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Analysis of a Cahn-Hilliard-Brinkman model for tumour growth
with chemotaxis
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Abstract

Phase field models recently gained a lot of interest in the context of tumour growth
models. Typically Darcy-type flow models are coupled to Cahn-Hilliard equations. How-
ever, often Stokes or Brinkman flows are more appropriate flow models. We introduce and
mathematically analyse a new Cahn-Hilliard-Brinkman model for tumour growth allowing
for chemotaxis. Outflow boundary conditions are considered in order not to influence tu-
mour growth by artificial boundary conditions. Existence of global-in-time weak solutions is
shown in a very general setting.
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1 Introduction

Tumour growth models within the framework of continuum mechanics have been successful in
describing many phenomena relevant for medical applications, see for example [6, [11, [18, 24, 132,
34, 144, 145]. First models based on differential equations focused on biochemical driving factors
inhibiting or promoting the growth of the tumour. In the last twenty years also mechanical
effects have been included in continuum mechanics based PDE modelling. Some simple models
rely on a one species theory and more complex models use a multiphase mixture theory. All
are based on fundamental balance laws and they differ in different mixture assumptions, in
different constitutive laws involving the mechanical stresses or in different ways to account for
cell adhesion mechanisms.

In the simplest case an equation of Darcy-type relating the velocity to the pressure gradient is
proposed, see e.g. [10,19,125,134]. This is motivated by the heterogeneous internal microstructure
of the tumour and in particular by the fact that the extracellular matrix (ECM) is considered as a
porous media. Some models take aspects such as residual stress, plastic effects and vicoelasticity
into account, see e.g. |4, 5]. Other authors, see e.g. [21, 22, 23], use Stokes flow which can be
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motivated as an approximation of viscoelastic behaviour on sufficiently large time-scales. This
seems to be a valid assumption as the time-scale of tumour growth is much larger than the
relaxation times of viscoelastic biological materials, see [3, [21] for details. Cell-cell adhesion is
typically modelled either within a sharp interface context leading to a free boundary problem
involving the mean curvature of the interface, see [22, 24, 50], or within the context of phase
field models of Cahn-Hilliard type, see [11, 132, [39].

In the following, we will consider a Cahn-Hilliard-Brinkman system for tumour growth. For a
bounded domain  C R?, d = 2,3, and a fixed time T" > 0, we consider for Q := Q x (0,T) the
following system of equations

div(v) =T'y(p,0) in Q, (1.1a)
—div(T(v,p)) + vv = pVe + (Xo0 + Xp(1 — ¢))Vo in Q, (1.1b)
O + div(pv) = div(m(p) Vi) + Ty(p, 0, 1) in Q, (1.1c)
p=e 1 (p) - eAp — xp0 in Q, (1.1d)
Oo + div(ov) = div(n(p)(xe Vo — xo V) = To(p,0,p) in Q, (1.1e)
where the viscous stress tensor is defined by
T(v,p) = 2n(¢)Dv + A(p)div(v)I - pI, (1.2)

and the symmetrised velocity gradient is given by
1 T
Dv = §(Vv +Vv').

In (LI)-([T2), v denotes the volume-averaged velocity of the mixture, p denotes the pressure,
o denotes the concentration of an unknown species acting as a nutrient, ¢ € [—1, 1] denotes
the difference in volume fractions, with {¢ = 1} representing the unmixed tumour tissue, and
{¢ = —1} representing the surrounding healthy tissue, and p denotes the chemical potential for
¢. The functions m(-) and n(-) are positive functions representing the mobilities for the phase
variable ¢ and the nutrient density . The constant ¢ > 0 is related to the thickness of the
diffuse interface. Moreover, the functions n(-) and A(-) are non-negative and represent the shear
and the bulk viscosity, respectively. The constants x, and X, are non-negative and related to
the nutrient diffusion coefficient and the chemotaxis parameter. The right hand sides I'y, I', and
I', account for volume changes due to growth, growth of the tumour, and sources respectively
sinks for the nutrients.

Furthermore, we define the free energy density of the nutrient by

Xo
N(p,0) = “Flol® + xpo (1 = ¢), (1.3)

and we denote the derivatives of N by

ON ON
Ny = % = Xo0 +Xso(1 - ‘P)7 Ncp =g T T X0



Thus, we can rewrite (L)) as

div(v) =Ty (p,0) in Q,
—div(T'(v,p)) + vv =uVey + N,Vo in Q,
e+ div(pv) = div(m(e)Vu) + Tp(p,o,p)  in Q,

p=e 9 (p) —eAp+ N, in Q,

0o + div(ov) = div(n(¢)VN,) — I'y(p,0,1) in Q.

By n we will denote the outer unit normal on 9f2, and d,¢g := Vg-n is the directional derivative.
We equip the system with the following initial and boundary conditions

Onpt = Onp =0 on 00 x (0,T) = %, (1.4a)
n(p)XeOno = b(0s —0) on X, (1.4b)
T(v,p)n=0 on X, (1.4c)

¢(0) = @0, (0) =09 in Q, (1.4d)

where g, 09, 0 are given functions and b is a positive constant.

1.1 Modelling aspects and comparison with other models

In the following, we interpret and motivate the model under consideration. Furthermore, we
give a comparison with other previous diffuse interface models in the literature.

e The phase field variable ¢ satisfies a convective Cahn-Hilliard-type equation with an additional
source term I',, whereas the nutrient concentration is governed by a convection-diffusion-
reaction equation. The fluxes in (I.1c]) and (I.1e]) are given by

Tp = —m(0)Vi = —m(p)V(e ¢ (p) — eAp — x,0),
Jo = —1(¢)V(Xo0 — Xop)-

There are two non-standard terms in the definition of the fluxes. On the one hand, we have
the term m(p)V(x,0), representing chemotactic mechanisms which drive the tumour cells
towards regions of high nutrient. On the other hand, the term n(y)V(x,p) produces active
transport mechanisms, which means that the nutrient cells are moving actively towards the
tumour cells. For a detailed explanation of these mechanisms, we refer to [32].

e When considering diffuse interface models for two-phase flows, there are two approaches that
are commonly used to define the velocity. One possibility is to use a barycentric/mass-averaged
velocity, leading to rather complicated expressions for the mass balance equations. We refer to
the work of Lowengrub and Truskinovsky, cf. [42], where the authors generalised the so-called
“Model H¥, see [36]. In our model, we use a volume-averaged velocity of the form

V =u1Vy + uagvo,

where u;, v;,7 = 1,2, are the volume fractions and the velocities of the fluids 7. This leads to
a more simple expression for the balance equation (LIal), involving only the source terms and
the densities of the single fluids. In this context, we refer to |1, 18, 132].



e The source terms in the divergence and phase field equations are strongly related to each other.
Indeed, denoting by I';, ¢ = 1, 2, the source terms of the single components, one obtains

r, T r, T
I’g(,:—Q——1 and Ty =—2+—

P2 p1 P2 P
where p; and ps are the mass densities of the pure components. In the specific case that there
is no loss or gain of mass locally, one obtains I'y = —I'; =: T". It was deduced in the work [32]
that
Iy =cly,

where the constant ¢ depends only on the pure densities of the tumour and healthy compo-
nents, p; and ps.

e There are two choices for the source terms I', and I', which are commonly used in the
literature. One possibility is to take

[y = (Po—A)h(p), T';=Ch(p),

where P is the proliferation rate, A the apoptosis rate and C is the consumption or nutrient
uptake rate. Furthermore, h is an interpolation function satisfying h(—1) = 0 and h(1) =1
(e.g. h(p) = min{1, max{0, 2(1 + ¢)}}). These kind of source terms have been considered in
[17, 31, 149]. Tt is worth pointing out that in the tumour region {¢ = 1}, the growth of the
tumour is proportional to the supply of nutrient, whereas in the healthy region {¢x = —1}, the
nutrient uptake is neglected due to the fact that the uptake of nutrient in the tumour region
is much larger.

Another possible choice for the source terms is given by

Iy =P(o)(o —xpp—p), T'o=-T,

with a non-negative proliferation function P(-). In |37], it has been suggested to take P(p) =
po(1+ ¢)4. One could also choose P(p) = po(1 — ¢?)x[-1,1]() With x[_1 1] being the charac-
teristic function on the interval [—1, 1], as suggested in [26] in the case x, = 1. We also refer
to [13] for the case x, = 0.

e A very important feature of our model is that the source term I’y may depend on ¢ and o.
Although this condition is of high practical relevance due to the relation between I'y and I'y,
many authors have worked with prescribed source terms I'y, not depending on variables of the
diffuse interface model, see e.g. |28, 41]. This is related to the fact that boundary conditions
of the form

v=00on9dQ or v-n=0on 0,

require a source term I'y which fulfils the compatibility condition:

/ I'ydz = / div(v)dx = / v-ndHt = 0.
Q Q G19)

Also in the case of inhomogeneous boundary conditions in the form given above, a compati-
bility condition has to be satisfied. In the case of a solution dependent source term, it is in



general not possible to fulfil such a condition. In the literature, there are only a few contri-
butions in this direction, see e.g. [29], where they consider a quasi-static nutrient equation.
Nevertheless, we have to assume that I'y, is a bounded function. Otherwise, we would have to
estimate triple products of the form

/ I'yppde, / I'vNyodz,
Q Q

without having any a-priori-estimates on the solutions. However, in practice this does not
lead to restrictions as ¢ and ¢ take bounded values in applications.

The energy of our model is given by

B Vp0) = [ (L0t0) + 5176 + Ng.o)) o (15)

where the first two terms describe the classical Cahn-Hilliard free energy. The last term is
given by (L3)) and consists of two parts.

The first term in (L.3]) leads to increasing energy of the total system generated by the presence
of the nutrient. The second term in (3] accounts for interactions between tumour and
nutrient species. Indeed, for physical relevant values ¢ € [—1,1] and o € [0, 1], we observe
that the second term attains its minimum when both ¢ = +1 (tumour region) and o =
1. This results in chemotaxis and active transport mechanisms, driving the tumour cells
towards regions with high nutrient supply and vice versa. In particular, without interaction
the nutrient will only be driven by diffusion. For a more detailed motivation of the energy,
we refer to 32, 137].

The term T'(v, p)n characterises effects due to friction on the boundary. Therefore, (L4D) can
be referred to as a “No-friction“ condition and is quite useful in applications, see |33, App.
III, 4.4]. This condition is very popular for finite element discretizations of the Navier-Stokes
equation since it appears naturally in the variational formulation of (LIbl). In numerical
simulations, it can be used to implement boundary conditions in an unbounded domain, for
example a channel of infinite length. In this context, we also want to refer to the so-called
classical “Do-nothing“ boundary condition

g—:l —pn = 0, (1.6)
see e.g. [38]. Although (L4d) is of higher physical relevance, both (L4d) and (6] are
less reflective than a Dirichlet boundary condition and therefore more useful in numerical
applications.

Equation (LLID) is a Stokes-like equation, also referred to as the Brinkman equation when
A() =0, n(-) = n for a constant n > 0 and I'y = 0. The Brinkman model, which is
a modification of Darcy’s law, was first proposed by H.C. Brinkman in [9] to model phase
separation of isothermal, incompressible binary fluids in a porous media. This model has been
analysed by several authors, see e.g. |1, 43].



The term uVp 4+ N,Vo acts as a force in the momentum equation. Furthermore, the more
general form of the stress tensor can be verified by the theory for isotropic, linearly viscous
fluids, see |20, 135]. The shear viscosity 7(-) characterises the resistance of the fluid to shear,
whereas the bulk viscosity A(-) models the response of the fluid to changes in volume.

There are only a few contributions treating the case with variable viscosity, see [14, |15, [16,
40, 48].

1.2 Notation and preliminaries

We first want to fix some notation: For a (real) Banach space X we denote by ||.||x its norm, by
X* the dual space and by (.,.)x the duality pairing between X* and X. For an inner product
space X, the inner product is denoted by (.,.)x. We define the scalar product of two matrices

by
d

A:B:= > ajby for A,BeR™
jk=1

For the standard Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces with 1 < p < oo, k£ > 0, we use the notation
LP = LP(Q) and WkP .= WkP(Q) with norms ||.]|z» and ||.|[jyx.» respectively. In the case p = 2
we use H* := W*2 and the norm ||.|[x. For 3 € (0,1) and r € (1,00), we will denote the
Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces on the boundary by LP(9Q) and W57 (9Q) with corresponding
norms ||| o9y and [|[lys.rgq) (see [47, Chap. 1.3] for more details). By L?, whr HF
LP(99) and WP (052), we will denote the corresponding spaces of vector valued and matrix
valued functions. For the Bochner spaces, we use the notation LP(X) := LP(0,T;X) for a
Banach space X with p € [1,00]. For the dual space X* of a Banach space X, we introduce the
(generalised) mean value by

1/ . 1
vgi=— [ vdx forvel', wvi=-—(vl)x forveX".
o o=t

Moreover, we introduce the function spaces
LE={wel* wg=0}, H¥%={weH%: dyw=0on 00},
(HY)§={f € (H")*: f&=0}.

Then, the Neumann-Laplace operator —Ay: H! N L3 — (H')% is positive definite and self-
adjoint. In particular, by the Lax-Milgram theorem and the Poincaré inequality (see (L.7al)),
the inverse operator (—Ay)~1: (H)s — H'N L3 is well-defined, and we set u :== (—=Ay)~1f for
f € (HY)} if ug =0 and

—Au=fin Q, Jyu =0 on 0.

We have dense and continuous embeddings H%, C H' C L? ~ (L?)* C (HY)* C (H%)* and the
identifications (u,v) g1 = (u,0) 12, (u,w) g2 = (w,w)2 for all u € L2, v € H' and w € HZ,.

We also want to recall Poincaré’s inequality with mean value for H': There exists a constant
Cp depending only on €2 such that

I£llz2 < CPUIV Iz +Ifal) VfeH, (1.72)



or equivalently
If = fall2 < CplIV £l VfeH. (1.7b)

For convenience, we also recall Korn’s inequality (see [12, Thm. 6.3-3]): Let Q c R% d = 2,3,
be a bounded domain and u € H!. Then there exists a constant O depending only on € such
that

1
2

|ullg < Ck <HuH%Q —i—/QDu: Dudm) : (1.8)

We will also use the following Gronwall inequality in integral form, see [30, Lemma 3.1]:

Lemma 1.1. Let o, 8, u and v be real-valued functions defined on [0,T]. Assume that « is
integrable, B is non-negative and continuous, u is continuous, v is non-negative and integrable.
If u and v satisfy the integral inequality

u(s)—i—/os(dt<a /5 (t)dt for s € (0,71,

then it holds that for all s € (0,T]

u(s) + /0 T o(t)dt < als) + /0 T (A1) exp< /0 tﬁ(r)dr)dt. (1.9)

Furthermore, we will use the following generalised Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality:

Lemma 1.2. Let Q ¢ R d = 2,3, be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary and f €
wmrn L4, 1 <q,r <oo. For any integer j, 0 < j < m, suppose there is a € R such that

o d d d J
j——={m—-——]a+(1—-a)|——], =<a<l
p r q m

Then, there exists a positive constant C depending only on Q,d,m, j,q,r, and o such that

1D fll o < CULF ISy 111 (1.10)

The following interpolation inequality will also be of importance:

Lemma 1.3. (/27, Thm. II.4.1])Let Q C R% d = 2,3 be a bounded domain with Lipschitz
boundary and let u € WH4 with q € [1,00). Assume

€lgq(d=1)/(d—q)] ifq<d,
€ [g,00) ifg>d.

Then, the following inequality holds:

D-a), tal-1)
[l o0 SC(HUH “ullfra + lfull e " 2/l 1.0 ) (1.11)

where C' = C(d,r,q,Q) and o =d(r — q)/q(r — 1).



We will also need the following theorem concerning solvability of the divergence equation:

Lemma 1.4. ( [27, Sec. IIL.3]) Let Q@ C R%, d > 2, be a bounded domain with Lipschitz-
boundary and let 1 < g < co. Then, for every f € LY and a € Wlfl/q’q(aﬁ) satisfying

/Qfda::/ma-nd%dl, (1.12)

there exists at least one solution u € Wh4 of the problem

div(u) = f in Q,

u=a on 0f.

In addition, the following estimate holds

[allwie < CUIf e + llallwi-1/aaa0)): (1.13)
with C' depending only on  and q.

Finally, in the Galerkin ansatz (see Sec. 3) we will make use of the following lemma (see |2]
for a proof):

Lemma 1.5. Let Q € R%,d = 2,3, be a bounded domain with C%'-boundary and outer unit
normal n and 1 < q < co. Furthermore, assume that g € W44, £ € LI, ¢ € WL with r > d,
and the functions n(-), \(-) fulfil (A3) (see Assumptions[21l below). Then, there exists a unique
solution (v,p) € W24 x Wha of the system

—div(2n(c)Dv + A()div(V)I) + vv + Vp=1f a. e. in Q, (1.14a)
div(v)=¢ a. e inQ, (1.14b)
(2n(c)Dv 4+ A(c)div(v)I —pI)n =0 a. e. on 0f2, (1.14¢)

satisfying the following estimate

IVllwzae + [IPlwe < CUIE L + lgllwra), (1.15)
with a constant C' depending only on 1o, M, Ao, ¢, |[c[lyrr and .

Remark 1.6. (i) The statement also holds for a boundary of class W2 " for some 1 > d.
For a deeper discussion of this less restrictive condition, we refer to |2].

(ii) Solutions of (I.I4) are stable under perturbations of f, ¢ and c.

(iii) In [2], they consider the case when A(-) = 0 and with an inhomogeneous boundary condition
in (LI4d). Using straightforward modifications, the result can be generalised to the case
A(+) # 0. Indeed, using (L14D), the terms involving A(+) can be transformed into the r.h.s.
of (LL.14al) and ([I.I4cl), respectively.




(iv) Since ¢ € W with » > d, the products 2n(c)Dv and A(c)div(v)I belong to W4 for
v € W24, This results from the boundedness of the operator

o W x Whe 5 W r(w,v) — wo,

for 1 < g <r < oo, r>d, which is an easy consequence of the estimate
1 1 1
[wollyre < CUlwllpeo [vllpra + lwllyrrllollipe), ===+~
qQ p T
and the embeddings Wb — L*°, WL «— Whe Whe — [P, The latter embedding
follows since

1—

S| =
SN
vV
3|

|
ISHE

=
|
Q| =
[V
|
[ | =
Q|

2 Main result

We make the following assumptions:
Assumptions 2.1.
(A1) The constants €, x, and v are positive and fixed and x,,, b are fixed, non-negative constants.
(A2) The mobilities m(-), n(-) are continuous on R and satisfy
mo <m(t) <mi, nog<n(t)<n VteR,
for positive constants mg, mq,ng, n1.
(A3) The viscosities fulfil n, A\ € C*(R) with bounded first derivatives and
m <nt) <m, 0<At) <X VteR, (2.1)
for positive constants 7y,7; and a non-negative constant Ag.
(A4) The functions I'y, and I', are of the form
Lo(p,0,1) = Ap(p,0) — Op(p, o),
Lo(p,0,1) = Ao(,0) = O5(p,0)p, (2.2)

where 0, 6, : R? — R are continuous bounded functions with 6, non-negative and
Ag, Ay R? — R are continuous with linear growth, i. e.

0i(p,0)| < Ro, |Ai(p,0)] < Ro(1+ o[ + o) forie{p0}, (2.3)

such that
[Tyl + To| < Ro(1 + [o] + |of + |ul) (2.4)

for some positive constant Ry.



(A5) The function T'y € C*(R2, R) is assumed to be bounded, i. e.
ITv(@, o) <0, (2.5)
for a positive constant ~g.
(A6) The function 1 € C%(R) is non-negative and satisfies
Y(t) > Rt — Ry VteR (2.6)
for some positive constants Ry, Ry, and either one of the following holds:
1. If 8, is non-negative and bounded, then there exist positive constants R3, R4 such that
()] < Rs(L+[t),  ['(1)] < Ra(L+[t]), [@"()] <Ry VEER. (2.7)
2. If 8, is positive and bounded, that is
Ry >0,(t,s) > Rs >0 Vt,s€cR, (2.8)

then
" ()] < Re(1+t|7), ¢ €[0,4), (2.9)

for some positive constants R;, i = 5, 6.

Furthermore, we assume that

1 22
-> —X. 2.10
€ ~ XaRl ( )
(A7) The initial and boundary data satisfy
0o € L2(0,T; L*(09)), o€ H', og€L? (2.11)

Due to the relation of € to the thickness of the diffuse interface, which is typically very small,
(210) in general means no restriction.
We now introduce the weak formulation of (LT, (L4):

Definition 2.2. (Weak solution for (II]), (I4])) We call a quintuple (¢, o, 1, v, p) a weak solution
of (LI)) and (L4 if
0 € L0, T; H') N L*(0,T; H*) nW2(0,T; (H)*)
o€ L®(0,T; L%) N L2(0,T; HY) n W3 (0, T; (H')*)
pe L20,T; HY), veI20,T;HY), pelL3(0,T;L%

)
)

such that

div(v) =Ty a.e. in Q, ¢(0) =g a. e. in £,
<U(0)’<>H1 = <O-0,<>H1 VC € Hl’
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and

/QT(v,p): V® +vv-Pde = /Q(,chp + N,Vo) - ®dz, (2.12a)
Orip.B) 11 111y = /Q —m(Q) Vi VO + T, dde

- /QVQD -v® + o'y @de, (2.12b)

/Q pddr = /Q eV (p)® + eV - VO — y,0Pda, (2.12¢)

(000, @) g1 (1) = / —n(p)VN, - V® — T, odz
Q

- / Vo -v® 4+ ol'y®dz + / b(0o — )P, (2.12d)
Q o0

for a. e. t € (0,T) and for all ® ¢ H', ® ¢ H'.
The main goal of this work is to prove the following existence result:

Theorem 2.3. (Weak solutions for (I1), (1.4)) Let Q C R%,d = 2,3, be a bounded domain
with CY-boundary 0. Suppose Assumption[21l is satisfied. Then. there exists a weak solution
quintuple (p, o0, u,v,p) for (I1), (I-4) in the sense of Definition [Z2. Moreover, the following
estimate holds:

H(p”Loo(Hl)mLz(HQ)mwl,z((H1)*) + HUHLOO(LQ)QLQ(Hl)mWI,%((Hl)*)

1
ety + 82 Mol zzanyy + 11 4 )

) + ||div(ov)]|| 4 <C, (2.13)

+ ||V||L2(H1) + Hle(SDV)H Lg((Hl)*) —

3
L2(L2

for a constant C depending only on the initial data, the domain Q0 and the parameters of the
system, but not on (¢, 0, u,v,p).

3 Galerkin approximation

We will construct approximate solutions by applying a Galerkin approximation with respect to
@, pand o and at the same time solve for v and p in the corresponding whole function spaces. As
Galerkin basis for ¢, u and o, we will use the eigenfunctions of the Neumann-Laplace operator
{w;}iew that form a basis of L?. We will choose w; = 1. By elliptic regularity, we see that
w; € H% and for every g € H% with gy == Zle(g,wi)szi we obtain

k k k k

Agy = Z(g,wi)LgAwi = — Z(g,)\iwi)szi = Z(g,Awi)szi = Z(Ag,wi)szi,

i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

where )\; is the corresponding eigenvalue to w;. Therefore, Agy converges strongly to Ag in L?.
Again using elliptic regularity theory, we obtain that g, converges strongly to g in HJZV Thus

11



the eigenfunctions {w;};ew of the Neumann-Laplace operator form an orthonormal Schauder
basis in L? which is also a basis of HJZV
We fix k € IN and define

Wy = span{wy, ..., w }.

Our aim is to find functions of the form

k k k
nlta) = b Owia), eltw) = S W), onltia) = 3 dBwi(a)
=1 i=1 i=1
satisfying the following approximation problem:
/Q&e@kvfm = /Q —m(p) Vg - Vo + Ty v — (Vo - vig + @y i )vde, (3.1a)
/Q,ukvdx = /QeVgok Vo + e W (o)v — Xp0xvde, (3.1b)

/ Oropvdr = / (k)Xo Vor — XoVer) - Vo = Tg v — (Voy - vi + o3y i )vda
Q Q
+/ b(0oe — o )vdHIL, (3.1c)
o0

which has to hold for all v € Wy, where I'y 1 = Tyu(pk, ok, i), Top = Lok, ok, ) and
I'y i = I'yv(¢k, ok). Furthermore, we define the velocity v and the pressure py as the solutions

of (LI4) with
f = Vor + NopxVor, g=Tvr c= g,

where

0
Ny j = %N((Pm(fk) = Xo0k + Xo(1 — @r).

Using the continuous embedding H12v — L and (A5), straightforward arguments yield that

1Ny + Ny Vo € L, Ty € H' N L™

Therefore, by Lemma [[5, we obtain that (vg,pr) € H? x H! and the following equations are
satisfied

—div(T (v, pr)) + vvi = pVor + No Vo, ace. in Q, (3.1d)
div(vg) =Ty a.e. in Q, (3.1e)
T(Vi,pr)n =10 a.e. on Of). (3.1f)

We define the following matrices with components

(Sk)ji = / m(pr)Vw; - Vw;de, (Sk)ji = / n(er)Vw; - Vwjde V1 <i,j < n,
Q Q
and introduce for all 1 < 4,7 <n the notation
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gk = Lw/<wk>wjdx, W= W)
(Maq);ji ::/ wjw;dH, Sij ZZ/sz"ijdxv
o0 Q
G;‘; = F‘P(@kaaknu’k)wj’ Gk = (Glf’ ""Gl]z)T’

5
1
S— 5

FU(SDkJ,O-kuuk)wja Fk = (Flk?"'aF/f)T,

A ToowjdHI™! »F = (2F L EhT

S—

o0
(CF)ji = vai‘vkwja (D)5 1=/szwj1“v(80k,0k),

and we denote by d;; the Kronecker-delta. Furthermore, we define ak = (al, ...,ag)T7 bk =
(bF, ..., b0)T and ¥ == (cf, ..., cf)T. Inserting v = wj, 1 < j <k, in (Ja)-(BId) and using the

above introduced notation, we get a system of ODEs equivalent to (3.1a))-(3.1cl), given by

d

&ak — —sk b* + GF — (C* + D¥)a*, (3.2a)
bk = eSaf + e 1pF — y,cF, (3.2b)

d

ack = SF(xpa" — xoc®) — F* — (C* + D*)cF — bMpyac® + b2F, (3.2¢c)

where v, pi are defined as above. We complete the system with the following initial conditions:

(a*);(0) = / powidr V1 <i <k, (3.3a)
Q
(c")i(0) = / oowidr V1 <i <k, (3.3b)
Q
where we have
k
‘ > @)0wi| < lleoll g
=1 H1
k
Z(Ck)l(o)wz < ||UOHL2'
=1 L2

Substituting ([3.2B) and v}, into ([B.2al), [B:2d)), we obtain a coupled system of ODEs for a* and
c¥, where Sﬁb, Sfl, C* and D* depend non-linearly on the solutions a* and ¢*. Owing to the
continuity of m(-), n(-), ¥’'(+), I'v(:,-) and the source terms and due to (A3) and the stability
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of the system (LI4) under perturbations, we obtain that the r.h.s of (8.2)) depends continuously
on (a”, c).

Therefore, the Cauchy-Peano theorem ensures that there exists T} € (0, o] such that (3.2]), (3.3])
has at least one solution triple a*, b¥, c* with a*, b* c¥ € C1([0,7}), R¥) (where we used the
relation (3.2B) for b¥). Hence, (3.1a)-([3.Id) admits at least one solution triplet (¢, px, o) €
CH([0,T7); Wi)3.

Furthermore, we can define v and py as the solutions of (B.Id))-(B.If). With similar arguments
as above, we obtain that (vy(t),px(t)) € H? x H! for all t € [0, T}).

4 A priori estimates

In order to derive a-priori estimates, we will show energy estimates using the energy (LXH).
However, the source terms I'y, I', and I'; will make the a-priori estimates non-trivial.
Let 6;; denote the Kronecker-delta. We choose v = biw; in BTa), v = %afwj in (3.1D) and

v= X(,cfwj + X (015 —af)wj in (B.Ic) and sum the resulting identities over j = 1, ..., k, to obtain

d
at Jq

+/Qm(80k)|vmc|2+”(80k)|VNa,k|2dl“+/mbxa|0k|2d7'ld_l

_ €
e (k) + §\V<Pk!2 + Nk, or)dx

= /Qr%k,uk — kaNU,kdx + /39 b(UOONmk — Uanp(l — gpk))d/]-[dfl

- /(Vﬂﬁk v + el )k + (Vo - v + 03Ty ) Ny pde. (4.1)
Q
where we used that 9
Ny = %N(gok,ak) = —XeOk-

For the Stokes subsystem, we would like to multiply (8.1d]) with v and integrate over Q2. Then
we would have to get an estimate for p; without having any a-priori-estimates on the solutions.
Therefore, we use the so called method of subtracting the divergence.

Due to the assumptions on § and I'y (in particular I'y , € L* for all £ € IN) and using Lemma
L4 there exists a solution u; € Wh4, ¢ € (1,00), (not necessarily unique) of the problem

div(uk) = Fv,k in Q,

1
u, = m (/Q kadx) n =:a; on 0f),

satisfying for every ¢ € (1,00) the estimate

Jukllypra < €l kll Lo (4.2)

with a constant ¢ depending only on g and Q. We remark that (ILI2]) is fulfilled since

1
/ ar -ndH"! = —— (/ rv,kdx>/ n - ndH*! :/kadx.
00 109 \Ja 0 0
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Multiplying (B.1d]) with v —ug, integrating over Q and by parts and using ([3.I€)-(B.11), we end
up at

/ Qn(cpk)]ka\Q + y]vk]2dx = / 2n(pr)Dvy: Vug + vvy - upde
0 0
+ /Q(,U%V(,Ok + No,kVO'k) : (Vk — uk). (4.3)
Summing (A1) and [@3)) gives
g -1 € 2 2 2
a V(er) + 5IVerl™ + Nlow, ox)da + A 2n(ew)| Dvg|” + vivg|"da
+/Qm(80k)|vuk|2 + n(or) |V Ng i *de + /(99 bXolow|?dH !
= / Pap,k‘,u'k — Fo,kNo,kdx +/ b(O’OONJ,k — ka¢(1 — (pk))d}[dil
0 0
— /Q(Vﬁﬂk cug, + @y )k + (Vo - ug + o'y 1) No pda
—i—/ 2n(pr)Dvy: Vug + vvy - ugde. (4.4)
Q
4.1 Estimation of the Stokes terms

Using Hélder’s and Young’s inequalities, (2I)), (28] and (£2) with ¢ = 2, we see that

‘/ 20(or)Dvy: Vug + vvy - wpdz| < 20| Dvi ||l Vuglpe + v villge a2
Q

2
v n v
< mllDvils + lvalis + Ca i (B4 5) o5, @)

where C(q, |€?|) is the constant arising in (£.2]).

4.2 Estimation of the boundary term

Using again Holder’s and Young’s inequalities together with the trace theorem, we see that

/8 . (0o Nyt — o X (1 — ) ) dHE?

bxo 20x;, | bx
S5 HUK‘H%?@Q) + ( x £+ 2¢ (12 + H%H%?(aﬂ)) + b(xe +XU)HUOOH%2(89)
bxo
< 22 owla00) + C1 (1+llpklin ) + Callowol 2200, (4.6)

2

where

2bx%2 b
Cl = < Y z + %) (|Q| +Ct2r)’ C2 = b(XQO +XU)’

lea

and Ci, is the constant resulting from the trace theorem.
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4.3 Energy-inequality for non-negative 0,

First of all, we want to deduce an estimate for the L?-norm of . Inserting v = b;“'wj into (3.10)
and summing over j = 1,..., k, yields

/ \Mk\zdw = / 6_1¢,(@k)ﬂk +eVor - Vi — Xporpupde.
Q Q

Using Hoélder’s and Young’s inequalities together with the assumptions on ¢ (see ([Z1)), we
obtain

||| 72 S/ﬂe134(1+\wk!)!MkHdekHWM+xso\0kHuk\dw
1 2 2R? 2 € 2 2 2
< §HukIIL2 + 6—24(|Q| + [lorllz2) + g(Hvsoka + IVikl2) + x2llowll 2,

and consequently

AR%
w72 < 6—24(|Q| +llerllz2) + (I Verlit + IVuelzz) + 2xG lowl72. (4.7)
By the specific form ([2.2)), we observe that

Ty (ks Ohs )ik = N (ks 0k it — O (ks k) |11

Therefore, we can neglect the non-positive term —0,(¢k, o%)|ux|? on the r.h.s. of (Z4). Using
(23) and Hélder’s inequality (in the following, we will write A; ;= A; (¢, o) for i = ¢, 0), we
can estimate the first term on the r.h.s. of (£4]) by

‘/ Ap itk — Dok (Xook + Xo(1 — ¢1))da
Q

< A kllzlliell 2 + (1Aonll 2 + Rollall 2) (IXo ok + X (1 = @r) 12)
1
< Ro((1+ xo) (17 + llenllg2) + (14 xo)llowll p2) [l 2
1 1
+ Ro(I921> + llenllzz + llowll z2) (xe QU2 + Xollowll 2z + Xellerllz2)-

Using Young’s inequality, we obtain

< Sllpellze + Cas(1 + llprllze) + Casllonl7 (4.8)

‘/Q Ap itk — Do (Xook + Xo(1 — o)) da

with constants

3R}
Cus = (B0 30 + o (143 +02) ) (14 19,
2

3R
1= 5 (14 X0)* + Ro(1 + X0+ x7)
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and ¢ > 0 to be chosen later. It remains to estimate the third and fourth integral on the r.h.s. of
(#4). Using (23), (£2]) and the continuous embedding L>° < L4 for all ¢ € (1,00), we observe
that

Ik llwia < elg, DTy kll e < (g, DT vkl Lo < g, €2,70),
for all ¢ € (1,00). Using Holder’s and Young’s inequalities and the continuous embedding
Whi < L% ¢ € (3,00), we obtain

/Q(Vwk “ug + oply k) prde| < ([Verllpzllurlipe + [1@rl g2l gl oo )l 22

< C(g, [T il oo (VL2 + 1@l 2) [l ] 2

2
15 C (g, 122
< WOGIW (o2, 1 1VorlEa) + ollZe, (49)

for all ¢ € (3,00) and with 6 > 0 to be chosen later. With similar arguments, we deduce for
€ (3,00) that

/Q(Vak'ukﬂLUka,k)No,kdfv < (C(q,|92)) 55+C6)(1+||80k\|L2+||0k||L2)+5||V0k||L2, (4.10)

with

WEXGL+ 1) +3x2)
C5 5 = =
' 26
and & > 0 to be chosen later. Furthermore, using Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, we deduce
that

, Cs = <1+Xo+ XQ—SD(lJF ’Q\)>,

1o Vot = IV Nok + X Verllte < 201V Nokllzz + [Ixe Veorllza)- (4.11)
In the following, we fix ¢ € (3,00) and we denote by Ck the constant arising in Korn’s inequality.

Choosing 0, d small enough and using (2.1)), [2.6), (£5)-(@II) in (£4), we obtain the following
energy inequality

d _ € Xo
7 |c Y (ok) + §|V80k|2 + 7|0k|2 + Xpok(1 — @ )da
0
min(n07’//2) 2 mo 2 XO' bX
— Q2 [Viellg + THV!%HL? + IVorliz + =2 HUkHL2 09)
K
~ 2 2 2 b
< Co(1+ [IVerlliz + llollzz + llosllzzon) + R_l(Hw((Pk‘)”Ll + Ra|€2), (4.12)

with a constant Cj depending on the system parameters, but not on k € IN. Integrating with
respect to time from 0 to s € (0,7] gives

e Hwler(s)l g + EHV%( Ee + 22 5 llow(s iz + /stﬂk(s)(l = ¢r(s))dx
/ min 770,1//2

OX(%' on

vkl + —HVﬂkllm + IVoklte + =57 lloklZzon)dt
(62)

_ ~ 1
s@(Lw%¥>T+%/vaﬁHWwﬁﬁu—mem&

+ ||000||L2(0TL2(8§2) ‘W(@O)HLl +5 HSDOHHl + HJO||L2 (4.13)
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Since o € H', o9 € L? and ¥(pg) € L' by assumption (Iﬂ), we observe that

Cr =€ Hw(wo)llr + 5 HsooIIHl +% 5 ool < oo

Using Hoélder’s and Young’s inequalities together with (m), (2.10]), we obtain

/ Xo0k(x,8)(1 — pi(z, s))dx
Q

3Xo 9 XpR2 23
< Xo X2 | e g
< g llok(s) 72 (er(s)lpr + <XUR1 + - €2
3\ 1 X5 R2 2x2
<~g low(s)ll72 + 2_€||71Z)(90k(5))”L1 + ( le +—] 19l (4.14)

Substituting (@I4]) into (Z13)) yields
. 1 € xo
min { 5.5 5 L (Dl + 190160 + (o))

min ?7077/ 2 0X<2,— bx(,
/ / vilid + 22 00mils + "2 Vo2 + 2 o 2 oyt
Co1+7)+Cr+ [ CuIVulia + ol + 1ol + o s aom (419
where , )
. _ Rs|Q| XePR2  2x5 Cy
Cy = Cy(1 Q, — 5.
b max{ b< + R ) X0R1+ w ] \,Rl
Setting

a:=Cy(1+T)+ Cr + ||owlli20 200> B = Cbs
and noting that

a (1 + /0 Bexp (/Ot Bdr) dt> = a(1 + exp(Bs) — 1) < aexp(BT),

an application of Lemma [[T] to (LI30]) gives

sup ([¢(er()l g2 + [Ver(s)lg2 + llow(s)172)
s€(0,7T

T
+ /0 IvllZ + IV al2e + [V orle + lowll 2z ondt < C. (4.16)

with a constant C' depending only on 7" and the system parameters, but not on & € IN. In
particular, we remark that C does not depend on b. In the following, we will use the constant
C (only depending on the system parameters and 7', but not on k& € IN and b) as a generic
constant which may change even within one line. Using assumption (2.6]) and (4.7)), an immediate
consequence of (£TI6]) is given by

T
sup Ilow(s)ll gt + / a3 < (4.17)
s€(0,7T 0
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4.4 Energy-inequality for positive 0,

We assume that the assumptions (2.8)-(2.9) for 6, and 1) are valid. Then, arguing as above, the
specific form of T',, yields

Tyt = Mg gtk — 0 (01, o) |12

We move the second term on the r.h.s. of this equation to the Lh.s. of (@4]). Then, we can
perform exactly the same estimates as in the last subsection, except from (£7)). We remark
that estimate (4.7) was the only reason why we needed assumption (2.7)). Again chosing § and
6 small enough, we arrive at the following inequality (compare ([4I5]))

. 1 e Xo 2 2
min { 5.5 52 LUl + 1904060 + (o))
s R nox> b
2 2 5 2 ToX 2 X 2
+/O Cuallvell +mollVinllrz + =7 il =5 1Vorlivz + 5 llowllze o dt

<CO+T)+0r+ /0 CUIVrlZs + llowllZa + (o)l ,)dt + 0w a0z r2ony, (418)

with C7 as defined in the last subsection. The reason why we have the term mo|Vug|/fe instead
of %Hv,uk”ig is that we do not use (7). Notice that we still have

[0l L2 < o0,

since
(o)l < CA+ llgollzs) < C(L+ [lgollfn) < oo

due to assumption (23] and the continuous embedding H! < LS.
Again applying Lemma [[LT] from (£I8]) we obtain

sup ([[¢(k(s)ll 1 + [Ver(s)|i2 + low(s)ll72)
s€(0,T7

T
2 2 2 2
+/0 Iville + el + [IVorlze + lowllz2o0)dt < C. (4.19)

With similar arguments as above, assumption (2.6]) yields

sup_|[k(s)ll g < C. (4.20)
s€(0,T7]

4.5 Estimation of the pressure

Taking the scalar product of (B.Id)) with ® € H!, integrating over 2 and by parts, when using

B1d)-(BIf) we obtain
/ prdiv(®)dr = / (20(2) DV + M) Ty i) : Vil
(9] (9]

+ / (vvi — Vo — No i Voy) - @da (4.21)
Q
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for all ® € H'. Now, we define a family of functionals on H'! by
Fi(®) = /9(277(9%)17% + AMep)y kD) : VO +vvy - @ — (ukVpr + NppVoy) - da

for all ® € H!. Using Holder’s inequality, (1)), (Z5) and the continuous embedding H' < LS,
we obtain

[Fr(®) < OO+ Vil + [kl sl Veorline + 1 Nokll s [ Vorllp2) |l g,

with C' = C(€,70, 71, Mo, V). Taking the supremum over all ® € H! with || @] < 1, we deduce
that
[ Fkllry- < CO A+ IVellgn + okl s IVerllee + [[Nokl s IV orllpz)- (4.22)

From (4.21]), we see that
Fi(®) = / prdiv(®)dr Ve € H'. (4.23)
Q

Now, using Lemma [, we deduce that there is at least one solution qj € H' of the system

div(ar) = pr in Q,
a1 ([ o)
qr = — prdz | n on 02
1092 ( Q
such that
laklle < Callpll 2, (4.24)

with Cy depending only on €. Notice that the compatibility condition (II2]) is satisfied since

1
/ qr -ndH = — (/ pkdx>/ n-ndH4! :/pkdx.
09 1092 \Ja 29 Q

Choosing ® = q;, in (£23]) and using Young’s inequality and ([€.24]), we obtain

Cg 2 1 2
= I Fll gy + 5 l1PellLe-

Pkl 72 = Frlan) < 1 Full gy llarllen < Call Fell gy lpell 2 <

This implies
1]l 2 < Cal| Fil g (4.25)
Using Young’s and Hélder’s inequalities and (4.22]), (£.25]), we obtain

T 4 T 4 4 4 4 4
[ el < € [ 1t Il + il 1906 s + N IVl
0 0

4 4 4 4 4
<O+ ”VkHz2(H1) + ”,UkHz2(L3)”V(Pk”zzt(p) + “Na,k“z4(L3)”VUksz(Lz)) (4.26)
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Due to (410)-(4I7) and (AI9)-(420), the first three terms on the r.h.s. of (426 and the term
4

HVUk”;(LQ) are bounded. Thus, it remains to show that N, € L*(L?) with bounded norm.
Using Gagliardo-Nirenberg with j =0, p=3, m =1, r = ¢ = 2 yields

1 1
INoill o < Ol Noill Eal Noll .
Therefore, it holds
T 4 T 2 2 2 2
/0 | Noill st < © /O Nkl 2o N2 < Ol Nkl e Nk | 22 -

Due to the specific form of N, 1, applying (£I6)-(@I7) and I9)-(Z20) implies
[ Noll a3y < C.

Consequently, from (£.26]) we obtain

Pl 4 ) < C (4.27)
where C' is independent of £ € IN.
4.6 Higher order estimates for ¢
In this section, we will show the inequality

||80kHL2(H2) <C. (4.28)

Using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and the continuous embedding H' < L°, we have the
following estimate:

1 1
lerllLee < Cllenll i llorllZe- (4.29)

Using elliptic regularity theory, this implies

1 1 1
ekl < Cllwrllz ekl Z2 + T1A@x]Z)- (4.30)

Chosing v = )\jaé‘?wj in (B.ID), integrating by parts and summing the resulting equations over
7 =1,...,k, yields

el| Apr||72 = /Qvﬂk Ve — € " (o) Veor]? + xo Vo - Vrda. (4.31)

Using Holder’s inequality and the assumption on 1, we therefore get

el Aprl 72 < IViklrzl Verlre + Xl Vorle | Vel +/QC(1 + k|| Ver*dz.  (4.32)
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Integrating in time from 0 to 7', applying Holder’s inequality and (4.16]) gives

GHA(PRH%Q(LQ) < Hvﬂk”H(L?)”V@k”LQ(L?) +XsOHVUk”L2(L2)HV@k”H(L?)

T
e / / (1 + lel?)| Viop dardt
0 Q

T
<C <1+/ / ’ﬂﬁk’q\v%’dedt>-
0 Ja

In the case ¢ = 0, applying (£.10]) gives

T
/0 /Q (oul 1V o Pdadt = [Vopl 2y < C.

In the case ¢ € (0,4), we use Holder’s inequality and ([@30]) to calculate

T T
/0 /Q okl Vppl2dedt < © /0 okl [V g | 2adlt
o2 lonle (ol 3
<C [ enlinllonlf (loulfs + 18l )

q+2 g % 3
< (Mol E2my + | lonlii Nagulact).

(4.33)

(4.34)

(4.35)

Observing 4 > 1, we can use Young’s generalised inequality to estimate the last integral on the

q
r.h.s. of (d35) by
T at4 g 2atd) € 9
C/O lowll g 1Akl Z2dt < Cllorl oo () + 51 AP (L2)-

Consequently, from (4.33))-(4.36) we obtain
€ 2
MA@kl r2) = C.

Using elliptic regularity theory and (A1), this implies
ekl 22y < C.
Summarizing the estimates (£.16)-(@.17), (4I19)-(.20) and @.38), we deduce that

okl Lo (mrrynrz a2y + okl oo w2ynrz @y + ekl L2y + Vel 2@y < C.

4.7 Regularity for the convection terms and the time derivatives

By Hoélder’s inequality and the continuous embedding H' < LS, we observe that

[V eor - vl ?

T T
— . 2 2 2
LQ(O,T;L%) - A ||VS0/€ Vk‘HL%dt < A HVkHLGHVQDkHLth

T
2 2
<c /0 vil2a loul 2t

2 2
< CH@k”Loo(o,T;Hl)HVkHLZ(o,T;Hl)-
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Using the boundedness of T’y and (£I7), ([E20), we see that

2
3
L2(0,T;L%)

with a constant C' depending on vp. From the last two inequalities and (A.I6)-(@I7), (EI9)-
(#20), we deduce that

<7 lenll? <G

lxT vl 2 omed) <

<C. (4.40)

4 (Prvil g 7, ) <

Taking an arbitrary ¢ € L*(0,T; H') with coefficients {(x;}1<j<k such that Px( = Zle Crjw;
and integrating by parts, we obtain

T T T
/ / div(ogvg)Prldadt = / / Prlopvi - ndH Nt — / / oV - VPi(dadt.  (4.41)
0 Q 0 o0 0 Q
By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (IL2) with j =0, p=3, m =1, r =2, ¢ = 2, we have

1 1
lokllzs < Cllowllzallowlf-

Then, by Hélder’s inequality and the continuous embedding H' < LS we can estimate the
second term on the r.h.s. of (@4]]) by

T T
/ /Q akvk-vmcdmdt1 < / okl s vl [VPAC ot
0 0

T 1 1
SC/O okl Zallowl Zallvillg [[Cl] o dt

1 1
< Nl E e 1 1l 22 i 1 oersy I oy (1.42)

Furthermore, using (L.IT]) with r = ¢ = 2 (hence o = 0) gives

1 1
okl 200y < Clllowllzz + okl z2llowll )
Using (£.16) and (£19), this implies
lowllLacr2 @0y < C- (4.43)

Now, using Holder’s inequality and the trace theorem, we obtain

T T
/0 /aQ]P’kCUka-ndeldt‘ S/O okl L2 (a0 1 Vel s ooy IPRCH Lagany t

T
<c /0 el 2o [Vl Il g

< Cllokll pacz@a) Vel L2y 1€ Lagany- (4.44)

Hence, from (4.16]), (419) and (4.41)-([@.44) we get

v (i)l 4 sy < € (4.45)
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Now, taking v = (;w; in (B.Ic) and summing over j = 1,..., k, integrating in time from 0 to T’
yields

T T
/Qatakcdwdt‘ S/O m1(Xo[VarllLe + Xl Vorllee) VPRl + [Tk 2 lPrC] 22

T
+ [ 1wy PG
0
T
+—/£ bl L2 o + 19122 0 IPRC | 2o -

Using (A.16)-(@17), (@I9)-(@20), we obtain
ITokll 22y < C(Ro, [Q, T+ [l@ll Lo (r2) + llowl 2 (z2) + il p2r2y) < C.

Then, Holder’s inequality and the trace theorem yields

T
/@JdeMt < O+ 1div(owvi)ll 4 gy Il zaga)-
\ L

By taking the supremum over all ¢ € L*(H') and using (@I6)-(@I7), EI9)-(#20) and (&45),

we end up with

10kl 4 g1y S C (4.46)

With similar arguments, we can show that

10eprll 21y (4.47)

Notice that we have lower time regularity for the time derivative of ¢ compared to the convection
term since the regularity of the time derivative depends on the term V.

5 Passing to the limit
At this point, we summarise the estimates (£.27)), (439)-(£.40), (£.45)-(4L47) to deduce

HSDk||L°°(H1)OL2(H2)OW172((H1 5t ||0'k||LOO(L2)0L2(H1)0W1,1((Hl)* + Nkl 2 (HY)

iveevi)l ) + 19V@ g g+ Well ey + ol g g0 <€ (5)

L2(L2

Using standard compactness arguments (Aubin-Lions theorem (see [46, Sec. 8, Cor. 4]) and
reflexive weak compactness), the compact embeddings

HIT = With2 ey Wi Wi e Ny, 1 <7 <6,
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and L? —— (HY*, H' —— H %, we obtain, at least for a subsequence which will again be
labelled by k, the following convergence results:

) weakly-+ in L(HY) N L2(H?) nWh2((HY)"),
op— 0 weakly-+ in L®(L%) N L2(HY) N W3 ((HY)"),
Wi —> [ weakly in L2(HY),
Pk — P weakly in Lg(LQ),
Vi =V weakly in L*(H'),

div(pgvg) — 7 weakly in LQ(L%)7

div(ogvy) — 6 weakly in Lg((Hl)*),

div(vy) — div(v) weakly  in L*(L?),

for some limit functions 7 € LZ(L%) and 0 € L%((Hl)*) Furthermore, we have the strong
convergences

or — ¢ strongly in C°(L") N L2 (W'T) and a.e. in Q,
op — o strongly in CO((HY)*)NL*(L") N LQ(H%) and a.e. in @Q,

for r € [1,6). From now on, we fix 1 < j < kand ¢ € L?, ® € H', § € C5°(0,T). Then,
since the eigenfunctions {w;}jen belong to H?, we observe that dw; € C®(H?) for all j €
IN. Furthermore, we have 6¢ € C*®(L?), 6® € C*(H'). Inserting v = w; in B.Ia)-B.1d),
multiplying the resulting equations with § and integrating over (0,7") yields

T
/ 5(t) (/Q(atgpk — F%k + Vo - vi + QDkFV7k)wj + m(gpk)vluk . VU)ijC) dt =0, (5.2)
0
T
| ( [ = o0 + oo, = Vi ijdx) ar =0, (5.3)
0
T
/ 5(t) </ (atO'k +Lsr + Voy - vi + Ukrwk)wj + n(gok)VNo,kajdw> dt
0 Q

- /0 e ( /a o - Uk)UdeHd1> dt = 0. (5.4)

Furthermore, we take the L2-scalar product of (B.Id)) with ®, multiply with § and integrate
from 0 to T' to obtain

T
/ 5(t) </ T(Vi,pr): V® +vvy - @ — (Vo + No i, Voy) - <I>d:n> dt =0, (5.5)
0 Q

where we used ([B.If). With similar arguments, ([B.I€]) gives

/OT 5(t) ( /Q div(Vk)de> dt = /O " s ( /Q rv,kgdm> dt. (5.6)
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Now, we want to pass to the limit in (5.2)-(5.6)).

Step 1: (5.2)) Since dw; € C®(H?) — L*((H')*), we obtain

T T
/ / Orpréw;dedt — / 3(t)(Orp,wj) grdt  as k — oo. (5.7)
o Ja 0

By continuity of m(-) and since ¢, — ¢ a.e. in @ as k — 0o, we observe that m(pr) — m(p) a.e.
in . Using the boundedness of m(-) and applying Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem
to (m(er) — m(p))?|6)?|Vw;|?, we obtain

[(m(er) — m(gp))éijHLg(Q) —0 ask — oco.

Then, by weak convergence Vi — Vi in L?(Q) as k — oo, we have

T T
/ / dm(pr)Vw; - Vygdedt — / / dm(p)Vw; - Vudedt — as k — oo. (5.8)
0 Q 0 Q

Using the continuous embedding H? — L™, we have

T T
/O /Q 5P s 2y — VoPdadt < /0 SPIVen — Vil 2w 2.t

2 2 2
< C||5||Loo(o,T)||ijH2||SDk - 80||L2(H1)
—0 ask — oo.

Therefore, dw; Vi, — dw;V strongly in L?*(L?) as k — oo. Then, by the product of weak-
strong convergence, we obtain

T T
/ /5ijcpk-demdt—>/ /5ij<p-vdxdt as k — oo. (5.9)
0 Q 0 Q
Using the boundedness and continuity of I'y(-,-), with similar arguments as for (5.8) we obtain
[Ty (er, 0%) = Iy (@, 0))6wjll 2 ) = 0 as k — oo,
which implies
T T
/ /5wjgokfv(gpk,ak)dxdt—>/ /5wjgofv(g0, o)dzdt as k — oo. (5.10)
0 Q 0 Q
In particular, from (5.9) and (B.I0) we can conclude that div(¢v) = 7. Now, we recall the
specific form of Ny given by Ny = Ay(¢r,0r) — 0u(0k, o). Using that ¢p — ¢ and

o — o a.e. in Q together with the continuity and boundedness of 6,(-,-), Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem implies

T
/ / |6w; (0 (k, 0k) — O(,0))|*dedt — 0 as k — oo.
0 Q
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Therefore, §w;0,(¢k, o%) — dw;0,(p, o) strongly in L*(Q) as k — co. Together with the weak
convergence p, — p in L2(Q), we conclude that

T T
/ / dw;0,(pk, o) pupdadt — / / dw;l,(p,o)pudxdt  as k — oo. (5.11)
0 Q 0 Q

We now analyse the other term in the definition of 'y ;. Applying the inequality ||a| — |b]] <
la — b|, we obtain

k—o0
[ [ 160001 - biawat < s he ~ ol 220
and
T k—o0
| 1600 = loDldade < 5y 12 gy o = ol gy 220
This implies
Ro(1+ |gk| + |ow])[dw;| — Ro(1+ |p| + |o])|dw;|  strongly in L' (Q) as k — oo.
Since ¢ — ¢ and o — o a.e. in Q as k — oo, the continuity of A(-,-) yields
dwjA(pk, o) = dw;A(p,0) ae. in Q as k — oo.

Using
5w Alors 1) < 05| Ro(1 + gl + el) € LY@ x (0,T)) ¥k > 1,

by the generalised Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem (see [3, 3.25, p.60]) we obtain

T T
/ /5ij¢(cpk,ak)dxdt —>/ /5ij¢(<p, o)dzdt as k — oo.
0 Q 0 Q

Together with (5.11]), this implies

T T
/ /5wj1“¢(<pk,ak,,uk)dxdt—>/ /5wjl“<p(cp,0,,u)dmdt as k — oo. (5.12)
0 Q 0 Q

Step 2: We now want to analyse (5.3). Since ux — y, op — o and Vi, — Vi in L?(Q) and
L?(L?), we easily deduce

/T o(t) </ (Hk + Xpok)w; — €Viy - ijd$> dt

— / </ (1 + xpo)w; — eV - ijdx> dt  as k — co. (5.13)

If the derivative v'(-) satisfies the linear growth condition (27), we can use similar arguments

as for (5.12]) to deduce that

/ / e 1 (pp 5w]dxdt—>/ / )ow;jdaxdt  as k — oco. (5.14)
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For potentials satisfying (2.9]), we refer to the argument in |31, §3.1.2].
Step 3: We now want to pass to the limit in (5.6]). Since ¢ — ¢, o — o a.e. in Q as k — oo,
the continuity and boundedness of I'y and similar arguments as for (5.8) imply

T T
/0 /95(t)1\,7k§dxdt—>/o /95(t)I‘v(go,J)£dxdt as k — oo.

Recalling the weak convergence div(vy) — div(v) in L?(L?) as k — oo, we deduce

/OT/Q(S(t)diV(Vk)gdxdt_)/OT/Q(S(t)diV(V)gdxdt as k — oo.

This allows us to pass to the limit £ — oo in (56]) to obtain

T T
/ 5(t)/ div(v)&dadt = / 5(t)/ Iy (g, 0)édxdt. (5.15)
0 Q 0 Q
In particular, since this holds for all § € C§°(0,T) and all £ € L?, we have
div(v) =Ty(p,0) a.e. in Q. (5.16)

Step 4: With similar arguments as for (5.7)-(5.8]) and (5.12]), we obtain

T T
/ / Orordw;dadt — / 5(6){@ho ;) 1 a1y, (5.17)
0 Q 0
T T
/ / on(pr)V Ny - Vwjdadt — / / n(p)(xe Vo — x, Vo) - Vw;dadt, (5.18)
0 Q 0 Q
T T
/ /5wjfo(g0k,0k,,uk)dxdt—>/ /5wjfo(g0,a,p)dxdt (5.19)
0 Q 0 Q

as k — oo. For the boundary term in (5.4)), we first recall the continuous embedding H'(Q) —
L4(0R2). Then, by the weak convergence of o, — o in L?(3), we conclude

/O " o) ( /a ) akwjom“) at - /O ") ( /a ) ijde1> dt ask oo (5.20)

To pass to the limit in the convection term of (B.Id), we first want to show that

T T
/ /va(go,a)chujdxdt:/ /Jdiv(v)&ujdxdt. (5.21)
0 JQ 0 JQ

Indeed, a short calculation yields

T T
/0 /Q 162wy 2o — o2 dedt < /0 621wj 26 ok — ol|2adt

2 2 2
< Clol e o,y lwsllz llow = ollars)

—0 ask— oo,
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where we used that o, — o strongly in L?(L3). Therefore, we obtain that oxdéw; — odw;
strongly in L?(L?). With similar arguments as for (5.I5)), this implies (5.2I). Now, as dw; €
C>®(H?) < L*(H'), the weak convergence div(oyvy) — 6 in L%((Hl)*) implies

T T
/ / div(opvy)ow;dedt — / S(t)(0,w;5) 1 (p1y=dt  as k — oo. (5.22)
0o Jo 0

Using integration by parts, we see that

T T T
/ / div(opvy)dw;dzdt = / / owjoRvy, - ndH Nt — / / dopvy - Vw,dzdt.  (5.23)
0 Q 0 12/} 0 Q

Recalling that o}, — o strongly in L2(H %) and using the continuous embeddings H RN L2(09Q),
H! — L*(09) resulting from the trace theorem, we have

op — o strongly in L*(L%*(69)),
vi = v weakly in L?(L*(09)).

Again by the trace theorem and the continuous embeddings H? — W16, W%’G(aﬁ) — L>(09),
we observe that w; € H2(2) — L°°(0Q). Since the outer unit normal n is continuous, we
calculate

T T
Atéyﬁwwwwﬂwm%stA\me;@m@—ﬂamw

2 2 2
< Col1 700 0, lwj z2llok — oll 722200y
—0 ask— oo,

meaning dw;orn — dw;on strongly in L2(L%(99)) as k — oo. Then, by the product of weak-
strong convergence, we obtain

T T
/ Swiopvy, - ndHIdt — / Swijov -ndH4 1At as k — oo. (5.24)
0 o0 0 [2/9)
Furthermore, since o, — o strongly in L?(L?), we get

T T
/(/wﬂv%m%—a&mms/'wvaﬁm%—oﬁmt
0 Q 0

2 2
< Cllél1 70 0,1y llwillzr2llor — ol L2(r3)
—0 ask— oo

Then, since vy, — v in L2(H'), by the product of weak-strong convergence we have

T T
/ / dopvy - Vw;dzdt — / / dov - Vw;dzdt as k — oo. (5.25)
0 Ja 0o Jo
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Passing to the limit in (5.22]) and using (5.23)), (5.24)-(5.25), we obtain
T T T
/ S0, wy) g1 (prry-dt = / / Swiov - ndHdt — / / dov - Vw;dzdt. (5.26)
0 ’ 0 Joo 0o Ja
Again integrating by parts yields
T T
/ 5(8) (0.0 g1 y-lt = / / div(ov)ow, dadt, (5.27)
0 0o Jo

hence div(ov) = 6 in the sense of distributions. In particular, by (5.2I)) we have

T T
/ o(t)(0,w;) grdt = / / Vo - véw; + o'y (p, o)dw;dzdt. (5.28)
0 0 Q

Step 5: Finally, we want to pass to the limit in (5.5]). First of all, we recall that 6® € C°>°(H!').
Then, by continuity of 7(-), A(-) and since ¢ — ¢ a.e. in Q as k — oo, we observe that n(¢x) —
n(p), Mpr) = A(e) a.e. in Q. Using the boundedness of n(-) and (), applying Lebesgue
dominated convergence theorem to (n(px) —n())?|5]2|V®|? and (A(pr) — A())?|6]?|V®|? gives

1(n(pr) = n(@))OV @ L2z = 0 as k— oo,
I(A(pr) = M#))SV®| 22y = 0 as k — oo.

Therefore, by the weak convergence v — v in L?(H'), div(vy) — div(v) in L?(L?) and pp — p
in L3 (L?), we easily deduce that

T T
/ /6T(Vk,pk)l V‘I’dxdt—>/ /5T(v,p): Védzdt, (5.29)
0 JQ 0 JQ

T T
/ / ovvy - @drdt — / / dvv - ®dxdt, (5.30)
0 Q 0 Q

as k — oo, where we used that 6® € L*(H'). Using pp — ¢ strongly in L2(W'3) and the
continuous embedding H! < L%, we have

T
/0 / 0182 Vi — Vo Pddadt < C612 e 1 1@ 0 ok — 122 aprsy = 0 a5 k = o,

meaning 6® - Vi, — 6® - Vo strongly in L?(L?). Again by the product of weak-strong conver-
gence, it follows

T T
/ / o Voy - ®dedt — / / ouVe - ®dxdt as k — oo. (5.31)
0 Q 0 Q

By the specific form of N, and since ¢ — ¢, or — o strongly in L?(L?), using a similar
argument as for (5.31) yields

N, x0® — N,6® strongly in L*(L?).
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Consequently, by the product of weak-strong convergence we obtain

T T
/ / 0Ny Vo - dxdt — / / INy(p,0)Vo - ®daxdt  as k — oo. (5.32)
0 JQ 0 JQ

Now we can pass to the limit in (5.2)-(5.6]) to obtain

T T
/ 8(t)(Orp, wi) g (pr1y=dt = / o(t) (/Q —m(e)Vu - Vw; + I’g,wjdx> dt
0 0

T
—/ </ V- vw;+ @Iy w]dx> dt, (5.33)

/ /5 ,uw]dacdt—/ /5 p)wj + eV - Vw; — xpow;)dadt,  (5.34)
/ S(t)(Oowj) g (prry-dt = / /5 ©)V Ny - Vw; — Fpw;)dadt
0

/ / )(Vo - vw; + oT'yw;)dazdt

+ / 5(t) < /8 . b(0oe — a)wjd%d—1> dt, (5.35)

/ / ()T (v,p): V@dzdt = / / d(t)(—=vv + uVeo + N,Vo) - Pdxdt, (5.36)

/O 5()( /Q div(v )<I>dx> dt = /0 5()( /Q FV<I>dx> dt. (5.37)

Since these equations hold for every § € C5°(0,T"), we obtain that {y, o, u, v, p} satisfies ([2.12)
with ® = w; for almost all ¢ € (0,T") and all j > 1. Furthermore, (5.37)) implies div(v) = I'v (¢, 0)
a.e. in Q. As {w;};en is a basis for H%, and HZ, is dense in H!, this implies that {¢, o, i, v, p}

satisfies (2.12H)-(@2.12d) for all ® € H' and ([2I2al) for all & € H'.

Step 6: We finally want to show that the initial conditions hold. To this end, we notice that
or(0) — o in L2 Furthermore, we know that ¢p — ¢ strongly in C°([0,T]; L?), meaning
©r(0) — (0) strongly in L2. But this already implies ¢(0) = ¢g. Furthermore, since o belongs
to C°([0,T); (H')*), we see that o(0) is well-defined as an element of (H!)*. Furthermore, by
the strong convergence o), — o in C°([0,T]; (H')*), we obtain for arbitrary ¢ € H' that

nh_>rgo<0-k(0)7g>H1 = <U(O)7C>H1 .

By the weak convergence oj(0) — og in L2, this implies
<007C>H1 - nh_>rgo<0'k(0)7C>H1 = <U(O)7C>H17
which yields ¢(0) = og in (H')*. Finally, the energy inequality ([2.I3) follows from (5.I) by

weak (weak-star) lower-semicontinuity of the norms and dual norms. Having shown all these
convergences, we proved the main result Theorem 2.3
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