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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we derive a new model for the description of liquid crystalline
flows. While microscopic Doi type models suffer from the high dimensionality of the
underlying product space, the more macroscopic Ericksen—Leslie type models describe
only the long time behavior of the flow and are valid only close to equilibrium. By
applying an energetic variational approach, we derive a new macroscopic model which
shall provide an improved description far from equilibrium. The novelty of our approach
lies in the way the energy is minimized. Distinguishing between the velocities of particles
and fluid allows us to define the energy dissipation not in terms of chemical potentials
but in terms of friction induced by the discrepancies in the considered velocities. We
conclude this publication by establishing the existence of weak solutions to the newly
derived model.

1. INTRODUCTION

Liquid crystal is often viewed as an intermediate state between liquid and solid. It
possesses orientational order, but none or only partial positional order. In this manuscript,
we are concerned with the so called nematic state, where the molecules exhibit only
orientational order, while floating around freely.

For the description of nematic phases, there are different approaches at hand which
differ in accuracy, complexity, and underlying assumptions (see [10] for a comprehensive
overview). In the most accurate description, the so called Doi or Doi-Hess model [22, 8, 1,
18], the orientation of liquid crystalline molecules is described by a distribution function
f(zx,q,t), which describes the probability density that at time ¢ a molecule at point x
is aligned in direction ¢ € $ (S denotes the unit sphere). The key ingredient of this
approach is a Fokker—Planck equation for f, which is coupled with a momentum balance
equation providing a solenoidal fluid velocity w. In a generic Doi model (cf. [10]), this
Fokker—Planck equation reads

Of+V-(uf) +R-(gxVuqf)=V-(fVus) +R-(fRuy). (1.1)

Here, p1y denotes the chemical potential, i.e. the first variation of a suitable free energy
with respect to f, and R := q X % denotes the gradient with respect to q restricted to
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the sphere. Typically, the energy of the system consists of the kinetic energy, an entropic
component, and terms describing the effects of alignment. A suitable energy (see e.g. [9])
reads e.g.

5DH(u,f)=/Q%p!u\2dw+/Q/Sf(a:,q,t)(logf(w,q,t)—1)dqdm
i /Q /S /Q /S X(x —%)8(q,q)f(®,q.t)dgdz f(x,q. t)dgd

Here, p is the constant mass density, y denotes a suitable mollifier modeling the range
of interaction of the molecules and [ is an integral kernel describing interaction of two
molecules pointing in the directions q and q. A common choice for this interaction kernel
introduced by Maier and Saupe [30] reads 5(q,q) ~ —(q - q)*. The energy proposed in
(1.2) can also be extended by additional terms to include the influence of external (e.g.
magnetic) fields (cf. [10] and the references therein).

A common simplification consists of studying only the lowest nonvanishing moment of f
(cf. [7]), i.e. the so called Q-tensor which is defined as

Q(x,t) := /S (q®q—3i1)f(x,q.t)dg. (1.3)

This purely macroscopic quantity depends only on the spatial coordinate @. Under the
additional assumption of an uniaxial state, one may describe the nematic phase by a
normalized vector d called director. This approach dates back to the publications of
Ericksen and Leslie [11, 12, 24, 25]. They proposed a director model of the form

d2

d
gz TRTa (&ed +(u-V)d+ (W'u,)Td> + cy(Du)d+Ad =0. (1.4)

Thereby, W and D denote the skew-symmetric and the symmetric part of the gradient.
C(‘fT;l is the second material derivative, the coefficients ¢; and ¢y reflect the molecular shape
(cf. [21]), and A is the Lagrange multiplier to the length constraint |d| = 1. The chemical
potential p is again the first variation of a suitable free energy with respect to d. Common

choices for the free energy are the Oseen—Franck free energy density (cf. [14])

ky(divd)® + ko(d-V x d+q) + ks |d x V x d” + aftr (Vd)* — (divd)®),  (1.5)

(1.2)

where k; (i = 1,2,3), « and ¢ denote elastic constants, and its one constant approximation
3 |Vd|*. Although there are recent analytical results for (1.4) (cf. [4, 5]), most results
were achieved for a simplified version of (1.4). In particular, the constant p;, which is
related to the moment of inertia, is assumed to be very small allowing to neglect the first
term in (1.4). In addition, the length constraint |d| = 1 is often approximated by adding
a penalty term of the form

2
W(d) = £ (1 - 1) (1.6)
with 0 < v < 1 to the free energy density. This approach was introduced by Lin and Liu
in [26] for a further simplified model, where the director equation reads
ohd+ (u-V)d=—p. (1.7)

Existence results for (1.4) with p; = ¢; = 0 and the aforementioned approximation of
the length constraint can be found in [27] and in [3| for the case co # 0. For further
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analytical results like the connection between Parodi’s relation and the well-posedness of
the system or its long-time behavior can be found in [37] and [33], respectively. In the
recent years, Ericksen—Leslie type models were also extended to the non-isothermal case
(cf.[13, 19, 6]). For stochastic Ericksen—Leslie equations, we refer to [2| and the references
therein. A more extensive survey can be found in [10].

The above presented approaches differ not only in their complexity, but also in their the-
oretical justification. While the Doi-Hess model arises from molecular kinetic theory, the
Q-tensor theory and the Ericksen—Leslie theory are phenomenological [17] and rely on
phenomenological parameters which are often hard to determine from experimental re-
sults. Therefore, the connection of the later theories to the Doi—Hess model was intensely
studied in the recent years (cf. 9, 17, 36, 22]). As it turned out, the @-tensor theory and
the Ericksen—Leslie theory can be derived from the Doi-Hess description under certain
assumptions like that the system is close to equilibrium (cf. [17]) or that the Deborah
number is vanishing (cf. [9, 36]), i.e. the observation time is significantly larger than
the relaxation time. Both assumptions indicate that this connection between the director
models and the Doi—Hess model holds only true when the system is very close to equilib-
rium.

From the mathematical point of view, the Doi-Hess approach and the director descrip-
tion show major structural differences. The Fokker—Planck equation appearing in the
Doi—Hess description can be written as a generalized balance equation, where the distri-
bution function f is transported by the velocity u— Vs (see also the model derivation in
[15]). Equations of such structure can be derived using an energetic variational approach
(EnVarA), which shall be explained in Section 2 in more detail. However, in the typical
director equation

od+ (u-V)d—Vu-d=—p, (1.8)

only the left-hand side which describes the deformation induced by the fluid velocity can
be obtained via the EnVarA. The right-hand side, which is the negative L*-gradient of
the free energy |, %|Vd|2 + [, W(d), is responsible for the energy minimization, but can
not be written as a transport term. Consequently, it is not possible to derive (1.8) via
the EnVarA. Therefore, both models use different mechanisms for the minimization of
the free energy. In the Doi-Hess model, the energy enters as an additional contribution
to the particle velocity, while the free energy of the director field enters the evolution
equation only via an additional L?-gradient. This might indicate, why assumptions like
a long observation time are needed to connect these models.

The aim of this manuscript is to overcome that issue and combine the advantages,
i.e. the accuracy of (1.1) and the simplistic description of (1.8). Therefore, we derive a
director model which mimics the behavior of (1.1) in the sense that the chemical potential
extends the transport velocity by an additional term. The main tool for the derivation
of the new model is an energetic variational approach (cf. [20]). The model describes the
evolution of the director field d and the velocity w in a domain Q C R¢ (d € {2,3}) with
periodic boundary conditions via

d+ ([u+p-Vd+adiviped) —(1—a)divid® p}] - V)d
—aVu+p-Vd+adiv{iped — (1 —-a)divido pu}]-d
+ 1 =)V u4+p-Vd+adivip®d} — (1—a)div{dou}]-d=0, (1.9a)



4 S. METZGER

p=—Ad+ f(d)), (1.9b)

p(Ou + (u - V)u) + Vp — div {2nDu}
—p-Vd—adiv{ip®d}+ (1 —a)div{do u} =0, (1.9¢)

divu =0, (1.9d)

where f denotes the variation of W with respect to d.

The structure of this manuscript is as follows. In Section 2, we derive the governing
equations (1.9) by applying an energetic variational approach. The resulting model is an-
alyzed in Section 3. After introducing the used function spaces, we establish the existence
of weak solutions to a regularized version of (1.9).

2. DERIVATION OF THE MODEL

In this section, we will make use of an energetic variational approach (EnVarA, cf.
[20]) to derive the director model (1.9). This approach combines the least action princi-
ple, which yields an expression for the conservative forces via the variation of the action
functional, and the maximum dissipation principle, which allows to determine the dissi-
pative forces. The key ingredient for the description of the evolution of the system is the
flow map @, (X, t), which tracks the position x, (also referred as Eulerian coordinate)
of a material point denoted by the Lagrangian coordinate X. For a given velocity field
v(xy,t), the flow map is defined via

Oy (X, t) = v(xe(X, 1), 1), with &, (X,0) = X . (2.1)
This flow map gives rise to the associated deformation tensor I, which is given by
(@),
F,). . := L, 2.2
(Fu)iy = 5. (22)

Without ambiguity, we define I, (x,(X,t),t) = F,(X,t). This allows us to derive the
following evolution equations for Fy(x,,t) and F, T (x,,t) (cf. [16, 23]).
OF, + (v-V)F, = VoI, (2.3a)
OF, T+ (v-VF,T = -VTvF,T. (2.3b)
The evolution of the director field d for the case of general ellipsoid shaped liquid crystal
molecules depends on the spatial deformation and can be represented by
d(x,(X t),t) = Ey(xy (X, 1), 1)do(X) (2.4)

with dy denoting the initial configuration (cf. [28]). Thereby, the deformation tensor
E, carries all the information of micro structures and configurations and satisfies the
transport equation

OB, + (v V)E, = [aVv — (1 — a)V'v|E,

2.5
= WvuE, + (2a — 1)DovE, , (2:5)

where W' denotes the skew-symmetric part %(V — V1) of the gradient and the symbol
D := (V + V7) denotes its symmetric part (cf. [21]).

As different types of molecules contribute differently to the energy of the system and
therefore experience different driving forces, we also allow for different velocity fields. In
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particular, we distinguish between the more macroscopic fluid velocity w, which can be
seen as a background flow, and the more microscopic, molecule based particle velocity
v. Differences between these velocity fields cause friction which we will include in our
model via dissipation (cf. Section 2.2). This approach was applied successfully i.e. in [38]
and [29] to derive Poission—Nernst—Planck systems comprising several different ion types.
Adapting these ideas, we allow consider two velocities and consequently two different flow
maps. In addition to the flow map @, describing the evolution of the directors, we consider
a second flow map @, for the description of the surrounding fluid. This additional flow
map and its associated deformation tensor I, are defined analogously to (2.1) and (2.2),
i.e. we have

Oy (X, t) = u(xy (X, 1),1), with x,(X,0) = X, (2.6)
O,F, + (u-V)F, = Vul,, . (2.7)

Assuming that the fluid is incompressible, the deformation tensor IF,, additionally satisfies
the constraint det I, = 1 (cf. [28]). In the following, we will use EnVarA to derive (1.9)
from the basic energy law

d gtot
dt

where £t = gkin 1 gint j5 the total energy consisting of the kinetic energy and the free
(internal) energy of the crystalline molecules. The change of the total energy is balanced
by the total dissipation D. In conformity with Onsager’s linear response assumption, we
assume that D is a linear combination of squares of various rate functions (|20, 31, 32|).
In this manuscript, we investigate a periodic setting, i.e. it suffices to consider only one
periodic cell Q C R? (d = 2,3). Without loss of generality, we may assume that ) is a
translation of the unit cube (0,1)%, ie. w(x,t) = u(x + ke;,t), v(x, t) = v(x + ke;, t),
and d(x,t) = d(x + ke;, t) for all k € Z, where the vectors ey, ..., e4 are the canonical
basis of R?. The reference cell which is used for the Lagrangian description is denoted by
Qo := (0,1)%. Furthermore, we introduce €, := {z € R? : & = a,(X,t) with X € Oy}
and Qf :={x € R? : x = z,(X,t) with X € Qp}. At this point, we want to emphasize
that in general Qf # Q.

- D, (2.8)

2.1. Applying the least action principle. As we consider the energy density as a
quantity bound to material points and moving with them, we define the energy on two
domains associated with the evolution of €2y despite our periodicity assumption. In par-
ticular, the total energy £t = £¥n 4 £int js defined via

Skm:/ %p|u(mu,t)|2dmu, (2.9)

u

gint _ / Vo d(@o, ) dzy + | W(d(y,))da, (2.10)
Q

t t
v Qv

i.e. the kinetic energy £ with the constant mass density p is given in terms of the fluid
flow map x,, while the internal energy £, which includes the penalty term from (1.6),
is considered in terms of the particle flow map «,. The Legendre transformation of (2.9)
and (2.10) yields the action functional A of the particle trajectories in terms of the flow



6 S. METZGER

maps T, (X,t) and x,(X,1):

A(xy, ) // 2,0|'u, Ty, t |dmudt—//% d(x,, )| dx,dt
Qt, oL

— / W(d(xy,t))da,dt
Ot

T T
:// %p\atwu(X,t)Fdth—// LF, "V xEydo(X)|” det F,d X dt
0 JQo 0 JQo

T
- / W (Eydo) det Fyd X dt
Q
i (2.11)

where we used detIF, = 1. Optimizing this action functional with respect to the trajec-
tories provides the Hamiltonian part of the mechanical system that corresponds to the

conservative forces fu."° and fi ™ (cf. [34]). To compute the variation of A with re-

spect to the flow maps, we consider the one-parameter families of flow maps «, and
satisfying

(3
dx;,

dxt
=vy,, and -
de Yu

e=0 de e=0

=Y, (2.12)

u‘a:O -

with a solenoidal y,,. Hence, the variation of the action functional A with respect to x,,

yields
T
_ / / Ohin - Oy, X dt
0 Qo

T T
[ o ydXar == [ [ pons (@ Vo)) gudeadt, (213
o Jao o Jar,

dA (x¢, x,
S A (T, Ty) = dA(zy,, )

with g, (2. (X, 1),t) = y,(X,t). To accomodate for the constraint div, ¥g,,, we add the
Lagrange multiplier V,, p. Therefore, we have

o =—pOu+(u-Va,ju) = Ve, p (2.14)

on Q. For the variation with respect to @,, we obtain

Oy A (T, Toy) = //QO v Vx(Eydy(X))): L;j
- /0 Qof(Evdo(X))‘(d% y

[ mreseaco reaco] £
=I+I1I+1II

(Vs d(x5, t))} det F,d X dt

e=0

Egdo(X)) det Fod X dt

det TS d.X dt

e=0

(2.15)
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with f(d) = %(\dP — 1)d. Similar to the computations in [37|, we derive for the first
integral

I=— /OT/QO (F, " Vx (Eudo)) : (% .
] e - [ (1

T

__ / / Vaud : (=YL 5,V d)da,dt
0 Jat
T

Vx (]Evdo)> det IF,,d X dt

d0> } det IF,d X dt
e=0

- / vmvd:vmu [(%(vwv:&v— vgvgv) - (% - a)(vmvgv+ V;C%))d} dwvdt
o Jat,
T T
_ / / dive, {VL dV,,d} - §ydz.dt — o / / dive, {Ap,d ® d} - §,dzydt
0 Ja, 0 JQt,

T
+(1-— a)/ / divg, {d ® Ay, d} -y, dx,dt
o Jay
(2.16)

with g, (2,(X,t),t) = y,(X,t). For the second integral on the right-hand side of (2.15)
we compute

T
1= —/ Fd) [(3(VasBy — Va, 0) = (5 — ) (Vau ¥y + Ve, 8,))d] dzydt
0o Jat

—a /OT/mdivm {f(d) ®@d} - g,de,dt — (1 — ) /OT/diivmv (d® f(d)} - §,dwodt .

(2.17)
To deal with the last term, we compute
7 D det 5, = det IF,, trace {d% B ga;g’ ]F;l} =detF, dive, {9,}, (2.18)
and therefore obtain
T
I = — / / [} Ve, d” + W(d)] diva, {#, dz.dt
0 I (2.19)

T T
= / / (Voo d : Va,Va,d) - Jydaydt + / / (F(d)  Va,d) - §,daodt .
0o Joy 0o Jo
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Combining (2.16), (2.17), and (2.19) and introducing p := —A,, d + f(d), we obtain

T
Oy ATy, o) :/ / Vz,d: Vg, Ve, d+ f(d) - Vg, d| - y,dx,dt
o Jo
T
— / / dive, {VL,dVa,d} - g dx,dt
o Jo
T
+a/ / dive, {(—Az,d+ f(d)) @ d} - g, dx,dt
o Jat
T
—(1—a)/ / divg, {d® (—Ag,d+ f(d))} - gy, dx,dt
0o Jay
T T
—/ / (- Vg, d) -@vda:vdt+a/ / divg, {u ® d} - y,dx,dt
0 JO 0o Jor

e [ v (ae - pdet
0 % (2.20)
This yields
FO = (- Vg, d) + adive, {p @ d} — (1 — a)dive, {d® p} (2.21)

on Q. In (2.14) and (2.21), we stated expressions for the conservative forces fo" and
oo on QF and QO respectively. The issue of obtaining expressions on different domains
is completely owed to the fact that we tracked material points moving with different
velocities. However, due to the periodicity assumption, the derived expressions are valid
on each periodicity cell 2. As we are no longer interested in the Lagrangian coordinate
hiding behind the Eulerian points, we may fix Q2 = (0, 1)d, drop the indices, and obtain

Fem = —p(@u+ (u- Vyu) - Vp, (2.22)
o = p-Vd+adiviped) — (1 -a)div{d® p}. (2.23)

2.2. Applying the maximum dissipation principle. Using the maximum dissipation
principle [31, 32|, we perform variations on the dissipation functional with respect to
the velocities u and v to obtain expressions for the dissipative forces. The dissipation
functional is half of the total rate of energy dissipation D which is defined as

D(u,v) := 277/Q IDu|? dz + /Q lu — v|* de . (2.24)

Here, the first integral describes the dissipation due to the viscosity of the fluid, while the
second integral describes the dissipation due to friction, i.e. due to particle movement
relative to the ambient fluid. Similar to (2.12), we define u® := u + ew,,, where w,, is an
arbitrary regular function with divw, = 0, and v* := v + ew,. Then, the variation with
respect to the solenoidal fluid velocity w provides

1 dD(u?,v)

6u(3D(u, v)) 7

= 27]/ Du : Dw,dx + / (u—v) wydx. (2.25)
e=0 Q Q



The variation with respect to v yields

0v (3D (u, v)) :% % . = /Q (v—u) wydz. (2.26)

2
Hence, the variation of the dissipation functional with respect to the flow maps provides
the negative dissipative forces (cf. [34])

Flss — div {2nDu} — (u — v), (2.27)

w =

Fls — (v —u). (2.28)

v

The classical Newton’s force balance law states £ + f955 = (0. As this force balance

is associated with material points, it depends on the flow map describing their evolution.

Therefore, particles, whose position is given by a,, have to satisfy foos 4 fdiss —

while particles, whose position is described by @,, have to satisfy the force balance law
Feoms o fdiss — 0 (cf. [38, 29]). Consequently, we obtain

poru + p(u - V)u + Vp = 2ndiv{Du} — (u — v), (2.29a)

v=utp -Vd+adiv{ipd} — (1 —a)div{do pn}. (2.29b)

Combining (2.29) with the evolution equation (2.5) provides model (1.9). We want to

highlight that our approach using two flow maps differs only in the director equation

(1.9a) from the widely-used Ericksen-Leslie model. The Navier-Stokes equations with

the orientation dependent force terms remain the same, as a comparison with the model
derived in [37] shows.

Remark 2.1. In this manuscript, we decided to include the length constraint |d| = 1

via the penalty function W(d) = %(1 - \d]2)2. Other approaches to include the con-
straints are the application of Lagrange multipliers or the assumption that the molecules
are spherical, which corresponds to choosing o = 0.5. In the latter case, the evolution
equation (1.9a) simplifies to

dd+ (v-V)d—Wovd =0. (2.30)

When multiplying (2.30) by d, the last term including the skew-symmetric gradient of the
velocity vanishes and we obtain

O |d|* + (v-V)|d]* =0, (2.31)
i.e. when initial length of the director is constant, |d| remains constant and no additional
constraint on |d| is needed. However, this approach fails for non-spherical molecules.

We also refrain from using Lagrange multipliers, as the analytical treatment of the resulting
model requires a stronger reqularization.

3. EXISTENCE OF WEAK SOLUTIONS

In this section, we will establish the existence of weak solutions to a regularized version
of (1.9). In this version, we add a small portion of the chemical potential weighted with
0 <e < 1in (1.9a) and obtain

0d+ ([u+p-Vd+adiv{iped} — (1 —a)div{d® u}] - V)d
—aViu+p-Vd+adiv{iped — (1 —-a)divido u}]-d (3.1a)
+(1-a)Vu+p -Vd+adiviped} — (1 -a)divid®u}]-d=—cp,
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p=—Ad+ f(d), (3.1Db)

p(Ou + (u - V)u)+Vp — div {2nDu} .
e Vd—adiv{ped +(1-a)dv{depr=0,
divu =0, (3.1d)

in Q with periodic boundary conditions. Similar to the L?-gradient term in (1.8), the regu-
larization —ep can not be derived via the EnVarA. However, in contrast to (1.1), its influ-
ence on the evolution of d depends on € which can be chosen arbitrarily small. Throughout
this section, we will use the following notation for the function spaces. By W*?(Q), we de-
note the space of k-times weakly differentiable functions with weak derivatives in LP(2). If
we consider only functions with vanishing mean value, we mark the corresponding space by
a dot, i.e. LP(Q) := {f € LP(Q) : [, f =0} and W"P(Q) := {f e WFr(Q) : [, f = 0}.
For p = 2, we will denote the Hilbert spaces W*2(Q) and W*2(Q) by H*(Q) and H*(1Q),
respectively. Furthermore, we introduce the spaces of (weakly) solenoidal functions given

by

LA (Q) == {'v € LP(QY) : /Q’v -V =0 for all v € WLY%(Q)} , (3.2)

P (Q) = {v €Ik (Q) : /Q'v = o} , (3.3)
Hg () :={v e H'(Q) : divv =0}, (3.4)
HL (Q) = {'v € H'Y(Q) : divo = o}. (3.5)

To denote the subspaces containing functions which are periodic on €2, we will use the
subscript ‘per’.

For a Banach space X and a time interval I, the symbol L”(I; X') stands for the parabolic
space of LP-integrable functions on I with values in X, while W*?(I; X)) denotes k-
times weakly differentiable functions from I to X with weak derivatives in LP(I; X).
Furthermore, we use the notation 9= f(t) :== 771 (f(t) — f(t — 7)) for backward difference
quotients in time of functions in L'(I; X). We will sometimes write Qr for Q x (0, 7).
The main result of this section is stated in the following theorem and will be proven in
the Sections 3.1 and 3.2.

Theorem 3.1. Let Q C R? (d € {2,3}) be a periodic cell. Then for given initial data

(d°,u’) € H..(Q) x Lgiv,per(Q)f there exists a triple
d €L7(0,T; Hyey () N L2(0,T; Hy () N W0, T (Hy () (3.6)
b €120, T; I20(), (37)
w €L7(0,T; Loy (2)) N L0, T; Hisy per(2) N W30, T3 (Hig e (2))) (3-8)

such that [pu-Vd +adiv{p ® d} — (1-a)div{d @ pu}| € L*(0,T; L2 (Q)). This triple of
functions solves (3.1) in the following weak sense:

8td-0+/ [u+p-Vd+adiviped} — (1 —a)div{d® u}]- (6 -Vd)
Qp Qp
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+/ et - Vd+adivi{ped — (1—a)divide g} : adiv{0 o d)
Qp

—/ " Vd+adivip®d) — (1 —a)div{de p)] (1—a)div{d®0}:—g/
Qr Qp

VO € LY0,T; H..(Q)), (3.9a)

p

/ p-0= —/ Ad-0+ [ f(d)-6 VO € L*(0,T; L2, (2)), (3.9b)
Qr Qp Qp

p Otu-w+p/ ((Vu)-u)-’uH—/ 2nDwu : Dw
Qrp

QT QT
—/ - Vd+adivip®d} — (1 —a)div{d® p}]-w =0
Qr

vw € L4(07 T? Hjiv,per(Q)) . (39C)

3.1. Existence of time discrete solution. We start by discretizing (3.1) in space and
time. Therefore, we subdivide the time interval I := [0,7) in intervals I, := [t,, tni1)
with t,.1 =t, +7 (n=0,..., N — 1) for a time increment 7 = % > 0 such that ty = T.
To discretize the velocity field, we use normalized eigenfunctions of the Stokes operator
with zero mean in a periodic domain, i.e. we consider {v;},_, __ satisfying

-----

—Av; + VP, = kv;, with divew; =0 and / vide =0. (3.10)

Q
Here, 0 < k1 < kg < ... are the eigenvalues of the Stokes operator. These eigenfunctions
v; are smooth and the sequence {v;},_, . forms an orthogonal basis of L3, ,.,(Q2) (cf.

[35]). We will denote the corresponding finite dimensional subspace defined by the first
k eigenfunctions by Hpaiv := span{vy,...,vp}. As H) () is separable, we may identify
a countable orthonormal basis {ék}ke]N and define finite dimensional subspaces H; =
span {01, ..., 04} such that J, . Hy is dense in H!, (Q).

per
Defining the abbreviation
v = pyp - Vdp +adiv{p; @d} — (1 —a)div{d, @ p;}, (3.11)
we look for Galerkin solutions d;; € Hy, up € Hy, and u} € Hy aiv to

/ (df - dZ_l)-OkJrr/ w4 070y - Vel + adiv {0 @ d} — (1 — o) div {d] @ 6,}]
[9] Q

= —87’/ [,LZ -0, VO, € H,;, (3.12&)
Q
/ ,U,Z -0, = / de : Vo, + / f+(d2) -0y, + / f_(dzil> -0, VO, € H;, (3.12b)
Q Q Q Q

p/ (up —up™) - wy + Tp/ (Vug) -uy) - wy + 7'/ 2nDuy, : Dwy,
Q Q Q

—7'/(/J,Z-VdZ)~wk—a7/div{u2®d2}-wk
Q Q

-0
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+ (1 - 04)7'/ div{d, @ up} - wr, =0  Vwy € Hpaiv, (3.12¢)
Q

where dzfl € H;, and U,Z’l € Hj.aiv are projections of given dvte H! () and u™ ! €

. per
Liivper(©2). Here, we decomposed W into a convex and a concave part and denoted the

corresponding variations by f, and f_. In particular, we use

fo(d)=1d"d, (3.13a)
f_(d)=-2d. (3.13h)

Lemma 3.2 (Energy estimate). A solution (dy, pp, u}) € Hi X Hi X Hiaw to (3.12),
iof it exists, satisfies

Javar e [ Wi [ vdiadiv e di - (1) div (4} © )
n n n—112 n n—112
+57/|uk|2+/%\de—de : +/%\dk—dk g
Q Q Q
n n n n— 2
o [ ot [ 20D [ plup - up
Q Q Q
S/%|de_1‘2+/W(dZ_l)+/%p‘uz_lf <C@d T urh) (3.14)
0 0 Q
independently of k and 7.

Proof. Testing (3.12a) by 7u} and (3.12b) by d} — d}' yields

mn i mn— 2 n— 2 n
Q Q Q Q

—/W(d’;—l)+/§|d’g—dg—1\2
Q Q

(3.15)
—i—T/uZ-[uZ-VdZ+(xdiv{uZ®dZ} — (1 —a)div{d}; @ u;}]
Q
+ 7'/ - VdE + adiv{p? @ dry — (1 —a)div{d} @ ul'}* + 57/ )
Q Q
Testing (3.12¢) by Tu} shows
0= [ ot + [ dolut—wi P [ Sofwr [ o [ 2 Dup

—7‘/ [y - Vdp +adiv{p @dp} — (1 —a)div{d; @ pup}] - uy .
Q
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Combining (3.15) and (3.16), we obtain
02/§|Vd’,3|2+/§|wz—wg1\2—/§|Vd’,;1|2+/W(dg)
Q 0 0 0

—/W(d’;—l)+/§\dg—dg—1|2

Q Q

—i—T/ - VdE + adiv{p} @ drYy — (1 —a)div{d; @ ul} (3.17)
Q

n n n n— 2 — 2
+57—/|p’k|2+/%p|uk|2+/%p}uk_uk 1{ _/%P|uk 1|
Q Q Q Q
+T/277\DUZ!2 :
Q

which provides the result. 0

Lemma 3.3 (Existence of discrete solutions). Let dZ_l € Hy and qul € Hy.aiv be given.
Then, there ezists a solution dj € Hy, p} € Hy, and u} € Hyaiv to (3.12).

Proof. Noting that for given d} and d}' the existence of u? is clear, we define . (dy)
via

/Quk(&k)-ekz/ﬂv&k;vek+/9f+(&k)-ek+/gf_<dg—l)-ek. (3.18)

With the above definition, the existence of solutions to (3.12) is equivalent to the existence
of a root of a function G : Hy X Hiaiw — Hi X Hpaww which is defined via G(d, w) :=

(Ga(d, @), Gu(d, @) with
| G0~ [ (@-dp) 00+ [ mid)-o,
+ T/Q [u + @(Ez)] : [ak .Vd + adiv {ek ® El} ~(1—a)div {Ez ® ekH (3.192)
with 9(d) = p,.(d) - Vd + a div {uk@) ® Ez} ~(1—a)div {& ® uk(&)} and

/Gu(gl,ﬁ)-w—p/ (ﬁ—uz1)-'wk+p7'/(V&~'&)-wk+7/2nD&:Dwk
Q Q Q Q

—T/Q[uk(&)-v&mmv{uk(&)@&}—(1—a){a®uk(&)}} cwj, (3.19b)

for all 8, € Hy and wy € Hjgiv. Under the assumption that G has no root in Bp =
i(d, w) € Hy x Hie = [(d W20 = Nl + 20 < R?}, the function T :
Br — 0BRr C Bpg defined via

G(d, u)

T(d,u) = _R||G(d, )

(3.20)
”Hk XM, div

is continuous. According to Brouwer’s fixed point theorem, T has at least one fixed point
(d*,u*). Obviously, this fixed point satisfies ||d*||§{1(9) + ”'U/*Hiz(g) = R?. In the following,
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O</d*-uk(d*)+/ lu*|> <0 (3.21)
Q Q

for R large enough. This contradiction shows that G has at least one root and therefore
(3.12) has at least one solution.

To prove the second inequality in (3.21), test G4(d*, u*) by p,(d*) and G, (d*, u*) by
w*. Similar to the computations in the proof of Lemma 3.2, we obtain

/Gd(d*,u*)-uk(d*)—i—/Gu(d u
Q Q
>4 [varf s [wa)+ [ phf-c (3.22)
Q Q Q

* |12 112
>c|\d* (5 + 3 [ 720y — C

we will show that

with C' > 0 independent of d* and w*. This shows [, G(d",u*) - (“k(d* ) > 0 for R large

enough. Therefore, we have [, T(d", u*) - ("k( ) <o. Recalhng that (d*,u*) is a fixed
point of T' provides the desired inequality.
To establish the first inequality in (3.21), we test (d*,u*) by (p,(d"), u*) to obtain

[ @ mi@)+ [[wr= [ wars [ wia)- [ wo)
s @@ [ 69

* (12 * 12
>c|[d [z ) + w72 — C-

Therefore, we obtain (3.21) for R large enough. This contradiction provides the existence
of solutions d;; € Hj, and u} € Hy giv- O

Remark 3.4. The technique used in the above lemma to prove the existence of discrete
solutions implies no constraints on the size of the time increment 7.

Lemma 3.5. A solution d;, € H;, of (3.12) sastisfies
n n mn n— 2
i 72y < OO+ il 22y + il i) + i [ 20) < CL+ 1) (3.24)
Proof. From (3.12b), we obtain

[ var:vo= [uioi- [ fiay-o- [ f@h e (G2

for all 8, € Hy. As the right-hand side of (3.25) is in L?_.(€2), standard regularity results

per

provide (3.24). O

Lemma 3.6. Let the triple (p}, dj, q}j) be a solution to (3.12). Then, there exists
pt e L2.(Q), d" € H..(Q), and u™ € Hy, () and a subsequence — again denoted by

per iv,per
(pg, di, uy) — such that for k — oo
d; — d" in H2..(), (3.26a)
d, —d" in Wo(Q) for p <6, (3.26Db)

pp — p" in L2 (), (3.26¢)

per
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uf — u" in H! (Q), (3.26d)

per
up = u" in L2, () forp <6 (3.26e)

per

together with

[k - Vi + adiv{p @ di} — (1 — a)div{d; @ p;}]
— [ V" + adiv{p® @ d"} — (1 —a)div{d" @ p"}] (3.26f)

in L?.(Q).

per

Proof. The convergence expressed in (3.26a)-(3.26¢) is a direct consequence of the bounds
established in Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.5. Concerning (3.26f), the bound in Lemma 3.2
provides the weak convergence towards some limit denoted by V which we have to identify
with the right-hand side of (3.26f). Choosing 8 € C22,(Q2), we compute

per
/V-0<—/[uZ-Vd’,;‘+adiv{uZ®dZ}—(1—@)diV{dZ®HZ}]'9
Q Q

I/Q(MZ-VdZ)ﬂ—a/Q(MZ@MZ):V0+(1—06)/Q(d2®ﬂ»2)2V0

—>/Q(u”-Vd")-O—oz/Q(u”@)d"):V9+(1—oz)/g(d”®/.b"):v9

:/[u”-Vd”+adiv{u"®d"}—(1—a)div{d”®p,”}}~9. (3.27)
O

These results allow to pass to the limit in (3.12). We again use the abbreviation
v" =" Vd" +adiv{p"®@d"} — (1 — a)div{d" ® p"} for the additional velocity and
obtain

/(d”—d”_l)-0+r/[u”+v”]-[0-Vd”+adiv{0®d”}—(1—a)div{d”®0}]

- / W8 Ve HL(Q), (3.2%)
Q

per

n - _ n ny . n—1 . 2
/Q“ 0 /QAd 0+/Qf+(d) 0+/Qf_(d )-8 VB cI2(Q), (3.28h)

p/ (u”—u”1)~'w—i-7'p/((Vu")-u”)~'w+T/2nDu”:D'w
0 Q

Q
—7'/ (u”-Vdn)-w—om'/div{u”@d”}-w—l—(l—a)7/div{d”®u”}-w:0
Q Q Q
Vw € Hy, oo (). (3.28¢)

3.2. Passage to the limit 7 0. A summation of the results of Lemma 3.2 and Lemma
3.5 over all time steps shows the following regularity results on €2 x T for solutions to
(3.28).
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Lemma 3.7. Let initial data d’ € H..(Q) and u’ € L2, per(§2) be given. Let (d"),_,  y,

Ns and (u™), _, be solutions to (3.28) forn =1,..,N. Then, the following

=l,..., /N7 o A In=1,...,

N
3 [3va v [t [
n=1 n=1 n=1
N
—|—ZT/ ™ - Vd + adiv{p" @d"} — (1 — a)div{d" @ u"}*
0

N N
e [ or [pwrs [yvaf s [wi)s [ goep<c,
n=1 Q n=1 Q @ “ .

(3.29a)
N
S rlld g < CA+ 1) (3.29h)
n=1

Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2, we test (3.28a) by u™ and (3.28b) by (d" —d" ™).
Summing over all time-steps provides (3.29a). (3.29b) can be shown similarly to Lemma,
3.5 by writing (3.28b) as a Poisson equation for d”. The estimates in (3.29a) show that
the corresponding right-hand side is in L*(0,T; L?,,(€2)) which completes the proof. [

per

Lemma 3.8. Let (d"),_; ~, (B"),—1 n, and (u )nzl ~ be solutions to (3.28) for

777777777777

n=1,..,N and given initial data d° € H' () and u® € LO dw(Q). Then

per

TZ”a dnH‘*/ier @y SCO+Y), (3.30a)
TZ”a— n||4/iwper(m),§0. (3.30Db)

Proof. For 8 € H!_(Q), we have from (3.28a)

per
[u"+o"-[0-Vd"+ adiv{id®d"} — (1 —a)div{d" @ 0}]

/8;d”-0‘§
Q
foo
Q

=I+1I.

+e

(3.31)
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From Holder’s inequality and the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality, we obtain
I<|lu"+ Un”L?(Q) <||Vdn||L3(Q) ||9||L6(Q) + ||V9||L2(Q) HdnHLOO(Q))
" + 0" 2 101 o) VA" 13
<C " + 0" s (||d“||”2 o) IV iy 1V s )+ 1" L oy ) 165
<C (11" ey + 10"l ey ) (1 + I35y ) 10111 e
Combining (3.32) with | [, u™ - 8] < 1" 20y 101 11 () and taken the 4/3 power provides

(3.32)

4/3

n n n 4/3 n1/2 4/3 4/3
or a2 o < C (s + 0 leey) (14 01 ) " < 1,
(3.33)

Applying Young’s inequality with exponents 3/2 and 3 shows

(TSP Py B ]
2
n n m |2
< O(Iu"llz + 10" 2@)) +Clld iy - (3:34

Therefore, we have

4/3

107 "] 5110,

<0 Hunﬂip(n) +C HdnHip(Q) +Ce HN”H%?(Q) +C
+C " Vd' + adiv{p" @d"} — (1 —a)div{d" ® p"}|7q - (3.35)

Multiplying by 7, summing over all time steps and applying the results of Lemma 3.7
provides (3.30a).
To obtain the second part, we choose w € Hg, o,

p/(?;u”-'w /(Vu"-u")-'w /Du”:Dw‘
Q Q 0

/ " -Vd"+adiv{p"@d"} — (1 —a)div{d" @ p"}] - w
Q
=I+I1I+1II.

(©2) and compute

<p +2n

_|_

(3.36)

Applying Holder’s inequality and the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality together with stan-
dard embedding theorems yields
I<p ||VUHHL2(Q) Hun”LP’(Q) H'wHLﬁ(Q) <Cp HvunHL2(Q) H’wHHl(Q) HUJHHI/2 Q) (3.37)
1T <Cnllw"| o 1wl o) (3.38)
117 < | Vd" + adiv {p" @ d"} — (1 - a) div {d" @ @} gy [0l - (3:39)
From Young’s inequality, we obtain

19725 5 €

+ " V" + adiv{p" ®d"} — (1 - a)div{d" @ p"}|]2q,
(3.40)
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Again, multiplying by 7, summing over all time steps and applying the results of Lemma
3.7 provides (3.30b). O

With these results, we pass to the limit 7 N\, 0. For this purpose, we define time-
interpolants of time-discrete functions a™, n = 0, ..., N, and introduce some time-index-
free notation as follows.

am(.,t) = EEan () + Pt () te [t ", n>1, (3.41a)
a”t(,t):=a"(), a” (.,t)=a""'() te (Lt ,n>1. (3.41Db)

We want to point out that the time derivative of a” coincides with the difference quotient,
ie.

o’ = 0t(—t_t:71a” - tnT_ta"’l> =1a" —L1a" ' =07a". (3.42)

If a statement is valid for a”, ™, and a™~, we use the abbreviation a™®). With this
notation, our system reads as follows.

o,d”-6 + / W + o7 [0-Vd™ +adivi{@@d™ ) — (1 - a)div{d™ © 0]
Qr Qr

— —5/ HT,+ .0
Qp
V0 € L*(0,T; H'(Q)), (3.43a)
with v := p™" - Vd"" + adiv{p™" @d""} — (1 —a)div{d"" @ p"*},

[uto——[ aaiou [ guayor [ fa)e
QT QT QT QT
VO € L*(0,T; L*()), (3.43b)

p/ Ou” - w + ,0/ (Vu™*)-u™") - w —|—/ 2nDu™" : Dw
Qr Qr

Qr

— / (/J,T’Jr . VdT’Jr) Sw — a/ div {;f’+ ® d“*} cw
Qr

Qr
+(1— a)/ div{d™"@u""} - w=0
Qr

Vw € L*(0,T; Hy per(R2)) - (3.43¢)
The bounds established above read

)
Le°(0,T;H?!
+ “HT,+ . Vd7,+ + adiv {HT,+ ® dT,+} . (1 . Oé) div {dT,+ ® MT,Jr}HLQ(
+ 72V = Vd|

(@) te H”T’+||L2(0,T;L2(Q)) + [[un HLN(O,T;LQ(Q))

0,T5L%(92))

|
+u L2(

0,T;HY () 0,T5L2(%2))
o |d™F — dT’iHLQ(O,T;B(Q)) +7 12 [ uT’i”LQ(O,T;L?(Q)) <C, (3.44a)
HdT’JrHLZ(o,T;m(Q)) <C(+29), (3.44D)
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e R I L S &) (3.44c)
[Ovu” HL4/3(0T( HY, oo (@)) <C. (3.44d)
These bounds give rise to the convergence results stated in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.9. There exists a subsequence — again denoted by (dT’(i),,uT’Jr,uT’(i)) - and
functions

d eL>®(0,T; H(Q)) N L2(0,T; H*(Q)) nWH3(0, T; (H'(2))), (3.45)
p €L?(0,T; L*(Q2)), (3.46)
w €L(0,T; L2(92)) N L0, T; H, 1o () W30, T; (Hiy per () (3.47)
such that for T 0

d"® Ad in L>(0,T; H}..(Q)), (3.48a)
dt —d in L*(0,T; H. (), (3.48b)
d"t —d in LP(0,T; L%, () with p < o0, s € [1, 7%, (3.48¢)
dt —d in L*(0,T; Wi () with s € [1, %), (3.48d)
od” —0,d in L*3(0,T; (H., ()", (3.48¢)
pt—p in L*(0,T; L2..(2)), (3.48f)
unE) Sy in L>(0,T; L2.()), (3.48¢g)
u™t —u in L*(0,T; Hyy e () (3.48h)
ut —u in L*(0,T; L3,.(Q)) with s € [1, %), (3.48i)
Ju” —0Ou in LA3(0,T; (HL, per(82 N, (3.48j)

and

("t - Vd"t +adiv{pmt @d "} - (1 - a)div{d™" @ u""}]
—[pu-Vd+adiv{ip®d} — (1 —a)div{d® pu}] (3.48k)
in L*(0,T; L?..(Q)), where d € {2,3} denotes the spatial dimension.

per

Proof. The first convergence results are a direct consequence of the bounds (3.44) and
the Aubin-Lions lemma. The last result can be shown following the lines of the proof of
(3.26f) in Lemma 3.6. O

Using these results, we may pass to the limit 7 N\ 0 in (3.43) which completes the proof
of Theorem 3.1.
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