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MORAWETZ ESTIMATES AND STABILIZATION FOR DAMPED
KLEIN-GORDON EQUATION WITH SMALL DATA

YAN CUI AND BO XIA

ABSTRACT. In the present paper, we show that the global solution to (partially) damped
Klein-Gordon equation on the three dimensional Euclidean space with small data decays
exponentially. The key ingredients in the proof are: Morawetz-type estimates for solutions
with small data and Ruiz’s unique continuation principle for wave equations.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

In this article, we will consider the stabilization problem for damped Klein-Gordon equa-
tion
(L 8tztu(t, x) — Au(t, x) + a(x)du(t, x) + u(t, x) = u(t, x)
' (u(0, x), 8,u(0, X)) = (uo(x), 1(x))

in the energy space with small initial data. Throughout the whole paper, our assumption on
the damping term a(x) is

(t,x) € R xR?

Condition 1.1. There exist positive constants A, Ay and R such that the nonnegative func-
tion a € L*(R?) satisfies
Ao < a(x) < Ay, Yx € RP\Bg

where By is the ball centered at the origin with radius R in R>.

The stationary solution of (1.1) obeys
(1.2) ~A¢ + ¢ =¢*> onR’.

This equation admits a unique positive solution denoted by Q (see [2]). We now introduce
the variational characterization of Q. For any ¢ € H'(R?), denote

|V(,0|2 + 902 904
Jl¢] = — - \d
Lel .&J 2 4 |

Kwﬂﬁzl;OVﬂ2+¢2—¢ﬁdx

and

Then the infimum
hy := inf {J[¢] : ¢ € H'\{0}, Kl¢] = 0]
is strictly positive and it is attained by Q (see [5, Section 2.2]).
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For a solution u of (1.1), we denote i = (u, 0,u) and define the energy to be

2 2 4
ELil()] = f [th,xu(t, x)I2 + u(t, x) _ M(ZX) dx
R}

and the linear energy to be

2 2
EL[40)] ::f |V, cu(t, )|~ + u(t, x) dx.
R3

2

Our stabilization result begins with solving (1.1).
Proposition 1.2. Under Condition 1.1, the following two sets
PS" = {(up,ur) € H' X L* : E[(uo, uy)] < ho, K[u] > 0}
and
PS" :={(up,u1) € H' X L? : E[(uo, u1)] < ho, K[u] < 0}

are invariant under the flow of (1.1) as long as the flow is defined. What’s more, one has the
following dichotomy of dynamics

e the solution starting from PS™ exists for all time;

e the solution starting from PS~ blows up in finite time.

This result can be proved by adapting Payne-Sattinger argument to (1.1). One can refer to
[5] for a standard introduction about this argument in dealing with Klein-Gordon equation
over the whole Euclidean space. See [3] for another adaption of this argument to a system of
damped Klein-Gordon equations.

Let u be a global solution of (1.1) with data in PS". For each time #, we write

1 1 1
Elid(n)] = ZK[u(t)] + EEL[ﬁ(t)] + 1 f |0,ul*dx
R3

which implies immediately

(1.3) Eli()] < 2E[i(1)].

What’s more, using the multiplier method, we have the identity for each time 7" > 0
(1.4) E[d(T)] = E[u4(0)] — A[i,0,T]

where the energy decrement A[iZ, 0, T] is given as

T
(1.5) Ali,0,T] := f f a@(x)|0,ul*dx.
0 R3

In particular, this identity implies that the energy of u is non-increasing in time. In the present
paper, we show in a further step that the energy of this long-time solution u with small data
not only decays, but also it decays exponentially.

Theorem 1.3. Under Condition 1.1, there exists a small number € > 0 such that any global
solution, starting from PS™ with initial data satisfying ||(ug, u)|lg1x2 < € decays exponen-
tially.
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Although this result is stated in [ 1], their proof does not work in the present case: the
global solution in PS* with small data. Since we did not find any proof in some other place
neither, we present the proof explicitly here, which turns out not be an easy task. The main
difficulty arises from the focusing nature of (1.1). This seems to be even harder in the case
of large data, for which one can find in [3] a concrete treatment, including the derivation of
Morawetz-type inequality and the demonstration of observation inequality for a system of
damped Klein-Gordon equations.

Theorem 1.3 follows by applying the time-translation invariance of (1.1) to the following
observation inequality (see [3, Section 6] for the treatment of s system of damped Klein-
Gordon equations).

Theorem 1.4. Assume that Condition 1.1 holds so that constants Ay, Ay and R are given.
Then for each sufficiently small number € > 0, there exists a time T = T(Ay, Ao, R, €) and
a constant C = C(A1, Ao, R, €) such that any global solution u of (1.1) with data i(0) =
(ug, uy) € PS" satisfies the estimate

E[u(T)] < CA[i;0,T]

provided that
EL[i(0)] < e.

The key ingredients in proving the observation inequality are Ruiz’s unique continuation
principle (see [6]) and the following weak version of observation inequality (see [3, Section
6] for a concrete treatment for a system of damped Klein-Gordon equations).

Proposition 1.5. Under the same assumption in Theorem 1.4, there exists a positive num-
ber € satisfying the following property. For each € € (0,¢)), there exist a time T, =
To(A1, Ao, R, €) and a constant Cy = Cy(Ay, Ao, R, €) such that any global solution u of
(1.1) with i#(0) = (ug, u;) € PS" satisfies for each time T > T,

T
(1.6) E[@(T)] < Cy |Ali;0,T] + f (- dr]
0

provided that
E[i(0)] < e.

The proof of this weak version of observation inequality is a consequence of variants of
Morawetz estimate for (1.1) with small data.

Lemma 1.6. Under the same condition with Proposition 1.5, there exists a positive number
€ such that for each € € (0, e), the following property holds. One can finds a constant
C> = Co(Ay, Ao, R, &) so that any global solution u with data i#(0) = (ug, u;) € PS* satisfies
for each time T > 0

T T T
(1.7) f f utdxdt < Cre [ f f w’dxdt + f f IVulzdxdt]
0 ||<2R 0 ||<4R 0 2R<|-|<4R

(1.8)

T T T
f f \Vul|>dxdt < C, [A[ﬁ;O, T)+ E[d(T)] + f f w’dxdt + f f IVulzdxdtl
0 ||<2R 0 ||<4R 0 2R<|-|<4R
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T T T
(1.9) f f utdxdt < Cre [ f f w’dxdt + f f IVulzdxdt]
0 ||>2R 0 ||<2R 0 2R<|+|

f f |Vu|2+u dxdt<C2 [A[u 0,7T]+ E[d(T)] + f f zdxdt]
|'[>2R ||<2R
+ Che f f \Vul>dxdt
0 R<|[|<2R

EL[i#(0)] <

With this result at hand, we now give

(1.10)

provided that

Proof of Proposition 1.5. Let €, and C; be as in Lemma 1.6. Take a small number €, € (0, €,)
that is to be fixed later on. Fix € € (0, ). Then any global solution u of (1.1) with #(0) =
(g, uy) € PS” satisfies estimates (1.8) and (1.10) with constant being C, for each T > 0
provided that

(1.11) E,[i#(0)] < € < &.

We add the inequality (1.8) to (C, + 1)-multiple of (1.10) and add fOT fl <R u*dxdt onto
both sides of the resulted inequality, obtaining

f f (Vul® + u?)dxdt < C, [A[i@;0,T]+ E[i(T)]] + C4f f u’dxdt
[1<4R

+Co(Cy + e f f \Vul*dxdt
0 Jr<lz2r
with C3 := Co(C;, + 2) and Cy := [C(C; + 2) + 1]. Taking €, to be small so that

(1.12)

1 1
Cy(Cy + Degy < 3 and hence C,(C, + 1)e < 3

we can absorb the last term on the right hand side of (1.12) into its left hand side, obtaining

T T
f f E,[illdxdt < 2Cs [A[iZ; 0, T] + E[@(T)]] + 2C, f f wldxdt.
0 JRr3 0 JJI<4R

Since E; [i(t)] > Ei(?)] for each ¢ and the functional E[ii(¢)] is non-increasing in time, this
last estimate implies

T
TE[#(T)] < 2C; [A[iZ; 0, T] + E[i(T)]] + 2Cs f f Wdxdt,
|<4R

Taking T, := 2C; + 1 and kicking the term 2C;E[ii(T)] back to the left hand side, we obtain
the asserted estimate with Cy := 2Cy4. This completes the proof of Proposition 1.5. [

For reader’s convenience, we quote here Ruiz’s unique continuation principle (u.c.p., for

abbreviation) in [6] with the underlying domain being balls.
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Theorem 1.7 (Ruiz’ u.c.p.). Fix a positive number r > 0 and let S C B, be a non-empty
open neighborhood of the boundary 0B,. For each time T > diam(B,) = 2r, let u be a week
L*((0,T) x B,) solution of

(@ - A)w+ V(t,x)w =0 in (0, T) X B,

with V(t, x) € L°((0, T), L*(B,)). If in addition w = 0 on (0, T)X S, then w = 0 on (0, T) X B,.

We end this introduction part by describing the organization of this paper: in Section 2,
we will prove Lemma 1.6, and in Section 3, we will use Ruiz’s u.c.p. and the weak version
of observation inequality to prove the observation inequality.

2. PROOF OF LEMMA 1.6

In this section, we give the proof of Lemma 1.6. In the defocusing case, that is, both the
kinetic energy and the potential energy are of positive signs, the proof turns out to be simple,
see [1]. However, since our equation (1.1) is focusing, we can not apply the argument in
[1] to achieve these estimates. Nevertheless, we can handle this difficulty by exploring the
smallness of linear energy.

Proof of Lemma 1.6. We now show the first two inequalities. Let | := 3R/2 and r, := 5R/2.
Denote S7, := (0,T) X B, for each r > 0 and each time 7 > 0. Take a non-negative test

function ¢ € C*(B,,, [0, 1]) that satisfies ¢ p = land Supp, Vgl < ygo% for some constant
gl
v =7¥(R). Put¢ = g04. Then we have

@.1)  max(suplxp(x)|, sup(ixl - V4l [Vel.[Vei]) < € == Ci(R), sup [Vg| < dygt.

By,

For convenience, we here take C, to be larger so that it is bigger than 1.

Take €, < € to be two small positive numbers that are to be specified later on, and fix a
number € € (0, ). Let u(r) be a global solution of (1.1) with initial data #(0) = (ug,u;) €
PS* satisfying

2.2) Eli(0)] <e< e < 6.
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Integrating the product of the equation satisfied of u and (¢x - Vu + ¢u) over S r,, and using
integration by parts, we obtain the identity

ff 0,[0u(px - Vu + ¢u)] + ff adu(px - Vu + ¢u)
St s

Ty

f f (Vu(¢x Vu+ guy - 2 (IVu|2 1~ |0uf’) f f "W
STr2 ST’Z
(2.3) S

+f (Vu-x+u)(Vu - V¢)—ff
Sty S
v

=1

ff ——V¢ u+ff (IVul® + 18l - )
STrz STrz

=V =:VI

10,ul* + u )

T,y

We are going to bound VI from below, but to bound all other terms from above.
Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality followed by another application of Young’s inequality,

we obtain
( f [Guu(¢x - Vu + pu)]|, )
B,

)

where C; = C,(R) > Ois as in (2.1). Using (1.4), we further bound
2.4) 1| < 2C,(A[&,0, T] + E[d(T)]).

I = < Ci(E[@(0)] + E[#(T)))

We next bound II. For this, we use our assumption (1.1) on the damping and our choice
of ¢ together with Young’s inequality to get

|11|<_ff Vul® + 2 +4AC2f f aldul*.

Noting that the second integration on the right hand side is indeed bounded by A[i, 0, T'],
we thus have

(2.5) 1| < Ef f |Vu| + u +4A CIA[U,0,T].

We now use integration by parts to treat I1I, obtaining
(2.6) I = 0.
To treat IV, we use the fact supp{Ve¢} C B,, \ B,,, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality together
with the defining expression of A[i, 0, T] and Condition (1.1) to obtain
(2.7) V| < C,Alit 1+ sz f |Vu| + |ul )dxdt
2 \Br|

where C, = C»(R, Ay 1 is a positive constant.
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In order to deal with V, we split

4
(2.8) V:—ff ¢T”+f (x- Vo)u'.
St St

=2V1 2V2
We use the last inequality in (2.1) to bound V,
(2.9) IV,| < 16Ry f bR,
ST,rz

Recalling ¢ = ¢*, we use Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality on the whole space to bound V,

T T
(2.10) IV,| < 16Ry f f (¢*u)* < 16RyB* f ( f |V(¢%u)|2)><( f |¢%u|2)
0 R3 0 R3 R3

where B is the best constant for Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (see [4]). Using (2.1) and
the smallness assumption (2.2) and doing some elementary calculus, we obtain

T T
(2.11) A s32RyélB4e( f f ul* + f f |vu|2)
0 JB, 0 JB,

Similarly, we apply the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality on the entire space to estimate V,

T T
(2.12) |V1|Sf f(sau)“sB“f (f IV(sau)Iz)X(f |¢u|2).
0 R3 0 R3 R3

Again, using (2.1) and the smallness assumption (2.2), and performing some elementary
calculus, we obtain

T T
(2.13) Vi 3261346( f f lul* + f f |Vu|2)
0 JB, 0 JB,

It then follows the relationship between ry, 7, and R and our choice of ¢ that the asserted
inequality (1.7) is valid with constant being

(2.14) C,, = 8C,B".

We are now in a position to use (2.8) to combine (2.13) and (2.11), obtaining

T T
(2.15) V| < 2(64Ry + 1)61346( f f lul* + f f |Vu|2)
0 JB, 0 JB,

We use the properties of ¢ to bound VI simply as

1 T 1 [T
(2.16) VI> = f f (|a,u|2+|vu|2)—— f f luf?.
2 Jo By, 2 Jo B,

We now use (2.3) to combine (2.4),(2.5),(2.6),(2.7),(2.15) and (2.16), obtaining

1 (7 N . R _ T
5[0 qu |Vul? gC3(A[u,O, T]+E[u(T)])+C4(e3)f0 ||u||1242(|-|§r2)dt

T T
+ C~‘5(€3)f‘ f |Vul* + éG(Q)f f IVul?
O7 r1<|x<r 0 [xl<ry

(2.17)



where
63 = 261 + éz + 4A1C~‘%,

~ ~ 9 ~ ~
C4 = C4(E3) = E + Cz + 2(64R’y + 1)C1€3,
- - 1 - -

Cs .= Cs5(&) = T6 + C, + 2(64Ry + 1)Cy,

~ ~ 1 -
Co 1= Co(&) = T + 2(64Ry + 1)Ci6;.

In order to kick the last term on the right hand side back to the left hand side, we now fix a
small number & so that C¢ < 1/4, that is

3
2(64R’y + 1)C1€3 < E

With this choice of €3, we absorb this last term into left hand side, obtaining

T
(2.18) f f IVul? <c22[ [i,0, T]+Eu(T)]+f ||u||L2(||<r2)dt+f f |vu|2]
s 0 Jnskizn

with
(2.19) o 1= 4max (Cs, Cu(e), Cs(&3)).

Using the relation of ry, r, and R, we see that this implies the asserted inequality (1.8) with
the constant C,, in place of C,.

Up to now, we finish the proof of the first two inequalities with constant C, being the
maximum of these two in (2.14) and (2.19). We next turn to show the last two inequalities,
by choosing €, even smaller if necessary.

We choose a new test function k € C*(R?, [0, 1]) satisfying Kl<r = 0, kli22r = 1, sup|Vk| <
B1 := B1(R) and sup |Ak| < B, := B2(R) for some positive constants 5; and 3.

Put ¢ := k*. Then we have

(2.20) sup |Ay| < 48, + 128, =: S.

Recall u is the arbitrary global solution satisfying (2.2) previously chosen. Integrating the
product of the equation of u with yu over (0, T)xR?* and using integration by parts, we obtain

T T T
ean [ [ v -ar= [ %m%muﬁ]—( | wwtuﬂ)u)
0 Jrs 0o Jr3| 2 R3 27/,

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (1.3) and the defining expression of A[iZ, 0, T'], we first

bound
y T
(f w(@tu+—)-u) < Cs
R3 2 0

where C¢ = Co(A") is a positive constant.
Thanks to our choice of ¢ (the supporting property of ¢ and the bound (2.20)), we use
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the defining expression of A[i, 0, T] to bound

f f [—|u| +i,b|5tu| Alu, 0, T]+f ||M||L2(||<2R)dt]

(2.22) [E[#(T)] + A[u,0,T1]],

(2.23) <Gy




for some positive constant C; = C;(8, A, h.
Applying Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and doing some elementary calculus with gra-
dient estimate of k, we use (2.2) to conclude

T T T
(2.24) f f u'dxdt < Cge f Ul o + f f K |Vul*dxdt
0 [x=2R 0 (=2 0 R3

where Cs = Cg(B)) is a positive constant. Using the supporting property of , we see that the
asserted inequality (1.9) holds with constant being

(225) C2’3 = ég.

Substituting the above three estimates (2.22),(2.23) and (2.24) back into (2.21) and using
the supporting property of k, we obtain

T T
2 2 ~ 5 5 ~ )
fo L 22R(|Vu| + |ul?) dxdt < Co [ELi(T)] + A(@,0,T)] + Cio fo [T~

T T
+ Cqe f f IVul> + Cge f f |Vul?
0 ||<2R 0 |'[>2R

ég = éé + 67
CIO = 610(6) = 67 + CgE.

(2.26)

where

Taking €, to be even smaller (if necessary) so that
~ 1 ~ 1
Cge < X and hence Cge < 7

we can kick the last term on the right hand side of (2.26) back to left hand side, obtaining

T
+C, 1€ f f |Vul?
0 R<||<2R

T T

f f (IVu? + luP) dxdr < Css [A[ﬁ, 0,71 + E[#(T)] + f -
0 Ji=2r 0 =

with

(2.27) Co4 := 2max (Co, Co(e), Cs).

This is the asserted inequality (1.10) with constant being C, 4 in place of C,. This completes
the proof of the second two inequalities.

Letting C, be the biggest one among (2.14),(2.19),(2.25) and (2.27) completes the proof
of Lemma 1.6. [

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

In this section, we are going to prove the observation inequality. Our starting point is the
main estimate in Proposition 1.5 and the strategy is to suppress the second term on the right
hand side of (1.6) by the first one. The key technique to execute this strategy is Ruiz’s u.c.p.

for wave equations on bounded domain (see Theorem 1.7).
9



Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let €, Cy and T, be as in Proposition 1.5. Take a small number
€ € (0, &) that is to be specified later on.

We argue by contradiction, assuming that the assertion does not hold for such a choice
of €. Then, in comparison with the estimate in Proposition 1.5, we can find a sequence of
non-zero global solutions u, to (1.1) with initial data i7,(0) € PS" satisfying

(3.1 EL[d,(0)] <€
but
(3 2) f ”unHLZ(l |<4R) o

Alit,,0,T]
for each time 7" > T. It is worthy emphasizing that T is independent of €. This divergence
allows to rescale u, at least for all sufficiently large » in the following way
(3.3) Wy 1=

n

where

(3.4 \/f ||un||L2(| |<4R)

It then follows immediately that

T
(3.5) f f (00w, dxdt —, e 0,
R3
(3.6) 1_f ||wn||L2(||<4R)dt<f f IVoawal® +w) dxdt,
R%
(3.7) 2w, (t, X) — Aw,(t, X) + a(X)F,w,(t, X) + wy(t, x) = Lw(t, x).
and

T
(3.8) Ay < Zf E,lu,]dt < 2T €.
0

Thanks to this last inequality, we assume for some A € [0, V2T &], there holds up to subse-
quences

3.9) Ap oo Ao
We next study the compactness of {w,}. It follows from the choice of {u,} that

T
(3.10) E[#,(T)] < Cy [A[ﬁn;o, T+ fo ||un||iz(|.|<4mdz].

This estimate, together with the defining expression of w,, infers for all sufficiently large n

that , .
f f (IV,.wa* + W) dxdt < 2CT [ f f a(x)|0,w,Pdxdt + 1
0 R3 0 R3
10




which gives directly via (3.5)

T
(3.11) f f (IVeawal® + wp) dxdt < 4CT.
0 R3
It then follows that {w,} is bounded in H'((0, T) x R?). Thus we may assume that
(3.12) w, converges weakly to w in H'((0, T) x R?).

For each radius r > 0, we use compact Sobolev embedding H'((0, T)xB,) C L%‘((O, T)xB,)
to conclude that

(3.13) W S, W in L3I0, T) X B,).

This enables us to use Cantor diagonal method to extract a subsequence, still denoted by
{w,}, that satisfies

(3.14) wfl — .0 W in the sense of distributions.

In the case that A is strictly bigger than zero, the sequence {w,} enjoys better compactness
result. To see this, we set u := Aw. Then the sequence {u,} corresponding to {w,} enjoys
the same convergence to u with that {w,} does to w in H'((0, T) x R*). What’s more, both
sequences share the same compactness in L*((0, T), H'(R?)):

for some u’ (resp. w’) in L¥((0, T), H'(R?)), the sequence u, (resp. w,)

3.15
( ) converges weakly to u (resp. w) in this space as n tends to infinity.

This follows from the fact that
{u,} (resp. {w,}) is bounded in L=((0, T), H'(R?)),

which is a direct consequence of the inequality (1.3), the fact that E[i(¢)] is non-increasing in
time ¢ and our assumption (3.1). Noting that # = ' and w = w’ in the sense of distributions,
we will only use notations u# and w if there is no ambiguity.

Therefore, we can now assume that the sequence {w,} satisfies the convergence relations
(3.12),(3.13) and (3.14). What’s more, in the case that A is strictly positive, it also satisfies
(3.15) with the limiting function w in place of w’. In particular, w € L*((0, T), H'(R?)).

Using convergence relations (3.12),(3.14) together with (3.9), we see from the equations
(3.7) satisfied by w,, that w is a weak solution to

(3.16) 2w(t, x) — Aw(t, x) + a(x)0w(t, x) + w(t, x) = 2w(t, x).

We are now going to show that w is indeed a stationary solution. For this, we let v := d,w
and try to exploit the equation it obeys

(3.17) af,v —Av+ady+ (1 =32y = 0.

Recalling that w, converges weakly to w in H'([0, T] X R?), we may apply Fatou’s lemma

in (3.5) to obtain
T
f f a(x)|0,wl*dxdt = 0.
0 JRr3
This implies

(3.18) v=0w=00n(0,7) xS
11



with S := {x € R? : a(x) > 0} and any T > T,. Take an arbitrary radius R, > 4R. Recalling
T > T, is independent of €, we are at free to pick a time 7" > 2R, so that

(3.19) T > diam(Bg, ).
It then follows from (3.17) that v is a week solution to
(3.20) O2v—Av+(1-32w"v=00n(0,T) X Bg,.

What’s more, applying Fatou’s lemma in (3.11), we see that w is an L*((0, T) X Bg,) function.
Thus

(3.21) wis a weak L2((0,T) x Bg,) solution of (3.20).
The last condition we need to apply Ruiz’s UCP is
(3.22) (1 = 382wl (0,1),23(8r, ) < -

We divide the proof of this result into two cases. In the case 4 = 0, it suffices to show
1 € L*((0,T), L*(Bg,)), which is obvious since T and R; are finite. In the second case
A > 0, it then follows from (3.15) that w € L*((0, T), H'(R?)). We can then use Sobolev’s
inequality in the spatial variable to conclude that w? € L*((0,T), L*(R%)) and hence w? €
L>((0,T), L*(Bg,)). Consequently, in this case, we have (1 — 34°w?) € L¥((0, T), L*(Bg,)) as
well. This completes the proof of (3.22).

With (3.18),(3.19),(3.21) and (3.22) at hand, we can then apply Ruiz’s u.c.p. to the equa-
tion (3.20), obtaining that v vanishes everywhere in (0, T') X Bg,. Thanks to the arbitraryness
of R, and the choice T > R;, v vanishes identically on (0, c0)xR?. Therefore, w is a stationary
solution satisfying

(3.23) —Aw +w = *w’.

This implies w = 0. This result is to be proved by dividing into two different cases as well.
In the first case 4 = 0, we integrate the multiplication of (3.23) with w and use integration
by parts, obtaining

f (Vw)* + wWdx =0
]R3

which in turn implies w = 0.
In the second case A4 > 0, we recall u = Aw. Substituting the expression of u into (3.23),
we obtain

(3.24) —Au+u=u.

Integrating the multiplication of this equation with u over R? and using integration by parts,

we obtain the equality
f (qul2 + uz) dx = f u*dx.
R3 R3

Denoting the left hand side of this equality by 2F, we use Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality to
compute

1 14
2F < c(||u||;1l||u||22) < 4CF?
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where C is some positive constant concerning Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality(see [4]). Solv-
ing this inequality, we get

1
3.25 F=0orF>—
(3.25) R Te

By choosing € (even smaller if necessary) to satisfy

RN < —
€<Il|ll’1(2 ,6()) Yok

we infer from (3.25) and the relation
F <liminf E;[i,(0)] < €

that F = 0. Consequently we have w = 0 in this case. It then follows from the strong
convergence w, —,. w in L?((0, T) x R?) and the inequality (3.6) that

1<0

which is impossible. This completes the proof of our main result. [
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