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Abstract

The classical approach to diffusion processes is based on Fick’s law that the flux is pro-
portional to the concentration gradient. Various phenomena occurring during propagation of
penetrating liquids in polymers show that this type of diffusion exhibits anomalous behavior
and contradicts the just mentioned law. However, they can be explained in the framework
of non-Fickian diffusion theories based on viscoelasticity of polymers. Initial-boundary value
problems for viscoelastic diffusion equations have been studied by several authors. Most of the
studies are devoted to the Dirichlet BVP (the concentration is given on the boundary of the
domain). In this chapter we study the second BVP, i.e. when the normal component of the
concentration flux is prescribed on the boundary, which is more realistic in many physical sit-
uations. We establish existence of weak solutions to this problem. We suggest some conditions
on the coefficients and boundary data under which all the solutions tend to the homogeneous
state as time goes to infinity.

1 Introduction

The continuity equation for diffusion

ou ,

states that variations of the concentration u(t,z) at any spatial point  and moment of time ¢ can
only be caused by inflow and outflow of a penetrant into and out of that area. Here J = J(t, z) is
the concentration flux vector.

The classical diffusion theory is based on Fick’s law (the flux is proportional to the concentration
gradient with negative proportionality factor —D). The continuity equation and Fick’s law yield the
classical diffusion equation

g—;‘ — div (D(u)Vu), (1.2)
which becomes the heat equation
ou
— = DA 1.

for constant diffusion coefficient D.

The concentration behaviour for diffusion of penetrant liquids in polymers exhibits such phe-
nomena as case Il diffusion, sorption overshoot, literal skinning, trapping skinning and desorption
overshoot, which contradict Fick’s law, see e.g. [5, 8, [9 10, 20, 21], 23, 26]. There is a number
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of approaches which explain these non-Fickian properties of polymeric diffusion. They are usually
based on taking into account the viscoelastic nature of polymers (cf. [15] and references therein) and
on the possibility of glass-rubber phase transition (see e.g. [26] with some review). We are going to
study the model which is due to Cohen et al. (see [4] [5, [I1]; related models or particular cases of
this one were suggested by other authors, see e.g. [7 26]). It consists in combining the continuity
equation with the following system

J(t,x) = —DVu— EVo + Mu, (1.4)
aa—(; + fo = pu+ v’ (1.5)

Generally speaking, the coefficients 5, D, E, M, u and v may depend u, or even on ¢,z and o.
Let us briefly discuss the meaning and typical behaviour of the coefficients. The scalar function
[ is the inverse of the relaxation time. A characteristic form of 3 is [5]

U — URG

5(u) = (B + ) + (B — ) tanh( A (1.6)

where Og, Ba, 0, urg are positive constants, Sr > Sg. The polymer-penetrant systems modeled with
the help of (1.6) can be in two phases: glassy and rubbery. The glassy state corresponds to the areas
of low concentration. Here the polymer network is severely entangled, and the relaxation time is
high, so its inverse is low. Moreover, it is close to a certain value . In the high concentration areas
the system is in the rubbery state: the network disentangles, so the relaxation time is small, and its
inverse is close to Sgr > [Bg. The glass-rubber phase transition occurs near a certain concentration
Ugea, and the value of § determines the length of the transition segment. The coefficients D and E are
non-negative scalars (more generally, they are positive-definite tensors) called the diffusion and stress-
diffusion coefficients, respectively. As the concentration increases, the polymer network disentangles,
so the diffusivity also increases. Thus, D should be an increasing function of concentration: in
particular, D can depend on w in a way similar to (1.6) [I0]. E is sometimes considered to be a
constant, see [4] for some justification, but numerical simulations [6] have shown that, if E(0) # 0,
then the concentration v may become negative, which is physically meaningless. Conversely, it can
analytically be proved that, if £(0) = 0, then the concentration u remains non-negative provided
it is non-negative at the initial moment of time [3]. In [24], we make related observations showing
expediency of the condition E(1) = 0, which can maintain the concentration u of less than or equal
to 100%. Thus, a modeling example is

Bu) = aqu(u — 1)

eyt (1.7)

where oy and as are positive constants, as is small. The functions p and v should be non-negative
and bounded [4], M is the convection velocity vector, assumptions on it will be given below.

Let n(z) be the outward normal vector at the point x of the boundary 92 of a domain 2 C R
[l Then system (1.1),(1.4),(1.5) may be completed with such boundary conditions as

u(t,z) = ¢(t,x), © € 0N (1.8)

(the concentration on the boundary is prescribed) and

- Z Ji(t, z)n () = p(t, z), © € 0Q (1.9)

!The most important particular cases are n = 2 (diffusion in polymer films) and n = 3.



(the influsdd of the penetrant through the boundary is known).

The initial-boundary value problems for system (1.1),(1.4),(1.5) possess maximal (not global in
time) solutions for a more general boundary condition, which includes (1.8) and (1.9), see [3]. The
global (in time) existence results are known for the Dirichlet condition (1.8). A theorem on global
solvability is presented in [2] for f = pu, M = 0 and D = E being a constant scalar. It is formulated
for the one-dimensional case (0 < x < 1), but the technique used there seems to be applicable for
x € Q, where €2 C R” is a bounded domain with a smooth boundary. Another global existence
result is given in [I3]. They assume the stress-diffusion coefficient E to be a non-constant increasing
function of concentration, E(0) = 0 (so E(1) = 0 is not allowed). However, it is required that the
initial and boundary data for the concentration are bounded from below by a positive constant, so
the solution is always strictly positive, and this approach does not permit to consider dry regions
in a polymer. Paper [13] is mainly concerned with the one-dimensional case, but also they suggest
a brief plan how to generalize the result for the multidimensional situation. Global existence of
dissipative (ultra weak) solutions for constant scalar D and E and M = 0 is shown in [22] for
2 = R" (again, the ideas used there seem to be suitable for 2 C R"). In [23], global (in time) weak
solutions on a bounded domain 2 C R™ are constructed, under rather general assumptions on the
coefficients. Further investigation of the weak solutions of the Dirichlet problem is carried out in [24]:
it is proved that, for any sufficiently short time segment and any stress prescribed at the beginning
of this segment, there exists a weak solution such that the concentrations at the beginning and at
the end of the segment are the same, and, under an additional assumption on coefficients, existence
of time-periodic weak solutions (without any restrictions of the period length) is shown. Paper [25]
considers long-time behaviour issues for this problem: provided D and E are constant scalars and
M = 0, the solutions generate a dissipative semiflow, and there exist a minimal trajectory attractor
and a global attractor.

In this chapter, we construct (global in time) weak solutions for problem (1.1),(1.4),(1.5),(1.9) on
a bounded domain €2 C R” for given initial concentration and stress. The coefficients may depend on
t,x,u and o. In addition, we suggest some conditions on the coefficients and boundary data under
which all the solutions tend to the homogeneous state u = const as time goes to infinity. The chapter
is organized in the following way. In Section 2, we introduce the required notations. In Section 3,
we give a weak formulation of the initial-boundary value problem and state the result on existence
of weak solutions (Theorem 3.1), which is proved in Section 4. In Section 5, we touch the long-time
behaviour.

2 Notation

We use the standard notations L,(€2), W;™(2), H™(Q2) = W3*(Q) for Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces
of functions defined on a bounded open set (domain) 2 C R", n € N.

The scalar product and the Euclidean norm in Ly(Q)* = Ly(Q, R¥) are denoted by (u,v) and
|ul|, respectively (k is equal to 1 or n). In H™(Q2), m € N, we use the scalar product (u,v), =

> (D*u, D*v) and the corresponding Euclidean norm ||u||,.
|| <m

The space of linear continuous functionals on H™(Q2) (the dual space) is denoted by Hy™(€2).
The value of a functional from Hy™(£2) on an element from H™((2) is denoted by (-, -) (the ”bra-ket”
notation). Similarly, the dual space of W;"(€) is denoted by W_*(€2), 1—1) + % =1,1<p< oo, with
the corresponding use of the ”bra-ket” notation.

Sometimes we shall write simply L,, H™ for L,(Q)*, H™(Q)* etc., k = 1,n.

2Tt can be negative.



Let us introduce some basic operators. The operator divy : L,(€2) — Wq_zlv(Q) is determined by
the formula

1 1
(divyv, ) = — /U(x)qu(x) dz, ¢ € Wy(Q), -+ - =1. (2.1)
2 P q
The isomorphic operators A : H'(Q) — Hy'(Q) and Ay : H3(Q) — Hy*(Q) are given by the

expressions

(Av,¢) = (v,0)1, ¢ € H'(), (2.2)
(Agv, ) = (v, )2, ¢ € H*(Q). (2.3)

Note that Ly (Q) C Hy'(Q) C Hy?(2) with natural imbedding operators, and then Av = v—divy Vv,
veH.

Set Xy = Xn(Q) = A (HY(Q)). The scalar product and norm in Xy are (u,v)x = (Au, Av)y,
|ul|x = [|Aull;. The duality between Hy'(Q2) and Xy () is given by the formula

(u,v), = (u, Av), u € Hy',v € Xy. (2.4)

Note that (u,v), = (u,v); for u € H',v € Xy. The elements of Xy are solutions of the Neumann
problem

v—Av=u€c H (), (2.5)
v
%(l’) =0,z € 0N2. (2.6)
Thus,
Xn(Q) C H*(Q) C Wy, o(Q) (2.7)

by Sobolev theorem (for sufficiently regular ).

The symbols C(J; E), Cyw(JT; E), Lo(T; E) ete. denote the spaces of continuous, weakly contin-
uous, quadratically integrable etc. functions on an interval J C R with values in a Banach space E.
We recall that a function u : J — E is weakly continuous if for any linear continuous functional g
on E the function g(u(+)) : J — R is continuous.

If F is a function space (Ly(€2), H™(2) etc.), then we identify the elements of C(7J; E), Ls(J; F)
etc. with scalar functions defined on J x €2 according to the formula

u(t)(x) = u(t,x), t € I,z € Q.
We shall also use the function spaces (7" is a positive number):
Wy =Wn(Q,T) = {7 € Ly(0,T; H'(Q)), 7 € Lo(0, T; Hy* ()}
I llwy = 7l arsmri@) + 171 ooy @y
Wy =Wy (Q,T) = {1 € Ly(0,T; Xy (), 7 € Lo(0,T; Hy' ()}
[7llwy = 117l 220,73 (0)) + ||7J||L2(0,T;H;,1(Q));

Wy =Wy (U T) = {7 € Ly(0,T; H(Q)), 7' € Ly(0,T; Hy*())}

7w, = HT||L2(0,T;H2(Q)) + ||T/HL2(0,T;H;,2(Q))‘

Lemma II1.1.2 from [I9] implies continuous embeddings Wy, Wy C C([0,T]; Lo(R2)), Wi C
C([0,T]; HY(Q)) (see also [12]).



We use the notation | - | for the absolute value of a number, for the Euclidean norm in R", and
in the following case.
Denote by R"*" the space of matrices of the order n x n with the norm

Q= max_|Q¢].

§ER™ [¢]=1

Let RY™ € R™™ be the set of such matrices @ that

(Q€, Orn = d(Q)(&, &)

for some d(Q)) > 0 and all £ € R™.
The symbol C will stand for a generic positive constant that can take different values in different
places.

3 Weak formulation of the problem

We consider a polymer filling a sufficiently regularﬁ bounded domain 2 C R, n € N. We study the
diﬁuSi(;lﬁ of a penetrant in this polymer which is described by the following initial-boundary value
problem[:

0 ,
8—7: = div[Dy(t, z,u,0)Vu
+FEo(t,x,u,0)Vo — My(t,x,u,o)ul, (t,x) € [0,T] x Q, (3.1)
00_;7 + Bo(t, z,u,0)0 = po(u)u + I/o(u)%, (t,x) €10, T] x €, (3.2)
“ ou do
Z [Do(t, x,u, U)ija—% + Eo(t, x, u, U)ija—xj
i,j=1
_MO(tv Z, U, U)Zu} nl(x> = (P(t, LU), (tv .CL’) S [07 T] X aQ? (33)
u(0,z) = ug(x), 0(0,x) = go(z), = € Q. (3.4)

Here u = u(t,z) : [0,7] x Q — R is the unknown concentration of the penetrant (at the spatial
point z at the moment of time t), 0 = o(t,z) : [0,7] x Q — R is the unknown stress, ug = uo(z),
oo = oo(z) : @ — R are given initial data, ¢ : [0,7] x 0Q — R is the influx of the liquid through
the boundary, po,v0 : R = R, Dy, Ep : R™™ = RxR*" x Rx R — R, [y : R" = R,
My : R"™ — R™ are given functions, v,(-) > 0.

Before giving a definition of a weak solution to this problem, it is convenient to make a change
of variables. Denote

u(t,x)
((t,2) = olt,z) — / voly) dy,
0

3Say, it is locally located on one side of its C?-smooth boundary.

4This problem makes sense for diffusion in polymers provided 0 < u < 1, i.e. the concentration is not less than 0%
and does not exceed 100%. The assumptions on coefficients which guarantee this condition provided it is fulfilled at
the initial moment of time are discussed in [24] for the Dirichlet problem, mainly based on the results of [3]; similar
arguments are applicable in the Neumann case (1.9) with ¢ = 0. However, this question is still not completely studied.
So we consider here the general setting (3.1) — (3.4).

System (3.1), (3.2), (3.3) is obtained from (1.1),(1.4),(1.5),(1.9). For technical purposes, we assign subscript zero
to the coefficients.



ug ()

%uvz%@w—/ﬂawd%
D(t,z,u,s) =

u u

Dy (st [ mdy | + (s | tous+ [y | R
0 0

u

E(t7x7u7g):E0 tuxvuvg_'_/y()(y)dy )
0

ft,z,u,¢) = —ubly t:cug+/1/0 dy)

ﬁl(t,l',u,g) = _50 t,z,u,g—l— VO dy)

B(t:)sug+fl/o dy [ vo(y) dy
0

u
Note that, if v vanishes, then, by continuity, we consider the last term to become

8 (t,x,u,g) = ,UO(U) -

—Bo(t, x,0,¢)15(0).

Then we can rewrite (3.1) — (3.4) in the following form:

ou

5 div[D(t,z,u,s)Vu+ E(t,z,u,s)Vs + f(t, z,u,s)], (3.5)
s
i Bi(t, x, u,<)s +y(t, z,u,)u, (3.6)
" ou [0S
Z |:D(ta x,u, g)ija—xj + E(t’ z,u, g)ija—xj
i,j=1
_I_.f(tha u, g)z] Il,(!lf) = (P(t,l’), (ta ZE') € [O>T] X aQa (37)
uli=0 = Uo, Sli=0 = So- (3.8)

Now, before describing our assumptions on the coefficients, let us calculate the gradient of the
right member of (3.6):
V(Bi(t, z,u,)s) + V(3 (L 2, u,6)u)

B 96,

o o (t,z,u,s)sVs

(t,x,u,¢)sVu+ — ek

= Bi(t, z,u,¢)Vs + — A

(t, 2, u,q)s + —=—

gy(t T, U, S)u + gfy(t z,u,s)uVu + gfy(t z,u,s)uVe

= 5(t7 x,u, ()VU + :U“(ta €, U, §)V§ + g(ta z,u, §), (39)

+(t, z,u,¢)Vu +

where

0
O (4w, s + (b 2, 10,6) + 2t 2w, ), (3.10)

6



0 0
(2 1,<) = Ba(t 2 1,6) + 2Lt 2w, 6)s + DL (k2 Y, (3.11)
Js Js
o b dy
g(t,z,u,¢) = %(t,z, u,$)s + %(t,a:, U, S)u. (3.12)

We assume the following:
i) D, E:R"3 5 R™™: f g:R"™ 5 R™ u, 8,7, 0 : R = R.
ii) Each of these eight functions (e.g. D(¢,x,u,<)) is measurable in (¢, z) for fixed (u,s).
iii) Each of these functions is continuous in (u, <) for fixed (¢, z).
iv) These functions satisfy the estimates

|D(t,z,u,¢)| < Kp, (3.13)
|E(t, z,u,¢)| < Kg, (3.14)
max(|3(t, x, u,s)|, [v(t, z,u,)[) < Kp, (3.15)
max(|u(t,x,u,g)|,|ﬁ1(t,x,u,g)\) < KH? (316>
f(t 2 u,9)] < Kp(lul +[s]) + (¢, 2), (3.17)
l9(t, @, u,6)] < Ky(lul + [s]) + (¢, z) (3.18)
with some constants Kp,..., K, and functiondd J?,’gv € Lo joc(R™T1H).
v)
(D(tv x,u, g)é-v é-)R" Z d(é-v é-)R"? (319>

where d > 0 is independent of (¢,z,u,s) € R"3 and £ € R™.
vi) Relations (3.10) — (3.12) hold.

It is easy to see that, if Ey and [y are taken in the forms (1.7) and (1.6), then (3.14) and (3.15) are
violated. It turns out that such deficiencies can be corrected without loss of generality of the model
(see [24], Section 3] for a detailed discussion, cf. also [23| 25]). In brief, physically, the concentration
u and the stress ¢ are uniformly bounded, therefore the coefficients of systems (3.1)—(3.2) (and,
consequently, of (3.5)—(3.6)) can be experimentally determined only for bounded v and ¢, whereas
"at infinity” we can choose them at discretion.

Let us now rewrite (3.5) and (3.7) in a weak form. Assuming u and ¢ sufficiently regular, take
the Lo(Q)-scalar product of the members of (3.5) with a test function ¢ € H'(£2), and integrate by
parts in the right-hand side:

(u',¢) = —(D(t,z,u,5)Vu+ E(t, z,u,s)Vs + f(t,2,u,5), Vo)

* Z / [D(t’x’ Y g>ija—Ij + E(t, z,u, €)ija—Ij + f(t,z,u, C)Z} n;(z)p(x)ds
Li=150
= —(D(t,z,u,s)Vu+ E(t,z,u,s)Vs + f(t,z,u,s), Vo) + /<p¢ ds. (3.20)

o9
Denote by t(t) the linear functional ¢ — [ ¢(t)¢ ds. We assume that (for a.a. t) this integral exists

G9)
and continuously depends on ¢ € H(2), so () € Hy'(Q); clearly, this is true e.g. if ¢(t) € Ly(99).
Then we arrive at

9,
8_11: = divy[D(t, z,u,s)Vu+ E(t,z,u,s)Vs + f(t,z,u,s)] + 1, (3.21)

6Clearly, the behaviour of these functions outside (0,7) x Q does not matter.
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which should be understood as an equality of functionals from Hy'(€). Conversely, for each pair of
sufficiently regular functions (u,<), (3.21) implies (3.5) and (3.7).

Definition 3.1. A pair of functions (u,<) from the class
u€ Wy(Q,T),c € HY(0,T; H'(2)) (3.22)

is a weak solution to problem (3.5)-(3.8) if it satisfies (3.8), equality (3.21) holds in the space H'(f2)
a.e. on (0,7, and (3.6) holds a.e. in (0,7") x .

Note that (3.8) makes sense due to the embeddings
Wy € C(0, T} Lo()), H'(0,T; H(Q) € C((0, T}, H'()
Theorem 3.1. For every ug € Ly(Q), o € HY(Q) and ¢ € Ly(0,T; Hy'(2)), there exists a weak
solution to problem (3.5) — (3.8) in class (3.22).
4 Proof of the existence result

The proof of Theorem 3.1 is based on the study of the following auxiliary problem:

% + eAyv = Adivy[D(t, x,v,7)Vo + E(t,z,v,7)VT + f(t,x,0,7)] + M\, (4.1)
or 9

En +eAr = NBi(t, z, 0, 7)T + (¢, 2,0, 7)), (4.2)

v]y=0 = o, (4.3)

Tli=0 = <- (4.4)

Here ¢ > 0, A € [0, 1] are parameters. We are going to derive some a priori estimates for the weak
solutions of this problem. Then we shall show its solvability via topological degree arguments (the
presence of the parameter A is important at this stage). Finally, we shall put A = 1 and pass to the
limit as € — 0.

Definition 4.1. Given uy € Lo(Q), o0 € H'(Q2), a pair of functions (v, 7) from the class
v € WQ(Q,T), T EC Wl(Q, T) (45)

is a weak solution of problem (4.1)-(4.4) if equality (4.1) holds in the space Hy?(f2) a.e. on (0,7),
(4.2) holds in the space Hy'(Q) a.e. on (0,7), (4.3) holds in Ly(£2), and (4.4) holds in H'().

The last two conditions make sense due to the embeddings
Wy € C([0,T]; H'(2)), Wa € C([0,T]; La(%)).

Lemma 4.1. Let (v,7) be a weak solution to problem (4.1)-(4.4). Then the following a priori
estimate holds:

EHUH%Q(O,T;H?(Q)) + 5||7'||%2(0,T;XN)+
10117 0.0y + MO0 mm@y + I171E 0@y < C (4.6)
where C' is independent of A and .



Proof. Take the "bra-ket” of the terms of (4.2) (as elements of Hy'(Q)) and A7(t) € H'(Q) at

a.a. t€[0,7):
(7', AT) + <€A2T, AT>

=AN(Bi(t,z, 0, 7)T +v(t,x, 0, T)v, AT) .

Note that we can use parentheses instead of brackets in the right-hand side due to the equality

(4.7)

<w1,’LU2> = (wl,wg), wy € LQ,’LUQ c Hl.

But 1 d
(', A7) = (7. 7), = 2
(e.g. by [19, Lemma III1.1.2]). Thus,

1d
2dt

=Bt 2,0, 7)T +v(t, x,v,7)0,7) + AV [Bi(t, x, v, 7)T + (t, x, v, 7)v], VT)
=ANBi(t,z 0, 7)1, ) + A (y(t, 2,0, 7))V, T)
+A (B(t, 0, 7)Vo+ plt, z, v, 7)VT + g(t, z,0,7),VT).
e ¥7(t), where k > 0 will be defined below. Then

—|I7II3 + (AT, A7),

Denote o(t) = e *u(t), 7(t) =

1d

S — || 7|2 + e2Me (AT, AT),

— A (ﬁl(t, x, MT(1), eFT(t)) 7, ?(t)ekt> A (v(t, z, (1), M (1) ek, ?(t)ekt>

+)\<5(t,x,ekt@(t) 7)) VB + u(t, x, o (1), eF T () Vet
+g(t, z, eMo(t), M7 (¢ (t)eM). (4.10)

Denote now
Kkt~

Thus,

2dt
—wmmwﬁwﬁmﬁ@f@)+w%mammﬂmmmﬂm

+)\<ﬁk(t, 2, 5(t), 7(0)V5 + it 2, 5(t), 7(1)) V7

—i—gk(t,x,@(t),?(t)),V%(t)). (4.11)



Integration from 0 to t € [0, 7] yields

t t
1, _ _ _
@+ [ Ir) 2 ds +e [ I7(s)13 ds
0 0
t

= Slall 3 [ (B, 05). 761 V() 7)) + (005 7)), 7(5))

—i—(,uk(s,x,@(s),%(s))V%(s), vT(s)) n (ﬁlk(s,x,ﬂ(s),?(s))%(s),?(s))

+ (985, 2, 5(5),7(5)), V() ) ds. (4.12)

Applying the Cauchy-Buniakowski inequality, Cauchy’s inequality ab < ca® + ﬁbQ, (3.15) and (3.16)

we obtain
i r|1+k:/||r r|1ds+a/||r I ds
1 A
< gllol + 25 /||<>||1ds+A/||f ||1ds+AK/||T I ds
0
>\ t
3 [l o657, )P ds + A / Il ds. (413
0 0
Note that
t t
/ g (s, - 5(s, ), 7(s, )2 ds < / 1K, [[o(s, )| + [7(s, )] + G(s, )12 ds
0 0
t t t
< 3K? / os, )| ds + 3K / 17 (s, )2 ds + 3 / I50s, )1 ds
0 0 0
< 3K / lo(s)[12 ds + 3K / 17()12 ds + 31712, 0o,
0 0
Hence,

t t
1,_ 3 _ _
SO + (2= K, = 362 [rEds+= [ 17(s) 15 ds
0 0

1 Kg 2 t = 2 312
< Sl + X2 + 352 [ oI ds + 10, 0o (4.14)

Take k > 442K, + 3K;.
In particular, (4.14) implies

t t

[Irezas < Tan [ o) as), (4.1

0 0

10



Now, take the "bra-ket” of (4.1) (as elements of Hy*(Q)) and v(t) € H%(Q) at a.a. t € [0, T):

(W', v) + (eAqv,v)

= Mdivy[D(t, z,v,7)Vv + E(t,z,v,7)VT + f(t,z,0,7)] + P, v) . (4.16)
Again, by [19, Lemma III.1.2],
/ 2 4.1
0,0 = 20 ol (4.17)
Thus,
1d,
L o+ <(o.0)e
= —-AND(t,z,v,7)Vv+ E(t,z,v,7)VT + f(t,z,v,7),Vv) + XA (¢, v) . (4.18)
Then
1d

2dt||6ktv||2+e2kt ('U 'U)g

- —A(D(t, z, €M (t), M7 (1)) Vet + E(t, x, efti(t), e (1)) Vet

(2, €0(E), HF(D), VO ) + A ((8), v(t)e) (4.19)

Denote now

Thus, o
S Sl + Kol + <(5,2),
- —A(Dk(t, 2, 5(t), 7())VD + Ey(t, , o(t), 7(t)) V7
it 2, 5(8), 7(8)), V() ) + €A (), (1)) (4.20)
Therefore

t t
1. _ _ _
oIk [ o) ds 2 [ ot ds
0 0

= %HUOHz — )\/ <Dk(s,x, 0(s),7(s))Vo(s) + Ex(s,x,0(s),7(s))VT(s)
+/i(s,2,0(s),7(s)), V(s )) — e (U(s), 0(s)) ds. (4.21)
Using Cauchy’s inequality, (3.14) and (3.19), we get

t

%||v(t)||2+k/||v(s)||2ds+s/||v(s)||§ds+)\d/(Vv(s),Vv(s))ds

0

1 ANKE,
< ol + / V() ds + 20 / Vi) ds

11



)\t )\dt
2 [ fets.sotsr 7N s + 5 [ 19005) P s,
0 0
)\t )\dt
3 [l ds+ 5 [ el ds (1.22)
0 0

/||fk(5a‘aU(S,'),T(S,-))HZdS

As for g above, we have

t

S3K?/Hwﬁwd&+M@/ﬁﬂ@ﬁd&+wHEMMwm-

Hence, from (4.22) and (4.15),

t

t
1, 3K d, [
oI + =32 = ) [ et ds -+ [ )13 ds /MVU )P ds

0 0

t
K% 3 _ 3.
< plwll + (G2 + 36D [ I ds+ 31 + g0 ooy

—_

[\
(=}

Q

? 1—|—)\/||v ||1ds

||2ds+)\/||Vv W2 ds) + C. (4.23)

o\

Take k > ° f + 80 44 Cb 4 1 Then (4.23) yields

t t
Ad
[lsas+ 3 [Ivee|Pds <o
0 0

(now C' may depend on k), so

t
A/mmm@ga
0

Thus, the right-hand members of inequalities (4.14) and (4.23) are bounded, and we arrive at
5||@||%2(0,T;H2(Q)) + €||%||2L2(0,T;XN)+

19117 0.7 200y + MO 01m1 () + 171 0,202 @) < C- (4.24)
Since e*t < e for t € [0, T, this implies (4.6). O
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Lemma 4.2. Let (v,7) be a weak solution to problem (4.1)-(4.4). Then there is the following bound
of the time derivatives:

||U/HL2(0,T;H1;2(Q)) + ||7'/||L2(0,T;HJ;1(Q)) < C(1+Ve) (4.25)
where C' is independent of A and .

Proof. Really, since Hy'(Q) C Hy*(2) continuously, (4.1) and (4.6) imply

HU/HLQ(O,T;H];?(Q)) < 5||A2UHL2(O,T;H;,2(Q))+
Mldivy [D(t, 2,0, 7)Vo + E(t, 2,0, 7)VT + f(t, 2,0, 7)l| 000 @) T MY Lyormg @)
< Vevellll Lo a @)+
AD(t, 2,0, 7)Vo + E(t, 2,0, 7)VT + f(t, 2,0, 7)|| Lo0,15202) + (¥ y0,13051 )
< CVe + KpA||v|| Lyo,rm @) + KellTl naomm @) + 1 (& 2,0, 7)) oo L20)) + C
< CVe + KpVA|v||yorm@) + Kol Tl Laorm @)
FE ]| o07:20)) + K77l mao.:2200)) + 1 F ]l 2a0.myx) + C
< Cve+ C[\/XHUHLQ(O,T;Hl(Q)) 7| oo 0,77 ()

H vl e 072200 + 1T Lo o.m:m10) + 1] < C(L+ VE).
Similarly, since Ly(Q2) C Hy'(Q) continuously, (4.2) and (4.6) yield

||7J||L2(0,T;H’1(Q)) < 5||AQT||L2(0,T;1r1(9)wL
N N

MBr(t, 2,0, 7)T + (2,0, T)0| Ly015L2(2)
< \/E\/g||7'||L2(0,T;XN)+
Kl 7l La0/m5220)) + Kpllv|| 20,7 1200)) < C(1 4 Ve).
O

Lemma 4.3. Given ug € Ly(Q), so € H'(Q), there exists a weak solution to problem (4.1)-(4.4) in
class (4.5).

Proof. Let us introduce auxiliary operators by the following formulas:
Q1 Wa x Wy — Ly (0, T; Hy?(Q)),

Q1(v, ) = divy[D(-, -, v, 7)V],
Qo : Wo x Wy — Ly(0,T; H*(9)),
Q2(v,7) = divy[E(+, -, v, T)VT],
Qs : Wo x Wi — Ly(0,T; H*(9)),
Qs(v,7) = divy[f (-, -, v, 7)] + 9,
Qa: Wy x Wy — Ly(0,T; Hy' (),
Qa(v,7) = (-, - v, 7,

Qs : Wo x Wi — Lo(0,T; Hy' (),

13



Q5('U, 7-) = 51('7 5 U, 7_)7-7

Q: Wa x Wi — Ly(0,T; Hy? () x Ly(0,T; Hy' () x Lo(2) x HY (),
Q(v,7) = (=Q1(v,7) — Qa(v,7) — Q3(v, T7), —Q4(v,7) — Q5(v,7),0,0),

Ay c Wy — Ly(0,T; HyH(Q)) x HY(Q),
A, (u) = (u' + eA%u, ul—o),
Ayt Wy — Ly (0, T; HY3(Q)) x Ly(9),
Ay(u) = (v + eAqu, u) =),
AWy x Wy — Ly(0,T; Hy?(2)) x Lo(0, T; Hy' () x Ly () x HY(Q),
A(v,7) = (V + Ao, 7’ + e AT, 0|y—0, Tli—0)-

Then the weak statement of problem (4.1) - (4.4) is equivalent to the operator equation

A(v,7) + AQ (v, 7) = (0,0, ug, s0)- (4.26)

Let us briefly explain the idea of the proof. We are going to show that the operator A is invertible.
This yields the solvability of equation (4.26) for A = 0. On the other hand, @) turns out to be a
compact operator. Then we can rewrite (4.26) in a form suitable for application of the Leray-Schauder
degree theory, which will imply the existence of solutions for all A € [0, 1].

We recall that a non-linear operator K : X; — X, (X; and X, are Banach spaces) is called
compact if it is continuous and the image of any bounded set in X; is relatively compact in Xj.
In particular, if X; is reflexive, and, for any sequence x,, — x, which converges in X; in the weak
sense, one has K(z,,) — K(x,) strongly in X,, then K is compact (since any bounded subset of X}
is relatively compact in the weak topology).

For some ¢ > 2, the embeddings W1 C Lg(0,T; W (), Wy C Lg(0,T; W(Q)) are compact.
Really, we have W, C C([0,T]; H'(Q)), Wy C C([0,T7]; L2(2)) continuously. Note that (by the
Rellich-Kondrashov theorem) H? C L, compactly. Furthermore, H' C Hy' compactly, so the adjoint
embedding Xy C H' is also compact. Then, by [I7, Corollary 6], Wy C L,(0,T; H'(2)), W) C
L,(0,T; Ly(92)) compactly for every p < oo. Let p; = 731‘1 and py = %, cf. (2.7). Then p% = %+ pio.
For v € Xy, we have

lullivy < CUlullZ,, + 1Vullz,)-

The second term is

IVul’llz,, . < IVulle,lIVullz,, < Cllullifullx.

p1/2 —
The first term can be estimated similarly. If ¢; > 2 is such that q% = % + % with some p large enough,
then, by [I7, Lemma 11], Wy C L, (0,T; W, ) compactly. Now, for u € H?, we have

lulliy < Clullz,, +1Vullz,),

and the second term is
IIVulllz,, , < IVullLlVeul,,
< Cllullillullz < Cllullllull;.
The last inequality follows from [I, Theorem 4.17]. The first term can be estimated in the same
way. If g > 2 is such that % = % + % with some p large enough, then, by [17, Lemma 11],
Wy C Lg, (0,75 W, ) compactly.
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Let us show that the operators @4, ..., Q5 are compact. Let v,, — v, weakly in Wy, 7,,, — 7,
weakly in Wi. Then v, — v,, Tm — Ty strongly in L,(0, 73 W, (€)) and in Lg(0,T; Ly(£2)), and
VYV, — Vo, V1, = V7, strongly in L,(0,77; L,(2)").

By Krasnoselskii’s theorem [14] [I8] on continuity of Nemytskii operators we have

D('a 'avmaTm) — D(a 'av*aT*)a

E('a "y Um,y Tm) — E(a ) U*>T*)>
strongly in L,((0,7) x ©Q)™*",

51(') "y Um,y Tm) — ﬁl('a "y Ux, 7_*)7

7('7 "y Ums Tm) — 7(7 B) U*vT*>7

strongly in L,((0,7) x Q) for all p < oo, and

f('7 '7Um77—m> — f(v '7U*77—*)7

strongly in Ly((0,7) x Q)"

Clearly, if a sequence of functions y,, converges in L,((0,7") x §2), and another sequence z,,
converges in L,((0,T) x ), % % = 1, then their pointwise products y,,z, tend to the product of
their limits in Lo((0,7") x Q).

Hence, D(-, -, Uy, Tin) VUi, = D(+, -, 04, T) VU, in Lo(0,T; Lo(2)™). Therefore

Ql(vma Tm) — Ql(v*a 7_*)
in Ly(0,T; H1(Q)) (and all the more in Ly(0,7; H~%(2))). Similarly,

Qi(vmaTm) — Qi(v*aT*)> 1= 27 . '>5a

in Ly(0,T; HY(Q)).
Hence, the operator () is also compact.
Note that
(Agu,u) = [[ull3,
for u € H?*(Q), and
<A2u,u>1 = (A%u, Au) = (Au, Au); = |ullk

for u € X. Therefore the operators A, and A, are invertible (e.g. by Theorem 1.1 from [12], Chapter
VI, or Lemma 3.1.3 from [27]). Hence, A is also (continuously) invertible.
Rewrite equation (4.26) as
(u,7) + MAT'Q(u, 7) = A71(0,0, uo, <) (4.27)

A priori bounds from Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2 imply that equation (4.27) has no solutions on the
boundary of a sufficiently large ball B in W5 x Wy, independent of A. Without loss of generality

ap = A71(0,0,ug, s0) belongs to this ball. Then we can consider the Leray - Schauder degree (see e.g.
[16]) of the map I + AA~'Q (I is the identity map) on the ball B with respect to the point a,

degrs(I +AA7'Q, B, ay).
By the homotopic invariance property of the degree we have

degrs(I + )\A_lQ,B,aO) =degrs(I,B,ag) =1 # 0.
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Thus, equation (4.27) (and, therefore, problem (4.1) - (4.4)) has a solution in the ball B for every A.
O
Proof of Theorem 3.1. Take a decreasing sequence of positive numbers ¢, — 0. By Lemma
4.3, there is a pair (v,,, 7,,) which is a weak solution to problem (4.1)-(4.4) with A =1, ¢ = ¢,,,.
Due to a priori estimate (4.6), without loss of generality (passing to a subsequence if necessary)
one may assume that there exist limits

u= lim v,,, which is *-weak in L..(0,T; Ly(©)) and weak in Ly(0,T; H'());

m—ro0

¢ = lim 7,, which is *-weak in L (0,T; H'(Q2)) and weak in Lo(0,T; H'(2)).

m—r0o0
Moreover, due to Lemma 4.2, without loss of generality one may assume that v], — v’ weakly in

Ly(0,T; Hy?), 7! — <" weakly in Ly(0,T; Hy'). Then, by [I7, Corollary 4], v,, — u, T, — < strongly
in C([0,T); Hy'). Therefore u and ¢ satisfy (3.8).

Furthermore, by [17, Corollary 4], v, — u, T, — ¢ strongly in Ly (0, T’ Lo).

By Krasnoselskii’s theorem [I4] [I§] we have again

D('> ‘s Uy Tm) — D(> 5 U, §),

E('> '>'Um>7-m) — E(> 5 U, §),
strongly in L,((0,7) x ©Q)"*",
51('7 5 Um, Tm) — /Bl('v 5 U, g)a
7('7 5 Umy Tm) — 7(7 5 U, g)a

strongly in L,((0,7) x Q) for all p < oo, and

f('> '>’Um>TM) - .f(a ',U,G),

strongly in Ly ((0,7") x )™
Observe that if a sequence of functions y,, converges weakly in Lo((0,7) x ), and another
sequence z, converges strongly in L,((0,7) x ), then their pointwise products y,,z, converge
weakly to the product of their limits in L,((0,7") x ), % + 3= %.
Therefore,
D(-, -, Uy Tin) VU, = D(+, -, u,6)Vu,
E('> 5 Ums 7_m)VTm — E(> 5 Uy §)V§,

weakly in L, (0,75 L,(©)"),
7('7 s Um, Tm)’Um — B(7 5 Uy g>u7
51('7 5y Um, 7-m>7—m — Bl('a 5 U, §>§
weakly in L,(0,7"; L,(€2)) for 1 < ¢ < 2. Therefore the right-hand members of (4.1) converge to the
corresponding right-hand members of (3.21) weakly in L, (0,7 Wq_]{,(Q))
Due to Lemma 4.1, &y |[vm|| L, 0,1:12(2) = vEmv/Eml[Vml|Lo0/mm2(2)) — 0. Hence, en[| Asvml| 1,0 11220 —
0. Similarly, €, |7l £.(0,7:x ) tends to zero, so
5m||A2Tm||L2(0,T;HX,1) — 0.

W.lo.g. we may assume, in addition, that ¢ > f—fz Then, by Sobolev theorem, H?(Q2) C
qu/q_l(Q), so W, 1) € Hy?(Q). Passing to the limit as m — oo in (4.1) and (4.2) with A = 1,

€ = Em, V= Un, T = T, in the space of distributions on (0,7") with values in Hy*(Q2) (for (4.2) it is
possible for Hy!' as well), we conclude that the pair (u,<) is a solution to (3.5)-(3.8).

It remains to observe that the right-hand side (and, hence, the left-hand side) of (3.21) belongs
to Ly(0,T; Hy'), and, due to (3.9), the ones of (3.6) belong to Ly(0,T; H'). O
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5 Long-time behaviour

Theorem 3.1 implies that solutions to (3.5)—(3.8) can be continued, step by step, onto the whole
positive semi-axis:

Corollary 5.1. Given ug € Ly(S2), o € HY(Q) and 1 € Ly 000, 00; Hy' (), there is a pair
w € Looc(0, 003 H' () [ Hipe (0, 003 Hy'(Q)), < € Hiy(0, 003 H'(€2)) (5.1)

which satisfies (3.8), whereas (3.21) holds true in Hy'(Q) a.e. on (0,00), and (3.6) holds a.e. in
(0,00) x .

Below we keep assuming conditions i)-vi) of Section 3, but we replace (3.17)—(3.19) with stronger
requirements, namely
vii)
[f(tz,0,7)] < f(E @), |g(t,2,0,7)| < g(t, x) (5.2)
with some known functions f,g € Ly((0,00) x ), and
viii) there ard] positive numbers I' and I'y such that
B()

(DO =~ (uomnee + ([T =T en) =repent) 63)

for any &,n € R™.
Consider any global weak solution (u,<) existing by Corollary 5.1. Denote ¥ = A~'4. Then
U € L e(0,00; H()). Assume, in addition, that U € Ly (0, 00; H*(Q)) N L1 (0, 00; La(£2)).

Lemma 5.1. The following estimate is valid:

%] Lo (0,00:22(2)) + VU] £4(0,00:L2 ()

HVS oo (0,00:L22)) + VS| L20,00;L2(02) < C- (5.4)

Proof. The condition (5.3) can be rewritten as
(D(>F2£7 g)R" o (N()Ua U)R” + (E(>F2£7 W)Rn o (ﬁ()gv U)R”

> To(T2[¢]* + Inl*) (5.5)
for any &, n € R™ (just substitute I'¢ for £ in (5.3)).
Take the "bra-ket” of —divyVe(t) € Hy'(Q) and the terms of (3.6) (as elements of H'(Q)) at
a.a. t€[0,7):
(V$',V¢) = (V(Bi(t, ,u, 6)s + y(t, z,u, ¢)u), V). (5.6)
Thus,
Ld
2dt
Take the "bra-ket” of (3.21) (as elements of Hy'(2)) and u(t) € H*(Q) at a.a. t € [0, T], arriving
at (cf. the proof of Lemma 4.1)

IVs||* = (Bt z,u, ) Vu+ pu(t, z, u,6)Vs + g(t, x, u, ), V). (5.7)

1d
5%”“”2 = _(D(tu z,u, §)VU + E(t,l‘, u, §)V§ + f(t,l', u, g)v vu) + <¢7 u) . (58)

"See [24, Section 5] for a discussion whether this assumption is realistic.
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Multiply it by I'? and add this with (5.7):
2,9 2

E e+ 22 e
= —(D(t,z,u, ) I*Vu + E(t, z,u,)I?Vs, Vu)

+<5(t, z,u,S)Vu + p(t, v, u, <) Ve, Vc)

+ (90t 2, 1,), V) = P2(f(t,2,u,6), V) + T2 (0, u).
Using (5.5), we conclude that
2 2 2 2
5 dtu ull” + 3 dtnwn + Do(T2|[ V| + || Ve )
< (gt 2.4,5), Vs) = T2(f(t, 2, u.<), Vu) + T2(, u).

Integrating along the interval (0,¢), ¢t > 0, we get

t
1
S (o) + IV + Tor? / IVu(s)|? ds + Ty / IVe(s)[1? ds
0 0

< F—2||u0||2 —||V<o||2+/(g(s,x,u(s),c(s)),Vc(s)) ds

+/F2(\If(s),u(s))ds

+/ [r%V\If(s),Vu(s)) —F?(f(s,:c,u(s),g(s)),vu(s)ﬂ ds.

0

(5.9)

(5.10)

(5.11)

Applying the Cauchy-Buniakowski inequality, Cauchy’s inequality and (5.2), we observe that

\/(W(s)+f(s,x,u(s) §(5)). Vus) ) ds|

< V¥ Lo(0,00)x2) + 1 f 1| 220,000 x| | VU | Lo (0,6 x2)

1 ~ Iy
< Q—FO[HV\I}HLQ(O,oo;LQ(Q)) 1 F 1l o000 <)) + 7||VU||%2(0¢;L2(Q))-
Similarly,

Fo
}/(9(&%“(3 s(s)), Vs(s )ds} < 5+ 2F ||9||L2 ((0,00) xQ) ?||V<||%2(o,t;L2(Q))-

And, obviously,

t

\/FQ(‘I’(S),U(S))ds\ < T2 1, 0.005L0 @) 1]l Loci0,8: (2
0
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Inequalities (5.11)—(5.14) yield
I 2 1 2 ol / 2 o / 2
O + 2 1Vs@IP + 2 [Ivu@Pds + 2 [ 19s(s)ds
0 0

< C+C||u||Loo(0,t;L2(Q))> (515)

where C' is independent of ¢, thus we have the same inequality between the essential supremums of

bot

SO

h members on (0, t), in particular,

F2
7||U||%oo(o,t;L2(Q)) <C+ C||u||Loo(07t§L2(Q))?

vl Lo 0,6:2200)) < C,

and (5.4) follows from (5.15). O

Estimate (5.4) means, in particular, that in a certain sense the concentration u(t) tends to a

constant as t — oo.
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