arXiv:0807.5078v1 [math.AP] 31 Jul 2008

FINITE-DIMENSIONAL ATTRACTORS FOR THE QUASI-LINEAR STRONGLY-DAMPED WAVE EQUATION

VARGA KALANTAROV^1 AND SERGEY ZELIK^2

Abstract. We present a new method of investigating the so-called quasi-linear strongly damped wave equations ∂^2_t u − γ∂_tΔ_xu − Δ_xu + f(u) = ∇_x · ϕ^′(∇_xu) + g in bounded 3D domains. This method allows us to establish the existence and uniqueness of energy solutions in the case where the growth exponent of the non-linearity ϕ is less than 6 and f may have arbitrary polynomial growth rate. Moreover, the existence of a finite-dimensional global and exponential attractors for the solution semigroup associated with that equation and their additional regularity are also established. In a particular case ϕ ≡ 0 which corresponds to the so-called semi-linear strongly damped wave equation, our result allows to remove the long-standing growth restriction |f(u)| ≤ C(1 + |u|^5).

1. Introduction

We consider the following quasi-linear strongly damped wave equation in a smooth bounded domain Ω ⊂ R^3 :

(1.1) { ∂^2_t u − γ∂_tΔ_xu − Δ_xu + f(u) = ∇_x · ϕ^′(∇_xu) + g, u | |_{∂Ω} = 0, ξ_u(0) := (u(0), ∂_tu(0)) = ξ_0,

where Δ_x is a Laplacian with respect to the variable x ∈ Ω, u = u(t, x) is an unknown function, γ > 0 is a fixed positive number, g ∈ L^2(Ω) are given external forces, and ϕ ∈ C^2(R^3 → R^1 ) and f ∈ C^2(R^1 → R^1 ) are known functions satisfying the following conditions:

(1.2) a_0|η|^{p−1} ≤ ϕ^{′′}(η) ≤ a_1(1 + |η|^{p−1}), ∀η ∈ R^3 ,

for some positive a_i and p ∈ [1, 5) and (1.3) − C + a|s|^q ≤ f^′(s) ≤ C(1 + |s|^q), ∀s ∈ R^1 , for some C > 0, a > 0, and q > 0. Note that assumption (1.2) reads

(1.4) a_0|η|^{p−1}|ξ|^2 ≤ 3∑ i,j=1 ϕ^{′′}_{ηiηj} (η)ξ_iξ_j ≤ a_1(1 + |η|^{p−1})|ξ|^2, ∀ξ, η ∈ R^3 and typical examples of the nonlinearities satisfying above conditions (1.2) and (1.3) are (1.5) f(u) = u|u|^q − Cu, ϕ(η) = |η|^{p+1}. 2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35Q20, 37L30, 73F15.

Key words and phrases. Quasi-linear strongly damped wave equation, energy solutions, uniqueness, regularity, global attractor. 1

Equations of the form (1.1) occur in the study of motion of viscoelastic materials. For instance, in one dimensional case, they model longitudinal vibration of a uniform, homogeneous bar with nonlinear stress law given by the function ϕ(u_x). In two and three dimensional cases they describe antiplane shear motions of viscoelastic solids. We refer to [24, 37, 40] for physical origins and derivation of mathematical models of motions of viscoelastic media and only recall here that, in applications, the unknown u naturally represents the displacement of the body relative to a fixed reference configuration. By this reason, it would be more physical to consider equation (1.1) in the vector case u = (u^1, u^2, u^3). However, in order to avoid the additional technicalities, we prefer to study only the scalar case of equation (1.1) although the most part of our results can be straightforwardly extended to the vector case with the convex energy ϕ satisfying the analogue of conditions (1.2). It also worth to note that, even for n = 1, problem (1.1) may not have a global classical solution if the viscosity term γ∂_tΔ_xu is omitted. Thus the inclusion of this damping term represents a regularization of the equation and prevents the blow up of solutions.

The Cauchy problem (for the case Ω = R^n ) and the boundary value problem for equation (1.1) under the different assumptions on the nonlinearities ϕ and f have been studied in many papers (see [12, 13, 19, 20, 21, 23, 26, 27, 30, 31, 35, 34, 38, 40, 42, 43, 47, 52] and references therein). The most understood is the semi-linear case ϕ ≡ 0:

(1.6) ∂^2_t u − γ∂_tΔ_xu − Δ_xu + f(u) = g

which is usually refereed as strongly damped wave equation or pseudohyperbolic equation, see e.g., [3, 28, 30, 46, 32, 33, 38, 50]. As well as we know, one of the first essential results on global behavior of solutions problem (1.6) was obtained by Webb [50]. He proved that, if Ω ∈ R^3 and the nonlinear term satisfies the standard dissipativity conditions (without any growth restrictions), problem (1.6) has a unique strong solution belonging to the space [H^2 ∩ H^1_0 ] × L^2 and each strong solution tends to the appropriate stationary solution as t → ∞. This result inspired the further studies of the long-time behavior of solutions of that equations. In particular, the related operator-differential equation in a Banach space X:

(1.7) u_{tt} + αAu_t + Au = f(u), α > 0

was considered in [25, 41]. Here A is a sectorial operator with compact resolvent on X and f is a nonlinear operator satisfying some regularity and growth conditions. Then the semigroup S(t) generated by the Cauchy problem for (1.7) in the phase space X^σ ×X^β , 0 ≤ σ ≤ β < 1, X^s := D(A^{s/2}) is well posed, dissipative and asymptotically compact and therefore possesses a global attractor in the above phase space.

Semi-linear equation (1.6) with the growth restriction f(u) ∼ u|u|^q, q < 4 is studied in [32, 33, 28]. It was shown that the semigroup associated with energy solutions possesses a global attractor whose fractal dimension is finite. The closest to our study are the results and methods of [46] where the regularity of the global attractor in the energy phase space for three dimensional problem (1.6) with nonlinear term growing as u|u|^4 is established, see also [45]. Note that, during the long time, the growth exponent q = 4 has been considered as a critical one for establishing the uniqueness and asymptotic regularity of energy solutions for (1.6). As we will see below, this restriction is occurred artificial and the above result remains true without any restrictions on the exponent q.

The quasi-linear case ϕ ≠ 0 is much more complicated. However, in the case of one spatial dimension, more or less complete theory of this equation can be found in the literature (see [29],[10], [14], [36] and references therein). The study of the analytic properties and long-time behavior of solutions of such quasi-linear problems was initiated by the paper of Greenberg, MacCamy and Misel [29], where the authors considered initial boundary value problem for the equation ρ_0u_{tt} = ϕ^′ (u_x)u_{xx} + λu_{xtx}. It is shown that if λ > 0, and the initial functions are sufficiently smooth, then a unique, smooth solution exists, which moreover goes to zero as t goes to infinity.

The existence of a global attractor for the one-dimensional problem u_{tt} − αu_{xxt} − ∂_xϕ(u_x) + f(u) = g(x), x ∈ (0, 1), t > 0 in the phase space [H^2 ∩ H^1_0 ] × H^1_0 is established in [10] (under natural conditions on nonlinear terms, see also [7]) and the existence of an exponential attractor for that problem in the space [H^3 ∩ H^1_0 ] × H^1_0 can be found in [14]. However, even in that relatively simple 1D case, the well-posedness of the problem in the class of energy solutions was problematic (if ϕ^{′′} is not globally bounded).

The multi-dimensional case is essentially less understood. Some exception is only the case where the non-linearity ϕ has globally bounded second derivative ‖ϕ^{′′}(η)‖ ≤ C (and the non-linearity f satisfies the standard growth restrictions). The typical example of such non-linearity is

(1.8) ϕ(η) := √ 1 + |η|^2.

At that case the global existence and uniqueness is straightforward for any space dimension even in the class of energy solutions. Moreover, rewriting equation (1.1) in the form of

(1.9) ∂_tu(t)−γΔ_xu(t) = ∂_tu(0)−γΔ_xu(0)+ ∫_t 0 (∇_x ·ϕ^′(∇_xu(s))+Δ_xu(s)−f(u(s))+g) ds and treating it as a perturbation of a heat equation, one obtains the control of a W^{2,s}- norm of the solution u for some s > n which is sufficient to verify the global existence of classical (and even more regular) solutions, see [13, 31, 35, 49, 54] and references therein. Note however, that the trick with the integro-differential equation (1.9) works only for globally bounded ϕ^{′′} and gives the estimates which grow exponentially (or even doubly exponentially) in time which is not very helpful for the attractor theory.

In contrast to that, the well-posedness of problem (1.1) for the case of growing nonlinearities ϕ (satisfying (1.2) with p > 1) has been previously known only for the twodimensional case. For instance, the case Ω = R^2 with the non-linearity

ϕ(η) := Φ_1(η_1) + Φ_2(η_2),

where the functions ϕ_i := Φ^′_i have at most cubic growth is considered in [47], the case of spherically symmetric nonlinearity ϕ(η) = ϕ̃(|η|^2) with an arbitrary polynomial growth (in a bounded domain Ω ⊂ R^2 ) is studied in [21] and the case of spherically symmetric solutions in any space dimension is investigated in [19, 20]. But again, the proof of uniqueness used there requires the C^1-regularity of solutions whose existence is based on the analogue of the integro-differential equation (1.9) and, by this reason, the associated a priori estimates are divergent in time.

It also worth to mention here the theory of so-called small solutions (which is usual for quasi-linear hyperbolic equations). In particular, Kawashima and Shibata [34] proved global existence and stability of small smooth solutions of the initial boundary value problem for a quasilinear system of strongly damped wave equations of the form

A_0(U)u_{tt} + n∑ j=1 A_j (U)u_{xj t} − n∑ ij=1 A_{ij}(U)u_{xixj} = n∑ ij=1 B_{ij} (U)u_{xixj t}, U = (∇u, u_t, ∇u_t) in any space dimension (A_0(U), A_j (U) and A_{ij} (U) are assumed to satisfy some natural assumptions near U = 0; see also [16]), the analogous results for less regular solutions of the equation

(1.10) u_{tt} − ∇_x · ( ∇_xu √ 1 + |∇_xu|^2 ) − Δu_t − |u|^αu = 0, where α is a given positive number are established in [31].

Thus, to the best of our knowledge, the methods developed in the previous papers were insufficient for developing the attractor theory for the quasi-linear equation (1.1) in the multi-dimensional case and, by that reason, this problem has not been considered in the literature. However, a lot of related results for the simplified versions of equation (1.1) can be found: we would like to mention here the papers [5, 43, 44] devoted to global behavior of solutions of the so-called Kirchhoff equation with strongly damping term (an equation of the form (1.1) with ϕ(∇_xu) := Φ(‖∇_xu‖^2_{L2} )) and the papers [6, 48] devoted to the global behavior of solutions for the following operator differential equation in a Hilbert space H:

(1.11) u_{tt} + A_1u + A_2u_t + N^∗g(Nu) = h(t),

where A_1, A_2 and N are given linear operators and g(·) is a nonlinear operator. Note that, alhough our equation (1.1) can be considered as a particular case of (1.11) with A_1 = A_2 := −Δ_x and N := ∇_x, that choice of operators does not satisfy the assumptions of the aforementioned papers (in particular, the operator A^{−1/2}_2 N is not compact).

In the present paper, we give a comprehensive study of equation (1.1) in a 3D bounded domain with smooth boundary including the well-posedness of weak energy solutions, asymptotic compactness, existence and finite-dimensionality of global attractors, further regularity of solutions, etc. In particular, we present here a new method of verifying the uniqueness of energy solutions which allows us not only to treat the general case of equation (1.1), but also essentially improve the theory even in the semi-linear case ϕ ≡ 0 by removing the long-standing growth restriction for the non-linearity f. In order to avoid the additional technicalities, we pay the main attention to the most complicated case of growing non-linearities ϕ (with p ≥ 1) and, by this reason, we have written the additional term Δ_xu in equation (1.1) which automatically excludes the case of degenerate equations as well as the case of the non-linearity (1.8) and equation (1.10) (the most part of our results can be easily extended to the case of equation (1.10), but the additional accuracy related with the ”non-coercivity” of the non-linearity (1.8) is required).

The paper is organized as follows.

The well-posedness and dissipativity of weak energy solutions are studied in Section 2. We recall that the energy functional for equation (1.1) reads

(1.12) E(u, ∂_tu) := 1 2 ‖∂_tu‖^2_L2 + 1 2 ‖∇_xu‖^2_L2 + (ϕ(∇_xu), 1) + (F (u), 1) − (g, u),

where F (v) := ∫_v 0 f(z) dz and (·, ·) stands for the inner product in L^2(Ω) and, therefore, the natural choice of the energy phase space is the following one:

(1.13) E := [W^{1,p+1}_0 (Ω) ∩ L^{q+2}(Ω)] × L^2(Ω).

(here and below, we denote by W^{s,p}(Ω) the Sobolev space of distributions whose derivative up to order s belong to L^p(Ω)) and, by definition, a weak energy solution of equation (1.1) is a function

(1.14) u ∈ L^∞([0, T ], W^{1,p+1}_0 (Ω) ∩ L^{q+2}(Ω)) ∩ W^{1,∞}([0, T ], L^2(Ω)) ∩ W^{1,2}([0, T ], W^{1,2}(Ω))

which satisfyies the equation in the sense of distributions. We note that, as usual, the trajectory t → ξ_u(t) := (u(t), ∂_tu(t)) is weakly continuous with respect to t as the E-valued function. By this reason, the initial data at t = 0 is well-defined.

The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let the non-linearities ϕ and f satisfy assumptions (1.2) and (1.3) respectively. Then, for any ξ_u(0) ∈ E, problem (1.1) has a unique weak energy solution ξ_u(t) and this solution satisfies the dissipative estimate:

(1.15) ‖ξ_u(t)‖^2_E +

∫_{t+1} t ‖∇_x∂_tu(s)‖^2_L2 ds ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(0)‖^2_E )e^{−αt} + Q(‖g‖_L2 ) for some positive constant α and monotone function Q independent of u and t.

In a slight abuse of notations, we denote by ‖ξ_u(t)‖_E the following energy ”norm” in the space E:

‖ξ_u(t)‖^2_E := ‖∂_tu(t)‖^2_L2 + ‖∇_xu(t)‖^{p+1}_{Lp+1} + ‖u(t)‖^{q+2}_{Lq+2} .

Moreover, a number of important additional results, including the Lipschitz continuity with respect to the initial data (in a slightly weaker norm) and a partial smoothing property for the ∂_tu-component of the solution ξ_u(t) are obtained there.

The existence of a global attractor A for the semigroup S(t) associated with weak energy solutions of (1.1) is verified in Section 3 using the so-called method of l-trajectories. The attractor A attracts the images of bounded subsets in E only in the topology of slightly weaker space Ẽ := W^{1,2}_0 (Ω)×L^2(Ω) and has finite fractal dimension in Ẽ. This drawback is partially corrected below (in Section 5) where the attraction property in the initial phase space is verified for the semi-linear case ϕ ≡ 0 (and arbitrarily growing non-linearity f).

The so-called strong solutions of problem (1.1) are considered in Section 4. By definition, that solutions belong to the space

(1.16) E_1 := {u ∈ W^{2,2}(Ω) ∩ W^{1,2}_0 (Ω), ∂_tu ∈ W^{1,2}_0 (Ω), ∇_x(ϕ^′(∇_xu)) ∈ W^{−1,2}(Ω)}, for every t ≥ 0 (see Remark 4.5 below for more information about the structure of this space) and the ”norm” in that space is naturally defined by

‖ξ_u(t)‖^2_{E1} := ‖∂_tu(t)‖^2_H1 + ‖u(t)‖^2_W 2,2 + ‖∇_x(ϕ^′(∇_xu(t))‖^2_W −1,2 .

The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 hold and let, in addition, ξ_u(0) ∈ E_1. Then the associated weak energy solution of (1.1) is, in a fact, a strong solution and the following estimate holds:

(1.17) ‖ξ_u(t)‖_{E1} +

∫_{t+1} t ‖∂^2_t u(s)‖^2_L2 ds ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(0)‖_{E1} )e^{−αt} + Q(‖g‖_L2 )

for some positive constant α and monotone function Q independent of t.

The proof of that theorem is based on a combination of our new ”uniqueness technique” (which is now used for obtaining the proper estimates for ∂_tu) with the technique of [20] extended to the spherically non-symmetric case (which allows us to estimate the W^{2,2}- norm of the solution). As usual, that W^{2,2}-estimate is based on the multiplication of the equation (1.1) by Δ_xu (and works without any growth restrictions on p), however, in contrast to [20], we would prefer to use some kind of non-linear localization technique rather than direct estimates of the boundary terms arising after the integration by parts in the term (∇_x · ϕ^′(∇_xu), Δ_xu), see Lemma 4.1 for details.

In addition, the well-posedness and dissipativity of problem (1.1) for the critical growth exponent p = 4 for the non-linearity ϕ in the class of strong solutions are verified in that section.

However, we have to emphasize that the strong solutions are a priori not regular enough in order to prevent possible singularities of the gradient ∇_xu and to prove that ∇_xu ∈ C, so, the global existence and dissipativity of classical (and more regular) solutions remains an open problem here.

The asymptotic regularity of weak energy solutions and the existence of an exponential attractor of the semigroup S(t) associated with weak energy solutions are verified in Section 5. In particular, using the extension of the technique, developed in [46] to the quasi-linear case, we establish that the proper ball B in the space E_1 is an exponentially attracting set for the semigroup S(t), i.e., that, for any bounded set B ⊂ B ,

(1.18) dist~_E (S(t)B, B ) ≤ Q(‖B‖_E )e^{−αt},

where the positive constant α and monotone function Q are independent of B.

This result immediately implies that the above mentioned global attractor A consists of strong solutions and together with the results of Section 3 gives the existence of an exponential attractor M for the solution semigroup.

In addition, in the particular semilinear case ϕ ≡ 0, we prove the analogue of estimate (1.18) for the initial phase space E which gives the attraction property in the topology of the initial phase space as well. Thus, we have constructed the complete theory for the semi-linear case with arbitrary polynomial growth rate of the non-linearity f.

Finally, in the concluding Section 6, we discuss the applications of our technique to the related, but more simple equations, including the so-called Kirchhof equation, membrane equation, and the semilinear wave equation with structural damping.

It is also worth to note that, although only the case of a bounded domain Ω is considered in the paper, the result can be extended to the case of unbounded domains Ω. We will return to that question somewhere else.

2. Energy solutions: existence, uniqueness and dissipativity In this section, we start to study weak energy solutions of problem (1.1). The following standard theorem gives the solvability and dissipativity of the problem (1.1).

Theorem 2.1. Let the nonlinearities ϕ and f satisfy assumptions (1.2) and (1.3), g ∈ L^2(Ω) and ξ_u(0) ∈ E. Then, problem (1.1) possesses at least one weak energy solution ξ_u(t) which satisfies the following dissipative estimate:

(2.1) ‖ξ_u(t)‖^2_E +

∫_{t+1} t ‖∂_t∇_xu(s)‖^2_L2 ds ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(0)‖^2_E )e^{−βt} + Q(‖g‖_L2 ), where β is a positive constant and Q is a monotone function both independent of the initial data ξ_u(0).

Proof. Since the result of the theorem is more or less standard, we restrict ourselves by only formal derivation of estimate (2.1) which can be easily justified using, e.g., the Galerkin approximation method and the monotonicity arguments for passing to the limit in the quasi-linear term, see [4] for details.

Indeed, multiplying equation (1.1) by ∂_tu and integrating over x ∈ Ω, we arrive at

(2.2) d dt ( 1 2 ‖∂_tu‖^2_L2 + (ϕ(∇_xu), 1) + 1 2 ‖∇_xu‖^2_L2 + (F (u), 1) − (g, u) ) + γ‖∇_x∂_tu‖^2_L2 = 0.

Here F (u) := ∫_u 0 f(v) dv and (·, ·) stands for the usual inner product in L^2(Ω).

Multiplying equation (1.1) by αu, where α is a small positive number which will be fixed below, we obtain

(2.3) d dt (α γ 2 ‖∇_xu‖^2_L2 + α(∂_tu, u)) − α‖∂_tu‖^2+ + α‖∇_xu‖^2_L2 + α(ϕ^′(∇_xu), ∇_xu) + α(f(u), u) = α(g, u). Taking a sum of that two equations and denoting

E(ξ_u(t)):= 1 2 ‖∂_tu‖^2_L2 +(ϕ(∇_xu), 1)+ 1 2 ‖∇_xu‖^2_L2 +(F (u), 1)−(g, u)+α γ 2 ‖∇_xu‖^2_L2 +α(∂_tu, u), we deduce that d dt E(ξ_u(t))+γ‖∇_x∂_tu‖^2_L2 −α‖∂_tu‖^2_L2 +α‖∇_xu‖^2_L2 +α(ϕ^′(∇_xu), ∇_xu)+α(f(u), u) = α(g, u). We fix α be small enough that

(2.4) β(‖∂_tu‖^2_L2 + ‖∇_xu‖^{p+1}_{Lp+1} + ‖u‖^{q+1}_{Lq+1} ) − C(1 + ‖g‖^2_L2 ) ≤ ≤ E(ξ_u(t)) ≤ C(1 + ‖g‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_tu‖^2_L2 + ‖∇_xu‖^{p+1}_{Lp+1} + ‖u‖^{q+1}_{Lq+1} ) and that ‖∂_t∇_xu‖^2_{L2} ≥ 2α‖∂_tu‖^2_{L2} (it is possible to do due to our assumptions on ϕ and f, see (1.2) and (1.3)). Then, the last inequality gives d dt E(ξ_u(t)) + δE(ξ_u(t)) + δ‖∂_t∇_xu‖^2_L2 ≤ C(1 + ‖g‖^2_L2 ) for some positive constants δ and C. Applying the Gronwall inequality to this estimate and using (2.4), we arrive at the desired estimate (2.1) and finish the proof of the theorem. □ Note that the growth restriction p < 5 is nowhere used in the proof of Theorem 2.1 and, therefore, that result holds for arbitrary growth p. In contrast to that, the next uniqueness result essentially uses this growth restriction.

Theorem 2.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 hold. Then, the energy solution of problem (1.1) is unique. Moreover, for every two energy solutions u_1(t) and u_2(t) (with different initial data), the following Lipschitz continuity in a weaker space holds: (2.5) ‖∂_tv(t)‖^2_H−1 + ‖v(t)‖^2_H1 ≤ Ce^{Kt}(‖∂_tv(0)‖^2_H−1 + ‖v(0)‖^2_H1 ), where v(t) := u_1(t) − u_2(t) and the constants C and K depend only on the E-norms of the initial data.

Proof. Indeed, the function v(t) solves

(2.6) { ∂^2_t v − γ∂_tΔ_xv − Δ_xv + [f(u_1) − f(u_2)] = ∇_x(ϕ^′(∇_xu_1) − ϕ^′(∇_xu_2)), v | |_{∂Ω} = 0, v(0) = u_1(0) − u_2(0), ∂_tv(0)) = ∂_tu_1(0) − ∂_tu_2(0).

In order to estimate the non-linear terms in that equation, we need the following lemma. Lemma 2.3. (see for instance [15] or [55]) If the function ϕ satisfies conditions (1.2) then there exist a constant δ > 0 such that (2.7) [ϕ^′(η_1) − ϕ^′(η_2)] · [η_1 − η_2] ≥ δ (|η_1| + |η_2|)^{p−1} |η_1 − η_2|^2, ∀η_1, η_2 ∈ R^3 .

Thus, due to our assumptions on f and Lemma 2.3, [f(u_1) − f(u_2)].(u_1 − u_2) ≥ −C|v|^2 + d_0(|u_1|^q + |u_2|^q)|v|^2, for some positive d_0. Analogously, for the function ϕ^′, we have (ϕ^′(∇_xu_1) − ϕ^′(∇_xu_2), ∇_xv) ≥ d_0((|u_1| + |u_2|)^{p−1}, |v|^2).

Multiplying equation (2.6) by v, integrating over x ∈ Ω (it is not difficult to check that all of the integrals have sense; as usual, the regularity of the energy solution is sufficient for multiplication of the equation by u, but not for ∂_tu) and using the above estimates for the functions f and ϕ, we will have (2.8) ∂_t [γ 2 ‖∇_xv‖^2_L2 + (v, ∂_tv) ] + d_0((|∇_xu_1| + |∇_xu_2|)^{p−1} + 1, |∇_xv|^2)+ + d_0((|u_1| + |u_2|)^q, |v|^2) ≤ C‖v‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 for some positive d_0.

In order to control the term with ∂_tv in the right-hand side of (2.8), we multiply equation (2.6) by (−Δ_x)^{−1}∂_tv and integrate over x ∈ Ω (again, all of the integrals will have sense). Then, we have (2.9) ∂_t(‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 + ‖v‖^2_L2 ) + 2γ‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 ≤

≤ 2(|f(u_1) − f(u_2)|, |(−Δ_x)^{−1}∂_tv|) + 2(|ϕ^′(∇_xu_1) − ϕ^′(∇_xu_2)|, |∇_x(−Δ_x)^{−1}∂_tv|). Using the growth assumptions on f and the embedding W^{2,2−s}(Ω) ⊂ C(Ω), s ∈ [0,^1_2 ), the first term in the right-hand side of (2.9) can be estimated as follows: (2.10) (|f(u_1) − f(u_2)|, |(−Δ_x)^{−1}∂_tv|) ≤ ε‖f(u_1) − f(u_2)‖^2_L1 + C_ε‖∂_tv‖^2_H−s ≤ ≤ ε((|u_1| + |u_2|)^q, |v|)^2 + ε‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 + C_ε‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 ≤ ≤ ε(‖u_1|^q + |u_2|^q, 1)(|u_1|^q + |u_2|^q, |v|^2) + ε‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 + C_ε‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 ≤ ≤ ε(‖ξ_{u1} ‖_E + ‖ξ_{u2} ‖_E )^q((|u_1| + |u_2|)^q, |v|^2) + ε‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 + C_ε‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 , where ε > 0 is arbitrary.

Analogously, using the growth restriction p+1 < 6, together with the Hölder inequality and the interpolation

‖∇_x(−Δ_x)^{−1}∂_tv‖^2_Lp+1 ≤ ε‖∇_x(−Δ_x)^{−1}∂_tv‖^2_H1 + + C_ε‖∇_x(−Δ_x)^{−1}∂_tv‖^2_L2 = ε‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 + C_ε‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 , one can estimate the second term in the right-hand side of (2.9) as follows: (2.11) (|ϕ^′(∇_xu_1) − ϕ^′(∇_xu_2)|, |∇_x(−Δ_x)^{−1}∂_tv|) ≤ ≤ ε‖ϕ(∇_xu_1) − ϕ(∇_xu_2)‖^2_{L(p+1)/p} + ε‖∇_x(−Δ_x)^{−1}∂_tv‖^2_Lp+1 ≤ ≤ ε((|∇_xu_1| + |∇_xu_2|)^{(p2−1)/p}, |∇_xv|^{(p+1)/p})^{2p/(p+1)} + ε‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 + C_ε‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 ≤ ε((|∇_xu_1| + |∇_xu_2|)^{p+1}, 1)^{(p−1)/(p+1)}((|∇_xu_1| + |∇_xu_2|)^{p−1}, |∇_xv|^2) + ε‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 + C_ε‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 ≤ ε(‖ξ_{u1} ‖_E + ‖ξ_{u2} ‖_E )^{p−1}((|∇_xu_1| + |∇_xu_2|)^{p−1}, |∇_xv|^2) + ε‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 + C_ε‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 , where ε > 0 is again arbitrary.

Inserting estimates (2.10) and (2.11) into the right-hand side of (2.9), taking a sum with estimate (2.8) multiplied by^2_γ , using the energy estimate (2.1) for estimating the E-norms of ξ_{ui} and fixing ε > 0 small enough, we finally deduce that

(2.12) ∂_t [ γ 2 ‖∇_xv‖^2_L2 + (∂_tv, v) + 2 γ (‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 + ‖v‖^2_L2 ) ] + + 2β(‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 + ‖∇_xv‖^2_L2 ) ≤ C(‖v‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 ), where the constant C depends on the E-norms of ξ_{u1} (0) and ξ_{u2} (0). Moreover, obviously, the function (2.13) E_{−1}(v) := γ 2 ‖∇_xv‖^2_L2 + (∂_tv, v) + 2 γ (‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 + ‖v‖^2_L2 ) satisfies (2.14) κ_1(‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 + ‖∇_xv‖^2_H1 ) ≤ E_{−1}(v) ≤ κ_2(‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 + ‖∇_xv‖^2_H1 ) for some positive κ_i. Applying the Gronwall inequality to (2.12), we see that (2.15) ‖∂_tv(t)‖^2_H−1 + ‖v(t)‖^2_H1 ≤ Ce^{Kt}(‖∂_tv(0)‖^2_H−1 + ‖v(0)‖^2_H1 ) and the uniqueness holds. □ Thus, for every ξ_u(0) ∈ E, there exists a unique weak solution ξ_u(t) of problem (1.1) and, therefore, the solution semigroup (2.16) S(t) : E → E, S(t)ξ_u(0) := ξ_u(t), t ≥ 0 is well-defined in the energy space E. Moreover, as the proved theorem shows, this semigroup is Lipschitz continuous in the weaker space E_{−1} := H^1_0 (Ω) ∩ H^{−1}(Ω): (2.17) ‖S(t)ξ_1 − S(t)ξ_2‖_{E−1} ≤ Ce^{Kt}‖ξ_1 − ξ_2‖_{E−1} , where the constants C and K depend on the E-norms of ξ_1 and ξ_2. We will essentially use below this weak Lipschitz continuity in order to prove the finite-dimensionality of the global attractor.

Our next task is to establish some partial smoothing property of the constructed semigroup S(t). We start with the case where the ∂_tu-component of the initial data is more regular.

Proposition 2.4. Let the assumptions of Theorem 2.2 be satisfied and let the initial data ξ_u(0) be such that (2.18) ∂_tu(0) ∈ H^1_0 (Ω), ∂^2_t u(0) := γ∂_tΔ_xu(0)+ + Δ_xu(0) + ∇_xϕ^′(∇_xu(0)) − f(u(0)) + g ∈ H^{−1}(Ω).

Then, the function v(t) := ∂_tu(t) is such that ξ_v(t) ∈ E_{−1} for every t ≥ 0 and the following estimate holds:

(2.19) ‖ξ_v(t)‖^2_{E−1} +

∫_{t+1} t ‖∂_tv(s)‖^2_L2 ds ≤ Q(‖ξ_v(0)‖_{E−1} + ‖ξ_u(0)‖_E )e^{−γt} + Q(‖g‖_L2 ), where the positive constant C and monotone function Q are independent of t and u. Proof. As in the proof of the Theorem 2.1, we give below only formal derivation of the estimate (2.19) which can be justified, e.g., by the Galerkin approximation method.

Indeed, the function v(t) solves (2.20) ∂^2_t v − γ∂_tΔ_xv − Δ_xv + f^′(u)v = ∇_x(ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)∇_xv), ξ_v(0) ∈ E_{−1} which is of the form (2.6). By this reason, multiplying this equation by the function v(t) +^2_γ (−Δ_x)^{−1}∂_tv(t) and arguing exactly as in the derivation of (2.12), we end up with the following inequality:

(2.21) ∂_tE_{−1}(v(t)) + βE_{−1}(v(t))+ + β(‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 + ‖∇_xv‖^2_L2 ) ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(t)‖_E )(‖v(t)‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_tv(t)‖^2_H−1 ), where β > 0 is a fixed constant, Q is a given monotone function and the functional E_{−1}(v) is given by (2.13). Moreover, using the embedding L^1 ⊂ H^{−2} and expressing ∂^2_t u from equation (1.1), we have (2.22) ‖∂_tv(t)‖_H−3 ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(t)‖_E ) + ‖g‖_L2 for some monotone function Q. Indeed, taking the inner product of equation (2.13) with arbitrary test function φ ∈ H^3 = D((−Δ_x)^{3/2}), we have (∂^2_t u, φ) = γ(∂_tv, Δ_xφ) + (v, Δ_xφ) − (ϕ^′(∇_xu), ∇_xφ) − (f(u), φ) + (g, φ). Using now that the L^1-norms of f(u) and φ^′(∇_xu) are controlled by the energy norm and the fact that H^2 ⊂ L^∞, we deduce estimate (2.22).

This estimate, together with the interpolation inequality (2.23) ‖∂_tv(t)‖_H−1 ≤ C‖∂_tv(t)‖^{1/3}_{H−3} ‖∂_tv(t)‖^{2/3}_{L2} , allows us to control the right-hand side of (2.21)

(2.24) ∂_tE_{−1}(v(t)) + βE_{−1}(v(t)) + 1 2 β(‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 + ‖∇_xv‖^2_L2 ) ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(t)‖_E )

for some new monotone function Q. Applying the Gronwall inequality to this relation and using (2.1) to control the right-hand side, we derive the required estimate (2.19) and finish the proof of the proposition. □ Finally, the next proposition shows that the ∂_tu-component of the energy solution becomes more regular for t > 0 (in a complete agreement with the semi-linear case, see [46]).

Proposition 2.5. Let the assumptions of Theorem 2.2 holds and let u(t) be a weak energy solution of equation (1.1). Denote v(t) := ∂_tu(t). Then, ξ_v(t) ∈ E_{−1} for any t > 0 and the following estimate holds:

(2.25) ‖∂_tu(t)‖^2_H1 + ‖∂^2_t u(t))‖^2_H−1 +

∫_{t+1} t ‖∂^2_t u(s)‖^2_L2 ds ≤ ≤ 1 + t^N t^N Q(‖ξ_u(0)‖_E )e^{−βt} + Q(‖g‖_L2 ), where N > 0, β > 0 are some constants and Q is a monotone function which are independent of t and u.

Proof. Indeed, due to estimate (2.19), we only need to verify (2.25) for t ∈ (0, 1]. Let us multiply estimate (2.24) by t^3. Then, after the evident transformations, we get

(2.26) ∂_t(t^3‖ξ_v(t)‖^2_{E−1} ) + β(t^3‖v(t)‖^2_H1 + t^3‖∂_tv(t)‖^2_L2 ) ≤ ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(t)‖_E )(1 + ‖∂_t∇_xu(t)‖^2_L2 ) + Ct^2‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 , t ∈ [0, 1], for some new monotone function Q and a constant C. We see that all terms in the righthand side except the last one are under the control due to the energy estimate (2.1). In order to estimate this term, we use the interpolation inequality (2.23) and the Young inequality as follows:

t^2‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 ≤ Ct^2‖∂_tv‖^{4/3}_{L2} ‖∂_tv‖^{2/3}_{H−3} ≤ εt^3‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 + C^3ε^{−2}‖∂^2_t u‖^2_H−3 , where ε > 0 is small enough. Inserting this estimate into the right-hand side of (2.26), integrating it over t and using (2.1) and (2.22), we arrive at estimate (2.25) (recall that t ∈ (0, 1]) and finish the proof of the proposition. □

3. Weak global attractor and finite-dimensionality

In this section, we will construct the global attractor for the semigroup S(t) generated by weak energy solutions of (1.1) and prove that it has finite fractal dimension. Unfortunately, we are not able to construct the global attractor in a strong topology of E, but only in the weaker topology of E_{−1}.

Namely, a set A ⊂ E is a weak global attractor of the solution semigroup S(t) : E → E generated by equation (1.1) (the so-called (E, E_{−1})-attractor in the terminology of Babin and Vishik, see [4]) if

1) The set A is bounded in E and compact in E_{−1}. 2) It is strictly invariant: S(t)A = A, t ≥ 0.

3) The set A attracts the images of bounded in E sets in the topology of E_{−1}, i.e., for every bounded in E set B and every neighborhood O(A) of A in E_{−1}, there is a time T = T (B, O) such that S(t)B ⊂ O(A), t ≥ T. The following theorem which establishes the existence of such an attractor for semigroup (2.16) is the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 be satisfied. Then, the solution semigroup S(t) generated by equation (1.1) in the phase space E possesses a weak global attractor A in the above sense. The attractor A consists of all complete bounded trajectories of equation (1.1):

(3.1) A = K | |_{t=0}, where K ⊂ L^∞(R, E) is a set of all solutions ξ_u(t) of equation (1.1) which are defined for all t ∈ R and bounded: ‖ξ_u(t)‖_E ≤ C_u, t ∈ R.

Moreover, the attractor A has finite fractal dimension in E_{−1}:

(3.2) dim_F (A, E_{−1}) ≤ C < ∞.

Proof. We first note that, due to the dissipative estimate (2.1), the ball B_R := {ξ ∈ E, ‖ξ‖_E ≤ R} is an absorbing ball for the solution semigroup {S(t), t ≥ 0} associated with equation (1.1) if R is large enough. Moreover, the same estimate guarantees also that the set

B_R := [ ∪_{t≥0} B_R ] E_{−1} , where [·]_V denotes the closure in the space V , will be bounded and closed in E absorbing set satisfying the additional semi-invariance property

(3.3) S(t)B_R ⊂ B_R.

Thus, it is sufficient to construct the global attractor A for the semigroup S(t) acting on B_R only. In order to do that, we need to refine estimate (2.12).

Lemma 3.2. Let ξ_{u1} (t) and ξ_{u2} (t) be two trajectories of the semigroup S(t) starting from the absorbing set B_u and let v(t) := u_1(t) − u_2(t). Then, the following estimate holds:

(3.4) ‖ξ_v(t)‖^2_{E−1} + ∫_t s ‖∂^2_t v(τ)‖^2_H−3 dτ ≤ ≤ Ce^{−κ(t−s)}‖ξ_v(s)‖^2_{E−1} + C ∫_t s (‖v(τ)‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_tv(τ)‖^2_H−2 ) dτ, where the positive constants C and κ are independent of u_1 and u_2 and t ≥ s ≥ 0. Proof. Indeed, function v(t) solves equation (2.6) and, arguing exactly as in the proof of Theorem 2.2, we verify that estimate (2.12) holds with the constant C independent of the choice of ξ_{u1} (0), ξ_{u2} (0) ∈ E. Using now estimate (2.14) together with the interpolation inequality, we infer from (2.12) and (2.8) that

(3.5) d dt E_{−1}(v(t)) + κE_{−1}(v(t)) + κ(ϕ^′(∇_xu_1(t)) − ϕ^′(∇_xu_2(t)), ∇_xv(t))+ + κ(|f(u_1(t)) − f(u_2(t))|, |v(t)|) ≤ C(‖v(t)‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_tv(t)‖^2_H−2 ), where κ and C are fixed positive constants independent of v. Applying the Gronwall inequality and using (2.13) again, we get

(3.6) ‖ξ_v(t)‖^2_{E−1} + ∫_t s (ϕ^′(∇_xu_1(τ)) − ϕ^′(∇_xu_2(τ)), ∇_xv(τ))+ + κ(|f(u_1(τ)) − f(u_2(τ))|, |v(τ)|) dτ ≤ ≤ C_1e^{−κ(t−s)}‖ξ_v(s)‖^2_{E−1} + C_1 ∫_t s (‖v(τ)‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_tv(τ)‖^2_H−2 ) dτ, where κ and C_1 are independent of v and t ≥ s ≥ 0.

Furthermore, arguing exactly as in (2.10) and (2.11), we see that (3.7) ‖ϕ^′(∇_xu_1) − ϕ^′(∇_xu_2)‖^2_L1 + ‖f(u_1) − f(u_2)‖^2_L1 ≤ ≤ C(ϕ(u_1(t)) − ϕ(u_2(t)), ∇_xv(t)) + C(|f(u_1(t)) − f(u_2(t))|, |v(t)). Using equation (2.6) in order to express the value of ∂^2_t v together with (3.6), (3.7) and the embedding L^1 ⊂ H^{−2}, we deduce the desired estimate (3.4) and finish the proof of the lemma. □ The proved estimate (3.4) is the key technical tool for the so-called method of ltrajectories, see [39]. Indeed, let L be a sufficiently large number which will be fixed below and let

(3.8) { H_1 := L^2([0, L], H^1_0 (Ω)) ∩ H^1([0, L], H^{−1}(Ω)) ∩ H^2([0, L], H^{−3}), H := L^2([0, L], L^2(Ω)) ∩ H^1([0, L], H^{−2}).

Then, evidently, the space H_1 is compactly embedded to H. Introduce now the lifting operator T_L : B_R → H_1, T_L ξ := u(·), where u is an L-piece of the trajectory starting from ξ ∈ B_R. Let also B^{tr} := T_LB_R. Then, the map T_L : B_R → B^{tr} is one-to-one and we can consider the lift of the solution semigroup {S(t), t ≥ 0} to the L-trajectory phase space:

(3.9) S(t) : B^{tr} → B^{tr} , S(t) := T_L ∘ S(t) ∘ T^{−1}_L

The idea is now to verify the existence of the global attractor A of the L-trajectory semigroup S(t) (more precisely, of the discrete semigroup generated by the map S(L)) in the space B^{tr} instead of studying the initial semigroup S(t). Indeed, although the map T^{−1}_L : B^{tr} → B_h is not continuous, it is not difficult to check that the map T^{−1}_L ∘ S(L) is even Lipschitz continuous. To this end, we need to write estimate (2.17) in the form ‖ξ_v(L)‖^2_{E−1} ≤ Ce^{K(L−s)}‖ξ_v(s)‖^2_{E−1} and integrate it over s ∈ [0, L]. By this reason, it is really sufficient to prove the existence of a finite-dimensional attractor A for the discrete semigroup generated by the map S(L) only. The desired finite-dimensional global attractor A of the initial semigroup can be found then via A = T^{−1}_L ∘ S(L)A and the description (3.1) is a standard corollary of the attractor’s existence, see [4].

Finally, for proving the attractor existence for the map S(L), we note that the basic estimate (3.4) implies the following version of the squeezing property for the map S(L):

(3.10) ‖S(L)ξ_1 − S(L)ξ_2‖^2_{H1} ≤

C_1 L ‖ξ_1 − ξ_2‖^2_{H1} + C_L(‖ξ_1 − ξ_2‖^2_H + ‖S(L)ξ_1 − S(L)ξ_2‖^2_H),

where ξ_1, ξ_2 ∈ B^{tr} and the constant C_1 is independent of L. Indeed, integrating estimate (3.4) over s ∈ [0, L], and fixing t ∈ [L, 2L], we get L ∫_{2L} L ‖∂^2_t v(τ)‖^2_H−3 d τ ≤ Ce^{−κL}‖v(·)‖^2_{H1} + CL ∫_{2L} 0 (‖v(τ)‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_tv(τ)‖^2_H−2 ) dτ and L‖ξ_v(t)‖^2_E −1 ≤ Ce^{−κ(t−L)}‖v(·)‖^2_{H1} + CL ∫_{2L} 0 (‖v(τ)‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_tv(τ)‖^2_H−2 ) dτ. Integrating the last estimate over t ∈ [L, 2L] and using the previous one, we deduce (3.10).

Fix now L in such way that α :=^{C1}_L < 1. Then, the smoothing property (3.10) together with the obvious Lipschitz continuity of the map S(L): ‖S(L)ξ_1 − S(L)ξ_2‖_{H1} ≤ Ce^{KL}‖ξ_1 − ξ_2‖_{H1} , ξ_i ∈ B^{tr} (which is also an immediate corollary of (3.4)), imply in a standard way the existence of the global attractor for the map S(L) and it’s finite-dimensionality in the space H_1, see [39] (and also [56, 18]). Theorem 3.1 is proved. □

Remark 3.3. Note that, usually, the above described method of L-trajectories gives not only the existence of a global attractor, but also of the exponential attractor for the solution semigroup S(t). However, in our case E_{−1} is not compactly embedded in E and an energy solution is not Hölder continuous in time. This obstacle does not allow to pass from the exponential attractor for the discrete map S(L) (which is factually constructed by the L-trajectory technique) to the desired exponential attractor of the continuous semigroup

S(t). We will overcome this obstacle below using the additional smoothness of the global attractor.

Remark 3.4. The space E_{−1} := H^1_0 (Ω) × H^{−1}(Ω) in Theorem 3.1 can be replaced by the better one Ẽ := H^1_0 (Ω) × L^2(Ω). Indeed, due to Proposition 2.5, we know that ∂_tu(t) ∈ H^1_0 (Ω) for t ≥ 0. Using this fact and the proper interpolation inequality, we obtain the following Hölder continuity:

‖S(1)ξ_1 − S(1)ξ_2‖~_E ≤ C‖ξ_1 − ξ_2‖^{1/2}_{E−1} , ξ_1, ξ_2 ∈ B_R

which immediately gives that result. However, we do not know how to prove that the attractor A attracts bounded sets in a strong topology of the phase space E. For the particular semilinear case (ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu) = const and f(u) with an arbitrary growth rate) this result is established in Section 5.

4. Strong solutions: a priori estimates, existence and dissipativity

This section is devoted to strong solutions of equation (1.1). We start with the formal derivation of a dissipative estimate in the space E_1 which will be justified below. To this end, it is convenient to relax slightly our assumptions on the non-linearity ϕ (we are planning to prove the existence of a strong solution by approximating the growing nonlinearities by the non-growing ones and, by this reason, we need to allow the non-growing non-linearities). Namely, we replace our assumptions on ϕ by

(4.1) 1) κ_1|ϕ^{′′}(v)| · |w|^2 ≤ ϕ^{′′}(v)w.w ≤ κ_2(1 + |ϕ^{′′}(v))|) · |w|^2, w ∈ R^3 , 2) |ϕ^{′′}(v)| · |v|^2 ≤ C(1 + ϕ(v)), 3) ϕ(v) ≤ C(1 + ϕ^′(v).v), 4) |ϕ^′(v)| ≤ C(1 + ϕ(v))^{1/2}|ϕ^{′′}(v)|^{1/2}.

Since we do not have now any growth restrictions on ϕ, we need to modify the energy norm:

‖ξ_u‖^2_{Eϕ} := ‖∂_tu‖^2_L2 + ‖∇_xu‖^2_L2 + ‖u‖^{q+2}_{Lq+2} + ‖ϕ(∇_xu)‖_L1 .

The next lemma gives the formal dissipative estimate for the H^2-norm of a strong solution u. Lemma 4.1. Let the above asumptions hold and let u be a sufficiently regular solution of problem (1.1). Then, the following estimate holds:

(4.2) ‖u(t)‖^2_W 2,2 +

∫_{t+1} t (|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)|, |D^2_xu(s)|^2) ds ≤ ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(0)‖_{Eϕ} + ‖u(0)‖_W 2,2 )e^{−βt} + Q(‖g‖_L2 ), where D^2_xu means a collection of all second derivatives ∂_{xi} ∂_{xj} u of the function u) and the monotone function Q and the exponent β > 0 depend only on the constants κ_i and from (4.1) (and independent of the concrete choice of ϕ satisfying these conditions).

Proof. The key idea here is to multiply (analogously to the semi-linear case, see e.g., [46, 33]) the equation (1.1) by Δ_xu and the main difficulty is the quasi-linear term. In the case of periodic boundary conditions not any additional problems arise, since (4.3) ∑ i (∇_xϕ^′(∇_xu), ∂^2_{xi} u) = ∑ i,j (∂_{xi} ϕ^′_j(∇_xu), ∂_{xi} ∂_{xj} u) = = ∑ i (ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)∂_{xi} ∇_xu, ∂_{xi} ∇_xu) ≥ κ(|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)|, |D^2_xu|^2), where we have used the first inequality of (4.1). However, this does not work directly for the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions due to the appearance of uncontrollable boundary terms under the integration by parts.

In order to overcome this difficulty, we will use some kind of localization technique. First, we deduce the H^2-estimate inside of the domain Ω. To this end, we multiply equation (1.1) by ∇_x(θ(x)∇_xu) where θ(x) is a cut-off function which equals zero near the boundary and one in the δ-interior of the domain Ω and satisfies the inequality |θ^{′′}(x)| + |θ^′(x)| ≤ C[θ(x)]^{1/2}. Then, analogously to (4.3), we will have (4.4) (∇_xϕ^′(∇_xu), ∇_x(θ∇_xu)) = ∑ i,j (∂_{xi} ϕ^′_j (∇_xu)), ∂_{xi} (θ∂_{xj} u)) ≥ ≥ κ(θ|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)|, |D^2_xu|^2) − C(|ϕ^′(∇_xu)|, (|θ^{′′}| + |θ^′|)|D^2_xu|) ≥ ≥ 1/2κ(θ|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)|, |D^2u|^2) − C_1(1 + ‖ϕ(∇_xu)‖_L1 ). Here we have used assumption (4.1)(4) and the following estimate (4.5) (|ϕ^′(∇_xu)|, (|θ^{′′}| + |θ^′|)|w|) = = (|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xv)|^{−1/2}|ϕ^′(∇_xu)|, (|θ^{′′}| + |θ^′|)|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)|^{1/2} · |w|) ≤ ≤ (|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)|^{−1} · |ϕ^′(∇_xu)|^2, 1)^{1/2}((|θ^{′′}|^2 + |θ^′|^2)|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)|, |w|^2)^{1/2} ≤ ≤ 1/2κ(θ|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)|, |w|^2) + C(1 + ‖ϕ(∇_xu)‖_L1 ). The other terms are much simpler to estimate. For instance, due to the quasi-monotonicity assumption f^′(u) ≥ −K, the other nonlinear term factually disappears −(f(u), ∇_x(θ∇_xu)) = (θf^′(u)∇_xu, ∇_xu) ≥ −K‖∇_xu‖^2_L2 and the linear terms can be estimated as follows: (4.6) (∂_tΔ_xu, ∇_x(θ∇_xu)) = 1 2 ∂_t(θ, |Δ_xu|^2) − (∂_t∇_xu, ∇_x(θ^′∇_xu) ≥ ≥ 1 2 ∂_t(θ, |Δ_xu|^2) − C_ε‖∂_t∇_xu‖^2 − ε(θ, |Δ_xu|^2) − C‖∇_xu‖^2_L2 and (4.7) − (∂^2_t u, ∇_x(θ∇_xu)) = (∂^2_t ∇_xu, θ∇_xu) = ∂_t(∂_t∇_xu, θ∇_xu)− − (θ∂_t∇_xu, ∂_t∇_xu) ≥ −∂_t(∂_tu, ∇_x(θ∇_xu)) − C‖∂_t∇_xu‖^2.

Thus, combining the above estimates, we arrive at

(4.8) d dt [ γ 2 (θ, |Δ_xu|^2) − (∂_tu, ∇_x(θ(∇_xu))] + [(θ, |Δ_xu|^2) − (∂_tu, ∇_x(θ(∇_xu))]+ + 1 2 κ(θ|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)|, |D^2_xu|^2) ≤ C(1 + ‖ϕ(∇_xu)‖_L1 + ‖∂_t∇_xu‖^2_L2 + ‖∇_xu‖^2_L2 ). Applying the Gronwall inequality to this relation and using the following analog of the dissipative estimate (2.1)

(4.9) ‖∂_tu(t)‖^2_L2 + ‖u(t)‖^2_H2 + ‖ϕ(∇_xu(t))‖_L1 + ‖u(t)‖^{q+2}_{Lq+2} +

∫_{t+1} t ‖∂_t∇_xu(s)‖^2_L2 ds ≤ ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(0)‖_{Eϕ} )e^{−γt} + C(1 + ‖g‖^2_L2 )

in order to control the right-hand side of (4.8), we deduce the required H^2-estimate inside of the domain Ω:

(4.10) ‖θu(t)‖^2_W 2,2 +

∫_{t+1} t (θ|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)|, |D^2_xu(s)|^2) ds ≤ ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(0)‖_{Eϕ} + ‖u(0)‖_W 2,2 )e^{−βt} + Q(‖g‖_L2 ). At the next step, we consider the neighborhood of the boundary ∂Ω. To this end, we extend the tangent (τ_1 = (τ^1_1 , τ^2_2 , τ^3_1 ) and τ_2 = (τ^1_2 , τ^2_2 , τ^3_2 )) and normal (n = (n^1, n^2, n^3)) vector fields from the boundary ∂Ω inside of the domain Ω in such way that the basis (τ_1(x), τ_2(x), n(x)) will be orthonormal at least in a small neighborhood of the boundary (being pedantic, in a small neighborhood of an arbitrarily fixed point x_0 ∈ ∂Ω; outside of this neighborhood, the above vector fields should be cutted off using, e.g., the scalar cutoff multiplier θ(x)). Let ∂_{τi} :=

∑_3 j=1 τ^j_i (x)∂_{xj} and ∂_n :=

∑_3 j=1 n^j(x)∂_{xj} be the associated differential operators. Let also ∂^∗_{τi} , i = 1, 2, be the formally adjoint (in L^2(Ω)) differential operators, i.e.,

(∂^∗_{τi} v)(x) := − 3∑ j=1 ∂_{xj} (τ^j_i (x)v(x)). We now multiply the equation by the term −∂^∗_{τi} ∂_{τi} u = ∑ j,k ∂_{xk} (τ^k_i (x)τ^j_i (x)∂_{xj} u).

Then, since D_τ u | ∂Ω = 0 (here and below, D_τ stands for the one of tangent derivatives ∂_{τ1} or ∂_{τ2} ), we do not have any boundary terms under the integrating by parts in the quasi-linear term. Moreover, we also have |∂_{τi} ∇_xF − ∇_x∂_{τi} F | ≤ C|∇_xF |.

By this reason, analogously to (4.4) and (4.5), we can estimate the quasi-linear term by (4.11) − (∇_xϕ^′(∇_xu), D^∗_τ D_τ u) = −(D_τ ∇_xϕ^′(∇_xu), D_τ u) ≥ ≥ −(∇_xD_τ ϕ^′(∇_xu), D_τ u) − C(|ϕ^′(∇_xu)|, |∇_xD_τ u|) = = (D_τ ϕ^′(∇_xu), ∇_xD_τ u) − C(|ϕ^′(∇_xu)|, |∇_xD_τ u|) ≥ ≥ κ(|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)|, |∇_xD_τ u|^2)− − C(|ϕ^′(∇_xu)|, |∇_xD_τ u|) ≥ 1/2κ(|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)|, |∇_xD_τ u|^2) − C_1(1 + ‖ϕ(∇_xu)‖_L1 ). The linear terms are easier to estimate, in particular, −(∂_tΔ_xu, D^∗_τ D_τ u) ≥ 1 2 d dt ‖∇_xD_τ ‖^2_L2 − C‖∂_t∇_xu‖_L2 ‖∇_xD_τ u‖_L2 . Then, arguing exactly as in the derivation of (4.10), we obtain the control of second derivatives of u in tangential directions:

(4.12) ‖∇_xD_τ u(t)‖^2_L2 +

∫_{t+1} t (|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu(s))|, |∇_xD_τ u(s)|^2, ) ds ≤ ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(0)‖_{Eϕ} + ‖u(0)‖_W 2,2 )e^{−βt} + Q(‖g‖_L2 ). Thus, we only need to estimate the second normal derivatives. To this end, we multiply the equation (1.1) by Δ_xu and, instead of integrating by parts in the quasi-linear term, will now use the fact that all of the second derivatives except of ∂^2_nu are already under the control (due to (4.12) and (4.10)). More precisely, let n := τ_3 and ∂_{xi} = A_{ik}(x)∂_{τk} , i, k = 1, 2, 3. Then, since the vector fields (τ_1, τ_2, n) are orthonormal (at least near the boundary), we may conclude that |Δ_xu − ∂^2_nu| ≤ C(|∇_xD_τ |^2 + |∇_xu|^2 + |u|^2 + |θD^2_xu|^2), where θ is the cut-off function defined above. Moreover, analogously |∇_xϕ^′(∇_xu) − ( ∑ ij ϕ^{′′}_{ij}(∇_xu)A_{i3}A_{j3})∂^2_nu| ≤ C(|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)| · |∇_xD_τ u|^2+ + θ|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)| · |D^2_xu|^2 + |ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)| · |∇_xu|^2) and, due to (4.1)(1) ∑ ij ϕ^{′′}_{ij}(∇_xu)A_{i3}A_{j3} ≥ κ|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)| (at least in the small neighborhood of the boundary). Using that estimates, we finally infer (4.13) (∇_xϕ^′(∇_xu), Δ_xu) ≥ κ(|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)|, |∂^2_nu|^2) − C(|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)|, |∇_xD_τ u|^2)− − C(1 + ‖ϕ(∇_xu)‖_L1 ) − C(θ|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu)|, |D^2_xu|^2).

Using now estimates (4.12) and (4.10) together with (4.9) in order to control the subordinated terms, we get

‖Δ_xu(t)‖^2_L2 +

∫_{t+1} t (|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu(s))|, |∂^2_nu(s)|^2) ds ≤ ≤ Q(‖Δ_xu(0)‖_L2 + ‖ξ_u(0)‖_{Eϕ} )e^{−βt} + C(1 + ‖g‖^2_L2 )

which together with (4.12) and (4.10) give the desired estimate (4.2) and finish the proof of the lemma. □

We are now ready to prove the existence of H^2-solutions. In contrast to the previous section, the Galerkin method seems not applicable here since the multiplication of the equation by ∂^∗_τ ∂_τ u will be problematic on the level of Galerkin approximations. By this reason, we will proceed in an alternative way approximating the non-linearity ϕ by the sequence ϕ_n such that ϕ^{′′}_n are globally bounded. For this reason, we needed the modified assumptions (4.1). We formulate the main result of this section in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let the nonlinearities ϕ and f satisfy assumptions (1.3) (with arbitrary growth exponents p and q!). Then, for every ξ_u(0) ∈ E such that u(0) ∈ H^2(Ω), there exists at least one weak energy solution ξ_u(t) with the additional regularity u(t) ∈ H^2(Ω) which satisfies the following estimate:

(4.14) ‖ξ_u(t)‖_E + ‖u(t)‖_H2 ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(0)‖_E + ‖u(0)‖_H2 )e^{−βt} + Q(‖g‖_L2 ),

for some positive constant β and monotone function Q.

Proof. The proof of solvability is based on the following observation: if the nonlinearity ϕ(v) is such that ϕ^{′′}(v) is globally bounded and the initial data is smooth enough, say ξ_u(0) ∈ E_1, then, for any H^2-solution u(t) all of the terms in equation (1.1) belong to L^2([0, T ] × L^2(Ω)). Indeed, since ϕ^{′′}(v) ≤ C, then u ∈ H^2 implies that ∇_xϕ^′(∇_xu) ∈ L^2 and ∂^2_t u ∈ L^2([0, T ] × Ω) due to Proposition 2.4. Thus, all terms except of ∂_tΔ_xu in (1.1) belong indeed to L^2 and, therefore, the term ∂_tΔ_xu should also belong to that space.

By this reason, we are able to multiply equation (1.1) by Δ_xu and ∂^∗_τ ∂_τ u and, therefore, the formal computations can be justified in a standard way if, in addition,

(4.15) |ϕ^{′′}(v)| ≤ C, ξ_u(0) ∈ E_1.

Thus, we will approximate the nonlinearity ϕ(v) by a sequence {ϕ_n(v)} which is globally bounded in such way that assumptions (4.1) hold uniformly with respect to n → ∞. Although it is more or less clear that such a sequence exists, for the convenience of the reader we will briefly describe below one possible way to construct it.

At the first step, we note that such a sequence obviously exists in the particular case ϕ_r(v) := |v|^r, for any fixed r ≥ 2. For instance, we can take ϕ_N (v) := θ_N (ϕ(v)) where the cut-off function is such that

θ_N (x) = { x, for x ≤ N; A_N + B_N x^{2/r}, for x ≥ N.

where the coefficients A_N and B_N are such that θ_N ∈ C^1 near x = N (being pedantic, the constructed function has a jump of the second derivative at x = N, but it is not essential since all above estimates work for such type of non-linearities ϕ).

At the second step, we introduce a family of functions

ϕ_ε(v) := ϕ(v) + εϕ_r(v),

where the exponent r is larger than p + 1 (recall that the non-linearities ϕ and f satisfy (1.2) and (1.3)) and observe that assumptions (4.1) hold for the functions ϕ_ε(v) uniformly with respect to ε → 0.

Finally, at the third step we construct the desired approximations

ϕ_n(v) := θ_{Nn} (ϕ(v) + ε_nϕ_r(v)),

where the sequence ε_n → 0 (which guarantees the uniform convergence of ϕ_n to ϕ at every compact set) and the sequence N_n tends to infinity fast enough in order to guarantee that the cut-off starts at the region where ε_nϕ_r(v) ≫ ϕ(v). Therefore, in that region, the leading term of ϕ_n(v) is θ_{Nn} (ε_nϕ_r(v)) for which (4.1) are satisfied uniformly with respect to n. By this reason, these assumptions will be satisfied also for the perturbed functions ϕ_n(v) and also uniformly with respect to n → ∞.

Thus, we have constructed the family ϕ_n(v) with the following properties: 1) ϕ_n satisfy (4.1) uniformly with respect to n → ∞;

2) ϕ_n(v) → ϕ(v) uniformly with respect to all v ∈ R^3 such that |v| ≤ R (R is arbitrary); 3) The following additional inequalities hold: (4.16) 1. |ϕ_n(v)| ≤ C(1 + |v|^r), 2. |ϕ^′_n(v)| ≤ C(1 + ϕ(v))^{r/(r+1)}, where the constant C is independent of n.

We are now ready to verify the existence of the desired solution. To this end, we first consider the case of regular initial data ξ_u(0) ∈ C^2(Ω) × C^2(Ω) and construct a (unique) approximate solution u_n by solving the following system:

(4.17) ∂^2_t u_n − γ∂_tΔ_xu_n − Δ_xu_n + f(u_n) = ∇_xϕ^′_n(∇_xu_n) + g, ξ_{un} (0) = ξ_u(0).

Then, due to Lemma 4.1, we have the uniform (with respect to n) estimate

(4.18) ‖u_n(t)‖^2_W 2,2 ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(0)‖_{Eϕn} + ‖u(0)‖_W 2,2 )e^{−βt} + Q(‖g‖_L2 ).

In particular, since ξ_u(0) is smooth, the first estimate in (4.16) guarantees that ‖ξ_u(0)‖_{Eϕn} → ‖ξ_u(0)‖_{Eϕ} . It is now not difficult to pass to the limit in equations (4.17). Indeed, due to the uniform estimate (4.2), we may assume without loss of generality that ξ_{un} converges weakly-star to some function ξ_u in the space

L^∞([0, T ], [H^2(Ω) ∩ H^1_0 (Ω)] × L^2(Ω))

and we need to prove that u solves (1.1) by passing to the limit in (4.17). As usual, the passage to the limit in the linear terms are immediate and we only need to take care on the non-linear ones. Note that the above weak convergence implies the strong convergence

(4.19) u_n → u in the space C([0, T ], H^{2−ε}(Ω)) ⊂ C([0, T ] × Ω)

and, therefore, f(u_n) → f(u). So, we only need to check that

∇_xϕ^′_n(∇_xu_n) → ∇_xϕ^′(∇_xu)

in the sense of distributions. To this end, we note that, due to (4.16), ‖ϕ^′(∇_xu)‖_L(r+1)/r ≤ C. Moreover, from (4.19) we conclude that ∇_xu_n → ∇_xu almost everywhere in [0, T ] × Ω and, therefore, ϕ^′_n(∇_xu_n) → ϕ^′(∇_xu) almost everywhere. Thus, we have proved that ϕ^′_n(∇_xu_n) → ϕ^′(∇_xu) in L^{(r+1)/r} and that u solves indeed equation (1.1) in the sense of distributions.

Let us check that the solution u belongs to L^∞([0, T ], W^{1,p+1}(Ω)) and satisfies the dissipative estimate (4.14). To this end, it is sufficient to note that, due to the convergence ϕ^′_n(∇_xu_n) → ϕ^′(∇_xu) almost everywhere, the Fatou lemma gives

(4.20) ‖ϕ(∇_xu)‖_L1 ≤ lim inf_{n→∞} ‖ϕ^′_n(∇_x)‖_L1

which allows to verify (4.14) by passing to the limit n → ∞ in estimates (4.18) (exactly, in order to pass to the limit in the right-hand side, we need the additional assumption on the initial data to be smooth).

Thus, we have constructed the desired H^2-solution of problem (1.1) under the additional assumption that (u(0), ∂_tu(0)) ∈ C^2(Ω) × C^2(Ω).

Finally, this assumption can be easily removed by approximating the arbitrary H^2-initial data by the smooth one and passing to the limit once more. Theorem 4.2 is proved. □

Remark 4.3. Passing to the limit n → ∞ in the dissipative estimate (4.2) for the approximations u_n, we can prove that the limit solution u(t) also satisfies

(4.21)

∫_{t+1} t (|ϕ^{′′}(∇_xu(s))|, |D^2_xu(s)|^2) ds ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(0)‖_E + ‖Δ_xu(0)‖_L2 )e^{−γt} + Q(‖g‖_L2 ) which, together with our growth assumptions on ϕ and Sobolev embedding theorem, gives the following control

(4.22) ‖∇_xu‖_Lp+1_{([T,T +1],L}3(p+1)_{(Ω))} ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(0)‖_E + ‖Δ_xu(0)‖_L2 )e^{−γt} + Q(‖g‖_L2 )

which is important for establishing the uniqueness of strong solutions for the limit growth exponent p = 5, see below.

Note once more that the above proved theorem does not require any growth restrictions on ϕ. However, in that case, we can not guarantee the uniqueness. Combining now Proposition 2.4 with Theorem 4.2, we obtain the following result on the well-posedness and dissipativity of strong solutions.

Corollary 4.4. Let the assumptions of Theorem 2.2 hold (in particular p < 5 now). Then, for every ξ_u(0) ∈ E_1 (see (1.16) for the definition), there exists a unique strong solution u(t) of problem (1.1) and the following estimate holds:

(4.23) ‖∂_tu(t)‖^2_H1 + ‖∂^2_t u(t)‖^2_H−1 +

+ ‖∇_xϕ^′(∇_xu(t))‖^2_H−1 + ‖u(t)‖^2_H2 ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(0)‖_{E1} )e^{−βt} + Q(‖g‖_L2 )

for some positive constant β and monotone function Q.

Indeed, estimate (4.23) is an immediate corollary of (2.19) and (4.14) (the assumption ∇_xϕ^′(∇_xu(0)) ∈ H^{−1} guarantees that ∂^2_t u(0) ∈ H^{−1} and Proposition 2.4 is indeed applicable; vise versa, the control of the H^{−1}-norm of ∂^2_t u obtained from Proposition 2.4 together with the H^2-estimate allows to control the H^{−1}-norm of ∇_xϕ^′(∇_xu(t))).

Remark 4.5. We see that the additional non-linear condition ∇_xϕ^′(∇_xu) ∈ H^{−1} is included to the definition (1.16) of the space E_1 in order to be able to control the H^{−1}-norm of the second time derivative ∂^2_t u(t) of the solution (which is crucial for our method). In the case p ≤ 3, the assumption u ∈ H^2 automatically implies that ϕ^′(∇_xu) ∈ L^2(Ω) and, therefore, ∇_xϕ^′(∇_xu) ∈ H^{−1}. So, this additional condition is not necessary if p ≤ 3 and the strong energy space E_1 has a usual form

E_1 = [H^2 ∩ H^1_0 ] × H^1_0 .

However, it is not so if the non-linearity ϕ grows faster (p > 3) since in that case the W^{1,2p}-norm of the solution is no more controlled by its H^2-norm and the assumption ∇_xϕ^′(∇_xu) ∈ H^{−1} gives the additional information about the regularity of the solution which can not be obtained from the linear terms. Indeed, assume that the quasi-linear elliptic problem

(4.24) ∇_x · ϕ^′(∇_xU) = h, U | |_{∂Ω} = 0, h ∈ H^{−1}(Ω)

possesses the maximal regularity theorem in the form

(4.25) ‖ϕ^′(∇_xU)‖_L2 ≤ Q(‖h‖_H−1 )

for every h ∈ H^{−1} and some monotone function Q (for the particular case ϕ(z) := |z|^{p+1}, this regularity result is known to be true, see [1]). In that case, due to our growth assumptions on ϕ, the additional condition ∇_xϕ^′(∇_xu) ∈ H^{−1} is simply equivalent to u ∈ W^{1,2p}(Ω) and the strong energy space E_1 now reads

(4.26) E_1 = [H^2(Ω) ∩ W^{1,2p}_0 (Ω)] × H^1_0 (Ω).

Unfortunately, we do not know whether or not the regularity estimate (4.25) hold for the general non-linearity ϕ satisfying (1.2) and, by this reason, have to write the strong energy space E_1 in the form of (1.16).

To conclude the section, we briefly discuss how to handle the limit case p = 5. In that case, for obtaining the uniqueness, we need to include the control ∇_xu ∈ L^6([0, T ], L^{18}(Ω)) (see (4.22)) into the definition of a strong solution.

Proposition 4.6. Let the assumptions (1.2) and (1.3) be satisfied with p = 5. Then, the strong solution u(t) of problem (1.1) which satisfies the additional regularity (4.27) ∇_xu ∈ L^6([0, T ], L^{18}(Ω)) is unique.

Proof. Indeed, in the proof of Theorem 2.2, we have used the assumption p < 5 in order to estimate the term ([ϕ^′(∇_xu_1) − ϕ^′(∇_xu_2)], ∇_x(−Δ_x)^{−1}∂_tv) only. Instead, we now estimate this term based on (4.27) and using the Hölder inequality with exponents 3, 2 and 6 as follows:

(4.28) (

∫_1 0 ϕ^{′′}(s∇_xu_1 + (1 − s)∇_xu_2) ds∇_xv, ∇_x(−Δ_x)^{−1}∂_tv) ≤ ≤ C(1 + ‖∇_xu_1‖_L12 + ‖∇_xu_2‖_L12 )^4‖∇_xv‖_L2 ‖∂_tv‖_L2 ≤ ≤ ε‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 + C_ε(1 + ‖∇_xu_1‖_L12 + ‖∇_xu_2‖_L12 )^8‖∇_xv‖^2_L2 .

Since, due to the interpolation inequality, L^∞([0, T ], H^1) ∩ L^6([0, T ], L^{18}(Ω)) ⊂ L^8([0, T ], L^{12}(Ω)), assumption (4.27) together with the fact that the H^2 norm of u(t) is bounded, gives the control ∫_T 0 ‖∇_xu(s)‖^8_L12 ds ≤ C_T . Thus, analogously to (2.12), we get

(4.29) ∂_t[γ/2‖∇_xv‖^2_L2 + (∂_tv, v) + 2 γ (‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 + ‖v‖^2_L2 )] + β(‖∂_tv‖^2_L2 + ‖∇_xv‖^2_H1 ) ≤ ≤ C(1 + ‖∇_xu_1‖_L12 + ‖∇_xu_2‖_L12 )^8(‖∇_xv‖^2 + ‖∂_tv‖^2_H−1 ).

Applying the Gronwall inequality to this relation, we will have (4.30) ‖∂_tv(t)‖^2_H−1 + ‖v(t)‖^2_H1 ≤ C(t)(‖∂_tv(0)‖^2_H−1 + ‖v(0)‖^2_H1 ). which gives the desired uniqueness. □ Corollary 4.7. Let the assumptions of Proposition (4.6) hold. Then, estimate (2.19) is satisfied.

Proof. Indeed, arguing as in the proof of Proposition 2.4, but using estimate (4.28), we derive the analog of (2.19), but with the growing in time coefficients, see (4.29) and (4.30).

In order to overcome this difficulty, we need to combine this estimate with the smoothing property of Proposition 2.5 which can be obtained by multiplying inequality (4.29) (of course, with v = ∂_tu) by t^3 and arguing exactly as in (2.26). This finishes the proof of the proposition. □

Corollary 4.8. Let the assumptions of Proposition 4.6 be satisfied and let ξ_u(0) ∈ E_1. Then, the following dissipative estimate holds for the unique strong solution u(t) of problem (1.1) (4.31) ‖u(t)‖^2_H2 + ‖∂_tu(t)‖^2_H1 + ‖∂^2_t u(t)‖^2_H−1 + + ∫_{t+1} t ‖∇_xu(s)‖^6_L18 ds ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(0)‖_{E1} )e^{−βt} + Q(‖g‖_L2 ), for some positive constant β and monotone function Q.

Indeed, the above estimate is a combination of (4.14), (4.22) and (2.19). 5. Regularity of the global attractor and the exponential attractor In this section, we verify that the weak global attractor A consists of strong solutions and construct an exponential attractor for the semigroup {S(t) , t ≥ 0} associated with equation (1.1) in the energy space E. We start with the following theorem which establishes the asymptotic regularity of that semigroup.

Theorem 5.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem 2.2 hold. Then, for every bounded set B in E, the following estimate is satisfied: (5.1) dist_{E−1} (S(t)B, {ξ ∈ E_1, ‖ξ‖_{E1} ≤ K}) ≤ Q(‖B‖_E )e^{−βt} if K is large enough. Here where β is some positive number, Q is a monotone function both independent of B and t and dist_V (X, Y ) is a non-symmetric Hausdorff distance between sets in V .

Proof. Due to the dissipative estimate (2.1), it is sufficient to prove the theorem for the absorbing ball B = B_R.

Let now u(t) be any trajectory starting from the absorbing ball B_R. Then, due to Proposition 2.5, we may assume without loss of generality that

(5.2)

∫_{t+1} t ‖∂^2_t u(s)‖^2 ds + ‖∂^2_t u(t)‖^2_H−1 + ‖∂_tu(t)‖^2_H1 ≤ C_R, where the constant C_R is independent of t. Thus, it is sufficient to verify that (5.3) dist_H1 (u(t), {u_0 ∈ H^2 ∩ H^1_0 , ‖u_0‖_H2 ≤ K}) ≤ C_Re^{−βt}. In order to do so we split the function u as follows: u(t) = v(t) + w(t) where the function w solves (5.4) − γ∂_tΔ_xw − Δ_xw + Lw + f(w)− − ∇_x(ϕ^′(∇_xw)) = h_u(t) := −∂^2_t u(t) + g + Lu(t), w | |_{t=0} = 0, where L is a sufficiently large number which will be fixed below. Then, the reminder v(t) should solve (5.5) − γ∂_tΔ_xv − Δ_xv + [f(v + w) − f(w)] + Lv = = ∇_x(ϕ^′(∇_xv + w) − ϕ^′(∇_xw)), v | |_{t=0} = w | |_{t=0}. The desired result will follow from two lemmas formulated below.

Lemma 5.2. Let the above assumptions hold. Then the solution w(t) belongs to H^2 for every t ≥ 0 and the following estimate holds: (5.6) ‖w(t)‖_H2 ≤ C_L, where the constant C_L may depend on L, but is independent of the concrete choice of the trajectory u starting from the absorbing ball B_R and satisfying (5.2). Proof. Indeed, due to (5.2), we have the L^2-control of the right-hand side of (5.4):

(5.7)

∫_{t+1} t ‖h_u(s)‖^2_L2 ds ≤ C_L. This, allows us to verify estimate (5.6) just repeating word by word the proof of Lemma 4.1. By this reason, we leave the proof to the reader. □ Lemma 5.3. Let the above assumptions hold and let L be large enough. Then, the v component of the solution u satisfies the following estimate: (5.8) ‖v(t)‖_H1 ≤ ‖u(0)‖_H1 e^{−βt}, for some positive exponent β.

Proof. Indeed, multiplying equation (5.5) by v, integrating over Ω and using the monotonicity of ϕ^′, we get γ 2 d dt ‖∇_xv(t)‖^2 + ‖∇_xv(t)‖^2_L2 + (f(v(t) + w(t)) − f(w(t)), v(t)) + L‖v(t)‖^2_L2 ≤ 0.

Using now assumption (1.3), we see that (f(v(t) + w(t)) − f(w(t)), v(t)) ≥ −C‖v(t)‖^2_L2 and, therefore, the Gronwall inequality gives the desired estimate (5.8) if L ≥ C. □ Combining estimates (5.8) and (5.6), we deduce (5.3) and finish the proof of the theorem. □ As an immediate corollary of the proved theorem, we obtain the following result on the regularity of the weak global attractor A.

Corollary 5.4. Let the assumptions of Theorem 2.2 hold. Then, the weak global attractor A of the solution semigroup {S(t), t ≥ 0} associated with equation (1.1) belongs to the space E_1 and is bounded there: (5.9) ‖A‖_{E1} ≤ C. In particular, the attractor A is generated by strong solutions of problem (1.1).

We are now ready to overcome the difficulty mentioned in Remark 3.3 and to construct an exponential attractor for the solution semigroup {S(t), t ≥ 0}. We first recall the exponential attractor definition adapted to our situation.

Definition 5.5. A set M is a (weak) exponential attractor for the solution semigroup {S(t), t ≥ 0} acting in the energy space E if

1) The set M is bounded in E and compact in E_{−1}; 2) It is semi-invariant: S(t)M ⊂ M;

3) It attracts exponentially the images of all bounded in E sets in the topology of E_{−1}, i.e., there exists a positive constant γ and a monotone function Q such that dist_{E−1} (S(t)B, M) ≤ Q(‖B‖_E )e^{−γt}, for all bounded subsets B ⊂ E;

4) It has finite fractal dimension in E_{−1}.

Theorem 5.6. Let the assumptions of Theorem 2.2 hold. Then, the solution semigroup {S(t), t ≥ 0} associated with equation (1.1) possesses an exponential attractor M in the sense of Definition 5.5. Moreover, this exponential attractor is bounded in E_1: ‖M‖_{E1} ≤ C. Proof. Indeed, as we have already mentioned in Remark 3.3, the squeezing property (3.4) is sufficient to construct an exponential attractor M_d ⊂ B_R for the discrete semigroup S(L) : E → E, see [17]. However, in order to extend it to the attractor M of the semigroup with continuous time by the standard relation

(5.10) M = [∪_{t∈[0,L]}S(t)M_d]_{E−1} ,

we need the uniform Hölder continuity of S(t)ξ on both variables t and ξ on M_d. Although the continuity in ξ follows from Theorem 2.2, we however do not have the Hölder continuity in time if M_d is only a subset of E. So, a priori, more smooth exponential attractor M_d for the discrete semigroup S(nL) is required.

We overcome this difficulty by considering our solution semigroup in a stronger phase space E_1. Then, due to the dissipative estimate (4.31), we can construct a bounded and invariant absorbing set B̃_R ⊂ E_1 for this semigroup. Furthermore, repeating the arguments given in the proof of Theorem 3.1, but replacing the absorbing set B_R ⊂ E by the new absorbing set B̃_R ⊂ E_1, we construct an exponential attractor M_d ⊂ B̃_R ⊂ E_1 for the discrete semigroup {S(nL), n ∈ N} acting in a stronger phase space E_1 (recall that the attraction property is still formulated in the topology of E_{−1}).

Since M_d is now bounded in the stronger space E_1, a straightforward interpolation gives the desired Hölder continuity ‖S(t + h)ξ − S(t)ξ‖_{E−1} ≤ C|h|^{1/2}, where the constant C is independent of t and ξ ∈ M_d. Thus, we can use the standard formula (5.10) in order to construct an exponential attractor M ⊂ E_1 for the continuous semigroup S(t) acting in E_1.

So, we have constructed the exponential attractor M which is bounded in E_1 and attracts bounded in the stronger space E_1 sets in the topology of E_{−1}. Finally, in order to verify that this attractor will attract exponentially bounded in E sets as well, it is sufficient to use (5.1) and (2.17) together with the transitivity of exponential attraction, see [22]. Theorem 5.6 is proved. □

Remark 5.7. Theorems 5.1 and 5.6 show that any weak energy solution of equation (1.1) possesses an asymptotic smoothing property and belongs to E_1 up to the exponentially decaying terms. However, the dissipativity of, say, classical solutions remain an open problem in the 3D case even for globally bounded nonlinearity ϕ. Indeed, in order to ”freeze” the coefficients and use the maximal regularity of the linearized equation and standard localization technique, we need to control the C^α-norm of ∇_xu and the E_1- energy gives only ∇_xu ∈ L^6. By this reason, the additional higher energy estimates are necessary.

The usual way to obtain such estimates (which works perfectly for the case of semilinear equations) is to multiply the equations by ∂_t(Δ_xu) + εΔ^2_xu or something similar. Unfortunately, in the quasi-linear case this procedure produces the additional term like ϕ^{′′′}(∇_xu)|D^2_xu|^2D^3_xu which, in turn, produces the term ‖D^2_xu‖^4_{L4} (even in the simplest case of periodic BC and bounded ϕ). In the 2D case, this term can be properly estimated by the interpolation

‖D^2_xu‖^4_L4 ≤ C‖Δ_xu‖^2_L2 ‖∇_xΔ_xu‖^2_L2 ≤ C‖ξ_u‖^2_{E1} ‖ξ_u‖^2_{E2}

(where E_2 := W^{3,2}(Ω) × W^{2,2}(Ω)) and this allows to verify the existence of classical solutions (in a fact, even in the case of arbitrary polynomial growth of ϕ; using slightly more accurate estimates, see [20]).

In contrast to that, in the 3D case, we have

‖D^2_xu‖^4_L4 ≤ C‖ξ_u‖^1_{E1} ‖ξ_u‖^3_{E2}

which is not strong enough to establish the global existence of the E_2-solutions.

We also mention that the problem of further regularity of solutions of (1.1) is closely related with the analogous problem for the simplified pseudoparabolic equation

(5.11) γ∂_tΔ_xu + Δ_xu + ∇_x(ϕ^′(∇_xu)) = h(t), u | ∂Ω = 0

for the appropriate external force h(t). However, we do not know how to establish the global existence and dissipativity of more regular (than the H^2-ones) solutions for that equation.

As we have already mentioned in the introduction, there is an alternative way to construct more regular solutions in the particular case of globally bounded ϕ^{′′} based on the integro-differential form (1.9) and perturbation arguments. However, the growing in time bounds for more regular norms seem unavoidable under that method.

We finish this section by considering the semi-linear case ϕ ≡ 0 (or more general ϕ^{′′}(v) ≡ const). Of course, in that case, the problems mentioned in the previous remark do not appear and the factual regularity of the attractor is restricted only by the regularity of the data (in particular, if Ω, f and g are C^∞, the attractor will belong to C^∞ as well). Moreover, in that case, we are able to obtain slightly more strong result on the attraction property for weak energy solutions, namely, that the constructed global (A) and exponential (M) attractors of the solution semigroup S(t) acting in the energy phase space E attract bounded sets in E in the topology of the phase space E (and not only in a weaker topology of E_{−1} or Ẽ). This can be obtained from the following refining of Theorem 5.1.

Proposition 5.8. Let the assumptions of Theorem 2.2 be satisfied and assume, in addition, that ϕ ≡ 0 (i.e., equation (1.1) is semi-linear). Then the exponential attraction (5.1) holds in the topology of the phase space E := [H^1_0 ∩ L^{q+2}] × L^2, i.e., there exists a positive constant γ and a monotone function Q such that (5.12) dist_E (S(t)B, {ξ ∈ E_1, ‖ξ‖_{E1} ≤ K}) ≤ Q(‖B‖_E )e^{−γt}, for every bounded set B in E. Here K is a sufficiently large number and E_1 := [H^2 × H^1_0 ] × H^1_0 .

Proof. Indeed, exactly as in the proof of Theorem 5.1, it is sufficient to verify that (5.13) dist_H1_{∩L}q+2 (u(t), {u_0 ∈ H^2 ∩ H^1_0 , ‖u_0‖_H2 ≤ K}) ≤ C_Re^{−γt}, for all trajectories u starting from the absorbing set B_R. In turns, in order to prove (5.13), it is sufficient to improve Lemma 5.3 by replacing the space H^1 in estimate (5.8) by H^1 ∩ L^{q+2}. Namely, we only need to prove that (5.14) ‖v(t)‖_Lq+2 ≤ C_R‖v(0)‖_H1 e^{−γt}. To this end, we first note that, in the semi-linear case, the solution w(t) of problem (5.4) has the additional regularity, namely, (5.15)

∫_{t+1} t ‖∂_tw(s)‖^2_H2 ds ≤ C_R, where C_R is independent of t. In order to see that, it is sufficient to express ∂_tΔ_xu from equation (5.4), multiply it by ∂_tΔ_xw and note that the term Δ_xu and the nonlinearity is under the control due to the embedding H^2 → C and estimate (5.6) and the term h_u(t) is controlled by (5.2).

Let us now multiply equation (5.5) by ∂_tv and use the following formula (f(w + v) − f(w), ∂_tv) = d dt [F (v + w) − F (w) − f(w)v] − (∂_tw, f(w + v) − f(w) − f^′(w)v). where F (u) := ∫_u 0 f(v) dv. Then, we get (5.16) γ‖∂_t∇_xv‖^2_L2 + d dt [(Φ(v, w), 1) + 1/2‖∇_xv‖^2_L2 + L/2‖v‖^2_L2 ] = (∂_tw, R(v, w)), where Φ(v, w) := F (v + w) − F (w) − f(w)v, R(v, w) := f(v + w) − f(w) − f^′(w)v. We now recall the following estimates

(5.17) { 1. |R(v, w)| + |Φ(v, w)| ≤ C|v|^2 + C_1[f(v + w) − f(w)].v, 2. |R(v, w)| ≤ C_1|v|^2 + C_2Φ(v, w), for some positive constants C_1 and C_2 which are independent of v and w (these estimates can be easily derived from our assumptions (1.3) on the function f, see [55]). Using estimate (5.17)(2), together with the embedding H^2 ⊂ C, we transform (5.16) as follows: d dt [(Φ(v, w), 1) + 1/2‖∇_xv‖^2_L2 + L/2‖v‖^2_L2 ]+ + C‖∂_tw‖_H2 [(Φ(v, w), 1) + 1/2‖∇_xv‖^2_L2 + L/2‖v‖^2_L2 ] ≤ C_1‖∂_tw‖_H2 ‖v‖^2_H1 .

Finally, multiplying the last inequality by t − T , denoting M(v, w) := [(Φ(v, w), 1) + 1/2‖∇_xv‖^2_L2 + L/2‖v‖^2_L2 ] (note that M ≥ 0 due to our choice of L) and using (5.17)(1), we have d dt [(t − T )M(v, w)] + C‖∂_tw‖_H2 [(t − T )M(v, w)] ≤ ≤ C_1(t − T + 1)‖∂_tw‖_H2 ‖v‖^2_H1 + C_2(f(v + w) − f(v), v) which together with the Gronwall inequality gives (5.18) M(v(T + 1), w(T + 1)) ≤ C‖v‖^2_L∞_{([T,T +1],H}1_)+ + C ∫_{T +1} T |(f(v(t) + w(t)) − f(w(t)), v(t))| dt. Recall that the first term in the right-hand side of (5.18) decays exponentially due to (5.8) and, in order to see that the second one also decays exponentially, it is sufficient to multiply equation (5.5) by v, integrate over [T, T + 1] × Ω and use (5.5) again. Thus, we have proved that M(v(t), w(t)) ≤ C_R‖v(0)‖^2_H1 e^{−βt}. Or which is the same (due to (5.8) again), (5.19) (Φ(v(t), w(t)), 1) ≤ C_R‖v(0)‖^2_H1 e^{−βt}.

In order to deduce (5.14) from (5.19), it only remains to note that our assumptions on the non-linearity f give the following inequality Φ(v, w) ≥ κ|v|^{q+2} − C|v|^2 for some positive constants κ and C depending on the proper norms of w, see [55]. Thus, estimate (5.14) is verified and Proposition 5.8 is proved. □ Corollary 5.9. Under the assumptions of Proposition 5.8, the global attractor A (resp. the exponential attractor M) constructed above, attracts (resp. attracts exponentially) bounded sets in E in the topology of the space E as well.

Remark 5.10. To the best of our knowledge, when Ω ∈ R^3 the growth restriction q ≤ 4 has been always posed in order to study the energy solutions. As it follows from our result, this growth restriction is unnecessary and we have well-posedness, dissipativity and asymptotic regularity of weak energy solutions without any restrictions on the growth exponent q.

6. Related equations and concluding remarks

Although only the case of quasi-linear strongly damped wave equations in the form of (1.1) has been considered in the paper, the developed methods have general nature and can be successfully applied to many related problems. Some of them are briefly discussed below. More detailed exposition of that and similar problems will be given somewhere else.

6.1. Strongly Damped Kirchhoff Equation. We start with the so-called Kirchhof equation with strongly damping term which can be considered as a simplified version of the quasi-linear wave equation (1.1):

(6.1) { ∂^2_t u − γ∂_tΔ_xu − Δ_xu − Φ(‖∇_xu‖^2_{L2} )Δ_xu + f(u) = g, u | |_{∂Ω} = 0, ξ_u(0) := (u(0), ∂_tu(0)) = ξ_0,

where f satisfies (1.3) and Φ ∈ C^1(R^+ → R^+ ) satisfies the condition Φ(s)s − ∫_s 0 Φ(τ)dτ ≥ 0, ∀s ∈ R^+ . Indeed, the non-linearity Φ(‖∇_xu‖^2_{L2} )Δ_xu = ∇_x(Φ(‖∇_xu‖^2_{L2} )∇_xu) is milder than the one ∇_x(ϕ^′(∇_xu)∇_xu) considered before and, by this reason, all the above results can be obtained (analogously, but with great simplifications) for the Kirchhof equation (6.1) as well. In particular, arguing as in Theorem 2.2, we obtain the uniqueness of energy solutions for any growth exponent q (for the non-linearity f). To the best of our knowledge, this result was known before for q ≤ 5 only.

6.2. Membrane Equation. Our next application is the so-called quasilinear strongly damped membrane equation which can be considered as a natural 4th order (5th order, being pedantic) analog of problem (1.1):

(6.2) { ∂^2_t u + Δ_xϕ(Δ_xu) + Δ^2_xu + γ∂_tΔ^2_xu + f(u) = g, u | |_{∂Ω} = Δ_xu | |_{∂Ω} = 0, ξ_u(0) := (u(0), ∂_tu(0)) = ξ_0,

where ϕ and f are given non-linearities, g ∈ L^2(Ω) is a given source function. We assume that the function ϕ ∈ C^2 is monotone and satisfies the analogue of assumptions (1.2) (6.3) κ_2|u|^{p−1} ≤ ϕ^′(u) ≤ κ_1|u|^{p−1}, for some positive κ_i and some p ≥ 1 and the non-linearity f ∈ C^1 satisfies the standard dissipativity assumption (6.4) f(u)u ≥ −C. Analogously the case of equation (1.1), it is natural to introduce the weak (E) and the strong energy (E_1) spaces via

(6.5) E := [W^{2,p+1}(Ω) ∩ H^1_0 (Ω)] × L^2(Ω) and (6.6) E_1 := {ξ_u ∈ [H^3_Δ ∪ W^{2,p+1}(Ω)] × H^2_Δ, ϕ(Δ_xu) ∈ L^2(Ω)} ≡ [H^3_Δ ∩ W^{2,2p}(Ω)] × H^2_Δ, where H^s_Δ := D((−Δ)^{s/2}) in L^2(Ω). Here we have used that the condition ϕ(Δ_xu) ∈ L^2 is equivalent to Δ_xu ∈ L^{2p}).

The energy functional now reads

E(ξ_u) := 1/2‖Δ_xu‖^2_L2 + (Φ(Δ_xu), 1) + 1/2‖∂_tu‖^2_L2 + (F (u), 1) − (g, u),

where Φ(z) := ∫_z 0 ϕ(v) dv and F (z) := ∫_z 0 f(v) dv and the standard energy estimate (multiplication of the equation by ∂_tu + εu) gives

(6.7) ‖ξ_u(t)‖^2_E + ∫_t 0 ‖∂_tu(s)‖^2_H2 ds ≤ Q(‖ξ_u(0)‖^2_E )e^{−αt} + Q(‖g‖_L2 ) for some positive α and monotone Q.

Thus, in contrast to the case of equation (1.1), the C-norm of the solution u(t) is controlled by the energy norm. By this reason, not any additional growth assumptions for f is now necessary.

Another essential simplification appears in the proof of the uniqueness of energy solutions. Indeed, following the proof of Theorem (2.2), we now need to multiply the equation for the differences of two solutions by Δ^{−2}_x ∂_tv (instead of ∂_t(−Δ_x)^{−1}v, v := u_1 − u_2) and the only non-trivial term to estimate will be

(ϕ(Δ_xu_1) − ϕ(Δ_xu_2), (−Δ_x)^{−1}∂_tv).

Since H^2 ⊂ C and the L^2-norm of the ∂_tv is under the control, this term can be estimated analogously to (2.10) without the restrictions on the growth exponent p. Thus, the existence and uniqueness theorem for energy solutions now holds for arbitrary growth of the non-linearity ϕ.

In addition, denoting v = ∂_tu, E_{−1} := H^{−2}_Δ × H^2_Δ and repeating word by word the proof of propositions 2.4 and 2.5, we establish the analogue of estimate (2.19) and the smoothing property:

(6.8) ‖∂_tu(t)‖^2_H2 + ‖∂^2_t u(t)‖^2_H−2 +

∫_{t+1} t ‖∂^2_t u(s)‖^2_L2 ds ≤ ≤ 1 + t^N t^N ( Q(‖ξ_u(0)‖_E )e^{−αt} + Q(‖g‖^2_L) ) . Expressing now the term ϕ(Δ_x) from equation (6.2) and using (6.7) and (6.8), we obtain the control of the L^2-norm of ϕ(Δ_xu) or which is equivalent, the control of the W^{2,2p}- norm of u. Thus, the semigroup S(t) : E → E associated with problem (6.2) possesses the partial smoothing property of the form:

(6.9) S(t) : [W^{2,p+1}(Ω) ∩ H^1_0 (Ω)] × L^2(Ω) → [W^{2,2p}(Ω) ∩ H^1_0 (Ω)] × [H^2(Ω) × H^1_0 (Ω)].

The finite-dimensional global attractor A ((E, E_{−1})-attractor, to be more precise) can be now obtained repeating word by word the proof of Theorem 3.1. However in contrast to the case of equation (1.1), the smoothing (6.9) together with the interpolation ‖u‖_W 2,p+1 ≤ C‖u‖^{1/(p+1)}_{W 2,2} ‖u‖^{p/(p+1)}_{W 2,2p} allows to verify that this attractor is finite-dimensional in E and attracts in the initial topology of the phase spce E as well, see Remark 3.4. Thus, we have verified the following result.

Theorem 6.1. Let the above assumptions hold. Then, equation (6.2) is well-posed and dissipative in the phase space E and the associated semigroup S(t) possesses a finitedimensional global attractor A in E.

Let us now discuss the further regularity of solutions/attractor of problem (6.2). We first note that the analogue of the main result of Section 4 (strong solutions) is now immediate since the non-linear term arising after the multiplication of (6.2) by Δ_xu can be estimated via

(Δ_xϕ(Δ_xu), Δ_xu) = −(ϕ^′(Δ_xu)∇_xΔ_xu, ∇_xΔ_xu) ≤ 0

and, in contrast to Section 4, we do not have here any problems with boundary terms. By that reason, we need not neither the localization technique of Lemma 4.2 nor the approximations of ϕ by the bounded non-linearities (see the proof of Theorem 4.2) and the existence of a strong solution can be verified by the usual Galerkin method.

Finally, again in contrast to the case of equation (1.1), the question about the classical solutions of (6.2) can be solved in a relatively simple way. Indeed, let θ := Δ_xu. Then this function solves the equation

(6.10) γ∂_tθ + θ + ϕ(θ) = h_u(t) := (−Δ_x)^{−1}∂^2_t u + (−Δ_x)^{−1}f(u) − (−Δ_x)^{−1}g.

Since ϕ is monotone and without loss of generality we have h_u ∈ L^2([0, T ], C^α(Ω)) (due to (6.8) and embedding H^2 ⊂ C), then the usual maximum/comparison principle allows to verify the dissipative estimate for θ in C^α(Ω). Thus, we will have the asymptotic smoothing property to u(t) ∈ C^{2+α}(Ω) on the attractor (in fact, in the superlinear case p > 1, we even have that Δ_xu(t) ∈ L^∞(Ω) in a finite time). As we have already mentioned in Remark 5.7, the regularity Δ_xu(t) ∈ C^α(Ω) is crucial for the application of the standard localization technique and the existence of classical solutions. Thus, we have the following result.

Theorem 6.2. Let the domain Ω and the data ϕ, f and g be smooth enough and satisfy (6.3) and (6.4). Then, the attractor A of problem (6.2) consists of classical solutions. In addition, if the above data is of class C^∞, then the attractor A belongs to [C^∞(Ω)]^2 as well.

To the best of our knowledge, the existence and uniqueness of energy solutions to the problem (6.2), was known only if the nonlinearity ϕ(·) has a linear growth, see [6] where the abstract differential equation of the form (1.11) is considered (and the assumptions on the linear operators A_1, A_2 and N admit equation (6.2) with a sub-linear ϕ as a particular case. The attractor theory for that abstract equation has been developed in [48], but under the additional assumption that A^{−1/2}_2 N is a compact operator which automatically excludes the case of equation (6.2) from consideration (even in the case of sub-linear ϕ). In contrast to that, the methods developed in our paper allow to give the complete theory of equation (6.2) (existence, uniqueness, regularity, classical solutions, attractors, etc.) for arbitrary growth rate of ϕ.

6.3. The Wave Equation with Structural Damping. To continue, we note that our technique allows to improve essentially of the so-called wave equation with structural damping

(6.11) { ∂^2_t u − Δ_xu + γ(−Δ_x)^α∂_tu + f(u) = g, u | |_{∂Ω} = 0, ξ_u(0) := (u(0), ∂_tu(0)) = ξ_0,

where α ∈ [1/2, 1], g ∈ L^2(Ω) and the function f satisfies (1.3) for some exponent q. Indeed, following the scheme of Theorem (2.2), for the uniqueness of energy solutions, we need to multiply the equation for difference between two solutions u_1 and u_2 by v + ε(−Δ_x)^{−α}∂_tv and estimate the term

(6.12) (f(u_1) − f(u_2), (−Δ_x)^{−α}∂_tv)

using that (f(u_1) − f(u_2), v) ≥ −K and that the L^2-norm of ∂_tv is under the control. In the case α > 3/4, we have the embedding H^{2α} ⊂ C and the term (6.12) can be estimated exactly as in (2.10). A little more accurate analysis shows that the same estimate still works for α = 3/4 without any restrictions on the growth exponent q, but for α < 3/4 an additional growth restriction

(6.13) q + 2 < 6 3 − 4α , α ∈ (1/2, 3/4) is required (in fact, this technique works also for α ≤ 1/2, but, in this case, the standard scheme of proving the uniqueness is preferable; by this reason, we discuss here the case α > 1/2 only).

Thus, analogously to Theorems 2.2 and 3.1, we have the following result

Theorem 6.3. Let the assumption (1.3) be valid with the exponent q satisfying (6.13) (if α < 3/4). Then, problem (6.11) is well-posed and dissipative in the energy space E := [H^1_0 ∩ L^{q+2}] × L^2 and possesses the finite-dimensional global attractor A (in the sense of the definition given in Section 3 with E_{−1} := H^{1−α}_Δ × H^α_Δ).

Furthermore, the only multiplication of equation (6.11) by Δ_xu is insufficient for proving the existence of strong solutions if α ≠ 1 since the additional terms ‖∂_tu‖^2_H1 and ∂_t(∇_x∂_tu, ∇_xu) need to be estimated. However, in order to overcome this difficulty, we just need to prove the analogue of Theorems 2.4 and (2.5) (smoothing property for ∂_tu) before. Indeed, this smoothing property gives the control of the L^2([0, T ], H^1) and C([0, T ], H^{1−α})-norms of u and the C([0, T ], H^α)-norm of ∂_tu and that is exactly what we need in order to be able to estimate the above mentioned terms.

Thus, the multiplication by Δ_xu finally works and we can prove that the attractor A consists of strong solutions belonging to E_1 := H^α_Δ × H^{1+α}_Δ . Since α > 1/2, we have H^{1+α} ⊂ C and the further regularity of the attractor (e.g., classical or C^∞-solution) can be obtained from the linear theory). In addition, the analogue of Proposition 5.8 also can be proved repeating word by word the arguments of Section 5. Thus, the attractor A is finite-dimensional and attracts the images of bounded sets in the topology of the initial phase space E as well.

Theorem 6.4. Let the assumptions of Theorem 6.3 hold and let Ω, f and g be smooth enough. Then, the attractor A consists of classical solutions and attracts the images of bounded sets in E in the topology of the initial phase space E.

To the best of our knowledge, the above mentioned results were known before only under the growth restriction q ≤ 4, see [9] (which has been considered as a critical growth exponent for that equation).

References

[1] E.Acerbi and G.Mingione, Gradient estimates for a class of parabolic systems, Duke Math. J., 136, nom. 2 (2007), 285–320.

[2] G. Andrews and J. M. Ball, Asymptotic behaviour and changes of phase in one-dimensional nonlinear viscoelasticity, Journal of Differential Equations, 44 (1982), 306–341.

[3] P. Aviles and J. Sandefur, Nonlinear second order equations with applications to partial differential equations, J. Differential Equations 58 (1985), 404–427.

[4] A.V.Babin and M.I.Vishik, Attractors of evolutionary equations, North Holland, Amsterdam, 1992. [5] J. M. Ball, P. J. Holmes, R. D. James,R. L. Pego and P. J. Swart, On the dynamics of fine structure, J. Nonlinear Sci. 1 (1991), 17–70.

[6] H. T. Banks, D. S. Gilliam and V. I. Shubov, Global solvability for damped abstract nonlinear hyperbolic systems, Differential Integral Equations 10 (1997), 309–332.

[7] Z. Berkaliev, Attractor of nonlinear evolutionary equation of viscoelasticity. Mosc. Univ. Math. Bull., 40, no. 5 (1985), 61–63.

[8] S. M. Bruschi, A. N. Carvalho, J. W. Cholewa, and T. Dlotko, Uniform exponential dichotomy and continuity of attractors for singularly perturbed damped wave equations. J. Dynam. Differential Equations 18 (2006), 767–814.

[9] A. N. Carvalho and J. W. Cholewa, Attractors for strongly damped wave equations with critical nonlinearities. Pacific J. Math. 207 (2002), 287–310.

[10] F. Chen, B. Guo and P. Wang, Long time behavior of strongly damped nonlinear wave equations, J. Differential Equations, 147 (1998), 231–241.

[11] J. W. Cholewa and T. Dlotko, Strongly damped wave equation in uniform spaces. Nonlinear Anal.

64 (2006), 174–187.

[12] J. Clements, Existence theorems for a quasilinear evolution equation, SIAM J. Appl. Math. 26 (1974), 745–752.

[13] J. Clements, On the existence and uniqueness of solutions of the equation u_{tt}−∂σ_i(u_{xi} )/∂x_i−D_N u_t = f, Canad. Math. Bull., 18 (1975), 181–187.

[14] Zh. Dai and B. Guo, Exponential attractors of the strongly damped nonlinear wave equations.

(English summary) Recent advances in differential equations (Kunming, 1997), 149–159, Pitman Res. Notes Math. Ser.,386, Longman, Harlow, 1998.

[15] L. Damascelli, Comparison theorems for some quasilinear degenerate elliptic operators and applications to symmetry and monotonicity results, Ann. Inst. H. Poincar Anal. Non Linaire 15 (1998), 493–516.

[16] Y. Ebihara, On some nonlinear evolution equations with strong dissipation, J. Diff.Eqns. 30 (1978), 149-164.

[17] A. Eden, C. Foias, B. Nicolaenko and R. Temam, Exponential Attractors for Dissipative Evolution Equations, Masson: Paris, 1994.

[18] M. Efendiev, A. Miranville and S. Zelik, Exponential attractors for a nonlinear reaction-diffusion system in R^3, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris, 330 (2000), 713718 .

[19] H. Engler, Existence of radially symmetric solutions of strongly damped wave equations. Nonlinear semigroups, partial differential equations and attractors (Washington, D.C., 1985), 40–51, Lecture Notes in Math., 1248, Springer, Berlin, 1987.

[20] H. Engler, Strong solutions for strongly damped quasilinear wave equations. The legacy of Sonya Kovalevskaya (Cambridge, Mass., and Amherst, Mass., 1985), 219–237, Contemp. Math., 64, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1987.

[21] H. Engler, Global regular solutions for the dynamic antiplane shear problem in nonlinear viscoelasticity. Math. Z.,202 (1989), 251–259.

[22] P. Fabrie, C. Galushinski, A. Miranville and S. Zelik, Uniform exponential attractors for a singular perturbed damped wave equation, Disc. Cont. Dyn. Sys., 10 (2004), 211238.

[23] E. Feireisl and H. Petzeltova, Global existence for a quasi-linear evolution equation with a non-convex energy, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 354, no. 4 (2002), 1421–1434.

[24] W. N. Findleky, J. S. Lai and K. O. Onaran, Creep and Relaxation of Nonlinear Viscoelastic Materials, North Holland, Amsterdam, New York, 1976.

[25] W. E. Fitzgibbon, Strongly damped quasilinear evolution equations, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 79 (1981), 536–550.

[26] A. Friedman and J. Necas, Systems of nonlinear wave equations with nonlinear viscosity. Pacific J.

Math. 135 (1988), 2955.

[27] H. Gajewski, K. Gröger, K. Zacharias, Nichtlineare Operatorgleichungen und Operatordifferentialgleichungen, Mathematische Lehrbücher und Monographien, II. Abteilung, Mathematische Monographien, Band 38, Akademie-Verlag, Berlin, 1974.

[28] J.-M. Ghidaglia and A. Marzocchi, Longtime behaviour of strongly damped wave equations, global attractors and their dimension, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 22 (1991), 879–895.

[29] J. M. Greenberg, R. .C. MacCamy, and V. J. Mizel, On the existence, uniqueness, and stability of solutions of the equation σ^′ (u_x)u_{xx} + λu_{xtx} = ρ_0u_{tt}, J. Math. Mech., 17 (1967/1968), 707–728.

[30] J. K. Hale, Asymptotic behavior of dissipative systems, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs no.

25, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, R. I., 1988.

[31] R. Ikehata, T. Matsuyama, M. Nakao, Global solutions to the initial-boundary value problem for the quasilinear viscoelastic wave equation with a perturbation, Funkcial. Ekvac., 40 (1997), 293–312.

[32] V. K. Kalantarov, Attractors for some nonlinear problems of mathematical physics, Zap. Nauchn.

Sem. Leningrad. Otdel. Mat. Inst. Steklov. (LOMI), 152 (1986), 50–54.

[33] V. K. Kalantarov, Global behavior of solutions to nonlinear problems of mathematical physics of classical and nonclassical type, Postdoc Thesis, Leningrad, 1988.

[34] S. Kawashima and Y. Shibata, Global existence and exponential stability of small solutions to nonlinear viscoelasticity. Comm. Math. Phys., 148 (1992), 189–208.

[35] T. Kobayashi, H. Pecher and Y. Shibata, On a global in time existence theorem of smooth solutions to a nonlinear wave equation with viscosity, Math. Ann., 296 (1993), 215–234.

[36] A. I. Kozhanov, N. A. Larkin, N. N. Yanenko, A mixed problem for a class of third-order equations, Sibirsk. Mat. Zh. 22 (1981), 81–86.

[37] J. K. Knowles, One finite antipolane shear for incomprehesible elastic material, J. Austr. Math. Soc.

Ser B, 19 (1975/76), 400-415.

[38] H. A. Levine, Some additional remarks on the nonexistence of global solutions to nonlinear wave equations. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 5 (1974), 138–146.

[39] J. Málek and D. Pražák, Large time behaviour via the Method of l-trajectories. J. Differential Equations, 181 (2002), 243–279.

[40] V. P. Maslov, P. P. Mosolov, Nonlinear wave equations perturbed by viscous terms, Walter de Gruyter, Berlin, New York. 2000.

[41] P. Massatt, Limiting behavior for strongly damped nonlinear wave equations, J. Differential Equations, 48 (1983), 334–349.

[42] M. Nakao, T. Nanbu, Existence of global (bounded) solutions for some nonlinear evolution equations of second order. Math. Rep. College General Ed. Kyushu Univ., 10 (1975), 67–75.

[43] K. Ono, On global existence, asymptotic stability and blowing up of solutions for some degenerate non-linear wave equations of Kirchhoff type with a strong dissipation. Math. Methods Appl. Sci., 20 (1997), 151–177.

[44] J. Y. Park and J. J. Bae, On the existence of solutions of strongly damped nonlinear wave equations.

Int. J. Math. Math. Sci., 23 (2000), 369–382.

[45] V. Pata and M. Squassina, On the strongly damped wave equation, Comm. Math. Phys, 253, no. 3 (2005), 511–533.

[46] V. Pata and S. Zelik, Smooth attractors for strongly damped wave equations, Nonlinearity, 19 (2006), 1495-1506.

[47] H. Pecher, On global regular solutions of third order partial differential equations, J. Math. Anal.

Appl., 73 (1980), 278–299.

[48] G. A. Pinter, Global attractor for damped abstract nonlinear hyperbolic systems, Nonlinear Anal.

53 (2003), 653–668.

[49] P. Rybka, Viscous damping prevents propagation of singularities in the system of viscoelasticity, Proc. Royal Soc. Edinburgh A, 127 (1997), 1067-1074.

[50] G. F. Webb, Existence and asymptotic behavior for a strongly damped nonlinear wave equation, Canad. J. Math., 32 (1980), 631–643.

[51] Y. Yamada, Quasilinear wave equations and related nonlinear evolution equations, Nagoya Math.

J., 84 (1981), 31–83.

[52] Zh. Yang, Cauchy problem for quasi-linear wave equations with nonlinear damping and source terms, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 300 (2004), 218–243.

[53] Zh. Yang, Cauchy problem for quasi-linear wave equations with viscous damping, J. Math. Anal.

Appl., 320 (2006), 859–881.

[54] B. Tvedt, Quasilinear Equations for Viscoelasticity of Strain-Rate Type, Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 189 (2008), 237–281.

[55] S. Zelik, Asymptotic regularity of solutions of singularly perturbed damped wave equations with supercritical nonlinearities, Disc. Cont. Dyn. Sys., 11(2004), 351392.

[56] S. Zelik, The attractor for a nonlinear reaction-diffusion system with a supercritical nonlinearity and it’s dimension, Rend. Accad. Naz. Sci. XL Mem. Mat. Appl., 24 (2000), 1-25.

1 Department of Mathematics, Koç University, Istanbul, Turkey

2 Department of Mathematics, University of Surrey, Guildford, GU2 7XH, UK