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Abstract
In [I8] Paicu and Zarnescu have studied an order tensor system which describes the flow of a
liquid crystal. They have proven the existence of weak solutions, the propagation of higher
regularities, namely H*® with s > 1 and the weak-strong uniqueness in dimension two. This
paper is devoted to the propagation of lower regularities, namely H® for 0 < s < 1 and to
prove the uniqueness of the weak solutions. For the completeness of this research, we also
propose an alternative approach in order to prove the existence of weak solutions.
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1. Introduction and main results

1.1. Liquid Crystal. The Theory of liquid crystal materials has attracted much attention over the
recent decades. Generally, the physical state of a material can be determined by the motion degree
of freedom about its molecules. Certainly, the widespread physical states of matter are the solid, the
liquid and the gas ones. If the movement degree of freedom is almost zero, namely the forces which
act on the molecules don’t allow any kind of movement, forcing the material structure to be confined
in a specific order, then we are classifying a solid material. If such degree still preserves a strong
intermolecular force but it is not able to restrict the molecules to lie on a regular organization, then
we are considering a fluid state of matter. Finally in the gas phase the forces and the distance between
the molecules are weak and large respectively, so that the material is not confined and it is able to
extend its volume.

However, some materials possess some common liquid features as well as some solid properties, namely
the liquid crystals. As the name suggests, a liquid crystal is a compound of fluid molecules, which has
a state of matter between the ordinary liquid one and the crystal solid one. The molecules have not
a positional order but they assume an orientation which can be modified by the velocity flow. At the
same time a variation of the alignment can induce a velocity field as well. In a common liquid (more
correctly an isotropic liquid) if we consider the orientation of a single molecule then we should see the
random variation of its position. Nevertheless, in a crystal liquid, we see an amount of orientational
order.

It is well-documented that liquid crystals have been well-known for more than a century, however
they have received a growth in popularity and much study only in recent decades, since they have
attracted much attention thanks to their potential applications (see for instance [3]).

Commonly, in literature the liquid crystals are categorized by three sub-families, namely the nematics,
the cholesterics and the smectics. On a nematic liquid crystal, the molecules have the same alignment
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1511.00582v1

2 FRANCESCO DE ANNA

with a preferred direction, however their positions are not correlated. On a cholesteric liquid crystal
we have a foliation of the material where on each plaque the molecules orient themselves with the
same direction (which could vary moving on the foliation). As in the nematic case, a cholesteric liquid
crystal doesn’t require any kind of relation between the positions of the molecules. At last, on a
smectic liquid crystal we have still a privileged direction for all the molecules, as in the nematic case,
however the position of them is bonded by a stratification. In addition to the orientational ordering,
the molecules lie in layers.

1.2. The Order Tensor Theory. A first mathematical approach to model the generic liquid crystals
has been proposed by Ericksen [5] and Leslie [I0] over the period of 1958 through 1968. Even if they
have presented a system which has been extensively studied in literature, for instance in [12] and [22],
several mathematical challenges and difficulties reside in such model. Hence, in 1994, Baris and
Edwards [2] proposed an alternative approach based on the concept of order Q-tensor, that one can
find also in physical literature, for example [4] and [20]. The reader can find an exhaustive introduction
to the Q-tensor Theory in a recent paper of Mottram and Newton [I6], however we present here some
hints in order to introduce the Q-tensor system.

Let us assume that our material lies on a domain Q of R3. A first natural strategy to model the
molecules orientation is to introduce a vector field n, the so called director field (see for instance [13],
which returns value on S?, the boundary of the unit sphere on R3. Here n(t, ) is a specific vector for
any fixed time and for any = € Q. An alternative approach is not to consider a precise position on S?
but to establish the probability that n(t, z) belongs to some measurable subset A C S?. Therefore we
introduce a continuously distributed measure P on S?, driven by a density p

PA) = [ o(Paa(P) = [ ap(p)

We supposed the molecules to be unpolar, so that there is no difference between the extremities of
them, so mathematically the probability P(.A) is always equal to P(—.A), which yields that the first
order momentum vanishes:
/ p(P)do = 0.
SZ

Now considering the second order momentum tensor, given by

i [ Porae) - ([ prwr) e

i,j=1,2,3

where M3(R) denotes the 3 x 3 matrices with real coefficients, we observe that M is a symmetric
matrix and it has trace trM = 1.

In the presence of an isotropic liquid, the orientation of the molecules is uniform in every direction,
hence in this case the probability Py is given by

'PQ(A)Z/AdU(P),

so that the corresponding second order momentum M is exactly Id /3. We denote by @ the difference
between a general M and M, obtaining a tensor which is known as the de Gennes order parameter
tensor. Roughly speaking, @) interprets the deviation between a general liquid crystal and an isotropic
one. From the definition, it is straightforward that @ is a symmetric tensor and moreover it has null
trace. If Q assumes the form s; (n®mn —1d /3), where s, is a suitable constant, then the system which
models the liquid crystal (and we are going to present) reduces to the general Ericksen-Leslie system
(see for instance [2]).
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1.3. The Q-Tensor System. The present paper is devoted to the global solvability issue for the
following system as an evolutionary model for the liquid crystal hydrodynamics:

HQ+u-VQ-QQ+QQ=TH(Q) R, x R,
P) Ou+u-Vu—vAu+ VII = Ldiv{ QAQ — AQQ —VQ o VQ } Ry x R?
divu =0 R, x R?
(u, Q)t=0 = (uo, Qo) R?,

Here Q = Q(t,7) € M3(R) denotes the order tensor, u = u(t,z) € R? represents the velocity field,
IT =TI(¢,2) € R stands for the pressure, everything depending on the time variable ¢ € R and on the
space variable z € R2. The symbol VQ ® V@ denotes the 3 x 3 matrix whose (i, j)-th entry is given
by tr(0;Q 0;Q), for i, j =1, 2, 3. Moreover I', v and L are three positive constants.

The left hand side of the order tensor equation is composed by a classical transport time derivative
while, defining Q as the antisymmetric matrix Q := (Vu — *Vu)1/2, QQ — QQ is an Oldroyd time
derivative and describes how the flow gradient rotates and stretches the order parameter. On the
right-hand-side, H(Q) denotes

H(Q) = —aQ + b(Q2 — tr(QQ)%) — etr(Q?)Q +LAQ,

P(Q)

and P is the so called Landau-de Gennes thermotropic forces (more precisely it is a truncated taylor
expansion about the original one, see for instance [19]). Here a, b and ¢ are real constant, and from
here on we are going to assume c to be positive.

In reality, Systems ([P)) is a simplification of a more general one. More precisely, fixing a real £ € [0, 1],
we consider

Q+u-VQ — S(Vu,Q) =TH(Q) R, x R?,

(P) Ou+u-Vu—vAu+VII=div{r + o} R, x R2
: divu =0 R, x R?,
(u, Q)¢=0 = (uo, Qo) R?,

where S(Vu, Q) stands for

S(Q.Vu) = (€D + ) (Q+ ) + (Q+ ) (€D~ 2) —26(Q + 9 ) r(@Vu),

with D := (Vu + *Vu)1/2. Moreover 7 and o are the symmetric and antisymmetric part of the the
additional stress tensor respectively, namely

= —£Q+ %)H(Q) —EH(Q)(Q + %) +26(Q + %)tr{QH(Q)} - I{VQoVQ+ %IQIQ},
0:=QH(Q) - H(Q)Q.

Here ¢ is a molecular parameter which describes the rapport between the tumbling and aligning effect
that a shear flow exert over the liquid crystal directors. In all this paper we are going to consider the
simplest case & = 0, namely system (P)), however we predict that all our results are available for the
general case and we will prove them in a forthcoming paper.

Before going on, let us recall what we mean by a weak solution of system ().

Definition 1.1. Let Qo and ug be a 3 X 3 matriz a 3-vector respectively, whose components belong to
L?(R?). We say that (u, Q) is a weak solution for (P) if u belongs to LS (Ry, L2)N L2 (Ry, HY),

loc loc
Q belongs to C(Ry, HY)NL? (R4, H?) and (D)) is fulfilled in the distributional sense.
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1.4. Some Developments in the order tensor Theory. Although the Q-tensor theory has re-
ceived much attention in several disciplines as Physics [3], numerical analysis [14], mathematical
analysis [16], the solvability study of the related system has not received numerous investigations, yet.
We recall here some recent results.

in [21], D. Wang, X. Xu and C. Yu have developed the existence and long time dynamics of globally
defined weak solution. In their paper, system (P) has been considered in the compressible and
inhomogeneous setting, the fluid density p not necessarily constant, described by a transport equation,
and moreover a pressure dependent on p.

In [6] J. Fahn and T. Ozawa prove some regularity criteria for a local strong solution of system ().

In [I8], M. Paicu and A. Zarnescu first show the existence of a Lyapunov functional for system (Z).
Then they prove the existence of a weak solution thanks to a Friedrichs scheme. They also show
the propagation of higher regularity, namely H®(R?) x H'**(R?) for (u, Q), with s > 1. At last
they established an uniqueness result on the condition that one of the two considered solutions is a
strong-solution, that is they prove the weak-strong uniqueness.

In [I7] M. Paicu and A. Zarnescu prove the same results as in [I8] for system (Pe)) when ¢ is a general
value of [0, &y] for some 0 < & < 1.

In [§] F. G. Guillén-Gonzalez and L. A. Rodriquez-Bellido show the existence and uniqueness of a
local in time weak solution on a bounded domain. They also give a regularity criterion which yields
such solutions to be global in time. Moreover they prove the global existence and uniqueness of a
strong solution provided a viscosity large enough.

In 9 F. G. Guillén-Gonzalez and L. A. Rodriquez-Bellido prove the existence of global in time weak-
solutions, an uniqueness criteria and a mximum principle for Q. They also established the traceless
and symmetry for @, for any weak solution.

1.5. Main Results. Article [I8] is probably one of the best-known research interesting the solvability
of (D)), globally in time and in the whole space. However the author’s results present some gaps,
therefore this article is mainly devoted to fill them, and complete their paper. Now, let us go into the
details.

First Paicu and Zarnescu have proven an uniqueness result on the condition that at least one of the
considered solutions is a strong solution. This is due to the necessity to control (u(t), VQ(t)) in
L>°(R?), which is strictly correlated to control (u(t), VQ(t)) in H*(R?) with s > 1, thanks to the
Sobolev Embedding. However, such necessity turns out from the attempt to estimate the difference
between two solutions in the same space the solutions belong to. Here, we are able to overcome the
drawbacks thanks to a strategy which is inspired by [7] and [I5]. Indeed, since the difference between
two solutions has a null initial datum, then it is possible to estimate such difference in less regular
spaces than the ones related to the existence part. Hence the cited difficulties disappear and we are
able to prove the uniqueness of the weak solutions. Then, our first result reads as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Let us assume that system (P) admits two weak solutions (u;, Q;), i = 1,2, in the
sense of of definition L1l Then such solutions are equal, (u1, Q1) = (uz2, Q2).

The second (and last) gap concerns the propagation of regularity. Paicu and Zarnescu consider initial
data (ug, Qo) in H*(R?) x H'**(R?), with s greater than 1. Then, they are able to prove that such
high-regularity is preserved by the related solution of (P)). Denoting by

F@) = lu®lF. +IVQWII%.,  g(t) = Vu®)|F. + 1AQ®)[%.,
the major part of their proof releases on the Osgood Theorem, applied on an inequality of the following
type:

d
S0+ o) < CfO e+ [0}, 1<y,
for a suitable positive constant C'. However such estimate requires again to control || (u(t), VQ(¢))| L=

by || (u(t), VQ(t))|l =, and this is true only if s is greater than 1. We fix such lack, namely we extend
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the propagation for 0 < s, passing through an alternative approach. Indeed we control the L*°-norm
by a different method (see Lemma [A2] and [B8))). Thus, our second result reads as follows:

Theorem 1.3. Assume that (ug, Qo) belongs to H*(R?) x H'T$(R?), with 0 < s. Then, the solution
(u, Q) given by Theorem [1.7) fulfills

(u, VQ) € L5, H*(R*) N L, H T (R?).

t,loc

Now, we have also chosen to perform an existence result, for the completeness of this project, although
it has already been proven by Paicu and Zarnescu. Nevertheless, here we use an alternative approach
to prove the theorem. Indeed in [I8], the authors utilize a Friedrichs scheme, regularizing every
equation of (D)), while our method is based on a coupled technique between the Friedrichs scheme
and the Schaefer’s fixed point theorem, so that we have only to regularize the momentum equation
of ([@). This method is inspired by [I1], where F. Lin use a modified Galerkin method coupled with
the Schauder fixed point theorem, in the proof of an existence result. Then we are going to prove the
following Theorem:

Theorem 1.4. Assume that (ug, Qo) belongs to L?(R?) x HY(R?), then system (P) admits a global
in time weak solution (u, Q), in the sense of definition [l

The structure of this article is over simplistic: in the next section we recall some classical tools which
are useful for our proofs, in section three we deal with Theorem[[.4] the existence of weak solutions, in
section four and five we establish Theorem[[.2] i.e. such solutions are unique, and finally in section six
we determine Theorem (L3]), proving the propagation of regularities. We put forward in the appendix
some technical details, for the simplicity of the reader.

2. Preliminaries and Notations

In this section we illustrate some widely recognized mathematical tools and moreover we report some
notations which are going to be extensively utilized in this research.

2.1. Sobolev and Besov Spaces. First, let us introduce the spaces we are going to work with (we
refer the reader to [I] for an exhaustive study and more details) . We recall the well-known definition
of Homogeneous Sobolev space H® and Non-Homogeneous Sobolev Space H?:

Definition 2.1. Let s € R, the Homogeneous Sobolev Space H*® (also denoted H*(R?)) is the space
of tempered distribution u over R?, the Fourier transform of which belongs to L} .(R?) and it fulfills

loc
g += | Pl e < .

Moreover u belongs to the Non-Homogeneous Sobolev Space H® (or H*(R?)) if 4o € L} (R?) and
Jullg = [ 1+ D la(@) e < o

H* is an Hilbert space for any real s, while H® requires s < d/2, otherwise it is Pre-Hilbert. Their
inner products are

(o vhe = [+ EDPHOTEE and (u vy = [ l€PaleEs

respectively. Even if such dot-products are the most common ones, from here on we are going to use
the ones related to the Besov Spaces (at least for the homogeneous case). Hence, first we need to
define them. In order to do that, it is fundamental to introduce the Dyadic Partition. Let x = x(§)
be a smooth function whose support is inside the the ball || < 1. Let us assume that y is identically
equal to 1 in [¢] < 3/4, then, imposing ¢q(§) := x(£27971) — x(£279) for any g € Z, we define the
Homogeneous Litlewood-Paley Block Aq by

A f = F Heuf) € S, forany fe..
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Moreover we denote by S"j the operator > Aq, for any j € Z. We can now present the definition

of Homogeneous Besov Space

q<j—1

Definition 2.2. For any s € R and (p,r) € [1,00]?, we define B;T as the set of tempered distribution
f such that

1ALy = 12 Al lerca
and for all smooth compactly supported function 6 on R? we have

lim §(AD)f =0 in L*(R?).
A— 400

It is straightforward that the space B§,2 and H* coincides for any real s, and their norms are equivalent,
so we will use the following abuse of notation from here on:

o o s A .
(u, v) s = (u, v}B;Q = 22 T (Aqu, Agv) e,
qeZ
where (-, )72 is the common inner product of L2 := L?(R?).
A profitable feature of the Homogeneous Besov space with negative index s is the following one (see
Proposition 2.33 of [1I)
Proposition 2.3. Let s <0 and 1 < p,r < co. Then u belongs to B, ,. if and only if

(2qs|\Squ||Lg) € L"(Z).

qEL
Moreover there exists two positive constant cs and C's such that

esllull g, - < @ NSqullie) yezllim@ < Collull, -

2.2. Homogeneous Paradifferential Calculus. In this subsection we give some hints about how
the product acts between H® and H?, for some appropriate real s and ¢. We present several tools
which will play a major part in all our proofs. First, let us begin with the following Theorem, whose
proof is put forward in the appendix:

Theorem 2.4. Let s and t be two real numbers such that |s| and |t| belong to [0,1). Let us assume
that s + t is positive, then for every a € H® and for every b € Ht, the product ab belongs to HT'~1
and there exists a positive constant (not dependent on a and b) such that

bl grase—r < Cllall g [0l e

We have already remarked that H*® coincides with B§,2 and this correlation allows us to incorporate
in our tools the so-called Bony decomposition:

fg=Trg+Toh+ R(f, g), with Trg:=> S, 1fAg and R(f,g):= Y, AgfAsug.
q€L g€z, |1|<1

However, such decomposition is not going to be useful for every challenging estimation, so that we are
going to use the so called symmetric decomposition, in order to overcome the drawbacks. Here, we
present directly the matrix-formulation of such decomposition, since it will be used on such framework.
Let g be an integer, and A, B be N x N matrices, whose components are homogeneous temperate
distributions. Denoting by

THAB) =3 1<slBg, Sy 1AJA B, J3(A,B) = 5,1AA B,
(1)

ij(A, B) = Zlq_q,‘g5(sq/71A - SqflA)Aqu/B, jq4(A, B) = Zq’Zq—5 Aq(Aq/ASqurgB),
the following classical feature concerning the product AB, is satisfied:
2) Ay(AB) = 7} (A, B) + JJ (A, B) + I} (A, B) + T/ (A, B),

for any integer q.
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2.3. The Frobenius Norm. Before beginning with the proofs of our main results, let us give the
following remark:

Remark 2.5. The most common inner product defined on M3(R) (the 3 x 3 real matrices) is deter-
mined by:

A-B= i A;jBij = tr{*AB}, for any A, B € M3(R).
i,j=1
Hence, if at least one of the Zwo matrices is symmetric, for instance A, then we obtain
(3) A- B = tr{AB},
which determines the well-known Frobenius norm of a matriz |A| := \/m Since any solution
(u, Q) for (B) fulfills
Q(t,x) € So :={Ae M3(R), tr{A} =0 and ‘A= A},
for almost every (t,z) € Ry x R? (see [18] and [9]), then from here on we will repeatedly use (B)).

Moreover, we will use the symbol < (instead of <) which is defined as follows: for any non-negative
real numbers a and b, a < b if and only if there exists a positive constant C' (not dependent on a and
b) such that a < C'b.

3. Weak Solutions

This section deals with the existence of weak solutions for (P)) in the sense of definition [Tl As we
have already explained, we are going to proceed with a coupled method between the Friedrichs scheme
and the Schaefer’s Theorem. Hence, before going on, let us recall the widely recognized Schaefer’s
fixed point Theorem

Theorem 3.1. Let U be a continuous and compact mapping of a Banach Space X into itself, such
that the set {x € X : o = AUz for some 0 < X\ <1} is bounded. Then T has a fized point.

First, we introduce one of the key ingredient of our proofs, namely the mollifying operator .J,, defined
by
F(Inf)€) =111 (&) for £ € RE,
which erases the high and the low frequencies.
We claim the existence and uniqueness of a solution for the following system

Q + (Jou-VQ) — JnQQ + QJ,Q =TH(Q) [0,T) x R2,

) o+ JpP(Jpu - Vdou) — vAu = LI, Pdiv{ QAQ — AQQ —VQ O VQ } [0,T) x R,
" divu=0 [0,T) x R?,
(u, Q)t=0 = (uo, Qo) R2,

where P stands for the Leray projector operator, which is determined by

FLPFIE) = f(&)é—lé—l-

and T is a positive real number. It is well known that P is a bounded operator of (L2)? into itself
when p € (1, 00).

f(6), for fe(LB)?, with 1<p< oo,

Remark 3.2. We say (u, Q) is a weak solution of the problem (P, provided that
we C(0,T],L2)nL*(0,T; H'), Qe C([0,T|; H') N L*(0,T; H?)
and (Py)) is valid in the distributional sense.

The following proposition plays a major part in our main proof, since it allows us to control the
LP-norm of @ only by Qo.
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Proposition 3.3. Suppose that u € C([0,T], L2)NL2(0,T; H') and moreover that Q € C([0,T], H')N
L?(0,T; H?) is a weak solution of

hQ+u-VQ—-9Q +QQ-TLAQ =TP(Q) in [0,T)xR? and  Qi—o = Qo € H.
Then, for every 2 < q < oo, the following estimate is fulfilled
1Q)Ize < |Qollmr exp{Ct},

for a suitable positive constant C dependent only on q, I', a, b and c.

Proof. Fixing p € (1,00), We multiply both left and right-hand side by 2pQ tr{Q?}?~!, we take the
trace and we integrate in R?, obtaining that

G1QI%, ~T2LpQEHQEM ™ AQW)L: = 2Tp [ (@Y r{ P(@Q( ) Q. 2) b,

for almost every t € (0,7, where we have used divu = 0 and tr{QQQ — QQ?} = 0 . First, analyzing
the second term on the left-hand side, integrating by parts, we determine the following identity:

—(2pQtr{Q2}*"1 AQ) 12 = Z [Qp /R2 tr{Q*}P~ 1 {(0;,Q)*} + 2p /]RN 0; [tr{QZ}pfl]tr{Q&-Q}}

i=1
=2 [ (@PIVQE Fanp - 1) [ (@ VI QY 20
which allows us to obtain
GlemiE, <t [ 2p{@u{ P 0)Ql) Y.
Now, we deal with the right-hand side by a direct computation, observing that
@y (P@Qids =T [ [ —au(@) +brl@p Q%) - enf@?y
S1QIE - SIQIE S 1QI.
where we have used the following feature about a symmetric matrix with null trace:
| [ @@ < QUL + Sl

for a positive real €, small enough. Indeed, if @ has A1, A1, and —A\; — A2 as eigenvalues, we achieve
that tr{Q3} = —3X\ Aa(\1 + A2) and tr{Q?} = 2(\? + A3 + A1 \2), hence

1 1 1
[tr{Q%}| < eA§A§+E(A§+A§+2A1A2) < s(Af+>\§+>\1A2)2+g(/\§+/\§+/\1/\2) < 5tr{Q2}2+gtr{Q2}.

Therefore, we deduce that

v | /R {2 {QY)| S /R QN 4 2 /R (@

Summarizing the previous consideration, we get

1d
S IR, S 1QMI%,,

so that the statement is proved, thanks to the Gronwall’s inequality. 0

Now, let us focus on one of the main theorems of this section, which reads as follows:

Theorem 3.4. Let n be a positive integer and assume that (ug, Qo) belongs to L2. Then, system
(P admits a unique local weak solution.
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Proof. The key method of the proof relies on the Schauder’s Theorem. We define the compact operator
U from C([0,7],L2)*> N L*(0,T; H')? to itself as follows: (¥(u), Q) =: (&, Q) is the unique weak
solution (in the sense of remark B:2)) of the following Cauchy problem:

0Q + (Jutr- VQ) — JaQQ + QU0 = TH(Q) [0,T) x R2,
v+ JnP(Jnii - Vidnit) — vAG = LI, Pdiv{ QAQ — AQQ —VQ®VQ} [0,T) x B2,
divii =0 [0,T) x R2,
(@, Q)t=0 = (uo, Qo) R?.

We claim that the hypotheses of the Schauder’s Theorem are fulfilled, namely ¥ is a compact mapping
of X := C([0,T],L2) N L(0,T; H') into itself, and the set {u = AW(u) for some 0 < X\ < 1}. is
bounded. First we deal with the compactness of ¥. Considering a bounded family F of X, we claim
that the closure of WU(F) is compact in X. If we prove that ¥(F) is an uniformly bounded and
equicontinuous family of C([0,T]; L2) and moreover that { ¥(u)(t) with ¢t € [0,7] and u € F} is a
compact set of L2, then the result is at least valid as ¥ mapping of X into C([0,T], L?), thanks to
the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem. Multiplying the first equation by @ — AQ and integrating in R?, we get

1d
-——||IV 22 22 IL(||Vv 22 A 22 - JnQ - JnQA -
552 [19QUE: +1QIE; | +TLVaIE: + 18l = [ [m((0.90 - @7.2)4Q)

— tr{(Jou - VQ)AQ }} +TL /R [atr{QAQ} — btr{Q2AQ} + ctr{QAQ}Hr{Q?} } +
+F/Rz [atr{@?) — bir{@*) +etr(Q?)?].

almost everywhere in (0,7), which allows us to achieve

d
=[IvQ@IB: + 10 ] + TLIAQ®E: <
I'L
< Ca(1+ [u®)lE2) (1RWIE: + IVQW32) + 156 18Q(O) 12,

where C), is a positive constant dependent on n. Therefore, we realize that the family composed by
Q = Q(u) as u ranges on F is a bounded family in C([0,T]; H') N L?(0, T; H?). Now, multiplying the
second equation by u we get the following equality:

1d
SOl + VAo = L [ 6 (VQ© YQ+QAQ - Q@) Vi)t a)dr = Flo)
for almost every ¢t € (0,7). Thus it turns out that
d
(5) F Iz +vIVa®lz: <IFE] < (@), V), AQW)IIZ: + Culla®)Zz,

where C),, > 0 depends on n. Here, we have used the feature J,u = u, which comes from the
uniqueness of the solution for the second equation, so that ||Vil/ze < Cy[l@|| 2. Summarizing the
previous considerations and thanks to the Gonwall’s inequality we discover that W(F) is a bounded
family in X, so in C([0,T], L?). Moreover, from (&) and the previous result, it turns out that |F(t)]
is bounded on [0, 7], uniformly in u € F. Hence ¥(F) is an equicontinuous family of C([0,T7]; L2).
Finally, because J,u = 4, we get that { ¥(u)(t) with ¢ € [0,7] and u € F} is a subset of a bounded
L2-family composed by functions with Fourier-transform supported in the anulus C(1/n,n), which is
a compact family of L2. Summarizing all the previous consideration, we get that ¥(F) is compact in
C([0,T], L?) thanks to the ArzelA -Ascoli Theorem.

It remains to prove that W(F) is compact in L(0,T; H'), so that ¥ is a compact mapping of X into
itself. Since J,¥(u(t)) = ¥(u(t)) for every u € F and t € (0,T), the precompactness of ¥(F) in
L2(0,T; H') is equivalent to the precompactness of W(F) in L((0,T) x R?). Recalling that ¥(F) is
precompact in C([0,T], L2) which is embedded in L?((0,7T) x R?) (for T finite), then we determine
the result, so that, in conclusion ¥ is a compact operator from X to itself.
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Now, we deal with the Schaefer’s Theorem hypotheses, namely the set { u = AU (u) for some X € (0,1)}
is a bounded family of X. First, we point out that if w = A (u), then the couple (u, @) is a solution
for

0,0 + Aptt - VQ — A QQ + AQJQ = TH(Q) [0,T) x R2,
Ot + JnP(Jnt - Vidnu ) — vAu = LI, Pdiv{ QAQ — AQQ —VQ©VQ} [0,T) x B2,
divu =0 [0,7) x R?,
(u, Q)t=0 = (uo, Qo) R2.

We multiply the first equation by @ — AQ), the second equation by u, we integrate everything in RV
and we sum the results, obtaining:
d
7 L 1QI%: + 1VQIZ: + ullz: | + TLIVQIZ: + TLIAQIZ: + v[[Vulfz = MJuu - VQ, Q = AQ) 2+
+)‘<JnQQ - QJnQa Q - AQ>L2 + F<P(Q), Q - AQ>L2 - <Jnu -Vdyu, VJnU>L2+
+L{QAQ — AQQ, VJyu)r2 + LIVQ ©VQ, VJ,u)pe.
According to || Jpullpe + [[VIp|lre < Cpllul|z2, up to a positive constant C,, dependent on n, it is
not computationally demanding to achieve the following estimate:
d
10122 + IV@IZ: + ulBs| + TLIAQI: + v Vull, <
v
100

Therefore, thanks to the Gronwall’s inequality, we detect the following estimate:

I'L

< Cu[ QI3 + IV QIR + luli3;] + 100

HVUH%?E + HAQH%g-

QN T = (0.7:12) + IV 0.7:12) + [l Foc(0,7:22)+
+ HAQHQN(O,T;Lg) + HVUHQN(O,T;Lg) S [ (uo, Qo, VQO)HLiechv

so that, the family {u = AU (u) for some 0 < A < 1} is bounded in X. Hence, applying the Schaefer’s
fixed point Theorem, we conclude that there exists a fixed point for ¥, namely there exists a weak
solution (u, @) (in the sense of remark [3.2)) for the system ([Pg)). O

Remark 3.5. In the previous proof T has only to be bounded, and it has no correlation with the initial
data, so that the solution (u™, Q™) of system (Bg)), given by Proposition [33, it should be supposed to
belong to

C(RJM Li) N L2 (RJF? Hl) X C(RJM Hl) N LIQOC(RJF? H2)

loc

We are now able to prove our main existence result, namely Theorem [[4]

Proof of Theorem [} Let us fix a positive real T and let (u™, Q™) be the solution of (] given by
Proposition B3] for any positive integer n. We analyse such solutions in order to develop some n-
uniform bound for their norms, which will allow us to apply some classical methods about compactness
and weakly convergence.

We multiply the first equation of (P)) by Q™ — LAQ™, the second one by u™, we integrate in R? and
finally we sum the results, obtaining the following identity

d
— lu"lzz + Q" zz + TLIVQ" |7z | + VIV [lz2 + TLIVQ" |12 + TL*AQ" |12 =
dt @

=0 B =0
_L<QnQn — QnSln, AQn>L?E +F<P(Qn)a Qn>L§ - FL<P(Qn)a AQn>L§_
A
_<un -V, Un>L:2E _L<QnAQn - AQnQna vun>L§ _L<diV{VQn O] in}a Un>L:2E .
=0 AA BB
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First, let us observe that A 4+ AA = 0 thanks to Lemma [AJl Moreover (u, - VQ,, Qn)r2 and
(Un-Vtn, up) 2 are null, because of the divergence-free condition of u,,, while (2, Qn—Qn 2, AQy) L2
is zero since @, is symmetric. Furthermore B + BB = 0 since the following identity is satisfied:

tr{u, - VQr AQy} = div{VQ,, ® VQy} - un — div{u, ([01Qn* + [02Q4 %)}
Recalling (@l) with p = 1, it turns out that

c
T(P(Qn), @n)r2 S 1@nllZz = 51@nl1s < l1@nl:,
while, by a direct computation and thanks to Proposition 3.3l we deduce

PL{P(Qn), AQu)zz S IVQnllZz + 1QnlZellAQullzz S 1VQnlZz + [1QollEne® + Cr,L]| AQul1Z:,

where C'is positive real constant, not dependent on n and Cr 1, > 0 is a suitable small enough constant
which will allow to absorb [[AQ,||2, by the left-hand side of (@). Thus, summarizing the previous
considerations, we get

d n n n n n
= "3 + 19713 + CLIVQ™ 32| + v V|3 + TL2IAQ 3 <

~

SNQ™MZz + IVQ™ 172 + [ Qoll 32 €%,
which yields
1(u", Q™) VQ™)[Looo,riL2) + (VU™ AQ™)||L2(0,7302) S

< (luollzz + 1Qollzz + Qo5 exp{Ct},

for a suitable positive constant C, independent on n.

Thanks to the previous control, we carry out to pass to the limit as n goes to +o00, and we claim
to found a weak solution for system (P)). We fix at first a bounded domain € of R?, with a smooth
enough boundary. At first we claim that (Q")y is a Cauchy sequence in C([0,T], L*(Q)), and the
major part of the proof releases in the ArzelA -Ascoli Theorem. We have already proven that (Q™)n
is bounded in such space, moreover, since @, (t) belongs to H'(§) which is compactly embedded in
L?(Q2), we get that {Q,(t) : n € Nand t € [0,T]} is a compact set of L?(Q2). Moreover, observing
that

10:Q" | 2@y < [u™[[La V@ s + Ve | 2|Q" [ 22 + 1P(@") 22
1 1 1 1
<22 Ve 122 1VQ 172 1AQ™ 17, + IVullzz [Q™ 2 + 11Q" (22 + Q™ 1Zs + Q" IZe

Therefore, it turns out that (9;Q™)y is an uniformly bounded sequence in L'(0,T; L2) which yields
that (Q™)y is uniformly equicontinuous in C([0, 7], L2), so that, applying the ArzelA -Ascoli Theorem,
there exists Q € C([0,T7], L2) such that Q™ strongly converges to @, up to a subsequence. Moreover,
thanks to (), we also obtain that VQ and AQ belong to L>(0,T; L2) and L?(0,T’; L2) respectively,
and we have:

VQ,—~VQ  w-—L*0,T;L?) and AQ™ —~ AQ  w— L*0,T;L3?),
up to a subsequence. Now, let us fix a bounded smooth domain 2 of R2. Then VQ"(t) weakly
converges to VQ(t) in H'(Q), for almost every ¢t € (0,7), up to a subsequence, so that, from the
compact embedding H'(Q) << L%*(Q), we deduce that VQ"(t) strongly converges to VQ(t) in

L*(9), for almost every ¢ € (0,T). Moreover [|[VQ, — VQ| 12(q) belongs to L>°(0,T) and its norm is
uniformly bounded in n. Hence applying the dominated convergence Theorem, we get

(7)

n—r oo

T T
hmO|W%mvmmmwﬁqgQW%@vmmmaa

namely VQ" strongly converges to VQ in L?(0,T; L*(Q)). Since VQ" is bounded in L?(0,T;LS)
(from the embedding H' — LS we get also that VQ™ weakly converges to VQ in w— L?(0,T; LS), so
that VQ" strongly converges to VQ in L?(0,T; L*(€2)), by interpolation. This range of convergences
finally show that VQ ® V@ and QAQ — AQ are the limits of VQ™ ® VQ" and Q"AQ"™ — AQ"Q™,
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as n goes to infinity, respectively in L'(0,7; L*(Q)) and L'(0,T; L*/3(2)). the strongly convergence
of P(Q™) to P(Q) in L*(0,T; L?()) is straightforward, while, with a similar strategy, we are able to
prove the existence of u € L>(0,T; L2) with Vu € L?(0,T; L?) such that u™ strongly converges to u in
L2(0,T; L*(2)) and Vu"™ weakly converges to Vu in L?(0, T'; L*(€2)) (everything up to a subsequence).
Hence u™ - Vu" and Q"Q" — Q"Q" weakly converges in L'(0,T; L*3(Q2)) to u - Vu and QQ — QN
respectively. Finally u™ - VQ" strongly converges to u - VQ in L*(0,T; L*()).

Now, J,¢ strongly converges to ¢ in L (0,T; LP), for any ¢ € D((0,7T) x ) and for any 1 < p < co.
Considering all the previous convergences and since (u™, Q™) is a weak solution of (P,]), namely

- ' tr{Q" 0¥} — tr{Qo¥(0,-)} + ' tr{(u" - VQ™")U}+
0 RN RN 0 RN
+ ) [ otere —qramwy -t | ) [, i@y,

for every N x N-matrix U with coefficients in ©([0,7") x Q) and

e [ s [ iy pa [ rsi-

- L / / Q"AQ" — AQ™Q" — VQ" © VQ"]- PV,
0 RN

for any N-vector ¢ with coefficients in ©([0,7) x Q), we pass through the limit as n goes to oo,
obtaining

/OT/RN tr{Qat‘I’}*/RN tr{QO‘I’(Oa')}JF/OT/RN tri(u-VQ)¥i+
+/0T/]RN tr{(QQ—QQ)\I!}:F/OT/RNU{H(Q)‘I’

TR TR o TR R g

=— AQ - A - : .
L/O /RN[Q Q@-AQQ-VQOVQ]-PVY

and

From the arbitrariness of T' and Q, we finally achieve that (u, Q) is a weak solution for (P)) in the
sense of definition [[LT1 O
4. The Difference Between Two Solutions

This section is devoted to an important remark which plays a major part in our uniqueness result. We
deal with the difference between two weak solutions (u;, Q;), i = 1,2, of (P)) in the sense of definition
[LT Denoting by (du, 6Q) the difference between the first and the second one, we claim that such
element belongs to a lower regular space than the one the solutions belong to.

Proposition 4.1. For any finite positive T, du and VQ belong to L>(0,T; H=1/?).

Remark 4.2. In virtue of Proposition[J-1] and since (Véu, ASQ) belongs to L?L2 then
(Véu, A6Q) € L*(0,T; H/?),

for any finite positive T, thanks to a classical real interpolation method:

3 2
IVoull ;-3 S IVOull? g IVoullzz S lloull -y +1Voulzs,

186Q1,- < 185Q1% 4 186115, < V3@l +145Ql 2.
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Proof of Proposition [f-1] Fixing T > 0 we are going to prove that du belongs to L>(0,T; H~/2) and
5Q belongs to L>(0,T; H'/?). We denote by f; and fs

fii=—u1 - VQi +uz-VQ2 + Q1Q1 — Q2Q2 — Q1801 + Q282 +
1d

b
+r{ g(@ - @ - w(Qf - Q) — e QD@+ etr{@3)Q: |
fo =P —divius ® u1 —ugy @ ug} + Ldiv { Q1 AQ1 — Q2AQa—
—AQ1Q1 + AQ2Q2 —VQ1 O VQ1 + VQ2 © VQs },
respectively. Then 6Q) and du are weak solutions of the following Cauchy Problems:
00Q —TLAIQ +TadQ = f1 and 0idu — vAdu = fo in [0,7) x R?,

with null initial data. Then, by the classical Theory of Evolutionary Parabolic Equation, it is sufficient
to prove that f; and fo belong to L2(0,T; H~/?) and L?(0,T; H—3/?) respectively in order to obtain

H(V(SU, A(SQ)||L°°(O,T;H7%) 5 ||leL2(O,T;H7%) + ||f2||L2(O,T;H7%)’

and conclude the proof. We start by f; and Theorem [2Z4] plays a major part. For any ¢ = 1, 2, we get

1 1
lwi - VQill -y S lluill 3 IVQillzz S lwall 22 [[Vuil 72 [V Qil 2 e LY(0,7),
1 1
€6 Qill ;-1 S IVuill21Qill 1 S I1Vuall 2| Qall 22 1V Qill 72 € L*(0,7),
1 1
Q31,3 SNQill 3 1Qillz: S 1Qille2 IVQill7: Qi 2 € L>(0,T),

1 1 3 3
16 {Q3}Qill ;-3 SNQF N2 1Qill 51 S IQlZaIIVQill7: 1Qil1 22 S IVQill 2 1Qill 2 € L(0,T).

Then, summarizing the previous estimates, we finally deduce that f; belongs to L?(0, T} HY 2). Now,
let us handle the terms of fs:

ldiviuw @ uidll ;g Sl @will oy il g lluillee S il Za I Vuslfalluille € 240, T),
laiv{QiAQ -3 < 1QiAQil 3 S Qi3 I1AQi L2 S Q7. I VQilE: | AQil| 2 € (0, T)
and moreover
|4iv{VQ: © VQII, 5 SIVQ 0 VRl 3 SIVQl,3 IVQill2
< IVQil2:1AQi] 2 [V Qi € LY(0.T),

which finally implies that f» belongs to L2(0,T; H -3 ). This concludes the proof of Proposition[1l O

5. Uniqueness

In this section we present our first original result. We are going to prove Theorem [[L2] namely the
uniqueness of the weak solutions, given by Theorem[[.4l We implement the uniqueness result of Paicu
and Zarnescu in [I8], concerning the weak-strong uniqueness. Indeed the authors suppose that at least
one of the solutions is a classical solution. The leading cause of such restriction relies on the choice to
control the difference between two solutions in an L2-setting. However, this requires to estimate the
L3°-norm of one of the solutions, ||(u, VQ)|/ze, for instance by a Sobolev embedding, therefore the
necessity to put (u(t), VQ(t)) in some H* with s > 1, for any real t.

In this article we overcome this drawback, performing the weak-weak uniqueness, thanks to an alter-
native approach which is inspired by [7] and [I5]. The main idea is to evaluate the difference between
two weak solutions in a functional space which is less regular than L2. Considering two weak solutions
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(u1, VQ1) and (uz, VQ2), we define (du, Q) as the difference between the first one and the second
one. It is straightforward that such difference is a weak solution for the following system:

00Q + 6u-VQ1 + uz - ViQ — 6S(Vu, Q) —TLAIQ =T6P(Q) R, x R?,
Oiou + ou - Vuqg + us - Vou — vAdu + VOII = Ldiv { 0QAQ1 + Q2A0Q—

(6P) —AdQQ1 — AQ20Q — ViQ ©VQ1 — VQ2 ®ViQ } R, x R?,
divéu =0 R, x R?,
(0u, 6Q)t—o = (0, 0) R2,

where we have also defined
(SQ = Ql—QQ, (SH = Hl—Hg, (SP(Q) = P(Ql)—P(Qg)
and moreover

05(Q, Vu) := 01Q1 — Q191 + Q2Q2 — Q2022 = Q5 — 6Q20Q + QQ2 — Q20 + 220Q — 6Qy.
Recalling the previous subsection, we take the H~1/2inner product between the first equation of @)
and —LAJQ and moreover we consider the scalar product in H~1/2 between the second one and du:

s FLIVOQIE 4| +viIVoul? _y +TL2AdQI2 , =
= LT(0P(Q), A0Q) .,y — L{du- VQ1, A5Q) 3 + L{us - V6Q, ASQ) . 4 +

(8) + L(6S(Q, Vu), ASQ) 3 — L(VOQ © VQ1,Véu) 4 + L(VQy © V6Q, Vu) 3 —

— (0u - Vuy, 6u)H,% — (ug - Vu, &L)H*% + L{IQASQ — AJQQ, V6u>H,%+

+ L{Q2A0Q — ASQQ2, Vou) .y + LIOQAQs — AQ20Q, Viu

dri
— | 5 ll6ul?
at 1211

Vit

Denoting by ®(t) = %Héu(t)”ir% + LHV(SQ(t)Hir% we claim that
d
&Q)(t) < x(t)®(1), for almost every ¢ e Ry,

where y > 0 belongs to Lj, (R ). Hence, uniqueness holds thanks to the Gronwall Lemma and since

®(0) is null. Thus, we need to analyze every terms of the right-hand side of (§). From here on Cr 1,
and C, are suitable positive constants which will be determined in the end of the proof.

Simpler Terms. First, we begin evaluating every term which is handleable by Theorem 2.4
Estimate of I'L{6 P(Q), A5Q>H*%
From the definition of 6 P(Q), and since tr{AQ} is null, we need to control

o3 = —TLallVoQI? , +TLb(6Q Q1 + @20Q, AQ) ;4

~TLe(0Qu{Q3}, A6Q) 3 — TLe(tr{ 6Q Q1 + Q25Q }Q1, ASQ) ;.
We overcome the second term in the right hand-side of the equality as follows:

LLb(6Q Q1 + Q20Q, AQ) ;-1 S [10Q ;1 Q1 @)l 2 [AQ] ;-1

i
S HV(SQH?-F% (@1, Q2)l|72 + CF,LHA(SQH;%-

T'L{6P(Q), AdQ)

1
2

Furthermore, we observe that

PLe(6Qu{Q2},A5Q) ,y < 16Ql1 1 Q3122118501 < IV6QI -y @ l13: 1260,
< IV8QI -3 @112z IV Q122 188Q1 -y < IV6QI2, 4 11132 IV Qi3 + Cr 1 [26QI2,
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and moreover

TLe(tr{6Q Q1+ Q20Q }Q1,80Q) -y S116Qlpy (I1@112 122 + 11Q211Q1lz ) 126Q
SIVSQI, 3 (@1, QIZIAQ] 1 S IVSQI, 3 (@1, Q)22 IV(Q1, Q2)ll22[A5QI,
S IVOQIZ, 4 11(@1, Q)13 V(@1 Qa3 + CrorllASQIP, -

Finally, summarizing the previous inequality, we get

PLEP(Q), A6Q) -1 S IIVIQIE 4 11(Q1, @)IIZ21IV(Q1, Q2)II7z + Cr.AQ7 4

1
H 2

Estimate of L{éu-VQ1, A6Q>H7%

L(ou-VQ1,86Q) -3 S 10ull -3 IVQull 3 1AQ] -y S N0ull 4 IVOullL 4 [[V@llz2 x

<[|AQ1 ] 72 1A0Q - +IVQulIZ2 1AQu |12z [16ul? -

1
2

S CF,LHMQHZ + C’U|\V5u||2

1 1 1
2 2 2

Estimate of L{us - V0@, A6Q>H7%

L{uz - V3Q, 86Q) -3 5 luall 3 1V6QU 4 180Q1 -y S ol Vsl IV5@UE 146 ]

1
H 2

,2
< Or o lA8QI%, y + uall s [Vusl31V5QI2,

Estimate of L(6Q0Q) — 6Q20Q, AdQ)

wl=

0

L(5QO0 — 695Q, ASQ) 1 S 11Q 1 16222 A8Q

IV (ur, w2)l[ 22 1VOQI% ) + Cr o A6Q|7,

-1
H™ 2

/AN YA

1 L1
2 2

Estimate of L{20Q — 0Q2, AdQ)

1
H 2

S 1922 16Q,, 1 A5Q -

L{Q220Q — 6Q%22, AQ)

o 1 S ||Vu2|\%g||V5QH§-r% JrCF,LHA(SQH?-F%

Estimate of L(VéQ ® VQ1, V(Su)H 1

L(V3Q® V@1, Vou) ;4 S IVoQl 4V Qill 3 [Vdul -

1
2

SIVEQIT 4 IASQIT L IIV@ulIZ: AR L Voull ;-

S CrllAGQIP 4 + CullVoulls, _y + IV QullZ: [AQLIZ: IVOQI, -

1 1 1
2 2 2

Estimate of L(VQ2 ® ViQ, V&u)H 1

<IVaQl, 3 IVQall 5 [Vaull,

SIVOQNT 4 IASQIT 4 IVQall Lz AQ:IIL: [ Voull ;g

L(VQ2 © V6Q, Véu)

1
2

S CrllAdQIF 4 + CullVouls, _y + 1VQall 32 [AQal7: IVOQIF, 4

Estimate of (6u - Vs, du) .

N

(u- T, Bu) 3 < [0ull 3 V2 180l -y S CullVaull, y + Va3 6ul?,

Estimate of (ug - Vou, 5u>H

1
2

(uz - Vou,0u) 1 < |1l 4 [Vuzllalloull -y < CllVoul® _y + [ Vuz|lZ[l6ull?
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Estimate of L{6QAIQ — AdQQ, V&u)H

Y
2

L{SQASQ — ASQIQ, Vu) .y

D@1, Q)12 1V5QI, 4 [Voul,

|
[A(Q1, Q2)H%gHV5Q||2,% + CVHV(SUHZ,%-

AR YA

Estimate of L{JQAQ2 — AQ20Q), Vdu}H

1
2

L(6QAQ2 — AQ26Q, Viu) . 4

IZANRYAN

1AQall 2 1V5QI 3 IVull,
1AQaI3IV5QI, 4 + CullVoul?,

1
2

The Residual Terms. Now we deal with the terms in the right-hand side of (§) which we have not
evaluated yet, namely

(9) L{0QQ — Q2002,A0Q) , 3 + L{Q2A0Q — ASQQ2, Viu) 1.

Here, the difference between the two solutions appears with the higher derivative-order, more precisely
the inner product is driven by Véu (i.e. 6Q2) and AdQ. This clearly generates a drawback if we want
to analyze every remaining term, proceeding as the previous estimates. Let us remark that if we
consider the L2-inner product instead of the H~'/2_0ne, then this last sum is null, thanks to Lemma
A1 However the H~1/ 2_setting force us to analyze such sum, and we overcome the described obstacle,
first considering the equivalence between H~1/2 and B; ;/ 2, and moreover thanks to decomposition
@, namely

JHA,B) = Z‘q_q,lg)[Aq, Sy-14A]A, B, J(A, B) = 8, 1AA,B,

ij(A, B) = Z\qqugs(sq’—lA - Sq—lA)Aqu’Ba jq4(Aa B) = Zq/zqﬁ% AQ(Aq’ASq’+2B)a
with
Aq(AB) = qu(A7 B) + ij(A, B) + jq?’(A, B) + jq4(A, B), for any integer q.

First, let us begin with

L(00Qs, A5Q) ;4 =3 279L(A(00Q2), AgASQ) 12 = 222 TL(TH0Q, Q2), AgASQ) 12

2
qEZ q€Z i=1

First we separately study the case i = 1,2,4. The term related to ¢ = 3 is the challenging one and we
are not able to evaluate it. However, we will see how such term is going to be erased. Let us begin
with ¢ = 1 then

Iy = 279L(T} (69, Q2), AgA6Q) 2 = L2791 > ([Ay, Sy 1Q2]Ag 60, Ay AGQ) L
la—a'|<5
S S 27(Ay, Sy Quld 00 12 ]1A,86Q) 2.
la—a'|<5
Hence, applying the commutator estimate (see Lemma 2.97 in [I]) we get
TS S 28, VQulls 1A 014,800l £ S 1SV @QallE 1801 8Qs ],
lg—q’|<5 la—q'|<5
%275 | Agdullra27 2| AAQI 2 S Y IVQ2ll7:1AQz2 )13, Ay dull 1227 2 [ A AGQ) 12,
lg—q’|<5
which finally yields

1 1
2 2

Iy SIIVQ2l7: 1AQalI7: ull 12 [ A6Q1 3 < ||VQ2||L2||AQ2||L2||5U|| cog IVoull? AR,y

a3’
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that is
L Z 27T (09, Q2),A¢A6Q) 2 S
(10) €z

< IVQal32 IAQe s I5ul?, , + CullVoul?, , + Cr Ll|ASQIP,

1 1
2 2

Now, let us handle the case ¢ = 2. We argued almost as before:
I2:=27L(T2 (09, Q2), AgASQ) 2 = L274 Z ((Sqr-1Q2 — Sq-1Q2) Ay Ay 69, AyASQ) r2
lg—q'|<5
S 27(Sg-1Q2 — 5q-1Q2) || Lo [|Ag Aq 69| L2 | A4 AGQ | 2,
so that, observing that Sy —1Qa — S,_1 Qo fulfills
1Sy-1Q2 — Sq71Q2||Lg° <27%Sy1AQs — SqflAQQHL;C < 27Sy1AQs — SqflAQ2||L§7
then we obtain
To 527 Y (Sy-1AQs — Sy 1AQa) 112 180 Ay 6912 1A ASQ 12 S 2727 Y [ AQa] 12
lg—q’|<5 lg—q'|<5
<A o2 llAgAQIz S Y 27 T Agbul| 227 3 |AgASQ| 2| AQ |z
lg—q’|<5
Thus, it turns out that
(11) LY 27T7 (09, Q2), AgA6Q) 12 S | AQ2 7 I6ul% -

q€L

2
i T CF,LHA5Q||H 1

Now, we take into consideration the case ¢ = 4. Here we will use a convolution method and the Young
inequality, since the sum in ¢’ is not finite. Then, let us observe that

T} = 279L(T (02, Q2), AgASQ) 12 = L2770 Y (AyQaSy 42092, AJASQ) L2
q—q'<5
270 N 1Ay Qallis 1842090 12144 A5Q) 2.
q—q'<5
Observing that ||Aqu2HL;c S 2q/HAq/Q2||L§ < 2_q/|\Aq’AQ2HLi and ||AQA5QHL§ < QqHAqV(SQHLg,
it turns out that

I3 5270 Y 27 Ay AQsl 12 | Syr+209| 1229 | A, VEQ) 12

q—q'<5
g . _d+2 - 2 A
S Y 25T |ApAQe 227 || Sy 209 227 2 [ A,VEQ) 12
q—q'<5
—q _ /+2 .
SIAQ2| L2 lIVQ -y D 2727272 [|Syr426Q |12

q—q'<5
Then, by convolution, the Young inequality and Proposition 2-3] we finally obtain
LY 27T/ Qa): AgAdQ)1z S 11AQ: ] 12]IVIQ -y IV0ul -

(12) qEL
S 1AQ2|IZ: IV, -y

Summarizing (I0), (IT) and ([2) and recalling the definition of .J3 (69, Q2), we finally get

= 278, 102 A,Q0, AgAQ) 2 S
q€L

+C||[Voul? .
H 2

-1
H™ 2

1 —1
2 2

SX1®+ G| Voul? 4 + Cro|ASQI,
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where Y1 belongs to Li,.(R;). Hence, we need to analyze

L Z 279(S10Q AgQa, AgASQ) 12
q€Z

and this term is going to disappear by a simplification.
Now we handle the term (Q2012, A(SQ)H 3 of [@). Observing that it is equal to (*(Q20%), tAéQ) _1,

) 2

that is —(6QQ2, A5Q>H*% then we proceed exactly as before, obtaining

L(00Qs — Q20Q,A6Q) .y — D 2798, 100 AgQ2 — AgQa §y-109, AgAQ) 2 S
(13) €L
SxO+ Cu||V5UH§-{,% + CF,LHACSQH;,

1,
2

so that it remains to control

(14) LY 2795, 100 A0Qa — AyQ2 S 109, A AGQ) 12

q€L

Now, we focus on L{Q2A0Q, Véu}H, of (@) and we use again decomposition () as follows

L(Q2A0Q, Vou) ., =LY 27UA(Q2A6Q), A, Vou) 2 = LZZ2 UTHQ2, ASQ), AgViu) 12
qE€EZ q€Z i=1

As before, we estimate the terms related to ¢ = 1,2,4 while when i = 3 the associated term is going
to be erased. When ¢ = 1 we get

TUTHQ2, AGQ), AUy =L Y 27U[Ay, Sy 1Qa]Ay ASQ, Ay Véu) 1
lg—q'|<5
S D 27[Ay, Sy 1Q2)Ag ASQ| 12| A Viul 2
lg—q’'|<5
<SS 28, VQsl 1 1Ay AIQ 1 | A, Voull s
lg—q'|<5
S Y 2781V Qellfa 1Sy -1 AQe| 72 1Ay VOQ 1| Ag Véul| 2
lg—q’|<5
S Y IVQl LAl 1Ay V6Ql 227 | AgViull 2
lg—q’'|<5

Hence, taking the sum as q € Z,

LY 27T Q2 ASQ).AVOu) 12 < [V Qallf. | AQ:] 2 [ V5Q) 12 [ V5u]

H*_
qEZ
SIVQ:AL 1AQ: L VOQIE _, 1A6Q1% 4 IVoull ;-4
SIVQsl132 1402 3: 1V6QI2, +cy||v5un;,% +Crn|ASQIP,

We evaluate the term related to i = 2 as follows:
L2~ q<j2(Q2, A6Q), A V6u>L2 =12 q(( 1—1Q2 — Sq— 1Q2)A A T ANQ, A V6u>L2
S D 278y 1Q2 — Se-1@2) | [ Ag Ay AQ| L2 | Ay Vbul| 2,

lg—q’'|<5
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so that
L2_q<‘-7q2 (QQ? A(SQ)aAqV(SU>Li
S Z 2724||(Sy_1AQa — SqflAQQ)HLi ”AQAq’A‘SQ”Li||AqV5UHLg

lg—q'|<5

S D 278y 1 AQs 12 1A ASQ) 12 || Ay Viu 2
lg—q'|<5

SO 278 Ay du 2273 | A ASQl 2 [ AQ2 2
lg—q’|<5

Thus, taking the sum in ¢, it turns out that
LY 27T7(Qa A0Q), AgVou) 2 S [AQul|Z: I8ul _y + Cr.LllASQ%
=
At last, when i =4,

L27 T} (Q2, ASQ),A VU2 = L279 > (AyQaSy1286Q, AVéu) L2

q—q'<5
$279 ) Ay Qallie |19y +286Q 12| Ag Voul 2
q—q'<5
$270 Y 27 Ay AQal 1 1Sy +228Q 1229 Agull 2
q*q’<5
Iz .q/+2A5QHL52_%HAq(SuHLi
q4—q'<5

S 1AQ2|l 2z 1ull ;- Sy+280Q) 2

q—q'<5
Hence, by convolution, the Young inequalities and Proposition B23] we obtain
D27 UTH Q2 A6Q), AgVSu) 1z S | AQ2 2 [1dull ;3 [A5Q -

q€L
S IAQa |2, 16ul2,_, +Cr.ollAsQI2,

Since (A6QQs, Vou) , 4
mate (Q2A0Q), Véu}H% ,

L(QaA6Q — ASQQs, Vou) .y — LY 2798, 1Q2 A,ASQ — AyASQ Sy 1Q2092, A Vu) 12 S
(15) €L

= ("(A0QQ2),'Vou) .1 = (Q2A6Q,"Véu) . 1, then we proceed as for esti-
so that we obtain the following control

S X2 @+ O | Voul2,_y + Crol|AsQ)%,

1 1
2 2

where y2 belongs to L}, .(R;). Now, the term we need to erase is
(16) LY 2795, 1Q2 AgASQ — AyASQ Sy 1Q209, AgVu) 2
q€”Z
Thus, summing (4] and (I6), we obtain
LY 2- q{ 1-1Q2A0Q — A0 S, 1Q2, AN Q) 12 + (Sq-1Q2AA,6Q — AASQ Sq_ng,Véu)Li},
q€”Z

which is a series with every coefficients null, thanks to Lemma [AIl In virtue of this last result,
recalling (I3) and (IH), we finally obtain

L(6QQ>—Q252, AJQ) ;4 + L{Q2AIQ— A6QQ2, Viu) ;1 S X®+C,[|Voul2 y +Crrl|AsQ| .
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Conclusion. Recalling [8) and summarizing all the estimate of the previous two sub-sections, we
conclude that there exists a function y which belongs to L} (R, ) such that

loc
4 (t) + v||Véu?
dt H

for almost every ¢t € R;.. Thus, choosing Cr 1, and C, small enough, we absorb the last two terms in
the right-hand side by the left-hand side, finally obtaining
drl 9 1
< - 2
+ LIVOQW)IZ, -y | S x[5Iu®I? _y + LIVSQWIZ_, |-

— [=||ou(t

=[5 lloutt)

Since the initial datum is null and thanks to the Gronwall inequality, we deduce that (du, VdQ) =0
which yields (0u,0Q) = 0, since §Q(t) decades to 0 at infinity for almost every ¢. Hence, we have
finally achieved the uniqueness of the weak solution for system (D).

1
2

FT2|ASQI,_y S X(OB() + GlIVaul? _, + Cr o ASQIP,

-3

-3

6. Regularity Propagation

We now handle the propagation of low regularity, namely we prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem L3 Let us consider the following sequence of system:

Q" + J,P(Ju"V I, Q") — J,P(J, Q" 1, Q") +
+ Ly P(JnQ" ") —TLAJ, Q" = P*(Q") Ry x R?,
ou"™ + Jn’P(Jnu"VJnu”) —vAJu" =
=T LdivJ, P{J,Q"AJ,Q" — AJ,Q"J,Q" — V.J,, Q" ®VJ,Q"} R, xR?,
divu™ =0 R, x R2,
(u™, Q™)jt=0 = (uo, Qo) R?,

1

where
Id
P Q") == —aJ, Q" + b[Jn(J,Q" ], Q") — tr{Jn(JnQ”JnQ”)}g] — Q" tr{Jn (1 Q" Jn Q™) }.
Moreover we recall that J,, is the regularizing operator defined by

Tnf(€) =112,y f(©)

and P stands for the Leray projector. The Friedrichs scheme related to is not much different
to the (Pp])-one, however here the Q-tensor equation has been regularized, as well. System (P,]) has
been utilized in [I8] and the authors have proven the existence of a strong solution (u", @™) which
converges to a weak solution for , as n goes to 0o (up to a subsequence). Thanks to our uniqueness
result, Theorem [[L2] we deduce that such solution is exactly the one determined by Theorem [[.4] and
it is unique. Hence, instead of proceeding by a priori estimate (as in [I8]), we formalize our proof,
evaluating directly the -scheme. We will establish some estimates, which are uniformly in 7,
which yields that the weak-solution of (P]) fulfills them as well. This is only a strategy in order to
formalize the a priori-estimate, while the major part of our proof releases on the inequalities we are
going to proof.

Since (Ju", J,Q") = (u™, Q") (by uniqueness), then (u"(t),Q"(t)) belongs to H'™$ x H?T$ for
almost every t € Ry and for every n € N. We apply Aq to the first and the second equations of ,
then we apply (-,Aqu")Lz to the first one and —L(-, AqAQ”)Lz to the second one, obtaining the
following identity:

&[IIA(;U 172 + LIAVQ 22| + v AgVu"||72 + TL A AQ" 17 =

= <Aq(AQnQn - Q"AQ"), Aun">L2 - <Aq(un -Vu™), Aqun>L2 + <Aq(in o vVQ"), Aqv“n>L2+
+ L{A,(u™ - VQ™), AjJAQ™) 12 + L{A,(Q"Q™ — Q"Q™), AjAQ™) 12 — LIA,P™(Q™), A;,AQ™) 2.
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Multiplying both left-hand and the right-hand sides by 229 and taking the sum as ¢ € Z we obtain

d
= [ + ZIVQIE. | + vIvur [, + L2 AQ" %, =
+ LW V", AQ") . + L(Q"Q™ — Q" AQ") . — L(PM(Q"), AQ") ..

The key part of our proof relies on the Osgood inequality, therefore we need to estimate all the terms
of the right-hand side of (7). First, let us proceed estimating the easier terms.

Estimate of (u™ - Vu™, u™) .

We begin with (A, (u" - Vu™), Aju™) 2, with g € Z. Passing through the Bony decomposition

<Aq(“n V", Aqun>L2 =
2 . . . 2 . .
= Y O ATwmou + ATounull, Agu™ypo+ > O AGRP, du™), Agu™)

lg—q'|<5 i=1 ¢>q—5 i=1

Aq B,

We handle the term A, as follows:

As Y (181w lee 1Ay Vullps + 18y 1 Vu lw | Agu 2 1A g7 12
lg—q'|<5
S Y [I8e-autllo Ay ur a4+ 27 Sy —ru o | Ay 2] | Agu” | 2
lg—q'|<5
S Y [ISeau oAy Turlle + 1Sy -1 oo | Ay Vut 2 | Agu 1
lg—a’'|<5
S I lemlAguls 2 1Ay Vue,

lg—q’|<5

so that, multiplying by 22°¢ and taking the sum as q € Z,

(18) 32, S o= Yo {2 NAw e Y NGV ze | S oo "

qEZ q€ZL lg—q’'|<5

Vu"|| g

The control of B, relies on convolution and the Young inequality, indeed

By S Do IAgsu™li=llAg Vur | rllAqu"llze S lu™ o= Agu™lzz Y 1AV z,

q'>q-5 q'>q—5
[<1

hence

> 208, 5 e Y {2 A e Y [1Ag Ve

q€Z q€Z q'>q=5
S Jutlloe S {2218 e Y 207020 Ay T2 |
q€Z q'>q=5
S Tl e 2 {27 1A 122 D2 2071 50 = 0V
qE€Z q'€Z

where (by )z belongs to [?(Z). Thus, we obtain

(19) 32208, < Jul| o | g [ V" e
qEZ
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thanks to the Young inequality. Finally, summarizing ([I8) and (I9), we obtain

(20) (" - Vur u) g =y 220 (A (u” - V), Agu) e S Jlu | pe lu" ] g | V" -
qEZ

Estimate of (u” - VQ™, AQ"™) s+

Arguing exactly as for proving (20)), we obtain

(21) (" VQ™AQ ) = Y 2P (A (u" - VQ", AgAQM) 12 S [ < [VQ" | - | AQ" -

qeZ

Estimate of (VQ"™ ® VQ™, Vu") ;.

We keep on our control, evaluating the term (Aq(VQ" o vQ"), Aun”)Lz, with ¢q € Z. The explicit
integral formula of such term is the following one:

2 2 3
[, 3 Aduioeaaniom = [ 3030 A0Q5 00514 0

ik=1 ik=174,l=1

2 3
:/ 3 E:Aq[TaiQ?L&CQ?j—i—TakQLr}aiQ?l]Aq@ku?—i—/ S AROQY, QA Dl
R2 2

ik=14,l=1 R? kgl

Cq Dq
where we have used the Bony decomposition again. First, let us observe that
CoS Y I9-1VQ L= llAg VQ™ |2 AgVurl| 2 S IIVQ" [ l|AVur 2 Y 1Ay VQ" ||z,
lg—q’|<5 lg—q'|<5
which yields
> 220, S IVQ e Y22 {118Vl Y] 1A, VQ" 12 }

(22) q€Z = la—q'|<5
S IV L V|| g [VQ™ || g7
Moreover, considering ©,, we get

Dy S D IAraVQ = lAy VQ™ [ 12| AgVu | 12

q ~
q'>q-5
[1<5

SIVQ L=llAgVur e Y 1Ay VQ" 12,

q'>2q—5
so that, proceeding as in the proof of (9,
Z 22qs®q < IVQ" || L Z {2q8||AqvunHL2 Z 2(q/_q)52q/s|‘Aq’inHL2}

(23) qE€Z qE€Z q'EL
SIVQ™ (L= V|| g [[VQ™ || s
thanks to the Young inequality. Thus, summarizing ([22) and ([23)), we achieve

(24) D 2%(A(VQ" © VQ™), AgVu) e < VQ" L~ [V g [VQ" | 7+

qEZ

Estimate of (AQ"Q™ — Q"AQ"™, Vu™) .

Now, we carry out of (AQ"Q™ — Q"AQ", Vu™) .. This is the first non trivial term to evaluate.
We choose to use the decomposition (), presented in the preliminaries, instead of the classical Bony
decomposition (which we have used until now). We will remark the presence of a term inside such
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decomposition, which is hard to control. However we will see that such drawback is going to be erased.
Let us begin controlling ( Q"AQ™, Vu") j.:

4
(QUAQ", Vu™) . = > 22 (A (Q"AQ™), AjVur)p2 =) Y " 2%(THQ", AQ™), AgVu") e,

qE€Z q€Z i=1

where jqi has been defined by (), for ¢ = 1,...,4. When ¢ = 1, we point out that
(T3(@Q", AQ™), AgVu)pe = Y ([Ag, Sy 1QMALAQ™, AgVur)

lg—q’|<5
< Y 2778 VQ | | Ay AQ 2| Ag V2
lg—q'|<5
SIVQ e > 1A VQ L2 AVul 2.
lg—q'|<5
which yields
(25) > 22 (THQ™, AQM), AgVu) e SIIVQ | VQ" | o V™| .

qEL

On the other hand, for i = 2, we proceed as follows:

<jq2(Qna AQ™), Aqv“n>L2 = Z <(Sq’—1Qn - .q—lQn)Aqu’AQna Aun")Lz

lg—q’'|<5
S D 18y1Q" = Sy 1@ | AgA gy AQ™ | 12| Ag V| 2
lg—q’'|<5
S D 18¢-1VQ" = Sq 1 VQ L |AgVQ" 12| Ag V| 2
lg—q'|<5

SIVQ = llAVQ"| 2| Ag Va2,
which yields

(26) > 2PTHQ, AQM), AgVu) 2 S (IVQ" |1V Q™ .

qEL

Vu"|| g

The case 7 = 4 is handled as follows:

<*7q4(Qn’ AQ”>’ Aun">L2 - Z <Aq[Aq’QnSq/+2AQH], AqVUn>L2

q'>q—5

S D 1AeQ 28y +12AQ" | oo | AV 12
q'>q-5

S D 1AGYQM 218y 12V Q" | Loe | Ag V| 2
q'>q—5

SIVQ e llAgVu e > 1Ay VQ™ Lo

q'2q=5
Therefore, multiplying by 22¢° and taking the sum as ¢ € Z,
222q8<jq4(Qn, AQ”), Aqvun>L2 5

qEL

SIVQ = D2 (2714, V12 37 2071 sy (a = 60271 A VQ"12)

qEL q'EL

SIVQ e Ve { 3 (30 20751 oo = 002718, Q" 52) }

q€Z  q'€L

[
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so that, by convolution and the Young inequality
(27) > 2(THQ AQM), AVur) 2 SIIVQ™ |z | V| IV Q" | -
qeZ

It remains to control the term related to qu, namely
(28) D 22(THQT, AQM), Ay V) s =Y 22(8, 1 Q" AAQ, A Vu) 12

qEL q€Z
As already remark in the beginning, such term presents some difficulties. For instance, fixing ¢ € Z
in the sum, the more natural estimate is the following one:

(Sq-1Q"AgAQ", AgVu) 12 < [|531Q" |1 1Ag AQ™ | 2| Ag V™ | 2.

The presence of the low frequencies Sq,l in the first norm doesn’t permit to transport a gradient to
Q", so the best expectation is the following one:

D 22%(8, 1Q A AQ", AgVu) 12 S 1Q" L | AQ" | o V" | -
q€L

Of course such inequality is not useful for our purpose, i.e. an Osgood type inequality. For example
there isn’t a term that appears in the time derivative of the left-hand side of (7). Even if there exists
a way to overcome such challenging evaluation, we will see that (28) is going to be erased.

Now, let us keep on our control. We have to examine (AQ™ Q™, Vu") ;.. Observing that an equivalent
formulation is (Q"AQ™, *Vu") ;. (Q™ and AQ™ are symmetric matrices) we recompute the previous
inequality (with *Vu instead of Vu), so that

(29) oD 2PETHQN AQM), ASVur) 2 SIIVQ™ L Va4 [V Q" e
q€Zi=1,2,4
As before, jq3 is an inflexible term, so that, recalling (28], we need to erase what follows:
> 220 {(8,1Q" A AQ"A VU e — (8,1Q"AgAQ" A V) 12 b =
(30) o o |
= Z 2205(S, 1Q"ALAQ™ — AAQ" S, 1Q™, AVu") 2
qEL

Estimate of (Q"Q" — Q"Q", AQ"™) ;-

Now, let us continue estimating (Q"Q™ — Q"Q", AQ") ;.. The strategy as the same organization of
the previous evaluation. We begin analyzing (Q"Q", AQ™) 4.

4
(QU", AQ™) e = D 2°(A(Q"Q"), AgAQ™) 2 =) Y 22¥(T,(Q", "), AgAQ™) 12

q€Z q€7Z i=1

First, considering ¢ = 1 and q € Z, we get

(T Q" M), AgAQ™ 2 = Y ([Ag, Sy QAL Q" AJAQ™) 2

lg—q’'|<5

S D 278y VQ" | pe | Ay V| 2 | A AQ™ | 2
lg—q'|<5

SIVQ L=llAVQ L2 > Ay Vu||ze.

la—q'|<5
therefore, taking the sum as q € Z,
(31) Do 2THQT ) AgAQ™ 12 S IVQ™ |1 IVQ™ | g V| e

qeZ
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By a similar method as for proving (Bl or (28]), the case i = 2 produces

. v
> 2M(THQ" ), AAQ") s S IVQ < IVQ 3. + 1os Ve ..
qEL

while, for ¢ = 4, we get
(THQ™, "), AgAQ™) 2 = Y (A[AyQ" Sy 42Q"], A, AQ™) 12

q'>2q—5

S D 1A Q218 429" 1< A AQ™ 12
q'>2q=5

S D 1AVQ 2l Sy+2u™ < [ AgAQ™ 2
q'>q-5

Sl o< AgAQ L2 Y Ay VQ™ L2

q'>2q=5
Thus, multiplying by 22¢° and taking the sum as ¢ € Z, we realize that
S22 (gAQ", ), A, AQ )z S

qEZL

Sl D2 (2718,8Q" 12 3 207" Coey(a = 42 1A VQ" 12

qEL qEL

< o a1 8@ [ 30 (30 2001 Loy la = )27 "8, Q" 1) ],

q€EZ q'€EL

N[=

so that, passing through the Young inequality,
(32) Do 2ITHNQ™ QM) AgAQM 12 S [lu e [ AQ" | IV Q" o
qE€L
As the reader has already understood, the challenging term is the one related to qu, that is
(33) D 22 (THQ, M), AJAQT) 2 =Y 2%9°(S,1Q", A", AyAQ™) L
qEL qEL

As ([30), we are not capable to control it, so we claim that such obstacle is going to be simplified.
Going on, we observe that (Q2"Q", AQ™) . can be reformulated as (Q"Q", AQ™) z., which we have
just analyzed. Hence we need to control (B3] twice, that is

(34) ) 2212(S, 1Q A, AgAQM) L2 = Y 2%9°(S, 1Q Ay, — Ay, S Q" AJAQ™) 1o,
q€Z q€Z

The Simplification
Recalling (30) and (B4]), we have not evaluated

Z 22qs{ <Sq—lQnAqAQn_AqAQnSq_lQ", Aunn>L2+
qEL

+ <Sq71QnAan - AanSqlena AqA62n>L2 }7

yet. However, this is a series whose coefficients are null, thanks to Theorem [AJl Hence, we have
overcome all the previous lacks, so that the following inequality is fulfilled:

35
() S ™, V@)oo [(Vu™, AQ™) | o I(w”s V@)l o -

Estimate of (P(Q™), AQ™) y.
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Finally, the last term to estimate is (P(Q™), AQ™) ;.. Such evaluation is not a problematic, however
it is computationally demanding, therefore we put forward in the appendix the proof of the following
inequality:

(36) (P(Q™), AQ™) 7. S (1 + Qw2 + 1 QUF)IIVQIF..
where we remind that H? is a non-homogeneous Sobolev Space.
The Final Step
Summarizing the equality (') and the inequalities 20), 1)), @24), B3) and B6), we deduce
a0 LIV |+ VIV, + TI2IAQ I, S
S @™, VO )=l (", VQ )l - (™, VQ™) | frse + A+ Q" |2 + 1Q" | 32) IVQ" 1.

For ¢ > 0, we define the following time-functions
(1) = w5, + IVQ" 5., ¥@) = [Vu"[F. + [AQ™|I%.,
so that [B1) yields
() +W(t) S I (), VQ" ()Ll (u"(t), VQ™ ()l = [|(u™ (£), VQ™ ()l o=+
+ (1 QM) + Q" (1)l 7r2) @ (1)
Then, fixing a positive integer N = N (t), we apply Lemma [A2] obtaining
gy ¥ {107 QR ¥ 2N TR}
<[ (u™, V™) ol (W™, VQ™) | rve + 1+ Q" 12 + Q" [ 32) @

For simplicity, let us define
fr= ™, VO + 1+ Q" 2 + 1Q" 32, fo = 1™, VQ™)[ 31,
hence (B8] implies
(39) ®'(t) + W(t) < C{AE) B(t) + N L(0)D(1) + 27 (", VQ™)(#)l . T (1)},
for a positive constant C. Now, choosing N (t) to be a positive integer which fulfills
%10g2{2 +4C+ ®(t)} < N(t) < %10g2{2 +4C+@()}+1
it turns out from (39)
@'(6) + U(1) < CLAD B) + LB logy {2 + 40+ 9(1)) +1)) + 1U(0)
so that, finally, increasing the value of C', we obtain
(40) (1) +W(t) < C(fi(t) + f2(1)) D(¢) logy {2 + 4C + (1)},
which yields
() < % (f1(t) + f2(1)) (2 +4C + @(t)) In{2 + 4C + (1) }.

By integrating this differential inequality, we obtain

2+ 4C + B(t) < (2 + 4C + D(0))=Plinz Jo (Fr()+72()ds}
Recalling the definition of @, f; and fs, we obtain

(™, VQ™) ()12, < (2 +4C + || (uo, VQO)H?{S)QXP{% Jo (@™ (5), VR (NI 2 +1+1Q() | 2 +Q(5) 13,2 )d s}

Moreover, integrating (40) in time, we get

/Ot U(s)ds < ®(0) + O/Ot (f1(t) + f2(t)) @(t) logy{2 + 4C + ®(1)}
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that is

t
/ 1", VQ™) ()17 < (w0, VQo)I. + C/O {Iw™, VQMILz + 1+ 1Q" |2+
Q"I (M7 (™, VQ™)(). loga{2 +4C + [|(u”, VQ™)(B)1%. }

Since such estimates are uniform in n, we pass to the limit as n goes to 0o, obtaining

||(u’ V) 1o < (244C + || (uo, VQO)H%S)%QXP{% Jo (1™ (), VQ™ (D172 +1+1Q() 2 +11Q(9) 2 )ds}

t
/ 1, V(M) 32 d7 < [[(u0, VQo)lI7. +C/O {Il(w, VQIIZ2 + 1+ [1Q =+

+ Q%2 }(1)dr || (u, VQ)(B)[I%. loga{2 +4C + [|(u, VQ)(1)|%. .
where (u, Q) is solution of (P)) with (ug, Qo) as initial data. This concludes the proof of Theorem

@3). O

Appendix A.
A.1. Useful tools.

Lemma A.1. Let Q, and Qs be two 3 x 3 symmetric matrices with entries in H? (R2). Assume that
u is a 3-vector with components in H*(R?) and let Q be the 3 x 3 matriz defined by 1/2(Vu — *Vu).
Then the following identity is satisfied:

[ 1002 - @:0aQu} + [ r{(8Q1Q2 - Q14Qa) Va0
Proof. The proof is straightforward, indeed by a direct computation
[ 1902 - @801} = [ [1{90:001) - r{Qu08@)] = [ (920281} -
R2 R2 R2
— tI‘{AQthQQH = 2/ tr{QQQAQl} = / tI‘{VUQzAQl — tquQAQl} —
R2 R2

_ /R 01 {(Q1AQs — AQ1Q2)Vu}.

Lemma A.2. Let f be a function in H' N H' with s > 0. Then, there exists C > 0 such that
£l < CCIA e + VNIl + 2750 Fll e
for any positive integer N.

Proof. Let us fix N > 0. Then f = Syo1f + (Id 7SN+1>f fulfills
£l < ISn1fllne + 11D Agflloe < D 1A Flle+ D I1Agf e -

q=N q<N q>N

A B
First, let us analyze A:

N N
DA = =D 1A Nl + D 1A f Nl S D29 AF e + D27 Ag f 22

g<N q<0 q=1 q<0 =1

S NAS e +VNIfllgn S UFllze + VNI Fl g

q<0
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Finally, from the definition of B
D MAuflee = 30 2MAu e = 3 272 Agfllie S 27 I e
q=N q>N q>N

which concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Proof. proof of Theorem 2] At first we identify the Sobolev Spaces H* and H' with the Besov Spaces

B§72 and BQQ respectively. We claim that ab belongs to B;:gt_N/ * and

labll g1~ < Clal . 10l 5.

for a suitable positive constant. ' '
We decompose the product ab through the Bony decomposition, namely ab = T,b + Tpa + R(a,b),
where

Tob = Z Aqa S’q_lb, Tya = Z S’q_la Aqb, R(a, b) := Z Aqa Aq+l,b.
qEZ qEZ qEZ
<1
For any q € Z, we have
2T D(A Tab, AgTha) e S

S Z 2q/SHAqa||L22q/(t_%)||Sq—1bHL°° + Z 2q/(s_%)||Sq—1a||L°<>Qq/tHAquLZa
la—q’'[<5 lg—q'|<5
so that we determine the following feature

I(Tub, T'ba)HBstg < (Tab, Tya)ll .vey < lal

a3 W0l g+ Dl 10l S Nl 105

2,1 00,2 00,2

B

oc—N/2
00,2

where we have used the embedding 32‘772 B , for any o € R and Proposition [Z3]

In order to conclude the proof, we have to handle the rest R(a, b). By a direct computation, for any
q €7,
2(t+s)q||AqR(a,b)||L1 < Z Q(q_q/)(SH)Qq/S|\Aq'a|\L22(q/+V)t||Aqf+ua||L2,

q'>q-5
lv|<1

so that, thanks to the Young inequality, we deduce
HR(G, b)HBert—% S HR(a’ b)'

s < lalls I8l

where we have used the embedding Bf"{t — B;;FN/Z and moreover that Zq<5 24(s+1) is finite, since
s+t is positive. B O
Appendix B.

B.1. Proof of estimate (30).
The purpose of this section is to estimate the following term

(P(Q"), AQ™) pye-

In order to facilitate the reader, we are not going to indicate the index n, from here on. We have to
examine

(P(Q), AQ)j. = (0@ +b(Q* — tr{Q*) o] — cr{Q*)Q, AQ) .
= (—aQ +0Q* — ctr{Q*}Q, AQ) ..
where (tr{Q?}1d, AQ) . = 0 since AQ has null trace. It is trivial that
(41) —(aQ, AQ) - S IVQ -
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Now, let us consider b(Q?, AQ) j.. By definition we have

HQ% AQ) . =bY 27 (AQ%], A,AQ)
q€EZ
_ bZQQq‘S 2(AToQ, AjAQ) 2 + (A R(Q, Q), AyAQ) 2 ]
ac” A, B,

We concentrate on 4,, getting
A< D I187-1QA¢ QllrallAgAQl e S QN AVl D I1A¢ VQllLe,
la—q'[<5 lg—q'|<5

so that
(42) by 22 Ay S QL= IVQI%,..

qEZ
Now, analyzing B, we observe that
By< > A0 QAr QI AAQIL: S (1Qle=l1AgVQl: Y 27 Ay V@] 12,
q'>q-5 q'>q—5

[1]<1

so that
b 22B, < [1QlL=b > 2%(|A, QL2 > 20T (g — ) Ay VQ| L2

q€L q€Z q'EL

Thus, by convolution and young inequality

by 228, < QI VQI.,

qeZ
and recalling [@2)), we finally get
(43) b(Q%, AQ) . S QL= VIl

Now, it remains to examine c(Qtr{Q?}, AQ) ;.. The procedure is quietly similar to the previous one.
At first we use the Bony decomposition as follows:

(Qu{Q%), AQ) 4. = 3 2% (A,(Qu{Q%)), 2,8Q) 12 = 3022 (A, To(tr{Q%}1d), A,AQ) 12 +

qEZ qEZ A,
+ (A T2y 1@, AgAQ) 2 + (A R(Q, t1{Q%} 1d), AJAQ) 2
By Cq

First, we concentrate on A, the more computationally demanding term, obtaining
Ay < 0 180-1QAr (tr{ Q% 1) 22 [AgAQI 2 S 1Rl D 8¢ (@)l 22 A, AQ)| 2
l[a—¢'I<5 l[a—¢'|<5

SR~ Y [2040TaQls14,AQl L + Ay R(Q, Q)12 Ay AQU:

q—q'|<5
[ Ly 11, o

The term I, is the simpler one, indeed

Ly S ) 1850—1QApQllealAAQl: S 1Qle= D 1A¢ Q2| AgAQ) 12,

lg'—q”|<5 lg'—q”|<5



so that
DRI Y. Ly SIRIT=D>. D> > 1ApQl2A,AQ]

q€Z lg—q'|<5 q€Z [q—q'|<5 ¢’ —q"|<5

SIQIE=D" > 1A VQIIAVQl e S QU< IVQIl .-

q€Z |g—q" |<10

We overcome the term 11, , as follows:

oy S1AAQN2 D" 18 Qll2 A 1iQlre S 1Qe= 1AV QN2 Y 2077 A VO 12,

q//zq/75 q">q -5
<1
so that
SRl > Hyg SIQIT~ Y 2°IAVQle Y. D> 27 ApVQ| e
a€Z la—a'|<5 q€Z l[a—a'|<59"2>q"=5
SIQUT= D 22 [A V@l Y. 277 ApVQ
q€L q"">q—-10
SIQUZ= D 271AVQl e Y 20| A LV Q| e,
q€L q"">q—10

so that, by convolution and Young inequality
YR~ Y ey SIQIT<IVQIIg.-
qEL lg—q'|<5
Summarizing the previous inequalities, we get
> 2 A, S QI VR .-
qE€L

In order to examine B, it is sufficient to observe that

S 228, 3722 3 1Sy 1 (0r{Q7) 1) A, Q12| A, AQ 2

q€Z qEZL lg—q'|<5
SN~ D "2% > [ArVQI2 AVl S QU7 ~1IVQI%.-
q€Z lg—q’'|<5

It remains indeed C,, which is straightforward, indeed

D2 Y 2 Y 1A QA(Q7)]12]A0AQ 12

q€L qE€L q'>q-5
[1|<1
S1QIF= D 274 VQ| e Y 2TV IA,VQ)| e,
q€L q'>q=5

thus, by convolution and the Young inequality,
> 227, S QU< VIl
qEZ
Summarizing, we finally get
(@tr{Q%}, AQ) . S QIL~1VQIIF,.
and recalling (I)-(@3), we finally obtain
(P(Q),AQ) . S (1 +1Qllz= + 1QI7)IVQIF. < L+ 11Q) a2 + [QlF)IVQIF..

where the last inequality is due to the embedding H?(R?*) — L°°(R?). Hence, inequality [B6) is
proven.
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