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ON WELL-POSEDNESS OF ERICKSEN-LESLIE’S

PARABOLIC-HYPERBOLIC LIQUID CRYSTAL MODEL

NING JIANG AND YILONG LUO

Abstract. We establish a local well-posedness of Ericksen-Leslie’s parabolic-hyperbolic liq-
uid crystal model under an assumption on the smallness of initial data and with constraints
of the dissipation coefficients µ4 > 2(µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6) > 0. In particular, if the
dissipation coefficients µ1 = µ2 = µ3 = µ5 = µ6 = 0, we construct a local well-posedness of
Ericksen-Leslie’s hyperbolic liquid crystal model with large initial data. With a further con-
strain on the coefficients of dissipation terms (µ2 < µ3), we prove a global classical solution
with small initial data.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the so-called Ericksen-Leslie’s parabolic-hyperbolic system that
models the hydrodynamics of nematic liquid crystals in dimension n (n=2, 3):







∂tv + v · ∇v− 1
2µ4∆v+∇p = −div(∇d⊙∇d) + L(d,v) ,

divv = 0 , |d| = 1 ,

σd̈ = ∆d+ γd+ λ1(ḋ−Bd) + λ2Ad ,

(1.1)

on Ω× R
+ ⊂ R

n × R
+(n = 2, 3), where

L(d,v)i = ∂j

[

µ1dkdpAkpdidj + µ2dj(ḋi +Bkidk)

+ µ3di(ḋj +Bkjdk) + µ5djdkAki + µ6didkAkj

]

for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, and the Lagrangian multiplier γ is

γ = −|ḋ|2 + |∇d|2 + λ1d
⊤Bd− λ2d

⊤Ad ,

and Aij =
1
2 (∂ivj + ∂jvi), Bij =

1
2(∂jvi − ∂ivj), and the coefficients µ4 > 0, µi ≥ 0 (1 ≤ i ≤

6, i 6= 4), and λ1 = µ2 − µ3, λ2 = µ5 − µ6, and σ ≥ 0 .

Here the material derivatives ḋ = ∂td + v · ∇d and (∇d ⊙∇d)ij = ∂idk∂jdk, Ω = R
n or

Ω is a bounded domain in R
n. The vector v(x, t) ∈ R

n is the bulk velocity and d(x, t) ∈ R
n

is the direction field of the liquid molecule with |d| = 1.
A simple consideration is that the dissipative term L(d,v) vanishes. Namely, the coefficients

µ1, µ2, µ3, µ5, µ6 of L(d,v) are chosen as 0, which immediately implies λ1 = λ2 = 0.
Consequently, the system (1.1) reduces to a model which is Navier-Stokes equations coupled
with a wave map







∂tv + v · ∇v +∇p = 1
2µ4∆v − div(∇d⊙∇d) ,

divv = 0 ,

σd̈ = ∆d+ (−|ḋ|2 + |∇d|2)d .

(1.2)

If Ω is a bounded domain in R
n, the boundary conditions are given as

v(x, t) = 0, and ∂d
∂ν

(x, t) = 0 (1.3)

on (x, t) ∈ ∂Ω × [0,+∞), where ν is the external normal vector of the boundary ∂Ω. We
impose the initial data in Ω as following:

v|t=0 = vin, ḋ|t=0 = ḋin, d|t=0 = din , (1.4)
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which satisfy the compatibilities vin(x)
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0 and ∂din

∂ν
(x)

∣

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0 if Ω is a bounded domain.

1.1. σ = 0, λ1 = −1, parabolic model. When the coefficients σ = 0 and λ1 = −1 in the
third equation of (1.1), the system reduces to the parabolic type equation, which is also called
Ericksen-Leslie’s system in the literatures. The static analogue of the parabolic Ericksen-
Leslie’s system is the so-called Oseen-Frank model, whose mathematical study was initialed
from Hardt-Kinderlehrer-Lin [8]. Since then there have been many works in this direction.
In particular, the existence and regularity or partial regularity of the approximation (usually
Ginzburg-Landau approximation as in [16]) dynamical Ericksen-Leslie’s system was started
by the work of Lin and Liu in [16], [17] and [18].

For the simplest system preserving the basic energy law






∂tv + v · ∇v +∇p = ∆v − div(∇d⊙∇d) ,
divv = 0 ,

∂td+ v · ∇d = ∆d+ |∇d|2d , |d| = 1 ,
(1.5)

which can be obtained by neglecting the Leslie stress and specifying some elastic constants.
In 2-D case, global weak solutions with at most a finite number of singular times was proved
by Lin-Lin-Wang [15]. The uniqueness of weak solutions was later on justified by Lin-Wang
[20] and Xu-Zhang [27]. Recently, Lin and Wang proved global existence of weak solution for
3-D case in [21].

For the more general parabolic Ericksen-Leslie’s system, local well-posedness is proved by
Wang-Zhang-Zhang in [26], and in [10] regularity and existence of global solutions in R

2 was
established by Huang-Lin-Wang. The existence and uniqueness of weak solutions, also in
R
2 was proved by Hong-Xin and Li-Titi-Xin in [9] [14] respectively. Similar result was also

obtained by Wang-Wang in [24]. For more complete review of the works for the parabolic
Ericksen-Leslie’s system, please see the reference listed above.

1.2. σ = 1, parabolic-hyperbolic model. If σ = 1, (1.1) is a parabolic-hyperbolic system
for which there is very few works comparing the corresponding parabolic model. The only
notable exception might be for the most simplified model, say, in (1.2), taking v = 0, the
spacial dimension is 1. For this case, the system (1.2) can be reduced to a so-called nonlinear
variational wave equation. Zhang and Zheng (later on with Bressan and others) studied
systematically the dissipative and energy conservative solutions in series work starting from
late 90’s [28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 1, 36, 37, 2].

For the multidimensional case, to our best acknowledgement, there was no mathemati-
cal work on the original parabolic-hyperbolic Ericksen-Leslie’s system (1.1). Very recently,
De Anna and Zarnescu [3] considered the inertial Qian-Sheng model of liquid crystals which
couples a hyperbolic type equation involving a second order derivative with a forced incom-
pressible Navier-Stokes equations. It is a system describing the hydrodynamics of nematic
liquid crystals in the Q-tensor framework. They proved global well-posedness and twist-wave
solutions. Furthermore, for the inviscid version of the Qian-Sheng model, in [7], Feireisl-Rocca-
Schimperna-Zarnescu proved a global existence of the dissipative solution which is inspired
from that of incompressible Euler equation defined by P-L. Lions [22].

1.3. Ericksen-Leslie’s parabolic-hyperbolic liquid crystal model. From now on, we
always take σ = 1 in this paper. Leslie [12, 13] obtained a general parabolic-hyperbolic liquid
crystal system (see also Section 5.1 of [19] ). This system can be written in the following
form:







∂tvi + vk∂kvi = ∂j(−pδij + σji) + Fi ,

∂ivi = 0 ,

d̈i = γdi + gi + ∂jπji +Gi .

(1.6)

Here v = (v1, · · · ,vn) is the bulk velocity, d = (d1, · · · ,dn) is the direction field of the liquid
molecules with the constraint |d| = 1, p is the pressure, Fi, Gi are external forces and γ is
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a Lagrange multiplier due to the constraint |d| = 1. The extra stress σji, the extra director
stress πji and the extra intrinsic director body force gi read as











σji = − ∂W
∂(∂jdk)

∂idk + σ̂′
ji ,

πji =
∂W

∂(∂jdi)
,

gi = −∂W
∂di

+ ĝ′
i ,

(1.7)

respectively. Here the Oseen-Frank energy W can be written as

2W =k1(divd)
2 + k2|d · (∇× d)|2 + k3|d× (∇× d)|2

+ (k2 + k4)
[

tr(∇d)2 − (divd)2
]

,
(1.8)

where the coefficients k1, k2, k3, and k4 are the measure of viscosity, depending on the
material and the temperature. The dissipative term σ̂ji is

σ̂′
ji = µ1dkdpAkpdidj + µ2djNi + µ3diNj + µ4Aij + µ5djdkAki + µ6didkAkj , (1.9)

where Ni = ḋi +Bkidk and the coefficients µi(1 ≤ i ≤ 6) may depend upon the temperature.
The term ĝ′

i can be represented as

ĝ′
i = λ1Ni + λ2djAij (1.10)

with the relations λ1 = µ2 − µ3, λ2 = µ5 − µ6 .

The system (1.6) is derived from the conservation law of the form (proposed by Ericksen
[4, 5, 6])

d

dt

ˆ

Ω
(|v|2 +W + |ḋ|2)dx = −

ˆ

Ω
∆d+ boundary terms and harmless terms .

Specifically, let k1 = k2 = k3 = 1, k4 = 0 in the equality (1.8) and Fi, Gi = 0 in (1.6), then

2W = |d · (∇× d)|2 + |d× (∇× d)|2 + tr(∇d)2 .

Since |d| = 1, one directly calculates that 2W = |∇d|2, which implies

∂W

∂di
= 0,

∂W

∂(∂jdi)
= ∂jdi . (1.11)

Then the equality (1.11) reduces to

∂jπji = ∂j

(

∂W

∂(∂jdi)

)

= ∂j(∂jdi) = ∆di , (1.12)

and the relations (1.7), (1.10) and (1.11) imply that

gi =ĝ′
i

=λ1Ni + λ2djAij

=λ1(ḋ−Bikdk) + λ2djAij

=λ1(ḋ− (Bd)i) + λ2(Ad)i .

(1.13)

Then it is derived from (1.12), (1.13) and the third equation of (1.6) with Fi = 0 that

σd̈ = ∆d+ γd+ λ1(ḋ−Bd) + λ2Ad . (1.14)

Since |d| = 1, it is derived from multiplying d in (1.14) that

γ = −|ḋ|2 + |∇d|2 + λ1d
⊤Bd− λ2d

⊤Ad . (1.15)

Combining the first equality of (1.7) and (1.11), one can obtain that

∂jσji =− ∂j(∂idk∂jdk) + ∂j σ̂
′
ji

=− div(∇d⊙∇d)i + ∂j σ̂
′
ji ,
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which means that the first equation of (1.6) can be rewritten as

∂tv + v · ∇v+∇p = −div(∇d⊙∇d) + divσ̂′ . (1.16)

On the other hand, it can yield that by (1.9)

divσ̂′ =
1

2
µ4∆v + L(d,v) ,

hence, we get Leslie’s parabolic-hyperbolic liquid crystal model (1.1).

1.4. Main results. In this paper, we first establish the local well-posedness of the Ericksen-
Leslie’s parabolic-hyperbolic liquid crystal system (1.1)-(1.3)-(1.4) with an assumption on
smallness of the initial data din and vin. However, if letting µ1 = µ2 = µ3 = µ5 = µ6 = 0,
we can show the local well-posedness of the system (1.2)-(1.3)-(1.4) with large initial data
vin and din. Furthermore, if we give an additional assumption µ2 < µ3(i.e. λ1 < 0) on the
model (1.1), we can prove the existence of a unique global smooth solution to the parabolic-
hyperbolic liquid crystal system (1.1)-(1.3)-(1.4) with small initial data vin and din.

Theorem 1.1. For any integer s > n
2 + 2(n = 2, 3) and for given initial data vin, ḋin ∈

Hs(Ω), din ∈ Hs+1(Ω), the following statements are valid:
(I) If µ4 > 2(µ2+µ3+µ5+µ6), µ1+µ2+µ3+µ5+µ6 > 0 and the initial data satisfy Ein ≡

|vin|2Hs + |ḋin|2Hs + |∇din|2Hs ≤ C2 ≡ µ4

4C(1+µ1+µ2+µ3+µ5+µ6)
for some positive constant C =

C(n, s) > 0, then there exists a unique local solution v ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs(Ω))∩L2(0, T ;Hs+1(Ω)),

∇d ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs(Ω)) and ḋ ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs(Ω)) to the Ericksen-Leslie’s parabolic-hyperbolic
system (1.1)-(1.3)-(1.4), where T satisfies

0 < T <
1

2|λ1|+ 1
min

{

ln

(

1 +
2|λ1|+ 1

C1Ein

)

, ln
4
3C2(C1E

in + 2|λ1|+ 1)

(2|λ1|+ 1 + 4
3C1C2)Ein

}

,

where C1 = C(1 + |λ1| + |λ2|) +
C2(1+|λ1|+|λ2|+µ2+µ3)2

2µ4
> 0 . Moreover, the solution (v,d)

satisfies
(

|v|2Hs + |ḋ|2H2 + |∇d|2Hs

)

(t) +
1

6
µ4

ˆ t

0
|∇v|2Hs(s)ds ≤ C∗(Ein, T )

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T , where

C∗(Ein, T ) = Ein + [2|λ1|C3(E
in, T ) + C1(C3(E

in, T ))2]T > 0

and

C3(E
in, T ) ≡

Ein(2|λ1|+ 1)e(2|λ1|+1)T

C1Ein + 2|λ1|+ 1− C1Eine(2|λ1|+1)T
> 0 .

(II) If µ1 = µ2 = µ3 = µ5 = µ6 = 0 and the initial data satisfy Ein < ∞, then for some
positive C = C(n, s) > 0 there exists a time number 0 < T < 1

C4Ein such that there is a

unique local solution v ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs(Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;Hs+1(Ω)), ∇d ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs(Ω)) and

ḋ ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs(Ω)) to the hyperbolic-type system (1.2)-(1.3)-(1.4). Moreover, the solution
(v,d) satisfies

(

|v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

(t) +
1

2
µ4

ˆ t

0
|∇v|2Hs(s)ds ≤ Ein +

C4(E
in)2T

(1− C4EinT )2

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T , where C4 = C( C
2µ4

+ 1) > 0.

(III) If µ4 > 2(µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6), µ2 < µ3 (i.e. λ1 < 0) and the initial data satisfy

E in ≡ |vin|2Hs + |din|2Hs + |ḋin|2Hs + |∇din|2Hs ≤ δ(δ|λ1|+1−δ)
4C5[2δ(δ|λ1|+1−δ)+δ|λ1|+1] , then there exists

a unique global solution v ∈ L∞(0,∞;Hs(Ω)) ∩ L2(0,∞;Hs+1(Ω)), ∇d ∈ L∞(0,∞;Hs(Ω))
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and ḋ ∈ L∞(0,∞;Hs(Ω)) to the parabolic-hyperbolic system (1.1)-(1.3)-(1.4). Moreover, the
solution (v,d) satisfies

sup
0≤t≤T

(

|v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

(t) +

ˆ T

0
|∇v|2Hsdt ≤

1

4C5 min
{

δ, 4−3δ
16 µ4

}

for any fixed T ∈ (0,+∞), where

C5 =C
(

8
4−3δ +

1
2(|λ1|−δ) +

1
2δ

)(

1
δ|λ1|+1−δ

+ 1
1−δ

+ 1
) [

δ
(

1+|λ1|2+|λ2|2

µ4
+ 1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|

)

+ C(1+|λ1|+|λ2|+µ2+µ3)2

2µ4
+ 1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|+ µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6

]

> 0 ,

and δ = 1
2 min{|λ1|, 1} ∈ (0, 12 ] and the positive constant C = C(n, s) > 0.

2. Apriori Estimates

Lemma 2.1. Assume that (v,d) is a sufficiently smooth solution to Ericksen-Leslie’s parabolic-
hyperbolic model (1.1). Then for any integer s > n

2+2(n = 2, 3) and for some C = C(n, s) > 0
we have

d

dt

(

|v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

+ µ4|∇v|2Hs − 2λ1|ḋ|
2
Hs + 2µ1

s
∑

k=0

|d⊤(∇k+1v)d|2L2

≤C(1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|+ µ2 + µ3)
(

|v|2
Ḣs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

|∇v|Hs (2.1)

+C(1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|)
(

|ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)2
+ C(µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)|∇d|2Hs |∇v|2Hs ,

where Ḣs = Hs − L2 .

Remark 2.1. (1) If µ1 = µ2 = µ3 = µ5 = µ6 = 0, which immediately means that λ1 =
µ2 − µ3 = 0 and λ2 = µ5 − µ6 = 0, then the apriori estimate (2.1) can be represented as

d

dt

(

|v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

+ µ4|∇v|2Hs

≤C
(

|v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

|∇v|Hs + C
(

|ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)2
, (2.2)

where the constant C = C(n, s) > 0 is mentioned in Lemma 2.1.
(2) If µ1 +µ2 +µ3 +µ5 +µ6 > 0, the last term C(µ1 +µ2 +µ3 +µ5 +µ6)|∇d|2Hs |∇v|2Hs in

(2.1) must be cancelled by the left term µ4|∇v|2Hs under the assumption that the last term
C(µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)|∇d|2Hs < µ4. In order to guarantee this assumption, we have to
impose on the smallness of the initial data Ein.

Proof. L2-Estimates. Multiplying ḋ in the third equation of (1.1) and integrating on B by
parts, on may obtain

ˆ

Ω
d̈ · ḋ dx =

ˆ

Ω
[∆dḋ+ γd · ḋ+ λ1(ḋ−Bd) · ḋ+ λ2Ad · ḋ]dx ,

where

Left =

ˆ

Ω
(∂tḋ+ v · ∇ḋ) · ḋdx =

1

2

d

dt

ˆ

Ω
|ḋ|2dx+

ˆ

Ω
(v · ∇ḋ) · ḋdx

=
1

2

d

dt
|ḋ|2L2 ,

and the facts divv = 0 and |d| = 1 imply that

Right =

ˆ

Ω
∆d(∂td+ v · ∇d)dx+

ˆ

Ω
γ(12 (∂t + v · ∇)|d|2)dx

+ λ1|ḋ|
2
L2 − λ1

ˆ

Ω
d⊤Bddx+ λ2

ˆ

Ω
d⊤Addx
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=−

ˆ

Ω
∇d : ∇(∂td+ v · ∇d)dx+ λ1|ḋ|

2
L2 − λ1

ˆ

Ω
d⊤Bddx+ λ2

ˆ

Ω
d⊤Addx

=−
1

2

d

dt
|∇d|2L2 +

ˆ

Ω
v · ∇d∆ddx+ λ1|ḋ|

2
L2 − λ1

ˆ

Ω
d⊤Bddx+ λ2

ˆ

Ω
d⊤Addx

≤−
1

2

d

dt
|∇d|2L2 +

ˆ

Ω
v · ∇d∆ddx+ λ1|ḋ|

2
L2 + (|λ1|+ |λ2|)|d|L∞ |ḋ|L2 |∇v|L2 .

Hence the following relation holds:

1

2

d

dt

(

|ḋ|2L2 + |∇d|2L2

)

− λ1|ḋ|
2
L2 ≤

ˆ

Ω
v · ∇d∆ddx+ (|λ1|+ |λ2|)|d|L∞ |ḋ|L2 |∇v|L2 . (2.3)

Multiplying by v in the first equation of (1.1) and integrating on B by parts, one can derive
by the fact divv = 0

1

2

d

dt
|v|2L2 + µ|∇v|2L2 =−

ˆ

Ω
vi∂j(∂idk∂jdk)dx+

ˆ

Ω
L(d,v) · vdx

=−

ˆ

Ω
vi∂j∂idk∂jdkdx−

ˆ

Ω
vi∂idk∂j∂jdkdx+

ˆ

Ω
L(d,v) · vdx (2.4)

=−

ˆ

Ω
vi∂i

(

1
2 |∇d|2

)

dx−

ˆ

Ω
v · ∇d ·∆ddx+

ˆ

Ω
L(d,v) · vdx

=−

ˆ

Ω
v · ∇d ·∆ddx+

ˆ

Ω
L(d,v) · vdx .

Next we are going to estimate the term
´

Ω L(d,v) ·vdx. It is calculated that by integrating

by parts, Hölder inequality and the fact d⊤Bd = 0

µ1

ˆ

Ω
∂j((d

⊤Ad)didj)vidx = −µ1|d
⊤∇vd|2L2 ,

and

µ2

ˆ

Ω
∂j [dj(ḋi +Bkidk)]vidx =− µ2

ˆ

Ω
dj(ḋi +Bkidk)∂jvidx

≤µ2|d|L∞ |ḋ|L2 |∇v|L2 + µ2|d|
2
L∞ |∇v|2L2 ,

and similarly

µ3

ˆ

Ω
∂j [di(ḋj +Bkjdk)]vidx ≤ µ3|d|L∞ |ḋ|L2 |∇v|L2 + µ3|d|

2
L∞ |∇v|2L2 ,

and

µ5

ˆ

Ω
∂j(djdkAki)vidx =− µ5

ˆ

Ω
djdkAki∂jvidx

≤µ5|d|
2
L∞ |∇v|2L2 ,

and similarly

µ6

ˆ

Ω
∂j(didkAkj)vidx ≤ µ6|d|

2
L∞ |∇v|2L2 .

Hence the estimate of the term
´

Ω L(d,v) · vdx is
ˆ

Ω
L(d,v) · vdx ≤− µ1|d

⊤∇vd|2L2 + (µ2 + µ3)|d|L∞ |ḋ|L2 |∇v|L2

+ (µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)|d|
2
L∞ |∇v|2L2 . (2.5)

It is implied that by the inequalities (2.3), (2.4) and (2.5)

1

2

d

dt

(

|v|2L2 + |ḋ|2L2 + |∇d|2L2

)

+
1

2
µ4|∇v|2L2 − λ1|ḋ|

2
L2 + µ1|d

⊤Ad|2L2

≤(|λ1|+ |λ2|+ µ2 + µ3)|d|L∞ |ḋ|L2 |∇v|L2 + (µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)|d|
2
L∞ |∇v|2L2 . (2.6)
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Hs-Estimates. For any integer 1 ≤ k ≤ s, we take ∇k in the fist equation of (1.1), multiply
by ∇kv and integrate by parts, then we have

1

2

d

dt
|∇kv|2L2 + µ|∇k+1v|2L2

=−
〈

∇k(v · ∇v),∇kv
〉

−
〈

∇kdiv(∇d⊙∇d),∇kv
〉

+
〈

∇kL(d,v),∇kv
〉

.

(2.7)

It is derived that by Hölder inequality, Sobolev embedding and the fact divv = 0

−
〈

∇k(v · ∇v),∇kv
〉

=−
∑

a+b=k
a≥1

〈

∇av∇b+1v,∇kv
〉

=− 2
〈

∇v∇kv,∇kv
〉

−
∑

a+b=k
a≥2,b≥1

〈

∇av∇b+1v,∇kv
〉

≤C|∇v|L∞ |∇kv|2L2 + C
∑

a+b=k
a≥2,b≥1

|∇av|L4 |∇b+1v|L4 |∇kv|L2 (2.8)

≤C|∇3v|L2 |∇kv|2L2 + C|∇kv|3L2

≤C|∇v|Hs |v|2
Ḣs ,

where Ḣs = Hs − L2 and

−
〈

∇kdiv(∇d⊙∇d),∇kv
〉

=
〈

∇k(∇d⊙∇d),∇k+1v
〉

=
∑

a+b=k

〈

∇a+1d⊙∇b+1d,∇k+1v
〉

≤2|∇d|L∞ |∇k+1d|L2 |∇k+1v|L2 +
∑

a+b=k
a,b≥1

〈

∇a+1d⊙∇b+1d,∇k+1v
〉

(2.9)

≤C|∇3d|L2 |∇k+1d|L2 |∇k+1v|L2 +
∑

a+b=k
a,b≥1

|∇a+1d|L4 |∇b+1d|L4 |∇k+1v|L2

≤C|∇3d|L2 |∇k+1d|L2 |∇k+1v|L2 + C|∇k+1d|2L2 |∇
k+1v|L2

≤C|∇d|2Hs |∇v|Hs .

The term
〈

∇kL(d,v),∇kv
〉

, which can be divided into five parts (µ1, µ2, µ3, µ5, µ6), re-

mains to be estimated. First, we estimate the µ1-part:
〈

µ1∇
k∂j(d

⊤Addidj),∇
kvi

〉

.

〈

µ1∇
k∂j(d

⊤Addidj),∇
kvi

〉

=− µ1

〈

∇k(d⊤Addidj),∇
k∂jvi

〉

=− µ1

〈

d⊤∇k+1vd,d⊤∇k+1vd
〉

− µ1

∑

a+b=k
b≥1

〈

∇a(dpdq)∇
b∂pvqdidj ,∇

k∂jvi

〉

−µ1

∑

a+b=k
b≥1

〈

dpdq∇
a∂pvq∇

b(didj),∇
k∂jvi

〉

− µ1

∑

a1+a2+b=k
a1,b≥1

〈

∇a1(dpdq)∇
a2∂pvq∇

b(didj),∇
k∂jvi

〉

≡− µ1|d
⊤∇k+1vd|2L2 + I1 + I2 + I3 .
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According to Hölder inequality, Sobolev embedding and the fact |d| = 1, we calculate that

I1 ≤µ1|d|
2
L∞ |∇k+1v|2L2 + µ1

∑

a1+a2+b=k
a1+a2≥1,b≥1

〈

|∇a1dp∇
a2dq∇

b∂pvq|, |∇
k+1v|

〉

≤µ1|d|
2
L∞ |∇k+1v|2L2 + µ1

∑

a1+a2+b=k
a1+a2≥1,b≥1

|∇a1d|L6 |∇a2d|L6 |∇b+1v|L6 |∇k+1v|L2

≤µ1|d|
2
L∞ |∇k+1v|2L2 + Cµ1

∑

a1+a2+b=k
a1+a2≥1,b≥1

|∇a1+1d|L2 |∇a2+1d|L2 |∇b+2v|L2 |∇k+1v|L2

≤Cµ1|∇d|2Hs |∇v|2Hs ,

and

I2 ≤µ1|d|
2
L∞

∑

a+b1+b2=k
b1+b2≥1

〈

|∇a∂pvq||∇
b1di||∇

b2dj|,∇
k∂jvi

〉

≤2µ1|d|
3
L∞

∑

a+b1=k
b1≥1

〈

|∇a∂pvq||∇
b1d|, |∇k+1v|

〉

+ µ1|d|
2
L∞

∑

a+b1+b2=k
b1,b2≥1

〈

|∇a∂pvq||∇
b1d||∇b2d|, |∇k+1v|

〉

≤2µ1|d|
3
L∞

∑

a+b1=k
b1≥1

|∇a+1v|L4 |∇b1d|L4 |∇k+1v|L2

+ µ1|d|
2
L∞

∑

a+b1+b2=k
b1,b2≥1

|∇a+1v|L6 |∇b1d|L6 |∇b2d|L6 |∇k+1v|L2

≤Cµ1|d|
3
L∞ |∇k+1d|L2 |∇k+1v|2L2 + Cµ1|d|

2
L∞ |∇k+1d|2L2 |∇

k+1v|2L2

≤Cµ1|∇d|2Hs |∇v|2Hs ,

and

I3 ≤µ1

∑

a1+a2+b=k
b≥1

〈

|∇a1(dpdq)||∇
a2∂pvq||∇

b(didj)|, |∇
k∂jvi|

〉

≤µ1

∑

a1+a2+b=k
b≥1

|∇a1(dpdq)|L6 |∇a2+1v|L6 |∇b(didj)|L6 |∇k+1v|L2

≤Cµ1

∑

a1+b≤k

|∇a1(dpdq)|L6 |∇b(didj)|L6 |∇k+1v|2L2

≤Cµ1

∑

a1+b≤k

|d|2L∞ |∇a1d|L6 |∇bd|L6 |∇k+1v|2L2

≤Cµ1|d|
2
L∞ |∇k+1d|2L2 |∇

k+1v|2L2

≤Cµ1|∇d|2Hs |∇v|2Hs .

So we get the estimate of the µ1-part

〈

µ1∇
k∂j(d

⊤Addidj),∇
kvi

〉

≤ −µ1|d
⊤∇k+1vd|2L2 + Cµ1|∇d|2Hs |∇v|2Hs . (2.10)
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Second, we estimate the µ2-part:
〈

µ2∇
k∂j [dj(ḋi +Bkidk)],∇

kvi

〉

.

〈

µ2∇
k∂j [dj(ḋi +Bkidk)],∇

kvi

〉

=− µ2

〈

∇k[dj(ḋi +Bkidk)],∇
k∂jvi

〉

≤µ2|∇
k(ḋidj)|L2 |∇k∂jvi|L2 + µ2|∇

k(djBkidk)|L2 |∇k∂jvi|L2

≤Cµ2(|∇
kḋ|L2 |d|L∞ + |∇kd|L2 |ḋ|L∞)|∇k+1v|L2

+ Cµ2(|d|L∞ |∇k(Bkidk)|L2 + |∇kdj |L2 |Bkidk|L∞)|∇k∂jvi|L2 (2.11)

≤Cµ2|∇
kḋ|L2 |∇k+1d|L2 |∇k+1v|L2 + Cµ2|∇

k+1d|L2 |d|L∞ |∇v|L∞ |∇k+1v|L2

+ Cµ2|∇
k+1d|L2(|∇k+1v|L2 |d|L∞ + |∇kd|L2 |∇v|L∞)|∇k+1v|L2

≤Cµ2|∇
kḋ|L2 |∇k+1d|L2 |∇k+1v|L2 + Cµ2|∇

k+1d|2L2 |∇
k+1v|2L2

≤Cµ2|ḋ|Hs |∇d|Hs |∇v|Hs + Cµ2|∇d|2Hs |∇v|2Hs .

Third, by similar arguments on estimating the µ2-parts, we get the estimate of the µ3-part:
〈

µ3∇
k∂j [di(ḋj +Bkjdk)],∇

kvi

〉

≤ Cµ3|ḋ|Hs |∇d|Hs |∇v|Hs + Cµ3|∇d|2Hs |∇v|2Hs . (2.12)

Fourth, we estimate the µ5-part:
〈

µ5∇
k∂j(djdpApi),∇

kvi

〉

.
〈

µ5∇
k∂j(djdpApi),∇

kvi

〉

=− µ5

〈

∇k(djdpApi),∇
k∂jvi

〉

≤Cµ5(|djdp|L∞ |∇kApi|L2 + |Api|L∞ |∇k(djdp)|L2)|∇k∂jvi|L2

≤Cµ5|d|
2
L∞ |∇k+1v|2L2 + Cµ5|d|L∞ |∇kd|L2 |∇v|L∞ |∇k+1v|L2 (2.13)

≤Cµ5|∇
k+1d|2L2 |∇

k+1v|2L2

≤Cµ5|∇d|2Hs |∇v|2Hs .

Finally, the same arguments on the estimate of the µ5-part implies the bound of the µ6-part:
〈

µ6∇
k∂j(didpApj),∇

kvi

〉

≤ Cµ6|∇d|2Hs |∇v|2Hs . (2.14)

Substituting the inequalities (2.8)-(2.14) into (2.7), one has

1

2

d

dt
|∇kv|2L2 +

1

2
µ4|∇

k+1v|2L2 + µ1|d
⊤(∇k+1v)d|2L2

≤C(1 + µ2 + µ3)
(

|v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

|∇v|Hs (2.15)

+C(µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)|∇d|2Hs |∇v|2Hs .

Taking ∇k in the third equation of (1.1), multiplying by ∇kḋ, integrating by parts, one
easily obtains

1

2

d

dt

(

|∇kḋ|2L2 + |∇k+1d|2L2

)

− λ1|∇
kḋ|2L2

=−
∑

a+b=k
a≥1

〈

∇av∇b+1ḋ,∇kḋ
〉

−
∑

a+b=k+1
a≥1

〈

∇av∇b+1d,∇k+1d
〉

−
∑

a+b+c=k

〈

∇aḋ∇bḋ∇cd,∇kḋ
〉

+
∑

a+b+c=k

〈

∇a+1d∇b+1d∇cd,∇kḋ
〉

(2.16)

+ λ1

∑

a+b=k

〈

∇a(d⊤Bd)∇b,∇kḋ
〉

− λ2

∑

a+b=k

〈

∇a(d⊤Ad)∇bd,∇kḋ
〉
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− λ1

∑

a+b=k

〈

∇aB∇bd,∇kḋ
〉

+ λ2

∑

a+b=k

〈

∇aA∇bd,∇kḋ
〉

≡I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5 + I6 + I7 + I8 .

By using Hölder inequality, Sobolev embedding, the facts divv = 0 and |d| = 1, one can
directly calculate the following estimates:

I1 =−
∑

a+b=k
a≥1

〈

∇av∇b+1ḋ,∇kḋ
〉

≤|∇v|L∞ |∇kḋ|2L2 +
∑

a+b=k
a≥2

|∇av|L4 |∇b+1ḋ|L4 |∇kḋ|L2

≤C|∇3v|L2 |∇kḋ|2L2 + C|∇k+1v|L2 |∇kḋ|2L2 (2.17)

≤C|∇v|Hs |ḋ|2Hs ,

and

I2 =−
∑

a+b=k+1
a≥1

〈

∇av∇b+1d,∇k+1d
〉

≤|∇v|L∞ |∇k+1d|2L2+|∇d|L∞ |∇k+1d|L2 |∇k+1v|L2+
∑

a+b=k+1
a≥2,b≥2

|∇av|L4 |∇b+1d|L4 |∇k+1d|L2

≤C|∇3v|L2 |∇k+1d|2L2 + C|∇3d|L2 |∇k+1v|L2 |∇k+1d|L2 + C|∇k+1v|L2 |∇k+1d|2L2 (2.18)

≤C|∇v|Hs |∇d|2Hs ,

and

I3 =−
∑

a+b+c=k

〈

∇aḋ∇bḋ∇cd,∇kḋ
〉

≤
∑

a+b=k

|d|L∞ |∇aḋ∇bḋ|L2 |∇kḋ|L2 −
∑

a+b+c=k
c≥1

〈

∇aḋ∇bḋ∇cd,∇kḋ
〉

≤C|∇2d|L2 |ḋ|L∞ |∇kḋ|L2 + C
∑

a+b=k
a,b≥1

|∇2d|L2 |∇aḋ|L4 |∇bḋ|L4 |∇kḋ|L2

+ |ḋ|2L∞ |∇kd|L2 |∇ḋ|L2 +
∑

a+b+c=k
1≤c≤k−1

|∇cd|L∞ |∇aḋ|L4 |∇bḋ|L4 |∇kḋ|L2 (2.19)

≤C|∇2d|L2 |∇2ḋ|L2 |∇kḋ|2L2 + C|∇2d|L2 |∇kḋ|3L2

+C|∇2ḋ|2L2 |∇
kḋ|L2 |∇kd|L2 + C|∇k+1d|L2 |∇kḋ|3L2

≤C|ḋ|3Hs |∇d|Hs ,

and

I4 =
∑

a+b+c=k

〈

∇a+1d∇b+1d∇cd,∇kḋ
〉

≤
∑

a+b=k

|d|L∞ |∇a+1d∇b+1d|L2 |∇kḋ|L2 +
∑

a+b+c=k
c≥1

〈

∇a+1d∇b+1d∇cd,∇kḋ
〉

≤C|∇2d|L2 |∇d|L∞ |∇k+1d|L2 |∇kḋ|L2 + C
∑

a+b=k
a,b≥1

|∇2d|L2 |∇a+1d|L4 |∇b+1d|L4 |∇kḋ|L2
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+ |∇d|2L∞ |∇kd|L2 |∇kḋ|L2 +
∑

a+b+c=k
1≤c≤k−1

|∇cd|L∞ |∇a+1d|L4 |∇b+1d|L4 |∇kḋ|L2 (2.20)

≤C|∇2d|L2 |∇3d|L2 |∇k+1d|L2 |∇kḋ|L2 + C|∇2d|L2 |∇k+1d|2L2 |∇
kḋ|L2

+C|∇3d|2L2 |∇
kd|L2 |∇kḋ|L2 + C|∇k+1d|3L2 |∇

kḋ|L2

≤C|∇d|3Hs |ḋ|Hs ,

and

I5 =λ1

∑

a+b=k

〈

∇a(d⊤Bd)∇bd,∇kḋ
〉

≤|λ1|
∑

a+b=k
b≤k−1

|∇bd|L∞ |∇a(d⊤Bd)|L2 |∇kḋ|L2 + |λ1||d
⊤Bd|L∞ |∇kd|L2 |∇kḋ|L2

≤C|λ1||∇
k+1d|L2

∑

1≤a≤k

|∇a(d⊤Bd)|L2 |∇kḋ|L2 + C|λ1||d|
2
L∞ |∇v|L∞ |∇k+1d|L2 |∇kḋ|L2

≤C|λ1|
∑

1≤a≤k

(|didj |L∞ |∇aBij|L2 + |Bij |L∞ |∇a(didj)|L2)|∇k+1d|L2 |∇kḋ|L2 (2.21)

+ C|λ1||d|
2
L∞ |∇v|L∞ |∇k+1d|L2 |∇k+1v|L2

≤C|λ1|(|d|
2
L∞ |∇k+1v|L2 + |∇v|L∞ |d|L∞ |∇k+1d|L2)|∇k+1d|L2 |∇k+1v|L2

+ C|λ1||d|
2
L∞ |∇v|L∞ |∇k+1d|L2 |∇k+1v|L2

≤C|λ1||∇
k+1d|2L2 |∇

k+1v|L2 |∇kḋ|L2

≤C|λ1||∇d|2Hs |∇v|Hs |ḋ|Hs ,

and by similar arguments on estimating the term I5

I6 ≤ C|λ2||∇d|2Hs |∇v|Hs |ḋ|Hs , (2.22)

and

I7 =− λ1

∑

a+b=k

〈

∇aB∇bd,∇kḋ
〉

≤|λ1|
∑

a+b=k
0≤b≤k−1

|∇bd|L∞ |∇aB|L2 |∇kḋ|L2 + |λ1||B|L∞ |∇kd|L2 |∇kḋ|L2

≤C|λ1|
∑

1≤a≤k

|∇a+1v|L2 |∇k+1d|L2 |∇kḋ|L2 +C|λ1||∇v|L∞ |∇k+1d|L2 |∇kḋ|L2 (2.23)

≤C|λ1||∇
k+1v|L2 |∇k+1d|L2 |∇kḋ|L2

≤C|λ1||∇v|Hs |∇d|Hs |ḋ|Hs ,

and by similarly estimating on the term I7

I8 ≤ C|λ2||∇v|Hs |∇d|Hs |ḋ|Hs . (2.24)

Combining the inequalities (2.17), (2.18), (2.19), (2.20), (2.21), (2.22), (2.23) and (2.24), it
can be derived from (2.16) that the following estimate is valid:

1

2

d

dt

(

|∇kḋ|2L2 + |∇k+1d|2L2

)

− λ1|∇
kḋ|2L2

≤C(|ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs)|ḋ|Hs |∇d|Hs + C(|λ1|+ |λ2|)|∇d|2Hs |ḋ|Hs |∇v|Hs (2.25)

+ C(|λ1|+ |λ2|)|∇d|Hs |ḋ|Hs |∇v|Hs .
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Then the inequalities (2.15) and (2.25) imply that

1

2

d

dt

(

|∇kv|2L2 + |∇kḋ|2L2 + |∇k+1d|2L2

)

+
1

2
µ4|∇

k+1v|2L2 − λ1|∇
kḋ|2L2 + µ1|d

⊤(∇k+1v)d|2L2

≤C(1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|+ µ2 + µ3)(|v|
2
Hs + |∇d|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs)|∇v|Hs +C

(

|ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)2

+ C(µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)|∇d|2Hs |∇v|2Hs + C(|λ1|+ |λ2|)|∇d|2Hs |ḋ|Hs |∇v|Hs . (2.26)

for all 1 ≤ k ≤ s, which combining the inequality (2.6) and Schwartz inequality gives us

1

2

d

dt

(

|v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

+
1

2
µ4|∇v|2Hs − λ1|ḋ|

2
Hs + µ1

s
∑

k=0

|d⊤(∇k+1v)d|2L2

≤C(1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|+ µ2 + µ3)
(

|v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

|∇v|Hs

≤C(1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|)
(

|ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)2
+ C(µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)|∇d|2Hs |∇v|2Hs ,

and then the proof of Lemma 2.1 is completed.
�

3. The approximated systems of Ericksen-Leslie’s parabolic-hyperbolic model

In order to obtain the local existence of Ericksen-Leslie’s parabolic-hyperbolic liquid crystal
model (1.1), the approximated system of (1.1) is constructed as follows:























∂tv
ǫ + PJǫ[Jǫv

ǫ · ∇Jǫv
ǫ] = 1

2µ4Jǫ(∆Jǫv
ǫ)− PJǫdiv(Jǫ∇Jǫd

ǫ ⊙ Jǫ∇Jǫd
ǫ)

+PJǫL(Jǫd
ǫ, Jǫv

ǫ) ,
divvǫ = 0 ,

∂tḋ
ǫ + Jǫ[Jǫv

ǫ · ∇Jǫḋ
ǫ] = Jǫ∆Jǫd

ǫ + γǫd
ǫ + λ1(Jǫḋ

ǫ − JǫBǫJǫd
ǫ) + λ1JǫAǫJǫd

ǫ ,

ḋǫ = ∂td
ǫ + Jǫ[Jǫv

ǫ · ∇Jǫd
ǫ] ,

(3.1)

where Jǫ is mollifier operators, P is the Leray projection, Bǫ = 1
2(∇Jǫv

ǫ − ∇Jǫv
ǫ⊤), Aǫ =

1
2(∇Jǫv

ǫ +∇Jǫv
ǫ⊤), and

L(Jǫd
ǫ, Jǫv

ǫ) =∂j

[

µ1Jǫd
ǫ
kJǫd

ǫ
pJǫ(Akp)ǫJǫd

ǫ
iJǫd

ǫ
j + µ2Jǫd

ǫ
j(Jǫḋ

ǫ
i + Jǫ(Bki)ǫJǫd

ǫ
k)

+ µ3Jǫd
ǫ
i(Jǫḋ

ǫ
j + Jǫ(Bkj)ǫJǫd

ǫ
k) + µ5Jǫd

ǫ
jJǫd

ǫ
kJǫ(Aki)ǫ + µ6Jǫd

ǫ
iJǫd

ǫ
kJǫ(Akj)ǫ

]

and

γǫ = −|Jǫḋ
ǫ|2 + |∇Jǫd

ǫ|2 + λ1(Jǫd
ǫ)⊤JǫBǫJǫd

ǫ − λ2(Jǫd
ǫ)⊤JǫAǫd

ǫ .

Furthermore, the approximated system (3.1) is imposed on the same initial data (1.4) with
the system (1.1).

One can obviously rewrite the approximated system (3.1) as the form:






d
dtv

ǫ = Fǫ(v
ǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ) ,

d
dt ḋ

ǫ = Gǫ(v
ǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ) ,

d
dtd

ǫ = Hǫ(v
ǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ) ,

(3.2)

where














Fǫ(v
ǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ) = 1

2µ4J
2
ǫ ∆vǫ − PJǫ[Jǫv

ǫ · ∇Jǫv
ǫ]

−PJǫdiv(Jǫ∇Jǫd
ǫ ⊙ Jǫ∇Jǫd

ǫ) + PJǫL(Jǫd
ǫ, Jǫv

ǫ) ,

Gǫ(v
ǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ) = J2

ǫ ∆dǫ − Jǫ[Jǫv
ǫ · ∇Jǫḋ

ǫ] + γǫd
ǫ + λ1(Jǫḋ

ǫ − JǫBǫJǫd
ǫ) + λ1JǫAǫJǫd

ǫ ,

Hǫ(v
ǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ) = ḋǫ − Jǫ[Jǫv

ǫ · ∇Jǫd
ǫ] .
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Denoting by Fǫ(v
ǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ) =

(

Fǫ(v
ǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ), Gǫ(v

ǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ),Hǫ(v
ǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ)

)⊤
, one can repre-

sent the system (3.2) as a simpler form






























d
dt





vǫ

ḋǫ

dǫ



 = Fǫ(v
ǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ) ,





vǫ

ḋǫ

dǫ





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

=





vin

ḋin

din





(3.3)

Our goal is to show the global existence of the strong classical solution to the approximated
equations (3.1) by the basic ODE theory. After doing that, we can construct some useful
results of compactness, so that we could imply the local existence of the strong solution to the
system (1.1) by passing to the limit from the approximated system (3.1). In this section, we
first prove the local existence of the classical solutions to the approximated equations (3.1).
Then the constructed local solution can be extended to the global time interval [0,∞).

3.1. The local existence of the approximated system (3.1). The following basic prop-

erties will be used to estimate the Lipschitz continuity of the functions Fǫ(v
ǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ) in some

proper spaces.

Lemma 3.1. (1)The following calculus inequality

|uv|Hs ≤ |u|L∞ |v|Hs + |v|L∞ |u|Hs

holds for all u, v ∈ Hs
⋂

L∞.
(2)For any v ∈ Hs, as ǫ → 0, the convergence |Jǫv− v|Hs → 0 is valid, and the inequality

|Jǫv − v|Hs−1 ≤ Cǫ|v|Hs holds for some positive constant C.
(3)For any v ∈ Hs and k ∈ Z

+
⋃

{0}, the inequalities

|Jǫv|Hs+k ≤
C(s, k)

ǫk
|v|Hs

and

|Jǫ∇
kv|L∞ ≤

C(k)

ǫ
n
2
+k

|v|L2

are valid.

Proof. These properties are fundamental facts and we omit the details of the proof. The
details can be seen in [23] for instance. �

Proposition 3.1. Let s > n
2 + 2(n = 2, 3). For given initial data vin, ḋin, din ∈ Hs there

exists a unique solution (vǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ)⊤ ∈ C([0, Tǫ);H
s × Hs × Hs) to the equations (3.1) for

some Tǫ > 0.

Proof. Our goal is going to verify the Lipschitz continuity of the functions Fǫ(·, ·, ·) in the
product space Hs × Hs × Hs. By the way, we define the norms on a space X × X × X as
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣





a

b

c





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

X×X×X

≡ |a|X + |b|X + |c|X .

It is calculated by Sobolev embedding and Lemma 3.1 that for any v1,v2, ḋ1, ḋ2,d1,d2 ∈
Hs

∣

∣Jǫdiv(Jǫ∇Jǫd
1 ⊙ Jǫ∇Jǫd

1)− Jǫdiv(Jǫ∇Jǫd
2 ⊙ Jǫ∇Jǫd

2)
∣

∣

Hs

≤
∣

∣∆J2
ǫ (d

1 − d2)⊙ Jǫ∇Jǫd
1
∣

∣

Hs +
∣

∣Jǫ∇Jǫ(d
1 − d2)⊙∆J2

ǫ d
1
∣

∣

Hs

+
∣

∣∆J2
ǫ d

2 ⊙ Jǫ∇Jǫ(d
1 − d2)

∣

∣

Hs +
∣

∣Jǫ∇Jǫd
2 ⊙∆J2

ǫ (d
1 − d2)

∣

∣

Hs

.
∣

∣∇Jǫd
1
∣

∣

L∞

∣

∣Jǫ∆(d1 − d2)
∣

∣

Hs +
∣

∣∆Jǫ(d
1 − d2)

∣

∣

L∞

∣

∣∇Jǫd
1
∣

∣

Hs
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+
∣

∣∆Jǫd
1
∣

∣

L∞

∣

∣∇Jǫ(d
1 − d2)

∣

∣

Hs +
∣

∣∇Jǫ(d
1 − d2)

∣

∣

L∞

∣

∣∆Jǫd
1
∣

∣

Hs

+
∣

∣∆Jǫd
2
∣

∣

L∞

∣

∣∇Jǫ(d
1 − d2)

∣

∣

Hs +
∣

∣∇Jǫ(d
1 − d2)

∣

∣

L∞

∣

∣∆Jǫd
2
∣

∣

Hs

+
∣

∣∇Jǫd
2
∣

∣

L∞

∣

∣Jǫ∆(d1 − d2)
∣

∣

Hs +
∣

∣∆Jǫ(d
1 − d2)

∣

∣

L∞

∣

∣∇Jǫd
2
∣

∣

Hs

.
1

ǫ
n
2

∣

∣∇d1
∣

∣

L2 ·
1

ǫ2

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

Hs +
1

ǫs

∣

∣∇d1
∣

∣

L2 ·
1

ǫ
n
2
+2

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

L2

+
1

ǫ
n
2 + 1

∣

∣∇d1
∣

∣

L2 ·
1

ǫ

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

Hs +
1

ǫs+1

∣

∣∇d1
∣

∣

L2 ·
1

ǫ
n
2
+1

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

L2

+
1

ǫ
n
2
+2

∣

∣∇d2
∣

∣

L2

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

Hs +
1

ǫ
n
2
+s+2

∣

∣∇d2
∣

∣

L2

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

L2

≤
C

ǫ
n
2
+s+2

(∣

∣∇d1
∣

∣

L2 +
∣

∣∇d2
∣

∣

L2

) ∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

Hs ,

and
∣

∣µ1Jǫ∂j [Jǫd
1
kJǫd

1
pJǫ(A

1
kp)ǫJǫd

1
iJǫd

1
j ]− µ1Jǫ∂j[Jǫd

2
kJǫd

2
pJǫ(A

2
kp)ǫJǫd

2
i Jǫd

2
j ]
∣

∣

Hs

≤µ1

∣

∣Jǫ∂j [Jǫ(d
1
k − d2

k)Jǫd
1
pJǫ(A

1
kp)ǫJǫd

1
i Jǫd

1
j ]
∣

∣

Hs

+µ1

∣

∣Jǫ∂j [Jǫd
1
kJǫ(d

1
p − d2

p)Jǫ(A
1
kp)ǫJǫd

1
i Jǫd

1
j ]
∣

∣

Hs

+µ1

∣

∣Jǫ∂j [Jǫd
1
kJǫd

1
pJǫ(A

1
kp −A2

kp)ǫJǫd
1
i Jǫd

1
j ]
∣

∣

Hs

+µ1

∣

∣Jǫ∂j [Jǫd
1
kJǫd

1
pJǫ(A

1
kp)ǫJǫ(d

1
i − d2

i )Jǫd
1
j ]
∣

∣

Hs

+µ1

∣

∣Jǫ∂j [Jǫd
1
kJǫd

1
pJǫ(A

1
kp)ǫJǫd

1
iJǫ(d

1
j − d1

j )]
∣

∣

Hs

≡I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5 ,

where

I1 ≤
C(s)µ1

ǫ

∣

∣Jǫ(d
1
k − d2

k)Jǫd
1
pJǫ(A

1
kp)ǫJǫd

1
i Jǫd

1
j

∣

∣

Hs

≤
C(s)µ1

ǫ

∣

∣Jǫ(d
1
k − d2

k)
∣

∣

Hs

∣

∣Jǫd
1
pJǫ(Akp)ǫJǫd

1
i Jǫd

1
j

∣

∣

L∞

+
C(s)µ1

ǫ

∣

∣Jǫ(d
1
k − d2

k)
∣

∣

L∞

∣

∣Jǫd
1
pJǫ(Akp)ǫJǫd

1
i Jǫd

1
j

∣

∣

Hs

≤
C(s)µ1

ǫ

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

Hs · C
∣

∣∇2Jǫd
1
∣

∣

3

L2

∣

∣Jǫ∇v1
∣

∣

L∞

+
C(s)µ1

ǫ
n
2
+1

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

L2

(

∣

∣Jǫd
1
pJǫd

1
iJǫd

1
j

∣

∣

L∞

∣

∣Jǫ(A
1
kp)ǫ

∣

∣

Hs +
∣

∣Jǫ(A
1
kp)ǫ

∣

∣

L∞

∣

∣Jǫd
1
pJǫd

1
iJǫd

1
j

∣

∣

Hs

)

≤
C(s)µ1

ǫ

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

Hs

∣

∣∇2Jǫd
1
∣

∣

3

L2

∣

∣Jǫ∇v1
∣

∣

L∞

+
C(s)µ1

ǫ
n
2
+1

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

L2

(

∣

∣∇2Jǫd
1
∣

∣

3

L2

∣

∣∇Jǫv
1
∣

∣

Hs +
∣

∣Jǫ∇v1
∣

∣

L∞

∣

∣Jǫd
1
∣

∣

2

L∞

∣

∣Jǫd
1
∣

∣

Hs

)

≤
C(s)µ1

ǫ
n
2
+5

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

Hs

∣

∣∇d1
∣

∣

L2

∣

∣v1
∣

∣

L2 +
C(s)µ1

ǫ
n
2
+s+5

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

L2

∣

∣∇d1
∣

∣

3

L2

∣

∣v1
∣

∣

L2

+
C(s)µ1

ǫn+s+3

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

L2

∣

∣v1
∣

∣

L2

∣

∣∇d1
∣

∣

2

L2

≤C(s, µ1,
1
ǫ
)
(

∣

∣∇d1
∣

∣

L2

∣

∣v1
∣

∣

L2 +
∣

∣∇d1
∣

∣

3

L2

∣

∣v1
∣

∣

L2 +
∣

∣∇d1
∣

∣

2

L2

∣

∣v1
∣

∣

L2

)

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

Hs ,

and by similar estimating

I2 ≤
C(s)µ1

ǫ
n
2
+s+5

∣

∣∇d1
∣

∣

2

L2

∣

∣∇d2
∣

∣

L2

∣

∣v1
∣

∣

L2

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

Hs ,

I3 ≤
C(s)µ1

ǫ
n
2
+s+5

∣

∣∇d1
∣

∣

2

L2

∣

∣∇d2
∣

∣

2

L2

∣

∣v1 − v2
∣

∣

Hs ,
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I4 ≤
C(s)µ1

ǫ
n
2
+s+5

∣

∣∇d1
∣

∣

L2

∣

∣∇d2
∣

∣

2

L2

∣

∣v2
∣

∣

L2

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

Hs ,

I5 ≤
C(s)µ1

ǫ
n
2
+s+5

∣

∣∇d2
∣

∣

3

L2

∣

∣v2
∣

∣

L2

∣

∣d1 − d2
∣

∣

Hs .

Furthermore, similar arguments and Lemma 3.1 induce to the estimates for all v1,v2,d1,d2, ḋ1, ḋ2 ∈
Hs

∣

∣

∣
Fǫ(v

1, ḋ1,d1)− Fǫ(v
2, ḋ2,d2)

∣

∣

∣

Hs

≤C(1
ǫ
)f(|v1|L2 + |v2|L2 , |∇d1|L2 + |∇d2|L2 , |ḋ1|L2 + |ḋ2|L2) (3.4)

×
(

|v1 − v2|Hs + |d1 − d2|Hs

)

,

and
∣

∣

∣
Gǫ(v

1, ḋ1,d1)−Gǫ(v
2, ḋ2,d2)

∣

∣

∣

Hs

≤C(1
ǫ
)g(|v1|L2 + |v2|L2 , |ḋ1|L2 + |ḋ2|L2 , |∇d1|L2 + |∇d2|L2)

×
(

|v1 − v2|Hs + |ḋ1 − ḋ2|Hs + |d1 − d2|Hs

)

(3.5)

for some positive increasing functions f(·, ·, ·) and g(·, ·, ·) on their variables, and
∣

∣

∣Hǫ(v
1, ḋ1,d1)−Hǫ(v

2, ḋ2,d2)
∣

∣

∣

Hs

≤
∣

∣

∣ḋ1−ḋ2
∣

∣

∣

Hs
+

C

ǫ
n
2
+s+1

(

|v1|L2+|v2|L2+|∇d1|L2+|∇d2|L2

)(

|v1−v2|Hs+|d1−d2|Hs

)

. (3.6)

Then combining the estimates (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6) implies that for all vi, ḋi,di ∈ Hs,
i = 1, 2

∣

∣

∣
Fǫ(v

1, ḋ1,d1)−Fǫ(v
2, ḋ2,d2)

∣

∣

∣

Hs×Hs×Hs

≤C(1
ǫ
)f(|v1|L2 + |v2|L2 , |ḋ1|L2 + |ḋ2|L2 , |∇d1|L2 + |∇d2|L2)

×
(

|v1 − v2|Hs + |ḋ1 − ḋ2|Hs + |d1 − d2|Hs

)

,

(3.7)

where f(·, ·, ·) is a positive increasing function on its variables. Hence Fǫ is locally Lipschitz
on any open subset OM ⊂ Hs ×Hs ×Hs, where

OM =
{

(v, ḋ,d)⊤ ∈ Hs ×Hs ×Hs
∣

∣

∣
|v|Hs + |ḋ|Hs + |d|Hs < M, divv = 0

}

for any fixed number M > 0. Then the ODE theory implies that for any given vin, ḋin,din ∈
Hs there exists a unique solution (vǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ)⊤ ∈ C([0, Tǫ);H

s×Hs×Hs
⋂

OM ) to the system
(3.3) and then Proposition 3.1 holds. �

Remark 3.1. This proposition is valid for general case µ4 > 0, µ1, µ2, µ3, µ5, µ6 ≥ 0.

3.2. The global existence of the approximated system (3.1). Next we are going to
extend globally the solutions constructed in Proposition 3.1 to the time interval [0,∞) under
the assumption µ4 > 2(µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6) ≥ 0.

Proposition 3.2. If µ4 > 2(µ2+µ3+µ5+µ6) ≥ 0, then solutions constructed in Proposition
3.1 can be extended to the time existed interval [0,∞).

Proof. Case 1: µ1 = µ2 = µ3 = µ5 = µ6 = 0, µ4 > 0. Multiplying by vǫ in the first equation
of (3.1), integrating by parts, one derives that

1

2

d

dt
|vǫ|2L2 + µ|∇Jǫv

ǫ|2L2 = 〈Jǫ∇Jǫd
ǫ ⊙ Jǫ∇Jǫd

ǫ,∇Jǫv
ǫ〉 .

We multiply by ḋǫ in the third equation of (3.1), integrate by parts and then we have

1

2

d

dt

(

|ḋǫ|2L2 + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2L2

)

= 〈Jǫ∆Jǫd
ǫ, Jǫ[Jǫv

ǫ · ∇Jǫd
ǫ]〉 .
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Noticing that the cancellation

〈Jǫ∇Jǫd
ǫ ⊙ Jǫ∇Jǫd

ǫ,∇Jǫv
ǫ〉+ 〈Jǫ∆Jǫd

ǫ, Jǫ[Jǫv
ǫ · ∇Jǫd

ǫ]〉 = 0 ,

one knows that

1

2

d

dt

(

|vǫ|2L2 + |ḋǫ|2L2 + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2L2

)

+
1

2
µ4 |∇Jǫv

ǫ|2L2 = 0 ,

which immediately implies that the solution (vǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ)⊤ to the system (3.1) exists on any
interval [0, T ], and

sup
0≤t≤T

(

|vǫ|2L2 + |ḋǫ|2L2 + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2L2

)

≤ 2
(

|vin|L2 + |ḋin|L2 + |∇din|L2

)

. (3.8)

Letting (v1, ḋ1,d1)⊤ = (vǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ)⊤ be the solution to the system (3.1) obtained in Propo-

sition 3.1 on the interval [0, Tǫ) and (v2, ḋ2,d2)⊤ = (0, 0, 0)⊤ in the relation (3.7), one has
∣

∣

∣Fǫ(v
ǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ)

∣

∣

∣

Hs×Hs×Hs
≤ C(1

ǫ
)f(|vǫ|L2 , |ḋǫ|L2 , |∇dǫ|L2)

(

|vǫ|Hs + |ḋǫ|Hs + |dǫ|Hs

)

. (3.9)

Recalling that

d

dt





vǫ

ḋǫ

dǫ



 = Fǫ(v
ǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ) ,

which implies that by multiplying by (vǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ)⊤ and combining the bounds (3.8) and (3.9)

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣





vǫ

ḋǫ

dǫ





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

Hs×Hs×Hs

≤ C(ǫ, |vin|L2 , |ḋin|L2 , |∇din|L2)
(

|vǫ|2Hs + |ḋǫ|2Hs + |dǫ|2Hs

)

.

Then Gronwall inequality deduces to

sup
0≤t≤T

(

|vǫ|2Hs + |ḋǫ|2Hs + |dǫ|2Hs

)

≤
(

|vin|2Hs + |ḋin|2Hs + |din|2Hs

)

eCT

for any T > 0. By standard extension methods, the solutions to the system (3.1) constructed
in Proposition 3.1 can be globally extended to [0,∞).

Case 2: µ4 > 2(µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6) ≥ 0, µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6 > 0 . As shown in Section

2, we can get the L2-estimate of the approximated system (3.1)

1

2

d

dt

(

|vǫ|2L2 + |ḋǫ|2L2 + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2L2

)

+
1

2
µ4|∇Jǫv

ǫ|2L2 − λ1|ḋ
ǫ|2L2 + µ1|Jǫd

ǫ⊤JǫAǫJǫd
ǫ|2L2

≤(|λ1|+ |λ2|+ µ2 + µ3)|d
ǫ|L∞ |ḋǫ|L2 |∇Jǫv

ǫ|L2 + (µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)|d
ǫ|2L∞ |∇Jǫv

ǫ|2L2 .

(3.10)

Since µ4 > 2(µ2 +µ3 +µ5 +µ6) ≥ 0 and |dǫ|L∞ ≤ |d|L∞ = 1, it is derived from (3.10) that

1

2

d

dt

(

|vǫ|2L2 + |ḋǫ|2L2 + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2L2

)

+ µ1|Jǫd
ǫ⊤JǫAǫJǫd

ǫ|2L2

+

(

1

2
µ4 − (µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)

)

|∇Jǫv
ǫ|2L2

≤|λ1||ḋ
ǫ|2L2 +

|λ1|+ |λ2|+ µ2 + µ3

µ4 − 2(µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)
|ḋǫ|2L2

+
1

2

(

1

2
µ4 − (µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)

)

|∇Jǫv
ǫ|L2 ,

which immediately means that

1

2

d

dt

(

|vǫ|2L2 + |ḋǫ|2L2 + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2L2

)

+ µ1|Jǫd
ǫ⊤JǫAǫJǫd

ǫ|2L2
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+
1

2

(

1

2
µ4 − (µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)

)

|∇Jǫv
ǫ|2L2 (3.11)

≤

(

|λ1|+
|λ1|+ |λ2|+ µ2 + µ3

µ4 − 2(µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)

)

|ḋǫ|2L2 .

This implies by Gronwall inequality that the solution (vǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ)⊤ to the system (3.1) exists
on any interval [0, T ], and

sup
0≤t≤T

(

|vǫ|2L2 + |ḋǫ|2L2 + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2L2

)

≤
(

|vin|L2 + |ḋin|L2 + |∇din|L2

)

eCT , (3.12)

where C = 2
(

|λ1|+
|λ1|+|λ2|+µ2+µ3

µ4−2(µ2+µ3+µ5+µ6)

)

> 0 . Then by the same remained arguments in

Case 1 we can finish the proof of this proposition.
�

4. The proof of Theorem 1.1.

In this section, we are going to show the main theorem by analyzing some results of com-
pactness and then passing to the limit on the approximated system (3.1). Recall that we have

defined the norms on a product space X ×X ×X as

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣





a

b

c





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

X×X×X

≡ |a|X + |b|X + |c|X .

4.1. The proof of Part (I) of Theorem 1.1. By the apriori estimate (2.1), we know that
for some constant C = C(n, s) > 0 and for all ǫ > 0

d

dt

(

|vǫ|2Hs + |ḋǫ|2Hs + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2Hs

)

+ µ4|∇Jǫv
ǫ|2Hs

− 2λ1|ḋ
ǫ|2Hs + 2µ1

s
∑

k=0

|Jǫd
ǫ⊤(∇k+1Jǫv

ǫ)Jǫd
ǫ|2L2

≤C(1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|+ µ2 + µ3)
(

|vǫ|2Hs + |ḋǫ|2Hs + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2Hs

)

|∇Jǫv
ǫ|Hs (4.1)

+ C(1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|)
(

|ḋǫ|2Hs + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2Hs

)2

+ C(µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)|∇Jǫd
ǫ|2Hs |∇Jǫv

ǫ|2Hs .

Denoting by Eǫ(t) ≡ |vǫ|2Hs(t) + |ḋǫ|2Hs(t) + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2Hs(t) and Fǫ(t) ≡ |∇Jǫv

ǫ|2Hs , the inequal-
ities (4.1) can be rewritten as

d

dt
Eǫ(t) + µ4Fǫ(t) ≤C(1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|+ µ2 + µ3)Eǫ(t)F

1

2
ǫ (t) + 2|λ1|Eǫ(t)

+C(1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|)E
2
ǫ (t) + C(µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)Eǫ(t)Fǫ(t) ,

and then by Cauchy inequality

d

dt
Eǫ(t) +

1

2
µ4Fǫ(t) ≤ 2|λ1|Eǫ(t) + C1E

2
ǫ (t) + C(µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)Eǫ(t)Fǫ(t) , (4.2)

where the constant C1 = C(1 + |λ1| + |λ2|) +
C2(1+|λ1|+|λ2|+µ2+µ3)2

2µ4
> 0 . Recalling that

Eǫ(0) = Ein ≤ C2 ≡ µ4

4C(1+µ1+µ2+µ3+µ5+µ6)
, we define T > 0 such that Eǫ(t) ≤ 4

3C2 for all

t ∈ [0, T ]. Then the inequalities (4.2) imply that

d

dt
Eǫ(t) +

1

6
µ4Fǫ(t) ≤ 2|λ1|Eǫ(t) + C1E

2
ǫ (t) ,

which immediately imply that by Gronwall inequality

Eǫ(t) ≤ C3(E
in, T ) ≡

Ein(2|λ1|+ 1)e(2|λ1|+1)T

C1Ein + 2|λ1|+ 1−C1Eine(2|λ1|+1)T
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for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Here the relation C1E
in + 2|λ1| + 1 − C1E

ine(2|λ1|+1)T > 0, i.e., T <
1

2|λ1|+1 ln
(

1 + 2|λ1|+1
C1Ein

)

is required. Also, by the definition of T > 0, we need

Eǫ(t) ≤
Ein(2|λ1|+ 1)e(2|λ1|+1)T

C1Ein + 2|λ1|+ 1− C1Eine(2|λ1|+1)T
≤

4

3
C2 ,

hence

T ≤
1

2|λ1|+ 1
ln

4
3C2(C1E

in + 2|λ1|+ 1)

(2|λ1|+ 1 + 4
3C1C2)Ein

.

So, we can take T > 0 such that

0 < T <
1

2|λ1|+ 1
min

{

ln

(

1 +
2|λ1|+ 1

C1Ein

)

, ln
4
3C2(C1E

in + 2|λ1|+ 1)

(2|λ1|+ 1 + 4
3C1C2)Ein

}

,

and furthermore for all t ∈ [0, T ]

|vǫ|2Hs(t) + |ḋǫ|2Hs(t) + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2Hs(t) +

1

6
µ4

ˆ t

0
|∇Jǫv

ǫ|2Hs(s)ds ≤ C∗(Ein, T ) , (4.3)

where C∗(Ein, T ) = Ein+[2|λ1|C3(E
in, T )+C1(C3(E

in, T ))2]T > 0. Thus we know that there
exist functions v ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs)∩L2(0, T ;Hs+1), d ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs+1) and w ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs)
such that (extracting subsequence if necessary)















vǫ ⇀ v weakly* in L∞(0, T ;Hs) ,
vǫ ⇀ v weakly in L2(0, T ;Hs+1) ,
dǫ ⇀ d weakly* in L∞(0, T ;Hs+1) ,

ḋǫ ⇀ w weakly* in L∞(0, T ;Hs) .

(4.4)

Noticing that s > n
2 + 2, one can estimate by Lemma 3.1, the equations (3.1), the bounds

(4.3) and Sobolev embedding theory that

sup
0≤t≤T

|∂td
ǫ|Hs ≤ sup

0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣
ḋǫ

∣

∣

∣

Hs
+ sup

0≤t≤T

|Jǫv
ǫ · ∇Jǫd

ǫ|Hs

≤ sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣
ḋǫ

∣

∣

∣

Hs
+ C sup

0≤t≤T

(|Jǫv
ǫ|L∞ |∇Jǫd

ǫ|Hs + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|L∞ |Jǫv

ǫ|Hs)

≤ sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣ḋǫ
∣

∣

∣

Hs
+ C sup

0≤t≤T

|vǫ|Hs sup
0≤t≤T

|∇Jǫd
ǫ|Hs

≤C(Ein, T ) ,

and

|∂tv
ǫ|Hs−2 ≤ |PJǫ[Jǫv

ǫ · ∇Jǫv
ǫ]|Hs−2 +

1

2
µ4 |Jǫ(∆Jǫv

ǫ)|Hs−2

+ |PJǫdiv(Jǫ∇Jǫd
ǫ ⊙ Jǫ∇Jǫd

ǫ)|Hs−2 + |PJǫL(Jǫd
ǫ, Jǫv

ǫ)|Hs−2

≤ |Jǫv
ǫ · ∇Jǫv

ǫ|Hs−2 +
1

4
µ4 |v

ǫ|Hs + |div(Jǫ∇Jǫd
ǫ ⊙ Jǫ∇Jǫd

ǫ)|Hs−2

+ |PJǫL(Jǫd
ǫ, Jǫv

ǫ)|Hs−2

≤C |vǫ|2Hs +
1

2
µ4 |v

ǫ|Hs + C |∇dǫ|2Hs + |PJǫL(Jǫd
ǫ, Jǫv

ǫ)|Hs−2

≤C(Ein, T ) + |PJǫL(Jǫd
ǫ, Jǫv

ǫ)|Hs−2 ,

where

|PJǫL(Jǫd
ǫ, Jǫv

ǫ)|Hs−2

≤µ1 |(Jǫd
ǫ ⊗ Jǫd

ǫ : JǫAǫ)Jǫd
ǫ ⊗ Jǫd

ǫ|Hs−1 + (µ2 + µ3)
∣

∣

∣
Jǫd

ǫ ⊗ Jǫḋ
ǫ
∣

∣

∣

Hs−1

+(µ2 + µ3)
∣

∣

∣Jǫd
ǫ ⊗ Jǫḋ

ǫ : JǫBǫ

∣

∣

∣

Hs−1
+ (µ5 + µ6) |Jǫd

ǫ ⊗ Jǫd
ǫ : JǫAǫ|Hs−1



PARABOLIC-HYPERBOLIC LIQUID CRYSTAL MODEL 19

≤Cµ1

(

|Jǫdǫ|
4
L∞ |JǫAǫ|Hs−1 + |Jǫdǫ|

3
L∞ |Jǫdǫ|Hs−1 |JǫAǫ|L∞

)

+C(µ2 + µ3)
(

|Jǫdǫ|L∞ |Jǫḋǫ|Hs−1 + |Jǫdǫ|Hs−1 |Jǫḋǫ|L∞

)

+C(µ2 + µ3)
(

|Jǫdǫ|L∞ |Jǫḋǫ|L∞ |JǫBǫ|Hs−1 + |Jǫdǫ|L∞ |Jǫḋǫ|Hs−1 |JǫBǫ|L∞

+|Jǫdǫ|Hs−1 |Jǫḋǫ|L∞ |JǫBǫ|L∞

)

+C(µ5 + µ6)
(

|Jǫdǫ|
2
L∞ |JǫAǫ|Hs−1 + |Jǫdǫ|L∞ |Jǫdǫ|Hs−1 |JǫAǫ|L∞

)

≤Cµ1|d
ǫ|4Hs+1 |v

ǫ|Hs + C(µ5 + µ6)|d
ǫ|2Hs+1 |v

ǫ|Hs

+C(µ2 + µ3)
(

|dǫ|Hs+1 |ḋǫ|Hs + |dǫ|Hs+1 |ḋǫ|Hs |vǫ|Hs

)

≤C(Ein, T )(µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6) .

Namely, we have obtained the bounds

sup
0≤t≤T

|∂td
ǫ|Hs ≤ C(Ein, T ) , (4.5)

and

sup
0≤t≤T

|∂tv
ǫ|Hs−2 ≤ C(Ein, T )(1 + µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6) . (4.6)

Consequently, combining the construction of the approximated equations (3.1) we know that
∂td

ǫ ⇀ ∂td weakly in L∞(0, T ;Hs) and ∂tv
ǫ ⇀ ∂tv weakly in L∞(0, T ;Hs−2), where the

limits are considered in distributional sense.
We also assert that the sequences {vǫ}, {ḋǫ} and {dǫ} form Cauchy sequences in C([0, T ];L2(Ω)).

Namely, there exists a constant C = C(Ein, T ) > 0 such that for any ǫ, ǫ′ > 0

sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣





vǫ − vǫ′

ḋǫ − ḋǫ′

dǫ − dǫ′





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L2×L2×L2

≤ Cmax(ǫ, ǫ′) . (4.7)

Indeed, the equations (3.3) reduce to

d

dt





vǫ − vǫ′

ḋǫ − ḋǫ′

dǫ − dǫ′



 = Fǫ(v
ǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ)−Fǫ′(v

ǫ′ , ḋǫ′ ,dǫ′) .

Multiplying by (vǫ − vǫ′ , ḋǫ − ḋǫ′ ,dǫ − dǫ′)⊤ in the above equations yields that

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣





vǫ − vǫ′

ḋǫ − ḋǫ′

dǫ − dǫ′





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L2×L2×L2

≤
∣

∣

∣Fǫ(v
ǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ)−Fǫ′(v

ǫ′ , ḋǫ′ ,dǫ′)
∣

∣

∣

L2×L2×L2
.

It can be estimated by Lemma 3.1 and similar calculation in Section 3.1 that

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣





vǫ − vǫ′

ḋǫ − ḋǫ′

dǫ − dǫ′





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L2×L2×L2

≤ C(|vǫ|Hs , |ḋǫ|Hs , |dǫ|Hs)






max(ǫ, ǫ′) +

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣





vǫ − vǫ′

ḋǫ − ḋǫ′

dǫ − dǫ′





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L2×L2×L2






,

which implies that by the inequality (4.3) and Gronwall inequality

sup
0≤t≤T

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣





vǫ − vǫ′

ḋǫ − ḋǫ′

dǫ − dǫ′





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L2×L2×L2

≤ eC(EinT )max(ǫ, ǫ′) ,

and the assertion (4.7) is valid.
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So the bound (4.7) tells us that vǫ, ḋǫ and dǫ strongly converge to v,w and d in C([0, T ];L2(Ω))
respectively and

sup
0≤t≤T

(

|vǫ − v|L2 + |ḋǫ −w|L2 + |dǫ − d|L2

)

≤ Cǫ .

Then the interpolation inequality in Sobolev space implies that for all 0 < s′ < s

sup
0≤t≤T

(

|vǫ − v|Hs′ + |ḋǫ −w|Hs′ + |dǫ − d|Hs′

)

≤C sup
0≤t≤T

|vǫ − v|
1− s′

s

L2 sup
0≤t≤T

|vǫ − v|
s′

s

Hs + C sup
0≤t≤T

|ḋǫ −w|
1− s′

s

L2 sup
0≤t≤T

|ḋǫ −w|
s′

s

Hs

+C sup
0≤t≤T

|dǫ − d|
1− s′

s

L2 sup
0≤t≤T

|dǫ − d|
s′

s

Hs

≤Cǫ1−
s′

s ,

which immediately means that vǫ, ḋǫ and dǫ converge strongly to v, w and d in L∞(0, T ;Hs′)
respectively for all 0 < s′ < s. Consequently, one also easily know that Jǫ[Jǫv

ǫ · ∇Jǫd
ǫ]

strongly converges to v · ∇d in L∞(0, T ;Hs′) for all 0 < s′ < s. Then we have that, in

L∞(0, T ;Hs′), w = lim
ǫ→0

ḋǫ = lim
ǫ→0

∂td
ǫ +v · ∇d, that is, ∂td

ǫ converges strongly to w−v · ∇d

in L∞(0, T ;Hs′) for all 0 < s′ < s. Recalling that ∂td
ǫ ⇀ ∂td weakly in L∞(0, T ;Hs) in the

sense of distribution, we know that ∂td = w − v · ∇d ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs′), namely, w = ḋ.

Since s > s′ ≥ n
2 +2, the space Hs′ embeds into C2, which means that (vǫ, ḋǫ,dǫ) converge

strongly to (v, ḋ,d) in C([0, T ];C2(Ω)). Therefore by passing to the limit as ǫ → 0 in
the approximated system (3.1), we know that (v,d) is a solution of the equations (1.1).
Furthermore, by Fatou lemma, the bound (4.3) implies that

|v|2Hs(t) + |ḋ|2Hs(t) + |∇d|2Hs(t) +
1

6
µ4

ˆ t

0
|∇v|2Hs(s)ds ≤ C∗(Ein, T )

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. The proof of Part (I) of Theorem 1.1 is finished.

4.2. The proof of Part (II) of Theorem 1.1. Since µ1 = µ2 = µ3 = µ5 = µ6 = 0, by
the apriori estimates in Remark 2.2.(1) in Section 2, we get the relation for some constant
C = C(n, s) > 0

d

dt

(

|vǫ|2Hs + |ḋǫ|2Hs + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2Hs

)

+ µ4|∇Jǫv
ǫ|2Hs

≤C
(

|vǫ|2Hs + |ḋǫ|2Hs + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2Hs

)

|∇Jǫv
ǫ|Hs + C

(

|ḋǫ|2Hs + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2Hs

)2

≤C4

(

|vǫ|2Hs + |ḋǫ|2Hs + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2Hs

)2
+

1

2
µ4|∇Jǫv

ǫ|2Hs ,

where the latter inequality is deduced by Cauchy inequality and the constant C4 = C( C
2µ4

+

1) > 0. Namely, the following inequality is valid:

d

dt

(

|vǫ|2Hs + |ḋǫ|2Hs + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2Hs

)

+
1

2
µ4|∇Jǫv

ǫ|2Hs ≤ C4

(

|vǫ|2Hs + |ḋǫ|2Hs + |∇Jǫd
ǫ|2Hs

)2
.

(4.8)

Thus provided the initial data Ein ≡ |vin|2Hs + |ḋin|2Hs + |∇din|2Hs < ∞, it is derived from

Gronwall inequality that for any T ∈
(

0, 1
C4Ein

)

and for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T

|vǫ(t)|2Hs + |ḋǫ(t)|2Hs + |∇Jǫd
ǫ(t)|2Hs +

1

2
µ4

ˆ t

0
|∇Jǫv

ǫ|2Hsds ≤ Ein +
C4(E

in)2T

(1− C4EinT )2
, (4.9)
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which means that there exist functions v ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs)∩L2(0, T ;Hs+1), d ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs+1)
and w ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hs) such that (extracting subsequence if necessary)















vǫ ⇀ v weakly* in L∞(0, T ;Hs) ,
vǫ ⇀ v weakly in L2(0, T ;Hs+1) ,
dǫ ⇀ d weakly* in L∞(0, T ;Hs+1) ,

ḋǫ ⇀ w weakly* in L∞(0, T ;Hs) .

Using the same arguments in the proof of Part (I) of Theorem 1.1 in Section 4.1, we show
that (v,d) is a strong solution to the hyperbolic-type system (1.2). Moreover, Fatou lemma
and the bound (4.9) yield that the solution (v,d) satisfies the inequality

|v(t)|2Hs + |ḋ(t)|2Hs + |∇d(t)|2Hs +
1

2
µ4

ˆ t

0
|∇v|2Hsds ≤ Ein +

C4(E
in)2T

(1− C4EinT )2

for all t ∈ [0, T ], and then we complete the proof of Part (II) of Theorem 1.1.

4.3. The proof of Part (III) of Theorem 1.1. In order to prove the existence of the unique
global classical solution, we must construct a stronger energy estimate. We have shown the
apriori estimate in Lemma 2.1:

d

dt

(

|v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

+ µ4|∇v|2Hs − 2λ1|ḋ|
2
Hs + 2µ1

s
∑

k=0

|d⊤(∇k+1v)d|2L2

≤C(1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|+ µ2 + µ3)
(

|v|2
Ḣs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

|∇v|Hs

+C(1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|)
(

|ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)2
+ C(µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)|∇d|2Hs |∇v|2Hs .

Since µ2 < µ3, −λ1 = |λ1| = µ3 − µ2 > 0. Then Cauchy inequality reduce to

d

dt

(

|v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

+
1

2
µ4|∇v|2Hs + 2|λ1||ḋ|

2
Hs + 2µ1

s
∑

k=0

|d⊤(∇k+1v)d|2L2

≤C
(

C(1+|λ1|+|λ2|+µ2+µ3)2

2µ4
+ 1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|

)(

|v|2
Ḣs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)2

+C(µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6)|∇d|2Hs |∇v|2Hs (4.10)

≤C
(

C(1+|λ1|+|λ2|+µ2+µ3)2

2µ4
+ 1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|+ µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6

)

×
(

|v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

·
(

|∇v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

.

Next we are going to construct a more apriori estimate. Multiplying by d in the third
direction equation of (1.1), integrating by parts and controlling by Hölder inequality, we have

〈d̈,d〉+ |∇d|2L2 =〈γd,d〉 + λ1〈ḋ−Bd,d〉+ λ2〈Ad,d〉

≤|d|2L∞

(

|ḋ|2L2 + |∇d|2L2

)

+ |λ1||d|
3
L∞ |d|L2 |∇v|L2 + |λ2||d|

3
L∞ |d|L2 |∇v|L2

≤|d|2L∞

(

|ḋ|2L2 + |∇d|2L2

)

+ (|λ1|+ |λ2|)|d|L∞ |d|L2 |∇v|L2 ,

where the latter inequality is implied by the fact |d| = 1. Notice that by the fact divv = 0

〈d̈,d〉 =〈∂tḋ+ v · ∇ḋ,d〉

=
d

dt
〈ḋ,d〉 − 〈ḋ, ∂td〉 − 〈ḋ,v · ∇d〉

=
d

dt
〈ḋ,d〉 − |ḋ|2L2

=
1

2

d

dt

(

|d+ ḋ|2L2 − |ḋ|2L2 − |d|2L2

)

− |ḋ|2L2 .
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So we know that

1

2

d

dt

(

|d+ ḋ|2L2 − |ḋ|2L2 − |d|2L2

)

− |ḋ|2L2

≤|d|2L∞

(

|ḋ|2L2 + |∇d|2L2

)

+ (|λ1|+ |λ2|)|d|L∞ |d|L2 |∇v|L2 (4.11)

≤C
(

|λ1|2+|λ2|2

µ4
+ 1

)

|∇d|2Hs

(

|ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

+
1

16
µ4|∇v|2Hs .

For all 1 ≤ k ≤ s(s > n
2 + 2), we take ∇k in the third direction equation of the parabolic-

hyperbolic model (1.1), multiply by ∇kd, integrate by parts and then we get

1

2

d

dt

(

|∇k(ḋ+ d)|2L2 + (|λ1| − 1)|∇kḋ|2L2 − |∇kd|2L2

)

− |∇kḋ|2L2 + |∇k+1d|2L2

=−
∑

a+b=k
a≥1

〈

∇kḋ,∇av∇b+1d
〉

−
∑

a+b=k
a≥1

〈

∇av∇b+1ḋ,∇kd
〉

+
〈

∇k(γd),∇kd
〉

+ λ1

〈

∇k(v · ∇d−Bd),∇kd
〉

+ λ2

〈

∇k(Ad),∇kd
〉

(4.12)

≡M1 +M2 +M3 +M4 +M5 ,

where γ = −|ḋ|2+ |∇d|2+λ1d
⊤Bd−λ2d

⊤Ad . By using the Sobolev embedding W 1,2 →֒ L4

and W 2,2 →֒ L∞ for n = 2, 3 and Hölder inequality, we have

M1 +M2 ≤
∑

a+b=k
a≥1

|∇kḋ|L2 |∇av|L4 |∇b+1d|L4

+
∑

a+b=k
a≥2

|∇kd|L2 |∇av|L4 |∇b+1ḋ|L4 + |∇v|L∞ |∇kḋ|L2 |∇kd|L2

≤C|∇kḋ|L2 |∇k+1v|L2 |∇k+1d|L2 + C|∇kḋ|L2 |∇k+1v|L2 |∇kd|L2 (4.13)

+ C|∇3v|L2 |∇kḋ|L2 |∇kd|L2

≤C|ḋ|Hs |∇d|Hs |∇v|Hs

≤
C

µ4
(|ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs)2 +

1

16
µ4|∇v|2Hs ,

and

M3 =−
∑

a+b+c=k

〈

∇aḋ∇bḋ∇cd,∇kd
〉

−
∑

a+b+c=k

〈

∇a+1d∇b+1d∇cd,∇kd
〉

+λ1

〈

∇k[(d⊤Bd)d],∇kd
〉

− λ2

〈

∇k[(d⊤Ad)d],∇kd
〉

≤2|ḋ|L4 |∇kḋ|L2 |∇kd|L4 |d|L∞ +
∑

a+b+c=k
a,b≤k−1

|∇aḋ|L4 |∇bḋ|L4 |∇cd|L4 |∇kd|L4

+2|∇d|L4 |∇k+1d|L2 |∇kd|L4 |d|L∞ +
∑

a+b+c=k
a,b≤k−1

|∇a+1d|L4 |∇b+1d|L4 |∇cd|L4 |∇kd|L4 (4.14)

+C(|λ1|+ |λ2|)|∇
kd|L2

(

|d|3L∞ |∇k+1v|L2 + |∇v|L∞ |d|2L∞ |∇kd|L2

)

≤C|∇kḋ|2L2 |∇
k+1d|2L2 + C|∇k+1d|4L2 + C(|λ1|+ |λ2|)|∇

k+1d|3L2 |∇
k+1v|L2

≤C(1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|)|∇
k+1d|2L2

(

|∇k+1v|2L2 + |∇kḋ|2L2 + |∇k+1d|2L2

)

≤C(1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|)|∇d|2Hs

(

|∇v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

,
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and

M4 +M5 ≤|λ1|
∑

a+b=k

〈

|∇av||∇b+1d|, |∇kd|
〉

+ (|λ1|+ |λ2|)
∑

a+b=k

〈

|∇a+1v||∇bd|, |∇kd|
〉

≤C|λ1||∇
kv|L4 |∇k+1d|L2 |∇kd|L4 + C(|λ1|+ |λ2|)|d|L∞ |∇k+1v|L2 + |∇kd|L2

+ C(|λ1|+ |λ2|)
∑

a+b=k
a≤k−1

|∇a+1v|L4 |∇bd|L4 |∇kd|L2

≤C|λ1||∇
k+1v|L2 |∇k+1d|2L2 + C(|λ1|+ |λ2|)|∇

k+1v|L2 |∇k+1d|2L2 (4.15)

≤C
|λ1|2+|λ2|2

µ4
|∇k+1d|4L2 +

1

16
µ4|∇

k+1v|2L2

≤C
|λ1|2+|λ2|2

µ4
|∇d|4Hs +

1

16
µ4|∇v|2Hs .

It is immediately implied that by substituting (4.13), (4.14) and (4.15) into (4.12)

1

2

d

dt

(

|∇k(ḋ+ d)|2L2 + (|λ1| − 1)|∇kḋ|2L2 − |∇kd|2L2

)

− |∇kḋ|2L2 + |∇k+1d|2L2

≤C
(

1+|λ1|2+|λ2|2

µ4
+1+|λ1|+|λ2|

)(

|ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)(

|∇v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

+
1

8
µ4|∇v|2Hs

for all 1 ≤ k ≤ s. Then, by combining the inequality (4.11), we sum up the above inequalities
for 1 ≤ k ≤ s and have that

d

dt

(

|ḋ+ d|2Hs + (|λ1| − 1)|ḋ|2Hs − |d|2Hs

)

− 2|ḋ|2Hs + 2|∇d|2Hs −
3

8
µ4|∇v|2Hs

≤C
(

1+|λ1|2+|λ2|2

µ4
+1+|λ1|+|λ2|

)(

|ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)(

|∇v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

. (4.16)

Taking a positive constant δ = 1
2 min{|λ1|, 1} ∈ (0, 12 ] and noticing that d

dt |d|
2
L2 = 0, we

multiply by δ in the inequality (4.16) and then add it to the inequality (4.10), so that we
know that

d

dt

(

|v|2Hs + δ|ḋ+ d|2Hs + (δ|λ1|+ 1− δ)|ḋ|2Hs + (1− δ)|∇d|2Hs + δ|∇s+1d|2L2

)

+2(|λ1| − δ)|ḋ|2Hs + (12 −
3
8δ)µ4|∇v|2Hs + 2δ|∇d|2Hs + 2µ1

s
∑

k=1

|d⊤(∇k+1v)d|2L2

≤Cδ
(

1+|λ1|2+|λ2|2

µ4
+ 1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|

)(

|ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)(

|∇v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

(4.17)

+C
(

C(1+|λ1|+|λ2|+µ2+µ3)2

2µ4
+ 1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|+ µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6

)

×
(

|v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

·
(

|∇v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

.

Denoted by

E(t) ≡ |v|2Hs + δ|ḋ+ d|2Hs + (δ|λ1|+ 1− δ)|ḋ|2Hs + (1− δ)|∇d|2Hs + δ|∇s+1d|2L2

and

D(t) ≡ 2(|λ1| − δ)|ḋ|2Hs + (12 − 3
8δ)µ4|∇v|2Hs + 2δ|∇d|2Hs + 2µ1

s
∑

k=1

|d⊤(∇k+1v)d|2L2 ,

the inequality (4.17) reduces to

d

dt
E(t) +D(t) ≤ C5E(t)D(t) , (4.18)
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where the positive constant C5 is

C5 =C
(

8
4−3δ +

1
2(|λ1|−δ) +

1
2δ

)(

1
δ|λ1|+1−δ

+ 1
1−δ

+ 1
) [

δ
(

1+|λ1|2+|λ2|2

µ4
+ 1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|

)

+ C(1+|λ1|+|λ2|+µ2+µ3)2

2µ4
+ 1 + |λ1|+ |λ2|+ µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ5 + µ6

]

> 0 .

Recalling that E in ≤ δ(δ|λ1|+1−δ)
4C5[2δ(δ|λ1|+1−δ)+δ|λ1|+1] , we have

E(0) =|vin|2Hs + δ|ḋin + din|2Hs + (δ|λ1|+ 1− δ)|ḋin|2Hs + (1− δ)|∇din|2Hs + δ|∇s+1d|2L2

≤
(

2 + 1
δ
+ 1

δ|λ1|+1−δ

)

E in

≤
1

4C5
.

We define T ∗ = sup
{

t > 0; E(t) < 1
2C5

}

. Then for all t ∈ [0, T ∗]

d

dt
E(t) +

1

2
D(t) ≤ 0 ,

which implies that for all t ∈ [0, T ∗]

E(t) ≤ E(0) ≤
1

4C5
<

1

2C5
.

This yields that T ∗ = +∞ and for any fixed T ∈ (0,+∞)

sup
0≤t≤T

E(t) +
1

2

ˆ T

0
D(t)dt ≤ E(0) ≤

1

4C5
.

Consequently, under the assumption E in ≤ δ(δ|λ1|+1−δ)
4C5[2δ(δ|λ1 |+1−δ)+δ|λ1|+1] the following global apriori

bound is valid for any fixed T ∈ (0,+∞):

sup
0≤t≤T

(

|v|2Hs + |ḋ|2Hs + |∇d|2Hs

)

(t) +

ˆ T

0
|∇v|2Hsdt ≤

1

4C5 min
{

δ, 4−3δ
16 µ4

} . (4.19)

Finally, by using the global apriori bound (4.19) we follow the arguments in Section 4.1
and complete the proof of the existence of the global classical solution.
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