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Abstract

The aim of this article is to show a local-in-time existence of a strong solution to the
generalized compressible Navier-Stokes equation for arbitrarily large initial data. The goal
is reached by LP-theory for linearized equations which are obtained with help of the Weis
multiplier theorem and can be seen as generalization of the work of Shibata and Enomoto
[13] (devoted to compressible fluids) to compressible non-Newtonian fluids.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we analyze a boundary value problem for Navier-Stokes equations describing the
flow of a compressible non-Newtonian fluid that reads

Oy(pu) + div(pu @ u) + V7 (p) =divS in Qr,
Orp + div(pu) =0 in Qr, (1)
u(0,-) = ug, p(0,:) =pg  in Q.

Here Q C R? d > 2 is the domain occupied by the fluid, 7' > 0 is the time of evolution and
Qr = (0,T) x Q. We denote by u(t,z) the fluid velocity, by p(t,z) the fluid density and by S the
viscous stress. We assume the periodic boundary condition, i.e., €2 is a torus

Q= ([—171]|{—1,1})d-

We restrict ourselves to the constitutive relation
S = 2u(|DPu?)DPu + A(divu) div ull, (2)

where p and A\ are viscosity coefficients whose properties will be specified later.
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1.1 Discussion and main result

The system with © = pg € R and A = Ay € R has been extensively studied. The mathematical
analysis of compressible viscous fluids goes back to 1950s. The first result concerning uniqueness
was given by Graffi [I5] and Serrin [32]. A local in time existence in Hélder continuous spaces was
proven by Nash [29], Itaya [16], [I7] and Vol'pert and Hudjaev [38]. In Sobolev-Slobodetskii space
the local existence was shown by Solonnikov [34]. The local-in-time existence and global-in-time
existence for small data in Hilbert space traces back to Valli [36]. The optimal regularity of local
in time solutions was obtained by Charve and Danchin [9]. The global solution with the initial
data close to a rest state was shown by Matsumura-Nishida [27, 26] in the whole space and the
exterior domain. The case of bounded domain was treated in work of Valli, Zajaczkowski [37].

The global-in-time existence of a weak solution is much more recent and goes back to the half
of of 1990s. The existence is known due to nowadays standard Feireisl - Lions theory — we refer to
[T4] and to [21].

However, there is an unsatisfactory number of articles for the system with a general p and .
In particular, Mamontov [24], [25] considered an exponentially growing viscosity and isothermal
pressure. For such case the global existence of a weak solution was shown. Recently, Abbatiello,
Feireisl and Novotny in [I] provide a proof of the existence of so-called dissipative solution — a
notion of solution which is 'weaker’ than a weak solution. The existence of weak solution is still
unproven. The main obstacle seems to be the lack of compactness of velocity u which is caused
by an insufficient control of d,u in (and near) vacuum regions.

Let us mention that such type of problem was already studied in the incompressible case by
Ladyzhenskaya [20] and then extensively studied by group of J. Necas [6], 5], 23]. Further, basic
properties of weak or measure-valued solution of incompressible non-Newtonian fluids are described
in [22 4]. Concerning the compressible case the first attempt to solve this problem can be found
in work of Necasovd, Novotny [28] where the existence of measure-valued solution was shown.

The concept of the maximal regularity is classical and the main achievements for abstract
theory go back to the work of Ladyzhenskaya, Uraltzeva, Solonnikov [19], Da-Prato, Grisvard [11],
Amann [2] and Priiss [30]. The notion of R-sectoriality was introduced by Clement and Priiss
see [I0]. The fundamental result by Weis [39] about equivalency of description for the maximal
regularity in terms of vector-valued Fourier multipliers and R sectoriality was a breakthrough for
the applications.

The Weis multiplier theorem allows to deduce the LP maximal regularity to problems connected
with the fluid dynamics. We refer to [12] and [I8] for the comprehensible decription of the method.
The maximal L? regularity result for incompressible fluids can be found in work by Shibata, Shimizu
[33], for the non-Newtonian incompressible situation it was established in work by Bothe and Priiss
[7]. Maximal regularity for the compressible case was shown by Shibata, Enomoto[13].

The goal of this paper is to use the Weis multiplier theorem to show the short-time existence
of a strong solution in L? setting for the non-Newtonian compressible fluid.

Let us introduce our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let p € C3([0,00)) and A € C*(R) satisfy pu(s) + 2u'(s)s > 0 for all s > 0 and
Ar) 4+ N(r)r > 0 for allr € R. Let, moreover, 7 € C*([0,00)), ¢ > d and p € (1,00) be given.
Then for every ug € W24(Q) and py € WH1(Q), pio € L>(Q) there is T > 0 such that there exists

(p,u) € LP(0, T3 WH9(Q)) x LP(0, T; W9())
with
(Ovp, Opu) € LP(0,T; WH(Q)) x LP(0,T; LY(Q))
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which satisfies ().

The proof of the main result relies on several steps. The first step is the use of Lagrange
coordinates to get rid of the convective term.

Secondly, we linearize the resulting system and we show LP— L9 regularity property of a solution.
This is discussed in Section [l and it is obtained by means of the Weis multiplier theorem.

The sufficient regularity of the velocity u allows to deduce appropriate bounds and one may
use the Banach fix-point argument to deduce the existence of a strong solution assuming the time
T > 0 is small enough. This is described in Section 2

The remaining part of this introductory section is devoted to necessary preliminary statements.

1.2 Notation

We denote by I; the d x d identity matrix. For the d x d-matrix valued mapping G symG
denotes the symmetric part of G, i.e., symG = % (G + GT) and GP is the traceless part of G, i.e.,
GP =G — étr GT,. Let u be a mapping with values in R? then Du = sym(Vu) is the symmetric
part of the gradient and D”u stands for the traceless part of Du. For purposes of this paper we
denote by VP(Qr) the following function space

VPUQr) = LP(0, T; W(Q)) N WP (0, T; LU(€2))

with the norm || - [[vear) = || - [[zro,rw2a)) + || - lwiere@)- Starting with definition (),
using the fact that tr DPu = 0 and the symmetry of DPu we have

d
1
(divS); =2u(|DPul?) Z ( —Eéﬂdivu)

d
1
+ 4/~L/(|DDU‘2) Z (]D)Du)jk(]D)Du)lmak ((]D)u)lm - E(Slm le u)
k,l,m=1
d
+ Z 8 (A(divu) + N(divu) diva) 9, divu
=1

d d
p(IDPul®) > " (OFu; + 0;00u) + 20/ (1D ul?) >~ (DP) (D) (OxOm it + OrOytinm)
=1 k,l,m=1

- 8u(|]D>Du|2)8j divu + (A(divu) + N(divu) diva) 9; divu
d d

—(IDPuf?) S (6B + 030;) + 4 (IDPuf?) S (DPu)u(DP)endiD
k,l,m=1

2
— 8u(|DDu\2)8j divu + (A(divu) + N (div u) divu) 9; div u.

B
Il
—

Hence we deduce that ;

(divs); = Y d(Du)dn, o, (3)

k,lm=1



where

ajit (Du) =p([DPul®) (j80um + dmr) + 44/ (D70l (D7 w) 1 (D7t o

2
+ ()\(div u) 4+ N (divu) dive — 8u(|DDu|2)) Y-

We note that aéﬁ? possesses the following symmetries

m _ Im _ _jk _ _jm __ _lk : _
ajy = ayy = ay,, = ay’ = aj, forall jiklm=1,...d (5)

We define for a given u € C*(Q)? the quasilinear differential operator A as

ADu)(Dv) = Y i (Du)ddv, (6)

whose ellipticity is ensured by certain identities satisfied by u, A and their derivatives as we now
show. Considering ¢ € R%*? we get

sym

& i1Erm =p(IDPu?) (&5 + &om) + 41/ (IDPuf?) (DPw) i1 (DP ) kmem

+ <)\(div w) + N(divu) dive — %u(|DDu|Q)) &;i€u-

Hence we obtain
d

S A Eim =2(IDPu)EP + 44 (D uf?)|DPu - £

jk,lm=1

+ ()\(div w) + N (divu) divu — 3u(|]D)Du|2)) (tr&)2.

Applying the decomposition & = ¢P + %I[d, in particular the fact that £ -I; = 0, we arrive at
d
> dtn = 2u(DPul)|€ + 4/ (IDPu?) PP - € + (A(diver) + X (div u) div u) (tr€)>

7,k,lm=1
(7)
We deal with the notion of strong ellipticity of the operator A(Dwu) which means that there
exists Ce(Du) > 0 such that

d
> i > Ca(Du)[¢]* holds for all & € R, (8)

Jok,lm=1

Let investigate necessary conditions on p and A related to the strong ellipticity of A(Du). We
first choose g € R as an eigenvector of D”u and h € R? being perpendicular to g. We consider
the matrix (£);, = %(gjhk —gxh;), 7,k =1,...d and we obtain from ([7) combined with (&)

2u(IDPu)[E? = Cu(Du)lg]”
as £ is obviously traceless and &P = ¢ consequently. Hence one concludes that

2u(s) > Cy(Du) for all s € [0, ||]DDu||ioo(Q)].
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As u € CY(Q)? can be chosen arbitrarily, we get
wu(s) > 0 for any s > 0. (9)

In order to get the next condition involving i, we set £ = DPu in (8), which together with (7))

imply
2u([DPuf?)DPul® + 4/ (D7 uf*)[DPul*[DPuf® = Ca(w)| D ul?.

Hence one concludes that
20(s) + 44/ (s)s > Cg(Du), for any s € [0, ||]DDu||%oo(Q)]

and finally
w(s) +2u'(s)s > 0 for any s >0 (10)

by repeating the arguments leading to ([@). To determine a condition on A we choose £ = 1; in (8.
It follows that (I;)” = 0 and we obtain from () that

(A(div u) + N (diva) divu) d® > Cy(Du)d.
Repeating the arguments leading to (@), (IQ) respectively, we get

Ce : .
A(r) + N (r)r > # for all r € [—|| div || L), || div || Lo ()]
and then
A(r) + N (r)r > 0 for all r € R. (11)

We note that conditions (@), (I0) and (1) are also sufficient for the ellipticity of A(Du). If
¢ (|IDPul?) > 0 these conditions ensure that

d
S = 20(D U + (A(divu) + N (divu) div ) (tre)? (12)
7,k,l,m=1

From the continuity of p and the function r — A(r) + A(r)"r and from the assumption u € C*(Q)4
we conclude the existence of s,,;, € [0, ||]DDu||%oo(Q)] and 7, € [—|| divu|| e, || divu|| L] such that
w(s) > p(smin) > 0 for all s € [0, ||]DDu||%oo(Q)] and A(1) + N(7)r > AMTmin) + N (Tmin) Tmin > 0 for
all 7 € [—|| div ul| e, || div || f<]. It follows from ([2]) that

d
S iEm > 215l 4+ (ATmin) + X (i) i) (1), (13)

7,k,lm=1
Moreover, since one can easily check that the mapping & — /[£P|? + (tr&)? is an equivalent
norm on R%¢, the ellipticity of A(u) follows from ([I3]) by setting Co; = min{2u(Smin ), M(Tmin) +

>\, (Tmin>rmin) } .
If 1/ (JDPul*) < 0 one applies the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality in () to obtain

d
Z a%szfkm >
7.k, l,m=1

2u([DPu)|EN? + 4 (DPul?)DPulP |l + (A(divu) + N (div ) divu) (tr€)2. (14)
The continuity of s + u(s) + 24/(s)s and the assumption v € C*(Q)? imply the existence of
Smin € [0, ||]DDu||%oo(Q)] such that u(s) 4+ 21'(s)s > 1(Smin) + 20 (Smin)Smin > 0 for all s €
0, ||]D>Du||%oo(m]. Going back to (I4]) the ellipticity of A(Du) follows by setting Ce; = min{ pu(8,,in )+
2,u/('§m7,n)'§mzn> )\(Tmzn) + )\,(Tmin)rmin}'



2 Local-in-time well posedness of the compressible Navier-
Stokes

In this section we present a proof of Theorem [[LTl First, we transform system ([Il) into Lagrangian
coordinates. Then a linearization of the transformed system is derived. Next, employing Theorem
[B.1] we show that the solution operator to the linearized system is a contraction on a suitably
chosen function space. Finally, by the Banach fixed point theorem we conclude the local-in-time
well posedness of the transformed system and of ([I) accordingly.

2.1 System in Lagrangian coordinates

We define the Lagrangian coordinates as

t
Xult) =+ [ uls Xus.) ds (15)
0
A general function f(t,z) : Q — R fulfills

atf(tv Xu(tv y)) = 81f(t7 Xu(tv y)) + vmf(tv Xu(tv y)) "u
Vyf(tv Xu(tv y)) = Vﬂcf(tv Xu(tv y)>vau(tv y)
Vaof =V, f(VyXu)™

The Jacobi matrix of the transformation X, is I + fot Vyu(s, Xyu(s,y)) ds. We tacitly assume the
invertibility of this matrix, which is ensured if

t
/ Vyu(s
0

for some small number o. Since we will work with functions that possess Lipschitz regularity with
respect to space variables, the latter condition is fulfilled if 7" is chosen suitably small. In what
follows we use the notation E, :=I; — (VX,)™!. Let us note that we get from (I3])

([ Vals X a5 a7)

where W is a d x d-matrix valued mapping that is smooth with respect to matrices B € R4
with |B| < 20 and W(0) = 0. We define o(t,y) = o(t, X (t,y)) and a(t,y) = u(t, X (¢,y)) and we
rewrite (II) as

<o (16)
Leo(Q)

sup
te(0,T)

8,0 + odiv, @ = G(

00yt + V() — div, S(Dyu) = F(0, ) (18)

where
)=-Vu-E;0

) = V,m(6)Ey + div, S(@t) — div, S(DYa) — tr S(@) E;
S(DJu) = p(|D)al*)DYa + A(divy, @) div, 4l

@) = p(|G(@)[*)G (@) + \N(D(a))D(a)l,

) =DV — sym(V,uk;)", D(a) = divya — Vi - E;.
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2.2 Linearized system

Let 0 = 04 + 0y + 0 where p, is a constant and 0y = 09 — o0, is independent of . Recall both o,
and 6 are given. Consequently, (I8) becomes (recall (@)

010 + (0. + 0o) div, (@ — uo) = 9(? ) (19)

(0x + 60)0ytt — A(Dyuo) (D, (i — up)) + 7' (0x + 60) V0 = F(O, @)
where
§(0,u) =G(0x + 6o+ 0,0) —0div, @ — (p. + 6p) divy ug
F(0,0) =F (0. + 0o + 6,0) — 00,0 + div, S(DYw) — A(Dyuo)(Dy (@ — uo)) + 7' (0. + 60)Vybo (20)
+ (7' (04 + 60 + 0) — ' (0x + 60)) V(6o + 0)

and the system is equipped with the initial conditions 6(0,-) = 0, @(0, ) = ug. In order to shorten
the notation we omit the subscript y in the rest of this section.

2.3 The fix-point argument
We define
Hyar = {(0,w) € WH(0, T; WH(Q)) x VP(Qr) : 9(0) = 0,w(0) = uo,

[0, wlr,m = [[9llwrsorwraw) + lw — uollvra < M}
and an operator ® as
(0, w) = (0,a)
where 6 € WHP(0, T; Wh4(Q)), @ € LP(0,T; W4(Q)4) n W2(0,T; LY(Q)?) is a solution to
00 + (0« + 0p) div(tu — ug) = §(V, w)

8(0) = 0, @(0) = uo.

In order to apply the Banach fixed-point theorem, we need to justify that for certain values of
T and M the operator ® is a contraction on Hy ps. Next we introduce several estimates. We recall
the embedding inequality

1
2 Nl o) < ¢ ([l oravaaiay + lilfnsoronay) (1)
S ’

see [35 p. 10] for details, valid for v € V»4(Qr), p € (1,00) and ¢ > d. For an arbitrary
w € By = {v € VI(Qr) : v(0) = ug, ||[v — uol|yra@y) < M} it follows that

1 1
|wl[ve.a@qry) € [T [|uollw2a) — M, T ||ug||w2a@) + M].
Accordingly, we have ||w|lyrag.) < M + LT% where

L = ||6o]lwra(e) + [[uollw2a)-



Employing (21I]) we deduce that
: 1
||ID)D'UJ||LOO(0’T;L00(Q)) + || dlvaLoo(O’T;Loo(Q)) S CHwHV”'q(QT) S C(M + LTP). (22)

By the Sobolev embedding theorem and the Hélder inequality we infer

T T
1
/ IVw(s) sl < / (s, Yz ds < T [wllmrawza).
0 0

Hence the condition (I6) is fulfilled for any w € Hp s assuming 7' is suitably small. Moreover, it
follows from (IT) and the paragraph below it that

t
/Vw ds
0

The Sobolev embedding then yields (since ¢ > d)

1B () lwha@) < ¢

t
< C/ ||w||Wk+1,q(Q) dS, k= 0, 1. (23)
0

Wk.a(Q)

1
| B ()] oo 0,75200(02)) < T ||| Loo,7w29 () (24)

and we use Holder inequality to deduce

P
HEwHLp(O7T;W1,q(Q)) S C (/ T,P vaHLP 0,T;W1 () dt) S CTHU)HLP(O’T;WZq(Q)). (25)

0
By (23) and (21]) we infer
1G (W)l oo (0.1:Lo0 0y Sl Vwll ooz ) (14 ([ Euwll Lo 0,120 (2)))
<cllwllvragr) (1 + T ]l oo rawasan)
and thus ) X )
1G (W)l e iz @) < (M + LT#)(1+T% (M + LT7)) (26)
due to (2I). One similarly deduces

1 1 1
|D(w)|| Lo 0,300 02)) < (M + LT#)(14T7 (M + LT7)). (27)

From now on we restrict ourselves to 7' < 1 and fix R > ¢(1 + L?), where c is the maximum of
constants from ([22)), 28) and [@17). Moreover, we assume that M fulfills R > ¢(1 + L + M)? and
define the quantity K as follows

K = sup Z|,u s)| + sup Z|>\

s€[0,R?] =0 te[—R,R] =0

Obviously, the assumed smoothness of functions p and A\ ensures that K is finite. Furthermore,

we define
2

II= sup Z 179 (ps + 00 + 1) || Lo (@)
re(—eM,éM] =0

where ¢ is such that ||0]| Lo (0,r;0(0)) < M for all (0, w) € Hy s (see also (28)). The fact that II
is finite follows as p. + 0y is a continuous function by the Sobolev embedding and the assumption
ps + 00 € WH(Q), q > d.



First, we check that ® : Hpp — Hp gy if T and M are chosen appropriately. To this end we
fix (U, w) € Hrp and estimate G(9, w), F(I, w) respectively. As 9(0) = 0, we get for ¢t € [0, 7]
using the Holder inequality

t
1
19 |wrag) < / 100l wr.aoy ds < T (|00| Lo (o,r,w1.9(0))
0

and consequently
1
191 oo o mwra()) < TP |0 lwrro, sy (28)

Let us focus on the estimate of §(),w). Using the Sobolev embedding, (23)), (28) and the Holder
inequality it follows that

[Vw - Ey(ps + 00+ 9)[[wra@) < cllwllwaa@)l|Ewllwiallps + 0 + Olwra)
1
< cllwllwa.a@ T [[w]l oorawa () (1o« + Oollwra) + [9]lwia@)
1
< o(M + LT |Jwlw2a)
(29)
and X
||19 divaWl,q(Q) < C||19HW1,q(Q)HwHWz,q(Q) < CTFMHU)HWQ,Q(Q). (30)

In order to proceed with the bound of F(1), w) we begin with some preparatory work. The assumed
smoothness of 1 and A yields by the mean value theorem

1

d
PP (|AP) = 1M (B?) = i M (IsA+ (1= 5)BJ) ds

=2 /1 pF(|sA+ (1 —8)B*)(sA+ (1 —s)B)- (A—B)ds k=0,1,2,

° @1
LAY A2 — (| RIZY RI2 td o 2 2
w ([A[)[A]" = w'(1B[7)| Bl :/0 - W(lsA+ (1 =5)BF)[sA+ (1 -9)B[) ds
= 2/0 (sA+(1—s)B)- (A= B) (1'(|sA+ (1 —s)B|*)|[sA+ (1 — s)B]* + i/(|sA+ (1 — s)B|*)) ds,

(32)
2 1 2y 1: td o 1:

w(JAl%) div A — p(|B|?) div B :/0 T (1(|sA+ (1= s)B]) div(sA+ (1 — s)B)) ds

:/0 2/ (|sA+ (1— $)B2)(sA+ (1 — 5)B) - (A — B)div(sA+ (1 — 5)B)

+ pu(|sA+ (1 — s)BJ]*) div(A — B) ds
(33)



and
1/ (JA])|A? div A — /(| B]?)| B div B

:/0 js( (|sA+ (1= 9)BI*)[sA+ (1 - 5)B]* div(sA + (1= 5)B)) ds
:/0 2(sA+(1—-s)B)-(A—B) (,LL"(|SA+(1—S)B|2)|SA—I—(1 —S)|2diV(SA—|—(1 — $)B) (34)

+1/(|sA+ (1 — s)B|?)) div(sA + (1 — s)B)
+ 1/ (|sA+ (1 —s)B]*)|[sA + (1 — s)B|*div(A — B) ds

assuming A, B are d x d—matrix valued sufficiently smooth functions. Moreover, it follows that

Aa) — \(b) = /0 N(sa+ (1 —s)b)(a—b) ds, (35)

N(a)a — N (b)b /1 gs N(sa+ (1 —s)b)(sa+ (1—s)b)) ds

(N(sa+ (1 =s)b) +N'(sa+ (1 —s)b)(sa+ (1 —s)b)) (a —b) ds,

\

AMa)Va —

/ di (sa+ (1= s)b)V(sa+ (1 —s)b)) ds

/ N(sa+ (1 —s)b)(a—b)V(sa+ (1 —5)b)+ Asa+ (1 —5)b)V(a—b) ds
(36)

N(a)aVa — N (b)bVb :/0 % (N(sa+ (1 =s)b)(sa+ (1 —s)b)V(sa+ (1 —s)b)) ds

:/0 N'(sa+ (1 — s)b)(a — b)(sa+ (1 — s)b)V(sa + (1 — s)b) (37)

+ N(sa+ (1 —5)b)(a—b)V(sa+ (1 — s)b)
+ N(sa+ (1 —s)b)(sa+ (1 —s)b)V(a—10) ds

for arbitrary real valued functions a, b.

Recalling (@) we get using (1)), 32), B5), B4), B7), 1) and the Jensen inequality
ot (D) — a5 (Do) || o, (@)
<K / (14 [|sDPu + (1 = $)DP0 e g rizoeqa) 15D+ (1= )PP e iz
0

X ||]D>D(u — U)HLOO(O’T;LOO(Q)) + (1 + ||S divu + (1 — S) diVUHLoo(O,T;Loo(Q)))H div(u — U)||LOO(O7T;LOO(Q)) ds

< K1+ ullvra@o + 10lvean + [ulbeaigr + 101ra@) It = vivea@n,
(38)

whenever u,v € V?(Qr).
We can proceed with the bound of ([20),. First, we estimate using (26), (27) and ([24)

| t2(S(w) Ey) || oo.msz00y) <K (|G(w)|2 0,520 0)) + D) oo,z () | Buollo(0.73200) (39)
<cKT(M + L)*(1+ (M + L)).
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Then we continue by expanding the divergence to arrive at

)
|

div(S(w) =S )) = u(IG(w)[*) div G(w) — p(|DPw|*) div D w
+ 2/ (|G(w)*)|G(w)[* div G(w) — 2p(|DPw]*) D w]? div D"w

(DPw
)
+ A(D(w))VD(w) — A(divw)V divw

+ XN(D(w))D(w)VD(w) — N (divw) divwV divew = Y I;.

i=1
We estimate each [; separately. We observe that denoting
G, = s(DPw — sym(VwE,)") + (1 — s)D w

it follows by ([B3)) that

1
I = —/ 21/ (1Gs*)Gs - sym(VwE,)? div G, + (|G, |*) divsym(VwE,,)” ds.
0

Further we employ the estimates

||gs||L°°(0,T;L°°(Q)) §C||DDw||Loo(o,T;Loo(Q)) + ||Vw||Lo<>(o,T;Loo(Q))||Ew||Lo<>(0,T;Lo<>(Q)) (40)
1
<c|lwllvea@qe) (L +T7 ||wllveagqr)),

|| div gs||Lp(07T;Lq(Q)) SCHwHLP(o,T;Lq(Q))(l + ||Ew||L°°(0,T;L°°(Q))) + ||Vw||L°°(0,T;L°°(Q))HVEWHL”(O,T?LQ(Q))

1
SCHwHV”’q(QT)(l + (Tp, + T)HwHVP’q(QT))v
(41)

| div sym(VwEy) P || oo rszaqy) <l V2w oo rszs@n | Bull o5z @)
+ V]| oo, L0 () IV Bl Lo (0.7:20 (9) (42)
<elwlfpaigu(T7 +T)
that follow by ([23)), ([28) and (21I]). Employing the Jensen inequality, (40), (1) and (42]) we infer
11| 2o 0,729 (02))
<eK[w][pnagn (1 + T [wllvra@) IVl oo o,7:L00 @ [ B | oo (0,7:200 0y (1 + (Tﬁ + )[lwllvra@r)
+ K [[w}oaig(T7 +T)
<eK|wnaqn ((1+T7 [wlvma@n) T [0 lnagn (L + (T +D)lwlmaqn) + 7 +T)
SeK (M + L) ((1+ (M + L)*T¥ (M + L)* + T +T)
(43)

where the Sobolev embedding, interpolation inequality (1) and (25]) were also employed. By (34])
we have

1
L= [ 2(2(GPG.L + w(G.) 6. - sym(VwE,)® div,
0
+ (|GG divsym(VwE,)” ds.

11



Then using ({@Q), (1)) and ([@2) we obtain

| 12| e (0,759 (02))

<cK ((Hvam o0 L+ T7 [wlhra@n)? + Dllwllvra@n (1 + T [wllvna@e) I Vwll =i

XN Bz orizee @y [wlvma@n (L + (7% + T)wlnan) + lollbagn (L + T wlla@n)(T¥ +T))
<eK (M + L)* (14 (M 4 L)%) + 1)(M + LY (1+ (M + L)T¥ (14 (M + L))

(M + LY (1 + (M + L))(T7 + T))

(44)
Denoting
D, = s(divw — Vw - E,) + (1 — s)divw
we obtain by (36))
1
I — - / N(D,)Viw - EyVD, + MND)V(Vuw - Ey).
0
Moreover, one has by (21]) and (23))
Dl oo (0,710 (02)) <l Vwl| zoo 0,100 (0)) (1 + | Bwll Lo (0,72 (22))) (15)
1
<cllwllvra@n (1 +T7 wllvreqr))
and
IV Dl o020y <ell V0] oo w2y + V2wl oo zw2.a () || Bwll e 0,72 )
+ [Vl 0,7525 (0)) |V Ew || 073 19(52)) (46)

1
<cllwlvraian (1+ (T +T)wlvmaen)

Then it follows by (1), ([23), (45) and (40)

||I3||LP(0,T;Lq(Q)) <cK (||Vw||L°o(0,T;L°o(Q)) ||Ew||L°°(O,T;L°°(Q)) ||VD5||LP(O,T;L‘1(Q))
V2wl oo 1 La () | Bl ow 0.7:200(2)) + VW] oo (0,720 @) |V B | Lo 0,7:£0(02)))

1 1 1
<cK (7 wlnar (1+ (@7 + Dllwlaen) + @7 +Dlwlbnon)

<cK (Tﬁ(M + LB (1+ (M + L)) + (T% + T)(M + L)2> .

By (B7) we obtain

1
I4 - / )‘//(Ds)vw : E’LUDSVDS + A/(DS>VU) ’ vaps
0

+ N(Ds)D,V(Vuw - E,,) ds.

12



Finally, we get by [27)) and (21)
[ al| 22 0,70 )
<cK (HV’UJHLOO(QT;LOO(Q))||Ew||L°°(O,T;L°°(Q))(1 + HDSHLW(O,T;L""(Q)))HVDSHL”(QT;LQ(Q))

HIDs | 0,732 IV 2wl o0 73000 | B | oo 0,750 + VWl oo 0 7320 () IV B | o 0,720 (2))

1 1 1
<cK (T [ bnaan (1 + T [wllvraian) (1+ (T% + T)wlvway
1 1
H(T7 4 T)[w][pagge (1 +T7 ||w||VP»q(QT>)>

<cK (Tﬁ(M F D1+ (M + L)+ (T7 +T)(1+ M+ L)3> .

(48)
In order to proceed with the estimate of F we have
17" (ps + 6o + 9)V (00 + V) Ew oo r:L00)) < TV (00 + I)l| o o,7:202)) | Ewll o 0,725 () (49)
< cII(L + M)T7 (M + L).
Applying (28) and the Sobolev embedding we obtain
1
|90sw|| Lo o,7:La(0)) < 19| Lo 0,10 @) |0sw]| Lo 0,720 (0)) < TP M(M + L). (50)
One immediately has
1
||7T/(p* + 90)V90||LP(07T;Lq(Q)) < cI'»I1L. (51)

By the assumed smoothness of 7, the Sobolev embedding and 28] we get

(7" (ps + 00 +19) — 7' (ps + 00))V (00 + 9) || oo,y < T9] oo 0,752 ) |V (B0 + D) || Lo (0,73 L9(02))
< JIIT7 M(L + M).
(52)

It remains to estimate the norm of the difference div S(DPw) — A(Dug)(Dw). To this end, recalling
@) and (@) we obtain

d
| div SDPw) — ADuo)B(w — u)ll sy <N 3 (@ (Dw) = a2 (o)) Ad (0 — o) | w010
7,k,l,m=1
d
+ || Z a%(Dw)@lﬁmuo||Lp(07T;Lq(Q)).
7,k,l,m=1
(53)
By @) and (B8] it follows that
o (Dw) — @it (Duo) || L= (0,75
< K1+ [[wlvra@r + lluollwa@) + Wl + 1uollivza) lw — uollveaen)-
We use the above estimate and (1) in (53) to deduce
| div S(DPw)—A(Duo) (D(w — up)) | oo L)y < ¢K(1+ L+ L* + M + M?*)M? (54)

4 eK(1+ (M+L)+ (M+ L) LT».
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We summarize (29), 30), B9), @3), (@), @70), @), G0),d9), (1), (G2) and (B4) to conclude

1G (9, w) || oo, mswrage)y + IF (0, )| Leo.1:0002))

Ny Na
<c (Z KR Ll MraTih s 4N " K Lo MPT + T) ,
j=1 Jj=1
where a; > 0, l;,m;,05,€ NU{0}, p; € N\ {1}, k;,n; € {0,1}.

The M appears on the right hand side either to some nonnegative power in a product with a
nonnegative power of 7" or to the second or higher power not multiplied by a nonnegative power
of T'. As a result, for every ¢ > 0 we can choose M and consequently also 7" in such way that

||g(?9,w)”LP(o,T;Wl»q(Q)) + ||]:(?9,w)||LP(0,T;Lq(Q)) < cM.
Theorem [B.1] then yields ® : Hy y — Hyp oy for these appropriately chosen 7" and M.

In order to verify that ® is a contraction on Hr s we fix arbitrary pairs (9%, w'), (9%, w?) €
Hr . Next we note that the difference (§* — 6%, a' — @) of solutions corresponding to (9', w'),
(92, w?) respectively, solves the equations

010" — 0%) + (p. + bp) div(a' — @%) =§(9", w') — (V% w?),
(P« + 00)0:(w" — w?) = A(Du)(D(a@" — %)) +7'(po + )V (0" — 6%) =F (V' w') — F(9*, w?).
(55)

We begin with the estimate of the difference on the right hand side of (B3);. Employing ([28]), the
Sobolev embedding and (21]) it follows that

||191 divw! — 9 div w2||Lp((]’T;W1,q(Q)) §C||191 - 192HL00(07T;L00(Q)) le HLP(QT;WZ(I(Q))
+ |9 oo o, Loe (1wt = 0| oo w0 )
<cTV (M + L)[[9" = 0% o (or:10) (56)
+ TV Ml|w" = w?|| oo rwzagy)
as well as
[Vw! - By (pe + 60 +0') = Vw? - By (p. + 0o + 9%)|| oo mwraca))
< w' = w?|| o w20y | But |2 .02 @) 19+ + B0 + 0| Lo 0.7 (2))
+ [ w?|| 2o, rwr o (@) Bt — B2 || oo mawragy |l os + 00 + 9| oo 0,710 (52))
+ [Jw?|| oo o, oo (@) | B | oo 0,75000 ) 19" — 02| Logo,rwnaqe) (57)
< eMT7 |[w' — w?|| poorav2a@y (L + M) + (M + LPT|w' — 02| oo zaw2a(c)
+ (M + L)MT [0 — 02| oo zawr.ace)
where (25) was also applied.

Next we focus on te estimate of the difference on the right hand side in (B5);. By the assumed
smoothness of m we get

||V7T(p* + 6y + ﬁl)Ewl - V?T(p* + 6y + 192)Ew2 ||LP(O7T;LQ(Q))
< II||9* — 192||LP(Q,T;L11(Q)) | Ewt || oo 0,120 () + || Bt — Bzl Le(o,1;L9(2)
< I(T? (M + L) + T)[9" — 9%, w' — w?rr.
(58)
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In order to proceed, we observe that by (24]) and (25])

1G(w") — G(w?)]| oo 0,151 (52))
<|DPw' = DPw?|| e o,1300 () + sym(V(w' — w?) Byt )P || Lo 0,100 ()
+ ||Sym(Vw2Ew1—w2)D||L°<>(0,T;L°o(9))

1
<cllw' — w?|lyraor) (1 + T |0 || oorw2a)) + Tlw?|| Lo mwi@)p))-
Similarly, we deduce

ID(w') = D(w?)|| oo 0,7:2 ()
< || div(wl — w2)||Loo(07T;Loo(Q)) + ||V(’LU1 - w2) : Ew1 ||L°°(0,T§L°°(Q))

+ HVU)2 . Ewl—w2 HLoo(QT;Loo(Q))

1
<c[w' - w2||VP)Q(QT)(1 + 17 ||w1||LP(07T;W2»q(Q)) + T||7~U2||LOO(O,T;W1»°°<Q)))~
We employ the latter two estimates, (26]), 27), (3I) and 1)) to obtain

|| tr S(wl)Ewl —tr S(wz)sz ||Lp(0,T;Lq(Q))

< ([le(1GWh ) o o2 1[G (w") = G(w?)[| L (0112 ()
HIAD(wh) | 2o 07320 @) [P (W) = D(w?) | oo 0,7:L0(2))
Hlp(1G (@) ?) = p(1G(w?) *)[| L= (0,750 @) |G (W) || Low 0.2 < ()
HIAD(w")) = MD(w?)) || oo 01525 ) P (W) || oo 0,7:L00(2))) | Bt | o002
+ ([12(G (W) ) zoe .25 @) |G (W) | Lo (0,7:00 (2))
HIAD (W)l 2 0,722 (@) 1P (W) | Lo 0,752 @) ) Bt =2 | o0 112900

<cK (1+ (M + L)+ (M+ L)*(1+ (M + L))
+H(M + L)(1+ (M + L)) T(M + L)|[w" — w?|lvrar).

We continue with expanding the divergence to obtain
div (S(wl) ~ S(w?) — (S(DPw') — 5(11)%2)))
= (u(1G(w")*) div G(w") — p(|DPw'(?) div D w'
~ (G @A) div G(w?) — u(IDPw?P) div DPu?))
+2 (1 (1G(wh )G (wh)]? div G(w') — ' (IDPw! *)[DPw! * div DPw!
1 (IG(w?*)[H)|G(w?)? div G(w?) + 4/ (IDPw?*) D" w?[* div D" w?)
+ (A(D(w"))VD(w') — A(divw")V div w'
+A(D(w?)VD(w?) — A(divw?)V div w?)
+ (N (P(w"))D(w")VD(w') = X (divw') divw'V divw'
4

— X(D(w?)D(w?)VD(w?) + X (divw?) divw’V dive?) = Y I

j=1
We estimate the norm of each I; separately. First, denoting

G = sG(w') + (1 — s)DPw? j=1,2

15
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we obtain by (31I), (33)) and (34))
1
h- / (G2 = (G2 )G: - sy (V' B div G

(1G22 (G — G2) - sym(Vw'E,, ) div G!
1 (1G21)G2 - sym(V(w' — w?)E,1)" div G!
1 (1G21)G2 - sym(Vw Byi_y2)” div G}
(162167

1G212)G? - sym(Vw?E,)P div(G! — G?)
((|91|2) u(|G2[%)) div sym(Vw' By )P
+u(1G21%) divsym(V (w' — w®) Eyn )
+ 1(|G3?) div sym (Vw? By _y2 ) ds

and
1
/0 2 ((1"(1G:1%) = 1" (1G2PNIG: P + 1/ (1G:17) — 1/ (1G21))
Gy - sym(Vw' Ey,)P div G; + 20" (|G2P) (1G5 P — |G217)Gs - sym(Vw' Eyn)P div G

+2 (W(1G2P)IG2 + W(1G21) (G — G2) - sym (V' Ey)? div 6!
+2 (W (G2 PG + 4 (1G21) G2 - sym(V (! — w?)Ey)” div G
2 ((1G2P)IGP + (1G2P)) G2 - sym(Ve’ By 2)P div 6!
2 (W (IG2PIG2 + 1 (1G7) G2 - sym(Vu? E,e)P div(G! — G7)

+ ((1G: ") = u(1G21))1G [ div sym (Ve By )”
+u(1GZP(G.17 = 1G2) div sym(Vew! By )
+p(1G2P)IG2I div sym(V (w' — w?) By )”
+ p(|G2P)IG2I div sym(Vaw? By —y2)”.

Then denoting . ’ ’
D} =sD(w’)+ (1 —s)divw’ j =1,2

s

we obtain using (3]

1
Iy = — / (N(D}) = N(D?)) Vu' - By VD! + N (D)V(w! — w?) - By VD!
0
+ N(D2)Vw? - Eyi_2VDE + N (D) Vw?® - E2V(D} — D?)
+(MD;) = MD))V(Vw' - Eyr) + XDV (V(w' — w?) - Eyr)
+ AMDHV(Vw? - Eyi_y2) ds

and
1
Li== [ (D) = X'(D2) Vu' - EuDIVD: + XDV (w' — v?) - EpDIVD
0

+ N'(D2)Vw? - Eyi_2DIVD! + XN'(D2)Vw?® - E,2 (D) — D?)VD!

+ X'(D)Vw® - E,2DV (D, — D?) + (N(D)) — N(D?)) DiV(Vw' - E,n1)
+ X(D?) (D! —D2) V(Vw' - E,n) + N(D)DIV(V(w' — w?) - Eyn)

+ X(D?)'D?V(VUF . Ewl_w2) ds.
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We also have the estimates

1Gs = G2l 0.1 ()
<D (w' — w?)|| oo o,1500 () + |V (W' = w?)|| oo 0,7 150 (@) || Bt | Lo 0,5 200 (02
+ ||Vw2HL°o(o,T;Lo<>(Q)) | Bt —w2 || oo 0,75200(02))

1
§C||w1 - w2||vpvq(QT)(1 + 1T (leHLl’(O,T;qu(Q)) + ||w2||w’Q(QT)))

and

1 div(G: = Gl Lro,r:L0 ()
<c||V*w' — w?|| r(o,r5200)) (1 + | Ewz || Lo 0,200 0)))
+ || V(w' = w?)|| p 01200 IV Bu2 | 20,7, 10(0)
+ || Vw? |20 0.7;20(2) [ B2 —wt || Lo (0,725 ()
+ [V || oo 0,700 @) |V B2t | 20,7300

1
<cllw" = w?||yrapm (1 + (T + T)(||w'[veaqr) + W lvra@r))

by ([23) and (2I). By the previous two estimates along with (40), (@1), (42), (@3) and HEG) in

straightforward manipulations similar to the ones in the boundedness proof we infer that

4 N
Y il < lwh = w?llvragpek Y MPLT™, pjr; e NU{0},5; > 0. (60)
j=1

j=1

We omit the detailed presentation of the proof of the latter inequality in order to keep the length
of the paper in a reasonable limit.
We infer in a straightforward way
||15‘13tw1 - 1923tU)2||Lp(0,T;Lq(Q)) §H791 - 192HL°°(0,T;L°°(07))’|8tw1||LP(O,T;Lq(Q))
+ 19 L 0520 1850t = D10 oo ;100
1
<V M ([0 = P wrwomwra) + 00w — 0)l|wooriLe(0))

(61)

and

(7' (ps + 00 +9') — 7' (ps + 60)) V(0o + ') — (7' (ps + 00 + %) — 7' (psc + 60))V (60 + 9*) || Lo (0,7 L9(02)

< T[9" = 9| oo 0,750 () 160 + O | Lo, mswra(0)) + 21L[|0Y — 02| oo, wra (@)

S cIIT» (L + M + 1) ||’l91 — Q92||W1vP(O,T;W1’q(Q))~
(62)
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Applying ([B8) and (2I]) we have

| div(S(DPw') — S(DPw?)) — A(Dug)(D(w" — w?)) | Lo(o,7;L9(52)
= A(Dw")(Dw') — A(Dw?)(Dw?) — A(Dug)(D(w' — w?))||Lo(o,7,202))
<JADw")(D(w' - w?)) = ADug)(D(w' — w?))| £o(o,7;10(2))

+ [A(Dw") (Dw?) — (A)(Dw?)(Dw?)|| 1y o,1:9(0)

d
< > (layw') = dli (Duo) || oo,z [0k 01 (w" = w?) || oo,7329(00)
7,k,l,m=1
+lafy Dw') — aff (Dw?)|| oo (o.1:20 @) 1060w || Lo (0.7:L0(0)) (63)

<K (1 + [Jw'{| Lo o.w00 ) + [[t0llwroe() + leHLOO(O,WLOO(Q)) + [Juollwie ()

X Jlw! = wo|| oo o oo 0! = w? || oo, w20
+ K (14 w0 (@) + [0 [lwroo() + 10! 0w @) + 07 lwr.oo(e)

X ||7~U1 - w2||L°°(O,T;WL°°(Q))||w2||LP(O,T;W2va(Q))
<cK(1+(M+L)+ L+ (M+ L)+ L)M|lw' — w?||yraqq)
+cK(M+ L)1+ (M+ L)+ (M + L)) ||w' — w?|lyragq)-

Taking into account (B6), (57), (BX), (B9), (©0), (&), ([62) and ([G3) we conclude
1S, w') = §(0*, w?) || oo rwraqey + 1T, wh) = T, w?) || Loo,ri29())
Q1 Q1
< [9' — 9%, w' — w?rae <Z Kk ppma s m TP 4y R Lo M”J’) :
j=1 j=1

where [;,mj,0; € NU{0}, 8; >0, p; € N\ {1} and k;,n; € {0,1}.

As before, T" and M can be chosen such that the sum in the bracket on the right hand side is
less than ¢ for arbitrary ¢ > 0. Consequently, 7" and M can be chosen such that ® is a contraction
according to Theorem B.1] and the Banach fix-point theorem then yields the validity of Theorem
L1l

It only remains to prove Theorem [3.Il This is content of the next section.

3 LP? regularity of the linearized system

The main aim of this section is to proof the following regularity theorem for ([I9]). For simplicity,
we denote u = u — ugy throughout this section.

Theorem 3.1. Let 6y, Vug € BUC(Q and let g, + 0y € L>(Q) and (0. +6y) "' € L>=(). Then
for every (G,F) € LP(0,T; Wh1(Q)) x LP(0,T; L1(Q)) the solution (0,u) to [I9) satisfies

lullvra@ry + 10lwreomwraw) < ¢ (ISl eomwraw) + 1Fllro.rLa@)

where ¢ is a constant independent of 0, u and the right hand side.

'Here BUC denotes the space of bounded and uniformly continuous functions. Note that W4(Q) — BUC(Q)
whenever g > d.
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In order to reach this goal we use a semi-group approach which may be found in e.g. [12] or in
[13]. In particular, the equation (I9) can be rewritten as

(o) () = () o

A (9) B ( —(0x + 6p) divu )
U Q*igoA(]D)uo)(]D)u) — Q*iaoﬂ’(g* + 00) VO
The equation (64)) is equipped with zero initial conditions, i.e. 6(0,-) = 0 and u(0,-) = 0. Note
that here we write F instead of Q*_lwo F. We can afford this inaccuracy since Q*}rao and o, + 0y are
bounded in L in all applications and thus

1
Q*"—GO

for A defined as

Fe LP(0,T;L1(Q) < F e LP(0,T; LI(Q)).
The resolvent problem for such equation is
7 0\ (S
(o)) =) 9
First, we recall the definition of R—boundedness (see [13, Definition 2.1]):

Definition 3.1. A family T C L(X,Y) (i.e. a family of linear operators from X to Y ) is called
R—bounded if there exist constants C' > 0 and p € [1,00) such that for each n € N, T; € T,
fi € X (5 €{l,...,n} and for all sequences {r;(v)}}_, of independent, symmetric, {—1,1}-valued
random variables on [0,1] there holds

/01 p dUSC/Ol ;Tj(v)fj

The smallest such C'is calles R—bound and it is denoted by Rex,y)(T).

n p

> ri() T f

J=1

dv.

X

We aim to prove the R-sectoriality of the operator A, i.e., to justify that Ry = A(A\I; — A)~*
is R—bounded for all A € X3, for some 3 € (0,%) and v > 0. Here
Ypp ={n€C, arg(p—v) <m—p}

In the last part of this section we show that this R—boundedness is sufficient for the LP — L?
regularity. To reach this goal, we use the following theorem which is due to Weis.

Theorem 3.2. Let X and Y be two UMD spaces and p € (1,00). Let M be a function in
CYHR\0,L(X,Y)) such that

Rexyy {M(7), 7 € R\{0}}) = Ko < o0

Reoxeyy {TM' (1), 7 € R\ {0}}) = K1 < oo

Then Ty defined as Ty ® = FHMF(®)] is extended to a bounded linear operator from LP(R, X)
into LP(R,Y"). Moreover,

| Tl 2 vy < (ko + k1)
where ¢ > 0 is independent of p, X, Y, kg and k.
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Here UM D stands for spaces with uniform martingale differences. Their properties might be
found in [8] or in [31]. For our purposes it is enough to know that L? and W*? are UM D once
p € (1,00).

Since we assume A # 0 in (65), we deduce

92%(9—(Q*+90)divu).

Consequently, we may rewrite the resolvent problem as
AU — B,\(u) = F)\ on {2 (66)

where

1
BA(U) B 0 +90

po (8) - (- vs2)

We claim the following.

1
A(Dug)(Du) + 7' (0. + HO)XV divu

Theorem 3.3. Let Uy : LY(Q) — W24(Q) be a solution operator to ([66). Then

Rra) AU A € 35,}) < ¢
Rira) ({INV20U, A € 25, }) < ¢
Rra) ({0;0hr, X € 35,,}) < c
for every 3,k € {1,...,d}, every q € (1,00) and for some 5 € (0,7/2) and v > 0.
Note that the R—boundedness of R, is a consequence of this Theorem and Proposition
Indeed, recall that R, has two components. In particular, Ry, <§,~) = A0 and R), (;) = A\u.

Both of them can be written as a composition and sum of certain operators, namely

R, @) _ (—(g* 0y dividy o T (2,) + 9)
Ry @) — (o T) @) |

Proposition then yields the claim.
In order to show Theorem we first prove its version with constant coefficients.

Theorem 3.4. Let By(u) : W24(R?) — LI(RY) be an operator defined as

d

d
1
Ba(w)=— > d(|D))Omus + ;—; 3" 0,0u
=1

Ty et

where a is defined by @) and D € ngxlg, Y, Y2 € RT are arbitrary. Then the solution operator
Uy : LY(RY) — W2RY), Uy, : f + u where u solves

AM— Byu=f
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in RY fulfills
Rpaway {AUN, A € X, 1) <
Ry ({|A'20;Un, A € S5, }) < ¢
Rramay ({0;0.Un, A € g, }) <
for every 3,k € {1,...,d}, every q € (1,00) and for some 5 € (0,7/2) and v > 0.
Proof. We apply Fourier transform to rewrite (3.4]) as

d

d
o A o
Aty + - Y af(ID)&&ia; + %Sm > & = fim
=1

b ki=1
where

i) = Fu) = [ e ula) dy
Set

d
Z m(IDD&&
(57 A)ml - )\—%ﬁm&

Naturally,

w=F" (N + E©) + E),€)'f)
assuming (Al + E(€) + E(), €))~" exists — this is discussed below. Further,
N = F7H (MO + () + B, €)' f)
Aoju = F (AP (M + E () + E(1,€) ™) (67)
00k = F (=66 (L + E(©) + B0, )7 f)
According to Theorem [l it suffices to show that the multipliers appearing in (G7) satisfies
9Em(, &) < calé] T (68)

for all multi-indeces o € N& and for all A € X5, where 8 and v are appropriately chosen.
First, consider a matrix Al; + F(§). Since F is elliptic and symmetric (see (§)) and (H)) there is an
orthogonal £ —dependent matrix O such that

w00
EE& =00 p 0]O07".
0 0 pus

We restrict ourselves here to the case of 3 x 3-matrices for clarity of the presentation. We consider
without loss of generality ps > s > py > c|€|? (here c¢ in fact depend on D, however, we assume
in applications that D is always bounded by some constant dependent on wg). Consequently,

A+ 1 0 0
Mg+ E(€) =0 0 AX+puy O oT
0 0 A+ ps
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and there exists (A[; + E(£))~" which may be written as

T
_ M1 1 T
0 R T
We use Lemma [A.1] and the orthogonality of O to claim
0L+ B(@) | < o)
L ER

in an operator norm. Further
ALy + E(€) + E(&,1) ™" = (Mg + E(€)) ™ (Ta + (Ma + E(€)) T E(&,\) ™

and, from definition,

A B I 1
O+ (€)™ (N < S e < 5

assuming || is sufficiently high. This can be managed by a proper choice of v and . For this
choice we get Ml + E(§) + E(£, A) invertible and

-1 c(v)
O+ B(©) + B(E )| < 5

To proceed further, we prove the following lemma:

Lemma 3.1. Let |A\| > Ao > 0. There exist coefficients a;,, depending on Ay such that

5]

8L+ () + BE )| <Y ayulel? (ﬁ) ) (69)

=0
for all multi-indeces a with |a] = n

Proof. During this proof, we assume that all matrix multiplications appearing in the proof are
commutative. This allows to simplify the notation and it does not affect the validity of the main
claim. Using this assumption, we are going to prove

J
08 (N\ly+ E(€) + B(E, M) =) ajn (E'(€) + E'(E,N)"™7 (AL + E(€) + E(&, )" ", (70)

j=

'_
0|3

[e=]

Here we also use another simplification as E'(§) denotes arbitrary first partial derivative and the
bracket (E'(€) + E'(€,)))" % should be read as the product of n — 2j first derivatives which are
not necessarily with respect to the same coordinate. We also assume that a;, is independent of A
as far as |A| is far away from zero.

Clearly, ([69) follows directly from (70). We proof (Z0) by induction. Let n = 0, then

O°(Nlg + E(§) + E(§, 1) ™" = (Ma+ E(§) + E(§, )™
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Now let ([70) holds for certain n € N and let a be a multiindex of length |a| = n + 1. Then

0p (NI + B(§) + B(€, )" = (8 (AL + B(€) + BEN) )

for certain multi-index o/ with |o/| = n. Since E(§) and E(£, \) are second order polynomials
in &, E”(§) and E"(£, \) are constants which might be included into a;,. We apply one partial
derivation on the right hand side of (0). For j # § we get (throughout this proof we use the letter
a to denote a constant which may vary from line to line but it possesses the same dependencies as

ajm)
() + B(6,0)"™ (N + B©) + (€, 1)) =

a(E'(€)+ E'(&N)"" 7 (\ly + B(€) + BE(E,\) "
Fa(E(€)+EEN)"" 7T Ny + BE) + B(E,N) 72",

Both terms can be found on the right hand side of relation (Z0) assuming |o| =n + 1.

Now let j = 5. Then
(€ + B/ 0)° (O + (&) + (&, 1))
= (E'(&) + E'(&, ) ML+ E(§) + E(§,A) 77
— (E'(€) + E'(,)) (\ly+ E() + E(¢, \) 0=

N

and this term is also on the right hand side of (70) assuming |a| =n + 1. O
We use this lemma to infer
fe — o —2—|o
08 (Ma + E() + (& ) < e (W2 +1el)
An easy calculation yield the validity of (GS]). O

Proof of Theorem[3.3. Recall that, according to the standard decomposition of unity, for all £ > 0
there is a covering {B;}52, of the torus {2 such that

[ Uj:l Bj D) Q

e There are functions (; and CJ such that supp(; C B;, CJ = 1 on supp(;, supp CJ C 2B;,
¢ llwaee + [IG]lwaee < ¢ with ¢ independent of 7, and > ¢ =1onQ

e Since Vuy, 0y € BUC, we may assume the following property: for every j € N
[Dug(z) — Dug ()| + [6o(x) — Oo(z;)| <€
for all z € B;. Here z; is the center of a ball B;.

We emphasize that £ > 0 will be chosen later.
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For every j we solve an equation

| , 1
Auj — mfl(ﬂ)uo(xj))(ﬂ)u) — 7' (0 + Ho(flfj))xv div u;
=6 (7 (g A~ S At O

1 1

+ (7'(/(@* + 90(x))xv div uj) — 7' (s + 90(xj))xv div uj) . (71)

Since Du and # are bounded and uniformly continuous function, ([71l) can be written as
)\Uj — 'B)\Uj = CNJF + CNjiP)\jUj (72)
where Py; : W29(R?) — LI(R?) is a linear operator bounded independently of j. Note also that

By + ?Aj = B, on Bj.

We claim that )\()\]Id — By — j))\j)_l, |)\|%8k()d1d — By — j))\j)_l and 8k81()\}1d — By — 3))\]')_1 are
R—bounded on ¥z, assuming ¢ is small enough. To justify this claim it is enough to repeat the
proof of [I2, Proposition 4.2]. First, recall that P, is R—bounded on ¥z, by ce according to

Proposition Il The same proposition also yields (Al; — By)™' is R—bounded as A(AI; — B,)~!
is R—bounded on ¥z, by Theorem [3.4l We have

AL = By = Pyy) ™ = ALy — By) ! (Iy — Py (Mg — By) ™)~
AL = By) ™D (Pai(Ala — By) ™)™
n=0

We use Proposition to deduce
R {)\()\]Id — B)\) (?A]()\Hd — B)\ } < R {)\ )\]Id — B)\ 1} (CER{ )\]Id — B)\ 1})
Now it is enough to take e such that v := ceR {( Ay — By) "'} is less than 1. This allows to claim

that

1
RAANAL; — By — Pyj) '} < R{NAL; — By) '} =
The same true can be deduced also for the remaining two operators.
Let T;(\) be a solution operator to (Z2). We define

=2 GTNGS

Then u = W(\)(f) fulfills
Au — BAU = f - g()\(f)

where Xy : L9(Q) = L9(Q) is defined as Ky (f) = D72, Ba(Guy) — (Ba(u;) and u; = TN 1)
The operator X, may be written as

00 d
Ky = Z Z n(Dug) (OrOCtjm + 01C 0kt p + OrCiOUjm)

Q*+90

+Y o+ 90 (V¢ divuj + V2Guj + VG Vauy)  (73)
7j=1
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and X, is in particular R—bounded on ¥ ,/. Indeed, we show this particular boundedness of one
term of the right hand side of (73] since the others might be treated in the same way.

]| n 00 / .
/ > n(v) <Z(V§j)d1v7;(xl)(§j f)@) do
0 =1 j=1 Lo
v)(V () div T()\l)(C]f) dv
La(B;NQ)
v) || 1/2‘)\1‘1/2d1VT()\l)(ij) do
L4(B;N)
)|\ [Y2 leT()\l)(C]f) dv
La(B;NN)

q

dv.

o0 1
< CV/_1/22/
j=1"0

La (Bj naQ)

Consequently, the R—bound of K, is cv/~'/2? and by a proper choice of v/ it is less or equal than
5. We deduce that
Rewofla—Ky) A e} <2

See also Proposition We thus have u =W o (I; — X,)~'(f) and this solution operator fulfills
all the demanded properties.

Note also that the solution to (G€) is unique. This comes from the ellipticity of operator
—B,. O

Proof of Theorem[31. Due to Theorem we have
MMy — A)~' R — bounded for all A € ¥4, (74)

Especially, A(AI;—.A)~! is bounded and by the Hille-Yosida theorem (see [3, Theorem 3.1, Chapter
1]) there exists a semigroup of class C° generated by A. We denote this semigroup T, i.e.

0T — AT =0.
We set U(t) = f(f T(t — s)F(s) ds where F' = (G,F) and we immediately get
Ul zoo,m;wra@xcayy) < llFllzeo,mwra@)xza() (75)

where ¢ depends also on the time interval (0,7"). Recall that U has two components and we denote
them by 6 and u. Moreover U solves

which is another form of (G4)).
Clearly, U solves also
U +2vU — AU = F + 2vU.
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We set G = F + 2vU and we extend the definition of G and U in such a way that U(t) = 0,
G(t)=0forall t <O.
We may write

U(t) = / e(_2”Hd+A)(t_S)X[07m)(t —5)G(s) ds = (e(_2”Hd+A)(S)X[07m)(s)) x (G(s)) (1).

oo

By rules for Fourier transform we get
00U = i€ ((—i¢ — 20\, + A) ' G

and M (&) = i€ ((—i€ — 2v)I;+.A)~" is the corresponding multiplier as mentioned in Theorem
B2l Indeed, using (74), Proposition .1l and Proposition 2] we infer that M (&) and EM'(E) are
R-bounded and Theorem implies

10:U|| Lo o.mswra@)x o)) < ellGlleromwra@xpa)) < cllF|lzeo.rovia@)xLa@)))

having (73] in mind. Consequently,

101w, rwra@) + ullwreorrae) < ¢ (1S rormra@) + 1F e rwragy) - (76)

Note also that 6, u solves

2o () =2 (0) = () - () +2 (2)
U U F U U
Theorem yields that 9;0,A\"'R 2 is bounded on Xz, for every j, k = 1,...,d and thus we
deduce (with help of ([7Gl))

||u||LP(W2¢1) <c (HSHLP(WL‘I) + ||?||LP(WM)) .

This completes the proof.

4 Appendix

Here we present several theorems from other sources for readers convenience.

Theorem 4.1. [Theorem 3.3 in [13]] Let 1 < g < oo and let A C C. Let m(\,§) be a function
defined on A x (R4\{0}) such that for any multi-indexr o € N¢ there exists a constant C,, depending
on a and A such that

|0gm(A, §)] < Cal€]™

for any (N, €) € A x (R?\ {0}). Let Ky be an operator defined by Kyf = fgl[m()\,g)f(g)]. Then,
the set { Kx|\ € A} is R—bounded on L(L4(RY)) and

Reramay({KiA € A}) < Cgamax C,.

laj<d
Lemma 4.1 (Lemma 3.1 in [13]). Let 0 < f < 7/2 and vy > 0. For any X\ € X3, we have
A+ (€] = sin(B/2)(IA] + [€]).
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Proposition 4.1 (Proposition 2.13 in [13]). Let D C R? be a domain and let A be a domain
in C. Let m(\) be a bounded function on A and let M,,(\) : LY(D) — LI(D) be defined as
M, (N f =m(N)f. Then

Rerao) {Mm(MN)|A € A}) < Cagpllmllzea)-

Proposition 4.2 (Proposition 2.16 in [I3] or Proposition 3.4 in [12]). 1. Let X and Y be Ba-

nach spaces and let T and S be R—bounded families on L(X,Y). Then T+S ={T'+S|T €
T,S € S} is also R—bounded on L(X,Y) and

Rexyy(T +8) S Rexny(T) + Rexy)(S).

2. Let X,Y and Z be Banach spaces and let T and S be R—bounded families on L(X,Y) and

L(Y, Z) respectively. Then ST = {ST|T € T,S € 8} is R—bounded on L(X,Y) and

Rex,2)(ST) < Rex vy (T)Rev,2)(S).
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