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A REACTION INFILTRATION PROBLEM:
CLASSICAL SOLUTIONS
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In this paper, we consider a reaction infiltration problem consisting of a parabolic equation for the
concentration, an elliptic equation for the pressure, and an ordinary differential equation for the porosity.
Existence and uniqueness of a global classical solution is proved for bounded domains Q C R¥, under suitable
boundary conditions.
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1. Introduction

Here we consider the mathematical problem, introduced in [5] in order to study the
infiltration of a fluid in a porous medium whose porosity changes due to the reaction of
the porous matrix with the fluid. Part of the porous medium is then dissolved into the fluid
and transported by the fluid flux. In this way the porosity and the concentration of the
compound change with time and, in turn, influence the fluid motion.

Denote by ¢, u, and p the porosity of the medium, the concentration of the dissolved
component, and the pressure in the fluid, respectively. Then the conservation law for
the concentration, the conservation law for the mass of the fluid, and the dynamics of
the dissolution of the porous matrix give rise to the following system of partial
differential equations (see [5] for a detailed derivation)

= (gu) = V(D()Vu + uK(@)VP) + 2 g, a1
VK()P) =5 0. (12
2 0= [0~ 9,1~ ) (13)
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where t denotes the time, V is the spatial gradient, D and K are, respectively, the
diffusivity and the permeability, f, = max{f, 0} is the positive part of f, ¢, and u,, are
positive constants representing the final porosity and the equilibrium concentration,
respectively.

Here we consider the problem of solving (1.1)-(1.3) in Q; =Q x (0, T) (where
Q c R" is a smooth bounded domain) with initial and boundary conditions

u(x,0) = u(x), xe€Q, (1.4)
o(x,0) = gy(x), x€Q, (1.5)

%(x, =0, (x.f)edQx[0,T], (1.6)
p(x, 1) = py(x, ), (x,t) € aQ x [0, T]. (1.7)

We are interested in global (in time) classical solutions of this problem. For
Q c R, the existence of a unique global classical solution was proved in [7], where the
proof of the existence and uniqueness of a local (in time) classical solution was also
established for any space dimension. .

For N = 2, global existence of a classical solution was proved in [4]. In this case
the proof required the assumption of vanishing flux for the concentration, i.e.
condition (1.6).

Here we extend the results obtained for dimension two to any spatial dimension.

Throughout this paper we use the notations of [10] for function spaces and their
norms. In particular H°(Qr), s € R is defined as in [10] (with “parabolic” anisotropic
distance). We use also the space C'(Q;) which is defined similarly but with the
euclidean isotropic distance in Q.

2. Holder continuity

In this section we prove the Hélder continuity of the concentration u. For this let
us consider the equation

(p%u =V(DVu)+ KVpVu+f, inQ;=Qx(0,T), 2.1)
u(x,0) = uy(x,0), xe€Q, 2.2
au 3
&(x, t)=0, (x,p)elyx|[0,T], 2.3)
u(x, )y = u(x,t), (x,t) eI} x[0, T, 24)

where I'Y) = 8Q\I'% and u, is the restriction of a C'(Q;) function. We also assume that
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the coefficients ¢, D, K and f are measurable functions satisfying

0<l5<p,D,Kgco, (2.5)
G

Ifl <Gy, (2.6)

lo| < Gy, 2.7)

and the function p € L*(0, T; H'(Q)) is a solution of

V(KVp) =g, (2.8)
K?—az(x, D =pn(x,1, (x,0)elfyx[0,T] 2.9)
p(x, t) = pp(x, 1), (x,t) € (BNIR) x [0, T], (2.10)

where g e L¥(Q;). We assume that py is a measurable bounded function on
8Q x [0, T] and p, is the restriction of a C'(Q;) function. If T} = 3aQ\I'y =0, we
assume that p, contains a free term, depending only on time, in order to satisfy

[ put.n= [ o0

for every t € [0, T], and we choose p such that

/ p(x,t) =0,
Q
for every t € [0, T].

Theorem 2.1. Assume that u € L0, T; H'(Q)) N L=(Q;) is a nonnegative solution of
(2.1)-(2.4). Then there exist constants a € (0, 1) and C > 0 such that

lulgy < C. @11)

The proof of the theorem follows the path of the proof in [10, Chapter II, §7].
However some modifications of the original proof are needed. For the reader’s
convenience we provide here most of the details. In the sequel C will denote any
constant depending on given data.

Lemma 2.1. Under the foregoing assumptions, we have

1PNl oo, 708 < Cs (2.12)
for some B € (0, 1).
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Proof. It follows from the classical theory of elliptic equation in divergence form,
see [9].

Lemma 2.2. For any given ¢ >0, there exists po(Co, Q,Tp) >0 such that, if
spt({) C B, (xo), for some x, € Q, then

| Ko k5 <o [ 19— b,
Q Q
+C, /(u — k2 + VL), forany t € [0, T],
Q

where k € R is arbitrary, (u— k), = max{+(u — k),0},{ is any cut-off function and
spt({) is the support of {.

Proof. Multiplying equation (2.8) by (p — p,) (u — k)2{?, where p, is a function to
be determined in the following, we obtain

0= / KVpV((p - po) (u — 20) + / 90 — po) (u — KL

ap 242
| Kopo— po = big
=I+11-1II

We can estimate I and II as follows:
1= [ KIVpiu - 030 - [ KVpVpitu - REE
+ [Q K(p — po)Vp[2(s — ),0°V(u — k), +2(u — K)2LVL]
> | KIVpPw = 3L - CIVpalmy [ (0= 2
= Cllp = ol (190 = 0L + = 2 IVEF]

I < gl ooy llp — Po"l,w(spn(xo)nn) f(u - k)igz-
Q

To estimate II], we consider two cases:
(@) dist(x,, I'p) > py; (i) dist(xp, I'D) < py.
In the first case, we take p, = p(x,, t) which behaves like a constant in the above
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computation. Then it follows that
IVpol =0, llp— Po||1,w(a,°(xo)nn) =< Pg||P||Loe(o,'r;cﬂ(o)) =< Cpg

and then, using the imbedding H'(Q) — L*(3Q)

11| = < Coill(u — k)5 LN}z

/ pa(x, 1) (P — po) (4 — KL
ary,

< Cosll(u = K)sLln@ < CpS / (IV(u — K. PC + (u = DL + V).
Q
Combining this with the estimates for I and I1, we finally obtain
| Kivpi— 3 < cof [ 19—t
Q 0

e / (u = kR + VL),

which gives the assertion of the lemma for p, small enough.

In the second case we take p,=p,. Then we have |Vpyll <C, and
1P = Poll Lo(s,xoiney < Cph since dist(x,, ') < po- Consequently the above estimates
remain true, and we obtain the assertion of the lemma again. O

Remark 2.1. The result of the above lemma is the first fundamental estimate for
the proof of Theorem 2.1. It allows to circumvent the problem of the lack of regularity
of the coefficient KVp which forbids the direct use of the classical regularity results
for linear parabolic equations. A similar approach was used in [1] for proving the
continuity of the solution of a mixed parabolic-elliptic system. In [1] the parabolic
equation was allowed to be degenerate. In the nondegenerate case the corresponding
solution is Holder continuous, [6].

In the sequel, p, will always indicate the radius determined in the above lemma.

Lemma 2.3. There exist constants v, C > 0 such that, for every { € C”(B,,(x0)x[0,T])
vanishing on the lateral surface (forany x, € Q) andany0 < t, < t, < T, wehave

t=ty 73
+ vf / IV(u — k), |2
1=n 1 JQ

=C [ 2 / [(u — DL+ IVEP) + Xy >rl] (2.13)
y JQ

[ o= w2
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where k is any constant chosen according to the following

k € [min {u}, max {u}], if spt()NTp x [¢, 8] = {0}
kz — k),
A A T T VS AT L)

ks max Y, in (u — k)
spUONT x[8.82)

Proof. We deal only with the “4” case, the “—” being similar. Multiplying both
sides of equation (2.1) by (u — k) +C2 and integrating over Q we get:

0= / ou(u—k), > — / —(u k), + /,, DVuV((u — k), (%)
_ f KVpVu(u — k)0 - f fu— 1,0
Q Q

1d 2, | 3 2 ou 2
>3 5 fow—0i0 =5 [+ 20ttt - [ DR W=kl

+ L DIV(u — k), |’¢* - /,, D(% |V(u — k), 120 + 8(u — k)i,waz)

f ( DIV — k), 120 + 87 |Vp| (4 — k2L ) c / Yoty oL
0

Since D(3u/an) (u— k), {* = 0 on 3Q, and ¢, € L™, the assertion the lemma follows from
Lemma 2.2. O

Remark 2.2. Inequality (2.13) is the analogous of inequality (7.5) of Chapt. II of
[10], which implies the appartenence to a De Giorgi parabolic class of the solution.
The main difference is the presence of the factor ¢ in the first integral. If the ratio
@/ @, of the supremum to the infimum of ¢ is bounded from above by 1/4, then the
proof of [10] can be carried over without changes. In fact this would allow to choose
(in the notation of [10]) p=2 in Lemma 7.1, p. 112, which is the smallest possible
value for which the proof of Lemma 7.3 works.

In the following (x,, t,) will denote an arbitrary point of Q. We define
0,0 = (2N B,(x0)) x (to — 69, ),

u.(k, p, t) = measure {x € QN B,(xy)|(u(x, t) — k), > 0},

Au(k, p,8) = [, 1 (k, p, )t = measure {(x, 1) € 0, olu(x, ) — k), > O},
M,o=supy, u, myy= inf(_,p_,, u,

wp,o = Mp.o - mp.o = OSCQP.ou,
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~00 if B,(xo)NT% =,

Moo= max  wu, if B,(x)NTh#0,
(By(x)NTp)x[10—0p2,10]

0 if B,(x,)N T =0,
0
Moo = min uy if B,(x)N T # 0.

(Bo(xo)NTh)xlt9—0p2 ]
Lemma 2.4. There exist 0, € (0, 1) and by > 0 such that, for any 0 < p < p, <1, one
of the following cases holds:
(@) dist(xo, I'p) < p,
(i) @pg < P,
(1) po(my g +3@, 0, 0,0 > bop", forallt €[ty — Op*, o),
(iv) u_ (M, g, — 3@,0,, p. 1) > bop", for all t € [ty — 6,p%, t,].

Proof. Assume that (i) and (i1) do not hold. Then dist(x,, I'y) > p and hence any
k € [minu, maxu] is admissible in Lemma 2.3 if spt({) C B,(x,). Moreover
W, = Wyp0 = P

Let 6, be a small constant, whose value will be fixed in the sequel. One of the
following cases must hold, for t, = t, — 8,0%

(@) f”p”“ o, t')x{uz_ﬂLrﬂl"- My, } z %fB,nn o, 1),
(b) f”a““ e( t')x{us_’ﬂ_z_’t""- M, } = %fa,nn o, ).

We now show that (a) implies (iii) and (b) implies (iv), hence completing the proof.
Without loss of generality, we assume that (b) holds and prove that (b) implies (iv).

Let o € (0,1) be a small constant to be determined and { = {(x) € C7°(B,(x,)) a cut-
off function satisfying

. 2
0<{<l, {=1in B(l-—a)p(xo)v V¢l < 5-
Applying Lemma 2.3 with arbitrary t, =t € [t,, t,]) and k = (m, 4 + M, 4)/2, we have

fw@ow—@z’
[4]

. _ 2 ¢2
’sﬁmnw e

a

_ 2 2 2 2
+C[AW K + IVE) + )

<Mpo~ 025 [ ot

B,n0
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N-2
+ CI:(M‘,.Qo - k)2%+ pN] (t—1t)

2

N
W0 p
<= 1) + COw2
=73 B,nn(p( I) 0,00 e

since M, o —k=1w,, >ip,t—1t, < 0p*, (p <1). From the previous estimates (and
the fact that M, o —tw,, — k =2w,,) it follows that

P / 00 1)
-/;u-u)a“ﬂ (=M 0y 700 0] Bi-4)NQ

- OC\ DX usm }
'/Bu_q)pﬂﬂ Mo 040000

2 [ et 1
= (P *y - 2
Bi-o)NQ (M,,'oo - %wp.oo —~ k) B(1-5)pN 0

o(, 1y (u— kL0

>/ (1) — o (1) — B
" Jrgna 9 Bp“9¢ Y o

Since |g,| < C,, we have

8 1
/ o) — o / O 1) >+ 001 1)
B(l_,,)pﬁn 9 Bﬂﬂﬂ 9 B(1-g)pN 2

8 8
5[ eto-etui-g[ et
B(1-g)pN£2 (BAB(1-0))N2
> %pN _ CpN+260 _ CO'pN.
Hence we have
1 00" _ p"
o DX > —p" — Cp"*?0, — Cop" — C—5— =
L(]_a)pnn (p( )X(u_Mp'ao—]Kmp.on, — Ctp p [ op 0_2 2Ct

by taking ¢ = 1/4CC* and 6, small enough. Since ¢ < C,, the assertion of the lemma
follows. O

In the sequel we fix @ = 6, and we omit the subscript 8 in all related quantities, e.g.
Qﬂ.o = Qp’ etc.

Lemma 2.5. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for all p € (0, p,), o € (0,Y),
and k satisfying (2.14)
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2 _— 2
[l — k)l |Q(|_°)p = sup ll(u — k), "1,2(5(,_,)an)
t9—0(1—0)2p2 <t<tg

+ 1V = B£ 200 ppnm

1
< [ 1= LI, + A )

Proof. It is enough to choose the cut-off function {(x, t) € C°(R**') in Lemma 2.3
such that (=0 if |x—x|>p or t<ty—0p>, (=1 in Qy_,,, 0<{<1 and
6.l + VL1 < Clap’. O

Lemma 2.6. Assume that Hye (M, —iw,, M,) (or Hye (m,,m, + w,)) and that

1 %o

Hy > Mg (or Hy < mg). Define, forn=1,2,...,

1 1 1 1
HH=MP—(§+7)<MP‘”°) (”’”"z’"ﬂ+(z+7)‘”°""ﬂ))’

Then

A (H o
+( n+l> pn+l) < Cn A+(H'l’ p'l)
pN - pN

A-(Hu+l ’ pn+l) < C" (A+(Hm pn))Hﬁ
pN - pN .

Proof. Using the imbedding | - fl2«m < Cl|l - |ll, see formula (3.4) of [10, §3,
Chapt. 2, p. 75], and Lemma 2.5, we have

1
(Hppy — H)O

A (H, 1, Pppy) / (u— Hn)i+(4/N)

Pu+t

1
< C(H H )2+(4/N) |||(u — Hn)+ HIZQ-:'(:/N)
nyl g
1 1 2 1+
S C(H 1= HY (0= o)’ I = H,), llg,, + A,(H,. p,)
" ! " n+1

< CA,(H,, p,)* 7,

https://doi.org/10.1017/50013091500023725 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0013091500023725

284 J. CHADAM, X. CHEN, R. GIANNI AND R. RICCI

where we made use of |l(u — H,),ll5, <4"'(H,,, — H,)’A,(H,, p,). g

Lemma 2.7. We have
(1) Ifmes({u(-,t) <k}NB,NQ) > bop" then, for all | > k

(l - k)#+(lv P t) < CP"V(“(’ t) - k)+ Ile(B,nQ) (#+(kr P, t) - #-{-(lv P, t))l/z’ (215)

i) If HN"(BPOI“'{,) > byp"~' and ulg,Are <k, then (2.15) holds. Here H"™' denotes
the Hausdorff measure.

Proof. Part (i) of the lemma follows immediately from inequality (5.5) of [10,
Chapt. II, p. 91], by means of the Hoélder inequality. To prove (ii), one has to prove
first an equivalent of the above mentioned inequality (5.5) when the set {u <k} is
localized on the boundary of B, N Q. This is almost immediate if B, N Q = B, since, in
this case, the same proof as in [10] can be carried out simply integrating over the
boundary of B,. The general case can be reduced to this one if 3Q is regular enough
and p is sufficiently small. O

Lemma 2.8. For every ¢ > 0, there exists S(¢) > 0 such that one of the following
holds:

(1) w,, <2

1
(2 M, > M, +29,

] o P N+2
and A+(Mp - ?w‘,/z,i) <e¢ (5)

3) m, <mj, — 2%

1 o o N+2
and A_ (m,, +§w,,2, 5) <eg (5)

(if dist(x,, I'p) < p then 2p replaces p in the inequalities involving A, andA_).

Proof. We are of course interested in the case in which (1) fails. First we consider
the case dist(xy, I'p) > p. By Lemma 2.4 we can assume, without loss of generality,
that

1 P N 0 ,
p_| M, —3 Doy t} > byp" foreveryte|t, —% P 2ol

Hence, taking I > k> M,,, —iw,, in Lemma 2.7 (i), and from the estimate of Lemma
2.5, we have
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p Cp’ p p
A (l' E) = (3 o IV = k) Niray o (A+ (k’ E) ~ A (l’ 5))
C p p
S g 1 = Rullg, + p™1] (A+ (k’ 5) A (l’ 5))

<o) (u.(:2) 40 o)

Lw,n, n=0,1,2,3,...,8S—3. Then, taking k=k,, and

—-11
LA

Let us take k,=M
l=k,,,, we have that

n 2
p p p 2"p
Ai (kn-H, 5) < 4CPN+2 (A+ (km ‘2’) - A+ (kn+|v 5)) [1 + (8 (Up/z) ]

Since w,;; > 25p, adding up the above inequalities forn =0, 1,2,...,S — 3, we obtain

C p C
2 (k. P N+2 Py < N+2 N+2.
A*(s’z)SS—z" A+(°’2)—S—2” P
Taking S large enough, we obtain

N+2
(:9) )

which is the claim of the lemma.
We now consider the case dist (x,, I'y) < p. Since

(|
W3, = 0SCreng,, (ko < Cp,

we can assume, without loss of generality, w, > 2w'2",, and therefore, either

1
M, > max uy+-w
f T renBy(xo) 47
or
< i 1
m min —-—-w
p= r';,nsu(xo)uo 4°°

Assume that the first case holds (the second one is analogous). We can now use the
results of Lemma 2.7 (ii) and of Lemma 2.5. Then, proceeding as above, we show that
there exists S such that

1
A ks, p) <&@V, ks=M,, — 5 Dy
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This completes the proof of lemma. O
We now state an algebraic lemma whose proof can be found, for instance, in [10].

Lemma 2.9. If the sequence {y,}>, satisfies
0 < Yoy < Cy,*00

for some positive C > 1, then there exists ¢ > 0 depending on C, such that, if y, <e¢,
then
lim y, = 0.
In the sequel we fix the value of ¢ in Lemma 2.8 in such a way that Lemma 2.9
can be applied.

Lemma 2.10. There exists v € (0, 1) such that, for all 0 < p < p,, we have
Wy < 0wy, + Cp
Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume w,,, > Cp. Let us first consider

the case dist (xg, ['p) > p. In this case, using Lemma 2.6, Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.9,
we have that either

1
My <M, — 55+ DOpp2
or
Mprs Z My + o537 Opp2-
In both cases we have that
Wyps = W, — 25+ Wy /2

from which we get

1+

25+1

Now we consider the case dist(x,, I'p) < p. Since 05Crung,,to < Cp, We have that
either M, > M5, + 1w, or m, <m), —1w,. In both cases we can apply Lemma 2.6,
Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.9 to conclude that

1
1

@,

Wy = p°
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This concludes the assertion of the Lemma. d

Finally the assertion of Theorem 2.1 follows from Lemma 2.10 and Lemma 5.8, p.
96 of [10].

3. A priori estimates

We establish here some a priori estimate for the solution of the system (1.1)-(1.7),
under the assumptions

D' is Lipschitz continuous, D > D, > 0; 3.1
K’ is Lipschitz continuous, K > K, > 0; (3.2)
p € C(Qr), @ € H*™(Q); (3.3)

u, € H**(Q), z—f =0, xedQ. 3.9

As a first step, we prove

Lemma 3.1. Under assumptions (3.1)-(3.4), we have

ul<M, (x,)eQr (3.3)

IVull 2oy < M, ' (3.6)

lp(-, Dllzy + IVD(C, Ollp2qy < M, for every t € [0, T, 3.7
lol +lo) =M, (x,1) €Qr, (3-8)

IVo(, Dl < M, foreveryt €0, T), (3.9)

Proof. Inequality (3.5) is a standard consequence of the maximum principle and
inequality (3.8) follows immediately from (3.5) and equation (1.3). Inequalities (3.6)
and (3.7) are easily obtained multiplying equation (1.1) times # and equation (1.2)
times p and then integrating by part, see Lemma 4.1 of [7] for more details. O

Lemma 3.2. Under assumptions (3.1)-(3.4), we have the following a priori estimates

lulsr < M, (3.10)
Iplg)r + IVPIgl < M(), foranyde(0,1), (3.11)
@It + Vel + Vo I35 < M. (3.12)
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Moreover p € L*(0, T; H***(w)) for any w CC Q.

Proof. Writing equation (1.1) as

3
¢ 5u= V(DVu) + KVpVu +%(p, (3.13)

we can apply, because of the estimates of Lemma 3.1, the results of Section 2, thus
obtaining the Hoélder continuity of u in Q,. Consequently also ¢ and ¢, are Holder
continuous functions.

Then using the regularity result of Theorem 17.1 of [2], we have

I, Dla™ <
for some B € (0, 1), for every t € (0, T).
Then we proceed as in the proof of Theorem 2.3 of [4], i.e. for every positive

constants h and y, we denote by p,, the difference (p(-,t+h)— p(-, t))/H. Then p,,
satisfies the elliptic equation

V(K(o(-, t + m)Vp,,) = (9,), .+ V(K(9),,VD). (3.14)

Since K(¢),, is Holder continuous, uniformly in h, for every y € [0, 1], we then know
that Vp,,,, is bounded independently of h, [2]. Hence, we obtain

IPI + |VP|QT =M.
Again, we proceed as in part (d) of the proof of the above mentioned theorem of

[4], i.e. differentiating equation (3.13) and multiplying by |Vu|*u,, summing over i and
integrating by parts (noting that du/dn = 0 on 3Q,, x (0, T)), we get

T
—_ 1 2542 2s
o= [ [[ |z etvu] +omsavurn,

@, |Vu|*** 4 (px,u,qul u, + D, u, (|Vul* u,‘)

1
T 20 +59)

+ Kvuvp(lvulzsux; Xi - ((Pt) (lvulzsux; xi[°

Here we have used the conventional summation notation over doubled indices. The
first two terms in the integrand are good terms which will give the positive terms
||Vu(~,t)l|i’§f;mm and |||Vu|’ |(“x.x,)”|L2(nM.)a where we indicate by I(uml)l the euclidean
norm of the Hessian matrix in RV Usmg the equation to replace u,, the fourth term
in the integrand can be estimated by N o, VU 1)1 + C(1+ VUl + (Vo).
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Similar estimates also hold for the rest of the terms. Since |[Voll uuq,,, <
C(1 + |\Vull 2s44(q,, ), taking e small enough, we obtain

Sup 1921 0,5 + WVl s Nl < CO) [1+ f [ / wm”*“].
<t<t 0 Q

Since u € C*** and 8u/dn = 0 on the boundary, using a reflection technique we can
rewrite the imbedding of [10, (5.8), p. 94] in the form:

/ / IV < f / €1V |(ty )1 + C,IVu+
0 Ou

from which it follows that
'4
sup 11Vl Iz, + NIVuP 145 < CG5) [1 + f / / |Vu|k+2].
<t<t 0 Oy

Gronwall’s inequality then gives that Vu € L*(0, T; L***(Q,,)) for any s > 0.

We thus obtain an estimate for the L°(Q;)-norm of |{Vu| for any s. Such an estimate
induces a similar estimate for Vo. Then we can consider 3.13 as a linear equation
whose coefficients are bounded in appropriate spaces. Theorem 9.1, p. 341, of [10] and
the subsequent corollary can now be applied, and we obtain that

Iy, + 57 < Mg, ),

for any ¢ > 2 and any y € (0, 1).

The statement of the lemma then follows from standard regularity theorems on
linear elliptic and parabolic equations by means of a simple boot-strap argument. [

We assume now that u, satisfies the following weaker condition.

By _

uy € WMQ), r>N+2, =

0, xeaQ. (3.15)

Theorem 3.3. Under the assumptions (3.1), (3.3) and (3.15), problem (1.1)-(1.7) has a
unique classical solution (u, p, @) such that

u € WXQy) N H*™+2(Qy), (3.16)
¢ € CEI(Qy), (3.17)
pe L0, T; H(w)) wccQ, (3.18)

for a suitable v € (0,1). Moreover p satisfies (3.11), u and ¢ satisfy inequalities (3.10)
and (3.12) in Q x (1, T) for any t > 0.
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Proof. Local existence and uniqueness of a classical solution satisfying (3.16) and
(3.17) is granted by Remark 1.2 of [7] (in [7] a Dirichlet datum was assigned for u, but
the arguments used there work also for a Neumann boundary condition).

Standard regularity theory implies that this solution satisfies the assumptions on the
initial data of Lemma 3.2 for any positive ¢ in the interval of existence. The a priori
estimates of Lemma 3.2 then guarantee that the solution can be extended for arbitrary
positive time preserving the regularity required in (3.16)-(3.18) ((3.18) is a trivial
consequence of elliptic regularity theory, {9]). O

Remark 3.1. The previous results remain true under the boundary condition
(du/dn) = h(x, t), with h regular enough, providing that an estimate for |u| is available.
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