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Abstract

We study mathematically a system of partial differential equations arising in the
modelling of an aging fluid, a particular class of non Newtonian fluids. We prove
well-posedness of the equations in appropriate functional spaces and investigate the
longtime behaviour of the solutions.

1 Introduction

Our purpose is to study mathematically a system of partial differential equations arising
in the modelling of some particular non Newtonian fluids. These fluids are often called
aging fluids. Two physical phenomena are indeed permanently competing within the flow
of such fluids. On the one hand, the fluid ages in the sense that it solidifies. On the other
hand, aging is counterbalanced by a flow-induced rejuvenation.

The specific modelling we consider has been proposed in [4] on the basis of phenomeno-
logical arguments and experimental observations. A coefficient f, called the fluidity en-
codes aging for all times and at every location within the fluid. The fluid is solid where
f =0, and behaves all the more as a liquid when f grows. Our mathematical study aims to
contribute to better understand how well such a model captures the essential phenomena
at play in fluid aging.

For our study, we proceed in a one-dimensional setting corresponding physically to the
consideration of a laminar Couette flow. Our three unknown fields, the velocity u, the
shear stress 7 and the fluidity f are defined as functions of a space variable y varying
in the interval [0,1]. They are also, of course, functions of the time ¢ > 0. The specific
system we choose for our study reads
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Six dimensionless coefficients, all positive, constant in time and throughout the domain,
are present in the system: the density p, the viscosity n, the characteristic relaxation
time A, the elastic modulus G, and two coefficients £ and v specifically related to the
equation for the evolution of the fluidity f. System is a fully coupled system of
three equations. The first two equations are classical in nature. The first one is the
equation of conservation of momentum for u. The second equation rules the evolution of
the shear stress 7. The non classical ingredient therein (as opposed, say, to an Oldroyd-B
type equation) is the presence of an extra parameter, the fluidity f, the role of which
is formally similar to that of an inverse time in a relaxation phenomenon. We note that
when f is a constant in time and throughout the domain, the equation agrees with the one-
dimensional Oldroyd-B equation considered e.g. in [2,[5]. The third equation is of the form
of one of the many such evolution equations suggested in [4]. We hope it is, in this respect,
prototypical of a general class. It models the evolution of the fluidity f in function of the
stress tensor. The right-hand side of may differ from one model to another. The
important ingredient is the presence of two competitive terms: a negative term modelling
aging and a positive term modelling rejuvenation. For mathematical convenience, we have
taken two particular instances of these two terms.

We examine well-posedness and longtime behaviour for system . Because we
provide self-contained proofs, our study is rather long. Similar questions on a different,
although related model for a viscoelastic fluid, have been examined in [9, [10].

Our article is articulated as follows.

To start with, we prove in Section 2 that the system under consideration admits a
global-in-time solution in appropriate functional spaces. The solution is shown to be
unique, and indeed strong. System (|1.1)) is thus satisfied in a classical sense. Our precise
statement is the object of Theorem The bulk of Section 2 consists of our proof. The
arguments are standard arguments of mathematical fluid dynamics: formal a priori esti-
mates, approximation, rigorous a priori estimates, convergence. The many nonlinearities
present in system however prevent us, in the current state of our understanding, from
extending our analysis to settings in dimensions higher than or equal to two. Technically,
this is related to the fact we repeatedly use, in our arguments, that H' functions are L™
functions, a specificity of the one-dimensional setting of course.

In Sections 3 and 4, we study the long time behaviour of the solution. Section 3 deals
with return to equilibrium. We supply the system with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
conditions for the velocity and investigate whether the flow converges to a steady state. For
homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions, the steady states are (u = 0,7 = ¢, f = 0),
where c is a constant throughout the domain. The long-time convergence to these steady-
states sensitively depends, in system , of the fluidity f. The situation is qualitatively
different depending on the fluidity fp at initial time. The more delicate, but of course
more interesting, case mathematically is the case where the fluidity fy at initial time does
not vanish everywhere: a part of the material, possibly the whole of it, is originally fluid.
Section addresses this case. We show (and the proof is quite substantial even in the
one-dimensional setting we consider) that the flow converges to the null steady-state in
suitable functional norms. The precise statement is the purpose of Theorem The
convergence is then shown to be polynomial in time, for all three fields u, 7 and f. The
rates of convergence are made precise in Theorem[3.2] Numerical simulations we perform in



Section 5 will show these rates are indeed sharp. It is interesting to emphasize the physical
signification of our mathematical results. With regard to modelling, the convergence of
the fluidity f to zero that we establish, under homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions,
means that when left at rest, the fluid progressively solidifies, a certainly intuitive fact. In
addition, for u and 7, the rate of convergence sensitively depends on the size of the region
where, originally, the material is liquid (a size measured by our parameter 3 defined in
and present in the right-hand sides of the estimates of Theorem . The larger
the liquid region the quicker the convergence of both the velocity and the shear stress to
zero. It is not completely clear to us whether the latter qualitative behaviour is or not
compatible with experimental observations or physical intuition.

If the material is entirely solid at initial time, that is fo = 0 everywhere, the behaviour
is quite different. Then the material stays solid for all times, while the velocity and
shear stress vanish exponentially fast. We present the simple analysis of this behaviour in
Section Note that the result agrees with simple physical intuition.

Non-homogeneous boundary conditions, studied throughout Section [} are, as always
for questions related to long-time behaviours, significantly more intricate to address. We
adopt constant boundary conditions, respectively u =0andu =a > 0at y =0and y = 1.
We begin by showing in Section that, when we impose that the fluidity is strictly
positive everywhere, there exists a unique steady state. We next show in Section [4.2
that this steady state is stable under small perturbations. our precise result is stated
in Theorem When the perturbations of the state are not small, analyzing return to
equilibrium is, in general, beyond our reach. We are however able to show that, when we
assume a particular form of the initial condition (namely linear velocity, constant shear
stress, constant positive fluidity), then return to equilibrium does hold true even if the
initial condition is not close to the steady state. Some suitable assumptions relating the
size of the parameters in system and the non-zero boundary condition a are also
needed (see condition (4.21))). Our precise result is Theorem [4.2] The reason why we have
to assume this specific form of the initial conditions is purely technical (and our numerical
simulations will actually show that these restrictions are, in practice, unnecessary). In that
case, system reduces to a two-dimensional system of ordinary differential equations,
for which Poincaré-Bendixson Theory allows us to understand the longtime behaviour.
Our study is performed in Section [4.3

As briefly mentioned above, Section 5 presents some numerical simulations. We first
show that the rates of convergence estimated by our various mathematical arguments in
the various regimes considered in Sections [3] and [4] are indeed sharp. We also investigate
numerically the stability of the steady state. Our simulations show that, irrespective of
the size of the initial perturbation (and thus in a more general regime than that for our
mathematical arguments), the fluid returns to equilibrium, or more generally converges to
the suitable steady state. The rates of convergence are also examined.

We conclude this introduction by mentioning that, despite their limitations, our results
show that the model derived in [4] does adequately account for aging and rejuvenation.
However, two shortcomings need to be emphasized. Both originate from the mathematical
nature of equation (|1.1¢) (and are actually related to the fact that the Cauchy Lipschitz
theory applies to this equation). First, when f vanishes, then f remains zero for all
subsequent times. This property, present everywhere in our mathematical study, pre-



vents fluidification to occur after solidification. This clearly limits the range of materials
covered by the modelling (compare muds and concrete, say). Second, f can only van-
ish asymptotically and never in finite time unless it is already zero before. Otherwise
stated, solidification can occur, but never in finite time: again a modelling limitation.
The one usefulness, if any, of our study, is therefore to point out that a mathematically
well founded model where fluidification and solidification compete on an equal footing is
still to be derived. Our study implicitly points to suitable directions to this end.

Further mathematical investigations on models for aging fluids will be presented in [IJ.

2 Global existence and uniqueness

In this section, we establish the following global existence and uniqueness result for sys-
tem (|1.1)) supplied with initial conditions wug, 79, fo and the boundary conditions u(¢,0) = 0
and u(t,1) = a > 0 for all time ¢t € [0,7] (where a is a constant scalar).

Theorem 2.1 Recall that §2 is the one-dimensional domain [0,1] and that T > 0 is fized.
Consider the initial data

(uo, 70, fo) € H(Q)? with fo > 0. (2.1)
Then there exists a unique global solution (u, T, f) to system such that for any T > 0,
(u.7, f) € (C([0, T H') N L*((0, T} H?)) x C([0,T|; H') x C([0,T]: HY)  (2.2)

and f >0 for allz € Q and t € [0,T].
In addition, we have
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so that the equations in (1.1)) are all satisfied in the strong sense in time.

> e L([0,T]; L*) x C([0,T); L*) x C([0,T]; L?), (2.3)

Before we get to the proof, we eliminate the non-homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
condition, introducing the auxiliary velocity field

u(t,y) — ay.
This velocity field, which we still denote by u, solves the system
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supplied with the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions u(¢,0) = 0 and wu(t,1) = 0
for all time ¢ € [0, 7] and initial conditions ug, 79, fo € H'(2). The proof of Theorem
will actually be completed on system ([2.4]). The result on (|1.1)) then immediately follows.

Proof. The proof falls in eight steps. The first five steps consist in deriving formal
a priori estimates. These estimates are next made rigorous for a sequence of approxi-
mate solution in Step [ The convergence of this sequence is proven in Step [7] thereby
establishing existence of a solution to . Step [8| addresses uniqueness.
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Step 1: Non-negativity of the fluidity. Let us first formally prove that f > 0.
Fix y € Q and introduce

Eo={y €Q, fo(y) > 0}.

For y € Q\ Ep, we have fo(y) = 0 and thus f(¢,y) = 0 for all time ¢ € [0,T] because
of (2.4c¢). On the other hand, for y € Ey, we now show that f(t,y) > 0 for all time ¢ €
[0,T]. We argue by contradiction and suppose, by continuity of f(-,y), that

tm =1inf{t € (0,7, f(t,y) =0} < T.

The Cauchy-Lipschitz Theorem applied to with zero as initial condition at time %,,
implies that f(t,y) =0 for t € (¢, — €,t,, + ¢) for ¢ > 0, which contradicts the definition
of t,,.

We have therefore shown that f stays zero where it is zero, and stays positive where
it is positive, which in particular implies non-negativity everywhere.

Step 2: Formal first energy estimates. We again argue formally. We first mul-
tiply the evolution equation (2.4a)) on u by u itself and integrate over the domain. This

gives a first estimate
2
or >
= —u ) (Z,-). 2.5
)| = (G e (25)

Similarly, we multiply the evolution equation ([2.4b)) by 7 and integrate over € to find

— /Q@ZT) (t,") +Gar(t), (2.6)

a(t) = /Q a(t,y)dy (2.7)
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where we denote by

the average over 2 of a function ¢ : (t,y) € [0,7] x Q2 — R.
Combining estimates (2.5) and (2.6)) and using integration by parts and the fact that u
vanishes on the boundary, we obtain

1d 2 ou B _
3 (Golute I + Mt M) + 6o | S|+ (VEr) o], = Garto
(2.8)
We now turn to . Integrating over ) yields
d
prlAGRIIZE R FI( Wiz +v I f(E)7s = 5/9 (I712) (&, ). (2.9)
The Young inequality
) 2
lrlf? = vort \%!T\f? <Pt

5



then yields

d 2 |V 5 _ & 2
ST+ @ + S 15 < o= || (V) @), @10
Collecting and , we obtain
1d

(Gohute s + Mt = + 35 156, )
v

where C, here and throughout our text, denotes a constant, the actual value of which is
independent from 7" and only depends on the domain €2 and the coefficients p,n, A\, G, &, v
in (24) .
Applying the Gronwall Lemma to (2.11)), we obtain

2

) dat
L2
< Co,r, (2.12)

2dt

ou 9 ,
e Hay“’ ) < Callr(t )3 (2.11)

sup ([ult, s + 7l + 176 + [ " (e + [ (VF7) 0]

te(0,7)

where Cy r is a constant depending not only on €2, p, 7, A, G, &, v, but also on the boundary
condition a, the initial data wug, 79, fo and the time T'.

Remark 2.1 For homogeneous boundary conditions, that is a = 0, we mention that the

right-hand sides of (2.8) and thus (2.11) vanish. The constant Cor in (2.12) therefore

does not depend on T and we get a bound uniform in time.

Step 3: A priori estimates on an auxiliary function. Denote

Y
olty) = [ (rltia) = 70
0
This function g satisfies homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions and formally solves
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Using (2.4a) and (2.4bf), which respectively imply
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we remark that the auxiliary function

1 [y
U:u—i—/ (r—7) (2.13)
nJo
1
=u+—g
solves:
ou  no*U 1 (Y — G
e ;Tgﬂ — )\77] ; (fr— fr)dx + )\—nu (2.14)

02U
Multiplying equation (2.14)) by 902 and integrating over € yields
Y

2
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after elementary manipulations in the right-hand side. Then using the Young and the
Cauchy-Schwartz inequalities, we obtain

H
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2
salgaen| + 225w <o (b [ (Vi) @l + ).
(2.15)
Using (2.12)), we know that the right-hand side is L'(0,7). In view of our regularity
assumptions on the initial conditions, we have 885 - %1;0 + - ! (10 —70) € L*(Q). We
therefore deduce from that
U € L>([0,T), H}) n L*([0, T, H?). (2.16)

Step 4: L estimates. We are now in position to obtain (again formal) L*°-bounds
on 7 and f. We consider the evolution equation (2.4b)), which we rewrite in terms of U
defined by (2.13)) and using 7 defined for 7 as in (2.7)):

87’ ou G G_
8t —Ga—— <f+77>7+n7'+Ga.

Multiplying this equation by 7, we obtain
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so that, repeatedly applying the Young inequality,
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We apply the Gronwall Lemma to (2.17) and use e € L([0,T], L) because of (2.16)),
Y
estimate (2.12) and 70 € H'(Q) to obtain

I7(t, )l e < Corr (2.18)

that is, 7 € L>°([0,T7], L*°).
As for the function f, using the Duhamel formula for the evolution equation ([2.4c|)
rewritten as

of
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we obtain, for almost all y € €,
t
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where we have used the non-negativity of f and the previously derived L°°-bound on 7 to
obtain the second line. The above equation leads to

§ — [ uf2(s,y)ds
F(ty) < fow) + 2 17l e (roe) (1 _ e vl >

< Jow) + S Irll ooy (2.19)

Using that fo € H' and that we work in a one-dimensional setting, we obtain that f &
Le°([0, T, L*).

Remark 2.2 For homogeneous boundary conditions, the Gronwall Lemma applied to (2.17)
implies
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ds + sup ||r(t, )2 / e g,
Lo te[0,T] 0

(2.20)

Moreover, as explained at the end of Step @ the constant Cor in (2.12) does not de-
pend on T. Hence, the right-hand side of (2.15)) and the bound in L*([0,T); L>)-norm

ou
for 0 deduced from (2.16)), also do not depend on T. It follows from (2.20|) that the L>°-

Y
bound (2.18)) on 7 is uniform in time. Equation (2.19)) yields a similar conclusion for the

bound on f.

Step 5: Second a priori estimates. In order to get estimates on higher order
derivatives, we now differentiate with respect to y the evolution equation (2.4b)) and obtain
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Likewise, we differentiate with respect to y the evolution equation (2.4c)) and get

o (df || .o of 20f
at(ay) f f +2(¢|T ‘_1)f*—3 f oy (2.22)

3} 0
Multiplying equations (2.21)) and (2.22)) respectively by a—T and a—f, integrating over the
Y Y

domain, summing up and using that both 7 and f are in L*>°([0, 7], L>°), we obtain
or
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Repeatedly applying the Young inequality and using that 7 belongs to L2([0,T7], H')

ﬁ(ta )

L2 H(‘?y

(which implies aa|;|(t, y)' = g;(t, y)| for almost all ¢t € [0,7] and y € ), we obtain
1d ‘ or . |? ‘8f
Sl R e ) (t, )
2d ( 8y L 8y L2
or af ., \|I° H82U ?
<C T, i + 5=t . 2.23
O,T(\ay< ] e e et (2.29

We apply the Gronwall Lemma to (2.23)), use that 79, fo € H'(Q) and the estimate (2.16]
to obtain that 7, f € L>([0,T], H).

It follows from the definition (2.13)) and the estimate (2.16] that u € L>([0,T], H) N
L*([0,T), H?).

Step 6: Construction of an approximate solution. Now that we have estab-
lished all the necessary formal a priori estimates, we turn to the construction of a sequence
of approximating solutions to on which we will rigorously derive these a priori esti-
mates. We introduce, for n > 1, the sequence of systems

.

Oy 0%u, O,

. = - 2.24
Por T Mo oy (2:242)

0y, ouy,

o, U 7 Jn-17n ) 2.24
A 5 G ay fo—1Tn + Ga (2.24b)
Ofn
ot :( 1+£|Tn|)fn 1fn — Vfn- lfn, (2.24C)
\

supplied with the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions u,(t,0) = 0 and u,(¢,1) = 0
for all time ¢ € [0,7T] and initial conditions (uno, Tho, fro) = (1o, 70, fo). We actually use
the initial condition (ug, 70, fo) also to initialize the iterations in n, thus the coincidence
of notation.

We argue by induction. Consider

(Un—1,Tn—1, fa—1) € (C([0,T); H") N L*([0,T); H?)) x C([0,T); H') x C([0,T]; H")



and fp,—1 > 0. We first show that there exists a unique solution (uy, 7, fn) to (2.24)
belonging to the same functional spaces and such that f, > 0. For this purpose, we
decompose into two subsystems: the linear (Oldroyd-B) type model coupling the
evolution equations on u, and on 7, on the one hand and the ordinary dif-
ferential equation on f, satisfied for all y € € on the other hand. The existence and
uniqueness of a solution (up, 7,) in the space (C([0,T]; H') N L*([0,T]; H?))xC([0,T]; H')
for the former system is obtained using a classical approach (see for instance [5] for a very
close system). We now turn to f,. We show that f,, exists in C([0,7]; H') and f, > 0.
The equation (2.24c) writes

o (t, ), (2.25)

f n|t:o = f 0

where 9 is a function from [0,7] x R x€2 to R.

We first fix y € Q and show that the function f,(-,y) is continuous in time and non-
negative. The function v is continuous in its first two variables and locally Lipschitz
in its second variable. The Cauchy-Lipschitz Theorem shows there exists a unique local
solution with fy(y) as initial condition. Let [0,7™) be the interval of existence of the
maximal solution for positive time. For all ¢ € [0,7%), we have f, > 0, using Step (1} In

addition, since f,—1 and f, are both non-negative, (2.24c)) implies for all ¢ € [0,T™),

of,
a—“’; < &l fuot

< Ellmnlley oy -1l opnoey frs (2.26)

using that both 7, and f,,_1 belong to C([0,T]; H'). The Gronwall Lemma then proves
that f,, remains bounded on [0, 7] and thus we have established existence and uniqueness
on [0, 7.

We now turn to the local property of continuity of f, as a function of y. We use that
the function ¢ is continuous in y, because both 7,, and f,,_1 are continuous in y in our
one-dimensional setting and the theorem on the continuous dependence on a parameter
for ordinary differential equations of the form (see e.g. [3l, Theorem 1.11.1, p. 126]).

We now show that aaf" belongs to C([0,T]; L?). We consider, for almost all y € €2, the
Y

following linear ordinary differential equation on %ﬁ
Y
0 (0fn Ofn
— = |=4A—+B 2.27
ot < oy > oy P (2.27)
where we have introduced the functions
A:ﬂ'rn’fn—l — fno1—2vfn 1 fn < C([O,T];LOO), (2.28)

a|7'n|
dy

O fn— O fn—
Faotfo+ (€l = 1) 75 220

B=¢ € C([0,T); L.  (2.29)

0
The Cauchy-Lipschitz Theorem then guarantees the existence of %(, y) continuous in

time, for almost all y € 2. The Duhamel formula applied to (2.27) yields, for all ¢ € [0, 7]
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and almost all y € Q,

0 fn dfo ' A(y) / fA(7
8y( Y) = 8y() Y B(s,y)e vd

so that, using (2.1)), (2.28) and ( - " belong to C([0,T];L?). As (2.27) is the

derivative with respect to y of (2.24d), th1s ylelds fn€C(0,T); HY).

Now that we have established, for all n, the existence of a solution (uy,, 7, fr) to
in the appropriate functional spaces (as in —), we derive, for (uy, Ty, fn), the a
priori estimates formally established on (u, 7, f) in the previous steps. Estimate (2.8)) now
reads

8un 2

2
L2 + H (MT”) (t, )‘ L2

= GaT(t). (2.30)

(Gpl!un( M2 + A7t )HL2 +G H

Likewise, ([2.10|) is now replaced by

G+ [ Gt @)+ [ (as) (0) < N (Vi) o)

2

)

L2
(2.31)

Collecting (2.30) and (2.31)) yields the following estimate, analogous to (2.11)),

1d
37 (GpHun( Mz + Mt )72 + 62 7 |t Hu)

%";’%t,o ;+2H(mm)<t,->”2 <Callm(t, )32, (232)

G
v '

and therefore, holds with (uy, 7, fr) instead of (u, T, ).
The arguments given in Step [3| to derive and in Step {4 for the L™ estimates can
be mimicked for the approximate system in (up,7p, fn—1) instead of (u, 7, f), and the
corresponding auxiliary functions g, and U,.

At this point, we have rigorously established on (uy,, T, fn) and our formal estimates

of steps [2] to [&

sup sup ([lun(t, )2 + 7a(t, )l L2 + ([t )lz1) < Cor, (2.33)
n t€l0,T]

and

10 s (10l 176 e+ Ut i) + Wl ey < Cors (230)
n  telo,

where we recall that Cp 7 denotes various constants which depend on the coefficients in
system (2.4)), the initial data ug, 79, fo and the time T'.
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We now turn to the a priori estimates of Step [5] Using arguments similar to the formal
arguments of Step [5] we obtain

2

d 0Ty, Ofn
dt(k'ay““) o E )
2 2
< Cor <' O, Hafn Lo Hafn Ha;v ) ) (2.35)
L2 y? L2

We now observe that showing H' bounds on 7, and f,, is less straightforward than in our
formal Step [} We introduce

H 67‘n

ol

Integrating (2.35)) from 0 to t < T', we see that Y, satisfies

t t
Yn(t) < Coj/ Y, + C()j/ Y. 1+ CO,T HUTZH%%(HQ) + Yp. (2.36)
0 0

Applying the Gronwall Lemma to , we find
Ya(t) < (CO,T HUn”%gr(m) + YO) 0Tt + Cor /Ot Vo1(s)eCort=s)gs
which we rewrite
Ya(t) < Corr + Cor /0 Y i(s)ds.

Arguing by induction, one can check that this implies, for all ¢ € [0,7] and n,

n—1 :
Cort)* Cort)"
(o,T)+(o,T)

- Y.
7! n!

It follows that, Cp 7 denoting various constants,

sup sup Y, (t) < CopecorT, (2.37)
n te[0,T]
ou, JOU, 1 _
Recalling that T = By — (T, — Tn), we use inequalities (2.34)) and ( - ) to derive
Y Y Ui

sup 5up. (a5, s + 175 s + ) + Nl oy < o (238)
n seg|0,

This implies

ouy,

sup sup ﬁ(s,-) S,°) ) < Co,r. (2.39)

n s€(0,T]

H 8Tn

o[

2.(L2) LZ(L?) LZ(L?)

12



Step 7: Convergence of the sequence of approximate solution. The bounds
obtained in the previous steps, namely ([2.38]) and (2.39) show that, at least up to extraction
of a subsequence, we have the weak convergences

(tns Ty f) = (u,7, f) weakly- in L>([0,T]; H')?, (2.40)
u, — u weakly in L*([0,T]; H?), (2.41)

Ou, 0Ty, 8fn N %@g . 2 . T2\3
(8t’ s 8t> (at, 5 8t> weakly in L“([0,T]; L)°. (2.42)

But, in order to pass to the limit in , we need the convergence of the whole sequence
itself because involves indices n — 1 and n and strong convergence to establish
convergence of the product terms f,,_1fn, |7n|fa1fns fn1f>.

We now establish strong convergence of the whole sequence. We prove this convergence
in (LOO([O, TY; LQ(Q)))?’. This will a posteriori imply that all the convergences ,
and actually hold true not only for a subsequence, but the whole sequence itself.
And this will provide sufficient information to pass to the limit in our nonlinear terms.

We introduce the notation: h,, = h, — h,—1 and derive the evolution equations for

(Tn, Ty )

ouy, 82ﬁn 0Ty,
pﬁ =7 8y 4 @’ (2.43&)
0Ty, B % - "
Aﬁ G 8y fn_l’rn Tn_lfn_l, (243]3)
Ofn = -
Ot (€l s ot i)
— Ufa (A o) o = 2 Fot + €Tl a1 fo (2.43c)

Since (un, Tn, frn) belong to the spaces that appear in (2.2) and (2.3), the same holds
for (Up, Tn, frn). We multiply equations ([2.43al), (2.43b)) and (2.43c)), respectively by tn, Tn
and f,, integrate over €2, sum up and use the non-negativity of f,,_1 and f, to find

) <= [ mafacrmten

4 /Q (14 ETus ) Facs P2 4 Fact Focr Fo) = 052 Tt P €t Flrnl ot )-

|

d
i (GPIT (e s + XFue, ) +

The presence of two indices n — 1 and n again makes an additional step necessary. We
introduce X, (t) = ||[Un(t, )72 + |Fult, )32 + fult, H . Repeatedly using the L*>-
bounds (2.34) on {7, fn, Tn—1, fn—1} and the Young inequality, we see that X,, satisfies

X (t) < Cor(Xnlt) + Xn_1(t)). (2.44)

Applying the Gronwall Lemma to (2.44]), we find

¢ ¢
Xn(t) < OO,T/ Xn,l(s)eCOvT(t_s)ds < CO’TecovTT/ Xp—1(s)ds,
0 0

13



which implies that

C CO,TTt n—1
(Core ) sup Xi(s).

X, (t) <
e R N2

The sequence (up, Ty, fn) is therefore a Cauchy sequence in (LOO([O,T];LQ(Q)))?’. The
sequence converges in this space.

Now that we have strong convergence of the whole sequence, we show how to pass to the
limit in all the terms of ([2.24)), including the nonlinear ones. We only consider |7,|fn—1fn-
The other terms can be treated using similar arguments. We use a classical compactness
result [8 Theorem 5.1,p. 58] to deduce from and that 7, and f, strongly
converge respectively to 7 and f in L2([0, T; L*)3. Moreover, f,_1 strongly converges to f
in L>°([0,T]; L?). We thus have convergence for |7,|f,—1f, in L'([0,T]; LY).

The triple (u, 7, f) thus satisfies system , at least in the weak sense. We now
derive further regularity. We have

u € L*([0, T]; H?) with E;: c L*([0,T]; L?),
and therefore, by interpolation (see [12, Chapter 3, Lemma 1.2]),
u € C([0,T]; H') n L*([0,T); H?).
Moreover, we have
(Z, %f) e L*([0,T]; L*)?
and, using the second a priori estimate )

009t 90f 2 12)2
(5iom o) € LAOTHI2P
so that,

(r,f) € C([0,T}; H")*.

We have obtained ({2.2)) and therefore (2.3)), using system (12.4). The non-negativity of the
fluidity is preserved, passing to the limit. This completes the existence proof.

Step 8: Uniqueness. Consider (ui, 71, f1) and (ug, 72, f2) satisfying (2.2)) and so-
lutions to system (2.4) supplied with the same initial condition (ug, 7o, fo) € H* (). We
introduce (@ = ug —u1,7 = 72 — 71, f = fa — f1) which therefore satisfies

ou 0% OF
p(?i: - 1787;; + Ay’ (2.45a)
oF  o0u ..
Aot =gy — Tl (2.45b)
%: = —(f+ )T + R+ Elml(fa + ) f = v (7 + Fufe + )T, (2.45¢)
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supplied with homogeneous boundary conditions and (0,0,0) as initial data. Multiplying

equations ([2.45a)), (2.45b) and ([2.45c|), respectively by u, 7 and f, integrating over €2,

summing up, using the L>-bounds established in Step [ for terms involving 7, 72, f1, f2
and repeatedly applying the Young inequality, we find

2

L2> '

The Gronwall Lemma then implies uniqueness. This concludes the proof of Theorem 2.1}

¢

1d

57 <pG Gt )72 + MFE )72 + Hf(t? '))

"2) = o (Il + [ e,

3 Longtime behaviour for homogeneous boundary condi-
tions

In this section, we study the longtime behaviour of system supplied with homogeneous
boundary conditions. We will show convergence to a steady state and establish a rate for
this convergence. For homogeneous boundary conditions, the H!-steady states of
such that f > 0 are exactly the states (u = 0,7 = ¢, f = 0), where ¢ is a constant
throughout the domain.

Indeed, such a steady state (too, Too, foo ) Satisfies, combining equation integrated

over the domain and (|1.1b]),
Too (ﬁfoo+1) =c (3.1)
G Y

where ¢ is a constant over the domain. We now distinguish between two cases. Ei-
ther ¢ = 0, in which case 7o, = 0. The homogeneous boundary conditions on u and
imply that us = 0 and that foo = 0. Or ¢ # 0 and it follows from that 7
is non-zero and has a constant sign and from that 88%0 has a constant sign. Be-
cause of the homogeneous boundary conditions on the Velociz’/cy, we obtain that us,, = 0.
Therefore, yields fooToo = 0 and foo = 0, because 7 is non-zero in this case.

We will show that the longtime behaviour differs both in terms of steady state and
rate of convergence, depending whether fy 0 or fo = 0. When fy 0, a case studied in
subsection the solution (u, 7, f) converges to the steady state (0,0,0) in the longtime
and the rates of convergence are power-laws of the time. In the case fy = 0, the fluidity f
vanishes for all time, as easily seen on . In subsection we show that (u, 7, f) then
converges to (0,7p,0) in the longtime at an exponential rate, 7 being the average of 7y
over ). Evidently, the former case fy #0 require more efforts than the latter case fo =0
where f = 0 for all times.

3.1 Case fy#0

In this subsection, we consider the case fy > 0, fo #0. We first establish the convergence
in the longtime.

15



Theorem 3.1 Supply system with homogeneous boundary conditions and initial con-
ditions that satisfy and fo Z0. The solution (u, T, f), the existence and unique-
ness of which have been established in Theorem converges to the steady state (0,0,0)
in HY(Q) x L>®(2) x L>(Q) in the longtime:

[t g + 17 ) oo + 17 E )l oo = O

Proof. The proof falls in three steps. In the first step, we establish a lower bound
for the average of the fluidity f, which, in Step is useful to prove convergence in
the longtime in L2(Q2). In the third step, we show convergence of (u(t,-),7(t,-), f(t,-))
in H1(Q) x L>®(2) x L*>(Q).

In this section, Cy denotes various constants that are independent from time, while Cj,
i=1,...,4 denote some fixed constants independent from time. These constants Cy and C;
used to be denoted Cp 1 in the previous section. The subscript 7" is now omitted because, as
explained in Remarks and the constants are independent from T for homogeneous
boundary conditions.

Step 1: A lower bound for the average of f. We first derive a lower bound
on f, defined as in , and not directly on f because the latter may vanish (since fy
may vanish) on some part of the domain. Since fp #0, there exists, by continuity of fy
(assumed in H'), a non-empty closed interval Qq in € where fy does not vanish. Arguing
as in Step [I] of the proof of Theorem the fluidity f does not vanish for all ¢ > 0
and y € y. The evolution equation on f rewrites, for all £ > 0 and y € Qp,

01

——=1- . 3.2

G = 1€l vf (32
As explained in Remark the L*°-bounds on 7 and f are uniform in time for homoge-
neous boundary conditions. The equation (3.2]) thus implies, for all y € Qg and t > 0,

|

1
tf

< CO)

)

and therefore,

1
fty) > ————,
m+00t

1

> :
‘ + Cpt

Lo (Q())
Since f > f, this yields the lower bound
Qo

(3.3)

1
fo
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Step 2: Longtime convergence in L?(Q) x L?(Q2) x L?(2).  We now show the long-
time convergence in L2. Estimates (2.8) and (2.15)) respectively rewrite, for homogeneous
boundary conditions,

1d 9 ou -
S (Gollutt, ) + Xt )22 +Gn1 W v e =0 63
il t : < C f 2 ¢ 2
i ” | FEe ] = e (e [ (VEr) @, + e )
(3.6)
where U is defined by ([2.13). The evolution equation on 7 writes
A+ fr == 7

We introduce the positive scalar €, to be fixed later on. We use the Cauchy-Schwartz and
Young inequalities

7= < Ve (Vie = 0) 0], < e + 3 (Vi =) )

so that, multiplying evolution equation (3.7)) by 7, we obtain

2

)

L2

M ) 41— 170 < 15l e = 7) 6,2 (33)
5 dt eflT S s poo 1T —=7) (&, )| 72 - .
The evolution equation on 7 — 7 reads
0 e ~ oUu
)\a(T—T)—i-g(T—T) (fT—fT)+G—ay (3.9)

Multiplying evolution equation (3.9) by 7 — 7, integrating over Q and repeatedly using the
Young inequality, we find

1d _ G _ v, |

SO =) 61 + £ lr = 7) ()]s < © <||<f7> (@l + |50 L2> ,
so that, using the uniform in time L°°-bound on f,

1d 2 G _ 2

32O =) (5 )E) + 5 1 =) )

ol

We introduce some positive scalars mq,mo, ms and the energy function

< s (Hf e | (VFT)

> . (3.10)

ouU 2

8:1/ (t’ )
+maA ||(r = 7) (8 )72 + AP, (3.11)

E(t) =m1(Gp Ju(t, )72 + AlI7(t, ) [72) +ma

17



which therefore satisfy, combining (3.5)), (3.6), (3.8) and (3.10)),
1dE
5 (8) + (m1 = Coma |1 (1,) | o = Coma £t || (VFT) (-
2 dt
i IR ]
—(t,- —msy — Cymg
oy L 2 2 3
G 1 _ 2 Fl=2
Al i iy 1F ) oo ) 17 =7) ()22 + (1 = ) fI717(#) <0, (3.12)

where C), is the Poincaré constant.
The coefficients m1, mo, ms are chosen sufficiently large so that, for all time ¢ > 0,
every term in the left-hand side of (3.12)) is positive. The conditions

1

+ (m1Gn — ComaCp)

G 1
—mg > —sup || f(t, )] o ,
5 > 1osup (0,
n
%mz > C’gmng,
ComsC
my > max (2GQP,C’2mg sup || f(t, )|l .2 + Camasup || f(t, )Hmo)
n t>0 t>0

are sufficient. Using in addition the lower bound (3.3)) and the Poincaré inequality, ((3.12)
becomes

e (uuu,»uiz #lr =) @ + |G

L

2
C
) + (1=l < 0.
2
Using the triangle inequality

€ _ _
am; Tt Wiz < el72 () +ell(r = 7) (¢ )72 s (3.13)

we find, for ¢ sufficiently large,

1dE 1 € 1
S min(1-2 E <. 14
oy i < & 2m1> 1t ol =Y (3:14)

1
We take € < 3 and apply the Gronwall Lemma to (3.14]) to obtain that E goes to zero in
the longtime limit. In particular, we have
2
) =0. (3.15)
2

L

. oUu
Jim (\ruu, Mz + 7 )ze + H gy )

Step 3: Longtime convergence in H'(Q) x L®(Q) x L>®(Q). Combining (2.15)
and (2.17)), using the uniform in time L*°-bound on f and the Poincaré inequality on ,
Y

the spatial average of which is zero, we obtain

d (||oU 2 )
a4 (Ha )| e ) v (\
oU

< ¢, (nu(t, s + It )2 + Hayu, )

92U 2
87y2(t’ )

+r(t,y) |2>
L2

2
L2
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We apply the Gronwall Lemma and use the convergence (3.15)) that is uniform in space
to derive

Jim (7t ) e = 0.

Using the convergence of ||7(¢,-)||;«, the evolution equation (1.1¢) on f implies, for ¢
sufficiently large,

of 1.,
5 <5 (3.16)

This yields the convergence of ||f(t,)||;« to zero in the longtime.

0
Additionally, using the definition (2.13|) and (3.15)), 8—u converges to zero in L%().
Y
This ends the proof. %

We now turn to making precise the rates of convergence to the steady-state. We
introduce the non-negative scalar

B =meas{y € Q|fo(y) > 0}. (3.17)

By assumption in this section, we have § > 0. The following result establishes the con-
vergence rates in function of 5. In Section [5.1] we will check using numerical simulations
that these rates are indeed sharp.

Theorem 3.2 Supply system with homogeneous boundary conditions and initial con-
ditions that satisfy and fo Z£0. The solution (u, T, f), the existence and uniqueness of
which have been established in Theorem [2.1], satisfies the following convergence estimates:
for any arbitrarily small o > 0, there exists a constant ko independent from time and
there exists a time ty, both depending on the domain, the initial data, the coefficients in
the system and o, such that, for all t > tg,

et Mgz + 78 g < a1 4873079, (3.18)
where B is defined by (3.17)) and for allt >ty and y € Q , we have
1 1
< flty) < : (3.19)
Ty T (L a)(t —to) Ty T (1= a)(t —to)

In addition, there exists another constant ke, such that, for all t > tg,

_ 1-B(1-q
lult, Mg + 17 =7) (6 ) 2 < Ka(l+8) 773079, (3.20)

where the function T is the spatial average of T, defined as in (2.7]).

Proof. The proof falls in four steps. We first consider the fluidity, then derive first
convergence rates for the velocity and the stress. A study of the auxiliary function defined
by (2.13) next allows to conclude on the convergence estimates ((3.20]) and (3.21]).

We fix € an arbitrarily small positive scalar, actually equal to —, where « is the constant

that appears in the statement of the Theorem. The constants x. depend on ¢ and have
value that may vary from one instance to another, the actual value being irrelevant.
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Step 1: Convergence rate for the fluidity. In view of Theorem 17 (t, )|l oo
and || f(t, )|l ~ vanish in the longtime. This implies that there exists a time ¢o, such that,
for all y € Q and t > t, the evolution equation ([1.1¢) on f leads to
of
_(1+€)f2(ta y) < a(t’y) < _(1 _€)f2(t7y)' (322)
For all y € Q such that fo(y) > 0, we have f(to,y) > 0, as shown in Step 1| of the proof of
Theorem The equation (3.22)) becomes, for such y and ¢t > ¢,

1 < f(ty) < 1
= YY) > .
Fogy T (L €)(t —to) gy T (L= o)t —to)
and hence (3.19)). This inequality is also valid for all y such that fo(y) = 0, that is f(to,y) =
0, and therefore for all y € Q.

(3.23)

Step 2: First convergence rates for the velocity and the stress. We first
make more precise the lower bound on f. As fy is continuous, there exists a closed set Q.
such that fo(©) > 0 and meas{Q} = S(1 —€). As shown in Step [1| of the proof of
Theorem [2.1} we also have f(tg, ) > 0. Furthermore, as f(to,-) is continuous, we obtain
f(to, Q) > Ke. The inequality thus becomes, for all y € Q. and t > tq,

1 1

t > — .

It follows from f > / f that, for all ¢ > tg,
Qe

- 1—€¢ 1
t) > .
f()_ﬁ1+em€—|—t

We now use the energy E introduced in (3.11). As ||f(¢,-)|| ~ vanishes in the longtime,

the coefficients my, ma, m3 can be chosen arbitrarily small in (3.12)), independently from e,
for t > ty sufficiently large. We insert (3.24) in (3.12)) so that, for sufficiently large ¢,

(3.24)

1dE _ U, |7
LIS (Ha(t, M+ = 7) s + | ) L2>
1—¢ 1 _2
- < 0.
R S UL,

Using the triangle inequality (3.13]), we obtain, for sufficiently large ¢,

LAE 0 in(1-2¢, < )iz ! poy
2my1 ) 1+ ere+t

€
and therefore, using that 1 — 2¢ < v~ as my is arbitrarily small,
mi

1dE p 1
—— +=(1-4 E <. 3.25
yar Tl TS (3.25)
Applying the Gronwall Lemma to (3.25]), we find,
ou
T2t ) < we(1+1)~2R0—49), (3.26)
ay L2
where we recall that k. denotes various constants. We have obtained (3.18)).

2
2 2
[, )z2 + 7@ )iz +
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Step 3: Convergence rate for the auxiliary function U. We recall that the
function U is defined by (2.13). We first prove that U is more regular than claimed

in (2.16). We rewrite ([2.14])

y _ G
W e = ), U T (3.27)

We deduce that aa—U satisfies the heat equation with a right-hand side in L? ((to, +00), L?)
Y

ou
and initial condition a—(to, ) € HY(Q) at time to (up to a possible modification on a set
Y

ou
of times of measure zero). Therefore, we have — € H} ((tg, +0o0), L?), so that

ay loc
Ue Hlloc((t07 +OO)7 H(%) (328)
We next differentiate ([2.14) with respect to ¢, insert (|1.1a]) and find,

2 2 2
o°U n0° (0U _G@U: (3.29)
otz poy? \ ot Ap Oy?
where [ is the function defined by
1 (Y /ofr Ofr
I(t,y) = —— L2 g .
(t,y) vl < 5 T > dx (3.30)

We now regularize I as follows. We consider a sequence of functions I,,, such that for all
m, I, is infinitely differentiable from (tg, +00) to L?(Q2) and as m — oo,

I, — I'in L} ((to, +00), L?) (3.31)
Consider a solution U,, € C*((t, +00), H*> N H}) to

0?U,, B n 0> (0Un G 0°U,,
ot? poy? \ Ot

- = Ip. 3.32
Equation (3.32) has been studied in [0l [7]. Inspired by arguments from these references,
we introduce the energy functions H,, and F,, depending on a constant ¢ € (0,1) to be
determined later

2

g L e
and

2 2

cfeze] el
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2

i oUp, 0°Un,
We multiply (3.32) by T + 00Uy, + 02— 52

1 dH,, B U, 2 02U,

integrate over ) and find

We use the Poincaré inequality and choose § sufficiently small, depending on the domain
and the coefficients in ((1.1)) such that, for suitable constants ¢1, c2 and cs,

d oU,, d U,
< H,(t) <

“ (’ ot ay H )— )< e <’ ot oy | H )

(3.33)

and
o oU,, 2 92U, 2
E (1) > ¢ gom,. . 34
0z ([adme +[Gmef, < |Gre,). e

Using the upper bound in (3.33]) and (3.34) and the Young and the Poincaré inequalities,

we obtain

dHy,

o (t) + CHp(t) < || Ln(t, ) ||35 - (3.35)

We multiply the above equation by e“*, integrate from to to ¢ and find

t
Hpp ()€t < Hypy(t0)e“ 4 [ || Ln(s, )| 32 €“¥ds. (3.36)

to

Equation (3.29)) is linear so that by (3.28) and (3.31]), we can pass to the limit m — oo
in (3.36) and find, for all ¢ > o,

t
H(t)eCt < H(tg)e“ + [ ||I(s,-)||3, e“4ds. (3.37)
to

where H is defined as H,, with U instead of U,,.
The study of (3.29) reduces to the understanding of (3.37). We now make precise

the behaviour of I or more precisely at the one of a—; We combine equations (|1.1b)
and (1.1c)) to find

1 G ou
:f<—f7'+y> +7 (=2 = v+ L) f?). (3.38)
Multiplying the evolution equation (3.38) by f7 and integrating over €2 yields
1
o = [ (-3-1-vrver) pea S [ e
Q A dy

2
< Collf(t, )17 (' ou + HT(RJH%z) ; (3.39)

7t’.
5|
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where we have used the L*°-bounds on both 7 and f and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

1
to derive the second line. Inserting (3.23)) which gives the convergence in n of || f(t, )|l fee
and (3.26)), equation (3.39) implies

H o <Rl £)=2-2R (1~ (3.40)

0
Since the L2-norm of % controls the L2-norm of I, we insert (3.40]) in (3.37) so that,
for all t > to,

t Cs
H(t)e < H(tg)e" + me/ ¢ ds 3.41
()" < H{to) == (3.41)
Moreover, for ¢ > 0, for all t > ty, we integrate by parts to obtain
t eCs q t 608 €Ct
ds < ds + ——. 3.42
/to (I+s)9 = C(1+to) /to (14 s)4 C(l+1t)e (342)
We insert (3.42)) with ¢ =2+ 2%(1 — 4e) in (3.41)), so that for ¢ sufficiently large
1
H(t) < . 3.43
0 <r (3.43)
Using the lower bound in (3.33]), we have therefore obtained
ou
Ha <L) —23(1-4e), (3.44)

Step 4: Convergence rates (3.20) and (3.21). Using (3.10|) rewritten as

3O =) ) + 2 N = 7) 6 )

<(|5

and convergence estimates (3.23)), (3.26)), (3.44]), we obtain

2

L+ ->||iz) ,

1(m = 7) (6, )22 < k(1 +£) 2723049,

and eventually

2
< Ke(141)72 —25(1—4e)
L2

We thus obtain (3.20)) with o = 4e and conclude establishing (3.21)) as follows: we return

to (3.39) and improve the convergence estimate for , namely

ofr
ot

”c‘)fT < k(1 _’_t)—472§(1746)'
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This implies, mimicking (3.41) and using (3.42) with ¢ = 4 + 2%(1 — 4e), that for ¢
sufficiently large,

ou . |

H(t, )| < me1 47RO, (3.45)

8y .2

that is (3.21) with a = 4e. ¢

3.2 Case fp, =0
In the case fo =0, f vanishes for all time. System ((1.1)) then reads

ou Pu  Or
or ou

The existence and uniqueness of a regular solution to (3.46]) is easy to establish. The
longtime behaviour of system (3.46)) is now made precise.

Theorem 3.3 Supply system ([3.46|) with homogeneous boundary conditions. Consider a
solution (u,T) in the space

(€10, +00); H') N Lie ([0, +00); H?)) x C([0, +00); H)

Then, the solution converges exponentially fast to the steady state (0,7p) in H(Q) x L*(Q)
in the longtime: there exist two constants C, independent from time and initial data,
and Cy, independent from time, such that, for t sufficiently large ,

ou
Hay“"’

Proof. We perform the same manipulations as those used to obtain equation in
Step [3| of the proof of Theorem Since we deal here with the case f =0, we have I =0
in . We have proven that studying the longtime behaviour to amounts to
proving . We therefore find, for ¢ sufficiently large,

oU
aiy(t’ )

() =Tl < Coe™ . (3.47)
L

< Coe_Ct‘
12

We next differentiate equation (3.46al) with respect to ¢ and insert (3.46b)) to obtain

Pu_n 0 (n) G
o2 poy? \ ot pAOy?

The function u satisfies the same equation as U and thus has the same convergence rate.

Applying the Gronwall Lemma to (3.9) therefore implies, for ¢ sufficiently large,

I =7) (&)l = < Coe™". (3.48)
Integrating (3.46b)) over €2, we have
d
Air=0
it~
so that 7(t) = 7p for all times. We thus have the convergence estimate (3.47)). &
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4 Longtime behaviour for non-homogeneous boundary con-
ditions in a simple case

In this section, we study the longtime behaviour of the system supplied with non-
homogeneous boundary conditions u(¢,0) = 0 and u(¢,1) = a (where a is a constant scalar
different from zero and chosen positive, without loss of generality, a > 0).

We denote (uoo, Toos foo) @ stationary state to the system . We only consider the
simplified case

foo > 0 everywhere. (4.1)

The only stationary state that satisfies is made explicit in subsection . In
subsection we show convergence in the longtime to this stationary state for small
initial perturbations. In subsection we study the longtime behaviour for initial data
that satisfy fy > 0 without any smallness conditions, but only in a simplified case that
reduces system to a system of ordinary differential equations.

We do not state any result for the convergence to stationary states when fluidity
vanishes on some part of (2.

4.1 Stationary state

The following lemma makes precise the stationary state that satisfies the condition (4.1J).

Lemma 4.1 (Stationary state) Supply system (1.1)) with non-homogeneous boundary
conditions us(0) = 0 and ux(1) = a > 0. The unique stationary solution (Uso, Toos foo)

n (Hl(Q))S satisfying (4.1)) reads
(uooa Toos foo)(y) = (ay,

V1+4vEGa + 1 \/1+41/£Ga—1> (4.2)

26 ’ 2v

Remark 4.1 [t is easy to extend the above result to stationary solutions (Use,Too, foo)
in HY(Q) x L>®(Q) x L>®(Q) that satisfy foo #Z0. Introducing Qs = {y € Q, fooly) > 0}
and P = meas(uo), the set of such stationary solutions reads

—1
a +€TL> on O

8“00 - TL,
<77—007f00> (y) = 500 a v
0, nﬁ— + 77, 0) on Q\Qoo,

o

with 77, = 215 (1 T 4I/§Ga/ﬁoo>.

Proof. The stationary states (oo, Toos foo) : 2 — R of the system (1.1) that sat-
isfy (4.1) are solutions of the following system

Pusy  OToo
=p— + — 4.
0 n6y2+8y’ (4.3a)
Ol
= U5 7 JooToo, 4.
G By fooT. (4.3Db)
foo = e +§’TOO‘- (4.3¢)
v
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We now show that such a steady state is unique and explicitly 1dent1fy it. Slnce Too €

H(Q), ([4.3a) shows that u., belongs to H%(Q2). We integrate (4.3a]) and ( over {)
and obtain

ou
K = na—; + Too, (4.4)
where K is a constant and, using the boundary conditions on o,
Q
We combine (4.3b]) and (4.4) to obtain
(Gfot1) =K (4.6)

so that 7o, has the constant sign of K. Equation (4.5)) then implies that 7, thus K are
positive.
We now claim that 7 is constant over Q: inserting (4.3c) in (4.6)), we obtain that 7

satisfies
-1
Too (1 + 77—*—57-00) - K.
Gv

It is easy to see that this equation has a unique positive solution 7o,. It follows from (|4.4))

U
that aoo is constant throughout 2 so that, using the boundary conditions, ux(y) = ay.
Yy
We rewrite equation (4.3b]) as
—1+¢&T
Ga = LT Too,
v

to find the value of

Too = 215(1 + 1+ 4w€Ga).

-1
The stationary state reads <ay, Too, Jr67—00), that is (4.2). O
v

4.2 Longtime behaviour with smallness assumption

The following theorem states the convergence in the longtime to the stationary state (|4.2])
for small initial perturbations.

Theorem 4.1 Supply system with non-homogeneous boundary conditions u(t,0) = 0
and u(t,1) = a > 0. Consider the solution (u, T, f) the existence and uniqueness of which
have been established in Theorem and the associated stationary state (Uso, Toos foo)
defined by . There exists € > 0 (sufficiently small so that at least 19 and fy are

positive ), such that, if the initial data (ug, 1o, fo) for (1.1)) satisfy

luo = uoo |71 + 170 = Too | Toe + [Lfo = fooll T < €
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then the solution (u,T, f) of system converges, as t goes to infinity, to (Uoo, Toos foo)
in HY(Q) x L>®(2) x L>®(Q).

More precisely, there exist a constant C' independent from €, time and initial data and
a constant k. independent from time such that, for t sufficiently large,

lu(t, ) = oo (g + 178, ) = Too (e + 1 (E7) = foo (oo < ree™ @I (A7)

Remark 4.2 [t is indeed possible, under the same assumptions, to prove that both T and f
converge to zero in H'(Q) and not only in L>°(2). The proof is more tedious. We omit
it here for brevity and refer to [1)].

Before we get to the proof , we note that we will return to system ({1.1)), and not (2.4))
since of course boundary conditions will play a crucial role throughout the section. We

also rewrite system (1.1]) as

0 2
PG = (1 1) ) (7 = ) + 7,
or 0
N0 = G (0 use) ) = (= Joo) )7 = 7o) + 7o),
O (18l = o)+ D — foo) + ) = V(] = fo0) + o)

To lighten the notation, we henceforth denote (u, 7, f) instead of (v — Uoo, T — Too, f — foo)
and consider

( 2

p?}? - ”ggfi + g; (4.82)

Ag; - ng — JooT = Toof = JT, (4.8b)
i‘)){ =-v(f+ fOO)2f +&(f+2f)fT +€f§or, (4.8¢)

supplied with homogeneous boundary conditions on v and initial data that satisfy
2 2 2
luollz + 170l|7.00 + [l foll 7o < €.

Proof. The proof is divided into three steps. The first step establishes a priori
estimates on system . In the second step, we show that the solution remains small
for sufficiently small perturbations. In Step [3] we show that, still for small perturbations,
the solution converges to the steady state and that the rate of convergence is exponential.

As in the previous proofs, C' and k. denote various constants the value of which may
vary from one instance to another, the actual value being irrelevant.

Step 1: A priori energy estimates. We argue as in Step [2| of the proof of Theo-
rem We multiply (4.8a]), (4.8b)) and (4.8c) respectively by u, 7 and f, integrate over
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and find

pd ou 2 B 67‘
24 g, >\|L2+n1ay<t ) =[G
Ad
mnm,»uiﬁ [+ rore =c / )= [ 11t

33 116w [ (7 ) = 612 /Q Frit) + [ (7 + 2 Pr(e).

Combining these estimates leads to

O 2
(s e+ AL + o Ut ) 06 | S|

AT~ O ey (W ey + 200) (70 )3 + 172 )2 <0
(4.9)

1d

2
5% +foo ”T(ta ')||L2

using the L*°-estimate on [0,7] on f established in the proof of Theorem and the
Young inequality. We now use Step [3] of the proof of Theorem 2.1 and more precisely the

estimate 1) on U defined by ([2.13)). We have
a5, 25w

dy?
Now that we have estimates in Sobolev spaces, we turn to point wise estimates on 7
and f. We refine our argument in Step [ of the proof of Theorem We rewrite the

evolution equation (4.8b)) as

0 G ou G
)‘T+<f+foo ) —Gi“‘n — Toofs

S5 (t)

< O (It VB + 1 B uomy 172 ) - (410)

L2

0y

multiply it by 7, apply the Young inequality and obtain

A d 2

. G\ oo [0 :
sl (e res g )it <u| S|+l - @y
Similarly, we multiply (4.8c) by f and find
L\ ol IR = €+ 207l A 4 EfL P (4.12)

oUu
We combine (4.11]) and (4.12) and use the Poincaré inequality on e the spatial average
Y

of which is zero, to obtain

Ad 2 2 2
Sl s P (4 Fmt )
+ e (4 1o = €0 g aoey + 200) Wl ey ) 1P
U |17
<n|[ Gt |+ el (4.13
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Step 2: Smallness of the solution for small perturbations. We now prove
that, for € € (0,1) to be fixed later on and an initial condition satisfying

ol s + I70l17 e + [ foll 7o < €, (4.14)
we have, for all time t > 0,
lult, Mz + I e + ()7 < e (4.15)
We argue by contradiction and suppose
Ty = inf {t € RY [ (Jlut, 3 + 17 )3 + ()3 ) = € is finite.

For all ¢ < Ty, we use the estimates from the previous step. For e sufficiently small such
that all the terms in the left-hand side of (4.9)) are positive (this gives one condition on €),
we have, integrating (4.9)) from 0 to ¢,

PG |ut, )72 + ATt )72 + 7o {f £ (2,172
t ou 2 foo TOOI/ 9 9
+ ] nG 87;(5") TG, Wiz + == 1£(s,)I72 | ds < C€.
L
Integrating (4.10)) from 0 to ¢ then yields
U U, I
— — (s, - ds < Cé2. 4.16
5 (o) as<ce (1.16)
We now integrate (4.13]) from 0 to ¢ and get
A

For all t < Ty, (4.16)) and (4.17]) imply

ou
Ha“

Choosing e sufficiently small such that Ce?> < e (which gives another condition on )
contradicts the definition of Ths, and so Ty = oo. It follows that (4.15) holds for all
time ¢t > 0, the solution remains small.

2
2 2
LTIz + 1)z < Ce?.

Step 3: Convergence to the stationary state. We now prove that, if the initial
data satisfy (4.14)), then the solution converges exponentially fast to the stationary state
in the longtime. For ¢ sufficiently large, (4.9)) implies that

lu(t, )72 + It )72 + ()72 < mee™© (4.18)
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Adding multiplied by 2p to leads to
d U 2N o Teo .o 92U
4 (m”ay(t, )+ i gl ) et
Too
+ g (U Jo0 = 60y + 20) Wl ) 1P

< C (It VB + 7t Vs + 17 + 1 B oo I )

2
G\

F(f+ foot o

U St

L2

We use the Poincaré inequality on , the spatial average of which is zero, apply the

9y
Gronwall Lemma, insert (4.18]) and find

ou ? 2 2 —(C—e)t
@) A TE e +I1FE )T < e :
ay L2

This convergence estimate is equivalent to (4.7)) and we have exponential convergence.

&

4.3 Longtime behaviour without smallness assumption (simplified case)

We now examine the longtime behaviour of system (|1.1)) supplied with not necessarily
small initial data (ugp, 7o, fo). We are unable to prove a general result and focus our
attention to the particular case where the initial condition is ug = ay (a positive constant),
Top = constant = 7y, fy = constant = fo > 0. In such a case, a substantial simplification
occurs. Indeed, reduces to the following system of ordinary differential equations:

/\E =—fr+Ga (4.19a)
of
i (=1 + &) f2 = vf3, (4.19b)

supplied with initial conditions 7y, fo € R with fy > 0.
System (|4.19) has a unique steady state such that fo > 0 and it reads

VI+4v€Ga+1 1+ 4wEGa — 1>

(4.20)

(7_007foo) = < 2€ ’ 2

Indeed, such a steady state (7o, foo) satisfies fooToo = Ga (s0 that 7oc > 0) and vfo =
—1 + &To. Combining these equations implies (—1 4 €7 ) Too = ¥Ga. This equation has
a unique solution given in (4.20]).

In addition, we introduce the condition

1 1 A (vo+1  4\?

with

. 3Ga V9I+4vEGa — 1
0 = min , : (4.22)
Gav + 47 3v
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We are unable to perform our proof without this additional assumption. The numerical
simulations we perform (see Figure [3|) however show convergence holds even when (4.21))
is not satisfied.

Theorem 4.2 Supply system with initial conditions 19, fo € R with fo > 0. Then
the solution (7, f) remains bounded.

In addition, under assumption , the solution (7, f) converges to (Teo, foo) in the
longtime and the rate of convergence is exponential: for t sufficiently large,

I7(t) = Too| + | () = fool < Coe™ ", (4.23)
where Cy is a constant independent from time and C, reads

fo yys2), if A <0,

A= f2 (<1+uf >2—4<”f + 5, >) (4.25)
o | \ ) T e AT ) ) ‘

Proof. The proof is divided into seven steps. Step [1| introduces simplifications on
the initial data and the system, that are not restrictive for the longtime behaviour. Some
notation is given in Step[2] A lower bound on f is derived in Step [3] and is used in Step
to prove that the solution is bounded. Further restrictions are made in Step [f] still without
loss of generality. Step [6] establishes the convergence, which is proven to be exponential
in Step [7}

We consider until Step [4] the maximal solution to although the solution a pos-
teriori exists for all times because of boundedness.

C, = (4.24)

(I

with

Step 1: Simplifications on the initial data. We show that 7 and f solution
to (4.19) remain positive, possibly after some time for 7. We first remark that, since fo >
0, f > 0 for all times, arguing as in Step [I] of the proof of Theorem On the other hand,
if 7 < 0 on some time interval, evolution equation thus implies that 7 increases
strictly on this time interval (recalling that a > 0). Hence, there exist a time Ty such
that 7(7p) > 0. Moreover, for all ¢ > T, 7 remains positive (since if 7 is zero at one

d
time Ty > Tp, d—Z(Tl) — Ga > 0, which is in contradiction with 7 > 0 for ¢ < T7.)

For the purpose of studying the longtime limit, we may always consider, without loss
of generality, the system

)\867:; =—fr+Ga (4.26a)
g{ = (=1+&n) 2 —vf?, (4.26b)

supplied with positive initial conditions g, fo.
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Step 2: Some notation. We consider the three subdomains:

A= {(T,f)!fz r-1 fsU},

14

pe={(rplr <4 p <ol

As ={(r. f)lf = o},
where we recall that o is defined by (4.22]). We also introduce their intersections:

I'i3 = {(T,U)]T < §o - 1},

v
T—1
ISPES {(T,f)lfz€ - ,féa},
—1
FQ;}—{(T,O’)’T>£O_ }
v
See Figure [ for a graphical description.
s 3.0
20 ] f= % f _-1 :‘ &t
15 A3
°] ¥ (7o fo)
o 0571 r L s
A A A,

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 3.0

&t

Figure 1: Notation on (0, 4+00) x (0, +00)

Step 3: Lower bound on f. We now establish a lower bound for the fluidity f in
each domain. In the cases (19, fo) € A2 or (70, fo) € As, we have

f>min{fo,0}.
The case (19, fo) € A requires more developments. The evolution equations (4.26a))
and (4.26b)) respectively rewrite

d1
21—

Ad 4\* 4 4
BV <T—£> Z—fT(T—£>+GCL(T—£).
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We combine these two equations and obtain
d (Gal 1 4\?
M— | —=+4+= - = =— — 244
5dt<)\§f+2<7— £>> 3Ga+ Gavf —Eft° +4fT
—3Ga+ (Gav + 415 o
0, (4.27)

VANVA

where we have used firstly that 0 < f < o and 7 < 74 in A; and secondly (4.22)).
Integrating (4.27)) yields

%1<%max{11}+1(vo+1+4>2
AEf(E) — A8 folo) 2 £ £)

vo+1

. We introduce

-1
11 X (vo+1 42
_ - = - = 4.28
my (max{fo’o}+2Ga< ¢ +£>> ) ( )
which is therefore a lower bound for f in the region A;. This lower bound also holds for
initial conditions that belong to Ay and Az and we thus have, for all ¢ > 0,

using that 7 <

F(t) = my, (4.29)

with m¢ defined by (4.28).

Step 4: Boundedness. The purpose of this step is to prove that the solution (7, f)
remains bounded.

Applying the Duhamel formula on (4.26a]) yields
t ’
T(t) =e g@d&;—o + GACL/ e fst @ds/d‘g’
0

so that, using the lower bound (4.29)) on f,

Therefore, 7 is bounded, and there exists a time ¢y such that, for all ¢ > t,

Ga+1
) < 2ot (4.30)
mpy
. Ga+1 2
We now turn to the boundedness of f. We introduce M, = and My = — (=1 + &My,
my v
We will show that, for all ¢ > #g,
f(t) < max (f(to), My). (4.31)
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0
We distinguish between two cases. Let us first suppose that —f(to) > 0. In this case,

ot
1
f(to) < =(—=1+&7(to)) < My because of (4.30). Moreover, for all ¢ > to, f(t) < Mjy.
v
Indeed, by contradiction, if

t1 = inf {t > 1o, f(tl) = Mf} < +o00,

0
then, by continuity, a{(tl) > 0. On the other hand, we have

= (t) = fA(t) (-1 +&7(t) —vf(t))
< f2(t1)(—1 +EM, — VMf)
<0,

hence the contradiction.

In the other case a(to) < 0, f strictly decreases until (possibly) equality occurs at a later

ot
we have obtained (4.31]) for all ¢ > tg.

0
time t3 (f(tg) = 0 |, which leads to the previous case with t3 instead of tg. In any case,

Step 5: Further simplifications on the initial data. Table 1 first summarizes
how (7, f) behaves when it touches an intersection line. We use Table 1 to show that the

starting line ﬁ & entering region
ot at
I'3 - + Ay
ISP 0 + A
I'os + As

Table 1: Motion on intersection lines

solution enters region As at some time.

-
In region A;, we have — > 0, so that there does not exist any periodic orbit inside
region Ay. There is also no steady state in this region. Using the Poincaré-Bendixson
Theorem on the bounded solution of ordinary differential equation system (4.26)), the
solution leaves region A; at some time. According to Table 1, it enters region As.
0
Applying similar arguments on region As where 6—{ > 0, the solution enters region Ajz at

some time.
We can therefore restrict the studying of the longtime limit to initial data (9, fo) that
belongs to region As, without loss of generality.

The bounds (4.29)) and (4.30]) become
1 AE +1  4\? -
vo
t)> | —+ =—— + = . 4.32
f()_<0 2Ga< 13 5)) (4.32)
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and

2
(1) < (Ga+1) (i 4 % <”"€+ Ly g) ) . (4.33)

Step 6: Convergence. We introduce

G(r, f) = —%fT-F lGa

A
and
F(r, f)=(=1+&n) 2 —vf.
We have
OG(r, f) [ OF (1. f) _ 1
o7 + af —f<—)\—2+2§7'—31/f>,

1 1 X [vo+1 4\?
— = —2+2(1+Ga) | -+ = =
<f<A +26(1 + a)<0+2Ga< ¢ +€>>>,
using (4.33)) and the positivity of f. Because of our assumption (4.21)), the right-hand
sides F' and G of ([4.26|) satisfy

0G(r. 1) , OF(r.f)

or ar 0

According to the Dulac Criterion, there does not exist any periodic orbit for (4.26[). Since
it has only one steady state (7o, fo), the solution converges to it:

Jim (|7(6) = 7eol + 11(6) — fool) = 0.

Step 7: Exponential convergence. Now that we have convergence to the steady
state, we can use linear stability. System (4.26)) linearized around the stationary state (7Too, foo)

reads
l = 5 v : .

The eigenvalues of the associated matrix depend on the sign of A defined by (4.25)).
If A < 0, the eigenvalues are complex and their real part is —% (’%’" + yfgo) If A >0, the

eigenvalues are real negative, the smaller one in absolute value is —% (’%’O +v f§o> + %\/E .

The real part of the eigenvalues gives the rate of convergence and hence of values of C,

in ([E29).
o
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5 Numerical results

In this section, we present numerical simulations that complement the theoretical results
on the behaviour of the previous sections.

We simulate numerically in the interval Q = [0, 1] and the interval [0, 7] for T =
10000. The system is supplied either with homogeneous boundary conditions or non-
homogeneous boundary conditions u(¢,0) = 0 and u(t,1) = a for all time ¢ € [0,7]. In
the latter case, we take a = 1. As for the initial conditions, we take sinusoidal functions
for all three fields. The values of ug oscillate between —0.002 and 0.002 for homogeneous
boundary conditions and between 0 and a otherwise. The values of 79 and fy oscillate
between —0.5 and 0.5.

We use the following set of physical parameters. The density p = 0.001 and the
viscosity 7 = 1 so that the Reynolds number is low. The elastic modulus G and the
coeflicients ¢ and v are equal to one. The characteristic relaxation time A is 0.5 unless
otherwise stated.

System is solved using a constant time step At = 0.005 with the following time
scheme:

14 . 82un 87—n—1

A (Un — Un-1) = T T oy (5.1a)
A ouy,

At (Tn = Tn1) = G@L; — fn—1Tn-1, (5.1b)
1

Kt(fn_fnfl) = (_1+£|Tn’)fn71fn_anflfz- (5.1c)

For the space variable, we use linear IP1 finite elements for u and piecewise constant finite
elements for both 7 and f. Note that, in contrast to the approximating system ([2.24]) we
used for our theoretical proof, we take 7,,_1 instead of 7,, in the right-hand sides of
and . This allows us to solve each equation separately. This choice is made for
simplicity. Other approaches could have been employed. For our tests, we use elements of
constant size h = 0.002 and perform the computations using Scilab[11].

5.1 Homogeneous boundary conditions

We first focus on the homogeneous boundary conditions on u considered in Section[3] The
case fo = 0, that implies f = 0 for all times, is uninteresting numerically. We therefore only
show results for fy 0. In this case, we have convergence to the stationary state (0,0,0)
as proven in Theorem The convergence estimates are established in Theorem [3.2] We
recall the parameter

B = meas {y € Q| fo(y) > 0}

36



and these convergence rates: for « arbitrarily small, there exist various constants k., and
a time tg , such that, for all ¢ > ¢,

”7—(t7 ')HL2 < K/a(]_ _|_t)—§(1—a)’
. 1
< flty) < —

—f(t;y) + (14 a)(t —to) Faogy T (L= a)(t —to)

_ “1-B(1—a
lult, Mg + 117 =7) () g2 < Fall+8) 71730

(o)

Note that the last three estimates are exactly the same as in Theorem the first
estimate is an immediate consequence of (3.18) and (3.23). We now check that these
estimates are sharp. We begin with the case fy > 0 on 2 that is § = 1. The evolutions of

are repre-

_ ou _
It Mgz g e g+ 1 =7) | (e 7= 7) 9]

sented in Figure We use a log-log representation. The slopes s, which correspond
to a decrease as t°, are fitted on the numerical results and indicated on Figure the
numerical convergence rates, obtained with A = 0.5, are in good agreement with the esti-
mates.

We next consider cases where fy = 0 on some part of the domain. In Figure we show
simulations obtained with different values of 3. For each simulation, that is for each value
of B considered, the convergence rates are fitted and represented as a function of 5. The
numerical and theoretical convergence rates s agree.

We have extended these results to the other values of A than A = 0.5 and other values of
the parameters p,7, G, &, v to check that the convergence estimates of Theorem [3.2]depend
only on A and 8 and are indeed sharp.

< k(1 + )2 R0,
L2

Tulgr +17 —ﬂm . ‘ ‘ [l + |7 — 75

1+ 7|12 x 4 T2

. [flez = 0 . |2

0.01 —0.999 [noyu+1—7|2 @ 1 [ndyu+T —F|L2

s=-1.993

log norm
convergence rate

100 1000 10000 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

log time B

(a) (b)

-

Figure 2: (a) Time evolution in log-log scale for homogeneous boundary conditions; the
points are the simulated trajectories; the lines and the corresponding slopes s are fitted.
(b) Fitted convergence rates s for § = 0,0.01,0.1,0.6,0.9,0.99; the lines are the theoretical
convergence rates function of 5.
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5.2 Non-homogeneous boundary conditions

The longtime behaviour for non-homogeneous boundary conditions has been studied in
Section We consider only stationary states (oo, Too, foo) that satisfy foo > 0 everywhere.
We have shown that such a steady state is unique. We established in Theorem
that we have convergence to this steady state for small perturbations. To have convergence,
we of course need to assume fy > 0 everywhere. We observe numerically that no other
condition, and specifically non assumption on the smallness of the data, is required. We
consider the perturbations (u—teo, T—Too, f — foo) to equilibrium and show that they vanish
in the longtime, see Figure The evolution is plotted in semi-logarithmic scale. The
convergences of the various norms ||7(¢, )| 2, [|f (¢, )| 2, |ult, ) g + |(7 =7) (&, )l 2,

(ngz +7 —T> (t,-)

are indeed exponential.

L2
-y [ul + 7 = 7|12
9 x |L2
B = 040174 5 L2
4 [Poma Ryp = -0.3608 noyu+7 =Tz
B Ha= -0.36749
s )
6t LY %‘ix
=] LN -
R
S 8 " g
R4 LY L o
@ i) **i‘xx
= .10 fay M
"y
12 b L
14 b
-16

t

Figure 3: Time evolution of the perturbation to equilibrium in semi-logarithmic scale for
non-homogeneous boundary conditions ; the points are the simulated trajectories and the
line and the corresponding slope are fitted.

In section |4}, in order to establish a result without any smallness assumption, we have
considered a particular initial data that reduces to the ordinary differential equation
system . We have obtained convergence to the stationary state and explicit
formula for the rate of convergence. Numerically, we observe convergence even when the
condition , which was assumed for the proof of Theorem is not satisfied. The
time evolution is shown in the space of (7, f) and the convergence are represented in
Figure We check that the convergence is exponential as observed numerically in
the general case of (see Figure . Moreover, we compute the convergence rate and
compare it to the theoretical rate C,. defined by . The evolution of the perturbation
function |7(t) — Too| + | f(t) — foo| is plotted as a function of time in semi-logarithmic scale
in Figure The first case A = 0.5 correspond to the case when the eigenvalues of the
associated linearized system are complex, the expected value of C, is 0.8090; the other
case A = (.1 is when the eigenvalues are real negative, the expected value of C) is 1.7895.
The theoretical and numerical value agree.

Acknowledgements. The authors are grateful to Francois Lequeux (ESPCI Paris) for
many stimulating and enlightening discussions on the rheology of complex fluids.
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Figure 4: For the system of ordinary differential equations , time evolution (a) in the
space (7, f) for A = 0.5; (b) of the perturbation to equilibrium in semi-logarithmic scale
for A = 0.5, 0.1; the points are the simulated trajectories and the line and the corresponding
slope are fitted.
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