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ON A LOCAL SOLVABILITY OF THE MULTIDIMENSIONAL
MUSKAT PROBLEM WITH A FRACTIONAL DERIVATIVE
IN TIME ON THE BOUNDARY CONDITION

NATALIYA VASYLYEVA

Abstract. In this paper, we analyze anomalous diffusion version of the multidimensional Muskat
problem without surface tension on a free boundary. We prove the existence and uniqueness of
the classical solution to this moving boundary problem locally in time.

1. Introduction

Let Q be a double-connected bounded open domain in R", n > 2 with the bound-
ary dQ =T UT,, T1NT2=0. Let Y(¢), for each ¢ € [0,T], be a surface Y(r) C Q
that separates Q into two subdomains () and Q;(¢) such that Q = Q(r)UJY(?)U
Qz(l), and an = FiUT(t), i=1,2.

In this paper we study the two-phase free boundary problem in the case of anoma-
lous diffusion. We look for the functions p;(y,7), y € Q;(¢), t € [0,T], i=1,2, and a
moving boundary Y(z) by the following conditions:

—Api=0 in Qr), i=12, 1t€[0,T], (1.1)

p1—p2=0 on Y(2), (1.2)

Vn‘::—kl(z—lr::—kzg—itz on Y(r), ve(0,1); (1.3)

pi=vwi(y) on Iy =T;x][0,T], (1.4)

Qi()|=0=Qi, Y(t)];—0 =Y are given. (1.5)

Here A, =VZ, V, = (%,...,%); ki, i =1,2, are given positive constants, y;(y),

i = 1,2, are given positive functions; #, is the unit normal to Y'(z) directed in Q;(z);
V,/ is the fractional velocity of the boundary Y'(¢) in the direction of the normal », and
is represented by (see, e.g., [35]):

V= (D/Y(t),n), (1.6)
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where (-,-) is the notation of the scalar product. D} denotes the Caputo fractional
derivative with respect to ¢ and is defined by (see (2.4.6) in [12])

v 1 9 ,1: w(-,0)
D/w(-,1) = Ti—v Eo/ T ve(0,1), (1.7)

where I'(Vv) is the Gamma function.

One can see that (1.1) and (1.2) together with the second equality in (1.3) define
the transmission problem with the interface T'(z), and the first equality in (1.3) serves
to find the unknown curve I'(z) that is called the free boundary. Moreover, conditions
(1.3) mean that the motion in problem (1.1)—(1.5) is subjected by anomalous diffusion.

Note that the anomalous diffusion means that the diffusive motion can not be mod-
elled as standard Brownian motion [6], [22], and the mean square displacement of the
diffusing species ((Ay)?) scales as a nonlinear power law in time, i.e. ((Ay)?) ~¢" for
some real number V. In the case v € (0, 1), this is referred as a subdiffusion.

If v=1, problem (1.1)-(1.5) is called as the Muskat problem (the two-phase Hele-
Shaw problem), which was proposed by Muskat in 1934 [23]. This problem describes
the evolution of an interface between two immiscible incompressible fluids (for exam-
ple, water and oil). The motion of fluids is governed by the Darcy law (see (1.3) with
v = 1), stating that the velocities of fluids are proportional to the pressure gradients,
and the conservation of mass law. The Muskat problem with a regular initial interface
I" was studied by L. Jiang and Y. Chen [11], F. Yi [36], F. Otto [25], S. Howison [10],
D. Ambrose [1], M. Siegel, R. Caflish and S. Howison [30], J. Escher and B. V. Matioc
[8]. The solvability of the two-phase Hele-Shaw problem in the case of nonsmooth I"
was studied in the weighted Holder classes by B.V. Bazaliy and N. Vasylyeva [4, 5].

In this paper we consider the Muskat problem governed by “fractional” Darcy law
which is formulated in [24], [35]. That means the presence of the fractional temporal
derivative in condition (1.3).

The one-phase variant of problem (1.1)—(1.5) (the one-phase fractional Hele-Shaw
problem) can be called as the fractional quasistationary Stefan problem which arises
under consideration of the materials with memory [35], drug release control [18], [17].
Note that if equation (1.1) in the one-phase variant of problem (1.1)—(1.5) is changed by
the subdiffusion equation we will get the fractional Stefan problem, which was formu-
lated and studied by C. Atkinson [2] for the motion of planar, cylindrical and spherical
domains.

The presence of the fractional derivative in time in (1.3) complicates essentially
investigations of problem like (1.1)—(1.5) because this condition is nonlocal and some
useful properties of integer order derivative (i.g., product rules, chain rules and so on)
are not carried over to the fractional derivative operator. To the best of our knowledge,
some exact solutions of the one-phase fractional Hele-Shaw problem and analogous
one were constructed in [18], [33], [35], [19] if Q(t) C R', V¢ € [0, T]. In the case of
Q(t) C R", the classical solvability of the fractional Hele-Shaw problem for small pe-
riod of time has been proved in [32]. As for investigations of two-phase fractional mov-
ing boundary problems, a class of fractional one-dimensional two-phase free boundary
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problems was researched in [34], where a novel numeric method was developed to han-
dle the moving interface as well as the history kernel of the subdiffusion. However,
solvability of the two-phase moving boundary problem with the fractional velocity of
the free boundary has not yet been studied. Thus, the existence and uniqueness of a so-
lution of problem (1.1)—(1.5) will be a subject of our investigations here. In this paper
the one of the main results is the following.

THEOREM 1.1. Let a,v € (0,1), the surfaces Ty, i =1,2, Y € C"*% >3,
0<ky <k and

min o (x) > max v (x); yi(x)|r; >0 and vi(x) e C3THTY), i=1,2.  (1.8)
2 1

Then there exists a unique solution of problem (1.1)—(1.5) for some small T > 0 such
that pi € C([0,T);C**(Qi(r) x {1})), i = 1,2, Ui Y(1) € C*7%, oDy Y (1)
c C1+O£.

It is obviously that Theorem 1.1 is a generalization of the known result [36] in the
case of the normal diffusion (v = 1) to the subdiffusion case (v € (0,1)).

Moreover, in this paper we also study the local existence of more smooth solutions
of problem (1.1)—(1.5). In Theorem 5.3 of this paper we prove the one-valued solvabil-
ity in the Holder classes CK*@B:® with B := &Y. Hence, the results obtained in the
nonlocal case (v € (0,1)) represent marked difference with the local case (see Section
4 [4]) where the exponent 3 := F is greater.

To prove Theorems 1.1 and 5.3 we adapt the classical approach which is used for a
free boundary problem in the case of normal diffusion (see, e.g. [3]) to the subdiffusion

case. This technique consists in:

1. Reduction of a free boundary problem to a nonlinear problem defined in a fixed
domain;

2. Linearization of this nonlinear problem on an initial data (voy,vp2) and on a some
special function s(®,#) connected with initial shape of the free boundary Y(z);

3. The proof that the linear problem has a unique solution;

4. Proving that the corresponding nonlinear mapping is a contraction, so that it has
a unique fixed point.

Under this consideration, we have to solve a lot of technically difficulties which
deal with the nonlocal behavior of the free boundary velocity (i.e. with fractional
derivatives). Especially, it becomes apparent on the (2)—(4) steps. Indeed, to linearize

the nonlinear problem on the second step we have to construct the appropriate function
Ivio

s(w,1) as s = —k; 1"(5—11) Il and to describe the main properties of this function (see
(3.22)—(3.26)). As for (3) and (4) steps of the method mentioned above, we adjust the
classical Schauder technique and the contraction argument to the case of the fractional
derivatives (see proofs of Theorems 5.1 and 5.2 and Lemma 5.1). To this end we prove

some properties of Caputo and Riemann-Liouville derivatives in Propositions 2.1-2.3.
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However, the main analytical difficulties deal with the research of a nonclassical bound-
ary value problem with a fractional dynamic boundary condition:

Aur =0 in R'; o(x',0)=0 in R" ' ui|—9=0 in R;

u_(x,1) s (x,1) = —ao(¥,1) on Ry s
Ju_ Jdu -1
DY) —ar | G~ B fan, V) = Al) on By
Ju_ du 1
W—kg—;—/da% Ve(u——uy))=0 on Ry .

Note that this is the principal model problem such that the nonlinear problem (1.1)—
(1.6) will inherit the main feature of this problem. We remark that, the model problem
in the case of an integer order derivative in time (v = 1) has been well studied with
different methods. The one of them consists in the getting exact representation of the
solution and the proving some coercive estimates. In this paper we try to follow this
method in the case of the fractional derivative in time, v € (0,1). Using Fourier and
Laplace transformations, we obtain the solution of this problem as the convolutions (see
(4.28)—(4.30)): ux =Gy f1, = G* f1. The kernels G+ and G can be represented
only as integrals which contain the Wright functions. Note that the Wright functions
(see, e.g. [21]) play fundamental roles in various applications of the fractional calcu-
lus. Thus nonlocal forms of the kernels are the distinguishing feature of the fractional
case, v € (0,1). As usual in the potential theory, to estimate the functions u (x,r)
and g@(x',1), it is necessary to describe well the properties of the kernels G4 and G.
Unfortunately, in virtue of nonlocal representations for these kernels, it is impossible to
get the good local estimates as in the case of the integer order derivative. We can get
just the integral estimates which are described in Lemma 4.1. Note that to get Lemma
4.1 we essential use the main properties of the Wright functions: asymptotic repre-
sentations, estimates, formula for fractional differentiation and integration. Moreover,
using representation ¢ = G f1, it is necessary to find a convenient formula of D} @
for further investigations. As it turns out (see Proposition 4.1), the suitable form is

DYp=AW.0+ [ dt [ A =y a =0 AW =)0 GO T)dy,

where 9} denotes the Riemann-Liouville fractional derivative in time. Note that the
analogous representation is obvious in the non-fractional case (v = 1), but it is not
evident in the case of fractional derivative. Generally speaking, Lemma 4.1 and Propo-
sitions 4.1 and 4.2 play a significant role in the investigation of the model problem and
their proofs contain the main difficulties caused the presence of the fractional derivative.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we describe some auxiliary prop-
erties related to the fractional derivative in time, Propositions 2.1-2.3. Note that they
are very useful in the technical plan and apply throughout the paper. In Section 3, we
reduce the problem with an unknown boundary to a problem in a fixed domain and
reformulate the main result as Theorem 3.1. In Subsection 3.2, we represent our non-
linear problem in the form .7z = F (x,t) +.%'(z), where z = (wy,w;,0) and <7 is a
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linear operator, the vector F(x,¢) is constructed by using the initial data and .#! is a
nonlinear operator. Section 4 is devoted to investigation of the model boundary-value
problem with fractional derivative in time in the boundary condition. Then in Section 5,
we proved the main result, Theorem 3.1. In Subsection 5.1, using method of a parame-
ter extension together with results of Sections 2 and 4, we get the one-to-one solvability
to the linear problem <7z = F(x,t), Theorem 5.1 (classical solvability) and Theorem
5.2 (solvability in Holder spaces). In Subsection 5.2, based on the results of Theorem
5.1, Proposition 2.1 and the fixed point theorem, we prove Theorem 3.1. Moreover, in
this subsection we get solvability of the problem <7z = F(x,t) +.%!(z) in the Holder
classes, Theorem 5.3. The proof of some auxiliary assertions which are applied in
Section 4 is given in Appendix 6.

2. Functional spaces and preliminaries

Before proving Theorem 1.1 we need in some auxiliary results and some defini-
tions.

Let D be a given domain in R", Dy = D x (0,T); X,x be any pointsin D, x # ¥;
t,7€[0,T], t #71; a,B €(0,1), [ be anonnegative integer number. Denote by

u(x,t) —u(x,t
(W, = sup H)_#;
(wo).Fepy X ]
|u(x,t) — u(x7 7:)|
<u>(ﬁ) = syp MmOzt
T cowneny  lE—1lP
[u](ouﬁ) _ sup |M(X,t)—u(f,t)—u(x,1)+u(f,1)|.
or x.eDy, T€[0.T] lx — x|t —1|B ’

In this paper we will use the two types of the functional spaces C([0,T], C'*%*(D))
and C'*%B-*(D7). Recall that the spaces C([0,T],C**(D)) used by many authors
(see, e.g., [20] and references there).

We define the class %’([O,T],C”O‘(D_)) as the subspace of C([0,T], C'**(D))

such that Diul,—o =0, |j| =0,

DEFINITION 2.1. We will say that the function u(x,7) € C'*+®P-%(Dr) iff the fol-
lowing norm is finite

lessas gz = lloqocrsamy + 2{ eriags
[j|=0

In a similar way we introduce the spaces C'*%B:%(dD7s) where 0Dy = 9D x
[0,T]. Moreover, we will use the usual Holder classes C'*%(D) and C'*%(9D), their
definitions can be found, for instance, in [16].

The following results which is the well known in the case of an integer order
derivative will be essentially applied to prove Lemma 4.3, Theorems 5.1, 5.2 and
Lemma 5.1.
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PROPOSITION 2.1. Let o,v € (0,1), Q C R", Qr = Qx(0,T), y,D/y €

C([0,T],C%(Q)), then

(1) —y(-,12)] < Clti —12]"sup|Dy y; 2.1
Qr

(W) —yCn)Q, SCDIVG In—nl’ Yioneor. Q2

Proof. Following the arguments of Theorem 3.1 [29], one can easily obtain in-
equality (2.1). Then to get estimate (2.2) it is enough to apply inequality (2.1) to the
function % O

Next, we define the fractional Riemann-Liouville integral and derivative of a func-
tion g(-,7) with respect to ¢ as (see, e.g., (2.1.1) and (2.1.8) [12]):

0 . 1 ! g(',T)dT X
[’g(-1) == F(O)/() (— e 6 >0, t>0; (2.3)
0 - 1 i tg('aT)dT

Repeating the arguments from the proofs of Lemma 2.10 and formula (2.4.10) in
[12], we can deduce the following.

PROPOSITION 2.2. Let o, veE (0,1), QCR", Qr =Qx(0,T), ¢(x,1), @1(x,1)
€ C([0,T],Lw(RQ)), 9Y@1(x,1) € LY(Q7). Then

i) D) o(x,t) =9 @(x,1), if o(x,0) =0, where dY ¢(x,t) is given by (2.4);

1

t
(ii) 81\/ f (3 (.X,l - T)(P(X, T)dT = f (P()C,t - 1)81\" (] ()C, T>dT+(p(x7t)limZ—>0 I;7v¢l ()C, Z)’
0 0
vt € [0,7].

After that we represent some properties of a solution to the transmission problem
which depends on time ¢ as a parameter:

AW; = goi(x,1) in Qir; Wil =0 in Q;;

Wi = gi(x,t) on Tir, i=1,2; Wy — W, = g3(x,1) on Yr,

A4 oW, n_l 0
—k = 2, ¢j(0) 57— (W1 — W) = ga(x,1 Y 2.5
@) “an(a) j;cj(x)awj( | —W2) = ga(x,t) on Yr, (2.5)
where ®y,...,®,_; are some coordinates on Y.

PROPOSITION 2.3. Let o,3,v € (0,1), Y,[;€C*"*, i=1,2, k>0 and cj(x) €
C* oY), j=1,n—1, and go;(x,0), &(x,0) =0, [ =1,4.
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(i) Ifg()i EC([07T]7COC(QI)); 8i EC([07T]7C2+a(ri))a i= 1727 83 EC([07T]7 C2+O£(T))’
g4 € C([0,T],C' (X)), then there is a unique solution (Wy(x,t), Wa(x,t)) of
(2.5) and
2

z ”W”C [0,T],C2+%(Q 2 HgOLHC ([0,7],C%(Q; + Hgl”C ([0,17], C2+°‘(F))]
i=1 i=1

+g3llc(o,r1,c2very) T I8allco,mcreery)-

Qi) If goi € C*P(Qir), g € CHHOPA(Tyr), i=1,2, g3 € CHOPE(T), gy €
CHH0Bo (Y1) then there is a unique solution (Wy(x,t), Wa(x,1)) of (2.5) and

2
S I lezeapagin) < CElIgollcanaay) + leilcrsapaqy)
i=1 =

Flg3llc2vapopry) + lgallcrrapacy,))-

(iii) Let g0i,8i,84=0, i=1,2, and g5 €C([0,T], C**%(Y)), DY g3 € C([0,T], C'T*(Y)).
Then the following estimates hold

sup|W ‘ CTVsup|DVW | C2Tv ||D 83 “C([O,T],Cl+a(T)) . (26)
QIT QIT

Proof. Statements (i) and (ii) of this proposition follow from results [28]. Thus,
to finish the proof of Proposition 2.3 we should get (2.6).

After differentiation (2.5) with respect to time, we get the new transmission prob-
lem for the functions V; :=D}W;, i=1,2:

Ale:O in Q,‘T; V,ZO on l"l-T, i:1,2; Vl—szD[vg3 on YT,

A% A% nl . d B
() _kaﬁ(w) —;c,(x)a—wj(vl—vz) =0 on Yr. 2.7

Then we apply results from [28] to problem (2.7) and get
HVi('vt)”WZ(Q.) < C”Dtvo-('vt)” 2L Vit € [OvT}v Vp >1, i=1,2. (2.8)
P W, ()

P
Based on the embedding theorem and properties of the function D} g3, we can deduce
from (2.8)

sup|V;| < CIIDyg3llc (0,77, (r))- (2.9)
QlT

Returning to the functions W;, i = 1,2, and using estimates (2.1) together with (2.9),
we obtain (2.6). [

The following result is a simple consequence of Proposition 2.3.

REMARK 2.1. Proposition 2.3 is true in the case ; U, is an unbounded do-
main.
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3. The nonlinear functional equation, linearization

3.1. Reduction of problem (1.1)—(1.5) to a problem in the fixed domain

To prove the solvability of problem (1.1)—(1.5), it is convenient to reduce the one
to a problem in a fixed domain. To this end, we use the Hanzawa method [9].

Let ® = (oy,...,0,_1) be some coordinates on Y. We represent Y in the form
vy =ni(®) and denote by 72(®) the normal to Y directed into Q.

For sufficiently small % > 0, ®-surfaces: m(w) +nn(w), [n| < 2%, do not
intersect each other and I'; JI;. On the set

N={yeR": dist(y,Y) <3p/2}
we introduce the local coordinates (w,n) by
y=01,.-.,ym) =m(o)+ni(w), m(o)CY.
We assume that the free boundary in problem (1.1)—(1.5) is given as
T(1) = {(n1) : Y(@,1) = () + p(@,1)ii(0), 1 € [0.T]}, (3.1)
where p(,?) is an unknown function, and
lp(w,t)] < wco, 0<co<l, p(w,0)=0. (3.2)
It means that in the local variables the surface Y(z) is given by
p(v,1) =1 () —p(@(y),1) =0 (3.3)
Using (1.6), (3.1) and (3.3), we can rewrite the boundary conditions in (1.3) as

V, @, (y,0),V,®, (v,
Dt"p< y®p(,0), Vy B )>=—k1<VyP1,Vy(Dp(yJ)>

Vy @y (3,0)]
= _k2<vyl727qu)p (yat» (34)
Let 7(1) € Gy(RY), 2(A) =1 if [A| < 30/4 and z(1) =0 if [A| > 3p0/4. ] <

c1/y, k=1,2,3. We choose ¢ in (3.2) such that co < 1/2¢; then 1+ y/(A)u >1/2
if || < yweo. We will use the coordinates (@,1) to define the diffeomorphism

ep: (x,1) = (»,2)
from X7 = R" x [0,T] onto Y7 = R" x [0,T] by setting
{y =x, if dist(x,Y) > 31/4, 45
o(y) = @(x),n(y) = A(x) + 2 (A (x))p(@(x),7), otherwise,

such that the transform e;l maps Q;(¢) onto €; x (0,T) = Q;7, i = 1,2, and Y(¢)

onto Y x [0,T] = Yr; the free boundary is given by
ep({A(x) =0}), (3.6)
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and @(x), A(x) are the coordinates in X7 similar to the coordinates w(y), n(y) in Yr.
After the change of variables (3.5), we have the new desired functions

Vi(xr, . X0, t) = pi(y1, .- Ymet) oep(xt), i=1,2. (3.7)

Denote by V, = (E;;)‘IVX, where V, = ( ail " ai ) and E, is the Jacobi matrix of
the mapping y = e, (x,7), so that

Vy=V, and A, =V;.

Taking into account that y = x near I';7, i = 1,2, we can deduce from (1.1), (1.2)
and (1.4) that the functions v;(x,7), i = 1,2, satisfy the equations:

Vovi(x,1) =0 in Q, i=12; (3.8)
vi(x,2) —va(x,2) =0 on Y, (3.9)
vi=yi(x) on Tir. (3.10)

Using (3.4), we can rewrite boundary conditions (1.3) as

vy "*1 dv

S, 2
=—kp [ (w,p, pr)&?tz 2 -(a),pﬂwp)&—g] on Yr, (3.11)

where Vop = (Pays---,Pw, 1); S(@,p,Vep) and Si(w,p,Vep), i=1,n—1, are
some specific smooth functions [9]:

noT oA 2
5(0.0.Vap) = 3 | 3% 0(0.p(01) zpw, 0052 (0p@0)]
m=1 Ym
51(0.9.Vop) = 3 [‘%@(m,p(wm%(y(m,p<w7t>>>

-5 P00 52000 p(0.0) G 0 p0)| 612

such that

s -
S(®,0,0) =1, I (0,0,0)=0, Si(®,0,0)=0, i=T,n—1. (3.13)
(JJ

d

Moreover, one can easily check that

Vili—o = Vi=A,. (3.14)
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Thus, free boundary problem (1.1)—(1.5) is reduced to the nonlinear problem in the
fixed domain for the functions v;(x,7), i = 1,2, and p(w,) that satisfy conditions (see
equations (3.8)—(3.11)):

=Vovi(x,1) =0 in Q, i=1,2; vi(x,1)=y(x) on iy, p(©,0)=0;
vi(x,2) —va(x,2) =0 on Yr;

v vy nol vy
—D,fp=k1[(prmp)a;L Z (wpvwm&w}

dvy il d
:kz[ (o,p, pr)wt2 2 -(anp,pr)&—‘;)z} on Yr. (3.15)

We define the function vjp(x) as a solution of the following transmission problem
Awio=0 1in Q;, i=1,2; V,'0|r,. = l[/,-(x);

8\/10 8\/20
—v20 =0 and k =k . 3.16
vip—v20 =0 an )~ 2 n(w) on (3.16)
We assume that conditions (1.8) hold.
By the theory of transmission problems for elliptic equations [28], there exists a

unique solution (v1o(x),v20(x)) to problem (3.16) and

2 2

2 ||Vi0||c3+a(g_2’_) < CZ ||WiHC3+“(1",-)7 o< (O, 1); (3.17)
i=1 i=1
Ivip

0 3.18

3’7(@) |Y <0, ( )

where C is a positive constant.

Henceforward the letter C will be used to denote different constants encountered
in our formulae.

Thus Theorem 1.1 from Section 1 can be reformulated as follows:

THEOREM 3.1. (Reformulated form) Let conditions of Theorem 1.1 hold; k = %
and
0<k<l. (3.19)

Then for some small T, there exists a unique solution (vy(x,t),v2(x,t),p(®,1)) of non-
linear problem (3.15) for t € [0,T], such that

vi(x,1) € C([0,T],C* (), p(w,1) € C((0,T],C*(Y)),
D)p(w,t) € C([0,T],CT*(Y)), (3.20)
vi(x,0) =vip(x), i=1,2, (3.21)
where vy is given with (3.16).

Note that, equalities (3.21) follow immediately from (3.13) and (3.14).
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3.2. A perturbation form of system (3.15)

In this subsection, we linearize system (3.15) on the initial data and rewrite it as a
system /2 = .%z, where </ is a linear operator and .% is a nonlinear perturbation.
From (3.13) and (3.15), (3.21), for t =0, we have

d d
DYp(®,0) = —k;S(,0,0) V;LO v = —k2S(@,0,0) V;LO v, (3.22)
or due to (3.13)
3\)10 8\120
D/ 0)= . 3.23
tp(w7 ) A« |Y 81 ‘T’ ( )
Let a function s(®,?) be such that
s(@,0) =0, D)s(®,0) =D/p(®,0) on Y. (3.24)
As an example of the function s(®,7), we can take
\%
=——D’ . 2
S((D,l‘) F(V+ 1) t p(w70)|Y (3.25)
Due to
v tV l
D _— =
"T(v+1) 7

we can deduce from (3.25), (3.22) and (3.17) the following result.
COROLLARY 3.1. The function s(w,t) given by (3.25) satisfies (3.24) and

Isllcqo,r,c2ve ey + I1DY sll o .2y < NIsllczravapeyy + 1D sllcrvavagry

2
< CY Iillesrory)- (3.26)
i=1

Next, using equation (3.9), we reduce boundary conditions (3.11) to the form:

k 8\)1 8\12
Voo
avy oy nl vy o _
S(@.p,Vop) ki 5= (@) —h5= (w)}JriElSl(w,p,pr)[kla——kzgw] =0 on Y7.
(3.28)
After that, we introduce the new unknown functions w;(x,7), i = 1,2, and o(w,?) as:
G(wat):p(wvt)_s(wat); (3.29)
wi(x,1) = vi(x,1) —vio(x) — (Vyvio, €5y, i=1,2, (3.30)
where
ox

lo 81%@) (0,1), x=(X1,--,%). (3.31)
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Denote by
l@:_v)zm Lp :_Vﬁz)a

such that (Lou)oep, = Lp(uoep). Now, taking into account (3.27), (3.28) and (3.16),
we rewrite system (3.15) in the terms of the functions w;, i = 1,2, o, and after some
tedious calculations, get the next problem:

AXWi = ﬂo,-(wha) in QiT7 = 1,2; (332)

wip —wp = —(Vyvi9— Vv, €6) = —A(x)o on Yr; (3.33)

k2 3W1 - 3W2
—k|on(w) dn(w)

:l Zﬁl(wl,WQ,G) on I'r; (3.34)

aWI aWz nl d o .
ki . —kzgﬁ(w) _kg‘bl(x)8_a),-(wl —W2) = JQ(WhWQ,G) on Yr; (3.35)

wi=0 T, i=12; (3.36)
6(®,0)=Do(®w,0)=0 on Y; (3.37)
where
. 1—k dvyo ' — 60 0, 0 8\)10
A(")“Taﬁ—(w)’ bi(x) = (1_ e g 3Pw, 20, (3.38)
‘g\l(wh )

—[(Lovio) o ep — (Lovio) © €] — Lsvio — (Lp — Lo ) (vio — vip o ep)
+(Ls — Lo) (vio — vio 0 e5) — Lo[vio + (Vvio, &p) — vio 0 ep]

+Lo[vio + (Vvio, &) — vioo ep] — (Lp — Lo) (wi + (Vvio, €5)); (3.39)
yl(WI,Wz,G)
= 1 k P Cl)p 8 wl w; TSw; ) — 31) ,0, s
8(W1 +V10) a(WZ +V20) ko 32\)10 82\)20
[ ga@)  an(@) | T-k|an(@?  ap) P Ver)o
ko 08 d(wi+vio)  d(wa+vao) ,
+1 % op (w,o,o)[ (@) (@) (0+5); (3.40)

92(W17W27G)

:_|:S(w7pava)_s(wvovo) 35 6000 23 Do moopﬂh]

ow owy as ow owy
g ["laﬁ@) ‘kzaﬂw)} ~(te)5,(©.0.0) [’“an< o) ’Qaﬁ(wJ

2%y %y
~08(@,p,Vop) [kl aﬁ(al)(;2 —kzaﬁ(az)()’z]
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ds;
—Z{ (0,0,Vop)— (w,O,O)—paprO Zawlwoopwl

8\)1 8\110 82\)10 3\)10
X[am,+aw,- di(@)dw; " Ii(w)® }
vy 82\/10 aVlO
_uzl{a Pa Por|90; T dwsan(@)° " Inlw) ™

k—1 8 V10 8Sj

8v10 8S,’
+ — (0,0,0)} + , ——=——(®,0,0). (3.41)
e dwan(@) o 0N T 20000, 3p,
Thus system (3.15) can be written briefly in the form
dz=F1z, where z=(wi,wp,0). (3.42)

Based on representations (3.38)—(3.41); properties (3.13), (3.14) and (3.17), (3.19); and
Corollary 3.1, we can conclude the following.

COROLLARY 3.2. The functions Fo;(w;,0), i =0,1, F;(wi,w2,0), j=1,2,
contain the higher derivatives of wi(x,t) and ¢ (®,t) with the coefficients that tend to
zero as t — 0, the “quadratic” terms with respect to wi(x,t) and o(o,t), and their
derivatives, and the terms of minor differential orders of unknown functions. Moreover,

F0i(Wi,0)|i=0 =0, Fj(wi,w2,0)|i=0=0, i,j=1,2; (3.43)
A(x) € C*TH(Y), bi(x) € CTTE(Y), A(x) > 0. (3.44)

Note that conditions (3.43) together with (3.32)—(3.37) lead to
wi(x,0) =0, x€Q;, i=1,2. (3.45)

The next step of our investigation is a proof of the boundedness of the linear op-
erator </ in the corresponding functional spaces. To this end, we freeze the functional
arguments in the functions .%o;(w;, ) and %;(wi,w2,0). Then system (3.32)—(3.37)
or (3.42) will be a linear system with variable coefficients, which will be studied in
detail in Subsection 5.1. We remaind that investigation of this linear system is based on
the research of the corresponding model problem with a fractional dynamic boundary
condition.

4. The model problem with a fractional dynamic boundary condition

As is known, to construct a model problem near the boundary by using the Schauder
method, it is necessary to fix the coefficients of the original problem at the boundary
point and, if necessary, straighten the boundary in some vicinity of the fixed point. In
this section we study the model problem of the more general view than it is demanded
by operator <7 (see (3.42)).
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Let ap and a; be some given positive constants, and ay = {al, ... ,ag’l}, a3 =
{al,....ay '} be given vectors;

R. ={(¥,x,): ¥ €R" 1 x, >0}, R" ={(x,x,): % €R" " x, <0},

X = (1, %01); Rip=RLx(0,T); RF'=R"'x(0,T).

We look for a solution (i (x,z),u_(x,1),#£(x',t)) bounded at the infinity by the
following conditions:

Ay = fif (x,1) in Ry 4.1)
u_(x,t) —uy(x,t) = —apg@(x',t) on I?r}fl; 4.2)
(9 _ 8 —n—1
D! (1) — ay [% - %} A, Volu —us)) = fi(¥,1) on Ry '3 (43)
(9 _ 8 —n—1
%—k S ka3, V(- —uy)) = o) on Ry (4.4)
#2(,00=0in R"', wui|;o=0 in R, (4.5)

where n is the unit normal to R"~! directed in R" ; f(;—L, Jf1 and f> are some given
functions:
fif fi=0 ifeither =0 or |x| > Ry, (4.6)

for some positive number Ry .
If v=1 and n =2, problem (4.1)—(4.5) was studied by F. Yi [36], B. V. Bazaliy
and N. Vasylyeva [4]; and the one-valued solvability of this problem was proved in the

classes C([0,T],C***(R%)) and E2+°‘=“’°‘(§1T), ac(0,1).

THEOREM 4.1. Let o, v € (0,1), 0 <k < 1, condition (4.6) hold.

i If
fec(o,1),c*(RL)), fiec(o,T],C**R™Y), i=1,2, (@47)

then there exists a unique solution (uy (x,t),u_(x,1), (x',t)) of (4.1)~(4.5):
”quHC([O,T],CHU‘(Iﬂ)) +[Ju- HC([O,T],C”“(RZ))

+ID) @l cor1.ctve 1)) + 12l co 1.2 rr1y)

< Cl[Hf(T||c([07T]’ca(ﬁ’jr)) + HfO_HC([O,T],CU‘(R'L)) (4.8)

Flfilleqo, ety + 12l eqo.r crrag-1y)-
(ii) If the right-hand sides in (4.1)—(4.5) meet the requirements:

a —n—1 (04 =
freCHEEVaR ), i=12, fy eCPEVURLy),  (49)
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then there is a unique solution (us,u_, £) of (4.1)-(4.5), uy € c2rongv.e (EiTL
n—1

WGC2+O‘=%V’O‘(ET )
Hu+||c2+a.%v‘a(RiT) + HM_HCZ#»O!‘%V‘D!(E'iT)
+||va‘p||cl+0‘~%v~0! ﬁ’;l) + ||<W||C2+a.%v‘a(kr;l)
< C2[||f1|| l+a‘%vﬁa

+1£6 1l

(
”’*1 +Hf2|| l+a,%v,a(k;—l)

+||f0 HC 2vor T)L (410)

(Ry
c* zv"R

where C;, i = 1,2, are positive constants independent of the right-hand sides of
problem (4.1)—(4.5).

As it follows from results of Proposition 2.3, it is enough to prove Theorem 4.1 in
the following case

fi, f=0. 4.11)

4.1. Integral representation of the solution to problem (4.1)-(4.5) in the case of
4.11)

First of all we will construct the integral representations for & and u., and then

we will obtain estimate (4.10).

. 1/2 -
Let & = (&,....&-1) and |&] = ({2, &) 2 We denote by w(&,x,t) the
Fourier transform of w(x’,x,,1), and by w(-,p) the Laplace transform of w(-,7), and

use the notation “x” instead of “  ”. By applying the Fourier and Laplace transfor-
mations to problem (4.1)-(4.5), we get

9*u 2112, %
S5 (&t p) — 4|6 Pt (6 %0, ) =0, @12)
u’(&,0,p) —u’(§,0,p) = —ao" (8, p); (4.13)

a * * . * .
9N (&p) g —(ul —ul) = 2miax, &) (ul —ul) = fi(E.p) if =0, (4.14)
n
d
e (u™ —ku’) + 2kmias, &) (u* —u’ ) =0 if x, =0. (4.15)
n

Note that to get (4.14) we used formula (2.2.38) in [12]:

D/ w(-.1) = pi(-,p) — p*~ w(-,0).
To satisfy equations in (4.12), we set

w' (&2 p) = ME(E, )™M W (& 3, p) = ME(E.p)e "M, (4.16)

and then, we look for the function @*(&, p) from (4.13) as

Jo*(&p)=—;—0[Mi(€7p)—Mi(é7p)}~ @.17)
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To find the unknown functions M* (§,p) and M7 (&,p), we have two transmission
equations (4.14) and (4.15). It is easy to show that

M (&,p) = k+1[1+lk<a3,€>lé\_1]ff‘(€,p)Q*(€,p); (4.18)
* ka() 1 *
where .
0"(&.p) = ” :
p¥+2marao 1§ | + lzﬁr,? (2kajaz + (k+ 1)as, &)
Note that if condition (3.19) holds, then 27m1a0}—;],§ > (0. Thus, Re Q*(!; ) > 0 if

Re p¥ >0 and Im £ =0, i.e. the function O*(&, p) does not have any singularities in
this case.
Denote by

21agy

1—
Ao (k) =2majag Ay(k) = 1—+k[2ka]ag + (k+ Day),

1-k
1+k’

(1+# 20 exp{-aatwiel (n+ 2252 )~ intare). &)}

(4.20)

() onf s 1 25) -}
(4.21)

K*(&,n) = exp{—A¢(k)[§|n —in(Ai(k),E)}. (4.22)
Then, using (4.16)—(4.19), one can easily check that

K (5 Xn, M)

K*(8,xa,m)

~+oo
(G ) = S Ep) [ €KL E v mdn = LA (E G (Exnp):
’ (4.23)
o0
(G ) =~ (Ep) [ K E
0
=~ (& )G (E ) @24)
o0
FER=Ep) [ WK ED=FENGED.  @29)
0

To get representations for the functions u (x,¢) and @(x',¢), we need formula
(3.2.7) from [26]:

e =t 'W(—ct7V;=v,0), ¢>0. (4.26)
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Here W(z;3,7) is the Wright function which is defined for z, 3, v € C as (see, e.g.,
(1.8.1(27)) in [7])
o k

W(zBy) =2, m

k=0""

(4.27)

Note that the main properties of the Wright functions are described in Chapter 18.1 [7];
Chapter 1.11 [12]; Chapter 2 [26].

After that, applying the inverse Laplace and Fourier transformations to (4.23)—
(4.25), we obtain

s (X, 1) = k_H/dT / G (Y o Vi (X =y —T)dy,  (4.28)
R~ 1

y/: (y17'”7yn71)7

u_ (X', x,t) = — kaol /d /G v xn, T AKX =yt —1)dy, (4.29)
Ri—1
t
P 1) = / dt / G TV —y 1 —T)dy, (4.30)
0 pge-l

where

oo

_nriv;_vao)

w

G(y’,f)=/dn ( . K(y,n),
0

Ko = [ K Emeneae, 31)
R— 1
i, S

) = AT ),
0

mwmm:/EMJQ@mm&. (4.32)

Rn—1

As usual in the potential theory, to estimate the functions u (x,7) and o(x',z), it is
necessary to describe well the properties of the kernels G4 (Y, x,,7), G(Y,7) and
Ki(y,xn,7), K(Y, 7).

4.2. Estimates of the functions &(x',7) and u- (x,7) constructed in (4.28)—(4.30)

The next lemma describes the main properties of the kernels G(y',1), K(y',z)
which will be essential used to get estimates (4.8) and (4.10) for @(x',7) and D) @(',1)

if /57 =0
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LEMMA 4.1. Let o, v (0,1); 0<k<1,y eR"';y' e R72, y'=(y1,...,
Vie1sVi41s--+5 Yn—1), L =1,n—1, n € (0,4+e0); € and A be positive numbers. Then
Sunctions K(y',n) and G(y',t) which are given by (4.31) satisfy to the following in-
equalities:

() ( )
exp (—AXAZ] lyjl/n n-l
‘D;”(()/»n)‘ < C nn—l+|m\ ) ‘m| = ;miv |m‘ :071727~~~;
(4.33)
(i)
, exp (~AZ= ! vjl/m)
|9K(y',m)/on| <C o ; (4.34)
(iii)
[ KO MY = 1; (4.35)
+e 9K -
[ 50 may =0, i=Ta=T: (4.36)
(iv)
K(Y,0) =IT7Z18(~y;), (4.37)
where 6(y) is the Dirac delta function;
)
, , tv—l A
Gy, t)dy = .
ot COOD = T (4.38)
/dr/ G(Y,1)|dy <Ct¥; (4.39)
(vi)
dG( -
/dr/ WGV Dy <oy, i j =TT (4.40)
i
R"7
(vii)
/dr/ i / IOV D) gy < Ce®, 1ij=Ta=T. (441
R)l
‘ =1 9G(y
/ dt / ' / IV gy <, 144 (4.42)
0 R’fz € j
t 8G /
/dr/ dy”/ 96V 0, j =TT (4.43)
0 Ry il 9Y;
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(viii)
d d ”/ [ 2G0T 4 < et 4.44
A T/any ¥ ay@yl W< Ce” !, (4.44)
(ix)
1 £
[ac [ av [ 10060/ wlan < ce?, 1j=Ta=T, (443
0 R'2 0
/ Foo
[ac [ Lav [ 1ore.mlan <cr. (4.46)
0 R’fz €
‘ oo PYe
/ dt / 4y / @ oy 2G0T | o < ceot. (4.47)
0 R’}:z €

Proof. Note that statements (i)—(viii) of this lemma have been proved in Lemma
3.1 [32]if A(k) in the representation of the function K(y',7n) (see (4.22) and (4.31))
is a null vector. To prove (4.33)—(4.44) in the case of an arbitrary A; (k) (i.e. Aj(k) #
{0,...,0} ) it is enough to take into account that the factor exp{—in(A;(k),&)} does
not influence essentially to the main properties of the functions K(y',n) and G(y',z).
Thus, repeating all the arguments from Lemma 3.1 [32] in our case, we get statements
(i)—(viii) of this lemma.

To prove estimates (4.45)—(4.47), we will obtain the representation of the func-
tion dy %’77175;’ m=0,1, l =1,n— 1. Using the well known formula for the Riemann-

Liouville derivative of the Wright function (see, e.g. (9) [27] or (11) [13]):

AN W(—ct P;—B,8) =1 W (—ct P —B,5— ), (4.48)
we deduce
"G i K
oM R m( 7n)=/T’HW(—nT*V;—v,—V)W(y’m)dm m=0,1. (4.49)
1
0

Then, applying estimate (4.33) to the right-hand side in (4.49), we infer

n—1
exp{—A T ijln‘l}
C/ VW (- V)| ’ dn, m=0,1.

nn—1+m

,I"G
‘L' 8 m

(4.50)
Further, we will use inequality (4.50) to obtain estimates (4.45), (4.46). Let m =0, we
will get (4.45) if [ # j. Note that the case / = j can be proved with the same way.
Inequality (4.50) gives:

~+o0 +o0

S = /dr/dy///y,DV O, 7)dy < C/dr/dn /dy//a/ v

Rn2 0 0 Rn2
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n—1
exp {—A ) an_l}
j:
)l dy;. 4.51)

|W(_TIT_V;—V’_V T]n_l

After that, doing the consecutive change of variables:

Yi =Xxin, l,l’l—l, l#l’ (4.52)

n=r1'zg (4.53)

in the right-hand side of (4.51), we obtain

- e e
<C / dx”xo‘exp{ D xj}/dyl/de(—z;—v7—v)|
Py

Rn 2 0 0
o0

X /TV“_V_lz“_lexp{—A;—lv}dr. (4.54)
) .

1/v
7= (y—’) (4.55)

H < C/dylyf‘ l/dz\W(—z -V —v)\/ Arp=ldry
0 0 0
o0
< Cs“/\W(—z;—v7—v)|dz. (4.56)
0

To show a boundedness of the last integral in (4.56), we will use the next estimate for
the Wright function (see Lemma 3 in [27]):

const. )
|W(_Z;_ﬁ7’)/)| 7)/17 if Y< 17 (457)
1+ |z

where we put § := v and y:= —v. Thus, inequalities (4.56), (4.57) lead to (4.45).
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As for a proof of inequality (4.46), we again use inequality (4.50) and change of
variable (4.52). Thus, we have

) —/dT / dy///\av ', 7)ldyi

Rn 2 €
< const. /dx”exp{ —A 2 xj}/dr/de s—v,—v)jt Y
R J=1j#l
~+oo
X/e*Ayz/n@.
n

€

Then the simple calculations lead to the following inequality
oo 1
I <C / dne €M / W(—ntV:—v,—v)|t 1 "Vdr. (4.58)

Doing the change of variable
t=(n/p)"" (4.59)

in the inner integral in (4.58) and using inequality (4.57), we conclude

+oo +oo Y e—Ag/n T dp
I < C/dne_Ag/nn_l / |W(—P§—V7_V)‘dp < C/dn / 1+4°
0 ni—v 0 1 niv P
(4.60)

After that, estimate (4.46) follows from (4.60).

At last, to complete the proof of Lemma 4.1, we have to obtain (4.47). Using
(4.50) with m = 1 and doing the change of variables (4.52) and (4.59), we infer after
some calculations:

I3 —/dT/dy”/yj 81"—‘dy1
Rn 2 €
"o (= V=V, —V)| "
C/dr/dxx exp -4 Y ¥ /d nl o [ewl—Ax}dx
=14l
R12 = e/n

~+oo
< C/na72efA8/ndn/|W(_p;_v7_v)|dp, 14 . (4.61)
0 0



110 NATALIYA VASYLYEVA

We apply estimate (4.57) in the inner integral in the right-hand side of (4.61) and per-
form the change of variable: €/1 = {. Thus, we deduce the following inequality

400

j<C8a1/Ca7A§d§/

71#
/ 1+p

which proves (4.47). In the similar way we can deduce (4.47)if [ =j. O

Next we repeat the arguments from Section 7 [32] and use the results of Lemma
4.1 to get the following view for D} @.

PROPOSITION 4.1. Let conditions of Lemma 4.1 hold then there is the following
representation for the function D} f@:

D= i)+ [dr [ A== 1) - AW - DINGH . Dy @62)

Then Lemma 4.1, Proposition 4.1 and results of Chapter 3 [16] allow us to deduce
the following result.

LEMMA 4.2. Let a,v € (0,1), conditions (4.6) and (4.11) hold, and f, € C(|0,T],
C'*(R"1)). Then the function (@ given with (4.30) satisfies the following estimate

1@llco,77.c2+err1)) + I1DY @l o, 1y.c100 (me-1y) < Cllfillco,rcrvo(re-1y)- - (4.63)

If in addition f) € CHO"O‘V/ZO‘(E’;I) then

2 1
2) 2
Hz Dkl + Hz D} Dl < CllAl o
k|=0 k|=0

— 4.64
R (4.64)

Next step of our investigation is a proof of the corresponding estimates to the func-
tions @(x',7) and D, g2(x',1) with respect to time. To this end, we need the following
result.

PROPOSITION 4.2. Let o, v € (0,1), Ty, T» € [0,T], Ty > Ty. Then the function
G(Y',T) which is represented by (4.31) satisfies the following inequalities:

()
) -
/dr/ VUG, Dldy <C(B-T)®, j=Ta—1, (465
T R

3721
/ dr / dt /
0 R ¢

if T, >2(T2—T1), j=Tn—1 (4.66)

(ii)
3:"1 . r—1)|dy <C(Th—T))*,
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The obtaining of these results is technically tedious so we give their proof in the
Appendix 6.1

LEMMA 4.3. Let a,v € (0,1), conditions (4.6), (4.11) and (4.9) hold. Then there
is the following estimate:

2 1
1 (ZV/Z VvV ((ZV/Z
Z: D tR” 1 +|m\Z:O<Dt Dx W) LR 1 \C”fl”CHava/za( ) (467)
Proof. Note that estimate of the term 2|2m\=0 <D;"<(0>f°,‘§f) follows from Proposi-
K

tion 2.1, Lemma 4.2 and the next interpolation inequality (see Lemma 3.1 [31] and
Corollary 1.2.18 [20]):
HVI

c2(Q

IVl < CIVIE e

where € € (0,1), 0< Iy <lp, lp =1, +€(l —1;). Thus, we have

2
2)

2 O;:/l < Cllfillcqo,ry crvegn-1y)- (4.68)

To finish the proof of Lemma 4.3, we have to evaluate the terms (D) %Z,,‘_‘? )t(olgf{ %)7 m=
i LRp
0,1; i=1,n—1.Let 11,1, € [0,T], t, > t; and denote by
a" a" a"
A=tr—1;, AD'ZE vyl 2B,

Loxy L oxn L oxn

As follows from (4.62), we can conclude that

Dtv%xf_ 0 f1 /d / [ il x/_y/7r)_%x£1 (x/,T)} Y G\ ,t—7)ady,

Rn—1 l

- (4.69)
where m=0,1;i=1,n—1.

First, we analyze the case 7; > 2Ar and represent the difference A,D; % x;‘,f’ as

5]
a" a"
A,D,V#f: / dr/ {&xﬁ =y, 1) - axf(/ )} G, —T)dy'
! =24 el !
3l
81’” m
o ] [0~ oo

1

tH—2Ar  Rn—l
n—2a " omf,
1 1
v [ ar | [Ww—ym— 0| 160 =

0 Rn—1
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am
_at\ll—TG(yl7t1 )}dy + 8 ﬁl ()C/JQ) - 3}(1]:;1 (xlvtl)

i

M1l
M=

J1- (4.70)

—
Il

1

To evaluate the term J;, we do the change of a variable: z =1, — 7, in the inner integral
and then apply inequality (4.65) with 7> := 3A¢ and T} := 0. Thus, we have

m ()
1] < c(an® <()a L > : (4.71)
i )c.,R';1

The estimate of J, is got with the same way. As for J3, the mean-value theorem
together with estimate (4.66), where T} :=1¢; and 1> :=1;,

m (o)
|33] < C(Ar)* <()a fi > : (4.72)
i )c.,R';1

At last, the estimate of J4 follows immediately from the properties of the function f;.
Thus, as it follows from (4.70)—(4.72), the following inequality is fulfilled:

ol ) gm\ (@)2)
v o .
i; <Dt T >tiR¥1 SOl prrmaaggrty: m=01, i 100> 280 (@473)

Let us prove estimate (4.73) if #; < 2At¢. To this end, we use another form to difference

ADY G
" o
Dy S ;ﬂ‘” /d / { AP ax? (x’,tg—r)} G, Ty

Rn—1

—/dr [ i =yt —1)— %(X/,tl —T)} 3T\/G()’/7T)dy/

i i

51 Rn—1
"fi / " fi /
+|:ax;n ( a2)_ axfn (xatl>
4 _
=Y %, i=1,n—1, m=0,1. (4.74)
Jj=1

Note that the estimate of %, follows from inequality (4.65) where T} :=0 and 75 :=1;:

ov

2| < Cllfilleory,crte(re1y)
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Since we consider the case of #; < 2A¢, the last inequality is rewritten as
|‘@2| C”fl”C (j0,T],C1+0(Rn— 1))(&)0“’. (475)

The estimates of #| and %5 are obtained with the same arguments. The term %, is
evaluated like J4. Thus, based on (4.74) and (4.75), we get estimate (4.73) in the case
of 1] <2At.

Then, we collect these results with inequalities (4.68) and (4.73) to complete the
proof of Lemma 4.3. [

The following statement follows immediately from the results of Lemmas 4.2 and
4.3.

LEMMA 4.4. Let o, v € (0,1), conditions (4.6), (4.11) and (4.9) hold, then next
estimate is fulfilled:

||<W||C2+a,va/25a(1§’;l) + ”Dtvl@HCHa#va/Z,a(E’;l) < C”fl ||Cl+a,va/25a(1§’;l)' (476)

Now we will prove the results similarly to Lemmas 4.2 and 4.4 for the functions
uy(x,1). To this end, we need in the following properties of the kernels G4 (x',0,7)
and K4 (x',0,7n) represented with (4.32).

LEMMA 4.5. Let the conditions of Lemma 4.1 and Proposition 4.2 hold. Then:
o The functions Ky (x',0,M) satisfy inequalities (4.33), (4.34) and (4.36).
o Inequalities (4.39)~(4.47) hold for the functions G4 (x',0,7).

[ ]
37127, T

d’c/dt/yj

lle >2(T2_T1)7 Jii=1ln—1L

82Gi (x',0,t — 1)

560, dy <C(T, —T)™, 4.77)

0

The proof of Lemma 4.5 is given in Appendix 6.2. After that, using the results of
Lemma 4.5 and repeating arguments from the proofs of Lemmas 4.2 and 4.4, we get
the following.

LEMMA 4.6. Let the conditions of Lemma 4.2 hold, then the functions u (x',0,t) €
C([0, 71, (R" ) and

lusllco,ry.c2vere1y) + 1D utlleqo,r),c1te r-1y) < Cllfillcgo,rcreeme1y)- (4.78)

If the conditions of Lemma 4.4 hold, then the functions us(x',0,1) € C*tove/2.
—n—1

Ry )

Hui”CZJra.va/z‘a(ﬁ’;l) + ”Dtvui Hcl+a‘va/2.a(1§’;l) < C”fl ”CHa.va/z‘a(R’;l)' (479)
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4.3. Proof of Theorem 4.1

First of all we prove estimates (4.8) and (4.10) if either (4.7) or (4.9) holds. To
this end, as it follows from results of Lemmas 4.2, 4.4 and 4.6, it is enough to extend
estimates (4.78) and (4.79) into the functions u (x',x,,t), (x,7) € R".;. We represent
us (X x,1) as ug (X, xn,1) = A xuy(x,0,1), where % is the kernel of the Dirich-
let problem and u (x¥',0,¢) € C>***(R"1) for all t € [0,T]. Then, applying arguments
from Chapter 3 [16] allows us to show that functions u4 (X', x,,1) satisfy estimate either
(4.8) or (4.10). Moreover, the functions u (x',x,,t) represented by (4.28) and (4.29)
satisfy equations (4.1). The direct calculations together with applications of Lemmas
4.1 and 4.5 assure that @(x',¢) and uy(x',x,,7) given by (4.28)—(4.30) meet require-
ments (4.2)—-(4.5). Note that the uniqueness of the constructed solution in the corre-
sponding classes follows from coercive estimates (4.8), (4.10). All the written above
proves Theorem 4.1 in the case of (4.9).

To get Theorem 4.1 in the case of (4.7) we have to show continuous of the func-
tions 2(x',7) and uy (x',x,,t) together with their derivatives with respect to time. To
this end, we repeat the arguments from Section 4 [14] adapting them to our case. That
completes the proof of Theorem 4.1.

If constant k in condition (4.4) is changed by k0, & € [0, 1], then we can repeat all
the arguments from this section and obtain the results of Theorem 4.1, where the con-
stants in estimates (4.8) and (4.10) are independent of §. The last statement follows

from uniformly boundedness of Ag(k8), Aj(kS), azkd, =2 Koy (e representa-

> kS+1° ko1
tions of the solution (4.20)—(4.22), (4.28)—(4.32)). Moreover, it is easy to see that
a a k5a0
0<Apk) <Ap(kd) <2 ; 0 ; 0< —— <k
< Ag(k) < Aog(k8) < 2mayag <1 S mg1 S sl <k

Thus, we can conclude the following:

REMARK 4.1. Let boundary condition (4.4) be changed by
du_ d
% - kS% — k(a3 Vo(u_ —uy)) = p(sr)on R, (4.80)

where 6 € [0,1]. We assume that conditions of Theorem 4.1 hold, then problem (4.1)—
(4.3), (4.80), (4.5), (4.6) has a unique solution (u_,u, ) which satisfies inequalities
(4.8) and (4.10) with the constants independent of & .

5. Proof of the main results

Our argument splits into two steps. The first is related to the proof of the bounded-
ness of the linear operator <7 (see (3.42)). The second step is connected with the proof
of the nonlinear operator &/ ~!.7 (z) is a contraction one.

5.1. Linear problem corresponding to (3.42)

Here we analyze the following linear problem

Axw,-:FO,-(x,t) in Q,‘T, 1,2, 5.1
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wi—wy = —A(x)o Y7 (5.2)

v k ow ow ! d
D'o — 2 [aﬁ(;)) _ 8ﬁ(2))} — Eaj(x)m(wl —wy) = Fi(x,7) on Y7; (5.3)

j=1 J

owy 8wz kol
b = Fy(x,1 Yr: 5.4
9at) ¥ anle Tk A Z o Wi =By on Iri o 54
wi(x,1) =0 on Ty, 1,2 (5.5)
o(0,0)=0 on Y; w;(x,0)=0, x€Q,. (5.6)

Here Fy;, Fi, i=1,2, A(x), aj(x), bj(x), j=1,n—1, are some given functions and
Foi(x,0) =0, xeQ;, 1,2; Fi(x,0)=0, x€Y, j=1,2;
Foi(x,1) € C([0,T],C*(Q:)),  Fj(x,1) € C([0,T],C*(X)); (5.7)
A(x), bj(x) satisfy condition (3.44) and a;(x) € C'T%(Y),

k
k:k—z, 0<ky<ki. (5.8)
1

THEOREM 5.1. Let o, v € (0,1); conditions (5.7), (5.8) and (3.44) hold; T;, Y €
C**%. Then, for a sufficiently small T, there exists a solution (wy,w,0) of problem
(5.1)—(5.6) and

2||WIHC[()T]C2+D!( ) Hllollcqo.r.czrecey) + D) Ollcgo.r) o)

2 HFOIHC ([0,7],C*( + 2 HF HC ([0,7] CH"‘(T))] (5.9)

Proof. First of all we analyze problem (5.1)—(5.6) under conditions
Foi, b =0, 1,2. (5.10)

We will use the method of parameter extension to solve problem (5.1)—(5.6), that is
replacing condition (5.4) by

3W1 3W2 k5n 8 -
Fn (@) —kSaﬁ( o T 2 b i(x )awj(wl—wz) =0on Y7, §€]0,1]. (5.11)

Let us consider problem (5.1)—(5.3), (5.11), (5.5) and (5.6). If 6 = 1, this problem
is just problem (5.1)—(5.6). When 6 = 0, this problem splits into two problems:

8w1

Aw; =0 in Qp, W‘FT =0, W1|F1T =0, W1(X70) =0, xeQq, (5.12)
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so w; =0 in Qr; and

Awy; =0 in Qor; WQ‘I“ZT:O; Wz(x,()):o, x € Qy; G((D,O)ZO, weY;

ky Owy n_l owy
=A )¢ —_— i(x)=—=F Yr. 1
wy =A(x)o and o+ % 9n(0) +j:2'1aj(x)3wj 1 on Y7 (5.13)

Problem (5.13) with aj(x) =0, j=1,n— 1, has been studied in Section 4 [32]. Thus,
it is not hard to prove, using arguments and results from Section 4 [32], one-to-one
solvability of (5.13): wy € C([0,T],C?>T%*(Q;,)), o € C([0,T],C> *(Y)) :

HW2HC([07T]7C2+a(QZ)) + HDtvwzHc([()chHa(Qz)) + ||GHC([0,T],C2+°‘(T))

+ 1Dy ollc(o,r,c1+er)) < ClIFlco,r1,c1te(x)): (5.14)

where the constant C depends only on ki, k2, [[A(x)[|c2+e(y), [lajllctee(y), and mea-
sure of Y, T, Q.

In order to get the well-posedness of problem (5.1)-(5.6), we have to obtain a
uniform a priori estimate with respect to § of the solution w; € C([0,T],C*"*(Q;)),
i=1,2, 6 €C([0,T],C*"*(Y)) of problem (5.1)~(5.3), (5.5), (5.6) and (5.11).

Adapting the standard Schauder technique to the case of a fractional derivative (to
this end we essential use Proposition 2.1) and applying the results of Theorem 4.1 and
Remark 4.1, we deduce:

Z ||W1Hc (0.1.c2+e(Gy)) T ”GHC ([o.7),c2+e(x)) T ”DtvO-HC([O,T],CHU‘(Y))

i=1

CulllFrlleqo,ry.crvacry) + suplwi| + sup|wal], (5.15)
Qir Qor

where C; is independent of &.
As for estimates of sup|w;|, i = 1,2, we apply statement (iii) from Proposition 2.3

QiT
where we put g3 := —A(x)o, and W; := w;. Thus we have
s_up|w,-| < CTVs_up\D,Vw,-| < C2TvHDIVGHC([O,T],CH”‘(T'))' (516)
Qir Qir

Then we collect (5.15) and (5.16) and, choosing T such that
CIGTY < 1/4, (5.17)

we get the uniform estimate

Mo

[HWtHC ([0,T],C2+ (% + D, WIHC ([0,7],C%(Q; } + ||GHC([0,T],C2+“(T))

i=1

+ DY ollcqo.ry.cr+e vy < CllFlleqpo,ry.ctve ey (5.18)
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where constant C is independent of J.

In this way, we have proved the well-posedness of problem (5.1)—(5.6) in the case
of (5.10). At last results of statement (i) from Proposition 2.3 allow us to remove
restriction (5.10). [

Next, using results of Theorem 5.1 and Proposition 2.1 together with inequality
(4.9), we can get an existence of the more smooth solution of problem (5.1)—(5.6).

THEOREM 5.2. Let conditions of Theorem 5.1 hold and Fy;(x,t) € C%%5 %(Q;r),
Fi(x,t) € C'*%T%(Y). Then, for a sufficiently small T, there exists a solution
(w1,wy,0) of problem (5.1)—~(5.6) and

2
i v
i; HWZ”CHD{’%”D!(QI'T) + ”GHCH“"%J‘(TT) + HDI G”@ﬂx,%#a(‘”)

2
<C[Z||F0i||ca,a ocs-—2 +ZHFH 1+ocT } (519)
=1

Note that Theorem 5.1 gives the local classical solvability of linear problem (5.1)—
(5.6) with fractional derivative. The same result takes place in the case v =1 (see
Section 4 from [36]). As for results of Theorem 5.2, they mean the local one-valued
solvability in Holder spaces CKT®B:% B := orv/2. These results represent a marked
difference with the case v = 1 where exponent f3 is greater, § := o, ot € (0,1/2) (see
Section 4 [4]).

5.2. Solvability of nonlinear problem (3.32)—(3.37)

We introduce the functional spaces #] and /%, such that z € 74 and Fz € 745,
4 = C(0,T],C**(Q1)) x €([0,T],C**(Q2)) x C((0, T],C**(X))
<€ (0,71, (1))
5 = (10,71, (@)  C([0,T),C%(@2)) x €((0,T], (X)) x C([0,7],€+(Y))

XC(10,T],CT(Y)) x ([0, T1,C(T)) x ([0, T],C3(T));

and
12l = (w1, w2,0) 4
iwtc or.ce@y) tI10lcqorczrecy + 1D O llcgo ) ci+a ey
|72l = [[(Fo1(2), F02(2),0, F1(2),F2(2),0,0) || 115

I
b:/]N

HC[OT Cco(Q +2”‘/ HC[OT]CHO‘(T))
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Based on (3.42) and representations (3.39)—(3.41), we can rewrite problem (3.32)—
(3.37) in the form
A1 =F1="F(x,t)+.F'(z), (5.20)

where z = (wy,wy,0), < is the linear operator which has been studied in Subsection
5.1, o : 4 — H5; the vector F(x,t) is constructed by initial data; .%!(z) contains
the elements described in Corollary 3.2.

Since the operator .o/ satisfies the conditions of Theorem 5.1, nonlinear problem
(5.20) can be represented as

z2=o 'F(x,t)+o T (z) = P(2).

LEMMA 5.1. Let B;, By C 5, be a ball with the center located in the origin
and the radius of d. For z. € B; the following estimates hold

|7 (0) |l < C(T); (5.21)

|7 (21) = 7 (22) .15 < Co(T'd) |21 = 22| 5. (5.22)
where constants C\(T) and Co(T,d) vanish if T,d — 0.

Proof. To prove Lemma 5.1 we adapt the arguments from Section 5 [4] to the
case of the fractional derivative. On this route we use essentially representations (3.25),
(3.39)—(3.41) and results of Theorem 5.1 and Corollaries 3.1, 3.2, Proposition 2.1.

First we get inequality (5.21) for .%(z). As for estimates of .%(;(z) and .%(z)
which are contained in .% (z), they are evaluated with the same way.

From (3.40), one can see that the “worst” term under evaluating .%(0) is s¢, . So
that we get, using (3.17), (3.25) and (3.26),

2
Isarllc(o,71.cr+e(ry) < const.T” 2l Villc3+a(ry)- (5.23)
i=1

In virtue of the appropriate choose the function s, inequality (5.23) will be hold in the
case v =1 (i.e. in the case of integer order derivative).
Thereby we conclude from Corollary 3.2 and (5.23) that

2
IZ1O) e,y ct+ery < CTY X 1Willcaver
=1

Then we show that %, (z) satisfies inequality (5.22). As it follows from Corollary
3.2, the main difficulties deal with the linear terms in the difference [.%2(z) —.%2(z,)].

The “worst” term comes from 2” | ;ps (@,0,0)s0, ‘9( 700; » and one is
(93 8\110
Cuw, = P(x)1" 0y, @ c2ro(Y). 5.24
Tour o' i) 70~ PN ) €T 20
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Note that to deduce (5.24) we apply representation (3.25) for the function s and esti-
mates (3.17) together with (3.26).
Thus, we can conclude from (5.24) and Theorem 5.1

(o) [d0; 0,

‘i (0,0,0)s Ivio [@_@]

c([o,T].c1re())

< CTvHG] — G2“C([O7T]7C2+a(‘[')). (5.25)

The other terms in the difference [#,(z;) —%2(z2)] can be estimated more easily, using
again Proposition 2.1, Corollaries 3.1 and 3.2, Theorem 5.1, so that we get inequality
(5.22) for %#,(z). In the same way one can obtain estimate (5.22) for #;(z) and
Foi(z). That completes the proof of Lemma 5.1. [J

Inequalities (5.22) mean that for sufficiently small 7 and d the nonlinear operator
P(z) satisfies the conditions of the fixed point theorem for a contraction operator.
Hence, the fixed point of the operator is the solution of problem (3.15), and Theorem
3.1 has been proved.

To get the local solvability of nonlinear problem (3.15) in the more smooth classes,
we repeat the arguments above and apply the results of Theorem 5.2 together with the
second inequality in (3.29). Thus, we get the following result.

THEOREM 5.3. Let conditions of Theorem 3.1 hold. Then for some small T,
there is a unique solution (vi(x,t),v2(x,t),p(w,t)) of nonlinear problem (3.15) for
t € [0,T], such that
vi(x,1) € US4 (Qr),  plw,r) € CHE2%(Yr), DYp(w,1) € CH5%(1y),

and equality (3.21) takes place.

6. Appendix

6.1. The proof of Proposition 4.2

First, we get estimate (4.65). Using inequalities (4.50) with m = 0, we deduce

)
Zi= [ar [ y510060 0y

Tl Rn7 1

n—1 .
C/ edy' /dr/ T VW (- ;—v,—v)exp{—Az%}nI”dn.
i=1
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Then the change of variables (4.52) and (4.53) leads to

T2 o0
n—1
A <C / xf‘exp{—A Ex,}dx’/dr/fva1z°‘|W(—z;—v,—v)dz
R i=1 7 0

<C(T-Ty)"". 6.1)
To obtain the last inequality in (6.1), we applied estimate (4.57) with f :=v, y:=—v

to the function |[W(—z;—v,—V)|.
Next, we prove (4.66). Using the following formula from[26]
dn
2 WP =B ) =0 W (e P =By =), (62)
we represent %@VG()/ ,1) as
~+oo
J \% / —2—v -V /
S0rG0 ) = [ W v sy = DR . (63)
0

After that we apply inequality (4.33) with m = 0O to the right-hand side in (6.3) and
infer

n—1
P e CXP{—A P> Iyin‘l}
26, 1) gc/fH\W(—an;—v,—v— )| =1 an.
3[ / nn 1
(6.4)
Based on estimate (6.4), one can easily deduce that
3N -2T, T 5
L = /d/dt/q‘i&V,G’,t— dy'
2 T y./ a(t_,’:) t—T (y T) y
0 Tl R’}:l

3T1—2T2 Tz ~+oo
<cC / dr/dt/(t—T)*2*V|W(—n(t—1:)*";—v,—1—v)|
0 70

X / yf;‘exp{—AnZl&}nl_"dy’, (6.5)
Rt =1 M
or, after the change of variables (4.52), (4.53),
- -2 T e
5 < C/ x;?‘exp{—A Ex,}dy’ / dr/dt /(z—r)*2+°‘vz°‘|W(—z;—v,—1—v)|
R =l 0 0
-2 T
<cC / dr / di(t — 7)Y 6.6)
0 T
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Here we applied again estimate (4.57) with B :=v, y:= —1 — v. After some simple
calculations, we get from (6.6) that

L <O T + (1 -2%) (T, — T)*]. (6.7)

. . T—T,
Since we consider the case ZTI L < %, then

T—T ov
o= ([0 ] ) cam-ne. 69

Hence, inequality (6.7) together with (6.8) lead to estimate (4.60).

6.2. Proof of Lemma 4.5

As follows from representation (4.20)—(4.22).

K (£.0.1) = (1+ ! |€§>)K*(€,n),
K*(£,0,1) = ( e |§§>)K*(€,n), 6.9)
(a3,€)

where the function H does not change essentially properties of the function K*(&,1).
Moreover, representations (4.31) and (4.32) together with (6.9) lead to

+oo .
G.0/.0.0) = G0, 0)+ [ane Wiz v.0) | ”‘%ﬁw(é,memmd&
0

Rn—1

Y .
Gf(y’70,r) = G(y/,’[)_/dnrflw(_nrfv;_v’o) / K*(g’n)l<ag,€>
0 Rn—1

Thus, to get statements (i) and (ii) of Lemma 4.5, it is enough to repeat the correspond-

2
ing arguments from Lemma 4.1. As for inequality (4.77), we can represent 3 Tgyi_ as

8 G:t / —l aK:t /
Ty /81 W(- v,0)) oy (v',0,m)dn

_/ W (— —v —1)83K;(y’,0,n)dn. (6.10)

Here we used again formula (6.2). Based on statement (i) of Lemma 4.5 and represen-
tation (6.10), one can easily infer that
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T n—11,,.
<C/1—2\W(—m—v;—v,—1)|exp — %" n~"dn. (6.11)
0

i=1

022G
\ = (1,0,7)

aTayi

Then, we repeat the proof of estimate (4.66) and, using (6.11) together with change of
variables (4.52) and (4.53), have

37 2T, T 26
+
gg = / dT/dt / yl;C m(y/,o,l—f) dy/
0 T1 R’}:l !
et 371215 T
< C/x;?‘exp —Ale- dx’ / dr/dt(t—r)"“_z
R’fl i=1 0 7
Y
X /za*1|W(—z;—v,—1)|dz. (6.12)
0

Applying inequality (4.57) with B := v, y:= —1 to the last integral in (6.12), we
deduce after some simple calculations:

321 T
£ <C / dr/dt(t — )V, (6.13)
0 T

Note that estimate (6.13) is the same as (6.6). Hence, repeating the end of arguments
from the proof of Proposition 4.2, we can get estimate (4.77).
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