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Local Well-posedness of the three dimensional
compressible Euler—Poisson equations with
physical vacuum

Xumin Gu* and Zhen Leif

Abstract
This paper is concerned with the three dimensional compressible Euler—
Poisson equations with moving physical vacuum boundary condition. This
fluid system is usually used to describe the motion of a self-gravitating
inviscid gaseous star. The local existence of classical solutions for initial
data in certain weighted Sobolev spaces is established in the case that the
adiabatic index satisfies 1 < vy < 3.

1 Introduction

The motion of a self-gravitating inviscid gaseous star in the universe can be
described by the following free boundary problem for the compressible Euler
equations coupled with the Poisson equation:

pt+ V- (pu) =0 in Q(t), (1.1a)

plus +u-Vyul + VP = pV,¢ in Q(t), (1.1b)
—Ayy,¢ = dmgp in Q(t), (1.1c)

v([(t)) = u-n(t) on I'(t), (1.1d)

(p,u) = (po, uo) in (0). (1.1e)

The open, bounded domain Q(¢) C R3 denotes the changing domain occupied by
the gas. T'(t) := 98(t) denotes the moving vacuum boundary, v(I'(t)) denotes
the velocity of I'(¢), and n(t) denotes the exterior unit normal vector to T'(¢).
The density of gas p > 0 in Q(¢) and p = 0 in R3\ Q(¢). u denotes the
Eulerian velocity field, P denotes the scalar pressure, ¢ is the potential function
of the self-gravitational force, and g is the gravitational constant. We consider
a polytropic gas star, then the equation of state is given by:

P=C,p" for v>1, (1.2)

where C,, is the adiabatic constant. We set both g and C, to be unity. We refer
the readers to [3| [10] for more details of the related background on this system.
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The sound speed of equations (L)) is given by ¢ := 1/9P/0dp, and N denotes
the outward unit normal to the initial boundary I" := 9€2(0), then the condition

2
—oo<%<0 on I (1.3)
defines a “physical vacuum” boundary, where cy(-) = ¢(+,0). This definition of
physical vacuum was motivated by the case of the Euler equations with damping
studied in [36[39]. For more details and the physical background of this concept,
please see [21], 22| [36], [38], 39} [54].
The physical vacuum condition (3] is equivalent to the requirement that
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<0onT. (1.4)

This condition is necessary for the gas particles on the boundary to accelerate.
Since po > 0 in Q, ([4) implies that for some positive constant C, when x € Q
is close enough to the vacuum boundary I'; then

pd ' (z) > Cdist(z,T). (1.5)

When the physical vacuum boundary condition is assumed, the compressible
Euler equations become a degenerate and characteristic hyperbolic system, then
the classical theory of hyperbolic systems can not be directly applied. The local
existence theory of classical solutions featuring the physical vacuum boundary
was only established recently (cf. [8, 9, 19} 20]). In [9], Coutand and Shkoller
constructed H2-type solutions in the Lagrangian coordinates based on Hardy’s
inequalities and the degenerate parabolic approximation. Their solutions can
be regarded as degenerate viscosity solutions in some sense. Independently, in
[20], Jang and Masmoudi proved a local well-posed result by using a different
approach. They treated the Euler equations in the Lagrangian coordinates as
a hyperbolic type equation and obtained an energy type a prior estimate in
weighted Sobolev spaces in a natural and clear way. The key observation of
these works is that, in the Lagrangian coordinates, the Euler equations have a
natural weight and this weight can be used to overcome the possible singularity
near the boundary. But this weight will be lost after applying standard spatial
derivatives on the equations. However, after applying the tangential derivatives
(with respect to the boundary) on the equations, the the same weight will be
kept. This factor is guaranteed by the Hardy inequality. Consequently, one may
perform an L? type high order energy estimate with respect to the tangential
derivatives and time derivative. Another observation is that the higher-order
energy estimates show that the highest derivative terms contain three main
parts: the weighted L? norm of the full Eulerian gradient, the Eulerian diver-
gence and the Eulerian vorticity (see [20, Section 4]). The first two terms have a
positive sign and the Eulerian vorticity has a good estimate due to the transport-
type structure of the vorticity equation. Combining these observations and the
weighted Sobolev embedding inequality, the estimates for high order time and
tangential derivatives can be established. Then by using the Hodge-type ellip-
tic estimates (cf. [9]) or adding weight on the normal derivatives (cf. [20]), the
estimates of the normal derivatives and hence a closed a prior estimates can be
obtained.



Vacuum states also arise in coupled systems, such as Euler—Poisson system,
the magnetohydrodynamics (MHD), etc. In fact, the physical vacuum behav-
ior appears naturally in the stationary solutions or the spherically symmetric
stationary solutions for the Euler—Poisson system (L) (cf. [42] [17]), and the
vacuum states are even richer in the magnetohydrodynamics due to the interplay
between the scalar pressure and the anisotropic magnetic stress (cf. [20] 21]).
However, the rigorous study on those coupled system seems to be widely open.
In this paper, we study the local well-posedness of Euler—Poisson system in
multidimensional case, a coupled system describing astrophysical flows where
gravity plays an important role. This is a continuation of our earlier work on
the one-dimensional case (see [14]). Below we will focus on the three-dimensional
case. The two-dimensional case is similar. Our main result is the following theo-
rem, where the definition of F and My can be found at the beginning of Section

B

Theorem 1.1. (Local well-posedness) Let 1 < v < 3 and My be two
positive constants. Assume that pg > 0 in Q and the physical vacuum condition
(@T3) holds. Then there exists a unique solution to [Z3) (and hence [II)) on
[0,T] for some sufficiently small T > 0 such that

sup E(t) < 2My. (1.6)
t€(0,T]

We explain the main steps and the main difficulties to prove the local well-
posedness result slightly below. Firstly, motivated by Coutand, Shkoller [9] and
Jang, Masmoudi [20], we use the Lagrangian coordinates to reduce the original
free boundary problem to the system in a fixed domain. Since we deal with the
coupled system now, the main difference arising in our system from the Euler
equations is the presence of the potential force term V,¢ in (LID). In order
to handle this term, we will give an explicit formula for it in a similarly way
as we did in [I4] for 1D case, and then we use this formula to reformulate the
system as the Euler equations with external forcing term. However, in the three
dimensional case, the potential force term is non-local and brings many technical
difficulties, in particular, for finding solutions to the parabolic approximations
and the estimates of the approximated solutions.

More precisely, the force term can be written as

/[F*fak(poJl)](zvﬂdz
Q |77(1'at) 777(Zat)|

in the Lagrangian coordinates. When we act derivative (for instance, a time
derivative J;) on it, the singularity of the kernel may increase:

/ (n(zat) 777(th)) i (’U(ZL',t) 7’0(2515))
Q |n($at) _n(zat)|3
However, after a careful calculation, we can find that the kernel can still be

integrable in €2. In fact, we will make use of the Sobolev embedding inequality
(C* estimate) and Taylor’s formula to reduce the increased singularity and

[F*¥ 0 (poT ~1)](2, ) dz + - -



overcome the difficulty. For instance,

| (77(95’7?) - 77(25 t)) ) ('U('T’t) - ’U(Z,ﬁ)) |
In(z,t) —n(z,1)?
<] (n(z,t) —n(z,t)) - (Dv(z”)(x — 2)) |
~ EEEE
1

The detail of this calculation is carried out in Section [[.3.2] and Section 83l In
this way, we can get a good estimate for V,¢.

Secondly, motivated by [9], we introduce a degenerate parabolic approxi-
mation for the construction of approximated solutions by adding an artificial
viscosity, which is different from the one in [9] due to the presence of the poten-
tial force. The viscosity parameter is x and we call the parabolic approximation
as k-equations for convenience. We will use a fixed-point scheme to get solu-
tions for k-equations and construct the contract map in two steps. Suppose we
have an approximate solution v("), then in the first step, we derive a degenerate
heat-type equation by acting the Eulerian divergence on the k-equations and
introducing an intermediate variable X, which is corresponding to pg div, v in
some sense. We call this equation as X-equation and use the Galerkin scheme
to find the solution X (™) to the linearized problem (with respect to v(™) of
X-equation. We can also get an energy type estimate of X (™ which will be
used to construct contract map in the second step. In this process, we will
make the fundamental use of the higher-order Hardy-type inequality introduced
in [9]. We mention that our intermediate variable X is different from the one
used in [9]. By using our intermediate variable, the improvement of the space
regularity for X (™ will be easier and clearer with less computations. However,
due to our choice of the intermediate variable, the symmetric structure of X-
equation is different from that in [9], we will need to make use of k to construct
the contract map. In the second step, we derive a new approximate velocity
field vt by a linear elliptic system of equations, which is constructed by
defining the divergence, curl and vertical component on the boundary of v(*+1)
by using v(™, X () and their derivatives directly. The idea is that we will add a
proper small perturbation to v(")’s divergence, curl and vertical component on
the boundary to define v(®*+1)’s divergence, curl and vertical component on the
boundary. To achieve this goal, we will make use of the evolution equations for
div, v, curl, v in the domain and the evolution equation for normal component
v3 on the boundary. The first equation is derived from our definition of inter-
mediate variable X, the other two equations are derived from k-equations. For
v and X (") these equations do not hold, but they can be regarded as small
perturbations from zero. Then combining with the energy type estimate we get
in the first step, we can construct the contract map © : v(™ — v(»+t1) and use
the fixed-point scheme to get solutions to the k-equations.

Lastly, we will derive k-independent a prior estimates for the approximated
solutions. This kind a prior estimates were introduced in [7, @] for the Eu-
ler equations. We combine some ideas from [20] with [9] to carry out a little
simpler proof in Section [§ than that in [9, Section 9]. The main strategy of a
prior estimates is that: we first get the curl estimate and then perform the L2
type high order energy estimates with respect to time derivative and tangential



derivatives. In this way, we can control the L{°L2 norms of ,/pg02°9*~*v and
p00?°9*~*Dn, and hence the L$°L2 norms of 92°0*~*n by using the fundamen-
tal theorem of calculus and the weighted Sobolev embedding inequalities. Next,
we use Hodge-type elliptic estimates to control the normal derivative of n and
use bootstrap arguments to get a closed a prior estimates. Then the local ex-
istence of the Euler—Poisson equations is followed by taking weak limit k — 0.
Below we will first focus on the case for v = 2. The general case for 1 < v < 3
is treated in Section

Now we briefly review some related theories and results from various aspects.
For the Euler—Poisson equations, the linearized stability of spherically symmet-
ric stationary solutions was studied in [33], and the existence theory for the
stationary solutions has been proved by Deng, Liu, Yang, and Yao in [II]. Jang
studied nonlinear instability of the spherically symmetric Euler—Poisson system
for polytropic gases with adiabatic exponents v = 6/5 and 6/5 < v < 4/3
around the Lane-Emden equilibrium star configurations in [16], [I8]. Especially,
in [18], the boundary behavior of compactly supported Lane—Emden solutions
was characterized by the physical vacuum condition ([3]). Luo, Xin and Zeng
considered the spherically symmetric motions with physical vacuum in [42] and
gave a much simpler proof for its local existence without imposing the compat-
ibility condition of the first derivative being zero at the center of symmetry. A
novelty uniqueness result is also obtained for 1 < v < 2. For the Navier—Stokes—
Poisson equations, Jang [I7] studied spherically symmetric and isentropic mo-
tion and captured the physical boundary behavior, and in [23], Jang and Tice
also established both linear and nonlinear instability for this spherically sym-
metric system. Li, Matsumura and Zhang [30] studied optimal decay rate for
the Navier—Stokes—Poisson equations.

For compressible fluids, some of the early developments in the theory of
vacuum states for compressible gas dynamics can be found in [32, [37]. In [43],
Makino proved the local-in-time existence of solutions with boundary condition
p = 0 for some non-physical restrictions on the initial data. He regarded this
problem as a Cauchy problem with compact support initial data in the whole
space. Similar methodology was used by DiPerna [12] and Lions, Perthame,
Souganidis [40]. However, this kind method can not track the position of vac-
uum boundary. Lindblad [35] considered the compressible liquid for general case
of initial data. He transformed the equations in the Lagrangian coordinates and
proved the local-in-time existence with the vacuum boundary condition P = 0
and Taylor sign condition VPy-n|r < 0. Trakhinin [47] proved Lindblad’s result
in a different way. He transformed the equations into a symmetric hyperbolic
system in a fixed domain while he still used the Eulerian coordinates. Then he
used Alinac’s good unknown to derive a prior estimates with the manifest loss
of regularity for the linearized problem, and by using Nash-Moser iteration, he
proved the local well-posedness. In [53], Xu, Yang proved a local-in-time exis-
tence result for the small perturbation of a planar wave to the one dimensional
Euler equations with damping. We also refer the reader to H. Li, J. Li, Xin [31],
Luo, Xin, Yang [41], and Xin [52] for extended results, such as the compressible
Navier—Stokes equations with vacuum.

For incompressible flows, Wu solved the local well-posedness for the irrota-
tional problem, with no surface tension in all dimensions in [48] and [49]. Wu
also proved the global well-posedness in three dimension and almost global well-
posedness in two dimension in [51 50]. In [34], assuming the Rayleigh-Taylor



sign condition, Lindblad proved the local existence of solutions for rotational
flows with no surface tension. In [44], Masmoudi and Rousset studied the in-
viscid limit of the free boundary Navier—Stokes equations and hence obtained a
local well-posedness for both the Navier—Stokes equations and the Euler equa-
tions. For the problem with surface tension, Schweizer proved the existence for
the general three-dimensional irrotational problem in [45]. And we also mention
the works by Ambrose and Masmoudi [I], Coutand and Shkoller [6], Lannes [25]
and P. Zhang and Z. Zhang [55]. Very recently, the global well-posedness results
of two dimensional gravity water waves system for small localized data were in-
dependently obtained by Alazard, Delort [2], and Tonescu, Pusateri [I5]. We
refer the reader to their papers and the references therein for a more extensive
bibliography.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. First, we focus on the case for
~ = 2. In Section 2] we formulate the problem in the Lagrangian coordinates. In
Section Bl we introduce our notations used in the paper. In Section dl we recall
some preliminary analysis lemmas which will be used frequently throughout the
paper. In Section Bl we recall some useful identities which will be used for
constructing approximated solutions and getting a prior estimates. In Section
[61-Section [l we introduce a degenerate parabolic approximation and solve it by
a fixed-point method. In Section BHI, we derive the uniform a priori estimates
for approximated solutions and prove the local well-posedness. Then, in Section
I we discuss the general case for 1 <y < 3.

2 Lagrangian formulation

In this section, motivated by [9}[20], we use Lagrangian coordinates to transform
the free boundary problem to a fixed domain problem. We denote 7 as Eulerian
coordinates and denote = as Lagrangian coordinates, which means that n(z,t)
denotes the “position” of the gas particle x at time ¢t. And we have that

on=wuon for t>0 and n(z,0) =z, (2.1)

where o denotes the composition [u o n](x,t) = u(n(z,t),t). We also use the
following notations:
v=wuon (Lagrangian velocity),
(

f=pon
® =¢on (Lagrangian potential field),

Lagrangian density),

F =[Dn] (Deformation tensor),
J = detF (Jacobian determinant),
F* = JF~! (Cofactor matrix).

Then equation (ZI) can be rewritten in the Lagragian coordinates as
v(x,t) = ez, t).

This equation holds throughout the paper.



2.1 The Lagrangian version of the system

Noticing (21 and ([2.2)), the Lagrangian version of system ([L.TIa)—(LI¢]) can be
written in the fixed reference domain Q2 as

fot FF Y00 (0)) = 0 in Qx (0,7T], (2.3a)
foi+ P 0u(f?) = 1 0(@) in Qx (0,7, (2.3b)
—(FY 0020 = f in Qx (0,7, (2.3¢)
(f,v,m) = (po, uo, ) in Qx {t=0}, (2.3d)

where e denotes the identity map on 2 : e(z) = z. We also used Einstein’s
summation convention to simplify the description.

To avoid the use of local coordinate charts which are necessary for arbi-
trary geometries, and to simplify our expression, we will assume that the initial
domain at time ¢ = 0 is given by

Q=T2x(0,1), (2.4)

where T? denotes the 2-torus. Then, the reference vacuum boundary is com-
prised of the bottom and top of the domain  so that

r=T?x(0Ul).
By the conservation law of mass (2Z3al), we have
f=pon=poJ . (2.5)

Then we can rewrite the compressible Euler—Poisson system as

pove + F*fak(po 2) = poF 10, (@) in Q x (0,7, (2.6a)
—F*0,(F~F0,(®)) = po in Q x (0,7, (2.6b)
(v,m) = (ug,€) in Qx{t=0}, (2.6¢)

po=0 on I (2.6d)

where po(z) also satisfies that po(x) > Cdist(z,T") for z € Q close to T

2.2 The formula for the potential force

In this subsection, we will give an explicit formula for the potential force V¢

in (IE) and the corresponding term F~179,® in (26a).
Firstly, since the density of gas p > 0 in Q(t) and p = 0 in R?\ Q(#), then
from equation (ILId), by the Newtonian potential, we have

_ [ pyt) [ pln—y.t)
¢(n’t)_/RB n—yl ® /]RS w &7

B(a,1) = / 3 ﬁp(n(%t) —y.t)dy, (2.8)

and



under the assumption that |¢(x)| — 0 when |x| — +o00. Therefore,
1 1
g=Vyo= / = Vap(n =y, t) dy = / T Vyp(y, t)dy. (2.9)
®s Y] s 1= Yl
Due to p =0 in R\ (), we have that V,p(y,t) =0,y € R3\ Q(¢) and

1
g=/ T Vyp(y, t)dy.
awy Im—yl Y

Then we can transform (Z9) to the Lagrangian version: Yy € (¢), there exists
z such that y = 7(z,t), and we have the following formula

ok [ P00 V(5 1) d
Glot) = F i‘r”“‘l"/g (@) — (0]

(2.10)

Particularly, when ¢t = 0, we have

Now, we can rewrite the system (2.6a)—(2.6D) as the following Euler equation
with external forcing term:

povl + F*5 0, (03J72) = poG' in Q x (0,T], (2.11)

Remark 2.1. If p € C%, then g € CY*, we will see that this regularity is
important for the case v # 2 in Section [I0.

3 Notation

In this section, we introduce the notations which will be used throughout the
paper. We will use Einstein’s summation convention and use the notation w j =
g_;; to denote k-th partial derivative of w.

3.1 Derivatives and operators

The reference domain € is defined in ([24). We use D to denote the three-
dimensional gradient vector

L0 0
o 81'1, (9:62, (9:63 ’
_ = 0
and use 0 to denote the tangential derivatives 0 = (=—, =—). We also denote
(9:61 (9:62

the gradient vector in the Eulerian coordinates as D, = F’lfﬁk, 1=1,2,3.

We use div V' to denote the divergence of a vector field V on Q as divV =
VkJC, and use curl V to denote the curl of a vector V on Q as [curl V] = Eijk Vk,j.
Here we make use of the permutation symbol

1, even permutation of {1, 2,3},
gijk = { —1, odd permutation of {1,2,3}, (3.1)

0, otherwise.



Finally, we define the two-dimensional divergence operator divr for vector
fields U on the two-dimensional boundary I' as divpr U = U ; + U? 5, and we
define the divergence, curl operators and curl matrix in the Eulerian coordinates
as follows

. —1drri

div, U = F~YU" ;,
[curl, Ul' = EiijflgUk,T,
[Curl, Uy = F~ 15U, — F~1U7

3.2 Sobolev spaces

For integers k > 0, we define the Sobolev space H *(Q) to be the completion of
the functions in C*°(Q) := C*°(T? x [0,1]) in the norm

fuli= (3 [ 10" u(o)P da)'

|| <k

for a multi-index « € Zi. For real numbers s > 0, the Sobolev spaces H*((2)
are defined by interpolation. We will also make use of the following subspace of
HY(Q):

Hy={uec H(Q):u=0 onT},
where the vanishing of v on I' is understood in the sense of trace.
On the boundary T, for functions w € H*(T), k > 0, we set

lw|y, = Z /|35 |2dy 1/2

1BI<k

for a multi-index 8 € Z%. The real number s > 0 Sobolev space H*(I) is
defined by interpolation. The negative-order Sobolev spaces H ~*(T") are defined
via duality: for real s > 0, H=5(T") := [H*(T)]".

4 Preliminary

In this section, we will recall some basic tools of analysis, which will be used in
the construction of approximated solutions and the a prior estimates.

4.1 Hardy’s inequality in high-order form

We will make the fundamental use of Hardy’s inequality in the context of higher-
order derivatives for the construction of approximated solutions in Section
This type inequality was introduced in [9].

Lemma 4.1 (Hardy’s inequality in higher-order form). Let s > 1 be a
given integer, and suppose that

u € H¥(Q) N Hy(Q).
If I(x) is defined on Q, d(z) > 0 for x € Q, d € H"(Q),r = max(s — 1,3), and
d(x) is the distance function to T' when dist(x,T) is small enough, then we have

% € H"1(Q) and
1= Slls1 < Clulls. (4.1)



The proof of this lemma can be found in [9].

4.2 k-independent elliptic estimates

In order to obtain a uniform a prior estimates (k-independent) for the degenerate
parabolic approximate equations in Section 8] we will use the following lemma,
whose proof can be found in [5, Section 6].

Lemma 4.2. Given a constant k > 0 and a function g € L*°(0,T; H*()),
f € HY0,T; H*(Q)) is a solution to the equation

f+rfi=g in (0,T)x Q.
Then, we have

I £l Lo (0,755 (2)) < Cmax{[|f(O)|ls, 9]l L= (0,715 @)}

where constant C is independent on k.

4.3 Weighted Sobolev spaces and embedding inequalities

As we mentioned before, the equation ([2.6]) has a weight pg and py is correspond-
ing to the distance function in some sense due to the physical vacuum condition
(T3, so it is natural for us to recall the following kind weighted Sobolev spaces
as in [9] 20]. Using d to denote the distance function to the boundary T', and
letting p = 1,2, the weighted Sobolev space H}, () is defined by

H(Q) = {f]] /1 d@)? (1 @) + |Df )[2) da] /2 < oo},

endowed with the norm [ [, d(z)?(|f(z)|? 4+ |Df(z)|?) dz]'/2. Then we have the
following embedding;:
H},(Q) — H2(Q).

Therefore, there is a constant C' > 0 depending only on €2 and p, such that
IfI7_g < C/Qd(»’ﬂ)p(lf(fv)l2 +|Df(x)]?) da. (4.2)

More details about the weighted Sobolev spaces and embedding inequalities can
be found in, for instance, [24, Section 8.8].

4.4 Trace estimates and the Hodge decomposition

Since 2 = T? x (0, 1), the outward normal vector to I' will be N = (0,0,1) or
(0,0,—1). Then the normal trace theorem provides the existence of the normal
trace w - N = 4w? of a velocity field w € L*(Q) with divw € L*(Q). Motivated
by [9], we recall the following trace estimates: if dw € L?(2) with divw € L?(9),
then dw? exists in H~2(T') and

1002114 ) < ClUOI T2 () + | dives]| o] (4.3)

for some constant C' independent of w. In addition to the normal trace theorem,
we also recall the following lemma:

10



Lemma 4.3. Let Ow € L%(Q2) such that curlw € L2(9).

1015y < ClIOwNT2(0) + Tewrlw]Zaey], @ =1,2 (4.4)

for some constant C' independent of w.

Combining (£3) and @), we have

10w]l, < Clllowl|7z(q) + | divwlZa i) + Teurlw|fag)]  (4.5)

1
2() —

for some constant C' independent of w. The proof of inequalities (@3] and (L)
on a general H" domain can be found in [4].

The construction of our higher-order energy function is based on the follow-
ing Hodge-type elliptic estimate:

Proposition 4.4. For the domain Q = T? x (0,1), r > 3,1 < s < r,
if w € L2(;R3) with curlw € H*Y(Q;R3),divw € H* (4 R?), and w?|r €
Hs_%(l"), then there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on Q such that

lwlls < Clllwllo + [ curlwlls—1 + || divew]s—1 + 0w?|,_2),
2

lwlls < Cllwllo + [ ewrlw]ls—1 + | divesls—1 + D [w],_3). (4.6)

a=1

These estimates are well-known and follow from the identity —Aw = curl curlw—
D divw. The reader can see [46] for more details.

5 Some useful identities

In this section, we recall some useful identities, which show the properties of J,
F~! F* and their derivatives.

5.1 Differentiating the F~! and Jacobian determinant .J

In this subsection, we recall some identities which can be checked directly and
will be crucial for our high order energy estimate. The details can also be found
in [20, 26, 27, 28, 29].

First, we have the following identities,

aJ
- OFr

oF 1 = 1 p19pr (5.2)

oJ

OF" = [JF~T|"0F" = F* 0F", (5.1)

where 0 can be D, 0 and 9; operators. As a result, we compute the derivatives
of F_lfJ_1 as following:

_1k
i

J7Y =g aF) — g2
== JTET T o T ETE o
== ST E oy — T PR o
— JTVETE oy, — F o]

a(F
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Thus, we have

A(F I = = JTFLD,dnll — TP div, O

— J P [Cunl, on)? (5.3)
(P LI =~ TS ff[Dn i — TP divy v

— J E o) (5.4)

We will make use of these two equalities in our high order energy estimate.
Last, we recall the Piola identity

F*i'c,k = 07 (55)

which will play a vital role in our energy estimates.

5.2 Geometric identities for the surface (T, )

In this subsection, we recall some geometric identities for the moving surface
I'(t) =n(T,t) C R? as in [9], and include them below for completeness. These
identities will be used in the estimates of v on the boundary and the estimates
of the normal derivative.

For the tangent plane to n(I',t), (1,1,7,2) is a basis of this plane, and

N1 1,2 M1 X2

T — y Tg i— y n =
1] 1,2 In.1 % 12l

are the unit tangent and normal vectors, respectively, to I'(t). Let gag = 1,0-1,8
denote the induced metric on the surface I'(t), then we have detg = |1 x 1.2]?
and
\/En =MN1 X .2,
where we use /g to denote /detg.
By definition of the cofactor matrix, we have

5 77,2177?2 - 77,3177,22 5
Fr = 7753177,12 - 77,1177532 , and \/g = |F*;|. (5.6)

77,1177,22 - 77,2177,12
It follows that

n=F*/\/g. (5.7)

6 An asymptotically consistent degenerate parabolic
r-approximation of the compressible Euler—
Poisson equations in vacuum

In this section, motivated by [9], we will introduce a k-approximation of the
equations (2.6) by adding an artificial viscosity. Our artificial viscosity is differ-
ent from the one in [9] due to the presence of the potential force term. In this
way, we can construct the approximated solutions with higher regularity which
is required by our a prior estimates.
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6.1 Smoothing the initial data

For the purpose of constructing solutions, we will smooth the initial velocity field
ug and density field pg while preserving the conditions that pg > 0in Q, pg =0
on I" and py satisfies (IL0)) for « € Q very close to I'. This way of smoothing the
initial data was developed by Coutand and Shkoller [9]. For completeness and
a self-contained presentation, we will still include them below.

Let a(z) € C5°(R?) be a standard mollifier such that spt(a) = {x||z| < 1}.
For £ > 0, we define o, (z) = (%), then we have a.(z) € C§°(R?), spt(ae) =
{z||z| < e} and [g; ac(x)dz = 1. We also denote Eq as a Sobolev extension
operator mapping H*(2) to H*(T? x R) for s > 0.

We set the smoothed initial velocity filed ug as:

ug = 1|1 k| * Ea(uo), (6.1)

In order to smooth the initial density function, we firstly introduce the
boundary convolution operator Ag on I'. Let 0 < x € C§°(R?) with spt(x) =
B(0,1) denote a standard mollifier on R%. For 6 > 0, we define xo(y) = 7z x(¥).
Then we have xo(y) € C5°(R?), spt(xe) = {y|lyl < 0} and [z, xo(y) dy = 1.
With xj, = (21, z2), we define the operation of convolution on the boundary as
follow

Moftan) = [ xolon =) fn)dun for € LB (62

By standard properties of convolution, there exists a constant C' independent
of 6, such that for s > 0

|A0f|s < C|f|57 Vf € HS(F)

Furthermore,

010Ag flo < C|flo, Vf € L*(T). (6.3)

Now, the smoothed initial density function pf is defined as the solution of
the elliptic equation:

A%pl = a1)j1m | * Ea(A%po) in Q, (6.4a)

pg =0 on T, (6.4b)
Ips dpo

IN A1/|lnl<a\a_N on I. (6.4c)

(x1,22) = po(x1, 22, x3) is 1-periodic

A1 /|10 x| is the boundary convolution operator defined by (6.2]). So for sufficiently
small K > 0, uf, pf € C°(Q), p§ > 0 in Q, and vacuum condition (L3) is
preserved. Details can be found in [9, Section 7.1].

Until Section @.3] for notational convenience, we will denote u§ by uo and
P8 by po. In Section @3] we will show that Theorem [T holds with the optimal
regularity.

6.2 The degenerate parabolic approximation to the com-
pressible Euler—Poisson equations: the x-problem

In this subsection, we introduce a regularized approximation system for (ZIT).
In [9], the authors introduced a degenerate parabolic approximation x-problem
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for the compressible Euler equations. Motivated by their results, we introduce
the following degenerate parabolic approximation x-problem for x > 0 for our
system:

povi + F*10k(p5 ] =) + kO [F*0(p3 %) = poG' + kpodh G in Q x (0, T),

(6.5a)
(Uﬂ?) = (U’an) in 2 x {O}a
(6.5b)
po=0 onT, (6.5¢)
Solutions to (ZI1)) will be found in the limit as k — 0.
Moreover, the equation (6.5al) can be equivalently written as
Vi F 2007 — @) o + kO[F 1 (200 — B) k] = 0. (6.6)

We will use this form for the curl estimates.

Remark 6.1. In [9], the authors introduced k0, [F*¥y.(p3.J~2)] as the ar-
tificial viscosity for the FEuler equations. Motivated by this result, we introduce
a similar artificial viscosity but with an extra term kpoO:G. This extra viscosity
term is mecessary to be added. Because of presence of the potential force, we need
this extra term to preserve the structure of the curl estimate for our approxi-
mate system. More precisely, [6.6]) has a similar structure to the k-approximate
equation for the Euler equations in [9].

6.3 Assumption on the initial data

Recall the fact that n(x,0) = z and (ZI0), the quantity v¢|t—o for the degenerate
parabolic k-problem can be computed by using (G.0)):

Uyl = V¢

= ( — F ¥ (2p0 ) o+ G — kO [F (20007 s — Gi])

t=0 t=0

Po i .
= ( —2po; — / " dz + 2(kpo divug) ; + 2kul POk
alz—2| '

(x — 2) - (uo(x) — uo(2))po (Pouf ;)
+:‘<&/Q e dz—m/gﬁdz).
(6.7)

Similarly, for all k > 1, k € N:

U + = f’U

= oF1 ( — F (2000 ) ko + G — kO F 1 (2000 ) i — Gi]>
(6.8)

t=0

These formulae make it clear that each 0Fv|;—¢ is a function of space-derivatives
of ug and pyg.
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6.4 Introduction of the X variable and the heat-type equa-
tion for X

Motivated by [9], we derive a heat-type equation by acting J div,, = F' *g’axj on
(65al) and using the Piola identity (G.5):

. wj m—1k _ w] _1k _
Jdivy vy — 26[F* F~1 (po 72 0p) 1), = — 26[F*10:F ' (pod 1) k] 4
— 2P F Y (oo ) al + PTG

+ kF*8,G (6.9)
Now we set
X = poJ " 2Jy = poJ "t div,v. (6.10)
Recall (Z6d), (Z9) and (1), we have
FHG' = po,

KF*0GE = —kpodivy v — ﬁJ@t(Fflj)Gi

LAV
then we can rewrite (6] as the following nonlinear heat-type equation for X:
J?X;

P 2K[F*{F*1fx,k]yj +rIJX =— 2K[F*{atF*1f(p0J*1),k],j —2J71(J,)?

+ Oy —2FHTF T (po 7Y 1 + po
— Hjat(F_lg)Gi (6.11)

2

Remark 6.2. Notice that our definition for X is different from the one
used in [9]. The advantage of our definition is that we can improve the space
regularity of solutions to the linearized problem of ([©I1) in an easy and clear
way with less computation, see Section to Section [7.3.6l However, the
symmetric structure of ([GII) becomes different from that in [9], we will need
to make use of k to construct the contract map later.

6.5 Identities for the x-problem

In this subsection, we give some identities which will be used in constructing
fixed-point iteration scheme in a similar way to [9]. Some identities are slightly
different from those in [9] due to the presence of the potential force term.
From (G.I0), we can get the following identity by time-differentiating:
XJ i
div, v = % — O F M ;. (6.12)

We also make use of the following nonlinear vorticity equation by acting

curl, on (G.5a),
(curly v)* = —kegiv, F 152000~ = @) F 1] W P (6.13)

For the purpose of constructing solutions to (6.5]), we also need the formula
for the normal component of v; on I':

v = —2J72F*pg 5 — 260, [J 2 F* 3] po 5 + G° + kO,G® (6.14)
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where

F*3 = (n1xn2) - es, (6.15)
OF* 3= (vy Xn2+n1X0v2)-es. (6.16)

If we linearize (€.16) around n = e, (6.10) becomes divr v. Thus, we can regard
divr v as the linearized analogue of d; F*3.

7 Solving the parabolic k-problem by a fixed-
point method

In this section, we use fixed-point method to find approximated solutions to the
parabolic k-problem. The main arguments are quite similar to that in [9]. But
there are some differences in this paper. First, we need to estimate the potential
force G and we will encounter the main obstacle that the possible increasing
singularity of the kernel when we estimate the derivatives of G. Second, since
our intermediate variable X defined by (610) is different from the one in [9],
then the improvement of the space regularity for X will be easier and clearer
with less computations. Furthermore, due to this choice of the intermediate
variable, the symmetric structure of equations for X is also different from that
in [9], we will need to make use of k to construct the contract map.

7.1 Functional framework for the fixed-point scheme

The functional framework for the fixed-point scheme is just the same as the one
in [9], we recall them below for completeness.
For T > 0, we denote the following Hilbert spaces by X7, Y7 and Zr:

X = {v € L*(0,T; H*(Q))|0fv € L*(0,T; H**(Q)),a = 1,2,3},
Vi = {u € L0 T H@)oEy € 0.7 (@) a = 1,2,3)
Zp = {’U S XT|p0D’U S XT},

endowed with their natural Hilbert norms:

3 3

||UH§(T = Z HagvH%Z(O,T;H“*a(Q))v HyH%T = Z Hagy||%2(0,T;H3*“(Q))v
a=0 a=0

[ollZ, = v, + lpoDol%,. (7.1)
For M > 0, we define the following closed, bounded, convex subset of Xr:
Cr(M) ={w € Zr : |w|%, < M, w(0) = ug, dfw(0) = fvli=o(k = 1,2)},

(7.2)
We also define the polynomial function Ny of norms of the initial data as

No = P([[uoll100, [[poll100)- (7.3)
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Since we have smoothed the initial data, we can use the artificially high H10(Q)-
norm and later, in Section[@.3] we carry out the optimal regularity for the initial
data.

Then we assume that 7' > 0 is given independent of the choice of v € Cp (M),
such that n(z,t) =2 + fo x, s)ds is injective for t € [0, 7], and

7 9
- < J(x,t) < = 7.4
YIS (7.49)

for t € [0,7] and = € Q. This can be achieved by taking 7 > 0 sufficiently small
because we have that

[J(,8) = Ulpe() < ClJ(t) — 12 = II/ F¥lla < OVTM.
In the same fashion, we can take T' > 0 small enough to ensure that on [0, 77,

7 9
glw—yl < n(w,t) —n(y, t)] < glw—yla (7.5)

and
7 .
Sl < Fi@ 0F (@, g6, VE € Rz € (7.6)

The space Zr will be appropriate for our fixed-point methodology to prove
existence of a solution to our degenerate parabolic k-problem (G.5]).

Theorem 7.1 (Solutions to the r-problem). Given smooth initial data
with po satisfying po(x) > 0 for x € Q and verifying the physical vacuum con-
dition (L) near T, then there exists a positive constant ko only depending on
lpolla and the domain Q. When k < kg, and T,, > 0 sufficiently small, there
exists a unique solution v € Zr, to the degenerate parabolic k-problem (G.H).

The remainder of this section will be devoted to the proof of Theorem [[1]

7.2 Fixed-point scheme for the x-problem ([6.5])

Motivated by [9], we build the fixed-point scheme by two steps. In the first
step, with © € Cp(M), we find a solution X to the linearizion (with respect to
7) of (GII). Next, in the second step, with o and X, we define v by a linear
elliptic system of equations for v, which can be viewed as the linear analogue

(with respect to ¥, and X) of equations (612, (IE:I:EI) and ©14).

Step 1. Given 0 € Cp(M), we define 7(t) = e + fo "Ydt', and set

F~'=[Dn™',J =detDp, F* = JF !,

*k
Bk =FIFY G = / W Olpo )
[7(z,) = (2, 1)] t)l

Moreover, we define ®(z,t) as following:

_ 1
@(z,t):/Rd |y| p(i(z,t) —y,t)dy, = € Q,
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where

_ pO(x)jil(za t)v when y= ﬁ(xvt)
p(y,t){ , yeR?

0, otherwise
Since v € Cp(M), then 7 is injective on ¢ € [0,7]. Thus, p, and ® are well-

defined, and ~ -
Dp® =G. (7.7)

Now we define X as the solution of the following linear and degenerate parabolic
problem which is the linearization of ([G.I1)):

J2X, _ - -
—26[B7*X i)+ kJX =W in Q x (0,T,], (7.8a)
Po
X=0 on I' x (0, T], (7.8b)
(x1,22) — X (21, 22,23,t) is 1-periodic, (7.8¢c)
X =Xp:=podivuy on Q x {0}, (7.8d)

where the forcing function W is defined as

W = —2&[F0,F " (poJ 1) 1] ; — 2 (Jo)? + 0. F 0,

= 2[F F~F (po T 1) k)5 + po — kIO(F )G

i(1.9)

As a result of Step 1, we will establish the following proposition

Proposition 7.2. For 0 < pu < 1, there exists a positive constant kg
depending on the domain €, initial data No and p. When k < kg, then for
T > 0 taken sufficiently small, there exists a unique solution to (L8)) satisfying

1X 1%, < No+TP(|0)1%,) + pllollZ,.

The norms Xr,Yr, and Zr are defined in (1)), and P denotes a generic poly-
nomial function of its arguments.

The proof of this proposition will be given in Sections [[.3l
Step 2. In this step, we define a linear elliptic system of equations for v as we
mentioned before. The main idea of the construction of the linear elliptic system
of equations was developed by [9] for the Euler equations. Given o € Cp (M),
¥ can be regarded as an approximated solution to (G5]), and X obtained by
solving the linear problem (.8]) can be regarded as an approximation to the
weighted divergence in the Eulerian coordinates of the solution, then another
approximated solution v can be constructed by adding a proper small pertur-
bation. On the other hand, the identities (6.12)), (6.13) and (6.14]) will not hold
with ¥ and X, but they can be regarded as small perturbations from zero. Then
by this observation, we will show in Section [[-4] that we can define v(¢) on [0, T}],
in a similar way to that in [9], by specifying the divergence and curl of its time
derivative in €2, as well as the trace of its normal component on the boundary
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T" in the following way:

v(0) = ug inQ (7.10a)

XJ .
div Ve = div Uy — diVﬁ Uy + [ P ]t — GtF 11__]?7,zj in (710b)
0

curlv; = curl vy — curly vy + ns.jmfspfljsDﬁrﬁi +€inQ  (7.10c)

v 4 2kp0,3 divr v = 2kpg,3 divp T — QJ_QF*ng,g — 2K0¢ [j_2F*§]p0,3

+ G® + kO,G® + E(t)N? onT"  (7.10d)
/ v dw = 72/ F Y dw — 26 [ 0 [F (L) ] dw
Q Q J Q J
+ / G + k0;G* dx. (7.10e)
Q

The presence of divp o in (ZIOd) presents the linearization of 9,F*3 around
7) = e, where

F*§ = (M1 X 0,2) - e3,
atF*g = (1_)11 X 77]12 4+ 77]11 X 1_)12) - €3. (711)
The function ¢(¢) on the right-hand side of (ZI0d)) is defined by
~ 1 o 1 [ [XJ] 1/ L
t) == d — divy d — dr — = | 6,F 74" d
é(t) 2/9( iv Uy ivy; O¢) £E—|—2/Q o T -3 A P de

+ / J2F*3p0 s N* dS + 1 / LT F*3)p0 5N dS
T T

+ m/ divr(v — 0)po 3 N* dS + /(G3 + kOGP)N3 dS, (7.12)
r r

and the vector field § on the right-hand side of (TI0d) is defined on [0, 7] x ©
as the solution of the ODE
3+ w8t = —0t, (7.13)

=~ D
3(0) = 2Dpo — Doy = 2Dpo + / Py, (7.14)
Q

z—z[

The vector field € on the right-hand side of (ZI0d) is then defined on [0, 7] x
by _ _
& =F 7+ k0[F~ ), (7.15)

where 9 is solution of the following time-dependent elliptic-type problem for
te0,T7:

[F_lijw,j],i + m@t[F_lijz/J,j],i = div(curl; v, — ﬁs.jiﬁst_I;Dﬁrgi) in Q, (7.16a)
b=0 on T, (7.16b)
Ylt=0 =0 in Q, (7.16¢)

so that the compatibility condition for (Z.I0d)

div(— curly o + ns.jmst_IjSDﬁr@ +¢)=0 (7.17)
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holds. By integrating factor method, we have a closed form solution to the ODE
([C13), and then by integrating by parts in time, we can find that

t'—t

(o) = et @Dpo(w) + [ 2ol dz)—/teTvt(t’,x)dt’
0

o lr— 2|

_t Dpo(2) /t €~ ’
=e ®(2D d t dt
etepp@) + [ PR+ [ i)

|o+

K

eK uo(x). (7.18)

1
— —o(t,x) +
K

Thus, the formula (Z.I8) shows that § has the same regularity as . This gain in
regularity is crucial and should be viewed as one of the key reasons that allow
us to construct solutions to (G.0) using linearization (T8) with a fixed-point
argument.

Similarly, we have that

¢ =t
[F=Y ;= / eT div(curl; vy — ns.jiﬁst_ljsDﬁrsl)(t’, x)dt’
0

t'—t

t
e r - _ 1 . .
_ / egil0h P15 P — — 5t FY) (@) di!
0 K K

s Y, T T
t/—t

t
—/ ¢ Ekji[/i’UTSF'_lstﬁTgi],k(t/,.T)dtl
0

K

=t
3

€
+

div curl; o(¢, ). (7.19)
K

Noticing that the left-hand side of (1) can be rewritten as At + [(F7Y —
871 414, then for o € Cp(M), the elliptic problem (TI9) is well-defined and

together with the boundary condition (ZI6D) provides the following estimates
for any t € [0,T7:
t
9l < No+ CTlla+ [ ol
0

t
[¥2lls < No + C(T|ve]ls + [|9]la +/ I1oll3)
0

Recall that (ZI5), we have
¢
1€]l2 < No + C(T'[[otlls + (|93 +/ I1oll3) (7.20)
0

t t
w/ahgm+cwwm+/nwn (7.21)
0 0

Remark 7.1. Condition ([I0€) is necessary only because of the period-
icity of our domain in the directions e; and es.

7.3 Construction of solutions and regularity theory for X
and its time derivatives

This subsection will be devoted to the proof of Proposition Motivated by
[9], we will proceed with a two stage process. First, we smooth ¢ and use the
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Galerkin scheme to obtain strong solutions to the linear equation (Z.8) in the
case that the forcing function W and the coefficient matrix B* are C°°({)-
functions. Second, we use interpolation estimates and the Sobolev embedding
theorem to carry out a prior estimate independent on the smoothing parameter
and then conclude the proof of Proposition

7.3.1 Smoothing the v
The smoothness of v is quite standard, using the notation of Section [6.1] for
each t € [0,T,] and for v > 0, we define

{)V('vt) = Qy * Eﬂ(ﬁ('a t))v

so that for each v > 0, 0" (-, t) € C"f(Q) We define WY by replacing F'~%, F'*, J,
and G in ([Z3) with F~ F* J” ¥ and G, respectively. The quantities
F~W [ JV.G" are defined from the map 7* = z + f(f v”. We also define
[BY)i* = (F*)](F~)k. According to (Z:6)), we can choose v > 0 sufficiently
small, so that for ¢ € [0, T],

|«£|2 [BY)7* (x, t)€;&x, VE ER®, 2 € Q. (7.22)

Until Section [Z3.7] we will use B” and W as the coefficient matrix and forc-
ing function, respectively, but for notational convenience we will not explicitly
write the superscript v.

7.3.2 Regularity for G

Before we study the existence and regularity for X, we first check the regularity
for G. In fact, we claim that

t
/0 ID°GI§ + 10/ DG§ + 107 D*GI§ + 10:. D* Gl < P(llo]1Z,).  (7.23)

Recall the definition of ® and (Z.7) , we have
D*G' = D?’Df-(i)

R3 |y|

- / L D2 (ET () D) Dy pli1( 1) — y.1)) dy
R3 |y|

_/ L D2ET (@) Dy Dy i, ) — 3, 1)) dy
r3 |Vl

+ / LDy (FT () FT (2)(D

5 [yl

4 [ S T @FT @FT @)(Dg) Dy pla(et) ~ g0y (724)
Rs Y]

;)
N
[\v}
>

7 P(N(x, 1) =y, 1)) dy
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Due to the definition of p, when y € R3\j(Q,t), D¢p(y,t) = 0 for 0 < a < 4,

then we change variables to get that

1 B 1 o
| 0 state) = vt dy = [ (D) 00000y

s [yl
1 B
N sszDﬁ(PoJ )(2,t) dz.
(7.25)

Thus by (ZH) and Young’s inequality for convolution, we can have that

1 7D (o]~
H/ —Dap(i(e, t) — dy||o<0||| s 1705 (o 7l

< P(||7ll4; |poD1l4) (7.26)

and

t
/0 ID*GIE < P(Joll%,).

Now we estimate the L2(0, T'; L?(2))-norm of 97 DG. Similarly, as we showed

from (T24) to (T2H), we can get that

93DG :af(FT(x,t)/QmJ(Dﬁ)Q(pof‘l)(z,t)dz)
1

3
—FT (s PIT(D:)%(po Y (2, 1)0) P ——————
=FT( ’t)ch/gat [J (D7) (po ™ )|(2,1)0; 7i(z,t) — 7(z,1)]

N ZabFT o b/Q[j(Dﬁ)Q(poj_l)](zat)m dz

We denote K(7,v) = (7(x,t) —7(2,t)) - ((v(x,t) — ¥(z,t)). When p =0, we have

.1 K@) 8,K(7,5)K(7,0)
et R e e AL A - e
+C3 atK(n5v)

n(x,t) = n(z, 1)

Ty \2 3 1 212 da
/Q| /Q[an) (0T o e e

J(Dg)?(poJ ! O/ K (1,) 2| dx
<c [ 1 [ 170 >|ﬁ(x K00 e+ R

1 B ) — 7z 0) - () =5 0) oy

v e (10— A1) B D) o
7.27
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By Taylor’s formula and (ZH]), the first term on the right-hand side of (27
can be bounded by the following integral

Fo v oy DB ). DlOE ) )
c /Q | /Q[an) (oY) d=2d

|z — 2

. _ ) |
< C||J(D5)*(po] 1)”%*(9)||DU||2L°°(Q)Hat’UH(QJHWH%WQ)a

where we also used Young’s inequality for convolution. Similarly, the other
- - _ 1
terms can bounded by C|J(Dj)?(poJ 1)”2w((z)llatQUll%)HWH%l(Q)' Thus, by

repeating this process for p = 1,2, 3, we can get that

t
/0 165 DGI2 < P(l5]%,).

We can estimate the L2(0,7; L?(2))-norm of 92D?G and 8;D3G in a similar
fashion, and get that

t
| 1D + 1202 < PR, )
Remark 7.2. This estimate is independent on v.
7.3.3 L2*(0,T; H}(Q)) regularity for Xy

X
Definition 7.3 (Weak solution of (ZR)). X € L*(0,T; HA(Q)) with =X €

Po
L?(0,T; H-'(2)) is a weak solution of (L) if
(i) W € L*(0,T; H-1(2)), for all V € HL(Q),
J2X, o _
(V) o | B4V de = (V) e [0.7) (7.28)
0 Q

(i) X = Xo.
(-,+) denotes the duality pairing between H}(Q) and H(Q).

Recall that if W € H=(Q), then
W1y = sup{{W, V)|V € Hy, IV ]| 3 () = 13-

Furthermore, there exists functions Wy, Wy, Wa, W3 in L%(Q) such that (W, V) =
Jo WoV + W,V dx, so that HY_V”%“I(Q) = inf 22:0 [Wal|3, the infimum being
taken over all such functions W,.

Po
taken sufficiently small so that (L8] holds, there exists a unique weak solution

to (L) such that for constants Cp, > 0 and C\, > 0,

X()
2 2 2
2 -1 + sup C + Cpr|| X .
Iz (0,T;H-1(Q)) reor] [ Do o | HL2(0,T,H5(Q))

_ X,
Lemma 7.4. If W € L2(0,T; H~1()) and \/—i € L(Q), then for T >0

Xy

20

Xo _
< H?H(Q) + CulW L2 0.mm-1(52))-

VPo
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Proof. Let (en)nen denote a Hilbert basis of H}(Q), and each e, is smooth,
for instance, the eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator on 2 with vanishing
Dirichlet boundary conditions on I'. We then define the Galerkin approximation
at order n > 1 as X,, = > AN'(t)e; such that VI € {0,...,n}, X,, satisfies the
following equation:

X, B )
(JQP—Ot, en)r2(a) + 26(BF Xk, €15 r2(0) + £(T Xn, 1) 12(0)

= - Oe .
= (WO,@[)LZ(Q) — (W, a_l)LZ(Q) in [0, 7], (7.29a)

T

AT(0) = (Xo, e1)r2().- (7.29b)

Since each e; is in H*T1(Q) N HE(Q) for every k > 1, by Hardy’s inequality
(&), we have that

e HRQ) for k > 1,
Po

therefore, each integral in (7.29) is well-defined.

e
Furthermore, since the e; are linearly independent, then L are linearly
Po

independent and therefore the determinant of the matrix

[(

€; €4

N ?)m(sz)](m)em

is nonzero. This implies that our finite-dimensional Galerkin approximation
([C239)) is a well-defined first-order differential system of order n+ 1, which there-
fore has a solution on a time interval [0,7,,], where T,, a prior depends on the
rank n of the Galerkin approximation. In order to prove that T, = T, with T
independent of n, we notice that since X,, is a linear combination of the e;, we
have that on [0, 7],

X, . _
(JQp—Ot, Xn)r2(9) + 26(B* X 1, X i) 12(9) + 6(J X0, Xn)12(0)

- - 00X,
= (Wo, Xn)r20) — (Wi W)L%Q)

Then it follows that on [0,T},]

1d — | Xn 2 RJ J
1d [ plXal d$+2m/ B X, 1 X d:v+fi/ | X[ da
2dt Jo Po Q Q
1 72 |Xn|2 1 T
= | (J)——dr+ | WoX,dr— [ W;X,;dx,
2 Q £o Q Q

Using (Z.0), we see that

1d j2|Xn|2
2dt Jo  po

1, - 1 .
< H§(J2)t|\Loc(Q> /Q %|Xn|2d$+C||WHH*1(Q)||DXnHO- (7.30)

derzn/ |DXn|2dz+n/j|Xn|2dz
4 Q Q
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Then by the Sobolev embedding theorem and the Cauchy—Young inequality, we
get that

1d X,|? 7 -
/J2| | d:z:—l——m/ |DXn|2dx+f<a/J|Xn|2d:c
2dt Po 8 Ja Q

_ _ 1 _
< IIJtllzllJllLoc/ — | X dz + Cu|[W (1 F-1. -
Q PO

where the constant C, depends inversely on . Since © € Cr(M), then with
[T4), we have that on [0, T,

t
/ 1Tl Tl e dt < Car Vi
0

for a constant Cj; depending on M, so that Gronwall’s inequality shows that
T, = T independent of n, and with J > % for all v € Cp (M), we see that

Xn(t) o 7

T T
Xo -
e / IDX (O} < I +C / W2 0.

t€[0,T] VPo

By the Poincaré inequality, we have that

sup 12D 0 [T 101 < 1L+ O [ IO o
telo.r]  VPo VPO 0

Thus, there exists a subsequence {X,,,} C {X,} which converges weakly to
some X in L%(0,T; H}(S2)), which satisfies

() /T /T _ 9
sup C||—=||g + Cp~k X(@®)|o < +C W ()| 5-10)-
o ||\/—||0 12X @)1l < ||\/—||0 k) WO -1

Furthermore, it can be shown from the previous estimates, by using standard
arguments for weak solutions of linear parabolic systems, that

Xt
Po

€ L*(0,T; H (),

and that X (0) = X, and that this X verifies the identity (Z28). Uniqueness
follows by letting V = X in (Z.289). O

By (23, it is easy to check that
W22 0.1:L20)) < PUITIZ,), (7.31)

thus it follows from Lemma [74 and (73) that

X()

|| ||L2 0,T;H-1()) T Sup I==1I5 + Cptl| X L20,msm3(0)) < €. (7.32)
tefo, 7] PO

In order to improve the regularity for X, we construct weak solutions for the
time-differentiated problems of (Z8)). It is convenient to proceed from the first
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to third time-differentiated problems. We start with the first time-differentiated

version of (Z.8):
J* Xy

P 26[BI*(Xy) k] + kI Xy = Wy + 204 in Qx (0,T.], (7.33a)
0
X; =0 onT x (0,T], (7.33b)
X=X on Q x {0}, (7.33¢)

where the initial condition X, is given as
X1 = 2kpoAXg — kpoXo + poW (0), (7.34)
the additional forcing term 20, is defined by

(%) X;

Qﬁl = QK[ngXﬁk]ﬁj —
Po

— kX, (7.35)

and W (0) is defined by

W(0) =pg — 2k curlcurlug - Dpg — 2k divugApo + 2/1’[1,]0.11-[)071-]- —2Apg

— (divug)? — ué,jué,i + K" 0,05 do.

According to the estimate (7.32), ||Qﬁ1||%2(0 -1y < C-

From (), [ W20 1,200 < P, )+ [ 50LTHE)0,G 2 02012000
and

10:[T0:(F~7)0;G NG <N10:(JOF=17) | 1= () |G 15
+ HjatF:lz||L°°(Q)||<9té,ij||3-
Hence, by ([Z23), |W: + Qﬁl”%%o,T;H*l(Q)) < C and by Lemma [[4 (with
X, Wy + 201, X replacing X, W, X, respectively),

Xtt

o

Xu(t)
Po

| 5+ Cpkl| Xtl 20,7511 () < €. (7.36)

||2L2(0,T;H*1(Q))+ sup ||
te[0,T)

Next, we consider the second time-differentiated version of (Z.8):

J2X _ _ _

o 9k [BI* (X 1) 1) j + KT Xer = Wiy + 2 in Q2 x (0,7,], (7.37a)
0

X4 =0 on I’ x (0,T,], (7.37b)

Xtt = X2 on ) x {0}, (737C)

where the initial condition X5 is given as
Xy = 2Iip0AX1 — kpoX1 + po (0) + pth (0), (738)
and the forcing function 20, is defined by

(jQ)tXtt

Wy = 0,01 + 26[BIF(Xe) 4] j — o

— K,tht. (739)
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The highest-order terms of 20, (0) scale like D3ug or poD*ug or D?3pg, so that
l/Po01(0)]|2 < No. Using the estimate (7.36) and (7.23), we see that

||w2||%2(O,T;H*1(Q)) <C (7.40)
Then it follows from Lemma [7.4] again that
Xttt 12 Xtt( ) o

==
7

||L2(o T;H-1(9)) +tSE\éP | 15 + Coll Xetll 20,7512 (0) < O (7:41)
S

)

Finally, we consider the third time-differentiated version of (Z.g])

J2X _ - _
% — 2K[B‘]k(Xttt),k],j + K;JXttt = tht + Qﬁg inQ) x (O,TR], (7423.)
0
Xttt =0 on I' x (O,TR], (742b)
Xttt = X3 on () x {0}, (742C)

where the initial condition X3 is given as

X3 =26pgAXy — kpoXa + poQUQ(O) + pOth (0), (743)
and the forcing function 23 is defined by
_ . J). X _
W = Wy + 26[B]* (Xue) ] j — % .o (7.44)

Once again, the highest-order terms of 205(0) scale like D*ug or poD3ug or

D*py, so that ||\/_Q172( JI2 < No. Using the estimate (T41) and (7.23), we
see that |[Wyy + QﬁgHLZ(O 1) < C- (Note that this constant C' crucially

depends on v > 0.) Thus Lemma (74 yields
Xttt 1o

I
o)

ttt(

||L2(o TH-1(Q) T tSE%PT] I==—==115 + Cpll Xtstll 20, i) < C. (745)
S

)

7.3.4 L*(0,T; H?(Q2)) regularity for Xy
From (Z.36) and the higher-order Hardy inequality, we have

JQXt
|—— P 1720, 7:22(0) < C-

Then recall (T8al), (C.32), and (C31]), by the elliptic estimates, we have
X720, 752(02)) < C- (7.46)
ik
From (Z46), ||x(B]"0kX). j||L2(O r.12(0) < C, and thus ||Q171||L2(O T2y < C-
Then, similarly, with (33al), (4], and the higher-order Hardy inequality, we

obtain that
||Xt||%2(07T;H2(Q)) <C. (7.47)

Once again we repeat the estimates for Xy; which we just explained for X, then
we can obtain the desired result

||Xtt||%2(O,T;H2(Q)) <C. (7.48)
It follows that (Z:33al) holds almost everywhere.
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7.3.5 L?*(0,T; H3(Q?)) regularity for X;

First, by (Z23) and (Z47), we have [|W| 20,7511 () < C, then we can show
that
X112 200,783 0) < C (7.49)

by the higher-order Hardy inequality and the elliptic estimates for (Z.8al).
Then it follows that in (Z33a)), HQIHH%Z(QT;HI(Q)) <C, ||Wt||%2(O,T;H1(Q)) <C.
Thus, by the elliptic estimates again, we have

IXell 220,715 (52)) < C- (7.50)

7.3.6 L2(0,T; H*(Q2)) regularity for X.
Repeating the argument in Section [[.3.5] we can get that
X112 2(0,7; 14 02y < C- (7.51)

Now we establish the existence and regularity of our solution X, however,
the bounds and time interval of existence depend on v > 0. Next, we use the
Sobolev-type estimates to establish bounds for X and time interval of existence
independent on v > 0. These estimates are also useful for our fixed-point
scheme. The main strategy of the estimates is similar to that used in [9], but
since our definition of X and the corresponding symmetric structure of equations
for X are different, we can not get curl structure and use curl estimates as the
authors did in [9]. Instead, we will make use of k to construct the contract map.

7.3.7 Estimate for || X% independent of v

Step 1. We begin this subsection by getting v independent energy estimates
for the third time differential problem ([42).

Lemma 7.5. For § > 0, there exists a positive constant ko depends on
the domain ), initial data Ng and 6. When k < kg, then for T > 0 taken
sufficiently small,

Kttt Xttt
H—Hiz(O,T;H*l(Q)) + tESE%pT] ||ﬁ||% + Cp”||Xttt||2L2(0,T;H5(Q))

< No+TP(|X|%,) + Coll X%, + TP(|oll%,) +dlvl%,.  (7.52)
Proof. We write the forcing term Wy + 203 as
(J?)e Xt

tht + mg = tht + 8&172 + QK[ng(Xtt)ﬁk]ﬁj — 2 (753)
I I SN——
I3

We test (T42a) with X, then in a same fashion that we obtained (Z30), we
can get

1d [ | Xl 7 .
Ld [ Xl ) —H/ |D X0 |? da + H/ J| X e|? doe
2dt Jo  po 4 Jo Q

1 - 1 _
§||—(J2)t||L°o(Q) / —| Xt |? dw + (Wigy + W3, Xia)-
2 Q Po
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Integrating this inequality from 0 to t € (0,7, we see that

1 X 7 (T
— sup | el dx + m/ | DX 4¢|? da dt
2¢comJa PO 4 Jo Ja

1 T
< NO +T sup H—( ) HLoc(Q) / _|Xttt|2 dx +/ <tht + mg,Xttt> dt.
te[0,T] Q Po 0

By the Sobolev embedding theorem, ||5(J2)¢|| () < C||5(J?)¢|l2. The highest-

order derivative in the term 1(J?); scales like Do, and sup |ols < No +
te[0,T)

CV't||9||x,- Therefore, by choosing T sufficiently small and using the Poincaré
inequality, we see that

T
mp/th(Z+CH/|Wmﬁﬁ
0

te[0,T]

<Ny +/ (Wit + 03, Xy d.
0

We proceed to the analysis of the terms in fOT(tht + 23, Xe) dt, and we begin
with the term I5 in (T53)). We have that

T |Xttt|
/(hXWﬁgst( MMQ/L/ dr dt
0

te[0,T)

(NOJr\/_C’M sup /| m|

te[0,T

where we have made use of the Sobolev embedding theorem giving the inequality
that [|(J?)¢]| L) < Cl(J?)ell2 < No + Cav/t, Cor depends on M.
To estimate the term > in (Z.53), noticing that

<127Xttt> = - 2’“1/ ng(Xtt),k(Xttt),j dzr < CfiHBtHQHXttHl||Xttt||1
Q

<O\ Xl + ClIBe 3] X7
<6 Xee||7 + Ol Bell3([1 X2t (0[5 + ¢ Xee |7,

and thus
T
[;UmeNﬁSA%+NMW§f+TPWW2J+TPWXﬁ@%

It remains to estimate (I, Xt4t), we use the identity (C39) to expand I; as

(jQ)tXtt

= Wit + 0o = Wit + 0p201 + 0:(26[BY (Xt) klj o

- :‘itht).
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(J?)e X4
Po
(J%)e Xt
Po
< C/ By D*X; X4y da + C/ BiD? X1y X4y da
Q Q

The terms <8t(2n[ng(Xt)ﬁk]ﬁj - ), Xtte) are estimated as

(0 (26[B]" (X¢) 1) 5 — — kJe X¢), Xpe)

dx

3

72y (Ktt o | Xt
+C | (J)u(— + X)) Xppedw +C | (J7)————
Q Po Q Po

and then have tkle same bounds as (I2, X¢+) and (I3, Xyt) above, so we focus
on estimating (Wi + 04201, Xi44). To do so, we use the identity (Z35) to get
that

(J?)e Xy 7

Wit + 04201 = Wy + att(2H[B{kX,k]7j) — Ou( — k1 X).

S1

Po

Sa
Expanding S; as

St = 26[Bl X 1) ; + 46[BIf (Xe) 1] + 26[BI" (Xee) 1) 5,

S1a S1p Sie

we see that for 6 > 0,

(Sta, Xett) = — 2“/ [Bgt];X,k]Xttt,j dx
Q

nik
<ClBizllol| X kll2l DX rello
o
<C| By llo(IX 0)[13 + t1 Xel3) + 6] Xree 17,

where we used the Sobolev embedding theorem, the Cauchy—Young inequality
and the fundamental theorem of calculus. Thus, we have

T
/O (Sta, Xut) dt < No + 8| X%, + TP([9]1Z,) + TP(IX%,)-

The duality pairing involving S, and S;. can be estimated in the same way to
provide the estimate

T
/O (81, Xue) dt < No + 0| X%, + TP([9]17,) + TP(IX|%,)-
The pair involving S5 is estimated in the same manner as I3 and S; to yield
T
/0 (82, Xone) dt <No + 0| X%, + TP([[0]%,) + TP(1X|%,)

X
+ (No + VTCy)T sup / Md:v.
tefo,T]JQ PO
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It remains to estimate the pair fOT<V_Vttt, Xi4¢) dt. We expand Wy as

Wi = — Ot (201 () — O, F ) - 25ttt[F*gF_1ik(/)Ojfl),k],j
L1 L2
— 2/{8,5” [F ]8t (pOJ ) ] P — K/a (Jat( 1j>a Gz>
L3 Ly

By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, then we have

T T
o .. X
| Xt < [ 1VAR0u(2T R - 0 ol e
0 0 o

<TP(||v]%,)+ CT sup /' t”'
te[0,T]

We notice that the higher-order derivatives in 9y [F* F =Y (poJ 1) 4] ; scale
like either D(pgD7v;;) or Doy, so by the fundamental theorem of calculus and
the Cauchy—Young inequality once again, we have that for 6 > 0,

T
| (e X de = TP(J0l,) + 81X,
0
Next, we estimate Ls. We expand L3 as
—Ga ok, =
KOt [F*] 0 F =1 (pod 1) )

R Ny

= n@ttt[F*gathli PO,kJ 1 + pOF*gatFili Jﬁkj 2]7]'

= B[O F=1 po T L+ po P ORF=1 ] T i+ po Pl F =103 T T2 + Lo,
and then by (5.2), the highest-order derivatives are kpo 1,070 g; F_lzjﬁ_lo’fF:lf
and rpoD30%v. All of the other terms arising from the distribution of d are

lower-order and can be estimated in the same way as L.
Integrating by parts, we have

(260 ka b F YRR 1 s Xtte)

= gﬁ/ po x 080 s F Y F~ R F=170, X,y da
Q

- 2[%/ aj(po1kF_1ijF_‘_1§F__1iB)a?’U7ﬂXttt dzr
Q

4K|Dp0|%cogz CH
<——a 0 Dull + 5= DXeu
p
1 -1k =18y 93 KXt
+ CllVa00; (0 f F Y F TR F10)030 8101 =2 o

Nz

Thus, when k < kg, where kg satisfying

4ro| Dpol? < ()
Cp -

(7.54)
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we can bound fOT(Lg, X)) dt by
B _ | tttl
Sl + TP(Iol,) + 81X, +CT sup [ 12
t€[0,T]
Last, we estimate L. The highest-order of L, can be written as

kJ D0y G j + kJOF Y 930;G,

i1 j2
and

<11,Xm><C||\/_thtt||o||\/ﬁllo,

, X
(2, Xite) < C“\/P_Oa?DGHO”\/%HO,

Then with (23], all these terms and lower-order terms can be estimated by
the same way as L1 or Lo.

Combining the above estimates together and taking 7" > 0 sufficiently small
concludes the proof. [l

It is easy to see that we have the same estimates for the weak solutions
X, Xt, X4t solving (L8), (733) and (T37), respectively, and we finally get that

X, 29X (1)
107 — || 2 vy + sup [——=
l;) L2(0,T;H-1(Q2)) +€[0,T] \/p—

< No+ TP(ll%,) + CollX %, + TP(ol%,) + Co([olZ,).  (7.55)

15 + CorllOf X172 0.1 (H1(9))

Step 2. Recall the definition of Wy in ([T39), by using the estimate (53]
together with the Hardy inequality, we can get

Wi + | 12(0,7522(0)) <No + TP(||0]%,.) + CO| X%,
+TP(|0]1%,) + Ca(|0]1Z,)-
Combining this with the estimate (T52)), the equation (37al) shows that
4R [B*(Xee) ) gl 220, m:020)) <No + TP(|X[%,) + CollX 1%,
+TP(|[0]1%,) + Cdv]|%,-
By the elliptic estimates, we can obtain the desired bound

1Xeell 220,722y < No+ TP(IX|%,) + Col X%, + TP(|9]1Z,) + C5||?(J||QZT-)
7.56
Step 3. From the definition of 207, we can similarly get that

Wi + 201 (| 220,711 (02)) <No +TP(|X[%,) + Col X%,
+TP(|5]%,) + oIl

and thus, following the argument we used for the regularity of X;;, we can obtain
that

[ Xl 20,7502 (0)) <No +TP(| X ||%,) + C8lI X%,
+TP([o]|%,) + Cd||v]|%,.- (7.57)
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Step 4. Finally, since

W22 0.7:02(0) <No + TP(IX %) + ColI X 1%,
+TP(|ol%,) + Co|vl1%,,

we have that

1X 1| 20,7500y <No + TP(|XI%,) + Coll X1,
+TP(|9]Z,) + Collv]1Z,- (7.58)

7.3.8 The proof of Proposition
Combining the inequalities (T52), (Z56), (C510) and (T5]), we have
X1, < No+TP(|X|%,) + CoI X%, + TP(|ol%,) + Cdl|o]%,-

Given p < 1, taking § > 0 and 7" > 0 sufficiently small and readjusting the
constant, we see that

1X 1%, < No+TP(|0)1%,) + pllollZ,.

Because the right-hand side does not depend on v > 0, we can pass the limit as
v — 0 in (8al). This completes the proof of Proposition [[.2}

7.4 Existence of the fixed-point and the proof of Theorem
(7.1l

The purpose of this subsection is to construct smooth unique solutions to (Z.10),
and to show that the map ¥ +— v has a unique fixed-point. This fixed-point
is a solution to our approximate k-problem (G.5). The arguments are quite
similar to that in [9], we include them below for completeness and self-contained
presentation.

7.4.1 Solution to (.I0) via intermediate f-regularization and the
existence of the fixed point of the map v — v

We will establish the existence of a solution v to (TI0) by two stages. Firstly,
we consider the f-regularized system for any 6 > 0, where the higher-in-space
order term in ([ZI0d) is smoothed via two boundary convolution operators on
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XJ? g i
div vte = div vy — divy 9 + [ J — O F fl‘)zj in
Po ’
(7.59)
curl vf = curlv; — curly vy + ﬁs.jiz’)fsl:ﬂflfDﬁT@ +¢in O
(7.60)

(’UG)? + 2/€p073A3 divp v = 2,‘<&p073A9 divr v — 2A¢ [j_2F*§]p073
— 260g[0 [T F*3]]po s

+ Ag(G® + Kk0;G?) + Go(t)N? onT
(7.61)
/(v")g de = 72/ FH () cdr — 2k [ 8 [F~(22) 4] dw
Q Q J Q J
+ / G + k0,G* dx, (7.62)
Q

where the vector § is defined in (ZI0d) and the function & (¢) on the right-hand
side of (C.61)) is defined by

1 1 XJ? 1 T
Eg(t):—/(divﬁtfdivﬁz_)t)dqu—/ &d:c——/ O F Y5 da
2 Ja 2Ja  po 2 Ja t

+ / Ae[inF*g]poﬁgNg dS + fi/ Ag[at [j72F*§]]p073N3 dS
I I
+ K / divr (A20? — AgD)po s N3 dS + / (G® + kO, G®)N3dS.  (7.63)
N Iy

Then we prove that the existence of a solution to f-regularized problem for a
small Ty > 0 by a fixed-point approach.

Secondly, via #-independent energy estimates on the solution to (T.GIl), we
can obtain that the time internal of existence Ty = T independent of 6, and
that the sequence v? converges in an appropriate space to a solution v of (ZI0),
which also satisfies the same energy estimates. These estimates then allow us
to conclude the existence of a fixed-point v = v.

Step 1: Solutions to (Z61]) via the contraction mapping principle.
For

weTh={we L*0,T; H3(Q)) : 9jw € L*(0,T; H*™*)),1 < s <3}. (7.64)

. 3
with norm ||w|\%% = ||wll 20,1513 () T 251 ||8§w|\%2(07T;H4,5)), we set P(w) =

Ug + f(f 0¢®(w), where ®(w) is defined by the elliptic system which specifies the
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divergence, curl, and normal trace of the vector field 9,®(w):

_2 . .
[XJ ]t _ ath*]_,Dz‘

1757

div 0;®(w) = div vy — divy v +

in Q, (7.65a)
Po

curl 0;®(w) = curl v, — curly vy + ns.jmTSF*lfDﬁr@'j +¢ inQ, (7.65b)
6t<1>(w) -e3 = —2/€p073A3 divr w + 2,‘<&p073A9 divr v — 2Ag [inF*g]pO,z;
— 2609[8, [T 2 F*3]]po 3

+ (G + k0,G?) + e(w)(1) on T, (7.65¢)
/ (0P (w))* dx = 72/ Fflolf(p—g)ﬁk dr — 2K 8,5[}7’715([)—9)7;6] dx
Q Q J Q J
+ / G + k0,G* dx, (7.65d)
Q

The function ¢(w)(t) is defined by

1 1 XJ? 1 e
[e(w)](t) == / (div oy — divy; 0¢) dz + —/ X T): de — = [ O F Y5, da
2 Ja 2Ja  po 2 Ja t

+ / AolT-2F*)pos dS + 5 / Aol T2F ] po.s dS
N T

+K / divr (AZw — Ag®)po 3 dS + / (G® + k0,G?) dS, (7.66)
I I

such that the elliptic system (Z.60)) satisfies all solvability conditions. Thus, the
problem 9;®(w) is perfectly well-posed. Applying Proposition 4 to (C63) and
its first, second, and third time-differentiated versions, we have

08(w) - 8(@)]lvy, < COL 0w = llvy, +CurTolew =g, (7.67

the 6-dependence in the constant C(M, ) coming from repeated use of (G.3)).
The lack of w on the right-hand side of (T.65a) and ((.65D]) implies that both
the divergence and curl of 9;®(w) — 0, ®(®) vanish, and that on I':

[0:®(w) — 9, ®(@)] - €3 = 2kpo 5Af divr (@ — w) + [6(w) — &(@)]N°.
Then it follows from (T.67) that

[®(w) = 2(@)llvs <ToC(M,e)llw — Dy, ,
6 6

therefore the mapping ® : T4, — Y%, is a contraction if Tj is taken sufficiently
small, leading to the existence and uniqueness of a fixed-point v? = ®(v?), which
therefore is a solution of (Z.65) on [0, Tp].

Step 2. 6-independent energy estimates for v’. Having obtained a
unique solution to (Z.60)), we now proceed with #-independent estimates on this
system. We integrate the divergence and curl equations in time, and we now

0
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view the PDE for the normal trace as a parabolic equation for v on I':
v?(0) = ug in Q, (7.68a)
(X7
Po

dive? = divo — div, 0+ in Q, (7.68b)

t

0 = = =r —1s =

curlv” = curlug + curl ¥ — curl; ¥ + m/ ajiv’sF S Dgr g’
0

t
—|—/ (g,jmfsatﬁ—l? + @) in Q, (7.68¢c)
0

(v ) + 2kpg 3A3 dive v? = = 2kpo.30g divr 0 — 2Ag[J 2 F*3]po 3
— 2/$A9[8t[ 2F*3]]p0 3

+ (G® + kO, G®) + Go(t)N? on T, (7.68d)
/Q(ve)gdx: 72/QF 1’6(”;) dz72n/ OF 155(”7) v da
+ / G + k0, G* dx, (7.68¢)
Q

We will establish the existence of a fixed-point in Cr,_ (M), but to do so, we will
first make use of the space (depending on 6):

T4 = {w e L(0,T; H () N L2(0, T;-HY(Q)) : Ojw € L*(0,T; H'~)),
1<5<3,Agw € L20,T; HH(Q)),w(0) = uo},

endowed with norm
3
||W||T4 = [|Aowl|Z 20,7, 1 02))) + Z 105 w1720, 7,114+ () + [SUP lw]|3.5-
s=1

Since ¥ € Cr, (), equations (ZG8L) and (Z68d) show that both dive? and
curlv? are in L2(0,Ty; H3(9)), additionally, from (Z.68d) and (63)), we see that
(v?)3 is in L>°(0,Ty; H>°(I")), and hence according to Proposition B4l v €
L?(0,Tp; H*(Q2)), with a bound that depends on #. We next show that, in fact,
we can control Agv? in Zr independently of 6, on a time interval [0, 7] with
T > 0 independent of 6.

We proceed by acting 92 on each side of (Z.68d)), multiplying this equation
by 7%53(1)9)3, and then integrating over I'. This yields the following identity

St —|33 |2dS+21<;/83A2d1vrv983( 93N3dS

2 dt r P03
3
_ / 65°°3 " ds - / 810 3R P} (032 ds
r £0,3 r Po,3
e N3
- / P3(G® + GHdP (%) — ds, (7.69)
T £0,3

where

6= —2&[53p0 3A2 divy v+ 352p0 30A% divp v + 35/)07352A§ divp ve], (7.70)
0 =2k divp v — 2J 2F*3 — 260,[J 2 F*3). (7.71)
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Since & contains lower-order terms, we see that for any ¢ € [0, Ty]

_ N3 _
_ / 65" )P 2 ds < ClF )2, (7.72)
r £0,3

We then write
o [pO.,BAeQ] = poygégAgﬂ + 53,0073/\953 + 352/)0735/\99 + 3(§p073(§2AQQ (7.73)

and notice that since the last three terms on the right-hand side are lower-order,
we easily obtain the estimate

_ _ _ _ _ _ N3
| / (00,3009 + 30%p0 30M9Q+30po 30° A Q) 0° (v")BE ds|
T >
<10%(?)3)0|0*D3o. (7.74)

Next, we estimate the highest-order term [ 030003 (v?)3 N3 dS. By the stan-
dard properties of the boundary convolution operator Ay, we have that

/ PPN (V)P N3dS = / P*Q0°Ng(v?)3 N3 dS
I I

— ok / 53 (T 20, (F*3)) 5% Mg (o) N dS — 2x / T30, (T2 F*3) Ay (o) N S
N I

J1 J2
+2n/53(divF 7)3Ag(v?)3 N3 de2/53(j_2F*§)53A9(v9)3N3 ds
I Iy

Js3 Ja
(7.75)

In order to estimate the integral J;, we recall the formula for O F *g given in

([T11), and write
Ji1=— 2%/ 53(j_2[1771 X M2+ Mn1X @72]3)53A9(U9)3N3 ds
T

= —2%/ 5317,1 X (ﬁ72j72 — ﬁ,Q(O))BégAg(Ue)BNB dsS
T

Jla

—2&/536}153A9(1}9)3N3 dS—Qﬁ/536,2253A9(v9)3N3 ds
r r

J1b

7211/((7771[?_2 —7.1(0)) x D352)30*Ag(v?)> N3 dS + Ry (7.76)
I

Jic

where R; is a lower-order integral over I' that contains all of the remaining
terms from the action of 9%, so that there are at most three space derivatives
on v on I'. By the trace theorem and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have
|R1| < C|(v?)3)3]|9]ls. Next, we see that Jip +J3 = 0. Then we can use the
fundamental theorem of calculus,

72T 2(t) — 7.2(0) = / (272 . 12T () — 71(0) = / O T2),
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to estimate the integrals J;, and J1., and obtain that
|31 + 33| < Ctl|Ag(v7)[la|5]l 4 + C1(0°)? 3]0l
For J2, we write the integral Jjs as
Jo =4k / F*3 T2 divy; 0%00°Ag(v?)> N3 dS + R
r

with Ry scales like [ 9*D70%Ag(v?)3 N3 dS. Then it follows that

|Ra| < |Dll2.51A0(v%)?[5.5 < Clllall Apv” |4
by the trace theorem. Since 7j(t) = = + f(f U, we see that for some ¢ > 0,

|Ra| < No+ 6] Agv® |3 + Cl|o)|7 20,7, 1140y -
For the remaining term in Jo, we have

|4k /F F*3J72 divy; *59°Ag(v?)3 N3 dS|
< C|| div olls[|Agv? |4 + CE Ag(0*)? lalloll 20,7512y (7.77)

Finally, the integral J4 can be estimated in the same way as Ry above, so we
obtain

_ _ N3
| / 5 (p0.30e )3 (") X as|
N

Po 3
<No + 6860”13 + Ct1811 72 0,710y + CtIA0 () [lallll L2 0,723 )
+C|(0°)?[3]15]l4 + C| div o3[ Agv” | a- (7.78)

Recall the vacuum condition (L3]), the last term on the right-hand side of (Z.69)
can be estimated by

/ TGP + kGHF ()P N3 dS < C|G + kDuC|T* )0
r
< CP(|[t]la, o Dol14)18° (v)?]o
We now return to estimate the second term on the left-hand side of (.69,

which will give us a sign-definite energy term plus a small perturbation. We
first see that by the properties of the boundary convolution Ay,

/ PIAZ( +07%))0P ()P NP dS = / P Ao +07%) 0P Agv” - N dS (7.79)
I I

Then by applying the divergence theorem to the integral on the right-hand side,
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we have that
/ P A7) + 07 A’ - N dS
83A9(U 1 + 7 2)8 Agv® 3d$—|—/ PPN (v? 13 + 7 23)83A9v dx
/ 0% Mg (07 )% da + / Ayd? d1vv983A9v da

53N (1*) 55 Ao (o), dar — / 5 Ao ()50 g (?)? da,
Q

- /Q |93 Mg (Dv?)3|? da + /Q Agd® div v 5> Agv? ,33 dx

+ / Agd?[(curlv? - 62)]53/\9(’06)?1 dx — / Agd?[(curlv? - 61)]53A9(UG)?2 dz,
Q Q

Thanks to (Z.68H]), we have that, for all ¢ € [0, Ty],
| div o?|[5 < |03 + ClIoll3 + Ctllol 207,14y + CIX I, (7.80)

where we have used the higher-order Hardy inequality.
On the other hand, with (.G8d), we see that for all ¢ € [0, Tp]

| curl v’ |5 <Ctl|v]|s + Cl[v]ls + Clluolla + CVHIDF 720 7,15 52))
+ C\/Z||17||%2(o,t;ﬂ4(n))a (7.81)
<Ct|v]|s + Cxlluolls + CVEB 20,654 2)) (7.82)

where we have used (T20) and the identity (ZI8), relating § to v. Note that
([TI8) provides us with a bound which is 6-independent, but which indeed de-
pends on k.

The action of the boundary convolution operator Ag does not affect these
estimates; thus using Proposition [.2] we obtain

T

/O || div Ago®||3 dt < No + TP(||0]|%,.) + n(l|o)|%,), (7.83)
T

/O | curl Ag? (|3 dt < No + TP(||9]|%,)- (7.84)

We combine these estimates and recall vacuum condition (L3]), then for any
te€0,7],

PR+ [ 1°PAI3

t
< No + CH "3 + Ctlo|%, + Ct / 180 (") 2
0

t C t
+ OV [+ [0 + a2
0 \/E 0

+TP([9]1Z,) + ulollZ, + Cll div |3,
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By taking ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, and using (Z83) and (Z.84]), we obtain

t
0 0
D2+ / 180012

< N+ (V) s [+ Clo+ VDI, +Ct [ 103
te[0,T]

+TP([ol%,) + ulollZ, + Cll div o5,

Thus, we have

T
sup [0+ [ 100’3 < No + OVEP(Io'%)
0

t€[0,T]

+CVTP(|0]%,) + ulol%, +C diVvll(?vT- :
7.85

And then by using the expression (Z.68d), we can straightforward have the
following estimate

T
[ 168085 < Mo e [ 1B g+ oV TR(RIR,)
0

< No+ CVTP([o°|[55) + CVTP(|ol|%,) + P(|| crlo]f5,.)
+ C||div o3, (7.86)

With the same argument we used for the estimations for the divergence and
curl of v?, we can also estimate the divergence and curl of vf , and then with
the normal trace estimate (ZZ86]), we obtain the following estimate for v?:

T
/0 I(w))II5 dt < No+ CVTP (|’ ||34) + CVTP(|[2]1,) + plv]1%,
+ O div |2, (7.87)

Similarly, we can consider the time-differentiated version of (Z.60) and using

([T86) and (Z87) to show that

T
/O 1(wf)II3 dt < No + CVTP([0°|[54) + CVTP(ol|Z,) + ull2]1Z,
+C||divolly,, (7.88)

and consider the second time-differentiated version of (7.60) and using (7.80), (.87
and ([Z88) to show that

T
| IR < Mo+ OVTP( Iy + CYTP(o1E,) + ulol,
+C| dival2,, (7.89)
Then combining (Z.86]), (Z.87) to (Z.89), we have
17125 < No+ OVTP(o|124) + CVTP(lol13,) + Cullol2,
+C| divﬁ||§,T7 (7.90)
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where the polynomial function P on the right-hand side is independent of 6.
From (7.90), we can infer there exists T > 0 independent of 6 such that
v? € T4 and satisfies the estimate:

1014, dt < 2No + CVTP(|[0]%,) + Cullol|Z, + C|ldivel3,, (7.91)

Step 3: The limit as # — 0 and the fixed-point of the map o — v
1
We set § = —, and from (Z.91]), there exists a subsequence and a vector field
n
v e Y3 Ve L0,T; H4(Q)) N L>(0,T; H?) such that

v? = v in T3, (7.92)
v > vin TQT, (7.93)
Agv? =V in L%(0,T; H*(2)), (7.94)

where the space T3. is defined in (Z.64) and
weTs ={we L*0,T; H*(Q)) : Ofw € L*(0,T; H* %)),1 < s < 2}.

Next, we notice that for any ¢ € C(Q), we have for each i = 1,2,3 and
t €[0,T], T still depending on & > 0, that

lim [ Ag(v?) - pde = lim | (%) Appdax = / vigde,
6—0 9] 6—0 QO 9]
where we used the fact that Ag¢ — ¢ in L?(Q). This shows us that v = V, and
that

lol%, < 2No + CVTP(|[5]1%,) + CullollZ, + Cll dival,.
The estimates for those terms with weight pg in the definition of the Zp-norm fol-
low immediately from multiplication by pg of the equations (ZI0D) and (ZI0d).

Because pp = 0 on I' and using the unweighted estimates already obtained, there
is no need to consider the parabolic equation (ZI0d)). Then we can get that

oIl < No+ CVTP([ol|Z,) + Cullvl%, + C|l divals,. (7.95)

Moreover, the convergence in (T.92]) and the definition of the sequence of prob-
lems (7.68) easily show us that v is a solution of the problem (7I0). Further-
more, we can obtain the same type of energy estimates for the system (ZI0) as
we did in Step 2 above. This shows the uniqueness of the solution v of (TI0),
and hence allows us to define © : v € Zr — v € Zr.

Next, we begin our iteration scheme. We choose any v(!) € Cr (M) and
define for n € N,

p D — @(v(”)), U(")|t:0 = wp.

For each n € N, we set (™ (z,t) = z + fot o™ (2, ) dt', F™) = Dp™ J) =
detDn(™) | F*(n) = J(")F(”)il, X () is the solution to (Z8) with v F*() jm)
and F(W !, Similarly, we define §™ via (ZI8) with v(™ replacing o and define

¢ via ([ZI9).
According to (.93)),

" V%, < No + CVTP([v™|%,) + Cullo™ %, + Cll dive™|f5,. (7.96)
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From (Z.I0D),

Jn=12x (n—1)

)

div 'U(n) =div ’U(n_l) - divn(nfl) ’U(n_l) +
Po

then

) N ) . ) o J(n—1)2X(n—1)
Idivo™ |13, < | dive™ Y — divyen 0" V[3, + ||—0||§VT

< No+VTP(Jo"V(|Z,) + Culle™ |, (7.97)

where we used the higher-order Hardy inequality and Proposition for the
second inequality. Thus, we obtain the inequality

" V)%, < No +VTP(Jo"™1Z,) + VT P(Jv"VZ,)
+VTP(|o"2)5,) + Culv™ |,

1
This shows that choosing Cu < 3 and taking T > 0 sufficiently small and

M > Ny sufficiently large, the convex set Cr(M) is stable under the map ©.
Furthermore, we can also show that

||v(n+1),v(n)H2ZT < NOJF\/TP(HU(n),U(nfl)H2ZT)+\/TP(HU(n—1),U(n—2)HQZT)
n— n— Lo n—
+VTP(Jo" 2 =05 ) + S (o™ =0V, (7.98)
by a similar argument as we did above. Thus, when x < kg, the map © has a
unique fixed-point v = O(v) for T = T}, sufficiently small. Recall the choice of
wand ko (see (TB4)), ko actually only depends on ||po]|4 and the domain €.

7.4.2 The fixed-point of the map © is a solution of the s-problem

In this subsection, we will verify that the fixed-point is actually a solution to
k-problem. Our description is in the Lagrangian coordinates, which is slightly
different from [9].

In a straightforward manner, we deduce from (I0) the following relations
for our fixed-point v = ©(v):

(X ]

divy vy = =28 — Pyl in Q, (7.99a)
Po ’
curlvy = —ke v, F~ D §' + € in Q, (7.99b)
v} = —2J72F*3pg 5 — 260, [J 2 F*3)po.s
+ G + k0;G? + c(t)N? on T, (7.99¢)
/ vy de = —2/ F_ﬂ;(@)JC dx — 2&/ at[F—l’;(@),k] dx

Q Q J Q J

+ / G + kO, G* dx, (7.99d)
Q

(21, 22) = ve(21, T2, T3, 1) is 1-periodic, (7.99)
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1

where X is a solution of (€II), G = D,®, ®(x,t) = [5s ﬂp(n(x,t) —y,t)dy,
Y

f(x,t) = p(n(x,t),t) = poJ (z,t) and the function c(¢) is defined by

1. . 1 [ [XJ), 1 i
t) == d —d d — | ——dex— < | OF 0% d
c(t) 2/9( ivo, — divy, ve) £E—|—2/Q o x 2/Q W0 da
+ / J2F*3p03N%dS + k / O[T 2F*3)posN®dS
r r
+/(G3 + kO, G3)N3 dS
r

1 1 X 1 i .
—/(divvt —div, v¢) dz + —/ Rl de — = 8,5F71§179dz
2 Jo 2Ja po 2 Ja 7

+/FD77(2ffcI>)~NdS+n/Fat[Dn(2ff<I>)]~NdS,

where dS = dzidxs. By using ([[99a)) and the divergence theorem, we can
obtain the identity (since the volume of € is equal to 1)

c(t) = % /F[vt + Dy (2f — ®) + k[D,(2f — ®)]4] - N dS. (7.100)

The fixed-point of the map © also satisfies the equation

V¢ + S + Hgt = 0, (7101&)
3(0) = 2Dpy — De. (7.101b)

Now if we can prove that
c(t)=0 and §=D,(2f - ®), (7.102)

then from (.99d) and (ZIOI), we can say that the fixed-point is a solution to
the k-problem (Z.6]). We prove this claim by three steps.

Step 1. We apply curl, on (ZI0Ia) and compare it to (Z.99D). This implies
that

ns.jistFflfDnTSi + curl, § + k[curl, §] = —¢€. (7.103)

Then we have
curly, § + kleurly, §ly = —Dyptp — K[Dyt)];. (7.104)

According to (Z.I01D), we have curl, F(x, 0) = 0. Furthermore, by our definition
(ZT18), we have (Dy)(z,0) =0 in Q, then with (ZI04)), we can conclude that
for ¢t € [0,T],

[curl, § + Dy¢)(z,t) =0,

and therefore we can consider the following elliptic problem

Apptp = —divy(curl, §) =0 in Q,
Yv=0 on T,

(21, 22) ¥ (a1, T2,23,t) is 1-periodic,

which shows that ¢ = 0 and hence € = 0.

43



Therefore, curl, § = 0 in  and there exists a scalar function Y defined in 2
such that
§=D,Y. (7.105)

It remains to establish that D,Y = D, (2f — ®).
Step 2. We take the scalar product of (LI0Ial) with e3 to get that
v} +D,Y ez +K[D,Y]; - e3 =0, (7.106)
then by comparison with (7.99d), we can get the following identity on I*:

[Dy(Y = 2f +®) + KD, (Y — 2f + ®)],] - e3

= ! /[Dn(Y —2f 4+ ®) + k[D, (Y — 2f + ®)];] - NdSN?, (7.107)

—c(t)N3

2
where we used the expression (T.I00) for ¢(¢). Denoting
g=2f-®-Y. (7.108)
Since N = (0,0, N®) on T, then (ZI07) implies:
Dyq - N + £[Dyq - Ny = c(t).

By integration with respect to ¢, and taking into account that (D, (2f—®))(z,0) =
(DyY)(z,0), we have

t
Dyq-N = / C(S)e% ds,
0 K

which is indeed a function depending only on time. We denote it by k().
Integrating this relation over I', we finally obtain that on '

1
Dyq- N =k(t) = 5 / D,q- N dS. (7.109)
I

Step 3. We now apply div, to (ZI0Ia), and compare the resulting equation
with (GI1)). Using (Z.99a) and the fact that X (0) = po div ug, we have

X = poJ " tdiv,v. (7.110)
This leads us to
divy[Dyq + K[Dpqle] =0 in Q. (7.111)
This is equivalent to
A + 5[ Dgyals — O F Y0, Dyq = 0, in [0,T] x . (7.112)

Since 2Dpy — D¢y = DY (0), we have that
(Appg)(x,0) =0 in Q. (7.113)
Also, from (.109), we have the perturbed Neumann boundary condition

D,sqN3 = k(t), onT. (7.114)

44



By (Z.99d) and (ZI0T), we obtain that for a = 1,2,

Dyoqdx + H/ [Dpeqle dx =0,

Q Q

which together with the initial condition [, (Dya)q(x,0)da = 0 implies that
/ Dypag(z,t)dx = 0. (7.115)
Q

Therefore, by setting f= A,png, we have the system for all ¢ € [0,T]:

Appg=f inQ (7.116a)

/ Dyegqdz =0, (7.116b)
Q

D,sqN® = k(t) onT, (7.116¢)

D,q is l-periodic in the directions e; and es. (7.116d)

We now act D,s on (ZII6al), then multiply the equation by JD,sq and integrate
by parts in Q. With the condition (Z.II6d) and the Piola indentity, we have

—/QJ|Dnsan|2d:c+/FDniDnsqF*kaDnsqu

= fJDnsDnsquJr/fF*kaDnsqdz.
Q T

1
We denote ( as a smooth function in 2 such that ¢ = N3 on I'. Then with

([CII6d), we have that
- / J| D,y Dyygl? dz + k;(t)/ D, DysqF* s N*¢ dS
Q r
= —/ fJDnsDnsqd:z:—i—k:(t)/ fFENFCAS. (7.117)
Q r
By the divergence theorem, the boundary integral of (ZII7) can be written as
/FDUiDﬁsqF*?NkC dS = /Q JA”]”]DUSqC d:z: —|— /Q D,,]iDns JDniCdm,
/ FFENkCdS = / JD,s f¢dx + / fID,sC dx.
r Q Q
Thus, we can obtain that
/ J|DyDysq|* dz = / fJID,sD,pqdx
Q Q
+ k(t) / Dy Dy JDyyiC da — k(t) / FID,s¢ da,
Q Q

which provides us with the estimate

| Dys Dyal2 < CIFIE + CRA(2). (7.118)
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From ([C.I09), by the divergence theorem,
1 .
k(1) = —/[D,]iq]idac: _/ FI D,y (Dyq) de,
2 Ja ’ 2 Ja

and since |F/ — 67| < Ct, we have
k()] < CllAngallo + Ct|[Dy Dygllo- (7.119)

Combining with (ZIIS), we can get

1Dy Dyalls < CIFIIG + Ot Dy Dyl (7.120)
Now we write (T.IIGal) as
Dy Dyq+ D,2Dypg =g, (7.121)

where g = —Dys D,sq + f.
It follows from (ZI2T) that

/J(Dnan1q+Dn2Dnzq)2 d:z::/J|g|2dx.
Q Q

Integrating by parts on the left-hand side of this equation, together with the
Piola identity, we have

/J|DnaDn5q|2dx+2/Dn1Dn1anzqF*§deS
Q T
—2/Dn1DnqunzqF*’kadS:/J|g|2d:z:. (7.122)
T Q

For i = 1,2,3, we smoothly extend N? into 2. Recall the definition of ¢, with
integration by parts with respect to x3, we have

/F Dy D,igD,2qF*SN* dS = /Q Dy193D,1qD,2qF*5N*¢ da

+ / 03 F~1,0,D, qD,pqF*EN*¢ da + / D, Dyy1q3(D,2gF*5N*¢) de,
Q Q
(7.123)

then by integration by parts for the first term on the right-hand side of (TI123),
we can get that

/F Dy DyigD,2qF*SN* dS = — /Q 03D, qJ Dy (DypgF =5 N*¢) dac
+ / agpnquanF—l’;ngF*iNs dx + / agF—ljaiDnqunzqF*’;ngd:c
T Q

+ / Dy Dyy1qd3(D,p g F*S N*¢) de. (7.124)
Q
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Similarly, we also can get that
/F D, Dy2gD,2gF* ¥ N* dS = — /Q 03D, q.J Dy (Dy2gF "y N*¢) dae
+ /F 03D, Dy qF I NFCF*SN*® dar + /Q 03 F =150, Dy qD,p g F* X N*¢ do
- /Q Dy D,y2qd3(D,p g F*Y N*¢) d.  (7.125)
Combining (T122), (T124) and (ZI20), we have
/Q J|Dye D, 5q)? do = /Q J|g|? dx + 2/Q 93D,1qJ D, (DUZqF*“;NkQ dx
fQLDnanlqag(DnzqF*gNkC) dz—2/F83Dn1an2qF’1§Nk(F*fN5 dx
+2 /Q D,y Dyy2q03(Dy2gF*¥ N*¢) da — 2 [ 05D Dy (D2qF 'y N*¢) da
+2/F§3Dn1anzqF’1]ka§F*§Ns de,

Then with the estimate (ZI20), the relations |[F? —67| < Ct and |F*% Ny |p1.00 <
Ct, we have

/Q | Dye Dysal® dz < C||fI[§ + Ct| Dy Dol + Ctl| Dy Dyallol Dyallo-  (7.126)
Combining this estimate with (ZI20), we obtain that
/Q |D77D77Q|2 dx < C”f”% + CtHDnanHg + Ct|| Dy Dygllol Dngllo-  (7-127)

Now, we notice that the conditions (Z116d), (C.116d)) and (T.I15) yield Poincaré’s
inequalities for Dyeq and D,3q, so we can get

IDypallo < Cl10sDygllo + [k(1)] < ClIDys Dygllo + ClAgallo + CEID,Dygllo
|Dyedllo < CIDDyedllo < CDyDyegllo + CHIDyDygllo, o =12,

where we also used the estimate (ZZIT9). Then by taking T' > 0 small enough,
we finally have that
1Dy Dyalls < CllAmal3, (7.128)

where T, C' depends on M.
Therefore, by using the Gronwall inequality, the ODE (TI12) with initial
condition (T.II3) implies that on [0,T] x €2,

Ayyq = 0. (7.129)
From ([.129) and (ZI28]), we infer that
D,g=0 in[0,T] x Q,

which proves that DY = D,(2f — ®), and therefore § = D,(2f — ®) and
¢(t) = 0. This finally establishes that v is a solution of the x-problem (G.3]) on
a time interval [0, T,;] and concludes the proof of Theorem [T1]
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8 k-independent estimates for k-problem and
solutions to the compressible Euler—Poisson
equations

In this section, we obtain k-independent estimates for the smooth solutions to
k-problem (G.5]). This allows us to consider the limit of this sequence of solutions
as K — 0. We prove that this limit exists, and it is the unique solution of (Z.3).
This kind a prior estimate was developed by Coutand and Shkoller in [7, [9] for
the compressible Euler equations. Due to the presence of the potential force, we
need to get a estimate for the potential force G at first. The analysis difficulty
arising from getting this estimate is that the possible increasing singularity of
the convolution kernel, we use Taylor’s formula and the Sobolev C'“ estimates
to overcome this difficulty. These calculations and estimates will be explained
explicitly in Section B3] then mainly follow the arguments in [9, Section 9] to
carry out a prior estimates.

8.1 The higher-order energy function
The higher-order energy function on [0, 7T};] is defined as follows:

4

E(t;0) =Y 107 n(t, )i, + 1p007°0*~* Dn(t, ) 1§ + llv/pod:*0**u(t, )llg
s=0

t 3
+ [ IVRmoR Dulr, ) dr) + Y i IR
0 s=0

+ leurl, v(®)[3 + 008" curl, v,
(8.1)

The function E(t) is appropriate for our x-independent estimates for ([B5). We
also denote P as a generic polynomial function of its arguments whose meaning
may change from line to line. Let

My = P(E(0;v)). (8.2)

8.2 Assumptions on a prior bounds on [0, 7}]

For the remainder of this section, similar to [9, Section 9.2], we assume that
we have solutions 7,, € X7, on a time interval [0,7,], and that for all such
solutions, the time T, > 0 is taken sufficiently small such that for ¢ € [0, 7]
and ¢ € R3,

7 9 7 1§ 1l
S <Jt) <z, KPS PPFTHFTL &G,
8 8 8
11k a1k o es 1
det V g(n(t)) S 2det V 9(770) = 27 HJ 1F 17‘F 15 - 6k6kHL°° S Z (83)
and . 9
glz —yl < Infz,t) —n(y, )] < gle —yl. (8.4)
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We further assume that our solutions satisfy the bounds

In(t)|| a5y < 2lel3s + 1,
||3fv(t)|\§{s—a/2(g) < 2H3§U(0)||§13—a/2(9) +1 for a=0,1,...,6,

||P08t2a77(t)||§14-5—a/2(9) < 2”9082177(0”@[4-5%/2(9) +1 for a=0,1,...,7,

VRO 0(0) 3oy < 2IVEZ0(0)3a-0iqy +1 for a=0,1,2,3.
(8.5)

The right-hand sides in the inequalities ([83]) will be denoted by a generic con-
stant C' in the estimates below. We will show that this can be achieved in a
time interval independent of k. We continue to assume that pg is smooth coming
from our approximation (G.4]).

8.3 The estimates for G

As we mentioned in the introduction, our main obstacle is how to overcome the
increased singularity of the kernel when we estimate the derivatives of G. In
this subsection, we will show that we can get a good estimate of G with the
help of the Sobolev embedding inequality (C* estimate) and Taylor’s formula,
which will be used to reduce the increased singularity.

Proposition 8.1. For all t € (0,T), where we take T € (0,T}),

4

t
Z[II\//TO54‘“33“G(t)II§+/ Kl[V/pod* 7 MGl di'] < Mo+CP( s[up]E(t))-
a=0 0 tel0,T

(8.6)

Proof. Step 1. Estimates for ||\/po0*G||% + fot K[|\ /po0*0,G (', )13 dt'.
From (2.10), we have

- i74c _7_a;—47a ,11? p p
e f;) G/Q(az 0 0 oo (e, 0)

4
=3 gl (8.7)
a=0

In fact, by using integration by parts, it is easy to check that

. _ _ 1 k
oG :/ 8y —0)———— O (poF ) dz
o\ Oy i p )

= 1 _1k
AT e
(e _5y— 1 —1ky g
= 0 2 e
1 _

e z |77
—/ . 9.0upF Ny,

then we can get (B1) inductively. B B
We also denote that R'(n) = (n(z,t)—n(z,t))-(On(z,t) —0n(z,t)), and R(n,v) =
(n(z,t) —n(z,t)) - (v(x,t) — v(z,t)) for notational convenience.
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When a = 0, by the divergence theorem, we have

i ; .
9o = /Qak|77(1',t) *U(th)|a (poF 1 )( t)dz

o [ @) —nG0) -G t) sy ik
70/{2 [n(z,t) —n(z,t)]3 0 (poF~ ;) dz.

Recall that [84]), and by Taylor’s formula

n(x,t) —n(z,t) = (x — 2) - /0 Dn(z + s(x — z)) ds, (8.8)

we can obtain that

(n(z,t) =n(z,t) - On(z,t) 5y 1k

1 = 1k
< C|Dnll~) / L 54 (po 1Y)
Q |9U Z|

By (&2), and ||—HL00(Q) C||poll4, which is followed by the higher-order

Hardy 11rlequadlty7 We have

4
O (poF~15) =Y 8 pad P F Y
b=0
=Cpo[(0Dn)* + 3> DndDn + (9*°Dn)? + 0°Dn(dDn)* + 0 Dn] + L.o.t,
(8.9)

where C' depends on ||[F~!|| s (q) which is close to 1 by ®3), and ||po||s. Thus,

1 = _1k
llg0ll5 SC(IDnle(m)IIWllil<gz>l\34(poF YOIB

<CP(|Dnll =), | D*nll L (2)) (000" Dnll§ + [[0° Dpl[§ + 92 Drpl| 1)

<CP( sup E(t)).
t€[0,T]

On the other hand, we have

81596 = 8t8km84(poF*1f)(z,t) dZ
+C’/ O e t)|5 (o0 F 1) (2,t) dz
v(, t) (Z,t)) COkn(2,t) 54 _1k
70/9 In(z,t) —n(z,t)]3 T (poF ™) d=
(77(%75) — U(Zat)) . ak’U(Z, ) 4 -1
B S ey sy R D
(n(z,t) —n(z,1)) - On(z, ) R(N,v) 54 -
+C/ )70 ol dz



and then by using Taylor’s formula similarly and ([84]), we can obtain that

1 5 _1k
19eg0ll5 < CP(ID] 1= 0, ||DU||L°°(Q>)||Wll%l(g)[||34(poF Lol
+ 184 (pod: 1) 3]
With (83]) and
4

0 (pod 1) =3 8 pod* 0, F Y

b=0

=Cpo[((dDn)* + 32Dn(dDn)?* + (3 Dn)? + 9*DndDn + 0*Dn) D
+ (0°Dn + 0*DndDn + (0Dn)*)0Dv
+ (82Dn + (0Dn)*)0*Dv + 3> DvdDn + 9*Dv] + Lo t,

we have

t
/0 IVRdhgol2dt’ < CP(IDn] (e, | Dnll =2y, 1Dl o)
t
<[ / (11908 D2 + /5,0 Do2

t
+/0 ||p082DU||2L3(Q)||62D77||2L6(Q) + ||aDU||2L6(Q)||p063D77||2L3(Q))dt/]

< Mo+ CP( sup E(t)),
t€[0,T]
where we used (BF)) and the Sobolev embedding inequality to get that || pod*Dvl|3(q) <
lp0@Dolly < Mo and [|02Drl| ooy < [In]la-
When a = 1, using the divergence theorem again, we have

;73 1% z z
1= [ 00— 0 e P (P )2

M
o AR e
~C Jo ) e F N0

e e TSI

Since we have that
53(/)0F_1f) = Cpo(0°Dn + 9*DndDn + (0Dn)?) + Lo.t. (8.10)

Then, similarly, with (84),([88), and B3], we can get

911 < CP(Dal1ow. | D*0laoe) [ |00 ) 0] d
and
1 _
vl < CPUIDl~(o: 107 =00 o W o Dl

<CP( sup E(t)).
te[0,T]
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Next, we have that

. _ _ 1
097 =C 010k (0y — 0y) ———————
91 =C | 000 = ) L ]

+C | 0k(0, —0.)
Q

[0%(poF~1)](2, 1) d=

m[@a (pod 1)) (2, 1) d=
:C/S 0¢0k [R (77)] [53 (pOFilf)](zg t) d=

2 |77(96 t) —n(z )P

03[R (1)) R, v
O ) Tt -z 0 PoF N 1) dz

+C/ O[R' (n (n(ac,tl)5 n(z,tl)t) hn(z, )] (o

o F (2, t) dz

n(z,t) —n(z,1)°
B1
(B () (n(z,t) —n(2,t)) - On(z, DR, 0) a5 o gk
s (. t) — (=, O AR
= = 1
+C o ak(az —8z)m[8 (poat )](Z t)d

We first estimate B;. By a straightforward computation, we have

Z(w,,1) _ OB ), t) —n(z,1)) - Oz, t)

(77(%75) — U(Zat)) i (av .T,lf) — 5U(Zat))(77($at) — U(Zat)) | akn(zat)
) 5

n(z,t) = n(z,1)]
+ (v(x,t) —v(z,1)) - (On(x,t) — In(z, 1))z, t) — n(z,1) - On(z,t)
In(z,t) —n(z, 1))
L B, t) —v(z 1) - Okl t) + (0, 1) = n(z,1)) - Ov(z t)]
n(z,t) —n(z,1)° ’

then by Taylor’s formula, the Sobolev embedding theorem
|0v(z,t) — Ov(z,t)| < C’Hv||3|z—z|1/2, (8.11)

and (84), we can obtain that

|Z(x, 2,1)] < Cr——5(IDnl|D*n(& (@, 2))||Dv(E(x, 2))| + | Dv|| D*n((x, 2))])

1
+Cw|DU|HUH3-

|z —

1
|z — 2|
Thus, we have

B :/ Z(z, %, )0 (po P~ (,1) d=
Q
1 53 —1k
<C(I1DnllL= ey lvl3) Z|g[5 (poF'™9)|(2,1)| dz.

Q |z —

Combining with (8I0), and using Young’s inequality for convolution, we can
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obtain that,

1 = 1k
wl\%qmllag(mF OB

1 = 1k
+ CP(|| Dnll =0y, |1D*nl| L= (), ||DU||L<>0(Q))HWH%I(Q)HaB(POF Dlg

<My + CP( sup E(t)). (8.12)
t€[0,T]

1B113 <CP(IDnll o0y, lvll)]]

As we show in the case a = 0, the L2-norm of other terms can also be bounded
by Mo + CP(sup¢epo, 71 £(t)), thus

¢
/ |kOeg1]lg dt’ < Mo+ CP( sup E(t)).
0 t€[0,T]

When a = 2, we have

i 52 1 52 -1k 5 .
5= | @ a)—m(x POkl F 1) d

)
/ In(z,t) (z ;7>)|3 [aQak(/)oF_lf)](z,t) dz

t
R’Q(n)
o In(@,t) = n(z, )P

+C 020k (poF 1)) (2, 1) d,

and

i 3 82 1
I A e T En]
5 52 1 52 —1k
0 =0 o N0

:0/ 00 — OIR) 1505 (30 =159 (2,1)
Q

In(x,t) —n(zt)]3

/ |77 xatt}in Z t)|5[525k(P0F_1f)](z,t) dz
3 (9 — 92)R'(n)
o In(x,t) — 77(2 t)|3

(0z — 0.)R' (n)R(1,v) =5 k
+C/ n(z,t) —n(z, )5 [0%0k(poF~"))(2,t) dz

R2(R(,v) 5 i
+C/Q [n(z,t) —n(Z,t)|7[a I(po ™ )|(2,t) dz

= = 1 = k
+C/8 -0, —882<9ka*11- z,t)dz.
With &), (8X), and 520y (po F~1¥) scales like po D4+ D3n+1.0.t, 8,020, (po F~1F)
scales like pgD*v+ D3v +1l.o.t, and by a similar argument as we d1d for the case

a =1, we have

[0%0(po F~11)) (2, 1) d=

[0k (po =11 (2, 1) d=

lgallg < CP( sup E(t)),
t€[0,T]
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and

1069215 < Mo + CP( sup E(t)).
te[0,T]

When a = 3, we have
. .1
g3 = /(az 0.) |77(SC PprTET
/ [n(z,t) (z (g|)3 [aak(poF_lf)](z,t) dz

B,

c/ (9: = 0:)(R™(n ))[aak(poF‘lf)](zat)dz

In(,t) *77(2 t)°

/3

00 (po F )] (2, 1) d=

First, we estimate Bs. Since

(02 — 0:)*R/(n) = C(On(x,t) — In(,1)) - (n(x,t) — 0%n(=,1))

+Cn(a,t) —n(z,1) - (Pn(z,t) — Fn(z,1)),
then with (83), (88) and (84, || Bz||2 can be bounded by
1+ 33n(z,t) — 03n(z,t)
PADAx oy, [ D%l e [ D=0
Q |z — 2|
1
< HW||2Ll(|\D377H?||D377||?)- (8.13)

The L? norm of other terms can be estimated by

1
CP(||Dnl (o), ||D277||L°°(Q)>HW||2L1(Q)(Hp0D377H(2J)7

then we have

llgslls < Mo+ CP( sup E(t)).
te[0,T]

With the same methodology we showed above, and

51&93 C/ maaﬁk(PoF )(2 t)dz
+c/at G —@)n(z (t)fga Oh(poF 1) (2,1) d

vof a‘fm (eot) = o O e OkooF ) et

+c/ 8, R/B ”) 8,0 (poF~ ) (2, ) dz,

we can bounded | xd:gs||3 by ]\Zfo + CP(supeo,7) E(t)).
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When a = 4, we have

_ (0, — .)°R'(n) .
- o n(z,t) *n(z,t)|3a (o P (z ) d2
B3

(0, — 8,)2(R™(n)) o
+C/§z In(x,t) —n(z, 1)) Ok(poF~ ") (2,t) dz

Oy — 0, R'3
c . I(n:ct) )(77<z(t>?36(°F $)et) ds

RI4
+C/ e ztlga(poF (2, t) dz.

First, we estimate Bg:

3
By=3_ / (02 = 0:)°n(x,t) = n(z,0)] - (0 — 0:)**[In(a, t) — In(2,1)]
b=0"9
« 1
|77('Tat) - U(Zat)|3

For b = 0,1, 3, the integral could be estimated by using a similar argument we

used for By (see (813)). When b = 2, with ([8.4) and the Sobolev embedding
inequality |9%n(x,t) — 9%n(z,t)| < C||nllalx — 2|*/?, we have

| [5277(1'a t) - 5277(27 t)] i (5277(1'a t) - 5277(Zat
|77($ t) —n(z,t)?

<cP(nll [ —— = Ou(poF 1)z 1) daf?

O(poF~17) (2, 1) dz.

) 0y (o015 (2. 1) 2P

P(|\77|\4)|||36|—5/2|\L1(9)||D277||(2)-

Thus, ||Bs||3 < Mo + CP(sup;epo 1) E(t)).
The other terms can be estimated by applying the same methodology we showed
above, and finally we have

lgally < Mo+ CP( sup E(t)),

te[0,T]
For 0:g4, we have
1
Big: _/a Y u(poF M)z, 0) dz
i = ) o o e e L G L)
1
O — 5 S W, F~ z,t)dz
v [ @0 T O )

and similarly, we can bounded [|0;g4||2 by My + CP(sup,epo, 1 E(t)).
Finally, we have get that

t
IVR&'GIE + | wlVmd‘aG de < it + CP( sup E(t)
0

te[0,T)
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Step 2. Estimates for ||,/po0; G5 + fOtKH\/p_Oa?G(t/, I dt’.
By the formula ([2.I0), we have

/Ii|\/p_oa?Gi|2d$
. o+ Bu(poF 1 >]<,t>dz2$
=0 [ wivi [ o e P

dz|* dx,

4 71]_€ P 9—p 1
SCPZO/Q |\/p_0/Q at [ak(pOF z)]( 5t)at |7’](.’L‘,f) —U(Z,t)|

We denote )

n(z,t) = n(z,1)]

then we have k||\/po0 G2 < 022:0 k[ly/Pogplls. We also denote R(n,v) =
(n(z,t) — n(z,t)) - ((v(x,t) — v(z,t)) for notational convenience.
When p = 9, integrating by part with respect of zj, we can get

'/Q (@D in(z 00 poF 1) de
_ (77(55;75) —U(Zat)) 'akn(zat) _
= nat) —neop

1 k
<C | —l0 t)pody (F~1,)|d
= o |SC*Z|2| k77(2a )pO t( z)| 2,

_ / 9204 (poF )50 dz,
Q

1) dz|

where we used ([84) and Taylor’s formula (B3F). 0YF _1f scales like 1[0) Dn +

98 Dnd3 Dy + 97 DndtDn + l.o.t] where [ denote L™ function. Then with (3],
we have

) 1
llgsll3 SCHWH%%Q) 1p0(8; Dy + 0F Dnd} D + 97 Dndy D) |5
C(llv/pod; Dol + 187 D5l 0087 Dll7 = () + 10 D3] o087 Dll3),

and thus fot k|lghl|Z dt’ < Mo + CP(supsepo,r) E()).
For the case p = 8, similarly, after integrating by part with respect to zx, and

using (84) and (B8],

( ) 1%
Lakﬁ(jnt()x,igvf (> )|3(th>>ﬁ’03tg(F_lf>dZ

[ D ) Oue) ot

(’
R 0)(n(t) =) - On(et) o
wof (e, ) = n(z O Pl (F) d

1
<CP(1Dvlm@ + IPili=@) | =
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0008 (F‘lf) scales like ([0 D+ 07 Dnod3 Dn+ 9 Dndf Dn+1.0.t], thus with (83),
we have

. 1
lgsll3 SCIIWI\iwz)Hpo(a?DU + 87 Dnd; D + 8; Dnd; D[
<C(|lpod; Dnllg + 1187 D151 005 Dl 7 0y + 10 DllF 1000 DlI3)

<CP( sup E(t)).
t€[0,T)

For the case p = 7, we used same methodology as p = 8 to get that

, U _1k
<1 [ oS o ()
R (n,v) 71k
* '/Qak ) e g () 4

< CP(||DU||2L°°(Q) 1D?n]| oo (0, 10701 o< (), 1 DOFN| Loc (02))

<| [ =gl as

+ CPID g | Dl Iollim)] | mgmnd] (P5) e,
and then we can obtain

i 1 _1k
lg7l3 < CHW”%l(Q)HpOat?(F YOI < CUlpod] Dalls + 1187 D311 D7)

< CP( sup E(t)).
te[0,T)

For the case p = 6, we have

5 <1 [ oL a1ty
8t(R2(777 )) 6/ —1Fk

B e )i o O ) e

¥ / o (o)

1 _1k
SCP(HDvHLoc(m,Hafnl\mz),I\nl\z)lc’?k@fvll/ﬂm(/}oaf(F 1)) dz|

1k
+ CP(||Dv|| Lo (), |1 Dnll o= () (po0F (F~1})) dz|.

1
|z — 2|2
With Holder’s inequality, Young’s inequality for convolution and the Sobolev
embedding inequality, we can obtain that
)12 2 Lo
96116 < CP ([ Dvll L0y, 051l L= (), ||77||2)HWHL1(Q)

x [ D913 (1l podE Dl 312 + 107 Dipll7)

< My + CP( sup E( ),
te[0,7]
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where we also used (B3).
For the case p =5,
07 R(n,v)
Q |77('T’t) - 77(25 t)|3
0F (R*(n,v))
o In(x t) 77(2 t)[°

n,v ) 5 _1k
# 0] [ S ol (pdB (P ) d

R (77, )
o In(z,t) —n(z,1)]°

1k
<CP(|nlla, llolls, 10 nlls, 195n]l2) /| 3(0085( ') dz.

i _1k
95| <C]| Ok(pod7 (F 7)) dz|

+ 0 On(pod2 (F~17)) dz|

+0 Ok (podf (F~1)) dz|

Then with (83]), Young’s inequality for convolution, we have

; 1
lgzll§ < CP(Inlla, l[v]ls, 19703, IIC'?anz)IIWH%l(Q)(IlpoD20?n||§ + 1107 Dnll3

+ 10/ DullF|0:D*nllt + 1107 D107 D*nll?)

< My + CP( sup E(t)).
t€[0,T]

For the case p =4,

O R(n _1k
il < [ o 2o ot )

o [ OO, gt ()
vol [ PO gt () e
vol [ SO gt () e
vol [ 2 (W) SOkt (P 1) e
<OP(fola. s [0fnl) | DDl 5122

|z — 2|

and by ([83)), Holder’s inequality, the Sobolev embedding inequalities and Young’s
inequality, we have

k
lgall§ < CP([vllz, Inll2, 10702 )II| |2HL1(Q>||34U|| 1105 (pod (FH I
< CP(|[v]l2, Inll2, 107 nll2) 103 v 13 ([l pods D*nl|F + |18 D}
+1lpod? D3 ]|0:D*nlI3)

< My + CP( sup E(t)).
te[0,T]

o8



For the case p =3

5
|93 |/ |77 xa,tt[)R(na(z)]t |3a (p083( )) dz|

OLR (. v)] 3(F=1%)) 15
e Q |77($,t)—77(z,t)|5ak(ﬁ'03t (F))dz|

83 R3 ,v .
52 R4 , o,
+C'/ [ 77 |93k(po<9?(F ') dz|

z,1)
3 [RE’(??, )] ok
+ a In(z,t) —n(z, )| Ok (po0; (F7;)) dz|
6
+cl ) E ak(/)oaf(F_lf))dz|

a In(z,t) —n(z,t)

Bn(x,t) — OPn(z,t _1k
<Ol s 138l | A0 = S0 1t
C1
1+ |07v(z,t) — B)v(z,t
+/ +| tv(|:;7 )Z|2 t’U(Z, )|ak(poat3(Fflf))dz)
Q -

Cs

Then we use |33n(x,t) — Ofn(x,t)| < C||0n|2|z — 2|/ to estimate C; and
L3-L° Hélder’s inequality to estimate Oy, and with (83)) to get

lgill2 < Mo + CP( sup E(t)).
t€[0,T]

For the case p = 2,

_1k

af’[ ( v)] o
C] q In(z,t) 77( t |5ak(POat (F~,)) dz|

'/m me%fw*mw|

3R L

z.t) -
?g< ” O (pod?(F'})) dz|

+C S

a |n(x
] 2 _1k
|/ [n(z t)|138k(POat (F™7))dz|

R7 (n,v .
|/ In(x n(z, t |15a k(002 (F~1))) dz|
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otn(x, t otn(z,t)
<CP(|[vll3, |1n]l |83nll2)( / 9 ) P (2. 1)]

+/Q 1+ |0%v(z,t) — 09 U(th)|ak(poat2(F—1f)) dz).

|z — 2

A (pod2(F11)) dz

Then by a similar argument we used for p = 3, we have

lgsll3 < Mo+ CP( sup E(t)).
te[0,T)

For the case p = 1, we have

. 7 v
il <0 [ 2o o) e

sl [ OO oy (r )
of [ Ao, (o) e

! Cl/ I szl n(z,)]t)|98’€(P05t( dz|
s |n<:§i[>R5(;’:)t] 1 Ok(podi (F715) d
A In(a?[)RS(n(:)g)psa (podu(F17)) d2]
e /Q In(z,tt)R(ziz,)l)psak(ﬂoat(F_lf)) dz|
C| B0l o (5=15)) de)

q In(z,t) —n(z, )17
4 + 4 .
<CP(|[vlls, [Inla, 19¢n]l2)( / law > dn(z,1)|

_1k
Z|3 ak(poat(F 11))d2’

3 3
+ [ Lontnd = ot ”'|at4v<x,t>—afv(z,tnak(poatw-lf»dz

—z[?

C3
7 Y4
+/1+|8tv(:c,t) atv(z’t”ak(Poat(F*lf))dz)'
Q

|z — 2

We use the Sobolev embedding inequality, Holder’s inequality and Young’s in-
equality to estimate C5 as

Cs <Clopnl.latell | Wa ko0 (P71 d
0ol [ e 0k ot (P )

and

1 1k
G515 < CIW???H%II@E‘UI\%G(Q)IIWI\%(Q)II@k(po@t(F " 0)-
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Thus, we can obtain that

Igills < Mo+ CP( sup E(t)).
t€[0,T]

For the case p =0,

il <01 [ - PR o ool

x,t) —n(z, )3
7 2
[ e R_n’ ])| Ou(po(F11)) d]
6 3
el Q |77(§t1[§% (77( >]t |73k(ﬁ’0( ))dz|
57 R4
+C|/ n(x - tf (77’( )])| I (po(F'~7;)) dz|
47 5
+O [y = s )
31 6 v
+Cl Q |77(ftt[)R (;I(z )g |13a (PO(Fﬁlf)) dz|
21 R7
+l Q |77(6t [)R K n(z, t])|15a (PO(F_lf))dﬂ
+CI/Q e ttR (UEZ)1)|178k(po(F‘1f))dz|
U Ao LG
<Pl Il ol DO oy 11

_1k
afn(wat) — 9n(z,1)|0k(po(F~1})) dz

otn(z,t) — Otn(z,t)
+/Qm(ac) iz 0,

o 2P
Bn(x,t) — O3n(z,t _1k
+ [ e =0 D, 1) — (e, 0ol )
1+ |0fv(z,t) — OPv(z, ¢
- tv(ﬁ’ ' P gy (18 ),
Q -

By the weighted Sobolev embedding inequality (2], we can bound &||d5v]|3 by
Klloodul2 + o008 Dul3

Then combining with a similar argument we used to get the estimates for Cs, Cs,
we obtain that

t
| rlvmotaigar < ity op( swp E)
0 t€[0,T]
Similarly, we also have ||\/_88G||(2) < My + CP(supte[O 7] E(t)).

Step 3. Estimates for Za /P00t 202eG(t) ||0—|—f0 K||/po0* Q2 TG, )| dt).
Since we have provided detailed proofs of the energy estimates for the two end-
point cases, the 9*-estimates and the df-estimates, we have covered all of the
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estimation strategies for the rest three remaining intermediate estimates. And
we can finally get that

3 t
S (Vo Gol+ | nlyaatop Gl dr) < St CP( sup E(0).

a=1 0 te [O,T]

O
After we getting the estimates for G, the remainder of a prior estimates in
this section are quite similar to [9, Section 9]. For a self-contained presentation,
we still carry out the proof. We also combine some ideas from [20] to make this
proof a little simpler.
8.4 Curl Estimates
Proposition 8.2. For all t € (0,T), where we take T € (0,T,),
3 4
D lleurl a7 n()5-q + Y 000" curl 7' n(t)l[5

a=0 =0

4 t
+ Z/ |[Vkpo curl, 0102 v (s)||2 < Mo+ CTP( sup E(t)). (8.14)
1=0 70 te[0,T)

Proof. Letting curl, act on (€5a), we can obtain the identity

(curly v)* = —kegiv, F 152000~ = @) F 1] W FT (8.15)
and then
Oy (curl, v)k = ska-Fflfjvfs - nskjivstflj[@poJ*l - <I))7ZF*1i]ﬁmF*1;n.
(8.16)
Defining the k-th component of the vector field B(F~1, Dv) by
BF(F™, Dv) = —eji F o, P4l
and the k-th component of the vector field () by
QM(F~', Dv) = *I%“ka'UTSF_lj'[(QPOJ_l - q’),lF_li],mF_lzn'
Applying the fundamental theorem of calculus, we can get
curl, v(t) = curlug + /t[B(F_l(T), Du(7)) + Q(7)] dr (8.17)
0

Acting D on (8I7) and using the fundamental theorem of calculus again, we
finally obtain that

t
D curln(t) =tD curlug —€.j; / Fﬁlfj(T) dTans
0
t S ; S 4
+ €.4i / [F_ltan?S — DF_lj’U?S] dr
0

+/0 /0 [DB(F~"(t'), Dv(t")) + DQ(t)] dt’ dr. (8.18)
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Step 1. Estimate for curly. Acting D? on (8I8), with 0,F 1] = —F~ 1! F~1%

and DF~ = —F~1 D', F7'7 we see that terms arising from the action of

D? on the first three terms on the right-hand side of (8I8) are bounded by
Mo + CT P(sup,¢cpo,71 £(t)). Since

DB*(F™", Dv) = —eg;s[ Dv', F~ 0! P 40! F=Y Dol P~ ! D(FH FH)),

J
the highest-order term arising from the action of D? on DB(F~1, Dv) is written
as

t T
—Ekji /O /O (D3 Pl P~ ol P D3 Pt dr.

Both summands in the integral scale like D*vDvF~'F~!. Integrating by parts
in time,

t T t T
/ / D*wDvF'F~ldt dr = — / / D*ndy(DvF~*F~Y) dt' dr
0 JO 0 JO
t
+ / D*nDvF~YF~tar,
0
from which it follows that
t T
||/ / D3B(F~Y(t'), Dv(t')) dt' dr||2 < CTP( sup E(t)).
0 Jo te[0,T]

We next estimate the term associated with @. Since

r —18 _ _1! _1m
DQ* = — kegj[ DV, F~ (2000 ! — @) F ] F Y
+ 0 [(2000 71 = @) F ] D(ETH F)
r —18 _ _1! _1m
+ U,SF 1]D[(2p0J t— (I))JF IT]JTLF 11’ ]’

then the highest-order term arising from the action of D? on D( is written as

t T
r —18 _ _q! _1m
wewsi [ [ IDLE (200 = @),
0 JO
+ ol D (2000 — @) F ) P de dr

The first summand in the integrand scales like D*v[D?(poJ ') + DG|F~1F~1.
Recall (Z.24)), we have that

: 1
DG <C /—JD4 J) dx||3
|| ||O || 0 |7’](.’L‘,f) — U(Z,t)| n(po ) ||O

1

<C I —
<l o @0 0]

(poD™n) dz|[§ + | (D*n) da|[5,

Q |77('T’t) - 77(25 t)'
then we can use integration by parts for the first term of right-hand side, and
get that || DG||3 < P(sup,e(o,7) E(t)). We can also control [|9; DG||3 by the same
bound. Then the integrand can be estimated by integrating by parts in time in
a similar way as we did for the terms associated to D3B(F~!, Dv).
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The estimate for the second summand is more complicated. First, by inte-

grating by parts in time (in the integral from 0 to 7), we have
t T
n/ / D*(D,(2f — ¢))DvF~'F~adt' dr
0 JO
t o7 t’ ,
= - n/ / at(DvF_lF_l)D4/ D, (2f — ®)dt dt'dr
0 JoO 0
t T
+,<;/ DUF_lF_1D4/ D, (2f — ®)dt' dr.
0 0

Now recall ([6.5al), we have that
v + Dy (20071 = @) + K[D,)(2p0] ! — @), = 0,

then by integrating (8I9) in time twice, we can get

t T t
/ / DY(D,(2poJ ! — ®))at' dr + H/ DY(D,(2p0J ' — ®))dr
0 JO 0

(8.19)

= —D477(t) + tD4u0,

where we have used the fact that D*n(0) = 0 since 7(0) = e. By using Lemma

[42] we see that the following estimates hold independently of &:
t T
|\/ / DY(Dy(2poJ ' — ®)) dt' dr||§ < My + CE(2),
o Jo
then by using (819,
t T _ ~
[ / / kD*(D,(2p0J ' — ®)) dt' dr || < My + CE(t),
o Jo

Thus, we finally get the estimate
t T ~
I / / D*Qdt dr|2 < CTP( sup E(t)),
o Jo te[0,T)
and hence

sup || curln(t)||2 < Mo + CTP( sup E(t)).
te[0,T] t€[0,T]

Step 2. Estimate for curlv;. From (RI5),
t \ ,
curl vy = E‘ji/ F1 () di'v) , + Q.
0

Since
kO [Dy (2000 " — ®)] + D, (2p0] ' — ®) = —uy,

by Lemma [£.2] we see that

1Dy (2007~ = @)1 < Mo + [Jve 3
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from which it immediately follows that | Q|3 < Mo+ CTP(supseo,r E(t)). For
later use, from equation (G.0) and the estimate ([822), we have that

1K0e[Dy(2p0 T~ = @)]5 < Mo + [lue|3. (8.23)

Since the highest-order term in D*B(F~!, Dv) is D*v, then |B(F~!, Dv)||3 <
Mo + CTP(supejo,r) E(t)) and we can obtain

| curlvy (t)]|3 < Mo + CTP( sup E(t)). (8.24)
t€[0,T]

Step 3. Estimates for curl 9}v and curl 9}v. By time-differentiating (8.20),
and estimating in the same way as we did Step 2, we can show that

| curl 3|2 + || curl &Pv||2 < Mo + CTP( sup E(t)).
t€[0,7]

Step 4. Estimate for py0?curln. To prove this weighted estimate, we write

BID) as
gt t
curlv(t) = Ejkivfs/ F=H (") dt' + curlug + / [B(F~', Dv) + Q](t) at,
0 0

and integrate in time to find that

t t’
curln(t) =t curlug + / {—:jkivfs/ Fﬁlfj (7)drdt
0 0

I
t pt t pt
+/ / B(Fﬁl,DU)(T)det/‘{’\/ / Q(r)drdt’ . (8.25)
0 Jo 0 Jo
I Is

It follows that
pod* curln(t) = tped* curlug + pod Iy + po0*Is 4 po0*Is. (8.26)
By the definition of My, we have ||tpod* curlug||? < Mo, then we only need to

estimate theiL2(Q)—norm of pod*I1 + poO0*Is + pod*I3. We first estimate pg0*ls.
We write pg0*l; as

t ot t’
p05412(t) = / / EkjiF_l,fjpoé%fsdet' + inté/ Ekjip054F_1fjvfsdet' +R,
0o Jo 0

Kl K2

where R denotes remainder terms which are lower-order in the derivative count,
in particular the terms with the highest derivative order in R scale like ppd° Dv
or pod*n, and hence satisfy the inequality ||R||2 < My + CT P(supyeo, 1y E(t)).
First we focus on the integral K, by integrating by parts in time, we get

t et t
Ki(t) = / / Eka-@fF*l;pog‘lnfsdet/ + / skjiFflfjpoézlnfsdt’,
0o Jo 0
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and hence ~ ~
| K112 < Mo+ CTP( sup E(t)).

te[0,T)
Using the identity 0,F '] = —F~ 1; bF~ 1 j» we can show that K, can be
bounded in the same fashlon as Ky, then we obtam
pod* I (t)||2 < Mo + CTP( sup E(t)). (8.27)
te[0,T]

Similarly, using the same integration-by-parts argument, we also have

| pod* 11 (t)||2 < Mo + CT P( S[up ] E(t)). (8.28)
tel0,T

Now we estimate p05413, which can be written as

t ot
54 o -1 !
Ii/o /0 po0 " DvD(D,(2f — ¢))F ™ drdt

+I€// po0*D(D,(2f — ¢))DvF~'drdt' +R,

Ja

where R also denotes the remainder terms and satisfies the estimate [|R||§ <
Mo + CTP(supejo ) E(t)). Since

D(Dy,(2poJ ' — ®)) + kD(D,(2p0J " — @)) = Dy,
by Lemma [£.2] we see that independently of «,
ID(Dy (2000~ = ®))[13 < Mo + ||ve]|3 < Mo + CE(t),

and that R ~
R D(D, (200~ = ®))[13 < Ny + CEX2).

Thus, by the Sobolev embedding inequality,
R D(D,(2p0 " = ®))|[3e < Mo + CE().

Hence, using a similar integration-by-parts in time argument we used to estimate
K4 above, we can obtain

()2 < Mo+ CTP( sup E(t)). (8.29)
te[0,7]

In order to estimate Jo, we will use the structure of the Euler—Poisson equations
(68) again. Integrating in time twice, we see that

t
// pod* D(Dy(2f — ¢)+H/ pod* D(Dyy(2f —¢) = —pod* D(t)+1tpod”* Dug.
(8.30)
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According to Lemma [£2] independently of x, we have

|| / / P00 D(Dy(2f — B)|2 o ruzs) < Mo+ Cllpod* Dy()|2 < Nl + CE(2),
and then by using (830),

t
I [ o0 DD, 2T = Oz < o+ CEG@). (331

To estimate Jo, we integrate-by-parts in time and get
Jo = / / / p00*D (D, (2p0 ]~ — ®))(s)ds[F ' Dvl,(7)drdt’
/ / p00*D(D,,(2p0 ]~ — ®))(s)dsF~' Du(t")dt’,

then R R
[12]l5 < Mo + CTP( sup E(t)),
te[0,T]

and ||po0*I3(t)[|3 < Mo + CTP(sup;epo 7 E(t)). Thus, we finally get

| pod* curln(t)||2 < My 4+ CTP( sElp ] E(t)) (8.32)
te[0,T

Step 5. Estimate for pyd° curlv;. From (820), we have

t
||po<9‘°’cur1vt(t)||3§||€~jz'po<93(/0 F=15(#)dtv; Il + 1000° Q)13

< CTP( sup E(t)) + [p00°Q(#)]5,
te[0,T]

and by (&3], we have

lpod*Q)II5 < Cllpod® Du() 5[l D[Dy (2007 " = @)][I 7 ()

+Cllepod* DIDy (2pod ™ = B3 + CTP( sup B0
telo,

First, we use ([823)) and the fundamental theorem of calculus to get that

DD (2007 =) 0 < CllaDy (20 ~@)If < OHlo+CTP( s E (D),
tel0,

Then employing the fundamental theorem of calculus again, we have

lpod> Do(t)|[§ < Mo + CTP( sup E(t)),
te[0,T]

and hence [|pod* Du(8)[31D[Dy (2000 1= @))|2 ) < Mo+ CTP(sup,po 1y E(1).
On the other hand, since

pok0;0°D[D,y(2p0] ~1 — ®)] + po0°D[D,,(2p0J " — ®)] = —pod® Dy,
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by Lemma [£2] we see that independently of «,
1pod° DIDy(2p00 " — @)]|| < Mo + CE(1),
and, in turn,
15908 DO Dy (200~ — ®)]|2 < Ny + CE().
By the fundamental theorem of calculus, we thus get

|kpod®DIDy (2007~ — )3 < Mo + CTP( sup_ E(1),
te[0,T)

which shows that ||pod® curl v,||2 < Mo + CTP(supiepo, 1 E(t)).
Step 6. Estimates for p0? curl 33v, pod curl 9Pv, and po curl 7 v. By time-
differentiating (820) and estimating as in Step 5, we immediately obtain the
inequality

11p08? curl 93|13 + [} pod curl 833 + [ o curl O v

< My + CTP( sup E(t))
te[0,7]

Step 7. Estimate for \/kpg curl, 0*v. From (&I7),

VEpo curl,, o' (t) = VEpoed* curl ug + \/EPOE»ijUiT54F_1;(t)
——— .

S1 SQ

t t
+ / VEpoO*B(F~t, Dv)dt' + / VEPeD*Qdt' +R(t)
0 0

53 S4

where R is a lower-order remainder term satisfying an inequality of the type
fOT |R(t)|2dt < CTP(sup,co 1) E(t)). It is easy to check that fot [|S1]13dt’ < t Mo,
and fg [|S2l[gdt’ < CT P(supsejo 7y E(t)). By Jensen’s inequality, we also have

. L
Jo 19sl13dt" < CTP(supiepo, 7y E(t)).
The highest-order terms in S4 can be written under the form

t
/ K2 po@* DvF ' D[D,(2p0] " — ®)|F " dt’
0

S4a

t _
+/ K2 pod* D2[D,(2p0] ! — ®)wF 1 F~ldt,
0

Sap

with all other terms being lower-order and easily estimated. By Jensen’s in-
equality and using (83),

t t t’
/ IS1all2d¢’ < Cr / y / IV/rpod Do) |2t dt’ < CT sup E(#).
0 0 0

te[0,T)
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In order to estimate the term S4p, we will use the identity
P _ t —
K2 pod*D[D, (2f — ®)] + \/E/ po0*D[D,(2p0 ]~ — ®)dt’
0

= —Vipod* Du(t) + v/kpod* Dug + 1% pod* D?(2p0 S " — @),
which follows from differentiating the equation (6.6). Taking the L2(£2)-inner

product of this equation with x2 pod*D[D,,(2p0J " — ®)](t) and integrating in
time, we deduce that

t
/ 152 pod* D[Dyy (2001 " — @)]||3dt’ < Mo+ sup E(t),
0 t€[0,T]

from which it follows, using Jensen’s inequality, that

t
[ Isuliar < crp( sw Ew),
0 t€[0,7]
and thus fg Iv/%po curly, d*v|[gdt” < CTP(supge(o 1) E(t)).
Step 8. Estimates for /kpgcurl, 04192y, 1 = 1,2,3,4. Following the
identical methodology as we used in Step 7, we obtain the desired inequality

4 t
3 / IV/rpo curly, 3102 ()| dt' < CTP( sup E(L)).
= /o t€[0,T]

O

8.5 k-independent energy estimates for tangential and time
derivatives

In this subsection, we take T' € (0,T};). In the estimates below we would provide
a detailed explanation about how the energy (8] is formed and how to control
error terms by the higher-order energy function. We will also show that all of
the estimates do not depend on the parameter k.

8.5.1 The 0*-problem
Proposition 8.3. For § > 0 and letting the constant My depend on 1/6,

t
sup ([ly/podv(t)[I3 + I\p034Dn(t)II3+/O 1V%pod* Du(s)|[5 ds)

te[0,T)

< My+6 sup E(t)+CVTP( sup E(t)). (8.33)
te[0,T] te[0,T]

Proof. Letting 0* act on (6.5a), and taking L2(f2)-inner product of this with
0*v? yields
1d

—— p0|54v|2dx+/546k(ng71fJ71)54vidx
2dt Jo Q

Iy

+/ n8t548k(ng71fJ71)54vi dz:/p054Gi54vi dz+n/p0548tGi34vidx.
Q Q Q

Iy I3 Iy
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To estimate I, we use (B.3]) and integrate by parts to obtain that
L :/ po(J P! [D o't 4 J~ 1F_1 div, 9'n)0'v’, da
Q

+/ p%J_lF_lf[Cur1n54n]§54vfk dx
)

I
/Zak <ap,o JLRp-1E p1gary,

+OP[pRTE! F 1107y )}84vldx+R

1d 1d =
:55 paJ 1D, 0Mn|? dx + sdt /., pad | div, 0*n|? dx
1 _ = =4 i g— _1k 54 16
+§/QP3J 2Jt|Dn54nl2dw—/Qp§54n,kJ L0 P Dyl da
1 _ . _
+§/ pad 2 Jy| div,, 8477|2dx—/p364nka_10tF_1f[divn o'n) dx
Q Q
+ I+ R+ R,

where
3 ~ . o
—/ Zak{<ap[p3J1F1TFlj]a4Pnjs
(o —
+OP[pRJ P p gy, )}84vzdz

and R = [, 9,(3*[0(p2) F~15 J~1])d"" da.

For I11, we can use the following anti-symmetrization to obtain the curl structure

L= +Y) / JER G (P — ) d
i>Tr i<r
-y / F M — PR (P 0, — BN de
i>r
1 _
= peJ curl, o*n? de — —/ p2J 2 J| curl, 0*n|? dx
+Z/ -1k 2O, — 6tF71f5477Tk)[Curln54n]f dx
1>T
Ri2
For R;, we claim that
T ~ ~
/ Ry(t)dt < Mo+ CVTP( sup E(t)). (8.34)
0 t€[0,T]

By integrating by parts with respect to x; and then with respect to ¢, and using
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(B3), we can obtain that

/ Rydi = Z / / 8t<8p LA AT
0

P E 5ty )64nzkd:§dt
3 ~ 3 ~
*Z/ I (3”[J1F1TFlf]34pn,’;

=179

T
NP1 antil i P R )34771 dz

+ R
0

Ry1 is defined by

// Z (5‘1(p3)5p—q[J—lF—lffF—le—lF et e iy >84vzkd:cdt

p=1,1<q<p

Notice that when p = 1, the space-time integral on the right side hand scale like
1[po@Dv3? Dy + po0Dnd> Dv)ped* Dy where | denotes L>(Q) function. Since
| pod*Dn||3 is contained in the energy function E, |0Dn]. < C||D?n|2 with
HD277H2 being contained in E, and we can also write pyd° Dv(t) = pod° Dv(0) +
fo 000> Dy (T) d7, the second term could be estimated by using L>°-L2-L? Hélder’s
inequality and be controlled by a bound indicated in ([834]). Similarly, for the
first term, we use L*-L*-L? Holder’s inequality.
For the case that p = 2, the space-time integral scales like 1[pg0?Dvd?Dn +
p00Dv(9%Dv + 9% Dn)]po0* D, the first part can be estimated by using L*-L*-
L? Hélder’s inequality, and the second part could be estimated by L>°-L2-L?
Holder’s inequality. For the case that p = 3, the estimate is just the same as
p=1.

Now we deal with the space integral on the right-hand side of the expression
for fOT Ry dt. The integral at time t = 0 is equal to zero since 7(z,0) = x. And
by using the fundamental theorem of calculus the integral evaluated at ¢t = T
can be written as

3
- [a(eueteneto,
p=1

NP, 1WA antil s P R )84

t=T
3 T B i B
=-2 / ot / (aP[J-lF-uF-lﬂm-Pnz
o179 0 ’
+ ap[J—lF—lfF—lj]a‘*—Png) dtd*n’,(T) da,
t

which can be estimated in the identical fashion as the corresponding space-time
integral. For Rij, it can be estimated in the same fashion before. As such, we
have proved that R; has the claimed bound (&34).

71



For fOT R dt, by integration-by-parts with respect to x; and time ¢, we have

T T
/ Rdt = / 8t53[5(p3)F71fJ71]5477i o dx dt
0 0 Ja ’
- [ FadE et ds
Q t=T
For [, 0* (p%)F’lfJ’lé‘lniyk dz(T), by the fundamental theorem of calculus, we

have

FUR)F LI e () = [ () div Oty da(T)
Q Q

T
+ [ 34 [ttty do)
Q 0

< My +46 sup E(t)+CVTP( sup E(t)),
te[0,T] te[0,T7]

for some § > 0. Here we also used Young’s inequality. All other integrals can
be estimated in a similar fashion for R;. Thus we have

T
/ Rdt < My+6 sup E(t)+CVTP( sup E(t)).
0 te[0,T) te[0,T)
It is also easy to see that
T T ~ _
/ Rio(7)dr < C’/ | po0* Dn||odr < CT sup E(t).
0 0 (0,77

Now we estimate the integral I5. By integrating by parts with respect to g,
we have

I =x / p2(J D, 0%] + T div, 0'0) 9, da
Q

+ H/ p(Q)J_lF_lf[Cur1n54v];54vfk dx
Q

I21
3 ) i B
- [ Y ontust (ap[J-lF-uF-lf1a4-%;
Qs
+ 5P[J_1F_1fF_1i]54_pvfs> 1ot dx
:/ ﬁpgj_l(ané4U|2 + | div, 54’U|2) dz + Is; + Ro,
Q

where
3 - . -
Ry = —/ > on{rpp (6P[J_1F_1TF_1f]64_pvfs
Q
p=1

+or [J—lF—lfF—li]a‘*—Pvg) 1% da.
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For 51, we see that

=+ Y) / b (P, F o) da

P> i<r
=37 [ gt (b, P
i>7

_ 1 _
:7/ wpgJ | curl, 0*v|* do — 5/-@/ paJ 2 Jy| curl, 0*v|? dx
Q

+Z /po (O F 1k84v1k O F~ 1k84 )[Curln54v]2d:c

1>r

Ra2

The remainder terms Ry, Roo can be estimated by a similar way we used above
for Ry, R12, then

/ Ry(t)dt < Mo+ 6 sup E(t)+CVTP( sup E(t)),
t€[0,T] t€[0,7]

and

/ Roo(T dT<CTsupE( ).
[0,7]

For I3 and Iy, we have

Is < |lv/pod*Gllollv/pod*vllo,
Iy < £[lv/p00:d* Gllollv/pod™ v o,

then with (8], fOT Is+ Iy dt < My + C\/TP(supte[QT] E(t)).
Combining all these estimates above, the proposition is proved. O

Corollary 8.4 (Estimates for the trace of the tangential components of
n(t)). Fora=1,2, and § >0,

sup [n%())25 < Mo+6 sup E+CVTP( sup E).
te[0,T) te[0,T) t€[0,T]

Proof. The weighted embedding estimate ([@.2]) shows that
|89(6)15 < € [ 3P + 10" D) da

And by the fundamental theorem of calculus, we see that

sup /p0|8477|2dx— sup /p0|/ otwadt')? de < T? sup ||\/_8 vl|2.

t€[0,77] te[0,T
Then it follows from (R33]) that

sup [|0*n(t)||2 < Mo+ CVTP( sup E).
te[0,T] te[0,T)
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According to our curl estimates ([814)), supy 7 || curly[|3 < MO+C’TP(sup[O7T] E),
from which it follows that

sup |0* curl (¢ )||H1(Q), < My +CTP( sup E),
tel0,T te[0,T)

since 0 is a tangential derivative, and the integration by parts with respect
to 0 does not produce any boundary contributions. From the tangential trace
inequality (£4)), we find that

sup |54na(t)|2,0_5 < My + C’\/TP( sup E),
t€[0,T] te[0,T]
and then

sup |04 ()2 5 < Mo+ CVTP( sup E).
te[0,T] t€[0,T]

8.5.2 The 0¢-problem
Proposition 8.5. For § > 0 and letting the constant My depend on 1/9,

t
sup (IOl + T Du()lo+ | IVRmDO (5 s )
0

tel0,T

< My +6sup E+CVTP(sup E).  (8.35)
[0,7] [0,7]

Proof. Letting 0% act on (6.5a), and taking L?(Q)-inner product of this with
OB’ yields

1d

o p0|081)|2d90—|—/688;C FﬁlfJfl)afvidx

Iy

+/ na?ak(ngflfJ*)afvid:c:/poafciafvi dz+n/poat9cia§vi d.
Q Q Q

Iz I3 Iy

To estimate I, we use (5.4]) and integrate by parts to obtain that
Ilz/pg(Jle [D Ofvlt + JVF~ 1k ; div,, 0/v) 0 v, da
Q

+ / ngleflf[Curlna,ZU]fafvfk dx
Q

I
! k
—~ / > on{nd (Gf[J‘lF‘ITF‘li]Gf_pnTs
Q5

F A0 ) o5 da
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_1d
T2dt

1d
2 dt

1 . )
+§/ng—QJt|DnaZv|2d:c—/pgaju}kJ—latF—lf[Dnafu];dx
Q Q

p3J | DyOf v do + = pOJ_1|div,78t7v|2 dx

1 .
+ 5/ paJ 2 Ji| div, 0] v|* dx — / p%@fvka_latF_lf[divn Ofv] da
Q Q

+ 111 + Ry,

where
’ k
—/ ZGk{pg(5f[J‘1F‘1TF‘1f]5t8_pnfs
QL
+ af[J—lF—lfF—li]afpng) 108 da.

For 11, we can use the following anti-symmetrization to obtain the curl structure

n=0_+>) / 2T T R (F 0T, — F U070, dae
i>r i<r
-> A PRI (ET O — P 0R) (P 0o, — F 0T, da
¢
1
=—_— p(Q)J_1| curl, 97 v|? dx — 5 /Q paJ "2 Jy| curl, 9] v|* da

+Z/ P2 TN O F Lo, — 0, F 1Y 07T, [Curl, 7 v]! dae

Rz
For Ri, we claim that
T ~ ~ ~
/ Ri(t)dt < My+06 sup E(t)+CVTP( sup E(t)).
0 te[0,T] t€[0,T]

By integrating by parts with respect to xx and then with respect to the time
derivative 0;, we obtain that

T
/ Ry dt

72/ / 20, (ap FU P08 Py, + O[T P P T)a7 dxdt
Q

T
O 1 e A e e AL
Q

0

Notice that when p = 1, the space-time integral on the right side hand scales
like I[pg Dv 0] D1 + po DvdE D) pod;] Dv where 1 denotes L>°(£2) function. Since
lpodf Dv||2 is contained in the energy function E, ||Dv|s < C||0?n]]2 with

(0]



|621]|2 being contained in E, and we can also write pod7 Dn(t) = podf Dn(0) +
fot 0008 Dn(7) dr, there terms could be estimated by using L°°-L2-L? Hélder’s
inequality and be controlled by a bound which is similar to (8.34]).

For the case that p = 2, the integral scales like

I[po(Dvi; + Dvy Dv 4+ DvDvDw)¢ D + po(Dvy + DvDwv)d] Dnped; Do,

which can be estimated in a simliar way as we did for the case p = 1. For the
case that p = 3, the integral scales like I[po (0} Dn+83 DnDv+ Dv, DvDv)d; Dn+
00(03 D+ Dvy Dv+DvDvDv)9 Dn)podf Dv. The first part can be estimated by
using L3-LS-L? Hoélder’s inequality, the second part can be estimated by using
L>-L2-L? Holder’s inequality. The case p = 4,5 is treated as the case p = 3,
the case p = 6 is treated as the case p = 2, and the case p = 7 is treated as the
case p = 1.
It is also easy to see that

T T
/ Ria(r)dr < C/ | pod! Dvl|odT < CT sup E(t)
0 0 [0,T]

Now we estimate the integral I>. By integrating by parts with respect to xy,
we have

I :Ii/ 03 (Jleflf[Dnﬁfv]i + J*lFfli.€ div,, 8?1})8fvfk dx
Q

+Ii/ ngleflf[Curlnﬁfv]gafvfk dz
Q

I
i k
S DI CIT e A
S ’
+or [JlFlfFlj]af—Png) 108 dz

:/ kpgd " (| DyOsv|? + | div, Ofv|?) do + Iy + R,

Q

where
8 . )
Ry = */ Z 3k{ﬁp(2) <8f[J1F1TF1:]3§pnTS
Q5
+ 3f[J1F1fF1j]8§pnTS> 10 d.

For I;, we can get that

b= (0 30) [ wed E o (e o, o) e

i>r i<r Q
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=23 / ko (F L0, — F L 0f0 ) (P 0], — F-100v',) da

1>r

1
= /F;pOJ !l curl, 9fv|? x—§/Qp(2)J_2Jt|curlnat80|2dx

+3° / Lo, — 0, F 1 08T, [Curl, 0]} da

P>

Raa

and for Ry, we have

Z 2||P0(5P tEpgg0ryr 4 gp - E 1l T)|o

+ §||\/EP03tSD”H3)

~ 1
< CP(E(1)) + 5| Vpod; Dol (8.36)

Next, we estimate the term I3 and I, which is related to the potential force.
Since by Hélder’s inequality, we can get [, pod; G*'0v dx < ||\/podfvl|oll/podf Gllo,
then with (&6, we have

T
/ Iz + I dt < My + CVTP( sup E(t)).
0 t€[0,T]

Combining all the estimates above, we see that the proposition is proved. O
Corollary 8.6 (Estimates for 957(t)).

sup [|9fn(t)o < sup [0'n*(t)]> 05 < Mo+ CVTP( sup E).
0€[0,T] t€[0,T] t€[0,T]

Proof. The weighted embedding estimate (@2 shows that

188n(t)llo < C A pR(1080[2 + |08 Dyf?) d

Applying the fundamental calculus theorem, we have
[ séjenl do < 3o+ 72 sup | ymmojl
Q te[0,T]

Thus, by Proposition B3]

sup [|97n(1)[|5 < sup 0" (t)|> 05 < Mo+ CVTP( sup E).
t€[0,T] t€[0,T] t€[0,T]

8.5.3 The 020°%,0}9% 0¢0 problems

Since we have provided detailed proofs of the energy estimates for the two end-
point cases, the d*-problem and the 9f-problem, we have covered all of the
estimation strategies for all possible error terms in the three remaining interme-
diate problems. Meanwhile, the energy contributions for the three intermediate
are found in the identical fashion as for the 0* and 9§ problems. As such we
have the additional estimate
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Proposition 8.7. For § > 0 and letting My depend on 1/4, for a =1,2,

3
sup > (1070 3 5 + /P00* 07 0(0)[1§ + | p0d* 07 Din(t) 3]

te0,T] , =1

t
+:‘<L/ | pod* 282 Du(s)||2 ds] < My + 6 sup E + CVTP( sup E).
0 (0,T] t€[0,T]

8.6 Additional Elliptic-Type Estimates for Normal Deriva-

tives

Our energy estimates in Section provide a priori control of tangential and
time derivatives of 7, it remains to gain a priori control of the normal derivatives
of n to close the argument. This is accomplished via bootstrapping procedure
relying on having 98n(t) bounded in L?(2).

Proposition 8.8. For t € [0,T], dPv(t) € HY(Q), podivdin € HY(Q),
then

sup (||02v]|2 + [|podS T 2||2) < Mo + 6 sup E + CVTP( sup E).  (8.37)
[O,T] [O,T] tE[O,T]

Proof. We begin by taking six time derivatives of (6.0]) to obtain that
ROTLE ™ (20T~ = @) 4] + OF T (2p0 T — ) 4] = v’
With Lemma 2] and the bound on ||0fv||2 given by Corollary 8.6, we have

sup [|08[F 15 (2000~ — @) 4]|I2 < Mo + 6 sup B+ CVTP( sup E). (8.38)

(0,77 [0,7] t€[0,T]
For g =1,2,
2F (0 ™)k = poF T2 5 4+ 2008 F 2072 + po 002 5+ 2p0 s P T2
(8.39)
Acting 99 on equation (839), we have that
poF 208072 5+ 2pp 3 F*398T 72
_1k — * — * —
= 0[F ' (2p0d 1 — @) 4] + 9°G — podS (F*P T2 3) =2 po 05 (F*P J=2)
—~
J1 Jo J3 Ja
5
— (0P (F*)pod "2 3+ 2p0 3T 21+ D calf (F*3)07 ™ [p0] 2 3+ 2p0 377
7 a=1
Jes

Firstly, the L?(Q) bound for J; is given by (838). For J,, by the same argument
we used in the proof of Proposition Bl we have

[J2]|3 < CP( sup E(t))|po0f Dnl|§ < Mo+ CTP( sup E(t)).
te[0,7] t€[0,T]
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According to Proposition 87, we have

sup (| /700%v|2 + |o0d D ||2) < Mo + 6 sup E + CVTP( sup E), (8.40)
[O,T] [O,T] tE[O,T]

so with (B3], we see that

sup ||J3]|2 < Mo + 6 sup E + CVTP( sup E).
te[0,T7] [0,7] te[0,T1]

To estimate Jy, we need the following inequality for § = 1,2
Po B Po 3
— 7 oo < Cl|l—=l2 £ Clp .
[ p” () I o ll2 10 sll3
where we used the Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma EI] for py 5 €
H3(Q) N HE(Q),8 =1,2. Thus, we have that

P05
Po

Thanks to (840) and ([8H), and the fact that ||pgll4 is bounded by assumption,
from which it follows that

1B 54— «B 57—
12p0,608 (F~5 7915 < 1120008 (F*7 T2 5] =117 (5 (8.41)

sup ||Ju(t)||2 < My + 6 sup E 4+ CVTP( sup E).
te[0,T] [0,7] te[0,T]

To estimate J5(t), we need to use the identity (5.6]), which shows that F*3 is
quadratic in 97, and in particular, depends only on tangential derivatives. From
the estimate (840) and the weighted embedding inequality (£2), we infer that

sup (889 (t)||2 < My + d sup E + CVTP( sup E).
te(0,T] [0,T] te[0,T]

Then we have supg 1) || /5|5 < My + d sup 7y E+ CVTP(sup,c(o 7 E).

Last, each summand in Jg is a lower-order term, such that the time deriva-
tive of each summand is controlled by the energy function E(t). Then by the
fundamental theorem of calculus, we have that

sup ||Js||2 < Mo + 6 sup E 4+ CVTP( sup E).
te[0,T] [0,7] te[0,T]

Now we have proved that for all t € [0, 7],

lpoF*308772 3 + 2p0 s ;07T 2|5 < Mo + 6 sup E+CVTP( sup E),
, telo,

and we will show that the L?(Q)-norm of each summand on the left-hand side is
uniformly bounded on [0,77]. To achieve this goal, we expand the L?(2)-norm
to obtain the inequality

*3 — *3 —
o F*210F T2 3 ()15 + Alll F*7po 5107 T2 (£)1[5
+4/p0p073|F*_3|28t6J_28fJ_213dz§M0+5supE+CﬁP( sup E).
Q

[0,7] t€[0,T]
(8.42)
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For each k > 0, solutions to our degenerate parabolic approximation (G.3])
have sufficient regularity to ensure that pg|df.J 2|2 , is integrable. So we can
integrate-by-parts with respect to x3 to find that

4/p0p073|F*_3|28fJ728,?J7213 dx
Q
= *2IIIF*TQ’po,3I<9?J’2(t)II3*2/9 po(po 5| F*>?) (08 T ~2) da.  (8.43)

Substituting (843)) into (B42)), we can get

lool 2108 =2 3(O15 + 2111 E7 po 5107 T2 (1)I5

< Mo+ dsup E+CVTP( sup E). (8.44)
[0,T] te(0,T]

Using (83)), we see that | F*|2 has a strictly positive lower-bound. By the phys-
ical vacuum condition (LH), for € > 0 taken sufficiently small, there constants
01,65 > 0 such that |p073| > 60y whenever 1 —e <23 <1land 0 < 23 < ¢, and
po(x) > O whenever ¢ < x3 < 1 —e. Hence, by readjusting the constants on
the right-hand side of (844]), we find that

lpodF T2 3113 + 201077213

< My+6sup E+CVTP( sup E)+C [ poldST 2> dz. (8.45)
[0,T] t€l0,T Q

By Proposition 87, for g =1, 2,

sup 10005772 5ll0 < My +  sup E + CVTP( sup E).
tel0,T [0,7] te[0,T)

and by the fundamental theorem of calculus and Proposition [B.5]

sup | po0s J 2||0<MO—|—55upE—|—C\/_P( sup E).
tel0,T T te[0,T)

These two inequalities, combined with ([843]), imply that

p00F T2 +1107 T 7215 < Mo+6 sup E+CVTP( sup E)+C/pol<9?J’2l2d:c-
T te[0,T] Q

We use Young’s inequality and the fundamental theorem of calculus (with re-
spect to t) for the last integral, then we find that for 6 > 0,
| o200 2as < 0108540l + Colmof 1201
)
< 0107 T2l + Collpod; Doll3

< 0|08 J2(t)||2 + Mo + 6 sup E + CVTP( sup E),
(0,T] t€[0,T]

where we have used the fact that || pod] Dv(t)||§ is contained in the energy func-
tion E(t). We choose § < 1 and once again readjust the constants, then we see
that on [0, T

p0dST 2|12 4 1057 2|2 < Mo + d sup E + CVTP( sup E). (8.46)
[0,7] t€[0,T]
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With J; = F*] Z , we see that

4
FHIopvi, = 0T — viop (F*]) = > caOf ;"0 (8.47)
a=1

Then by using ([846]) and applying the fundamental theorem of calculus to the
last two terms on the right-hand side of ([847), we see that

|F*102vE |12 < Mo + 6 sup E+ C\/_P(t up E),
€

from which it follows that

|| div ofv(t)[3 <M0+6supE+C\/_P( sup E).
T t€[0,T]

Since Proposition provides the estimate

| curl &Pv(t)||2 < Mo + 6 sup E + CVTP( sup E),
(0,7] t€[0,7)

and Proposition [R.7] shows that for a = 1,2,

|70 (1)|2 5 < Mo+ d sup E + CVTP( sup E).
(0,7 te[0,T7]

We thus conclude from Proposition 4] that
sup [|87v(t)||? < My + 6 sup E + CVTP( sup E).

t€[0,T] (0,7 t€[0,T]
[l

After getting a good bound for d7v(t) in H'(2), we proceed with our boot-
strapping.

Proposition 8.9. Fort € [0,T], 03v € H*(Q), podiJ~2(t) € H*(Q) and

0,T]
sup ([|020]|2 + [|podit T 72||2) < Mo+ dsup E + CVTP( sup E).  (8.48)
te[0,T] [0,7] te[0,T]

Proof. We take four time-derivatives of (6.6]) to obtain
RO(E (2001 = @) 4] + O [F 7 (20007 = @) ] = ~ 0}
With Lemma [£2] and the bound on ||07v]|? given by Proposition B8] we have

sup [[OAF 1 F (20001 — @) 4]||2 < Mo + 6 sup £+ CVTP( sup E). (8.49)
t€[0,T) [0,7] te[0,T]

Acting 9} on equation (8:39), we have that
poF 0L 72 5 + 2po s 10} T 72
_1k — * —_ * —
= O [F " (2000 7" = ®) 4]+ 0}G — pod} (F*] T ) =2 po,s0} (F*] ] 7?)

J1 J2 J3 Ja

3
= O FD)pod % 5+ 2p0 3T P+ Y cadf (F)0[po] 2 3 + 2p0 57 )
a=1

Js

Je
(8.50)
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In order to estimate 9 J~2(¢) in H'({2), we first estimate tangential derivatives
of 9fJ=2(t) in L%(Q2). We consider for a = 1,2,

poF"F08T 72 30 + 2p0 s FL0RT 2 4
6
= Jia— (poF* o0{T 7% 3) = 2po 3 F*)) .0 T 2. (8.51)
=1

Bounds for J; ,. The estimate (8.49) shows that
[J1.6l13 < Mo+ 8 sup E + CVTP( sup E).
[(0,7] t€[0,T)
Bounds for J; ,. From (8G), we have that
[J2.0l13 < Mo+ 8 sup E + CVTP( sup E).
[(0,7] t€[0,T)
Bounds for J3 ,. First, Proposition B.7 provides the estimate
sup (||0%830]|2 + ||pod*Dd3v|)2) < My + 6 sup E + CVTP( sup E). (8.52)
te[0,T] [0,T] te[0,T]

Then we expand J3 , as
T30 = P00} (F*F (T2 5+ 7072 g+ po o0 (F*) 7% 5).

Using [83]), for o = 1,2, the highest-order term in po(?f(F*fJ*QﬁQ) satisfies
the inequality ~
looF* 70172 sallf < Cllpod* DOFollg,

which has the bound ([852), and the lower-order terms have the same bound by
using the fundamental theorem of calculus. For instance,

lpod =2 50t (F*7)T 2 galld < llpod =2 sall LoallOF (F*)| 2o
< Cllpod 2 aplli 0 (F*D)llo.5 < Mo,

where we have used Holder’s inequality, the Sobolev embedding theorem, and
([BA) for the final inequality. On the other hand, p07aaf(F*fJ_2”3) is estimated
in the same manner as (841, which shows that
73,613 < Mo+ 8 sup E + CVTP( sup E).
[0,T] te(0,T]
Bounds for J; ,. By using the fact that ||0;J5 ,||3 can be bounded by the
energy function and applying the fundamental theorem of calculus, we have
that ~ ~ ~
| J4.0llg < Mo+ sup £+ CVTP( sup E).
[0,T] te(0,T]

Bounds for Js . Again, by using the fact that from (B.6]), the vector F*? only
contains tangential derivatives of 1*, and the inequalities (83]), we have that for
a=1,2,

1@ EDpod 5+ 2p0 5 7)) allg < Cl10°00]IF + Mo

< M0+5supE~+C’\/TP( sup E),
[0,7] t€[0,T]
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where the last inequality is followed from ([852). Then we obtain that

75,013 < Mo+ 8 sup E + CVTP( sup E).
(0,7] t€[0,7)

Bounds for Js ,. These are lower-order terms, which can be estimated with
the fundamental theorem of calculus and ([3]), and have the following bound

6 allf < My + 6§ sup E + CVTP( sup E).
[0,T] te[0,77]

Bounds for —(poF*?) 40t T 23 — 2(p013F*?)7a8§1J_2. The bounds for these
terms can be estimated by using the same fashion as we used for J3 , and we
have that

= (poF*?),004 T2 5—2(po s F*7) a0} T 2|} < Mo+36 sup E+CVTP( up E).
s te|0,

We have hence bounded the L?(€2)-norm of the right-hand side of (85I by
My + dsupyo 7y E+ C’\/_P(supte[0 7] E). Using the same integration-by-parts
argument just given in the proof of Proposition B8 we conclude that for o =
L2,

sup (||84J 2 B+ 11p0dt T2 4 ||12) < My+6 sup E+CVTP( sup E). (8.53)
te[o,T [0,T] te[0,T]

From the inequality ([853]), we can infer that for « = 1,2,

sup || divdPv o||2 < Mo+ 6 sup E 4+ CVTP( sup E), (8.54)
te[0,T] [0,T7] t€(0,T]

and according to Proposition 82 for o = 1,2,

sup || curl @v ||2 < Mo + 6 sup E + CVTP( sup E). (8.55)
te[0,T] [0,T7] te(0,7]

The boundary regularity of 93v o, = 1,2, follows from Proposition BTt

sup |9%v.4|2 5 < My + 6 sup E 4+ CVTP( sup E), (8.56)
te[0,T) [0,T] te[0,T]

Thus, the inequalities (854), (85h), and (BE6) together with (£8) and [B53)

show that

sup (|0fv.allf + 0004 T2 all}) < Mo + 6 sup E + CVTP( sup E), (8.57)
te[0,T) [0,7] te[0,T)

In order to estimate ||0}J~2 3|2, we differentiate (850) in the normal direction
3 to obtain

poF*?afJ_Q,z;g + 2p9 3F*384J_273

6
Z 1,3 — (poF™; 334J_ 3) — 2(P0,3F*?),33§1J_2- (8.58)
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For J3 3, we have

D301 G"
4 1 k

- 0300 —— O (podtF ) d
;/ O ) iz e )

x,t) —n(z,t -0 x,t .
C/Q(n( |77)($,:f7)(—77)()z’t;|2( )ak(PoafF ) dz

(O3v(z,t) — OPv(z,1)) - O3n(z, 1) o
+/§z [n(z,t) —n(z,t)3 Ok(poF ;) dz
(n(z,t) = n(z,1)) - (Bfv(x,t) — oz, ) (n(x,t) —n(z,1)) - dsn(x, 1))
: C/" In(z,t) —n(z,t)[3
X Ok(podt F~) dz + R.

By using a similar argument we used in the proof of Proposition (&I]), for
instance, from (8I1) to (8I2), and combining with (&3], we can bound ||J2 3|3

by My + CT P(supyepo, 1y E).
Then following our estimates for the tangential derivatives, inequality (857
together with Proposition B.7] and 8.8 show that the other terms on the right-

hand side of (858) are bounded in L2(2) by My + 6 sup E + Cv/TP( sup E).
[0,T) t€[0,7)
It follows that for k = 1,2, 3,

o™} 0} T2 k3 + 3po s F*; 07T 72 || < Mo + 6 s E+CVTP( s E).
0,7 te[0,T

Note that the coefficient in front of p0,3p0F*§8fJ*21k has changed from 2 to 3,
but the identical integration-by-parts argument which we used in the proof of
Proposition can be employed again, and shows that

000t T 2|3 + (04T 2|2 < Mo + d sup E + CVTP( sup E).
[0,T] t€[0,T]

Thus, || div d3v||? < Mo+ d sup(o 7y E+ CﬁP(supte[O’T] E). From Proposition
B2 we have ||curl@v||? < M, + dsupjo 7 E + C\/TP(supte[QT] E). Thus,
combining these two estimates with the bound on 97v* given by Proposition
B we can get the following estimate by Proposition 4.4

|03v|12 < Mo + 6 sup E + CVTP( sup E).
[0,77 t€[0,T]

O

Proposition 8.10. Fort € [0,T], v € H3(Q), pod?J~2(t) € H3*(Q) and

sup (]|0w]|2 + [|pod2J ~2||2) < Mo + S sup E + CVTP( sup E).  (8.59)
te[0,T) [0,7] te[0,T)

Proof. By taking two time-derivatives of (6.8 and applying the same argument
that we used in the proof of Proposition 89 the proposition is proved. O
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Proposition 8.11. Fort € [0,T], n € HY(Q), poJ ~2(t) € H*(Q) and

sup (In)l7 + lpod 2|I7) < My + ésup E + C\/TP( sup E’) (8.60)
te[0,T) [0,T] t€[0,T]

Proof. From (6.6), we can use the same argument that we used in the proof of
Proposition again to conclude the proof. O

Now we only have the last two terms of E to estimate.

Proposition 8.12.

sup (|| curl, v||2 + || pod* curl, v||2) < Mo + & sup E + CVTP( sup E).
te[0,T) [0,T] te[0,T)

Proof. Acting D? on the identity (8IT) for curl, v, we see that the highest-order
term scales like

t
D3 curlug + / D*DvF '*F~tdt'.
0

Integration-by-parts with ¢ shows that the highest-order contribution to the
term D3 curl, v can be written as

t
D3 curl ug +/ D*n[DvF~YF~Y, dt’ + D*n(t)Du(t)F~1(t)F~1(t),
0

which, according to PropositionB.1I1] has L?(2)-norm bounded by Moy+6 sup E+
[0,7]

C\/TP( sup E), after readjusting the constants; thus the inequality for the
t€[0,T]

H?3(Q)-norm of curl, v is proved.

The same type of analysis works for the weighted estimate. After integration
by parts with ¢, the highest-order term in the expression for pyd* curl, v scales
like

¢
po0* curlug + / po0* Dy[DvF Y F~1, dt’ + pod* Dn(t)Dv(t)F = () F~1(¢).
0

Hence, the inequality ([833]) shows that the weighted estimate holds as well.
O

9 Proof of Theorem [I.1]

In this section, we prove the Theorem [[LT] the arguments are similar to [9], we
include them for self-contained presentation and completeness.

9.1 Time internal of existence and bounds independent of
K.

Combining the estimates from Proposition to BI2] and Corollary B.6] we
obtain the following inequality on (0, T})

sup E(t) < Mo+ dsup E+CVTP( sup E).
te[0,T] [0,7] te[0,T]
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By choosing § sufficiently small, we have

sup E(t) < Mo+ CVTP( sup E).
te[0,7] t€[0,7]

By using the continuation argument, this inequality provides us with a time of
existence T; independent of x and an estimate on (0,77) independent of k of
the type:

sup E(t) < 2My, (9.1)

t€[0,T1]

as long as conditions ([83)) and (&3] hold. These conditions now can be verified
by using the fundamental theorem of calculus and further shrinking the time
interval, if necessary. In particular, our sequence of solutions {1"},>o to our
approximate s-problem (G5 satisfy the x-independent bound (@) on the k-
independent time interval (0,7}).

9.2 The limit as kK — 0 and Existence of solutions to equa-
tions (2.6])

By the k-independent bound (@), standard compactness arguments provide
the existence of a strongly convergent subsequences for k' > 0

W —n o in L((0,Th); H3(Q)),
o = in L2((0,Ty); HX(Q)).

Consider the variational form of (65al): for all ¢ € L2(0,Ty; H(Q2)),

7 o , ko
/ [ Loty an = [ )2 s da
0 Q Q
k

—n [ o) Dlutda = [l 4 koG 0t da] =0,
Q Q

The strong convergence of the sequences (n”/,vf/) shows that the limit (1, v)
satisfies

/ [ [ owoivtdo— [ a2 Ftwtda - [ G dz] 0.
0 Q Q ’ Q

This means that n is a solution to (2.6a) on the k-independent time interval
(0,T1). A standard arguments also shows that v(0) = ug and 7(0) = e.

For the uniqueness of solutions, we can prove it by a similar fashion as we did
in Section [8 The reader can see [9] for details. Moreover, in [42], the authors
proved a novelty uniqueness result for W1 class solutions to both Euler and
Euler—Poisson equations under the Eulerian coordinates. They used the relative
entropy method to avoid complicated high order energy estimate. However, by
using this method, the uniqueness for the Euler—Poisson equations was obtained
only for the case 1 < v < 2.
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9.3 Optimal Regularity for initial data

For the purposes of constructing solutions to our degenerate parabolic k-problem
(€3), we smoothed our initial data such that both our initial velocity field uf
is smooth, and our initial density pf is smooth, positive in the interior, and
vanishing on the boundary with (IH]). Then our a prior estimates allow us to
pass the limit E_}mo ug and E_}mo PG = po. Recall that our smooth parameter is

small compared to viscosity, then by our smoothing construction, py € H*(12),
satisfies pg > 0 in © and the physical vacuum condition (5] on the boundary
I'. Similarly, the initial velocity field need only satisfy F(0) < co.

10 The general case for 1 < v < 3

The general Euler-Poisson equations can be written in the Lagrangian coordi-
nates similarly as ([2.0):

pothrF*fak( =) = poF1F 05, (@) in Qx (0,7, (10.1a)
—FH0,(F 1 0,(®)) = po in Qx (0,77, (10.1b)
(v n) (uo, €) in Qx{t=0}, (10.1¢)

0 on T, (10.1d)

If v #£ 2, we set wy = pg_l, then physical vacuum condition shows that
wo > Cdist(x, Q) (10.2)

when z € Q is close to the vacuum boundary I'; and we also have

8w0

90 | > < .
aN (z)‘ > C when d(z,090) < a, (10.3)
wo > Cq >0 when d(x,00) > . (10.4)

Now it is reasonable to suppose that wg is smooth and define woJ'~7 div, v as
intermediate variable X. In this case, the approximate parabolic equations can
be written as

Pov: + F*fak(powojf'y) + nat[F*fak(powol]*'y)] = poG" + kpe0:G* in Q x (0,T],
and the corresponding equation for X is

JX,
wo

= 1n[F*zatF* Lo ) k] =TT R

—AR[FYFEX )+ m—J"’ 1x

+OFT v = T (o) ] + po
— kJO(F) G

2t

then we can construct approximated solutions to this degenerate parabolic reg-
ularization just in a similar way to that used in Section [l Noticing that
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1
po = wy ' will not be smooth now, as a result, the regularity of the poten-

tial force term G will also be different. Thus, we need to require a certain high
space regularity for G to guarantee the construction of approximated solutions
in Section [[ and a prior estimates in Section [8 still workable.

First, since in our fixed-point framework, we want to get the regularity
that X € H*(Q), then from (6I1) and (6.7), we will need the regularity that

Jat(Fflg)ij € H?(Q). From (7.28), DG contains the following kind integral,
/ ! J(D,)(po 1) d 1,2,3

TN o z, a=1,4,9,

Q |77(1'5t)777(zat)| !

then the highest order term of D3G scales like

/Q (U(%é)(; ;7)(2?, 72()2'73;2(%0 [D377D2(w3+1J—1) 4 D3(w0”+1 J—1)] dz.

With Young’s inequality, we have that, for % + % —1= %,

II/ () =2, 0) - Dl ) pys o5 71y g
Q In(z,t) —n(z,1)]
1 75T -
SC”WHL:D(Q)”DB(WJ J 1)HL‘?(Q)'

We also have that

1

3
1 —b
Diwg ' T =D awy DAL
b=0

Then we choose suitable p, ¢ for every a such that

(n(zat)in(zat))'Dn(wi 3 ﬁ 1Y dz
: In(z,t) —n(z,t)[3 D wg™ ) dz]o

3(=25-1
can be bounded. Recall (I0.2), wo(”’l ) is integrable in €2 when v > 1, we can

take p=1,q =2 for b = 0,1. On the other hand, if b = 3, we will require that
a(557-3)

Wy is integrable in 2, which implies that
1
q(ﬁ —-3) > -3. (10.5)
However, we also need
l<p< g (10.6)

to guarantee that is integrable in 2. So we require that 1 < vy < 3, which

x|2P
will enable us to ﬁnd| suitable p, ¢ satisfying the condition (I0.0) and (I0.6).
Following the same analysis we used above, we can have that || D3G/||o is bounded
when 1 < v < 3, which implies that we can construct our approximated solutions
by a similar fixed-point methodology we used for v = 2.
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Furthermore, the a prior estimates in Section [§ are correct under the condi-
tion 1 < v < 3. For instance, since we have
= 5&)0
dpo = po—,
wo
then with the higher-order Hardy’s inequality, x-independent energy estimates
for time and tangential derivatives still hold true.

So for 1 < v < 3, we can get the local well-posedness by doing the similar
proof as v = 2 in Section[71-[ Details can be seen in [9].
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