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Abstract.

The thermodynamic model of visco-elastic deformable magnetic materials at finite strains
is formulated in a fully Eulerian way in rates. The Landau theory applies for ferro-to-para-
magnetic phase transition, the gradient theory (leading exchange energy) for magnetization
with general mechanically dependent coefficient, hysteresis in magnetization evolution by
Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation involving objective corotational time derivative of magne-
tization, and demagnetizing field are considered in the model. The Kelvin-Voigt viscoelastic
rheology with a higher-order viscosity (exploiting the concept of multipolar materials) is
used, allowing for physically relevant frame-indifferent stored energies and for local invert-
ibility of deformation. The model complies with energy conservation and Clausius-Duhem
entropy inequality. Existence and a certain regularity of weak solutions is proved by a
Faedo-Galerkin semi-discretization and a suitable regularization.
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1 Introduction — deforming magnetic continua

The magnetic materials which are not completely rigid represent interesting, important, and
difficult multi-physical concatenation of mere (thermo)continuum mechanics and mere mi-
cromagnetism. Beside homogeneous visco-elastic magnets, it may concern elastically rather
soft materials filled with magnetic particles, e.g. rocks (which can be considered soft on long
time scales) and polymers (i.e. so-called magneto-rheological elastomers or ferrogels), which
however needs to involve creep which is not consider in this paper rather for not making the



model too complicated. We will focus ourselves to general finite (also called large) strain

mechanics in the Eulerian formulation.

This magneto-mechanical subject has been addressed in [14, Ch.6] or anisothermal but
not with explicitly articulated equations [10] and also, in a thermodynamic context, [35)
Ch.6]. Even in the purely mechanical isothermal cases, and a-fortiori in anisothermal situ-
ations, the visco-elastodynamics at finite strains has been articulated in [2,3] as a difficult
open problem as far as existence of weak solutions concerns. There is a certain agreement
that, for analytical reasons, a certain enough strong dissipation mechanism is to be involved
to make the dynamical problem parabolic, although some hyperbolic models exist, as men-
tioned below. The simplest variant is the Kelvin-Voigt viscoelastic rheology.

The mentioned Eulerian approach is standardly believed to be well fitted with fluids. It is
particularly suitable in situations when there is no natural reference configuration or where a
reference configuration becomes less and less relevant during long-time evolution, which may
however apply also for solids. A formulation of equations in current deforming configuration
needs rather velocity /strain than displacement to be involved in the momentum equation.
The advantage is an easier possibility to involve interaction with outer spatial fields (here
magnetic and gravity) and avoiding the pull-back and push-forward manipulation. On the
other hand, there is a necessity to involve convective derivative and transport equations and
also evolving the shape of the body is troublesome. In isothermal situations, such model was
formulated and analyzed as incompressible in [30,31] and as compressible in [24}/43]. The
mentioned higher gradients that would allow for reasonable analysis can now be involved
rather in the dissipative than conservative part, so that their influence manifests only in
fast evolutions. In the isothermal situations it was used in quasistatic case in [47] and in
dynamical case in [50] when considering the stored energy in the actual configuration, which
then gives an energy pressure in the stress tensor. In anisothermal situations, such free-
energy pressure would be directly added into stress tensor in an non-integrable way and
likely would cause technical difficulties.

The main attributes of the devised model are:

@ Concept of hyperelastic materials (whose conservative-stress response comes from a
free energy) combined with the Kelvin-Voigt viscoelastic rheology and also evolution of
magnetization is driven by this free energy.

@ Inertial effects in fully compressible context (in particular with varying mass density)
are considered.

The rate formulation in terms of velocity and deformation gradient is used while the
deformation itself does not explicitly occur.

Magnetic phenomena covered by the model includes: ferro-to-para magnetic phase tran-
sition, hysteresis due to the pinning effects, exchange energy depending on deformation
gradient (and in particular on compression/expansion), and demagnetizing field.

@ Mechanical consistency in the sense that frame indifference of the free energy (which
is in particular nonconvex in terms of deformation gradient and in magnetization) and
its singularity under infinite compression in relation with local non-interpenetration as
well as objective corotational time derivative for magnetization transport.



@ Thermodynamic consistency of the thermally coupled system in the sense that the total
energy is conserved in a closed system, the Clausius-Duhem entropy inequality holds,
and temperature stays non-negative.

@ The nonconservative part of the stress in the Kelvin-Voigt model containing a higher-
order component reflecting the concept of nonsimple multipolar media is exploited.

@ The model allows for rigorous mathematical analysis as far as existence and certain
regularity of energy-conserving weak solutions concerns.

On the other hand, some simplifications are adopted:

6 Relatively slow evolution is implicitly assumed, which allows for reducing the full
Maxwell electromagnetodynamics to magneto-statics.

6  Electric conductivity (and in particular eddy currents) is not considered.

As far as the non-negativity of temperature, below we will be able to prove only that at least
some solutions enjoy this attribute, although there is an intuitive belief that all possible
solutions will make it and a hope that more advanced analytical techniques would rigorously
prove it.

The main notation used in this paper is summarized in the following table:

v velocity (in m/s),

P = V(F, m,0) referential free energy (in J/m3=Pa),
o0 mass density (in kg/m?), %)

G

e

= @(F,m) referential stored energy (in J/m*=Pa),

p referential mass density, C(F,m,0) referential heat part of free energy,

F deformation gradient, (v) = 1V’UT+ 3V small strain rate (in s71),

m magnetization (in A/m), he="h (F ) magnetic coercive force (in A/m),

0 temperature (in K), w heat part of internal energy (enthalpy, in J/m?),
T Cauchy stress (symmetric, in Pa), ()" = at- + (v-V)s convective time derivative,

K Korteweg stress (symmetric, in Pa), (¢)° = (+)" — skw(Vwv)s corotational time derivative,
S skew-symmetric stress (in Pa), skw A = a skew-symmetric part, i.e. 2A AT,

D dissipative stress (in Pa), . skew-symmetric magnetic hyperstress (111 Pam),
A elastic hyperstress (in Pam), - or : scalar products of vectors or matrices,

j heat flux (in W/m?), i scalar products of 3rd-order tensors,

k traction load, K = K(F,0) thermal conductivity (in W/m=2K~1),
h (total) magnetic field (in A/m), k = k(F) exchange-energy coefficient (in kg-m/C?),

hexi external magnetic field (in A/m), ¢ = ¢(F,0) heat capacity (in Pa/K),
u demagnetizing-field potential (in A), ¢ magnetic “driving force” (in Jm=2A~1),

€ the return mapping, v =v(F,m,0) gyromagnetic ratio (in C/kg),
Cof(+) cofactor matrix, T “viscous” magnetic damping coefficient (in s),

v, > 0 a boundary viscosity, vi,v9 > 0 a bulk (hyper)viscosity coefficients,
det(-) determinant of a matrix, hgem=—Vu demagnetizing field (in A/m),

Rixd = {A e R™4; AT = A}, g external bulk load (gravity acceleration in m/s?),
Ie Rf;n‘f the unit matrix, o vacuum permeability (~ 1.257x107% H/m).

Table1. Summary of the basic notation used through Sections [2| and
Convention: uprighted = referential, slanted = actual.



In comparison with [47,50], the novelty of this paper is to apply the Eulerian approach
to solids in anisothermal situations, using the free energy in a reference configuration, which
does not see the energy-pressure in the stress tensor and which is also more fitted with usually
available experimental data. The analysis combines L!-theory for the heat equation adapted
to the convective time derivatives and the techniques from compressible fluid dynamics
adapted for solids.

For completeness, let us still mention a competitive, Lagrangian thermodynamic formu-
lation (including also diffusion) [51] formulating the equations in a certain fixed “reference”
configuration. This approach allows easily for deformation of the shape of the body and
easier treatment inertial forces but a frame-indifferent viscosity and interaction with spatial
gravity and magnetic forces is much more complicated.

The plan is as follows: formulation of the model in the actual Eulerian configuration and
its energetics and thermodynamics is presented in Section [ recalling first the micromag-
netism and Landau transition in rigid magnets in Sect. and finite-strain kinematics of
deformable continua in Sect. before formulating the model in Section and showing
its energetics in Section [2.4] Then, in Section [3] the rigorous analysis by a suitable regular-
ization and a (semi) Faedo-Galerkin approximation is performed, combined with theory of
transport by regular velocity fields.

2 The thermodynamic model and its energetics

It is important to distinguish carefully the referential and the actual time-evolving coordi-
nates. Our aim is to formulate the model eventually in actual configurations, i.e. the Eulerian
formulation, reflecting also the reality in many (or even most) situations (and a certain gen-
eral agreement) that a reference configuration is only an artificial construction and, even if
relevant in some situations, becomes successively more and more irrelevant during evolution
at truly finite strains. Typical materials involve magnetic gels or elastomers or magnetic
rocks which are viscoelastic on geological timescales. On the other hand, some experimental
material data are related to some reference configuration — typically it concerns mass density
and stored of free energies per mass (in J/kg) or per referential volume (in J/m3=Pa) as
considered here.

We will present briefly the fundamental concepts and formulas which can mostly be found
in the monographs, as e.g. |23, Part XI] or [32 Sect. 7.2].

2.1 Micromagnetism and ferro-parramagnetic transition

Let us briefly recall the micromagnetic model in rigid magnets and Landau’s phase-transition
theory [27], cf. also |29, Sec.39] or the monographs [6/15]. The basic ingredient governing
static (and later also evolution) model is the free energy P = 1 (m, #) depending on magne-
tization m and temperature 6.

In the micromagnetism, the free energy 1 is augmented by the exchange energy 4§|Vm|?



with k a coefficient determining an internal length-scale, responsible for a typical fine domain
structure in ferromagnets.

The magnetization itself induces a magnetic field, called a self-induced demagnetizing
field hger,. For many (or maybe most) applications, full Maxwell electro-magnetic system
is considered simplified to magnetostatics, considering slow evolution and neglecting in par-
ticular eddy currents and even confining on electrically nonconductive media. The Maxwell
system then reduces to the Ampere law curlhge, = 0 and the Gauss law divb = 0 for the
magnetic induction with is given by b = pohgem + tom where p is the physical constant
(vacuum permeability). The Ampere law ensures existence of a scalar-valued potential u
such that hgem = —Vu. These equations are considered on the whole Universe R? while, of
course, the magnetization m is only in the body {2 while outside it is considered zero, which
is articulated by introducing the characteristic function x,, defined as x,(x) =1if ¢ € 2
and y,(x) = 0 if x € R\ 2. By substitution, we obtain the equation

div(Vu — xom) =0 in R? (2.1)

to be considered in the sense of distributions. Under an external magnetic field hey, the
overall effective magnetic field h is

h = h'ext — hdem == hext + Vu. (22)

Although not directly relevant in this paper, let us anyhow remind that, for a fixed temper-
ature 6, the standard ferro-magnetostatic theory is based on the free energy {(m, 6, Vm) =
P(m, ) + 5|Vm|? leading to the overall energy

(m,u) = | D(m,0) + S|Vmf2 — o (hexe+Vu)m da —/ B\ TuP de.  (2.3)
2 - _ Rd 2

2 ——
free exchange energy of m in the energy of demag-
energy }énerg}% magnetic field h ne%iyzing ﬁeldg

Notably, this functional is concave with respect to u and has a saddle-point character. The
static configurations (m,u) are standardly considered as minimizing with respect to m
and maximizing with respect to u, i.e. a critical point or . The 1st-order optimality
conditions then gives the system

V. (m,0) — div(kVm)= poh  and 1; (2.4)

-
= t magnetic “driving force”

The mentioned saddle-point character can be eliminated by executing maximization with
respect to wu, i.e. in fact the partial Legendre transform. This gives, when testing by
pou, which gives [o, po|Vul? de = [, pom-Vudae = — [, figm-haen dz. Substituting it into
, the functional depending on m which should be minimized by static configurations is:

1 2 2
m— [ Pp(m,0) + —|Vm| — o hext-m da + / 2\vu,,|* d (2.5)
2 N—_—— \ , —— R4
free exchange Zeeman energy of demag-
energy energy energy netizing field



In the rest of this paper, we will couple it with mechanical effects and a full thermodynamics,
so that the minimization of energy will no longer be relevant.

In case of time-varying h.y, a dynamics of m governed by the Landau-Lifschitz-Gilbert
equation V*I%m = mXxh.g with heg = h — t — tg an effective field composed from a con-

servative part ¢ arising from a free energy (2.3)), cf. (2.4) or also (2.18¢c|) below, while g is a

magnetic field counting a dissipative-processes phenomenology, and h is from . Equiv-
alently [7], one can write it in the Gilbert form v~ 'mx %m = h.s. The basic choice of tg4;
is the magnetic “viscosity” T%m with 7 a phenomenological magnetic damping coefficient.
To cover the (temperature dependent) hysteresis effects due to so-called pinning mechanism,
we augment it by the dry-friction term h(#)Dir(2m) where “Dir” denotes the set-valued

monotone “direction” mapping

. J{reR% <1} ifr=0,
Dir(r) = { v/l 20, (2.6)

cf. [52] and Remark [2.3| below. Note that 7-Dir(r) = |r|. Here, having in mind an isotropic
situation, |- | denotes the Euclidean norm, but in principle some other anisotropic norms on
R? can be considered, too. Altogether, we consider the specific Gilbert equation as

T@_m + hC(Q)Dir<

(’3m>_ m Om

The coercive force h, = h.(#) determines the width of hysteresis loops within slowly time-
varying oscillatory external field hey. The gyromagnetic term should disappear under high
temperatures, i.e. 1/7(+) going to 0 for temperatures around or above Curie temperature, as
articulated in [34]. Let us note that balances the terms in the physical units A/m, as
standard.

Example 2.1 (Ferro-to-para-magnetic transition). A simplest example of free energy in
rigid isotropic magnetic materials is

B(m, 0) = ag(0—0c)|m|* + bolm|* + cof(1—Inb) . (2.8)

In static magnetically soft ferromagnetism, the magnetization minimizes the energy. Here
the minimum of (e, §) is attained on the orbit |m| = mg(6) with mg(6) = Vao(0.—0)/(2bo)
if 0 <6 <6, and at m = 0 if § > 6, cf. the solid line in Figure [I Under an applied
magnetic field Ay, the minimum of m &(m, 0) — heyi-m is at some magnetization whose
magnitude is slightly bigger than mg(f), cf. the dashed line in Figure This ansatz can

be used for a ferro-para-magnetic transition for a mechanically rigid magnets as formulated
(and analyzed) in [42]. This may be quite equally interpreted as ferri-antiferro-magnetic
transition, too, cf. [16].



0 - \ —
ferromagnetic paramagnetic

C

solute temperature under zero applied field h (solid line)

Fig. |1l Typical dependence of saturation magnetization mg on ab-
and under some applied field (dashed line), cf. e.g. [6].

2.2 Finite-strain kinematics and mass and momentum transport

In finite-strain continuum mechanics, the basic geometrical concept is the time-evolving
deformation y : Q — R? as a mapping from a reference configuration of the body 2 C R?
into a physical space R?. The “Lagrangian” space variable in the reference configuration will
be denoted as X € Q while in the “Eulerian” physical-space variable by & € R%. The basic
kinematic and geometrical objects are the Lagrangian velocity v = %y and the Lagrangian
deformation gradient F = Vyy.

We will be interested in deformations & = y(t, X) evolving in time, which are sometimes
called “motions”. Further, assuming for a moment that y(¢, -) is invertible, we define the so-
called return (sometimes called also a reference) mapping &€ : © — y—'(¢,X). The important
quantities are the Eulerian velocity v(t,x) = v(¢,£€(t,x)) and the Eulerian deformation
gradient F(t,x) = F(t,&(t, x)).

Here and thorough the whole article, having the Eulerian velocity at disposal, we use
the dot-notation (-)" = % + v-V,, for the convective time derivative applied to scalars or,

component-wise, to vectors or tensors. Then the velocity gradient Vv = VxvV_ X = FF_l,
where we used the chain-rule calculus and F~' = (Vxx)~! = V,X. This gives the transport
equation-and-evolution for the deformation gradient as

F = (Vo)F. (2.9)

From this, we also obtain the evolution-and-transport equation for Jacobian det F' as det F' =
(det F')div v and its inverse as

i divw
(mmp)"_dmzr' (2.10)

The return mapping & satisfies the transport equation

£=0; (2.11)



note that, since we confined on a spatially homogeneous material, actually & does not ex-
plicitly occur in the formulation of the problem.

As F depends on x, f are equalities which hold for a.a. . The same holds for
— below. Here we will benefit from the boundary condition v-n = 0 below, which
causes that the shape of the actual domain (2 does not evolve in time, i.e. {2 = ). The same
convention concerns temperature 6 and thus also T', n, and 4 in and below,
which will make the problem indeed fully Fulerian. Cf. the continuum-mechanics textbooks
as e.g. [23/32].

The mass density (in kg/m?) is an extensive variable, and its transport (expressing that
the conservation of mass) writes as the continuity equation %Q—l—div(gv) = 0, or, equivalently,
the mass evolution-and-transport equation

0= —pdivv. (2.12)

Alternatively to (2.12), we will also use an evolution-and-transport equation for the “mass
sparsity” as the inverse mass density 1/o:

/o= (1/0)div. (2.13)

The flow rule for the magnetization (2.7)) is now to be considered in deforming medium,
and then the partial time derivative in (2.7]) should be replaced by an objective time deriva-
tive. Here we use the Zaremba-Jaumann (corotational) time derivative m, defined as

° . 0
m =m — skw(Vv)m = a—T + (v-V)m — skw(Vv)m, (2.14)
where m = %m + (v-V)m denotes the convective derivative of m. Moreover, in deforming

continuum, we can (and should) consider a more general v = v(F, m,0) and h, = h (F',0).

Thus ([2.7) turns into

[¢]

mxm

o F D- o _
tm + h (F,0)Dir(m) SF.m.0)

The convective derivative itself is not objective and would not be suitable in our context,
except perhaps some laminar-like deformation as implicitly used in an incompressible isother-
mal variant in [5,25,/53,/60] or in a nanoparticle transport in fluids [22]; for usage of m in

(2.15)) see Remark [2.4] below.

2.3 Magneto-viscoelasticity and its thermodynamics

The main ingredients of the model are the (volumetric) free energy 1 and the dissipative
stress. The Helmholtz free energy \{ = P (F', m, Vm, 0) is considered per the referential vol-
ume, while the free energy per actual deformed volume is P(F', m,Vm, 0)/det F. Consider-
ing the free energy per unit reference volume is more standard in continuum physics [23,32]
than the free energy per actual evolving volume and well corresponds to experimentally

8



available data. Here also the anisotropy (which is typical in ferromagnets on microscopical
scale) in the stored energy needs rather large strains with referential stored energy. This
last benefit is related to the fact that the referential free energy does not give an energy
pressure contribution to the Cauchy stress (cf. the last term in (2.33) below or [47, Rem. 2])
and allows for more easy decoupling estimation strategy decoupling the magneto-mechanical
part and the thermal part of the coupled system.
We will select out the temperature independent stored energy ¢ and consider the split:
K(F
Y(F,m,Vm,0) = o(F,m)+ ((F,m,0) + (T)|Vm|2 with ((F,m,0)=0. (2.16)
The free energy considered per actual (not referential) volume extended by the Zeeman

energy arising by an applied external actual (not referential) magnetic field hey, i.e. the
Gibbs-type actual free energy is thus

F.m F.m,0 K(F)|Vm|?
Yolt; Fom, vim,0) = 2 QB mO) L ym 4 SEVIE g 4
det F' CdetF 2det F
~——- ~~ 7 —
stored coupling and eeinan exchange
energy heat energy energy energy

Thus the stored energy contain, beside the elastic stored energy, also the so-called anisotropy
magnetic energy, which may distinguish directions of easy magnetization on the microscopical
single-crystal level. Let us note that this rather general elasto-magnetic ansatz allows for
modelling the magnetic shape-memory materials and magnetostrictive effects.

A particularly simple case k(F') = kdet F' with some constant k& would give the actual
exchange energy k|Vm|?/2 independent of F and the actual exchange coefficient as an
intensive variable. Yet, as there does not seem any physical reason for exchange coefficient
to be an intensive variable, we want to consider a general situation covering in particular
also the “referential” case k(F') constant, which corresponds the actual exchange coefficient
k(F')/ det F' as an extensive variable.

From the free energy (2.16]), we can read as partial (functional) derivatives of | with
respect to F', Vm, m, and 6 respectively the conservative part of the actual Cauchy stress
T, a capillarity-like stress K, the actual conservative magnetic driving force t, and the actual
entropy n as:

r - VeSO () + om0+ S B s
- YnlFomd) W (BT
(P Gy (P ) Emy 2150
_ _11)9(;;7;79) _ _Ce(it";a o) (2.18d)



The expected symmetry of such part T' of the Cauchy stress is granted by frame indifference
of P(+,+,0) and or k(-). This means that

V(F,m,0) € GL*(d)xR*xR, Q € SO(d) :
¢(F,m)=@(QF,Qm), ((F,m.0)=_{QF,Qm,0), and k(F)=«k(QF), (2.19)

where Q € SO(d) = {Q € R™, QTQ = QQ" = 1} is the special orthogonal group
and GLT(d) = {F € R¥% det F' > 0} denotes the orientation-preserving general linear
group. This in particular implies that the stress T is symmetric. The symmetry of the
capillarity contribution K to the Cauchy stress is automatic; actually, this contribution as
—(Vm) T [Yg)omm (F, Vm) was devised in |7, Formula (2.27)] or |13, Formula (5.16)].

Mainly for analytical reasons, we will use also a dissipative contribution to the Cauchy
stress which, together with the conservative part T', will realize the Kelvin-Voigt rheological
model and make the system parabolic. To this goal, we consider a dissipative contribution
to the Cauchy stress involving the standard dissipative stress depending (from the frame-
invariancy reason) on the symmetric velocity gradient and also a higher-order elastic hyper-
stress €, both isotropic for simplicity:

D —divs# with D = D(e(v)) and # = #(V*v)
for D(e)=wvilef?e and Z(E) = | EF°E. (2.20)

Actually, v; and v, may depend on det F' and # without causing any structural and analytical
problems, but we ignore it rather for notational simplicity.

The momentum equilibrium equation then balances the divergence of the total Cauchy
stress with the inertial and gravity force:

00 — div(T+D+T,,,—div(H#+.7)) = 09 + fiag (2.21)

with T' from (2.18d) and D and 5 from (2.20). Moreover, T,,,, and f,.. are the mag-
ag = K + S and

while .7 := k(F)Skw(Vm®m)/ det F will be a “magnetic

netic stress and the magnetic force which balance the energetics, cf. T,
1o(Vh) 'm—poV(h-m) =: f, ..
exchange hyperstress” in (2.30b]).
The driving magnetic force enters the Landau-Lifschitz-Gilbert equation
in the previous section.
The third ingredient, i.e. , is subjected to the entropy equation:

& —divy

@ + div ('v 77) 7

5 with j = —%(F,0)V0 (2.22)

and with ¢ = £(F,0;e(v), V?v,m) denoting the heat production rate specified later in
. The latter equality in (2.22)) is the Fourier law determining phenomenologically
the heat flux 5 proportional to the negative gradient of temperature 6 through the heat
conduction coefficient X = X(F, ). Assuming & > 0 and X > 0 and integrating over
the domain (2 while imposing the non-penetrability of the boundary in the sense that the

10



normal velocity v-n vanishes across the boundary I of {2, we obtain the Clausius-Duhem
inequality:

2
d nda:—/ §+K]V9| dx —I—/ (f}{v—e—m))-ndSZ/J{ﬂdS (2.23)
62 r % r 0

dt

entropy production rate entropy flux

If the system is thermally isolated in the sense that the normal heat flux 7-n vanishes across
the boundary I, we recover the 2nd law of thermodynamics, i.e. the total entropy in isolated
systems is nondecreasing in time.

Substituting 7 from (2.18d) into (2.22) written in the form 67 = ¢ — div j — Ondivv, we
obtain

o(F,m,0)0 = £(F,0; e(v), V?v,100) + 9(%% '
+ 9(—%(53;77;’ 0)>:nm + QC—G(de 7 )dlvv —divyg
= ¢(F,0; e(v), Vv, m) +9—F9£11;;1 2 e—meéf ;’f ) v — div
with the heat capacity c¢(F,m,0) = —0 W , (2.24)

which can be understood as the heat equation for the temperature 6 as an intensive variable.

The referential internal energy is given by the Gibbs relation P + 6n. In our Eulerian
formulation, we will need rather the actual internal energy, which, in view of (2.18dl), equals
here to

V-0,  @F,m) «k(F)|Vm|* ((F,m,0)—00(F,m,0) ‘

— 2.25
det F' _det F 2det F’ R det F’ | (2:25)
actual actual stored and = w thermal part of
internal exchange energy the internal energy
energy

In terms of w, the heat equation (2.24)) can be written in the so-called enthalpy formulation:

det '~ det F
C(F,m,0) — 00,(F, m,0)

ith = . (2.26
W v det ' ( )

aa—ltU + div(vw) = f(F, 0; e(v), Vv, 'nql,) +

-m — divy

Note that w is an extensive variable so that the left-hand side of is not just a convective
derivative 1. For the passage from (2.24)) to , we use the algebra [~ = Cof F'"/det I/
and the calculus det'(F') = Cof F and 1) so that (1/ det F)’:IE1 = —(CofF/ det F?):(Vv)F =
—(F~"/det F)F":Vv = (divw)/ det F, and thus we can calculate

ow

— +div(vw) = w + wdive

ot
B <C(F,m, 6) — QC’e(F,m,Q)) N ((F,m,0) — 00,(F, m,0)
B det F' det F'

divw

11



_ ((M) _9<C’9(F7m,9)>'):F_HC’Q’@(F,mﬁ)é

det F’ det F’ det F’
- (FRET R @m0 m0) (i) )
N C’m(F,m,H()i;QF:,;w(F,m,H).m N c(F,m,@)é n C(F,m,@()]l;tﬁgg(F,m,H)divv
= B m O (e 0), jp  nl B O Do B00) 1, 0 )

This shows that (2.24) are (2.26) indeed (formally) equivalent to each other. Alterna-
tively in (2.26), we could use 1} for writing C’F(F,m,ﬁ):l;'1 = Up(F,m,0)F"(Vv) =
Un(F,m,0)F".e(v); here the assumed frame indifference of {(-,m,0) itself, leading
to symmetry of {p(F, m,0)F " was employed.

Remark 2.2 (Gradient theories in rates). So-called gradient theories in continuum mechan-
ical models are nowadays very standard, referred as nonsimple materials, determining some
internal length scales and often facilitating mathematical analysis. They can be applied to
the conservative stress through the free energy or to the dissipation stress. Here, we have
used the latter option in (2.20)) which is better fitted to the rate formulation and which can
make velocity field enough regular, as vitally needed for the transport of ¢ and F' in the
Eulerian models. The higher-gradient hyper-stress as used below in follows the theory
by E. Fried and M. Gurtin [20], as already articulated in the general nonlinear context of
multipolar fluids by J. Necas at al. [37-39] or of solids |44,55], inspired by R.A. Toupin [56]
and R.D. Mindlin [36].

Remark 2.3 (Dry friction in magnetization evolution). Dry-friction-type rate-independent
dissipation was proposed in [4,59] as a device to model properly hysteresis in ferromagnets,
modifying the Landau-Lifschitz equation by augmenting suitably the effective magnetic field.
Although the original Gilbert’s [21] and Landau-Lifschitz’ [28] equations are equivalent with
each other, the resulting augmented equations proposed in [4] and [59] are no longer mutually
equivalent. This has been pointed out in [41], where the conceptual differences between the
Gilbert and the Landau-Lifschitz formats have been elucidated.

Remark 2.4 (Zaremba-Jaumann derivative m). In deformable (and deforming) magnetic
medium, the Jaumann corotational derivative for magnetization was suggested already by
Maugin [33] to model situations when the magnetization can be “frozen” in hard-magnetic
materials in their ferro- or ferri-magnetic state. Later it was used in [12,]13] in the lin-
ear viscosity (magnetic attenuation) term. It should be noted that the gyromagnetic term
mem/y(F,m,0) can be seen in literature; yet, it is the same as used in since
mem — m@m = m(skw(Vv)m) = skw(Vv):(m@m) = 0. Instead of skw(Vv) in
, an angular velocity either governed by a separate parabolic equation or approxi-
mated by as curlv/2 was used in [22,40,4554]. Usage of another (Lie) derivative was
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proposed in |58, Formula (74)]. Mere convective derivative for magnetization has been used
in [5,25,/53] to model rather (incompressible isothermal) fluids containing magnetic particles.

Example 2.5 (Neo-Hookean elastic magnets). Modifying slightly the “rigid” model (2.8))
and expanding it by standard neo-Hookean elastic ansatz, one obtains an example for elastic

magnetic material amenable for ferro-to-paramagnetic transition and for complying with the
(3.5b—€) below:

1 _/tr(FFT) K(F) )
0 90 |m|2 4
F — F 1-1
+ ag(det )(1+€16 1+6190) e+ (et F)lml* 4 cof(1-Ind)

with some (referential) heat capacity cq > 0, some €1, €5 > 0, some shear modulus G > 0,
and the non-negative volumetric energy v € C'(R™) and ag(J) > §J and by(J) > §J for
some § > 0 so that ¢ fulfills (up to an irrelevant constant) the coercivity with s = 4.
Note that P (F',m,Vm, ) is concave for ¢, ¢; > 0 and €1, €o > 0. Then, the split uses

ap(det F)0|m|?

U m.0) = e e s+ f(1-Ind) (2.27)
so that
((F,m,0) — 0C,(F,m,0) o e1ao(det F)6?|m|?
F = = 2.2
w(F,m, ) det F det F (14€10)%(1+€2|m|?) det F (228)

and the (actual) heat capacity c(F,m,0) = —0(;,(F, m,0)/det F is

2¢1ao(det F)0|m|?
F.m,0) = w)(F,m.§) = —° ~ : 22
c(F,m, 0) = wy(F,m,0) detF+ (14-€10)3(14€2/m|?) det F (229

Note that “thermo-coupling” stress (p(F,m, 0)F '/det F = ajy(det F)0|m|?1/((14-¢10)(1+ex|m|?))
is bounded provided aj, is bounded on GL"(d), so it surely complies with below. Also
|, (F,-,-)/det F| is bounded for F ranging over compact sets in GL"(d), so it surely com-
plies with ; here we use ¢; > 0 and €5 > 0. Also this ansatz satisfies . Moreover,
|wp(F,m,-)| has at most linear growth while and |w,(F, m,-)| is even bounded as well as
|whe| and |w! ,| for F ranging over compact sets in GL™(d), so that (3.5d)) is satisfied, too.

2.4 The thermo-magneto-mechanical system and its energetics

Let us summarize the thermodynamically coupled system composed of six partial differ-
ential equations for p, v, F, m, u, and #. More specifically, it is composed from the
mass continuity equation for p, the momentum equation written in terms of velocity v, the
evolution-and-transport of the deformation-gradient tensor F', a flow rule (as an inclusion)
for the magnetization m, the Poisson equation for the demagnetizing-field potential u, and
the heat-transfer equation for temperature 6.
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Altogether, merging (2.1)), (2.9), (2.12)), (2.15)), (2.21)), and (2.26) with (2.18)), we obtain

a system of six equations for (g, v, F', m,u, w), respectively also for ¢:
do
ot

0
a(gv) = div (T+K+S+D—div(%+,5”) — Qv®v> + 11o(Vh) 'm — 1oV (h-m) + og

= — le(Q’U) , (230&)

. _( Pp(F,m)+ p(F,m,0) [Vm]*}K(F)\ ¢ _
with T = ( det F R Tyl AR VR
K(F
= de(t—lz,Vm@@Vm, D = v le(v)|P%e(v), I =V 2V,
B Y (F,m,0) B kK(F")
. S = skw<(uoh—W> @m), and 7 = = Skw(m@Vm), (2:30)
E = (V’U)F — (’UV)F, (230(3)
o e mxm V. (F,m,0)  /x(F)

F e 4 ASBLUILS =27 .
tm + h.(F,0)Dir(m) SF.m.0) > uoh ot F + dw(dethm> . (2.30d)
Au = div(xo,m) onR%, (2.30e)
Ow — . 2 o CIF(F7m> Q)FT C;‘n(F, m, 9) . . .

i E(F,0;e(v), Vio,m) + T F e(v) + e E ™M div (j+wv)

with &(F,0;e,G,7) = vi|el’ + |Gl + pot|r|* + poho(F,0)|r|
and j = —K(F,0)V6,

and w ZW(F,m,Q) — C(F’m>9) _QC/G(Famye)

det F'
The product Vm®@Vm in (2.30b)) is to be understood componentwise, specifically [VmeVm);;
= ZZ:1 %mk%mk with m = (my,...,mq) and & = (z1, ..., 24), while the skew-symmetric
part “Skw” of the 3rd-order tensor is defined as

. (2.30f)

1 om; om;
ik " 9 (mi oty M 8a:k> '
The equations —d,f) are considered on the domain (2 while the static equation is
to hold on the whole Universe in the distributional sense at all time instants. The symmetric
Korteweg-like stress K = k(F)Vm®Vm/det F in occur e.g. in [7,|17]. The skew-
symmetric stress S and couple-like hyperstress . come from the calculation ; for a
similar skew-symmetric stress S see [12, Formula (33)] or [13, Formula (5.37)] while the

[Skw(m®@Vm)] (2.31)

skew-symmetric hyperstress .7 is like in the Cosserat theory in [57]. The pressures poh-m
in the momentum equation is related with that the Zeeman and the demagnetizing-field
energies are actual (not referential). The magnetic, so-called Kelvin force pio(Vh)"m comes
from the magnetization m exposed to the nonuniform magnetic field h, and it arises from
the calculus (2.46]) and (2.48]) below.

Denoting by n the unit outward normal to the (fixed) boundary I" of the domain (2, we

complete this system by suitable boundary conditions:

vn =0, [(T+K+S+D—div(#+S))n—div,(#n+n)] +up|vfv==k, (2.32a)
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Vi (n@n) =0, (nV)m=0, ulcc)=0, and jn=~h) -+ %Ivl” (2.32b)

with v, > 0 a boundary viscosity coefficient and with [-], a tangential part of a vector
and with div, = tr(V,) denoting the (d—1)-dimensional surface divergence with tr(-) being
the trace of a (d—1)x(d—1)-matrix and Vv = Vv — 9%n being the surface gradient of v.
Naturally, k-n = 0 is to be assumed if we want to recover the boundary conditions
in the classical form, otherwise the weak form does not directly need it.

The first condition (i.e. normal velocity zero) expresses nonpenetrability of the boundary
was used already for and is most frequently adopted in literature for Eulerian for-
mulation. This simplifying assumption fixes the shape of (2 in its referential configuration
allows also for considering fixed boundary even for such time-evolving Eulerian description.
The latter condition in involving a boundary viscosity comes from the Navier bound-
ary condition largely used in fluid dynamics and is here connected with the technique used
below, which is based on the total energy balance as the departing point and which, un-
fortunately, does not allow to cope with 1, = 0 and simultaneously k # 0. This boundary
viscosity naturally may contribute to the heat production on the boundary as well as to the
outflow of the heat energy to the outer space. For notational simplicity, we consider that
it is just equally distributed, one part remaining on the boundary of {2 and the other part
leaving outside, which is related with the coefficient 1/2 in the last condition in . The
condition u(co) =0 in expresses shortly that limz o u(x) = 0.

The magnetization flow rule (2.30d]) with the corotational derivative m in see also [7,33]
where it is articulated that the magnetization is “frozen” in the deforming medium if m = 0
which then means that the magnetization is transported and rotates at the same local rate
as the deforming medium; this is the situation below the blocking temperature 6, and when
the total driving magnetic field has small magnitude.

For the capillarity-like stress K and and the skew-symmetric stress S see also [7,[12].

The magneto-mechanical energy balance of the model can be seen when testing the mo-
mentum equation by v while using the continuity equation tested by |v|*/2
and the evolution-and-transport equation for F tested by the stress [@(F',m)/det F'p,
the magnetic Landau-Lifshitz-Gilberg equation by m, and the (rest from the) Maxwell
system by Mo%-

Let us first make the test of by v. Using again the algebra F'~! = Cof F'"/det F
and the calculus det'(F) = Cof F', we can write the part of the Cauchy stress arising from
the stored energy as

Op(F.m) ¢p(F,m)— @(F,m)F " . ¢(F,m)

— F I
det det ' * det '
det F (det F')? det F det FF Ir det FF ~ 7

Let us recall that @ (F',m)/det F in (2.33) is the stored energy per actual (not referential)
volume. Using the calculus (2.33), we obtain

/diVT-v dax :/(Tn)-v dS—/T:e(’u) de  with
Q r Q
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—L<{%Jpﬂ+“°§i?ﬂ T g Jetwe
- [ o S v (S TR o) g
- %/Q%)dw _/Q%Ifz)'m N (C%Eil;’?’ 9)+ |v;7£|;K;E,F))FT:e(v) dx. (2.34)

Here, we used the matrix algebra A:(BC) = (BTA):C = (AC"):B for any square matrices A,

B, and C and also we used (2.30c|) together with the Green formula and the nonpenetrability
boundary condition for

/Q[—(p(F, m)L:(V'v)F + Om(F,m) m + e(F,m) dive dzx

det F det ' det F
D (2] (I8 (ow)r) + S (o) - S
:%/ﬂ%dm%—/ﬂV(%)-v%—%dwvdm
:% Q%dWF/F%(U.st, (2.35)
where we used
F ! P (F
P lor S e
:Lv(%)-vdmzﬁ%vds /Q(pde_Fdlvvda: (2.36)

=0

The further contribution from the dissipative part of the Cauchy stress uses Green’s

formula over 2 twice and the surface Green formula over I'. We abbreviate the elastic
hyperstress J# = 15| V20 [P72V2v. Then

/Q div (i |e(v)]P2e(v) — div.a) v dz
= /F v-(ne(v) P %e(v)—dival)ndS — /Q (v1le(v)[P%e(v) — divs#): Vo de
= /F'v-(yl|e('v)\pQe(v)—div,%”)n —n-:VvdS —/Qulle('v)|p + AN vdx
= /%S(@nv®n®n) + n- Vv + v (11]e(v) P *e(v)—divt )ndS

F —/Qul\e(v)|p+ vo|V2u|P d

= /F%”E(ﬁn’v®n®n) — (divg(n-2) + (v1]e(v)|P2e(v)—divt)n) v dS
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—/Vl\e('v)|p+v2\v2'v|pdw, (2.37)
(0]

where we used the decomposition of Vv into its normal component d,v and the tangential
component, i.e. written componentwise Vv; = (n-Vv;)n + V,v,.

Furthermore, the inertial force 2 (ov) + div(ov®v) in (2.30b)) tested by v gives the rate
of kinetic energy p|v|?/2 integrating over 2. Here we use the continuity equation (2.12)
tested by |v|?/2 and the Green formula with the boundary condition v-n = 0:

0 _ B . d 0, 1 9
/Q (E(Q’U) + d1v(gv®v)) wdx = /Q ovvdx = i/, §|'v] de +/F olv[*vmndS. (2.38)
=0
The test of (2.30d]) by m is quite technical. The exchange-energy term div(k(F)Vm)/det F')
tested by (v-V)m is to be handled by using Green’s formula twice. Namely,

Adiv(%)-(@-V)mdm :/F%-(U-V)mdS

—/Q —K(f;e)tva (v@Vm) + K(F)(linﬁVm) e(v)dx
K(F)(n-V)m K(F)|Vm/?
:/F det F ((vV)m) ~ 2detF vndS
IVm|* _ / k(F) K(F)|Vm|* . K(F)(VmeVm)
+/Q : V(5o )+ S

det F 2det B 0T N det F' elv)dz,  (2.39)

— K from (2.30D)

where the boundary integral vanishes due to the boundary conditions (n-V)m = 0 and
v-n = 0. The latter equality in (2.39)) follows by the calculus and the Green formula:

L%E(u@Vm)dw:A%'((”'v)m) as

_/ K(F)Vm®w .
7

J/

Vim + |Vm|2< K(F) divo + V( K(F) )’u) dzx

det F' det F det '
K(F)|Vm/|* . |Vm|? K(F)
=—] ————d wvd 2.4
/Q 2det F ot 2 V(detF)” T (2.40)

where again (n-V)m = 0 was used. For the last term, we can still use the calculus

(21((53“) - (iitFl;)/:VF - <Z/e(tF; - K(ii(i;fF)VF — Kl(F)d;t';gF)F_TVF, (2.41)

where we again used the algebra =T = CofF/det F' and the calculus det’ = Cof. Thus
(2.39)) can be written as:

/Qdiv(%)(v-wmdm :/Q<|Vm|2KI(F)_K(F)F_T:('U-V)F
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Similarly, this exchange-energy term div(k(F)Vm/det F) tested by 2m is to be handled
by using Green’s formula once:

/{ZdiV<K(F)Vm>‘8m dw:/r K(F)(n-V)m om dS—/Q K(F)Vm:v(?m dae

det F' ot det F’ ot det F' ot

__g/ K(F)IVm\2 /!Vm!2< K(F )) oF .

- dt), 2detF det F/ ot
d [ k(F)|Vm/|? / LK (F)—k(F)F~ T OF

= =1 : 2.43
dt/g ddetF T VI E i de (24)

where we again used (n-V)m = 0 on [’ and, where we again used, as in (2.41)), that
(x(F)/det F) = ('(F)—k(F)F~")/det F. To merge (2.42) and (2.43)), we use (2.30c) and

also the calculus

K (F)—k(F)F T OF oK (F)—k(F)F~ |

e TR A v CRYM
K (F)—«(F)F~" B oK (F)F'—x(F)I

| 2det F (Vo) F = [Vm| 2det F e(v)
K'(F)F' Vm|*k(F)

|2—2<de’zF e(v) — —| 2st1<4_‘ )le’U (2.44)

'Vm

=|Vm

= |Vm

when the frame indifference of k is assumed. Noticing that the last term in (2.44) cancels
with the same pressure term in (2.42)), we obtain

_(K(F)Vmy . K'(F)|[Vm[*F' _ d/K(F)\vme
/lev( det F )mdm_/9< 2det F K)‘e(”)dx i), 2detF ®

(2.45)

Moreover, we use the Green theorem also for the driving magnetic field h = hey—hgem
with the demagnetizing field hger, = —Vu:

. 0 0
/ poh-mdx = / ,uohext-—m + poh-(v-V)m — ,uohdem-—m dz
P P ot ot

0
m — pio(Vh) 'm-v + 1oV (h-m)v — ,uohdem-a—T de .

0 OPoxt
_\/_Qat<“0heXt m) Ho ot

Altogether, this is used to handle the right-hand side of (2.30d)) tested by m:

[ (poh O i (KEITY )

det F det F'
B Vo (F,om,0) . k(F)Vm\y .
d _ K(F)|[Vm/|® / K'(F)|[Vm|*F' Rt
B SalvA I S o —K): — .
=t [ Joleem == At < 2det F )e(”) Fo=ge ™

_ <‘Pm(F7 m) | GnlF,m, 9>)-m — ((uo(VR)Tm — oV (hem) ) — uohdem%—m

det F’ det F' — t
magnetic force in ([2.30b))
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— skw((p1oh—,,(F, m, 0))@m) Vv + K(F)m®v;r;;62m®m ;v%) dez  (2.46)

= S from (2.30D) — . from (2.30D)

with ¢t and K from (2.30b)). Here the algebra (ugh—),)-skw(Vv)m = skw((uoh—y,,)@m):Vo

has been used. Beside, to see the magnetic hyperstress ., we used the calculus

. ( K(F)
/lev( Vm) skw(Vov)m dx

det F
F F
- /F (;(t;w -skw(Vo)m dS —/Q %Vm:V(skW(Vv)m) dx

Vm@m-—-meVm _,
Sdet F Vevde. (2.47)

[ ) |
N _/g detFﬁvm@V"gskW(W)ng + k(F)

It remains to exploit 1' Testing it by MO%U, we use the calculus, including the
Green theorem for the convective term, to obtain

0 0
0:/ uodiV(XQm—Vu)—udw:/ uo(Vu—XQm)-V—ud:c
Rd (915 Rd 825
. d o 9 / ahdem
a3 \Vu|”de + Quofm 5 dx
_d / @|vu|2+/ hgem-m —/ O™ e e (2.48)
- dt R 9 QMO dem QMO ot dem . .

This is to be subtracted from 1’ giving cancellation of the terms :I:,u()%mhdem and
merging fio(Rextm) — po(Rgem-m) = po(h-m).
Summarizing the above calculations, we formulated:

Proposition 2.6 (Magneto-mechanical dissipation energy balance). Any smooth solution of
the system (2.30a—e) with the boundary conditions satisfies the identity

([ Lo+ ), sENTm

— ugh-m dm+/ @]VUF dzc)
Ra 2

dt 2 det F_ 2det F_
kinetic stored exchange Zeeman energy of de-
energy energy energy energy magnetizing field
° oh
+/ f(F,@;e(v),m) dx —i—/ vy|v|? dSz/( 0gv — L a;Xt‘m
(2N - _ I N~~~ 2\ ~~ <t
dissipation rate . boundary power of power of
from (2.301) dissipation rate gravity field oy tornal field
Up(F,m,0)F" O (F,m,0) .
_G(Fm 6) e(v) — Mm de+ [ kv dS. (2.49)
det F det F' P I~~~
adiabatic effects I€OW6¥ of
raction

When we add (2.30f) tested by 1, the adiabatic and the dissipative heat sources cancel
with those in (2.49)). Thus we obtain (at least formally):
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Proposition 2.7 (Total energy balance). Any smooth solution of the evolution boundary-

value problem ~(2.39) satisfies the identity

d F F 2
_(/ g|v]2 + ¢ (F,m) K(F)[Vm® poh-m dxr + w(F,m,0) dx
02 . =

dt cdet '  2det F -
kinetic stored exchange Zeeman cat
eg(lergly gnel;gy )énergrgg% energy energy
v oh
+/ %wadw) +/ f\v\p dS—/ 09V — flo aZXt-mdaf; +/ kv + h(6) dS.
Rd | , N , 2 N~~~ ~— =
g power of “ Ig)ower of heat
energy of de- boundary i power of P ion flux
magnetizing field heat production g%a‘ﬁiy external field
outflow € (2.50)

Another aspect important both thermodynamically and also for mathematical analysis
is non-negativity of temperature, related with the 3rd law of thermodynamics. This will be
demonstrated later when we will exploit some information about the quality of the velocity

field extracted from (2.49), cf. (3.57) below.

Remark 2.8 (Exchange hyper-stress). In principle, to balance the energetics, the magnetic
exchange driving force div(k(F)Vm/det F') in (2.18¢c) may contribute either directly to the

skew-symmetric magnetic stress S by skw(div(%

the skew-symmetric hyperstress as .. Physically it is rather questionable which option is

)®m), as considered in [48], or to

more relevant. The former case would bring analytical troubles in the argumentation (3.52)

below due to lack of compactness of Vv as %v is not estimated, in contrast to [48] where
the inertial force was handled in a simplified “semi-compressible” way. This have led us to
adopt the latter option here, which seems also more physical and a similar skew-symmetric

hyperstress can be found in [57].

Remark 2.9 (Isotropic magnets). Let us note that, when {(F, - 0) is isotropic as in
Example , the skew-symmetric magnetic stress S simplifies to poskw(h®m) because
Y, (F.,m,0) = k(F,m,f0)m for some scalar-valued coefficient £ = k(F,m,0) so that
skw(! (F,m,0)@m) = kE(F, m,0)skw(m®m) = 0.

3 The analysis — weak solutions of ([2.30

We will provide a proof of existence and certain regularity of weak solutions. To this aim, the
concept of multipolar viscosity is essential but, anyhow, still quite nontrivial and carefully
ordered arguments will be needed. The peculiarities are that the inertial term in Eulerian set-
ting involves varying mass density requiring sophisticated techniques from compressible fluid
dynamics, the momentum equation is very geometrically nonlinear, and the heat equation
has an L'-structure with F-dependent heat capacity and with the convective time derivative
and ever-troubling adiabatic effects due to necessarily general coupling of mechanical and
thermal effect in the deforming configuration in compressible media.

Usual analysis is made by some approximation, a-priori estimates, and limit passage pos-
sibly in several steps. The mentioned strong nonlinearity makes time discretization problem-
atic. On the other hand, the space discretization by a (conformal) Faedo-Galerkin method
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is also not straightforward because of several “nonlinear” tests leading to the basic energy
balances in Section [2.4] being confronted in particular with the Lavrentiev phenomenon
as occurring already in static nonlinear elasticity [1,2,/19]. Anyhow, careful suitably regu-
larized “semi-Galerkin” discretization allowing estimation of the magneto-mechanical part
separately from the thermal part and a successive limit passage will work.

3.1 Definition of weak solutions and the main results

We will use the standard notation concerning the Lebesgue and the Sobolev spaces, namely
LP(£2;R™) for Lebesgue measurable functions 2 — R™ whose Euclidean norm is integrable
with p-power, and W*P(£2; R™) for functions from LP(§2;R™) whose all derivative up to the
order k have their Euclidean norm integrable with p-power. We also write briefly H* = W2
The notation p* will denote the exponent from the embedding W'P(£2) C LF'(£2), i..
p* = dp/(d—p) for p < d while p* > 1 arbitrary for p = d or p* = 400 for p > d. Moreover,
for a Banach space X and for I = [0, 7], we will use the notation L?(I; X) for the Bochner
space of Bochner measurable functions I — X whose norm is in LP(I) while W'(I; X)
stands for functions I — X whose distributional derivative is in LP(I; X). Also, C(-) and
C1(-) will denote spaces of continuous and continuously differentiable functions.

Moreover, as usual, we will use C' for a generic constant which may vary from estimate
to estimate.

We will consider an initial-value problem, prescribing the initial conditions

00) =00, v(0)=wvy, F(0)=F,, m(0)=my, and 6(0)=0bp; (3.1)

here and in what follows, we will use the short-hand notation as [o(t)](x) = o(t, ). Refer-
ring to the referential mass density p, the initial conditions should satisfy gy = p/det F.
To devise a weak formulation of the initial-boundary-value problem and for
the system (|2.30f), we use the by-part integration in time and the Green formula for the
inertial force. The nonsmoothness of Dir(-) applied on m leads to a variational inequal-
ity, arising by a standard definition of the convex subdifferential of the convex poten-
tial of the monotone set-valued mapping r — 7r + h (F,0)Dir(r), let us denote it as
D(F,0;7) = 7|r[*/2 + he(F,0)|r|. Then (2.30d) has the form 0o D(F,0;m) > piohex; +
wVu — t + mxm/y(F,m,0) with t from (2.18¢), from which we obtain a variational

inequality by taking into account the standard definition of the (partial) convex subdiffer-
ential 0. This involves t-m which contains the product of div(kg,, (F,Vm)/det F) with
m. This product would cause troubles in convergence of approximate solutions, so we will
better avoid it in the weak formulation by a substitution using integrated over I, i.e.

(G = L“fﬁlﬁ?’ SR 7

/ / 5 (QZH;PFT >:e(v) dedt. (3.2)
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Also we use the orthogonality (mxm)-m = 0, which eliminates this (otherwise not inte-
grable) term and which altogether gives the variational inequality (3.4b|) below.

Definition 3.1 (Weak solutions to (2.30))). For p € [1,00), a siz-tuple (o,v, F,m,u,0)
with o € H'(IxQ), v € L(I; W(2;RY)), F € H'(IxQ; R4, m e H'(I; L*(2;RY) N
L=(I; HY(2;RY), w € L®(I; HY(RY)), and 6 € LY(I; WH(£2)) will be called a weak solution
to the system with the boundary conditions and the initial condition if

(F,m,0)FT
ll)p(dégz F (Ix2;RE) (3.3a)
Cp(F,m,0)F' .
F T F € LY (Ix2;RED) (3.3b)
F 2
div(%) e L2(Ix02;RY) (3.3¢)

with det F' > 0 a.e. such that the integral identities

// < II)F (F,m 9)FT+ [Vm k' (F )FT+K+V1|e(v)|P*Qe(U) _ gv®v):e(5)

det F 2det F
+ S:skw (V) + po(h-m)divo — po(Vh) " :(m@v) + (1| V0[P’ V2o+.7) V0

— ov- g—) dedt = // 0g- vda:dt+// (k—v,|v|P~2 )vdet+/gofvo v(0)dx (3.4a)

with h = he+Vu, K, S, and . from holds for any v smooth with v-n = 0 and
v(T) =0, and

T 2T
T~ ~ L K(F)Vm K'(F)|Vm[°F .
/O/Q( 72 + he (B, O)[F] — dive sk (Vo)m — ( Saet P ).e(v)

%.v < “WN ( ) )d‘"’”dt

e o K(E(T)[Vm(T)[? (Fo)\Vmo!2
2/0/95|m| +hC(F,9)|m|dazdt+/Q 2 det F(T) T T Aol Fy de (3.4b)

w4 X

for any 7 € L*(I; H*(£2;RY)), and further
Vu(t)-Vude = /m(t)-Vﬁda: (3.4¢)
R? Q

holds for any w € HY(R?Y) and for a.a. t € I, and

/OT/Q ("J(F’mﬁ)g—f+ (w(F,m,0)v—X(F,0)V0)-V0

. 2 o C/F(F7m70)FT C{m,(F7m70) . n
+ <£(F,9, e(v),Vv,m) + ot F e(v) + Wm) 6 |daxdt
// F+ 2ol )Fasdr +/ (Fo,00)0(0)d = 0 (3.4d)
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with £(F,0;-,-) and w(-,-,-) from holds for any 6 smooth with 8(T) = 0, and the

equations and hold a.e. on Ix {2 with v(0) = vy and F(0) = Fy a.e. on {2,
and also m(0) = my is to hold a.e. on (2.

Before stating the main analytical result, let us summarize the data qualification which
will be fitted to the motivating Example 2.5 For some ¢ > 0 and s > 0, we assume:
2 a smooth bounded domain of R?, d = 2,3, (3.5a)
¢ € C'(GLT(d)xR?), VF e GL*(d): @(F,m) > §(1+ |m|*det F),
3C € C(GL(d)), VF € GL*(d), meR®: |@\,(F,m)| < C(F)(1+|m/|*T*/?), (3.5b)

(€ C*(GLY(d)xR*xR"Y), V(F,m,0) € GLT(d) xR xR" :  ,(F,m,0) < %,
Cp(F,m,0)F " |Gy (F,m,0) 2 @(F,m)+0
—_ | < 14— .
det F ‘ detF | = c (1 dot F ). (3:5¢)

VK C GL*(d) compact 3Cx < oo V(F,m,0) € KxRIxR': |wp(F,m,0)| < Cx(1+6),
wy(F',m, 0) + |wy, (F,m, 0)| + |wgy (F, m, 0)| + |wig(F,m, 0)] < Ck, (3.5d)

vy >0, 1, >0, v, >0, (3.5¢)
v € C(GLT(d)xR¥xR™) positive, VKC GL"(d) compact
JCk <00 Y(F,m,0)c KxRIxR": V(IJL”L@ < Ck, (3.5f)
k€ CY(GL* (), infpegpsq <(F) >0, o (3.5¢)
K € C(GL"(d)xR") bounded, inf peap+ (g) per+ K(F,0) >0, (3.5h)
h:IxI'xR" — R Carathéodory function, 0 < 6#h(t,x,0) < C(1+6*) and
h(t,x,0) < hpax(t,®) for some Ao € L'(IXT), (3.51)
g€ LML L®(2;RY), he € WHHI LY (2;RY), ke L2(IXI;RY, kn=0, (3.5
v € L*(RY), Foe WY (2;R™), r>d, with mingdetFo>0, (3.5k)
o€ L®(Q)NW(R), r>d, with mingp >0, (3.50)
my € H'(;RY),  6y€ L' (2), 6,>0 ae. on (2, (3.5m)

where w in is from . Let us note that the first condition in is just a
condition on the heat capacity ¢ = ¢(F,m,0) = wy(F, m,0) and implies the coercivity
w(F,m,0) > §0/det F since w(F,m,0) = 0. One should note that the referential stored
energy (in contrast to the actual stored energy) enters the model only through its derivatives
and can be modified without loss of generality by adding a constant, so that could be
understood simply as coercivity @ (F',m)/det F > 6|/m|°. Independently, the natural blow-
up under compression, i.e. @(F,m) — oo if det F' — 0+, is allowed in (3.5b)). The condition
is well fitted with the standard situation that the boundary flux is h(0) = f(fext) — f(0)
with an increasing function f and with 0. > 0 a prescribed external temperature, so that
one can choose hyax = f(fex) provided we prove that # > 0. Also the condition 6 h(t, x,0) <
C(1+6?) is well compatible with this ansatz provided f(0) = 0 and f(fex) € L*(IxT).

Theorem 3.2 (Existence and regularity of weak solutions). Let p > d and s > 2p/(p—2),
and the assumptions and hold. Then:
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(i) there exist a weak solution (o,v,F,m,u,0) according Definition with a non-

negative mass density o € L*(I;W'(£2)) such that 2o € L7(I; L"/"+9)(02)) with

3 < o < p(pd+4p—2d)/(4p—2d), and a non-negative temperature 0 € L>°(I; L*(£2)) N
LI, Wh(02)) with 1 < p < (d+2)/(d+1), and further & F € LP(I; L"(£2;R*™?)) and
VF € L®(I; L"(§; R>4)) and fm € L*(Ix2;R?) and Vm € L=(I; L*(£;R?)),
and V?m € L?(Ix §2; R¥*dxd),

(i) Moreover, this solution complies with energetics in the sense that the energy dissipation
balance as well as the total energy balance integrated over time interval
[0,t] with the initial conditions hold.

3.2 Some auxiliary results and formal a-priori estimates

Let us first formulate two auxiliary assertions:

Lemma 3.3 (See [49]). Given v € LY(I;W?P(£2;RY)) with p > d and vn = 0 on IxI
and oo € W' (£2), has a unique weak solution ¢ € Cy(I; W (2)) N WhH(I; L™ (02))

which satisfies it a.e. on I x {2 and also the estimate holds:

ol o (i (@) AW gz ) < Q:<||V”||L1(1;W1,p(n;mdxd))» ”QOHWLT(.Q)) (3.6)
holds with some € € C(R?). Moreover, the mapping
v o LNI;W2P(02;RY)) — L(1; WH(02)) (3.7)

is (weak,weak*)-continuous. The analogous assertion holds for (2.10), assuming 1/ det F €
WL (2), and for (2.19), assuming 1/00 € W' (). Eventually, it holds R™?-valued also

for , assuming Fo € Wb (2;R&>4).

For the approximation method in the proof below, we will still need a modification of
Lemma for a non-homogeneous evolution-and-transport equation (3.25¢)), whose proof is
a straightforward modification (partly simplification) of [49, Sect.4]:

Lemma 3.4. Given v € LP(I;W*P(2;R?)) with p > d and v € L'(I; L*(2;R%)), the
equation 2m + (v-V)m — skw(Vv)m = r with the initial condition mg € L*(£2;R?) and
has a unique weak solution m € Cy(I; L?(£2; RY)NWILL(T; HY(2;RY)*) and also the estimate
holds:

HmHLOO(I;LQ(Q))ﬂlel(I;Hl(Q;Rd)*) < €<HVUHLl(I;WLP(Q;]RdXd))? HmOHLQ(Q;Rd)v Hr”Ll(I;LQ(Q;Rd))>
(3.8)

holds with some € € C(R3). Moreover, the mapping
(v,7) = m : LY, W2P(02;RY) x LNI; L*(2;RY)) — L>(I; L*(2;RY)) (3.9)

is (weak,weak*)-continuous.
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Formally, the assumptions yield some a-priori bounds which can be obtained from
the total energy balance and the mechanical energy-dissipation balance for any
sufficiently regular solution (g, v, F',m,u,0) with 6 > 0 a.e. in I x{2. Later, we will prove
existence of such solutions, but unfortunately we are not able to claim that every weak
solution has € non-negative. For the approximation method used in the proof below, we
assume the data 1, K, and h to be defined also for the negative temperature by extending
them as

V(F,m,Vm,0) := ¢(F,m)+ 0(In(—0)—1) + (F)|[Vm/|*/2,
K(F,0):=%x(F,—0), and h(t,z,0):=h(t,xz,—0) for 6<0 (3.10)

with @ and ¢ from the split (2.17). This definition makes { : GLT(d)xRIxR¥*?xR — R
continuous and implies that w(F,m,-) as well as (p(F,m, ) and (,(F, m,-) continuous;
note that w(F,m,0) =6/det F, (x(F,m,0) =0, and ¢, (F,m,0) = 0 for 0 negative.

First, we use the total energy balance integrated over a time interval [0,¢]. At
this point, we must now assume (while being later proved at least for some solution) that
6 > 0, and similarly we now assume det F' > 0. In particular, we have also w(F,m,0) > 0
and thus we are “only” to estimate the right-hand side in together with the Zeeman
energy. For the bulk term pg-v and the boundary terms k-v + h(f) we refer to [49]. The
gravity force pg tested by the velocity v can be estimated by the Hélder/Young inequality
as

_ p , p
| gvie= [ \[ P mvimgan < |\ 225]
1 P 2 2
< (Y ar i V2 i) ol

o0
= }lgHLN(Q;Rd)/(Zm—i_ Slvl* dz

12(@) ||\/§’UHL2(_Q;R11) HgHLOO(Q;Rd)

max p({?2) /(p(F,m) /Q )
< 9 . (3.1
_HQHLC"’(Q?W)(2inf<p(GL+(d)><Rd) T deeE @t gleldz ) (311)

The integral on the right-hand side of (3.11)) can then be treated by the Gronwall lemma. In
order to apply the Gronwall lemma one needs the qualification (3.5j)) for g. The boundary
terms in (2.50)) can be estimated, at current time instant t € I, as

/k-v+h(9) as < (

with the term ybHvH’;p( rray/ (2p) to be absorbed in the left hand side of (2.50); here we used
the modelling assumption that part of the heat produced by the boundary viscosity leaves
the system, otherwise we would have to confine ourselves to f = 0. Then, integrating (12.50))
in time, one can use the qualification of k in (3.5j)). The Zeeman energy tighey-m and the

2 )1/(:0—1

) ’ 173
) 1N gy + 5Hvl\ip(p;m + el 21 ) (3.12)

power of external field MO%hext'm are to be estimated as

t
0
/uohext(t)-m(t)—hext(0)~m0daz—//,uo—hext-mda:dt
0 0Jo Ot
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s’ 0 s
< Cuo 5||hext(t)||Ls’ (2;Rd) + §||m(t)|

L5 (2;R4)
/ ahext
+ Mo H

with some C}, s depending on jp and 0 chosen according to the assumption (3.5b)). This
assumption is then to be exploited for the stored energy on the left-hand side of and,
together with the qualification (3.5]) of hey, used for the Gronwall inequality. As a result,
since det F' > 0, we obtain the (formal) a-priori estimates

(1+ [m]

L (2R) Lo (o)) At + pio[|Pexe (0)- o 11 ) (3.13)

H\/@U||L°°(I;L2(Q;R‘i)) =C, (3.14a)
F.m
(p((iet,F )HLOO(I;LI(Q)) ¢ (3.14b)
F 2
% Leo(I;LY(02)) S C’ (3.14C)
HVUHLOO (I;12(R%;R4)) <(C, and (3.14d)
det F HLOO(I LY(Q)) <C. (3.14e)

From ((3.14b)), using (3.5b]), we also obtain

<C. (3.14f)

|m HLoo(J;Ls(Q;Rd))

Now we come to ; here we used the assumed frame indifference of (-, m,#) so that
Up(F,m,0)F" is symmetric and thus (p(F,m,0)F Vv = {p(F,m,0)F ".e(v). The issue
is now estimation of the adiabatic term in (2.49)). Then, while relying on p > d, using the
embedding

IVl e axay < (HVQUHLP Qaxaxay T HU|FHLP(F R ) 7 (3.15)

we estimate

(p(F,m,0)F'
/Q F( de:nF) :e(’v)—i—

C’F(F,m,@)FT’
det F'

Cn(F,m,0) .
det F m’ da

O (F,m, 6
He(v)HLOO(Q;Rdxd)—F g‘

det F' LQ(QRd
o(F, m)—i-H’
det F

LA(£2;Rdxd) Hm”LQ(Q;Rd)

B39 o(F,m)+0
- CH1+ det F' ‘Ll(ﬂ)
o (F,m)+0
det F’ LY(0)
o(F,m)+60
det F' ‘Ll(fz)
@(F,m)+0
det ' )

||e(fu)||Lm(9;Rdxd) + CH1+

L@ ||m||L2(QRd)

B39
E1de) C KV
= §1/(p=1)
02
— (1
+ 5 +
CPKP O
<61/(P—1 )

(5||V2’U||Lp QRdxdxd +5HU|FHLP FRd

Ol ) + Ollskw (Vo)ml |7 g pay

C,.xl(1
LI(Q)‘F P, K( +[|m||;

Hl Ls QRd))
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+ 8l 2 gy + 201V 2011}, pararay + 20|01 ||y gy - (3.16)
The last inequality is due to the estimate, using (3.15]), that
Iskw(Vo)ml|7:(gpay < Cpusre (1+]m

< C'psK(l—i—Hm

is QRd)) + Kﬁll‘vv”poo(Q;Rdxd)
Ls(2:R4) ) + HVQUHLP (Q.Rdxdxd) + ||’U’F||pr(F;Rd) (3.17)

which holds if 1/p 4+ 1/s < 1/2, as implied by the assumption s > 2p/(p—2). Choosing
0 > 0 sufficiently small, the last three terms in can be absorbed in the left-hand side

of (2.49)) while the other terms in are already estimated by (3 ,e,f). Thus we can

exploit the dissipation rates in the magneto—mechamcal energy d1551pat10n balance ([2.49) to

obtain estimates
||e(v)HLp(I><Q;RdXd) <C, HVQ'UHLP(IxQ;Rdxdxd) <C, and ||7?L||L2(1xQ;Rd) <C. (3.18)

When assuming p > d, the estimate (3.18]) is essential by preventing evolution of singular-
ities of the quantities transported by such a smooth velocity field. Here, due to qualification
of Fy and gy = p/det Fy in (3.5k)) and ([3.51) which implies also the qualification of the initial
conditions

1 "(Fy):VF F;".-VF
( >:_det( O)V 0:_ 0 V OELT(Q;Rd),
det Fo (det F0)2 det Fo
Vo F;".VF, 4
= - L"(2:R d
Vo= qar, P dar, ¢ LR, an

v(é) _ v<deth0> _ Cong:VFO _ det _E;OVp

we can see that Lemma [3.3] yields the estimates

e L"(2;RY),

| F[| oo (rwir(maxay) < Cr, H <G, (3.19a)

det F' HLO@(I;WLT(Q))
1
loll e riwir(ay < ', and H;HW;WH@) <C, forany1<r<-+oo. (3.19D)

From (3.14a) and (3.19b]) with r» > d, we then have also

V]| (L2 (2R4)) = H\/_UHLOO [;L2(2;R4)) <C, (3.19¢)

and from (3.14d)), using (3.5g)), we obtain

det F ||1/2 H K(F)|Vm?
(F) det F

Furthermore, having m estimated in (3.18) and by using the calculus div(k(F)Vm/ det F)
= k(F)Am/det F)+(k'(F)/det F—k(F)Cof F/det F?){(VF®Vm), we can exploit (2.30d)

in the form

det F ° . o
Am € ) (Tm + ho(F,0)Dir(m) —

‘\/_HLOO (Ix0)

1/2

IN

C. (3.19)

IVm| (I;L2(2;Rdxd)) = ‘

Loo(Ix£2) Lee(I;L1(02))

o

mxm

’Y(F) m’ 9) - hext - VU
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O (F,m) + (F,m,60) (K'<F) K(F)Cof F

+ det F dotF  det F?

) S(VF®Vm)) (3.20)
to estimate V?m by the H?-regularity of the Laplacean with the homogeneous Neumann
boundary conditions, as available on smooth or convex domains. Here we use (3.19a)) with

r > d and (3.19d), we have VF®Vm bounded in L (I; L2/+2) (02, Rixdxdxd)) By (3 5f)

and by (3.18), we can still see that mxm/y(F,m,0) € L*(Ix2;R¥9). By (3.14d)), Vu|,, €
L2(Ix$2;R?). Moreover, by (3.5b), @’ (F,m) € L>(I; L**/@"*2(;R%)) and by (3.5
O (Fom,0) € L>(I; L*(2;RY)). By comparison and the mentioned HZ2-regularity, from

(3-20]) we obtain

V2| 21 gaxaxay < C (3.21)

Noting that the embedding H'(2) C L*(2) is compact for r > d, (3.21)) gives always a
certain additional information about Vm in comparison with (3.19d).

3.3 Proof of Theorem 3.2

For clarity, we will divide the proof into ten steps. The inertial term and the continuity
equation are treated as in [49] and we thus sketch the proof in these aspects.

Let us outline main technical difficulties: The time discretization (Rothe’s method) stan-
dardly needs convexity of ¢ (which is not a realistic assumption in finite-strain mechanics)
possibly weakened if there is some viscosity in F' (which is not directly considered here,
however). Also the conformal space discretization (i.e. the Faedo-Galerkin method) is diffi-
cult since it cannot directly copy the energetics because the “nonlinear” test of by
[@/ det]n(F') needed in (12.34) is problematic in this approximation as [¢/det]r(F) is not in
the respective finite-dimensional space in general and similarly also the tests of by
lv|? and of (2.30d) by m = Zm + (v-V)m — skw(Vv)m are problematic.

Step 1: a regularization. Referring to the formal estimates (3.19al)), we can choose A > 0 so
small that, for any possible sufficiently regular solution, it holds

1
det F >\ and |F|< § e on Ix$2. (3.22)

We first regularize the stress T and the other nonlinearities in (2.30]) by considering a smooth
cut-off 7y € C1(R%*9) defined as

1 for det FF > X and |F| < 1/),
(F) 0 for det FF < \/2 or |F| > 2/, ( )
T\ F) .= 3 2 2 3 3.23
(55 (2det F—2)" = = (2det F = 1)" ) x

X (B(A[F| —1)* = 2(\[F| —1)*) otherwise.

Here | - | stands for the Frobenius norm |F| = (szzl F2)1/2 for F = [F;;], which makes my

frame indifferent. Thus we can regularize in a smooth way the singular nonlinearity 1/det(-)
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and also extend k(-)/det(-) and X and also w:

det)\(F) DY (F) det FF+1 —7T)\(F) (3.24&)
Ka(F) :=m\(F)k(F) + (1—m\(F))det F', and (3.24b)
Ka(F,0) :=m\(F)X(F,0)+1—m\(F). (3.24¢)

Using the operator A~'div : L?(2;R?) — HY(R?) defined by u = [A~ldiv](m) as a
unique weak solution to (2.1)) with the “boundary” condition u(oc) = 0, we can eliminate u;
actually, this is rather the scenario for d = 3 otherwise it is formally possible because only
Vu but not u itself occurs in the system and its energetics. Altogether, for the above chosen
A and for any € > 0, we consider the regularized system

do

i div(pv), (3.25a)

0 —(ov) = le(T)\E<F m, 0)+K\(F,Vm)+Sy.(F,m,0)+v|e(v)]"*e(v) — pv®v

ot
. po
_ F — :
div (A +75( ,m,Vm))) + 1o(Vh) 'm — 1oV(h - m) + /detA(F)g
- Al (F,m) | mA(F)Cp(F m,0)  |[VmK)(F)\ r

h T, (F = F

with To(F,m.6) < det F (14<|60|) det F T T e F )

h = he VAl div(im), Ky(F,Vm)= Z iF?V Vm,
Sr:(F,m,0) = skw((uoh—?)\E(F, m,0))em) = 1| V[P 2V?v
_ k()

- (F,m,Vm) = ot F ——Skw(Vmem), (3.25Db)
at (V’U) ('UV) ) (325(})
' mxr ~ . (KA(F)Vm

F,0)Dir(r) — —*" L (F _div (22T
7r + h.(F,0)Dir(r) S F.m.0) > poh — t\(F,m,0) d1v< o F )
: T WA(F)(p{m(Fam) WA(F)C'Im(Fam>9>
th D (F,m. 0) = . (3.25d
; with - b(F, m, 6) det F (rep7)det F 32
a";':’ — skw(Vo)m — (v-V)m + 7, (3.25¢)
Ow _ TA(F)p(F,m,0)F '

n =& (F,0;e(v ),VZU,T)—I—le(ﬂ((F,@)V@—w’U) +

o (F) (F,m,0)
(1+€]0]1/2) det F

(1+€|0|) det F e(v)
-(r—skw(Vv)m) with  w = w(F,m,0)

vi|efP+7|r|>+h.(F,0)|r|+1vs| G|P
1+ele|P+e|G|P+e|r|? ’

and & (F,0;e,G,r):= (3.25f)

where w(-, ) is from ([2.30f). We complete this system with the correspondingly regularized
boundary conditions on I x1I"

|:(T>\,5(F7 m, 8)+K/\(F, Vm)—|—S)\’E(F7 m, 0)+V1‘€(’0)|p_2e<'v)
—div(A+ A (F,m, Vm)))n—divy(An+S(F, m, Vm)n)} F oty =k, (3.26a)
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. g 2 M g g g
vn=0, Vv (nen)=0, Tt 0, wu(c0)=0, and (3.26Db)
v|v h(9)
XK(F,0)VO-n — = h.(0) := 3.26
(B 0V6n = o op ~ )= Ty (3260)
and initial conditions
to

Q(O) = 0o, 'U(O) = Vo, F(O) = Fo, m(O) =my, 6(0) = 60,5 = (326(1)

1+€€0 ’

Note that my@ € C*(R¥?) if @ € C(GL*(d)) and that [m\¢] together with the regu-
larized Cauchy stress T’y . are bounded, continuous, and vanish if F' “substantially” violates

the constraints (3.22)). Altogether, also from (3.24b)) and (3.24c|) we have:

Ka(F) B
DSl =1, and X(F,0) =1,

A 2
(detF S 5 or |F| Z X) = T)\,E = O,

where a continuous (and smooth) extension of [k,/det](-) at 0 is considered. Also, due
to , T).: R¥ xR xR — Rg’;n‘f is bounded. Thus the part |e ,b,d,e) of the
system allows for bounds for p.v., Vv., and m. independently of (o., F,0.) which can be
estimated subsequently. Moreover, recalling the extension , note that it is defined also
for negative temperatures.

The corresponding weak formulation of f a’la Definition is quite straight-
forward and we will not explicitly write it, also because it will be obvious from its Galerkin
version below. The philosophy of the regularization is that the estimation of
the magneto-mechanical part -e) and of the thermal part decouples since T’ .
and S . are bounded and that heat sources in the heat equation are bounded for fixed € > 0.
Simultaneously, the heat equation has a non-negative solution and, for ¢ — 0, the physical
a priori estimates are the same as the formal estimates f and, when taking A > 0
small to comply with , the A-regularization becomes eventually inactive, cf. Step 9
below.

Step 2: a semi-discretization. For € > 0 fixed, we use a spatial semi-discretization, keeping
the transport equations , , and continuous (i.e. non-discretised) when
exploiting Lemmas [3.3] and 3.4, More specifically, we make a conformal Galerkin approxi-
mation of by using a collection of nested finite-dimensional subspaces {V} }ren whose
union is dense in W?2P(2;R?) and a conformal Galerkin approximation of and of
by using a collection of nested finite-dimensional subspaces {Zj }reny whose union is
dense in H'(£2). Without loss of generality, we can assume vy € V; and 6. € Z;.

The approximate solution of the regularized system will be denoted by

(Ocks Vet Fopy T, Mg, 0c) + T — W ()X Vix W (02; R x Z8Ex H (£, RY)x Zy, .
Specifically, such a six-tuple should satisfy

a@ek
ot

= —div(g.ve) in the L'(Ix(2)-sense, (3.27a)
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5 = (Vo) Fep — (v V) F in the L'(Ix2; RdXd)—sense, and (3.27Db)
amek .
e skw(Vo)me — (vep- V)M, + 7o in the weak sense, (3.27¢)

relying on g, € WHH(Ix$2) and F., € WH(1x2; R¥?) which will be indeed proved later,
together with the following integral identities

T
/ / ((TA,€<Feka My, Oc) +E\(Fep, VM) — 004V @+ [€(veg) |p_26('vsk)> -e(v)
0Jo
v

+ S)\ 5( ek Mek, 9 )SkW(%) — Mo (Vhek)(mak(gg) - ,UOhsk'mek(diV 5) - Qekvsk'a

(V2|V2v5k\p V20 +2( Ek,mgk,VmEk))5V25> d:cdt:/ 00v0-0(0) de

T
POek ~ _92 ~

+ T -vdmdt+// k — v|v [P v ) v dSde 3.27d

/0/9 detA(FEk)g ; F( b Vek] k) ( )

with Ty ., K, Sxe, and & from (3.25b) and h., = hey+V2A div(m,y) for any v €
L>(I; Vi) with v-m =0 on I xI" and v(T) = 0, and

T =2 Ka(Fep) Vmey, Ka(Fer) Vg,
//( [7|° + he(Feg, Ocr) 7] — div SRy T, kW(V'vak)mak—i-—detFak V7

— (toh =t e (Fopp, My, 021) ) - (F — veg) + T+ <K)\(Fsk'7 Vmy,)

_ KA ( sk)yvmskPFa—lrc
2det Fak

M X7k
V(Feka mgy, Qak)

) ('vak)> daedt > // 7o + ho(F, 0)|ry| dedt
/KA(Fsk( DIV (T)?  ka(Fo)|[Vmel®
2

- de (3.27
2 det Fp(T) Y F, % (327¢)

holding for any 7 € Z¢ and for a.a. t € I, and further

T 85 ~
/ / (wsk_ + (wsk'vsk_:K( ek gsk)v‘gsk) ve + gs( ek ska e(vsk)7 v2'vsk7 'rsk)e
0J0R

Up(Fop, mey, 0. FL Com (Fakamakzaeak)'(rak_SkW(vvak)mak)
F k. _ 0 |dadt
) <1+s\95k\ Yot By () (el det Fiy )7 )i

Vb|v€k:|p
Fo,0,.)0(0)d +// §dsdt =0
/Q W(Fo, 60.)6(0) da roalal g

with Wek = w(Fak, mgg, ng) (327f)

holds for any 6 € C(I; Z;) with 6(T) =

Existence of this solution is based on the standard theory of systems of ordinary dif-
ferential equations first locally in time combined here with the abstract W' (£2)- and
L*(£2) valued differential equations based on Lemmas and for the scalar, the vec-
tor, and the tensor transport equations fc) and then by successive prolongation on
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the whole time interval based on the L*-estimates below. Usage of Lemmas and
with the fixed initial conditions gy, F, and my defines the nonlinear operators R :
I x LP(I;W2P(2;RY)) — WL (82), § : I x LP(I;W?P(2;RY)) — WL (2;R*) and
M [ x LP(1;W2P(02;RY)) x L2(Ix2;RY) — L2(£2;R?) by

st(t) = %<t7 Usk) ) Fsk(t) = S(t, vsk) ) and m€k<t) = 932(25, Vek, rz—:k) . (328)

Step 3: first a priori estimates. In the Galerkin approximation, it is legitimate to use
v = v,y for and 0 = 0., for . We take the benefit from having the transport
equations (3.27h,b) non-discretized and thus we can test them by the nonlinearities |v.z|?/2
and [m\@(F.x, mey)/det Foi]p, respectively. In particular, we can use the calculus
which holds also for m\¢ instead of ¢ and the calculus also for the semi-Galerkin
approximate solution. Also we can use the calculus (2.39)—(2.46) with 7,C%/(1+]6]) and
w2 /(14]0]1/2) and «, instead of (j» and ., and «, respectively, using also that we have
the nondiscretized equation at disposal. The philosophy of the regularization (|3.25))
is that, for this estimation procedure, the system decouples to the magneto-mechanical part
and the thermal part which allows for basic estimates independent of v, m., and r,.

Specifically, from tested by v. and tested by 0, like (2.49|) we obtain the
inequality

d Qak| W+ WA(Fak)@(Fak,mak)+ Kx(Fer)
dt ek det F.;, 2det F.y,
d

/56 FEkaeé‘ka (vsk) v ’vekarskz) dw +/Vb|vgk|pds+ dt

POck ( elc)cl ( ekamekaez-:Ie)F—]l;
< [hovads+ [ (/20 goa - e (o,
< kv Q( detn(F) 7 (relf ) det by o)

Tr)\(FEk)C/ (F5k7 meg, esk) 8hext
(1+5|6€k’1/2) det Fz—:k (Irsk S W(VUEk)msk) Mo—at

|Vm6k|2 M[)h'ext Mg dx

0|Vu5k.|2da:

-msk) dz  (3.29)

with ug, = A~ div(m.).
The bulk-force term can be estimated similarly as (3.11)):

g m v <[\t
det)\ k) Gk ek det,\ k)

o e R

meas(§2)(1+ maxg, p) 0-
=ngmm( e [ Seapde) (330

120 H\/@ EkHLQ 2;Rd) Hg||L°° 2;Rd)

Ock
= | 5]€|2diL'

while the other terms in (3.29) can be estimated as done in (3.12), (3.13)), (3.16)), and (3.17]).
By the Gronwall inequality, we obtain the estimates

H’vskHLP([;WQ,p(_Q;Rd)) S CE and H V QEk}kaHLoo(I;LQ(Q;Rd)) S CE ) (331&)
I7ekllr2rworey < Ces and ekl poo (1,11 may) < C- (3.31b)
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with C. depending on € > 0 considered fixed in this Step. The former estimate in ([3.31al)
relies also on the Navier-type boundary conditions and allows us to use Lemma [3.3]to obtain
the estimate

‘ <C,.. (3.31c)
Lo (LW (2)

< Che, (3.31d)

||Fsk||L°°(I;W1""(Q;Rdxd)) < Cre  with Hdet F,

Ock ’L“’(I W (62))
HvSkHLOO(I;LZ(Q;]Rd)) <C., and (3.31e)

HmEkHLOO(I;Hl(Q;Rd)) < (3.31f)

for (3.31€) and (3.31f) we used argumentation like in (3.19¢) and (3.31f), respectively. For

A and ¢ fixed, it is important that these estimates can be made independently of 6 since
T, . is a-priori bounded. It is also important that, due to the latter estimate in , the
singularity in (-, m,0) is not active and w(Fey, My, O-) is well defined.

Also, we have the time derivatives estimated by comparison from as

||Q€k‘||L°°(I;W1aT(Q)) <C(C,. with ’

<C.. (3.32)

L2(Ix 2;R%)

L (I;L7 (1))

H D0z H OF,

N

LP(I;Lr (2;Rdxd))

The further estimates can be obtained by testing the Galerkin approximation of (3.271)

by 0 = O, This is to be made carefully not to see terms as 0w (Feg, Meg, O ):(Vep- V) Feo

which is not integrable. To this goal, we consider the convective-derivative form %w +

div(wv) = w + wdive in (3.25f). We denote by &(F,m,#) a primitive function to 6
Owy(F,m,0) depending smoothly on F' and on m, specifically

Ox(F,m,0) = /01 0*wy(F,m,rf)dr. (3.33)

For wey, = w(Fep, Mey, O) and using (3.27D)), the mentioned test by .4 then gives

stwek - Hekw%‘(Fem meg, ‘gsk):Fsk
+ Qé‘kwf/,n(FEky meg, Qek)'mak + eakwé<Fak; mgg, eak)eak

= <96k‘w;7‘(F6k‘a meg, Hek) - @;?(F&‘k‘a meg, 05k)> :(V'Usk)Fsk

+ (eekwflm,(Faka meg, eak)_&jflm,(FEM meg, eak)) m5k+ Q(Fska meg, 9&‘]{?) . (334)

Integratlng the last term over {2 gives, by the Green formula, fQ gk,mgkﬂgk)dw =
atr f_Q 6k7 Meg, 0€k> dz— fQ €k7 meg, st)dlvvsk dw—‘f_f[‘ slm Meg, Qak)vsk ndS. ThUS
we obtain:

d

E @(Fskamskagek) de + / :K(-F'z:‘ka6)sk:>|vgek|2 dx
0

9]

, 2 T (Fop) Cp(Fo, My, 01)
/((fs( ek sk;e(vsk)av ng,rgk)+ (1+€|95k\)detF€k e('vgk)
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TA(Fer) Uy (Fei, Moy, Oci)- (1o —skw (Vo )mey,)
(1‘{’5‘051:'1/2) det Fak

- W(Falm meg, eak)dlv vak) gak

eka €k7 mey, Qak) - @/F‘(Felm megy, 66]{:)) :(v'vek)Fek

< akw ak:a meg, gak‘)_@fm(Fakza meg, 05k)> : (rakz_SkW(VUak)mak)
—~ Vb|vak|p
w

+ (ng,msk,ﬁgk)dwvsk> dz + /F (he(61) - W>95k ds . (3.35)

We integrate in time over an interval [0,¢] with ¢ € I. For the left-hand side,
let us realize that W(F,m,0) > c,6% due to (3.5¢) with ¢, > 0 depending on the fixed
A > 0 used in (3.22). Then the integrated right—hand side of is to be estimated
from above, in particular relying on and on . Let us discuss the difficult terms.
In view of , it holds that & (F m,0) fo r02w o(F,m,rf)dr and w,,(F,m,0) =
fol ro*w” (F m r&) dr. Recalling (3.5d)), we have |0%(F, m, 0)—0wp(F,m,0)| < C(1+]0)?)
and |@;n(F, m,0) — 0w, (F,m,0)| S C’(l—|—|9|). It allows for estimation

/ (@%‘<Fska meg, eek) — eskW%(Fsm meg, 9 )) (V'Usk) ek dex
(P4
< C(192] + 10ckl|72(02)) }|(VU€,€)F€,€HLN(Q;RM) and (3.36)

/ (a};n(Fska meg, esk) - eekw;n(F€k7 meg, esk)) : (Tsk_SkW(v'vek>msk) de
2

< 2C2<|'Q| + HeskHQL?(Q))—" H(rak_SkW(vvak)makHi2(Q;Rd) . (337)

Using (3.5d)) together with w(F', m,0) = 0 so that |w(F, m, 0| < Ck|0|, the convective terms
w(Fer, Mgy, Ocr) (divoeg )bz, and O(Fey, My, Oc1)div v in (3.35)) can be estimated as

~ . C :
‘ /(w(F€k7 meg, esk)_eakw(Falm meg, esk)) dlvvskdw < 7K Heskniz(g) Hle Usk’HLoo(_Q)- (338)
n

The terms ||05k||L2(Q) in - ) and in 1.' and in are to be treated by the Gronwall
inequality. The boundary term in (3.35) can be estlmated by - taking also into the

account the extension (3.10)), as

Vp| ek [P 2
he (6. ——)95 dS < C., o + alf-
/p< 0ot) = gy ) o 45 = ot a0l
< Cevpa + aN* (0c1 11720y + IVOkIl72(0pa)) » (3:39)

where C.,, 5 depends also on C' from (3.5i), NV is the norm of the trace operator H*(§2) —
L*(I"). For a > 0 in (3.39) sufficiently small, the last term can be absorbed in the left-hand
side of (3.35)). Exploiting again the bound (3.31j,b), we eventually obtain the estimate

HengLoo(l;Lz(Q))mLz(I;Hl(Q)) S C and also (340&)
wekll oo (22 (02)) L2301 (2)) < C- (3.40b)
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For ([3.40b)), we used the calculus

Vg, = [WAlp(Fe, Mg, 0c) VOok + (a5 (Fok, Mk, 021)V Foy
+ (W] (Fer, Mk, 0c) Vi € L2(Ix2;RT) - (3.41)

together with the already proved information that |[wy]p(Fex, My, 01| is bounded in L?(1; L* (£2))
and |[wa]L, (Feg, mMek, 0-1)| is bounded in L®(Ix(2) due to (3.5d)), while |V F| is bounded
in L=(I; L"(2)) and |V, is bounded in L>=(I; L*(£2)).

Step 4: Limit passage in the magneto-mechanical part for k — oo. Using the Banach
selection principle, we can extract some subsequence of { (e, Veg, Feg, Meg, Ter, Wek) Fren and
its limit (0., v, Fr,me,ro,w.) : I — WET(02) x L2(02;RY) x W (£2; R>*Y) x HY(2;RY) x
L2(2;R?Y) x L?(£2) such that

Ock — 0c weakly* in  L°(I; W (02)), (3.42a)
Vo — Ve weakly® in  L°°(I; L*(£2; RY)) N LP(I; W?P(£2; RY)), (3.42b)
F., — F. weakly™ in  L°°(I; W' (02; R>?), (3.42¢)
Mg, — M, weakly™ in  L>(I; H*(2;R?)), (3.42d)
Tep — Te weakly in L*(Ixf2;R%), (3.42¢)
Wep, — We weakly® in  L°°(I; L*(£2)) N L*(I; H'(12)). (3.42f)

Relying on the assumption r > d and on estimates 1) on %st, %Fsk, and %mak, by
the Aubin-Lions lemma we also have that

0.1 — 0. strongly in C(Ix(2), (3.43a)
F., — F. strongly in C(Ix2;R™%),  and (3.43Db)
m., — m, strongly in C(Ix£2;R?). (3.43c)

This already allows for the limit passage in the evolution-and-transport equations (3.27)), cf.

and (@)

Further, by comparison in the equation ([3.25f m with the boundary condition (3.26¢)) in its

Galerkin approximation, we obtain a bound on 2w, in seminorms |- 1 on L3(I; H'(£2)*) aris-

ot
ing from this Galerkin approximation, defined as | f|, := sup{f0 fo f0 dadt; HHHLQ(I;Hl(Q)) <

1, g(t) € 7, for t € I'}. More specifically, for any k > [, we can estimate

ow,
8tk - sup //< €k7 ak;)veak V‘9+<§a( ek Ek)e(vak)7v2v€k7ré‘k)
! 9 t)eZ; for tEI
191211 ) < A (Fere) Cp (Fee, Mk, Oe1e) Fy

(1+¢(6.]) det Fuy e(vet)

TA(Fer) Oy (Frek, My, Ocr;) (Por—skw (Vv )me) ) 5) dadt

(1+6|05k|1/2) det F, ck

Vb’vsk‘
gdsdt < 44
// T ) dSdt < ¢ (3.44)




with some C' depending on the estimates (3.31p,b) and (3.40a) but independent on [ € N.
Thus, by (3.42f) and by a generalized Aubin-Lions theorem [46, Ch.8], we obtain

Wep, — We strongly in L*(Ix{2) for 1 <s < 244/d. (3.45a)

Since wy(F.y, M.y, ) is increasing, we can write 0., = [wx(Fop, Mk, -)] ' (weg). Thanks to
the continuity of (F,m,w) — [w\(F,m,-)] H(w) : R¥?Y x R x R — R and the at most
linear growth with respect to w uniformly with respect to F from any compact K C GL"(d),

cf. (3.5d]), we have also
O — 0. = [wr(F.,mep, )] H(w.)  strongly in L¥(Ix£2) for 1 < s < 2+ 4/d; (3.45b)

actually, (3.45p,b) results from interpolation of ((3.40) - Note that we do not have any direct
mformatlon about st so that we could not use the Aubin-Lions arguments straight for
{0.1}ken- Thus, by the continuity of the corresponding Nemytskii (or here simply superpo-
sition) mappings, also the conservative part of the regularized Cauchy stress as well as the
heat part of the internal energy, namely

T o(Fep, Mk, 0c) = Tre(F.,me,0.) strongly in L°(Ix2;RE), 1<c<oo,  (3.45¢)
TA(Fo) Cp(Fup, My, O ) Fo,
(1+€|0ck]) det Fep,
A (F2) Cp (Fe, me, 0:) F
(14-¢6.) det Fyy

Sye(Fop,meg, 0) = Syo(Fo,m.,0.) strongly in L*(I; L*(2;R%4)) 1 < ¢ < 0o, (3.45¢)
IAN(Feg, mey,, V)

— A(F.,m.Vm,.)  weakly* in L>(I; L*'¥+2 (. R&>dxd))  (3.45f)

tA(Fop, oy, 0) — ta(Fo,me, 0,) strongly in L°(Ix2;R%), 1<c¢<2, (3.45¢g)

Wr(Fegy Mg, Ocr) = wr(Fo,me, 0,) strongly in L(Ix$2), 1<c<2+4/d. (3.45h)

strongly in LE(Ix2; R4 1 <c<oo, (3.45d)

sym

It is important to notice that V(0epver) = V0o @Vep+0es Voo, is bounded in L (I; L7 (£2; R4*4))
due to the already obtained bounds (3.31f,c,d). Therefore, g.,v. converges weakly* in
L®(I; WA (£2;R?)). The limit of p.4v.; can be identified as p.v. because we already showed

that o.; converges strongly in (3.43a) and v, converges weakly due to (3.42b)).
By comparison (j3.27d|), we also obtain an information about %(ngvgk). Specifically, for

any v € L>®(I[; L*(2;RY)) N LP(1; W?2P(2;RY)) with v(t) € V;, for a.a. t € I, we have

/ / i (0erv=k) 0 dzdt = / / kv, |ve [P va) D dSdt + / / ( detpf’ek 9

+ (st'vz-:k@vsk - T/\,E(Fska megg, esk) - K)\<Fsk7 Vmsk) S)\ s( eky Mgk, esk)
_ V1|e('v€k)|p_2e(vak)>:e(%) _ (y2|v V[P 2V 20 Ek,mgk,VmakD Ve(D)

+ po Ve (Mek @) + pohey- ey (div 5)) dedt < CWHL@(I;B(Q;W))mLp(I;WZp(Q;Rd)) (3.46)
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with C independent of k. This yields a bound for 2 (0-4v.),) in a seminorm on L' (I; L*(£2; RY))
+LP(I; W?P(£2; RY)*) induced by the Galerkin discretization by Vi, and by any Vj with
[ < k with C' in independent of k. Here we used in particular that K (FLx, Vim.)
and S, (F.;, mey, 0.1,) are bounded in L% ([; L*(2; R¥?)) which is surely in duality with
LP(I; W (02; R4)) and that A (Fey, Mg, Vimgy) is bounded in L (I; L27%/(272)((2; RIxdxd))
which is in duality with LP(Ix§2; R¥>¥*4) if p > d. By a generalization of the Aubin-Lions
compact-embedding theorem, cf. [46, Lemma 7.7], we then obtain

Ock Vel — O0pVe strongly in L°(Ix2;R%) forany 1 <c < 4. (3.47a)

Since obviously ver = (0ckVek)(1/0:1), thanks to (3.43a) and (3.47a)), we also have that

Vep — Ve strongly in L°(Ix2;R?) with any 1 < c < 4. (3.47Db)

For the limit passage in the momentum equation, one uses the monotonicity of the dissipa-
tive stress, i.e., the monotonicity of the quasilinear operator v — div(div(vo|V?v[P~2V?v) —
vile(v)|P~2e(v)), as well as of the time-derivative operator. One could use the already ob-
tained weak convergences and the so-called Minty trick but, later, we will need a strong
convergence of e(v.) to pass to the limit in the heat equation. Thus we first prove this
strong convergence, which then allows for the limit passage in the momentum equation
directly. We will use the weak convergence of the inertial force

// ngvgk + div( 0.V ®vep) vd:cdtkﬁoo//

cf. [49/50]. Further, relying on the calculus (2.38)), we will used the identity

- T ek Ue .
/Q k( )| —v(T | dx _// Q kv ) —|—d1V(st'ng®'U5k)>"vgk dxedt
7]

2
Ock (T)
2

+ dlv(gav5®va)) wdxdt;
(3.48)

+/ 5]'00\2— 0ck(T) v (T) v (T) + lv.(T)|*dz. (3.49)
0

We further used that the o.(T) is also bounded in W(2) and v.(T) is bounded in
L%(£2; RY), together with some information about the time derivative %(Qak'vgk), cf. 1 ,
so that we can identify the weak limit of o (T )v.(T). Specifically, we have that

0 (T v (T) — 0.(T)v.(T) weakly in  L?(£2;R%). (3.50)

For the stress K (F., Vmy,y), we will further need strong convergence of Vm,,. This
can be seen from the uniform monotonicity of the operator m +— —div(k\(F)Vm/ det F).
We use the Galerkin approximation tested by 7 = m,,—m;, with an approximation
my : [ — Zy of m. converging to m, strongly in L?(I; H'(£2;R?)). Then we can estimate

Cen||Vme— Vm5||L21XQ // detFklv o—Vm,|* dzedt
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mEkX,rEk >.(m _m )
7(F5k7 meg, 951{) ok g

T
= / / <t)\7a(Fak7 mgg, Hak) - hak + TTek + h ( ek eakz)dakz -
0JN

Ka(Fer) Vimgy, Ka(Fex) VM.
det ng det Fsk
with some d.; € Dir(ry), where ¢c ) = infpcgaxa ky(F)/det F' is positive thanks to our
definition (3.24b)). This convergence to 0 for kK — oo is due to (3.42d,e). Therefore,

Mo — M, strongly in L*(I; H'(§2;RY)), (3.51a)

V(m.—my) — :V(m—m,.) daedt 200

which also improves the weak*-convergence in (3.45f) and ensures convergence K ) (Fey, Vim.y)
— K \(F.,Vm,) in L'(Ix2;R%*d). Moreover, by interpolation with (3.42d)),

Sym
Vm., — Vm,. strongly in L¢(1; LQ(Q;RdXd)) for any 1 < ¢ < c0. (3.51b)

Thus |[Vm.|? — |[Vm.|? and Vm,,@Vm. — Vm.@Vm, strongly in L°(I; L*(£2; R%*4))
for any 1 < ¢ < oo, which is needed for the convergence in when multiplied by
e(vr) € V(I3 L (2 RE).

We now use the Galerkin approximation of the regularized momentum equation (|3.27d|)
tested by v = v, — v}, with v, : [ — V}, an approximation of v, in the sense that v, — v,
strongly in L>(I; L?(2;R?)) and V?v;, — Vv, for k — oo strongly in LP(I x £2; R¥*4*4) for

k — oo. Using also the first inequality in (3.22)) and (3.49)), we can estimate

2
20 ||U5k(T>_vs(T)||L2 (Z'Rd)+ VlcpH (Usk Us)HLp Ix2: Rdxd)+ UQCPHVQ(,UE’C_IUE)Hip(IXQ;RdXdXd)
e

o (T
§/ ek )‘vgk —v.(T ‘ da:—l—//ub\vgk v |P dSdt

/ [ (o etwue) — fe(wrefo)e(wav.
+ V2(|V VP AV — |V2v5|p’2v2v€) EVQ(vek—'vE)) daxdt

T
:// << /dpgak g_'_MO(vhsk)Tmek)'(vek_ak)+M0hsk‘m5kdiV(U€k—5k)
0JN etFek

— (T e (Fe, ey, O+ K\ (Fop, Ving, )+ S o (Fer,, Moy, Oer) ) :€(ve,—0p,)

— vi]e(vy) P e(Vk):e(va—k) — va(|V20R|[P2V?0y) iV (vep— Vi)

0 -
<at(95k’vsk) + dlv((_)sk’vsk@’lfsk)) U — AA(Fep, Mg, Vimy,) VQ('Uz-:k_'Uk)) dedt

* /0 /p (k+Vb|6|p_25k)'(vek—5k) dSdt +/Q (%l"’d? — 0ek(T)ver(T)-vi(T)

Ock (T)

T

\6k(T)|2) dz + 0, =30 (3.52)

with C,. > 0 from (3.31d)) and with some ¢, > 0 related to the inequality c,|G — é|p <
(|G]P2G — |G]P2G) (G — G) holding for p > 2. The remainder term & in (3.52) is

ﬁk:/QQakz(T)'ugk(T)-(5k(T)—’Ug(T)) dw+/OLVb|v€k|P—2ka.(5k_vs) d.Sdt

38



T
—l—//1/1|e(v€k)|p_ze(vgk):e(5k—v£)+V2|V2vgk\p_zvzvgkEvz(ﬁk—vg) daedt
0J0n

and it converges to zero due to the strong approximation properties of the approximation
v of v.. Here we used (3.48)—(3.49) and also the strong convergence (3.43a)), (3.45D)), and
. Knowing already and that e(v.,—ox) — 0 weakly in LP(I; W'P(£2; REXD)),
we have that fOTfQ Ty o(Fep, Meg, Ocr.):€(vep—vy) dedt — 0. Thus we obtain the desired
strong convergence

Ve — Ve strongly in LP(I; W*P(£2; R?)) (3.53a)

and also of v, (T) — v.(T) in L?(2;R?). In fact, executing this procedure for a current
time instants ¢ instead of T', we obtain

v (t) = v(t) strongly in L?(£2;R?) for any t € I. (3.53b)
By and the Aubin-Lions theorem, we also obtain

M — M, strongly in L°(1; L¥ ~Y/¢(2;RY)) for any 1 < ¢ < oo. (3.53¢)
It also implies, by continuity of the trace operator L?(I; W?P(£2)) — LP(IxI), that

— v, strongly in LP(IxI";R?). (3.53d)

vfk’lxr ’IXF

Having at disposal, the limit passage in the Galerkin-approximation of to the
weak solution of is then easy. The variational inequality can be converged
by lower weak-semicontinuity of its right-hand-side integral functionals. Convergence in
(3:27h—c) is due to Lemmas [3.3 and [3.4]

For further purposes, let us mention that the energy dissipation balance is inherited
in the limit, i.e.

d O¢ 2 7TA<F6)(P(F€am6) KA(Fa) 2
— [ Eo. |7 — toPext-me d
Tl A Ry o) 2deF el T Hoheame da
d
+/éE(FE,GE;e(vg),V%s,rg)daz +/vb|v€|pd5+ —/ @|Vu€\2dw
0 I dt ]Rd 2
QP WA(FE)C/F(FsamEﬁs)FT
= [ kwv.dS —gv. — —:e(v.
/p v +/Q ( det,\(FE)g Y (14-€6.) det F e(ve)
WA(FE)C, (F€7m€79€) 8hext )
— uC (r.—skw(Vv.)m,) — ‘m, | dx 3.54
(1+£62") det F. ( (Voome) — o ot (3:54)

with u, = A~'div(m,.). This follows by legitimacy of the tests which led formally (in the
non-regularized situation) to (2.49)). Specifically, here (3.25a—d) in the weak formulation are
in duality (and can be tested) by |v.|?/2, v., [@(F., m.)/det F.|;», and 7., cf. Step 10 below.

Step 5: Strong convergence of r. and limit passage in the thermal part for k — oo. For the
heat equation, we will still need the strong convergence of r., — r.. We cannot exploit the
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strong monotonicity of the operator r +— 77 + h (F, §)dir.(r) because the exchange driving
force on the right-hand side of is not a compact lower-order term. Thus, as we
already passed to the limit in the magneto-mechanical part, we can use the “limsup-trick”
and the strict convexity of the potential of the mentioned operator. Specifically,

T
/ (/fs(Feaes;e(vs)av2vars) d$+/Vb‘Ug|pdS)dt
0 2 r

T
(/ ée(Fskaesk;e(vek)7v2vskaT6k) dw+/Vb|'vek|pdS)dt
0 2 r

< lim inf
k—o0

k—o0

) 2 (P(Fojmo) K(Fo)\vaP /Mo 2
/92“’0' t o E, T 2derr, | MoO)modedt | OSHVu(O)f da

_ 11]£I_l>£f ( /Q <Qak2(T) |'vek (T) |2+ 7T>\(Fek: (T)(i;z (‘FF;]@(%), meg (T))

T
Slimsup/ (/ fg(ng,ng;e(vsk),v2'l)gk,’l’€k) daz+/ Vb|’05k|pds>dt
0 n r

K (Fei (7)) |V (T)]?

~ moh(Tyma(T)dz + [ B0 (D)) da )

2det F.(T) Rd 2

T / T

. ahext CF(F€k7m8ka0€k)Fk

1 € Ve 0, Wtk — Fe s: €
T (/(2“9””“0 gt e~ ) e der By o)
T (F o) G (Feko, Meci, O /
_ m -(rp—sk k)T, k-v,dS |dt
(1+5|05k|a/2) det Fsk (T S W<VU k) k) " r vek °

0o 5 @©(Fo,mg) '<(1*_10)|V77"10|2 / Ho 2
< = — uoh(0)- d — d
/Q 5 vl WPy T adar, MePO)medz s | V(0] dz

0(T), 1y m(FAT)) @(F-(T), m.(T))
- / 2 . (mt+ PSS

2
o 2
— T)m (T — (T
> det F.(T) poh(T)-m( ))dw—l—/Rd 2|Vu( )|* de

KA\(F=(T))|[Vm.(T)|?
T ahext C/F(Faa me, ea)FgT
! /0 (/ang-vg P e T de €
WA(FE)C{rn(Féj me, 05)

- (r.—skw(Vv.)m, +/
(1+£62?) det F. ( (Voeyme) r

T
/ (/ ¢&(F., 0. e(v.), Viu,,7.) da:+/ub|v€]pd8)dt. (3.55)
0 2 r

This still gives

k-vgdS) dt

Tep — Te strongly in L*(1x£2; R%). (3.56)

Strong convergence (3.53a,b,d) allows for passing to the limit also in the dissipative heat
sources and the other terms in the Galerkin-approximation of the heat equation (3.27f)) are
even easier.

Step 6 — non-negativity of temperature: We can now perform various nonlinear tests of the
regularized but non-discretized heat equation. The first test can be by the negative part
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of temperature 6= := min(0,6.). Let us recall the extension (3.10), which in particular
gives w(F,m,07) = 6~ and wp(F,m,0) = 0 and also w,,,(F,m,0) = 0. Note also that
0- € L*(I; H'(£2)), so that it is indeed a legal test for (3.25f). Here we rely on the data
qualification vy, 19,1, > 0, X = K(F,0) > 0, 6y > 0, and h(f) > 0 for 6 < 0, cf. ,i,n).
Realizing that VO~ = 0 wherever 6 > 0 so that V#-V6~ = |V0~|? and that {p(F,m,0)0~ =
(p(F,m,07)0~ =0 and (,(F,m,0)0~ =0 and also h(0)0~ = h(6~)0~ = 0, this test gives

_Ow, _
2dt||9 [ /905 5 + X(F.,0.)V0.-VO- dx

e(vep)

/ T
:/ (wava.ve&__‘_ (58(Fa,95;€(’05),v2f05,r8) + ™\ (Fe)Cp(Fe, me, 0c) F
0]

(1+€|6.|) det F.
WA(FE)CIm(FamaaQa) — / Vb|’06|p _
(r.—sk iVl
(1+2[6.[1/%) det F. (re—s W(V’Ue)ms)>9€ dz + g (h(eg)—i-24_6‘%’1})6‘E ds

§/w5v€-V(9; dx :/G;UE-VHE_ dx :—/]VHE_]Qdivvs de
7 19 7

1 _i2. - .
— _§/Q|V0E 1?div v, dz < |02 Hiz(delvngLw(m. (3.57)

Recalling the assumption 6y > 0 so that 6;. = 0 and exploiting the information v. €
LP(I;WEP(£2; RY)) with p > d inherited from , by the Gronwall inequality we obtain
10 || Lo (1:22¢2)) = 0, so that 6. > 0 a.e. on Ix{2.

Having proved non-negativity of temperature, we can now execute the strategy based of
the L'-theory for the heat equation which led to the estimates —, i.e. here

HUEHLDO(I;LQ(Q;Rd))ﬂLP(I;WQaP(Q;]Rd)) <C, HmsHLw(I;Hl(Q;Rd)) <C, (3.58a)
F_||oo(rwir(omrixay < Chr, <C,, 3.58b
| Fel| Loo (w1 (gmaxay) < ety = ( )
1
N iy < Cr ’— <C f 1< r < +oo, 3.58
[0ell oe (11, ou | ooy = orany 1 <r < 400 (3.58¢)
“wEHLOO(I;Ll(_Q)) <C, and ||0€||L°°(I;L1(.Q)) <C. (3.58d)

By interpolation exploiting the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality between L?(£2) and W%P(42),
we have || [| ) < Cll - 7200l - HWM with 0 < r < pd/(pd+ 4p — 2d). Using also Korn’s
inequality, from m we thus obtam the estimate

p(pd+4p—2d)

v 4p— 2d

Lerre(oryy) < Cs  with 1< s < (3.58¢)

By comparison from %Qa = (divw.)o. —v.-Vo., from %FE = (Vv.)F. — (v.-V)F., and from
%ms = r. + skw(Vv.)m. — (v.-V)m., we also have

om,

|5

< (', and H

<C. (3.58)

L (I;L7 (2 Lp(I;L7 (2;RAxd)) L2(Ix 2;R4)
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The estimates are naturally weaker than but, importantly, are uniform with
respect to € > 0, in contrast to (3.40) which is not uniform in this sense. The total en-
ergy balance holds for e-solution only as an inequality because the heat sources do
not exactly cancel; more in detail, while the regularized adiabatic heat again cancels, the

dissipative heat terms are regularized (and smaller) in and in but the corre-
sponding viscous stress in and force in are not regularized. This inequality
still allows to execute the above mentioned estimation.

Let us also note that the extension becomes now inactive and we can work with
the original data defined for non-negative 6 only.

Step 7 — further a-priori estimates: Furthermore, having 7. estimated in L?(Ix §2; R) uni-
formly with respect to ¢, as in (3.20]) we have

det F. m.Xr
A e — = e h Fsaesd's s_#_hex_ €
m o (F) (7’7‘ + he( Ydir.(r.) Fm0) . — Vu
o (F..m.)+ . (F.,m.0.) K\(F.)  Kka(F:)CofF.\ .
(VF
+ det F, <detF det FE2 > (VE®Vm,) ],

so that we can estimate V?m, by a H!-regularity as (3.21)), i.e. now
Hv2mg”L2(IXQ;Rdxdxd) S C . (359)

Furthermore, we are to prove an estimate of V6. based on the test of the heat equation
(3-25f) by x¢(6:) with an increasing nonlinear function x : [0, +0c) — [0, 1] defined as

1

Xc(0) :=1— 40 ¢>0, (3.60)

simplifying the original idea of L. Boccardo and T. Gallouét [8,9] in the spirit of [18], expand-
ing the estimation strategy in [26, Sect. 8.2]. Importantly, here we have x((6-(¢,-)) € H'(£2),
hence it is a legal test function, because 0 < 0.(¢,-) € H'({2) has already been proved and
because x. is Lipschitz continuous on [0, +00).

We consider 1 < i < 2 and estimate the L*-norm of V6. by Holder’s inequality as

T 140/ (2 1—p/2 /2
// VO, |* dedt < Cl(/ |10, )| Los oo ff) dt) (// Xe(6:)| V0. |2) :
0J8

= I (0.) = I?(@E) (3.61)

with y, from so that x;(f) = ¢/(146)'*¢ and with a constant C dependent on ¢,
p, and T. Then we interpolate the Lebesgue space LUTOH/2=1(()) between W1#(£2) and
LY(£2) in order to exploit the already obtained L*°(I; L({2))-estimate in (3.58d). More
specifically, by the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we obtain

o . 2_
1408, [0y < Co (1 966, | o) with g:ﬁ (3.62)

Lr/o (0
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with Cy depending on o, C, and C from 3.58d , SO that I( (0:) < Cs( 1—|—f0 fo |V9 !“ dadt)
with C3 depending on Cy. Combining it with , We obtaln

1—p/2 /2
VO ery = 0103(1+||ve ||LWQ) PRI 0. . (3.63)

Furthermore, we estimate [é )(65) in (3.61)). Let us denote by X a primitive function to
0 — xc(0)wp(F, m,0) depending smoothly on F', specifically

1

Xe(F,m,0) = /HXC(TQ)wé(F,m,TQ) dr. (3.64)
0
Like ) but using partial (not convective) time derivative, we have now the calculus
8w , 00 OF om
/ OG0 = [ X0 (F.m.0) G+ 0) (o, 0): 5+ o (F )5 ) da
_ —/ X (F,m 0)d:1:—/ (2. (F.om, 025 4 (2] (Fom, ) 2™ da
dt Py 7 7 P F Y Y at m Y Y at

where Z:(F,m,0) := X (F,m,0) — x.(0)w(F,m.,0). (3.65)

In view of |D it holds [Z¢]r(F,m,0) = fol Oxc(r0)whe(F,m,r0) dr — x¢(0)wr(F,m,0)
and [Z¢]r, (F,m,0) = f GXC(TG) o(F,m,r8)dr — x¢(8)w,,(F,m,0). Altogether, testing

m ) with ( m by x¢(0:) gives

G . 0) de / (6K (- 0.)| V6. dz
2

:/ (fe (Fg, 0.; 6(’05), VQ'Uaa 'r'a) XC(Qa) + W(Fm mg, ea)X/g(Qa)'Ua'ves
9]

oF.
ot
WA(FE)CZTL(Fs’ me, 96)

om,
ot

+ [%%};F(Fg’maes): + [‘%];(Famsaes)'

+ xc (6 (r.—skw(Vv.)m,
o(fe) (1+£0Y?) det F. ( (Voojm.)
\(F.)p(Feym., 0.)F e(v,) / vy|ve|P
06 d hg 95 68 d . .
+xc(62) e T F, -+ F( ( >+2+€|va|,,)x<< )dS. (3.66)

We realize that x}(0) = (/(146)'*¢ as used already in (3.61)) and that X¢(F:, m.,0.) > ck0.
with some cg for 6. > 0 due to (3.5¢|); again K is a compact subset of GL™(d) related here
with the already proved estimates (3.58bf). The convective term in (3.66|) is a bit delicate.
For any ¢ > 0, it can be estimated by Holder inequality as

1
/Qwsxlc(ﬁg)vs-VQEdwg g/()X/C(Hs)|v€|2wfdw+5/Qx'<(95)]V86|2da:

1
-3 /Q V(o) o w? de + 12(6%) (3.67)

Denoting by 0 < K¢ = infp g X(F', 0), and using (3.66) integrated over I = [0, 7], we further
estimate:

1 T
120.) 4// 0.)V0.|? dadt < OC//K(FE,Qe)Vea-VXC(Hs)dwdt
0JN
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< 9%@( /0 T/Q (., 0.)V0.-Vyc(6.) dadt + /Q DCC(FE(T),Qg(T))dm)
_ EKiog(/roc(zro,eo,s)dx +/0T/Q (fE(FE,GE;e(vs),Vzvg,rg)Xc(QE)

I 6FE / (91’)’)/6
+ [‘%'C}F(Fﬂ me, 85)2@ + ['%z]m<F€7m€7 96)7 + W(F& me, QE)X/C(GE)/U&:'VGE

WA(Fe)C»Im(F& m,, 06)

+ xc(0- (r.—skw(Vov.)m,.
c(6e) (1+2672) det F. ( (Vooym.)
mA(F.)Cp(F-, m., 0.)F. :e(v.) // Vb|’Ue\
e d ) 0.) dSdt
+ (1+20.) det F. T * oreqo ) X ()
1 » )
§ %ol ch Fy,6,.) HLl(Q)—l— Hyl|e('v€)| +7|re P +ho (Fe, 0.) |7 | +12| V.| ||L1(I><_Q)
T !
0 H [‘%ﬂ (Favm@e&) L' (2;Rdx4) T ”_‘ LT(Q;RdXd)dt - HhmaXHLl(IxF)

+5

1
+] [‘%C};@(FE’ m, 0 + §H\/7b”6Hip(1xr;Rd)

20 e
L2(Ix$2;R9) L2(Ix 2;R%)

(w(F.,m,, 0, FET:e v )+, (F.,me,0.)-(r.—skw(Vov.)m,
N HM(FE) F( )F. e(ve) 4G ( )-( (Vve)m.)
det F, LY(Ix0)
L2 L(0.)w*(F.,m., 0 91, 3.68
+ 5“vEHL?(I;LOO(Q;Rd))||X§( w (Fey mue, 0:) || oo (1.01(02)) | + 5y ¢ (0:); (3.68)

noteworthy, we choose § < Ky, we can absorb the last term in the left-hand side. Due to the
assumption , we can estimate the adiabatic rates m(F.)(p(F., m., 0.)F. :e(v.)/det F.
and WA(Fg)C;n(FE,ma,96)-(r5—skW(V've)ma)/det F. in , cf. . We also use the
estimates and and the assumption relying on the already proved non-
negativity of temperature. By the qualification (3.5d)), we have [[2¢]F(F,m,0)| < C(1+0).
This allows for estimation

| (23] (Feome.60)][

<CT|

L7 (Q Rdxd)

T ¥/ (r—1)
< Cu+ Cullfell7 ) o) /><||ea||L1<m+||vea||Lum;Rd>>“ . (3.69)

where we use the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality to interpolate L™ (£2) between L'({2) and
Whe($2). Similarly, since |[2¢],,(F,m,0)]* < C(1+6) which is again ensured by the qual-
ification (3.5d)), we can estimate H[fz‘fc]’m(Fg,m,E,HE)HL2 IXQRd) < C||1+6. ||L1 , which is
bounded due to (3.58d)). The penultimate term in is a—prlorl bounded 1ndependently
of € for ¢ > 0 fixed because, as w(F, m,0) = O(6) due to and due to x¢(0) = 0(1/0)
uniformly for ¢ > 0, so that we have [x;(-)w?(F,m, -)|(0) = ﬁ(&) Thus the estimate (3.58d))
guarantees x; (0. )w*(F.,m.,0.) bounded in L>(I; L'(Q)) while |v.|* is surely bounded in
LY(I; L2(Q)), cf. (3.58¢).

In view of (3.69), one can summarize (3.68) as ]C(Q)(Qa) <C(1+ ||V(95||Lu(Q;Rd))“*l/(Pl).
Combining it with , one obtain the inequality as

IVON o 1oy < C(1+ V6. || Lh/2 /(2r_2>) ‘ (3.70)

Lr(IxQ;RE)
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Reminding o := (2—p)/(1+¢) from (3.62)) with ¢ > 0 arbitrarily small, one gets after some
algebra, the condition p < (d+2)/(d+1). Obviously, for r big enough (in particular if r > d
as assumed), the exponent in the left-hand side of (3.70)) is higher than the exponent in the
right-hand side, which gives a bound for V@, in L*(I x €;R?). Altogether, we proved
: d-+2

1=l oo (1;01 (@) A L rswrn(ayy < Cn with 1< < a1 (3.71a)
Next, we again exploit the calculus (3.41)) now omitting the index k, with VF. bounded in
L®(I; L7 (£2; R¥*4%d)) and Vm, bounded in L>(I; L?(£2;R%*9)) and relying on the assump-
tion (3.5d), we have also the bound on Vw, in L¥(I; L¥" ¥/ +4(;R%)), so that

[Well poo (1.1 (2)) 1 1o (s s+ (@y) < Ch- (3.71b)
Step 8: Limit passage for ¢ — 0. We use the Banach selection principle as in Step 4, now

also taking (3.58)) and (3.71]) into account instead of the estimates (3.31]) and (3.40]). For
some subsequence and some (g, v, F', m, ), we now have

0: = 0 weakly* in  L°(I; W (£2)) N WHP(I; L(£2))
and strongly in C'(Ix2), (3.72a)
v, — v weakly™ in  L°°(I; L*(£; RY)) N L2(1; W*P(; RY)),  (3.72b)
F. > F weakly™ in  L°°(I; W (2; R>D)) N WhP(I; L7 (£2; R™*Y))
and strongly in C(Ix2;R>%) (3.72c)
m. —m weakly™ in L°(I; H*(£;R%) N H'(I; L*(12;RY)), (3.72d)
0. — 0 weakly® in LH(L; WHH(82)), 1< p < (d+2)/(d+1).  (3.72e)

Like (3.454)), by the Aubin-Lions theorem, we now have
W, — W strongly in L9(Ix$2), 1<c¢<1+42/d, (3.72f)
and then, using again continuity of (F,m,w) — [w(F,m,-)]"}(w) as in (3.45b]), we have
0. — 0= [w(F,m,)] (w) strongly in LY(Ix£2), 1<e¢<1+2/d. (3.72g)

By the continuity of @', (', det, and X, we have also

X(F.,0.) — X(F,0) strongly in L¢(Ix{2) for any 1 < ¢ < oo, and  (3.72h)
w(F F)(p(F 0
Ty. - T, = POLRE A E) G (Fm0) o LM Ix2RED).  (3.72i)

detF

The momentum equation (3.25b)) (still regularized by €) is to be treated like in Step 4.
Here we exploit the information about 2 (p.v.) in LY (I; Wh(£2; R?)*)+ L¥' (I; WP (£2; R%)*)
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obtained like in ([3.46]); here we used also (3.58¢|). By the Aubin-Lions compact-embedding

theorem, we then obtain
0c Ve — QU strongly in L*(Ix2;R?) with s from (3.58¢) . (3.73)

In fact, the argumentation (3.52) now with C, instead of C,. is to be slightly modified
by using (0., Ve, Tro(F-,v.),0.) in place of (0, Vg, Thc(Fep, Ver), Ocr) and with vy, re-
placed by v. Also, fOTfQ 9 (0ekver)- V) daedt is to be replaced by the duality (2 (o.v.),v)
with (-,-) denoting here the duality between L (I; W"4(£2; R%)*) + L¥ (I; W??(£2; R%)*) and
LA Wh(0;RY)) N LP(1; W2P(02; RY)).

Limit passage in the heat equation is then simple. Altogether, we proved that

(0,v, F,m,0) solves in the weak sense the problem — with € = 0 and with Ty,
from in place of T’ ..
Step 9: the original problem. Let us note that the limit F lives in L>(I; Wb (£2; R¥*)) N
WhP(I; L®(82; R¥*4)), cf. ,f), and this space is embedded into C'(Ix £2; R¥>?) if r > d.
Therefore F' and its determinant evolve continuously in time, being valued respectively in
C(£2;R¥>) and C(£2). Let us recall that the initial condition Fy complies with the bounds
and we used this Fy also for the A-regularized system. Therefore F' satisfies these
bounds not only at ¢ = 0 but also at least for small times. Yet, in view of the choice
of A, this means that the A-regularization is nonactive and (o, v, F',m, 0) solves, at least for
a small time, the original nonregularized problem — for which the a priori L*°-
bounds hold. By the continuation argument, we may see that the A-regularization
remains therefore inactive within the whole evolution of (g, v, F';m,6) on the whole time
interval 1.

Step 10: energy balances. It is now important that the tests and then all the subsequent
calculations leading to the energy balances and integrated over a current time
interval [0, ¢] are really legitimate.

In the calculus (2.34), we rely on that [@(F,m)/det F]p € L=(Ix2;R%) is surely
in duality with 2F € LP(I; L"(£2;R??)) and (v-V)F € L*(I; L"(£2;R™?)) with s from
(3.58¢). Moreover, & (ov) € L'I;L*(£2;R%)*) + LY (I; W2P(£2;RY)*) is in duality with
v e L®(1; L2(2; RY)) N LP(1; W2P(2;RY)), as used in (2.38)). Further, the calculus re-
lies on that %Q and div(gv) = v-Vo+ odivw live in L*(I; L™/"+9)(§2)) and thus are surely in
duality with |v|> € L*/2(I; L=(£2)) with 3 < s < p(pd+4p—2d)/(4p—2d), cf. (3.58¢)). Even-
tually, since V2v € LP(Ix§2;R>¥4) we have div?(vy|V20|P72V20w) € LV (I; W?P(§2;R%)*)
in duality with v. Also div(v|e(v)[P~2e(v)) € LP (I; W'P(£2;R%)*) is in duality with v due
to the growth condition . Altogether, the calculations f are legitimate.

Recalling in particular div(k(F)Vm/det F) € L*(Ix(2;R%), we can see that also the

calculations ([2.39)—(2.48) are legitimate. This ends the proof of Theorem [3.2]

Remark 3.5 (The classical solutions). In fact, having Vm estimated from the exchange
energy, (3.25¢) holds even in the sense of L?(Ix2;R?), not only in the weak sense, similarly
as (3.27a,b). Actually, since div(k(F)Vm/det F) € L*(Ix2;RY), the inequality (3.4b) can
be formulated as a classical inclusion (2.30d)) and (3.25d) a.e. in the sense of L(Ix§2;R?).
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Remark 3.6 (Importance of the exchange energy). At large magnets, in contrast to mi-
cromagnetism, the influence of the exchange energy is small and, for very large magnetic
continua, eventually negligible, cf. |I1]. Yet, this energy controls Vm, which ensures for
“compactness” and strong convergence in m and its complete deletion would be analytically
problematic in particular because nonconvexity of P(F, -, 6) in ferromagnetic phase .
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