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Abstract. In this paper, we deal with the parabolic KWC system, associated with the
mathematical model of grain boundary motion. The goal of this paper is to guarantee
the well-posedness of the parabolic KWC system. However, such results have not been
reported under the setting where the mobility of grain boundary motion depends on
the unknown. To overcome this difficulty, results for the pseudo-parabolic type KWC
system in [Antil et al., SIAM J. Math. Anal. 56(5), 6422–6445](2024) suggest that the
H1-regularity of the time-derivative of the solution plays an essential role in verifying
the uniqueness of the solution. In this light, we consider the pseudo-parabolic KWC
system as an approximating system of the parabolic one, and focus on the improvements
of regularity of solution to the parabolic system. By virtue of this regularity result, we
establish the well-posedness theory on the parabolic KWC system.
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1 Introduction

Let N ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} be a fixed dimension, and Ω ⊂ RN be a bounded domain with a
boundary Γ := ∂Ω. When N > 1, we suppose that Γ has C4-regularity, and denote
by nΓ the unit outer normal to Γ. T > 0 denotes a fixed time constant. Also, we set
QT := (0, T )× Ω, ΣT := (0, T )× Γ.

In this paper, we consider a class of parabolic systems, denoted by (S)ε for ε ∈ [0, 1].

(S)ε :

∂tη(t)−∆η(t) + g(η(t)) + α′(η(t))

√
ε2 + |∇θ(t)|2 = u(t), in QT ,

∇η(t) · nΓ = 0, on ΣT ,

η(0, x) = η0(x), for x ∈ Ω,

α0(η(t))∂tθ(t)− div

(
α(η(t))

∇θ(t)√
ε2 + |∇θ(t)|2

+ κ∇θ(t)

)
= v(t), in QT ,(

α(η(t))
∇θ(t)√

ε2 + |∇θ(t)|2
+ κ∇θ(t)

)
· nΓ = 0, on ΣT ,

θ(0, x) = θ0(x), for x ∈ Ω.

Each system (S)ε is based on a mathematical model of grain boundary motion, proposed
by [13, 14]. The unknowns of the system η = η(t, x) and θ = θ(t, x) are the order
parameters to represent the orientation order and the orientation angle in a polycrystal
body, respectively. Their dynamics are governed by a free-energy for grain boundary
motion, called KWC-energy, defined by the following formula:

F ε
κ : [η, θ] ∈ [L2(Ω)]2 7→ F ε

κ(η, θ)

:=


1

2

∫
Ω

|∇η|2 dx+
∫
Ω

G(η) dx+ Φε
κ(α(η); θ), if [η, θ] ∈ [H1(Ω)]2,

+∞, otherwise.

Here, for some nonnegative function β ∈ H1(Ω), Φε
κ(β; ·) : L2(Ω) −→ [0,∞] is a proper,

lower semi-continuous and convex function to govern the reproduction of the grain bound-
aries, called interfacial energy, and defined as:

Φε
κ(β; ·) : θ ∈ L2(Ω) 7→ Φε

κ(β; θ)

:=


∫
Ω

β
√
ε2 + |∇θ|2 dx+ κ

2

∫
Ω

|∇θ|2, if θ ∈ H1(Ω),

+∞, otherwise.

Then, the system (S)ε is derived as the following gradient flow.

−
[

∂tη(t)
α0(η(t))∂tθ(t)

]
= ∇[η,θ]F

ε
κ(η(t), θ(t)) +

[
u(t)
v(t)

]
in [L2(Ω)]2, for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

We note that when ε = 0, the free-energy F 0
κ is non-smooth, and it results in the singular

diffusivity of the second equation of (S)0, which is mathematically justified by means of the
subdifferential operator (cf. [2–4,12]). In this context, κ > 0 is a fixed constant. g = g(η)
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is a Lipschitz perturbation for the orientation order η, and G = G(η) is a nonnegative
primitive of g, i.e., d

dη
G = g. α = α(η) and α0 = α0(η) are given nonnegative functions,

called mobilities of grain boundary motion. u = u(t, x), v = v(t, x) are given forcing
terms. In particular, u represents the relative temperature on Ω. Finally, η0 = η0(x),
θ0 = θ0(x) are the initial data for [η, θ].

The aim of this paper is to verify the well-posedness for the parabolic KWC system
(S)ε under the setting that the mobility of grain boundary motion α0 depends on the order
parameter η, which is a longstanding issue. Many researchers have been working to es-
tablish the mathematical validity of the KWC-type system. So far, the results regarding
the existence of solution and its asymptotic behavior have been reported under vari-
ous settings, such as homogeneous Neumann boundary condition (cf. [8–10, 17, 18, 26]),
non-homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition (cf. [19]), dynamic boundary condition
(cf. [23]), time-periodic setting (cf. [15]), and so on. Moreover, recent studies [20,21] con-
sidered a 3D model of grain boundary motion, and provided the results of the existence
of solution and its large-time behavior.

However, the guarantee of the uniqueness of the solution has been a challenging ques-
tion, due to the velocity term α0(η)∂tθ, and the singular diffusion − div

(
α(η) ∇θ

|∇θ|

)
, both

of which involve the η-dependent mobilities. In fact, previous works which achieved the
uniqueness [8–10,20,27] modified α0 to be independent of η (essentially, α0 is a constant).

Recently, [5, 16] reported a uniqueness result for a modified KWC system, derived as
the following energy-dissipation flow with damping terms:

−
[

∂tη(t)− µ2∆N∂tη(t)
α0(η(t))∂tθ(t)− ν2∆N∂tθ(t)

]
= ∇[η,θ]F

ε
κ(η(t), θ(t)) +

[
u(t)
v(t)

]
in [L2(Ω)]2,

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ), and for arbitrary pair [µ, ν] ∈ (0, 1)2, (1.1)

where ∆N denotes the Laplacian operator subject to the zero-Neumann boundary con-
dition. Such regularization is often referred to as the pseudo-parabolic regularization.
The solution to (1.1) is expected to have better regularity owing to the damping terms
−∆N∂tη and −∆N∂tθ, such as:

[η, θ] ∈ [W 1,2(0, T ;H1(Ω))]2, (1.2)

and this smoothing effect plays a key role to guarantee the uniqueness of the solution.
Indeed, [5, 16] provided the proof of the uniqueness by using the strong regularity as in
(1.2) together with the continuous embedding from H1(Ω) to L4(Ω), valid under N ≤ 4.
Therefore, this results suggest that the uniqueness assertion can be obtained if we achieve
the strong regularity (1.2) for the solution to the parabolic KWC-type system (S)ε.

On this basis, we consider the pseudo-parabolic KWC system as an approximating
system for the parabolic one, and attempt to improve the regularity of solution through
limiting process µ ↓ 0, ν ↓ 0. Along with this, we address the questions of the uniqueness
and the continuous dependence of solution to the parabolic KWC system.

Based on the above discussion, the purpose of this paper is to derive strong regularity
kindred to that obtained in pseudo-parabolic type PDEs for the solution to the parabolic
KWC system, and to discuss the well-posedness of the parabolic KWC system with η-
dependent mobility α0. More precisely, we treat the following two Main Theorems.
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Main Theorem 1. Improvement of regularity, and uniqueness of solution to (S)ε0 under
smoothness conditions for initial data and forcing terms.

Main Theorem 2. Continuous dependence of solution to (S)ε0 with respect to the initial
data and forcings.

Although certain additional assumptions are required, these Main Theorems provide
a positive answer to the longstanding problem of the uniqueness of the solution for the
parabolic KWC systems with the η-dependent mobility α0. Besides, the well-posedness
results including the continuous dependence of solution with respect to the initial data
and the forcings have potential applications to advanced mathematical topics, such as
optimal control problems. Also, Main Theorem 1 reinforces a fundamental assertion for
regularity theory for nonlinear parabolic equations involving singularities; the smoothness
of initial condition and forcings implies stronger regularity of the solution.

Outline: Preliminaries are given in the next Section 2, and on this basis, the Main
Theorems are stated in Section 3. For the proofs of Main Theorems, we prepare Section 4
to set up an approximation method for (S)ε0 by means of pseudo-parabolicity. Based on
these, the Main Theorems are proved in Section 5, by using the auxiliary results obtained
in Section 4.

2 Preliminaries

We begin by prescribing the notations used throughout this paper.

Notations in real analysis. We define:

r ∨ s := max{r, s} and r ∧ s := min{r, s}, for all r, s ∈ [−∞,∞],

and especially, we write:

[r]+ := r ∨ 0 and [r]− := −(r ∧ 0), for all r ∈ [−∞,∞].

Let d ∈ N be a fixed dimension. We denote by |y| and y · z the Euclidean norm of
y ∈ Rd and the scalar product of y, z ∈ Rd, respectively, i.e.,

|y| :=
√
y21 + · · ·+ y2d and y · z := y1z1 + · · ·+ ydzd,

for all y = [y1, . . . , yd], z = [z1, . . . , zd] ∈ Rd.

Besides, we let:

Bd :=
{
y ∈ Rd |y| < 1

}
and Sd−1 :=

{
y ∈ Rd |y| = 1

}
.

We denote by Ld the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure, and we denote by Hd the d-
dimensional Hausdorff measure. In particular, the measure theoretical phrases, such as
“a.e.”, “dt”, and “dx”, and so on, are all with respect to the Lebesgue measure in each
corresponding dimension. Also on a Lipschitz-surface S, the phrase “a.e.” is with respect
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to the Hausdorff measure in each corresponding Hausdorff dimension. In particular, if S
is C1-surface, then we simply denote by dS the area-element of the integration on S.

For a Borel set E ⊂ Rd, we denote by χE : Rd −→ {0, 1} the characteristic function of
E. Additionally, for a distribution ζ on an open set in Rd and any i ∈ {1, . . . , d}, let ∂iζ
be the distributional differential with respect to i-th variable of ζ. As well as we consider,
the differential operators, such as ∇, div, ∇2, and so on, in distributional sense.

Abstract notations. (cf. [7, Chapter II]) For an abstract Banach space X, we de-
note by | · |X the norm of X, and denote by ⟨·, ·⟩X the duality pairing between X and its
dual X∗. In particular, when X is a Hilbert space, we denote by (·, ·)X the inner product
of X.

For two Banach spaces X and Y , let L (X;Y ) be the Banach space of bounded linear
operators from X into Y .

For Banach spaces X1, . . . , Xd with 1 < d ∈ N, let X1 × · · · × Xd be the product
Banach space endowed with the norm | · |X1×···×Xd

:= | · |X1 + · · · + | · |Xd
. However,

when all X1, . . . , Xd are Hilbert spaces, X1 × · · · ×Xd denotes the product Hilbert space
endowed with the inner product (·, ·)X1×···×Xd

:= (·, ·)X1 + · · · + (·, ·)Xd
and the norm

| · |X1×···×Xd
:=
(
| · |2X1

+ · · ·+ | · |2Xd

) 1
2 . In particular, when all X1, . . . , Xd coincide with a

Banach space Y , the product space X1 × · · · ×Xd is simply denoted by [Y ]d.

Basic notations. Let 0 < T < ∞ be a fixed constant of time, and let N ∈ {1, 2, 3}
is a fixed dimension. Let Ω ⊂ RN be a bounded domain with a boundary Γ := ∂Ω,
and when N > 1, Γ has C∞-regularity with the unit outer normal nΓ. Also, we define
dΓ : R −→ [0,∞) as the distance function from Γ, i.e., for any x ∈ RN , dΓ(x) is the
distance from x to Γ. As is well-known, nΓ = ∇dΓ|Γ on Γ, and hence, ∂inΓ = ∇∂idΓ|Γ on
Γ for all i = 1, . . . , N . Moreover, due to the smoothness and the compactness of Γ, there
exists a positive constant CΓ such that:

|∂inΓ| = |∇∂idΓ| ≤ CΓ on Γ, for all i = 1, . . . , N . (2.1)

Additionally, as notations of base spaces, we let:

H := L2(Ω), V := H1(Ω), HT := L2(0, T ;H), and VT := L2(0, T ;V ).

Notations for the differential operators. Let ∆N be the Laplace operator subject
to the Neumann boundary condition. ∆N can be regarded as a bounded linear operator
from V to V ∗, with the following variational formulation:

⟨∆Nz, w⟩V := −(∇z,∇w)[H]N , for all z, w ∈ V.

Besides, the distributional divergence div can be also regarded as a bounded linear oper-
ator from [H]N to V ∗, with the following variational identity:

⟨div z, w⟩V := −(z,∇w)[H]N , for any z ∈ [H]N , and any w ∈ V.

Next, let W0 ⊂ H2(Ω) be the closed linear subspace of H, given by:

W0 := {z ∈ H2(Ω) |∇z · nΓ = 0 on Γ}.
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As is well-known that there exists a positive constant C0 such that:

|z|2H2(Ω) ≤ C0| −∆Nz + z|2H (2.2)

≤ 2C0

(
|∆Nz|2H + |z|2H

)
, for all z ∈ W0.

Remark 1. Let z ∈ H be fixed, and let β ∈ L∞(Ω) be a function which fulfills δβ :=
inf β(Ω) > 0. For λ ∈ (0, 1], we define wλ ∈ W0 as the unique solution to the following
elliptic problem:

−λ∆Nwλ + βwλ = z in H.

Then, the following estimate holds:

δβ
2
|wλ|2H + λ|∇wλ|2[H]N ≤ 1

2δβ
|z|H , for every λ ∈ (0, 1].

Moreover, if z ∈ V and β ∈W 1,∞(Ω), then one can be checked that:

δβ
2
|∇wλ|2[H]N + λ|∆wλ|2[H]N ≤

|∇β|2[L∞(Ω)]N + 1

δ3β ∧ 1
|z|V , for every λ ∈ (0, 1].

Moreover, if β ≡ 1, then the operator (−λ∆N + I)−1 is non-expansive in H, and in V .

Notations in convex analysis. Let X be an abstract Hilbert space X. For a proper,
lower semi-continuous (l.s.c.), and convex function Ψ : X −→ (−∞,∞] on a Hilbert
space X, we denote by D(Ψ) the effective domain of Ψ. Also, we denote by ∂Ψ the
subdifferential of Ψ. The set D(∂Ψ) := {z ∈ X | ∂Ψ(z) ̸= ∅} is called the domain of
∂Ψ. The subdifferential ∂Ψ is known as a maximal monotone graph in the product
space X × X. We often use the notation “[z0, z

∗
0 ] ∈ ∂Ψ in X × X”, to mean that

“z∗0 ∈ ∂Ψ(z0) in X for z0 ∈ D(∂Ψ)”, by identifying the operator ∂Ψ with its graph in
X ×X.

Example 1. Let us define a convex function γε : RN −→ RN , indexed by ε ∈ [0,∞),
given as follows:

γε : y ∈ RN 7→ γε(y) :=
√
ε2 + |y|2 ∈ [0,∞).

When ε = 0, γ0 coincides with the Euclidean norm, and if ε > 0, then γε is a smooth ap-
proximation of the Euclidean norm. Regarding the subdifferential of the convex function
γε, the following items hold.

(O) The subdifferential ∂γ0 ⊂ RN × RN of the convex function γ0, which coincides with
the Euclidean norm, is given as the following set-valued function Sgr : RN → 2R

N
,

defined by:

Sgr : y = [y1, . . . , yN ] ∈ RN 7→ Sgr(y) = Sgr(y1, . . . , yN)

:=


y

|y|
=

[y1, . . . , yN ]√
y21 + · · ·+ y2N

, if y ̸= 0,

BN , otherwise.
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( I ) For every ε > 0, the subdifferential ∂γε is identified with the (single-valued) usual
gradient, i.e.:

D(∂γε) = RN and ∇γε : RN ∋ y 7→ ∇γε(y) :=
y√

ε2 + |y|2
∈ RN .

Moreover, since:

γε(y) =
∣∣[ε, y]∣∣RN+1 =

∣∣[ε, y1, . . . , yN ]∣∣RN+1 , for all [ε, y] = [ε, y1, . . . , yN ] ∈ RN+1,

with ε ≥ 0 and y = [y1, . . . , yN ] ∈ RN ,

it will be estimated that:

∣∣∇γε(y)∣∣RN =

∣∣∣∣∣ y∣∣[ε, y]∣∣RN+1

∣∣∣∣∣
RN

≤

∣∣∣∣∣ [ε, y]∣∣[ε, y]∣∣RN+1

∣∣∣∣∣
RN+1

= 1, for ε > 0, and for y ∈ RN .

Notion of Mosco-convergence. (cf. [22]) Let X be an abstract Hilbert space. Let
Ψ : X → (−∞,∞] be a proper, l.s.c., and convex function, and let {Ψn}∞n=1 be a sequence
of proper, l.s.c., and convex functions Ψn : X → (−∞,∞], n = 1, 2, 3, . . . . Then, it is said
that Ψn → Ψ on X, in the sense of Mosco, as n → ∞, iff. the following two conditions
are fulfilled:

(M1) The condition of lower-bound: lim
n→∞

Ψn(w̌n) ≥ Ψ(w̌), if w̌ ∈ X, {w̌n}∞n=1 ⊂ X,

and w̌n → w̌ weakly in X, as n→ ∞.

(M2) The condition of optimality: for any ŵ ∈ D(Ψ), there exists a sequence
{ŵn}∞n=1 ⊂ X such that ŵn → ŵ in X and Ψn(ŵn) → Ψ(ŵ), as n→ ∞.

As well as, if the sequence of convex functions {Ψ̂ε}ε∈Ξ is labeled by a continuous argument

ε ∈ Ξ with a range Ξ ⊂ R , then for any ε0 ∈ Ξ, the Mosco-convergence of {Ψ̂ε}ε∈Ξ, as
ε → ε0, is defined by those of subsequences {Ψ̂εn}∞n=1, for all sequences {εn}∞n=1 ⊂ Ξ,
satisfying εn → ε0 as n→ ∞.

Remark 2. (cf. [6, Theorem 3.66] and [11, Chapter 2]) Let X, Ψ, and {Ψn}∞n=1 be as
stated above. Let us assume that

Ψn → Ψ on X, in the sense of Mosco, as n→ ∞,

and {
[w,w∗] ∈ X ×X, [wn, w

∗
n] ∈ ∂Ψn in X ×X, n ∈ N,

wn → w in X and w∗
n → w∗ weakly in X, as n→ ∞.

Then, it holds that:

[w,w∗] ∈ ∂Ψ in X ×X, and Ψn(wn) → Ψ(w), as n→ ∞.

Example 2 (Examples of Mosco-convergence). Let ε0 ≥ 0 be arbitrary fixed constant
and {γε}ε≥0 be as in Example 1. Then, the following items hold.

(O) γε → γε0 on RN , in the sense of Mosco, as ε→ ε0.
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( I ) Let 0 ≤ β ∈ H be a fixed function, and Φε
κ(β; ·) : H −→ [0,∞] be a functional

defined by:

w ∈ H 7→ Φε
κ(β;w) :=


∫
Ω

βγε(∇w) dx+
κ

2

∫
Ω

|∇w|2 dx, if w ∈ V,

+∞, otherwise.

Here, let {βε}ε∈[0,∞) ⊂ H be a sequence of nonnegative functions such that βε → βε0
in H as ε→ ε0. Then it follows that

Φε
κ(α

◦
ε; ·) → Φε0

κ (α◦
ε0
; ·) in the sense of Mosco, as ε→ ε0.

Finally, we mention about a mathematical theory of singular diffusion equation of
elliptic type, which is established by [1, Section 3].

Let z ∈ H be fixed, and β ∈ V be a fixed nonnegative function. We consider the
following elliptic equation, governed by the subdifferential of convex function Φε

κ(β; ·):

∂Φε
κ(β;w) + w ∋ z in H, (2.3)

where ∂Φε
κ(β; ·) is the subdifferential of the convex function w ∈ H 7→ Φε

κ(β;w) ∈ [0,∞].
When ε > 0, the subdifferential ∂Φε

κ(β; ·) is a single-valued operator, and (2.3) is equiva-
lent to the following quasilinear boundary-value problem:{

− div
(
β∇γε(∇w) + κ∇w

)
+ w = z in Ω,

∇w · nΓ = 0 on Γ.

On the other hand, when ε = 0, (2.3) is the mathematical formulation of the following
singular diffusion equation:

− div
(
β
∇w
|∇w|

+ κ∇w
)
+ w = z in Ω,(

β
∇w
|∇w|

+ κ∇w
)
· nΓ = 0 on Γ.

The solvability of (2.3) is confirmed by Minty’s theorem, and the regularity of the
solution is studied in [1, Section 3] under the case that β ∈ V ∩ L∞(Ω) and ε > 0.
Via slight modifications of the arguments in [1, Section 3], one can have the following
H2-estimate of the solution w ∈ W0 to (2.3).

Lemma 2.1. There exists a positive constant C∗
κ = C∗

κ(κ), independent of ε such that t
The unique solution w to the elliptic problem (2.3) satisfies the following estimate:

|w|2H2(Ω) = |(∂Φε
κ(β; ·) + I)−1z|2H2(Ω) ≤ C∗

κ(|z|2H + |β|2V ), (2.4)

where Cκ = C∗
κ(κ) is a positive constant, independent of ε, given by:

C∗
κ :=

16N(C0 + 1)2(NC2
ΓC

4
tr + 1)

κ2 ∧ 1
≥ 1.

In this context, C0 is the constant as in (2.2), CΓ is as in (2.1) and Ctr is the constant of
the continuous embedding from H1(Ω) to L2(Γ).
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To obtain the estimate (2.4), the following technical lemma plays a key role.

Lemma 2.2. (cf. [1, Lemma 3.2]) Let ε > 0 be fixed, and let β ∈ V be a nonnegative
function. Then, there exists a constant C∗ = C∗(ρ) such that for any ρ ∈ R, it holds that:

(div(β∇γε(∇v)),∆v)H ≥ −ρ|v|2H2(Ω) −
N(NC2

ΓC
4
tr + 1)

ρ
|β|2V ,

for any v ∈W0.

3 Main results

In this paper, the main assertions are discussed under the following assumptions.

(A1) κ > 0 is a fixed constant.

(A2) The perturbation g ∈ C0,1(R) ∩ C1(R) has a nonnegative primitive G ∈ C1(R).

(A3) α ∈ C1,1(R)∩C2(R) is a convex function. α0 belongs to the class W 1,∞(R)∩C1(R),
and we suppose:

δα := inf α0(R) > 0.

(A4) The forcings u and v belong to W 1,2(0, T ;H) ∩ L∞(0, T ;V ) and W 1,2(0, T ;H), re-
spectively.

(A5) The initial data [η0, θ0] of [η, θ] belong to the class:

[η0, θ0] ∈ [W0 ∩H3(Ω)]×D(∂Φε0
κ (α(η0); ·)) =: W ε0

∗ .

Next, let us give the definition of the solution to (S)ε0 .

Definition 1. A pair of functions [η, θ] ∈ [HT ]
2 is called a solution to (S)ε0 if and only if

[η, θ] fulfills the following conditions (S0)–(S4).

(S0) [η, θ] ∈ [W 1,2(0, T ;H)∩L∞(0, T ;V )∩L2(0, T ;W0)]× [W 1,2(0, T ;H)∩L∞(0, T ;V )].

(S1) η solves the following identity:(
∂tη(t) + g(η(t)) + α′(η(t))γε0(∇θ(t)), φ

)
H
+ (∇η(t),∇φ)[H]N = (u(t), φ)H ,

for any φ ∈ V, and for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

(S2) θ solves the following variational inequality:(
(α0(η)∂tθ)(t), θ(t)− ψ

)
H
+ Φε0

κ (α(η(t)); θ(t))

≤ Φε0
κ (α(η(t));ψ) + (v(t), θ(t)− ψ)H , for any ψ ∈ V, and a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

(S3) [η(0), θ(0)] = [η0, θ0] in [H]2.
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(S4) [η, θ] satisfies the following energy-inequality:

1

4

∫ t

s

|∂tη(r)|2H dr +
δα
2

∫ t

s

|∂tθ(r)|2H dr + F ε0
κ (η(t), θ(t))

≤ F ε0
κ (η(s), θ(s)) +

1

2

∫ t

s

|u(r)|2H dr +
1

2δα

∫ t

s

|v(r)|2H dr,

for any s, t ∈ [0, T ]; s < t.

In previous studies [8–10,27], the solvability of (S)ε0 has been confirmed. Our principal
dedication of this paper lies in the improvement of regularity of and the guarantee of the
uniqueness of solution.

Main Theorem 1 (Existence, uniqueness and regualrity of solution). Let ε ∈ [0, 1] be
fixed. Under the assumptions (A1)–(A5), the following two statements hold.

(I) The regularity of the solution [η, θ] is improved as follows:

η ∈W 2,2(0, T ;H) ∩W 1,∞(0, T ;V ) ∩ L∞(0, T ;W0),

θ ∈ W 1,∞(0, T ;H) ∩W 1,2(0, T ;V ) ∩ L∞(0, T ;W0).

(II) Let [ηi, θi] (i = 1, 2) be two solutions to (S)ε0, corresponding to the same initial data
[η0, θ0] and the same forcing pair [u, v]. Besides, we set

J(t) := |(η1 − η2)(t)|2H + |
√
α0(η1(t))(θ

1 − θ2)(t)|2H , for any t ∈ [0, T ],

R(t) := |∂tη1(t)|2V + |∂tθ2(t)|2V + 1, for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ),

and

C1 :=
4

(κ ∧ 1)(δα ∧ 1)
(|g′|L∞ + |α′|2L∞ + (CL4

V )4|α′
0|2L∞ + κ).

Then, the following Gronwall type inequality holds:

1

2

d

dt
J(t) + |∇(η1 − η2)(t)|2[H]N +

κ

2
|∇(θ1 − θ2)(t)|2[H]N ≤ C1R(t)J(t),

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

Consequently, the solution to (S)ε0 is unique.

Remark 3. When ε0 > 0, standard variational methods allow us to rewrite the variational
inequality of (S2) by:(

(α0(η)∂tθ)(t), ψ
)
H
+
(
α(η(t))∇γε0(∇θ(t)) + κ∇θ(t),∇ψ

)
[H]N

= (v(t), ψ)H ,

for any ψ ∈ V, and for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

Also, the variational identity (S1) is equivalent to the following evolution equation:

∂tη(t)−∆Nη(t) + g(η(t)) + α′(η(t))γε0(∇θ(t)) = u(t), in H, for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). (3.1)

On the other hand, the variational inequality (S2) is equivalent to the following evolution
equation:

α0(η(t))∂tθ(t) + ∂Φε0
κ (α(η(t)); θ(t)) ∋ v(t), in H, for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ), (3.2)

governed by time-dependent subdifferential operator of a convex function z ∈ H 7→
Φε0

κ (α(η(t)); z) ∈ [0,∞].
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Main Theorem 2 (Continuous dependence of solution). Let {εn}∞n=1 ⊂ [0,∞),
{[η0,n, θ0,n]}∞n=1 ⊂ W εn

∗ along with θ∗n ∈ ∂Φε0
κ (α(η0,n); θ0,n) for n ∈ N, and {[un, vn]}∞n=1

satisfy the following convergences:
εn → ε0, η0,n → η0 in W0 and weakly in H3(Ω),

θ0,n → θ0 in V, and θ∗n → θ∗0 weakly in H,

un → u weakly in W 1,2(0, T ;H) and weakly-∗ in L∞(0, T ;V ), and

vn → v weakly in W 1,2(0, T ;H),

as n→ ∞.(3.3)

Let [ηn, θn], (n = 1, 2, 3, . . . ) be the unique solution to (S)εn corresponding to the initial
data [η0,n, θ0,n] and the forcing term [un, vn], and let [η, θ] be the unique solution to (S)ε0
with the initial data [η0, θ0] and forcing pair [u, v]. Then, under the assumptions (A1)–
(A5), the following convergences are obtained:

ηn → η in C([0, T ];V ),

weakly in W 2,2(0, T ;H), W 1,q(0, T ;V ) for any q ∈ [1,∞),

and weakly-∗ in L∞(0, T ;W0),

∂tηn → ∂tη in C([0, T ];H), weakly in W 1,2(0, T ;H) and weakly-∗ in L∞(0, T ;V ),

θn → θ in C([0, T ];V ),

weakly in W 1,2(0, T ;V ), W 1,q(0, T ;H), for any q ∈ [1,∞),

and weakly-∗ in L∞(0, T ;W0),

∂tθn → ∂tθ weakly-∗ in L∞(0, T ;H),

as n→ ∞. (3.4)

4 Approximating problem

In the proof of Main Theorem 1, the following system (S)µ,νε plays a key role to approximate
the original system (S):

(S)µ,νε :
∂tη −∆

(
η + µ2∂tη

)
+ g(η) + α′(η)γε(∇θ) = u†(t, x), for (t, x) ∈ QT ,

∇
(
η + µ2∂tη

)
· nΓ = 0, on ΣT ,

η(0, x) = η†0(x), for x ∈ Ω,

(4.1a)


α0(η)∂tθ − div

(
α(η)∇γε(∇θ) + κ∇θ + ν2∇∂tθ

)
= v†(t, x), for (t, x) ∈ QT ,(

α(η)∇γε(∇θ) + κ∇θ + ν2∇∂tθ
)
· nΓ = 0 on ΣT ,

θ(0, x) = θ†0(x), for x ∈ Ω.

(4.1b)

The system (S)µ,νε is derived by using pseudo-parabolic regularization to (S), which is given
by the linear diffusion of the time-derivative of the solution [∂tη, ∂tθ]. In this context,
µ > 0, ν > 0 are positive constants. κ, g, α, α0 are given in the assumptions (A1)–(A3).
[u†, v†] ∈ [HT ]

2 is a pair of forcings, and [η†0, θ
†
0] ∈ [W0]

2 is the initial pair of [η, θ]. Also,
throughout this subsection, we suppose that ε is positive, and hence, γε is smooth.
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First, according to the studies of pseudo-parabolic singular diffusion equations (cf. [1])
and KWC systems of pseudo-parabolic type (cf. [5, 16]), we introduce a fundamental
results, related to the well-posedness of the system (S)µ,νε , and regularity of solution.

Lemma 4.1. (cf. [5,16]) Let µ ∈ (0, 1), ν ∈ (0, 1), [η†0, θ
†
0] ∈ [V ]2, and u†, v† ∈ HT . Under

the assumptions (A1)–(A3), (S)µ,νε admits a unique solution [η†, θ†] in the following sense:

(S0)µ,νε [η†, θ†] ∈ [W 1,2(0, T ;V )]2,

(S1)µ,νε η† solves the following variational identity:(
∂tη

†(t) + g(η†(t)) + α′(η†(t))γε(∇θ†(t)), φ
)
H

+(∇(η† + µ2∂tη
†)(t),∇φ)[H]N = (u†(t), φ)H , for any φ ∈ V, and a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

(S2)µ,νε θ† solves the following variational identity:(
α0(η

†(t))∂tθ
†(t), ψ

)
H
+
(
α(η†(t))∇γε(∇θ†(t)) + κ∇θ†(t),∇ψ

)
H

+
(
ν2∇∂tθ†(t),∇ψ

)
[H]N

= (v†(t), ψ)H , for any ψ ∈ V, and a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

(S3)µ,νε [η†(0), θ†(0)] = [η†0, θ
†
0] in [H]2.

(S4)µ,νε [η†, θ†] satisfies the following energy-inequality:

1

4

∫ t

s

|∂tη†(r)|2H dr + µ2

∫ t

s

|∇∂tη†(r)|2[H]N dr +
δα
2

∫ t

s

|∂tθ†(r)|2H dr

ν2
∫ t

s

|∇∂tθ†|2[H]N dr + F ε
κ(η

†(t), θ†(t))

≤ F ε
κ(η

†(s), θ†(s)) +
1

2

∫ t

s

|u†(r)|2H dr +
1

2δα

∫ t

s

|v†(r)|2H dr,

for any s, t ∈ [0, T ]; s < t.

Moreover, if [η†0, θ
†
0] ∈ [W0]

2, then it holds that

[η†, θ†] ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;W0)× L∞(0, T ;W0).

Lemma 4.1 can be shown via some slight modifications of [1,5], so we omit the proof.
The following Lemma will provide a fundamental estimates associated withH2-regularity

of solution [η†, θ†].

Lemma 4.2 (Standard estimates). There exist two positive constants C2 > 0, C3 > 0,
which are independent of ε, µ, ν such that the following estimates hold:

|∇η†(t)|2[H]N + µ2|∆η†(t)|2H +
1

2

∫ t

0

|∆η†(s)|2H ds (4.2)

≤ |∇η†0|2[H]N + µ2|∆η†0|2H + C2(ε
2 + 1)

(
|η†|2HT

+ |∇θ†|2[HT ]N + |u†|2HT
+ T

)
, and

ν2|∆θ†(t)|2H +
κ

2

∫ t

0

|∆θ†(s)|2H ds (4.3)

≤ ν2|∆θ†0|2H + C3(|η†|2VT
+ |θ†|2HT

+ |∂tθ†|2HT
+ |v†|2HT

+ T ), for any t ∈ [0, T ].
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Proof of Lemma 4.2. Multiplying the both sides of (4.1a) by −∆η† and using Young’s
and Hölder’s inequalities, we can compute that

1

2

d

dt

(
|∇η†(t)|2[H]N + µ2|∆η†(t)|2H

)
+

1

4
|∆η†(t)|2H

≤ |g(η†(t))|2H + |α′(η†(t))γε(∇θ†(t))|2H + |u†(t)|2H , (4.4)

≤ 2(|g(0)|2LN(Ω) + |g′|2L∞|η†(t)|2H) + |α′|2L∞(ε2LN(Ω) + |∇θ†(t)|2[H]N ) + |u†(t)|2H
≤ 2(LN(Ω) + 1)(|g(0)|2 + |g′|2L∞ + |α′|2L∞ + 1)·

· (ε2 + 1)(|η†(t)|2H + |∇θ†(t)|2[H]N + |u†(t)|2H + 1), for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

Hence, by integrating the both sides of (4.4) over [0, t], we arrive at the inequality (4.2)
with:

C2 := 4(LN(Ω) + 1)(|g(0)|2 + |g′|2L∞ + |α′|2L∞ + 1).

On the other hand, by taking the inner product of (4.1b) with −∆θ†, one can say that

ν2

2

d

dt

(
|∆θ†(t)|2H

)
+
κ

2
|∆θ†(t)|2H +

(
div(α(η†(t))∇γε(∇θ†(t))),∆θ†(t)

)
H

≤ |α0|2L∞

κ
|∂tθ†(t)|2H +

1

κ
|v(t)|2H , for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). (4.5)

Applying Lemma 2.2 with ρ := κ
8C0

and setting C̃4 as:

C̃4 :=
8N(C0 + 1)(NC2

ΓC
4
tr + 1)

κ ∧ 1
≥ 1

κ ∧ 1
,

we have:(
div(α(η†(t))∇γε(∇θ†(t))),∆θ†(t)

)
H
≥ −κ

4
(|∆θ†(t)|2H + |θ†(t)|2H)− C̃4|α(η†(t))|2V

≥ −κ
4
(|∆θ†(t)|2H + |θ†(t)|2H)− C̃4(2|α(0)|2LN(Ω) + 2|α′|2L∞|η†|2V )

≥ −κ
4
|∆θ†(t)|2H − 2C̃4(|α(0)|2LN(Ω) + |α′|2L∞ + κ+ 1)(|η†|2V + |θ†(t)|2H + 1),

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). (4.6)

Therefore, combining (4.5) and (4.6) yields that:

ν2

2

d

dt

(
|∆θ†(t)|2H

)
+
κ

4
|∆θ†(t)|2H

≤ 2C̃4(|α(0)|2LN(Ω) + |α′|2L∞ + κ+ 1)(|η†(t)|2V + |θ†(t)|2H + 1)

+
|α0|2L∞

κ
|∂tθ†(t)|2H +

1

κ
|v(t)|2H

≤ 2C̃4(κ+ 1)(|α(0)|2LN(Ω) + |α′|2L∞ + |α0|2L∞ + 1)·
· (|η†(t)|2V + |θ†(t)|2H + |∂tθ†(t)|2H + |v†(t)|2H + 1), for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). (4.7)

By integrating the both sides of (4.7) over [0, t], we obtain the estimate (4.3) with the
constant:

C3 := 2C̃4(κ+ 1)(|α(0)|2LN(Ω) + |α′|2L∞ + |α0|2L∞ + 1)

=
16N(κ+ 1)(C0 + 1)(NC2

ΓC
4
tr + 1)

κ ∧ 1
(|α(0)|2LN(Ω) + |α′|2L∞ + |α0|2L∞ + 1).
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Next, we discuss the differentiability of the system (S)µ,νε with respect to time-variable
under a suitable differentiability condition for the forcings [u†, v†].

Lemma 4.3. We suppose u†, v† ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;H). Then, for µ > 0, ν > 0, the pair of
functions [p†, z†] := [∂tη

†, ∂tθ
†] solves the following variational system:

p† ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;W0), z
† ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;V ), (4.8)(

(∂tp
† + g′(η†)p† + α′′(η†)p†γε(∇θ†) + α′(η†)∇γε(∇θ†) · ∇z†)(t), φ

)
H

+(∇(p† + µ2∂tp
†)(t),∇φ)H = (u′(t), φ)H , for any φ ∈ V, and a.e. t ∈ (0, T ),

and (
(α0(η

†)∂tz
† + α′

0(η
†)p†z†)(t), ψ

)
H
+
(
(α(η†)∇2γε(∇θ†)∇z†)(t),∇ψ

)
[H]N

+
(
(κ∇z† + ν2∇∂tz† + α′(η†)p†∇γε(∇θ†))(t),∇ψ

)
[H]N

= (v′(t), ψ)H ,

for any ψ ∈ V, and a.e. t ∈ (0, T ),

with the initial condition:

p†(0) = (I − µ2∆N)
−1
(
∆Nη

†
0 − g(η†0)− α′(η†0)γε(∇θ

†
0) + u(0)

)
∈ W0, and

z†(0) = (α0(η
†
0)I − ν2∆N)

−1
(
−∂Φε

κ(α(η0); θ
†
0) + v(0)

)
= (α0(η

†
0)I − ν2∆N)

−1
(
div
(
α(η†0)∇γε(∇θ

†
0) + κ∇θ†0

)
+ v(0)

)
∈ V.

Proof. We set [p‡, z‡] as the unique solution to the following pseudo-parabolic linear sys-
tem:{

∂tp
‡(t)−∆N(p

‡ + µ2∂tp
‡)(t) = h†(t), in H, for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ),

p‡(0) = (I − µ2∆N)
−1
(
∆Nη

†
0 − g(η†0)− α′(η†0)γε(∇θ

†
0) + u(0)

)
, and{(

α0(η
†)∂tz

‡ + α′
0(η

†)∂tη
†z†
)
(t)−∆N(κz

‡ + ν2∂tz
‡)(t) = k†(t), in V ∗, a.e. t ∈ (0, T ),

z‡(0) = (α0(η
†
0)I − ν2∆N)

−1
(
−∂Φε

κ(α(η0); θ
†
0) + v(0)

)
,

with

h† := ∂t
(
−g(η†)− α′(η†)γε(∇θ†) + u

)
= −g′(η†)∂tη† − α′′(η†)∂tη

†γε(∇θ†)− α′(η†)∇γε(∇θ†) · ∇∂tθ† + u′ ∈ HT , and

k† := ∂t
(
div
(
α(η†)∇γε(∇θ†)

)
+ v
)

= div
(
α(η†)∇2γε(∇θ†)∇∂tθ† + α′(η†)∂tη

†∇γε(∇θ†)
)
+ v′ ∈ V ∗

T .

Then, the theory of pseudo-parabolic linear PDEs (e.g. [24]) allows us to verify the exis-
tence of [p†, z†] and the regularities (4.8).

Now, by setting

η‡(t) := η†0 +

∫ t

0

p†(s) ds in W0, and θ
‡(t) := θ†0 +

∫ t

0

z†(s) ds, in V,

one can confirm that [η‡, θ‡] solves the variational form (S1)µ,νε and (S2)µ,νε of (S)µ,νε .
Since the solution to (S)µ,νε is unique, we have [η‡, θ‡] = [η†, θ†]. Therefore, we see that
[p†, z†] = [p‡, z‡], and obtain the assertions of Lemma 4.3.
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5 Proofs of Main Theorems

The proofs of Main Theorems are divided into four subsections, listed below.

§ 5.1 Boundedness of time-derivatives ∂tηε,µ,ν and ∂tθε,µ,ν .

§ 5.2 Limiting observations for some subsequence of {[ηε,µ,ν , θε,µ,ν ]}.

§ 5.3 Verification of (S0)–(S4).

§ 5.4 Verification of the uniqueness of solution.

§ 5.5 The proof of Main Theorem 2.

5.1 Boundedness of time-derivatives ∂tηε,µ,ν and ∂tθε,µ,ν

We begin to set the approximating sequences for the solution to the system (S)ε based on
Lemma 4.1 and 4.3. First, we let {θ0,ε}ε∈(0,1) be given as:

θ0,ε := (∂Φε
κ(α(η0); ·) + I)−1(w∗ + θ0), for some w∗ ∈ ∂Φε0

κ (α(η0); θ0).

First, we consider the convergence of sequence {θ0,ε}ε∈(0,1) as ε→ ε0.

Lemma 5.1. Under the assumptions (A1)–(A5), letting ε→ ε0 implies the following two
convergences: {

θ0,ε → θ0 in V and weakly in W0,

w∗
ε := ∂Φε

κ(α(η0); θ) → w∗ weakly in H,
(5.1)

Proof. Owing to the estimate (2.4), we can obtain the following estimate:

|θ0,ε|2H2(Ω) = |(∂Φε
κ(α(η0); ·) + I)−1(w∗ + θ0)|2H2(Ω) ≤ C∗

κ(|w∗ + θ0|2H + |α(η0)|2V ),
for any ε ∈ (0, 1), (5.2)

where C∗
κ is the constant as in (2.4). Therefore, we can obtain the following boundedness:

• {θ0,ε}ε∈(0,1) is bounded in W0.

By applying the Rellich–Kondrachov theorem, we can find a subsequence {εn}∞n=1 ⊂
(0,∞), convergent to ε0, with a limiting function θ̃ ∈ W0 such that:

θ0,εn → θ̃ in V and weakly in W0 as n→ ∞.

Moreover, noting the following identity:

∂Φε
κ(α(η0); θ0,ε) = −θ0,ε + w∗ + θ0 in H,

we obtain an additional convergence:

w∗
εn → w̃ := −θ̃ + w∗ + θ0 in H as n→ ∞.
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Now, θ̃ and w̃ satisfy the following identity:

w̃ + θ̃ = w∗ + θ0 in H. (5.3)

In addition, having Remark 2 and Example 2 (I) in mind, one can find that:

w̃ ∈ ∂Φε0
κ (α(η0); θ̃) in H.

which implies that θ̃ solves the following elliptic equation:(
∂Φε0

κ (α(η0); ·) + I
)
θ̃ ∋ w∗ + θ0 in H. (5.4)

Here, one can say that θ0 also solves the elliptic equation (5.4). Hence, the uniqueness of
solution to (5.4) leads that θ̃ = θ0 in H, and taking (5.3) into account, we have w̃ = w∗.

Finally, by the uniqueness of limit, the convergence (5.1) and (5.2) can be verified.
Thus, the proof of Lemma 5.1 is completed.

Let [ηε,µ,ν , θε,µ,ν ] be the solution to (S)µ,νε for ε ∈ (0, 1), µ ∈ (0, 1) and ν ∈ (0, 1), under
the case when:

[η†0, θ
†
0] = [η0, θ0,ε], and [u†, v†] = [u, v].

Next, we consider to derive some estimates for the time derivative of solution. In view
of this, we set [pε,µ,ν , zε,µ,ν ] := [∂tηε,µ,ν , ∂tθε,µ,ν ]. In addition, for some positive constant
σ > 0, we set [η◦ε,µ,ν , θ

◦
ε,µ,ν ] by scale transformation in time, as follows:

[η◦ε,µ,ν , θ
◦
ε,µ,ν ](t) := [ηε,µ,ν , θε,µ,ν ](t/σ), and [u◦, v◦] := [u, v](t/σ), for t ∈ [0, σT ].

Then, [η◦ε,µ,ν , θ
◦
ε,µ,ν ] and its time derivative [p◦ε,µ,ν , z

◦
ε,µ,ν ] := [∂tη

◦
ε,µ,ν , ∂tθ

◦
ε,µ,ν ] solve the fol-

lowing variational systems:

[η◦ε,µ,ν , θ
◦
ε,µ,ν ] ∈ [W 2,2(0, σT ;V )∩W 1,2(0, σT ;W0)]×[W 2,2(0, σT ;V )×L∞(0, σT ;H2(Ω))],

(
σ∂tη

◦
ε,µ,ν(t) + g(η◦ε,µ,ν(t)) + α′(η◦ε,µ,ν(t))γε(∇θ◦ε,µ,ν(t)), φ

)
H
+ (∇η◦ε,µ,ν(t),∇φ)[H]N

+σµ2(∇∂tη◦ε,µ,ν(t),∇φ)[H]N = (u◦(t), φ)H , for any φ ∈ V, and a.e. t ∈ (0, σT ).(
σ(α0(η

◦
ε,µ,ν)∂tθ

◦
ε,µ,ν)(t), θ

◦
ε,µ,ν(t)− ψ

)
H
+
(
α(η◦ε,µ,ν(t))∇γε(∇θ◦ε,µ,ν(t)) + κ∇θ◦ε,µ,ν ,∇ψ

)
H

+
(
σν2∇∂tθ◦ε,µ,ν(t),∇ψ

)
[H]N

= (v◦(t), ψ)H , for any ψ ∈ V, and a.e. t ∈ (0, σT ).

and

(
(σ∂tp

◦
ε,µ,ν + g′(η◦ε,µ,ν)p

◦
ε,µ,ν + α′′(η◦ε,µ,ν)γε(∇θ◦ε,µ,ν))(t), φ

)
H

+((α′(η◦ε,µ,ν)∇γε(∇θ◦ε,µ,ν) · ∇z◦ε,µ,ν)(t), φ)H + (∇(p◦ε,µ,ν + σµ2∂tp
◦
ε,µ,ν)(t),∇φ)H

= (∂tu
◦(t), φ)H , for any φ ∈ V, and a.e. t ∈ (0, σT ),(

σ(α0(η
◦
ε,µ,ν)∂tz

◦
ε,µ,ν + α′

0(η
◦
ε,µ,ν)p

◦
ε,µ,νz

◦
ε,µ,ν)(t), ψ

)
H

+
(
(α(η◦ε,µ,ν)∇2γε(∇θ◦ε,µ,ν)∇z◦ε,µ,ν + κ∇z◦ε,µ,ν + σν2∇∂tz◦ε,µ,ν)(t),∇ψ

)
[H]N

+
(
(α′(η◦ε,µ,ν)p

◦
ε,µ,ν∇γε(∇θ◦ε,µ,ν))(t),∇ψ

)
[H]N

= (∂tv
◦(t), ψ)H ,

for any ψ ∈ V, and a.e. t ∈ (0, σT ),

(5.5)
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with initial conditions:

[η◦ε,µ,ν(0), θ
◦
ε,µ,ν(0)] := [η0, θ0,ε] in [W0]

2, and
p◦ε,µ,ν(0) = σ−1(I − µ2∆N)

−1
(
∆Nη0 − g(η0)− α′(η0)γε(∇θ0,ε) + u(0)

)
∈ W0,

z◦ε,µ,ν(0) = σ−1(α0(η0)I − ν2∆N)
−1
(
−w∗

ε + v(0)
)

= σ−1(α0(η0)I − ν2∆N)
−1
(
div
(
α(η0)∇γε(∇θ0,ε) + κ∇θ0,ε

)
+ v(0)

)
∈ V.

Now, we are ready to find the estimates associated with pseudo-parabolic type regu-
larities to [ηε,µ,ν , θε,µ,ν ].

Lemma 5.2 (Key estimates). We set a positive constant σ∗ > 1 as:

σ∗ :=
8

κ
|α′|2L∞ , so that

σ

2
− 2

κ
|α′|2L∞ ≥ σ

4
for σ ≥ σ∗.

Then, there exists a positive constant C5 > 0, independent of ε, µ, ν, such that the following
estimate holds:

Jε,µ,ν(t) +

∫ t

0

(
|∇p◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N + κ|∇z◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N +

σ

2
|∂tp◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H

+ σµ2|∇∂tp◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N

)
dt (5.6)

≤ 12

δα ∧ 1
exp
(
C5

(
|θ◦ε,µ,ν |2L2(0,σT ;H2(Ω)) + |∂tθ◦ε,µ,ν |2HσT

+ (ε2 + 1)σT
))
·

·
(
Jε,µ,ν(0) + |∂tu◦|2HσT

+ |∂tv◦|2HσT

)
, for every t ∈ [0, σT ],

where

Jε,µ,ν(t) := σ|p◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H + (1 + σµ2)|∇p◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N + σ
∣∣√α0(η◦ε,µ,ν)(t)z

◦
ε,µ,ν(t)

∣∣2
H

+σν2|∇z◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N , for t ∈ [0, σT ],

Proof. We let φ = p◦ε,µ,ν(t) in (5.5). By Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, one can compute
that

σ

2

d

dt

(
|p◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H + µ2|∇p◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N

)
+ |∇p◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N − |g′|L∞|p◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H

−κ
8
|∇z◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N − 2

κ
|α′|2L∞|p◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H ≤ 1

σ
|∂tu◦(t)|2H +

σ

4
|p◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H , (5.7)

for a.e. t ∈ (0, σT ).

Next, we consider letting ψ = z◦ε,µ,ν(t). Then, invoking the positivity of ∇2γε, we can
estimate that

σ((α0(η
◦
ε,µ,ν)∂tz

◦
ε,µ,ν + α′

0(η
◦
ε,µ,ν)p

◦
ε,µ,νz

◦
ε,µ,ν)(t), z

◦
ε,µ,ν(t))H + κ|∇z◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N

+
σν2

2

d

dt
|∇z◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N − κ

8
|∇z◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N − 2

κ
|α′|2L∞|p◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H (5.8)

≤ 1

σδα
|∂tu◦(t)|2H +

σ

4
|
√
α0(η◦ε,µ,ν(t))z

◦
ε,µ,ν(t)|2H , for a.e. t ∈ (0, σT ).
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The first term of (5.8) can be computed by:

σ((α0(η
◦
ε,µ,ν)∂tz

◦
ε,µ,ν + α′

0(η
◦
ε,µ,ν)p

◦
ε,µ,νz

◦
ε,µ,ν)(t), z

◦
ε,µ,ν(t))H

=
σ

2

d

dt

∣∣√α0(η◦ε,µ,ν(t))z
◦
ε,µ,ν(t)

∣∣2
H
− σ

2
((α′

0(η
◦
ε,µ,ν)p

◦
ε,µ,νz

◦
ε,µ,ν)(t), z

◦
ε,µ,ν(t))H

+ σ((α′
0(η

◦
ε,µ,ν)p

◦
ε,µ,νz

◦
ε,µ,ν)(t), z

◦
ε,µ,ν(t))H (5.9)

≥ σ

2

d

dt

∣∣√α0(η◦ε,µ,ν(t))z
◦
ε,µ,ν(t)

∣∣2
H
− κ

8
|z◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2V − (CL4

V )4σ2

2κ
|α′

0|2L∞|z◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H |p◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2V .

On account of (5.9), (5.8) can be reduced as follows:

σ

2

d

dt

(∣∣√α0(η◦ε,µ,ν(t))z
◦
ε,µ,ν(t)

∣∣2
H
+ ν2|∇z◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N

)
+

3κ

4
|∇z◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N

≤ κ

8
|z◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H +

2

κ
|α′

0|2L∞ +
(CL4

V )4σ2

2κ
|z◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H |p◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2V (5.10)

+
1

σδα
|∂tu◦(t)|2H +

σ

4
|
√
α0(η◦ε,µ,ν(t))z

◦
ε,µ,ν(t)|2H , for a.e. t ∈ (0, σT ).

Finally, let us set φ = ∂tp
◦
ε,µ,ν(t) in (5.5). Using Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, we

find the following inequality:

σ|∂tp◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H + σµ2|∇∂tp◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N +
1

2

d

dt
|∇p◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N

− 2

σ
|g′|2L∞|p◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H − 2(CL4

V )4

σ
|α′′|2L∞|p◦ε,µ,ν |2V (ε2LN(Ω) + |∇θ◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[V ]N )

− σ

4
|∂tp◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H − κ

8
|∇z◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N − 2

κ
|α′|2L∞|∂tp◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H (5.11)

≤ σ

8
|∂tp◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H +

2

σ
|∂tu◦(t)|2H , for a.e. t ∈ (0, σT ).

Now, we set the constant C5 as:

C5 :=
6σ2((CL4

V )4 + 1)(LN(Ω) + 1)

κ ∧ 1
(|g′|2L∞ + |α′|L∞ + |α′′|2L∞ + 1),

and define a positive-valued function R∗
θ,ε ∈ L1(0, σT ) as:

Rθ,ε(t) := |θ◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H2(Ω) + |∂tθ◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H + ε2 + 1, for a.e. t ∈ (0, σT ).

Combining (5.7), (5.10) and (5.11), we arrive at the following Gronwall type inequality:

d

dt
Jε,µ,ν(t) + |∇p◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N + κ|∇z◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N +

σ

2
|∂tp◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2H + σµ2|∇∂tp◦ε,µ,ν(t)|2[H]N

≤ C∗Rθ,ε(t)Jε,µ,ν(t) +
12

δα ∧ 1

(
|∂tu◦(t)|2H + |∂tu◦(t)|2H

)
, for a.e. t ∈ (0, σT ). (5.12)

Therefore, we can apply Gronwall’s lemma to (5.12) and obtain the desired result (5.6).
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5.2 Limiting observations for a subsequence of {[ηε,µ,ν, θε,µ,ν]}
Hereafter, let σ = σ∗ = 8|α′|2L∞/κ as in Lemma 5.2. First, due to Lemma 5.1, it follows
that:

♯ 0) {θ0,ε | ε ∈ (0, 1)} is bounded in W0, {∂Φε
κ(α(η0); θ0,ε) | ε ∈ (0, 1)} is bounded in H,

and {F ε
κ(η0, θ0,ε) | ε ∈ (0, 1)} ⊂ [0,∞) is bounded.

Moreover, owing to (5.2) and Remark 1, we can estimate that:

σ|p◦ε,µ,ν(0)|2V ≤ |∆η0 − g(η0)− α′(η0)γε(∇θ0,ε) + u(0)|2V
≤ 4
(
|∆η0|2V + |g(η0)|2V + |α′(η0)γε(∇θ0,ε)|2V + |u(0)|2V

)
≤ 16

(
|α′|2L∞ + |α′′|2L∞ + 1

)
((CL4

V )4 + 1)
(
|η0|2H3(Ω) + |g(η0)|2V + |u(0)|2V + 1

)
·

·
(
|γε(∇θ0,ε)|2V + 1

)
≤ 32C∗

κ

(
|α′|2L∞ + |α′′|2L∞ + 1

)
((CL4

V )4 + 1)
(
|η0|2H3(Ω) + |g(η0)|2V + |u(0)|2V + 1

)
·

·
(
|w∗ + θ0|2H + |α(η0)|2V + ε2LN(Ω) + 1

)
, for any ε ∈ (0, 1],

and

σ
(δα
2
|z◦ε,µ,ν(0)|2H + ν2|∇z◦ε,µ,ν(0)|2[H]N

)
≤ 1

2δα
| − w∗

ε + v(0)|2H , for any ε ∈ (0, 1].

Therefore, we have the following boundedness:

♯ 1) {p◦ε,µ,ν(0) | ε ∈ (0, 1), µ ∈ (0, 1), ν ∈ (0, 1)} is bounded in V , {z◦ε,µ,ν(0) | ε ∈ (0, 1), µ ∈
(0, 1), ν ∈ (0, 1)} is bounded in H, and

♯ 1’) {νz◦ε,µ,ν(0) | ε ∈ (0, 1), µ ∈ (0, 1), ν ∈ (0, 1)} is bounded in V .

Next, ♯ 0), energy-inequality as in (S3)µ,νε of Lemma 4.1, and the estimates given in Lemma
4.2 lead to:

♯ 2) {ηε,µ,ν | ε ∈ (0, 21), µ ∈ (0, 1), ν ∈ (0, 1)}, {θε,µ,ν | ε ∈ (0, 1), µ ∈ (0, 1), ν ∈ (0, 1)}
are bounded in W 1,2(0, T ;H) and in L2(0, T ;W0), and

♯ 2’) {µηε,µ,ν | ε ∈ (0, 1), µ ∈ (0, 1), ν ∈ (0, 1)}, {νθε,µ,ν | ε ∈ (0, 1), µ ∈ (0, 1), ν ∈ (0, 1)}
are bounded in W 1,2(0, T ;V ) and in L∞(0, T ;W0).

Finally, Lemma 5.2 enables us to find that

♯ 3) {∂tηε,µ,ν | ε ∈ (0, 1), µ ∈ (0, 1), ν ∈ (0, 1)} is bounded in W 1,2(0, T ;H) and in
L∞(0, T ;V ), and {∂tθε,µ,ν | ε ∈ (0, 1), µ ∈ (0, 1), ν ∈ (0, 1)} is bounded in L∞(0, T ;H)
and in VT .

Here, applying Aubin’s compactness theory (cf. [25, Corollary 4]), we can obtain a subse-
quence of {εn}∞n=1 ⊂ (0, 1); εn → ε0, {µn}∞n=1 ⊂ (0, 1); µn ↓ 0 and {νn}∞n=1 ⊂ (0, 1); νn ↓ 0
with a limit [η, θ] ∈ [HT ]

2 such that the following convergences hold as n→ ∞:{
ηn := ηεn,µn,νn → η in C([0, T ];H), VT , and weakly in W 2,2(0, T ;H), L2(0, T ;W0),

∂tηn → ∂tη in C([0, T ];H), weakly in W 1,2(0, T ;H), and weakly-∗ in L∞(0, T ;V ),

(5.13)
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{
θn := θεn,µn,νn → θ in C([0, T ];H), VT , and weakly in W 1,2(0, T ;V ), L2(0, T ;W0),

∂tθn → ∂tθ weakly in VT , and weakly-∗ in L∞(0, T ;H).

(5.14)
and

ηn(t) → η(t), θn(t) → θ(t) in V, for a.e. t ∈ [0, T ], (5.15)

with

[η(0), θ(0)] = lim
n→∞

[ηn(0), θn(0)] = lim
n→∞

[η0, θ0,εn ] = [η0, θ0] in [H]2.

We note that the statement η, θ ∈ L∞(0, T ;W0) has not been confirmed.

5.3 Verification of (S0)–(S4)

Now, [ηn, θn] solves the following variational system for any open interval I ⊂ (0, T ):∫
I

(
∂tηn(t) + g(ηn(t)) + α′(ηn(t))γεn(∇θn(t)), φ

)
H
dt (5.16)

+

∫
I

(∇(ηn + µ2
n∂tηn)(t),∇φ)[H]N dt =

∫
I

(u(t), φ)H dt, for any φ ∈ V,

and ∫
I

(
α0(ηn(t))∂tθn(t), θn(t)− ψ

)
H
dt+

∫
I

Φεn
κ (α(ηn(t)); θn(t)) dt (5.17)

+

∫
I

(
ν2n∇∂tθn(t),∇(θn(t)− ψ)

)
[H]N

dt ≤
∫
I

Φεn
κ (α(ηn(t));ψ) +

∫
I

(v(t), ψ)H dt,

for any ψ ∈ V.

According to (5.13) and (5.14), letting n→ ∞ in (5.16) and (5.17) yields that:∫
I

(
∂tη(t) + g(η(t)) + α′(η(t))γε0(∇θ(t)), φ

)
H
dt+

∫
I

(∇η(t),∇φ)[H]N dt

=

∫
I

(u(t), φ)H dt, for any φ ∈ V,

and ∫
I

(
α0(η(t))∂tθ(t), θ(t)− ψ

)
H
dt+

∫
I

Φε0
κ (α(η(t)); θ(t)) dt

≤
∫
I

Φε0
κ (α(η(t));ψ) +

∫
I

(v(t), θ(t)− ψ)H dt,

for any ψ ∈ V.

Since I is arbitrary, [η, θ] solves the variational system for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Also, from
the convergences (5.13)–(5.15), letting n → ∞ in the energy inequality (S4)µ,νε yields
that the energy inequality (S4) holds for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). Furthermore, the mappings
t ∈ [0, T ] 7→ η(t) ∈ V and t ∈ [0, T ] 7→ θ(t) ∈ V are continuous, the energy inequality
(S4) holds for every t ∈ [0, T ].
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Finally, we confirm the strong regularity of the limit [η, θ]. We set:

ũ := −∂tη − g(η)− α′(η)γε0(∇θ) + η + u ∈ L∞(0, T ;H),

and
ṽ := −α0(η)∂tθ + θ + v ∈ L∞(0, T ;H).

Noting (3.1), (3.2) and the regularity theory of elliptic problem as in (2.4), we can confirm
the assertion η, θ ∈ L∞(0, T ;W0) owing to the following identity:

−∆Nη(t) + η(t) = ũ(t) in H, for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ), (5.18)

and
∂Φε0

κ (α(η(t)); θ(t)) + θ(t) = ṽ(t) in H, for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). (5.19)

with the following estimates:

|η(t)|2H2(Ω) ≤ C0| −∆Nη(t) + η(t)|2H
= C0| − ∂tη − g(η)− α′(η)γε0(∇θ) + η + u|2L∞(0,T ;H),

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ),

and

|θ(t)|2H2(Ω) ≤ |(∂Φε0
κ (α(η(t)); ·) + I)−1ṽ|2H

≤ C∗
κ(| − α0(η)∂tθ + θ + v|2L∞(0,T ;H) + |α(η)|2L∞(0,T ;V )),

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

Thus, we finish the verification of (S0)–(S4), and conclude that [η, θ] is the solution
to (S)ε0 .

5.4 Verification of the uniqueness of solution.

Let [η1, θ1] and [η2, θ2] be two solutions of (S)ε0 corresponding to the same initial data
[η0, θ0] ∈ W ε0

∗ and the same forcing pair [u, v]. By letting φ = (η1 − η2)(t) ∈ V in the
variational identity (S1), and subtracting the both sides of variational identity (S1), we
can compute that:

1

2

d

dt
(|(η1 − η2)(t)|2H) + |∇(η1 − η2)(t)|2[H]N − |g′|L∞|(η1 − η2)(t)|2H (5.20)

+(α′(η1(t))γε0(∇θ1(t))− α′(η2(t))γε0(∇θ2(t)), (η1 − η2)(t))H = 0, for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

Noting the convexity of α, we see that:

(α′(η1(t))γε0(∇θ1(t))− α′(η2(t))γε0(∇θ2(t)), (η1 − η2)(t))H

≥
∫
Ω

(α(η1(t))− α(η2(t)))γε0(∇θ1(t)) dx+
∫
Ω

(α(η2(t))− α(η1(t)))γε0(∇θ2(t)) dx

=

∫
Ω

(α(η1(t))− α(η2(t)))(γε0(∇θ1(t))− γε0(∇θ2(t))) dx

≥ −2

κ
|α′|2L∞|(η1 − η2)(t)|2H − κ

8
|∇(θ1 − θ2)(t)|2[H]N , for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). (5.21)
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By using (5.21), (5.20) can be reduced to:

1

2

d

dt
(|(η1 − η2)(t)|2H) + |∇(η1 − η2)(t)|2[H]N (5.22)

≤
(
|g′|L∞ +

2

κ
|α′|2L∞

)
|(η1 − η2)(t)|2H +

κ

8
|∇(θ1 − θ2)(t)|2[H]N , for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

On the other hand, by letting ψ = θ2(t) (resp. ψ = θ1(t)) in the variational inequality for
θ1 (resp. θ2), and subtracting the both sides of variational inequality (S2), we have:

(α0(η1(t))∂tθ1(t)− α0(η2(t))∂tθ2(t), θ1(t)− θ2(t))H + κ|∇(θ1 − θ2)(t)|2[H]N

≤
∫
Ω

(
α(η1(t))(γε0(∇θ1(t))− γε0(∇θ2(t)))− α(η2(t))(γε0(∇θ1(t))− γε0(∇θ2(t)))

)
dx

≤
∫
Ω

(α(η1(t))− α(η2(t)))(γε0(∇θ1(t))− γε0(∇θ2(t))) dx

≤ 2

κ
|α′|2L∞|(η1 − η2)(t)|2H +

κ

8
|∇(θ1 − θ2)(t)|2[H]N , for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ). (5.23)

Taking account of the continuous embedding from V to L4(Ω), which is valid when N ≤ 4,
we can compute the first term of (5.23) as follows:

(α0(η1(t))∂tθ1(t)− α0(η2(t))∂tθ2(t), θ1(t)− θ2(t))H

=
1

2

d

dt

(
|
√
α0(η1(t))(θ1 − θ2)(t)|2H

)
− 1

2

∫
Ω

α′
0(η1(t))∂tη1(t)|(θ1 − θ2)(t)|2 dx

+

∫
Ω

(α0(η1(t))− α0(η2(t)))∂tθ2(t)(θ1 − θ2)(t) dx (5.24)

=
1

2

d

dt

(
|
√
α0(η1(t))(θ1 − θ2)(t)|2H

)
− 1

2
|α′

0|L∞|∂tη1(t)|L4(Ω)|(θ1 − θ2)(t)|H |(θ1 − θ2)(t)|L4(Ω)

− |α′
0|L∞|(η1 − η2)(t)|H |∂tθ2(t)|L4(Ω)|(θ1 − θ2)(t)|L4(Ω)

≤ 1

2

d

dt

(
|
√
α0(η1(t))(θ1 − θ2)(t)|2H

)
− κ

4
|(θ1 − θ2)(t)|2V

− 2(CL4

V )4|α′
0|2L∞

κ
(|∂tη1(t)|2V + |∂tθ2(t)|2V )(|(η1 − η2)(t)|2H + |(θ1 − θ2)(t)|2H).

Hence, combining (5.23) and (5.24), we have

1

2

d

dt

(
|
√
α0(η1(t))(θ1 − θ2)(t)|2H

)
+

5κ

8
|∇(θ1 − θ2)(t)|2[H]N

≤
(
2

κ
((CL4

V )4|α′
0|2L∞ + |α′|L∞) +

κ

4

)
(|∂tη1(t)|2V + |∂tθ2(t)|2V + 1)· (5.25)

· (|(η1 − η2)(t)|2H + |(θ1 − θ2)(t)|2H), for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ).

Now, we set:

J∗(t) := |(η1 − η2)(t)|2H + |
√
α0(η1(t))(θ1 − θ2)(t)|2H , for t ∈ [0, T ],

R∗(t) := |∂tη1(t)|2V + |∂tθ2(t)|2V + 1, for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ),
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and

C̃6 :=
4

(κ ∧ 1)(δα ∧ 1)
(|g′|L∞ + |α′|2L∞ + (CL4

V )4|α′
0|2L∞ + κ).

Then, by virtue of (5.22) and (5.25), we arrive at the following Gronwall-type inequality:

1

2

d

dt
J∗(t) + |∇(η1 − η2)(t)|2[H]N +

κ

2
|∇(θ1 − θ2)(t)|2[H]N ≤ C̃6R∗(t)J

∗(t),

for a.e. t ∈ (0, T ),

which implies that the solution is unique, and thus, we finish the proof of Main Theorem
1.

5.5 The proof of Main Theorem 2

Thanks to limiting observations in the estimates as in Lemma 4.2, 5.1 and 5.2, we have
the following corollary, which supports the proof of Main Theorem 2.

Corollary 1. The unique solution [η, θ] to (S)ε0 fulfills the following estimates:
1

2
|∆η|2HT

≤ |∇η0|2[H]N + C2(ε
2
0 + 1)

(
|η|2HT

+ |∇θ|2[HT ]N + |u|2HT
+ T

)
,

κ

2
|∆θ|2HT

≤ 4C3

δ2α ∧ 1
(|η|2VT

+ |θ|2HT
+ F ε0

κ (η0, θ0) + |u|2HT
+ |v|2HT

+ T ),

and

|∂tη|2L∞(0,T ;V ) + |∂tθ|2L∞(0,T ;H) + |∇∂tη|2[HT ]N + κ|∇∂tθ|2[HT ]N + |∂2t η|2HT

≤ σC7 exp

(
24(C0 + 1)C5C3σ

(κ ∧ 1)(δα ∧ 1)
·

· (|η|2VT
+ |θ|2HT

+ F ε0
κ (η0, θ0) + |u|2HT

+ |v|2HT
+ (ε20 + 2)T )

)
·

·
(
|η0|2H3(Ω) + |g(η0)|2V + |u(0)|2V + |∂tu|2HT

+ 1
)
·

·
(
|θ∗0|2H + |θ0|2V + |α(η0)|2V + |v(0)|2H + |∂tv|2HT

+ ε20LN(Ω) + 1
)
,

where θ∗0 ∈ ∂Φε0
κ (α(η0); θ0) is arbitrary, and C7 is a constant, given as:

C7 :=
1536C∗

κ

δ2α ∧ 1
(|α′′|2L∞ + |α′|2L∞ + 1)((CL4

V )4 + 1).

The proof of Main Theorem 2. The proof is based on the limiting observation as in sub-
section 5.2. According to the assumptions (3.3), the energy-inequality, one can say that:

♭ 0) {F εn
κ (η0,n, θ0,n) |n = 1, 2, 3, . . . } ⊂ [0,∞) is bounded.

♭ 1) {[ηn, θn] |n = 1, 2, 3, . . . } is bounded in [W 1,2(0, T ;H)]2 and in [L∞(0, T ;V )]2.
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Next, according to Corollary 1, the solutions [ηn, θn] fulfills the following estimates:
1

2
|∆ηn|2HT

≤ |∇η0,n|2[H]N + C2(ε
2
n + 1)

(
|ηn|2HT

+ |∇θn|2[HT ]N + |un|2HT
+ T

)
,

κ

2
|∆θn|2HT

≤ 4C3

δ2α ∧ 1
(|ηn|2VT

+ |θn|2HT
+ |∂tθn|2HT

+ |vn|2HT
+ T ),

and

|∂tηn|2L∞(0,T ;V ) + |∂tθn|2L∞(0,T ;H) + |∇∂tηn|2[HT ]N + κ|∇∂tθn|2[HT ]N + |∂2t ηn|2HT

≤ σC7 exp

(
24(C0 + 1)C5C3σ

(κ ∧ 1)(δα ∧ 1)
·

· (|ηn|2VT
+ |θn|2HT

+ F εn
κ (η0n , θ0n) + |un|2HT

+ |vn|2HT
+ (ε2n + 2)T )

)
·

·
(
|η0n|2H3(Ω) + |g(η0,n)|2V + |un(0)|2V + |∂tun|2HT

+ 1
)
·

·
(
|θ∗0,n|2H + |θ0,n|2V + |α(η0,n)|2V + |vn(0)|2H + |∂tvn|2HT

+ ε2nLN(Ω) + 1
)
.

Therefore, by combining the energy-inequality, one can see that the sequence of solutions
{[ηn, θn]}∞n=1 has the following boundedness:

♭ 2) {ηn |n = 1, 2, 3, . . . } is bounded inW 2,2(0, T ;H),W 1,∞(0, T ;V ), and in L2(0, T ;W0),
and {θn |n = 1, 2, 3, . . . } is bounded in W 1,∞(0, T ;H), W 1,2(0, T ;V ), and
in L2(0, T ;W0).

Finally, by the same arguments as in (5.18)–(5.19), we can arrive at the following esti-
mates:

♭ 3) {[ηn, θn] |n = 1, 2, 3, . . . } is bounded in [L∞(0, T ;W0)]
2.

Thus, applying the compactness theory of Aubin’s type again, we can find a subse-
quence {[ηnk

, θnk
]}∞k=1 with a limiting pair [η̃, θ̃] such that

ηnk
→ η̃ in C([0, T ];V ), weakly in W 2,2(0, T ;H), W 1,q(0, T ;V ) for any q ∈ [1,∞),

∂tηnk
→ ∂tη̃ in C([0, T ];H), weakly in W 1,2(0, T ;H) and weakly-∗ in L∞(0, T ;V ),

θnk
→ θ̃ in C([0, T ];V ), weakly in W 1,2(0, T ;V ), W 1,q(0, T ;H), for any q ∈ [1,∞),

∂tθnk
→ ∂tθ̃ weakly-∗ in L∞(0, T ;H),

as k → ∞.

Moreover, the limiting process as in subsection 5.3 leads to that [η̃, θ̃] is the solution to
the system (S)ε0 with the initial data [η0, θ0] and the forcing pair [u, v]. Since the solution
is unique, we can conclude that [η̃, θ̃] = [η, θ], and hence, the convergence (3.4) is verified
for some subsequence of {[ηn, θn]}∞n=1.

Finally, we can say that the uniqueness of solution to (S)ε0 implies that the limit point
of {[ηn, θn]}∞n=1 is unique. Thus, we can conclude that the convergences (3.4) hold without
taking a subsequence, and hence, the proof of Main Theorem 2 is completed.
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