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Abstract. A short-time existence theorem is proven for the Euler equations for
nonisentropic compressible fluid flow in a bounded domain, and solutions with
low Mach number and almost incompressible initial data are shown to be close
to corresponding solutions of the equations for incompressible flow.

1. Introduction
The Euler equations for compressible fluid flow are

0+ w-V)o+oV-u=0,
olu,+u-V)ul+VP=0, 1.1
S, +(u-V)S=0,
to which must be added an equation of state prescribing the density g as a function
of the pressure P and entropy S. We will be considering a one-parameter family of
equations of state o=f(P/4%S); for example, for polytropic gases
o=[(14P/1*)e 4]/ The equation of state allows (1.1) to be rewritten as
1 do
% (P 4 V.ou=
)VZQ a(P/)\.Z)( t+(u )P)+ u 07
olu,+(u-Vul+VP=0, (1.2)
S;+w-V)S=0,
a quasilinear symmetric hyperbolic system.
Formally letting A—o0 in (1.2) produces the incompressibility condition
V - u=0; the taking of this limit will be made rigorous by showing that, for suitable

initial data, smooth solutions of the initial-boundary-value problem for (1.2)
indeed converge, as A—co, to corresponding solutions of the equations for
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incompressible stratified fluids [17],
V-u=0,
olu,+-V)u]+VP=0, (1.3)
0.+ -V)o=0.

[Note that the last equation in (1.3) follows from S, + (u- ¥)S =0, since ¢ = ¢(S) in
the limit A— 00.]

Asnoted in [10, 13], the one-parameter family of equations of state can be best
interpreted physically as the effective equation of state of a fixed fluid whose
equations of motion are written in nondimensionalized form, with 4 essentially the
inverse of the initial Mach number of the fluid. The theorem to be proven therefore
justifies the use (at least for small times) of the incompressible equations when the
Mach number is small and the initial data is almost incompressible.

Before establishing this convergence result, solutions of the compressible Euler
equations in a bounded domain must first be shown to exist, because a short-time
existence theorem for initial-boundary-value problems for quasilinear symmetric
hyperbolic systems has been developed [ 14, 16, Appendix A] only in the case when
the boundary is noncharacteristic, and so does not apply to system (1.2) with the
usual solid-wall boundary condition.

The existence theorem will be proven in Sects. 3 and 4, and the convergence
theorem in Sect. 5. Analogous results have been proven for baratropic flow, in
which ¢ depends only on P, by Ebin [18] and by Klainerman and Majda [10] for
space-periodic flow,and by Ebin [5, 6], Beirao Da Veiga[21,22],and Agemi[1] for
flow in a bounded domain; the proofs here are simpler than previous proofs for the
bounded domain case.

Recently, Rauch and Nishida [ 15] have proven existence for baratropic flow in
a bounded domain by methods similar to those used here. A general convergence
theorem for singular limits of quasilinear symmetric hyperbolic systems with
periodic boundary conditions has been proven by Browning and Kreiss [4] under
more stringent assumptions about the initial data than those used in the special
case here; the results of Barker [2] in effect, relax the assumptions on the initial
data to those used here for the case of one space dimension, again assuming
periodic boundary conditions. The convergence proof given here uses a modified
version of the key idea in Barker’s proof.

2. Preliminaries

Q will denote a bounded region in IR” in which the flow takes place; we will
consider only the case of greatest physical interest, i.e. n=3, although mathemati-
cally this is just a matter of convenience. v will denote the outward normal on the
boundary 0Q.

H? denotes the usual Sobolev space of order s, which when s is a nonnegative
integer can be obtained by completing C*(Q) in the norm |- [,= Y |D*- || 2

lel =5
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Two basic facts about Sobolev spaces that we will need are that in three
dimensions

i) IflcoSklfllgs for s>3,
ii) Ifgla Skl f s gl a5

the first of these is Sobolev’s inequality, while the second follows from the Hélder
and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities.
3

The space X;= () CX[0, T]; H>"¥) will be given the norm
k=0

@2.1)

liwlls,.r= sup_liw(®lls,»= Iw®)lls+ w2 + % Iwa(Ol: + /11—2 Wil llos

similarly,

Iw®lllz2, »= w2 + WOl + % we®llo -

The A dependence of these norms will be important only for the convergence
theorem in Sect. 5.
The boundary condition for both (1.2) and (1.3) is
u-v=0 on 0Q. (2.2)
The initial conditions for (1.2) are
P(O’ X, 2’) =P0(x9 /’{) s
u(0, x, ) =uo(x, 4), (2.3)
S(Oa X, A‘) = SO(x7 )“) B
while for (1.3) they are
u(0, x) =1y(x),
0, x)=iio(x) 2.4)
00, x)=0(x),

where V -1, =0.

3. Existence Theorem for Fixed A

Theorem 1. System (1.2), (2.2), (2.3) has a classical solution (P, u, S) on some time
interval [0, T, provided that

i) Q is open and bounded in R?® and 0Q is in C*;

i) AINCIR? and a 6,>0 such that No={(Py(x,4), So(x,A))|xeQ}CCN,

oo
5 2 > —_— > ;
0€C°(N), and o(P/4*,8)= 0, and IR =0, for (P,S)eN,;

Hl) PO(X’ /1)3 UQ(X, ’D’ SO(x9 )') € Hs(g)a

iv) v- 0" u(0)=00n 0Q, 0 < k £2, where 0*u(0) is the k'™ time derivative at t =0 of
any solution of (1.2) and (2.2), as calculated from (1.2) to yield an expression in terms
of Py, ug, and S,,.
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T depends only on 4, Q, 8,, dist(Ny, dN), the C° norm of ¢ and the H> norms of
2
Py, uy, and S,. (P,u, S) are in C*([0, T] x Q)N < (\ C([0,T]; H3‘f_"‘(§2))> for
j=0
any 6, >0, and 0/(P, u, S) are in L*([0, T]; H>~¥(Q)) for j=0, 1, 2, 3; furthermore
their norms in these spaces can be bounded in terms of §, and the quantities T
depends on. Finally, the solution is unique in C?.

Remark. If ¢ and the initial data are smoother and more compatibility conditions
like those in iv) are satisfied, then the solution will be correspondingly smoother;
see [14] for a discussion of compatibility conditions.

Proof. The uniqueness part is standard; see e.g. Sect. 1 of [11]. The existence part
consists of three steps: first, approximate Eqgs. (1.2),(2.2), (2.3) by ones for which the
boundary is noncharacteristic so that an existence theorem can be applied; second,
establish uniform estimates for the solutions of the approximating equations;
third, take a limit to obtain the solution to the original equations. The first and last
of these steps will be performed in this section, while the middle step will be
deferred to the next section.

In order for the solutions of the approximating equations defined below to be
sufficiently smooth, it is necessary to approximate the initial data f,= (P, g, So)
in H® by functions f{® in H® that satisfy the compatibility conditions through
order three. Lemma 3.3 of [14] says that such approximations exist for linear
equations with a nonsingular boundary matrix, and the proof given there can be
extended to the case at hand, as follows:

As in the proof of Lemma 3.3 in [14], the approximants f{" will be obtained by
picking g™ in H® such that g™ — f in H? and then picking A™ in H> such that h™
—0in H3 and f{" = g™ — h™ obeys the desired compatibility conditions. In [147 it
is shown that ™ should obey on 0Q the conditions

M(AY)e*h™ = M(A*)*0*g™ + M - (other terms), 0<k<3, 3.1)
where M is the matrix giving the boundary condition, i.e. for system (1.2), (2.2),
M=@0 T 0),

and A° is the boundary matrix of the system, defined by A*=1/4, where the
differential equations can be written as 4%, + Alu, =F; for system (1.2),

0 v o
v 0 0 |ifkisodd,
0 0 0
(A=
1 0 0
0 v®v O0|ifkiseven.
0 0 O

Also, the “other terms” in (3.1) contain fewer than k normal derivatives, so that
even though these terms now depend nonlinearly on h™ they are known quantities
and have the appropriate amount of smoothness by finite induction. The fact that
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A" is singular is overcome by noting that Range[ M(A4")*]=Range[M], so (3.1)
can be solved for 9“h™. The rest of the construction now proceeds as in the proof of
Lemma 3.3 in [14].

Thus we obtain f{" = (P®, ul, S¥) in H® obeying the compatibility conditions
for system (1.2), (2.2) through order three, and converging in H> to f, = (P, tg, So)
as n— o0. In particular, 6ku™(0), 8*S™(0) e H®> ~*(Q),0 <k < 5. Pick some T, > 0; by
Theorem 2.5.7 of [8] there exist 4™, S™e H3([0, T,] x Q) satisfying 0*i™(0)
= 0k u™(0), 05§™(0) = 0kS™(0), 0 <k <4. [Recall that d*u®™(0), 6“S™(0) are to be
defined by plugging f{" into (1.2).] Now extend v to be in C*(22) and define the
approximating equations, for sufficiently small positive &:

1 _de
A% 8(P/2?)
olu+@w-Mul+e(v-Vyu+VP=e(v-V)a™, (3.2)
S;+-V)S+e(v-V)S=¢e(v-V)§™,
together with boundary condition (2.2) and initial condition
(P(O)a M(O), S(O)) = (Pgl)a u((;l)r S(On)) . (33)

The boundary is noncharacteristic for this system, the boundary condition is
maximally nonnegative, and the compatibility conditions are satisfied through
order three, so system (3.2), (2.2), (3.3) has a solution

[P+ -V)P]+V-u=0,

P(t,x, ¢ n),u(t,x,e,n),S(t, x,&n) e ﬁ CI([0, T(e,n)], H* ().
j=0

Because only a sketch of the existence theorem just used has appeared previously
[14], T have included a precise statement and a proof in Appendix A.

This completes step one of the existence proof; now suppose we can show that
T (¢, n) can be taken to be some fixed T > 0 provided ¢ < &(n), and can show further
that for such ¢

P (e, n), u(e,n), S(e,nllls, 2,7 =C 34

for some C independent of ¢ and n. Then, letting ¢(n) =min <§(n), %), defining

v(n) =(P(e(n), n), u(e(n), n), S(¢(n), n)), and abbreviating (3.2) as
L,(v(m)v(n)=e(m) F™,

we have

L,,(v(ny)) [v(n;) —v(n)] =[L,,(v(n,)) — L,,(0(n,))]v(n,) + (n,) F"V —e(n,) F&2.
(3.5)

Multiplying (3.5) by v(n,)—wv(n,), integrating over Q, and using Sobolev’s
inequality, (2.1), and (3.4) then gives

i )=o) zeonst- | L=t 5+ 5| 60



54 S. Schochet

Since [v(ny) —v(ny)12=0—0 as ny, n,— 00, applying Gronwall’s inequality to
(3.6) shows that as n—oo P(e(n), n), u(e(n), n), S(e(n), n) converge in C°([0, T];
L*(Q)) to some P, u, S. An interpolation argument (see e.g. pp. 39-40 of [13]) then

shows that convergence takes place in ﬂ C/([0,T]; H* 779> CY[0, T]1x Q), so

P, u, S satisfy (1.2), (2.2), (2.3) classwally Also since a ball in HS is closed under L?
convergence, (3.4) and (3.2) imply that

sup [|6¢(P,u, S)|gs-==Cy
1€[0, T

for some C, depending on the quantities stated in the theorem, including A.

Furthermore, in order to show that (P(e, n), u(e, n), S(¢, n)) continue to exist
and satisfy (3.4), it suffices to show merely that they satisfy (3.4) under the
assumption that the solution exists and is in X, since a continuation principle says
that the solution will exist and be in X, as long as it remains bounded in X ;. A
proof of this continuation principle is given in Appendix A; [13] gives a sharper
version for the initial-value problem.

Let c(m)=Iv- 7)alls, 5, 7, + 10 7)S®ll3 . 7, and define &(n)=1/c(n) so
that the right side of (3.2) is bounded in X, if ¢ < &(n). Given that the right side of
(3.2) is so bounded, we will show in Sect. 4 that the solution of (3.2), (2.2), (3.3)
satisfies the estimates

Edz 1P (), u(®), SONIE, S Fy, 2(I1P(@), u(®), SOMls, 2) (3.7
and
P, u(®), SOlllg, = F 2, ,(I1P@), u(@), SOlll,) » (3.8)
where
ks )T M, + M- e J =M, a= k(D T Hle, + - Ml (3.9)

and F, , is a continuous nondecreasing function on (0, ), F, , is a continuous
nondecreasing function on [0, 2|||Py, ug, Solllg, 1, and F, ; and F, , are independ-
ent of ¢ for 0 <eZ gy Now P&, ul), S®— P, uy, Sy in H?, and (3.2) and the first half
of (3.9) show that convergence also holds in the ||| |||z, norm, so [|[PE, u@, SP|llg,
<3Py, tho» Solllg, for n sufficiently large. Hence substituting (3.8) into the second
half of (3.9) and plugging the result into (3.7) yields a differential inequality that
shows [||P(e, n), u(e,n), S(e, n)|l|g, is bounded on some fixed time interval [0, T']
provided n is sufficiently large and ¢ £ &(n). Using (3.8) and the second half of (3.9)
once more then yields (3.4).

4. Estimates

In the standard estimates for symmetric hyperbolic systems (see [9, 13, 14, 16,
Appendix AJ), only estimates involving normal derivatives near the boundary
require inverting the boundary matrix A”, which for (3.2) would yield estimates of
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order % Thus,

% IP(t, &), u(t, ), S(t, )13, 2,000 < F3, ((IP(t, 8), u(t, &), St e)lll3, ), (4.1)

where the ||| ||l ;1 o DOrm is a sum of norms of localizations and includes no
normal derivatives in a neighborhood of Q. Define Q;={x e Qldist(x, 0Q) <6};
given any ¢ we can pick the localizations so that ||| |||3, ;. .q i €quivalent to ||| |ll5, ;
on Q\Q;.

Next, the estimate

% 1P, ), u(t, &), S(t, e)llI3, s S Fo s(IP (1, &), u(t, 0), S o)llls, ) (4.2)

can be obtained in standard fashion by simply not integrating the spatial
derivatives by parts.

Furthermore, since A" for (1.1) had rank two we can solve for the normal
derivative of two components of (P,u,S) in a neighborhood of 0Q without

.. 1 . .
obtaining terms of order Jas follows: Let 0Q be given locally as the solution set of

0=g(x1, X5, X3)=x3 (X1, X5), 4.3)

and make the standard change of variables y; =x;, y,=x,, Y3 =0(Xy, X5, X3).
Then the equations from (3.2) for w=(u- V¢, P) can be written as

1 1
A, = 7 e 7 (0 19)
~\elVgl+o -Vg) 1+ [wyl(yl,yz)]2+ [wy,(01,921%) \ 0,,P
=sum of terms with only time and tangential derivatives of (P,u). (4.4)

For e<some ¢,, det A will be bounded away from zero provided |P, S| <some
constant k and |u- V¢| <some small constant ¢; depending on ¢, k, etc.

Fix ¢y, and fix k such that | P, S|, <2 Py, So |, implies |P, S| < k, thereby fixing
;. Because the boundary condition (2.2) says precisely that u- V¢ =0 on 02, and
u® is bounded in H® independent of n and satisfies this boundary condition by
assumption, [ulY - Vg| < 1e, on Q. for some sufficiently small * independent of n.
For later use, pick this 6* small enough so that Q. can be covered by sets in which
02 is defined by an equation like (4.3), and fix the ||| [||3,; @2 NOrm so that it is
equivalent to ||| ||l ; on @\Qex If X is in Q. then

2

u(ty, %) V| < [uf - (X)-V¢l+t1[ ﬁup Iut(t)l]IV(blszgl+C1t1”|um3,l,11§81
(4.5)

for t, sufficiently smallif ||[ul]|5, , 7isfinite for some T'>0. Hence whatever estimate
for |||P,u, S||l5, ;, r, is eventually derived by assuming det A'>1in Q. (4.2) and (4.5)
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show that det A” will indeed be = 1 there for t <some T,. The estimate derived for
[P, u, S|ll3, 2, r, is therefore valid at least for |||P, u, S|||3, ; 7» where T=min(T;, T5).

Now multiply (4.4) by (4”) ™!, take two time derivatives or one time and one
normal derivative or two normal derivatives, and integrate over a set G C ;. in
which 0Q is given by (4.3). Using Sobolev’s inequality, estimate (2.1), the estimate

”al;:a’;;a’;if”mégz 'Ia’;;+k2+k3f”L2+c(82)[”f“k1+k2+k3,tan+ ”f”k1+kz+k3—1]:
4.6)

and the estimate(s) already obtained from the case(s), if any, when fewer normal
derivatives were taken, we obtain the estimate

10y,P, 0y, V)il 2,6 S Fs, a(llP, u, SIllz, ) - [e(ez) (L + 1P, w, Slll3, 1, an)
+&,(1110,,, P, 0,,(u- Vo)l 2, 4,6+ 0,,u, 0,,ulll2.2.6)]- 4.7)
Estimate (4.6) which we just used can be proven for a whole space by using the
Fourier transform and then extended to the case of a bounded domain by injecting
H¥*1**2%k3(Q) boundedly into HY: H*2*ks(Q)) c H* **2**3(R") for some QD Q (see
pp. 274-276 of [7] for this bounded injection map).
Estimates (4.1) and (4.2), and essentially (4.7) also, are standard estimates for
symmetric hyperbolic systems. The remaining estimates will make use of the
special structure of (3.2). Taking the curl of the equation for u in (3.2) and

. .
multiplying by 2 gives

[V xuw,+@- V)V xu]+ S(v- V)V x u+lower order terms = Z Vx-V)ya®,
4.8)

because curl grad =0. Taking D* of (4.8), multiplying by 2D*(V x u), summing over
all o with |¢| =2 (including both time and space derivatives), and using standard
estimates gives

d
priLie ulll3, s = F(lIP, u, Slils, ) —¢ | IZ<2 afg ID*V x ul* < F,(lIP, u, Slll3, ) -
(4.9)

The points are that i) given P and S, the equation for V x u is itself a symmetric
hyperbolic system, and ii) the boundary terms in the estimates for this system
always have a helpful sign so that the estimates proceed exactly as in the whole-
space case. Analogous points hold for the equation for S in (3.2) considered by
itself, so

d
ZZ—t |”S”|§,a,1§F(”|P> u, S|||3,,1,T)- (4.10)

We are now ready to define the E, and E, norms and show that (3.7)—«3.9) hold.
Define

1P, u, Slllg, = (NP, 4, SIIZ, 2, an + 1P, s SUE o+ IV > ulll3 1+ 1ISII3, 012,
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and

P, w, Slile, = 22 1110,,P> 0y, V)2, 2 (4.11)

where the sum is taken over a finite set of Gs that cover Qs are contained in Q;,

and are such that in each of them 00 can be represented as in (4.3). Since ||| lIs, 2, tan
isequivalent to || ||l5,;in 2\Qe, in order to show that (3.9) holds it suffices to show

. 2 . s
that it holds for functions supported in one of the Gs. Within a G, V x u can be
written in the y-coordinates defined after (4.3) as (9,,u®—w,,0,,u>—0,u%
6yatfl ~'6y1u3 —1,,0,,U°, ayzyl —wyzay.aul —0, u”+1y,,0,,u%). Since the tangential
derivatives d,, and 0, are included in the ||| |||5, ; {0n DOrm,

1055 +w,,u%), 8y, (" + 1y, 412, 2,6 S Uil 4, can + NV X 14ll2,2) -

On the other hand ||| |||, includes ||,,(u®—vp, u' —vp,,u®)|,, ;¢ Since
1 0 Yy,
det | 0O 1y, | =14yl +y2 +0,
Yy Wy, 1
10y, ulll2, 2,6 S kCIP, u, Slllg, + 1P, u, Slllz,) - (4.12)

No calculation is even needed to show that (4.12) holds when u on the left side is
replaced by P or S, so (3.9) holds.
Finally, (4.12) and the definition of the E; norm allow us to rewrite (4.7) as

“lay3P7 aygu' V¢|ll2,l,G§F6,l(l|IP7 u, Sl”El)
“[e(e) A+ IP, u, Slllg,) +€2110,,P, 0y u- Vil 561
which, upon choosing ¢,= 1 can be solved for

Fe,,31IP(0),u(0), SO)llz,)°
|”ay3P’a u: V¢”|2,1,G to obtain

Y3

Fo (P, u, S|ll,)
__ Fe (P, u, Sllg,)
Fs ;G1I1P(0),u(0), SO)llz,)

Adding (4.13) for all Gs that occur in the sum in (4.11) gives us (3.8), while adding
(4.1), (4.2), (4.9), and (4.10) yields (3.7).

M0,,P, Oy u-Vlllz, 1,6

(4.13)

1

5. Convergence as 41— o0

Theorem 2. Assume
i) the hypotheses of Theorem 1 are satisfied for L=some Ay, with §, and
dist(Ny, ON)=some constant independent of A;
ii) [|Po(x, Alls+ AV - uo(x, A)ll, = constant;
iii) 34y, Sy e H® such that

Jim uoCx, 2) = do()l5 + 1So(x, A)=So()ll3=0.
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Then
a) the solution (P(4),u(A),S(A) of (1.2), (2.2), (2.3) (shown to exist in
Theorem 1) exists for a time T independent of A and satisfies

[
B

s u(4), S(l)i VP2, 2+ ANV - uDlllz,2,r ¢ (5.1

34T

for some c independent of A; B

b) there exists i, ¢ in C([0, T]; H> %) nCY([0, T]; H>~®)nCY([0, T] x Q) for

P(4

o Sw)) ~(@,4) in C([0, T1; H>~9);

¢) there exists P in C°([0, T]; H®) such that as 1—o VP(1)—VP weak-+ in
L*([0, T]; H?); X

d) (P, 4,9) satisfy (1.3),(2.2),(2.4) with P, u, g replaced by P, 4, ¢, and g, defined
by 20=0(0,50).

Remark. The scaling used here differs from [10, 13, 16] in that what is denoted P
here is usually called A*P there.

any 6>0, such that as A— o0 (u(,{),g

Proof. Once assertion a) of the theorem is established, assertions b)-d) follow as in
Theorem 2.4 of [13] or Theorem 1 of [ 10], provided i) the test function we integrate
against to establish that (P, i, ¢) is a weak solution is chosen to have compact
support in €, ii) we note that S converges in C*([0, T]; H*~°) since there are no
0(A) terms in its equation, iii) we observe that u— in C°([0, T]; H> %> C°([0, T']
x Q) implies 1 satisfies the boundary condition since u does, and iv) we prove
uniqueness, by standard arguments, for classical solutions of (1.3), (2.2), (2.4).
Furthermore, the initial data could be approximated by smoother data
obeying more compatibility conditions, the resulting solutions would exist and
remain in X, as long as their X; norm ||| |||, r remained bounded, and any
estimates for derivatives through order three derived for the approximating
solutions will hold for the original solution by a limit argument, so in order to
prove a) it suffices to show that (5.1) holds under the assumption that the solution
exists and isin X, on [0, T]. Finally, it suffices to prove (5.1) for A sufficiently large.

B B 1 do(r/4,S)
Definer=P/J and a(r/A, ) = oGIAS) (TR

alr,(+w-V)r]+ AV -u=0,
ofu,+ - Vyul+ AVr=0, (5.2)
S;+w-V)S=0,

, S0 that we can rewrite (1.2) as

assumption ii) of the theorem as
A0, x, M5+ |V - u(0, x, 2)||,) < constant, (5.3)
and (5.1) as
llr(4), u(A), SWlls, 2, 7+ AllVT, V - ulll;, ;, + S constant. (5.4)
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Note that (5.3) implies that
I“r(}'a 0), u(l’ O)’ S(l» 0)'”3,2 + /””VT(/L 0)9 V : u(/{a O)”[2, A é constant s (55)

i.e. that the desired estimate holds at time zero.
As in Sect. 4, we seek norms ||| |||, and ||| |||z, satisfying

kyQllE- Mg, + 11 W) S M- s, 2 S k(- e, +1- g, » (5.6)
for which we can show that

d
PGS SE, <F(llr, u, Sllis, 2) (.7

and

M, u, S)lle, = F2(lllr, u, Slg,)» (5:8)

but now the k; and F; are to be independent of A. The ||| |||z, and ||| |||z, to be used
here differ from those in Sect. 4; specifically, defining V=(r,u, S),

L ol
IVIE, =V, A°V)+ (V,, 4°V,) + (“ Vio A°—Kt>

A A
1 0 1 2 2
52 Vi 4055 Vi) + ISR, 2+ 173, (5:9)
1
IV e, = 17l + V] + HZ Vi
0
1
S LGP AN N (5.10)
0

where A°=diag (a, 0, 0,0,1) and (-, ) is the L? inner product on Q. Since a and ¢
are positive initially and the estimates to be proven show they remain so for a time
independent of 4, (5.6) holds. However, we will use the estimate [3]

lulls=cCVxulls— o+ 1V - ul;— 1+ llulo+ llu'VIis_%’m) (5.11)

to replace |||V]||g, by

1
Vllg, = 17 - ully 17 -] + HE Vo,

0

1
HVrl+ Vel + “; Vry
0

1
+IV xu,|+ ;qu,, (5.12)

0

Thatis, (5.11) implies that (5.6) still holds when ||| |||z, is replaced by ||| |||z,, because
u-v=0 on 0Q. Hence, in order to show that |||r,u, S|||5,, r =c it suffices to show
(5.7) and

llir w, Sllles = F3(lllr, u, Sillz,) - (5.13)
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We need to derive several estimates in order to establish (5.7) and (5.13). First,
taking 0¥ of (5.2), 0< k £ 3, multiplying by 20(r, u, S) times the appropriate power

of T integrating over £, and integrating by parts as usual in the terms containing

derivatives of order k+1 gives

d 1 1 1 1
a[(V’ AV)+(V, AV + (; Vi A°~ Vn> + (7 Vi A2 V)] <F(IVIll,0)

(5.14)

. 1
because the boundary terms always vanish by (2.2) and the factors of 7 work out

correctly. Estimates for S like those in Sect. 4 also have the correct A-dependence,
ie.

d
7 MSIIZ, .= FsliVills, ) - (5.15)
The same is true for spatial-dervative estimates for V x u from Sect. 4, i.c.
d
E”V><“I|%§F6(|“V|”3,x)' (5.16)

Adding (5.14)5.16) yields (5.7).
Estimates time derivatives of V x u like those in Sect. 4 would not have the

1
correct A-dependence because of the presence of 2 Vo x u, as one of the “lower order

terms” in (4.8); we therefore will estimate such terms as follows: Take the curl of the
equation for u in (5.2) and divide by ¢ to obtain

1
qu,z——;Vgxut—EVx(Q(u-V)u). (5.17)
Taking the L? norm of both sides and using calculus inequalities (2.1) to estimate

the right side gives
W xullo = F-(1VI3) A+ llulo) - (5.13)

Taking up to one spatial derivative of (5.17), taking the L? norm and using calculus
inequalities gives
IV xully <F;(1V 1) A+ llullo+ [1Vikello)
ScF5(1VI) L+ lludo+ 1V - ullo + 1V X uello) - (5.19)

Finally, taking two time derivatives of (5.17) yields

l 1
— I XUy,

A

. SF(IV 1) lluello + %F9(”[V“|3,1) : (5.20)
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The remaining basic estimates will be derived from the equations

V-u= ——%a[r,-%—(u- ],
. (5.21)
Vr=—zg[u,+(u-l7)u],

which are just (5.2) rewritten.

Taking two time derivatives of (5.21) and multiplying by 7> Of one time

derivative, or one time derivative and up to one spatial derivative, or up to two
spatial derivatives, and taking the L? norm of both sides of the result yields

1 1 1
=V vy Vel V;"”o o Fudivills, ), (5:22)

; 0 SFio(IV13)

1
+|=Vr
-

1
IV -udlo+ 1Vrdlo S F1:(1V115) VnI + 2 Fia(liVills, o (5.23)
0

IV -ul+ Vel Fa(VI5)

1
Vall +5Fus(Vils, )
1

1
+|Evs
s

o] oo

+ 2 F sVl 2) (5.24)

1
l" Vtt

1
+ || Vr
o “l tt

B
ScF (Vi) I:'

0

1 1
+”I‘7~un + IVXMH
0

1
1V -ulla+ 177l 2 FielllVills,2)- (5.25)

Now,

Vis=cUVio+1Vrlz+Vul,+1VSI2)
ScllVIo+1VSl2+ Pxul ) +c(IV - ull, + V7l 2)

1
=cllVille, + 2 V1L, 2) (5.26)

by (5.11) and (5.25). Substituting (5.26) into (5.18)+5.20) and (5.22)5.25),
substituting (5.18) and (5.23) into (5.19), substituting (5.20) and (5.22) into (5.24),
and adding the resulting (5.19), (5.20), (5.22), (5.24), and (5.25) yields

1 1
MV llle, = F16(lVlg) + = Fia(VIlls, ) S Fi6(llVIlE) + 5 F sV Illg,s 1V g,) -
1 A
(5.27)

For 4 sufficiently large (5.27) can be solved for [||V|||, in terms of [||V]||g,, yielding
(5.13).
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Thus, |||r, u, S|||3,,,r<c for some T and ¢ independent of A, and (5.25) then
implies (5.4), so the theorem is established.

Appendix A

The purpose of this appendix is to state and prove the existence theorem for
quasilinear symmetric hyperbolic systems with noncharacteristic boundary and
maximally nonnegative boundary conditions that was used in Sect. 3. A sketch of a
more general version of this theorem was presented in [14]; it should also be noted
that an existence theorem for more complicated boundary conditions was proven
in [20].

Because a solution to the quasilinear equation L(u)u=F will be obtained by
finding a fixed point of the map v—u given by L(v)u=F, we need a linear regularity
theorem that bounds some norm of the solution u of Lu= F in terms of the same
norm of the coefficients of L.

Before stating this slightly more precise version of the linear regularity theorem
from [14], let us recall a few definitions.

First,

k
X([0,T]; Q)= ,-Do C/([0, T]; H*/(Q)

has the norm

k 1/2
(ll-llle,r= sup lll-(t)llIkE[Z H@i'(t)llik—m)] :
0St<T ji=0

Note that

T
” : ||?{k([o,T]xn)= £ ||| ' (t)”ll%

Al - /Il tan norm will be defined similarly except that no normal derivatives are
to be included in a neighborhood of the boundary 0Q; thatis a ||| - |||, o, nOrm is a
sum of norms of localizations, and in the patches intersecting dQ a coordinate
system is used in which 0Q is mapped into a portion of the hyperplane {x,=0} (cf.
[9]), and no 0, derivatives are included. The ||| |||;, .., norm therefore depends on
the choice of patches and coordinates.

Next, the boundary matrix A° of a system A%, + A'u, .+ Bu=F is defined by

A”=v A4/, where v is the outer normal on 0Q. The boundary condition Mu=0 is
called maximally nonnegative if A”is positive semidefinite on the null space N of M
but not on any space containing N as a proper subspace. For later use, v can be
extended to be in C*(Q) (assuming 0L is smooth), and then A" is also defined for
X € Q, but the above condition is applied only on 0%.

Given the system A°u,+Afu +Bu=F and initial data u(0)= f, “0u(0)” is
defined by formally taking i —1 time derivatives of the system, solving for diu and
evaluating at time (=0; eg “u(0)’=f, “0lu(0)’=(4°0,x))" 1(F(O x)
— 490, x) f+,—B(0,x) f). The quotation marks remind us that “0,u(0)” is not the
derivative of a known function but rather the value that the derivative of the
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sought-for function u will have provided u exists. Finally, for A a matrix, |A]
denotes its operator norm, i.e. |A|=sup|A4v|/|v].

Theorem Al. The system

Lu= A%+ A’u, +Bu=F in [0,T]xQ, (A1)
u0,x)=f(x) in Q, (A2)
M(x)v=0 on [0,T]x0Q (A3)

has a unique solution in X ,([0, T]1; Q), m=1, provided
i) Q is open and bounded in R" and 0Q is smooth;

ii) A°, the A;, and B are in X, where s=max <m, B] +2>;

iii) A° and the A’ are symmetric and A°=some ¢, >0;
iv) M(x) is in C*(Q);
v) A’ is nonsingular on [0, T] x 0Q and |(A*) ™| < some c, there;
vi) the boundary condition is maximally nonnegative;
vii) F is in H™([0, T] x Q) and f is in H"(Q);
viil) M”0iu(0)’ =0 on 0Q, 0Li<m—1.

The solution obeys the estimates
Nw(@)ll7 - 1 + NN, o S F 1 (e, (14°, Al 1, ) e"204% 4% Bllle 7 Ve e

. {IIIM(O)IIIanq +lu(O)lI17, tan + F3(llA°, 4%, Bllls, 7. ¢5)
: {t) e |||IF (tﬁlllﬁ.dt’} ; (A4),,

(Ol < Fa(llA°, A%, Bllls— 1,7, ¢2) (1 +14°, A5 1)
M@l - 1 + Nt can + IE Ol 13 (A5,

where ais a constant <1 that depends only on m and the dimension n, and the F;
are positive, continuous, and nondecreasing. (The F; also depend on m, Q, and M

but we will consider these fixed.) Finally, if m> g +2 then

B, s S F1CLfer, (1A%, Ay, )% 5Bl e

m,tan =

: 4 .
. {Hlu(o)llli,m+F5(IHA°, A, Blllm-1,15€2) [Hlulllfn- LT (f) I14°, 47, B|I5

+ i e M||IF (t')lllfndt’}}a (A6),,
Nl < F201A°, A%, Bllly— 1,7 €2) (@l 1+ 1@l 2+ IF Ol 13-
(A7),

Proof. We will first prove the theorem in the case when L is smooth, and then show
by an approximation argument that it holds generally. For smooth L, the existence
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of a unique solution u in X,, follows easily from Theorem 3.1 of [14]. To show that
(A4)+(A7) hold we will follow the derivation of similar estimates in [14, 9] while
keeping track of how these estimates depend on the coefficients of L.

Using Lemma 3.3 of [14] we can approximate F and f in H” by F, and f, in

n

i 51 guch that M’ 3ik(0) =0 0n 8Q,0<i<m+ B] +1. Nowif (A4)(A7),

hold for the resulting solutions u* then straightforward limit arguments show that
u*—uin X,, and u obeys (A4)(A7),, as well, so we can assume that u, f, and F are
in C™*?, which ensures that all of the calculations to be made later are legitimate.

As in [9] and Lemma 3.2 of [14], we will use a partition of unity {¢'} and
changes of dependent and independent variables to reduce to the case when either
Q={x|x,>0,|x|<1}, suppucC{lx|<%}, Mu=0 on {x,=0} with M a constant
matrix, and |(A")"'|<2¢,, or else 2=R" and suppucC{|x|<1}. Note that
[4°(y) = A" () = c(R2) | A" | calx — yI* < () [[1 4] (2], Ay—x[* by standard in-

bedding lemmas when o =1/8 say, so that

14" () =140 "I =[A'(x) = A" (] A" (%)™ H 7]
<,/(1—c(@Q) |47l 7ly—xle;) S2¢,
if
xed? and ly—x*<[2c@)c, |4, 1. 1]-
Hence the choice of the open cover, and so of the partition of unity subordinate to
it, depends on L only through ¢, and |||4’|||;—, 1. while the changes of dependent

and independent variables depend only on Q and M, respectively, not on L.
Let(,)and || | denote the spatial L? inner product and norm, respectively. In

R I ey tan =111 [l while in Q= {x|x,>0, x| <1} Il lllx,can= |12< [ID*-|; here
=0

o ={(0tg, 0y, ..., &) and D*=07°0%: ...0%. The ||| ||ly, oo norm for the original domain

is defined by || [lli,wn= 2 16" |llx. .an» Where the norms on the right side are

evaluated in the transformed domains.

Then, since L(¢'u) = ¢'F +(4;A° + ¢, A’)u, estimates like (A4)(A7) for the ¢'u
imply that u satisfies (A4)~(A7) with |||F]||, replaced by |||F]ll, +lI(A°, A)ull|;; in
particular, F,, F,, etc. still depend only on the X,_,; norm of the coefficients. The
calculus inequalities

Illfglllkécmflll[%] L lgllles k= B:l +1, (A8)

fall= el M Mgle— + WA M- gl k= [—g] +2, (A9)

which will be proven in Appendix B, then show that u satisfies the original (A 5) and
(A7), and satisfies (A4) and (A 6) with |||F|||, replaced by |||F|||, + |llull];. Substituting
(AS5) and (A7) into the new (A4) and (A6), respectively, allow us to apply
Gronwall’s inequality to show that the original (A4) and (A 6) hold, so it suffices to
prove the estimates for the localizations.
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Since the estimates for R”" are similar, but simpler and better known, we will
consider only the boundary patches.
Claim. In order to show that (A4)(A7) hold, it suffices to show that for any
positive &,

d .
i ||Z< (D*u, A°D*u) S F(IIlA°, A7, Bllls, lllulllz +cllIFII. (A10)
la|<m— 1=c:¥ 2, =0

. . . . . mﬁl . .
lowh " ull SF(IlA°, A%, Bllls— 1,7, ¢2) 10,7107 ™" Hull +e 2 100 ul
=

+F(I14°% A%, Bllls— 1, 1> €2, 1/6) L+ 111A, A0S 2) (lualll, cam + 1l - 1
MFlllw-1), 0s1sm-—1, (A11)

and that if m> [g:' +2, then the term |||A°, 47||2 ; can be omitted from (A 11) and

the right side of (A10) can be replaced by F(|||4° A7, Blllu-1,7)
(114°, 47, Bllla, 7 lulllm - 1 +llealllz) + el Fll .

Proof of the Claim. After choosing ¢ sufficiently small, the estimates in (A 11) can be
solved for the || #:6™ ~'u||, showing that these quantities are bounded by the right
side of (A 5). The remaining terms on the left side of (A 5) have the form | D*u| with
lo}=<m and o +o,<m—1, so the calculus inequality,

S IS 1014 F5 Q) U e+ ) (AL)

lal sm
apta,=m—1

then shows that (A 5) holds. [Inequality (A 12) is a straightforward consequence of
the calculus inequality

HE;k IID“flléallaﬁfll+C(1/8>Q)< by IID”fII+Hf|IHk~1>,

al < =
20=0,0,<k—1 Bo=0=fp

which can be proven for R” by Fourier transform and then extended to bounded
domains.] Next, substituting (A5) into the right side of (A10) and using

I-112L cil("AO -) allows us to apply Gronwalls inequality to the transformed
(A10); using

el IP=CLA% ) SNA =gl - 12
once more then yields (A4). Finally, a similar argument shows that the alternate
forms of (A10-A11) imply (A7) and (A6).

To prove (A 10), let «, =0 and |¢| <m, take D* of Lu=F, and define u*=D"u to
obtain

AU+ A%u% + Bu* = D*F + [A°, D*lu, + [A%, D*lu, +[B,DJu.  (A13)
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Multiply (A 13) by 2u*, integrate over the spatial variables, and integrate by parts in
the terms on the left side to get

4 e, 40 = (3[40 + 0, 4+ 4L, 2B
dt {%n=0} !
+Qu, DF) 4 (u, [A®, DTu, + (A%, D*Juy. + (B, DJu)
S (L =G4 4 147+ 4L 2Bl )

+ |ID*F||* +ILA°, D*]u,||* + ILA%, D*Juy || + || B, D*]ul|? .
(A14)

Now MD*u=D*Mu=0 because the transformed M is constant and o, =0, and 4"
is a scalar multiple of the original 4® so —(u%)TA"u*<0 on {x,=0} because the
boundary condition is nonnegative. Also,

147 + AL, — 2Bl co= | 4°, 47, Blll[;_}+ 2,7

The last three terms in (A14) themselves consist of terms of the form
1(D*4) (DPw)||?, with |o|+|B|Sm+1; |af,|B|<m; and A=A°, A, or B. Now if
|fl=m then

I(D*4) (DPu)||* < | D*Al|Zol D"ul* < |I|A°, A7, Blllf] iz,

.
while if s=m=|x«| then

I(D*4) (D*w)||* < | D*A||? | D*ul|2o || A°, A7, Blllﬁ.lllulllﬁ

Blyo-
2
In the remaining cases |o|<s—1 and || <m—1, so the calculus inequality

ID%f) (D)l < cllLANISILA NS, =<2 gllIsz g s, =
clllf s llgllls, > lod<sy,  1BI<s2,

|<x|+|ﬂl+g<sl+sz, (A15)

where 0<a;<1, shows that [[(D*4)(DPu)|*<cl||4°, A% Bl||lull|2. Also if
m= B} +3andn=2orifm= [g:] +4and n=1, then by the second part of (A 15)

I(D*4) (DPu) |2 < (| A°, A%, BIliZlull7, - 1 + 1A%, A7, BIIiZ -1 liulli7) »

while if n=1 and m= 3, then with each s; =m each g, in the first part of (A 15)is <3
so the same conclusion holds. [Inequality (A15) will also be proven in
Appendix B.]

Similar estimates are obtained for the case x| <m—1 by following the same
procedure but omitting the integration by parts in the spatial derivative terms to
avoid boundary terms. Adding these estimates for all |¢|<m with |¢|<m—1 or

o, =0 yields (A 10), including the special form when m> g} +2.
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To prove (A11), solve Lu=F for u, , and take 90 '~ of the result to get

J

n—1
Jaiom | < "8§8;”'i“1[(A")‘l(F—AOut— 5 Afuxj—Bu>:|“. (A16)
=

Using Sobolev’s inequality (|| - |[co=]l- l|[£]+1 T), (A8-A9), (A12), (A15), the
51+

elementary estimates c¢§c} ™ *<ec, +c(1/e)c, and || 4| co < c|A| for matrices 4, and
the fact that |(4") ™| < 2c¢, to estimate the right side of (A 16) yields (A 11), with the

term |||4°, A7]||* present only if m < [E} +2, thereby completing the proof for the
case when L is smooth. 2

Now consider the case when L is not smooth. By the proof of Lemma 3.3 of
[14], there exist sequences F, and f, in H"*! such that F,—F in H™([0, T]x2Q),
fi—f in H™(Q), and M“0iu*(0)”=0 on 8Q, 0<i<m—1, where “0*(0)” is defined
like “0'u(0)” but using F, and f; in place of F and f. (Note that this much weaker
version of the lemma holds even though L is not smooth.) By repeating elements of
the sequence if necessary, we can arrange that | F, || gm- 1, || f; || gm+1 < ck. Then, since
“0k(0)” is in H™ *Y2(Q), Theorem 2.5.7 of [8] says there exists U* in
H™ ([0, T]xQ) such that &:U*(0) =“04*(0)", 0<i<m, and ||U¥||gm+: S ck.

Now pick B, and symmetric 4y and 4] in C* such that

1
|4;—A'|=

. . 1
I14g — A°, A{— 47, B,— B|l|,= 2

k—25

and consider the system

.1 -
L= AQuk + <A{‘+ —v’I> Uy, +Bu=F,=F+ (4] — A°) U}

kz
+<A{;+ kl—zva—AJ) U, +(B,~BU, (A17)
u*(0) =1, (A18)
Mu*=0 on Q. (A19)

For k sufficiently large, conditions i—v and vii of Theorem A1 are satisfied for

(A17)«(A19),and since “0;u*(0)”, 0 <i <m, is the same for Lyu* = Fy, u*(0) = f, as for

Lu* = F,, u*(0) = f;, condition viii also holds, by construction. Next, the boundary
1

matrix for (A17) is 4} + k—zl, and if Mv=0, then

1 1
T (A,ﬁ+ k—21> v 0T A~ T (4] — A")v| + z []>=0.

Also, if we N* and |w|=1, then picking ze N to maximize ¢ in (z+w)TA*(z +w)
< —c|z+w|? gives a ¢(w) that is continuous and hence bounded away from zero.
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Hence for k sufficiently large

(z+w)T<Ak )(z+w)<0

so the boundary condition is still maximally nonnegative.

Therefore, since L, is smooth, (A17){(A19) has a solution u* in X,, obeying
(A4)«A7),,. Since | F,—F,| gm<c/k by (A8), F,—F in H™. Also, 16¥]ll,, 7 < ¢ since
the ||F,|/gm etc. are bounded. Next,

Lu*—u')y=F— F,+(L— Lu* —(L—L)u",

and multiplying this by u*—u!, integrating over €, integrating by parts, and
applying Gronwall’s inequality shows that {u*} is a Cauchy sequence in
C°([0, T]; L?). Since Lu*=F,+(L—L,)u*—F in L?, the limit u of the sequence
{u*} is a strong solution of (A 1)~(A3).

Next, since |||[u¥|||,, is bounded and a ball in H™ is closed under L?-convergence,
uis in L*([0, T]; H™). Also, since

1 = - s S el — | 23° [ — ' ™

by the Sobolev interpolation inequalities, u*—u in C°(0, T1; H™ %)) for any
6> 0. Solving for u¥ and u, in the equations Lu* = F, and Lu=F now allows us to
conclude that u*—u in ﬂ C¥([0, T]; H™ 7% and diue L*([0, T]; H"'). Argu-

ments like those on pages 40 [replace H* by (H®)"] and 44-46 [replace A°(u*) by
Ay, and note that D*u*(0) still —D*u(0) by construction] of [13] then prove that
u(z) is also continuous in the ||| ||, ., norm, and using Lu=F to express normal
derivatives in terms of tangential ones then shows that u is in X,,.

In order to verify that u satisfies (A4)+(A7), it suffices to show that

ID°u(®)l| 2oy SHm | DU O paey, I Sm,  0=t<T, (A20)
since taking the limit of the (A4)~(A7) obeyed by u* then yields (A4)+(A7) for u. If
le] £m—1 then D*u*(t)— D*u(t) in L?, so (A 20) certainly holds. Also, if D* includes
any spatial derivative, say D*= 6ij”, then for all ¢ € CJ(Q),

(4, Duk(t) = (¢, 0, D"u(t)) = (— 8,9, DPu(t))
—(—0,,0, DPu(t)) = (¢, D°u(t)),
ie. D*u*(t) converges weakly in L? to D*u(t) and again (A20) holds. The only
remaining possibility is D*= 0", so
(¢, OTu(6) = (¢, O~ '[(AR) ™ "(Fi— Afuk — Bai)])
~(¢, 07 [(A%) " H(F — Au,,— Bu)]) = (¢, 0l'u(t)) ,
and hence (A 20) holds in all cases.

With the linear regularity theorem in hand, we are now ready for the
quasilinear existence theorem:
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Theorem A2. The system
A°(t, x, uyu, + AI(t, x, w)u, + B(t, x,Wju=F(t,x) in [0,(]xQ2, (A21)
u0,x)=f(x) in £, (A22)
M(x)u=0 on [0,T]x0Q (A23)

has a unique classical solution if T is sufficiently small, provided
i) Q is open and bounded in R" and 0Q is in C*
ii) for some &, and T, A°t x,v), A/t x,v), and B(t,x,v) are in

C™[0, Tyl x N) with m> [g:l +2, where No={(x,v)|x€Q, [v—f(X)|Z e},

iii) A° and the A’ are symmetric and A°= some ¢, >0, for t,x,v [0, Ty]xNy;
iv) M(x) is in C*(Q);
v) AY(t, x,v)=VvI(x)A(t, x, v) is nonsingular and |(4*) | <some c,, for all
t,x,ve [0, To]x Ny
such that x € 0Q and M(x)v=0;
vi) the boundary condition M(x)u =0 is maximally nonnegative for A*(t, x, v),
for all t,x,v as in V).

vii) F is in H™[0, T]xQ) and f is in H™(Q),
viii) M“0'u(0)"=0 on 0Q, 0<i<m—1.

The time T up to which the solution is shown to exist depends only on 2, M, n,
m, &y, Ty, 1, C4, F, the C™ norms of A°, the 4/, and B, and the H™ norm of f. (If

FeX,, T depends on F only via |||F|||,. r,.) The solution is in X,,([0, T]; ) [which

iscontainedin C" 7]_ 1([0, T]xQ)], and its norm in this space is bounded in terms

of T and the quantities T depends on.
Theorem (A2) follows from the lemmas (which have conditions i-viii as
hypotheses):

Lemma A3. The set X ={UeX,([0,T,];QMU=0 on 02, 6:U(0)="0u(0)",
0=<i<m} is nonempty.
Lemma Ad4. There is a function g(R) with ‘}im g(R)=c0 and a ||| ||y, an HOTM

depending only on R, Q, and M such that if T, is sufficiently small and R is
sufficiently large then the set X g r,={U € X,([0, T,]; QIMU =0 on 0Q; 8:U(0)
="“0u(0)", 0=i<m; Jup UG- 1+ U, wa S R, Ul rSg(R)} is mapped

into itself by the map v—»w given by L(v)w=F, w(0)=f, Mw=0 on 0Q.

Lemma AS. If T, is suﬁ”zczently small the map in Lemma A4 is a contraction in the
X, norm.

Proof of Theorem A2, Given the Lemmas. Pick u° in X and choose R, large enough
so that u® is in X, 1, Pick R= R, sufficiently large and T sufficiently small so
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that the conclusions of Lemmas A4 and AS hold with T; = T. Then the sequence
{u"} defined by Lu"u"*'=F, u"*'(0)=f, Mu"*'=0 on 0Q converges in
Xo([0,T];Q) to some u. Since the u* are bounded in X,, an interpolation
argument and the fact that

k+ 1 [AO(uk)] I(F Aj(uk)uk+ 1 B(uk)uk+ 1)

show that u*—u in ﬂ Ci([0, T]; H™#7?) and diue L*([0, T]; H™ ). In parti-
cular w*—u in C* so u satlsfles (A21)(A23). Finally, the argument in [13] can be
adapted in similar fashion as for Theorem A1 to show that ue X,,. { For this, note
that by the proof of Theorem A1, if |||+ |I2 - +I| - [ll2, un is replaced by

> ; (D¢, A%u)D%¢' )

al =
la|£m—T1ora,=0
then u**! satisfies (A4) with the factor F, omitted.>
Remark. The u° used to start the above iteration is not the one suggested in [14],

but is analogous to the ones used in [1, 5], which deal with one particular system.

Proof of Lemma A3. We will let U be the solution of L(f)U =G, U(0)=f, MU =0
on 99, where G is to be chosen so that Ge H™ and 0:U(0)=“0iu(0)”, 0<i<m.
Assuming by induction that “0:U(0)” =“8'u(0)” for 0 <i<j (which clearly is true
when j=0), we find that it will also hold for i=j+ 1 provided

0!G(0)="0]F —[0], A°(w)10u— [0}, A'(u)Ju,,— [0, Blul, "

(interpreted to be an expression in terms of f and F). Theorem 2.5.7 of [8]
guarantees the existence of a G in H™ having these derivatives of t=0 provided
0]G(0) e H™ 1~ 12(Q), which can be shown to hold by using the assumptions on F
and f, (A8), and the fact (to be proven in Appendix B) that

for m2 B—] +1,if Ae C™ and he X,, then A(h)e X,, and
NAMN = CllAllemg.- Iseillinliig, (LA 5 (A24)

ifmz [g] +2, then (1+|liAlll;) may be replaced by (1+ [I[All[=1) (1 + [[[All])-

Proof of Lemma A4. Let ky =|||“u(0)”|||Z- ; + |||“u(0)”|||2, 1an- Define “0;A(t=0)",
where A= A°, 4/, or B by formally taking 8! of A(t, x, u) and setting d/u equal to
“0iu(0)’ 0<j<i, and let

ky=114%(t=0), AX(t=0), B(t=0)|[|—1 -
Let k; be a constant such that || - [ co<kj]| - [, [#]-: and k4 a constant such that

- = 1 S kalll - o, Toxe) -
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Let G(+) be such that (A24) implies
A%, A7C), BOW= Gyl - ll),  k=m—1,m;
let G,(-) be such that (A24) implies
1A%, A7), BCMm = Gl M= 1) L1 ) -
Now define Ry=2F(1/c,,2k,) (k,+ 1), where F, is the F, in (A4), and for
RZ=R, define
1
g(R)=1+G(}/R)* +[2F 4(2kz, ¢)G()/ R/ 2R + Kol F o, 71000177

where a is the a in (AS). Also for R= R, pick T; = T;(R) such that T; <ey/ksg(R),
T<k,/G1(g(R)), Ty =In2/F,(G(9(R)), l/cy, ¢,), and

Fy(Gi0R).c2) | IFOIRS !

Suppose ve X g 7, Where R and T, satisfy the above conditions. Then for
0<t=<T,

o(t, x)—f ()|t sup [o] SksThlllolll[3]*> T <.
0<t<T,
Hence, since 4°(t, x, v), etc. are in X, by (A24), Theorem A 1 shows that there is a
unique w in X,([0, T;]; Q) satisfying L(v)w=F, w(0)=f, Mw=0 on 0Q. These

equations together with the fact that 0iv(0) = “0u(0)”, 0 <i<m, imply that 6:w(0)
=“0u(0)”, 0<i<m, as well. Now

I14°), A©), BOlllw -1, 7, SIA%(t=0), A7t =0), Bt =0)|ll-1

+ TI1A°@), A7(0), BO)llm, 7, S k2 + T, G1(g(R)) <2k,
P14, 4, Bllln, 7, 1/e1,€/2)t < GF2(Ga(9(R), Ler,e2)T1S2

and
t
F3(IlA°, A7, Bllly, .- ¢2) f e P IIF@NZS1 for 05t<T.
0

Hence by (A4),
(N7~ 1 + MO, w0 S 2F 1(1/cy, 2k5) (ky +1) =R, £R.
Similarly, (A 5) shows that |||ulll,, r, £g(R).

Proof of Lemma AS5. A Standard I? Energy Estimate.
The following continuation principle was also used in Sect. 3.

Theorem A6. Suppose the hypotheses of Theorem A2 are satisfied with
m> [g] +2, that (A21)«(A23) has a solution u in XB] +2([0, T]; Q) with TS Ty, and
that (x,u(t,x))e N, for xeQ, 0<t<T. Then ue X,([0, T]; Q).

Proof. A standard continuation principle says that u can be continued in X, as
long as x,u(t, x) € N, for all xe Q and |||u]||,, remains finite. (By Theorem A2, if
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[llu(to)||l. = ¢ then u has a solution for a time interval [¢,, ¢, +¢] of fixed length, so
gluing together these solutions on the interval [0, ¢], [¢, 2¢], etc. produces an X,
solution for as long as |||ul||, < ¢, since the hyperplane t = constant is noncharacter-
istic.) Also, by induction it suffices to prove |||ulll,,, r < oo under the assumption that

etlll— 1, r=c.

Now u satisfies the linear equation Lu = F, where L= L(u), so u obeys (A 6),(A7)
with 4°= A°(u), etc. The point is that (A 6), (A7), and (A 24) are all essentially linear
in the highest norm, so

14°, A%, Blllw < c(llltllln - 1) (lleellle + 1) = cllleellln— 1) el o+ 1)
by (A24) and (A7), and substituting this into (A 6) shows

t
|Ilu(t)llli,xan§6+0£lllullli,mn,

and hence by Gronwall’s inequality

Ml an = ¢+ (Ol wa) <
on [0, T]. Substituting this into (A7) shows |||ul||,,Zc.

Remark. Theorem (A6) remains valid when the boundary is characteristic if
(A4)(A7)hold with ||| ||],s, an is replaced by some ||| |||,,, g, norm; in particular, it is
valid for system (5.2), (2.2), (2.3).

Appendix B

We will prove the following calculus inequalities used in Appendix A:

n
IIIfQIHkédHfIHE] L gllles k= [5] +1, (B1)
/gl = A Malligllle— 1+ NS M- lllglll) k= [g:l +2, (B2)
D) (D g)l 2 = cllLANINA NI, = g g, =2 (B3)

with 0<a,<1, provided |u|<s,—1, |Bl<s,— 1, |a|+|f] + g <5, +5,,

A <l Allemg -2y IR, m2 B] +1; (B4
if m2 [121] +2, then (1-+[[4|) may be replaced by (1-+[[4ll5:~1) (1 + )

Remark. Except for the inclusion of time derivatives, these inequalities are well-
known; see e.g. the appendix of [10].
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Proof of (B1).
fglll=c y +%|5k I(D*f) (D*g) 2

where o= (0g, %1, ..., &,) and D*=05%0%! ... 9%, etc. Any term with |B|=k is

éc”f||C°|Hgl|lk§c”|f“|[_'2'_:|+1|Hgmk

by Sobolev’s inequality, and if k= [g—] +1=|of just switch f with g. Otherwise
(B3) applies. (B2) is proven similarly.
Proof of (B3). We will use Holder’s inequality /gl .. < [|f]l.s/lg] s, where

and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities ([197, p. 27) [|D’h| . S c|lh||§mllh] 12 ¢

1 j — . .
where j<m, jjm<a<], » =14+ ]ﬂ, 2<p< oo, and D’ includes only spatial

derivatives. It suffices to find estimates of the form
“(Dlal—aoagzof)(l)lﬁl 'ﬂ"@f"g)ile < HD'“""“’@f"fllellIDw —ﬂoafog””z,
DI 0020 S G2 -2
DII=Poafeg] o< cliOfoglth, 4 0Fog N1 .

o —0g—a(S1—a
+|I 0 1(1 O)and

Given a, and a,, py, and p, are defined by e =%
1 n
i —14 IBl—Bo—as(s, —Bo)
-2 s
2] n

so we just need to satisfy the conditions

o —0g—aq(S;—a
<|| 0 1(1 O)<0

i) ~3 ,
n

i) M=% _, 1,

S1— %
iii) __%<|ﬂl_ﬁo_32(52_ﬂo) <0,
1v) 1P1=Fo <a, <1,

S2— %o
V) 1 lof=ag—ay(sy —ao) + 1Bl — Po— ax(s: — o)

2= .
n

Now if ¢, and a, were set equal to one, the right side of v) would equal [|o|+ |f]|
— (s +5,)]/n which is < —% by assumption. On the other hand if a, and a, were
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o —a —

W= BB
1~ % $2= o . . o
Therefore since s, — o and s, — f, are both positive, there exist a, and a, satisfying

ii) and iv) that make v) hold. Then o =% = 31(51 ~%) and 1BI=Po —::2(52 —%) are

set to

, respectively, the right side of v) would equal zero.

both negative and their sum= —3, so i) and iii) are satisfied.

Proof of (B4). We allow A to have explicit time and space dependence also. Now
[llA@)|l|,,, is @ sum of terms of the form

(D2 ,DEA)DP P ... DPu| 2,
with 0<p<m and |e|+ 3 |f”|<m, and each term is

SclAllemq - < gup collle? Il -
By induction starting from (B,) and (B,) we can show that ||[u?|||,, < c|||ul||5 for p= 1
when m> —2'5 +1 and [|[u?|ll,, < clllwllZ =L llulll, for p=1 when m> B] +2, and

then (B 4) follows easily.
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