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Abstract

We introduce a new concept of dissipative varifold solution to models of two phase com-
pressible viscous fluids. In contrast with the existing approach based on the Young measure
description, the new formulation is variational combining the energy and momentum balance
in a single inequality. We show the existence of dissipative varifold solutions for a large class
of general viscous fluids with non—linear dependence of the viscous stress on the symmetric
velocity gradient.
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1 Introduction

We consider a simple model of a two—phase flow, where the interface between the two fluids is
described via a phase variable x € {0,1} that coincides with the characteristic function of the
domain occupied by one of the fluid components. Accordingly, the time evolution of y is governed
by the transport equation
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where u is the fluid velocity. We denote

O:(t) = {:B € Q) ’ x(t,z) = 1} — the part of the physical space Q € R? occupied by fluid 1,
Oy(t) =3z €Q ) x(t,x) = O} — the part of the physical space Q C R occupied by fluid 2,
['(t) = O1(t) N Oy(t) — the interface.

As the mass of the fluid is conserved, its density p satisfies the standard equation of continuity
Oro + div,(pu) = 0. (1.2)

The material properties of the two fluid components are characterized by a general barotropic
equation of state

pi=pi(0), 1=1,2, p(x,0) = xp1(0) + (1 — x)p2(0)- (1.3)

The viscous stress S is related to the symmetric velocity gradient D,u through an “implicit”
rheological law

where the dissipative potentials Fj, ¢« = 1, 2 are convex functions defined on the space ngxrﬁ of sym-

metric d—dimensional real matrices, and where I} denotes the convex conjugate. More specifically,
we suppose
Fy: R [0, 00] is Ls.c. convex, F;j(0) =0, i =1,2. (1.5)

Sym

Note that (1.4) is equivalent to
S; € 0F;(D,u) < D,u € dF/(S;).

It is easy to check that the choice
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D - Eltr[D]

F="

A .
5 + 5 [P, i =1,2

gives rise to the standard Newtonian viscous stress used in the Navier—Stokes system. Similarly
to (1.3), we set
S(Xa Dxu) = Xgl (]D)a:u) + (1 - X)SZ(DCCU)

We refer to Bulicek et al [6] for more details about ”implicitly” constituted fluids, where the viscous
stress is related to the velocity gradient in a way similar to (1.4). Similar abstract approach has
been used in [1].

The balance of momentum is satisfied for each individual fluid. The velocity is continuous,
while the Cauchy stress

experiences a jump on the interface, specifically,

[T-n]=xHnonl, k>0,
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where Hn is the mean curvature vector, and k the coefficient of surface tension. Consequently, it
is convenient to formulate the momentum balance in the weak form:

t=1 T
[/ ou- @ dx} = / / <gu O+ ou®u: Ve + plx, Q)divxgc}) dz dt
Q t=0 0 Q (16)

—/ /S(X,qu):vxgo dxdt+m/ Hn - ¢ dS,dt
0o Ja o Jre

for any 0 < 7 < T, ¢ € C}[0,T] x ©; R, where we have omitted the effect of external volume
forces for simplicity.

1.1 Varifold solutions

If the initial interface is a smooth surface (curve if d = 2), the problem admits a local in time
regular solution as long as the data are regular, see the survey of Denisova, Solonnikov [7] and
the references cited therein. Global existence is not expected because of possible singularities and
self-intersections of T'(¢).

Plotnikov [10, 11, 12] adapted the concept of varifold to study the problem for large times in the
context of incompressible non-Newtonian fluids for d = 2. Later Abels [2, 3] introduced the class
of measure—valued varifold solutions to attack the problem for d = 2,3 still in the incompressible
setting but for a larger family of viscous stresses including the standard Newtonian fluids. He
also showed the existence of weak varifold solutions in the absence of surface tension. Ambrose at
al. [4] extended the existence proof to the case with surface tension for incompressible Newtonian
fluids and d = 2. To the best of our knowledge, with the only exception of the work of Plotnikov
[12] dealing with a simplified Stokes model, similar problems are completely open in the context
of compressible fluids.

We introduce a new weak formulation of the problem based on the principles of the calculus of
variations. The main idea is to rewrite the momentum equation with the associated total energy
balance as a single inequality in terms of the dissipation potentials F}, F,. The resulting problem
still uses the concept of varifold, however, the description of oscillations via a Young measure is
no longer necessary. The new formulation is versatile and can be used for both compressible and
incompressible fluids. Finally, we show that the problem admits global in time solutions as long
as div,u is penalized in a way similar to [9].

2  Weak formulation

To avoid problems with physical boundary, we consider the space—periodic boundary conditions.
In other words, the spatial domain € is identified with a flat torus,

Q=T d=2,3. (2.1)



2.1 Varifolds

Following Abels [2], Plotnikov [10], we introduce the concept of varifold V,
V€ Ly (0, T; MF(T x 5471)),

weak— (*

which, after disintegration, takes the form
V=VI®V, [V]€ MH(T), {Vi}oers CP(S").
The first variation of V reads
OV (t); ) = / (I—2®2): Vap(x) dV(t) for any ¢ € CH(T?).
Td®Sd—1

Similarly to [2], we rewrite the momentum equation (1.6) as

t=71 T
U ou- ¢ dx] = / / (@u “Oip+ou®u: Ve + p(x, @)divxcp) dzdt
Td t=0 0o Jrd (2.2)

—/ S(x, Dyu) : Va dxdt—l—/f/ / (0V; ) dV dt
0 Jrd 0 Jrdxgd-1

for any 0 <7 < T, ¢ € C'(0,T] x T¢ R?).

2.2 Total energy balance

Introducing the pressure potentials

Pi(0), Pl(o)o— Pi(o) = pi(0), i =1,2, P(x,0) = xPi(e) + (1 — x)P2(0), (2.3)

we deduce the total energy balance

d 1
» / gl + P o)) do k¥l | + [ S0cDaw) i Dau do =0, (24)
dt Td 2 Td

cf. Abels [2]. In the weak formulation, the energy balance (2.4) is replaced by an inequality

1 t=1 T
[/ <§Qlu|2 + P(x, Q)) dz + R||VIX||M('Ed;Rd):| +/ / S(x,D,u) : Dyu dedt < 0. (2.5)
Td t=0 0 JTd

Next, subtracting (2.2) from (2.5) we obtain

1
{/ (§Q|u|2—/ ou- ¢ dr+ P(x, Q)) dx+/<;\|vxx\|M(Td;Rd)]
Td Td

+/ / <9u-8tso+ ou®u: Ve +p(x, Q)diVx<P> dz dt
0 Td

+I<L/ / (0V; ) dV dt

0 JTdxS§d-1

+/ S(x,D,u) : (Dyu —D,e) dedt <O0.
o Jrd

t=1

t=0

(2.6)
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Finally, in view of (1.4),

F(Xa]Darso) - F(X7Dxu) = X(Fl(sto) - Fl(DJ:u)> + (1 - X) (FZ(DwQO> - FQ(Dxu))
Z S(Xv]D)xu) : (sto - Dxu)

Consequently, we rewrite (2.6) in the final form

/OT /W (F<X’D$9@> - F(X,Dxu)> dz dt

1
> {/ <§Q|u|2 —/ ou- @ dz + P(x, 9)) do + ’f||va:X||M(’ﬂ'd;Rd):|
Td Td t=0

+ / / (gu O+ ou®@u: Ve + p(x, g)div;,;go) dz dt
0o Jrd

+/~:/ / (V) AV dt
0 Tdx Sd—1

for any 0 <7 < T, ¢ € C([0,T] x T4 R%).

2.3 Dissipative varifold solutions

We are ready to introduce the concept of dissipative varifold solution.

Definition 2.1 (dissipative varifold solution). We say that [x, 0, u, V] is a dissipative varifold
solution of the problem (1.1), (1.2), (1.6), (2.1) if the following holds:

¢ Regularity class.

x € C([0,T]; L*(T%), x € {0,1} for a.a. t, x; (2.8)
0€ C([0,T; LY(TY)]), 0 < 0 < o(t,z) < for a.a. t,; (2.9)
u € L*0,T; WH*(T% R%)) for some o > 1, gu € C(]0, T]; L*(T% R%)), (2.10)
V€ L (0, T; MF(T? x §971)). (2.11)
e Transport.

t=1 T

[/ X dx] :/ / <X8t¢+xu-vzgo+xdivxu<p> dxdt (2.12)
Td t=0 0 JTd

for any 0 <7 < T, p € C*([0,T x T9)).



e Mass conservation.

t=1 T
[/ 0p dx] :/ / (Qatgo + ou - Vﬁp) dz dt (2.13)
Td t=0 0 JTd

for any 0 <7 < T, p € C*([0,T x T9)).

e Momentum—energy balance

/OT /Td <F<X’Dw‘P) - F(XyDzu)> da dt

1
> | [ (etP - ou- o+ POco)) ot Vs
T

t=T1

. t=0 (2.14)
+ / / (Qu cOp+ou®u: Ve + p(y, Q)divxcp> dx dt
0 Jrd
+/<c/ / (6V: ) dV dt
0 JTdxgd-1
for any 0 < 7 < T, and any ¢ € C*([0,T] x T¢; R?) satisfying
T
/ / (F1(Dyp) + F2 (D)) dadt < oco. (2.15)
0o Jre

e Varifold compatibility. If, in addition, x > 0, we require y € L (0,T; BV (T%)), and

weak — ()

/ @z dV(T,-)—i—/ @ - dV,x(1) =0 (2.16)
Td x §d-1 Td

for a.a. 0 <7 < T, and any ¢ € C(T%).

First observe that dissipative varifold solutions coincide with weak varifold solutions in the
sense of Plotnikov [10] and Abels [2], if they satisfy the energy balance

1 t=71 T
{/ (—Q|U|2 + P(x, g)) dz + /ﬂ?HVxXHM(Td;Rd):| —|—/ S:D,u dxdt =0, (2.17)
Td 2 t=0 0 Td

where

S(t, z) € xOF1((x,D,u)(t,x)) + (1 — x)OF2((x, Dyu)(t, x)) for a.a. t,x. (2.18)



Indeed subtracting (2.17) from (2.14) we obtain

/ / (F(X, D,p) — F(y, Dyu) — S : (Dyp — ]D)xu> dz dt
0 Td

t=T1
> — { / ou- @ dx]
T t=0

+ / / (Qu SO tou®u: Vep +px, 0)divee — S DM) da de
0 Td

—I—/{/ / (0V; ) dV dt,
0 JTdxsd-1

where, by virtue of (2.18),
/ / (F(X, Do) — Flx,Dyu) — S : (Dap — }D)xu) de dt
0 Td

_ _/ / (F(X,Dxcp) — F(x,Dyu) =S : (D — Dxu> dz dt <O0.
0 Td

Consequently, we deduce the standard weak varifold formulation of the momentum equation

t=1
[ / ou- @ dx]
T t=0

:/ /d (Qu-@tso—ir@u@u:Vx¢+p(x,g)divxcp—S:ID>ch> dr dt
0o Jr

+/~@/ / (0V; ) dV dt
0 JTdxsd-1

for any 0 < 7 < T, and any ¢ € C1([0,T] x T¢; R%)).
Note that Definition 2.1 can be easily adapted to incompressible fluids just by dropping the
pressure term and considering solenoidal test functions in (2.14).

3 Hypotheses and main results

Our goal is to handle the largest possible class of the pressure-density equations of state as well
as the dissipative potentials. For technical reasons, however, certain singularity of F; will be
required to keep the system out of the vacuum. Our principal technical hypotheses concerning the
dissipative potentials read:

F; - Rg;n‘f — [0, 00] convex Ls.c, F;(0) =0, 0 € int(Dom[F;] N Dom|[F3]); (3.1)
1 o 2d
Fy(D) R |D— c_itr[D] — 1 for some a > FEE (3.2)




F;(D) = oo whenever tr[D] > d > 0; (3.3)

i = 1,2. Hypothesis (3.2) seems natural to guarantee integrability of the convective term by means
of the energy bounds, hypothesis (3.3) yields a uniform bound

|div,u| < d a.a. in (0,T) x Q. (3.4)

We refer the reader to [9] for the modelling aspects of (3.3).
In the context of incompressible fluids, the hypothesis (3.4) becomes irrelevant, while (3.1),
(3.2) can be rewritten as

F;: Rﬁ;jﬁo — [0, 00] convex l.s.c, F;(0) =0, 0 € int(Dom|[F;] N Dom|[F}]); (3.5)
Fi(D) < [D|* — 1 f 5 2 (3.6)
(D) ~ — 1 for some a > ——, :
d+2

i = 1,2. As F; may become infinite, the above class is broad enough to accommodate the rheology
of thick fluids, see Barnes [5] and Rodrigues [13].

As the velocity u enjoys the Sobolev regularity (2.10) and (3.4) holds, the theory of DiPerna—
Lions [8] applies to (2.12), (2.13). In particular, for the initial data

0<o0<0 <0, (3.7)
the equation of continuity (2.13) admits a unique renormalized solution ¢ belonging to the class
o € C([0,T); L*(T%)), 0exp (—t;l) < o(t,z) < pexp (t;l) for any ¢, x.

By the same token, the phase variables y;,
x € C([0,T]; L*(T%)), ranges in the set {0, 1}

provided the same is true for the initial data. In addition, y and p satisfy the renormalized equation

t=T1

[0 ae|
- 9b(x; o)

— /OT/Q {b(% 0)0xp + b(x, 0)u - Voo + (b(x, o) — 8—99) divmug0:| . (3.8)

for any 0 <7 < T, any ¢ € C([0,T] x Q), and any b € CL_([0,1] x (0,00)).
We are ready to state our main results. We start with a mixture of two compressible fluids

without surface tension.

Theorem 3.1 (Compressible fluids without surface tension). Let d = 2,3. Suppose that
k = 0 and p; € C}0,00) are increasing functions of o for i = 1,2. Let F;, i = 1,2, satisfy



3.1)(3.3) witha> Y ifd=3 and o > 2 if d = 2. In addition, suppose there is a constant k > 0
5

such that ]
“R(D) — k< (D) < k(Fl(]D)) + 1) for any D € RIX (3.9)

k sym *

Let the initial data satisfy
x(0,) = x0 = lg, Q C T? a Lipschitz domain,

Q(Oa ) = 00, 0< Q < 90 < @7 Qu<0a ) =1myg € Lz(Td?Rd)

Then the problem (1.1), (1.2), (1.6), (2.1) admits a dissipative varifold solution (o,u,x) in
(0,T) x T in the sense of Definition 2.1.

The hypothesis (3.9) requires the dissipative potentials to share the growth of the same order
for large ID.

To handle the compressible case with surface tension, we restrict ourselves to the pressure—
density rheological law pertinent to isothermal gases, namely

pi(0) = a0, a; >0, i=1,2, p(o,x) = xai10+ (1 — x)azo. (3.10)

Theorem 3.2 (Compressible fluids with surface tension). Let d = 2,3, and k > 0. Suppose
that the pressure is given by (3.10). Let F;, i = 1,2, satisfy (3.1)~(3.3). Let the initial data satisfy

x(0,°) = xo0 = la, Qo C T¢ a Lipschitz domain,

0(0,") = 00, 0 <0< 00 <0, 0u(0,-) =mgy € L*(T% RY).

Then the problem (1.1), (1.2), (1.6), (2.1) admits a dissipative varifold solution (o, u,x, V') in
(0, T) x T¢ in the sense of Definition 2.1.

Finally, we reformulate the result in terms of incompressible fluids.

Theorem 3.3 (Incompressible fluids). Let d = 2,3, and k > 0. Suppose that F; satisfy (3.5),
(3.6). Let the initial data satisfy

x(0,°) = xo0 = la, Qo C T¢ a Lipschitz domain,

0(0,-) =00, 0 <0< 00 <9, ou(0,-) =my € L*(T% RY).

Then the problem (1.1), (1.2), (1.6), (2.1) admits a dissipative varifold solution (o, u,x, V') in
(0, T) x T in the incompressible setting of Definition 2.1. Specifically, div,u = 0 and (2.14) holds
for any test function @ such that div, = 0.

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of the above results.



4 Basic approximation scheme

To construct the varifold solution, we adapt the approximation scheme introduced in [1]. First,
we replace the dissipative potentials F; by their Moreau—Yosida approximation,

1 .
Ff(D) = inf {2—€|M—D|2+F’(D)}, i=1,2,6>0

1
MeRIxE

Next, we consider an orthogonal basis {e, }°°, of the space L?(£); R?) consisting of, say, trigono-
metric polynomials. We look for approximate velocity field belonging to the space

u e C([0,T]; Xy), Xy = span{e,}V_,.

Given u € C([0,T]; Xy), the transport equation as well as the equation of continuity may be
solved by the method of characteristics,

x(t,z) = xo(X 7Lt 2)), ot,x) = 0o(X*(t,z)) exp (—/0 divzu(s,X_l(s,x))ds> : (4.1)

where X is the associated Lagrangian flow

d
EX(t,x) =u(t,X(t,z)), X(0,z) = z.

At this stage, we approximate the initial data xg to be a characteristic function of a C*—domain
Q. Accordingly, if u is smooth with respect to the z—variable, the image of €}y under the flow
remains C! at any time,

Xo = lg, of class C' = x(t,-) = 1g,, 4 of class C.

The velocity field will be identified via a Faedo—Galerkin approximation:

t=71 T
{/ ou- dx} = / / (gu cOp+ou®u: Ve + py, g)divxcp) dx dt
Td t=0 0o Jrd
—/ OF°(x,Dyu) : Dy dIdt—l—FL/ / (I-n®n):V,pdS,dt
0o Jrd o Jogo,

— (5/ / Au - AT dzdt, ou(0,-) =mgy, € >0, m > 2d,
o Jrd
(4.2)

for any ¢ € C'([0,T]; Xx), where we have set

OF¢(D,u) = xOF; (D,u) + (1 — x)0F5 (D u).
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The reader may consult Abels [2], where the specific form of the “varifold term” in (4.2) is discussed.
Identity (4.2) contains also an elliptic regularization necessary for performing the passage from
smooth to rough dissipation potentials.

The approximation scheme depends on three parameters: N, e, and . These being fixed,
the existence of approximate solutions can be shown by the standard fixed—point argument, see
[1, Section 3] and Abels [2, Section 4]. Our goal is to perform consecutively the limits N — oo,
e —0,and o — 0.

4.1 Energy estimates

As all quantities are smooth at the basic approximation level, we may consider u as a test function
in (4.2) obtaining the energy balance

d 1
dt [/Td (§Q|u|2 + P(x, Q)) dx + /4||VxXHM+(W)}

+ | 0F°(x,D,u):D,u dz + 5/ |A™uf? dx =0,
Td

Td

(4.3)

where we have used the identity (see Abels [2, Section 2.4, formula (2.8)])

4 v dS, = / (I—n®n):V,(eu) dS, +/ n- Vyen-udS,, ¢ € CYTY), (4.4)
dt Jaq, o o

together with the renormalized version (3.8) of the equations (2.12), (2.13), specifically

t=1 T
{/ P(x; 0) dﬂ?} +/ / p(x, 0)divyu dedt =0
Td t=0 0 J1d

forany 0 <7 <T.

4.2 Limit N — oo

The limit N — oo in the family of Faedo—Galerkin approximations is straightforward. Let
(XN, on,un)n>1 be the corresponding family of solutions. Keeping ¢ > 0, 6 > 0 fixed we de-
duce from the energy balance and (4.1) the following uniform bounds:

ON =~ ]-7
(uy)nys1 bounded in (0, T; L*(T% RY)) N L*(0, T; W2™2(T%; RY)), (4.5)
(xn)n>1 bounded in L>®((0,T) x T%), (kxn)n>1 bounded in L>=(0,T; BV (T%)).

First, we have

uy — u weakly-(*) in L*°(0,T; L*(T% R)) and weakly in L*(0,T; W?™?(T% R%)) (4.6)

11



passing to a suitable subsequence as the case may be. In particular, the velocity field remains
regular at least in the spatial variable, and we get

on = 0in CH([0,T] x T), xn — x weakly-(*) in L3y (0, T M(R?)), (4.7)
and
xw = x in C([0, T); LY(T?),
where the limit functions are given by formula (4.1).
Denoting
Iy : L*(T% RY — Xy
the orthogonal projection, we deduce from (4.2) that
(0 x(onuy))n>1 bounded in LP(0, T; W—52(T% R%)) for some p > 1, k > 0.

Consequently, by virtue of Aubin—Lions Lemma,

T T
/ / on|uy|? dxdt—)/ / olul* dzdt,
0 JTd o Jrd

uy — uin L*(0,T; L*(T% RY)).

yielding

Thus, finally,
uy — uin L0, T; C(T% RY)) for some ¢ > 2.

As the regularization OF; are globally Lipschitz in D,u, we are allowed to perform the limit in the
momentum equation (4.2) obtaining

t=T1 T
[/ ou- g dx} = / / (gu O+ ou®u: Ve + p(x, Q)divzgo> dx dt
Td t=0 0 Td
—/ OF°(x,D,u) : D¢ dxdt—l—/{/ / (I-n®n):V,pdS,dt
0o Jrd 0o Joo

— 6/ Au - AT dzdt, ou(0,-) =mgy, € >0, m > 2d,
0o J1d
(4.8)
for any ¢ € C1([0,T] x T% R).
Finally, we pass to the limit in the energy balance (4.3):

1
{1/1/ (§Q|u|2 + P(x, Q)) dr + HHV:EXHMHW)]
Td t=0

i 1
_/ o (/ (§Q|u|2 + P(x, Q)> dz + /<¢|\me]|M+(Td)) dt (4.9)
0 Td
+/ v [ OF(x,D,u) : Dyu dxdt+5/ Y [ |ATal? dzdt <0,
0 0

Td Td
for a.a. 0 <7 < T and any ¢ € C*0,T7], ¢ > 0.

t=1

12



Remark 4.1. As a matter of fact, a more refined argument would yield equality in (4.9). This is,
however, not needed for the remaining part of the proof.

5 Compressible case without surface tension

Being given a family of approximate solutions identified in Section 4.2, our goal is to perform the
limits ¢ — 0, § — 0. Fixing § > 0 we denote (g., Xe, Uc)e>0 the associated approximate solution.

5.1 Limit ¢ — 0
Since the energy balance (4.9) holds, we may repeat step by step the arguments of Section 4.2 to

obtain
0:~1, oo > poin Cl([OJT] X Q)?
u. — u weakly-(*) in L>(0,T; L*(T% R%)) and weakly in L*(0, T; W?™*(T% R%)), (5.1)
Xe — x in C([0,T); L*(T%)) and weakly-(*) in L>°(0,T; BV (T%))
passing to a suitable subsequence as the case may be. Similarly to the preceding section, the
characteristic curves are still well defined and the limit functions x, g are given by formula (4.1).

Next, we take ) = 1 in the energy inequality (4.9) and subtract the resulting expression from
the momentum balance obtaining

t=1

1
|:/d (§Q5|U5|2 — OcUe - P + P(X€7 QE)) dz + H||VIX5‘|M+(Td)]
T

t=0

+ / / 0:U. - Oy + 0:U: @ Ue : Vo + DX, @s)divm¢> dz dt
'H‘d

+/{/ / I-—n®n):V,pdS,dt — / /Amu(E AT¢ dadt
0% s Td

+/ OF¢(x:, D,u;) : (Dyu. — D) dxdt+6/ 1/1/ |A"u |? dzdt <0,
0 Jre
for any ¢ € C1([0,T] x T¢; RY), where

aF€(X€’D$u€) : (ngug - Dg;(p) dl’ Z /

Td

<F€(X€7Dwu6) - Fs(XsanSO)) dx
Td
Now, consider ¢ € C1(T% R?) such that |D,¢| < M, and ¢ € C}(0,T), 0 < < 1. In view if
hypothesis (3.1),
D, ¢ € int(Dom[F;] N Dom|[F3])

13



as long as M > 0 is small enough. Using ¢(t,z) = ¥ (t)p(x) as a test function in (5.2) we obtain
T T
/ o o-u. - ¢ drdt+ / (0 (Qaua ®@u. : V0 + p(X67 Qe)divx¢> dz dt
0 Td 0 Td
T T
/-@/ P (]I—n®n):VI¢>dedt—5/ v [ Alu. - AT¢ dxdt
0 0% ¢ 0 Td

1 T
< [ (Gohuol + Pl o)) do s+ sl¥onalaen + [ [ P vmi0) da
T 0 T

where, furthermore,

/ F(xe, ¥Du6) dar < / Fi(¢Dsg) do + / Fy(¢D,¢) dz < C(M).
Td ']Td Td

Thus we may infer that

whenever ¢ € C’1 (Td, Rd),

with the norm bounded uniformly for ¢ — 0. Consequently, similarly to Section 4.2, we conclude

T T
/ / 0:u.|? dxdt—>/ / olul* dz,
0 Jmd 0 Jmd

u. — uin L9(0,T; C*(T% R%)) for some ¢ > 2. (5.3)

yielding, finally,

The ultimate goal of this step is to perform the limit in (5.2). Summing up the previous
observations, we get

limsup/ / F*(xe, Do) dxdt—hmmf/ / F*(xe, Dyu) dxdt
e>0  Jo Jrd Td

> [[ (3ot - ow- o+ P0)) dr s iVnlasesa]
T t=0

+ / / ou-dp+ou®u: Ve + plx, g)divxgo> dx dt (5.4)
0 Jrd

+/<e// (H—n@n):vxtpd&cdt—é//A;"u-AQ”godxdt
o9 0 Jrd

+5/ ¢ [ | drds
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for any ¢ € C1([0,T] x T? RY). Consider a test function

T
p € CH[0,T] x T4 R, / / (Fl(]D)xgo) + Fg(]Dmgo)> dz dt < oo, (5.5)
Td
and write

/ / Fé(xz, Dup) dedt = / / VFi (D) dodt + / / (1= ) F5(Dygp) dadlt.
0 Td 0 Td 0 Td

We already know that
Xe = X € {0;1} a.a. in (0,7) x T, Ff(D,p) /7 Fi(e) in (0,T) x T4, i =1,2.

7

Consequently, in accordance with (5.5),

//F€ Xes Dagp) dzdt = //XEFE +P) d:cdt+// — X ) FE (D) dadt
Td Td Td
S/ / xeF1(D,ep) dmdt+/ /(l—xg)FQ(ID)Igo) dz dt
0 Td 0 Td
—>/ / xF1(D,p) dxdt—i—/ /(l—x)FQ(]D)mgo) dxdt:/ / F(x,D,¢) dzdt.
0 Td 0 Td 0 Td

(5.6)
On the other hand,

/ / Fe(xe, D) dxdt:/ / X F7 (Dyu,) dxdt+/ /(1—x€)F§(]D$u€) dz dt
0 Td 0 Td 0 Td
> / / NFE(Dou.) dadt + / / (1= v ) FE(Dyu,) dadt
0 Td 0 Td

—>/ / XF§(D,u) dxdt+/ / (1 —x)F;(D,u) dzdt as e —, € fixed.
o Jrd 0 Jra

Consequently,

liminf/ / F*(xe, Dyue) dedt
e—0 0 Td

2/ / YFE(D,u) dxdt+/ /(1—X)F§(Dxu) dz dt
0 JTd 0 JTd

for any €. Thus we may infer that

hmmf/ / F*(x:,Dyu.) dadt
T (5.7)

> / / VFu(Dyu) dadf + / / (1— ) Fy(Dyu) dzdt,
0 Td 0 Td
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Combining (5.4), (5.6), and (5.7), we obtain

//F(X,]Dxcp) dxdt—/ / F(x,Dyu) dzdt
0 Jrd 0 Jrd

1
> | [ (e - w0+ P(0)) ot wlVarls oo
T

t=1

t=0

- / / (gu cOip+ou®@u: Vup + p(x, g)divgp) da dt (5.8)
0 Jrd

+/<c// (H—n@n):vzgodsxdt—é//A;"U-Ag"godxdt
o Joo, o Jrd
—1—5/ ¢/ |A™uf* dadt

0 Td

for any ¢ € C1([0,T] x T? R?) satisfying (5.5).

5.2 Limit 6 — 0

Let (xs, 05, Us)s>0 be the family of approximate solutions obtained in the previous section. Our
ultimate goal is to perform the limit 6 — 0. Up to this moment, the proof has been identical for
Theorems 3.1, 3.2, with the obvious modifications for Theorem 3.3. Now, we focus on the case of
compressible fluids without surface tension.

If kK =0, the approximate solutions satisfy the following relations:

t=1 T
{ / X690 dx} = / / <x§8t<p+x(sua : chp+><adivxuaso> da dt (5.9)
Td +=0 0 Td

for any 0 <7 < T, p € CY([0,T x T9));

t=1 T
{ / 05 dx} = / / (Qaé’tw+gaua-vxso) dr dt (5.10)
Td t=0 0 JTd

for any 0 <7 < T, p € C([0,T] x T?);

/ / F(xs,D.ep) d:vdt—/ / F(xs,Dyus) dodt
0 Td 0 Td
1 ) t=T1
> §Qa|u5| —0sus - P+ P(xs,05) | dx
e t=0 (5.11)

+ / /d <Q511§ - Oyp + 0sus @ us 0 Vo + plxs, Q5)divxgo> dz dt
o Jr

—5/ AMus - A" dxdt+5/ |A™u,)? da dt
0 Td 0 Td
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for any ¢ € C1([0,T] x T¢; R?) satisfying (5.5). Setting ¢ = 1 in (5.11), we recover the energy
estimates

<

ess s ol o 1

/ / (x5, Dyus) da:fvl
Td

5/ | dzATu,l? <1
0 Td

?

Consequently, by virtue of hypothesis (3.3),
|div,us(t, z)| < d for a.a. (t,z). (5.12)

In addition,
xs € C([0,T); LY(T?)), xs(t,z) € {0,1} for a.a. (¢,z)

and
o0s € C([0, T]; L*(T%)), 0exp (—ta) < os(t,z) < Dexp (ta) for a.a (t,x),

represent the unique renormalized solution of (5.9), (5.10) in the sense of DiPerna and Lions [8].
Similarly to Section 5.1, we show

05 — 0 I Clear ([0, T; Lq(Td)), 1 <q< oo,

osus — ouin LP . (0, T; L*(T% R%)) for any 1 < p < oo,

and
05Us ® u; — ou ® u weakly in LI((0,T) x T R¥?) for some ¢ > 1. (5.13)

Sym

In particular,

T T
/ / 0slus — uf? diU:/ / (0slus|* — 20sus - u + oslus|?) dadt — 0.
0o Jrd 0 JTd

As ps5 is bounded below away from zero, the above relation yields
us — uin L*((0,7) x T% R%). (5.14)
With the estimates (5.12), (5.14) at hand, we may apply [8, Theorem IL.5] to obtain
xs — x in C([0, T]; LY(T%)) for any 1 < ¢ < oo, (5.15)

where y is a renormalized solution of the transport equation (2.12), x(¢,x) € {0,1} for a.a. (¢, ).
Moreover, it is easy to check that g is a renormalized solution of the equation of continuity (2.13).
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Finally, we use the fact that ys, os satisfy the renormalized equation (3.8) and rewrite (5.11)
in the form

//F(Xa,Dzso) dﬂcdt—/ / F(xs,Dyus) dadt
0 Td 0 Td

t=

1
> [/ <§Q5|u5’2 — 05U - 90) dx}
T4 t=0

+ / / (Qaua - Opp + 0sus @ us : Vap + pxs, 0s)(divee — divxua)) dz dt (5.16)
0 Td
—5/ / ATus - Al dzdt
0 Td
+ 5/ |A"ug|* dadt.
0 Td

Repeating the arguments of Section 5.1, we let § — 0 in (5.16) obtaining

/ / F(x, D) dmdt—/ / F(x,Dyu) dzdt
0 Jrd 0 JTd
1 t=1
> {/ (—9!1112—@11-50> dx] (5.17)
Td 2 t=0

+ / / <gu -Op +ou®u: Ve + plx, 0)divee — p(x, Q)divxu> dx dt,
0o Jrd

where

p(xs, 05) — p(o, x) weakly-(*) in L=((0,T) x T%),
p(xs, 05)div,us — p(o, x)div,us weakly inL*((0,T) x Q; R%).

5.2.1 Strong convergence of the density

Our ultimate goal in the proof of Theorem 3.1 is to “remove” the bars in (5.17) which amounts to
showing strong a.a. pointwise convergence

0s — o a.a. in (0,T) x T¢. (5.18)

To see (5.18), it is enough to justify the choice ¢p = u as a test function in (5.17). Indeed, as
shown in [9], this would yield

//p(xag)divxu dxdtz/ / p(x, 0)div,u dx dt.
0 Td 0 Td
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On the other hand, from the renormalization,

[P(X, 0) — P(x, Q)} dz dt = /Ed p(x, 0)div,u — p(x, o)div,u dzdt
(5.19)

< /Td (p(x, 0) —M)divxu dx dt.

EW

As P;, i = 1,2, are strictly convex on the range of p and ys converges strongly, we get

/d P(x,0) = P(x,0) dz = /d (x [PI(Q) = Pl(@)} +(1-x) [Pa(g) - P2(9)]) dz
T T
< limsup || o5 — Q|\%2(Td).
0—0
By the same token,
/ (p(x, o) — p(x, @))divzu dz < [|divul| g (pay limsup [l o5 — o0l ¢pa)-
Td 0—0

Thus we may apply Gronwall’s lemma to (5.19) to obtain, up to a suitable subsequence, (5.18).
In order to make the preceding step rigorous, we have to justify the choice ¢ = u in (5.17).
Similarly to [9], we consider the regularization in time via the Steklov averages. Specifically, let

1

1
ma(t) = 7 1=no (), n-n(t) = 710 (t), h>0,

£ eC®0,7), 0<& <1, &) =1ife<t<T—c
A suitable approximation of u reads
[u]h,s = fan—h * Mg, * (fau)a € > 07 h > 07

where * stands for the convolution in the time variable ¢. The function [u],. can be used as a test
function in (5.17). As shown in [9, Section 4.3], we have

1 t=1 T
[/ (—Q\u|2 —ou- [uhf]) dx] + / / (Qu cOupe] +ou®@u: Vy|u,,] dedt — 0
Td 2 t=0 0 Td

as €, h — 0. Note that it is only at this point, where the hypothesis av > % is needed. Consequently,
it is enough to show

limsup/ / F(x,D.[u]pn.) dxdtﬁ/ / F(x,D,u) dxdt. (5.20)
0 Jrd 0 Jrd

e,h—0

To see (5.20) we first use convexity of F; and the hypothesis F;(0) = 0 to observe
E(Dx[u]h,s>> = Fi(ﬁan—h * M * (gs]D)zu)) < gs-Fi(T]—h *Mp * (gs]D)mu»? L= ]-7 2.
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Next, by Jensen’ inequality,

Fi(nfh * Tlp * (5€Dxu)) < N-h ¥ Fi(nh * (ésDxu)) < N kM ¥ Fi(fa]])xu»v i1=1,2.
Consequently,
E(Dx[u]h,s>> S fsﬁ—h * My * FZ(fle:pu»
By virtue of hypothesis (3.9),

Fz(ﬁ&DIu) — E(D$u> in L1<(077—> X Td)7 1= 1,27 as € — 07

whence (5.20) follows. Note that it is only at this moment, where the hypothesis (3.9) was needed.
We have proved Theorem 3.1.

6 Fluids with surface tension

The above arguments can be easily adapted to handle the general case of compressible fluids with
surface tension stated in Theorem 3.2. Indeed, as the pressure p(y, ¢) is now linear with respect to
o0, the proof of strong convergence of the density performed in Section 5.2.1 is now longer needed.
Accordingly, we can drop the hypothesis o > 15—1 as well as (3.9).

In addition to the arguments of the preceding section, we have to perform the limit 6 — 0 in

the varifold term i
/@'/ / I-n®n):V,pdS,dt
0 JoQs,

and to show the compatibility relation (2.16). However, this can be done in the same way is in [2],
[12]. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.2

Finally, it is easy to observe that the proof can be modified in a straightforward manner to
deal with the incompressible case claimed in Theorem 3.3.
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