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INCOMPRESSIBLE IONIZED NON-NEWTONEAN FLUID MIXTURES!
Tom&s Roubicek?

Abstract: The model combining Navier-Stokes’ equation in a non-Newtonean p-power-law modification
for barycentric velocity together with Nernst-Planck’s equation for concentrations of particular mutually
reacting constituents, the heat equation, and the Poisson equation for self-induced quasistatic electric field
is formulated, existence of its (very) weak solutions is proved for p > 11/5, and its thermodynamics is
discussed.

Keywords: chemically reacting fluids, Eckart-Prigogine concept, Navier-Stokes equation, Nernst-Planck
equation, Poisson equation, heat equation.
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1 Introduction

Chemically reacting mixtures represent a framework for modelling of various complicated
processes in biology and chemistry. The research in this area, resulting to a model [32],
has been initiated by J. Necas who, during many years before he passed away, spoke
about “living fluids”, although he never elaborated any concept of such fluids. The model
proposed in [32] uses incompressible Newtonian framework with the barycentric impulse
balance. This “barycentric” approach is called the Eckart-Prigogine’s [11, 25] concept, sim-
plifying phenomenologically the description by considering only one temperature and one
velocity of the whole mixture and having been awarded in the context of non-equilibrium
thermodynamics of dissipative structures by Nobel prize in chemistry in 1977; in the
compressible case, see also [2, 4, 10, 15]. The incompressibility refers here both to each
particular constituent and, through a volume-additivity hypothesis (i.e. Amagat’s law)
as in e.g. [20, 27, 36|, also to the overall mixture. To cover biological applications on a
cellular or subcellular level where intensity of electric field on cell membranes is very high,
the self-induced electrostatic field must be considered; recall that the intra-cellular electric
potential ranges usually over 60-100 mV while the thickness of cell membranes is of the
order of 10-100 nm, which results to intensity of electric field of the order of 1 MV /m.

In comparison with [29, 30, 32] or [31, Sect. 12.6], we consider here a more general
model exploiting the non-Newtonian concept with a (possibly temperature-dependent)
shear-thickening p-power-law stress tensor and admitting diffusive fluxes with different
mobilities, and we prove existence of its solution in a fully coupled and fully nonlinear
case. The key mathematical tool is a non-variational technique for the heat equation
based on integrability of temperature gradient observed in [5, 6, 7] combined with a reg-
ularization of the Navier-Stokes equation and a sophisticated limit passage. Finally, in
Sect. 4, thermodynamics of a specific model is discussed.

2 The model: a general framework

We consider a 3-dimensional incompressible flow of a mixture of L mutually reacting
chemical ionic constituents; the ¢*-constitutent having a specific charge zy, ¢ = 1,..., L.
Our model consists in a system of 4+L+1+1 differential equations combining the non-
Newtonian modification of the Navier-Stokes equation (balancing the barycentric momen-
tum gv) with the incompressibility constraint div(v) = 0, the Nernst-Planck equation
modified for moving media (balancing the mass of particular constituents), the heat equa-
tion (balancing the heat part ¢, of the internal energy u, cf. (4.17) below), and the
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quasistatic Poisson equation for the electrostatic field (balancing the electric induction

eV):

(2.1a) a — div(7(Dv, ¢, 0) — ov&@v) + V1 = —qV¢, qg=cz,
(2.1b) div(v) = 0
(2.1c) % —div(D(c,0)Ve+m(c,0) @ Vo — c@v) =r(c,0),
(2.1d) CV% —div(kV0 — cyv 8) = 7(Dv, ¢, 6):Dv

+ (D(c,0)Ve+m(c,0) ® Vo) : (2@ Vo) + h(c, ),
(2.1¢) —div(eVe) = q .

The variables v, 7, ¢, 0, and ¢ have the following meaning:
v = (v1, va,v3) barycenter velocity,
T pressure,
¢ = (e1,...,cp) the vector of concentrations of particular constituents,
¢ electrostatic potential,
f temperature,
where the concentration vector ¢ is to satisfy the constraint

L
(2.2) Ve=1,...,L: ¢(t,z) >0 and ZCg(t,.%') =1 fora.a. (t,x).
—1

We will write briefly (2.2) as ¢(t,z)€G] for a.a. (¢,z), where we denoted
(2.3) GF :={ceR¥; c¢-1=1, V=1,.,L: ¢ >0}
with 1 € R” denoting the “unit” vector (1,...,1); usually Gi" is called the Gibbs simplex.

The meaning of the scalar or tensorial products (denoted by “” and “®”, respectively) is
standard, while “” means [7;;]:[e;;] = > 11 D7 Tijes;, i.e. (2.1a,b) means

avz 2.9 o 9 L
(2.4a) Z oz, TU (Dv, ¢, 0)— gvlv]) + — B —qaj‘, q :Zng,
¢ ¢ =1

0v;
(2.4b) Z 8; =0,
J

while (2.1c) means

(2.5) % Z (Z@M ¢, 0)— 4+ my(c, 9)5—; - vm) =ry(c, 6)

for any £ =1, ..., L, and (2.1d) means

3 3 3
00 -0 (0 oy Lov; | 10u,
20 “or i=1 O <Kaxi e > i=1 j=1 rig (D, 0) (2 83:2 2 axj)
L 3 L
ey 06\ 00
E E E 0)— 0 h(c, 0).
+zz1 i1 <k:1©u(c, )Bxi mele, )3 ) “0u; +hle.f)

The meaning of the data is:



T.Roubitek: Incompressible ionized non-Newtonean fluid mixtures (Preprint: No.2007-010, Ne&as Center for Math. Modeling, Prague) 4

T= [Tij]§7j:1 the stress tensor, depending on (Dwv, ¢, 8),
Dv = %(V’U)T—F %Vv the symmetrized velocity gradient,
0 > 0 mass density (without loss of generality assumed equal 1 in what follows),
z = (21, ..., 1) the vector of specific charges of particular constituents,
q = c¢ - z the total charge, depending on time ¢ and space =,
e > 0 permitivity,
r = (rq,...,rr) the vector of chemical production rates, depending on (c,8),
h heat production rate due to all chemical reactions, depending on (c, ),
D= [@kl]ﬁl:l the matrix of diffusion coefficients, depending on (c, 6),
m = (my,...,mz) the vector of effective mobilities, depending on (c, ),
k > 0 thermal conductivity, and
¢y >0 heat capacity.
The system (2.1) is to be completed by the initial conditions

(2.7) v(0,+) =g, c(0,:) =cg, 0(0,-) =6y

on the considered fixed bounded C?-domain © C R3, and by the boundary conditions cor-
responding, e.g., to a closed container, which, in some simplified version, leads respectively
to:

(2.8a) v =0,
(2.8b) (D(c,0)Ve +m(c,0) ® Vo)v =0,
(2.8¢) s% = a(dn—9),

00

on (0,7) x 09, where v is the unit outward normal to the boundary 992 and ¢y is a
prescribed external electric potential and a > 0 is a “lumped capacity” of the boundary
0.

Remark 2.1 (Right-hand sides of (2.1).) The meaning of the right-hand side of (2.1a)
is the Lorenz force gV ¢ due to Coulomb electrostatic interactions. The particular terms
on the right-hand side of (2.1d) mean respectively the production rate of the dissipative
heat due to friction in the fluid 7(Dwv, ¢, 8):Dv, the power (D(c,0)Ve) : (z ® Vo) of the
electric current arising by the diffusion flux 2 (D (e, 0)Ve) in the electric field gradient
V¢ (so-called Peltier effect), the power of the Joule heat produced by the electric current
(m® Vo) : (2 ®Ve) = (22m)|Ve|?, and, as already said, heat production rate due to all
chemical reactions h; see also Remark 4.6 below.

Remark 2.2 (Fourier, Fick, Ohm'’s laws.) The model (2.1) involves various phenomeno-
logical laws. Certainly, (2.1d) relies on the conventional Fourier law in linear isotropic
homogenous medium, i.e. the heat flux —xV# is proportional to the negative tempera-
ture gradient. Further, (2.1c¢) involves a certain generalization of Fick’s law saying that
diffusive fluxes are proportional to negative concentration gradients; here, however, cross-
effects make it more complicated and a non-constant diffusivity matrix © occurs instead
of a single constant, cf. also (3.8) below. In view of Remark 2.1, the effective electric con-
ductivity is o := z-m, and we can identify Ohm’s law that the electric current (z-m)V¢ is
proportional to the gradient V¢ of the electric field just via o. Naturally, ¢ now depends
through m = m(c, ) on the ion concentrations c.

Remark 2.3 (Simplifying assumptions.) It should be emphasized that many simplifica-
tions are adopted in the presented model. In particular, we have considered small electrical
currents (i.e. magnetic field is neglected), we adopted the mentioned volume-additivity and
incompressibility assumption, we have further assumed mass densities equal for all con-
stituents and the diffusion fluxes independent of the temperature gradient (i.e. Soret’s
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effect is neglected) and then, in agreement with Onsager’s reciprocity principle, we also
consider the heat flux independent of the concentration gradients (i.e. Dufour’s effect is
neglected). Detailed identification of simplifying assumptions related to (2.1) in compar-
ison with the rational Truesdell concept [22, 26, 34, 35, 37, 38] was made by Samohyl
[36].

3 Analysis of the model: existence of a solution

We will prove the existence of a very weak solution, defined in Section 3.1, in several
steps. First, in Section 3.2 we treat an auxiliary, so-called multipolar regularization of
the Navier-Stokes equation and prove existence of its solution by Schauder’s fixed point
technique similarly like it was done in [29] for spatial regular case (except that [29] had
thus assumed composition/temperature-independent potential stress-tensor 7). Then, in
Section 3.3 we pass this regularization to zero. This two-step approach allows us to avoid
any regularity results for p-power-law non-Newtonean fluids (and thus any qualifications
of data related with them) and to admit temperature-dependent stress tensor and rather
low exponent p > 11/5; this bound even improves some particular known results, cf. Re-
mark 3.4. The advantage of the smoothening is that it avoids difficult (or even unrealistic)
requirements of uniqueness or convexity of the set of solutions of decoupled systems needed
for Schauder’s or Kakutani’s fixed point theorems. It is also particularly important for
the multi-component fluids to have %c in duality with the negative part of ¢ to get ¢ > 0,
cf. (3.57). As a side-efect, it simplifies some other arguments, e.g., it ensures the sum-
equal-one property Zle ¢ = 1 in (3.47) for smooth velocity field v, and the unique

response (cf. e.g. (3.50)) for the fixed-point mapping to use simply Schauder’s fixed point
theorem.

3.1 Definition of a very weak solution and data qualification

We consider an evolution of (2.1) on a fixed time interval (0,7'). We use a standard no-
tation C*(-; R™) of continuously differentiable R™-valued functions, LP(-; R"™) for Lebesgue
LP-spaces as well as WHP(-;R") for the Sobolev spaces on the domain indicated. Let us

abbreviate I := (0,7), Q :== 1 xQ, ¥ :=1 xT, T := 09, and let Wéi’p (£2;R3) denote

DIV
the space of functions from the zero-trace Sobolev space W(f“‘ P(Q; R?) but with zero diver-
gence (in the distributional sense), and later also we will use LaDW(Q;Rg) denoting the

closure of W&%’IV(Q; R3) in L%(Q;R3?). Usage of such divergence-free test functions makes

the usual effect that the pressure m disappears from the (very) weak formulation. If R™ is
replaced by a Banach space X, then LP(I; X) refers to the LP-Bochner space of Banach-
space-valued functions while W*P(I; X) is a respective Sobolev-Bochner space. We also
denote standardly W—*2(Q) = Wg’z(Q)*.

The adjective “very weak” wants to emphasize that, contrary to conventional weak
solutions, the very weak solutions have less regularity than possible test functions, which
concerns particularly the temperature.

Definition 3.1 (Very weak solution.) We will call

( brv brv
(3.1b) c e Lo®(I; LA (Q;RE)) n L2, WH2(; RE)) n whr/C=D(1, whr(Q; RE)*),
(3.1¢) 0 € L®(I; L' () N LY/~ Wh/4=¢(Q)) n Whi(I; w—32(Q)),

(3.1d) ¢ € LI, Wh(Q))

3.1a) v e LP(I; Woljp (Q;R?)) n whw/te=1 (7, W017,p (2 R3)%),

with any & > 0 and r = max (2, 10p/(7p—6)) a very weak solution to the system (2.1)-(2.2)



T.Roubitek: Incompressible ionized non-Newtonean fluid mixtures (Preprint: No.2007-010, Ne&as Center for Math. Modeling, Prague) 6

with the initial and boundary conditions (2.7) and (2.8) if

(3.2) /QT(DU, ¢,0):Dw — (v®@v):Vw + (z-¢)(Vo-w) — v%—?: dadt :/Qvo(ﬂ:)-w(O,x) dz

for any w € CH(Q;R3) with divw =0, w|x =0 and w(T,-) =0,

(3.3) / (D(c,0)Ve+ m(c,0)@Ve — c@v):Vuw + r(c, ) w — c-%—zj dx dt
Q

:/co(x)-w(O,x) dz
Q
with the test-function w € C1(Q;RL) arbitrary with w(T,-) = 0,
(3.4) / eVeo-Vw — quwdrdt + / powdSdt = / apxwdSdt
Q by )
for any w € C1(Q), and
(3.5) / (kVO — cyvb)-Vw — <7’(Dv, ¢,0):Dv+ (D(c,0)Ve
Q
ow
+m(c,0) ® Vo) : (@ Vo) + h>w - cvﬁg dzdt = cV/HO(m)w(O, x)dz
Q
for any w € CH(Q) with w(T,-) =0 on Q. Finally, (2.2) is to be satisfied, too.

We naturally assume the mass conservation in all chemical reactions, and the volume-
additivity constraint holding for the initial conditions cg, i.e.
(3.6a) r(c,0)-1=0,
(36b) Co- 1= 1, [Co]g >0 Vi = 1, ,L

Other important qualification concerns the diffusion matrix ® and the effective-mobility
vector m:

(3.72) D:GF xR =R m:Gf xR — RL continuous and bounded,

L L
(3.7b)  Ing > 0 VeeGY, €R, deRY 1 d'D(c,0)d = > > Dpo(c,0)drdy > mold|?,
(=1 k=1

L
(3.7¢) 3B>0Vk=1,.. L: Z@M(c, 0) = 3,
/=1

~

(3.7d) ) my(c,0) =0,

(=1

where G171 is from (2.3). Note that, if 8 = 0, (3.7c,d) means that the sum 25:1 Jje of the
diffusive fluxes

L

(3.8) joi= Y Drele, 0)Vey, +my(c,0) Vo
k=1

is identically zero, which is to hold the equality constraint in (2.2). Essentially the same
effect is made by (3.7c,d) also if 5 > 0, cf. the arguments around (3.47).
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As to the stress tensor 7 : R33 x G x R — R3%3, where R3%3 denotes the set of

Sym sym>
symmetric 3x3-matrices, we assume that, for some n; > 0, C' € R, 1t satisfies

(3.9a) T: Rg’;ﬁ’ x Gf xR — Rg’;ﬁ’ continuously differentiable,
(3.9b) VD1, D2eRESE ceGY, 9€R: (7(D1,c¢,0)—7(Da,c,0)):(D1—Ds)
> m|D1—Ds|",
(39¢c)  VDEeRYS ceGf, 6eR: |7(D,c,0) <C(1+|DPT),
(3.9d) [7p(D,¢,0)| < C(1+|DPP2),
(3.9¢) |T(,C79)(D,C,9)| <C,
(3.9f) 7(0,¢,0) = 0.

Note that (3.9b,f) yields the coercivity 7(D,c,8) : D > m|D|P. Other important assump-
tions ensure non-negativity of concentrations during their evolution, namely by nonnega-
tive production rate and by a natural direction of the flux j; of the ¢th constituent from
(3.8) if the concentration of this particular constituent vanishes:

>0 for k= ¢,
(3.10&) @kg(cl, ...,Cgfl,O,Cngl, ...,CL,Q) {: 0 for k 7& 67
(3.10b) mg(cl, ey Cp—1, 0, Co41, ...,CL,Q) = O,
(3.10¢) re(c1y ey co—1, 0, Coy1,..ycn,0) >0,

for each £ =1, ..., L. Eventually, we still assume
(3.11) re,h: GT x R — R continuous and bounded.

Remark 3.2 (Extension convention.) For the purpose of the proof of Proposition 3.9,

we consider ©, m, 7, 7y, and h extended suitably from the Gibbs’ simplex Gf defined by
(2.3) on the affine manifold

L
(3.12) Gy = {cGRL; S e = 1}.
(=1

We assume contionuos and bounded extension so that (3.7b-d) and (3.9b-e) hold even for

c € G1\ Gf. Moreover, (3.10) allows us to consider non-negative extensions of 7, and
zero-extension of my if ¢, < 0.

Remark 3.3 (Data qualification versus reality.) The assumption (3.11) represent a rather
drastic mathematical simplification contrasting with the usual feature that the rate of
chemical reactions r and the corresponding heat production h depends rather exponentially
on temperature 6. In fact, making the estimates in Section 3.2 still in a more complicated
(and less lucid) way, a certain (although only sub-linear) growth of r(c,-) and h(c,-)
may be admitted, too; cf. also [32]. The mentioned exponential growth would allow for
“explosive” blow-ups which we do not have in mind, especially in context of usual biological
applications. Also, (3.7b) is not directly relevant and contradicts an Einstein law if 6 \ 0,
cf. also the arguments in Remark 4.6. Yet, considering ©(c, ) approaching zero if 6 \, 0
would inevitably make the analysis of the problem extremely difficult, if possible at all.
Anyhow, the model of fluid mixtures looses its validity much earlier than the absolute
temperature 6 approaches zero because of ultimate phase transition to solid state.

Remark 3.4 (Special case: single-component fluids.) A sub-system (2.1a,b,d) with ©
and m vanishing and with a general heat flux jo(6, V) instead of kKVO together with a
fixed right-hand side instead of ¢V¢ was considered in [8]. Assuming monotonicity and
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po-polynomial structure of jo(6,-) : R® — R3, existence of a weak solution was proved for
p > 5/2 and pg > 10p/(5p—1) > 2. Physically, the heat flux jp may depend substantially
on # but the dependence of V@ is rather linear, which corresponds to the case py = 2 not
covered by [8]. Our results cover, in particular, the case 11/5 < p < 5/2 and enable to
treat the physically more relevant case py = 2 for such a sub-system (2.1a,b,d). Also, [8]
assumed 7(-, ) to have a potential, even with a special structure 31, 1(8)Fy(]-]) (which
we do not need at all) but, on the other hand, allowed for a temperature dependence of
¢y and k.

3.2 Auxiliary multipolar regularization

We will regularize (2.1a) by a 2k'"-order term (—1)*eAFv with a regularization parameter
e > 0 and with an integer k > 5 specified later (see (3.21) with (3.29)) as follows:

(3.13a) % — div(7(Dv,¢,0) —v ®v) + V7 + (—1)FeArv = —c-2Vo,
(3.13b) div(v) = 0.

Such a “multipolar” regularization is even physically motivated, cf. [23]. Let us emphasize
that we distinquish ¢ (the permitivity) from e (the regularizing parameter. The boundary
conditions (2.8) are now to be completed by another higher-order condition for the A*-
operator. In fact, its choice is not important as this term has only an auxiliary character;
let us choose, say, the homogeneous Dirichlet condition

o
ol

We modify Definition 3.1 for a weak solution to the system (2.1c-e)-(3.13) with the initial
and boundary conditions (2.7) and (2.8) and (3.14).

(3.14) =0, Il=1,.,k—1.

Definition 3.5 (Weak solution to (2.1c-e)-(3.13).) We will call (v, c, 8, ) satisfying

(3.15a) v e LWt (0 R?) N Wh2(1; L2 RY)),
(3.15b) ce LAWY RE)) n wh2(1; wh2(Q; RE)Y"),
(3.15¢) 0 € L=®(L;WH(Q)) n Wh2(I; L*(Q)),

(3.15d) ¢ € L(I;WH2(Q))

a weak solution to the system (2.1c-e)-(3.13) with the initial and boundary conditions (2.7)
and (2.8) and (3.14) if (3.3), (3.4), (3.5) and (2.2) hold while, instead of (3.2), we require
for any w € CH(Q;R3) with div(w) =0, aa_ullw|2 =0 forl=0,...k—1, and w(T,-) =0 the
following identity to hold

ow

dz dt
ot °F

(3.16) /T(Dv, ¢,0):Dw — (v&) : Vw + 2:cVé-w + eVF0 : Viw — v
Q

:/Qvo(m) cw(0,7)dz |

113

where “:” denotes the scalar product of k™-order tensors; for k =1 or k = 2 we already
» 13 2»

used “ -7 or “:7 respectively.

To correct the concentration satisfying the constraint 25:1 ce = 1 but possibly not
being positive, we define a retract K : G; — Gf by
cF
(3.17) Ky(c) := %, ¢f = max(cy,0),
2i1G
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where G is from (3.12). Let us note that K is continuous and bounded on G, and leaves
GIL fixed, and even Ky(c) =0 if ¢y < 0. Further, we consider r, h, ® and m continuously
and boundedly extended on G;. Considering v = (71, ...,7.) = “old” concentrations and
¥ = an “old” temperature field, we define the quadruple (v,c,0,®) as the weak solution
to the de-coupled regularized system:

(3.18a) —div(eV¢) = q, q=2K(),
(3.18b) % — div(7(Dv,v,9) — v&v) + Vr + (—1)FeAfv = —qV g,
(3.18¢) div(v) =0,
(3.18d) % —div(D(7,9)Ve+m(v,9) @ Vo — c®@0v) = r(v,9),
(3.18e) cv% — div(kVl — cyv8) = 7(Dv,~,9) : Dv
+ (D(7,9)Ve+m(7,9) ® Vo) : (2 @ V) + h(v,9),

(3.18f) C-l::ZL:Cg:1

/=1

with the boundary conditions (2.8) and (3.14) and with the initial conditions
(3.19) v(0,+) = voe, c(0,) = ¢, 0(0,-) = bp.

Obviously, given (v,v), we are to solve first (3.18a), and after knowing also ¢ we can
solve (3.18b,c) to get v, and then we can solve (3.18d) to obtain ¢, and finally (3.18e) to
obtain also 6. In (3.19), we have made a regularization of the original initial conditions

vy € L(Z),mv(Q;Rg) and 0y € L'(Q) respectively by vo. € W&gIV(Q;R?’) and Oy € WH2(Q)
in such a way that

C C
HUOEHW(i’gW(Q;RS) <o H906HW1’2(Q) <o and

(3.20b) HUOEHL2(Q;R3) <C, HGOEHLl(Q) =C.

(3.20a)

Proposition 3.6 (A-priori estimates for (3.18).) Let the assumptions (3.6), (3.7),
(3.9), (3.10), (3.11) hold, let vo. € Wéﬁﬁlv(Q;Rf*), co € L®(RE), 0. € WH2(Q) satisfy
(3.20), and let Q be a bounded C*-domain, and let p € R and k € N satisfy

11 5p—3
(3.21) P>, and k= pT.

Let further (v,9) € L2(I; WY2(Q))L*Y be given such that ZZL:1 v =1 a.e. on Q. Then,
(3.18) with the boundary condition (2.8) and the initial condition (3.19) has a weak solu-
tion (which need not satisfy cp > 0, however, but) which satisfies, for any & > 0 and some
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Co, ..., C11 < +00 independent of €, the following a-priori estimates:

(3.22a) 61| oo (rowarayy < C1 with < +00,
(3.22b) HUHLOO(I;B(Q;RB))mLP(I;W(};]’;W(Q;R?’)) <Gy
Cgeco/E
(3.22c) HUHLC"’(I;W&;%IV(Q;R?’))ﬁWl’Q(I;LQ(Q;;R?’)) = e
ov
3.22d — + (—1)Fen® <C
( ) at * ( ) ‘ v‘ Lp/(p_l)(I;W()l”]glv(Q;RS)*) =
(3.22e) HCHLOO(I;LZ(Q;RL))mL?(I;WL?(Q;RL)) <G5,
86 C6
.22f — < —
(3:22f) otllL2rwr2(@rLyx) =~ /e’
(3.22¢g) ge < C7; with r=max (2 &>
48 Ot 1 Lr/ =0 (1, wir (uRE)*) — 7 N "Tp—6/’
Cs
(3.22h) HHHLQ(I;WL?(Q)) < ﬁ?
. CoeCo/e®
(3.22i) HHHLOO(I;WL?(Q))ﬁWl’Q(I;LQ(Q)) < B )
(3.22)) HHHLOO(I;LI(Q))ﬁL5/4*5(I;W1’5/4*5(Q)) < Cho,
00
22k H— <Oy
(3 ) oty aw-32(Q)) — O

Moreover, except Cy, Cs and Cy, the constants C’s are independent of (,v), while
Co, C3 and Cy depend on [|(Vvy,VI)|12(qrsyr+t due to (3.32) below. The meaning

% + (=1)keA*v in (3.22d) as a linear continuous functional on LP(I; W&%’IV(Q;R?’)) is a

continuous extension of the weak form of div(r(Dv,~,d) —v ®&v) — ¢V ¢ which has a good
sense for smooth functions, cf. (3.26).

Proof. First, we realize that the total charge z-K () in (3.18a) is always bounded, namely
|2-K ()| 1o (@) < maxe—1,. 1]z, and then (3.22a) follows by usual W?"-regularity of
the A-operator with (2.8) for any r < 4o0; cf. [1]. Then also the driving force ¢V¢ =
(2K (7))Vé in (3.18b) is bounded in L>(Q; R?), hence certainly in L' (I; L?(€;R3)). Then,
by a test of (3.13) by v itself and by using the Korn inequality

17 . .
(3.23) F2 >0 Vo e WyP(4R) 772HUHW(}”’(Q;R3) < HDUHLP(Q;RSXS)
with 75 > 0 depending on the Lipschitz domain €2, and by using the usual trick that
JoVm-vde = — [mdiv(v)dz = 0 as well as [,(v®v):Vodz = 0, and by using still
(3.9b), we obtain the estimate

1d

(3.24) 2 dt HUH;(Q;R?’) . ’71775“”“%5*’(9;1@3) + EHV%”;(&RB’“*U

0 .
< 8—1; -v+ 7(Dv,7,0):Dv+ V™0 : V™0 da
Q

== /QWM de < max (2] |V L2oums 19| 2 0m)

let us recall the convention pronounced in Remark 3.2 so 7(Dv,~,6) behaves well even if
some 7’s are negative. By Young’s and Gronwall’s inequalities, we obtain (3.22b) and

e

(3.25) HUHH(I;W&&V(Q;RS)) = ﬁ’
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by a test of (3.13) by v itself and using the usual trick that [, Vr-vde = — [, 7w div(v) dz =
0 as well as [,(v®v):Vuda = 0. Note that, because of the retract K used in (3.18a), the
bounds in (3.22b) and (3.25) are completely independent of ~.

The estimate (3.22d) can be obtained by testing (3.18b) by w € LP(I; WO P (Q;R3))
as follows:

ov
3.26 H_ _1)keAk ‘
( ) ot +( ) €AV LP/(P*D(I;W(}”SIV(Q;R?’)*)
0
= sup <(9;} + (- )keAkv,w>
ol o gl s <t
= sup / 7(Dv,7,9):Dw — (v&@v):Vw + g Ve-w dz dt.
flwll <1JQ

LP(I;Wl B (QiR3) =

The boundedness of fQ(v(Xw):Vw dz dt just requires p > 11/5 because, by interpola-

tion, (3.22b) guarantees v bounded in L''/3(Q;R3) so that (v&v):Vw € LY(Q) if Vw €
LM1/5(Q;R3); cf. also e.g. [19, Chap.5, Lemma 2.44(iii)].
To get (3.22¢), we test (3.18d) by c. We realize that

1 1
(3.27) / cv-Vep do = - / v-Vel do = —= / (divv)e? dz =0
0 2 Ja 2 Ja

for each £ =1,...,L, i.e. [5(c®v):Ve de = 0. By (3.27), we obtain

2 1d 2
2dt/| ‘ dz + 770/Q|Vc‘ dxﬁia/ﬂk‘ dx+/ﬂVcT®(%q9)Vcdx

— /Q(c@w):Vc — (m(’y, 9) ® V¢) :Ve+r(y,9) do

7 1
< EOHVCHiQ(Q;]RL) + %HmHLoo(R2;RL)“V¢“i2(n;ﬂe3) + HTHLl(RQ;RL)'

Then (3.22¢) follows by Young and Gronwall inequalities when using also (3.11) and
(3.22a). Again, Remark 3.2 applies, of course.

As for (3.22f), let us realize that, by (3.22e), ¢ is bounded in L°°(I; L?(£;RE)) and,
by (3.25), vev is bounded L2(I; L=°(Q;R3)) so that y/ec®uv is certainly bounded in
L?(Q;R3*E). Then we obtain (3.22f) by testing (3.18d) by an arbitrary w from L?(I; W12(€; RL))
when using (3.11) and (3.22a).

The estimate (3.22g) can be obtained similarly as (3.22d) by testing (3.18d) by arbi-
trary w € L"(I; Wb (Q; RF)) with a suitable r. The resulting term fQ(c®v):Vw dx dt is
now to be estimated as

(3.28) /Q (c®v): Vw dadt < Cflo] s gumo 1ol p1ossiues 70

L™ (Q;R3)

provided r > 10p/(7p — 6). The other resulting term fQ Vuw D (y,9)Ve dzdt requires

r > 2, which eventually gives the restriction (3.22g) on r.
We want now to show boundedness of Vv in L?(Q; R3*3), which will guarantee the dis-
sipative heat 7(Dwv,~,9):Dv bounded in L?(Q) to allow for a test of (3. 18e) by . We get

it by the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality [|wl|y1.2p() < C’||w||Wk 2(0) ||w|| ) Wthh holds
for 1/(2p) + Ak/3 > 5/6. To have also the 1nterp01at10n |wll p2e 1y < Cllwl2 (I)HwHLOO(I),

which holds for 0 < A < 1/p, we put A = 1/p. Choosing k large enough, namely as
specified in (3.21), we obtain the desired interpolation

1 1
(3.29) H HL2P(IW12P(QR3 <H HL2 IW“(QH@)H HLOOIL2(QR3)) O(g):()(_l)
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where the order with respect to the parameter € comes from (3.22b) and (3.25). Thus
1
(3.30) HT(DU,%ﬁ):DvHLQ(Q) = (9(%)

The other terms on the right-hand side of (3.18e) are bounded in L?(Q), too; note that
Ver - Vo € L2(Q) because Ve, € L2(Q;R?) due to (3.22¢) while Vo € L®(Q;R?) due to
(3.22a). Hence the total right-hand side of (3.18e), let us denote it by hiet, is bounded in
L?(Q). Then the test of (3.18¢) by 6 gives (3.22h) with the order O(1/+/€) coming from
(3.30), the constant Cg being still independent of « and 4.

Now we test simultaneously (3.18b) by ‘9” and (3.18e) by %. (Rigorously, this step is

not legal unless we have an L?-information about 9 and 2

ot o; We want just to derive but
one can, for a moment, imagine e.g. a Galerkin approximation of (3.18b) and (3.18e) to

make these tests and a subsequent limit passage.) We sum them to obtain, for a.a. ¢t € I,

00 |2 d /e 2 K 2
(3.31) H L2(Q:R3) e £2(9) + E(‘HV%HH Q;R3F + §HVGHL2(Q;R3)>
0 ov 00 06
= / div(T(Dv,%ﬂ))-a—z — (v-V)v - e + V¢ CV(U'V)HE + htota

< 2[|div(r(Dv,,¥ Hi?(g R3) +2H v-V)v HL?(Q R3)

+2qu¢HiQ(Q,R3

QH L2(S%R3)
1 cy 110012
+ ZH(U'V)HHLQ(Q) + thtotHH(Q) AR (| PPy

The particular right-hand-side terms can be estimated as follows: the first one allows for
the estimate:

(332  [|div(r(D.7.9) [ ams) < 7007 9) G2 qpsnss) V20l 1oz
+[ 75 DU’W’ﬂ)“iw(g;msw)HVVHi?(Q;RS)
"‘HT(Q(DM'Y’m”iw(n;mx%vaﬂ“;(Q;RS)
< é(1+vaHiI;P(Q;R3X3)) HvkaiQ(Q;R?’kH)_{_ GHVVH;(Q;RS)*' éHWHim;RS)

where (3.9¢) and the embedding W*2(Q) ¢ W?2°°(Q2) have been used as well as the growth
condition (3.9d) to estimate

IN

HTb(Dv,’% ﬂ)HiQ(Q;RSXSXS) /902(1 + |vv|p—2)2 dx

< 207 <meas(Q) —{—/Q Vo2~ d:c) < é’(l +/Q |Vo|? dx)

with C' from (3.9d). In view of (3.22b), this term can then be handled by Gronwall’s
inequality because, due to (3.29), t — [|Vo(t, )HLgp qr3x3) 18 Integrable; note that (3.29)
implies that the L'(0,T)-norm of this function is of the order O(1/e), which gives the
factors ¢“0/€ in (3.22c,i). The further term can be estimated as

2772 |k,, ||2
< C3N?|| VP qupsr

H(U‘V)UH;(Q;RS) < HUHiQ(Q;R?’)vaHiw(Q;RSXS) )

where Oy is from (3.22b) and N is the norm of the embedding W*2(Q) ¢ Wh*(Q), so
that also this term can be handled by Gronwall’s inequality. The term ¢V¢ is already
estimated in (3.22a). The term (v-V)# is to be estimated as

< N7V

H(”'V)6Hi2(9) = HUHiOO(Q;R?’)HveHiQ(Q;RS) UHiQ(Q;R?’kH)HVHHiQ(Q;RS)
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where N is the norm of the embedding W*2(Q) C L>(Q), and again we can treat it by
Gronwall’s inequality if (3.25) is taken into account. The boundedness of hi in L?(Q) has
already been mentioned. Therefore, (3.31) yields both (3.22¢) and (3.22i); note that (3.25)

gives ||Vkv\|i O(1/e€) and (3.30) gives HhtotH%Q(Q) = O(1/e¢), which (together

with the already mentioned factor ¢“0/¢) eventually determines the order both in (3.22c)
and in (3.22i).

Having Vv bounded in LP(Q;R3*3)), see (3.22b), 7(Dv,~,9):Dv is then certainly
bounded in L'(Q) (independently of €) while the other right-hand-side terms of (3.18¢)
are bounded in this space, too, because of (3.22a,e) and (3.11). This allows us to use
fine results about integrability of temperature gradient [5, 6, 7] modified for the initial-
boundary-value problem

2RI T

(3.33) CV(;H dlv(mVH CyV 9) = Dot On Q, Ii% =0on X%, 6(0,:) =6y on ;
recall that hioy € L'(Q) denotes the total right-hand side of (3.18¢). First, let us test (3.33)
by sign(#) or, more rigorously, by a regularization of it, say max(—1, min(1,n6)), and then
make a limit passage with n — oo, which gives the first part of the estimate (3.22j), i.e. a
bound for @ in L>(I; L'(Q)); for more details about this rather standard technique see
e.g. [31, Sect.9.4 with 3.2.3]. The second part of (3.22j) is more involved. Following [6, 7],
we test (3.33) by v, (0) with ¢, : R — [—1,1] a bounded Lipschitz function defined, for
n € N, by

0 if 0] < n,
(3.34) U (0) := < sign(0)(|6] —n) ifn<|f<n+1,
sign(6) if |0] >n+ 1.
We use
(3.35) /Hv Vb (0 = /Hw;(H)U-VH dz
Q

= /v-va)n(e) dz = —/ div(v)d, (0) dz =0
Q
where gbn R — R denotes a primitive function to ¢,, : 6 — 61! (0). Further, we denote by
¢, the primitive function of 1, such that 1, (0) = 0; note that 0 < ¥, (#) < |0]. Testing
(3.33) by 1, (0) and denoting By, := {(t,z) € Q : n § |0(t,z)| <mn+1} then gives
(3.36) n/ VO* dedt = li/ YL (0)|VO? dadt = /nve-wn(e) dx dt
Bn Q Q
< / KV - Vb, (0) dz dt +/ cetn (0(T, ) da
Q Q

_ / eyt (B00) dz + / hioyon(6) dz dt
Q Q

< ellfocl] ) + orl] 1 g

For p > 0 fixed, we get

[Vo? _ IWI2

§ ji IVO[? dadt
1
n=0 (1 + TL) e

Cy HHOE

IN

IN

HLl Q) + HhtotHLl(Q)
K Z (1 —i—n)l‘i‘ﬂ < Cu
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with some C),. Further, we simplify [6, 7] which estimate V@ in an anisotropic space. For

our purposes, an estimate of V6 in an “isotropic” space L¢(Q;R?) will suffice. For this,
let us take 1 < ¢ < 2. By Hoélder’s inequality,

VoS
(3.38) /Q|v9|<dxdt:/CJGJJ@W(HG)(W)C/M&

|Vo? ¢/2 (140)¢/ (2 (2-¢)/2
< A )G/ (2-0)
< </Q A10) dxdt) (/Q(l—i-e) dxdt)

T
141)C/(2—C) @-0)/2
SCf/?(/O 11+ 6t )| s/ oo O dt)

The proved first part of (3.22j), i.e. [|0z(r,11(q)) < Cho, allows us further to estimate,
by using Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality,

(3.39) I1+6(t, ) Lormere-o@) < CanlIVOE )7y I+t I
1-X
< Con(IQ+Cro) VOt )1
for some Cgn € R provided
9-¢ 11
3.40 —— > A=—-= 1-A
(340) A+ p)¢ = <g 3)+

We rice (3.39) to the power (14+u)(/(2 — (), exploit it for (3.38), and choose A :=
(2—¢)/(1+u), which yields:

T
/@2 (2-0)/2
Gan) ([ el S g a0 <
0
T (4w (1=2)(14-n)¢ A(L+p)¢ 2=¢
< ([ con® () w00 )
T (14w (1=A)(14p)¢ 2-¢
< ([ & (91+C0) 7 IVl gy )

- (2-0)/2
= CUEPE2 (1) +Cy) € 1+u)/2< / |V9|<d:cdt)
Q

Merging (3.38) with (3.41) gives the estimate
1 ¢—1+
(3.42) IVullfe g < CuCaR (190+C10)" ™ .

Putting our choice of A := (2—()/(1+u) into (3.40), one obtains, after some algebra, the
conditions ¢ < (5—3u)/4 so that (3.42) just gives the second part of the estimate (3.22j)
with € := 3.

To prove (3.22k), we must, in particular, estimate the term div(vf) by the following
way

(343) HdiV(Ue)HLI(];W73,2(Q)) = sup / 0 - Vw dz dt
10l 2y <1 @
= ol Ollol v ey 1P o3y | Vel ey

Loo (w2 @)=

- CHUHL5P/3(Q;R3)H‘9HL5/3—6(Q)
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with a sufficiently small § > 0 and with a suitable constant C, where we used the embed-
ding W32(Q2) ¢ W1>(Q) and, by the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, also the embedding

(3.44) LP(L;WHP(Q) N LI L2 (Q) € LP3(Q),
cf. [9, Sect.I.3], and finally we used also the embedding
(3.45) L(I; LN(Q)) 0 LA w48 (Q)) ¢ LPA70(Q)

again by Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality; alternatively, we could use here Sobolev embed-
dings and usual interpolation of Lebesgue spaces; note that (3.43) works even for p > 3/2.

Eventually, we prove (3.18f). Let us abbreviate o := Zﬁ:l ¢y = 1. By summing (3.18e)
for ¢=1,...,L and by (3.6a) and (3.7c,d), one gets

L L L
(3.46) (g—j = Ty ('y, 19) + diV(Z Z @kg(’y, 79)Vck + mg(’y, ﬂ)V(b — UC@)
(=1 (=1 k=1
L L L
= O—i—diV(BZVck—i—( mg(’y,ﬂ))V(b—v(ZCg))
k=1 (=1 (=1

= div(fVo) —v-Vo.
Due to (3.6b) and (2.8b), a solution to thus obtained initial-boundary-value problem for
a parabolic (if 3 > 0) or hyperbolic (if 8 = 0) equation, i.e.
(3.47) (?9—? —div(fVo) +v-Vo =0 on Q, (;_0 =0onY%, o(0,-)=1on¢Q,
v

is 0 = 1. This solution is unique, which can be proved by testing the difference of
(3.47) for two solutions o1 and o9 by o1 — 09. The important fact is that the resulting
term [ (v-V(01—032))(01—032) dz vanishes as in (3.27); note that our estimates (3.25) and
(3.22e) ensures integrability of all integrands occurring in (3.27) with o1—09 in place of
Cy. O

Remark 3.7 The parabolic/hyperbolic equation (3.47) can be found in the literature in
this context, cf. [15, Sect.7.3.5].

Proposition 3.8 (Continuity.) Let the assumptions of Proposition 3.6 hold. Then the
weak solution to (3.18)-(5.19) with the boundary conditions (2.8) and (3.14) is determined
uniquely and the mapping

(3.48) (7, 9) = {(v,¢,0,0) is a weak solution to (3.18),(3.19), (2.8), (3.14) }
with ZZL:1 ve = 1 is continuous from the weak topology on Wt x W with
(3.49) W= LA(I;WY(Q)) n Wh(L wh2(Q)*)

to the weak™ topology related to the spaces from the estimates (3.22a,c,f,i).

Proof. The uniqueness of the solution to (3.18a) follows standardly because of linearity
and because € > 0 and a > 0 is assumed. As to (3.18b,c), the uniqueness is due to the
monotonicity (3.9b) of 7(-,,v) and because the term div(v®v) can be estimated on the
right-hand side: indeed, considering two solutions v; and wve, by the test by v;—wve and by
using Green’s formula several times and divwv; = 0 = div vy, we obtain

(3.50) ‘1)1—1)2 HiQ(Q;RS) + EHVkvl—vkvg HiQ(Q;Rg)k+1 )

1
231
< /Q (v1®V1 — V2@U2) : V(v1—v2) da

_ /Q ((01-V)01 — (02 V)v2) - (v1—v2) A

= /Q (((vl_UQ)'v)vl) (v1—v2)dz < valHLOO(Q;RSXS)Hvl_’UQHiQ(Q;]RS)
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from which v; = vy follows by Gronwall’s inequality when counting still the estimates
V1| Lo (rsxsy < N||vk’l)1||L2(Q.R3k+l) and (3.22c). The uniqueness of solutions to

(3.18d,e) then follows standardly because these equations are de-coupled and linear and
all time-derivatives are in duality with the corresponding solutions.

Take a sequence { (7, 9n) tnen converging weakly to some (v, 9) in W x W. Take the
corresponding (vy,, ¢, O0p, ) and choose a subsequence converging weakly™* in the spaces
specified in the estimates (3.22). By Aubin-Lions’ compact-embedding theorem [3, 17],
cf. also e.g. [31, Lemma 7.7], the estimates (3.22¢) and (3.22f) imply that

(3.51) Yn —~ in L3(I; LS¢(Q; RE))

in the norm topology with any £ > 0. This allows us to pass to the limit K (~,) — K(v)
and also ensures V¢, — V¢ strongly in L"(Q;R3) for any r < 400 to be exploited for
(3.18¢). Using again Aubin-Lions’ theorem, we obtain 1, — 1 strongly in L?(I; L57¢(Q)),
which allows us to pass to the limit h(vy,,d,) — h(v,9) and 7¢(yn, %) — 76(7y,9). More-
over, again by Aubin-Lions’ theorem and by interpolation like in (3.29) in the proof of
Proposition 3.6,

(3.52) Vo, — Vv in L?(Q;R?)
in the norm topology, hence
(3.53) 7(Dvp, Yn, I ):Dvyy — 7(Dv,v,9):Dv in L*(Q),

which is essential for the limit passage in (3.18e) to obtain a weak solution. For the
convective term in (3.18e), let us realize that v, — v weakly* in L>°(Q;R3?) and, due to
(3.221), 6,, — 6 weakly in W2(Q), hence strongly in L?(Q) just by Rellich’s theorem,
which easily implies v,,6,, — v weakly in L?(Q;R3) c L'(Q;R?).

The limit passage in (3.18) is then rutine. The uniqueness already proved above ensures
eventually the convergence of the whole sequence. O

Proposition 3.9 (Existence of a weak solution to (2.1c-e) and (3.13).) Let again
the assumptions of Proposition 3.6 hold, then the mapping F : (,9) — (c,8), where (c,0)
is uniquely determined by (3.18), maps the set

(3.54) S:= {(c, OeWixW: e[|y < max (Cs,, %)

0 /€ L
ol < e (925, 3 1)

where Cy, Cs,Cq, Cs, Cy are from (3.22e,f,h,i) with Cy and Cy depending on Cs and Cs,
into itself and has a fized point (c,0) € S. Moreover, every such a fixed point satisfies

also ¢y > 0 for each £ =1, ..., L and, considering the corresponding ¢ and v, the quadruple
(v,¢,0,0) is a weak solution to (2.1c-e) and (3.13) with (2.8), (3.14) and (3.19).

Proof. The fact that 7 : S — S follows from Proposition 3.6 because Cs, Cg and Cg from
(3.22¢,f,h) do not depend on (v,¥) at all while Cy and Cy from (3.22i) are fixed when Cs
and Cg are fixed, hence F indeed maps S into itself. We use S equipped with the weak
topology WX+1. The continuity of F in this topology was proved in Proposition 3.8. The
fixed point then exists by Schauder’s theorem (in Tikhonov’s modification).

Although we cannot prove ¢y > 0 if ¢ # ~, in the fixed point we have ¢ = v and we
can prove ¢y > 0 for each £ = 1,..., L by testing (3.18d) by the negative part c* with
¢, := min(cy,0). It is important that ¢ is a conventional weak solution so that 2 5:Ce 1s in

duality with ¢, and also with ¢, € L*(I; W?(Q)). For any ¢ = 1, ..., L, by (3.10a), we use

3
(3.55) > Dpele,0)Ve Ve, =

{ De(c,0)Vep-Ve, >0 if ¢t,x) <0,
k=1

0 asjust Ve, =0 if ¢t,z) >0,
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which holds for a.a. (t,z) € @Q; recall that © is considered as extended continuously,
cf. Remark 3.2, so that (3.10a) holds for ¢; negative, too. For the convective term, we use

—\2 —\2
(3.56) /cw-VCZ dz :/CZU-VCZ dz :/U-Vm dz :/(—div v) (c) dz =0.
0 0 0 2 0 2

Recall still (3.10c) which allows us to consider ry(-,6) extended continuously and non-
negatively for ¢, <0, cf. Remark 3.2, so that r,(-,0)c, < 0. By (3.10b), similar extension
can be assumed for my(-,8) so that my(-,0)Ve¢ - Ve, =0 a.e. on Q.

Hence the suggested test of the Nernst-Planck equation (3.18d) in the weak formulation
by ¢ (t,-) yields

L
1d _ 1d _ _
(357) ga/ﬂ‘CK ‘2 dx < 5&/;2’06 ’2dx+/s; E @k@(c, e)vck -VCK dx
k=1

+/ my(c,0)Vo-Ve, do — /Cgv-ch dz = / re(c,0)c, dr <0
Q Q )

for a.a. t € (0,7, so that ¢, = 0 a.e. on @ provided ¢/|4—g > 0 for any £ = 1,...,L, as
indeed assumed in (3.6a). Therefore ¢ = K(c) and the retract K occurring in (3.18b) can
eventually be “forgotten” in the fixed point. O

3.3 Limit passage for ¢ — 0

In this section we will make a limit passage for ¢ — 0 in the weak solution to (2.1c-
e) and (3.13), denoted in this Section by (v, ¢, 0, ), whose existence was proved in
Proposition 3.9. This means that (v, ¢, 0, ¢c) together with some 7, solves (in the weak
sense) the system

(3.58a) %U; — diV(T(DUe, Ce,0e) — v ® ve) + V7 + (—1)keAkv6 = —c.-2Vo,,
(3.58b) div(ve) = 0,
(3.58¢) % — div(’D(cE, 0)Vee + m(ce,0.) @ Ve — e @ ve) =1r(ce,0c) ,
(3.58d) cv% — div(ﬁV@E — Cy e 95) = 7(Du, ¢, 0¢): Do,
+ (D(ce,0)Vee +m(ce, 0c) @ Vo ):(z @ Vo) + hlce, ),
(3.58¢) —div(eVe) = ¢z,
L

(3.58f) Ce-1:= Z[CE]g =1 and [¢J¢>0 forl=1,.., L,

(=1

together with the initial conditions

(359) vE(O, ) = Ve » Ce(o, ) = Cp, 96(0, ) == 906
and the boundary conditions on X:
v,

(360&) W = 0, = 0, ceny k‘—l,
(3.60b) (D(ce,0)Vee + m(ce, be) ® Ve )v =0,

e
(3.60c¢) € a('i = a(pn—d),

00,
(3.60d) =0.

K(?V
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Proposition 3.10 (Ezistence of a very weak solution to (2.1)—(2.3).) Let the
assumptions of Proposition 3.6 be satisfied, let vy € Lg’DIV(Q;Rg), co € L®(Q;REY),
0o € L1(Q), and let voe — vo in L*(Q;R3) and g — 0o in L*(Q). Then any sequence
{(ve, Cey Oy Pe) }es0 of weak solutions obtained in Proposition 3.9 contains a subsequence
converging weakly™ in spaces involved in (3.22a,b,d,e,g,5,k), let us denote by (v,c,0, ) its
limit, and every such (v,c,0,¢) is a very weak solution due to Definition 3.1.

Proof. We choose a subsequence that converges weakly* as claimed. Without confusion,
let us denote it briefly again by {(vc, ce, Oe, d¢) }eo0-

First, by Aubin-Lions’ theorem [3, 17] and by (3.22e,g) together with the L*>°-information
from Proposition 3.9, ¢c — ¢ in L"(Q;RY) for any r < +oo, and from (3.58¢) together
with the already used W?22-regularity of A-operator, ¢. — ¢ strongly in L*(I; W?2(Q)).

Let us prove that the weak* limit v is the sough weak solution to (2.1a,b). We use
Minty’s trick for the term div 7(Duv, ¢, ) and compactness for the convective term. The
important fact is that we have chosen the subsequence so that, by (3.22d), for some

v e LP/=1(T, W&’p (;R?)*), we have at our disposal

DIV

0v,
ot

For any w smooth with a compact support in @, it holds

(3.61)

+ (=D*eA*v. - & weakly in LP/(P—1(T; Wol”p (;R3)*).

DIV

- _ dve k_Ak _ 1 dve k, vk
(3.62) <v,w> = 251(1)< Y + (—=1)%eA ve,w> —lgr(l] 0 atw+ev Ve : Viw da dt

. ow
= lim [ —ve—

+ evkve Vhw dzdt = / —va—w dzx dt
e—0 Q ot

o ot

because v, — v weakly in L” (I; W&’p (£2; R?)) thanks to (3.22b) and also because HevkveHLg(

DIV

eO(1/y/€) = O(y/e) — 0 due to (3.25) so that

k p—
Q;R3M )

(3.63) lim [ eV @ VEw dzdt = 0.
e—0 Q
This shows that v is the distributional derivative of v, let us denote it naturally as %. In
particular, we have shown that
Ov _ i e /o= (1. ke 3ys
(3.64) ¢ =V el (L Wb (S5 R?) ).

Furthermore, for w € L?(I; Wég’z(Q; R3))NL"(I; W&’]ID)W(Q; R?)), by monotonicity of 7(-, c. (¢, z), 0. (t, ),
it holds

(3.65) 0< / (1(Dwe, ¢, 0¢) — T(Dw, ¢, 0¢)) : D(ve — w) dzdt
Q

:/z-cev¢e-(v€—w)—%1;€-(ve—w)—}—(ve@ve):V(ve—w)
Q

— eV P VF(ve —w) — 7(Dw, ¢, 0) : D(ve — w) da dt

ov
S/Z'cev¢5'(ve_w)_ :
o ot

(Ve — w) + (Ve ®Ve) : V(ve — w)

+ VR, 1 VRw — 7(Dw, ¢, 0¢) : D(ve — w) da dt.

Then we can bound from above the limit superior. The important fact is that % €
Lp/P=1(r; Wol,’p (Q;R3)*) is in duality to v due to (3.64) and the estimate (3.22b). First,

DIV
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let us realize that (3.61) implies

T BUE k k
(3.66) ve(T) = woe+ / Bt UOE+/ (Bt + (—1)%eA ve> dt

- (—1)/ eAFo, t—>vo+/ —dt—v (T)

weakly in Wk2(Q;R3)*. Due to the estimate (3.22b), v (T) converges also weakly in
L?(£;R3), hence we can conclude that even

(3.67) ve(T) — v(T) weakly in L*(Q;R3).

Thus we can use the usual bound
1 2
HL2 QR3) _”UOHLQ(Q;RC*)

) 9 ov
> §HU(T)HL2(Q;]R3) —§||”0HL2<9;R3> :/0 <8t )t

We also exploit (3.63) and the strong convergence 7(Dw, ¢, 0.) — 7(Dw, ¢, §) in LP(Q; R3*3).
Thus, from (3.65), we eventually get

(3.69) 0 > /OT<<%,v—w>_/Qz.cv¢.(v—w)

— (v@w):V(v —w) + 7(Dw,¢,0):D(v — w) dx) dt.

(3.68) hmlnf/ 5 — dxdt—hmmf HUE

Now we can extent this inequality for all w € LP(I; WO1 P (€;R?)) by continuity. Then,
substituting w = v + dw, canceling o > 0, passing é — 0, and choosing w arbitrary, we
prove that v satisfies

T
(3.70) /0 <<%,w> + /Q(vm):vw +7(Dv,¢,0):Di — 2-cV il dx) dt =0

for any w € LP(I, W&’SW(Q; R?)). Hence v is a weak solution to (2.1a).

Let us prove the most essential and most difficult fact, namely the strong convergence

. . T ,0(ve—

of Dve to Dv in LP(Q; R**?). We will use fj ( (UBt 9y, — v)ydt > —3||voe — UOH%Q(Q;RS);
here again it is important that ; belongs to Lp/=1 (T, VV0 P (4 R3)*) and is thus in
duality to v due to (3.64) and the estimate (3.22b), and also that 87;; lives in L?(Q;R3)
due to (3.22c) so it is certainly in duality with ve—v. By uniform monotonicity (3.9b) of
T(y ce(t,x), 0. (t, z)), we get:

T
(3.71) 772HD'U€ —DvHip(Q;Rgxg)) §/0 /Q(T(Dve,ce, —7(Dv, ¢, 0¢)):D(ve—v) dz dt

[

1
—|—/( (Due, ¢e, 8e)—7 (D, e, 0c) ) : D(ve—v) dx> dt + 5“006—v0|’iQ(Q;R3)

_ / << Ve — V) v, v>+/ﬂ(T(Dve,ce,Ge)—T(DU,C,9))3D(U6—U)C133

/ (7(Dv,¢,8) — 7(Dv, cc, b)) : D(ve — v) dx) dt + %HUOE—U()HiQ(Q;RS)

IW 4+ 1@ 4 18 4 1@,
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Using (3.70) with @ := v. — v, The integrals 1Y and I can be estimated in its sum as
follows:

(3.72) W4 1@ = / /<8U€ vE—i—T(Dve,cE,HE):DvE) dzx dt

/ <8v€ v+ T DUE,CE,QE):DU> dz dt

<<g:’”e> +/Q7'(Dv,c, 9):Du, dx> dt
(G

[
+/ 7(Dv, ¢, 0):Dv dx) dt
0
= / < — 6|Vkv€|2 — 2:¢eV e ve + (Ve @ ve) = Do,
Q

+ eVF0 i VFD 4 2¢. Vet — (ve ® ve) : DU
+z-cV¢-v.— (v®wv) : Do

—z-cVo-v+ (v®v):Du
_ave
ot

/Q ( — 2:¢V e (Ve — 1) + (Ve @ ve) : D(ve — D)

(v —=0) = 7(Dve, ¢, 0c): D(v — 6)) dadt

IN

+ VR0 VR 4 2:¢V ¢ (ve — v) — (v ®@v) : D(ve — v)
B Ov,
ot

(v —=20) = 7(Dve, ¢, 0c): D(v — 6)) da dt

for any v € L*(I; Wéﬁ’z(Q; R3)). Now we can pass to the limit with € — 0. The important
trick is based on (3.61) with (3.64) and on by-part integration in time and on (3.67), which
allows for

(3.73) liH(l] <%2;€ (v —10) + eVFy,: sz7> dz dt

=i [ (et - 2 gy (200 )a

[ (@l o) = o)
. Q
- _/0 <<%’6> + <%’U>> dt + HU(T)H?J?(Q;RS) B HUOHiQ(Q;R?’)
T
=/ <%,v—6>dt.
0

The limit passage in the convective term (ve ® ve) : D(ve — 0) — (v ®v) : D(v — ?)
in L'(Q) is standard, using the strong convergence v, — v in L*/37¢(Q;R?) which can
be proved by interpolating L°°(I; L?(Q)) and LP(I;W'~%P(Q)) by Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality, cf. [9, Sect.I.3], and by using Aubin-Lions’ theorem to have strong convergence

in LP(I; W1=%P(Q)) for any § > 0; here the restriction p > 11/5 is originated. As for the

)

last term in (3.71), we have lim._.o 1¥¥ = 0 because 7(D, ¢, 0.) — 7(D,¢,0) strongly in

LP(Q;R3*3). By our assumption vg. — vp in L%(€;R3), we have also lim. .o 15(4) = 0.
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Now we can pass to the limit superior in (3.71) with € — 0 to obtain

Q;R3%3)

< /OT <<%,v — 17> + /Q(v ®v) : D(v—=0) — z:¢V¢-(v—10) dx) dt

. p—l o~
+Climsup (1+ ””6”Lﬂ(f;ws;&vms»> o =2l orrweg, @ms)

(3.74) lim sup n2||Dve — Dol[,

with C' being the constant from (3.9c). Using the estimates (3.22b) and (3.22d), and pass-

P

P (€ R3)), we can see that lim sup,_ || Dve—

ing with ¢ to v in the norm topology of LP(I; WOI,
Dol zp(girsx3) < 0, i.e. Dve — Duv strongly.

Having this strong convergence, we can pass to the limit in the term 7(Duve,ce, 6e) :
Dv, — 7(Dv,c,0) : Dv in L'(Q) in the right-hand side of the heat equation (3.58d).
For the limit passage in the convective term in (3.58d) it suffices to prove, in the weak
formulation, that v.f. — vf weakly in L'(Q), which is simple due to the weak convergence
ve — vin L/3(Q; R?) based on (3.22b) with (3.44) and, by Aubin-Lions’ theorem with the
interpolation based on (3.22j) and (3.22k), the strong convergence 8, — 6 in L5/37%(Q);
thus we get v.f — v0 weakly even in L2/4=9(Q;R?), cf. also (3.43).

Limit passage in the other terms is rutine. E.g., D(ce, 6¢)Vee - Voo — D(c,0)Ve -
V¢ because (cc,0.) — (c,0) strongly in L?(Q;RY) x L¥37%(Q), Ve, — Ve weakly in
L?(Q;RE*3) and V. — V¢ strongly in L(I; L7 (€;R3)) for any r < 400, and similarly
also (m(ce,0.) @ Ve):(2 ® Vo) — (m(c,0) ® Vo):(z ® Vo¢) in LY(Q). The limit passage
in the term CV% is made easy after integration by-part based on the estimates (3.22j)
and (3.22k), i.e. fQ CV9€%—Q;’ dz dt + fQ cvBocw(0, -) dx indeed converges to fQ CVG%—%’ dz dt+
Jo evbow (0, -) da for any test function w € C1(Q) as used in (3.5).

Eventually, the constraints 25:1 cey=1and c.p >0 for £ =1,..., L, which has been
proved valid for the approximate solution, see (3.58f), are inherited by the limit, too. O

Remark 3.11 (Weak solutions.) For p > 3, the estimate (3.22g) involves r = 2 and
then c is the conventional weak solution to the Nernst-Planck equation (2.1c). The weak
solution to the whole system (2.1) needs regularity of v. This was proved in [29] for a very

narrow interval of p’s (of the length only about 0.0528), namely % <p< HT\/E, by using
deep regularity results from [18] holding, however, only for a stress tensor 7 independent
of compositon and temperature and having a potential. Let us remind that regularity for
Navier-Stokes equation is generally recognized as an extremely difficult problem which is,
at time of creation this paper, open and, in particular for p = 2 and 7 linear, assigned to
a $1 million Clay-institute award.

4 Discussion of the model and particular cases

The general idea of determining the phenomenological fluxes j; is a drift/diffusion model
like in Roosbroeck’s [28] model of semiconductors; for comparison of semiconductors and
electrolytes see e.g. [33, p.20]. In the simplest linear case, the phenomenological fluxes in
Roosbroeck’s model look as:

(4.1) o :=mzecyVo 4+ dVey = meyViy  where py := plncp 4 2

where m > 0 is a mobility and d > 0 a diffusivity coefficient, and py is the electrochemical
potential of the ¢-th constituent involving the ratio p = d/m; any influence of the tem-
perature and its gradient on jy (in particular Soret’s cross effect) is neglected. In bi-polar
semiconductors, we have L = 2 and z; = —z3, but here for multi-component electrolytes
we admit L > 2 in general. The form (4.1), however, does not satisfy (3.7d) unless the very
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trivial case zym = 0. More generally, mobilities in concrete mixtures may vary consider-
ably for various components especially if size of molecules of particular constituents varies
considerably from constituent to constituent [12], and then it is standardly considered that

L

(4.2) Jo =) Mi(e) Vi,
k=1

where pp := plncy + 2z¢¢ is again from (4.1) now with p = R with g a reference
temperature and R universal gas constant; let us mention that we consider zy to involve
Faraday’s constant.

To satisfy zero-sum condition for the fluxes, i.e. (3.7¢,d) with 8 = 0, the matrix [Mys(c)]
should satisfy

(4.3) Vk=1,..,L, Vee G : > Mie(c) =0

because then obviously

L L L L L
(4.4) D ie=> Mu(e)Vie =Y > My(c) Vi, =0.

Moreover, by the celebrated (Nobel-prize awarded) Onsager’s principle [24], the matrix
Mg (c)] should be symmetric.

Example 4.1 (Symmetric models.) The zero-sum condition (4.3) for [Mys(c)] has actu-
ally been adopted e.g. in [15] or, in a bit different context of a multicomponent alloys, in
[13, 14, 21], where essentially the following matrix has been considered:

micC
(4.5) Mie(c) == myce <5u - %)
D1 T

with my being “actual” mobilities of particular constituents (assumed to be) known from
experiments. Such [Mg,] is symmetric and satisfies (4.3) because obviously Zﬁ:l Mpe(c) =
mECr — (Zl%:l mgCg)kak/(Zlel myc;) = 0. Moreover, (4.5) makes also jy proportional to
¢g, which is a natural property.

Substituting (4.5) into (4.2) gives

mMyCy

(4.6)  jo=me(pVer + 4z Vo) — ———
211 e

L
( Z M (chk + ckszqS)) .
k=1
Comparing it with (3.8), we can see that our diffusion matrix ® = [Dy]¥,_, is now

migcC
(4.7) Do = Die(c) = py <5u - %)
D1

and our condition (3.10a) is indeed satisfied, and also (3.7c) is satisfied with 3 = 0 be-
cause Zﬁ:l Dpe = pmy; — Pmk(25:1 Cgmg)/(zlel ¢ymy)=0. Therefore we can see that
the coercivity and the monotonicity assumptions (3.7b) would be satisfied if and only if
the matrix [Dy] given by (4.7) is positive definite uniformly with respect to ¢ € G}. In
fact, the positive definiteness of [D] in (3.7b) suffices to verify for the symmetric part
of [D¢] only, and it suffices to hold on the manifold > Ve, = 0, and in particular for
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(D] + B(1®1) with some [ > 0 so that (3.7c) then holds with this 3; cf. also [15, Chap.7].
As for the effective mobilities my, comparing (4.6) with (3.8) yields

L
Zk:1 MECk 2k

S e

and we can see that our conditions (3.7d) and (3.10b) are indeed satisfied.

(4.8) my = my(c) = myzecy — mycy

Remark 4.2 The form (4.6) was suggested in [32, Remark 4.4]; namely if mypdx, and
mydke are taken respectively for quantities dgy and mye in [32].

Remark 4.3 (Special case: equal mobilities.) Like in (4.1), the very special situation

with equal mobilities m := m; = ... = my, the formula (4.6) gives
L L
(4.9) joe = mzpcyN o + mpVey —mey <p Z Vg, + Z chkVQS) ;
k=1 k=1

again (3.7) with 8 = 0 holds. In fact, one can even omit Y &, Ve, in (4.9) because it
expectedly vanishes if Zﬁ:l ¢k = 1; then (3.7¢) will be satisfied with § = 1 and such jy is
exactly what has been considered in [29, 30, 31, 32], i.e.

(4.10) Jje=mce(ze — qQ)Vd +mpVey  where again ¢ = Z Co2p.

(=1
Example 4.4 (Nonsymmetric models.) Some other models neglect cross-effects and treat
one selected constitutent, say L, in a nonsymmetric way by the formula

L-1

(4.11) jo=mycV (g — pp) for £ =1, ..., L—1 and j; = — ng,
/=1

see e.g. [16, Formula (2.26)]. In this case, the symmetric matrix [Mgs(c)] satisfying (4.3)
is given by

MypCpOrp for k < L, < L,
R R fork=1L, { <L,
(4.12) Mie(€) =9 _ppper fork<L, (=L,

ZZL:? mye; for k=1L, {=1L.
Substituting p, from (4.1) into (4.11) yields

(4.13) i = me(pVep — pitVer + (2 — 20)eeV)  for £ < L,
. Je = ﬁ;ll mg (pg—chL —pVer + (21 — zk)Cngb) for ¢ = L.

This is sometimes used in electrochemistry either for hydrogen ions as the L-component
or, in case of very diluted water solutions, for water as the L-component.

Remark 4.5 (Thermodynamics of the model.) It is a certain internal consistency and
beauty that the thermodynamics of the model based on i, from (4.1) can be derived from
a single thermodynamical potential, namely the specific free energy in the form

L

L
(4.14) v =1(c,0,6,FE) = ch@(lnq — 1) — cvé?lné’i + ZCZZZ¢ - %EQ
=1 R4
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where E plays the role of the intensity of electric field. The partial derivatives of v define
respectively the electrochemical potential e, the entropy s, the total electric charge q, and
the electric induction D, namely

_w o o

This indeed yields expected relations, namely

(4.16a) wi = plne; + 29,
0
(4.16b) s =cy (1n 4 1),
L GR
(4.16¢) q= Z TET
/=1
(4.16d) D =¢E.

Furthermore, the internal energy u is then defined through Gibbs’ relation as

L

L
£
(4.17) u:lb—i—@szcvﬁ—i-p;q(lncz—l)+;cﬂg¢_§E2.

It is interesting that £E? has a negative sign in (4.17); let us remark that this term —%EQ
can indeed be found in literature e.g. in [10, p.342].

The energetics of the model (2.1) considered, for simplicity, with & = 0 in (2.8) has
been derived in [32], resulting to:

d
(4.18) < ( Q)2 + S|Vel2 + b ) do = / h(c,0) dz
dt Jo \ 2 2 Q
kinetic  electrostatic heat part heat production by
energy energy of internal chemical reactions
energy u
Under the constitutive relation £ = —V ¢, we have
(4.19) / qo — ‘Bdr = - / (eAp)p + E|V<;5|2 dz
Q 2 Q 2

_ Vo — SIVellde = | E1vel?
= /QeSVqS Vo 2|V<;5| dx—/ﬂ2|v¢| dz

and we can rewrite the above energy balance (4.18) in terms of u and u’s as

(4.20) d <g’1)’2+u_icguz—|—q¢> dx:/h(c (9)d$
2 Q ’

dt Jq =

Alternatively, (4.20) can equally be written in terms of u and ¢;’s as

L
d
(4.21) T, (g@]z +u— p;qln Cg) dz = /Qh(c,ﬁ) dz.

Besides, ¢ solving (2.le) is just the critical point of the overall free energy ¥ : ¢ —
Jo¥(c, 0,0, —V¢)dx; interestingly, as ¥(c,0,-,-) given by (4.14) is concave, this critical
point is the global maximum.



T.Roubitek: Incompressible ionized non-Newtonean fluid mixtures (Preprint: No.2007-010, Ne&as Center for Math. Modeling, Prague) 25

The Clausius-Duhem inequality (under our zero-flux boundary conditions (2.8), i.e. in
the isolated system) reads as

d sdz = C—V@dx

0 dt Jo o 0 ot

IN

= /Q 7 <d1v(mv9 cyvl) + 7(Dv, ¢, 0) : Du + ng Je+ h>

CDID‘

KV V|2 (Dvce L fd
= /Q<d1v(T)—cva1n9+ 02 + ZZ:T dz

where f; = —2pc/V¢ is the Lorenz force acting on the ¢-constituent. The first and the
second terms in the last integral vanish in a thermally isolated system, the third and the
fourth terms are always non-negative (if @ > 0), while the non-negativity of [,(3>° é;:l fojet+
h)/6 dz is a condition on j, and h.

Remark 4.6 (Thermodynamics in special case of equal mobilities.) As already observed
in [29, 32], the special case (4.10) gives the heat sources 25:1 fe¢+ 70 in the form

L
(4.22) > fe-de=mpVgVe+ Y mez|Vel* — mg’ Vel
= /=1

The meaning of these terms is the following: The first term mpVq-V¢ is the power (per
unit volume) of the electric current arising by the diffusion flux, which can create local
cooling effects, which is related with the Peltier effect mentioned already in Remark 2.1.
This cooling effect may seemingly violate the entropy production law but, at least in
equilibrium situations (i.e. here spatially isothermal cases when 6(t,-) is constant) the
overall entropy production due to this term on 2 is nonnegative: indeed, by using Green’s
formula, one gets

(4.23) /QVq-ng dr = —/QsV(AQS)-ngdx :/Qs|A¢|2d:c > 0.

In the anisothermal case, we would get the non-negative entropy production if the coef-
ficient m in (4.10) would be proportional to the absolute temperature 6, as it is really
considered e.g. in the kinetic theory of gases and known as Einstein’s law. Such depen-
dence would, however, make derivation of the a-priori estimates (3.22e) difficult because

inf # > 0 would have to be proved. The second term Y5, meezf |Vl in (4.22) is the
power of hypothetical Joule’s heat produced by the electric currents j, in ideally diluted
water solutions. The third term —mg?|V¢|? = —m fFQ{ reduces it and represents the rate
of cooling by the force which balances the volume-additivity constraint. Besides, the to-
tal actual Joule’s heat is always non-negative because the second term in (4.22) always
dominates the third one thanks to the algebraic inequality

L L 9
(4.24) Z ngg > < Z Cng)

=1 =1
if (2.2) holds, cf. [32, Remark 2.2].
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