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Abstract

Using the framework of Colombeau algebras of generalized functions, we
prove the existence and uniqueness results for global generalized solvability of
semilinear hyperbolic systems with nonlinear nonlocal boundary conditions.
We admit strong singularities in the differential equations as well as in the
initial and boundary conditions. Our analysis covers the case of non-Lipshitz
nonlinearities both in the differential equations and in the boundary condi-
tions.

1 Introduction

We study existence and uniqueness of global generalized solutions to mixed prob-
lems for semilinear hyperbolic systems with nonlinear nonlocal boundary conditions.
Specifically, in the domain II = {(z,?) |0 < z < [, t > 0} we study the following
problem:

(O + Az, t)0,)U = F(x,t,U), (x,t) €1l (1)
U(z,0) = A(z), z € (0,0) (2)
U;(0,t) = H;(t,V (), k+1<i<n, t € (0,00)
U(l,t) = Hi(t,V(t), 1<i<k, t € (0,00), (3)
where U, F, and A are real n-vectors, A = diag(Ay,...,A,) is a diagonal matrix,

Ay AL <0, Agaq, ooy Ay > 0 for some 1 < k < n, and V(t) = (U(0,1),...,
Ur(0,t), Ug+1(L, 1), ..., Us(l,t)). Due to the conditions imposed on A, the system (1)
is non-strictly hyperbolic. Note also that the boundary of II is not characteristic.
We will denote H = (Hy, ..., H,).
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Special cases of (1)—(3) arise in laser dynamics [8, 19, 21, 22] and chemical ki-
netics [23].

All the data of the problem are allowed to be strongly singular, namely, they
can be of any desired order of singularity. This entails nonlinear superpositions
for (strongly singular) distributions in the right-hand sides of (1)—(3) (including
compositions of the singular initial data and the singular characteristic curves). To
tackle this complication, we use the framework of Colombeau algebra of generalized
functions G(II) [1, 2, 16]. We show that all superpositions appearing here are well
defined in G(II).

We establish a positive existence-uniqueness result in G(IT) for the problem (1)-
(3) with strongly singular initial data and with nonlinearities of the following type
(more detailed description is given in Section 3): The functions F' and H are either
Lipshitz with Colombeau generalized numbers as Lipshitz constants or non-Lipshitz
with less than quadratic growth in U and V.

For different aspects of the subject we refer the reader to sources [4, 5, 9, 12, 13,
16, 17, 14]. The essential assumption made on F' in papers [12, 16] is that grad ; F’
is globally bounded uniformly over (z,t) varying in any compact set. The main
complication with the non-Lipshitz nonlinearities when investigating Colombeau
solutions lies in the following. The solutions in G are nets of smooth functions
which are classical solutions to the associated problems with smooth initial data.
To guarantee the existence of such solutions, in general, one has to assume that
the nonlinearities have bounded gradients. In the present paper we tackle this
complication combining classical and nonclassical approaches.

Papers [14, 15] deal with Cauchy problems for semilinear hyperbolic systems (1)
with F' slowly increasing at infinity. The nonlinear term is replaced by a suitable
regularization F. having a bounded gradient with respect to U for every fixed € and
converging to F' as ¢ — 0. The regularized system is solved in G(R?). Moreover,
in [14] the components of A are allowed to be 1-tempered generalized functions. The
authors replace A by its regularization (the regularization procedure is similar to the
one for F') which is 1-tempered generalized function of bounded growth and solve
the regularized problem.

In [4, 5] the author investigates weak limits for semilinear hyperbolic systems
and nonlinear superpositions for strongly singular distributions appearing in these
systems. He establishes an optimal link between the singularity of the initial data
and the growth of the nonlinear term. Weak limits of strongly singular Cauchy
problems for semilinear hyperbolic systems with bounded, sublinear, and superlinear
growth are investigated in [3, 10, 18, 20].

Existence-uniqueness results within Colombeau algebras for two-dimensional hy-
perbolic problems with discontinuous coefficients A; are obtained in [9, 13, 16, 17].
These papers impose an essential restriction on the coefficients, which allows one to
avoide the negative effect of infinite propagation speed. Namely, the coefficients are
assumed to be globally bounded in the Colombeau algebra G. At the present paper
we do not assume global boundedness of the A; in (1), thereby allowing them to be
strongly singular (this is also the case for [11]).

A novelty of the paper is that it treats (within G(IT)) strongly singular initial



data of the problem (including coefficients A; in (1)), nonlinear boundary conditions,
and non-Lipshitz nonlinearities in (1) and (3).

The plan of our exposition is as follows. In Section 2 we compile some facts about
Colombeau algebra of generalized functions. In Section 3 we state and prove our
main results. We prove the existence-uniqueness result within G(IT) for Colombeau
Lipshitz nonlinearities (Subsection 3.1) and extend its to the case of non-Lipshitz
nonlinearities (Subsection 3.2).

2 Preliminaries

In this section we summarize the relevant material on the full version of Colombeau
algebras of generalized functions.

Let 2 C R" be a domain in R". We denote by G(Q2) and G(2) the full version of
Colombeau algebra of generalized functions over Q and , respectively. To define
G(Q) and G(2), we first introduce the mollifier spaces used to parametrize the
regularizing sequences of generalized functions. Given ¢ € Ny denote

A,R) = {cp € D(R) ’ /ap(x) dx = 1,/:5’“@(1’) dr=0for 1<k< q},

n

Ay ®RY) = {p(x1,...,2) = 11 po:)

1=

o € Ay(R)}.

If Y e Ao(Rn), let
1 x
Pe(r) = E—n<p< >

e
Set
E@) = {u: A x Q=R | ulp,.) € C*(Q) Vo € A(R)}.

We define the algebra of moderate elements E\f(Q) to be the subalgebra of £()

consisting of the elements u € £(2) such that

VK C Q compact, Va € NJ, AN € N such that Vo € Ay (R")

3C > 0,3n > 0 with sup [0%u(p.,2)| < Ce™, 0<e <.
reK

The ideal NV(Q) consists of all u € E((Q2) such that

VK C Q compact, Vo € N§, AN € N such that Vg > N,V € A, (R")
3C > 0,3 > 0 with sup [0%u(p., z)| < CeT™N, 0<e <.
zeK

Finally,

G(Q) = &\ (/N (Q).

This is an associative and commutative differential algebra. The algebra G(2) on
open set is constructed in the same manner, with 2 in place of €2. Note that
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G(Q2) admits a canonical embedding of D'(€2). We will use the notation U =
[(u(p, ))peomn)] for the elements U of G(€2) with representative u(yp, ).

One of the advantages of using Colombeau algebra of generalized functions G lies
in the fact that in a variety of important cases the division by generalized functions,
in particular the division by discontinuous functions and measures, is defined in G.
Complete description of the cases when the division is possible in the full version
of Colombeau algebras is given by the following criterion of invertibility [11] (the
criterion of invertibility for special version of Colombeau algebras G,(£2) is proved
in [7]):

Theorem 1 Let U € G(Q) (U € G(Q)). Then the following two conditions are
equivalent:

(i) U is invertible in G(Q) (in G(Q)), i.e., there exists V € G(Q) (V € G(Q)) such
that UV =1 in G(Q) (in G(Q)).

(1i) For each representative (u(@,x))scaomny of U and each compact set K C
(K C Q) there exists p € N such that for all ¢ € A,(R™) there is n > 0 with
inf |u(pe, )| > €P for all 0 < e <.

3 Existence-uniqueness results in the Colombeau
algebra of generalized functions

3.1 Colombeau Lipshitz nonlinearities

We here develop some results of [11] and [12] to the case of nonlinear nonlocal
boundary conditions and Colombeau Lipshitz nonlinearities in (1) and (3) (with
Lipshitz constants as Colombeau generalized numbers). We will need a notion of
a generalized function whose growth is more restrictive than the 1/e-growth (as in
the definition of ).

Definition 2 ([11]) Let  C R™ be a domain in R". Suppose we have a function
v (0,1) = (0,00). We say that an element U € G(Q) (U € G(Q)) is locally of
y-growth, if it has a representative u € Ey(Q) (u € Ey7(Y)) with the following
property:
For every compact set K C Q (K C Q) there is N € N such that for every
0 € An(R") there exist C > 0 andn > 0 with sup |u(p., z)| < CyN(g) for0 < e <.
reK

We now make assumptions on the initial data of the problem (1)—(3). Let 7(¢)
and 7 () be functions from (0, 1) to (0, 00) such that

1

1O =0(2), AT =0(3) ase—0 (4)

for each N € N. Assume that

1. A(z,t) € (G(ID))", A(x) € (G[0,1])™.



2. A; for i < n are locally of y-growth on II and invertible on II.
3. 0,/ for i < n are locally of v;-growth on II.
1 Flat,y) € (G x &), H(t, 2) € (G((0, 00) x E")".

5. For every compact set K C IT and ¢ < n the mapping y — Fj(z,t,y) and all
its derivatives are polynomially bounded for all (z,t) € K with coefficients in

G(K).

6. For every compact set K C [0,00) and ¢ < n the mapping z — H,(t, z) and
all its derivatives are polynomially bounded for all ¢ € K with coefficients in

G(K).

7. For every compact set K C II there exists a nonnegative generalized function
Lr(z,t) € G(K) such that for all (z,t) € K, i <n, and y',y* € R" we have

|Fy(z,t,y") — Fy(z,t,y*)| < Lg(x, 1) Z vi —vil.

8. For every compact set K C [0,00) there exists a nonnegative generalized
function Ly (x,t) € G(K) such that for all t € K, i < n, and 2!, 2? € R" we
have

|H;(t,2") — Hi(t, 2%)| < Ly (t Z|z —z

9. Lr(z,t) and Ly(t) are locally of y-growth on IT and [0, c0), respectively.
10. supp A;(z) C (0,1) and supp H;(t,0) C (0,00) for i < n.

Assumptions imposed on A; allow them to be strongly singular and, even more, to
have any desired order of singularity. Assumptions 4-6 state that, given U € (G(II))"
and V' € (G[0,00))", F(x,t,U) and H(t,V) are well defined in Colombeau algebra
G. We can interpret Assumptions 7 and 8 as the Lipshitz conditions in Colombeau
sense imposed on generalized functions F' and H. Assumption 9 allows Ly and Ly
to be strongly singular. The last assumption ensures the compatibility of (2) and (3)
of any desired order.

We now state the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 3 Under Assumptions 1-10 where the functions v and v, are specified
by (4), the problem (1)-(3) has a unique solution U € G(II).

Proof. We will first prove the existence of a classical smooth solution to the
problem (1)—(3) where the initial data are smooth, satisfy Assumption 10, and the
functions F' and H have bounded gradients with respect to U and V, respectively,
uniformly over (r,t) varying in compact subsets of II. In parallel, we will obtain a
priori estimates for classical smooth solutions and their derivatives of any desired
order. Therewith we will obtain the existence of a prospective representative u of
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the solution U in G(II). To finish the existence part of the proof, we will show the
moderateness of u. The uniqueness of the constructed generalized solution will be
proved by the same scheme.

We first reduce the problem (1)—(3) with smooth initial data to an equivalent
integral-operator form. Denote by w;(7;z,t) the i-th characteristic of (1) passing
through a point (z,t) € II. From the assumptions imposed on A it follows that such
characteristic exists, is smooth in 7, z, ¢, and can be continued up to the boundary of
II. The smallest value of 7 > 0 at which the characteristic £ = w;(7;x,t) intersects
OIT will be denoted by t¢;(x,t). Integrating each equation of (1) along the corre-
sponding characteristic curve, we obtain the following equivalent integral-operator
form of (1)—(3):

t

Ui(z,t) = (R;U)(x,t) + / [U(wi(T;SL’,t),T) /VUFi(wi(T;LL’,t),T, oU) do %)

ti(:v,t)
+Fy(wi(r; @, 1), 7,0)| d7, 1<i<n,

where

Vi(ti(x,t))fleHi(ti(a:, t),oV)do + H;(t;(x,t),0) if t;(x,t) > 0,
0

(R:U) () =

Given T > 0, denote
" ={(z,t)|0<z<1,0<t<T}

Set
Ey(on, 05;T) = max{ |02 00 Ui, )| | (w,1) € T, 1 < i <,

Er(a1,a2) = max{|02 0 Fy(x,t,y)| | (2, t,y) € T x{y : |y| < By(0,0;T)}, 1< i <
Ep(a) = max{|0fHit, 2)| | (,2) € [0, ] x {2 : |2] < Ep(0,0;T)},1 <i <n},
Ly = max{Lp(z,t) | (z,1) €T}, L™ =max{Ly(t) |t € 0,T]}.

Simplifying the notation, we drop the dependence of Er(aq, as), Ey(a), LE*, and
Ly on T'. Note that we will use these parameters for a fixed 7" > 0.

Assume that the initial data A, F', A, and H of our problem are smooth with
respect to all their arguments, satisfy Assumption 10, and the functions F' and H
have bounded gradients with respect to U and V', uniformly over (z,¢) varying in
compact subsets of II. Fix an arbitrary 7' > 0. If (z,t) € ﬁT, then LP* and Ly
are Lipshitz constants of F' and H with respect to U and V, respectively. We now
prove that the problem (5) has a smooth solution in . In parallel, we obtain
global a priori estimates for smooth solutions, we will make use of for construction
of a Colombeau solution. We obtain the global a priori estimates by iterating the a
apriori estimates for local smooth solutions in a number of steps. The proof is split
in four claims.



Claim 1. The problem (5) has a unique continuous solution in I We start
from the local continuous solution to (5), namely, we state that there exists a unique

solution U € (C(IT"))™ to the problem (5) for some to > 0. To prove this, choose £
satisfying the condition

wn(t;0,7) <wi(t;l,7) Y7 >0,V € [T, 7+ t,] (6)

with m = 0. For t € [0, %] we can express V (¢) in the form

Vilt) = Ai(wi(0;0,0)) + [ [Ulwi(r:0,6),7) [ VuFi(wi(r;0,1),7,0U) do
+F;(wi(1;0,t), T, 0)} dr, 1 <1<k,
(7)

t 1
‘/;(t) :Az(wz(oalat)) +/{U(wi(T;Lt)aT)/VUE(wi(T;lat)>T> UU) do
0 0
+F,~(wi(7';l,t),7‘,0)} dr, k+1<i<n.

Since (5) is a system of Volterra integral equations of the second kind in ", we
can apply the contraction mapping principle. We apply the operator defined by
the right hand side of (5) to two continuous functions U' and U?. Note that these
functions have the same initial and boundary values. We cosider their difference in
II°. Notice the estimate

Eyr_172(0,05t0) < toqoEur_12(0,0; %),

where
qo = nLp™(1 + nLE™).

We are able to choose t so that the additional condition ¢y < 1/qo is obeyed. Then
the contraction property of the operator defined by the right hand side of (5) holds
with respect to II'°. We have thus proved existence and uniqueness of a continuous
solution U to the problem (5) in II°. Furthermore, we have the following local a
priori estimate:

Eu(0,0; t0) < {( max | A(z)]

1 — qoto L \z€[0,],1<i<n

+7  max  |Fi(z,t, O)|) (1 + nLEaX) +  max  |H;(¢,0)]|.

(.)€l 1<i<n te[0,T),1<i<n

(8)

Note that the value of ¢y depends on T" and does not depend on ty. This allows us to
complete the proof of the claim in [T'/ty] steps, iterating local existence-uniqueness
result in domains

(W nn)\ TV, 1<) < [T/t].



Moreover, using the estimate (8) [1'/ty| times and each time starting with the final
value of U from the previous step, we derive the following global a priori estimate:

1
Ey(0,0:T) < P ( , ,LmaX>
ul ) < Pro e L

9
XP270( max ‘Az(x)‘a max ‘Fl(x,t,o)‘u max |Hl(t,0)‘), ( )

z€[0,]],1<i<n (2,t)ell’ 1<i<n t€[0,T],1<i<n

where P is a polynomial of degree 3[1'/ty] with all coefficients identically equal
to 1 and P is a polynomial of the first degree with positive constant coefficients
depending only on 7.

Claim 2. The problem (1)-(8) has a unique C'-solution in II'. The proof is
similar to the proof of Claim 1. Let us consider the initial-boundary problem for

o, U:

0,U;(,t) = (R, )+ | [VuF(ETU)-0.U
, (w/t 0 (10)
~(0eDi)(& M0 + OeFNE T D[ dr 1<i<n,

where

AH0,7)[F (0,7, U)—
VyHi(r, V) - V' (7) = (9 Hy) (7, V)]
(R U) (1) = § A7l m)[Fi(lm, U)—

Vo Hi(r,V)-V'(0) = @H) V)| it t) > 0.1< i<k,
Al (w;(0; 2, 1)) if t;(x,t) = 0.

if t;(z,t) >0,k+1<i<n,

T=t;(z,t)

Choose t; satisfying the condition (6) with m = 1. Combining (1) with (10), we get
Vi (t) = F;(0,t,U) — A;(0,¢)(8,U;)(0, t)
t

(2

— F(0,6,U) — A(0, 1) [A;(wi(o; 0.0)+ [ [VoF(&,7.0)-0.U 1)

—(0:A)(€. 70U, + (9, F) (€7, V)| arl, 1<i<h,

E=w;(7;0,t)
where t € [0,t1]. The functions Vi' (t) for k+1 < i < n can be expressed in the same
form. Using the fact that U is a known continuous function (see Claim 1), we now
apply the operator defined by the right hand side of (10) to two continuous functions
0,U' and 9,U2. Note that these functions have the same initial and boundary values.
We cosider their difference in TI'". Notice the estimate

Epr_2(1,0;t1) < tygn B _y2(1,05 1),

where
¢ = (nLp™ 4+ EA(L,0;7))(1 + nLE™).



We are able to choose t; so that the additional condition t; < 1/¢; is obeyed. This
shows that the operator defined by the right hand side of (10) has the contraction

property with respect to the domain . Thus, we have proved the existence and
the uniqueness of a solution U € Ci’g(ﬁt(l)) to the problem (5). Furthermore, we
have the following local a priori estimate:

1 ,
Euy(1,0:4,) < [ A TEp(1,0
o(L,0ith) < 37— = (xe[Orﬁ%}S{iSn| J(@)| +TEr(1,0) 2

+Ep-1(0,0; T)Ep(0,0)) (1 4 nLE™) + Ex-1(0,0;T) Ex(1)|.

Using the fact that the value of ¢; depends on T" and does not depend on t; and
iterating the local existence-uniqueness result in domains

(W AT\ 1< < [T/,

we obtain the global a priori estimate:

1

Ey(1,0,T) < P, <7, ,Lma">
vl ) < Pra 1—q1t1n H

< Poa(_max | Ai(a)], max Er(a,0), Ean(0,0:T), En(1)).

z€[0,l],1<i<n

(13)

where P;; is a polynomial of degree 3[7'/t;] with all coefficients identically equal
to 1 and P, is a polynomial of the second degree with positive constant coefficients
depending only on 7.

The a priori estimate for Ey(0,1;7") now follows from the system (1):

where Ey(1,0;T) satisfies the estimate (13). This finishes the proof of the claim.

Claim 3. The problem (1)-(3) has a unique C*-solution in o Following the
proof of Claims 1 and 2, let us consider the following problem for 92U:

t

O, t) = (R U) e, t) + [ [VuFi(&mU)- 02U

1T
t; (ZB,t)

=2(0:0:)(&, T)RU; — (0;00)(€, 7)0,Us + (0, 1) (&, 7, U) + 2Vu (0. 1) (§, 7, U) - 0,U

+Vu(VoFi(§.7.U) - 0:U) - 0:.U]], jdri<is<n,

=w;(T;z,t
(14)
where
(R, U) (2, t) = A (w;(0; 2, 1)) if t;(x, 1) =0

1TT

and

(Ry,U)(x, 1) = (A7 1)(0,7)(0:U:)(0, 7) — A;2(0,7) | (0,5)(0, 7, U)

1TT



+VuF(0,7,U) - (QU)(0,7) = Vv Hi(7, V) - V' (7) = V'(7) - (Vv (0.Hy)(7, V)
4&Hmﬂm—vm@mx@w+VAVﬂmﬂvyV@m}
AT (0, 7) [=(:A0) (0, 7)(B:U:) (0, 7) + (8:F)(0, 7, U)

+VuF(0,7,U) - (9,U)(0,7)]| if t;(x,t) >0,1<i<k.

T=t;(x,t)
The expressions for (R;,,U)(z,t) if t;(z,t) > 0 and k + 1 < i < n are similar. The

1TT
expressions for V" are derived from the system (1), using suitable differentiations:

V' = 82U; = —0,Mi0,U; — N0, 0,U; + 8,F; + Vi Fy - QU
= —0N0,Us + Ai(0:0,U; + MOLU; = 0, F; = VuFy - 0,U) + 0,Fs + Vo Fy - 0T,

where 92U satisfies (14) and the right hand side is considered restricted to z = 0 if
1<i<kandtox=1if k+1<i<n. Take ¢, satisfying the condition (6) with
m = 2 and the inequality ¢, < 1/¢y, where

@2 = (RLp™ 4+ 2E5(1,0; 7)) (1 + nLE™).

This shows that the operator defined by the right hand side of (14) has the con-

traction property with respect to the domain T2, We therefore have the following
global a priori estimate:

1
Ey(2,0;T)< P L7
U( 5 Uy )_ 1,2(1_q2t2ana H )

1"

><P2,2(n, max |A; (z)|, max FEx(aq,a9;T), max FEpr-1(ag,aT),

z€[0,]],1<i<n ' * " 0<an +aa<2 0<ai+az<1
max E s (a1, as max F, s, (), L, L5, max Epy(aq, a9 T >
1<|B+or+az<2 90 F( ’ )’ 1<|8]+an<2” v H( )’ FooTH O T aa=1 ( Y ) ’

(15)
where 8 = (B1,...,0n), Bi € No, |B| = 1+ ...+ B, P12 is a polynomial of degree
3[T/ty] with all coefficients identically equal to 1 and P, is a polynomial of the
third degree with positive constant coefficients depending only on 7.

The estimates for Fyy(1,1;7T) and Ey(0,2;7T) now follow from system (1) and its
suitable differentiations. The claim is proved.

We further proceed by induction. Assume that the problem (5) has a unique
O™ Y(TT" )-solution for an arbitrary m € N.

Claim 4. The problem (1)-(3) has a unique Cm(ﬁT)-solution. Similarly to the
proof of Claims 1-3, we consider the problem for 97'U (using suitable differentiations
and integrations of (1)—(3)). Taking into account the induction assumption, we apply
the contraction mapping principle to the operator defined by the right-hand side of
the problem for 0"'U. It is not difficult to prove that the operator has the contraction
property with respect to '™ for some £, > 0 satisfying the condition (6) and the
inequality t,, < 1/¢,, where

G = (NLE™ +mEN(1,0;T7))(1 + nLE™). (16)
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This implies the existence and the uniqueness of a C;':”,;O (ﬁtm)-solution to the prob-
lem (1)—(3). Iterating this local existence-uniqueness result in domains

(Hjtm N HT) \ﬁ(j—l)tm’ 1 S ] S I'T/tm‘I’

we complete the proof of the claim in [7'/t,,] number of steps. In parallel, we arrive
at the following global estimate:

1

Ey(m,0;T) < P1m<7
’ 1 - thm

max
ana LH >

X Py (n, max AE”"”) (z)], max Ex-1(ag,a9;T),
, xz€[0,l],1<i<n 0<ai+az<m-—1 (17>
max  Fy(aq, o T max E s . (a1, as max  E_ 5, (o

0<aifaz<m (o, 2 )’lﬁ\ﬁl+a1+azﬁm Oy plan; )’1S|ﬂ\+a1gm oy n(@1);

Lp®™, Ly ,1<a1:5rnaa2>im_lEU(a1,a2;T)>.
Here P, is a polynomial of degree 3[T'/t,,] with all coefficients identically equal
to 1. Furthermore, P, ,, is a polynomial whose degree depends on m but neither on
T nor on t,, and whose coefficients are positive constants depending only on m and

) . —T .
T. The existence and uniqueness of a C;y**(II" )-solution where a; + ay = m, now

follow from the system (1) and its suitable differentiations. The respective global a
priori estimates for Ey(aq, as;T) one can easily obtain from the inequality (17) and
the induction assumption. The claim is proved.

The classical smooth solution to the problem (1)—(3) satisfying estimates (17)
in T for any m € Ny can be constructed by the sequential approximation method.
We now use this solution to construct a representative of the Colombeau solution.
According to the assumptions of the theorem, we consider all the initial data as
elements of the corresponding Colombeau algebras. We choose representatives A,
a, f, h, Ly, and Ly of A, A, F, H, L, and Ly, respectively, with the properties
required in the theorem. Let ¢ = p®¢ € Ay(R?). Consider a prospective representa-
tive u = u(¢, x,t) of U which is the classical smooth solution to the problem (1)—(3)
with the initial data A\(¢, x,t), a(p, x), f(o, x, t,u(d, x, 1)), h(p, t,v(p, 1)), Li(d, x,1),
Lp(p,t), where v(p,t) = (u1(4,0,t), ..., ur(d,0,t), ukr1(o, 1, t), ..., uy(o,1,t)). For
the existence part of the proof, we have to show that u € &)y, i.e. to obtain moderate
growth estimates of u(¢e, x,t) in terms of the regularization parameter e.

Fix N € N to be so large that for all ¢ € Ay(R) there exists ¢y such that for all
£ < gp the following conditions are true:

a) The moderate estimate (see the definition of &) holds for a(y., x), f(¢., x,t,0),
h(¢e,t,0), Li(¢e,z,t), and Ly (e, t).

b) The invertibility estimate (see Theorem 1) holds for A(¢., z,t).

¢) The local-vy-growth estimate (see Definition 2 ) holds for A(¢., x,t), Ls(¢., x,1),
and Ly (¢e, t).

d) The local-v;-growth estimate holds for d, A(¢., x, t).

Fix ¢ € Ax(R). Let pym(p), p2.m(¥), and ¢,,(¢) denote the value of, respectively,
P 1y Py, and ¢y, where U(z,t), A(z,t), A(z), F(x,t,U(z,t)), H(t,V(t)), Lp(z,1t),
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and Ly (t) are replaced by their representatives u(¢, z,t), \(¢, x,t), a(p, ), f(¢,z,t,
u(p, x,t)), h(p,t,v(p,t)), Li(p,x,t), and Ly(p,t), respectively. It sufﬁces to prove
the moderate estimates for py () and pe (@) for all m € Ny. The expression (16)
and assumptions imposed on A, F', and H make it obvious now that

G () <)+ (e

)
for all sufficiently small . Since t,, < min{L/F4(0,0),1/q¢,} and E,(0,0) <
ANT1(e), we can choose t,, = 1/[2(y*¥*1(g) + 43V (¢))]. Taking into account (4),
for each m € Ny and for all small enough ¢ we have

< 7(6)6(1\/“)(T(~Y2N+1(e)Jrfy%N(s)ﬂ

( nLrﬁaX )‘%T/tm]
1- thm

< () (e ) = 0(5) ase o

We conclude that for each m € Ny there exists N € N such that for all ¢ € Ax(R)
we have

P (p:) = O<6—12> as € — 0. (18)

One can easily see now that for a; = as =0
1
E, (a1, a9, T) :O<€—N) ase — 0 (19)

for all p € Ay(R) with large enough N € N, where u. = u(¢., z,t). To prove similar
estimates for all derivatives of U, we use induction on o = o + ap. Assuming (19)
to hold for @ < m — 1, let us show that (19) is true for &« = m as well. Indeed,
let ¢ € An(R) with N chosen so large that for all sufficiently small € the following
conditions are true:

a) The moderate estimate holds for 0902 u;(¢pe, x,t) for 0 < oy + ag < m —1
and 1 < ¢ < n (the induction assumption).

b) The moderate estimate holds for _max _ Ey (a1, a9;T), — max  E\-i(ag, a9;T),

0<ai+az<m 0<ai+az<m—1
ea™ (., 1), where A\, = \(¢e, , ).

¢) Given U = [(u(¢e, z,t)) geaor2)) € G(II ) satisfying the estimate (19) for oy =

as = 0, the moderate estimate holds for max E s (o1, 9), max Ej o, (1),
1<|Bl+ar+az<m v fe 1<|Bl+an<m v he

where f. = f(¢aa z,t, ua)a he = h(@éata U(met))

d) the invertibility estimate holds for A(¢., z,t).
Since po.m (<) is a polynomial whose degree does not depend on ¢, the moderateness
of pa.m () becomes obvious. The moderateness of E,(m,0; 1) are done by (18). The
moderateness property of F,(aq, az; T) for all other ag and as such that a3 +as = m
is a consequence of the moderateness of E,(m,0;T"), the system (1), its suitable
differentiations, and the induction assumption.

Since T' > 0 is arbitrary, the existence part of the proof is complete.

The proof of the uniqueness part follows the same scheme. The only difference
is that now we consider the problem with respect to the difference U — W of two
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Colombeau solutions U and W. We hence have the problem (1)—(3) with the right
hand sides

1
/VUF(:c,t,aU (1= 0)W)do- (U — W)+ M,
0

1
/va(t, oV + (1 — o)Viw)do - (V — Viy) + M,
0

and M, in (1), (3), and (2), respectively. Here M; € N and Vi is equal to V,
where U is replaced by W. The analysis is even simpler since, due to [6], it suffices
to check the negligibility of U — W at order zero. For this purpose we rewrite the
estimate (9) with respect to the function U — W and use Assumptions 7-9 and the
fact that [(p20(¢))peao®] € M. This finishes the proof. O

3.2 Non-Lipshitz nonlinearities

We here extend the above existence-uniqueness result to the case of non-Lipshitz
nonlinearities in (1) and (3). Set

Eyp(U) = max{|VyFy(z,t,U(z,1))| : (z,) €T, 1 <i<n},

Evy(V) = max{|Vy Hi(t,V(t))] : t€[0,T],1<i <n}.

Simplifying the notation, we drop the dependence of Fyp(U) and Evy(V) on T.
Note that we will use these parameters for a fixed 7" > 0.

To state the main result of this section, we suppose that at least one of the
following two assumptions holds.

Assumption 11.
a) H(t,V) is smooth in ¢,V and the mapping V — VyH(t,V) is globally
bounded, uniformly over ¢ varying in compact subsets of [0, 00);

b) Given T" > 0, there exists Cr such that for all 1 < ¢ < n, (z,t) € ﬁT, and
y € R" we have
VuFi(z,t,y)| < Crloglog D(x, t,y),

where D(z,t,y) with respect to y is a polynomial with coefficients in G (ﬁT).

Assumption 12.

a) Given T' > 0, there exists Cy such that for all 1 < ¢ < n, ¢t € [0,7T], and
z € R™ we have

IV H,(t, z)| < Cy(loglog B(t, 2))/*,

where B(t, z) with respect to z is a polynomial with coefficients in G0, T7.

b) Assumption 3 is true with v;(¢) = O((loglog 1/£)'/4);

¢) Given T' > 0, there exists C such that for all 1 < i < n, (z,t) € ﬁT, and
y € R" we have
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\VuFy(z,t,y)| < Cr(loglog D(x,t,y))"*,

where D(z,t,y) with respect to y is a polynomial with coefficients in G (ﬁT).

Theorem 4 Assume that Assumption 11 or 12 is true. Under Assumptions 1-6
and 10 where the functions v and v, are specified by (4), the problem (1)-(3) has a
unique solution U € G(IT).

Proof. 1In the proof we will use a modified notion of €(IT), namely, let u €
EvD) iff w € E(IT) and for every compact set K C II there is N € N such that
for every ¢ € An(R") there exists n > 0 with sup |u(p. X ¢.,z,t)] < V() for all

zeK

0<e<n.

Fix an arbitrary 7" > 0. From the proof of Theorem 3 it follows that [(p2,0(¥))pc40®)]
is a Colombeau generalized number and hence has the moderateness property. This
means that there exists N; € N such that for all ¢ € Ay, (R) there is n(p) > 0 with

Ipao(pe)] <™, 0<e<n(p). (20)

Without loss of generality we can assume that NV is so large that for all ¢ € Ay, (R)
the zero-order moderateness property holds for the coefficients of the polynomial
D(z,t,y) (if Assumption 11 is fulfilled) or for the coefficients of the polynomials
D(z,t,y) and B(t,z) (if Assumption 12 is fulfilled). To simplify notation, we can
suppose that, given ¢ € Ay, (R), the value of n(¢) in (20) is so small that the zero-
order moderate estimates for the coefficients of D and/or B are true for all ¢ < n(¢p).
Note that any U € G(II) has the following property: there exists N, € N such that
for all ¢ € An,+n,(R) there is () < n(p), where the value of 1(p) is the same as
in (20), with

sup [u(pe X @e, 2, 1) < e M2 0 < e < g(p), (21)

ﬁT
with the constant N; being the same as in (20). Obviously, any increase of Ny and
any decrease of £¢(p) will keep this property true. This will allow us to adjust the
values of Ny and e¢(p) according to our purposes.

Following the proof of Theorem 3, for all ¢ € Ap,4n,(R), we arrive at the
estimates (9) and (17) with E,_(m,0), Evy. (u.), and Evj,(u.) in place of Ey(m,0),
Lp, and Ly, respectively, where 0 < ¢ < n(y) and the value of (i) is the same as
in (20). Recall that u, f, and h are representatives of U, F', and H, respectively, and
us(z,t) = u(pe, x,t). On the account of these estimates, we will obtain the existence
once we prove the following assertion:

(¢) the constant Ny € N can be chosen so that for all ¢ € Ay, 1, (R) there exists
go() such that

TT(1+Evh, (ue))(Ev f. (ue)+mEp (1,07 _
} (1+Evne (ue))(Ev g (ue) A( ))Sé? N27 0<e<eolp) (22)

2n(1 + Evn. (u.))
whatsoever u(p X @, z,t) € € (ﬁT) satisfying the inequality (21).
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Let us prove Assertion (¢) using Assumption 11. Recall that at this point Ny is
a constant whose exact value will be fixed below. Fix ¢ € An,1n,(R). By (21) and
Assumption 11, there exists N3 € N for which the estimate

Ev; (u.) < Crloglogd(¢., z,t,u.) < Crlogloge™™ 0 < e < go(p),

is true, where d is a representative of D. Furthermore, there exist C; > 1, C5 > 0,
and ki, k2 € N such that the left hand side of (22) is bounded from above by

0102(10@(%871\]34-71(8)) S 6CgloglogE*N3,y(€)k1'yl(e) S 6log(logE*N3)CS€—k2

< (log ™) Ozt < NOI—fCal e,

where C3 = CylogCy and 0 < £ < go(p). It is important to note that C3 and ko
can be fixed so that the above estimates hold for all N, and all ¢. This makes the
values Np = 2[C5] + kz and o(y) = min{n(p), N5 ' '}, which we now set up, well
defined. Assertion (¢) now follows from the fact that ¢ is an arbitrary function from
'AN 1+N2 (R)

Let us prove Assertion (¢) using Assumption 12. Following the same scheme as
above, fix ¢ € Ay, n,(R), where Ny will be specified below. By (21) and Assump-
tion 12, there exist N3, N4 € N such that the following estimates are true:

Ev;.(u.) < Cploglogd(¢.,x,t,u.) < Crloglog(e™™3), 0 <e < eop),

By, (u.) < Cgloglogb(yp.,t,u.) < Cyloglog(e ™), 0 < e < go(p),

where b is a representative of B. Furthermore, there exist C; > 1 and C5 > 0 such
that the left hand side of (22) is bounded from above by

1/2C3(log log e~ N3—Na)1/2

[Cl log log(e_N“)}

< exp{Cy log(log(log( ™)) /2 (log log =+ ~1) 1/}

—Ng—N4)Cl} (

< exp{C’g log(log e = (loge™ s N2

C1C

where 0 < € < g9(¢p). Note that C; and Cs can be fixed so that the above estimates
hold for all Ny and all ¢. We now set Ny = 2[C1Cs] and g¢(p) = min{n(y), (N3 +
N,)~1€1€11 and this value is well defined. Assertion (1) now follows from the fact
that ¢ is an arbitrary function in Ay, 4, (R).

Since T' > 0 is arbitrary, the existence part of the proof is complete.

The proof of the uniqueness part follows the same scheme (cf. also the proof of
Theorem 3). We apply the estimate (9) to the difference of two generalized solutions
to the problem (1)—(3). From the existence part of the proof we see that the first
factor in the right-hand side of (9) has the moderateness propery. Since the second
factor is negligible, the uniqueness follows. a
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Example 5 Consider n = 1 and

F(x,t,U) = (G (x,1) + G3(z,)U*)"? loglog (G3(x, 1) + G(z, ) U,

where G;(z,t) € G(II). Then

GU
(G + G3U2)12

Oy F(x,t,U) = loglog (G2 + G2U%)"?

G2U(G2 + G2U?)\/?
log (G2 + G2U2)*(G2 + G2U?)

The function F(z,t,U) is non-Lipshitz and satisfies Assumption 11(b).

Remark 6 The theorem states that, whatsoever singularity of the initial data of
our problem and whatsoever nonlinearities of F' and H allowed by Assumption 11
(or 12), the problem (1)-(3) has a unique solution in the Colombeau algebra G(II).
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