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Abstract. We investigate a system describing electrically charged particles in the whole space
R2. Our main goal is to describe large time behavior of solutions which start their evolution
from initial data of small size. This is achieved using radially symmetric self-similar solutions.

1. Introduction. We analyze the Debye-Nernst-Planck system of the form

ut = ∆u+∇ · (u∇φu),

φu = −E2 ∗ u in R2,
(1a)

where u(x, t) : R2 × R+ → R and E2(z) = 1
2π log |z| is the fundamental solution of the

Laplace equation in R2. We supplement this system of equations with the initial condition

u(x, 0) = u0(x) in R2. (1b)

One may think about this system as of a single parabolic equation with a nonlocal
nonlinearity.

The history of studies of this model is quite long. The system was introduced by Nernst
and Planck in the nineteenth century, and then modified by Debye in the twenties of the
twentieth century (see [10]). It describes the evolution of the density u(x, t) of electrically
charged particles interacting through the potential φu. We encounter systems of this
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type, also for several unknown densities, in electrochemistry, theory of semiconductors
and physics of plasma [1, 9, 16, 20].

Many different methods have been used for the analysis of this system (see [2, 3, 4, 5]
and references therein). However some problems still remain unsolved.

Similar problems where the first equation of (1a) is replaced by φu = E2∗u, appear in
the chemotaxis theory and they are used for describing the evolution of particles which
interact via gravitational forces [6, 14, 15]. Some reasonings from that theory can be
adopted without essential changes but questions related to the long time asymptotics
have completely different answers. For example, Banach type theorems giving the local
existence can be applied in both cases (see the next section). On the other hand, we know
that the gravitational problem does not have solutions for large initial masses (see [24]
and the references therein), which is not the case for electric forces.

Whenever it would not cause any confusion we omit time or spatial variable. Moreover
(f ∗ g) (x) denotes the usual convolution, i.e. (f ∗ g) (x) =

∫
R2 f(x− y)g(y) dy, and S(t)

is the heat semigroup given by

(S(t)u)(x) =
∫

R2
G(x− y, t)u(y) dy, (2)

where G(x, t) = 1
4πt e

−|x|2/4t is the Gauss kernel. Here and subsequently ‖u‖p denotes
the usual Lp(R2) norm of the function u(x, t), with respect to the spatial variable. C is a
generic constant which can vary from line to line. The Schwartz class of rapidly decreasing
functions is denoted by S (R2) and its dual by S ′(R2). δ0(x) denotes the Dirac delta
function at the point 0.

In each dimension if u(x, t) and φ(x, t) solve the system (1a) then λ2u(λx, λ2t) and
φ(λx, λ2t) also do. As we will see the total charge of particles, namely the integral∫

R2 u(x, t)dx, is preserved in time. However, solutions invariant under the above scal-
ing preserve the charge only in R2. So that we expect essentially nonlinear asymptotics
of generic solutions. Moreover, self-similar solutions which describe long time behavior
decay faster than the Gauss kernel when |x| → ∞. The two dimensional case differs much
from the higher dimensional case, where the long time behavior is described simply by
the heat kernel [4]. However, in [4] authors use a completely different approach involving
energy and entropy dissipation methods.

First we prove (following methods used in [3, 17]) the existence of solutions for the sys-
tem (1a). Then we study self-similar solutions in radially symmetric and general setting.
The last section is devoted to the large time behavior of solutions.

2. Existence of solutions for singular initial data. We are mainly interested in
mild solutions. We look for solutions of the integral equation

u(t) = S(t)u0 +
∫ t

0

S(t− τ)∇ · (u∇φ)(τ) dτ, (3)

where φ(x, t) and u0(x) are as in (1). Two major problems connected with this approach
appear. One is: in what sense the solutions of the integral equation (3) satisfy the differen-
tial problem (1a). It is obvious that the classical solutions of (1a) satisfy the equality (3).
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Unfortunately, the reverse implication is not always true (see also a discussion of this
problem in [17]).

The second problem is in what sense the initial condition is fulfilled. The answer for
this question will come with the definition of the space in which we solve the integral
problem (3).

Let us notice here that the term ∇ · (u∇φu) can be written as B(u, u) = ∇ · (u∇φu)
where B(u, v) is a bilinear form defined by

B(u, v) = ∇ · (u∇φv), with φv = −E2 ∗ v,

for u, v from some Banach space X , which in our case is a space L4/3(R2) (see a discussion
before a proof of Lemma 2.1 below).

We introduce here the rescaled version of a given function f(x)

fλ(x) = f(λx),

where λ is some real and positive parameter. In the case of the function depending on
space and time, this kind of scaling (and, therefore, the notation) is used only with respect
to the spatial variable.

By a simple calculation we show that the bilinear form B(u, v) has scaling order equal
to 0 (cf. [17]) which means that for every λ > 0 and every u, v ∈ X

B(uλ, vλ) = (B(u, v))λ.

We frequently use well known estimates of the heat semigroup

‖S(t)f‖p ≤ Ct1/p−1/q‖f‖q, ‖∇S(t)f‖p ≤ Ct1/p−1/q−1/2‖f‖q, (4)

where 1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ ∞, C = C(p, q) is some positive constant, t > 0 and f(x) ∈ Lp(R2).
Let us also recall the weak Young inequality

‖g ∗ h‖γ ≤ C(β, γ, g)‖h‖α . (5)

for all h ∈ Lα(R2), |g(x)| ≤ |x|−2/β and 1/α+ 1/β = 1 + 1/γ. For the proof see, e.g., [19,
Remark (2) in Theorem 4.3].

The inclusions S (R2) ⊂ L4/3(R2) ⊂ S ′(R2) are continuous and the norm ‖ · ‖4/3 is
translation invariant. Moreover

‖S(t)B(u, v)‖4/3 ≤ C t−3/4‖u‖4/3‖v‖4/3 (6)

for every u, v ∈ L4/3(R2).
Indeed, using the second inequality in (4) with p = 4/3 and q = 1 and the Hölder

inequality, we get
‖S(t)B(u, v)‖4/3 ≤ C t−3/4‖u‖4/3‖∇φv‖4.

We use then inequality (5) with γ = 4, β = 2 and α = 4/3 to obtain

‖u‖4/3‖∇φv‖4 = ‖u‖4/3‖|x|−1 ∗ v‖4 ≤ ‖u‖4/3‖v‖4/3,

which concludes the proof of (6).
It means that the space L4/3(R2) is adequate for the problem (1) in the sense of [17,

Definition 3.1]. We construct a homogeneous Besov space modeled on the Banach space
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X = L4/3(R2), as

BX = {u ∈ S ′(R2) : sup
t>0

t1/4‖S(t)u‖4/3 <∞},

and we introduce a norm on this space by

‖u‖BX = sup
t>0

t1/4‖S(t)u‖4/3.

The space BX is in fact the classical homogeneous Besov space Ḃ1/2
4/3,∞. The norm ‖·‖BX

is equivalent to the original norm in Ḃ1/2
4/3,∞ introduced by dyadic decomposition. For a

further discussion on this topic we refer the reader to [17, Example 4.2] and the references
therein.

As in [17, Lemma 5.2] let us prove an a priori estimate for the bilinear form B(u, v).

Lemma 2.1. There exists a constant C > 0 independent of u, v and t such that

‖S(t)B(u, v)‖BX ≤ C t−1/2‖u‖4/3 ‖v‖4/3, (7)

for all u, v ∈ X .

Proof. We begin with the fact that there exists some function C(t), independent of u
and v, such that

‖S(t)B(u, v)‖BX = sup
s>0

s1/4‖S(s)S(t)B(u, v)‖4/3 ≤ C(t)‖u‖4/3 ‖v‖4/3

for every t > 0. The proof consists of two steps. First let us assume that 0 < s < 1. Then
also 0 < s1/4 < 1 and because ‖S(t)f‖4/3 ≤ ‖f‖4/3, the inequality (6) yields

s1/4‖S(s)S(t)B(u, v)‖4/3 ≤ ‖S(t)B(u, v)‖4/3 ≤ Ct−3/4‖u‖4/3 ‖v‖4/3.

In the case s > 1 we proceed in a similar way but first we use the semigroup property
S(s)S(t) = S(s+ t) = S(t)S(s) to obtain

s1/4‖S(s)S(t)B(u, v)‖4/3 = s1/4‖S(t)S(s)B(u, v)‖4/3
≤ s1/4‖S(s)B(u, v)‖4/3 ≤ Cs−1/2‖u‖4/3 ‖v‖4/3 ≤ C‖u‖4/3 ‖v‖4/3.

Now, we show that C(t) is some positive constant. First let us check the scaling property

S(t)B(uλ, vλ) = (S(λ2t)B(u, v))λ, (8)

for all u, v ∈ L4/3(R2) and for all real λ > 0. For the proof let ξ ∈ S ′(R2). Then

(S(t)ξλ)(x) =
1

2πt

∫
R2

e−
|x−z|2

4t ξ(λz) dz =
1

2πλ2t

∫
R2

e−
λ2|x−y/λ|2

4λ2t ξ(y) dy

=
1

2πλ2t

∫
R2

e−
|λx−y|2

4λ2t ξ(y) dy = (S(λ2t)ξ(x))λ. (9)

As we mentioned before the scaling order of the form B(u, v) equals zero which yields

S(t)B(uλ, vλ) = S(t)(B(u, v))λ = (S(λ2t)B(u, v))λ.

Then we use the scaling properties

‖fλ‖4/3 = λ−3/2‖f‖4/3 and ‖f‖BX = λ2‖fλ‖BX



EXISTENCE AND ASYMPTOTICS OF SOLUTIONS OF THE DNP SYSTEM 133

to show that

‖S(λ2t)B(u, v)‖BX = λ2‖
(
S(λ2t)B(u, v)

)
λ
‖BX = λ2‖S(t)B(uλ, vλ)‖BX

≤ λ2C(t)‖uλ‖4/3 ‖vλ‖4/3 = C(t)λ−1‖u‖4/3‖v‖4/3.

Now we fix t = t0 > 0 and we put λ = (t/t0)1/2. Then we obtain the estimate

‖S(t)B(u, v)‖BX ≤ C(t0) t1/20 t−1/2‖u‖4/3‖v‖4/3,

which concludes the proof.

The space where we are looking for the solutions of the integral equation (3) is defined
as

X = F ([0,∞) : BX ) ∩ {f(t) : (0,∞)→ L4/3(R2) : sup
t>0

t3/4‖f(t)‖X <∞}, (10)

and we equip this space with the norm

‖f‖X = max{sup
t>0
‖f(t)‖BX , sup

t>0
t3/4‖f(t)‖4/3}.

The space X with the above norm is a Banach space. We view F ([0,∞) : BX ) as the
space of BX -valued measurable functions which belong to L∞([0,∞) : BX ) and attain
the initial condition of the problem (1) as t→ 0+ in the sense of tempered distributions,
namely ∫

R2
φ(x)u(x, t) dx→

∫
R2
φ(x)u0(x)dx,

for all φ ∈ S (R2) as t goes to 0+.
Now let us formulate and prove the main result of this section. In the proof we combine

the reasonings presented in [3] and [17, 18].

Theorem 2.2. There exists an ε > 0 such that for all u0 ∈ BX satisfying ‖u0‖BX < ε,
there is a global in time solution u(x, t) of the problem (1) in the space (10). This solution
is unique among all the functions u ∈ BX satisfying supt>0 t

1/4‖u(t)‖X < 2ε.

Proof. We show that the operator

N (u)(t) = S(t)u0 +
∫ t

0

S(t− τ)B(u, u)(τ) dτ

is a contraction in the set Bε = {u ∈ X : ‖u(t)‖X ≤ 2ε} for some small ε > 0, to be
specified later.

In the following estimates we use frequently the elementary inequalities such as the
Hölder inequality, the heat semigroup estimates (4) and the estimates of the bilinear form
B(u, v) from (6) and (7)

t1/4‖N (u)(t)‖4/3 ≤ ‖u0‖BX + C t1/4
∫ t

0

(t− τ)−3/4τ−1/2(τ1/4‖u(τ)‖4/3)2 dτ

≤ ‖u0‖BX + C(sup
τ>0

τ1/4‖u(τ)‖4/3)2
∫ 1

0

(1− w)−3/4w−1/2 dw

≤ ‖u0‖BX + Cε2,
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and similarly

t1/4‖N (u)(t)−N (v)(t)‖4/3

≤ C t1/4
∫ t

0

(t− τ)−3/4‖(u− v)(τ)‖4/3(‖u(τ)‖4/3 + ‖v(τ)‖4/3) dτ

≤ C ε sup
t>0

t1/4‖(u− v)(t)‖4/3.

In the same way,

‖N (u)(t)‖BX ≤ ‖u0‖BX + C

∫ t

0

(t− τ)−1/2τ−1/2(τ1/4‖u(τ)‖4/3)2 dτ

≤ ‖u0‖BX + C(sup
τ>0

τ1/4‖u(τ)‖4/3)2
∫ 1

0

(1− w)−1/2w−1/2 dw

≤ ‖u0‖BX + Cε2

and
‖N (u)(t)−N (v)(t)‖BX ≤ C ε sup

t>0
t1/4‖(u− v)(t)‖4/3.

Combining the above inequalities and choosing ε > 0 such that Cε2 < ε and Cε < 1, we
obtain

‖N (u)‖X ≤ 2ε, ‖N (u)−N (v)‖X ≤ ‖(u− v)(t)‖X ,

for every u, v ∈ L4/3(R2). It follows that N : Bε → Bε is a contraction in Bε. Thanks
to the Banach fixed point theorem we obtain the existence of a mild solution of the
problem (1). This solution is unique in the set Bε and is global in time.

Since we are particularly interested in self-similar solutions, it is desirable to know
what the condition ‖u0‖BX < ε means for the initial condition being a distribution.
Namely, let u0(x) = Mδx0(x). Then

‖MS(t)δx0‖
4/3
4/3 =

∫
R2

(
M

4πt

∫
R2

e−
|x−y|2

4t δx0(y) dy
)4/3

dx

=
∫

R2

(
M

4πt
e−
|x−x0|

2

4t

)4/3

dx =
M4/3

(4πt)1/3

∫
R2

1
4πt

e−
4|x−x0|

2

3·4t dx

=
4
3
· M4/3

(4πt)1/3
· 1
t1/4

∫
R2

1
4πt

e−|z|
2/4t dz.

Then
lim sup
t→0

t1/4‖MS(t)δx0‖4/3 ∼M4/3,

which means that atomic measures are admissible as initial data (1b) but only with small
masses of single atoms.

Moreover let us notice, that if u0(x) is a function from L1(R2) – it does not contain
singular part – then

lim sup
t→0

t1/4‖u0‖4/3 = 0.
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The above shows that the part lim supt→0 t
1/4‖ · ‖4/3 of the norm ‖ · ‖X measures only

the singular part.

3. Local and global existence in Lp(R2) space. Using the same framework of mild
solutions we prove the local in time existence of solutions of the problem (3) in the space
C([0, T ];L1(R2)) ∩ C([0, T ];Lp(R2)) for some p > 1 and an arbitrary initial condition
u0 ∈ L1(R2)∩Lp(R2). Moreover, we show that these solutions can be extended to global
in time solutions. This situation differs from the case where particles interact through
gravitational forces and through the chemotactic attraction. The solutions in that case
blow up in Lp(R2) spaces for sufficiently large initial data (see [14, 15]).

In the following we use the same inequalities as before, i.e. the heat semigroup esti-
mates (4) and the weak Young inequality (5).

Let us define the space

XT = C([0, T ];L1(R2)) ∩ C([0, T ];Lp(R2)),

which is a Banach space with the norm

‖u‖XT = sup
0≤t≤T

‖u‖1 + sup
0≤t≤T

‖u‖p.

Proposition 3.1. Let 4
3 ≤ p < 4. For any u0 ∈ L1(R2)∩Lp(R2) there exists some T > 0

and a unique solution of the integral equation

u(t) = S(t)u0 +
∫ t

0

S(t− τ)∇ · (u∇φ)(τ) dτ

such that u(x, t) ∈ XT .

Proof. Let

N (u)(t) = S(t)u0 +
∫ t

0

∇S(t− τ) · (u∇φ)(τ) dτ. (11)

Then (4) implies that

Ip(t) = ‖N (u)(t)− S(t)u0‖p ≤ C
∫ t

0

(t− τ)1/p−1/q−1/2‖(u∇φ)(τ)‖q dτ,

for every 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞. We use the Hölder inequality to obtain

Ip(t) ≤ C
∫ t

0

(t− τ)1/p−1/q−1/2‖u(τ)‖p‖(∇φ)(τ)‖ pq
p−q

dτ.

We can exploit (5) with α = 2pq
pq−2p−2q , β = 2 and γ = pq

p−q , which yields

Ip(t) ≤ C
∫ t

0

(t− τ)1/p−1/q−1/2‖u(τ)‖p‖u(τ)‖ 2pq
pq−2p−2q

dτ.

We would like to have 2pq
pq−2p−2q = p which is possible for q = 2p

4−p and all 4/3 ≤ p < 4.
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Consequently, we have

sup
0≤t≤T

‖N (u)(t)− S(t)u0‖p ≤ C( sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t)‖p)2
∫ t

0

(t− τ)−1/p dτ

≤ CT 1−1/p( sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t)‖p)2
∫ 1

0

(1− s)−1/p ds,

where the last integral is finite since −3/4 ≤ −1/p ≤ −1/4.
Similarly, we obtain

sup
0≤t≤T

‖N (u)(t)− S(t)u0‖1 ≤ C( sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t)‖p)2
∫ t

0

(t− τ)1−2/p dτ

≤ CT 2−2/p( sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t)‖p)2
∫ 1

0

(1− s)1−2/p ds,

with the same constraint for p, namely 4/3 ≤ p < 4, which yields the inequality −1/2 ≤
1− 2/p ≤ 1/2.

An analogous calculation gives

sup
0≤t≤T

‖N (u)(t)−N (v)(t)‖p

≤ CT 1−1/p sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t)− v(t)‖p( sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t)‖p + sup
0≤t≤T

‖v(t)‖p)

and

sup
0≤t≤T

‖N (u)(t)−N (v)(t)‖1

≤ CT 2−2/p sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t)− v(t)‖p( sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t)‖p + sup
0≤t≤T

‖v(t)‖p),

for all u, v ∈ XT and 4/3 ≤ p < 4. Without loss of generality we can assume that
0 < T < 1. Then

‖N (u)(t)‖XT ≤ ‖u0‖XT + CT 1−1/p‖u(t)‖XT
and

‖N (u)(t)−N (u)(t)‖XT ≤ CT 1−1/p‖u(t)− v(t)‖XT (‖u(t)‖XT + ‖v(t)‖XT ).

For arbitrary R > 0 we can choose T > 0 so small that the operator N is a contraction
in the ball BR(0) ⊂ XT . The Banach fixed point theorem gives the existence of a local in
time solution in the space XT . From the construction this solution is unique in the ball
BR(0). But uniqueness is a local property and the above solution is also unique in the
space XT̂ for T̂ > 0 possibly smaller than T . Indeed, let us suppose that there is another
solution in the space XT contained in some ball BR̂(0) with R < R̂. Taking T̂ < T we
construct the unique solution on the time interval [0, T̂ ] but in the ball BR̂(0), which
contradicts the uniqueness of the previous solution.

Proposition 3.2. Let 4/3 ≤ p < 4 and u0(x) ∈ L1(R2) ∩ Lp(R2). If additionally u0(x)
is nonnegative, then for all 0 < t < T , u(x, t) ≥ 0 and∫

R2
u(x, t) dx =

∫
R2
u0(x) dx.
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Proof. The conservation of positivity for the solutions of the problem (1) is a consequence
of the analogous property for the system on bounded domains. Indeed, there has been
proved in [2, Proposition 1 and Proposition 2] that solutions with initial conditions 0 ≤
u0(x) ∈ L1(Ω) ∩ Lp(Ω) are nonnegative for t > 0. The proof involved the Stampacchia
truncation method. The same approach permits to prove nonnegativity of the solution
u(x, t) either by approximating u(x, t) on the sets

{
|x| < N

}
where N ∈ N, by solutions

u(x, t) = uk(x, t) of the problem posed on the sets
{
|x| < N + k

}
where k ∈ N or by a

direct rewriting of the Stampacchia scheme (see also [12, Lemma 1] and [11, Theorem I,
Lemma 4.1]).

The L1(R2) norm of the solution is properly controlled, as shown in the proof of
Proposition 3.1, namely

sup
0≤t<T

‖N (u)(t)‖1 ≤ ‖u0‖1 + CT 1−1/p‖u(t)‖XT .

Integrating the Duhamel formula (11) over R2 we get∫
R2
u(x, t) dx =

∫
R2
S(t)u0(x) dx+

∫
R2

∫ t

0

∇S(t− τ) · (u∇φ)(τ) dτ dx.

But the last integral on the right hand side is equal to zero, since we can apply the Fubini
theorem, and the first one is equal to

∫
R2 u0(x) dx.

We obtain the global in time existence of the solutions using the following a priori
estimate.

Lemma 3.3. Let u(x, t) be a solution of the problem (1) with nonnegative initial condition
u0(x) ∈ L1(R2). Let M =

∫
R2 u0(x) dx. For every p ∈ (1,∞) such that 2k−1 < p < 2k for

some k ∈ N, the inequality

‖u(·, t)‖p ≤ C(k)M t−(1−1/p)

holds with a constant C(k) given explicitly. Moreover

‖u‖∞ ≤ CM t−1

holds for some constant C > 0.

The proof of the above lemma is based on the following interpolation inequality:

Lemma 3.4. Let 1 ≤ q, r ≤ ∞, j,m ∈ N, 0 ≤ j < m and a ∈ [j/m, 1]. Moreover
1
p

=
j

n
+ a

(
1
r
− m

n

)
+ (1− a)

1
q
,

where n is the space dimension. Then∑
|α|=j

‖Dαu‖p ≤ C
( ∑
|α|=m

‖Dαu‖r
)a
‖u‖1−aq . (12)

This inequality was introduced by Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev and sometimes is re-
ferred to as the Nash inequality [21].

Proof of Lemma 3.3

Step 1: Let p = 2. Multiplying the first equation in (1a) by u and integrating by parts,
we get
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0 =
∫

R2
(uut − u∆u− u∇ · (u∇φ)) dx

=
1
2
d
dt
‖u‖22 + ‖∇u‖22 +

1
2

∫
R2
∇u2 · ∇φ dx

=
1
2
d
dt
‖u‖22 + ‖∇u‖22 +

1
2

∫
R2
u3 dx. (13)

From Proposition 3.2 the solution u(x, t) ≥ 0 in R2 for all t > 0. Then we obtain

d
dt
‖u‖22 + 2‖∇u‖22 ≤ 0. (14)

Then taking a = 1/2, q = m = 1, n = r = p = 2, j = 0 in (12) we get

‖u‖2 ≤ C‖∇u‖1/22 ‖u‖
1/2
1 (15)

which is equivalent to
1

CM2
0

‖u‖42 ≤ ‖∇u‖22 (16)

where M0 = ‖u(0)‖1. Using (14) and (16) we get

d
dt
‖u‖22 +

2
CM2

0

‖u‖42 ≤ 0.

Integrating the above inequality yields

‖u(t)‖22 ≤
1

1
‖u(0)‖22

+ 2
CM2

0
t
≤ CM2

0

2
t−1,

which ends this part of the proof.

Step 2: p = 2k. We prove it by recurrence. Let us assume that

‖u‖2
k−1

2k−1 ≤ ak−1M
2k−1

0 t−(2k−1−1), (17)

where

ak =

{
C/2 for k = 1,

C2k−2(ak−1)2 for k ≥ 2.
(18)

In the inequality (15) we set u2k−1
instead of u which yields

(‖u‖2
k

2k)2 ≤ C‖∇u2k−1
‖22(‖u‖2

k−1

2k−1)2. (19)

The same calculation as in (13) with multiplication by u2k−1 gives

d
dt
‖u‖2

k

2k +
4(2k − 1)

2k
‖∇u2k−1

‖22 ≤ 0. (20)
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Combining inequalities (17), (19) and (20) we get

‖∇u2k−1
‖22 ≥

(‖u‖2k2k)2

C(‖u‖2k−1

2k−1)2
,

d
dt
‖u‖2

k

2k +
2k − 1
C2k−2

(‖u‖2k2k)2

(‖u‖2k−1

2k−1)2
≤ 0,

d
dt‖u‖

2k

2k

(‖u‖2k
2k

)2
≤ − 2k − 1

CM2k
0 2k−2(ak−1)2

t2
k−2 .

Set f(t) = ‖u(t)‖2k2k and integrate the above inequality over (0, t) to obtain

− 1
f(t)

+
1

f(0)
≤ − 1

CM2k
0 2k−2(ak−1)2

t2
k−1,

1
f(t)

≥ 1
CM2k

0 2k−2(ak−1)2
t2
k−1 +

1
f(0)

≥ 1
CM2k

0 2k−2(ak−1)2
t2
k−1,

f(t) ≤ C2k−2(ak−1M
2k

0 )2t−(2k−1)

which gives
‖u‖2

k

2k ≤ akM
2k

0 t−(2k−1). (21)

Step 3. General case. For each p ∈ (1,∞) there exists some k ∈ N such that 2k−1 <

p < 2k. Then it is sufficient to use inequality (21) and the very well known interpolation
inequality

‖u‖p ≤ ‖u‖1−a2k
‖u‖a1

with a = 1−1/p
1−1/2k

. Then

‖u‖p ≤M0a
(1/p−1/2k)/(2k−1)
k t−(1−1/p).

At the end let us notice that

a
(1/p−1/2k)/(2k−1)
k ≤ a1/p−1/2k

k ≤ a1/2k

k

Step 4: p =∞. In the last step we use the property

‖u‖∞ = lim sup
p→∞

‖u‖p.

Then it is enough to show that limk→∞ a
1/2k

k <∞. But ak = Cvk2wk , where

wk =

{
−1 for k = 1,

2wk−1 + (k − 2) for k ≥ 2,

and vk = 2k − 1. It is not difficult to see that for all k ∈ N, wk < 0. Then

lim
k→∞

a
1/2k

k = lim
k→∞

C1−1/2k

2|wk|/2k
≤ C <∞,

which ends the proof.

As a simple corollary from Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.3 we obtain the main result
of this section, namely
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Theorem 3.5. Let 4/3 ≤ p < 4 and u0(x) ∈ L1(R2)∩Lp(R2). Then, there exists a unique
solution of the integral problem (3) in the space C([0,∞) : L1(R2))∩C([0,∞) : Lp(R2)).

4. Radially symmetric self-similar solutions. As we mentioned in the introduction
the system (1a) is invariant under the scaling

λ2u(λx, λ2t), φ(λx, λ2t), (22)

where 0 < λ ∈ R.
In this section we assume that u(x, t), φ(x, t) are self-similar, i.e. they are invariant

under the scaling (22). The most important from our point of view are the solutions
beginning their evolution from the initial conditions of the form Mδ0(x). Such an initial
condition is obviously radial. Thus we assume from now on the radial symmetry of the
solutions u(x, t), φ(x, t).

Following the integrated density method (see [3, 7, 22]) we introduce the new variable

Q(r, t) =
∫
Br(0)

u(x, t) dx = 2π
∫ r

0

s u(s, t) ds,

where Br(0) is the closed ball of radius r centered at the origin (0, 0). Integrating the
system (1a) over such balls and performing simple computations, we rewrite the problem
(1a)–(1b) in the form

Qt = Qrr −
1
r
Qr −

1
2πr

QQr,

Q(0, t) = 0, for t ≥ 0

lim
r→∞

Q(r, t) =
∫

R2
u0(x)dx = M, for t ≥ 0.

Using self-similarity we can again change variables: Q(r, t) = 2πξ(y) for y = r2/t. This
way we transform our problem to

ξ′′(y) +
1
4
ξ′(y)− 1

2y
ξ(y)ξ′(y) = 0, (23a)

ξ(0) = 0, ξ′(0) = a. (23b)

Formally, the boundary conditions implied by (1b) are

ξ(0) = 0 and lim
y→∞

ξ(y) = M.

But it is more convenient to investigate equation (23a) with the boundary conditions
(23b) for some positive real a. As we will see, both problems are equivalent. The reader
can find similar results considering the problem (23) (existence of solutions, regularity,
etc.) in [7] but the methods used there are different.

The main result of this paper is the following

Theorem 4.1. For all M > 0, there exists a unique solution of (23a) satisfying the
initial conditions ξ(0) = 0 and limy→∞ ξ(y) = M .

First we justify some a priori properties of the solutions of (23). Then we are able to
construct a suitable space where the Banach fixed point theorem can be applied.
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Lemma 4.2. Let ξ(y) be a solution of (23) with y ∈ [0, Y0). Then

(i) ξ′(0) > 1/2 implies ξ′(y) > 1/2, for all y ∈ [0, Y0);
(ii) if 0 < ξ′(0) = a < 1/2 then 0 < ξ′(y) < a and −1/8 < ξ′′(y) < 0 for all y ∈ [0, Y0];

moreover, in that case 0 < ξ(y) < ay on the whole existence interval;
(iii) if ξ(y) is global and 0 < ξ′(0) < 1/2, then limy→∞ ξ(y) exists;

Proof. (i) In order to compute ξ′′(0), we let y tend to 0+ in (23a). Then

ξ′′(0) = ξ′(0)
(

1
2
ξ′(0)− 1

4

)
=
a

2

(
a− 1

2

)
since

ξ′(0) = lim
y→0+

ξ(y)− ξ(0)
y

= lim
y→0+

ξ(y)
y
.

In the case a > 1/2 we have ξ′′(y) > 0 for some right neighborhood of y = 0. Now set

y0 = sup{y ∈ [0, Y0) : ξ′(s) > 1
2 for all s ∈ [0, y)}, (24)

and suppose that we have ξ′(y0) = 1/2 at a point y0 < Y0.
It follows immediately that ξ′(y) is decreasing on some subinterval of [0, y0). Since for

y ∈ [0, y0) we have ξ(y) > 1
2y, then by (23a), the second derivative ξ′′(y) is positive on the

interval [0, y0). It follows that ξ′(y) cannot decrease on this interval, which contradicts
our assumption. Thus, we have ξ′(y) > 1/2 for all y ∈ [0, Y0).

(ii) It is easy to check that if 0 < a < 1/2 then ξ′(y) < 1/2 on [0, Y0). It is enough
to note that ξ′′(y) < 0, which implies that the first derivative ξ′(y) is strictly decreasing,
so ξ′(y) < ξ′(0) = a. It remains to prove that ξ′(y) is positive. Integrating ξ′(y) < 1/2,
we get that ξ(y) < y/2 for y ∈ [0, Y0). Assume, on the contrary, that there exists a point
ỹ ∈ [0, Y0) such that ξ′(ỹ) = 0. Then ξ′′(ỹ) = 0. We have to consider two possibilities:
1. ξ′(y) < 0; 2. ξ′(y) > 0; both, for y in a small, right neighborhood of ỹ, i.e. [ỹ, ỹ+ ε) =:
R+
ε (ỹ), with sufficiently small ε > 0.

1. We know that ξ′(y) is decreasing in R+
ε (ỹ). On the other hand, since

ξ′′(y) = ξ′(y)
(
ξ(y)
2y
− 1

4

)
> 0,

and ξ(y) < y/2 we deduce that ξ′′(y) > 0 for y > ỹ. Then the function ξ′(y) cannot
decrease for any y > ỹ;

2. Here ξ′(y) is increasing in R+
ε (ỹ). But in the same manner as in the previous case,

we see that ξ′′(y) < 0.

A contradiction ends this part of the proof since integrating the above inequality and
using the initial conditions we obtain the remaining part of the conclusion.

(iii) We have shown that ξ′(y) > 0 and ξ′′(y) < 0. We have to consider two possibilities:
either the limit of ξ′(y) at ∞ is equal to 0 or it is a positive constant less than 1/2. We
will exclude the second case.

First of all we rewrite (23a) as

ξ′′(y)
ξ′(y)

=
(
ξ(y)
2y
− 1

4

)
.
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Using (ii) we show that the right hand side of the above equality is strictly negative,
namely

ξ′′(y)
ξ′(y)

≤ −δ = −1
2

(
1
2
− a
)
< 0. (25)

We can write (25) in the form
(ln ξ′(y))′ ≤ −δ,

and after the integration from 0 to some y > y0, we obtain

ln ξ′(y) < ln ξ′(0)− δy,
ξ′(y) < eln a e−δy,

0 < ξ′(y) < a e−δy.

Let y go to ∞. Then
lim
y→∞

ξ′(y) ≤ a lim
y→∞

e−δy ≤ 0.

Integrating again the inequality ξ′(y) < a e−δy on the interval [0, y], we obtain

ξ(y)− ξ(0) < a

∫ y

0

e−δs ds,

ξ(y) <
a

δ
(1− e−δy) =

4a
1− 2a

(1− e1/2(a−1/2)y),
(26)

which concludes the argument.

To prove the existence of solutions of the problem (23) we transform it into an inte-
gral one and apply a Banach fixed point theorem. Multiplying equation (23a) by ey/4,
integrating and using the initial conditions (1b), we obtain

( ey/4ξ′(y))′ =
ey/4

2y
ξ(y)ξ′(y),

ξ′(y) = a e−y/4 +
1
2
e−y/4

∫ y

0

es/4

s
ξ(s)ξ′(s) ds,

ξ(y) = 4a(1− e−y/4) +
1
2

∫ y

0

(
e−t/4

∫ t

0

es/4

s
ξ(s)ξ′(s)ds

)
dt.

We look for fixed points of the operator

H(ξ)(y) = 4a(1− e−y/4) +
1
2

∫ y

0

(
e−t/4

∫ t

0

es/4

s
ξ(s)ξ′(s)ds

)
dt,

in the space

T = C1[0, Y0] ∩ {ξ : ξ(0) = 0, ξ′(0) = a, 0 < ξ′(y) < 1
2 , for y ∈ [0, Y0]},

endowed with the usual C1 norm

‖ξ‖T = sup
0≤y≤Y0

ξ(y) + sup
0≤y≤Y0

ξ′(y) = ‖ξ‖C + ‖ξ‖C1 .

Lemma 4.3. There exists Y0 > 0 such that for a given 0 < a < 1/2 the problem (23) has
a solution in the space T . Moreover this solution is unique.



EXISTENCE AND ASYMPTOTICS OF SOLUTIONS OF THE DNP SYSTEM 143

Proof. We widely use here the properties of ξ(y), which follow from the choice of the
space T and Lemma 4.2. Let us begin with

‖H(ξ)‖C ≤ 4a(1− e−Y0/4) +
1
2

sup
0≤y≤Y0

∫ y

0

e−t/4
∫ t

0

es/4

s
|ξ(s)ξ′(s)|dsdt

≤ 4a(1− e−Y0/4) +
1
2

sup
0≤y≤Y0

∫ y

0

e−t/4
∫ t

0

es/4

s
|ξ(s)| ‖ξ‖C1 ds dt

≤ 4a(1− e−Y0/4) +
1
2
‖ξ‖2C1 sup

0≤y≤Y0

∫ y

0

e−t/4
∫ t

0

es/4 dsdt

≤ 4a(1− e−Y0/4) + 2‖ξ‖2C1 sup
0≤y≤Y0

(y + 4 e−y/4 − 4)

≤ 4a(1− e−Y0/4) + 2Y0‖ξ‖2C1 .

Similarly, we have

‖H(ξ)‖C1 = sup
0≤y≤Y0

∣∣∣∣a e−y/4 +
1
2

d
dy

(∫ y

0

(
e−t/4

∫ t

0

es/4

s
ξ(s)ξ′(s)ds

)
dt
)∣∣∣∣

≤ a+
1
2

sup
0≤y≤Y0

e−y/4
∫ y

0

es/4

s
|ξ(s)| |ξ′(s)| ds

≤ a+
1
2
‖ξ‖C1 sup

0≤y≤Y0

e−y/4
∫ y

0

as
es/4

s
ds

≤ a+ 2a‖ξ‖C1 sup
0≤y≤Y0

(1− e−y/4) = a+ 2a(1− e−Y0/4)‖ξ‖C1 ,

which gives
‖H(ξ)‖T ≤ a+ 2a(1− e−Y0/4)(2 + ‖ξ‖C1) + 2Y0‖ξ‖C1 .

To show the contraction property for the operator H we estimate

‖H(ξ)−H(η)‖C ≤
1
2

sup
0≤y≤Y0

∫ y

0

e−t/4
∫ t

0

es/4

s
|ξ(s)ξ′(s)− η(s)η′(s)| ds dt

≤ 1
2

sup
0≤y≤Y0

∫ y

0

e−t/4
∫ t

0

es/4

s
|ξ(s)| · |ξ′(s)− η′(s)| ds dt

+
1
2

sup
0≤y≤Y0

∫ y

0

e−t/4
∫ t

0

es/4

s
|ξ(s)− η(s)| · |η′(s)| dsdt

≤ 1
2

sup
0≤y≤Y0

∫ y

0

e−t/4
∫ t

0

a es/4 sup
0≤s≤Y0

|ξ′(s)− η′(s)| ds dt

+
1
2

sup
0≤y≤Y0

∫ y

0

e−t/4
∫ t

0

1
2
es/4 sup

0≤s≤Y0

|ξ′(s)− η′(s)| ds dt

≤ ‖ξ − η‖C1(2a+ 1) sup
0≤y≤Y0

(y + 4 e−y/4 − 4)

≤ Y0(2a+ 1)‖ξ − η‖C1 .

We estimate the term ‖H(ξ)−H(η)‖C1 in the same way, to get

‖H(ξ)−H(η)‖T ≤ C(Y0)‖ξ′ − η′‖T .
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Choosing a sufficiently small Y0 we justify, as in Theorem 2.2, the existence of solution
to the integral problem. To complete the proof we have to show that ξ(y) constructed
above solves the differential equation (23a). For all y ∈ (0, Y0) our solution is a smooth
function since the singularity in the coefficient 1/y disapears. Then we can consider the
same equation but on some interval not containing zero. The uniqueness of the solutions
ends the argument.

Lemma 4.4. The solution obtained in Lemma 4.3 exists for all real y ∈ [0,∞).

Proof. Let us assume that the solution ξ(y) is not global. Then, there exists a finite

Ymax = sup{y : ξ(y) exists and is in the space T }. (27)

Using monotonicity and boundedness of the solution on the existence interval given by
Lemma 4.2, we can let y tend to Ymax. Let us denote ξ(ymax) by α and ξ

′
(ymax) by β.

Then

ξ′′(y) +
1
4
ξ′(y)− 1

2y
ξ(y)ξ′(y) = 0, (28)

ξ(Ymax) = α, ξ′(Ymax) = β. (29)

is an ordinary differential Cauchy problem which is not singular on the interval [Ymax, Y
′
0)

for some Y ′0 > Ymax. Then there exists a solution ξ̃(y) of this problem on the interval
[Ymax, Y

′
0) (see e.g. [13]). Since the function

η(y) =

{
ξ(y) for y ∈ [0, Y0),

ξ̃(y) for y ∈ [Y0, Y
′
0)

belongs to T on [0, Y ′0), we get a contradiction with the maximality of Ymax.

Now we can prove the main result of this paper.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 ensure the existence of a unique solution of
the problem (23a)–(23b) for y ∈ [0,∞) and a ∈ [0, 1/2). Moreover, from the inequality
(26) we obtain an estimate from above for the total mass of the solution, i.e. ξ(+∞).

As in [23, Theorem 21], we use the comparison principle for a second order ordinary
differential equation, to show the estimates from below of our solution. In order to do
this we have to regularize our problem and show that all the estimates are independent
of the introduced regularization parameter. Indeed, let ξε solve the equation

F (ξε) := ξ′′ε (y) +
1
4
ξ′ε(y)− 1

2y + ε
ξε(y) ξ′ε(y) = 0, (30)

with the initial conditions ξε(0) = 0, ξ′ε(0) = θ for some positive ε and θ. Then for
h(y) = A(1− e−µy), with A = 4a

1−2a

F (h(y)) =− µ2A e−µy −Aµ e−µy
(

1
2y + ε

A(1− e−µy)− 1
4

)
=− µA

4(2y + ε)
e−µy((2y + ε)(4µ− 1) + 4A(1− e−µy)),

which is not positive for all y ∈ R+, uniformly with respect to ε. Existence of the solutions
to the problem (30) is a standard fact (see, e.g., [13]). It suffices to show that the family
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{ξε}0<ε<1 is equicontinuous on every finite interval [0, Y0]. Then, passing to the limit
ε→ 0 we conclude the proof.

Now we see explicitly the equivalence of both formulations of our problem: with the
initial conditions ξ(0) = 0, ξ′(0) = a and the boundary conditions ξ(0) = 0, ξ(∞) = M .
Taking ξ′(0) = a we solve our system with total mass 4a

1−2a and if we want solutions with
mass M we have to take ξ′(0) = M

2M+4 in (23b).

5. Asymptotics. Before proving the main result of this section we recall one more
technical fact (for the proof see [17, Lemma 6.1].

Lemma 5.1. Let h(x) be a nonnegative function in L1(0, 1) such that
∫ 1

0
h(x) dx < 1.

Moreover, we assume that α(t), β(t) : (0,∞)→ R+ are bounded and such that

α(t) ≤ β(t) +
∫ 1

0

h(x)α(xt) dx, (31)

for all t ∈ (0,∞). Then limt→∞ β(t) = 0 implies limt→∞ α(t) = 0.

In the case of the problem (1) we are able to prove an analogue of [18, Theorem 3],
namely the following theorem.

Theorem 5.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.2, let u, v be two solutions of the
problem (1) with the initial conditions u0, v0 ∈ BX , respectively, obtained in Theorem
2.2. Then, for sufficiently small ε > 0 the relations

lim
t→∞

t1/4‖S(t)(u0 − v0)‖4/3 = 0 (32)

and
lim
t→∞

t1/4‖u(·, t)− v(·, t)‖4/3 = 0 (33)

are equivalent.

Proof. The integral representation of the solution (3) yields

u(t)− v(t) = S(t)(u0 − v0) +
∫ t

0

S(t− τ)(B(u, u)− B(v, v))(τ) dτ

= S(t)(u0 − v0) +
∫ t

0

S(t− τ)(B(u, u− v)− B(v, u− v))(τ)dτ.

Then

‖u(t)− v(t)‖4/3 ≤ ‖S(t)(u0 − v0)‖4/3

+ C

∫ t

0

(t− τ)−3/4(‖u(τ)‖4/3 + ‖v(τ)‖4/3)‖(u− v)(τ)‖4/3 dτ. (34)

According to the assumptions in Theorem 2.2

sup
t>0

t1/4‖u(t)‖4/3 ≤ 2ε and sup
t>0

t1/4‖v(t)‖4/3 ≤ 2 ε.

Multiplying the inequality (34) by t1/4 and denoting

α(t) = t1/4‖u(t)− v(t)‖4/3, β(t) = t1/4‖S(t)(u0 − v0)‖4/3,
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we get

α(t) ≤ β(t) + C

∫ t

0

(t− τ)−3/4t1/4τ−1/4

× (τ1/4‖u(τ)‖4/3 + τ1/4‖v(τ)‖4/3)‖(u− v)(τ)‖4/3 dτ

= β(t) + 4 εC
∫ 1

0

(1− w)−3/4w−1/2α(wt) dw.

Since h(w) = 4 εC(1 − w)−3/4w−1/2 ∈ L1(0, 1) and, if necessary, at the expense of
decreasing ε > 0, the quantity 4 εC

∫ 1

0
(1−w)−3/4w−1/2 dw is strictly less than 1, we can

apply Lemma 5.1 to obtain that the relation (32) implies (33).
To obtain the reverse implication we proceed in a similar way. First let us estimate

t1/4‖u(t)− v(t)− S(t)(u0 − v0)‖4/3

≤ C
∫ 1

0

(1− w)−3/4w−1/2(wt)1/4‖u(wt)− v(wt)‖4/3 dw. (35)

Then we notice that

sup
w∈[0,1]

(wt)1/4‖u(wt)− v(wt)‖4/3 ≤ sup
t>0

t1/4‖u(t)− v(t)‖4/3

≤ sup
t>0

t1/4‖u(t)‖4/3 + sup
t>0

t1/4‖v(t)‖4/3 <∞,

and use the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem. We obtain that the right hand
side of the inequality (35) converges to zero as t tends to ∞. Then we deduce that the
relation (33) implies (32).

We derive as a corollary of Theorem 5.2 a remark on local asymptotic stability of
self-similar solutions or, in other words, the self-similar asymptotics of solutions to (3)
with small initial data.

Corollary 5.3. Suppose that u0 satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.2,
∫

R2 u0(x) dx
= M and v0(x) = UM (x, 1), where UM is the unique self-similar solution with∫

R2 UM (x, 1) dx = M . Then

lim
t→∞

t1/4‖u(·, t)− UM (·, t)‖4/3 = 0.

Proof. Indeed, if v0(x) is a regular initial condition with
∫

R2 v0(x) dx = M , then

lim
t→∞

t1/4‖S(t)(u0 − v0)‖4/3 = 0,

cf. [17], because the Lp-asymptotics of the heat semigroup is determined by the Gauss
kernel multiplied by M , namely

lim
t→∞

t1−1/p‖S(t)v0 −MS(t)δ0‖p = 0, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞.

This is the reason why we took the self-similar profile at time t = 1, not the singular data
at t = 0.

We expect that the local result in the above corollary can be extended to the global
asymptotic stability of self-similar solutions on all Lp-spaces, that is

lim
t→∞

t1−1/p‖u(·, t)− UM (·, t)‖p = 0 (36)
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(which is in fact implied by (36) for p = 1), for each u0 ∈ BX and UM with M =∫
R2 u0(x) dx.

The proof of this result seems to be beyond the scope of the methods in this pa-
per. Indeed, imitating the variational approach as in [8] for the problem with gravi-
tational interactions (in particular: energy and entropy functionals as well as entropy
dissipation relation), one may first prove a priori estimates on u and then a bound on∫

R2 u(x, t) log u(x,t)
UM (x,t) dx, leading to (36).

Acknowledgements. The authors are grateful to Professors Piotr Biler and Grzegorz
Karch for very fruitful discussions and invaluable help.

The preparation of this article has been partially supported by a KBN/MNiI grant 1
P03A 008 30.

References

[1] V. Babskii, Z. Zhukov, and V. Yudovich, Mathematical Theory of Electrophoresis – Ap-
plications to Methods of Fractionation of Biopolymers, Naukova Dumka, Kiev, 1983.

[2] P. Biler, Existence and asymptotics of solutions for a parabolic-elliptic system with non-
linear no-flux boundary condition, Nonlinear Analysis 19 (1992), 1121–1136.

[3] P. Biler, The Cauchy problem and self-similar solutions for a nonlinear parabolic equation,
Studia Math. 114 (1995), 181–205.

[4] P. Biler and J. Dolbeault, Long time behavior of solutions of Nernst-Planck and Debye-
Hueckel drift-diffusion systems, Ann. Henri Poincaré 1 (2000), 461–472.

[5] P. Biler, W. Hebisch, and T. Nadzieja, The Debye system: existence and large time
behavior of solutions, Nonlinear Analysis 23 (1994), 1189–1209.

[6] P. Biler and T. Nadzieja, Existence and nonexistence of solutions for a model of gravita-
tional interaction of particles. I, Colloq. Math. 66 (1994), 319–334.

[7] P. Biler, T. Nadzieja, and A. Raczyński, Nonlinear singular parabolic equations, in:
Reaction Diffusion Systems (Trieste, 1995), Lecture Notes in Pure and Appl. Math. 194,
Dekker, New York, 1998, 21–36.

[8] A. Blanchet, J. Dolbeault, and B. Perthame, Two-dimensional Keller-Segel model: optimal
critical mass and qualitative properties of the solutions, Electron. J. Diff. Eq. 44 (2006).

[9] Y. S. Choi and R. Lui, Multi-dimensional electrochemistry model, Arch. Rational
Mech. Anal. 130 (1995), 315–342.

[10] P. Debye and E. Hueckel, Zur Theorie der Electrolyte II, Phys. Zeit. 24 (1923), 305–325.
[11] H. Gajewski, On existence, uniqueness and asymptotic behavior of solutions of the basic

equations for carrier transport in semiconductors, Z. Angew. Math. Mech. 65 (1985),
101–108.

[12] H. Gajewski and K. Groeger, On the basic equations for carrier transport in semiconduc-
tors, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 113 (1986), 12–35.

[13] P. Hartman, Ordinary Differential Equations, S. M. Hartman, Baltimore, 1973, Corrected
reprint.

[14] D. Horstmann, From 1970 until present: the Keller-Segel model in chemotaxis and its
consequences. I, Jahresber. Deutsch. Math.-Verein. 105 (2001), 103–165.

[15] D. Horstmann, From 1970 until present: the Keller-Segel model in chemotaxis and its
consequences. II, Jahresber. Deutsch. Math.-Verein. 106 (2001), 51–69.



148 A. HERCZAK AND M. OLECH

[16] A. Jüngel, Quasi-hydrodynamic Semiconductor Equations, Progress in Nonlinear Differ-
ential Equations and their Applications 41, Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 2001.

[17] G. Karch, Scaling in nonlinear parabolic equations, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 234 (1999),
534–558.

[18] G. Karch, Scaling in nonlinear parabolic equations: applications to Debye system, in:
Disordered and Complex Systems (London, 2000), AIP Conf. Proc. 553, Amer. Inst. Phys.,
Melville, NY, 2001, 243–248.

[19] E. H. Lieb and M. Loss, Analysis, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, American Mathe-
matical Society, Providence, RI, second edition, 2001.

[20] P. A. Markowich, C. A. Ringhofer, and C. Schmeiser, Semiconductor Equations, Springer-
Verlag, Vienna, 1990.

[21] J. Nash, Continuity of solutions of parabolic and elliptic equations, Amer. J. Math. 80
(1958), 931–954.

[22] M. Olech, Nonuniqueness of steady states in annular domains for Streater equations,
Appl. Math. (Warsaw) 31 (2004), 303–312.

[23] M. H. Protter and H. F. Weinberger, Maximum Principles in Differential Equations,
Springer-Verlag, New York, 1984. Corrected reprint of the 1967 original.

[24] T. Suzuki, Free Energy and Self-interacting Particles, Progress in Nonlinear Differential
Equations and Their Applications 62, Birkhäuser, Boston, MA, 2004.


