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Global solutions to the three-dimensional full

compressible Navier-Stokes equations with vacuum

at infinity in some classes of large data

Huanyao Wen! Changjiang Zhu'

Abstract

We consider the Cauchy problem for the full compressible Navier-Stokes equations
with vanishing of density at infinity in R?. Our main purpose is to prove the existence
(and uniqueness) of global strong and classical solutions and study the large-time behavior
of the solutions as well as the decay rates in time. Our main results show that the strong
solution exists globally in time if the initial mass is small for the fixed coefficients of
viscosity and heat conduction, and can be large for the large coefficients of viscosity and
heat conduction. Moreover, large-time behavior and a surprisingly exponential decay rate
of the strong solution are obtained. Finally, we show that the global strong solution can
become classical if the initial data is more regular. Note that the assumptions on the
initial density do not exclude that the initial density may vanish in a subset of R® and
that it can be of a nontrivially compact support. To our knowledge, this paper contains
the first result so far for the global existence of solutions to the full compressible Navier-
Stokes equations when density vanishes at infinity (in space). In addition, the exponential
decay rate of the strong solution is of independent interest.

Key Words: Full compressible Navier-Stokes equations, global classical and strong solutions,
large-time behavior, vacuum.
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1 Introduction

The compressible Navier-Stokes equations, describing the motion of compressible fluids, can
be written in the Eulerian coordinates in R? as follows:

pt + div(pu) = 0,
(pu)t + div(pu ® u) + VP = div(T), (1.1)
(pE)¢ + div(pEu + Pu) = div(Tu) + div(kV§E).

Here 7T is the stress tensor given by
T =p (Vu+ (Vu)') + Adivuls,

where I3 is a 3 X 3 unit matrix; p = p(x,t), u = u(z,t) = (u1,u2,us)(z,t) and 6 = 0(z,t)
are unknown functions denoting the density, velocity and absolute temperature, respectively;
P = P(p,0), E and k denote pressure, total energy, and coefficient of heat conduction,
2
U
respectively, where E = e + u (e is the internal energy); p and A are coefficients of

viscosity, satisfying the following physical restrictions

u>o,A+%"zo. (1.2)
Assume that

P=Rpb, e=C,0,

for some constants R > 0 and C,, > 0. Note that the temperature function can be written as
0 = Aexp{S/C,}p ! where S = S(z,t) is the entropy, A > 0 and y > 1 are constants.

When the density has a positive lower bound (i.e., no vacuum at any point), the mo-
mentum equation and the energy equation are parabolic. In this case, there have been a
lot of works so far on the well-posedness of solutions to the Cauchy problem and the initial-
boundary-value problem for (II]). Refer, for instance, to these elegant works [17), 18, [19]
25, 126, 28], 29, [32] for local and global existence of classical solutions from one dimension to
high dimensions. In particular, Matsumura and Nishida in [28] 29] showed that the global
classical solution in three dimensions exists provided that the initial data is small in H3.
In one dimension and high dimensions with spherically symmetric solutions, the global ex-
istence of classical solutions with large initial data has been obtained (see [26, 25| 1§]). On
the existence, asymptotic behavior of the weak solutions to the system (I.1]), please refer, for
instance, to |20} 21], 22 [14] 13| 10] from one dimension to high dimensions.

When vacuum is allowed, some new challenging difficulties arise, such as degeneracy of
the equations. In spite of this, some important progress on global existence of weak solutions,
local existence of strong solutions and global existence of classical solutions has been achieved
by Feireisl, Bresch-Desjardins, Cho-Kim and Huang-Li [11, 1, [4] I5]. More precisely, Feireisl
in his pioneering work [11] got the global existence of so-called variational solutions to (L))



with temperature-dependent coefficient of heat conduction in a bounded domain @ C RN
for N > 2. The temperature equation in [11] is satisfied only as an inequality in sense of
distribution. This work is the very first attempt towards the existence of weak solutions to
the full compressible Navier-Stokes equations in high dimensions. With viscosity coefficients
which are only density-dependent, the existence of global weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes
equations for viscous compressible and heat conducting fluids in T® or R? was obtained by
Bresch and Desjardins [1]. One of the important estimates in [1] is the Bresch-Desjardins
entropy estimate which gives more regularity of the density function with the help of the
density-dependent viscosity. As pointed out in [I], the assumption on the initial density that
P0 — Poo € L' is necessary for some positive constant p.,. Huang and Li [I5] obtained the
existence and uniqueness of global classical solutions to the Cauchy problem for (LI]) in R?
provided that the initial energy is small. Vacuum is allowed interiorly but not at infinity in
[15]. When the domain is bounded, with vacuum and large initial data, we got existence and
uniqueness of global classical solutions to the initial-boundary-value problem of (I1l) in one
dimension and in high dimensions with spherically and cylindrically symmetric initial data
[33, 34]. Temperature-dependent coefficient of heat conduction plays a crucial role in the
proof.

When the initial density and initial temperature vanish at inﬁnit, there is no useful
basic energy equality (or inequality). To our knowledge, there is only one result so far in this
direction, please refer to [4] for the perfect gas with constant coefficients of viscosity and heat
conduction, where the authors obtained the local existence and uniqueness of strong solutions
to (LI)) with vacuum at infinity in R3. Two natural questions are: do there exist some global
strong and more regular solutions to (LI]) when vacuum state is allowed at infinity? If do,
then how do they behave when time goes to infinity? We will answer the questions in the
paper.

We would like to introduce our main ideas in the paper. To prove the global existence of
the strong solution, we establish a sharper blow-up criterion than that we have obtained in
[35] for strong solution if the strong solution blows up in finite time. Then we get a crucial
proposition (Proposition ) which implies that the terms in the criterion will never blow
up in finite time when the initial mass is small in some sense (refer to the proof of Corollary
for more details). This together with the contradiction arguments indicates that the
strong solution exists globally in time. This is the main ingredient of the proof. Moreover,
our result shows that the initial mass can be large if the coefficients of viscosity and heat
conduction are taken to be large, which implies that large viscosity and heat conduction mean
large solution. Furthermore, large-time behavior of the strong solution is considered, and a
surprisingly exponential decay rate of the strong solution is obtained. Finally, we show that
the global strong solution can become classical if the initial data is more regular.

The main challenges in studying the global well-posedness of solution are summarized as
follows:

(D1) : No useful basic energy equality (or inequality).

When p — p >0, 0 — 0> 0 as |x| — oo, the following classical basic energy equality

holds:
t A(divu)? + uVut (Vo2 g2
C(t)+//< 7 2 + |92| = C(0),
0 JRr3

n this case, initial vacuum state at infinity is allowed.




where

0 0 pluf p )
Ct:/< :—10 7—1 + — 4+ — —+ IOj .
(t) pls—logz—1)+ =5 (pppgp)
It is easy to verify that C(0) > 0. This equality plays an important role in the proof of the
main theorems for instance in [I5] 18 22]. If (p,0) = (0,0), the energy equality (or inequality)
is unavailable.

(D3) : Zlotnik inequality (see Appendix A in Section 7) which was used in [16] for isen-
tropic flow to get the upper bound of the density does not work here. In [16], g(p) is defined
as g(p) = —g];(rp)? for the case that p = 0, where P(p) = ap” for a > 0 and v > 1. However,

in the present paper, P = Rpf. Thus g(co) # —oo due to the possible vanishing of 6.

Our strategies on handling (D;) and (D2) are as follows. Firstly, for (D), we define a
new B(T) (see ([@3)) in Proposition 1] and do not need time-weighted terms with more
regularity like those in [I5]. Besides, we prove that the mass is conserved for all time with
the regularity of the strong solution, i.e.,

/pdx:/ po dx.
R3 R3

This gives that the mass is small for all time if we assume the initial mass is small. The
“smallness” of the mass and the a priori assumption of B(T') and density make us get the
estimate of Vu in L2, norm which is the very important starting point. Secondly, for (Dz),
we use the idea of Lions ([27]) and Desjardins ([6]) to construct a “log p” equation. Then

we define a different function g from the isentropic case, i.e., g(p) = —;;”—f’f/\. With the help

of the “log p” equation, the “smallness” of mass and the a priori assumptions of A(T") (see
#2)), B(T) and p, we have N7 = 0 in Appendix A. This suggests that g < 0 is enough in
stead of g(oco) = —oo in Appendix A. This is the main ingredient in the proof of the upper
bound of the density. See Lemma [£.7] for more details.

Before we state our main results, we would like to give some notation which will be used
throughout this paper.

Notation:
(i) / f= / fdx.
R3 R3
(ii) For 1 <1 < 0o, denote the L' spaces and the standard Sobolev spaces as follows:
L= 2(2), DM = {u € Lipo(®) : V¥l < o0}
Wk’l — Ll N Dk,l Hk — Wk,2 Dk — Dk,Z
DL = {u e LS: |[Vul|2 < ool

k
lull peo = V5 ul| 1.

(iii) G = (2u + A)divu — P is the effective viscous flux.

(iv) h = hy + u - Vh denotes the material derivative.



(v) mo = /R pola) da.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present our main results. In
Section Bl we establish a sharp blow-up criterion for strong solution. In Section 4], motivated
by the blow-up criterion established in Section [B, we prove the global existence of strong
solution provided that the initial mass is small in some sense. In Section Bl we study the
large-time behavior of the solution and get the exponential decay estimate. In Section[6, based
on the local well-posedness of the classical solution, we get the existence and uniqueness of
global classical solution by establishing some higher-order a priori estimates globally in time.
In Section [7, we give the proof of the local well-posedness of classical solution.

2  Main results

Assume that 4, A and k are constants. We assume R = C,, = 1 henceforth, since the constants
R in the pressure function and C), in the internal energy play no role in the analysis. In this
case, if the solutions are regular enough (such as strong solutions and classical solutions),
(LI is equivalent to the following system

pt+ V- (pu) =0,
pus + pu-Vu+ VP(p,0) = pAu+ (1 + A)Vdivu, (2.1)
pbs + pu - VO + pbdivu = & [Vu + (V) |* + A(dive)? + kA6, in R? x (0,00).

System (2.I)) is supplemented with initial conditions
(p, 1, 0)|i—0 = (po, uo, Bp), = € R3, (2.2)
with
p(z,t) =0, u(z,t) — 0, 6(z,t) — 0, as |z| — oo, for t > 0. (2.3)

We give the definition of the strong solution to (Z.I)-(23]) throughout this paper, which
is similar to [4].
Definition 2.1 (Strong solution) For T > 0, (p,u,0) is called a strong solution to the com-
pressible Navier-Stokes equations (21)-(2.3) in R3 x [0, T, if for some q € (3,6),
0<peC(0,T;WHnHY, p, e C([0,T];L*N L),
(u,0) € C([0,T]; D*> N D}) N L2([0,T); D*9), (ut,0;) € L*([0,T); DY), (2.4)
(v/pug, /pb;) € L°([0,T); L?), 6 > 0,
and (p,u,0) satisfies (Z1) a.e. in R® x (0,T]. In particular, the strong solution (p,u,0) of

(21)-(2.3) is called global strong solution, if the strong solution satisfies (2-4]) for any T > 0,
and satisfies (21) a.e. in R3 x (0, 00).

2.1 A blow-up criterion

We state our main theorem in Section 2.1] which is on a blow-up criterion for strong solutions

to (21)-(23)), as follows:



Theorem 2.1.1 Assume py > 0, po € HNWIINLY, for some q € (3,6), (uo,00) € D*ND},
and the following compatibility conditions are satisfied:

{muo + (1 + N)Vdivag — VP(po, 00) = \/Byd1,

( . o) - \ (2.1.1)
#AOy + 5 [Vuo + (Vuo)'|” + AMdivug)® = \/poga, = € R?,

for some g; € L?, i = 1,2. Let (p,u,0) be a strong solution to (Z1)-(23) in R? x [0,T]. If
0 < T* < 400 is the mazimal existence time of the strong solution, then

= o0, (2.1.2)

lim sup (helzoe o rszoe) + 1081 g 7, 22))

provided that 3 > .

Remark 2.1.2 Theorem[211]is an extension of our previous result in [35] where a blow-up
criterion in terms of the upper bounds of p and 0 was established.

Remark 2.1.3 The additional restriction on the viscosity, i.e., 3u > X, is only used in
Lemma[32. Thus, this additional restriction 3u > A can be removed if (2.1.2) is replaced by

. 1
hst;% (HPHLOO(O,T;Loo) + HP9HL4(O7T;L%) HP“U”LOO(O,T;M) + H’UHVU\HLz(O,T;Lz)) = 00.

Remark 2.1.4 Theorem [Z11) gives a necessary condition that the strong solution blows up
in finite time. Thus, to prove the global existence of strong solution to (2.1)-(2.3), it suffices
to find some suitable initial data and explore some global a priori estimates to make the
necessary condition fail. Please see Theorem[2.2.1] and its proof in Section[]] for more details.

Remark 2.1.5 Under the conditions of Theorem [2.11), the local existence and uniqueness
of the strong solutions was obtained by Cho and Kim in []J. Thus, the assumption T* > 0
makes sense.

2.2 Global strong solution

The second result is concerned with global existence and uniqueness of strong solution.

Theorem 2.2.1 (Global strong solution) For any given K; >0 (i =1,2) and p > 0, assume
that the initial data (po,uo,00) satisfies

po >0, 6 >0, inR® poc H nWhin LY, (ug,6y) € D*> N D, (2.2.1)
for some q € (3,6), and
0<po<p, inR3,
[Vuoll2 < VK1, |lv/pobolrz < VKo,

and the compatibility conditions (Z11). Then there exists a unique global strong solution

(p,u,0) in R3 x [0,T] for any T > 0, provided that

C(2u+ NS Cu2(2p + M)
E3 ’ E12

(2.2.2)

mogsoﬁmin{Og, C(Qu—l—)\)%, , (f(2u+)\)36/£12},

_ o (14p49X) 6pK. 8prK:
where mo = /R3 po(x)dx, E = TR u(u-ph\)zlﬁ + u(“i’;)QZKl + 1, and

CrS(p+Nous Cub . Crp? Crt  Ck°
(“—)“6, Crdw3(2u + \)°, %’ Cr@p+ A 2 )fLSEG’ B2 B
(wlu+2) +1) o !

(3 = min

3



for some constant C > 0 depending on p, K1, Ko, and some other known constants but
independent of u, \, k, and t.

Remark 2.2.2 For the fized viscosity and heat conduction, we need the “smallness” of initial
mass. But the velocity and temperature can be large. Fven the density can also be large in
some small regions.

Remark 2.2.3 In Theorem [Z22], for any fived \ satisfying (L.2), as p and k are large

enough, we have

- 1 K
E~—+—+1,
pr ol

6 4 4 6
Cstin{u6, WOkB, L 10 A }

E2’ " USEST 2 3
— 112 )12 g 10 K649
IR LR L ST L
Thus,
- 12 )12 )10 16119 R /1,1_72 1160 e
K218 KO B A 12 5B 0 W34 " RIZ 4 36
~p

for some a = a(ry) > 0, provided that k ~ p™, for any r € (%,5). In this case, the
initial mass (i.e., Cqy) could be large if p are sufficiently large. In fact, for isentropic flow
(no temperature equation), there have been some works on the global large reqular solutions
with vacuum for the initial-boundary-value problem in one dimension and in high dimensions
(symmetric initial data), Cauchy problem and periodic problem in two dimensions [7, [8, [23,
2J). For the full system, please refer to our previous works [33, [3])] for the initial-boundary-
value problem in one dimension and in high dimensions (symmetric initial data).

Remark 2.2.4 For the coefficient of heat conduction k = 0, two important works by Xin et
al. [36), [37] indicate that there are no global smooth (classical) solutions to (21]) with initial
density of nontrivial compactly support or with initial density satisfying

VcVvcUco,
p():O, iHU—V,

and po is not identically equal to zero on V, where U is a bounded and connected open set.

Remark 2.2.5 For k > 0, with small initial mass, one can not expect generally that the
global solutions as in Theorems [2.2.1] and [2.4.9 are highly decreasing at infinity (in space)
due to [30] even if they are initially, or that the entropy S has better reqularity due to [31)].

Remark 2.2.6 We would like to mention the Ref. [2] which shows that there is no global
strong solution in R? if the initial density is of nontrivial compactly support. While the authors
in [2] essentially impose on the strong solution an assumption for the entropy function S (i.e.,
S = S(x,t) < oo for all (x,t) € R3 x [0,T]) in order that the temperature function vanishes
in the vacuum region. Thus here we find a global strong solution in a bigger space than that
in [2]. As a byproduct, when the initial mass is small in some sense, our result shows that
the entropy function S of the strong solution is not always less than infinity in R3 x [0,T]
even if it is initially.



2.3 Asymptotic behavior

The third result is concerned with the large-time behavior of the solution as well as its decay
rate.

Theorem 2.3.1 (Asymptotic behavior) Under the conditions of Theorem[2.21), it holds that
/ (plO]* + [Vul* +|V6]*) — 0, (2.3.1)
R3

as t — oo, provided that
mo < £0-

Furthermore, the following decay rate
/ (pl0]? + [Vul?) < Cexp{—Cut), (2.3.2)
R3
holds for any t € [0,00), provided that

mo < min{eg, &},

for some positive constants &y, C, and Cy depending on u, \, k, K1, Ko, p, and some other
known constants but independent of t.

Remark 2.3.2 Some large-time behavior of the solutions to Cauchy problem for (I1l) with
non-vacuum state at infinity have been studied before, see for instance [13,[15] and references
therein. While, there seem few results on the decay rate. Here we get the exponential de-
cay estimate (2Z.32) which seems surprising. The main ingredient is that here we have the

integrability and the uniform upper bound of p in R® such that the inequality obtained from
(5-17) (assume all the constant coefficients are 1 w.l.o.g.)

d
[ vl 196 ) + 51 [ (olu? + ol + eusluP + %) <0
R3 dt R3

is able to give the desired inequality (assume the constant coefficients are 1) which implies
the exponential decay estimate, i.e.,

d
/ (p\u!Q + p|0)? + |curlu|?® + G2) + —/ (p\u]Q + p|0)? + |curlu|® + G2) <0.
R3 dt R3
Refer to Section [5.2 for more details.

Remark 2.3.3 From (21)3, Lemmas[5.2, [5.3, [5.5, Corollary[5.7), and the standard interpo-
lation inequality, it is easy to verify that the large-time behavior (Z.31]) and the decay estimate
(Z.32) can be improved as follows:

/ (PlOI™ + [Vul” + |[V6IT) = 0
R3
for any r € [2,6) and any r1 € [2,00), as t — oo, and
[ (6lor +vup) < Cexp{~Cut)
R3

for any t € [0,00) and some positive constants C and 51 independent of t.



2.4 Global classical solution

The global strong solution as in Theorem [2.2.T] can become classical, if there is more regularity
of the initial density(c.f. [I5] 24]). Before presenting the main result in this part, we would
like to give a definition of classical solution in the paper.

Definition 2.4.1 (classical solution) For T > 0, (p,u, ) is called a classical solution to the
compressible Navier-Stokes equations (21)-(2.3) in R3 x [0,T], if for some q € (3,6),
peC(0,T]; H*nW?%), p, € C([0,T]; HY), p>0, 6 >0,
(u,0) € C([0,T); D* N Dg) N L*([0,T); D?), (ur,6;) € L*([0,T]; Dy),
(v/put, /pbr) € L=([0,T); L?), Viy/puy € L*([0,T}; L?), t/puy € L([0,T]; L?),
Vitu € Lo([0,T); D), Viu, € L2([0,T); Dg) N L*([0,T}; D?),
tu € L=([0,T); D>9), tu; € L>([0,T]; D?), tuy € L*(0,T]; DY),
t0 € L°°([0,T]; D®) N L2([0,T]; DY), t0, € L>=([0,T); D§) N L*([0,T); D?),
t20 € L°°([0, T); DY), t20, € L°([0,T); D?), t\/pby € L2([0,T]; L?),
t2/pby € L([0,T); L?), 20, € L*([0,T}; DY),

(2.4.1)

and (p,u,0) satisfies (21) in R3 x (0,T]. In particular, the classical solution (p,u,0) of
(Z1)-(223) is called global classical solution, if the classical solution satisfies (2-4.1) for any
T > 0, and satisfies (21)) in R? x (0, 00).

Now we are in a position to state our main result in this part.

Theorem 2.4.2 (Global classical solution) Under the conditions of Theorem [2.2.1, if in
addition that

po € HXNW>4, (2.4.2)
for some q € (3,6), then there exists a unique global classical solution (p,u,0) of (2.1)-(2-3).

Remark 2.4.3 Though the initial data can be large if the coefficients of viscosity and heat
conduction are large, it is still unknown whether the global classical solution exists when the
wniatial data are large for the fized coefficients of viscosity and heat conduction. It should be
noted that a similar question of whether there exists a global smooth solution of the three-
dimensional incompressible Navier-Stokes equations with smooth initial data is one of the
most outstanding mathematical open problems ([9]).

3 A blow-up criterion

Let 0 < T* < oo be the maximal existence time of the strong solution (p, u, ) to (2.1])-(2Z3]).
Namely, (p,u,6) is a strong solution to (2I)-(Z3) in R? x [0,7] for any 0 < T < T*, but
not a strong solution in R? x [0, T*]. We shall prove Theorem 2.1.1] by using a contradiction
argument. Suppose that ([2.1.2)) is false, i.e.

t
M =t sup (Ip(t)] = + [ [8(3)]!pds) < . (3.1)
t T 0 Ls

Our aim is to show that under the assumption (B3.1), there is a bound C > 0 depending only
on M, pg,uo, 0o, 14, A, k, and T™ such that

sup ||0(¢)||z < C. (3.2)
0<t<T*



With [B2]) and B1]), we showed in our previous paper [35] that 7™ is not the maximal time,
which is the desired contradiction.

Throughout the rest of the section, we denote by C a generic constant depending only on
£o, U, 90, T*, M, )\, M, K.

Lemma 3.1 Under the conditions of Theorem [21.1), it holds that

/3/):/3/)0%77107 (3.3)
R R

Proof. For any r > 1, let ¢, be the classical cut-off function satisfying

for any t € [0,T%).

¢ € CC(R?), suppé, € B.(0), ¢, =1 in B%(O), 0<¢.<1, and |V¢,| < % in R3.

Multiplying (2.1)); by ¢,, we have
(¢rp)t + &0V - (pu) = 0. (3.4)

Integrating (3.4) over R3 x [0,¢] for 0 <t < T*, and using integration by parts, we have

t
¢r10 :/ ¢7‘/00 + / / pu - V(JST
R3 R3 0 JR3

t
- / bopo + / / pu-V, (3.5)
R3 0 JB.(0)/B5(0)

=0 + I>.

Since py € L', we have

L = [ po (3.6)
R3

as r — 00.
For I, we have

t
| Lo SC/ / PM
o J,0/B,0" T

< t L
—C/O “u|‘L6(R3)H'OHL2<BT-(O)/B%(O)> H;HL3<BT(O)/B%(O)>

t
<C [ 192l 5,01 )
Since Vu € C([0,t]; L2(R?)) and p € C([0,t]; L2(R?)) for t € [0,7*), let r go to oo, one has
I, — 0.
This together with (3.5]) and (3:6]) deduces

p(7t) S Lla

[o=[.m
R3 R3

for any ¢ € [0,T]. 0

and

10



Lemma 3.2 Under the conditions of Theorem [Z11l and (31)), if 3u > A, it holds that

T
sup / p\u!4daz+/ / lu|?|Vul? de dt < C, (3.7)
R? o Jrs

0<t<T
for any T € (0, 7).

Proof. The detailed proof of Lemma[3.2] could be found in [35] (Lemma 4.2 therein), which
might be slightly modified (only for the pressure term). O

Lemma 3.3 Under the conditions of Theorem [2Z1.1 and (31l), it holds that for any T €
[0,77)

T
sup / (PO + |Vul2) da +/ / (IVOP + plu?) dadt < C. (3.8)
0<t<T JR3 0o JRs

Proof. Multiplying (2.1))2 by u¢, and integrating by parts over R3, we have

1d

2 2 f 12
+ Vul” + (1 + A)|div
/3p|ut| 5T s (,u| ul (1 )|divul )

d 1 d 1
~2 | pdivu——— 2 [ p2_ PG — Vu-
dt Jgs T 22+ N dt /]Ra 2u+)\/Rg t /Rapu e (3.9

where G = (2u + A)divu — P.
Recalling P = pf, we obtain from (Z1]); and (ZI])3

P, = —div(Pu) — pfdivu + p (Vu + (Vu)') : Vu + Adivudivu + £A6. (3.10)

Substituting (B.10) into (I)3, and using integration by parts and the Holder inequality, we
have

(I)g=— 2M1+)\/]R3PU-VG+ 2N1+)\/Rg,z)9diqu
+ 2}/1)\ /RS (Vu+ (Vu)') : (VG ®u) + QM{\F)\ /RS divuu - VG
+ 2M1+ 3 /11@3 (nAu+ (p+ A)Vdivy) - uG + 2//1 3 /R3 Vo .-VG (3.11)
<Cllowbll VGl + 5= [ pbdivuG + CIVG 2]l
+ OV G2 | VO 2 + 2M1+ , /R (1O + (s + N)Vdiva) - uG.

Substituting (Z10)2 into (B1I]), and using the Sobolev inequality, (31 and integration by

11



parts, we have

1
(D)5 <CIVG |2 (Jlowbll 2 + [0l V] o + 198]12) + 5= /R pup -G

1 1
-Vu-uG — Pu-VG
+2/L+)\ RSPU e 2/.L+)\ R3 b
1
<CIVGI 2 (llpubl 2 + [ulVul| . + [V6]12) + 5 / pluel?
R3
i (3.12)
+ C/R3 plul?|G + CllulVul||;,
1 2
<CIVG] 12 (loub| 2 + [[ulVul | 2 + 1V8]22) + 5 | ol
R3
[ PP+ [ plulpop
R3 R3
Taking div on both side of ([2.I])2, we get
AG = div(put + pu - Vu). (3.13)
By (3I3) and the standard L%-estimates together with (B.I)), we get
IVGllz2 < Cllpudlze + Cllou - Vulzs < Cllypullze + Cll[ull Vel e (3:19)
Substituting (3:14) into (312, and using the Cauchy inequality, we have
2 2 2 1 2
(D <Cllpub||12 + CllulVull| . + CIVOIIL: + 3 - plug|”. (3.15)

For the first term of the right hand side of (B.I%]), using the Holder inequality, the Sobolev
inequality and the Cauchy inequality, we have

loublZ> <[|lul?|[ 0012 12 < CllulVull| 21100]1% 12

<ClulVul| + ol . (310
Substituting (3:16) into (315]), we have
(s <CUAIL g +Clllula+ CITOIE + 3 [ plul® (3.17)
For (I)4, using Cauchy inequality and (B.1]), we have
(i <5 [ plul+C [ v, (3.18)

Putting (BI7) and ([BI8]) into (89), and integrating it over [0,¢], for t < T, we have

t
// p\ut]2+/ (4 Vul? + (o + N)divaf?)
0 JR3 R3

t
§2/ Pdivu+C’/ V6|2, + C
R3 0
t
§(u+>\)/ |divu|2—|—C’(/ ,092—|-/ Vo) + C,
R3 R3 0 JR3

12



where we have used Cauchy inequality, (3.I) and (37). Therefore,

t t
// p|ut|2—|—/ |Vu|2§C'(/ ,092—|-/ Vo) + C. (3.19)
0 JR3 R3 R3 0 JR3

Multiplying ([2I)3 by € and integrating by parts over R?, we have
0 2 el 2
w [ Ivors 5 [ ol
= /}R3 p¢92dlvu+/]R ~|Vu+ (Vu)| 0+/ N divu|?0 (3.20)
3
=> (I1)
i=1

For (II)y and (1), we have

=

(IT)3 + (I1)3 :/RS (Vu+ (Vu)) : Vud + /RS Aldivu|20

u(Au + Vdivu) - ub — /R3 p(Vu+ (Vu)') : (VO @ u)

Au - Vdivul — Mivuu - VO
3 ]R3

/
/
:_/R (pusr + pu - Vu+VP) -ub— | u(Vu+(Vu)): (Vo@u) (3.21)
/
/

3 R3

Mivuu - VO

put-uﬁ—/ p(u-V)u-u0+/ p@zdivu+/ pou - Vo
3 R3 R3 R3

- / p(Vu+ (Vu)) : (VO®u)— | Adivuu - V9,
R3 R3

where we have used integration by parts and (2.1]).
Using the Holder inequality, the Cauchy inequality, (8.1]) and ([B8.7]), we have

(IT)y + (IT)3
<|\vpurl 2 | /pull Lol /81 Lo + ||ul Vel || 2 oull s 0]l o + /[RS pf*divu
+ VO 2llv/pull Lall /P8 s + C|lulVul || 12 VO] L2
<Cllv/puellL2[|v/pbl s + gHV9”2L2 + CJulVul|| 7. + /11@3 po*divu + C|l\/p||74.

(3.22)

Substituting (3:22]) into (B3:20]), we have
d 2
w [ 1VOR+ 5 [ o < ClVulia | Yl + Cllullfa + VIR (329

Integrating (3.23]) over [0,¢] (¢t < T™), and using (3.7]), we have

t t t
| Lowees [ ooz <c [vpulplvmln+c [ 1volkro G2

13



Multiplying ([3:24) by 2C, and adding the resulting inequality into ([B.I9]), we have

t t
/ / plusl® + / Vul? + / / Vo + / pl6)?
0 R3 R3 0 R3 R3

t t
<c /0 Iv/putll 2] /500 4 + C /0 IV +C

1 [t t z
<5 [ [oowrec [([ vaovaer) +c
0 JR3 0 R3

1 [t t 1 3
<5 [ [ el e [IvmiLvmmli +
0 JR3 0

1 [ o, L[ 2 ¢ 2
<= plug|” + = Vo|*+C |0+ C,
2 Jo Jrs 2 Jo Jrs 0o Jr3

where we have used the Young inequality, the Holder inequality, the Sobolev inequality and
(BI)). This, together with the Gronwall inequality, gives (B.§]). O

Lemma 3.4 Under the conditions of Theorem [21.1 and (31), it holds that for any t €
(0,17)

t
/RS(\VHP + plul?) dx + /0 /Rg(py@\2 + |Val?) dzds < C. (3.25)

Proof. By the definition of @, (2.1)2 can be reformulated as follows:
pi+ VP = pAu+ (p+ N)Vdivu. (3.26)
Denote

fsifs(xa'):ne*f(xa')a f&ifé(‘,t):(lﬁé*f(',t), fe,6:¢5*(775*f)7

where
1) = 20C), 6() = 5005,

Here 1 and ¢ are the standard mollifiers in one dimension and in three dimensions respectively.
For any given 7 > 0, let € € (0, 7]. Taking convolutions of both sides of [3:26]) with 7 and ¢,
we have

(pt)es + VP 5 = pAue s + (1 + A)Vdivu, s (3.27)

in R? x (7,7 — 1) where T < T*.
Differentiating (3.27)) with respect to ¢, we have

2(ml)s,(s + V(P)es =puA(0)e s + (p+ A)VAiv(d)e s — pAl(u - Vules

ot (3.28)
— (p+N)Vdiv[(u - V)uls.

Multiplying B.28) by (1).s, and integrating by parts over R3, we have

L, 2 0i0es(es + [ T (@)esl + -+ i (0]
- / (P esdiv (@)es+p | V(- V)uleg - V(i)es

F (it ) /R div (- V)ulepdiv (i)

14



Let 6 — 07, we have
[, gt [ [V + G v (i)
= [ v+ u [ ViVl . (3.20)
]R3 ]R3

bt ) /R div [(w V)ul.div ().

Note that
T -5
G =5 [ (it ds

1

:% /_1 7' (s)p(-,t — es)u(-,t — es)ds
1 1

-/ ol = e5) = i1t — es) s+ ple 1) / (it = es)ds

1 ! .

— [ ot~ es) = ol ]t~ es) — il ) ds

-1

1 r,l —€S) — €T
/RS%(pﬂ)e(u)edw:/RS(ZZ)E(x,t)/ o ()P T =) TP b ey e, 1)) ds d

—1 €

. . ! / p(x7t_63)
—I—/Rg(u)e(x,t)u(x,t) /_177(8)7 ds dx

1 d . 2 1 . 2
5 Loo@Pde =5 [l

N 1d . 1 .
G+ [ (@citp)edst 35 [ pl@P =3 [ @ s,
R3 R3 R3

(3.30)

where we have used the conclusions that

Here

1 X — €S) — X
Ge(t):/Rg(u)E(:n,t)/ o (5) 2Bt =) = PE@) oy ) (b)) ds d

1 €

By virtue of the mass equation, it is easy to check that p, € L>([0,T7; L%) for T' < T™. This,
combined with the Hoélder inequality, the Sobolev inequality and the fact that

lim [IVa(, - —es) = Va(, )l 2@ xprr—) = 0,

gives

Jim (|1Gellpa gr ) = 0. (3.31)

15



Putting (330) into (3:29]), and integrating the result over (7,t) for t < T — 7, we have

/tGe(s) ds+/t/ (d)eu(ps)edxd8+l/ o2, )| (@) (1) ? da
——// P ( |d:1:ds+// (1| V (@) + (1 + A)|div (@) ]?] dzds

(3.32)
:—/ plz, T)|(W)e(x, T |2dx+/ / )ediv ()¢ dx ds
2 Jrs
t
+M/ V[(u-V)u]E-V(u)ed:nds+(u+)\)/ div [(u - V)u]div (@), da ds.
T JR3 T JR3
Let € go to zero, and use ([B.31]) to conclude that
I 12 1 i 9
P ps‘u‘ drds+ 5 p(w,t)\u(m,t)] dx
2 T R3 2 R3
t
+// (V) + (u+ N)|dival?) dods
TR (3.33)

¢ ¢
:1/ p(x,T)\u(x,T)\zda:—i-// Psdivuda:ds—i-u/ Vi(u-V)u] - Vudzds
2 Jgs r JR3 r JR3
¢
+(u+)\)// div [(u - V)uldiv i da ds.
T JR3

For the first term on the left hand side of (8:33]), we make use of the mass equation and
integration by parts. Then we arrive at

t t
l/ / ps|i dx ds = / / pt - [(u- V)u] dz ds. (3.34)
2 T JR3 T JR3

(3:20) implies that
pu=—VP + pAu+ (p+ A)Vdivu.

Putting this into (3.34]), we have

1 [t t t
—/ / ps|u|2dxd8:—// u®VP:Vudxds+,u// u® Au: Vudrds
2 T JR3 T JR3 T JR3

t (3.35)
+(,u—|-)\)/ / u ® Vdivu : Vi dz ds.
T JR3

The combination of (3:33]) and (B:35]) gives

1 t
5/ p(a:,t)\zl(m,t)]2dx+// (u|Val* + (u+ N)|dival?) dods
R3

:1/ p(z, T)]u(a:T]2dx+// Pdivi+u® VP : Vi) drds

2
+u// Vi—u® Au: Vu}da;ds

+(u+A) / / div [(u- V)u]divi —u ® Vdivu : vu] dx ds.
T JR3

16



Let 7 — 07 (take subsequence if necessary), we have

1 t
—/ p(x,t)|u(x,t)|2d:1:+/ / (u|Val* + (p+ N)|dival?) dds
2 Jgs 0 Jrs

t
g/ / (Pudivii+u® VP : Vi) da ds
R3

+u/ / Vi —u® Au : Vu} dz ds (3.36)
R3
+ (n+A) / / div (- V)uldiva —u® Vdivu : va] dxds+C
R3
3
Z 1),
For (IIT)y, using (2.1)1, integration by parts, (1)) and Holder inequality, we have
t
(IIT); = lim / [Pydivi+u® VP : V(i)
6—0t Jo JR3
t
~ lim / / [(0) v i — pB(Vu)’ V(s — pbu - Vv ()]
6—0t Jo JRr3
t
~ lim / / [(0)udtivii— pB(VuY : V(a)s + div (pfu)div (i) (3.37)
6—0t Jo JR3

t .
:/ / [p@divu — pf(Vu) : w]
0 JR3
t .
<c /0 (o021l 2 + 11 /50l Vol [Vl 2 )

For (I11)s, we have

(IIT)y =p lim / / [(ug - V)ugs] - V(i)s —us @ Aug : V(ﬂ)g}
6—0t R3

51—1>%1+/ RS le (Aus @ ugs) — A[(U5-V)u5]] - (w)s.

It is not difficult to check that

div (Aus ® ug) — Al(us - V)us] = Vi(divusVius) — Vk(Vku§VJU5) - Vj(Vkugvkug),

where V, = 2. Thus we have
aZBk

(I111)2 Z—Mél_l)%l+/ /R3 divusVius) - Vi(d)s + p 1_1)1%1+/ . (Vi Vjus) - Vi(it)s
J vty
+'u61—1>%1+/ /RB(VW(;VW(;) V](u)5
t
S / / (divuVgu) - V(i) + / (Ve V 1) - V(i) (3.38)
0 JR3 0 JR3

+ M/Ot /R3(Vkujvku) V(%)

t
<c /0 IVl 2 |V,
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where we have used integration by parts and the Hélder inequality. Note that
div (Vdivus @ us) — Vdiv [(us - V)us) = V(Vjugviuf;) - V(Vjufgviug) - VZ-(Vuf;Vjug).

Similar to the arguments for (I11)s, we have
t
(IT1)s < 0/ Vil 2|Vl 2. (3.30)
0

Substituting (3.37), (3:38) and (3:39) into ([B36]), and using the Cauchy inequality and (3.1]),

we have

1 . ¢ . .
5/ plul2+// (L Val® + (e + N)[dival?)
R3 0 R3

t t t t
T . -
<& [ v+ [ i+ 0 [ 1vmitoee [ v +c.

The first term on the right hand side can be absorbed by the left. Thus we have

¢ ¢ ] ¢
Lol [ [ 19vif <o [Ivai ¢ [ (Ivalio+19oli) w0 (@40)
R3 0 JR3 0 0

t t t
Jimie= [ [ ot < [l ol
0 0 JR3 0

t
<c [ 196l
0

where we have used

The next step is to get some estimates for §. We rewrite (2.1))3 as follows:
pb + pOdivu = g IVu+ (Vu) | + A(divu)? + £A6, (3.41)
Multiplying (B.41]) by 6 and integrating by parts over R3, we have

. d
6|2 f—/ Pk
/Rgm P+ 190

=— / pOdivud + / (ﬁ Vu+ (Vo) |* + )\(divu)2) 0,
R3 Rr3 \2

+/]R3 (g\Vu+(Vu)’|2+A(divu)2)u.vng/ Abu - VO (3.42)

1 ©
=> (V)i
i=1

For (IV)1, using Holder inequality, (B8.1)), (3:3]) and Cauchy inequality, we have

) 1 )
(IV)1 < Cllvpbll 2 Vullpallv/pll 210l s < <[lv/p0l72 + ClVullja + C|[VO|72.  (3.43)
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For (IV)2, we have

UV): :% /RS (5 Vu+ (Vo) + Adive)?) 6~ /Rg (Vu+(Va)) : (Ve + (Vur)) 0
—2A /]R \ divudivu.f
:% - (% [Vu+ (Va)'[* 4+ A(divi)?) 0 - /RS (Vu+ (Vu)) : (Vi + (Vi)') 0

+ /R3 (Vu+ (Vu)) : (Vu-Vu+ (Vu-Vu)') 6

+ ,u/ (Vu+ (Vu)) - (u-V) (Vu+ (Vu)) § —2X [ divudivad
R3 R3

+ 2)\/ divu(Vu) : Vub + 2)\/ u - Vdivudivub.
R3 R3

Using integration by parts, we have

(1v), =2 /RB (& |V + (Va4 Adiva)?) 6 — /RB (Vu+ (V) : (Vi + (Va)) 0

Cdt
|Vu + (Vu)'|?
2

+ 1 /RS (Vu+ (Vu)) : (Vu- Vu+ (Vu-Vu)') 6 — ,u/ divud

RS

12
- u/ wu - Vo — 2)\/ divudivud + 2)\/ divu(Vu) : Vub (3.44)
R3 2 R3 R3 :

— X[ (dive)?0 =X [ |divul?u-VE
R3 R3

9
=> (IV).
=1

For (IV)22 and (IV )z, using the Holder inequality, the Sobolev inequality, we have
(IV)22+ (IV)2,6 < CIVil[ 2] Vul s [|0] s < CIVl[ 2]Vl s VO] 2. (3.45)
Since Vu = VA™! (Vdivu — V x curlu), we apply Calderon-Zygmund inequality to get
IVu| s <C|lcurlu| zs + C||divul|zs. (3.46)
Taking curl on both sides of ([2.I])2, we have
A (curlu) = curl(pa). (3.47)
By ([B:47), the L%-estimates of the elliptic equations and (3.1), we have
|Veurlall 2 < Cllpil 2 < Clly/fille. (3.48)
By (313), (3:46]) and (B48]), together with the Sobolev inequality, we have

IVullps <Clleurlull s + CllGlls + Cllpfll s < Cllewrlul[ gy + ClGll e + Cllpll s [10]] o
<C||curlu||z2 + Cl|divul| 72 + C||V (curlu) |2 + C||VG| 12 + C||VO|| 2 (3.49)
<C|Vullp2 + Cllv/pil 2 + CIVO 2,

where we have used (B.1)), (B3] and (B.8]). Substituting ([3.49) into (B.45]), we obtain
(IV)22 + (IV)26 < ClVil| 2 ([[Vull 2 + |Vl 2 + VO] 2) [ VO] 2. (3.50)
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For (IV)a3, (IV )24, (IV)27 and (IV')a g, using the Hélder inequality, the Sobolev inequality
and the Calderon-Zygmund inequality, we have

IV)23+ UV)oa+ (IV)27+ (IV)2s
SC/ IVul?|0] < C|[Vull? 5 [|0]| s < C|[Vull’ 1[IV 2
R3 L Ls (351)
§C’||curlu||‘z%§ IVO| 2 + C’||divu||‘217§ IV 2
écllcuﬂuﬂig V0|2 + C||G||i%§ VOl Lz + C||P9||i%s VO]l 2.
Using the Holder inequality again, together with (B.I)), ([3:3)), the Sobolev inequality, the
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, (3.8), (8.13) and (348), we get
IV)23+ IV)oa+ (IV)27+ (IV)2s
<Oflcurlu| g2 | Vewrlu|| 72 VO] 2 + CIG| 2|V G| 72 VO] 2 + Cllpll7o 1011761V 2 (3.52)
<C|ly/pil7: V02 + CVO|7..

For (IV)25 and (IV)29, using the Hélder inequality, the Cauchy inequality, the Sobolev
inequality, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and (B.8]), we have

(IV)2,5 + (IV)2,9 SC/S Vul?lul| VO] < OVl Zallull s [ VO]l 5
R
<C|IVullfs + CITull: V6|2 V202 (359
<C|IVullza + CVO|| 2] V28] 2.
From the standard elliptic estimates and (B.41), we have

IV261 12 <Cllpbll 2 + Cllpbdivul 2 + C|Vul[74
<Cllvllzz + Cllpll iz 0] sl Vull 1 + Cl[Vull7a (3.54)
<Cllvpl 2 + ClIVullza + ClIVO| 72,

where we have used the Holder inequality, (B.1]), (B.3]), the Sobolev inequality and the Cauchy
inequality. Substituting ([8.54]) into (8:53]), and using the Cauchy inequality, we have

1 .
(IV)25+ (IV)29 < 2lVpOl2 + ClIVulls + CIIVOI + VO (3.55)
Substituting ([3.50), (3.52]) and (B.55) into ([3.44]), and using the Cauchy inequality, we have
d M 12 . 2
< ~
(V) < /RS (2 [V + (Vu)'|” + A(divu) )9
+C|Val g2 (IVul g2 + [vpil g2 + 1V £2) V0|2 + Clly/pil 721 V6] 2 (3.56)
1 )
+C[| V|72 + gl!\/wlliz + O Vul[a + C|[VO|[7..
For (IV)3, using (3.53) and (355), we have
1 .
(IV)s <C /R VuPlullVe] < Slivpblize + ClIVullzs + ClIVOIlL: + CIVO|La. (3.57)

For (IV)y, using the Holder inequality, the Sobolev inequality, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg in-
equality, (3.8)), (8.54)) and the Young inequality, we have

1 1
(IV)1 <O A0 p2llull s [V s < ClIAG] 12|Vl 2] VOI 22 11V20] 72

1 31 . (3.58)
<C|VO|2.]IV?0]|2, < gH\//_)eH%z + C||VO[|72 + ClIVull 7 + CVO||72.
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Putting (3.43), (350), (B57) and [B58)) into (3:42), integrating the resulting inequality over
[0,t] for t € (0,T*), and using the Cauchy inequality, (3.1)), (3.7) and (B.8)), we have

t t t
// p|9|2—|—/ o) go/ ||vU||§4+c/ |Vu|2|9|~|—€/ 12,
0 R3 R3 0 R3 0

t (3.59)
+C [ (I9ule + Vil + IVOIE:) V613 + €.
For the second term of the right hand side of (8.59]), we have
0/3 Vul*16] <CIVull? 2 0] < Cllewlul? 1, [|V0] 22 + Clldivull] 1 [V 2

R 9 i3} 9

3 1 3 1
<C (leuntal llVeurtull + 1GILIVGIL ) IV -+ ClII2 1912

(3.60)

1 3 1
<CllVpull z2lIVOllL2 + Cllipdll 221101 76 VOl 2

oL 3 1 .
<Cllvpilz=IIVollr2 + CIVOIlZ. < SIVO|72 + Cllvpil Lz + C,

where we have used the Holder inequality, the Calderon-Zygmund inequality, the Gagliardo-

Nirenberg inequality, (3I)), (3.8), B3I3]), (3:48]), the Sobolev inequality and the Young in-
equality. Substituting ([B.60) into (3.59]), we have

t t t
/ / pl6f? + / Vo2 <C / IVullts + Cllypil e + e / IV,
0 R3 R3 0 0

. (3.61)
e / (IVul2 + [v/pil2 + [V6]2) [VOI2. + C.

Multiplying ([B.61)) by 2C and adding the resulting inequality into ([3.40)), we have
t t
c/ / ol + 20/ W +/ pluf? +/ / Va2
0o JRr3 R3 R3 0 JRr3
t t
§2C2/ HVU|]‘£4+2C2H\/ﬁuHL2+2EC/ Vi),
0 0
t
+20C. [ (IVulfs + IVBilRs +61%:) VO[3 + 20°
0
Taking e sufficiently small, together with the Cauchy inequality, we have

t
/ (V6P + plaf?) + / / (PI6? + V)
R3 0 R3

(3.62)
t t
<c /O IVullls 4+ C /0 (IVulZ + /il + [V6]2.) [VO]2. + C.

For the first term of the right hand side of ([8.62), similar to ([3.49), we have
t t t t
/ IVullt, gc/ Jeurlullt, +c/ e +c/ V6]
0 0 0 0
t t t
<C [ fleutul 2 [Veurtulfz + € [ 1612 IVGIE: +C [ [98]E: (363)
0 0 0
t t
<c [l +C [ 198,
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By (3.62), (.63 and the Cauchy inequality, we have

t .
/ (V6P + plif?) + / / (PI6? + 1V?)
R3 0 R3

t t
<0 [ Il +C [ (1Vull + IVpuls + [V02:) V03 0 @6
t
<O [ (19l + IVl + I9612:) (190122 + IVpalE:) +C.
By @), (1), GF), we have

t
[ i+ 1vpali: + 196122) < c.

for any t € (0,7%). This, together with (8.64) and the Gronwall inequality, deduces (3.25]).
O

Corollary 3.5 Under the conditions of Theorem [21.1 and (31l), it holds that for any t €
0,77)

t
e + |Vl - +/ / (pl6:]2 + [V26]2) deds < C, (3.65)
0 JR3

for any r € [2,6], and any t € [0,00).
Proof. Similar to (3.:49), using (B.1), the Sobolev inequality and (3.25]), we have

|Vul[gs <Clleulrul[zs + C||Gl|Ls + C|lpf]| Lo
<O|Veulru 12 + C|VG| 12 + C|[VO]| 2 (3.66)
<C|Vpillrz + C|[VO|[L2 < C.

By (B.38), we have
IVul 2 <C.

This, together with ([B.60) and the interpolation inequality and the Sobolev inequality, implies

[ulloe + [ Vullzr < C, (3.67)
for any r € [2,6].
By B354, we have
V20122 <Cllvpbllzz + ClIVullz: + IV
<Cllvpblz: + ClIVull2 [ Vulfs + C[ V17 (3.68)

<ClVpbllz: + Cllvpilzz + ClIVO| 2,

where we have used the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, (3:25), (3.60) and (B.67).
By [B.68), (3.25) and (3.8]), we get

t
/ V292 < C.
0 JR3
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Recall 6 = 6; + u - V6, we have

t t t
// o2 sc// pwr?w// olu - V2
0 R3 0 R3 0 R3
t t
<o [ [ sipsc [ [ vop<c
0 R3 0 R3

where we have used (B1), (3.8), (3:25), and (B.67). O

Lemma 3.6 Under the conditions of Theorem [21.1 and (31), it holds that for any t €
(0,77)

t
/RS p|60:|* dx +/0 /RS V0| dx ds < C. (3.69)

Proof. To get the estimate (3.69]), we use the arguments similar to the proof of Lemma [3.4]
i.e., mollifying each term in (21)3, differentiating the result w.r.t. t, multiplying by (6es)¢,
integrating by parts, and passing to the limit. Then we arrive at

1 t
5/ p’et’2+/€/ / \VGt\2
/ / Pt ( +u-Vo+ 9d1vu> 0; — / / (ug - VO +u- VO, + 0, divu) b,
R3 R3
— / / pOdivu,f; + ,u/ (Vu+ (Vu)) : (Vug + (Vuy)') 6 (3.70)
0 JR3 o JR3

t
+ 2)\/ / diVUdiVUtet + C
0 JR3

// ouU - V9t< +u - V9+9d1vu> // pU - V—Hth
R3 R3
—// pu-(V(u-V)H—i—u-VVG)Ht—// pu - (VOdivu + 0Vdivu) 6, (3.71)
0 JR3 0 JR3
4
=Y (Vh
i=1
For (V')1,1, we have
Vi gy [ 19003+ [ ol IVl + € [ Tl 9013,

+0 [ Il 01Vl .72

_24// \vetmc// p\et\2+c// VoL,

where we have used the Cauchy inequality, (3.1]) and (3.65]).
For (V)12 and (V) 3, using the Cauchy inequality, (8.1)) and (B.65)) again, we have

(Vo < / [ Ivo+o / / oo, (3.73)
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and

t
(V)13 SC/ VP8l 2 (V0] LoV ull s + [V26]] 2)
0 (3.74)

t t
<c /O 150022 + C /O IV26]%.

For (V')1,4, integrating by parts, we have

t 1 t
=— - Vodivub, — Ou, - 0
(V)i /(]/RSPU Védivub, 2M+)\/0 /Rgpu VG,
1 t
- phu -V (p8)6;
2u+)\//
e L (3.75)
=— - Vodivub, — Ou - 0
/O/RSpuV ivubdy 2M+)\/0/RSpUVGt

1 ¢ 5 1 ¢
- 02 VO 202divu,.
+2(2u+>\)/0 /Rgp “ vt+2(2u+A)/o /Rgp vt

Furthermore, we get

t t
(V)14 SC/O IVPOell 2 Vul 3] VOl Lo +C/0 IVGI| L2 10 Lo [10]] Lo [l o1l o
t t
+0/0 ||¢9H%6||p||%12IIWtIILz+C/0 IV7ull s 19l o 10116 Nl 117 22

K t t t
< / / V82 +C / IV/56 22+ C / 19%0]12
24 /o Jgrs 0 0

t t
e /0 W e /0 V612,

where we have used the Hélder inequality, the Sobolev inequality, (3.1)), 33, B.14), (3:25)),
(B65) and the Cauchy inequality. Substituting [B.72]), B.73), .74) and (B76]) into B.71)),

we have
K t t t
(V)i <n / V6,2 4+ C / / PO+ C / / Vo2
0 R3 0 R3 0 R3 (377)

t t
e / IV26)2, + C / Wi
0 0

(3.76)

For (V)a,

t t t
(V)gz—// pu-V99t+// p(u'V)u'VHHt—// pu - V0,0,
0o Jr3 0 Jr3 0 JR3

t
—/ / |6 divu
0o Jr3

t t
SC/ VPl L2 16e ]| Lo [ VO] 25 +C/ VPOl L2 IV ull Lo [ VO 5
0 0 (3.78)

t t
+C/0 ”\/ﬁetHL2Hvet”L2+C/o 1v/P0 |l L2 [10¢l 26 | V]| s
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where we have used the Holder inequality, the Sobolev inequality, (8.1]), (8:25) and (3.65).
For (V)s, integrating by parts, we have

t t
——// p9divu9t+// pOdiv(u - Vu)0;
0 JR3 0 JR3
t t t
—// p9divu9t+// p0Vu:(Vu)’9t+// pOu - Vdivub,
R3 R3 R3
/ / p9d1vu9t+/ / pOVu : (Vu)'0; + / / pOu - VGO,
R3 R3 2/L )\ R3

t
—62d 0 —92 0
2u+>\/0 s 20 VTS +A/ o 2w Ve

Furthermore, using the Holder inequality, the Sobolev inequality, (3.1]), 3.3), (3.14), (3:25),
(B:65) and the Young inequality, we have

(3.79)

t t
(V)3 SC/O IIWHL2H9tHL6H9HL6HpHLﬁ+C/O 1ol o= 101 Lo [Vl L2Vl | Lo (|02 | Lo
t t
+C/O [ull Lo [[VGI| L2 10 Lo 10| Lo | o]l Lo +C/O IVl s 0e o 161176 111 12

t (3.80)
+ C/O ull o< 10116 111121762 2

K t t ) t t )
<* / / Vo2 + O / IVil2, +C / V6|2, + C / W
0 R3 0 0 0

Similar to (V)2 and (V)s, for (V)4 and (V)s5, we deduce
t t
V)it V)5 <C [ IVl Gl +C [ [ 1vulio
t K t
+c/ / \uy2\w4+—/ / V6,
<2 [ oo [Ival+ 0 [ Ivulpiuldods G50
w0 [ Il vl

t t t
<" / / V62 +C / Va2, + C / Va2,
8 Jo Jrs 0 0

where we have used the Holder inequality, integration by parts, the Cauchy inequality, (3.65)),
the interpolation inequality and the Sobolev inequality.

Putting B3.77), B.78)), (3.80) and 381 into (B.70), we have

1 t
3 [ooolen [ [ ver
R3 0 JR3
t t t t
<c [ [ dopvc [ [ verec [Vl o [ Ivpils (3.82)
0 JR3 0 JR3 0 0

t t
+c/ Va2, +o/ V|2, + C.
0 0

This combined with [B.8]), (3:25]) and ([B.65]) completes the proof of Lemma O
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Corollary 3.7 Under the conditions of Theorem [Z1.1 and (31l), it holds that for any t €
(0,77)

/ V2012 dz < C. (3.83)
R3

Proof. It follows from 2.1))3, (1), B3), (:25), B:65), (B.69) and the interpolation in-
equality that

IV20ll 2 <Clipell 2 + Cllpw - VO| 2 + Cllpfdivul 2 + C| V74
<CllVpb:ll12 + ClIVO| 2 + Cllpll Lo |01 Lo [l divul s + C
<C.

O

By (3:25), (3:83) and the Sobolev inequality, we get the following corollary which is the
desired one, i.e., (B:2]).

Corollary 3.8 Under the conditions of Theorem [21.1 and (31l), it holds that for any t €
(0,77)

||9||Lo<>(o,t;Loo) <C. (3.84)

4 Global strong solution

In this section, we shall prove the global existence and uniqueness of the strong solution.
Since the local existence and uniqueness of the strong solution has been obtained in [4] under
the conditions of Theorem Z.2.1] we assume that 7% > 0 is the maximal existence time of the

strong solution. We shall prove T* = oo by using contradiction arguments.
Remark [Z.1.3] says that if T* < oo, then

. 1
lim sup (el ostomsme) + 1001 o 22, + Norulloeioiriy + [ull Vol oo gy ) =00 (A1)

for all ;4 and A satisfying only the physical restriction (L.2)).
If 7% < oo, our aim is to prove that (41l is not true under the conditions of Theorem
2211 which is the desired contradiction.

To do this, we define

2 T PWz
A(T) = sup |Vul +/ / —, (4.2)
R3 0o Jr3 M

0<t<T

and

T
B(T) = sup / p02+/ / K| VO (4.3)
0<t<T JR3 0 R3

The following proposition plays a crucial role in the section.

Proposition 4.1 Assume that the initial data satisfies (2.2.1), (2.22), and (Z11). If the
strong solution (p,u,0) satisfies

A(T) S 2EK17 B(T) é 2K27 0 § P é 257 (l‘,t) € Rg X [07T]7 (44)
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then

3 = 3 3
A(T) < EEKI’ B(T) < §K27 0< p < §p_7 (l‘,t) € R3 X [07T]7 (45)
. = 14p+9X 65K 8pr K.
provided that mg < 9. Here mg = /R3 po(x)de, E = ( é:: ) 4 u(u-ph\)zlﬁ + “(uTA)le +1,
and
. C2u+N)°¢ 2 Cp2(2u+ )2
o _mm{037 (MTB‘)’ Cl2u+ N7, M(E+)’ C(2u+/\)361§12}7
where
. CrO(pu+N)ous Cub Crtu? Crk*  CkS
Cy = ST AR G332+ N8, SR CuRu+ N8, _ L
3 = min 1S (21 + A) I 12+ A) @t B B B

(n(u+)\)+1)67

for some constant C > 0 depending on p, K1, Ko, and some other known constants but
independent of u, \, k, and t.

With Proposition 1], we shall get T* = oco. More precisely, we obtain the following
corollary.

Corollary 4.2 With Proposition[{.1}, it holds that T* = oo with ({{.4) valid for any 0 < T <
00.

Proof. If 7T} > 0is the maximal time such that (£4)) is valid, then T} = T™*. For otherwise,
(#5) implies that 77 is not the maximal time.
With Ty = T*, (@4) and the L!-bound of p (see Lemma [B.1]), one can easily get

1 < 1
Il n) + 1000 32, + 03l ony < GO+ 22) (46)
forallt € [0,T*), where Cisa positive constant independent of t. Using the Holder inequality,
the inequality |lul|zs < C||Vullr2 and [@4), we have

[l Vulll > < llullze | Vulls < Cl[Vulls.-

This together with (&4]), the L'-bound of p and the estimate for ||Vu||s (see ([EIH) for the
detail) gives

1l [Vl || 2 < C(1+t1). (4.7)

0,t;L2)

Therefore, if T* < oo, ([@.6]) and (A7) will contradict with (4I). Thus, 7" must be cc.
Then we get 17 = 1™ = oo which implies that the strong solution exists globally in time and
that (£4) is valid for any T" € [0, c0).

Remark 4.3 Corollary [{.9 means that if Proposition [{.1] is valid, the global existence of
strong solutions will be got. The uniqueness of the solutions can be referred to [J)]. The proof
of Theorem[2.2.1] is complete.

Let’s come back to prove Proposition[4.Il Throughout the rest of the paper, we denote generic
constants by C depending on p, K1, K5, and some other known constants but independent of
A, Kk, and t.

Proof of Proposition 4.1t
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Lemma 4.4 Under the conditions of Proposition [{.1], it holds that
T 1
/ |Vul? dz < m¢, (4.8)
o Jrs

provided

%G(M + )\)GMG é Cl'

moy < C6<,{(,u+)\) N 1>6

Proof. Multiplying ()2 by u, integrating by parts over R?, and using the Cauchy in-
equality, we have

1d

la 2 2 2
s [ [+ e i)

1
= Odivu < A divul? + ——— 262,
/R3p ivu < (u+ )/R?)\lvu\ +4(N+)\)/11§3p

This, together with the Holder inequality, the Sobolev inequality, (4.4) and (3.3]), deduces

L n P 2—}—“ VYV 2 1 2 2 C
< — ¥ 0 <
2dt /RS ! /RS‘ u 4(u+>\)”p”L3H Ize < 9

Integrating (4.9]) over [0,77], and using (£4) again, we have

2 2

T 3 T 3
C Cmg§ 1 Cm§ 1
Vul> < = Vugl7s + — / oll7. < (1 ¢ <mg
/0 /]R3| ul < ol g Vuollze + 205y fy WO < {1+ 2oy = o

2
mS
+0A|yveuiz. (4.9)

provided that

6 6,6

N C’6</£(,u+)\) + 1)6

Lemma 4.5 Under the conditions of Proposition [{.1], it holds that

A(T) < 3E2K1,

(4.10)

provided that

332 )\6 6 22 )\8
mogmin{Cl,'uﬁ('u—i_) p u(u+)}é027

216C3 " 3602FE2’ 36C?

= (14u49)) 65K 8pr Ko
where £ = % T apENRT T p(pt+A)2 K, +1

Proof. Recall from (3.9)
[ plil? 5% [ aVal? + G Vv
R3 2 dt R3
d 1 d 1
=— [ Pdivu— ——+—— [ P>— P, : ¥
dt Jgs T 202+ A dt /Rg 2%+ A /Ra G+ /Rg plu-V)u - (4.11)

4
=> I
i=1
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where G = (210 + A)divu — P.
Substituting (3:I0) into I3, and using integration by parts, the Holder inequality and
the Sobolev inequality, we have

13 < 1001 3 llull e VG| L2 + 101 3l divel| 2| Gl e

20+ A
+ ClG sl Vull 2 IVl s +

2+ A

K
2M+)\||VG||L2||VHHL2

(4.12)

< ol LellOll Lo [Vull 2 VG 2 + CIVG| 2Vl 2|Vl s

20+ A

L

2u+ A

By B.13), (3.47), the standard L*-estimates, and (@4, we get

VG2 < llptllez < v/ 2plVpil 12, (4.13)

IVG]| 2 [IVO] 2.

and
1, . V2p .
[Veurlul| 2 < ;HPUHLQ < TH\/@LHL?- (4.14)

Similar to ([3.49)), using [E13), (£I4]), the Sobolev inequality, the Holder inequality, and the
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have

C
[Vullps <Cllcurlul|ps + T S 1Gllzs + T 5 191l
3 3 c 3 3 ¢
<Cllcurlu| 7, |Veurlu|[ 7, + m“GHLzHVGHLz + m”p”LGHHHLG (4.15)

C 1 1 C 1 1 C
<— lul| 2 || 2 — |G| 2 1| 2 —_— Vo||r2.
_\/ﬁllcur ull 72 [lv/pull7 . + 2t S IGlz= Vel 2. + 2t 3 ollzelI VOl 2

Substituting (@13]) into (£12), we have

s <5 = S ollze VO L2 Vull 2 llVpil 2 + Cllvpall 2| Vull 2] Vel s
_ (4.16)
KA/2p .
2M+>\”\/ﬁu”L2”V9HL2-
For I1,, using the Holder inequality, (4.4]), and the Sobolev inequality, we have
4= || 12 L6 3 < || 7.2 12 I3- .
Iy < Clly/pil| g2 llull e IVull s < Cllv/pil| 2| Vul| 2| V|| (4.17)

Putting (4.16) and (4.I7) together, and using ([AI5]), and the Young inequality, we have

Iy 4 11y <O Il sl VOl Vol i+ = Bl Vol
.- 1 K\/2p .
e A e T L
<3IVFilEs + G IRl VOl Vs + 5Vl
+ oVl + e VOl
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Substituting (£I8) into (ZIT]), we have

1 1d .
3 ol 5 [ Gl + e )il

2
d 1 d C
< Pdi - P2 e 2 0 2 2
<g Lo pavi— gt [ P s el )
C C 2pr>
—||Vu|® —_— 4110012 —| V0O
+ g1Vl + gl Va0l + B 1901

Integrating (£.19) over [0,¢], and using the Cauchy inequality, we have
/ Lol [l + o dival)
2 2 . 1 202
§/ (1| Vuol® + (p + A)|divug|®) — 2/ pobodivug + / 0565
R3 R3 21+ A

[ I 9019

2n2
0
S AR

- 6 . 4 2 S 2
+ 5 [l + s [ vl + o [ el

which, together with (@4), (33)), and (48], gives

t
/ / plil? + / Vul?
0 R3 R3

1
3(2M + )\)Kl 2pKo n 4pKo CmS’A(T) @
2 2u+ X p+XA o 2u+A)? kK

CK>A 8pr Ko
4.20
Crem /llV I+ G o 420

(14 + 9>\) 65Ky  8prKo cmg FK, CE’K, X CEK, !
S———K + + + mg + m2
-2 PN T (e N2 RQp A2 N O

,uE~‘K1 3ILLE~‘Kl

<uEK =
<u 1+2 5

A) divul? —
+ (p+ / |divu|® + (2M+)\

Spky+3(p+A) K+

provided that

3.3 6 6 2 8
mogmin{(}l, R (2p 4 ) 1 (2 + N) }é%

216C3 T 36C2E2] 36C?

_ (14ptoN) 6pK> 8pr ko
where E = 2 + PITESYIZE) + pu(p+X)2 K, +1

By (@20), we get (£I0). O

Lemma 4.6 Under the conditions of Proposition [{.1], it holds that

B(T) < 3K

<=5 (4.21)

provided that

1>

4.2 4 6
. K K K
mo §m1n{C'2, H }

6404(2M+)\)8E~6’ 64C4E4u2’ 66C6 3
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Proof. Recall from (3.20])

o [ IVOR 455 [ el

) 112 : 2
== [ oraiu [ Bvus (FuyPo+ [ v (4.22)

R3
3
=> III,.
i=1
For 111, using the Holder inequality, and the Sobolev inequality, we have

111y < |ldivul| 21011 sllplls < Clldival| g2 [ VO] 72 1ol o (4.23)

For 111, and 1113, using the Holder inequality, and the Sobolev inequality again, together
with (4.I5), we have

IIl, + 1113
<O+ NVl 2|Vl 2118l o < O+ V]| Vel 2| V] |96 2
g%uw@Hveumuﬁaué+CHVuHLzHveumupeuéwuui (124)
+ O Vull2 | 96)2 ol o
Substituting ([4.23)) and (£24]) into ([4£.22]), and using the Cauchy inequality, we have
« [ 9o+ 55/ olol”
< Dl VBl Bl + Tl Vbl
T cuwumuvouizupum (4.25)
<5 [ Ivor+ ann%nmum + S5l )2 1 /Fil

+ CIIVUIILz IVOIIZ: o1l -

Integrating (£.25]) over [0, ¢], and using ([44]), the Holder inequality, (8.3]), and ([4.8]), we have

C2u+ N2 [t .
B < [ poltol? + CCLEN" JAAN
R3 Kl 0

C t ) t
+ = [ Ivulllz Vil +C [ 190l IVOIE: ol
CvVK A()
9

C(2u + N2 A(T)2
<Kyt (uz\/)ﬁ ()2
C(2u+ \)?E>

K/

IVl L2 (j0,q;22) + ([0,:L2)

w
!

1 CFE 1 — 1L
<Ky + (Kgm()‘) + T\/E(Kgmé) + C\/Emg ?2

Thus,



provided that

4,2 4 6
m()émin{céy e = K:~ ’ ~ = }é03
64CH (2 + \)SES’ 64CAEA 2’ 65COE3
(]
Lemma 4.7 Under the conditions of Proposition [{.1], it holds that
35
0<p< L, (4.26)

for any (x,t) € R x [0,T], provided that

mo <min d ¢, (2HFN oz 5)° 2p+NFlog3)F  p'2(2u+1)"2(og3)?  (2u+ 1)k (log $)2
B T (opEs (40)% ’ (4cy2p2 7 (402

A
=£0-

Proof. The first inequality of (426) is obvious. In fact, this has been obtained in [4] for
any (z,t) € R3 x [0,T] C R? x [0,T*). We only need to prove the second inequality of ([Z28]).

Let us mention that the Zlotnik inequality (see Appendix A) used in [16] seems not
working here. The main ingredient for handling such the difficulty is an equation obtained
from (2.I)); involving log p. It was introduced by P.L. Lions ([27]) to prove global existence
of weak solutions of the compressible isentropic Navier-Stokes equations, and was later used
by B. Desjardins ([6]) et al to study the regularity of weak solutions of the compressible
isentropic Navier-Stokes equations for small time under periodic boundary conditions.

More precisely, for any given (z,t) € R3 x [0,7]. Denote

Py, s) = ply, s) + 6 expl— / diva (X (rsa,t),7) dr} > 0,
0

where X(s;z,t) is given by
d
LX) =u(X(s2,0),8), 0<s <t
s
X(t;z,t) = .
It is easy to verify that

L (X (55,0),9) + 7 (X (55, 1), ) dive (X (552, 1) )
S

due to ([Z1));. This gives
Y'(s) = g(s) +V(s), (4.27)

where

P(X(s;z,t),s)
2+ A

Y(s) = log p° (X (s;z,t),5), g(s) =— b(s) = _2,“14‘ 3 /OSG(X(T;JZ,t),T) dr,

and G = (2u + \)divu — P=(2u + A)divu — pb.
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By BI3) and (21I);, we have
G(X(t2,7),7) =— (—A)"div[(pu), + div(pu ® v)] = —[(—A) " 'div(pu)]
— (=A)"tdivdiv(pu ® u)
= — [(—=A) Mdiv(pu)); —u - V(=A) " div(pu) + u - V(=A) " div(pu)
— (—=A)"tdivdiv(pu ® )

=— %[(—A)_ldiv(pu)] +u - V(=A) " div(pu) — (—A)Hdivdiv(pu @ u)
d 1.
= - E[(_A) Ldiv(pu)] + [us, Rij] (pu;),
where [u;, Rij] = u;iR;j — Riju; and R;j = &-(—A)_l@j. This deduces
1 tTd .
b0 = 00) =5 [ FlA) v )] = [ R
e A ) — 5 Ay o) - g [T Rl ar
2+ A A IR TR A A
1 1. 1 1.
§2u+>\”(_A) 'div(pu)| e + 2u+>\”(_A) 'div(pouo)|| e
1 ¢ 23:
+ s [ s Rl dr = Y1V
2/L + )\ 0 i—1

For IVi, using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, the Sobolev inequality, the Calderon-
Zygmund inequality, the Holder inequality, (4.4]), and (B.3]), we have

C 1 1 1 2
g §2M+/\II(—A) tdiv(pu) || 76 [V (—A) " div(pu) | 4
Ol loulzs < —C 1ol lalZa ol el
<o aleelzallowlze < o= lell sl Zollol Lo iz (4.28)
1 1=
Cmg CmgVE
< IVulp2 £ ————.
20+ A 2u+ A
Similarly, for IV, we have
1
5
IV, < M (4.29)
2u+ A

Since u(-,t) € WH(R3), pu(-,t) € L'?(R®) and 7 = § + 5, in view of the conclusions by
Desjardins ((33),[6]) or by Choe-Jin (Section 4, [5]) and references therein, it holds that
I[wi, Rijl(pug)llwra < Cllullws [ pull g2
This, combined with ([@4]), (3], the Sobolev inequality, the Calderon-Zygmund inequality
similar to (3.46), gives
1 1
i, Rij)(pug)llwra < Cmg? [ullwrs |[ull e < Omg? ulfae

1
<Cm? (|[Vull32 + |leurlu||7s + [|divul|7s)
1 1

G 2 0 2
(21““)\)2“ HLG + (2Iu+)\)2”p ”L6>

i 2 2 1 2 1 2
<Ot (IVulls + [Vewrluls + 5 V61 + sl VOIE: )

1
<Cmg* <HVUH%Z + HchrluH%z + (4.30)
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(#30) combined with the Sobolev inequality, (£14]) and (Z.I3)) deduces

([[wi, Rij)(puj)l| Lo

<cm (nwuiz N

Substituting ([4.31)) into V3, we have

By (423), (£29) and (£32), we have

b(t) —b(0) = 2,u+)\ 2,u+)\

. / IValZa + [/l +
u —_— u
“2u+ X o L2 gV Pl T

1 .
Cmg (4 B 1
mg+—+ - ————|.
“2u+ A\ (2u+ N2k

C’mo \/T C’m ( 1
mg

1

Vel

provided that

(21 +2)°(log 5)° (2 + )7 (log 3) 7

2(20 -+ )'2(log $)*

WHVHH%?) dr

(4.31)

(4.32)

(4.33)

(2 + A)3¢k12(log %)1

9 1

mg <min | Cj, _
(4C)SE3

A
=£&0-

Integrating (L27) w.r.t. s over [0,t], we get

log p°(z,t) =log [po (X (t;z,0)) + 6] + /0 g(T)dr 4+ b(t) — b(0)

3
<log(p+0) +log 5,

provided that mg < gg. Let § — 0", we have

5 Asymptotic behavior in time

In this section, we denote generic constants by C' depending on the initial data, coefficients
of viscosity and heat conduction and some other known constants but independent of t.
Theorem 2.31] will be proved in Sections 5.1l and

34

(40)12E12

)

(40)12

]



5.1 Large-time behavior

The main result in Section [5.1]is stated as follows.

Proposition 5.1 Under the conditions of Theorem [2.31], it holds that
/ (plO + [Vul? + [VO[2) = 0, (5.1)
R3

ast — oo.

To prove Proposition 5.1l we need some estimates uniform for ¢. In fact, the lower order
estimates of the solutions have been made uniformly for ¢ in Section @l More precisely,

Lemma 5.2 Under the conditions of Theorem [Z.31), it holds that
0<p<C, (5.2)

and

t
[ o slol+1vul?) + [ [ (9uP + (962 + plif?) < O, (5.3
R3 0 JR3

for any (x,t) € R3 x [0, 00).

With Lemma [5.2] one can follow the proofs of Lemma [3.4], Corollary and Lemma
step by step, and easily get the following higher order estimates uniform for ¢, respectively.

Lemma 5.3 Under the conditions of Theorem [2.3.1), it holds that

/RS (ol +1V6[*) + /0 t /R (v + pléP) <. (5.4)

for any t € [0,00).

Corollary 5.4 Under the conditions of Theorem [2.3.1), it holds that

t
i+ 1Vulr+ [ [ (olon? +19%0) < €, (5.5)
for any r € [2,6], and any t € [0,00).

Lemma 5.5 Under the conditions of Theorem [2.31), it holds that

t
[ [ [ vep<e. (5.6)
R3 0 JR3

for any t € [0,00).

Proof of Proposition [5.1]

Denote




By (52) and (5.3]), we have
F e LY(0,00). (5.7)

Moreover, by (£I1]), ([{I8), (5.2]) and (5.3), we have

d = . - _
GFOISC [ oliP -+ Clolal VoIl Vul + € ull
+ ClIVullzallpf]|7: + ClIVOIZ2 (5.8)

<C [ plaf® + CIVOIE: + CIIVull.
R

where we have used Au = Vdivu — V x (curlu) such that

/ |Vul? :/ (|divau|? + |curlul?). (5.9)
R3 R3
By (5.8)), (53) and (5.1), we conclude that

F e WhH0,00),
which deduces

2 , G

1 =F 1
/RS (,u|cur ul” + T )\> (t) (t) — 0, (5.10)

as t — oo.
It follows from (5.3]) and (5.6]) that

IV672(-) € WH(0, 00),
which deduces
[V6]22(t) — 0, (5.11)

as t — oo.

By G.10), G.1I), G.9), G.2) and B.3), we get ©.1).

5.2 Decay estimates

Proposition 5.6 Under the conditions of Theorem [2.31], we get
/ (p9* + |Vul?) < Cexp{-Cit}, (5.12)
R3

for any t € [0,00), provided that
mo < min{z—:o,éo},

for some £y > 0 depending on p, A\, k, K1, Ko, p, and some other known constants but inde-
pendent of t.

Remark 5.7 The decay rate of ||V| 2 is still unknown.
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Proof. By (£I9)), (59)), Corollary €2l and (B.3), we have

d G?
2 2

C C
< - 9 2 2 — v 6 e 4 0 2
<G SISO+ Sl + STl ol
25/4
" a1V o
CEmS 2 CE2 2 CE 9 C'k?
T g2, + S _CF v o2
=M [|VO|72 + Mo|| V|7,
where My = Cémo% + o and My = <CE2 e >
L=\ @ern? T @urn? | 2= = + @y
By ([#25), we have

d C(2u + \)? . C .
w [ vop g [ ool <CEE A Sl Bl + S ITul 0l il
+ IVl 2190 sl

(5.14)

2M,
Multiplying (5.14]) by ——, and using Corollary .2 (8.3]), and Cauchy inequality, we have

2M
oM, / \vor2+—1i / pl6f?
R3 K dt R3

C2M+A2EM1 CMVE
< ) IVl lvpille + S a2l i o
C’ SNV E
mo 1\F|v9||L2 (5.15)
1 2u+)\4E2M CM2E
<5Vl + ( Ly O o)z,
C’mOMl\/E

VO]

Adding (5I5)) into (|5:|3]), we have

20 1 d G?
Ml/ \V6]2+_1_/ \0[2—1-2/ pla)? + dt/ <u!curlu\2+ +)\>

C2u + N E2M? C’M12E> IVl CmOMl\/_
L2 -

K4N2 ! HVH”L2

<Ms||Vul|7. + (
M
<Ms||Vul[g> + = [ V012,
provided that
. KO
mo S min {50, m} .
C(2u + N E?M? N CMIE

Here M35 = My + .2 o
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Thus,

—_— = — —_— 1 < Ms||V .(5.16
L (5w gotal?) + 4 [ (Z2Al08 + pdeuntal + 2 ) < 2Vl (516

2M:
Multiplying (4.9) by 3 and adding the resulting inequality into (516]), we have
i

M 1
/ <Mgrw2 T+ Mygep —p\aP)
R3 2 2

d My 5 2M; o, 2, G
S (e g 1

b L (ol + 2210 4 pfeusta? + (5.17)
2

CmgMg 2 M1 2

ST g2, < ZLve)2,,

provided that
mo < min {ep, o},
where

3
2

KO P2+ A) M;

26C6 B3 8C%M32

€0 = min

leo| Mol

By (B.I7), together with the facts

[ ol <ol s < CIValt,
| slol < civel,
R3

/R3 |eurlul* < C*IIVCUYIUHig < C’HPiLHZLg < Cllvpill2llvolis < Cllvpills,
and

|16 < v,

we get

_ M. 2M G2
a | (—3p|u|2+Tlp|e|2+u|cuﬂu|2+2 - A)
N a (5.18)

— — — |0 1 <0
b [ (Bl + 22102 + pfeunta? + 2 ) <o,

for some constant C; > 0 depending on pu, A\, x, M7, M3 and other known constants but
independent of ¢. (5.I8]) deduces

M. 2M G2 _
[ (B + 220+ pleurtuf + 5 ) < despl-Cur, (519)
where A\ v a2
2M,
A= (M o2 + 220602 + pfeurtugl + —58 ).
[ (B mlul? + 25 ol + pleurtual + 5. C
By (59) and (519), we get (5.12)). O
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6 Global classical solution

The proof of local existence and uniqueness of the classical solution as in Theorem can
be found in Section [ (see Appendix B below). Let T} > 0 be the maximal existence time
of the classical solution. Our aim is to prove T} = oco. To do this, we use contradiction
arguments similar to Section Ml

More precisely, we assume that 0 < 7] < oo. In this section, we denote generic con-
stants by C' depending on the initial data, p, X, &, T7 and some other known constants but
independent of ¢ € [0, 7). In this case, we shall prove

oG, )l 2aw2e < C, (6.1)
for any ¢ € [0,77), and
IVu(, )l + IVOC, )l < C, (6.2)
for any ¢ € [0,77), and
Ivpue( )l g2 + VP (-, ) 2 < C, (6.3)
for a.e. t € [0,77). With (6.1)), (6:2) and (63), we can define a new initial data at 75
(T, T7 00 T7)) = i, (ol 0,0 1).00-1). (6.4

which satisfies the conditions of Appendix B. This means that the life span of the classical
solution beyond 77, which is the desired contradiction.

To get (61), ([E2) and (63]), we begin with the following lemma which is essentially
obtained in Section [l

Lemma 6.1 Under the conditions of Theorem [2.4.3, it holds that

oG B)llzee + loC Ol awa + e Ol z2nze < C, (6.5)

u(, )|z + IVul, )l + VO )| g + 1Vl z20.4.00) + V20Nl 220400y < €, (6.6)

IVuellz2o.g:02) + 190l 22 0,502) + Iv/Pue (Ol 2 + W00 () 22 < €, (6.7)
for a.e. t € [0,T7).
From Lemmal6.1] (6.2]) and (6.3]) have been obtained. What we need to do is to get (6.1]).

Lemma 6.2 Under the conditions of Theorem [2.4.2, it holds that

t
ot Ollmz + [ IVl dt < C, (68)
for any t € [0,T7).
Proof. Taking V? on both sides of (ZI));, we have

V2p, 4+ 2Vl @ VV,jp+u/ V2V p+ V2!V p + V2 pdivu + 2Vp @ Vdivu

6.9
+ pV2divu = 0. (6.9)
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Multiplying (63) by V?p, integrating by parts over R3, and using the Cauchy inequality, the
Holder inequality, the Sobolev inequality and (6.5)), we have

d . . .
< / V22 <C| V= / V24 C / 92l 2|V + C / V2|Vl
dt Jps R3 R3 R3
X 2 12 = 2 2 2 = 3 12
<CIullm+1) [ | 1920P + CIVulol ol + € [ 9% (610

<CIVullm+1) [ VR C [ 9P
By (2I)2 and the standard elliptic estimates, we have
IV2ullz: <CIVAlIZslluclzs + ClIVulfs + ClIVpl7s ] Vulzs + ClIVulls
+ ClIV2ullZ: + CIV2plIZe + ClIVolLs VOl Ls + CIIVOI7 (6.11)
<C|Vuelz2 + CIVpllz2 + C,

where we have used the Holder inequality, the Sobolev inequality, (6.5]) and (6.6]).

Substituting (6.11]) into (6.10), and using (6.5]), (6.6) and the Sobolev inequality again,
together with (6.7)) and the Gronwall inequality, we have

lpC Ol a2 < C, (6.12)
for any ¢ € [0,77). By 6.6), 6.7), 61I), (6.12), we get

t
/ IVu( )|2adt < C,
0

for any ¢ € [0,7}). This completes the proof of Lemma O
Corollary 6.3 Under the conditions of Theorem [2.4.3, it holds that

t
Lot )l aas + /0 lssll22 < €, (6.13)

for a.e. t €[0,T7).
Proof. Taking V on both sides of (2.I]);, we have
Vpr = =V(pdivu + u - Vp) = =Vpdivu — pVdivu — Vu - Vp —u - VVp.

This, together with (G.5]), the Holder inequality, the Sobolev inequality, (6.6) and (G.8]),
deduces

loeCot) L =lloe (Ol L2 + Ve )]z
SC+CIVo(, t)llpslldivul, 1)l zs + Cllp(-, 8| oo [[Vdivul-, 1) 2
+ CIVul, 1) 6V p(s ) s + Cllul )|z [V p (-, ) 2
<C.
Using (2.I)); again, similar to (6.14]), we have
loeel 2 =[[(pdive 4+ w - V)il p2 = [|pedive + pdivuy + ui - Vp +w - V|2
Sllpell e lldivullps + lloll oo [|divugll Lz + el s [V oll s + llull e [[VoellL2 - (6.15)
§C’HVutHL2 + é

By (6.15) and (6.7)), we get

(6.14)

t
/0 lpill7> < C.

for a.e. t € [0,T7). The proof of Corollary is complete. O
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Lemma 6.4 Under the conditions of Theorem [2.7.3, it holds that

t
/t\Vut\z—i—// spluss)? < C, (6.16)
R3 0 JR3

Proof. Differentiating (2.I)2 w.r.t. ¢, we have

for a.e. t €[0,T7).

puy + prug + pru - Vu + pug - Vu+ pu - Vug + VP = pAuy + (u+ X)) Vdiv,. (6.17)

Multiplying (6I7) by wuy, integrating by parts over R3, we have

1d .
/ plus|* + §d_/ (1 Vu|* + (1 + A)|dive|?)
]R3 t

== /3(ptut + peu - Vu) - uy — / (put - Vu+ pu-Vug) -uy — [ VP uy (6.18)
R

R3 R3
3
=> VI
i=1

For VI, using (21));, integration by parts, the Holder inequality, the Sobolev inequality,

©35), 6.6), (6.7) and (6.I3]), we have

d 1 1
I =— — — 2 . . Z 2
VI 7 /RS <2Pt|ut| + pi(u-V)u Ut) + Z/RS pre|ue]

+/ (pru - Vu + prug - Vu + ppu - V) - u
R3

d 1
<— = —pilue)® + pe(w - Vu - uy —I—/ (pru+ puy) - Vuy - uy
dt R3 2 R3
+ lpeell 2 llull oo [Vl 3 l[uell o + loell 2 el 76 [ Vel o

+ llpell o llull o[V || 2w | s

d 1
< - Speluel® + pru - Vyu-up | + el sl oo | V| 2 e | o
dt R3 2

1Bl el T2 el 2+ €Tl + Colou 3
d 1 .
<=2 L (Goled? + ot D)+ COwlin + 19%l22) T
R
+Cllpul 72

(6.19)

For VI, using the Holder inequality, the Sobolev inequality, ([6.5]) and (6.6]) again, we have

1 ; .
VL <5 /RS plueel + Cllpllz= lluellzlVullzs + Clipllze lullze [ Vuelz:

1 (6.20)
<3 [, slual + CIVule
R3
For VI3, we have
d .
VIg _dt Ptdlvut Pttle’LLt
(6.21)

d 1 d
-2 Pdi P2
dt /Rs tdive, = +>\ 2020 + N dt / t
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By 2I)); and ([2I)3, we have

Py = — div(pfu); — (pOdivu); + p (Vu+ (Vu)') « (Vg + (Vu)')
+ 2\ (divu)divug + KA.

Substituting this equality into the second term of the right side of (6.21]), and using integration
by parts, the Holder inequality, the Sobolev inequality, (6.3]), ([6.6) and (6.7)), we have

1 1 1
— PGy = — Ou); - VG + ——— Gy (podi
2,u+)\/Ra et 2,u+)\/Ra(p we t+2,u+)\ R3 d(pddivu)y
1

Gy (Vu+ (Vu)) : (Vue + (Vuy)')

_2/,L—|—>\ R3

2\
- Gy (dive)di VG, - Ve
SN Jp Celdive)divee £ 572 | VG VO (6.22)

<C|(p0u)e|l 12V Gill 2 + CllGil 2]l pfdiva 12

+ C||Gi s lpbrdivul o + CHGtHLGHPt@diVUHLg

+ ClIGill o | Vull 2 | Vel 2 + ClIVGill 12 VO 2
<CVGi|lr2([Vuelzz + VOellz2 + 1) + C|| V|32 + C.

It follows from (B.I3]) that

IVGillz2 <Cll(pue + pu - V)| 2
<Cllpellcsllull o + Clivpllllvpuslce + Cllpell sl o Vel o

. ) (6.23)
+ Cllpllzoe luell o [VullLs + Clipll Lol Loo [ Ve | 2
<C[[Vu| 2 + Cllvpuul 2 + C,
where we have used the Holder inequality, the Sobolev inequality, ([6.5) and (6.6]).
Substituting ([6.23]) into (6.22]), and using the Cauchy inequality, we have
- 1 / Ptth <1/ p|utt|2+é||Vut||22 +C’||V9t||22 +C (6 24)
2/L + A R3 4 R3 L L '

Putting (6.19)), (6.20), (6:21]) and ([6.24]) into (6.18]), and using the Cauchy inequality, we have

1 1d .
3 /RS plug|* + 2t Jps (M\VUJZ + (1 + )‘)‘dIVUtP)
d

1 9 d ) 1 d 2 (6.25)
<_ =2 z + V) - + = Pd - - = P
— dt Jps <2'0t|ut| prlu-Vu ut) dt /]R3 rave 22pu 4+ N) dt /]R3 t

+ el Vurl[72 + Cel Vel 72 + Cllowl 72 + ClIVE: |72 + C,

for € > 0 to be decided later.
By (6I7) and the elliptic estimates, together with the Holder inequality, the Sobolev
inequality, (6.5]), (6.6]) and (6.13]), we have
IV2us (- )| 2 <Cllpunll e + Cllpewellzz + Cllpru - Va2 + Cllpuy - V| 2
+Cllpu - V|| g2 + ClIVpeb + pe VOl 12 + C|V by + pV 0yl 12
<CllVpuullzz + Cllpell s luell s + Cllpell s 1wl oo V]| o
+ Cllpllpoe luell [Vl s + Clipllzee l[ullzoe [ Vael 2 + ClIV el 2 9]
+Cllpell s VOl s + ClIVol s 10ell s + Cllplle Vel 2
<C|lVpuull 2 + Cl|Vur 2 + C|| VO] 12 + C.

(6.26)
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Substituting (6.26)) into (6:25)), taking e sufficiently small, and then multiplying the result by
t, we have

1 1d .
Z/ tp’ tt’ +2dt/ (M’Vut’2—|—(u+)\)‘dlvut‘2)

1 d 1
Sg/ (,u\VutP + (1 + A)[divu| ) at / <‘Pt’ut‘2 +Pt(U'V)u-ut>
R3 t 2

1 d
+ / —Pt|ut|2 +pe(u-Vu-u | + — / tPdivu; — / P divuy (6.27)
R3 2 dt R3 RS
1 d

1 - .
- tP? 4+ ——— P2+ Ct 2 Ct 2
2(2N+)\) dt /]R3 t + 2(2M+)\) /]1{3 t + ||Vut||L2 + ||ptt||L2
+ Ct||VO,||2. + C.

Integrating (6.27]) over [0, ¢] for t € [0,77), and using (21]);, integration by parts, (6.5]), (6.0,
©1), (613), the Cauchy inequality and the Holder inequality, we have

1/t 1 .
—/ / sp]u85]2—|——/ £ (Ve + (4 A)|divae|?)
4 0 R3 2 R3
t
g—/ t(pu-Vut-ut—kpt(u-V)u'ut) +/ / (pu - Vug - ug + ps(u - V)u - ug)
R3 0 JRr3
t 1 t 5 .
+ tPidivu; — Pdivug + —— P+ C
/Ra e /0 /R RREICTEDY /0 /R
ut - .
<K [l + Cellola el 19l s + €
,u_/ Vg |* + C.
4
This gives (6.10]). O
Corollary 6.5 Under the conditions of Theorem [2.4.3, it holds that
t
a0l + [ [ sivhuf <c. (6.2
0 JRr3
for a.e. t €[0,T7).

Proof. By (6.11)), (612)), (6I6) and (6.6]), we have
tIVul-, 1) < C, (6.29)

for a.e t € [0,T7).
By (6.20), (6.7) and (6.16), we get

t
/ / s|V2u,l* < C,
0 R3

for a.e. t € [0,T7). O

Lemma 6.6 Under the conditions of Theorem [2.4.3, it holds that
t
IVt + [ 98 5)eds < C. (6:30)
0
for any t € [0,T7).
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Proof. Multiplying (69) by ¢|V2p|?=2V?p, integrating by parts over R3, and using the
Holder inequality, the Sobolev inequality and (6.5)), we have

d - . _
o [ 2ot <Vl [ 19200 + CITpl5 19l ol Vil
R3 R3
+ OV 9Pl (6:31)

= * -1
<ClVule [ 193011+ CIVE LS 92l

By ([21)2, 21)3 and the elliptic estimates, together with the Sobolev inequality, (6.5), (€.0]),
(67)), the Holder inequality and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have

IV2ullwra <Cllputllwra + Cllpw - Vullwra + CIV(p8)|lw1.a
<C|IV(pw)|lz2 + ClIV(pur) || e + C||V (pu - V)| o + C||V?(p0)]| s + C
<C||Vuellz2 + ClIVur| Lo + ClIVpll oo V| 2 + C|I VP ul| 2
+ C||Vpllze + C|Vul o + C|IV?pllza + C|[V? 12 + C

3q—6

<CVuell 5 V2ull 13"+ CIV?pllLe + D[ Vue|l 2 + CV2ull 2
+CIV?pllLa + ClIV?0| 2 + C,

(6.32)

and

IV20l| 2 <CIVpby + pV b 2 + ClVpu - V8| 2 + C || pVu - V8| 12 + Cllpu - VO 2
+ C||Vpbdivul|| 2 + C|lpVodivul| 2 + C||pdVdivu| 2 + C||VuV3ul2  (6.33)
<C|IV| 12 + C|V3ul 12 + C.

Substituting (6.32) and (6.33]) into (6.31]), and using the Young inequality, we have

d .
G L7 <CUVulln + 1l + 1902 + 1) ([ 19200 +1)
R3 R3

] o st (6.34)
w1l F ([ 1920+ 1).
R
It is easy to see
6-q 39=6 6-q _6-q 3¢=6 _3q—6
Vel 5 [VPucll 2" = (I Vue|72) 65 (8| VPul|7) %0 ¢ 5
. 39—6
<Ct2 (t]|V2u||22) (6.35)

<Ot + Ot V2|2, € LY([0, 7)),

where we have used (6.16)), (6.28]), the Young inequality and ¢ < 6.
By (©.7), ([6.8]), (6.35]) and the Gronwall inequality, we have

IV2p(-, t)||za < C, (6.36)
for any t € [0, 7). By (@33), (6.7) and (G.8)), we get
t
| 1989l < c.
for any t € [0,T7). O
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7 Appendix

Appendix A (Zlotnik inequality)

Let the function y satisfy
y'(t) = g(y) +V'(t) on [0, 7], y(0) =",
with g € C(R) and y,b € WH1(0,T). If g(co) = —0o and
b(ta) — b(t1) < No+ Ni(ta —t1)
for all 0 < t; <ty <T with some Ny > 0 and Ny > 0, then
y(t) < max{y’, ¢} + No < o0 on [0,T7,
where C is a constant such that

9(¢) < =My, for ¢ > (.

Appendix B (Local classical solution) Assume that the initial data (pg,ug,6y) satisfies
po >0, 0 >0, inR3 pgc H>NW>4, uyc D*N D}, 6y € D*N DL, (7.1)

for some q € (3,6), and the compatibility conditions

{MAuo + (1 + A)Vdivug — VP(po, 00) = \/pog1, (7.2)

KAGy + 2 Vg + (V) |* + M(divug)? = /pogz, = € R?,
for some g; € L?, i = 1,2. Then there exist a positive constant Ty > 0 and a unique classical
solution (p,u, ) in R? x [0, Tp] such that

p € C(0,To); H> N W29, p, € C([0,To]; H), p>0, 6 >0 in R? x [0, Ty],

(u,0) € C([0,Ty); D* N D) N LA([0, Ty]; D?), (us,8:) € L*([0, Tpl; DY),

(v/pu, /pOr) € L=([0, To); L?), Viy/puw € L*([0,To]; L?), ty/puse € L=([0, Tp); L?),
Viu € L=([0,To); D?), Viuy € L®([0, To]; D) N L*([0,Tv; D?),

tu € L>([0, Tp); D>9), tuy € L*=([0,Ty]; D?), tuy € L2([0,To); DY),

t0 € L>=([0, Ty); D*) N L2([0, Ty); DY), t0; € L°°([0,To]; DY) N L*([0, Ty); D?),

t20 € L=([0,To}; DY), 26, € L=([0, To}; D), ty/pby € L2([0, To; L?),

t2./ply € L°([0, Tp]; L2), 20y € L([0, To); D).

Proof of Appendix B:

Using some arguments similar to [3, 4], we can construct a sequence of approximate
classical solutions (p*, u¥, 0%) to [@I)-(Z3) satisfying
pE+ V- (PPt =0,
pFul + pFub=1 . Vuk + VP(pF, 0F) = pAuF + (u + \)Vdivat,
7.4
pFOF + pFub—1 . Vok 4 pFoFdiver! (7.4)

2
= g Vb=t + (Va4 A(dive 12 + kAGF,
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with initial conditions
(", u", 0%)|i=0 = (b}, w0, 00), = € R, (7.5)
and
(p*,u*,0F) = (5,0,0) as |z| — oo, for t >0, (7.6)

where p = po + 6 for 6 € (0,1), and k > 1. Here we take (u’,0°) = (uo, 6p).
From the compatibility condition (7.2]), we obtain

pAug + (14 N)Vdivug — VP(pd, 00) = 1/ pds, (77)
KAGy + 2 Vg + (V) |* + Mdivug)? = 1/ pi g3,

where
1 12

1 1
o 2 5 3
g1 = <p—5> g1 — —=V0, and g} = <—5> go.
Po . /pg Po
It is easy to verify

93112 < llgrllze + V5[ V6oll 2, and flg3llz2 < llg2l 2. (7.8)

Step 1: Some estimates.

From [4] together with (7.4)-(Z.8l), we get the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1 Under the condition of (7.1]), (7.7) and (7.8), there exists a constant Ty € (0,1)
independent of k and 0, such that

P> 0, 1070 e + 105 (o) = llmawra + llE ()l p2ape < C, (7.9)

6" ()| oo + VUG ) + IVO )+ V20 22 0. 00) (7.10)
+ Hv29kHL2([0,t];LQ) < é

IV |2 o.022) + IVOF 20,22 + IV pFus ()2 + IV pR 05 (D)2 < C, (7.11)

for anyEk; > 1 and a.e. t € [0,Tp], where C is independent of k, 6 and t. Furthermore,
ok > 0

Based on Lemma@ we derive the next lemma by using some arguments similar to Lemmas

6.2 6.4 and [6.6, and Corollaries [6.3] and [6
Lemma 7.2 Under the condition of (7.1]), (7.7) and (7.8), it holds that

VEHIVEEC O 2+ VIV ()2 + oGOl + 1055 1) = 8l gzawae < C,
(7.12)

To
| (161 + 19+ e + 1920+ 1964 i) )t < C.

for any k > 1 and a.e. t € [0,Tp].

2This can be obtained by using ([T4)s and the maximal principle for the parabolic equation.
3Tt is similar to Lemma [G.11
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We need some higher order estimates for (p*,u*, 6%) which are included in the following
lemmas.

Lemma 7.3 Under the condition of (7.1), (7.7) and (7.8), it holds that

To .
L2 (P o) + [ [ (oM + vl ) < (7.13)
R3 0 R3
for any k > 1 and a.e. t € [0,Tp).

Proof. Differentiating (Z.4))2 w.r.t. ¢ two times, we have

prugy + 20 ugy + pluy + pu Tt VuE 4 20 uf T Va4 2pfut T Vg4

(7.14)
pPuk=t uk 4 2pFul T vl 4 pPub T b+ VPE = Ak + (u -+ N Vdivek
Multiplying (ZI4) by u},, integrating by parts over R3, and using (Z.4));, we have
1d .
53 L [ (Vb 4 G Vv )
2dt Jgps R3
——2 [ b [ ohub e [ ot vt 2 [ ol v
R3 R3 R3 R3
(7.15)

—2/ prutt Vug - u, — /Rputtl v utt_z/R T A THR T

/ Pldivul, = Z VII;.

For V11, using (7.4)); and integration by parts again, together with the Cauchy inequality,

([3) and (ZI0)), we have

VIL = —4/ Pkuk_l ’ Vuft'uft < = Vu tt|2 +C/ p |utt|2 (7.16)
R3 16 R3

For VII,, we have

VIl =~ /R (PP V(g )
< k—1 v k k—1 \V/
oF sl oo [ Vuf N2 ufil 2o + NlF s ™~ [ oo o | o [ Vgl 2
k—1 k k k—1
IV ool ™ 2o V72 s 11V PP e+ Nl g o lloag = o [ Ve | 2

k K k
§16 |vutt|2 +C|Vug |7z + CIVuy 172 Va2 Ve[| o (7.17)
k 1k k k, k i
+C||V prug | 7o + Cllo*ug || 2 | 0P uf || o Vg ™72
2 k=114 Ao k2 1o2, k)2
§1_6 Wutt\ +C|Vug |72 + CIVuy 12 + ClIVug |71 V317 2

+ C” VP UttHLZ + Ca

where we have used (4], integration by parts, the Holder inequality, the Cauchy inequality,
the Sobolev inequality, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, (7.9)), (Z.I0) and (Z.ITJ).
Similarly, we have

VIIg+ VIl + VII;

0k k— k K 0k o k k
<Cllpkell g2 lu* Hlzoe [V pollugill o + Cllof 2 llug ™ oo V|| s lugy | oo

Sl k— k k ‘
+ Cliog Nz llu = oI Vaig | o il o (7.18)
3p K12 ANk 12 1 N k=112 1 G 1o2, k2
gﬁ s (Vug|® + Cllpllze + ClIVui ™ |72 + ClI Vi |72,
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and

VI + VI <Cllp*ufll e lug s Vu | ps + Cllo"ufill e lluf ™ | po Vg | s
< [l IV + IV IV (g 10
=3 / IVl P + CIV Rl 32 + CIVuf = 12 + CIVul 2 1V2uf 132,
and

VIIg —/ ywtty%c/ |pk.0% + 2080k + pFok|?

—16

< |Vutt|2+0/ hP+C [ Ve [ o

Substituting (7.16]), (.I7), (CI8), (7I19) and (7.20) into (7.I3]), and multiplying the result

by t2, we have

1d ) .
oot 3 [ (uITeh + o v )
2dt 8 R3
7 _ - .
< [tk [ AV C [ P cr v,
R3 R3 R3
+ OPTuf s + CP o3 + OV s + O |V 321970
+é/ tzyvef\2+é/ t2pk|0k )2 + C.
R3 R3

<& [ vipc / P52+ o 12 165120 + C / A (7.20)

(7.21)

Integrating (7.21)) over [0, ¢] for t € [0, Tp], and using (T.I1]) and (7.12)), for any given N € Z,
we have

t
g [P+ max e [ RV < € ma / ke e m22)
Differentiating (7.4])s w.r.t. ¢, we have
PFOE 1 pFOF 4+ pPuE 1 0 4 gl 0 4 gl eE 4 pF0Fdivah !
+ POk diveb Tt + pFoFdivet Tt = 4 (Vuk_l + (Vuk_l)/) : (Vuf_l + (Vuf_l)/> (7.23)
+ 2Xdiver T dive T + kAGF,

Multiplying (Z.23) by 6}, and integrating by parts over R3, we have
kipkiz K d k|2
0 —— Ve
[ oesr+ 55 [ oo
= / prorer — / pruf=1 . vekek — / phuk=1 . veorek / prukf=l . vokek
RS RS R3
—/ pf@kdivuk_lﬁft—/ pkﬁfdivuk_lﬁft—/ pFokdivul 1ok (7.24)
RS R3 R3
+ ,u/ (Vuk_l + (Vuk_l)/) : (Vuf_l + (Vuf_l)/> 0k +2) [ dive*tdivei 1ok
R3

9 ®
=> VIII.
=1
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For VIII, and VIIIy, similar to (6.19]), we have

1d
VIIIL :———/ pfyefy2+/ (pFuF=1), - Vorer
R3 R3

2 dt
<- 1i/ PEIOER 4 1105 N ool Ml zoe 107 | 2 16F | o
2dt Jgs (7.25)
+ IV PF (| zoe g~ 2o IV OF 22 |V 0*6F || .2
1d « = _ = _
<=5 [ PO + CIVOr|T2 + ClI Vg~ I7: + ClIVPui =22,
2dt R3
and
d
VIl = — L [ kb1 vakgk 1 / phub=1 . vgkek & / a1 Vel
dt R3 R3 R3
+/ prur=t . verer
R3
d _ _ 7.26
3 I e (AU R P el P A PR A (7:26)
+ loE 2 lluf ™ Lo IV 1 Lo 1651 2o + Nlof ol ) Lo V07 | L2167 o
d . i , o e
<= G Lkt 00+ Cllhl + CIVB R + VUl e
Similarly, for the rest terms of the right side of (Z.24]), we have
VIII+VIIL,+VIIIg+ VIII;
S IV P IV [P e P A PR e PN 1P
s o (7.27)
+ IV Pl Lo IV 0765 2 (IIGfIILGIIdlvuk Higs + 116" Lo | divef 1||L2>
1 - _ .
<SIIVPROE N7 + IV 7 + CIVOEI -,
and
d
VI =—— [ pFoFdiva®—teF + / Pk ok divuF—1oF + / P16 2 divut 1
dt Jrs R3 R3
+ / proFdivul—1oF
R3
d .k . _ 7.28
e . i e P T PR R PR (7:28)
+ 11 210717 diva™ [ o + [l o 22 16% | oo [ dive =" | 216 || o
d o i i .
S = gt o PEOAETOF £ Cllpp e + IV 2 + Ve Iz,
and
d
VIIIg g,ua/ (Vuk_l + (Vuk_l)/> : <Vuf_1 + (Vuf_l)/) oF
RS
+ OV s | Vil 210816 + ClIVasl g2 Ve~ s 6] o o

d k—1 k—1y/ k—1 k—1y\/ k

+ CIVul 12 IV0F 1o + CUVuE g (190 g + 192 22 ) IV0F 2,
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and

d .
VIIIg <2A— [ dive* " divef=10F + C||Vul=1)| 2| VOF| 12
dt Jgs (7.30)
+ OVl e (90 ez + 19202 ) 1905 2

Substituting (7.25)), (7.26), (.27), (.28), (7.29) and (7.30) into (.24), and multiplying the

result by t2, we have
1 2 kigk |2 “d/ 2o gk|2
= t“p"|0 —— t“|Vo
5 | EoohE+ 5 [ evel
1d d
< [ Vo - 35 [ eekielt e [ eoblol - 5 [ ekt veel
R3 2dt Jps R3 dt Jps
d
+2/ tpfuh=1. vorgk — —/ t2pf9kdivuk_1ﬁf—|—2/ toFo*divur—1oF
R3 dt R3 R3
d
+,u—/ t2 <Vuk_1 + (Vuk_l)') : (Vuf_l + (Vuf_l)’) ok (7.31)
dt R3

—2u /RS t <Vuk_1 + (Vuk_l)/) : (Vuf_l + (Vuf_l)/) oF

d
+ 2\— / t2divuk_1divuf_lﬁf — 4\ tdivuk_ldivuf_lef

dt Jps -
T Cllph |22 + ORIVl 2 VO] 12 + Ct V2~ 2 + €,

where we have used (7.12)), (ZI3]) and the Cauchy inequality.
Integrating (7.31)) over [0,¢] for ¢ € [0,Tp], and using (7.4));, integration by parts, the
Hoélder inequality, (Z9), (ZI0), (ZII)), (ZI2)) and the Cauchy inequality, we have

1 [t K
5 [ LSS [ et
2 0 R3 2 R3
k k— k k k— k k
<[V pF || oo [V 0RO | 2| w® | oo VO | L2 + (1o | L2 16"~ | oo [ VOF | 25 167 | o
. _ _ k—
+ 2ol L2 107 oo [ dive™ | s |0F | o + 4pt® [ V| s ][ Vg ™| 2 168 o

t
+ 2282 | dive" | s [|diveg | 2 ]|0F | oo +C/0 S|Vl 2| VOS | 2 + C
K 2ropk2 , € [ .2 k—12 <
<5 [ Ao S [ IV R +
4 R3 4 0
for € > 0 to be decided later. This gives

t t
2 kink |2 2 k|2 2 k (12 S
0 £2|VoF2 < v 7.32
11<I}Qa<xN/0 /RSSP 1055 +1g§Nﬂ/IRS Vo7 | _elg}%v/o s°[Vugllze + Ce,  (7:32)

for any given N € Z,..
Multiplying (7.32)) by 2C, putting the result into (7.22)), and taking ¢ > 0 sufficiently
small, we get

t
| [ (8P (9uk ) + [ o2 (1982 + o1k ) < . (7.33)
0 JR3 R3
for any k € [1, N] and a.e. t € [0,7Tp]. Since N is arbitrary, (Z.33) implies (TI3]). O
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Corollary 7.4 Under the condition of (7.1)), (7.7) and (7-8), it holds that

tIV2ur () 2 + tIV20R () 2+t VPt (-, 1)l e < O,

To . (734)
| (1963 + 199713:) < .
0

for any k > 1 and a.e. t € [0,Tp].

Proof. Similar to (6:26]), (6.32), (6.33]) and (6.35]), together with (Z12]) and (ZI3]), we have
V2 ()| 2 <CHIV pPufill gz + Ot V|| 2 + CHVur ™| g2 + Ot V6| 12 + C

<. (7.35)

and
tIV2Or (1) 2 < CHIVE|| 2 + CHIVPu" 2 + C < C, (7.36)

and
I 1) <CET 1 O VR T+ U CHV* e

+ Ct||V30F |2 + C < C.
By (Z23) and the H?-estimates for the elliptic equation, together with the Holder inequality,
the Sobolev inequality, (Z.9), (ZI0) and (ZI1l), we have
V205 (- )ll> <Cllp* 05l L2 + Cllof s 108 1s + Cllpg |l s e~ | oo [V o
+ Clp" ||z lluf 2ol V"1 5 + Cllp* || zee | oo VO | 2
+ Cllp N s 10"l o= Ve o + CllpF oo 108 26 | VU~ s (7.38)
+ Cllp" e 10" oo Ve ™| 22 + CIVAr | s | Ve ™ | o
<CIV POl L2 + CIVOE (2 + ClIVay ™ L2 + ClIVPu 2 + €,
which together with (7Z.I2]) and (T.I3]) deduces
To 5
/ 2IV20E|2, < . (7.39)
0
Using (743 and the elliptic estimates, together with the Holder inequality, the Sobolev
inequality, (Z9), (ZI0), (ZII)) and (ZI2), we have
IV08 ][22 <CIV20"07 |2 + CIV A VO |2 + Cllp V208 | 2 + CIIV VP a1t - V0% 2
+ O VPV VoF| 2 + C| VPt - VVOF|| 2 4 C| oV VUE T VO s
+ C||pF Vb=t VO 2 4+ C|lpMu - VVR0R| o + C|| V2 PR OFdivat |
+ OV divut Y| 12 + C||VpF0FV diva® Y| 12 + C|p" V20 divu 1| 12 (7.40)
+ C||pFvervdivut 1| 2 + C|lp*0F V2 diva* Y 12 + C|| V2TV 2R 1o
+ C||VuF=tv3uk L 12
<O|IVOF || L2 + CIIV?0F | 2 + CIIV20*| 2 + CIIVe 32 + C,
which together with (T.12]), (Z13), (7.36]), (7.39) deduces
T 3
| et <.
0
The proof of Corollary [[.4] is complete. O
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Lemma 7.5 Under the condition of (7.1)), (7.7) and (7-8), it holds that

To .
Leotebe [ ] evese<c, (7.41)

for any k > 1 and a.e. t € [0,Tp].

Proof. Differentiating (Z.23) w.r.t. ¢, multiplying the result by F., and integrating by parts
over R?, we have

k 2
2dt/ |9|+;-@/|v9
— =2 [ phohP— [ photoh— [ ohattoveteh—2 [ gl vete

) / b1 vokel — / bl vokel — o / )
R3 R3 3
—/ pftﬁkdivuk_lﬁﬁ —2/ pf@fdivuk_lﬁft—2/ pf@kdivuf_lﬁﬁ
R3 R3 R3
— / pFOk divur 1ok — 2 / pFor dlvut Lok — / pkﬁkdlvutt Lok
R3 R3 R3
+ / (w’f—l + (Vuk_l)'> : (wfg;l + (w{;—l)') ok
R3
u |
R3
17
=> VIV,
i=1
From (716), (Z17), (ZI8) and (ZI9) with u”* replaced by #*, we obtain

VIV, < _/ |v9tt|2+é/ o105 2, (7.43)
R3

(7.42)

k—1 + (Vuf_l),

2
0k + 2 / dive* T divuf 105 + 2 / |divuf~120k
R3 R3

and

Vv < / VO + C[VOF|2, + Va2, V08 | 2 V26 2 .

+ClIV PR3 172 + ClIVuy ™ 7,

and
VIVs+ VIVi+ VIV < = /R VORI + Cliptilzz + ClIVut ™ 7e + CIVZOE|., (7.45)

and
VIVe+VIVy SCY/R3 [Vl P+ CINV ORI + ClIV a7 VOF 2 V20F | 2. (7.46)

Similarly, we have
VIV +VIVy+ VIV
<l 12116 oe lidive || 5 |65 1 s + 208N 121168 | o v 6 165 o
+ 20| of 1 2 16% | o l[dive = s 16| o (7.47)

<15 [ 1V8K + kil + U8 + Tl
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and
VIVii +VIVis+VIVig
<INVl IV 0 0 2 I dive | s [0 o + 201056 | o | divag = | 2 16 o
+ Voo 1V PFO8 |2 6% | poe [[divag, ™|

~ EY 1 . _ 7.48
<CINVPFO | 12]IV8E 2 + Ollo 68112, 1 9*0% | 2 | dival =1 2 | V05 | 2 (7.48)
+ OV POk || L2 | divul = 12
<75 [, IVORE + CIVPFOE I + CIV0E 12l V™ [ + Pl e
and
VIVig +VIVis +VIVig+ VIV
<OV s [V 165 s + ClIV a2 [~ s 0 o (7.49)

k k— k— -1
<75 [, IVORE + CIVT s + CIVal Tt ol P2t o

Substituting (43)), (7.44)), (7.45), (C.44), (7.47), ((4])) and (7.49) into (7.42]), and using the

Cauchy inequality, we have
1d i 9
xR A
<CVO; (172 + ClIVu 22 + CIVu VO 12 V205 | 12 (7.50)

+Cllpil 72 + CIVPOE T2 + ClIV p*05 122 + ClIVugy |72
+ OV 72 + C.

Multiplying (Z50) by 3, integrating the result over [0,t] for ¢ € [0,Tp], and using (Z12),

(C13), [34), we have
To .
/ 3k |0k |2 +/ / BIVeL? < C.
R3 0 R3

The proof of Lemma is complete. O
Corollary 7.6 Under the condition of (7.1), (7.7) and (7.8), it holds that
V205 (-, D)ll72 + V0" (1)1 7. < C, (7.51)
for any k > 1 and a.e. t € [0,Tp].
Proof. It follows from (7.38)), (7.12)), (713)), (.34), (7.41) that
£2|V20F (- )| 2 <Ct2 VPOl (-, 1) 2 + CE2||VOF (- )| 2
+ CﬁHVut_ (8)llp2 + Ct2 | V21 )| 2 + C (7.52)
<C.
By (70), (712, (C13), (T34) and ([T52), we have
£V (1) 2 <CE2|[VOEC, 1) 2 + CHE (V205 (-, 1) 2
+ Ct2|VP0R (-, 1)|| 12 + C2|| Vb1 (-, 8)]|% + C (7.53)
<C.
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Step 2: Completion of proof of Appendix B.

Using some arguments similar to [4], we obtain that the full sequence (p*, u*, 6¥) converges
to a limit (p?,u?,#°%) for any given § € (0,1) in the following strong sense:

PP — p®in L°([0, Ty]; L?), as k — oo,
(u¥, 0%) — (u?,60%) in L2([0,To]; DY), as k — oo,

and (p%,u°,0%) is the unique solution to @I)-(Z2) with initial data replaced by (p,uo,00),
where p? > 0 and #° > 0. With Lemmas [T}, [, [7.3] and [7.5}, and Corollaries [7.4] and [7.6]
and the lower semi-continuity of the norms, we have

19° (- 8) = 8l 2wz + 162 (o)l e + [V (- 8) |+

. (7.54)
IO (D) + IVl qo,0:22) + 19°0° N 2 qpo,g502) < €
IV 8)lle + V005 o D)2 + IV | 20,00+ (7.55)

V07|l L2(o.0.2) < C,
To _
VIV ()| 2 + V[V (- 1) 2 +/0 (tH\/ﬁu?tH%Z + tHVZUfH%Z) dt<C, (7.56)

V2 ()12 + V20Dl g2 + LIV D)l + HIVO )22 + LI 1) o
o 20512 4052 5112 512 % (7.57)
+ [ IV + 1900 3+ VPO + IV de < C.

and
To .
t%wﬁmm§+ﬂww%ﬁﬁrHNWMM§+/_/ﬁwﬁﬁwﬁsa (7.58)
0 R3

By (T54), (T55), (T50), (Z57), ([T58), we pass (p°,u’,0°) to a limit (p,u,0) (take subse-

quence if necessary) which is the unique solution to (2.I))-(2.3]). By the lower semi-continuity
of the norms and some arguments which are concerned with the time-continuity of the solu-
tions as in [3, 4] and references therein, we get (T.3)).
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