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A SYMMETRIZABLE EXTENSION OF POLYCONVEX
THERMOELASTICITY AND APPLICATIONS TO ZERO-VISCOSITY LIMITS
AND WEAK-STRONG UNIQUENESS

CLEOPATRA CHRISTOFOROU, MYRTO GALANOPOULOU, AND ATHANASIOS E. TZAVARAS

ABSTRACT. We embed the equations of polyconvex thermoviscoelasticity into an augmented,
symmetrizable, hyperbolic system and derive a relative entropy identity in the extended vari-
ables. Following the relative entropy formulation, we prove the convergence from thermovis-
coelasticity with Newtonian viscosity and Fourier heat conduction to smooth solutions of the
system of adiabatic thermoelasticity as both parameters tend to zero. Also, convergence from
thermoviscoelasticity to smooth solutions of thermoelasticity in the zero-viscosity limit. Finally,
we establish a weak-strong uniqueness result for the equations of adiabatic thermoelasticity in

the class of entropy weak solutions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Systems of conservation laws
HAU) + 0afa(U)=0 (1.1)

U:R? x RT — R”, are often equipped with an additional conservation law,
HH(U) + 00qa(U) =0. (1.2)

When the entropy H is convex, as a function of the conserved variable V' = A(U), the system
is called symmetrizable and () is hyperbolic. The class of symmetrizable systems encompasses
important examples from applications - most notably the equations of gas dynamics - and were
singled out as a class by Lax and Friedrichs [I7]. The remarkable stability properties induced by
convex entropies are captured by the relative entropy method of Dafermos [8] [7] and DiPerna [13],
as extended for the system ([LI)-(L2) by Christoforou-Tzavaras [5]. However, many thermome-
chanical systems do not fit under the framework of symmetrizable systems. The reason is that
convexity of the entropy is too restrictive a condition, due to the requirement that thermomechan-
ical systems need to comply with the principle of frame-indifference, see [23]. The objective of this
article is to discuss this issue of stability in situations where a system is generated by a polyconvex
free energy.
To put this issue into perspective, consider the system of thermoviscoelasticity,

atF‘ia - aavi =0
at’Ui — aaEm = 8aZia (13)

1
O <§|U|2 + 6) — 0a(Xiati) = 0a(Ziavi) + 0aQa + 1,

which describes the evolution of a thermomechanical process (y(z,t),0(x,t)) € R* x RT with
(z,t) € R® xR*. Note that ' € M3*3 stands for the deformation gradient, F' = Vy, while v = dyy
is the velocity and 0 is the temperature. It is written in (L3)) as a system of first order equations,
with the first equation in (L3)) describing compatibility among the referential velocity gradient and
the time derivative of the deformation gradient. One also needs to append the constraint

aozEB = aﬂF‘iou iaaaﬁ = 132533 (14)
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securing that F is a gradient. The constraint (L4]) is an involution inherited from the initial data
via ([[3]);. The remaining variables in ([L3]) stand for the total stress 3, + Z;q, the internal energy
e, the referential heat flux @, and the radiative heat supply r. The second and third equations
in (L3) describe the balance of linear momentum and the balance of energy, respectively. For
simplicity we have normalized the reference density pg = 1.

The system is closed through constitutive relations. The names of thermomechanical theories
reflect the prime variables selected to describe the respective constitutive theories. For the consti-
tutive theory of thermoviscoelasticity, the prime variables are the deformation gradient F', velocity
gradient F', the temperature 6 and its gradient G = V. Constitutive theories are required to
be consistent with the Clausius-Duhem inequality for smooth thermomechanical processes, what
imposes several restrictions in their format, see [0, 23]. In the case of thermoviscoelasticity, the re-
quirement of consistency dictates that the elastic stresses X, the entropy n and the internal energy
e are generated from the free-energy function ¢ via the constitutive theory

oY oY
=(F,0), ¥ =—-— =—— = On . L.5
¥ =y(F,0), sp 1= " gg €= ¥t (1.5)
Moreover, the total stress is decomposed into an elastic part X (as above) and a viscoelastic part
Z = Z(F,F,0,G). The viscoelastic stresses Z;, with i,a = 1,2,3, and the referential heat flux

vector Q = Q(F, F,6,G), with components Q,, a = 1, 2,3, must satisfy
SQ(F,F,0,G) -G+ L2(F.F,0,G): F>0  Y(F,F.0,G). (1.6)

As a consequence of thermodynamic consistency with the Clausius-Duhem inequality and its im-
plications ([LA)-([L6), smooth processes satisfy the entropy production identity

atn—aa(%):ve-%+m:%z+gzg. (1.7)
There are two further related thermomechanical theories: the theory of thermoelasticity with prime
variables in the constitutive relations F', 8, G and the theory of adiabatic thermoelasticity with
prime variabled F', 6 describing a thermoelastic nonconductor of heat. From a perspective of
thermodynamical structure, these emerge from ([LH)-([I6) as the natural special cases, see [0}, 23].
A natural question is to consider the convergence from thermoviscoelasticity (L3)-(L7) to either
(i) adiabatic thermoelasticity in the limit as thermal conductivity and viscosity tend to zero, or (ii)
thermoelasticity when only the viscosity tends to zero but thermal conductivity is kept constant.
When the free energy satisfies
o
90

these convergences can be established by means of the relative entropy method, see [7] 8, [5].

Ypp(F,0) >0, no(F,0)= (F,0) >0, (1.8)

The conditions (L8) coincide with the Gibbs thermodynamic stability conditions and are very
natural for gas dynamics. However, the first condition in (Lg)) is too restrictive for more general
thermoelastic materials. For instance, together with the principle of frame indifference, it would
exclude that free energy becomes infinite as det F' — 0, a requirement necessary to avoid inter-
penetration of matter. Two approaches are followed in the literature to extend stability properties
to a more meaningful class of constitutive laws, both applicable in an isothermal context. One
approach in Dafermos [9] exploits the involutive structure of the elasticity system and extends the
stability properties by using ideas from compensated compactness [22]. An alternative approach
exploits the null-Lagrangian structure for the class of polyconvex elasticity (of Ball [2]) and embeds
the system into an augmented symmetric hyperbolic system [20] [T} 10, [25]. This approach has
also been applied to systems from electromagnetism [2T], 4], to approximations of isothermal poly-
convex elasticity by viscosity [I9] or relaxation [24], and to systems describing extremal surfaces
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in Minkwoski space [I4]. We refer to Dafermos [I0, Ch V] for an outline of a general framework of
such results.
Here, in the spirit of [2], we replace convexity of the free energy by polyconvexity,

W(F,0) = (®(F),0), where ®(F) = (F,cof F,det F') € M3*3 x M3*3 x R, (1.9)
where ¢ = (&, 0) a function on R x R is assumed to satisfy

and we discuss the stability of systems in thermomechanics when they are generated by poly-
convex free energies. Following [20] [I1], we extend the system into an augmented symmetrizable
system (see Section [2), and then apply to the resulting system the relative entropy formulation
following [5]. This allows to carry out the convergence results from thermoviscoelasticity to adi-
abatic thermoelasticity, or from thermoviscoelasticity to thermoelasticity under the framework of
hypetheses (LA)-([CI0). The other main result is the weak-strong uniqueness of the system of
adiabatic thermoelasticity (ZI)) in the class of entropy weak solutions.

The article is organized as follows: In Section 2] we embed (L3)-(7) into an augmented system
which is symmetrizable in the sense of [I7]. To motivate this, we first perform an embedding of
the system of adiabatic thermoelasticity ([2) to an augmented symmetrizable, hyperbolic system.
The extension is based on transport identities of the null-Lagrangians |20, [IT], it preserves the
differential constraints (L)) and in particular (L3)-(LH) can be regarded as a constrained evolution
of the augmented system. In Section [3] we calculate the relative entropy identity (B.17) for the
augmented system, which we use in Section [l to prove convergence of solutions of the augmented
thermoviscoelasticity with Newtonian viscosity and Fourier heat conduction to smooth solutions
of adiabatic thermoelasticity in the limit as the parameters pu, k tend to zero. In order to do so, we
place some appropriate growth conditions on the constitutive functions and use the estimates in
Appendix [A] that allow us to interpret the relative entropy as a “metric” measuring the distance
between the two solutions. Analogous results can be found in [I6}[I5] in the context of gas dynamics,
and in [5], including bounds for the relative entropy and the relative stresses for general systems of
conservation laws in the parabolic and hyperbolic case. In Section Bl we treat in a similar manner
the problem of convergence from the system of augmented thermoviscoelasticity to thermoelasticity
in the zero-viscosity limit. Section [@is dedicated to the study of uniqueness of strong solutions for
thermoelasticity within the class of entropy weak solutions. Finally, section [7] uses the analysis of
section [0 in order to prove convergence from entropy weak solutions of thermoelasticity to strong
solutions of the adiabatic thermoelasticity system, so long as the latter system admits a smooth
solution. We refer to [9, [T9] for weak-strong uniqueness for isothermal elasticity, and to [I6] for
weak-strong uniqueness for the full Navier-Stokes-Fourier system. In a class of measure-valued
solutions, weak-strong uniqueness results are available for the incompressible Euler equations [3],
for polyconvex elastodynamics [12], and for the isothermal gas dynamics system [I8].

2. THE SYMMETRIZABLE EXTENSION OF ADIABATIC POLYCONVEX THERMOELASTICITY

We review the system of adiabatic thermoelasticity describing a thermoelastic nonconductor of
heat. The system reads

8tFm — 80/01' =0
atvi - aazia =0

Oy <%|v|2 + e> — 00 (Zinui) =1
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where 3, e are determined by the constitutive theory (L) and r is a given function. Here, z € R3
stands for the Lagrangian variable, t € RT is time, 0; is the material derivative, and the triplet
(F,v,0) is a function of (z,t) taking values in M3*3 x R3 x RT. Under the constitutive theory
(C3) smooth solutions of (Z]) satisfy the entropy production identity
r
on = 5 (2.2)

in accordance with the requirement of consistency of the constitutive theory with the Clausius-
Duhem inequality (see [23] Sect. 96]). It should be noted that the entropy identity ([2.2]) is only
valid for strong solutions. For weak solutions it is replaced by the entropy inequality d;n >
which serves as an admissibility criterion. We always consider F' to be a deformation gradient, by
imposing the constraint

6aFw ZaBFm, iL,a,0=1,2,3, (2.3)
induced as an involution from the initial data.

As the requirement of convex free energy is too restrictive and inconsistent with the principle
of material frame indifference, in numerous works, convexity has been replaced by weaker assump-
tions such as polyconvexity, quasiconvexity or rank-1 convexity [T}, 2]. Here, we work under the
framework of polyconvexity and assume that the free energy 1 (F, 0) factorizes as a strictly convex
function of the minors of F' and 6. More precisely,

W(F,0) = (®(F),0)
where 1) = 1[)(5 ,0) is a strictly convex function on R'® x R* and
®(F) = (F,cof F,det F) € M**® x M>*? x R

stands for the vector of null-Lagrangians: F', the cofactor matrix cof F', and the determinant det F’
defined respectively for d = 3 by

1
(cof Fia = §€ijk€aﬁ’ijﬁFk’Y’

1 1
det F = Eeijkeaﬁ’yFiaFjﬁFk’y = g(COfF)iaFia-

The components ®B(F), B = 1,...,19 are null-Lagrangians and satisfy for any motion y(z,t) the
Euler-Lagrange equation

o0®8
N i -0, B=1,...,19. 2.4
on (%) =0 ’ .
Using the kinematic compatibility equation (21I); and (Z4]) we write
oLl
By — ,
0P (F) = 0y ((’)Fm (F)vz) : (2.5)

which holds for any deformation gradient F' and velocity fields v. This yields the following additional

conservation laws

9 gt F = -2 ((cof F)iavs)

ot Oz~ 2.6
) ’ (2.6)
E(COfF)k'y = %(eijkeaﬁ'ijﬁvi)’

first observed by T. Qin [20].
The stress tensor 3 is now expressed in terms of the null-Langragian vector ®(F’) in the following
way

o d o 008

Bia = g (F0) = 5 ($(@(F).0)) = 525 (2(F),6) 57— (F).
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Additionally, since the first nine components of ®(F') are the components of F, (I3 implies that
we can express the entropy 1 and the internal energy e with respect to the null-Lagrangian vector
O(F'), namely

oF.0) = =22 (5.0) = - 29 o), 0) = ifa(r).0),
oy

00 (5,0) = B(@(F),0) ~ 090 (@(F), 0) = e(®(F), 0),

e(F,0) = (F,0) — 05

where we have defined

R oY
(&, 0) = —5,5(&9),

(2.7)
. - 81/1
€(,0) == v(&,0) —055(£,0).
In summary, we conclude that solutions of adiabatic thermoelasticity satisfy the constraint (2.3)
along with

B 0P
_ I . =
8t<I> (F) 8a ( Fia (F)’Ul) 0

o 008
Drvi — Do (ag—B(‘I)(F),é’) oF. (F)> =0 (2.8)

. B
0 <%|v|2 +é(<1>(F),9)> —a, <%(@(F)79)gza (F>vi> =r

and the entropy production idenity

r

Qii(@(F).0) = (29)
Next, we embed (28], (Z3)) into the augmented system

ODB
B ) —
(9t§ O < i (F)v1> =0

’l/J B
Ov; — (8&3(6 9)8Fm( )) =0

(2.10)
o (3102 +e(6.0)) - ( O 600 <F>vi> —r
2 o¢B OF;q
O0aFig — 0gFia =0
while the entropy production ([29) is embedded into
Di(€,0) = g . (2.11)

The system (ZI0) is formulated via the extended vector (£,v,0), with £ := (F,(,w) € M3*3 x
MB3*3 x R(~ R19). The defining functions v, é and 7 are connected through ).
Next, we claim the extension enjoys the following properties:

1. Whenever F(-,t = 0) is a deformation gradient i.e. satisfies ([Z3]), then F(-,¢) remains
gradient for all times.

2. Smooth solutions of this system preserve the constraints ¢ = ®B(F), B =1,...,19, in the
sense that if F'(-,¢ = 0) is a gradient and &(-,¢t = 0) = ®(F(-,t = 0)), then F(-,¢) remains
gradient for all times and &(-,t) = ®(F(-,t)), for all times; therefore, (Z.I]) can be viewed as
a constrained evolution of the augmented thermoelasticity system (Z.I0).

3. Smooth solutions of ([2ZI0) satisfy the additional conservation law 21T]).

4. Under the Hypothesis (LI0), the augmented system (2I10) is symmetrizable in the sense of

[17.
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Properties 1. and 2. are clear. To put Properties 3. and 4. into perspective, note that (ZI0) is
a system of conservation laws (([LT]) monitoring the evolution of U € R™, n = 23, where

¢ ¢ 82" (F)u;
U=| v |, AWU)= v , falU) = a—“’( €092 (F) |,
0 ol +é(¢,0) §B< 0) 222 (P

with A(U), fo(U) : R™ — R™ the vectors of conserved quantities and fluxes. Next, we multiply
2I0) by the multiplier )
L[ &0
GU) = 7 v ) (2.12)
-1
and use (7)) and the null-Lagrangian property (Z4) to deduce
. r
—0p(§,0) = 9
which is an additional conservation law of the form (L2) with (mathematical) entropy H(U) =
—7(&,0) and entropy flux g, = 0. This yields Property 3.
We place now Hypothesis (LI0) which may be equivalently expressed as

Vee(€.0) >0, ip(€,0) >0, (2.13)

and recall that, in view of (Z1), we have @ = 9—71 > 0. Hence, A : R" — R" is one-to-one and
VA(U) is nonsingular. It is shown in [5] that symmetrizability, i.e. convexity of the entropy H
with respect to the conserved variable V' = A(U), can be equivalently expressed by the positivity
of the symmetric matrix
VCHU) - Y GHU)VA*(U) > 0.
k=1,...,n

The latter is computed,

VEHU) = D GMU)VPARU) = —Vie,0i(¢ 9)+9v<§ve(%|v|2+é<s,9>)

k=1,...,n

=D

gee 0 0
0 3Isxs 0 | >0,
0 0 570
by (CIQ). Hence, [ZI0) is symmetrizable and thus hyperbolic.
The same extension applies to the system of thermoviscoelasticity (3] - (), and the associ-

ated augmented system reads

ODB
B ) —
(9t§ O < » (F)vi> =0

1/} B
atvi <5£B (55 >6F7,oz (F)> = a(lZia

(2.14)
o (5l +¢) -0, ( 2 (e )2 me>=%wMM+@%+r
2 AT
OnFip — DsFe = 0
while the entropy identity takes the form:
D) — e (%“) :vo.eg %(a o) i+ 5 (2.15)
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The extension bears the same properties as listed in the case of adiabatic thermoelasticity.
In Sections @ and Bl we consider thermoviscoelasticity with Newtonian viscosity and Fourier

heat conduction, respectively
Z =pVo p=p(F0)>0,

Q=kVO Ek=Fk(F,0)>0.
We employ (with a slight abuse) the notation
n(&,0) = p(F,0), k(& 0) = k(F,0)

for the extended viscosity and heat conduction coefficients. The augmented systems (Z.10) and (Z14)
belong to the general class of hyperbolic-parabolic systems of the form

(2.16)

AU + O fo(U) = €00 (Bap(U)3sU) , (2.17)

where U = U(z,t) € R", z € R, t € RT while A, f, : R” — R"™ and B, : R® — R™ ", A relative
entropy identity for this class of systems, assuming that the hyperbolic part is symmetrizable in the
sense of Friedrichs and Lax [I7], has been developed in [5] under appropriate hypotheses. In short,
it is required that A(U) is globally invertible, there exists an entropy-entropy flux pair (H, q), i.e.
there exists a smooth multiplier G(U) : R™ — R”™ such that

VH=G-VA

(2.18)
Vo =G - Va, a=1...,d

and additional hypotheses on dissipative structure of the parabolic part. Smooth solutions to
systems (Z.I7T) satisfy the additional identity

OH(U) + 0aqa(U) = 00 (G(U) - Bap(U)03U) — eVG(U)0aU - Bas(U)IU . (2.19)

The augmented system (ZI4)-([2ZT3) is of the form (ZI7)—-(ZI9) with the multiplier G(U) as in
1.

There is available in [5, Theorem 2.2], a general convergence theory for the zero viscosity limit
in (2I7): Namely, an entropy dissipation condition from [I0] is used:

2
there exists {1 > 0 such that Z VG(U)0aU - Bap(U)0sU > MZ ZBQB(U)@;U ,
a,f a | B

which allows dissipation to control the diffusion even for degenerate viscosity matrices, and is shown
in [5] to imply convergence in the zero-viscosity limit for a fairly general setting of hyperbolic-
parabolic systems. Unfortunately, the augmented system of thermoviscoelasticity does not satisfy
this condition and the convergence as the viscosity and heat-conductivity tend to zero will be
handled as a special case.

3. THE RELATIVE ENTROPY IDENTITY

Consider two smooth solutions of ZI4), U = (£,v,0)T and U = (£,9,0)T and set the mathe-
matical entropy H(U) to be the negative of the thermodynamic entropy, —#(&, 6). We define the
relative entropy and the corresponding relative flux

HU|U) = —i(U) +7(U) - G(U) - (A(U) — A(U))

D&, 01E,8) + 3lo o + (7~ )0~ 0) (31)

qa(Ul[j) = Qa(U) - q&(U) - G(U) ’ (fa(U) - fa(U))
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where .
) R _ o
DEOED) =) — b~ 5 EDNE" ~ E%) + 0 - 0),
and using that 1/39 = —17. Throughout the paper, we use for convenience the abbreviation # = #(U),

i =00), P = P(&,0), ¥ = P(E,0) and so on. We write the equations @I4) for each solution
_ o T
U and U respectively, we subtract and multiply by —0G(U) = ( 568 Y (€,0), -7, 1) . Rearranging

some terms we obtain

00 [ 016.00.0) + o~ o + (1~ )0~ B)] - 2:(-00 ~ )

| €0 (G - 2y - <a—¢<¢ 0o (F))(w - )

+

— (Zia — Zia) (i — i) — (Qa — Qa)}
(3.2)
L odB

B N = B 7B Y ; 2
—_o, <a£—3<579)>(§ ~£ >+8a<853<€ 9>> (aFm<F)” oF, )

. < 06 o 00 (F)> (00— 5) + 0u ( X €022 - 20 (F)>

— 00Zia(Vi — 0;) + 0ai(Zia — Zia) + 1 — 7.
Next, we write the difference between equations (2.I5) for the two solutions and multiply by —6 :

Ou(~0(7 — 7)) + Do (9%_ %):_atg(ﬁ_ﬁ)wa@(@_@)

; |

0
7] Q 5 @
< avz za*—a Uz za>9<v99—2V9§—2+

)

S
3

Therefore, setting

0

Q Q 3 Q ; Q
I, =V (5——)—9(% G~ Vo ﬁ),
herer-i5-5)

b 008 9 oo” N - 008
- o, (8—1”(5,@ ‘I’ (F)) (i = ) + 0uts < X602 - 20 (F))
— OaZia (Vi — Vi) + 0a¥i(Zia — Zia) + 11 + T2+ I . (3.3)

Using the null-Lagrangian property (Z4]) and system (ZI4)), it yields
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2 [%(wl«i 0) + l|v — o>+ (7 —9)(0 — é)}

o -~ (0DP o8 o oL -~
+0u| R E0) (G (v~ S (P ) - €. 0) e (P )
(Zza Zza)(vz - U'L) - (Qa - Qa) +§(% - %)]
0% - - ~ L) _ _on _
— 8,0 <77 7+ agf;ge(f 9)(¢" — &P - a_z(e - 9)) —ataa—Z(a— 0)
(0 o OO PP zaea_zay_ O oo o
5 0 ) on _ o - - \[od" R .
— € < 565 (60~ 5g5 €0 + 550 = 0)) +0a <a£—3<s7 9))(m<m - E(F)m)
Bl ) | 9 Bl o -~ 0BT
= Oa (agﬁ & H)GFW( )) (vi — i) + Dali <8§—df;(£’9)8Fia (F) - ag—ﬁ(é,ﬂ)aFm (F)>
— 0aZia (Vi — Vi) + 0aVi(Zia — Zia) + 1 + I + I3
_ -5 O an PP o o
= —0:071(&,01€,0) + 9:€ a¢8 (& 01€,0) — 00 75(0 — 0) + 8555389 (£ 0)(0 - 0)
o8 [ 9y ) np 0" 09"
- (F)ou < (€0 = S5 )) +0, ( S & 0)) (Sa (P - 53w
oBF o -~ -~ N oo’ ) __a<1>B_
- S (F)o, <8§—i<s,e>> (01 = ) + Davi < 60 - 20 0o (F))
— 00Zio(Vi — 0;) + 0ai(Zia — Zia) + 11 + Iz + I, (3.4)
where
E01E.0) = (6,0) = 1(6.0) = ek (E.0)(E” — €)= €00 -0) (35)
Y 9% b 7o 0% Y za0
a¢8 (& ,01€,0): =3¢ &:0) ~ gep(6:0) - agga@(& 0)(&" - &%) - aeBas &0~ 0). (3.6)
Next we observe that, using the entropy identity [2.15]), we have
Y- _ _ 0% . - - _ _
—0054(6,0) (0 0) + 0k 5555(6,0)(0 - 0) = -8 (€,0) (0 - 0)

— 9, <%(a - é)) + %a 6—0)— (V@ Q + aaUZZza + ) (6 —0).
Using the null-Lagrangian property ), we rearrange the remaining terms as follows
- Py <§§—i<g79) ggﬁ @ 0)) < NG )) (B - S )
-9 (o ( A ) D405 < €02 (r) - X En e (F >>
_ o ( X é)) (B - S22 ) o=
+ 0.5 (%(&9) SRS )) (52— 2=m)

Nz o (008 908 N\
+ 0, <a€—3<£,e> (5P - 55 ®) ) .
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Substituting the above relations in ([B4]), we give to the relative entropy identity its final form
. 1 _ _
O [w(£,9|£,9>+ 5|v*5\2+(ﬁ(€79) 7(€,60))(6 9)}

o adB - - _ = (Qa  Qa
‘%Ka@@” 353(59)>3F(F)( — 80+ (Zia — Zia)oi —00) + 0 - ) (L - )}

B B
= ~0u0(E,01E.) + 01" agfg (€.016,0) + 0 ( 2 6)> (5= (F) = g () w1 = 30 (.7

_ 0eP 0B
+ 0.5 ( P60 - 25 € e>> (5 () = o)

() (B ) (08 8) () o0 )
% (% % [4 % [4 % (% 0 0

4. CONVERGENCE FROM THERMOVISCOELASTICITY TO ADIABATIC THERMOELASTICITY

The aim of this section is to prove the convergence of smooth solutions of the augmented
system of thermoviscoelasticity (ZI4]) to a smooth solution of the augmented system of adiabatic
thermoelasticity (ZI0)), as the appropriate parameters vanish. More precisely, consider a smooth
solution U = (&,v,0)T of the augmented system (ZI4), with the constitutive relations (L3,
for a Newtonian viscous fluid Z = puVu, p = p(F,0) > 0, Fourier heat conduction @ = kV6,
k= k(F,0) >0 and r = 0. Also, let U = (§,9,0)T be a smooth solution of ZI0) and (LH) with
7 = 0. The goal is to show that U = (¢,v,0)T converges to U = (§,7,0)” as p, k — 01 and we will
accomplish this by “measuring the distance” between the two solutions via the relative entropy.

Under these assumptions, the relative entropy identity ([B) can be written as

p@mém ﬂvaﬁ+m%wﬂ

o b — _ \oeB v/
o, l T“/;(g, 9)—%;(5, 9)>E(F)(Ui )+ i~ 70) + (0 — Ok
f—&%@ﬂ§®+&@§%@ﬂ&@

|ve|2 )

— 0k

2
- éu@ (4.1)

Before we proceed, let us impose the growth conditions on the extended variables é and 7,/; Upon
setting
Elp.gr := [F[P 4 IC1" + |w]"
for the vector £ = (F, {,w), we postulate the growth conditions

C(|‘£|p7q7r + 96) —c<é(§,0) < C(|§|p,q,r + 92) +ec, (4.2)
0p| + [0c| 7 +Z|5w¢|f”’2 —0, (4.3)
|Elp,q.r+0% 00 €lp.q.r + 0
and R
|09} |

im =10 4.4
|€lp.a.r 600 [€lp,q,r + 0F (44
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for some constant ¢ > 0 and p >4, ¢,r,¢ > 1. Under theses assumptions, we establish some useful
bounds on the relative entropy in Appendix [A] and these bounds are employed in the following
theorems. Moreover, we define the compact set

Tars = {(€5,0) = [F| < M,|C| < M, 0| < M,Jo| <M, 0<6<6<M}  (45)

and also from now on we denote by I(¢,v,0/€,9,0) the quantity 0H (U|U), namely

I(‘fa%ﬂéﬂﬁ) = ¢(€a9|ga é) + %l?} - /U|2 + (ﬁ - ﬁ)(e - é) (46)

Now we are ready to prove the theorem of convergence, recovering a smooth solution U = (¢,9, )7
of ZI0), (TH), in the adiabatic limit as u,k — 0F. Let us denote the solution to ([ZI4) (with
r=0), (CH), @I6) by U, = (£, v,0)7, to emphasize the dependence on the parameters y and k.
To set up the problem precisely, we consider the viscosity and thermal diffusivity as depending on
parameters pg, ko measuring their respective amplitudes

p=pu(F0;pm0), k=k(F,0; ko)

and tending to zero, p — 0 and k£ — 0, in the limits pg — 0 and ky — 0, respectively. We work
in a periodic domain in space Q7 = T? x [0,T), for T € [0, 00). Throughout we consider the case
d = 3 (the analysis also covers the case d = 2 with less integrability requirements p > 2). The
theorem reads as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Let U, be a strong solution of the system

BB
B _ o =
8B — a, ( T (F)UZ) 0

ol B
Dyvi — <a§B (& )aFm (F>> = 0 (H0avi) (4.7)

a B
o (%W +é) - (aéé (& e)aFm( M) o)

satisfying

ve) A 48)

A [Vol?

6,577 8a (k/’ 9 02 + p 9
accompanied by th(i conséitutz;ve relations (L3) with initial data Ug,k and defined on a mazximal
domain Qr~. Let U = (£,9,0)T be a smooth solution of the system of adiabatic thermoelasticity
M) (Z10), [I3) with ¥ = 0 and initial data U° defined on Qr, 0 < T < T*. Suppose that
ng(f 0) > 0 and s (&,0) > 0 and the growth conditions [{-3), [#-3), [@-4) hold true. If U € T s,

for some M,§ > 0, then there exists a constant C = C(T') such that for te0,T]

/I(Uu,k(t)m(t))dxgc(/ (U° L 1T°) dac—l—//(u@ 9” kWa((S))lQ)dxdt) . (9

Moreover, if

for some positive constants o, ko then whenever the data satisfy

1' el B 4.11
kwlt?—m (U, xlU") dz =0, i)
we have

sup /I(Uﬂﬁk(t)m(t)) dr — 0, as ko, o — 07". (4.12)
te[0,T)
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Proof. Integrating the relative entropy identity ([@J]) and using the estimates (A.8), (A10), (A1)
and (A.12)) we have

4 [ e 0y [0(ulTE 50 o
0 0 e[ 00 ¢.0 / o B
< [ 10:8lie. 016.0)| + 106" | 555 (€. 0.0)| + |00 (525 (€.0)| | (55— () = Se=(P)(wi = 50

dx

0 W o (028 DB
< 20 - 25 0)) (55 - 5=
1/2 _ 1/2 1/2 = 1/2
+ (/ 7H|V0v|2 d:p) (/H@@ dx) + ( §k|v0§|2 d:p) </k¥ d:p)
5 L[ |Vof? vo|? 1 V|2 vo|?
gc/l(&v,als,ﬁ,a)dag+§/9(,ﬂ 0”' 5 9| ) da + = /(w' g' +k%) dz,
%5;@ (&,0)

2 2
jt/ (€., 9|£,v9)d:c<C/ f,v0|£,v0)d:ﬂ+;/< ool | IVOF )

for some constant C' = C' (|8¢9_|, |0:€],

, |8a61-|) . Therefore it holds

0 0

Then, Gronwall’s inequality implies
[ 160,000, 8(6),00) dx < [ 1(€0°,0°8,,8°) do

[ o S ) e

(4.13)

and ([@9) follows immediately.
Finally to show (1), we first observe that integrating ([1)3 in T¢ allows to obtain the uniform
bound

1
[ 5lP+eenar<c. (4.14)
Ta 2
which in turn, by [@2]) and assumption [I0), implies the uniform bounds

Hu(f,@)@(:v,t)HLl(W) S ,uOC and Hk’(f,@)HLl(Td) S k/’oc,

for all t € [0, 7] and some C > 0. Consequentially, the last term on the right hand-side of (£9) is
also uniformly bounded

/ /( ALIC )>| +k|v§((;))|2>dxdt§(uo+k0)C’

and given (A1), the convergence result [@LI2]) follows by taking the limit ko, uo — 0 in @39). O

Remark 4.1. 1. The Hypothesis [@I0) on the viscosity and heat conductivity coefficients: (a) It
indicates that p, k tend to zero as the parameters g, kg — 0. (b) The dependence on (F, 0) satisfies
the uniform bounds (£I0) in terms of the internal energy. To our knowledge there is no sufficient
available information regarding the behavior of such constitutive functions for large deformations
and temperatures (F,6) to gauge how meaningful such technical hypotheses are. Nevertheless,
under the growth hypothesis (2] the constant functions u = ug and k = ko satisfy (ZI0).

2. Although Theorem [£Tlis stated at the level of the augmented system, this convergence result
holds when comparing thermoviscoelasticity (L3)-(L7) with adiabatic thermoelasticity 2.1))-(22).

5. CONVERGENCE FROM THERMOVISCOELASTICITY TO THERMOELASTICITY IN THE ZERO
VISCOSITY LIMIT

Here, we consider again a smooth solution U, ; = (£,v,0)T of ZI4), (LH), with Z = uVv,
p=p(F,0) >0,Q=*kVO, k=Fk(F,0) >0 and r = 0. The aim is to compare U, ; = (§,v,0)T
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with a solution Uy = (&,9,0)T of @I4)-(LH) with Z =0, Q = kV0, k = k(F,0) > 0 and 7 = 0.
Applying these assumptions, the relative entropy identity ([3.17)) becomes

0 [#e06.0) + 3o o + (- D0 - 0)

oL o0B _ ~ _ [ Vb vo
~ 0 [(6,53 3 e%ag—B(s 0>>8Fm (F)(0s = 00) + s (0 = 0 + 0 = ) (] ke)}
|Vol? Vo Vo
+0u= g + Ok (77?) (5.1)
B w opB 0P8 _ .
= T E D) + 087 0 €06 D) + 0 i 6 (G (1) = D2 (7)) i)

. P 0pB oPB Vo Ve\ Vo, - ~
+ Da Ty <agB (€,0) — aTB(g 9)> (8Fm (F) — B (F)) +pVo - Vo + (7 - 7) 7(%7%).

We work as in the previous section, using the results of Lemmas [AT] and [A3] to prove con-

vergence of smooth solutions for the system of thermoviscoelasticity to solutions of thermoelasticity
in the limit as pu — 0%.

Theorem 5.1. Let U, ), be a strong solution of [{.7) under the constitutive relations (I15) with
initial data U}, and let Uy be a smooth solution of (Z1J)) subject to (L3) with Z =0, Q = kV,
7 = 0 and initial data U°. Suppose that ngj(f, 0) > 0 and 1g(&,0) > 0 and the growth conditions
(2-2)-({Z4) hold true. Suppose additionally that

0<d<0(xt),

92

k(£.0)
(&, 0)0] < Cuolé(&,0),
for some constant C' = C(ko). If Uy € Tars, for all (z,t) € Qr and some M,5 > 0, then there
exists a constant C' = C(T, ) such that

/I(Uu,k<t>|0k<t))dx30</ (U2 4109) dw+//(u9 ;’ ')dwdt>.

k(& 0) + < Cé,0), (5.2)

(5.3)
Also, whenever
: 0 770 _
we have
sup /I(Uu7k(t)|Uk(t)) dv — 0, aspg— 07. (5.4)
te[0,T)

Proof. Following along the lines of the proof of Theorem 1], we integrate (G.1]) and use (A.S),

(A.10), (A11), (A12), (A1) and B.2) to get

4 vl Vo o

Elr
Ou5en (€.0)

W) O 0P 0pE
<3€B<£,> D€ e)) (S - 5

() ([ )

/ 0117(E, 01, D) + 10" (5=~ 2= - 2

T U (0160 +

+ |8a17¢| dx
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_ /2
|V0|202 k 2 1
() ) (G0
2
Sc//1(§7u79|£71779‘)dx+%/ < |V5|2+k(v99 Vé)@) ) i
1 | 1—}| V_|202 k 2
+2/<M0 ] + 0 E(g——> dzx
2 a 2 _12
<C/I(£7v,0|§_7177§)dx+%/5<M|V;| +k<%@_%ﬂ> ) dm+%/<w|V§v| ) do,

O 25 (£.)

|

eyl

for some constant C' = C' (|8¢9_|, |0:€],

we obtain

[ 1600100 a0 < e [ (GBI 4 5 0P 4 6 - )6 - 0) o

1 tecms) [Va(s)|? .
+2/0 /ue() T dsd

which gives (53)). The result (54, follows from (5.2])1, by arguing exactly like Theorem EJ] and
by taking the limit po — 0 in (B3). O

s 10004, 4, ko) . Applying Gronwall’s inequality

6. UNIQUENESS OF SMOOTH SOLUTIONS OF ADIABATIC THERMOELASTICITY IN THE CLASS OF
ENTROPY WEAK SOLUTIONS

In this section we consider an entropy weak solution of the adiabatic thermoelasticity system
@), @3), (CT). The solution (F,v,0)T satisfies the weak form of the conservation laws (1)) and
the weak form of the entropy inequality

We employ [I1, Lemma 5] which states:

(6.1)

I3

Lemma 6.1. Let y : [0,00) x T3 — R3 with regularity y € WH(L?(T?)) N L>=°(W1P(T?)) with
p >4, and let v = 0wy, F =Vy. Then (F, cof F,det F) satisfy (2.6]) in the sense of distributions.

The regularity p > 4 is necessary in the case of 3 : [0, 00) x T3 — R3. For maps y : [0, 00) x T? — R?
it is replaced by p > 2.

Using the lemma we conclude that, within the regularity framework of Lemmal[G.Il the extended
function (&,v,0)T with ¢ = ®(F) is a weak solution of the augmented thermoelasticity system,

ODB
B vr )
i€ O ( i (F)vz> =0

’l/) B
Orvi — (agB €050 <F>> =0 (6.2)

1 O 0P
o (5'“'2 +é(5a9)) —a (85—1@(6,9)8171_& (F)vl) =,

and satisfies the entropy inequality

in the sense of distributions.
From now on we restrict to weak entropic solutions of the augmented system (6.2)) :
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Definition 6.1. A weak solution to (6.2) consists of a set of functions & := (F,(,w) € L>(LP) x
L>(L9) x L>(L"), v € L>=(L?) and 0 € L>(L"), with

(91/) B (91/) oB
aEB (55 )ana (F) € Ll(QT)7 8§B (57 )aEa (F)vl € Ll(QT)

which satisfy (63) in the sense of distributions. The solution is said to be entropy weak solution,

Eia =

if in addition, satisfies the inequality (6.3) in the sense of distributions.

We require the exponents p > 4, because, in view of Lemma [G.I] the quantities cof ', det F'
satisfy the weak form of the conservation laws ([2:6), what allows to extend an entropy weak
solution of (ZT]), ([GI)) to a weak solution of the augmented system (6.2) satisfying the entropy
inequality (6.3)).

As before, a strong solution (typically in W1>°) of (62) satisfies the entropy identity
r
g

Consider an entropy weak solution (&, v, )" and a strong solution (£, 7,0)” and write the difference

Ou) = (6.4)

of the weak form of equations (G.2]) to obtain the following three integral identities

/(«EB —&%)(2,0)¢1(2,0) dz + /T /(53 — B0,y d dt

B B
/ / (g;}; Joi — g;}; (F)Ui) Ot dz dt, (6.5)

/(v —0;)(x,0)p2(x dw—f—/ / i — U;)02 dx dt

/ / <5€B aFm (F) — %(5 0) g?m( )) Oatp2 dx dt | (6.6)

T
/<%|v|2+é%|ﬁ|2§> (x,0)p3(x,0) dz+/ /<%|v|2+é%|5|2§> Oy dx dt
) B o~ OBB
/ /(agB aEa (F) Ui — 8§B (5) )aﬂa (F) i) aa¢3 dx dt

_/O /(7‘ — Py da dt, (6.7)

for any ¢; € CHQr), i = 1,2,3. Similarly, testing the difference of ([G3) and (64) against
¢4 € CHQr), with ¢4 > 0, we have

/(77 7)(2,0)¢a(z,0) dzf// at¢4d$dt>/ / - — )¢4dzdt. (6.8)

We then choose (¢1, o, #3) = —0 G(U)p(t) = (— BEB (f 0), —v;, 1)Tp(t), for some ¢ € C} ([O,T)),
thus ([638), ([G.6) and ([G.7) become

/< 88511)3(5 é)(fB 3 )) d:v+/ / 8§B éB)@l(t)dxdt

- 7/:/ [at( ang €0)(E" — &) +0n (agﬁ (& é))(gi (Fyvi — g?i (P

/ (—i(v; — ) (x, 0)p(0) dx + /0 ' / i(vs — ) () da dt

and

pdzdt, (6.9)
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- [ [ (agB >§;‘12<F>> o

[ P O o 0P
+8avi <5£B (55 )ana (F) - 8§B (&7 )aEa (F>>

/( vf® + e——|v|2—é)( dx—i—/ /( lv|? + e——|v|2 ) '(t) da dt
/ /T—r t) dx dt. (6.11)

For inequality (6.8]), we choose accordingly ¢4 := p(t) > 0, ¢ > 0 so that

- [ @ - )0 (0) do- / [ aa
//at ﬁ—i—@(g—g)}ap(t)dxdt. (6.12)

Adding together (6.9), (610), (G.II) and (6.12) and recalling (Z.6]), we arrive to the integral relation

/(«E,U 0|¢,9,0)(x,0)p dx—i—/ / (€,v,0\€,0,0)¢ (1) dx dt

pdrdt, (6.10)

and

T
0 55

o (8—1”(«5 9)) (5 - 5 (F))(wi =)

+0 uz(g?z (F) - gjﬁi (F)) (gg—i(g,e) - gg—i(g, D) +©-0)(5-5) e arar (©13)

From here on we consider the case that the terms » = 0 and 7 = 0 and use (613, and proceed to
prove recovery of smooth solutions from entropic weak solutions. The result is stated below:

Theorem 6.1. Let U be a Lipschitz bounded solution of (6.2) subject to the constitutive theory
(I3) in Qr with initial data U° and U be an entropy weak solution of (62)-(63), (L3) with initial
data U°. Suppose that Vgﬁ)(é, 9)7> 0 and 19(&,0) > 0 and the growth conditions ({.2), (1-3), -4
hold for p >4, and q,r > 2. If U € T'pr5, for all (z,t) € Qr, and some M, 0 > 0, then there exist
constants C1 and Cy such that

/I(U(t)|U(t)) dr < C’leCZt/I(UOWO) dx (6.14)
for any t € [0, T]. Thus, in particular, whenever Uy = Uy a.e. then U =U a.e.

Proof. Let {¢y,} be a sequence of monotone decreasing functions such that o, € C$([0,7)), ¢, > 0,
for all n € N, converging as n — 0o to the Lipschitz function

1 0<r<t
tf
o(r) = T4l t<r<t+e
13
0 T>t+e¢

for some £ > 0 and take the integral relation (G.I3]) against the functions @,,:

— — T — —
/ 1(6,0,01€,5,8)(z, 0) 0 (0) dx + /0 / 1(6,0,0)6,5,0)¢, (7) de dr
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. B
z—/o / [—atencs,em,e)mts 5r (6.0

O - -\ [0DB 0P8 .
+aa (85—3(5’9)> (ana(F) - aFla(F))(’Uz 7’01')

0.7 (g%(m - %(F)) <§§—ﬁ(5, 6) - o5 € 9))] u(7) da dr (6.15)

Passing to the limit as n — oo we get

t+e
/I(f,v,9|€,ﬁ,é)(9€,0) dx — é/t /I(«E,U,GE,T),@) dx dr

B B n n
+aam<a@ o 0P F><a¢ A

E( )*aFm( ) &5—3(579)*%—3(5, ))] dx dr
and then using the estimates (A.8)), (A10), (AI1) and (A12), as e — 0T, we arrive at
t
I(&,0,0|€,0,0) dedt < C I(¢,0,0|€,0,0) dx d I(&,0,0|€,0,0)(x,0)d
Jrevsgonaas<c [ |10t [ 1600000 d

for t € (0,7); which in turn implies (GI4) by Gronwall’s inequality. O

7. CONVERGENCE FROM ENTROPY WEAK SOLUTIONS OF THERMOELASTICITY TO STRONG
SOLUTIONS OF ADIABATIC THERMOELASTICITY

As already noted in [12] the problems on asymptotic limits are quite connected to weak-strong
uniqueness results for weak (or for measure-valued) solutions. We illustrate this point in the present
section by performing a convergence from entropy weak solutions of the thermoelasticity system
with Fourier heat conduction to strong solutions of the adiabatic thermoelasticity system.

Let (F,v,0)T be a weak solution of the system of thermoelasticity

8tFm — 8avi =0

o oo B
Ouvs — Do (ag—B(w),e) T <F>> =0

R (7.1)
I S oY 0P8
- d(F — — | P(F F; | =
at (2|U| +€( ( )’9)) aOt <3§B ( ( )59) ana( )Uz aa(kaae) +7“
aaFiﬁ - aﬁFia =0
that satisfies in the sense of distributions the weak form of the entropy inequality
. Vo Vo2 r
_ ) > . )
041 (2(F),0) — (k: ; ) >kt g (7.2)

Lemma shows that for y with sufficient integrability properties (p > 4 for dimension d = 3)
the weak form of the transport equations (Z0) is satisfied. Hence, the extended function (¢, v,6)7,
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& = ®(F), is a weak solution the augmented thermoelasticity system

ODB
B v )
i€ O ( i (F)vz) =0

0y o5 B
Orv — ( Ser (€05 <F>> =0

(7.3)
) <3|v|2+é> - (aw (£,0) B( F)v ) = 00 (kDu0) + 7
2 B OFa
OaFis — 03Fiq =0
and satisfies the inequality
B — O ( V;) > k'V;"Q +3 (7.4)

in the sense of distributions.
Henceforth, we restrict to weak entropic solutions of (T3)), (4)); these will be functions U =
(¢,v,0)T, with regularity

€:=(F,¢,w) € L®(LP) x L=(L) x L>®(L"), wve L>®(L?), 6 L>(L",

B
Sia = 8‘1@(5 DS (F) € 1M@r), Tiav € 1'Qr), KV0E L'(@1)
2
R ent@n, KOl e, fertan

that satisfy ([Z3]) in the sense of distributions and the inequality (4] again in the sense of distri-
butions.

It is natural to consider the class of entropic weak solutions, since, in general, smooth solutions
of thermoelasticity can break down in finite time due to the formation of shocks. Stability analysis
similar to Theorem 1] can be performed between an entropy weak solution U = (£,v,0)T of (Z3)),
(Z4)) and a strong conservative solution U = (£, 9,0)” of the augmented adiabatic thermoelasticity
system (62), [@4). The main point is to derive the relative entropy identity ([B) under the
regularity framework of weak entropic solutions of thermoelasticity. The reader should note that
the formal calculations of Section B]leading to ([B7) are performed for smooth solutions. However,
a close survey of the calculations indicates that, when dealing with entropy weak solutions, it
would suffice to derive the identity ([B3]) in the sense of distributions for entropy weak solutions.
The reason is that the remainder of the derivation of (B requires only algebraic manipulations
involving the strong solution U that can be directly performed. The derivation of the weak form
of B3) is accomplished by an argument similar to the proof of (613 in Section [l We conclude:

Theorem 7.1. Let Uy be an entropy weak solution of the system (7.3),(7-4]), with r =0, subject
to the constitutive relations (I3) with data UY and defined on Qr«. Let U = (£,9,0)T be a smooth
solution of the system of adiabatic thermoelasticity (Z10),(211),(T3) with ¥ = 0 and data U°
defined on Qr, with 0 < T < T*. Suppose that ng/;@,@) > 0, 79(£,0) > 0 and the growth
conditions [{-2), ({-3), (#-4) hold for p > 4, and g,r > 2. If U € T'p15, for some M,§ > 0, then
there exists a constant C = C(T) such that

/I(Uk(t)|U(t))dx§C’</ (U)10% dz+/ / g dzdt) ,

forte[0,T]. If
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for some positive constant ko, and the data satisfy limy, o+ [ I(U£|UO) dx =0, then
sup /I(Uk(t)|U(t)) dr — 0, asko— 0T
t€[0,T)

Proof. The proof follows Theorem [l The only difference is that the derivation of the relative
entropy identity and ([I3]) need to be performed in the class of entropy weak solutions of ([T3)).
This is done following the ideas used in Section |

APPENDIX A. GROWTH CONDITIONS AND AUXILIARY ESTIMATES

In this appendix, we prove under the growth conditions (L2)-(3)) on the extended variables é
and 1& useful bounds on the relative entropy. These bounds are employed to prove the theorems
in Sections @HZ

For convenience, let us recall the growth conditions

c(|€lp,gr +0) — ¢ < €(€,0) < c(|Elpgr +0°) + ¢ (A1)
0] + 106017 + 1Bl _ o)
[€]p,q,r+0°—00 |€|;D,q,7‘ + 9
and .
|00

m o =0 A3
1€1p,q.r+0¢—00 |E]p.g,r + 0F (A.3)

for some constant ¢ > 0 and p > 4, g,7,¢ > 1.
First we prove the following lemma.

Lemma A.1. Assume that (£,9,0) € T defined in [@EX) and let ) =é—0feC3 Then
1. There exist R = R(M,0) and a constant C > 0 such that

o0oB oB8  _ [ 9y o
E(F)_E(F)) <a§—B(€a 0) — 853 E 0) ) ‘ <

‘ ’ (A.4)
_ JCUlpar +67), Elp.gr +0°> R
CF = FP+[¢= P+ |w = +10 = 07), [lpar+0° <R
for all (€,9,0) € Tars.
2. There exist R = R(M,0) and a constant C > 0 such that
o - C(l€lp.q,r + ez)v €lp.q.r + ‘>R
(e 01E.0)| < I o e (A.5)
3 C(F = F"+ ¢ =¢" + [w—w["+ 0 = 0]7), [§lp.ar +0 <R
for all (€,9,0) € Trs.
3. There exist R = R(M, ) and a constant C > 0 such that
oo 09" _
(5t - 55 ) =m0
_ =12
¢ (1elpar+0+ 257, Y S I

CF —FP+1[¢ =P+ lw—a]* +10 — 0] + v —9%), |€lpar+0 +[v]> <R
for all (£,9,0) € Tars.

Proof. Choose R sufficiently large so that T'yss C Br == {(£,v,0) == |&|pqr +0° + |02 < R}
Moreover, we define the compact set

Tars = {(&0) = |F| <M,|{|<M,|o| <M, 0<§<0< M},
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for which, then, also holds FM 5 C BR ={(&0) = [&pgr+ gt < R}. We divide the proof into 3
steps.

Step 1. To prove the first assertion, we first consider the case |¢, . + 0 > R. Using Young’s
inequality and assumption (A2), we have for (£,6) € T'y.s

‘(%(F) - o) (%(e,m -2 9))
< CL(L+10r0] + (1+ 0cd]) - (L+ |FD) + (1 + [0ud]) - (1 + |FI%)
< CallElpaur + 09 + Cs (05| + 10577 + 0,917 + 1)
< Cal(lpar +0° +1)
< (€l +0)
On the domain [€],,q,- +6° < R,

PP ) o)~ -
(57, ")~ 57, <_ "o ”)

SO(F = FP+¢ =P + lw— @ + 0 - 0),

) 0dP
WhereCnéix{V(f,e) (8«53(57 0) OF.. (F)) ¢
Step 2. Using ([B3.6), Young’s inequality and (A2]), we obtain

N _ . . .
a—?(«s,ws,e) < 05| + 00| + 10wd] + CL(IF] + I] + ] + 6) + Cs

< C3 (108 ] + 1001 7T +10u3177 ) + Ca([€lp.qr + %) + Cs
< C(lelpar + ")

for [€],q.r +6° > R and (€,0) € Ty 5. In the complementary region |£], ., +6° < R

g—?m& 6)| < CQF — FP+1¢ - E2 + hw— o> + 16 — 82),

V?g,eﬂ/;(& 9)‘ :

Step 3. To prove (A6, we proceed in a similar fashion. First, for [£|, ., + 0° + |02 > R and
(€,0,0) € Tars, we have

for C' = max
Br

2

0B 0P8  _ 0P8 0P8 _
R - (- < L) - ()] 4 Lo -
(55 P = 55 P) =] < 3| r) = G ) + 40—l
C _ 52
< D ip e ppe o+ 2
o2
<y ppp+ L0
=12
< (Ielpar +0+ 5

Then for [£],.4.» + 0° + [v]?> < R and for all (£,v,0) € T 5, we also get

2

B B _
o py -2 < Ci(F - FI?

oF. )—aFm(F)

SC(F = FI* + ¢ = ¢ + [w — o] + |0 - ),
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here € = maxV a(I)B(F) O
where Cy = max Vi { 57— .

Using the results of Lemma [Al we can now bound I(¢,v,0|¢,7,0) as the following lemma
indicates.

Lemma A.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma [A1],
1. There exist R = R(M,6) and constants K1 = K1(M,d,c) > 0, Ko = Ko(M,d,¢) > 0 such
that
[(67 U70|g7 1_)7 é) Z
K
B+ 410, hart 64 b >R (A)
 Ka(1F = FPHIC = CP 4w — @410 — 02+ v — 3%), [Elp,qr+ 0+ v < R

for all (€,9,0) € Trs.
2. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that

7(&,01€,0)| < CI(E,v,0/¢,0,0) (A.8)

for all (€,9,0) € Trrs.
3. There exist constants Ky, Ko such that

I(&,v,0/¢,0,0) >
K — ~ _
- f(lﬁ*ﬁlp,q,ﬂr 10— 01" + [v—3/*), |lp.grt 0+ v° >R (A.9)
K F = FP4IC = P+ w — @ +10 — 02 +]v — 8%), [€lpgr+ 0"+ [0 < R

for all (€,9,0) € Trs.
4. There exist constants C1,Ca,C3 > 0 such that

DB o8 _\ ([ 9y o - - -
(E(F) - E(F)) ((%-—B(gae) - 85—3(659)> < Cll(f,v,9|€,v,9) (AlO)
‘g—?(&ﬂ&@) < Col(&,0,0(¢,0,0) (A11)
an o098 0P8
<5Fm (F) - 5Fm (F)) (vi - ’Di) < C3I(§ﬂv;9|§_a1_);9_) (A12)

for all (€,9,0) € Tars.

Proof. Let (£,0,0) € Ty s and choose r = r(M) = MP + M? + M" + M* + M? for which
Cars C Br = {(&,0,0) 2 |€]p.qr + 0° +|v|*> < 7}. We divide the proof into four steps.
Step 1. Note that (£, v, 0|, 7,0) can be written in the form

I(f,’u,ﬂé,’f},é) :é—i—aFWF—F)—541&(C—5)—5w¢(w_w)—ﬁé+%|v—ﬁ|2-

Consider first the region |¢], 4. + 0° + [v]*> > R, for R > r(M) + 1. Using Young’s inequality and
(Ad), (A3) we deduce that by selecting R sufficiently large we obtain the bound

o _ 1 )
1(6,0,6/¢,5,0) > min { 5} (€lpasr +0°+10) —ali, )| — eal| F1+ 1€+ ol — calo] e
> K1([€]p.gr + 0° + [v]*) — c1](&,0)] — s
K
> 71(|§|p,q,r + 0 + |U|2)-

for some constant K; and |¢, 4. + 0° + [v]? > R.
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In the complementary region |€p. 4. + 0° + [v]? < R, it holds

(E,v 01¢,,0) = OH(A(U)|AD))
= 0[H(A(U)) — H(A(D)) — Hy (A(U))(A(U) — A(U))]
> min {0Hyy(AU))}AU) - AD)P,

since H(V) is convex in V := A(U) = (&, v, E)T. Hence,

U0 = /O C%[A”(TA(U)+(177)A(U))]d7

(TAU) + (1 = 7)A(U)) dr| |A(U) — A(U)|

< ClAW) - A,

where )
C = sup / V(A ) (TAU) + (1 —71)A0)) dr| |A(U) — A(U)| < o0.
UUeerlifg 0
Therefore
16, v,006,5,0) > 2|0~ UP,

for Ko := 6 min {0Hyv (A(U))} > 0.
UeBRr
Step 2. Now, to prove (AR for |¢|,.4.» + 0+ |v|> > R, for R > (M) + 1, we use the growth

assumption (@) to get
BEOED &)
7 = 7=
€lp,q,r+0¢—00 |£|P,Qﬁ“ +0 [€lp,q,r+6t—00 |£|p,q,r +0
and
[7(€, 01, 9)]

1€l p,q,r+0 +v|2—00 |€|pqr + 0¢ + |v|? B

On the complementary region [£], 4. + 0° + |v]?> < R,
96008, 0) < e[V, il | — FI+1C — T+ — ol 19 — )
< CI(&,v,0/€,9,0)
by (A7).

Step 3. Since (£,9,60) € T'ar5 C By, there holds
|F = F[P 4+ |¢ = C|" + jw — @[ + |6 — 0] + [0 — o]
< (F|+ MY + (1¢] + M)+ (o] + M) + (0 + M) + (jo] + M)?
Since

(|F| + M)P + (|Z] + M)? + (Jw| + M)" + (0 + M)* + (Jv| + M)?
1€]p,qr+0%+|v[2 =00 €lp.q.r + 0° + |v]?

we may select R such that
| = FIP+[¢ =" + Jw — @ +[0 — 0] + v — 5]
<2(|FP + (|7 + |w|” + 6 + [v]® + 1)
when |¢], .-+ 0°+ [v]? > R. Thus (A9) follows.
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Step 4. The proof of (AI0) and (ATII) follows from (A7) and Lemma [AJ] by an argument
similar to Step 2 using (A2). It remains to show (AI2) in the region |¢|, ., + 0° + [v]*> > R.

USiDg (Ma (Im) and (é,’[},é) € F]\/I,éa

2

8(1)3 8(1)3 _ B 1 a(I)B 8@3 B ) .
‘(aﬂa(F)aFw((F)) (viivi) §§ 8—F(F>76—F(F) +5|’U*’U|
< CL(1 4 |F|Y) + CoI(€,v,0(€,9,0)

IN

C(|€lp.gr +6°) + C2I(€,v,0/,7,0)
S Cl(ga v, 9'5’ /Da g) )
which completes the proof. O

Lemma A.3. Under the assumptions of LemmalAdl, and given that

92
0<d<0(x,t), and k(& 0)+ —= <C'é(&,0), (A.13)
k(€. 0)
there exists a constant C' = C(8) > 0 such that
0> |k k| M.
— === <CI v A.14
R e (NN (A14)

for all (€,9,0) € Tars.

Proof. Consider first the region ||, + 6° > R. Using the assumptions ([(AT3) and because of
(A1) we have
2
0% [ k?
<OCi—|(—=+1
=G (92 + )

92

< Cé(g,0)

02|k _k
k1o 0

for all (£,0) € T'pr5. Then bound (AZ) yields (AI4) in this region. In the complementary region
|€|p.g.r +0° < R, since 0 < § < 6 there holds
2

02k k _ _
—|=—=| <C(F—-FP+|0-07
|5 —5| <CUF—FF+10-07),
for all (€,6) € I'yr.5. Hence, (A9) implies (A14). O
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