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Abstract

The aim of this paper is to analyze a viscoelastic phase separation model. We derive a suitable notion
of the relative energy taking into account the non-convex nature of the energy law for the viscoelastic phase
separation. This allows us to prove the weak-strong uniqueness principle. We will provide the estimates
for the full model in two space dimensions. For a reduced model we present the estimates in three space
dimensions and derive conditional relative energy estimates.
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1 Introduction

Phase separation is an important process for many physical and industrial applications. Newtonian binary mixtures are
well understood and modelled by ”model H” [22], which is given by the Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes system. On the other
hand, transition to dynamically asymmetric constituents, for example polymer-solvent mixtures, is much less understood.
As reported in [33] B7] many interesting new phenomena such as phase inversion, transient formation of network-like
structures and volume shrinking, arise due to the dynamic asymmetry of the mixture and the viscoelastic behaviour. The
dynamic asymmetry[34] follows from the different time-scales of the polymer and the solvent. For such problems the term
viscoelastic phase separation was coined by Tanaka [33].

The mathematical model for viscoelastic phase separation was later reconsidered by Zhou, Zhang, E [37], where a ther-
modynamically consistent version of the viscoelastic phase separation model has been derived. In [7], [8] we have proven
the existence of a global weak solution to a viscoelastic phase separation model.

Our model of viscoelastic phase separation describes time evolution of the volume fraction of a polymer ¢ and the bulk
stress ¢I, which is a pressure arising from (microscopic) intermolecular attractive interactions. This leads to a strongly
coupled cross-diffusion system. The evolution of ¢ is governed by the Cahn-Hilliard type equation, while the evolution of
the bulk stress by a convection-diffusion-reaction equation. These equations are further combined with the Navier-Stokes-
Peterlin system for the flow velocity u and the conformation tensor C, which describes viscoelastic effects of a polymeric
phase, see [5] for physical details of model derivation.

Through the last decade the concept of relative entropy or relative energy has gained much attention in physical and
mathematical literature. We should mention in particular the seminal works of Dafermos [9} [I0] and DiPerna [12]. Taking
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into account the physical nature of nonlinear problems together with the underlying energetic structure we can derive a
problem-intrinsic metric-like tool to compare different solutions.

The weak-strong uniqueness principle is a consequence of the relative entropy inequality and can be freely stated as follows.
Consider a weak and a more regular solution (e.g. strong or classical solution) of a problem. Then the relative energy
measuring a distance between both solutions at a given time can be bounded by the relative energy at the initial time.
The latter vanishes if both solutions start from the same initial data [36].

The above concepts can be used to find a required regularity of generalized solutions in order to investigate uniqueness of a
solution. The concept is often used in the literature for hyperbolic conservation laws [9 [11] and compressible Navier-Stokes
equations [I5] 17, 28, 32} [16] [3]. A common property of these models is the convexity of the energy law. Due to the phase
separation behavior that we study in the present paper we need a new approach taking into account a non-convex energy.
In [14, 23] 26, 24] the Allen-Cahn equation describing the phase-field process has been investigated applying the relative
energy, see also [18] for further reading. Application of this technique to viscoelastic equations can be found in [29] [6].
Maximal dissipative solutions applying the weak-strong uniqueness were analysed in [25].

The aim of this paper is to develop a relative energy concept for the viscoelastic phase separation model. We will further
derive the weak-strong uniqueness principle for the viscoelastic phase separation model. For the two-dimensional case the
weak-strong uniqueness result is unconditional. Furthermore, we state the corresponding results in three space dimensions
requiring the existence of a global weak solution. Finally, by combination with the results of [6] we derive a conditional
weak-strong uniqueness principle for the full model in three space dimensions.

2 Mathematical Model

The total energy of the polymer-solvent mixture consists of the mixing energy between the polymer and the solvent, the
bulk stress energy, the elastic energy and the kinetic energy[7, [§].

Etot(¢; q, Cv u) = Emzx(¢) + Ebulk (Q) + Eel(C) + Ekin(u) (21)
1 1 1
_ /Q (%O|V¢|2+F(¢)) d:z:+/ﬂ§q2olx+/Q (Ztr(T—2ln(C)—I)> dx—i—/ﬂ§|u|2dx.

Here ¢ denotes the volume fraction of polymer molecules, ¢I the bulk stress arising from polymeric interactions, C
the viscoelastic conformation tensor and u the volume averaged velocity consisting of a solvent and a polymer velocity.
Furthermore, ¢y is a positive constant controlling the interface width and F(¢) is a generally non-convex mixing potential.
The viscoelastic phase separation model has been derived in [7, 5] from (ZI)) applying the GENERIC methodology [20] [19]
or the virtual work principle [2I]. We note that a direct application of the GENERIC approach would yield non-dissipative
time evolution of viscoelastic effects as shown in [37]. Motivated by the recent works [I], [3T], where dissipative viscoelastic
models were introduced, we add in the time evolution of the bulk stress ¢I and conformation tensor C additional dissipative
terms. Being in the isothermal case the dissipative operators act on the variational derivative of the energy. This directly
applies for the dissipative term in the bulk stress equation and can be generalized also for the equation of the conformation
tensor C using a suitable nonlinear function of g—g. Consequently, the resulting system of partial differential equations is
of damped Hamiltonian type and reads



S+ u- Ve =div(m(¢)Va) — div(n(¢)V(A(¢)q))

W Vi= =+ A (A@)) ~ AW ((6)T) + 2189
88_1; + (u . V)u = div(n(gb)Du) —Vp+divT + Vou (2.2)
oC

Fr (u-V)C = (Vu)C + C(Vu)" — h(¢)tr(C) [T — I] + £2AC
div (u) =0 T =tr(C)C p=—coA¢p+ F'(¢).

Here Du denotes the symmetric velocity gradient of u. System (2.2)) is formulated on (0,7) x €2, where Q C R?, d = 2, 3 with
a convex Lipschitz-continuous boundary. It is equipped with the following initial and boundary conditions, respectively,

(¢, g, u, C)|t:0 = (0, q0, 1o, Co), 3n¢|agz = 3n,u|agz = an‘]|ag =0, u|aQ =0, 8nC|BQ =0. (2.3)
In what follows we formulate several assumptions on the model parameters.
Assumptions 2.1.

e The functions m,n, h,n, 7y, A are continuous and positively bounded from above and below by ms, m1, respectively.
e We assume that n?(s) = m(s).

e We assume that A € C'(R) with [ A oo my < A, A" 2 0.

e We assume that F' € C*(R) with constants ¢y ;,¢2; >0, i =1,...,2 and ¢4 > 0 such that:
|F(i)(:17)| < c17i|x|p_i +c24, i=0,1,2and p > 2, F(x)> —c3, F'(z)> —cy.

An example of such a potential is the well-known Ginzburg-Landau potential F(¢) = ¢?(1 — ¢)2. For the relative energy
proof we require in addition to Assumption 2] the following set of assumptions.

Assumptions 2.2.

e The functions m,n, h, 7, A are C*(R) and the L>-norm of their derivatives are bounded.

e We assume that 4 € C?(R) with A" oo m) < 00

e We assume that F' € C3(R) with p <4 and |F"'(z)| < c13|z| + ca3, c13,c23 > 0.

3 Preliminaries

In this section we introduce a suitable notation and recall some well-known analytical tools. The space-time cylinder and
the intermediate space-time cylinder are denoted by Qp := Q x (0,7),€; := Q x (0,t), for t € [0, T], respectively. For the
standard Lebesgue spaces LP(2) the norm is denoted by ||-|| - Further, we denote the space of divergence free functions
by
d . e —onghl
chiiv(Q) = Cgf)div(ﬂ)d .

We use the standard notation for the Sobolev spaces and introduce the notation V := H&_’div(Q)d, H := L% (Q)%. The
space V' is equipped with the norm [-[|;, := [[V-[|,. We denote the norms of the Bochner space L*(0, T’ L(2)) by [||| 15 (4)-



Lemma 3.1 ([30]). Let d =2 and C : Q — R?*? be a symmetric tensor and let u :  — R? be a solenoidal vector field.
Then the following identity holds true

tr(C)C: Vu = % (Vu)C + C(vu)T} : C. (3.1)

Theorem 3.2 ([7]). Given the initial data (¢o, go, ug, Co) € [H*(Q2) x L?(2) x H x L?(£)**?]. Let Assumptions 21 hold.
Then for any T > 0 there exists a global weak solution (¢, ¢, u, u, C) of (Z2) in the following sense

¢ € L=(0,T; H'(Q)) N L*(0,T; H* (), qI,C € L>®(0,T; L*(Q)***) N L*(0, T; H' (2)**?),
ue L=(0,T; L*(9)*) N L*(0, T V), Ap, A(¢)g, p € L*(0,T; H(Q)),
3¢ 2 * 3‘11 oC 4/3 2% 2 du 2 Yk
P crorm@y, 2% o), e ronv, (3.2
and for any test-function (¥, (, &, v, D) € [H ()3 x V x HY(Q)**?] and a.e. t € (0,T) we have
o¢ _ . —
[ Grvdas [ @-Ve)vdo+ [ m(@)Vi- Vode— [ n(6)V(A@)) - Vidz =0
94 . (S - . . -
/ 8t§dx+/ (u Vq)gdac—i—/Q (0) dx—i—/ (V(A(¢)q) n(¢)Vu) V(A(¢)§) dx—i—/S)aqu V(¢dx =0
/uﬁdx—/COVqS V{“dx—/F' $)Edr =0 (3.3)

/— vd:z:+b(uuv)+/977(¢)Vu:Vvdx+/tr

Q
‘?; [(Vu)C +C(Vu)'] : Ddz + /
Q Q

(C)C: Vvdx—/uv¢~vdx =0
Q

Dds + B(u,C, D) — /

£,VC: VD dz = —/ h(¢)tr(C)[tr(C)C — 1] : D da.
Q

Q

The weak solution satisfies the initial data (4(0), ¢(0),u(0), C(0)) = (¢o, g0, g, Co) . Moreover the energy inequality
9 1 9 1 9 1 2
[ DIVO0 + Fo0) + 5lao) + 3la®)l + 7100 da

/ n(6)Vi— (4 <¢>q)}2+ﬁq2+alwqﬁ+n< SIDuf + ZVCP + Jh(o)]r(C) CF drdr (3.4
1

g [, HONRE)Pdndr + ([ V0 + F0) + FaOF + GOF + J1C0) dr)

holds for almost all ¢t € (0,T).

Remark 3.3 (Regularity). In [§] it is shown that ¢ € L?(0,T; H3(€2)). This a priori bound is obtained from the elliptic
regularity theory by observing that p, F'(¢) is bounded in L2(0,T; H'(2)) for a suitable growth of F’. A sufficient
condition is to restrict the potential growth in Assumptions 2.1 to p < 4. Note that the Ginzburg-Landau potential
typically used in physical applications satisfies this condition.

By a more careful inspection one can show that & € (L2(O, T; HY{(Q)?*2)N L4(0,T; L4(Q)2X2)) . Indeed, it is clear that

C € L*0,T; L*(Q)?*2), since L2(0,T; H'(2)2*2) N L>°(0, T; L?(2)2*2) — L0, T; L*(2)?*2). Consequently, applying
the Holder inequality we obtain that the term [|(Vu)C||p4/5(14/5) is bounded as well. Thus, by a comparison in equation
B3)5 we observe that

oC

Sr € (12075 (@2 0 1430, T LY3(@)2)) = (L2(0,T5 HY(Q)*%) 0 L0, T3 LH@)™2) )



Remark 3.4. Let us explain the conceptual difference between the total energy Fio; from ([Z1]) and the energy functional
Jo LIVo(t)> + F(o(t)) + 3la@®)* + 3|u(t)* + %|C(t)|2 dz from ([B4). The total energy Ey,; dissipates in time, i.e,

K 1 2 2
Bron(t)+ /0 (00 = V(A@)0) [+~ + &1 [al” + () Du

1
+ Z{Ver(C)2 + Z|CT2VOCT 22 4 Sh(9)tr(C)?ta[T + T~ = 21) < Eyor(0) (35)

which is consistent with the Second Law of Thermodynamics. On the other hand, this is not necessarily true for the
functional in (3.4, due to the term h(¢)|tr(C)|* on the right-hand side. By inspection of the dissipation term of the total
energy one can see that this term is part of a more complex dissipation mechanism involving the stress tensor T. Hence,
this functional plays the role of an additional Lyapunov functional for a two-dimensional model (2:2)). Note that in order
to define properly the total energy E.: the positive definiteness of C is required, while it is not needed for the energy in
B4). Consequently, in two-dimensional model ([Z2)) we may profit from an additional energy inequality [B4]) in order to
derive suitable a priori estimates and prove the existence of the corresponding weak solutions [7, [5]. We refer a reader to
our recent work [6], where we have studied positive definiteness of C for three-dimensional Navier-Stokes-Peterlin system,
i.e. the Navier-Stokes equations with the evolution equation (Z2])4 for the conformation tensor C, and proved the existence
and conditional weak-strong uniqueness result.

Remark 3.5. In three space dimensions we expect a similar existence result to hold true for the viscoelastic phase
separation model. To prove the existence of weak solutions to three-dimensional model ([Z2]) we can only apply energy
inequality (2 instead of ([B4]). For three-dimensional Navier-Stokes-Peterlin model the existence of weak solutions was
proven in [6]. Combining the techniques from [6] with those of [7] we expect that the existence proof can be extended to
the rest submodel for (¢, g, 1). Consequently, we assume the existence of weak solutions with the following regularity for
0<oix1l

¢ € L>(0,T; H'(Q)) N L*(0,T; H*(2)), qL,C € L>(0,T; L*(2)***) N L*(0,T; H'(2)*?),
u e L®(0,T; H)N L*(0,T; V), A¢, A(¢)g, € L/3(0, T; WH3(Q)),
n(¢)Vu — V(A(¢)q) € L*(0,T; L*(2)),

09
ot

9

€ LA0.T5 (H'(Q)),

€ L0, T; (WHP/2(Q))"), € LY3(0, T (H(Q)>%)"), € LY3(0,T; V™).

oC Ou
ot ot
The loss of regularity of ¢ and correspondingly of the higher derivative of ¢ is expected, since the uniform bounds for Vu
follow from the bounds of V(A(¢$)q). The latter are weaker due to different exponents depending on the space dimension
in the interpolation inequalities. A rigorous proof of the existence of weak solutions for three-dimensional model (2.2

goes beyond the scope of the present paper and is a topic of our future work.

Definition 3.6. A quadruple (¢, Q, 7, U, H) is called a more regular weak solution if it is a weak solution, cf. (32), (B3),
and additionally enjoys the regularity

H e L*(0,T; L>(Q)**?),

Q & TH0, 7 1(9)) 1 110, T; WH5(@)). % e 2.7 @),
U € L*(0,T; L>=(Q)?) N L2(0, T; Wh3(Q)?), %—? € L*0,T;V"), (3.6)

T
/O [n($)Vr = V(A@)Q) || + ||div[n()Vr — V(A@)Q)]|[2 + ||div (U — m(4)Vr + n()V (A%)Q)) | 2dt < C.



Definition 3.7. We call (¢, ¢, u, C) a strong solution of ([Z2) if it is a weak solution, i.e. [B2), (B3) holds, and it enjoys
the additional regularity

¢ € L>=(0,T; H*(Q)) N L*(0,T; HY(Q)), uc L>0,T;V)NL*0,T; H*(Q)* N V),
gL, C € L*(0, T3 H' (Q)*?) N L*(0, T5 H*(2)**?), 1, Al¢)q € L*(0,T; H*(Q)),
% @ 8_11 8_0 2 .72 @ 2 . 1 2\ *
50 50 o o © L (O T3 L7(Q), 5 € L0, 15 (H(Q)7)).

Remark 3.8. Clearly, a strong solution in the sense of Definition 3.7 is a more regular weak solution, cf. Definition

Lemma 3.9 (Gronwall). Let ¢ > 0 and f € L!(to,T) be non-negative and g, ¢ continuous functions on [ty,T]. If ¢
satisfies

o(t) < g(¥) —i—/t f(s)o(s)ds for all t € [to, T

then

¢ t
o(t) < g(¥) —|—/ f(s)g(s)exp (/ f(T)dT) ds for all ¢ € [to, T
to S
Proposition 3.10 ([35], [30]). For any open set 2 C R% d = 2,3, it holds that the forms
b(u,v,w) E/(u-V)v-de and B(u,C,D) E/(u-V)C :Ddx
Q Q

are continuous and trilinear on V x V x V and V x H*(Q)?*4 x H(Q)?*9, respectively. Further the following properties
hold

b(u,u,v) = —b(u,v,u), ucV,ve H}N) B(u,C,D) = -B(u,D,C), uecV,C,Dc H Q)

4 Relative energy

In this section we will introduce the notion of relative energy for our viscoelastic phase separation model (Z2]). Focusing
on the phase-field equation the usual approach in the framework of the Allen-Cahn equation [23] and the Cahn-Hilliard
equation [2] is to neglect the potential F(¢) in (84); and build a relative energy only on the gradient part. However, due
to the cross-diffusive coupling of the volume fraction [B3]); and the bulk stress equation ([B3)2 in the energy inequality
(B4 this is not applicable in our model. Furthermore, in the context of phase separation the potential F' is non-convex.
Similarly to [27] the potential can be convexified by adding a quadratic penalty term.

We define the relative energy £(¢, ¢, u, C|y, Q, U, H) of a weak solution (¢, ¢, u, C) of (33)) and the functions (¢, Q, U, H)
as

g((b? q,u, CW’, Q7 U7 H) = gmiw (¢|1/1) + gbulk(Q'Q) + gkln (U.|U) + gel(C|H)u (41)
Enir01) = | FIV6 = VU + F(8) = F) = F'(0)(6 — 1) +a(6 = 1)* da, >0,

1 1 1
Enin(6lQ) = [ Fla = QI dz. Eun(ulU) = [ Ju=UP do, £a(CH) = [ JiC-H[ds,
Q Q Q

The penalty parameter a > 0 in &£, is chosen such that the relative energy is non-negative. Consequently, the potential

together with the penalty term will be convex. Using the Taylor expansion we can find

F/I (Z)
2

F(9) = F() = F'(0)(6 = ¥) = 5= (0 =) = =5 (6 — ). (42)



Note that z is a suitable convex combination of ¢ and 1. Here we have used the fact that the second derivative of F' is
bounded from below by —c4 for ¢4 > 0, cf. Assumptions 2.1l Considering the full mixing relative energy &,,;, we can find

c c
Emin(o0) = [ 2196 - Vol + (0= ) (0 - v)*do
Q
which is non-negative for 2a > ¢4. Furthermore, one can observe that for 2a > ¢4
E(p,q,u,C|,Q,UH)=0<= ¢=1,¢=Q,u=U,C =C ae. in Q. (4.3)

In what follows we formulate several helpful results which will be needed later.

Lemma 4.1. Let Assumptions B hold. Further, let ¢,v € L°(0,T; HY(Q)) N L2(0,T; H2(2)), Q € L*(0,T; L>=(Q)) N

L0, T; WH5(Q)). Then the integral )
no= [v (@ - awpe)|,ar

can be bounded by the relative energy as follows:
! 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
L < c/o 16 = Dl6lIVells + Ve = VY[Rl + (IVElls + IVYlls)lle — ¢llslI QI dr

t
< [ &IV + Q1% + (19215 + IVwIIQIE] or

The proof is done be expanding the gradient and applying the Holder and Young inequalities. Clearly, due to the assumed
regularity of ¢,, Q the last term in the bracket is L'- integrable in time, which will be used latter to derive the relative

energy inequality, cf. (5:31)), (&.32).
Lemma 4.2. Let (¢, ¢, u, C) be a global weak solution satisfying (3.2)), (33]) and (¢, @, U, H) arbitrary functions satisfying

Y e L20,T; H3(Q) N HY(0,T; (H(Q))*), Q€ L*0,T; HY () nHY(0,T; (H*(Q))*), (4.4)
Uec LY0,T; V)N HY0,T; V*), H ¢ L*(0,T; L*(Q)?*?) N L*(0, T; H' (2)%*?),
aH

= (LQ(O T; HY(Q)2"2) mL4(0,T;L4(Q)2x2))*.

Then the following identities hold for a.a. t,s € (0,T)

a6l ou(r)
[ ott)- 9oy = vots) - Vuts)de = - [ [ D aur) + o) 25 dwar,

S(D(E) — B(s)(s) do = "D i)+ 0 24D
Q s Q
[t [ 9q(n) 9Q(7)
/Q q(t)Q(t) — q(5)Q(s) dx = / / —Q(T)Jrq(T)dedT,
~oU(7) cdr

JRCRUCEE [ 7 +u) - 0 gy,
[ e a0 - c) 7 +¢0): 220 g,
Q

Proof. One can follow the procedure in [I3] to prove such integration by parts formulas by approximation with a smooth
functions and corresponding limiting process. O



The following result for the relative energy holds for the viscoelastic phase separation model (22)) in two space dimensions.

Theorem 4.3 (Relative energy, d = 2). Let (¢, ¢, i, u, C) be a global weak solution satisfying [3.2]), (33) starting
from the initial data (¢o, o, up, Co). Let (1, Q, 7, U, H) be a more regular weak solution in the sense of Definition
on (0,T1); T < TT, starting from the initial data (9, Qo, Ug, Hp). Further, let Assumptions 2.2] hold.

Then the relative energy given by (1)) satisfies the inequality

f
E(t)+bD < £(0) + / g(T)E(T)dr (4.5)
0
for almost all ¢ € (0,TT). Here g € L'(0,T") is given by (5:32) and b > 0. Moreover D is given by

D:/Q ‘n(dﬁ)(Vu—Vﬂ)—V(A(¢)(q_Q))‘2+%( — Q) + 1|V — VQP dzdr (4.6)

+/ n(¢)|Du — DUJ? + %h(gﬁ)tr(C)z(C —H)?+ %vc — VH>dz dr.
Q

Remark 4.4. The proof of Theorem [£.3] will be presented in Section 5 and consists of the following steps:
1. Suitable decomposition of the relative energy into the energy of the weak solution, the energy of the strong solution
and a remainder term.
2. Expansion of the remainder term by inserting the weak solution as test function for the strong solutions and vice
versa.

3. Derivation of the relative dissipation functional and estimates of all remaining terms by means of the relative energy
and the relative dissipation to derive a Gronwall-type structure. Application of the Gronwall inequality.

Up to our best knowledge the question of relative energy estimates for full three-dimensional viscoelastic phase separation
model ([22)) is an open problem in general, cf. [6]. In what follows we formulate the result for the relative energy of the
so-called reduced viscoelastic phase separation model in three space dimensions. Hereby, we assume that viscoelastic effects
are restricted only to the bulk stress ¢I omitting the conformation tensor C from the model, i.e.

0¢ +u-V¢ = div(m(éb)vﬂ) - div(n(qﬁ)V(A(qﬁ)Q))

ot

dq 1 .

5 tuVa= @t A(P)A(A(¢)g) — A(¢)div(n(¢)Vu) +e1Aq (4.7)
O (u- V)u = div(a(é)Du) ~ Vp + Vou

div (u) =0 = —colA¢ + F'(¢).

For this reduced model the total energy (Z1]) and the energy functional ([B4]) coincide and we denote

Co 1 1
Ereq = / 5|V¢|2 + F(¢) + 5‘12 + §|U|2-
Q

Of course, this implies a reduced relative energy &,..4 by the same arguments as in (@1).



Theorem 4.5 (Relative energy, reduced model, d = 3). Let (¢, g, 4, u) be a global weak solution of the reduced
viscoelastic phase separation model starting from the initial data (¢, g, up). Let (¢, @, 7, U) be a corresponding
smooth solution on (0, T1); Tt < T, starting from the initial data (g, Qo, Ug). Furthermore, let Assumptions
hold.

Then the relative energy given in (1)) satisfies the inequality

t
Erel®) +0D < Erca®) + [ (r)6rea(r)dr (48)
0
for almost all t € (0,7T). Here g € L*(0,TT), see (5.32) for a precise expression, and b > 0. Moreover D is given by

D= / n(@) (Vi — V) - V(4@)a - Q)] + —1<(a~ Q) +1[Va - VQP +n(6)|Du - DUP dzdr. (49)
Q Tb(¢)

Proof. In order to prove this result we will use only estimates for ¢, i, g, u and ¥, 7, @, U that are valid also in three space
dimensions. The desired result then follows by neglecting the contributions of the conformation tensors C and H in the
proof of Theorem .3 O

Remark 4.6. For convenience we assumed that (1, Q,m, U) is a smooth solution. In our recent paper [4] it was shown
that the required regularity of a smooth solution of a three-dimensional reduced viscoelastic phase separation model [£.7]
is

v € L0, T H'Y () N L*(0,T; H (), %—f € L2(0,T: (WH(@))"),
Q € L>(0,T; L*()) N L*(0, T; L=(Q)) N L*(0,T; WH4(5)), %—? € L*(0,T; (H'(Q))"),
U <€ L>(0,T; H)N L*(0,T; L>(2)*) N L*(0, T; W'3(Q)?), %—? € L*(0,T;V*), (4.10)

T
/0 [n(¥)Vr — V(A@W)Q) Hi + ||div[n(y)Vr — V(A()Q)] Hj + ||div (U — m(¢)Vr + n(4)V(A()Q)) H;dt <C.

Further, it was shown in [6] that in order to use the relative energy for three-dimensional Navier-Stokes-Peterlin model,
one has to assume that C € L*(0,7; L"(Q)) with 2+ 3 <1 and 2 < s < 0o and 3 < r < oo. Thus, in order to work with
the relative energy for full three-dimensional viscoelastic phase separation model [22)) the above additional regularity for
C needs to be assumed as it is not known to be fulfilled by a weak solution. Combination of Theorem [4.5] with the relative
energy result in [6] implies the following result.

Corollary 4.7 (Conditional relative energy, d = 3). Assume that (¢, g, u, u, C) is a global weak solution of the viscoelastic
phase separation model (Z.2) starting from the initial data (¢, go, 1o, Co), such that C € L*(0,T; L"(2)) with 2 + 2 <1
and 2 < s < oo and 3 < 7 < oco. Let (1, Q, m, U, H) be sufficiently smooth solution of Z2) on (0,T1);TT < T, starting
from the initial data (19, Qo, Ug, Hp). Furthermore, let Assumptions [2.2] hold.

Using the modified relative energy

1
6311 = gmzw(¢|'¢/]) + gbulk(Q'Q) + gkin(u|U) + ZHtr(C - H)H2 + Bgel(C|H)
for all 5 > 0, the following conditional relative energy estimate holds
t
ggd(t) + bD3q < 53,1(0) + / g(T)53d(T) dr
0

for almost all ¢ € (0,7) with b > 0 and a suitable Dag.



The above relative energy inequalities can be used to obtain the corresponding weak-strong uniqueness principles.

Theorem 4.8 (Weak-strong uniqueness, d = 2). Let (¢, @, U, H) be a strong solution of the viscoelastic phase
separation model (Z2)), cf. Definition Bl Furthermore, let the assumptions of Theorem 3] hold and initial data
coincide, i.e. ¢o = %o, 90 = Qo,ug = Ug, Cy = Hy. Then any weak solution (¢, ¢, u, C) coincides with the strong
solution (v, Q, U, H) almost everywhere in  x (0, 7).

From the proof of Theorem [A3]it will be clear that the above result holds also for the more regular weak solutions in the
sense of Definition

Theorem 4.9 (Weak-strong uniqueness, d = 3). Let (¢, @, U) be a smooth solution of the reduced viscoelastic
phase separation model. Furthermore, let the assumptions of Theorem hold and initial data coincide, i.e.
o = Yo,90 = Qo,up = Uy. Then weak solution (¢, q,u) coincides with the smooth solution (¥, @, U) almost
everywhere in Q x (0,T1).

Remark 4.10. Similarly, using Corollary .71 we obtain a conditional weak-strong uniqueness result in three space di-
mensions.

Proof. (Theorem [3))

Using Theorems or [L8 and B9 and realizing that £(0) is non-negative and constant in time, we find that £(t)
E(0) exp (fotg(T)dT) holds for almost all ¢t € (0,7"). Moreover, by construction £(0) = 0 if and only if ¢g = 100,q0 =
Qo,u9 = Uy, for d = 2,3 and Cy = Hy for d = 2, a.e. in , see [@3)). O

IN

5 Relative Energy Proof

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem First, we will decompose the relative energy into the energy of the weak
and the strong solution and the correction terms. Afterwards, the correction terms are expanded by testing the weak
solution with suitable functions arising from the more regular solution and vice versa. In the second step we recollect
corresponding integrals to derive a structure suitable for the Gronwall lemma, cf. ([@H]), and estimate the remaining
terms.We note in passing that we will estimate all quantities related to (¢, u,q,u) and (¢, m, @, U) only using estimates
that are also valid in three space dimensions. The contribution of the conformation tensors C and H are treated by means
of special two-dimensional inequalities.

5.1 Decomposition of the relative energy
The aim of this section is to decompose the relative energy. For better readability we introduce
z=($,q¢u,C),  z2=(,QUH),  zz=(¢,¢u,C)|(¥,Q,UH).
We start by decomposing the relative energy into two independent energies and a correction term.
E(212)(t) = B(2)(t) + B(2)(t) — DE(2|2)(t) < =D+ R+ E(2)(0) + E(2)(0) — DE(2|2)(t)
< =D+ R+ E(2|2)(0) + DE(2|2)(0) — DE(2|2)(t). (5.1)
Here we have used the energy inequality (34) for the weak and a more regular solution. Further we denote by D the

dissipative term from the energy inequality, by R the non-dissipative remainder terms and by DE the correction terms
given by

ot

1
T + e1|Val? + 1(¢)|Duf® + =h(8)tr(C)?|C]? + Z2|vC dzdr
Tb(¢) 2 2

- i ‘n(qﬁ)Vu — V(A(¢)q)

10



2
|+

Q* 2 2, 1 2 | €2 2
+ [ [n)vr - V@[ + SEs 4 2vQr - n)DUP + Sh( B HE + IV drdr

1 2
R:2/Qt h(@)tr(C)? da dr + 2/nt () () der dr, (5.2)

DE(2|2)(t) :/ OV - Vi + 20 () + F'()(6 — ) — alé— )%+ qQ +u- U + %c  Hdz.

Q
Applying Lemma [L2] to the difference DE(0) — DE(t) in (BI]) we find

DE(0) — DE(t) = - /Ot (%m) ()dr = ¢ /Q 20 i) + 24D ng(ry azar (5.3)
- [ P (o) - vin) 8‘2([) + ) (2504 250 dnar (5.4
+2a /Q t 8‘2@ (6(r) = v(n) + ‘9‘/;7) (v(r) = 6(r)) dwar (5.5)
- [ 220+ o X arar (5.6
_/Q 5‘;&” U +u(r) ‘9%—1(;)@017 (5.7)
_ % /Q | a(;ff) L H(r) + C(r) 81;?) dzdr. (5.8)

In the following subsections we will expand all the above terms suitably. From the obtained terms and the corresponding
terms in D, cf. (B2), we will construct D, cf. (EGl).

5.2 Navier-Stokes equation

We start with term (5.7) and insert u, U as test functions in the weak formulation (B3] for U, u, respectively,

- /Qt ‘9‘;27) - U(r) +u(r) - ‘9U ) dzdr = qu k=

E/ [n(¢) +n(¥)|Du : DUdz dr +/ tr(C)C: VU + tr(H)H : Vudz dr
Q Q
t
— / uVeé - U+ VY -udedr + / b(u,u,U) + b(U,U,u)dr.
(o 0

Considering the first integral I,, ; and the corresponding terms of the dissipation (5.2)), i.e. the fourth term (5.2);1 4 of D
and tenth term (5.2)1 10 of D, we find

Py :=—/ 77(¢)|Du|2+n(¢)|DU|2dwdT+/ [(¢) + n()]Du: DUdz dr
Q¢ Q

=— / n(¢)|Du — DU*dzdr — / [n(¥) —n(¢)]DU : (DU — Du)dzdr
Q¢ Q4

1, !
<~/ 0(¢)|Du — DUP dadr + — | |16 =v1IpUl | Vat@)ou - D) ar

—(1-5) /Q 7(¢)|Du — DUP dz dr + e, 1/, 6) / £()|DU|2 dr. (5.9)

11



The convective terms, i.e. Iy 4, by integrating by parts and adding —b(u — U, U, U) = 0, implies
t t
P, ::/ b(u,u,U) +b(U,U,u)dr = / b(u,u,U) — b(U,u,U)dr
0 0
t t
:/ b(u—U,u,U) - b(u— U, U, U)dr < c/ lu - U], |Vu — VU, |||, dr (5.10)
0 0

t
<25 [ n(o)Du - DUPdsdr +c.m) [ Ju-UIIUJ3dr < 25
0

t
n(¢)|Du — DU|? dz dr + ¢(6, 1) / |UI3&€(7) dr.
Q¢ 0

Qy

The remaining terms are the coupling terms to the other variables (¢, ¢, C) and will be treated in what follows.

5.3 Equation for the conformation tensor

We recall that all estimates involving the conformation tensor, i.e. C and H, presented in this subsection are done in two
space dimensions. We proceed with the time derivatives of the conformation tensor C, H, cf. (5.8)

1 [ 9C(r) OH(7) s B
_5/@ — D H(n O = dxdr_kzzjlfc,k:

=ey [ VC:VHdzdr + % / h(¢)tr(C)2C : H + h(y)tr(H)*H : Cdx dr
Q4 Q

1 ‘q .
-3 /ﬂt h(¢)tr(C)tr(H) + h(p)tr(H)tr(C) dz dr +/0 5B(u, C,H)+ EB(U,H, C)dr

1
-3 / (Vu)C:H+C(Vu)' :H+ (VU)H: C+H(VU)" : Cdxdr.
Q
First we treat the term Ic 3 together with the remainder terms R of (52)2, i.e the second term (5.2)2 2 and first term
(5-2)2,1 of R. Adding +h(¢)tr(H)? implies

Py ;:% /Q h()tr(C)? + h(y)tr(H)? — h(p)tr(C)tr(H) — h()tr(H)tr(C) de dr
:% /Q t h(o) [tr(C) - tr(H)} 4 [hw)) - h(¢)] tr(H)? — [hw)) - h(¢)] tr(H)tr(C) dz dr (5.11)
1 t

=2 /Q h(0) [ir(C) — tx(8)] — [h(w) — h(@)] x(BD) [1x(C) — r(BD)] drdr < e /0 (14 b + 1] [t (EDD)E(r) dr.

Next we treat the terms emitting from diffusion, i.e. Ic 1, together with corresponding dissipation term in (5.2)), i.e. the
sixth and twelfth terms (5216, (521,12

Py = %2 IVC]? + |VH|* - 2VC : VHdz dr = —%2 IVC — VH]* dz dr. (5.12)
Q Q

Further we consider the relaxation term, i.e. Ic 2, together with the dissipation terms of (B.2)), i.e the fifth and eleventh
terms (5.2)1.5, 5-2)1.11. Adding first +h(¢)tr(C)2|H|* and +h(¢)tr(C)2H : (C — H) yields

Py = — % / h()tr(C)?C* + h(y)tr(H)2H|* — h(¢)tr(C)2C : H — h(¢)tr(H)?H : Cdadr
Qy

S % / h(¢)tr(C)*(C — H)? + h(¢)tr(C)*(C — H) : H + h()tr(H)>(H — C) : Hdz dr
Q

12



— % /Q A(#)tx(C)(C — H)? + [A(6) - h(v)|tr(C*H : |C — H] dzdr
- %/ﬂ h(t) [tr(C)2 - tr(H)Q}H : {C - H} dadr. (5.13)

To estimate the above terms we rewrite tr(C)? — tr(H)? as [tr(C) — tr(H)][tr(C) + tr(H)] and obtain
P<— -85 [ MO HP dodr+elhd) [ Il - SEIHIE (O dr (5.14)
+c(h, ) / 1C— HIZIHEr(C) + tx(H) 2 dr + 5]V C — VH| 7212
< /Q , —“T“”hw)tr(cf(c ~H)? dwdr + | VC — VH| (1) +¢ / &) (MBI () + 16x(C) + e (ED) 1LY ) dr

For the convective term of the conformation tensor, i.e. T¢ 4, we add B(u,C,C) =0, B(U,H,H) = 0 and +B(u,H,C —
H) to derive

I I
P; ;:5/ B(u,C,H)+B(U,H,C)dT:—§/ B(u,C,C — H) - B(U,H,C — H)dr (5.15)
0 0
1t I
:-5/ B(u,C—H,C—H)—|—B(u—U,H,C—H)dT:5/ B(u—U,C—H,H)dr
0 0
t
<6 | |VC—VH>dzdr +§ n(¢)|Du—DU|2dxdT+0(n)/ lu—U|3|H][; dr.
Q Qy 0

The last term is I 5 which will be treated together with I, 2. Here we apply LemmaB I and add the terms £VU(C—-H) :
H, +(C — H)(VU)T : H to obtain

_|_
N | wlr—‘;\ = N~ N = N
&

\

Pr = / (Vu)C:H+C(Vu)! :H+ (VUH: C+H(VU)” : Cdzdr + / tr(C)C : VU + tr(H)H : Vudzdr
Q Q4

(Vu)C:H+C(Vu)' :H+ (VU)H: C+H(VU)" : Cdzdr

(VoH:H+H(Vu)’ :H+ (VU)C: C+ C(VU)T : Cdxdr

_|_

[(Vu)(C-H)]:H+ [(C-H)(Vu)"]| : Hdzdr

o~/ o~/ o~/
3 3 3

[(VU)(C -H)]: C+ [(C-H)(VU)"]: Cdzdr

[(Vu—-VU)(C-H)] :H+ [(C-H)(Vu-VU)"]|: Hdzdr
Qt

_|_

H)| : (C—H)+ [(C-H)(VU)"] : (C—H)dzdr (5.16)
Qr

t
<8 Va(@)(Du — DU) H e +2IVC = VHIE 0+ c(08) [ E@IVUI + B dr
0
Summing all estimates for P;,i =1,...,7, i.e. (£9), @I0), GII), (I12), GI4), I5) and (GI6), we find

1
<(1-46) | 5(¢)|Du—- DU + %ﬂvc ~ VHJ* + 3h(9)tr(C)*(C — H)* dadr (5.17)
Q

HM\]
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2 4 2 2 2 4 2 2
o [ (14 IDUIS + UG + IerCEDIE + er(C) + exCEL)IBEIE + [ + JHOIZ () 13) )
The only remaining terms are the coupling terms I, 3 which we treat later.

5.4 Cahn-Hilliard equation

In this subsection we consider the integrals arising from (5.4]) and find again by a reformulation and applying suitable test
functions the following equality

% op(T) , Ao(t)  OY(T) B 5
- [, P (o) —v) TGP+ P (57 + P57 ) dedr =3 dri

= [ m() a9 (F0) + P06 - ) dodr + [ m(0) V(' (@) dedr

Q¢ Q

- [ 09 (a)Q) ¥ (F W)+ P~ ) dedr = [ n()9 (A(0)a) V() dr e

Q¢

+/ U-wy (F'(w) () (¢ — w)) +(u- V) F'(¢) da dr. (5.18)

Q¢

Furthermore, we expand (B3] that yields

0 0 >
o /Q | sg(tf) Ap(r) + %M(ﬂ dzdr = ; Lo (5.19)

=—co | m(@)VuVAY + m()VaVA¢pdzdr + ¢ /
Q Q

n(@)V (A(6)g) VAY +n(¥)V (AW)Q) VA¢ dr dr
_ co/m (u- V) A — (U - Vep) Agda dr.
Combining (5I8) and (5.19) and by adding
Em(U)VAV(F(6)), (U VH)F (6), +n()V(AW)Q)V(F(9))
we derive

5 3
S~ Troa+ 3 Tow = [ m@)VaVa+ m)V¥n = m() VeV (F'(6) = F'(0) = F'(0)(6 ~ ) dedr

k=1 k=1

- [ U V(@) - ) - Frw)e - ) dedr + [ (- o)m (U Vo) pdads

Q4 Q4

_ /Q n(9)V (A(6)a) Vr + ()Y (A()Q) Vudwdr

+ /Q t ()Y (AW)Q)V(F'(¢) - F'(¥) - F'(¥)(6 - v)) dzdr. (5.20)
Finally, by expanding the penalty term (&.0]) we find
3
20 [ TG0~ + TG0 o) drde = YL (5.21)
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=-— 2a/Q m(P)Vu(Ve — V) + m()Vra(Vy — Vo) de dr

+ 2 /Q | n(6)(A(6)a) (V6 — V) +n(9)V (A@)Q) (Ve ~ Vo) drdr +2a / (4. V)% + (U V) pdedr.

Q

5.5 Equation for the bulk stress

Due to the cross-diffusive coupling between the Cahn-Hilliard equation (83); and the bulk stress equation [B3)2 it is
necessary to consider the correction terms arising from (52)3 together. Therefore we expand (&) into

- /m 8(2(;) Q(7) + q(7) —6%§T) dzdr

= | =590+ =00+ 22194V Q+ V(4(0)0) Y (40)Q) + V (4(1)Q) ¥ (4(w)a) e r

~ [ n(6)VV (4(0)) + n(w)VaV (A(w)a) - (w-T0) @~ (U- V@) gdrdr
Q

t

- /Qt s (% - ¢>) 1@ +V(40)0) ¥ (46)Q) + ¥ (4w)Q) v (A()q) dwr

- /Q n(¢)VuV(A(¢)Q) + () VIV (A(w)q) —((u-"U)-Vq)Q — 261VqVQda dr = 25: Iy

k=1

Considering the relaxation terms I, ; and the corresponding terms in D, i.e. the second and eighths terms E2)2, B2)s
we find

/szt Tb1¢ )QQ_%(JQ ( (1) Tbggb))quxdT
/Qt T qs “dedr - /Qt< (1 ) sz(b)) (Q* — qQ)dzdr

<- /Q,w - Q dxdw/n 1/0) lollé = el Qlsla = @1l a7

2
<- | e @raar ) / (IQIE + V() dr. (5.22)

Considering the linear diffusion term I, 5 and the related terms in D, i.e. the third and ninth terms (5.2)3, (52)o we obtain
Py:=—g, / IVql* + [VQI* — 2V¢VQ dzdr = —¢; / Vg —VQ|* dzdr. (5.23)
Q Q

All the remaining terms will be absorbed either into a nonlinear diffusive remainder R.,,;; which is associated to the
cross-diffusive coupling in ([B4) or to a convective remainder R on, which collects the remaining convective terms. The
remainders are given by the following equations.

Romiz = — /Q [n(¢)Vu - V(A(a;)q)} g [n(zp)vw - V(A(w)Q)] *dvdr + [ )V + () Vprdedr (524

- (O)VAV(4@)Q) +n(v)VaV (AW)g) dodr - [ n(@)vav (4(6)q) + n(0)VuV (A4(6)Q) dedr

Q¢

15



+ /Q V(A v ¢)Q) n V(Aw)Q)V(A(wq) dadr — 2a/ m(B)V (Ve — Vib) +m()Vr(Vep — V) dz dr

Q¢

42 /Q n )(V6 — Vo) +n()V (A@)Q) (Ve — V6) ddr,

t

/ngf)'U-‘rﬂ'VU)'udIdT—l—/ (u=U)-Vqg) Qdxdr
Q

Rconv—/Qt( V¢)W+(U Vl/)),udfde—/

Qy

e /Q ) V)Y dedr - /Qt (U- Vo) (F/(6) = F'(v) = F"()(6 — ) ) dwdr

-/ [m)vn = n@)V (400Q) |V (F(60) = F'(9) = F'(0)(6 = ) ddr. (5.25)

5.6 Convective remainder term

In this subsection our aim is to estimate the term R ony, cf. ([28). We apply integration by parts, use ([Z3]), and add
+7U(Ve — Vi), +(u— UV, —(u— U)VQQ. Further, we add the terms +U(¢ — w)v(A( ) g — )) /n(¢) to obtain
the following representation of R ony

R conw :/ mu- (Vo — Vi) + U - (V1/J—V¢)d:cd7'—/ ((U—U)'VQ)qd:ch+2a/ (u—TU)- Vo) pdedr
Q o, o,
- % /Q div[Ug = m(u)Vr + n(6)V (A@)Q) | (F"(2)(6 - 1)?) dwdr
:/ m(u—U) - (Vo — V) + (Vu— Vm)U(¢p — ¢) dedr — 2a/ (u—"U)- V(¢ —9)drdr
Q o
— /ﬂt (u-U) -VQ(q - Q)dxdr — % /m div {Uz/J —m(yY)Vr + n(w)V(A(qp)Q)} (F”'(z)(¢ _ w)z) de dr
C o @)V = V) - (400 - @) arar
- Qa/m(u -U)- V(¢ —¢)dzdr - /Qt(u ~U)-VQ(qg— Q)dzdr + N Ui(_gb;/’v(A(qs)(q - Q)) dzdr
(5.26)

~ [ —Vr--ve-v+U

_ %/Qt div [Uw —m(Y)Vr + n(l/J)V(A(z/J)Q)} (F”’(Z)(¢ _ w)z) de dr.

Here z denotes a suitable convex combination of ¢ and 1. We will now estimate each term of (5.26]) separately and obtain

t t
i< [l = Ulle = vl dr < [ )1+ (97l
0

Iy < 8n(@) (Vi - V) - 9 (46)a - Q)|

o [ 010~ vl ar
t
< [ 196yl = Ul —vlgar < [ €@+ [Voiar
t t
]4§/0 HVQH6||u—UH2||q—Q|\3d7'§5||Vq—VQH2L2(L2)+C/0 E(r)(1+(IVQllg) dr

t
Is < C/O Ul llé = ¢llslla = UV, + Ul [IVe = VQI2ll¢ — 9l dr
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t
Sc/o 10Nl = ¢lslla = QU IV ell; + Ul Ve = VRl ll¢ — 9l dr
t
< 20[Vg = VQ|}az2) + / E(T)(1 + Vo302, + [UI[,) dr

n< [ e (0 = )V + )V (40)) )| 177Gl - vl ar

gc/ots(f)

where z is a suitable convex combination of ¢ and 1. Here we have used Assumptions 1 to control |[F"(z)||; by
c(|lélls + [|1¥]l3). Summing all the estimates we find

div (U = m(@)Vr +n(@)V (A)Q) ) | (1 + ], + ]) dr

2 t
ZI<6H 9)(Viu - V) = V(A(9)a - Q) + 38|V — VQ2ap2) + / (1 + 197113 + 1013 + 915 (5.27)

L2(L2)

+1IVQlls + IVl IUI12, + 1U]1%, +

div (U = m(@)Vr +n(@)V (4)Q) )||, (1 + 18] + [¥1],)) €(r) dr.

5.7 Cross-diffusion remainder term

This section is devoted to the treatment of (5.24]). For convenience we split the integral further into 7~€mm which contains
all diffusive terms without the penalty term and a penalty remainder R,

Romiz = Romiz + Ra- (5.28)

We will first consider R, given by

Romin = /Qt ‘ )V — V) V(A(¢>)(q - Q)) ‘2 dedr + / (m(w) - m(¢>)) (Vi — V)V dz dr

Qy

n(6) ViV (A@)Q) drdr + /

Qy

+/Qt n(¢)VuV(A(¢)Q) dxdT—/

Qy

n($)VrV (A((b)q) dedr
- /Q n(¢)VwV(A(¢)q) dedr — 2/m n(¢)V7TV(A(¢)Q) dadr + 2/@ n(Y)Vrv (A(w)Q) dedr

- /Q t’v(A(w)Q)er /Q t‘V(A(@Q)rdxdT— /Q 9(400)v (a0)@) arar + /Q 9(4w) v (40)@) dra

After simple but tedious calculations we obtain the following result.

Lemma 5.1. 7~€mm can be rewritten as

Ronie = /Q | In(6)(V —~ ¥7) =V (A@)a - Q)] dwar + / (n(¥) = n(6)) V7 [n(6)(Vie = V) = V(A(9)(a — Q) | dwar

+/Q,V( >@) [n<¢><w—w>—v(A<¢i;-@>)}dxdT

" /Qt (n (@)(Vi = V) = V(A@)(a - Q)| [n(@)Vr - V(4@)Q)] dwar
“/, (” ()7 = V(A@)Q) |V (4)(a - @) /n(@) da dr

-, (1o Q))dw[ w99 (40))] dedr
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The proof can be found in the Appendix. We will now estimate all the integral separately which yields

2

o = (@) (V4 — vr) - v (A(6)(a - @)

L2(L2)

1< 8ln(é)(Vp - V) - v (4 e [ I Ivale - vl

L2

-,
o < 8n(o)(Vu - V) - V(40N - D). +c/t v((49) - A@)Q) ar
@a-)|,

s [ I )9 = v (a3@) [ - i ar
I4<c/ |9 - 9 (4@)Q)| (6 ~ vlIva — T@l, + 116~ vl Tl la - @)

Is < 6||n(6)(Vu — V) — V(A

< 26V = VQUany +o | e |inw)vr - (4@)Q) | (1+19912) o
I<e / |div [n()vr = v (4@)@Q) ||| ¢ = vllslla - Qlly ar

< 6|Vg = VQII3 (o) + c/ot (1 n ] div [n(ww - v(A(qp)Q)} Hi) £(r)dr

Summing up all above estimates for Romiz and applying Lemma [£.] we conclude

25: i<~ (1-39) [n(6) (Vi — V1) - Y (4(6)(a - @)

—~ L2(L?)

+30]1Vg — VQ[ 7212

e / (19713 + 19 QIE + 1QI% + IVI3IQIZ% + IVwIZIQI2 (5.29)

div[n(w) V7~V (A@)Q)] Hi) £(r)dr

Finally, we consider the remainder R, see (5.28), by adding the terms +2am(¢)VaV(p—1)), £2an(4)V (A(QS)Q) V(p—1),
j:2an(z/1)V(A(¢)Q) V(¢ — 1) leads to

+ @) ve - v (aw)Q) | (1 +19612) +

Ro=—2a | m(p)Vu(Vp — V) +m(y)Vr(Vy — Vo) dedr
+20 [ ()9 (4(0)q) (Vo - V) + n<w>V(A<w>Q) (Vi — V6) e dr
_ 2a/m n($) [n(¢)(Vﬂ — V) — ( )}v ¢ — ) dzdr

—2a/Q (m(¢)— (zp))vwwp ) d:vd7+2a/

Qr

))V(A@)Q) V(6 —v) drdr

+2a [ n(@)9((40) - A@)Q) V(6 — 1) dr

Similarly as in (5.29) we estimate the integrals of R,

2 K 2 2 2
Ra < 8[n(0)(Vie = V) = ¥ (40)a - Q) , . +e / IV = Voll; + ll =I5 vrll3 dr

18



t t
te [190-To13 + 10— wlRITOIZIIL + v - vIAIVQIidr + < [ [[v((A@) - 4w)Q) |, IVe - T, dr.
0 0 2

Application of Lemma [£.1] implies

2
Ra < 0|[1o(6)(Vie = V) =V (40)a - Q) , .,
t
+e [ &) [L4 1915 + IVOIZIQIE + I9QI + Q1 + Q1% IV413] o~ (5.30)

5.8 Gronwall-type estimates

In this section we will collect all estimates derived in the previous sections to deduce inequality ([£3). Summing the

estimates (.17), (£22), (523), ((27), (529), (5.30) yields
E(t) +bD < E(0) + /t g(1)E(T) dr, (5.31)
0

[ eatrrar =e [ €[+ IDUIE -+ 0+ (O + B+ B + r(€) + o0
+ V15 + 1015 + V7113 + [IVSI31QI1% + 1V Qs + Q1% + QI IV + IVEIEIUIZ  (5:32)
+ [ln() V7 = 9 (A@)Q)I; (1+196113) + [[div [n(v)Vr — V(Aw)Q)]||;
+ [[div (U = m(@) V7 + n(6) ¥ (A)Q)) [l,(Ill; + 10l;)] ar.

Here D is given by (@6]) and b < 1 — 64. Thus, by choosing ¢ small enough we obtain b < 1.

Furthermore, the constant ¢ depends on the upper and lower bounds for the parametric functions, the L* norms of their
derivatives, on the penalty coefficient ¢ and on the size of the domain 2. We can see that for a more regular solution
(¢, Q, 7, U,H), cf. Definition B8l g € L'(0,T") and therefore we can apply the Gronwall lemma which yields Theorem
43

6 Conclusion

We have developed a concept of the relative energy for the viscoelastic phase separation model (22). Due to the non-
convexity of the potential F' it was necessary to modify the standard approach by introducing a suitable penalty term.
We showed that the relative energy leads to the weak-strong uniqueness principle for the weak solution (8:2), (83). In
other words, if the strong solution satisfying (4] exists then all weak solutions coincide with the corresponding strong
solution.

In future work we would like to apply the relative energy inequality in order to analyse convergence of numerical methods
applied to viscoelastic phase separation model ([22)).
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7 Appendix

Rz == [ [n()(T ~¥m) - v(A<¢><q - )] dwar + /Q () = m(@)) (Ve - Vm)¥rdrdr

+ /Q n(¢) wv dxdT / V,N d:ch—i— /Q n(¢)VwV(A(¢)q) dadr
_ / (w)vwv dxdT / vwv dxd¢+2 /Q n(w)wv(A(w)Q) dedr
/ ‘v /Qt]v de T—/{ZtV(A(qﬁ)q)V(A(qﬁ)Q) dxdr+/mv(A(¢)q)v(A(¢)Q) dz dr.

Suitable reformulation yields

Romia = — /Q | [n(6) (Vi = V) =V (A(6)a - Q)] Cdzdr + / (n(¥) = n(6)) (n(w) +n(9) ) (Vs = V)V dz dr

Q4

v (A6 -
n / n(6)(Vpa — W)V(A(¢>)Q) da dr - /Q () (T~ I0) (4()Q) dedr

A n(¢)VaV (A )) dedr — /Q n(Y)VaV (A(w)(q - Q)) dadr
/Q v Q)v Q)) de dr + / V(A(w)Q)V(A(w)(q - Q)) da dr.
We add £n(4)(Vi — w)v(A(¢)Q) and £n()VrV (A(¢)(q - Q)) to find

Roie == [ [(0)(Fn= V) = v (40)a - Q)] dedr+ [

Q4 Q

+ (1(0) = n0)) (Vs = V0V (4(6)Q) dadr + | (V= V0 ((4(0) - A@)Q) dedr

(n() = n(6)) (n() +n(6) ) (Vi = Vr)Vr dadr

+ /Q (n(6) = n(¥)) V7V (A(@)a - Q) dwdr + /Q n() Ve ((A() ~ AW))(a - Q)) drdr
- /Q V(4002)V(40)a - Q) ddr + /Q V(4w1Q)v(4w)(a - @) dear

First we add :I:V(A(d))Q)V(A((b)(q - Q)) and by rearranging the terms we deduce

7?’77’7,7;1) = _/

16V~ Vm) - ¥ (40 - @) dedr+ [ (n0) = n(0)) Y [n(6)(Va - V) - T (4@)(a - Q)] ddr

Q4

2

_|_
S

V((A(9) = AWNQ) [r(¥) (Vi = Vm) = V(A(9)(a - Q)| dwar

n(¥) = n(6)) (Vi = V) [n()Vr - V(A(@)Q) | dwar

+ 4+
q -/

((4(0) - aw)(a - Q) [n()Vr = V(4w)Q) | da dr.

Roie == [ [(0)(V = V) = V(40)a - Q)] dodr+ [

Qy Q

(n() = n(6)) Vr |n(@) (Vi = V) = V(4(6)(g - Q)) | dedr
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+ [ (400 - 4)Q) [n6)(Vu ~ 97) - ¥ (At0)(a - @) awar

_|_

| @) = (@) = VRV ((A() ~ A)Q) de e
+ [ () =n(@)) (V= Vo))V = ¥ (4(0)Q) | dedr
+ [ v ((460) - A0 - Q) [0 V7 - 9 (4(0)Q) ] da .

Finally, adding
£(n(v) ~n(@)V (A ~ Q) [n(¥) V7 = V(AW)Q) | /n(@)

implies the desired result

Rtz = /Qt 1)Y= 97) =9 (4@)a - Q)] drar+ [

Q

(n() = n(6)) V7 |n(6)(Vi = V) = V (A()(a - Q)] dedr
+ [ 9((a0) - 4w)@) [n(0)(T - T) - ¥ (4(0)(a - @) ] drar

. /ﬂt 2 =) (v - V) - ¥ (A0)(a - @))] [ V7 — ¥ (4@)Q) ] drar

n(¢)
+ /Qt % [n(d;)w - V(A(w)Q)] V(A(¢)(q _ Q)) dzdr

_ /ﬂt ((A(sb) — A())(q - Q))div [n(w)w - V(A(q/;)Q)} de dr.
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