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Abstract

We prove that there exists a strong solution to the Dirichlet boundary value problem
for the steady Navier-Stokes equations of a compressible heat-conductive fluid with large
external forces in a bounded domain Q C R? (d = 2,3), provided that the Mach number
is appropriately small. At the same time, the low Mach number limit is rigorously verified.
The basic idea in the proof is to split the equations into two parts, one of which is similar
to the steady incompressible Navier-Stokes equations with large forces, while another part
corresponds to the steady compressible heat-conductive Navier-Stokes equations with small
forces. The existence is then established by dealing with these two parts separately, estab-
lishing uniform in the Mach number a priori estimates and exploiting the known results on
the steady incompressible Navier-Stokes equations.
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1 Introduction

This paper is mainly concerned with the existence of strong solutions to the steady Navier-
Stokes equations of a compressible heat-conductive fluid in a bounded domain Q Cc R? (d = 2, 3)
with large external forces:

div(pu) = 0,
ou-Vu+ Vp=divS(Vu) + of + g, (1.1)
c,ou- VO + pdivu = kAO + .

Here o denotes the density, u € R? the velocity, © the temperature, p = RpO the pressure with
R > 0 being the gas constant, ¢,, > 0 is the heat capacity at constant volume; f is the density
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of external body force and g is a given external force. The stress tensor S and the dissipation
function ¥ are defined by

S = 2uD(u) + Adival, ¥ =2uD(u): D(u) + A(divu)? > 0,

D(u) = (Vu+Vu!)/2 is the deformation tensor. The viscosity coefficients p, A satisfy 2u+d\ > 0
and p > 0, k > 0 is the heat conductivity coefficient. Moreover, the total mass is prescribed:

/gdx:M>0.
Q

We impose that the velocity u satisfies no-slip boundary condition and the temperature ©
keeps constant on the boundary of €2 , i.e.,

u=0, ©O=19Yy on . (1.2)

In the last decades, the steady compressible heat-conductive Navier-Stokes equations have
been studied by many mathematicians and there are a lot of results on the existence in the
literature, here we recall some of them for both small and large external forces which are related
to our study in this paper, and we refer to the monograph [27] for more details. When external
forces are sufficiently small, Matsumura and Nishida in 1982/83 proved the existence of a solution
with potential forces near a rest state [20, 21], while Valli and Zajackowski [34], B6] used the
existence of global non-stationary solutions to get the existence of stationary solutions. Later,
Valli [35] showed the existence of stationary solutions in the case of general forces by using
an idea of Padula [28] to decompose the equations into two parts that are governed by the
Stokes equations and a transport equation, respectively. Beirao da Veiga [2] obtained more
general existence results in the LP-setting by decomposing the equations into three parts that are
governed by the Stokes equations, a transport equation and the Laplace equation, respectively.
Another decomposition was studied in the paper [26]. In 1989, Farwig [7] showed the existence
of solutions to the steady compressible heat-conductive Navier-Stokes equations for small forces
with slip boundary condition.

When external forces are of arbitrary size, the existence of strong solutions was proved
in [25, 22] for the case of potential forces. When the equations of state and the viscosity
coefficients satisfy certain (growth) conditions, Novotny and Pokorny [23, 24] showed that weak
or strong solutions to the steady compressible heat-conductive Navier-Stokes equations exist.
Unfortunately, their results exclude the case of ideal polytropic gases, for which the existence of
strong solutions, to our best knowledge, still remains open.

The aim of the present paper is to establish the existence of strong solutions to the steady
compressible heat-conductive Navier-Stokes system (I.I]) without any smallness assumption on
the external forces f and g, when the Mach number is small.

We mention that in the isentropic flow case, the existence of weak solutions or strong solutions
for large external forces has been extensively investigated. Lions [19] first proved the existence
of weak solutions under the assumption that the specific heat ratio v > 1 in two dimensions and
~v > 5/3 in three dimensions. The restriction on ~ actually comes from the integrability of the
density p in LP, and in fact, the higher integrability of g has, the smaller v can be allowed. In [27]
Novotny and Straskraba showed the existence of weak solutions for any v > 3/2 if f is potential
and g = 0. By deriving a new weighted estimate of the pressure, Frehse, Goj and Steinhauer [11],
Plotnikov and Sokolowski [30] established an improved integrability for the density under the
assumption of the L'-boundedness of pu? which was not shown to hold unfortunately. Plotnikov
and Sokolowski [32] proved the existence of renormalized solutions to the Dirichlet boundary
value problem for the compressible Navier-Stokes equations for all v > 4/3. In 2008, Brezina and
Novotny [4] was able to prove the existence of weak solution to the spatially periodic problem
for any v > (3 + v/41)/8 when f is potential and g = 0, or for any v > (1 + /13)/3 =~ 1.53
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when f,g € L™, without assuming the L'-boundedness of pu?, by combining the L>-estimate
of A=1P with the (usual) energy and density bounds. Then, in the framework of [31], Frehse,
Steinhauer and Weigant [12] [13] established the existence of weak solutions to the Dirichlet
boundary value problem for any v > 4/3 in three dimensions and to the spatially periodic or
mixed boundary value problem for v = 1 (isothermal flow) in two dimensions. Recently, Jiang
and Zhou [17] proved the existence of weak solutions to the spatially periodic problem in R?
for any v > 1 by establishing a new weighted estimate. More recently, the existence for the
slip and Dirichlet boundary value problems for v > 1 was shown by Jesslé and Novotny [16],
and Plotnikov and Weigant [33], respectively. Furthermore, we emphasize that the existence of
strong solutions was shown by Choe and Jin [5] when the Mach number is small, by exploiting
the known results for the incompressible steady Navier-Stokes equations.

Now, we rewrite (LLI) in the form of the Mach number. After scaling and a straightforward
calculation we obtain the following dimensionless form of the steady full compressible Navier-
Stokes equations:

div(pu) = 0,

ou-Vu-+ % = divS(Vu) + of + g, (1.3)
ou- VO + pdivu = kAO + €2V,

where € is the Mach number.
Since the total mass of the fluid is given, we impose the condition

_ 1/
0:=— | o(x)dx >0,
 Jo 2

which can be renormalized to 0 = 1 without loss of generality. Similarly, we also assume that

©=1,R=c,=1,9 =1
To show the existence, we take the transformation

o=1+4+¢, O=1+¢b (1.4)
to rewrite the system ([3]) in the form:
divu + ediv(pu) = 0,

(1+ ep)(u -Vu) + (1 +€0)Vp I (1+ep)VO

= divS(Vu) + (1 + ep)f + g, (1.5)
e(1+ep)u- VO + divu + (ep + €0 + €2ph)divu = es Af + €2V,

with boundary conditions
u=0, 6=0 onoQ. (1.6)

The low Mach number limit for the corresponding evolutionary equations was investigated
extensively. Here, we only refer to the non-isentropic Navier-Stokes equations, whose analysis
is more difficult due to the complexity of the system structure. Hagstrom and Lorenz [15]
used a similar transformation to (I4]), the standard energy arguments and decay estimates for
heat kernels, and constructed a special symmetrizer for linear hyperbolic-parabolic systems with
large hyperbolic part satisfying the interaction condition to get the low Mach number limit of
compressible Navier-Stokes equations in R™. Bresch et al [3] analyzed the acoustic waves by a
method of characteristic expansions and gave a formal asymptotics as € — 0 in a periodic domain
under the assumption that the viscous heating and thermal diffusion are negligible. Concerning
the full compressible Navier-Stokes equations, Alazard [I] studied this singular limit for local H*
solutions (s > 2+ %) in R™ for "ill-prepared” initial data by employing the technique of pseudo-
differential operators which does not apply to the cases with boundary due to the restriction
of the Fourier transform. As an improvement of [3], Feireisl and Novotny [9] considered the
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low Mach number limit for the periodic ”variational solutions” to the full Navier-Stokes-Fourier
equations of certain radiative gases for ”ill-prepared” initial data. Related progresses for bounded
domains with various boundary conditions can be found in [8, [10L [6]. On the other hand, when
the thermal conductivity vanishes, the incompressible limit of the non-isentropic Navier-Stokes
equations in bounded domains has been studied recently in [I8] where the strong solutions are
shown to be bounded uniformly in a local time interval for “well-prepared” initial data, thus
implying the limit. However, to our best knowledge, the low Mach number limit for the non-
isentropic Navier-Stokes equations governing polytropic gases in bounded domains is not yet
proved so far, and the aim of the current paper is thus to show this limit.
Now, we state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let f,g € H%(Q). Then there is an ¢y depending on ||(f,g)| g2 and Q, such
that for any € € (0, €p), there exists a solution (p¢,uc,0) € H? x (H3> N H}) x (H> N HE) to the
boundary value problem (L5l), (IL6]), satisfying

p5+05
€

lim inf |u®—=Uls+ ||pl2 + 16]|s + ‘
€ ,PEL

—0U,P

=0

where (U, P) € L := {(U, P) € (H*NHY) x H3 | (U, P) is a solution of the incompressible steady
Navier-Stokes equations (L) with external force £+ g}, i.e.,

U-VU - uAU+VP =f+g,
divU =0,

(1.7)
U =0 on 0, /Pda;:O.
Q

Remark 1.1. If considering the existence of spatially periodic solutions to (LH) in a periodic
domain, we can also obtain a existence result similar to Theorem [1.1l.

Remark 1.2. In general, we could not get the uniqueness of strong solutions to the boundary
value problem (L) due to lack of the uniqueness of strong solutions to the corresponding incom-
pressible Navier-Stokes equations ([L7)). As for the results of the incompressible Navier-Stokes
equations, one can refer to Galdi’s book [T}, Chapter IX].

The system (5] is complicated mixed-type nonlinear equations containing such structures
as elliptic and hyperbolic systems, for which the usual approach of the fixed point arguments
used to prove the existence of classical solutions requires the smallness of data. To show Theorem
[Tl we split the system (LT into two parts, one of which is similar to the steady incompressible
Navier-Stokes equations with large force f + g, while another part corresponds to the steady
compressible heat-conductive Navier-Stokes equations with small force ef, provided the Mach
number € is small. Then, as noted in [5], we modify and elaborately combine the arguments
in [I4] where the existence of strong solutions to the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations
for large forces was presented, and in [7] where strong solutions of the compressible viscous
heat-conductive equations with small forces were dealt with, to establish Theorem [L.1]

Compared with the isentropic case studied in [5], due to presence of the energy equation, the
main difficulties here lie in obtaining the existence of weak solutions to the linearized system
(210), dealing with the coupling terms between the velocity, density and temperature, and
deriving the uniform-in-€ estimates in a bounded domain, for example, how to control the energy
norm |[u—"Ul|s+||n]l2+||0||3 uniformly in € under the no-slip boundary condition. To circumvent
such difficulties, we take the transform of p =1+ ep, © = 1 + €f for the system (L3 (see also
[15]), instead of the transform (o = 1+ €2p, © = 1 + €20) used in [5], carefully construct an
approximate linear problem by using a cut-off function and employ a mollifier technique to get
the existence and uniqueness of solutions to (2.10]), and utilize the lower order terms to control
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the higher order terms. We should remark that in [5] the linearized problems are decoupled,
while, to obtain the uniform a priori estimates in this paper, the linearized problems are strongly
coupled that gives rise to more difficulties than the isentropic case in [5].

Let us briefly explain the main steps of our proof. First, we construct the approximate
linear problem, derive the uniform estimates and employ a compactness argument to get the
existence of a weak solution to the system (ZI0]) in Section 2.2. Second, we exploit the property
of the momentum equations and the regularity of the Stokes problem to establish the estimates
of |n + 6|, which, combined with an estimate for #, implies the boundedness for 7. Due to
presence of boundary here, some difficulties involved with controlling the boundary terms arise.
To overcome such difficulties, the crucial step is to get a H2-bound of divu near the boundary,
for which we shall adopt the local isothermal coordinates used in [34, [36]. This strategy has
also been used in [I8] to study the low Mach number limit of the compressible Navier-Stokes
equations with non-slip boundary condition. Then, summing up all the estimates for (v, ) and
7, we can establish the desired a priori uniform in € estimates in view of the smallness of € (see
Section 3). Finally, we apply the Tikhonov fixed point theorem to obtain the existence of a
strong solution. Moreover, with the help of the uniform a priori estimates, one can take the
limit to show the incompressible limit. We point out here that due to the splitting, we have to
impose that the energy equation should not possess an external heat source.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we prove the existence
of weak solutions and regularity to the linearized incompressible and compressible problems.
Section 3 is devoted to establishing the existence for the nonlinear problem. Finally, the incom-
pressible limit of solutions to the steady compressible heat-conductive Navier-Stokes equations
is presented in Section 4.

Notations: We denote by L? the Lebesgue space L%(€2) with norm || - ||o, by H™ the Sobolev
spaces H™() with norm || - ||,,. Define the spaces

Hm:{pGHm|/p(x)dx:0}, H(%,U:{ueH(Hdivu:O}, H' = H™ N H,.
Q

We denote by H~! the dual space of H} with the dual product (-,-) and the norm || - ||_1 =
supjjp(,=1 (-, 1)|. We shall use the abbreviation:

/-da:::/ﬂ-da:.

2 Existence of solutions to the linearized problem

We first split the system ([L5]) into two parts, so that one part looks like the incompress-
ible Navier-Stokes equations, while the other part behaves like the compressible Navier-Stokes
equations. More precisely, let (U, P) and (v,7n) be the solutions to the following systems, re-
spectively:

U-VU+v-VU —uAU+VP="Ff+g,

U=0 on 00 and /de:O;
Q

and

.
vy

=—v-Vn—ndivv — ediv(P(U + v)),
Vn+ Vo =eF —v-Vv—-0Vn—nVo,

€ (2.2)
=eG — v -V —ndivv — 0divv,

U-Vv—pAv — (p+ A)Vdivv +

divv

U-Vl— kA0 +

v=0, #=0on 00 and /ndazzO,
Q
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where the new force F' and heat source G are defined by

F=(eP+nf—(eP+n)U+v)-V(U+v)—-0VP— PV,
G=V—(eP+n)(U+v)-VO—(eP +n)bdivv — Pdivv.

It is clear to observe that u := U +v, p := eP+n and 6§ are a solution to (L5)). Thus, we can
obtain a solution of the system (5] if we can solve the systems (1) and ([22]). First, we will
give the existence of weak solutions to the linearized incompressible problem (2.1) and derive
a priori estimates of higher order derivatives of the unknowns (U, P). Then, we shall show the
existence of weak solutions to the linearized compressible problem (2.2]) and establish uniform
estimates of higher order derivatives of the unknowns (n,v,#).

In what follows, we assume that meas({2) = 1 without loss of generality.

2.1 Linearized incompressible equations

Let U and v be given functions satisfying U € H* N H&U and v € H3N Hy. At first, we
consider the linearized equations to (2.1I) for given U and v as follows.
(U+%)-VU — pAU + VP = h,
divU =0,

U=0 on 92 and /Pdsz.
Q

where h=f + g.

The problem (Z3)) is a Stokes problem which is solvable for arbitrarily large forces. In fact,
[23) can be solved by using the Lax-Milgram theorem for small v, and we can obtain the
following existence result, the proof of which can be found, for example, in [5], and is therefore
omitted here.

Lemma 2.1. Lethe H, U € H&U and v € H?>N H&. There exists a constant ag depending
only on p and 2, such that if |V||3 < ao, then there exists a weak solution (U, P) € H} x H® of

23)), satisfying
[Ul[x < Collhf-1, (2.4)
[1Pllo < Ciffhl[—1(1 + |h[l-1), (2.5)
where Cy and C1 are positive constants which depend only on Q, p and ag.
As for the regularity of solutions, we consider the Stokes equations:
—puAU+VP=h—(U+v)- VU,
divU = 0.

Then we can derive the following estimates by employing bootstrap arguments similar to those
in [5].
Lemma 2.2. Let h € H™, U € H™' n H&J, m = 0,1,2, and v be the same as in Lemma

m. There are positive constants Co, C3 and Cy4, depending only on ), u and ag, such that if
U € H} satisfies the inequality [2.4), then

1U]l2 + [[VPllo < Colhllo(|[hllo + 1)*. (2.6)
IfU € H>N H} satisfies 6), then

1Ull3 + [V Pll1 < Cs|hll1(|h] + 1)%, (2.7)
and if U € H3N H} satisfies 270, then

1Ulla + [V Pl2 < Calhll2(|[h]l2 + 1)". (2.8)
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Let f,g € H%(Q), then it is obvious that h € H?(Q2). We define a space Ky by
Ko := {U € Hy»(Q) : [[UL < Cillblly, [[Ull2 < Colfhflo(Ihllo + 1),
U3 < Cslmfli([bll + 1%, [[U]la < Callhl2(|h]l2 + 1)12}- (2.9)

Thus, by Lemma we see that the solution U of the system [2.3)) also lies in Ky for any
given U € Ky, since the constants Cy,--- ,Cy do not depend on U.

2.2 Linearized compressible equations

Let (U,v,0) € (H*N H&J) x (H3N HY) x (H3N H}) be given functions. Next, we give
the existence of weak solutions and derive some a priori estimates for solutions to the linearized
equations of the system (2.2)). For simplicity, we only consider the three-dimensional case. As
aforementioned, we shall apply the Tikhonov fixed point theorem to show the existence of strong
solutions to (I5), (LB). To this end, for given (v,0) € (H> N HY) x (H? N HY), let (n,v,0)
be the unique solution of the following linearized system of (2.2]) the existence of which will be
shown below:

di
U-Vn+ aid

+v-Vn+ndivy = —ediv(P(U + V)),
€

\Y 0 =~ ~ -
U-Vv—,uAv—CVdivv+ﬂ—l—@Vﬁ%—ﬁV@zeF—\?-V\?,
- ¢ (2.10)
divv

U-V0— kA0 + + ndivy = €G — v - VO — 0divv,

v=0, 6=0 on 90 and /7720,
Q

where (U, P) be the solution of (23) established in Section 2.1 and the new force F and heat
source GG are defined by

F=(eP+n)f —(eP+n)(U +v)- V(U +¥) — VP — PV,

G =T — (P +n)(U +V)- V0 — (eP 4 n)fdivv — Pdivv,

with & = 2uD(U +¥) : D(U + V) + Mdiv(U + ¥))? and ¢ = pu + .
Thus, for given U, v and 0, we can construct a map N:

N(U,¥,0) := (U,v,80).

And, we have to show that NV maps some space into itself and is weak continuous to get a fixed
point of the mapping N.
In order to obtain the existence of weak solutions to (2.10), we set

F' = ePf —eP(U +v)-V(U 4v) — VP — PV,
G' =V — eP(U + V) - VO — ePdivv — P divv.

So, F=F' +nf + (U +%)-V(U +%), G=G" —nU +v) -V —nidivv.

2.2.1 Existence of weak solutions

Lemma 2.3. LetNF’, G' e H™', f € H?, and (U, P) be a solution of Z3) established in Lemma
2. If ||V|s + [|0]|s is sufficiently small, then there exists a unique weak solution (n,v,6) €
H® x H} x H} to the problem (2.I0).

Remark 2.1. We remark here that a weak solution of (2Z10) is defined through testing the
system (ZI0),—(210)s by ¢ € H', V € H} and © € H}, respectively.
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Remark 2.2. In [29] the authors used the Bergman projection to reduce the linearized problem
to a boundary value problem for the transport operator equation and then proved the existence of
strong solutions and the incompressible limit as w = Re/(yMa?) goes to co. Here we shall em-
ploy the techniques of approximate systems, the Leray-Schauder fixed theorem and compactness
arguments and mollifiers to show the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions directly.

Proof. The proof is broken up into three steps.

Step 1: Construction of strong solutions to the approrimate problems.

We first suppose that F/,G’ € L? and the case F',G’ € H™! will then be dealt with by a
density argument later. Define the cut-off function

[ 1)a, ifn>1/a
La(m) = {n, if 5 < 1/a.

Now, we consider the following approximate system to (210) for arbitrary but fixed positive
numbers 3, a:

_BAy = —div(Un) — BV _ div[1, (n)¥] — ediv(P(U + 9)) = divRi (n,v),
—puAv — (Vdivy = —w —U - Vv - V[0la(n)]

+e[F + 1o +1a(m) (U +¥) - V(U +¥)] — v - V¥ =: Ry(n,v,0),

divv (2.11)

-k =-U-VO — — 1a(n)divv

+e{G — 1, [(U +¥) - VO + 0divv]} — v - VO — 0divy := R3(n,v,0),
v=0, 6=0, @:O on 0f), and/nda:zo,

811 Q

where n denotes the outer normal vector of the boundary 9. We point out that the introduction
of the cut-off function makes it possible to establish an important estimate (2.18]) below.

Next, we show the strong solvability of (ZI1]) by employing the Leray-Schauder fixed point
theorem. To this end, we first study the following boundary problem:

—pBAn = divRy(tx, tu),
—puAv — (Vdivv = Ra(tx, tu, t),

—kAO = R3(ty, tu, t9), (2.12)
v=0, 6=0, @:0 on 0, and/n:O
811 0

for given t € [0,1] and (x,u,¥) € H' x H} x H}.

Recalling that (U,v,0) € (H*n Hj,) x (H* N Hj) x (H* N Hj) and 14(n) € H', by the
elliptic theory (see [27, Lemma 4.32 and Lemma 4.27]), we know that there exits a unique strong
solution (n,v,0) € H? satisfying (212 and

[(n,0,v)]l2 < C(||divRi(tx, tu)flo + [[(R1(tx, tu), Ra(tx, tu, 1), R3(tx, tu, td))[o).  (2.13)
Then, we derive estimates for strong solutions (7, v, ) of the problem:

—BAn = divRy (tn, tv),

—puAv — (Vdivv = Ry(tn, tv,t0),

—k/AO = R3(tn, tv,t0), (2.14)
In

VZO, 9:0, a—n

=0 on 09, and/nzO, t €0,1].
)
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Using L? energy estimates, we can easily obtain the following identities on (1, v, #):

/,u\Vv]Q + ¢(divv)?3dx = %/t(n + 6)divvdx + / 1, (tn)0divvda

+ / (e[F + Lo(tn)f + Lo (tn)(U +%) - V(U +¥)] — ¥ - V¥ }vdz, (2.15)

ﬁ/|Vn|2d:E+%/ndivvdx = —e/div(P(U—l—f/))ndx —%/nla(m)div{/daﬁ, (2.16)

//4|V0|2d:17 + E /Hdivvdx = e/é'@d:n - e/(la(tn)(U + V) - VO + 1,(tn)0divv)fdzx
€
- / (V- VO + 0divv)fdz — / 1, (tn)0divvdz. (2.17)

Keeping in mind that ¢ < 1, |1a(n)[|g < 2|/ and [[nllo < C|[Vnllo, summing up the identities
2I5)—-(2I1), we deduce the following estimate:

1(n, v, )1 < K = KL+ [(F,G")o + [IE[lr + (U, 9.6, P)|3), (2.18)

where the constant K may depend on other known quantities, but is independent of .
Now for given (y,u,9) € H! x H} x H{, we define a mapping 7T} by

Ti(x,u,9) := (n, v, 0;) that is the strong solution of (ZI2]).

Then the solution operator T; enjoys the following properties (in what follows, C' denotes a
general constant independent of ¢):

e By virtue of (2.11),
0¢ (I —1,)(0Bk), (2.19)

where
B = {(nv.0) € H <ty x Y | [v.0) < K. [ n=0}.
Q

e Let B be a ball of center 0 in H' x H} x H}, then for any t € [0,1], T;B is a precompact
set of H! x H} x H}, since one has by (ZI3)) that

1T (w912 < CUIOG w9+ D+ IE o + £l + (U, 9,6, P)3).

e For any t,s € [0,1], one has by the elliptic regularity theory (see [27, Lemma 4.32 and
Lemma 4.27]) that

1T (x, u,9) — Ts(x, 0, 9) |1 < C([|Ru(tx, tu) — Ri(sx, su)llo
+ || (Ra(tx, tu, t9), Rg(tx, tu,t9)) — (Ra(sx, su, s¥), Rs(sx, su, s1))|| -1 (2.20)
<Ot —s||I(&,w,9)|1 (1 +[|(U,¥,0,P)|3).

Consequently, we can applying the Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem [27, Section 1.4.11.7]
to (Z.12) to get a strong solution (7, v,0) of the approximate system (2.I1]). In what follow we
write such strong solution by (ng, Vg, 9;‘) to indicate the dependence upon « and 3 > 0.

Step 2: Uniform-in-(a, B) estimates and the limit process



Recalling that the strong solutions (13, v§,05) constructed above satisfy (2.I5)-(2.17) for
t =1, and the fact ‘1a(ng)‘ < [n§l, we find that
V1T + 168115 + BIVag I3 < Clngli {HeHz +e(lfll + 10 +912)
+ellVlls + el 013U + 7 + 1V113) + ||‘7||§} + Celnglloll Pll2[|U + vl
+Ce(|F' 124 + 1G1120) + CIIVIIL + ClIv IR 116115, (2.21)

provided [[¥||3 + [|0]|3 and € are sufficiently small. We remark that throughout the proof of
Lemma 2.3, the smallness of ||v||3 + ||6]|s and € are independent of o and £.
We proceed to bound [|ng|lo. According to the content on page 123 in [29], for a function

¢ € L*(Q) with [ &dx = 0, one can choose a vector field ¢ € H} (), such that

divg=¢, gl < C(Q)[¢]lo-
Multiplying (2.I0), by this ¢ and integrating the resulting equation over €, we obtain

1 _ S ~
- /( ng + 05)divgdr = — /(ngﬁ)diqux - e/[F +n5f +nz(U+v)- V(U + V)] - qdx

—i—/ff-V{f-qda:—k/(U-Vv)-qu—k/,qu~Vq+)\divv-diqua:,

which, by taking £ = 75 + 93‘ — ﬁ S Hgdx and applying Young’s inequality, gives

5405 — = [ ogaa|| < Ce(IvEIZ 11T + Ing 131015 + V515 + 19113)
UL B Q] B 0= Bl H} 1 NalollYl2 gl2 2
+CEIF N2, + (3 IFUENT + 11U+ ¥113)). (2.22)

It is easy to see that

Hi /9“d:1:”2 - i(/eadx)z < 162 (2.23)
[ (R OTANY '
Hence, from (221)—(223]) and Poincaré’s inequality we get
g 113 < 2llng + 65115 + 2116515

N /eada;Hz Ty e /9%“2 + 20632
8T8 T ) Bl T ey ) 7Bl T =178l
< Ce(IIVIBIIUIT + I 131013 + Ivg1IE + I911)

+CE[IIFZ + g I3AIENT + 11U+ ¥(12)]

HInZIIEC (10112 + e(llEll + U +¥12) + €l ¥lls

<]

+el 013310 + VI + 19113) + [913] + Cellnglloll Pll2 U + v
+Ce(|[F |2, + G112 + CIIv Il + ClIITI]3. (2.24)

If we combine ([2.2I)) with ([2.24]), we see that there is a small constant €; > 0, such that for
any € < ¢; and sufficiently small ||(v,0)]|s,

15170 + IVE I3 + 110517 + Bl Vg llo < C1, (2.25)

10



where C] is a positive constant independent of €, o and 5. Applying the elliptic regularity theory

o (2110, we have
5112 < CB)I(divRi(ng, v§), Ri(nf, v5))llo < C = C(B, Ch),

where the constant C is independent of . Therefore, by the embedding theorem H? < L,
we see that
La(nf) = ng,
if « is sufficiently small while 3 is fixed.
With the help of this fact and the uniform estimate (2.25]), we can take limit as o — 0 (while

keeping f fixed) in (ZI1]) and use the standard weak convergence arguments to obtain a weak
solution (ng, vg,63) of the problem (ZI]) with 1 in place of 14, and moreover by (2.25]), we have

InslI3 + lIvsll + 195l + Bl Vnsllo < Ci.

Recalling that the above estimate is uniform in £, we can thus take limit once more as 8 — 0 in
(210) with 1 in place of 1, to get a weak solution (7, v, ) of the original problem (2ZI0), which
is the weak limit of (13, vg,03) and enjoys the estimate (i.e. (Z20)):

Inlg + I3 + [161fF < C1. (2.26)

Keeping in mind that the constant C; in ([2:26) depends only on |(F',G")| -1 (cf. ([223)) and
L? is dense in H~!, we can thus obtain a weak solution (1, v,#) of @I0) for F', G’ € H~' by
a density argument We remark that the obtained solution (n,v,#) satisfies the weak form of

2I10),, ie.,
) divv L. . - 1
—div(eU)n + — +v-Vn+ndivy | | de = — [ ediv(P(U +v))pdz, Vo€ H".
Q Q

Moreover, extending (1, P,U, v, V) outside of Q2 by zero and still denoting the extended functions
by (1, P,U,v,V), we find that the above identity still holds in R?, i.e.,

/ [—div(ch)n + <dl¥ +v-Vn+ ndivff) cp} de = —/ ediv(P(U + V))pdz (2.27)
R3 R3

for any ¢ € H'(R3). This property is important in the proof of uniqueness in the next step.

Step 3: Uniqueness of weak solutions to (2.10]).

Letting (11, v1,61), (2, va,02) € H® x H} x H} be two weak solutions of the problem ([2.10)
and denoting 7 =1, — 12, V= V1 — Vo, 0 = ) — 65, we find that (@, v, 0) is a weak solution of
the following boundary value problem:

divv

U-Vi+ - Vi + fdive =0,
_ _ _ V+VO L s i _

U-Vv —/LAV — (Vdivv + — + 0V +7Vle =e@f +7(U +v) - V(U +V)),
(2.28)

UVl — kg 4+ Y + 77divy = e(—T(U + ¥) - VO — 76divv),
€
v=0, 6=0 on 00 and /ﬁ:O.
Q

We want to test (Z.28) with 77 which is unfortunately not in H'. To circumvent this difficulty,
we use the technique of mollifiers. For a function w of x (z € ) we denote

(w)s(x) = /Q n(z — Yuly)dy, e,
11



where 75 is the Friedrichs mollifier.
Now, we take the test function ¢ in ([Z:27)) to be the mollifier to find that the equation (228]);
can be regularized as

U - v+ GV

+v-V(@)s + (ndivv
(M)s + (7 )s (2.29)
= (U-V@)s—(U-VN)s) + (V- V(@)s — (V- VT)5), ae. inQ,
where U - V7] = div(U7) — divU and v - V7] = div(v7) — ndivv.
Sincen € L?,and U, v € Hé NW L by Sobolev’s imbedding theorem, we have by Friedrichs’
lemma on commutators [27, Lemma 3.1] that

U-V@)s— (U-Vi)s, v-V(§)s— (V-V7)s— 0 strongly in L*(Q). (2.30)

We should point here that (Z30) is shown in the whole space R3. However, if we extend U, v
and 71 outside of Q by zero, we still have n € L?(R3) and U,v € H}(R3) N W1°(R?), and hence
we can apply Lemma 3.1 of [27] to get (2.30)).

Now, we test the equations ([229), [228)2 and Z28)3 by (7)s, v and 6, respectively, to
deduce that

/ (WY + (V2 + £ V) da
= e/n_v[er (U+v) -V(U+V)] —ﬁé[(U+v)-vé+§divv]dx

+ / [%divﬂ(ﬁ)g!z +70divv — (7divv)s(n)s — ﬁédivfz] dax

# {55 00 ) 4 (@ T = © - V00) + (- Tl 7 Tma)lns |

Letting 6 — 0 in the above identity, using (230]) and noting that (cf. (2:30))

[ (aetmsP - Graivonsns + S - 50, ) g o

we conclude that

/ (V912 + VP + 5VOP)da < CTIE + 1913 [(1U 12 + 19 12)1101ls + 1913 (L + [16]]2)]
+eC (75 + I1913) (IEll2 + U2 + [1¥]2)- (2.31)

On the other hand, for the inhomogeneous Stokes problem:

— g ~ ~

LA+ M — U Vv 4 (Vdive + e[ﬁf+ﬁ(U+ff) V(U +9)] - (V7 + 7v),

divv = divv,

v=0,

we have the estimate

el¥ll + [+ Bl
< {101 + DIFl -+ ¥+ ellmllo 161> + (U1 + [1912)2] + Ilolélla}. (2.32)

Combining ([2.31]) with (2.32]), making use of Poincaré’s inequality, and recalling the smallness
of €, ||V||3 and ||0||3, we find that

7l + ¥l + (18] <0, (2.33)
which implies 71 = 19, vi = va, 61 = 0. This completes the proof of Lemma 2.3. [l
12



In order to get higher order uniform-in-e estimates of the (1, v,#), we have to bound ||v||;
and [|@]|; as shown in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Let (U, P) be the solution of Z3) given in Lemma[Z1. Let F,G € H™'. Then
we have the following uniform-in-e¢ estimate:

VI + 1613 <Cs| 19 lslnllF + EUFN2y + IGI21) + ellPll2(1T 12 + ¥ 112)lInllo
) ) (2.34)
VI + Il + V1 AONT + il

where the constant Cs > 0 is independent of €.

Proof. Multiplying (2.1I0)),, [2I0), and (2I0) by 1, v and # in L? respectively, and summing
up the resulting equations, we find that

C(IVIIE + 1161D)

_ 1 / (divv(n+6) +v- (Vn+ Vl))dz — / (U +%) - V- n+n*dive + ediv(P(U + ¥))n]dz
€
+/(eﬁ—v.vv—évn—nvé)-vdm+/(eé—fr-vé— (n+ 0)divv)Oda

1 - ~ = -
< SI¥llslinlls + 8CvIT + 1017) + CsleNFIZ1 + IGI21) + el Pll(IT2 + [¥]12) nllo
HIVIT + [l IO + 11T OIT + [1l)], (2.35)

where we have used integration by parts, Sobolev’s inequality and the fact that
1 1
e / ((n+6)divv +v - (Vn+ Vb))dx = - / [(n + 6)divv — (n + 6)divv]dz = 0.

Finally, if we take § in (2.35]) suitably small and apply Poincaré’s inequality, we obtain the

estimate (2.34)). O

2.2.2 Stokes problem

We rewrite the momentum equations (2.I0]), as an inhomogeneous Stokes problem to derive

G
the desired bounds for ||v||s and Hmul
€

0 . _ _

—,uAv—I—M =eF—v -Vv—0Vn—nVO—-U- Vv + (Vdivv,

divv = divv, (2.36)
v =20, on €.

By the usual estimates for the steady Stokes problem (cf. Galdi’s book [14) Chapter IV]),
Sobolev’s embedding H? < L° and the inequality

ldivv[§ < dl|v(I3 + CsivI, (2.37)

we have Vr 4+ V0
”[’, ~ - - ~ ~
Ivila + ||| <ClePllo + 19 - Y9l + 189 llo + 1191,

(2.38)
+ U - Vvl + divv]s).
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and
Vn+ Vo H
€

vl + SC(IF | + 19 - V¥ + [89n] + [98]

+ U Vvl + [[divv]l2),
which together with (234]), (2Z37) and (238]) yields

Vn+ Vo
=]

[vls + S Gl IIU\|§){6(IIFH1 + G -1) + 19113 + 1181131 7ll2

2.
1/2 - 2 ~ 9 1. (2.39)
+ [1vll3" [Inllo + [€\|PH2(HU||2 + HVH2)H77||0} + (vl (lle]l + H77||1)} + [[V=divv|lo,

where Cy is a positive constant independent of e.

2.2.3 Estimate of |[V2divv||o

As in [34, [36] [18], in order to control the term [|V2divv]||o we divide it into the interior part
and the part near the boundary. We remark that here we have to carefully deal with the terms
which involve with the large parameter 1/e in (2.I0]).

I. Interior estimate
First, we derive the interior estimate of V2divv by using the estimate (Z38]). Let xo be a
C§°-function, then we have

Lemma 2.5. There is a positive constant Cr independent of €, such that
lxoV2vI[§ + ClixoVdivv|§ + llxo V205

<Cr|(1U1ls + ¥ ls) 11l + UG + IGI5) + el Pll2(Ull2 + 1912 nll: + (19112 (2.40)

_ o Vi + Vo2
+ 31613 + 1 (vl + 101%) + 1913813 + i) + I Ii] + ]| =] -

Proof. We differentiate (Z.I0) with respect to x to get that
Oidivy

€

~]8]77 (U7 + 37)0;m — vjajn 0i(ndivv) — ed;idiv(P(U + v)),
8an+ 9% 0

U7d%m +

Ujaizjvk—kaUJav — uo m CE?
O;divv

= €0, F% — 9;(i70,3%) — 2. (An),

U100 + 0,U70;0 — k3 6 +

= €0,G — ai(v 9;0) — 0;((n + 0)divv).

(2.41)

Multiplying (Z41),, @41), and ZZI); by x20im, x20;0* and x20;0 in L? respectively, and
summing up the resulting equations, we find that

1lx0020F |12 + ¢llxodidivv |3 + #]x0026]12

= —% / X20idivv(9im + 0;0) + x20,v" 0y, (0in + 0;0)dx
— / (26x00; X005 0" 00" + 2 x00k X0 0:divv V" + 2kX00;X00;;00;0)da
- / X2 [&-(Uj +9)05m + (U7 + 89)05n + Ondivy + ndidivy + edydiv(P(U + ¥)) | dyndx
+ / X2 (B, FF — 9;(v - Vok) — 92.(0n)) 0w da:

+ / X%(E@Zé — OZ(W@]HN) — 81((77 + é)dlvﬁ))ﬁledx

14



If we apply partial integrations to the above identity, employ Sobolev’s and Young’s inequalities
and the fact that

- % /X%aidiVV(am + 0:0) + X200 (9m + 0:0)da

— % /2X03kX03wk(0m + 0;0)dx + % /x%@ivkak(am +0,0) — x201* 0y (O + B:0)da

Vn+ Vo
€

- % /2X08kX08ivk(8m + 9;8)dx < 5H Hz + Cs[|v |,

we infer by summing up 4, j, k that
ullxoV2vI3 + ClixoVdivelg + xllxo V2015

< (0ls + 19l)llnl} + a1 + o3 + [ 2222 )

+Cs [52(||F\|3 +IGIS) + el Pl2(IU 12 + 9l Inll + 19113 + 11311613
UL (VI + 161F) + 191301 + Il + HVHﬂ,
which, by using Poincaré’s inequality and choosing § appropriately small, implies the lemma. [
Lemma 2.6. There is a positive constant Cg independent of €, such that
#lxoV2VIE + ClixoV2dive|§ + sllxo V2013

< Cs|(I1U1ls + ¥ lIs)lInll3 + € IF1T + IGID) + el Plls(1Ulls + [¥lIs)lInll2 + 9115 (2.49)

~ - ~ Vn+ Vo2
+ Inl31613 + 10 s(11v113 + 1613) + 1131613 + lml3) + vI3] + ]| =]
Proof. We differentiate (2ZI0]) twice with respect to x to get that
: ,di p - L
U705,m + EIVV = — 07 05;m — O3 (U7 +)9m — 0;(U7 + 7))
=0y (U7 + 07)07m — 9u(ndivy) — eddiv(P(U + v)),
O + 05,0

U193 0% + a7 9350% + 93U 050" + QiUT 970k — pdyy; 0F — (O3 dive +

= eORF" — 0} (17 0;0%) — 0} (O),

)

€ (2.43)

[ 8%. l 8221 divv

0+ QUI 030 + 93U70;0 + 0;U7 97,60 — k.0 +

= ed2G — O2(079;0) — 92((n + 0)divv).

Multiplying 2.43),, 243), and [Z43); again by x302n, x302v* and x20%0 respectively, and
summing up the resulting equations, we deduce that

1l1x005,0" 15 + Clixod5divv I + kllxodi;0115
1 .
- / \2Oudivy(um + 028) + x 2020 04 (D2 + 836)dar
— /2X08jX0(u8§ljvk0§lvk + /f(‘)f’lﬂ@?l@) + 2¢x 00k x00divedyv* dx

_ / (U908 + W0m + 307 + 09)0jm + 0,0 + 09)Bm

FOU7 + )02 + O3 (ndive) + edfdiv(P(U +¥)) | x§dnda
15



+ / [eaflﬁ’f — O3(270;0%) — O (Om) — (U7 030" + QU7 00"
+ORUI 90" + 8¢Uj812jvk)} X220k dx:
- / [eaflé — 07(%70,0) — 93 ((n + 0)divv) — (U7 92,0 + QU7 97,0
+ORUT0;0 + DU afje)] 2oudz.
We integrate by parts the above identity, utilize Sobolev’s inequality and the fact that
—% / XE02divv(92m + 020) + X3 020" 0k (03N + 050)dx
= 2 [ \B0ho 0u(0n + 336) ~ xFoRv 0@ + ORe)dr + 1 [ 2nodhed (G + SE0)d

| Vi + V02
- /2xoakxoa§lv’f(03,n + o) < |2

+ Cs]IvI13,

and sum up i, j, k to infer that

1lxoV3VII§ + CllxoVdivvl[§ + sllxo V0[5
Vn + V9H2
€

< (105 + 19 l13) nl3 + 6CIvII3 + 16113 + | 1

)

+Csl(I1F1T +IGIR) + ell Plls(1U s + [19l1s)llnll2 + 19115 + [Inl3]16113
HIU (vl + 10113) + 9131015 + lI13) + IvI3],

which, by employing Poincaré’s inequality and choosing ¢ suitably small, gives the lemma. [

II. Boundary estimate

Next, we shall use the method of local coordinates to bound V2divv in the vicinity of the
boundary (also see [34, [36l 18]). For completeness, we briefly describe the local coordinates
as follows. First, one construct the local coordinates by the isothermal coordinates A(p, ¢) to
derive an estimate near the boundary (see also [34], 36]), where

)\cp')\sp>0, )\¢~)\¢>O, )\sp-)\d):O.

The boundary 92 can be covered by a finite number of bounded open sets W* c R?, k =
1,2,---, L, such that for any x € Wk N Q,

z =M (p, ¢,7) = M (g, 9) +rn(X (0, 9)), (2.44)

where \¥(¢, ¢) is the isothermal coordinates and n is the unit outer normal to 9.
Without confusion, we will omit the superscript k in each W in the following. We construct
the orthonormal system corresponding to the local coordinates by

A A
e @ . @

|)\go|’ €2 |)\¢|7 €3 €1 X €2 Il()\) ( 5)

By a straightforward calculation, we see that for sufficiently small r,

C? 5 J :=det JacA = det% =A, xAg-e3

= Apl[Ag| + r([Apng - €2 + [Ag|ny - €1) + 72[(n, - 1) (ng - €2) — (n, - e2)(ng - €1)] > 0.
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And, we can easily derive the following relations as (JacA™1) o A = (JacA)~! (also see [34]):

VAT oA =T Ay x e3), (2.46)
V(A2 o A = T (e3 x Ay), (2.47)
VA3 o A= J YA, x Ay) = e3, (2.48)

where the symbol o stands for the composite of operators. Set y := (¢, ¢,7), and denote by
D, the partial derivative with respect to y; in local coordinates. We set the unknowns in local
coordinates

Wt y) =0t AW), V(ty) =v(tA@Y), O(ty) =0t Ay)),
and the knowns
Ult,y) == U(t,A(y)), V(t.y)=v(tA®y)), y) = 0(t, A(y)).

it
Then, we rewrite the system (ZI0) in [0,7] x Q, where Q := A=Y (W N Q), as follows.

Ny ap: DI )y o )y P

Ulay; Dipn + R —v? ag;Dyn) — nag; D’ — eap; D (P(U? + 7)),

o v N o ag; D A—l—é

Ujaijk’UZ — ,uaijk(alijZ) — Cakka(allevj) + %) (2 49)

= eF" — ¥ ay; Dyt* — Oag; Dyt — fag; Dy,

ag; Dy 0
4 ZRITRT

Ujaijké - /iaijk(alleé) = eé - ’l:)jaijké — TA]CijDk’l:)j - éaijk’l:)j,

with boundary conditions
V(t,y) =0, O(t,y) =0 on O, (2.50)

where a;; is the (i,7)-th entry of the matrix Jac(A™!) = %. Clearly, a;; is a C?-function, and

it follows from (2.40])-(248]) that

3 3 3
Zagjagj =n*=1, Zaljagj = Zagjagj =0. (2.51)
j=1 j=1 j=1

Moreover, this localized system has the following properties (see also [34]):

Proposition 2.1. D;(Ja;;) =0, for j =1,2,3; ¢<D;v =0, ¢<D;D¢:v =0 on 9 in the tangential
directions 7,& = 1,2, where ¢ € CP(A~Y(W)). Similarly, sD.0 =0, cDTDgé =0 on 9.

Recalling D; = Z‘;’Zl a;;0;, we will frequently make use of the following relations without
pointing out explicitly in subsequent calculations:

IDy¥ o) < ClIVavllie@), 1D5¥]mr@) < ClIVavilwis), 1 <p < . (2.52)

The above inequalities apply to n, # and U, v, 9~, too.
By virtue of the interpolation [ - ||%, < 4| - |35 + Cs|| - |3, the boundary estimate of
| V2divul| r2(z2)y can be reduced to the boundedness of

t
//JX2|D§(ajiDjUZ)|dyds,
0 Ja

where x is a C§°(A~1(W))-function. So, we can split the estimate of derivatives on the bound-
ary into two parts: the estimate of derivatives in the tangential directions and in the normal
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direction.

Part 1. Estimate of derivatives in the tangential directions B
First, we apply ng to ([2.49) with 7, £ being the tangential directions to 02 to get

. 1 .
Ul ag; D} e) + ED?5 ag; Dy 7]
= DS(U”?{cj)DETﬁ + D?g(U]f%j)Dkﬁ + Dt(qj'akapigﬁ
— D2 [0 ag; Dy + Nag; Dit? + eay; D (P(U7 + 7)),
. B y Ny 1 o
Ujaij,?; 51)2 - D2 [uaijk(alij ) + Cakka(alijJ)] + Eng[akka(n + 9)]
= Dg(Uﬂak])D,% o'+ D? (UJak )Dyd® + D (U ;) D0 (2.53)
+D? [eFZ — fujaijkv — HakZDkn nakZDRH]
Ujaij,?; 59 /QDTg[ak]Dk(al]Dle)] + DTg[ak]Dkvj]
Dg(Ujakj)D2 9 + D2 (Uﬁakj)DkH + D (U ak])Dkfe
—i—Dgf [eG — zﬂaijkH — naijkzﬂ — Haijka].

We multiply 253),, 253), and 253); by Jx2D¢f), Jx* D0 and J X2D75é respectively, and
integrate the resulting identities to deduce that

— /Q DZ¢[pagj Dy (ay; Dyd") + Capg Di(ay; Dyt?)] - Ix* D20 dy

- /Q /ing lay; Dy.(ay; D,0)] - JX2D2€9dy

- /Q Ul ay; (D e - IXED2¢i + Dif 6" - Jx*D20" + Di 0 - Ix*D20)dy

+§ /Q {D2¢lar; Did’) - T D2y + Dlelari Dy () + 0)] - Jx* D2e0" + Dielag; Did’] - I D20} dy
= /Q {De(U7 ay) D7) + D2e(U7 ary) Dyt + Dr (U7 ars) Dieih (2.54)

—ng (07 arj Dy + fag; Dit? + ear; Dy (P(U7 + o))} - JX2D2577dy

- /Q { D¢ (U7 ag;) DR 0" + D2e(U7 agj) Dy’ + Dy (U7 ayj) Dy

+D2[eF' — i ag; Dy’ — Oay; Dyt — fags D]} - Jx2 D2 dy

+/Q {De(Uay;) D} .0 + D?.g(Ujakj)Dké + DT(UjCij)DI%Sé

D2[eG — ¥ ar; Db — fag; Dy’ — fay; Di?]} - Jx*D2bdy.

Now, we denote LHS of ([254) :=L} + L}, + L% + L), and have to deal with each term due to
integration by part and the boundary conditions.

L= - / {ng(uakj)Dk(alle@i) + Dy (pag;) Die (ar; Dyo")
Q
+D¢(pag;) D[ D~ (ai;) Dyo* + ai; D36 + pay; Dye[D-(ai;) Dyo* + ai; D36
—l—ng(Caki)Dk(alle@j) + DT(Caki)Dig(alle@j)
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+D¢(Cari) Di[D~ (alj)le)j + alle%_f)j]

+CarsDie[Dr (ay) Dy + alleTf)j]} T2 D2t dy

where
- /Q[Maijzzg(aljDzzT@i) + Cari Die(ay; D7) - Ix* D20 dy
— /Q pd xPag; Dyt ay; D0 + (I xPag; Dy et'ay; D67 dy
+ /Q[Dk(Mszakj)Ds(alleT@i) - D20 + pJ x*ag; Dt De (a1) D0
+Dy(¢Ix*ay;) De(ay; DR - D2£@ + puJx? a;ﬂDkTEv 'D¢(ay;) D07 dy,
and

L :/Q/{,]Xzaiji’TgéalijTgédy
+ / {Dk(/ﬁJX2akj)D§(allezTé)ngé + mezaijgTséDg(alj)DlzTé} dy
Q

_ /Q { D2¢(kaks) Dilar; Dif) + Dy (ar;) Diclar; Did)
+ De(kan;) D | Dy (1) Difl + a1 DE0] + ks DD (ai) D - Jx* D2y,
On the other hand, recalling that aijkU'j = 0, we have

1 i . i A
Ly=— 3 /Q Ixar DU (| D3eil|* + |D20"|* + | Dref*)dy

1 .

-5 | DU )0 (D2l + Dt P + D20y
_ 1 2 N\FTI ~12 012 i
=3 QDk(JX agj) U7 (IDZei|” + | D7e0"| + | D26 dy

As for Lﬁl, in view of the following identity
5 212 ig L 212 () AND2 (AP
D ¢lagiDi(n + 0)] - X" D7et'dy = A JIX"Dz¢(ar; Dit") Dze (1) + 0)dy
9)

+- / [DTg(ak,)Dk(n +0) + Dr(ari) Die(f + 0) + De(ars) Dy, () + 0) | - Ix*DE0'dy

Q
1 .4 o o o
+E/QD§T(T] + 9)[D27(akl)DkU + DT(CLki)Dkg?J + Dg(aki)DkTU
_Dk(JX2)akzD2§U - Dk(akz)JX2D2§U ]dy,
we deduce that

1
== / [DTE(akz)Dk(T/ +0) + D (ap;) Dre () + 0) + De(ari) D3, (17 + 8) | - x> D2 dy

/ D2,( + 0) (D2, (as) Dk’ + Dy (ags) D20 + De(ags) D3,

— Dip(Jx? )a;ﬂDTgv — Dy(ag;)JIx ngﬁl]d
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Substituting the above estimates into (2.54]), using Sobolev’s and Young’s inequalities and
taking into account the property (252]), we deduce that

[ pI X ar; Dyt ay; D 0'dy + / (IXPani Dyt ay; Db 7 dy + / kJx*ar; Dy rcOai; D} Oy
Q Q Q
<Cy [IIUllsllnH% + ¥ lslnl3 + el Pla(Uls + 19l + 1T15(v L+ [1911)

+EFIT+IGID) + 190z + Inl3 9113 + 19113) + I¥113]16113

Vn+ Vo2
+ (vl + 161 + 8 (Ivli3 + 013 + | =] ).
(2.55)
where Cy is a constant.
Part 2. Estimate of derivatives in the normal direction
We multiply ([2.49), by as; to obtain that
WV 1 . ~
= (u+ Q) Ds(ay; Dit?) + = Ds(i) + )
. ) X i i 2 2
= — agiU]aijka’ + EagiF - agif)]aijkf)Z - 9D377 — ﬁDg@ (2'56)
+un [agiaijk(alle@i) - Dg(aljDﬂA}j)} ,
where the last term in RHS of (2.50]) can be written as follows.
1% [agiaijk (alle@i) — D3 (alle@j)}
= u |:D3(a3j)D3@j + D3(aq—j)D7—’[)j + aTngTf)j — a3jD3(a3j)a3iD3f)i
—aTjagiDTallef)i — aTjagjagiD?_Sﬁi — agjagiDg(aTj)DT@i s T, f = 1, 2, (257)
which does not include the term Ds33v.
Step 1. To continue our estimate, we show the following lemma.
Lemma 2.7. There are a constant C1g and a small § > 0, such that
p+C i K 5
1 /Q I |D2y ey D) Py + /Q JX| D2, (a; D) 2dy
<Cu{IUIEIVIE + 17 + 1913 + 1818113 + | 51Dk, vy s

+ [HUHanllg + 19 llsllnll3 + (1 + (U I)110013 + el Plls(1U1ls + 19 3)lnll2

+EGIT+ 191310113 + ||‘7||§||77||§] } +o(IvIZ +110113).
Proof. We differentiate ([2.56]) with respect to y; (7 = 1,2), then multiply —J X?D-3 (a;; D7)
in L2(2) to get

+ v 1 S d 5
Mol [ eiDA D)y - ¢ [ DR+ 0D a Did? )y
Q Q

<C(||azilU ar; Dyt ([T + €(|F* |17 + l|azit! ar; Da’ I}
(2.59)

+ |6Dsi + ADsOI2) + C /Q I\*|D3 vy

<C(IUI3110013 + F17 + 13112 + 1813]17113) + C/Q Ix*| D30l dy.
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In the mean while, we apply Dr3 to ([249); and ([2.49),, take the product of the resulting
equations with Jx2D2%,0 and Jx?D2%;# in L*(Q), and sum then two identities to get

/Q #Drg | ay; Dyl D) | - IxEDZ0dy + - / D2 (ap; Do) - Ix2(D20 + D24i)dy
+ / [D24(U7 ay; Dy)) - Ix* D247 + D25(U7 ay; Dif) - Tx>D240] dy
2 (2.60)
—_ /Q Dig{%ﬁaijkﬁ + g Dyt + eag; Dy, [P(Uﬂ' o )] } - Jx2D2%i
/DT3 eG—fu]aijkH naijkv —HaijkUJ) Jx?D? 39dy
We denote LHS of (2.60):= L} + L5 + L%. To control L}, we integrate by part to deduce that
L =k /Q Ix2D?24(ar; D1.8) D25 (ay; Di0)dy
_ /Q 513 D2 (D24l Di (a1 D10) + D (a15) D3 (a1 Di0) + Di(aiy) D3, (a1 Di0) ) dy
+ /i/QDk(JX2akj)D 5(0) D25 (ay; Di0)dy
- H/Q JX? <D33(akj)Dké + Dr(ar;) D30 + D3(akj)DiTé) - DZ3(a; Dif)dy

and
/ IX* D2 T3(Ujakj)Dm + Dy (W ay;) DR + Dg(ﬁjakj)D,zm) dy
- —/ Dy(JIxPar;) U7 | D250 |* + JxPa; DU | D22 dy
+ /Q (ng(makj)pké + D (U7 ay;) D340 + Dg(ﬁjakj)p,zTé) - Ix?D2,0dy
_% /Q Dy (I 09 D212 + Jx2ay; Dyl | D20 dy.
Inserting the estimates for L} and L into (2.60), we obtain

K ; 1 o y
5 [ PP D)y + ¢ [ DR+ 0D e Dii?)dy
Q Q

IN

10113 + 8 (ID3 (s DO + IDZ, (s D) + l1613)
+C[IUl1slm13 + U115 1613 + 1319l + el Ps(1U1ls + 17l Il
+e2GI3 + 1B 131813 + 1913 0m13). (2.61)

Thanks to Sobolev’s and Young’s inequalities, we take the sum of (2.59]) and (2.61)) to deduce
the estimate (2.58]). O

Step 2. Now, it suffices to bound | D3;(a;; D;97)||o in order to close the estimate for divv.
We apply D3 to (2.50)) to find that

1 .
— (1 + ) D33(ay; DoY) + ED?%?,(U +0)
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= Dg(agi)(—[jjaijk’lA)i + Ef%i - 13jaijk5i) — agiDg([jjaijk’lA)i — Ef%i + f)jaijk@i)
—D3(0D3i) + 7D36) + O(1)(D3; o7 + D307 + D). (2.62)
Now, multiplying the above equality (2.62) by —Jx2D34(a;;D;97) in L%(2), one infers that
¢ i 1 . .
o /Q JX2|D?2,3(alleU])|2dl/ T /Q JX2D32,3(alleUJ) ) D?2,3(77 + 6)dy

(2.63)
<C(|UBI[v]13 + I EIT + o]z + 161317115) + [[o]l3 + [[o]f + /Q IX*| D35 V[ dy.

Correspondingly, applying D3; to (249); and (Z.49)3 and multiplying the resulting equations
by J X2D§377 and J X2D339 respectively, we get

K A 1 g o
B /Q IX?|D35(ar; D) dy + - /Q IX*D33(ai; Dyt?) - D3s(1) + 0)dy

<C913(1 + [Ul3) + 8116115 + 1T 1sllnll3 + 1llsl1m113 + ell Pla(1Uls + [15]13) 0]l
+ |G + 191310115 + 15113 17113-

(2.64)

Combining (2.63]) with (2.64]), we see that there are a constant C; and a small d, such that
pt+¢ +C j
JX | D35 (a; Dy )| dy+ JX | Dis(ar; Did) P dy
a([16113 + [Iv13) + Cll{(HU”4”VH1 + 62|!FH1 + 1912+ 18131413)
+[||VH% + /Q I D3 ¥ 2 dy + 10131+ [1Uls) + U lsl1nll3 + 19113 ]Inll3

+e| Pla([U1ls + [1913) Inll2 + IGIT + 91311015 + ||‘7||§||77||§] } (2.65)

Step 3. To control the term D3, v on RHS of ([2.65]), we introduce an auxiliary Stokes
problem in the original coordinates in the region near the boundary:

1
—n [(xDr9) 0 AT + =V, [(x D+ (1 + MoA™ =G i WnQ,
div, [(xDr¥) o A ] Gy in WNQ,

oA~

(xD;V) o =0 in WnNQ,
where ' ‘ ' ' '
Gll :XDT {Cakka(allef)]) + eF" —~v]aij1{v’ —~9akkaﬁ — ﬁakka~9
. . . 1 .
- Uﬁakjpk@’} +o(1) [Dl@’ + DYy’ + ~Dy(i) + )
and

GY = 0o(1)(D, 9" + Dy’ + D2,07),

which can be bounded as follows.

Gl <O b [ D2y D1 ) + 61
Q (2.66)
+ CslIv I3 + CCEIFNZ + 19113 + 19131713 + [T131v13)
and
G2 < dlIvIE + Csllvl +C /Q I Dy (a1 Dy )| dy. (2.67)
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Due to the regularity theory of the Stokes problem (see [14]), one has

/Wm A2 (xD-¥) 0 AN (@) P dz < C(|G1l[72wra) + G2l Fgrnny): (2.68)

where the left-hand side of (2.68]) is equal to

3
Ay (xDrv oA‘1:n2d:1::/J
| 180,90 47 @) £h>

3
2
ag;Di(Y_ ai; Di(xD-¥))| dy
1 =1

NE

e
Il

/JX‘ Z ak]al]Dkl'r

Jrkl=1

“dy + o(1) /<|DTv|2 1 |D2,%[%)dy.
Q

And we use (251)) to get

3 3
3 & 3 & 3 &
Dy ¥ = > arja D — Y Y ara DL,

Jsk,l=1 1<k,1<2 j=1

from which, (2.66]) and (2.67)) it follows that the inequality (2.68) gives
(Cu + 1)/ Jx*|Dis, V| dy

CIG1lZ2wng) + G2l reg) +C/ TN’ | DiecvPdy + Csl| Vv 72 + 6||v[3

(n+0)
< dllvI + G v + | L2

|, [ 73 0D8, % + 103, D) Py
HEFT + 19112 + 101317113 + IIU\@I!VH%)}- (2.69)
Now, letting
<I>X = / (|DT£yV|2 + |D72'3(alle@j)|2 + |D§3(alle{)j)|2 + |D§3T‘A’|2)dy

and
Uy = / JX? (ak]’Dkae‘Q + ‘DT3(ak.]Dk6)’2 + \D33(aijk9)’ )dy,

we can apply Cauchy-Schwarz’s and Young’s inequalities as well as the estimate (2.38]) to deduce

from (2.355), [2.58), (Z65) and (2.69) that
@y + Uy <[ Ulsllnl3 + (191ls + 191317013 + el Plls 1Tl + [19]1s)l17]l2

(n+0)
+ O+ [UIAVIE +180) + 5115 + 613 + | 2 |) (2.70)
+ Cs [IFI + IGIR) + 19113 + (1613 + 19133 + I%131613].

which, together with (2:39)-(2.42)), results in

!

V115 + 16113 + )

<Cia {10 llslnl3 + (1 + U3 [ Pls(1T s + 1¥1ls) + (1613 + 1913 + 19]1) | Inl3~ (271)
+ L+ UIRAVIE+1017) + 0+ [T [EUFIE + UG + 1915 + I9131813] }-
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2.2.4 Boundedness of 7
In the next lemma, we derive upper bounds of ||n|; and ||n]|e.

Lemma 2.8. There are a small § > 0, and two positive constants C13 and Ch4 independent of
€, such that

Il < C13 [EQHFHO +e(I¥l2¥01 + 1002lmllz + 1TU12)Iv2 + Idivv]ls + (| Fl=1 + [|Gll-1))
1 ~ - ~ -
+el| Pllz(|Ul2 + 19112) + 1912 [Inllo + 19115 + Inll 6]l + [19]11([|6]]x + Hnlh)] (2.72)
and

~ ~ ~ 1
Inll2 < Cra(l+€)(1 + HU”%){E(HF”l + NG =1) + V113 + 10ls[Inll2 + %113 9]0

L ~
+ [Pl (1Tl + 19l2)nllo | + 191 (1811 + Inll) } + ellvls + al6)s. — (2.73)

Proof. From (238)) we get
ellviiz + IVn + V8o < C[E¥]|Fllo + e(I¥ 2l ¥l + 1012l + 1T |2l V]2 + [[divv][1)],
which together with Lemma 2.4] gives
IValls < IV + Voo + (V6o
< ClE@NFlo + e(I¥ 2011 + [10ll2llnll2 + U ll2]Iv]l2 + [[divv]}i)]

+C[II‘7II3H77II3 +ENFI2 + G120 + el Plla(1U1l2 + 19]12) 9]0

~ - ~ . 1/2
HIVIL+ Il 101 + 1161 + IIU\I?)] :
If we apply Poincaré’s and Young’s inequalities to the above inequality, and use the fact that
(A1 + A+ 4+ A2 < AV L AV 4 A2 for Ay >0 (=1, ,n),  (2.74)

we obtain the estimate (272]) immediately.
On the other hand, from the estimate (2.39) we conclude that

IVl < [V + VOl + ([ V0|,

. - ~ 1
< Ce(1+ HU”%){G(”F”l + Gl -1) + 1915 + 161zl + 19113 nllo

l ~
+ [APIATI + 91 I9lo]* + 1118l + ) } + elivils + 81615 + Callell,

which, together with Poincaré’s inequality, (Z72]) and (Z74]), implies (Z73]). O

3 Existence of the nonlinear problem

In this section, we give the proof of the existence for the nonlinear problem (L&) by using
the Tikhonov theorem which can be found in [27]. For completeness, we state the theorem in
the following.

Theorem 3.1. (Tikhonov Theorem, [27, P72, 1.2.11.6]) Let M be a nonempty bounded closed
convez subset of a separable reflexive Banach space X and let F' : M — M be a weakly continuous
mapping (i.e., if t, € M, x, — x weakly in X, then F(x,) — F(z) weakly in X as well). Then
F has at least one fixed point in M.
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Define a Banach space X by B
X =H"x H} x H},

which can be easily verified to be separable and reflexive.
A convex subset K (F) of X is defined by

K\(B) = {(v.0) € (B3 HY) < (B3 HY) | IIvlls + 10]s < B},

where E < 1 is a small positive constant. By the lower semi-continuity of norms, we easily see
that the subset K (F) is also closed in X.
We define a space K by
K= KO X Ky (E),

where K is defined by ([29]). Note that K is a nonempty bounded closed convex subset of X.
Now, we define a nonlinear operator N from K to X by

N(U,v,0) == (U,v,0),

where U and (v, ) are the solutions of (2.3) and (ZI0) for given (U, ¥, ), respectively.

Next, we want to find a fixed point (U,v,0) of N in K, such that (U,v,0) = N(U,v,0),
which, together with the existence of weak solutions in Lemmas [2.1] and 2.4] gives that (U, P)
and (n,v,0) are solutions of the boundary value problems (Z.I) and (Z2]), respectively. So
(U+v,eP +mn,0) will be a solution to (LB]). For this purpose, we have to show that N maps K
into itself and N : K — K is a weakly continuous mapping.

Lemma 3.1. There is a small constant g > 0, depending only on Q,u, A, f and g, such that
for any € € (0,¢€p), K is a nonempty bounded closed convex subset of X and N(K) C K.

Proof. By virtue of the definition, it is obvious that K C X is a nonempty, bounded, closed
convex set. Now, we will show that the operator N maps K into itself, i.e., N(K) C K. To this
end, let ((7,?7,5) C K and (U,v,0) = N((j,f/,é). By Lemmas 1] and 22, we see that U € K|
for all U € K. Thus, it suffices to check that (v,6) € K|(E) for (v,0) € K|(E). By 1) and

[28), we have
Uls +[[VP|ls <My and ||U|l4+ [|[VP|2 < My, (3.1)

where My = Cg”hHl(”hH1 + 1)8 and Mo = C4”hH2~(Hh”2 + 1)12.
On the other hand, recalling the definition of F' and G, we get from (3.1 that

IE e =lI(eP + n)f = (eP +n)(U +¥) - V(U + ¥) = VP — PV,
<Cllnll2(Iflle + 1U13 + 19113) + el Pllza(IEll + NUN5 + 1913 + 16112)]  (3:2)
<Clnll2(I£ll + (My + 1)?) + eCM([|E]l1 + (M7 +1)?),

IG|l1 =¥ — (eP 4 n)(U + %) - VO + (¢P + n)8divv + Pdivv||;
<Cle(|U]3 + [I913) + (Inll2 + ell Pl (IUll2 + [¥12)110ll2 + | P21 ¥]l2] — (3:3)

<C|nll2(My + 1) + C(e(My + 1)* + (My + 1)).

As a result of Poincaré’s inequality and Lemma 2.4] we have
1
vl + 16 < O (% + B)linlle + e[lnllo(b + 1)+ C(Inlla(IF s + (M +1)?)
+CM(IE]l + (M + 1)) + (M + 1P + (M +1)|

+eCo(My + 1) + B2} + 02
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< C[E% +e(|flh + (M + 1)D)][[nll2 + CM([]l1 + (My +1)%) + CE?
+68]|nll2 + €Cs (M +1)2, (3.4)
where we have used the estimates (B.1), (8.2) and (B.3]).

On the other hand, in view of Poincaré’s and Young’s inequalities, (84)) and ([2.73]) in Lemma
2.8 we find that

Inlls < €1+ )1+ MALe[Inlla(IEl + (M + 1)) + M(Es + (M3 +1)%)
il (M +1) + (e(My + 1) + (My + )| + B+ (E + B9
+eE ME My + B3 lgll3 + BB + )} + ellvlls + 36l
< Cis(1+ )1+ MY{ e[l + (M + 1)+ (M1 + 1)| + (B + B2) + 6 } [l
el[vils + ol0lls + Cus(1 + )1+ M) {e(ay +1)?
e[ MaIEl + (M + D) + (e(My + 1) + (M +1))| + B2}, (35)

where (15 is a positive constant.
Combining (271 with (3:2)-(@.35]), we conclude that there is a constant Cig, such that

IVlls + 18]ls + Inlla < Cro(1+ Ma)*{e[IElls + (M +1)2] + (B + %) + 6 } ]2
FeME vl + MF (0]l + Cro1 + D) {e(by +1)?
e+ M) [Ifh + (M +1)?] + B2}, (3.6)
Thus, first taking ¢ small enough and then choosing ¢y and E suitably small, such that
Cio(1+ M) o [[l + (M + 1] + (B + BH} < 1, oM? <1,
Ci6(1 + M1)5{60(M1 +1)% + €o(1 + M) [Hle + (M + 1)2} - E2} < E,
we deduce from (3.6]) that for all € € (0, ¢),
[vlls + 110]ls + lInllz < E,

which gives ||v||3 + ||f]|s < F immediately. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.2. Let N, X, Ky and Ki(FE) be the same as in Lemmal31d. Then N : K — K is a
weakly continuous mapping.

Proof. By the definition of weakly continuous mapping (see, for example, [27, P72,1.4.11.6]), it
suffices to prove that N is continuous on K in the norm of X. B
Let (U;,v;,0;) = N(U;,v;,6;), i = 1,2. In particular, let (U;, P;) € (H4 N H&’o) x H? and
(i, vi, 0;) € H?> x (H*NH) x (H> N HY) be the solutions of Z3) and ZI0) for given (U;, ¥;, 6;)
respectively, i.e.,
(ﬁz + {’z’) -VU; — pAU; + VP, = h, /PZdI' =0,
divU; = 0;

(3.7)
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and

Ui - Vi + divvi _ —Vi - Vi — nidivv; — ediv(P;(U; + v4)),
. V?]i + V@Z ~ . - ~ ~
U; - Vv, — uAv; — (Vdivw, + ———— =€F; — v; - Vv; — 0;Vn; — ;) V0, (3.8)
€

U; - VO; — kAO; + divvi = Géi — V- Vél — nidivv; — éidiV\N/'i,

where the force F; and heat source G; are given by
F; = (eP +m;)f — (P + ) (Ui + %) - V(U; + ¥;) — 0;VP; — PV,
éi = \ifz — (GPZ + nz)(Uz + \N’Z’) . Véz + (EPZ + T]i)éidiV\N’i + PidiV\N’i.
Now, if we set
W=U-U, W=Uy-U;, Q=Po— P, £E=1m9—1,
W =YVy —Vj, ‘X/:‘N/Q_‘N/l) ﬁ:02_917 5252_517

J:F2_F17 I:CN;’Q_CN;’I)

then, we can have the following systems:

(T + ) - VIV — AW +VQ = —(W + ) - VI, /de:o, 59)
diviV = 0,
and
divw . 5 . - -
Uy -VE+ c = —le(Vlf + W?]g) — EdIV(Pl(W + W) + Q(UQ + Vg)) —W - Vno,
Uy - Vw — pAw — (Vdivw + w
€ -~ ~
=eJ —W-VVy— v - VW — W - Vvy — V(0:€ + Bnp), (3.10)
Uy -VB — kDS + dlzw
—el —W-Vly — V1 -V3 =W -Vl — &divey — nadivw — Bdivv, — fadivw,
where J and I read as
J = (eQ +Ef — (eQ + &)(Uz + V2) - V(Ua + V2)
—(ePy 4+ ) (W +W) - V(U + ¥2) + (Uy +¥1) - V(W 4+ W)) — V(B3P + Qbs),
I =2uD(W +w) : D(Us 4+ v2) + 2uD(Uy + V1) : D(W + W)
V(W + W) - div(Us + Vo) 4+ Adiv(U; + v1) - div(W + w)
—(€Q + &)Uz + V3) - VO — (ePy +m)((W + W) - Vs + (Uy +¥1) - V)
+(€Q + €)Badivvy — (ePy 4 m)(Bdivig + 0;divw) + Qdivy 4 Pydivw.
Note that J and I can be bounded as follows.
1710 <(ell@Qllx + €I IEll2 + 12115 + [1¥2013) + (ell Pill2 + [[nell2) (W1 + [[¥]]1) 3.11)

(10212 + [¥2ll2 + 1ULllz + [91]12) + 18l20Q11 + 15111 P12
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and
I llo <C{(IW1lx + [[W[l0)(1Utll2 + [|[T2]l2 + [[V1l2 + [[V2ll2) + (e QI + [I€]11)([[TUz]]2 + [|¥2]]2)

16212 + (el Pall2 + [l ) [AW I+ (19 1) 18212 + [ULllz + [191]12]18111]
+ (el Prllz + I ll2) UBI 922 + 16 ll2[1911) + QI 19212 + [P 12111 }

(3.12)
On the one hand, we multiply (3.9]), by W and make use of Poincaré’s inequality to deduce
that cllsl
V|3 i~ ~
(1= =52 ) IVWIB < CUW o+ 5] 1Tl W
where C' is a positive constant depending only on 2 and u. Consequently,
Wk < C(IW(l + [%]1) (3.13)
for some positive constant C' depending only on €, u, A, f, E and e.
By the classical estimates for the Stokes equations
—uAW +VQ = —(W + W) - VUy — (Uy +v1) - VW,
diviW =0,
we obtain that
W2 + IVQllo <C(IW + W1 [|Uall2 + 1T + v1l2|W]h) (3.14)

<C(|W 1 + [w]h),

where the estimate ([B.I3) has been used.
On the other hand, if we multiply (.10),, 310), and @I0); by &, w and 3 in L? respectively,
we find that

pllVwIIE + ¢lldivwl[ + sl VB[S

- / edivey 4 mdivi 4 V1 - VE + W - Viga + ediv(PL(W + %) + Q(Us +¥2)) + W - vm} ¢da

+/_EJ—‘X/'V{IQ—\NH'V\X/—W'VVQ—V(élg‘FBTD) -wdz

+ / (€D — % - Viy — 1 - VB — W - Vb — £dive, — nadiviv — dive, — éldivvv} Bdx
< C{||€||(2)||171||3 + 1€l w1 lnzlls + eléllo Pl 1 + 19 ll1) + QN (U212 + [[Vl2)]

W almalialigl } + C{elTI + 1319l + 19al3) + I Ivell3 + 19202063

+H5H%H?7H§} + C{GHI\% + W 31162013 + 19113113115 + W 316203 + €13 191113

Him2ll2 113 + 1BIE V1113 + 1161113

IVNVIIf} +o(wllg + 118113)- (3.15)
Also, from the Stokes equations
—peAw + VE = e(eJ =W - Vi — V1 - VW — W - Vg — V(616 + Bip) + (Vdivw) — V3,
divw = divw,

we get the following estimate

ellwllz + [[VE€]lo SGC(HdiVWHz +ellJllo + [[Wll1([Vall2 + [I¥1ll2) + [[Wl1]|vall2 10
3.16
+ 1B1ll2liéls + 18N lImellz) + CllBIL.
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Applying Poincaré’s inequality and substituting (3.16]) into (3.15]), employing the estimates
BII)-(B14) and recalling the smallness of ¢y and E, we conclude that

Wi+ liwlly + 18Il < CUW I + ¥+ 18111),

where C' is a positive constant depending only on €, u, \,f, £ and €g. This completes the
proof. O

Finally, having had Lemmas Bl and B.2] we can apply the Tikhonov fixed point theorem to
find a fixed point (U, v,0) = N(U,v,#) in the set K. Moreover, the pressure P € H? satisfies

VP =f+tg+ulU—(U+v)-VU,
and (U 4+ v,eP + n,0) is a solution to (L5]). Thus, we have shown the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let f,g € H%(Q)). Then, there exists an ¢y depending only on Ql,u,)\,f and
g, such that for all e € (0,€y), there is a solution (U, P,v,n,0) € (H*N Holﬂ) x H3 x (H? N
H}) x H? x (H*N HY) of @) and 22), satisfying

[vlls + lInll2 + (10l < E,
where E is a small positive constant depending only on Q, u, A\, f and g. Moreover, (U +v,eP +
n,0) is a solution of the system (LB]) for any e € (0,¢).
4 Incompressible limit

Let € < €9 and (U, v,0°) € K be the solution established in Proposition B.Il We take
v=v=v0=0=06°and n=n° in (B0) to get that

V¥ lls + 16°Ils + In“lla <Cio(1 + M1)*{ e 1l + (M +1)2] + (B + E3) + 8} e
1 1
+ (M + E)|[v]ls + (6M¢ + E) |65
+ C16(1 + M1)5{€(M1 +1)2 +e(1+ M) [||fH1 + (M + 1)2} }
Thus, by taking ¢y and E so small that
5 2 1 3
Cro(1+ M) {e|Iflls + (My + 12| + (E+ B3} <1, eM? +E <1,
we obtain
IV¥lls + 10°Tls + I ll2 < Cuo (1 + M1)*{ e(My + 1% + (1 + M) |l + (M3 +1)?]

whence,
Ivells + 16%]|s + |In]]2 — 0, as e— 0. (4.1)

Furthermore, from (2.2)), i.e.,

divve
US- Vi + S = v Ui — gfdive® — ediv(PS(U° 4 v°))

€

and (4.I) we get that as e — 0,

diVVE : € : € € € € €
|25, v el + indiveell + llediv (PO + v Dl + 10 Tl » 0. (42
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Due to (4.1)) and
Ve + Vo
€

with F€ = (eP + n)f — (eP 4+ n) (U 4+ v°) - V(U 4 v¢) — VP — P°V0, which comes from
the transform of (2.2]),, one deduces, recalling Poincaré’s inequality, that

On the other hand, in view of Lemma[2:2] we observe that (U€, P¢) is a uniform-in-e bounded
sequence in (H* N H}) x H3. Hence, there are a subsequence of (U, P), still denoted by
(U, P) for simplicity, and (U, P) € (H* N H}) x H3, such that as € — 0,

eF —v© . Vv —0Vn —nVO° —U - Vv + uAvE + (u+ A\)Vdivve

776+05
€

, 0, as € — 0. (4.3)

(US, P€) — (U, P), weakly in (H*Nn H}) x H?,
and
(U, P°) — (U, P), strongly in (H>N H}) x H

Thus, if we take to the limit as ¢ — 0 in 2.1)) and (2.2]), we conclude that (U, P) is a solution
of the steady incompressible Naiver-Stokes equations (LT]).
In conclusion, we have that

lim i (US4 v — Ul + || P+

776 + 96
e—=0U,PEL €

=P, +16°lls = 0.

where L is the same as in Theorem [[LTI Thus, the proof of the low Mach number limit is
completed.
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