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Abstract

In this paper we consider the steady Baldwin-Lomax model, which is a rota-
tional model proposed to describe turbulent flows at statistical equilibrium.
The Baldwin-Lomax model is specifically designed to address the problem
of a turbulent motion taking place in a bounded domain, with Dirichlet
boundary conditions at solid boundaries. The main features of this model
are the degeneracy of the operator at the boundary and a formulation in
velocity /vorticity variables. The principal part of the operator is non-linear
and it is degenerate, due to the presence (as a coefficient) of a power of the
distance from the boundary: This fact makes the existence theory naturally
set in the framework of appropriate weighted-Sobolev spaces.
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1. Introduction

In this paper we study the model (and some of its variants which are
interesting from the mathematical point of view) introduced by Balwdin and
Lomax |[5]

—vydivDv + (Vv)v + curl (¢*|curl v|curlv) + Vo =f  in Q,
divv=0 inQ, (1.1)
v=0 on 99,
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to describe turbulent fluids at the statistical equilibrium, where d is the
distance from the boundary. We recall that, starting from the work of
O. Reynolds in the 19th Century, a classical paradigm is that of decompos-
ing the velocity into the sum of a mean part and (turbulent) fluctuations,
see |6]. One basic question is how to model the effect of the smaller scales
on the larger ones. The Boussinesq assumption suggests that —in average—
this produces an additional turbulent viscosity v, which is proportional
to the mixing length and to the kinetic energy of fluctuations (at least in
the Kolmogorov-Prandtl approximation). In the analysis of Baldwin and
Lomax, this leads to a turbulent viscosity of the form

vp(v(x)) ~ 62(x)\curl v(x)|,

where ¢ is a multiple of the distance from the boundary and curlv =V x v,
hence arriving to the model (II]) when the equations for the turbulent flow
are considered in the rotational formulation. (Mean velocities denoted from
NOW On as V).

The Baldwin-Lomax model (IT]) has been recently revisited —in the un-
steady case— by Rong, Layton, and Zhao [27], in order to take into account
also of the effects of back-scatter. This involves, in addition to the usual
time derivative %—;’, a dispersive term of the form

curl <€2 (x) curl %—: (t, X)> ,

resembling that appearing in Kelvin-Voigt materials. Also in this case the
problem has some degeneracy at the boundary. Different mathematical tools
are required to handle the above term: being of the Kelvin-Voigt type, the
latter differential operator is linear and not dissipative, but instead it is
dispersive. Further details, and its analysis in connection with Turbulent-
Kinetic-Energy (TKE) models are studied in 4], in the case of a turbulent
viscosity depending only on the turbulent kinetic energy, but not on curl v.
Related results involving a selective anisotropic turbulence model can be
found also in [12].

Here, we consider —as a starting point— the problem at statistical equi-
librium. We study just the steady case, which contains nevertheless several
peculiar properties; the methods and techniques involved are rather different
than those used in the previous mathematical theory of unsteady Baldwin-
Lomax type models in |4, 27].

The class of problems we study is that of finding a velocity field v : Q —
R3 and a pressure function 7 :  — R such that the following boundary value
problem for a nonlinear system of partial differential equations is satisfied

—ypdivDv 4+ curl S + (Vv)v = =Vr + f in €,
divv =0 in €,
v=0 on Jf).



Here € denotes a bounded smooth domain in R3, and f : O — R3 is the
volume force and vy > 0 is the kinematic viscosity.

As a generalized Baldwin-Lomax model, we will also consider the stress
tensor S : Q — R3*3 given by

S = S(x, curl (v)) = d(x)*(k + |curl (v)])P"2curl (v),

where d(x) = dist(x,09), and « > 0, p > 1, k > 0 are given constants.

We will prove the existence of weak solutions for various models and
highlight the role of the parameters p, o, and 5. The analysis requires
substantial changes in the mathematical approach depending on the range
of these constants.

The main result we prove is the existence of weak solution in appropriate
(weighted) function spaces. The results are obtained by using a classical
Galerkin approximation procedure and the passage to the limit is done by
means of monotonicity and truncation methods typical of the analysis of
non-Newtonian fluids, see for instance the reviews in |9, 26].
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2. Functional setting

In the sequel Q C R3 will be a smooth and bounded open set, as usual
we write x = (x1,22,73) = (2/,z3) for all x € R3. In particular, we assume
that the boundary 9 is of class C%!, such that the normal unit vector n
at the boundary is well defined and other relevant properties hold true. We
recall a domain is of class C*! if for each point P € 99 there are local
coordinates such that in these coordinates we have P = 0 and 0f2 is locally
described by a C*1-function, i.e., there exist Rp, R, € (0,00), 7p € (0,1)
and a C*!-function ap : BIZ%P 0) — Bl/P(O) such that

i) x € 002N (BIQ%P(O) X Bl/P(O)) < x3=ap(2'),
ii) Qp:={(z € R*|2' € B, (0), ap(z’) < 23 < ap(z’) + Rp} C Q,
iii) Vap(0) =0, and Va' € B3,(0) [Vap(2')| <rp,
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where B¥(0) denotes the k-dimensional open ball with center 0 and radius
r > 0.
We also define the distance d(x, A) of a point from a closed set A C R?
as follows
d(x,A) := inf |x —
(x, 4) := Inf [x —y],

and we denote by d(x) the distance of x from the boundary of
d(x) = d(x,090).

We recall a well-known lemma about the distance function d(x), see for
instance Kufner [23].

Lemma 2.1. Let Q be a domain of class C%!, then there exist constants
0 < ¢g,c1 € R such that

cod(x) < la(z') — x3] < c1 d(x) Vx = (2/,x3) € Qp.

For our analysis we will use the customary Lebesgue (LP(2),||.]|,) and
Sobolev spaces (W5P(), ]| . [|xp) of integer index k € Nand with 1 < p < o0.
We do not distinguish scalar and vector valued spaces, we just use boldface
for vectors and tensors. We recall that Lf(€2) denotes the subspace with
zero mean value, while VVO1 P() is the closure of the smooth and compactly
supported functions with respect to the ||.||; ,-norm. If € is bounded and
if 1 < p < oo, the following two relevant inequalities hold true:

1) the Poincaré inequality

ICp(p, ) >0:  ul, <Cpl|Vul,  Yue WyP(Q); (2.1)
2) the Korn inequality
3Cx(p,Q) > 0: |Vul, < Cx|Dul, VYueW;?(Q), (2.2)

where Du denotes the symmetric part of the matrix of derivatives Vu.
As a combination of (2J)-(22)) we also have that for 1 < p < 3 the
Sobolev-type inequality

dCg >0: Hu

»+ < Cs|Dul,, (2.3
holds true for all u € Wol’p(Q), where p* := 337”1).

The Korn inequality allows to control the full gradient in LP by its sym-
metric part, for functions which are zero at the boundary. Classical results
(cf. Bourguignon and Brezis []]) concern controlling the full gradient with
curl & divergence. The following inequality holds true: For all s > 1 and
1 < p < o0, there exists a constant C' = C(s,p, ) such that,

HuHsvp <C ”diqus—l,p + chrluHs—Lp + [lu- n”s—l/p,p,c’)ﬂ + HuHs—l,p]v
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for all u € (W*P(Q))?, where ||.[|s_1/pp00 is the trace norm as explained
below. This same result has been later improved by von Wahl [29] obtaining,
under geometric conditions on the domain, the following estimate without
lower order terms: Let © be such that b;(2) = b2(©2) = 0, where b;(£2)
denotes the i-th Betti number, that is the the dimension of the i-th homology
group H!(Q,Z). Then, there exists C = C(p, ) such that

[Vu|l, < C(Hdiv ull, + chrlqu), (2.4)

for all u € (WHP(Q))? satisfying either (u - n)jpo =0 or (u X n)po = 0.

In the trace-norm fractional derivative appear in a natural way. Never-
theless, we need also to handle fractional spaces WP (), which are defined
by means of the semi-norm

_ p
[U]Zs),p = / % dxdy for0<s <1,

as made by functions u € WP(Q), such that [D%Uly_p)p = [D%u]sp < 00,
for all multi-indices « such that |a] = [r] (for the trance norm one has
to integrate instead with respect to the 2-dimensional Hausdorff measure).
The main result we need is the following generalization of the classical Hardy
inequality: Let u € LP(Q), then

11
% € LM(Q) = ue WEP(Q) forall 0<s <1, withs ——# = (25)
p

2.1. Weighted spaces

Since we have a boundary value problem with an operator which is space
dependent, a natural functional setting would be that of weighted Sobolev
spaces. For this reason we define now the relevant spaces we will use. We
follow the notation from Kufner [23].

We start by defining weighted Sobolev spaces. Let w(x) : Q — R™ be
given a function (weight) which is non-negative and a.e. everywhere positive.
We define, for 1 < p < oo, the weighted space LP(Q, w) = LE,(2) as follows

LP(Q,w) =< f: Q — R" measurable: /|f(x)|p w(x)dx < 0o
Q
The definition is particularly relevant if it allows to work in the standard
setting of distributions D’(Q): for p > 1 we have

w VPV el () = LPQ,w)C LL.(Q) c D).

It turns out that C§°(f2) is dense in LP(Q, w) if the weight satisfies at least
w € L (), see [23]. In addition, LP(£2, w) is a Banach space when equipped

loc



with the norm

1/p
€l = ( / £(0)Puo(x) dx> |
Q

Clearly if w(x) = 1 then LP(Q,w) = LP(Q).

Next, we define weighted Sobolev spaces

WEP(Q, w) .= {f: Q= R": D*f € LP(Q,w) for all a s.t. |a| <k},
equipped with the norm

1/p
HfHk,p,w = ( Z ||Daf‘|£,w> :

|a|<k
As expected, we define Wé€ P(Q,w) as follows
T =roorontl - lepw
WEP(Q,w) = {p € CE)} .

In our application the weight w(x) will a power of the distance d(x) from
the boundary. Consequently, we specialize to this setting and give specific
notions regarding these so-called power-type weights, see Kufner |23]. First,
it turns out that Wk» (Q,d™) is a separable Banach spaces provided « € R,
k € Nand 1 < p < co. In this special setting, several results are stronger or
more precise due to the inclusion LP(2,d*) C L} () for all o € R.

Probably one of the most relevant properties is the embedding

LP(Q,d) c LY(Q) if a<p-1. (2.6)

It follows directly from Holder’s inequality as follows

1 , 1/p'
/]f]dx:/da/p\f\d_a/pdxﬁ (/do‘]f]pdx) /p</d—ap /pdx> /p’
Q

Q Q Q

using that the latter integral is finite if and only if
/
P
p p-1
by Lemma [ZIl Moreover, as in [23, Prop. 9.10] it follows that the quantity
Jo d*|VE[P dx is an equivalent norm in Wol’p(Q, d®), provided that o < p—1.

Remark 2.2. The above results explain the critical role of the power o =
p—1 and highlight the fact that the original Balwdin-Lomaz model is exactly
that corresponding to the critical exponent. For the applications we have
i mind the value of a is mot so strictly relevant and in fact, following the
same procedure as in [4], it also makes sense to consider turbulent viscosity
as follows

vr(v(x)) = Lo £(x)|curl v(x)], (2.7)
for some £y € RT.



Appropriate versions of the Sobolev inequality (23] are valid also for
weighted Sobolev spaces:

Lemma 2.3. There ezists a constant C = C(£2,9,p), such that

Jue) = fut)ay]| < Ol VU = [Tl (29
Q

for all u € WP (Q,d°P), where q < %-

For a proof see Hurri-Syrjanen [22]. Note that this inequality is for-
mulated removing constants by means of subtracting averages and that the
exponent ¢ equals to p* if 6 = 0. This will be used later on to make a
proper sense of the quadratic term in the Navier—Stokes equations, cf. Def-
initions [4.1] and

In addition to (2.6) and the Hardy inequality, the critical role of the
exponent p — 1 is also reflected in results about general weights and their
relation with the maximal function.

Definition 2.4. We say that w € L} (R3), which is w > 0 a.e., belongs to

loc

the Muckenhoupt class Ay, for 1 < p < oo, if there exists C' such that

p—1
Qsél]g" <]£w(x) dx> <][ w(x) /(=) dx> <C,

Q
where ) denotes a cube in R3.

The role of the power o will be crucial in the sequel and we recall the
following result, which allows us to embed the results within a classical
framework and also to use fundamental tools of harmonic analysis. The
powers of the distance function belong to the class A, according to the
following well-known result (For a proof see for instance Durén, Sammartino,
and Toschi [16, Thm. 3.1])

Lemma 2.5. The function w(x) = (d(x))" is a Muckenhoupt weight of
class A, if and only if =1 <a <p—1.

The main result which we will use about singular integrals, which follows
from the pioneering work of Muckenhoupt on maximal functions, is the
following.

Lemma 2.6. Let CZ : CPR") — C§(R"™) be a standard Calderdn-
Zygmund singular integral operator. Let w € Ay, for 1 < p < oo. Then, the
operator CZ is continuous from LP(Q,w) into itself.

We will use this result mainly on the operators related to the solution of
the Poisson equation, to reconstruct a vector field from its divergence and
its curl.



2.2. Solenoidal spaces

As usual in fluid mechanics, when working with incompressible fluids, it
is natural to incorporate the divergence-free constraint directly in the func-
tion spaces. These spaces are built upon completing the space of solenoidal
smooth functions with compact support, denoted as ¢ € CS?J(Q), in an
appropriate topology. For a > 0 define

i I e
Lh(©.d) = {peC @}

I 1l1p,ae
Wok(Q,d%) = {p € ()} .
For a = 0 they reduce to the classical spaces L5 (£2) and Wolf(Q) Next, we
will extensively use the following extension of inequality (2.4]).

Lemma 2.7. Let 1 < p < 0o and assume that the weight w belongs to the
class A,,. Then there ezist a constant C(,w) such that

IVl < C(w, Q)(|divullpa, + [[curlully,)  Yue WyP(Q,w).

Proof. For vector fields u with compact support in {2 we have the well-known
identity
curlcurlu = —Au + Vdivu.

By use of the Newtonian potential this implies

1 di 1 1
u(x) = __VX/Wyiuﬁwdy+ _Cuﬂx/wdy
Am x -y Ar x -y

Hence, we obtain

1 di 1 1
Vu(x) — ——VXVX/Lu(y)d _,__vxcurlx/wdy’
4 ) |x |x —y]

/vaxdlvy dy —|——/V xcurl yu(y) dy.
x — |

=CZ; [dlv u(x) + CZs[curluf(x),

where both terms C'Z; from the right-hand side are Calderon-Zygmund type
singular integrals. Applying the Muckenhoupt result from Lemma the
claim follows. O

In particular, we will use the latter result in the following special form

2The space W, 'P(Q, w) can be replaced by other function spaces, where C§°(Q) func-
tions are dense.



Corollary 2.8. For —1 < a < p—1 there ezists a constant C' = C (2, a, p)
such that

g

/da]Vv\p dx < C/da]curlvlp dx Vve W&’p(Q,dO‘). (2.9)
Q Q

A basic tool in mathematical fluid mechanics is the construction of a
continuous right inverse of the divergence operator with zero Dirichlet con-
ditions. An explicit construction is due to the Bogovskii and it is reviewed
in Galdi [20, Ch. 3]. The following results holds true

Theorem 2.9. Let w C R3 be a bounded smooth domain and let f € L5(w)
there exists at least one u = Bog,,(f) € Wol’p(w) which solves the boundary
value problem

{divu:f m w,

u=20 on Ow.

Among other spaces, the operator Bog,, is linear and continuous from LP(w)
to Wol’p(w), for allp € (1,00)

2.8. Solenoidal Lipschitz truncation

We recall that the nonlinear operator defined as follows A,
Apw = —div ([Dw [’ *Dw),
is strongly monotone in W&f(Q), for 1 < p < oco. In fact
(|DW1[P?Dw; — |Dws|P>Dwy) : (Dw; — Dwy) > 0,

with equality if and only if Dw; = Dwsy. A crucial point in the classical
Minty-Browder argument relies on analyzing, for v,,,v € W?(Q) the non-
negative quantity

/(|Dvn|p_2Dvn — |Dv|P?Dv) : (Dv,, — Dv)dx > 0.

Q

Here v, is a Galerkin approximation and v its weak WO1 P limit. Using
the weak formulation for both v,, and its limit v one can show (using the
monotonicity argument) that

Ap(vi) = Ap(v)  at least in  (CF% (€)'

Two main points of the classical argument are 1) being allowed to use v,, as
test function and 2) showing that

/(an) Vp - vy dx — /(vv) v vdx.
Q

Q
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In general item 1) trivially follows for all 1 < p < oo, due to the conti-
nuity of the operator A,. We will see that this point is not satisfied with
the degenerate operators we handle in Section BH4] and appropriate local-
ization /regularization/truncation must to be introduced, see below. Hence,
we are using here some known technical tools in a new and non-standard
context: the use of local techniques is not motivated by the presence of the
convective term, but by the character of the nonlinear stress-tensor. Proba-
bly our analysis can be extended also to other degenerate fractional operator
as those studied by Abdellaoui, Attar, and Bentifour [1].

Note also that it is for the request 2) that a limitation on the exponent
arises, since v,, — v in L? for ¢ < p* = 3:%) and this enforces a lower bound
on the allowed values of p. In the analysis of non-Newtonian fluid this clas-
sical monotonicity argument is not applicable when p < % (in the steady
case). To overcome this problem and to solve the system also for smaller
values of p (up to g) one needs test functions which are Lipschitz continu-
ous, hence one needs to properly truncate v'™ — v. This is the point where
the Lipschitz truncation, originally developed by Acerbi and Fusco [2, 3] in
the context of quasi-convex variational problems, comes into play. In fluid
mechanics this tool has been firstly used in [14, [17], for a review we refer
to [9, 26]. Being strongly nonlinear and also non-local, the Lipschitz trun-
cation destroys the solenoidal character of a given function. Consequently,
the pressure functions has to be introduced. Another approach is that of
constructing a divergence-free version of the Lipschitz truncation - extend-
ing a solenoidal Sobolev function by a solenoidal Lipschitz function. This
approach has been developed in [10, [11] and it completely avoids the ap-
pearance of the pressure function and highly simplifies the proofs avoiding
results obtained in Simader and Sohr [28] (as done in Diening, Ruzicka,
and Wolf [15]) to associate a pressure to the weak solution. We report the
following version which can be found in [11, Thm. 4.2].

Theorem 2.10. Let 1 < 5 < 00 and B C R® a ball. Let (u™) C Wy'>(B) be
a weak Wol(f(B) null sequence extended by zero to R3. Then there exist jo €
N and a double sequence (A™7) C R with 2% < A™J < 921 sequence

of functions (W™7) and open set (O™ with the following properties for
J = Jo-

(a) u™ € W&ﬁo(QB) and ™) =u™ on R3\ O™ for all m € N;

(b) IVu™ || <A™ for all m € N;

(c) u™ — 0 for m — oo in L=(Q);

3The set O™ is explicitly given by O™7 := {M(V?(curl ~'u™)) > A7}, where M
is the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator and curl ! = curl A7,
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(d) Vu™ 20 for m — oo in L=(Q);
(e) For all m,j € N it holds ||\™ xom.;||, < c(s) 2_%HVumHs.
As usual we denote by x4 the indicator function of the measurable set
ACR3
3. Existence of weak solutions for the Baldwin-Lomax model in

the steady case

In this section we consider the model for the average of turbulent fluctua-
tions attributed to Baldwin and Lomax (.I]). By using a standard notation
we denote the curl of v by w

w=curlv=V x v.

Since we consider the equations in a rotational setting, we write the convec-
tive term as follows

1
(Vv)v=w X v+ §V|v|2.

By redefining the pressure we can consider the following steady system for
a turbulent flow at statistical equilibrium

vy divDv + w x v + curl (& |w|w) + V7 = £ in 0,
divv =0 inQ, (3.1)
v=0 on 0f),

in the case vg > 0. We have the following result, which does not follow by
the standard theory of monotone operator.

Theorem 3.1. Let be given vy > 0 and £ € W—12(Q) = (Wol’z(Q))’. Then,
there exists v € W&’UQ(Q), with w € L3(Q,d*) N L} (Q), which is a weak
solution to ([B1)), that is such that

/1/0 Dv : Dy + d?|w|w - curl ¢ + (w x v) - p dx = (f, ) Vo e Cio(9).
Q

Here (-,-) denotes generically a duality pairing. By density it is enough
to consider test functions ¢ € W&’UQ(Q), with curlp € L3 (©). The proof
of Theorem B.1] is based on a Galerkin approximation and monotonicity
arguments (beyond the classical Minty-Browder trick) to pass to the limit

We observe that the term coming from Baldwin-Lomax approach is
monotone too. We prove for a general p € (1,00) and a general non-negative

weight the following inequality.

11



Lemma 3.2. For smooth enough w; (it is actually enough that d%wi €
LP(Q2), with 1 < p < o) and for o € R it holds that

/ (w1 P21 — d®[wolP~2ws) - (w1 — ws) dx > 0,
Q

for any (not necessarily the distance) bounded function such that d : Q — R*
for a.e. x € Q2.

Proof. We have

/(dalwl\p%ul — d%wa P 2ws) - (w1 — wo) dx

Q

= /(|d‘5w1|p—2d2w1 — |dPwalP2dP ws) : (dPwi — dP ws) dx,
Q

where the last inequality derives from the same monotonicity /convexity ar-
gument used classically for the operator A,,. O

Proof of Theorem [31l The proof is based on the construction of an approx-
imate sequence (v"™) C Wol,f(Q) which solves the following regularized prob-
lem (written with the weak formulation)

1
/ — |Dv™|Dv™ :D¢ + 1y Dv™ : Dy 4 d?|w™|w™ - curl ¢
m
Q (3.2)
+ (W x V") pdx=(f,0), Ve W9,
The regularization is a technical step necessary to have a continuous prob-
lem, approximating (B.1I]) and for which the difference v —v can be localized
to produce a legitimate test function (This is not easy to be done at the finite
dimensional level).

The construction of the solution v goes through a Galerkin approxi-
mation v € V,,,

1
- / |Dv,'[Dvy' : D, + 1o Dvy' - Dep; + d?|w™|w™ - curl P,
Q

Hwy' x vy') - dx = (f, ;) forj=1,...,n,

where V,, = Span{e;,..., 9, } and w* = curlv]". The functions (g,); are
a Galerkin basis made by smooth and solenoidal functions.
Using v, as test function gives the estimate

1 m3 , Y0 m|2 2/ .m3 C%( 2
E|Dvn | + E|Dvn | +d |wn | dx < 2]/0 ||fH71,2a
Q
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where Ck is the constant in Korn’s inequality (2.2]). Hence, using Korn
inequality, we have (up to a sub-sequence) that for fixed m € N
vir VT in Wyt(9), (3.3)
v Ly in LY(Q), Vg < oo, (3.4)

This regularity is enough to apply the classical monotonicity argument
(cf. |25, p. 171,p. 216]). In particular, from (B.3])-(B.4) it follows that

/(wnm X v . v dx 5 /(wm x v™) - v dx,
Q Q
Next, the function v™ € Wol,f(Q) is a weak solution in the sense of (3.2)).
This can be proved by observing that if we define the following operator
1
BY™(w) := —— div |Dw|Dw — 1y div Dw + curl (d? |curl w|curl w),
m
it holds that

0< / (BYm(viry = BY™(w)) : (vit —w)dx  Vw e Wy (Q),
Q

(the later inequality holds not only formally, but rigorously, since integral is
well-defined). Moreover, being v)'* a legitimate test function in the Galerkin
formulation, it is possible to pass to the limit (for fixed m € N) as n — oo,
showing that (exactly as in [25], where the tools for generalized Navier-
Stokes equations have been developed)

0< / (Bl/m(vm) - Bl/m(w)) (vt —w)dx  Vwe Wolj’(Q)
Q
Choosing w = v — A\, with A > 0 and arbitrary ¢ € Wol,f(Q), this is
enough to infer that lim, o BY/™(v) = BY/™(v™).
To study the limit m — 400 for the sequence (v™) a technique beyond

the classical monotonicity is needed.
First, taking v as test function in ([3.2) we get

1Dm3 0Dy 2 4+ d2lw™ 3 d <012<f2
DV DY o P < SEER ()
Q
Hence, using Korn inequality, we have (up to a sub-sequence)

1
—|Dv™Dv™ —~0 in L¥?(Q),
m
vt — v in Wolf(Q),
vt v in LY(Q), Vg <6,
dBlw™w™ —~ x  in L¥?(Q).
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This implies in particular that

/(wmxvm)-vmdx%/(w X v) - vdx,
Q

Q
/d2|wm|wm-'zpdx: /d4/3|wm|wm-d2/3¢dx
Q Q
—>/X-d2/3¢dx:/d2/3x-zpdx,
Q Q

for all ¢ € L3(Q). Passing to the limit in the weak formulation we have

/V()DV : Dcp+d2/3x-curlcp+ (wxv) pdx=(f¢) Ve CS?O(Q)'
Q

If we formally rewrite now the inequality

0< /(dzlwm\wm — |w|w) - (W™ — w) dx,
Q

coming from the monotonicity and express the same quantity by means
of the weak formulation, we can observe that the classical monotonicity
argument will work since the convergence of the generally troubling term

/wmxvm-(vm—v)dx—>0,
Q

trivially follows from the uniform bound ||v"™||y12 < C.

The crucial point is now that the integral

/d2|w|w (W™ — w)dx,
Q

is not defined. In fact, for v € Wolf(Q) we only have d?|w|w € L'(Q2) and

also w™ — w € L%(Q). To overcome this problem we observe that for each
compact set K €

C?
<)I(Iél£d(x) )/|w | dX_/d |w™ |7 dx < 2]/0Hf||—1,2,
K Q

hence a completely local argument may work, being w in L3(K).

Remark 3.3. Since the function (d(x))? is not in the Muckenhoupt As
class, we cannot recover global bounds on the sequence (Vv™) from the a
priori estimate [B.5) and Lemma [2.7 This is a mathematical peculiarity of
the Baldwin-Lomax stress tensor.
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To use a local argument we consider the family of compact sets

Kn::{XGQ: d(x) >

SRS

}@Q,

which are nested and invading, that is K,, C K11 and U,enK, = 2. Hence,
by a diagonal argument, up to a further sub-sequence, we can write that for
each K € Q)

w" = w in L3(K),

where w = curl v, by uniqueness of the weak limit.

Next, we fix an open ball B € 2 such that 2B € Q and localize with a
bump function n € C§°(2B) such that

XB(x) < (%) < x2B(x), (3.10)

and |Vn| < ¢R™!, where R > 0 is the radius of B. We define the following
divergence-free function with support in 2B:

m

w' = (v™ = v) = Bogyp(Vn - (v" —v)),

where Bog, is the Bogovskil operator on 2B, acting from L (2B) to Wol’p(QB),
cf. Theorem Since Vn - (v — v) is bounded in L$(2B) by @B.7), we
have that w” is bounded in Wol,’f(QB). Moreover, v® — v in L3(Q) and
the continuity of the Bogovskii operator Bogsp implies

w™ =0 in L)(2B), (3.11)
w™ =0 in W“(2B), (3.12)
Bogyp (V- (V" —v)) = 0 in W, *(2B). (3.13)

The functions w € VVO1 3(2B) and their extensions by zero on Q\2B (which
still belong to WO1 3((2) and which we denote by a slight abuse of notation
with the same symbol) are then legitimate test functions, since |w™|w™ and

|w|w both belong to L?’/Z(Q).

loc

We then obtain from the weak formulation ([B.2]) of the regularized prob-
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lem the following equality

/n(dQ\wm\wm - d|w|w) - (W™ - w) dx
Q

= —/(d2]wmlwm — dlw|w) -V x (v —v) dx

Q
+ / (*|w™|w™ — d*|w|w) - curl [BogQB(Vn (v — v))} dx
Q
—Vo/D Dwmdx—i—/(wxv—wmxvm)-wmdx
Q
+ / (d2/3x - d2|w|w) ~curlw™ dx — % / [IDv™|Dv™ : Dw™ dx
Q

= (I)+ 1)+ (III)+ V) + (V) + (VI).

Due to the strong L3 convergence of v™ and ([B.I3) we see that (I) and
(II) vanish as m — +oo (We also used that the function d is uniformly
bounded). We write the following equality

(III):—yo/n\D(vm—V —I/Q/D ):Vn® (v" —v)dx
o / D(v" — v) : D [Bogys (V- (v — v))] dx,

where the first term is non-positive and the second and third one vanish on
account of (B.8) and (BI3) respectively. The convergence of (IV) follows
trivially from the uniform bounds in W%2(Q2) and (3I1]). The term (V) — 0
due to (BI3) and the bound in L3/?(B) of x and |w|w. Finally, (VI) — 0,
due the W13(B) bound of v* — v and (3.8]) .

In conclusion, since 1 > 0, the integrand is non-negative by Lemma 2.7]
and from n =1 on B, it follows

0< / (& |w™|w™ — dP|w|w) - (W™ — w) dx
B
< /n(d2 W W™ - d|w|w) - (W — w) dx.

Q

Consequently, we obtain

: 20, m|, ,m 2 m —_
n%gnoo (& |w™|w™ — d*|w|w) - (W™ — w) dx =0,
B
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and so,
d?Pw™ — d*3w  a.ein B.

Finally, we use d(B,9€) > R and that the distance d(x) is strictly positive
for each x € (). The arbitrariness of B implies

w™ =2 w a.ein Q.

Next, the limit function w belongs to L?(Q2) and it is finite almost every-
where. The hypotheses of Vitali’s convergence theorem are satisfied since

A3 | w™ uniformly bounded in L3/?(12),
A3 w™ = dPwlw  ae. in Q,

w finite a.e.,

ensuring that d?/3y = d?|w|w such that the limit v is a weak solution

to (B.J). O

4. On generalised Baldwin-Lomax models

In the proof of the result from the previous section it was essential to have
vy positive and fixed, to derive a uniform bound of (v")en in W01’2(Q).
This allows us to make sense of the boundary conditions, among the other
relevant properties. On the other hand, in applications v is generally an
extremely small number. The K41-Kolmogorov theory for turbulence is in
fact valid in the vanishing viscosity limit, and predicts (still in a statistical
sense) a non zero turbulent dissipation, see Frisch [18]. To capture the
properties which are still valid in the limit vy = 0 we study now the following
steady system

(Vv)v + curl (d%(k + |w|)P2w) + Vr = £ in Q,
divv =0 in €,
v=0 on 0f).

Here k > 0 and the most interesting case is the following (degenerate) one

where the exponent p = 3 is exactly that from the turbulence theory (as
a generalization of the classical Smagorinsky theory), while « = 1 is the
same as suggested in (7)) from the model introduced in [4]. Without loss of
generality we also set £y = 1 and ¢(x) = d(x), as in the turbulent viscosity
described in Remark
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Remark 4.1. The critical value (coming from the Muckenhoupt theory,
cf. Section [21) for the power of the distance isa =p—1=3—-1=2. In
this case certain bounds on the first derivatives of the wvelocity can be still
inferred from weighted estimates of the gradient, as in (2.9)).

We start our analysis focusing on the following boundary value problem still
written in rotational form

w x v+ curl (d|w|w) + Vr =f in 0,
divv=0 in €, (4.1)
v=20 on 0f2.

Definition 4.2. We say that v € W&’j’(Q,d) is a weak solution to ([@Il) if
the following equality is satisfied

/(w><V)-cp—l—d]w\w-curlcpdx:/f-cpdx Ve Coo ().
Q Q
The main result we will prove in this section is the following.

Theorem 4.3. Let be given f = divF with F € L3%(Q,d1/?) then there
exists a weak solution v € Wolﬁ(Q, d) of the problem [@I). In addition, the
solution satisfies the energy-type equality

/d\w\3dx:—/F-Vvdx.

Q Q

Remark 4.4. By using fractional spaces we have that the same theorem
holds for instance if O is of class C? and if

£ e W233/2(Q) .= (W233(Q) N L3(Q)).

In fact, by using Thm. 3.4 from Geifert, Heck, and Hieber [21] there ex-
ists a bounded linear operator R : W*2/3’3/2(Q) — W/33/2(Q), such that
div R(f) = f. Next, observe that W'/33/2(Q) = W(}/3’3/2(Q), and conse-
quently it follows for ¢ € C§°(2)

(f, ) = (div R(f), p) = —(R(f), Vo) = —(d"'*R(f),d"* V),
and —with the characterization of fractional spaces from (2.30])—
(E.0)| < el RE)1/s,321V0lls.a < IEll 27532 Vepllsa

Then, the estimates follow in the same manner as before.
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Due to the fact that we have a problem without a principal part of
standard p-Stokes type, we need to properly approximate (4J]) in order to
construct weak solutions. As in the previous section we consider, for € > 0,
the following approximate system

—ediv (|Dv:|Dv,) + w. X v 4 curl (d |w€|w€) +Vr.=f in Q,
divv, =0 in €,
v. =0 on 09,
(4.2)
which falls within in the classical setting as studied starting with the work
of Ladyzhenskaya [24] and Lions [25].

Remark 4.5. At this stage (existence of weak solutions for the approzi-
mate problem) the power of d(x) entering in the equations does not play any
specific role.

With the same tools already used, we have the following result.

Theorem 4.6. For any ¢ > 0 and for f = divF with F € L3?(Q) there
exists a weak solution v. € Wol,f(Q) which satisfies

/6|DV€|DV€ D+ (we X Vo) -+ d|we|we - curl pdx = —/F -Vedx,

Q Q
(4.3)
for all p € W&’j’(Q) The function v. satisfies the energy-type estimate
C 3/2
clveliypo+ [ dlel® < I (14)
Q
Moreover, if F € L3/?(Q,d1/?), then
F|3/2 3/2
clvelfns + [ dle <€ [ B ax = CIFIE e 45)
Q Q

for some constant C independent of €.

Remark 4.7. The approzimation in ([L2) is introduced only as a mathe-
matical tool, mo modeling is hidden inside the choice for the perturbation.

The regularization can be also done in the following way, respecting the
rotational structure of the equation:

w, X v, + curl ((6 + d)|w€|w€) +Vr.=f in .

For this approximation one can use the fact that d + € > ¢ > 0 and
lwellp ~ [|VV]lp for functions which are divergence-free and zero at the
boundary by (24]). We preferred the more classical way in order to use
directly known results, being completely equivalent in terms of existence the-
orems.
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Proof of Theorem [{.6l We do not give the easy proof of this result we just
show the basic a priori estimates. The first e-dependent estimate (4.4) is
obtained by using as test function v, itself, integrating by parts, and using
Holder inequality to estimate the right-hand side.

In the following we also need estimates which are independent of € > 0
and choosing again ¢ = v, in ([43]) the right-hand side can be estimated by

F |3/2 2/3 1/3

/d 1/2F d1/3VV5dX<C / d1/2 dx /d|Vv€|3dX s
Q Q

using Holder’s inequality. On account of (29) and Young’s inequality we
obtain further

F3/2
el vel[3yis %—/d|w€|3+al|Vv€|3 X<C/| 1|/2 dx, (4.6)
Q
hence (4.5]) with a constant C' independent of e.
Finally, for ¢ < 3/2 we have by Holder’s inequality
/ |Vve|?dx = /d_‘J/3 d?/3| Vv |? dx
Q
(3—9)/3 a/3
< /d3_qq dx /d\VVEF’dX
Q Q
a/3
<c /d|Vv€|3dx ,
Q
such that
3/4
/|vv 7dx | < c/d|w 3dx < O||F|>/?
€ = € —= 3/2,d71/2’

Q

using (4.6]). This proves then that the solution to (4.2]) satisfies also the
estimate

IVVellza < Clg, 2, [Fll3/2,4-1/2)- (4.7)

for all ¢ < % O

Collecting all estimates we can give now the main existence result for
the generalized Baldwin-Lomax model (£.1]), passing to the limit as ¢ — 0.
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Proof of Theorem [{.3 Using the existence result from Theorem we ob-
tain a sequence of solutions (v.) C Wol’f(Q) to (£2). From the uniform

estimates (L35])-(41) we infer the existence of a limit function v € VVO1 9(Q)
such that along a sequence €,, = 0 and for v'" := v, it holds

3

vt v in WOIﬁ(Q) Vg < 2’ (4.8)
vt = v in L7 () Vr <3, (4.9)
vt = v a.e. in €2, (4.10)
en/ DV DV 50 in LY2(Q). (4.11)

At this point we observe that it is not possible to pass to the limit as e — 0
in the equations directly by monotonicity arguments since % < %. Hence the
difficulty will be again proving that v is a weak solution to (£I]). We will
employ a local argument similar to the previous section. For all compact

sets K &€ () it holds that

co(migd(x))/|va|3dxgco/d|va|3dx
pS
K

K
<o [ ATV dx < OO [Fllyogr2),
Q

using (4.0]). This shows that (up to possibly another sub-sequence)

(VMg = Vvig inL¥K) VKeQ,

4.12
V™) = VK in L' (K) Vr < oo. (4.12)

This proves that

/(wm x v pdx T [(wxv)pdx Ve e CF(Q),
Q Q

while passing to the limit in the nonlinear term requires again a local ap-
proach, as developed in the previous section.

Based on the previous observations if S denotes the Lj’O/f(Q)—W%k limit
of d|w.|w., which exists by using the uniform bound coming from (4.5]), we

obtain the limit system

wxv+eurlS+Vr=divF in (),
divv =0 in Q, (4.13)
v=0 on 012,

where the first equation is satisfied in the sense of distributions over €. The
remaining effort is to show that S = d |w|w.
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Observe also that at this point we have that w. x v. € L; () C L, .(Q)
for all s < 3, but not uniformly in €.

The uniform estimates imply that v'™ € VVO1 1(Q), for all ¢ < 3/2, hence
v™ € L"(Q), for all r < 3. This is not enough to show w™ x v® € L1(Q),
hence testing with v itself seems not possible.

First, we improve the known summability of the solutions, by observing
that applying (2.8)) to our case (p =3, 6 = 1/3) implies

3
[vreo—f v ay|, < clasvvg = [aigvpax< 2 .

Q Q

uniformly in €. Next we recall that by Holder inequality H fof dx” < £fllp,
P
such that

11~ | £ 10|, < 500 - f swray]
Q Q

for any f € LP(Q2). This yields due to the embedding into L"(Q2) C L}(Q)
for r <3

m m 1/2
vl < || £ v ], + CIFI: i
Q

_1 1/2
< |Q|8/9va||1 + CIFY2 e < (9 [Fllg pam12)-

Finally, we obtain

9
wm xv™ e L(Q) V5<?,

uniformly in m € N. We can also improve (4.9) to

m

vt v in L (2) Vr <9.

Now we consider the difference of (£.2) and (4.I3]) and localize as in Section 3]
taking into account (£I2]). Given the bump function as in (B:10) we define

W =1 (V" = v) — Bogyp(Vn - (v = v)) € W2 (2B) € Wyi(Q),

and we have, due to the Wﬁf’(@)—bounds from cf. (£12]), that the same
convergence as in (3.11)-(B.12)-(BI3]) holds true. Now we test the difference
between the €,,-regularized system and the original one with w” € Wol’f(Q)

and by using the same argument as before we get

m1—1>r-ir—loo (d]w™w™ — dlw|w) - (W™ —w) dx = 0.
B
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This can be used to show that
w" = w in L3B),

and since the ball B € € is arbitrary, this implies S = d |w|w.

We finally prove the energy-type balance. We observe that the equality

/(wxv)-cp+d|w|w-curlcpdx:—/F-chdx,
Q Q

by density makes sense also for ¢ € W&f(Q, ), being the integrals well
<

[\][SV] QL

defined by the following estimates for ¢ = %

/(w xv) - pdx| < [VVlIvliolells < ellvI, s o € lw 0.0
Q

/d|w|w ccurlpdx| = /d2/3 |wlw - dY3curl | < CHV||$/V1,3
0
Q Q

(Q7d)H(PHW0173(Q7d),

[ Vedx| < IFlynvelelugoa:
Q

Note that we used again (2.8]) with p = 3 and § = % Hence, by setting
¢ = v and by observing that

/(wxv)-vdsz,

Q

once it is well-defined, we get the claimed energy equality. O

Remark 4.8. Since the convergence is based on local W'3-estimates, the
convergence of the stress tensor does not depend on the power of the distance,
while the range of « is crucial to handle the convective term and to give a
proper meaning to the equations in the sense of distributions.

5. Extension to more general cases

In this section we consider the same problem as in (4.1]) but we consider
different values of both the exponent p and of the weight . Some results
follow in a straightforward way since p = 3 (the main argument of mono-
tonicity requires in fact p > %, while others for smaller values of p require a
more technical argument with a Lipschitz truncation of the test functions).
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5.1. Generalization to other values of the parameter o, but still with p = 3.

We consider now the possible extension to larger values of the parameter
1 < a < 2. As explained before the value @« = 2 = 3 — 1 is critical as it does
not allow to bound the weighted gradient by the weighted curl. We study
now the system

w x v+ curl (d%|w|w) + V7 =f in Q,
divv =0 in Q, (5.1)
v=0 on 0f2.

We write just the a priori estimates, since the approximation and the
passage to the limit is exactly the same as in Theorem being based on
local estimates for the gradient in L3(K).

From the Holder inequality we get for 1 < o < 2 and if 3%1 < 1 (which

is if 1 < ¢ < $2) that

HVVHE < c/do‘ VvPdx  VveWh3(Q,d*),
)

Next, the Sobolev embedding from Lemma 23] yields

HV(X) —][V(y) dsz/a < C/da\VV]?’ dx  VveWwh(Q,d).
Q

At this point the convective term satisfies

(Vv)v e L*(Q)) Vs <

34+ 4a’

and s > lif a < % Under this assumptions the proof follows as before and
we can prove the following result where we distinguish two cases depending
if a is small enough to allow the solution to have a proper sense. A different
formulation for the larger values of . We write results in the terms of F
such that f = divF, but this can be translated in terms of f only, again

using [21] and (2.5]).

Theorem 5.1. (a) Let a < g and suppose that £ = divF for some F €
L3/2(Q,d=*/). Then, there exists a weak solution v € Wolﬁ(Q, d*) of
the problem (A1) such that

/(wxv)-cp—i—do‘\w\w-curlnpdx:—/F-chdx Ve C5o, (),

Q Q

and
/da|w|3dx:—/F-Vvdx.
Q Q
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(b) Let g < a < 2 and suppose that f = divF with F € L32(Q,d=*/?).
Then, there exists a weak solution v € W&’j’(Q, d®) of the problem (4.1])
such that

/(wxv)-cp+da|w|w-curl<pdxz—/F-chdx Ve Gy ().
Q Q
Proof. The proof follows exactly the same lines of that of Theorem [£31 We

observe that in order to use v itself as test function, hence to cancel the
convective term, we need for instance the estimate

‘ /(w X v)-vdx| < ||w||3/(1+a),€||v\|§/a for some € > 0,
Q

which holds true if HTO‘ + %a < 1 or, equivalently, if a < g.

In the other case, the convective term is still in L!(Q), but the function
v is not regular enough to be used globally as test function and to write the
energy-type estimate. U

We consider now even larger values of o and we observe that for all
0 < a < 2 it holds true that,

veve L.(Q) C Li(Q) c L),

hence, we can reformulate the problem with the convective term written as
follows
(Vv)v =div (v ® v),

and consider the following notion of weak solution

Definition 5.2. We say that v € Wolﬁ(Q,da) is a weak solution to (B.1I) if

—/V®V:ch—i—da\w\w-curlcpdx:—/F-chdx Ve Cro(9).
Q Q

A similar argument can be used also to prove the following result, chang-
ing the notion of weak solution.

Theorem 5.3. Let 0 < a < 2 and suppose that f = divF with F €
L3/2(Q,d=%/?). Then, there exists a weak solution v € W&’j(Q,do‘) of the
problem ([@Il) in the sense of Definition [1.2

Remark 5.4. The same reasoning can be used to handle the problem (5.2))
below with % <p<3and any a < p— 1. The important observation is that

we still have v € WrP(K) for all K € Q and hence v @ v € LI;;/CQ(Q). The
convergence of the nonlinear stress tensor follows in the same way as before

as well.
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5.2. Extension to values of p smaller than %
We now study what happens in the case of a model with smaller values
of p, hence we consider the generic system

div (v ® v) + curl (d*|w|P*w) + V7 = divF in Q,
divv =0 in Q, (5.2)
v=0 on 0f),
withl<p<3and0<a<p—1.
Definition 5.5. We say that v € Wol,’p(Q, d®) is a weak solution to (5.2) if

o

—/v®v (Ve +d® |wP 2w curl p dx = —/F-chdx Ve Ci, ().
Q Q
We obtain the following result
Theorem 5.6. Let p > g, 0 <a<p-—1, and suppose that f = divF with

F e LV (Q,d=*/®=Y)). Then, there exists a weak solution v € W&f(@,da)
of the problem ([5.2)) in the sense of Definition [

Proof. As before in the previous proofs we regularize (5.2)) and consider the
System
—ediv [Dv.|P?Dv. + (Vv.)v.+
curl (d*|w: P ?w,) + Vr = divF in Q,
divv, =0 in £,
ve=0 on 0f),

(5.3)

and we can follow the same procedure to prove existence of the approxi-
mate system, at least for p > 6/5, following the approach from Malek and
Steinhauer et al. [14,[17]. Also, we obtain uniform estimate

Vel + / 0 |w. P dx < C(Q, F),

Q
which yields
ve—v i WIQ)  Vg< 0%1 (5.4)
Ve >V in L7 () Vr<37p (5.5)
c a 3a+3—p ’
Ve >V a.e. in Q, (5.6)
e[Dv. P ?Dv. -0  in LP(Q). (5.7)
(VV5)|K — VV‘K in LP(K) VK €1, (58)
3
(Vo = vk W II(K)  Vr< (5.9)
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Based on the previous observations we obtain the limit system

div(vev) +curlS+Vr =divF  in Q,
divv =0 in Q,
v=0 on 0f),

where the first equation has to be understood in the sense of distributions.
Here the limit is taken along some sequence ¢, — 0 and for simplicity we
set

vti=v,, and w" = we, .
Here S denotes the weak limit of d®|w™[P~2w™ which exists in Lf; .
remaining effort is to show that S = d“|w|w, i.e.

(). The

(d*|w™P~2w™, curl (p)) = (d*|w|P"?w, curl (p)) Ve € Cor(2). (5.10)

It suffices to prove that w™ — w almost everywhere. This follows from the
strict monotonicity of the operator &  |£[P~2¢ provided that for a certain
6 € (0,1] and every ball B C 2 with 4B C Q

2 2 o
limsup/ (\wm\p_ w" — w7 w) - (W™ — w)) dx =0. (5.11)

m—o0

To verify equation (G.IT), let n € C§°(2B) be as in (3I0]), with B now such
that 4B € (). Define

m

w =0 (v = v) = Bogyp(Viy - (v —v)),

where Bog,y; is the Bogovskil operator on 2B from L£(2B) to W,”(2B).
Since Vn - (v™ — v) is bounded in L§(2B) by (5.9), we have that w™ is
bounded in W&f(QB). Moreover, v — v in L?(2B) and the continuity
of Bogyp implies w™ — 0 at least in L'(2B). In particular, we can apply
the solenoidal Lipschitz truncation of Theorem 210l to construct a suitable
double sequence w™J € W&fo(élB).

We use now w7 as a test function in (5.3) and obtain

(d*|w™P~2w™ — d%|w[P~ 2w, curl (w™7)) = —(d®|w[P~ 2w, curl (w™7))
— e (|DVTP2DV™, DWw™)) + (F, VW)
+ (VT @ V™, Vw™).

It follows from the properties of w7 and v™ that the right-hand side
converges for fixed j to zero as m — oco. So we get

lim (d%|w™[P72w™ — d%|w|P~2w, curl (w™7)) = 0.
m—ro0
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We decompose the set 4B into {w™ # w7/} and 4BN{w™ = w™J} to
get

(I) == nd® <|wm|p*2wm - |w|p*2w) (W™ — w)dx

ABN{wn=w"J}

= ' / d* (|wm|p72wm - |w|p72w) -curl (w™79) dx

{wnAwmi}

+ ‘ / da(|wm|p*2wm - |w|p*2w) (Vi x (v —v)) dx
4BN{wnr=w"1J}

+ / a (|wm|p72wm - |w|p72w) -curl (Bogyp(Vn - (v —v))) dx

4BN{wnr=wmJ}
— (II) + (II]) + (IV).

Since Vi ® (v™ —v) 53 0 in LP(2B), we have (IT11) + (IV) 2 0, recall (5.8)
and (5.9). Note that we also used the continuity of Bogyp from L§(2B) to
W, ?(2B).

By Holder’s inequality, (5.8)) and Theorem

(11) < Ximsup ([la™ [, + lwll,y) (X fan wmiy VW™ |
m—+00
< 27/ Vw™||, < 279/

Overall we get

lim sup <279,

m—-+00

/ nd® (|wm|p*2wm - |w|p*2w) (WM —w)dx

4BN{wm=w"mJ}

This implies

0
limsup/ (77 d* (Jw™P2w™ — jwPw) - (W™ - w)> dx =0
m——+0oo

4B

for any 6 € (0,1) as a consequence of (E.8) and Theorem 2I0}(e)} Now, (E11)
follows form n > xp and d > Cg > 0 in B. So we obtain (5.10) as desired,

which finishes the proof. U

Remark 5.7. We are not considering here problems of reqularity of the
weak solutions and also of less regular weight functions as in the recent
studies by Cirmi, D’Asero, and Leonardi [13]. Moreover, as it is the case
for similar problems, uniqueness for the system (&Il is not known, even
for small enough solutions. Uniqueness of small solutions to B.]) follows
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directly by the same results for the Navier-Stokes equations, as explained in
Galdi [20]. On the other hand uniqueness of small solutions —even for the
reqularized system (B.3)— is not known for p > 2 or for p < %, see Blavier
and Mikeli¢ [7] and the review in Galdi [19].
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