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Abstract

In [I], the Authors rigorously establish the relaxation limit from the Quan-
tum Navier—Stokes—Poisson (QNSP) system to the Quantum Drift-Diffusion
(QDD) equation, while providing only a brief outline of the global existence
theory for weak solutions to QNSP in the high-friction regime (see Appendix
A therein). In this manuscript, we present a complete and fully self-contained
proof of global existence.

More precisely, we prove the global existence of finite-energy weak solu-
tions to the QNSP system with high friction and large initial data on the
three-dimensional torus T3. The model describes a compressible, viscous
quantum fluid with Korteweg-type capillarity effects, and allows for degen-
erate viscosity and vacuum regions.

The construction proceeds in two main steps. First, it is introduced a
Faedo—Galerkin approximation endowed with suitable damping mechanisms,
which yields smooth approximate solutions through compactness arguments.
Then, it will be justify the convergence of the approximating sequence by
combining a truncation of the momentum equation with DiPerna—Lions com-
mutator estimates, providing the required control over the nonlinear trans-
port structure.
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1. Introduction

The aim of the present manuscript is to develop a complete and rigorous
construction of finite-energy weak solutions to Quantum Navier—Stokes—
Poisson (QNSP) system, that is

Op + div(pu) = 0,
A
O(pu) + div(pu @ u) — div(p Du) + Vp? + pVV = 2pV (\/g) — pu,

—AV =p—g.
(1.1)
Our investigations are motivated by the analysis in [1], where the Authors
present a rigorous study of the diffusive relaxation limit for weak solutions
to the QNSP system in the high-friction regime, while the global existence
theory of such solutions is only sketched in Appendix A.
Precisely, we recall that the Authors in [I] consider the following com-
pressible quantum hydrodynamic system on the three-dimensional torus T?:

1
Orpe + - div(psus) =0,

1. 1. 1 1
Or(peue) + —div(peus @ us) — =div(p-Du.) + =Vpl + —p. V'V
€ € € € (1.2)

1 A\/pe 1
= 72 _ —
€ p€v< ,—pa 62 p€u€7
— AV, =p. —g.

Here, p.,u., Du., V. denote the particle density, the velocity field, the
symmetric gradient of u., and the electrostatic potential, respectively, while
g represents the doping profile and € > 0 is the high-friction parameter.

In [1] the Authors prove the weak-weak convergence of solutions to ((1.2))
in the high-friction limit, towards the Quantum Drift-Diffusion equation,

that is A
Op + div <2pV <\/ﬁ> —Vp' — pVV) =0
NG

—AV =p—g.

This result provides an important relaxation framework in quantum hydro-
dynamics and serves as a motivation for the analysis developed here.



Such solutions play a fundamental role in the analysis of complex quan-
tum fluid models, especially in the presence of diffusive and nonlinear ef-
fects. Although two principal approximation strategies for system are
available in the literature—one by Antonelli-Spirito [6] and one by Lacroix-
Violet—Vasseur [23]—the problem of developing alternative approximation
schemes that lead to weak solutions is still open.

The approximation scheme by Antonelli and Spirito [6], although effec-
tive, imposes technical restrictions on the physical parameters of the system.
In particular, the pressure exponent must satisfy v € (1,3) and the vis-
cosity v must be comparable to the quantum diffusion k, i.e. v ~ k. In
contrast, the scheme introduced by Lacroix-Violet and Vasseur [23] offers
greater flexibility: it imposes no restrictions on the coefficients and provides
a more general framework for constructing weak solutions. For this reason,
we primarily follow the latter method.

We now discuss the main difficulties in the analysis of the original Quan-
tum Navier—Stokes system, that is

Op + div(pu) = 0,

O(pu) + div(pu @ u) —vdiv(pD(u)) + Vp? = pV(A\/\?> . (1:3)

The first difficulty arises from the presence of the third-order tensor in the
momentum equation, the so-called Bohm potential. As recalled from [11] it
holds the following identity,

. 2 Ayp 2
div(pV<log p) = pV (\/,5> =2/pV°\/p—2V\/p®V./p,
where no positivity or nonnegativity of the density is known a priori. A
possible approach is the vanishing-viscosity method [16], which allows one
to recover a strong maximum principle and obtain a positive lower bound
for the density, depending on the L°° norm of div u.

A second difficulty lies in the density-dependent viscosity vp, which de-
generates at vacuum. Indeed, in vacuum regions the velocity field u and
its gradient can not be defined appropriately, while the momentum m = pu
is always meaningful. However, the compactness of |/pu is not guaranteed
for system due to the lack of suitable a priori estimates. The classical
energy inequality, does not provide the necessary compactness for p? and the
quantum term V,/p. This problem is overcome by introducing the Bresch—
Desjardins entropy [8), 9} [10] associated to , which provides additional



regularity for the density:
d 1
— | —pw
dt Jps 27

4
4 / Pl AW do + & / V2R d + / pV2 log pl2 dz < 0,
T3 YJT3 T3

”
24 % +2|V/p> + (p(log p — 1) + 1) dz

where w := u + V log p.

The existence of weak solutions for system with degenerate viscos-
ity but without quantum effects (kK = 0) was proved in [32] 25|, 24], where
compactness of \/pu is ensured by the Mellet-Vasseur estimate, namely the
boundedness of plu|?log(1 + |ul?) in L>(0,T; L*(T3)). For k > 0 such an
estimate does not hold in general.

Antonelli and Spirito [7] introduced an alternative formulation of the
QNS system in terms of the effective velocity w = u+ ¢V log p, showing that
the constant ¢ can be chosen depending on v and k so that the dispersive term
disappears. Their subsequent work [5] shows that a Mellet—Vasseur estimate
can be recovered under additional structural conditions: in 2D when k£ < v
and v > 1, and in 3D when k% < v? < 9k?/8 and v € (1,3). A global
existence result for k > v and v > 3, without vacuum regions, was obtained
in [22]. In the multidimensional case, the existence of global strong solutions
is proved in [I9] under the assumption & = v and linear pressure.

In the present work we consider the relaxation parameter fixed e = 1 and
the aforementioned issues are overcome via two approximation procedures.
The first step is very similar to the strategy of [17), 31} [16] [33]. In particular,
in Section [2| we establish the global existence of weak solutions for the Quan-
tum Navier—Stokes—Poisson system augmented with artificial friction terms
—rou — 71 p|u|?u, with rg,71 > 0, v = 1. The system becomes

Op + div(pu) = 0,
O(pu) + div(pu ® u) — div(pDu) + Vp? + pVV

= div(pV?log p) — pu — rou — r1plul*u,
— AV =p—g.

(1.4)

We start with a Faedo—Galerkin scheme and proceed with classical compact-

ness arguments. We underline that the term rou ensures the velocity u is

defined a.e. in (0,7) x T3, while the term r1plu|?u plays a crucial role in

establishing compactness of the convective term /pu (see Lemma .
The main theorem of Section [2]is the following:



Theorem 1.1. Let (p,u,V) be a finite-energy weak solution of (2.15) with
p07u07‘/07.g satzsfymg " " " " Then’ as 57”76777 - 0}

such solutions converge to a finite-energy weak solution of (2.1)) in the sense
of Definition [2.1]

The second step, carried out in Section [3] follows the arguments present
in [5, 23]. Namely we will study the vanishing limits as rg,r; := ¢ of the
system

Ope + div(psus) =0,
O(peue) + div(peue ® ue) — div(pe Due) + Vpl + pV'Vz

_ (1.5)
= chv(pgv2 log ps) — petie — cue — 5p5|u5|2u5,

— AV = pe — ge,

and we will prove that as ¢ — 0, the solutions (pe, ue, Vz) of converge
to weak solutions of .

In this part of the approximation, the classical energy and BD entropy
are not sufficient to control the convective term. The key idea is to adopt
a slightly different notion of weak solution, namely renormalized weak so-
lutions, and perform a truncation argument as DiPerna—Lions in [I3]. The
essential improvement lies in gaining the required velocity regularity by trun-
cating near vacuum. For a full exposition of renormalized solutions we refer
to [23], and for the classical truncation argument to [13].

Similarly, in [5] Antonelli and Spirito employ two distinct truncations,
acting respectively on the momentum equation and on the density. In our
framework, however, the improved regularity available for the density allows
us to dispense with the latter, only the truncation of the momentum equation
is needed.

The main theorem of Section [3]is the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let (p,u,V) be a finite-energy weak solution of (3.3) in
the sense of Definition . Suppose p¥, p°u’, V, and g satisfy (2.2), ,

(2.4). Then, ase — 0, the sequence converges to a finite-energy weak solution

(p,u, V) of (3.1) in the sense of Definition .

We recall that global existence for weak solutions for Quantum Hydro-
dynamic systems has been proved in [2, 3] without restrictions on initial
data, while weak solutions in the far-field case appear in [4]. Nonunique-
ness via convex integration is obtained in [I4]. Specifically, for the quan-
tum Navier—Stokes—Poisson system the global existence and algebraic de-
cay estimates were obtained by Tong and Xia [26], while Wu analyzed the



large-time asymptotic behavior in the bipolar case [28]. Additional stability
results were established by Wu and Hou [29], and for outflow problems by
Wu and Zhu [30]. In the one-dimensional framework, Liu and Zhang proved
global well-posedness with large initial data [20]. More recently, Chen and
Zhao obtained global strong solutions together with the vanishing dispersion
limit for the one-dimensional quantum Navier—Stokes equations [12]. Recent
contributions include the analysis of one-dimensional fourth-order evolution
equations arising as gradient flows of the Korteweg energy, the Authors in
[18] prove the global-in-time existence of non-negative weak solutions with-
out imposing any upper bound on the exponent appearing in the energy
functional. While, in the stochastic setting, was proved in [27] the existence
of weak martingale solutions to the stochastic 1D Quantum-Navier-Stokes
equations. These contributions represent the current state of the art in the
mathematical analysis of quantum hydrodynamic models.

2. Existence of global weak solutions to Quantum Navier-Stokes
system (2.1)

The goal of this Section is to prove Theorem The proof consists of
several steps and it is based on the well-known papers [17] and [31].

Let us present the Cauchy problem defined on (0,7) x T3 we are going
to study in this section. For a given function g : T?> — R we have

Op + div(pu) =0
O(pu) + div(pu ® u) — div(pDu) + Vp? + pVV =

] ) ) (2.1)
div(pV*log p) — pu — rou — r1plulu
—AV=p—y
with initial data
p(0,2) = p°(x), (pu)(0,2) = m°(x), such that m® =0 if p° =0, (2.2)

—log_ p(0,z) = —log_ p°(x) = log p°(x) = log min{p°, 1},

and V, g € L*(T3) such that the following conditions hold
][ V(x,t)dr =0, (2.3)
T3

]{1‘3 g(z)dr = M, where M := - PP (x)dzx (2.4)

The definition of weak solutions for system (2.1) is the following.



Definition 2.1. Given po positive and such that \/pg € H'(T?) and py €
LY(T3), g € L*(T?) and ug such that \/poup € L*(T?), then (p,u,V) with
p > 0 and V with zero average is a weak solution of the Cauchy problem
— if the following conditions are satisfied:

e Integrability condition:

VP € L((0,T); HY(T?)) N L2((0, T); H*(T?))
Vpu € L2((0,T); L*(T?))

p? € L®((0,T); LY(T%)  pe C((0,T); L*(T?))
V eC((0,T); H*(T?) T € L*((0,T); L*(T?))

e Continuity Equation holds for any ¢ € C*([0,T) x T3;R) such that
o(T) =0:

/ P2 (2)(0, z)dx + // PO + pu - Vodxdt =0 (2.5)
T3 (0,T)xT3

e Momentum Equation holds for any 1 € C°°([0,T) x T3; R3) such that
(1) = 0:

mO(x) (0, ) dx + // pu Oy dadt
T3 (0,T)xT3

+ // pu @ u : Vipdzdt
(0,7) T3

- // pD(u) : Vi dzdt + // Vo7 dxdt
(0,T)xT3 (0,T)xT3

+// pVV?/)d:cdiH—// putp dzdt
(0,T)xT3 (0,T)xT3

—2// \/ﬁV2\/ﬁ:V¢da:dt+2// V/p @ Vy/p1p dzdt
(0,T)xT3 (0,T)xT3

+7‘0// uwdxdt—l-rl// plu|?u dzdt = 0.
(0,T)xT3 (0,T)xT3

e Poisson Equation:

(2.6)

~AV = p— g for a.ein (0,T) x T®. (2.7)



e Energy dissipation:

// VoT ¢ dxdt = — // pu¥N ¢ dxdt
(0,T)xT3 (0,T)xT3

(2.8)
_ //(0 o 2P © Vi /PO s

for any ¢ € C*°((0,T) x T3;R)
e Energy inequality:
For a.e t € (0,7T)

Loy P’ 2 1 2
— — + 2|V —|VV]%(t)d
Aszpu+’y_1+\/ﬁ\+2| |“(t)dz

+// ‘p\D(u)\zdmdt—l—// r1p|ul*dzdt
(0,6)xT3 (0,t)xT3

+ // ro|u|*dadt
(0,t)xT3

1(m0)2 (po)? 2 1 2
< [ L L g - d
< [ 5k SO o9 4 51V Vo e

(2.9)

e BD entropy:
Let w = u+ Vlog p, there exists a tensor S € L2((0,T) x T? such that
we have for a.e t € (0,7T):

VpS =2/pV3/p —2V/p@ V/p aein (0,T) x T3, (2.10)



1 oY
/]I‘3 §p|w|2 + -1 +2|V/p|?* — ro log pda

+ [ (oltozp = 1)+ 1) + 519V P

// plA(u)[>dzds + = // IV /%2 dxds
(0,t)xT3 0,t)xT3
+ 7o // lu?dxds 4 1 // plu|dzds
(0,t)x T3 0,t)xT3
// plul da:d,s~|—// p|V?log p|>dzds
(0,t)xT3 0,t)xT3
// p(p — g)dzds
(0,t)xT3

1 Y
< / = polwo|?* + o4 2|V/po|? — 7o log podx
T3 2 Y — 1

(2.11)

1
+ [ (oollogpo — 1) + ) + 3 [VVafdo
T3
where C'is bounded by the initial energy and —log_ p = logmin(p, 1).

e There exists an absolute constant C' > 0 such that:

;)X

1
C/ 5}00‘“10‘2 +
’]I‘3

1
e /T (pollog po — 1)+ 1) + 5|9V — rolog poda

(2.12)

Remark 2.2 (About the Bohm Potential). As we have already mentioned in
the Section [I] the quantum term can be written in different ways

AVp . 2 : 2
2pV < 7 > = div(pV*<log p) = div(2,/pV*y/p — 2V /p @ V/p).
In the forthcoming approximation scheme (see subsection , due to the
improved regularity of the function p one can use indifferently the above
expressions in the weak formulation. On the other hand, in Section [3] the
compactness achieved for the function p allow us to use only the last expres-
sion. The same happens, for example, in the relaxation limit of the original

system (|1.1)), see [I] and therein references.



Remark 2.3 (About the Poisson Equation). The compatibility condition (2.4)
comes from the conservation of the average of the density. Indeed, from the
continuity equation and the positivity of p it is known that there exists M > 0
such that [4 p(t, ) dz = M = [ p°(z) for any ¢ € (0,T). Therefore p — g
is chosen to be periodic on T? for every t € [0,T], and togheter with
the well-posedness for the Poisson equation 3 is guaranteed.

Remark 2.4 (About the initial data). Concerning the initial data, the uniform
integrability of \/p? € H(T?), p° € L7(T?) and log, p° € L*(T?), implies:

p°log p° is uniformly bounded in L(T?),

without other restrictions.

2.1. Approzimate problem and a priori estimates
In order to prove Theorem[I.I]one has to introduce the following modified

system on (0,T) x T3:
Op + div(pu) = eAp
dr(pu) + div(pu @ u) — div(pDu) + Vo —nVp 10 — nA%u + eVp - Vu
+ pVV = div(pVZlog p) — pu — rou — 1 plul?u + 6pVA%p

—AV=p—yg
with data satisfying (2.3]), (2.4)) and
p(0,2) = p’(x) € C**(T?), 0 < p < p°(z) <7, (2.13)

(pu)(0,z) = mY(z) € C*(T?), (2.14)

where v > 0 and € > 0, > 0,6 > 0, n > 0 are chosen to be small. Let
us underline that the presence of the terms nVp~1° and §pVA?p has the
desired regularizing effect on the integrability properties of p. In subsection
we will show that Vlogp becomes an admissible test function and,
consequently, the computation of the BD entropy associated to is
rigorously justified. The term eVp-Vu is introduced in order to preserve the
positivity of the energy inequality associated to the modified system. The
boundedness of pAu in L2((0,T) x T3) will be the key property to prove
the compactness of the gradient of the velocity field for the approximating
sequence.

Remark 2.5. The solution depends on the parameters €, u, d,n and one has
(Pep.6m> Ue 6> Ve o). However, to simplify notation, we omit the sub-
scripts. Also, the doping profile ¢ may depend on the parameters, but we
confine ourselves to the case g, 5, = g for any €, ju,d,7 > 0.

10



Remark 2.6 (About the definition of weak solutions). The definition of weak
solutions for system is slightly different from the one in Definition
[2.1] Due to the presence of the artificial viscosities term in the momentum
equation, the regularity of p implies that the continuity equation is satisfied
pointwise:

Op + div(pu) = eAp holds for a.e.  (t,z) € (0,T) x T3.
The first result of this section is the following.

Proposition 2.7. There exists a finite energy weak solution (p,u, V') to the
following system.:

Op + div(pu) = eAp
d(pu) + div(pu @ u) — div(pDu) + Vp? + pVV —nVp 10 — uAZu+
eVp - Vu = div(pV2log p) — pu — rou — riplul>u + 5pV A p,
—AV=p—g
(2.15)
with data satisfying (2.3), (2.4), (2.13), (2.14). Moreover, (p,u, V) satisfies

the energy inequality for a.e. t € (0,T):

4
E(t) + // p|Du|* dxds + = // V22 dads
(0,6)xT3 Y JJ(0,t)xT3
2
+ 6?7// |Vp 52 dacds—i—ée// |A®p|? dxds
5 (0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3

+ 70 // ]u\Q dxds + r1 // p]u\4 dxds + p // \Audeds
(0,t)xT3 (0,£)xT3 (0,t)xT3

+ 6// [ p|V?log p|? dzds + // [ plu|? dzds < E(0) = E
(0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3

where

(2.16)

1 P S IVATP
Et) = ~plul? b
(t) /Tg?pm e+ 6

1
+2|V/p]* + §|VV|2d:L’.

11



and the BD entropy, where w = u + Vlog p:

L 2 P’ 1 2 2p7 10
- L v A
[ ol + L5 + 19V 0 A
vAZL 2
—i—/ [p(logp—1)+1]—rologp+(5|2p|dac
T3

4
+ // plA(uw)|? dzds + = // V"2 dads
(0,t)xT3 Y JJ(0,t)xT3
4
+ - // V22 dxds + ro/ pu® + 1 / put + // pu? dxds
Y J(0,t)xT3 T T3 (0,t)xT3
2
+5// p|V log p|* dzds + en// |Vp~°|? dzds
(0,£)x T3 5 Jot)xT3
2
+2 // Vo512 duds —I—,u// |Aul? deds
5 J(0,6)xT3 (0,) XT3
+ 56// |ASp|?dzxds
(0,t)x T3
A 2
+ 5// |A°p|? dxds —f—s// A0l dxds
(0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3 P
+ // p|V? logp|2dxds+5// p|V?log p|* dzds <
(0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3

1 pO o 1 9 ,00 —10
[ 3+ E e L 2 0108 1) 4 11
- N—1 2 5 11

4
0 |VA4‘PO|2
+/11‘3 —7rglog p —|—52da:+iz;Ri
+ ¢ [|pll m2(13) \|P_1HL°°(T3) + CEy.
(2.17)

The proof of Proposition [2.7] consists of two main steps:

1. Construction of the finite-dimensional approximate problem:
The continuity equation 1 is solved directly, while the momen-
tum equation 2 is treated via a fixed-point argument based on
a finite-dimensional Faedo—Galerkin approximation scheme. The cou-
pled resolution of these two equations also yields a finite-dimensional
formulation of the associated Poisson equation 3.

2. Passage to the limit as N — oc:
Once existence is established for the finite-dimensional system, one

12



passes to the limit N — oo using compactness arguments. This al-
lows the extraction of a convergent subsequence whose limit provides
a solution to the original problem in the infinite-dimensional setting.

To solve (2.15); with initial data (2.13]), we recall a result from the clas-
sical theory of parabolic equations. For completeness, we state the result

here and refer to [21] for further details.
Lemma 2.8. Assume u is a given vector function belonging to the class
u € C([0, T]; [C*(T?)]).

Then the initial boundary value problem (2.15),, (2.13) possesses a unique
classical solution p on the set [0,T] x T® such that p(t) € C**V(T3) for any
fized t € [0, 7.

Lemma 2.9. Let the initial datum satisfy (2.13). Then there exists a map-
ping S = S(u),

S C([0, ] [CHT?)P) — C([0, T [C*F(T°)P°),
enjoying the following properties:

i) p=S(u) is the unique classical solution of (2.15));, (2.13);

ii) pexp— [y || divu||pe(rsyds < S(u)(t,z) < pexp [ || divul|poors)ds
for allt > 0;

i)
18(u1) = S(w2)lleorimwr2(rsy < Telk, T)l|ur = uall oo 7y,w2 2 (may)

(2.18)
for any uy,us belonging to the set

M, = {u € C([0, T); WEA(T2)) / |[ul| g x2) + ||Vl [poe (roy < k for all t > o}
2.1.1. Faedo-Galerkin scheme
In order to solve (2.15)), one has to introduce a finite dimensional space
XN:{€17627"'76N}7 NEN?

where {e;}ien is an orthonormal basis of L? and an orthogonal basis of
H'. The approximate solutions uy € C([0,T]; Xy) are constructed in the
following way:

N
UN = Z)‘Z(t)ez(x) (t’x) € [O7T] X Tsa
i=1

13



for some functions \;(t) € C[0,T]. Thus the velocity uy can be bounded in
C([0, T]; C*(T?3)) since for any k > 0 it holds:

lunlle o mserersy) < Cllunlleo,m;z2(rs)),

where C' is independent of V.
The approximate solution uy has to satisfy the weak formulation for any
test function ¢ € Xy

/ pun(T)¢ dx —/ mo¢ dx + u// AunA¢dzrds
T3 0,t)xT3
— // puny @ uy : Vodxds + // pDun : Vo dzds

(0,t)xT3 0,t)xT3
— // PV édrds +n // p 1OV dxds

(0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3

e// VpVun¢dxds + // pVVodrds = (2.19)
(0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3

—7‘0// uqﬁdmds—n// plun|*un¢ dzds
0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3

// VPV2/p : Vo drds — // Vp® V/p: Vdrds
0,t)xT3 0,t)xT3

+0 // pVA® pp dds — // pun@ dzrds.
(0,t)x T3 (0,t)xT3

The fixed point argument is very similar to the one in [I7] and we omit the
proof here. One can show that there exists a smooth solution (px,un, Vy)
of system on a short time interval [0, 7'(V)] for T(N) < T in the space
C([0,T]; Xn). In order to prove that T'(IN) = T for any N one can prove
that [lun|[reez < C(N, Ep). See also [31], 23] for further details. Using
Lemma [2.9}-(ii) one deduces that there exists a constant ¢ = ((N, Ey) such
that

0 < ({(N,Ep) <pn < for all t € (0,T(N)). (2.20)

_
C(N7 EO)

14



The energy inequality associated to the approximating sequence is given by

4
dt Jrs

2
—|—677/ |VpN5|2da:+5e/ |A5pN|2dx+r0/ lun |? dz
) T3 T3 T3

4
E(pwun, V) do+ [ pwiDusPdo+ 2 [ 19 da
T3 T3

(2.21)
+T1/ ,0N|UN|4d$C+,u/ |Auy |? dx
T3 T3

+6/ pN\VQIngN\Qda:+/ pnud dr =0
T3 T3

where

1 >, PN PN

dzx
s 2 11 -1

VA4pN |2 1
/3 LA PN 2le +2‘VM|2+§PN’VVN|2dx'
T

and in particular

llon | Loe (0,1):m9) < C(Eo(pn,un),6),

which together with guarantees that py(x,t) is a positive smooth
function for all (z,t).

It remains to show that there exists a smooth solution for the finite
dimensional problem of the Poisson equation defined above, namely

—AVy = py — gy on T3 x [0,T], (2.22)
where
N N
gy =Y _gi(zeix)  gi=) (g,e).
1 1

It is sufficient to preserve the same conditions (2.3)) and (2.4) for Vy and
gn, hamely:

Vn(z,t)de = 0.
T3

According to the continuity equation (2.15)); and the positivity of py (2.20)),
there exists My > 0 such that:

[ on@dz= [ px(atyde =2y
T3 T3
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where
/ P (z) de = My.
T3

The first step of the proof is now complete: there exists a unique smooth
solution (pn,un,Vy) for the finite dimensional approximating scheme of

[2.15) in (0,T) x T?.
Remark 2.10. The following estimate will be useful later (see [31] and (2.12))):
1/4
2| V/on 120y, 2 (moy) + |V 40,1, 24(T3))
< Cell\/pnV?10g pi |l 12((0,7),12(1%)
where C' > 0 is independent of N.

(2.23)

Lemma 2.11. The following estimates hold for any fixzed positive constants
€, 1, 6,1

IVen L2 (o,):m2(13) + 10:(VPN) || 220,722 (13)) < K,

on | z2((0.1);210) + 10 (pn) | L2((0,7):L2(T2)) < K,

lonun|rz(ory;zecrs)) + 10 (pvun)l| Lz o122 (m3)) < K,

V(pnuy) is unif. bound. in L*((0,T); L%°(T%)) + L?((0,T); L¥/*(T?)),

ol L33 (0.1)ms) < K

lon" 1 Ls/3((0,mym2y < K,

[IVVN I Lo (0,50 (1)) < K
(2.24)
where K = K (e,d, p,n) is independent of N.

Proof. Thanks to Remark [2.10] it is clear that

IIVeNIlL2(o,1);m2(3)) < C.

Moreover,

20,(\/pN) = —/pN divuy — 2V/pruy = —/py divuy — 4pN un Vi,
which gives 8 (y/pn) uniformly bounded in L?((0,T); L*(T?)).

(pn) = —p divuy — 4V ) (o) un) /o,
thus
110 (NI L2((0,1),L2(T3)) < \’P}v/QHLoo((o,T),Loo(TS))H\/PNDUN\|L2((0,T),L2(1r3))

+ 41V o,y acron oy “unllaory, Loy 1oy Nl oy 00wy < €
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and ||pn |2 g1o(psy < € comes from (2.21)).
The uniform boundedness of d;(pyuy) in L2((0,T); H=?(T?)) comes from
pn € L2((0,T); HY*(T3)) and
Oi(pyun) = — div(pyuy @ uy) — Vol +nVpy'°
+ pA2%uy + div(pyDuy) — roun — rle|uN|2uN

+ eVpnyVuy + div(pNV2 log pn) + SpnVA pN — pyun,

so that

lloNun || L2(0,1);02(T3)) < ||P%4||Loo((o,T);L4(1r3))|IP%4UN||L4((0,T);L4(1r3)) <C.

Moreover,

V(pnun) = 4/ PNP%4UNVP%4 + VoNVPNVun,

and since \/p, € L°L3, Vp}& € L{LA and p'/*u € L{LA, then V(pnuy)
is uniformly bounded in L*((0, T); LS/>(T?)) 4+ L2((0, T); L3/%(T%)).
Thanks to the uniform bound in , the Sobolev embedding theorem and
interpolation inequalities, one gets:

||PN||L0/3( (0,T);T3) < ||pNHLoo( (0,T);L1(T3)) ||pNH ((0,T);L3(T3)) <K,

710H2/5 1O||3/5 <K.

o8l zor3 o,y < NoN o oyt ooy 1PN a0y cm))

Finally, from we have |’VVNHLOQ((O7T);L2(T3%) <C.
Since gy € C([0,T); L3(T?)), pn € C([0,T]; L4(T?)) for any ¢ < 3, and

—AVN = pn — 9N,
we obtain Viy € L>®((0,T); H*(T?)). O

At this point we are able to apply the Aubin—Lions lemma and obtain
the following result.

Lemma 2.12. There exist p >0 € L2((0,T); H°(T3)),
u € L2((0,T); H*(T3)) and V € C([0,T); H(T?)) such that the following
hold:

pn — p strongly in L*((0,T); H?(T?)), weakly in L*((0,T); H**(T3)),
(2.25)

17



VPN — \/p strongly in L*((0,T); H (T?)), weakly in L*((0,T); H*(T?)),
2.26)
pnun — pu strongly in L*((0,T); L*(T?)), 2.27)

(

(
uy —u  strongly in L*((0,T); HY(T?)), weakly in L*((0,T); H*(T?)),
pi — p7 strongly in L*((0,T); L' (T%)), g
ol = p~ 0 strongly in L'((0,T) x T?), (2.
and

VVn — VV strongly in C([0,T]; L*(T3)). (2.31)

Proof. Taking into account the uniform bounds in Lemma one
can apply the Aubin-Lions lemma directly. We only make some comments
about . In order to prove the strong convergence of

pj_\,lo in L'((0,T); L'(T?)) one has to recall the following Sobolev inequality
(see [8])

1™ oo sy < CL+ ol gwvacrs))* (1 + 1o I psrs))? (2.32)
for k > 3/2. Combining and p]}l € L°LL0 one can deduce
N || Lo 0.1y x12) = C(8,m) > 0 ae. in (0,T) x T?. (2.33)
From we know there exists a subsequence such that
PNl = p W ae. in (0,T) x T3,

and thus, using (2.24)), and Vitali’s theorem, we obtain (2.30]) directly. We
underline also that, using the strong convergence (2.27)) and (2.28)), we get

pNUN @ uy — pu ® u strongly in L*((0,T) x T3).

0
The following lemma concludes this part.
Lemma 2.13 (Lemma 2.3, [31]). When N — co we have:
pn|unPun — plul*u strongly in L*((0,T) x T?). (2.34)

18



Finally, we are able to pass to the limit N — oco. From ([2.25)) and ([2.27] -
one gets:
O(p) + div(pu) = eAp a.e. in (0,T) x T3.

Also the Poisson equation is satisfied pointwise:
AV =p—g a.e. in (0,T) x T3,

thanks to (2.31)), (2.25)) and the definition of gn. Moreover, the weak formu-
lation holds for any test function ¢:

/ pu(T)pdx — / mPodx + p // AulApdrds — // p'Vodxds
T3 T3 (0,£) XT3 (0,£) XT3
- // pu @ u : Vodrds + // pD(u) : Vo drxds
(0,6)xT3 0,£) T3
+n // p OVpdrds + € // VpVu¢drds
0,t) ><’IF3 0,t)x T3

// pVVpdrds = —rg // updrds — ry // plulPupdrds
0,t)xT3 0,t)xT3 0,t)xT3

// VPVip: V(bdxds—// V/p®V/p: Vodrds
0,t)x T3 (0,t)xT3

+0 // pVApdduds — // pud dxds.
(0,6)xT? (0,£)xT?
(2.35)

The energy inequality (2.21]) becomes ([2.16]) by the weak lower semicontinu-
ity of the norms:

sup E(p,u,V) // p|Dul?dzds + // IV /%2 dxds
te[0,T7] 0,t)xT3 0,t)xT3
en// IVp~°|? d:zds+6e// |A°p|2dads
0,t)xT3 0,t)xT3
+ 19 // |u|?dzds + // plul*dzds + ,u// | Au|?dzds
(0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3 (0,t)x T3
e// p|V?log p|>dads + // plul*dzds < Ey
(0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3

where

(po)”

1 N, o [VApo[?
En = - 2 10 5
o= [, ool + (o) 0+

2

1
+2|V\/;70\2+§!VV0|2d:v.
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2.1.2. BD entropy

In order to conclude the proof of Proposition it remains to show
the validity of . In this part we derive the BD entropy associated
to system , which is equivalent to rewrite the energy inequality in
terms of the new state variables (p,w, V), where w = u + Vlog p. Indeed,

the compactness achieved for p in (2.25) and (2.33) makes ¢ = Vlogp an
admissible test function to test the weak formulation.

Lemma 2.14. Let (p,u, V') be as in Pmposition and let w = u+Vlog p.
Then the following estimate holds:

d p710

/ L lw|? + / +1|Vf|2+ 2 + [p(1 1) +1)d
— —plw el —— ogp— x
dt Jps 2° N1 oYV T T pee s

d |VA4p|2
L sY= Pl
Qi Jps TOIOBP O
2 de /212 4 /212 2

+ | plA))Pde +— | |V de+ — [ |Vp P Pde + 1 [ pudr

T3 v JT3 v J13 T3
-1-7“1/ pu4d:c+/ p(p—g)d$+/ pu2dﬂs+e/ p|V log p|*dx

T3 T3 T3 T3

2 2
+ 677/ Vo~ °|2dx + 77/ \Vp5\2dm+,u/ |Au|?da

5 Jrs 5 Jrs T3

+5e/ |A5p|2dx—|—5/ |A5p\2dx+e/ |Ap|2/pdx+/ p|V?log p2da
T3 T3 T3 T3

6
+ e/ p|V?log p|>dz = ZRi
B i=1

1
- §\VV\2da:

1
= —e/ VquVlogpd:r—i—e/ Ap\VIogp\zd:n—rl/ pu?uV log pdx
T3 2 Jrs T3

—e/ Apdiv(pu)/pd:v—u/ AuVAlogpdm+roe/ Ap/pdz.
T3 T3 T3
(2.36)

Proof. Let w = u+ Vlogp. Then the equivalent formulation of (2.7)) is:

Op + div(pw) = eAp + Ap,
O(pw) + div(pw @ w) + Vp? + div(pDw) — A(pw)
+ pVV — div(pVZlog p) =

— rou — riplul*u — pu 4+ nVp 0 + pA%u — eVpVu + 5pVA%p + eV Ap.
(2.37)
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Multiplying the momentum equation by w, using the new continuity equation
and arguing as [8, 10, 23] one gets exactly the BD entropy identity (2.36)). [

Remark 2.15. In order to perform the vanishing limits as €, u go to zero, one
has to take care of the terms R;. In particular, concerning Rj3, thanks to
Remark 2.10] we have

—7“1/ Volu|?u < Cl/ p]u\4+02/ IVpl/4* < CE,.
T3 T3 T3

Regarding Rg we deduce

Ap -
Ero/ == < Cellpllzrs)llp | Lo (13)
T P

which is bounded thanks to (2.32) and (2.25) and goes to zero as € — 0.
Therefore, the BD entropy (2.36]) becomes ([2.17)).

The proof of Proposition is now complete.

2.2. Vanishing limits as €, 4 — 0

We now consider the limit €, u — 0 for the approximate system ([2.15]).
Let (pepu, tep, Veu) denote the corresponding weak solutions, with 1,6 > 0
fixed. The following holds.

Proposition 2.16. There exists a finite energy weak solution (p,u,V’) of
the following system:

Op + div(pu) = 0,
Or(pu) + div(pu @ u) — div(pD(u)) + Vo' —nVp 10 4 pVV

= —ropu — r1p|ul?u + div(pV?log p) — pu + 5pVA?p,

(2.38)

with suitable initial data, for any T > 0. In particular, weak
solutions (p,u, V') satisfy the BD-entropy (2.46) and the energy inequality
(12.45]).

Let us recall the following uniform bounds.
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Lemma 2.17. The following estimates hold:

110t (VPep)ll L2 0.1y x13) + | I/PellL2(0,0);52(13)) < K,
10e(pe) | 20,1y, 1372 (13)) T |Pesull Lo 0,7y, 59 (T3)) + [ Pesu

|22 ((0,1);H10(T3)) < K
10 (pe i)l 20,79 (12)) + [|Pepticull 20,7y xT3) < K,

V(e ptic.p) is unif. bound. in L*((0,T); L%?(T?)) + L2((0, T); L**(T?)),

P ullLsrs 0,y <3y < K,

Hpe_,;io||L5/3((0,T)><T3) < K,

[ Ve,ul | Loo (0,1); H2(T3)) < K,
(2.39)
where K is independent of €, .

Proof. To prove Lemma [2.17] it is enough to follow the same argument as
in Lemma taking into account the energy inequality (2.16) and the

BD-entropy (2.17]). O

We now apply the classical Aubin—Lions lemma, using the regularity
provided by Lemma There exist (p,u, V') such that
pe — p strongly in C((0,T); H?(T?)) and weakly in L*((0,T); H*(T%)),
VPep — +/p strongly in L*((0,T); H'(T?)) and weakly L*((0,T); H*(T?)),
Pe e — pu strongly in L2((0,T) x T%),
Ue,, — u weakly inL?((0,T); H*(T?)),
VV., — VV strongly in C([0,T]; L*(T?)).

(2.40)
Thanks to Lemma (2.40); and Vitali’s theorem, we conclude
Pl — p strongly in LY((0,T) x T3), (2.41)
,0;,10 — p~ 10 strongly in L' ((0,T) x T?). '
From ([2.40)); and (2.41)) we infer
eV — 0 strongly in L?((0,7T) x T3),
Pe,p gly (( ) ) (2.42)

€V pe Ve, — 0 strongly in Ll((O,T) X ’]1‘3),

and for the viscous term

‘:u // Azue,,u¢
[0,T)xT3

< VullvVpAue L2 0,0 xT3) 1Al 2 ((0,7) xT3) — O
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for any ¢ € L?((0,T); H*(T?)) as p — 0. Thanks to (2.40)3, (2.40)4 and

arguing as in Lemma [2.13| one can show

Pe,plhey @ Uey — pu @ u in the sense of distributions, (2.43)
penltic e, — plul*u strongly in L'((0,T); L*(T%)). '

Remark 2.18. At this stage we loose the H2-regularity for u. We only retain
the boundedness /pVu € L?L? and the positivity of the particle density.
The tensor 7 in Definition and the dissipation identity (2.8)) are obtained

as weak limits. In particular,
VP, Ve =T in L*((0,T) x T3), as e, pu— 0.
On the other hand, since
pe,pvue,y, = v(pezﬂuevﬂ) - 2\/567//&5’# ® Vﬁe,u’
thanks to (2.40|) the latter converges for u — 0 to
VT =V(pu) —2y/puV/p in D'((0,T) x T?).

Thus, the tensor T is uniquely identified by (p, w). Therefore there exist two
tensors (depending on 6,7) 7%, T® such that

VPeuD(uey) = T in L*((0,T); L*(T%),
VPerA(ue,) — T in L*((0,T); L*(T?)).

Lemma 2.19 (Lemma 3.3, [31]). pri/,f‘uau is bounded in L*((0,T); L*(T3)),
Peu converges a.e. to p, and pe e, converges a.e. to pu, then

VPeptie n — +/pu strongly in L*((0,T); L*(T?)). (2.44)
Remark 2.20. The Poisson equation is satisfied pointwise:

—AV = p— g holds for a.e. (t,z) € [0,T] x T3,

thanks to (2.40)); and (2.40))5.

The previous convergence results show that, as €, 4 — 0, the weak solu-
tion (pep, Uepu, Ve,u) satisfies the weak formulation of the momentum equa-
tion 2. The regularity of p is enough to conclude that the continuity
equation 1 and the Poisson equation 3 are satisfied pointwise.
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By weak lower semicontinuity, the energy inequality (2.16]) passes to the
limit and becomes

1 2 P’ n _10 9, 0 42,1 2
- L4 = 2|V —|VA —|VV|*d
/Tng\u|+ry_1+11p +ym+2\ p|+2\ |“dx

+ // |7'8|2dwds + 7 // |u|2dajds +ry // p\u|4dxds
0,t)x T3 (0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3
// pluldzds
0,t)x T3

Po —10 24 4,2
< — 24 2|V/po VA d

(2.45)
and, letting €, u — 0 in the BD-entropy ([2.17)), we obtain

1)
/ pluof? + 2 104 919 o2 1 2 [V A g log p
T3 ~—1 " 11” 2

+/ (p(logp—1)+1)+ f]VV|2dx + // |72 dxds
T3 0,t)xT3

// \Vp7/2|2dajds—|—ro// |ul dxds+// p(p — g)dxds
0,t)xT3 0,t)xT3 0,t)xT3
—|—r1// p|u|4dxds+// plu|®dzds + = // |Vp~°|?dxds
0,t)xT3 0,t)xT3 0,t)x T3
+5// |Ap| d:cds+// p|V?log p|*dxds
0,t)xT3 0,t)xT3

g
S/ = polwo|* + 70 + —po "0+ 2IVy/pol? + \VA4po\2—rologpodx
T3

1 11

+/ (po(log po — 1) + 1)dz + 2E).
T3

(2.46)
This concludes the proof of Proposition [2.16]

2.3. Vanishing limits as §,n — 0

To complete the proof of Theorem [I.1] it remains to control the terms
np~ 1% and psVA?ps in the weak formulation of the momentum equation as
1,0 — 0. First, we perform the limit 7 — 0 for fixed §. At this stage, one
can deduce the same compactness properties (2.40), (2.41), (2.43) for the
solution (py, uy, Vy).

Let (py,s, s, Vp,s) be a weak solution as in Proposition . The next
lemma allows us to control np, 10
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Lemma 2.21 (Lemma 3.6, [31]). For any p, defined in Proposition we

have:
7 // p;m —0 (2.47)
(0,t)xT3

as n — 0.
This result implies
”T]p,;lo(t)HLl(TS) — 0 forae. te(0,7),
ViVp,® = 0in L*((0,T) x T?).

Remark 2.22. At this stage we lose the strict positivity of p, and therefore
the tensor S appears in the weak formulation. It arises as a weak limit of

W&UVQ log ps,;,, namely
V2log ps, — S in L?((0,T) x T3), as n— 0.
\/567’] pﬂ? 77

Therefore, equation ([2.10)) is a consequence of the passage into the limit in
the identity

oV 2108 ps.y = 205 ) Vo D5y — 2V Ps @ VA Dy -
Indeed, as n — 0, we obtain
VpS =2/pV3/p—2V\/p@V/p in D'((0,T) x T?).

It remains to take the limit § — 0 and control the term psVA?ps. The
following result holds.

Lemma 2.23 (Lemma 3.7, [31]). For any ps defined as in Proposition[2.16,
we have, for any test function ¢,

5// sV A psp — 0 as § — 0.
(0,t)xT3

From ([2.45) and (2.46)) we know that
1V6pl| oo (0719 (13)) < C,
VoV pll 20,7y 10 (m2y) < C,

where C is independent of §. Since H'® cC H?, we can extract a convergent
subsequence in the strong topology of HY(T?). This implies

V6V AL ps(t)||2(rs) — 0 for ace. t € (0,7,
VEVA®ps — 0 weakly in L2((0,T) x T?).
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By weak lower semicontinuity, the energy inequality m ) becomes

/ A N A4 dx—i—// T 2dads
Y= 0,t)x T3

—l—ro// |u dmds—i—rl// p\u|4da:ds+// p|u\2d;cd3
0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3 0,t)xT3

< - 2
< [ groluol +

and the BD-entropy m yields

Po

/ p|w|2+ 7 +2|V\f|2—rologp—|—( (logp—1)+1)+ \VV| dx

// |’Ta| dxds + — // IV /2| 2d:cds+r0// |u|?dxds
0,t)x T3 (0,t)xT3 0,t)x T3
+// plp—yg da:ds+r1// ]u|4d:cds+// pludzds
0,t)xT3 0,t)xT3 0,t)xT3
// |S|2dxds
0,t)xT3
1 (o)
< Loon 12
—/Ts 37 lwol +7—1

We conclude that the limit (p, u, V') solves (2.1]) in the sense of Definition
2.1} The proof of Theorem [I.1]is now complete.

+ (po(log po — 1) + 1)dx + 2Ey.

3. Existence of global weak solutions to Quantum Navier-Stokes
Poisson system in presence of high friction

In this section we finally prove Theorem [3.3] We will establish the global
existence of finite-energy weak solutions for large initial data to system (3.1)).
We recall that for a given function g : T3 — R, it is defined on (0,7) x T3:

Op + div(pu) = 0,
Or(pu) + div(pu @ u) — div(pDu) + V) + pVV = div(pV2log p) — pu,
—AV =p—y,
(3.1)
together with the initial and compatibility conditions

p(0,2) = p°(x),  (pu)(0,z) = p°(z)u’(),
V(z,t)dz =0 O(2) dz = d 32
@nde=0, [ P [ g

’I[‘3
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As already mentioned, in order to overcome the degeneracy of the viscosity
near vacuum regions, we construct approximate solutions to the following
modified system:

Ope + div(peue) = 0,
O(petie) + div(peue ® ue) — div(peDue) + Vp!

= div(p.VZ1og pe) — pette — €ue — €pe|ue|ue,
— AVe = pe — ge-

(3.3)

To this end, we introduce the classical notion of renormalized weak solu-
tions for the Quantum Navier—Stokes—Poisson system. Owing to the weak
integrability of the velocity field and the possible presence of vacuum, the
classical weak formulation of the momentum equation can not be applied
directly. As shown by Lacroix-Violet and Vasseur [23], velocity renormaliza-
tion allows one to reformulate the momentum equation by testing it against
truncated functions b(u) rather than against w itself. This approach prevents
the loss of compactness in the nonlinear terms and ensures the stability of
the limiting procedure applied to the approximating solutions introduced in
the previous section.

Let us observe that system is a particular case of system , with
ro = r1 = €. Therefore, the existence of weak solutions for has already
been established in Section [2l The renormalized formulation is particularly
effective in treating nonlinear quantities such as

pu,  plul*u,  pDu,

which do not possess sufficient regularity to converge under weak convergence
alone.

Starting from a suitable truncated formulation of the momentum equa-
tion, one proves that, as ¢ — 0, the finite-energy weak solutions of
converge to finite-energy weak solutions of the limit system .

8.1. Definition of weak solutions
We start by giving the definition of weak solution for (3.1)).

Definition 3.1 (Weak Solutions). A triple (p,u,V) with p > 0 is said to
be a weak solution of the Cauchy problem (3.1)) and (3.2) if the following

conditions are satisfied:
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e Integrability conditions:
VP € L=((0,T); HY(T*) N L*((0,T); H*(T*)) N C(0,T; L*(T?))
Vpu € L¥((0,T); L*(T?)) N L*((0, T); L*(T?))
V € C(0,T; H*(T?))
p11? € L((0,T); L*(T%)) N L*((0,T); H' (T%))
V/p € L®((0,T); L*(T?))
T € L?((0,T); L*(T?))
pu € C([0,T); LY2, (T%))

weak

e Continuity equation:
For any ¢ € C°((0,7T) x T3;R):

/ 2 6(0) + // péi+ /py/pu - V=0 (3.4)
T3 (0,T)xT3

e Momentum equation:
For any ¢ € C°((0,T) x T3 R3):

/ u’p(0)dx + // Vo purdrds
0,t)xT3
// Vpu ® \/pu : Vipdrds — // : Vipdads

0,t)xT3 0,t) ><?1‘3

— // Vo' pdrds + // pupdxrds (3.5)
(0,6)xT3 (0,t)xT3

+ // pVVipdrds — // Vp @ Vy/p:Vidxds
(0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3

+ // VPVA/p : Vipdads = 0
(0,t)xT3

e Poisson Equation:

AV =p—g a.e in (0,T) x T3, (3.6)

e Energy Dissipation:
For any ® €€ C°((0,T) x T3;R)

// VT ®dxds = — // puV®dxds
(0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3

(3.7)
—9 // Jou® Vy/pbduds
(0,t)xT3
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Energy inequality:
There exists A € L>((0,T); L*(T?)) with pu = /pA a.e in (0,T) x T?
such that:

te(0,T)

% P’ 2 512
sup + —— +2|V/p|°dz + |T°|*dxds
2 -1 (0,)xT3
0(,,0)2 0y
—i—// pudzds §/ p(u) + ) + 2|V/p02dx
(0,) XT3 ™ 2 v—1

(3.8)

BD-Entropy:
Let w = u + Vlog p, there exists a tensor S € L2((0,T); L?(T?)) such
that for a.e. t € (0,7):

VPS =2/pV3/p—2V/p@V/p ae. in (0,T) x T, (3.9)

and:

1
/ pluf + L+ 2193l + pllogp — 1)+ 1) + 5 VY (t) da

// |72 dxds + — // Vo722 dzds

0,t)x T3 (0,t)xT3

+ // p(p — g)dxds + // plurdzds + // |S|2dxds
(0,t)xT3 0,t)x T3 (0,t)xT3

1 0
g/ 5p0|w0|2 (” +2\v\/ 012 + (p°(log p° — 1) + 1)dz + 2E.
T3
(3.10)

e Initial data:

P’ >0, pP° e L' nLY(T3) V/p0 € LA(T3), logp’ € L'(T?)

(3.11)
Vpou® € LA(T3) p°u® e L3/2(T?)

Remark 3.2. We recall that the presence of the tensor 7 in Definition [3.1]
is due to the possible presence of vacuum regions. Indeed, if the density
is bounded away from zero, implies that 7 = ,/pVu. However, also
in the case when the vacuum has zero Lebesgue measure, if no damping
terms appear in the momentum equation, v can not be defined as measurable
vector field, as well as Vu can not be defined in a distributional sense. Infact,
the tensor 7T arises as a weak L2-limit of the sequence {V/pPcVue)}e, where
{pe, uc}e 1s a suitable sequence of approximations as in Definition of
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Section [2] The subscripts € refer to the particular choice 19 = 71 = € in the
approximating procedure. The same happens for the tensor S, it arises as
an L? weak limit of the approximating sequence {,/pcV?log p.}. present in

the BD-entropy (2.11)) of Section

The main Theorem is the following:

Theorem 3.3. Assume p°, p'u®, V and g as in (3.2) satisfying (3.11)).
Then there exists a finite energy weak solution (p,u, V') of (3.1)) in the sense

of Definition[3.1]

8.2. Definition of Renormalized Weak Solutions

Let us start by presenting the truncation functions (see [6]) and their
properties involved in the regularization procedure. Let § : R — R be an
even positive compactly supported smooth function such that:

B(z) =1 for z € [-1,1],

suppf C (—2,2) and 0 < B < 1. Given 3, the function 3 : R — R is defined
as follows:

5 = [ Bleyis

0
Moreovore for y € R? and for any § > 0 defines:
1

Bily) = 55(5%)5(@2)5(53/3)
53(y) = 55(01) B(6u2)B(60s)

530) = 5B(6w)B(6w2) Bous).

for any [ = 1,2, 3 the function ﬁ(ls : R? — R is a truncation of the function
f(y) = y. For any 6 > 0 define 3 : R® — R as

B(y) := B(3y1)B(6y2) B(dys)-
The following Lemma collects the main properties of B(ls, Bs.

Lemma 3.4 (Lemma 2.4, [6]). Let 6 > 0 and K = ||3||y2c. Then there
exists C = C(K) such that:

e foranyd>0andl=1,2,3

C
188lloc < = IVBhlloc < C |V2Bf]|o0 < C6 (3.12)
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e Foranyd >0

A A A C
1Bslloc < 1 {IVBslloc < CF 1B5]lyl < & (3.13)
o The following convergence hold for | = 1,2,3, pointwise on R3, as
d—0 X
Bs(y) = V(B)(y) = Vyy Bs(y) — 1 (3.14)

3.2.1. Di-Perna Lion commutator estimate, [13]

Before going into the regularization procedure, some preliminary results
are needed, in particular we present the commutators for convolutions of
Di Perna-Lions type [I3]. For any function f defines f,. as the time-space
convolution of f with a smooth sequence of even mollifiers {¥, },., namely:

fr=Y, % f(t,x), t>r

Ut 7) = 0 <t ”“">

ri r’r

where

and W is a smooth nonnegative even function such that supp®¥ C B;(0) and

//\I/da:dt =1.

At this point it is possible to construct weak solutions of (3.1)), (3.2) in
the sense of Deﬁnition as a limit solution of (3.3)) in the sense of Definition
with rg,r; = € with initial data:

p(0,2) = p°(a)
peuc(0,) = p°(2)u (x)

satisfying (3.11]), V¢ satisfying (2.3 and g. (2.4) such that:
ge(x) — g(x) in C([0, T]; L*(T3)).

(3.15)

The content of Theorem [3.6]is to present the truncated formulation of the
momentum equation, that is equivalent to derive the momentum equation
satisfied in the sense of distribution by the renormalized solutions. For the
sake of completness we recall the definition of the latters and we refer to [23]
for a better exposition. We explicit the QNS case with v = 1.
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Definition 3.5 (Renormalized Weak Solutions). The couple (y/p, /pu) is a
weak renormalized solution to if it verifies the a priori estimates com-
ing from (3.8)), and for any function ¢ € W2%°(RR?) there exist two
measures Ry, Ry € M(RT x Q) such that:

1Rg| mr+ xa) + [1Rollpmmsxa) < Cllo" | Loy,
where the constant C' depends only on the solution (y/p, \/pu) and for any
€ CX(RT x Q):

/ /pwt—i—pu-vwdtdxzo,
0 Q

Amzywww»+@wwu—«@T@—A@wao»vdexzuww»

with \/7* = pD(u) and div(\/pK) = pV (%)

Let us observe that, taking a sequence of ¢,, such that ¢,(y) — y; and
[|¢"||= — 0 one can formally obtain . Indeed, choosing in suitable
way the sequence of renormalized weak solutions, one can obtain in the limit
exactly a finite energy weak solution in the sense of Definition 3:I] The
following theorem holds.

Theorem 3.6. Let (pe,ue, Vo) be a weak solution of (3.3) in the sense of
Definition . Let Bf; the truncation defined before. Then the following
equalities hold:

e For any ¢ € C=((0,T) x T3 R)
/ poﬁfg(uo)w(o, x)dx + // peﬁfg(ue)aﬂpd:cds
T3 (0,t)xT3
[ i) edsds =2 [ v, s pdads
(0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3
- // VPTE VB (ue) ® Vipdads
(0,t)xT3
+2 // VPV /e s VB85 (ue) @ Vipdads
(0,t)xT3
—2 // Ve @ Vi/pe : VB85 (ue) @ Vipdads
(0,t)xT3

+// peuevyﬁfg(ue)ipdfcds+// peVVEVyﬂf;(ue)wdxds
(0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3
R R =0
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where:

- 6// pe‘ue‘Quevyﬂg(ue)wdmd‘g
(0,t)xT3
— e// ueVy B (ue)pdads
(0,t)xT3
R)=— // TTV 265 (ue)h — // TV Vi B (ue)tp
(0,T)xT3 (0,T)xT3
wfl vt Vs T
0,T)xT3

o For any ¢ € C°((0,T) x T3;R) the following equality holds:

/ BT Bs () // s(u)pette © Vb
(0,T)xT3 0.7) de

//OT . VPeucdVyBs(ue)Te //OT L VPaue® V/pedBs(ue)
(3.16)

Proof. The proof is well known and follows the arguments of [4] and [23]; for
this reason we omit the computations. ]

3.3. Proof of Theorem[3.3

In order to prove Theorem one has to perform two vanishing limits,
first the limit as € — 0 and then the truncation parameter 6 — 0. We collect
the bounds indipendent of € coming from and . There exists a
constant C > 0 indipendent on € such that:

|v/pete|[peor2 < C |\P7/2||L;>°Lg < C |[VVpellpeerz < C
17cll 222 < C |[Vpeuellp2rz < C VA4V |l p2p2 < C (3.17)
VPV 10g pellp2r2 < C [[0epell 2y < C

using Definition [3.1] with ro = r; = € one deduces also:

lpetllzzzz < C 1V (peudll 0 < C (3.18)
and from (2.9):

IWeudlzars < C /40 ul|ap0 < C (3.19)

Lemma 3.7 (Convergence Lemma). Let {(pe, ue, Ve)} be a sequence of weak

solution of (3.3) with data satisfying (3.2) and (3.15)). Then
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e Up to subsequences there exists p,m, T,V and A such that

pe — p strongly in L*((0,T); H(T*)) N C([0, T); L*(T?))

pette — m strongly in LP((0,T); LP(T3)) with p € [1,3)

Te = T weakly in L*((0,T); L*(T?)) (3.20)
Voecue — A weakly x in L=((0,T); L*(T3))

VV, = VV strongly in C((0,T); L*(T?))

Moreover, A is such that \/pA =m.

e The following convergences hold for the density:

V/pe — V/p weakly in L*((0,T); H*(T%))
p)? = p?/? strongly in L*((0,T) x T?) (3.21)
sz/2 — V,o“’/2 weakly in L*((0,T); L*(T?)).

Proof. Since p. € L*((0,T); W23/2(T?%)) and 9;p. € L*((0,T); W~12(T3)),
an application of the Aubin—Lions lemma yields the strong convergence

pe—p i L*((0,T); H(T?).

Moreover, since p. is also bounded in L ((0,7); W13/2(T3)), another appli-
cation of the Aubin—Lions lemma implies

pe—p  inC(0,T]; L*(T?)).

Similarly, since peue € L2((0,T); W3/2(T3)) and
s (peuc) € L2((0,T); W—13/2(T3)), the Aubin-Lions lemma gives the strong
convergence stated in 2.

The convergences in 3 and 4 follow from standard weak com-
pactness arguments. The convergence in 5 is a direct consequence of
(3-20)1 together with the weak convergence g — g in L?(T?).

The identity \/pA = m follows from the strong convergence in 1
combined with the weak convergence in ((3.20))4.

Finally, the convergences in follow from , , and stan-
dard weak compactness considerations.

O
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Lemma 3.8. Let f € C N L°(R3;R) and (pe, uc) be a solution of (3.3) and
let u be defined as follows:
m(t, x) _ A(t, ) (t.2) € {p> 0}
u=7{ pt,z) p(t, ) ’ (3.22)

0 (t,x) € {p =0}

Then the following convergence hold:
pef(ue) = pf(u) strongly in LP((0,T) x T3) for any p < 3
V/pef(ue) = V/pf(u) strongly in LP((0,T) x T?) for any p < 6
petie f(ue) = puf(u) strongly in LP((0,T) x T3) for any p < 2 (3.23)
p"2 f(ue) = p"?uf(u) strongly in LP((0,T) x T%) for any p < 6
peVVeof(ue) = pVV f(u) strongly in L*((0,T) x T?)
Proof. From Lemma [3.7, up to subsequence we know that:
pe — paein (0,T) x T3
pette — m a.e in (0,T) x T?
Vpe — Vpaein (0,T) x T

Moreover, by Fatou Lemma we have:

[y = 15

therefore m = 0 on {p = O} and \/pu € L*®((0,T),L*(T*)). Moreover

m = pu = /pA.
On {p > 0} it holds:

< 00

pef(ue) = pf(u) a.cin {p >0},
since f € L°(R3,R) we have

[pef (ue)| < [pelll f(ue)lloc = 0 a.e in {p =0},

then pef(ue) = pf(u) a.e in (0,T) x T? and the convergence (3.23)); follows
from the uniform bound |[pe||pee3 < C and Vitali Theorem.

In view of Lemma E 7| the same argument show (3.23),, (3.23),, (3.23)5.
Regarding (3 2, from Lemma we have that p is Sobolev function then

Vp=0in {p =0}

see [15]. The proof is completed. O
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Let {(pe, te, Ve) }e>0 be a sequence of weak solutions to system in
the sense of Definition By Lemma [3.7] there exist functions p,m, A,V
and 7 such that the convergences in and hold. We define the
limit velocity field v as in Lemma [3.8 and we obtain:

Vou € L2((0,T); L*(T3)) T € L*((0,T); L*(T?)) m = \/pA = pu.

By using (3.20));, (3.20), and the weak formulation of continuity equation
(2.5) as € — 0 it holds:

/ Pl (0, z)dx + // peprdxds + // peucVodrds —
T3 (0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3

/ p°0(0, z)dx + // pdidads + // puN ¢dxds
T3 (0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3
for any ¢ € C2°((0,T) x T3), that is (3.4)).

Now consider the momentum equations. Let [ € {1,2,3} fixed, ¢ €
C((0,T) x T3;R), using Theorem the following equality hold:

L oaaduoads s | ppluomdads
T3 (0,t)xT3
— // peucBe(uc)Vipdads — / VTS VB (ue) ® Vipdads
(0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3
2 ff RN Bl bdads
(0,t)xT3
— / VPV2/pe : VB85 (ue) ® Vipdrds
(0,t)x T3
+ / VPVt @ V't v, Bl (ue) @ Vepdads
(0,t)x T3
— // TTEV By (ue)pdads — // TV PV B (ue)bdads
(0,t)x T3 (0,t)xT3

+ // Vot @ Vpl V285 (u) Tepdxds
(0,t)x T3

+ // peuevyﬁg(ue)wdmds — e// pe\ue\Quevyﬂfg(ue)wd:cds
(0,t)x T3 (0,t)xT3

—€ // ueVy 85 (ue)pdrds = 0.
(0,t)xT3
(3.24)
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First take the limit as € — 0 and § > 0 fixed. Then:

//(0 - peB(ue)Oppdads — //(0 s pBs(w)dppdrds  using (3:23),,
;U)X )%

//(0 T3 peucBs(ue)Vipdads — // pufs(u)Vipdrds  using (3.23),.
t) X

(0,t)xT3

Using ((3.23 1 and (| -3 we have,
/ VoTE VB (u)@Vipdrds — // S VB (u)@Vdzds,
(0,)xT3 0,t) ><’]I‘3
thanks to (3.23), and (3.21)); we have
// pl2V p12V, B (ue)pdads — // P2V V2V, B (u)pdds,
(0,£) T3 (0,¢) T3
thanks to (3.23), and (3:21);:
/ VPV /pe 2 VB85 (ue) @ Vipdrds —
(0,t)x T3
// VP VAP V85 (u) @ Vipdrds
(0,t)x T3
// V/pe ® V/pe : Vy85(ue) @ Vipdrds —
(0,t)x T3
// V/p®V/p: V,05u) ® Vidrds.
(0,t)x T3
Using (3.23); we deduce

//m,t) peueVy B (ue)bdrds — // P, B () ilrds

0,t)xT3

6// el PucV 85 (ue)pdrds < Csv/e — 0 as € — 0
(0,t)xT3

// ueVy 5 (ue)pdads < Coe/||pell s 1€ ol Huel 3y
(0,t)xT3

§0561/4—>0ase—>0.
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Finally:
R’ = // T V2B (u )dads
(0,t)xT3
+ // TV eV B (ue)bdads
(0,6)x T3

- // Vot @ Vot V2 Bl (ue) Tepdads
(0,t)xT3

l l
<|ITel2s IIV2B5 e, + 1Tl 2z IV /Al 2z IV 285 (e lzzs
!
1Tz IV 19285 (uellgs, < C6

Therefore the triple (p,u, V') satisfies:

// pB5(u)dppdads — // puBs(u) Vipdrds
(0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3
U)X )X

— 2/ VPV VyBh(u) @ Vipdads
(0,t)xT3

+2 // V/p®@V\/p:V,05u) ® Vdrds
(0,t)xT3

- // puV 85 (u)bdxds + // pVV BL(u)hdrds
(0,t)xT3 (0,t)x T3

= [ PR+ (1 0) = 0

(3.25)
where 10 is a measure arising a weak limit of the remainder term R‘g such
that:

R? — 1® in M(T3,R),

and its total variation satisfies:

|1 |(T3) < €5 — 0 as § — 0.

Thanks to Lemma [3.4] and Dominated Convergence Theorem one concludes
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that (3.25)) converges to (3.5) as 6 — 0:

/ w09 (0, z)dx + // puldppdrds + // puu! Vipdzds
(0,t)xT3 0,t)xT3
// Vo TV jbdads — // P2V 072 pdads
0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3

-2 // \/ﬁvij pVipdrds + 2 // Viv/pVi/pVibdxds
(0,t)xT3 ’ (0,t)xT3

+ // pupdxds = 0
(0,t)xT3

Thanks to (3.20); and (3.20); the Poisson equation is satisfied pointwise,
namely:

~AV=p—g aein (0,T)x T3

To conclude the proof one has to verify . Starting from in Theo-
rem (3.6} ., for any ¢ € C2°((0,T) x T3;R) it holds:

/ \/>T66(U5 pdzds = // Bs(ue) peue X Vpdads
(0,£)xT3 0,t) XT3
- // VPeued VyBs(ue) Tedads
(0,t) x T3
—2 // Ve @ V/pe & B (ue)dads.
(0,t)xT3

For fixed §, by using (3.20); and (3.23), as e — 0 one obtains:

/ VT Bs(ue)pdads — // VP T Bs(u)pdrds
0,t)xT3

0,t)x T3

// 5(Ue)pette ® Vodrds — // (u) pu @ Vodrds
0,t) ><'Jl'3 0 1t)><11‘3

Using (3.23); and the weak convergence of V,/p¢ in Ltz’x:

[ vrueo v vmbsw) ~ [ vous v yasiw.

Now consider:

RS = \/peucdV, Bs(u) T
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by using (3.17) and Lemma [3.4] we have:
— 6 A
Ry, < CllVpeuellpge 2 I Tellzz NV Bs(ue)llzge, < €6,

there exists a measure i’ such that:

//was < @0, Vo>, (3.26)
and its total variation satisfies:
(T < ©8,

Collecting all the previous terms:

// ﬁ’]’ﬁ}(u)gﬁdwds =— // Bs(u) pu ® Vdzds
(0,t)xT3 (0,t)xT3
-2 //(071‘/)”3 Vpu® Vy/pps(u)dxds

- <:a67 v¢>

Using once again Lemma (3.26) and Dominated convergence theorem
one gets exactly (3.7). As usual, the energy inequalities (3.8) and (3.10)

follow from the lower semicontinuity of the norms. The proof of Theorem

is now completed.
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