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DARCY’S LAW AS LOW MACH AND HOMOGENIZATION LIMIT OF A
COMPRESSIBLE FLUID IN PERFORATED DOMAINS

RICHARD M. HOFER, KARINA KOWALCZYK, AND SEBASTIAN SCHWARZACHER

ABSTRACT. We consider the homogenization limit of the compressible barotropic Navier-Stokes
equations in a three-dimensional domain perforated by periodically distributed identical particles.
We study the regime of particle sizes and distances such that the volume fraction of particles tends
to zero but their resistance density tends to infinity. Assuming that the Mach number is decreasing
with a certain rate, the rescaled velocity and pressure of the microscopic system converges to the
solution of an effective equation which is given by Darcy’s law. The range of sizes of particles we
consider are exactly the same which lead to Darcy’s law in the homogenization limit of incompressible
fluids. Unlike previous results for the Darcy regime we estimate the deficit related to the pressure
approximation via the Bogovskii operator. This allows for more flexible estimates of the pressure in
Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces and allows to proof convergence results for all barotropic exponents
v> 3.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Setting and description of the main result. Let Q be a bounded connected open set in R3,
with smooth boundary 0f2, 2 being locally located on one side of its boundary. Let £ be a sequence of
strictly positive real numbers tending to zero. Let Q = (—1,1)% and B; C Q the unit ball. Let T' € By,
the reference particle, be a fixed closed set with smooth boundary, such that By \ T is a connected
open set, locally located on one side of its boundary (see Figure 1).

FIGURE 1. A single cell

We cover the set {2 with a regular mesh of size 2¢ and we denote by 7 the center of the cell with index
i at level e. Let Pf = x5 + (—¢, +¢)3 be the cell with center z5. Let i € {1,..., N(g)} be those indices
for which the cell P/ is entirely included in €. Let o > 1 and consider in each of the cells the particle
TP =i +e*T, i=1...N(e).

K2

Now we define the perforated domain 2. by
N(e)
(1.1) 0. =0\ [ 17.
i=1

All the objects defined above are illustrated in Figure 2.
We study the homogenization problem for a compressible viscous fluid at low Mach number in the the
perforated domain §2.. Assuming a barometric pressure law P(p) = p?, v > 0, we model the fluid by
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FIGURE 2. The perforated domain €.

the compressible Navier-Stokes system

020 (peue) + div(peue @ ue) — Au. — Vdivue + E%Vpg =pf+g in Q. x (0,7),

(1.2) 020,pe + div(peus) =0 in Q. x (0,7,)
' ue =0 on 09, x (0,7T),
Pe = Pe0y PeUe = (0 on Qg X {0},

where 8 > 0, and f, g, peo, ge0 are given source terms and initial data. Moreover,

which has turned out to be a decisive quantity for such homogenization problems. We study the
homogenization limit € — 0 for a € (1, 3), v > 3/2, and all  sufficiently large (depending on « and
7). We prove convergence for the rescaled fluid velocity o= 2u. and pressure p. = e % (pY — (p2).) to
limiting functions (u,p). Here (-). denotes the average over £).. We show that (u,p) is a solution to
the following Darcy’s law

u=R Ypof+9—Vp) nQx(0,T),
(1.3) divu =0 in Qx(0,7T),
u-n=0 on 09 x (0,7,

where the resistance matrix R will be introduced in the following subsection. We remark that as
ue ~ 02, the appearance of the term o2 in front of the time derivatives is due to the natural time scale
of the system.

We postpone the precise statement of our main result to Section 2. The first main result (Theorem 2.1)
is for the steady compressible Stokes system where we proof the convergence to the steady Darcy’s
law for all barotropic exponents v > 1. The second main result (Theorem 2.3) provides the analogous
convergence result for the unsteady compressible Navier-Stokes system for exponents v > %

It seems to us that since the seminal work of Massmoudi [Mas02], homogenization results for compress-
ible fluids in the Darcy regime are rather sparse. In particular we adress here for the first time the
regime « € (1, 3). To our knowledge, another novelty of our result among compressible homogenization
problems is the treatment of all barotropic exponents vy > % As is apparent from Theorem 2.1, the
reason of the restrictions on the barotropic exponents is a question of (missing) regularity estimates.
In this paper, we succeed to deal with all exponents v > % due to a noval treatment of the pressure
approximation p.. More precisely, we decompose this pressure through the dual of the so called
Bogovskil operator [Bog80] into components corresponding to the inertial forces and to the viscous
and external forces. As such, the decomposition inherits the (recently developed) estimates in the full
range of exponents for Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces in perforated domains. These features might well
be of independent interest for future applications.
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1.2. Heuristics leading to the Darcy’s law. We analyze the homogenization problem € — 0 in
the regime, determined by the parameters «, 8 and ~, where, locally at each particle, the fluid flow is
well approximated by the incompressible steady Stokes equations. Then, the homogeneous Dirichlet
boundary conditions at the particles give rise to a so-called Brinkman force term o_ 2Ru. that is
determined by the resistance density o 2R of the particles, where R is the resistance matrix of the
reference particle T

More precisely, since the particles are far away from each other, at a fixed time ¢t € (0,T), u. around
particle T7 can be approximated by the solution v to

—Av+Vg=0 in R\ 77,
dive =0 in R3\ T¥,
v=0 on 0717,

lim‘z,mem v(x) = ue(x5),

where u.(xf) is the (average) value of u. around particle TF, i.e. at distances e < |z — 25| < €.
There is a linear relation between u.(z$) and the drag force

= v v T n—agn
FLKWHV)) an,
namely
(1.4) F = e*R(u.(z9)).

This is immediate from scaling considerations and the definition of R via

Rik =e; - / (Vwy, + (Vwk)T)n — qin,
or:

where (wg, gx) is the solution to the Stokes problem

Vg, — Aw,, =0 in RN\T,

(1.5) divwg =0 in RV\ T,
wg =0 on 0T,
W = e, at infinity.

In view of (1.4) the effect of the particles is approximated by replacing the Dirichlet boundary data by
an additional force —(2¢) ?e*Ru. = —307 *Ruc, where the factor (2¢)~3 reflects the particle density.
This leads to the approximate momentum equation

Rue
802

) 1

020 (peue) + div(poue ® ue) — Aue — Vdivau, + + E—BVp;’ =pf+g

Thus, u. ~ 02. Moreover, 0. — 0 since we assume « < 3, which entails that the Brinkman force is
much larger than all other terms involving u.. Combining this with the low Mach assumption as ¢ — 0,
we formally arrive at the Darcy’s law (1.3). Here we denote

1_
to avoid the appearance of the factor 1/8.

1.3. Previous results. There is a vast literature on homogenization of viscous fluid flows in perforated
domains with Dirichlet boundary conditions. We will not provide an exhaustive discussion of this
literature here. More references can be found in the cited papers.

The results can be broadly characterized by two aspects, the fluid equations that are considered and the
assumptions on the particle configuration. On the one hand, the fluid equations range from stationary
incompressible Stokes equations to the incompressible and compressible Navier-Stokes equations. On
the other hand, the particle configurations range from periodic arrangements as considered here to
more general and even stochastic particle distributions.

The most accomplished theory is available for the incompressible steady Stokes and Navier-Stokes
equations. To our knowledge, the first rigorous result is due to Tartar [Tar80], who established a
Darcy’s law for incompressible steady Stokes equations for « = 1. We emphasize that the case a =1 is
fundamentally different from « > 1. This is due to the fact that € is the only small length scale in
this case which makes the problem more accesible but also means that the interaction between the
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particles is significant in this regime. Therefore, the resistance matrix R in the Darcy’s law (1.3) needs
to be replaced by a different resistance matrix R, in this case, which is determined by solving a Stokes
problem in a cell with periodic boundary conditions.

For the incompressible Stokes equations, all the cases a > 1 have been addressed by Allaire in [A1191b]
and [All91c] for periodically distributed particles. The results for the Stokes equations are summarized
in Table 1. By compactness, they generalize to the steady Navier-Stokes equations.

small particles | critical size of particles large particles

a>3 a=3 l<a<3

—Au+Vp=f| -Au+Vp+Ru=f |u=R(f-Vp)
div(u) =0 div(u) =0 div(u) =0

Stokes’ law Brinkmann’s law Darcy’s law
TABLE 1. Homogenization results for incompressible Stokes equations

In the critical regime o = 3, these results have been generalized to non-homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
conditions and more general particle configurations, including stochastic configurations (also with
random sizes of the particles) and the study of the fluctuations around the homogenization limit.
Mentioning some of these results, one can refer to [Rub86; DGR08; GH19; CH20; HJ20] . Very recently,
the results by Allaire in the regime « € (1, 3) have been generalized to stochastic particle configurations
in [Giu21].

In the case o = 1, Beliaev and Kozlov established a Darcy’s law for the homogenization of the Stokes
equations in a randomly perforated domain in [BK96].

For o € {1,3}, there are also results for the incompressible instationary Navier-Stokes equations.
For aw = 1 and periodic particle configurations, Mikeli¢ [Mik91] established a Darcy’s law. Feireisl,
Namlyeyeva and Necasova [FNN16] proved the appearance of a Brinkman term in the homogenized
equation in the critical regime o = 3 under rather general assumptions on the particle configurations.

While the homogenization problem for incompressible fluids is quite well understood, there are only
few results for compressible fluids. These results are restricted to periodic particle configurations and
the cases of & = 1 on the one hand, and of very small particles, i.e. a > 3, on the other hand. In
the regime of very small particles, the effect of the particles have been shown to be negligible for the
stationary and evolutionary Navier-Stokes and Navier-Stokes-Fourier system by Feireisl and Lu [FL15],
Diening and the former [DFL17], Lu and the third author [LS18], and Lu and Pokorny [LP20].

For o = 1, Masmoudi [Mas02] studied the homogenization problem for the compressible Navier-Stokes
system (1.2) for 8 = 0 and v > 3. He proved that the homogenization limit is given by the compressible
version of the Darcy’s law, which takes the form of a porous medium equation

00ip + div (pu)) =0 in Q x (0,7),
u=R, (pf+9—Vp)on{p>0} inQx(0,7T),
u-n=>0 on 90 x (0,T),

where 6 is the volume fraction of the particles. This result has been generalized to the Navier-Stokes-
Fourier system by Feireisl, Novotny and Takahashi [FNT10]. Again, the key observation for these
results is that locally around each particle, the fluid can be approximately treated as an incompressible
creeping flow, which leads to the same resistance matrix R, as in the Darcy’s law obtained in [Tar80]
for the Stokes equations. To our knowledge these are the only homogenization results for compressible
fluids in the Darcy regime.

1.4. Significance and open problems. To our knowledge, the homogenization problem for the
compressible Navier-Stokes equations has not been addressed so far in the regime 1 < o < 3. In view
of Allaire’s results displayed in Table 1 above, one could naively anticipate that Masmoudi’s results
from [Mas02] can be generalized appropriately to the regime 1 < a < 3. However, as we pointed
out before, the key ingredient for such a homogenization result is that the fluid near each particle
is well approximated by the incompressible Stokes equations. Formally, the local Reynolds number
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is easily seen to be very small since both the local length scale ¢* and the fluid velocity o2 are very
small. Thus, the convective terms are negligible. However, for local incompressibility, one needs that
the square of the local Mach number divided by the local Reynolds number tends to zero (For the
non-dimensionalization of the compressible Navier-Stokes equations, see for instance [PS12]). Therefore,
the small fluid velocity competes with the small length scale and local incompressibility can only be
expected if 02e=® — 0, that is a < 3/2. We summarize this in the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.1. Let 1 < a < 3/2, 8 =0 and v > 3/2. Let (ue,pe) be a sequence of weak energy
solutions of (1.2). Then the extensions by 0, (pe, @) converge in a suitable way to (p,u) that solve

Op +div (pu) =0 in Qx (0,7).
u=R Y pf+g—Vp') on{p>0} inQx(0,7),
u-n=0 on 09 x (0,T),

As a side remark, this rises the intriguing question about the homogenization limit for « € [3/2, 3].
The conjecture seems a highly challenging problem. One of the main difficulties appears to be the
lack of regularity of p. which makes it difficult to catch the “almost incompressibility” of u. around
the particles. Indeed, as we will see in the proof of our result, we will need our assumption on g > 0
precisely at the point when we need to prove smallness of terms involving div u..

One can view our result as a step towards Conjecture 1.1. We show that for v > 2, we only need to
require § > (3/2)(a — 1)(y + 2) (see Theorem 2.3 below). Thus, we can treat any S > 0 if (o — 1) is
sufficiently small. This relates to the result by Masmoudi [Mas02] for a = 1, § = 0.

We emphasize though that the significance of our result goes beyond this relation to Conjecture 1.1.
Indeed, in many applications the Mach number is very small motivating the study of low Mach limits.
The low Mach number limit of compressible fluids has been rigorously studied on a fixed smooth
domain in the seminal papers by Lions, Masmoudi, Desjardins and Grenier in [LM98] and [Des+99].
However, to our knowledge, we study here for the first time the low Mach limit for a homogenization
problem.

Moreover, our result covers all adiabatic exponents v > 3/2 which is precisely the regime where
existence of weak energy solutions to the compressible Navier-Stokes system (1.2) is known. In the
previously cited homogenization results the exponents are restricted to v > 2 ([FNT10; LP20; DFL17]),
~v > 3 ([Mas02; FL15] and even v > 6 ([LS18]).

Our proofs proceed in two steps, namely uniform a priori estimates and the passage to the limit in the
weak formulation of the equation.

The basis of the second step lies in the classical method of oscillating test functions that goes back to
Tartar [Tar80], Cioranescu and Murat [CM82] and Allaire [All91c; All91a]. Roughly speaking, the idea
is to use that the Stokes operator is self-adjoint in order to make rigorous the heuristics explained
in Section 1.2 on the level of an oscillating test function that can be constructed explicitly. We will
explain this in more detail in Section 3.2.

For the first step, uniform a priori estimates for the fluid velocity follow from the energy inequality and
a well-known quantitative Poincaré inequality in €).. The main difficulty lies in establishing uniform a
priori estimates for the pressure. Here lies a technical novelty of our proof. Following the classical
approach due to Tartar one can define a suitable restriction operator R.: Hi(2) — H}(Q.). By
duality this allows to establish estimates on the pressure through estimates on the restriction operator.
We do not follow this approach here. Instead, we characterize the pressure by using the Bogovskii
operator B, on the porous domain that has been studied in [LS18] (see Theorem 3.2 below). The
advantage of this methodology is that one has estimates in the full range of exponents of Lebesgue
and Sobolev spaces with constants depending on ¢ in the expected way which seems not to be known
for the restriction operator. These estimates are needed since we treat all adiabatic exponents v > 3/2.
In the literature, it is sometimes argued that using the restriction operator yields a (natural) way to
extend the pressure inside the particles. Indeed, in the case @ = 1, the choice of the extension seems to
be important. However, we just work with the extension by zero. Indeed, since a > 1, the volume
fraction of the particles vanishes as ¢ — 0, and thus the precise way to extend the pressure does not
matter. Moreover, in our view, there seems to be no physical meaning of the choice of the pressure
inside the particles.

1.5. Organization of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows.
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In Section 2, we give the precise statements of our main results. We will first state our result for a
simplified stationary version of the compressible Navier-Stokes equations, namely

—Aue + %ng =pf+g inf,
(1.7) div(peue) =0 in Q.,
ue =0 on Jf)..

We include this result mainly for the sake of the presentation of its proof, which is much more clear-cut
than for the full system, yet containing most of the main ingredients. The convergence for the steady
model holds for all v > 1. We also believe that in order to attack Conjecture 1.1, it could be convenient
to start from this stationary model.

In Section 3, we collect some important tools that will be used in the proof. These include the Poincaré
inequality in €)., the Bogovskii operator as well as the existence and properties of the oscillating test
functions used by Allaire. As we will rely on some estimates of these test functions in Sobolev spaces
which have not been provided by Allaire, we will also recall the construction of these test functions.
Finally, Sections 4 and 5 are devoted to the proof of the main results for the steady problem and
the full problem respectively. In both sections, we proceed similarly, first proving uniform a priori
estimates and then passing to the limit.

2. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS
.1. Notation. For T > 0, we introduce the notation L1.(L*(Q)) := L9(0,T; L*(Q?)) and L1.(Q) :=
L3 (L9(9)).
Since our solutions (ue, pe) are defined in different domains €, it is convenient to consider them as
functions on the fixed reference domain 2. Therefore, we introduce the following extension by 0. For

any function h € L1(€2.), we define
7L — h in Qs
0 inQ\Q..

We introduce the following notation for the average over €. of a function h € L'(Q.):

h)e = o

It is convenient to assume that the integral of the pressure vanishes. Since the equations are invariant
under adding a constant to the pressure, we can achieve this by defining

2.1) pe = 25 (ol — {o1)2).

2.2. Main result for the steady system. It seems that system (1.7) has not been studied a lot
in the literature. However, since we essentially regard it as a toy model for the full equations, we
just take for granted the existence of the following weak energy solutions. Let v > 1, g € L?(Q,R3)
and f € L*Q,R3), where é+ % + % = 1. Let mp > 0 be independent of €. Then, we call
(pe,ue) € L2 (Q.) x HY(Q:,R3) a weak energy solution if p. > 0 satisfies fQE pe = Mo, (pe,ue) is a
distributional solution to (1.7) and satisfies the energy inequality

(2.2) /|Vu€|2dx§/ p€f~u€d:v+/ g - ue dz.
Qe Qe Qe

We remark that the energy equality can be formally derived as an equality by testing the equation
with the solution. More precisely, first we are testing the weak momentum equation with u,

/ |V |* do — —/ divuadx:/ fpeue + gue dx.
Qe Qe

Then the following (formal) computation shows that the second integral on the left handside vanishes.
Indeed, for v > 1,

‘/Q(sz)usdl':/g vpe~ 2(VP5)(P5’LL5 = / Vpl~ psus) L

=X Pfl div(peue) dz = 0,
Q.

v—1
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and similarly, for v = 1 we have
/ (Vpe)ue do = / log(pe) div(peues) = 0.
Q. Qe
Note that p. is not in any Sobolev space so that the terms in the computation are not well defined.
We can now state the homogenization result for (1.7).

Theorem 2.1. Let o € (1,3), v > 1 and f,g as above. Let (uc,p.) be a sequence of weak energy
solutions to system (1.7). Assume

3
B> 5(7 + 1) (a—1).
Then, with p. defined as in (2.1),
pe — po  strongly in L*(Q),
Pe — D weakly in L* (),
% —u  weakly in L*(Q,R?),
05
where py = mo/|Q| and (u,p) € L*(Q,R?) x H*(Q) is the unique weak solution with [, p =0 to the
Darcy’s law
u=R " pof+9—Vp)  inQ,
(2.3) divu=0 in ,
u-n=>0 on 0L,

where R is the resistance matriz defined in (1.6).

Remark 2.2. Note that the solution p to (2.3) satisfies the Poisson equation with Neumann boundary
data in §2. Therefore, p is indeed unique up to additive constants.

2.3. Main result for the evolutionary compressible Navier-Stokes equations. Existence of
weak energy solutions for the barotropic compressible Navier-Stokes equations (1.2) has been proved in
the seminal works of Lions [Lio96] for v > £ and Feireisl, Novotny and Petzeltova [FNP01] for v > 2
(see also the well-written book by Novotny and Straskraba [NS04]). We recall here the relevant parts
of the existence result for future reference.

Let T >0, f,g € L3*(Q,R?), and assume

pe0 € L7(Q:), peo >0 ace. in Q,
d=0 € L%(QE»Rg)a qs0 = 0 on {PEO = 0}7

peoluso|* € L*(Q.), where u.g = ZLO on {pe0 > 0} and w9 = 0 on {po = 0},

e0

Then, there exists (pe,ue) € LF(Q:) x LA (HE(Qe, R3)) with p. > 0, that solves (1.2) in distribution.
Moreover, the solution satisfies conservation of mass and the energy inequality, i.e, for all ¢ € (0,7T),

/pe(t)dl’:/ peo dz
Q Q

e e

and
2 1 t)ue(t))? k
= [ - dro? [ A g [ v 4 aivan)? o
y—1e” Ja. Qe 2 0 Ja.
2 P60|u60|2 ¢
(2.4) <o? ——dx + (pef + 9g) - ue dx dt.
. 2 0 Jo.

Furthermore, the following extended continuity equations holds in the sense of distributions:
(2.5) 020;p. + div(p.ii.) =0 in R® x (0,7).

We impose the following additional assumption regarding the initial data, which imply that the density
is close to constant. Such assumptions are typical for the study of low Mach limits.

(p<0)e = po for some py > 0,

1

ot 72
] 0. P2y — (pe0)| dx < C,

(2.6)




8 RICHARD M. HOFER, KARINA KOWALCZYK, AND SEBASTIAN SCHWARZACHER

where C' is independent of €.
We are now ready to state our main result.

Theorem 2.3. Let a € (1,3), v > % and f, g, peo;qeo as above and let (pe,u:) € LFP(Q:) x

L2(H}(Qe,R3)) be a weak solution to (1.2) with the properties specified above. Assume

8> g(’y +2)(a—1).
If v < 2, assume additionally
B> max{2v(3 — a), 3(a — 1) +y(a +3)}.
Then there exists a decomposition of the pressure p., defined as in (2.1),

De = Pe,1 + De,2,

such that
52— po% strongly in L>(0,T; L*(1)),
Ue

— —u weakly in L*([0,T] x Q,R?),

Pe1 — 0 strongly in H~1(0,T; L9(Q)),
De2 — D weakly in L*([0,T] x Q)

for some q € (1,2], and (u,p) € L2 () x L2 (H (2, R3)) is the unique solution to the Darcy’s law (1.3)
with [, p(t) =0 for allt € (0,T).

Remark 2.4. In the decomposition of the pressure, p.; is the pressure corresponding to inertial
forces, and p,, is the pressure corresponding to viscous and external forces. The decomposition will be
made precise in (5.3) and (5.4).

3. PREPARATIONS

In this section, we collect some known results which have already been obtained and used in the
study of homogenization for fluids. These include a strengthened Poincaré inequality for the family
of perforated domains {2}, estimates on the Bogovskii operator in these domains, as well as the
properties and estimates of the oscillating test functions introduced by Allaire. We emphasize that
it is crucial for the analysis of the homogenization limit to analyze the (optimal) dependence of the
estimates on €.

Throughout this paper, we adopt the notation that C denotes a constant which is independent of ¢.
The exact values of these constants might differ from line to line. From now on, to shorten the notation,
we will not distinguish between scalar and vector fields in the notation of Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces,
i.e. ¢ € Wh7T(Q) can either be scalar or a vector field, which will be clear from the context.

3.1. Poincaré’s inequality and Bogovskii operator in the perforated domain. The following
Poincaré inequality in 2. taken from [All91c] will be crucial for our analysis.

Lemma 3.1 ([All91c, Lemma 3.4.1]). There exists a constant C independent of € such that for all
u € HYH Q)

[ull 2.y < Coel|Vul 2.,
where o. is defined as in (1.1).

An important tool for the study of the Navier-Stokes equations will be the Bogovskii operator. We
define the space L§ () by

LE(Q) = {fGLP(Q):/Qfde}.

The Bogovskil operator we use has originally be introduced in [DRS10] and was addapted to homegeni-
ously perforated domains 2. in [DFL17] It was than later refined in [LS18] (in order to be able to treat
the unsteady setup). We will built our argument on this refinement, namely on [LS18, Proposition 2.2]:
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Theorem 3.2. Let (). be defined as in (1.1) with a > 1, then for any 1 < a < oo, there exists a linear
operator Be : LE(Q.) — Wy *(Q.) such that

. . —a43ae=1
(3.1) divB.(f) = f in Qe Bo() i, < C (1467555 ) | £l ooy
for some constant C independent of €. For any q > 3/2, the linear operator B. can be extended as a
linear operator from {divg: g € LI(Q:), g-n =0 on 00} to L1(Q:) satisfying
1Be(div g)l[La(a.) < CllgllLaa. rs),
for some constant C independent of €.

Remark 3.3. In particular, for a = 2 and « € [1, 3], the estimate in (3.1) reads

a=3 C
1B-(H)llmyen < € (14677 ) Iflaaan) < —IFli2can):
€

3.2. The framework of oscillating test functions. As mentioned in the introduction, our con-
vergence proof relies on the use of the oscillating test functions that have been constructed for the
perforated domain Q. by Allaire in [All91b; All91c]. We summarize the properties of these test
functions that have been proved by Allaire in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.4 ([All91c, Proposition 3.4.12]). Let 1 < a < 3. Then, for 1 < k < 3, there exist

functions (W, q5) such that

(H1) wf e H(Q), o € [%(9)

(H2) divwp=01inQ and wf =0 on the holes T,

(H3) wj — e in L*(Q),  |willLe@) + o= Vuillrz) + o=llgillz2@) < C,

(H4) for all sequences ve € H'(Q) with ve — v in L*() for some v € L*(2), ||Vve|p20) < C/o
and ve =0 in Q\ Q. and for all p € D(Q),

U?<qu — Awi,¢V€>H—17Hé(Q) — /Q(bRek . Vd.%',

where R denotes the resistance matrixz defined in (1.6).

Fur our purposes, we also need estimates for w;, and ¢f in more general Sobolev spaces (see Lemma 3.5
below). Therefore, we repeat the construction of these functions, which is described in [All91c].
We decompose each cell, Pf, into the following four parts, illustrated in Figure 3:

P, =T uUC;,UD, UK.
Here C¥ is the open ball of radius /2 centered in Pf and perforated by the hole T7; D = Bf \ Bf/ 2

is the ball of radius € centered in Pf and perforated with a ball of radius £/2 with the same center,
and K} are the remaining corners of the cell.

T w2

/e

7

O e

k3

i

C 1 K=

k3

FIGURE 3. Decomposition of cell ?Z
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We define functions (wf,qf)1<k<s € H'(PF) x L*(Pf) with [,. qf =0 by
k3

wp =eg, =0 1inP NN
for each cube Pf such that PF N oS # () and by

Wi = ek in K¢ Vag — Awg =0 in D
q;, =0 v div(wg) =0 v
e _ T e _
wio =)y e Wi =0 g g
q, = :aC.Ik(?a) 4 =

for each cube entirely included in 2. Here the functions wy and ¢i are the solutions of the Stokes
problem (1.5), and the Stokes equations in D are complemented with boundary conditions such that
wi € HY(PF).

Lemma 3.5. Let wy,q;, be defined as above. Then, for all p > %, there exists C > 0 independent of €
such that

—a43e=1l
(3.2) [Vwi | e ) + lggllr @) < Ce LT

— a=1
(3.3) ||ti||Lp(UiCig) < Ce 20439+

Moreover, with B := By (z%),

(3.4) AP /ay < Cen2,

UiBf\B:/4) + quan(Ule\B

Proof. We first compute the norms of ¢ and wf in U;C?. To show (3.2) and (3.3), we observe that by
definition of ¢;, in C§ and scaling considerations we have

_3 _4Ba
||VwZHLp(Uicia) + ||QZ||LP(U1.C;) < Ce e " (|[Vwklo@avt + gkl e @) 5
_3 _ 3a
quZ”Lp(ULCf) < Ce re 2a+<] ||vquLp(R3\T)7

where ¢ is the pressure in the single particle problem (1.5) and the factor e~ ¥ arises because the
number of particles is of order e73. By standard regularity theory for the Stokes equations (see e.g.
[Galll, Chapter V]), wy and g are smooth and satisfy for all l € N

1
|wk —€k| S C*,
|z

1 :
VI wy ()] + [Vige(z)| < CkW in R3\ T.

(3.5)

In particular, Vwy, € LP(R*\ T) and ¢ € WHP(R3*\ T) for all p > 3. This shows (3.2) and (3.3) once
we established (3.4).

In order to prove (3.4), we first estimate the norms in Df. Again, by scaling considerations,

IVWill o (,pz) + 195l o 0, pe) < C2° (HVUEHLP(Bl(o)\Bl/z(o)) + ||pi||Lp(Bl(o)\Bl/2(o))> :

where v, pj, is the solution to homogeneous Stokes equations in B1(0) \ By /2(0) with boundary data

o — 0 on 0B1(0),
k Wi, (zi—a) — ek on 0By /5(0).

By standard regularity theory of the Stokes equations,
iiasona o+ il ion < (25)
< ClIVEl Lr (81 (0)\By 2(0))s
for any ¢ € Wi ,(B1(0) \ By/2(0)) satisfying the same boundary conditions as vj;. Such a function is
given by ¢ =1 (w;C (22—0) — ek) where 7 is a suitable cutoff function with 7 = 1 on 9B /5(0) and 7 =0
on B1(0). Then |V¢|s < >~ due to (3.5). Thus,

19 (0, e) + 051 0, e) < O
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It remains to estimate Vg and ¢¢ on BY/?\ B:/*

estimates (3.5) yields

. A straightforward computation using the decay

||Vwi||Lp (UiBiE/2\Bi5/4) + HquLp (UiBiE/2\Bi5/4) é 05a72.
This establishes (3.4). O

3.3. Auxiliary estimates. We collect here some equivalence of quantities in the sense that each
member can be estimated by the other with a uniform constant. For that we introduce the symbol
"~”. We will use the following inequality, that can be found for instance in [GS19, Lemma 2.2]: Let
a € (3,00). for f e L?*(Q.;[0,00)), we find

(3.6) / 12— ()22 de ~ / £ — (f) P do

€

Observe that we find for a,b € [0,00) and v > 1 that

1
(@42~ / (b+0(a—b))~2do
0
this implies for one that
(@ =" (a—b) ~ (a+b)"*(a—b)? ~ (a? —b?)?,

but also

a’ b
57 — — — =V Ya—-b) = / / —1)(b+07(a—b)""%di7(a —b)*d
. Y Y

~(a+b)"2(a—b)% ~ (a® —b2)>
4. HOMOGENIZATION OF THE STEADY COMPRESSIBLE STOKES SYSTEM INCLUDING A
Low-MACH-NUMBER-LIMIT
4.1. A priori estimates.

Lemma 4.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 hold. Then,

(4.1) 2 ‘ Ve <C,
Oz L2 () Te llL2(q)

(4.2) loe = (pedell o < CeF,

and

(4.3) Ipellz2c) < C.

Proof. We start from the energy inequality (2.2). Using Holder’s inequality and Lemma 3.1, we
estimate the right-hand side of (2.2) in the following way:

[ et uedat [ g uede < el (s el @) + lollzoca.)

=

< Coc||Vuel 2o,y (1 e @ollpell e ooy + lgllz2a.))
so that from (2.2) we deduce

(4.4) Vel 2.y < Coe (| £l L@ lpellL2v oy + lgll2.)) -

We see that in order to get an estimate for u., we need an estimate for p. first. This will result from
an estimate for the pressure p.. To this end, we use Theorem 3.2 to test the first equation in (1.7)
with B.(pe) € H} (2):

(45) el = /Q pe div B, (p.) d = /Q Ve : VBi(pe) — (pof +9) - Belp.) do.
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.. , . . . 2
By Holder’s inequality and (4.4) we deduce with a = 225

=172y < IVuellze @I VB ()l 22 + (1l e @i lloell L2 @) + 9]l L2 @) 1B (pe)ll L2 (.
< C (IIfllaollpell Lz + 19llz2@.)) (I VB (p)ll L2y + 1B (pe)l 2 (20)
< C (I lpa o llpell L2y + 19l z2@a) Ipell 2.y

where we used Lemma 3.1 and Theorem 3.2 in the last estimate.
Thus,

(4.6) Ipellze .y < C (1fllzeollpellzacen + lgllLaa.))

with a constant independent of . Now observe that

<>_1/ _mo
Pele =10 Jo, o T el

By (3.6) we find that

1 1
(4.7) Zalloe = (pe)ellzzon < Cpllpz = {p2)ellrz (o) = Cllpellzzc.)-
Then, from (4.6) and (4.7), we find

1
67”03 —(p)2 200y < Cllpellrz) < C (1 lps o llpell L2 @y + ll9llL2.))
i mol|f || L (a.
< (Ifllzmi@oll? = (0 ) + T + lalzzco
1
< 267”9;/ - <P€>3HL2(QE) +C,

where we applied Young’s inequality in the last inequality and used that we can assume ¢ < 1. Now
using that |pe — (pe)e|” < [p2 — (pe)?| (which follows for instance from the triangle inequality of the
metric d(a, b) = |a — b|'/7), we conclude

1 C
;@Hps - <ps>s‘|22v(95) < ;BIIPZ - <Ps>g”L2(QE) <C
and hence we find (4.2). Moreover,

||p6||L27(QE) < lpe - <pE>EHL27(Q€) + C{pe)e < C.
Finally, (4.4) and Lemma 3.1 imply (4.1) and (4.6) implies (4.3). O

4.2. Convergence Proof.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Step 1: Extracting (weakly) convergent subsequences.
We use the a priori estimates to find u € L?(2),p € L3(£2) and subsequences (not relabeled) such that
pe — po  strongly in L*(Q),
Pe —p  weakly in L?(9),
%y weakly in L2(Q),
O-E
where pg = mo/|Q| is constant.
To deduce the strong convergence of p., we estimate

5= — pollLzv() < llpollLav@van) + llpe = (pe)ellLzv o) + [[{Pe)e — pollz2v(.)

1 1

B 1
<cet+i0d* (7 -

) mo + 92\ Q[T po = 0

since || — |9].

It remains to prove that (u,p) is a solution to Darcy’s law (2.3). Indeed, since this system has a unique
weak solution, the convergence of the full sequence then follows.

Step 2: Passage to the limit in the continuity equation.
We pass to the limit in the the second equation of system (1.7). To this end, we prove that

(4.8) div(p.iic) =0 in R,
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We first show how to pass to the limit in the continuity equation assuming (4.8) holds. For ¢ € D(R?),
we have
[ 525 Vo [ v
R3 O¢ Q

divu =0 in Q,
u-n=>0 on 0.

which is the weak formulation of
(4.9)

It remains to prove (4.8). Here, we follow the argument of [Mas02, Lemma 2.3] which we include
for completeness. Fix ¢ > 0, and for d < ¢ let 1y € D(R?) be a family of cutoff functions such that
0 <y <1,1vg=0inR>\ Q. tg(x) =1 for all z € Q with dist(z,0Q.) > d and ||Vipg|lec < Cd™1.
In particular, |Vig(z)| < C dist ™ (2, 99Q.)|. Hence, by Hardy’s inequality

|ue Vbl 220y < ClVue|l L2 (o)
Since, 1q — xq. as d — 0 strongly in LP(R3) for every p < co, we deduce for all ¢ € D(R3)
0= / Petie + V(Yao) dox = / Pelie - Vobg da -l—/ Pelle - Vg dxr — / Pelie - Vo dx
Q Q Q Q

as d — 0, where we used that

/Qﬁeﬂs Ve

< CllpeXaist(z,00.)<dll 20 | Vel L2 (o) — 0.

Setp 8: Passage to the limit in the momentum equation.
Let (w§,q) be as in Proposition 3.4. Let ¢ € D(Q). Using wi¢ as a test function in the first equation
of (1.7) yields (observe that [, div(wj¢)dz = 0)

Vi : V(wio) de = / Pe div(wi¢) dz + / (Pef +g) - (wie) du.
Q Q Q

We can integrate over the whole domain ) since @, wj, vanish on '\ Q.. Since we want to make use
of (H4*) we rewrite the left hand side in the following way:

/ Vi : V(wi¢) dx = / Vi : (wi, @ Vo + Vuwi¢) dx
Q Q
:/ Vil : (wi@Vgﬁ)dw—/ Vg, : (fLE@qu)dx—f—/ Vuwg : V (U:¢) dx
Q Q Q
and add the term — [, ¢ div (4-¢$) dx to both sides, which leads to

/ Vwg : V(ted) — gy div (ted) dx—|—/ Vi, : (wi, ® Vo) — Vg, : (. @ Vo) dx
) Q

I I
- /Q ol -V + (puf +9) - (wid) de — /Q ¢ div (@6) de,
13 I4

where we used div(wf) = 0 in the first integral on the right-hand side. By hypothesis (H4) we then
have

I = a?/ VwiV (u;¢> dx — a?/ qy div <u§¢> dr — | ¢Rep-udx
Q O¢ Q O¢ Q
as € — 0. Further by our a-priori estimates (4.1) and hypothesis (H3),

Vi, . c Ue
/Q ( 01: s (wf ® Vo) — o Vg, : (Zg ®V¢>) dx

as € — 0. Since w§ converges strongly to ex in L?(9), we obtain

|I5] = o <Co.—0

I — /Q (of +9) - exé + pew - Voda.

We postpone the convergence Iy — 0 as € — 0 to the end of the proof.
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Accepting this convergence for the moment, taking the limit in the momentum equation yields
[ oRew-uds = [ pono+ (oo +9)- e ds
Q Q

for all ¢ € D(Q). Since this holds true for all 1 < k < 3 we infer that Vp € L?(Q) and
(4.10) Ru=pof+g— Vp.

Combining (4.9) with (4.10) yields (2.3).

Step 4: Estimate for Iy.

To conclude the proof, we must show I, — 0 as ¢ — 0.
First of all, observe that

[ aidiv@oyde = [ gidiviuo) o
Q

Qc
Recall from Section 3.2 that in each cell P; the function g, is defined piecewise on the sets 17, C%, DS
and K?, where we use the same notation as in Section 3.2. We would like to integrate by parts in Iy,
but by its piecewise construction, Vg;, is not well defined as a function in some L%(§2). Nevertheless, it
is welldefined inside each C§ = B; /2 \ T¢, where here and in the following we write B;* = B,_(xf) for
the ball of radius r. centered at z}.
Therefore, the idea is to split the integral over €2, in the following manner:

Let ¢ € C¢° (UZ Bf/2) be a cutoff function with
C

)
€

v=1in |JB, |Vy|<

and extend it by 0 to €. Then,
ar = va; + (1 —¥)qp,
and we can write

(pe)e - I = (pe)e / g5 div(ued) de

e

— {pe)e / g div(ued) da + (p2). / g5 (1 — )¢ div(u,) dz

€ QE
u
+ O-€2<IOE>E/Q (1 — w);; -Vodx
=I'+I*+ 1.

By hypothesis (H3) and (4.1),
13| < Co. — 0.

In order to prove that |I'| — 0, we use that supp(v)) C UiBf/2 and div(peus) = 0 (see (4.8)). Thus,

1 _ e _ € € .
. /Q Vlavo)pene ds /Q V(G da + (9. /Q e Vods

= o2 [ V6 (o: ~ (p2)) %5 do+ O,

where for the last term we used hypotheses (H3) and (4.1) in order to see that it converges to zero
with order o.. Since supp(¢)) C LJZ-B-E/2 we find, recalling C¢ = Bf/Q \T¢

?

I < o2 € 2+ e — (Pe)elln2y Ye <
1S VG, 2, o oo~ 0elinian || 000
< Oo2es e 2 ,
<Coce HV((Ik?/J@HLﬁ(Uin) + O(o:)
Further,
1
Vlai00)] < (V)b + lai(Too+ w¥0) < (19431 + ekl ).
and hence,

8 1
1< o2t (19600, 2, o)+ 1R, 25, ) ) 000
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B (a=D(y-1)
3—a+;—2a+3# N 0

Applying (3.2) and (3.3) from Lemma 3.5 with p = (27)/(y — 1) yields I; — 0 provided that

€
Note that since a > 1, the term involving V¢f is always larger than the other term. Hence, (4.2) is

equivalent to
3
B> Sy + e -1)

It remains to show that |I?| — 0: Since 1) = 1 in each Bf/4, we have
£ Ue €
|qk| V;g dx < CO.E||qk||L2(Q\UiBf/4)'

17| = / 4 (1 =)o div(u.) dz < Oo—g/
2 o\u; B4

Qe
By (3.4) from Lemma 3.5,
1% < Coellgill g, peray < C2 7 €72 = C="7 =0,
O

This finishes the proof.
5. HOMOGENIZATION OF THE UNSTEADY COMPRESSIBLE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS INCLUDING A

Low-MACH-NUMBER-LIMIT

5.1. A priori estimates.
Lemma 5.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem 2.3 hold. Then there is a constant Cr, which does not

9 - 2
/ Ps(t)iue(t)idHHv (“) <o,
Q. e

depend on £ such that
2 £2(Q)

1
su —
ogth /5 eb

and in particular,

o 212
pZ (t) = (p:)2| dr+ sup
0<t<T

pell Lo (27 (00)) < O

Remark 5.2. The Poincaré inequality (Lemma 3.1) implies
“) < Cr.

U
— <c||V ( <
O¢ e/ llr2.(Q)

L2.(2)

Proof of Lemma 5.1. Recall from (2.4) that the following energy inequality holds true:
T T 2 T
wdw—i—/ / |Vug|2 + (divug)2 dx dt
o Ja.

0-62 1 V(T ¥ d 2
’)/*167 Q€<p5( )_Pao) T +0g . 2
2 psO‘U€0|2 r
(5.1) SO’E/ 7daz+/ / (pef +9g) - ue da dt.
. 2 o Ja.
Using that (pe)e = (pe0)e by conservation of mass, we rewrite the first term on the left hand side and
find by the conservation of the mass and (3.7)
p2 (T 1 -
P o)~ (o)1 o) ~ (o))

pd(T) — ply) dz = 7/
JRGIGRYD R
! Y 1 vy v—1
-7 o “Peo — §<P50>5 — (pe0)? (Peo - <p50>5) dx

5
1 /2 v/2|? /2
z G J eI = peie \ de—=C | |pz0” = (peo)

Thus by assumption (2.6) we have
1 1

I 2% — ) _

E'B /E(ps(T) pEO) 2 Csﬁ /QE

;’/2‘2 dx.

(5.2)



16 RICHARD M. HOFER, KARINA KOWALCZYK, AND SEBASTIAN SCHWARZACHER

We next estimate the right-hand side of the energy inequality. In case v > 2 we find for b satisfying

F=3— l , using Holder’s and Young’s inequalities and Lemma 3.1, that

/Qsl(paerg)-uede / VECT(p))f +9)- | 5530

1
< 002 (m3l| £l + l9l32c0)) + Goz lueliacany
€

+|( <p5>6)| \fu5|da:

+ UsHPs - <ps>6HL7(QE)||fHLb

1
< Co? (mBlf 320y + 1 Whncay + N3z + 51Vl 0y

Co? 3 312
+ CoZllps — (pe)é ”L?(QE),

if b < 00, i.e v # 2. For v =2, || f|lo appears as a factor in front of the last term on the right-hand
side and does not appear in the first term.
In order to estimate the right hand sides in cabe v < 2 and f # 0 we have to proceed differently.

Indeed, using p. = (/P — V/{(pe)e)(v/Pe + V{pe)e) + (pec)e and Young’s inequality, we find
1,1 21
pef - uel <[ flloclpeue| < ||fHoo(|\/Ps||Us||Pe —(p)2 17 + 1V pe)ellucl 92 = (p)Z 15 + (pe)elue)

3 2 1 Us x 12
< 0§p5|ug|2 Clpz § pe)? | TS| *+ 20037710|p82 —(pe) |3 + CmOU?
o2 C |oe
ColpZ — ()32 1 |u.]’
ozlpe — (pe Ue 3 3
< opufuft + C0 LD 4 2] aCa2molod — (po)E P + O,
O¢ P 5

where C), is the Poincaré constant from Lemma 3.1 and the constant C depends on f and mg. Here,
we need to use the assumption that 2v(3 — o)) < 8 which implies that — 0. Thus, we find in all
assumed cases that for e sufficiently small

T
//I(paerg)-ue\dxdt
0o Ja.
2

2 1 2 T, 2 oc 3 312
<Co. + gHVUsHLZT(QE) +C o ozl pelue|*ll Lo + m”ﬂe — (pe)é HLz(Q ) dt.

Combining this estimate with (5.2), the energy inequality (5.1) yields
2
2

1 1 212 T |us(T)[? 1 [T
—03/ —pE<T>—<,og>§ +03de+f/ / Ve da dr.
—1 ¢ Jq €8 2 2

p50|U50‘2
1+ ﬁ dxdt + o2 p5|u€\ dxdt + o? — | dzx
€ Q. 2

Dividing by o2, we conclude by Gronwall’s Theorem that for all T > 0

a2
2
psa

1 12 \Y
sup / = p7 (pe)2| dx+ sup / Pe®lu(t)l” |u5 d +/ / ue|* dr dt < Cyp.
o<t<T JQ, € 0<t<T JQ.
For p., this in particular means
ol y 2
||P€HL;°(LW(QS)) < |lpé —(pe)e ||Z?(L2(QE)) + Cr(pe)e < Cr,
which concludes the proof. (]

In order to pass to the limit as it was done in the last section, we are left to estimate the pressure,
which we will now decompose as stated in Theorem 2.3. To this end, we first define a modified
Bogovskii operator that also acts on functions that are not mean free by first removing the average.
More precisely, we define

Bt L(Q) = Wy (),  B:(¢) = B-((¢ — (d)e)xe.),

where xq_ is the characteristic function of the set €2..
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First we find for ¢ € C}((0,T) x Q))

(e @)D D((0.T)x ) = / / (ps - ) pdrdt = / /Q @)e) dx dt
/ / P2 div(B ) da dt = / / P2 Giv(B: (¢)) da dt
Q. Q.
= —0’?/ / PO BZ(¢) dx dt — / / petie @ ue : VBL(¢p) dx dt
0 JQ. 0 JQ.

T
+ / / Ve : VB2 () + div(us) div(B2(8)) — (pef + 9)B2 () du dt
0 Qe

and split the pressure into two parts p. = p..1 + pe,2, where

T T
(5.3) (Pe,15 D) D/ D((0,17)x Q) = —o?/ / PO BE(¢) da dt —/ / Peltie @ ue : VBI(P) dx dt
o Ja. o Ja.

and

T
(5.4) (pe.2s )0 D01y xc2) = / / Vu, - VB (9) + div(us) div(B:(8)) — (pof + 9)B: (6) du dt.

Since pe 2 basically coincides with p. as defined in (4.5) (for a.e. t € [0,T]), we find that it is bounded
in L2([0,T] x (©2)) by similar arguments as in the previous section. This will be shown rigorously in
the next lemma. Furthermore, in Lemma 5.4 we will show that p. ; converges to 0 in some appropriate
topology.

Lemma 5.3. We find that ||pc 2| r2(0,mx0) < C, with a constant independent of €.

Proof. By Holder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding, the a priori estimates and Theorem 3.2, we
find that in case v > 2

(Pe,2, D) D/ D((0,1) %)
T
< /0 Vel L2 ) IVBZ (D)l 20y + (el o) | Il ooy + [lgll2@o)) I1BZ(0) | 2 (. dt
< OllollL2(jo,1)x0)-

In case v € (%, 2) and f # 0 we have to estimate the term involving f differently. Observe that there
is a constant C only depending on « such that for all a,b > 0

a < Cla? —b3|7 + Cb.

Thus,

/OT/QEpeﬁB:(qb)dmdt <C/0T/QE (|p§—<ps>%‘%+<Pe>e)|f~B§(¢)|dxdt

o, 2.2
<c / 16 = 0 1 1l o0 |BE @ vy
T
e / (ool 220 |1 BE (D) 2, dt

T
B *
<&t / 1B2(6) ey + Cllfll om0 dt
<C9llz2(jo,11x)>

where we used that Sobolev embedding and Theorem 3.2 imply

* * * - -8
IBZ(O)ll v 0.y < CIIVBE(<25)IIL33T~',(Q : < |VBX(9)lrz0.) < col Iz i) < Ce™ 716l L2,

whenever 3 > (3 — a). O
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5.2. Convergence Proof. The most significant difference to the last section is the appearance of the
new pressure term p; .. The following lemma shows why the terms related to that quantity vanish:

Lemma 5.4. There exists q € (1,2] such that p.1 — 0, strongly in H=1(0,T; L4(R0)), for p1 defined
n (5.3). Moreover,

(5.5) (Pe,1, div(wi @) pr D((0,7)x2) =+ 0
for all ¢ € C§°((0,T) x ).
Proof. We begin with the proof of (5.5). Observe, that fﬂs div(w§¢) dr = 0 and div(w§¢) = w§ - V.

Hence,

T
(Pe,1, div(wgd)) pr D((0,17)x Q) = —Ug/ /Q peueBe(wf, - VOy¢) dx dt
o Ja.

T
— / / Pelie @ ue : VB (wy, - Vo) dx dt
0 Ja.
=: Bl +B2

With 1 + % + L =1, we estimate

T ol 2 2
Bl < [ [ (10F =03 + (00 lucIVB i - Vo) o
0 e

Ug ||2 -
o LG(QE)HVBE("L% Vo) Laca.) dt

< Co? / loF — (p:) 1 2(cn,

T 2
+ Cmoa?/ ‘
0

Using Theorem 3.2 and the fact that wj, is uniformly bounded, we get

Ue

IVBe(wy - Vo) 2. dt.

JE L4 (QE)

(3—a)a—3 3—a)a—3

(
IVBe(wj, - Vo)l pea.) < Ce™ o [willLoe@ [VOllLa) < Ce™ e
Hence we find by the definition of 3 that

(3—a)a—
|By| < CeB=2e 2= 4 Co. - 0
with e = 0, due to the assumption on 5. For B; let b < 6 satisfy % + % + % = 1. Then, by Sobolev
inequality,

Ue

O¢

T
B < Co? [ o B (VD)o
0

L5(.)
T T
< Oog/ VB (wy V0,0 2. dt < Ca§/ VOl L2 (q) dt — 0
0 0

with € — 0. This proves (5.5).
The first assertion of the lemma, p.; — 0, follows by very similar arguments. More precisely, for

(b S D(QT),

T
(Pe1,¢) = —U?/ /Q P BX(0p)) + pette @ ue : VB @ (¢) dx dt =: Cy + Cs.
0 €

In analogy of the above we find (using the linearity of all involved operators, Sobolev embedding and
Theorem 3.2)

|C1| < Co2(|0:8] 2

and

(3—a)a—3 B8

8 1
|Ca| < CU? (5 o & H¢||L;§>(La(sz)) + O|¢||L;°(L2(Q)> .
€

Using the embedding H1 C L5, these estimates imply the assertion. O
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Proof of Theorem 2.3. Step 1: Extracting weakly convergent subsequences.
We use the a priori estimates and Lemma 5.4 to find v € LZ(Q2) and p € L2 (L3(2)) and subsequences
(not relabeled) such that

pe = po  strongly in LF(L7(£2)),
— —~u  weakly in L3(Q),

peq — 0 strongly in H~(0,T; LY(Q)),
pea—p  weakly in L?([0,T] x Q)).
Again, if we prove that (u,p) solves (2.3), convergence of the full sequence follows.

Step 2: Passage to the limit in the continuity equation.
Recall from (2.5) that the continuity equation holds for (g, i.) in R® x (0,7). We test the equation
with ¢ € D(R? x (0,T)). For v > 2, we can directly pass to the limit to deduce

T - T T
0=/ /ﬁgat(b—i—ﬁgu—;-V(bdxdt—)/ /po(atqb—l—u-V(b) dxdt:/ /pou-qudxdt.
0o Ja O¢ 0o JO 0o Ja
Thus ,

(5.6)

divu =0 in Q
u-n=>0 on 0f).

For v < 2, we again have to proceed differently. We rewrite the critical term

/ /Q 02 $Védzdt = / / V¢dxdt+/ /Ps 57 Vo dx dt.

Then, we may pass to the limit in the second term on the right-hand side and it remains to prove that
the first term on the right hand side vanishes in the limit e — 0. To this end, we use p. — (pc)e =

(v/Pe — VA{pe)e)(V/pe + /{pe)e) to estimate

T 1
U x y 1 _ 1 U
H(Ps —{pe)e) ; < / p2 — (pe)é ”Ez(gze) O¢ 2||P€U5H21(Q€) + 1V (pe)e ;
e llLL () 0 I: L2 (.)

< Cete—3+a 0,
by the strengthened assumptions on g for v < 2. This shows that (5.6) also holds for v < 2.

Step 3: Passage to the limit in the momentum equation.
Let ¢ € D((0,T) x Q). Using wi,¢ as test function in the first equation of (1.2), rewriting the terms in

the same way as before and adding the term —o? fOT Jo i div <%¢>) to both sides gives

[ 5o () o)

I

T T
—/ /(/35115 ® Ge) : V(wi o) dwdt+/ /div(ﬂg)div(w,‘iqﬁ) dx dt
o Ja o Ja
Iy I3

T T
+ / / Vi : (v @ Vo) — Vg, : (e ® Vo) da dt — Ug/ / Pelic - w50 dx dt
0o Jo o Ja

Iy Is
T T T
— 5 [ - imaanwioaars [ [ ot v owiodear- [ [ i) .
Is

Analogously to the convergence proofs in Theorem 2.1 we find

T
11%/ /¢Rek~udxdt,
0 Q
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137 I, — 0 and

T
17%/0 /Q<pof+g>~ek¢dxdt

as € — 0. Furthermore, we choose a = 2313 such that % + % —+ % = 1 and find by triangular and
Hoélder’s inequality

|12§6/0T/Q(|,5§—<ﬁe>33 + (7)) |1V (w58)| d e

2 o1 213
< co? / 152 —<ps>2\|32(95) o

@) IV (wpd)||La(o) dt

+ moo? IV(wp o)l L2(q) dt

L4(9e )
=I5+ Iz.
The term I3 can be estimated using the a priori estimates and hypothesis (H3*) in Theorem 3.4:

I3 < Co. — 0. On the term I3 we use the bounds on 3 and Lemma 5.1 together with the uniform
L°°-bounds on wj, and the L%-bounds on Vwi from Lemma 3.5 to find

[21 < CEB—Q Oz+3(a 1) = 0.
Further,
3 g (0
~ £ £
15| < Co? / 12700 5] o, T N @106y = 0
ase — 0.
Since wj, — ey, strongly in L?(2), Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4 imply

Is = / /p51+pszwk V¢d:cdt—>/ /pek Vo da dt.

We postpone the proof that Is — 0 to the end of the proof. Accepting this convergence yields

/()Tfsz(p0f+g_vP)ek¢dxdt:/OT/Q(bRek-uda:dt

for all ¢ € D((0,T) x §2), which means

Ru=pof+g—Vp.
Combining this with (5.6) yields the limit equation (2.3).
Step 4: Estimate for Ig.
This step corresponds to step 4 in the proof of Theorem 2.1. We split Ig into the analogous terms
I', I?, I the only difference being that these terms contain also integrals over time. Since the spacial a
priori estimates for u. are identical to the ones in the stationary case, I? — 0 and I? — 0 is established

as before.
The treatment of I is slightly different. We use (2.5) to obtain, analogously as in the stationary case

)

/ / V(q160) peue daz dt + 02 / / 400 bpe de dt — / / V(G506 (pe e dae dt
T (pe)o? / / 5 Vodrd =of / / V0o — (pe)e) 7 dedt +0(o2).

Thus, for v > 2

Ue

IV(gego)l

) 27
L2(Qr) L%(L“ﬁZ ()

1 3,2
hgljélpu | < thUPUa”pE —(pe)e ||Z;O(L2(Q))

. B 3_q— _1)2=2
gC’llrnsupeve3 a=2at3(a—1)
e—0

due to Lemma 3.5 since supp¢ C U;C¢ . Thus, I' — 0 by the assumptions on 8.
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Again, for v < 2, we need to proceed slightly different. We use p. — (pe) = (\/pe — 1/ {(p=)) (/P + v/ (pe))
to estimate

T ol a1 1 u
1 2 _ 2|7 22 2 € € 2

1| S/o o — (pe)é HLZ(QE) (”pé‘ueHLl(QE) + 02V (pe)e o2 L2(QE)> HV(kaQZ))HL%(Q) +0(o7).
Thus,

. 1 . £ _2043(a—1)%2 _

limsup |[I'| < limsupe?ve 7 =0

e—0 e—0
by the strengthened assumption on § for v < 2. This finishes the proof.
g
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