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MATHEMATICS
M. I. VISHIK

ON BOUNDARY-VALUE PROBLEMS FOR
QUASILINEAR PARABOLIC SYSTEMS OF
EQUATIONS AND ON THE CAUCHY PROB-
LEM FOR HYPERBOLIC EQUATIONS

(Presented by Academician S. L. Sobolev on 22 V 1961)

In the first part, a mixed boundary-value problem is studied for quasilinear
parabolic systems of equations whose spatial part is a strongly elliptic quasilinear
operator (}). In the second part, by means of an analogue of the Galerkin
method, the existence of a solution of the Cauchy problem for a linear hyperbolic
equation of arbitrary order is proved.

1. Let there be given in the cylindrical domain @ = G x (0 <t < T) a
quasilinear parabolic system

ou o _ Ou
Mu= 2=+ ‘a‘%;m(—l)\ Dy Ay (z,t, D) = o T LW =h, (1)
where * = (zy,..,7,), v = (u',...,u"), h = (h',...AN), D, =
8'“‘/836&1...896%, a = (ag,...,a,), la] = a3 + - + «,,, with initial and
boundary conditions:
u|t:0 = U(x), u|F =p(a’,t), ..., Dwu‘r =@, (z',t), (2)

' €T, |w| <m—1; T is the boundary of G; 0 < t < T. Suppose that the
spatial operator L(u) in (1), for each ¢, 0 < ¢t < T, is strongly elliptic in the
sense of (1), but instead of the definiteness of its variation assumed in (1), only
the semiboundedness of this variation is required, for example in the form

A(w; v,v) = Z (Aup(z,t, Dow)Dgv, D,v) >

), | Bl<m

= ( 2 |Dawj|6j|Da“j’Da“j|> — K(v,v), (3)

Js lal=m

sovietrxiv.org/items/ru-196101.82951 Machine Translation


https://sovietrxiv.org/items/ru-196101.82951

where A, 5 = 0A,/0Dgu; (, ) is the scalar product with respect to x; w(w,1),
v(z,t) are arbitrary sufficiently smooth functions, with v € Vj, i.e. satisfying
on I" the homogeneous boundary conditions (2) (we denote them by (2,)); the
constants ¢? and K do not depend on w, v, or t. Condition (3) is analogous to
condition (I;) of (). Analogously one formulates a condition of type (I,) of (1),
or another type of semiboundedness condition analogous to item 3 of (1).

By a solution of problem (1), (2) we understand a function u(x,t) from the
corresponding space U, satisfying conditions (2) and the relation

[ }JFZ (z,t, D u), D,v] = [h,] (4)

for every function v € Vj (or v € Vi, Vi C V); [, ] is the integral over .
The spaces U and Vj, are chosen depending on the orders of growth of A, with
respect to D u. For example, U consists of functions u(z, t) for which the norms
are finite

H ”+ZNDuH<ﬂw (Ja] < m), (5)

where the norm | || is taken over €, and V[, consists of functions v(z, t) satisfying
on I' the conditions (2), with finite norms |D,v],, |a] < m.

Let f(xz,t) be a function defined in  and satisfying the initial and boundary
conditions (2). Then, putting u = f 4 z, where u is a solution of problem (1),
(2) in the sense of (4), we find that z € V|, and z|,_, = 0; moreover, according
to (4),

of

{82 of
ot

E’U]—'_[Aa (z,t,D,(f +2)) — A, (2,t, D, f), Dyv| = [h, v]—[

(6)
Theorem 1. If Lu is a semibounded strongly elliptic operator (see (1) and, for
example, (3)), then for any conditions (2) and right-hand side h(x,t) possessing
certain smoothness conditions (finiteness of some norms), problem (1), (2) has,
and moreover uniquely, a solution.

For brevity we give the idea of the proof only in the special case when A, are
polynomials in D u of order 2/ + 1 with constant coefficients, and

A(w; v, v) QZ (Z |Daw|21D52,Dﬂz> (lal =m, |B] =m). (7)

The general case is treated analogously, with some complications. In the case

oh 9
o0 oy M(F) € £(9), (h=M(f))|i=o =

under consideration it is required that
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h
0, w(x)%, Y(x)D, f, |a] < m+ 2% be summable over 2 with a certain power,

where 9 (z) is any function vanishing on I" together with several derivatives. We
note that in other cases the conditions on h and f are, as a rule, less restrictive.
In Q define the differential operator

0 0

B(z) = Aze ™ — (x) Aze > — 5 (T — t)a (

ze ) 5)
where A and A are sufficiently large numbers. Let {z.(x)} be a system of
functions in G such that, by means of linear combinations of functions of the
form B(z,(xz)d(t)), where dj(t) are arbitrary smooth functions of ¢, d;,(0) = 0,
one can approximate in the norm |[v| = Y~ [D,v|g 10, || < m, any function
veVy C Wi, The existence of such a system {z,(x)} is easily established by
the method of separation of variables with respect to  and ¢ for the operator
B and Lemma 2 of (1). The approximate solution of problem (1), (2), or,
equivalently, (6), is sought in the form Z,(z,t) =Y. C,,(¢)z;(x), i < n, and the
coefficients C;, (t) are determined from the following moment equations:

under the boundary conditions

C;,(0)=C[(0)=0 (i=1,..,n); C;pli—r is bounded. (10)
(9) is a system of ordinary equations of third order in ¢, degenerating at t = T'.
* These conditions on f(z,t), obviously, impose certain restrictions on the

smoothness of the boundary and initial data in (2) and on their compatibil-
ityonI' at t = 0.

Lemma 1. Problem (9), (10) has at least one solution C,,(t). For the corre-
sponding approximations Z,,(z, t) the norms are uniformly bounded (in the case

(7)):

ot

9 (p.z

7/
a?n <K, |a<
2
(11)

where || | is the norm taken over Q, and | |/ is over Q' = G’ x (0 <t < T),
G cG.

)l+1

|‘Da2n||2l+2+ < K’

2

"o
(D 5 )1
ez

The first part of the lemma is proved by reducing the problem to a system of
integral equations with respect to 0C;,,/0t; moreover, the corresponding oper-
ator has the form F + V| where V is a completely continuous operator. It is
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shown that on a sphere of sufficiently large radius in the corresponding Hilbert
space the index of the covering of zero under the mapping F 4+ V is equal to
one. To prove the estimates (11), we multiply both parts of (9) by C,,(t), sum
over i = 1,...,n, and integrate with respect to t. Next we use estimate (5)
(respectively (6)) from (') and the estimate (7) given here. From the inequality
thus obtained we derive the estimates (11). It follows from (11) that one can
choose a subsequence from {Z, } (we denote it also by {Z,,}) for which, weakly,

92, /0t — 02/0t,  (D,Z,)" — (D,2)", r<2l+2,

and moreover D, %, converges almost everywhere to D,z (see (1,2)), |a| < m.

We multiply both parts of (9) by arbitrary functions dy(t), d;,(0) = 0, integrate
with respect to t from 0 to 7', transfer B* to the second factor, and pass to the
limit as n — oo. We obtain relation (6), in which B(z,(2z)d,(t)) is substituted
for v. Since by linear combinations of such functions one can approximate any
function v € V}, the existence of the desired function z(z,t) is proved, and with
it also of the function

u(z,t) = f(z,t) + 2(, 1),

which solves problem (1), (2).

The uniqueness of the solution obtained is established analogously to (?). We
note that, by virtue of the last estimates (11), the constructed function z(z,t),
and together with it the function u(x,t), admits derivatives of order (m + 1)
inside Q.

2. Cauchy problem for hyperbolic equations. Let

a(u) =h (12)

be a normal hyperbolic equation in the sense of I. G. Petrovskii (see (479)) of
order m + 1, with coefficient of 9™y /9t™*! equal to one. For brevity we
prescribe homogeneous initial conditions:

u|t:0 =0,..., 0Mu/ot™|,_, =0. (13)
According to a well-known remark of I. G. Petrovskii (*), it is enough to prove
the existence of a solution of problem (12), (13) under periodic boundary con-

ditions:

Dﬂu’xzo = D5u| 18] < m. (14)

=27’

Let b(u) be an operator separating a(u) in the sense of Leray (°) (b(u) =
da(u)/dD,,). The existence of a solution of problem (12), (13), (14), for exam-
ple for 0 < ¢t < T, can be established with the aid of an analogue of Galerkin’ s
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method. To this end, we seek the approximate solution u,.(z,t) of the problem

in the form
up(z,t) = Cop(t)z, (@),

where
a=(ag,..,q,), la] <7, r=1,2 ..,

zo(x) = expi(agz, + - + a,x,).

The coefficients C,,.(t) are determined so that

[p(t)alu,), bz, (t)d, ()] = [p()h(z,t), b(z,(2)d, ()], [ <r,  (15)
where
pt)y=eM—e? (0<t<T);

A is a sufficiently large number; d. (t) are arbitrary smooth functions of ¢ satis-
fying homogeneous conditions at ¢ =0 -+

(13). Conditions (15) lead to a system of order (2m + 1) with respect to C,,,.(t):

(b (pa(u,)), 2, (x)) = (b"(ph), z,(x)) (16)

and to the boundary conditions

C0)=0 (s=0,1,..,m),

(2 (el atu) ~ 1), )

=0 (17)

t=T

(gt’fnll(w(t)(a(ur) —n)), Zv)

and to conditions of boundedness of the derivatives for ¢t = T' (the system de-
generates at ¢t = T'). The boundary conditions (17) for ¢ = T arise as conditions
for the vanishing of the coefficients of 9°d.(t)/ 0ts‘t:T when the operator b is

transferred to the first factor in (15).

Lemma 2. For sufficiently large A\, the boundary-value problem (16), (17) has
a solution, and moreover a unique one.

Lemma 3. If the coefficients of the operator a(u) are sufficiently smooth, then
u,., together with the derivatives DD u,, | < m, |+ |a| < m + p, have norms
uniformly bounded with respect to r: |DLD u,| < k.
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From the sequence u,. we select a subsequence (denote it also by w,.(x,t)) which
converges weakly to u(z,t), with D!D_u, — D'D_u. In (15), in the term
with the factor ™*lu, /0t™*1 we transfer one derivative with respect to ¢
to the factor b(z,d,), and, for fixed 7, pass to the limit as n — oo. From
the resulting relation we infer that u(x,t) also has a derivative of the form
O™y /ot (€ Ly(Q)) and satisfies the equation a(u) = h. (Here one uses
the lemma that linear combinations of functions of the form b(z,d,) are dense
in the corresponding space.) From the equation a(u) = h, which is satisfied by
the constructed function u(z,t), and from Lemma 3, we infer that u(z,t) also
has derivatives of the form Dil D u for all |a| +1; <m +p.

Theorem 2. The sequence of approzimations u,.(x,t), obtained by solving the
system of ordinary equations (16) (of order 2m + 1) under the boundary condi-
tions (17), converges strongly (together with the derivatives of order (m—1)) to
the solution u(x,t) of problem (12), (13), (14). If the coefficients a(u) and h(x,t)
are sufficiently smooth, the function u(x,t) admits, respectively, derivatives of
higher orders.

The uniqueness of u(x,t) follows from the energy inequality. By slightly mod-
ifying the construction of the approximations w,(z,t), one can improve their
convergence to u(z,t).
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