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Abstract

This article examines the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions to the d-
dimensional micropolar equations (d = 2 or d = 3) with general fractional dissipation
(—=A)*u and (—A)Pw. The micropolar equations with standard Laplacian dissipation
model fluids with microstructure. The generalization to include fractional dissipation
allows simultaneous study of a family of equations and is relevant in some physical cir-
cumstances. We establish that, when o > % and 8 > %, any initial data (ug,wp) in the
critical Besov space ug € B;{%_M(Rd) and wy € B;I%_M(Rd) yields a unique weak
solution. For o > 1 and 8 = 0, any initial data uy € B;j%_m(Rd) and wy € Bél(Rd)
also leads to a unique weak solution as well. The regularity indices in these Besov
spaces appear to be optimal and can not be lowered in order to achieve the unique-
ness. Especially, the 2D micropolar equations with the standard Laplacian dissipation,
namely o« = # = 1 have a unique weak solution for (ug,wy) € 38,1- The proof involves
the construction of successive approximation sequences and extensive a priori estimates
in Besov space settings.
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1 Introduction

The micropolar equations were first proposed in 1965 by C.A Eringen to modal micropolar
fluids which are fluids with microstructure (see [6,10-12]). These equations can model large
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number of complex fluids such as animal blood, suspensions, and liquid crystals. In this
paper, we focus on the following d-dimensional (d = 2 or d = 3) incompressible micropolar
equations with fractional dissipation

([ O+ (v +k)(=A)*u+u- Vu+ VII - 2kV x w =0,

Ow + dkw + 2kV X u +u - Vw +v(=A)Pw = 0,

(1.1)
V.-u=0,

u(z,0) = up(x), w(z,0)=wy(zx),

\

where v = u(x,t) € R? denotes the fluid velocity, w = w(z,t) € R? the field of microrotation
representing the angular velocity of the rotation of the fluid particles, IT = II(z, t) the scalar
pressure, and the parameter v denotes the Newtonian kinematic viscosity, k& the microrotation
viscosity and 7 the angular viscosity. Here the fractional Laplacian operator (—A)* (which
is also referred as the Riesz potential operator) is defined via the Fourrier transform

(CA)F(€) = € F(e)
where
~ 1

= e f () da
ey = r [,

Besides their many physical applications, the micropolar equations are also of great in-
terest in mathematics. Fundamental issues such as the well-posedness problem on (1.1) have
recently attracted considerable interest and an array of important results have been estab-
lished (see, e.g., [2,4,5,13,17-19,21,22,24]). More recent focuses have been on the micropolar
equations with partial or fractional dissipation (see, e.g., [7-9,14,16,23]). Investigations on
nonlocal diffusion have now become a trend [3]. The study of fractionally dissipated microp-
olar equations allow us to simultaneously treat a family of equations including those with
the standard Laplacian dissipation. The investigations on the micropolar equations with
fractional dissipation help reveal how the global well-posedness problem is related to the
fractional regularization.

The main goal of this study is to obtain the existence and uniqueness of solutions to (1.1)
in a weakest possible functional setting for the largest possible ranges of a and 5. Our main
results can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Consider (1.1) with o > % and 3 > % Assume the initial data ug and wy

satisfy
Voug=0, uoe B (RY, wye By PR,
Then there exist T > 0 and a unique weak solution (u,w) of (1.1) on [0,T] satisfying
14220 1

d
we L®(0,T, Byy? "(RY) N LY0,T, By, * (RY) (1.2)
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we L¥0,T, By 2 Y(RY) N L0, T, By ? (RY)). (1.3)

Here BJ , denotes the inhomogeneous Besov space. A review of the Besov spaces and
related facts is provided in the following section. As a special consequence of Theorem
1.1, the two-dimensional (2D) micropolar equations with « = § = 1, namely the standard
Laplacian dissipation always possess a unique local solution (u,w) in the critical Besov space
L>(0,T; BS,I(RZ)). For the 3D micropolar equations with the standard Laplacian dissipation,

the uniqueness is also attained in the critical Besov space L*(0, T’ BQ% 1(R3)). Here the
critical Besov spaces are the Besov space settings for which the solution of the differential
equations and its scaling invariant counterparts share the same norm. In the general fractional
dissipation cases, the regularity indices 1+ g —2c and 1+ g — 20 in the Besov spaces appear
to be optimal and one may not be able to achieve the uniqueness when they are lowered.

Theorem 1.2. Consider (1.1) with « > 1 and B = 0. Assume the initial data (ug,wy)
satisfies

d_oq d
Voupg=0, up€Byi? (RY, wye B: (R
Then there exist T > 0 and a unique weak solution (u,w) of (1.1) on [0,T] satisfying

d_9q d

we L®(0,T, Byy* (R N LN(0,T, Byy *(RY) (14)
d

w € L®(0,T, B3, (RY)). (1.5)

Theorem 1.2 deals with the case when the equation of w involves no diffusion. The Besov
space for u remains the same, but the setting for w needs to be in a more regular Besov space
due to the lack of diffusion in the equation of w. For an inviscid equation, the regularity

da
index g in the Besov space B2271(Rd) can not be lowered in order to obtain the uniqueness of
solutions.

The proof for each of the theorems is naturally split into two parts: the existence and
uniqueness parts. The existence part starts with the construction a successive approxima-
tion sequence which iteratively solves systems close to (1.1). This successive approximation
sequence is then shown to be uniformly bounded in suitable Besov spaces via the method of
mathematical induction. These bounds allow us to extract a subsequence, which converges
weakly to a limit. Using the Aubin-Lions Lemma, the weak limit is then shown to be the
weak solution of (1.1). The main efforts are devoted to proving the uniform boundedness.
This process involves various analysis tools and techniques. The uniqueness is established by
analyzing the differences in the L? space.

The rest of this paper is divided into three sections. The second section serves as a
preparation. It reviews the Besov space and related tools to be used in the subsequent
sections. The third section proves Theorem 1.1. It is further divided into two subsections
with one devoted to the existence and the other to the uniqueness. The last section provides
the proof of Theorem 1.2. It is again split into two subsections, one for the proof of existence
and one for the uniqueness.



2 Preparations: Besov spaces

This section serves as a preparation. Materials presented here will be used in the proofs of
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. The definition of the Besov space and related simple facts can be
found in [1]. Lemma 2.6 is taken from [15, Lemma A.5]. In what follows, S(R?) denotes the
Schwartz class and S'(R?) the tempered distribution.

Definition 2.1 (Inhomogenous Besov space B ). f € S'(R?) belongs to B, with s € R
and 1 <p < q < oo if

1

(S @I fle))" i a<oo.

£l = 12718 fllesllis = 4 24"
] sup 29 A, f 1 if a=oo
25

s finite.

Lemma 2.2. Let B(0,r) and C(0,71,73) denote the standard ball and the annulus, respec-
tively,

= {6 € Rd> |§| S T} ) C(OarlaTQ) = {6 € Rda 1 S |§| S TQ} .

There are two compactly supported smooth radial functions ¢ and v satisfying

4 3 8
supquCB(O,g), supp ¢ C C(0, 43)
O+ w27 =1 foral (R (2.1)
7>0

The proof of Lemma 2.2 can be found in [1, p.59].

Notations 2.2.1. We use h and h to denote the inverse Fourier transforms of ¢ and ¥
respectively

h=F"'¢, h=F .
We write 1;(§) = ¥(277€). By a simple property of the Fourier transform,
hj(z) == F i(z) = 29h(2x)

Definition 2.3. The inhomogeneous dyadic block operator A; are defined as

A-f:() forj < =2,



Bif =ty f=2 [ fo—ph@y)dy  forjz0.
Rd
The corresponding inhomogeneous low frequency cut-off operator S; is defined by
Sif =Y Aif.
k<j—1

Remarks 2.3.1. For any function f in the usual Schwarz class S, (2.1) implies

~

F(&) =0 (&) + w2778 f(e)

Jj=0
or in terms of the inhomogenous dyadic block operators
F= Nf or Id=Y A,
i>-1 i>-1

where Id denotes the identity operator. For generality, for any F in the space of tempered
distributions S’,

F=Y NF or Id=)Y_A; in & (2.2)

j=—1 Jj=—1
(2.2) is referred to as the Littlewood-Paley decomposition for tempered distributions.

Definition 2.4. In terms of inhomogeneous dyadic block operators, we can write the standard
product in terms of the paraproducts, namely

FG= Y SiaFPAG+ D AFS G+ Y AFAG,

lj—k|<2 lj—k|<2 k>j—1
where Ek = Ap_1+ Ar + Apy1. This is the so-called Bony decomposition.

Lemma 2.5. Let a > 0. Let 1 <p<g<o0.
(1) If f satisfies

supp f C {¢eR?, ¢ < K2},

for some integer j and a constant K > 0 then

1

||(_A)af||L4(Rd) < 0122 TG, q)||f||Lp(Rd) .
(2) If f satisfies
supp f C {€ €RY, K12 < [¢] < Ko} |

for some integer j and constants 0 < K; < Ky then

1

_ itid(l—
6122aj||f||LQ(Rd) < ||(—A)af||Lq(Rd) < 0222 TG, q)”fHLP(Rd) ;

where ¢y, co are constants depending only on a,p, q.
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Below we state bounds for the triple products involving Fourier localized functions. These
bounds will be used in the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. We refer the reader to Lemma
A5 in [15] for a detailed proof of the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Let 7 > 0 be an integer. Let A; be the inhomogeneous Littlewood-Paley-
localization operator. For any vectors field F,G, H with V - F' =0 we have

| Aj(F-VG)-Adex|§c||AjH||L2<2j S 28ALF e S A
Rd

m<j-1 i—kl<2

Y IAFI Y 20 ALG e + D 225 A 2| BkGre )

li—k|<2 m<j—1 k<j—1

and

| / A(F VG AG el < e A (DD 2O ALl YD [AG s

m<j—1 lj—k|<2

+ > AP Y 20D AL G e+ Y 2j2%k||AkF||L2||£kG||L2) .

li—k|<2 m<j—1 k<j—1

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

3.1 Existence of a weak solution

This subsection proves the existence part of Theorem 1.1. The approach is to construct a
successive approximation sequence and show that the limit of a subsequence actually solves
(1.1) in the weak sense.

Proof for the existence part of Theorem 1.1. We consider a successive approximation {(u(”), w(”))}
satisfying

( u(l) = SQUO y w(l) = SQ’UJ(] y

O™ + (v 4 k) (=A)utD) = P(—u™ - V) 4 2kV x w®) |

(3.1)
O™ 4 (=AYt = 4wt — 2k x ™ — 4™ . VD

\ W) (2,0) = S,y 1 w™ D (z,0) = S, 1wy

where P = I — V(—A)~!div is the standard Leray Projection. For

M = 2(||Uo||B;jgfza + ||w0||B;j%—2B) :



T > 0 sufficiently small and 0 < § < 1 (to be specified later), we set

Y = <M <M
fwo) | Tl ey <Ml g <0,
<9 <dp. 3.2
el ity <0 ol ey <0 (32
We show that {(u( } has a subsequence that converges to the weak solution of (1.1).
This process consists of three main steps. The first step is to show that { u™ w } is

uniformly bounded in Y. The second step is to extract a strongly convergent subsequence
via the Aubin-Lions Lemma. While the last step is to show that the limit is indeed a weak
solution of (1.1).

To show the uniform bound for {(u("), w("))} in Y, we prove by induction. Clearly,

HU(I)H 144 2a HS2U0|| 1+4_2q SM;
L 20 = 2

(0,7,B; 4 )

(1) —
||’LU ||L°°(0,T,B;,+1%726) - ||S2wo||L°°(0TB1+7 26) <M.

(0.T,B, 4

If T > 0 is sufficiently small, then

||u(1)||L (OTBHQ) < T'[|.Szuo| 1+d < T elluol 1+d 2 S0,

[l

DTt <T||52w0|| 1+d <TC||1U0|| 1+d 28 <.

1+2 =

)

Assuming that (u™, w™) obeys the bounds defined in Y, namely

(n) < ey <
gty S M 0O g <M

<5, [w™]

) 1
) LY(0,T,B,

g <0,

)

1(0, TB1+2

we prove that { (nt1) qp(n+1) )} obeys the same bound for suitably selected T"> 0, M > 0
and 0 > 0. For the sake of clarity, the proof of the four bounds in achieved in the following
four steps.

. . 1+4-2
3.1.1 The estimate of vV in B, +2 Q(Rd). Let j > 0 be an integer. Ap-
plying A; to the second equation in (3.1) and then dotting with A;u("*V), we obtain

S S IAU I, + (4 B ATBUCIZ, = 4, 4 4y (3.3)



where
Al = / QkA](V X ’LU(n)) . Aju("H) dx s
Rd
Ay = —/Aj(u(") - Vaul" PN Au ™Y dy

We remark that the projection operator P has been eliminated due to the divergence-free
condition V - 41 = 0. The dissipative part admits a lower bound

(v + R)AAu" TV Za > o 2299 Aju™ |7,

where ¢y > 0 is a constant. By Holder’s inequality and Bernstein’s inequality

|A1| = | /Rd 2k A](V X ’LU(n)) . Aju("H) d!L’|

< 2 |85 (V x w™) 2 [ AV
< 27| A |2 | AtV

According to Lemma 2.6,

el == [ A Tul ) Al dal
R
<cll A Y 2O AL
m<j—1
e Au | 2| A 2 Y 20 A ult Y1
m<j
DI Nl PR el PPNl P
k>j—1
Inserting the estimates above in (3.3) and eliminating ||A;u™*V|| 2 from the both sides , we
obtain
d .
EHAJ'U(TH—I) HL2 + 0022a] HA]‘U(n—l—l)HLQ S Jl + J2 + J3 + J4 5 (34)
where

Ji = cl| A2 3T 2D AU

m<j—1
Ja = e A 3 2 A gz
m<j
Js=c2 3 28| Bl o Agu™ | 1o

k>j—1

J4 = 02j||Ajw(”)||L2 .



Integrating (3.4) in time yields
12D 2 < e 0P Ajud™ 1 + / D e dydr . (35)
0
Multiplying (3.5) by 2072720) and summing over j, we obtain

t .
D0 g < g+ 30 202 [0 1
j>—1 0
(3.6)
The terms on the right hand side of (3.6) can be estimated as follows using the simple bound

6—0022aj(t—T) S 1 )

Recalling the definition of .J; above and using the inductive assumption on u™, we have for
any t < T

t .
Z 2(1+——20¢) / 6—0022a3(t—T)J1 dT
0

j=-1
<C/ D 2 AL a7 2 A7)z 7

j>-1 m<j—1
<o [ IO yog sy, 00
< (n+1) (n)
<o W
(n+1) (n+1)
<clu) (OTBHTQQ)H Mppgmarty ST g

The term involving J, admits the same bound. In fact, by Young’s inequality for series
convolution,

Z 2(1+——2a / —cp22%9 (t—7) J2 dr
0

j>—1

<C/ D AR Az Y 2D A (7) |12 d

j>—1 m<j
< [ I g 1Dy g
2,1
(n+1) (n+1)
< CH“ HL (OTBH?)Hun HL (OTBH? 20y < colju” HL (OTBH? 20, -

The estimate for the term with J5 is also similar,

t .
Z 2(1+7 2a)j / 6—0022a7(t—T)J3 dr

j>—1 0



/E:W***EjﬂuﬂmuMWMmW|mm

j>—1 k>j—1

—zQ é d a N n
—C/ YD 2lre Uk Ay 222N A | 2
J>—1k>j—1
< / )] )

lut™+]
) L>=(0,T,B,

1+¢-2a dr
Bya

<cd Hu("Jrl I

<ellu®™|
L ) L>=(0,T,B,

1+4 1+9 24 1+9 24 -

(0,7,B, )

It remains to bound the term with Jy,

Z 2(1+——2a / —Co22aj(t—T)J4 dr
0

j>—1

0

j>—1
< Z 2(1+7 2a / 02] ||A w ||L2 dT = C/ Z 2(2+d 205 ||A]w(n)||L2 dT
=t j>—1
1+
Smcea>1 / yZ:12 ||A w2 dr = ¢ ||w™ || 0tB”2) <e¢d.

Collecting the bounds above and inserting them in (3.6), we find for any ¢t < T

||u ( )HB;J;g 20 || ||B;j%—2a +c ||u ||L°°(0TB;J;§72Q) +c
Therefore
(n+1) t < (n+1) ) (n+1) 5
DOt om < IS g BV g e

Choosing § such that c¢d < min(i, M) we get

M
< =
-2

o) |

Lc><>(0TB1+7 2
which implies
(n+1) (¢ <M.
O B

3.1.2 The estimate of ||u"|| We multiply (3.5) by 2042)7 sum

over j and integrate in time to obtain

e, < / S 20 e A

j>—1

LY(0,T,B%)"
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/ / D=0V J g ) drds . (3.7)
We estimate the terms on the right hand side of (3.7) and start with the first term.

/ D 2 I A dt = ¢ D 20RO (1 — e Aju

j>—1 j>—1
(1 )
Since ug € 32 5 a), then by Dominated convergence Theorem

:}}_r% 2(1+——2a) (1 _ 6—00220‘JT>HA (n+1) ||L2 —0.
j>-1

Therefore, we can choose T sufficiently small such that

aj n 5
/22” e Al e < S

j>—1

Applying Young’s inequality for the time convolution, we have

/ Z o(1+3 / e~02*(s=7) I dr ds

7>—1
/ > 2y / e Au () e D0 2D Al |1 dr ds
j>—1 m<j-1
T .
<CZ 2(1+5) / ||Aju(n+1)(7‘)||L2 Z 2(1+%)m||Amu(m)HL2 d’T/ e~ 025 g
e m<j-1 "

Using the fact that there exists ¢y > 0 satisfying for j > 0,

/ 6_0022aj5d8 S 02—2aj(1 _e—ch)7 (38)
0
we get
/ > 2t / =0T gy dr ds
7>—1
Sc(l-e / DA e 30 A A
m<j—1
_ =T (n+1)
SC(l e e )Hu HL (OTBlJr? 2a HU ||L1(O,T,B;+1%)
<5

11



<eo(1 = —c2T (n+1) )
~C ( € )Hu ||L°°(0,T,B;j%72a)

The terms with Jy and J3 can be similarly estimated and obey the same bound.

T s
/ S 204y / 0PI (=1) I g 4
0 0

Jj=-1

T s )
. / S a0y / e A 2 Y T 20O A | 12 dr s
0 0

Jj=-1 m<j

T T .
S Ll N S P L At
0

j>—1 0 m<j

Owing to (3.8) and the above inequality,

T s
/ S 204y / e~ T 1, dr
0 0

j=-1
T
<l — e‘CQT)/ Z 2(1+%—2a)j“Aju(n)HL2 Z 2(1+%)m||Amu(n+1)HL2 dr
0 >—1 m<j—1
. T Ld oo 1 1+4)j
<c(l—e )/ > 20O A | N 7 20T A ™| 2 d
0 j>-1 =
<ol — —coT (n+1) (n)
< c( e )||U ||L°0(O,T,B;j%72a) ||u HLI(O,T,B;%)
<5
< 1 i —CQT (5 (n+1) .
<= eI e,
Similarly

T s
/ Y ol / e~V I dr ds
0 0

j>—1
T S ) ~
:C/ D 2 / eI N 9 A ™| o || A | 12 dr dis
0 0

j>—1 k>j—1

T T |
<c), 2(2+%)j/ > 2%k||Aku(n)HL2||Aku(n+1)“L2dT/ e=0s s .
0

j>—1 0 k>j-1

Then, due to (3.8),

T s
/ Z 9(+5)i / e~ (=) 1. dr ds
0 0

j=-1

12



T
< C(l _ 6—02T)/ Z 2(2+%—2a)j Z Q%kHAku(n)||L2||Aku(n+1)||L2 dr
0

Jj=-1 kzj—1

T
<c(l—eT) / S 2@ 2 R 2 S 209 A ™| 2 dr
0

j>—1 Jj=—1

T
<c(t-et) [0 37 0B 3 2 A o dr
0

j=-1 j=-1
_ —c2T\|[,,(n+1) (n)
i L P U S
~
<5
=T (n+1)
Sc(l e )5Hu ||L°°(O,T,B;j%72a).

Now, for the term with J; we write

T S . T . § aj
3ot e e s = [ 37 204 et e ) e ds
0 0 0 0

j>—1 Jj=—1

T T ‘
S C Z 2(2—"_;)]/ ||A]w(")||L2 d’T/ e—cOZZO‘JS dS

j>—1 0 0

T
<c(t-eo) [0 30 20 A w0 dr
0

Jj=-1

: 1
smcea2§ j>—1

T
< ce(l—eh) / S 2 DI A ™| 2 dr
0

J/

~~

= w(n) <
I ”Ll(o,T,B;%f
<c(l—e s,
Collecting the estimates above leads to
)
(n+1) < Z 5(1 — —coT (n+1) 1 — —coT 5
ity < 500 =D (1)
)
< 1 +cd(l—e M +c(1—e )5,
Choosing T sufficiently small such that ¢ (1 — ") < min(, 1) we get
b § ¢
(n+1) < Z v 2 =5
lu HLI(O,T,B;%) ! * 4 2

. . 14+4-2
3.1.3 The estimate of w" ") in L>(0,T, BQP ﬁ(Rd)). We apply A; to the
third equation in (3.1) and then dotting with A;w™ V) we obtain
1d :
A2 (0227 + 4) A0V

13



< —Qk/Aj(V x u™)Aw™ ) da
— /Aj(u(”) - V™) At dy
=B, + B, (3.9)
where
B, = —Qk/Aj(V x u™)A ™ da |
By = — /Aj(u(”) - V™) A jw ™ da
By Holder’s inequality and Bernstein’s inequality,

|By| = | — 21<;/Aj(v x u™)Ajw™ D dy|

< 2k |8 (V x u™)| 2| Ajw V]| 2
< e | AU || Ay 1o

By Lemma 2.6,
By| = | — / Ay (™ - T D) A d

< cfAuwmI)2, 3T 20 M Ay ™|,

m<j—1

+ el AT g2 Au |2 20D A w1

m<yj

, dy .~
+c HAjw(n—i-l)HL22J Z 2§kHAkw(n+1)||L2||Aku(n)“L2 .

k>j—1

Inserting the estimates above in (3.9) and eliminating ||A;w™ ||z from both sides of the
inequality, we obtain

d _
E||Ajw<"+1>||L2 + (1229 4 4E) || A jw™ V|| 2 < Ky + Ky + K3 + Ky (3.10)

where

Ky =c27 [|Au™)|| 12,
Ko =] Aw™ )2 > 2059m A ul] 2

m<j—1

d
Ks=c[Au™ ) 202 [ Ay w1

m<j

14



Ky=c Y 2288 A o | Ao

k>j—1

Integrating (3.10) in time yields, for any ¢t < T

1A w2 < e @2 Al || 2 + / e @D (K 4 Ky dr . (3.11)
0

Multiplying (3.11) by 2072297 and summing over j, we have

||w(n+1 I 1+d 2 < < |lwf (n+1) I 1+% v + Z/ — (12289 (t— 7)2(1+§—2ﬁ (Ky + -+ Ky)dr .
21

27
j>—1

(3.12)

The terms containing K7 through K4 on the right hand side of (3.12) can be bounded suitably
as follows. We start with the term with K7,

Z/?“* 2/3”Kld7:/ > 2 A ()| 2 dr

j>—1 j>—1

/ Z 2(1+5)j 1A u™ (1) || g2 dr < €6

since B>— j>—1

-

WV
[[u(™]] 4 <6
Ll(o,T,B;P)

Similarly the term with K5 is bounded by

S o0+ / Kydr = ¢ / Zz%—%JnA W D0 2 A 2 dr

j=-1 m<j—1
n+1 ||
L°°(0TB

< edlut™|
L>=(0,T,B,

< cfw! 1 g-aa, | ™| 114

LY(0,T,By1°)

1+7 28, *

)
The terms related to K3 and K4 obey also the same bound,

S o0+ /K3 7—6/ > 2 A2 D 2 | A |

j=>—1 j>—1 m<j
(n+1)
< el oo [N,
1)
§05||w(n+ H (0TB1+2 2 -

For the term with K, we write

S o2y / Kydr = / S S 22+t R e A 2 dr

j>—1 J>—1k>j—1

15



t
= / SN 229 R | o | A 2 dr
0

j>—1j>-1

t
- / S ST 220D KD || af| Ayl 12 dr
0

j>—1j>-1

< el

(n)
1+%*25)Hu ||L1(0’T’B2’1 )

L=(0,T,B,

<ecd (n+1) )
< cdflw ’|L°°(O,T7B;7+1%72ﬂ)

Collecting the estimates and inserting them in (3.12), we obtain for any ¢t < T

1 (n+1) 1
™ )(t)“B;%*w < flwg” HB;%% ted+edfu )HL‘X’(O,T,B;%ﬂﬁ) '

1
- (n+1) t
LD, g

which implies

3.1.4 The estimate of [Jw™V(t)|| ed . We recall (3.11)
L'(0,T,B, )

1A w2 < e @2 Al 2 + / e PPN (K 4 Ky d
0

We multiply by 2+%) | sum over j and integrate in time to get

T
n dyg 19287 n+1
T A S e Y P
Cot j>=1
T Ledys s 528
+/ > 2l +z>ﬂ/ eI 4+ Ky) drds (3.13)
Clearly

T . . ;
/ Z 2(1+%)je—c122ﬂjtHAjw(()n—i-l)||L2 dt = ¢ Z 2(1+%—2B)](1 . 6—6122BJT)||Ajw(()n+1)HL2 )
0

j>-1 j>-1

d_o94

Since wy € 3;2 , we have by the Dominated Convergence Theorem,

Jim 37 2087 (1 — B A2 = 0.
j>-1

16



Therefore, we can choose T sufficiently small
’ 1+2y5 22Bi¢ (n+1) 0
|3 2 e e A e < 5
0 j>-1 2

Applying Young’s inequality for the time convolution, the term with K7 is bounded by

- . ‘ T s ,
/ Z 2(1+g)j/ =2 (=) e 4 ds < c/ Z 2(2+%)j/ e PV Aju™ || 2 dr ds
0 j2-1 0 0 j2-1 0
gudy: [T T 928j
<c Z 2l +5)J/ ||Aju(n)HL2 dT-/ e 1“4 ds.
0 0

j=-1

Using the fact that there exists c3 > 0 satisfying for all j > 0,

T . .
/ e~ ds < 0271 — T (3.14)
0
we get
/ > 2y / PP dr ds < e (1— T / > 285 Al (7) | 2 dr
ST j>—1
1_e—csT/ S 2D Al (1) | 2 dr
7>—1
— ||l (n+1) e <é
I ”Luo,T,B;%r

<c(l—esTs.

Similarly by applying Young’s inequality for the time convolution, the term with K, is
bounded by

/ ZQ(H / e~V K, dr ds

j>—1
/ > 20+ / PO A Y 2D A (7) | 2 dr ds
j>—1 m<j—1
T .
<CZQ(1+ / |Aw"+1 12 Z o(1+5 m||A u ( )||L2d7'</ e 12 JSds)
j>—1 m<j—1 0
<c(l—e ) / > 20+ 572 A ™D ()| 2 > 20+ | A, u™ (1) 2 dr
=T (n+1)
<e@=e O e W, g
R <

17



<c(l—e=TYgM .

The terms involving K3 and K4 obey also the same bound,

T s .
/ 22<1+%>j / e~ =T e dr ds
0 j>-
/ S 20+ /e‘clzm(s_”cHAJU(n)(T)HL?(Z2(1+%)m||Amw("+1)(T)HL?)deS

j>—1 m<j

T ,
sc Z 20+2) / 12,6t (7)]| 2 Z 2(1+g)m||Amw(n+1)(7—)HL2 dT(/ 6_012%J8d$)

j>—1 m<j 0

Then, owing to (3.14)

/ 3 20+8) / —a PPN Ky dr ds

j>—1
/ D A A (1) 3 20 Ao (7) |2 7

j>—1 m<j

<c(l—e / S 20529 | A (1) 2 3 20495 Ayt (7) | 12 dir

Jj=-1 j>—1
=c(l—eT) / S 2D A ™ (1) 2 D 205572 A D (7)) 2 d
j>—1 j>—1
<c(1—e 3Ty |lwhty (n)
o= e NN ot 0
~~ . ~
<M <6

<c(l—e=TYM .

The term containing K, is bounded by

/ Z o1+5 / e~ 2PN, dr ds

j>—1
/ Z 2(1—1— / _0122»33(3_7)2j2gkHAkw(n+1)HL2HAku(n)HLz drds
j>—1
d d ~ T j
Sy 2 / > P2l Bt Y | ([ e )
i>-1 0 k>j-1 0

Hence, due to (3.14)

/ ZQ(H / e~V K, dr ds

j=>—1

18



< C _ —ch / Z 2(1—1—1_25 797 Z 22k||Akw (n+1) ||L2||Aku HL2 dr

j>—1 k>j—1

—e(l—eT / SO Y aUHIGRI D Ay )] 2202 Ry | 1

J>—1k>j—1

:C(l 6_63T)/ ||u(n H 1+%||w n+1( )H 1+§l 28 dr
0 Bz,l 21
<c(l—e ) u| lw™ |
LY(0,T,By 1 ?) L>=(0,T,B,

(. <\

1+% 1+§ 23

)

~~

<5 <M

<c(l—esTYoM .
Collecting the estimates above and inserting them in (3.13), we obtain

5
(n+1) e _ ,—c3T _ —c3T
Dty S 5 00 =€ (L= e TN

Choosing T sufficiently small such that ¢ (1 — e=7) < min(437,1) , we get

)
(n+1) e ~ =5
lw HLl(OTBH7) -2 1 4 * 4

These uniform bounds allow us to extract a weakly convergent subsequence. That is, there
is (u,w) € Y such that subsequence of (u”,w") (still denoted by (u™, w™)) satisfies

u" > uoin L2(0,T, BH2 a) ,

w® S w in L=(0,T, BlJr2 25) .
In order to show that (u,w) is a weak solution of (1.1) we need to further extract a subse-

quence which converges strongly to (u,w). We use the Aubin-Lions Lemma. We can show
by making use of the equation (3.1) that (0yu,, dyw,) is uniformly bounded in

" € L0, T, By, 2 ) N L2(0, T, B3 1™

o € L0, T, By "y n L2(0, 7, B[ )

Since we are in this case in the whole space R? we need to combine Cantor’s diagonal
process with the Aubin-Lions Lemma to show that a subsequence of a weakly convergent
subsequence, still denoted by (u,,w,), has the following strongly convergent property

(U, wy) — (u,w) in  L*(0,T, BIJr2 ’Y(Q)),

where o < v < 3a and Q C R? is a compact subset. This strong convergence property would
allow us to show that (u,w) is indeed a weak solution of (1.1). This completes the proof for
the existence part of Theorem 1.1. O
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3.2 Uniqueness of weak solutions

Proof. Assume that (v, w®) and (u®,w®) are two solutions of (1.1) in the regularity
class in (1.4) and (1.5). Their difference (u,w) with

=u? -4 and @ =w® — W

satisfies

(O + (v+ k) (=A) U = —Pu® - Vu+u-Vul)) +2kV x w,
oyw + fy(—A)Bﬂ? = —4kw — 2kV x 0 —u® -V —u - VuW,

(3.15)
V-u=0,

| @(2,0) =0, @(z,0)=0.

We estimate the difference (w,w) in L?*(R?). Dotting (3.15) by (u,w) and applying the
divergence-free condition, we find

1d
2 dt
:—/u<2>-va.adx—/a.vu“).adx
—/u@)-vw-wdx—/a-vw@-wdx

=L+ Lo+ L3+ Ly,

(3 + 1813 ) + (v + RA T3 + AP @32 + 4k 113

where
Ly = —/u(z) -Vu-udr ,
L, = —/a-vu“) udz
ng—/u@).vw-wdx,
L4:—/ﬂ-Vw(l)-ﬁ?dx.
Due to V - u® =0, we find L; = L3 = 0 after integration by parts. In fact,
L = —/u(2)~Vﬂ-ﬂdx

—— [ V(P ds

20



_ —/V-(u(2)%|ﬂ|2)dx
=0.

By Holder’s inequality and Bernstein’s inequality,

|Ls| = | —/ﬂ~Vu(1)-ﬂdx\
< [[Vu® < [ 72
< > 1A Va7

j>—1
(L 1y, ~ ~
<e Y 29679Y | Au| g |[a]Fa < e [ gl (3.16)
j>-1 21
D]
Ol g
To bound Ly, we set
1 1 p 1 g d
p 2 d q d q
By Holder’s inequality and Bernstein’s inequality;,
|L4| = | —/ﬁ-Vw(l) - w dz|

< Jfall 2 [Vt [ o[ @]] o

< 3118,V gl 2| @] 0

j>-1

<3 228G D) A 2 |l 2 1B o
j>—1

< D P27 2| @ 2 o
j>-1

<c Hw(”HB;jgfgllﬂllwllA%HLz
¥ ~ ~
< SIIA@][7: + ¢ Hw(”llzBHg,ﬁIIUHi%
2,1
where in the last inequality we have made use of
[l e < c |A%a]| 2 -

Combining the estimates leads to
d /. . N o N N
(32 + 1132 ) + 200 + WA + A3 + 8k |3
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< (el g +elo®I?, 4, ) (HllFe + 1812 - (3.17)

2,1 2,1

1+4 1+4 1+2-28

Since uV) € L*(0,T, B,,?) and wM € L*(0,T, B, 1) N L>(0,T, B,,* ),

T
/ luD @) . adt < oo,
0 B2,17

T T
M) (4 [12 (1) (1)
/0 Jw (ﬂHBngdtS/o Jw (t)”B;j% [Jw (t)IIB;g%dt

2,1

T
< Jlw(t M4 dt < oo.
> ||’LU ( )||L°°(0,T,B;I%72’B) ; ||w ( )HB;;% o0

Applying Gronwall’s inequality to (3.17) yields
[l 2 = [Jwl[z> =0,

which leads to the desired uniqueness. This completes the proof of the uniqueness part of
Theorem 1.1. O

4 Proof of Theorem 1.2

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is similar to the one of Theorem 1.1. To avoid repetitions, we will
refer next to some inequalities already showed in the proof of Theorem 1.1. In this proof, we
consider the system of equations (1.1) with g = 0, that is

( O+ (v + k) (=A)%u +u - Vu+ VI - 2kV x w = 0,

Ow + (4k + Y)w + 2kV x u+u - Vw =0,
(4.1)
V-u=0,

u(z,0) = ug(x), w(x,0)=wo(x).

4.1 Existence of a weak solution

This subsection proves the existence part of Theorem 1.2. The approach is to construct a
successive approximation sequence and show that the limit of a subsequence actually solves
(4.1) in the weak sense.

Proof for the existence part of Theorem 1.2. We consider a successive approximation {(u("), w("))}
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satisfying

u® = Syup . w® = Sywg

Du ) 4 (v + k) (=AY = P(—u™ . Yyt 4 25V x w®

(4.2)
O™ = —(4k + Yw™t) — 25V x u™ — ™ . VD
\ u ) (33 0) = Sp+1to w (33 0) = Sp1wo ,
where P = I — V(—A)~!div is the standard Leray Projection. For
M = 2ol g+ )
T > 0 being sufficiently small and 0 < § < 1 (to be specified later), we set
Y = <M <M
L) | Wl et <300 Tl e <
<0 <dJ, . 4.3
il gty <00 Tl <0} (1.9

We show that {(u("), w("))} has a subsequence that converges to the weak solution of (4.1).
This process consists of three main steps. The first step is to show that {(u("),w("))} is
uniformly bounded in Y. The second step is to extract a strongly convergent subsequence

via the Aulin-Lions Lemma. While the last step is to show that the limit is indeed a weak
solution of (4.1).

To show the uniform bound for {(u(”), w(”))} in Y, we prove by induction. Clearly,

1) _
0O, g 2oy = NS00 rcone) M
lw ™| 4 = ||Sawol] . <M.
L>(0,T,BZ,) L>(0,T,B3,)

If T'> 0 is sufficiently small, then

Hu(l HLl(OTBH%) < T'[|Szuo| 1+d < T cffuo 1+d e J0,

[w®) o < T||Szw0|| g = T cl|wo| <0.

da
2 '2'
Ll(O,T,BQ’l) 2 1 2 1

Assuming that (u™, w™) obeys the bounds defined in Y, namely

(n) <M (n) <M
HU ||L°°(OTBH7 2a) ) Hw ||L°°(O7T,B§1) > )
lu®™] g <6, w™] s <0,

LI(O T, B 2) L1(07T7322,1)

we prove that {(u™™) w™ )} obeys the same bound for suitably selected 7' > 0, M > 0
and § > 0. For sake of clarity, the proof of the four bounds is achieved in the following four
steps.
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. . 14+4-2
4.1.1 The estimate of ™) in L>(0,T, B,;* " (R%)) . Following the same
method as in the proof of the first step of Theorem 1.1, we write the inequality

n (n+1)
DO g < 1]
t .
N Z 2(1+g—2a)j/ 6_6022a1(t_—r)(J1 et J4) dr , (4.4)
i1 0
where

Ji = cl| A g2 3T 2D AL U™

m<j—1
Jo = c[[ Al D 20D Au e
m<j
Jy=c2 3 28 R Al 2

E>j—1

J4 = 02j||Ajw(”)||L2 .

The terms on the right hand side can be estimated as follows. Recalling the definition of J;
above and using the inductive assumption on u(™, we have for any ¢t < T,

3 gl+d-zay / 027 1

j>—1 0

— e [ 30 2 A s 3 S A 1) 2

j>—1 m<j—1

<c / D0 2 A Y 3 20 A (1) 1 dr

j>-1 j>-1
-

=[lut+ D] =[lu]

d
1+772a
Baa

(n+l)||L°°(0TB

sed Hu(nH ||L°°(0TB

< CHU 1+4-20 || || 1+¢

) LY(0,T,B,°)

1+7 2ce, °

)

The terms with J, and J3 can be similarly estimated and obey the same bound. In fact, by
Young’s inequality for series convolution,

3 gft+d-tay / e~ (=) I

1<-1

<C/ D 2 Au e Y 2 Al 7 |2

j>—1 m<j
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< [ I g O g
2,1

V]

< clut| LT B

LY(0,T,B,

< e ful? ||L°°(OTB

1+2 1+2 —2a

)

1+7 2 .

)
Similarly the term with J3 is bounded by

t .
ZQ(1+——2(X) / 6—6022a3(t—T)J3 dT
0

i>1
:/ Z p1+5=2e Z 2925* | A | g2 | Agu™ || 2 dr

j>—1 k>j—1

_ / Z Z 2(2+——2a (1+%)k||Aku(n)||L22(1+%—2oz)k||£ku(n+1)||L2 dr

J>—1k>j-1

<C/ lut™ ()]l 1+%||u ()| pid- 20 d

< cfu HLl(OTB“? lu er)”L (0B
<6 juth HL°°(0TB”7 =y

Now for the term with J; we write

t
S oliae / a0 g g = § g4 200 / e 0 | A ™| 2 dr

j>—1 i>—1 0

< 3 [ et dr
j>—1

< cllwt™|
~—

since a>1

<ch.

d
L(0,T,BF,)

Collecting the bounds above and inserting them in (4.4), we find for any t < T

(n+1) (4 < |lg 0D 5 (D 5.
||u ( )HB;I%—za > ||u0 ||B;j%—2a +c ||u ||L°°(0TB;;7 Za) +c

Therefore

(n+1) (¢ < (n+1) Sl D 5
||u ( )HL (0TB;+F?2Q) ||u0 ||B;j%72a +c ||u ||L°°(0TB;J;§72Q) +c

Choosing d such that ¢d < min(4, &) we get

M 1 . M
__l'_”u( +1)|| 1+7 2a +Za

(n+1) t
I ()||Lw(OTBl+§ ) S5t P
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which implies

() (¢ <M.
DO, it e, <
4.1.2 The estimate of ||u (n+1) HL1 018 Following the same method as in

the proof of the second step of Theorem 1.1, we write the inequality

52
||u(n+1)||L1(0TB”2 / ZQH et Ajug™ )| dt

j>—1
/ / $ o0 (J o ) drds . (45)

j>—1
We estimate the terms on the right and start with the first term.

/ Z 2(1—1— )Jj —0022a3t||A (n+1) HL2 dt = ¢ Z 2(1+——2a) (1 . 6—0022“JT)HA (n+1) HL2 '

0 j>-1 j>—1
Since ug € BlJr2 2 , then by the Dominated Convergence Theorem

:}}_r% 2(1+——2a)](1 _ 6—00220‘JT>HA (n+1) ||L2 =0.
Jj=-1

Therefore, we can choose T sufficiently small such that

T
- ag n 5
/ > 20T A e < 7
0

j=-1

Applying Young’s inequality for the time convolution, we have

j>—1
_ C/ Z 2 1+ / —c022aﬂ(5—7-)HAju(n—i-l)(T)||L2 Z 2(1+%)m”Amu(n)HL2 dr ds
j>—1 m<j—1
T .
<c Z 20+%) / 1 A;u™ D (1) 12 Z 2(1+g)m||Amu(")||Lz dT/ e=0%*s
j=>—1 m<j—1 0

Then, using the fact that there exists ¢o > 0 satisfying for 7 > 0,

T _ .
/ e~ 0¥ ds < 027209 (1 — 2T | (4.6)
0
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we get

/ Z o(1+3 / e~ (=) I dr ds
j>—1
<l — —02T / 221+i—2a 1A, u(n—l—l

Mz 20HDm A ™| 12 dr

m<j—1

Mz > 20497 || Ayu™|| 2 dr

j>—1

j>—1
S . —02T / Z 2 1+——2a yHA u(n—l—l
j>—1
<c<1—eﬂﬂ5nw”“|umeBH§zﬁnu
—coT (n+1)
Sl I

The terms with J, and J3 can be similarly estimated and obey the same bound.

T s
/ Z 201+ / e~ 0P gy dr ds
0o

—c/ 3 ol / P A ™| 2 Y 2049 A u Y | padir ds

j>—1

m<j

T .
<c Z 2(1+5) / |A; ul ||L2 22(1“‘ mHA MG ||L2d7'/ p—c02%s 1
0

j>—1 m<j

Hence due to (4.6)

/ D2 / P Jydr ds

j>—1

1 _6—c2T / Z 9 (1+2—2a)j |A u HL2 Z 9 (1+4 mHA wtD ||L2d7—

j>—1 m<j—1
—e ) / S 2t E 2 A D 2 Y 20525 | Au || adr
j=>—1 j=>—1
_ 2T (n+1)
e P P >
< el — —c2T 5 (n+1) ]
S Ll Ll
Similarly
/ > 2y / e Jy dr ds
j>—1
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T S ) ~
:C/ D 2 / eI N 9 A ™|l 2| A | 12 dr dis
0 0

j>—1 k>j—1

T T _
sc Z 2(2+%)j/ Z 2%k||Aku(n)||L2||Aku(n+l)||L2d’7‘/ e~ 0¥ g |
0

j>—1 0 k>j-1

By (4.6) and the inequality above,

T s
/ Z 9(+5)i / e~02 (=) 1. dr ds
0 0

j>-1

T
se(l- >/ S 2@t $™ 98k A || 2 | A2
0

j>—1 k>j—1
T
< C(l i e—czT)/ Z 2(2+%—2a)j||Aju(n+1)HL2 Z Q(g)jHAju(n)||L2 dr
0 j>-1 j>-1
T g 1+2-2a)j || A 1 1+2);
<e(l—e )/ S 204200 &y 04D o $7 2003 A dr
0 j>-1 j>-1
< 1 — —coT (n+1) (n)
< c( € )u HLOO(O,T,B;I%%O‘)HU ||L1(0,T,B;j%)
<c(l—e2D)§ ||ty .
_C( € ) Hu ||L°°(0,T,B;j%72a)

The term with J; is bounded by

T s
/ Y ol / e~ 0T gL dr ds
0 0

j>—1
T .
:c/ Z 2(24’%))'/ 6—0022‘”(8—T)HAjw(”)HLz drds
0

S
j>—1 0

T T .
S C Z 2(2+g).7/ ||A]w(n)||L2d7_/ 6_60221135 ds
0 0

j=-1

T
<c(l—e T / S 22 A 2 dr
0

j=-1

T
< 0(1—6—62T)/ > 2@ A ;w2 dr
0

since_a21 i>—1

=l- Q_CZT)Hw(N)HLl(OTB% )
1555 1

Collecting the estimates above and inserting them in (4.5) leads to

J
(n+1) < Z 51 — —coT (n+1)
gty < 3OO
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1— —coT (n)
+c(l—e )| w ||L1(07T’B§1)

J
<gte S(1—e M +c(1—e=)s.
Choosing T sufficiently small such that ¢(1 — e~*") < min(57, 5) we get

a2 ot =0

|-|>|Q'z
=~
N S

d
L1(0TB”2)

d
4.1.3 The estimate of w™t!) in L>(0,T, ijl(Rd)). Applying A; to the third
equation in (4.2) and then dotting with A;w™*Y | we obtain

3 IV 4 (k4 )y = =2k [ A7 x ) AV
— /Aj(u(") -V A ™ dr
= By + By, (4.7)
where
B, = —2k/A (V x u™)Ajw" V|
By = — / A (u™ - Vw T Aw D dg
By Holder’s inequality and Bernstein’s inequality

|Bl|:|—2k/A(V><u NAw™ D dz]

< 2 A5V % u™)|| 2]l A0 V| 12
< 27 [|Au™ | 2| Ayt 12

By Lemma 2.6,
Bal == [ 8,0 Tut ) Au0 d
<A™ E, ST 20D AL
m<j—1
+ el AT g2 | Au |2 20D AL w1
m<j
+cHAjw(“+1)]|Lz2j Z 2ng5kw(n+1>||L2||Aku(n>“L2,
k<j—1
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Inserting the estimates above in (4.7) and eliminating ||A;w™||;2 from both sides of the
inequality, we obtain

d .
180 D2 + (8 + 29) | A0 |z <e 27| A1

+ellAw™ D 3T 2D AL U™

m<j—1
+el|Agu™ 2 Y 2052 A, w1
m<j
+e2 3 28| Ao o | Agu™ | 12

k>j—1

(4.8)

Integrating (4.8) in time yields, for any t < T,
t
18w 2 < e G Al 2 + / e ST (K o Ky)dr, (49)
0

where
Ky =c2 | Au™],
Ky = c|Aw ] 37 2059m A u™]| .

m<j—1
Ky = || Al Y20 A e
m<j
Ky=c2 Z ngngkw(nH)HLZ||Aku(n)||L2 :

k>j—1
We multiply (4.9) by 2(3)7 and sum over j to get

(n+1) ||

||'Uj S || n+1 ‘I‘ Z / (8]€+2'Y (t T 2(%) (Kl _I_ +K4) d7- . (410)

B B
2,1 2,1 ]> 1

The term with K7 is bounded by

S ot / e SN R g7 < / > 2 Au (7)1 dr

j>—1 j>—1

< cflu®™]|

L1(0, TB1+7 '

)

The terms with K5 through K, can be bounded suitably and obey the same bound. In fact,
for the term involving K, we write

dym n
D2 / S A Ol 3 2 A (1)l g2 dr

j>—1 m<j—1
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<C/ > 2 A ()| Y 2O Al (7)) e

j>—1 m<j—1

<o [ IVl g 0O dr

2

(n+1)
<elut Vo 0, —

Similarly the term with K3 is bounded by

Z 2 % / (8k-|—2*y)(1t—7-)C ||Aju(") ||L2 Z 2(1+g)m||Amw(n+1) ||L2d7—

j>—1 m<j
<e / S 2 A e 3 20D Ap D | o dr
j>—1 j>—1
< (n+1) (n) )
e N I

For the term with K, we write

t
D20 / 2 37 AV 2 | A 122% dr
0

j>—1 k>j—1
t
: / > 2RI Au 2 Y 2 A | ey
j>-1 j=-1
S N T s

Collecting the estimates and inserting them in (4.10), we obtain for any ¢t < T

(n+1) (4 < lapth) (n) (n+1) (n)
Ol g < g+, g ey O
(n+1) (n+1)
< d+cd :
P Ll
Therefore
(n+1) ¢ < (n+1) S 5 (n+1) .
DOt < 08 g +ea e
Choosing ¢d < min(1, %) we get
M M 1
[[w ()!ILOO(O7T7B221)_ 5t Tl ()IILM&T’Bﬁl),
which implies
™D ()] =M
L*>(0,T,B2,)



4.1.4 The estimate of [|w™+V(1)] ¢ . We multiply (4.9) by 2(2J7, sum
L'(0,T,B2))

over j and integrate in time to get

T
n d; _ n+1
[ S/0 3 2820 At
201

i>-1
T s
+/ Z 2;]'/ e—(8k+2’y)(s—7)(K1+...+K4) dr ds . (411)
0 j>—1 0
Clearly
/ Z R T Hm&-oZ 259(1 — =) | Ay 2

d
Since wy € By, it follows from the Dominated Convergence Theorem that

: dir1 _ _—(Bk+29)T (n+1) _
lim ;122 (1—e NAj w2 =0.
e

Therefore, we can choose T sufficiently small such that

/ > 289 ERERV A0V | 2 dt
0

j>—1

l\DIsz

Applying the Young’s inequality for the time convolution, the term with K; is bounded by

/ Z 22]/ ~Bk2)(=T) K dr ds
j>—1
/ Z o(1+2) / e~ BN || Ay™ || 12 dr ds

j>—1

( Z 2(1+3 / 1Au™)| 2 dT) (/OT 6_(8k+27)sds>

<l — e BEF2T /Zz<l+ AL 2 dr

j>—1

~~

=[lul]] da <6

< C(l . e—(8k+27)T)5 )

Similarly by applying Young’s inequality for the time convolution the term with Ky is
bounded by

/ Z 22]/ —(8k+2v)(s— TK dr ds

j>—1
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T s
:C/ Z 2%]‘/ e~ BEFNG=T) | A ™+ Z 20HDM| A 0| 2drds
0 1

0

isc m<j—1
T
< (C Z 22]/ ||Ajw(n+1)||L2 Z 2(1+%)m”Amu(n)||L2 dT) (/ 6_(8k+2’y)5d8)
1<-1 m=j-1 ’
<e(1—e / D2 2V A g 3 2 A dr
1<-1 m<j—1
gc(l —(8k+27)T / 222J||Awn+l || QZQH HAU ||L2d7’
i>-1 j>—1
< (1 — e~ Bk+20T (n+1) )
<c(l-e O I s

< (1 — e BTSN

Applying Young’s inequality for the time convolution, the term with K3 is bounded by

/ Z 22J/ e~ BR26=T) [¢y drds

j>—1
T s
:c</ Z Q%j/ 6—(8k+2v)(s—T)||Aju(n)||L2>(ZQ(H%)m”Amw(nH)”B) dr ds
0 j>_1 0 m<j
T
g( 3 zzJ/ 1850|237 2049 |A D) 2d¢)</ e_(gk””)sds)
jz—1 m<j 0
T
< c(l— e BT / D 28 Au g 3 20D A 2 dr
j>—1 m<j
T
o) A SE L LIRS SE N Y
j>-1 j>-1
_ —(8k+2y)T (n+1) (n)
<c(l-e )||w ||Lw(0’Tﬁng’l)llu I, )

<c(1—e GRS

Similarly the term with Kj is bounded by

/ PP / e~ B2V | drds

j>—1
/ Rl D DL T P Pt

j=-1 k>j—1
T
< (302000 [ 37 ot Bl i ) ([ )
j>—1 0 k>j-1 0
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T
< C(l _ e—(8k+2’7)T)/ Z 2(1+%)j Z 2%k||Akw(n+1)||L2||Aku(n)HL2d7_
0

j>—1 k>j-1

T
< o1 — ¢~ BT / S 207 Aju™ |2 37 28| Ay Y| adr
0 j>-1 i>-1

<ol — eI ) ™ 114

~(0,7,8f,) LY(0,7,B5 1 ?)
< (1 — e RIS

Collecting the estimates above and inserting them in (4.11), we obtain

™| g < 0 + (1 — e BTG 4 o(1 — e BRI
LY0,T,BZ,) — 2
Choosing T sufficiently small such that ¢(1 — e~ ®*207) < min(, 1) | we get
o o0 0
(n+1) < Z Y ~ =4
lw HLl(O,T,BQ%l) 2 - 4 * 4

These uniform bounds allow us to extract a weakly convergent subsequence. That is there is
(u,w) € Y such that a subsequence of (u",w™) (still denoted by (u™, w™)) satisfies

* ) 1+49—2a
u" —wu in L¥(0,T,By,* "),

a
w" = w in L*0,T,B3,).

In order to show that (u,w) is a weak solution of (4.1) we need to further extract a subse-
quence which converges strongly to (u,w). We use the Aubin-Lions Lemma. We can show
by making use of the equation (3.1) that (Ju™, d;w™) is uniformly bounded in

1+4 20

d_3q
€ L0, T, B n L2(0, T, Y5

) s
d a
8tw” c Ll(oaTu B22,1) N L2(07T7 B22,1) .

Since we are in this case in the whole space R? we need to combine Cantor’s diagonal
process with the Aubin-Lions Lemma to show that a subsequence of a weakly convergent
subsequence, still denoted by (u™, w™), has the following strongly convergent property

d_
(", ") — (w,w) in L*0,T,Byy® (Q)),
where o < v < 3a and Q C R? is a compact subset. This strong convergence property would

allow us to show that (u,w) is indeed a weak solution of (4.1). This completes the proof for
the existence part of Theorem 1.2. O
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4.2 Uniqueness of weak solutions

Proof. Assume that (v, w®) and (u®,w®) are two solutions of (4.1) in the regularity
class in (1.4) and (1.5). Their difference (u,w) with

t=u? —uY and @=w?® —wW®
satisfies

Ou+ (v + k) (—=A)* = —Pu® - Vi +u - VulV) + 2kV x w,

o = —(4k + )W — 2kV x u —u® -V — a - V),

(4.12)
V-u=0,

| @(2,0) =0, @(z,0)=0.

We estimate the difference (u,w) in L*(R%). Dotting (4.12) by (u,w) and applying the
divergence-free condition, we find

1d U 0 ar~ ~
T (Hu||i2 + kuiz) + (v + k)||AT)| % + (4k + ) ||@]%,

:—/u(z)-Vﬁ-ﬂdz—/ﬁ-Vu(l)-ﬁdz

—/u@).vw.wdx—/a.vw“).adx
=L+ Ly+ Ls+ Ly,

where
le—/u(2)~ViZ~ﬂd:c,
ng—/ﬂ-Vu(l)-ﬂdx,
ng—/u(z)-Vﬁ?-ﬁ?dx,
L4:—/a-vw<l>-wd:¢.

Due to V - u® =0, we find L; = L = 0 after integration by parts. As in (3.16),

| Lo| < C||u(1)||B;+1g||ﬁ||%z-

To bound L, , We set

"=
DN =
SH e}
| =



By Holder’s inequality,
|L4| = | —/ﬁ-Vw(l) - w dz|

< @l 22 V™ | a1l o

< 318V [ g2 0

j>—1
< ey 292967 Ajw®]| 2 @) o[ o
j>—1
o35 O @2 T
= 2227 || Ajw ™| o | ]| 2 1] o
>—1
Z 27 || A ™| g2 | @] 2 || ) o
smcoa>1
j>—1
<cllwO g @] 2]| A% 2
B3,
v+k . -
< VIR heq2, 1 e, a2
2 322,1

Where in the last inequality we make use of
[ull e < e [[A%ul|z2 .

Combining the estimates leads to

d o N
(132 + 1012 ) + (v + R)IATE2 + (3% +29) ]
< (el g + el 4 ) (a3 + l@)3:) - (4.13)
B2,12 Bz?,l

1+2)

d d
Since u € L*(0,T, B and w) € L'(0,T, B},) N L>(0,T, B3,) ,

T T
/ [ ()], gdt <00 and / [ 4 db < T (O .
0 By, 0 2’1 LOO(OTB 1)
Applying Gronwall’s inequality to (4.13) yields
s = @l =0,

which leads to the desired uniqueness. This completes the proof of the uniqueness part of
Theorem 1.2. O
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