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Abstract

We study models of dilute rigid rod-like polymer solutions. We establish the global well-
posedness the Doi model for large data, and for arbitrarily large viscous stress parameter.
The main ingredient in the proof is the fact that the viscous stress adds dissipation to high
derivatives of velocity.

1 Introduction

Study of rod-like polymer suspensions has various applications. In particular liquid crystals
are successfully modeled as rigid rod. We are interested in a dilute suspension of rigid rod-like
polymers, in dimension 2. In particular, we investigate the Doi model:

Ou+u-Veu=—Vyp+ Arzu+ V-0,
Ve -u=0,
Ohf+u-Vof =kAnf+vALf — V- (P, (Veu)mf)),

1
022/§)1(m®m_512)fdm+77/g1 ((Vzu) :m@m)m @ mfdm,

(z,m,t) € T? x S* x (0,7,
u($70) = uo(:E),f(m,m,O) = fo(l‘,m),

where u is the velocity field of the fluid, p is the pressure, o is the added stress field due
to the presence of polymer, f = f(x,t,m) is the polymer distribution, and wy, fo are initial
data. Also constant parameters k, > 0 represents configurational and spatial diffusivity of
polymers, respectively, and 1 > 0 is a constant parameter representing the concentration of
the polymers. We prove global well-posedness of strong solution of (Dail). The term

(Doi)

€

P (g0) = (m™ - ¥)gm

is the projection to the tangent space of S! at m, and V,,, = 0y in local coordinates. The
polymer stress tensor ¢ can be decomposed into two terms: o = og + oy, where

op(f) = 2/81 (m®m — %Hg)fdm, (Elastic)
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and
ov(f) = 77/ (Vgu) :m@m)m @ mfdm. (Viscous)
Sl

The presence of viscous stress tensor is the main difficulty for the well-posedness of the
Doi model. Viscous stress tensors arise from rigidity constraint of the polymer( [14]), and
mathematically oy (f) is not elliptic in u, which makes the momentum equation of (Dol
non-parabolic for large n. This difficulty can be clearly illustrated in the approximate Doi
model:
ou+u-Veu=—-Vep+Azu+V-o,
V- -u=0,
o=n(Vyu:AA,
NA+u- VA= (Vou)A+ A(Vou)! —2(Vau : A)A — 2k(24 — T) + vALA,
u(x70) = UO(‘T)7A(‘T7 0) = AQ(.Z'),
(z,t) € T? x (0,T).

(DA)

The model (DA is an approximate closure of Doi model (Dal) obtained by letting A =
f g ®nfdn and adopting the decoupling approximation o ~ n(V,u : A)A and ignoring
elastic stress part. We establish the energy estimate:

535 Il + IVl 0 [ 190 s AP = 1)
and we see that in fact viscous stress is another dissipative structure for u. Based on this
remarkable property, which holds in (Dall) also, Lions and Masmoudi proved global existence
of weak solution of (Dall) in [I7]. However, when we apply the vorticity estimate, at first
point we can only obtain

d
e + IVawl72 < Ve - ollfe < v (IVVullf2 + (Error)) 2)

which makes the right hand side for the second inequality intractable if n > 7. for some
threshold ..

Recently, in [19], the authors numerically discovered that, when 7 exceeds some threshold
7e, the flow governed by (DA]) becomes chaotic. It was hence unclear this phenomenon sup-
ports the claim that the systems (Doll) and (DAl lack structure to control higher regularity
of u. However, in this work we find that actually the viscous stress tensor adds dissipa-
tion for higher derivatives of u also, modulo derivatives in polymer variables ( (C-Doi2D)),

(C2Doi2D))). This observation is crucial in proving global well-posedness of (Dall) and (DA))
in diffusive systems v > 0.

Notion of the solution. For the notion of solution, we follow the argument in [I5]. By
focusing on the evolution of macroscopic variables (trigonometric moments in this case), we
can set up well-posedness of strong solutions for large class of initial data. In particular,
higher regularity of Fokker-Planck equation is not necessary, and weak solution for Fokker-
Planck equation is sufficient. On the other hand, since the effect of polymer to the flow
are characterized by stresses, which are moments in (Dall), requiring spatial regularity for
appropriate moments is necessary. In this regard, we introduce a terminology: for any n €
Z~q, we let

M, (z,t) := (M,{(:E,t))lzmzn = < 8 mIf(x,t,m)dm> i (Moment)
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be the vector of all moments of f of order n. Also, we define the weak solution as following
(H):

Definition 1. Given a divergence-free vector field v € L>(0,T;W?2) N L2(0, T; W32), u is
a weak solution to the Cauchy problem

O +v-Vaopu=kApp+vAzu— Vo - (P, (Vyo)ymp)), u(t =0) =v

if for almost every t € (0,T),

/ O () (m)dp(z, t; dm)dx — / &2 (2) o (m)dv(x; dm)dx
T2 xSt

T2 xS?!

t
= lim / /T [0+ B + ¥ Asabi + 0256 Py (Vo)) s d) s

T—0
(Cauchy-FP)
for every ¢, € C(T?), ¢, € C(Sh).

Our main result is the following:

Theorem 1. Suppose that ug € PW*%(T?), fo > 0 € L (T*xS") with op(fo) € WH(T?), [z [s1(folog fo—
fo+1)dmdz < co, My € L>=(T?), My(fo) € W22(T?), and Me(fo) € WY2(T?). Then there is
a unique solution (u, f) to (Dad), where u € L>(0,T; W*2)NL2(0,T; W32) is the strong solu-
tion of the evolution equation of u for [(Dod), or(f), Mg(t) € L*(0,T; WH2)NL2(0,T; W??),
and My(f) € L>(0,T;W22) N L2(0,T : W2). Also f is given by a density f(x,t,m), and
[ is a weak solution to the Cauchy problem of the Fokker-Planck equation of (Dod). Fur-

thermore, the estimates (FH), (M0B), (MnB1) for n = 4, (ESB), (V-Dod), (M{B2), and
(V2=Doi) hold. In addition, f(t) € WL(T? x St) holds.

Previous works The system (Dall) is an example of more general Fokker-Planck-Navier-
Stokes systems. When viscous stress is ignored, global well-posedness is established by various
authors including Constantin, Fefferman, Kevrekidis, Masmoudi, Seregin, Titi, Vukadinovic,
and Zarnescu ([5], [6], [8], [9], [10], [11], [12], [13]) even in non-diffusive regime. Also Otto
and Tzavaras proved global existence of weak solution in 3D Doi model, without viscous
stress, coupled with Stokes flow in [20]. For Doi models (Doll), Lions and Masmoudi proved
global existence of weak solution in [I7] with important observation of dissipative nature of
viscous stress. Also Zhang and Zhang proved local and small data global well-posedness for
(Dol) models for small 7 in [22]. Compressible Doi model is discussed by Bae and Trivisa
in [1], [2], and [3]. The relationship between rigid rod-like polymer suspension models and
Ericksen-Leslie model for nematic liquid crystal has been investigated in [2I]. For more
general introduction for complex fluids, there are excellent references including [18], [16], and

.

2 Global well-posedness of the strong solution of

(DA)

In this section, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 2. Given (ug, Ag) € PW22(T?) x W22(T?), where A is a 2 x 2 positive definite
matriz valued function with Tr Ag = 1, then for any T > 0 there is a unique strong solution
(u, A) € (L*>(0, T; PW>2(T?)) N L2(0, T; PW32(T?))) x (L°°(0, T; W*%(T?)) N L*(0, T; W32(T?)))
satisfying (DA]) and Tr A = 1 and A remains positive definite. Furthermore, the solution sat-

isfies the estimates (Energy), (A1), (A2), (Vorticity), (A3), and (GTY).
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2.1 A priori estimates

First we have the propagation of positive-definiteness and Trace 1 for A.

Proposition 1. Suppose that (V,u) : A € L1(0,T; L%°) and Tr A(0) = 1 and A(0) is positive
definite. Then A(t) remains positive definite with Tr A = 1.

Proof. We need to check det A > 0 and Tr A = 1. For Tr A = 1, we take the trace of the
third equation of (DA to get

(Or+u-Vy)TrA=2((Vyu:A)+2k)(1-TrA) +vA,Tr A (3)
and by the maximum principle we are done. For det A > 0, we have

(8t +u- Vm)det A
= —4(((Vyu) : A) + 2k)det A + 2kTr A + vA,det A — 20V Ay - VAo + 20|V, A
= —4(((Vyu) : A) + 2k)det A + vA,det A+ (2k + 20|V A |2 + 20|V, A1 ?)

(Det)
where we used Tr A = 1. Then by the maximum principle we are done again. U
We investigate a priori estimates. First, usual energy estimates give us
1d o 2 2
5z Nellze +IVaulze = = [ Vouro=—n [[(Vou) - Adz, (4)
that is,
) UHLoo(07T;L2) + | wu”m(o,T;LZ) +1[(Vau) : ||L2(0,T;L2) =75 l[uoll7z - (Energy)

For [| Al oo 0,711 1,0y, We know that from Tr A =1 and A is positive definite, [|A(t)]| . <1

for all t. Also 0 < det A(z,t) < 1 is obtained. On the other hand, using (Detl), we can obtain
an estimate for ||V A| 129 7.2 Integrating (Detl) with respect to z, it can be written as

%/det Ada + 4/((Vmu)  A)dz + /Skdet Ade = v | VA2 + 2MT2.  (5)

However, using that det A < %, that |A|> = Zij A?j =1—2det A by Tr A = 1, and Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality we have

1d

S 1AIZ2 + v V2 A@) 72 < 41(Vou) - A1) g2 (6)

Integrating over time, we have

1 1 ) 1
) HAH%“’(O,T;L2) +v HVIA”%?(O,T;B) < ) HA(O)H%2 +CVT min <%7 1> . (A1)

Also, by multiplying —A, A to the fourth equation of (DA]) and integrating we obtain

1d

ST IV Al7e + 4k Vo AllZ: + v 1A Al 72 < 180 Al 2 (lull s IVaAll s + 41 Vaull2), (7)

and by Ladyzhenskaya’s inequality

2
[ullze < Cllullpz [Vaul L2

4



applied to |lul| 4 and ||V, Al ;4 and Young’s inequality we have

d
pr IV2Al72 + 8k [[Vo Al 72 + v [ AL All72 < 3 HUHLz IVaul72 V2 A7 + = HV ull72, (8)
so we have, by Gronwall,

||vaH2Loo(o7T;L2) + 8k HVIAH%Z(O,T;LQ +v ||AmAH2L2(0 T:L?)

C C (A2)
< exp (G Mol 190l ) (192400 + S 190000 ) < €,

where C; depends only on the norm of initial data. Then we take the curl (—d,,01)- to the
velocity equation of (DA]), multiply w = d1us — douq, and integrate to obtain

1d

335 Il + IVaslffe = [ w9 (9. -0y W)

Controlling [wV; - (V,-0)dz. Conventional estimate for the term [wVi - (V, -0)dz
is to use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, which makes the term ||V, w||3, uncontrollable, however
a closer look at the term allows us a better estimate. Note that

/wv; (Vg -0)de = /w ((07 — 93)a12 + 0102(092 — 011)) dw
= /(8% — 95)waig + O1ow (022 — a11)dx (9)
= 77/ ((07 — 3)w A1z + 0102w(Azz — A11)) (Vu) : Adz.
Also, note that
(Vau) : A= O1u1 A1y + O1ug Arg + Oaut Arg + Oaug Ago
and we introduce the stream function v, that is, u = V1) = (=01, d1¢). Then we have
w= A, —Ouy = Oyug = D101, Orug = 1, Douy = —I3P.
Therefore, we have
/in (V- o)dr = 77/ ((0F — 03 )wA1z + 0102w (Ags — A1) (Veu) : Ada
= 77/ (AL (07 — 03)A1s + D;01051p(Az — A11)) (01021p(A2z — A1) + (05 — 03)0 Arg) dw

== [ 141292(8F = )0+ (A2 — Au)Va(Or00)ud + 1
(Cancellation)
where
1
115 Cn [ 198041V Alde < Coll Vsl 1VAlls < 5 [Vl + O 19412

(10)
Applying this to (V]), we obtain

d
7 lwllZz + IVawl 7 +201|(V(ku) = A)y |72 < Cn? |VaAllZe (11)



and by Gronwall we obtain

HW||2LO<>(07T;L2) + ||vmw||2L2(o,T;L2) + 20 [|(V(Opu) : A)kHiZ(o,T;LZ)

(Vorticity)
< w(O)Z2 + Cn* [IVaAllz2 0 7.2 = Co,

where again Cy depends only on the initial data. Then we multiply (A)?A to the fourth
equation of (DAJ) and integrate to obtain

d
7 18 ANT: + 4k | AL Al + v || VAL Al

(12)
= / (A2A) (—u- VA + (Vyu)A + A(Vu)' —2(Vu : A)A) dr.

The first term in the left-hand side is controlled by
IVaDaAll g2 (IVatdll g [VaAll pa + llull o [| Az Al 1)

< VB AR + VLA 80 AIR: + S IV auls [Vl + S 22 [Vl 180 AR
The second and the third term is controlled by

IVeAz Al gz ([Vewl g2 [|All oo + [ Vaullpa [VaA 1)

< IVt AR + IVl + S (190l + 1 A0ul2) + g IV2AIR + k1AL AIR

and the last term is controlled by the same term, by || A]|;« < 1. Therefore, we have
HAﬂwﬂmjﬂy+mwﬂnAmmjﬂ)gcmmcrum%wAwumﬁw+cu+#»f;g
where C5 depends only on the initial data, using (A2]) instead of (AJl) when contro(lliliz

||VZA||2LQ(O7T: L2)- FlInally, we multiply —A,w to the vorticity equation and integrating to
obtain

% Hvwaiz + HAIwH%Q = /Axwu - Vaw + /(—Axw)Vj (Vg - o)dz.
However, by similar calculation to (Cancellation]), we have
/(—Amw)Vi (Vg -o)dr = —77/ (VieAgu) : APdz 4+ I, (Cancellation2)
where

17 < Cnll Al gz (Il IVaAll s + Il o 1A Al + el VoAl )

3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
< OnllAwwl|2 [[VaAll 72 [AzA| 72 IVawl 2 + Cnl|Aswl| 2 [[Az Al 72 (VA Al fo w72 [Vaw] 72
+On | Aswll 2 [V All 2 [[Va Az All 2 lw]| 2

1
< 218l + CoP IV, AR 180 AN [ Vaso s + O (V0 Al Vool + Va0 Al 10132
+C0? [V Al 72 | V2D Al 72 [w]|72
(13)
and
/Axwuvxwdx = —/u -V (]wa\2) dx — /(quvxw)vxwdx, (14)
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with Gagliardo-Nirenberg applied to conclude that
1
‘/(quvxw)vxwdfc < |Vaul s [ Vawl s < 1 1Azw[|72 + C |7z el g2 [Vawl7z  (15)

To sum up, we have

d 1
7 IVawll72 + 3 1Awl72 + 0 ll(Valou) : All72

(16)
< Clluoll e w72 +n°Crl| Az All 72 + 17 V2 AlI72) [Vawl 72 + C?CLCs | VoA A7
and by Gronwall we have
1 2
Ve Foe o) + 5 182wl 20 i) + 1 1(Velatr) : AllTaz,12
L(0,T5L2) T 5 L2(0,T;L2) L2(0,T;L2?) (V)

< exp (Ca(1 +7°Ch)) (IVaw(0)]]72 + C5(1 + 1))

where Cy, C5 depend only on the initial data (and parameters except for 7).

Remark 1. Same cancellation argument works for the original Doi model (Dod), so we can
prove global well-posedness of diffusive Doi model for any n > 0. In the presence of an
external forcing (applied to the fluid field), the global well-posedness can still be proved by
stmilar estimates.

2.2 Local well-posedness

In this section we prove the local well-posedness. Before we start, we briefly check the
difficulty in the usual contraction mapping scheme. We define the Banach space B = X x Y,
where
X = L>(0, To; PW2(T?)) N L2(0, Tp; PW32(T?))
and
Y = L>(0, Ty; W32(T?)) N L?(0, Ty; W2(T?)).

We set up a fixed point equation U = F(U) in B for U = (u, A), where F(U) = (u™®", A™")
given by
U (1) = e ug 4+ Qq(u, u) + L(u, A),

Anew(t) _ e(l/Az—4k)tA0 + Q2(U, A) + % <1 o e—4kt> Iy, (17)
where +
Q1(u,v) = —/ e(t_s)Az]P’(u(s) - Vyu(s))ds, (18)
0
L(u, A) = /O =)0 y(div, (Vau(s) = A(s))A(s)))ds, (19)
and

Qa(u, A) = /0 =) WA=k (_yy(5).V, A(5)+(Vou(s)) A(s)+A(s) (Vau(s)T —2(Vu(s) : A(s))A(s))ds.
(20)
We can easily check that
Q1 (w,v) |l x < CV/To [lullx [lv]lx
[ L(u, Al x < Cllullx [[Ally (21)
Q2w A)lly < CVTy llullx (1Al + 14113 -
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For example, if we let ¢ = Q2(u, A), then ¢ is the solution of the equation
O1q — vAzq + 4kq = R, q(0) =0, (22)

where

t
Q2(u, A) :/ =) wAa=1k) R(5)ds.
0

Then by the standard estimate we obtain

2 2
a0l o0 (0.1 w22)n 220,10 w32) < C IR 7200 7w1.2) 5
and in this case

ClR() Iy < lluls)ll oo Ve A($S)l L2 + [Veuls)ll Lo [[VaA(s)l Lo + lluls)ll oo [|[AzA(s)]] 12
+[IVau(s) g2 [1AG) | e + [Au(s)ll g2 |AS) | oo + [ Vatu(s)]l 2 [|A()]| 700
+ [ Au(9)ll 2 1AG) 7w + I Vouls) g V2 AS) | pa [l All oo
< Cllu(s)lly2z2 |A(S) w22 (L4 [[A(S) ly22) < Cllullx [[Ally (14 [[Ally)- -
23
The problem is in L(u, A): to find a contraction mapping we need to guarantee that F is
a mapping from a ball B(0, R) C B to itself: however, the bounds for |u""(t)||y that we
can obtain from this method is Uy + [Ju|| x (C1T0 ||ul| x + C2 ||Ally ), and if ||Ally > C% then
this method fails to bound which holds for both |ju| y and [|u™"| . Therefore, instead of
contraction mapping principle, we use an approximation scheme for v equation and go with
contraction mapping principle for A equation.

Approximation scheme. Suppose that u, € X is given with |lu,|/y < co and u,(0) =
ug. We solve

{ O An + Un - Vol = (Vaun)An + An(Vou!) — 2(Vaun : An)An + vAL Ay + 2k(24, — L),
A, (0) = Ap.
(24)
For this equation contraction mapping works well, and local well-posedness is guaranteed, and
proposition [I a priori estimates (ATl), (A2), (A3]) are satisfied except that all the estimates
concerning u are replaced by u,. This means that A,, is guaranteed to exist until the time of
existence of u,. Our approximation scheme for u,; is the following.

atun-l—l + Unp+1 - qun—i-l = _V:cpn-i-l + Axun—i-l + Vx . jn-l—l ((n(jn-l—l (V:cun-‘rl) : An)An)) 5
Vg Up+1 = 0, un—i—l(o) = Ug,

(UA)
where J,41f is the orthogonal projection of f into space spanned by eigenvectors correspond-
ing to first (n 4 1)-th eigenvalues. Therefore, 7,1 s are symmetric (in fact self-adjoint) and
they commute with differentiation. Then we can prove the local well-posedness of the system
([TA) via contraction mapping, since for the modified polymer-induced nonlinear structure

t
Ln+l(un+la An) = / e(t_S)Aan(vw “TInt1(Tns1(Vatungr) : Ap)Ay))(s)ds
0

has the estimate

|27 g, A < nn o+ DEVT [l 1 4aly-



We then find an estimate of [|u,41|/y independent of n, which allow us to guarantee exis-
tence of the solution u,1 until the time of existence of u,, and also the existence of a weak
limit of the sequence {uy, },. This estimate can be obtained in the same manner as (Energy]),
(Vorticity]), and (GVI]), which is essentially the usual energy method together with the can-
cellation structures (Cancellationl), (Cancellation?)), and those estimates hold with the bound
depending only on initial data and T, independent of n. Then we have the uniform bounds

Hun”X < Dy, ”AnHY < Do,

so by compactness we have weak limits u € X, A € Y, and we can check that for some
subsequence of (uy, Ay,), again denoted by (uy, 4;,)

(Vatn) Ay — (Vou)A in L2(0,T; L?)
(Vattn : Ap)A, — (Veu: A)A in L?(0,T; L?) (25)
Up * Ve, — - Vyu in L2(0, T; L2)
and
Ve Tn(Tn(Vaoun) @ Ap)An) = Ve - (Veu : A)A) in L2(0,T; W12, (26)

Note that u,, A, € L>(0,Ty; W??) are uniformly bounded and dyu,, & A, € L?(0,T; W2)
are also uniformly bounded, by Aubin-Lions there is a subsequence of A,, converging to A and
u,, converging to u strongly in C([0,T]; W?2~42) for small ¢ > 0. For the first convergence,
note that

[(Vaun)An — (Vﬂcu)AHB < ||unn||L°° | An — AHL2 + | Ve (un — U)HL2 ||A||L°°

27
< Dy [ Ay — Allps + tn — ullyrz Do @7)

and by Aubin-Lions we are done. Other two can be shown similarly. The last convergence is
also straightforward:

(28)
=0+ 1+ I3+ 14+ Is,

where
Is = T (Tn (Vaun — Veu) : A)A) ) Iy = T (Tn (Veu) — Vaeu) : A) A), (29)
Is = T (Vo) : A) A) — (Vau: A)A.
We have

illzz s M2l 2 < Do [[Vaunlpoo [[(An = A2 < Do [[(An = Al oo o 1wr2) [[unllypaz - (30)

By Aubin-Lions lemma, |11l 120 7:12) + M2/l 220,7:22) — 0 as n — oo. I3 can be similarly
treated by Aubin-Lions lemma, and Iy, I5 can be treated by the property of 7.

Uniqueness of the solution. Suppose that (u, A) € B and (v, B) € B are two solutions
to the initial value problem (DA]). Then we have

O(u—v)+u-Vy(u—0v)+ (u—2v) - Vyu==Vy(py — pv) + Az(u—v)
Ve - (Veu = Vav) : A)A + (Vo) : (A = B))A+ ((Vav) : B)(A - B)),
W(A—B)+u-Vi(A—B)+ (u—v)-VyB = (Vy(u—v))A+ (Vyv)(A— B) (31)
+A(Va(u—0)T + (A= B)(Vav)! —4k(A — B) + vAL(A — B)
—2((Vau —Vuv) : A)A+ ((Vzv) : (A= B))A+ ((Vyv) : B)(A— B))
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and standard relative energy estimate gives

2 2 2
u=vllze + IVa(u = )72 + 20 [[Va(u —v) - Allz2 < ClIVal g2 |A = Bl [lu = vl 2,

1d
S A = BIZ + v Va4 - B + 4k |4 - BI:

SClA =Bl (lu —vllp2 [VeAllpe + [[A = Bl 2 (IVavl g2 + [[(w —v) || 2 [|Allypr2 + [|A (_ B;”B [Vevllp2)
32

2 |

and by a priori estimates on u, v, A, B we have

d

= (Il = vl72 + 14 = BIlZ: ) +Valw = vl 2 +v [ A= Bl2 < € (Jlu—vl72 + |4 - BI72)
(33)

and by Gronwall inequality u = v, A = B.

3 A priori estimate for ([Doil)

In this section, we establish a priori estimates for (Doil). More precisely, we prove the following
theorem:

Theorem 3. Let (u, f) be a stroong solution of (Dad) on [0,T] with initial data satisfying
My(0) € L*®,05(0) € W2, My(0) € W22, Mg(0) € W2, [ [ (flog f — f + 1) (0)dmdz <
00, andug € PW?2. Then (u, f) satisfies the bounds (FH), (M0B), (MnB1) forn = 4, (ESB),
(V-Doi), [(M{B2), and (V2-Dai).

3.1 Free energy estimate

The first one is the well-known free energy estimate.

d (1 v, fP2
S (hies [ [ rrogs s vramar) i [ Vg
dt \ 2 > Js1 A

V.1 (34
—i—u/ xf dmdx + n/((qu) :m @m)? fdmdz + |V pul|32 dz = 0.
T2 Jst
From this we can obtain the bound
ooyt g [ (1ew =) Oamda 9oy [TV ey B
(FE)

where

Bi=Clluolia+ [, [ (Flogs = £+ 1) 0)dmds

with C' a constant depending only on parameters k, v and 7.

3.2 Estimate on moments

In this section, we investigate bounds on moments, which are useful in establishing bounds
of elastic and viscous stresses.
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Local coordinates. To study the evolution of moments and elastic tensors, it is useful
to write the Fokker-Planck equation of (Dall) in the local expression. The configuration space
S! can be represented by m(#) = (cosf,sinf), and the Fokker-Planck equation of (Dol is

Of +u-Vaof =kOZf + vAnf — By (m(o)l (Vou)m(6)) f) (FPth)
where

m(0)* - (Veu)m(0)) = %cos 20(01ug + dauy) + %(811@ — Oouy) — %Sin 20(O1u1 — Daug).

Also, the expression for elastic stress can be rewritten as:

1 10 . 0 1
op = /0 §f <cos 20 <0 _1> + sin 26 <1 O>> do (ESth)

and

1
(VSth)

Tnf . 10 . 0
oy = Ny (cos 20(01u1 — Oaus) + sin 20(Druy + Orug)) | I + cos 26 0 _q) Tsm 26

Evolution of moments. The evolution equation for M, n > 0 is derived from ([Doi):
O My, +u - VoM, =Ty My, + vAL M, + T, (Vyu, My o) (ME)

where T ,, is a constant-coefficient (depending on n) matrix and 75, (A, B) is a constant-
coefficient (also depending on n) bilinear tensor on A and B. On the other hand, when n = 0,
the evolution equation for My is given by

OiMy +u - VMy=vA, My (MO)
and from this we obtain
d1
72 Mol 32 + v |VaMo|72 = 0,
d My|[? A Mol < C l|ul)? 2 Mol?> < CBy ||Vul? My||?
7 [VaMol|72 + v [[AxMoll72 < C llull72 |Vaullz2 [VaMollz: < CBy|[Vaullpe [[VaeMol| 72
(35)
and so

HMOH%M(O,T;L2) + Hva0”2L2(07T;L2) < By, (36)
||VxM0||%°°(O,T;L2) + HAmMO||2L2(07T;L2) < Bs,
and
1Mol oo (0,7;1.00) < Bas (MOB)
where

By = C | Mo(0)|72, By = Cexp(CBY}) |V Mo(0)|[72, Ba = || Mo(0)]l

where again C' depends only on parameters, and estimate (MOB) follows from the maximum
principle. One simple but important observation is the following:

|MI(xz,t)| < My(z,t) (Obs)

11
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due to positivity of f and compactness of S!. By (Obs), we obtain estimates for M,, n > 0;
from

1d
2dt HMHH%Q +v ”vanH%? <Cy (HMn”i? + | Vaull 2 ([ M| 12 B4> )
1d
Sdl ”van”%? +tv HAzMn”%Q < (lullpa IVaMal[pa + Co [ Vaul p2) |Ap My |2 + Cp ”V:cMnH%? )
(37)
where C), depends only on n and parameters (k in these cases), we have
1Mol 7o 0,722y + Ve Mal 7200 7,12y < Bsons
L (0,T;L2) L2(0,T;L2) (MnB1)

2 2
HVSDMTLHLOO(O,T;L?) + ||AmMnHL2(0,T;L2) < B

where

By = Cexp(CaT) (IMa(0) 172 + BB1)
Bon = Cexp(CuT + BY) (IVaMa(O) 32 + CuBy ).
Also, similar to estimate ([A3]), we have
% 1AM, 122 + v VoA My |20 < Co || A My 12
+Cn (Voo M| 2 (ull po [|Ba Ml g2 + [Vl o [[Va Ml g4 + [[Azull 2 ([ M2l o + vagllm Ve Mol 1) -
After burying ||V, Az M| 2 term using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the first term is boun(de()i

by
C l[ull 72 | Voull7z |ApMpl72 < CoBr [ Vaul 72 | As Ml

the second term is bounded by
2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Cn (HAwuHLZ ||van||L2 + ||quHLz ||AmMn||L2) <Cp vauHLZ ||Aan||L2+CnBG,n HAmuHm )

the third term is bounded by
CHBZ HAxU”%2 )

and the fourth term is bounded by
Co (I 222 18e Mosoll2 + Ve Mool [ Agul2:) < CuBo o | Aeul2a+Co | Vol [ Aa M ]2
To sum up, we have
G NAMy 2 4+ Vb Ml < G (14 (By+ 1) [Vl 18, M 25
+Co ((Bop + B3 + Bonsa) [ Vol 32 + IVaull32 180 Mool )

and therefore

1A Moo 0 712y + IV Mul 720 7.12) < Brm (38,n + | Vaul 7o 0,712 Bﬁ,n+2> (MnB2)
where

By = Cpexp (T 4 (By +1)By), Bgyn = Bi(Bgn + B3 + Bonsa) + || A M (0)])35 .

12



3.3 Control of elastic stress

Elastic stress can be bounded by bounds on Ms, since each component of o is a component
of Ms, but we can get better estimates:

Owog+u-Vyop = —4kog +vA,0p + T2/72(Vmu, My) (40)
where T} , is another constant-coefficient bilinear tensor. Then
2 2
loell Loenrzo,m;02) T 1IV20ElT200.7502) < Clloe(0)]72 + B1) = By,
IVaosllmprzomis + 18008 a0 rips) < Cexp(B}) (IV205(0) |3 + BiB1) = Buo.
(ESB)

3.4 Control of higher derivatives of u and viscous stress

We take curl to the Navier-Stokes equation to obtain

Ow~+u-Vyw = Axw—ij-Vx-aE—l—an'Vx-/ ((Vgu) : m@m)m®mfdm (Vorticity-Doi)

Sl
and
1d || 2 2 € 1 .
—— lwli2 + |Vawllje == | Vzyw:-(Ve-op)dz+n [ wVy Ve [ (Veu):m@m)m@mfdndz.
2 dt ']1*2 TZ St
(41)
We investigate the last term: note that w = €;;0;u; where €;; is the Levi-Civita symbol (in
this case just €19 = 1 and €g; = —1) and the last term can be written as:
77/ €ijOiu; <€k€ak8p/ (Vau) : m@m)mpmgfdm> dx
T2 st
= 77/ / (€ij€reOk0p0jumpmy) (Vzu) - m @ m) fdmdz
T2 /st (C-Doi2D)
= 77/ / ((0;0p05ug — 0;0,Opuj)mpmy) (Vzu) : m @ m) fdmdx
T2 JSt
= 77/ Ay (Vau) :m@m) ((Veu) : m®@m) fdmdx
T2 Jst
and
17/ Ay (Vau) :m@m) ((Veu) : m®@m) fdmdx
T2 JS! (42)
= —77/ / Vo ((Veu) : m @ m)? fdmdz — 77/ T53(VVau, Vyu, Vi My)de
T2 Jst T2
where T3 is a constant-coefficient trilinear form. Therefore,
d 2 2 . 2
— wllz2 + [ Vawll72 + 1 IVa((Veu) : m @m)|” fdmdz
dt T2 Jst
< C|IVaoplzz + Cn I VaVaoul g2 | Voul o [ VoMal 4 (43)

1
< C||Viorl7: + 3 IVawll72 + C [lwl|72 | Ve Mal[72 |40 Ma| 72
where C' depends only on parameters (the last C' is proportional to n*) and

ol oo 07:12) + V2wl 720,712y < C exp (BsaBs.a) (HW(O)H%Z + B9> =Bii.  (V-Doi)

13



Then, by (V-Doll) and (MnB2) with n = 4 we have

1A Mul[7 o (0 712y + I VaBaMal|72(0 1,2y < Bra (Bsa + BiiBsg) = Bia. (M4B2)
Finally, by multiplying —A,w to and integrating, we have
1d

—— |VawllZs + | Azw|)3s = / u- VowAwdr + | Aw(VE -V, - op)de
2dt T2 T2 (44)

—77/ AywVy -V - / ((Vgu) : m®@m)m @ mfdmdz.
T2 St
Again the last term can be rewritten as, by the same calculation to (C-Doi2D]),

n | AwwVE-Ve- [ (Veu):m®m)memfdndx
b st (C2-Doi2D)
= 77/ / A2 (Vau) :m@m) ((Veu) : m@m) fdmda
T2 Jst

and
77/ A2 ((Vau) :m@m) (Veu) : m @ m) fdmdz
T2 Jst

— / / (Ay (Vo) : m@m))? fdmdz (45)
T2 Jst
+TI/ T4 (VZ‘ASCua V:cv:cua v:cM4) dr + 77/ T5 (VIAZ‘U7 quy Aac]\44) dx
T2 T2

again T and T5 are constant-coefficient trilinear tensors. Thus,

d
—||wa||%z+||Ame2Lz—|—77/ / (A, (Vo) : m@m))? fdmdz
dt T2 Jst

46
< O(luls [Vaul2s + IVeMalZs [ A MalZs + [ VoloMy|2:) [Vaw]2,  (46)
+C(| Ao |2 + [Vaull2s | AaMi]|2)

and
IV awll7 o0 0,722y + 1820117200 7,12y < Bis (V2-Doi)
where

Bis = Cexp (C(B + By + Buo) (IVaw(0)]2: + Bio + Bui B

Remark 2. The cancellation structures (C-Doi2Dl) and (C2-Doi2D) hold for 3D case also.

To illustrate, we have
[ dmdsV. A Vo A (Vs (Vo) s @ mm o m)
= /dmdl’ﬁij’k@j’Uk'Eijkajaé(((qu) :m @ m)memyf)
= / dmdze;jy ;i (0;050pur ) memi(Vou) : m @ m) f (47)
= /dmdx(agzaew — 0j0kOpuj)memy((Vyu) : m @ m) f

= /dmdm(Ax((qu) :m@m))(Vyu) : m@m)f.

14



4 Local well-posedness of (Dol

In this section, we prove local well-posedness of (Dall). Once local well-posedness is estab-
lished, global well-posedness follows from the a priori estimates established in the previous
section.

4.1 Local existence of the solution

We follow the method presented in Constantin and Seregin: the existence of the system
follows from uniform bounds on the approximate system

ou+u-Vou=—-Vyep+Au+Vy Tyo(og)+ Ve To <77/ (Je(Vyu) :m@m)m mfdm>
st

Vie-u=0,
Of+To(u) - Vof = kAnf +vAyf — Vi - (B (Te(Vau)mf))
(Doi-Approx)
which satisfies the same bounds (EE), (M0B), (MuBI) for n = 4, (ESB), (V=Doil), (M4B2]),
and (V2-Doll), and solutions of these systems are obtained by an implicit iteration scheme,
using linear equations in each step of the approximation:

8tun-l—l + Uy - qun—l—l = _v:cpn-l—l + A:cun—l—l

+Vg- ﬂ(aE(fn)) + V- L7€ <”7 /Sl ((%(qun—i-l)) M m)m® mfndm> s

Vi - upg1 =0,

atfn—l—l + uﬁ(un) : vmfn—l—l = kAmfn—l—l + VAmfn—i—l — V- (Pml (uﬁvxun)mfn—l-l) .
(Doi-Approx2)
Existence of follows from standard arguments in Fokker-Planck equation: first
each system in has smooth solution (same regularity as in the a priori estimate,
uniform bounds in n), and therefore we have weakly convergent subsequence u,, converging
to w in L>(0,T; W22)N L2(0,T; W>?), and by Aubin-Lions and Rellich-Kondrachov we have
up — u € L?(0,T;W?2~42), which is a strong convergence. Also we establish similar strong
convergence in moments, and we establish convergence of evolution equation of u,, to that of
u, which proves that the limit u is a weak solution of (Dol-Approx]), and since u has enough
regularity it is a strong solution. We also find the limit f of f,, using the results from the
trigonometric moment problem. We see that f is a weak solution of (Dol-Approx]), and that

f is given by the density, and the standard theory gives the free energy estimate (FEI).

Uniform bounds on solutions of (Doi-Approx2|). Suppose that ||uq\|Lc,o(0 TWi)NL2(0,TWi+1.2) <

Bipp, and ”M2”L°°(OTWJ 2)nL2(0,T;wi+t2) T HM4HL°° orwinL2 0wty < Fapp for j =
0,1,2, and HMGHLo<> (0.7 W) L2(0,T;Wi+1.2) < Fl,p for j = 0,1, and for all ¢ < n. We will

determined the exact values of By, and Fapp in the subsequent estimates. Then we have

d
G Wl | Vatalffe 1 [ (TFatasn) s m@m)? fudmds < C o () < OB,
(48)
from the energy estimate, and from this we obtain

lnsilzoeo,r,22) + I Vattnst 720 ip2) < (072 + CBIT = By, (49)
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The vorticity equation becomes

Oywni1 + Up - Vawnyr = —ﬁikaiuglajuz_'—l + Apwni1 + Va - Vi To (05(fn))

i (50)
+V, Ve - To(n((Te(Vitns1)) : m@m)m @ mfrdm)

which leads to the estimate
el + Vot B2+ [ (TUTaVatir) s @ m)? fudmds
< C (IVs0n(fa)l72 + lwnslFe (IVoME G2 18:ME G2 +1) + lonllf2 )
IV ewni 2 18022 + 1 (Aal(Vs0) : 1 @ m)? )
< C (lunl?2 Vol 3e + IV MF I3 140 MENZ2 + V2 A0 MEIZ2 + eonlF2 ) [ Vatn a2

0 (1800mlZ2 + Va1l 18 MF |2 + [Vewnl 22 lwn il )
(51)
Also we have

2 2 2 2
||MAIL||L°°(O,T;L2) + ||VZM£ILHL2(O,T;L2) < eCT(HMZL(O)HLz + B4B¢1pp) < eCT(||M4(0)||L2 + B4B2pp) = F(?pp?

n n 0 2
Ve My ”%OO(O,T;B) + [|Ag My H%?(O,T;H) < eBap)+CT <”va4(0)”%2 + Bt(z]pp> - F;ppy

(52)
and the same bound for M3 (or og(f,)) and M in place of M}'. From this we conclude that

1 2
w1l 0,i22) + IVawntal72 < CTHE (Jo(0)|72 + CFS,, + BY, ) = Bl (53)
Then
||AwMZf||2L°<>(0,T;L2)+||VwAwM£LH2L2(0,T;L2) < eC(ngp+1)ngp <||AwM4(0)||%2 + C(Falpp + BZ)Bclupp) = Fazpp’
(54)
and finally
||vmwn+1||%°°(0,T;L2) + ||Aan+1||%2(0,T;L2) (55)

< Ot P Bl B (19,00 0) 72 + Fuyy + FappBagp + (Bagy)*) = By

This verifies that |[unl| (o r.w22)002(0,rws2) is uniformly bounded. Furthermore, dyuy, is
also uniformly bounded in L2(0,T}; L?).

Convergence of u,, to u and existence of solution for u equation of ((Doi-Approx|).
By Banach-Alaoglu, we have a subsequence of u,,, weakly converging to v in L>(0,T; W22)N

L?(0,T;W32), and by Aubin-Lions, in fact

u, — u € C([0,T]; W?™%?) strongly

for small enough € > 0, for a further subsequence. We extract further subsequence that
Uy — U, VU, — Veu almost everywhere. Moreover, we can find a further subsequence such
that there is o and M, such that

o5(fn) = op, My(f,) = MP — My € C([0,T]; W?4?) strongly (56)

also. To show that u is a solution of (Doi-Approx)), we first recall that W?2~%2(T?) is a Banach
algebra for € < 1, and also a refined version of Agmon inequality:

[wll oo (r2y < C lullyyz—e2(r2y (Agmon)
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Now the evolution equation for u,11 of (Doi-Approx2]) can be rewritten as the following:

8tun—l—l =P (_un “Viaplpy1 + Axun—l—l +V, - uﬁ(aE(fn)) +V, - L%T(%(qun—l—l)y M4(fn)))
(57)
where P is the orthogonal projection to divergence-free vector field and T is a constant-
coefficient bilinear tensor between two arguments. We first control w, - V uy,41. Since u, —
u € C([0,7]; L) by Agmon and V,u,+1 — Veu € C([0,T); L?), P(uy, - Vatni1) — Plu -
Viu) € C([0,T); L?). Also, PAu, 11 — PAu € C([0,T); W=12), PV, - To(op(fn)) — PV, -
Ji(og) € C([0,T); Wi=42) (uniformly in £), and finally since My(f,,) — My € C([0,T]; L*)
by Agmon and V u, 1 — Vau € C([0,T); L?), T(To(Vating1), Ma(fr)) — T(Te(Vau), My) €
C([0,T); L?) and 50 V- Ty T(Jo(Vptins1), My(fn)) = Vo TeT(Te(Viu), My) € C([0,T); W—12)
(uniformly in ¢). Finally, since d;u,, is weakly convergent to dyu in L?(0,T; L?), we see that

u is a weak solution of u-part of (Doi-Approx).

Convergence of f, to f. To deal with this issue, we recall the result from the trigono-
metric moment problem:

Theorem 4 (Carathéodory-Toeplitz). For a complex sequence s = (s;) € NU {0} the fol-
lowing are equivalent:

1. There exists a (nonnegative) radon measure ju on T such that

sj:/ e 90du(0)
st

for all j € Z. Here s_; := s; formn > 1.
2. ka:(] sj—kckCj > 0 for all finite complex sequences (c;);enu{o}-
The measure 1 is uniquely determined by determined by s;.

In this regard, we define the trigonometric moments

() = [ 0.
St
By the very similar argument as before, we obtain
I F) B ooy + V85 (£l 2 < BI(L+ 2BY),
which is uniform in n, and [|9;s;(fu)llyy-12 < (/B2 + CV) [IVasi(fa)ll 2 + CiBa || Vaull 2
s0 O;sj(fn) is uniformly bounded in L?(0,7; W ~12). Therefore, again by Aubin-Lions and
diagonalization argument, we can find a further subsequence of f,, such that s;(f,) converges

to some s; strongly in L?(0,T; L?), and therefore almost everywhere, for all j. Also, we see
that

[e.e]

> sik(f) (@, t)er > 0

k=0
for all x,t for all finite complex sequences (c;)jenufo}, and by almost everywhere conver-
gence > 7% 8j—k(7,t)ckc; > 0 for almost every (z,t). Therefore, we see that there exists a
(nonnegative) radon measure y such that s; = [, e=%dpu(0) for all j € Z. Next we show
that for almost every (z,t) fn(x,t,m)dm converges to u(z,t;dm) weakly. The argument is
analogous to the method of moment: since fSl fu(x, t,m)dm < By, (fn(z,t)dm) is uniformly
bounded and obviously uniformly tight. Therefore, by Prokhorov’s theorem f,(x,t, m)dm
converges weakly to some Radon measure v(x,t;dm). Thus, s;(fn)(z,t,m)dm converges to
[ e %y (z,t;dm) for each j, but this equals to s; = [q e~7%dp(f). Since  is determined
by the trigonometric moments, v = pu. Note that My[u] = M}, also holds.
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f is a weak solution of (Doi-Approxl). To show that p is the weak solution of

(Doi-Approx]), we write the Fokker-Planck equation of (Doi-Approx2)) in the weak form as in
(Cauchy-FPJ]), and check the convergence. First, we note that

|E| =|{t e (0,T): |[{z € T?: f.(x,t,dm) does not converge weakly to u(z,t; dm)}| > 0}] =0.

Fort € (0,T)—E, for almost all z, [o1 ¢m(m) fut1(z,t,m)dm — [o1 ¢m(m)p(z, t; dm) by weak
convergence, and | Js1 Om(m) frg (2, t, m)dm‘ < Cy,, B4 for almost every x, so by Dominated
convergence theorem,

L u@mm) s tsmydmds = [ 6u(a)m(mpute.tidm)d.

T2 xSt T2 xSt

The second term is easy since the initial data of f,, are just mollified ones of f(0). We can
show convergence for other terms except for the ones involving velocity field u, using the
very same argument: by weak convergence we have almost everywhere convergence for m
integral part first, and for that term we have uniform bound (depending on ¢,,), then we
apply dominated convergence theorem. For the terms involving velocity fields u, we apply
the generalized dominated convergence theorem instead. Then standard parabolic regularity
theory guarantees that actually u is given by density f(z,t,m)dmdz, and if initial entropy is

2
finite, then it remains finite, with f(t) € WH(T? x S'), and fOT J2 st Iv”'}”ﬂ dmdt < oo.

Solution of (Doi). Existence of a solution of (Dall) is just a repetition of arguments for
establishing solutions of (Doi-Approx]). In this case, we set up £ — oo.

4.2 Uniqueness of the solution

Uniqueness of the solution follows from relative energy method. Suppose that (u, f) and
(v, g) are two solutions of (Dail) with same initial data (ug, fo) satisfying our assumptions.

Control of u — v. By taking L? estimates, vorticity estimate, and W12 norm estimates
for u — v, we have

2 2 2
= = vlly2z + [ (w = v)llyse < CL#) [[u = vl

+C |lop(f) — op(9) 2z + Ca(t) [|Ma(f) — Ma(g) ||}z

(Rel-Energy-Doi)

where Cy(t),Ca(t) € L1(0,T) coming from norms of v and C is a constant independent of
time.

Control of fgl |f — gldm. The key quantity of control is [q |f — gldm. Let sgng be
a smooth, increasing regularization of the sign function such that sgnﬁ(s) = sign(s) for
|s| > B, and let |s|g = [ sgng(r)dr. Then as 8 — 0, we have |s|g — |s|. Then by sub-
tracting two Fokker-Planck equations of (Dall) for f and g, then by replacing ¢, ()@, (m) in
by sgug(f —g) [1f — glsdm (we can do this since C*°(T?) @ C*°(S') is dense in
LP(T? xSY, f(x,t,m)dwdm(g(x,t, m)dxdm)) for any p > 1), then by checking that terms from
diffusion are positive, and finally taking the limit 8 — 0 (and dividing by H Ja If — g|de 12

), we obtain
t
0= [ (= vy
L2 0

‘/Sl |f — gldm

+ CBy||Va(u— v)||L2> ds.
2
(FPdiff)

[ IVeumglam
St L
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Noting that

2\ [Vg|? :
‘/ |Vgldm|| = / < ]Vg\dm) dx §</ By dmda:)
st L2 T2 \JS! T2 st g
we obtain

H/S |f — gldm L (t) < /Ot (Bf </TS W(s)dmdm’)é +CB4> [ (w = 0)(5)][yys.2 ds

1
t me 2 2
< Cllu= vl o pare (ﬁ ([ Bt andsas) ) < CO/Br + VD)t — ol 2 ooy
X

g
(58)
thanks to the free energy estimate (FE]). Therefore,
2
| [ 1= gtam)| < e - ol 06w (FPdift2)
L

Control of moments. Finally, we apply the relative energy estimates for evolution equa-
tion of moments (MEI), and apply (FPdiff2)) in closing the effect of higher moments to obtain
the following:

d
o | M (f) — ]Mn(9)||%/vk2 + v [[My(f) - Mn(Q)H%/VZ»?
2

Y

< O M) = M) + ol = ol + Ca)| [ 17 = glam

L2
d .
7 1Mn(f) = M (9)[[fy22 + v Mo (f) = Ma(9)[Iya.2 (Mdiff)

14
< O™ |Ma(f) = Ma(9)llfyz + C" [lu = vlffyzs + 5 [Ba(Mni2(f) = My2(9))|72
2

Cn
& (H/ f = gldm
14 st L

where C3 € L'(0,T) depending on the norms of v and g, and C™ are constants depending
only on n and norms of v and g. Summing up (Rel-Energy-Doi)), (EPdiff2)), and (Mdiff)), we
finally obtain

d t
GF0+60 <00 (Fo)+ [ G0)ds) 6 € L0.1),60) = u = o) fos.
0
F(t) = [lu = vlfpez + lop(f) = o8(9)[y2e + |Ma(f) = Ma(9) 522 + || Ms(f) — MG(Q)HE/W; (t)
59

as desired. Noting that F(0) = 0 and applying Gronwall’s inequality, we see that F(t) =
fg G(s)ds = 0. This proves the uniqueness of the solution, and completes the proof of
Theorem [I1

) + Hvx(Mn-I—2(f) - Mn+2(g)”%2> )

5 Conclusion

We proved Theorem [l which states that the well-posedness of strong solutions of (Dolil) with
free energy estimates. Also we showed well-posedness of strong solutions of (DA]), which is
an approximate closure of (Doll). In addition, we report that the condition 7 < 7. for some
critical 7., which was used to control viscous stress term, was not necessary and we can show
global well-posedness for all n > 0.
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