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Abstract

We prove the incompressible limit of non-isentropic inviscid elastodynamic equations with general
initial data in 3D half-space. The deformation tensor is assumed to satisfy the neo-Hookean linear elasticity
and degenerates in the normal direction on the solid wall. The uniform estimates in Mach number are
established based on two important observations. First, the entropy has enhanced regularity in the direction
of each column of the deformation tensor, which exactly helps us avoid the loss of derivatives caused by
the simultaneous appearance of elasticity and entropy in vorticity analysis. Second, a special structure of
the wave equation of the pressure together with elliptic estimates helps us reduce the normal derivatives in
the control of divergence and pressure. The strong convergence of solutions in time is obtained by proving
local energy decay of the wave equation and using the technique of microlocal defect measure.
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Introduction

We consider 3D compressible inviscid elastodynamic equations in three spatial dimensions

Dp+p(V-u)=0 in [0, T] x Q,
pDu+2Vp=V-(FF") in[0,T]xQ,
D, F = VuF in [0, T] x Q,
V-(F)=0 in[0,7T]xQ,
DS =0 in [0,T] x Q,
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Here Q = R? := {x € R® : x3 < 0} is the half-space with boundary £ := {x3 = 0}. V := (8,,,04,,0:,)"
is the standard spatial derivative. N = (0,0, DT is the unit outward normal of . D; := 8, + u - V is the
material derivative. The fluid velocity, the deformation tensor, the fluid density, the fluid pressure and the
entropy are denoted by u = (uy, uz,u3)", F' = (F;)3x3, p, p and S respectively. pF'F'T is the Cauchy-Green
stress tensor in the case of compressible neo-Hookean linear elasticity. The fourth equation of (1.1) will not
make the system be over-determined because we only require it holds for the initial data and it automatically
propagates to any time (cf. Trakhinin [27, Prop. 2.1]). Note that the last equation of (1.1) is derived from the
equation of total energy and Gibbs relation. The Mach number &, defined as the ratio of characteristic fluid
velocity to the sound speed, is a dimensionless parameter that measures the compressibility of the fluid. The
inviscid elastodynamic system describes the motion of a neo-Hookean elastic medium corresponding to the
elastic energy W(F') = %IFIZ. It also arises as the inviscid limit of the compressible visco-elastodyanmics of
the Oldroyd type [6].
We assume the fluid density p = p(p, S) > 0 to be a given smooth function of p and S which satisfies

o> po >0, >0, inQ. (1.2)

ap
for some constant gy > 0. For instance, we have ideal fluids p(p,S) = p'/Ye5/* with y > 1 for a polytropic
gas. These two conditions also guarantee the hyperbolicity of system (1.1).

The initial and boundary conditions of system (1.1) are

(p,u,F,SNt:O=(p0,“0,F0,S0) in [O’T]XQ$ (13)
u-N=0, FT.-N=0 on[0,T]xZ, (1.4)

where the boundary condition for u is the slip boundary condition. The condition for F' not an imposed

boundary condition. Instead, this condition is also a constraint for initial data that propagates within the

lifespan of the solution and we refer to [27] for the proof. The degeneracy is related to the formation of vortex

sheets in elastodynamics and we refer to [3, Remark 2.1] or [28, Section 186] for further interpretations.
Define F'; = (F}, F2j, F3;)T to be the j-th column of F', Then we have

Dp+p(V-u)y=0 in [0,7T] X Q,
3. .
pDu+eNp=p Y F;-VF; in[0,T]XQ,
j=1

D.F;=F; Vu in [0, 7] x &, (1.5)

V-(pF)=0 in[0,T]x Q,

DS =0 in [0, T] X Q.

The initial and boundary conditions of system (1.5) are

(p’ u, Fj’S)|I‘=0 = (PO, uop, Fj,O, SO) in [O’ T] X Q’ (16)
us =0, F3;=0 on[0,T]xZ. 1.7

To make the initial-boundary value problem (1.5)-(1.7) solvable, we need to require the initial data to
satisfy the compatibility conditions up to certain order. For m € N, we define the m-th order compatibility
conditions to be ‘

duzlio=00onZX, 0<j<m. (1.8)

Leta := leg_/;' Since Z—Z > 0 implies a(p, S) > 0, using D,S = 0, the first equation of (1.5) is equivalent to

aDip+V-u=0. (1.9)



Thus the compressible elastodynamic system is now reformulated as follows

aDip+V-u=0 in [0, T] x Q,
3. .
pDu+eNp=p 3, F;-VF; in [0,T] x Q,
j=1
D,szFj-Vu in [0,T] X Q,
V-(pFj) =0 in[0,T]x Q, (1.10)
DS =0 in [0,T] x Q,
a=a(p,S)>0, p=pp,S)>0 in [0,7] x Q.
us =F3j=0 on [O,T]XE,
(p,u, Fj,S)i=0 = (po, o, F 0, S0) on {t = 0} x Q.

When considering the incompressible limit, that is, when & > 0 approaches to 0, it is more convenient to
symmetrize the compressible elastodynamic system by using the transformation

p=1+8q, FjZFj+Fj, FjZ(Flj,sz,O)T,

where F;; are constants, and F; are functions which represent the perturbation around the constant states.
This step is necessary when Q is unbounded because we want each variable to belong to L*(Q). We then
derive the following dimensionless non-isentropic inviscid elastodynamic system.

aDg+e'V-u=0 in[0,T] x Q,
3

pDu+e'Vg=p Y (F;+F;)-VF; in[0,T]XxQ,
=1

D[sz(Fj+Fj)'VM 0, T] x Q,

n [
V-(F;+F;)=0 in[0,T]x Q, (1.11)
D,S =0 in [0, 7] x Q,
a=a(eq,S)>0, p=peq,5)>0 in [0, 7] x Q.
u3:F3j:O on[0,T] XX,
(g, u, Fj, $)li=0 = (qo, uo, Fj0,S0) on {7 =0} x Q.

1.1 An overview of previous results

The incompressible limit of compressible inviscid fluids is considered to be a type of singular limit for hy-
perbolic system: the pressure for compressible fluids is a variable of hyperbolic system whereas the pressure
for incompressible fluids is a Lagrangian multiplier and the equation of state is no longer valid. Early works
about compressible Euler equations can be dated back to Klainerman-Majda [13, 14] when the domain is
the whole space R? or the periodic domain T¢, Schochet [23] when the domain is bounded, and Isozaki [9]
when considering an exterior domain. See also Sideris [20] and Secchi [26] for the long-time incompressible
limit of Euler equations in R* and R x R_ respectively. We also refer to Luo [16] and Luo and the second
author [17] for the incompressible limit of free-surface Euler equations with or without surface tension. The
abovementioned papers consider the case of “well-prepared” initial data, that is, (V - ug, Vgo) = O(*) for
k > 1, which means the compressible initial data is exactly a slight perturbation of the given incompressible
initial data. In this case, the first-order time derivatives of each variable is bounded uniformly in &, and so
uniform estimates immediately lead to the strong convergence to the incompressible system.

However, for general initial data (also called “ill-prepared” initial data), that is, (V - up, Vgo) = O(1), the
compressible initial data is no longer the small perturbation of incompressible initial data but also contains a
highly oscillatory part. In this case, the first-order time derivatives of velocity and pressure are of O(g7!) size
and one has to filter the highly oscillatory part (actually acoustic waves) when proving the strong convergence.
We refer to [31, 9, 2, 24, 8, 25, 4] for the incompressible limit of isentropic Euler equations with general data
and [18, 1] for the incompressible limit of non-isentropic Euler equations with general initial data in R? or
the half-space or the exterior of a bounded domain.



For the incompressible limit of inviscid elastodynamic system, when the domain is the whole space or
the periodic domain, we refer to [22, 21, 11, 29, 10]. In particular, when the domain has a boundary, the
existing literature only considers the isentropic case when the deformation tensor satisfies the degenerate
constraint FT - N = 0 on dQ, and we refer to Liu-Xu [15] for the case of well-prepared initial data and
Ju, the first author and Xu [11] for the case of general initial data. Recently, the second author [32] proved
local well-posedness and incompressible limit of the free-boundary problem to the isentropic compressible
elastodynamic equations.

However, the study of incompressible limit for non-isentropic fluid is more subtle. In fact, when the data
is well-prepared, the frameworks for the isentropic case are still valid up to some technical modifications. For
example, the authors [30] proved the incompressible limit of non-isentropic MHD with well-prepared data by
combining the framework of [17] and some observations for MHD equations, in which the weights of Mach
number should be carefully chosen according to the number of tangential derivatives such that the energy
estimates are uniform in Mach number. Unfortunately, when the initial data is ill-prepared, the simultaneous
appearance of compressibility, entropy and the coupled quantities (such as the elasticity, the magnetic fields
for MHD equations, etc) causes several essential difficulties that do not appear in Euler equations with general
initial data or the coupled system (such as elastodynamics, MHD, etc) with well-prepared initial data. In
particular, there exhibits a simultaneous loss of weights of Mach number and derivatives in the vorticity
analysis for non-isentropic elastodynamics (also for MHD) with general initial data.

The aim of this paper is to establish the incompressible limit problem of non-isentropic elastodynamics
inside a solid wall with general initial data. There are mainly two important observations which will be
discussed in Section 2. It should also be noted that the smallness of Mach number & is required to close the
uniform estimates in many previous works about the incompressible limits in a domain with boundary, such
as [31, 2, 8, 25, 23, 18, 1, 15, 11], while our method no longer relies on the smallness of Mach number.

1.2 The main theorems

We denote the interior Sobolev norm to be
Al = A M, IR = D @0 A1
k=0

for any function f(z, x) on [0, T] X Q and denote the boundary Sobolev norm to be |f|; := |f(Z, -)|uss) for any
function f(¢, x) on [0, T] X X.

The local well-poseness of (1.11) in H*(Q) for each fixed £ > 0 can be proved by using the classical
theory for symmetric hyperbolic systems with characteristic boundary, such as [23] and [30, Appendix A].
First, we establish a local-in-time estimate, uniform in Mach number &, without assuming & to be small.

Theorem 1.1 (Uniform-in-¢ estimate). Let & > 0 be given. Let (qo, uo, F 0, S o) € H>(Q)x H>(Q) X H}(Q) X
H*(Q) be the initial data of (1.11) satisfying the compatibility conditions (1.8) up to 2-th order and

EO)<M (1.12)

for some M > 0 independent of €. Then there exist 7 > 0 and & € (0, 1) depending only on M, such that for
all & € (0, &9), (1.11) admits a unique solution (g(?), u(t), F j(t), S (¢)) that satisfies the energy estimate

sup E(r) < P(E(0)), (1.13)
t€[0,T]

where P(---) is a generic polynomial in its arguments, and the energy E(t) is defined to be

(1.14)

3
E®) =g, w B, + Y ||(Fs F+ Fp-9s) j
1 ’

Remark 1.1 (Enhanced “directional” regularity of the entropy). The assumption S € H*(Q) is imposed in
order that (F ;o + F o) - VS belongs to H*(Q). In this paper, we only need such enhanced regularity of S in
the direction of F; + F; (j = 1,2,3) instead of the full H* regularity. One can prove that the solution also
satisfies (F; + F VS eH 3(Q) as long as the initial data satisfies, and we refer to Corollary 3.3 for the proof.



The next main theorem concerns the incompressible limit. We consider the incompressible inhomoge-
neous elastodynamic equations together with a transport equation satisfied by (u°, F' ?, 7, 89:

3 _
g(@,u0+u0-Vu0)+V7r=QZ(F?+Fj)-VF(I.) in[0,T] X Q,

J=1 :
OFO+u’-VFY = (FO+ F;) - Vu° in[0,7T] x Q,

! ] ! . (1.15)
0,5 +u’-vs®=0 in[0,7T]xQ, :
Vu =V (oF)+Fp)=0 in [0, T] x Q,
unggjzo on [0, T] x X.

Theorem 1.2 (Incompressible limit). Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1.1, we assume that (uo, F 0, S0) —
(ug, FEO, Sg) in H3(Q) as & — 0 with V - (o(0, SS)F?',O) =0in Q and u83 = ng,o = 0 on X, and that there exist
positive constants Ny and o such that S satisfies

1S 0(0)| < Nolxd ™=, [VSo(x)| < Nolx| 7. (1.16)
Then it holds that
(¢, u, Fj, ) — (0,u’, F9,8%)  weakly-* in L*([0, T]; H*(Q)) and strongly in L*([0, T]; H},*(Q))
for 6 > 0. (u°, F?,SO) € C([0, TT; H3(Q)) solves (1.15) with initial data (u°, F?,SO)I,zo = (wo, F(I'),O’S(()))’ that
is, the incompressible elastodynamic equations together with a transport equation of S°, where wy € H>(Q)

is determined by
wosls =0, V-wg=0, Vx(p0,Shwo) =V x (00, S Hud). (1.17)

Here o satisfies the transport equation
do+u’-Vo=0, gz =p(0,Sp).

The function 7 satisfying Vr € C([0, T]; H*(Q)) represents the fluid pressure for incompressible elastody-
namic system (1.15).

Remark 1.2 (Unboundedness of the domain). In Theorem 1.1, the uniform-in-& estimate can be established
regardless of the boundedness of Q. The unboundedness of  is required in the proof of strong convergence.
In fact, the strong convergence in time can be obtained by proving local energy decay due to the (global)
dispersion property for the wave equation of the pressure as in [18, 1], in which the unboundedness of Q2 and
the entropy decay condition (1.16) are both needed.

Remark 1.3 (The case of domains with curved boundaries). We choose Q = R? x R_ for technical simplicity
as its boundary is flat, but our conclusion still holds for some unbounded domain with a curved boundary, for
example, the case that Q is the exterior of a bounded domain with an H*> boundary X, as shown in Alazard
[1]. We note that such regularity of X is required to ensure the div-curl inequality in Lemma A.1, according
to [5, Theorem 1.1(2)]. In such case, Q has a finte covering such that

QcQOU[OQ,-), Qe QNI#0,

i=1

and Q; N X is the graph of a smooth function z = ¢; (x1,x2). We use the local coordinates in each €,
i=1,2,--- m:

O : (-1,1)’%x(-1,00 > 4 NQ
0.2" = (.2 = 0. @) +2)".

We denote by N the unit outward normal to the boundary. In each ;, we can extend it to Q; by setting

— 2\~1/2 —
NG = N@i2) = (1+[Fe] ) oo, -0a00, DT, Ti= @1,00)"



In such case, the basic states Fj can be suitably-chosen smooth functions, not necessarily constants. For
example, we define the matrix function F(x) = (F LFy F 3) (x) as

I, x € Qp,
_ 1 0 0 -z
Fo = F(Qi(y,z))z{ o 1 0 ] reqina, Y9712
010i(y)  Opi(y) ¢(2)
When Q is the half space R3, one of the choices for a non-constant F would be
1 0 0 Cy
F=[0 1 0 | ¢m=1—r
0 0 ¢(x3) S

It is easy to verify that
detF#0 in[0,T]xQ,
F;-N=0 on[0,T]xZX.

1.3 Organization of the paper

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss the major difficulties in this problem. Then
Section 3 is devoted to the proof of uniform estimates in Mach number. The strong convergence for the
incompressible limit problem is proved in Section 4. In Appendix A, we record several lemmas that are
repeatedly used throughout this manuscript.

List of Notations

o (L¥-norm) || - lleo := Il llz=(@)s | * oo := 11 - llz(z)-

o (Interior Sobolev norm) || - ||s: We denote [|fll; := [I£(, )llm and [If12, = Zi_, (€8 fI>_, for any
function f(¢,y) on [0, T] X Q.

e (Boundary Sobolev norm) | - |;: We denote |f]; := |f(%, -)|usx) for any function f(z,y) on [0, T] X Z.

e (Polynomials) P(: - -) denotes a generic polynomial in its arguments.

o (Commutators) [T, flg = T(fg) — f(Tg), [f.Tlg = —IT, flg where T is a differential operator and f, g
are functions.

e (Leray projection operator) Consider the orthogonal decompostion L*(Q) = H, & G, with H, = {u €
LX(Q) : fQ u-Veo, Vo € H'(Q)} and G, = {Vy : ¢ € H'(Q)}. Let P be the projection onto H, and
Q=5-%.

2 Difficulties and strategies

System (1.1) is symmetric hyperbolic with characteristic boundary conditions [19] and so there is a potential
to have loss of normal derivatives, which is expected to be compensated by using div-curl analysis. Indeed,
major difficulties in this problem exactly appear in the proof of div-curl estimates. Once we establish the
control for the divergence and the vorticity, the uniform estimates can be closed by controlling the full-time
derivatives which is parallel to the L? estimate. After that, the strong convergence to the incompressible
system can be proved via a slight variant of the argument in [1].

Below, we briefly discuss our observations that are used to overcome the main difficulties that do not
appear in the study of Euler equations or isentropic fluids.

2.1 Observation 1: Enhanced “directional” regularity of the entropy
Since we are considering the non-isentropic case with general initial data, inspired by [18], we shall rewrite

the momentum equation as

3
Dilpou) = po Y (Fj+ F))-VFj=—&"'Vq + ”8—:“Vq @.1)
=



with pg = p(0, S) to analyze the vorticity. Then the evolution equation of the vorticity becomes

3
D(V X (pou)) — Z V X (po(Fj + Fj) -VF)) - V( ) X Vg = controllable terms. 2.2)
j=1

P —Po
&p
The reason for replacing p by py is that D,py = 0 allows us to “hide” this coefficient into D;, otherwise, when
taking derivatives 0“ in the momentum equation, there must be terms like 3*pD,u appearing without any
e-weight. When 9” fallson S in p = p(egq, S ), 0°p must generate an O(1)-size term in front of D;u and thus

there exhibits a loss of weights of Mach number due to the ill-preparedness of initial data (0,u = O(1/¢)).

However, for elastodynamics, the simultaneous appearance of the deformation tensor, the non-constant
entropy and compressibility leads to an extra loss of derivative in vorticity analysis. For example, in the
H?-control of V X (pgu), we must encounter the following underlined terms

d 3
@ fQ 16°V % (pou)l” + ,Z‘ 162V % (poF )P

3
=" Z f(azv((F/ + F}) - Vpo) X F) - 8V X (pou) dx
=1ve

3
- Z f (@V((F;+ F}) - Vpo) x u) - 8V X (poF ;) dx + controllable terms, 2.3)
F1Ye

where we find that there are 4 derivatives falling on py (equivalently, on S) and thus the vorticity estimates
cannot be closed in the setting of third-order Sobolev spaces. To overcome such difficulty, we just need a
rather simple observation: the material derivative commutes with the directional derivatives (F; + F;) - V for
Jj = 1,2,3, which is even easier to observe if one uses Lagrangian coordinates (to study the free-boundary
problems) as in the second author’s work [32] because D; becomes 8; and each (F; + F ;) - V becomes time-
independent in Lagrangian coordinates. Thus, (F; + F;) - VS also has H 3(Q) regularity as long as its initial
data belongs to H(Q). That is exactly why we impose such enhanced regularity for the initial data Sg. The
details are referred to Section 3.2 and 3.3. To our knowledge, such observation does not appear in previous
works, but it can really help us prove the uniform estimates in Mach number for the vorticity part.

2.2 Observation 2: Structure of the wave equation of ¢

As stated at the end of Section 1.1, the smallness of Mach number ¢ is required to prove the uniform estimates
in previous works about incompressible limit of non-isentropic inviscid fluids in a domain with boundary,
because the divergence part, namely V - u = —gD,q, essentially contributes to €E(¢). For elastodynamics, we
alsohave V- F; ~ —g(F; + F ;) - Vg which still contributes to £E(#). Then the smallness of £ can be used to
absorb such €E(¢) terms in the Gronwall-type inequality E(¢) < €E(¢) + P(E(0)) + fot P(E(7))dr.

In this paper, we aim to drop the smallness assumption of &, that is, our energy estimates are uniform in &
even if the Mach number ¢ is not small. This means that the low Mach number limit automatically holds if we
use the same energy to prove the local existence, for example, by standard Picard iteration in [30, Appendix
Al]. Therefore, we must seek for a different way to control the divergence part.

Note that the pressure g satisfies a wave equation

3
g2aD?q -V - (p"'Vq) - Z ga(Fj+F))-Vyq=6° (2.4)
j=1

with Neumann boundary condition d3¢ = 0 on X and lle"'G%|l» controlled by P(E(?)) uniformly in e. It
is easy to observe that standard wave-type estimate already gives us the uniform L?(Q) control of eD,q,
&(Fj+ F})- Vg and Vq. To control high-order Sobolev norms, we must reduce the normal derivatives to
tangential derivatives as taking normal derivatives does not preserve the Neumann boundary condition. This
can be done by combining the div-curl inequality (Lemma A.1) and the concrete form of the wave equation.



For example, we have
IVgll3 < IIVqll3 + 1AGI} + IV x Vgll} + 193413 5,

=0

and then Aq can be converted to £2D?q and &*((F i+ F))- V)2q, which are tangential derivatives, plus lower-
order terms that are easy to control. We can do similar things for éD,q and &(F; + F ;) - Vq

eV Diglly < eV Diglly + lADqIl + eV x VDiglly + leDidsali s + lel Dy 0314l

N —————
lower order

=0
leV(F; + F)) - Vqll3 < leV(F; + F)) - Vqll§ + lleAF; + F) - Vqli§
+leV X V(F; + Fj)- Vgl + |e(F; + F}) - Vasql> s + |e[(F; + F)) - V, ag]q@ )

=0

lower order

Therefore, the control of eAD,q, eA(F; + F;) - Vq and Aq can be further converted to that of
le*Diqllg, e*VD7qlly (1= 1,2.3),

le*VDu(F, + F)) - Vqli, I€°DF (F1 + F1) - Vallg,
3 3 2.5)
DN DACF; + F)-VYql, > e (F;+ Fj) - V7(Fi+ F) - Vgl (1=1,2,3).
Jj=0 j=0

The above quantities can all be controlled via the wave equation of g differentiated by tangential derivatives
DY((F; + F) - V)* g for k = 0,1,2 with certain & weights thanks to the degeneracy of F3; on . Those
lower order terms generated in the reduction process can all be controlled by repeatedly using multiplicative
Sobolev inequality and Young’s inequality. We refer to Section 3.4 for the detailed analysis.

3 Uniform energy estimates

Using Lemma A.1, we have for k = 0, 1, 2 that
(€0 (u, F I3, < 11(€0) (e, FPIE + 1) (V - u, V X F )3,
10"V - u, VX I + 1800 s, F3If_,- (3.1

Since u3 = F3; = 0 on X eliminates the boundary terms, the above inequality motivates us to define E(¢) and
E»(1) as follows:

3
Ei(t) = ) 160, (g, 1, FIR + ISIE , + I, + Fj) - VSI2 . + IV x (o)l . + IV X (0o F IR, (3.2)
k=0

Ex(t) = Vg3, + IV - ulle, +1IV - FIR, + IV x ull2, + IV x FiI2,, (3.3)

with py = p(0,S). It should be noted that we impose the curl of pou and poF instead of that of u and F
in E;(¢). This substitution is necessary to overcome some technical difficulties in vorticity analysis for the
non-isentropic problems with general initial data.

In order to show the uniform-in-g estimates (1.13) holds, it suffices to find norms £/ (¢) and E;(¢) satisfying

E(t) < C(E((1) + Ex (1)), for some C > 0 independent of & 3.4
and the following uniform-in-g control
d
d—El(t) < P(E(1)), (3.5)
t
E>(1) < P(E((1)) + 0E(t) + P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) f P(E(7))dr, (3.6)
0

for any constant ¢ € (0, 1), which then leads to our desired estimates by using Gronwall-type inequality.
Obviously, (3.4) holds true for the above norms thanks to (3.1). Hence, the rest part of this section is
devoted to deriving estimates (3.5) and (3.6).



3.1 L? estimate
First, it is easy to prove the L? energy estimate for the dimensionless elastodynamic system (1.11).

Proposition 3.1. Define the L? energy of system (1.11) by

3
1
Eo() = 5 f plul® + Z pIF ;> +pS? + aq® dx. (3.7)
Q -
j=1
Then it satisfies
dEy(t

(;’() < P(E(1)). (3.8)

Proof. Using the continuity equation, we know for each function f € L*(Q) satisfying D,f € L*(Q), the
Reynolds transport formula holds

1d

R 2 —
55 | At as= fg p(Df)f dx. (3.9)

Thus, we have $$ [ pS?dx = [, p(D;S)S dx = 0 and
dlf||201 fD d Zf (o(F;+ F))-VF))-ud lf Vgd
u X = u-uadx = udax — — u- X.
dr 2 P PL; P s Jo q
Integrating by parts and using F3; = F3; = u3 = 0 on X, we get

d1 1
fp|u|2dx— ZpF (Fj+F)) - Vu)+ V- (p(F; + F)) F;- udx+—f(v-u)qu
dr2 P —— Q

=D,F; =0 =-gaD,q

:_EaprlF |2+aq dx + — f(D,a—(u Va+ V- (au))q dx.

Since D;a(eq, S) = aD,qg—Z + DS g—g = eD,qg—Z has no loss of e-weight, we know

dEy(1)
dr

< llgllg (IleDiglles + llallyro= oy lllwr= @) < PCE(®))

as desired. ]

3.2 Estimates of entropy and its enhanced directional regularity

The entropy has enhanced regularity in the direction of F; + F; for each j € {1,2,3}.

Lemma 3.2. For system (1.11), we have [D,, (F; + Fj) - V] =0for j = 1,2,3. In particular, this leads to
D,((F;+F;)-VS)=0. (3.10)

Proof. For any function f, we compute that,

(D, (F;+ E})-VIf =0,(Fj+ F))-Vf)+u-V(Fj+ F)) -Vf) = (Fj+ F))-V@O.f +u-Vf)
=@O(F;+F))+u-V(F;+F}))-Vf—(F;+Fj)-Vu)-Vf
= (D/Fj—(F;+Fj)-Vu) - Vf =0.

In particular, D;S = 0 then leads to D,((F; + Fj) -VS)=0. O



Since D;S = 0 and D,((F; + Fj) -VS) = 0, we can easily prove the estimates for S and (F; + Fj) - VS by
directly commuting D, with £*6*4® for k = 1,2, 3 and using (3.9). The proof does not involve any boundary
term because we do not integrate by parts.

Corollary 3.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, we have
d _
& (||S||§,£ +|I(Fj+ Fj) - VS||§!£) < P(E(1)). (3.11)

From this corollary, we see why we require (F; + F) - VS has the same regularity as S. In fact, this
corollary plays a significant role in vorticity analysis.
3.3 Vorticity analysis
In this section, we aim to establish the control of V X (pou) and V X (oo F;) and also their time derivatives.
Lemma 3.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, we have
d 3
5 |1V X ol + DI X (poF I | < PCE()). (3.12)
J=1

Proof. The momentum equation pD,u + £~ 'Vg = p Z;f: \(F; + F})- VF can be rewritten as

3
_ 1 -

Di(pot) = po Y (Fj+ F))- VF; = —=Vq + - gpp ’vg. (3.13)

=1

There exists a smooth function g such that

P = eg(eq,5). Nl < PEW).
We take VX in (3.13) to get the evolution equation
3

Dy(V X (pou)) — Z V x (po(F i+ E))- VF,-) = [D,, VXI(pou) + Vg X Vg, (3.14)

J=1

where we notice that the right side only contains the first-order derivatives and does not lose Mach number
weight. Note that the equation of state is smooth, so d,p and dsp are bounded.

Since ||f II;‘E = Yo I8, fII3_,. we first prove the case when k = 0. Indeed, the cases for k = 1, 2 follow
in the same manner. In order to control the H? norms of the curl part, we take 4% in (3.14) to get

3
D(8°V X (pou)) — Z 9%V x (po(Fj +F))- VFj) = 9*(RHS of (3.14)) + [D;, 8*1(V X (pou)), (3.15)

Jj=1 Ri

where the order of derivatives on the right side must be < 3. Now, standard L>-type estimate yields that
1d 2 2 2 2
—— [0°V X (pou)|“dx = | (0:0°V X (opu)) - 0°V X (pou) dx
2dt Jg Q

= f D,V x (pout) - 0*V X (pou) dx — f (u - V)O*V X (pou) - 3*V x (pou) dx, (3.16)
Q Q

=1,

where 7| can be directly controlled by integrating by parts and using the symmetry

< P(E(2)). (3.17)

=1 \ f (V- |8V X (o)l dx
2 1Ja

10



Then invoking (3.15) gives us the following terms

3
DV X (pout) - 32V X (pou) dx = f Z PV x (po(Fj+ F)) - VF}) - 9V x (pou) dx + f Ry - PV x (pou) dx
(o ey Q

.
=1,
3
= f ((Fj + Fj)- V)&V X (poF ) - 9V X (pou) dx + T
Qg

J

3
+ Z (10°Vx, (F; + Fj) - V(oo F j) = [0V, FiI((F + F) - Vpy)) - °V x (pou) dx

—1

5

~

Z:I3

(62V((F i+ F))-Vpo)x F ,») -8V x (pou) dx . (3.18)

s
Mw

~.
I
—_

Z=I4
Now, we integrate by parts the tangential derivative (F; + F;) - V to get
3

f Z (((Fj+ F))- V)3V x (poF ) - 8°V x (pou) dx
(o ey

3 3
=— fg Z(azv X (poF ) - 0*V x (((F; + F}) - V)(pou)) dx — fg Z(azv X (poF ) - [(F; + F}) - V,3*Vx](pou) dx
j=1

J=1

=15
3
-— f Z(azv X (poF ;) - 02V X (po(F; + F) - Vu)dx + Is
(o Ry}
3

- f Z(azv X (poF j)) - (8°V((F; + F) - Vpo) X u + [0°Vx, ul(F; + F) - Vo)) dx (3.19)
QT

=T

Next, we insert D,F; = (F; + F}) - Vu to get

3 3
—fZ(azv><(pon))-62V><(p0(Fj+Fj)~Vu)dx=—fZ&ZVx(pon)ﬁZVxD,(pon)dx
oo Qi
1d

3
=33 f Z 16°V X (poF ) dx - f 8°V X (poF ) - (10°V, D,1(poF ;) + (u - V)PV X (poF ;)) dx.
QD Q

2=I7
(3.20)

Based on the concrete forms of the commutators in Lemma A.4, a straightforward product estimate for
I; (2 < j<7) and the estimate for 7 gives us

7
Z I; < P(E®)), (3.21)
j=1
which gives us the energy estimate
d 3
3 1V % ol + DIV X (0oF I | < PCEG)). (322)
j=1

11



Similarly, we can prove the same conclusion for 3%(d,)* with k + |a| = 2 by replacing 9% with 3%(&d,)*.
Indeed, the highest order derivatives in the above commutators do not exceed 3-th order, and there is no loss
of Mach number weight because none of the above steps creates negative power of Mach number. Hence, we
can conclude that

2 d 3
> (||(ga,)kv x (po)s_, + D [[€)'V x (oo F j)||§_k] < P(E(1)). (3.23)

=0 =1

(]

We proceed to derive the estimates of the curl parts VX u and V X F;.

Corollary 3.5. For k = 0, 1,2, under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, we have

=0

k
(€8 V X ull5_ < {1 > ||(eaf>lu||§k] P(E1(1)), (3.24)

k
€0V x Fill3_ < [1 > ||<sat>lF,»||§_k] P(E\(1)). (3.25)

=0

Proof. Since Vxu = pal(V X (pou) — Vpo X u), the curl part of u controled by

(€0)*V x ull3_, <1101 (05" V X (pot)ll5_, + (€ (o5 Vo X w)ll5_,

k
S ISIE.AIV X (powl, + [Z ||(sar)’u||§k] P(IS I13.¢)
=0

k
< {1 + Z ||(ga,)lu||§_k] P(E\(1)). (3.26)
=0
Similarly, we obtain
k
I(d) Y X Fjli;_, < {1 £ ||<sat)’F,||§k] P(E1(0)). (3.27)
=0
O

Remark 3.1. It should be noted that the conclusion of this corollary is not the end of the reduction, as there
are still normal derivatives in ||(€8,) (u, F‘,')||§,k for0 < k <2, 0 <[ < k. But these terms are lower order
terms and can be reduced to the control of divergence and the full time derivatives (€8 (u, F j)||é, 0<k<3
(which is a part of E;(¢)) by repeatedly applying the div-curl decomposition.

3.4 Control of divergence and reduction of pressure

Next, we are going to derive the estimate of Vg, V - u, V - F; as well as their time derivatives.

Proposition 3.6. For k = 0, 1,2, under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, we have for any ¢ € (0, 1) that

3 t
20, Vall3_ + 10V - uld_ + > @0V - FjIB_, < SE@®) + P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) fo P(E(r))dr. (3.28)
J=1

We get from the continuity equation and the divergence constraint of F; in (1.11) that

3
—Vg = epDu—gp ) (F;+ F))- VF, (3.29)
j=1
-V -u=¢aDy, (3.30)
~V-Fj=p ' (Fj+F))-Vp=p" [ed,p(F; + F})-Vq +dsp(F; + F))- VS|
a=p~'9, - -
£=2" ca(F; + Fj)-Vq +b(F;+F))-VS (3.31)

12



as
The control of ||b(F; + F i)+ VS |l2¢ 1s straightforward

where b = b(eq, S) := /l)a—p is a smooth function in its arguments.

d )
I+ F))- VS|i5, < P(EQ).

thanks to Corollary 3.3. For the terms €D,q, Vg and &(F; + F ;) - Vg, their || - ||§!‘g norms can be controlled by
P(E (1)) + CeE(?), and the smallness of £ > 0 is used to absorb CeE(f) when closing the energy estimates, as
shown in previous works [23, 18, 1] about the low Mach number limit of non-isentropic Euler equations. In
this paper, we would like to drop the dependence on the smallness of &.

It should be noted that D, = €, + €u - V, so we can alternatively try to obtain the bounds for

DY Vqlls_ 1D - ully_ 1DV - Fjll5_y
which is more technically convenient in the analysis of pressure and divergence.
Proposition 3.7. For k = 0, 1,2, under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, we have for any ¢ € (0, 1) that
3 1
DYVl + DYV - uld_, + > D)V - il < SE() + P(E(0)) + PE(®) fo P(E(1))dr.
" (3.32)
In fact, we can prove the conclusion of Proposition 3.7 implies the conclusion of Proposition 3.6.

Proof of “Prop. 3.7 = Prop. 3.6”. It suffices to consider the case k = 1,2. For k = 1, we have ¢D;(Vq) —
£0,(Vq) = e(u - V)Vq. So, we have

leDi(Vg) = e8I} = lle(u - V)Vqll} < lleull3ligll3-

Using the result for £ = 0 (remember that we are assuming the conclusion of Proposition 3.7 holds at this
step), we get

llglly < SE(2) + P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) j; P(E(7)) dz.

For |leull; = fQ leul> + |edu)* + |e6?u)? dx, using AM-GM inequality and Jensen’s inequality, we get for
j=0,1,2 that

2

t 2 t
fls@julzdxzf(sajuo+fs@jﬁ,u(r,')d‘r) dxsflsaju0|2dx+f(f 86,6ju(7,')d7') dx
Q Q 0 Q Q 0
13
< f led ugl* dx + f f |€d,0u(r, -)|* dr dx
Q QJo
!
= f led ugl* dx + f f |£0,0’u(r, -)|* dx dr,
Q 0 Q

! !
lleull3 < &lluoll3 + f ledu(t, I3 dr < *E(0) + f E(r)dt
0 0

and thus

Combining these inequalities, we get
!
leD/(Vq) - £(Vg)lli s SE() + P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) f P(E(7)) dz.
0

Similarly, we can prove that

3 !
lleD:(V - u) = £0,(V - w)l} + Z leDi(V - Fj) = 04V - Fi; < 6E(t) + P(E(0)) + P(E(t))f0 P(E(7)) dz.

J=1

13



When k£ = 2, we have
szDerq - szaqu = 82(6,ui)(6[q) + 282ui6[6tq + szu[(aiuj)(éjq) + szuiujaiéjq.
Using Corollary A.3 and Jensen’s inequality as above, we have
lle?u:0:0:q1l5 < SllsVaiqlly + lleull eV qll;

SSE®) + 1eVaqll: (s“uuou‘i + f lledu(, It dr)
0
SSE®) + E(D) f P(E(7))dt + £ (E(0))*l€?0:qll}
0
S SE(D) + E(t) f P(E(7)) dt + £ (E(0)) (ueza,q(o, I+ f lI(€0:)*q(r, I} dr
0 0

SOEM+ P(EQO)+ (1 +E®) f P(E(7))dr.
0

The other terms can be analyzed in the same manner and we do not repeat the details here. O

In the rest of this section, we are devoted to proving Proposition 3.7.

3.4.1 Derivation of the wave equation of ¢

For compressible inviscid fluids, the pressure g satisfies a wave-type equation and we now derive the concrete
form of the wave equation. Taking D; in the continuity equation eaD,q + V - u = 0, inserting the concrete
form of [9, D] and using D,S = 0, we get

0
saD,zq +V - Dwu = —(eDg)D;a + 0ju;0ju; = 0ju;0ju; — 6—Z(SD,q)2. (3.33)

Inserting the momentum equation D,u = —(gp) 'Vg+ 3 J(Fj+ F ;) VF;, the term V - D;u becomes

3
V-Du=-¢&'V-(po'Vg) + Z V.((Fj+F;)-VF))

J=1

3
== &'V (p7'Vg) + D (Fj+ F) - V(V - F)) + 0iFy; 0cF
J=1

Inserting (3.31), we obtain
(Fj+F))-V(V-F))=-ea((Fj+ F;)-V)’q = b((F; + F})- V)*S
- &20,al(Fj+ Fj) - VqI* — e(dsa + 0,b)(Fj+ Fj) - Vq)(Fj + Fj) - VS) — 0sb|(F; + F}) - VS|*.

Plugging the expressions of V - D,u back to (3.33), we obtain the wave-type equation of g with Neumann
boundary condition (obtained by restricting the third component of momentum equation onto X)

3 _
2aDXq -V -(p"'Vq) - ¥ e’a(Fj+ F))-V)’¢=G° inQ,
j=1

(3.34)
03q=0 onl,
where the source term G° consists of the following terms
3
G =) e(b(F;+ F))- VS + OsbI(F; + Fy) - VS + du; 0,u; - 0;Fi; OFy) (3.35)

J=1

+ & (9sa+ db)(F;+ F)) - Vg)(F;+ Fj)-VS) + £0,a (|(F; + F)) - Vg - (Dig)?).

14



This formulation of wave equation will be used to establish the wave-type estimates, as it is straightforward
to see that the source term G° satisfies the following uniform bound

le™' G°llo.e < PCE®)). (3.36)
In particular, we immediately obtain uniform L?(Q) estimates for £D;q, Vq and &(F i+ F ) Vq.

Lemma 3.8 (Uniform L?(Q) estimate of the wave equation). Define

3
1 i}
Wo(t) := 3 f aleD,g* + p~|Vg|* + E ale(F; + F) - Vg|* dx. (3.37)
Q

J=1

dwW,
Then it satisfies T(;(t) < P(E(D)).

Proof. Invoking (3.34) and integrating by parts, we get

dl1 1
—= f cl|gD,q|2 dx = f aszDrzq Dygdx + = f (Dsa + (V - u)a) |.9D,q|2 dx
dr2 Jo o 2 Ja
3
- f V. (0"'Vq) Dgdx + Z f a((F; + F))- Vg D,qdx
Q o Yo
1
+ f G°D.q + 5 (Da + (V- w)a) |eD,gl* dx
Q

3
=- Lpflvq -DVq+ Y a((F;+F))-Vq) (Di(F;+F))- Vq) dx
=1

3
_ _ ) . 1
o [ 3R ) VaX(Fy + F) - VoD + 971V (D Vlg + 6 Dig + 5 (Dia+ (7w eDigl
(o

where we also use the fact [D,, (F; + Fj) - V] = 0. Since ||G®|l2 < €P(E(t)) holds uniformly in &, we know
the last line is uniformly bounded

3
f D RF+F)Va)(F+ F) V)Dia+p™' Vg 1D, Vg +G°Dig+ 5 (D + (V- wa) leDigl” dx < PUEQ))
Q

=1

Thus, we obtain

3
- L 07'Vq-DVg + Z a((Fj+F))-Vq) (Di(F;+ F))- Vq) dx
j=1
1d

3
_ -1y, 12 - 2
=34 Qp Vgl +j§1a|£(Fj+Fj)-Vq| dx

1 3 _
-5 fg p2Dip = p(V - u)IVal = > (Dia+ (V- w)a) |e(F; + F)) - VP dx

2 =1
1d > 2
-1y, 12 -
S-3a )P Vg + jz;a le(F; + F))- Vq|” dx+ P(EQ)).
which leads to our desired L*(Q) estimates. O

One may also alternatively write V - (0~'q) = V(p™!) - Vg + p~!Aq to obtain another formulation of the
wave equation

3 _ —
&paD?q - Ag— Y ezpa((Fi +F))- V)Yg=G° inQ,
j=1 ’ (3.38)
03q=0 onl,
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with
G° =pG° —p~'Vp Vg = pG° — salVq* — bVS - Vq. (3.39)

Remark 3.2. Do note that the source term é‘g now contains an O(1) size term. This formulation is not suit-
able to prove uniform-in-& wave-type estimates, especially when we differentiate (3.38) by time derivatives.
Instead, (3.38) will be used to reduce the normal derivatives falling on Vg, &(F; + F )+ Vgand eD.q.
3.4.2 Reduction of pressure via elliptic estimates and wave equation
Now, we let X = Vg and s = 2 in Lemma A.1 to get

IV4ll5 < IV4ll5 + I1Agll; + 11V X Vgli} + 183915 5 = IVqll; + 1Aq];.- (3.40)

=0

The term IIVqll(z] has been controlled in Lemma 3.8. For ||Ag||?, we insert the wave equation (3.38) to get

3
IAgI} < 12 D3I} + > I (F; + Fy) - V)ql} + 1G°I}
J=1
3

+ 12Dl + > 2 (F; + Fj) - Vgl [lloally... (3.41)
J=1

3 _
Thus, we shall seek for the uniform-in-& control for ||32D,2q||f and Y ||E2((F i+ Fy)- V)quﬁ. The control of
j=1

the remainder terms, namely ||§8||f and the second line of (3.41), is also postponed to later sections.
In view of (3.30)-(3.31), we also need to control ||.9D,q||§ and |le(F; + F)) - Vq||% for/=1,2,3. We have

leDeglls + lle(F + F1) - Vall3 < lleDiglls + lle(Fr + Fr) - Vqlig + lsVDiglly + 1€V(F; + Fr) - Vllf.  (3.42)

We let s = 1 and X = VD;q and (F; + F)) - Vg (I = 1,2,3) respectively in Lemma A.1 and D;03qg =
(F;+ F))-Vd3g = 0on X to get

IV Digllt < 11eVDigll; + IleADqIG + ledsDigl]
< lleDiglly + 112V Digll + llelA, Dilqllg + le1ds, Dilgly (3.43)
IEV((FL+ F) - Va)lly S 18V, + F1) - Vol + leAFs + F)) - Vqllg + les(F1 + Fi) - Yl
S lleCFr + Fi) - VAl + eV (F1 + F)) - Vo)l
+llelA, (F1+ F1) - Vgl + lelds, (Fi + F) - Vgl (3.44)

We then focus on the reduction of major terms ||8DtAq||S and ||e(F; + F)) - VAqHS and postpone the control
of numerous lower-order remainder terms to later sections. Again, we invoke the wave equation (3.38) to get

eD,Ag = 83paDt3q - 83pa((Fj +F))- V)’D,q - sD,ég + - (3.45)

and

3
e(F)+ F))-VAq = &paD?(F) + F)) - Vg — Z &pa((F;+ F))-V)(F/+ F)) - Vq (3.46)
J=1

—&(F + F))- VG +- -

where the omitted terms are those generated when D; or (F; + F;) - V falls on the coefficients a and p. These
omitted terms are lower-order and have no loss of &£ weights because a, p are functions of g and S and we
have D,S = 0 and enhanced regularity for (¥; + F)-VsS.
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To prove Proposition 3.7, we also need to control the following terms
lle> D7 Vel < lle*VD7qll; +11e* LDy, Vgllg,
1> Dy(Fy + F)) - VVqlig < 11e*VD(F, + Fy) - Vql + 1162 [D(Fy + F1) - V., Vgllg, (3.47)
lle* D} ql3 and ||e* DX(F; + Fy) - Vgll2.
In summary, we shall seek for uniform-in-g control of
le*D}qll5, 1e*VD7qlly (1= 1,2,3),
IE*VD,(F, + F)) - Vql§. le* D} (F, + F1) - VI3,

R R (3.48)
DN DAF; + F)-VYql, > e (F;+ Fj) - V2A(F + F) - Vgl (1=1,2,3).
Jj=0 Jj=0
and also the control of those remainder terms and commutators in (3.43)-(3.47).
3.4.3 Uniform estimates of tangentially-differentiated wave equations
We define
3
1 ;
Wi):= 5 L aleDigl +p7' VD[ + > aleDXF; + F)- Vg’ dx, (3.49)
j=1
. 1 - 2, - 2
Wii0):= 5 f a|eDX(F + F)- Vgl +p I‘SZV (Di(F1 + Fp - Vq)‘ (3.50)
Q
3 2
+Ya ’53D,(F, +F)-V((F+ F)- Vq)' dx (I=1,2,3),
j=1
1 — 2 _ _ 2
Wi =5 f a|*Di(F + F) - Vg +p 1’82V(((F1 +F)- V)zq)' (3.51)
Q

+ a|g3((F,+F,).V)Z((F,+F,-)-Vq)|2 dr (I=1,2,3),

M-

I
—_

J

which are exactly the energy functionals for D?-differentiated, D,(F;+ F;)- V-differentiated and ((F;+ F)- V)*-
differentiated wave equation (3.34). In this section, we prove the following conclusion.

Lemma 3.9 (Uniform estimates for tangentially-differentiated wave equations). The energy functionals ‘W+(2),
(Wg [0, ‘VV‘39 /(1) obey the following uniform-in-¢ estimates for any ¢ € (0, 1)

3 t
Wi+ Y Wi (1) + WE (1) < SE() + P(E(0)) + P(E(1) fo P(E(1))dr. (3.52)

=1

Once this lemma is proven, we immediately obtain the control for the terms in (3.48).

Proof. We only prove the estimate for ‘W (¢), that is, the uniform energy estimates for D?-differentiated wave
equation (3.34). This is the most difficult cases because th involves more time derivatives than D,(F;+ F))-V
and ((F; + F)) - V)? and then requires more € weights to prove the uniform estimates. The other two cases
can be proved in exactly the same manner if we recall the concrete forms of those commutators recorded in
Lemma A .4.
Taking D? and multiplying & in (3.34), we obtain

gaDiq— eV - (p”'D}Vq) - &a((F; + F)) - V)’D}q = G5, (3.53)

where
G5, :=&D}(e7'G") + &£ Dja(Diq - (F; + F)) - V)’q) + 2&°D,a(D}q — (F; + F ) - V)’ Dyq)
+ (D}, V1™ Vg) + £V - (1D}, p”' 1Vg).
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Testing (3.53) with £?D}q in L?, we obtain
d1
) j.a|83Dt3q|2 dx = LaeéquD gdx+ = f(D,a + (u- V)a)|83D3q|2 dx
= f eV - (0"'D*Vq) (£’ D}g) dx + f ga((Fj+ Fj)-V)?*DXq(e’D}q) dx
Q Q
1
+ f G5, (£'D}q)dx + 5 f (Dya + (u-V)a)le’Dig|* dx
Q Q

Integrating by parts and using D?83q = F3; + F3; = 0 on %, we get
3
fg eV - (p7'D?Vq) (°D}g) dx + Z fg a((F;+ F;)-V)’D*q(£’D}q) dx
j=1
3
= - fg p (Y D?q) D(e’VD?q) dx — Z L a(e*(Fj+ F;)-VD}q) D(&*(F; + F;) - VD}q) dx

3
+ f p~'(&DIVg) (D, VI(E*Dlq) - ) &V - (a(F; + F ) Dq (&' D}q) dx
Q
j=1

- f g*p'[D?, Vg - D(VD?q) dx
Q

J

3
=-5 fgp‘l |V D24[" + )" ale(F, + F)- VD[ dx

=1

2,1 ]
- Z 5 fg p2(Dip = p(V - 1)) = (Dya + (u - Va) | (F; + F)) - VD,2q|2 dx
=1

3
+ f p7(&@VD}g) (D, VI(EDlq) - Y &V - (a(F;+ F ) Diq (&' Dig) dx + T
Q ]

3
1d _
s—=— | p7'|svD2g[ + >aledF+ Fy- VD[’ dx + P(E(D) + 7.
2 dt Q ‘= )

It remains to control J, in which we should integrate by parts D, to avoid loss of derivative:

f J(@,)dr == f f &*D, (LD}, Vlg) - (£°VD}q) dxdr
+ f f (Dp - p(V - w)) (D2, Vlg) - (*VD2g) dxdr
0 Q

bl

t
+ f p™'e (107, V1g) - (VD] g) dx|
Q

where the first two terms are bounded by for P(E(t))dr by direct computation because the commutator

[D,z, Vlg only consists of terms in the form of (0D,u)(0q), (0D,q)(0u) or (0u)(du)(dq) according to Lemma
A.4. As for the last term, we again invoke the concrete form of the commutator to see the highest-order part

has the form

To = f P (0D, X)(0Y)(*VDq) dx
Q
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where (X, Y) = (g, u) or (1, g). Using Young’s inequality and Sobolev interpolation, we know

Jo 5 dlle*VDiqll; + llep™ @N)elledDXIIL: < 8lle>VDqlls + llep™ @YIflledD X1
< 6(1e*V D7 gl + edD,XI) + llep™ @Yl lledD Xl
< SE®) + llep™ @V)IlledDi X,

It is easy to see
lep™ @@} < llep™ @Y, I + fo , lled (o™ @Y))(x g dr < &¥lo™" (@Y)(0, )II} + fo , P(E(7)) dr,
which then leads to
leo™ @Y)II}lledD, X1l < £llo~" (OY)(O, )II}lle*dD, XI5 + llsdD XI5 fo t P(E(7)) dt
< ™ 0Y)(0, I} (nszaDrX(o, NG+ fo ' l£*6,0D,X (. )|l dr) + P(E(1)) fo t P(E())dt
< P(E(0)) + P(E(t)) fo t P(E(7))dr.
and thus
fot J(t,-)dt < 6E(t) + P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) fot P(E(7))dr. (3.54)

Using the uniform bound ||e™!G?|,.. < P(E(t)) and the concrete forms of the commutators recorded in Lemma
A4, we obtain ||G5, |l < P(E(#)) and thus the above analysis give us

Wi() < SE(1) + P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) f P(E(7))dr.
0

as desired. For the other two cases, we can replace D? by DX((F; + F;) - V)>* for k = 0, 1 and obtain the
desired energy bound in the same way. O

Remark 3.3. The appearance of J is necessary. In fact, when integrating by parts, we must eliminate
all boundary terms by differentiating the boundary condition d3gls = 0 with D*((F i+ F) - V)>*. Such
derivatives have variable coefficients and we cannot commute them with 93, that is, we may not ensure
95 (DK(F;+ Fj)- V)**q) = 0on X.

3.4.4 Uniform estimates of remainder terms

We already control the top-order terms via the tangentially-differentiated wave equations. Applying the
same strategy to eD;-differentiated and (F; + F ;) - V-differentiated wave equation (3.34), we can obtain the
same control for the terms in the second line of (3.41). Now, we turn to control to remainder terms that
are generated in the reduction process. We aim to prove the following uniform-in-g estimates for all these
remainder terms.
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Lemma 3.10 (Remainder estimates). For all § € (0, 1), there hold the following uniform-in-£ estimates

3 t
IVqIR + VDigl + > eV (F; + F)) - Vol s PEO) + fo P(E(D)) dr. (3.55)
j=1

lelA, D1qllg + 1193, Dlqly + 11e*LD7, Viglly

3
+ D elA (Fi + Fr) - Vgl + 16103, (Fi + F)) - Vigly + 1€ 1D(Fr+ Fr) - . Vgl
=1

S OE(t) + P(E(0)) + P(E(1) f P(E(T))dr (3.56)
0

3 1
IG°II} + leDiG°llg + Z lle(F; + F1) - VG°II§ s SE() + P(E(0)) + P(E(t))f P(E(7)) dz. (3.57)
I=1 0
Proof. The remainder terms are classified into three types as shown in the lemma.

The L? terms in the div-curl inequality. In (3.40), (3.43) and (3.44), we shall also control the terms
IVallg.  leVDigllg,  NIeV((F, + F1) - Vg)II5.

The first term has been controlled in Lemma 3.8 (the L*(Q) estimate of the wave equation). The second term
is part of the energy functional for eD,-differentiated wave equations (3.34) and the third term is part of the
energy functional for &(F; + F ;) - V-differentiated wave equations (3.34). The control of these two terms
is identically the same as in the proof of Lemma 3.9 and so we no longer repeat the details. That is, the
wave-type estimates immediately lead to

IV4ll5 + 11eVDiglly + €V((F; + F)) - Vo)lig < P(E(0)) + fo P(E(7)) dt. (3.58)

The source terms of tangentially-differentiated wave equations. In (3.41), (3.45) and (3.46), we shall
seek for the control of

IG°IR,  11eDGoIR,  lle(Fy + Fy) - VG°II2.
In view of (3.39), we have
IGEI} S IVS - Vall} + (IFjIRlle(F; + F)) - VSIB + le@u)@w)l; + le@F )@F pIif + lleVq - Vqll;)
+1le((Fj+ Fj) - VS)(Fj+ Fj) - VI +I(s(F; + F)) - Vg)(&(F; + F}) - VS)II}
+& (le(F; + F)) - Vqllf +lleDiqll})
Here we omit the terms that D; or (F; + Fj) - V falls on the coefficients a, b, p or dsa, d,a, dsb, d,b. Since

D,S = 0and (F; + F;) - V is a spatial derivative, we know such terms never lead to loss of & weights or
derivative loss. Invoking Corollary A.3, we have

IVO)IWIF < SIUIE + IUIRIVIE < SE® + IUIRIVIE,

where U, V can be any of u, F'j,q,S. The ¢-terms will be absorbed when we finalize the estimate of E(),
while all the other terms are of lower order.
For the term ||V - Vg||?, the above argument gives us

IVS - Vgl < SE® + llgl}IIS1I5-

Since ||q||f has been controlled in the L? estimate in Proposition 3.1 and the wave-type estimate in Lemma

3.8,and 4,8 = —u- VS, we know [IS@)I} < [ISoll5 + fo’ lul$IIVS |5 dr < P(E(0)) + fo’ P(E(1)) dr., which then
leads to the uniform-in-£ estimate

IVS - VgI? < SE(r) + P(E(0)) + f P(E(7))dr. (3.59)
0
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For the other terms appearing in the estimate of I@SII%, there is at least one term involving & weight, and so
we get by mimicing the proof of “Prop. 3.7 = Prop. 3.6 to get

!
VUV < SE@ + UIRIIeVI < SE@) + IUIT (||eV(0)||§ + f lled V(. )l dr)
0
t
= OE(®) + £°llsU VO + U DI f lled,V(z, Il d
0
! !
s5E<r>+sﬁ||V<0>||§(||sU<0>||§+ f ||satU<r,-)||§dr)+||U<r>||% f lled,V(z, Il d
0 0

i3
<SOE() + P(E0) + (1 + E(1)) f P(E(7))dr.
0
Thus, we obtain the uniform-in-£ control for the source term ||p§‘9||% by
. !
V6 e (0,1), IIG°IP < SE®) + P(E(0)) + P(E(t))f P(E(7))dr. (3.60)
0

Next, we seek for the control of ||8Dt(p§8)||g and ||le(F;+ F ) 'V(pé‘g)ﬂé. Let us recall their concrete forms
thég =&ebVS - VD,g + ZSZqu -VD,q - szp(éiD,uj Oju; + szaiD,ij 0;F)
—&p(dsa+0,b)((F; + Fj) - VDyq)((F; + Fj)- VS)
—2&*pd,a ((F; + F))- Vg (F;+ F})-VDiq — Dig D}q) + - -
and

&(F) + F) - VG® = eb(F; + F)) - V(VS - Vq) + &(F; + F)) - VIVqI* = 8p(F; + F)) - V(Oju; 8 ju; + 8iFyj 8 ;Fxi)

3

= > &p(@sa+ gb)(F;+ Fj)- V((Fy + F))- V@)(F; + Fj) - VS)
j=1
3

= > &p(dsa+ dyb)(F+ Fj)- V((F) + F))- VS )(Fj + F)) - Vg)

J=1
3
= > 28%p0,a((F; + F))-Vq((Fj+ F))- V((Fi + F1) - Vq)) = Diq (Fi + F}) - VDig) + - -
j=1
where the omitted terms are generated by either of the following two ways:

e D,or(F;+F;)-V falls on the coeflicients a, b, p or dsa, d,a, dsb, ;b. Since D,S =0 and (F; + F;)-V
is a spatial derivative, we know such terms never lead to loss of &£ weights or derivative loss.

e Commute D; with V. Note also that [D;, (F; + Fj) -V] =0and [D;, V](-) = (Vu)-0(-) does not lead to
loss of £ weights or derivative loss.

Here we only show the control of ||8D,§8||S and the same argument applies to ||e(F; + F) - V§‘9||S by replacing
D; by (F; + F;) - V. In fact, we only need to notice that the terms in eD;G* have the form

VS - (€VD,q) or &/(eVU)(eVD,V), j> 0.
We just follow the same strategy as in the control of ||p§8||% to get

(eVU)EVD V)5 < SlleD VI3 + leD, VIRIeUI < SE(r) + P(E(0)) + P(E(2)) fo P(E(7))dr,

and
IVS - (eVD,g)Il} < SlleDigli5 + P(E(0)) + fo P(E(7))dr.

Thus, we conclude that

Y6 >0, ||sD,§8||(2) +|le(F; + Fy) - V§£||(2) S OE(f) + P(E(0)) + P(E(t))fO P(E(7))dr. (3.61)
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The commutators arising from the elliptic estimates. In (3.43) and (3.44), we need to control ||€[A, D,]qll(z]
B 3
and ||[A, (F; +F1)'V]q||(2). Lemma A.4 shows that these two terms have the form eAX-Vg+2¢ Y, (0;Xy) 0:0kq
ik=1

with X = u or X = (F; + F;). Thus, by using Corollary A.3, we have
lleAX - Vqli§ + 2&ll(0X)(*llg < 5UIXI5 + lgl13) + IX131leVall} + gl leVXIIT.
Then use [|IX]13 < [IX11[1X]ls < 81Xl + [IX|I? and Young’s inequality
lleAX - Vqll§ + 2&ll(0X)(*PIi§ < SUIXIE + llgl3) + IXIF1leVall} + lglillevXIf. (3.62)

The e-term can be easily bounded
!
VX + leVqll} < & (IVXO)IIf + IVq(O)If) + f leVa,X(x, I + lsVarg(z, I} dr.
0
Then we get
!
IX15leValls < e%lleXIi (IVXO)I + IVq(OIIF) + 1X11; f l£Va,X(x, I} + lsVaig(z, I dr
0
3 !
< &°(E(0))* (nsX(o, i + f lled X (x, Il dr) +(1+E®) f P(E(7))dt
0 0

< P(E(0) + E(1) f P(E(7)) dr,
0

and similarly
!
gl s VX1l < P(EO)) + E(t)f P(E(T)) d.
0

Therefore, we get the uniform-in-g estimates for the commutators involving A:

3 !
llelA, Dilqlls + Z llelA, (F1 + F)) - Vglli < 6E@) + P(E(0)) + P(E(t))fO P(E(7))dr (3.63)
=1

without using the smallness of €. Here 6 € (0, 1) is a positive constant.

We also need to control |g[03, D,]q|2l , €03, (Fi+ F)) - V]q|2l R ||82[D,2, V]ql% and ||E*[D(F;+ F) - V, V]ql%.
Invoking there concrete forms in Lem}ﬁa A.4, we can find that2 the control of these commutators can be done
in the same way as in the control of G° and €D,G?. In fact, the commutators involving the boundary norms
can be controlled by

|8[63,D,]q|2% < llelds, Dilqll; < lle@3u) @)y

which still has the form [ls(VU)(VV)|[3. Similarly, the leading-order terms in ||e*[D?, V1ql|? are |[(e0u)(0Dig)|13
and ||(86q)(e(9D,u)||(2] which still has the form ||(e0U )(aﬁD,V)II(Z). So, we conclude the commutator estimates
by the following inequality without repeating the same steps:

lle[A, D,1qll3 + |e[05, D,]q@ +|le?[DZ, Vigll3

3
+ 3 llelA, (Fiy+ 1) - Vglls + 16103, (Fi + 1) - Vgl + 1 1D,(Fy + F1) - 9. Vgl
=1

S OE(t) + P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) f P(E(7))dr.
0
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3.4.5 Estimates of divergence and pressure

Now, we can conclude that Proposition 3.7 holds. In fact, The control of quantities in Proposition 3.7 are
reduced to the control of the terms in (3.48) by repeatedly using the concrete form of the wave equation
(3.38) and the div-curl inequality in Lemma A.1, as shown in (3.40)-(3.47). Then we establish the control of
these norms of ¢ via the wave-type estimates for tangentially-differentiated wave equation (3.34) (not (3.38)),
which is presented in Lemma 3.8, Lemma 3.9. The remainders generated in (3.40)-(3.46) are all controlled
in Lemma 3.10. Thus, we obtain that

3 !
DY Valls + DYV - ull}_y + > D)V - Fillp_ < SE() + P(E(0)) + PE(®) fo P(E(1) dt
j=1

as desired in Proposition 3.7 which then immediately leads to Proposition 3.6.

3.5 Estimates of full time derivatives
Now, it remains for us to establish L?>-energy estimate for the full-time derivatives of (1.11). We have:

Proposition 3.11. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, we have

3 3
> = Ied g, wlif + Y Ned)* FAE | < PEE®)). (3.64)

k=0 =1

&l

Proof. Fork =0,---,3, taking af of the first three equations of (1.11) gives
aDdfq+¢&'V - du=C,,
pD0u+&7'Voqg = p i(Fj +Fj)-VF;+C,, (3.65)
=1
pDO{F; = p(F;+ F))-Vdiu+Cp,.
Here, the commutators (Cy, Cy, Cr,) are given by
Cy = - LaDy. 914,
3
Cu == [pDy, dfu+ ) [p(F;+ F)) - V,81F}, (3.66)
j=1

Cr, =—[pDy,0S1Fj + [p(F; + F) - V, 6 u.

Multiplying (3.65) by e*6%(q, u, F ), integrating over €2, and integrating by parts give

3
d
G | alteantal + pienful + ) pe ) ax

=1

= f(a,a +V- (au))l(aﬁ,)kql2 dx — g1 f V. (6’,‘5]81,‘14) dx
Q Q

3
+ Zl:sZk pr(F, + F))-VOEF ;- 'u+ p(F; + Fj) - Vohu - 85F j dx
=

3
g f Ohq-Cq+ fu-dfu+ Y 94F;-Cr, dx. (3.67)
Q -
j=1

Since a is a smooth function of (gq, §'), we get from the Sobolev inequality that

10:a +V - (aw)lles < P(l(g, u, $)I3) < P(E(D)).
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As a result, the first term on the right-hand side of (3.67) can be bounded by
fg @i+ V - (@u)l(e3) ql” dx < 18,a + V - (@w)lloll(€8) gl < PEQ)). (3.68)
By using the boundary condition (1.7) and Stokes formula, we obtain
—g1 L V- (0% q*u)dx = 0. (3.69)

By using the boundary condition (1.7) and the fourth equation of (1.11), we get

3
pr(Fj+F/)VafFjéfu+p(Fj+F/)6fu6fFjdx
=1 Ve

3
=> f —(o(Fj + Fj)- Vofu+V - (o(F; + F)dku) - 0fF j + p(F; + F) - Vofu - 0FF ; dx
F1Ye

=0. (3.70)

Finally, we control the fourth term on the right-hand side of (3.67). Invoking the concrete forms of the
commutators in Lemma A.4, we know that the highest-order terms in [D;, 6’;] contains at most k copies of
time derivatives and the number of all derivatives does not exceed k. Besides, when 9, falls on a(egq, S) or
p(eq, S), there is no loss of € weight as we have 9, = —u - VS. Thus, there is no loss of weights of Mach
number or the loss of derivatives. A straightforward product estimate then gives us

lle* [h,, 81 fllo + lle*Thu - ¥, 081 fllo + I TA(F j + F ) - V, 051 fllo < Pli(q, u, S, fl3.0), (3.71)

where h = h(heq,S) is an arbitrary smooth function in its arguments. Based on the concrete form of the
commutators (Cy, Cy, CF;), we get

3
&* f 05q - Cy+ 0fu- 0u+ Z OiF; - Cr, dx < P(E(1)). (3.72)
Q =
Substituting (3.68), (3.69), (3.70) and (3.72) into (3.67) gives
d 3
7 [n(ear)"(q, Wil + Y 0 F Iy | < PCE®)). (3.73)
) =
The proof is completed. O

3.6 Closing the uniform estimates

Now, we can prove the following lemma by using the results we proved earlier. Recall that we define

3
ED) =g u IR, + Y [(Fr s+ Fp -S|,

J=1

3 3 3
Ev(t) = ) 160 (g, 1, IR + ISIR . + DI + F) - VSIB, + IV x (powl3 . + > IV (poF IR .
k=0 j=1 j=1

3 3
Ex(t) = ViR, + IV - ull} .+ D IV - FiR, + 11V xull, + > IV x Fjli5.

J=1 J=1

Lemma 3.12. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, we have
d
&El(t) < P(E(1)), (3.74)

V6 € (0,1) Ex(t) < P(E((t) +6E(t) + P(E(0)) + P(E(t))f P(E(1))dr, (3.75)
0
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Proof. The first inequality follows from Lemma 3.3, Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 3.11. For the control of
E»(1), Corollary 3.5 and Proposition 3.6 give us

2k ¢
Ex(1) < [1 £ ||(ga,)’u||§k] P(E1(1) + SE(1) + P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) fo P(E())dr, (3.76)

k=0 =0

2k
where the term Y, ||(86,)lu||%7k originates from the curl estimate in Corollary 3.5. When k = 2, its has
k=0i=0

already been conzrolled in Proposition 3.11. When k = 0, 1, we notice that such terms are lower order and
thus we can continue to apply the div-curl analysis to them as in Corollary 3.5 and Proposition 3.6 such that
all the spatial deriatives are reduced to time derivatives. That is, we finally reach the following inequality

2
Ex(1) < [1 + Z II(S@)IMII(%] P(E\(1)) + 6E(1) + P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) f P(E(7))dr
0

=0

< P(E(1)) + 6E(t) + P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) f P(E(7))dr (3.77)
0
as desired, because i ll(£0,)ull? is already a part of E;(1). m]
i=0

Finally, combining the estimates presented in Lemma 3.12, we obtain the Gronwall-type inequality
f
Yoe(0,1), E(t) SE(t)+ Ex) <OE() + P(E0)) + P(E(t))f P(E(7))dr.
0

By selecting 6 > 0 suitably small (independent of £) such that 6E(¢) can be absorbed by the left side, we
obtain the following uniform-in-¢ estimate

!
E(1) < P(E(0)) + P(E(1)) f P(E(T)) d.
0
Thus, there exists a time 7' > 0 that only depends on E(0) and does not depend on &, such that

sup E(r) < P(E(0)),
€107

which completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
4 Incompressible limit

In this section, we aim to prove the strong convergence for the solution of (1.11) and the limit is the incom-
pressible inhomogeneous elastodynamic system (1.15). By the uniform estimate (1.13) and the equation

3
Dy(V X (pou)) — Z V x (po(F; + Fj) - VF;) = [Dy, Vx1(pou) + Vg x Vg, 4.1)
=1
we get
8[131;] 166:V X (pow))DIl; < P(E(0)). 4.2)

The uniform estimates (1.13) and (4.1) imply that, up to a subsequence, we have the weak-* convergence for
all variables and the strong convergence for the deformation tensor F; (j = 1,2,3), the entropy S and the
vorticity of the fluid velocity.

(q,u, Fj,S) = (¢°, u’, F),S°) weakly-* in L([0, T]; H(Q)), (4.3)
(Fj,$) = (F9,8° strongly in C([0, T1; H}, *(Q)), (4.4)
V X (00(S)u) = V X (po(S ")u®) strongly in C([0, T]; HE0(Q)), 4.5)

with po(S) = p(0,S). Similarly, we use ag(S) denote a(0,S). In view of the div-curl inequality in Lemma

A.1, we shall prove the strong convergence of g, the divergence V - « and the L>(Q) norm of u — u°.
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4.1 Strong convergence of pressure and divergence

Before proving the strong convergence of g and V - u, we need to find out the expected value for their limits.
We prove that ¢° = 0 and V - u® = 0. The first and second equation of (1.11) are written to

E(eq,S)D,U + & 'LU = J, (4.6)

with

0
_ (&g, S) 0 _(0 V _ 4 _ 2
E(sq,S)—( 0 p(sq,5)13)’ L_(V 0)’ U‘(u)’ J__[pi(FﬁFf)-VF.f]‘
=1

First notice that
€E(eq,S)0,U + LU = —¢E(eq,S)u-VU + &J. “.7

Using the uniform bounds and E(eq, S) — Eo(S) = O(g), we obtain

eEy(S)0,U + LU = &f, (4.8)
where Eo(S) = E(0,S) and {f}c>0 is a bounded family in C([0, T]; H*(Q)). Passing to the weak limit shows
that Vg° = 0 and V - u®=0. Since ¢° € L*([0, T]; H*(Q)) and Q = R3, we infer ¢° = 0.
Proposition 4.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2, we have

g — 0 strongly in L*([0, T]; H>-°(Q)), (4.9)

loc
V - u — 0 strongly in L([0, T]; HZ%(Q)). (4.10)

loc

Proof. This is a slight variant in Alazard [1, Prop. 3.1], so we will only outline the proof and skip some
technical details that are identical to [1, Prop. 3.1].

Step 1: Wave-packet transform. To get the strong compactness in time, the idea is to construct the defect
measures associated to the sequence ¢ and V - u and then prove they vanish. The first step is doing the wave-
packet transform to convert the time variable to frequency variable. More precisely, one first extends the

functions to ¢ € R by
7= (4) = _ [x=q
U= (g) =x:U = (,Ysu)’ (4.11)

where y, € C7((0, 7)) be a family of functions such that y,(1) = 1 fort € [¢'/?, T—&'/*] and ||ed x| < 272,
and choose extensions § of S, supportedint € [—1, T+1], uniformly bounded in C(R; H 3(Q)), and converging
to SO in C(R; H379(Q)). According to (4.8), U satisfies

loc
eE)($)8,0 + LU = &Ff, (4.12)

where { f Je=0 1s a bounded family in C(R; H*(Q)). By using the wave packet transform:

Wev(t, 7, x) = (2°) V4734 f U=ST==57) e o 3)ds, (4.13)
R

where v € C'(R x Q) N LAR X Q), Wy € C'(R?, X Q) N L*(R?, X Q) and W* extends as an isometry from
L*(R x Q) to LA(R7, x Q), (4.12) can be written in R7 . X Q as

itEg(S(We0) + L(WeU) = G*, (4.14)
where
G? = eW*f + [Eo(S), Wel(£0) U + Eo(S)(itWe U — W*(£0,0))
= (G5, G) € (R} s H'(Q) X L*(R7 5 (H'()).
Following [1, Lemma 3.3], one can show that

G* — 0in LA(R%; H'(Q)) as & — 0. (4.15)

1,72
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Step 2: Decomposition of the pressure. Since the wave-packet transform is an isometry between LZ(R,Z,T X
Q) and L>(R x Q), it suffices to prove the strong convergence for W#3. From (4.14), we obtain

Po(1,7, V)(W®g) = —itG5 + V - (0, ($)GS). (4.16)

where
Po(t,7,V)() :=ao(8)T*() + V - (0" (SHV()), 4.17)
P(1,7,V)() :=ao(SHT* () + V - (03" (SHV()). (4.18)

Since we are now considering a boundary-value problem, we shall decompose W¢§ into its interior part and
the boundary part. Following Alazard [1, Section 3.2], we have

Weg=(1-Ax)"'0+ NG5 - N), (4.19)
where © := (1 — A)(W?3) and (1 — Ay)~! is defined by
f=(0-Ay)"gifandonly if (1 —A)f = ginQ, and dyf = 0on Z;
and N is defined by
h =MN(g)if and only if (1 — A)h = 01in Q, and dyh = g on X.
It should be noted that (1 —Ay)~! is a bounded linear operator from L*(Q) to H*(Q) and N is a bounded linear

operator from H2 (%) to HX(Q).

Step 3: Strong convergence. The strong convergence of G in (4.15) implies that

N(GS-N)— 0 in LR ; H(Q)), (4.20)

LT

and also we have for any ¢ € Co(R?) and any compact operator K on L*(Q) that
eKP(t, 7, VYR(GS - N) > 0 in (R}, X Q). (4.21)

To prove the strong convergence of ®, which is now only a uniformly bounded family in L*(R? x Q), we need
the following two lemmas.

Lemma 4.2 (Métivier-Schochet [18, Lemma 4.3]). For all uniformly bounded family {®°} LX(R**), there
is a subsequence such that there exists a finite non-negative Borel measure ¢ on R?> and M € L'(R?, L., u)
such that for all ® € Co(R?; K),

f (@07, 0°), drdr =5 f Te(D(, 7)M(t, D) dr, dr).
R? R?
Here K (L, resp.) denotes the set of compact operators (non-negative self-adjoint trace class operators,

resp.) on L2(Q).

Lemma 4.3 (Métivier-Schochet [18, Lemma 5.1]). The operator P°(¢,7, V)(1 — Ay)~' = 0 is a 1-1 mapping
for any (t,7) € R?, that is,

kerp2q)(P'(t, 7, V)(1 = Ay) ") =0, Y(t,7) € R? (4.22)

Remark 4.1. The entropy decay condition (1.16) is necessary in the proof of [18, Lemma 5.1]. This also
explains why we require the domain Q to be unbounded, for example, the half space.

Let M(t, T) be the trace-class operator and u be the microlocal defect measure obtained in Lemma 4.2 by
inserting ®° defined in (4.19). Then we can prove

Corollary 4.4.

M(t,7)=0 p-ae. (4.23)
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Proof of Corollary 4.4. Following [1, Prop. 3.4], we can prove that
oK (Po(t, 7,V)(1 - AN)’I(D) -0 in LA(R2, x Q).
Thus, we set ®(z, 7) := o(t, T)KP°(t,7, V)(1 — Ay)~! in Lemma 4.2 with ¢ € Co(R?) and K € K to get

drdr 2% o,

0 !
fR (kP V)1 -Ap)T'e.0)

which together with Lemma 4.3 forces
f Tr(eKP°(t, 7, V)(1 — Ay) "' M(z, T))u( dt, dr) = 0.
RZ

Since ¢ and K are arbitrary, we get PO(t,7, V)(1 — Ay)"'M(t, 1) = O for y-a.e. (t,7) € R?. Since M(t,7)is a
bounded operator on L?(2), we know Lemma 4.3 then leads to M(t,7) = O for p-a.e. (t,7) € R%. ]

We now set O(t,7) = ¢(t, T)K*K for ¢ € Co(R?) and K € K in Lemma 4.2 to get
¢K®° - 0in L* (R}, X Q) (4.24)

holds for any K € K and ¢ € Co(R?). Following the arguments in [1, (3.23)-(3.24)], we prove this conver-
gence holds for ¢(#,7) = 1, i.e. for any K € K,

K©° - 0in L* (R}, x Q). (4.25)

Recall that, by the definition of ® = (I — A)(W#q), W* is an isometry from L*(R, X Q) to L*A(R7, X Q), and
W?® commutes with K(1 — A). So (4.25) implies that for any K € K,

K(1-A)g — 0in L*(R X Q). (4.26)
Given that g is bounded in LX(R; H(Q)), the convergence (4.26) implies
g — 0in LA(R; H2(Q). (4.27)
Since the limit is 0, the convergence holds without passing a subsequence. We end up with
g — 0in L2([0, T1; H>3(Q)). (4.28)

loc

Arguments similar to those above show that, from (4.14), we have that

£d,q — 0in L*([0, T1; HE (), (4.29)

which deduces that ‘
V-u=-aDq — 0in L*([0, T]; H..2(Q)). (4.30)
O

4.2 The limit process to the incompressible inhomogeneous elastodynamic system

We continue our proof of Theorem 1.2. It now remains to prove the strong convergence of u — u’. Recall
that P be the projection onto H, and Q = I — P, where H, = {u € L*(Q) : fQu -V, V¢ € H(Q)} and
G, = {V{ : ¢ € H'(Q)} give the orthogonal decomposition L*(Q) = H, & G,.

From the strong convergence results (4.5) and (4.10), we know that

P(po(S ) = Plpo(S)u) in LA([0, T; H 2(Q)), (4.31)
Qu — Qu° = 0in L*([0, T1; H°(Q)). (4.32)

loc
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The previous two properties yields further that:

P(po(S)Pu) — Poo(SHPuC) in L2([0, T1; H°(Q)), (4.33)

loc

P(po($)Qu) — Ppo(SHQu’) = 0 in L*([0, T1; H2(Q)), (4.34)

loc

which, combined with the fact § — S in C([0, T]; H>75(Q)), imply that:

loc
P(po(S P — 1)) = Plpo(S)[(u — u®) — Qul)
=P (po($)(1t = 1) + (po(S ) = po($ N (at = u°) = po($)Qu + (po(S ) = po(S )Qu)
— 0in L*([0, T]; HZ9(Q)).

loc

Now, we recall that po(S ) is strictly positive in [0, 7] X Q and Pu — Pu’ = u° in L*([0, T]; Hfo’c‘s(Q)), which
together with (4.32) implies that
u — u® in L*([0, T1; H222(Q)). (4.35)

loc

By (4.4) and (4.35), we obtain

p(eq,S) = po(S°) in C([0, T1; H 2(Q)),

loc

Vu — Vu®, VF; — VF)in L*([0, T]; Hp, (Q).

loc
Passing to the limit in the equations for §' and F';, we see that the limits § and F' (1) satisfy
@ +u’-V)S* =0, (@ +u’-V)F)=(F)+F))-Vu®, V- (po(S)F)+F)=0
in the sense of distributions. Since p(eq, S) — po(S) = O(e), we have

p(eq,S)Du = (p(eq, ) = po(S ) Dyt + ,(po(S u) + (u - V)(po(Su) = po(S )0, + u” - V)u)

3
in the sense of distributions. Applying the operator P to the momentum equation pDju + £~ 'Vg = p ¥ (F i+
J=1
F;)- VF; and then taking to the limit, we conclude that

3
P oSO, + u® - Vu® — po(S?) Z(Fj? +F))-VFI =0.
j=1

Therefore, (1°, F?,S 9 e C([0, T]; H(Q)) solves the incompressible inhomogeneous elastodynamic equa-
tions together with a transport equation

3 _
Q(atu0+u0-Vu0)+V7r=QZ(F?+Fj)-VF? in[0,T] X Q,

j=1 ’
atFO:(FO-l-F])VuO iH[O,T]XQ,

/ ! - . (4.36)
V-u'=0, V~(Q(F?+Fj))=0 in[0,T] X Q, ’
0,5 +u’-vs®=0 in [0,T] X Q,

u?:F?}.:O on [0, T] X%,

for a suitable fluid pressure function x satisfying Vzr € C([0, T]; H*(Q)). Here o satisfies 9,0 + u’ - Vo = 0,
with initial data oo := p(0, Sg). Employing the arguments in [18, Theorem 1.5], we find that

W’ FJ,S"li=o = (wo, F, )
where wy € H3(Q) is determined by
wosls =0, V-wog=0, VX (po(SPwo) = V X (po(Sup).

Moreover, the uniqueness of the limit function implies that the convergence holds as € — 0 without restricting
to a subsequence. Theorem 1.2 is then proven.
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A Preliminary lemmas

In this section, we record several lemmas that are repeatedly used throughout this manuscript. The first
lemma records the div-curl decomposition for a vector field.

Lemma A.1 (Hodge-type elliptic estimates). For any sufficiently smooth vector field X and any real number
s > 1, we have

IXIE < IXIG + 11V - XI5, + 11V X XIE, +1X - Nli%, (A.D)
The next lemma records Kato-Ponce type multiplicative Sobolev inequalities.
Lemma A.2 ([12], Kato-Ponce type inequalities). For any s > 0, we have
1f 8l < 1 lwern gl + 1Al Nglhwee w2

fgllzs < W fllysen llgllere + 1A Lo lIllyrsan »
with 1/2=1/p1+1/pa=1/g1 + 1/g2 and 2 < p;, g2 < 0.
In particular, we repeatedly use the following multiplicative Sobolev inequality throughout the manuscript.

Corollary A.3. Assume f, g € H*(Q). Then for any constant § € (0, 1), we have

Ifgl? < dllglz + AR, IIfgl? < Sligl? + A,

Proof. Invoking the Kato-Ponce inequality in Lemma A.2 with s = 1, p; = ¢2 = 3,p2 = q1 = 6, Sobolev
embeddings H'(Q) — L%(Q), H'(Q) — W'3(Q) and interpolation inequality, we get

I£8li} < ARSI 5 < ARl gl < llgl + A1 Igl < ollgll3 + 1L/ lgll-
Using interpolation and Young’s inequality again, we get
ANl < 11T lghollgll < Sligly + 1INl

as desired. The second inequality is proved in the same way:

2 2 11,112 201,112 2 2 411 o112
I78llo < 11fllz6llgllzs < IAATHIgly < AAITlghhliglo < dllglly + 1£1lilIsllo-
O
The next lemma records the concrete forms of several commutators repeatedly used in this manuscript.

Lemma A.4 ([16, Section 4]). We have [9,, D;] = (0,u)?0 fora = t, 1,2, 3, where the symmetric dot product
(Ou)-0 is defined component-wisely by (0,u)°0 = d,u;0;. For k > 2, we have

[0, D] = (OD*'u):d + k(Au)(dDF")

+ 0 en@Diu @D + Yy, (D)) (@D u)(@D) (A3)
I]’T{%Z:f(;l h +---+’I;;k—n+l
for some ¢y, ,, dy, 1.1, € Z and
k-1 . .
D181 = ) ciu@" uyd" (A4)
Jj=0

for some ¢ € Z.
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For any (sufficiently smooth) vector field X, we have

3
[A,X-V]()=AX-V()+2 Z(aixj)aiaj(') (A.5)

i,j=1

and

3
[A,D]()=Au-V()+2 Z(a,-uj)a,-aj(-). (A.6)

ij=1
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