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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the global existence and unicgsaofehe classical solutions for the
3D viscous liquid-gas two-phase flow model. Initial datamgycsmall in the energy-norm. Our
main ideas come from [16] where the existence of global wlaksolutions to the compressible
Navier-Stokes equations was obtained by using the cotyimgéthods under the assumption that
the initial energy is sficiently small.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following viscous liquid-gae-phase flow model

m + div(mu) = 0,
n, + div(nu) = 0, (1.1
(MU + div(mu® u) + VP(m, n) = pAu + (u + A)Vdivy, in R3 x (0, o),

with the initial and boundary conditions
(M N, U)l=o = (Mo, No, Up)(x), in R, (1.2)

ux,t) - 0, m(x,t) > m>0, n(x,t) >0 as|x - oo, t>0. (1.3)

Herem = ajp andn = agpg denote liquid mass and gas mass, respectivelyl are viscosity
constants, satisfying
p>0, 2u+3120, (1.4)

which deduceg: + 4 > 0. The unknown variables;, ag € [0, 1] denote liquid and gas volume
fractions respectively, satisfying the fundamental refata; + ag = 1. Furthermore, the other un-
known variableg, andpg denote liquid and gas densities respectively, satisfyqgagons of state:

o= pio+ P_E"O, Pg = %, wherea, ag are sonic speeds, respectively, in liquid and gas, Rpd

andp, o are respectively the reference pressure and density gsvearsstantsy denotes velocities of
liquid and gasP is common pressure for both phases, which satisfies

P(m.n) = C°(~b(m.n) + vb(m. )2 + ¢(m.n)), (1.5)

*Corresponding author. E-mail: huanyaowen@hotmail.com


http://arxiv.org/abs/1201.1560v2

with C° = 3af, ko = pro — % > 0,20 = (31)* and

2
b(m,n):ko—m—(%) n==kyg—m-agn,
ay 2
c(m,n):4ko(a) n = 4kgagn.

The detailed explanations about the above model can ref@édjowe omit it here.

We should mention that the methods introduced by Evje ants&ain [3], Yao, Zhang and Zhu
in [14] for the two-phase flow model and ian [7},[8], Zhang and Fang in [15], Zhang in |16] for the
single-phase Navier-Stokes equations will play crucisan our proof here.

As in [3], we give the potential energy functi@in the form

n M P(s, &5) — P(M, i) m_ . . m_._ n,_
G(m5 E) — mL 52 dS+ Ep(m, n) - %P(m, mm) (16)
Now we assume that the initial data, ng, Ug) will be measured in the norm given by
E—f} 1uol? + G [mo, 22 dx (L.7)
0= 2mo o Mo, Mo .
Let
M = f IVuol?dx (1.8)
It follows that there is a constaqt which will be fixed throughout, such that
qe@d. with ?<-F and 1<3u (1.9)
3 u+Aa

The vorticity matrix and theféective viscous flux are defined respectively as follows:
W = gul - auk, (1.10)

and
F = (1 + 2u)divu — P(m, n) + P(m, ). (1.12)
From [1.10) and (1.11), we have
F + P(m, n) — P(M, i)
A+ 2u

Finally, we denote the material derivati& by % = w = wt + U- Vo for function w(x, t).
The following is the main result of this paper.

AU = 8j( ) + 9i(w™). (1.12)

Theorem 1.1. For syficiently small constants € (0, 1), m, > 0, My > 0, ny andnp, with m < M <
My, Ny < 1 < Np, let the initial data(mp(X), No(X), Up(X)) satisfy

mosulfrrbssgprrbsrrb,

<i < <n
n, < |r)1(f Np < Sl;pno < o, (1.13)

O0<Ep<e,
mo—ﬁ'l,no—ﬁ,UoEH3.



Define

. Nop _ No
= inf —, = sup—. 1.14
S=inf s So=sup (1.14)
Furthermore, assume that .
4]
S=—=. 1.15
So== (1.15)

Then there exist constants m, with m< m, <™y < M andm > %, such that the problem (1.1)-(1.3)
has a unique global classical solutidm, n, u)(x, t) satisfying

0O<m<m(xt)<m,
SM < n(x, t) < Som, (1.16)
(m-m,n-,u) e CLRS x (0, T]) N C([0, T], H®) n C1((0, T], H?),

furthermore, we have

T
sup [I(m = M=, Wllys + Sup [I(me, )z + f P, dt<C(T), ¥T>0.  (1.17)
te[0,T] te[0,T] 0
sup |lullyz < C(r, T), ¥Yr>0, T >0. (1.18)
te(r,T]

Remark 1.1. Itis easy to verify

m Vb?+c

%:%:@@-b}>a
_ 9P _ 0 a0
Pn = C{ao+m(m+aon+ko)}>0, m, n> 0.

(1.19)
on

This shows that {n, n) is increasing in m and n for pm > 0.

Remark 1.2. It should be mentioned that the existence of global strohgisas for 3D with vacuum
was obtained recently by Guo, Yang and Yao, please See [6}ewhe initial energy was assumed to
be small enough and the solutions satisfied

0< §m<n<§m (m-mn-if)eC(0,T]; Whe n HY),
ue C([0, T]; D5 N D?) N L*(0, T; D>%), w € L*0,T; Dg), vmu € L*(0,T;L?),

for some g € (3,6]. It seems impossible to consider the existence of classmations under
the assumptions of [6], since higher order derivatives & finessure function are unbounded on
{(m,n))m = ko, n = 0}, such as

—4C%Zkom

92P(m,n) = = o0, on{(m,n)jm = ko, n = O}. (1.20)

3

|(ko = m— agn)? + 4keaon|’

It seems that the assumptiorf np > 0 andinf my > 0 is enough. While, for simplicity, we assume
that both iy and my are positive in Theorefn 1.1. In this case, the compatibddgdition like (1.16)
in [6] is not necessary.



2 The proof of Theorem[1.1

The local existence of the solutions fo (|1.1)-{1.3) with tegularities as in Theorefn_1.1 can be
obtained by the similar methods aslin [1],]11] and the refees therein. We omit it here for brevity.
The regularities guarantee the uniqueness (refer forrinstéo [8]). Let [QT*) be the maximal
existence interval of the above solutions. Note that thallegistence of the solutions guarantees
T* > 0. Our goal is to provd™* = oo by using a contradiction argument. More precisely, suppose
T* < o0, OUr @im is to get

te[0.T] H (2.1)
and . .
inf m3> =, inf n> =,
(x)eR3X[0,T] K> xper3xom) K (2.2)

foranyT € (0, T*), whereK is a generic positive constant depending onlyTérand other known
constants but independent ®f With (Z1) and[(Z.2),T* is not the maximal existence time of the
solutions, which is the desired contradiction.

The proof is divided into two steps. It should be pointed thatH! x H2-estimates of (f, n), u)
could be obtained by the same arguments aslin [6]. For coema@ss, we still present some of the
crucial estimates which might be slightlyfidirent from those as inl[6] witi andn positive lower
bounds. For the higher order estimates rofr{, u), we shall apply some ideas which were used to
handle the 3D single-phase Navier-Stokes equations, seestancel[15]. More precisely, we pro-
ceed as follows.

Step 1: The bounds of the density.

Claim: There exist € (0, 1) suficiently small andm € (0, my), andm € (Mo, o0), andm > iy

such that for any givei € (0, T*), the following estimates hold: )

&

m<mxt)<m (xt) e R3x[0,T], (2.3)

A(T) + Ax(T) < 2EY, (2.4)

for somed € (0, 1), provided the initial energly < &. Here we have used the following two notations:

.
A(T) = sup o f IVul?dx + f f o|U2dxdt
te[0,T] 0

.
Ax(T) = sup &° f U2dx + f f 3IVuPdxdt (2.5)
0

te[0,T]

whereo = o (t) = min{1,1}.
Define

To = sup{S c[0. Tl m<m(x ) <M (x1) € R3x [0.S]. andAy(S) + Ao(S) < 2Eg}.

To get [2.8) and (Z2]4), it $fices to provelg = T.

Sincem < my(x) < mandA;(0) = Ax(0) = 0, we getTo > 0 by using the continuity ofm, A (t)
andA,(t) with respect td over [Q T].

To getTo =T, it suffices to prove

m<m <m(xt) <y <m, for some constantsy andmy,

and
Al(t) + Ag(t) < EH, Yt e [0, To],
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provided the initial energ¥g < ¢, for & > 0 suficiently small.

From the momentum equatidn _(llsBnd (1.10),[(T.11), we have

mil = 9;F + udkw™, (2.6)
which implies
AF = div(mu), (2.7)
and _ _
pAWH = G (mid) — ;(mu¥). (2.8)

This shows that the? estimate ofni impliesL? bounds oVF andVw. Equations[(Z]7) and{2.8)
will play important roles in this section.

Throughout the rest of the paper, we denote the genericaminisy C depending on the initial
data and other known constants, but independefiypT andT*. We omit the integration domain
when we integrate some functions ot

Lemma 2.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that

m
— < n< .
s <nsCm (2.9)
Proof. The proof of Lemm&2]1 can be found by Yao-Zhang-Zhuiin [14].
O
Lemma 2.2. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that
To
sup [ (ju + (m—m)? + (n - {)?) dx+ f f IVul?dxdt < CEo. (2.10)
t€[0,To] 0
Proof. Let
1 5 n
At) = f{§m|u| + G(m, E)} dx 2.11)
DifferentiatingA(t) with respect td, using integration by parts and the equatiori),lwe get[(Z.1D).
i
Lemma 2.3. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that
To
A1(To) <CEy+C f f o|VulPdxdt (2.12)
0
and
To To
Ax(Tg) <CEp+C f f o|VuPdxdt+ C f f o3IVul*dxdt (2.13)
0 0
Proof. The estimateg (2.12) and (2113) can been obtained by thiasmanguments as that in [14].
i

To handle the higher order terms on the right-hand sidds.d2j2nd[(2.113), we need the follow-
ing lemma whose proof can be found|in [14] and reference®itner



Lemma 2.4. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that

6-p 3p-6
lulle < Collull Z 190l 2, p e [2,6] (2.14)

&-p 3p-6
Iulfs < CoEy® IIVUll 7, pel2,6]. (2.15)
VUl < Cr(IFlL + llwllr + IP(M. ) — P AL, T € (L, co). (2.16)
IVF Il + Vel < Crlimillr, T € (L, ). (2.17)

3p-6 6-p 6-p

IFlles + s < Collmil, (nwnf;' +IP(m ) - PO A ) pe26l  (218)

Also, forO<t; <t, < Tg, | > 2and s> 0, we have

17} T2
f fo-SIP(m, n) — P(f, i)' dxds< c(f fo-le|'dxds+ Eo). (2.19)
11 t1

Lemma 2.5. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, there exists a con3tant0, such that
ToATy
sup | [Vudx+ f f JU2dxdt< C(1+ M), (2.20)
t€[0,To] 0
where we have used the notation/ee; = min{ey, &).

Proof. Similar to the proof of[(2.12), multiplying (1)3 by U, integrating the resulting equation over
R3 x [0,1] (t € [0, To]), and using integration by parts, Holder inequality, &mlchy inequality, we

have . .
f|Vu|2dx+f f|U|2dxdss C(Eo + M)+Cf f|Vu|3dxds
0 0

It follows from (2.16) and[(2.119) that

t {
ff|Vu|3dxdssC+Cf f(|F|3+|cu|3)dxds
0 0
3

f (FP + wP)dx < c( f (VU + |P(m, n) — P(im, ﬁ)|2)dx)z ( f m|U|2dx)Z_ (2.21)

Thus, from Lemma2Z]2 and Young inequality withwe have
t
f|Vu|2dx+f f|U|2dxds
0
t i i
<C@+ M)+Cf (f(|Vu|2+|P(m, n) — P(M, ﬁ)lz)dx) (fm|U|2dx) ds
0
t 3 1t
<C(+ M)+Cf (f(|Vu|2+|P(m, n) — P(M, ﬁ)lz)dx) ds+§f f|U|2dxds
0 0

1t )
< C(1+ M) +Ct sup [[Vu(, 9)II%, + —f f|u|2dxds
[0.] 2 Jo

By (2.18), we get

t
< C(1+ M)+ Ct(1+ M)ZVu(, 9)IIZ, + % f f|U|2dxds
0

fort € (0,1) N (0, Tp) suficiently small, where we have used the continuityfdﬁulz(x, t) dx with

respect td over [Q Tg]. Taking Ty = min{m, 1} and lettingt < To A T1, we obtain[[Z.20). o
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Lemma 2.6. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, for- 0 syficiently small, we have

To
sup | (@|VuP + BluP)dx + f f (olul? + VP dxdt < ES.
te€[0,To] 0

Proof. From [2.12) and (2.13), we have
To
LHS of (222)< CEy + cf f(aqu|3 + o3 vutdxds
0
By (2.18), we have
To To
f f oVul*dxds< C f f FO[IF* + |wl* + |P(m, n) — P(f, A)[*]dxds
0 0

Using [2.4),[(Z.1D) [(2.14) anf {211 7)-(Z2119), we have

foTofcr3(|F|4+|w|4)dxds
schTocr3 [(leFdx)z(fWFlzdx)z +(f|w|2dx)§(owlde)z]ds

<C [0 (vulle + 9P - PR A i, d

1
<C sup {[(Vu +|P(m.n) - P(. i))dx [ o*mit?ds}>
tE[O,To]

To
xf fo-m|U|2dxds
0
<CE§9

From [2.25), we have

To To
f f a3|P(m, n) — P(f, f)[*dxds< c( f f o3|F|*dxds+ Eo)
0 0

<CEY +CE.

From [2.24){(2.26), we have .
f Ofa3|w|4 < CEY + CEo.
0
From (2.27),[(2.10), we get

To
f f olVuldxdss § [1° [(@2Vu* + [VuP)dxds
.

oATL
.
< C(Ty) fTOOATl [(@3Vu* + [Vu?)dxds
< C(M)EZ + C(M)Eq,

where we have used Lemmal2.5.

(2.22)

(2.23)

(2.24)

(2.25)

(2.26)

(2.27)

(2.28)



From [2.2),[(2.10)[(2.16)(2.18]. (2]19) and Lenima 2.5 haee

To/\T]_
f f o|Vuldxds
0

To/\T]_
< CEo+f fo-(lF|3+ lwP)dxds
0

ToAT1

<CEo+ [ o (f(VU? + IP(m, n) - P, ﬁ)|2)dx)‘§‘ (/ miuPdx)

3
7

ds

1
i

ToAT ToAT o~
< C(M)E0+C{ sup vulit, [ IVUlZ,ds+ [ ellP(m.n) - P(ih n)||ﬁ2dt}
te[0,To
To/\T]_ %
x(f cr||mU||fzds)
0
1 3

< C(M)Eq + C(M)EZ™ + C(M)EZ™. (2.29)

Then, from [[Z.4),[(2.23)[{Z.27)-(2.29), we obtain

1A20A3 (1+0)A(S+6)

LHS of 2.22) < C(M)E, (2.30)

Thus, where is suficiently small such thaB(M)e(1-940A(G-1077 < 1, we can get
LHS of @22) < Ef. (2.31)
This completes the proof of LemrhaP.6. i

From Lemma& 25, Lemnfa 2.6 and Réf. [16] (Propositions 3-8)can get the next lemma.

Lemma 2.7. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds

To
sup | |VuPdx+ f f lU2dxdt < C(M). (2.32)
t€[0,To] 0

If we assume further that there existg ¢1, %) satisfying ¢ < %, then we have

To 5
sup o f U2+ 9dx + f f oPUUOVU2dxdt< C(M), pr=1+ > (2.33)
te[0,To] 0 4
Lemma 2.8. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds
~ N~
IFllLe + llwllLs < C(IVUllz + lIm = Wil 2 + [In = Al 2) =S [Imall 57, (2.34)
and
E g 1
. (IFll> + llwll=)ds < C(M)E;™ (1+To), qe (L, 3) (2.35)
Proof. From [2.10),[(Z.1I7)[(2.22), and the Gagliardo-Nirenbeeguality, we have
2(g-1) 6+3q
IFlles < CIFILS™ IVFIL S
. e g;gg
< C(IIVullz + lIm— M|z + [In — All 2) 5 |Imal] 57, (2.36)



and
6+3q

To
To . ~ 2-1) . | Z75q
f IFlleds< [ °(IVullz + M= il 2 + lIn = fill, 2) =% [Imii] 5 ds
0

T 0201 _pL 6+
< C(M) fo MG EZ) % (o 26)#5ds
8(a-1)

< C(M)E;S™ (L + To). (2.37)

Similarly, we can obtain the same estimatesdoiThis completes the proof of LemrhaR.8. m]

Now, we apply the estimates in Lemnas|2.8-2.9 and the hypistiig.3) to close the bounds of
m.

Lemma 2.9. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, for given constantamam, satisfyingd < m <

m, <m<m <mandm > %, there exists a constagt> 0 syficiently small, such that

m <m(xt) <M, (xt)eR3x[0,Tol, (2.38)
provided that g < &. Furthermore, the estimates in LemmalP.2-2.8 hold.

Proof. Using the similar argument as that in Ref, [14] (Proposits) and Ref. [[16] (Proposition
7), we can easily obtain this lemmak? and omit the details. m]

By (2.22) and[(2.38), we gfty = T. Thus, [2.B) and (214) hold for arly € (0, T*). This ends the
proof of Step 1

Step 2: Estimates for the higher order derivatives of , u).

Just as in[[9, 1I0], we introduce the quantitywhich is defined by
wW=u-V,

wherev is the solution of

AV + (A + p)Vdivw = VP(m, n) in RS,
H (A+p) (m,n) (2.39)
V(X)) =0 as|x — oo.
The following estimates can be found in the réi. [9] (Proposi2.1):
IVVILe < ClIP(m, n) — P(M, A)|Lp,
: Lp (m,n) — P(M, A)l|Le (2.40)
IVVILe < ClIVP(M, N)]|Lp,
foranyp € (1, «).
By using the equationg (1.1), we fimdsatisfies
AW + (A + )Vdivw = mi in R3,
H (A+w) (2.41)
wW(X) =0 as|x — oo.
Lemma 2.10. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that
T D
sup | moPdx+ f f (|VU|2 + |—divu|2)dxdts K. (2.42)
t[0,T] 0 Dt



Proof. We take the operatat; + div(u-) in (1.1)3, multiplying the resulting equations hy we have
U [8(miad) + div(umih)] + Uj[ath + div(ud; P)]
= pUl[dAUl + div(uAu))] + (1 + p)ui[d jo(divu) + div(ud;(divu))]. (2.43)

Integrating the above equation ot and using integration by parts, we have

%fmlmzdx:%frmmoﬁdx—j; fu‘[ath+div(u-ajP)]dxds+j; fuul[AutJ

+div(u - Au’)]dxds+ f f(ﬂ + pu)u'[8:9;divu + div(u - 9;divu)]dxds
0

Ki. (2.44)

It1e

Frommy — e H! andup € HZ, we know
1 o
Ky = > Mo|Ug|“dXx < K. (2.45)

From the integration by part, the equationl(, (1.1),, (2.10), [2.38) and the Cauchy inequality, we
get

K2:—fotfuj[ath+div(u6jP)]dxds
:j:f(ajuj(Pmm(+Pnnt)+(9kuj8quk)dxds
=—fotf(Pm(mdivu+u-Vm)8juj + Py(ndivu + u- Vn)a;il) dxds

- fo t f P(m, n)d; (akl u¥)dxds
- fo t f (~Prmdivud; il — Pondivud; il + 8(9;01U)P - 8;(dki/u¥)P) dxds
:j:f(—Pmmdivuajuj—Pnndivuajuj+8J-UjdivuP—(9kUj8jukP)dxds

{
< KEo+’% f f IVU2dxds (2.46)
0

From the integration by part and the Cauchy inequality, we ge
Kz = ”f fuJ[AutJ + div(uAu’)]dxds
0
= —uf f[aiulaiug +Aulu- Vi']dxds
0
- _ﬂf f(|VU|2 — giuiukaUl — Gl aUuaul + Aulu - Vul)dxds
0

= —u f f (lVU|2 + oo ukoul — aula Uk Ul — aiulaiu"akul)dxds
0

t t
g—% f f IVi2dxds+ K f f Vul*dxds (2.47)
0 0
10



From the integration by parf,_(Z2.110], (2138) and the Cauakguality, we get

t .
Ks=(1 +,u)f ful[atajdivu + div(ud;divu)]dxds
0

—(A+p) f t f (6;00[ax(divu) + div(udivu)] + Wdiv(a ,-udivu)) dxds
0

-1 +,u)f faju‘%divudxds— (1 +/1)f fajul(divu)zdxds
0 0

—(/1+,u)ftfujai(ajuidivu)dxds

t . .
- +,u)f fl—dlvu|2dxds— (/l+/1)f faju'aiw%divudxds
0

—(/1+,u)f fajul(divu)zdxds+ (/1+,u)f faiulaju'divudxds

<- (/H’u)f fl—dlvu|2dxds+ ffqulzdxds+Kf f|Vu|4dxds

Using a similar argument as Leminal2.6, we can get

t
ff|Vu|4dxdss K.
0

From [2.44){(2.409) and the Cauchy inequality, we can get

;fm|u|2dx+ ffqulzdxds+—f f|—d|vu|2dxds<K

We complete the proof of Lemnia 2]10.

Corollary 2.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that
T
f ||VW||\2NL|1dss K, where L€ (3,6], orly=2
0

Proof. From (2.38),[(Z.411)[{2.42) and Sobolev’s embedding thaokee have

f IVWIZ .., ds < K f Imii?, ds
<K f %, ds
< Kf Uz, ds

where we have used the standard elliptic estimate.

Lemma 2.11. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that

Sup (va(at)”qu + ||Vn(at)”Lq1) < K5 ql € (35 6]
te[0,T]

11
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Proof. Differentiating the equatioh (1 s1yvith respect tog;, then multiplying both sides of the result-
ing equation by |d;m%~29;m, we get

UM + div(dm®u) + (g1 — 1)gmdivu
+01migim®~28;md;divu + g1|8; M= 28;md;u - Vm = 0.

Integrating the above equality ov?, we obtain

d
— vm
dtf' m“tdx

<K f IVul[Vm%dx + oy f m/Vdivu|[Vm®~tdx

-1
< K[IVull [IVm s, + KIIV2ulla [V, (2.54)

d
— vnl%d
dtfl n™dx

< Kf|VU||VHIQ1dX+ c11ntVdivu||Vn|ql—1dx

Similarly, we get

< KIIVullisIVnl®, + KIv2ulle V0] (2.55)
From [2.40), we obtain
IV2MlLa < K(IVMilLaz + [[VN]]Laz), (2.56)

then we get
IVl < K(1+ IWVlismo In(e + V2MILa))
< K(L+ IPlloniz In(e + [IVPlLe))
< K(1+In(e+ [IVmilLa +[|VniLar)), (2.57)

where the first inequality could be found r [9].

From [2.55){(2.57), we get

d
at (IVmijiar + [IVNllLo )

<K(L+ VWl + VML= ) (VM + IVNfla) + ClIVAW e
<K (1+[IVWllyzo + In(e+ [IVMllLar + [[VllLa)) (VML + [[VNl|Lar)

+ KJ||V2W| a1

Note that|Vwilyze, € L?(0, T) by Corollary{Z.1. Then by the Gronwall’s inequality, we aiot (2.53).
This completes the proof of Lemrmha2]11. m|

Corollary 2.2. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that

.
f IVulZ.ds< K. (2.58)
0

12



Proof. From [2.51),[(2.58)[(2.57) and Sobolev’s embedding theoree have

T T
fo IVulZ.ds < fo VWi + [IVVIiZ.ds

.

< Kf VW2 1, ds+ K
0

<K.

(2.59)

This completes the proof of Corollary 2.2. m]
Lemma 2.12. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that

sup (IIVm(, Iz + IVn(, Bl 2) < K. (2.60)

te[0,T]

Proof. Differentiating the equatioh (1 s1yvith respect tog;, then multiplying both sides of the result-
ing equation by @&m, we get

Adim? + div(jd;m?u) + |8;ml*divu
+2mad;md;idivu + 20;moiju - Vm = 0.

Integrating the above equality ov?, we obtain

d 2
d—tf|Vm| dx

< Kf|Vu||Vm|2dx+ 2fm|Vdivu||Vm|dx

< KIIVUll=IVmIEZ, + KIV2ull 29 2. (2.61)

d
- vnl2
dtfl nj2dx

<K f IVU|IVN[?dXx + 2 f n|Vdivul|Vn|dx

Similarly,

< K[IVullL= IV, + KIIV2ul 2190l 2. (2.62)

From [2.40), we obtain
||V2V|||_2 < K(IVMll 2 + VNl 2). (2.63)

From [2.57) and (2.53), we get
WVl < K. (2.64)

From [2.61){(2.64), we get

d
i (VM2 + IVl 2)

< KL+ [VWlIL=)(IVml 2 + [Vl 2) + K][V2wl 2
< K (1 + [[VWlhyeer ) (VM2 + [[VN] 2)
+K|[V2W]], 2.

Note that||Vwilwz2, [[VWIlwe, € L?(0, T) by Corollary[2Z.1. Then by the Gronwall’'s inequality, we
obtain [2.6D). This completes the proof of Lemima P.12. i
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Corollary 2.3. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that

sup ([lulle= + llull2) < K. (2.65)

te[0,T]
Proof. From [2.17) and{2.42), we have
IVEIlL2 + IVoll 2 < Klimdl, 2

<K. (2.66)

From [1.12),[(Z.10)[(2.60) and (Z2)66), we have
lullz < K(ulle2 + IVFll2 + VP2 + [Vl 2)
< K(llullz + IVFlz + [[Vmil2 + VNl 2 + [[Vwl| 2)
< K. (2.67)

Then, from Sobolev’s embedding theorem, we finish this pod@orollary[Z.3. o
Lemma 2.13. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that

sup [Im— Mgz + [In = filly2z < K. (2.68)
te[0,T]

Proof. From [1.1) and [1.11), we have
oA (m(x, 1)) + u- VA1 + P(M(x 1), n(x, t)) — P(M, A1) = —F(x, t). (2.69)

whereA; satisfies that\1(M) = 0 andA7(m) = 2";]* > 0. Similarly, from [1.1) and [1.11), we have
OtA2(N(X, 1)) + u- VAo + P(m(x,t), n(x, t)) — P(fM, /i) = —F(x, t). (2.70)

whereA satisfies that(f) = 0 andAj(n) = 24 > 0.
Differentiating [(2.69) with respect tg and xj, multiplying both sides of the resulting equation
by 0;0jA1(m), integrating the result equality OVEP, we obtain

1d

33 | BainamPdxs [ (008 mI00FI+ 100,A1mI00;PI+ 1003 Aa(mI00y (U - TAL)) dx

(2.71)
Using the Cauchy inequality and the Gagliardo-Nirenbeegyirality, we have

{
IAL (DI, < 1AL, +K fo ((IF Iz + A2l IAllz + (L + [Vl + lull2)llA1lZz) ds (2.72)

Similar to (2.72), from[(2.70), we have
{
IA20)I12 < 1A200)I3, + K fo ((IF Iz + IALl2)IA2lle + (L + VUl + ulp2)llAZ]5,) ds (2.73)

By (2.1), [2.10),[(Z.3P)[(Z.38),_(2.60), Holder ineqtyatnd the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we
get
IFll2 < K(IFll2 + VMUl 2 + ImVll,2)

< K (L + IVl slidll s + VUl 2)
! ;o .
<K (1 + IV 2, 1V2m| 2,1Vl 2 + IIVUIILZ)

< K (L+ [IAdll(L + [IVEll2) + VUl 2) - (2.74)
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Thus, from [2.4R) [(2.838)[ (2.65), (2]72), (21 73), ahd 4}, We have

IALO)IIZ2 + IA2(D)117
t
< 1A1(0)Z; + lA200) + K fo (1 +1IVulles + VU2 + [ull2) (AlIZ, + IA211Z2) + IVUlZ,)ds

t
<K+K f (1+[IVulls + IVUll2) (A2 + 1A2IZ,) ds
0

(2.75)
From [2.38),[(2.60), and using the Gronwall’s inequalitg, @an immediately obtaifh (2.58). i

Lemma 2.14. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that
T
f lulZ,sdt < K. (2.76)
0
Proof. From [2.8),[(2.4R)[(2.68) and (2]74), we have
T
(IFIZ, + llwlZ,)dt < K. (2.77)
0
From [1.12),[(Z.10)[(2.68) and (Z177), we have
T T 5
fo IIUIIﬁsClt < Kfo (Ilullz + IVEl2 + IV(P(M, n) — P(A, A)llz + IVwllya)” dt

.
< Kfo (lull2 + IF ]Iz + M= Milz + I = flge + lwllyz)® dt
<K. (2.78)

This completes the proof of Lemrha2114. m|

Lemma 2.15. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that

.
sup | |[VUPdx+ f f IV202dxdt < K. (2.79)
te[0,T] 0

Proof. We take the operatdvd; + Vdiv(u:) in (1.1)3, multiplying the resulting equations Bu, we

obtain . ) ) .
VW V[oy(ml') + div(umi)] + VW V[9;Py + div(ud;P)]

= VUIV[G AU + div(uAul)] + (A + ) Vil V[8;y(divu) + div(ud;(divu))]. (2.80)

Integrating the above equation ow&t, and using integration by parts, then we have

t t
% f mVi2dx = % f Mol Vio|2d X — f f Vma,uvi dxds- f f V(mu;)d;uvu dxds
0 0

— [ [ VUIV[8;3P + div(ud;P)] dxds— u [, [ AW[AU] + div(uAul)] dxds

—(1+p) fothUj[ajat(divu) + div(udj(divu))]} dxds

= 261 li. (2.81)
i=1
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Frommy — M € H2, andug € H3, we know
1 .2
1 = > mo|VUug|“dx < K. (2.82)

From the integration by parts, the equatiorii, (Z.38), (2.65),[(2.68)[(2.76), the Holder inequality,
the Cauchy inequality and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg indtuate get

{
|2=—f fVmatUVdeds
0

t i —
_ _f fVmat(,uAu+(y+/lznV(d|vu) VP)Vdeds
0

t
<K f f [VMIVU(|V2UIVul + [VUllVm] + VUV + [Ymi|Vn] + 920 Vi)

0

. D .
+Vm? + VN2 + V3] + AUl + |Vad|vu|)dxds

to ol o1 D . 5
< Kf{IIVUIIEZIIV U (IV=0ll 2 + IV g divull 2)lIm = iz

0

+HIV2Ull 2[(UllZ, + N2, + DAVMIE, + 1) + VMl iullge]ds
<K+ 2 ft(nvzun2 v divu,)ds (2.83)
= 10 Jo L2 Dt L2 '
From the Holder inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg inedfyahnd the Cauchy inequality, we obtain
t .
|3=—f fV(mu‘)B,-UVdeds
0
t . .
:—f fVmu’ajUVU+Vquajl'Ndeds
0
{ -
< Kfo f||Vu|||_4(||vm“L2||u”L°°+||Vu”L2)dXdS

t 1,3
< Kf fllVUHEzIIV ull2,dxds
0

t
M 2112
<K+ Efo IV2Ul,ds (2.84)

From the integration by parts, the equatiorlji, (1.1),, (2.38), (2.65),(2.68), the Cauchy inequality,
we get

t .
|4=f fAU’[ath+diV(6qu)]dxds
0
t ) .
:_f f(aiAUJ(Pmmt‘FPnnt)+3kAUJ8quk)dxds
0

t _ _ .
= —f f([Pmer Panldivud; Al — a(9;AWU*)P + Paj(akAuluk))dde
0

t 1At 1
< K( f f (IV2U| + |Vm(|Vu| + |Vn||Vu|)2dxds) ( f f |VZU|2dxds)
0 0

{
H 2012
<K+ F)fo IV2ull%,ds (2.85)
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From the integration by parts, the equatibn (2.38), (2.4883), [2.68), the Cauchy inequality, we
get

t . H .
- f f AU (Ay + div(uAu')) dxds
0
:ff (@iAwau + Aulu- VAU) dxds
0
t . . .
:ff (8 AW @G - 8i(u-VuJ))+Au‘u-VAUJ)dxds
ff ( IV2UP2 = g AU B — g AU A UKd Ul + Aulu- VAuJ)dxds
:f f,u (—|V2U|2+aiAujdivu6iuj — 0, AUIB; UKG U —aiujaiukakAuj)dxds
0
1 t t
<-= f f ulV2uPdxds+ K f f [Vu/*dxds
2 Jo 0

t
< —% f f ulV2uPdxds+ K. (2.86)
0

From the integration by parts and the Cauchy inequality, ate g
lg = —(1 + ) fo t f AU (9;0¢(divu) + div(ud;(divu))) dxds
= (1 + ) fo t f (0;AU[8y(divu) + div(udivu)] + Al div(d;udivu)) dxds
= (1 +p) fo t f (0;AU [ax(divu) + dukdivu + UFdydivu)] - 6i(AU)aju'divu) dxds

t _ t
s(mu)fo fajAuJ%divudxds+Kfo f|V2l'J||Vu||V2u|dxds

t - D . t .
<@ +ﬂ)f0 f(ajA(atuJ+u-VuJ)ad|vu)dxds+Kj(; VUl V20l 2]|Vul| 2d's

t D . t . D ..
<-Q +,1)f f|V—d|vu|2dxds+Kf VUl [IV2ull 2 (||V2u|||_z+||Vad|vu||,_z)ds

/l
il f f|v divul2dxds+ 10f IV20]2,ds + K. (2.87)
From @1)@7) and (Z.B8), we immediately obtain (2.79 m|
Lemma 2.16. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that
sup [Jullys < K. (2.88)
te[0,T]
sup [[((m-mn -0y < K. (2.89)
te[0,T]
sup [[(m, Iz < K. (2.90)
te[0,T]
T
fo (IuiZs + llueliZz) ot < K. (2.91)
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Proof. From [1.12), [(2.77),[(218) [ (2.10)._(2)68), (2179) and theglmado-Nirenberg inequality, we
have
llullps < K(llUllez + IVEIlH2 + [IV(P(M, n) — P(M, W)lle + [IVowllys)
< K(lullz + IV(MO)IIz + lIm = Mllyz + [In = filly2)
< K(llull .z + VUl 2 + VMUl 2 + [[M = M|z + [N = filly2)
<K. (2.92)

Thus, we can gef(2.88).
Differentiating[(2.69) with respect to , x;, andx, multiplying both sides of the resulting equa-
tion by 0i0;0kA1(m), integrating the result equality OVEF, we obtain

1d
Qd—tflaiajakm(m)lzdxsf(|aiajak/\1(m)||aiajak|:|
HAGiOAMIOPI + 1500 (M0 - VADDX  (2.93)

Using the Cauchy inequality and the Gagliardo-Nirenbeagyirality, we have

{
IA1®)IIZs < IA2(0)3s + K fo ((IFllks + IA2lle)|Alle + (1 + [[Vulls + [Ulga)lIALlIZ:)ds (2.94)

Similarly, from (2.70), we have
t
IA2(B)[I7 < 1A200)I7; + K fo ((IFhyz + IA2ll2)lIA2llz + (1 + VUl + [[ulle)lA2]IZ)ds (2.95)

From [2.7),[(Z.1B)[(2.42)(2.68). (2179) and the GagbaNirenberg inequality, we have
IFllhs < K(IFllL2 + [IVMUll2 + IMV0l|2)
<K(1+ ||V2mU|||_z + ||V2U|||_2 + [IVmVul| 2)

< K(L+ IV2Ull2 + [IV2mil s 1l s + IVl sl VUl s)

1 1 . 1 1 .
< KL+ [IV2Ull 2 + [IV2mi| 2,1 V3mil 2,V Ull 2 + VM2, V2| 2,1V 20) 2)

< K(L+ [IV2Ull 2 + [|A1]lg2). (2.96)

Thus, from [2.7B),[(Z.88)[ (2.94]. (2195), and (2.96), weeha
IALOIZ + I1A2(0)I12

{
< 1A1(0)IIZz + 1A2(0)13s + K f (L + VUl + IVl 2 + llullge) (IALIZs + 1A2I1Zs) + IV2UE,)ds
0

t
<K+ K [ @ ITA0AIRs + 1Azl )ds
0

(2.97)
where we have usatly — e H3, ng — i € H3.
Using [2.79),[(2.97) and the Gronwall's inequality, we have
IAL®)IIZs + 1A2(8)]175 < K. (2.98)

Thus, we can immediately obtain (2189).
From (11); , (1.1),, (2.88) and[(2.89), we get

sup [|(mg, n)llyz < K.
te[0,T]
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Then we get((2.90).
From [Z.8), [(Z.70)[(Z2.98) and (2196), we have

.
fo (IF11Z + llwlZs) dt < K. (2.99)
From [1.12),[(Z.110)[{2.89) and (Z2]99), we have
T
T S
fo IuliZ.dt < K 7 (IluliZ, + IVFIZ, + IV(P(m, n) - P(f, A)IIZ, + IV, ) dt

.
<K fo (Ui, + IFI5 + Im = @liZg + [In = AR + ol ) dt
<K (2.100)

Fromu = u + u- Vu, (2.79) and[(2.88), we have

.
fo llugli?dt < K. (2.101)

Then we get({2.101).
This completes the proof of Lemrha 2116. i

Step 3: Completion of the proof of Theorem 1.1.

By Lemmad Z.11[ Z2]9 and 2.16, we get (2.1) dndl(2.2), whichlades a contradiction. Thus,
T* = o0. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is complete.
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