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Abstract. In this paper we will discuss the existence for the classical solution of the Navier-

Stokes equations. First, we transform it into generalized integral equations. Next, we discuss

the existence of the classical solution by Leray-Schauder degree and Sobolev space H−m1(Ω1).
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1 Introduction

We consider the dynamical equations for a viscous and incompressible fluid as follows,

∂u1

∂x
+
∂u2

∂y
+
∂u3

∂z
= 0, (1.1)

∂u

∂t
− µ∆u+ u1

∂u

∂x
+ u2

∂u

∂y
+ u3

∂u

∂z
+

1

ρ
gradp = F, (1.2)

where u = (u1, u2, u3)
T is the velocity vector, µ is the dynamic viscosity coefficient, ρ is the density

of the material particle, p is intensity of the pressure, F = (F1, F2, F3)
T is the density of the body

force, u = (u1, u2, u3)
T , p and F are all continuous functions with the variables of the time t and

position (x, y, z)T . These equations are called the Navier-Stokes equations.

We assume u = (u1, u2, u3)
T ∈ C2(Ω) ∩ C1[0, T ], p ∈ C1(Ω) ∩ C[0, T ], t ∈ [0, T ], (x, y, z)T ∈

Ω ⊂ R3, Ω = Ω ∪ ∂Ω, Ω is a bounded domain, and ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, moreover, Ω is convex,

the initial conditions should be known as

u|t=0 ∈ C2(Ω), (1.3)

and at least one of three boundary conditions as follows,

(1)Dirichlet problem,

u|∂Ω×[0, T ] ∈ C2(∂Ω) ∩ C1[0, T ], (1.4)

(2)Neumann problem,

∂u

∂n
|∂Ω×[0, T ] ∈ C1(∂Ω× [0, T ]), (1.5)

where n = (n1, n2, n3)
T is the exterior normal vector to ∂Ω,

(3)Robin problem,

(
∂u

∂n
+ σu)|∂Ω×[0, T ] ∈ C(∂Ω× [0, T ]), (1.6)

where σ = σ(x, y, z, t) is continuous, and σ(x, y, z, t) > 0, ∀(x, y, z, t)T ∈ ∂Ω× [0, T ].

Our goal is absolutely the classical solution of Eqs(1.1) and (1.2).
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In Section 2, we will prove that the boundary in C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, is not only the Sobolev’s imbedding

surface, but also the Lyapunov’s surface, the Hopf’s surface for the strong maximum principle.

In section 3, we will transform Eqs(1.1) and (1.2) into the equivalent generalized integral equations

as follows,

Z1 = T0(Z1) = w1(x, y, z, t) + w2(x, y, z, t). ∗ (ψ(Z1)), (1.7)

where Z1 = (u, p, ∂u \ u1x, ∂
2u, gradp)T , ∂u = (ux, uy, uz)

T , ∂u \ u1x = (u2x, u3x, uy, uz)
T ,

ujx = ∂uj/∂x, j = 1, 2, 3, ∂2u = (uxx, uxy, uxz, uyy, uyz, uzz)
T , .∗ means the matrix convolution

as follows,

w2. ∗ (ψ(Z1)) =

∫

R4

w2(x− x1, y − y1, z − z1, t− τ)(ψ(Z1(x1, y1, z1, τ)))dx1dy1dz1dτ. (1.8)

Here generalized comes from w1 and w2 being related to the Dirac function. The term equivalent is

defined in the following.

Definition 1.1 The equations f1(x) = 0 and f2(y) = 0 are equivalent, if and only if there exist

continuous mappings T1, T2, such that ∀x, y are respectively the solutions of

f1(x) = 0, f2(y) = 0, we have f1(T2(y)) = 0, f2(T1(x)) = 0, and T2(T1(x)) = x , T1(T2(y)) = y.

Hence, we can get a necessary and sufficient condition for there exist u ∈ C2(Ω) ∩ C1[0, T ], p ∈
C1(Ω)∩C[0, T ] satisfy Eqs(1.1) and (1.2) is that there exists Z1 ∈ C(Ω×[0, T ]) satisfies Z1 = T0(Z1).

In Section 4, we will discuss the existence of the classical solution of Z1 = T0(Z1). We will use the

theory on H−m1(Ω1), where Ω1 = Ω × (0, T ), which is defined on page 130 in [10], and a primary

theory on the Leray-Schauder degree.

At first, we construct a norm ‖ · ‖−m1
for T0(Z1) = (T0, i(Z1))33×1 as the following,

‖T0(Z1)‖−m1
= max

1≤i≤33
sup

ϕ∈C∞

0
(Ω1)

| < T0, i(Z1), ϕ > |
‖ϕ‖m1

. (1.9)

Next, we make approximate ordinary integral equations Z1 = T0ǫ(Z1), ∀ǫ > 0, where

T0ǫ(Z1) = δǫ. ∗ T0(Z1), δǫ =
1

(
√
πǫ)4

e−|X|2/ǫ, X = (x, y, z, t)T . (1.10)

At last, we assume the following,

∃M > 0, ∃δ > 0, ∃δ′ > 0, ∀ǫ ∈ (0, δ], ∀T ∈ (0, δ′], we have τ(M, ǫ, T ) > 0, (1.11)

∃M > 0, ∃δ > 0, ∀ǫ ∈ (0, δ], τ(M, ǫ) > 0, and ∃ǫ0 ∈ (0, δ], deg(Z1−T0ǫ0(Z1), ΩM , 0) 6= 0, (1.12)

∃ ǫk > 0, Z1ǫk ∈ ΩM , Z1ǫk = T0ǫk(Z1ǫk), k ≥ 1, lim
k→+∞

ǫk = 0, and sup
k, l, i

S(∂Ω+
k, l, i) < +∞, (1.13)

where

τ(M, ǫ, T ) = inf
‖Z1‖∞=M

‖Z1 − T0ǫ(Z1)‖∞,

if time T is fixed, then we denote τ(M, ǫ, T ) into τ(M, ǫ), ΩM = {Z1 ∈ C(Ω1) : ‖Z1‖∞ < M},

S(∂Ω+
k, l, i) =

∫

{X∈Ω×[0, T ]: Z1, i, ǫk
−Z1, i, ǫl

=0}
dS, k 6= l, 1 ≤ i ≤ 33.
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We will prove that the strong solution of Z1 = T0(Z1) will exist locally under the condition (1.11)

and exist globally under the condition (1.12), where the strong solution Z∗
1 is required that there

exist series ǫk → 0, k → +∞, such that

lim
k→+∞

‖Z1ǫk − Z∗
1‖−m1

= 0, moreover lim
k→+∞

‖Z1ǫk − T0(Z1ǫk)‖−m1
= 0. (1.14)

Moreover, the L∞ solution of Z1 = T0(Z1) will exist under the condition (1.13).

If the strong solution is locally integrable, then it is in L∞. If (1.11) or (1.12) or (1.13) does not

hold, then the blow-up will happen.

The L∞ solution of Z1 = T0(Z1) will always exist and be unique except the blow-up.

We obtain u∗ ∈ W 2, +∞(Ω), p∗ ∈ W 1, +∞(Ω), if Z∗
1 = T0(Z

∗
1 ), Z

∗
1 ∈ L∞(Ω × [0, T ]), where

Z∗
1 = (u∗, p∗, ∂u∗ \ u∗1x, ∂

2u∗, gradp∗)T . Here W 1, +∞(Ω), W 2, +∞(Ω) are Sobolev spaces defined

on page 153 in [2]. From the condition that domain Ω satisfies a uniform exterior and interior cone,

if Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, we can get that u∗ ∈ C1, 1(Ω), p∗ ∈ C0, 1(Ω) by imbedding.

By using Morrey’s inequality defined on page 163 in [2], we get u∗ is twice classically differentiable

and p∗ is classically differentiable almost everywhere in Ω.

If F (T0(Z
∗
1 )) is analytical, then u

∗ and p∗ satisfy Eqs(1.1) and (1.2) almost everywhere in Ω× [0, T ],

where F (T0(Z
∗
1 )) is the Fourier transform of T0(Z

∗
1 ). That is near our goal.

Since we haven’t got any similar paper, we have to put some books we have learnt in the reference.

2 Boundary in C1, α

In this section, we will explain why we chose ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, instead of ∂Ω ∈ C2, α, 0 <

α ≤ 1, or the Sobolev’s imbedding surface, the Lyapunov’s surface, the Hopf’s surface for the strong

maximum principle.

First of all, we know C1, α ⊃ C2, α, 0 < α ≤ 1. Simplicity and generality are our eternal pursuit.

Secondly, ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1 is just the Sobolev’s imbedding surface from the following.

Theorem 2.1 If Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, then domain Ω satisfies a uniform

exterior cone condition, that is, there exists a fixed finite right circular cone K, such that each

P = (x, y, z)T ∈ ∂Ω is the vertex of a cone K(P ), K(P ) ∩ Ω = P , and K(P ) is congruent to K.

Proof of theorem 2.1. By using the equivalent definition of C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, on page 94 in [2],

if ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, then each P0 = (x0, y0, z0)
T ∈ ∂Ω, there exists a neighborhood

U(P0, δ0(P0)), δ0(P0) > 0, where

U(P0, δ0(P0)) = {P : |P − P0| < δ0(P0)}, U(P0, δ0(P0)) = {P : |P − P0| ≤ δ0(P0)},

P = (x, y, z)T ∈ R3, | P − P0 |=
√

(x− x0)2 + (y − y0)2 + (z − z0)2, and U(P0, δ0(P0)) ∩ ∂Ω is a

graph of a C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, function of two of the coordinates x, y, z.

Without loss of the generality, we assume such a function is f0(x, y) ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, and we

have the following, z − f0(x, y) = 0, if P = (x, y, z)T ∈ U(P0, δ0(P0)) ∩ ∂Ω, z − f0(x, y) > 0, if

P = (x, y, z)T ∈ U(P0, δ0(P0)) \ Ω, and z − f0(x, y) < 0, if P = (x, y, z)T ∈ U(P0, δ0(P0)) ∩ Ω.

3



We will get the same results if U(P0, δ0(P0)) ∩ ∂Ω is a graph of other functions.

We introduce the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1 If Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, then for each P0 = (x0, y0, z0)
T ∈ ∂Ω, there

exists a C(P0) > 0, related to f0(x, y), such that

| rP0P · np0 |≤ C(P0) | P − P0 |1+α, ∀P = (x, y, z)T ∈ U(P0, δ0(P0)) ∩ ∂Ω, (2.1)

where rP0P =
−−→
P0P , np0 is exterior normal vector to ∂Ω at point P0.

Proof of lemma 2.1. From np0 =
1

√
f20x(x0, y0) + f20y(x0, y0) + 1

(−f0x(x0, y0), −f0y(x0, y0), 1)T ,

where f0x, f0y are partial derivatives of f0, we get

rP0P · np0 =
z − z0 − (x− x0)f0x(x0, y0)− (y − y0)f0y(x0, y0)√

f20x(x0, y0) + f20y(x0, y0) + 1
. (2.2)

From z − z0 = f0(x, y)− f0(x0, y0), and f0(x, y) ∈ C1, α, we have

z− z0 = (x−x0)f0x(tx0+(1− t)x, ty0+(1− t)y)+ (y− y0)f0y(tx0+(1− t)x, ty0+(1− t)y), (2.3)

where 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. From f0(x, y) ∈ C1, α, we know there exists Cα(P0) > 0, related to f0(x, y), such

that ∀P1 = (x1, y1, z1)
T , P2 = (x2, y2, z2)

T ∈ U(P0, δ0(P0)) ∩ ∂Ω,

| f0x(x1, y1)− f0x(x2, y2) |≤ Cα(P0) | (P1 − P2)1 |α,
| f0y(x1, y1)− f0y(x2, y2) |≤ Cα(P0) | (P1 − P2)1 |α,

where (P1 − P2)1 = (x1 − x2, y1 − y2, 0)
T .

Hence we obtain the following,

| f0x(tx0 + (1− t)x, ty0 + (1− t)y)− f0x(x0, y0) |≤ Cα(P0) | (P − P0)1 |α, (2.4)

| f0y(tx0 + (1− t)x, ty0 + (1− t)y)− f0y(x0, y0) |≤ Cα(P0) | (P − P0)1 |α, (2.5)

where (P − P0)1 = (x− x0, y − y0, 0)
T .

From
√
f20x(x0, y0) + f20y(x0, y0) + 1 ≥ 1, we obtain,

| rP0P · np0 |≤ 2Cα(P0) | (P − P0)1 |1+α≤ C(P0) | P − P0 |1+α, (2.6)

where C(P0) = 2Cα(P0). �

Now we can make an exterior finite right circular cone K(P0) at point P0. We choose a δ1(P0) <

δ0(P0) that is small enough such that C(P0)(2δ1(P0))
α < 1. We let P0 be the vertex of a cone K(P0)

and np0 be the symmetry axis. The polar angle is θ(P0) = arccos(C(P0)(2δ1(P0))
α) ∈ (0, π/2), and

the length of generatrix is δ1(P0)/3.

We will prove that K(P0) ∩ Ω = P0.

From | P − P0 |≤ δ1(P0)/3, ∀P ∈ K(P0), we can obtain K(P0) ⊂ U(P0, δ1(P0)).

And from

rP0P · np0 ≥| P − P0 | C(P0)(2δ1(P0))
α > C(P0) | P − P0 |1+α, ∀P ∈ K(P0), P 6= P0, (2.7)
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we can obtain K(P0) ∩ ∂Ω = P0.

Finally, if there exists P ∈ K(P0)∩Ω, then we can obtain z < f0(x, y), where P = (x, y, z)T . From

(2.2), we can get rP0P · np0 < C(P0) | P − P0 |1+α. This contradicts (2.7). Hence K(P0) ∩ Ω = P0.

Then, we can make a uniform exterior finite right circular cone K for each P ∈ U(P0, δ1(P0)/3)∩∂Ω.
K is congruent to K(P0), if we let P be the vertex of a cone K(P ), np the symmetry axis, a polar

angle of θ(P ) = θ(P0) = arccos(C(P0)(2δ1(P0))
α), and the length of generatrix δ1(P0)/3. From

lemma 2.1, we obtain the following, ∀P1 = (x1, y1, z1)
T , P2 = (x2, y2, z2)

T ∈ U(P0, δ0(P0)) ∩ ∂Ω,

| rP2P1
· np2 |≤ C(P0) | P1 − P2 |1+α . (2.8)

If there exists P ′ 6= P ∈ K(P ) ∩ Ω, then it will contradict the following,

rPP ′ · np ≥| P ′ − P | C(P0)(2δ1(P0))
α > C(P0) | P ′ − P |1+α, ∀P ′ ∈ K(P ), P ′ 6= P. (2.9)

From arbitrary P0, we obtain that

⋃

P0∈∂Ω
[U(P0, δ1(P0)/3) ∩ ∂Ω] (2.10)

is an open cover for ∂Ω. From the Heine-Borel theorem, we see that there exists a finite sub-cover

for ∂Ω as follows, ∃N > 0, ∃Pk ∈ ∂Ω, ∃δ1(Pk) > 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ N , such that

N⋃

k=1

[U(Pk, δ1(Pk)/3) ∩ ∂Ω] ⊃ ∂Ω, (2.11)

and the definitions of δ0(Pk), Cα(Pk), C(Pk), δ1(Pk), θ(Pk) are the same as δ0(P0), Cα(P0), C(P0),

δ1(P0), θ(P0), 1 ≤ k ≤ N .

So we can make a uniform exterior finite right circular cone K for each P ∈ ∂Ω. All the K(P ) are

congruent, if we let P be the vertex of a cone K(P ), np be the symmetry axis, have a polar angle of

θ∗, and length of generatrix of δ∗1 , where

θ∗ = min
1≤k≤N

θ(Pk), δ
∗
1 = min

1≤k≤N
δ1(Pk)/3.

Hence the statement stands. �

If we choose −np0 as the symmetry axis of the cone, then we can transform the uniform exterior

cone into a uniform interior cone. Hence, domain Ω satisfies a uniform exterior and interior cone

condition, if Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1. It looks like C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, is better than C0, 1

for the Sobolev’s imbedding. However, we do not discuss the weak solution of Eqs(1.1) and (1.2)

directly here. We will be discussing the classical solution directly. We want to obtain the equivalent

equations that the classical solution should satisfy.

Thirdly, the following two theorems demonstrate that ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, may be taken as the

Lyapunov’s surface. We will use them in section 3. We require two lemmas as follows.

Lemma 2.2 If Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, f(M, P ), M 6= P is continuous, and

∀M0 ∈ ∂Ω, ∀ǫ > 0, ∃δ > 0, such that ∀M ∈ U(M0, δ), we have

|
∫

U(M0, δ)∩∂Ω
f(M, P )dSP | ≤ ǫ,
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then

ω(M) =

∫

∂Ω
f(M, P )dSP , ∀M = (x, y, z)T ∈ R3, (2.12)

will be continuous. In particular, if ∀M0 ∈ ∂Ω, there exists a neighbourhood U(M0), and δ1 ∈
(0, 1], C > 0, such that

|f(M, P )| ≤
C

r2−δ1
MP

, ∀M ∈ U(M0), ∀P ∈ U(M0) ∩ ∂Ω, (2.13)

where rMP = |M − P |, then ω(M) will also be continuous.

The proof is available on pages 178 to 180 of [6].

Lemma 2.3 If Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, then there exist δ0 > 0, C0 > 0, such that for

each P0 = (x0, y0, z0)
T ∈ ∂Ω, we have the following,

| np − np0 |≤ C0r
α
PP0

, ∀P = (x, y, z)T ∈ U(P0, δ0) ∩ ∂Ω. (2.14)

Proof of lemma 2.3. If Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, then from Theorem 2.1, for each

P0 = (x0, y0, z0)
T ∈ ∂Ω, there exist Pk ∈ ∂Ω, 1 ≤ k ≤ N , such that P0 ∈ U(Pk, δ1(Pk)/3) ∩ ∂Ω.

And U(Pk, δ1(Pk))∩∂Ω is a graph of a C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, function of two of the coordinates x, y, z.

Without loss of the generality, we assume such a function is fk(x, y) ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, and we

have the following, z − fk(x, y) = 0, if P = (x, y, z)T ∈ U(Pk, δ1(Pk)) ∩ ∂Ω, z − fk(x, y) > 0, if

P = (x, y, z)T ∈ U(Pk, δ1(Pk)) \Ω, and z − fk(x, y) < 0, if P = (x, y, z)T ∈ U(Pk, δ1(Pk)) ∩ Ω.

We obtain the following results if U(Pk, δ1(Pk)) ∩ ∂Ω is a graph of other functions.

If we let δ0 = δ∗1 , then from δ∗1 ≤ δ1(Pk)/3, we obtain the following,

U(P0, δ0) ∩ ∂Ω ⊂ U(Pk, δ1(Pk)) ∩ ∂Ω.

Then ∀P = (x, y, z)T ∈ U(P0, δ0) ∩ ∂Ω, we obtain the following,

np =
1

ϕ(x, y)
(−fkx(x, y), −fky(x, y), 1)T , np0 =

1

ϕ(x0, y0)
(−fkx(x0, y0), −fky(x0, y0), 1)T ,

(2.15)

where ϕ(x, y) =
√
f2kx(x, y) + f2ky(x, y) + 1, fkx, fky are partial derivatives of fk.

We can deduce the following,

fkx(x, y)

ϕ(x, y)
−
fkx(x0, y0)

ϕ(x0, y0)
=

ϕ(x0, y0)fkx(x, y)− ϕ(x, y)fkx(x0, y0)

ϕ(x, y)ϕ(x0, y0)

=
(ϕ(x0, y0)− ϕ(x, y))fkx(x, y) + ϕ(x, y)(fkx(x, y)− fkx(x0, y0))

ϕ(x, y)ϕ(x0, y0)
,

fky(x, y)

ϕ(x, y)
−
fky(x0, y0)

ϕ(x0, y0)
=

ϕ(x0, y0)fky(x, y)− ϕ(x, y)fky(x0, y0)

ϕ(x, y)ϕ(x0, y0)

=
(ϕ(x0, y0)− ϕ(x, y))fky(x, y) + ϕ(x, y)(fky(x, y)− fky(x0, y0))

ϕ(x, y)ϕ(x0, y0)
,
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ϕ(x0, y0)− ϕ(x, y) =
ϕ2(x0, y0)− ϕ2(x, y)

ϕ(x0, y0) + ϕ(x, y)

ϕ2(x0, y0)− ϕ2(x, y) = f2kx(x0, y0)− f2kx(x, y) + f2ky(x0, y0)− f2ky(x, y).

If we assume,

Mk = max
P=(x, y, z)T∈U(Pk , δ1(Pk))∩∂Ω

(|fkx(x, y)|, |fky(x, y)|), 1 ≤ k ≤ N, (2.16)

then from ϕ(x, y) ≥ 1, we can obtain,

| np − np0 |≤ (4M2
k + 4Mk + 1)Cα(Pk)r

α
PP0

, ∀P = (x, y, z)T ∈ U(P0, δ0) ∩ ∂Ω, (2.17)

where Cα(Pk) is defined in the same way as in Theorem 2.1.

If we denote,

M0 = max
1≤k≤N

Mk, Cα = max
1≤k≤N

Cα(Pk), C0 = (4M2
0 + 4M0 + 1)Cα, (2.18)

then we know (2.14) holds. �

Theorem 2.2 If Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, then we have the following for an ababsolute

solid angle that is defined in Lyapunov’s potential theory on page 182 of [6],

max
M∈R3

∫

∂Ω

|rMP · np|
r3MP

dSP < +∞. (2.19)

Proof of theorem 2.2. If M = (x, y, z)T ∈ ∂Ω, then from lemma 2.1, we know there exists a

neighborhood U(M, δ(M)), δ(M) > 0, and Cα > 0, such that |rMP · np| ≤ 2Cαr
(1+α)
MP , ∀P ∈

U(M, δ(M)) ∩ ∂Ω, where Cα is defined in the same way as in lemma 2.3.

We obtain the following,

|rMP · np|
r3MP

≤
2Cα

r2−α
MP

, 0 < α ≤ 1, ∀P ∈ U(M, δ(M)) ∩ ∂Ω.

From lemma 2.2, we can see that
∫

∂Ω

|rMP · np|
r3MP

dSP , (2.20)

is continuous on ∂Ω. Hence we get the following,

max
M∈∂Ω

∫

∂Ω

|rMP · np|
r3MP

dSP < +∞. (2.21)

Next we assume,

Ω1 = {M ∈ R3 \Ω : dist(M, ∂Ω) ≤ δ∗2}, Ω2 = {M ∈ Ω : dist(M, ∂Ω) ≤ δ∗2}, (2.22)

where

δ∗2 = [δ∗1 cos(θ
∗)]/2, dist(M, ∂Ω) = min

P∈∂Ω
|M − P |,
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δ∗1 , θ
∗ are defined in the same way as in Theorem 2.1.

If M = (x, y, z)T ∈ R3 \ (Ω1 ∪ Ω2), then we obtain the following,

∫

∂Ω

|rMP · np|
r3MP

dSP ≤
S(∂Ω)

(δ∗2)
2
,

where

S(∂Ω) =

∫

∂Ω
dSP .

Hence we get as follows,

max
M∈R3\(Ω1∪Ω2)

∫

∂Ω

|rMP · np|
r3MP

dSP < +∞. (2.23)

If M = (x, y, z)T ∈ Ω1, then there exists P0 ∈ ∂Ω, such that |M −P0| = dist(M, ∂Ω). We discuss

a smooth curve on ∂Ω that passes through P0. The parameter coordinates of the point P on the

curve are (x(θ), y(θ), z(θ)).The parameter coordinates of P0 are (x(θ0), y(θ0), z(θ0)). We assume

the tangent vector at P0 is as follows,

s0 = (x′(θ0), y
′(θ0), z

′(θ0))
T .

We denote f(θ) as follows,

f(θ) = r2MP = (x− x(θ))2 + (y − y(θ))2 + (z − z(θ))2.

Then f(θ) attains the minimum at θ0. Since f(θ) is smooth, we see that

f ′(θ)|θ=θ0 = −2(M − P0) · s0 = 0.

So rMP0
is perpendicular to s0. From the arbitrary of tangent vector s0, we obtain that rMP0

is

parallel to np0.

From Theorem 2.1, we know that there exists a uniform exterior finite right circular cone K for P0,

P0 is the vertex of a cone K(P0), np0 is the symmetry axis, the polar angle is θ∗, and the length of

generatrix is δ∗1 . From |M − P0| ≤ δ∗2 = [δ∗1 cos(θ
∗)]/2, and M ∈ Ω1, rMP0

is parallel to np0, and we

can obtain M ∈ K(P0), and M is on the symmetry axis np0 .

Again from Theorem 2.1, we know there exists Pk ∈ ∂Ω, 1 ≤ k ≤ N , such that P0 ∈ U(Pk, δ1(Pk)/3)∩
∂Ω. And U(Pk, δ1(Pk)) ∩ ∂Ω is a graph of a C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, function of two of the coordinates

x, y, z.

From δ∗1 ≤ δ1(Pk)/3, we get U(P0, δ
∗
1) ∩ ∂Ω ⊂ U(Pk, δ1(Pk)) ∩ ∂Ω.

If we denote θ1 = (rP0M , rP0P ), ∀P ∈ U(P0, δ
∗
1) ∩ ∂Ω, where (rP0M , rP0P ) is the angle between

rP0M and rP0P , then we obtain θ1 > θ∗. We denote θ2 = (rP0M , rPM).

If θ1 < π/2, then we obtain

rP0P =
rMP sin θ2

sin θ1
≤

1

sin θ∗
rMP .

If θ1 ≥ π/2, then we obtain

rP0P ≤ rMP ≤
1

sin θ∗
rMP , where θ

∗ ∈ (0,
π

2
).
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Hence we obtain

rP0P ≤
1

sin θ∗
rMP , ∀P ∈ U(P0, δ

∗
1) ∩ ∂Ω. (2.24)

From lemma 2.3, we can obtain ∀P ∈ U(P0, δ
∗
1) ∩ ∂Ω,

|
rMP · np
r3MP

−
rMP · np0
r3MP

| = |
rMP · (np − np0)

r3MP

|

≤ C0

rαP0P

r2MP

≤
C0

(sin θ∗)α
1

r2−α
MP

.

And from lemma 2.1, we can get ∀P ∈ U(P0, δ
∗
1) ∩ ∂Ω,

|
rMP · np0
r3MP

−
rMP0

· np0
r3MP

| = |
rP0P · np0
r3MP

|

≤ 2Cα

r1+α
P0P

r3MP

≤
2Cα

(sin θ∗)1+α

1

r2−α
MP

.

Hence we can see the following,

∫

U(P0, δ∗
1
)∩∂Ω

|rMP · np|
r3MP

dSP ≤
∫

U(P0, δ∗
1
)∩∂Ω

|rMP0
· np0 |

r3MP

dSP +

[
C0

(sin θ∗)α
+

2Cα

(sin θ∗)1+α
]

∫

U(P0, δ∗
1
)∩∂Ω

1

r2−α
MP

dSP .

From lemma 2.2, we know
∫

∂Ω

1

r2−α
MP

dSP

is continuous on M . So we can assume,

C1 = max
M∈Ω1∪Ω2∪∂Ω

∫

∂Ω

1

r2−α
MP

dSP . (2.25)

Hence we can obtain

∫

U(P0, δ∗1 )∩∂Ω

|rMP · np|
r3MP

dSP ≤
∫

U(P0, δ∗
1
)∩∂Ω

|rMP0
· np0 |

r3MP

dSP + [
C0

(sin θ∗)α
+

2Cα

(sin θ∗)1+α
]C1. (2.26)

From M is on np0 , we can get that |rMP0
· np0| = rMP0

. From the cosine law, we can obtain

r2MP = r2MP0
+ r2P0P − 2rMP0

rP0P cos θ1

≥ r2MP0
+ r2P0P − 2rMP0

rP0P cos θ∗

≥ (1− cos θ∗)(r2MP0
+ r2P0P ).

We assume U(Pj , δ1(Pj))∩∂Ω is a graph of a C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, function fj(xj1, xj2), where xj1, xj2

are two of the coordinates x, y, z, 1 ≤ j ≤ N . We assume

C2 = max
1≤j≤N

C2(Pj), C2(Pj) = max
P=(x, y, z)T∈U(Pj , δ1(Pj))

√
f2j1(P (xj1), P (xj2)) + f2j2(P (xj1), P (xj2)) + 1,
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where fj1, fj2 are partial derivatives of fj, P (xjl) is the value of coordinate xjl at point P , l =

1, 2, 1 ≤ j ≤ N .

Now we can obtain the following,

∫

U(P0, δ∗
1
)∩∂Ω

rMP0

r3MP

dSP ≤
1

(1− cos θ∗)3/2

∫

U(P0, δ∗
1
)∩∂Ω

rMP0

(r2MP0
+ r2P0P

)3/2
dSP

(a = rMP0
) ≤

2πC2

(1− cos θ∗)3/2

∫ δ∗
1

0

ardr

(r2 + a2)3/2
.

And we can work out the following, ∀a > 0,

∫ δ∗
1

0

ardr

(r2 + a2)3/2
=

− a
√
r2 + a2

|δ
∗

1

0 = 1−
a

√
(δ∗1)

2 + a2
≤ 1.

From (2.26), we can obtain,

∫

U(P0, δ∗
1
)∩∂Ω

|rMP · np|
r3MP

dSP ≤
2πC2

(1 − cos θ∗)3/2
+ [

C0

(sin θ∗)α
+

2Cα

(sin θ∗)1+α
]C1. (2.27)

And from M ∈ Ω1, we can get rMP0
≤ δ∗2 . Hence we can obtain

rMP ≥ rP0P − rMP0
≥ δ∗1 − δ∗2 , ∀P ∈ ∂Ω \ U(P0, δ

∗
1).

So we get as follows,
∫

∂Ω\U(P0, δ∗
1
)

|rMP · np|
r3MP

dSP ≤
S(∂Ω)

(δ∗1 − δ∗2)
2
, (2.28)

where

S(∂Ω) =

∫

∂Ω
dSP .

Hence we get the following, ∀M ∈ Ω1,

∫

∂Ω

|rMP · np|
r3MP

dSP ≤
2πC2

(1− cos θ∗)3/2
+ [

C0

(sin θ∗)α
+

2Cα

(sin θ∗)1+α
]C1 +

S(∂Ω)

(δ∗1 − δ∗2)
2
. (2.29)

In the same way, we can obtain following, ∀M ∈ Ω2,

∫

∂Ω

|rMP · np|
r3MP

dSP ≤
2πC2

(1− cos θ∗)3/2
+ [

C0

(sin θ∗)α
+

2Cα

(sin θ∗)1+α
]C1 +

S(∂Ω)

(δ∗1 − δ∗2)
2
, (2.30)

which proves the statement. �

Corollary 2.1 If Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, then double layer potential

u(M) =

∫

∂Ω
v(P )

∂
1

rPM

∂np
dSP , (2.31)
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is continuous on R3 \ ∂Ω, where v(P ) ∈ C(∂Ω), moreover ∀P0 ∈ ∂Ω, we have

lim
M→P0+

u(M) = u(P0)− 2πv(P0), (2.32)

lim
M→P0−

u(M) = u(P0) + 2πv(P0), (2.33)

where M → P0+ means M is near to P0 from the interior of Ω and M → P0− means M is near to

P0 from the exterior of Ω.

Proof of corollary 2.1. From lemma 2.2 and the previous Theorem, we may get that ∀P0 ∈ ∂Ω,

u0(M) =

∫

∂Ω
(v(P ) − v(P0))

∂
1

rPM

∂np
dSP

is continuous at P0. From the potential theory, we know

∫

∂Ω

∂
1

rPM

∂np
dSP =





−4π, M ∈ Ω,

−2π, M ∈ ∂Ω,

0, M ∈ R3 \ Ω.

Hence, the statement holds. �

Theorem 2.3 If Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, then simple layer potential

u(M) =

∫

∂Ω

v(P )

rPM
dSP , (2.34)

where v(P ) ∈ C(∂Ω), satisfies the following, ∀P0 ∈ ∂Ω,

∂u(P0)

∂n+p0
=

∫

∂Ω
v(P )

∂
1

rPP0

∂np0
dSP − 2πv(P0), (2.35)

∂u(P0)

∂n−p0
=

∫

∂Ω
v(P )

∂
1

rPP0

∂np0
dSP + 2πv(P0), (2.36)

where
∂u(P0)

∂n+p0
= lim

M→n+
p0

u(M)− u(P0)

rMP0

,
∂u(P0)

∂n−p0
= lim

M→n−

p0

u(P0)− u(M)

rP0M
, (2.37)

where M → n+p0 means M is near to P0 along np0 from the exterior of Ω and M → n−p0 means M is

near to P0 along np0 from the interior of Ω.

Proof of theorem 2.3. We refer to the proof on pages 190 to page 193 of [6]. If M ∈ np0 \ ∂Ω, then a

directional deriviative ∂u(M)/∂np0 exists, and we can work it out through the integral as follows.

∂u(M)

∂np0
=

∫

∂Ω
v(P )

∂
1

rPM

∂np0
dSP = −

∫

∂Ω
v(P )

cos(rPM , np0)

r2PM

dSP , (2.38)
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where (rPM , np0) is the angle between rPM and np0 . Together with double potential

u1(M) =

∫

∂Ω
v(P )

∂
1

rPM

∂np
dSP =

∫

∂Ω
v(P )

cos(rPM , np)

r2PM

dSP , (2.39)

we have
∂u(M)

∂np0
+ u1(M) =

∫

∂Ω
v(P )

cos(rPM , np)− cos(rPM , np0)

r2PM

dSP . (2.40)

We want to prove the right side of (2.40) is continuous when M is near to P0 along nP0
. We only

need to prove ∀ǫ > 0, ∃δ > 0, such that ∀M ∈ U(P0, δ) ∩ np0,

|
∫

(∂Ω)δ

v(P )
cos(rPM , np)− cos(rPM , np0)

r2PM

dSP |≤ ǫ, (2.41)

where (∂Ω)δ = U(P0, δ) ∩ ∂Ω.
If we assume

max
P∈∂Ω

| v(P ) |= C3, (2.42)

then we have

| v(P )
cos(rPM , np)− cos(rPM , np0)

r2PM

| ≤ C3

| cos(rPM , np)− cos(rPM , np0) |
r2PM

(2.43)

≤ 2C3

| sin
(rPM , np)− (rPM , np0)

2
|

r2PM

(2.44)

≤ 2C3

| sin
(np, np0)

2
|

r2PM

= C3

| np − np0 |
r2PM

, (2.45)

where

|
(rPM , np)− (rPM , np0)

2
| ≤|

(np, np0)

2
|,

is obtained from the sum of two angles of the trihedral being no less than the third one, and

(np, np0)/2 being in [0, π/2].

From lemma 2.3 and (2.24), we have ∀P = (x, y, z)T ∈ U(P0, δ
∗
1)∩ ∂Ω, ∀M ∈ np0, |M −P0| ≤ δ∗2 ,

| v(P )
cos(rPM , np)− cos(rPM , np0)

r2PM

|≤
C0C3

(sin θ∗)α
1

r2−α
PM

. (2.46)

From lemma 2.2, we know (2.41) is true and the right side of (2.40) is continuous when M is near to

P0 along nP0
.

Since the continuity, we have the following,

lim
M ′→n+

p0

(
∂u(M ′)

∂np0
+ u1(M

′)) = lim
M ′′→n−

p0

(
∂u(M ′′)

∂np0
+ u1(M

′′)) (2.47)

=

∫

∂Ω
v(P )

cos(rPP0
, np)− cos(rPP0

, np0)

r2PP0

dSP . (2.48)
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From corollary 2.1, we have

lim
M ′→n+

p0

u1(M
′) = lim

M ′→P0−
u1(M

′) =
∫

∂Ω
v(P )

∂
1

rPP0

∂np
dSP + 2πv(P0) (2.49)

=

∫

∂Ω
v(P )

cos(rPP0
, np)

r2PP0

dSP + 2πv(P0), (2.50)

lim
M ′′→n+

p0

u1(M
′′) = lim

M ′′→P0−
u1(M

′′) =
∫

∂Ω
v(P )

∂
1

rPP0

∂np
dSP − 2πv(P0) (2.51)

=

∫

∂Ω
v(P )

cos(rPP0
, np)

r2PP0

dSP − 2πv(P0). (2.52)

And from (2.47) and (2.48) we can push out the limits

∂u(P0)

∂n+p0
= lim

M ′→n+
p0

∂u(M ′)

∂np0
,
∂u(P0)

∂n−p0
= lim

M ′′→n−

p0

∂u(M ′′)

∂np0
, (2.53)

and integrals
∫

∂Ω
v(P )

− cos(rPP0
, np0)

r2PP0

dSP (2.54)

all exist, moreover

∂u(P0)

∂n+p0
= lim

M ′→n+
p0

∂u(M ′)

∂np0
=

∫

∂Ω
v(P )

− cos(rPP0
, np0)

r2PP0

dSP − 2πv(P0) (2.55)

=

∫

∂Ω
v(P )

∂
1

rPP0

∂np0
dSP − 2πv(P0), (2.56)

∂u(P0)

∂n−p0
= lim

M ′′→n−

p0

∂u(M ′′)

∂np0
=

∫

∂Ω
v(P )

− cos(rPP0
, np0)

r2PP0

dSP + 2πv(P0) (2.57)

=

∫

∂Ω
v(P )

∂
1

rPP0

∂np0
dSP + 2πv(P0). (2.58)

That’s the end of proof. �

These last two theorems are the main results in Lyapunov’s potential theory on pages 173 to 193 of

[6]. We see that ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, can play the role of Lyapunov’s surface.

Finally, we see whether ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, is the Hopf’s surface for the strong maximum

principle. From the example on page 35 of [2], we know it is not the Hopf’s surface if domain Ω only

satisfies an interior cone condition. However, we can obtain a stronger condition as follows.
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Theorem 2.4 If Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, then domain Ω satisfies a uniform interior

oblate spheroid condition, that is, ∃δ > 0, ∀P0 ∈ ∂Ω, there exists a finite right oblate spheroid as

follows,

Kδ(P0) = {P : rP0P · (−np0) ≥ 4Cαr
1+α
P0P

, rP0P ≤ δ}, (2.59)

where Cα is defined in the same way as in lemma 2.3, Kδ(P0) ∩ (R3 \ Ω) = P0.

Proof of theorem 2.4. If we select δ ≤ δ∗1 , then we will get Kδ(P0) ∩ (R3 \ Ω) = P0.

If there exists P ∈ Kδ(P0) ∩ (R3 \ Ω), and P 6= P0, then from lemma 2.1, we obtain

rP0P · (−np0) ≤ 2Cαr
1+α
P0P

. (2.60)

This contradicts (2.59). �

Now we can see that domain Ω satisfies not only a uniform exterior and interior cone condition, but

also a uniform exterior and interior oblate spheroid condition, if Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1.

Therefore, we arrive at the following.

Theorem 2.5 If Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, supposing u ∈ C2(Ω) and △u = 0 in Ω,

letting P0 ∈ ∂Ω be such that u is continuous at P0, u(P0) > u(P ) for all P ∈ Ω, then the exterior

normal derivative of u at P0, if it exists, satisfies the strict inequality

∂u

∂n
(P0) = lim

P→n−

p0

u(P0)− u(P )

rP0P
> 0. (2.61)

Proof of theorem 2.5. From the previous theorem, we know ∀δ ∈ (0, δ∗1 ], there exists an oblate

spheroid Kδ(P0) ⊂ Ω. We introduce an auxiliary function v1 by defining

v1(P ) = e
−(4Cαr

1+α
P0P

)γ − e−(rP0P
·(−np0 ))

γ

+ e
−(4Cαr

1+α
P0P

) − e−(rP0P
·(−np0 )), (2.62)

where γ ∈ (1, 1 + α).

If we assume P0(x0, y0, z0), P (x, y, z), np0 = (n01, n02, n03)
T , n201 + n202 + n203 = 1, then direct

calculation gives

∂v1

∂n
(P0) = lim

P→n−

p0

v1(P0)− v1(P )

rP0P

= lim
rP0P

→0

− e
−(4Cαr

1+α
P0P

)γ
+ e−(rP0P

)γ − e
−(4Cαr

1+α
P0P

)
+ e−rP0P

rP0P
(L′Hopital)

= lim
rP0P

→0
e
−(4Cαr

1+α
P0P

)γ
(4Cα)

γ(γ + γα)rγ+γα−1
P0P

− e−(rP0P
)γγ(rP0P )

γ−1

+e
−(4Cαr

1+α
P0P

)
4Cα(1 + α)rαP0P − e−rP0P

= −1,

rP0P · (−np0) = (x− x0)(−n01) + (y − y0)(−n02) + (z − z0)(−n03),
rP0P =

√
(x− x0)2 + (y − y0)2 + (z − z0)2,

∂rP0P

∂x
=

x− x0

rP0P
,
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∂v1

∂x
= e

−(4Cαr
1+α
P0P

)γ
[−(4Cα)

γ ](γ + γα)rγ+γα−2
P0P

(x− x0)

−e−(rP0P
·(−np0 ))

γ

(−γ)(rP0P · (−np0))γ−1(−n01)
+e

−(4Cαr
1+α
P0P

)
[−(4Cα)](1 + α)r1+α−2

P0P
(x− x0)− e−(rP0P

·(−np0))n01,

∂2v1

∂x2
= e

−(4Cαr
1+α
P0P

)γ
[(4Cα)

2γ(γ + γα)2r2γ+2γα−4
P0P

(x− x0)
2

−(4Cα)
γ(γ + γα)(rγ+γα−2

P0P
+ (γ + γα− 2)rγ+γα−4

P0P
(x− x0)

2)]

−e−(rP0P
·(−np0))

γ

[(−γ)2(rP0P · (−np0))2γ−2(−n01)2 − γ(γ − 1)(rP0P · (−np0))γ−2(−n01)2]
+e

−(4Cαr
1+α
P0P

)
[(4Cα)

2(1 + α)2r2+2α−4
P0P

(x− x0)
2

−(4Cα)(1 + α)(r1+α−2
P0P

+ (1 + α− 2)r1+α−4
P0P

(x− x0)
2)]− e−(rP0P

·(−np0 ))(−1)2(−n01)2,

△v1 = e
−(4Cαr

1+α
P0P

)γ
[(4Cα)

2γ(γ + γα)2r2γ+2γα−2
P0P

− (4Cα)
γ(γ + γα)(γ + γα+ 1)rγ+γα−2

P0P
]

−e−(rP0P
·(−np0))

γ

[γ2(rP0P · (−np0))2γ−2 − γ(γ − 1)(rP0P · (−np0))γ−2]

+e
−(4Cαr

1+α
P0P

)
[(4Cα)

2(1 + α)2r2αP0P − (4Cα)(1 + α)(2 + α)rα−1
P0P

]− e−(rP0P
·(−np0 )).

The main items are rγ+γα−2
P0P

, (rP0P · (−np0))γ−2, and rα−1
P0P

. From

lim
rP0P

→0
(rP0P · (−np0))2−γrα−1

P0P
= lim

rP0P
→0

(rP0P · (−np0))2−γrγ+γα−2
P0P

= 0,

we obtain

lim
rP0P

→0
△v1 = +∞.

Hence, there exists δ1 ∈ (0, δ∗1 ], such that △v1 > 0, throughout oblate spheroid Kδ1(P0).

At the point P which rP0P · (−np0) = 4Cαr
1+α
P0P

, we have v1(P ) = 0. At the point P which rP0P = δ1,

v1(P ) is not 0 but bounded. Therefore, there exists a constant ǫ > 0, for which u− u(P0) + ǫv1 ≤ 0,

on ∂Kδ1(P0). The maximum principle now implies that u − u(P0) + ǫv1 ≤ 0, throughout oblate

spheroid Kδ1(P0). Taking the exterior normal derivative of at P0, we obtain, as required,

∂u

∂n
(P0) ≥ −ǫ

∂v1

∂n
(P0) = ǫ > 0. (2.63)

That’s the end of the proof. �

3 Equivalence

We transform Eqs.(1.1) and (1.2) into the following,

∂u1

∂x
= −

∂u2

∂y
−
∂u3

∂z
, (3.1)

∂u

∂t
= (uxx + uyy + uzz)− τgradp + v, (3.2)
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where

τ =
1

ρ
, v = (µ − 1)(uxx + uyy + uzz)− u1

∂u

∂x
− u2

∂u

∂y
− u3

∂u

∂z
+ F,

∂u

∂x
= (−

∂u2

∂y
−
∂u3

∂z
,
∂u2

∂x
,
∂u3

∂x
)T .

Let’s introduce Z = (u, p, ∂u\ u1x, ∂2u, gradp, v)T , ∂u = (ux, uy, uz)
T , ∂u\ u1x = (u2x, u3x, uy, uz)

T ,

ujx = ∂uj/∂x, j = 1, 2, 3, ∂2u = (uxx, uxy, uxz, uyy, uyz, uzz)
T .

Then Eq.(3.1) and Eqs.(3.2) is equivalent to

∂u

∂t
= αT

1 Z, (3.3)

∂u1

∂x
= αT

2 Z, (3.4)

where

αT
1 = (03×3, 03×1, 03×8, E, 03×3, 03×3, E, 03×3, E, −τE, , E),

αT
2 = (01×3, 01×1, (0, 0, 0, −1, 0, 0, 0, −1), 01×3, 01×3, 01×3, 01×3, 01×3, 01×3, 01×3, 01×3),

E is three order identity matrix.

We should discuss Z as follows,

∂u

∂t
= αT

1 Z,
∂u1

∂x
= αT

2 Z, u = ET
1 Z, p = eT4 Z,

∂u2

∂x
= eT5 Z,

∂u3

∂x
= eT6 Z, uy = ET

3 Z,

uz = ET
4 Z, uxx = ET

5 Z, uxy = ET
6 Z, uxz = ET

7 Z, uyy = ET
8 Z, uyz = ET

9 Z,

uzz = ET
10Z, gradp = ET

11Z, v = ET
12Z, where Ej = (e3j−2, e3j−1, e3j), 1 ≤ j ≤ 12,

ek is the kth 36 dimensional unit coordinate vector, 1 ≤ k ≤ 36.

We can obtain Eq.(3.1) and Eqs.(3.2) are equivalent to the following system respect to Z,

∂ET
1 Z

∂t
= αT

1 Z, (3.5)

∂ET
1 Z

∂x
=




αT
2 Z

eT5 Z

eT6 Z


 , (3.6)

∂ET
1 Z

∂y
= ET

3 Z, (3.7)

∂ET
1 Z

∂z
= ET

4 Z, (3.8)

∂2ET
1 Z

∂x2
= ET

5 Z, (3.9)

∂2ET
1 Z

∂x∂y
= ET

6 Z, (3.10)

∂2ET
1 Z

∂x∂z
= ET

7 Z, (3.11)

∂2ET
1 Z

∂y2
= ET

8 Z, (3.12)
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∂2ET
1 Z

∂y∂z
= ET

9 Z, (3.13)

∂2ET
1 Z

∂z2
= ET

10Z, (3.14)

grad(eT4 Z) = ET
11Z, (3.15)

(µ− 1)(ET
5 Z + ET

8 Z + ET
10Z)− eT1 Z




αT
2 Z

eT5 Z

eT6 Z




−eT2 ZET
3 Z − eT3 ZE

T
4 Z + F = ET

12Z = v, (3.16)

where Z ∈ C(Ω× [0, T ]), ET
1 Z ∈ C2(Ω) ∩ C1[0, T ], eT4 Z ∈ C1(Ω) ∩C[0, T ].

We have the first equivalent result as follows.

Theorem 3.1 Eq.(3.1) and Eqs(3.2) is equivalent to the system from Eqs(3.5) to (3.16) with respect

to Z.

Proof of theorem 3.1. If u, p satisfies Eq.(3.1) and Eqs(3.2), then letting Z = T1((u, p)
T ) =

(u, p, ∂u \ u1x, ∂
2u, gradp, v)T , we obtain

∂u

∂t
= αT

1 Z,
∂u1

∂x
= αT

2 Z, u = ET
1 Z, p = eT4 Z,

∂u2

∂x
= eT5 Z,

∂u3

∂x
= eT6 Z, uy = ET

3 Z,

uz = ET
4 Z, uxx = ET

5 Z, uxy = ET
6 Z, uxz = ET

7 Z, uyy = ET
8 Z, uyz = ET

9 Z,

uzz = ET
10Z, gradp = ET

11Z, v = ET
12Z.

Hence, Z satisfies Eqs(3.5) to (3.16).

If Z satisfies Eqs(3.5) to (3.16), then letting (u, p)T = T2(Z) = (E1, e4)
TZ, we obtain

∂u

∂t
= αT

1 Z,
∂u1

∂x
= αT

2 Z, u = ET
1 Z, p = eT4 Z,

∂u2

∂x
= eT5 Z,

∂u3

∂x
= eT6 Z, uy = ET

3 Z,

uz = ET
4 Z, uxx = ET

5 Z, uxy = ET
6 Z, uxz = ET

7 Z, uyy = ET
8 Z, uyz = ET

9 Z,

uzz = ET
10Z, gradp = ET

11Z, v = ET
12Z.

It follows that u, p satisfies Eq.(3.1) and Eqs(3.2).

Obviously T1, T2 are continuous. Moreover T1(T2(Z)) = Z, T2(T1((u, p)
T )) = (u, p)T . From

definition 1.1, we know the statement stands. �

We notice that Eqs(3.5) to (3.15) are good, because they are the second order linear partial differential

equations with constant coefficients. Eq.(3.16) could be considered as complicated, but if we assume

Z =

(
Z1

Z2

)
, where Z1 is the first 33 componenets of Z,

then we will obtain Z2 = ψ(Z1) from Eq.(3.16). Next we want to get Z1 = T0(Z2) from Eq.(3.5) to

(3.15). This is not difficult. From our experience, we guess that T0 should be related to the integral

equations. We will obtain T0 by the Fourier transform on Ω × [0, T ]. At last we will transform
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Eq.(3.5) to (3.16) into the equivalent generalized integral equations Z1 = T0(ψ(Z1)).

We apply the Fourier transform on Ω× [0, T ] on both sides from Eq.(3.5) to (3.15) as follows,

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3

∂ET
1 Z

∂t
dxdydz =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3αT

1 Zdxdydz,

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3

∂ET
1 Z

∂x
dxdydz =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3




αT
2 Z

eT5 Z

eT6 Z


 dxdydz,

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3

∂ET
1 Z

∂y
dxdydz =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3ET

3 Zdxdydz,

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3

∂ET
1 Z

∂z
dxdydz =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3ET

4 Zdxdydz,

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3

∂2ET
1 Z

∂x2
dxdydz =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3ET

5 Zdxdydz,

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3

∂2ET
1 Z

∂x∂y
dxdydz =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3ET

6 Zdxdydz,

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3

∂2ET
1 Z

∂x∂z
dxdydz =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3ET

7 Zdxdydz,

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3

∂2ET
1 Z

∂y2
dxdydz =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3ET

8 Zdxdydz,

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3

∂2ET
1 Z

∂y∂z
dxdydz =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3ET

9 Zdxdydz,

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3

∂2ET
1 Z

∂z2
dxdydz =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3ET

10Zdxdydz,

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3grad(eT4 Z)dxdydz =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3ET

11Zdxdydz.

The reason why we apply the Fourier transform on Ω × [0, T ] instead of R4 is that Eqs(1.1) and

(1.2) only holds on Ω× [0, T ]. It is possible that they will not stand outside of Ω× [0, T ]. We can’t

apply the Fourier transform on R4 to both sides of Eq(3.5) to (3.15). In order to denote this easily,

we define the Fourier transform on Ω× [0, T ] as follows.

Definition 3.1 ∀ f(x, y, z, t) ∈ L2(Ω × [0, T ]), ∀(ξ1, ξ2, ξ3, ξ0)T ∈ R4,

FI(f(x, y, z, t)) =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
f(x, y, z, t)e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dxdydz

= F (f(x, y, z, t)IΩ×[0, T ](x, y, z, t)),

where F means the Fourier transform and IΩ×[0, T ](x, y, z, t) is the characteristic function. In the

following, we write IΩ×[0, T ](x, y, z, t) into IΩ×[0, T ].
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By using divergence theorem, we obtain

FI(
∂ET

1 Z

∂t
) =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂ET
1 Z

∂t
)dxdydz

=

∫

Ω
(ET

1 Z)e
−itξ0 |t=T

t=0 e
−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dxdydz +

iξ0

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(ET

1 Z)dxdydz

= f0 + iξ0FI(E
T
1 Z),

F I(
∂ET

1 Z

∂x
) =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂ET
1 Z

∂x
)dxdydz

=

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
(ET

1 Z)n1e
−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS +

iξ1

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(ET

1 Z)dxdydz

= f1 + iξ1FI(E
T
1 Z),

F I(
∂ET

1 Z

∂y
) =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂ET
1 Z

∂y
)dxdydz

=

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
(ET

1 Z)n2e
−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS +

iξ2

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(ET

1 Z)dxdydz

= f2 + iξ2FI(E
T
1 Z),

F I(
∂ET

1 Z

∂z
) =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂ET
1 Z

∂z
)dxdydz

=

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
(ET

1 Z)n3e
−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS +

iξ3

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(ET

1 Z)dxdydz

= f3 + iξ3FI(E
T
1 Z),

F I(
∂2ET

1 Z

∂x2
) =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂2ET
1 Z

∂x2
)dxdydz

=

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
(
∂ET

1 Z

∂x
)n1e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS +

iξ1

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂ET
1 Z

∂x
)dxdydz

= f11 + iξ1FI(
∂ET

1 Z

∂x
) = f11 + iξ1(f1 + iξ1FI(E

T
1 Z)),
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FI(
∂2ET

1 Z

∂x∂y
) =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂2ET
1 Z

∂x∂y
)dxdydz

=

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
(
∂ET

1 Z

∂y
)n1e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS +

iξ1

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂ET
1 Z

∂y
)dxdydz

= f21 + iξ1FI(
∂ET

1 Z

∂y
) = f21 + iξ1(f2 + iξ2FI(E

T
1 Z)),

F I(
∂2ET

1 Z

∂x∂z
) =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂2ET
1 Z

∂x∂z
)dxdydz

=

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
(
∂ET

1 Z

∂z
)n1e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS +

iξ1

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂ET
1 Z

∂z
)dxdydz

= f31 + iξ1FI(
∂ET

1 Z

∂z
) = f31 + iξ1(f3 + iξ3FI(E

T
1 Z)),

F I(
∂2ET

1 Z

∂y2
) =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂2ET
1 Z

∂y2
)dxdydz

=

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
(
∂ET

1 Z

∂y
)n2e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS +

iξ2

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂ET
1 Z

∂y
)dxdydz

= f22 + iξ2FI(
∂ET

1 Z

∂y
) = f22 + iξ2(f2 + iξ2FI(E

T
1 Z)),

F I(
∂2ET

1 Z

∂y∂z
) =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂2ET
1 Z

∂y∂z
)dxdydz

=

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
(
∂ET

1 Z

∂z
)n2e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS +

iξ2

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂ET
1 Z

∂z
)dxdydz

= f32 + iξ2FI(
∂ET

1 Z

∂z
) = f32 + iξ2(f3 + iξ3FI(E

T
1 Z)),
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FI(
∂2ET

1 Z

∂z2
) =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂2ET
1 Z

∂z2
)dxdydz

=

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
(
∂ET

1 Z

∂z
)n3e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS +

iξ3

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂ET
1 Z

∂z
)dxdydz

= f33 + iξ3FI(
∂ET

1 Z

∂z
) = f33 + iξ3(f3 + iξ3FI(E

T
1 Z)),

F I(
∂eT4 Z

∂x
) =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂eT4 Z

∂x
)dxdydz

=

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
(eT4 Z)n1e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS +

iξ1

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(eT4 Z)dxdydz

= g1 + iξ1FI(e
T
4 Z),

F I(
∂eT4 Z

∂y
) =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂eT4 Z

∂y
)dxdydz

=

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
(eT4 Z)n2e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS +

iξ2

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(eT4 Z)dxdydz

= g2 + iξ2FI(e
T
4 Z),

F I(
∂eT4 Z

∂z
) =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(

∂eT4 Z

∂z
)dxdydz

=

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
(eT4 Z)n3e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS +

iξ3

∫ T

0
dt

∫

Ω
e−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3(eT4 Z)dxdydz

= g3 + iξ3FI(e
T
4 Z),

where

f0 =

∫

Ω
(A2e

−iT ξ0 −A1)e
−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dxdydz,

f1 =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

∂Ω
A3n1e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS,

f2 =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

∂Ω
A3n2e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS,

f3 =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

∂Ω
A3n3e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS,
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f11 =

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
A4n1e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS,

f21 =

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
A5n1e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS,

f31 =

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
A6n1e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS,

f22 =

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
A5n2e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS,

f32 =

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
A6n2e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS,

f33 =

∫ T

0

∫

∂Ω
A6n3e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS,

g1 =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

∂Ω
A9n1e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS,

g2 =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

∂Ω
A9n2e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS,

g3 =

∫ T

0
dt

∫

∂Ω
A9n3e

−itξ0−ixξ1−iyξ2−izξ3dS,

A1 = u|t=0, A2 = u|t=T , A3 = u|∂Ω×(0, T ), A4 = ux|∂Ω×(0, T ), A5 = uy|∂Ω×(0, T ),

A6 = uz|∂Ω×(0, T ), A7 =
∂u

∂n
|∂Ω×[0, T ], A8 = (

∂u

∂n
+ σu)|∂Ω×[0, T ], A9 = p|∂Ω×(0, T ),

nk is the kth component of the normal vector to ∂Ω, k = 1, 2, 3.

Now we have transformed the equations (3.5) to (3.15) into the following.

BFI(Z) = β1, (3.17)

where

B =




iξ0E
T
1 − αT

1

iξ1E
T
1 − F0

iξ2E
T
1 − ET

3

iξ3E
T
1 − ET

4

(iξ1)
2ET

1 − ET
5

iξ1iξ2E
T
1 − ET

6

iξ1iξ3E
T
1 − ET

7

(iξ2)
2ET

1 − ET
8

iξ2iξ3E
T
1 − ET

9

(iξ3)
2ET

1 − ET
10

iξ1e
T
4 − eT31

iξ2e
T
4 − eT32

iξ3e
T
4 − eT33




33×36

= (B1, −B2), B2 =

(
E

030×3

)

33×3

, F0 =




αT
2

eT5
eT6


 ,
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B1 =




iξ0E, 0, 0, 0, −E, 0, 0, −E, 0, −E, τE

iξ1E, F1, F2, F3, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0

iξ2E, 0, −E, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0

iξ3E, 0, 0, −E, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0

(iξ1)
2E, 0, 0, 0, −E, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0

iξ1iξ2E, 0, 0, 0, 0, −E, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0

iξ1iξ3E, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, −E, 0, 0, 0, 0

(iξ2)
2E, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, −E, 0, 0, 0

iξ2iξ3E, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, −E, 0, 0

(iξ3)
2E, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, −E, 0

0, F4, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, −E




33×33

,

F1 =




0 0 0

0 −1 0

0 0 −1


 , F2 =




0 1 0

0 0 0

0 0 0


 , F3 =




0 0 1

0 0 0

0 0 0


 , F4 =




iξ1 0 0

iξ2 0 0

iξ3 0 0


 ,

β1 = (−fT0 , −fT1 , −fT2 , −fT3 , −fT11 − iξ1f
T
1 , −fT21 − iξ1f

T
2 , −fT31 − iξ1f

T
3 ,

−fT22 − iξ2f
T
2 , −fT32 − iξ2f

T
3 , −fT33 − iξ3f

T
3 , −g1, −g2, −g3)T .

We assume

Z =

(
Z1

Z2

)
, where Z1 is the first 33 componenets of Z,

then we can get

B1FI(Z1) = β1 +B2FI(Z2).

By the primary row block transformations R1 −R5 −R8 −R10 + τR11, we obtain

det(B1) = τ(iξ0 − ((iξ1)
2 + (iξ2)

2 + (iξ3)
2))2((iξ1)

2 + (iξ2)
2 + (iξ3)

2) = a01.

Also by the primary row block transformations, we can work out

B−1
1 = −




R1

R2 − iξ1F1R1

ET
3 + iξ2R1

ET
4 + iξ3R1

ET
5 + (iξ1)

2R1

ET
6 + iξ1iξ2R1

ET
7 + iξ1iξ3R1

ET
8 + (iξ2)

2R1

ET
9 + iξ2iξ3R1

ET
10 + (iξ3)

2R1

ET
11 + F4R2




33×33

, B−1
1 B2 =




B01


B03

01×3

01×3


− iξ1F1B01

iξ2B01

iξ3B01

(iξ1)
2B01

iξ1iξ2B01

iξ1iξ3B01

(iξ2)
2B01

iξ2iξ3B01

(iξ3)
2B01


iξ1B03

iξ2B03

iξ3B03







33×3

,
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where R1 = (−B01, −B02e
T
1 , −B02e

T
2 , −B02e

T
3 , B01, 03×3, 03×3, B01, 03×3, B01, −τB01)3×33,

R2 =




−B03 −B04e
T
1 −B04e

T
2 −B04e

T
3 B03 01×3 01×3 B03 01×3 B03 −τB03

01×3 eT2 01×3 01×3 01×3 01×3 01×3 01×3 01×3 01×3 01×3

01×3 eT3 01×3 01×3 01×3 01×3 01×3 01×3 01×3 01×3 01×3




3×33

,

e1, e2, e3 in R1, R2 are all three dimensional unit coordinate vectors,

B01 =




1

a
−

(iξ1)
2

a2a1
−
iξ1iξ2

a2a1
−
iξ1iξ3

a2a1

−
iξ1iξ2

a2a1

1

a
−

(iξ2)
2

a2a1
−
iξ2iξ3

a2a1

−
iξ1iξ3

a2a1
−
iξ2iξ3

a2a1

1

a
−

(iξ3)
2

a2a1




, B02 =




iξ1

aa1
iξ2

aa1
iξ3

aa1




,

B03 = (
iξ1

τaa1
,
iξ2

τaa1
,
iξ3

τaa1
), B04 = −

1

τa1
, τa3a1 = a01,

a = iξ0 − ((iξ1)
2 + (iξ2)

2 + (iξ3)
2), a1 =

(iξ1)
2 + (iξ2)

2 + (iξ3)
2

a
,

(
B01 B02

B03 B04

)
= B−1

0 , B0 =




a 0 0 τiξ1

0 a 0 τiξ2

0 0 a τiξ3

iξ1 iξ2 iξ3 0



.

The correct of B−1
1 is very important for the discussion as follows. We have tested it by the products

of the block matrices. The following is useful, assuming that F4, 1 is the first column of F4,

aB01 = E−τF4, 1B03, aB02 = −τF4, 1B04, (iξ1, iξ2, iξ3)B01 = 0, (iξ1, iξ2, iξ3)B02 = 1, F4F1 = 0.

If we assume C = {ξ|a01 = 0}, where ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, ξ3, ξ0)
T , then the measure of C is 0. And we

obtain

FI(Z1)(1− IC(ξ)) = B−1
1 β1(1− IC(ξ)) +B−1

1 B2FI(Z2)(1− IC(ξ)). (3.18)

We need some lemmas in [4].

Lemma 3.1 (Plancherel Theorem) If f(x, y, z, t) ∈ L2(R4), then F (f(x, y, z, t)) exists, moreover

(1)‖ F (f(x, y, z, t)) ‖L2=‖ f(x, y, z, t) ‖L2 ,

(2)F−1[F (f(x, y, z, t)) = f(x, y, z, t).

Lemma 3.2 If f(x, y, z, t) ∈ L2(R4), C ⊂ R4, the measure of C is 0, then

F−1([F (f(x, y, z, t))(1− IC(ξ))) = f(x, y, z, t).

Proof of lemma 3.2. From the lemma 3.1, we know F (f(x, y, z, t)) ∈ L2(R4). Therefore,

∫

C
F (f(x, y, z, t))eitξ0+ixξ1+iyξ2+izξ3dξ0dξ1dξ2dξ3 = 0.
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And we obtain

F−1([F (f(x, y, z, t))](1 − IC(ξ))) = F−1[F (f(x, y, z, t))] = f(x, y, z, t).

From these two lemmas, we obtain

F−1[FI(Z1)(1− IC(ξ))] = Z1IΩ×(0, T ).

Now we know B−1
1 β1(1 − IC(ξ)) + B−1

1 B2FI(Z2)(1 − IC(ξ)) is the Fourier transform of continuous

functions on Ω× [0, T ]. We have the Paley-Wiener-Schwartz theorem from [1] as follows,

Lemma 3.3 (Paley-Wiener-Schwartz) Let K be a convex compact set of Rn with support function

H(ξ) = supx∈K < x, ξ >, ∀ξ ∈ Rn. If u is a distribution with support contained in K, then there

exists C > 0, N is a positive whole number, such that

|F (u)(ζ)| ≤ C(1 + |ζ|)NeH(Imζ),∀ ζ ∈ Cn. (3.19)

Conversely, every entire analytic function in Cn satisfying an estimate of the form (3.19) is the

Fourier-Laplace transform of a distribution with support contained in K.

We may read the proof on pages 181 to 182 in [1]. Hörmander theorem from [1] is as follows,

Lemma 3.4 (Hörmander) If F (u)(ζ) is an entire analytic function in Cn satisfying an estimate of

the form (3.19), p(ζ) is a polynomial, F (u)(ζ)/p(ζ) is an entire function, then F (u)(ζ)/p(ζ) satisfies

an estimate of the form (3.19), too.

We can see the proof on page 183 of [1].

Because a2a1B
−1
1 is entire, from lemma 3.2, Paley-Wiener-Schwartz theorem and Hörmander theorem

in [1], we know that

B−1
1 β1 +B−1

1 B2FI(Z2) (3.20)

should be entire, too.

Under this condition, we can obtain

Z1IΩ×[0, T ] = F−1(B−1
1 β1 +B−1

1 B2FI(Z2)).

If we assume b1 = a2a1, then we can work out the following,

B−1
1 β1 = (b−1

1 )(b1B
−1
1 β1),

B−1
1 B2 = (b−1

1 )(b1B
−1
1 B2),

F−1(b−1
1 ) = F−1[(iξ0 − ((iξ1)

2 + (iξ2)
2 + (iξ3)

2))−1((iξ1)
2 + (iξ2)

2 + (iξ3)
2)−1]

=
− I{t>0}

4π(2
√
πt)3

∫

R3

e
−
(x− x1)

2 + (y − y1)
2 + (z − z1)

2

4t
1

√
x21 + y21 + z21

dx1dy1dz1.

We find that F−1(b−1
1 ) ∈ S′, b1B

−1
1 β1 and b1B

−1
1 B2 satisfy the Paley-Wiener-Schwartz form (3.19).

Hence F−1(b1B
−1
1 β1) ∈ ε′, F−1(b1B

−1
1 B2) ∈ ε′, and their compact support is contained in Ω× [0, T ],

where S′ is the dual space of the Schwartz space, and ε′ is the dual space of C∞(R4). We need a

lemma as follows.
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Lemma 3.5 If v1 ∈ S′, v2 ∈ ε′, it follows that v1 ∗ v2 ∈ S′ and that

F (v1 ∗ v2) = F (v1)F (v2).

We can see the proof on page 166 in [1].

From this lemma we know

F−1(B−1
1 β1) = F−1(b−1

1 ). ∗ F−1(b1B
−1
1 β1),

F−1(B−1
1 B2) = F−1(b−1

1 ). ∗ F−1(b1B
−1
1 B2),

all exist and are in S′, where .∗ is the matrix convolution.

If we assume

w1(x, y, z, t) = F−1(B−1
1 β1),

w2(x, y, z, t) = F−1(B−1
1 B2),

then we obtain

Z1IΩ×[0, T ] = w1(x, y, z, t) + w2(x, y, z, t). ∗ Z2IΩ×[0, T ], (3.21)

where

Z1IΩ×[0, T ] = (ET
j ZIΩ×[0, T ], 1 ≤ j ≤ 11, )T ,

Z2IΩ×[0, T ] = ET
12ZIΩ×[0, T ] = (µ− 1)(ET

5 ZIΩ×[0, T ] + ET
8 ZIΩ×[0, T ] + ET

10ZIΩ×[0, T ])

−eT1 ZIΩ×[0, T ]




αT
2 ZIΩ×[0, T ]

eT5 ZIΩ×[0, T ]

eT6 ZIΩ×[0, T ]


− eT2 ZIΩ×[0, T ]E

T
3 ZIΩ×[0, T ]

−eT3 ZIΩ×[0, T ]E
T
4 ZIΩ×[0, T ] + FIΩ×[0, T ].

It is obvious ∃ ψ, such that Z2IΩ×[0, T ] = ψ(Z1IΩ×[0, T ]). Therefore, we attain

Z1IΩ×[0, T ] = w1(x, y, z, t) + w2(x, y, z, t). ∗ (ψ(Z1IΩ×[0, T ])). (3.22)

Now we arrive at the second equivalent result as follows,

Theorem 3.2 w1, w2, ψ, as we described, then Eq.(3.1) and Eqs(3.2) is equivalent to Eq.(3.22).

Proof of theorem 3.2. If u satisfies Eq.(3.1) and Eqs(3.2), then from the theorem 3.1,

Z = (u, p, ∂u \ u1x, ∂
2u, gradp, v)T satisfies Eq.(3.5) to Eq.(3.16). Hence we can obtain the

following by Fourier transform on Ω× [0, T ],

BFI(Z) = β1, B1FI(Z1) = β1 +B2FI(Z2), F I(Z1) = B−1
1 β1 +B−1

1 B2FI(Z2).

After we do the inverse Fourier transform, we obtain Z1 = S1((u, p)
T ) = (u, p, ∂u\ u1x, ∂2u, gradp)T

satisfies Eq.(3.22).

If Z1 satisfies Eq.(3.22), then letting Z2 = ψ(Z1), Z = (Z1, Z2)
T , we obtain the following by the

Fourier transform,

FI(Z1) = B−1
1 β1 +B−1

1 B2FI(Z2), B1FI(Z1) = β1 +B2FI(Z2), BFI(Z) = β1.
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After we do the inverse Fourier transform, we obtain Z satisfies Eq.(3.5) to Eq.(3.16) on Ω× [0, T ].

From the theorem 3.1, we know (u, p)T = S2(Z1) = ET
1 (Z1, ψ(Z1))

T is the solution of Eq.(3.1) and

Eqs(3.2).

Obviously S1, S2 are continuous. Moreover S1(S2(Z1)) = Z1, S2(S1((u, p)
T )) = (u, p)T . From

definition 1.1, we know the the statement stands. �

We denote Eqs(3.22) as Z1 = T0(Z1), where T0(Z1) = w1 +w2. ∗ψ(Z1). We can get a necessary and

sufficient condition for there exist u ∈ C2(Ω) ∩ C1[0, T ], p ∈ C1(Ω) ∩ C[0, T ] satisfy Eqs(3.1) and

(3.2) is that there exists Z1 ∈ C(Ω× [0, T ]) satisfies Z1 = T0(Z1).

Next we determine all the initial conditions and boundary conditions.

If we put −τgradp into v, then we will get det(B1) = 0. So we can’t do that. However, we may do

that to determinate all the initial conditions and boundary conditions.

From Eqs(3.2), we can obtain that there exists continuous function ψ1(Z1) = −τET
11(Z1, ψ(Z1))

T +

ψ(Z1), such that

ut −△u = ψ1(Z1). (3.23)

After we do Fourier transform on Ω× [0, T ], we can get the following,

(iξ0−(iξ1)
2−(iξ2)

2−(iξ3)
2)FI(u) = −f0+f11+f22+f33+iξ1f1+iξ2f2+iξ3f3+FI(ψ1(Z1)). (3.24)

We get that

(iξ0 − (iξ1)
2 − (iξ2)

2 − (iξ3)
2)−1(−f0 + f11 + f22 + f33 + iξ1f1 + iξ2f2 + iξ3f3 + FI(ψ1(Z1))) (3.25)

should be entire. Under this condition, we obtain that

uIΩ×[0, T ] = F−1[(−a)−1(f0 − (f11 + f22 + f33)

−(iξ1f1 + iξ2f2 + iξ3f3)− FI(ψ1(Z1)(x, y, z, t)))] a.e.

F−1[a−1] = h(x, y, z, t) =
1

(2
√
πt)3

e
−
x2 + y2 + z2

4t I{t>0},

F−1((−a)−1f0) = (
1

2π
)4
∫

R4

eiξ0t+iξ1x+iξ2y+iξ3z(−a)−1(

∫

Ω
(A2(x1, y1, z1)e

−iT ξ0 −A2(x1, y1, z1))

e−ix1ξ1−iy1ξ2−iz1ξ3dx1dy1dz1)dξ0dξ1dξ2dξ3

=

∫

Ω
(−h(x− x1, y − y1, z − z1, t− T )A2(x1, y1, z1) +

h(x− x1, y − y1, z − z1, t)A2(x1, y1, z1))dx1dy1dz1,

where a.e. means almost everywhere,

(
1

2π
)4
∫

R4

eiξ0(t−T )+iξ1(x−x1)+iξ2(y−y1)+iξ3(z−z1)(−a)−1dξ0dξ1dξ2dξ3 = −h(x−x1, y−y1, z−z1, t−T ),

(
1

2π
)4
∫

R4

eiξ0t+iξ1(x−x1)+iξ2(y−y1)+iξ3(z−z1)(−a)−1dξ0dξ1dξ2dξ3 = −h(x− x1, y − y1, z − z1, t),
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F−1[a−1(f11 + f22 + f33)] =

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω
h(x− x1, y − y1, z − z1, t− τ)A7(x1, y1, z1, τ)dS,

F−1[a−1(iξ1f1 + iξ2f2 + iξ3f3)] =

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω

∂h(x− x1, y − y1, z − z1, t− τ)

∂n(x1, y1, z1)
A3(x1, y1, z1, τ)dS,

F−1[a−1FI(ψ1(Z1)(x, y, z, t))] =

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

Ω
h(x−x1, y−y1, z−z1, t−τ)ψ1(Z1)(x1, y1, z1, τ)dx1dy1dz1,

and

∂h(x − x1, y − y1, z − z1, t− τ)

∂n(x1, y1, z1)
=

∂h(x− x1, y − y1, z − z1, t− τ)

∂x
n1(x1, y1, z1) +

∂h(x− x1, y − y1, z − z1, t− τ)

∂y
n2(x1, y1, z1) +

∂h(x− x1, y − y1, z − z1, t− τ)

∂z
n3(x1, y1, z1).

We denote it in an easy way as follows,

F−1((−a)−1f0) = −h(t− T ). ∗Ω A2 + h. ∗Ω A1,

F−1[a−1(f11 + f22 + f33)] = h. ∗∂Ω A7,

F−1[a−1(iξ1f1 + iξ2f2 + iξ3f3)] =
∂h

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3,

F−1[a−1FI(ψ1(Z1)(x, y, z, t))] = h. ∗ ψ1(Z1),

where P1 = (x1, y1, z1)
T , then we get the following,

uIΩ×[0, T ] = −h(t− T ). ∗Ω A2 + h. ∗Ω A1 + h. ∗∂Ω A7 +
∂h

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3 + h. ∗ ψ1(Z1). a.e. (3.26)

From

h(x, y, z, t) =
1

(2
√
πt)3

e
−
x2 + y2 + z2

4t I{t>0},

we find h(t− T ). ∗Ω A2 = 0, if t ∈ [0, T ]. So we can obtain

uIΩ×[0, T ] = h. ∗Ω A1 + h. ∗∂Ω A7 +
∂h

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3 + h. ∗ ψ1(Z1), a.e. (3.27)

It is easy to think that all items in the right hand side of (3.27) are continuous on Ω × [0, T ], and

that we don’t need a.e.. This is true except ∂h/∂np1 . ∗∂Ω A3. We can elaborate on this.

∂h(M − P1, t− τ)

∂np1
= ∇Mh(M − P1, t− τ) · np1
= −∇P1

h(M − P1, t− τ) · np1,

where M = (x, y, z)T , and

∇Mh(M − P1, t− τ) = (
∂h(M − P1, t− τ)

∂x
,
∂h(M − P1, t− τ)

∂y
,
∂h(M − P1, t− τ)

∂z
)T ,

∇P1
h(M − P1, t− τ) = (

∂h(M − P1, t− τ)

∂x1
,
∂h(M − P1, t− τ)

∂y1
,
∂h(M − P1, t− τ)

∂z1
)T .
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We see ∇P1
h(M − P1, t− τ) · np1 in some books. That will increase a sign of minus.

Theorem 3.3 If Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, β, 0 < β ≤ 1, A3(P1, t) ∈ C2(∂Ω) ∩ C1[0, T ], then

∂h/∂np1 . ∗∂Ω A3 is continuous on (R3 \ ∂Ω) × [0, T ] and ∂Ω × [0, T ], but ∀P0 ∈ ∂Ω, ∀t ∈ (0, T ],

we have

lim
M→P0+

(
∂h

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3)(M, t) = (

∂h

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3)(P0, t) +

1

2
A3(P0, t), (3.28)

lim
M→P0−

(
∂h

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3)(M, t) = (

∂h

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3)(P0, t)−

1

2
A3(P0, t), (3.29)

where

(
∂h

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3)(M, t) =

∫ t

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω
[∇Mh(M − P1, t− τ) · np1]A3(P1, τ)dSP1

,

M → P0+ means M is near to P0 from the interior of Ω and M → P0− means M is near to P0

from the exterior of Ω.

Proof of theorem 3.3. It is obvious that ∂h/∂np1 . ∗∂Ω A3 is continuous on (R3 \ ∂Ω) × [0, T ]. If

M = (x, y, z)T ∈ ∂Ω, P1 = (x1, y1, z1)
T ∈ ∂Ω, then we can work out the following,

∫ t

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω

∂h(M − P1, t− τ)

∂np1
A3(P1, τ)dSP1

=

∫ t

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω
C4 e

−
a0

(t− τ) b0A3(P1, τ)

(t− τ)5/2
dSP1

(v =
a0

(t− τ)
, τ = t−

a0

v
, dτ =

a0dv

v2
) =

∫

∂Ω
dSP1

∫ +∞
a0

t

C4e
−vb0A3(P1, t−

a0

v
)a

−5/2
0 v5/2

a0dv

v2

=

∫

∂Ω
b0a

−3/2
0 dSP1

∫ +∞
a0

t

C4e
−vv1/2A3(P1, t−

a0

v
)dv,

where b0 = rMP1
·np1, a0 =|M −P1 |2 /4 = [(x−x1)

2 + (y− y1)
2 +(z− z1)

2]/4, C4 = 1/(16(
√
π)3).

From Theorem 2.1, we know there exists a neighborhood U(M, δ(M)), δ(M) > 0, and C(M) > 0,

such that |b0| ≤ C(M)a
(1+β)/2
0 , ∀P1 ∈ U(M, δ(M)) ∩ ∂Ω. And from lemma 2.2, we can get that

∂h/∂np1 . ∗∂Ω A3 is continuous on ∂Ω× [0, T ].

But if M = (x, y, z)T ∈ R3 \ ∂Ω, P1 = (x1, y1, z1)
T ∈ ∂Ω, t ∈ (0, T ], then we can work out the

following,

∫ t

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω

∂h(M − P1, t− τ)

∂np1
A3(P1, τ)dSP1

=

∫ t

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω
C4 e

−
a0

(t− τ) b0A3(P1, τ)

(t− τ)5/2
dSP1

(v =
a0

(t− τ)
, τ = t−

a0

v
, dτ =

a0dv

v2
) =

∫

∂Ω
dSP1

∫ +∞
a0

t

C4e
−vb0A3(P1, t−

a0

v
)a

−5/2
0 v5/2

a0dv

v2

=

∫

∂Ω
b0a

−3/2
0 dSP1

∫ +∞
a0

t

C4e
−vv1/2A3(P1, t−

a0

v
)dv

= I1 + I2,
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where b0 = rMP1
·np1, a0 =|M −P1 |2 /4 = [(x−x1)

2 + (y− y1)
2 +(z− z1)

2]/4, C4 = 1/(16(
√
π)3).

I1 =

∫

∂Ω
b0a

−3/2
0 dSP1

∫ +∞
a0

t

C4e
−vv1/2A3(P1, t)dv

=

∫

∂Ω
b0a

−3/2
0 A3(P1, t)dSP1

(

∫ +∞

0
C4e

−vv1/2dv −
∫ a0

t

0
C4e

−vv1/2dv)

= C4Γ(3/2)

∫

∂Ω
b0a

−3/2
0 A3(P1, t)dSP1

−
∫

∂Ω
b0a

−3/2
0 A3(P1, t)dSP1

∫ a0

t

0
C4e

−vv1/2dv

= I3 − I4,

Γ(z) is the Euler gamma function,

I3 = C4Γ(3/2)

∫

∂Ω
b0a

−3/2
0 A3(P1, t)dSP1

,

I4 =

∫

∂Ω
b0a

−3/2
0 A3(P1, t)dSP1

∫ a0

t

0
C4e

−vv1/2dv

I2 =

∫

∂Ω
b0a

−3/2
0 dSP1

∫ +∞
a0

t

C4e
−vv1/2[A3(P1, t−

a0

v
)−A3(P1, t)]dv.

If we let

C5 = max
v∈[0, +∞)

e−vv1/2, C6 = max
P1∈∂Ω, t∈[0, T ]

|
∂A3(P1, t)

∂t
|,

then we can obtain the following

|I4| ≤ C4C5

∫

∂Ω

b0a
−1/2
0

t
|A3(P1, t)|dSP1

,

|I2| ≤
∫

∂Ω
b0a

−3/2
0 dSP1

∫ +∞
a0

t

C4C6e
−vv1/2

a0

v
dv

≤ C4C6Γ(1/2)

∫

∂Ω
b0a

−1/2
0 dSP1

.

From lemma 2.2, we know ∀P0 ∈ ∂Ω, ∀t ∈ (0, T ], I4 and I2 are continuous at P0. But from corollary

2.1 we have the following,

lim
M→P0+

I3(M, t) = I3(P0, t) +
1

2
A3(P0, t), lim

M→P0−
I3(M, t) = I3(P0, t)−

1

2
A3(P0, t), (3.30)

which completes the statement. �

Corollary 3.1 If Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, β, 0 < β ≤ 1, A3(P1, t) ∈ C(∂Ω × [0, T ]), then

∂h/∂np1 . ∗∂Ω A3 is continuous on (R3 \ ∂Ω) × [0, T ] and ∂Ω × [0, T ], moreover (3.28) and (3.29)

stand.
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Proof of corollary 3.1. If A3(P1, t) ∈ C(∂Ω× [0, T ]), then from Weierstrass theorem, we can make

A3k(P1, t) ∈ C2(∂Ω) ∩ C1[0, T ]), such that

lim
k→+∞

A3k(P1, t) = A3(P1, t), uniformlly on ∂Ω× [0, T ]. (3.31)

Then A3k(P1, t) satisfies theorem 3.3. And from theorem 2.2, we know
∫

∂Ω
|b0a−3/2

0 |dSP1
< +∞. (3.32)

So we obtain the following,

lim
k→+∞

∫ +∞

0
e−vv1/2|A3k(P1, t−

a0

v
)−A3(P1, t−

a0

v
)|dv = 0, uniformally,

lim
k→+∞

∫

∂Ω
|b0a−3/2

0 [A3k(P1, t)−A3(P1, t)]|dSP1
= 0, uniformally.

Hence the statement holds. �

Corollary 3.2 If Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, β, 0 < β ≤ 1, A3(P1, t) ∈ C(∂Ω × [0, T ]), then

∂h/∂np0 . ∗∂Ω A3 is continuous on (R3 \ ∂Ω) × [0, T ] and ∂Ω × [0, T ], but ∀P0 ∈ ∂Ω, ∀t ∈ (0, T ],

we have

lim
M→n+

p0

(
∂h

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A3)(M, t) = (

∂h

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A3)(P0, t)−

1

2
A3(P0, t), (3.33)

lim
M→n−

p0

(
∂h

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A3)(M, t) = (

∂h

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A3)(P0, t) +

1

2
A3(P0, t), (3.34)

where

(
∂h

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A3)(M, t) =

∫ t

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω
[∇Mh(M − P1, t− τ) · np0]A3(P1, τ)dSP1

,

M → n+p0 means M is near to P0 along nP0
from the exterior of Ω and M → n−p0 means M is near

to P0 along nP0
from the interior of Ω.

Proof of corollary 3.2. We can obtain the proof from theorem 2.3 and the previous corollary. �

From theorem 2.1, we know ∂h/∂np1 . ∗∂Ω A3 is only continuous on Ω × [0, T ]. So from (3.27), we

only get

uIΩ×[0, T ] = [h. ∗Ω A2 + h. ∗∂Ω A7 +
∂h

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3 + h. ∗ ψ1(Z1)]IΩ×[0, T ]. (3.35)

This is enough. We can get A2 as follows,

A2IΩ = [h. ∗Ω A2 + h. ∗∂Ω A7 +
∂h

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3 + h. ∗ ψ1(Z1)]IΩ|t=T . (3.36)

We need it to test whether (3.25) is entire or not. Next we see h. ∗ ψ1(Z1).

Lemma 3.6 If Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, β, 0 < β ≤ 1, f is continuous, then w = h. ∗ f ∈ C1(Ω).
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We can see the proof on page 54 of [2].

Now we can see that

uIΩ×[0, T ] = [h. ∗Ω A1 + h. ∗∂Ω A7 +
∂h

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3 + h. ∗ ψ1(Z1)]IΩ×[0, T ] ∈ C1(Ω) ∩ C[0, T ]. (3.37)

But we find that there is only one of A3, A7 is known in (3.37). We should determinate both

of these. Following the Lyapunov’s potential theory on pages 173 to 201 of [6], we discuss three

boundary conditions as follows.

(1)Dirichlet problem. If A1, A3 are known, then from (3.37) we can get the following, ∀M ∈ Ω,

∂u(M, t)IΩ×[0, T ]

∂np0
= (

∂g01

∂np0
+
∂h(M, t)

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A7 +

∂h(M, t)

∂np0
. ∗ ψ1(Z1))IΩ×[0, T ], (3.38)

where

g01 = h. ∗Ω A1 +
∂h

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3.

As u(M, t) ∈ C2(Ω) ∩ C1[0, T ], and from Corollary 2.2, we can get the following,

lim
M→n−

p0

∂u(M, t)IΩ×[0, T ]

∂np0
= A7, lim

M→n−

p0

∂h(M, t)

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A7 =

∂h(P0, t)

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A7 +

1

2
A7, t ∈ (0, T ].

Hence there exists g02 ∈ C1(∂Ω× [0, T ]), such that

lim
M→n−

p0

∂g01(M, t)

∂np0
= g02(P0, t), ∀P0 ∈ ∂Ω. (3.39)

From the continuity, we get the second type of linear Fredholm integral equations that A7 should

satisfy,

1

2
A7 =

∂h(P0, t)

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A7 + g02 +

∂h(P0, t)

∂np0
. ∗ ψ1(Z1). (3.40)

We will prove that there is only 0 for the homogeneous equations as follows,

1

2
A7 =

∂h(P0, t)

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A7. (3.41)

If A7 satisfies (3.41), then we may let

W (M, t) = h(M, t). ∗∂Ω A7 =

∫ t

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω
h(M − P1, t− τ)A7(P1, τ)dSP1

, (3.42)

and we can obtain that W is continuous on R3, moreover

Wt −△W = 0, on (R3 \ ∂Ω)× [0, T ], W |t=0 = 0. (3.43)

From the fact that A7 satisfies (3.41), we can get

∂W

∂n+p0
|∂Ω = lim

M→n+
p0

∂W (M, t)

∂np0
=
∂h(P0, t)

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A7 −

1

2
A7 = 0, t ∈ (0, T ]. (3.44)
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From (3.42), we know W is rapid descent in R3. By the uniqueness of the solution of Eqs(3.43), we

get W ≡ 0, on (R3 \ Ω) × [0, T ]. From the continuity we can see that W |∂Ω = 0. Hence, we can

deduce that

W ≡ 0 on R3 × [0, T ]. (3.45)

This means that
∂W

∂n+p0
|∂Ω −

∂W

∂n−p0
|∂Ω = −A7 = 0. (3.46)

Hence, the solution of (3.41) is only 0. From Fredholm integral equation theory, we know there is

only one solution for (3.40). Moreover, there exists an entire analytic function Γ1 that is only related

to ∂h(P0, t)/∂np0 , such that

A7(P0, t)

2
= g02(P0, t) +

∂h(P0, t)

∂np0
. ∗ ψ1(Z1) +

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω
Γ1(P0, t, P1, τ)[g02(P1, τ) +

∂h(P1, τ)

∂np1
. ∗ ψ1(Z1)]dSP1

. (3.47)

However, it is true that ∂h(P0, t)/∂np0(P0−P1, t−τ) is not continuous, if P0 = P1, t = τ . Therefore,

it’s lucky that

(
√

|P0 − P1|2 + (t− τ)2)(ǫ0+5/2)
∂h(P0, t)

∂np0
(P0 − P1, t− τ) (3.48)

is continuous, if ǫ0 ∈ (0, 0.5]. Hence, ∂h(P0, t)/∂np0(P0−P1, t− τ) is a weak singular kernel. From

Fredholm theorem, we know (3.47) still stands.

From A7 ∈ C1(∂Ω× [0, T ]), we know g02 should be in C1(∂Ω × [0, T ]).

(2)Neumann problem. If A1, A7 are known, then from (3.37) we can get the following, ∀M ∈ Ω,

u(M, t)IΩ×[0, T ] = (g03 +
∂h(M, t)

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3 + h(M, t). ∗ ψ1(Z1))IΩ×[0, T ], (3.49)

where

g03 = h. ∗Ω A1 + h. ∗∂Ω A7.

Because u(M, t) ∈ C2(Ω) ∩C1[0, T ], and from Theorem 3.3, we can get as follows,

lim
M→P0+

u(M, t)IΩ×[0, T ] = A3, lim
M→P0+

∂h(M, t)

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3 =

∂h(P0, t)

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3 +

1

2
A3, t ∈ (0, T ].

Hence, there exists g04 ∈ C2(∂Ω) ∩ C1[0, T ]), such that

lim
M→P0+

g03(M, t) = g04(P0, t), ∀P0 ∈ ∂Ω. (3.50)

From the continuity, we get the second type of linear Fredholm integral equations that A3 should

satisfy,

1

2
A3 =

∂h(P0, t)

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3 + g04 + h(P0, t). ∗ ψ1(Z1). (3.51)
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We will prove that there is only 0 for the homogeneous equations as follows,

1

2
A3 =

∂h(P0, t)

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3. (3.52)

We write the detail of (3.52) as follows,

1

2
A3(P0, t) =

∂h(P0, t)

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3

=

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω

1

16(
√
π)3

(t− τ)−5/2e−|P0−P1|2/[4(t−τ)]I{t>τ}[−(P0 − P1) · np1]A3(P1, τ)dSP1
.

From (3.48), we know ∂h(P0, t)/∂np1(P0 − P1, t − τ) is also a weak singular kernel. Hence, from

Fredholm theorem, we may transpose the equation (3.52) as follows,

1

2
A3(P0, t) =

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω

1

16(
√
π)3

(τ − t)−5/2e−|P0−P1|2/[4(τ−t)]I{τ>t}[(P0 − P1) · np0 ]A3(P1, τ)dSP1

= −
∂h1(P0, t)

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A3, (3.53)

where h1(M, t) = (2
√
π)−3(−t)−3/2e|M |2/4tI{t<0}, |M |2 = x2 + y2 + z2.

If h1 satisfies (h1)t − △h1 = 0, then from case (1), we can see that there is only 0 for (3.53). But

something amazing happened, and h1 satisfies (h1)t+△h1 = 0. We can’t use the method in case (1)

unless there is only 0 for

(W2)t +△W2 = 0, on Ω× [0, T ], W2|t=0 = 0, one of W2|∂Ω,
∂W2

∂n
|∂Ω,

∂W2

∂n
+ σW2|∂Ω, σ > 0, is 0.

(3.54)

We are not sure about (3.54). It looks that we are stumped by the finish line. But if we prove there

is only 0 for (3.53), then (3.54) should be true.

The answer is not very complex. Letting

τ = T − τ1, t = T − t1, A
′
3(P0, t1) = A3(P0, T − t1),

then we can obtain,

1

2
A′

3(P0, t1) = −
∂h(P0, t1)

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A′

3(P0, t1). (3.55)

Following the idea in case (1), letting

W1(M, t1) = h(M, t1). ∗∂Ω A′
3 =

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω
h(M − P1, t1 − τ)A′

3(P1, τ)dSP1
, (3.56)

then we can obtain that W1 is continuous on R3, moreover

(W1)t1 −△W1 = 0, on (R3 \ ∂Ω)× [0, T ], W1|t1=0 = 0. (3.57)

From A′
3 satisfying (3.55), we can get

∂W1

∂n−p0
|∂Ω = lim

M→n−

p0

∂W1(M, t1)

∂np0
=
∂h(P0, t1)

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A′

3 +
1

2
A′

3 = 0, t1 ∈ (0, T ]. (3.58)
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By the uniqueness of the solution of Eqs(3.57), we get W1 ≡ 0, on Ω × [0, T ]. From the continuity

we can get that W1|∂Ω = 0. From (3.56), we know W1 is rapid descent in R3. Hence we can get that

W1 ≡ 0 on R3 × [0, T ]. (3.59)

This means that
∂W1

∂n+p0
|∂Ω −

∂W1

∂n−p0
|∂Ω = −A′

3 = 0. (3.60)

So there is only 0 for (3.55). Moreover, there is only 0 for (3.53). From Fredholm theorem, we know

there is only 0 for (3.52). Hence there exists an entire analytic function Γ2 that is only related to

∂h(P0, t)/∂np1 , such that

A3(P0, t)

2
= g04(P0, t) + h(P0, t). ∗ ψ1(Z1) +

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω
Γ2(P0, t, P1, τ)[g04(P1, τ) + h(P1, τ). ∗ ψ1(Z1)]dSP1

. (3.61)

(3)Robin problem. If A1, A8 = A7 + σA3, are known, then from (3.37) we can get the following,

∀M ∈ Ω,

u(M, t)IΩ×[0, T ] = (g05 − h. ∗∂Ω (σA3) +
∂h(M, t)

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3 + h(M, t). ∗ ψ1(Z1))IΩ×[0, T ], (3.62)

where

g05 = h. ∗Ω A1 + h. ∗∂Ω A8.

Since u(M, t) ∈ C2(Ω) ∩ C1[0, T ], and from Theorem 2.1, we can get,

lim
M→P0+

u(M, t)IΩ×[0, T ] = A3, lim
M→P0+

∂h(M, t)

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3 =

∂h(P0, t)

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3 +

1

2
A3, t ∈ (0, T ].

Hence, there exists g06 ∈ C2(∂Ω) ∩ C1[0, T ]), such that

lim
M→P0+

g05(M, t) = g06(P0, t), ∀P0 ∈ ∂Ω. (3.63)

From the continuity, we get the second type of linear Fredholm integral equations that A3 should

satisfy,

1

2
A3 = −h(P0, t). ∗∂Ω (σA3) +

∂h(P0, t)

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3 + g06 + h(P0, t). ∗ ψ1(Z1). (3.64)

We will prove that there is only 0 for the homogeneous equations as follows,

1

2
A3 = −h(P0, t). ∗∂Ω (σA3) +

∂h(P0, t)

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3. (3.65)

We write the detail of (3.65) as follows,

1

2
A3(P0, t) = −h(P0, t). ∗∂Ω (σA3) +

∂h(P0, t)

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3

=

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω

− 1

(2
√
π)3

(t− τ)−3/2e−|P0−P1|2/[4(t−τ)]I{t>τ}σ(P1, τ)A3(P1, τ)dSP1
+

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω

1

16(
√
π)3

(t− τ)−5/2e−|P0−P1|2/[4(t−τ)]I{t>τ}[−(P0 − P1) · np1]A3(P1, τ)dSP1
.
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From Fredholm theorem, we may transpose equation (3.65) as follows,

1

2
A3(P0, t) =

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω

− 1

(2
√
π)3

(τ − t)−3/2e−|P0−P1|2/[4(τ−t)]I{τ>t}σ(P0, t)A3(P1, τ)dSP1
+

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω

1

16(
√
π)3

(τ − t)−5/2e−|P0−P1|2/[4(τ−t)]I{τ>t}[(P0 − P1) · np0 ]A3(P1, τ)dSP1

= σ(P0, t)(−h1(P0, t). ∗∂Ω A3)−
∂h1(P0, t)

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A3, (3.66)

where h1(M, t) = (2
√
π)−3(−t)−3/2e|M |2/4tI{t<0}, |M |2 = x2 + y2 + z2.

Letting

τ = T − τ1, t = T − t1, A
′
3(P0, t1) = A3(P0, T − t1), σ

′(P0, t1) = σ(P0, T − t1),

then we can get as follows,

1

2
A′

3(P0, t1) = σ′(P0, t1)(−h(P0, t1). ∗∂Ω A′
3)−

∂h(P0, t1)

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A′

3. (3.67)

Letting

W ′(M, t1) = h(M, t1). ∗∂Ω A′
3 =

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω
h(M − P1, t1 − τ)A′

3(P1, τ)dSP1
, (3.68)

then we can obtain that W ′ is continuous on R3, moreover,

W ′
t1 −△W ′ = 0, on (R3 \ ∂Ω)× [0, T ], W ′|t1=0 = 0. (3.69)

We obtain

∂W ′

∂n−p0
|∂Ω = lim

M→n−

p0

∂W ′(M, t1)

∂np0
=
∂h(P0, t1)

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A′

3 +
1

2
A′

3, t1 ∈ (0, T ]. (3.70)

Since A′
3 satisfies (3.67), we can get that

∂W ′

∂n−p0
+ σ′(P0, t1)W

′|∂Ω = 0. (3.71)

From W ′|t1=0 = 0, we get W ′ ≡ 0, on Ω× [0, T ]. So W ′|∂Ω = 0. We know W ′ is also rapid descent

in R3. Hence, we can get that

W ′ ≡ 0 on R3 × [0, T ]. (3.72)

This means that
∂W ′

∂n+p0
−
∂W ′

∂n−p0
= −A′

3 = 0. (3.73)

Hence, the solution of (3.67) is only 0. From Fredholm integral equation theory, we know there is

only one solution for (3.64). Moreover, there exists an entire analytic function Γ3 that is only related

to ∂h(P0, t)/∂np0 and h(P0, t), such that

A3(P0, t)

2
= g06(P0, t) + h(P0, t). ∗ ψ1(Z1) +

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω
Γ3(P0, t, P1, τ)[g06(P1, τ) + h(P1, τ). ∗ ψ1(Z1)]dSP1

. (3.74)
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Now we can introduce an easy way to get A4, A5, A6, which we will use in the next section.

For any P0 ∈ ∂Ω, we discuss a smooth curve on ∂Ω that passes through P0. The parameter coor-

dinates of the point P on the curve are (x(θ), y(θ), z(θ)). Moreover, the parameter coordinates of

P0 are (x(θ0), y(θ0), z(θ0)). We assume the tangent vector at P0 is as follows,

s0 = (x′(θ0), y
′(θ0), z

′(θ0))
T .

If we select a P (x(θ), y(θ), z(θ)) on the curve that is near to P0, then we can get

u(P, t)−u(P0, t) = ux(P0, t)(x(θ)−x(θ0))+uy(P0, t)(y(θ)−y(θ0))+uz(P0, t)(z(θ)−z(θ0))+o(ρ),
(3.75)

where ρ = |P − P0| =
√

(x(θ)− x(θ0))2 + (y(θ)− y(θ0))2 + (z(θ)− z(θ0))2.

From

u(P, t)|P∈∂Ω = A3((P, t),

we get,

A3(P, t)−A3(P0, t) = A3x(P0, t)(x(θ)−x(θ0))+A3y(P0, t)(y(θ)−y(θ0))+A3z(P0, t)(z(θ)−z(θ0))+o(ρ),
(3.76)

where

A3x =
∂A3

∂x
, A3y =

∂A3

∂y
, A3z =

∂A3

∂z
.

By the subtraction of (3.75) and (3.76), we can obtain

(ux(P0, t)−A3x(P0, t))(x(θ)− x(θ0)) + (uy(P0, t)−A3y(P0, t))(y(θ)− y(θ0))

+(uz(P0, t)−A3z(P0, t))(z(θ)− z(θ0)) + o(ρ) = 0. (3.77)

If we divide ρ on the left hand side of (3.77), and let θ → θ0, then from the following,

lim
θ→θ0

x(θ)− x(θ0)

ρ
= lim

θ→θ0

(x(θ)− x(θ0))/(θ − θ0)

ρ/(θ − θ0)
=
x′(θ0)

‖ s0 ‖
,

lim
θ→θ0

y(θ)− y(θ0)

ρ
= lim

θ→θ0

(y(θ)− y(θ0))/(θ − θ0)

ρ/(θ − θ0)
=
y′(θ0)

‖ s0 ‖
,

lim
θ→θ0

z(θ)− z(θ0)

ρ
= lim

θ→θ0

(z(θ)− z(θ0))/(θ − θ0)

ρ/(θ − θ0)
=
z′(θ0)

‖ s0 ‖
,

where ‖ s0 ‖=
√

(x′(θ0))2 + (y′(θ0))2 + (z′(θ0))2, we get,

(ux(P0, t)−A3x(P0, t))x
′(θ0) + (uy(P0, t)−A3y(P0, t))y

′(θ0) + (uz(P0, t)−A3z(P0, t))z
′(θ0) = 0.

(3.78)

(3.78) will still stand even if ‖ s0 ‖= 0. From the arbitrary nature of s0, we know that

((ux(P0, t)−A3x(P0, t))k, (uy(P0, t)−A3y(P0, t))k, (uz(P0, t)−A3z(P0, t))k)
T , 1 ≤ k ≤ m,

should be parallel to the exterior normal vector np0 = (n1(P0), n2(P0), n3(P0))
T , where (∗)k is the

kth component of the vector, 1 ≤ k ≤ m.
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Hence there exists λ(P0, t), such that

ux(P0, t)−A3x(P0, t) = λ(P0, t)n1(P0),

uy(P0, t)−A3y(P0, t) = λ(P0, t)n2(P0),

uz(P0, t)−A3z(P0, t) = λ(P0, t)n3(P0).

From n21(P0) + n22(P0) + n23(P0) = 1, we can get,

λ(P0, t) = (ux(P0, t)−A3x(P0, t))n1(P0) + (uy(P0, t)−A3y(P0, t))n2(P0) +

(uz(P0, t)−A3z(P0, t))n3(P0)

= A7(P0, t)−
∂A3

∂np0
(P0, t).

Hence, we can work out A4, A5, A6 as follows,

A4 = ux|∂Ω =
∂A3

∂x
+ (A7 −

∂A3

∂n
)n1, (3.79)

A5 = uy|∂Ω =
∂A3

∂y
+ (A7 −

∂A3

∂n
)n2, (3.80)

A6 = uz|∂Ω =
∂A3

∂z
+ (A7 −

∂A3

∂n
)n3, (3.81)

where n = (n1, n2, n3)
T is the exterior normal vector to ∂Ω.

Finally, we determine A9 = p|∂Ω×[0, T ]. From the following

(B−1
1 )4 = (B03, B04e

T
1 , B04e

T
2 , B04e

T
3 , −B03, 01×3, 01×3, −B03, 01×3, −B03, τB03),

(B−1
1 B2)4 = (B03),

where e1, e2, e3 are all three dimensional unit coordinate vectors, (B−1
1 )4, (B−1

1 B2)4 are the 4th

rows of (B−1
1 ), (B−1

1 B2), and

B03 = (
iξ1

τaa1
,

iξ2

τaa1
,
iξ3

τaa1
), B04 = −

1

τa1
, τa3a1 = a01,

a = iξ0 − ((iξ1)
2 + (iξ2)

2 + (iξ3)
2), a1 =

(iξ1)
2 + (iξ2)

2 + (iξ3)
2

a
,

we can obtain that there exist ψ2, such that

p(M, t)IΩ×[0, T ] = (ψ2(A1, A2, A3, A7, Z1) +

∫

∂Ω

∂h2(M − P1)

∂np1
A9(P1, t)dSP1

)IΩ×[0, T ], a.e.

ψ2(A1, A2, A3, A7, Z1) = F−1((B−1
1 )4β1 + (B−1

1 B2)4FI(Z2))−
∫

∂Ω

∂h2(M − P1)

∂np1
A9(P1, t)dSP1

h2(x, y, z) =
1

4π
√
x2 + y2 + z2

.
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If we let M → P+
0 , from Corollary 2.1, we obtain

A9(P0, t)

2
= ψ3(A1, A2, A3, A7, Z1)(P0, t) +

∫

∂Ω

∂h2(P0 − P1)

∂np1
A9(P1, t)dSP1

, (3.82)

where

ψ3(A1, A2, A3, A7, Z1)(P0, t) = lim
M→P+

0

ψ2(A1, A2, A3, A7, Z1)(M, t).

We discuss (3.82) as the following.

Lemma 3.7 There is only one linear independent solution for each of two transposed equations,

A9

2
=

∂h2

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A9, (3.83)

A′
9

2
= −

∂h2

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A′

9. (3.84)

Proof of lemma 3.7. From the potential theory, we know A9 = 1 is the solution of (3.83). Hence,

from Fredholm theorem, we obtain there is at least one linear independent solution A′
9 for (3.84). If

there exist two linear independent solutions A′
9, 1 and A′

9, 2 for (3.84), then we consider

v1(M) = h2. ∗∂Ω A′
9, 1, v2(M) = h2. ∗∂Ω A′

9, 2. (3.85)

They are all harmonic on R3 \ ∂Ω. From (3.84), we obtain

∂vi

∂n−p0
=

∂h2

∂np0
. ∗∂Ω A′

9, i +
A′

9, i

2
= 0, i = 1, 2. (3.86)

From the uniqueness, we obtain v1 and v2 are all constants on Ω. Therefore, we may select constants

C3, 1 and C3, 2, moreover, C2
3, 1 + C2

3, 2 6= 0, such that on Ω, we have C3, 1v1 + C3, 2v2 = 0.

Now we consider

v3 = C3, 1v1 + C3, 2v2 = h2. ∗∂Ω (C3, 1A
′
9, 1 + C3, 2A

′
9, 2). (3.87)

It is 0 on Ω. Moreover, it is harmonic on R3 \ Ω, and near to 0 uniformly at infinity. Hence, it is 0

on R3. Therefore we obtain

∂v3

∂n+p0
−

∂v3

∂n−p0
= −(C3, 1A

′
9, 1 + C3, 2A

′
9, 2) = 0. (3.88)

This contradicts that A′
9, 1 and A

′
9, 2 are linear independent. Hence, there is only one linear indepen-

dent solution for (3.84). From Fredholm theorem, there is also only one linear independent solution

for (3.83). �

Corollary 3.3 If A′
9 is a non-zero solution of (3.84), then h. ∗∂Ω A′

9 is a non-zero constant on Ω.

Proof of corollary 3.3. If h2. ∗∂Ω A′
9 is 0 on Ω, then from the previous lemma we obtain A′

9 = 0,

which completes the proof. �

Hence, we can select A′∗
9 is a non-zero solution of (3.84), such that h2. ∗∂Ω A′∗

9 = 1, on Ω.
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From Fredholm theorem, we obtain a sufficient and necessary condition for the existence of the

solution of (3.82) as follows,
∫

∂Ω
ψ3(A1, A2, A3, A7, Z1)(P, t)A

′∗
9 (P )dSP = 0, ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.89)

Under this condition, again from Fredholm theorem, there exists an entire analytic function Γ4 which

is only related to ∂h2(P0)/∂np1 , such that

A9(P0, t)

2
= ψ3(A1, A2, A3, A7, Z1) +

∫

∂Ω
Γ4(P0, P1)[ψ3(A1, A2, A3, A7, Z1)(P1, t)]dSP1

+ C∗
0 ,

(3.90)

where C∗
0 is a constant.

Maybe you will point out ∂h2(P0)/∂np1(P0 −P1) is not continuous, if P0 = P1. Yes, that’s true. It’s

lucky that

|P0 − P1|(ǫ0+5/2)
∂h2(P0)

∂np1
(P0 − P1)

is continuous, if ǫ0 ∈ (0, 0.5]. Hence ∂h2(P0)/∂np1(P0 −P1) is weak singular kernel. From Fredholm

theorem, we know (3.90) still stands.

It looks that the classical solution of Eqs(3.22) would be locally exist and unique. So were the Eq(3.1)

and Eqs(3.2). But F−1[f1] will cause some trouble.

We can work out

F−1[f1] =

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω
δ(x− x1, y − y1, z − z1, t− τ)A3(x1, y1, z1, τ)n1(x1, y1, z1)dS,

where δ is the Dirac function. We don’t know what the next is.

Because ∂Ω ∈ C1, β , we can get the following from Theorem 1.1,

∂Ω =

N⋃

k=1

∂Ωk,

where ∂Ωk is the graph of a C1, β function of two of the coordinates x, y, z.

Without loss of the generality, we assume ∂Ωk is the graph of a C1, β function z = fk(x, y), (x, y) ∈
Dk ⊂ R2, then we may solve the inverse Fourier transform of f1 on ∂Ωk as follows,

F−1[

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ωk

A3(x1, y1, z1, τ)n1(x1, y1, z1)e
−iξ0τ−iξ1x1−iξ2y1−iξ3z1dS]

= F−1[

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

Dk

A3(x1, y1, fk(x1, y1), τ)n1(x1, y1, fk(x1, y1))e
−iξ0τ−iξ1x1−iξ2y1−iξ3fk(x1, y1)

√
1 + f2k1(x1, y1) + f2k2(x1, y1)dx1dy1]

= A3(x, y, fk(x, y), t)n1(x, y, fk(x, y))
√

1 + f2k1(x, y) + f2k2(x, y)IDk×[0, T ]

1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
e−iξ3fk(x, y)eiξ3zdξ3

= A3(x, y, fk(x, y), t)n1(x, y, fk(x, y))
√

1 + f2k1(x, y) + f2k2(x, y)IDk×[0, T ]δ[z − fk(x, y)],
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where

fk1(x, y) =
∂fk(x, y)

∂x
, fk2(x, y) =

∂fk(x, y)

∂y
.

We are surprised to see that the inverse Fourier transform of f1 on ∂Ωk is related to δ[z − fk(x, y)].

This means that F−1[f1] will be related to δ(∂Ω).

We regret that we lost local existence and uniqueness for the solution of Z1 = T0(Z1). However,

it would be too easy if there were no δ(∂Ω). In the next section, we will discuss Z1 = T0(Z1) by

Lerry-Schauder degree and the Sobolev space H−m1(Ω1), where Ω1 = Ω× (0, T ).

4 Existence

In this section, we will discuss the existence for classical solutions of Z1 = T0(Z1). We include

remarks if it is necessary. First of all, we introduce our ideas as follows.

First, we will construct a norm ‖ · ‖−m1
for T0(Z1).

Second, since Z1 = T0(Z1) are generalized integral equations, we make approximate ordinary integral

equations Z1 = T0ǫ(Z1), ∀ǫ > 0, such that ∀Z1 ∈ C(Ω× [0, T ]), ‖Z1‖∞ ≤ M, M is given, we have

the following,

lim
ǫ→0

‖T0ǫ(Z1)− T0(Z1)‖−m1
= 0, uniformly, (4.1)

where

‖Z1‖∞ = max
1≤i≤33

‖Z1, i‖∞, ‖Z1, i‖∞ = max
X=(x, y, z, t)T∈Ω×[0, T ]

|Z1, i(X)|, (4.2)

Z1, i, 1 ≤ i ≤ 33, are components of Z1.

This will help us to prove T0(Z1k) is sequentially compact under norm ‖ · ‖−m1
, if ∀Z1k ∈ C(Ω ×

[0, T ]), ‖Z1k‖∞ ≤M, k ≥ 1, M is given.

Finally, we use some primary theorems on the Leray-Schauder degree to discuss ordinary integral

equations Z1 = T0ǫ(Z1), ∀ǫ > 0. If Z1ǫ satisfies Z1 = T0ǫ(Z1), ∀ǫ > 0, and bounded uniformly, then

there exists a sequence Z1ǫk , k ≥ 1, ǫk → 0, if k → +∞, such that Z1ǫk is convergent to Z∗
1 . We will

obtain Z∗
1 = T0(Z

∗
1 ), which is what we want.

Can our imagination come true? Let’s introduce our answer. The answer is not unique.

Definition 4.1 ∀Z1 = (Z1, i)33×1, Z1, i ∈ H−m1(Ω1), 1 ≤ i ≤ 33, Ω1 = Ω× (0, T ), we have

‖Z1‖−m1
= max

1≤i≤33
‖Z1, i‖−m1

, ‖Z1, i‖−m1
= sup

ϕ∈C∞

0
(Ω1)

| < Z1, i, ϕ > |
‖ϕ‖m1

, (4.3)

where m1 = 6 + 2c, c = max{∂(b1B−1
1 ), ∂(b1B

−1
1 B2)}, here ∂(·) means the highest degree, X =

(x, y, z, t)T , < Z1, i, ϕ > is the value of the generalized function Z1, i on ϕ, if Z1, i is locally

integrable, then

< Z1, i, ϕ > =

∫

Ω1

Z1, i(X)ϕ(X)dX, 1 ≤ i ≤ 33, (4.4)

‖ϕ‖m1
= (

∫

Ω1

∑

|α|≤m1

|∂αϕ(X)|2dX)1/2. (4.5)
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Next we can get that

‖T0(Z1)‖−m1
= max

1≤i≤33
sup

ϕ∈C∞

0
(Ω1)

| < T0, i(Z1), ϕ > |
‖ϕ‖m1

< +∞, (4.6)

in the following lemma, where T0, i(Z1), 1 ≤ i ≤ 33, are components of T0(Z1).

Now we see approximate ordinary integral equations, ∀ǫ > 0, ∀ǫ > 0,

T0ǫ(Z1) = w1ǫ + w2ǫ. ∗ (ψ(Z1IΩ×[0, T ])), (4.7)

where

w1ǫ = F−1(δ̃ǫB
−1
1 β1), w2ǫ = F−1(δ̃ǫB

−1
1 B2), δ̃ǫ = F (δǫ),

δǫ =
1

(
√
πǫ)4

e−|X|2/ǫ, |X| =
√
x2 + y2 + z2 + t2, lim

ǫ→0
δǫ = δ(X), lim

ǫ→0
δ̃ǫ = 1,

δ(X) is the Dirac function.

From the previous section, we can obtain A2 as follows,

A2IΩ = [h. ∗Ω A1 + h. ∗∂Ω A7 +
∂h

∂np1
. ∗∂Ω A3 + h. ∗ ψ1(Z1)]IΩ|t=T . (4.8)

In the Dirichlet problem, A1, A3 are known, and from (3.47) we can get A7 as follows,

A7(P0, t)

2
= g02(P0, t) +

∂h(P0, t)

∂np0
. ∗ ψ1(Z1) +

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω
Γ1(P0, t, P1, τ)[g02(P1, τ) +

∂h(P1, τ)

∂np1
. ∗ ψ1(Z1)]dSP1

. (4.9)

In the Neumann problem, A1, A7 are known, and from (3.61) we can get A3 as follows,

A3(P0, t)

2
= g04(P0, t) + h(P0, t). ∗ ψ1(Z1) +

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω
Γ2(P0, t, P1, τ)[g04(P1, τ) + h(P1, τ). ∗ ψ1(Z1)]dSP1

. (4.10)

In the Robin problem, A1, A8 are known, and from (3.74) we can get A3 as follows,

A3(P0, t)

2
= g06(P0, t) + h(P0, t). ∗ ψ1(Z1) +

∫ T

0
dτ

∫

∂Ω
Γ3(P0, t, P1, τ)[g06(P1, τ) + h(P1, τ). ∗ ψ1(Z1)]dSP1

. (4.11)

And from (3.79), (3.80), (3.81), we can also get A4, A5, A6 as follows,

A4 = ux|∂Ω =
∂A3

∂x
+ (A7 −

∂A3

∂n
)n1, (4.12)

A5 = uy|∂Ω =
∂A3

∂y
+ (A7 −

∂A3

∂n
)n2, (4.13)

A6 = uz|∂Ω =
∂A3

∂z
+ (A7 −

∂A3

∂n
)n3, (4.14)
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where n = (n1, n2, n3)
T is the exterior normal vector to ∂Ω.

Finally, from (3.90), we can get A9 as follows,

A9(P0, t)

2
= ψ3(A1, A2, A3, A7, Z1) +

∫

∂Ω
Γ4(P0, P1)[ψ3(A1, A2, A3, A7, Z1)(P1, t)]dSP1

+ C∗
0 ,

(4.15)

where C∗
0 is a constant.

We can see that A4, A5, A6, A9 are all compact operators on Z1.

We know v1 ∗ v2 ∈ S′ and F (v1 ∗ v2) = F (v1)F (v2) will still hold if v1 ∈ S, v2 ∈ S′. There is an

example of this on pages 118 to 119 of [10].

We can see that ∀ǫ > 0, δǫ ∈ S, F−1(b−1
1 ) ∈ S′, F−1(fj) ∈ S′, F−1(fjk) ∈ S′, 1 ≤ j, k ≤ 3. Hence

we can get the following,

F−1[δ̃ǫ(iξ)
αb−1

1 ] = (∂αδǫ). ∗ F−1(b−1
1 ),

F−1[δ̃ǫ(iξ)
αfj] = (∂αδǫ). ∗∂Ω (A3nj),

F−1(δ̃ǫfjk) = δǫ. ∗∂Ω (Aj+3nk),

where 1 ≤ j, k ≤ 3.

We may denote that T0ǫ(Z1) = δǫ. ∗ T0(Z1). From ∂αδǫ ∈ S, we can get

(∂αδǫ). ∗ F−1(b−1
1 ) ∈ C(R4), (∂αδǫ. ∗ F−1(b−1

1 )). ∗ (ψ(Z1IΩ×[0, T ])) ∈ C(Ω× [0, T ]).

We see that ∀ǫ > 0, there is no δ(∂Ω) or ∂F−1(b−1
1 ) in T0ǫ again. So Z1IΩ×[0, T ] = T0ǫ(Z1IΩ×[0, T ])

are ordinary integral equations. Moreover T0ǫ(Z1) is bounded uniformly and equicontinuous if Z1 ∈
C(Ω × [0, T ]) and bounded uniformly. From the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, we know T0ǫ is a compact

operator on Z1. And the Leray-Schauder degree can work now.

For the preliminaries, we have a lemma as follows.

Lemma 4.1 (1)There exists C > 0, such that

‖Z1‖−m1
≤ C‖Z1‖∞, ∀Z1 ∈ C(Ω× [0, T ]). (4.16)

(2) ∀Z1 ∈ C(Ω× [0, T ]), ‖Z1‖∞ ≤M, M > 0, M is given, we have

‖T0(Z1)‖−m1
< +∞, and lim

ǫ→0
‖T0ǫ(Z1)− T0(Z1)‖−m1

= 0, uniformly. (4.17)

(3) T0(Z1k), k ≥ 1, is sequentially compact under norm ‖ · ‖−m1
, if Z1k ∈ C(Ω× [0, T ]), ‖Z1k‖∞ ≤

M, k ≥ 1, M > 0, M is given.

(4)∀ǫ0 > 0, ∀Z1 ∈ C(Ω× [0, T ]), ‖Z1‖∞ ≤M, M > 0, M is given, we have

lim
ǫ→ǫ0

‖[T0ǫ(Z1)− T0ǫ0(Z1)]IΩ×[0, T ]‖∞ = 0. (4.18)

Proof of lemma 4.1. (1)From ‖Z1, i‖−m1
≤ ‖Z1, i‖L2 ≤ ‖Z1, i‖∞

√
m(Ω)T , 1 ≤ i ≤ 33, where m(Ω)

is the Lebesgue measure of Ω. Hence we get ‖Z1‖−m1
≤ ‖Z1‖∞

√
m(Ω)T . We may let C =

√
m(Ω)T .

There will not exist C > 0, such that

‖Z1‖∞ ≤ C‖Z1‖−m1
, ∀Z1 ∈ C(Ω× [0, T ]). (4.19)
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We may select Z1k ∈ C(Ω × [0, T ]), k ≥ 1, ‖Z1k‖∞ ≡ 1, but Z1k → 0, a.e., here a.e. means that

almost everywhere. Then from the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, ‖Z1k‖−m1
→ 0. Hence

(4.19) will not stand. ‖Z1‖−m1
and ‖Z1‖∞ are not equivalent.

(2)At first, we prove (1+ |ξ|2)−c−3B−1
1 ∈ L1(R4), where c = max{∂(b1B−1

1 ), ∂(b1B
−1
1 B2)}, here ∂(·)

means the highest degree.

We assumeB−1
1 = (bj, k, 1)33×33. From the previous section, we can obtain that b1B

−1
1 is a polynomial

matrix. Moreover, the least degree of b1B
−1
1 is 2. This means that there exists a constant C4, 0 > 0,

such that |b1bj, k, 1| ≤ C4, 0|ξ|2, 1 ≤ j, k ≤ 33, if |ξ| ≤ 1.

We can work out the following,

|a|2 = ξ20 + (ξ21 + ξ22 + ξ23)
2

= |ξ|2 cos2 θ + |ξ|4 sin4 θ
= (|ξ|2 − |ξ|4) cos2 θ + |ξ|4[(sin2 θ − 1/2)2 + 3/4]

= (|ξ|4 − |ξ|2) sin4 θ + |ξ|2[(sin2 θ − 1/2)2 + 3/4],

where cos θ = ξ0/|ξ|. So we obtain that |a| ≥
√
3|ξ|2/2, if |ξ| ≤ 1, |a| ≥

√
3|ξ|/2, if |ξ| > 1.

Hence, there exists a constant C4, 1 > 0, such that |b1bj, k, 1/a| ≤ C4, 1, 1 ≤ j, k ≤ 33, if |ξ| ≤ 1.

By spherical coordinates transformation on R4,





ξ1 = ρ sin θ sin θ1 sin θ2,

ξ2 = ρ sin θ sin θ1 cos θ2,

ξ3 = ρ sin θ cos θ1,

ξ0 = ρ cos θ, θ, θ1 ∈ [0, π], θ2 ∈ [0, 2π],

,

and dξ1dξ2dξ3dξ0 = ρ3 sin2 θ sin θ1dρdθdθ1dθ2, we can obtain the following,

∫

|ξ|≤1
(1 + |ξ|2)−c−3|bj, k, 1|dξ =

∫

|ξ|≤1
(1 + |ξ|2)−c−3|(b1bj, k, 1/a)|/|(aa1)|dξ

(|aa1| = ρ2 sin2 θ) ≤
∫ 2π

0
dθ2

∫ π

0
dθ1

∫ π

0
dθ

∫ 1

0
C4, 1ρ sin θ1dρ < +∞,

1 ≤ j, k ≤ 33.

Because c = max{∂(b1B−1
1 ), ∂(b1B

−1
1 B2)}, there exists a constant C4, 2 > 0, such that |b1bj, k, 1| ≤

C4, 2(1 + |ξ|2)c, 1 ≤ j, k ≤ 33. Hence, we have

∫

|ξ|>1
(1 + |ξ|2)−c−3|bj, k, 1|dξ =

∫

|ξ|>1
(1 + |ξ|2)−c−3|(b1bj, k, 1/a)|/|(aa1)|dξ

(|aa1| = ρ2 sin2 θ) ≤
∫ 2π

0
dθ2

∫ π

0
dθ1

∫ π

0
dθ

∫ +∞

1
2C4, 2(1 + ρ2)−3 sin θ1dρ < +∞,

1 ≤ j, k ≤ 33.

So (1 + |ξ|2)−c−3B−1
1 ∈ L1(R4).

44



Next we will prove (F [T0(Z1)])F
−1(ϕ) ∈ L1(R4). We can work out the following,

< T0(Z1), ϕ > = < F [T0(Z1)], F
−1(ϕ) >

= < (B−1
1 β1 +B−1

1 B2FI(Z2)), F
−1(ϕ) >

= < (B−1
1 β1 +B−1

1 B2FI(Z2))(1 + |ξ|2)−c−3,

(1 + |ξ|2)c+3F−1(ϕ) > .

From ψ(Z1) is a continuous, we get that β1, Z2 are all bounded.

We have the following,

|(iξ)αF−1(ϕ)|/‖ϕ‖m1
≤

∫

Ω1

|∂αϕ|dX/‖ϕ‖m1

≤ (

∫

Ω1

|∂αϕ|2dX)1/2(

∫

Ω1

dX)1/2/‖ϕ‖m1

≤
√
m(Ω)T ,

where |α| ≤ 6 + 2c, c = max{∂(b1B−1
1 ), ∂(b1B

−1
1 B2)}, m1 = 6 + 2c.

Hence, we can obtain (F [T0(Z1)])F
−1(ϕ) ∈ L1(R4), moreover

‖T0(Z1)‖−m1
≤ C4, 3, (4.20)

where C4, 3 > 0, is a constant only related to M . It is not related with Z1.

We can work out as follows,

< T0ǫ(Z1)− T0(Z1), ϕ > = < F [T0ǫ(Z1)− T0(Z1)], F
−1(ϕ) >

= < (δ̃ǫ − 1)F [T0(Z1)], F
−1(ϕ) >,

= < (δ̃ǫ − 1)(B−1
1 β1 +B−1

1 B2FI(Z2)), F
−1(ϕ) >

= < (δ̃ǫ − 1)(B−1
1 β1 +B−1

1 B2FI(Z2))(1 + |ξ|2)−c−3,

(1 + |ξ|2)c+3F−1(ϕ) > .

Hence, we can get

‖T0ǫ(Z1)− T0(Z1)‖−m1
≤
∫

R4

|δ̃ǫ − 1||(B−1
1 β1 +B−1

1 B2FI(Z2))(1 + |ξ|2)−c−3|
√
m(Ω)Tdξ. (4.21)

We can also work out the following,

δ̃ǫ =

∫

R4

1

(
√
πǫ)4

e−|X|2/ǫe−iξ·XdX, (X =
√
ǫY, dX = (

√
ǫ)4dY )

=

∫

R4

1

π2
e−|Y |2e−iξ·√ǫY dY,

=

∫

R4

1

π2
e−|Y+i

√
ǫξ/2|2e−ǫ|ξ|2/4dY,

=

∫

R4

1

π2
e−|Y |2e−ǫ|ξ|2/4dY = e−ǫ|ξ|2/4.
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Here we use Cauchy contour integral as follows,

∫ +∞

−∞
e−(x+iξ1)2dx =

∫ +∞

−∞
e−x2

dx, ∀ξ1 ∈ R. (4.22)

We can get the following,
∫

R4

|δ̃ǫ − 1||(B−1
1 β1 +B−1

1 B2FI(Z2))(1 + |ξ|2)−c−3|
√
m(Ω)Tdξ = I3, 1 + I3, 2,

where

I3, 1 =

∫

|ξ|>M0

|δ̃ǫ − 1||(B−1
1 β1 +B−1

1 B2FI(Z2))(1 + |ξ|2)−c−3|
√
m(Ω)Tdξ,

I3, 2 =

∫

|ξ|≤M0

|δ̃ǫ − 1||(B−1
1 β1 +B−1

1 B2FI(Z2))(1 + |ξ|2)−c−3|
√
m(Ω)Tdξ.

∀ǫ′ > 0, there exists M0 > 0, which is only related to M , such that |I3, 1| ≤ ǫ′/2. And for such M0,

there exists δ0 > 0, such that |I3, 2| ≤ ǫ′/2, if ǫ ≤ δ0.

Hence, we obtain ‖T0ǫ(Z1)− T0(Z1)‖−m1
→ 0, uniformly.

(3)We will prove T0(Z1k), k ≥ 1, is totally bounded. From (2), ∀ǫ1 > 0, ∃δ1 > 0, such that

‖T0ǫ(Z1k)− T0(Z1k)‖−m1
≤ ǫ1/3, ∀ǫ ∈ (0, δ1), ∀k, k ≥ 1. (4.23)

If we choose ǫ0 ∈ (0, δ1), then T0ǫ0(Z1k), k ≥ 1 is sequentially compact. There exist finite ǫ1/(3C)

net T0ǫ0(Z1k1), T0ǫ0(Z1k2), · · · , T0ǫ0(Z1ks), where C is defined in (1).

This means that ∀k, ∃l, 1 ≤ l ≤ s, such that ‖T0ǫ0(Z1k)− T0ǫ0(Z1kl)‖∞ ≤ ǫ1/(3C).

From ‖T0ǫ0(Z1k)− T0(Z1k)‖−m1
≤ ǫ1/3, ‖T0ǫ0(Z1k)− T0ǫ0(Z1kl)‖−m1

≤ ǫ1/3,

‖T0ǫ0(Z1kl)− T0(Z1kl)‖−m1
≤ ǫ1/3, we obtain ‖T0(Z1k)− T0(Z1kl)‖−m1

≤ ǫ1.

So T0(Z1k1), T0(Z1k2), · · · , T0(Z1ks) is a finite ǫ1 net for T0(Z1k), k ≥ 1.

This means that T0(Z1k), k ≥ 1, is totally bounded. From Hausdorff theorem on page 14 in [7],

T0(Z1k), k ≥ 1, is sequentially compact under norm ‖ · ‖−m1
.

(4)From T0ǫ, i(Z1) = δǫ. ∗ T0, i(Z1), 1 ≤ i ≤ 33, we obtain

T0ǫ, i(Z1)− T0ǫ0, i(Z1) = (δǫ − δǫ0). ∗ T0, i(Z1)

= F−1(F ((δǫ − δǫ0). ∗ T0, i(Z1)))

=
1

(2π)4

∫

R4

(e−ǫ|ξ|2/4 − e−ǫ0|ξ|2/4)F (T0, i(Z1))e
iξ·Xdξ

= I3, 3 + I3, 4,

where

I3, 3 =
1

(2π)4

∫

|ξ|>M0

(e−ǫ|ξ|2/4 − e−ǫ0|ξ|2/4)(1 + |ξ|2)c+3(F (T0, i(Z1))(1 + |ξ|2)−c−3)eiξ·Xdξ,

I3, 4 =
1

(2π)4

∫

|ξ|≤M0

(e−ǫ|ξ|2/4 − e−ǫ0|ξ|2/4)(1 + |ξ|2)c+3(F (T0, i(Z1))(1 + |ξ|2)−c−3)eiξ·Xdξ.

From (2), we know F (T0, i(Z1))(1 + |ξ|2)−c−3 ∈ L1(R4), 1 ≤ i ≤ 33.

If we let ǫ ∈ [ǫ0/2, 3ǫ0/2], then ∀ǫ′ > 0, there exists M0 > 0, which is related to ǫ0, such that
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|I3, 3| ≤ ǫ′/2. And for such M0, there exists δ0 ∈ (0, ǫ0/2), such that |I3, 4| ≤ ǫ′/2, if |ǫ− ǫ0| ≤ δ0.

So the statement holds. �

We will use result (4) into Leray-Schauder degree. This is the reason why we choose δǫ instead of

I{|X|≤ǫ}/|I{|X|≤ǫ}|, where
|I{|X|≤ǫ}| =

∫

|X|≤ǫ
dX. (4.24)

The latter will not satisfy (4). Maybe it works after being polished. We haven’t tested it yet.

Now we introduce Leray-Schauder degree.

Definition 4.2 Ω0 is bounded open set of real Banach space B, T : Ω0 → B is totally continuous,

f(x) = x− T (x), ∀x ∈ Ω0, p ∈ B \ f(∂Ω0),

τ = inf
x∈∂Ω0

‖f(x)− p‖ > 0. (4.25)

There exists B(n) is subspace of B with finite dimensions, p ∈ B(n), and there exists bounded contin-

uous operator Tn : Ω0 → B(n), such that

‖T (x)− Tn(x)‖ < τ, ∀x ∈ Ω0. (4.26)

Then Leray-Schauder degree of totally continuous field f is

deg(f, Ω0, p) = deg(fn, Ω0, n, p), (4.27)

where fn = I − Tn, Ω0, n = B(n) ∩ Ω0.

Maybe you are not very familiar with Leray-Schauder degree or even you know nothing about it.

That’s not the problem. We only apply three primary theorems to Z1 = T0ǫ(Z1), ∀ǫ > 0. We write

them together into a lemma as follows.

Lemma 4.2 (1)(Kronecker) If deg(f, Ω0, p) 6= 0, then there exists solution for f(x) = p in Ω0.

(2)(Rothe) If Ω0 is bounded and open convex set in Banach space B, T : Ω0 → B is totally continuous,

T (∂Ω0) ⊂ Ω0, and T (x) 6= x, ∀x ∈ ∂Ω0, then deg(I − T, Ω0, 0) 6= 0.

(3) If f = I − T and f1 = I − T1 are all totally continuous fields mapping from Ω0 to Banach space

B, p is not in f(∂Ω0) ∪ f1(∂Ω0), moreover

‖T1(x)− T (x)‖ ≤ ‖x− T (x)− p‖, ∀x ∈ ∂Ω0, (4.28)

then deg(f, Ω0, p) = deg(f1, Ω0, p).

(3) is called homotopic. You may read the explanation of definition and all the proofs of three

primary theorems from page 135 to page 165 in [8]. We don’t repeat them again.

We denote as follows,

τ(M, ǫ, T ) = inf
‖Z1‖∞=M

‖Z1 − T0ǫ(Z1)‖∞. (4.29)

If time T is fixed, then we denote τ(M, ǫ, T ) into τ(M, ǫ).

If τ(M, ǫ, T ) = 0, then there exists a sequence Z1k, ‖Z1k‖∞ =M, k ≥ 1, such that

lim
k→+∞

‖Z1k − T0ǫ(Z1k)‖∞ = 0. (4.30)
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Because T0ǫ is compact, there exist a sub-sequence Z1nk
, k ≥ 1, and Z1ǫ ∈ C(Ω× [0, T ]), such that

lim
k→+∞

‖Z1ǫ − T0ǫ(Z1nk
)‖∞ = 0. (4.31)

From (4.30), we obtain

lim
k→+∞

‖Z1nk
− T0ǫ(Z1nk

)‖∞ = 0. (4.32)

And we can get that

lim
k→+∞

‖Z1ǫ − Z1nk
‖∞ = 0. (4.33)

Because T0ǫ is continuous, we can obtain

lim
k→+∞

‖T0ǫ(Z1ǫ)− T0ǫ(Z1nk
)‖∞ = 0. (4.34)

(4.31) and (4.34) mean that Z1ǫ = T0ǫ(Z1ǫ), where Z1ǫ ∈ C(Ω× [0, T ]), ‖Z1ǫ‖∞ =M.

Now we see the solution of Z1ǫ = T0ǫ(Z1ǫ) as follows.

Theorem 4.1 (Local existence) If the following condition stands,

∃M > 0, ∃δ > 0, ∃δ′ > 0, ∀ǫ ∈ (0, δ], ∀T ∈ (0, δ′], we have τ(M, ǫ, T ) > 0, (4.35)

then ∃δ′′ ∈ (0, δ′], ∀T ∈ (0, δ′′], ∀ǫ ∈ (0, δ], there exists Z1ǫ ∈ C(Ω × [0, T ]), ‖Z1ǫ‖∞ < M such

that Z1ǫ = T0ǫ(Z1ǫ).

Proof of theorem 4.1. If we denote ΩM = {Z1 ∈ C(Ω × [0, T ]) : ‖Z1‖∞ < M}, then we will see

∀T ∈ (0, δ′], deg(Z1 − T0ǫ(Z1), ΩM , 0) keeping constant, ∀ǫ ∈ (0, δ].

If we select ǫ0 ∈ (0, δ], then ∀ǫ1 ∈ [ǫ0, δ], according to (4) in lemma 4.1, we have ∃δ(ǫ1) > 0, such

that

‖[T0ǫ2(Z1)− T0ǫ1(Z1)]IΩ×[0, T ]‖∞ ≤ τ(M, ǫ1, T ), ∀ Z1 ∈ ΩM , ∀ǫ2 ∈ U(ǫ1, δ(ǫ1)).

And from (3) in lemma 3.2, we obtain

deg(Z1 − T0ǫ2(Z1), ΩM , 0) = deg(Z1 − T0ǫ1(Z1), ΩM , 0), ∀ǫ2 ∈ U(ǫ1, δ(ǫ1)).

Hence deg(Z1 − T0ǫ2(Z1), ΩM , 0) keep constant, ∀ǫ2 ∈ U(ǫ1, δ(ǫ1)).

We can see that U(ǫ1, δ(ǫ1)), ∀ǫ1 ∈ [ǫ0, δ] is an open cover for [ǫ0, δ]. From Heine-Borel theorem,

there exists finite sub-cover. This means that deg(Z1−T0ǫ1(Z1), ΩM , 0) stays constant, ∀ǫ1 ∈ [ǫ0, δ].

From the arbitrary nature of ǫ0, we know deg(Z1 − T0ǫ(Z1), ΩM , 0) keep constant, ∀ǫ ∈ (0, δ].

Now we choose T is sufficiently small, such that T0δ is a contract mapping.

There exists δ′′ ∈ (0, δ′], ∀T ∈ (0, δ′′], T0δ(∂ΩM ) ⊂ ΩM . From Rothe theorem, (2) in lemma 4.2,

we get deg(Z1 − T0δ(Z1), ΩM , 0) 6= 0.

Hence we obtain deg(Z1 − T0ǫ(Z1), ΩM , 0) 6= 0, ∀ǫ ∈ (0, δ].

From Kronecker theorem, (1) in lemma 4.2, we know there exists Z1ǫ ∈ ΩM , such that Z1ǫ =

T0ǫ(Z1ǫ), ∀ǫ ∈ (0, δ]. �

If (4.35) is not true, then the following will stand,

∀M > 0, ∃ǫk > 0, ∃Tk > 0, lim
k→+∞

ǫk = lim
k→+∞

Tk = 0, such that τ(M, ǫk, Tk) ≡ 0, ∀k ≥ 1. (4.36)
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This means that ∀M > 0, there exists Z1(M, ǫk, Tk) ∈ C(Ω× [0, T ]), k ≥ 1, such that

Z1(M, ǫk, Tk) = T0ǫk(Z1(M, ǫk, Tk)), ‖Z1(M, ǫk, Tk)‖∞ =M, ∀k ≥ 1. (4.37)

That’s not easy. And if we take

M2 −M1 ≥M, Z1(M1, ǫ1, T1) = Z1(ǫ1, T1), Z1(M2, ǫ2, T2) = Z1(ǫ2, T2), (4.38)

then we can get as follows, ∀M > 0, ∀δ > 0, ∀δ′ > 0, ∃ǫ1, ǫ2 ∈ (0, δ], ∃T1, T2 ∈ (0, δ′], such that

‖Z1(ǫ1, T1)− Z1(ǫ2, T2)‖∞ ≥M, (4.39)

where Z1(ǫj , Tj) = T0ǫj (Z1(ǫj , Tj)), j = 1, 2. From (4.39) it looks something related to blow-up is

happening.

Corollary 4.1 (Global existence) If the following condition stands,

∃M > 0, ∃δ > 0, ∀ǫ ∈ (0, δ], τ(M, ǫ) > 0, and ∃ǫ0 ∈ (0, δ], deg(Z1−T0ǫ0(Z1), ΩM , 0) 6= 0, (4.40)

then ∀ǫ ∈ (0, δ], there exists Z1ǫ ∈ ΩM , such that Z1ǫ = T0ǫ(Z1ǫ).

Proof of corollary 4.1. We can obtain the proof by Theorem 4.1. �

Next we see the solution of Z∗
1 = T0(Z

∗
1 ) is the following.

Theorem 4.2 (1)(Strong solution) ∀ǫk > 0, ǫk → 0, k → +∞, Z1ǫk ∈ ΩM , Z1ǫk = T0ǫk(Z1ǫk), k ≥
1, there exist sub-series nk, k ≥ 1, and Z∗

1 ∈ H−m1(Ω1), such that

lim
k→+∞

‖Z1ǫnk
− Z∗

1‖−m1
= 0, moreover lim

k→+∞
‖Z1ǫnk

− T0(Z1ǫnk
)‖−m1

= 0. (4.41)

If Z∗
1 is locally integrable, then ‖Z∗

1‖L∞ ≤M , where

‖Z∗
1‖L∞ = max

1≤i≤33
‖Z∗

1, i‖L∞ . (4.42)

(2)(L∞ solution)If there exist ǫk > 0, Z1ǫk ∈ ΩM , Z1ǫk = T0ǫk(Z1ǫk), k ≥ 1, moreover

lim
k→+∞

ǫk = 0, lim
k→+∞

Z1ǫkexists almost everywhere on Ω× [0, T ], (4.43)

then there exists Z∗
1 ∈ L∞(Ω× [0, T ]), ‖Z∗

1‖L∞ ≤M , such that Z∗
1 = T0(Z

∗
1 ).

Proof of theorem 4.2. (1)From (3) in lemma 3.1, we can get that there exist sub-series nk, k ≥ 1,

and Z∗
1 ∈ H−m1(Ω1), such that

lim
k→+∞

ǫnk
= 0, lim

k→+∞
‖T0(Z1ǫnk

)− Z∗
1‖−m1

= 0. (4.44)

From Z1ǫnk
= T0ǫnk

(Z1ǫnk
), k ≥ 1, and (2) in lemma 3.1, we can obtain (4.41) holds.

If ‖Z∗
1‖L∞ > M , then there exists Z∗

1, i, such that ‖Z∗
1, i‖L∞ > M .

Hence there exists ǫ0 > 0, such that m(Ωi(ǫ0)) > 0, where

Ωi(ǫ0) = {X ∈ Ω× [0, T ] : |Z∗
1, i(X)| ≥M + ǫ0}. (4.45)
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Because m(Ωi(ǫ0)) = m(Ω+
i (ǫ0)) +m(Ω−

i (ǫ0)), where

Ω+
i (ǫ0) = {X ∈ Ω× [0, T ] : Z∗

1, i(X) ≥M + ǫ0},
Ω−
i (ǫ0) = {X ∈ Ω× [0, T ] : Z∗

1, i(X) ≤ −(M + ǫ0)},

we know at least one of m(Ω+
i (ǫ0)), m(Ω−

i (ǫ0)) is bigger than 0.

We assume as well m(Ω+
i (ǫ0)) > 0. If we choose ϕ0 ∈ C∞

0 (Ω+
i (ǫ0)), and ϕ0 ≥ 0, supp(ϕ0) 6= ∅, then

we can get that

‖Z1ǫnk
− Z∗

1‖−m1
≥
∫
Ω+

i (ǫ0)
ǫ0ϕ0dX

‖ϕ0‖m1

> 0. (4.46)

That’s contradict with (4.41).

(2)From (4.43), we know there exist Z∗
1 , such that

lim
k→+∞

Z1ǫk = Z∗
1 , a.e. (4.47)

Because Z1ǫk ∈ ΩM , we get Z∗
1 ∈ L∞(Ω× [0, T ]), moreover ‖Z∗

1‖L∞ ≤M.

From ‖Z1ǫk − Z∗
1‖−m1

≤ ‖Z1ǫk − Z∗
1‖L2 , where

‖Z1ǫk − Z∗
1‖L2 = max

1≤i≤33
‖Z1, i, ǫk − Z∗

1, i‖L2 , (4.48)

and Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

lim
k→+∞

‖Z1ǫk − Z∗
1‖−m1

= 0. (4.49)

At last we see ‖T0(Z1ǫk)− T0(Z
∗
1 )‖−m1

. From

< T0(Z1ǫk)− T0(Z
∗
1 ), ϕ >=< F [T0(Z1ǫk)− T0(Z

∗
1 )], F

−1(ϕ) >, (4.50)

we only need to discuss ψ(Z1ǫk)− ψ(Z∗
1 ) in F [T0(Z1ǫnk

)− T0(Z
∗
1 )]. Because ψ is continuous, we can

get there exists a constant CM > 0, such that

‖ψ(Z1ǫk)− ψ(Z∗
1 )‖L∞ ≤ CM . (4.51)

Again from Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

lim
k→+∞

‖T0(Z1ǫk)− T0(Z
∗
1 )‖−m1

= 0. (4.52)

Together with Z1ǫk = T0ǫk(Z1ǫk), we obtain ‖Z∗
1 − T0(Z

∗
1 )‖−m1

= 0. This means Z∗
1 = T0(Z

∗
1 ), a.e.

which completed the statement. �

From the previous theorem and corollary, we know that the strong solution will exist locally under

the condition (4.35) and exist globally under the condition (4.40).

Finally, we discuss a little more for L∞ solution as follows.

Theorem 4.3 A necessary and sufficient condition for (4.43) holding is that there exist ηk >

0, Z1ηk ∈ ΩM , Z1ηk = T0ηk(Z1ηk), k ≥ 1, moreover

lim
k→+∞

ηk = 0, lim
k, l→+∞

‖Z1ηk − Z1ηl‖L2 = 0. (4.53)
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Proof of theorem 4.3. Necessity. If (4.43) holds, then there exists Z∗
1 ∈ L∞(Ω × [0, T ]), such that

lim
k→+∞

‖Z1ǫk − Z∗
1‖L2 = 0. (4.54)

If we let ηk = ǫk, k ≥ 1, then (4.53) stands.

Sufficiency. If (4.53) holds, then Z1ηk , k ≥ 1, are convergent by the Lebesgue measure as follows,

∀ǫ > 0, lim
k, l→+∞

m({X ∈ Ω× [0, T ] : ‖Z1ηk − Z1ηl‖∞ ≥ ǫ}) = 0. (4.55)

From the Riesz theorem on page 142 in [14], we will see that there exist sub-series nk, k ≥ 1, such

that

lim
k→+∞

ηnk
= 0, lim

k→+∞
Z1ηnk

exists almost everywhere on Ω× [0, T ]. (4.56)

If we let ǫk = ηnk
, then (4.43) stands. �

We know L2(Ω1) is not completed under norm ‖ ·‖−m1
. After being completed, it will be H−m1(Ω1).

So there exists fk ∈ L2(Ω1), k ≥ 1, such that

lim
k, l→+∞

‖fk − fl‖−m1
= 0, and ‖fk − fl‖L2 ≥ c > 0, ∀ k 6= l. (4.57)

From (4.53), we know that (4.43) will not always stand. But we can see that it holds in many cases

such as the following.

Theorem 4.4 A sufficient condition for (4.43) holding is that there exist ǫk > 0, ǫk → 0, k →
+∞, Z1ǫk ∈ ΩM , Z1ǫk = T0ǫk(Z1ǫk), k ≥ 1, such that ∀c > 0, ∃d > 0, ∀k, l, i, 1 ≤ i ≤ 33, we have

m(Ω+
k, l, i(d) ∪ Ω−

k, l, i(d)) ≤ c, (4.58)

where

Ω+
k, l, i = {X ∈ Ω× [0, T ] : Z1, i, ǫk − Z1, i, ǫl ≥ 0},

Ω−
k, l, i = {X ∈ Ω× [0, T ] : Z1, i, ǫk − Z1, i, ǫl < 0},

Ω+
k, l, i(d) = {X ∈ Ω× [0, T ] : dist(X, ∂Ω+

k, l, i) ≤ d},
Ω−
k, l, i(d) = {X ∈ Ω× [0, T ] : dist(X, ∂Ω−

k, l, i) ≤ d}.

Proof of theorem 4.4. From Theorem 3.2, we know there exist sub-series nk, k ≥ 1, such that

lim
k, l→+∞

‖Z1ǫnk
− Z1ǫnl

‖−m1
= 0. (4.59)

We will prove that ∀i, 1 ≤ i ≤ 33, Z1, i, ǫnk
, k ≥ 1, is convergent by the Lebesgue measure.

If that is not true, then there exists i0, 1 ≤ i0 ≤ 33, ∃a2 > 0, ∃b2 > 0, and sub-series kj , lj, j ≥ 1,

such that

m({X ∈ Ω× [0, T ] : |Z1, i0, ǫnkj
− Z1, i0, ǫnlj

| ≥ a2}) ≥ b2, j ≥ 1. (4.60)

We denote this in an easy way as follows, ∀j, j ≥ 1,

fj = Z1, i0, ǫnkj
− Z1, i0, ǫnlj

,

Ω+
j = {X ∈ Ω× [0, T ] : fj ≥ 0},

Ω−
j = {X ∈ Ω× [0, T ] : fj < 0},

Ω+
j (d) = {X ∈ Ω× [0, T ] : dist(X, ∂Ω+

j ) ≤ d},
Ω−
j (d) = {X ∈ Ω× [0, T ] : dist(X, ∂Ω−

j ) ≤ d}.
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From (4.58), we can obtain that there exists d0 > 0, such that

m(Ω+
j (d0) ∪ Ω−

j (d0)) ≤
a2b2

4M
. (4.61)

If we let ϕj ∈ C∞
0 (Ω1), j ≥ 1, as follows,

ϕj(X) =

∫

Ω+

j \Ω+

j (d0)
αd0(X − Y )dY −

∫

Ω−

j \Ω−

j (d0)
αd0(X − Y )dY, j ≥ 1, (4.62)

where

αd0(X) =
1

d40
α(
X

d0
), α(X) =




Ce1/(|X|2−1), |X| < 1,

0, |X| ≥ 1.
, C = (

∫

|X|<1
e1/(|X|2−1)dX)−1,

then ϕj = 1 on Ω+
j \ Ω+

j (d0), ϕj ∈ [0, 1] on Ω+
j (d0), and ϕj = −1 on Ω−

j \ Ω−
j (d0), ϕj ∈ [−1, 0] on

Ω−
j (d0).

Moreover, we can get as follows,

|∂γϕj | ≤ 2

∫

Ω1

|∂γαd0(X − Y )|dY, 0 ≤ |γ| ≤ m1. (4.63)

Hence, there exists d1 > 0, such that

‖ϕj‖m1
≤ d1, ∀j, j ≥ 1. (4.64)

From

| < fj, ϕj > | ≥ | < fj, signfj > | − | < fj, signfj − ϕj > | ≥ a2b2 − 2M
a2b2

4M
=
a2b2

2
,

where

signfj =




1, fj ≥ 0,

−1, fj < 0.
,

we can obtain that

‖fj‖−m1
≥

| < fj, ϕj > |
‖ϕj‖m1

≥
a2b2

2d1
. (4.65)

This contradicts (4.59).

So ∀i, 1 ≤ i ≤ 33, Z1, i, ǫnk
, k ≥ 1, is convergent by the Lebesgue measure. From the Riesz theorem

on page 142 in [7], we know that (4.43) holds. �

If (4.58) is not true, then ∀ǫk > 0, ǫk → 0, k → +∞, Z1ǫk ∈ ΩM , Z1ǫk = T0ǫk(Z1ǫk), k ≥ 1,

∃c > 0, ∀dj > 0, ∃kj, lj , ij , 1 ≤ ij ≤ 33, such that

m(Ω+
kj , lj , ij

(dj) ∪ Ω−
kj, lj , ij

(dj)) ≥ c. (4.66)

If we let dj → 0, j → +∞, then we can get the following,

lim
j→+∞

S(∂Ω+
kj , lj , ij

) = +∞, (4.67)
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where

S(∂Ω+
kj , lj , ij

) =

∫

{X∈Ω×[0, T ]: Z1, ij , ǫkj
−Z1, ij , ǫlj

=0}
dS.

And the following is another sufficient condition for (4.43) holding,

∃ ǫk > 0, Z1ǫk ∈ ΩM , Z1ǫk = T0ǫk(Z1ǫk), k ≥ 1, lim
k→+∞

ǫk = 0, and sup
k, l, i

S(∂Ω+
k, l, i) < +∞, (4.68)

where

S(∂Ω+
k, l, i) =

∫

{X∈Ω×[0, T ]: Z1, i, ǫk
−Z1, i, ǫl

=0}
dS, k 6= l, 1 ≤ i ≤ 33.

We may define blow-up if one of the following happens,

(1)(4.35) is not true,

∀M > 0, ∃ǫk > 0, ∃Tk > 0, lim
k→+∞

ǫk = lim
k→+∞

Tk = 0, such that τ(M, ǫk, Tk) ≡ 0, ∀k ≥ 1. (4.69)

(2)(4.40) is not true,

∀M > 0, ∀δ > 0, ∃ǫ ∈ (0, δ], τ(M, ǫ) = 0, or ∀ǫ0 ∈ (0, δ], deg(Z1 −T0ǫ0(Z1), ΩM , 0) ≡ 0, (4.70)

(3)The strong solution is not unique. If there exist at least two strong solutions Z∗
1 , Z

∗′
1 , then we

can get that

lim
k→+∞

ǫk = 0, lim
k→+∞

‖Z1ǫk − Z∗
1‖−m1

= 0, lim
k→+∞

‖Z1ǫk − T0(Z1ǫk)‖−m1
= 0, (4.71)

lim
k→+∞

ηk = 0, lim
k→+∞

‖Z1ηk − Z∗′
1 ‖−m1

= 0, lim
k→+∞

‖Z1ηk − T0(Z1ηk )‖−m1
= 0. (4.72)

If we assuming that

ǫ0 = ‖Z∗
1 − Z∗′

1 ‖−m1
, (4.73)

then there exists N > 0, ∀ k ≥ N , we have

‖Z1ǫk − Z∗
1‖−m1

≤
ǫ0

4
, ‖Z1ηk − Z∗′

1 ‖−m1
≤
ǫ0

4
. (4.74)

But we can obtain the following,

‖Z1ǫk − Z1ηk‖−m1
≥ ‖Z∗

1 − Z∗′
1 ‖−m1

− ‖Z1ǫk − Z∗
1‖−m1

− ‖Z1ηk − Z∗′
1 ‖−m1

≥
ǫ0

2
. (4.75)

This means that ∃ǫ0 > 0, ∀ǫ > 0, ∃ǫ1 > 0, ǫ2 > 0, |ǫ1−ǫ2| ≤ ǫ, Z1ǫ1 = T0ǫ1(Z1ǫ1), Z1ǫ2 = T0ǫ2(Z1ǫ2),

such that

‖Z1ǫ1 − Z1ǫ2‖−m1
≥
ǫ0

2
. (4.76)

This also means that the solution of the equation Z1ǫ = T0ǫ(Z1ǫ) is not stable on ǫ.

(4)(4.58) is not true, ∀ǫk > 0, ǫk → 0, k → +∞, Z1ǫk ∈ ΩM , Z1ǫk = T0ǫk(Z1ǫk), k ≥ 1, ∃c >
0, ∀dj > 0, ∃kj, lj , ij , 1 ≤ ij ≤ 33, such that

m(Ω+
kj , lj , ij

(dj) ∪ Ω−
kj, lj , ij

(dj)) ≥ c. (4.77)
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If we let dj → 0, j → +∞, then we can get the following,

lim
j→+∞

S(∂Ω+
kj , lj , ij

) = +∞, (4.78)

where

S(∂Ω+
kj , lj , ij

) =

∫

{X∈Ω×[0, T ]: Z1, ij , ǫkj
−Z1, ij , ǫlj

=0}
dS.

Each of them deserves to be discussed more carefully.

If there is no blow-up, then we obtain u∗ ∈ W 2, +∞(Ω), p∗ ∈ W 1, +∞(Ω), if Z∗
1 = T0(Z

∗
1 ),

Z∗
1 ∈ L∞(Ω× [0, T ]), where Z∗

1 = (u∗, p∗, ∂u∗ \ u∗1x, ∂2u∗, gradp∗)T . HereW 1, +∞(Ω), W 2, +∞(Ω)

are Sobolev spaces defined on page 153 in [2]. From the condition that domain Ω satisfies a

uniform exterior and interior cone, if Ω is bounded, ∂Ω ∈ C1, α, 0 < α ≤ 1, we can get that

u∗ ∈ C1, 1(Ω), p∗ ∈ C0, 1(Ω) by imbedding. By using Morrey’s inequality defined on page 163 in [2],

we get u∗ is twice classically differentiable and p∗ is classically differentiable almost everywhere in Ω.

If we looked back, we should have defined the classical solution as the L∞ solution of Z∗
1 = T0(Z

∗
1 ).

It would always exist and be unique except the blow-up.

If F (T0(Z
∗
1 )) is analytical, then u

∗ and p∗ satisfy Eqs(1.1) and (1.2) almost everywhere in Ω× [0, T ],

where F (T0(Z
∗
1 )) is the Fourier transform of T0(Z

∗
1 ). That is near our goal.

5 Leray-Schauder degree

In this section, we will discuss the the Leray-Schauder degree of nonlinear integral equation of

Hammerstein type as follows,

f(X) = g(X) + T (f(X)), ∀X ∈ Ω1, (5.1)

where

T (f(X)) =

∫

Ω1

k(X, Y )ψ(Y, f(Y ))dY, (5.2)

X = (x, y, z, t)T , Y = (x1, y1, z1, t1)
T , Ω1 = Ω × (0, T ), f(X) is an unknown continuous

function on Ω1, g(X) is a known continuous function on Ω1, k(X, Y ) is a known continuous function

on Ω1 ×Ω1, ψ is a known continuous function on Ω1 × [−M, M ].

From the definition of the Leray-Schauder degree on page 138 to page 139 in [8], we can work out

the Leray-Schauder degree of Eq(5.1) directly as follows.

By the Weirstrass theorem, we know there exist two polynomials

kN (X, Y ) =

N∑

|α|=0

Cα(Y )Xα, gN (X) =

N∑

|α|=0

gαX
α, (5.3)

where α = (α1, α2, α3, α4)
T , |α| = α1+α2+α3+α4, X

α = xα1yα2zα3tα4 , Cα(Y ), 0 ≤ |α| ≤ N , are

all polynomials of Y , moreover α1, α2, α3, α4 are all nonnegative whole numbers, gα, 0 ≤ |α| ≤ N ,

are all real numbers, such that ∀ f(X) ∈ ΩM = {f(X) : ‖f(X)‖∞ < M}, we have

‖
∫

Ω1

(k(X, Y )− kN (X, Y ))ψ(Y, f(Y ))dY ‖∞ ≤
τ

3
, ‖g(X) − gN (X)‖∞ ≤

τ

3
, (5.4)
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τ is defined as follows,

τ = inf
‖f(X)‖∞=M

‖f(X)− T (f(X))− g(X)‖∞ > 0. (5.5)

From the Combination theory, the number of the solutions of |α| = α1 +α2 +α3 +α4 is that C3
3+|α|.

The number of all the items Xα, 0 ≤ |α| ≤ N , is that LN = C3
3 + C3

4 + · · ·+ C3
3+N = C4

4+N .

By the homotopic, we have the following,

deg(f(X) − T (f(X)), ΩM , g(X)) = deg(f(X) − T (f(X)), ΩM , gN (X)). (5.6)

If we assume

TN (f(X)) =

∫

Ω1

kN (X, Y )ψ(Y, f(Y ))dY, (5.7)

then from (5.4) we have

‖T (f(X))− TN (f(X))‖∞ ≤
τ

3
, ∀ f(X) ∈ ΩM . (5.8)

Moreover,

TN (f(X)) =

N∑

|α|=0

(

∫

Ω1

Cα(Y )ψ(Y, f(Y ))dY )Xα ∈ EN , (5.9)

where EN is the sub-space with finite dimensions generated by Xα, 0 ≤ |α| ≤ N .

From the definition of the Leray-Schauder degree, we can obtain the following,

deg(f(X) − T (f(X)), ΩM , gN (X)) = deg(f(X) − TN (f(X)), ΩM, 1, gN (X)), (5.10)

where ΩM, 1 = ΩM ∩ EN .

If we denote

f(X) = X̃TDN , X̃ = (Xα, 0 ≤ |α| ≤ N)T , (5.11)

DN = (Dα, 0 ≤ |α| ≤ N)T ∈ RLN , (5.12)

TN (f(X)) =

∫

Ω1

kN (X, Y )ψ(Y, f(Y ))dY (5.13)

=

N∑

|α|=0

(

∫

Ω1

Cα(Y )ψ(Y, Ỹ TDN )dY )Xα, (5.14)

=

N∑

|α|=0

φα(DN )Xα = X̃Tφ(DN ), (5.15)

φα(DN ) =

∫

Ω1

Cα(Y )ψ(Y, Ỹ TDN )dY, (5.16)

φ(DN ) = (φα(DN ), 0 ≤ |α| ≤ N)T , (5.17)

gN = (gα, 0 ≤ |α| ≤ N)T , (5.18)

ΩM, 2 = {DN ∈ RLN : ‖X̃TDN‖∞ < M}, (5.19)
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then we obtain f(X) = TN (f(X)) + gN (X), f(X) ∈ ΩM, 1, is equivalent to

DN = φ(DN ) + gN , DN ∈ ΩM, 2. (5.20)

Hence, we obtain

deg(f(X) − T (f(X)), ΩM , gN (X)) = deg(DN − φ(DN ), ΩM, 2, gN ). (5.21)

From (5.16), we can see that φ(DN ) is explicit. At this time, we can work out the finite dimensions

Brouwer degree deg(DN − φ(DN ), ΩM, 2, gN ) directly. From the definition of the Brouwer degree

on page 89 in [8], we only need to calculate the double integral on ΩM, 2 ×Ω1. This is just what we

want, the Leray-Schauder degree of Eq(5.1).

As τ is fixed, we don’t need that N is sufficient big. This is the reason why we haven’t discuss the

priori estimation yet.

By the same way, we can also work out the Leray-Schauder degree of Eq(5.1) even if

T (f(X)) =

∫

Ω1

G(X, Y, f(Y ))dY, (5.22)

where G is a known continuous function on Ω1 × Ω1 × [−M, M ].

We only need to change kN (X, Y ) into the following,

kN (X, Y, f(Y )) =
N∑

|α|=0

Cα, 1(Y, f(Y ))Xα, (5.23)

where Cα, 1(Y, f(Y )), 0 ≤ |α| ≤ N , are all polynomials of Y, f(Y ).
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