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Compressible Navier-Stokes equations
with heterogeneous pressure laws

Didier Bresch, Pierre-Emmanuel Jabin, and Fei Wang

ABSTRACT. This paper concerns the existence of global weak solutions a la Leray for
compressible Navier-Stokes equations with a pressure law which depends on the density
and on time and space variables ¢t and x. The assumptions on the pressure contain only
locally Lipschitz assumption with respect to the density variable and some hypothesis with
respect to the extra time and space variables. It may be seen as a first step to consider
heat-conducting Navier-Stokes equations with physical laws such as the truncated virial
assumption. The paper focuses on the construction of approximate solutions through
a new regularized and fixed point procedure and on the weak stability process taking
advantage of the new method introduced by the two first authors with a careful study of
an appropriate regularized quantity linked to the pressure.

1. Introduction and main result

As mentioned in [6], the existence of global weak solutions, in the sense of J. Leray,
to the non-stationary barotropic compressible Navier-Stokes system with constant shear
and bulk viscosities p and A remained a longstanding open problem in space dimension
strictly greater than one until the first results by P.—L. Lions (see [18]) with P(p) = ap”
(v > 3d/(d + 2)). Many important contributions followed to improve the result including
E. Feireisl-A. Novotny-H. Petzeltova (y > d/2, see [13]), P.I. Plotnikov—V.A. Weigant
(v = d/2, see [20]), E. Feireisl (pressure law s — P(s) non-monotone on a compact set, see
[15]) and more recently D. Bresch-P.E. Jabin (thermodynamically unstable pressure law
s+ P(s) or anisotropic viscosities, see [4]).

One of the main issue is that the weak bound of the divergence of the velocity field does
not a priori rule out singular behaviors by the density which may oscillate, concentrate or
even vanish (vacuum state) even if this is not the case initially.

Heat-conducting viscous compressible Navier-Stokes equations (Navier-Stokes-Fourier)
with constant viscosities namely with a pressure law (p, ) — P(p, ) and an extra equation
on the temperature ¥ has been firstly discussed in [18] and solved by E. Feireisl and A.
Novotny for specific pressure laws, see [11] and [12] which in some sense are monotone with
respect to the density after a fixed value. In the present paper, we prepare the resolution of
the heat-conducting compressible Navier-Stokes equations with a truncated virial pressure
law

[v/2]
P(p,9) =p" +0 Y Bu(9)p". (1.1)
n=0
1
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Such pressure law is not monotone with respect to the density after a fixed value and
therefore is not thermodynamically stable. This paper concerns the existence of global
weak solutions & la Leray for compressible Navier-Stokes equations with a pressure law
which depends on the density and on time and space variables ¢t and x. It may be seen as
a first step to consider heat-conducting Navier-Stokes equations with physical laws such as
the truncated virial assumption. More precisely, we consider the compressible Navier-Stokes
(CNS) equations

Op + div(pu) =0
O(pu) + div(pu @ u) — pAu — (u + A)Vdivu + VP =0
with initial condition
pli=o =po  (pu)lt=0 = mo, (1.4)

in a periodic box Q = T? for d > 2 and p and A two constants satisfying the physical
constraint © > 0 and A + 2u/d > 0. The pressure P = P(t,z,p) is a given function
depending on the time t, space z, and the density p. For simplicity in the redaction we
consider in the sequel that the shear viscosity u = 1 and the bulk viscosity A = —1: This
does not changed the mathematical proof and result.

For simplicity, we consider the periodic boundary conditions in x, namely Q = T%, even
if arguments can be adapted to the whole space case as well. As explained previously, the
article should be seen as a first step to solve the truncated virial case where we assume that
the temperature ¥(t, x) is actually given instead of solving the temperature equation

O(pE) +divy(p Eu) + divy(P(p,9) u) = divy(Vyu - u) + divg (k(9) VI), (1.5)

where E = |u|?/2 + e(p,?) is the total energy density with e(p, ) is the specific internal
energy and initial condition

pE’tzo = p()E(). (16)

with the virial pressure state law (1.1). The main result presented here will be used in our
upcoming article (see [8]) to construct solutions to the full system (1.2)—(1.4) and (1.5)—(1.6)
as it provides the starting point for the fixed point procedure that we adopt. If ¥ is given
then naturally P(t,z,p) = P(p,9(t,x)). But there are however several other contexts (for
instance in biology) where it is necessary to involve non spatially homogeneous pressure
law and for this reason, it is useful to consider more general formulas for P than given
by (1.1). Note that as shown in [7], the procedure developped here is also applicable for
the compressible Brinkman system (semi-stationary compressible Stokes system) which is
standard system that may be seen in porous media and biology.

The construction of appropriate approximate solutions will be a difficulty in our paper.
It is based on an original approximate system for which existence of solutions is obtained
through a regularization and a fixed point approach. The weak stability property on the
sequence of approximate solution is obtained using the new method introduced by the two
first authors in [4] and taking care of the regularized term linked to the pressure state law
which involves serious difficulties.

We assume hypothesis on the pressure law (¢, x,s) — P(t,z,s): Some of them are used
to ensure the propagation of energy and the others are used to garantee the propagation of
compactness on the density.
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More precisely, let us present:
— Assumptions to ensure the propagation of energy.
Let v > 3d/(d + 2):
(P1) There exist ¢ > 2, 0 <74 < /2, and a smooth function Py such that
|P(t,2,5) — Py(t,z,s)| < CR(t,z) + CsY for R € LI((0,T) x T¢). (1.7)
(P2) There exist p < v+ 2% —1, ¢>2, ©1(t,z) € LY(0,T) x T, such that
C~1s7—01(t,z) < Py(t,z,s) < CsP 4+ O1(t, z). (1.8)
(P3) There exist p <y + 2% —1, and ©5 € LI([0, T] x T%) with ¢ > 1 such that
|0 Py (t,x, )| < CsP + Oq(t, ). (1.9)
(P4) |VoPy(t,z,s)| < Cs"? + O3(t,z), for O3 € L2([0, T], L*¥ @2 (T)).  (1.10)

— Assumptions required for the propagation of compactness on the density.

(P5) The pressure P is locally Lipschitz in the sense of that
|P(t,z,2) = P(t,y,w)| < Q(t,z,y) + (C(z7 +w'™H)

B N (1.11)
+ (P(t7$) + P(t,y))|2 - w|7
for some P € L*([0,7],T%) and Q € L*([0, 7], T?%) for some sg,s; > 1.
(P6) The functions Q, P satisfy that for some rj, — 0, as h — 0
1 T _ - (1.12)
e | L =0 (Plea) - Pyl + Qo) dedyds = .
IKnllr Jo 2

The total energy of the CNS system. The total energy of the system, which is the sum of
the kinetic and the potential energies, reads

2
E(t,x, p, pu) =/ <M+p6(tw,p)> dx
Ta \ 2p

where

PoP(t

e(t,x,p) = / W ds (1.13)
Pref 5

with p,.s a constant reference density. We also define similarly the reduced total energy

Eo(t, x, p, pu) which is based on Py instead of P, see assumption (1.7). Note that we assume

as usually

ug = % when pg # 0 and ug = 0 elsewhere, (1.14)
0
2
@ =0 a.e. on {x € Q: py(z) = 0}. (1.15)
0

The following is our main result dealing with heterogeneous pressure laws.

THEOREM 1.1. Assume the initial data mgo and pg > 0 with de po = My > 0 satisfy

2
E(po,mo) = / <‘7;0’ + poe(O,x,p0)> dx < 0.
Td Po
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Suppose that the pressure P satisfies (1.7)—(1.12). Then there exists a global weak solution
to Compressible Navier—Stokes System (1.2)—(1.4) such that

we (0, T;HY(TY),  [m2/2p € (0, T: LM (TY)

p € C([0,T], LY (T%) weak ) N LP((0,T) x T%) where 0 < p < y(d+2)/2 — 1

with the heterogeneous pressure state law P satisfying the energy inequality

¢
Eo(p,u)dx + / \Vu(s, z)|* dzds < E(po, uo)
Td 0 Jrd

+ /0 /Td dive u(s, z) (P(s,x, p(s,x)) — Po(s,z, p(s,x))) ds dx

+/0 /Td(pateo(p)+pu-Vxeo(p))dﬂ?dS

where
PO (t7 x, 8)

ds.
52

p
E(p,u) = |pul*/2p + p/

Pref

REMARK 1.2. Note that u € L2(0,T; H'(T%)) comes from the control of the gradient of
the velocity field Vu in L2((0,7) x Q) and the control of |m|?/p in L'((0,T) x T%) using
the fact that [, p = [, po = M > 0. The interested reader is referred to [18].

2. The approximation systems with a sketch of proof and a priori estimates

We present here the approximate system upon which we rely to construct the solution
o (1.2)—(1.4) with the pressure law P given by (1.7)-(1.12). As is classical in compress-
ible Fluid Mechanics, the approximation procedure is performed through several stages,
involving different approximate systems.

2.1. The approximate system with artificial and delocalized pressures. One
of the main difficulty is to find a proper approximation of the above system so that we may
construct a solution of it and prove the compactness of the solutions. We propose to define
the approximating system

Oty + div(pe yue,y) =0 (2.1)
Ot (Pentiey) + div(pe ye n @ ue) — Aue y + V(Partn(pey) + Lo x P) =0 (2.2)

with initial condition

Pemli=0 = po,e,n and (pe nley)li=0 = Moy (2.3)

where an artificial pressure term reads

Yart,1 Yart,m

Part,n(pa,n) =M Pen + ...+ Pen

for some fixed parameters Yort = Yart,1 > Yart,2 > * 0+ > Yart;m- The coefficients 0y, ..., nm
will later be let to converge to 0 in that order and the 7y, ; will be chosen so that

x_
d

Yart,i+1

Yart,1 > 277 Yart,i+1 +2 -1> Yartis Y +2 1> Yart,m-
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In addition an appropriate regularization of the pressure state law L. x (P(t, -, pc5(t,-)) has
been introduced. More precisely the key step is to construct a suitable mollifying operator

L. defined as follows ,
1 € de’
L = Lo (x) —.
0= [ @)
where L. is a standard mollifier given by

el

with L is a non-negative smooth function such that L € C§°(T?) and [, L(z) dz = 1. Then
L. — 09 as € — 0, with §y being the Dirac Delta function at 0. It is straightforward to
check that

Le(z)dr =1
Td
and
L. — 0y, as &—0.
We observe that we easily have the following global existence result through a fixed point
argument that will be presented in the Appendix for readers convenience

THEOREM 2.1. Assume that P satisfies (1.7) with Yare > v and that the initial data
P0,ems Uoen Satisfy the uniform bound

SUP/d(nl (pO,a,n(x))%rt’l + ...+ (pO,am(x))%mm + pO@,n(x) ’UO,an(‘T)lz) dr < 0.
en JT
There exist p., € L>([0, T], LYt(T4)) N LP([0, T] x T%) for any p < Yart + 2%Yart/d — 1,
us, € L2([0, T, HY(T?)) solution to (2.1)-(2.2). Moreover, pe, ue, satisfy the uniform
in € bounds

sup sup } /d(m PN (@) + o M p2S T () pey(t, @) [uey(t 7)) do < oo,
T

€ telo, T
(2.4a)
T
sup/ / Ve | do dt < oo, (2.4b)
e Jo Jrd
T
sup/ /d m pg,](t,m) dx dt < oo for any p < Yart + 2 Vart/d — 1. (2.4c)
e Jo Jr

Finally, we have the explicit energy inequality

Yart,1 Yart,m

(t,x (i,

/(m&LLJ+H+%ﬂﬂ—LJ+%wmwwwm©dw
Td Yart,1 — 1 Yart,m — 1

t t
+ / / |V (s, z)}deds < / / div ue y Le 5 Pdzds
0o Jrd 0o Jrd

(pg n)wart,l (t7 .Z') (pg n)'Ya'rt,m (t7 :1;) 0 0 9
+ _—+ ...+ ’ + t, ) |u t,x dx.
Aim o L g0 )l 1)

(2.5)

The main difficulty and contribution of the present article is the limit passage ¢ — 0,
with 7 fixed, given by the following result
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THEOREM 2.2. Assume that P satisfies (1.11) and (1.12). Let yqr¢ > max(2sf, s7,2+d),
where s and s] are the Holder conjugate exponents of so and sy respectively. Suppose that
the initial data p2, ul of the system (2.1)— (2.2) satisfy that poey — pon in LYot(T9),
PO,en U0,e,n — PO U0, ANd PO en ]uo,amlz — |pon Uo,n\2 in LY(T%). Let (P, Ueip) be the cor-
responding sequence of solutions satisfying the energy estimate (2.4). Then Pey 18 compact
in LP(T?) for 1 < p < vYart as € — 0.

The particular form of the mollifier operator L. is strongly used for the compactness
property on {pc,}. to have enough control of terms involving the pressure terms in the
method introduced by the two first authors in [4]. Using the previous Theorem, the limit
passage provides a sequence of global weak solutions (py,u,) to the following system

Orpy + div(pyuy) =0 (2.6)
8t(p77u77) + diV(pun ® un) - Aun + V(Part,n(pn) + P(t, z, pn)) =0,
for some large 74+ > v with initial boundary conditions

Pnlt=0 = poy; Plin|t=0 = Mo . (2.8)
Fortunately once we obtain global weak solutions to (2.6)-(2.8) then passing to the limit as

n — 0, then 7, — 0 and up to 7, — 0, to obtain global weak solutions to (1.2)—(1.4) is in
fact a straightforward consequence of [4]. More precisely we have

THEOREM 2.3. Assume that P satisfies (1.7)—(1.12). Consider any sequence p, €
LOO([Ov T]7 L'Yar-t(']rd)) with Yart;m < 7Y+ 27/d -1, Yarti < VYarti+1 + 27art,i+1/d —1 and
Yart > 27, any sequence u, € L*([0, T], H'(TY)) of solutions to (2.6)-(2.7) over [0, T).
Suppose moreover that ,097 — pY in LV(T9), ,097 ug — p°u® and pg |u2|2 — p° [u®|? both in
LY(T%). Assume finally that SUp,, SUPseo, 1) Jra i |up|? do < oco.

Then py, is compact in L%,m; Uy is compact in Lim and converge to a global solution to
(1.2), (1.3) with

t
/50(p,u)dx—|—// \Vu(s, z)|? deds < E(po, uo)
Td 0 Jrd
t
b [ divuts ) (Pl plos.) = Pals.pls, ) ds o
0 Jrd

+/0 /Td(,o@teo(p)+pu'Vmeo(P))d$dS-

The proof of Th. 2.3 will be discussed in the appendix of the article for reader’s convenience.
This will end the proof of the main theorem 1.1.

Important remark. It is important to note that the requirement for having several exponents
Yart,i in the artificial pressure Py, appears from the constraints in the proofs of Theorems
2.1-2.3. To recover the appropriate energy terms in Theorem 2.1, we need to treat the actual
pressure P as a source term. This is only possible if divu £, x P is integrable uniformly in
e and, as P < p7, it forces that vt > 2.

On the other hand, assuming that vgr.1,...,Varti—1 = 0, to pass to the limit in the
term n; pYarti as 1; — 0 but n;41 > 0, we again need to have pYarti integrable. From the
gain of integrability detailed in the next subsection, this only appears possible if v, <
Yart,i+1 +2Yart,i+1/d — 1. If we had only one correction in Py, i.e. m = 1, then we would
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actually need both .+ > 2+ and 4+ < 7+ 27v/d — 1, which is of course not possible if
d > 2. The introduction of several exponents 7,¢; seems to be a fairly straightforward
manner of resolving this issue.

2.2. Basic energy estimates. As those are used several times, we collect here the
basic energy estimates for the generic system

Op + div(pu) =0,

O(pu) +divipu ® u) — Au+ V(Py(t,z, p) + S(t,z)) = 0. (29)

There exist a well-known gain in integrability on p from the momentum equation. For
convenience later, we write it in a slightly more general form.

LEMMA 2.4. Assume that p € L>([0, T], L(T%) solves (B.1) with a velocity field
u € L2([0, T], HY(T)) and source term S € L'([0, T], L' (T?) satisfies that change L*
to W—1hee?

VoPo(t,z,p) € L*([0, T], W~P(T%))
+H7Y([0, 7], LY @drmrd)(Tdy) qyheo((o, T, LPY P (T)),

Then for any 0 < 6 < vo/p*,

T
| [0 R, pts,) ds o
o Jrd
]
< Cq ||P||L§<>L;o (1+ ||U||L§H;) ||VwP0(P)||L%Wz—l,erH;1Lgpd/(zdwpfpd)mWfl,ooLpd/(pm)
9
+ Callpl 0 IS

.
o
LIL0

Proor. We can rewrite the assumption simply as
vm(PO(t7x7p) + S) = le:E f + atgv

where f € L'([0, T], LP(T%)) and g € L?([0, T], L*%Qd+2p=pd)(Td)) with in addition
g € L>([0, T], LP¥/@+d(Td)) For a fixed exponent § > 0 to be chosen later, we define
co = JpapP(t,x)dz and B(t,z) = =V, A7 (p’ — cp). In the case of a bounded domain
with a boundary instead of the torus, one has to be more careful and use the appropriate
Bogovski operator (see [11] for example).

The idea is then simply for multiply by B and first notice that

T T
/ / B(s,z) - V(S + Po(s, 2, p)) dards — / / (¢ (5,2) — o) (S + Po(s,, p)) d ds
0 Td 0 Td

T
> -C —i—/o /]l‘d pe(s,x) (S + Po(s,z,p(s,x)))dxds.
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The integral of p S can be bounded immediately to yield the second in the right-hand side
of the lemma. On the other hand

T
| [ Bls.)- Va5 + Pofs.p)) dds
0o Jrd
T
:—/ V:B(s,x) : f(s,z)dxds
0 Jrd

T
_/ 0B (s,2) - g5, 2) dmds—i—/ (B(0,2) - 9(0,2) — B(0,T) - g(T, z)) da.
0 Td Td

By standard Calderon-Zygmund theory, [VoB| . w0 < Ca HpHiw ;- Hence the first
£ T t T
term in the r.h.s. is directly bounded by

T
0
[ 9Ba) ¢ sahdads < WFlugsn IVBl ey < Cal lagss ol e o
since p* < 70/0 as 6 < 7/p". By Sobolev embedding | B||pers < C’deHQLmLm with
t T

1/q =0/~ — 1/d. Hence we have again that

/ (B(0,2) - 9(0,2) — BO,T) - g(T,2)) dx < Ca o] 20 91l o piscosar
']Td t x t x

since 1 — (p+d)/pd =1—1/d—1/p > 0/vo — 1/d by the same condition on 6. The second
term in the r.h.s is handled by using the continuity equation (B.1) satisfied by p. Since
Yo > 2, p is a renormalized solution to (B.1) by Th. B.1 and hence we have that

o’ + div(p’ u) = (1 —0) p? divu.

We may replace

T T
/ 0B(s,z)-g(s,z)drds = / Ve A7 ((1-6) p? divu—div(p? u)—c)-g(s, z) dz ds,
0 Jrd 0 Jrd

Lt2 Lipd/(2d+2p—pd)

for some time dependent constant ¢y. Using that g € , we bound in a

similar manner all the terms and conclude that

T

3. Technical Preliminaries

We list here technical results and considerations, which were mostly developed in [4]
and upon which our proof relies.

3.1. Our compactness criterion. As is classical in compressible Fluid Mechanics,
the main difficulty in obtaining existence is to prove the compactness of a sequence of
approximations of the density p.. As mentioned above, we follow here the general strategy
of [4], and we hence rely on the following criterion.

LEMMA 3.1. Let p. be a family of functions which are bounded in some LP([0,T] x T%)
with 1 < p < co. Assume that Ky, is a family of positive bounded functions such that

e supy, f|x|2n Kn(z)dx < oo for any n > 0.
o [|[IChllz1r — 00 as h — 0.
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Assume that for some q > 1
sup [|0¢pe | a (o, 77,w 1.1 (Tay) < 00
€

and

hm lim sup/ / pe(x) — pe(y)|P dzdy ds = 0.
T2d H’ChHL

Then the family of functions p. is compact in LP([0,T] x T?). Conversely if p. is compact
in LP([0,T] x T%), then the above limit is 0.

The construction of a suitable kernel function K, for the system that we are considering
again follows [4]. We first define a bounded, positive, and symmetric function K} such that

~ 1 1
K =————— f
with some a > 0 and Ky independent of h for [z| > 2/3. We will also require that
Kj, € C>®(T%\B(0,3/4)) and that supp K; C B(0,1). Setting

K= b
I Knll L1 (e
we have immediately that
[ Enllpreray =1
and
|z|[VER(2)] S [Kh(2)]- (3.1)
For our compactness argument, we use the Operator
Kno = | o) (32)
ho
Note that

| Chioll 1 (may = co| log ho
for some positive constant cy. With the above notation, one of our main steps is to show
that

T
lim sup/ / Kho(x —y)|pe(z) — pe(y)|P dx dyds — 0
£ 0 T2d

as hg — 0, from where the compactness of the family p. follows.

3.2. Technical lemmas. As our main strategy is to control differences dp., which
requires some specific lemmas. One may find proofs for these lemmas in [4]. Our basic way
of estimating differences is through

LEMMA 3.2. Let u € Wb, we have
lu(z) — w(y)| < (Djg—yju(@) + Djp—yju(y))|z — yl,

1 [Vu(x + z)|
Dhu(flf) = E/||<h|Z|TdZ.

where

The next lemma provides a bound for the term Dju(x) in term of the maximal function.
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LEMMA 3.3. For any u € WY with p > 1, the following inequality
Dy u(z) S M|Vul(z)
holds.
REMARK 3.4. By the above two lemmas we deduce immediately the classical inequality
u(z) —u(y)| S (MVu(z) + MVu(y))lz —yl. (3-3)

In several critical places of the proof, we need to estimate the difference D) ju(z) —
D, Z‘u(m — z) while relying only on the L? regularity of Vu. Using classical harmonic analysis
results, we can get the following.

LEMMA 3.5. Assume that uw € H'(T?). Then for any 1 < p < oo, one has

1
dh
| [ Ka@Dule) - Djute = 2l a5 < s,
ho JTd P,

as a result of which, we further have that
1 dh _ 12
En(2)|Dyzu(z) = Dizpue = 2)llrz dz—= S |lull | log hol 7.
ho JTd
Moreover, the following estimate
1
dh
/ () EKn(€)| Dpoju(@) = Dyl — €)llz dz d§== < [lull s [log ho['/?
hO T2d
holds.
In most instances, the above estimate is sufficient. But in several cases, we need the
more general version,
LEMMA 3.6. Consider a family of kernels N, € WY(T9), where s > 0, which satisfy
® SupPje<1 SUp, 7 ° [1a |2°|Np(2) — Np(2 = 1€)] dz < o0,
o sup, ([|Npf|p1 4 7| Nr[lyprs1) < oo.
Then the estimate
1 dh 12
K (2)l|Nw * u(z) = Nax u(z = 2)llp dz== S |lull o] log hol
ho JTd
holds for any u € LP with 1 < p < 2.
3.3. The choice of the weight function. We now turn to the construction of an

appropriate weight function tailored for the proof of Th. 2.2. First we define the function
we which satisfies the equations

Oywe + ue - Vwe = —D.w, (3.4)
we(0) =1 (3.5)

where D, is given by
D: = MM|Vue| + pel" + Kp # (| divue| + [ Lo+ P| + |PIH])). (3.6)

Denote
We p, = Kp * we.
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Then the weight function W, ;, we use is given by
W = we pn(x) + we n(y)

which could capture the feature that W,y is big if either one of w, »(x) and w, ,(y) is big.
Since the function WY = w.(x) + w.(y) satisfies the following equation

oW, + u? -V We + u?é : VyWE = _(Dgwe(‘f) + Dgws(y)),
it follows that

8tW€,h + u? . vas,h + ug . VyWe’h = _D;ﬁ + Comz:g (3_7)
where
DY = Kp * (Dewe)(x) + K * (Dewe)(y) (3.8)
and
Com;c:y = [ua'th*]vwE(x) + [ua’a Kh*]Vwa(y). (3.9)

We conclude the subsection by listing several properties of this weight function without
giving a proof (see again [4] for the proof).

PROPOSITION 3.7. Assume that (pe,u:) solves system (2.1)—(2.2) with the bounds (2.4)

satisfied. Then there exists a weight function w. which satisfies Equation (3.4)—(3.5) with
D, given by (3.6) such that the following hold:

o Foranyt,xz, 0 <w: < 1.
o Ifp>~+1, then we have

sup / pe(t, )| log we(t, )| dx < C(1+ N). (3.10)
te[0,T) JTd

o forp>1+4+,

1+ A

sup / pe(t, )1k, . <ndr < C——. (3.11)
tefo.1) J1d pre= | log |
e For p >, we have the following commutator estimate
1yt _
[ 1 s (o (v + 125 P+ [P
ho J0O
~ dh
— K * (|divue| + £ % P+ |PX D we ]| e dti < C|log ho|*/? (3.12)

with ¢ = min(2,p/7).

4. Proof of Theorem 2.2

In this section, we give a proof of the Theorem 2.2 using the compactness argument
provided in Lemma 3.1. Because all coefficients 7); are fixed for this section, we drop the
index 7 in our notations to keep them simple.

In order to carry out our approach, we introduce a smooth function x(¢) € C'(R) given
by

x() = lg[**! (4.1)

where 0 < [ < 1/2 is to be specified below. We aim to show

lim Sup/ Kho(x —y)x(0pe) dzdy -0 as  hg — 0. (4.2)
T2d

e—0
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To close the estimate, it is convenient to consider the the following quantity instead:

! . dh
Tioelt) = [ [ Kl = )W) dedy S

o JT2
where
W =wi)y +w! .
The proof of statement (4.2) is divided into the following several lemmas. Before stating

the lemma, we recall some notation used in subsection 3.3. The penalization term is defined
as

D2y = Ky * (Dewe)(w) + K * (Dewe)(y)
and commutator term is given as

Comy = [ug+, Kpx|Vwe () + [ue, Kp#| Ve (y).

&,

Compared with [4], we have a different approximation system (2.1) and (2.2). The main
innovation in this paper is the treatment of the pressure term, which is in subsection 4.5.
For the estimate of the terms I, I, and I3 defined below in Lemma 4.1, we use similar
ideas as in [4].

4.1. The estimate for T}, .(t).

LEMMA 4.1. Let p. and u. be a sequence of solutions to the system (2.1)-(2.2) satisfying
the bound (2.4) with ~vyae > 3d/(d + 2). Assume that the pressure P satisfies (1.7), (1.8),
and (1.11). Then we have the estimate

Thoe(t) S Thpe(0) + I+ Io + I3 + Iy + Is, (4.3)
where the terms I1—I5 are given by
t 1 dh
I = / / 6u Vo Kp(z — y)W2 Y x(6p) dady—ds (4.4)
0 ho J T2 ’ h
t 1 dh
I, = —/ / Ki(z —y)DZ2Yx(0p) d:z:dy?ds (4.5)
0 Jho JT2d '
t 1 dh
I3 = / / Kp(z —y)Com}x(dp) da;dyfds (4.6)
0 Jho JT2d
IR NN dh
I, = ~3 Kp(z —y)W_3 X' (0p)pd(div ue) (z) dxdyﬁds (4.7)
0 Jhg JT2d

t pl N 1 - dh
I; = / / Kp(x —y)WHY <X((5p) — —)(((5,0)5/)) div, ue(x) dedy—ds. (4.8)
0 Jho JT2d ’ 2 h

PRrROOF. From (2.1), one gets an equation for dp,.

0idpe + diVm(Peus)(fp) - divy(peus)(y) =0,
which may be rewritten as

0¢0pe + divy (dpue ) () + divy (0peue)(y) + pe(y) divy us(x) — po(x) divy us(y) = 0.  (4.9)
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Note that the terms p.(y) div, us(z) and p.(z) div, uc(y) are well-defined since p. € L? and
div, u. € L. By (2.4), we have pl*! € L2 for v, > 2(1 4+ 1) and V,u. € L?. Hence, by
Theorem B.1, dp. is a renormalized solution for the system(4.9). Noticing that

—Pe (y) divy ue (1') + pe (-Z') diVy Uge (y)
1 . ) o .
= 5((5,05(d1V;(; ue(x) + divy us(y) — pe(divy ue(z) — divy u:(y)))
we arrive at

e (0p<) + dive (x(0pe )ue)(x) + divy (x(dpe)ue)(y) (4.10)

= ((002) = 502000 ) @ive uc(o) + divy 1) = 3 GpIplaivs ele) = v, (),

From the definition of y in (4.1), it follows easily
X(6p:) and X' (8p:)dp= < Cplt,

which implies that x(8p:), X (dp:)p € L?. Since V,u. € L?, all the terms on the right side
of (4.10) make sense. By (3.7), we obtain

O (Kn(x —y)W2/x(0p:)) = Kn(x — y)oW. i/ x + Kn(x — y)W. dx
= —Kp(r — y)us(x)VmWE,};yX — Ky (x — ) ue(y )vngﬁ/X — Kn(z — y)De nx
+ Knp(z — y)Come px + Kp(z — y)W;}?(X — X'0pe)(divy ue () + divy ue(y))

)

— Kz — y)W3) dive (xue(2)) — Kp(z — )W divy (xue (y))- (4.11)

1 1
+ 5 Kn(z = y) WX dpedivuc(e) — 5 Kn(z — y) WI/X'p-odiv ue (v)

The above equation may be justified as the following. First, in order to show Kp(z —
y)ue(z)V. WV x € Ly, we just need to prove Kp(z —y)ue(z)x € Ly, since VoW € L>.
In fact we note

/ K — y)|uc(2)|x dady — / Ky / e (2)|x(pe () — pe(e — ) dedy

Kp(y)dy < 1.

z,y0

N

Td

Therefore, the term Kj(x — y)ug( )Va Wf Yx is well-defined. Similar arguments could show

that Kp(x —y)u:(y)Vy W Yx € L y- Second, noting that

Kn(z —y)W} < 2Kp(z —y),
the terms Kp,(x — y)Wx’y(X — X'0pe)(divy ue () + divy ue(y)), Kp(z —y)WY X 6pdiv ue (),
and Kp(z —y)W7 }fx’pjdiv uc(x) belong to Lj , by similar arguments as for the first term.
Third, we note that D, j, is smooth and belongs to L*°. Hence, Kj(z — y)D, »x makes
sense since x(dp) € LL. One may check easily that p'Tlu. € L' for 74 > 3d/(d + 2)
and thus Kj(z — y)Com, pXx € L}v,y' Lastly, div,(xue(z)) € W= for some r > 1 and

Kp(x —y) WY e WL where 1 is the Holder conjugate exponent of . Therefore, the
terms K, (z — y)W23Y div, (xue () and Kp(x —y)W.Y divy(xue(y)) make sense. Using the
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product rule, we further rewrite (4.11) as
0Kz — )W (0p.)) = — div,, (@) Kz — y) WX ) = divy (u(y) Kn(x — )W)
0 () Vo K (@ — 9) WP — Kn(w — y)Dex + Kn(w — y)Come py

. 1 i '
+ Kp(z — y)W2¥ (x — X'0pe)divy ue(z) + §Kh(x - y)We’fx'épEdlv ue ()

g,

1
— —Kp(x — y)Wm”,f’X,ﬁEédiv ue (),

2 €
which could be justified similarly as the equation (4.11). Integrating the time derivative of
Tho,e(t) from O to t gives (4.3), concluding the proof. O

4.2. A bound for I. In this subsection, we estimate the terms I; in the following
lemma.

LEMMA 4.2. Let I be given by (4.4). Under the assumptions in Lemma 4.1, the estimate
I < C|log ho|*? + CA~D,
holds with the penalization D1 defined by

t 1 dh
D, = )\/ /h y Kp(x — y)(Kp * (M|Vue| + | pe|”)we) (z)x(dpe) da;dyfds (4.12)
0 o JT

fort < T, where T can be any positive number and the constant C may depend on time T.

PRrROOF. We first recall
t 1 dh
I = / / due Vo Ky — y)W2x(9p) da:dyids.
0 Jho JT2d

By Lemma 3.2, it follows
|0ue ()| = ue(@) — ue(y)| < & = Yl(Dp—yue () + Dipyu=(y)),

with Dpu.(x) given by

1 |Vue(x + 2)|
Dhua(l') = E /|Z|<h ’Z‘T dz.

Hence, in view of (3.1), we obtain
t 1 - dh
L S / / Knp(z — y)(D)g—yue(r) + D‘x_y‘ua(y))We’};yx(dpa) dxdyfds
0 Jhg JT2d

t 1 dh
= 2/ / K (@ = y)(Dyg—y|ue(2) + Dip—yjue(y))we px(Ope) dudy—~ds
0 Jho JT2d

where we used symmetry in x and y of the integral bound in the last step. Since we only
have

uellpze S 1 and |l prare S 1
we can not expect the last integral to be much smaller than

1
/ Kh@ = |log ho|.
ho N

It
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Instead, we use the penalty defined in (3.6) to absorb the main contribution of I; and prove
the remainder is of the size of |log hg|'/2. In order to proceed, we rewrite

t 1 N dh
L[ B = D yuc(o) + Doyl (B dady G ds
0 Jho JT2d
t 1 dh
- / / K@ — ) (Dl yjti=(y) — Dipyjte (2))Z X (0p2) dady " ds
0 hO T2d h

t pl dh
+2 / / En (@ = y)Dg—yjue (@) we p x(Ope) dody—-ds
0 Jho JT2d
=111+ 112. (4.13)

To estimate the term I 1, we change the variable to arrive at

t 1 dh
b= [ [ Kl = ) (D yjl) = Dyl (o) dody s
0 Jho JT2d

t pl
dh
— [ [ ] B Drueto ~ 2) - Djuco)ut o) dwdz G ds.
0 Jho JT2d
From Proposition 3.7, we know 0 < w. < 1, which implies

nge,hgl

for any h > 0 since ||K}p||;1 = 1. By Holder’s inequality, Lemma 3.5, we obtain

t pl dh
/ / Kn(2)(Dpzue(r — z) — D‘Z‘ug(az))wghpiﬂ(x) dx dzfds
0 Jho JT2d
t 1 dh
S [ ] Ka@Dueta = 2) = Dyucla)luz =5 ds
0 Jho JTd
< |log ho"? e 2411

While for the second integral I o, it is not in a form to which we could directly apply
Lemma 3.5. Instead, we rewrite it as

t 1 dh
ha=2 [ [ [ Ko=) Ki(o— ) (Dpyuele) — Diamyuee)w (B dady G ds
0 Jho JT3d
t 1 dh
[ [ B = e = D) (0p.) do dy 25 ds
0 ho T3d h
t 1 dh
< [ [ Ko = Ko = 2)(Dlayjueti) = Dy win(Gpe) dedyd= s
0 Jho JT3d

t 1 dh
e / | L, Knla = )Rl = )0 (Fuo) (@i x(Gpe) dady = ds
0 h() T3d h
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where we used Lemma 3.3 in the last step. By Lemma 3.5 and the uniform boundedness of
pe in LYot we further get

t 1 dh
[ [ B = 9Kl = 2D yueta)  Diemyjue(e))wdx(6p:) do dy a5 ds
0 Jho JT3d

t 1 dh
S [ [ ]L E@EEIDy el - 2) = Dlyucte)] 2z dyd= ds
0 Jho JT2d

< Jlog ho|Y?||uel| 21 - (4.14)
Collecting the estimates of I; ; with I o and applying them to (4.13) gives

nshoen 4 [ [ [ Kae K - 90T ope) do gz
o T (4.15)
where the last integral could be bounded by CA~'D; and the proof is completed. g
4.3. An estimate for I,. We denote
D(x) = |divuc|(x) + |Lc * P|(x) + || ()
and the estimate for I is provided in the lemma below.

LEMMA 4.3. Let I be as in (4.5). Under the assumptions in Lemma 4.1, then we have
that

12 < C| log h0|9 — 2D1 — 2D2
holds for some 1 > 6 > 0 with the penalization Dy defined in (4.12) and Dy given by

t 1 dh
Do=A [ [ [ Knle ) K« Do (0)x(Gp) dady s (4.10)
0 Jho JT2d

fort < T, where T can be any positive number and the constant C may depend on time T.

PRrROOF. The term Is is negative and helps us in controlling other terms. We pull out
the penalization terms D; with Dy and the error is bounded by C|log ho\l/ 2. To be more
specific, we have

o @ dh
= / / Kn(z — y)Da 7}ZLIX((SPE) d:Eddes
0 Jho JT2d s

t 1 dh
=3 [ Ko~ o) o (T wcl+ Tpl ) ) (B dady G- ds
0 Jho JT2d

t 1 dh
1 / / K — ) (B e (R = D) (e)x(0pe) dady . ds
0 Jho JT2d

By the symmetry in z and y of the above expression, we further get

t rl dh
=2 [ [ [ Ko )0 (1190l + o) @) 60c) dody s
0 Jho JT2d

t pl dh
- 2/\/ / Kp(z — y)(Kp * (Kp * Dw)(x)x(dpe) d:ndyfds
0 Jho JT2d
= 2D+ 1Iz;. (4.17)
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We extract the second penalization Dy from I as
t 1 dh
Iy = —2) / / K = y) K 5 Dl ()X (9pe) didy S ds
0 Jho JT2d

t pl dh
+ 2)\/ / Kp(z —vy) (Kh * D(x)we p(x) — Kp * (K, * Dwe)(:n))x(é,oe) dxdy—ds.
0 hO T2d h

Noting we p(z) = Kp xw.(z), in view of (3.12), we may bound the last commutator integral
in the above equality by

C|log hol’
for some 1 > 6 > 0. Therefore, we arrive at
Iy1 < —2D3 + C|log hol®.
Hence, from (4.17) we get
Iy < —2D; — 2Dy + C|log ho|® (4.18)

concluding the proof. O

4.4. Treatment of I3. We bound the term I3 in this subsection.

LEMMA 4.4. Let I3 be given by (4.6). Under the assumptions in Lemma 4.1, the estimate

I < C|log ho|*? — CA™'Dy

holds with the penalization Dy defined by (4.12) for t < T, where T can be any positive
number and the implicit constant may depend on time T'.

PROOF. In view of (3.9), we may write I3 as

t 1
I3 = / / Kp(x —y)Com?x(dp:) d:Edy@ds
0 ho JT2d ’ h

t 1
— / / Kn(x = y) ([ue, Knx|Vwe (@) + [ue-, Kp*|Vwe (y)) x(pe) dxdy%ds
0 ho T2d

t 1 dh
5 / / K = y)luer, K] Vewe (o) (5p2) dardy S ds
0 Jho JT2d

where we used the symmetry in x and y in the last step. Expanding the commutator and
using the identity
ue - Vwe(z) = div(uewe(z)) — div(ugs )we (),

we arrive at
t 1 dh
I3 :2/ / Kp(x —y)(ul - VEKp(z — z)wZ — uZ - VEKp(x — 2)w?)x(0p:) dz dy dz—ds
0 h() T3d h
t 1 dh
w2 [ [ Ko - )i @v ) @)x(Gp.) dady G ds
0 ho T2d h
t 1 dh
= [ [ [ Ko )f ) V(@ - 2)uix(Gp.) dadyds G ds
0 Jho JT3d

t 1 dh
+2 / / Kn(a — y) K # (divucew.) (2)x(5p.) dedy“ds
0 hO T2d h
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where the second integral in the last equality of the above expression is bounded by CA~'D;
since

| divue| < |Vue| < M|Vug|.

By Lemma 3.2 and the inequality (3.1), the first integral is estimated as
t 1 dh
[ [ Ete =tz = ) VEe — 2puix(0p) do dy =5 ds
0 Jho JT3d

t 1
S LB = Do) + D)

dh
X [(x — 2) - VKp(z — 2)|wZx(dpe) dx dy dzids

t rl dh
5 / / Kh(x - y)Kh(x - Z)‘DIx—z\ua(x) - D|x—z\u6(z)’w§X(5pa) dux dy dZTdS
0 Jho JT3d

t 1 dh
+ 2/ / Kn(z — y)Kp(r — 2) D)y ue (2)wix(0pe) dr dy dz——ds  (4.19)
0 ho T3d h

where the second integral in the last inequality is bounded by CA~'D; by Lemma 3.3. By
the definition of y in (4.1), we change the variable to get

t 1 dh
[ [ B = 9Eue = D juele) - Dia-sue (i x(Gp.) dady =G ds
0 Jho JT3d

= [ [ ] @B EDuee) - Digucte = 2z~ x(07 = ) oy d=Gds
0 Jho JT3d

t ol
< / / Kn(y)Kn(2)|Dpyjus(x) — Dpyue(r — 2)|wi ™7
0 Jho JT3d
h
x (ptt (@) + pi Tz — 2)) dz dy dz%ds,

from where by Holder’s inequality and Lemma 3.5 we obtain a further bound of the above
integral

t pl
dh
| [ ] 5@ m@ID. i) - Dauets - 2)lzz d=dy-ds
0 Jho JT¢ h
< 1og ho| "2 luc || 2a S [1og hol*?.
Collecting the estimates for the two terms in (4.19), we arrive at

I3 < C|log ho|"/? + CA™'D, (4.20)
proving the lemma. O
4.5. Pressure term. In this section, we treat the terms involving the pressure. Actu-

ally the pressure term appears in both I, and I5 in slightly different forms. We introduce
an abstract function to give the estimate in a more general form and the corresponding
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bounds in terms Iy and I5 follow easily. We define the following integral

1
log 2

Ip=—

/ot / /h | K =K = 9)f @y Pwei(@)

h /
X (Ler x P(x) — Lo % P(y)) dz dy dg% Ci—elds (4.21)

and establish the estimate of Ip in the Lemma 4.5 below.

In the estimate of the first three terms I, I, and I3, the argument is still true even if
we replace the mollifying kernel £, by L., i.e., we may have an upper bound point-wise in
€. The kernel L. is only necessary in the treatment of the pressure term. In fact for the
pressure term, it is very difficult to obtain an estimate uniform in ¢ (using the mollifier L.)
since when ¢ is relatively big compared to hg, the error term Diff defined by (4.26) is out
of control because L. * P can not approximate P precisely enough. Therefore, instead of
consider a L2 topology, we consider Ll(de/e). In order to treat the term Ip, we need to
study two cases separately, i.e., h < ¢’ and & < h. The case h < ¢’ is easy. We bound the
term §(Lg x P) by the Holder norm of L./, which is under our control since &’ is relatively
big. For the case ¢ < h, it is much more difficult. Roughly speaking, we use the fact that
the smoothing effect of K}, is dominant since the scaling of L., is smaller. Therefore, we
treat L., * P as an approximation of P which is bounded by P in any LP for p € [1, o0] such
that P € LP. The main difficulty of executing this idea is that we can not control L./ x P
directly with our penalization. Instead, we need to consider the quantity L. * (w’P) for
some 0 > 0 (see (4.25)). Hence, we have to control commutator between the weight function
and the convolution with L. to close the estimate.

LEMMA 4.5. Let Ip be defined by (4.21) and (ps,us) be a sequence of solutions to the
system (2.1)-(2.2) satisfying the bound (2.4) with var > max(2sg, s7,3d/(d + 2)) where s

and s} are the Holder conjugate exponent of so and sy respectively. Assume the pressure P
satisfies (1.7), (1.8), (1.11), and (1.12). Let f(z,y,y) be such that

|f(x,x —y,z — )| < CX (0p(2,9)p=(x,y) + X' (0p:(x,9))Pe (2, 7). (4.22)

Let ry, be defined as in (1.12). We have

2e dE/ 0 t 3D3
‘[P’ <C+C Tmax(ho,e’) llog(ho)le +C Thoﬁ(s) dS+C}‘_1D2+ Q
(ho,e") "2 ]
€ 0
with Do given by (4.16) and D3 by
t . - dh
Do=n(1+0) [ [ [ Knlw - W@ )o @) dedy s, (423)
0 ho J T2 ’ h

for some0<0,0<80 <1, andt <T, where T can be any positive number and the implicit
constant may depend on time T'.
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PRrROOF. Here we give a uniform estimate in ¢ of this term, which may be divided into

two cases: ¢ < h and ¢’ > h:

t 2e 1 dh dE
/ / / Kp(z — y)Kp(z — y) fwe p(x)0(Ler * P) da;dydyi—ds
0 Je ho JT3d e

Ip = —
P log 2

1 t 2e 1
" T log2 /0 / /h /ng<1e'>h + 1ocp) Kn(x — y)Kp (2 — ) fwe ()
€ 0

X 8(L. * P)dx dy dy%d—gds

:Ib+[s

where [, and I, are corresponding to the integrals with characteristic functions 1./>5 and
1./} in them respectively. As we see below, the term I is easier to treat since in this
case the Kj, is the mollifier playing the key role, which is more consistent with the whole
compactness argument. While for term I, we need to take the advantage of regularity
of the weight function to generate an extra small factor (¢/)?, which help us control the
singularity of K} around the origin. First we rewrite I as

2e dh dE

1E’ZhKh($ —y)Kp(x — g)fwa,h(:n)& e * P)dx dy dyi €—d5

ho

d
2¢  pmax(ho,e’)
- ‘/ / / Ki(z = 9)Kn(x = D) fwen(@)P(t. 2 p:(2)
og 2 ho T4d
dh de’

T3

(Le(x —2) = Lo (y — 2)) de dy dydzf—ds
2e  prmax(hog,e)
1 ‘/ / / / Kyn(y)EKn@) f(z, 2 —y,x — Y)we n(2)P(t, 2, pe(2))
og 2 ho Tad
(Ler(x —2) — Lo (z —y — 2)) da dy dydzd—hh d—eds

Due to the smoothness of L./, we have the uniform bound in x — z

Lule=2)~Low—y—2) < 2

with 1 > 6 > 0. By (1.7) and (1.8), we get
/w Pt 7 pe(2)) dz < /T R(t,2) + ©1(2) + pP(2)dz S 1
since 74t > p. Therefore, by (4.22), using the uniform integrability of p. and the fact that
”Kh”Ll =1,

we arrive at

2e  prmax(ho,e’) 0 dh de
e Kl 0y
€ ho Td h &

2¢  prmax(ho,e’) 1,0 /
s S55 s
c Jho e’ h €
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Next we treat the difficult term I;. Denoting € = max(ho,e’), by assumptions (1.11), we
obtain

t pr2e pl
‘[S‘ = C/O /E /5 T4d Kh(x N y)Kh(‘T - g)f(xv Y, g)we,h(x)Le’ (Z)‘pa(x — Z) - pa(y — Z)‘
(P2 Hw —2) +p27 Ny — 2)) dedy dgdz% dg—&;/ds
t 2 pl
+ C’/O /6 /€~ » Kn(z —y)Kp(z — 9) f(x,y, P)we n(x) L (2)(QE Y7

Dr—2 DYy—2z - dhde
+ (B + P pe(t, 2 — 2) = pe(t,y — 2)) de dy dydz~-—-ds
=151+ [572 + Is,3 (4.24)

where I 1 is the first integral with I o and I, 3 corresponding to the integrals containing
QL *Y"* and (P*~% + PY"*) respectively. For the sake of simplicity, we suppress the
constant C' in I 1, Is 2, and I, 3. By making constants in the following estimates bigger if
necessary, we may recover the bound for I;. The first integral I, ; is the most difficult one
among the three. In order to estimate this term, we need to use the penalization term D3
as well as the regularity of the weight function w, ;. To be more specific, we have

= [ [ [ o@m@s - - e

. ) _dhde!
pe(@ = 2) = pe(z —y = 2)| (p1 (@ — 2) + pL 7z —y — 2)) dw dy dydz— —-ds

h &
= _s,l + Diff

where we denoted using the notation in Subsection B.1

t pr2e 1
= [ [ L SR = = el @yl @ = )L (2
15 15

/
502 @ — 2, )2 (o — 2,) dody d= 0 s (4.25)

and

t p2e pl
vit= [ [ [ [ BwEu @ @2 = = 9l @)L ()50 @ = 2.0)

- /
X (wi;ll/%” (x) — wi;Ll/%” (z— 2))p2 Nz — 2,y) dz dy dz% i—fds. (4.26)
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As we see below, the term I, 5,1 is the leading order term and Diff is a perturbation of constant
size. Using Holder’s inequality, the term I, is bounded by

2e
/ / / / Kn(9) K@) | Lo 5 (19p=,9) |02~ gl

1 dh de'

|f(z, 2 —y,z — y)w_ Lart dydyf—ds

x|
2e
<C / / / / () Kn @107 (e, m)p2 (o)l 3o

1/'Yart dh‘ d€

< |I(IX [P (@, y) + X |p= (2, ) w, /) || yare dy dy—-—-ds

<c / / / / Kn(y) Kn(@)13p)7 (@, gyl 377 [ o

160) = @y w)p2 ™ ()l oo X 1P ) + X7, )0l e
_dh de’
dy dyi Fds (4.27)
where a1, ao, and o are given by
ar anr - 1 1 l
O[l:L Cyz:’yt’ O‘_l_w
Yart — 7Y Y — 1 Yart
We also require
Z’Yart =1+1
Using Young’s inequality, one further gets
B t 1 C L
fon < / | [ s (S [ 1o e ppwndo
ho JT2d n
1+l 'Ya'rt 1+1 'Ya'rt Ndh
|0pe| (@, y)p2 (2, 2)we py dx + 1—6 [ "7 (2, 9P (2, y)we p d | dy dy—~ds

C dh
- / [ Bt — el e ey s
n ho JT2d

/ / Ki(z —y)|dpe |t Va”wehdmdy@ds
ho T2d h

where we used || K}p||;1 = 1 and the last integral may be bounded by D3/8. Next we turn
to the term Diff. Noting

| |1_1/'Yar't

1—1/’)/117« 1— 1/'Yar
wep, (@) —w T (@ - )<CW’

g,
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we obtain
- 77 1/’Yart |Z|1_1/Fyart
lef</ / / / Kh Kh g)f(ﬂ? T—Y,r—y ) (:E)WLE/(Z)
- dhd
% |6pe(x — 2,9)|p (@ — 2, y) dz dy dz dyTE—EdS
- |21~/ are .
= C/ / T3d En()En(9) = hi—1/Yart Lo (2)|f(x,x —y, o — @w ”L;,Mt
- _dh de’
x [[16p= (2, )| pd 1(:E,Z/)HLW(’”.“ dy dz dyT? (4.28)

from where using (4.22) and Young’s inequality, by the uniform integrability of p. and
| Khll 2 =1, we further get

2e |1 1/'Yart dh d€
_ 1+l '\/art o
Diff < CV’I’]/ / / /W e 1/~/m dz/ Kp(z —y)|dpe] We,p, dxdy W ds
2e 1—1/vart dh d
LT L e
Td hi- 1/7‘"’5 h ¢
for a small parameter v > 0. For the second integral in the right side of the above inequality,
we have
% o e Lo adhd O F )\ ~Vert dh de' _ C
pa h1=1/7art 77 - h1 VR

Using ¢’ < h and choosing v sufficiently small, we arrive at

2e z 1- 1/'Yart i d€
Cvn/ / / / h|1 1/Yart dz/ Kp(z —y)|dpe| T p2ert V‘”’ffwshda:dyﬁ—ds
2 1 1/Yart dh d€
— 1+ Yart 'Yart anh ac
< OVT}/ / / A‘Qd hl 1/’)’a7“t h( y)|5p5| 'UJ;._« h dlUdy h dS

dh
< 16/ / / Kp(z —y)|6pe| T plert V“”wehdxdyfds

which may be bounded by D3/16. Therefore, we obtain

Ds
Diff < -
i C+ 6"

Next we turn to the treatment of the term I, 5. By changing the variables, we rewrite
it as

t 2e 1
18’2:/ / / [ K = ) = D), P (@) Lo ()QE2 (4.29)
0 Je 5
/
da;dydzd?jﬁd—gds
h &
t 2e 1
:/o/ / K@ (@2 = g, = Puen(a) La(2)QE =707 (130)
€ £
dh de’

dx dy dz dyfg—ds (4.31)
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In view of w, p(x) <1, we get

t pr2e pl 1/Yart dh de’'
Lo< [ [0 [ ] KR e~ = Dl @)L (2)Qu do dy s s

where Q. = Qf 7" Y77. Using (4.22), Holder’s inequality, and that ||L./||,: = 1, we arrive

at
2e 1/
Is < ////Khmmm —yw = P e

X /LE’(Z)QadZ . dydy @d_gds
Td L'Ya'rt h
2¢e ,
<q// //“Khzq W 7 ) + I e ) [
dh de’
HQII yH art yi_ds

where 7/,, is the Holder conjugate exponent of v,-+. By Young’s inequality, we further get
dh
Lo < / / (@ — )00 5T w, p dady S ds
8 ho T2d h

bt / dh
+ — / / Kp(x — y)|Q%* Y| Yart dedy—ds
N Jo Jne Jr2d h

where the first integral on the right side is bounded by D3/8. Using Holder’s inequalities,
the second integral may be estimated as

t 1
S e = i@z e sy s
nJo Jhy JT2 h

t pl (s1=Yare)/51
< ¢ (/ / Kp(x —y) dxdy@d8>
n 0 Jho JT2d h

t rl dh Yart/$1
X (/ / Kp(x —y)|Q2* Y™ dmdy—ds)
0 ho T2d h

with s1 — 4/,; > 0 since 44+ > s]. From (1.12), the above expression may be further
bounded by

2e I\ Yart/$1
C (/ Tgi—f) | log ho|(*1~are)/51
3

Therefore, we obtain

D 2¢e de’ Yart/51 ,
Is,2 < ?3 +C </ Tg—€/> |log h0|(sl_7art)/sl.
g
€
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We estimate the term I 3 next and rewrite it as

2¢e
/ / / T4th x—y)Kp(x —9)f(x,y,y)we p(x) Lo (2 )(p Px )
_dh de’

|pe(t, @ — 2) = pe(t,y — 2)| dx dy dz dy—~—-ds
t 2e 1 ~
w2 [ [ [ Knw - ) Knlo - 5y Dwen (o) Lo(2) P2
0 Je g JT4d
dhd
lpe(t,x — 2z) — pe(t,y — 2)| dr dy dz dyf—gds (4.32)

For the first term, we perform the change of variables and use Holder’s inequality to arrive
at

t 2e 1 B N
/0 / /~ o Bl = y) Kn(x —9) f(2,y, Pwe p(x) Ler (2) (PY™7 — PX77)
€ g
X |p€(t 5E_z) ,Og(t y—z)|d:ndydzdyd—:d—€ds

2e
1 ar 1 ar
<C// / » Kn(y)Kn(y Hlxlpe Ve (@, y) + X [prw /A”w,@’)‘LM

dh de’'
dy———-d
dy dy n & S
where we also used the bound w, p(x) < 1 and || Lo =1 for any ¢’ > 0. Using Young’s

inequality and Minkowsky’s inequality, we get a further bound for the above term

< || @2z op. e,

t N 1 ar dh dE
%/ / / / () I 177w n(@) [ 50 dy - S ds
- Tar dh de’
_/ / / Kn(y H 5Px,y )60z, y)] th ,h / .
Td ar E

The first integral in the above bound is bounded by D3/16. In order to estimate the second
integral, we introduce the truncation function

M (x,y) = d(p/M)d(p¥ /M)

where ¢ is a smooth function such that

1 0<s<1,
#(s) =<0, 5>2 : (4.33)
€ [0,1], otherwise
Then we have
2 Yere . dh de’
—_ m,y _
// / Tth HcSP oot || 5, dyT-—ds

% el M . dh de’
<C Kp(y)|0PHY[Yart 2" (z, 2 — y)|0pe(x, y)|Tart d:ndyﬁ—d
0 Je g JT2d

Tl Py |Ya HM dh de'
+ C/ / / / Kh(y)|5pg’y|7art(1 — ¢€ (;U’ xr — y))|5p€($’ y)r/art d:Edy——d
0 Je g JT2d i
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Applying Holder’s inequality and using (1.12), we bound the truncated term as

C e ~ / dh de’
LT mawlePr et s — el dody G S ds
nJo Je g JT2d

t 2e 1 'yart/so
< CMart / / / Kh(y)dxdy@d—eds
0 Je g JT2d h
2e ’Y{wt/SO
(/ / / Kn(y)| PP — P2 da dy@d—ads)
TZd

, , 2 del ’Yart/so
< CMart [log ho|' ™ Yart/50 / re— .
3

EJ
For the remainder term, (i.e., the term involving 1 — (bf:‘/[ ), we use the simple relation
({p(z) = M} {p(z) = M})* = {p(x) > M}*U{p(z) = M}*

to obtain

t o2l o - , dh de'
L[] L saspeopion = 68 o = )l p)ler dody G S-ds
0 Je g JT2d

2 1 S o dh de’'
< ; - K (y) [0 PV Yort (1 pesary + Lgpe—vsnry)[0pe (@, y)[Tort dwdyi—ds

By Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, we get

c [t r*Ert -, , dh de’'
— / / / Kp(y)|[6P2Yare(1 — ¢ (2,2 — y))|dpe (2, y)['or dedy——ds
nJo Je Jz Jr2a h ¢

t 2e 1
~ dh d
< / / / K ()| BV — B dudy —id
0 Je g JT2d h
dh de’

2e 1
K 1 . t SO’Y(’),Tt/(SO_'ytllrt)d d ——d
+/0 /a /E T2d h(y) G ZM}Pa( 7%) ey h &
<ty + M—('vart—smér-t/(so—vém)), log hol-

Note for v4r+ > 2s(), one can easily check that Vot — S0V, /(S0 — Vare) > 0. For the second
term in (4.32), we need to use the penalty function defined in (3.6). More specifically,

we need to extract an integral involving K} * P and estimate the remainder term with a
quantity converging to 0. To proceed, we rewrite this integral as

//26// Kn(y)Kn(y) f (z, x—y,x—@)wl/%”() /(2)Pr* 1/(1+l)( —2)

X |pe(t,x — 2) — pe(t,x — —Z)|dxdydzd—hhd—€ds
2e
v2 [ [ ] R@EG@ - e el @)
. dh de’
(w0 (@) = w0 (@ = 2) P o (b2 = 2) = pe(tir —y — 2) da dy do T —-ds

= I + Diffy.
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The treatment of I is slightly difficult. Similar to previous calculations in (4.27), we change
variable and use Holder’s inequality to obtain

t 2e 1 dh de
ol < [ [ ] Ko st dody s

_//%/ o ) PW(WM(W%@QWMmy d

The first term in the above inequality is bounded by D3/16. To estimate the second term,
we need to introduce Kj * G to use the penalty function:

t 2 rl N
g// / Kh(y)P€1+l(:E)wEh(:E)Xd:Edy@d_gds
T2d ; W

2e 1+ dh de’
<—//'/ () Kn(e) |Pee) = Bl = 2)| wep(@)xdedy = S ds
']I*Sd

2 ~ 140 dh de’'
+ — Kp(y)Kn(2)| Pe| (2 — 2)we n()x da dy dz—-—-ds
nJo Je g JT3d h

where the last term may be bounded by CA~'Dy with CA~! being arbitrarily small provided
A is sufficiently large. By Holder we bound the first term as

* 141 dh de'
_/ / / Kn(y)Kn(2) ( ) — P(x—z)‘ w&h( )dedydzi—ds
T3d
2e _ _ 141
< C/ / / Ky (y)Kn(2) ||| Pe(x) — Pe(x — z)‘
0 Je g JT2d 50/(1+l)
dh de’
X HXH S0/(80 (1+1)) dZdyT_dS

Note that for v, > 2s;, we always have so(1+1)/(so — (1 +1)) < 7art. Hence, we get
HXHL;O/(SO*(HI)) <C.

Therefore, we have a further bound

C 2 1+ dh de’
//'/ K Kn() | Pow) = Pole = 2)| wep(@)x dody d= 5 S
T3d
2 ~ ~ 14+ dhde'
< K P — Pz - —=
_C/O /E /g » h(z) () — P:(x Z)‘Lio T ds

2 g\ (HHD/50
§C</ Téy) | log fg 0=/,
3
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By Hélder’s inequality, the Diff; term is estimated similarly to (4.28) as

2¢e
Diff; < —/ / / Kn(y)xpl we p(z )dl’dy%d—sd
16 o h

- 1/(1+10)
1+l
+C/ / / T2d Knly Hp ‘ s0/(so=(1+D) Lo (2 )<h>
T—2 dh dE
X H|Pa |1+l‘ o/ dy dz— N —ds

2 1/(1+1) dh d¢'
20T e <
_16D3+C’// / KL ()(h) dy dz5- = ds_16D3+C

provided 74+ > 2s{,. Collecting all the estimates of I 5,15 Is2, with I, 3 and optimizing in M
concludes the proof. O

4.6. Term I4. Before giving the bound for the integral terms I and I5, we intro-
duce the following lemma needed for the treatment of the effective viscous flux F =
A7 div(0;(peue) + div(pu: ® ue)). We refer the readers to [4] for a proof of this result.

LEMMA 4.6. Let F' be the effective viscous flux introduced above. Assume that (pe,u.)
is a solution of the system (2.6)—(2.7) satisfying the bound (2.4) with Vet > d/2. Suppose
that ® € L>([0,T] x T?%) and that

/Td Kp(z —y)®(t,z,y) dyH

WL1(0,T;W, 11 (Td))

< o0,

4| [ Knla - )@t a)do
T WLL(0,T;W, 1 (T4))

then there exists 6 > 0 such that

/0 [ Bl = 0)@(t2.) (F (1) = F(t.y) de dy di

S W (Co + ||| oo (0,7 xT20))
holds, where the implicit constant in < is independent of €.

Next we estimate I4 in the lemma below. We use 8 to denote a parameter between 0
and 1 which may be different from line to line.

LEMMA 4.7. Let I be defined by (4.7). Under the assumptions of Lemma 4.5, it follows

2e de’ g t 7D3
I4 < c+C (/ rmax(hg,a’)?) |10g(h0)|‘9 + C/ Th(),a(s) ds — D1 D2 - T
€ 0

with Dy, Do, and D3 given by (4.12), (4.16), and (4.23) respectively. Here0 < ,0 < 6 < 1,
and t < T, where T can be any positive number and the implicit constant may depend on
time T.

Proor. We first recall

1 t 1
Iy=—- / / Kp(z — y)W2¥X' 08 (div u. ) (z) d:z:dy%ds.
2 ho JT24 ’ h
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We proceed by getting a representation formula for div u. from (2.7)
divue =nplt + L« P+ F (4.34)
where F' is the effective viscous flux:
F = A1 div F(0y(peue) + div(peue @ ue)).

Then the term 14 may be rewritten as

1 t 1 dh
Ii=—3 / / Kn(z —y)WIXPo(npdrt + Lo+ P + F)(x) drdy—=ds
0 Jho JT2d
=141+ 14+ 143

with Iy 1, 1492, and I4 3 being the integrals corresponding to the three terms in the paren-
theses of the above formula. Noting that

nx'P=0(p2et) = X P(pe(x) — pe(y)) (p2 () + p2om ™ (y)
= (L + D)x(6pe)pz(p2e ™ (@) + p2er = (y))

x(
> (14 )x(dpe)ple

we arrive at
torl " — dh
Iy < —n(1+1) / / K — )W (0p. 7 (o) dedy 5 ds (4.35)
0 Jhg JT2d ’

which serves as a penalization. To bound the term 142, we rewrite it as
1 [t [t oy dh

Iig=—5 Kp(z —y)WIX'p0(Le * P)(x) dedy——ds
’ 2 0 ho T2d ’ h

t 1 N N
- / / Kn(z — y) Kp(z = D)wzx'pe0(Le » P) (@) du dy dj—-ds.
0 Jho JT3d

Let f(x,y,7) = X' (dp(z, x—y))pe (x, x—y), then it is straightforward to check that f satisfies
the condition (4.22). Appealing to the Lemma 4.5, we arrive at

dE/ 3D3

2e 0 t
[I10] < C+C (/ rmax(hg,a’)?) | log(ho)|? + C'/O Thoe(s)ds + CA™'Dy + =
€

Finally, we deal with the effective viscous flux term I, 3, which is rewritten as

1 t 1 . dh
Iy3 = ~3 / / / PM K, (v — y)WafxlﬁéF(x) da;dyﬁds
0 Jho J12d

t pl
_ %/ / / (1= M Kn(z —y) W)X poF (x) d;pdyd_:ds, (4.36)
0 Jho JT2d
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For the second integral, we use the uniform integrability of p. and divu,. to obtain

1 — oMKy (x — )WY POF (z dmdy@ds
€ e,h h

hO ']I*Qd
T dh
(1= 62 K ()W X POF (2) dudy S ds
h() T2d
< M. = dh
~ Kh(y)H(]‘ - ¢€ )X pHLP/(P*War't)HéF(x)”LP/'Yart ddeS
0 Jho JTd r ®
< |log ho|M~*

with some 1 > 60 > 0 and p = Yart + 27art/d — 1 — 1/ g for a sufficiently large constant Ag.
Note here (1+1)p/(p — Vart) < YVart since we require 4+ > 2+ d. While for the first integral
n (4.36), we need to use Lemma 4.6 with

® = Wiix'po?.

Obviously we have that |®| e < M. In view of the system (2.6)-(2.7), we get an
equation for ® as

where D, is the penalization introduced in (3.6) and fe,% are polynomials of p, we, ¢,
and derivatives of ¢ for i = 1,2,3,4. Noting that
£ e S MM for i = 1,2,3,4,

it is not difficult to get that
Cop S Ml-H

where Cg is defined in Lemma 4.6. Hence Lemma 4.6 implies

MKy, (x — y)W. théF(l‘)d$dyd—]ild8 < M

ho T2d

Optimizing the bound in M gives
Iz < |log hol’

for some 0 < 6 < 1. The proof is concluded by collecting the estimates for I, 1, 142, and
Iys. O

4.7. Term I5. We give the estimate for I5 in this subsection.

LEMMA 4.8. Let I5 be defined by (4.8). Under the assumptions in Lemma 4.5, we have
2e N

d D

I5§C—|-C</ Tmax(ho,e’) €> | log(ho) |9—|—C/ Thoa s)ds +C\~ 1D2_|_ 23

€

with Dy and D3 given by (4.16) and (4.23) respectively, for some 0 < 6, 0 < 0 < 1, and

t < T, where T can be any positive number and the implicit constant may depend on time
T.
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Proor. We recall
tort vy N dh
I; = Kh(x—y)W&h X~ 5X dp | divy ue(x) d:z:dyfds.
0 Jho JT2d

By the definition of y in (4.1), the term I5 may be rewritten as

1—1 [t gt S — dh
Iy = — Kp(x — y)W2xdiv, ue (z) dedy—ds
2 0 Jho JT2d ’ h

11t ) "
= / / Kn(x = y)WIIX (Party(pe(2)) + Le * P(x) + F(x)) da:dyfds
0 Jho JT2d

=1I51+ I52 + I5 3.

Note that since Py p(p) < CpYert, the term I5; may be absorbed by the term Dj/2
in (4.23). Next we treat I52 as

1—1 [t ! dh
ha=g [ [ [ Fnle = w0 (Le Pla) + Lo Ply) dady G ds
0 Jho JT2d
t 1 dh
—=0 [ [ [ Eule = pun@x(En)Le « Pla) dudy S ds
0 Jho JT2d

Lt dh
R / / Kn(@ = y)we pn(2)x(3p)8(Lz  P)(x) dwdy——ds.
0 h() ']1*2d

Since the second integral in the right side of the last equality is already estimated in I, we
only need to consider the first integral. We need to use the penalization Dy defined in (4.16)
to control the main contribution of this term. Note

Lt dh
[ [ Ente = wena(@n L. « Pla) dady S ds
0 Jho JT2d
t 1 dh
- / / K — y)Kn(@ — 2)w. p(@)x(0p) Lo * P(x) dw dy d="ds
0 hO T3d h
t 1 dh
- / / Ko = ) K& = 2w pe)x(0p) (Lo # P(x) — L P(2)) di dy d= ds
0 Jhg JT3d

t 1 dh
+ / / Ky (z — y)Kp(x — 2)we p(x)x(6p) Le * P(z) dx dy dz—ds
0 ho T3d h

where the last integral is bounded by CA~!D,. We switch variables to rewrite the first
integral as

t ol
/ / - Kn(x — y)Kn(x — 2)we 5 (2) X (0p)(Le * P(x) — Le x P(2)) dz dy dzd—}?ds
0 Jho JT3d

¢ el
_ /0 /h » Ki(z — y)Kp(z — g)we p(z)x(0p(x, 2 — §))(Le * P(x) — Lo * P(y))

dx dy dg%ds.
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Let f(z,y,y) = x(dp(x,z—7)), then it is easy to check that (4.22) holds. Using Lemma 4.5,
we arrive at

¢ 1
/0 /h » Kp(z — y)Kp(z — g we n(z)x (0p(x, 2 — §))(Le * P(x) — Lo * P(y))

h
dx dy dﬂ%ds

3D3

2e de’ 6 t
<C+C </ Tmax(hg,a’)?) Hog(h())’e + C/ Tho,s(s) ds + C)\_lDQ + T
€ 0

At last, we treat the effective viscous flux term as
t 1 B dh
Is3=(1- l)/ / Kp(x — y)wZ ,xF(z) dxdyfds
0 Jho JT2d
t 1 dh
—- [ [ Kl - gut(F ) - Fle) dedyds
0 Jho JT2d

t 1
+2(1-1) / / Kp(x — y)w? ,xF () d:z:dy@ds.
0 Jho JT2d ’ h

Note that the first integral is already treated in I42, and we now deal with the second
integral as

t 1 dh
/ / (o — gt xF(x) dedy St ds
0 Jho JT2d ’ h
e dh
= [ [ [ e = w)EKnte - ut(Fo) - F) dody s ds
0 Jho JT3d ’ h

t ol
dh
+// Kp(x —y)Kp(x — 2)wl , xF(z) de dy dz—ds.
0 Jho J13d ’ h

For the first integral, by similar argument as in the treatment of I, 3, we arrive at

t ol
/ / Kin(x — y)Kp(z — 2)w” ), x(F(z) — A divE(2)) dz dy dz@ds
0 Jho JT3d ’ h
< [log hol’

for some 0 < # < 1. While for the second integral, we use the formula (4.34) to obtain
t 1 dh
/ / Kp(x —y)Kp(x — 2)ws ,xF(z) de dy dz—ds
0 Jho JT3d ’ h

t 1
. dh
<[] Kl = wEn(e = 2yt (600 dive|(z) do dy a5 ds
0 Jho JT3d

which is bounded by CA~'D,. Collecting all the estimate and optimizing in M concludes
the proof. O

4.8. Compactness argument.

PrROOF OF THEOREM 2.2. Collecting the estimates from Lemmas 4.1, 4.2-4.4, and 4.7—
4.8, choosing A sufficiently large, and dropping the extra penalization D, D5, and D3, we
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have .
Ty () < Thya(0) + C / Tho o(s) ds + | log hol’
for some 0 < # < 1. A Gronwall inequality im(I))lies
The(t) < €T og hol’

for t < T. Recalling the definition of T}, ., in order to get the compactness of the solution
pe, we need to get rid of the weight function. Note that

/ Ko (@ — y)x(6p2) ddy = / Ko (& — 9)X(0p:)Lug, <Ly <, drdy

+ /W Ko (x = y)x(6p) (1 = Luz , <nlyy, <p) dady

where 1 > 0 is a big parameter depending on hg to be chosen later. For the first integral,
in view of (3.11), we have

/ Ko (z = y)x(0pe)Luz , <nlyy , <, dxdy

/ Kho(z — 9)pt () Luz , <y dudy + /T Kooz =)o W)y, < drdy

1+l |log hy
< pe " (2) 1wz, <pdaflog ho| S
S e

for some 0 < o < 1. For the second integral, we use T}, . to get

1 1
/ ]Cho T = ((5,05)( - 1w§’h§n1w3h§n) dmdy < ;Thoﬁ(t) S.z ;‘ lOg hO’e‘
By choosing ) = | log hg|, we arrive at
| log hy|
K — 0p:)dedy < ———
T2d hO(‘T ) ( pE) x N 1 g’logho‘
which implies the compactness of the solution p. by Lemma 3.1. O

Appendix A. Proof of Theorems 2.3 and 2.1

A.1. Proof of Th. 2.3. The proof is performed by taking several consecutive limits,
first 71 — 0, then 7y — 0 till the last limit n,, — 0. The generic step is hence, once we
already have n; = --- =n; = 0, to pass to the limit 7,11 — 0. For this reason, we introduce
the notation p,;, u,; which is obtained by taking the first i — 1 weak limits 7; — 0,
n;—1 — 0. More precisely, after extracting subsequences, we have that p,1 = p;, up1 = uy
and

Pnyi+1 = W — 77121§0 Pnyis Uni+l = W — 111§0 Un,i-
The final solution that we will obtain is simply p = pym+1, % = Uy m+1 Which is independent
of all n;. Assuming that p, ; is a weak solution to the system

Oepn; + div(py, up,) =0,

at(pm' um) + diV(pni Uy, @ um) - Aum + V(i P;;:m T4 P;;:m ™+ P(t,x, Pm)) =0,
(A1)

then we have to show that p, ;41 solves the same system with n; = 0.
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Step 1: Basic energy inequality for py, u,. We observe that p,, u, solves (A.1) directly
from Theorem 2.1. However the a priori estimates provided by Theorem 2.1 are not uni-
form in 1 so that our first step consists in deriving such estimate starting from the energy
inequality (2.5).

The first point is to pass to the limit as € — 0 in (2.5). Of course the left-hand side is
convex in pg ,, Uey so it handled in the usual manner. We have that div ., is uniformly
bounded in Lgm so divug, — divuy, in w — Lim.

On the other hand by (1.7)-(1.8), we have that |P(t,z, p. )] < R+ ©1 + C pt,, with
p<~v+ 277 —1land R+ 0, € L{, with ¢ > 2. By Theorem 2.1, we have that p., € L{%"
uniformly in € for any part < Yart +2Yart/d—1. Observe that 2 (y+ %7 -1 <2+ 477 -1<
Yart + 2Yart/d — 1 since 2y < 744. This is the first place where the assumption 2y < 7,4
is critical.

Hence P(t,z, pe ) is uniformly bounded in € in Lg’x for some g > 2. By the compactness
of pe, provided by Theorem 2.2, we obtain that P(t,x, ) — P(t,x, py) strongly in L7 .

Therefore this provides a solution p;;, u, to the system (2.6)-(2.7) with, for a fized n,
the bounds p, € L{°Li™, p,; € Ly, for any p < Yart + 27art/d — 1, uy € L?H}, and the
basic energy inequality

Yart,1 Yart,m
Pyt ) Py (@) 2
o 5% g B (4, 3) [uy (t, ) [2) do
/’]Td(nl Yart,n — 1 m Yart;m — 1 pn( )‘ 7]( )‘ )
t t
—I—// |Vun(8,:n)|2dxd8§/ divu, Pdxds
0 JTd 0 JTd

0 Yart,1 0 Yart,m
P A(t,x p m(t,x
/ (771 ( 5,?7) ( ) n ( 5,17) ( )
Td

Yart,1 — 1 o " Yart,m — 1

+ 2, (t,7) Iug,n(t,:v)IQ) dz.
(A.2)

Step 2: Modified energy inequality. Our next step is to work with (A.2) to obtain a form
that is more suitable to the derivation of a priori estimates.

We recall that & = p,, (|uy|?/2 + eo(py)) with eo(t, z, p) = pp'ref Py(t,z,s)/s%ds.

We have that

d

5/ pneo(tyx,pn)de/ (Pn0ieo(pn) + Py un - Vaeo(py)) dx
Td Td
+ /Td div uy,(py eo(py) — Py 9p(pyeo(py))) da.

From the definition of ey, we get that
d
E/ pneo(t, @, py) do = / (Pn0ieo(pn) + Py un - Vaeo(py)) dx
T T

— /]l‘d div uy, Po(py) d.

Note that from (1.8), (1.9), (1.10), we have that for a fixed , Py € L? while p,d;e0(py) € Lt ,

and p, Vzeo(py) € L? L2+ o4 that Py Uy - Vaeo(pn) € L;x as well. Therefore all terms
make sense and this is again due to the assumption v+ > 27.
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Adding this to (A.2) yields the more precise energy inequality

Yart,1 Yart,m t
/ (Eo(pysup) +m Ll +. 40, L)dw + / / |V, (s, ) da ds
Td Yart,1 — Yart,m — 1 0o JTd

< /0 /1rd divy uy (s, z) (P(s,z, py(s,2)) — Po(s, @, py(s,x))) ds dx

t
" /0 /]I‘d(pn Areo(pn) + pntn - Vaeo(py)) dz ds

0 YYart,1 0 \Yart,m
P A(t, @ p m(t,x
/ <771 ( 5,?7) ( ) n ( 5,77) ( )
d

+ & (P2, ud) | de,
Yart,1 — 1 " Yart,m — 1 0(/077 77))

which we will use to obtain our a priori estimates.

Step 3: A priori estimates on py, uy. From (A.3), we first observe that from (1.7) since
7 <7/2

/0 /Td divy uy (s, z) (P(s,z, py(s,x)) — Po(s,x, py(s,x)))dsdx < C

1 t t
+ — / / |V, (s,z)|* deds + C / / lpn(s,2)|7 dz ds.
4 0 JTd o Jrd

Similarly by (1.9)-(1.10), we can bound
t
| [ @calon) + sy ool o s

t t
<C+ E / / \Vauy,(s,z)|* deds + C / / lpn(s,2)|7 dz ds.
4 Jo Jra 0 Jrd

By (1.8), we hence obtain that

p;]}/ pgart,l p;{art,m ‘un ‘2 1 t 5
Py P dr + - YV, (s, 2)[% dz d
/]l'd(c m 7art,1_1+ +nm’7art,m_1+pn 2 ) x+2 /0 /]Td’ un(s ‘T)’ nee

t
§C+C// lpn(s,z)|7 dz ds.
0 J1d

By Gronwall’s lemma, we deduce the first main estimate on p, and u,, for some constant
C independent of n

Y Yart,1 Yart,m 2
(7
/d(%7 +77177p" — +---+77m7p" — +pn| ;" )dz < Ce“,
T art,1 art,m (A4)

t
// |V, (s, z)|? deds < C el
0 J1d

Those estimates are convex in p, and u,. Hence by the definition of the p,;, u,;, we
trivially have as well that

y Yart,i Yart,m 2
/ o Loy, Lo Ll g o0,
Td C Yarti — 1 Yart,m — 1 2 (A 5)

t
// (Vuyi(s,z)|* deds < C el
0 Jrd ’
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When considering the limit 7; — 0 on p,;, wu,;, we have that n;;11,...,7, > 0. We hence
have all the bounds needed to apply Lemma 2.4 with S = P — Py, 70 = Yarty+1 and
1/p =1+ 1/vartiv1 — 2/d or Yartit1/P* = 2Yart,i+1/d — 1. This lets us obtain our last a
priori estimate

T
Sup/ /Td Pi(tsx) drdt <00, Vg <Yartit1 +2%artit1/d — 1. (A.6)
i JO

Step 4: Passing to the limit. Equipped with those bounds, we have the weakly converging
subsequences as 1; — 0: py; — pyi+1 inw— LL™ and w — L}, for any q < Yartit1+
2'7art,i+1/d — 1, and Upi — Upi+l inw— L%H%

As usual, this is also enough to show the weak limits p,;u,; — ppit1Uni+1 and
Pnyi Uni @ Upi — Pritl Uni+1 @ Uyit1. Those bounds also provides equi-integrability on
P(t,x, py;) by the upper bounds following from (1.7)-(1.8). Equi-integrability also holds on

Yart,i Yart,m
Pr.i Pn,i
M iy
Yart,i — 1 Yart,m — 1

since Yart,i < Yart,i+1+2 Yart,i+1/d—1 which is the key relation between the coefficients gyt ;-

The main remaining question is to prove the compactness of p;; in Lim. This is in
general the difficult question for compressible Navier-Stokes but, fortunately in this case,
we may directly apply the result of [4].

Specifically we invoke Th. 5.1, case (ii) in that article (page 613). Our sequence py ;, Uy,
solves the continuity equation (denoted (5.1) in the article). The momentum equation
implies that u,; solves equation (5.2) in the article with constant viscosity and Ry = 0.
Our a priori estimates directly ensures the bounds (5.3)-(5.7) that are required by Th.
5.1 in [4]. Finally the assumption on the pressure law for this theorem is identical to our
assumptions (1.11)-(1.12).

We hence deduce the compactness of p,; and hence the convergence of P(t,x, py;) +
;i p;;?i”’i +.. 4+ m p;;‘fi”’m to P(t,x, pn,i+1) +Mis1 p;;;ﬂ;’i“ +.o+m p;;“[frfl This implies that
Pni+1, Un,i+1 solves (A.1) with n; = 0 and finally that p, u is indeed a global solution to the
system (1.2)-(1.3) as claimed with the corresponding estimates for i = m + 1 following from
(A.5) and (A.6). Finally the energy inequality is directly obtained from (A.3) by taking the
successive limits.

A.2. Proof of Th. 2.1. We can obtain solutions to (2.1)-(2.2) through a fixed point
theorem. Given any S € L2([0, T] x T¢)), we define Ng, Us as a global weak solution to

OtNg + div(NsUg) =0, Ng(t =0) = p?,

] (A.7)

0 (NgUg) + div(NgUs ® Ug) — AUg + V(Pn(Ns) +5) =0, Up(t =0) = ug
System (A.7) is in fact the classical compressible Navier-Stokes system with barotropic
pressure law Py (p) = n1 p7rtl + ...+ 1y pYet™ and a source term. Provided that ~g. +
29art/d —1 > 2 with Yart = Yart,1 = Max; Yart,i, which we assumed, existence of global solu-
tion to this system is guaranteed by [18] and moreover such solutions satisfy the following
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energy estimate for some constant C'

T
sup / ((Ng(t,x))t + Ng ]U3]2) dx +/ / \VUSP dx
telo, 7] J T4 o Jrtd

<C (@) + 2y do + OIS, -

and the following energy inequality

N’Ya'rt,l t,x N’Ya'rt,m t,x
/ (m Ny 02) 4 gy D) Ns(t, z) \Us(t,:c)P) da
Td Yart,1 — 1 Yart,m — 1

t t
—I—/ / |VU5(s,x)|2d:Eds§/ divUg - Sdx ds
0 JTd 0 Jtd

0 Yart,1 0 Yart,m
0 s t7 €T P > t, X
/ m ( 5,77) ( ) . N ( 5,17) ( )
Td Yart,1 1 Yart,m 1

+p2,(t, @) Iug,n(t,:v)IQ) de.
(A.9)

We are now using Lemma 2.4 with Py = P, (Ng) = m Ng‘"t’l + o NSO
One has that Ng € L{°L}*"* solves (B.1) with u. € L?H). Since v+ > 2 then S €
L?,x C LiLje" trivially. On the other hand

sup [[AUs|| 251 < 00,
15

and using Sobolev embeddings Us € LZL{ with 1/q = 1/2 — 1/d so that

1 1 2 1 2
sup |[NsUs @ Ug||j1p < 00, — = +-= +1—-.
€ e D Yart q Yart d

Similarly

1 1 1 1 1 1
sup ||Ng U, ;< 00, —= + - -,
Ep ” ° SHL%Lm r Yart q Yart 2 d

and one notes that 2pd/(2d +2p —pd) =r or 1/r =1/p+1/d —1/2.
Using the bound on the kinetic energy [ Ng |Us|? dz, we also have that

s/2 1—-s/2
/Ngl\US\de§</ NS\US\2> </ N;/(2‘8>> .
Td Td Td

Note that s/(2 — s) = Yart iff $ = 294p¢/(1 + Yart), implying that

sup [[Ns Us||zeers < 00, 8= 2¥are/(1 4 Yart),
I3

with in particular s = 2pd/(d + 2p) > pd/(p + d).
We hence deduce that for 0 < 74,¢/p* or 0 < 2744 /d — 1

T
sup/ N& Py(Ng) dt d < oo,
0o Jrd

€

or, in other words, Lemma 2.4 implies that

T
A [ Vi aydrat <O [ (U m)er Ry de + CUSIE, - (A0

Td
This leads to defining the following operator

F:S — F(S)(t,z) = L. x P(Ny).



38 D. BRESCH, P. JABIN, AND F. WANG

From the definition, we have that
HF(S)Hig,x < Ce™?|P(Ns)|jz 3 < Ce @ IIRIG: + C e INEITz 11

for some p < v+ 27/d — 1, by using assumptions (1.7)-(1.8) on P. Since R € L%x,, we
deduce that

- - 2
()2, < e+ O NSl
Finally, vart + 29art/d — 1 > 2y +4v/d — 1 > 2p since Y4t > 27y, we have by (A.10)
IFES)IE;, < Cem+CeTHS|IZ;

for some exponent # < 1 through the uniform in € bound on

sup [ ((2(t.0) 4 2 ulf?) < o
5 Td
As 0 < 1, there exists a ball B C L%,:c with large enough radius such that F(B) C B.

Moreover F(S) € L?H]} for any S € B thanks to the convolution in z giving com-
pactness in the space variable. To prove the time compactness, one could observe that the
argument in [18] or the quantitative estimates from [4] provide full compactness on the
density provided that the source term is compact in space (i.e. without time compactness
being required).

However, since it is possible to obtain the time compactness in a straightforward manner
and for the sake of completeness, we present the argument here. We need to introduce
various regularization and truncations. First of all (1.7) implies that P/(1 + sF) is in L7,
uniformly in s. Hence we can choose P,(t,z,s) a regularization of P in t and x with for
example

|8tP77(t7x78)| + |van(t,$,S)| + |63P77(t7x78)| é (1 + Sp)7

”P(7 '73) - Pﬁ(‘? '7S)HL%£ < f(77) (1 + Sp)7

for some continuous function f with f(0) = 0.

By (1.7) again and since (A.8) shows that Ng € L{&L)** with v,+ > 7, we may
immediately deduce from the last point that there exists fcontinuous with f(O) = 0 such
that for any S € B

s|Q

I1P(; Ns) = Py, - Ns)lpz, < f(n)- (A.11)
Now choosing any standard convolution kernel L, we may write
Lex Py(Ns)(t,2) = | Le(x—y) Py(t,y, Ns(t,y)) dy
T

= [ £ela =) Ll = 2) Pyft, 2 Ns(to) dy dz

+ [ £elo =) Lyaly = 2) (Py(t.9. Ns(t.) = Py(t. Ns(t.) dy

Therefore

£€*P,7(N3)—/Td Co(w—y) Lyg(y — 2) Pylty 2 Ns(ty) dydz|| < Cy (A12)

1
Lt,;v
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Since Ng solves the continuity equation (B.1) and Ugs € L?H}, we have by Th. B.1 that for
any fixed z

0¢(Py(t, 2, Ng(t,x))) = 0, P, (t, 2z, Ns(t,x)) + divy (P, (t, 2, Ns(t,x)) Us(t, x))
= (Pn(t,Z,Ns(t,x)) — Ng 88P,7(t,z,Ng(t,a;))) div Ug.

From this, we obtain that

d
T /Td Le(x—y) L m(y—2) Pt 2, Ns(t,y)) dy dz

= y L(x—y) L mly —2) 0Pyt 2z, Ns(t,y)) dy dz

+ i ﬁa(‘r - y) vyL\/ﬁ(y - Z) Pﬁ(t7Z7NS(tay)) US(t7y) dy dz

+ / Lo(x—y)L gy —2)(Py(t 2, Ns(t,z)) — Ns 0sP(t, 2, Ns(t,2))) divUs dy dz.
Td

Bounding directly each term, this implies that

d —
@/Td Le(z—y) L m(y — 2) Py(t, 2, Ns(t,y)) dy dz| < Cen™*, (A.13)

for some exponent k > 0.

We may now combine (A.11), (A.12) and (A.13) to obtain the compactness in time of
L. P(Ng) and hence the compactness in Lix of F(B). By the Schauder fixed point, F'
has a fixed point S in B C L%’x. We now simply choose p. = Ng and u. = Ug and since
Ng, Ug solve (A.7) with S = F(S) = L. x P(Ng) = L. x P(p:), we obtain a solution to
(2.1)-(2.2). The energy bound (A.8) provides all uniform in € bounds on p. while the energy
inequality (A.9) of course leads to the corresponding inequality in the theorem. Estimate
(A.10) provides the extra-integrability on p. .

Appendix B.

B.1. Notations. Because we use functions at various points and differences of func-
tions, we introduce specific notations. First, the symbol f* stands for a function of z, i.e.,
f* = f(x). Next, we also denote

0f(2,8) = f(x) = flz—¢)

and

f,8) = f(2) + f(z = &)
If the argument is not mentioned explicitly or only the z variable is mentioned in the above
notation, then we set £ =z — y, i.e.,

of =0f(x) =6f(x,x—y)=flz) - f(y)
and o B
f=f@) = flz,x—y) = flx) + fy).
We denote the maximum operator by
M f(w) = sup = [ f()|da.
r>0 |Br| By
Recall that
M fllze < 1|z
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for p > 1 and where the relation f < g stands for that f < Cyg for some constant C > 0.
We use bracket to stand for the commutator

£, Tlg=fTg—T(fg)

where f and g are smooth functions and T is an operator.

B.2. Renormalized solutions. We rely on the concept of renormalized solution to
justify several a priori formal calculations in the article. For this reason, we recall here
the main definitions. Given our system, we naturally focus on the conservative transport
equation

Op + div(pu) = 0. (B.1)
Given a weak solution p to the above, it is not a priori possible to calculate non-linear
functions of p which is precisely what we need here. Hence one introduces the notion of
renormalized solutions

DEFINITION B.1. A weak solution p € L}, to (B.1) with w € L{  for 1/p+1/q=11s
a renormalized solution iff for any x € C1(R) with |x'(s)| < C(1 + |s[P~1), one has that

dx(p) +div(x(p)u) = (x(p) — pX'(p)) divu (B.2)

in the sense of distributions.

Renormalized solutions were first introduced in the famous [10] which in particular
proved that if u belongs to the right Sobolev space then all weak solutions are renormalized.

THEOREM B.1. Assume that p € Lf,x is a solution to (B.1) in the sense of distributions.
Suppose that uw € LYW+ with 1/p+1/q = 1, then p is a renormalized solution to (B.1).

For linear equations, i.e. when u is given in (B.1), then the theory of renormalized
solutions immediately provides many key properties such as the compactness for a sequence
or the uniqueness of a solution. For example, assume there are two solutions p; and py to
(B.1) for the same u. Applying Theorem B.1 to the function p = p; — py with x(z) = |z|
and integrating in time and space gives

d
el dr =
dt/TdX(’o) r=0

which immediately implies that p; = ps.

Observe however that in general and unless divu € L°, it is not possible to have a
general existence result for (B.1) for a given u € L} Wa?. A solution with only divu € L?
may for example concentrate, by forming Dirac masses.

Following [10] and the BV extensions in [3] for the kinetic case and the seminal [1] in
the general case, the theory of renormalized solutions is now an extensive field for which we
refer for example to the reviews [2, 9].

In the context of compressible Fluid Mechanics, renormalized solutions have been critical
to obtaining the compactness of the density since the first breakthrough in [18] and they
also form the basis of the extension introduced in [11, 15]. We in particular cite the
straightforward compactness result from [10]

THEOREM B.2. Consider a sequence u,, converging strongly to u in L*([0, T], LI(T))

s.t divau, converges to divu in LY([0, T], LY(T%)) as well. Consider any sequence py, such
that pn, un satisfies Eq. (B.1) and p, uniformly bounded in L>®([0, T], LP(T%)) with
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1/p+1/q < 1. Assume finally that u € L*([0, T], WHP"(T9) with 1/p + 1/p* = 1. Then
the sequence py, is compact in L'([0, T] x T%).

Th. B.2 can be deduced from Th. B.1. The proof of Th. B.1 itself relies on a so-

called qualitative commutator estimate and in several respects, the method introduced in
[4] consists in quantifying this commutator estimate.
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