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Well-posedness and asymptotic analysis of a class of 2D and 3D
third-grade fluids in bounded and unbounded domains

KusH KINRA AND FERNANDA CIPRIANO

Abstract. This work focuses on the study of non-autonomous incompressible third-grade fluid equations in
two- and three-dimensional open and connected domains €2, which may be either bounded or unbounded.
Our main goals are to investigate the well-posedness of the equations and to analyze the asymptotic behavior
of their solutions. First, we establish the existence of at least one weak solution for the system with the
Dirichlet boundary condition. Next, we show that every weak solution satisfies the energy equality, ensuring
continuity over time. This, in turn, helps to establish the uniqueness of weak solutions and guarantees that
the underlying system can be associated with a continuous cocycle W. Second, on bounded domains,
we prove the existence of a unique global pullback attractor (GPA) for the underlying system using the
compact Sobolev embedding HY(Q) = L2(Q). Lastly, we demonstrate the existence of a unique GPA by
considering the underlying system on unbounded Poincaré domains. Since the compact Sobolev embedding
HY(Q) < L2(Q)isno longer available in this setting, we employ the uniform-tail estimates approach to
obtain the existence of a unique GPA on unbounded domains. This allows us to show the pullback asymptotic
compactness of W. We notice that the pullback asymptotic compactness of W in unbounded domains cannot
be obtained using the energy equality method due to the presence of strong nonlinear terms in the equations,
which substantially complicates the analysis, making the study of unbounded domains more challenging.
The main novelty of this work, compared to the existing literature, is that our results yield solutions that
satisfy energy equality and are continuous in time. Moreover, to the best of the authors” knowledge, this
is the first work that considers 2D as well as 3D non-autonomous incompressible third-grade fluids and
establishes the existence of a unique GPA in bounded as well as unbounded domains.

1. Introduction

The well-posedness and existence of a unique global pullback attractor (GPA) for a
class of incompressible non-Newtonian fluids occupying a two- or three-dimensional
domain, which may be bounded or unbounded, under the Dirichlet boundary condition
are the key concerns of this work. It is worth mentioning that while most studies in the
literature have been devoted to Newtonian fluids governed by the Navier—Stokes equa-
tions, a wide range of real, industrial and biological flows (see [20,24,48] and their
references) do not obey Newton’s law of viscosity and, therefore, cannot be accurately
modeled by these equations. These fluids exhibit complex rheological properties, such
as shear-thinning, shear-thickening, and viscoelastic behavior, which conventional
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Newtonian models fail to capture. Consequently, more advanced mathematical frame-
works and fluid models are necessary to properly describe their dynamics and predict
their behavior in practical applications. Non-Newtonian viscoelastic fluids of differen-
tial type have received a lot of attention lately; see for instance [15]. However, in order
to comprehend and explain the properties of various nanofluids, a number of simu-
lation studies have been conducted using third-grade fluid models (see for instance
[42,43] and the references therein). Nanofluids are engineered colloidal suspensions
of nanoparticles in a base fluid, such as water, ethylene glycol, or oil, and they exhibit
enhanced thermal conductivity in comparison with the base fluid, which shows great
promise for use in technology and microelectronics. Thus, in order to comprehend the
behaviors of these fluids, it is crucial to perform a mathematical analysis of third-grade
fluid equations.

1.1. The underlying system

Let us now briefly recall how to obtain the fluid equations for non-Newtonian fluids
of differential type, for more details about Kinematics of such fluids we refer to [15].
Denote the velocity field of the fluid by g and introduce the Rivlin—Ericksen kinematic
tensors A,, n > 1, (see [44]), defined by

Ai(q) = Vg + (Vg

D
An@ = —Au1(@) + A1 @V + (VT AZ1(q), n=2,3,---,

Dt
D d . . L.
where Dr = Fm 4+ (q - V) is material derivative.
The constitutive law of fluids of grade n reads T = —pI+ F(Ay, --- , A,), where T

is the Cauchy stress tensor, p is the pressure and F is an isotropic polynomial function
of degree n, subject to the usual requirement of material frame indifference, see [15].
The constitutive law of third-grade fluids (n = 3) is given by the following equation

T = —pl+ vA| + a1As + @A + B1As 4 Ba(A1As + AsAy) + B3Tr(AD)AL,

where v is the viscosity and a1, a2, B1, B2, B3 are material moduli. We recall that the
momentum equations, established by the Newton’s second law, are given by

Dg g

— = — +(q-V)q=div(T).

Dr — a; T@ V) (T)
If B1 = B> = B3 = 0, the constitutive equations correspond to second grade fluids.
It has been shown that the Clausius—Duhem inequality and the assumption that the
Helmbholtz free energy is a minimum in equilibrium require the viscosity and material
moduli to satisfy

v>0, ai4+ay=0, a>0. (1.1)
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Although second grade fluids are mathematically more treatable, dealing with several
non-Newtonian fluids, the rheologists have not confirmed these restrictions (1.1), thus
give the conclusion that the fluids that have been tested are not fluids of second grade
but are fluids that are characterized by a different constitutive structure, we refer to
[24] and references therein for more details. Following [24], in order to allow the
motion of the fluid to be compatible with thermodynamics, it should be imposed that

V=0, a1 20, |ar+a|=y24v6, f1=pH=0.p==0. (12

Consequently, the velocity field q satisfies the incompressible third-grade fluid equa-
tions

d
3 (z(@) — vAG+ (- V)z(@) + > 2(@) Vo/ — (@1 + e2)div(A(a))%)
j=1
—BdivITr(A(@A@)A@] = —VP +g,
div g =0,
2(q) :=q — a1Aq,
A@) == Vq+ V',

(1.3)

where the viscosity v and the material moduli o, ap, B verify (1.2), P denotes the
pressure and g denotes an external force. Notice that if oy = a» = 0 and =0, we
recover the Navier-Stokes equations (NSE). From a mathematical point of view, fluids
of grade n constitute an hierarchy of fluids with increasing complexity and more
nonlinear terms, then compared with Newtonian (grade 1) or second-grade fluids,
third-grade fluids are more complex and require more involved analysis.

Our aim in this work is to study system (1.3) with a subset of physical conditions
(1.2), namely

V>0, a1 =0, ;=0 o<y, f1=p=0,=>0 (14

in the presence of time-dependent deterministic external force g and the Dirichlet
boundary condition, namely, the equations read

ad
ST VA + @ V) — adiv(A@)?) — Bdiv(A@[*A@) = g — VP:

at
div g = 0.
(1.5)

1.2. Literature and scope of the article

First, we review some early research on the system (1.3) with «; > 0. The authors
of [1] demonstrated that the system (1.3) on bounded domains with the Dirichlet
boundary condition has a local (in time) solution in H3($2) (see [47] as well). The
global (in time) existence in R?, d € {2, 3} for H?-valued solution and uniqueness
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in R? were later demonstrated by the authors in [6]. Keep in mind that the H?-valued
solution’s uniqueness result in 3D is still up for debate. Using a Navier-slip boundary
condition, the authors of [7] examined system (1.3) and showed that a global (in time)
solution for initial conditions exists in H2(R%), d € {2, 3}. They also demonstrated
that uniqueness is true in 2D. We point out that it is challenging to obtain the existence
of a solution with less regular initial data due to the complicated nonlinearities in (1.3),
and that an extra constraint on the parameters o, a2, 8, and v is required to provide
any results. Indeed, the author in [41] showed that, under certain additional parameter
restrictions, there is a global weak solution for (1.3) in R?, d € {2, 3}. This allows
the use of monotonicity techniques when the initial data only belong to H' (R¢) and
a1 > 0 (see [8] for the stationary case). The author also proved the validity of the
energy equality and a weak-strong uniqueness conclusion.

Now, let us focus on the literature related to system (1.5) (thatis, (1.3) with oy = 0).
Firstly, we draw the reader’s attention to the groundbreaking work [36], where the
author introduced a new system for incompressible viscous fluids with the viscosity
depending on the velocity gradient. This in fact has similar nonlinear terms as system
(1.5). In [27], the authors proved the global well-posedness to system (1.5) in R3 with
divergence-free initial data belonging to L?(R?) using a monotonicity method and
some extra restriction on the parameters v, o and 8. We refer readers to the works
[31,41,56-58], etc., for the analysis of system (1.5).

There are two main aims of this article. The first objective of this article is to show
the existence of a unique weak solution (in the sense of Definition 2.1) satisfying
energy equality to system (1.5) with the Dirichlet boundary condition on any general
domain Q@ € R? (d € {2, 3}). The other objective of this article is to investigate
the large-time behavior, that is, the existence of a unique GPA for system (1.5) by
making use of the abstract theory introduced in [11]. We remark that to the best of
authors’ knowledge, the large-time behavior of the solutions to system (1.5) has not
been investigated in unbounded domains till the date. For bounded domains and torus,
we refer readers to the works [12,16,17,19], etc. The theories and applications of
global/pullback/exponential/trajectory attractors of deterministic dynamical systems
can be referred to some well-known books by Temam [50], Robinson [45], Chepyzhov
and Vishik [13] and many others.

Let us now state our main results whose proofs follow from Theorems 3.1, 5.7 and
6.11, respectively. Note that we impose some assumptions on g to obtain the following
results which are given in subsequent sections.

Theorem 1.1. There exists a unique weak solution (in the sense of Definition 2.1) to
system (1.5) satisfying the energy equality for any general domain Q@ C R? (which
may be bounded or unbounded).

Theorem 1.2. There exists a unique GPA for continuous cocycle associated with
system (1.5) on bounded domains Q C R4,

Theorem 1.3. There exists a unique GPA for continuous cocycle associated with
system (1.5) on unbounded Poincaré domains Q C RY (see Hypothesis 6.1).
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Remark 1.1. We remark that a bounded domain is also a Poincaré domain. The reason
to consider bounded and unbounded domains separately (see Theorems 1.2 and 1.3,
respectively) is the following: We require external forcing g € leoc R; L*(Q)) to
prove the existence of unique GPA (Theorem 1.3); however, in bounded domains, we

are able to prove the existence of unique GPA (Theorem 1.2) with external forcing

4
ge L (R;H-1(Q) + L] (R; W13 ()) instead of LY (R; L?()).

loc

1.3. Difficulties and approaches

The existence and uniqueness of weak solutions to system (1.5) on R? were demon-
strated by the authors in [27], which is insufficient for our objectives. One has to estab-
lish a continuous cocycle associated with system (1.5) (see Sect. 4) in order to analyze
the global pullback attractors (see [11]). This requires that the solution to system (1.5)
be unique and continuous in time. Therefore, we demonstrate that the weak solutions
satisfy the energy equality (see Theorem 3.1), which provides the continuity of the
solution in time. Next, we demonstrate that the weak solutions are unique. In this work,
we use an approach given by [39] (see [23] also) based on monotonicity argument,
known as Minty—Browder technique, to obtain the existence of weak solutions. Since
the approach given in [39] does not require any compactness argument, we obtain the
existence of weak solutions to system (1.5) in bounded as well as unbounded domains.
We also mention that the energy equality satisfied by the solution is not immediate
for the solution to system (1.5), therefore we provide an explicit proof to the energy
equality. For this purpose, we first define a compact operator using the idea of the
work [5, Subsection 2.3] (see Subsection 2.4). Finally, by enhancing the idea of the
works [2,22,33] and using the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the above compact
operator, we show that the solutions to system (1.5) satisfies the energy equality (see
Step II of the proof of Theorem 3.1).

Second, we are interested in the large-time behavior of solutions, specifically whether
system (1.5) has a unique GPA. Studying the long-time behavior of third-grade fluid
equations on the whole domain R? is a difficult problem, much like the case of NSE.
However, such analyses may be performed on bounded or unbounded Poincaré do-
mains (Hypothesis 6.1); for example, see [4,10,30,46,54], etc. In this study, we show
that system (1.5) has a unique GPA by using the abstract theory put out in [11]. To
apply the abstract theory, we first demonstrate that a continuous cocycle W is generated
by system (1.5). Following that, we must demonstrate that W is pullback asymptoti-
cally compact and possesses a pullback absorbing set. Using the energy estimates,
we demonstrate the existence of an absorbing set. Pullback asymptotic compact-
ness of W is obtained on bounded domains using the compact Sobolev embedding
H! () << L%(Q). Note that unlike the Navier—Stokes equations (see [4,11,46]),
convective Brinkman-Forchheimer equations (see [32,33]), etc., we are not able to
show that the solutions of third-grade fluids equations (1.5) satisfy the weak conti-
nuity property with respect to the initial data. Due to this reason, we are not able to
use the energy equality method (due to Ball [3]) to obtain the pullback asymptotic
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compactness of W on unbounded domains. Therefore, for unbounded domains, we
explore the uniform-tail estimate method (due to Wang [53]) to prove the pullback
asymptotic compactness of ¥ (Lemma 6.9).

Remark 1.2. As we have already mentioned that, in the context of attractor when 2
is a bounded domains, we have considered the forcing term in some distributional
spaces (see Hypothesis 5.1). But for unbounded domain case, we need to restrict the
forcing term to be in a regular space (see Hypotheses 6.2 and 6.3). If one proves the
weak continuity of the solutions with respect to the initial data of the third-grade fluids
equation, it will be possible to work with the same regularity as in bounded domain
via energy equality method (see the works [11,32], etc., for Navier—Stokes equations
and related models). Unfortunately, we are not able to prove the weak continuity of the
solutions of third-grade fluids equations with respect to the initial data, so the method
of energy equality is not applied.

Essentially unlike the parabolic or hyperbolic equations as considered in [9,37,53,
55], etc., the fluid equations like (1.5) contain the pressure term P. When we derive
these uniform tail-estimates, the pressure term P cannot be simply treated by the
divergence theorem (does not vanish). However, by taking the divergence in (1.5) and
using the incompressibility condition, we get the rigorous expression of the pressure
term

P=(A)7'V V- @@l +a-)'v [V [a@)?]]
+ B0V [V [IA@PA@] ] - a7 V-l

Then it is possible to derive uniform-tail estimates by estimating all nonlinear terms
in system (1.5) and pressure P carefully, see Lemma 6.8. As a result of uniform-tail
estimates, the pullback asymptotic compactness of ¥ on unbounded domains follows
(see Lemma 6.9).

1.4. Organization of the article

The organization of this article is as follows: In the next section, we provide neces-
sary function spaces, some important inequalities, linear and nonlinear operators with
their properties for abstract formulation to system (1.5) and further analysis, abstract
formulation to system (1.5) and a compact operator for demonstrating the energy
equality satisfied by the solution to system (1.5). In Sect. 3, we prove our first main
result, that is, the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions to system (1.5) which
satisfy energy equality, Theorem 3.1. In Sect. 4, we show that system (1.5) generates
a continuous cocycle/non-autonomous dynamical system W. We consider 2 C R?,
d € {2, 3} as abounded domain in Section 5 and prove the existence of a unique GPA
for W using compact Sobolev embedding, Theorem 5.7. In final section, we consider
Q ¢ R? as an unbounded Poincaré domain (see Hypothesis 6.1). First, we provide
the uniform energy estimates satisfied by the solutions to system (1.5) (see Lemma
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6.5) which helps us to prove the existence of pullback absorbing set for W. Next, we
show that the solutions to system (1.5) satisfy the uniform-tail estimates, see Lemma
6.8. Then, making use of the continuity property of solution with respect to initial data
(Lemma 4.1) and the uniform-tail estimates (Lemma 6.8), we prove that W is pullback
asymptotically compact (see Lemma 6.9) which helps us to prove the existence of a
unique GPA for W, see Theorem 6.11.

2. Mathematical formulation and preliminary results

The goal of this work is to study the well-posedness and large-time behavior of the
solutions of a class of third-grade fluids. For d € {2, 3}, let the fluid fill open connected
domain  C R? (which may be bounded or unbounded) with C2—boundary 02 and,
for any given t € R, its dynamics is governed by the following equations

z—j =g— VP+VAq— (q- V)q+adiv((A(q)?)
+ Bdiv(|A () *A(q)) in Q x (z, 00),
divg=0 inQx[r,00), @D
q=20 on a2 X [t, 00),
q(x, 7) = q: (x) in ,

where q is the velocity of the fluid, P is the pressure, and g corresponds to the external
force. The operator A is defined by A(q) := Vq + (Vq). In addition, v denotes the
viscosity of the fluid and «, B are material moduli. Note that for 2 = Rd, one needs
to replace boundary condition in (2.1)3 with |q| — 0 as |x| — oo (decay at infinity).

2.1. Notations and the functional setting

Let T > 0, for a Banach space E, we define
(E)k ={(f1,--. fi): fieE, I=1,--- k} for positive integer k.

The unknowns in system (2.1) are the velocity and the scalar pressure fields, g is a
given external forcing (we are considering time-dependent):

q:Qx[r,oo)—>Rd, P:Q x[r,00) > R, g:Qx[r,oo)—>Rd
@0 = (g DYy, (6D = Pan, () e gl Dl
Let m € N* := NU{oo}and 1 < p < oo, we denote by WP (Q2) (resp.
WP (Q)) the standard Sobolev space of matrix/vector-valued (resp. scalar-valued)

functions whose weak derivative up to order m belong to the Lebesgue space L7 (2)
(resp. L”(2)) and set H" (Q) = W"2(Q) and HY(Q) = L2(Q).
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Let us introduce the following spaces:

V:={g e (C(Q) : div(q) =0},
H := The closure of V in L2(2)
={qel?(Q): div(j) =0in 2 and q-n =0ond},
V := The closure of V in H'(Q) = {q € H}(R) : div(q) = 0in Q},
Vs := the closure of V in the Sobolev space H*(2), fors > 1.

Now, we recall the Leray—Helmholtz projector P : L?(2) — H, which is a linear
bounded operator characterized by the following LL>-orthogonal decomposition q =
Pq+ Vo, ¢ € HY(Q), (cf. [49]).

Next, let us introduce the scalar product between two matrices A : B = Tr(ABT)
and denote |A|> := A : A. The divergence of a matrix A € Myxq(E) is given by

d
(diV(A),-)fj = (Z 0ja; j)fjl. The space H is endowed with the L2-inner product

j=1
(-, -) and the associated norm || - ||2. We recall that

d
(p,q) = Z/Qpiqidx, forall p, g € L?(Q)
i=1

and
(A, B) = / A : Bdx; forall A, B € Myxa(L*(Q)).
Q
On the functional space V, we will consider the following inner product

B, Pv = (p, 9 + (Vp, Va),

and denote by ||- ||y the corresponding norm. The usual norms on the classical Lebesgue
and Sobolev spaces L”(€2) (resp. L”(£2)) and W™ P () (resp. W™ P(2)) will be

denoted by || - ||, and || - [[wm.p (resp. || - [[wm.r), respectively. In addition, given a
Banach space E, we will denote by E’ its dual.
Let us introduce the following Banach space (X, || - |x)
X=Wo@ NV, with | llx =" llya+1l-lIv.

Indeed, we recall that W(l)’4(§2) endowed with || - ||yy1.4-norm is a Banach space, where

lulld, e = /Q u(o)[*dx + /Q |Vu(x)[*dx.

We denote by (-, -) the duality pairing between X’ and X.

Let us recall an embedding result from [34, Subsection 2.4].
Lemma 2.1. For p > d, there exists a constant C = C(p) > 0 such that for all
ue Wy’ (Q)

[ulloo = Cs3lIVullp.
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Remark 2.1. Let us provide some inequalities which will be useful in the sequel.

(i) The well-known Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality [40, Theorem 1] gives (for
d=2,3)

4 4
lalls < Cllall3™ IValli™. q € LA N Wit <). 2.2)

(i) A Korn-type inequality (see [18, Theorem 2 (ii)] and [35, Theorem 4, p.90])
gives that there exists a constant Cg > 0 such that

IVulla < CxllA@],  forall ue Wy*(Q). 23)

For the sake of simplicity, we do not distinguish between scalar, vector or matrix-
valued notations when it is clear from the context. In particular, || - ||g should be
understood as follows

o Iflz = Ifill + -+l fallg forany f = (fi.--- . fa) € (E).
d
o IfIE =Y Ifijlg forany f € Myxa(E).
i,j=1
Throughout the article, we denote by C generic constant, which may vary from line
to line.

2.2. Linear and nonlinear operators

Let us define linear operator by
Agq = —PAq, q € D(A) := VNH*(Q).
Remember that the operator A is a non-negative, self-adjoint operator in H and
(Ag, q) = llqli§, forall g€V, sothat [Adqlv < llgllv. 2.4

Next, we define the trilinear form b(-, -, ) : Vx V x V — R by

9g;(x)
axi

d
b(p.q.w =/Q(P(X)-V)q(X) undr = Y /Qpi(X)

ij=1

uj(x)dx.

If p, g are such that the linear map b(p, g, -) is continuous on V, the corresponding
element of V' is denoted by B (p, q). We represent B(q) = B(q, q) = P(q- V)q. Using
an integration by parts, it is immediate that

b(p,q,q9) =0, forall p,qeV,
(2.5

b(p,q,u) = —b(p,u,q), forall p,q,ueV.

For p, q € V, we have
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(B(p) — B(a),u) =b(p,p—q,w) +b(p —q,q,u)
< [IIpl4lV (e = ll2 + lIp — qllal Vall2]llulla, (2.6)

for all p, g, u € V. Thus the operator B(-) : V — V' is locally Lipschitz.
Let us now define the operator J(q) := —Pdiv(A(q)A(q)). Note that for q € X, we
have

3@l < Cllalz
and hence the map J(-) : X — X', For p, q € X, we have
() — (@), u) / [Alp — DAK) + A@WAP — D] - Aw)dx

< ClIAM Il + IA@ 4] AP — D 4l AW 12, 2.7

for all p, g, u € X. Thus the operator J(-) : X — X' is locally Lipschitz.
Finally, we define the operator K(q) := —Pdiv(lA(q)|2A(q)). It is immediate that

1
(K(@. a) = SIA@I3.
Note that for q € X, we have

1K@l < Clallx,

and hence the map X(-) : X — X'. For p, q € X, we have
(Kp) — K@), w) f [Ah —a) : Alp) + A@) : AP — DIAD) : A(wdx

+3 /Q IA@PA®P —a) : Awdx
< ClIAMIZ + IA@IZTIAG = a4l A4, (2.8)
for all p, g, u € X. Thus the operator X(-) : X — X' is locally Lipschitz.
Lemma 2.2. Foregg:=1— \/2‘7 € (0, 1), the operator 4 : X — X' given by
G():=vA-+B()+ad() + BK() (2.9)
satisfies

Cs3Ck)?
@ @) — D@, a1 — a2) + %nqu)ninql gl
= A - i + 50 / A@1() — @) PIA@ ) + JA@0)D)dx

> A - a3+ 1A - )1 2 0 (2.10)

forany q1, q2 € X.
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Proof. Firstly, note that g = 1 — ./ ;‘Tzv implies 4v(‘l"i = = 4 (1550). We know that

(vAq — vAq2, q1 — >=—||A(q1 a@)113. 2.11)

Now, using (2.5), Holder’s inequality, Lemma 2.1, (2.3) and Young’s inequality, we
estimate

[{(B(q1) — B(g2), 91 — q2) | < |b(q1 — g2, 91 — q2, 92| + [b(q2, 41 — 92, 91 — 92)|
<2{lq1 — az2l21IV@ar — a2) 2192 lleo
< Cs3Ckllar — azll2llACq1 — a2)1211A(q2) ll4

(Cs,3C1<)2
AL — a2)13 + THA(qz)ninql —ql3

< e
4
which implies

(Cs.3Ck)?

(B(a1) — B(@2), a1 — 92) = ——2 A1 — a3 — 23K a3 lar — 203
4 VEQ
(2.12)
From [27, Equation (2.21)], we have
v(l —¢
@ a0 — 3@, a1 — a1 = " ja@ - )13
2
b / G — ) PIA@DI + @) P)dx
v(l —e0) Jo
v(l —¢
< " A - a3
(1 £0)
Sl ) f IAG1 — q2)P(A@D 1 + [A(q2)1P)dx,
which implies
(1 — &) > Bl —e)

a{d(@) —Jd@2), 91 —q2) = — A —a2) 15

2 2
/Q IA(q1 — a2) P (A @D > + |A(q2)P)dx.

Now, from [27, Equation (2.13)], we have

B (K () — K(q2), 91 — q2)

_ g /Q (A@) - |A<q2>|2>2dx+§ /Q A1 — a)PUA@D P + JA@)P)dx.

In view of (2.11) and (2.12), we obtain (2.10). This completes the proof. O

Lemma 2.3. The operator 4 : X — X' is demicontinuous.
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Proof. Let us take a sequence ¢, — ¢ in X, thatis, ||q, — qllx = lldn — qllv + ldn —
qllyy14 — 0 asn — oo. For any ¥ € X, we consider

(G (an) =G (@), ¥) = v{Ady — Ag, ¥) + (B(an) — B(a), ¥) + a(d(qn) — (@), ¥)
+ B(K(@@n) — X(q), ¥). (2.13)

Next, we take (Agq, — Agq, ¥) from (2.13) and estimate as follows:

{Aqy — Aq, ) = [(V(@n — @), V)| < ldn — qllvli¥llv — 0, as n — oo,
(2.14)

since ¢, — ¢ in V. We estimate the term (B(q,) — B(q), ¥) from (2.13) using (2.5),
Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.1 as
(B (@) — B, ¥)l
<1b@ = V. dn — D+ 6@ —q. ¥, DI+ [6(q, ¥, dn — )]
= llan — all2llgn — allool¥ lv + llan — all2llallcc 1Y v + 9. — all2ldllcc ¥ Iy
< Cllan — qll2llan — allwr4 1V llv + lldn — qll2llqllwral1¥ v

+ ldn — all2llgllwrs ¥ llv
— 0, as n — oo, (2.15)

since q, — ¢ in X. We estimate the term «(J(q,) — J(q), ¥) from (2.13) using
Holder’s inequality as
@ (@@n) — 3@, ¥)| = lall(A*(@,) — A%(@), Vi)
< || (A (dn — q), V)| + el (A gy — DA, V)|
+ la[[{A@)A@ — q), V)|

< lellldn — allgyall¥ v + lellan — allwralalwa ¥ v

+ lelllgn — allwrallallwrall¥llv — 0, as n — oo,
(2.16)

since q, — qin WH4(€2). We estimate the term (X (q,) — X(q), ¥) from (2.13) using
Holder’s inequality as
1B(K(@n) — K(@). ¥)]
= BI{A@D)I*A®n) — |A@[A), VI)|
< BlIAG@, — DI*A®, — 9). V)| + BlIA@. — 9)1*A). V)|
+ 2B1([A(@ — @) : A@]A®@, — 9). V)| + 2B8[([AG, — @) : A(@)]A(), V)]
+ BIA@I* A, — 9). VY|
< Blidn — allgrall¥ s + 3Blan — allfyrallalla |9 .+
+3B11an — allwralalGya |9 s
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— 0, as n — o0, (2.17)

since q, — qin WH4(Q).

From the above convergences, it is immediate that (¢ (q,) — ¥ (q), ¥) — 0, for all
¥ € X. Hence the operator 4 : X — X’ is demicontinuous, which implies that the
operator ¢ (-) is hemicontinuous also. O

2.3. Abstract formulation and weak solution

Let us write the abstract formulation to system (2.1) by taking the projection P as:

d
Ccll(z_t) +vAq() + B(a®) +ad(@®) + pX () =Pg(t), ¢ € (r, 00),
q(f) = € H,
(2.18)
4
3

where g € L2 (R; H-'(Q)) + L}

loc loc

(R; W‘l’%(Q)), that is, we can write g = g1 + g2

4
such that g; € L2 (R; H-Y(Q)) and g €L} (R; W’l'%(Q)). Let us now provide

loc loc
the notion of weak solution to system (2.18).

Definition 2.1. A function q(-) := q(-; 7, q;) is called a weak solution to system (2.1)
on time interval [7, 00), if

q € Cy([r, 00); H) N L2 (7, 00; V) N Lk (7, 00; Wy (2)),

loc

dq L2 . V/ L%
a € loc(r’ oo; V') + loc

(z, 00; W13 (@),
! and it satisfies
(1) forany ¢ € X,

d
< ?1(:)’1”>=‘<”Aq(f)+93(q(t))+a3(q(t))+ﬁ9<(q(t))—g, V), (219

forae.t € [, 00);
(i1) the initial data:
q(r) =g, in H.

2.4. A compact operator
We follow [5, Subsection 2.3] for the contents of this section. Consider the natural

embedding j : V < H and its adjoint j* : H < V. Since the range of j is dense in
H, the map j* is one-to-one. Let us define

ICw([r, 00); H) denotes the space of functions q : [t, c0) — H, which are weakly continuous.
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D(A) := j*(H) C V,
Ag:=(j9 7', qe D). (2.20)

Note that for all g € D(A) and g € V

(Ap, Pu = (p, Pv.

Let us assume that s > 2. It is clear that V is dense in V and the embedding j; :
Vs < V is continuous. Then, there exists a Hilbert space U (cf. [29], [5, Lemma
C.1]) such that U C Vg, U is dense in V and

the natural embedding ¢; : U < V; is compact.
It implies that

U Vi Vo HEH < Ve Vi U.

ls Js J J Js Ls

Consider the composition
t:=jojsots:U—->H

and its adjoint
¥ ;:(jojSoLX)*:L:foj:oj*:H—)U.

We have that ¢ is compact and since its range is dense in H, ¢* : H — U is one-one.
Let us define

D(L) :=*(H) C U,
Lq:=(*""q, qeDX). (2.21)

Also we have that £ : D(L) — H is onto, D(L) is dense in H and
(Lg, wu = (g, Wy, qeD®), uel.
Furthermore, for q € D(L),
La=HT"a=0GD" o o Ta=A00GH o),

where A is defined in (2.20). Since the operator L is self-adjoint and £~! is compact,
there exists an orthonormal basis {e; }; <y of H such that

Le; = nje;, ieN, (2.22)

that is, {e;} are the eigenfunctions and {u;} are the corresponding eigenvalues of
operator L. Note thate; € U, i € N, because D(L) C U.
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Let us fix m € N and let P,, be the operator from U’ to span{ey, ..., e,} =: H,
defined by
m
Pua* =Y (0% e)uxvei. gt eU. (223)

i=1

‘We will consider the restriction of operator P, to the space H denoted still by the same.
In particular, we have H <> U’, that is, every element q € H induces a functional
q* € U by

(@, puxv:=(@.p), pel. (2.24)

Thus the restriction of P,, to H is given by
m
Pug:= (d.e)e;. qel (2.25)
i=1
Hence, in particular, P, is the orthogonal projection from H onto H,,.

3. Existence of global weak solutions satisfying energy equality and uniqueness

In this section, we establish the existence of unique global weak solution (in the
sense of Definition 2.1) to system (2.1) which satisfies energy equality. Due to (1.4),
we can define

052

gi=1——. 3.1

0 2P 3.1

Next theorem is the main result of this section which provides the existence and
uniqueness of global weak solutions to system (2.1) satisfying energy equality.

4

Theorem 3.1. Let (1.4) hold. For q; € Hand g € L} (R; H™'(Q)) + L} (R;

W‘l’%(Q)) (that is, we can write g = g1 + g2 such that g; € L} _(R; H™(Q)) and

4
g2 € LI*Z)C(]R; W‘l'%(Q))), there exists a unique weak solution q(-) := q(-; T, q;) to
system (2.1) in the sense of Definition 2.1 which satisfies the following energy equality:

t t t
la@12 + v / 1A@(s)) 12ds + B / 1A [4ds + 2 / (3(a(s)). a(s))ds
t
= qell3 42 / (a(s), q(s))ds, (32)
forallt € [t, 00). Consequently, q € C([t, 00); H) (cf. [25]).

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Letus fix T > 0. Note that it is enough to prove the result on
the interval [t, T 4 T']. The proof is divided into the following four steps.



71 Page 16 of 46 K. KINRA AND F. CIPRIANO J. Evol. Equ.

Step L. Finite-dimensional approximation and weak limits. Let us consider the follow-
ing approximate equation for system (2.18) on the finite-dimensional space H,, (see
Sect. 2.4):

d n
th(t) = —vAq" (1) — Bp(q" (1) — adn(q" (1)) — BIK,u (4" (1)) + 8, (1),
qn(r) = an7

(3.3)

where A, q" = P, Aq", Bu(q") = P,B(q"), dn(a") = P,d(@"), Kn(q") = P,K(q"),
gn = Py[Pg] and q,, = P,[q:]. Since A, - +B,(-) + ad,(-) + BK, (") is locally
Lipschitz (see (2.4), (2.6), (2.7) and (2.8)), system (3.3) has a unique local solution
q" € C([r, T*]; H,), for some T < T* < t + T. The following a priori estimates
show that the time 7™ can be extended to time t 4 7. Taking the inner product with
q" (+) to the first equation of (3.3), we obtain

d v
55m%m6=—ymm%mﬁ—§wwwmwi

+ % /Q(A(q”(l‘)))2 : A(q"(t))dx + (g(0), C[n(l)> (3.4)

Next, using the Holder’s inequality, (1.4) and Young’s inequality, we estimate the
terms of the right hand side of (3.4) as

‘/wmﬂMMM<—meMWMW<—Mmmwmm

v(l —&p) 2 a? 4
< 7 A n - A n
< 2 lA(q )||2+4 1 )II @l
v(l — ¢&p) n (1 —¢o0)
< TIIA(CI I3 + PO —c0) 2 — A"l (3.5)
and
l(g. q")| = [(g1 + g2, 9]
< llgilg-1lg"lv + llg2ll _ljllq llyy1.4

VEQ
< Cligillf +—|Iq”IIV+C||92II o d e +1Vatila)

< Cllgi Il + 20 |Iq I3+ —IIVq ||2+C||92|| 14

i

(I1AGq" )||4+d IIC| |I4+d + IA@")114)

3 Beo
< Cllgi I3 + 20 IIq I3 + —IIA(q )3 +CII92||§ML% TIIA(q )

4(44d) 16

+C||92II o IIq 1

Beo
< Cllgillz- + 20 |Iq I3 + —IIA(CI I3 +C||92||;v ot —IIA(CI )i
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4
+Cllgall? 4+ DA"I3+ D

Beo

VEQ
< TIIA(CI I3 + —IIA(CI G+ C(”QIHH 1+ g2l +1)

4
3
w3
Felal’ .+ DI

W3

Combining (3.4)—(3.6), we deduce

d
Sha @i+ 2 (1+ D) 1a@ o+ Sliaar o

4
3

< Clai Ol + ||92(t)||

% [SEN

g DA+ Clga®)] gt Dlg" 0113,

which gives forall t € [t, 7 4 T]
v &
la" 13+ (1+5) / IAG @)IZds + 2 / JAG" () 3ds
2 2/ J:

t
<" @13 + C/ [ug](s)uﬁ_. +llgas) Ll

T W3
4
3

U@l o+ 1>||q"(s>||%}ds-

(3.6)

3.7)

3.8)

Hence, an application of Gronwall’s inequality and the fact that ||q" (7) |2 < [|q(7)|l2,
g1 € L2(z, 7+ T; H 1(Q)) and g € L%(T, T+ T; W’l’%(Q)), we have from (3.8)

that

{q" }nen is a bounded sequence in L™ (z, T + T; H) N L2(T, T+ T;V)
NL*(t, T + T; Wh4(Q)).

3.9)

For any arbitrary element ¥ € L?*(t,7 + T;V) N L4z, v + T; W'*(Q)), using

Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.1, we have from (3.3) that

/I+T<dq (1) v )>dl

+T
< / [v |(Va" (1), Pa VY ()| + |b(a" (1), Pa¥ (1), 4" ()] + [{g, Pu¥ (1))] ]dz
T

+T T
+ || / /Q IAQ" (1)) P[Py VY (1)|dxdr + B /0 /Q IA(G" (1)) [Py V¥ (1) |dxdr
T

< C|:||qn||L2(f,f+T;V) + Ilg" L4, r41;w14) + ||9||L2

X |:||’l’”Lz(r,r+T;\\/)ﬂL4(r,r+T;le4):|’

which implies that the sequences

4 4
(r,7+T;H-1)+L3 (r,r+T;W_]‘3)]

n 4 4
{ddi,}neN and {Z(q")},eN are bounded in L2(t,t+T;V)+L3(zr, 7+ T; w-l3 (),

(3.10)
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where ¢(-) given by (2.9). Using (3.9), (3.10) and the Banach—Alaoglu theorem, we
infer the existence of an element q € L (z, t + T; H)N L2(z, t+T; V)NL*(z, T +
T; W“‘(Q)) with i—? S Lz(t, t+T;V) +L%(‘C, T+ T; W’l’%(Q)) and an element
Goel?(t,t+T:;V)+ L%(r, t+T; W‘l'%(Q)) such that

q" —q in  L®(r,t+T;H), (3.11)
¢ =q  in LXrt+T:V), (3.12)
¢ Lq  in LYoo+ T WHQ)), (3.13)
dq" w d
T o8 R4 T: V) +Lim e+ T:Whi@), 314

dt dt
AC) ﬁ% in Lz(r, T+ T:V)+ L%(r, T4+ T; W‘L%(Q)), (3.15)

along a subsequence (still denoted by the same symbol). Note that g, — Pg in
L2z, 7+ T; H Y(Q)) + L% (t,t+T,; W_l*%(Q)). Therefore, on passing to limit as
n — oo in (3.3), the limit q(-) satisfies:

S % +Pg, (3.16)
in the sense of distribution. Note that the embedding of H C V’ is continuous and
q € L®(z,t + T; H) implies g € L®(t,t + T; V' + W’]’%(Q)). Thus, we get
q, ?j—? € L%(r, T+ T;V + W_l’%(Q)) and then invoking [21, Theorem 2, Section
5.9.2], it is immediate that ¢ € C([t, T + T]; V' + W’]’%(Q)). Since H is reflexive,
using [14, Proposition 1.7.1], we obtain q € Cy([t, T + T]; H) and the map ¢ —
llq(?)]l2 is bounded. Thus the condition (ii) in the Definition (2.1) makes sense.

Step I1. Energy equality satisfied by q(-). Let us first note that, from [13, Chapter II,
Theorem 1.8], q € L2(t, 7 + T; V) N L4z, t + T; W*()) and ‘}j—‘j e L%(t, 1 +
T, V’)—i—L%(r, T+T, W’l’%(Q)) imply q € C([t, +T1]; H), the real-valued function
t— |lq() ||% is absolutely continuous and the following equality is satisfied:
i||q(t)||% = 2<M q(t)>, forae.t e[r, v+ T]. (3.17)
dr dr
The proof of Theorem 1.8 in [13, Chapter II] requires a regularization technique which
is not explicitly provided in [13]. Therefore we are not using Theorem 1.8 from [13,
Chapter II] directly. We provide a sketch of proof of the energy equality (3.17) explic-
itly. We also mention that the similar process has been adopted to prove the energy
equality for the solution of convective Brinkman-Forchheimer equations in periodic
domains, bounded domains and unbounded domains in [2,22,26,33], respectively.
Since we are working on unbounded domains, we discuss the sketch of the idea used
in [33], that is, we use the eigenfunctions of operator L (cf. (2.21) and (2.22)) to obtain
a sequence which approximates q(-). Set

An (1) :=Pryma() = D e M/™(q(t). ej)urxue;- (3.18)

i <l’i’l2
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Since, for s > 2, {ej}jen C D(L) C V;, C VN W4(€), one can obtain (cf.
[2,22,33))

||qm - q”L2('r,T+T;V)QL4(T,T+T;WI*4(Q)) — 0 as m — oo. (319)

Now, we define V7 := {¢ € C5°(Q x [t,7+T)) : V-¢(x, t) = 0}. Observe that, for
each ¢ € V7, ¢(-, T + T) = 0 and V7 is dense in LP (7, T + T; H'(Q) N WH4(Q))
(cf. [25, Lemmas 2.5, 2.6]). For some t > t,q € L?(r,t + T;X), 1 < p < oo and
T<h+4+71t<1t+4+T—1tandh < t, the mollifier g5 (in the sense of Friederichs) of g
is defined by

+T
qn(s) == (g% ju)(s) = / Liz,njn(s — £)q(£)de,

where jj, (+) is an infinite times differentiable function having supportin (—#, k), which
is even and positive, such that _t;o Jjn(©)d¢ = 1. In view of [25, Lemma 2.5], we
have that for q € LP(r, 7+ T; X) with 1 < p < o0, g5, € Ck([r, T 4+ T']; X) for all
k> 0and

lim |lq, — qllLez,c4+7;%) = 0. (3.20)
h—0

Furthermore, if {q,, }men C L?(z, T 4+ T'; X) converges to ¢ in the norm of L? (z, 7 +
T; X), then

lim ”(qm)h - qh||L1’(r,r+T;X) =0. (32])
m-—00
In particular, form (3.21) and (3.19), we have
Jim [(@m)n = anllL2 @ edmivnLt e rswi4) = 0. (3:22)

We write the weak solution of (2.18) as

19y pee)ac =0 3.23
g E+ 0 — gv¢ C_’ ()

forallt < v+ T and ¢ € Vr. Choosing ¢ = (qmm)n =: qm.p in (3.23), where (-); is

the mollification operator discussed above, fort <t < 7 + T, we get

t dq
/ a +% —Pg, qu.n)d¢ =0. (3.24)

Using (3.21), we obtain
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(49 4 g —p
C\ar <0 9, 9m,hn — 9n

d
< j' % — Pg

4 4
L2(1,04+T;V)+L3 (r,04+T; W 13)
ldm.n — anllL2 e+ v)nL4 e T4y = 0.

Hence, passing limit m — oo in (3.24), we obtain

t dq
/ a + % — Pg, q,)d¢ = 0. (3.25)

Using (3.20) and similar arguments as above, we find the following convergence also:

t t
lim [ (% —Pg. ) d = / (%o — P, q) d¢. (3.26)
—VJr T

An integration by parts results to

"1d Ll dygp
/ <dq,l1h>d§ = —/ < >d§ — (7). qn (7)) + (a(®), qn (1))

// ”1@ %) (@), a(s)) dsdg

— (q(o), qh(f)) + (), 9,.(1)) = — (4(0), qn (1)) + (4(1), qn (1))

Ll L @), at) = - 2 4 L1ao3
—5 @@, a(®) + 5 @), 9@) = =2 a@; + S la@]z.
(3.27)

as h — 0, where we have used the property of mollifiers and the fact that the kernel
Jn(+) in the definition of mollifier is even in (—#, k). From (3.25)—(3.27), we infer that
q(-) satisfies the energy equality, that is,

t
lac)ll + 2/ (%0 (s) — Pg(s), q(s)) ds = [lq(x) 3.

Hence, an application of Fundamental Theorem of Calculus gives

au )’ CI(I)> forae.t €[t,T+T].

(3.28)

IIUI(I)Ilz =2(%((1) —Pg().q(1) = 2<

Recalling that every weak solution of (3.16) is H-weakly continuous in time, all weak
solutions satisfy the energy equality (3.28) and so, all weak solutions of (3.16) belong
to C([z, T + T]; H) (cf. [14, Proposition 1.7.1] and see [25,26] also).

Step 1. Minty—Browder technique: From (3.28), for a measurable function n(z) > 0,
we have the following equality:

t
e D q)13 + 2 f 7219 (o (5) — Pg(s) + 11 (9)q(s), 4(s))ds = [la(o)13,
(3.29)
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for all t € [r, T + T]. Similar to (3.29), for system (3.3), we obtain the following
energy equality:

t
21D g" )13 + 2 / e 7219 (4 (q" (5)) — gn(s) + 7' ()q" (), 4" () ds = 14" (D13,
i (3.30)

for all t € [tr, T + T]. Remember that " (t) = P, q(t), and hence the initial value
q" (7) converges strongly in H, that is, we have

lim |lq"(z) — q(r)ll2 = 0. (3.3D)
n—oo
For any ¢ € L*®(t, t + T; H,;,) with m < n, we define
C<C 2 t
n(t) = M/ 1A (s))|3ds, forall f € [r, T + T1.
VEQ T
Using (2.10), we obtain

+T
/ 21D UG (Y (1)) — (" (0), ¥ () — 4" (O) + 1/ O @) — 4" (), (&) — 4" (1))}dr > 0.
‘ (3.32)

Making use of (3.30) in (3.32), we obtain
f o eGP (1) + 1/ OY @), Y (1) — " (1)) dt
/ e 210 (G (q" (1) + 0 ()" (1), ¥ (&) — " (1)) dr
_ / 20 (G (" (1)) + ' (D" (1), ¥ (D) dr
n ;[ “20(D) gz 4 T)|2 — ||q”<r>||%]
_ / T (g(0), q" (1)) . (3.33)
Taking limit infimum on both sides of (3.33), we deduce
/ "0 g 0) + 0 OF O, 0 — a0)dr
) /:w e 21O (Gy (1) + 0/ (D (), ¥ (1)) dr
+ ll1m1nf|: 21D g™ (r + T3 - ||q"(f)||%}

n—

+T
- / 210 (g(1), q(1)) dt
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+T
> / 210 (Go(1) + 1 (q(0), ¥ (1)) dt

1 +T
+§[e2"‘T>||q(r+T)||%—||q(r>||%}— f e 21D (g(1), q(1)) dr,  (3.34)

where we have used the weak lower semicontinuity property of the H-norm and the
strong convergence of the initial data (3.31) in the final inequality. Now, using the
equality (3.29) in (3.34), we further have

+T
/ e 21OUG W (1)) + 1 OP (@), ¥ (1) — q(t))dt
! +T
> f 7210 {4y (6) + 0’ (Da (o). Y () di
! +T
_ / =210 (g (1) + 0/ (Da(1), () dr

+T
> f e 21D (Gy (1) + ' (Oa®), ¥ (&) — q(t)) dr. (3.35)

Note that the estimate (3.35) holds true for any ¢ € L>(z, 7+; H,;), m € N, since
the inequality given in (3.35) is independent of both m and n. Using a density argu-
ment, one can show that the inequality (3.35) remains true for any ¥ € L*(z, v +
T:H) NL2(z,t + T; V) NL*(t, T + T; WH*()). In fact, for any ¥ € L®(z, 7t +
T:H)NLY(t, t + T; V)NL*(1, T + T; WH4()), there exists a strongly convergent
subsequence ¥, € L=(r,t + T; H) N Li(t,t+ T; V) NLA*t, v + T; W4 (Q)),
that satisfies the inequality (3.35).

Taking ¢y = g+ ru, r > 0, where u € L®(r,t + T; H) N Lz(r, t+T; V)N
L4(r, T+ T; W“‘(Q)), and substituting for ¥ in (3.35), we get

+T
/ e 1D (G (q(1) 4+ rut)) — Go(1) + rpu(r), rur)) dr > 0. (3.36)

Dividing the inequality (3.36) by r, using the hemicontinuity property of the operator
4 (-) (see Lemma 2.3), and then passing r — 0, we find

™+T
f e 2NG (q(1) — Do (1), u(@)) di = 0, (3.37)

forany u € L®(z, t + T; H) NL2(z, 1+ T: V)NL*(x, T + T; WH*(Q)). Therefore,
from (3.37), we deduce that 4(q(-)) = %(-). In addition, q(-) satisfies the energy
equality (3.2) for all t € [z, T + T] (see (3.28)).

Step IV. Uniqueness: Define § = q; — q2, where q; and 7 are two weak solutions to
system (2.18) in the sense of Definition 2.1. Then § € C([r, 7 + T]; H) N L2(z, 7 +
T:V)NL*z, v + T; WH4(Q)) and satisfies
d§ ()
—— = —[9(q1@®) —Y(q2(1))],
” [9(q1(2)) (q2(1))] (3.38)
§(@) =0,
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in the weak sense. Therefore, we have

d
Eallg(t)llg = —(9(@1(0) =9 @20)), 1) — 92(1))

(SK)2

————[A@ OIIFIFO3, (3.39)

for a.e. t € [t, T + T], where we have used (2.10). An application of the variation of
constants formula and the fact that §(t) = 0 give q{(t) = qa(t), forallt € [t, 7+ T
in H, which proves the uniqueness.

O

4. Non-autonomous dynamical system

In this section, we demonstrate the existence of global pullback attractor for non-
autonomous third-grade fluid equations on bounded as well as unbounded Poincaré
domains. In order to define the non-autonomous dynamical system associated with
(2.18), we consider a family of shift operators {v;},cr, for each ¢ € R, given by

Hht=t+1t, forall T eR. “4.1)
and defineamap ¥ : Ry x R x H — H by

W, 7,90) == q( +7; 7, q7). (4.2)
Since, q(-; 7, q7) is the unique solution to system (2.18), it implies that

Yt +s,7,q9.) =V(t, s+ 1, V(s, 1,q7)), teR, t,s>0 and q, € H.
4.3)

4.1. Continuous cocycle

In the next lemma, we show that the operator W(¢, 7, -) : H — H, for r > 0 and
T € R, is continuous.

Lemma 4.1. Ler (1. 4) hold. Let T > 0 be fixed, 4@ — q. in Hand g, — g in

loc(R H-'(Q)) + LIOC(R; W_l’%(Q)). Let us denote by q(-) := q(-; T, q¢) for the
solution to system (2.18) and by q,,(-) := q(-; T, q}) for the solution to system (2.18)
with q, g being replaced by q?, g,. Then

qn() = q() in C(t, T + T ) NL%(r, t + T; V) NLA(x, T + T; WH4(Q)).

Proof. Let us introduce u, (-) := ¢,(-) — q(-) and §,,(-) := g, (-) — g(-). It is easy to
see that u, (-) solves the following initial value problem:

du, B R
Fral [9(qn) — 9 (@] + PG, 44

u, (1) = q% — qq,
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inV + W‘l’% (£2). Taking the inner product with u,,(-) to the first equation of (4.4)
and using (2.10), we get

Ilun( )5 = ——IIA( un (D)3 — QIIA( un ()14

C A~
+ % IA@EIF 1 (O13 + (8 (1), un (1)), (4.5)

fora.e.t € [t, T 4+ T]. Similar to (3.6), we find for g, = g1, + 92.», 9 = g1 + g2 and
ﬁn = gl,n + ﬁZ,n

. Beo
[(@n, un)| < _”A(un)”z + —IIA(un)||4 +C | 81allZ + g2l

4(4+d) ] 4(4+d)

4

3
14

wol3

+llg2, n” T+ Cllga,n || o8, IIunllz (4.6)

Combining (4.5)—(4.6), we deduce

||un(t)||H + 7”A(un(l))”2 + @”A(un([))lu

sty
: C[”gl SO+ 182001 4+ 1924001 ]

C C 4(4+d)
[Muf\m(rmu + Cllgzn 11 ] lun (D113, 4.7

fora.e. t € [t, T + T]. Then by the classical Gronwall lemma, we arrive at

t
lun (1) 13 + vé‘ﬁ/ 1A, ())[15ds + —f 1A, (5)) [13ds

5 +T 4 4(4+d)
< [nun(r)nHw/ [uglnmnH 1RO+ g2 g}ds]
T
(C ’ C )2 +T +T 4(4+d)
xexp{% / IAG@()IRds + C / o2 s L @)
T T

for all t € [r,7 + T]. Since q} — g, in H, g, — g in leoc(R; H- Q) +
LiC(R; W13 (Q)) and A(q) € L4(z, 7+ T; L4()), by (4.8), we infer that g, (-) —
q(-) in

Clr,t+ T H)NL*(x, t + T: V) NL*, t + T; W*(Q))

as n — 00. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.1 shows that for all T € R, r > 0 the mapping W (¢, , -) defined in (4.2) is
continuous from H into itself. Therefore, the mapping W given by (4.2) is continuous
v-cocycle on H ([11]).
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4.2. A class of families of nonempty subsets of H

Let R be the set of all functions r : R — (0, +00) such that

lim e'Ir))? =0, forallc > 0, (4.9)
—>—00

and denote by D the class of all families D = (D) : t e R} C P(H) such
that D(r) C B(0, rp (1)), for some rp € R, where P(H) denotes the family of all
nonempty subsets of H and B0, r 5 (#)) denotes the closed ball in H centered at zero
with radius r (7).

5. Global pullback attractor: Bounded domains

In this section, we establish the existence of a unique global pullback attractor on
bounded domains. It is well known that for a bounded domain €2, the operator A is
invertible and its inverse A~! is bounded, self-adjoint and compact in H. Hence the
spectrum of A consists of an infinite sequence 0 < A1 < Ay < ... < Ax <..., with
Ak — oo as k — oo of eigenvalues, and there exists an orthogonal basis {wy}p2,
of H consisting of eigenfunctions of A such that Awy = Agwy, for all k € N. Since
q= Z?il(q, w;)wj, we have Aq = Zj‘;l Xj(q, wj)w;. Thus, it is immediate that

1Vall3 = (Aq, q) Zk |(a, w))? >A12|(q,wj)| =nlal3. G
j=1 Jj=1

for all g € V, which is known as Poincaré inequality. Throughout this subsection, we
assume that external forcing term g = g; + g» satisfies following hypothesis:

4
Hypothesis 5.1. Letg € leoc (R; H-1(Q)) + Lﬁ)C(R; W‘l*% (£2)) and satisfy the fol-
lowing condition:

0 N 4(4+d)
Jim e“/ eV Mg [||gl(s+t)||H l+||gz<é+z)|| iy ]ds < 400, forall ¢ > 0,
LN
(5.2)

where g1 € Lloc(]R{ H-1(Q)) and g, € LlOC(R; W_l'%(Q)) are such that g can be

uniquely written as g = g1 + g2. Also, here

0< v = 21)(1—%0), for d =2; 53)
v(1+ %), for d=3;

is constant related to the parameters defined in (3.1) and A1 > 0 is a constant as in
6.1).

A direct consequence of above Hypothesis 5.1 is as follows:
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Proposition 5.2 (Proposition 4.2, [32]). Assume that Hypothesis 5.1 holds. Then

T 4(4+d)
f ”'E[||gl(s>||H1+||gz(s>|| o }ds<oo forall teR.  (54)

Remark 5.1. The condition (5.2) does not need g to be bounded in H-! (Q)+W‘1’ 3 ()
at +oo (cf. [52]). For instance, for any p > 0 and g* € H-YQ) + W’l’%(ﬂ), the
function g(-, r) = P g* satisfies both (5.4) and (5.2).

Lemma 5.3. Assume that (1.4) and Hypothesis 5.1 are satisfied. Then, foreveryt € R
and K = {K(t) : T € R} € D, andforalls € [t—1, 1), thereexists 7 = T (t, K) >
0 and a constant Cpg > 0 such that for allt > 7,

T
laGs: T — £, g2 < cbd/

—00

4(4+d
eV HEE) [nm@)nH L+ g2 @)l 8*"’4 + 1]ds
(5.5)

where gy € K(t —1).

Proof. Let us take q(-) = q(-; T — t, q4). By taking the inner product with q(-) to the
first equation to system (2.18) and keeping in mind that (B(q), q) = 0, we get

1d
319618 = 2 IAGEDIE — S 1AGEI
+3 fQ(A(q<s>>>2 LA+ (96),q),  (5.6)

forae.s € [t —t,t —t + T] with T > 0. Using the Holder’s inequality, (1.4) and
Young’s inequality, we obtain (see (3.5))

’% / (A@)? : A@dx
Q

_ ’% / Tr(A(@)*1dx
Q

< =% (53
T MA@} + AR A, d=3.

Using the Cauchy—Schwarz, (5.1), (2.2), (2.3) and Young’s inequalities, we obtain

g, o)l = llgillvllallv + llg2ll 1.4 lallws
= Cllgillg-1 A2 + g2l -1 4 llalls + llg2ll 4 1Valls

d 4

= Cllgillg-1lA@ll2 + Cllgall, - 4 IVally™ lall;™ + ||92||W,1.% Valla

= Cligillg-1IA@ 2 + Cliga|
+ Cllgll -4 1A@]4

,3 €0 4 4(4+d)
= ||A(CI)||2 + —IIA(CI)||4 +C [IlglllH 1+ IIgzll;vf 4t ||92II 3‘}

o [|ACD 4 fia A (@)l e

_IT

[
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= —IIA(CI)Ilg + mIIA(UI)||4 +C

4dtd)
|:||91||H + Ilgzll % + 1} . (5.8)
Combining (5.6)—(5.8), we obtain

d
anq(s)u% —IIA(Q(S))IIQ + QIIA(CI( M3

4(4+d)
=C |:||91(S)||H 1 gl 8+3d4 + 1}

forae.s € [t —t,v —t + T] with T > 0, which due to Poincaré inequality (5.1)
implies

g1 ()11 + llg2()1l 8“‘14 +1

4(4+d)
—||C|(S)||2 +v* gl < € [ } (5.9)

forae.s € [t —t, 7 —t+T]with T > 0, where v* > 0 is a constant defined in (5.3)
Now, an application of the variation of constants formula gives

T
““WWn—nmﬁsHM“Wmﬁ+C/ f““m@m4
t

T—

4(4+d)
+||gz(é)|| S -~ 1] dé, (5.10)

fort > landforalls € [t—1, 7]. Since g« € K(r—t), we have ||q*||% < [rk(T—t)]2
Therefore, there exists a time .7 = 7 (, K ) > 1 such that for all t > 7

. 4(4+d)
ghmeﬁgc/ ”MﬂM@mHﬁwm@n v q%-<ﬂh
T—t

Putting (5.11) in (5.10), we infer that there exists . = (1 K ) such that for all
t> 7,

) . T - 4(4+d)
laGs; T =, q0)ll3 < 2Ce™ ”/ e ME |:||91(§)||H 1+ ||92(€)|| l} dg,
T—t

_ A
'3
for all s € [t — 1, t]. This completes the proof

O
5.1. Pullback asymptotic compactness of W

Now, we prove D-pullback asymptotic compactness using compact Sobolev em-
beddings on bounded domains.

Lemma 5.4. Assume that (1.4) and Hypothesis 5.1 are satisfied. Then for everyt € R
and t > t, the solution mapping q(t; t,-) :

H — M is compact, that is, for every
bounded set B in H, the image q(t; t, B) is precompact in H
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Proof. Consider the solution q(s; 7, -) of (2.18) for s € [r, 7 + T], where T > 0.
Assume that the sequence {qo;, }men C B. We know that (see the proof of Theorem
3.1)

{q(-; T, qom) }men is bounded in L*°(z, T + T; H) N L>(t,t4+T:V)
NLY(z, © + T; WHH(Q)),

and

d
{a(q(-; z, qo,,,))} is bounded in L2(t, T 4+ T: V') + L3 (7, T + T: W~ 13 (9)).

meN

Since L2(1, t + T; V) + Li(r, 7 + T: W=13) C Li(r, 7 + T: V + W13), the
above sequence is bounded in L3 (t,t+T;V +W’1’% (2)). Note alsothat V C H C
V4wl 3 and the embedding of V C His compact. By the Aubin-Lions compactness
lemma, there exists a subsequence (keeping as itis) and p € L%(t, T+ T; H) such that

q(; T, qom) — p(-) strongly in Lz(t, T+ T; H). (5.12)
Along a further subsequence (again not relabeling), we infer from (5.12) that
q(s; T, qom) — p(s) in H for almost all s € (r, 7+ T). (5.13)

Since T < t < t + T, we obtain from (5.13) that there exists s € (t, t) such that
(5.13) holds true for this particular s. Then by Lemma 4.1, we obtain

q(; T, dom) = q(t; s, q(s5 T, gom)) = q(t5 5, p(s)) in H.
This completes the proof. g

Interestingly, Lemma 5.4 helps us to prove the D-pullback asymptotic compactness
of W in H on bounded domains.

Corollary 5.5. Assume that (1.4) and Hypothesis 5.1 are satisfied. Then for every
TteR K={K():te€R}eDandt, — o0, qom € K(t — t), the sequence
q(t; T — tm, qom) of solutions to system (2.18) has a convergent subsequence in H.

Proof. From Lemma 5.3 with s = 7 — 1, we have that there exists 7 = 7 (t, 1%) >0
such that forall t > .7 and q, € K(t —t),

gt —1; 7 —1,q4) € H. (5.14)

Since t,, — oo and qo,; € K(t — 1), from (5.14), we infer that there exists M| =
M (z, K ) € N such that the sequence

(AT = 1T = tu, Qo) Im=pry C H, (5.15)
is bounded. Hence, by (5.15) and Lemma 5.4, we conclude that the sequence
{a(t; T — tm, Qo) tmz=my, = {a(zs T — 1,9 — L5 T — s dom)) b= m,

has a convergent subsequence in H, which completes the proof. g
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5.2. Existence of a unique global D-pullback attractor

In this subsection, we first give the result on the existence of a D-pullback absorbing
set in H for W. Then, we prove the existence of a unique global D-pullback attractor
for V.

Lemma 5.6. Assume that (1.4) and Hypothesis 5.1 are satisfied. Then, there exists a
closed D-pullback absorbing set KXpq = {Kpq(t) : T € R} € D for .

Proof. Let us denote, for given t € R,

Kpa(t) = {g € H: |ql13 < Mpa (1)},

where
T - 5 4(4+d)
Mpa(t) = Cpa / e M=) [ngl@)nH_l+||gz(s>||\§jjdg+1]df-
—0Q

From Lemma 5.3, we have that for each t € R and K ¢ D, there exists .7 =
Z(t, K) > 0 such that for all r > .7,

Ut,t—t,K(t—t)=q(r;t—t,K(t —1)) € Kpa(7). (5.16)

Now, in order to complete the proof, we only need to prove that K,y € D, that is, for
everyc > 0and 7 € R
lim e“"Mpg(2) = 0.
——00

For every given ¢ > 0 and 7 € R,

t N 4(4+d)
lim My () = lim e Cpg / VRIS [ngl(@nﬁﬂl +lle2®)) P, + 1| dg
— W '3

o0
0o, 4(4+d)
= Cpa  lim e”f e’ M8 [ngl(sﬂ)u;{_l +llga(E + 0l *77, + 1]ds =0,
t——00 —c0 w’l’j
where we have used (5.2) in final equality. This completes the proof. O

Remark 5.2. We address an abstract result for pullback attractors in this remark that
was developed in [11] (see to [11, Theorem 7 and Remark 14]). Let D be a class
of nonempty subsets of H. There is a minimal global D-pullback attractor for W if
the ¥-cocycle W is continuous and D-pullback asymptotically compact, and there
exists I € D which is D-pullback absorbing (see [11, Theorem 7]). Furthermore,
this global ‘D-pullback attractor is unique if K(z) is closed for every t € R and D is
inclusion-closed (see [11, Remark 14]).

Finally, in view of the abstract result introduced in [11], we obtain the main result
of this section.

Theorem 5.7. Assume that (1.4) and Hypothesis 5.1 are satisfied. Then, there exists
a unique global D-pullback attractor for the continuous ©¥-cocycle W associated with
system (2.18).
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Proof. Corollary 5.5 indicates that W is D-pullback asymptotically compact. Further-
more, for all T € R, Kpy(7) is a closed D-pullback absorbing set of W in H, as
demonstrated by Lemma 5.6. The definition of D makes it evident that it is inclusion-
closed. We therefore deduce that there is a unique global D-pullback attractor for the
continuous ¥-cocycle W associated with system (2.18) based on the abstract result
obtained in [11] (see Remark 5.2).

6. Global pullback attractors: Unbounded Poincaré domains

We prove the existence of a unique global pullback attractor on unbounded Poincaré
domains in this section. When we refer to an unbounded Poincaré domain, we mean
one that satisfies the Poincaré inequality (see inequality (6.1)). 2 = R x (—L, L) and
Q = R? x (=L, L) with L > 0 are common examples of an unbounded Poincaré
domain in R? and R3, respectively; see [50, p.306] and [45, p. 117]. More precisely,
we consider the following hypothesis on the domain €2:

Hypothesis 6.1. Let 2 be an open, connected and unbounded subset of RY, the bound-
ary of which is uniformly of class C3 (see [28]). We assume that, there exists a positive
constant A such that the following Poincaré inequality is satisfied:

A/ | (x)|*dx 5/ |V (x)[*dx, forall ¥ e H{(Q). (6.1)
Q Q

In order to prove the result of this subsection, we need the following hypotheses on
non-autonomous forcing term g(-, -).

Hypothesis 6.2. Let g € LIZOC(R; L>(R2)) and satisfies the following condition:

t——00

0
lim e / ¢ Mla(s + 1)[3ds = 0, (6.2)
—0Q

where v* > 0 is a constant given in (5.3) and A > 0 is a constant given in Hypothesis
6.1.

Hypothesis 6.3. Letg € L2 (R: }LZ(Q)) and there exists § € [0, ”*TA) such that

loc

T
/ e llg(s)[3ds < oo, forall T eR. (6.3)
—0Q0

Remark 6.1. 1t is worth mentioning here that we require Hypotheses 6.2 and 6.3 to
obtain uniform-tail estimates satisfied by the solutions to system (2.1) (see Lemmas
6.6 and 6.8) which helps us to obtain D-pullback asymptotic compactness of W.
Also, note that Hypothesis 5.1 is enough if one uses energy equality method given
by [3] to show D-pullback asymptotic compactness of W (see the articles [11] and
[32] for Navier—Stokes equations and convective Brinkman-Forchheimer equations,
respectively). Unfortunately, for third-grade fluid equations (2.1), we are not able to
use energy equality method.
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A direct consequence of above Hypothesis 6.2 is as follows:

Proposition 6.4. (Proposition 4.2, [32]) Assume that Hypothesis 6.2 holds. Then

T
/ ¢ *lg(s)|3ds < oo, forall T € R, (6.4)

—0oQ
Moreover, (6.3) implies that

T

lim / e”*“|g(x, s+ t)|2dxds =0, forall T eR. (6.5)
k—oo J_so
QNflx|=k}

Lemma 6.5. Assume that (1.4), and Hypotheses 6.1 and 6.2 are satisfied. Then, for
everyt € Rand K = {K(t) : T € R} € D, and for all s € [t — 1, t], there exists
Tl = T1(z, K) > 0and a constant Cypq > 0 such that for all t > T,

S
lq(s: T — 1, g3 + / "M A®(s; T — 1, q.) [13ds
T—t1

T
< Cuna / VRO a(6) 3, 6.6)
—00

where gy € K(t —1).

Proof. Letus take q(-) = q(-; T — ¢, q4). By taking the inner product with g(-) to the
first equation to system (2.18) and keeping in mind that (B(q), q) = 0, we get

1d
535 19013 = 3 IA@EDI3 - gnA(q(s))ni
+3 /Q A@E)? : A@()dx + (96), 960, (67)

forae.s € [t —t,t —t 4+ T] with T > 0. Using the Holder’s inequality, (1.4) and
Young’s inequality (see (3.5)), we obtain

‘% / (A@)? : A(qydx
Q

_ ‘% / Trl(A(@)ldx
Q

0, ford=2;
vaze) A3 + 290 A}, for d =3.
(6.8)

Using the Cauchy—Schwarz, (6.1), (2.2), (2.3) and Young’s inequalities, we obtain

Ve
[(g, DI < llgll2llall2 = Cligll2llA(@ 2 < ?IIA(q)II% + Clal3. (6.9)

Combining (6.7)—(6.9), we obtain

d *
anq(s)u% + %”A(CI(S))”% + BeollA(a(s)Is < Cllg() 13, (6.10)
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forae.s € [t —t,v —t + T] with T > 0, which due to Poincaré inequality (6.1)
implies

d 2 * 2 4 2
35 19@liz + v Ala@)l; + Beoll Aoy = Cligls)ll. (6.11)

forae.s € [t —t,7 —t+ T] with T > 0, where v* > 0 is a constant defined in
Hypothesis 6.2. Now, an application of the variation of constants formula gives

* f *
"M gE T — 1, g5 + ﬂso/ e" MIA®Q(s; T — 1, q.) [ 3ds

T—t
* E *
< Mg, 2 4 C / ¢35 g(s) 2ds, (6.12)
T—1
forall t > & > v —¢. In particular, for # > 1 and for all s € [t — 1, t], we have

N
" M qls; T —1, 9013 + ﬂSO[ " MIAq(E; T — 1, q))I5dE

T—t

T
< DB+ C / eV lg(®)13de. 6.13)

—00

Since q, € K(t —t), we have ||q*||% < rp(r — 1)]?. Therefore, there exists a time
T = T1(t, K) > 1 such that forall 1 > T},

T

VM g3 < € / "M |g(&)|13de. (6.14)

—00

Putting (6.14) in (6.13), we infer that there exists J; = T(z, K ) such that for all
t>171,

S
lats:  — 1, )12 + Beo / M HED | A@q(E: T — 1, qu))

T—t

T
< 2CeVH / ¢ |g(&) 12,
—00

for all s € [t — 1, 7], which completes the proof. O

6.1. Pullback asymptotic compactness of W

The following result is needed to obtain the uniform-tail estimate satisfied by the
solutions to system (2.1) (see the proof of Lemma 6.8).

Lemma 6.6. Assume that (1.4), and Hypotheses 6.1 and 6.3 are satisfied. Then, for
everyt € Rand K = {K(t) : T € R} € D, there exists T = Tp(t, K) > 0and a
constant C1 > 0 such that forallt > T»,

T T 2
f "D g(s: T — 1, g ll3ds < Cy [ / em—”ng(s)u%ds] < +oo,
T—t -

(6.15)
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and there exists T3 = T3(t, I%) > T, and a constant Cy > 0 such that for all t > T3,

T
/ eu*k(s—r)”A(q(s; T—1, Cl*))”%ds
Tt

T T
< Cz/ eV M [Ilg(S)II% + 1] ds +C2 [/
—00

—00

2
e“”’ng(s)u%ds] < +oo,
(6.16)
where q, € K(t —t) and § > 0 is the constant same as in Hypothesis 6.2.
Proof. We know from (6.12) that

* * s *9 o
" MlgE T —1,q0l3 < e’ T g3 + C / " Mg(s)lI3ds,  (6.17)

T—t

forall T > & > t — ¢, which leads to

T
f " M lqE; T — 1, qe)|5dE
T—t

T * * * E * 2
<2 / S (M EE [C / e’ “ng(s)n%ds] dé
T—1t T—t
T * 4 v¥u 2
<2 / e’ *<”>||q*||§‘+[c / ezsng(s)u%ds] d&
T—t T—t
=

T T 2
2/ e(u*)ﬁZ&)édé_- le25(ft)”q*“3 + [C/ e(SA”g(S)”%ds} } , (618)
T—t —00

where § is same as Hypothesis 6.2. Since g, € K (t—t), we have ||qx ||% <lrpz -1
Therefore, there exists a time T, = T, (z, K ) such that for all t > 7>,

T

ST g3 < € / ¢ [la(s)]2ds. 6.19)

—00

Putting (6.19) in (6.18), we infer that there exists T» = T» (7, K ) such that for all
t>7o,

T T 2
/ " Mlats; T —1, q*)nédssc[ / e“ng(s)n%ds] : (6.20)
T—1

—00

which is finite by Hypothesis 6.3.
Next, from (6.10), we have

d v¥*
auqmu% + V¥ Allg)II3 + 3||A<q<s)>||% < Cllg) I3 + vl 113

< c[ugmn% + llq(s) 115 + 1],
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forae.s € [t —t,7 —t + T] with T > 0. Again, an application of the variation of
constants formula implies

v* T *)L, 2
7/ MA@ T — 1. q.)13ds
T—t
T
<M e [ e [lgw+1]as
T—t
T
- / e Mlals: T — £, g.)[[3ds. (6.21)
T—t

Since q. € K(t — 1), we have [|q.]|3 < [rg(t — 1)1%. Therefore, there exists a time
T3 = T3(z, K) > T> such that for all # > T3,

Mg 3 < C /

—00

T

eV [||g(s)||§ + 1] ds. (6.22)

In view of (6.20), (6.21) and (6.22), we infer that there exists T, = T, (, K ) such that
forallt > T>,

T

U* T * *
7/ " MA@ T — 1, ) 3ds < cf e [lae) 3 + 1] ds
T—t

—00

T 2
+C[/ e“ug(s)n%ds}, (6.23)

—00
which is finite by Hypothesis 6.3. This completes the proof. 0

The following result is used to obtain the pullback asymptotic compactness of W.

4

Lemma 6.7. Assume thatg € L2 (R; H™1(Q)) +LJ (R; W1%(Q)) and {qom }men
be a bounded sequence in H. Then, there exists § € L®(t, 7 + T; H) N L*(t, T +

T:V)NL*t, T + T; W) such that along a subsequence
qC; T, dom) = G in L2(z, 7 + T; L (Q), (6.24)

forevery T > Q.

Proof. Let q,,(-) = q(-; 7, qom)- Since {qom}men is a bounded sequence in H, the
sequence
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{qm}nen isboundedin L®(t, 7+ T; H) NL2(z,t + T; V)
NL*(t, 7 + T; W4(Q)). (6.25)

Hence, there exists a subsequence {q,,/ },n’en Of {4 }men and
FeL® t+T:HNL*t, t+ T; V)NLA(z, v + T; WH(Q)),
such that, as m’ — o0, (by the Banach—Alaoglu theorem)

G — § in L®(r, 7+ T; H);

W (6.26)
G — § in L2(z, T+ T; V)N LYz, 7 + T; WH4(Q)).

From Theorem 3.1, we have || dam < C, for some C > 0 and all

dr ||L%(r,r+T;V/+W*"%)
m € N. Therefore, by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, forallt <f <t+a <147,

m € Nand ¢ € VN WH4(Q), we obtain

<dqm(S)

t+a
@t + @) — Qu©). )] §/t 4

,(o>'ds < C(T)a% lellyapts. (6.27)

Since q;,(t +a) — qu(t) € VN Wh4(Q), for ae. t € (7,7 + T), choosing ¢ =
qm(t + a) — q;, (¢) in (6.27), we obtain

e (£ + @) — qm ()5 < C(T)at lam @ + a) — qm (D llyryyr4. (6.28)

Integrating from t to t + T — a, we further find

T+T—a
f g (t + @) — qu (1) 13dt
T

1 T+T—a
< C(T)at / 1t + @) — G () lyrpnsdi
T

| t+T—a 1/2
< cmw[(T —a)'? (/ llqm (t + a) —qma)n%vdz)
3 T+T—a i
+(T —a)? ( / g (2 + a) —qm<r>||§V1,4dr) }
< C(Ta?, (6.29)

where we have used the Holder’s inequality and (6.25). Also, c (T) is an another
positive constant independent of m. Furthermore, we have

t+T—a 5
lim sup / 16 (7 + @) — g (1) [3dr = 0. (6.30)
T

a—0
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Let us now consider a truncation function x € CH(RT) with x(s) = 1fors € [0, 1]
and x (s) = 0 for s € [4, 00). For each k > 0, let us define

x|
Am.k (X)) == x <k_2 qm(x), forx € Qo,
where Qr = {x € Q : |x| < k}. It can easily be seen from (6.30) that
4T —a 5
31% sgp/r ldmx(t + @) = dm k(D7 2q,,d7 =0, (6.31)

forall T, k > 0. Moreover, from (6.25), for all T, k > 0, we infer

{Gm.xImen is bounded in L®(z, v + T; L*(Qu)) N L2 (z, T + T; HY(Q21)).
(6.32)

Since the injection H(l)(QZk) C L2(1) is compact, we can apply [38, Theorem 16.3]
(see [51, Theorem 13.3] also) to obtain

{dm.kImen 1s relatively compact in Lz(r, T+ T; ]L2(§22k)), (6.33)
for all T, k > 0. From (6.33), we further infer
{qm}men is relatively compact in Lz(r, T+ T, ]Lz(Qk)), (6.34)

forall T, k > 0. Using the estimates (6.25) and (6.34), we can extract a subsequence of
{qm}men (not relabeling) such that q,, — § in L?(z, T+ 7T; L2(S%)), forall T, k > 0.
This completes the proof. O

Next, we show that the solution to system (2.1) satisfies the uniform-tail estimates.
Let ® be a smooth function such that 0 < ®(§) < 1 for & € R and

0, for & <1,

1, for |&] > 2. (6.35)

O¢) = {
Then, there exists a positive constant C* such that |®'(§)| < C* and |@"(¢§)| < C*
for all £ € R.

Lemma 6.8. Assume that (1.4), and Hypotheses 6.1 and 6.3 are satisfied, T € R and

K ={K(t) : t € R} € D. Then, for each ¢ > 0 and for each s € [t — 1, T], there
exists ko := ko (e, s) € N such that the solution q(-) to system (2.1) satisfies

lats: T = 1. 40)lIF2qp) < & (6.36)

forall q. € K(t —1t), forall t > T = max{Ty, T3} and for all k > ko, where
Qr = {x € Q: |x| <k}, Q = Q\, and Ty and T3 are the same time given in
Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6, respectively.
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Proof. Taking the divergence of the first equation of (2.1), we obtain

~AP =V [@- V)a + adiv(A@)) + Bdiv(A@IPA@)] - V- g

=v-[v-{@ep+ac@?}]+pv-[v-{A@PA@}] -V g
=: —AP| — AP,

in the weak sense, where
—aP =V [V [@@ ) +aa@?}]- Vg and
— AP =BV - |V {lA@PA@]].
Note that, by Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6, we have for all t > T = max {77, T3}
P f>< v fao @ae) +aa@on?] —V-g) L (r -1, i H (@)
and

¥

e <ﬂV [v- {IA(q(~))|2A(q(-))}]> eLi(r -1, Wi(Q),

which gives
¢ TCIP () e LA — 1, 7: LA(Q)) and ¢ 7 CTOP,() e Li(r — 1, 7 L3 (Q)).

Also note that an application of Poincaré inequality (6.1) allow us to write
,\/ 02 ol g dx
Q 2
</ V|® xI? 2d <l x|?
— x — —
= Jq 2 )9 —2 o k 1
_1/v®|x|2 +|Vv "2
=2/ 2 )
_1/ 2 o le2 s x| v +2®, X%\ 7
2 o2 k2 " 2 )T R e )9
2 ?
+®(k2)<Vq)T
2 o (P 2 (kP
=1l o () ra g %)”“U—z@/(v o
1 2 | |2 2 2
<5/ A@Pdr+ | [Ia@iial +1aax

2

dx

2
dx
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< 2/ @2(' X )|A(q)| dx+—||A(q>||2,

which implies

1 2
—§/Q®Z<' X )|A(q>| dx < A/@z(' il )|q| dr+ TIA@IZ (637

Taking the inner product of the first equation of (2.1) with @2 ('x‘ ) qin L?(S),
we have

1d )
EE/S;G)Z(M >|q| dx—U/(Aq)OZ<|k| )qu b(q . ()2<|i|2 )q)

Iy (k1) I(k,t)

2
+a/ﬁ(div((A(q))2))(~)2 (‘ x|? )qd +ﬂ/ div(JA()*A(9))©? <I%> qdx

I(k.1) Li(k,t)

/(VP)@)2 (' ‘2) qu+/ g0’ (%2) qdx . (6.38)

Is(k.t) Is (k,1)

Let us now estimate each term on the right hand side of (6.38). Integration by parts,
(1.4), and Holder’s, Gagliardo—Nirenberg’s (2.2) and Young’s inequalities help us to
obtain

4 2
Ik, ’>—‘§/ ®2<' i )|A(q>|2d k; ®<I,t—|2>

(121
S <k2 )[(x V)g-q+(q-V)q-x]dx

<3 | ®2<'x' )|A( Pax + 2
Q

| |2
lql IVq|dx

szm{k<|x|<fk}
<-2 [ (5F

2
( ) A@Px+ 7 (113 + 1val3)

2 (k—2 |A(q)|?dx + —||A(q>||2, (6.39)
2 |x|? Jx|?
2 |x|? |x|?
S RS CoR

QN{k<|x|<v/2k}

|A(q>|2dx+—/ lal 1Vl dx

I
>< ke

IA
|

|12k, 1)]
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232 |x|2 3 C ;3 _C 4 2
== / e’ (k_2> lql"dx = z||CI||3 = [||CI||4 + ||l1||2]
QNik=<|x|<v2k)
C
< < [t + na@i] = £ [1a@id + i+ 1a@i3]. 640

2 2
,4(k,l):_§/®2(|x| >|A( i ﬂ/ <|x| )
2
o (' al )[|A(q)|2A(q> (T g ldx
4
=L o (5 ) mara-

2
/ o (' x| )[|A(q)|2A<q) (T @) dx

QNfk<lx|<v2k)

C
§/®2<'—) A@Idx+ f A@|aldx
QN{k=<|x|<+/2k}
<_ g / (k )|A<q)|4dx+ IA@ I lla
<-£ / (x >|A<q)|4dx+ [1A@Id+ lal]

5—%/ 0?2 <| x|? )IA(q)|4dx+ [||A(q)||4+||q||2] (6.41)
Q

2 Ao 5
|13(’<v’)|=‘%/ ®2(| ad )[(A(q))2 A@dx + 5 ®<—|’]§|2)

2
e (' x| )(A(q)) (x"q)dx
< l)(l—&‘())f ®2< >|A(q)|2d +,3(1 £0)
2 I I2 4
) |A()[*dx + — [||A<q>||4+||q||z]

< ”(1_80)/ ®2<|x| )IA( )2dx +’3(1 £0)

2
o (4 ) A@itar + [||A<q)||4+||A<q>||2] (642)

o) () on

sk, )] =
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C
< — P d
< / IP|[q] dx

QN{k<|x|<v/2k}

< %/ ’(—A)—lv-[v-(q@bq)]‘lqldx
Q
+ %/Q )(—A)‘lv- [V : {(A(q))z}]‘ |qf dx
+ 1 [ e v-[v- fa@raw]] e

+ %/Q ’(—A)*‘ [V~g]‘ lq dx

IA

c
= [1attan: + 1A@I3lalz + IA@I3lals + gl lall

A

C
= — [1ald + 1913 + 1a@Us + 113

IA

C
= [1A@I3 + 1t + na@i + i3] (643)

|16(k,t)|§%/ ®2<|x| >| Pdx +c/ @2(| s >|g| dr.  (6.44)
Q

Combining (6.38)—(6.44) and using (6.37), we reach at
ld x| Beo 2 xI7 |2 4
—— dx A d
ST @( )|q| + B [ 0 (5 ) in@ias
2 | |2 2 |x| 2
< ——(1 + €0) @ |A(q)| dx + 4 @ lq|“dx

2
c/ ®2<| x| >|g|2dx+ [||q||2+||A(q)||2+IIA(CI)||4+||9||2]

<——(1+8)/02( >|q|2dx+ IIA(q)||2+—/®2(| b )Iql dx

+C/ <| x? )Wd” [Halld + IA@I3 + 1A + gl

which implies

d/o(m) / <||>2 / (||> 4
— © lq] dx+v A lq|“dx + Beo |A(q)|"dx
dr Jo

§C/ (' d >|g|2dx+ (1913 + 1A@I3 + 1@} + ll3] (6:45)

Applying variation of constants formula to (6.45), we obtain for all s € [t — 1, 7] for
t > T = max{T, T3}

2 Ix? 2
[ (5 ) s v =g Pas+ e
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/ e / (' al )|A<q<s 7 — 1, qw))*dxdt

T—t Q

= [ o (' '2)|q*<x>|2dx+cfs e [ (' il )|g<x ) 2dxds
Q k T—t Q

C

s *
+;/ e’ A@*”[nq(s;r—r,q*)||‘2‘+ IAGQE: T —1, 9013
T—t1

+ A@E T — 1 g0+ |Ig($)||%]dé

se—V*“/ (' L)Iq*(x)lzdx—kC/T ev%—ﬂ/ (' il >|g(x &)1 dvde
Q k T—t Q

c

T *
+;/ e’ “5—”[||q<s;r—r,q*>||‘2‘+ IAGQE: T —1, 9013
T—t1

+ AGQE T —1, q*>>||i+||g<s>||§]ds s/ | (1) 2dx
QN{|x|=k}

0 *
+C/ e’ }‘S/ |g(x,r—|—s)|2d)cds—§—g — 0ask — oo, (6.46)
—00 QN{|x|=k) k
where we have used the bounds obtained in (6.6) and (6.15)—(6.16), and Hypothesis

6.2. Hence, from (6.46), we conclude that for any ¢ > 0 and for any s € [t — 1, 7],
there exists a kg € N such that

N
/ lq(s; T — 1, q4)|*dx +/ eV ME-T)
QNflx|=k} —t

/ IA(q(E; T — 1, q2))*dxdE <e,
QN{|x|=k}

for all k > ko and ¢+ > 7. This completes the proof. O
The following lemma provides the D-pullback asymptotic compactness of W.

Lemma 6.9. Assume that (1.4), and Hypotheses 6.1 and 6.3 are satisfied. Then, for
every T € R, K = {K(t) :t €e R} € D, ty, > ocoand qom € K(t — t), the
sequence W (ty,, T — ty, qom) or q(T; T — tw, qom) of solutions to system (2.18) has a
convergent subsequence in H.

Proof. Lemma 6.5 implies that there exists 1 = T (t, K ) > Osuchthatforallr > .77
and g, € K(t — 1),

la(z =iz =1, 992 < C, (6.47)

where C is a positive constant independent of ¢ and q,. Since #,, — 00, there exists
My = M»(z, 12) € N such that t,, > T, for all m > M>. Since qo,, € K(t — t),
(6.47) implies that for all m > M>, the sequence

{att = LT — tm, qom)Ym=m, C H (6.48)
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is bounded in H. We infer from (6.48) and Lemma 6.7 that there exists s € (t — 1, 7),
p € H and a subsequence (not relabeling) such that for every k € N

A3 T =ty Gom) = q(s; T — 1, q(T — 13T — t, qom)) — p in L2(Q).  (6.49)

as m — oo. Therefore, we infer from the proof of Lemma 4.1 that there exists a
positive constant Cy;, such that

la(Ts s, q(s; T = tm. Gom)) — (T3 8, P13 < CLipllals; T — tm. gom) — pll3. (6.50)

Let us now choose n > 0 and fix it. Since p € H, there exists K; = Ki(t,n) > 0
such that for all k > K,

772

1p%dx < , (6.51)
/sm{x|zk} 6CLip

where Cpr;, > 0 is a constant defined in (6.50). Also, we know from Lemma 6.8
that there exists M3 = M3(s, K, n) € Nand K, = K»(s,n) > K such that for all
m > Mz and k > K>,

2

f q(s5 T — tm, qom)|?dx < 7 (6.52)
Qn{lx|=k) 6C

Lip
From (6.49), we have that there exists My = My(r, K ,1) > M3 such that for all
m > My,

2
- n
/ (S5 T — tm, qom) — PI2dx < (6.53)
QN{lx|<K2) 3CLip
Finally, we infer from (6.50) that
1G(Ts 8, (55 T — tm, Gom)) — q(T5 5, )13
< CLip / lq(s; T — tm, Qom) — ﬁ|2dx
QN{|x|<K3}
+ f lq(s; T — tm, qOm)_ﬁ|2dx
Qn{lx|=Ka)
SCLip|: / l[q(s; T — tm, Clom)—ﬁ|2dx
Qn{ix|<K2}
+2 f <|q(s;r—rm,q0m>|2+|ﬁ|2>dx]
Qn{lx|=Ka2}
< (6.54)

for every m > M3, where we have used (6.51)—(6.53). Since n > 0 is arbitrary, we
conclude the proof.
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6.2. Existence of a unique global D-pullback attractor

In this subsection, we first give the result on the existence of a D-pullback absorbing
set in H for W. Then, we prove the existence of a unique global D-pullback attractor
for V.

Lemma 6.10. Assume that (1.4), and Hypotheses 6.1 and 6.2 are satisfied. Then, there
exists a closed D-pullback absorbing set X, pqg = {Kupa(t) : T € R} € D for V.

Proof. Let us denote, for given T € R,

Kuba(t) = {q € H: |qll3 < Mupa ()},

where
T
Msa(0) = Cusa [ g(@) B
—0oQ
Using a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 5.3, one can complete the proof
(we are not repeating it here). 0

Finally, in view of the abstract result introduced in [11], we obtain the main result
of this section.

Theorem 6.11. Assume that (1.4), and Hypotheses 6.1, 6.2 and 6.3 are satisfied.
Then, there exists a unique global D-pullback attractor for the continuous ¥ -cocycle
W associated with system (2.18).

Proof. In view of Lemmas 6.9 and 6.10 and Remark 5.2, one can complete the proof
(see the proof of Theorem 5.7). O
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