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ANALYSIS OF A NAVIER-STOKES

PHASE-FIELD CRYSTAL SYSTEM

CECILIA CAVATERRA†, MAURIZIO GRASSELLI∗

MUHAMMED ALI MEHMOOD‡ & RICCARDO VOSO♯

Abstract. We consider an evolution system modeling a flow of colloidal particles
which are suspended in an incompressible fluid and accounts for colloidal crystalliza-
tion. The system consists of the Navier-Stokes equations for the volume averaged
velocity coupled with the so-called Phase-Field Crystal equation for the density devi-
ation. Considering this system in a periodic domain and assuming that the viscosity
as well as the mobility depend on the density deviation, we first prove the existence of
a weak solution in dimension three. Then, in dimension two, we establish the existence
of a (unique) strong solution.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider a hydrodynamic phase-field crystal (PFC) model introduced
in [11] (see also [12, 16] and their references) to describe the colloidal suspension in a
fluid, providing, in particular, a quantitative approach down to the characteristic length
scale of the colloidal particles and accounting for colloidal crystallization. Physical pro-
cesses that lead to permanently evolving pattern, such as Rayleigh-Bénard convection,
nucleation, and crystal growth, are tackled using the Dynamical Density Functional
Theory approach. More precisely, the phase-field variable (or order parameter) is the
density deviation φ whose associated free energy is the so-called Swift-Hohenberg (SH)
free-energy functional (see [15], see also [13]). In a dimensionless form, this is given by

Fsh(φ) =

∫

Q

(

1

2
|∆φ|2 − q20 |∇φ|2 +

1

4
φ4 +

r + q40
2

φ2
)

dx,

where Q = (0, L)d, d = 2, 3, L > 0, is a given periodic domain. Here, r ∈ R is a
phenomenological parameter and the constant q0 is related to the lattice spacing and is
usually set equal to the unity. The evolution of φ is thus governed by the so-called PFC
equation, that is, a conserved SH equation (see, for instance, [1, 4])

∂tφ+ u · ∇φ = − div(m(φ)∇ψ),

ψ =
δFsh[φ]

δφ
,
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in Q× (0, T ), T > 0. Here, m(·) is the non-costant mobility coefficient, while u stands
for the (volume) averaged fluid velocity whose evolution is governed by

∂tu+ u · ∇u = div(η(φ)Du) +∇P −Mφ∇ψ,
divu = 0,

where η(·) is the variable viscosity, Du is the usual shear strain rate tensor, M > 0 is
a given constant, and other constants have been set equal to the unity.

Summing up, we have the following Navier-Stokes Phase-Field Crystal (NSPFC)
system (see [11, (28)])

∂tu+ u · ∇u = div(η(φ)Du) +∇P −Mφ∇ψ, (1.1)

divu = 0, (1.2)

∂tφ+ u · ∇φ = ∇ · (m(φ)∇ψ), (1.3)

ψ = ∆2φ+ 2∆φ+ f(φ), (1.4)

subject to the initial and the periodic boundary conditions

u(·, 0) = u0, φ(·, 0) = φ0, in Q, (1.5)

u(x, t) = u(x+ Lei, t), φ(x, t) = φ(x+ Lei, t), x ∈ R
d, i = 1, ..., d, (1.6)

where (ei)
d
i=1 is the canonical basis of Rd and u0, φ0 are given initial data. Here

f(φ) = φ3 + (r + 1)φ,

having set q0 = 1. Moreover, we assume that η and m are smooth enough and bounded
from above and below by suitable positive constants (see next section for details).

The main goal of this work is to analyze the existence and, in dimension two, the
uniqueness of solutions to the above problem (1.1)-(1.6). More precisely, we first estab-
lish the existence of a (global) weak solution which is unique in dimension two even in
the case of non constant viscosity (cf. [8] and its references for the Navier-Stokes-Cahn-
Hilliard system). Also, in dimension two, we prove the existence of a (unique) strong
solution which continuously depends on the initial data. Besides, we prove that any
weak solution becomes strong in finite time.

There are several interesting open issues that might be explored in a future paper.
For instance, the existence of a local strong solution in dimension three, the asymptotic
convergence of a solution towards a single stationary state, and the existence of (global
and, possibly, exponential) attractors within the theory of infinite-dimensional dissipa-
tive dynamical systems. Also, the present analysis could be extended to a binary PFC
model (see [17]) or to a model where the PFC equation is replaced with a conserved
SH equation (see [10]) or with the so-called modified PFC equation (see, for instance,
[5, 6] and references therein). However, in the latter case, the analysis seems rather
challenging.

The plan of the paper goes as follows. The next section is divided in four subsections.
The first two are devoted to introduce the functional framework and to recall some
basic tools. Then the notions of weak and strong solutions are defined and, in the last
subsection, the main results are stated. Section 3 contains the proof of the existence of a
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(global) weak solution. The existence of a strong solution and its continuous dependence
on the initial data as well as the regularization of any weak solution are established in
Section 4.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notation and functional spaces. Let B be a (real) Banach space. We denote
by ‖·‖B and by 〈·, ·〉B′,B its norm and the duality product between B and its topological
dual B′, respectively. We indicate by L(X,Y ) the space of linear bounded operators
from a (real) Banach space X into another one Y and we set L(X) := L(X,X). For all
functions w ∈ L1(Q), 〈w〉 := |Q|−1

d

∫

Q w(x) dx denotes the mean value of w. Here | · |d
stands for the Lebesgue measure. Without loss of generality, in the definition of Q we
can take L = 1 so that |Q|d = 1. Also, in the sequel, we shall denote by c a generic
positive constant which may depend on T and, possibly, on other given quantities.

Let C∞
p (Q) be the space of functions in C∞(Q) which are periodic over Q. For any

s ∈ N, we indicate by Φs the Sobolev spaces of functions in Hs(Q) which are periodic
over Q, namely the completion of C∞

p (Q) with respect to the Hs(Q)-norm

Φs = {w ∈ C∞
p (Q)}H

s(Q)
.

These spaces are Hilbert spaces with respect to the scalar product

(w, v)Hs(Q) =
∑

|k|6s

(Dkw,Dkv)L2(Q).

Therefore, the induced norm is ‖w‖Hs(Q) =
√

(w,w)Hs(Q).

Let B = Bd endowed with the product structure indicate the space of vector-valued
functions w := (w1, ..., wd), namely w ∈ B if and only if wi ∈ B for every i = 1, ..., d.
We introduce the following Hilbert spaces

H = {w ∈ C∞
p (Q) : divw = 0, 〈w〉 = 0}L

2(Q)
,

V = {w ∈ C∞
p (Q) : divw = 0, 〈w〉 = 0}H

1(Q)
.

Scalar product and induced norm in H are then defined in the canonical sense, namely

(w,v)H =
∑d

i=1(wi, vi)L2(Q) and ‖w‖H =
√

(w,w)H, respectively, and scalar product

and the induced norm in V are given by (w,v)V =
∑d

i=1(∇wi,∇vi)H and ‖w‖V =
√

(w,w)V, respectively. As the Poincaré inequality

‖w‖H ≤ c‖∇w‖H, ∀w ∈ V

holds, the V-norm is equivalent to the canonical H1(Q)-norm on V and, thanks to the

Korn equality (see, for instance, [3, Lemma 1.2, p.4]), i.e. ‖∇wi‖H =
√
2‖Dwi‖H for all

w ∈ V, another equivalent norm on V is given by ‖Dw‖H. In the following, we consider
two distinct Hilbert triplets V →֒ H ∼= H

′ →֒ V
′ and Φ4 →֒ Φ2

∼= (Φ2)
′ →֒ (Φ4)

′, with the
usual identifications H ∼= H

′ and Φ2
∼= (Φ2)

′. We recall that, the Rellich-Kondrachov
theorem ensures that V and Φ4 are compactly embedded in H and Φ2, respectively.
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Eventually, we recall the following version of Poincaré inequality which will be used
throughout the paper (see, e.g., [3, Lemma 1.5, p.5])

Lemma 2.1. For any w ∈ Φ1 we have

‖w − 〈w〉‖Φ1
6 c‖∇w‖L2(Q),

and for any w ∈ Φs+2 we have

‖w − 〈w〉‖Φs+2
6 c‖∆w‖Φs .

In particular, Lemma 2.1 entails that ‖∇w‖Φ1
6 c‖∆w‖L2(Q) for any w ∈ Φ2.

2.2. Inertia Term. We recall that the trilinear form

b0(u,v,w) =

∫

Q

(

(u · ∇v) ·w
)

, ∀u,v,w ∈ V

is continuous on V× V× V and satisfies the identities

b0(u,v,w) + b0(u,w,v) = 0, ∀u,v,w ∈ V, (2.1)

b0(u,v,v) = 0, ∀u,v ∈ V. (2.2)

By using the Ladyzhenskaya’s inequality it can be shown that, for all u,v,w ∈ V,

‖b0(u,v,w)‖ ≤ c‖u‖1−d/4
H

‖u‖d/4
V

‖v‖1−d/4
H

‖v‖d/4
V

‖w‖V, d = 2, 3. (2.3)

Then we can introduce the inertia term B0, namely the continuous bilinear operator
from V× V to V

′ defined as

〈B0(u,v),w〉 = b0(u,v,w).

Thus, from (2.3), we readily get

‖B0(u,u)‖V′ ≤ c‖u‖2−d/2
H

‖u‖d/2
V
, d = 2, 3, ∀u ∈ V. (2.4)

2.3. Definitions of Solution. The aim of this section is to give a rigorous definition
of weak and strong solution to problem (1.1)-(1.6). The first one goes as follows

Definition 2.2 (Weak solutions). Let u0 ∈ H, φ0 ∈ Φ2 be given. We say that (u, φ) is
a weak solution to problem (1.1)-(1.6) in (0, T ), if u and φ are such that

u ∈ L∞(0, T ;H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Cw([0, T ];H), (2.5)

φ ∈ C0([0, T ]; Φ2) ∩ L2(0, T ; Φ5) ∩H1(0, T ; Φ′
1), (2.6)

and the following identities hold almost everywhere in (0, T ),

(u′,v) + (η(φ)Du,∇v) + b0(u,u,v) +M(φ∇ψ,v) = 0, (2.7)

(φ′, ρ) + (u∇φ, ρ) + (m(φ)∇ψ,∇ρ) = 0, (2.8)

for all v ∈ V and for all ρ ∈ Φ1, where ψ ∈ L2(0, T ; Φ1) satisfies, almost everywhere in
Q× (0, T ),

ψ = ∆2φ+ 2∆φ+ f(φ), (2.9)

along with the initial conditions

u(0) = u0, φ(0) = φ0. (2.10)
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The definition of strong solution is given by

Definition 2.3 (Strong solutions). Let u0 ∈ V, φ0 ∈ Φ3 be given. We say that (u, φ)
is a strong solution to problem (1.1)-(1.6) in (0, T ), if (u, φ) is a weak solution and if,
in addition, u and φ have the following properties

u ∈ C0(0, T ;V) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(Q)), (2.11)

φ ∈ C0([0, T ]; Φ3) ∩ L2(0, T ; Φ6) ∩H1(0, T ; Φ0), (2.12)

ψ ∈ L2(0, T ; Φ2). (2.13)

Therefore, u and φ also satisfy (1.1)-(1.3) almost everywhere in Q× (0, T ).

2.4. Statements of the Main Results. In this subsection we state our two main the-
orems whose proofs are given in the next sections. The first establishes the existence of
a weak solution to problem (1.1)-(1.6), whereas the second ensures that, in two dimen-
sions, there exists a unique strong solution to problem (1.1)-(1.6) which continuously
depends on the initial data.

Let us assume

(A1) η,m ∈ W 1,∞(R;R+) and there exist positive constants η0, η1, η2,m0,M0,m2

such that

η1 > η(s) > η0 > 0 ∀s ∈ R, η2 > η′(s) > 0 for a.a. s ∈ R,

M0 > m(s) > m0 > 0 ∀s ∈ R, m2 > m′(s) > 0 for a.a. s ∈ R.

Then the existence of a weak solution, which is unique in dimension two, is given by

Theorem 2.4. Let u0 ∈ H, φ0 ∈ Φ2 be given and let η and m satisfy (A1). Then:

(i) For d = 2, 3, there exists at least one weak solution (u, φ) to problem (1.1)-(1.6)
in the sense of Definition 2.2. For d = 3, any weak solution will additionally
satisfy the following energy inequality

1

2
‖u(t)‖2

L2(Q) + Fsh[φ(t)] +

∫ t

0

∫

Q
(2η(φ)|D(u)|2 +m(φ)|∇ψ|2)dxdt

≤ 1

2
‖u0‖2L2(Q) +Fsh[φ0], for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). (2.14)

(ii) If d = 2, then a weak solution is unique and satisfies the energy identity

1

2
‖u(t)‖2

L2(Q) + Fsh[φ(t)] +

∫ t

0

∫

Q
(2η(φ)|D(u)|2 +m(φ)|∇ψ|2)dxdt

=
1

2
‖u0‖2L2(Q) +Fsh[φ0], for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.15)

In dimension two, we can prove the existence of a (unique) strong solution. Moreover,
any weak solution instantaneously becomes a strong solution. Indeed, we have
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Theorem 2.5. Let d = 2. Suppose u0 ∈ V, φ0 ∈ Φ3 and assume that η and m satisfy
(A1). Then, there exists a unique global strong solution (u, φ) to problem (1.1)-(1.6)
in the sense of Definition 2.3. Moreover, this solution depends continuously on initial
data, that is, if (u1, φ1) and (u2, φ2) are two strong solutions of the problem (1.1)-
(1.6) originated from the initial data (u0,1, φ0,1) and (u0,2, φ0,2) respectively, then the
following inequality holds

‖u1 − u2‖2C0([0,T ];H) + ‖u1 − u2‖2L2(0,T ;V) + ‖φ1 − φ2‖2C0([0,T ];H2
p(Q))

+ ‖φ1 − φ2‖2L2(0,T ;H5
p(Q))

6 c

(

‖u0,1 − u0,2‖2H + ‖φ0,1 − φ0,2‖2H2
p (Q)

)

. (2.16)

Moreover, any weak solution instantaneously regularizes and becomes a strong solution.

Remark 2.6. Thanks to the energy inequality (2.14), it is possible to construct a global
weak solution, i.e., a solution defined in [0,+∞) (see, e.g., [2, Chapt.V, 1.3.6] for the
Navier-Stokes system). This solution is unique in dimension two and it is strong in
[τ,+∞) for any fixed τ > 0.

Remark 2.7. On account of the boundedness of φ (see (2.6)), one can take a more
general function f : R → R of any growth, which is sufficiently smooth (e.g., f ∈ C2(R))
and such that, for instance,

f(y)y ≥ c1y
4 − c2y

2,

for all y ∈ R and for some positive constants c1, c2.

3. Proof of Theorem 2.4

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.4. We first establish the existence of
a weak solution which satisfies the energy inequality. More precisely, in Subsection 3.1,
a Faedo-Galerkin approximation of the problem (2.7)-(2.10) and the proof of its well-
posedness are given. In Subsection 3.2 we provide a priori estimates on such solutions
(un, φn) which are shown, in Subsection 3.3, to converge, up to subsequences, to a
weak solution of the problem (1.1)-(1.6). Finally, in Subsection 3.4 we prove that weak
solutions are unique in two dimensions as well as the validity of the energy identity.

3.1. Approximating problem. Let (Vn)n>1 ⊂ V be a sequence of subspaces such
that Vn ⊆ V

n+1, V∞ :=
⋃

nV
n is dense in V and dim(Vn) = n < ∞. Analogously, let

(Φn
2 )n>1 ⊂ Φ2 be a sequence of subspaces such that Φn

2 ⊆ Φn+1
2 , Φ∞

2 :=
⋃

n Φ
n
2 is dense

in Φ2 and dim(Φn
2 ) = n < ∞. Let (wj)j>1 be the basis made of eigenfunctions of the

Stokes operator with periodic boundary conditions and let (ρj)j>1 be the basis made
of eigenfunctions of the operator ∆2 + 2∆ with periodic boundary conditions (see [7,
Theorem 4.2, p.225] for details). We choose V

n and Φn
2 as the finite-dimensional spaces

generated by (wj)j>1 and (ρj)j>1, respectively. Namely, Vn = span{w1, ...,wn} and
Φn
2 = span{ρ1, ..., ρn}. We also introduce the orthogonal projectors PVn and PΦn

2
from
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H in V
n and from Φ2 in Φn

2 , respectively. Then, set

un(x, t) =

n
∑

j=1

aj,n(t)wj(x), φn(x, t) =

n
∑

j=1

bj,n(t)ρj(x), ψn(x, t) =

n
∑

j=1

cj,n(t)ρj(x),

where aj,n, bj,n, and cj,n are functions to be determined in C1([0, T ]), C1([0, T ]) and
C0([0, T ]), respectively, such that (un, φn) solves for all w ∈ V

n, for all ρ ∈ Φn
2 , and for

almost every t ∈ (0, T ),

(u′
n,w) + (η(φn)Dun,∇w) + b0(un,un,w) +M(φn∇ψn,w) = 0, (3.1)

(φ′n, ρ) + (un∇φn, ρ) + (m(φn)∇ψn,∇ρ) = 0, (3.2)

where
ψn = ∆2φn + 2∆φn + PΦn

2
f(φn), (3.3)

and satisfies the initial conditions

un(0) = u0,n = PVnu0, φn(0) = φ0,n = PΦn
2
φ0. (3.4)

Existence of a unique solution (un, φn) ∈ C1([0, Tn);V
n)×C1([0, Tn),Φ

n
2 ), 0 < Tn ≤

T , of the problem (3.1)-(3.4) follows then by the Cauchy-Lipschitz-Picard theorem. We
also note that ψn ∈ C0([0, Tn); Φ

n
2 ). Before closing this subsection we observe that

φn ∈ C
∞
p (Q) so that φn ⊂ Φs for any s ∈ N. This turns out to be crucial in Section 4

when we provide estimates for the proof of the Theorem 2.5.

3.2. A priori estimates. In this subsection, we prove a priori estimates on the solu-
tions (un, φn) which are uniform on n. Here, c stands for a generic positive constant
which is independent of n, but it may depend on T and on other given quantities.

• Step 1: By taking ρ = 1 in (3.2), we get, after integrating by parts, 〈φ′n〉 = 0,
namely

〈φn(t)〉 = 〈PΦn
2
φ0〉 = 〈φ0〉. (3.5)

Similarly, we test equation (3.3) with ρ = 1. As ρ1 = 1 is the eigenfunction of the
operator ∆2 + ∆ corresponding to the eigenvalue γ1 = 0, we readily obtain 〈ψn〉 =
〈PΦn

2
f(φn)〉, which implies, by exploiting the definition of f ,

|〈ψn〉| 6 c
(

‖φn‖3L3(Q) + ‖φn‖L1(Q)

)

. (3.6)

• Step 2: By summing (3.1) and (3.2) with w = un and ρ = ψn and by also intro-
ducing the primitive F of f , i.e. F (r) =

∫ r
0 f(s) ds, we get

d

dt

[1

2
‖∆φn‖2L2(Q) − ‖∇φn‖2L2(Q) + (F (φn), 1) +

1

2M
‖un‖2H

]

+
1

M
‖
√

η(φn)Dun‖2H + ‖
√

m(φn)∇ψn‖2L2(Q) = 0.

By using Assumption (A1), by noting that there exist positive constants c1 and c2 such
that F (s) > c1s

4 − c2, and by observing that

−‖∇φn‖2L2(Q) > −1

4
‖∆φn‖2L2(Q) −

c1
2
‖φn‖4L4(Q) − c,
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we integrate over (0, t), t ≤ Tn, to get

1

4
‖∆φn(t)‖2L2(Q) +

c1
2
‖φn(t)‖4L4(Q) +

1

2M
‖un(t)‖2H +

η0
M

∫ t

0
‖Dun‖H

+m0

∫ t

0
‖∇ψn‖2L2(Q)

6 c+
1

2
‖∆φn(0)‖2L2(Q) + (F (φn(0)), 1) +

1

2M
‖un(0)‖2H, (3.7)

from which we first deduce that (3.7) works also for Tn = T and then we obtain the
bound

‖un‖L∞(0,T ;H)∩L2(0,T ;V) + ‖φn‖L∞(0,T ;Φ2) 6 c. (3.8)

Here, we used Lemma 2.1 and (3.5). Moreover, from the estimate (3.7) we get that
∇ψn is uniformly bounded in L2(0, T ;L2(Q)). Hence, by using once more Lemma 2.1
together with (3.6), (3.7), and (3.8), we find the bound

‖ψn‖L2(0,T ;Φ1) 6 c. (3.9)

• Step 3: First, we note that equation (3.1) can be written as follows

u′
n + PVn

(

η(φn)Dun +B0(un,un) +Mφn∇ψn

)

= 0 in V
n. (3.10)

Observe that estimates (3.8) and (3.9) readily imply

‖φn∇ψn‖L2(0,T ;H) ≤ c. (3.11)

Moreover, by using (3.8) in (2.4), we get the bound on the inertia term, namely,

‖B0(un,un)‖L4/3(0,T ;V′) 6 c, (3.12)

and by Assumption (A1), Korn inequality, and estimate (3.8), we deduce

‖η(φn)Dun‖L2(0,T ;H) ≤ c. (3.13)

Eventually, recalling that ‖PVn‖L(Vn,Vn) ≤ 1, by comparison in equation (3.10), we
obtain the bound

‖u′
n‖L4/3(0,T ;V′) 6 c. (3.14)

Similarly, we write equation (3.2) as follows

φ′n + PΦn
2

(

un · ∇φn −∇ · (m(φn)∇ψn)
)

= 0 in Φn
2 . (3.15)

By using the estimates (3.8) and (3.9) it is straightforward to deduce

‖un · ∇φn‖L∞(0,T ;L6/5(Q)) ≤ c, (3.16)

as well as

‖∇ · (m(φn)∇ψn)‖L2(0,T ;Φ′
1
) ≤ c. (3.17)

Hence, by comparison in equation (3.15), we get the bound

‖φ′n‖L2(0,T ;Φ′
1
) 6 c, (3.18)

where we used ‖PΦn
2
‖L(Φn

2
,Φn

2
) ≤ 1.



ANALYSIS OF A NAVIER-STOKES PHASE-FIELD CRYSTAL SYSTEM 9

• Step 4: Take the scalar product in L2(Q) between equation (3.3) and (∆2+2∆)φn.
We have

‖∆2φn‖2L2(Q) + 4‖∆φn‖2L2(Q) − 4‖∇∆φn‖2L2(Q)

= −(f(φn), (∆
2 + 2∆)φn) + (ψn, (∆

2 + 2∆)φn).

To estimate the right-hand side, we use the Hölder and the Young inequalities. We
obtain

1

2
‖∆2φn‖2L2(Q)+3‖∆φn‖2L2(Q)−4‖∇∆φn‖2L2(Q) 6 c

(

‖f(φn)‖2L2(Q)+‖ψn‖2L2(Q)

)

. (3.19)

Concerning the third term on the left-hand side, we first integrate by parts and then
we use the Hölder and the Young inequalities to get

−4‖∇∆φn‖2L2(Q) > −1

3
‖∆2φn‖2L2(Q) − 12‖φn‖2L2(Q).

By using this result in (3.19), we obtain

‖∆2φn‖2L2(Q) 6 c

(

‖∆φn‖2L2(Q) + ‖f(φn)‖2L2(Q) + ‖ψn‖2L2(Q)

)

. (3.20)

Let us now consider the second term on the right-hand side in (3.20). Thanks to (3.8),
we have

‖f(φn)‖L∞(0,T ;Φ2) 6 c. (3.21)

Indeed, as φ is uniformly bounded in Φ2 and f ∈ C2(R) then f(φn) is uniformly bounded
in Φ2. Thus, by using the estimates (3.8), (3.9), and (3.21) in (3.20), we get

‖∆2φn‖L2(0,T ;L2(Q)) 6 c,

from which, by also making use once again of the estimate (3.8) and Lemma 2.1, we
deduce

‖φn‖L2(0,T ;Φ4) 6 c. (3.22)

Eventually, by comparison in equation (3.3), the estimates (3.9), (3.21), and (3.22)
imply the bound

‖φn‖L2(0,T ;Φ5) 6 c. (3.23)

3.3. Passing to the limit. In this subsection we prove that the solution (un, φn) of
the finite-dimensional problem (3.1)-(3.4) converges to a weak solution of the problem
(1.1)-(1.6).

Starting from estimates (3.8), (3.9), (3.14), (3.18), (3.23), we find that, up to not
relabeled subsequences, the following convergences hold

un
∗
⇀ u in L∞(0, T ;H), (3.24)

un ⇀ u in L2(0, T ;V), (3.25)

u′
n ⇀ u′ in L4/3(0, T ;V′), (3.26)

φn
∗
⇀ φ in L∞(0, T ; Φ2), (3.27)

φn ⇀ φ in L2(0, T ; Φ5), (3.28)
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φ′n ⇀ φ′ in L2(0, T ; Φ′
1), (3.29)

ψn ⇀ ψ in L2(0, T ; Φ1). (3.30)

Furthermore, recalling, in particular, (3.14) and (3.18), the Aubin-Lions-Simon Lemma
(see [14, Thm. 3]) implies the following strong convergences

un → u in L2(0, T ;H), (3.31)

un → u in C0([0, T ];V′), (3.32)

φn → φ in C0([0, T ]; Φ1). (3.33)

The weak convergences (3.24)-(3.30) and the above strong convergences entail the fol-
lowing

(un · ∇)un ⇀ (u · ∇)u in L4/3(0, T ;L6/5(Q)), (3.34)

η(φn)Dun ⇀ η(φ)Du in L2(0, T ;H), (3.35)

φn∇ψn ⇀ φ∇ψ in L2(0, T ;H), (3.36)

un · ∇φn ∗
⇀ u · ∇φ in L∞(0, T ;L6/5(Q)), (3.37)

m(φn)∇ψn ⇀m(φ)∇ψ in L2(0, T ;L2(Q)), (3.38)

Although convergences (3.34)-(3.38) are obtained by standard arguments (see for in-
stance [2, Theorem VI.2.1, p.434]), we give here, for the sake of completeness, the idea
of the proof.

• Step 1: Strong convergence of nonlinear functions. The identification of the limit
of the nonlinear functions f , η, and m, readily follows from the strong convergence
(3.33). Note indeed that f , η, and m are Lipschitz continuous function and that the
convergence (3.33) implies, by Sobolev embedding theorem, the strong convergence
φn → φ in L∞(0, T ;L6(Q)). Then, recalling φn and φ are globally bounded (see (3.7)),
we have that

‖f(φn)− f(φ)‖L∞(0,T ;L6(Q)) ≤ c‖φn − φ‖L∞(0,T ;L6(Q)) → 0,

‖η(φn)− η(φ)‖L∞(0,T ;L6(Q)) ≤ c‖φn − φ‖L∞(0,T ;L6(Q)) → 0,

‖m(φn)−m(φ)‖L∞(0,T ;L6(Q)) ≤ c‖φn − φ‖L∞(0,T ;L6(Q)) → 0,

namely, f(φn) → f(φ) in L∞(0, T ;L6(Q)), η(φn) → η(φ) in L∞(0, T ;L6(Q)), and
m(φn) → m(φ) in L∞(0, T ;L6(Q)), respectively.

• Step 2: Weak convergence of the viscous term and (3.38) The strong convergences
of η(φn) and m(φn) together with the weak convergences (3.25) and (3.30) entail con-
vergences (3.35) and (3.38). Indeed we deal, in both cases, with the product of a
strongly converging sequence and a weakly converging one. Since this is sufficient to
identify the limit functions (at least in D′((0, T ) × Ω)), we get convergences (3.35)
and (3.38) by taking advantage of the already proved estimates (3.13) and (3.17), re-
spectively. In particular, thanks to the estimates (3.13) and (3.17) we extract not
relabeled converging subsequences η(φn)Dun ⇀ ζ in L2(0, T ;H) and m(φn)∇ψn ⇀ ϕ
in L2(0, T ;L2(Q)), respectively. Then, it is straightforward to show that, for any test
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function v ∈ L2(0, T ;W1,∞(Q)), one has

∫ T

0
(η(φn)Dun − η(φ)Du,∇v)

=

∫ T

0

∫

Q

(

η(φn)− η(φ)
)

Dun · ∇v +

∫ T

0

∫

Q
η(φ)

(

Dun −Du
)

· ∇v → 0,

and that, for any test function ρ ∈ L2(0, T ;W 1,3(Q)), one gets

∫ T

0
(m(φn)∇ψn −m(φ)∇ψ,∇ρ)

=

∫ T

0

∫

Q

(

m(φn)−m(φ)
)

∇ψn · ∇ρ+
∫ T

0

∫

Q
m(φ)

(

∇ψn −∇ψ
)

· ∇ρ→ 0,

namely, η(φn)Dun ⇀ η(φ)Du in L2(0, T ; (W1,∞(Q))′) and m(φn)∇ψn ⇀ m(φ)∇ψ
in L2(0, T ; (W 1,3(Q))′), respectively. Then, by uniqueness of the limit, we obtain the
identifications ζ = η(φ)Du and ϕ = m(φ)∇ψ which imply convergences (3.35) and
(3.38), respectively.

• Step 3: Weak convergence of the inertia term. Estimate (3.12) entails the weak

convergence (up to a not relabeled subsequence) un · ∇un ⇀ ξ in L4/3(0, T ;V′). First,
via the strong convergence (3.31) of un and the weak convergence (3.25) of ∇un, we
deduce ξ = u · ∇u by arguing as above. Then, we refine this convergence by proving
sharp estimates. We have

‖un · ∇un‖L2(0,T ;L1(Q)) ≤ ‖un‖L∞(0,T ;H)‖un‖L2(0,T ;V) ≤ c,

and

‖un · ∇un‖L1(0,T ;L3/2(Q)) ≤ ‖un‖2L2(0,T ;V) ≤ c.

Hence, by standard interpolation theory, as

(L2(0, T ;L1(Q)), L1(0, T ;L3/2(Q)))1/2 ⊂ L4/3(0, T ;L6/5(Ω)),

we eventually obtain (3.34).

• Step 4: Convergence of Korteweg force and advective term. Convergences (3.36)
and (3.37) follows from convergences (3.30), (3.31), and (3.33) and estimates (3.11) and
(3.16) by arguing as in Step 2.

We now prove that the limit functions u, φ, and ψ satisfy (2.7)-(2.9). To this aim
we pass to the limit in the weak formulation (3.1)-(3.3). For any k fixed, let vk ∈ V

k,
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ρk ∈ Φk
2 , and θ ∈ D(0, T ). We have

∫ T

0
(u′

n,vk)θ(t) +

∫ T

0
(η(φn)Dun,∇vk)θ(t) +

∫ T

0
(B0(un,un),vk)θ(t)

+M

∫ T

0
(φn∇ψn,vk)θ(t) = 0,

∫ T

0
(φ′n, ρk)θ(t) +

∫ T

0
(un · ∇φn, ρk)θ(t) +

∫ T

0
(m(φn)∇ψn,∇ρk)θ(t) = 0,

(∆2φn, ρk) + 2(∆φn, ρk) + (f(φn), ρk)− (ψn, ρk) = 0 a.e. (0, T ).

Since k is fixed we pass to the limit n → ∞ and, by using weak convergences proved
above, we obtain

∫ T

0
(u′,vk)θ(t) +

∫ T

0
(η(φ)Du,∇vk)θ(t) +

∫ T

0
(B0(u,u),vk)θ(t)

+M

∫ T

0
(φ∇ψ,vk)θ(t) = 0,

∫ T

0
(φ′, ρk)θ(t) +

∫ T

0
(u · ∇φ, ρk)θ(t) +

∫ T

0
(m(φ)∇ψ,∇ρk)θ(t) = 0,

(∆2φ, ρk) + 2(∆φ, ρk) + (f(φ), ρk)− (ψ, ρk) = 0 a.e. in (0, T ).

Now let v ∈ V, ρ ∈ Φ2(Q) and set vk = PVkv, ρk = PΦk
2
ρ. As vk → v in V and ρk → ρ

in Φ2, we pass to the limit k → ∞ and we obtain

∫ T

0
(u′,v)θ(t) +

∫ T

0
(η(φ)Du,∇v)θ(t) +

∫ T

0
(B0(u,u),v)θ(t)

+M

∫ T

0
(φ∇ψ,v)θ(t) = 0, (3.39)

∫ T

0
(φ′, ρ)θ(t) +

∫ T

0
(u · ∇φ, ρ)θ(t) +

∫ T

0
(m(φ)∇ψ,∇ρ)θ(t) = 0, (3.40)

(∆2φ, ρ) + 2(∆φ, ρ) + (f(φ), ρ) − (ψ, ρ) = 0 a.e. in (0, T ), (3.41)

where, in particular, equation (3.41) implies (2.9). Then, as the set of functions of
the form vθ is dense in D(0, T ;V) and the set of functions of the form ρθ is dense in
D(0, T ; Φ2), from equations (3.39) and (3.40), we deduce that u, φ, and ψ satisfy (2.7)
and (2.8) almost everywhere in (0, T ).

Eventually, we prove the convergence of the initial conditions (2.10). The strong
convergence (3.32) implies that un(0) → u(0) in V

′. On the other hand, by definition
of Vn, we have the convergence un(0) = PVnu0 → u0 in H. As H ⊂ V

′, by uniqueness
of the limit in V

′, we deduce u(0) = u0. Similarly, from the strong convergence (3.33),
we argue as above to obtain φ(0) = φ0.
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Finally, to establish the energy inequality (2.14) we can take v = un in (3.1) and
ρ = ψn in (3.2) to get

1

2M
‖un(t)‖2H + Fsh[φn(t)] +

1

M

∫ t

0
‖
√

η(φn)Dun‖2H +

∫ t

0
‖
√

m(φn)∇ψn‖2L2(Q)

=
1

2
‖un(0)‖2H + Fsh[PΦn

2
φ0]

≤ 1

2
‖u0‖2H + Fsh[PΦn

2
φ0].

Then, we follow, for instance, the argument detailed in [2, Chapt.V, Proof of Prop.V.1.7],
using also the fact that Fsh[PΦn

2
φ0] → Fsh[φ0] as n goes to ∞.

3.4. Dimension two: uniqueness (sketch proof). We now want to prove that weak
solutions are unique in the case d = 2. We begin by taking an appropriate test function
in the first equation of the weak formulation satisfied by the difference of two arbitrary
weak solutions. Simplifying the resulting equation will lead to an inequality of the form
(see (3.43) below)

1

2
‖u(t)‖2

L2(Q) + c

∫ t

0
‖∇u(s)‖2

L2(Q) ds ≤
1

2
‖u(0)‖2

L2(Q) +

8
∑

j=1

Ij.

Next, we bound each of the terms Ij , j = 1, . . . , 8. We approach the second equation of
the weak formulation in a similar way, leading to (see (3.55) below)

1

2
‖∇φ(t)‖2

L2(Q) +

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ(s)‖2

L2(Q) ds =
1

2
‖∇φ(0)‖2

L2(Q) +

15
∑

j=9

Ij.

Estimating I1, . . . , I15 and adding up the resulting inequalities eventually allows us to
apply Osgood’s lemma ([9], Appendix B) which will complete the proof. Note that in
the following of this section we adopt the notation ‖ · ‖ ≡ ‖ · ‖L2(Q) for the sake of
simplicity.

3.5. The momentum equation. We now begin working in accordance with the above
plan. Let (u1, φ1), (u2, φ2) be two weak solutions, and define (u, φ) := (u1−u2, φ1−φ2)
to be the difference of the two solutions.

The first equation in our weak formulation is equivalent to

(u′,v) + b0(u,u,v) + (η(φ)D(u),∇v) = −M(φ∇ψ,v) ∀ v ∈ L2(0, T ;V), (3.42)

almost everywhere in (0, T ). This is satisfied by (ui, φi) for i = 1, 2. Subtracting (3.42)
with i = 2 from (3.42) with i = 1 gives us

(u′,v) + b0(u1,u1,v)− b0(u2,u2,v) + (η(φ1)D(u1),∇v)− (η(φ2)D(u2),∇v)

+M(φ1∇ψ1,v)−M(φ2∇ψ2,v) = 0.
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Taking then v = u and integrating in time,

1

2
‖u(t)‖2 +

∫ t

0
b0(u1,u1,u)−

∫ t

0
b0(u2,u2,u) +

∫ t

0
(η(φ1)D(u1),∇u)

−
∫ t

0
(η(φ2)D(u2),∇u) +M

∫ t

0
(φ1∇ψ1,u)−M

∫ t

0
(φ2∇ψ2,u) =

1

2
‖u(0)‖2.

Next, we rewrite each of the integrals appearing above into a form which will allow
us to carry out effective estimates. Using the trilinearity of the form b0, we have that
b0(u1,u1,u) − b0(u2,u2,u) = b0(u,u1,u). Additionally, we note that by adding and
subtracting the quantity η(φ1)D(u2(t)), the following equality holds

(η(φ1)D(u1(t)),∇u(t)) − (η(φ2)D(u2(t)),∇u(t))

= (η(φ1)D(u(t)),D(u(t))) + ((η(φ1)− η(φ2))D(u2(t)),∇u(t)),

which will be useful for the subsequent analysis. Observe now that the Korteweg force
term φ∇ψ can be re-expressed as follows

φ∇ψ = ∇(φψ) − ψ∇φ = ∇(φψ) − (f(φ) + 2∆φ+∆2φ)∇φ
= ∇(φψ) −∇F (φ)− 2∆φ∇φ−∆2φ∇φ.

In component notation, we have

(∆2φ∇φ)i = div(∇∆φ)∂iφ = ∂j(∂j∆φ)∂iφ = ∂j(∂j∆φ∂iφ)− ∂j∆φ ∂i∂jφ,

so that ∆2φ∇φ = div(∇φ⊗∇∆φ)− (∇∆φ ·∇)∇φ, where Rd×d ∋ (v⊗w)ij := viwj , for

v,w ∈ R
d. Thus, we get

(φ1∇ψ1,u) =

∫

Q
(∇(φ1ψ1)−∇F (φ))u

− 2

∫

Q
∆φ1∇φ1 · u−

∫

Q
∆2φ1∇φ1 · u.

It follows from integration by parts and the divergence free condition imposed on u that
the first integral on the right hand-side of the above equality is zero. Using our previous
observations and integration by parts, we also have

∫

Q
∆2φ1∇φ1 · u = −

∫

Q
(∇φ1 ⊗∇∆φ1) : ∇u− b0(∇∆φ1,∇φ1,u),

∫

Q
∆φ1∇φ1 · u = −

∫

Q
(∇∆φ1 · u)φ1,

and similarly for φ2. Therefore, we find that

(φ1∇ψ1,u)− (φ2∇ψ2,u) = −
∫

Q
∇φ2 ⊗∇∆φ2 : ∇u+

∫

Q
∇φ1 ⊗∇∆φ1 : ∇u

+ b0(∇∆φ2,∇φ2,u)− b0(∇∆φ1,∇φ1,u)− 2

∫

Q
(∇∆φ2 · u)φ2 + 2

∫

Q
(∇∆φ1 · u)φ1.
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Exploiting linearity we can rewrite this equality as

(φ1∇ψ1,u)− (φ2∇ψ2,u) = −
∫

Q
∇φ2 ⊗∇∆φ : ∇u−

∫

Q
∇φ⊗∇∆φ1 : ∇u

− b0(∇∆φ,∇φ2,u)− b0(∇∆φ1,∇φ,u)−
∫

Q
(∇∆φ · u)φ2 −

∫

Q
(∇∆φ1 · u)φ.

Thus, we obtain the identity

1

2
‖u(t)‖2 +

∫ t

0
η(φ1)‖Du‖2 =

1

2
‖u(0)‖2 +

∫ t

0
b0(u,u1,u)

+

∫ t

0
(η(φ1)− η(φ2))D(u2(t)),∇u(t)) +M

∫ t

0
(∇φ2 ⊗∇∆φ,∇u)

+M

∫ t

0
(∇φ⊗∇∆φ1,∇u) +M

∫ t

0
b0(∇∆φ,∇φ2,u) +M

∫ t

0
b0(∇∆φ1,∇φ,u)

+M

∫ t

0
(∇∆φ · u, φ2) +M

∫ t

0
(∇∆φ1 · u, φ) =

1

2
‖u(0)‖2 +

8
∑

j=1

Ij .

This implies that

1

2
‖u(t)‖2 + η0√

2

∫ t

0
‖∇u‖2 ≤ 1

2
‖u(0)‖2 +

8
∑

j=1

Ij, (3.43)

where we have used Korn’s inequality ‖∇u‖ ≤
√
2‖∆u‖ for u ∈ V and the assumption

on the viscosity term 0 < η0 < η(s) for each s ∈ R. We now proceed to estimate
I1, . . . , I8. In what follows we will repeatedly denote by c a positive constant possibly
dependent on ηi,mi,M0,M for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, while ǫ, ǫ′ will be used to denote positive
constants which arise from Young’s inequality and can be chosen as small as required.
We will also denote by R a time-dependent function R ∈ C([0, T ]) which may also

depend on ηi,mi,M0,M for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Let us also observe that since φ = φ1(t) −
φ2(t) = φ0 − φ0 = 0, we have that

‖φ‖H2 ≤ c‖∆φ‖, ‖φ‖H3 ≤ c‖∇∆φ‖, ‖φ‖H4 ≤ c‖∆2φ‖, ‖φ‖H1 ≤ c‖∇φ‖.
We can now start estimating the terms Ij, j = 1, . . . , 8.

• I1 • Using the Hölder, the Ladyzhenskaya, and the Young inequalities, we have

I1 ≤
∫ t

0
‖u‖2L4(Q)‖∇u1‖ ≤ c

4ǫ

∫ t

0
‖u‖2‖∇u1‖2 + ǫ

∫ t

0
‖u‖2H1(Q).

Poincaré’s inequality implies that ‖u‖2H1(Q) ≤ C‖∇u‖2. Thus,

I1 ≤ cǫ

∫ t

0
‖∇u‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖u‖2‖∇u1‖2.

• I2 • By applying Hölder’s inequality, we find

I2 ≤
∫ t

0
‖η(φ1)− η(φ2)‖L∞(Q)‖Du2‖‖∇u‖.
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On the other hand, we have

‖η(φ1)− η(φ2)‖L∞(Q) =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ 1

0
η′(sφ1 + (1− s)φ2)φ(t) ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

L∞(Q)

≤ C‖φ‖L∞(Q).

Then, additionally, using the Brézis-Gallouet and the Young inequalities, we get

I2 ≤ ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∇u‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖2 ln

(

c

‖∇φ‖2
)

‖Du2‖2.

• I3 • Applying the Hölder and the Young inequalities yields

I3 =M

∫ t

0
(∇φ2 ⊗∇∆φ,∇u) ≤ ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∇u‖2 + 1

4ǫM2

∫ t

0
‖∇φ2‖2L∞(Q)‖∇∆φ‖2. (3.44)

Firstly, we observe that, integration by parts, we have

‖∇∆φ‖2 = (∇∆φ,∇∆φ) = −(∆φ,∆2φ) ≤ ‖∆φ‖‖∆2φ‖. (3.45)

Therefore, using (3.45),

‖∇φ2‖2L∞(Q)‖∇∆φ‖2 ≤ ‖∇φ2‖2L∞‖∆φ‖‖∆2φ‖ ≤ ǫ′‖∆2φ‖2 + 1

4ǫ′
‖∇φ2‖4L∞‖∆φ‖2.

(3.46)
Also, using integration by parts once more, we get

‖∆φ‖2 = (∆φ,∆φ) = −(∇φ,∇∆φ) ≤ ‖∇φ‖‖∇∆φ‖ ≤ ‖∇φ‖‖∆φ‖ 1

2 ‖∆2φ‖ 1

2 ,

which implies, by interpolation,

‖∆φ‖2 ≤ ‖∇φ‖ 4

3‖∆2φ‖ 2

3 . (3.47)

In light of this estimate, from (3.46) we deduce the following

‖∇φ2‖2L∞‖∇∆φ‖2 ≤ ǫ′‖∆2φ‖2 + 1

4ǫ′
‖∇φ2‖4L∞‖∇φ‖ 4

3 ‖∆2φ‖ 2

3

Applying Young’s inequality with p = 3/2, q = 3 yields

‖∇φ2‖2L∞‖∇∆φ‖2 ≤ 2ǫ′‖∆2φ‖2 + C‖∇φ2‖6L∞‖∇φ‖2 (3.48)

Combining (3.44) with (3.48) and taking ǫ = η0
2
√
2
, gives

I3 ≤
η0

2
√
2

∫ t

0
‖∇u‖2 + ǫ

√
2

η0

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ2‖6L∞(Q)‖∇φ‖2.

Note that, from (3.47), we deduce the following two facts which will be useful for
later estimates

‖∆φ‖2 ≤ ‖∇φ‖2 + ‖∆2φ‖2, (3.49)

‖∇∆φ‖2 ≤ 2ǫ′‖∆2φ‖2 + C‖∇φ‖2. (3.50)

• I4 • We proceed in a similar fashion as for I3. Using Hölder, Ladyzhenskaya and
Young’s inequalities, we find

I4 =M

∫ t

0
(∇φ⊗∇∆φ1,∇u) ≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇∆φ1‖L4(Q)‖∇φ‖L4(Q)‖∇u‖
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≤ ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∇u‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∇∆φ1‖2L4(Q)‖∆φ‖2.

We now need to estimate ‖∆φ‖2. Recalling the estimate ‖∆φ‖2 ≤ ‖∇φ‖‖∇∆φ‖, using
Young’s inequality and (3.50), we get

‖∇∆φ1‖2L4(Q)‖∆φ‖2 ≤ 2ǫ′‖∆2φ‖2 +C‖∇∆φ1‖4L4(Q)‖∇φ‖2.
Thus we arrive at

I4 ≤ ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∇u‖2 + cǫ′

∫ T

0
‖∆2φ‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∇∆φ1‖4L4(Q)‖∇φ‖2.

• I5 • Since φ2 ∈ L2(0, T ;H4
N (Q)), using Hölder’s inequality, we obtain

I5 =M

∫ t

0
b(∇∆φ,∇φ2,u) ≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇∆φ‖L4(Q)‖∇2φ2‖‖u‖L4(Q)

≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇∆φ‖L4(Q)‖u‖L4(Q).

Furthermore, note that there exists c > 0 such that ‖∇∆φ‖H1(Q) ≤ ‖φ‖H4(Q) ≤ c‖∆2φ‖.
This is a consequence of the fact that φ = 0 and the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality.
Thus, by Young’s inequality,

I5 ≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇∆φ‖ 1

2 ‖∆2φ‖ 1

2‖u‖ 1

2 ‖∇u‖ 1

2 ≤ ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∇u‖2 + 1

4ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∇∆φ‖‖∆2φ‖,

where we have used the regular Poincaré inequality to deduce ‖u‖‖∇u‖ ≤ ‖∇u‖2.
Using Young’s inequality and (3.50) yields

I5 ≤ ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∇u‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖2.

• I6 • Proceeding in a similar way as for I5, Hölder’s inequality gives

I6 ≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇∆φ1‖L4(Q)‖∇φ‖H1(Q)‖u‖L4(Q) ≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇∆φ1‖L4(Q)‖∆φ‖‖u‖

1

2 ‖u‖
1

2

H1(Q)
,

where we have used ‖∇φ‖H1(Q) ≤ ‖φ‖H2(Q) ≤ C‖∆φ‖. Next, recalling (3.47) and using
Poincaré’s inequality and Young’s inequality with p = 4, q = 4/3, we get

I6 ≤
ǫ4

4

∫ t

0
‖∇u‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∇∆φ1‖

4

3

L4(Q)
‖∇φ‖ 8

9‖∆2φ‖ 4

9 ‖u‖ 2

3 .

Applying Young’s inequality two more times (first with p = 9/2, q = 9/7 then with
p = 7/4, q = 7/3), yields

I6 ≤
ǫ4

4

∫ t

0
‖∇u‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∇∆φ1‖

12

7

L4(‖∇φ‖2 + ‖u‖2).

• I7 • Using the fact that φ2 ∈ L∞(0, T ;H2(Q)) →֒ L∞(0, T ;L∞(Q)) as well as the
Hölder and Young inequalities, we get

I7 =

∫ t

0
(∇∆φ · u, φ2) ≤ ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖u‖2.
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• I8 • An application of Hölder and Young’s inequalities entails that

I8 ≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇∆φ1‖L4(Q)‖u‖‖φ‖L4(Q) ≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇∆φ1‖2L4‖u‖2 + ǫ

∫ t

0
‖φ‖2L4(Q).

The Ladyzhenskaya and Poincaré-Wirtinger inequalities imply that

‖φ‖2L4(Q) ≤ ‖φ‖‖φ‖H1(Q) ≤ ‖φ‖2H1(Q) = ‖φ‖2 + ‖∇φ‖2 ≤ C‖∇φ‖2. (3.51)

Using (3.51), we infer

I8 ≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇∆φ1‖2L4‖u‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖2.

Collecting the above estimates and choosing ǫ appropriately, we have

1

2
‖u(t)‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∇u‖2 ≤ 1

2
‖u(0)‖2 + ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2

+ c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖2

(

c ln

(

c

‖∇φ‖2
)

‖Du2‖2 + ‖∇∆φ1‖4L4(Q) + ‖∇∆φ1‖
12

7

L4(Q)

)

+ c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖2

(

1 + ‖∇φ2‖6L∞(Q)

)

+ c

∫ t

0
‖u‖2

{

‖∇u1‖2 + ‖∇∆φ1‖
12

7

L4(Q)
+ ‖∇∆φ1‖2L4(Q)

}

,

On account of the regularity of (ui, φi), i = 1, 2, the above estimate becomes

1

2
‖u(t)‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∇u‖2 ≤ 1

2
‖u(0)‖2 + ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2

+

∫ t

0
R(s)‖∇φ‖2

(

ln

(

c

‖∇φ‖2
)

+ 1

)

+

∫ t

0
R(s)‖u‖2,

(3.52)

where ǫ > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small.

3.6. The PFC energy identity. Next, we turn our attention to the second equation
in the weak formulation. We have for i = 1, 2 that

(φ′i, ρ) + (ui∇φi, ρ) + (m(φi)∇ψi,∇ρ) = 0, ∀ ρ ∈ Φ1. (3.53)

Subtracting (3.53) with i = 2 from (3.53) with i = 1, we find that

(φ′, ρ) + (u1∇φ1, ρ)− (u2∇φ2, ρ) + (m(φ1)∇ψ1,∇ρ)− (m(φ2)∇ψ2,∇ρ) = 0.

Thus, taking ρ = ∆φ as a test function and integrating in time, we obtain

1

2
‖∇φ(t)‖2 −

∫ t

0
((u · ∇φ1),∆φ)−

∫ t

0
((u2 · ∇φ),∆φ)

+

∫ t

0
(m(φ1)∇ψ,∇∆φ) +

∫ t

0
((m(φ1)−m(φ2))∇ψ2,∇∆φ) =

1

2
‖∇φ(0)‖2, (3.54)



ANALYSIS OF A NAVIER-STOKES PHASE-FIELD CRYSTAL SYSTEM 19

where we have set ψ = ψ1 − ψ2. We can simplify the term involving ψ. Indeed,
integrating by parts, we get

(m(φ1)∇ψ,∇∆φ) = −(m′(φ1)(∇ · φ1)ψ,∇∆φ)− (m(φ1)ψ,∆
2φ).

Observe now that

(m(φ1)ψ,∆
2φ) = (m(φ1)(f(φ1)− f(φ2)),∆

2φ)

+ (2m(φ1)∆φ,∆
2φ) + (m(φ1)∆

2φ,∆2φ).

Thus, (3.54) becomes

1

2
‖∇φ(t)‖2 +

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2 = 1

2
‖∇φ(0)‖2 +

∫ t

0
(u · ∇φ1,∆φ) +

∫ t

0
(u2 · ∇φ,∆φ)

+

∫ t

0
(m(φ1)(f(φ1)− f(φ2)),∆

2φ) + 2

∫ t

0
(m(φ1)∆φ,∆

2φ)

+

∫ t

0
(m(φ1)∆

2φ,∆2φ)−
∫ t

0
(m′(φ1)ψ(∇ · φ1),∇∆φ)

−
∫ t

0
((m(φ1)−m(φ2))∇ψ2,∇∆φ),

which can be written as

1

2
‖∇φ(t)‖2 +

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2 =

1

2
‖∇φ(0)‖2 +

15
∑

j=9

Ij, for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.55)

We now estimate Ij for j = 9, . . . , 15.

• I9 • Recalling (3.49) and using the Hölder and the Young inequalities, we get

I9 =

∫ t

0
(u · ∇φ1,∆φ)dt ≤

∫ t

0
‖∇φ1‖L∞(Q)‖u‖‖∆φ‖

≤ c

∫ t

0
‖u‖2‖∇φ1‖2L∞(Q) + c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖2 + ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2.

• I10 • Integrating by parts and using Hölder’s inequality, we have

I10 =

∫ t

0
(u2 · ∇φ,∆φ) = −

∫ t

0
(φu2,∇∆φ) ≤

∫ t

0
‖u2‖L3(Q)‖φ‖L6(Q)‖∇∆φ‖

≤ c

∫ t

0
‖u2‖2L3(Q)‖φ‖2H1(Q) +

∫ t

0
‖∇∆φ‖2,

where we also used a Sobolev embedding and Young’s inequality. Next, using (3.50)
and recalling Poincaré-Wirtinger’s inequality, we obtain

I10 ≤ c

∫ t

0
‖u2‖2L3(Q)‖∇φ‖2 +

∫ t

0

(

ǫ‖∆2φ‖2 + c‖∇φ‖2
)

≤
∫ t

0
(c+ ‖u2‖2L3(Q))‖∇φ‖2 + ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2.
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• I11 • Recalling that φi ∈ L∞(0, T ;L∞(Q)), i = 1, 2, and using the Hölder and the
Young inequalities, we have

|((f(φ1)− f(φ2),∆
2φ)| ≤ c(|φ|, |∆2φ|)

≤ c‖φ‖‖∆2φ‖ ≤ ǫ‖∆2φ‖2 + c‖∇φ‖2.
Therefore,

I11 =

∫ t

0
m(φ1)((f(φ1)− f(φ2)),∆

2φ) ≤ ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖2.

• I12 • Using Young’s inequality and the estimate ‖∆φ‖2 ≤ ‖∇φ‖‖∇∆φ‖ as well as
‖φ‖H4(Q) ≤ c‖∆2φ‖, it holds

I12 ≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∆φ‖‖∆2φ‖ ≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖‖∇∆φ‖ + ǫ

2

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2

≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖‖φ‖H4(Q) +

ǫ

2

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2 ≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖2 + ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2.

• I13 • A simple application of (3.50) and assumption (A1) yields

I13 ≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇∆φ‖2 ≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖2 + 4ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2.

• I14 • Using assumption (A1), Hölder’s inequality, the estimate ‖ψ‖ ≤ c‖∆2φ‖ and
(3.50), one obtains

I14 =

∫ t

0
(m′(φ1)ψ(∇ · φ1),∇∆φ) ≤ c

∫ t

0
‖ψ‖‖∇φ1‖L∞(Q)‖∇∆φ‖

≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖‖∇∆φ‖ ≤ ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖2.

• I15 • Using the Lipschitz continuity of m and φi, we have m(φ1)−m(φ2) ≤ c|φ1−φ2|.
Additionally, recalling that ‖φ‖L4(Q) ≤ c‖∇φ‖, ‖∇∆φ‖ ≤ c‖∆2φ‖ and using Young’s
inequality, we have

∫ t

0
((m(φ1)−m(φ2))∇ψ2,∇∆φ) ≤ c

∫ t

0
‖φ‖L4(Q)‖∇ψ2‖‖∇∆φ‖L4(Q)

≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖‖∇ψ2‖‖∆2φ‖ ≤ ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖+ c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖2‖∇ψ2‖2.

3.7. Completing the proof of uniqueness. Collecting the estimates of I9, . . . , I15,
we find

1

2
‖∇φ(t)‖2 +

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2 ≤ 1

2
‖∇φ(0)‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖2(1 + ‖∇ψ2‖2 + ‖u2‖2L3(Q))

+ ǫ

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖u‖2‖∇φ1‖2L∞(Q).
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Choosing ǫ, ǫ′ appropriately and using the regularity of (ui, φi) gives us

1

2
‖∇φ(t)‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2 ds

≤ 1

2
‖∇φ(0)‖2 +

∫ t

0
R(s)‖∇φ‖2 ds+

∫ t

0
R(s)‖u‖2 ds.

(3.56)

Adding (3.52) to (3.56) gives us

1

2
‖u(t)‖2 + 1

2
‖∇φ(t)‖2 + c

∫ t

0
‖∇u(s)‖2ds+ c

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ‖2ds

≤ 1

2
‖u(0)‖2 + 1

2
‖∇φ(0)‖2 +

∫ t

0
R(s)‖∇φ‖2

(

c ln

(

c

‖∇φ‖2
)

+ ‖∇ψ2‖2
)

ds

+

∫ t

0
R(s)‖u(s)‖2 ds.

(3.57)

Observe that

1 ≤ ln

(

e
‖φ‖H2

‖∇φ‖

)

≤ ln

(

κ

‖∇φ‖

)

where κ > 0 is independent of time. Therefore, we can say that
∫ t

0
R(s)‖∇φ‖2

(

c ln

(

κ

‖∇φ‖2
)

+ ‖∇ψ2‖2
)

ds

≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖2 ln

(

κ

‖∇φ‖2
)

(R(s) +R(s)‖∇ψ2‖2)ds.

Recall that R represents a continuous function of time and so G := R + R‖∇ψ2‖2 in
particular belongs to L1(0, T ), since ψ2 ∈ L2(0, T ; Φ1). Noting that ‖u(0)‖ = 0 =
‖∇φ(0)‖, we obtain

1

2
‖u(t)‖2 + 1

2
‖∇φ(t)‖2 + a1

∫ t

0
‖∇u(s)‖2 ds+ a2

∫ t

0
‖∆2φ(s)‖2 ds

≤ c

∫ t

0
‖∇φ‖2 ln

(

κ

‖∇φ‖2
)

G(s) ds+

∫ t

0
‖u(t)‖2G(s) ds.

Additionally defining F (t) := 1
2‖u(t)‖2 + 1

2‖∇φ(t)‖2, the above inequality implies that

F (t) ≤ c

∫ t

0

(

‖∇φ‖2 ln
(

κ

‖∇φ‖2
)

+ ‖u(s)‖2
)

G(s) ds.

Notice that x ln(κx ) is an increasing function for x < κ
e , so there exists C > 0 independent

of t such that

‖∇φ‖2 ln
(

κ

‖∇φ‖2
)

≤ F (t) ln

(

C

F (t)

)

,

almost everywhere in [0, T ]. Thus, we get

F (t) ≤ c

∫ t

0
F (s) ln

(

C

F (s)

)

G(s) ds.
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Defining W (s) := s ln
(

C
s

)

for s ≥ 0, the above inequality can be expressed as

F (t) ≤ c

∫ t

0
W (F (s))G(s) ds. (3.58)

Thus, taking C sufficiently large, we can apply Osgood’s lemma (see, for instance, [9,
Appendix B]) and deduce that F (t) = 0 for almost every t ∈ [0, T ]. This implies
that ‖u(t)‖ = ‖∇φ(t)‖ = 0 for almost any t ∈ [0, T ], from which we conclude that
(u1, φ1, ψ1) = (u2, φ2, ψ2) almost everywhere in Q× [0, T ], as required.

Finally, observe that the energy identity (2.15) can be recovered through a standard
argument, that is, by taking v = u, ρ = φ as test functions in (2.7), (2.8), respectively
(see, for instance, [2, Chapt.V, Proof of Prop.V.1.7] for details). The energy identity
also implies that, for any δ ∈ (0, T ) we can find τ ∈ (0, δ) such that u(τ) ∈ V and
φ(τ) ∈ Φ3. Thus, on account of Theorem 2.5, the solution becomes strong from τ on.

Remark 3.1. From (3.58) it is also possible to recover a continuous dependence esti-
mate (see [9, Proof of Theorem 3.3]).

4. Proof of Theorem 2.5

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.5. In Subsection 4.1, we obtain
stronger a priori estimates on the weak solutions. This improved regularity together
with the hypothesis on the initial data allows us to deduce the existence of strong
solutions. In Subsection 4.2, we prove that the strong solution depends continuously on
the initial data.

4.1. A priori estimates. Here, we consider once more the finite dimensional approx-
imation (3.1)-(3.3). Exploiting the smoothness of the eigenfunctions, we first establish
higher order estimate for the solutions.

• Step 1: Take w = −∆un in equation (3.1) and integrate by parts. By observing
that ∇ · (−∆un) = 0, we have

1

2

d

dt
‖∇un‖2H +

∫

Q
η′(φn)(∇φn ·Dun) ·∆un +

∫

Q
η(φn)|∆un|2

−
∫

Q
(un · ∇un) ·∆un +M

∫

Q
ψn∇φn ·∆un = 0,

from which, by using Assumption (A1) and the Hölder inequality, we get

1

2

d

dt
‖∇un‖2H + η0‖∆un‖2H

6 η2‖∇φn ·Dun‖H‖∆un‖H + ‖un · ∇un‖H‖∆un‖H +M‖ψn∇φn‖H‖∆un‖H. (4.1)

We consider each term on the right-hand side of inequality (4.1) separately. By using the
Young, the Hölder, and the Ladyzhenskaya inequalities, the first term can be estimated
as follows

η2‖∇φn ·Dun‖H‖∆un‖H 6 c‖∇φn‖H‖∇φn‖V‖Dun‖H‖Dun‖V +
η0
2
‖∆un‖2H,
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from which, by using again the Young inequality and the Korn inequality, we get

η2‖∇φn ·Dun‖H‖∆un‖H 6 c‖φn‖4Φ2
‖∇un‖2H +

η0
8
‖∇un‖2H +

3

4
η0‖∆un‖2H. (4.2)

Similarly, by using the Young, the Hölder, and the Ladyzhenskaya inequalities for the
second term, we get

‖un · ∇un‖H‖∆un‖H 6 c‖un‖H‖un‖V‖∇un‖H‖∇un‖V +
η0
8
‖∆un‖2H,

which, by means of the Young inequality, entails

‖un · ∇un‖H‖∆un‖H 6 c‖un‖2H‖un‖2V‖∇un‖2H +
η0
16

‖∇un‖2H +
3

16
η0‖∆un‖2H. (4.3)

Eventually, by using the Young inequality to the third term, we get

M‖ψn∇φn‖H‖∆un‖H 6 c‖ψn∇φn‖2H +
η0
32

‖∆un‖2H. (4.4)

We use (4.2)-(4.4) in (4.1) and we integrate over (0, t) for t ∈ (0, Tn), with Tn < T , to
get

1

2
‖∇un(t)‖2H +

η0
32

∫ t

0
‖∆un‖2H

6 c

∫ t

0
‖φn‖2Φ2

‖∇un‖2H + c

∫ t

0
‖un‖2H‖un‖2V‖∇un‖2H +

3

16
η0

∫ t

0
‖∇un‖2H

+ c

∫ t

0
‖ψn∇φn‖2H +

1

2
‖∇un(0)‖2H. (4.5)

We now estimate the right-hand side of (4.5). By first observing that ‖∇un(0)‖2H 6 c
and by then using the estimates of Subsection 3.2, we readily get the following bound

1

2
‖∇un(t)‖2H +

η0
32

∫ t

0
‖∆un‖2H 6 c

(

1 +

∫ t

0
‖un‖2V‖∇un‖2H

)

. (4.6)

As un is a solution to problem (3.1)-(3.3), the map s 7→ ‖un(s)‖2H1(Q) ∈ C1([0, T ]) for

each n. Thus, by applying the Gronwall lemma in (4.6), we obtain

‖un‖L∞(0,T ;V) 6 c, (4.7)

which, on account of (4.6), implies

‖un‖L2(0,T ;H2(Q)) 6 c. (4.8)

At this stage, we bound the remaining terms in equation (3.1). In particular, the
inertia term can be handled by using (4.7) and (4.8) as follows

‖un · ∇un‖2L2(0,T ;H) 6 ‖un‖2L∞(0,T ;H)‖∇un‖2L2(0,T ;L∞(Q)) 6 c. (4.9)

Moreover, from the estimates (3.23), (4.7), (4.8), and Assumption (A1), we deduce

‖∇ · (η(φn)Dun)‖L2(0,T ;H)

6 c‖η′‖L∞((0,T )×Q)‖∇φn‖L2(0,T ;L∞(Q))‖Dun‖L∞(0,T ;H) + c‖∆un‖2L2(0,T ;H) 6 c. (4.10)
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Eventually, by comparison in equation (3.1), thanks to the estimates (3.11), (4.9), and
(4.10), we obtain

‖u′
n‖L2(0,T ;H) 6 c, (4.11)

where we also used ‖PVn‖L(Vn,Vn) ≤ 1.

• Step 2: We consider ρ = −∆ψn in equation (3.2). By integrating by parts and by
exploiting equation (3.3), we get

∫

Q
∇φ′n · ∇(∆2φn + 2∆φn + PΦn

2
f(φn)) +

∫

Q
m(φn)∆ψn∆ψn

−
∫

Q
(un · ∇φn)∆ψn +

∫

Q
m′(φn)(∇φn · ∇ψn)∆ψn = 0,

from which, by using Assumption (A1) and the Hölder and the Young inequalities, we
obtain

∫

Q
∇φ′n · ∇(∆2φn + 2∆φn + PΦn

2
f(φn)) +

m0

4
‖∆ψn‖2L2(Q)

6
1

2m0
‖un · ∇φn‖2L2(Q) +

m2
2

m0
‖∇φn · ∇ψn‖2L2(Q).

By integrating by parts the first and the third term on the left-hand side and by ob-
serving that PΦn

2
φ′n = φ′n as φ′n ∈ Φn

2 , we get

d

dt

(

1

2
‖∇∆φn‖2L2(Q) − ‖∆φn‖2L2(Q)

)

+
m0

4
‖∆ψn‖2L2(Q)

≤ 1

2m0
‖un · ∇φn‖2L2(Q) +

m2
2

m0
‖∇φn · ∇ψn‖2L2(Q) +

∫

Q
φ′n∆f(φn). (4.12)

We consider now each term on the right-hand side of inequality (4.12) separately. By
using the Hölder and the Ladyzhenskaya inequalities, the first term can be estimated
as follows

‖un · ∇φn‖2L2(Q) 6 c‖un‖H‖un‖V‖φn‖Φ1
‖φn‖Φ2

. (4.13)

For the second term, by using Hölder, Ladyzhenskaya, and Young inequalities, we readily
obtain

m2
2

m0
‖∇φn · ∇ψn‖2L2(Q) 6 c‖∇φn‖2L2(Q)‖∇φn‖2Φ1

‖∇ψn‖2L2(Q)

+ c‖∇ψn‖2L2(Q) +
m0

8
‖∆ψn‖2L2(Q). (4.14)

The third term can be treated as follows
∫

Q
φ′n∆f(φn) ≤

1

2
‖φ′n‖2Φ′

1
+

1

2
‖∆f(φn)‖2Φ1

. (4.15)

We use (4.13)-(4.15) in (4.12) and we integrate on (0, t) for t ∈ (0, Tn), with Tn < T , to
get

1

2
‖∇∆φn(t)‖2L2(Q) +

m0

8

∫ t

0
‖∆ψn‖2L2(Q)
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6
1

2
‖∇∆φn(0)‖2L2(Q) + ‖∆φn(t)‖2L2(Q) +

1

2

∫ t

0

(

‖φ′n‖2Φ′
1
+ ‖∆f(φn)‖2Φ1

)

+ c

∫ t

0
‖ψn‖2Φ1

+ c

∫ t

0
‖un‖H‖un‖V‖φn‖Φ1

‖φn‖Φ2
+ c

∫ t

0
‖φn‖2Φ1

‖φn‖2Φ2
‖ψn‖2Φ1

. (4.16)

We now estimate the right-hand side of (4.16). First, we observe that ‖∇∆φn(0)‖L2(Q) 6

‖φn(0)‖Φ3
. Thus, thanks to the assumptions on the initial data φ0 and to the fact that

‖PΦn
2
‖L(Φn

2
,Φn

2
) ≤ 1, we have

‖∇∆φn(0)‖2L2(Q) 6 c. (4.17)

From (3.8) we readily obtain

‖∆φn(t)‖2L2(Q) ≤ κ(t), κ ∈ L∞(0, T ). (4.18)

Estimates (3.18) and (3.23) imply the uniform bound

1

2

∫ t

0
‖φ′n‖2Φ′

1
+

1

2

∫ t

0
‖∆f(φn)‖2Φ1

≤ c. (4.19)

Furthermore, due to the estimates (3.8), (3.9), and (4.7) we get
∫ t

0
‖ψn‖2Φ1

+

∫ t

0
‖un‖H‖un‖V‖φn‖Φ1

‖φn‖Φ2
+

∫ t

0
‖φn‖2Φ1

‖φn‖2Φ2
‖ψn‖2Φ1

6 c. (4.20)

Putting the estimates (4.17)-(4.20) in (4.16), we find

1

2
‖∇∆φn(t)‖2L2(Q) +

m0

8

∫ t

0
‖∆ψn‖2L2(Q) 6 c+ κ(t),

from which it is straightforward to deduce

‖∇∆φn‖L∞(0,T ;L2(Q)) + ‖∆ψn‖L2(0,T ;L2(Q)) 6 c,

which, combined with the estimates (3.8) and (3.9), implies

‖φn‖L∞(0,T ;Φ3) + ‖ψn‖L2(0,T ;Φ2) 6 c. (4.21)

Concerning the equation (3.2), we first observe that, by using the estimates (4.7), (4.21),
and Assumption (A1), we readily obtain the following bound

‖un∇φn‖L∞((0,T )×Q) + ‖∇ · (m(φn)∇ψn)‖L2((0,T )×Q) 6 c. (4.22)

Then, by comparison in equation (3.2), using the estimate (4.22) and ‖PΦn
2
‖L(Φn

2
,Φn

2
) ≤ 1,

we get

‖φ′n‖L2(0,T ;L2(Q)) 6 c. (4.23)

• Step 3 As ψn is uniformly bounded in L2(0, T ; Φ2) (see (4.21)), by comparison in
equation (3.3), we readily obtain

‖φn‖L2(0,T ;Φ6) 6 c. (4.24)

Here, we also used the estimate (3.21) together with ‖PΦn
2
‖L(Φn

2
,Φn

2
) ≤ 1 and (3.23).
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Hence, from (4.7), (4.8), (4.11), (4.21), (4.23), and (4.24), we extract not relabeled
converging subsequences. In particular, in addition to the convergences obtained in the
previous section, we have

un
∗
⇀ u in L∞(0, T ;V),

un ⇀ u in L2(0, T ;H2(Q)),

u′
n ⇀ u′ in L2(0, T ;H),

φn
∗
⇀ φ in L∞(0, T ; Φ3),

φn ⇀ φ in L2(0, T ; Φ6),

φ′n ⇀ φ′ in L2(0, T ;L2(Q)),

ψn ⇀ ψ in L2(0, T ; Φ2).

Moreover, by applying the Lions-Magenes theorem (see, e.g., [2, Chapt.II]), we find that
u ∈ C0([0, T ];V) and φ ∈ C0([0, T ];H3

p (Q)), which conclude the proof of the existence
of strong solutions of the problem (1.1)-(1.6).

4.2. Continuous dependence estimate. To prove (2.16), let us consider two strong
solutions to problem (1.1)-(1.6), say, (u1, φ1) and (u2, φ2) originating from the initial
data (u1,0, φ1,0) and (u2,0, φ2,0), respectively. We set u = u1 − u2, φ = φ1 − φ2, and
ψ = ψ1 − ψ2 and we deduce from (2.7) and (2.8) that, for any v ∈ V and ρ ∈ Φ1, the
following equations are satisfied

∫

Q
u′ · v +

∫

Q
η(φ1)Du1 · ∇v −

∫

Q
η(φ2)Du2 · ∇v +

∫

Q
(u1 · ∇u1) · v

−
∫

Q
(u2 · ∇u2) · v +M

∫

Q
φ1∇ψ1 · v −M

∫

Q
φ2∇ψ2 · v = 0, (4.25)

and
∫

Q
φ′ρ+

∫

Q
u1 · ∇φ1 ρ−

∫

Q
u2 · ∇φ2 ρ+

∫

Q
m(φ1)∇ψ1 · ∇ρ

−
∫

Q
m(φ2)∇ψ2 · ∇ρ = 0. (4.26)

In particular, due to the regularity of the strong solutions, by choosing v = u in (4.25),
we get

∫

Q
u′ · u+

∫

Q
η(φ1)Du1 · ∇u−

∫

Q
η(φ2)Du2 · ∇u+

∫

Q
(u1 · ∇u1) · u

−
∫

Q
(u2 · ∇u2) · u+M

∫

Q
φ1∇ψ1 · u−M

∫

Q
φ2∇ψ2 · u = 0,

from which, after minor manipulations and integration by parts, we get
∫

Q
u′ · u+

∫

Q
(η(φ1)− η(φ2))Du1 · ∇u+

∫

Q
η(φ2)|Du|2 +

∫

Q
(u · ∇u1) · u
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−M

∫

Q
ψ1∇φ1 · u+M

∫

Q
ψ2∇φ2 · u = 0. (4.27)

Moreover, the last two terms can be rewritten by making the terms ψ1 and ψ2 explicit
according to equation (2.9), by manipulating the equation, and by integration by parts,
as follows

∫

Q
ψ1∇φ1 · u−

∫

Q
ψ2∇φ2 · u

=

∫

Q
(∆2φ1 + 2∆φ1 + f(φ1))∇φ1 · u−

∫

Q
(∆2φ2 + 2∆φ2 + f(φ2)∇φ2 · u

=

∫

Q
∆2φ∇φ1 · u+

∫

Q
∆2φ2∇φ · u+ 2

∫

Q
∆φ∇φ1 · u+ 2

∫

Q
∆φ2∇φ · u.

Hence, from (4.27), we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖u‖2H +

∫

Q
(η(φ1)− η(φ2))Du1 · ∇u+

∫

Q
η(φ2)|Du|2 +

∫

Q
(u · ∇u1) · u

−M

∫

Q
∆2φ∇φ1 · u−M

∫

Q
∆2φ2∇φ · u− 2M

∫

Q
∆φ∇φ1 · u

− 2M

∫

Q
∆φ2∇φ · u = 0. (4.28)

Similarly, relying again on the regularity of the strong solutions, we choose ρ = ∆2φ
in (4.26), namely,

∫

Q
φ′∆2φ+

∫

Q
u1 · ∇φ1∆2φ−

∫

Q
u2 · ∇φ2∆2φ+

∫

Q
m(φ1)∇ψ1 · ∇∆2φ

−
∫

Q
m(φ2)∇ψ2 · ∇∆2φ = 0,

from which, after minor manipulations and integration by parts, we get

1

2

d

dt
‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) +

∫

Q
u · ∇φ1∆2φ−

∫

Q
u2 · ∇φ∆2φ+

∫

Q
m(φ1)∇ψ1 · ∇∆2φ

−
∫

Q
m(φ2)∇ψ2 · ∇∆2φ = 0. (4.29)

The last two terms in equation (4.29) can be rewritten by making the terms ψ1 and ψ2

explicit according to equation (2.9) and by manipulating the resulting equation. Thus,
from equation (4.29), we get

1

2

d

dt
‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) +

∫

Q
u · ∇φ1∆2φ−

∫

Q
u2 · ∇φ∆2φ

+

∫

Q
(m(φ1)−m(φ2))∇∆2φ1 · ∇∆2φ+

∫

Q
m(φ2)|∇∆2φ|2 + 2

∫

Q
m(φ2)∇∆φ · ∇∆2φ

+ 2

∫

Q
(m(φ1)−m(φ2))∇∆φ1 · ∇∆2φ+

∫

Q
m(φ2)f

′(φ2)∇φ · ∇∆2φ
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+

∫

Q
(m(φ1)f

′(φ1)−m(φ2)f
′(φ2))∇φ1 · ∇∆2φ = 0. (4.30)

We sum equation (4.28) divided by M with equation (4.30) and we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) +

1

2M

d

dt
‖u‖2H +

1

M

∫

Q
(η(φ1)− η(φ2))Du1 · ∇u

+
1

M

∫

Q
η(φ2)|Du|2 + 1

M

∫

Q
B0(u,u1) · u−

∫

Q
∆2φ2∇φ · u− 2

∫

Q
∆φ∇φ1 · u

− 2

∫

Q
∆φ2∇φ · u−

∫

Q
u2 · ∇φ∆2φ+

∫

Q
(m(φ1)−m(φ2))∇∆2φ1 · ∇∆2φ

+

∫

Q
m(φ2)|∇∆2φ|2 + 2

∫

Q
(m(φ1)−m(φ2))∇∆φ1 · ∇∆2φ+ 2

∫

Q
m(φ2)∇∆φ · ∇∆2φ

+

∫

Q
(m(φ1)f

′(φ1)−m(φ2)f
′(φ2))∇φ1 · ∇∆2φ+

∫

Q
m(φ2)f

′(φ2)∇φ · ∇∆2φ = 0.

Thus, by using Assumption (A1) and the Korn inequality, we obtain

1

2

d

dt

(

‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) +
1

M
‖u‖2H

)

+
η0
M

‖u‖2V +m0‖∇∆2φ‖2L2(Q)

6
1

M

∫

Q
|(η(φ1)− η(φ2))Du1 · ∇u|+ 1

M

∫

Q
|(u · ∇u1) · u|+

∫

Q
(∇φ · u)∆2φ2

+

∫

Q
(∇φ · u2)∆

2φ+ 2

∫

Q
(∇φ1 · u)∆φ+ 2

∫

Q
(∇φ · u)∆φ2

+

∫

Q
|(m(φ1)−m(φ2))∇∆2φ1 · ∇∆2φ|+ 2

∫

Q
|(m(φ1)−m(φ2))∇∆φ1 · ∇∆2φ|

+ 2

∫

Q
m(φ2)∇∆φ · ∇∆2φ+

∫

Q
|(m(φ1)f

′(φ1)−m(φ2)f
′(φ2))∇φ1 · ∇∆2φ|

+

∫

Q
|m(φ2)f

′(φ2)∇φ · ∇∆2φ|

=:

11
∑

j=1

Ij. (4.31)

We now estimate each term Ij on the right-hand side of (4.31) separately. First, we
note that, as the solutions (u1, φ1), (u2, φ2) ∈ C0([0, T ];V) × C0([0, T ];H3(Q)), there
exists R ∈ C0([0, T ]) such that

‖uj(t)‖V 6 R(t), (4.32)

‖φj(t)‖H3(Q) 6 R(t), (4.33)

for all t ∈ [0, T ] and j ∈ {1, 2}.
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A caveat on notation: in the following we use the same symbol R(·) to indicate
a time-dependent function, possibly depending on m0,M0,m2, η0, η1, η2,M , which be-
longs to C0([0, T ]). Note that R(·) may change, even within the same line. Simi-
larly, we use the same symbol c to indicate a positive constant, possibly depending on
m0,M0,m2, η0, η1, η2,M , which may change, even within the same line.

We aim to exploit the Gronwall lemma to establish a uniform bound for the solution.
To that end, we focus on the right-hand side of inequality (4.31). Classical inequalities
like Hölder, Minkowsky, Young, and Poincaré, along with Assumption (A1), the Korn
equality, Lemma 2.1, and Sobolev Embedding Theorem are employed for the manipula-
tion of the terms Ij . This manipulation serves a twofold purpose. Firstly, it yields terms
proportional to ‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) and ‖u‖2

H
, which are instrumental in applying the Gronwall

lemma. Secondly, it produces terms proportional to ‖u‖2
V
and ‖∇∆2φ‖2L2(Q). Notably,

the coefficients multiplying these latter terms are strategically chosen to ensure their
absorption into the corresponding terms on the left-hand side.

These computations and manipulations yield the following estimates

I1 6 R(t)‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) +
η0
2M

‖u‖2V, (4.34)

I2 6 R(t)‖u‖2H +
η0
4M

‖u‖2V, (4.35)

I3 6 R(t)‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) +
η0
8M

‖u‖2V, (4.36)

I4 6 R(t)‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) +
m0

2
‖∇∆2φ‖2L2(Q), (4.37)

I5 6 R(t)
(

‖u‖2H + ‖∆φ‖2L2(Q)

)

, (4.38)

I6 6 R(t)‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) + ‖u‖2H, (4.39)

I7 6 c‖∇∆2φ1‖2L2(Q) +
m0

4
‖∇∆2φ‖2L2(Q), (4.40)

I8 6 R(t)‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) +
m0

8
‖∇∆2φ‖2L2(Q), (4.41)

I9 6 c‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) +
m0

16
‖∇∆2φ‖2L2(Q), (4.42)

I10 6 R(t)‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) +
m0

32
‖∇∆2φ‖2L2(Q), (4.43)

I11 6 R(t)‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) +
m0

64
‖∇∆2φ‖2L2(Q). (4.44)

Taking estimates (4.34)-(4.44) into account, we deduce from (4.31) that

1

2

d

dt

(

‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) +
1

M
‖u‖2H

)

+
η0
8M

‖u‖2V +
m0

64
‖∇∆2φ‖2L2(Q)

6 C(t)

(

‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) + ‖u‖2H
)

, (4.45)
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where C(t) = R(t)
(

1 + ‖φ1‖2Φ5

)

is summable in (0, T ). In particular, estimate (4.45)
implies that

1

2

d

dt

(

‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) +
1

M
‖u‖2H

)

6 C(t)

(

‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) + ‖u‖2H
)

.

Observe now that ‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) + ‖u‖2
H

∈ L∞(0, T ). Then, integrating over (0, t) with

t 6 T and applying the Gronwall lemma yield

‖∆φ(t)‖2L2(Q) + ‖u(t)‖2H 6 c
(

‖∆φ(0)‖2L2(Q) + ‖u(0)‖2H
)

, (4.46)

from which, thanks to the regularity of φ and u, we conclude

‖∆φ‖2C0([0,T ];L2(Q)) + ‖u‖2C0([0,T ];H) 6 c
(

‖∆φ(0)‖2L2(Q) + ‖u(0)‖2H
)

. (4.47)

Furthermore, we use (4.46) in (4.45) to obtain

1

2

d

dt

(

‖∆φ‖2L2(Q) +
1

M
‖u‖2H

)

+
η0
8M

‖u‖2V +
m0

64
‖∇∆2φ‖2L2(Q)

6 C(t)
(

‖∆φ(0)‖2L2(Q) + ‖u(0)‖2H
)

,

thus, by integrating over (0, T ), we finally get

‖u‖2L2(0,T ;V) + ‖∇∆2φ‖2L2(0,T ;L2(Q)) 6 c

(

‖∆φ(0)‖2L2(Q) + ‖u(0)‖2H
)

. (4.48)

Eventually, adding together (4.47) and (4.48), we obtain

‖∆φ‖2C0([0,T ];L2(Q)) + ‖u‖2C0([0,T ];H) + ‖u‖2L2(0,T ;V) + ‖∇∆2φ‖2L2(0,T ;L2(Q))

6 c

(

‖φ0,1 − φ0,2‖2Φ2
+ ‖u0,1 − u0,2‖2H

)

,

which implies (2.16). The proof is finished.

Acknowledgments. This research was founded in part by the Austrian Science
Fund (FWF) grants 10.55776/P32788 and 10.55776/I5149. For open access purposes,
the authors have applied a CC BY public copyright license to any author accepted
manuscript version arising from this submission. The authors thank Andrea Giorgini
for having made the connection possible. C. Cavaterra and M. Grasselli are members
of Gruppo Nazionale per l’Analisi Matematica, la Probabilità e le loro Applicazioni
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