GLOBAL WEAK SOLUTIONS TO THE COMPRESSIBLE QUANTUM
NAVIER-STOKES EQUATION AND ITS SEMI-CLASSICAL LIMIT

INGRID LACROIX-VIOLET AND ALEXIS F. VASSEUR

ABSTRACT. This paper is dedicated to the construction of global weak solutions to the
quantum Navier-Stokes equation, for any initial value with bounded energy and entropy.
The construction is uniform with respect to the Planck constant. This allows to perform
the semi-classical limit to the associated compressible Navier-Stokes equation. One of
the difficulty of the problem is to deal with the degenerate viscosity, together with the
lack of integrability on the velocity. Our method is based on the construction of weak
solutions that are renormalized in the velocity variable. The existence, and stability of
these solutions do not need the Mellet-Vasseur inequality.

1. INTRODUCTION

Quantum models can be used to describe superfluids [12], quantum semiconductors [6],
weakly interacting Bose gases [8] and quantum trajectories of Bohmian mechanics [16].
They have attracted considerable attention in the last decades due, for example, to the
development of nanotechnology applications.

In this paper, we consider the barotropic compressible quantum Navier-Stokes equa-
tions, which has been derived in [5], under some assumptions, using a Chapman-Enskog
expansion in Wigner equation. In particular, we are interested in the existence of global
weak solutions together with the associated semi-classical limit. The quantum Navier-
Stokes equation that we are considering read as:

pr + div(pu) = 0,
(pu)t + div(pu @ u) + Vp — 2div(y/vpSy + EpSk) = /pf + Vrdiv(,/pM),

where

(1.1)

VVpS, = pDu, div(\/kpSk) = kpV (é}f) , (1.2)

and with initial data

p(0,2) = po(x), (pu)(0,2) = (pouo)(x) inQ, (1.3)
where p is the density, v > 1, u®u is the matrix with components w;u;, Du = % (Vu + VuT)
is the symetric part of the velocity gradient, and Q = T is the d—dimensional torus, here

d = 2 or 3. The vector valued function f, and the matrix valued function M are source
terms.

Date: April 26, 2019.
2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35Q35, T6N10.
Key words and phrases. Global weak solutions, compressible Quantum Navier-Stokes Equations, vac-
uum, degenerate viscosity.
Acknowledgment. A. F. Vasseur was partially supported by the NSF Grant DMS 1209420.
1



2 INGRID LACROIX-VIOLET AND ALEXIS F. VASSEUR

The relation (1.2) between the stress tensors and the solution (,/p, /pu) will be proved
in the following form. For the quantic part, it will be showed that

2y/PSk = 25 (v (V25 - (Vo' & Vpllh) ) ). (1.4)

For the viscous term, the matrix valued function S, is the symmetric part of a matrix
valued function T, , where

VT, = vV (pu) — 2vy/pu - V4/p. (1.5)

Whenever, p is regular and away from zero, the quantic part of (1.2) is equivalent to (1.4),
and the matrix function T, is formally /vpVu. However, the a priori estimates do not
allow to define 1/,/p and Vu.

The energy of the system is given by

Jul?

B/ = [ (o5 -2+ 2609 o) do,

v—1

with dissipation of entropy (in the case without source term)
Dg(S,) = 2/ IS, |? dz,
Q
which is formally:

21// p/Dul? dz.
Q

In [2, 4], Bresch and Desjardins introduced a new entropy of the system, now known as
the BD entropy:

u+ vVinpl? 3
anlp.) = [ (TR o9 o) e
i 2

with associated dissipation (again without source term)

4
Dpp(p,u) = V/ (VIVWZIQ +rp| V2 p|* + 2p!AUI2> da,
Q

where A is the antisymmetric part of the matrix Vu. The function In p is not controled by
the a priori estimates. But we can use two other quantities, & and Dg, which are defined
as follows:

Ju?

(v ) = | (p2 T 2n+ 42V A + m) dr,
Q

DYF V) = [ (VP 4o ([T 4 V2 BE) + TP d
Q

From Jiingel [9] the functions & and D2, are equivalent, respectively, to E(\/p,/pu) +

Epp(/Ps/pu) and Dg(\/p,/pu,S,) + Dpp(p,u), whenever each term can be defined,
and S, is the symmetric part of T, with T,, = \/vpVu. Namely there exists a universal
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constant C, such that for any such (p,u):

(BB /) + Eaplp,0)) < E(/F V) < Co(E(/F. V) + Enlp. ),
1

& (Pu(S.) + Pin(p,w) < DR(/p. vpu. T,) < Cu(De(S,) + Dalp,w)

The aim of this paper is to construct weak solutions for the system (1.1) using the a
priori estimates provided by the energy and BD entropy inequalities. The main idea is to
introduce a slightly stronger notion of weak solution that we call renormalized solutions.
They are defined in the following way. For any function ¢ € W2 (R?) compactly sup-
ported, there exists two measures R, R, € M(R" x Q) such that the following is verified
in the sense of distribution:

O (pp(u)) + div(pup(u)) + ¢'(u) - Vp?
— 2div(y/p¢ (W) (VVSy + VKS)) (1.6)
= V' (u) - f + Vrdiv(y/pg' (u)M) + Ry,
with Sy, verifies (1.4), and S, is the symmetric part of T, such that for every i, j, k between
1 and d:
Vpei(W)[Tolji = v0;(pe(u)ur) — 2v\/pure;(u)j+/p + R, (1.7)
and
IRell e+ x0) + 1Rl mes ) < Cll” [l Lo
The precise definition of weak solutions and renormalized weak solutions is laid out in
definitions 2.1 and 2.2. Note that, taking a sequence of function ¢, such that ¢, (y)
converges to y;, but ||¢” ||z~ converges to 0, we can retrieve formally the equation (1.1).

We will show that it is actually true that any renormalized weak solution is, indeed, a
weak solution.

For every
fe @A), Me [LARY LA 0)] ",
and every (y/po, /pouo) such that &y (,/po,/pouo) is bounded, we define

Mo(v/pg, v/Pouo, f, M) = Eo(v/po, veou) + [ flliw+;r2) + Ml z2@®+r20))-  (1.8)

The main theorem of the paper is the following.

Theorem 1.1. (1) There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that the following is

true. Let \/po, \/pouo, f, M be such that Mo(\/py,v/poo, f, M) is bounded. Then,
for any k > 0, there exists a renormalized solution (\/p,/pw) of (1.1) with

Eo(Vp(t), vp(t)u(t)) < Mo(v/py, v/pouo, [, M), for >0,
| PO VBt dt < Mo(Fos V70, 110
Moreover, for every p € W2 (R?),
IRl mt xa) + [ Rollmeer xay < Cull@” [l Mo(v/py, v/Pouo, fs M).
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Moreover, p € CO(Rt; LP(Q)) for 1 < p < sup(3,7), and pu € CO(R*; L3/2(Q) —
weak) N CO(RF; L%(Q) — weak).

(2) Any renormalized solution of (1.1) is a weak solution of (1.1) with the same initial
value.

(3) Consider any sequences k, > 0, converging to k > 0, v, > 0 converging to v >
0, (/P05 \/POnU0 s fris M) such that Mo(\/Po.n, \/P0.nt0ms fr, M) is uniformly
bounded, and an associated weak renormalized solution (\/pn,/Pntn) to (1.1).
Then, there exists a subsequence (still denoted withn), and (\/p, \/pu) renormalized
solution to (1.1) with initial value (\/po,/pouo) and Planck constant , such that
pn converges to p in CO(RY; LP(Q)) for 1 < p < sup(3,7), and ppu, converges
to pu in CO(R*; L3/2(Q) — weak) N CO(RT; L%(Q) — weak). The function T, ,
converges weakly in L*(RT x Q) to T,. Moreover, for every function o € W2 (R?)
compactly supported, \/ppp(un) converges strongly in L} (RT x Q) to \/pp(u) for
1<p<6.

Note that all the results hold for any values of «, including the Navier-Stokes case x = 0.
For k > 0 we can have from the a priori estimates, better controls on the solutions, and
convergence in stronger norms. The stability part of the result includes the follwoing case
of the semi-classical limits 0 < k, — 0.

Corollary 1.1. The semi-classical limit. Consider (/po, \/Poto, f, M) such that the quan-
tity Mo(ﬁo, VPouo, f, M) is bounded, and consider an associated weak renormalized so-
lution (\/Pr,/Prtx) to the quantum Navier-Stokes equations (1.1) with x > 0.Then,
there exists a subsequence (still denoted with r), and (\/p,\/pu) renormalized solution
to the Navier-Stokes equations ((1.1) with k = 0) with same initial value such that p,
converges to p in CO(RY; LP(Q)) for 1 < p < sup(3,7), and pyu, converges to pu in
CO(R*; L3/2(Q) — weak) N CO(RT; L%(Q) — weak). The function T,, converges weakly
in L>(RT x Q) to T,. Moreover, for every function ¢ € W2>(RY) compactly supported,
VPrp(ug) converges strongly in LY. (RT x Q) to \/pp(u) for 1 <p < 6.

For this problem, the a priori estimates include control on the gradient of some density
quantities. This provides compactness on both the density p and the momentum pu.
The difficulty is due to the fact that we have only a control of pu? in L>®(R*, L}(Q)).
This cannot prevent concentration phenomena in the construction of solutions in the term
pu ®u. When k = 0, the same problem arises for the term /puV,/p, since the only a
priori estimates available on both /pu and V,/p are in L®(R*, L?(Q)).

This problem can be avoided by the introduction of additional terms as drag forces or
cold pressure, as proposed by Bresch and Desjardins [3]. In the case of drag forces, the
system is

pt + div(pu) =0,
(pu)e + div(pu ® u) + Vp? — 2div(y/vpS, + /KkpSk) (1.9)
= —rou — riplul’u + /pf + Vrdiv(y/pM),

still endowed with (1.5) and (1.4). The solutions of this kind of augmented systems can be
explicitly constructed via a Faedo-Galerkin method. This was first performed by Zatorska
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in [17] for the classical case (k = 0) with chemical reactions and where the drag forces
were replaced by cold pressure terms as V(p~"), for N big enough. In the quantum case
solutions have been constructed in [7] in the case with cold pressure, and in [15] in the
case of drag forces as (1.9).

When considering the system without additional terms (as drag forces or cold pressure),
it has been shown in [13] that, in the classical case x = 0, solutions of (1.1) verify formally
that

/p|u\21n(1 luf?) de (1.10)
Q

is uniformly bounded in time, provided that the bound is valid at t = 0. It was also
shown that a sequence of solutions, such that this quantity is uniformly bounded at t =0
(together with the energy and BD entropy), will converge, up to a subsequence, to a
solution of the Navier-Stokes equation.

The standard way to construct weak solutions of systems verifying the weak stability
is to construct solutions to an approximated problem (as the Faedo Galerkin method)
for which the a priori estimates are still uniformly valid. Usually, those solutions are
smooth so that every formal computation is actually true. However, in this context, the
approximated problem needs to be compatible with the usual energy, the BD entropy,
and the additional mathematical inequality (1.10). Only recently, such an approximated
problem has been found [10] in dimension two, and in dimension three with unphysical
stress tensors. Moreover, the regularity of the associated solutions is limited (not C*°). For
solutions constructed via a Faedo-Galerkin method, the energy and BD entropy estimates
can be verified at the approximated level, since u is an admissible test function. This is
not the case for the mathematical inequality (1.10). In [14], the construction of solutions
to (1.1) with k = 0 was obtained following a different strategy. It was shown that limits
of solutions to (1.9) when x converges to 0 verify (1.10), even if it is not verified for x > 0.
The idea was to show that the quantity

/Q pio(Ju]) d

are uniformly bounded for smooth and bounded functions ¢. This allowed to recover (1.10)
for k = 0 thanks to a sequence of approximations ¢, of the function y — 3% In(1 + y?).

Spririto and Antonelli showed in [1] that, formally, an estimate on (1.10) can still be
obtained on solutions to (1.1) for a range of x close (or bigger) than v. But this estimate
cannot be used for the semi-classical limit.

The notion of renormalized solutions is inspired from [14]. However, this notion is not
used to recover an estimate on (1.10), which is known to be not verified for some range of
k. The idea is that we can obtain the stability of renormalized solutions, since the notion
avoids the problem of concentration. Consider, for instance, the term

Prtn@(Un).

Since p, and ppu, are compact in LP, for a p > 1, we can show that, up to a subsequence,
pn converges almost everywhere to a function p, and u, converges almost everywhere on
{(t,z) | p(t,xz) > 0} to a function u. Hence ppunyp(u,) converges almost everywhere to
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pup(u). The function ¢ prevent concentration, and so ppu,p(uy,) converges strongly to
pup(u).

The challenge is then to show that the renormalized solutions, are indeed, weak solutions
in the general sense (see Definition 2.1). It is obtained by considering a sequence of
bounded functions ¢y, uniformly dominated by y — |y|, and converging almost everywhere
to y — vy, for a fixed direction i. This provides the momentum equation for pu; at the
limit n — oo. The key point, is that, while performing this limit, the functions p,u are
fixed. Considering, for example, the term

pupn(u).

The function ¢,(u) converges almost everywhere to u;. And, thanks to the Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence Theorem, puw, (u) converges in L' to puu;. Note that the bound-
edness of puu; in L' is enough for this procedure. Choosing the sequence of ¢,, such that
||| oo converges to 0, we show that the extra terms R, and R, converge to 0 when n
converges to oo.

The main difference with [14] is that we do not need to reconstruct the energy inequality
nor the control on (1.10) via the sequence of functions ¢,. Hence, we do not need an
explicit form of the terms involving second derivatives of ¢ in the definition of renormalized
solutions. Those terms (for which we do not have stability) are dumped in the extra terms
R, and R.,.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS AND MAIN IDEAS

We are first working on the System (1.9) with drag forces. The definitions will be valid
for all the range of parameter, r9 > 0,71 > 0,k > 0,v > 0. The energy and the BD
entropy on solutions to (1.9) provide controls on

ul?
&va v = [ (s 4 @ 0PI VBE + 7 4 ol ) ) e
DL (/1) =
/ <V|Vp7/2]2 + vk (]Vp1/4]4 + ]VQ\/E|2> + | Ty |2 + rolul® + r1p|u|4> dx.
Q

From these quantities, we can obtain the following a priori estimates. For the sake of
completeness we show how to obtain them in the appendix.

VPEL®RYLXQ),  Vype LXRYIXNQ), Vo2 e LX(RYLA(Q)
Vhue LX(RYLAQ), T, € LARYIAQ),  VaViype LARYLA(Q),
WAV e DR LAQ), e LARY LY(Q),

refu e L2(RYLAQ)),  rolnp e L¥(RY; LY(Q)).

(2.1)

Note that those a priori estimates are not sufficient to define Vu as a function. The state-
ment that \/pVu is bounded in L? means that there exists a function T, € L*(R*; L?(Q2))
such that:

VBT, = divipu) — /pu - V/p.
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which is, formally, pVu. The definition of weak solutions and renormalized weak solutions
for the system (1.9) are as follows.

Definition 2.1. We say that (\/p,/pu) is a weak solution to (1.9), if it verifies the a
priori estimates (2.1), and for any function ¢ € C°(R* x Q):

[ [ vt pu vy =o

0 Q

/ / (puthy + (pu @ u — 24/vpS, — 2/kpSy, — \/kpM) - Vi + Fp) dx dt = 0,
0o Jo

with S, the symmetric part of T, verifying (1.5), S,; verifying (1.4), and
F = =207V — rou — r1plul®u + \/pf, (2.2)
and for any 1 € C2°(R):

limy MMW@M:AmMM@m

t—0 QO

Mlp@WMMM@MZAm@W@M@M

t—0 Q

Definition 2.2. We say that (,/p, \/pu) is a renormalized weak solution to (1.9), if it veri-
fies the a priori estimates (2.1), and for any function ¢ € W?°°(R?) compactly supported,
there exists two measures R, R, € M(RT x Q), with

IR mert xe) + Rl m@t <) < Clle” Lo m)s
where the constant C' depends only on the solution (y/p,/pu), and for any function

¥ € CX(RY x Q),
/Oo/ (pr + pu - V) dx dt = 0,
0 Q

/OOO/Q (po(u)tby + (po(w)u — (2y/VSy + 2/EpSy + /EPM)¢' (u)) - Vb

with S, the symmetric part of T, verifying (1.7), S, verifying (1.4), f given by (2.2), and
for any ¢ € C°(R):

i [ pt.2yi@)do = [ ola)ita) da.

t—0 Q

fim [ ptau(t.0)i(w) do = | plauo(e)ite) de

t—0 Q
Let us define
M, (V/pos v/ oo, f, M) = E-(V/po, v/pouo) + | fllr ;22 (0)) + 1Ml L2 r+12(0)) -
The main theorem proved in this paper is the following.

Theorem 2.1. (1) There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that the following is
true. Let /po, \/povo, f, M be such that M, (\/p,,/povo, f, M) is bounded. Then,
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for any k >0, 19 > 0, 1y > 0, there exists a renormalized solution (\/p,/pu) o
(1.9) with

VB AOU0) < M (oo, 1), for €0,
/ DE(VA(E), V() dt < M, (/B S, 1),

Moreover, for every function ¢ € W2>(RY) compactly supported,

IRl pmr+x0) + [Rollme+ <) < Culle”llLee Mo(v/pg, v/Pouo, £, M).
Moreover, p € CO(R+ LP(Q)) for 1 < p < sup(3,7), and pu € CO(R*; L3/2(Q) —
weak) N CO(R™; LA (Q) — weak).

(2) Any renormalized solution of (1.9) is a weak solution of (1.9) with the same initial
value.

(3) Ifro >0, 1 > 0, and k > 0, then any weak solution to (1.9) is also a renormalized
solution to (1.9) with the same initial value.

(4) Consider any sequences k, > 0, 7o > 0, r1, > 0, vy, > 0, converging respec-
tively to k > 0, 70 > 0, 11 > 0, and v > 0, (\/Po,n), /P0.nt0ns fr, M) such that
Mrn(\/ﬁo,n7\/m= frn, M) is uniformly bounded, and an associated weak renor-
malized solution (\/pn,/Pntin) to (1.9). Then, there erists a subsequence (still
denoted with n), and (\/p,/pu) renormalized solution to (1.9) with initial value
(v/Po,v/Pouo) Planck constant k, and drag forces coefficients ro,r1 such that p,
converges to p in CO(RY; LY (Q)) for 1 < p < sup(3,7), and pyu, converges to

loc
pu in CO(R*: L3/2(Q) — weak) NCO(RT; LA () —weak). The function T, ,, con-
verges weakly in L>(RT x Q) to T,. Moreover, for every function ¢ € W2>(R?)
compactly supported, \/pnp(un) converges strongly in L} (RT x Q) to \/pp(u) for
1 <p<10v/3.

Remark 2.1. We can actually show in (1) of the previous theorem that there is one solution
verifying

(10727’67] Z fu]SO'L l ) vk,l-

But this is not needed to show that a renormahzed solution is a weak solution. We cannot
do the same for the term R,.

Note that Theorem 2.1 together with [15] implies Theorem 1.1. Indeed, [15] provides
the construction of weak solutions to (1.9) with positive 7o, r1,%. Part (3) in Theorem
2.1 insures that this solution is actually a renormalized solution. Considering sequences
ron > 0 and 71, > 0 both converging to 0, part (4) of Theorem 2.1 provides at the limit
a renormalized solution to (1.1).

3. FROM WEAK SOLUTIONS TO RENORMALIZED SOLUTIONS IN THE PRESENCE OF DRAG
FORCES

This section is dedicated to the proof of part (3) of Theorem 2.1. In the whole section
we will assume that x > 0, ro > 0, and r; > 0, and we will consider a fixed weak solution
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(v/p,+/pu) as in Definition (2.1). Let us define g, for any function g as
g-(t, @) =nexg(t,x), t>e¢,
where
1e(t,2) = e/, 2/e),
with 7; a smooth nonnegative even function compactly supported in the space time ball

of radius 1, and with integral equal to 1.

Formally, we can show that a weak solution is also a renormalized solution by multiply-
ing the equation by ¢'(u). However, solutions of (1.9) have a limited amount of regularity.
This has to be performed carefully. Let us explain the difficulties. First let us focus on
the term

div(y/755,).
One way to obtain the renormalized equation from the weak one, is to consider the family
of test functions ¢’ (. ). We need to pass to the limit in the expression

/OOO /Q b\rpS Y (Ue) da dt.

But we cannot pass into the limit for the term /vpV¢'(u.) = \/vpe” (u:) V.. Note that
this term is different from T,.. The problem is that Vu is not bounded in any functional
space.

An other difficulty is to obtain, in the sense of distribution, the equality
¢’ ()0 (pu) = O(pp(u)) + (' (u)u — (u))dp.

Indeed, we have absolutely no estimate available on 0;u. Following Di Perna and Li-
ons, [11], this can be obtained using commutators estimates which requires more a priori
estimates than can be formally intuited.

To solve these problems, we need to introduce a cut-off function in p, ¢n,(p) where ¢y,
is defined for every m > 0 as

1
0, for 0<y < —,
2m
1 1
omy —1, for — <y<—,
2m m
= 1 3.1
Gult) =1 | o L eyem (1)
m
2—y/m, for m <y <2m,
L 0, for y > 2m.
We will now work on
VUm = Om(p)u (3.2)
instead of u. Note that
dm(p)

Vo = Ty + 41, (p) 0" *uv p'/*.

NGT
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For m fixed, M\ﬁ%) and \/p¢),(p) are bounded, and so Vuy, is bounded in L?, thanks to

the a priori estimates obtained from x > 0 and 71 > 0 in (2.1).

Obtaining the equation on v, is pretty standard, thanks to the extra regularity on the
density provided by the quantum term, and the BD entropy. However, to highlight where
are the difficulties, we will provide a complete proof.

3.1. Preliminary lemmas. In this subsection, we introduce two standard lemmas to
clarify the issues. The second one use the commutator estimates of Di Perna and Lions
[11].

Lemma 3.1. Let g € LP(RT x Q) and h € LY(R" x Q) with 1/p+1/q =1 and H €
WLo(R). We denote by O a partial derivative with respect to one of the dimension (time
or space). Then we have:

g. converges strongly to gin LP(RT x ),

/ /gahdxdt:/ /ghgda:dt,

0 Q 0 Q

lim/ /gahda:dt:/ /ghdxdt,
e=0Jo Jo 0 Jo

ag{;‘ = [8.9]5)
lim [ H(ge) — H(g)llz;, @+ x0) =0, for any 1 < s < oo,

For 1 <7 < oo,if fe L"(R' x Q), then
H(g.)f converges strongly to H(g)f in L"(R' x ),
For 1 <7 < oo,as long as dg € L"(RT x Q), we have :
OH(g) € L"(RT x Q) and OH(g.) converges weakly to 0H(g) in L"(R" x Q).

Proof. The sequence g. converges strongly to g in LP(RT x ), so, up to a subsequence,
it converges almost everywhere, and H(g,) converges almost everywhere to H(g). Note
that:

1H(@.)f - HO oy = [ [ 1H@) - O T dode.

But H is bounded, so |H(g.) — H(g)|"f" is dominated by (2sup |H|)"|f|" which does
not depend on ¢ and lies in L'(R* x ). We obtain that H(g.)f converges to H(g)f
in L"(R* x Q), using the Lebesgue theorem. By the uniqueness of the limit, the whole
sequence is converging. The rest of the lemma is very standard and then we omit the
proof. O

We use also in the sequel the following lemma due to Lions (see [11]).

Lemma 3.2. Let V;, be the gradient in time and space Viy = (0¢,Vy). Let g,Viazg €
LP(RT x Q), h € LYRT x Q) with 1 < p,q < oo, and % + % < 1. Then, we have
1[Via(gh)l, = Via(ghe)llor@ex0) < ClViagllie@sxa) 1P @+ xa)

for some constant C > 0 independent of €, g and h, and with r given by % = I% + %. In

addition,

[Via(gh)]. = Via(ghe) = 0 in L"(RT x Q)
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as € — 0 if r < oo.
We can easily localize this lemma in time, as in this corollary.

Corollary 3.1. Let T} < Ty. Let Vi, be the gradient in time and space Vg = (0, Va
Let g, V.9 € LP((0,T2) x Q), h € L4((0,T2) x Q) with 1 < p,q < oo, and Il) + - <
Then, for e <1y —T1, we have

—_

1
7 .

1Ve,2(97)] .= Vw(ghe) || Lr0.10)x) < CUIV gl Lo 0,12y F 19l Lr (0.1 <)) 1l Lago,1) <)
for some constant C > 0 independent of €, g and h, and with r given by % = %D + é. In
addition,

[Viz(gh)l. = Via(ghs) = 0 in L"((0,T1) x Q)

as e — 0 if r < oo.

Proof. Consider a smooth non negative cut-off function ¢ : Rt — R* such that 9 (t) = 1
for t < Ty and 9(t) = 0 for ¢t > T5. The result is obtained by applying Lemma 3.2 to ¥g
and Vh. 0

3.2. Equation on v,,. This subsection is dedicated to show that for any 1) € C>° (R x ),
and any m > 0, we have

7 [{owonto) - (wVonio)+ oo Ersm ) b asai=o. - (33)

/oo / {0ppvm + Vi - (pu @ vm — dm(p)v/P (2VVSy + 2V/ES, + VEM))
0 Je (3.4)

+y <—\\/f§tr(Ty)¢§n(p)pu — VRPMV §m (p) + %(p)F) } da dt =0,

where F' is defined in (2.2), vy, in (3.2), S, is in (1.4), and S, is the symmetric part of T,
defined in(1.5).

We begin with a list of a priori estimates. Note that they depends on all the parameters
rg > 0,7y >0, kK >0, and m.

Lemma 3.3. There exists a constant C > 0 depending only on the fized solution (\/p, \/pu),
and Cyp, depending also on m such that

ol s+ xa) + 1ol L2 xay + lolul* + /p(ISul + el + IMI + | £l /5 e+ )
H1o PV sy + ol 2 @s <oy + Irplulull po/a e sy < C
IVom(P) s @+ xa) + [10:dm ()l L2 (m+ x2) < Crm-

Proof. From (2.1), \/p € L*°(R*,L*(Q)), V,/p € L>(R",L*(Q)) and V?,/p € L*(R" x
Q). Hence, using Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, |/p € L>®(R*; L5()), and Vyp €
L2(RT; L5()). Since Vp = 2,/pV/p, Vp € L3R+, L3(Q)). And p? € L=(R*; L3/2(Q)),
so V(p?) = 2pVp € L2(RT; L*/2(Q)). This gives

p* € LX(RT; L3(Q)) U L™ (RY; L¥%(2)).
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By interpolation, p? lies in all the space LP(L9) with

a_1 o 21— 1
2 p’ 3 3 q
for 0 < a < 1. For o = 4/5, we obtain p?> € L>2(R* x ). We have
pu = pHlApliay,

From the r1 term of D%, p/%u € LYR* x Q), and we have p/* € L23R* x Q).
Hence pu € L>?(R* x Q). The term [S,| + [Sk| + [M| + | f| + /plu? € L2 (R x Q) and
VP € LR xQ), so plul®+/p(Sy| + S| + M|+ f]) € L3(R* x Q). From the a priori
estimates, we have Vp/2 € L2(RT x Q), and p/? € L®°(R*, L?(Q)). Using Galgliardo-
Nirenberg inequality we have p?/2 € L'9/3(Rt x Q). So p?/2Vp?/2 € L¥/4(RT x Q).

The estimate on rou comes directly from the a priori estimates. Since \/f)|u|2 is in
L2(R*, L2(Q)) and p/*u is in L*(RT x Q), we have p/*u,/plu|? € L*3(R* x Q). Then
using p'/* € L2 (R* x Q) we obtain the result for 1 p|u|?u.

From Lemma 3.1, V. (p) = 4p3/4¢. (p)Vp'/%. But y — 4y*/*¢!, (y) is bounded, and
by (2.1) Vp/* € LAR* x Q), s0 Vo (p) € LART x Q). From Lemma 3.1, and (1.5),

Orbm(p) = G (p)Otp = — & (p)div(pu) = =7, (0)(\/ p/vTr(Ty) + 2y/pu - V/p)
— AP (VIVTH(T, ) + 494 - V1),

Hence 9,0, (p) € L*(RT x Q).
0

We use the first equation in Definition 2.1 with test function [¢/,(p.)¥]..From Lemma
3.1, and (1.5) we get the following.

o= [ [ {0000+ pu- VIO | dad
- / h / (U6 (P) 04 + div(FT )0 (7) } d dt

/ / {atwm (7.) — ¥ n(72) %Tr( }dwdt-

We have p € L>(RT x Q) and 9:[¢,, (p)y] € LY*(R* x Q), since dip € L*(RT x Q) and
1 is C' compactly supported. From Lemma 3.3, pu € L5/?(R* x Q), and V[¢/,(p)¢] €
L3R x Q), since v is regular and compactly supported, and V¢, (p) € L*(RT x Q).
So we can pass to the limit € — 0 using Lemma 3.1. We obtain:

0= [ [ {owon(e - vento) | Yomwen) + 25 vyp|} asa

Since Vo (p) lies in L*(RT x Q) and is compactly supported, and u is in L?(RT x Q),
using the Lemma 3.1 we find

0=/0°O/Q{at¢¢m< w[qﬁm( )\{5’ H(T,) + 4 Vom(p )]}dxdt,

)+2fu VVp.
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which is (3.3).

For ¢ small enough, we consider the function ¢¢,,(p). as test function in the Definition
2.1. In the same way than above, from Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.1, passing into the limit
in €, we get

[ [ {0000+ 90 (o 00 = 05 (205, + 28, -+ i)
+9 (Otpm(p) +u - Vo (p)) pu + P (=/EpMV ¢ (p) + ¢m(p) )} dx dt =0,
Using (3.3) this gives (3.4).

3.3. Equation of renormalized solutions. We use the function ¢/ (U,.). as a test
function in (3.4), and investigate the limit when e goes to 0.
Step 1: Note that

Tou = (40,0
© (40 oy £ul

. Pm(p) ” Pm(p) Pm(p) " -
—V( P >p+\/17ﬁTV+2 P Vpu-Vi/p

= 4/pdh,(p)p u- Vpl/t,
Note that \/p¢y,(p) is bounded. So, thanks to the third line of (2.1), we have Vv, €
L*(R* x Q), and so V' (vy,) € L2(RT x Q). Therefore, using Lemma 3.1

V(¢ (Um.))  converges weakly to V(¢ (vy)) in LQ(RJr x ). (3.5)
Step 2: Using Lemma 3.1, we find:

[ [ @[50 oo+ ¥ [5m] : (puen) dode

= /OO/ V' (Ume) (8t[pvm]€ + div(pu ® vm)€> dx dt. (3.6)
o Jo

The goal is now to show that it has the same limit when ¢ converges to 0 as

—/Oo/ Vo (Tme) (8¢ (pUme) + div (pu @ Tp2)) da dt.
0 Q

To this end, let us first consider the first part of the righthand side of (3.6).

Thanks to (2.1) and Lemma 3.3, we can use Corollary 3.1, with ¢ = p and h = vy,.
Indeed, ¢ is compactly supported, vy, € L*(R* x ), and V, ,p € L*(R™; L3/2(Q)) (which
implies Vi ,p € L*((0,T); L>?(Q)) and then V,.p € L*3((0,T) x Q) for any T > 0)
thanks to the estimates in the proof of Lemma 3.3. So,

- /O h [ v @odpul. do e

has the same limit when € goes to 0 as

—/Ooo/gzwso’(mg)at(pwns)divdt-
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We show now that the quantity

[ [ eemaitus.deat= [ [ V@) ue . dedt (1)

has the same limit as € converges to 0 as

- [T [ vt dedt= [ [ 90 @) (uom)dedt (33)

Indeed, pu ® vy, = p*u @ p3/4®,,(p)u is bounded in L*(RT x Q) since p/2®,,(p) is
bounded. So, thanks to Lemma 3.1, (pu ® vy,). converges strongly in L?(R* x Q) to

€

pu ® vp,. Using (3.5), (3.7) converges, when ¢ goes to 0, to

/OO/ V(e (vm)) 1 (pu @ vyy,) dx dt. (3.9)
0 Q

The function ¢ is compactly supported, so there exists a compactly supported smooth
function H : R? — R3 such that H(y) = y on the support of ¢, and so

V(@@ (Ume)) : (pu ® Umz) = V(o' (Tme)) : (pu @ H(Tre)),
V(@' (vm)) = (pu @ vm) = V(@' (vm)) = (pu @ H(vm)).

Moreover pu = p*/4up?/* is also in L2(R* x Q) since p'/*u is in L*(R* x ), and p?/* is in
L>®(R*; L*(Q)) (indeed /p € L°(RT; L5(Q2)) by the proof of Lemma 3.3). Hence, from
Lemma 3.1, pu ® H(,,.) converges strongly in L*(R™ x Q) to pu® H(v,,). Finally, using
(3.5), (3.8) converges also to (3.9).

Then we have now shown that (3.6) has the same limit when & converges to 0 as

—/Oo/ Ve (Ume) (0r (pUme) + div (pu @ Up.)) da dt.
0 Q

Thanks to the first equation in Definition 2.1 this is equal to

—/OO/ ' (Ume) (pOUm= + pu - Vg, du dt
0 Q
= —/ /¢(pé’tcp(we)+pu-vw(wﬂ€)) dz dt

0 Q

= [ [ @) 00+ pu-T0)) dact,
which converges, when ¢ goes to 0, to
/Ooo /Q ©(vm) (pO) + pu - Vp)) dx dt. (3.10)
Step 3: Thanks to Lemma 3.1 we can pass into the limit in the other terms and find
| 9 06 @ad))6no)v (2358, + 215, + Vi

09 (0) (= VLT, s = VR )+ 0m(p)F ) d . (3.1)

Putting (3.10) and (3.11) together gives
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| [ ot 0w+ pu- w0

=V (vm)dm (p)v/P (2VVSy + 2VSy + v/kM)
=" (Um) Vombm (p)v/p (2VVSy + 2VkSy + VkM)
D
09 (0) (=YL )00 (o — VRPMV 61 (5) + )T ) d .
We now pass into the limit m goes to infinity. From the a priori estimates (2.1), roInp
lies in L°(R*; L1(Q)), so p > 0 almost everywhere, and
dm(p) converges to 1, for almost every (¢,z) € RT x Q,
U converges to u, for almost every (¢t,z) € RT x €,

lpdl. (p)] < 2, and converges to 0 for almost every (t,z) € RT x Q.

Now, using that ¢,, is compactly supported in R™, we get

_ Pm(p)
VPV, = NG P
= 2 (T p) = 2T+ 49 ) ()9

T,
= onlo) 5+ 4p" *upg), (p)Vp'/*,

which, thanks to the dominated convergence theorem, converges to T, //v in L?(R* x Q).
Hence, passing into the limit m — oo, we find

/ooo | 000) 0010+ - V) = Vg () (235, + 20RS, + Vi)

iz &

This gives the second equation in the definition of renormalized solutions with

3”; (2v7Sy +2VkS, + kM) .

Vu + 4p" upd), (p)V o'/

(2v/7Sy + 2V/KS, + VM) + W/(u)F} dz dt.

R, = Soll(u)

We want now to show (1.7). As above, multiplying (1.5) by [¢m(p)¢(u)],, and passing
into the limit & goes to 0, we find

Sm () (W) UpT, = vV (b (p) i (w)pue) — 4pdl, (p)V 0! pH  ur /il ()
T,
_(P;/(u)ﬁ\/znﬂbm(p) - 2V¢m(p)(p; (u)\/,T)uV\/ﬁ
Passing into the limit m goes infinity, we recover (1.7), with
= _ oy Ty
Ry = —¢i (u) ﬁ\/ﬁu

Hence, (/p,/pu) is a renormalized solution.
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4. FROM RENORMALIZED SOLUTIONS TO WEAK SOLUTIONS IN THE GENERAL CASE

This section is dedicated to the proof of (2) in Theoren 2.1. We consider (/p, \/pu), a
renormalized solution as defined in Definition 2.2, in the general case where r9 > 0, 71 >0
and £k > 0, but v > 0. We want to show that it is also a weak solution as defined in
Definition 2.1. Let ® : R — R be a nonnegative smooth function compactly supported,
equal to 1 on [—1,1], and ®(2) = f; ®(s) ds. Then we define for y € R?

on(y) = n®(y1/n)®(y1/n)@(y2/n) - - - ®(ya/n).

Note that ¢, lies in W2°°(R9) and is compactly supported for any fixed n, ¢, converges
everywhere to y — y1, ¢, is uniformly bounded in n and converges everywhere to (1,0, - -
-,0), and || || Lee(r) < C/n converges to 0, when n converges to infinity. Hence R, and
R, both converge to 0 in the sense of measure when n converges to infinity. We use this
function ¢, in the second equation of the Definition 2.2. Using the Lebesgue’s Theorem
for the limit n — oo, we get the equation on puy in the Definition 2.1. permuting the
directions, we get the full vector equation on pu in Definition 2.1.

We use again the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence Theorem to pass into the limit in
(1.7) with ¢ = 1 and the function ¢,, to obtain (1.5). Hence, the renormalized solution is
also a weak solution.

5. STABILITY AND EXISTENCE OF WEAK RENORMALIZED SOLUTIONS

This section is dedicated to the proof of (4) and (1) in Theorem 2.1. We consider
SeqUences 10.n, 71 ,n, Kn, Vn, Pn, Un as in the hypothesis of Theorem 2.1. We begin to show
the following lemma:

Lemma 5.1. Up to a subsequence, still denoted n, the following properties hold.
(1) The sequence py, converges strongly to p in CO(RY; LY () for 1 < p < sup(3,7).
(2) The sequence pnu, converges to pu in CO(RY; L3/2(Q) — weak), and strongly in

LY (RT;L9(Q)) for 1 <p < oo, and 1 < q < 3/2.

(3) The sequences Ty, ,,,Sy 1, Sk converge weakly in L*(RY x Q) to Ty, S,,Sx.

(4) For every function H € W2>(R%), and 0 < o < 5v/3, we have that p&H (uy,)
converges strongly in LT (RT x Q) to p*H(u) for 1 < p < 5v/(3a).

(5) If limp oo 71 = 71 > 0, then p'/3u,, converges to p'/3u in LY (R*;LI(Q)) for
1<p<4,andl1<q<18/5.

(6) If limy oo o, = 1m0 > 0, then r(l)’/f
1<p<2.

(7) Consider a smooth and increasing function h : RT — R such that h(y) = y3/* for
y < 1 and h(y) = y'/? fory > 2. If lim,_o0 kn = k& > 0, then Vh(p,) converges
to Vh(p) in L2 _(RT; LP(Q)), for 1 < p < 6.

loc

U, converges to ré/zu in L, (RT x Q) for

Proof. From (1) to (4), we use only a priori estimates which are non dependent on ry,
r1, and k. Then p,u, is uniformly bounded in L®(R*; L3/2(Q)). From the continuity
equation 9y p,, is uniformly bounded in L®(R*; W~13/2(Q)). Moreover Vp,, is uniformly
bounded in L®(R*; L3/2(Q)), pp is uniformly bounded in L>°(R*; L3(Q)NLY(Q)). Hence,
using Aubin Simon’s Lemma p,, is compact in CO(RT; LY (Q)) for 1 < p < sup(3,7).



GLOBAL SOLUTIONS TO THE QUANTUM NAVIER-STOKES EQUATION 17

From the second equation in the Definition 2.1, the sequence 0;(ppuy) is uniformly
bounded in L2(R*; H~N(Q)) for a N big enough. From (1.5), V(p,uy) is uniformly
bounded in L (R*; L?/2(Q)). Together with p,u,, uniformly bounded in L>®(R*; L3/2(12))
this gives the strong compactness of ppu, in Lf) (RT; L)) for 1 <p < 00, and 1 < ¢ <
3/2.

The sequences T, ,,,S, ,,, Sk, are uniformly bounded in L*(R* x ), and so, up to a
subsequence, converge weakly in L2(RT x Q) to functions T,,S,, S,.

From (1) and (2), up to a subsequence still denoted n, p, and p,u, converge almost
everywhere respectively to p and pu. So, for almost every (t,z) such that p(¢t,z) > 0,
un(t,x) converges to u(t,z), and so py(t,x)*H (u,(t,x)) converges to p(t,x)*H (u(t,x)).
But for almost every (t,z) such that p(t,z) = 0, |pn(t,2)*H (un(t,z))| < Cpn(t,z)*
which converges to 0 = p(t,2)*H (u(t,z)) since a > 0. So, we have convergence almost
everywhere. And p@H(u,) is uniformly bounded in L7/G®)(R* x Q). Indeed p7/? €
L®(RT, L2(Q)) N L2(RT, L5(Q)),and by interpolation, p?/? € L'9/3(L1%/3) . Hence, we
have strong convergence in L}, (RT x Q) to p®H (u) for 1 < p < 5v/(3a).

We assume that lim, oo 71, = 71 > 0. We have p,11/3un = p}/llunpi/u. Since \/ﬁn is
uniformly bounded in L*(R*, L%(Q)) (From Sobolev, since V/p, is uniformly bounded in
L>®(R*, L?())), we have p,11/12 uniformly bounded in L>(RT, L36(Q)). Moreover, 1/4 +
1/36 = 5/18.  Then the functions pi/*u,, are uniformly bounded in LARY; L1¥/5(Q)).
We denote 1,50y the function which is equal to one on {t,z|p(t,x) > 0} and zero on

{t,z|p(t,z) = 0}. The function 1{p>0}p,11/3un converges almost everywhere to 1{p>0}p1/3u
so the convergence holds in L}, (RT;L(Q)) for 1 < p < o0, and 1 < ¢ < 18/5. Note that
for almost every (¢, z) such that p(t,z) = 0, we have p,(t,z)/12 = (p,(t, ) — p(t, z))/12.
So, for every 1 < p < 0o, and 1 < ¢ < 36:

17

loc

4
@+ za@) 108 *unll 14 @+ xo)
1/12
LY/ (R+; La/12(02))

110y ol 121 (w201 ) < L gp=0}2

< Cll(pn — 9)1/12||Lf0C(R+;L‘1(Q)) =Clpn — pl|

converges to 0 when n goes to infinity, where

So P}l/sun: 1{p=0}Prlz/3?;n + 1{p>0}p711/3un converges to p'/3u in LP (R*;L9(Q)) for 1 <
p<oo,and 1 < q < 18/5.

Let us assume that lim, .70, = 70 > 0. Then Inp, is uniformly bounded in
L>®(R*; LY(Q)). The function — log is convex, so the limit p verifies the same, and p > 0
for almost every (t,z) € RT x Q. So u, converges almost everywhere to u, and wu,, is uni-
formly bounded in L*(R™ x ). Hence u,, converges to u in LI (R* x ), for 1 <p < 2.
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Now we assume that lim,, oo K, = £ > 0. We have

IV (Vh(pn)| = 120k (pn) V2 Pn + (83/Ph (pn) + 168" (01) prn/Pm) (V o/ 4 @ W pl/4)]
< C(IV*Vpal + Vo).

So V(Vh(p,)) is uniformly bounded in L?(R* x €). Moreover , using the continuity
equation and (1.5), we get

T,
|Oth(pn)| = |h/(pn)v pnTrT;jn +4y/prun - Vp%z/élh/(pn)p%/ﬂ
< C(ITun| + plul® + Vo' %),
which is uniformly bounded in L% (R, L!(£2)). Note that we cannot bound it in L*(R™ x
) as in the previous section, since we cannot use that r1, is bounded by below. We
have shown that 9;Vh(p,) is uniformly bounded in L?(R*; W~26/5(Q)). Hence, using the
Aubin Simon lemma, we find that Vh(p,) converges strongly to Vh(p) in L2 (RT; LP(£2)),

loc

for 1 <p<6. O

Proof of part (4) of Theorem 2.1 We are now ready to show the part (4) in Theorem 2.1.
Using (1) and (2) of Lemma 5.1, we can pass into the limit in the continuity equation.
Using (1) (2) (3) and (4) of Lemma 5.1 we can pass into the limit into the first line of the
second equation of Definition 2.2. The sequence R, , is uniformly bounded in measures,
so it converges to a measure I, with the same bound. The function f, converges weakly
in L2(RT x Q) to f and, thanks to (4) of Lemma 5.1, \/Pn’ (un) converges strongly in

LA(R*T x Q) to ¥,/p¢’(u), so we can pass into the limit in this term. Vp?l/ % converges

weakly in L?(RT x Q) to Vp/2, and wp?/Q converges strongly to p7/? thanks to (1) in
Lemma 5.1. So we can pass into the limit in the pressure term. If rg ,, converges to 0, then
Tonln = réf ré’/f uy, converges to 0 in L2(R* x ), since réf Uy is uniformly bounded in
L*(R* x Q). Otherwise, using (6) in Lemma 5.1, it converges to rou in L{ (RT x Q). We
can treat the term r; , in the same way using (5) in Lemma 5.1. So the two equations of
Definition 2.2 are verified at the limit. Thanks to (1) and (2) of Lemma 5.1, we can pass
into the limit for the initial values. It remains to pass into the limit in (1.7), and (1.4).
The measures Rn#, are uniformly bounded in measures, so they converge to a measure
with the same bound. The functions V,/p,, converge weakly to V,/p in L (Rt x Q). So,
using (1) (3) and (4) of Lemma 5.1, we can pass into the limit in (1.7). If k,, converges to
0, then /K, S, converges to 0 weakly in L?(RT x Q). Otherwise, VQ\/,% converges weakly

in L(R* x Q) to V2,/p and, thanks to (1) of Lemma 5.1, /p,V?\/p,, converges weakly
to \/EVQ\/E. Note that

VoV (p* @ pi*h) = g(pn)V (h(pn) @ pi/*),

with 4h’(pn)p711/4g(pn) = 1. Especially, |g(pn)| <1 +p711/4. So, thanks to (1) of Lemma 5.1,

g(pn) converges strongly to g(p) in L*(RT, L?(12)), Vp}/4 converges weakly to Vp'/4 in
LAR*, L*(Q)), and Vh(p,) converges strongly to Vh(p) in L2(RT, L*(2)) thanks to (7)
in Lemma 5.1. Hence we can pass into the limit in (1.4). This ends the proof of (4) in
Theorem 2.1.
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Proof of part (1) in Theorem 2.1. Consider sequences 9, > 0, 71, > 0 and k, > 0,

converging respectively to 79 > 0, r; > 0 and k£ > 0. For n fixed, thanks to [15], there
exists a weak solution in the sense of Definition 2.1 to the system. Thanks to (2) in
Theorem 2.1, these solutions are renormalized solutions in the sense of Definition 2.2.
Thanks to the stability result (4) in Theorem 2.1, the limit is a renormalized solution for
the system with coefficients rq, r1 and k.

APPENDIX A. A PRIORI ESTIMATES

The construction of weak solutions for 79 > 0,71 > 0, and x > 0 has been done in [15]
in the case f = 0 and M = 0, using a Faedo-Galerkin method. The construction can be
straightforwardly extended to the case with source terms f and M, as long as the a priori
estimates still hold. Note that, during the construction, the a priori estimates are proved
to hold at the level of the Galerkin approximated solutions. To simplify the presentation,
we will show in this section, that the a priori estimates hold for any smooth solutions.
This can be used to show existence of weak solutions as in [15] (see also [7] in the case of
cold pressure). Note that we need the construction, and the a priori estimates only in the
case where rg, 1, k are all positive. We actually proved that it is still valid in the case of
some of these coefficients are 0 in (4) of Theorem 2.1.

We consider a smooth solution (/p, /pu) of (1.9). Multiplying the continuity equation
by vp7"~!/(y — 1) and the second equation by u, integrating in = the sum of these two
quantities give
OE(\/p, \/ﬁu)—i-DE(S,,)—i-TOHu||%2(Q)+T1 / plu|* dz :/ \/ﬁfuda:—\/ﬁ/I\\/JI s v/pVudz.

Q Q
(A1)

The equation on v = u 4+ vV In p reads
A (pv) + div(pu @ v) + Vp? — 2div(vy/pAu + /kpSk) = /pf + VEdiv(y/pM).
Multiplying this equation by v, and adding the continuity equation multiplied by yp? =1 /(y—

1) + v gives, after integrating in x:
O {5BD(Pa u) + rov / (p—Inp) dl‘} +Dpp(p,u) + rollulF2g) + / plul* dz
@ @ (A.2)
= rly/ 2y/plul*u - V/pdx + 21// fVy/pde — \/EZ// VoV2(np) : M dz.
Q Q Q

We consider two cases.

A.1l. If M is symmetric. Then, since
M : Vu =M : Du,
from (A.1), we find

1
0 E(/p, \/ﬁu)—i—2DE(SZ,)+7"0HuH%2(Q)—1—7"1/pr|4dx

£l z2)

K
< =M (1720 + E(Vps/euw) + [ F Ol 2 1 | 2w+ 2 @))-
v £l 21 (et 22(02)



20 INGRID LACROIX-VIOLET AND ALEXIS F. VASSEUR

The Gronwall’s lemma gives that

1 o0
sup B(/p(t), v/p(Hu(t)) + 5 / D (Sy) dt + rollull} 2 gy + 11 / / plul* da dt
teR+ R+ 0 Q

K
< 2;”MH%Q(R+XQ) + 2/ flI71 m+122(62)) + E(VPos V/Pou0)-
We have

rlu/ /2\/ﬁ|u|2u.v\/ﬁd$dt' §31/7°1/ /\/ﬁ|u|2\/ﬁ|Vu|d$dt
0o Jo o Jao

<v p|Vul*dx + —vr; riplu|® dz dt
o Jo 4 " Jo Jo

e 9 K
V/ / plAu|® dz dt + (1 + 27 (Q*HMH%%RWQ) + 207 w52 i) + EWPo, ﬁoUO))
0 Jao v

IN

IN

1 [ 9 K
2/ Dpp(p,u)dzdt + (1+ Jvr) (Q*HMH%%RWQ) + 20 7 w52 (@) + EWPo, \fPoUO)> ;
0 v

and

< VI L2y Eo(VAE). v/(t)ult))

V/va\fpdx

and

> 2 L[ 2

Viv [ [ 1avinp) s Mldedr < 5 [ Doplp.) dt+ Mo

0 0

Doing as above gives that
1 oo
sup SBD(\/ﬁ(t), \/ﬁ(t)u(t)) + 4/ DBD dt + TQHUH%Q(R+XQ) + 7“1/ / p\u|4 dz dt
teR+ R+ 0 Q
< Co(1+ 8)(IMI1F 2+ way + 171 R+, 220y) + EBD (VPG /Pouo) + E(v/Pys /Byo)-

A2, If vry <1/9. We have

7‘11// /2\/ﬁ|u]2u-v\/ﬁda:dt‘ < 3VT‘1/ / Volul?\/p|Vul dr dt
0 Q 0 Q

< V/ /p|Vu]2dx+9w"1/ /r1p|u]4dacdt.
2Jo Ja 2 Jo Ja

So considering F(t) = Egp + E, we find directly:
O F (1) < Co(1+ R)IMB 120y + I1F D)l p20) vV F (8)-

We end the proof in the same way.

REFERENCES

[1] P. Antonelli and S. Spirito. Global existence of finite energy weak solutions of quantum Navier-Stokes
equations. arXw:1605.03510, 2016.

[2] D. Bresch and B. Desjardins. Existence of global weak solutions for 2d viscous shallow water equations
and convergence to the quasi-geostrophic model. Comm. Math. Phys., 238(1-3), 2003.

[3] D. Bresch and B. Desjardins. On the existence of global weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations
for viscous compressible and heat conducting fluids. J. Math. Pures Appl., 87(9), 2007.



(4]
[5]
(6]
[7]
(8]
(9]
(10]

(1]

(12]
(13]
(14]
(15]

[16]
(17]

GLOBAL SOLUTIONS TO THE QUANTUM NAVIER-STOKES EQUATION 21

D. Bresch, B. Desjardins, and C.K. Lin. On some compressible fluid models: Korteweg, lubrication
and shallow water systems. Commun. Part. Diff. Egs., 28:1009-1037, 2003.

S. Brull and F. Méhats. Derivation of viscous correction terms for the isothermal quantum Euler
model. Comm. Math. Phys, 90:219-230, 2010.

D. Ferry and J.-R. Zhou. Form of the quantum potential for use in hydrodynamic equations for
semiconductor device modeling. Phys. Rev. B, 48:7944-7950, 1993.

M. Gisclon and I. Lacroix-Violet. About the barotropic compressible quantum Navier-Stokes equa-
tions. Nonlinear Analysis Series A: Theory, Methods and Applications, 128:106—-121, 2015.

J. Grant. Pressure and stress tensor expressions in the fluid mechanical formulation of the Bose
condensate equations. J. Phys. A: Math., Nucl. Gen., 6:L151-1.153, 1973.

A. Jiingel. Global weak solutions to compressible Navier-Stokes equations for quantum fluids. STAM,
J. Math. Anal., 42:1025-1045, 2010.

J. Li and Zh. Xin. Global existence of weak solutions to the barotropic compressible navier-stokes
flows with degenerate viscosities. arXiv:1504.06826, 2015.

P.-L. Lions. Mathematical topics in fluid mechanics. Vol. 1, volume 3 of Ozford Lecture Series in
Mathematics and its Applications. The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York, 1996.
Incompressible models, Oxford Science Publications.

M. Loffredo and L. Morato. On the creation of quantum vortex lines in rotating He II. Il nouvo
cimento, 108B:205-215, 1993.

A. Mellet and A. Vasseur. On the barotropic compressible Navier-Stokes equations. Comm. Partial
Differential Equations, 32(1-3):431-452, 2007.

A. Vasseur and Ch. Yu. Global existence of weak solutions to the barotropic compressible navier-stokes
flows with degenerate viscosities. to appear in Inventiones Mathematicae, 2015.

A. Vasseur and Ch. Yu. Global Weak Solutions to the Compressible Quantum Navier—Stokes Equations
with Damping. STAM J. Math. Anal., 48(2):1489-1511, 2016.

R. Wyatt. Quantum Dynamics with Trajectories. Springer, New York, 2005.

E. Zatorska. On the flow of chemically reacting gaseous mixture. J. Differential Equations,
253(12):3471-3500, 2012.

LABORATOIRE PAUL PAINLEVE, UNIVERSITE DE LILLE 1
E-mail address: ingrid.violet@math.univ-1illel.fr

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, THE UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS AT AUSTIN.
E-mail address: vasseur@math.utexas.edu



