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conditions modeling tumor growth with chemotaxis

Harald Garcke * Kei Fong Lam *

October 23, 2018

Abstract

We consider a diffuse interface model for tumor growth consisting of a Cahn-
Hilliard equation with source terms coupled to a reaction-diffusion equation, which
models a tumor growing in the presence of a nutrient species and surrounded by
healthy tissue. The well-posedness of the system equipped with Neumann boundary
conditions was found to require regular potentials with quadratic growth. In this work,
Dirichlet boundary conditions are considered, and we establish the well-posedness of
the system for regular potentials with higher polynomial growth and also for singular
potentials. New difficulties are encountered due to the higher polynomial growth, but
for regular potentials, we retain the continuous dependence on initial and boundary
data for the chemical potential and for the order parameter in strong norms as estab-
lished in the previous work. Furthermore, we deduce the well-posedness of a variant
of the model with quasi-static nutrient by rigorously passing to the limit where the
ratio of the nutrient diffusion time-scale to the tumor doubling time-scale is small.
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1 Introduction

We consider the following system of equations describing a two component mixture of
tumor tissue and healthy (surrounding) tissue in the presence of a chemical species acting
as nutrient for the tumor,

Orp = Ap+ (Apo — X)) in Q x (0,7), (1.1a)
= g\Il'(cp) —yelAp — xo in Q x (0,7), (1.1b)
kOyo = div (D(¢)(Vo —nVe)) — Acoh(p) in Q x (0,T), (1.1c)
0=000, p=-1, U=l on I' x (0,7), (1.1d)
o(x,0) = po(x), o(z,0)=o0p(z) in Q. (1.1e)

Here, T > 0 denotes a fixed time and Q C R? denotes a bounded domain with boundary
I' := 0. The system (LI)) describes a diffuse interface model for tumor growth via a

*Fakultdt fiir Mathematik, Universitat Regensburg, 93040 Regensburg, Germany ({Harald.Garcke,
Kei-Fong.Lam}@mathematik.uni-regensburg.de).


http://arxiv.org/abs/1604.00287v2

Cahn—Hilliard equation coupled with a reaction-diffusion equation for a nutrient species,
whose concentration we denote as o. The order parameter which distinguishes the two
components is denoted by ¢, where the region {¢ = 1} corresponds to the tumor phase
and the region {¢ = —1} corresponds to the healthy tissue phase.

The function ¥’ is the derivative of a potential ¥ that has two equal minima at =1,
€ > 0 is a parameter related to the interfacial thickness, v > 0 denotes the surface tension,
Ap, Aq, and A, are non-negative constants denoting the tumor proliferation rate, tumor
apoptosis rate, and the nutrient consumption rate, respectively. The positive mobility
D(yp) corresponds to the diffusivity of the nutrient, and h(y) is an interpolation function
such that h(—1) = 0 and h(1) = 1, with the simplest example being h(p) = 1(1 + ¢).
Here, k > 0 is a constant such that, for a constant mobility D(yp) = Dy, the ratio /Dy
represents the ratio of the nutrient diffusion time-scale and the tumor doubling time-scale.
Finally, x and n are non-negative constants representing chemotaxis (movement of tumor
cells towards regions of high nutrients) and active transport (establishment of persistent
nutrient concentration gradient in the vicinity of the tumor interface), respectively. We
refer the reader to [15] for more details regarding the derivation of the model and the
modeling of the chemotaxis and active transport mechanisms.

We point out that the well-posedness of (L)) with x = 1, h(-) € C°(R) N L>®(R),
homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions for u and ¢, and Robin boundary condition
for o has been studied by the authors in [I4]. In contrast, here we consider Dirichlet
boundary conditions for the following reasons.

e In [I4], the class of admissible potential ¥ is restricted to potentials with at most
quadratic growth. Here, for the existence of weak solutions, we allow ¥ to have
arbitrary polynomial growth (see ([2II) below), and for regularity and continuous
dependence on initial data, we are restricted to the class of potentials that have
polynomial growth of order up to (but not including) 6 in dimension d = 3 (see ([2.7])

and (2.8)).

e In [14], we are unable to pass to the limit x — 0 to deduce if weak solutions of (L.1J)
converge (in some appropriate sense) to weak solutions of the following quasi-static

model
Orp = Ap+ (Ao — Xo) () in Qx (0,7), (1.2a)
= g\I"(go) —yelAp — xo in Q x (0,7), (1.2b)
0 =div(D(¢)(Vo —nVe)) — Acoh(p) in Q x (0,7T), (1.2¢)
0=0c, p=-1, p=/px onI'x (0,T), (1.2d)
o(x,0) = po(z) in Q. (1.2¢)

The well-posedness of (L[2) is proved separately from (1)) in [14]. However, with
Dirichlet boundary conditions, we prove that the quasi-static model can be realized
as the limit system from (I]) as k — 0 (see Theorem [2Z6] below).

We briefly discuss the motivation for the Dirichlet boundary conditions. For simplicity,
in taking k =y =e =X, = A = D(p) =1, A\, =0, n = x, and zero Neumann boundary
conditions in (), there is a natural energy identity of the form
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= /Qh(w)au —h(p)o(o +x(1 - ¢))dx.

The main difficulty in deriving the first useful a priori estimate from (I3]) lies in controlling
the product h(p)op on the right-hand side with the left-hand side. In the absence of any a
priori knowledge about the integrability of o, it seems natural to use the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality, which leads to the appearance of a term || MH%Q on the right-hand side. To
control this with [V, on the left-hand side with the Poincaré inequality, we have to
obtain an estimate for the square of the mean of u, which is related to the square of the
mean of W'(y), leading to a integral inequality of the form

/Q (W(p) +|Vol? + |of2) dr < C /0 (1+ [V (2, + [Vel2s + [lo]2.) dr. (1.4)

This is in contrast with the standard Cahn-Hilliard equation, where the first a priori
estimate can be derived without the need to estimate the mean of u. A scaling argument
for the polynomial growth of W (cf. [14] §7]) shows that in order to satisfy (L4 the
potential ¥ can have at most quadratic growth, which does not cover the classical quartic
potential W (s) := (s? — 1)? that commonly appears in phase field models. Therefore, our
current consideration of Dirichlet boundary condition for u seeks to elevate this restriction
on the growth of W, which bypasses the need to estimate the mean of y with the use of
the Poincaré inequality.

Furthermore, to rigorously obtain the quasi-static limit x — 0 in (IL]), we have to
control the source terms on the right-hand side of (IL3]) involving o without making use
of 4 Lkllo||3, that will appear on the left-hand side. This can be achieved again through
the use of the Poincaré inequality and Dirichlet boundary condition for o.

In Section BTl we will derive the following energy integral identity for (ILI)): Let
w =0 — 0s and X > 0 be a positive constant yet to be determined, then we have for

€ (0,77,

gl Y 1o 4 P
[ 2960+ FIvel + 25 0f] () do
+/ /]Vu!2+XD(<p)]Vw\2+)\ch(cp)\w]2dxdt
0 JQ
v e 2 K. 2
|2+ FIvel + a5 1uf] ) do
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This is obtained from testing (LIal) with p — peo + X(0 — 0s), ([L1D]) with Opp and
(CId) with X(0 — 0a). The boundary conditions ps and o appear due to the fact
that we can only test with functions that have zero trace on I' in the weak formulation
of (L)), and from the above energy identity, assumptions on the spatial gradients and
time derivatives (in order to handle the term 0;¢(fi0o + X0o0)) fOr piso and o, such as
([23) below, will be needed to derive useful a priori estimates. Similar assumptions for the
boundary values have also been used in the seminal work of Alt and Luckhaus [I].

Let us mention that, while a Dirichlet boundary condition for ¢ is reasonable from the
modeling viewpoint, which represents a source of nutrients into the domain 2, there has



been little consideration of a Dirichlet boundary condition for the chemical potential u in
the literature. To the authors’ best knowledge, the Dirichlet boundary condition p = 0
has been considered in [0, 9, 23], and this has the interpretation that the cells are allowed
to flow freely across the boundary I'. In this work, we treat a more general boundary
value o and investigate the assumptions that are sufficient for well-posedness.

It is also possible to consider more general boundary conditions ¢, for ¢, but in this
work we restrict to the case ¢, = —1 which allows for the physical interpretation that
the tumor region is enclosed by the healthy tissue. Using the Yosida approximation and
due to a priori estimates which do not depend on the Yosida parameter, we can extend
our analysis to potentials of the form

A~

Y (y) = By) + Ay), (1.5)

where 3 : R — [0,00] is a convex, proper (i.e., not identically co), lower semicontinuous
function and A : R — R is a Cb! perturbation with at most quadratic growth. It is
possible that B does not possess a classical derivative, and so ¥/ may not be well-defined.
But we can consider the subdifferential 83 as a notion of generalized derivative.

We briefly recall that the effective domain of 3 is defined as D(f) := {z € R : f(z) <
oo}, and the effective domain for a possibly multivalued mapping 7' : R — 2R is D(T') :=
{r € R: Tz # 0}. The subdifferential 9B : R — 2R of § is a potentially multivalued
mapping defined as

OB(x) :={f eR:By) — B(z) > fly — x) Vy € R} for = € R, (1.6)

with domain D(9f) = {z € R : 853(z) # 0}. Using the notation 8(x) := 85 (x), we denote
by 4°(z) the element of the set 3(z) such that

8°(a)| = inf_|f| for 2 € D(3).

The well-posedness theory of (LI will allow us to deduce the existence and uniqueness
of weak solutions to

Orp = Ap+ (Apo — Aa) () in Q x (0,7), (1.7a)
= 3(1# + N (p)) —velAp — xo in 2 x (0,7), (1.7b)
kOyo = div (D(¢)(Vo —nVe)) — Acoh(p) in Q x (0,T), (1.7¢c)
0=000, p=-1, U=l on I' x (0,7), (1.7d)
o(x,0) = po(x), o(x,0)=00(x) in Q, (1.7¢)

where 1 € B(p) = 3(p) denotes a selection, as 5(p) can be multivalued. In particular,
if we consider ¥ to be a potential of double-obstacle type

(—00,0] ify=-—1,
Bly) = {O ore sy =gy =0 itye1n, 09
oo otherwise, 0, 50) ity =1,
and
A =51 - 17, (19)



then ¢ € [-1,1] = D(B) a.e. in Q x (0,7)).

Lastly, we compare with some of the recent well-posedness results on phase field models
for tumor growth. The model studied in [8, (1.1) - (1.4)] (with @ = 0) and [10] (1.1) -
(1.4)] bears the most resemblance to (LLT),

Op = Ap+ h(p)(o — p) in Q x (0,7), (1.10a)
p="(p) — Ay in Q x (0,7), (1.10Db)
0o = Ao — h(p)(o —p) in 2 x (0,7), (1.10c)
0=V -v=Vu-v=Vo-vonl x(0,7T). (1.10d)

The source term h(p)(c — u) appearing in ([LI0a)) and (I0d) is motivated by linear
phenomenological constitutive laws for chemical reactions (see [I§] for more details), and
is different compared to our choice of source terms in (II]). The well-posedness of the
system (LI0) has been established in [8] [10] for large classes of ¥ and h.

Another class of models that describes tumor growth uses a Cahn—Hilliard—Darcy
system

divv =8 in Q x (0,7),
v=—-Vp+uVep in Q x (0,7),

O +div(pv) = Apu+ S in Q x (0,7),
p=""(p) - Ap in Q x (0,T),

0=Vy-v=Vpu-v=v-vonl x(0,T),

where v denote a mixture velocity, p denotes the pressure, and S is a mass exchange term.
The existence of strong solutions in 2D and 3D have been studied in [20] for the case S = 0.
For the case where § # 0 is prescribed, global weak solutions and unique local strong
solutions in 3D, as well as global strong well-posedness and long-time behavior in 2D can
be found in [I9]. We also mention the work of [3] which treats a related system known as
the Cahn-Hilliard—Brinkman system. For the Cahn—Hilliard—-Darcy system with nutrient
which was proposed in [I5], the global existence of weak solutions have been established
in [12], and also in [I3] for the quasi-static variant.

The plan for the rest of this paper is as follows. In Section 2] we state the assumptions
and the results for (L)), (I2) and (L7). In Section Bl we perform a Galerkin procedure to
deduce existence of weak solutions to (LI), and show further regularity and continuous
dependence on initial and boundary data. In Section [ we pass to the limit £ — 0 in (1)
and deduce the existence result for (L2)), and then we prove further regularity properties
and continuous dependence on initial and boundary data. The regular weak solutions to
([L1)) satisfy an energy inequality and this will allow us to employ the Yosida approximation
to prove the existence of weak solutions to (L7), which is done in Section [Bl

Notation

For convenience, we use the notation LP := LP(Q)) and WH? := WH*P(Q) for any p € [1, oc],
k > 0 to denote the standard Lebesgue spaces and Sobolev spaces equipped with the norms
|- llze and || - |[yyrp- In the case p = 2 we use H¥ := W¥?2 with the norm || - || &, and
the notation H} and H~! to denote the spaces H}(2) and its dual H~1(£2). The duality
pairing between Hg and H~! is denoted by (-, -).



Useful preliminaries

We recall the Poincaré inequality for H&: There exists a constant C, > 0 that depends
only on € such that

I£1lz2 < CpllVfllz2 = Colflay VS € Hp. (1.11)

We also state the Sobolev embedding H' C L", r € [1,6], for dimension d = 3: There
exists a constant Cs > 0 depending on 2 and r such that

[fllzr < Csll -

We will also use the following Gronwall inequality in integral form (see [14, Lem 3.1] for
a proof): Let «,f,u and v be real-valued functions defined on [0,7]. Assume that «
is integrable, [ is non-negative and continuous, u is continuous, v is non-negative and
integrable. If u and v satisfy the integral inequality

u(s)+/08 v(t)dt < a(s /5 dt  for s € (0,T],

then it holds that

u(s)—i—/os (#)dt < afs / Blt)a(t) exp (/Otﬁ(r)dr> dt. (1.12)

2 Main results

In this section we state the main results on existence, regularity, uniqueness and continuous
dependence first for regular potentials and then for singular potentials. We also state the
results for the quasi-static limit x — 0 for both cases. The results are stated for dimension
d = 3, but similar results also holds for d = 1, 2.

2.1 Regular potentials

Assumption 1. We make the following assumptions.

(A1) Ny, Ao, Ao, X and 1 are fived non-negative constants, while k, v and € are fizved
positive constants.

(A2) The functions D,h belong to the space CO(R) N L¥(R), and there exist positive
constants Dy, D1 and hes such that

Dy <D(y) <Di, 0<h(y) <hs YyeR.

(A3) The potential ¥ € CY(R) is a quadratic perturbation of a convex function, i.e.,
U(s) = Wi(s) + Wa(s) with a convex function W1(s) and |[P5]| Lo (r) < 00. Further—
more, W is non-negative and satisfies

W'(y)]" <ki(1+¥(y) VyeR, (2.1)
for some constant ki > 0, and exponent s € (1,2].
(A4) The initial and boundary data satisfy

0o € H', op€L? (g €L (2.2)
lhoos 0o € L2(0,T; HY) 0 HY(0,T; L?) c C°([0, T); L?). (2.3)



We point out that by (21 the potential ¥ can have arbitrary polynomial growth (cf.
[7, §3 (H5)], [11}, §3, (H5)]).

Definition 2.1. We call a triplet of functions (¢, i, o) a weak solution to (LI]) if

p € (=14 L®(0,T; Hy)) N H'(0,T; HY),
1 E poo + L*(0, T3 Hy),
0 € (00 + L*(0,T; HY)) NHY 0, T; H™Y),

such that ¢(0) = ¢ and o(0) = 09, and satisfies for all ¢, \, & € H{ and for a.e. t € (0,7T),

0= (@rp. )+ [ Ve V¢ = (r = Ah(p)G da, (2.42)

0= / U — Z\I"(go))\ — eV - VA + xoAdz, (2.4b)
Q S

0 = (kOo,&) + /QD(<,0)(VU —nV) - VE+ Aeoh(p)€ du. (2.4¢)

Theorem 2.2 (Existence of weak solutions and energy inequality). Let Q C R? denote
a bounded domain with C?*-boundary I and suppose that Assumption [ holds. Then there
exists a weak solution (,u, o) to (1)) in the sense of Definition 21 which satisfies

sup ([ W(p(s))llzr + lle(s)ll7n + wllo(s)ll72)
s€(0,T

+ H:U'H%Q(O,T;Hl) + HUH%Q(O,T;Hl) (2.5)
<C <1 +8]lo0 = 0oc (0172 + K% [10000 |72 (0 1, 12) + HHUooH%w(o,T;m)) )
for some positive constant C independent of k, ¢, p and o.

Theorem 2.3 (Regularity). Suppose (¢, p,0) is a weak solution triplet to (L)) in the
sense of Definition [21l.

o If, instead of (A3), ¥ € C(R) is non-negative and satisfies
W(y)| <k (L+yl") VyeR, (2.6)
for some constant ky > 0 and exponent p € (1,5). Then ¢ € L?*(0,T; W25).
o IfT is C3, and instead of (A3), ¥ € CHL(R) is non-negative and satisfies
[ ()| < k(1 + |y[P~Y) for a.e. y €R, (2.7)
for some constant k3 > 0 and exponent p € (1,5). Then ¢ € L*(0,T; H?).

Note that in the above assumptions, we do not require ¥ to be a quadratic perturbation
of a convex function, as in (A3). In fact, U can be a general function with the assumed
regularity and polynomial growth. We make the following additional assumptions to prove
continuous dependence on the initial and boundary data.

Assumption 2. In addition to Assumption [, we assume that

(C1) D(-) = Dy > 0 is a constant.



(C2) h(-) is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant Ly,.
(C3) V' satisfies
W/ (51) = W' (s2)] < k(L +[s1]" + [s2]")[s1 = sl (2.8)
for some positive constant ks and for all s1,s9 € R.

Theorem 2.4 (Continuous dependence). Under Assumption[2, for any two weak solution
triplets {ps, pi, 0i ti=1,2 to (L) satisfying

i € (=14 L>(0,T; Hy)) N L*(0,T; H) N H' (0, T; H™ 1),

i S ,uoo,i + L2(07T7 H(%)a

0i € (0ooi + L*(0,T; H)) N L>(0,T; L*) N HY(0,T; H™ ),
With foo.is Ooc,i Satisfying 23), ©i(0) = pio € H' and 0;(0) = 0,9 € L* fori = 1,2, there

exists a positive constant C, depending onT, v, €, Do, 1, X, Ap, Aas Aes k3, @il L20,7;m3) 5
H“PiHLOO(QT;Hl); “Ui”LOO(O,T;LQ); Lh, Q, and hoo such that

2 2
sup ([le1(t) — w2(t)l72 + Kllon(t) — o2(t)72)
te(0,7
2 2 2
+ iy = p2lli20,r,2) + lor = o2lli200 1m0y + 01 = @2ll72 07,11
<C <H‘P1,0 - @2,0“%2 + Ilftoo,1 — IU’OO,QH%?(QT;Hl) + [loco,1 — UOOQH%?(O,T;Hl))
+ O (1001 = 02l 0,1:22) + 10 = 020113 )
+ Cr?0y(0001 — ‘70072)”%2(0,T;L2)-
Here, we point out that, the constant C' does not depend on x, and Theorem 2.4] pro-

vides continuous dependence for the chemical potential p in L2(0,7T; L?) and for the order
parameter o in L>°(0,T;L?). This is in contrast to the classical continuous dependence

for ¢ in L>(0,T; H~') one expects for the Cahn-Hilliard equation, compare [10, Thm. 2]
and Theorem [2.10] below.

Before we give the result concerning the quasi-static limit k — 0, we introduce the
definition of weak solutions to (IL2]).

Definition 2.5. We call a triplet of functions (¢x, fs, 0x) a weak solution to (L2)) if

¢ € (—1+ L0, T; HY)) N HY(0,T; H™ ),
[t € poo + L*(0,T; Hy),
0y € 000 + L*(0,T; H&)7

such that ¢.(0) = ¢o, and satisfies for all {, A\, € H} and for a.e. t € (0,T),

0= <at(p*7 C> + /S; VM* : VC - ()‘pa* - Aa)h(@*)gdma (293“)

0= / LA — Z\I/'(cp*))\ —veVps - VA + xo A\ dz, (2.9b)
Q 9

0= / D(¢)(Vor — Vi) - VE+ Aeoh(py)E do. (2.9¢)
Q



Theorem 2.6 (Quasi-static limit). For each x € (0,1], let (¢", ", 0") denote a weak

solution triplet to (L)) with initial conditions o and og satisfying 2.2)). Then, as k — 0,
we have

O — 0, weakly-+ in L0, T; HYY N HY(0,T; H™Y),
o = o, weakly in L2(0,T; HY),
O(ko"™) — 0 weakly in L*(0,T; H1),
wt = e weakly in L*(0,T; HY),
such that (pu, ps, 0x) is a weak solution triplet to (L2)) in the sense of Definition 2.1

Furthermore the assertions of Theorem [2.3 also hold for ¢., and if in addition o €
L>(0,T; HY) holds, then we have o, € L*=(0,T; H').

Theorem 2.7 (Continuous dependence). Under Assumption(2, for any two weak solution
triplets {@;, pi, oi}ti=12 to (L2) satisfying

i € (=1+L>(0,T; Hy)) N L0, T; H) N H'Y(0, T H™Y),

pi € oo, + L7(0, T Hp),
0; € (000 + L*(0,T; HY)) N L>(0,T; L?),

With leo i, oo satisfying Z3) and ¢;(0) = ;0 € H for i = 1,2, there exists a positive
constant 07 depend’mg on T7 Y €5 Xs D07 m, )‘p7 )‘a7 )‘Cf k37 H‘Pz‘HL2(O,T;H3); H(piHLOO(QT;Hl);
loill Lo (0,7;02)s Lns Q, and heo such that

sup @1 (t) = pa(t)lI72 + 1 — p2ll22(0.1.12)
te(0,7

+ [loy — U2||%2(07T;H1) + o1 = 802‘|%2(0,T;H1)
< C (llpro = waollie + llHoes = tooa2ll3e(o.z,m) + 1900t = Too a0z ) -
By Theorem 28] the condition o; € L>(0,T;L?) is fulfilled if, for instance, oo, €
L>(0,T; HY).
2.2 Singular potentials
Definition 2.8. We call a quadruple of functions (¢, i, 0, 1) a weak solution to (7)) if
p € (=14 L>®(0,T;Hy)) N H (0, T; H™),
B E pioo + L*(0,T; Hy),
0 € (00 + L*(0,T; HY)) NHY (0, T; H™Y),
Y € L*(0,T; L?) with ¢ € D(B),v € () ae. in Q x (0,T),

such that ¢(0) = ¢o and ¢(0) = 0y, and satisfies for all ¢, \,¢ € H} and for a.e. t € (0,7T),

0= (@up,C)+ [ Vit V= (4 = Ahli)C d, (2.100)
0= / A — 1(1# + N ()X — eV - VA + xoddz, (2.10b)
Q S
0 = (kOo,&) + / D(p)(Vo —nV) - VE+ Acoh(p)€ du. (2.10¢)
Q

9



Assumption 3. In addition to (A1), (A2), @3) and o¢ € L?, we assume that ¥ is of
the form (LH) with

(S1) B:R — [0,0¢] is a convex, proper, lower semicontinuous function with 3(0) = 0 and

—1e€ D(p).
(52) A € CYY(R) is non-negative with | A" | 100 @) < 0.
(53) @y € H' satisfies B(gpo) € L1.

Note that from the definition (L8, the condition 3(0) = 0 and non-negativity of j3
imply that 0 € 8(0). Meanwhile, the condition —1 € D(f) is motivated from the boundary
condition for ¢ and in particular this implies that 8(—1) # @ and |3°(—1)| < co. This is
required to obtain estimates on the selection 9 in L?(0,T;L?), and while this condition
is satisfied for the double-obstacle potential ([L8]), unfortunately it does not hold for the
classical logarithmic potential

Brog(y) = (1 —y)log(1 —y) + (L + y)log(1 +4), Aieg(y) = (1 — y?) for 6 > 0,

whose subdifferential ., has an effective domain D(fog) = (—1,1). Thus, our current
setting does not extend to the logarithmic potential, but this can be remedied if we impose
that the more general boundary condition ¢ for ¢ lies in D(f).

Theorem 2.9 (Existence of regular weak solutions and energy inequality). Let I' be a
C3-boundary. Suppose that Assumption [ is satisfied. Then, there exists a weak solution
(¢, u,0,1) to (L) in the sense of Definition [Z.8 with the additional regularities

o e L*0,T; H*), o€ L>(0,T;L?).

Furthermore, it holds that

sup ([ Alote)) + Me(s) do + )l + sl )
s€(0,7] \JQ
+ HMH%}(QT;HI) + HUH%?(QT;Hl) (2.11)

<C (1 + koo — 000 (0) |72 + "ﬂzHatUoo”%%o,T;B) + “HUooH%oo(o,T;m)) )
for some positive constant C independent of k, ¢, u, o and 1.

We point out that we are only able to show H2-regularity for ¢, in contrast with the H3-
regularity for the regular potentials. This is due to the fact that the H3-regularity estimate
is not independent of the Yosida parameter. Before we state the result on continuous
dependence, we introduce the inverse Dirichlet-Laplacian operator N : H~! — Hé, f—
N(f), via

/ VN(f)-Vudz = (f,u) Yuc H}. (2.12)
Q

That is, N(f) is the unique solution to the Dirichlet-Laplacian problem with right-hand
side f. Note that

(. N(g)) = /Q VN(f) - VN(g)de = (g, N(f)) Vf.ge H,

10



and we can define a norm on H~1 as

£l == VN2 = Ny = VN ), (2.13)

which satisfies for g € Hol,

lgllz = /QVN(Q) -Vgde < [VN(9)[2[IVgllzz = llgll[ Vgl L2 (2.14)
Moreover, we obtain from (2.12) the relation
1d o 1d 9
SOl = 5 ZIVN(F D)7 = (0.f (1), N(£())) (2.15)

for f € HY(0,T;H ') and a.e. t € (0,T). This follows from the fact that d;f €
L2(0,T; H~') and thus N(0;f) is well-defined and satisfies

/ VN f) - Vudr = (Opf,u) Vu € H.
)

Multiplying the above equality with ¢ € C2°(0,7T) and integrating in time, we obtain the
following chain of equalities (here (-,-) denotes the L2-scalar product)

/OT C(VN(yf), V) dt = </0T8tf§dt,u> = <—/0T fg’dt,u>

T
:_/O C(VN(S), Vu) dt.

As u € H} and ¢ € C(0,T) are arbitrary, we find that 9;(VN(f)) = VN(d,f) in the
weak sense. Thus
1d
5 IVN(DIEz = @(VN()), VN(f)) = (0], N(f)-
Theorem 2.10 (Partial continuous dependence and full uniqueness). Under (C1) and
(C2) of Assumption[2, for any two weak solution quadruples {pi, i, 04, ; }i=1,2 to (1) ob-
tained  from  Theorem with  boundary  conditions oo 1 = Hoo,2,
{000.itiz12 satisfying @3) and initial conditions ¢;(0) = ;0 € H' and 0;(0) = 0,9 € L?
fori=1,2, there exists a positive constant C, depending on T, v, €, X, Do, 1, A\p, Aa, Ac,
HO'Z‘”LDO(OJ“;LQ), Ly, Q, ”AHHLOO(R)7 and hoo such that

sup _([le1(t) = @2(&)[1Z + kllon(t) — o2(1)172)
te(0,T]

+ flor — 0-2H%2(0,T;H1) + o1 — 802||%2(07T;H1)
<C (HSDLO - 902,0||i + o001 — UOO,?H%Q(O,T;Hl) + “2”%0,1 - UOO,2||§{1(0,T;L2)>
+Ck <HUoo,1 — sl rin2) + llono — U2,0H%2> -

In particular, if 00,1 = 0002, 91,0 = P20 and 010 = 020 hold, then we have ¢1 = 2,
= p2, 01 = o2 and P = Pa.

We note that continuous dependence on the initial and boundary data can only be
shown for ¢ and o. In particular, we do not have control over the differences pu; — po and
11 — 1. In the proof we have to apply the inverse Dirichlet-Laplacian operator (2.12]) and
thus it is necessary that fioo,1 = fieo,2. Partial continuous dependence are often observed
in the case f is multivalued (see for instance [16, Remark 2.3] and [17, Remark 3.1}).

In the same spirit as Theorem [Z6] we will pass to the limit x — 0 in (7)) to deduce
the existence of weak solutions for the quasi-static model of (7)) with x = 0.

11



Theorem 2.11 (Quasi-static limit with singular potentials).

e (Existence) For each r € (0,1], let (¢, u*, 0", ") denote a weak solution to (LT
obtained from Theorem with initial conditions oy € L?, pg € H' such that
B(po) € L'. Then, as k — 0, we have

©° =@ weakly-x in L=(0,T; HYY N HY0,T; H~1) N L*(0,T; H?),
o =7  weakly in L*(0,T; H'),
Oi(ko"™) = 0 weakly in L*(0,T; H1),
ut—m weakly in L?(0,T; HY),
Y =) weakly in L*(0,T; L?),

such that (p,1,7,%)) satisfies (ZI0) with k = 0.
e (Regularity) If 0oo € L=(0,T; H') then & € L*(0,T; H).

o (Partial continuous dependence) Under (Cl) and (C2) of Assumption [2, for any
two weak solution quadruples {@;,1;,T:,0; tiz12 to (LI) with k = 0 satisfying ad-
ditionally &; € L>(0,T; L?), the corresponding boundary conditions Hoo,l = Hoo,2
{0c0,iti=1,2 and initial conditions ;o € H' for i = 1,2, there exists a positive
constant C, depending on T, v, €, X, Do, 0, Ap, Aa; A, ||oillpeco,ri02), Lins €,
|A"[| Lo (), and hoo such that

Jup ler1(t) = @2(0)IZ + llor = oal T2z + o1 = @2l T2z
(0,

<C <||301,0 — 202 + |00c,1 — Uoo,2||%2(o,T;H1)> :

o (Uniqueness) In particular, if 0o,1 = 0oo2, and p10 = 2,0 hold, then T1 = B3,
H1 = pz, 01 = 02 and Y1 = .

Since the above result is proved by combining the proofs of Theorems [2.6] 2.7l and 2.10],
we will omit the proof of Theorem 2111

3 Regular potentials

3.1 Galerkin approximation

We prove Theorem 2] via a Galerkin procedure, assuming first that o+1 € H?>NH, 6. The
general case g € H' with ¥(pg) € L' can be handled by means of a density argument, see
for example [7, Remark 2], as by (A3) U is a quadratic perturbation of a convex function.
Let us consider {w;};jen as the set of eigenfunctions of the Dirichlet-Laplacian which are
chosen such that they form an orthonormal basis of L? and an orthogonal basis of H{.
Furthermore, as I' is C?, elliptic regularity yields that wj € H 2N Hol for all j € N. Let
Wi, = span{wy, ..., wi} C H& denote the finite dimensional subspace spanned by the first
k eigenfunctions. We introduce the Galerkin ansatz

k k k
— k — k - k
ok = =1+ Y ofwi, k= oo + Y BRwi, 0k =000 + Y Tws,
i=1 i=1 i—1
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and we require that ¢, ur and oy satisfy

0= /Qaﬂpkwj + Vg - Vw; — (Apok, — Ao) h(r)w;j dz, (3.1a)

0= /Q,ukw] - —\I’ (pr)wj —veVy, - Vw; + xopw; du, (3.1b)

0= / kOporw;j + D(oi)(Vor —nVer) - Vwj + Acorh(pr)w; du, (3.1c)
Q

for all 1 < j < k. For convenience we introduce the following matrices
(M)Z] = / wl-wj dr = 6ija (S)U = / VU}Z . ij dm,
Q Q

(M) IZ/Qh(SDk)wiwj dr, (Sp)ij; IZ/QD(%)VW'VUJJ dzx,

where ¢;; is the Kronecker delta. Note that M is the identity matrix precisely due to the
orthonormality of {w;};en in L?. Furthermore, we use the notation

o = (0 icick, B = (B i<k, T = (7 )1<izks

and
Pk = (/ U (or)w; dx> , hE = (/ h(pr)w; dx> ,
0 1<j<k Q 1<j<k
8y = (/ Voo - Vw; dx> , My, = (/ Moo W dm) ,
Q 1<j<k Q 1<j<k
my : (/ TooW; dw) , m’fw = (/ h(pk)oscw; dx) ,
Q 1<j<k ’ Q 1<j<k

my,q = (/ 000 dw) , s"f)’(7 = (/ D(¢x)Voss - Vw; dw) ,
Q 1<j<k Q 1<j<k

so that when we substitute the Galerkin ansatz into (3.1]), we obtain the following nonlinear
initial value problem in vector form

Eak = —SB" + A\, M, 7" — AhF — 5, + \ym (3.2a)
0=p38"— g'a/;k —veSar + xF + my, + xmg, (3.2b)
/@aTk = —SD(Tk — nak) —\M,TF — slf)’o — )\cmzﬂ — KMy, ,, (3.2¢)

with initial data

o (0) = </ (00 + 1)w; dw>1<]~<k’ 7 (0) = </Q(ao — Ooo)Wj dx>1§j§k,

and we define ¢ (0) := —1 + ZZ (@ (0));wi, 0%(0) = 0o + S°F_ (7F(0))swi.

Note that ¥, h*, mh,o—’ stg, M}, and Sp depend nonlinearly on the solution. We can
also express ([3.2)) as an initial value problem just in terms of a* and 7% by substituting
(3:2D)) into (B.2a). Moreover, by the continuity of ¥(-), h(-) and D(-), we observe that the
right-hand side of ([32a) and ([B.2d) depends continuously on o and 7%. Thus, by the
Cauchy-Peano theorem we infer the existence of local solutions o, 8%, 7% € (C1([0, t;]))*
defined on a time interval [0, t;] for each k € N.

Next, we derive some a priori estimates to deduce that a*, 3% and 7% can be extended
to the interval [0,7] and to allow us to pass to the limit. In the following, the various
constants C' may vary from line to line, but they do not depend on k or on k.
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3.1.1 A priori estimates

We define a new variable
W = 0k — Oco,

and then multiple B1a) with 8 + x7F, BIR) with 4£a¥ and @BId) with X7/ for some
positive constant X yet to be determined. Sum from ¢ = 1 to k, and summing the three
equations, integrating in time from 0 to s € (0,7 leads to

[} K
[ [Zeto0+ Fivent + 25k (5) ds
QLE 2 2

IVl Z20,5:02) + X Dol VWil Fo0 5.2y + )‘c/ /Qh(@k)|wk|2 dx di
0

< /Q 21(5) (100 + X000)(5) — 9(0) (ti00 + X000)(0) dt
- / / @kat(ﬂoo + XUOO) dx dt
0 Q
+ / / —xVur - Vo + Vg - Vi dx dt
0 Q

+ /08 /Q h(or)(Apok — Aa) (k= oo + Xwi) d dt (3.3)

+ X/ / D(oi)nVr - Vwi — kOiosowy, dx dit
0o JQ
- X/ / D(pr)Vooss - Vwg 4+ Ach(9r)0sowy, da dt
0 JQ

g K
T / Tw(pn) + Ll + 2ok — 0wl?] (0)
Q g 2 2
=: Iig + I1p + Tog + Lop + X (I3q + I3p) + La.

Since po +1 € H>N H&, via a similar argument employed in [12, §3], one can show
that A(p(0) + 1) converges strongly to A(pp + 1) in L2, and hence ¢ (0) — oo strongly
in H? C L*. Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that ||¥(¢y(0))||r= < C for all
k € N. Together with ([2.2)) and 0o, € C°([0,T7]; L?), we see that

[I4) < C (1 + k|l — JOO(O)H%Q) . (3.4)

Application of Holder’s inequality, Young’s inequality and the Poincaré inequality (ILITI)
applied to f = ¢ + 1 leads to

1 2 1 2 e 2
i + Tl < SllenliTeo,502) + 5110 (oo + X000) 120 6:12) + S—Cg”%(S)HLQ

202 1
+ g—f\\(uoo +X000) (9|72 + ek (0) 172 + le(uoo + X0s0) (0)[|7 2
(3.5)
ol

1 €
< 5lIerla02) + gr lon(o)lEe +C
P

£
< C2|IVerlZar2) + o IVer(s)lI22 + C.
( )Ty
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By Holder’s inequality, we have
24| < ||VMkHL2(0,s;L2) (X||Vwk||L2(o,s;L2) + ||V,uooHL2(0,s;L2)) )
11
|Top| < hooXalQ12 52 ([|1a1]| L2(0,6522) + 110l L2(0,5:22) + XNkl L2(0,5:2))

+ hoo ApllokllL2(0,5,22) (k| L2(0,5,02) + ool z2(0,5:02) + Xllwkllz2(0,5:22)) -

Then, by Young’s inequality and the Poincaré inequality (LI1]) applied to f = pr — too

and f = wy, we obtain

4
| Ioq + Iop| < g”vﬂkH%?(o,s;L?) + 2X2||vwk||%2(0,8;L2) + 2X2HwkH%Q(O,S;L2)
+ BZAS(AC) + DlokllT2(0 4:12)

+ O (14 ool Fozimmny + ol oz,

< (2 (1 + Cp) + 202N (4CE + 1)) [Vl 20 612

+ 31V 1) + €
where we have used
lokllrz < llwkllrz + ool r2-
Similarly,
30 + I3p| < D1 (WHV%”LZ(O,S;LQ) + ”VUoo”LQ(o,s;LQ)) ”vwk”LQ(O,s;LQ)
+ (Kll8t00o | 2(0,5,02) + AchoollOoollL2(0,5522)) 1wk L2(0,5;2)

QD?W

Dq
< THV%HLQ(O,s;L?) + HVS%HL?(OSL?)

Dq
+ ol ey + € (1 + 12000 Ba 0,71 ) -
iz
Then, substituting (3.4), B.5), (3.6) and B8] into (B3]) leads to

v e 2 K 2 1 2
/Q [E‘I’(@k) + 7 IVer(s)l” + X5 lwrl ] (s)dz + Sl Vhnle(o,612)
Dy
+ (X—2 —2*(1+ Cp) — 2C2h3 N2 (4C) + 1)) IVl Z2(0,0:02)

2D?
< (Cg—i-/l’ 1 )/ HVﬂpkHLz dt

+o(1+ HHUO — 000 (0)[122 + K21 u0scl B0 7:12)) -
Choosing

X = Di (2x3(1 + C2) + 20212 \2(4C2 + 1)),
0

and applying the Gronwall inequality (LI2]) with
v e K
u(s) = ZI1% (o)l + - IIVer(s)lIZe + X5 llwklIZ2,
Dg
u(t) := —HVMkHLz + A= ||VWk||L2,

a(s) = a:=C (1 + koo — aoo( 2, + K2||atgw||iQ(O7T;L2)) Vs € (0,7,
2Dl772
0

ﬁ(t):ﬁ::%<0§+ ) vt € (0,77,
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leads to

e (e ()l + IVeor(s)l7 + llwr(s)]72)
se(0,

+ IViklZ 20,702y + IV@rlZ200 722
< C (1+ wlloo = 00 (0) 22 + 21000032012, )

for some positive constant C independent of £ and . Then, by the Poincaré inequality,

B1) and (23], we find that

o (I erNlLr + ller()I7n + wllow(s)|72)
se(0,

2 2
+ el z2 0,00y + lokllze 0,00y (3.9)
<C (1 + kllog — 00o(0) 72 + "52”3#700”%2(0,T;L2) + “”‘TOOH%OO(O,T;L2)> ’
for some positive constant C' independent of k and . This a priori estimate in turn
guarantees that the solution {pg, ux,o0r} to B.2) exists on the interval [0,7], and thus
t, =T for each k € N.
We now provide some a priori estimates on the time derivatives. From (B.1al) and
(BId), we have that
19kl 20,51y < Vil 20,502y + C (1+ HUkHL2(0,T;L2)) )
KOkl 20,7501y < C (lowllzommmy + IVerll20mi22)) -

and so by (3.9),

Hat‘pkHLQ(O,T;H*) + "‘ﬂ”atUk”B(O,T;Hfl)

9 9 9 9 (3.10)
< C (1+ Klloo = 0o (0) 22 + 21000012 0 73z + Koo |2 01,2 ) -

for some positive constant C' independent of k and k.

3.1.2 Passing to the limit

From (3.9) and (3I0) we find that
{@k}ren is bounded in L0, T; HY) n H' (0, T; H™ 1),
{0} }ren is bounded in L>°(0,T; L*) N L*(0, T; HYY n H (0, T; H™ 1),
{11 }ren is bounded in L2(0,T; H'),
and by the standard compactness results we obtain for a non-relabeled subsequence the
following convergences
or — ¢ weakly-x  in L®(0,T; HY) N HY(0,T; H™ 1),
or — ¢ strongly in C°([0,T); H") N L*(0,T;L™) and a.e. in Q x (0,7),
op — o weakly-x in L*(0,T; H') N L*°(0,T; L*) N H'(0,T; H™ '),
or — o strongly  in L?(0,T;L™) and a.e. in Q x (0,T),
i — p weakly in L*(0,T; H'),

for 0 <r < 1and m € [1,6).
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Fix j and consider §(t) € C°(0,T). Then, §(t)w; € L*(0,T; H> N H}). We multiple
B1) with 6(¢) and integrate in time from 0 to 7', leading to

T
0= / / d(t) (attpkwj + Vuy - Vw; — ()‘po'k — )\a)h((pk)wj) dx dt, (3.11a)
0o Jo
r gl
0= / / d(t) (ukwj - E\I/'(cpk)wj — vV - Vw; + Xakwj> dx dt, (3.11b)
0 Q

T
0= / / d(t) (kOrorw; + D(pr)(Vor, —nVer) - Vw;j + Acogh(pr)w;) dedt.  (3.11c)
0 Q

By continuity of h(-), we see that h(pr) — h(p) a.e. in Q x (0,7). Thanks to the
fact that h(-) is bounded, applying Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem to (h(vx) —
h(p))dw; yields

I(h(pr) — h(#))ow;llL2(0,;12) — 0 as k — oc.

Together with the weak convergence o3, — o in L?(0,T; L?), we obtain by the product of
weak-strong convergence

T T
/ / h(pg)opdw; de dt — / / h(p)odw; dz dt as k — oo.
0 Q 0 Q

The terms involving D(-) can be treated in a similar fashion. The remaining non-trivial
part is to pass to the limit in the term involving ¥’. By (ZI) and (B3.9]), we have that
{U'(¢r) }ken is bounded uniformly in L>°(0,7T'; L®) for some s € (1,2]. Thus, there exists
a function £ € L*°(0,T; L®) such that

\I//(on) — & weakly- * in LOO(O’T; LS).

By the continuity of W' and the a.e. convergence of ¢ to ¢, we have ¥'(pr) — ¥/(p)
a.e. in Q x (0,7). The uniqueness of a.e. and weak limits shows that £ = ¥’(¢). We now
pass to the limit £ — oo in (B.11]), and the application of the aforementioned convergence
results leads to

T
0= / d(t) <((9tgo,wj> + / V- Vw; — (Ao — Aa)h(@)w; dx> dt,
0 Q
4 g
0= / 5(t) </ pw; — E\I/'(cp)wj —veVy - Vw; + xow; dw> dt,
0 Q

0= /O " 500 ((m,fa, w;) + /Q D(¢)(Vo = V) - Va; + Ao dac) dt,

which holds for arbitrary §(t) € C2°(0,T'). Hence, we have for a.e. t € (0,T),

(Orp,wj) = / —Vu - Vw; + (A\po — Ag)h(@)w; dz, (3.12a)
Q
/ pw; de = / gllf'(gp)wj +veVy - Vw; — xow; dz, (3.12b)
Q Q
(kOpo, wj) = —/ D(p)(Vo —nV) - Vw; + Acoh(p)w; d. (3.12¢)
Q

This holds for all j > 1, and as {w; };en is a basis for H}, we see that {(, u, o} satisfy (2.4)
for all ¢, \, £ € H}. Moreover, from the strong convergence of ¢y to ¢ in C°([0,T]; L?),
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and the fact that (5 (0) — o in L? it holds that ¢(0) = . Meanwhile, by the continuous
embedding

L20,T; HY) n HY0,T; H~Y) < C°([0, T); L?),

and that 03(0) — og in L%, we have o(0) = 0g. This shows that {¢,u, 0} is a weak
solution of (LJ).

Remark 1. For the reader’s convenience, we outline an alternative argument for showing

T T
/ / U (op)dwj dz dt — / / U (¢)ow; dzx dt as k — oo (3.13)
0 Q 0 Q

when the potential ¥ satisfies (2.6]) instead of (2.I)) that uses the generalized Lebesgue
dominated convergence theorem. For any ¢ < 6, choose r = % — % < 1. Then, the Sobolev
embedding H” C L9 yields that C°([0,T]; H") c L4(0,T; L?) for ¢ < 6, and by the above
compactness results, we have ¢, — ¢ strongly in L2(0,7T; L?) = L%(Q x (0,T)) for ¢ < 6.
For p € [1,5), let g = gp < 6. Then, by Hélder’s inequality,

/ ' | Nl = ol do de < llpw = @l sl Blt0m) = 02 = .
Hence, |pr — ¢|Péw; — 0 strongly in L' (Q2 x (0,7)). A short computation shows that
o lowlPlow;| < C(p)(IelP + | — IP)dw;| € L1 (Q x (0,T)) for all &,
o (|oP + o — @lP)|dw;| = |¢[P|ow;] a.e in @ x (0,T) as k — oo,
o Jo Jollol? + 1w = ol)lbw;| du dt = [ fo lol?|Sw;|dr dt as k= oo.

By the generalized Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we have

T T
/ /(1+|gpk|p)5wj dmdt—)/ /(1+|gp|p)5wjdxdt as k — oo for p € [1,5).
0 Q 0 Q

Using that ¥/ () — ¥/ (¢) ae. in Q x (0,7) as k — oo, and
|/ (1) 0w;| < ka(1 + |@plP)|[dw;| € L*(Q x (0,T)) Yk € N and p € [1,5),

and the generalized Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem again, we obtain (B.13)).

3.2 Energy inequality

By the a.e. convergence ¢ — ¢ in  x (0,7"), the non-negativity and continuity of W,
Fatou’s lemma and the estimate ([8.9]), we have that for a.e. s € (0,71,

/\Il(go(s))dx gliminf/ U (pr(s))dx
Q Q

k—o0
<C (1 + ko0 = 0o (0)[[72 + K2[10k000| 720 12y + HHUooH%oo(o,T;LQ)) :
Taking the supremum in s € (0,7] in the above, and using the following convergences:
©r — ¢ weakly-x in L°°(0,T; H'),
o — o  weakly-x in L?(0,T; H') N L>(0,T; L?),
e — p weakly in L2(0,T; H'),

along with the weak/weak-* lower semicontinuity of the Sobolev norms, we find that
passing to the limit £ — oo in ([B.9]) leads to (2.35]).
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3.3 Further regularity
Note that (2.4D) is the weak formulation of

—veAp =y — g\I"(go) + xo in Q, (3.14a)
p=-1 onTI. (3.14b)

To prove the L2(0,T; W%%)-regularity assertion, it suffices to show that W’(¢) is bounded
in L%, as u+ yo already belongs to H' C L5. We define iteratively, a sequence of numbers

{lj}jen, by

61,
h>1 hLp<6, lj1= 61 . (3.15)

5-p)l;’

where p € (1,5) is the exponent in (26]). While /; and ;4 are positive and greater than
1, by the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality, it holds that

) o o 1 1 2\1 1 1
£ < CUFIG 20 IFIE =|l-—3)-tz—=

Lap \l 3)p 6 6p
Rearranging the equality on the right-hand side yields exactly the relation [; {1 = ﬁ,
J
and so
L2(0,T; W3k)y N L>=(0,T; L) ¢ L?(0,T; L+P). (3.16)

The bootstrapping procedure is as follows:

First step. By (2.6) and (B.I3]), we have
19/ ()2 < Cln) (14 I9l7) < Clhr, Covtap) (14 0l )

and due to the boundedness of ¢ in L°°(0,T; H'), the right-hand side of (3.I4al) belongs
to L?(0,T; L) and elliptic regularity theory yields that ¢ € L2(0,T; W2),

j-th step. For each j > 1, from (2.6) and (B.16) we have that
2 2p—2
19/ ()2, < Clha) (141l ) < € (14 el e, Il 72)

which in turn implies that ¥'(¢) belongs to L?(0,T; L%), and the application of elliptic
regularity then gives that ¢ € L? (0,7 W“J’).

Let us point out that the function g(z) := 6_(273]))36 is strictly increasing and positive

6

in the interval [1, 5Tp)' In particular,

. 6
lj < lj+1 if lj,lj+1 < rp,

6
lj+1 <0 lfl] > 5—

By the strictly increasing property, after a finite number of steps, we have [; > %, and
at this point the bootstrapping procedure is terminated. Then, /;41 > 6 and (2.0) and
(3.I6) imply that ¢ is bounded in L?*(0,T; L) and ¥’(¢p) is bounded in L?(0,T’; L%). For
example, in the case p = 3 which corresponds to the double-well potential (s> — 1)2, we

have [y = 2 and l» = 6, and so the bootstrapping procedure ends in two steps. In the case
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p =4, we have [; = %, lo =2, 13 =3 and l; = 6, and the bootstrapping procedure ends in
four steps.

Now let T' be of class C3, we show that ¥/(¢) € L?(0,T; H'). Then, the right-hand
side of ([BI4a)) belongs to H! for a.e. t € (0,T) and by elliptic regularity theory, one
obtains that ¢ € L?(0,T; H?). From the growth assumptions (Z.7) on ¥’ and ¥, we find
that

W ()> < 2k3(1 + [@|*), [¥"(p)Ve|* < 2k35(1 + [P~ 2)| V|

for p < 5. In dimension d = 3, the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality yields that (substituting
lj+1 =2 in (B15) and rearrange the equation for l;)

_ 6
2 2p—2
lell 2 < Clleliyamlielys ™ for m = s

Then, for any p < 5, the L2(0, T; W?29)-regularity established above yields that
L0, T; W25 N L>(0,T; H')  L*(0,T; L*) = ¥/(p) € L*(0,T; L?).
Similarly, the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality yields that for p < 5,

2p—4

6
< CH‘PH%{/&(]H‘PH[,(; for ¢ = ﬂ

2p—2
el o

From the L2(0,T; W%%)-regularity, we have that ¢ € L?P~2(0,7T; L) and thus

2p—2
H‘I’”(ﬂﬂ)V@H%?(o,T;L% <C (1 + H(p”LI;P—Q(QT;LOO)) HV(PH%OO(O,T;B)?
and this establishes that W'(p) € L2(0,T; H').

Remark 2. The restriction to L?(0,T; W?9) for the first regularity assertion of Theorem
23 is due to the fact that H>-regularity requires a C3-boundary. If T' is only a C2-
boundary, then at best we can only deduce ¢ € L?(0,T; W?9) even if the right-hand side
of (B.I4al) belongs to L?(0,T; H').

3.4 Continuous dependence

Suppose D(-) = Dy is constant, h(:) is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant Ly,
and U’ satisfies (Z8]). Given two regular weak solution triplets {¢;, p1i, 05 }i=1,2 to (LI
with corresponding initial data {¢;0,0i0}i=12 and boundary data {fiec i, 0cc,i}i=1,2, let

1= 1 — P2, L=l — [2, O 1= 01 — 02, floo 1= Hoo,l — Moo,2; ANd Too 1= Ol — Ooo 2
denote the differences, respectively. Then, we have that

o € L0, T; H) N L*(0,T; H) N HY(0,T; H™1),
1 € pioo + L7(0,T; Hy),
0 € (000 + L*(0,T; HY)) N L°(0,T; L*) N H (0, T; H ),

and they satisfy ¢(0) = ¢g := @10 — 2,0, 0(0) = 09 := 01,0 — 020, and
0= (0w, ¢) + /Q Vi V¢ + ((Aa = Apo1) (h(p1) — h(w2)) = Apoh(p2))( d,
0= [ 1= LW (r) = VgD~ 16V VA+ xorda,
Q

0 = (k0o &) + /Q Do(Vo —nV) - VE+ Ac(o1(h(p1) — hp2)) + oh(p2))§ dz,
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for all ¢, \,& € H} () and a.e. t € (0,T). In the following, we will often use
lollzz < llo = oocllrz + llossllr2 < CplVollpz + C(Cp)llowo | a1 (3.17)

obtained from applying the Poincaré inequality to o — 0. For positive constant Z yet to
be determined, substituting £ = Z(0 — o) leads to
Gl + 2oVl + 2 [ hgolo? da

———

>0

= ZK(010,000) + Z/ DonV - V(0 — 0a) + DoVo - Voo, do
Q

) dt
(3.18)

— Z/ Aco1(h(p1) — h(p2))(0 — 00) — Ach(p2)00 di.
Q

Then, substituting { = yep, A = p — loo and A = Yo, for some positive constant ) yet to
be determined, and summing with (BI8]), integrating over ¢ from 0 to s € (0,7] leads to

YE K s
(Felzs + 25 10)Ee) + [ alls + 2 Dol Vol + el Vel
(3.19)
<k dy o dy o Js o+ (Slleols + 25 ool )

where

J = —Zn/ / 00105 dwdt—l—Zn/ 0(8)0x0(8) — 0000 (0) dz,
0 Ja Q

= / /Q g(\l"(%) — U(02)) (1 = oo = Vo) + V(i + x0)p = 1eVp - Vpoo du dt,
Js = / / ZDonV - V(0 —0s) + ZDgV0o - Voo, — X0 (1 — fico) + fipoo dz dE,
0 JQ
h= / /Q —EAa(Alp1) = hl(2))@ + Ap1eh(p2)op + ZAch(p2) 0000 du dt,
0

Js = /OS /9(76)\1,30 + AZ(000 — 0))o1(h(p1) — h(p2)) dz dt.

Application of Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality leads to

1 K
Al < Jl0llZ2 0,022 + K 2210000 T2 (0 1:12) + 2 N0 (5) 172 (3.20a)
K
+ 262|000 | T oo 0.7 12) T Z;Haol!ia,
2D0 2
[Tl < == 2IIVolli20,602) + gl T2(0,002) + 22Dom” Vel 20 5:12) (3.20b)

5D0 9
+ —ZHVUooHL2 0,102 T (2x* + 1)‘\0“%2(0,5;&) + Z”Moo”?ﬁ(o,T;L?)v

2
[T < (veAaLln + (Aprehoo)®) 1720 502) + 1”‘7”%2(0,5;9) (3.20c)
+ ()\chooZ)QHUOOH%Q(O,T;LQ)'

By (2.8) and the following Gagliardo—Nirenberg interpolation inequality in three-dimensions,

1 3 ~ 1 3
[fllzee < Cllf sl flIzs < Cll sl g
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for positive constants C, C' depending only on €, we find that

/Q (W'(1) — W (02)) (1 — pioo — Vip) dit

<y /Q (1 + o1t + loal YD Lol? + lollial + [ lttoo]) dac

< ks (L+ lerllzee + lpallzee) (Vllellze + lele (lullze + llpsollz2))
<O+ X leilmelleillzn) Vlelliz + el (lullze +lluoollr2))

where C depends only on k3 and C. Then, we can estimate Jy as follows,

72 <€ [ (14 Sicap lolslloilly ) Vllfa do

S
2
+C /O (1+ S leilisloilén ) Ile dt + S llalao,ve

2
X 21
+ ool o riny + N0 0.2y + 3V Nl 20,09 (3:21)
e
+ ’)’5”V<P”%2(0,5;L2) + Z|’VN00H%2(0,T;L2)-
By the Lipschitz continuity of h(-) and (3.17]), we have
S
= [ [ o1(hen) = hew) (BAclon = 0) +920p) do
0 Jo
S
< Lh/o lovllzzlleliza (ZAc (lollrs + llosollza) +veApllellra) dt
< Cllellz0.5.m1)Z X (loll 200,501y + 1000l L20.7511)
+Cvedpllel 20 5y
(3.22)

_ 1
<C (2C>\232 + 75)\;)) ||80||%2(O,S;H1) + ZHUH%%QS;HU

1 2
+ Z”UOOHL2(O,T;H1)

_ 202 +1
< C (20022 +7e)y) llolliz0,mny + —2

||VJ||%2(O,S;L2)

+ CHUOOH%Q(O,T;HIV

where C := CSQLhHmHLOO(O,T;L?)- Then, upon collecting terms from (B3.20), (3.2I) and
(3:22]), we obtain

(el + 25l ()32

1 1 202 +1 207
+ [ Sl + (52190— LIS = S (9 +7) | Vol de
0

D
1 1
5 2 = (a2 ~2 2 (323)
+ / (Y =1)ye =2ZDgn* = C (2CA2Z% +7eNy)) IVel|22 dt
0
ve 3k 5
< 7”%\\%2 + ZZHUO|!%2 +/0 Fllell7 dt + C”:“OO”%Q(QT;Hl)

+ zﬁz“aoo”%oo(o,T;B) + "5232“815000”%2(0,T;L2) + CHUoo”%%o,T;Hl)?
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where
Fi=C <y <1 + i1 HSDZ||H3||30@H§{1> + (1 + i1 ||Q01||§{3H902||?{1)>
+3Y2 + yedaLn + (Mprehoo)? + T (202202 + 9e),) -

We choose

z> % (202 (8+9\2) +1), Y>1+ % (2ZDoi? + C (202X + 7e)y))
0

so that we obtain from B23) (after adding [ Fxlo||7, dt to the right-hand side),
le(s)I1Z2 + sllo(s)]1Z2 +/0 e (lullz: + IVolz + [Velzz) dt

S
< ca (loll7> + sllooll72) +/0 es (1 + lleillus + lleillips) (lelze + sllollzs) dt

+cy <||:U’OOH%2(0,T;H1) + ||Uoo||%2(o,T;H1) + “||Jw||%w(0,T;L2)>
+ C4ﬁ2”‘9tgooHi2(o,T;L2)-

for some positive constants ci, cs, c3 and ¢4 independent of x and such that c3 depends
on [|¢ill oo 0,711y Let us define

u(s) = lp(s) 32 + llo ()2, v(#) = ex (Il + Vo122 + llel3)
olt) = a = e3 (Ipoll2s + wllooll32) + ex (Il 320,111y + om0 320 250

+cq (KHUOOH%OO(QT;LQ) + ff2||at0-oo||%2(07T;L2)) )
B(t) = c3 (L4 llps®) s + lla(®)ps) -

Thanks to the fact that ; € L?(0,T; H3), fOT B(t) dt is finite, and thus

/Os B(t)a(t) exp </Otﬁ(r) dr) dt

is also finite for all s € (0,7T]. Then, applying the Gronwall inequality (I12]), we find that
there exists a constant C', not depending on k, @, U, 0, lieo and gy such that

S
le(s)l[72 + kllo(s)]17: +/0 (IellZz + IVolliz +1Vell72) dt
< C (ligoll3e + lool3a(o.z,zrt) + Nooolao i) )
+Ck <HUOH%2 + HUooH%oo(o,T;m) + ’fHatUooH%%o,T;L?))
for all s € (0,7].
4 Quasi-static limit

4.1 Existence of weak solutions

Let x € (0, 1] be fixed and (", u”, 0") be a weak solution to (ILT]) satisfying the hypothesis
of Theorem Then, we see that the following energy inequality (2.5]) is satisfied for
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(", u" 0",

sup ([ @(e" ()Lt + le" ()71 + wllo™(5)]172)
s€(0,T

+ ”:U'HH%Q(O,T;Hl) + ”UHH%Q(O,T;Hl)

<C <1 +118000ll72 (0.7, 12) + HUOO”%OO(O,T;L?)) ;

where we have used x < 1 to obtain that the right-hand side does not depend on k.
Together with a similar derivation of (B.I0), this leads to

{#" }re(o,1) is bounded in L>(0, T’ HYnHY 0, T;H ),
{0} ee(0,175 11" Fee(0,1] is bounded in L*0,T; HY,
{K010" } ee(0,1] is bounded in L*0,T; H 1),

and by the standard compactness results, there exist functions ., us and o, such that,
for a non-relabeled subsequence,

©" = o, weakly-x in L0, T; HY) N HY0,T; H™ 1),
O — @, strongly in C°([0,T); H") N L*(0,T;L™) and a.e. in Q x (0,7),

o® = o, weakly in L*(0,T;H?'),
Oi(ko™) = 0  weakly in L?(0,T;H™ 1),
p® =, weakly  in L%(0,T; HY),

where 0 < r < 1 and m € [1,6). Then, passing to the limit x — 0 in (2.4]) shows that
(@x, s, 04) is a weak solution triplet to (I.2]) in the sense of Definition

4.2 Further regularity

The L?(0,T; H3)-regularity for ¢, follows along the same lines as in Section 3.3l and so we
will omit the details. For the L>°(0,T; H')-regularity for o, we turn to (Z.9d) and test
with € = 0, — 0, resulting in

| D)o+ Ach() o da
Q
= / D(ps) (MVpy - V(04 — 0c0) + Vi - Vo) + Ach(ps) 04000 dz.
Q
By Young’s inequality, and the Poincaré inequality, we find that

IVo.ll72 < C(Cp, Do, D1,m, Acs hoo) (losall i + Veoull72)

where the right-hand side is bounded in L*°(0,7"). Then, by the Poincaré inequality, we
easily have

o, € L®(0,T; HY).
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4.3 Continuous dependence

The continuous dependence result can be easily obtain by setting x = 0 in Section B4l
Given two weak solution triplets satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem 2.7 let ¢, p, and o
denote their differences, respectively, which satisfy

0= (00, C) + /Q V-V + (Aa = Apo1) (h(e1) — h(p2))¢ — Apoh(p2)( dz,
0= /Q/M - g(‘l”(tpl) — W' (p2))A — eV - VA + xoAdz,
0= /Q Dy(Vo — V) - VE + Ae(o1 (A1) — h(ps)) + oh(ps2))é de,

for all {,\, € € H&(Q) As in Section B4l let fioo := foo1 — Hoo,2 ANd Oog 1= Oo0,1 — 0,2
denote the difference of boundary data, and we substitute ( = vep, £ = Z(0 — 0x),
A = U — leo and A = Yo for positive constants )V, Z yet to be determined. This is
equivalent to setting x = 0 in ([BJ9). Then, J; vanishes and the estimations of J3, Js,
Jy and J5 do not depend on . One would have to adjust the value for Z accordingly to
account for the absence of the first term on the right-hand side of (3.20al), but the same
arguments will lead to the assertion of Theorem 2.7

5 Singular potentials

5.1 Maximal monotone operators and the Yosida approximation

In this section, we will briefly review the basic concepts regarding the Yosida approxi-
mation of maximal monotone operators. For more details related to maximal monotone
operators, subdifferentials and the Yosida approximation, we refer the reader to [4, Chap-
ter II1], [21, Chapter I1I], [22, p. 161] and [24, Chapter 32].

Let X be a Banach space with dual space X*. A possibly multivalued mapping 7T :
X — 2% with effective domain D(T) := {zx € X : Tz # ()}, range R(T) :={y € Tx : x €
D(T)} and graph G(T') := {[z,y] € X x X* : 2 € D(T),y € Tz} is said to be monotone if

(f—g9,x—y) =0 Va,ye D(T), f €Tz, g€Ty.
The mapping T is maximal monotone if and only if
(f—g,x—y)>0 V[y,9] € GT)=2€ D(T)and f € Tx.

In the case where X is a Hilbert space H, we identify H with its dual H*. For a maximal
monotone multivalued mapping T : H — 2 with [0,0] € G(T), i.e., 0 € T(0), and for
any A > 0, one can show that I + \T' is surjective, where I is the identity operator, i.e.,
R(I + A\T') = H. Hence, for every fixed u € H, there exists [z, f] € G(T) such that

u=x+ Af with f € Tx.

The resolvent J) : H — D(T') and the Yosida approximant T : H — H of T are defined
as

1
Tni= T +XD)7 Ty:= X

satisfy u = Jyu+ AThu VA >0and Thu= f € Te =T (Jyu).

(I — J»), sothat x = Jhu, f=Thwu
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It is well-known that 7y and T are both Lipschitz operators with Lipschitz constant 1 and
%, respectively. Furthermore, denoting 79z as the element such that | 70z| := inf{|| f| s :
f € Tz}, then it holds that

|Thz||lg < |T°z|| YA >0and The — Tz in H as A = 0 Yz € D(T). (5.1)

For a convex, proper, lower semicontinuous function B : H — R, it is also well-known that

the subdifferential T' = 93 : H — 27 defined for z € D(8B) = {y € H : 0B(y) # 0} as

~

0B(x) = {f € H: B(y) — Blx) > (f,y — x) Vy € H}

is a maximal monotone mapping. For any A > 0, the Yosida approximation of B, defined
as

fita) = inf { 5l = ol + 500 |

yeH

is convex, Fréchet diﬁergntiab}e on H with dBA = 8BA =T, = (3@» for all A > 0, i.e.,
the Fréchet derivative dfy of ) coincides with its subdifferential 08, and is equal to the
Yosida approximant of the subdifferential 3. Moreover, it holds that

A~

Br(z) < B(x) for all € H and Sy (x) ~ B(z) as A — 0. (5.2)

5.2 Existence

From the above discussion, we take the Hilbert space H = R and introduce the Yosida
approximation of 3 = 9 as follows. For n € (0, 1], let

seR \ 2n

m@w:mm(i@—yﬁ+m@>za Buly) = BL(u), (5:3)
and

U (y) = Buly) + Ay).

Then, for each n € (0,1], ¥,, € C!(R) is non-negative and has at most quadratic growth.
The conditions of Theorems and 23] are fulfilled (with p = 1), and so, for every
n € (0, 1], there exists a weak solution (¢p, fin, 0y) to (LI) with ¥/ in (LID) and satisfies
©n(0) = ¢o, 0,(0) = o with the following regularity

on € (=14 L(0,T; Hy)) N L*(0,T; H?) N HY(0,T; H™Y),

Hn € Moo + L2(07T§ H(%)a

On € (000 + L2(0,T; H)) N L>®(0,T; L?) N HY(0,T; H ).

Moreover, the weak solution (¢, iy, 0y ) satisfies an analogue of (2.5]):

sup ([[ 5 (n ()1 + llen ()7 + llon(s)l72)
s€(0,T

+ HMNH%Q(O,T;Hl) + Han”%Q(O,T;Hl) (5:4)

<C (1 + klloo — 0o (0) |72 + "52”@000”%2(0,T;L2) + “”UooH%oo(o,T;B)) ;

for some positive constant C' independent of n and k. The fact that C' is independent of n
follows from the fact that that the derivation of (2.5]) does not use the polynomial growth
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of the potential. Moreover, by (S3) and (5.2), the quantity ||V, (¢, (0)]lz1 = [¥n (o)l
is bounded uniformly in n. This allows us to deduce that

{Spn}ne(o,l] is bounded in LOO(O’T’ Hl),
{Mn}ne(o,l] is bounded in L2(07T; Hl),
{on}ne(o,1) is bounded in L>(0, T} L) N L*(0,T; HY).

By the Lipschitz continuity of A’, we also obtain that {A’(¢n)}ne(,1) is bounded in
L>(0,T; HY). Next, due to the regularity of (¢n,fin,0n), We can write the equation
for u, as the following equality

VEAPn = —fin — XOpn + gAIrL((Pn) + gﬂn(‘)@n) (5.5)

As B, is Lipschitz and therefore belong to W1>°(R), it is differentiable with derivative
Br, € L*(R) a.e. in R. Then, by the chain rule for Sobolev functions |25, Thm 2.1.11], it
holds that

/ — Apn(Bulipn) — Bu(~1)) di = / B (o) V g ? i,
Q Q

where we used that £,(¢,) — Bn(—1) = 0 on I'. Here we point out that this is where the
assumption —1 € D(/3) comes in, as we can only test with H{ functions for (5.5). Thus,
after multiplying (5.5) by Bn(¢n) — Bn(—1) € H} and performing integration by parts, we
obtain

/ Y Bl + Balon)Vign? de
Q e

— [ (=200 + (4 x00)) (Balipn) = Bu(=1)) + La(ipn) -1 d
Q

Using that Bn is convex and thus 3/, > 0 a.e. in R, the second term on the left-
hand side can be neglected. Furthermore by Assumption [ and (5.1), we have |8,(—1)| <
|8°(=1)| < oo for all n € (0,1]. Thus, writing A’(¢,) = A'(¢,) — A’(0) + A’(0), and using
the Lipschitz continuity of A’, Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we have

||Bn(80n)”%2(0,T;L2) <C <1 + HSDnH%%o,T;L?) + [|pn + XUnH%2(0,T;L2)> )

for some positive constant C' depending only on 7, €, ||A”||fg), [A'(0)], and |3°(—1)].
Returning to (5.5)), as the right-hand side is now bounded in L?(0,7’; L?) uniformly in n
and &, by elliptic regularity, we have that {¢n },e(0,1) is also bounded in L?(0,T; H?).
Analogous to BID), {0i¢n}tne(o,1] and {£8,0n}ne(0,) are bounded in L?(0,T; H™1).
Hence, in addition to the convergence stated in Section B.I1.2] where we denote the limit
functions of (¢, tin, o) as (¢, p, o) (changing the index from k to n), we also have

on — ¢ weakly in L%(0,T; H?),
Bn(pn) — ¢ weakly in LZ(O,T; LQ)

to some function ¢ € L?(0,T; L?).
To finish the proof, it suffices to pass to the limit n — 0 in the weak formulation of
(@n, tin, 0n) to show that (@, u,o0,) satisfies (2.10). We will omit the details. It remains
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to show that ¢ € D(B) and ¢ € B(p) a.e. in Qx (0,T), which will follow from the maximal
monotonicity of 8 once we showed

(W —g.0—y) 20 Vy,g] €GB
We argue as in [5, Lem 1.3 (e), p. 127] (cf. [2, Prop 2.2 (iv), p. 38]). By the boundedness
of {Bn(¥n)}ne,1) in L?(0,T; L?) and the identity

where 7, ¢, is the resolvent of ¢,,, we find that ¢, — J0, — 0 strongly in L?(0,T; L?),
and this implies that 7,0, — ¢ strongly in L?(0,T; L?). Take an arbitrary [y, g] € G(B),
ie.,, y € D(B) and g € 5(y). By the monotonicity of 8 and as S, () € B(Tnpn), we have
(here (-,-) denotes the scalar product on L?(0,T; L?))

0 < (Bnlen) =9, Inpn —y) = (¥ =g, —y) as n — 0.

As [y, g] € G(p) is arbitrary, by the maximal monotonicity of 3, we have that [, ] € G(f),
and so ¢ € D(f) and ¢ € (p) a.e. in Q x (0,7).

5.3 Energy inequality

We argue as in Section and pass to the limit n — 0 in (5.4]). Due to the non-negativity
and continuity of A(-), and the a.e. convergence p,, — ¢ in Q x (0,7), by Fatou’s lemma
we have for a.e. s € (0,7,

/A dx<hm1nf/Ag0n

Similarly, for every n € (0,1], f, is non-negative and continuous. By (B2) and a.e.
convergence ¢, — ¢ in Q x (0,7T"), we have 5, (¢n) = B(p) a.e. in Q x (0,T). By Fatou’s
lemma, we obtain for a.e. s € (0,77,

/Q Blp(s)) da < limin / Bulion(s

Using weak /weak-x lower semicontinuity of the Sobolev norms on the other terms, and
passing to the limit n — 0 in (5.4) leads to (2.I1)).
5.4 Partial continuous dependence

Consider two weak solution quadruples (¢, (i, 0, %;)i=1,2 to (L) satisfying the hypothesis
of Theorem 210l Denoting the differences of (¢;, fi, 0i, Vi, 00c,i)i=1,2 as ¢, p, o, ¥ and
00, Tespectively, we then have

0 € L>(0,T; Hy) N L*(0,T; HH) N HY(0, T; H™Y),
0 € (000 + L*(0,T; HY)) N L°(0,T; L*) N H (0, T; H ),
pe L20,T; HY), e L*0,T;L?),

and

0= (0ip, C) + /Q Vi -VC+ (h(p1) = Me2))(Aa = Apo1)¢ = Apoh(p2)Cdz,  (5.6)
0= /Q,u)\ - g(w + A (p1) — A (p2))A — eV - VX + xodux, (5.7)

0 = (k0yo,§) + /Q Do(Vo —nV) - VE+ Ac(o1(h(p1) — hp2)) + oh(p2))§ dz,
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for all ¢, \, £ € H} and a.e. t € (0,T).

Let ) denote a positive constant yet to be determined. Testing with { = YN (p) € H&,
where N is the inverse Dirichlet-Laplacian operator defined in [2.I2)), and A = =Y € H}
leads to

=yl +Y [ Vi VNG do

.y /Q (ha = Apo1) (1) — Bl22)) — Aph(p2)) N () di,

0= | Lo+ (N(er) = Nga))o+ eIVl = (i x0)oda,

where we used (m) Upon adding the above equations leads to

2 N 1
S lelE+Y [ Vi IN) — o+ Lo da

y / (= A1) (h(21) — h(2)) — Apoh(i22)) N () da

+9 [ (1) = Mg + 16l Vol = xopd =0
Using (2.12) with u = p € H}, we observe that
/ Vu-VN(p)dr — / uedr =0,
Q Q
and by the monotonicity of g, for i; € B(p;), i = 1,2, we have

/WPdﬂU:/(%—¢2)(<P1—cp2)dx20.
Q Q

Thus, by Holder’s inequality and the Lipschitz continuity of A’, it holds that

yd, o
= 2ol + Vel Vel

<Y Qalnllell 2Nl 22 + ApLnllonl 2 ]l L[| N (@)l 2+) (5.8)
gl
+Y (/\phooHUHL2|!N(<p)HL2 + A e IlIZ2 + X”U”LQH‘P”LQ) :

Adding (BI8) to (5:8) we obtain (neglecting the non-negative term Z\. [, h(p2)|o|?
dz) after integrating in time from 0 to s € (0,77,

Y 2 K 2
Lo + 250 ()12

+ yf)/gHvSOH%?(QS;LQ) + ZDOHVUH%Q(QS;LQ) (59)
Yy K
<SS+ K+ Ko+ K3+ Ky + 5”%”5 + Zg”%”%%
where Ji, as defined in Section [3.4] can be handled as in (3.20al), and

Ky = 3’/0 (AaLnllollL2[IN(@)ll12 + ApLnlloll 2 llol s [N (@)l 24) dt,
K=Y (\h ol 2 [N (@)l 2 + L A" lell7z + xllollzellellze ) dt
2 ; plloo||T || L2 Pl L2 - Lee(R) [1PllL2 ™ X L2 [Pl L2 )
ngZ/ /Doanp-V(U—UOO)+D0VU-VJOdedt,
0 JQ

Ky=-2 /03 /Q Aeo1(h(p1) — h(p2))(0 — 0s0) — Ach(p2)00a0 dz dt.
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By Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, and also from the estimation of J5 in (8.22]),
we see that

2D 5D
|K3| < z 4 ||VO-||%2(075;L2) +Zz 4 HVO-OOH%Q(O,T;LQ) (510&)
+ 2ZD0772HVSDH%2(0,3;L2)’
—9 2
(K1l < 20" X222l 305ty + 10132 0,0 (5.10D)

1
+ <Z + ()‘chooz)2> HUOOH%%O,T;Hl)

s 202 +1
<20°NZ%(Cp + 1)* Vel 2 (0,002) + 5 IV l172(0,6:12)

+ C”UOOH%Q(O,T;Hly

where C' = CZLy||01 || 1o (0,7;12) as before, and we have applied the Poincaré inequality to
pEe H&. Meanwhile, using the Poincaré inequality applied to N(¢) € H&, we see that

IN(@)[g < (Cp+ DIVN(@)lL2 = (Cp + Dol
and by the Sobolev embedding H' C L*, it holds that

lellaIN(@)lzs < Gl Nl < CHCp + 1) [0l Vell 2
Then, by Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality it holds that

1
K] < NG IN @) 02 + 71V 0002,
— 1
+ (VAC(Cp + 1)2)2H80H%2(0,5;*) + ZHVSDH%?(QS;H),

1
Kol < PAphoo)*IN(0)T2(0,522) + 7191172 (0,5:12)
2

Y Y X
+ <yg||A”HL°°(R) + 7) H80H%2(073;L2) + 7”0”%2(0,3;3),

where we use the notation
S
11320000 = [ IFIIZ dt.
(0,55%) 0

Recalling ([2Z.13]) and ([2.I4]), it holds that
IN@)llz2 < CollVN(@)llzz = Cpllells,  llellze < llellVellre,

and so we obtain

K1 < (VAC(Cp + 1)) + CHVALRC))?) 121172 (0,500 (5.11a)
1
+ §HV<PH%2(0,3;L2)7
v »2\?
|K>| < (Cg(wphoof + (ngA/I”L‘X’(R) + 7) ) 121172 (0,500 (5.11b)

2)(2 +1 2 1 2
+ = lloli 0502 + 71Vl (0,5:12)

2
gl ?
< (Cg(yAphoo)Q + <ngA”HL°°(R) + 7) ) 121172(0,550)

N (2C2+1)(2x* + 1)
4

1
HVUH%%O,S;L% + ZHVSDH%?(O,S;L?) + CHUooH%%o,T;Hl)-
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We point out that the reason not to use the Poincaré inequality directly to estimate
terms involving HQDH%Q(QS;LQ) in K is to obtain terms involving ||V¢||%2(07S;L2) with coef-
ficients that are independent of Y. Upon collecting all of the terms from (5.10al), (5.10h),
(5.IT1a) and (B.I1D), and also keeping in mind the estimate (3.20a)) for J;, we find that

Y K Dy nZ+3 C?
5||s0(8)\|3 + ZZHU(S)H%Q + <37 — (205 + V=~ 7” IVoll72(0.22)

s 3
+ (y'ya —2ZDgn* — 20" N2Z%(Cp + 1) — Z) IVellT2(0,0:22)

Yy 3K
< §||800||3 + ZzHUOH%Q + 8222|8000 l[72(0.1:12) + 262 (1000 | F o0 (0 712
+C (¥, 2, C, Gy Aay Ly oo, 75 € (1N || oo ) 1211720 500y + Cllosol T2 0 701

for some positive constant C' not depending on k. Choosing Z and ) so that the coefficients
on the left-hand side are positive, we obtain

S
lp(s)IZ + wllo(s)]72 +/O di ([Voll7z +IVell72) dt
< ds (lpoll? + &lloollZ2) + dallell72 (0,
+dy (HUOOH%Q(O,T;Hl) + HHUooH%oo(o,T;B) + "52”000H§11(0,T;L2)> ,

for positive constants dy, do, d3 and d4 not depending on k. Application of the Gronwall
inequality (I.I2)) yields the desired result.

5.5 Full uniqueness

If 10 =20, 010 =020 and 0,1 = 00,2, then it holds that

2 2

lo1 = U2HL2(Qx(o,T)) + [ler — <P2HL2(Qx(o,T)) = 0.
Hence, ¢1 = ¢ and 01 = 09 a.e. in Q x (0,7). As Hoo,1 = Moo,2, We see that u =y — o €
H&. Thus, substituting ¢ = p in (5.0), integrating in time and applying the Poincaré
inequality leads to

2 Lo :

0= ||V,U||L2(07T;L2) 2 EHMHH(QT;L?) = pi1 = p2 ae. in Q x (0,7).
P

Upon setting ¢ = p = o = 0 in (5.7) we obtain

/¢Adm=0 v\ € H,
Q

which in turn implies that ¢ = ¢; — 19 = 0 a.e. in Q x (0,7"). This completes the proof
of Theorem 2.101
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