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EXISTENCE AND STABILITY OF GLOBAL SOLUTIONS TO A REGULARIZED
OLDROYD-B MODEL IN ITS VORTICITY FORMULATION

JAROSLAW S. JARACZ AND YOUNG JU LEE

ABSTRACT. We present a new regularized Oldroyd-B model in three dimensions which satisfies an energy
estimate analogous to that of the standard model, and maintains the positive semi-definiteness of the confor-
mation tensor. This results in the unique existence and stability of global solutions in a periodic domain. To
be precise, given an initial velocity uo and initial conformation tensor og, both with components in H?, we
obtain a velocity u and conformation tensor ¢ both with components in C ([0, T]; H?) for all T > 0. Assuming
better regularity for the initial data allows us to obtain better regularity for the solutions. We treat both the
diffusive and non-diffusive cases of the model. Notably, the regularization in the equation for the conformation
tensor in our new model has been applied only to the velocity, rather than to the conformation tensor, unlike
other available regularization techniques [5]. This is desired since the stress, and thus the conformation tensor,
is typically less regular than the velocity for the creeping flow of non-Newtonian fluids. In [J] the existence
and regularity of solutions to the non-regularized two dimensional diffusive Oldroyd-B model was established.
However, the proof cannot be generalized to three dimensions nor to the non-diffusive case. The proposed
regularization overcomes these obstacles. Moreover, we show that the solutions in the diffusive case are stable
in the H2 norm. In the non-diffusive case, we are able to establish that the solutions are stable in the L2
norm. Furthermore, we show that as the diffusivity parameter goes to zero, our solutions converge in the L2
norm to the non-diffusive solution.

1. INTRODUCTION
The classical incompressible Oldroyd-B model is given by the following system of equations:

dut (u-V)u— gAu= Riediva - RLeVp—I— Rie]:,
(1.1) 0o — Ao+ (u-V)o — (Vu)o — o(Vu)T + Wiiaz %ﬁi[,
V-u=0, '
where © = (u')1<;<q is the velocity, ¢ = (04;)1<i,j<a is the conformation tensor, p is the pressure, and F
is an applied external force. Here d is the dimension. The stress 7 is related to the conformation tensor
by the equation 7 = o — 1‘;,—17’1 where [ is the identity matrix. We will use raised indices for velocities, and
lowered indices for conformation tensors. The parameters v, R., W;, and e are physical constants satisfying
v, Re,W; > 0 and € > 0. The constant W; is called the Weissenberg number, and its significance in the context
of numerical simulation will be discussed later, while the constant € is the diffusivity parameter. Usually, the
case where € = 0 is simply referred to as the Oldroyd-B model, as historically that was the model which was first
introduced. However, for clarity, we will refer to it as the non-diffusive Oldroyd-B model to make it absolutely
clear we are discussing the case where € = 0. The case € > 0 is referred to as the diffusive Oldroyd-B model.
The Oldroyd-B model is sometimes presented in terms of the stress, rather than the conformation tensor.
However, it is preferable to work with the conformation tensor because it has certain positivity properties
which are lacked by the stress, as will be discussed later.
One way of studying the system of equations () is to look at what is known as the vorcitiy formulation.
Namely, we take the curl for the momentum equation in (LI} and obtain the vorticity formulation (see
Appendix [A] for more details):

Btw—RLeAw—i—(u-V)w—(w-V)u:R%VXdiVU-i-g
(1.2) 00 — €A + (u- V) o — (Vu)o — o(Vu)T + g-0 = 22T
V-u=0, and V Xxu=w,
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where g =V x (R%]:).

There are several reasons why this is an attractive approach. Notably, it eliminates the pressure from
consideration, and since the velocity can be recovered from the vorticity, nothing is lost. In fact, eliminating
the pressure is useful when performing numerical analysis on such a system as it removes one more object to
worry about, and recovering the velocity is accomplished by basically solving Laplace’s equation, for which
efficient numerical schemes are available. On a more fundamental level, oftentimes it is the vorticity itself
that one is interested in studying, as it is closely related to turbulence, which remains a poorly understood
phenomenon [23]. Thus, numerically one often prefers working in the vorticity formulation.

The Oldroyd-B model is a generic viscoelastic model that has its origin in continuum mechanics [19-21],
but it can be derived from a microscopic bead and spring model as well [22]. As clearly discussed in [6], a
careful look at the microscopic derivations [I5,22] of the Oldroyd-B model provides room where the model can
be improved, especially in terms of stability. There, a modification using the Brownian force for the beads to
derive the motion of the center of mass of the beads can introduce two regularizing terms. In this particular
regularized model, there are two stabilizing terms, (1) the diffusion term and (2) the regularized velocity. This
regularized model, based on a careful microscopic derivation, is proven to be well-posed [3[4l[6], even without
the diffusion when « is non-zero. We will introduce a different regularization.

We remark that the non-diffusive Oldroyd-B model at relatively large Weissenberg number has for decades
been elusive for numerical rheologists [II,[12]. While progress has been made towards resolving the issues
[12/24], beyond a certain critical Weissenberg number all numerical methods fail to obtain reliable solutions.
A steady state local analysis of the behavior of the stress in the case of fluid passing by a cylinder reveals
that there is a singularity located in the resulting wake [I]. Such singularities appear to be the source of the
difficulty in simulating highly elastic flows, and this suggests that the Oldroyd-B model may have a problem
at the continuous level at high Weissenberg number [23]. The primary way of dealing with this issue was to
introduce the diffusive Oldroyd-B model, as opposed to tackling the issue of the high Weissenberg number
directly. The diffusive term eAo of course gives better regularity to the conformation tensor, and hence to
the stress. Thus one can think of the € > 0 case as somewhat artificial, and it is really the € = 0 case that is
of major interest.

In this paper, we present a new regularized Oldroyd-B model which we treat in the periodic domain. Our
new model satisfies an energy estimate very much like the one satisfied by the Oldroyd-B model. In addition,
we show that if we begin with a positive semi-definite conformation tensor, it remains positive semi-definite.
Combined, these results provide apriori estimates for the solutions of our regularized system, which we can
then use to establish the existence of unique global solutions for any € > 0. Readers can refer to [I7] for
the global existence of classical solution to the original Oldroyd-B model in a periodic domain, limited to
the case of small initial data and F = 0, where F is a forcing function. Our result has no such limitations.
Other relevant work can be found in [2], where a different regularized Oldroyd-B model is introduced as well
as the global existence of its weak solution discussed. Technically, the regularizer is applied to the stress and
the existence proof does not use the positivity of the conformation tensor, but instead uses a so-called the
free-energy estimate.

We briefly comment on why we believe our model is better than other competing ones. The key is that
our model has global solutions, in both the diffusive and non-diffusive cases, can handle dimension d = 3,
and is formulated in the periodic setting. This is in contrast to the result in [9], where, even though the
result is given for the non-regularized model, the result only holds for dimension d = 2 and the diffusive case
€ > 0. Furthermore, the result presented there is in an unbounded domain, which is not particularly useful
for numerical simulation. The proof relies on Ladyzhenskaya’s identity in deriving certain energy estimates,
and the exponents present in that identity do not work out properly in d = 3, meaning the proof cannot be
generalized. See equation (45) in [9]. Also the non-diffusive case € = 0 is not treated. On the other hand,
unlike the regularized model presented in [2H4,[6], our model does not regularize the conformation tensor,
and thus the stress, in the constitutive equation for the conformation tensor. It is only the velocity which is
regularized in that equation. This is preferable as experimentally the stress is typically less regular than the
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velocity for the creeping flow of non-Newtonian fluids, and thus while regularizing the velocity is acceptable
from an empirical point of view, the regularization of the stress or conformation tensor should be kept to a
minimum. However, we still have to regularize the conformation tensor in the velocity equation, for technical
reasons. As mentioned, seeing that the velocity is experimentally well behaved, this should not have any
negative effect on the practical applicability of our model.

In our proofs, the diffusive and non-diffusive cases have been treated separately. This is because in the
diffusive case, the presence of the eAo term for ¢ > 0 allows us to apply parabolic techniques to solve for
the conformation tensor, which are not available for the case ¢ = 0. In both cases, we obtain the same levels
of regularity. In particular, starting with initial data (ug, o) with components in the Sobolev space H?, we
obtain that our solution (u, o) has components in C([0,T]; H?) (see §L.I)). One may think that the result for
the non-diffusive case can be obtained from that of diffusive case by taking the limit. However, this is difficult
to show. One would expect that starting from the same initial data, in the limit as € — 0 the solutions to
the diffusive system, should converge to the non-diffusive solution, component wise in H2. While this proved
difficult to show, we were able show this convergence in the L? norm. See also [16] for a similar result. Also
see [118].

Our solutions also exhibit stability, meaning that given two sets of initial data and the corresponding
solutions, the norm of the difference of the solutions can be estimated in terms of the norm of the difference
of the initial data. In the diffusive case, this stability is in terms of the H2 norm of the components. In the
non-diffusive case establishing the H? stability is more difficult, and so we only establish the stability in terms
of the L? norm.

1.1. Notation. We will be dealing with functions of both space and time. We will primarily focus on the

case where the dimension of our system is d = 3. Thus we denote the spatial variable by z = (x!, 22, 3) using

raised indices. We denote our velocity by u = (u', u?,u?) again with raised indices. The conformation tensor
is given by o = (04j)1<i,j<3 with lowered indices. Sometimes when convenient, we will suppress one (usually
the space) or both variables. Thus for example we would write f(x,t) = f(t) = f. Derivatives with respect to
time will be denoted by 9y, 9?, etc., while derivatives with respect to space will be denoted by 9,: = 9; or D*
where A is a multi-index. As usual, we use V = (01, 02, 03) for the gradient operator, and A for the Laplacian.

Since the domain is given as periodic, we shall assume without loss of generality that all of our functions
are (1,1, 1) periodic, though a different periodicity could be taken. Thus we can identify the cube [1,1]®> C R?
with the three dimensional torus, which we denote by T. Thus we will be able to think of all of our functions
as functions on T which is a compact three dimensional Riemannian manifold without boundary with the flat
metric induced from R?. We will switch between these two different points of view whenever convenient. Most
of the time working on the trous provides a more convenient viewpoint. Thus, we shall use the torus, except
where explicitly stated. The symbol |T| is designated for the volume of T.

As usual, the symbol W P(T) denotes the Sobolev space consisting of (real valued) functions on the flat
three dimensional torus T having weak derivatives of order m lying in LP(T). These can always be lifted to
periodic functions in R3, if desired, in the obvious way. We shall work with the case for p = 2, and as such
will denote the resulting (real) Hilbert space by H™(T) := W™ 2(T). Furthermore, we will be dealing with
velocities and stress tensors, whose components will each lie in some appropriate Sobolev space. As such, we
define

Hy* = H™(T) x --- x H™(T),

Y4

where the product is taken ¢-times, with the Hilbert norm given by

H(fla"'vfl) ||]%i1m Hf1||%l” Hfl”%‘
14
4

In the case when m = 0, we write IL%. We will be particularly interested in the case m = 2, and so we will
have our velocity u € HZ and the conformation tensor o € H2, since it has nine components.
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Recall that for U, which can either be an open domain in the plane or a Riemannian manifold with or
without boundary, the space of functions H{(U) consists of the functions in H!(U) which are zero on the
boundary in the trace sense. We also define H~1(U) = (H(U))* to be the dual space for Hg(U). Since the
torus has an empty boundary, we have H}(T) = H*(T) and H~(T) = (H(T))*

We are interested in the case of incompressible flows for which the velocity u satisfies

V-u=0.

Our velocities will lie in H3, where we mean that the above condition holds in the weak sense. Therefore, we
define

V= {v e C®(T) x C°(T) x C>(T) | V-v =0} C Hj,
and then take the closure of this subspace with respect to the H2 norm. We denote the resulting space by
2=V c B2,
and so
A2 = {u € H3 | V - u = 0 almost everywhere}.

We shall also use the standard notation for spaces involving time. Let Z denote a real Banach space. The
space LP(0,T; Z) consists of all measurable functions u : [0,7] — Z with

1/p

T
lullzeo1;2) = </ [lu(t)]|? dt) < 00
0

for 1 < p < oo, and ||| g (0,1;2) = esssupg<;<r |[u(t)|| < oo for p = co. The space C([0,T];Z) comprises
all continuous functions u(¢) : [0, 7] — Z with

L) = t .
lulleqo.mz) = max fu(®)] < oo

Now let u € LY(0,T; Z). We say v € L'(0,T; Z) is the weak time derivative of u provided that

T T
/0 W (tyu(t) dt = — /O w(t)v(t) dt,

for all scalar test functions w € C°(0,T). The Sobolev space WP (0,T; Z) consists of all functions u €
L?(0,T; Z) such that u’ exists in the weak sense and belongs to LP(0,T; Z). Furthermore,

T 1/p
Ml = 4 o IO+ IO a) = (1<p < o0)

esssupo<i < ([[u@)|| + [[0'@)]) (p=00).

In addition, we write H*(0,T;2) = W12(0,T; Z). In addition, given two tensors we define

A:B= ZAlekl
k,l

to be the Frobenius inner product, with its associated norm. Finally, we remark that if v is divergence free
then for any scalar function h we have

/Th[(v-V)h] dz:—A[V-(hv)]hdaz:—/T[(V-v)h—k(v-V)h]hdaz:—/h[(v~V)h] dx =0

T

where we integrated by parts. This identity is used often without comment in various calculations.
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1.2. Organization of the Paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In §2 we present our
regularized Oldroyd-B model and its vorticity formulation. We state the main theorems of the paper regarding
the existence and uniqueness of global solutions for both the diffusive and non-diffusive models. The two
dimensional case is then given as a corollary. We also clarify the relationship between the regularized Oldroyd-B
model in the velocity form and the vorticity formulation. The main theorems for the diffusive and non-diffusive
models are then proven in §3]and §4] respectively. In these sections we also give the relevant stability results.
We then investigate the L? convergence of the solutions in the limit as ¢ — 0 in §5l In §6] we offer some
concluding remarks.

2. THE REGULARIZED OLDROYD-B MODEL AND THE MAIN THEOREM

We define a regularizing operator J as follows. Let 1 be a smooth bump function satisfying

(2.1) /n(:v) dx = 1.

For any function f(z,t) we define its regularization in space by

(22) 35,0 = [ e =)0y

which is simply the convolution. If the object we are regularizing has multiple components, then the regular-
ization is done component-wise. For example, for the velocity u,

(2.3) Ju(z,t) = (Ju'(2,t))1<i<s

and for the conformation tensor

(2.4) Jo(x,t) = (Joij(z,t))1<ij<s-

We also point out that if u is incompressible, so is Ju since

V- suet) = V- ([ ate = putvay) = v+ ( [t - n0dr) = [a) (5 ate - .0 dy =0

The operator J depends on the choice of 7. For the discussion that follows, we choose some 7 and fix it once
and for all.
Next, we take (LT as our starting point and introduce the regularized set of equations

Ou— g Au+ (Ju-V)u= R%divJo - R%Vp—i— R%]—'
(2.5) 0o —eAo + (Ju-V)o — (VJu)o — o(VJu)T + Wiia: =3
V-u=0, [ru(z,t)de=0.

We will explain this last equation later on. We impose the initial conditions
(2.6) u(0) =up € H3, with /uo dr =0, and o(0) =0, € Hz.
T

We will now put this system of equations into the vorticity form. To simplify the notation we will define

v 1 1 1—v
(27) o = R_e, B:: R_ea Y= Wi, and 6:: W

3

While taking the curl of the velocity equation, the only term which is difficult to deal with is
(2.8) V x ((Ju-V)u)

which can be expressed in two different ways, as detailed in Appendix [Al Writing Vxu = w and V X Ju = wy
we can write

(2.9) V x ((Ju-V)u)z%(—VxVx (Juxu)+ (u-Vwy — (wy-Vu+ (Ju-V)w — (w-V)Ju)
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and while it is nice to know that it is possible to express this term in a closed form, this expression is too
unwieldy to deal with. Instead, we can express the term as

(2.10) Vx ((Ju-V)u) = (Ju-V)w+ Q(Ju,u)

where Q(Ju, u) is given by the expression (AI0). Therefore taking the curl of the velocity equation gives us
(2.11) Ow — alAw + (Ju - V)w + Q(Ju,u) = (V x divJo) + g

As mentioned earlier, we will be looking for a velocity and conformation tensor for which the components
are in H2 = W22 on the torus. With the operator J defined, we will look for solutions of the system:

Ow — alAw + (Ju - V)w + Q(Ju,u) = f(V x divJe) + g
(2.12) O —eAo + (Ju-V)o — (VJu)o — o (VJu) +~o =61

V-u=0, Vxu=w, [pu(z,t)dz=0
subject to the initial conditions (2], thought of as either a periodic system or a system on the torus. We
need to assume some kind of regularity for the forcing function g = g(x,t) = (¢°)1<i<3. First, we assume that

(2.13) g=pBV xF

for some vector valued function F. For simplicity, we assume that the components of F are C' in space
and continuous in time, resulting in the components of g being in C° in space and continuous in time. In
particular, we assume

sup || F(z,t)]|lcr < 00

0<t<o0o
where || - ||gr indicates the uniform norm in the spatial variable. In particular we assume that the following
estimate holds
(2.14) sup D7 (17 @ t)llco + lg' (@ Dlleo) < Ky,
0<t<o0o B

for some constant K and that

(2.15) /T]-'(x,t) dz = Ag(:z:,t) dx = 0.

Note that the constant K, can take on any finite value. These are reasonable assumption to put on the
external force on the system.
We now comment on the condition

(2.16) /u(x,t) dx =0,
T
as this condition might initially seem strange. We see that integrating the velocity equation we have

/(%u dx:/(ozAu—(Ju-V)u—l—ﬂdivJU—ﬁVp—l—ﬁ]:) dr =0
T T

/fd:t:O,
T

which as mentioned is a mild assumption. Then for a sufficiently regular solution we’d obtain

/6tudx=8t(/udx)20,
T T

which says that the average velocity remains constant. So if

(2.17) /JI‘UO(I) dr =0

then

as long as

/u(x,t)dx:O, Y t>0.
T
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Using a coordinate transformation we can always ensure that the average initial velocity is 0. Thus, it is a
reasonable requirement to add to our system of equations. In fact, when obtaining solutions numerically, the
condition (2.16) is imposed.

We are now in a position to state our main theorems. We begin with the ones for the diffusive case:

Theorem 2.1. Suppose the forcing function g = BV x F satisfies the conditions 214) and (ZI5), and that
oo is symmetric and positive semi-definite. Then the system of equations (ZI2) subject to the initial conditions
@X) on the torus (or thought of as a system with periodic boundary conditions) has a unique solution (u,o)
with uw € C([0,T);H3), «' € L?(0,T;H}), o € C([0,T);HZ), and o' € L2(0,T;H}) for any € > 0, for every
T > 0, meaning the solution is global.

The stability of these solutions is described in Theorem We can obtain better regularity for our
solutions. Of course, for this to be the case, the initial data and the forcing function must be more regular.
So let us suppose we have the initial conditions

(2.18) u(0) = ug € HE,  with /uo dr =0, and ¢(0) =0y € HE
T
and that the forcing function satisfies
(2.19) sup > [lg* (@, t)llor—2 < Ko
0<t<o0 B

for some constant K, ;. We obtain the following generalization:

Theorem 2.2. Let k > 2. Suppose the forcing function g = BV X F satisfies the conditions (2Z.14)), (215
and @ZI9) for some constant K, 1. Suppose that oo is symmetric and positive semi-definite. Then the
system of equations [2I2)) subject to the initial conditions (ZI8) on the torus (or thought of as a system
with periodic boundary conditions) has a unique solution (u,o) with u € C([0,T];HE), v’ € L?(0,T;HE),
o € C([0,T);HE), and o' € L?(0, T;Hgfl) for any € > 0, for every T > 0, meaning the solution is global. In
particular, if k > 4, then the solutions are classical.

We have analogous theorems for the non-diffusive case:

Theorem 2.3. Suppose the forcing function g = BV x F satisfies the conditions (214) and (ZI5), and that
oo is symmetric and positive semi-definite. Then the system of equations (Z12) subject to the initial conditions
@X) on the torus (or thought of as a system with periodic boundary conditions) has a unique solution (u,o)
with u € C([0,T);H3), v € L*(0,T;H}), o € C([0,T); H2), and o’ € L*(0,T;H}) for e = 0, for every T > 0,
meaning the solution is global.

Theorem 2.4. Let k > 2. Suppose the forcing function g = BV X F satisfies the conditions (2.14]), [2.13)
and (2ZI9) for some constant Ky 1. Suppose that og is symmetric and positive semi-definite. Then the
system of equations ([2I2) subject to the initial conditions [2I8)) on the torus (or thought of as a system
with periodic boundary conditions) has a unique solution (u,o) with u € C([0,T);HE), v’ € L?(0,T;HE™),
o € O([0,T);HE), and o' € LQ(O,T;HS_l) for e =0, for every T > 0, meaning the solution is global. In
particular, if k > 4, then the solutions are classical.

The stability of the non-diffusive solutions is described in Theorem [£.6] There is also a corresponding two
dimensional analogue of (2I2)). Normally, the d = 2 and d = 3 cases would require different proofs, with
the d = 2 case being much easier. As mentioned earlier, this is due to Ladyzhenskaya’s inequality, which has
different exponents in different dimensions. See equation (45) in [9]. However, the presence of the regularizer
allows us to prove the d = 3 case directly, and then the existence of the solution in two dimensions can be
easily obtained as a corollary to the three dimensional case.

Corollary 1. Let k > 2. Suppose that the (one component) forcing function g = BV X F satisfies (2.14]),
@I9) and @I9). Suppose that og is symmetric and positive semi-definite. Then the two dimensional system
corresponding to [(ZI2) subject to the two-dimensional version of the initial conditions [2I8) on the torus (or
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thought of as a system with periodic boundary conditions) has a unique solution (u,o) with v € C([0,T]; H5),
u e LQ(O,T;HTH’g*l), o€ C([0,T);H%), and o’ € LQ(O,T;Hifl) for any € > 0, for every T > 0, meaning the
solution is global.

Proof. There are two possible ways of handling the two dimensional case. One is to define the “curl” of a two
dimensional quantity f = (f!, f?) as
V x f = 81f2 — 82f1

and applying this to the corresponding two dimensional velocity equation. This would then yield an equation
for the vorticity (which in this case would be a single scalar function), and the analysis we use to obtain a
solution to the 3 dimensional case would carry over almost verbatim to yield a solution to the 2 dimensional
case. The only modification that would have to be made is how we recover the velocity from the vorticity.

The other possibility is to embed the two dimensional problem into the three dimensional one. Suppose we
start with a two dimensional initial velocity and symmetric conformation tensor, only depending on z' and
x2. We can extend these to obtain 3 dimensional initial quantities

1(..1

up(x ,7?) 00111(171,:172) 00112(3:1,3:2) 0
Ug = ug(xl,x2) gg = 00)21 (,Tl,x?) 00)22(111,1:2) 0
0 0 0 0

and furthermore let g be a function satisfying (2.I4) and ([2I5). Then we can let

0
g=10
g
be our forcing function.
We can then use these to obtain a solution
ul(z,t) o11(z,t) o12(x,t)  o13(z,t)
u(z,t) = | u?(z,t) and o= |oo(z,t) o9(x,t) o3(z,t)
u3(;v,t) Ugl(x,t) Ugg(x,t) 033($,t)
It is then not too difficult to check that the solution is of the form
ul(zt, 22,t) o (xt, 2% t) opp(xt,2?t) 0
(2.20) u(x,t) = | u?(zt, 2% 1) and o= (oo (zt, 2% t) ozt 2% t) 0],
0 0 0 0
and so we can extract out the solution to the two dimensional problem. This completes the proof. O

Next we comment on the relationship between the solutions of [Z3H) and [2I2). It is not surprising that
they are equivalent, and the proof is basically trivial. However, we include the proof for completeness.

Proposition 2.5. The functions u and o, of sufficiently high regularity, are a solution of the system of
equations ([Z8]) with the auziliary conditions

(2.21) up € H3, o9 € H3, and /uo dx = / udr =0
T T

if and only if they are a solution of the system (212). That is, the two systems are equivalent, and obtaining
a sufficiently reqular, unique, global solution to one system, yields a unique global solution of the other.

Proof. One direction is obvious. If we have a sufficiently regular solution of (Z3l), then upon taking the curl
of the velocity equation, we see that u and o also satisfy (2.12)). On the other hand, suppose that v and o
satisfy (ZI2), but not ([Z.5). Let us consider these as periodic systems in R3. Therefore, we must have

Opu — RLeAu—i— (Ju-V)u # RiedivJo— RieVp—i— Rief
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or put another way, there must be some extra term on the right hand side, which we call H. So we would
have

1
R,
and notice we must have H # VV, since otherwise we could absorb this into the pressure term. However,
upon taking the curl of the equation we find that necessarily

1 1
8tu—RL€Au+(Ju-V)u:R—edivJa— Vp+ R_€f+H

VxH=0

which means there exists some ¥ such that H = VU, yielding a contradiction. Hence, u and ¢ must be a
solution of (2.H). Therefore, a unique solution to one system also yields a unique solution to the other. In the
case of solutions with components in H? we simply think of everything in the weak sense and the argument
still holds. This completes the proof. O

Next, we obtain an energy estimate satisfied by the solutions of (ZH]), which by Proposition [ZF] is also
satisfied by the solutions of (ZI2]). This energy estimate will be instrumental in obtaining global existence for
our solutions. We remark that we need to regularize the conformation tensor in the velocity equation for the
following proof to work. This is the technical reason we mentioned earlier.

Proposition 2.6 (Energy Estimate). There exist generic constants C > 0 and 0 < @ < « such that the
following energy estimate holds true for the solutions of ([2.3)):

t t
/|u(:v,t)|2dx+2a/ /|Vu(x,s)|2dxds+6/tra(m,t) dw+ﬁ7/ /tro(x,s) dx ds
T o Jr T 0Jr

(2.22) ; '
< / |u(:b,0)|2d:b+ﬁ/tro(x,0) d;v—i—ﬁé/ d|T|ds+C/ |72, ds.
T T 0 0 3

where d is the dimension, which is 3 in our case and |T| is the measure of T, which is 1 in our case. In
particular, if o(t) is positive semi-definite (meaning that tro > 0) and F satisfies (2.14)) , then the estimate

t t
(203 IOl Z/TW(W)I%S/TIu(w,O)Izdx+BAtra(x,0)dx+/35/0 d|’H‘|dt+C/O IF(5) 2, ds

= Fit+ By

holds for some constants Ey and Es which depend only on the initial data, B, 0, d, |T|, the generic constant
C, and the constant K, in (Z14).

Proof. Employing the summation convention, we recall that

/Juiaiujuj dx = — / u! 0y (Ju'u?) dr = — / u! (0 Ju'u! 4+ Ju'd'u?) dr = — / u? Ju';u? d.
T T T T

This means that

/ Ju'd;ulud dx = 0.
T

/T </T Ve - J(x —y)o(y) dy> u(z) dz
— —/Ta(y) (/T V- J(y — z)u(x) da:) dy,

(0:5(Ju)) = %tr((VJu)o +o(VJu)')  and /TAtT(U) dxr =0,

Next we note the following two identities:

[ ([ = votdy) uiwyaa

and
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where S(u) = (Vu + V7u). From the equation and the incompressibility constraint, we can can take the
innder product of the velocity equation with u and integrate in space to obtain the equation

(2.24) 2dt/|u|2d:v+a/|Vu|2d:E+B/ S(Ju)) dx—ﬁ/]—'ud:v

On the other hand, taking the constitutive equation and taking its Frobenius product with the identity matrix
I we obtain

(2.25) /T(ata 1) dx — /T((VJU)U +o(VJu) : Idz —|—’y/T(a :Ddx = 5/T(I : Idx = 0d|T).

Multiplying by 3, rearranging, and using the aforementioned identities we can rewrite this as

(2.26) ﬂA(a  S(Ju))dz = g%/ r(o)da + ﬂ;/tradaz— %5d|']l‘|.

Therefore substituting ([2:26) into [224)) we arrive at the identity:

2dt/|u|2dx+a/|Vu|2dx+ b d /trodw—i——/tradx: %dﬂﬂ—i—ﬁ/]—'udw.
T

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz ineqquality, we obtain that

/fudx§i</|}'|2dz>+i(/|u|2d3:).
T 2 \Jr 2 \Ur

By choosing ¢ sufficiently small and applying Poincare’s equality, there exists 0 < @ < « such that the following
inequality holds:

) 1
2 2 Pa Pl <ﬁ_ il / 2 .
2dt/|u| dx+a/|Vu| dw+2dt tro dr + /trad:v_ 2d|']1‘|—i—25 ( T|.7’:| dx

Setting C' = 2—5 and integrating with respect to time, we obtain the first inequality. For the second inequality,
we note that if o is positive semi-definite for all ¢, then ¢ro(z,t) > 0 and so all of the terms on the left hand
side of (Z22) are non-negative and so (2:23)) follows. O

For the remainder of this paper, we will reserve the constants E; and FEs for the constants appearing in
this theorem.

3. GLOBAL EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS TO THE DIFFUSIVE REGULARIZED OLDROYD-B MODEL

In this section we prove Theorems [Z1] and We assume that € > 0 is fixed and consider the space
(3.1) X = X(T) = C([0,T];H3) x C([0,T); H3)

with the norm

w0l = ma (o) + lw®)]2;)

0<t<T
We also consider the space
Y = H3 x Hj
with the norm
1(a, D)II3- = llallf + 16l
We will take (@, 0) € X and then try solving

Ow — alAw = B (V x divJe) — (Ja - Vo — Q(Ja,a) + g
(32) do — eNo =61 — (Jii - V)a+(VJu)& &(v Ja)t — &
Vu=0 Vxu=w and [Lu(z,t)de=0,

subject to the initial conditions:

(3.3) u(0) =uo € H3  with /uo dr =0 and o(0) =0, € H.
T
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Solving this system of equations will yield a map ® (4,5) = (u,0). We will show that this is a contraction
mapping in X for some 7', giving us a solution to the system.

Remark 1. We could solve equations of the form w — aAw + J& - Vw = f(V x divJs) — Q(Ja, @) + g and
similarly for o but then the estimates we obtain would depend on the norm of 4 which needlessly complicates
things.

Remark 2. At this stage, we are not imposing any condtions on oo other than that oo € H3. The short
time existence of solutions can be established for an arbitrary og. However, the estimate ([2Z23]) will be key
to establishing global existence of solutions, and it requires o(z,t) to be positive semi-definite for all z and t.
Later on we will show that if o is symmetric and positive semi-definite, then o(z,¢) remains symmetric and
positive semi-definite for all ¢ > 0 for which it exists.

We take the initial data (ug,00) € Y and take (4,5) € X. We first focus on solving the equation for the
vorticity vector

Ow—alAw =f
(34) { w(0) =V xug
where
f=B(V xdivJe) — (Ji- V)@ — QJa,a) + g
and

w=Vxu
Due to the regularization, for any multi-index A with |A| < 4 there exists a constant K, depending only on
our fixed choice of 7 in the definition of J, such that

Yo IDNE (@) < K|y, (3.5a)
<4 i

> Y DMyl < K6, (3.5b)

IA|<4 i)
QD] < S VERalldg. (3.50)

,J
Therefore, we can easily obtain the estimates

IV > divJa|f, < 9K*T||5]7 (3.62)
leua oz < Klalz (suald) (3.6b)
I(Ja-V)@lE; < K*|alf; ol < 452 |alz; |l (3.6¢)

With these, we derive the following estimates:
IflE: < 4871V x divJ5|[Es + 4I1Q(Ja, @)|22 + 4/|(J@ - V)@ |7z + 4K [T|
< 36K2[T|5]125 + 324K 25 a2, + 16K a2 |3 + 4K/
Thus if (@,5) € X we easily see that f € C([0,T];L3) with the estimate
3.7) I fllc oz < 36K [T (@, &)% + 324K||(@ &) % + 16K2/(a,6)||x +4K7|T],
and we can also estimate

(3.8) lwollmy < 2[luollgs < 2[l(uo, 70|y

We can now solve ([B4]) in the weak sense.
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3.1. Existence of a Weak Solution to the Vorticity Equation. We solve (3:4]) by using standard PDE
methods. Since our equation is linear, we can treat it as three equations for the components w; of the vorticity
vector. The equation for each component on T is of the form

oW —aAW = h (3.9a)
wo0) = W, (3.9b)

where W and h are scalar functions.

Proposition 3.1 (Existence of a Weak Solution). The initial value problem [B9) has a unique weak solution
with W € L?(0,T; HY(T)) and W' € L?(0,T; H=(T)).

Proof. This follows in the usual way by using Galerkin approximations and energy estimates. We again remark
that Hg(T) = H*(T). See Theorems 3 and 4 in 7.1.2 of [10]. a

Proposition 3.2 (Improved Regularity). There exists a constant Cy depending only on T, «, and the geometry
of the torus such that our weak solution satisfies the estimate

(3.10) ess sup W () ery + Wl L20,75m2(m)) + W 2 0,m5220m)) < Cr (IWollaeery + 1Rl L20,7522(1y)) -

Furthermore the following more precise estimates hold:

« 1 *
(1) Wl + (5 +7 ) W

IN

esssup [|[W ()| 31 ()
0<t<T

W lIZ20702my < (2+0) [HWOH%H(T) + ”h”%ﬁ(o,T;L?(T))}
IWie0rmemy < C (1 + T6(1+2a)T) IWollZr) + C (1 + 6(1+2a)T) I1B1Z2 0,712 (1))

where C s an elliptic constant depending only on o and the geometry of the torus and is thus independent of

T.

Proof. The first estimate follows from Theorem 5 in 7.1.2 of [10]. The more precise estimates follow by keeping
track of all the constants and steps in the proof of that theorem. O

As a result, we obtain the following theorem.

Proposition 3.3 (Existence and Regularity for w). The problem [B4]) possesses a unique weak solution with
w € L*0,T;H3) and o' € L?(0,T;1L3). Moreover, There exists a constant Cy depending only on T, «, and
the geometry of the torus such that our weak solution satisfies the estimate

(3.11) ess sup (1) gy + 1 z20.r) + 1/l 220,72 < O (Jollg + 17 xomay ) -

Furthermore the following more precise estimates hold:

1
esssupr(t)H]%Hé < (1 +e(1+2a)T) ||W0H[2H1§ + (_ + e(1+2a)T> ||f||2L2(o,T;1L2) (3.12a)
0<t<T « 3
112002 < @+ a) [lwollEy + 11320, r03) (3.12b)
lol2ao gy < C (1 4 Te(1+2a)T) JwollZs +C (1 I e(1+2a)T) 11220 7:02): (3.12¢)

where C s an elliptic constant depending only on o and the geometry of the torus and is thus independent of

T.
Proof. We apply Propositions B.1] and to the components of w and add up the various inequalities. |

We need w to lie in a better space. This is accomplished with the final proposition of this subsection.
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Proposition 3.4. The weak solution satisfies w € C([0,T]; H}) with the estimate

1
2 142a)T 2 142a)T 2
oo ||W(t)||H§ < (1 +eliree) ) ||W0||H§ + (a +eliH2e) ) HfHL2(0,T;]L§)'

Proof. By results in §5.9 in [9], we have w € C([0,T];H}). Since w(t) is continuous in time, we can replace
esssup with max in the second estimate of Proposition [3.3] O

3.2. Obtaining Velocity From Vorticity. Having obtained the vorticity, we must now use it to recover
the velocity. Normally, the velocity is recovered by considering the identity

(3.13) Vx(Vxu)—V (V- u)=—-Au.

which holds for a velocity in R3. Turning this around and assuming the flow is incompressible leads to the
elliptic PDE

Au=—-V xw and /udsz,
T

which does indeed yield an incompressible flow. This flow then generates some vorticity which we would call
wy. However, it is actually quite tricky to verify that w, = w, the vorticity which we started with. In two
dimensions this can actually be verified by hand, but in three dimensions the argument becomes more difficult.
Thus, we use an alternate argument which gives both an incompressible flow and the right vorticity. We start
with the following proposition.

Proposition 3.5. Suppose w is the solution of BA). Then

forallO<t<T.

Proof. First notice that since wg = V X ug we have

/wodzzr:()
T

by applying Stokes’ theorem. Next, we take ([B4), take the inner product with the vector 1 = (1,1,1) and
integrate over space to obtain

/w’dw—i—a/Vw-V]ldx:/Vx(BdivJ&—BVp—(Jﬂ-V)ﬁ) dw—i—/gdw
T T T T

and so

/Tw'(s) dr =0

for all 0 < s < T, by again using Stokes’ theorem and the fact that we assume fT g dx = 0. Next, by our
estimates we have that w € H'(0,7;1L2) and so by §5.9 in [10],

t

(3.14) w(t) = wo +/ W'(s) ds
0

and taking this equation and integrating it in space we obtain

Aw(t)dx_Awodx+A(/Otw’(s)ds> da:—/(Jt(/Tw'(s)d:r> ds = 0,

completing the proof. O

With this in hand, we can now obtain our velocity.
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Proposition 3.6. Let w be the solution of B4). Then the elliptic problem

(3.15) AF —V(V-F)=w subject to /Fda: =0
T

has a unique solution for each 0 <t < T, satisfying

(3.16) P12 < Crllwly,

for some elliptic constant C'g. Furthermore, if we define
u=—-V xF

then this velocity u belongs to C([0,T); H2) and it satisfies

V-u=0, VXu=w, and /ud:z::(),
T
along with the estimate
(3.17) lu(®liF: < Cllw(®)liz;,
for some constant C independent of t.

Proof. It is well known that (8I5]) has a unique solution on T if and only if the right hand side satisfies

/wdx:O,
T

which we established in Proposition B3 for each t. Therefore we can solve [B.13]) for each ¢ to obtain a function
F = F(t). Furthermore, the solution satisfies (8.19) for some constant Cg independent of t. We can now
consider F as a periodic function in R? and apply the usual vector identities. We define u = u(t) := —V x F(t)
which is of course periodic and thus can be pulled back to give a velocity on the torus. We have

Vou=-V- (VxF)=0 and Vxu=-Vx(VxF)=AF-V(V-F)=uw

as desired. Pulling back the velocity to the torus, or simply using the periodicity, we obtain

/udwz—/VXFd:tzO.
T T

lullfz = IV % Fllfz < C1llF g,

for some constant C7 independent of ¢ (basically this constant just counts up the number of partial derivatives
of F appearing in the definition of u) and thus combining this with ([B.I9) we obtain (BIT) for the constant
C = C1CF independent of t. Therefore, since w € C([0,T]; H}) and u is incompressible, we obtain

u e C([0,T];H3)

We have that

as desired, completing the proof. 0
We shall now obtain the time derivative u’ and investigate which space it lies in.

Proposition 3.7. Let ' be the weak time derivative of the solution of [B4). Then the elliptic problem
(3.18) AG—-V(V-G)=uw" subject to /G dx =0,
T

has a unique solution for each 0 <t < T, satisfying

2 2
(3.19) I1Glz < Crllw'lits,
for some elliptic constant C'g. Furthermore if we define a as follows:

(3.20) a:=-VxG,
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then it holds that

a=1u
which furthermore satisfies
(3.21) V-u' =0, /11‘U/ de=0 and Vxu =ud,
along with the estimate
(3.22) Il @)1, < Cll’ (D12

where C'is the constant given in Proposition [3.0, and thus v’ € L*(0,T; H3).

Proof. The properties (3:2I)) and (3:22) and all follow exactly as in Proposition It is then easy to check
directly that a satisfies the definition of u'. O

We can summarize what we have obtained so far as follows:

Proposition 3.8. There exists an incompressible u with v € C([0,T); H2) and u' € L*(0,T;H}) satisfying
the estimates

o 1 [e3
s Ol < 40 (1427 oy +.0 (5 4+ €T g sy 3230
||UI||%2(0,T;H;) < C2+o) {4||U0||%12 + HfH%Q(O,T;L?('JT))} : (3.23b)
Proof. We collect all of our previous estimates and use ([B.8]) to write them in terms of ug. O

3.3. Solving for the Conformation Tensor (e > 0). We solve the equation
8o —elAo = 61— (Ju-V)e+ (VJa)G +6 (VJa) —~5 (3.24a)
o(0) = oo € H3, (3.24b)
which can be thought of as a system of nine equations for the nine components of ¢. By defining the right
hand side as
f=0I—(Ju-V)5+ (VJi)s +6(VJa) —Aa,
we have that f € C([0,T]; H}) as long as @ € C([0,T]; H2) and & € C([0, T]; H3). We can thus obtain:

Proposition 3.9 (Existence and Regularity for o). The problem B24) possesses a unique weak solution with
o€ C([0,T);H2) and o’ € L?(0,T;H}) which satisfies the estimates

€ 1 € 3
o o < (1427 foullg o+ (3 4+ €27 ) ] o (3.250)
1012 0ry < @+ [lonlZs + 17120 ramp | (3.25)
HUH%%O,T;HS) < O(1_|_Te(1+25)T) HUOHI2H13+0(1+€(HQE)T) ||f||%2(01T;Hé)_ (3.25¢)

where C' is an elliptic constant depending only on € and the geometry of the torus and is thus independent of
T.

Proof. Since ([B.24)) has the same form as (3.4) we obtain similar estimates for o:

€ 1 € r
(1 + (112 )T) ||ao|\[2mé + (Z + (142 )T> ”f”%?(O,T;]LS) (3.26a)

IN

esssup o (1)]1%
0<t<T

IN

||U/||%2(0,T;Lg) (2+¢€) {HUOHI%H;; + ”f”%?(O,T;ng)} (3.26b)

||U||%2(01T;H3) < C (1 + Te(1+25)T) ||‘70||1%1§ +C (1 + e(1+2e)T) ||JE||%2(O,T;1L§)’ (3.26¢)

A
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for some constant C' depending only on € and the geometry of the torus. However, these are not good enough
because we want the components of o to be in H2, not H'. Now the trick is to notice that if f € C([0, T]; Hg)
then 9;f = 0., f € C([0,T);L3). Therefore the same estimates as above can be used to solve the equations

o, — eAv; = O;f
v;(0) = 0,00,
with the same sorts of estimates. But it is easy to see that v; = ;0 and v} = 9;0’, which allows us to conclude
o€ L*(0,T;H3), o € L*(0,T;Hsy)

and so by results in §5.9 in [10], we conclude that o € C([0,T]; HZ). Furthermore, the above estimates for o
can be added to similar estimates for v; to obtain the estimates ([B.25]). O

3.4. The Contraction Mapping and Short Time Existence. With these estimates, establishing the
existence of a solution using the contraction mapping principle becomes easy. As before define

X =X(T)=C(0,T);H3) x C([0,T};HZ), and Y =MH2x HZ,
equipped with the norms

)l = max (@O le@)Z)  and @b = a2, + b3,

Fixing the initial data (ug,00) € Y, and taking (4,5) € X we solve the system of equations (8.2) to obtain
solutions u and o which by Theorems B.8 and satisfy (u,0) € X. We can thus consider this as a mapping
®:X =X defined by ®(a,5)=(u,0).

We also define
Br = {(v,w) € X : (v, w)||% < R2}.
Next, we notice that if (@,5) € Bg, then we can estimate
I1£172(r) < Ki(K + R? + RY)
by B7) for some appropriate constant K3 only depending on § and the choice of J. Similarly, for f we have
1F 13 < Ko (14 R? + RY),
where K5 only depends on 4,y and J. With these, we can estimate
HfH%Q(O,T;HZ('JI‘)) < TKi(Kj+ R*+R"), (3.27a)
17720, < THEa(l+R®+ RY). (3.27b)
Now it is quite easy to prove the following proposition:

Proposition 3.10. There exist R and a Ty, > 0, depending only on the initial data, such that the map ®
maps the ball Br C X (T) to itself for all 0 <T < T, ,

Proof. We first choose a T" > 0 small enough so that

1H20T" <9 anq  (1H20)T" < 9
which then holds for all 0 < T < T'. Now define
(3.28) R? = 12C (uo, 00)[I3- + 3| (uo, 90) |5 + 4

and now choose a 0 < T}, » < T” sufficiently small so that
1 1
Ty..C (— +2> K\(K}+R*+R")<1 and Ty, <—+2) K, (1+R*+R*) <1,
«@ . €

which holds for all 0 < T < T, ,. Therefore using (3:23a)), (3:25al), (3:27al), and ([B:270) we conclude that
1w, 0) |5y < R?
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for all 0 < T < 7T, ,. This completes the proof. O

Next, we show that ® is a contraction mapping for all sufficiently small T.

Proposition 3.11. There exists a T, > 0, depending only on the initial data such that ® is a contraction on
the ball Br.

Proof. Recalling that the initial data (ug,00) are fixed, we take (@1,61), (l2,02) € Br, and consider the
corresponding solutions (u1,01), (uz,02) € Bg. First consider the corresponding vorticities wy and wy and
notice their difference w = ws — wy satisfies the equation

(3.29) Ow— Ao =G, with @(0)=0,
where G = fy — f1. Using the fact that we can write
Q(Jug, 2) — Q(Ju1, 41) = QJ g, Uz — 1) + Q(Jae — Jg,a1),
we can write G as follows:
G = PV xdiv(Jos — J&1) + (Jug — Ju1) Vi + Jug (Ve — Vi)
+Q(Jag, tp — 1) + Q(Jt2 — JUy, Uy ).

Notice that the forcing terms cancel. Similarly, let & = 02 — o1. Then, it satisfies the following equation:

0o —eAc =G, with (0) =0,
where G = fg — fl, which after some manipulations, can be written as follows:
G = (62—61)+ (Jia- V) (62— 1) + [J (2 — 1) - V] &1 + [V (J (@ — @2))] 61
+ (VJin) (61 — 2) + 61 [V (J (i — 42))]" + (61 — &2) (VJag)" .
Thus, we see that there exists a constant C'r depending only on R such that

HG”]]%g < Cgll(g — 1,52 — &1)|1%

||é|\12m;;(1r) < Crl(ag —@,62 — 61)[|%-

Now choose some 0 < § < 1 and a T, > 0 such that T, <7T, , and such that
1 62 1 62
CT.|—+2|Chr<— and T.|-+2)Cgr<—.
« 2 € 2

Using (3.23a) and (325a) we conclude

2

0% - . N
omax, fluz(t) —u(t)llg < S M@z — 41,62 —51)lx

and
6‘2
<

max, [loa(t) — o1(t)|lmz < 5 [l(@2 — @1, 62 —a)l%

0<t<T.
so putting these together we obtain
[(uz — ur,02 = o1)[[% < 62| (@2 — 1,52 — 61)[I%

for X = X(T.). Therefore, ® is a contraction mapping. This completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.12. The system of equations [212) has a unique solution (u,o) which exists for 0 <t < Ty,
where T, > 0 depends only on the initial data.
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Proof. Since ® is a contraction mapping on Br C X (T.), it has a unique fixed point (u,o) inside of Br C
X (T,) which is the solution of our system. In fact, this is the only solution in all of X (7.), not just in
Bpr. Suppose there was some other solution, call it (ug,02) € X(T,) with the same initial data (ug,00).
By continuity, there would have to be some time T5 > 0 with 75 < T, such that (ug,02) € Br C X (T%).
But then, applying the contraction mapping for this shorter time would yield a unique solution. Then, both
(u,0), (uz2,02) € Brp C X(T2) would be solutions for 0 < ¢ < T, meaning that (u(t),o(t)) = (ua(t),o2(t))
for 0 < ¢t < Ty. We can extend this argument to the entire interval 0 < t < T, to obtain the uniqueness
of the solution on the established interval of existence. Furthermore, as we saw, our choice of T, ultimately
depended on R whose definition depends only on the choice of the initial data, and the elliptic constant C
which is independent of T', completing the proof. O

Proposition 3.13. There exists a number T* > 0 (potentially with T* = co) such that a unique solution to
@3 for e > 0 exists for 0 < t < T* with u(t) € C([0,T];H3), «'(t) € L*(0,T; H}), o(t) € C([0,T]; H3), and
o'(t) € L*(0, T; HY) for all 0 <T < T*.

Proof. We have shown that a solution in the appropriate spaces exists for 0 < ¢t < T,. Now we can use
(u(Te),0(Te)) as new initial data and repeat the procedure, to extend our solution to a longer time. This
extension is unique as we saw in Proposition[B.12] and using that proposition we can always extend the solution
to a longer time interval. This completes the proof. O

We remark that there is a possibility that as the solution grows, the amount of time we can extend by
becomes smaller, leading to a barrier time 7™ beyond which we cannot extend. In fact, we shall show that
this can be ruled out later on by assuming that oy is symmetric and positive semi-definite.

3.5. Short Term Stability and Positivity of o(t). In order to establish global existence we need to
establish the energy estimate (2:23). In order to do this we need to establish the postive semi-definiteness of
o(t), which we will show is true assuming og is symmetric and positive semi-definite. In [9] this is proven by
finding equations satisfied by the eigenvalues of o, and showing by the maximum principle that if they start
out non-negative, they remain (weakly) non-negative. While this works well in two dimensions, the algebra
becomes messy in three dimensions. Thus we use an alternative proof strategy. Since we have better regularity,
we can establish non-negativity point-wise instead of almost everywhere. The basic idea is to approximate o
by a smooth tensor, prove the positive semi-definiteness of this smooth tensor, and then show that this smooth
tensor converges to 0. We begin with establishing the short term stability of o.

Proposition 3.14. Suppose that (u1,01) and (ug,02) are two solutions to (ZI2) with two different bounded
wnitial states:

1(u1(0), a1 (ONIIF,  [I(u2(0), 02(0))[3 < M.
Then there exists a time Ty > 0 depending only on M such that for 0 <t < Ty

max ([Jua(t) = us(8)|Z; + lloa(t) = o1(1)Z3 ) < Coan ([lu2(0) = us ()13 + llo2(0) = 01(0)] 1)

0<t<Tm
where the constant Cnq depends only on M.
Proof. As we saw in the proofs of Propositions 1] B.I1] and if we define
R? =12CM +3M +4

then there exists a time Ty depending only on M such that for any initial data smaller than M we will
have a solution, which will furthermore be contained in Br C X (Tr). Compare with [B28)). Now, we define
U=1uy — Uy, W= ws —wi, and & = g9 — o1. We have that

[Jo| < Kllolluz, [Jal < Klallz, lalf; < Cllollifs, (3.30a)

1(Tur, a)lIFs < 81K uallEaallfy, 1T, u2)llf, < 81K |alFs]luzllfy (3.30b)
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where the constant K only depends on the choice of 7 in the definition of J, as we mentioned previously. Also
notice the terms involving u; and uy can be bounded in terms of R and hence M. Here C' again is the same
elliptic constant as before.

By taking the equation for ws and the equation for w; and subtracting them, we obtain the equation for @
which takes the form

0w — aAw = B(V x divJa) — (Jug - V) — (Ja - V)wr + Q(JG, ug) + Q(Juq, ).

We now take the inner product with @ and integrate in space. Since we can estimate « in terms of @, and the
terms involving uq, ws, etc, can be estimated in terms of M we can easily obtain an estimate of the form:

1d
2 dt
where the constant C; depends only on M. We can similarly obtain an equation for & which gives

05 — eAG = —(Juz - V)5 + (Ju - V)or + (VJuz)d + (VJa)or + a(VJu)' + oy (VJa)! —~5

(3.31) @12, + alVal?; < O (1812, + Io1;)

and upon taking the Frobenius inner product with & and integrating in space we obtain
1d
2 dt
where the constant Co depends only on M.
Adding (346) and 3.47), multiplying by 2, and defining C5 = 2C7 + 2C5 we obtain the inequality
< (12 + 1712, ) < &5 (182, + 212,

and so applying Gronwall’s inequality
l@@I2; + ()12 < e (125 + 50} ]2, )
which holds for 0 < ¢t < Thxq. So we can estimate
l@(t)2; + Io(®)125 < e ()2 +150)I2; ) = Ca (I2(0))12; + I7(0)]1Z5)

for0<t<Ty.
Next, notice that the equation for w can be put in the form

(3.32) 012, + €l Vol < Ca (I8l + Io12;)

(3.33) 0o — aA© + (Jug - VYo = 8(V x divJa) — (Ju - V)wr + Q(Ja, u2) + Q(Juq, @)
where for 0 < ¢ < T we have |Jug| < KR. Therefore, there exists a constant Cr,, such that
(334 s 80l < Cry (I8ONE + 1l 200z )

where f,, is the right hand side of ([833)). But by our previous propositions and estimates we have L? control
over the right hand side and we can estimate

T T
17l < [0 (I + 1p@Iz) de< [ s (Clamlz + 12, dr
wIlL2(0,Tapm;L3) = 0 5 H} L2 =, 5 L2 L2

IN

T'm
| o (112 + o)) de < TuCaci (101 + 1))

where the constants depend only on M and the K which comes from the definition of J. Therefore, plugging
this estimate into (3:34) we see there is a constant C7 depending only on K and M such that

_ 2 - 2 = 2
25, Ol < €5 (1501, + 10011;).

Similarly, we can write the equation for ¢ as

(3.35) 015 — eAG + (Juy - V)a = (Ju - V)oy + (VJu)d + (VJa)oy + 5(VJus)' + o1 (VJa)T — 3,
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where again we have |Jug| < KR for 0 <t < Th. So again there is a constant C’TM such that

NP A - 2 2
OSI?gi)SM ||0(t)||Hé < Oy (HU(O)HHé + ||fa||L2(0,TM;]L§)> )
where f, is the right hand side of ([B:3%]). Using the same arguments that we made for @ we can find a constant
such that

_ 2 — 2 = 2
Jmmax [a(0lE < Cs (19123 + 1201 -

Now, we want to obtain an H? bound for the components of . The idea is to take the equation (3.35) and
differentiate it with respect to z?. This then gives the equation for 8; which can be put into the same form

as ([B33)
01(0;0) — eA(0;0) + (Jug - V)0io = —(0iJua-V)d + 0;Ju- Vo, + Ju- Vo1 + (VI Juz)d
+(VJuz)0;6 + (Vo Ju)oy + (VJu)0;o1 + 0;6(VJuz)T
+5(VOiJug)" + 0,01 (VI + 01(VOJu)T — 40,5
and notice using our previous estimates we can estimate the norm of the right hand side and each term will

have at least one factor of (||@(0)||]%I1 + ||6(O)||]%I1). Thus we obtain a bound of the form
3 9

s [0y < Cry [19:5(0) 2 + Co (I@O)I12; + 17(0) )]

We can repeat this for each i to conclude the partial derivatives of the components of & are in H', meaning
that the components of 7 are in H?, and adding up all the estimates we obtain

o125 < Cro (12013, + 17(0)125)

Since we can estimate @/ in terms of [|[|gy and [|@(0) [y in terms of [|@(0)||mz, we can put together all of
our estimates to obtain

max (|la(®)|Z; + 15(1)12;) < Cn (120)]2; + 15(0) 3

0<t<Trm
for all 0 < ¢t < T, for some constant C'hy which can be expressed in terms of our previous constants, and
thus only depends on M, completing the proof. g

We will need one more proposition before we can prove positivity.

Proposition 3.15. If oq is smooth, then o(t) remains smooth in the spatial variable for all 0 <t < T* where
T* is the time given in Proposition [313.

Proof. We consider the solution to ([Z12) for 0 < ¢t < T, with the components of u and o being in H2. We

have that [lu|[Z, < R on this time interval and so, due to the regularization, we have complete point-wise
3

control over Ju and all its derivatives. Looking at the equation

(3.36) o — Ao+ (Ju-V)o =61+ (VJu)o + o (VJu)" — o,
subject to o(0) = o9, we see that if
(3.37) s o0z < Cn,

then the right hand side of the equation is in Hg. Therefore, letting A be a multi-index of length n, as long as
oo is smooth, we can apply D* to (3.36)), to get an initial value problem for D*¢. We can then conclude that
D> has components in H', so o has components in H"*!, and we can estimate

Jmax (Ol < Cosa,

as we did with our earlier estimates. Here C), 1 depends on C,, R, and T.. The base case where n = 2 has
already been established. Therefore, by induction we can prove the estimate [B.31) for any n, which by the
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Sobolev embedding theorem means that o(t) is smooth in space for each 0 < ¢ < T,.. We repeat this argument
every time we extend our solution to conclude that o(t) is smooth for all 0 <t < T*. O

Proposition 3.16. If og is symmetric and positive semi-definite, then so is o(t) for all 0 <t < T* where T*
1s the time given in Proposition [313.

Proof. The proof is based on the sketch given in Theorem 3.3 in [8]. There, the authors suggest how to make
their argument precise. However, they assume that the components of their tensor are C? which is not the
case for us. We will first prove the proposition assuming o = o(x,t) is smooth in z for each ¢t and then use
this to establish the case when the components of o are only in H2.

First, the symmetry of o(¢) easily follows from the equations assuming o is symmetric. There is no difficulty
here.

Next, assume that our o is smooth in z for each ¢ and ¢(0) is positive semi-definite. Further assume that
u € C([0,T);H3) for each T < T*. Therefore, for each T we can estimate

|V Ju| < KHU’HC([O,T];HTH:%)
where K > 0 is as before. Next we define the constant
S =1+ 2K |[ull oo,

and now we define the tensor

A(t) = o(t) + eeSI,
where £ > 0. Notice that since ¢(0) is positive semidefinite, A(0) is strictly positive. Now using the equation
for o we can write down the differential equation satisfied by A(t) which is

HA = eAA— (Ju-V)A+ (VJu)A+ A(VJu)T — ee(VJu) — e (VJu)T
(3.38) —y A+ yeeS T 4 61 + SeeS'T
as can be easily checked. Notice that by our choice of S we have that for any vector W # 0
(3.39) See L;WWI — ee5 (VJu) i WW — e (VJu) LW W7 > ee W[ > 0

where we employed the summation convention. Now, let (21,%1) be a point with the smallest time coordinate
t; < T at which A has 0 as an eigenvalue and let V be the corresponding eigenvector. Notice that ¢; > 0 since
A(0) is strictly positive. Now contract A;; with the constant vector field equal to V' everywhere to obtain the
quantity

AijViVj = Aij ({E, t)ViVj
which is positive for all (z,¢) with 0 < ¢ < ¢;. Hence, we must have that
(340) 8t (vale) S 0 at ($1,t1)

On the other hand, contracting ([B.38)) with the constant vector field V' and freely moving indices up and down
we obtain

Oy (AgViV) = eA(AyV'VI) = (Ju- V) (A VIVI) + (VJu), PAP VIV + A (V) P VIV

—ee5 (VJu); VIVI — e (VJu) ;;VIVI — A VIV 4 yee V)2

+6|V|* + SeeS V%,
and upon evaluating this at (z1,¢1) and using the fact that in that case

A Vi=A; VI =0
we get
O (A VIVI) = eA (A VIVI) = (Ju- V) (AyVIVI) — ee® (VJu);ViIVI
—e (V. Ju) j; VIV 4+ eS|V 2 + 6|V [ 4 SeeS! |V |2,
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Since for ¢; we have that A;;V*V7 achieves a spatial minimum at z;, we can apply the second derivative test
so that V(A;;V*V7) =0 and A(A;;V*V7) > 0 at (x1,¢1) to conclude

(A VIVI) > eeS|IVE >0 at (21,t1).

However, this contradicts ([8:40) which means there is no point (z,t) at which 0 is an eigenvalue of A, and so
A is strictly positive for all (z,¢) with 0 < ¢ < T. Since this holds for any €, we conclude that o is positive
semi-definite for all (z,¢) with 0 <t < T. Since T' < T can be chosen arbitrarily, we obtain the proposition
in the case of smooth o.

Next we want to extend this to our general case, where the components of o(t) are only in H? for each fixed
t. Since the components are in H? and our dimensions is n = 3 we conclude that the components are in C%T,
for some 0 < I" < 1 and so it actually makes sense to talk about the positivity of ¢ pointwise, as opposed to
almost everywhere.

First we will prove the positivity of o on the interval 0 < ¢ < T of Theorem 312l Take o and approximate
it in H3 by a smooth positive definite ¢ such that

lloo — oo,ellmz < e.
We can do this since o is assumed to be positive semi-definite. We can thus estimate
[0, 70.0) 115 < [l (w0, 70) |5 + 2¢]|(uo, 00) |y + €,
and so take the M in Proposition B.14] to be
M = |[|(uo, 90)[[¥ + 2¢]|(uo, 70) ||y + %

Denote the solution with initial data (ug, 00.e) by (ue(t), 0= (t)) which is guaranteed to exist on 0 < ¢ < T <
T.. Since M depends on € we write T; instead of Trq to make this dependence explicit. Moreover, we see
that as € \, 0 then T,  T.. By Proposition we have that o.(¢) is smooth, and therefore positive on
0<t<TL.

Now take any T' < T.. Eventually for sufficiently small € < 1 we have T' < T;. Since the initial velocity is
the same, by Proposition B.14] we can estimate

mas [lo(t) — o:(t)[ < Or, (Jloo — 00 %3)

where the constant C', corresponding to € = 1 works for all smaller e. Therefore, taking the limit as ¢ — 0,
we have that the components of o.(t) converge to the components of o(t) in H? for each t. Therefore, they
also converge in C%T'. Hence, taking an arbitrary vector W we obtain

111%(06(t))ijwiwj = (o(1)i;,W'W7 >0

E—r

for all 0 <t < T < T,. Since we can choose T arbitrarily as long as T' < T., we conclude that in fact
(O'(f))ijWin Z O

for all 0 < t < T.. Repeating this argument for each extension of our solution, we conclude that o(¢) is positive
semi-definite for all 0 <t < T*. O

3.6. A priori estimates. Next, we will establish some apriori estimates for w(t), u(t), and o(¢).
Proposition 3.17. Given ug and a positive semi-definite oo, the solution o(t) of (Z3) satisfies the estimate
lo@®E, < Ri(t), for 0<t<T7,

where

Ry(t) = X AVITHARECRE (042, 4 20/Tot)

where By and Es are constants appearing on the right hand side of [223) and K is a constant appearing in
B3), which depends only on the definition of J.
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Proof. Recall the constant K satisfies

[Ju| + |[VJu| < K||ul|L,-
Therefore, we take the equation for o and take its Frobenius innder product with o, and integrate over the
spatial variable. This yields the inequality

sloOls e [1VaPde < 6 [ foldotq [lofdo+2 [ [97ulods
< 6V[Tlllollz + (v + 2K (Ext + Es)) |lo]|2
< SV (1+ll0l%y) + (7 + 2K (Eat + E2)) |2
< ST+ (SVIT] 4+ + 2K (But + B)) o2,

where Holder’s inequality is used for the second inequality. We also notice that [ [(Ju - V)o]-odz = 0 as can
be checked by integrating by parts. Taking the inequality and multiplying by 2 we obtain

d
EHUHEg < 26v/[T| + (25\/ IT| + 27 + 4K (Eit + E2)) lollfz
and using Gronwall’s inequality we obtain
lo@IIZ, < et+20V IR B 2K (152, 1 2 /Tat)
This completes the proof. g
We can obtain a similar estimate for | Vo||?, .
27

Proposition 3.18. Given ug and a positive semi-definite oo, for any fired T > 0 with T < T* the solution
o(t) of Z0) with € > 0 satisfies the estimate

IVo()|f;, < Ra(t), 0<t<T,

where

2 26? 292 +8M?2 !
Ry(t) = et <||vao||§2 + 2T+ 77/ Rl(s)ds) ,
27 € € 0
where the constant M = K(E1T + E3) depends on T, and the constants K, F1, and E2 are those appearing in

Proposition [3.17
Proof. First we fix any T > 0 with T" < T™*. Now we define the constant

M = K(E\T + E»)
We take the Frobenius inner product of the equation for o with ¢’ and integrate in space to obtain
€ d

112
lo'l2; + 5

IVollz, = /T([(—Ju Vo] 461 —yo + [(VJu)o] + [o(VJIu)"]) : o'dz (3.41a)

IN

M/|VU||0’|dx+7/|0||a'|dw+2M/|a||a'|d:E+/(5|0'|d:c (3.41D)
T T T T

and now the trick is to use Cauchy’s inequality with € to obtain a contribution of 1||¢”||Z, from each term to
9

cancel out the [|o’[|7, on the left hand side. In this case we obtain
9
ed
2dt
and upon multiplying by 2/€ and using Proposition B.I7 we obtain
2M? 2v% + 8 M2
€

€

IVol2, < M2IVol2y +~ ol +4M2[o]2; + 82IT]

d,_ , 28
Vol < IVoliis, + =TI+ Ri(2)
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and upon using Gronwall’s inequality we get
Vo0, < (9ol + 2o me+ 20 [ pas).
which holds for 0 < ¢ < T, completing the proof. O
Next we will obtain similar estimates for w.
Proposition 3.19. Given ug and a positive semi-definite oq, the solution w(t) of (2.12) satisfies the estimate
lw®lZ; < Ra(t).
where

t
(3.42) Ry(t) := P HA+162K BxCLOp) 481K Ert? (llwolng + 2K2|TJt + 9K 8| T / Ri(s) ds) .
0

Here K is a constant only depending on the choice of n in the definition of J and Ri(t) is the function
appearing in Proposition [3.17
Proof. By definition, the constant K satisfies

IV x divJo| < 3K||oLz.

Again this constant depends only on the choice of 7 in the definition of J. Now, take the equation for w and
take the inner product with w to obtain

1d .
§E||w||ﬂ2,§+a||vw||ﬂz,g = B/T(V><d1VJU)-wd:b—/TQ(Ju,u)-wdx—i—/Tg-wd:v

< [3/|V><divJa||w| da:+/|Q(Ju,u)||w|d3:—|—/|g||w|d:1:
T T T

< é/|VXdiVJO’|2 dx + <é+2>/|w|2 da:+/|Q(Ju,u)|2 da:+/|g|2 dx
2 Jr 2 T T T

9K?p3
2

B+4
< ITllollZz + KIT| + T||W||u2,§ + 81K ||z lullz;

However, since we can estimate
lullzy < CullFIZs < CiCillwlZs = CllwllZs.

we obtain the inequality

d
Jlelze < [OKZBITIR (1) + 2K5|TI] + [8 + 4+ 162K (Evt + E2)C1 Cp] |lw|[Z,

and applying Gronwall’s inequality we obtain

t
||w(t)||i% < e(ﬁ+4+162KE2ClCE)t+81KE1t2 <||w0||1[,§ —|—2K§|T|t—|—9K2ﬂ|T|/ R1(5> dS) 7
i 0

which completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.20. Given ug and a positive semi-definite oq, for any fired T > 0, for which the solition exists
in [0,T], the solution w(t) of ZI2) satisfies the estimate

IVw(®)|F; < Ra(t) ¥t € [0,T],
where
2 2t
Ry(t) = ™ot (||vwo||§Lg +— [98°K>?|T|R(T) + 81MC1CpR3(T) + K§|1r|]> ,

where M is the constant defined in Proposition and thus only depends on T and the initial data.
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Proof. For fixed T > 0, we take the equation for w and take the inner product with w’. Then for 0 < ¢ < T,
this gives us

d

||w’||ﬁg+%a||vwl|ig = —/((JU~V)w)w’+ﬂ/(deivJU)-w’ da:—/Q(Ju,u)-w/ da:—l—/gwu/da:

‘ T T T T
< /|Ju||Vw||w’|d;v+ﬁ/|V><divJa||w'|d;v+/|Q(Ju,u)||w'| d:b+/|g||w'|d:1c

T T T T
< M/|Vw||w’|dx+ﬂ/|V><diVJJ||w/| da:—l—/|Q(Ju,u)||w’|d:z:—|—/|g||w/|d:1:

T T T T
<

M2/|Vw|2dx+ﬁ2/|vXdivJa|2dx+/|Q(Ju,u)|2d:c+/|g|2dx+|\w’|\§§,
T T T T

where we used Cauchy’s inequality with ¢ to extract exactly 1|lw’ |7, from each term. Thus using the energy
3
estimate we obtain
ad

2dt||Vw||i§ < M2||Vw||f§+ﬂ2A|V xdivJa|2dx+/T|Q(Ju,u)|2 clgch/T|g|2 da
< MP||Vwlfs + 982 K2|T|lolfz + 81K [[ullfa]lullf + Kg|T|
< M?|Vw|f: +98°K3(T|o|1f; + 81MCiCgl|w|fs + K7 |T|
< 9B°K?|T|R(t) + 81IMC1CpRs(t) + Ko |T| + M?||Vw||f
< 98°K*|T|R.(T) + 8LMC1CRy(T) + KJ|T| + M?|| Vw2,
and so we obtain
d 2 2 27172 2 2 2
S Vwlfe < = (982 K*TIRy(T) + SLMC1CRa(T) + K2IT| + M2 Ve|; )

which holds for all 0 < ¢ < T. Now, applying Gronwall’s inequality we finally get

2
2Mt

2t
V)12 < 5 IVl + 2 9 K2TIR(T) + $1MCCpRT) + KT )

completing the proof. O
3.7. Global Existence. To establish global existence we begin with the following proposition.

Proposition 3.21. If the time T* appearing in Proposition is finite (that is, the solution cannot be
extended past T* ), then necessarily
2
[(w, 0)[[% = o0

as T /T,

Proof. Suppose T* < oo is the finite time beyond which we can’t extend and ||(u,0)||3% < B for all T < T*.
Take a sequence Ty, , T*. Then by Theorem there exists a T' > 0 depending only on B such that the
solution can be extended to Ty + T'. For large enough k we have T, + T > T* contradicting the definition of
T*. O

The point is that if we can show ||(u,c)||% remains finite for all finite 7' then our solution is global, i.e.
T* = oo. This, combined with the energy estimates allows us to obtain global existence of the solution.

Proof of Theorem [2.1l By Proposition B.2T] we need to show that ||u(t)||ﬁ§ and [|o(t)||mz are both finite for
all finite ¢. Since we have

lu(®)lF; < Cllw(®)llZ;-

It is now enough to show that the right hand side is finite for all finite time. However, since o is positive
semi-definite, Propositions [3.19 and .20l both hold, which means that the right hand side is in fact finite for
all finite time.
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Similarly, since Propositions BI7 and both hold we have that [|o(t)|2, is finite for all finite ¢. Now,
9
fixing any 7" > 0 we look at
d0 —eAo + (Ju-V)o =61 + (VJu)o + o (VJu) —~o,

and differentiate it with respect to #’. This gives us an equation for the components v; = ;0. The resulting
equation can be put into the form

Ov; — eAv; + (Ju - Vv, =G

where
2
onax (|Gl
can be estimated directly in terms of our estimates for ||u(t)||]%12 and [o(t)||%;. Thus we can obtain an explicit
3 9
estimate for
2
oSier vl
and so we can conclude
2112
Joax Jlo(t)llz
is finite. Since the T can be chosen arbitrarily, this completes the proof. O

We can now also prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [2.2 The proof follows by induction. First, due to the regularization and the energy
estimate, we have complete point-wise control over Ju and all its derivatives. Looking at the equation

(3.43) Oo —eAo + (Ju-V)o =61+ (VJu)o + o (VJu) — o
- c(0) = oy,

we see that if we have

. P < O
(3.44) gnax flo ()l < Ci,

then the right hand side of the equation is in Hj. Let A be a multi-index of length i. We can apply D> to
B3) to obtain the initial value problem

oD o — eAD*o + (Ju-V) Do =G

where G is a sum of terms which are the products of smooth functions (coming from the derivatives of Ju)
and the derivatives of o up to order i. Then, using (3.44) we conclude that we can bound [|G|[Lz in terms of
C;i. Now, as long as i < k, then Do € H} and so using of the form (3:26a)) we obtain that

max ||D o|m < C

0<t<T g
for some constant C. Thus we can bound all of the partial derivatives of o to conclude that there is some
constant Cj 41 such that

(3.45) Joax |lo(t)]

HiH < Ciy1.

Moreover, using (3.26D) we can conclude that o’ € L2(0,T;Hg ).

We can apply the exact same idea to the vorticity equation, and now the result follows by induction.
Finally, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, if & > 4. then the components are in C*~2 giving us classical
solutions. 0
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3.8. Global Stability of Solutions. In this section, we investigate the stability of our solutions.

Proposition 3.22 (L? Stability). Let two sets of initial data (ug1,00,1) and (ug2,002) satisfying the as-
sumptions of Theorem [2] be given. We denote the corresponding solutions to (ZI2) by (w1 (t), u1(t),o1(t))
and (wa(t), uz(t), o2(t)), respectively. Then, for an arbitrary T > 0. The following estimate holds:

lwa(®) = wr (B2 + loa(t) = o125 < Ro(t) (Jlwa(0) = wr(0)2; + llo2(0) — o1(0)]135)
where Rg(t) = elo Bs(9)ds it

Rs(t) = 2CK\/Ry4(t) + B+ B|T|K? + 2CK /Ry (t) + 4CK /Ry (t) + 4K (Eit + Eo) + 27.

Proof. As before, taking the equation for ws and the equation for w; and subtracting them, we obtain the
equation for w = ws — w1, which takes the form

815(:)— alo = ﬂ(V X leJa') - (JUQ . V)(:)— (J’l_l, . V)wl —Q(J’l_l,,UQ) — Q(Jul,ﬁ)

We now take the inner product with w and integrate to get

1d
5d—||w||i2 +a|Vali. = / (B(V xdivJa) — (Juz - V)o — (Ju - V)wr — Q(Ju,u2) — QJu,)) wdzx
t 3 9 T
< é/|V><diVJ5’|2d$+é/|@|2d$+/|J1_L||VCU1||£D|CL’E
2 T 2 T T
+ [ KlalglVuslia| do + [ KlualoglValle] do
T T
B _ B i} i
< SITIEZ|GlIE, + 5111, + CK @z | [Verllold
2 5 1 g MILg T
K|zl Vuelliz ol + KllulluzllVallizll@llz
B _ B ,
< §|T|K2||0||fg + §||W||n2,g + CK ||V ||z o]1F
+ECllw2lliz|@lEs + KCllwr [luz @l
(3.46) < (CK\/R4(t) + g + 2KC~'\/R3(t)) w125 + §|T|K2||a||§g.

We can similarly obtain an equation for & which gives
015 — eAG = —(Juy - V)G + (Ju - Vo, + (VJuz)a + (VJa)oy + 5(VJux)? + o1 (VJa)T —~5
and upon multiplying by ¢ and integrating in space we obtain
1d

sl Vol < [ (TalVailol+ 29 ullof + 29 Jalorlo] + 5lo7?) do

< CK||¢D||L§/T|V01||5|d;v+2K(E1t+E2)/T|6|2dx

+20K||@||L§/|01||5'|d3:+'y/|6|2d33
T T

CK|®]l2llVoullLz ollz + 2K (But + Eo)llo]17

IN

+2CK |@]lzllonlzllolls +IIolE;
CE\/Ry(t)||@lp2 7]z + 2K (Ext + By)|a Iz
+2CK VR (0@ 151z + 11 ]1F

5 (CKVERD) + 20K VR0 ol

(3.47) +% (CKJR2 (1) + 20K /Ry (t) + AK (Eyt + By) + 27) I5112;.

IN

IN



28 JAROSLAW S. JARACZ AND YOUNG JU LEE

Adding (346) and (347) and multiplying by 2, we obtain the inequality

& (1ol + 150)12;) < Rs(t) (18012 + o)1)

where

Rs(t) = 2CK\/Ra(t) + B+ 2K C\/R3(t) + B|T|K? + 2CK \/Ry(t) + ACK /Ry (1) + 4K (Ert + Ey) + 2

and so applying Gronwall’s inequality
()5 + 1202y < e 7% (o2 + 120l
which holds for 0 < ¢ < T, completing the proof.
We now obtain higher order regularity for .
Proposition 3.23. Fiz some T > 0. Then there exists a constant Cr depending only on T such that
l@(®)12y < CrRa(t) (IwoliZy + lolZ; )

for all0 <t <T, where
R7(t) =1+t (26K|T| + 2CKR4(T)) Re(T).

Proof. Notice that the equation for w can be put in the form

(3.48) 0o — aAw + (Jug - VYo = (V x divJs) — (Ju - V)ws — Q(Ja, uz) — Q(Juq, @)

where for any fixed T, we have control over |Juz|. Therefore, there exists a constant Cr such that
lo®)Z; < Or (I@oll2 + 171220.02))

where f is the right hand side of ([3.48)). We have L? control over the right hand side and we can estimate:

t
1122002 < / (2619 x divJo(s) |2, + 201 70 - Var()[2; + 19078, u) [, + [0 Tur, w)]12;) ds

t
< / (26K[Tll5(s) 2, + 20K |0(s) |2 | Veor (5)[12; + 81K ([0, a2
+81K a2 13y ) ds
t
< / (285 Tl115(5) 112, + 20K |2(5)133 | Veon ()1 + 81K 2| () 25 () 2

+81KC w1 (5)|2; | (5)]15 ) ds
<t (2BKIT| + 2CK Ry(T) + 162K C*Ry(T) ) Ro(T) (|l@0ll2; + lloull?3)
and thus, we obtain
()13 < CrRa(t) (2ol +150l% )

where
Re(t) =1+t (2ﬂK|1r| + 20K Ry(T) + 162KO2R3(T)) Re(T),

which completes the proof.
Similarly, we estimate ¢ as follows:
Proposition 3.24. For fired T > 0, there exists a constant Cp depending only on T such that
loliz < CrRs(t) (@l + loollz; )

where

Rg(lf) =1+ SCKng(T) (2R1 (T) + Ry (T) + 2R3(T) + ’Y) .
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Proof. We can write the equation for & as follows:

(3.49) 015 — eAG + (Juy - V)a = (Ju - V)oy + (VJu)d + (VJa)oy + 5(VJus)t + o1 (VJa)T — 5,

where for any fixed T' we have control over |Jusz|. Therefore, there exists a constant Cp such that
150112 < Cr (15013 + 111220 012)) -

where f is the right hand side of ([3.49). But again we have L? control over the right hand side and we can
estimate:

IN

t
11220008 / 8 (172 Vo2, +2(VIu)o 25 +20/(VTa)o |2 + 152 ) ds

IN

8 / t (CKRy(T)Rs(T) + 2CK Ry(T)Rg(T) + 2CK Ry (T) R (T)
0

+yRo(T)) (@0l + lollZ; ) ds

< SCKUR(T) (2Ri(T) + Ro(T) + 2Rs(T) +7) (IliolZy + o0l123)

and so
||5||]%1é < CT||50||12H[§ + Cr8CKtRe(T) (2R1(T) + Ro(T) + 2R3(T) + ) (H@OH]%I; + ||50||H%g)
< CrRs(t) (||@0||12H[; + ||50||1%1;) :
where
Rs(t) =1+ 8CKtRs(T) (2R1(T) + Ro(T) + 2R3(T) + 7).,
completing the proof. O

Thus we have H! stability:
Proposition 3.25 (H! Stability). Fiz some T > 0. We have the estimate:
@13y + 17113y < CrRo(@) (I@0liZy + 15012, )

for all 0 <t <T where
Ry(t) = Rx(t) + Rs(t)

Proof. This follows immediately by adding together the estimates from the previous two propositions and
noticing the obvious fact that ||7ol|7, < ||60]|Z,. This completes the proof. O
9 9

We now obtain a higher order estimate for & in the following proposition and theorem:

Proposition 3.26. For fired T > 0, we have
lo@liZ < CrRot) (ol + laoll3s ) -
where Rio(t) is a continuous function on 0 <t < T, which depends on T, K, E1, F>.

Proof. The idea is to take the equation ([3.49) and differentiate it with respect to z*. This then given the
equation for 9; which can be put into the same form as ([3:49):
815((%5’) — eA(&&) + (JUQ . V)&& = —(81'(]’&2 . V)& +0;Ju-Vo; +Ju-Vo;o1 + (V&Jug)a'
+(VJU2)8¢5’ + (V&Jﬁ)al + (VJﬂ)alal + 8i6(VJu2)T
+6(V6iJu2)T + 0,01 (VJ’U,)T + 01 (VBZJ’U,)T — 0,0,
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and notice using our previous estimates we can estimate the norm of the right hand side and each term will

have at least one factor of (”‘*_10”1%11 + H&OHHé). Thus we obtain a bound of the form
3

10:57125 < Cr [Il0ia0ll3; + Ri(t) (@0l + ool )] -

We can repeat this for each i to conclude the partial derivatives of & are in H', meaning that & is in H?2.
Combining all of the previous estimates, we see that there is a function Ry (¢) such that the proposition holds.
This completes the proof. |

Now we obtain H? stability for our solutions:

Theorem 3.27 (H? stability for € > 0). Let (up.1,001) and (uo2,00.2) denote two sets of initial data which
satisfy the assumptions of Theorem (2. We denote the corresponding solutions to 212) by (u1(t),o1(t))
and (uz(t), 02(t)), respectively. For a fized T > 0, there exists a continuous function R(t) such that

luz(t) — us (DFz + llo2(t) — o1 ()1 < R(®) (

for all 0 <t <T. The function R(t) depends on the norms of the initial data, K, and T.

[uo,2 — U0,1H%§ + lloo,2 — Uo,1||]%1§) )

Proof. The proof follows easily from Propositions .23 and .26, and the fact that [u|2, < C’Hw”l?ﬂ% |
3 3

4. GLOBAL EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS TO THE NON-DIFFUSIVE REGULARIZED OLDROYD-B MODEL

In this section, we shall provide the proof of Theorem[2.3] the case that there is no eAc term in the equation
for the conformation tensor. The proof starts out the same, with the same spaces X and Y under consideration
We will take (@,5) € X and then solve

Ow — alAw = B(V x divJe) — (Ju - V)o — Q(Ja,a) + g
(4.1) o+ (Ji-V)o— (VJi)o —o (VJa)" +~o =61
Vu=0 Vxu=w and [Lu(zt)de=0,

subject to the initial conditions:
(4.2) u(0) =ug € H3  with /uo dr =0 and o(0) =00 € HZ.
T

to obtain a map ®(u,5) = (u, o) mapping X to X. The first part of the proof is the same as for Theorem 2.1]
namely we solve for the vorticity and the corresponding velocity as in §3.1 and §3.2

The difference comes in solving for the conformation tensor, since the equation is no longer parabolic. For
this purpose, an explicit formula for the conformation tensor will be used. Further, we observe that in this
section it is a bit easier to think of all of our quantities as periodic in R? we will do so

4.1. Solving for the Conformation Tensor (¢ = 0). Given @, we wish to solve the equation for o,
(4.3) o+ (Ju-V)o — (VJi)o — o (VJi) +~o =61,
subject to the initial condition that o(0) = o¢. The key is to notice that the left hand side of (@3] can be
written as a material derivative. Given @(x,t) € C([0,7T];H3) we can think of it as a periodic vector field in
R3. We then consider the vector field

v(z,t) = Ju(zx,t),
which is then smooth in x and continuous in ¢. Furthermore, since @ is periodic, so is v. For each x € R3, we
can solve the system of ODEs

(4.4) {ig))) zzfx(t),t)

for t € [0, T] for some 0 < T < T. This T can be chosen uniformly for all initial € R3 due to the periodicity
of v.
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Furthermore, if we have a bound of the form
(4.5) Il o,rym2) <7

then T can be chosen depending only on 7, meaning that for different & bounded by the same 7, we can obtain
a uniform 7" (recall that the way (4] is solved is by using a contraction mapping, and hence why T depends
on r). We will denote this dependence by T' = T'(r). Then we can obtain a solution on [T, 27] and so on, to
obtain a solution on all of [0, T].

This defines a flow continuous in both z and ¢, which we denote by ¢(z,t). The flow has three components
0 = (o', 9% ¢?), ie., we indicate the i-th component by ¢’. Note that the point z = (z!,z2,23) also has
three components, for which z%(z) gives the i-th component of z. Furthermore, it can be shown that o(x,t)
is actually smooth in « for each t and for each € > 0 satisfies
(4.6) max | DA (@l (x,t) — 2t ()| < €,

(x,t)ER® % [0,T]
[AI<3
where ) is a multi-index and T, > 0 depends only on ¢ and the r appearing on the right hand side of ([@3]).
We now define the deformation tensor F'(x,t) by
3
Fi(x,t) = gs"k (z,1)

and denoting its transpose by F'T it is well known [I3l[16] that the solution to (3) can be written as
(4.7) o(x,t) = e "'F(x,t)oo(x)F (x,t) + 5/ (z,t)F Yz, s)F~T(x,s)FT (x,t)ds

from which it is then easy to conclude o(z,t) € C([0, T]; H3). This is obvious because since the flow is smooth,
it is the regularity of og which determines the regularity of o. Furthermore, from the formula it is obvious
that if og is symmetric and positive semi-definite, then so is . Now we can establish the short-time existence.

4.2. Short-time existence (¢ = 0). Now that we have obtained the solutions to the system (1], we can
consider the solution operator as a mapping ¢ : X — X such that

O(a,0) = (u,0).

First, we will show that there is some ball of radius R in X for an appropriately small enough T. It will be
shown that the map ® maps this ball to itself. To do so, define Up(t) = up and Xo(t) = op (these are just
functions equal to the initial data for all ¢). Then we have (Up, Xo) € X for all T.

Now, let

(4.8) Br(Uo, 20) = {(v,w) € X : ||[(v = Up,w — 20) | % < R?},
which is just the closed ball of radius R around (Up, Xg). We shall show that there is some R such that
® : Br(Ug, X0) = Br(Uoy, Xo),
for some appropriate T. To do this we start with observing that
) — Uo0) % = () — woll2s

which by B.I7) boils down to estimating [|w(t) — w(0)]|%,. This can be done quite easily as
3

« 1 «
o) = Oy < 4 o Ty <4 (14027 Rl + (5 + €027 ) 1y

0<r<T
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by Theorem B4l We can choose a sufficiently small 7/ > 0 such that for all T < T we have that e(! 7207 < 2
so the above reduces to

1
o) = Oy < 12l +4 (24 5 ) W Bromas
< a8l on)lf + 4 (24 1) 1B ras
<

1
18 (ltun, o)l + 1%+ 4 (24 2) 110 rasy

where we used (8], and so

e () = Do)l = € (18 (ool + 1% +4 (2 £ ) 1oy )

0<t<T
by the estimate (B.I7). We now choose
R? = 100C (|| (uo, o0) ||y + 1)
and notice, that for all (@,&) € Br(Uy, Xo), we have the estimate
(@, )||lx <7 with 7 = ||(uo, 00)|ly + R,

and also notice that by this definition, r only depends on the norm of the initial data. Thus, in light of B.),
for all (@,5) € Br(Up, Xo) we can choose a sufficiently small T, > 0 with T;, < 7’ such that for all 0 < T < Ty,
we have

1 9 2
! (2 + E) HfHL?(O,T;]L?) < (luo, o)l +1)7,
and so

1
2 2 2 _ 1o
(4.9) gnax fu(t) — Uo(t)llgy < 50C ([|(uo, 00)ll + 1) +50C (|| (uo, oo)l| +1)" = 5 1"

On the other hand, using the following estimate

lo(z,t) — Zo(x, t)||I2HIg e F(x,t)o(2)FT (z,t) — o0(x)

2

¢
—|—5/ e VP, ) F (2, 8)F~ T (2, s)FT (2, t)ds
0

H3

IN

2 [le= " F e, oo (@) F™ (1) — o) | 2

2

)

t
+2 Hé/ e V) P2, )P (z,8)F~ T (2, 8)FT (2, t)ds
0 H3

and using ([@0), by shrinking 7" if necessary, we can make the above expression as small as we want. Fur-
thermore, this choice of T only depends on r. Thus there exists a T, > 0 such that for all 0 < T < T, we
have

2 Lo
(4.10) max [lo(t) - So(0)|2; < 5.
We can use this to obtain the following proposition:

Proposition 4.1. There exists a Ty, > 0, depending only on the initial data (ug,00) such that the map ®
maps the ball @X) of radius R? = 100C (||(uo, 00)|ly + 1)* in X to itself for all T < T, ,.

Proof. Let T, » = min{T,,T,} > 0. By (£3) and (£I0) for all T < T, , we have

(4.11) | (u— Up, o — %) ||X—OmtaéxT(Hu—UOHHg+||0—Eo||H2) < Rz+ Ra R

and this establishes the proposition. O
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Next we show that there is some time 0 < T, < T, , such that for all T < T, the map ® is a contraction
on our ball. Suppose we have (u1,051), (U2, 02) € Br(Up, Xo). Applying the map ® to both of them we obtain
two solutions, ®(1,51) = (u1,01), P(2,0d2) = (ug,02). We need to show that there exists a 0 < § < 1 such
that

[(ug — uy, 00 — 02) % < 6%||(G2 — 1,62 — 61)[1%

Let us first examine the term corresponding to the velocity. We have
[|ua(t) — Ul@)H%@ < Cllwa(t) = wi(®)lIz

where the w; are the corresponding vorticities. As before, we define w(t) = wa(t) — w1(t), both satisfy the
vorticity equation with the condition @(0) = 0 and f = fo — f1. Thus, using the first estimate in Theorem
3.3l we obtain the bound:

1 ; 1 7
_ 2 142a)T 2 2
Or;z%xan(t)HHé < (a + (142a) ) 1717 20,702y < <E + 2> 111 220,502)-

since T < Ty, » < T'. Since
f=pB(V xdivJe) — (Juz - V)w — (Ju - V)wy + Q(Ja, ug) + Q(Jus, @).
and so we can estimate
[FOI < 00) (a2 = @i, + 1152 = 5112 ) < COI (i = .52 = 30l
where the constant C(r) only depends on r and not T. Therefore we obtain
1PN a2y < TCWI(iz = i, 52 — 1) %

and so

1

(4.12) o [Jua(t) —w (), < cT [(2 + E) : C(r)} I(iz — 1,62 — 61) 1%,

for T < T, . Therefore, if we choose any § with 0 < # < 1, then we can choose a sufficiently small
0 <Tp <T,, such that for all 0 <t < Ty we have

2 0° 2
(4.13) o, fluz(t) —ur(®)llg; < 5 lI(d2 — 1,62 — 61)llx-

Next, we need to obtain a similar estimate for oy — o7.

4.2.1. Estimates for |01 — o2|. In this section, let C([0,T]; H2) = Z. Take the two vector fields @; and iz
which are in our ball and so both satisfy

@]z, luzllz <7 = |(uo, 00) [y + R.

Now consider the corresponding vector fields vy (z,t) = Jay(z,t) and ve(x,t) = Jua(z,t) which are smooth in
2 and continuous in ¢t. By (33) they satisfy
(4.14) max Z Z |D ! (2,8)| < K |||z < KT,

0<t<T &
RS 1 |A<4

for m = 1,2 as well as

X (o i < Kllie — 7
(4.15) max 37 3 1D (v, 1) i) | < Kl — 2
zeR3 1 A4
Remark 3. Notice that Kr is a Lipschitz constant for the functions D! (x,t) for |A| < 3. This will be useful
later.
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We then use these two vector fields to obtain two flows 1 (x,t) ans pa(x,t), which we in turn use to obtain
two corresponding stress tensors o1 (z,t) and oz2(x,t) using the formula [@3]). By the same formula, since we
are interested in the quantity

||U2(‘T7 t) —o1(z, t)HHg
we will need to study the spatial derivatives of the corresponding deformation tensors, labeled F; and F3, up
to order 2, which corresponds to the derivatives of the the flow up to order 3. In what follows, we will use
raised and lowered indices as well as the Einstein summation convention to simplify the presentation.

We begin by introducing the following notation:

d¢’ i ¢ i P’ i
(416) ok ({E,t) = a’k(xut)7 Oxi Ok (l’,t) = jk(xut)v m(xvt) :cljk(xvt)
o' i o' i o' i
(4.17) @(%t) = Aj(z, 1), W(%t) = Bj,(x, 1), m(%t) = Cji(, 1)
Then by successively differentiating the flow map equation
O (z,t) = v'(p(2, 1), )
4.18 . .
( ) { (pz(w70) — Jil(fb),
with respect to the spatial variables, the spatial partial derivatives can be shown to satisfy the following
equations
8tCL§-(I,t) = A%(@(I,t),t)&f (Iat) (4193“)
aibi;(x,t) = Brle(x,t),t)a (z,t)af (z. 1) + Aj(e(a, 1), O)bf; (. 1) (4.19D)
8tci1lj (‘Tat) = Cﬁmk(cp(x,t),t)afl(x,t)af”(w,t)a?(x,t) + B;L:nk(sp(x7t)7t) m(fﬂat)a?(%t)

+B11nk(90(xa t)v t)a;n (Ia t)bfu (Ia t) + Blékafl(xv t)bf] (I5 t) + AZ(%)('I? t)a t)Clej, (419C)
subject to initial conditions that af(x,0) = &%, bj;(x,0) = 0, and cfﬂj(m, 0) = 0.
We will denote objects for our two vector fields by (a; );, (A1)%, etc. We have the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2. There exists an € > 0, a corresponding T, > 0, and a constant Ky, all depending only on
r such that for all 0 <t <T. we have the estimate

(4.20) o, 1) — pr(w, 1)] < Kot'/?||iia — i | 2.
Proof. As shown earlier, we have the bound:
(4.21) max | DX (z, 1) — 2 (2))] <&,
(z,t) ER® X [0,T%]
[AI<3

where A is a multi-index, and 7. > 0 depends only on ¢ and the 7. By differentiating |2 (z,t) — ¢1(x,t)[? in
time, we obtain

2(p2(x,t) — @1(,1))(Orp2(x,t) — Oppr(w,t))

2lpa(w,t) — pr(, )[|0rp2(2, ) — Depr (w, 1))
= 2lpa(z,t) — pr(x,1))[[va(pa(, 1), 8) — vi(pa (2, t), 1)]-

d
E|¢2($J) — p1(z,t)]?

IN

Using ([@TI3), we also, obtain that

|v2(@2($7t)a t) - ’Ul(@l (Ia t)vt)| |’02(</72(Ia t)vt) - v2(<p1(x,t), t) + ’02(901 (Ia t)vt) - v1(<p1(x,t), t)|
|’02(</72(Iat)7t) - vQ(‘Pl(xvt)at” + |’02(901(Iat)7t) - 1)1((/71(:E,t),t)|

KT|(p2(£L‘,t) — cpl(x,t)| + KH’&Q - ’lj,le.

IN A

Further, we have that by (£21]),
P2, t) = @1 (@, )] = [p2(@,t) =2 + 2 — @1 (2,0)] < [p2(2,t) — 2| + [z — @1 (2, )] < 3¢ + 3e.
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These result in

35

d - .
Tle@t) —ei@ P < 2Kr]ps(w,t) — pi (@, ) + 2K e (,t) — (@, )l[a2 — |z (4220)

d - -
a|</)2(xat)_</)l(xat)|2 < 2KT|<P2(Iat) _<P1(Iat)|2+12K6||u2_u1||za (422b)

for 0 <t < T.. Gronwall’s inequality and the fact that |p2(z,0) — ¢1(z,0)| = 0, give
|2 (2,t) — p1(z, 1)* < 25 (12Ket||az — ]| z) < *F77F (12KeTx|[az — @l 2),
for all 0 <t < T.. By choosing a sufficiently small ¢, so that the following inequalities hold true
1 1
(4.23) 2Kl < 9 12Ken/T. < 3 2K\/T- < 3 and T. <1,

we have that
lpa(z,t) — 1 (z, 1) < V/Tel|Gg — ] 2.

In particular, since T, < 1, we also have

(4.24) |2 (x,t) — o1 (2, 1)] < ||die — @ ||}/

Now, the problem here is that the exponent 1/2 here is not good enough. The trick is to take ([£.24)) and plug

it into ({.22al) to obtain
d 2 2 ~ ~ 113/2
ZP2(@:t) —e1(@, )7 < 2Kroa(@,8) — pu(2, )" + 2K [[az — |7
and then apply Gronwall’s inequality again to obtain
[pa(w,t) — @i (@, t)* < KT QKT liio — | )?) < VT lito — @l < [l — |3/
where the inequalities follow from and thus from our choice of . Iterating this, we have that
q g »
|2

pa(@,t) = pr (@, )7 < [tz — a7,

where the sequence a,, satisfies

Ap—
ap=1, a,=1+ 21.

It can be easily checked that lim, . a, = 2 and so we conclude

(4.25) lp2(2,t) — @1 (2, 1)[* < ||az — |7

One final application of Gronwall’s inequality using (£25) in [@22al), and using [@.23)) then yields

lpa(@,t) — @1 (z, 1)> < K7 (12Kt Ty — @ ]|%) < M7= (12K |0y — @ ]|%) < 24Kt||in — @17,

for all0 < t < T.. Taking square roots and setting Ky = v/24K yields (£20) and completes the proposition.

Proposition 4.3. There exists an € > 0 such that
|(F2)ij(,t) = (F)ij(, 1)) < M2 iz — |z
((Fy )i, t) = (F7 Vi )| < MEY2||dg — a2,

for0 <t <T..

Proof. Raising an index, we have that F}; = aj». To streamline notation, in what follows we will let p(x,t) =

and suppress the explicit dependence on x and ¢ where convenient. Since

laz —a1|* =Y [(a2)} — (ar)}]%,
i

4
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we have that
d

a|a2 — ai 2 2(@2 — al) . (8ta2 — 8ta1) S 2|(12 — a1||8ta2 — 8ta1|

1/2

2]az — a1} Z |0:(a2)} — 0i(ar)5 [

By ([@I9a)) we now have
|0 (a2)} — Or(ar)| < Z [(A2(2))i (a2)} — (A1 (1)) (ar)5].

k

Now the trick is to write

(A2(2))i(a2) — (Ar(e))i(a)f = ((A2(@2)i — (A2(01))i) (a2)F + (A2(01))i ((az)} — (a1)})
+ (A2 ()i = (Ar(@1))i) (a1)5,
and so estimating each of these terms using Proposition L2 (£86), and ([£I5), we obtain

0k(az)] = Ou(ar)]] < > (Krelliia — tiallz + el(a2)§ — (a1)}| + elliiz — 0| 2)
k
< 3(KT+ 1)8”’&2 — ’111”2 + 3£|a2 — a1| < K1||’(~1,2 — ’(7,1”2 +3€|a2 —ai|,

where for ¢ < 1 we can let K1 = 3(Kr + 1). Thus we can estimate
d L
(4.26) EMQ(L t) —ay(x, 1) < 2lag(w,t) — a1 (z,t)| (3K1||ta — 11|z + 9¢|az(z, t) — ay(x,t)]) .

Now the idea is that ([@28]) is of the same form as ([£.22D) and a2(z,0) = a;(z,0), and thus the argument of
Proposition 2 (after possibly shrinking € and T;) carries through. Thus there exists a constant K5 such that

(4.27) lag(x,t) — a1 (2, t)] < Kot/?||iy — 01| 2

We can apply similar arguments to b1, b2 and ¢, co to obtain for some K3 > 0,
(4.28) ba (2, ) — by (2, )| < Kst/?||ag — @1/ 2,

and for some K4 > 0,

(4.29) lea(z,t) — ey (z,t)| < Kut*/?|ig — | 2,

for 0 < t < T, after possibly shrinking 7T.. Putting together all of these estimates, we see there is a constant
K5, an € > 0 and a corresponding time 7. > 0 both depending only on r such that

(4.30) |D* [(Fa)ij (1) — (F1)ij(x,1)] | < Kst'/?|Jip — i ||z,

for all A < 2. Since we can write F~! in terms of the components of F', our previous estimates and (£.22h), a
tedious calculation yields the estimate:

(4.31) IDM [(F5)ig (@, t) = (Fy V)ij (@, 6)] | < Kot ?|lis — @] 2.
Letting M be the maximum of K5 and Kg yields the proposition. g
Proposition 4.4. There exists a constant N such that

loa(x,t) — o1 (2, 1)z < Nt"/2||Gg — |z,

forall0 <t <T..
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Proof. By the formula (@1, we have
¢
oo(x,t) — o1 (2,t) = eV Fy(x, t)oo(z) Fy (1) + 5/ e VOB (x, t)Fy (e, 8)Fy T (a, 8) FiF (2, t)ds
0

—e Py (@, t)oo (@) F (2, 1) + 6 /O e VI (2, ) Fy (2, 8)Fy (0, 8) FY (2, t)ds
=e (FQ(I, t)ao(a:)Fg(aj, t) — Fi(x, t)O'()({E)FlT(I, t))
+4 / e V) (By(a, t) Fy M (w, 8) Fy W, 8) Fy (w,t) — Fy(, 6) F7 @, 8) T (2, 8) FYE (2, 1)) ds.
0

Let us suppress x and ¢ to make the idea clearer. The trick is to express

FQU()FQT—Flo'QFlT = F20'0F2T_F10'0F2T+F10'0F2T_F10'0FF
= (Fy— F\)ooFy + Fioo(Fy — FY).
From (£6) and Proposition B.21and [|og[|gz < r, we have control over the second derivatives of all the terms

and so it is then easy to see that there is a constant K7 depending only on r such that for all 0 <t < T, we
have the estimate

| Pz, t)oo () Fy (2, 8) — Fiy(z, t)a0 () P (2, ) [z < Krt'/?||iig — | 2.

We can also write the integral term as a difference of terms in the same way (this is a bit more tedious here
because there are a lot more terms) and obtain a similar estimate. Putting these estimates together then
yields the proposition for some appropriate constant V. O

Thus we can choose a sufficiently small 0 < T} such that for T' < Ty,
2

0° . S -
(4.32) g2ax lloa(t) — o1 (1)l < (G2 — i, 62 = 51) 1%

With these estimates, we can finally prove the following.

Proposition 4.5 (Short Time Existence for € = 0). For each initial data (ug,00) € Y, there exists a unique
local weak solution (u,o) € X = C([0,T.]; H3) x C([0, T..]; H2) with v’ (t) € L?(0,T,;H}) and o’ € C([0,T.]; HJ)
to the system (212)) with e =0 for 0 <t < T, where T, > 0 depends only on the norm of the initial data.

Proof. Let T, = min{T, »,Tp, Ty} > 0. Then by Proposition L.I] the map ® maps the closed ball Br(Uy, Xo)
to itself. Furthermore, by [@I3]) and [@32) we have

[[(ur —u2,01 — 02)||§((TC) = Og%{i (||U1 - U2||[2HI§ + lloa(t) = UZ(t)H]%Ig)

IN

0%||(tn — 9,51 — G2), |5 (r,)-
and so @ is a contraction mapping on the ball. Therefore it has a unique fixed point satisfying
O(u,0) = (u,0),
which is therefore the unique solution of the system . By §3.6] «/(t) € L?(0,T.; H}). As for o/, we can write
do =061 — (Ju-V)o + (VJu)o + 0o (VJu)" -0,

from which we can conclude that o’ € C([0,T.]; H}). The proof of the uniqueness of the solution is the same
as in Proposition BI21 By the way we defined R and r, these only depend on ||(ug,o0)|y. Since T, only
depends on r, it only depends on the norm of the initial data. This completes the proof. g

We can now prove global existence for the non-diffusive model, again using the blow up criterion and the
energy estimates.
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Proof of Theorem [2.3. Since we have control over the L? norm of u, the definition of J and the above
theorem implies that

4.33 max D Jut(z, )] < K (1),

(133) ms > 37 1Dfte < K

where K (t) = K(E; + Est).

We could obtain an L? bound for o as before, by taking the equation for o and taking the Frobenius
product with o, integrating over T, and using Gronwall’s inequality. However, this will not help us getting
an H? estimate for our components. Instead, using the regularization and energy estimate, we can actually
obtain pointwise bounds for the conformation tensor and its derivatives up to order two, which of course gives
us H? bounds for the components. Recall our previous notation ([@I6]), where F;; = aé. As before, we let

jaf? = ZI%I2

Differentiating with respect to time and using (@I9a) and [33) to estimate |A%| < K (t), we obtain
1/2 1/2
d ,
—la|* = 2a-0a < 2|a||0ial = 2|al Z |A}Ca§|2 < 2|al Z |AL|? |a (4.34a)
4]
< 2|a| (2TK(Fy + Ext)|a|) = 54K (Ey + Est)|al?. (4.34b)

Also, since a}(0) = 6% we have |a(0)|* = 3, we can apply Gronwall’s inequality to obtain

(4.35) la(z,t)]? < n(t),

where n(t) = 3¢ /s K()4s Note that n(t) is finite with finite integral for all finite . We perform a similar
procedure for 9; Fy, = bj—k. Defining
B = b5,

.5,k

and using (33) and {@35), we obtain that

1/2 1/2
%W < 20l[0wd] =20p] | Y |owbi; = 2| [ > [Blaiak + Apb|? (4.36a)
o 1/2 e 1/2
< 20 [ D] IBhsllai Plaf? + [ Do 1AL (4.36b)
i,1,5 3,7
2(b| (243K (t)n(t) + 243K (t)|b]) = 486 K (t)n(t)|b| + 486 K (¢)|b]? (4.36¢)

IN A

486K (t)n(t) (1 + |b|*) + 486K ()|b]* = 486K (t)n(t) 4+ 486K (t) (n(t) + 1) [b]>.  (4.36d)
Noting that |b(x,0)|? = 0, by applying Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain that
(4.37) bz, )2 < m(b),

where

m(t) _ eff) 486K (s)(n(s)+1) ds (/ 486K( ) ( )dS) 7

0
which is again finite and with finite integral for all finite ¢. Finally we define

|C|2 Z |cgkl|2

1,5kl
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Following similar steps above, we can obtain

(1.39) SIS w(0) + oLkl
where
Y(t) = (437T4K(t)n(t) 4+ 6561 K (t)m(t)n(t))
o(t) = (43TAK (t)n(t)® + 656 1K (t)m(t)n(t) + 486K (t)).

Upon noticing |c(x, 0)|?> = 0 and using Gronwall’s inequality, we obtaint that

t
(4.39) le(z, )2 < h(t) with  h(t) = elo ¢()ds (/ ¢(s)ds) ,
0
which is again finite with finite integral for all finite t. We now observe that the incompressibility condition
V- Ju(z,t) =0
can be expressed as
det(F) = 1.

Consequently, we can express F'~! in terms of the components of F. Now, the functions n(t), m(t), and h(t)
are all smooth, monotonically increasing functions of ¢ which are finite for all finite 0 < ¢ < oc.

With (@£35), (37), and (39), we have bounds for the derivatives of F' up to order 2. Applying this to
(@), we can find a smooth function p(t) depending only on K(t) and l|oo|[z2, such that p(t) < oo for all
0<t<ooand

(4.40) lo (]2 < (o).

for all 0 <t < co. Therefore, the norm of the conformation tensor remains finite for all finite ¢.

Next, we examine [|w(?)||m. We can repeat the analysis of Proposition and Proposition with
p(t) replacing R1(t) to conclude that there is some function, denoted by ¢(t), such that it is continuous for
0<t<ooand

w2, < a(t),

and so using
lu()lFs < Cllw ()i,

we obtain that

lu®)2s < Ca(t),
and so
(4.41) o)l + lu®)lif < p(t) + Ca(t) = P(2),
is finite for all finite ¢. Using Proposition B.21] which is still applicable in this case, we complete the proof. [

As before, we can obtain better regularity.

Proof of Theorem [2.7} By the formula ([@T), we see that if (ZI8) holds, then o € C([0,T];HE), and
o' € L?(0,T; Hgfl). As mentioned, we can treat the vorticity equation as we did the o equation in Theorem
to obtain u € C([0,T);HE), ' € L?(0,T;H: 1), and again for k > 4 the solutions are classical by the
Sobolev embedding theorem. O
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4.3. Global Stability of Solutions for ¢ = 0. Proving the global stability of the non-diffusive solutions in
the H? norm is difficult. However, we are able to obtain stability in the L? norm.

Theorem 4.6 (L? stability for € = 0). Let (uo1,00,.1) and (ug2,00.2) denote two sets of initial data which
satisfy the assumptions of Theorem[Z.3. We denote the corresponding solutions to (ZI2) by (u1(t),o1(t)) and
(ug(t), 02(t)), respectively. For a fized T > 0, there exists a continuous function R(t) such that

lluz(t) — ul(t)||]%§ + [Joa(t) — Ul(ﬂ”ig < R(t) (||u0,2 - U0,1||H%§ + /00,2 — 00,1||12Lg) -

Proof. The proof is the same as that of Proposition[3.22l As can be easily seen, it holds in the case ¢ =0. O

5. L?—CONVERGENCE OF SOLUTION OF DIFFUSIVE MODEL TO THAT OF NON-DIFFUSIVE MODEL

Now we show that starting with the same initial data, the diffusive solutions converge to the non-diffusive
solution, at least in the L? sense. Fix some initial data (ug,oq) satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 211
or As we saw, we can obtain solutions for any ¢ > 0, with components in H2. Denote the solutions by
(te,0¢) for € > 0 and (u,0) for e = 0. It is natural to expect that

(5.1) (Ue,0¢) = (u,0) as e€—0

where the components converge in H2. We expect this to be true, though it is difficult to prove. For now, we
establish convergence in L? which is already an interesting result.

Theorem 5.1. Fiz some initial data (ug,00) € Y with o9 symmetric and positive semi-definite. For each
€ > 0 let (ue,0c) denote the solution of Theorem[2l Let (u,0) denote the solution of Theorem[2.3 for e = 0.
Then for any 0 <t < co we have

tim (Jlue(t) = u(®)I2; + oe(t) = o)1) = 0
and moreover for any finite T > 0 we have that the convergence is uniform on 0 <t <T.

Proof. As usual, we define &« = uc — v and 6 = 0. — ¢ and then subtract the corresponding equations. Then
for the velocity we obtain

i — alAu = (—Ju-V)a — (Ju - V)ue + BdivJe — fVp

and upon multiplying by @ and integrating over T and making some basic estimates we obtain

1, 9 B
Sl < 5

Similarly we obtain the equation for &

_ B _
KTl 2, + Sllall?; + K| Vucll gl

015 — eAG = —(Jue - V)G + (Ji - V)o + (VJu)a + (VJa)o + 6(VJu)" +o(VJa)' — 45 + eAo
and upon taking the Frobenius product with &, integrating over T and making some basic estimates we obtain

1d

Sl < KIVollkg (lalkzlole) + 2K (Bat + o)l

+2K ol (Naluzlolg) + 1012 + el Aallulolls

A

1, 1, _ _
< KIVolls (glule; + 5lol; ) + 26 + Bl

1, _ 1. _ _ 1 1,
+2Klolig (Sl + o1 ) + lol; + e (G180l + F1ol2; )

Now fix an arbitrary 7' > 0. Then for all 0 < ¢ < T the terms [|[Vo|7. and [o]]7. and ||Ac||?, can all be
27 9 9
estimated in terms of P(T') where P(t) is given in (£41]) and in the end only depends on the initial data. Also



EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTIONS TO A REGULARIZED OLDROYD-B MODEL 41

estimating [|[Vucllpz < 14 [[Vue|?,, putting together the two estimates and multiplying by 2 we can get an
E 3
estimate of the form
d ¢, _ _ _ _
= (12 + 1712;) < (v + IVuclzs ) (Il + o2y ) + eP(T)
for 0 < t < T where the constant C7 > 0 ultimately only depends on T and the initial data. Applying
Gronwall’s inequality, the fact that @(0) = 0 and 5(0) = 0, and the energy estimate we obtain

601t+f[f I\VUE(S)IIfgd

la()l2: + [a@)lIFz < etP(T) < T P(T)eN T T

for 0 < ¢ < T. Taking the limit ¢ — 0 we obtain the uniform convergence we desire. O

We mention that this is precisely what is observed in numerical simulations. In the numerical setting,
due to the finitiness of the discrete mesh, all norms can be shown to be equivalent. Thus the analytical L?
convergence implies numerical convergence. We hope in a future paper to establish the full H? convergence
of the solutions of our model in the limit as the diffusivity of the stress goes to 0.

6. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have established the global existence and regularity of the solutions to the system (2.12]) in
both the diffusive and non-diffusive cases. We also established the stability of the solutions and the convergence
of the diffusive solutions to the non-diffusive one, in some appropriate sense. We remark that a similar result
was established in the discrete case for € = 0 in [I4]. There, the main idea was to use sufficiently small time
step size and large mesh size, to obtain control over Vu in the equation for the conformation tensor. However,
the resulting solutions do not converge as the mesh size is shrunk down to zero. Thus the regularizer in our
modified model is the source of the pointwise control over the V.Ju terms, and thus allows us to obtain our
results. This strongly suggests that some kind of regularizer is needed, at least in the non-diffuisve case.

In a future paper, we will investigate the well-posedness of our model in the discrete setting and carry
out numerical experiments. Furthermore, we will attempt to establish the H? convergence of the diffusive
solutions to the non-diffusive one. Finally, we will see if somehow the regularizer can be removed to obtain
global solutions to the original Oldroyd-B model.

APPENDIX A. DERIVATION OF VORTICITY FORMULATIONS
When taking the curl of the velocity equation, the following identities are useful
w=V XxXu
(u-Viu=wxu+V <%|u|2>
Vx(wxu) =W Vw—(w- - Vut+wV-u)—ulV-w)
V- (Vxu)=V-w=0
Vx(Vf)=0

where f is any function.
Using these identities along with the assumption of incompressibility

(A.2) V-u=0
we obtain
(A.3) Vx(u-Vu) =(u-Viw—(w-Vu

and so, taking the curl of both sides of the velocity equation we have

(A4) V x (Btu—RLAu—i-u.Vu) =V x (RiediVU_RievP—’— Rief>

€
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which gives the equation for the vorticity vector w

(A.5) (’%w—RLAw—i—(u-V)w—(w-V)u:Rideivo—i—g
where
1
A. = —f).
(A6) 1= (1)
More genrally we have the identity,
1
(A.7) (v-Vu= E(V(zwu)—Vx (vxu)—ux(Vxov)—vx(Vxu)—uV-v)+o(V-u).

Asuming u and v are incompressible, this leads to (with w, =V x v and w, =V X v),

VX((’U-V)U)Z%VX(—VX(’UXU)—UX(VX’U)—’UX’U})

:le(—Vx(vxu)—uxwv—vxwu)
(A.8) f

25(—V><V><(vxu)—i—Vx(wvxu)—i—Vx(wuxv))

1

= 5(—V><V>< (vxu)+ (u-Vw, — (wy - VIu+ (v V)w, — (w, - V)v).
Another way of expressing this term is
(A.9) V x ((v-Vu) = (v-V)w, + Qv,u)
where

(020")(D16”) + (920°) (82u®) + (820%) (D3u”) — (D3v")(B1u”) — (950%)(D2u?) — (D30°) (zu”)
(A10) Qv,u) = ( (0301) (O1ul) + (930%)(D2ut) + (9303)(B3u’) — (O1v1) (Dru?) — (81v?)(B2u?®) — (81v3)(B2u?®) )
(010")(810?) + (910?)(82u?) + (810%)(95u?) — (820")(Dru') — (920)(D2u') — (920°) (Dsu')
We point out that this formula works whether or not the vector fields are incompressible. It is obtained by
writing out everything in components, taking the curl, and collecting some terms. While not very pleasing to

the eye, the functional Q(v,u) is linear in each argument
ALl Q(crv + co,u) = e1(v, u) + 22D, u)
(A.11) Qv, cru + cott) = c1Q(v, u) + c2Q(v, )

which is a property that will be useful later on.
Consequently, if u = v, then

Vx(u-Vu)=(u-Vw—(w-V)u.

as before. We will let v = Ju in equation (A.9)) to obtain the regularized vorticity form of our equations.
We point out the vorticity equation simplifies in the case of a two dimensional flow. In that case, we consider
the two dimensional flow as a a three dimensional flow where one of the componets is 0

U1

(A.12) u= [ wuso
0

the force is f = (f1, f2,0) and the conformation tensor satisfies o;; = 0 when ¢ or j = 3 in which case the
vorticity only has a single component

0 0
(A.13) Vxu= 0 —( o
Or1u2 — Oouy
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and so, since (w - V)u = 0 in that case, we get that the equation for the vorticity vector reduces to the scalar
equation for the single component w

1
(A.14) Orw — RLAw + (u-Vw = B (V x divo), + g3
which could be analyzed independently.
REFERENCES

)
2]
3
4]
5]
6]
7
8]
9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]
[14]

(15]
[16]
(17]
(18]

[19]
20]

(21]

(22]
23]

[24]

M. Bajaj, M. Pasquali, and J.R. Prakash, Coil-stretch transition and the breakdown of computations for viscoelastic fluid
flow around a confined cylinder, Journal of Rheology 52 (2008), 197.

John W Barrett and Sébastien Boyaval, Ezistence and approzimation of a (regularized) oldroyd-b model, Mathematical
Models and Methods in Applied Sciences 21 (2011), no. 09, 1783-1837.

J.W. Barrett, C. Schwab, and E. Siili, Fxistence of global weak solutions for some polymeric flow models, Mathematical
Models and Methods in Applied Sciences 15 (2005), no. 6, 939.

JW Barrett and E. Siili, Ezistence of global weak solutions to dumbbell models for dilute polymers with microscopic cut-off,
Mathematical models and methods in applied sciences 18 (2008), no. 6, 935-971.

J.W. Barrett and E. Suli, Numerical approxzimation of corotational dumbbell models for dilute polymers, IMA Journal of
Numerical Analysis 29 (2009), 937-959.

J.W. Barrett and Endre Siili, Ezistence of global weak solutions to some reqularized kinetic models of dilute polymers, SIAM
Multiscale Modeling and Simulation 6 (2007), 506-546.

S. Berti, A. Bistagnino, G. Boffetta, A. Celani, and S. Mussacchio, Advances in Turbulence XI, Spring-Verlag, 2008.
Bennett Chow, Peng Lu, and Lei Ni, Hamilton’s Ricci flow, Vol. 77, American Mathematical Soc., 2006.

Peter Constantin and Markus Kliegl, Note on global regularity for 2d oldroyd-b fluids with diffusive stress, Archive for
Rational Mechanics and Analysis 206 (2012), 725-740.

Lawrence C Evans, Partial differential equations and monge-kantorovich mass transfer, Current developments in mathematics
1997 (1997), no. 1, 65-126.

R. Fattal and R. Kupferman, Constitutive laws for the matriz-logarithm of the conformation tensor, Journal of Non-
Newtonian Fluid Mechanics 124 (2004), 281-285.

M A. Hulsen, R. Fattal, and R. Kupferman, Flow of viscoelastic fluids past a cylinder at high Weissenberg number: Stabilized
simulations using matriz logarithms, Journal of Non-Newtonian Fluid Mechanics 127 (2005), 27-39.

Young-Ju Lee, Modeling and Simulations of Non-Newtonian Fluid Flows, Ph.D. Thesis, 2004.

Young-Ju Lee, Jinchao Xu, and Chen-Song Zhang, Global existence, uniqueness and optimal solvers of discretized viscoelastic
flow models, Mathematical Models and Methods in Applied Sciences 21 (2011), no. 08, 1713-1732.

T. Li and P. Zhang, Mathematical analysis of multi-scale models of complex fluids, Communications in Mathematical Sciences
5 (2007), 1-51.

Fang-Hua Lin, Chun Liu, and Ping Zhang, On Hydrodynamics of Viscoelastic Fluids, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 58 (2005),
1437-1471.

Chun Liu, Yi Zhou, et al., Global solutions for incompressible viscoelastic fluids, Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis
188 (2008), no. 3, 371-398.

C.-Y. David Lu, P.D. Olmsted, and R.C. Ball, Effects of nonlocal stress on the deformation of shear banding flow, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 24 (2000), no. 4, 642-645.

J.G. Oldroyd, On the formulation of rheological equations of state, Proc. R. Soc. A 200 (1950), 523-541.

, Non-Newtonian effects in steady motion of some idealized elasto-viscous liquids, Proc. R. Soc. A 245 (1958), 278—

297.

P.J. Oliveira, Alternative derivation of differential constitutive equations of the oldroyd-b model type, Journal Non-Newtonian
Fluid Mechanics 160 (2009), 40—-46.

R.G. Owens and T.N. Phillips, Computational rheology, London : Imperial College Press, 2002.

Becca Thomases and Michael Shelley, Emergence of singular structures in oldroyd-b fluids, Physics of fluids 19 (2007),
no. 10, 103103.

P Wapperom and M Renardy, Numerical prediction of the boundary layers in the flow around a cylinder using a fized
velocity field, Journal Non-Newtonian Fluid Mechanics 125 (2005JAN 10), no. 1, 35-48.



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Notation
	1.2. Organization of the Paper

	2. The Regularized Oldroyd-B Model and the Main Theorem
	3. Global existence of solutions to the diffusive regularized Oldroyd-B model
	3.1. Existence of a Weak Solution to the Vorticity Equation
	3.2. Obtaining Velocity From Vorticity
	3.3. Solving for the Conformation Tensor (>0)
	3.4. The Contraction Mapping and Short Time Existence
	3.5. Short Term Stability and Positivity of (t)
	3.6. A priori estimates
	3.7. Global Existence
	3.8. Global Stability of Solutions

	4. Global existence of solutions to the non-diffusive regularized Oldroyd-B model
	4.1. Solving for the Conformation Tensor (=0)
	4.2. Short-time existence (=0)
	4.3. Global Stability of Solutions for =0

	5. L2-convergence of solution of diffusive model to that of non-diffusive model
	6. Conclusion
	Appendix A. Derivation of Vorticity Formulations
	References

