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Abstract

In this paper we study the incompressible inviscid limit for a com-
pressible micro-polar model. We prove that the weak solution of the
compressible micro-polar system converges to the solution of the Navier-
Stokes equations (Euler equations) in the limit of small Mach number
(and vanishing viscosity).
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vanishing viscosity
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1 Introduction

We consider the compressible Navier-Stokes system describing the motion of
a barotropic micro-polar fluid in the whole space R

3

∂t̺ε + div(̺εuε) = 0, (1.1)

∂t(̺εuε) + div(̺εuε ⊗ uε) +∇p(̺ε) = divS(∇uε) + 2(ξ∇× ωε), (1.2)

I [∂t(̺εωε) + div(̺uε ⊗ ωε)] = divM(∇ωε) + 2(ξ∇× uε − 2ξωε). (1.3)

Here, ̺ε = ̺ε(x, t), uε = uε(x, t), ωε = ωε(x, t) and p = p(̺ε) denote
the density, velocity, micro-rotational (angular) velocity and pressure of the
fluid, respectively. The quantity I represents the micro-inertia coefficient
and the viscous stress tensors read as

S(∇uε) = (µ + ξ)∇uε + (µ + λ− ξ)divuε, (1.4)

M(∇ωε) = µ′∇ωε + (µ′ + λ′)divωε, (1.5)

with coefficients of viscosity µ, λ and of micro-viscosity µ′, λ′, ξ satisfying

µ, µ′, ξ > 0, 2µ + 3λ ≥ 0, 2µ′ + 3λ′ ≥ 0. (1.6)

Since the works in [14] and [31], the compressible micro-polar system has
recently received a considerable attention in terms of mathematical analysis.
In one-dimension, the compressible, viscous and heat-conducting micropo-
lar system was analyzed in [32]. The global existence of weak solutions in
three-dimension with discontinuous initial data was studied in [8] and, more
recently, the existence of dissipative measure-valued solutions was proved in
[24] together with a weak-strong uniqueness principle. Existence and large
time behavior of strong solutions in three-dimension was concerned by [30].
For further results on weak and strong solutions to the micropolar system
we also refer to [1], [6], [7] [11], [12], [13], [20], [25], [40], [41] and references
therein. In particular, in the context of singular limit analysis, recent results
are given in [35], [36], [37].

For the purpose of our analysis, we rewrite the above system in non-
dimensional form, namely for each physical quantity X present in the Navier-
Stokes equations, we introduce its reference value Xref and replace X with
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its dimensionless analogue X/Xref . Consequently, the system (1.1) - (1.3)
reads as follows

Sr∂t̺ε + div(̺εuε) = 0, (1.7)

Sr∂t(̺εuε) + div(̺εuε ⊗ uε) +
∇p(̺ε)
Ma2

=
1

RedivS(∇uε) + 2
1

Re (ξ∇× ωε),

(1.8)

∂t(̺εωε)+div(̺uε⊗ωε) =
ReM
Re divM(∇ωε)+2

1

Re(ξ∇×uε−2ξωε). (1.9)

Here, Ma is the Mach number and Re is the Reynolds number defined as
follows

Ma = uref/
√

pref/̺ref , Re = ̺refurefLref/µref ,

while
Sr = Lref

trefuref

is the Strouhal number. We also introduce

ReM = µ′ref/µrefL
2
ref .

The Mach number is the ratio of the characteristic velocity of the flow to the
speed of the sound in the fluid while the Reynolds number is the ratio of the
inertial to the viscous forces in the fluid. The Strouhal number plays a role
in oscillating, non-steady flows, as the Kármán vortex street (see e.g. [39]),
where 1/tref is the frequency of vortex shedding in the wake of von Kármań
(the characteristic length Lref could refers to a body invested by the flow
with characteristic velocity uref ). Here and hereafter, the Strouhal number
is set equal to one and we keep ReM fixed and positive. For more details
about the scaling procedure, the reader is referred to [16], Chapter 4.

Remark 1. Note that in performing the scaling analysis we considered µref
as the reference viscosity for µ, λ and ξ, and µ′ref for µ′ and λ′. Here,
ωref = 1/tref and Iref = L2

ref . For the definition of ReM see e.g. [3] and
the references therein.

For simplicity of the notation, we set Ma = ε and Re = ν−1. We assume
that the pressure is given by the following relation

p(̺ε) = a̺γε , a > 0, γ > 3/2. (1.10)
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The system is supplemented with the initial condition

̺ε(0, ·) = ̺0,ε = 1 + ε̺
(1)
0,ε, uε(0, ·) = u0,ε, ωε(0, ·) = ω0,ε (1.11)

and the far field conditions

̺ε → 1, uε → 0, ωε → 0 as |x| → ∞. (1.12)

Remark 2. The initial condition (1.11)1 can be seen as a perturbation of
the density field respect to the constant (equilibrium) density as first order
expansion in terms of the Mach number (see [16], Chapter 4). The role of
the quantity ̺

(1)
0,ε will be clear later when we introduce the acoustic system

related to the compressible Navier-Stokes equations (see Section 3).

Our aim is to identify the system of equations in the limit of ε→ 0 and in
the limit ε, ν → 0, respectively. More precisely, in the first case our goal is to
prove the convergence of the weak solution of the compressible micro-polar
system to the weak solution of the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation for
micro-polar fluids, namely

divv = 0, (1.13)

∂tv + v · ∇v +∇Π− 1

RedivS(∇v)− 2
1

Reξ∇×ω = 0, (1.14)

∂tω + v · ∇ω − ReM
Re divS(∇ω) + 2

1

Re (2ξω − ξ∇× v) = 0. (1.15)

The idea is to obtain suitable a priori estimates in order to pass to the
limit in the weak formulation for ε → 0. The main difficulty is to handle
the convective term in the momentum equations. Namely to show that
̺εuε ⊗ uε → v ⊗ v in a weak limit. This could be obtained through the
analysis of the acoustic equations. The convergence is meant in the sense of
the so-called ill-prepared initial data, namely data that allow the propagation
of acoustic waves (see [16]). The energy and Strichartz estimates (dispersive
estimates) discussed below allow the dispersion of the acoustic waves in the
limit ε→ 0. The analysis is inspired by the recent work [4].

In the second case we aim to prove the convergence of the weak solu-
tion of the compressible micro-polar system to the strong solution of the
incompressible Euler equation for micro-polar fluids, namely

divv = 0, (1.16)

∂tv + v · ∇v +∇Π = 0, (1.17)

∂tω + v · ∇ω = 0. (1.18)
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The convergence is obtained from a Gronwall type argument introducing a
relative energy inequality (see e.g. [9], [16], [22], [33]). Acoustic waves are
dispersed through the energy and Strichartz estimates discussed below.

In the last years, the study of the low Mach number and/or inviscid
regime for compressible fluids has been of large interest for many authors
(see [23] and references therein). However, in the context of micro-polar
compressible fluids very few results are present (see [35], [36], [37]). Indeed,
as far as the author is aware, the weak-weak convergence in the low Mach
number limit for the compressible (barotropic) micro-polar fluid in the whole
space with ill-prepared initial data has not been analyzed before. Concerning
the weak-strong convergence, the limit was already studied by [35]. However,
the author in [35] obtains the convergence under some conditions satisfied in
two ranges of the adiabatic coefficient γ, namely 3/2 < γ < 4 and γ ≥ 4 (see
Theorem 2.3 in [35]). In the present result, we remove these conditions and
generalize the result for γ > 3/2. We combine the recent analysis done in
[24], in which the author proves the existence of dissipative measure-valued
solution to a compressible micro-polar system together with a weak-strong
uniqueness principle, with the analysis in [4] and [5] in order to treat, on
one side, the dispersion of the acoustic waves, and, on the other side, the
micro-polar coupling.

1.1 Weak solution to the compressible system

Definition 3. We say that (̺ε,uε,ωε) is a weak solution to the compressible
micro-polar Navier-Stokes system (1.1) - (1.12) if

• the functions (̺ε,uε,ωε) belongs to the class

̺ε − 1 ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(R3) + Lγ(R3)), ̺ε ≥ 0 a.a in (0, T ) × R
3, (1.19)

uε ∈ L2(0, T ;D1,2
0 (R3;R3)), ̺εuε ∈ L∞(0, T ; (L2 +L

2γ

γ+1 )(R3;R3)), (1.20)

ωε ∈ L2(0, T ;D1,2
0 (R3;R3)), ̺εωε ∈ L∞(0, T ; (L2+L

2γ

γ+1 )(R3;R3)). (1.21)

• ̺ε − 1 ∈ Cweak([0, T ];L
2(R3) + Lγ(R3)) and the integral identity

ˆ

R3

̺ε(τ, x)ϕ(τ, x)dx−
ˆ

R3

̺0,εϕ(0, x)dx =

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(̺ε∂tϕ+ ̺εuε · ∇ϕ) dxdt
(1.22)

holds for all τ ∈ [0, T ] and any test function ϕ ∈ C∞
c ([0, T ]× R

3.
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• ̺εuε ∈ Cweak

(

[0, T ]; (L2 + L
2γ
γ+1 )(R3;R3)

)

and the integral identity
ˆ

R3

̺εuε(τ, x) · ϕ(τ, x)dx −
ˆ

R3

̺0,εu0,ε · ϕ(0, x)dx

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(

̺εuε · ∂tϕ+ ̺εuε ⊗ uε : ∇ϕ+
p(̺ε)

ε2
divϕ

)

dxdt

−ν
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

((µ + ξ)∇uε : ∇ϕ+ (µ+ λ− ξ)divuεdivϕ) dxdt

+ ν

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

2ξ (∇× ωε) · ϕdxdt (1.23)

holds for all τ ∈ [0, T ] and any test function ϕ ∈ C∞
c ([0, T ]× R

3;R3).

• ̺εωε ∈ Cweak

(

[0, T ]; (L2 + L
2γ

γ+1 )(R3;R3)
)

and the integral identity
ˆ

R3

̺εωε(τ, x) · ϕ(τ, x)dx −
ˆ

R3

̺0,εω0,ε · ϕ(0, x)dx

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(̺εωε · ∂tϕ+ ̺εωε ⊗ uε : ∇ϕ) dxdt

−ν
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(
µ′∇ωε : ∇ϕ+ (µ′ + λ′)divωεdivϕ

)
dxdt

+ ν

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

2ξ(∇× uε − 2ωε) · ϕdxdt (1.24)

holds for all τ ∈ [0, T ] and any test function ϕ ∈ C∞
c ([0, T ]× R

3;R3).

• The energy inequality
ˆ

R3

(
1

2
̺ε|uε|2 +

1

2
̺ε|ωε|2 +

P (̺ε, 1)

ε2

)

(τ, x)dx

+ν

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(
µ|∇uε|2 + (µ + λ)|divuε|2 + µ′|∇ωε|2 + (µ′ + λ′)|divωε|2 + ξ|2ωε −∇× uε|2

)
dxdt

≤
ˆ

R3

(
1

2
̺0,ε|u0,ε|2 +

1

2
̺0,ε|ω0,ε|2 +

P (̺0,ε, 1)

ε2

)

dx (1.25)

holds for a.a τ ∈ [0, T ], where

P (̺ε, 1) = H(̺ε)−H ′(1)(̺ε − 1)−H(1),

with

H(̺ε) = ̺ε

ˆ ̺ε

1

p(z)

z2
dz.
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Remark 4. Here, the space D1,2
0 (R3) is a completion of D(R3) – the space of

smooth functions compactly supported in R
3 – with respect to the norm

‖f‖2
D1,2

0
(R3)

=

ˆ

R3

|∇f |2 dx.

In accordance with the Sobolev’s inequality, we have

D1,2
0 (R3) ⊂ L6(R3), (1.26)

see [21].

The following result concerns the existence of a global weak solution to
the compressible micro-polar system (1.1) - (1.3) (see [35], Proposition 2.2;
see also [1]).

Proposition 1. Let γ > 3/2 and the initial data (̺0,ε,u0,ε,ω0,ε) satisfy

ˆ

R3

(
1

2
̺0,ε|u0,ε|2 +

1

2
̺0,ε|ω0,ε|2 +

P (̺0,ε, 1)

ε2

)

≤ C (1.27)

such that

̺0,εu0,ε(x) = 0, ̺0,εω0,ε(x) = 0, whenever x ∈ {̺0,ε = 0}. (1.28)

Then, there exists at least one weak solution to the Navier-Stokes system
(1.1) - (1.3) in the sense of Definition 3.

1.2 Weak and strong solution to the incompressible system

We recall the global existence of weak solution for the Navier-Stokes system
(1.13) - (1.15), and the local existence of strong solution to the incompressible
inviscid system (1.16) - (1.18).

Theorem 5. [[31] Chapter 3, Theorem 1.1.6] Assume the initial data v0 ∈
W 1,2(R3;R3), divv0 = 0, and ω0 ∈ L2(R3;R3). Then, there exist (v,ω, p)

v ∈ L∞(0, T ;H(R3;R3)) ∩ L2(0, T ;V (R3;R3)),

ω ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(R3;R3)) ∩ L2(0, T ;D1
0(R

3;R3)),

p ∈ D′(R3 × (0, T )) (1.29)

satisfying (1.13) - (1.15) in the sense of distribution and initial data weakly
in L2(R3).
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Remark 6. Above, (H,V ) denote the closure of {f ∈ C∞
0 (R3;R3);divf = 0}

in L2(R3) and D1
0(R

3).

Theorem 7. [[35], Proposition 2.1] Let s > 5/2. Assume the initial data
v0,ω0 ∈ W s,2(R3;R3) and divv0 = 0. Then, there exists T ∗ ∈ (0,∞) and
a unique solution (v,ω) ∈ L∞(0, T ∗;W s,2(R3;R3)) to the system (1.16) -
(1.18) such that

sup
0≤t≤T

{‖(v,ω)(t, ·)‖W s,2(R3;R3) + ‖(∂tv, ∂tω)(t, ·)‖W s−1,2(R3;R3)} ≤ CT

(1.30)
for any 0 < T < T ∗.

Remark 8. Because the system (1.16) - (1.18) is decoupled, the classical
results on the incompressible Euler equations (see e.g. [26]) and on the
transport equation gives the estimate (1.30) (see [35]).

1.3 Main results

Our main results can be stated as follows:

Theorem 9. Let (̺ε,uε,ωε) be the weak solution to the compressible Navier-
Stokes system (1.1)-(1.3) with the initial data

(u0,ε,ω0,ε) bounded in L2(R3;R3), ̺
(1)
0,ε bounded in (L2 ∩ L∞)(R3) (1.31)

uniformly for ε such that

̺0,εu0,ε → v0, ̺0,εω0,ε → ω0 in L2(R3;R3) (1.32)

as ε→ 0. Then

̺ε → 1 in L∞(0, T ; (L2+Lγ)(R3), uε → v weakly in L2(0, T ;W 1,2
0 (R3;R3)),

(1.33)
ωε → ω weakly in L2(0, T ;W 1,2

0 (R3;R3)) (1.34)

and
uε → v in L2(0, T ;L2

loc(R
3;R3)), (1.35)

for any T > 0, where (v,ω) is the weak solution to the initial value problem
(1.13)-(1.15).
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Theorem 10. Assume there exist ̺
(1)
0 ∈ L2(R3) and (u0,ω0) ∈ L2(R3;R3)

such that
(

̺
(1)
0,ε − ̺

(1)
0

)

, (u0,ε − u0) , (ω0,ε − ω0) → 0 in L2(R3) (1.36)

and (v0 = H(u0),ω0) ∈ W s,2(R3;R3) (s>5/2), such that supp[v0] and
supp[ω0] compact in R

3, ∇Ψ0 = H⊥(u0) ∈ L2(R3;R3). Let (v,ω) be the
unique solution to the initial value problem (1.16)-(1.18) and (̺ε,uε,ωε)
be the weak solution to the compressible Navier-Stokes system (1.1)-(1.3).
Then, as ε, ν → 0,

̺ε → 1 in L∞(0, T ; (L2 + Lγ)(R3)),
√
̺εuε → v in L2(0, T ;L2

loc(K;R3)),
(1.37)√

̺εωε → ω in L2(0, T ;L2
loc(K;R3)) (1.38)

for any T > 0 and any compact set K ⊂ R
3.

Remark 11. Here, the symbol H and H⊥ denote the Helmoholtz projection
onto the space of solenoidal functions and the corresponding gradient part,
in the sense that a vector function f : Ω → R

3 is written as

f = H[f ]
︸︷︷︸

solenoidal part

+ H⊥[f ]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

gradient part

. (1.39)

For more details we refer the reader to [16], Section 5.4.1.

Corollary 12. Indeed, the exact convergence rate holds

‖√̺ε (uε − v −∇Ψε) (τ, ·)‖2L2(R3;R3) + ‖√̺ε (ωε − ω) (τ, ·)‖2L2(R3;R3)

+

∥
∥
∥
∥

̺− 1

ε
(τ, ·) − ψ(τ, ·)

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2(R3)

+

∥
∥
∥
∥

̺− 1

ε2/γ
(τ, ·) − ψ(τ, ·)

ε(2/γ)−1

∥
∥
∥
∥

γ

Lγ(R3)

≤ c

(

‖u0,ε − u0‖2L2(R3;R3) +
∥
∥
∥̺

(1)
0,ε − ̺

(1)
0

∥
∥
∥

2

L2(R3)
+ ‖ω0,ε − ω0‖2L2(R3;R3)

)

,

(1.40)
for τ ∈ [0, T ] .

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the uni-
form bounds necessary for our analysis. In Section 3, we discuss the acoustic
system related to the Navier-Stokes equations. In Section 4, we prove the
convergence of the weak solution of the compressible Navier-Stokes system to
the weak solution of the incompressible system in the limit of the Mach num-
ber that tends to zero. In Section 5, through the use of the relative energy
inequality, we prove the convergence of the weak solution of the compressible
Navier-Stokes system to the classical solution of the Euler equations.
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2 Preliminaries

In the following we introduce some preliminaries estimates useful for our
analysis and we discuss the a priori bounds.

2.1 Estimates

Let us introduce a regularizing kernel χ ∈ C∞
0 (R3), χ ≥ 0 and

´

R3 χdx = 1.
We define χη = η−3χ(x/η). In the present analysis, we will use the following
estimates (see [10], relations (2.1) and (2.2)). For f ∈ D1(R3), we have

‖f−f∗χη‖Lq(R3) ≤ c(q)η1−σ‖∇f‖L2(R3), q ∈ [2, 6], β = 3

(
1

2
− 1

q

)

. (2.1)

Moreover, for 1 < p2 < p1 < +∞, s ≥ 0 and η ∈ (0, 1), we have

‖f ∗ χη‖Lp1 (R3) ≤ cη−s−3(1/p2−1/p1)‖f‖W−s,p2 (R3). (2.2)

2.2 A priori bounds

From the energy inequality, we have

√
̺εuε,

√
̺εωε uniformly bounded in L∞

(
0, T ;L2

(
R
3;R3

))
, (2.3)

∇uε, ∇ωε uniformly bounded in L2
(
0, T ;L2

(
R
3;R3

))
. (2.4)

Moreover, we observe that the map ̺→ P (̺, 1) is a strictly convex function
on (0,∞) with global minimum equal to 0 at ̺ = 1 that grows at infinity
with the rate ̺γ . Consequently, the integral

´

R3 P (̺, 1) (τ, ·) dx in (1.25)
provides a control of (̺− 1) (τ, ·) in L2 over the sets

{
x : |̺− 1| (τ, x) < 1

2

}

and in Lγ over the sets
{
x : |̺− 1| (τ, x) ≥ 1

2

}
. Consequently, there holds

P (̺, r) ≈ |̺− 1|2 1{|̺−r|< 1

2} + |̺− r|γ 1{|̺−1|≥ 1

2}, ∀̺ ≥ 0, (2.5)

in the sense that P (̺, 1) gives an upper and lower bound in term of the right-
hand side quantity (see [2], [35]). Therefore, we have the following uniform
bounds

ess sup
τ∈[0,T ]

∥
∥
∥[(̺− 1) (τ, ·)] 1{|̺−1|< 1

2}
∥
∥
∥
L2(R3)

≤ Cε, (2.6)

ess sup
τ∈[0,T ]

(∥
∥
∥[(̺− 1) (τ, ·)] 1{|̺−1|≥ 1

2}
∥
∥
∥
Lγ(R3)

)

≤ Cε2/γ . (2.7)
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Consequently,

̺ε → 1 in L∞
(
0, T ;L2

(
R
3
)
+ Lγ

(
R
3
))
. (2.8)

Similarly to above, for a function fε such that fε ∈ D1,2
0 (R3), we can write

fε = fε1{|̺−1|< 1

2} + fε1{|̺−1|≥ 1

2}. (2.9)

Now, for fε = (uε,ωε), following [17] we decompose
ˆ

R3

|fε|2dx =

ˆ

R3

(1− ̺ε)|fε|2dx+

ˆ

R3

̺ε|fε|2dx. (2.10)

According to (2.3), the second term in (2.10) is bounded in L∞(0, T ). We
consider the first term and we write

̺ε − 1 = ̺(1)ε + ̺(2)ε (2.11)

with

̺(1)ε → 0 in L∞
(
0, T ;Lγ

(
R
3
))
, ̺(2)ε → 0 in L∞

(
0, T ;L2

(
R
3
))
, (2.12)

according to (2.6) and (2.7). By Hölder and Sobolev inequality, we have
∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ

R3

(1− ̺ε)|fε|2dx
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ cε
2

γ

(
ˆ

R3

|fε|2γ
′

dx

)1/γ′

+ cε

(
ˆ

R3

|fε|4 dx
)1/2

≤ cε
2

γ

(
ˆ

R3

|fε|2 dx
) 3

2γ′
− 1

2
(
ˆ

R3

|fε|6 dx
) 1

2
− 1

2γ′

+cε

(
ˆ

R3

|fε|2 dx
)1/4 (ˆ

R3

|fε|6 dx
)1/4

≤ cε
2

γ

(
ˆ

R3

|fε|2 dx
) 3

2γ′
− 1

2
(
ˆ

R3

|∇fε|2 dx
) 3

2

(

1− 1

γ′

)

+ cε

(
ˆ

R3

|fε|2 dx
)1/4 (ˆ

R3

|∇fε|2 dx
)3/4

(2.13)
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with 1/γ + 1/γ′ = 1, and where we used (2.6), (2.7) and the Sobolev’s
inequality (1.26). By applying Young’s inequality, from (2.4) and (2.10) we
conclude

fε uniformly bounded in L2
(

0, T ;W 1,2
0

(
R
3;R3

))

(2.14)

and, consequently,

(uε,ωε) uniformly bounded in L2
(

0, T ;W 1,2
0

(
R
3;R3

))

, (2.15)

for fixed µ, λ, µ′, λ′ > 0. In particular, a direct consequence of (2.3) gives

(uε,ωε)1{|̺−1|< 1

2} uniformly bounded in L∞
(
0, T ;L2

(
R
3;R3

))
, (2.16)

and, back to (2.13), we have

ε−min(1,2/γ)(uε,ωε)1{|̺−1|≥ 1

2} uniformly bounded in L2
(
0, T ;L2

(
R
3;R3

))
,

(2.17)
We conclude saying that, as a consequence of (2.3) and (2.7), we have

(̺εuε, ̺εωε)1{|̺−1|< 1

2} uniformly bounded in L∞(0, T ;L2
(
R
3;R3

)
) (2.18)

and

(̺εuε, ̺εωε)1{|̺−1|≥ 1

2} uniformly bounded in L∞(0, T ;L
2γ
γ+1

(
R
3;R3

)
).

(2.19)

3 Acoustic waves

The compressibility of the fluid allows the propagation of the acoustic waves.
In the following, we introduce the acoustic system related to the Eqs. (1.1) -
(1.3) and we discuss the dispersion of the acoustic waves in the incompressible
limit.

3.1 Acoustic system

The acoustic system related to the Eqs. (1.1) - (1.3) in its homogeneous
form reads as follows

ε∂tψε +∆Ψε = 0, ε∂t∇Ψε + a2∇ψε = 0, a2 = p′(1) > 0, (3.1)

supplemented with the initial data

ψε(0, x) = ψ0,ε(x), ∇Ψε(0, x) = ∇Ψ0,ε(x). (3.2)

13



Remark 13. The homogeneous acoustic system (3.1) is understood as a lin-
earization of the inviscid compressible momentum equation (1.2) where we
assumed that the perturbation of the density is small in comparison to the
basic state. For more details the reader can refer to [15], Section 2.3.1, and
[27], Chapter 8.

3.2 Initial data

We consider

ψ0,ε = ̺
(1)
0,ε, ∇Ψ0,ε = H⊥(u0,ε). (3.3)

The initial data (3.3) has to be understood in the sense that the velocity uε

is written in terms of the Helmholtz decomposition

uε = H [uε] +H⊥ [uε] ,

where
H⊥ [uε] = ∇Ψε

represents the presence of the acoustic waves, with Ψε the acoustic potential,
disappearing in the limit ε→ 0, and H [uε] the solenoidal component.

3.3 Energy and decay estimates

The acoustic system conserves energy, namely

1

2

ˆ

R3

|aψε(t, x)|2 + |∇Ψε(t, x)|2 dx =
1

2

ˆ

R3

|aψ0(x)|2 + |∇Ψ(x)|2 dx (3.4)

for any t ≥ 0. Moreover, the following energy estimates hold

‖ψε(t, ·)‖W k,2(R3) + ‖∇Ψε(t, ·)‖W k,2(R3;R3)

≤ c
(

‖ψ0,ε‖W k,2(R3) + ‖∇Ψ0,ε‖W k,2(R3;R3)

)

(3.5)

for k = 1, 2, · · · ,m. Concerning the decay of the acoustic waves in the
incompressible limit, we recall the following Strichartz or dispersive estimates
(see [10], [34])

‖ψε‖Lq(0,T ;Lp(R3)) + ‖∇Ψε‖Lq(0,T ;Lp(R3;R3))

≤ cε
1

q
(
‖ψ0,ε‖Wσ,2(R3) + ‖∇Ψ0,ε‖Wσ,2(R3;R3)

)
, (3.6)

14



for any

p, q ∈ (2,∞),
1

q
=

1

2
− 1

p
, σ =

2

q
< 1. (3.7)

Hence for any k = 0, 1, · · · ,m− 1,

‖ψε‖Lq(0,T ;W k,p(R3)) + ‖∇Ψε‖Lq(0,T ;W k,p(R3;R3))

≤ cε
1

q
(
‖ψ0,ε‖Wm,2(R3) + ‖∇Ψ0,ε‖Wm,2(R3;R3)

)
. (3.8)

The homogeneous form of the energy and dispersive estimates discussed
above and related to the system (3.1) - (3.2) will be used in order to prove
the weak-strong convergence result.

3.3.1 Inhomogeneous case

Now, we consider the inhomogeneous case of (3.1), namely

ε∂tψε +∆Ψε = εf1, ε∂t∇Ψε + a2∇ψε = εf2 (3.9)

supplemented with the initial data

ψε(0, x) = ψ0,ε(x), ∇Ψε(0, x) = ∇Ψ0,ε(x), (3.10)

where f1, f2 ∈ Lq(0, T ;Wm,2(R3)) and ψ0,ε(xh),∇Ψ0,ε ∈ Wm,2(R3). The
following energy estimates hold

‖ψε‖L∞(0,T ;W k,2(R3)) + ‖∇Ψε‖L∞(0,T ;W k,2(R3;R3))

≤ c
(
‖ψ0,ε‖Wm,2(R3) + ‖∇Ψ0,ε‖Wm,2(R3;R3)

)

+ c
(
‖f1‖L2(0,T ;Wm,2(R3)) + ‖f2‖L2(0,T ;Wm,2(R3;R3))

)
, (3.11)

as well as the Strichartz or dispersive estimates

‖ψε‖Lq(0,T ;W k,p(R3)) + ‖∇Ψε‖Lq(0,T ;W k,p(R3;R3))

≤ cε
1

q
(
‖ψ0,ε‖Wm,2(R3) + ‖∇Ψ0,ε‖Wm,2(R3;R3)

)

+ c(T )ε
1

q
(
‖f1‖Lq(0,T ;Wm,2(R3)) + ‖f2‖Lq(0,T ;Wm,2(R3;R3))

)
(3.12)

for the same k, p, q as above (see [4], [10]).
In the weak-weak convergence analysis, we will consider the inhomoge-

neous case discussed above in terms of the Lighthill acoustic analogy [28],
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[29]. In this sense, the momentum ̺εuε = mε will be written in terms of its
Helmholtz decomposition, namely

mε = H [mε] +H⊥ [mε] ,

where
H⊥ [mε] = ∇Ψε.

In the following we will show the compactness of the solenoidal part and that
∇Ψε tends to zero on compact subsets and therefore becames negligible in
the limit ε→ 0.

3.3.2 Regularization

For the purpose of our analysis, it is convenient to regularize the initial data
(3.3) in the following way

̺
(1)
0,ε,η = χη ⋆

(

φη̺
(1)
0,ε

)

, ∇Ψ0,ε,η = χη ⋆ (φη∇Ψ0,ε) , (3.13)

with η > 0 and where {χη} is a family of regularazing kernels (see Section
2.1) and φη ∈ C∞

0 (R3) are standards cut-off functions. Consequently, the
acoustic system posses a (unique) smooth solution [ψε,Ψε] and the quantities
∇Ψε and ψε are compactly supported in R

3.

4 Weak–weak limit

Following Lighthill [28], [29], it is possible to write the Navier-Stokes system
in its acoustic analogy, namely

ε∂t

(
̺ε − 1

ε

)

+ div (̺εuε) = 0, (4.1)

ε∂t (̺εuε) + a2∇
(
̺ε − 1

ε

)

= ε (νdivS(∇uε)− div̺εuε ⊗ uε

− 1

ε2
∇

(
p (̺ε)− a2 (̺ε − 1)− p (1)

)
+ 2νξ∇× ωε

)

(4.2)

supplemented with the conditions (1.12). The system (4.1) and (4.2) has to
be understood in the weak sense, namely

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

εrε∂tϕ+mε · ∇ϕdxdt+ ε

ˆ

R3

r0,εϕ(0, x)dx = 0, (4.3)
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holds for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c

(
[0, T ) ×R

3
)
, while

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

εmε · ∂tϕ+ a2rεdivϕdxdt+ ε

ˆ

R3

m0,ε · ϕ(0, x)dx

= ε

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(fε : ∇ϕ+ gε · ϕ)dxdt, (4.4)

for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c

(
[0, T )× R

3;R3
)
, where

rε =
̺ε − 1

ε
, mε = ̺εuε, fε = f1ε + f2ε + f3ε ,

f1ε = ̺εuε ⊗ uε, f2ε = −νS(∇uε),

f3ε =
1

ε2
(
p (̺ε)− a2 (̺ε − 1)− p (1)

)
I2,

gε = 2νξ(∇× ωε),

such that

f2ε ,gε uniformly bounded in L2
(
0, T ;L2

(
R
3;R3×3

))
(4.5)

and f1ε , f
3
ε uniformly bounded in L∞(0, T ;L1(R3;R3×3)) according to (2.3) -

(2.7). Consequently, we have

f1ε , f
3
ε uniformly bounded in L∞(0, T ;W−s,2(R3;R3×3)), s > 3/2, (4.6)

since L1(R3) is continuously embedded in W−s,2(R3;R3).

4.1 Compactness of the solenoidal component

From the uniform bound (2.15), there exists U(t, x) ∈ R
3 such that

uε → U weakly in L2
(
0, T ;W 1,2

(
R
3;R3

))
. (4.7)

Consequently, from (2.8), (4.7) and the weak formulation of the continuity
equation, we have

m = U

and
divU = 0 in D′,

which is equivalent to
divv = 0.
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Moreover, from (2.15), we also have

ωε → ω weakly in L2
(
0, T ;W 1,2

(
R
3;R3

))
. (4.8)

Now, we have

H [mε] → m weakly-(*) in L∞
(

0, T ;
(

L2 + L2γ/(γ+1)
) (

R
3;R3

))

. (4.9)

From (4.4) and the bounds (4.5) and (4.6), the above convergence could be
strengthen in the sense that

[

τ 7→
ˆ

R3

H [mε] · φdx
]

→
[

τ 7→
ˆ

R3

m · φdx
]

in C [0, T ] , (4.10)

for any φ ∈ C∞
c

(
R
3;R3

)
, divφ = 0 (for more details see [19], Section 6.2).

Consequently,

H [mε] → m in Cweak

(

0, T ;
(

L2 + L2γ/(γ+1)
) (

R
3;R3

))

. (4.11)

In particular, we note that 2γ/(γ+1) > 6/5 for γ > 3/2, and the convergence
(4.11) yields

H [mε] → m in C
(
0, T ;W−1,2

(
R
3;R3

))
(4.12)

thanks to the compact embedding of Lq in W−1,2 for q > 6/5. Now, from
(2.8), (4.7) and (4.12), we have

H[uε] ·H[uε] = (H [(1− ̺ε)uε] +H[̺εuε]) ·H[uε] → |v|2

in the sense of distribution. In particular, thanks to (4.7) and the compact
embedding of W 1,2(R3) in L2

loc(R
3), we have

H[uε] → v in L2(0, T ;L2
loc(R

3;R3)). (4.13)

4.2 Compactness of the gradient component

From (4.1) - (4.2) (or from the weak formulation (4.3) - (4.4)), we have
rε = ̺ε−1

ε and ∇Ψε = H⊥(̺εuε), and the inhomogeneous acoustic system
reads as follows

ε∂trε +∆Ψε = 0, ε∂t∇Ψε + a2∇rε = ε(divFε +Gε), (4.14)

supplemented with the initial data

rε(0, x) = ̺
(1)
0,ε, ∇Ψε(0, x) = H⊥(̺0,εu0,ε). (4.15)
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Here, Fε and Gε are the gradient part of fε and gε in the sense of (1.39),
namely

Fε = H⊥

[

̺εuε ⊗ uε − νS(∇uε) +
1

ε2
(
p (̺ε)− a2 (̺ε − 1)− p (1)

)
]

= F
1
ε + F

2
ε + F

3
ε, (4.16)

Gε = H⊥
[
2νξ∇× ωε

]
, (4.17)

where, in particular, we observe that Gε = 0. Moreover,

F
2
ε uniformly bounded in L2

(
0, T ;L2

(
R
3;R3×3

))
(4.18)

F
1
ε, F

3
ε uniformly bounded in L∞(0, T ;W−s,2(R3;R3×3)), s > 3/2, (4.19)

according to (4.5) and (4.6).
The system (4.14) and (4.15) is the inhomogeneous acoustic system (3.9)

- (3.10). In order to apply the dispersive estimates, we regularize (4.14) and
(4.15) in the sense of (3.13), namely

ε∂trε,η +∆Ψε,η = 0, ε∂t∇Ψε,η + a2∇rε,η = εdivFε,η (4.20)

rε,η(0, x) =
(

̺
(1)
0,ε

)

η
, ∇Ψε,η(0, x) =

(

H⊥(̺0,εu0,ε)
)

η
. (4.21)

Now, we use the Strichartz estimates (3.12) (with k = 0 (m = 1), p = 4 and
q = 4, for example). We have

‖rε,η‖Lq
T
(Lp(R3)) + ‖∇Ψε,η‖Lq

T
(Lp(R3;R3))

≤ cε
1

q

(

‖rε,η(0, x)‖W 1,2(R3) + ‖∇Ψε,η(0, x)‖W 1,2(R3;R3)

)

+ c(T )ε
1

q ‖divFε,η‖Lq
T
(W 1,2(R3;R3)). (4.22)

According to the uniform bounds (4.18), (4.19) and (4.21), the above dis-
persive estimate holds for divF1

ε and divF3
ε. However, due to the lack of

integrability in time, the dispersive estimate (4.22) does not hold for divF2
ε.

Consequently, we have

‖rε,η‖Lq
T
(Lp(R3)) + ‖∇Ψε,η‖Lq

T
(Lp(R3;R3))

≤ cε
1

q

(

‖rε,η(0, x)‖W 1,2(R3) + ‖∇Ψε,η(0, x)‖W 1,2(R3;R3)

)
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+c(T )ε
1

q ‖divF1
ε,η‖Lq

T
(W 1,2(R3;R3)) + c(T )ε

1

q ‖divF2
ε,η‖Lq

T
(W 1,2(R3;R3))

≤ c(η)ε
1

q + c(η, T )ε
1

q , η ∈ (0, 1). (4.23)

Now, in order to overcome the lack of integrability in time, following the
decomposition (2.9), in the spirit of [10] we define

u(1)
ε = uε1{|̺−1|< 1

2
}, u(2)

ε = uε1{|̺−1|≥ 1

2
}.

Consequently, we split

divF2
ε = divS(∇u(1)

ε ) + divS(∇u(2)
ε )

= F
(2,1)
ε + F

(2,2)
ε .

From the uniform estimates (2.16), we deduce that

F
(2,1)
ε uniformly bounded in L∞(0, T ;W−2,2(R3;R3)),

which can be handled using (4.22). While, from the uniform estimate (2.17),
we can deduce

ε−min(1,2/γ)
F
(2,2)
ε uniformly bounded in L2(0, T ;W−2,2(R3;R3));

see e.g. [10]. Consequently, the corresponding acoustic wave produced by
F
(2,2)
ε,η vanishes in L2(0, T ;Lp(R3;R3)) as ε → 0 (for fixed η) according to

(4.22). Letting ε→ 0, we find that for any η ∈ (0, 1) and p > 2

∇Ψε,η → 0 in L2(0, T ;Lp(R3;R3)), (4.24)

since q > 2. Now, following the analysis in [10], we study the following
quantity

H⊥(uε) = H⊥(uε)−H⊥(uε)η − εH⊥ (rεuε)η +H⊥(̺εuε)η

where ∇Ψε,η = H⊥(̺εuε)η. We have

‖H⊥(uε)‖L2
T
(Lp(R3;R3)) ≤ ‖H⊥(uε)−H⊥(uε)η‖L2

T
(Lp(R3;R3))

+ ‖εH⊥ (rεuε)η ‖L2
T
(Lp(R3;R3)) + ‖H⊥(̺εuε)η‖L2

T
(Lp(R3;R3)). (4.25)

By the use of the estimates (2.1) and (2.2), the first and the second terms
on the right hand side of (4.25) could be estimated as follows

‖H⊥(uε)−H⊥(uε)η‖L2
T
(Lp(R3;R3)) ≤ η1−β‖∇uε‖L2

T
(L2(R3;R3)), β = 3

(
1

2
− 1

p

)

,
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‖εH⊥ (rεuε)η ‖L2
T
(Lp(R3;R3)) ≤ εη−(1+β)‖rεuε‖L2

T
(W−1,2(R3;R3)),

with β ∈ (0, 1) for p ∈ (2, 6). Consequently, choosing η in terms of ε, namely
η = ε1/α with α > (1 + β), and taking ε→ 0 in (4.25), we obtain

H⊥(uε) → 0 in L2(0, T ;Lp(R3;R3)), p ∈ (2, 6). (4.26)

Combining the convergence (4.26) with the strong convergence of the solenoidal
part (4.13), we obtain

uε → v in L2(0, T ;L2
loc(R

3;R3)). (4.27)

4.3 The weak-weak limit convergence

Applying the strong convergence (4.27) together with (4.7) and (4.8) in the
weak formulation, we obtain

ˆ

R3

v · ∇ϕdx = 0

for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R3). Moreover,

ˆ

R3

v · ϕ(τ, x)dx −
ˆ

R3

v0 · ϕ(0, x)dx

=

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

R3

v · ∂tϕ+ v ⊗ v : ∇ϕdxdt− (µ+ ξ)

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

R3

∇v : ∇ϕdxdt

+2ξ

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

R3

(∇× ω) · ϕdxdt

and
ˆ

R3

ω · ϕ(τ, x)dx −
ˆ

R3

ω0 · ϕ(0, x)dx

=

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

R3

ω · ∂tϕ+ v ⊗ ω : ∇ϕdxdt− µ′
ˆ τ

0

ˆ

R3

∇ω : ∇ϕdxdt

−(µ′+λ′)

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

R3

divω : divϕdxdt+4ξ

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

R3

ω·ϕdxdt−2ξ

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

R3

∇×vdxdt,

for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c ([0, T ) × R

3), divϕ = 0. We thus conclude the proof of the
Theorem 9.
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5 Weak–strong limit

5.1 Relative energy inequality

Inspired by [18], for any sufficiently smooth function (r,U,W), we introduce
the following relative energy functional

E(̺ε,uε,ωε|r,U,W)(τ, x)

=

ˆ

R3

(
1

2
̺ε|uε −U|2 + 1

2
̺ε|ωε −W|2 +H(̺ε) +H ′(r)(̺ε − r)−H(r)

)

dx.

(5.1)
Now, in order to derive a relative energy inequality satisfied by the weak
solution (̺ε,uε,ωε), following [24] we test the continuity equation (1.22)
with 1

2 |U|2, 1
2 |W|2 and H ′(r)−H ′(1) respectively. We have,
ˆ

R3

1

2
̺ε(τ, x)|U|2(τ, x)dx −

ˆ

R3

1

2
̺0,ε|U|2(0, x)dx

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(̺εU · ∂tU+ ̺εuε · ∇U ·U) dxdt, (5.2)

ˆ

R3

1

2
̺ε(τ, x)|W|2(τ, x)dx −

ˆ

R3

1

2
̺0,ε|W|2(0, x)dx

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(̺εW · ∂tW+ ̺εuε · ∇W ·W) dxdt (5.3)

and
ˆ

R3

1

2
̺ε(τ, x)(H

′(r)−H ′(1))(τ, x)dx −
ˆ

R3

1

2
̺0,ε(H

′(r)−H ′(1))(0, x)dx

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(
̺ε∂tH

′(r) + ̺εuε · ∇H ′(r)
)
dxdt. (5.4)

Now, we test (1.23) and (1.24) with U and W , respectively. We obtain
ˆ

R3

̺εuε(τ, x) ·U(τ, x)dx −
ˆ

R3

̺0,εu0,ε ·U(0, x)dx

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(

̺εuε · ∂tU+ ̺εuε ⊗ uε : ∇U+
p(̺ε)

ε2
divU

)

dxdt

−ν
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

((µ + ξ)∇uε : ∇U+ (µ+ λ− ξ)divuεdivU) dxdt
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+ ν

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

2ξ(∇× ωε) ·U)dxdt (5.5)

and
ˆ

R3

̺εωε(τ, x) ·W(τ, x)dx −
ˆ

R3

̺0,εω0,ε ·W(0, x)dx

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(̺εωε · ∂tW+ ̺εωε ⊗ uε : ∇W− 4ξωε ·W) dxdt

−ν
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(
µ′∇ωε : ∇W + (µ′ + λ′)divωεdivW

)
dxdt

+ ν

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

2ξ(∇× uε) ·W)dxdt. (5.6)

Plugging (5.2) - (5.6) in (5.1) and using the energy inequality (1.25), we
obtain the following relative energy inequality

E(̺ε,uε,ωε|r,U,W)(τ, x) − E(̺ε,uε,ωε|r,U,W)(0, x)

+ν

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

((µ+ ξ)∇uε : (∇uε −∇U) + (µ + λ− ξ)divuε(divuε − divU)) dxdt

+ν

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(
µ′∇ωε : (∇ωε −∇W) + (µ′ + λ′)divωε(divωε − divW)

)
dxdt

+ν

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(4ξωε · (ωε −W)− 2ξ(∇× ωε) · (uε −U)− 2ξ(∇× uε) · (ωε −W)) dxdt

≤
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε (∂tU+ uε · ∇U)·(U− uε) dxdt+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε (∂tW+ uε · ∇W)·(W − ωε) dxdt

+
1

ε2

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(
(r − ̺ε)∂tH

′(r) +∇H ′(r) · (rU− ̺εuε)
)
dxdt

− 1

ε2

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(p(̺ε)− p(r)) divUdxdt, (5.7)

for any smooth function (r,U,W) such that

r > 0, (r− 1) ∈ C∞
c

(
[0, T ]× R

3
)
, (U,W) ∈ C∞

c

(
[0, T ]× R

3;R3
)
. (5.8)
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5.2 The incompressible inviscid limit

After some algebra, the relative energy inequality (5.7) could be rewritten
as follows

E(̺ε,uε,ωε|r,U,W)(τ, ·) − E(̺ε,uε,ωε|r,U,W)(0, ·)

+ν

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

((µ+ ξ)(∇uε −∇U) : (∇uε −∇U) + (µ + λ− ξ)(divuε − divU)(divuε − divU)) dxdt

+ν

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(
µ′(∇ωε −∇W) : (∇ωε −∇W) + (µ′ + λ′)(divωε − divW)(divωε − divW)

)
dxdt

+ν

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

ξ|2(ωε −W)−∇× (uε −U)|2dx

≤
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε (∂tU+ uε · ∇U)·(U− uε) dxdt+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε (∂tW+ uε · ∇W)·(W − ωε) dxdt

−ν
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

((µ+ ξ)∇U : (∇uε −∇U) + (µ+ λ− ξ)divU(divuε − divU)) dxdt

−ν
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(
µ′∇W : (∇ωε −∇W) + (µ′ + λ′)divW(divωε − divW)

)
dxdt

−ν
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(4ξW · (ωε −W)− 2ξ(∇×W) · (uε −U)− 2ξ(∇×U) · (ωε −W)) dxdt

+
1

ε2

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(
(r − ̺ε)∂tH

′(r) +∇H ′(r) · (rU− ̺εuε)
)
dxdt

− 1

ε2

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(p(̺ε)− p(r)) divUdxdt. (5.9)

Now, let rε,η = 1 + εψε,η. In the following, we will use

[rε,η,Uε,η,Wε,η], Uε,η = (v +∇Ψε,η), Wε,η = ω

as test functions [r,U,W] in the relative energy inequality (5.9), with (v,ω)
strong solution of the system (1.16) - (1.18).
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5.2.1 Initial data

For the initial data, similar to the analysis developed in [4] and [5], we have

Eε,η (̺ε,uε,ωε|rε,η,Uε,η,Wε,η) (0, x) =

ˆ

R3

1

2
̺0,ε |u0,ε − u0|2 dx+

ˆ

R3

1

2
̺0,ε |ω0,ε − ω0|2 dx

+

ˆ

R3

1

ε2

[

H
(

1 + ε̺
(1)
0,ε

)

− εH ′
(

1 + ε̺
(1)
0

)(

̺
(1)
0,ε − ̺

(1)
0

)

−H
(

1 + ε̺
(1)
0

)]

dx.

(5.10)
For the first term on the right hand side of the equality (5.10), we have

ˆ

R3

1

2
̺0,ε |u0,ε − u0|2 dx =

ˆ

R3

1

2

∣
∣
∣1 + ε̺

(1)
0,ε

∣
∣
∣ |u0,ε − u0|2 dx

≤
ˆ

R3

1

2
|u0,ε − u0|2 dx+

ˆ

R3

1

2

∣
∣
∣ε̺

(1)
0,ε

∣
∣
∣ |u0,ε − u0|2 dx

≤
ˆ

R3

1

2
|u0,ε − u0|2 dx+ ε

∥
∥
∥̺

(1)
0,ε

∥
∥
∥
L∞(R3)

ˆ

R3

1

2
|u0,ε − u0|2 dx

≤ c (1 + ε)
∥
∥
∥|u0,ε − u0|2

∥
∥
∥
L1(R3;R3)

. (5.11)

Similar analysis can be done for the second term on the right hand side of
(5.10). For the third term on the right hand side of (5.10), setting a =

1 + ε̺
(1)
0,ε and b = 1 + ε̺

(1)
0 and observing that

H(a) = H(b) +H ′(b)(a − b) +
1

2
H ′′(ξ)(a− b)2, ξ ∈ (a, b) ,

∣
∣H(a)−H ′(b)(a− b)−H(b)

∣
∣ ≤ c |a− b|2 ,

we have
ˆ

R3

1

ε2

[

H
(

1 + ε̺
(1)
0,ε

)

− εH ′
(

1 + ε̺
(1)
0

)(

̺
(1)
0,ε − ̺

(1)
0

)]

dx

≤ c

ˆ

R3

1

ε2

(∣
∣
∣ε
(

̺
(1)
0,ε − ̺

(1)
0

)∣
∣
∣

2
)

dx

≤ c

∥
∥
∥
∥

∣
∣
∣̺

(1)
0,ε − ̺

(1)
0

∣
∣
∣

2
∥
∥
∥
∥
L1(R3)

. (5.12)

We can conclude

Eε,η (̺ε,uε,ωε|rε,η,Uε,η,Wε,η) (0, x)

≤ c (1 + ε)

(∥
∥
∥|u0,ε − u0|2

∥
∥
∥
L1(R3;R3)

+
∥
∥
∥|ω0,ε − ω0|2

∥
∥
∥
L1(R3;R3)

)

+c

∥
∥
∥
∥

∣
∣
∣̺

(1)
0,ε − ̺

(1)
0

∣
∣
∣

2
∥
∥
∥
∥
L1(R3)

.

(5.13)
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5.2.2 The dissipative terms

We have

ν

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(µ + ξ)∇Uε,η : (∇Uε,η −∇uε)dxdt

≤ ν

2

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

R3

(µ+ξ)(∇Uε,η−∇uε) : (∇Uε,η−∇uε)dxdt+
ν

2

ˆ τ

0

ˆ

R3

(µ+ξ)|∇Uε,η|2dxdt,

where we used the Young inequality. The first term can be absorbed by its
counterpart on the left side of (5.9) and the second term is estimated by
c(η, µ, ξ, T )ν, which goes to zero as ν → 0. Similarly, is possible to treat the
other viscous term and the micro-polar viscous terms.

Moreover, thanks to the uniform bounds and the regularity of ω and
Uε,η, the term

ν

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(4ξω · (ωε −ω)− 2ξ(∇× ω) · (uε −Uε,η)− 2ξ(∇×Uε,η) · (ωε − ω)) dxdt

goes to zero as ν → 0.

5.2.3 The micro-polar convective term

We have
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε (∂tω + uε · ∇ω) · (ω − ωε) dxdt

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε∂tω · (ω − ωε)dxdt+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺εuε · ∇ω · (ω − ωε)dxdt

Using (1.18), we have

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

∂tω · ̺ε(ω − ωε)dxdt = −
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

v · ∇ω · ̺ε(ω − ωε)dxdt

= −
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺εUε,η ·∇ω ·(ω−ωε)dxdt+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε∇Ψε,η ·∇ω ·(ω−ωε)dxdt.

Consequently, after some algebra, we have

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε (∂tω + uε · ∇ω) · (ω − ωε) dxdt

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε(uε−Uε,η)·∇ω·(ω−ωε)dxdt+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε∇Ψε,η·∇ω·(ω−ωε)dxdt.
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We can estimate the first term as follows
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε(uε −Uε,η) · ∇ω · (ω − ωε)dxdt

≤ c(η, T )

(
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε|uε −Uε,η|2dxdt+
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε|ω − ωε|2dxdt
)

≤ c(η, T )

ˆ T

0
E(t, ·)dx, (5.14)

where we used the Young inequality and the regularity of ω. While, for the
acoustic contribution we have

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε∇Ψε,η · ∇ω · (ω − ωε)dxdt

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε∇Ψε,η · ∇ω · ωdxdt−
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺εωε · ∇Ψε,η · ∇ωdxdt.

= ε

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε − 1

ε
∇Ψε,η · ∇ω · ωdxdt+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

∇Ψε,η · ∇ω · ωdxdt

−
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺εωε · ∇Ψε,η · ∇ωdxdt.

According to (2.6) - (2.7), the first term can be estimated as follows

c(T )

∥
∥
∥
∥

̺ε − 1

ε

∥
∥
∥
∥
L∞

T
(L2(R3)+Lγ(R3))

‖∇ω‖
L∞

T
(L8(R3)+L

8γ
3γ−4 (R3))

· ‖ω‖
L∞

T
(L8(R3)+L

8γ
3γ−4 (R3))

‖∇Ψε,η‖L4
T
(L4(R3)+L4(R3))

≤ c(η, T )ε
1

4 , (5.15)

as well as the second term,
c(η, T )ε

1

4 , (5.16)

thanks to the dispersive estimates and the regularity of ω. Finally, for the
last term we have the following estimate

c(η, T ) ‖̺εωε‖
L∞

T
(L2(R3)+L

2γ
γ+1 (R3))

‖∇ω‖L∞

T
(L4(R3)+L∞(R3))

· ‖∇Ψε,η‖
L4
T
(L4(R3))+L2γ

T
(L

2γ
γ−1 (R3))

≤ c(η, T )εmin{ 1

4
, 1

2γ
}. (5.17)

In conclusion, the convective term related to the momentum equation and
the pressure terms are treated as in [4] and [5] (see the Appendix).
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5.3 Proof of Theorem 10

From the above estimates, (A.12), (A.18) and the conservation of the acoustic
energy (3.4), we obtain

Eε,η (̺,u,ω | r,U,W ) (τ, x) ≤ c(η, T )εα+

ˆ T

0
c(t)Eε,η(t)dt, α = min{1

4
,
1

2γ
}.

By Gronwall’s inequality, we have

Eε,η (̺,u,ω | r,U,W ) (τ, x) ≤ c(η, T )εα + c(T )Eε,η(0, x), a.e. τ ∈ (0, T ).
(5.18)

The convergence rate (1.40) given in Corollary 12 comes from (5.13) together
with (5.18). Now, sending ε → 0, according to the assumptions (1.36), we
find

lim
ε→0

E (̺ε,uε,ωε | rε,η,Uε,η,Wε,η) (τ, x) = 0 uniformly in τ ∈ (0, T ),

where rε,η = 1 + ψε,η, Uε,η = v +∇Ψε,η, Wε,η = ω. We thus conclude the
proof of Theorem 10. Indeed, ∇Ψε,η → 0 in Lq(0, T ;Lp(R3)) as ε → 0 for
any (p, q) > 2 according to (3.8). Consequently, for any compact setK ⊂ R

3,
we have

‖√̺εuε − v‖L2
T
(L2(K)) ≤ ‖√̺εuε −Uε,η‖L2

T
(L2(R3))

+c(T,K) ‖∇Ψε,η‖Lq
T
(Lp(K)) ,

which goes to zero as ε→ 0.

A Appendix

For the reader’s convenience, we recall the analysis from [4] and [5] providing
the estimates on the convective and pressure terms.

A.1 The convective terms

We decompose

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε (∂tUε,η + uε · ∇Uε,η) · (Uε,η − uε) dxdt

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε (∂tUε,η +Uε,η · ∇Uε,η) · (Uε,η − uε) dxdt
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−
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε (Uε,η − uε) · ∇Uε,η · (Uε,η − uε) dxdt. (A.1)

The last term is estimated as follows
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε (Uε,η − uε) · ∇Uε,η · (Uε,η − uε) dxdt ≤
ˆ T

0
c(t)E(t, ·)dt. (A.2)

For the first term on the right side of (A.1), we have
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε (∂tUε,η +Uε,η · ∇Uε,η) · (Uε,η − uε) dxdt

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε (∂tv + v · ∇v)·(Uε,η − uε) dxdt+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε∂t∇Ψε,η·(Uε,η − uε) dxdt

+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε∇Ψε,η · ∇∇Ψε,η · (Uε,η − uε) dxdt

+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε (v · ∇(∇Ψε,η) +∇Ψε,η · ∇v) · (Uε,η − uε) dxdt. (A.3)

Next,
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε (∂tv + v · ∇v) · (Uε,η − uε) dxdt = I1 + I2.

We have

I1 =

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺εuε · ∇Πdxdt

=

ˆ

R3

̺εΠdx
∣
∣T
t=0 −

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε∂tΠdxdt

= ε

ˆ

R3

̺ε − 1

ε
Πdx

∣
∣T
t=0 − ε

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε − 1

ε
∂tΠdxdt ≤ c(η, T )ε (A.4)

according to (2.6) - (2.7), and

|I2| =
∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺εUε,η · ∇Πdxdt

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤

∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(̺ε − 1) ·Uε,η · ∇Πdxdt

∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

Uε,η · ∇Πdxdt

∣
∣
∣
∣
. (A.5)

For the first term on the right hand side of (A.5), we have
∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(̺ε − 1) ·Uε,η · ∇Πdxdt

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ ε

∣
∣
∣
∣

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(̺ε − 1)

ε
·Uε,η · ∇Πdxdt

∣
∣
∣
∣
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≤ c(T )ε,

according to (2.6) - (2.7) and the energy estimate (3.5). For the second term
on the right hand side of (A.5), we have
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

Uε,η · ∇Πdxdt =

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

v · ∇Πdxdt+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

∇Ψε,η · ∇Πdxdt.

(A.6)
Performing integration by parts in the first term on the right-hand side of
(A.6), we have

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

divv ·Πdxdt = 0,

thanks to the incompressibility condition divv = 0. For the second term on
the right-hand side of (A.6), using integration by parts and acoustic equation,
we have

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

∇Ψε,η · ∇Πdxdt = −
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

∆Ψε,η · Πdxdt

= ε

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

∂tψε,η · Πdxdt

= ε

[
ˆ

R3

ψε,η ·Πdx
]t=T

t=0

− ε

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

ψε,η · ∂tΠdxdt, (A.7)

that goes to zero for ε→ 0.

Moreover, by using similar argument as above, the last two terms in (A.3)
are of order

c(η, T )(1 + ε)‖∇Ψε,η‖L4
T
(W 1,4(R3;R3)) ≤ c(η, T )ε

1

4 . (A.8)

Now, using divv = 0, we have
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε∂t∇Ψε,η · (Uε,η − uε) dxdt = −
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺εuε · ∂t∇Ψε,ηdxdt

+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(̺ε − 1)v · ∂t∇Ψε,ηdxdt+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε∂t∇Ψε,η · ∇Ψε,ηdxdt (A.9)

The first term on the right side of (A.9) will be cancelled later by the pressure
term while, by using the acoustic wave equations (3.1), the second term
equals to
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε − 1

ε
ε∂t∇Ψε,η · vdxdt = −

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε − 1

ε
a2∇ψε,η · vdxdt
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≤ c(T )

∥
∥
∥
∥

̺ε − 1

ε

∥
∥
∥
∥
L∞

T
(L2(R3)+Lγ(R3))

‖v‖
L∞

T
(L4(R3;R3)+L

4γ
3γ−4 (R3;R3))

‖∇ψε,η‖L4
T
(L4(R3)+L4(R3))

≤ c(η, T )ε
1

4 , (A.10)

according to (2.6) - (2.7). Finally, by using again the acoustic equations
ε∂t∇Ψε,η = −a2∇ψε,η,

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε∂t∇Ψε,η · ∇Ψε,ηdxdt

= −a2
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε − 1

ε
∇ψε,η · ∇Ψε,ηdxdt+

1

2

ˆ

R3

|∇Ψε,η|2dx
∣
∣T
t=0

≤ c(η, T )ε
1

4 +
1

2

ˆ

R3

|∇Ψε,η|2dx
∣
∣T
t=0 . (A.11)

From (A.1) to (A.11) we conclude that

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺ε (∂tUε,η + uε · ∇Uε,η)·(Uε,η − uε) dxdt ≤ c(η, T )ε
1

4+

ˆ T

0
c(t)E(t, ·)dt

+
1

2

ˆ

R3

|∇Ψε,η|2dx
∣
∣T
t=0 −

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺εuε · ∂t∇Ψε,ηdxdt. (A.12)

A.2 The pressure terms

We recall

1

ε2

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(r − ̺ε) ∂tH
′ (r) +∇H ′ (r) · (rUε,η − ̺εuε)dxdt

− 1

ε2

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(p (̺ε)− p (r))divUε,ηdxdt

where r = rε,η = 1 + εψε,η. We have,

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

∇H ′ (r) · rUε,ηdxdt = −
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

p(r)divUε,ηdxdt

that cancels with its counterpart. Next,

1

ε2

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺εuε · ∇H ′ (r) dx =
1

ε

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺εuε · ∇ψε,ηH
′′(r)dxdt

31



=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

̺εuε·∇ψε,η
H ′′(1 + εψε,η)−H ′′(1)

ε
dxdt+

1

ε

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

a2̺εuε·∇ψε,ηdxdt

where H ′′(1) = p′(1) = a2. Observing that
∣
∣
∣
∣

H ′′(1 + εψε,η)−H ′′(1)

ε

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ c|ψε,η|,

the first term on the right side can be estimated in the following way

c(η, T ) ‖̺εuε‖
L∞

T
(L2(R3;R3)+L

2γ
γ+1 (R3;R3))

‖ψ‖L∞

T
(L4(R3)+L∞(R3)) ‖∇ψ‖

L4
T
(L4(R3))+L2γ

T
(L

2γ
γ−1 (R3))

≤ c(η, T )εmin{ 1

4
, 1

2γ
} (A.13)

For the second term, by using the acoustic equations,

1

ε

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

a2̺εuε · ∇ψε,ηdxdt = −
ˆ τ

0

ˆ

R3

̺εuε · ∂tΨε,ηdxdt,

which cancels with its counterpart on the right side of (A.12) (or (A.9)).
Now, we have

1

ε2

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(r − ̺ε) ∂tH
′ (r)− p (̺ε)divUε,ηdxdt

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

1− ̺ε
ε

H ′′(r)∂tψε,ηdxdt+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

ψε,ηH
′′(r)∂tψε,ηdxhdt

−
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

p(̺ε)− p′(1)(̺ε − 1)− p(1)

ε2
∆Ψε,ηdxdt

−
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

p′(1)
̺ε − 1

ε2
∆Ψε,ηdxdt. (A.14)

Then, the following estimate holds
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

p(̺ε)− p′(1)(̺ε − 1)− p(1)

ε2
∆Ψε,ηdxdt ≤ c(η, T )ε

1

4 . (A.15)

Now, we write
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

1− ̺ε
ε

H ′′(r)∂tψε,ηdxdt =

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

1− ̺ε
ε

H ′′(1)∂tψε,ηdxdt

+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

1− ̺ε
ε

(
H ′′(r)−H ′′(1)

)
∂tψε,ηdxdt.
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Using the acoustic equation, the first term on the right side cancels with the
last term in (A.14) while the remaining term equals to

−
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

1− ̺ε
ε

H ′′(r)−H ′′(1)

ε
∆Ψε,ηdxdt

and can be estimated as follows

c(T )

∥
∥
∥
∥

̺ε − 1

ε

∥
∥
∥
∥
L∞

T
(L2(R3)+Lγ(R3))

‖ψε,η‖
L∞

T
(L4(R3)+L

4γ
3γ−4 (R3))

‖∆Ψε,η‖L4
T
(L4(R3;R3)+L4(R3;R3))

≤ c(η, T )ε
1

4 . (A.16)

Similarly,

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

ψε,ηH
′′(r)∂tψε,ηdxdt =

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

ψε,ηH
′′(1)∂tψε,ηdxdt

+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

ψε,η

(
H ′′(r)−H ′′(1)

)
∂tψε,ηdxdt

≤ 1

2

ˆ

R3

a2 |ψε,η|2 dx
∣
∣T
t=0+c(T ) ‖ψε,η‖L∞

T
(L2(R3)) ‖ψε,η‖L∞

T
(L4(R3)) ‖∆Ψε,η‖L4

T
(L4(R3;R3))

≤ 1

2

ˆ

R3

a2 |ψε,η|2 dx
∣
∣T
t=0 + c(η, T )ε

1

4 . (A.17)

From (A.13) to (A.17) we conclude that

1

ε2

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(̺ε − r) ∂tH
′ (r)− p (̺ε)divUε,η − ̺εuε · ∇H ′ (r) dxdt

≤ 1

2

ˆ

R3

a2 |ψε,η|2 dx
∣
∣T
t=0 + c(η, T )εα, α = min{1

4
,
1

2γ
}. (A.18)
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