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On the existence of strong solutions for unsteady motions of

incompressible chemically reacting generalized Newtonian fluids

Kyueon Choi∗, Kyungkeun Kang† and Seungchan Ko‡

Abstract

We consider a system of nonlinear partial differential equations modeling the unsteady motion of
an incompressible generalized Newtonian fluid with chemical reactions. The system consists of the
generalized Navier-Stokes equations with power-law type viscosity with a power-law index depending
on the concentration, and the convection-diffusion equation which describes chemical concentration.
This system of partial differential equations arises in the mathematical models describing the synovial
fluid which can be found in the cavities of movable joints. We prove the existence of a global strong
solution for the two and three-dimensional spatially periodic domain, provided that the power-law
index is greater than or equal to (d+ 2)/2 where d is the dimension of the spatial domain. Moreover,
we also prove that such a solution is unique under the further assumption that p+ < 3

2
p− for the

two-dimensional case and p+ < 7

6
p− for the three-dimensional case, where p− and p+ are the lower

and upper bounds of the power-law index p(·) respectively.

Keywords: Non-Newtonian fluid, convection-diffusion equation, synovial fluid, strong solution, maximal
regularity, variable power-law index

AMS Classification: 76D03, 35Q35, 35Q92, 76R50

1 Introduction

In this paper, we will prove the existence of a strong solution to a system of partial differential
equations (PDEs) describing the unsteady motion of an incompressible chemically reacting flow in two
and three dimensions. More precisely, we would like to know whether there exists a strong solution for
the following system of PDEs:

∂tv + div (v ⊗ v)− divS(c,Dv) = −∇π + f , (1.1)

div v = 0, (1.2)

∂tc+ div (cv)−∆c = −div g (1.3)

in QT := Ω × (0, T ) where Ω = [0, 1]d with d = 2, 3. Here v : QT → R
d, π : QT → R and c : QT →

R+ represent the velocity field, the scalar pressure and the concentration distribution respectively. In
addition, f : QT → R

d denotes a given external forcing term for the velocity and g represents the term
denoting the chemical concentration source. Here Dv is the symmetric part of the velocity gradient ∇v,
i.e., Dv = 1

2

(

∇v + (∇v)T
)

and S(c,Dv) : QT → R
d×R

d is the Cauchy stress tensor. The given system
(1.1)-(1.3) consists of the generalized incompressible Navier–Stokes equations and the convection-diffusion
equation for the concentration. In this setting, we consider the initial-boundary value problem described
by (1.1)-(1.3). On the boundary, we assume that all involved quantities regarding the velocity v and
the concentration c are periodic with respect to the domain [0, 1]d. In addition, we impose the following
initial conditions

v(x, 0) = v0(x) and c(x, 0) = c0(x) in Ω.
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For the Cauchy stress tensor S, we consider the case when it can be represented as the form

S(c,Dv) = 2ν(c, |Dv|)Dv,

where ν is of the power-law-like viscosity

ν(c, |Dv|) = ν0(1 + |Dv|2)
p(c)−2

2

with some positive constant ν0 > 0. Moreover, we assume that the exponent p : R → R is a Lipschitz
continuous function with 1 < p− ≤ p(·) ≤ p+ <∞. Then it is straightforward to verify that the following
properties hold: there exist positive constants K1, K2 and K3 such that for any (c,D) ∈ R× R

d×d and
B ∈ R

d×d, there holds

∂S(c,D)

∂D
: (B ⊗B) ≥ K1(1 + |D|2)

p(c)−2
2 |B|2,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂S(c,D)

∂D

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ K2(1 + |D|2)
p(c)−2

2 ,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂S(c,D)

∂c

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ K3(1 + |D|2)
p(c)−1

2 log(2 + |D|),

(1.4)

with the notation (B ⊗B)ijkh = BijBkh. Furthermore, we can also deduce from the above properties
that for any c ∈ R and D1,D2 ∈ R

d×d, there exists a positive constant K4 such that

(S(c,D1)− S(c,D2)) : (D1 −D2) ≥ K4(1 + |D1|
2 + |D2|

2)
p(c)−2

2 |D1 −D2|
2. (1.5)

This model generalizes the power-law-like non-Newtonian fluids, which was first investigated in the
late 1960s by Ladyzhenskaya and Lions independently in [21], [23] and [24]. They constructed weak
solutions of the steady-state model for p ≥ 3d

d+2 as well as the unsteady problem for p ≥ 3d+2
d+2 by using

the monotone operator theory. Further in [13] and [11], the authors relaxed the condition of p to p > 2d
d+2

for both stationary and nonstationary cases by applying the so-called Lipschitz truncation technique.
However, laboratory experiments have revealed that in several non-Newtonian fluid flow models,

the power-law index is not a fixed constant and often varies. More precisely, in some cases, it was
found that the power-law exponent can be represented as p(·) = p(E(x)), where E is an electric field
described by the quasi-static Maxwell equations, which is called the electrorheological fluids [30, 33].
Furthermore, [32] studied the existence theory for electrorheological fluids. In [9], the authors improved
the condition for p(·) by using the Lipschitz truncation method. To be more specific, the paper shows
the existence of weak solutions for sufficiently regular p(·) with 1 < p− ≤ p(·) ≤ p+ < ∞ and p− > 2d

d+2
for the stationary model. More recently, the model consisting of the generalized Newtonian fluids with
concentration-dependent viscosity coupled with the convection-diffusion equation was studied in [5]. The
authors considered the concentration effect as a scaling factor of the viscosity, i.e., ν(c,D) ∼ f(c)ν̃(D),
and the power-law exponent remained constant. However, the experimental results for the biological
fluids, e.g. synovial fluid, showed that the concentration affects the level of shear-thinning effects. For a
detailed explanation of the mathematical modeling of that fluid, we refer to [14] and [29]. These fluids
are called the chemically reacting fluids (CRF) and the existence theory of weak solutions for stationary
case was developed in [6] when p− > max{ 3d

d+2 ,
d
2} and improved to p− > d

2 in [7]. Furthermore, in [18],

the author proved the existence of weak solutions when p− > d+2
2 for the non-stationary case. From the

viewpoint of computational mathematics, [19, 20] constructed the finite element approximation of the
weak solutions and performed the convergence analysis of the numerical methods. On the other hand,
for strong solutions, there are only a few results known. The global existence of strong solutions for
p ≥ 3d+2

d+2 was shown in [3] and [25]. Furthermore, the local existence of strong solutions for large data

and the global existence of strong solutions for small data can be found in [27] when p > 3d−4
d

. In [10], the
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authors established the local existence of strong solutions for large data for 7
5 < p ≤ 2 in three dimensions,

which can be extended to the case of electrorheological fluids concerning the variable power-law index.
Moreover, in [2, 15], the authors proved the existence of regular solutions for the generalized Newtonian
fluids under certain conditions, and [17, 16] considered the non-Newtonian fluid flow models coupled with
other equations and established the existence of solutions with higher regularity. For the model of CRF,
the existence of classical solutions was shown for d = 2 in [1].

To the best of our knowledge, there are no results about the existence of strong solutions for the
unsteady CRF model. A significant difference compared to the electrorheological fluids is the appearance
of ∇c and ∂tc when we differentiate the Cauchy stress tensor in the Galerkin method, which requires us
to show the higher integrability of the derivatives of the concentration. Since the convection-diffusion
equation can be regarded as the heat equation with a source term, we apply the maximal regularity
theory to obtain the desired results. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. We first introduce the
auxiliary tools for the proofs of our main theorems in Section 2. In the following section, we construct
the Galerkin approximation as a baseline system and prove the higher regularity of ∇c. In Section 4
and Section 5, we derive some uniform estimates including the W 2,2-estimate for the velocity v and
L2-estimate of ∂tv both for the two-dimensional case and the three-dimensional case. Then in Section 6,
we prove the existence of a strong solution through the limiting process based on the uniform estimates
obtained in the previous sections. Further, we prove the uniqueness of the strong solution under the
additional assumption in Section 7 and we will discuss the concluding remark in Section 8.

2 Preliminaries and Main Result

In this section, we shall introduce our main result along with some preliminaries which will be used
throughout the paper. For two vectors a, b, a · b means the dot product and for two tensors A, B, A : B
denotes the scalar product. In addition, C signifies a generic positive constant, which may vary at each
appearance. For k ∈ N ∪ {0} and 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, we denote the standard Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces by
Lq(Ω) and W k,q(Ω) respectively. Moreover, for the sake of simplicity, we shall write ‖ · ‖p = ‖ · ‖Lp(Ω) and
‖ · ‖k,p = ‖ · ‖W k,p(Ω). For a Banach space X, we define the Bochner space Lq(0, T ;X) by the family of
functions with the finite Bochner-type norm

‖u‖Lq(0,T ;X) :=















(
ˆ T

0
‖u(t)‖qX dt

)
1
q

if 1 ≤ q <∞,

sup
t∈(0,T )

‖u(t)‖X if q = ∞,

with an abbreviation Lq(QT ) = Lq(0, T ;Lq(Ω)). Since we will deal with the spatially periodic functions,
we shall restrict ourselves to the case of the zero mean-value functions over Ω. In this perspective, we
will use the following spaces which are frequently used in the study of incompressible fluid flow problems:
For k ∈ N ∪ {0} and 1 ≤ q <∞,

V := {ϕ ∈ C∞(Ω) : 〈ϕ, 1〉 = 0, divϕ = 0},

W k,q
div (Ω) := V

‖·‖k,q .

Next, let us introduce the function space with variable exponent. Let P be a set of all measurable
functions p : QT → [1,∞] and we call the function p ∈ P(QT ) a variable exponent. Furthermore, we
define p− := infQT

p(x, t) and p+ := supQT
p(x, t). Then the variable-exponent Lebesgue space is defined

as

Lp(·)(QT ) :=

{

u ∈ L1
loc(QT ) :

ˆ

QT

|u(x, t)|p(x,t) dxdt <∞

}
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equipped the corresponding Luxembourg norm

‖u‖Lp(·)(QT ) := inf

{

λ > 0 :

ˆ

QT

∣

∣

∣

∣

u(x, t)

λ

∣

∣

∣

∣

p(x,t)

dxdt ≤ 1

}

.

If 1 < p− ≤ p+ < ∞, this space becomes a reflexive and separable Banach space. Furthermore, Hölder’s
inequality and Young’s inequality hold with the variable exponents 1 = 1

p(·) +
1

p′(·) . These properties

play an important role as tools for the analysis of the CRF under consideration. See, e.g., [8] for more
information on the variable-exponent Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces.

Next, We shall present some auxiliary results which will be needed in the later analysis. We begin
with the following well-known lemma, called Korn’s inequality. We refer to p.196 in [26] for the details.

Lemma 2.1 (Korn’s inequality). For 1 < q <∞, assume that u ∈W 1,q(Ω). Then there holds

‖∇u‖q ≤ C(q,Ω)‖Du‖q,

where Ω is d-dimensional torus.

We also introduce the Gagliardo–Nirenberg interpolation theorem. See [28] for the details.

Lemma 2.2 (Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality on bounded domain). Let Ω ⊂ R
d be a measurable, bounded,

open and connected domain with a Lipschitz boundary. Let 1 ≤ q, r ≤ ∞, j and m be non-negative
integers, and p ≥ 1 such that the relation

1

p
=
j

d
+ θ

(

1

r
−
m

d

)

+
1− θ

q
,

j

m
≤ θ ≤ 1

holds. Then we have
‖Dju‖p ≤ C‖Dmu‖θr‖u‖

1−θ
q + C‖u‖σ,

where u ∈ Lq(Ω) with Dmu ∈ Lr(Ω) and σ > 0 is arbitrary.

Since we will use the Galerkin method, we need to show the solvability of the system of ordinary
differential equations (ODEs) for approximate solutions. The following lemma ensures the existence of
C : (t0 − δ, t0 + δ) → R

d solving the following system of ODEs (see, e.g., [35]):

d

dt
C(t) = G(t,C(t)), ∀t ∈ (t0 − δ, t0 + δ),

C(t0) = C0,
(2.1)

where C0 ∈ R
d.

Lemma 2.3 (Carathéodory’s theorem). Suppose that G : (t0 − δ, t0 + δ) × Bǫ(C0) → R
d satisfies the

following properties: if we write G = {Gi}
d
i=1,

• Gi(·,C) is measurable for all i = 1, . . . , d and for all C ∈ Bǫ(C0).

• Gi(t, ·) is continuous for a.e. t ∈ (t0 − δ, t0 + δ).

• |G(t,C)| ≤ F (t) for all (t,C) ∈ (t0 − δ, t0 + δ)×Bǫ(C0) and F (t) is integrable on (t0 − δ, t0 + δ).

Then there exist a δ′ ∈ (0, δ) and a continuous function C : (t0− δ
′, t0+ δ

′) → R
d such that d

dtC(t) exists
for a.e. t ∈ (t0 − δ′, t0 + δ′) and C solves (2.1).

The following lemma is so-called Grönwall’s inequality which is useful for parabolic problems. The
details can be found in the Appendix of [12].
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Lemma 2.4 (Grönwall’s inequality). Let η be a nonnegative and absolutely continuous function on [0, T ]
which satisfies for a.e. t that

η′(t) ≤ φ(t)η(t) + ψ(t),

where φ(t) and ψ(t) are nonnegative, integrable functions on [0, T ]. Then we have

η(t) ≤ exp

(
ˆ T

0
φ(s) ds

)[

η(0) +

ˆ t

0
ψ(s) ds

]

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T .

We will also use the following well-known compactness theorem in Bochner spaces (see, e.g., [24]).

Lemma 2.5 (Aubin–Lions Lemma). Let V1, V2 and V3 be reflexive and separable Banach spaces such
that

V1 →֒→֒ V2 and V2 →֒ V3.

Then for 1 < p, q < ∞, the space {v ∈ Lp(0, T ;V1) : ∂tv ∈ Lq(0, T ;V3)} is compactly embedded into
Lp(0, T ;V2).

Furthermore, as mentioned earlier, we need the following lemma, known as the maximal-regularity
estimate, to obtain the higher integrability of the derivatives of the concentration. For the details, see
for example, Theorem 5.4 and Theorem D.12 of [31] and p.288-291 in [22].

Lemma 2.6 (Maximal regularity). Let Ω be a d-dimensional torus. If u is the solution of

{

∂tu−∆u = h,

u(x, 0) = u0(x),

with h ∈ Lr(0, T ;Lℓ(Ω)) and u0 ∈W
2,ℓ(Ω) for 1 < r, ℓ <∞. Then there holds

‖∂tu‖Lr(0,T ;Lℓ(Ω)) + ‖∆u‖Lr(0,T ;Lℓ(Ω)) ≤ C‖h‖Lr(0,T ;Lℓ(Ω)) + C‖∆u0‖Lℓ(Ω).

Remark 2.7. In the reference [31], the authors considered the case of u0 = 0. We have extended
this result to the case of non-homogeneous initial condition in a straightforward manner, by using the
linearity of the heat equation and the lifting argument. Therefore the condition for u0 presented in the
above lemma might not be optimal, and one may be able to improve the sufficient condition of u0 in
Lemma 2.6.

Finally, we shall make a comment on the well-known Calderón–Zygmund inequality on the torus (see,
e.g., Theorem B.7 in [31]), which will be used to prove the uniqueness result later.

Lemma 2.8 (Calderón–Zygmund inequality). Let Ω be a d-dimensional torus. Assume that −∆u = f
in Ω and f ∈ Lq(Ω) for some 1 < q <∞. Then there holds

‖∂j∂ku‖q ≤ C(q)‖f‖q.

Now we are ready to state our main theorem, concerning the existence of a strong solution of the
system under consideration.

Theorem 2.9. Let Ω = [0, 1]d with d = 2, 3. Suppose that p : R → R is a Lipschitz continuous function

with d+2
2 ≤ p− ≤ p(·) ≤ p+ <∞. Assume further that v0 ∈W 1,p+

div (Ω), f ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)), c0 ∈W 2,q(Ω)

5



and g ∈ Lq(0, T ;W 1,q(Ω)) with q > 2d. Then, there exists a strong solution (v, π, c) such that

v ∈ C([0, T ];L2(Ω)) ∩ L∞(0, T ;W 1,2
div (Ω)) ∩ L

2(0, T ;W 2,2(Ω)),

|∇v|
p(c)
2 ∈ L2(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)) ∩ L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω)),

∂tv ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)), ∇π ∈ L
6
5 (0, T ;L

6
5 (Ω)),

c ∈ C([0, T ];L2(Ω)) ∩ L∞(0, T ;W 1,q(Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;W 2,2(Ω)),

|∇c|
q
2 ∈ L2(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)), ∂tc ∈ L

2(0, T ;L2(Ω)),

which satisfy the given equations (1.1)-(1.3) for a.e. in QT .

As our second result, we will also prove the following theorem regarding the uniqueness of the strong
solution in the above theorem.

Theorem 2.10. Assume that p+ < 3
2p

− for the two-dimensional case and p+ < 7
6p

− for the three-
dimensional case. Then the strong solution constructed in Theorem 2.9 is unique.

3 Galerkin approximation

3.1 Galerkin approximation

Let us first construct the Galerkin approximation for the given system (1.1)-(1.3). Let {wi}
∞
i=1

denotes the set of eigenvectors of the Stokes operator with 〈wi, 1〉 = 0 for all i ∈ N. Thanks to the
periodic boundary condition, we can formally write

−∆wi = λiwi in Ω, (3.1)

where λi is the eigenvalue of the Stokes operator corresponding wi. We further note that {wi}
∞
i=1 forms

a basis of W s,2
div(Ω) for s ∈ N (see Theorem 4.11, p.290 in [26]). Moreover, we choose s > 1 + d

2 so

that W s,2
div(Ω) →֒ W 1,∞

div (Ω). For the concentration equation, we shall consider {zi}
∞
i=1 forming a basis of

W 1,2(Ω) such that
´

Ω zizj dx = δij . Then for each n, m ∈ N, we seek for a pair (vn,m, cn,m) given by

vn,m :=

n
∑

i=1

αn,m
i (t)wi, cn,m :=

m
∑

j=1

βn,mj (t)zj

satisfying the following system of ODEs:

ˆ

Ω
∂tv

n,m ·wi dx−

ˆ

Ω
(vn,m ⊗ vn,m) : ∇wi dx+

ˆ

Ω
Sn,m : Dwi dx =

ˆ

Ω
f ·wi dx, (3.2)

vn,m(·, 0) = Pn v0, (3.3)

ˆ

Ω
∂tc

n,mzj dx−

ˆ

Ω
cn,mvn,m · ∇zj dx+

ˆ

Ω
∇cn,m · ∇zj dx =

ˆ

Ω
g · ∇zj dx, (3.4)

cn,m(·, 0) = Pm c0 (3.5)

for all i = 1, . . . , n and j = 1, . . . ,m, where Sn,m := S(cn,m,Dvn,m), and Pn, Pm denote the L2-
orthogonal projections onto An := span{w1, . . . ,wn} and Bm := span{z1, . . . , zm} respectively. Based
on Lemma 2.3, it is straightforward to show the existence of solutions to the discrete equations (3.2)-(3.5)
at least for a short time interval, and the solution can be extended to the whole time interval (0, T ) using

6



the typical uniform estimates. Thanks to the argument used in [18], we can take the limit m→ ∞ to get
solutions vn =

∑n
i=1 α

n
i (t)wi ∈ An and cn ∈ L2(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)) with ∂tc

n ∈ L2(0, T ;W−1,2(Ω)) satisfying
the following intermediate problem: for all i = 1, . . . , n, there holds

ˆ

Ω
∂tv

n ·wi dx−

ˆ

Ω
(vn ⊗ vn) : ∇wi dx+

ˆ

Ω
Sn : Dwi dx =

ˆ

Ω
f ·wi dx, (3.6)

vn(·, 0) = Pn v0,

ˆ

Ω
∂tc

nϕdx−

ˆ

Ω
cnvn · ∇ϕdx+

ˆ

Ω
∇cn · ∇ϕdx =

ˆ

Ω
g · ∇ϕdx, (3.7)

cn(·, 0) = c0

for arbitrary ϕ ∈ W 1,2(Ω) with Sn := S(cn,Dvn). Multiplying the i-th equation of (3.6) by αn
i and

taking the sum over i = 1, . . . , n, we obtain

1

2

d

dt

ˆ

Ω
|vn|2 dx+

ˆ

Ω
Sn :Dvn dx =

ˆ

Ω
f · vn dx,

which leads us to derive the estimate

sup
0≤t≤T

‖vn‖22 +

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω

(

|∇vn|p(c
n) + |Sn|(p(c

n))′
)

dxdt ≤ C, (3.8)

where the constant on the right-hand side is independent of n ∈ N. If we take ϕ = cn in (3.7), we have

1

2

d

dt

ˆ

Ω
|cn|2 dx+

ˆ

Ω
|∇cn|2 dx =

ˆ

Ω
g · ∇cn dx,

from which we obtain the following uniform estimate

sup
0≤t≤T

‖cn‖22 +

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω
|∇cn|2 dxdt ≤ C. (3.9)

Before proceeding further for n→ ∞, we need more uniform estimates regarding the higher regularity of
∇cn which will be subsequently investigated in the following sections. Henceforth, we will omit the index
n for the sake of convenience.

3.2 Higher integrability of ∇c

To begin with, we shall prove the higher integrability of ∇c. Indeed, we aim to obtain

∇c ∈ L∞(0, T ;Lq(Ω)) (3.10)

for q > 2d. To do this, since C∞(Ω) is dense in W 1,2(Ω), we can formally take ϕ = −∇ · (|∇c|q−2∇c) in
(3.7) and consequently it follows that

1

q

d

dt

ˆ

Ω
|∇c|q dx+

ˆ

Ω
|∇c|q−2|∇2c|2 dx ≤

ˆ

Ω
|∇v||∇c|q dx+

ˆ

Ω
div g∇ · (|∇c|q−2∇c) dx =: D1 +D2.

Note that D1 can be estimated as

D1 ≤ ‖∇v‖p−‖|∇c|
q
2‖22(p−)′ ≤ C‖∇v‖p−‖|∇c|

q
2 ‖2θ2 ‖∇(|∇c|

q
2 )‖

2(1−θ)
2

≤ C‖∇v‖
1
θ

p−
‖|∇c|

q
2 ‖22 + ǫ‖∇(|∇c|

q
2 )‖22,

7



where we have used Young’s inequality and the Gagliardo–Nirenberg interpolation inequality (Lemma

2.2) with 1
2(p−)′

= θ
2 +(12 −

1
d
)(1− θ), meaning that θ = d−d(p−)

′
+2(p−)

′

2(p−)′
. Next, we estimate D2 by Hölder’s

inequality and Young’s inequality as

D2 ≤ C(q)‖g‖1,q‖∇c‖
q−2
2

q

(
ˆ

Ω
|∇c|q−2|∇2c|2 dx

)
1
2

≤ C‖g‖q1,q + C‖∇c‖qq + ǫ

ˆ

Ω
|∇c|q−2|∇2c|2 dx.

Further, note that there holds
∣

∣

∣
∇(|∇c|

q
2 )
∣

∣

∣

2
≤ C(q)|∇c|q−2|∇2c|2.

Now by combining the above inequalities, we obtain

d

dt

ˆ

Ω
|∇c|q dx+ C

ˆ

Ω

∣

∣

∣
∇(|∇c|

q
2 )
∣

∣

∣

2
dx ≤ C(1 + ‖∇v‖

1
θ

p−
)

ˆ

Ω
|∇c|q dx+ C‖g‖q1,q.

Recalling that ∇v ∈ Lp−(QT ) from (3.8) and g ∈ Lq(0, T ;W 1,q(Ω)) from the assumption, we need the
condition 1

θ
≤ p− to apply Grönwall’s inequality, which is equivalent to d+2

2 ≤ p−. Therefore, if we

assume the condition d+2
2 ≤ p−, by Grönwall’s inequality, we can conclude that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖∇c(t)‖q +

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω

∣

∣

∣
∇(|∇c|

q
2 )
∣

∣

∣

2
dxdt ≤ C,

provided that ∇c0 ∈ Lq(Ω) which comes from the assumption. Note that the above argument holds
both for the two and three-dimensional domains. In the following sections, we will derive some uniform
estimates for dimensions two and three separately.

4 Uniform estimates in 2D

4.1 W 2,2-estimate of v

Now we aim to get the uniform estimate of ‖v‖L2(0,T ;W 2,2(Ω)). If we multiply the i-th equation in (3.6)
by λiα

n
i (t) and take the sum over i = 1, . . . , n, then in virtue of (3.1) we get

ˆ

Ω
∂tv · (−∆v) dx−

ˆ

Ω
(v ⊗ v) : ∇(−∆v) dx+

ˆ

Ω
S(c,Dv) :D(−∆v) dx =

ˆ

Ω
f · (−∆v) dx. (4.1)

Note that in the two-dimensional domain, we can verify by the integration by parts that

ˆ

Ω
(v ⊗ v) : ∇∆v dx =

2
∑

i,j,k=1

ˆ

Ω
∂xk

vj∂xj
vi∂xk

vi dx = 0.

Therefore, (4.1) can be written as

1

2

d

dt

ˆ

Ω
|∇v|2 dx+ I =

ˆ

Ω
f · (−∆v) dx, (4.2)

with

I :=

ˆ

Ω

∂S(c,D)

∂D
: (∂xk

Dv ⊗ ∂xk
Dv) dx+

ˆ

Ω
∂xk

c

(

∂S(c,D)

∂c
: ∂xk

Dv

)

dx =: E1 + E2.

First, due to (1.4), it follows that

E1 ≥ C

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)−2
2 |∇Dv|2 dx. (4.3)
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For the estimate of E2, by (1.4) and Hölder’s inequality, we have

|E2| ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
|∇c|(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)−1
2 log(2 + |Dv|)|∇Dv|dx

= C

ˆ

Ω
|∇c| log(2 + |Dv|)(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
4

∣

∣(1 + |Dv|2)
p(c)−2

4 ∇Dv
∣

∣ dx

≤ C‖∇c‖q‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖α‖(1 + |Dv|2)
p(c)
4 ‖4‖(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)−2
4 ∇Dv‖2,

(4.4)

where

1 =
1

q
+

1

α
+

1

4
+

1

2
(4.5)

with q > 4 as given in the assumption of Theorem 2.9 and α > 4 large enough. Note from (3.10) that we
have sup0≤t≤T ‖∇c(t)‖q ≤ C. To estimate the remaining terms, let us first define

η := (Dv)
p(c)
2 with Dv := (1 + |Dv|2)

1
2 . (4.6)

Then we can rewrite (4.4) as

|E2| ≤ C‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖α‖η‖4‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖2. (4.7)

In order to estimate ‖η‖β , since p ∈W
1,∞(R),

|∇η| ≤ C|(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv|+ C|∇c(Dv)
p(c)
2 log(2 + |Dv|)|.

By Hölder’s inequality and (3.10), we have

‖∇η‖2 ≤ C
(

‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖2 + ‖η‖4‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖α

)

. (4.8)

By the Gagliardo–Nirenberg interpolation inequality, there holds that

‖η‖4 ≤ C‖η‖
1
2
2 ‖∇η‖

1
2
2 . (4.9)

Therefore, we have

‖η‖4 ≤ C

(

‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖
1
2
2 ‖η‖

1
2
2 + ‖η‖

1
2
4 ‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖

1
2
α‖η‖

1
2
2

)

and together with Young’s inequality, we obtain

‖η‖4 ≤ C

(

‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖
1
2
2 ‖η‖

1
2
2 + ‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖α‖η‖2

)

. (4.10)

Now inserting (4.10) into (4.7) and using Young’s inequality yield

|E2| ≤ C‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖α‖η‖
1
2
2 ‖(Dv)

p(c)−2
2 ∇Dv‖

3
2
2 + C‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖2α‖η‖2‖(Dv)

p(c)−2
2 ∇Dv‖2

≤ ǫ‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖22 + C‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖4α‖η‖
2
2.

Since log(2 + |Dv|) ≤ C(1 + |Dv|)
2
α , we know that ‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖4α ≤ C +C‖Dv‖

8
α
2 . Furthermore, as

4 < α, it is straightforward to verify

‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖4α ≤ C + C‖Dv‖22,
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which leads us to the inequality

|E2| ≤ ǫ‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖22 + C‖η‖22 + C‖Dv‖22‖η‖
2
2. (4.11)

Collecting the terms (4.3) and (4.11), we have

I ≥ C

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)−2
2 |∇Dv|2 dx− C‖η‖22 −C‖Dv‖22‖η‖

2
2.

Therefore, from (4.2) together with Young’s inequality, we have

1

2

d

dt
‖∇v‖22 + C

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)−2
2 |∇Dv|2 dx ≤ C‖f‖22 + ǫ‖∆v‖22 + C‖η‖22 + C‖∇v‖22‖η‖

2
2.

Note that since p− ≥ d+2
2 = 2 , we know that

‖∆v‖22 ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
|∇Dv|2 dx ≤

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)−2
2 |∇Dv|2 dx,

from which we can obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖∇v‖22 + C

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)−2
2 |∇Dv|2 dx ≤ C‖f‖22 + C‖η‖22 + C‖∇v‖22‖η‖

2
2.

Note further that (3.8) implies η ∈ L2(QT ). Thus by Grönwall’s inequality, we finally get the following
uniform estimate

sup
0≤t≤T

‖∇v‖22 +

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)−2
2 |∇Dv|2 dxdt ≤ C. (4.12)

Since |∇2v| ≤ 3|∇Dv|, we can conclude that v ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;W 2,2(Ω)). Furthermore,
we shall insert (4.9) to (4.8) and apply Young’s inequality to get

‖∇η‖22 ≤ C‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖22 + C‖η‖22‖Dv‖
2
2 +C‖η‖22.

This, together with (4.12) and (3.8), implies

∇η ∈ L2(QT ), (4.13)

which will be used in the later analysis.

4.2 Higher integrability of ct

When we differentiated the stress tensor by the spatial variable, there appeared the∇c term. Similarly,
if we consider the time differentiation of the stress tensor, then the ∂tc term necessarily arises. Thus we
need to control this term and we shall address it in Section 4.2. In the two-dimensional domain, we know
that

v ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)) →֒ L∞(0, T ;Ls(Ω)) for 1 ≤ s <∞.

Furthermore, since we showed ∇c ∈ L∞(0, T ;Lq(Ω)) in (3.10), we obtain

v · ∇c ∈ Lδ(QT )

for some δ ∈ (4, q). Moreover, from the assumption g ∈ Lq(0, T ;W 1,q(Ω)) and c0 ∈W 2,q(Ω), we can also
see that div g ∈ Lδ(QT ) and ∆c0 ∈ Lδ(Ω). Now for the concentration equation, we may write

∂tc−∆c = h,

where h = div (−cv − g). Then by Lemma 2.6, we have

‖∂tc‖Lδ(QT ) + ‖∆c‖Lδ(QT ) ≤ C‖v · ∇c+ div g‖Lδ(QT ) + C‖∆c0‖Lδ(Ω).

Therefore, we can conclude for some δ ∈ (4, q) that

∂tc ∈ Lδ(QT ) and ∆c ∈ Lδ(QT ). (4.14)
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4.3 L2-estimate of ∂tv

Let us now investigate the regularity of ∂tv. If we multiply ∂tα
n
i to (3.6) and sum over i = 1, . . . , n,

then we have
ˆ

Ω
∂tv · ∂tv dx−

ˆ

Ω
(v ⊗ v) : ∇(∂tv) dx+

ˆ

Ω
S(c,Dv) :D(∂tv) dx =

ˆ

Ω
f · ∂tv dx. (4.15)

For the stress tensor term, note that

d

dt

(

(1 + |Dv|2)
p(c)
2

1

p(c)

)

=
d

dt

(

(1 + |Dv|2)
p(c)
2

)

1

p(c)
−
p′(c)

p2(c)
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2 ∂tc.

Furthermore, there holds

d

dt

(

(1 + |Dv|2)
p(c)
2

)

1

p(c)
= (1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)−2
2 Dv :D(∂tv) +

1

2

p′(c)

p(c)
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2 ∂tc log(1 + |Dv|2),

which leads us to

(1 + |Dv|2)
p(c)−2

2 Dv :D(∂tv) =
d

dt

(

(1 + |Dv|2)
p(c)
2

1

p(c)

)

+
p′(c)

p2(c)
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2 ∂tc

−
1

2

p′(c)

p(c)
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2 ∂tc log(1 + |Dv|2).

(4.16)

Therefore, from (4.15) with the assumption p ∈W 1,∞(R), we obtain

C‖∂tv‖
2
2 +

d

dt

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2

1

p(c)
dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2 ∂tcdx+ C

ˆ

Ω
(v ⊗ v) : ∇∂tv dx

+ C

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2 log(2 + |Dv|)∂tcdx

+ C

ˆ

Ω
f · ∂tv dx

=: L1 + L2 + L3 + L4.

(4.17)

We start with the estimate for L1. Recalling the definition of η from (4.6), we have by Young’s inequality
that

L1 ≤ C‖η‖44 + C‖∂tc‖
2
2.

Now we recall (4.10) which implies that

‖η‖44 ≤ C

(

‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖22‖η‖
2
2 + ‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖4α‖η‖

4
2

)

≤ C

(

‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖22 + ‖1 + |Dv|‖
8
α

2 ‖η‖
2
2

)

‖η‖22,

(4.18)

where α is given in (4.5). Consequently, we have the following estimate for L1:

L1 ≤ C

(

‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖22 + ‖1 + |Dv|‖
8
α
2 ‖η‖

2
2

)

‖η‖22 + C‖∂tc‖
2
2. (4.19)

Secondly, for the convective term, a simple application of Hölder’s inequality together with Young’s
inequality gives

L2 = −C

ˆ

Ω
∇v : (v ⊗ ∂tv) dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
|∇v||v||∂tv|dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
|∇v|2|v|2 dx+ ǫ‖∂tv‖

2
2. (4.20)
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For the third term, we estimate L3 by Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality as

L3 ≤ C‖η‖44 + C‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖γγ + C‖∂tc‖
δ
δ ≤ C‖η‖44 + C‖1 + |Dv|‖22 + C‖∂tc‖

δ
δ , (4.21)

where 1 = 1
2 +

1
γ
+ 1

δ
with δ from (4.14) and γ large enough. Finally, we can see from Young’s inequality

that
L4 ≤ C‖f‖22 + ǫ‖∂tv‖

2
2. (4.22)

By collecting all the estimates (4.19)-(4.22) and inserting them into (4.17), we have

C‖∂tv‖
2
L2(Ω) +

d

dt

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2

1

p(c)
dx

≤ C

(

‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖22 + ‖1 + |Dv|‖
8
α
2 ‖η‖

2
2

)

‖η‖22

+ C

(

‖∂tc‖
2
2 + ‖∂tc‖

δ
δ + ‖1 + |Dv|‖22 +

ˆ

Ω
|∇v|2|v|2 dx+ ‖f‖22

)

.

(4.23)

First, note that

‖η‖22 =

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2 dx =

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2
p(c)

p(c)
dx ≤

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2
p+

p(c)
dx. (4.24)

Also from (3.8) and (4.12), we have ‖η‖2, ‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖2 ∈ L2(0, T ) and ‖Dv‖2 ∈ L∞(0, T ). Thus
we can estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (4.23) as

C

(

‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖22 + ‖1 + |Dv|‖
8
α

2 ‖η‖
2
2

)

‖η‖22 ≤ F (t)

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2

1

p(c)
dx

for some F (t) ∈ L1(0, T ). Next, from (4.14) and the assumption of the theorem, we see that

‖∂tc‖
2
2, ‖∂tc‖

δ
δ , ‖f‖

2
2 ∈ L1(0, T ).

Furthermore, since L2(0, T ;W 2,2(Ω)) →֒ L2(0, T ;L∞(Ω)), we have from (4.12) that

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω
|∇v|2|v|2 dxdt ≤

ˆ T

0

(

‖v‖2L∞(Ω)

ˆ

Ω
‖∇v‖2 dx

)

dt ≤ C.

Thus, the second term on the right-hand side of (4.23) can be bounded above by some G(t) ∈ L1(0, T ).
Therefore we can write (4.23) as

C‖∂tv‖
2
L2(Ω) +

d

dt

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2

1

p(c)
dx ≤ F (t)

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2

1

p(c)
dx+G(t)

and if we use Grönwall’s inequality with the assumption v0 ∈ W 1,p+(Ω), we can obtain the desired
regularity

∂tv ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)).

Furthermore, we also have shown that
ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2 dx ∈ L∞(0, T ). (4.25)

From the above together with (4.18), we conclude

‖η‖44 ∈ L1(0, T ), (4.26)

which will be used in the later analysis.
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5 Uniform estimates in 3D

In this section, we will derive uniform estimates in the three-dimensional domain. Note that the
energy estimates (3.8) and (3.9) in Section 3.1 still hold for d = 3. Also, provided that p− ≥ d+2

2 , the
estimate (3.10) concerning the integrability of ∇c in Section 3.2 holds as well. In the following subsections,
we aim to obtain uniform estimates in the three-dimensional domain whose derivations are different from
the ones for the two-dimensional case.

5.1 W 2,2-estimate of v

As we did in the 2D estimates, we may write

ˆ

Ω
∂tv · (−∆v) dx−

ˆ

Ω
(v ⊗ v) : ∇(−∆v) dx+

ˆ

Ω
S(c,Dv) : D(−∆v) dx =

ˆ

Ω
f · (−∆v) dx,

which can be rewritten as

1

2

d

dt

ˆ

Ω
|∇v|2 dx+ I2 = I1 +

ˆ

Ω
f · (−∆v) dx, (5.1)

with

I1 =

ˆ

Ω
(v ⊗ v) : ∇(−∆v) dx and I2 =

ˆ

Ω
S(c,Dv) :D(−∆v) dx.

From the repetitive uses of the integration by parts, we have

I1 ≤

ˆ

Ω
|∇v|3 dx (5.2)

and the application of the chain rule yields

I2 =

ˆ

Ω

∂S(c,D)

∂D
: (∂xk

Dv ⊗ ∂xk
Dv) dx+

ˆ

Ω
∂xk

c

(

∂S(c,D)

∂c
: ∂xk

Dv

)

dx =: E1 + E2.

As before, it is straightforward to see that

E1 ≥ C

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)−2
2 |∇Dv|2 dx. (5.3)

For the second term, we have as before that

|E2| ≤ C‖∇c‖q‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖α‖(1 + |Dv|2)
p(c)
4 ‖3‖(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)−2
4 ∇Dv‖2, (5.4)

where

1 =
1

q
+

1

α
+

1

3
+

1

2
(5.5)

with q > 6 as given in Theorem 2.9 and large enough α > 6. We shall estimate E2 in a similar way as
we did in the 2D case. First of all, from (3.10), we have sup0≤t≤T ‖∇c(t)‖q ≤ C. Next, by recalling the
definition (4.6), we can rewrite (5.4) as

|E2| ≤ C‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖α‖η‖3‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖2. (5.6)

By the interpolation inequality, there holds

‖η‖3 ≤ C‖η‖
1
2
2 ‖∇η‖

1
2
2 . (5.7)
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Note that by the assumption p ∈W 1,∞(R), Hölder’s inequality and (3.10), we get

‖∇η‖2 ≤ C
(

‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖2 + ‖η‖3‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖α

)

. (5.8)

Therefore, together with Young’s inequality, we obtain

‖η‖3 ≤ C

(

‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖
1
2
2 ‖η‖

1
2
2 + ‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖α‖η‖2

)

. (5.9)

Now if we insert (5.9) to (5.6) and use Young’s inequality, we have

|E2| ≤ ǫ‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖22 + C‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖4α‖η‖
2
2.

Since log(2 + |Dv|) ≤ C(1 + |Dv|)
2
α , we get ‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖4α ≤ C + C‖Dv‖

8
α

2 . As we know 8
α
< 2, we

can apply Young’s inequality to get

‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖4α ≤ C + C‖Dv‖22.

Thus we have
|E2| ≤ ǫ‖(Dv)

p(c)−2
2 ∇Dv‖22 + C‖η‖22 + C‖Dv‖22‖η‖

2
2. (5.10)

Now if we insert (5.2), (5.3) and (5.10) to (5.1), and apply Young’s inequality, then we have

1

2

d

dt
‖∇v‖22 + C

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)−2
2 |∇Dv|2 dx ≤ C‖f‖22 + C‖η‖22 + C‖∇v‖22‖η‖

2
2 + ‖∇v‖33. (5.11)

Now, the only difference compared to the 2D case is the presence of ‖∇v‖33 term. We will handle this term
by the similar argument used in [26]. For the case of p− ≥ 3, as we have (3.8), we obtain ∇v ∈ L3(QT ).
Then we can apply Grönwall’s inequality and obtain the desired result immediately. Thus we may assume
p− < 3 and let us write

‖∇v‖33 = ‖∇v‖
3(1−τ)+3τ
3 (5.12)

for some τ ∈ (0, 1). Note by Korn’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality that

ˆ

Ω
|∇v|3p

−

dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ω

(

|Dv|
p−

2

)6
dx ≤ C

(
ˆ

Ω

∣

∣∇
(

|Dv|
p−

2

)∣

∣

2
dx

)3

,

which implies that

‖∇v‖p
−

3p−
≤ C

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p−−2
2 |∇Dv|2 dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)−2
2 |∇Dv|2 dx. (5.13)

Now by the interpolation inequality, we have

‖∇v‖
3(1−τ)
3 ≤ ‖∇v‖

3(1−τ) 2p
−

−2

3p−−2

2 ‖∇v‖
(1−τ) 3p−

3p−−2

3p−
,

‖∇v‖3τ3 ≤ ‖∇v‖
3τ p−−1

2

p−
‖∇v‖

3τ 3−p−

2

3p−
.

Hence, from (5.12), we can write

‖∇v‖33 ≤ ‖∇v‖r12 ‖∇v‖r2
p−

‖∇v‖r3
3p−

,

where

r1 = 3(1− τ)
2p− − 2

3p− − 2
, r2 = 3τ

p− − 1

2
and r3 = (1− τ)

3p−

3p− − 2
+ 3τ

3− p−

2
.

14



Now applying Young’s inequality with (5.13) yields

‖∇v‖33 ≤ C
[

(‖∇v‖22)
r1
2 (1 + ‖∇v‖p−)

r2
]s′

+ ǫ

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)−2
2 |∇Dv|2 dx, (5.14)

where s = p−

r3
. We aim to choose τ satisfying r2s

′ = p−, which motivates us to write

1 =
1

s
+

1

s′
=
r3
p−

+
r2
p−

=
3τ

p−
+

3(1− τ)

3p− − 2
.

Then it follows that

τ =
p−(3p− − 5)

6p− − 6
, 1− τ =

(3− p−)(3p− − 2)

6p− − 6
and s′ =

4

3p− − 5
.

Since 5
2 ≤ p− < 3, we can confirm that 0 < τ < 1. Hence by putting (5.14) to (5.11), we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖∇v‖22+C

ˆ

Ω
(1+|Dv|2)

p(c)−2
2 |∇Dv|2 dx ≤ C‖f‖22+C‖η‖22+C‖η‖22‖∇v‖

2
2+C(1+‖∇v‖p

−

p−
)(‖∇v‖22)

r1s
′

2 .

Now note that r1s
′

2 ≤ 1 is equivalent to 11
5 ≤ p− which is satisfied from our assumption. Thus we apply

Grönwall’s inequality to get

sup
0≤t≤T

‖∇v‖22 +

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)−2
2 |∇Dv|2 dxdt ≤ C. (5.15)

Therefore, we have obtained the desired regularity v ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;W 2,2(Ω)) in the
three-dimensional domain. Furthermore, by inserting (5.7) to (5.8) and applying Young’s inequality, we
have

‖∇η‖22 ≤ C‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖22 + C‖η‖22‖Dv‖
2
2 +C‖η‖22,

which together with (5.15) and (3.8) implies

∇η ∈ L2(QT ). (5.16)

5.2 Higher integrability of ct

We first note that
v ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)) →֒ L∞(0, T ;L6(Ω))

and ∇c ∈ L∞(0, T ;Lq(Ω)) from (3.10), which lead us to have

v · ∇c ∈ Lδ(QT )

with δ ∈ (3, 3 + ǫ) for some ǫ > 0. As we did before, from Lemma 2.6, we get

∂tc ∈ Lδ(QT ) and ∆c ∈ Lδ(QT ). (5.17)

5.3 L2 estimate of ∂tv

As we did before in (4.15)-(4.17), we have

C‖∂tv‖
2
2 +

d

dt

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2

1

p(c)
dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2 ∂tcdx+ C

ˆ

Ω
(v ⊗ v) : ∇∂tv dx

+ C

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2 log(1 + |Dv|)∂tcdx

+ C

ˆ

Ω
f · ∂tv dx

=: L1 + L2 + L3 + L4.

(5.18)
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First, by Young’s inequality, we have

L1 = C

ˆ

Ω
η2∂tcdx ≤ C‖η‖33 + C‖∂tc‖

3
3,

where η is defined in (4.6). Now we recall (5.9), which implies that

‖η‖33 ≤ C‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖
3
2
2 ‖η‖

3
2
2 + C‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖3α‖η‖

3
2,

where α is given in (5.5). Then the application of Young’s inequality yields

‖η‖33 ≤ C

(

‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖22‖η‖
2
2 + ‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖4α‖η‖

4
2

)

+ C

≤ C

(

‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖22 + ‖1 + |Dv|‖
8
α
2 ‖η‖

2
2

)

‖η‖22 + C.

(5.19)

Thus we get

L1 ≤ C‖∂tc‖
3
3 + C

(

‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖22 + ‖1 + |Dv|‖
8
α

2 ‖η‖
2
2

)

‖η‖22 + C. (5.20)

For the L2 term, since v ∈ L∞(0, T ;L6(Ω)), we obtain by Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality that

L2 = −C

ˆ

Ω
∇v : (v ⊗ ∂tv) dx ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
|∇v|2|v|2 dx+ ǫ‖∂tv‖

2
2

≤ C‖∇v‖23‖v‖
2
6 + ǫ‖∂tv‖

2
2 ≤ C‖∇v‖23 + ǫ‖∂tv‖

2
2.

(5.21)

Next, by Young’s inequality, we obtain that

L3 ≤ C‖η‖33 + C‖ log(2 + |Dv|)‖γγ + C‖∂tc‖
δ
δ ≤ C‖η‖33 + C‖1 + |Dv|‖22 + C‖∂tc‖

δ
δ , (5.22)

where 1 = 2
3 + 1

γ
+ 1

δ
with arbitrarily large γ and δ from (5.17). Finally, L4 can be easily estimated by

Young’s inequality as
L4 ≤ C‖f‖22 + ǫ‖∂tv‖

2
2. (5.23)

Now we combine (5.20)-(5.23) and insert them into (5.18) to get

C‖∂tv‖
2
L2(Ω) +

d

dt

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2

1

p(c)
dx

≤ C

(

‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖22 + ‖1 + |Dv|‖
8
α
2 ‖η‖

2
2

)

‖η‖22

+ C

(

‖∂tc‖
3
3 + ‖∂tc‖

δ
δ + ‖1 + |Dv|‖22 + ‖∇v‖23 + ‖f‖22 + 1

)

.

(5.24)

As we did in the 2D case, (3.8) and (5.15) imply ‖η‖2, ‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖2 ∈ L2(0, T ) and ‖Dv‖2 ∈
L∞(0, T ). Together with (4.24), the first term on the right-hand side of (5.24) can be written as

C

(

‖(Dv)
p(c)−2

2 ∇Dv‖22 + ‖1 + |Dv|‖
8
α
2 ‖η‖

2
2

)

‖η‖22 ≤ F (t)

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2

1

p(c)
dx

for some F (t) ∈ L1(0, T ). Also by using the facts v ∈ L2(0, T ;W 2,2(Ω)) →֒ L2(0, T ;W 1,6(Ω)), f ∈ L2(QT )
and (5.17), we finally have

C‖∂tv‖
2
L2(Ω) +

d

dt

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2

1

p(c)
dx ≤ F (t)

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2

1

p(c)
dx+G(t)
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for some G(t) ∈ L1(0, T ). Hence by Grönwall’s inequality with the assumption v0 ∈ W 1,p+(Ω), we
conclude that

∂tv ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)).

Furthermore, we can also obtain

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv|2)

p(c)
2 dx ∈ L∞(0, T ), (5.25)

which together with (5.19) implies that
‖η‖33 ∈ L1(0, T ). (5.26)

6 Proof of Theorem 2.9

From the uniform estimates derived in the previous sections, in both 2D and 3D cases, we can extract
a (not relabeled) subsequence with respect to n ∈ N such that

vn ⇀ v weakly in L2(0, T ;W 2,2(Ω)),

vn
∗
⇀ v weakly-∗ in L∞(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)),

∂tv
n ⇀ ∂tv weakly in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)),

cn ⇀ c weakly in L2(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)),

cn
∗
⇀ c weakly-∗ in L∞(0, T ;W 1,q(Ω)),

∂tc
n ⇀ ∂tc weakly in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)).

By applying the Aubin–Lions lemma presented in Lemma 2.5, we have that

vn → v strongly in L2(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)), (6.1)

from which we can obtain
Dvn →Dv a.e. in QT .

For the concentration, by the Aubin–Lions lemma again, we have

cn → c strongly in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)),

which implies that
cn → c a.e. in QT .

Therefore, by the continuity of S(·, ·), we can see that

S(cn,Dvn) → S(c,Dv) a.e. in QT .

Moreover, we have from (3.8) that
‖S(cn,Dvn)‖L1(QT ) ≤ C.

Thus by Vitali’s theorem, we obtain the identification

S(cn,Dvn) → S(c,Dv) a.e. in L1(QT ).

Also, as a consequence of (6.1) we have

(vn · ∇)vn → (v · ∇)v in L
4
3 (QT ).

17



Now we shall temporarily choose a ∈ (1, 2) which will be specified later. We first note that

|∇S(cn,Dvn)|a ≤ C(1 + |Dvn|2)a
p(cn)−2

2 |∇Dvn|a

+ C(1 + |Dvn|2)a
p(cn)−1

2 | log(2 + |Dvn|)|a|∇cn|a

=: M1 +M2.

(6.2)

Let us consider the cases of 2D and 3D separately. First of all, in the case of 2D, we set a = 4
3 . Then by

Young’s inequality, M1 can be estimated as

M1 = C(1 + |Dvn|2)
4
3

p(cn)−2
4 (1 + |Dvn|2)

4
3

p(cn)−2
4 |∇Dvn|

4
3

≤ C(1 + |Dvn|2)4
p(cn)−2

4 + C(1 + |Dvn|2)
p(cn)−2

2 |∇Dvn|2. (6.3)

From (4.12), the second term in (6.3) belongs to L1(QT ). For the first term, by recalling (4.6) and (4.26),
we have

(1 + |Dvn|2)4
p(cn)−2

4 ≤ (1 + |Dvn|2)4
p(cn)

4 = η4 ∈ L1(QT ). (6.4)

Thus we get M1 ∈ L1(QT ). For the estimate of M2, by Young’s inequality

M2 ≤ C(1 + |Dvn|2)4
p(cn)−1

4 + | log(2 + |Dvn|)|
4α
3 + |∇cn|q,

where 1 = 2
3 + 1

α
+ 4

3q with q > 4 as given in theorem 2.9 and arbitrarily large α > 0. Also, it is
straightforward that

| log(2 + |Dvn|)|
4α
3 ≤ C + C|Dvn|2.

Thus by (3.8), (3.10) and (6.4), we have M2 ∈ L
1(QT ).

For the case of 3D, we let a = 6
5 and then M1 can be estimated by Young’s inequality as

M1 = C(1 + |Dvn|2)
6
5

p(cn)−2
4 (1 + |Dvn|2)

6
5

p(cn)−2
4 |∇Dvn|

6
5

≤ C(1 + |Dvn|2)3
p(cn)−2

4 + C(1 + |Dvn|2)
p(cn)−2

2 |∇Dvn|2. (6.5)

From (5.15), the second term in (6.5) belongs to L1(QT ). By recalling (4.6) and (5.26), we have

(1 + |Dvn|2)3
p(cn)−2

4 ≤ (1 + |Dvn|2)3
p(cn)

4 = η3 ∈ L1(QT ), (6.6)

which implies that the first term of (6.5) belongs to L1(QT ). Hence we obtain M1 ∈ L1(QT ). For the
estimate of M2, by Young’s inequality

M2 ≤ C(1 + |Dvn|2)3
p(cn)−1

4 + | log(2 + |Dvn|)|
6α
5 + |∇cn|q,

where 1 = 4
5 +

1
α
+ 6

5q with q > 6 as given in theorem 2.9 and large enough α > 0. The logarithmic term

can be controlled as we did in the 2D case, and then by (3.8), (3.10) and (6.6) we also have M2 ∈ L1(QT ).
Therefore, from (6.2) with the above estimates, we have for both 2D and 3D cases that

∇S(cn,Dvn) ∈ L
6
5 (QT ).

Altogether, we obtain that

‖∂tv‖L2(QT ) + ‖∇S(c,Dv)‖
L

6
5 (QT )

+ ‖(v · ∇)v‖
L

4
3 (QT )

≤ C.
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Now by choosing w ∈ {wi}
∞
i=1 from (3.1) and ξ ∈ C∞

0 ([0, T ]), we deduce from (3.2) and the above
inequality that

ˆ

QT

(

∂tv ·wξ + (v · ∇)v ·wξ − div (S(c,Dv)) ·wξ
)

dxdt =

ˆ

QT

f ·wξ dxdt.

By the density of smooth functions, we get
ˆ

QT

(

∂tv ·ψ + (v · ∇)v ·ψ − div (S(c,Dv)) · ψ
)

dxdt =

ˆ

QT

f ·ψ dxdt

for all ψ ∈ C∞
0 ([0, T ];V). Now by De Rahm’s theorem, there exists ∇π ∈ L

6
5 (QT ) (see [4, 34]) and we

finally get
∂tv + div (v ⊗ v)− div (S(c,Dv)) +∇π = f a.e. in QT .

On the other hand, from (4.14) and (5.17), we have for both 2D and 3D cases that

∆c ∈ L2(QT ).

Since v ∈ L2(0, T ;L∞(Ω)), c ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 1,q(Ω)) and q > 2d, it is straightforward to verify in both two
and three-dimensional domains

v · ∇c ∈ L2(QT ).

In all, we have
‖∂tc‖L2(QT ) + ‖div (cv)‖L2(QT ) + ‖∆c‖L2(QT ) ≤ C.

Now we deduce from (3.7) and again by the density of smooth functions, we obtain
ˆ

QT

(

∂tc φ+ div (cv)φ−∆c φ
)

dxdt =

ˆ

QT

div g φdxdt

for all φ ∈ C∞
0 ([0, T ];C∞(Ω)), which implies that

∂tc+ div (cv)−∆c = div g a.e. in QT .

Finally, we can see that v, c ∈ C([0, T ], L2(Ω)) since v, c ∈ L2(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)) and ∂tv, ∂tc ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)).
Moreover, it is obvious that ‖Pnv0 − v0‖2 → 0 which completes the proof.

Remark 6.1. Indeed, we have shown that ∇S(cn,Dvn) ∈ L
4
3 (QT ) in the two-dimensional domain.

Therefore, by De Rahm’s theorem, ∇π belongs to L
4
3 (QT ) in 2D.

7 Proof of Theorem 2.10

In this section, let us prove Theorem 2.10 concerning the uniqueness of the strong solution constructed
in Theorem 2.9. Let (v1, c1) and (v2, c2) be two solutions of the problem (1.1)-(1.3). First of all, we take
the difference of (1.3) of c1 and c2 to get

∂t(c1 − c2)−∆(c1 − c2) + div (c1v1 − c2v2) = 0. (7.1)

We then test −∆(c1 − c2) to the above equation and use Young’s inequality to get

1

2

d

dt

ˆ

Ω
|∇(c1 − c2)|

2 dx+

ˆ

Ω
|∆(c1 − c2)|

2 dx ≤

ˆ

Ω
|v1 · ∇c1 − v2 · ∇c2|

2 dx

=

ˆ

Ω
|(v1 − v2) · ∇c1 + v2 · (∇c1 −∇c2)|

2 dx

≤ C‖∇c1‖
2
∞‖v1 − v2‖

2
2 + C‖v2‖

2
∞‖∇(c1 − c2)‖

2
2.

(7.2)
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Secondly, take the difference of (1.1) of v1 and v2 and test v1 − v2 to get

1

2

d

dt
‖v1 − v2‖

2
2 + P = Q, (7.3)

where

P :=

ˆ

Ω
(S(c1,Dv1)− S(c2,Dv2)) : (Dv1 −Dv2) dx,

Q := −

ˆ

Ω
((v1 · ∇)v1 − (v2 · ∇)v2) · (v1 − v2) dx.

Note by Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality that

Q = −

ˆ

Ω
((v1 − v2) · ∇)v1 · (v1 − v2) dx ≤

ˆ

Ω
|v1 − v2||∇v1||v1 − v2|dx

≤ ‖v1 − v2‖6‖∇v1‖3‖v1 − v2‖2 ≤ ǫ‖v1 − v2‖
2
6 + C‖∇v1‖

2
3‖v1 − v2‖

2
2.

Then the application of the Sobolev embedding and Korn’s inequality yields

Q ≤ ǫ‖Dv1 −Dv2‖
2
2 + C‖∇v1‖

2
3‖v1 − v2‖

2
2. (7.4)

Next, we shall write P as

P =

ˆ

Ω
(S(c1,Dv1)− S(c1,Dv2)) : (Dv1 −Dv2) dx

+

ˆ

Ω
(S(c1,Dv2)− S(c2,Dv2)) : (Dv1 −Dv2) dx

=: P1 + P2.

(7.5)

For the term P1, by the monotonicity assumption (1.5), we have

P1 ≥ C

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv1|

2 + |Dv2|
2)

p(c1)−2
2 |Dv1 −Dv2|

2 dx. (7.6)

Furthermore, by the mean value theorem, there exists z between c1 and c2 such that

P2 = 2

ˆ

Ω
p′(z)ν(z,Dv2) log(1 + |Dv2|

2)(c1 − c2)Dv2 : (Dv1 −Dv2) dx.

Since p ∈W 1,∞(R) and log(1 + |Dv|2) ≤ C(1 + |Dv|2)α for some arbitrarily small α > 0, we have

|P2| ≤ C

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv2|

2)
p(z)−2

2
+ 1

2
+α|Dv1 −Dv2||c1 − c2|dx

= C

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv2|

2)
p(z)−2

2
+ 1

2
+α−

p(c1)−2
4 (1 + |Dv2|

2)
p(c1)−2

4 |Dv1 −Dv2||c1 − c2|dx.

(7.7)

We will estimate (7.7) for the cases of two and three-dimensional domains separately.
(2D case) By Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we see that

|P2| ≤ C

(
ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv2|

2)(2+δ1)(
p+

2
− p−

4
+α) dx

)
2

2+δ1

‖c1 − c2‖
2
ℓ + ǫ

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv2|

2)
p(c1)−2

2 |Dv1 −Dv2|
2 dx

for some small δ1 > 0 and sufficiently large ℓ > 2 with 1 = 1
2+δ1

+ 1
ℓ
+ 1

2 . From (4.13) and the Sobolev
embedding,

η ∈ L2(0, T ;Lr(Ω)), 1 ≤ r <∞,
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which implies

Dv2 ∈ Lp−(0, T ;L
p−

2
r(Ω)).

Note further from (4.25) that

Dv2 ∈ L∞(0, T ;Lp−(Ω)).

If we choose large enough r > 0, by the interpolation inequality, we can show that there exists small
δ2 > 0 such that

Dv2 ∈ L2p−−δ2(QT ).

Therefore, if p+ < 3
2p

−, we have (2 + δ1)(p
+ − p−

2 + 2α) ≤ 2p− − δ2. Hence, by the Sobolev embedding,
we obtain

|P2| ≤ F (t)‖∇(c1 − c2)‖
2
2 + ǫ

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv2|

2)
p(c1)−2

2 |Dv1 −Dv2|
2 dx

for some F (t) ∈ L1(0, T ).

(3D case) For the three-dimensional case, we have by Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality that

|P2| ≤ C

(
ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv2|

2)3(
p+

2
− p−

4
+α) dx

)
2
3

‖c1 − c2‖
2
6 + ǫ

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv2|

2)
p(c1)−2

2 |Dv1 −Dv2|
2 dx.

From (5.16) together with the Sobolev embedding theorem, there holds

η ∈ L2(0, T ;L6(Ω)),

which implies
Dv2 ∈ Lp−(0, T ;L3p−(Ω)).

Also by recalling (5.25), we have

Dv2 ∈ L∞(0, T ;Lp−(Ω)).

From the above estimates with the interpolation, we obtain

Dv2 ∈ L
4
3
p−(0, T ;L2p−(Ω)).

Therefore, if p+ < 7
6p

−, we have 3(p+ − p−

2 + 2α) ≤ 2p− which implies by the Sobolev embedding that

|P2| ≤ F (t)‖∇(c1 − c2)‖
2
2 + ǫ

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv2|

2)
p(c1)−2

2 |Dv1 −Dv2|
2 dx

for some F (t) ∈ L1(0, T ). All together, for both 2D and 3D cases, we have for some F (t) ∈ L1(0, T ) that

|P2| ≤ F (t)‖∇(c1 − c2)‖
2
2 + ǫ

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv2|

2)
p(c1)−2

2 |Dv1 −Dv2|
2 dx. (7.8)

Now we insert (7.6) and (7.8) into (7.5) to get

P ≥ C

ˆ

Ω
(1 + |Dv1|

2 + |Dv2|
2)

p(c1)−2
2 |Dv1 −Dv2|

2 dx− F (t)‖∇(c1 − c2)‖
2
2. (7.9)

Then by combining (7.3), (7.4) and (7.9), we have

d

dt
‖v1 − v2‖

2
2 + C

ˆ

Ω
|Dv1 −Dv2|

2 dx ≤ C‖∇v1‖
2
3‖v1 − v2‖

2
2 + F (t)‖∇(c1 − c2)‖

2
2. (7.10)
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Finally, from (7.2) and (7.10), we obtain

d

dt
‖∇(c1 − c2)‖

2
2 +

d

dt
‖v1 − v2‖

2
2 + C

ˆ

Ω
|∆(c1 − c2)|

2 dx+ C

ˆ

Ω
|Dv1 −Dv2|

2 dx

≤ C
(

‖v2‖
2
∞ + F (t)

)

‖∇(c1 − c2)‖
2
2 +C

(

‖∇c1‖
2
∞ + ‖∇v1‖

2
3

)

‖v1 − v2‖
2
2.

(7.11)

Since v1,v2 ∈ L2(0, T ;W 2,2(Ω)), by the Sobolev embedding, we know that ‖v2‖
2
∞ ∈ L1(0, T ) and

‖∇v1‖
2
3 ∈ L1(0, T ) for both 2D and 3D cases. Furthermore, based on the result (4.14) and (5.17),

we may conclude from Lemma 2.8 and the Sobolev inequality that c1 ∈ L2(0, T ;W 1,∞(Ω)), which implies
‖∇c1‖

2
∞ ∈ L1(0, T ). Hence we can apply Grönwall’s inequality to (7.11) to get

∇(c1 − c2) = 0 and v1 − v2 = 0. (7.12)

Furthermore, by using the Poincaré inequality, we can conclude

c1 − c2 = 0,

which completes the proof.

8 Conclusion

In this paper, we have proved the existence of the unique strong solution for the system composed of
the generalized non-Newtonian fluids with a concentration-dependent power-law index and the convection-
diffusion equation in the two and three dimensions under the spatial periodicity condition. The main
difficulty of the proof comes from the terms ∇c and ∂tc which appear when we differentiate the stress
tensor in the Galerkin system. We first obtained the higher integrability of ∇c by testing the appropriate
test function where the restriction p− ≥ d+2

2 is necessarily needed. To control ∂tc, we have used the
maximal regularity theory. Consequently, we obtained the existence of a strong solution with suitable
regularity properties. Additionally, if we further assume the condition p+ < 3

2p
− for d = 2 and p+ < 7

6p
−

for d = 3, we have also obtained the uniqueness of the strong solution.
An interesting future research direction is to obtain better regularity for the solution and extend

this result to the degenerate case. In addition, from the computational point of view, performing the
convergence analysis of the finite element approximation for the strong solution would also be intriguing,
which will be addressed in the forthcoming paper.
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[1] A. Abbatiello, M. Buĺıček, and P. Kaplický. On the existence of classical solution to the steady
flows of generalized Newtonian fluid with concentration dependent power-law index. J. Math. Fluid
Mech., 21(1):Paper No. 15, 22, 2019.

[2] H. Bae and K. Kang. On the existence of unique global-in-time solutions and temporal decay rates
of solutions to some non-Newtonian incompressible fluids. Z. Angew. Math. Phys., 72(2):Paper No.
55, 11, 2021.

22
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[33] M. Růžička. Modeling, mathematical and numerical analysis of electrorheological fluids. Appl. Math.,
49(6):565–609, 2004.

[34] J. Simon. Démonstration constructive d’un théorème de g. de rham. Comptes rendus hebdomadaires
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