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Abstract

In the present paper, we study the uniform regularity and vanishing dissipation limit for
the full compressible Navier-Stokes system whose viscosity and heat conductivity are allowed
to vanish at different order. The problem is studied in a 3-D bounded domain with Navier-
slip type boundary conditions ([L3]). It is shown that there exists a unique strong solution to
the full compressible Navier-Stokes system with the boundary conditions (L3]) in a finite time
interval which is independent of the viscosity and heat conductivity. The solution is uniform
bounded in W and a conormal Sobolev space. Based on such uniform estimates, we prove
the convergence of the solutions of the full compressible Navier-Stokes to the corresponding
solutions of the full compressible Euler system in L°°(0, T’; L?),L>°(0,T; H') and L>°([0, T] x
Q) with a rate of convergence.

Keywords: Full compressible Navier-Stokes, Navier-slip, vanishing dissipation limit, bound-
ary layers.

AMS: 35Q35, 35B65, 7T6N10

1 Introduction and Main Results

The motion of a compressible viscous, heat conductive, ideal polytropic fluid is governed by the
following full compressible Navier-Stokes equations(FCNS)

p5 + div(pu®) = 0,
(pu®)s + div(pu® @ uf) + Vp® = pueAu® + (u + NeVdivu®, €, t>0 (1.1)
(p°E®) + div(puf E° + pfu®) = k() A0° + div(T5u®),

where € is a bounded smooth domain of R3. Here p?,u® and E* represent density, velocity and
total energy, respectively. The pressure function p®, total energy E°€ are given by

1
p8 = Rpsﬂs, E18 = Cr,j(o8 + §|’U4€|2)7

where 6° is temperature and ¢, is a positive constant. For the simplicity of presentation, we
normalize ¢, to be 1. The tensor 7¢ is represented

(Vus + (Vus)T).

DN | =

7 = dedivu®I + 2ueSu®, with Su® =

Here i, A are given constants satisfying the following physical restriction

>0, 2u+3X>0, (1.2)
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and the parameter € > 0 is the inverse of the Reynolds number. x(¢) > 0 is the heat conductivity

which is assumed to depend on e.
We impose the full compressible Navier-Stokes equations with the following Navier-slip type
boundary conditions

u®-n=0, ((Su’)n); =(Au®),, and n- V6O =vd°, on IN. (1.3)

where n is the outward unit normal to 02, u, represents the tangential part of u, A is a smooth
symmetric matrix and v is a given constant. For smooth solutions, it is noticed that

(2S(v)n — (V xv) xn)_ = —(25(n)v),

see [28] for details. Then the boundary condition (L3)) can be rewritten in the form of the
vorticity as
u®-n=0, nxw =[Bul; and n-VO =v6, on . (1.4)
where w® = V x u® is the vorticity and B = 2(A — S(n)) is a symmetric matrix. Actually, it
turns out that the form (L4) will be more convenient than (L3) in the energy estimates.
We are interested in the existence of strong solutions of (LIJ) with uniform bounds on an
interval of time independent of the viscosity and heat conductivity, and the vanishing dissipation
limit to the full compressible Euler flow as ¢ and «(e) vanish, i.e,

pt + div(pu) = 0,
(pu)¢ + div(pu @ u) + Vp =0, as €,k — 0+, (1.5)
[p(0 + 3lul®)]e + div[pu(® + 3|ul*) + pu] =0,

with slip boundary condition
u - nlgg = 0. (1.6)

There has lots of literatures on the inviscid limit for incompressible Navier-Stokes equations.
The inviscid limit of Cauchy problem has been studied by many authors, see for instances
[6, Bl 12], 15]. However, in the presence of a physical boundary, the problems become challenging
due to the appearance of boundary layers. As illustrated by Prandtl’s theory, the inviscid limit
of the incompressible Navier-Stokes with no-slip boundary condition to the incompressible Euler
flows with slip boundary condition (LL6) is a very difficult problem. Sammartino-Caflisch [20], 21]
proved the convergence of the incompressible Navier-Stokes flows to the Euler flows away from
the boundary and to the prandtl flows near the boundary at the inviscid limit for the analytic
initial data. Recently, Maekawa[I4] proved such limit when the initial vorticity is located away
from the boundary in the 2-D half plane. On the other hand, for the incompressible Navier-Stokes
system with Navier-slip boundary condition (L3])(without the heat flux part), lots of important
progress has been made on this problem. The uniform H? bound and the inviscid limit to Euler
flow was proved by Xiao-Xin[26] for flat boundaries which was generalized to W*P in [2] [3] by
Veiga-Crispo soon later. However, one can not obtain such results for general curved boundaries
since boundary layers may appear due to non-trivial curvature as pointed out by Iftimie and
Sueur[IT], where the inviscid limit was also obtained in L®(0,T,; L?) by a careful construction
of boundary layer expansions. In order to investigate precisely the asymptotic structure and
get the convergence in stronger norms such as L>(0,7; H®)(s > 0), stronger estimates are
needed. Recently, Masmoudi-Rousset [I6] established a conormal uniform estimates for 3-D
domains with the Naiver-slip boundary condition, which implies the uniform boundedness of
Lipschitz-norm for the velocity field. This allows to obtain the inviscid limit in L°°-norm by a
compactness argument. Based on the uniform estimates in [16], better convergence with rates
have been obtained in [8] and [27]. In particular, Xiao-Xin [27] has proved the convergence in
L>(0,T; H') with a rate.

For the isentropic compressible Navier-Stokes equations, Xin-Yanagisawa [29] studied the
vanishing viscosity limit of the linearized problem with the no-slip boundary condition in 2-
D half plane. For the Navier-slip boundary condition case, Wang-Williams [24] constructed a



boundary layer solution of the compressible Navier-Stokes equations in 2-D half plane. The
layers constructed in [24] are of width O(/¢) as the Prandtl boundary layer, but the amplitude
are of O(y/¢) which is similar to the one [II] for the incompressible case. It is also shown [24]
that the boundary layers for the density is weaker than the one for the velocity. So, in general,
it is impossible to obtain the H® or W2P(p > 3) estimates for the compressible Navier-Stokes
system with the Navier-slip boundary condition. Recently, Paddick [I9] obtained an uniform
conormal Sobolev estimates for the isentropic compressible Navier-Stokes system in the 3-D
half-space. Wang-Xin-Yong [25] also obtained an uniform regularity for isentropic compressible
Navier-Stokes equations with Navier-slip boundary conditions in 3-D domain with curvature,
especially, the inviscid limit was also obtained with rate of convergence in L*°([0,7] x ) and
L>([0,T]; H'). The fact that the boundary layer for density is weaker than the one for velocity
fields was also shown in [25].

For the full compressible Navier-Stokes equations, the study is quite limit. Under the as-
sumption that the viscosity and heat conductivity converge to zero at the same order, Ding-Jiang
[7] studied the zero viscosity and heat conductivity limit for the linearized compressible Navier-
Stokes-Fourier equations with no-slip boundary condition in the half plane.

However, there is no uniform regularity and vanishing dissipation limit results for the full
compressible Navier-stokes equations ((LI]) with Navier-slip type boundary conditions (L3]) in a
bounded domain. The aim of this paper is to investigate the uniform regularity for the solutions
of the full compressible Navier-Stokes system ([.I]) even if the viscosity and heat conductivity
converge to zero at different order. Compared to the isentropic case[25] 9], it is difficult to
obtain the Lipschitz estimates for the solutions of (ILI)) due to the appearance of temperature
and the strongly coupled system of (p, u®,6%). On the other hand, the amplitude and width of
boundary layers for velocity and temperature may be not at the same order if the viscous and
heat conductivity vanish at different order. Then the interaction of the two different amplitude
boundary layers may arise difficulties in the analysis of obtaining uniform regularity, especially,
in the Lipschitz estimates. To overcome these difficulties, some new ideas and observations are
need. It is also very important to study the vanishing dissipation limit. Especially, we shall

investigate how the rate of convergence is influenced by the thermal boundary layers.

Before stating our main results, we first explain the notations and conventions used through-
out this paper. Similar to [I6], 25], one assumes that the bounded domain  C R? has a covering
such that

QC Qo Ur_, Q. (1.7)

where Qg C Q and in each Qj there exists a function 1, such that
QNQ ={z = (x1,22,23) | 3 > Yp(z1,22)} N QY and 9NN Q. = {3 = Yi (a1, 22)} N Q.

Q) is said to be C™ if the functions 1, are C™-function. To define the Sobolev conormal spaces,
one considers (Zy)1<k<n a finite set of generators of vector fields that are tangent to 02 and set

Hm = {f € L2(Q) | Z1f € L3(Q), for |I] < m},

where I = (ky,--- , kp). The following notations will be used:

3
=0 Y 1211, Mulfee = Do I127ullie and [VZ7ul?= Y V2Tl

i=1|1]<m I|<m =

lullz, = llul

Noting that by using the covering of €2, one can always assume that each vector field (p,u,0)
is supported in one of the €2;, moreover, in Qg the norm || - ||, yields a control of the standard
H™ norm, whereas if €; N 9Q # @, there is no control of the normal derivatives.

Denote by C} a positive constant independence of ¢, € (0,1] which depends only on the
Ck-norm of the functions Yj,j =1---,n. Since 0N is given locally by x3 = (21, z2)(we omit



the subscript j for notational convenience), it is convenient to use the coordinates:

U (y,2) — (y,9(y) +2) =

A local basis is thus given by the vector fields (e,1,e,2,¢e,) where e,1 = (1,0,009)¢, Cyr =
(0,1,89) and e, = (0,0, —1)!. On the boundary e, and e, are tangent to J€2, and in general,

e, is not a normal vector field. By using this parametrization, one can take as suitable vector

fields compactly supported in €2; in the definition of the || - ||,,, norms:
where ¢(2) = 73 is smooth, supported in R with the property ¢(0) = 0, ¢'(0) >0, p(2) >0

for z > 0. It is easy to check that
Iyl =ZiZy, j, k=1,2,3,

and
GZZi = Ziaz, 1= 1, 2, and 62Z3 75 Z36Z

In this paper, we shall still denote by 0;, 7 = 1,2,3 or V the derivatives in the physical

space. The coordinates of a vector field w in the basis (ey1,ey 2,e,) will be denoted by u‘, thus

u=u'e,n +u’e,z +u'e,. (1.9)

We shall denote by u; the coordinates in the standard basis of R3, i.e, u = uie; + uses + uses.
Denote by n the unit outward normal in the physical space which is given locally by

h(y)
- - s N
B ( 821_”5”) VTRV .

and by II the orthogonal projection
Hu = T(¥(y, 2))u = u = [u-n(¥(y, 2))n(¥(y, 2)), (1.11)

which gives the orthogonal projection onto the tangent space of the boundary. Note that n and
II are defined in the whole €} and do not depend on z.

For later use and notational convenience, set
ZO = 90 g = 9P 2 2502 25, (1.12)

where «, ag, a1 are the differential multi-indices with o = (g, 1), a1 = (a11, 012, @13), and we
also use the following notations

IF @G = D N2 F Oz 1f Ollare = D N2 F @)z, (1.13)

la|<m |a|<E

for smooth space-time function f(z,t).

Firstly, we consider the uniform regularity of the solutions of full compressible Navier-Stokes
system (LJ]) with the Navier-slip type boundary conditions (IL3]). Since the viscous and thermal
boundary layers may appear in the presence of physical boundaries, so one needs to design a
suitable functional space. Here the functional space X¢ (T') for functions (p, u,8) = (p,u,0)(x,t)
is defined as

X5 (1) = {(p,u,0) € L=([0,T], 12);  esssupge,<rll(p, u. 0)(8)]1x;, < +oc}, (1.14)

where the norm ||(-, -, -)|[xs, is given by

m—2

(0w, 0) ()1, = II(p, s O) ) + V(D)5 + D 10V (0, OO -1 s + I VO (1))
k=0

+ell Vo P divu(®)||* + k()| A0 20)|1* + IV (0w, 0) () 1.
+ el V2u(t) [T + el V(o0) (1)]152. (1.15)



We remark that the term &]|V(p8)(t)|]3,2.- included in (LIF) is important for us to obtain the
Lipschitz estimates even though such term is slightly strange. And we will explain the reason
of including such term after Theorem [[T] below.

In the present paper, we supplement the full compressible Navier-Stokes equations (II]) with
the initial data
(ps,ue,esxx’()) - (pg,ug,os)(l'), (116)
such that

sup ||(p8,u8,98)||§(5 <Cy, 0< C‘Jl < p5, 05 < Co < 0 (1.17)
0<e<1 m

where Cp > 0, Cp > 0 are positive constants independent of ¢ € (0, 1], and the time derivatives of
initial data in (IIT) are defined through the full compressible Navier-Stokes system (LII). Thus,
the initial data (pf, ug, 65) is assumed to have a higher space regularity and compatibilities. No-
tice that the a priori estimates in Theorem [3.1lbelow is obtained in the case that the approximate
solution is sufficient smooth up to the boundary, therefore, in order to obtain a selfcontained re-
sult, one needs to assume that the approximate initial data satisfies the boundary compatibility
conditions, i.e. (L3])(or equivalent to (L4])). For the initial data (p, ug, 05) satistying (LI7), it
is not clear if there exists an approximate sequence (pg’é, ug’é, , 08’5)(5 being a regularization pa-

rameter), which satisfy the boundary compatibilities and || (p8’5 — 0% u8’5 —ug, 98’5 —05)llxs, =0

as 0 — 0. Therefore, we set

X538 = { (. w.0) € HO™(9)

OFp,0F0, OFu,k=1,---  m are defined through the system [LI])
and OFu,0F0,k = 0,--- ,m — 1 satisfy the boundary compatibility conditions}, (1.18)

and
X% = The closure of X]E\}g”’ap in the norm [ (-, -, )| xz, - (1.19)

If the heat conductivity x(e) decays too fast as ¢ — 04, then the possible interaction
between the viscous boundary layers and thermal boundary layers is strong and it is hard to
get the uniform regularity. So, in order to control the possible interaction between the viscous
boundary layers and the thermal boundary layers, throughout this paper, we assume that the
heat conductivity is a continuous function of ¢ and satisfies

e* < Ck(e) < o0, for e € (0,1], (1.20)
where the C' > 0 is some positive constant. Then our uniform regularity result is as follows:
Theorem 1.1 (Uniform Regularity) Let m be an integer satisfying m > 6, k(e) satisfies
C20), Q be a C™2 domain and A € C™ (). Consider the initial data (pf,u§,05) € Xye

giwen in ([LI6) and satisfying (LIT). Then there exists a time Ty > 0 and C1 > 0 independent
of € € (0,1], such that there exists a unique solution (p%,u®,0%) of (1)), (L3) and (LIG) on
[0,Tb] and satisfies the estimates:

(2Co) ™! < p°(1),6°(t) < 2Cy Vit € [0, Ty), (1.21)

and

To

To
sup |[(p%, 4%, 6%)(1)][%=. +/ VO (p%, 6°)(D)]I” + ||V(PE9E)(t)||3{2,oodt+€/ [Vus (t)][Fem dt
0<t<Top 0 0

To m—2 T,
() / V6= ()2t + S / V2R (1) |2,y + (&) | A (1) 12,1yt
k=0
To To -
+52/ ||v2a;n*1u8(t)||2dt+m(5)2/ 1AGP—L6E(1)||2 + [V 2™ 2A0° (1) 2dt < Gy < 00, (1.22)
0 0

where C depends only on C’o, Co and Chto.



Remark 1.2 The novelty of this work is that we allow the viscous and heat conductivity to
vanish at different order. And it is noted that there are many functions satisfy the condition
(C20). For example, it is easy to see that (L20) holds provided r(c) = € where b is constant
such that 0 < b < 4.

Remark 1.3 In order to obtain the Lipschitz estimates included in (ILI3]), one needs to use the
pointwise estimates because the boundary layers prevent to obtain uniform estimate in H>(S2) (or
W2P p > 0). So, one has to deal with the possible interaction of the viscous and thermal
boundary layers in the pointwise estimates. Indeed, the restriction ([L20)) is used to control such
possible interaction, see Lemma[3. 17} Lemma[318 for details.

Remark 1.4 For the solution (p°,u®,0%)(t) of (LI)),([T4),(LI6), the boundary conditions (L3) (or
equivalently (L4])) are satisfied in the trace sense for every fized € € (0,Ty] and t € (0,Tp).

We now describe the main ideas of the proof of Theorem [Tl And it turns out that it suffices
to establish the estimates ([L22). It is noted that there are two parts included in (L22)), i.e.,
the conormal energy estimates part and the pointwise estimates part. Firstly, by complicated
conormal energy estimates, one can obtain

m—2

t
1670, 0) )2 + 3 10ET (0, 0%, 05) (1) 2y + 108~ " ()2 + €[ VOP L =) + ¢ / 1V (7) 2o
k=0
t m—2 .t t
tr / VO () + S / 18 (VEV2uE, VRAG) T2 1k + / &2 V20w ()2, (1.23)
0 im0 0 0
at the cost of
t t
/||VZm_1divu5||2+fi2|\VZm_2A98||2dT and/ otV (p°, 0°)||dr, (1.24)
0 0

see Lemma B2l Lemma and Lemma B.1]] below. By using the structure of mass equa-
tion and energy equation, respectively, one can bound the first part of (L24]) at the cost of
fg 10/~ 1V (p*, 6°)||2dr, see LemmaBT below. So, it suffices to bound the second part of (T24).

m—1pe
Considering fg [o @10, - VO dive® + 9" 'VEID), - va’feigeduvch'7 one can control
the second part of (L) and || VO™ 2divus (t)||? + r(e)||AG"26%(t)||?, see Lemma B8 below.
Therefore, combining the above estimates, one can obtain the conormal energy estimates of
([C22) except ||V 1uf||?, see also (B3:31) below.

Next, we try to establish the pointwise estimates part. However, it is difficult to obtain such
estimates because the equations of p®, u®,0° are strongly coupled and the viscosity and heat
conductivity are not at the same order. Actually, if one estimate ||V p®||y1,0 directly, then one
has to deal with the high order derivative term fg ||V6° Hg_lQ,DOdT, however it is hard to control this

term in our functional space. Instead, we try to control the pointwise estimates of V(p60°), V6°
and Vu®. This is key to overcome the difficulty. Indeed, we can obtain(see Lemma B.I5] below)

IV(p°07) (D31 + €1V (070%) (1) 32, +/O IV (™ 0%) ()32, < 5/0 V6" (P35, 0dr + -+ . (1.25)

where - - - means terms can be controlled. Since the strength and width of the thermal boundary
layers is connected with k, then the first term on the RHS of above is actually the interaction
of viscous and thermal boundary layers. If the heat conductivity x vanishes too fast, it will be
very hard to control such interaction term. To overcome the difficulty, we assume that the decay
rate of x satisfies (L20]). Then the interaction term can be controlled as following:

t t t
e [ IO Bodr <<t [ 180 Budr + < [ JAF@Radr o (120
0 0 0



where the last term of above has already been controlled in the conormal energy estimates
part. It is worth to point out that the above interaction estimate will be employed repeatedly
throughout the pointwise estimates part. On the other hand, to control the pointwise estimate
of V6°, the most difficult part is to deal with the term p*Vdivu® which comes from the term
pEdivu® on the LHS of energy equation(see also (B:4.61]) below). Actually, if p*Vdivu® is regarded
as a source term, it will be very hard to control fg [|p*Vdivus (1) /3,1, dT because the derivative

is too high. We remark that such difficulty does not arise in the isentropic case [25]. So, to
overcome the difficulty, some new idea is needed. Fortunately, we find that the term p*Vdivu®
can be represented as following

p*Vdivu® = Rp®[VO; + (u® - V)VO°| — R[V(p°0%): + (u® - V)V (p°0°)] + lower order terms.  (1.27)

It is noted that the first part(i.e., the hardest part) on the RHS of (I.27]) can be absorbed into

the main part of equation(see (3.4.64) below), while the second part on the RHS of (L27)) can
be regarded as a source term because the term fot ||v(p896)(7—)”’2’!_l2,oo has already been controlled
above. This observation is key to close the pointwise estimates. And it is also one of the main
reason to include 6||V(p€9€)||,2;{2700 in our functional space. Based on the above observation,
one can obtain the control of [|[V6*|]3,, ... Later, by similar arguments as [25], one can control
Ve300 + € V2l 7. Finally, in order to estimate Vo —1uf||?, we still need to obtain
the uniform bound of [|9/" *divuf||? which is hard to get by the conormal energy estimate
because some boundary terms are hard to control. By employing the mass equation, it is found
that [|0/"'divu®||? can be controlled by the conormal energy estimates and pointwise estimates
obtained above. Therefore, combining all the above estimates, one proves (LL22]).

Based on the uniform estimates in Theorem 1.1, using a similar arguments as [25] [16], one can
justify the vanishing dissipation limit of solutions of full compressible Navier-Stokes system (L.T])
to the solutions of the full Euler equations (LH) in L®-norm by a strong compactness argument,
but without convergence rate. In the present paper, we are interested in the vanishing dissipation

limit with rates of convergence.
We supplement the full Euler equations (L5l and the full compressible Navier-Stokes equa-
tions (LI]) with the same initial data (pg,ug, o) satisfying

0< C};l < po, 0y < Cy and (po, uo,00) € H>N XY with m > 6. (1.28)

It is well known that there exists a unique smooth solution (p,u,#) € H? for the problem (L3,
(CH) with initial data (pg,uo,0p) at least locally in time [0,7}] where 77 > 0 depends only on
l(po, w0, 60)|| 73 On the other hand, it follows from Theorem [[T] that there exists a time Ty and
C} independent of € € (0,1], such that there exists a unique solution (p°,u¢,6%) of (L)), (L3
with the initial data (pg,uo,6p) and satisfies (L21), (L22)).

Then we justify the vanishing dissipation limit as follows:

Theorem 1.5 (Vanishing Dissipation Limit) Based on the above preparations, under the
assumptions of Theorem [I1l and k() — 0+ as € — 0+, there exists To = min{Ty,T1} > 0,
which is independent of € > 0, such that

(o™ = p,u = u, 05 = ) (1) 7 +/O ell(u = u) (77 + w(e)II(0° = ) ()| dr

< Cmax{e?,k(e)2}, t €[0,T3], (1.29)
(0" = p,u® —u, 05 = O)() || 72 +/O ell(w® = u) ()72 + K(e)[(0° = O)(7) 72 dr
< Cmax{e?,k(e)3}, t € [0,T3], (1.30)

and

2 3
10" = pyu” = W)l Lo @xfo.mu)y < lI(p° = pyu® =) f2 - (7 = pyu® = )|l
< C'max{e, k() } 7, (1.31)



where C' depends only on the norm ||(po, uo, 0)| g3 + ||(po, uo, 00) | xz, -

Remark 1.6 [t is easy to see that k(e) = €® with 0 < a < 4 satisfy the condition of Theorem
1.5

Remark 1.7 Compared to the isentropic case [25], one can see that the convergence rates of
vanishing dissipation limit are influenced by the decay rate of heat conductivity. In particular, for
the case k(e) = &, Theorem [I3 implies that the convergence rate in L°°(0, Ty; H') is €3 which
is slower than the isentropic case [25] whose corresponding rate is 2. This is mainly due to the
influence of thermal boundary layers, see LemmalZZ below. If one can prove /{(6)% f(f IV AGe||2dr

is uniformly bounded, then the convergence rate of (L30) could be improved to be max(aé , /ﬁ;(e’f)%),
however it is very hard to obtain such uniform estimate in our framework.

Remark 1.8 By the same arguments as Theorem [LJ, one can also prove the dissipation limit
of full compressible Navier-Stokes system to the following system:

pt + div(pu) =0,
(pu)s + div(pu @ u) + Vp =0, if k(e) > ko >0ase —>0+. (1.32)
[0(0 + 31ul®)]e + divpu(0 + 3|ul?) + pu] = koA,

with boundary conditions
u-nlpgg =0, n-Vl|sq = vo.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we collect some elementary facts
and inequalities that will be used later. We prove the a priori estimates Theorem [B]in section
3 which is the main part of this paper. By using the a priori estimates, we prove Theorem [L.T]
in section 4. Section 5 is devoted to the proof of Theorem [L5l

Notations: Throughout this paper, the positive generic constants that are independent of &
are denoted by ¢,C(may depend on p,A). | - | denotes the standard L?(£2;dz) norm, and
| “|lgm (m =1,2,3,---) denotes the Sobolev H™(); dx) norm. The notation |- |gm will be used
for the standard Sobolev norm of functions defined on 0€2. Note that this norm involves only
tangential derivatives. P(-) denotes a polynomial function.

2 Preliminaries

The following lemma [26] 23] allows one to control the H™(£2)-norm of a vector valued function
u by its H™1(Q)-norm of V x u and divu, together with the Hm_%(aﬁ)—norm of u-n.

Proposition 2.1 Let m € Ny be an integer. Let u € H™ be a vector-valued function. Then,
there exists a constant C' > 0 independent wu, such that

[uf g < C (IIV Xul gm-r + || divul| rm—s + ||ull gm-r + [u - n] (2.1)

Hm*%(ag)) :

and

el < € (IV X ll g + ldiva] s+ ] s + 0 x (2.2)

™3 <asz>) :

In this paper, we shall use repeatedly the Gagliardo-Nirenbirg-Morser type inequality, whose
proof can be find in [9]. First, define the space

W™Q % [0,T)) = {f(z,t) € L2(Q x [0,T]) | 2°f € L*(Q2 x [0,T]), |af <m }. (2.3)

Then, the Gagliardo-Nirenbirg-Morser type inequality is as follows:



Proposition 2.2 For u,v € L>®(Q x [0,T]) N W™(Q x [0,T]) with m € Ny be an integer. It
holds that

t t t
/0 |(ZPuz )7l Pdr < lluls, / o () Emdr + 02 / la() Bmdr, 18]+ 7 =m.  (2.4)

We also need the following anisotropic Sobolev embedding and trace estimates:

Proposition 2.3 Let m; > 0, mg > 0 be integers, f € HI'(Q) N HDI2(Q) and Vf € H?(Q).
1) The following anisotropic Sobolev embedding holds:

1713 < (I Az + 1 gz ) - WLz (2.5)
provided mq + mo > 3.
2) The following trace estimate holds:
1 Breo < C(IV gz + 1z ) - 1 sz (2.6)

provided mq + mo > 25 > 0.

Proof. The proof is just a using of the covering Q C Q¢ U}_; €, and Proposition 2.2 in [I7],
the details are omitted here. O

3 A priori Estimates
The aim of this section is to prove the following a priori estimates, which is a crucial step to
prove Theorem [Tl For notation convenience, we drop the superscript e throughout this section.

Theorem 3.1 Let m be an integer satisfying m > 6, k(e) satisfies (L2Q), Q be a C™+? domain
and A € C™L(0Q). For very sufficiently smooth solution defined on [0,T] of (LI) and (L3) in
Q, then we have

t t
Ip(z, 0)] exp(— / |divul| g=dr) < pla,t) < |o(z, )] exp( / |divul|pwdr), Vi€ [0,T],  (3.1)
0 0

and
t t
0o 7/ 10(T)|| Lo dT < 0(2, ) < O +/ 10(T)||Ledr, ¥t e [0,T]. (3.2)
0 0
In addition, if it holds that
0<co < p(a,t),0(x,t) < E < o0, Vtelo,T], (3.3)
Co

where ¢y is any given small positive constant, then we have the a priori estimate

t t t
T (0o, 0) 2 N (1) + / Vo= (p, 0)(r)|dr + / 1V (08)(7) |2 + / e Vu(r) |2mdr
t m—2 .t
+ (e / NGy / EIV20bu(r) |2,y + R ()| ABEO() |2,y _pdr
k=0

t t
e / V200 ()| Pdr + w(e)? / |AGP=10() |2 + V27 2A6(r) | 2dr

< 620m+2{P(Nm(0)) + tP(Nm(t))}. (3.4)

1

=+ P() is a polynomial and

where Cy depends only on

Non(£) 2 Ny, 0)(8) = sup_ {1+ (0,1, 0)(7)%;, }- (35)

0<7r<t
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Throughout this section, we shall work on the interval of time [0, 7] such that ¢y < p,0 < %

1

And we point out that the generic constant C' may depend on - in this section. Since the
proof of Theorem B3] is very complicated, we shall divide the proof into the following several

subsections.

3.1 Conormal Energy Estimates for p,u and 6

Notice that
Ay = Vdivu — V X V X u,

then (L)) is rewritten as

pt + div(pu) =0,
pus + pu-Vu+ Vp = —peV X w + (2u + N)eVdivu,
p0; + pu - VO + pdivu = k() A0 + 2ue|Sul? + Ae|divul|?,

where w = V X u is the vorticity.

Lemma 3.2 For a smooth solution of (LIl) and ([L3)), it holds that for e € (0,1]

sup. ([ B0)+pfal®) + golude) +er [l Vu(r)|F +n(e) [90(7) P

0<r<t
1 t
< [ Rion) + pohl60) + goolucds+C [ futr)ar + .
0
where ¢y > 0 and fi(t) =tlnt —t+1 and fo(t) =t —Int+1 fort > 0.

Proof. Multiplying (BI7) by %, one gets that

dt

= n(s)/

It follows from the boundary condition (L3 that

d
— pln@dw—l—/deivudac

2 .
|V9§| ders/%(2M|Su|2+>\|divu|2)dx+n(s)/ NAALIF

oo 0

Vo -n
le)

k(e) do = vk(e) /asz do < Ck(e) < C.

We rewrite the mass equation ([B.I.7), to be
pt +u-Vp+ pdivu = 0,

which yields immediately that
. d
/pdlvud:c =— /pt +u-Vpdr = — /p((lnp)t +u-Vinp)der = T /plnpd:c.

Substituting (BI112)) and BII0) into ([BI13]), one obtains that
[Vo|?

d Vo
pn (Rplnp—pln@)dx+/f<a(€) 02

+ %(2,u|5’u|2 + M divul?)dz < C.
On the other hand, it follows from (L1)); and (LI]) that

d
= | pde =
a ) =0

(3.1.6)

(3.1.7)

(3.1.8)

(3.1.9)

(3.1.10)

(3.1.11)

(3.1.12)

(3.1.13)

(3.1.14)
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and

d 1
— /p9 + =plul?dr = n(s)/ n - Vldo + 2u€/ ((Su)u)ndo < C + 6¢||Vul|® + Cs|lul/?,  (3.1.15)
dt 2 00 00

where we have used the following facts in the estimates of (B.II5)

H(E)‘ /asz n - Vé’da‘ + QME‘ 6g((8’u)u)nda‘ = Z/FL(E)‘ [99 Hda‘ + 2,u€‘ /(m((SU)n)TquU

< C 4+ Celuls < C + 5¢||Vul|? + Cs|lul?.

Then, combining (3 I13]), BI1I4) and (BIIH]), one obtains that
d 1 Vo
= (/R(plnp —p+ 1)+ p0—nb+1)+ §p|u|2d:c) + /n(s) | 92| + %(2u|5u|2 + M|divu[?)de

< 82 ||Vul|? + Cs||ul]® + C. (3.1.16)

It follows from the Korn’s inequality and the fact 2u + A > 0 that

92
/K(E)WQJ + 5 @ulSul? + NdivuP)dz > 2e: [5(0) [V + €| Vull?] Ol (3.117)

where ¢; > 0 is a given positive constant depends on cg, i, A, k. Thus, choosing § small, it holds
that

d

1
7 (/R(plnpfpwL D4+p@—In0+1)+ §p|u|2d:c) +c16(e)[|VO||* + cre]| Vul|* < O+ Clul/?. (3.1.18)

Integrating (BLI8]) over [0,¢], one obtains (3.I.8]). Thus the proof of the Lemma B2 is com-
pleted. O

However, the above basic energy estimates is far from enough to get the vanishing dissipation
limit. One needs to get some conormal derivative estimates. Set

Q) 2 sup {[IV(p,u0)(t) 3 + 1(0:10,0, pr, u, 0) (DI + [ V2ul[ 3. }. (3.1.19)

0<r<t
It follows from Proposition that

Q(t) < CP(N,,(t)) for m > 3. (3.1.20)

Lemma 3.3 For m > 3, it holds that

t t
sup I(pﬁ,U)(T)II%erE/O IIVU(T)II%de+f~”»(€)/0 IVO(T)|[3m dr

0<r<t
t t

< CCpaa {1+ o0, w0, 80) g + 822 [ IV2u(r) vy + 852 [ 1807 s
0 0

+ 5/; IV~ (p, O)(7)|12dr + CstP(Non(8)) }, (3.1.21)

where 0 is small which will be chosen later and Cs is a polynomial function of% which may
vary from line to line.
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Proof. The estimate for k£ = 0 is already given in Lemma Assuming that it is proven for
k <m — 1. We shall prove it for k =m > 1. Applying Z% with |a| = m to (BL1), one obtains
that

PZ%u 4+ pu - VZU+ Z%Vp = —ueZ2°V x w + 2pu + \)eZ*Vdivu + C¢ 4 C,

PZ%0; + pu - VZ% + pZ>divu — k() Z*Ab (3.1.22)
=20 Z%(|Sul?) + AeZ(|divul?) + C§ + C§ + C2,
with
C? Zaap]ut = _Z\ﬁ|21,ﬁ+'y:a Cm,@Z'@pZWut,
05 = ~[2% pu- VIu == T jg51 100 Cap 2 (00) 27Vu = pu- [2°, V]u,

03 = =[2%pu- V)0 = = X 5121 1 ma Cap 2P (pu) 2796 — pu - [2°, V)9,

—
=
C§ = —[2% 010t = = Xjp>1,547=a Cas 27 pZ70r, (3.1.23)
=
Ce = —[2°, pldivu = — ZleLﬂJF,Y:a Co 3 ZPpZ7divu,

where C, g are the corresponding binomial coefficients. Multiplying (BI122) by Z%u and
integrating by parts, one has that

d

1
7 §p|Zo‘u|2dx + /Z“szo‘ud:c = —,LLE/ZO‘V X w - Z%dx

+ (2u+ Ne / ZVdivu - Z%udx + /(Cf‘ +C§) Z%udx (3.1.24)
Using the same arguments as Lemma 3.3 of [25], one can get that

- E/Z”‘V X - Zoudz < f%”v x Z|[? + 82|Vl + 662 [ V2ul s
+ CsCrmra (| V] 3mr + ullFem)- (3.1.25)
and
E/Zanivu  Zoudy < —%||divzau||2 + 8l Va2 + 37V 2y
+ CosCrra (| Vull3m—s + [ Fpm)- (3.1.26)
It follows from Proposition 2] that

2¢1||VZ%ul[r2 < (||V X Z%l| g2 + [|divZ®ul|p2 + [| 2%l L2 + | 2% - ”|H%(69))

< (||v X Z%|| 2 + Hdino‘uHLz) n C’m+2(||u||%£m + ||vu|\;m,,1). (3.1.27)

Substituting (BL25)-B120) into (B124) and using (BI127), then integrating the resultant

inequality over [0, ¢], one obtains that
1 t t
5/ |Zau|2dx+/0 /Z“Vp-ZaudxdT—l—chE/O |V Z%u(7)||32dT

1 t t
< §/p0|Z”‘u0|2dx+C’5€2/ HVQU(T)Hg_Lm,ldTJrC’(SE/ |Vu(T)|]3mdr
0 0

t t
+/ /(cg+cg)-zaudxd7+cm+2cg/ V()2 + u(r)|Bpedr.  (3.1.28)
0 0

On the other hand, multiplying (B.1.22)) by ZTQG and integrating by parts, one has that
d Ze0
dt

Z0 Z
< 5/ (2uZa(|Su|2) + /\Za(|divu|2)) =dr+ /(cg +Cf 405

dx

2—”9|za9|2dx + / RpZ°divuz®0dz — r(e) / ZONG -

Ode + CPINL(1)).  (3.1.29)
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It follows from the boundary condition (3], that

- 29V < cm+1(|za9|p + |zm—1ve|L2)
< Coa (12701 V7012 + 1 276 + V20015 |90 s + 9615, ) (3.1.30)

which, together with integrating by parts, yields that

5)/ZQA9- Z@de =—

Za Ot
= —n(s)/dino‘ 99 (5)/[div,Z 1veo 99d
= k(e )/ZO‘VHVZ odzfn(s)/[div,ZQ]VGZeod:cfn(e)/ ZGQZO‘VHndU (3.1.31)
o0

VZQGQ a o o % o 1 o
) [ EEZ i et (190l | 92201 + 1000 | T8l s + 12200 1 922011290 ]2

3 -~
> “4 /'V O e 5 (& A8 ps — () [V Z70]2 — IV — CsCinir PN (1),

where we have used the Young’s inequality in the last inequality of (BI3I). It is easy to
calculate that

Lo ze t
5/ / ; 0 [Quza(|su|2) + )\ZO‘(|divu|2)} drdr < 552/ |V u||2,mdr + CstP(N;n (t)). (3.1.32)
0 0

Substituting (132) and (BI3]) into (B1.29) and integrating the resultant inequality over
[0,t], one gets that

t Za92
/2%|za9|2d:c+/ /RpZ“divuZ“@d:ch+ 3 / /'V g
0

t t
< /2%0|za90|2dx+05/ k(&) [VZm0(r))? +H(5)2||A9(7)|\;m,1d7+55/ IV u(r) |2, dr
0

+5/ VO —10(7)|?dr + CstP(N, / /63 +Cg +C5) 7 O dar. (3.1.33)

Combining (BI128) and ([BI33]), one obtains that

1 ! 3 VZoo)?
P / P2 + 351200 dr + 2cre /0 1922 () 2dr + 22 / / VZOL jar

+ R/Ot/ZO‘V(pG) < 2%+ pZ*divu - Z*0dxdr
< 5 [ miztul + Lz 0+ 05 [ IVl e + IV
+05/ IVOT) 2, + £ () AT |2y 1d7+05/ IVar—10(r)||2dr
+ O at PN (1) + € /O I(er.cs.c5.cq.09)|Pdr) : /O HZO‘(U,Q)HQdT)%. (3.1.34)

Now we estimate the fourth term on the LHS of (3I34]). Note that

ZoN(p0) =0 -NZ% +p-VZ90+ 2%, V|0 + [Z2°,VOlp+0-[Z°,V]p+p-[2%,V]0,  (3.1.35)
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which, together with Proposition and Holder inequality, yields that
t
1= / /ZO‘V(pG) - Z% + pZ%divu - Z2%0dxdT
0
t t
> / /(9 -VZ% + p-VZ0) Z%udxdr + / /pZadivu - Z%0dxdr
0 0

05/0 Ivo— (p,9)|2d705(1+Q(t))/0 N (T)dT

t t
> —/ /(GZap—i— pZ20)divZ*udzdr —|—/ /pZO‘divu - Z%0dxdr
0 0
t t
- 05/ Vo —t(p, 0)||2dr + / / 0Z% + pZ°0)Z%u - ndodr — C5P(N,, (1))
0 0 Jao
¢ t
> —/ /HZap - divZ%udzdr + / / 0Z% + pZ90)Z%u - ndodr
0 0 Joo

-6 /t VO —t(p, 0)||2dr — CstP(Nyu(t)). (3.1.36)
0

We shall calculate the boundary term in (BI30) when a3 = O(for a3 # 0, we have that
Z% = 0 on the boundary) in the right hand side of (BI36]). It follows from that (L3)) and
256)), for k£ < m, that

g op
|Z;n—kaécun| 1 < 0, i k m, . (3137)
1% =\ sl IV ullprs + Jullan}, i k< m—1.
If || = |a, it follows from B.I37) that
t
/ / 0Z% + pZ90)Z%u - ndodr = 0. (3.1.38)
0 Joo
If |ay| > 1, integrating by parts along the boundary and using (B.1.38]), one has that
t t
|/ / 0Z% + pZ90)Z%u - ndodr| = |/ / (02,107 p+ pZ; 07°0) Z%u - ndodr|
0 Jog o Jog
t
SCQ(t)/O (1Zg=1 05 ol + 1250708001,y ) 2% ]y dodr
t
< / IV (0, 0) |2+ + C5Consst PN (1)). (3.1.39)
0

Therefore from [B.1.39) and (B1.38]), we obtain that
t t
| / / (029 + p2°0) 2% - ndodr| < 6 / IVOm (0, 0)|2dr + CsConsat PNn (1)), (3.1.40)
0 JoQ 0

In order to estimate the first term on the RHS of ([B.1.36]), we use the following equation which
is derived from BIT),, i.e,

divu = -2~ 2. v). (3.1.41)
pop
Applying Z¢ to (BI4I]), one immediately obtains that
1 1
Zodivu = —= 2%, — . Z°Vp— Y CapZ(5) 20— D CasZB(2)-27Vp. (3.1.42)
r 18218 +7=a r 18215 +7=a P

It is easy to get that

t
/ /QZQp-ZO‘ptdachZ/i|Zo‘p|2dac—/E|Zap0|2d$—CtP(/\/‘m(t)). (3.1.43)
ol p 2p 2po
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Integrating by parts and using boundary condition (L3]), one has
Lre Lre
/ /—uZo‘p - Z%Vpdxdr = / /—uZO‘p(VZG‘p +[Z29, V]p)dxdT
0 P 0 P
t
> 5 / IV p(r) |Pdr — CstP(Nin (£)). (3.1.44)
0
It follows from Proposition that

K 1
3 ‘/ /Ca,ﬁozap. (zf’(—) Zp + Zﬂ(E)Z'YVp)d:EdT’
18121,8+7=a 70 P P

< / IV =" p(r)|Pdr + CstP (Wi (1))- (3.1.45)

Combining (B1.42)-(3I45]), one obtains that

t
—/ /HZO‘p~ZO‘divud:ch
0

1 1 i
> /—|Zap|2dac—/—|Zap0|2dac—0(5/ IV p(7)|Pdr — CstP(Nin(1). (3.1.46)
2p 2po 0
Substituting (3.1.46]) and (3.1.40) into ([B.1.36]), one gets that

¢
1= / /ZO‘V(pH) - Z% + pZ%divu - Z2%0dxdT
0

1 1 ¢
> /2—p|Zap|2dac—/5|Z“p0|2d$—06/ IVOm (0, 0)|2dr — CorsaCst PN () (3.1.47)
0 0

In order to complete the estimates in ([BI134]), it remains to estimate the terms involving
C¥ i=1---5. It follows from Proposition and BI.27) that

70

5 t ;
Zl/o IC2 | dadr < C[1+P(Q(t))]/0 VO =10 2dr + CtP(Nom (1)), (3.1.48)

Therefore, substituting (B148) and B.I147) into (B134) and using Cauchy inequality, one
proves (BITIT]). Thus, the proof of the Lemma B3] is completed. O

3.2 Conormal Estimates for divu, Vp and V6

In order to use the compactness argument in the proof of the vanishing dissipation limit, one
needs some uniform spatial derivative estimates. In this subsection, we shall get some uniform
estimates on divu, Vp and V6. In fact, in order to get the uniform estimate of || Vu||3m-1, one
needs the uniform estimate of ||divu||;ym-1 since we consider the compressible flow in this paper.

Lemma 3.4 For m > 3, it holds that

t t
sup ||(divu,Vp,V9)(T)H2+€/ HVdivu(T)HQdT—i—/ﬁ(E)/ 180(7)||2dr
0 0

0<r<t
< c{ I[(divio, V po, V6o)||? + 02 /Ot IV 2u(r)||2dr + 6r(e)? /Ot IV AG(T) || 2dr + CgtP(Nm(t))}. (3.2.1)
Proof. Multiplying (8I1), by Vdivu, one has that
/Ot /(put + pu - Vu) - Vdivudzdr + /Ot / Vp - Vdivudzdr

t t
= fus/ /V X w - Vdivudzdr + (2p + )\)5/ | Vdivu||?dr. (3.2.2)
0 0
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It follows from integrating by parts and the boundary conditions (I3]) that
¢ ¢
/ /(put + pu - Vu) - Vdivudzdr = f/ /(pdivut + pu - Vdivu)divudzdr
0 0
t t
- / /(Vp “ug + V(pu) - Vu)divudzdr + / / plu - V)u - ndivudodr
0 o9

1 1
g—5/pldivu|2d:c+§/poldwuo| dz + C[1+ P(Q / e, V)P

‘/ / (u-V)n- udlvudadT‘
of)

1 t
< —§/p|dlvu| dz + 2/p0|d1V’LL0| dx + C[1 + P( (t))]/ | (ue, Vu)||? + |u|32dr
0
1 1
< f§/p|divu|2dx+ §/p0|divu0|2dx+C’tP(Nm(t)). (3.2.3)

By using the boundary condition (L3]) and integrating by parts along the boundary, one has
that

t t
5/ /V X w - Vdivudxdr = 5/ / n X w - Vdivudodr
of)

= 5/ / (Bu) - II(Vdivu)dodr —5/ (Bu) - Z,divudodr < 035/ ul ;4 [divul 3
00 aQ
< 035/ [l g1 || divee|| grdT < Z/ HVdiquQquLCge/ I|(Vu, u)||*dr. (3.2.4)
0 0 0
Substituting [B:23]) and (24 into [22]), one obtains that
1 7 t t
3 /p|divu|2dac + §(2M + )\)5/ | Vdivu|?dr — R/ /V(p@) - Vdivudzdr
0 0

< %/p0|divu0|2dx + CtP(Noy(t)). (3.2.5)

On the other hand, applying V to (B.I11), yields that
PV O;+p(u-V)VO+pVdivu = k() AVO+eV (2] Sul> + A |divu|*) — [Vp-@t—i-Vp-divu—i-V(pu)tVG . (3.2.6)

Multiplying (2.6 by %, one obtains that

t 0 t
/ /[pV@t + p(u- V)V - vTdach + R/ /pV@ - Vdivudzdr
0 0

t t
=K 5)/0 /AVH%edszJrs/O /V(2u|5u|2+)\|divu|2) . VTdedT

t
0
- / /(Vp 0; + Vp - divu + V(pu)'Vo) - %dwdr. (3.2.7)
0

For the first terms on the LHS of 327, it follows from integrating by parts that

¢ 0
/ /[prt+p(u~V)V9] : %dszz /2—%|V9|2dx—/;70|V90|2dx—CtP(Nm(t)). (3.2.8)
0 0

For the last two terms on the right hand side of ([B27]), it follows from the Cauchy inequality
that

! W ! Ve
5‘/ /V(2u|5u|2 + Adivu|?) - 7dmd7“ + ‘/ /(Vp -0y + Vp - divu + V(pu)' Vo) - 7dwdr
0 0

t
< 552/ | V2u||?dr + Cst P(Non(t)). (3.2.9)
0
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Using the boundary condition (L3]);, one gets that

/ /VM VO twdr = —n(e) /t/MdszJrn(s) /t/A9|V9|2dsz

2
+ k(e )/ A@ve " dodr <——/<; / /|A9| dzdr + Crk(e / |AO|L2dT + CtP(Nyp, (1))
0 JoQ
7 |AG|?
< fgn(s)/ / 7 dszJrC’n(s)/ |AG| grrd7 + CtP (N (t)) (3.2.10)
0 0
3 Ll 1AoP 2 [ >
——H(E)/ /Tdacdr—i—éﬁ(s) / [VAO||*dT + CstP(Npy(t)).
0 0

Substituting ([B.2.9)-(B.2.10]) into (327, one obtains that

‘ LA
/ £|V9|2dac + R/ /pV@ - Vdivudzdr + §:‘<&(E)/ / |29 dxdr
20 0 4 0 0

t
< [ $00ds +C3 [ 2T + n(e[VAGPdr + CotPNn(), (321D
0 0

Combining (.2.5]) and [B:2.11), it holds that
¢
% / §|V9(T)|2 + pldivu () [Pdx — R/ /GV/) - Vdivudzdr

AG|?
+3H //| |dxd7+i(2u+/\ /||Vd1vu|\2d7

< c{ 11(V8o, divuo) || + 5/ 2|\ V2u)? + k(e)2||VAY||2dr + C(;tP(Nm(t))}. (3.2.12)
0
Finally, it follows from (B.I.47]) that
t
I= —/ /GVp-VdivudxdT > /ﬁ|vp|2dx —/9—O|Vp0|2dx — CtP(Non(2)). (3.2.13)
0 2p 2po
Substituting (3213 into [B212]), one proves [B.2.1]). Thus, the proof of Lemma [B.4] is com-
pleted. O

Next we consider the higher order estimates. Firstly, we estimate Z%divu for |og| < m — 2
with || =m — 1.
Lemma 3.5 For every m > 3 and |a| < m — 1 with |ag| < m — 2, it holds that

t t
sup |[(Z%divu, Z*Vp, VZG‘G)(T)|\2+€/ ||VZadiW(7')||2dT+fi(€>/ |Z¥A0(7)||*dr
0 0

0<7r<t

t t
< OO an{Nn0) + (5 + ) / 1V 22 divu(7)||2dr + 0 / IV (p, 0)(r)|2dr (3.2.14)
0 0

t t
+ 5/ (|V2u(T) |5 m-1 + ()| VZ™2A0(T)||PdT + 5/ |V2Z™2u(T)||2dr + C,;tP(Nm(t))}.
0 0
Proof. The estimate for |a| = 0 is already given in Lemma 3.4l Assuming that it is proven for
la| < m — 2. We shall prove it for |a| =m — 1 > 1 with |ag| < m — 2. Multiplying (B8.1.22]) by
V Z%divu yields that
t t
/ /(pZaut + pu - VZ%u) - VZdivudzdr + / /Zan -V Z%divudzdr
= —,us/ /ZO‘V X w - VZ%ivudadr + 2+ Ne / /ZO‘ divu - VZdivudzdr

+/ /(Cla +C3) - VZ4divudxdr. (3.2.15)
0
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Since
t
/ /(pZ”‘ut + pu - VZ%) - VZdivudadr
0
t t
—/ /(pdinO‘ut + pu - VdivZu) Zdivudadr — / /(Vp - Z%u + V(pu)t - VZ%) Z*divudrdr
0 0
t
+ / / (pZ%us -n+ p(u - V)Z% - n) Z%divudodr £ I + I + I3. (3.2.16)
o9
For I1 and I, one can obtains easily that
t
—/ /(pZ”‘divut + pu - VZ%divu) Z2*divudadr
0

t
B / / (p[div, Z%ue + p(u1Zy1 + u2Zy2 + uzg
0

: div, Z%u | Z%divudxdr

< —/g|Zadivu(t)|2dx+/ 0|z divio e + Cal + P(Q / IVul2prdr,  (3.2.17)

and
L <Cl+PQ / V]2 d, (3.2.18)
where p(2) = 17 + . Noting that Z¢ contains at least one tangential derivative Z,, integrating

by parts along the boundary and using (2.6]), (3137, one has that
t
I3 = / / PZ% -n—p(u-V)n- Z% + p(u- V)(Z% - n)| Z%divudodr
o0
¢
= / / PZ% - — p(u-V)n - Z% ~+ p(u10,1 + u20,2)(Z2%u - n)]| Z%divudodr
o0

t
<Cl+ P(Q(t))]/o (|Zo‘ut nl 1 2% n] s+ |Zo‘u|H%) . |Zm72diVU|Hl dr

t
< 5/ V2™ 2divu||?dr + Cpuy2CstP(No (1)). (3.2.19)
0
Substituting (B2.17)), (B218]) and (3219 into ([B.2.I6]), one gets that
t
/ /(pZO‘ut + pu - VZ%)V Zdivudzdr (3.2.20)
0

t
< - / g|ZO‘divu(t)|2dx + / p—20|Zo‘divu0|2dac ) / IV 2m=2divul|2dr + C5Cpmat P(Non(t)).
0
By the same argument as Lemma 3.6 of [25], one can obtain that
! « : a s 3 ! @ 1: 2 ! m—2 73: 2
5 ZVdivu - VZ*divudzdr > 1€ IV Zdivul|“dr — Ce [ [|[VZ™2divu|“dr, (3.2.21)
0 0 0
and
t
- 5/ /ZO‘V X w - VZivudzdr
0
ot t
> _Z/ |V Zdivu||*dr — CE/ V2™ 2w]||2dT — Cpyyot P(Nin(1)). (3.2.22)
0 0
It follows from Proposition that

/O 1C22 + [|C812dr < C(1 + P(Q(t)))/o PN (7))dr < CLP(Nin(£)). (3.2.23)
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which, together with integrating by parts, yields that
t
|/ /(Cla + CHV Z%ivudadr|
0
t t
< / / (€O + €Y ZV 2 divudadr| + C / / (1] + 1C9 )|V 2~ Ldivuldzdr (3.2.24)
0 0
t
< |/ /(|Zc?| 1 1Zeg) + (e8] + C3)) - [V 22 divuldedr
0
t t t
< 5/ HVZm_2divu||2dT+C/ ICo1Z + ICS % d7§6/ |V 2" 2divu|2dr + CLP(N,y (1)),
0 o & b o
Substituting (B:2.20)-B.2:24)) into (BZIH]), one obtains that
t t
/g|Zo‘divu(t)|2d:c - R/ /Z“V(p@) - VZ*divudzdr + Z(zwr )\)s/ |V Zdivu||*dr (3.2.25)
0 0
t t
< / 20z divuold + C{ (5 + <) / 1V 2 2divu||2dr + ¢ / V27 20]?dr + CorsaCst PN (1)) .
0 0
Next we shall estimate the temperature part. Applying V to (B.1.22]),, one obtains that

PVZ0 + p(u - V)VZU0 + pV Z¥divu — k() VZYAD
= VpZ90, + V(pu)'VZ%0 + VpZdivu + eVZ® (2u|Su|2 + )\|divu|2) FV(CE+CE+CF),  (3.2.26)

with |a| = m — 1 and |ap| < m — 2. Multiplying 3:228) by Y=-¢ yields that

VZ*0

t t
/ 2—p9|VZ°‘9|2dac + R/ /pVZ”‘H - VZ*divudzdr — H(E)/ /VZO‘AH dxdr (3.2.27)
0 0

¢ Z0 ¢ Z°0
gs/ /VZ“<2u|Su|2+)\|divu|2)v9 dde/ /V(cg+cg+cg)ve dwdr + CtP(N,,).
0 0

It follows from integrating by parts that

! Zo i AZe i Ze
H(E)/ /VZO‘AGVQ edxdT = —H(E)/ /ZO‘AH 7 edl'dT—l—/i(E)/ /ZO‘AGVQ—QGVdedT
0 0 0

t . o t (e 2 t . «
+n(s)/ / zong V2 4oy < 73"(5)/ /'Z Ad) dzd¢+n(s)/ / 200" V2 1o
0 Joo 0 4 Jo 0 0 Joo 0

+ Ck(e) /Ot |2 72A0||%dr. + CtP(Non(2)). (3.2.28)

Noting that Z¢ contains at least one tangential derivative Z,, integrating by parts along the
boundary yields that

t e}
n(e)‘/ / ZQAQL“dUdT‘
0 JoQ 0

t 1 1
:n(s)‘/ / Zo71Ag - (Ezy(n.vzaown.vzaozy(a))dom’
0 o0

t 1 1
< CP(Q(t))m(a)/ (1277280] 3|V 2" 220117, + 1 27 286] 12| (In - V20l + [0 - V2202 ) dr
0

t [Bo|<m—2 t t
< 5&(5)2/ HVZm”AQHQdTJr Z 51{(5)2/ ||ZﬁA9H2dT+5H(€)/ ||VZm9H2dT
0 0 0

[B]<m—1

t
+ Ck(e) / 2™ 2A0|%dr + C5Ch 1t P(Non (1)), (3.2.29)
0
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where we have used the following boundary estimates, for || < m — 1 with |ag| < m — 2,

[+ V20 12(00) < CCm (Nif + |27 200]ENG),
(3.2.30)

-VZ*0 <CC AR Bol<m—2 28 A gn £\ Ard 4 A3
In | (00) < 'mt1 (] [E +Z\B|§m—1 | 12N + A2,

which follows from the boundary condition (L3]) and (2.6]). Substituting (8.2.29]) into (B2.28)),

one obtains that

t Za
—H(E)/ /VZO‘AGVQ edacdr
0
|Bol<m—2

t ZaA 2 t = t
E)/ /' 99| d:cdf—(sﬁ(g)Q/ REEIN 5&(5)2/ 128 80|12
0 0 0

[Bl<m—1

t t
- 5n(s)/ |VZ70||*dr — C’n(s)/ |22 A0|2dr — CsCry 1t P(Non(1)). (3.2.31)
0 0

For the terms on the RHS of ([8.2.27)), it follows from Proposition and Holder inequality
that

5‘ /t/VZCY (2,u|5’u|2 + )\|divu|2) Y20
0

t
+ CIP(Nm (1)) + ||Vdivu||2L°°]/ P(Now (7)) + [[VZ™2divu, VO~ (p, )| *d7 + CsCon 1t P(Non (1))
0

t t
dxd¢’+/0 H(VC;,VCg)Hng(Sg?/O V2|3, dT

< 522 / 192021 + CP(N, / IV 27 2diva, VO (p, 0)|2dr + CsCom i t PN (), (3.2.32)

where we have used the fact ||Vdivul|2. < CP(N,(t)) which will be proved in Lemma
below. For the term VC§, one needs to be more careful. First, one notices that

2
Ci= Y > CapZl(pu)270,0+ > CapZ’(pu-N)Z70.0+ pu-N[2,0.]0, (3.2.33)
[BI>1,8+y=ai=1 [B]>1,8+y=a
then, from Proposition 2.2 it holds that
t 2
/ IV(pu- N[Z%0.10)P+ > [Z IV (2% (pui)270,:0) 1> + || 270.0 - VZ° (pu.- N)||2} dr
0 .
|B21,6+v=a i=1

C(1+P(Q / PN (1)) + IVO7" p||2dr. (3.2.34)

For |5| > 1,8 + v = a, and |a| = m — 1, one notices that

ZP(pu- N)VZ10.0 = > Cy(2)2°(
B<p

) - p(2)VZ70.0, (3.2.35)

where C'5(2) is bounded smooth function of z. If B =0and |y| < m — 2, one gets that

pu- N

¢(2)
If |3] # 0, from Proposition 2, one obtains that

t ) t
[N ES - ey zrantir < 1B [ levEo0ar < CPWL®). (3230
0 0

pu-N o
(2)

| 12 vz 0.0dr < 0O+ PQU)) [ PN+ 125 s < CEPNG(). (3:23)

¢(2)
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where in the last inequality, we have used the Hardy inequality

u-N. o 2
——||zm-1 < Cps1 | V|3 m-1, 3.2.38
| () 15 +1[[Vully, ( )
which has already been proved in page 543 of [16]. Then, combining ([3.2.35)-(B.2.37), one
obtains that

t
3 / 128 (pu - NYV270.0|2dr < CEP(Nn(2). (3.2.39)
181>1,8+v=a "0
Thus, it follows from (B233)), (B.234) and (3.2.39]) that
t t
| Ives P < CPan(r)) [ IVOr - (p, )] dr + CLPN() (3.2.40)
0 0

Substituting (B.2.31)), (3.232]) and (B.2.40) into ([B.2:27)) and using Holder inequality, one obtains

that
‘ Y ar-AN e
/£|V2a9|2dz+R/ /pVZa9~VZO‘divudsz+ H(&:)/ /| | dxdr
20 o 2 Jo 0

t t [Bo|<m—2
gccm+1{|\vza90||2+552/ ||v2u||im,1d7+5n(e)2/ V22807 + > [12°A0)%dr
0 0

|B]<m—1

t t t
—l—&%(a)/ ||VZ’"9H2dT+m(5)/ ||Z’"_2A9||2d7+6/ IV 2" 2diva® + [V (p, 0)|2dr
0 0 0
+ C5tP(Nm(t))}. (3.2.41)
It follows from ([B.2.25]) and [B241]) that

t
/ §|Z°‘divu(t)|2 + 2—p9|vza9|2dz + R/ /(pVZO‘@ — Z29V(pf)) - VZ2divudadr
0

3 t Lorzeng?
+—(2u+)\)5/ |V 2% divu||2dr + “(5)/ /' ® gwar

t t [Bol<m—2
gCCm+1{Nm(0)+6a2/ |\v2u|\§{m,ld7+5ﬁ(g)2/ IVEm2a0P+ S | 2PA0)dr
0 0
[B]<m—1

t t
+5n(5)/ ||VZm9||2dT+C/ k()| Zm 2002 + £]| V2 2™ 20 2dr
0 0

t t
+ (6 +e) / IV 27 2divu||2dr + 0 / V07 (p.0)Pdr + CotPWn(t) ). (3:2.42)
0 0
In order to close the estimate of ([3.2.42]), one notes that
PVE"Y — Z°V(ph) = —0Z°Vp — p[Z° VI8 — S Cap (zf’o L ZWp+ 2Pp. sz). (3.2.43)
1BI>1,8+v=a

Since Z* # 91 it follows from (24)), (B2Z43) and integrating by parts that

/O t / (pV2°0 — 2°V(p9)) - V2*divudzdr = /0 t / (V290 — 2V (p)) - (Zanivu +[V, Za]divu) dzdr
> /Ot /(pvzao — Z°V(p9)) - Z*Vdivudzdr — 5/0t |V Z™2divu||?dr — CstP(Np(t))

> — /0 t / 0Z°Vp - Z°Vdivudzdr — § /O t | V2™ 2divu||?dr — C5tP(Ny(t))

t
- X CM/ /’Z(ZﬁG-Z'YprLZﬁﬁ%Z'VVH) -za*1Vdivu’dsz (3.2.44)
181>1,8+7=a 0

' « « Pt ! « « va ! m—2 7 2
> 0Z°Vp - Z V(;)—i— 0Z°Vp- Z V(T)—C(S |VZ™2divu||*dr — Cst P(Ny,(t)).
0 0 0
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where we have used ([BIZI]) in the last inequality. For the first term on the right hand side of

[B253), one notices that

1 1
2oV =—zoVp Y CapZi(5) ZVpet+ Y. CapZipy Z”’V( ). (3.2.45)
p p [B]>1,8+y=a P Bty=a

Therefore, using (3.2.45]) and Proposition 22 one has that

t t
/ /ezavp-zaw&)dmr < /£|Zan|2dac—/9—O|Zan0|2dx+6/ Vo™ pl|2dr
0 P 2p 2po 0
+ C5t PNy (1)). (3.2.46)
To estimate the second term on the RHS of (B2Z44]), note that

2V v = 3 Bzova,p+ -
P im12 P

Y CapZ) BVOp+ 3 CapZl(S

i=1,28|>1,8+v=a IBI>1,8+v=a

N
) 270.Vp

u- N
+ 3 Y CupzivE ) Z0p+ Y. CapZ’V(——) 270.p. (3.2.47)

i=1,2 f+y=a B+y=a

Integrating by parts yields immediately that

u; N
/ / 9zavp L2V 0yp+ uTZO‘aZVp)d:ch
1= 1 ,2

U; N
/ / OZO‘Vp —ayizavp + “Tazzavp) dwdr

1=1,2

/ / QZan [zav dyilp+ pcp'(]:)ga(z)[za,az]vp)dm < CyC5tP(Nim (1)), (3.2.48)
= 1 ,2
It follows from Proposition that

o caﬂ/ /GZO‘Vp Zﬁw ) zvayip+zﬁ(%)-zvvayip)dxdf

i=1,2 f+y=a

t
= cag/ /eza p- zBV( Ny. Z"Y@ZpdxdTgé/O IVOm =" pl|2dr + CstP(Non (1), (3.2.49)

BH+v=a
On the other hand, note that for || > 1,6+ ~v =a, and |a| =m — 1
N - u-N. -

B<BA<Y

where |5+ |7 <m—1, |3 <m—2and C, 55 (2) is some smooth bounded function of z. Using
B250) and similar arguments as in the proof of ([B.239)), one has that

> //cﬁ, 2)02°Vp zﬂ( Y. 276,V pdudr (3.2.51)
B<B.A<Y

3 N 3
<o / |zovplpar)” {3 / 125 270,961} < CCtPNA().

[B]21,8+y=a

Combining (B.247)-(B25]]), one obtains that

t t
/ /HZO‘Vp - 2oV(2 . Vp)dadr < 05/ VO~ p||2dr + Cst P(Nom (t)). (3.2.52)
0 P 0
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Then, substituting ([3.248) and 3252) into ([B.Z44)), one obtains that
t
/ /(pVZO‘G—ZO‘V(pO))-VZadivudxdT < /2£|ZO‘Vp|2dxdT—/29—0|Zan0|2dxdT
0 p Po
t t
- 05/ |V Z™2divu|*dr — 05/ VO~ p||2dr — Cst P(Nom(t)). (3.2.53)
0 0
Substituting (B253]) into ([B:242]), we proved (B.2.14). Thus, the proof of Lemma B.5lis com-
pleted. O
In the proof of Lemma B8] we have used the fact |ag] < m — 2 in 3.219) and 32:29).
However, for the case Z¢ = 9" arguments as (ZZ19) and [2Z29) are not available anymore.

And we can obtain only the following weak estimate e[|} *(divu, Vp)||?, but the control of
g2 f(f VO™~ divu(r)||2dr is crucial for us to close the a priori estimation.

Lemma 3.6 For every m > 1, it holds that
1 1 1 ! 1
sup (5||(8;"_ divu, VO;*~ p)(7)||2) + 5(2u+/\)€2/ Vo~ divu(T)||*dr
0<r<t 0

t
< C{EH(@?_ldivuo,V@Z"_lpo)HQ +/O H@Z"_1V9H2d7+C(;CmHtP(Nm(t))}. (3.2.54)

Proof. First, it follows from the boundary condition (3] that
n-0" tu=0, nxo" 'w=[B3" tul,, n-VI"T0=vd"10. (3.2.55)

Multiplying BIL22), (with 2% = 9*) by eVdivd;" 'u, one obtains that
E/Ot /(p@ln_lut + pu - VO ) Vdivoy" tudzdr + g/ot/atm—lvp - Vdivoy" tudzdr
= —pue? /Ot/v x O tw - Vdive,  tudzdr + (2p + N)e? /Ot Vo, divu|?dr (3.2.56)
+s/0t/(6? +C8)Vdival L.
It follows from (B.255]) and integrating by parts that
2| /Ot/v x A" W - Vdivd" tudzdr| = €2 /Ot /agn x O Lw - T(VdAivd™ ™ u)dodr|

1 1oyt divul| g dr
H?2 H?2 H?2

t t
< 052/ In x O tw| |8,Z"_1divu|H%dT < CC3€2/ |o
0 0

1 t
< EEQ/ Vo~ tdivu|?dr + CC3tP(N,,(t)). (3.2.57)
0

and
t t
5/ /(pa?—lut + pu - VO u)Vdivo," = —5/ /(p@,{"_ldivut + pu - VO~ rdivu)divo]" " tu
0 0
t t
- 5/ /(Vp SOy + Vpw)t - VO ) divo tudadr — 5/ / plu-V)n -0 tud tdivudodr
0 o Joo
<-¢ / g|a;n*1divu(t)|2d:c+s / p—;|8{”’1divuo|2dx+C’tP(Nm(t))
t
+ClL+ PQUE [ 107 ull 3107wl - 10 divad |07 diva 2dr (3.2.58)
0

1 t
< 75/p|8tm*1divu(t)|2dx+€/p0|8tm71divu0|2d:c+1—652/ Vo~ tdivu||?dr + CtP(Nyu(t)).
0
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Using (3:Z23)), one obtains that
| /Ot/(cg + C9)Vdivar uddr| < %52 /Ot Vo= divu|2dr + c/ot 1o, c)||2dr
< %652 /Ot Vo~ tdivu|?dr + CtP(Nyu(t)). (3.2.59)
Substituting (B.2.57))-(B2.59]) into (B.256]), one gets that
€/g|8?_1divu(t)|2dx — ER/()t/(?fl_lV(p@) - Vdivoy" udxdr
+ §(2@ + A\)e? /Ot Vo~ divu|?dr < 5/ %W{”*ldivuoﬁda@ + C3tP(Nyp (1)), (3.2.60)

4
Finally, it follows from (B.I.41]) and the Cauchy inequality that

t
—5/ /a¢71V(p9)-VdiV6¢71ud$dT
0
t
= —f—:/ /{9(9;"_1Vp+ [0V (p0) —932"_1Vp]}VdiV8fl_1udsz
0
0 | qm—1 2 00 | am—1 2 1 2 ' m—1 3: 2
>e | —|0/" Vplfde —e | =10 Vpo|“dx — = (2u + Ne (IVo— divul||*dr
2p 2p0 8 0
t
- C/ 10"~ 1V0||?dT — Cpy 1t PN (1)). (3.2.61)
0

Substituting (B2.61) into ([B260), one proves ([B.2Z54). Thus, the proof of Lemma B8] is
completed. O

Usually, it is hard to obtain the uniform estimate for the term fg VO™~ 2divul|2dr since it
involves two times standard space derivatives. But we observe that divu can be expressed by
some good terms by using the mass conservation law.

Lemma 3.7 For every m > 3, it holds that
t t
/ IV 22 divu(r)||2dr < C / IV p(7) |2 + Cont P(Nn (1)), (3.2.62)
0 0
t
52/ V22m=20(7)||%dr < Crut P(Non (1)), (3.2.63)
y .
n(5)2/ IV 272 A0(r) |2dr < C’P(Nm(t))/ L4 [V (p,0) |2 + 2| V2ulZmadr,  (3.2.64)
0 0
t
H(5)2/ 1071 AO(7) [2dr < CLP(Non (1)). (3.2.65)
0

Proof. Applying VZ¢ to (BI141]) with |a| < m — 2, one has
VZedivu = -=VZ2%(Inp); — VZ*(u;0,: Inp) = VZ%u - NO. Inp). (3.2.66)
By using Proposition 2.2] it is easy to obtain

t t
/ [VZ%(Inp)e||® + | V2 (w;0,: In p) || *dr < C/ VO~ p||2dr + CtP(Ny (t)), (3.2.67)
0 0

and
u-N
o(2)

t t t
[ 1vzet Nowp)Par < [ 1900 N) -0 1) pndr + [ IS 265 1) s
0 0 0

u- N
< C[P(Nm(t)) + Oili}i;t ”W

“ N||§_[m,2)d7 < CmtP(N (1), (3.2.68)

) [ (Pt 15 <
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where the hardy inequality was used in the last inequality of (B2Z68]). Combining (B2.66])-
(B268]), we obtain (3.2.62]).

Note that
A=+ VR0 + 3 (agi — 0, (92p0.) — aizpazayi), (3.2.69)

i=1,2

which, together with (BI1),, yields that
£ /Ot V22" 2u(7)||2dr < Ce? /Ot | Z2m7202u(T)||2dT + Cpt P(Nn (1))
< Ce? /0 272 Au(r)|Pdr + ot PO (1))
< Ce? /0 t |22V divu(7)||2dr + Cpt P(Non (1)) < Cint P(No (1)). (3.2.70)

Thus, one obtains (3:2.63)). It follows from [2.4)), (3:2.62)), (B2.63]) and (B220)) (with |a| = m—2)

that
t t
5(6)2/ ||VZm*2A9H2dT§C(1+P(Q(t)))/ IV 27 2diva| + [VOr—10(7)|2 + P(Nin(r))dr
0 0
t t
+C(1+P(Q(t)))/ 52|\V2U(7)||3¢m—2d7+/ |V(Cs,Cy.ce)(r)|dr
0 0

< CPN (1) /Ot IV =1(p, 0)(7)|[2dr + CtP(Nm (1), (3.2.71)
which yields (32.64). Finally, it follows from (Z4) and (Z28) with Z* = 97"~ ! that

k()2 /Ot 107" AB||?dT < C(1 4 P(Q(t))) /Ot PN (7))dr < CtP(Non(t)), (3.2.72)

which yields (B2Z650]). Therefore, the proof of this lemma is completed. O

Due to the difficulty on the boundary estimates, it is hard to get the uniform estimates on

SUPg<r<t 107"~V (p,0)||. However, the uniform estimate on fg Vo™ L(p,0)|>dr is possible,
which is crucial for us to close the a priori estimates.

Lemma 3.8 [t holds, for m > 3, that

t
sup ({—:HV(??_Qdivu(t)HQ + H(€)||8?_2A9(T)H2) +/ H(V@Z"_lt?,Vafl_lp)(T)HQdT
0<r<t 0

< C{Nm(()) + tp(Nm(t))}. (3.2.73)

Proof. Multiplying (3.1.22)), (with Z2¢ = oY) by Vo 2divu, one obtains, by using (24,
that

1 t
5(2u + Ne|| Vo 2divu(t)||* — R/ /V@Z”fl(pH) Vo Adivudxdr
0
1
< 5(2u + Ne|| Vo —2divug||? + CtP(Nom (1)), (3.2.74)
where we have used the following facts

‘ 1 1
5/ /V@Z"_ldivu Vo Adivudrdr = §€|\V8?_2divu(t)||2 - §5||V8,Z"_2divuo|\2,
0
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and
t t
- /w/ /V x O tw - VO 2 divudrdr = —uzs/ /n x O tw - TI(VO" 2 divu)dedT
0 0

¢ t
< CE/ |8tm71u|H% |8tm72divu|H%dT < C’E/ 107 2| g || 07 2divul| grdr < CEP(Non(2)).
0 0

m—1
On the other hand, multiplying (2.28) (with Z* = 9/"~2) by w and using (2.4]), one

obtains immediately that

t t t m—1
P\vom—1012dedr + R Vo0 . Vo 2divudzdr — k(e VOmIAG - wdsz
9| t PV Oy t t )

0 0 0

<3 / | Givortopasar + P 1) / Tl adr + CP N (1), (3.2.75)
Combining B.2.74)), (B.275) and using ([B.263), one gets that

%<2u+ Nel[ Vo= divu(t)||* + / /—|vam Y02 dwdr — k(e )/Ot/vatmm@ . %‘”dw%
R /0 t / [PV =10 — VO (p0)] - VO~ 2divudzdr < Nyp(0) + CtP(Non (1)) (3.2.76)

In order to estimate the terms on the LHS of ([BZ70]), we first note that

pVITT0 — VO (pf) =~V p — [, pIVE — (971, 6]V p, (3.2.77)
and b NO
Vor—2divu — 78{”72V(%) _ Z 8{”72V(¥) _ 3tm*2v(¥)_ (3.2.78)

i=1,2

Then, using B2.77), B2.7]]), (Z4]), and after some tedious calculation, one obtains that
t
R / / [pVO =10 — Vo (p0)] - VO~ Adivudazdr
0

t t
> ZR/ /9|vagn*1p|2dxd7 —51/ VO —2divu|2dr — Cs, tP(Non (). (3.2.79)
0 P 0

It follows from the trace theorem, ([B.2.55]) and integrating by parts that

t m—1
£) / / va;”*QAo-wdsz
O 9
b AO™e VO -VO e t . orte
6)/0 /8t 2A9~( t@ - 92t )dsz—wi({—:)/ /mat A0 - 7 dodr
|02 A0 /|<9Z”QA90|2 / / m—1p2
> Mt =0 g —
> n(s)/ 20 dx — k(e) 20, — CtP(N, ~ 16 Vo 0| dxdr

t
~ Cre) / (Ivor=2a0)% a0 20)F + I\Ac’??‘Q@I\) (||vazn-19|\§|\a?-1ena + oy =0l )dr

m—QA 2 m— 2A 2
ZH(E)/%C&—H( /|a %l / / Vo102 dadr

t
— 6r(e)? / VO™ 20| %dr — CstP(Nom (1)) (3.2.80)
0
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Substituting (B2Z80) and F279) into ([B:2Z7T0]), one obtains immediately that

t
< VoS aivalt) | + w(e) |07 2 800) P + [ 19070, p)]ar
t t
gC{Nm(0)+5n(s)2/ HV@Z"‘QAQHQdTJrCél/ HV@?‘QdiquQdTJrC’ghgtP(Nm(t))} (3.2.81)
0 0
t t
< C{Nu(0) 81 [ 1907 plfdr +5PNGA(0) [ IV (0, 0)dr + s stPN:n () .
0 0

where we have used (B2Z62), (3Z64) in the last inequality. Setting 6 = §; P(N;,(¢t))~! and
taking 0 suitably small, one proves [B.2.73]). Thus, the proof of Lemma B.8 is completed.  [J

Since the estimate in Lemma is not enough to support us to get the uniform estimate
for VO™ 'u, so we need some new estimate on |9/ 'divu||. Fortunately, we have the following
subtle control about [|0" ' divul|:

Lemma 3.9 Let us define

M) & (o, )G+ Y IZ°V (0,07, + Y IZ°Vullfy, . (3.2.82)
|Bl<m—2 |Bl<m—2

Then, for every m > 3, it holds that
107 divu(t)|| < CQ{P(Am(t)) + P(Q(t))}. (3.2.83)
Proof. Since the proof is the same as the one in [25], we omit the details for brevity.

Remark 3.10 We point out that it does not contain the terms |VO™ (p,u,0)| in the right
hand side of B283)). The estimation of Q(t) will be given in section 3.4 below. This key
observation allows us to obtain the uniform estimates for |Vo™ u)|.

3.3 Normal Derivatives Estimates

Similar to the corresponding part in [25], in order to estimate ||Vu|ym-1, it remains to es-
timate ||xOpu|lgym-1, where x is supported compactly in one of the €; and with value one
in a neighborhood of the boundary. Indeed, it follows from the definition of the norm that
[xOyiullpm—1 < Clluflygm for i =1,2. So it suffices to estimate |[xOpullzm-1.
Note that
dive = Opu - n + (0y1u)1 + (110,2u)s. (3.3.1)

and
Opu = [Opu - nln + II(Onu), (3.3.2)

where II is defined in (LIT]). Thus it follows from B.31]) and [B.3.2]) that
xDutlsen-s < (3Dt m @) g < Cond Ixdivilsgn-s + XG0+ + e b (3.3.3)

Thus it suffices to estimate ||xII(9pu)|[3ym-1, since ||u|[ym and || xdivu|/m-1 have been estimated
in section 3.1 and section 3.2, respectively. We extend the smooth symmetric matrix A in (3]
to be
Aly, 2) = Aly)-
Define
n= X(w xn+ H(Bu)) = X(H(w xXn)+ H(Bu)). (3.3.4)

The 7 defined here, which enables one to avoid to estimate V?p, is different slightly from the
one in [I6]. Then in view of the Navier-slip boundary condition (L3]), 7 satisfies:

nloa = 0. (3.3.5)
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Since w x n = (Vu — (Vu)!) - n, so ) can be rewritten as
0= x{ 1) ~ (T (u - n)) + ()" - w) + T1(Bu) }, (3.3.6)
which yields immediately that

IXAL(nw) [ 3m -1 < Crnga ([|9llggm—1 + [l 20m).- (3.3.7)

Hence, it remains to estimate ||n||ym-1. In fact, one can get the following conormal estimates
for n:

Lemma 3.11 For every m > 3, it holds that

¢ ¢
Oiugt ||77(T)H3{m71 + 5/ HVnH%meldT < CCm+2{P(Nm(O)) + (552/ ||v2’U/||§{m71dT + C(;tP(Nm(t))}.
<r< 0 0

(3.3.8)
Proof. Notice that
Vx(u-Vu)=(u-Viw— (w-V)u+divu - w,
so w solves the following vorticity equation
pwi + p(u - V)w = peAw + Fi, (3.3.9)
with
Fi 2 -Vpxu—Vpx (u-Vu+ plw-V)u— pdivuw. (3.3.10)
Consequently, we obtain that 7 solves the equation
Pz + pu10y1n + puzdy2n + pu - NO.n — peln
= X[Fi x n+I(BFy)] + x(Fs + Fy) + F5 + eA(IIB) - u £ F, (3.3.11)
where
Fy, = (2u+ MNeVdivu — Vp,
F3=—-2u 2?21 gdjw X Ojn — pew X An + Z?:l puiw X Oyin + pu - Nw x 0.n
— [0 pwill(9y: B - u) + pu - NI, B - w)] + p ), el1(9; Boju), (33.12)

Fy= =37 pui(9,iT)(Bu) — pu - N(9.11)(Bu),
F5 = Z?:1 puiOyix - (W x n+I(Bu)) + pu- NO.x - (w x n + II(Bu))
—2u 2?21 £0jx0;(w x n+II(Bu)) + eulAx - (w x n + II(Bu)).

Let us begin with the proof of the L?-energy estimate. Multiplying (B3.11)) by 7, yields that

t t
sup /p|77|2dz+25/ | Vn||2dr < /p0|770|2dz+/ /Fndsz. (3.3.13)
0<7<t 0 0

To estimate the terms on the RHS, note that

/ INIL(FL X 1)|[2m 1 dr < Co PN, / IV (p, 0)(7) | 2dr + CP (N (t)), (3.3.14)
/0 INII(BE) 317 < Conin| / PN + V07 (p,0)]2dr + <2 / IxVdivalZdr}, (33.15)

t t
/ ||XF3|\§{m,ldTgcm+2{52/ V2l dr + PN (2) ). (3.3.16)
0 0

t
/ IXE4 |2 1dT < Co st PN (£)). (3.3.17)
0
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Since all the terms in F5 are supported away from the boundary, one can estimate all the
derivatives by the || - ||%= norms. Therefore, it is easy to obtain

t t
/ ||F5|\;m,,1dTgcm+1{52/ HxVQUH%[m,ldT+tP(Nm(t))}. (3.3.18)
0 0

Finally, by integrating by parts, it is easy to obtain, for |a| < m — 1, that
t t
/ /sZ“(A(HB) cu) - Z%dr < 55/ |V Z0|12d7 4 Cy 2t P(Non (). (3.3.19)
0 0

Consequently, substituting these estimates into (B3.13]) and using the Cauchy inequality, one
has that

t t
swp [ plafdo+ 22 [ [9nlPdr < [ il + Cosa{s [ V070,00 P
0 0

0<7r<t

t
+ 6e / IXV2ull3n-sdr + CstP(Non(8)) }. (3.3.20)
0

Thus, we proved ([B.3.8]) for k¥ = 0 by using Lemma B.8
To prove the general case, let us assume the ([B.3.8]) is proved for k& < m — 2. We apply Z¢
o (3310 for |a] = m — 1 to obtain that

PZen+ plu-V)Z% — peZ°An = Z°F + C¥ +CS, (3.3.21)
where
C~1a =—[Z2% plm = Z\BIZLB-M:a CaﬁZﬁpZ’Ym,
Cs = - Z|ﬁ\21,ﬁ+'y:a Ca,ﬂzﬁ(PUi)Zvayin - Z\ﬁ|21,ﬁ+'y:a Ca,pZP (pu- N)Z79.1) (3.3:22)

—p(u-N) Z\5|gm—2 Cp(2)0. 2",

where C3(z) is bounded smooth function of z. Multiplying (B3.21]) by Z%n and using (3.14)-
, one obtains that

1 t 1 t - ~
sup /—p|Z°‘77|2d:I: < /w/ /ZO‘AnZO‘ndde—l—/—p0|Zo‘n0|2d$+/ /(C‘f‘ + C$) Z%ndadr
o<r<t) 2 0 2 0
t t
+ cm+1{552 / IXV20| 2 dr + 5/ Vo= (p, 0)||2dr + CgtP(Nm(t))}. (3.3.23)
0 0
By the same argument as Lemma 3.12 of [25], one can gets that

t 3 t t
5/ /zmnzandxm < _1“5/ HVZ“nHQdT—i—Cs/ V012 + Consst PN (1)), (3.3.24)
0 0 0

and
/ 1(C%, ) |2dr < Conrall + P(Q / PN (7)) dr < Con st PN (2). (3.3.25)
Substituting ([B:3:24]) and B3.25) into [.3.23])) and using Lemma B8 one obtains that

t t
swp [ plznPdet e [ (92001 < Coia{ [ iz mPds + e [ [Tl adr
0 0

0<7r<t

t
+ de? / HvzuH?{m—ldTJrC’atP(Nm(t))}. (3.3.26)
0

By using the induction assumption, one can eliminate the term 6fg ||V77Hg_lm,2 dr. Therefore,
the proof Lemma BTl is completed. O
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From B31), 332) and [B371), it holds that

m—2

> 127Vuld, < Coer (Il + Ilnes + Y I0Fdivu()l2,- s ) (3.3.27)
|B|<m—2 k=0

t t
| IV ulncsdr < Consa [ (I9ulBn + 191 + [ Vdivalfes + PN ), (3328
0 0

m—2 t
> [Ivotull, ar
k=0 70
t m—2 .t
gcm+2{/ ||w|\3{m+|\wllimﬂdr+Z/ Hadeivuufn,l,de+tp(/vm)}, (3.3.29)
0 k=0 /0

t t
. / V2272427 < Coire / V012027 + Conr tP(Non), (3.3.30)
0 0

where ([32.62) are used in the estimate of (B3.30). Setting § = 6; P(Ny,(t))~! and taking &;
suitably small, then it follows from BI121)), B214), BZ54), B273), B3.3), B3217)-B330)
and Lemma [3.7] that

sup {Am(T) ()3 + el 0 (Vp, diva) (1) +€||V32"_2diVU(T)H2+H(€)|\3F_2A9(T)H2}

0<r<t
t m—2

t t
+/0 IIVal"_l(p79)(T)|2dT+/O EIIVU(T)II%m+f“€(f:‘)||Vt9(T)|%mdﬂré‘/o > 108V ul) 5y g
k=0

t m—2

t
T h(e) / S 10E A0 2,y _pdr + / E2V207 u(r)| + w(e)? 07 L AB(r) 2 dr
k=0

< ccm+2{/\fm(0) n tP(Nm(t))}, for m > 3. (3.3.31)

3.4 [*~-Estimates

This section is devoted to estimate L°°-norm parts contained in (LI5]). However, it is not easy
to get such estimates because the equations of p,u, # are strongly coupled and the viscosity and
heat conductivity are not at the same order. Actually, if one estimate ||Vp||y1. directly, then
the high order term fot |IV8]|142,0cdT must appear, and it is very hard to control such a term. To
overcome the difficulty, instead, we try to estimate the L*°-norm of V(pf),Vu and V6. Firstly,
we have the following useful Lemma:

Lemma 3.12 For every |a| > 0, it holds that
12%(p,0, w1 < CP(Am(t)), for m>2+al, (3.4.1)

Vol < Cs (IV (0 1. + VO30 ) - P(Am(8), for m > 5, (3.4.2)

Qt) < 03{|\Vu||%tl,m + )| 0Zull 7 + [IV(p0) 151,00 + [ VOll51. + P(Am(t))} for m>5. (3.43)

| divu|3 .00 < C3P(Am ()14 IV (00) |31 + IVO|3 0], for m >4, (3.4.4)
|V divu||3 o < CBP(Q(t))’Q ) for m > 3, (3.4.5)
Cs[P(IVollfp.) + P(IVullfp.) + P(Am)],

IV divul 3 e < CLIV (08 Fpn e + V6] + P(Am(8)) + PQED}, for m>6, (3.4.6)
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Proof. The proof of (341 is an immediately consequence of (ZI)), we omit the details here.
Notice that
V(o) p

= _Lyy A.
Vp g 5 Vo, (3.4.7)

which immediately implies (B.4.2]). Using (3.4.1]) and [B.4.2]), we immediately obtain (3.4.3)).
Using B.141), G41), B4.2), (L4), and the facts that

divu = 070 + (u- V)0 — p~[pe + (u- V)pl, (3.4.8)
Vdivu = 07 [VO; + (u- V)V — p~[Vps + (v - V)Vp] — p~tVpdivu
+ Rp~ Vol + (u-V)0] + 0 'Vu - VO — p~'Vu- Vp. (3.4.9)

it is easy to prove (B.44)-[B4.0). For simplicity, we omit the details here. Therefore, we
complete the proof of lemma [3.12] O

Remark 3.13 Lemmal312 implies that one needs only to estimate ||V(p9)||31[17C>o , 6||V(p9)||,2;_12700,
VO30, IVUlF10c and ||02ullio. Indeed, it is crucial to estimate ||V (p0)|lggr. but not
IV pllg1.00. We also point out that the condition (L20) will be used repeatedly to control the pos-
sible interaction between the viscous and the thermal boundary layers in the following analysis.

Uniform Estimate for ||Vp\|3{1po and 6||Vp”%_[2’oo:

Firstly, we have the following lemma which will be used to prove (B.412]) below.
Lemma 3.14 Assume (L20) holds, one has, for m > 6, that

5/0 (92l e < oo A (0) + LPWin (1))} (3.4.10)

Proof. Then, it follows from the momentum equations (LI)),, 2.5) 3:2:69), (3:3.:31)) and (3.4.6)

that
t t
g/ 10t pgr.e dr < cg/ PN, + | Vdivu|pgre + 2] Va3 dr
0 0
t t 1 1
< C4tP(Nyn) + cgs/ V(8,0 |y dr < CstP(Nop) + cgs/ IV222(0,0)|1%, IV22(6, w)|E, dr
0 O co co
t
< O5tP(Ny) + 0354/ 1(V2u, AB)|25dr < CCm+2{Nm(O) + tP(Nm(t))}, (3.4.11)
0

where we have used the (.20 in the last inequality. Thus, the proof of Lemmal[3.14lis completed.
U

Lemma 3.15 Assume (L20) holds, one has, for m > 6, that
t
IVpl3. + el VD32 +/ V3 2.0dr < Cm+2{P(Nm(O)) + tP(Nm(t))}' (3.4.12)
0
Proof. Note that
2 2 ! 2
Vol +ell ol + [ 19Dl wdr
t
< CCm+2{P(Am(t)) + PN () + €]|0npl 22,00 +/ ||anp||itz,wdr}, (3.4.13)
0

therefore, one needs only to control 6||anp‘|g_[2,oo + fg Haang{Q,oodT. Substituting (L4 into
(BL7),, one can obtain that

1
21+ Ne[Vpe + (u-V)Vp] + pVp = —p*i — pepV x w — (2p + )\)é“ﬂ[v(;)ﬁt + V(%) -Vp],  (3.4.14)
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where @ = uy + (u - V)u. It follows from (BT that
1 P
Vo = 5V (p6); — —( 0,V (p0) + psVO + pV; — Eveet), (3.4.15)
and

(- V)Vp = 5w V)V (o8) — 5 (V(oh) 5

Substituting (B.415]) and (B.4.16) into (B.41I4]), one can obtain that
20+ Nel[Vpr + (u-V)Vpl +pVp
. 1 U 1
= —ppl — pepV x w — (2u + )\)E{p[V(;)pt + V(;) -Vp] — (EOth + RpVO + RpV, — RgVG@t)

V)0 + VO(u- V)p+ plu-V)VO — gVQ(u : V)e). (3.4.16)

- (Vp(% V)0 + RVO(u-V)p+ Rp(u - V)V — RgV@(u : V)e)} 2 ppit— pepV x w+ 1. (3.4.17)
Then, it follows from (417 that

(21 + N)eg[Onpt + (u - V)Onp] + pOnp
=—ppi-n —pep(n -V xw)+1-n+ 2u+NeVp- (u-V)n 2 J. (3.4.18)

Define
h2 Z%,p, (3.4.19)

then, applying Z% with |a| < 2, one can obtains that
(24 + Nel[he + (u- V)R] +ph = 29T — (2 + Ne[2%, u - V]0np — [2°, plopp 2 K. (3.4.20)
It is convenient to consider the above equation in the Lagrangian coordinates
h(t,€) = h(t, X (8,€)), B(t,€) = p(t, X(8,)), K(t,€) = K(t,X(t,€)), (3.4.21)

where

Fa =t X(1.6),
(0,5) £e.

Then (B:420) is rewritten as

d ~ b~ 1 -
e —L2 K

dt Cu+Ne . (@u+Ne (3.4.22)

which yields immediately the following solution formula

h(t,€) :ﬁ(O,f)exp(—/O %dﬂ—i—ﬁ/{) R(T,f)exp(—/T (;Zf%g/\))ds)d (3.4.23)

Notice that > ¢ > 0 with ¢ independent of ¢, then this together with [B.4.23)) yield that

2 +>\
|At)] Lo < |A(0)||pee™ % +C/ SK (7)|| e T, (3.4.24)
It follows from (B.4.24) and Holder inequality that

bl < 1hOe +0 ([ |f<<7>||%md7)é ([ % exp<@>d7)é

1
2

< o) o ( t IKGIdr)
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i.e.

t
(0|2 < el|F(0)]2 +c/0 1R (7|2 dr (3.4.25)

On the other hand, integrating ([B8.4.24]) over [0, t], one can obtains that
t t T 2
5 2 72 Loz —ce” ! (r—s)
; [R(T) L d < Cel|h(0) ||z~ + C v ZIK(s)llz~e ds | dr
~ 9 t 1, -~ -1 ) 2
< el +C [ [ LRl oyl - s ) ar
0
_ 1, ?
IK () llTio.)()) * (= Do ())]| dr
€

(lefcs’l(-)l(w)(.))

t
< CellR(O) 3 + C /
0

2

< Cellh(O) 3 + || (1E O~ Ton©)], - \

g 1
t
< Ce||h(0)]|7~ + C’/ | K (7))~ dr. (3.4.26)
0
Then, it follows from (34206 and [B.425]) that
t t
el +/0 |A(T)[Zoedr < Ce||h(0)[| 20 + C/O 1K (7) ||~ dr. (3.4.27)

In order to close the estimates of ([B.4.27]), one still needs to control the second term on the
RHS of (84.27). Direct calculation implies that

(V X w) -N = —8y1w2 + Gyzwl + 811p . 8yzw3 — 82’[# . ay1W3, (3428)

then, it follows from [B331]), B428), B41) and B.4.T) that
/Ot [T |32 dr < C/OtP(Nm(T)) : (1 + |Vl + % [(V X w) - NF2me
+ 2| V012 +52|\vu||;2,w)d7 (3.4.29)
< c/otp(/\/m(T)) (L4 VO e+ Vs e )i
< el /Ot |AB)2,dr + & /Ot [92ulBadr + CtPWn(t)) < CCmia{Non(0) + tPWin (1))},
where we have used the condition (L20]) in the last inequality. It follows from (B.3.31]) that
/ @+ V(2w TI0upl~ + (2%, HouplE s
< e /Ot IV2u|2adr + CLP(N,p (t)) < CCm+2{Nm(O) + tP(Nm(t))} (3.4.30)
which, together with (3.429]), yields that
/0 t 1K (7|2 e dr < ccm+2{/\/m(0) + tP(Nm(t))}. (3.4.31)

Combining (B431), B427), BZ2T), BA19), BAI3) and B33T), one proves B4I2]). Thus,

the proof of Lemma [3.15]is completed. O

Estimates for ||Vu\|g_[1,oo and 6||VUH,?_[1’OOZ
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Lemma 3.16 Assume (L20) holds, one has, for m > 6, that
[Vl < Consa {Non(0) + PUITOIE ) + tPNin(6) }. (3.4.32)

Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to the corresponding lemma of [24] except the
pressure is a function of density and temperature. Away from the boundary, one clearly has by
the classical isotropic Sobolev embedding theorem that

IXZVul|7 e + [ XVulFe < COllullFim < Ap(t), for m >4, (3.4.33)

where the support of y is away from the boundary. Therefore, by using a partition of unity

subordinated to the covering (L), we only need to estimate ||x;ZVu| = + ||x;Vul/r~ for
j > 1. For notational convenience, we shall denote x; by x. Similar to [16], we use the local
parametrization in the neighborhood of the boundary given by a normal geodesic system which
makes the Laplacian has a convenient form. Let us denote

U (y, 2) = < w(yy)> —zn(y) =z,

where

1 Y (y)
n(y) = W ( 311%3/)) ;
is the unit outward normal. As before, we can extend n and II in the interior by setting
n(U"(y, 2)) = n(y), " (y,2)) = M(y).

Note that n(y, z) and I(y, z) have different definitions from the ones used before. The interest
of this parametrization is that in the associated local basis (e,1,e,2,e,) of R?, it holds that

0, = 0, and s
() gy (=)

The scalar product on R? induces in this coordinate system the Riemannian metric g under the

form
9(y,2) = ( g(yo,z) (1))

Therefore, the Laplacian in this coordinate system reads

Un(yz)

Af :azzf+%az(1n 900-f + Ay f (3.4.34)

where |g| denotes the determinant of the matrix g, and Aj is given by
1 Ll
Agf=—F= Z 9yi(9:51912 0y f)s
V19l ij=1,2

which involves only the tangential derivatives.
It follows from (B.3.J])(n and II in the coordinate system we have just defined) and Lemma
B.I2 for m > 5, that

IXVul2 + IXZVul3n < Co (XT3 + | Z0010000) |3 + [[xcliver]3
+ |1 2divul}~ + |1 22,0l + 1 Zyull}~)
< Co{ N0l + I Z010uw) |3 + P(A) + P(I(V(00), VO )} (3:435)

Consequently, one needs only to estimate ||xII0,ul|2e + ||Z(xI10nu)||2. To estimate these
quantity, it is useful to use the vorticity w. Indeed, we have

H(w x n) = 0(Vu — Vu') -n) = (0yu — V(u-n) — Vn'-u).



35

Therefore, one obtains that
T8l + | 20010003 < Cs{ INTT(w % ) + 2G0T x ) [3 + Am(t)}, (3.4.36)

which yields that we only need to estimate ||xII(w % n)||2 and || Z(xI(w x n))||2 .

By setting in the support of x
Wy, 2) =w(P"(y,2)), (p,a)(y,2) = (p,u)(¥"(y,2)).
Then it follows from ([B3.9) and (34.34) that
1 -
Py + Pt 0@ + pul0y2@ + pii - n0,@ = pe (0.0 + 5az(ln lg) 0.0 + Agw) + Fi, (3.4.37)
and
1 -
Pl + put 0,1t + pudyeti + pii - 10,0 = pue(0,.7 + 5c’)z(ln lgD)0.a + Agi) + F, (3.4.38)
where 3 )
Fl(ya Z) = Fl(\Iln(ya Z))a FQ(yv Z) = F2(\Iln(y, Z))a
where F} and Fy are defined in (83.10) and ([B.312]), respectively. Note that we use the same

convention as before for a vector u, and u’ denotes the components of u in the local basis

(ey1,ey2,ez) just defined in this section, whereas u; denotes its components in the standard

basis of R3. The vectorial equation of (3437) and (3438]) have to be understood component
by component in the standard basis of R3.
Similar to ([B.3.6), we define that

iy 2) = x (@ x n+11(B7)), (3.4.39)

where A is extended into the interior domain by B(y,z) = B(y). Thus, from the boundary
conditions (L.3)), one has
7i(y,0) = 0. (3.4.40)

By using (3:4.37) and (B.4.38]), 7 solves the equations
Pile + P Dy + putdye i) + pi - nd.ij
= (0.1 + %(’L(ln 191)0.77) + x(F1 x n) + XI(BF,) + Fy + xFy, (3.4.41)
where the source terms are given by
P = (ﬁalay1 + a2y + pil naz)x (& x n +TI(Ba))
— pe(Dax + 20,0 + 30.(In|g]) - azx) (@ x n+TI(Ba)),
Fr = (a0, 11+ pit0ye11) - (Ba) +& x (p0,m + pa*dyen )
+ H((ﬁalay1 + pii20,2)B - u) + peAy@ x n + pell(BAzi)

(3.4.42)

Note that in the calculating of the source terms, and in particular Fj; which contains all the
commutators coming from the fact that n and II are not constant, we have used the idea that
in the coordinate system that we have just defined, B, n and II do not depend on the normal
variable. By using that Aj involves only the tangential derivatives and that the derivatives of
x are compactly supported away from the boundary, one obtains the following estimates, for
m > 6,

IXTI(Fy x ) 30,00 < C2P(Non (1)),

1B B e < Co (Il Nl + <2l ) < CoPNn (1)),

IFlBp e < Ol o+ ol [Vl + 2l + IV 00)
< Co{ PN (1) + Va3 }.

(3.4.43)
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and from (34.0]), it holds that

INTUBE:) 3. < Ca{ | Velivul 3w +IVPIE. | < Col PNn(8)+2 (V9 ¥ (p0)) |3z - (34.44)

Consequently, it follows from ([B.443))-([3.444]), for m > 6, that
1Pl < Ca{2IV2ul + (V0. V(o) + PNn(0) ). (3.4.45)
where F' = x(Fy x n) + xII(BF) + Fy + xFj.
In order to eliminate the term 30.(In |g|)d.7, one defines
1

n=1t—5n=77 (3.4.46)
gl

Note that
[7ll210 < Csl[llgroe, and ||l < Csl7l3g1.00, (3.4.47)

and 7 solves the equations
pile + P Dy 7] + pu*dy21) + pu - ndx7 — £0:.1)
= %(F +¢e0..7 -7+ %Eaz(ln lgN)0sy -1 — pla - Vﬁ)ﬁ) £8. (3.4.48)
It is difficult to directly obtain the explicit solution formula of ([BZ48]), so one rewrites it as
5(t,y,0) [ﬁt + Al (t,y, 0)0,17 + G2(L,y, 0),27 + 20(@ - n) (¢, v, o)azﬁ} — €8,,7]

=S5+ [ﬁ(ta Y, O) - p(t’ Y, Z)]ﬁt + Z [(ﬁﬂl)(t, Y, 0) - (pai)(ta Y, Z)]aylﬁ

—p(t,y, 2)[(@-n)(t,y, z) — 20.(a - n)(t,y,0)]0.7
+ [p(t,y, 2) — p(t,y,0)] - 20.(@ - n)(t,y,0)0.7 = M for z> 0, (3.4.49)

with the boundary condition 7(¢,y,0) = 0. By using Lemma in Appendix, one has that

t t
7] [EYERE (| YRS +/O 157 | poe 1M || 32, dr +/0 L+ 1177 ) (A + 12 (0, u, V)l ) |7 202 d

t
S lillocm+C [ 1M sy + CLPAL (D), (3.4.50)

It remains to estimate the right hand side of [BZ50). Firstly, by using (8:4.45]), one has that
18120 < 04{52|\v2u|\;4 +£2|| V0|2 + CP(Nm(t))}, for m > 6. (3.4.51)

Next, using the Taylor formula and the fact that 77 is compactly supported in z and by the
same argument of Lemma 3.14 in [25], one can obtain, for m > 5, that

” [ﬁ(ta Y, 0) - p(ta Y, Z)]ﬁz&H’Q}-[lOc ” [(ﬁal)(t’ Y, O) - (ﬁal)(ta Y, z)]aylﬁllg-llw
+[(pa*)(t,y, 0) — (pa*)(t,y, 2)10y271ll5. [p(t y, 2) — p(t,y,0)] - 20:(a@ - n)(t, y, 0)0:77[[3,1

+ lp(t,y, 2)[(@ - n)(t,y,2z) — 20. (@ - n)(t,y,0)]0:7)51.0c <CPNw(1)), (3.4.52)
Then, it follows from F4.51)) and [B.4.52) that
1M1 < 04{52||V2u||§_[4 + 22| V0|2 + P(Nm(t))}, for m > 6. (3.4.53)

Substituting ([B.4.53)) into (3.450]), we have, for m > 6, that
t
17510 < 10ll301. + Cat P(Nom (1)) + C4t/ [ V2ull3s + VO[3 dr
0

< COm+2{Nm(O) + tP(Nm(t))}, (3.4.54)
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where we have used (21), (LZ0) and the Holder inequality in the last inequality. There-

fore, combining (B.4.54)), B.4.47), B.439), (B.436), (3:435), (34.33) and B3.31]), one obtains
BZ32). Therefore, he proof of Lemma [BI6] is completed. O

Lemma 3.17 Assume (L20) holds, one has, for m > 6, that
10t < CCra{ PN (0)) + PIV0]0) + LPWin(1)) (3.4.55)
Proof. By similar argument as the one in Lemma [B.T6] one firstly has that
cll9-ulf e < O P(AR) + PV, V0, 9 (p0) s + o}, (3.4.56)
Thus, one needs only to estimate ¢[|0,7||2o. one rewrites (B.4AR)) as

M — €0:.1 = —(p— 1)ijy — pu' O i) — pu0,2i — p - nd,i + S =: E, (3.4.57)

where 7] satisfying the homogenous Dirichlet boundary condition 7|,—9 = 0. Then, 7 has the
following expression:

“+o0 t —+o0
ity ) = / Gt 2, 2 oy, )d2’ + / / Gt — 7,2, 2')E(r,y, ')d'dr
0 0 0

where
1 |z — 2|7 |2 + 2|7
G(t, 2 2) = [ Al BRI
(t,2,%) VAT et exp( 4dpuet ) exp( 4dpuet )

Then, one can obtains that

+oo +°°
Ved.q(t,y, 2 \/_/ G(t,z,2")no(y, 2")dz’ —|—\/_/ / Gt —1,2,2)2(1,y,2")dz dr.

Since 79(y, z) vanishes on the boundary due to the compatibility condition, it follows from the
integrating by parts to the first term that

VeI~ < VeIl + [ Al (3.458)
Directly calculation shows that
t o q 9 t
(/0 \/t__THE(T)HLde) < 052/0 V2|2 + CtP(Nin(t)), for m > 5. (3.4.59)
Substituting (B458]), B459) into B456]) and using B331)), B432]), B.412]), one proves
(B45h). Therefore, the proof of this lemma is completed. O

Estimate for ||V0|31,0:

In order to estimate ||[VO| 1,0, the most difficult part is to control the term pVdivu which
comes from the term pdivu appearing on LHS the energy equation (B.1.7)5. Actually, if pVdivu
is regarded as the source term, it is very difficult to bound the term f(f HdeiVU(T)H%_[LOOdT since
the derivative is too higher. It is noted that such difficulty does not arise in the isentropic case
[25]. So, to overcome the difficulty, new idea is needed. Fortunately, we find that the term
pVdivu can be decomposed into two parts i.e. V(p#); and V6;. The most difficult term V6,
can be absorbed into the main part of equation, while V(pf), is regarded as the source term
which has already be controlled in Lemma This observation is key to close the pointwise
estimates.
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Lemma 3.18 Assume (L20) holds, one has, for m > 6, that
IVO||2,100 < CCm+2{P(Nm(O)) + tP(Nm(t))}. (3.4.60)

Proof. Due to (B41]), one needs only to estimate ||0,0|31,00 or ||0,0]31,0c. It follows from

@I, that

p[VO; + (u - V)VO] + pVdivu — k(e)AVE
= —Vpdivu — [Vp(0; + u - VO) + pVu - VO] + eV [2u|Su|® + A|divu|?]. (3.4.61)

In order to deal with the term pVdivu, using the mass equation ([BI.7),, one first notice that
pdivu = Rp[6; + (u - V)0] — [ps + (v - V)p], (3.4.62)
and

pVdivu = Rp[VO, + (u - V)VO] — [Vp, + (u - V)Vp] — Vpdivu
+ RVplb; + (u-V)0] + RpVu - VO — Vu - Vp. (3.4.63)

Then, it follows from (B.1.7); and (B46I)-B3.4.63) that

(R+ 1)p[VO; + (u-V)VO] — k(e)AVH
=[Vp: + (u-V)Vp] 4+ Vu-Vp— (1+ R)[Vp(0: +u-VO) + pVu - V)
+ eV[2u|Su|® 4+ \|divu|?] £ By, (3.4.64)

and

(R+1)p[0 + (u-V)0] — k() A0 = [p; + (u- V)p] + e[2u|Su|? + N|divu|?] £ Bs. (3.4.65)

We use the local coordinates (y, z) defined in LemmaB.T6lin the neighborhood of the bound-
ary which makes the Laplacian has a convenient form. The functions p, u, x, n, Il are the same
ones defined in Lemma [3.16l By setting in the support of x

O(y,z,t) = 0(W"(y,2),t), VO(y,zt) = (VO)(T"(y,2),t) (3.4.66)
Then it follows from ([B.4.64]) and [B.4.63) that
(R+1)[pV 01+ pii' 0,0 V O+ pia2d,» V O+ pii-nd. Vo) = n(s)(@ZZ%Jr%az(ln|g|)82%+A§€9)+Bl, (3.4.67)
and
(R + 1)[36, + jit" 9,10 + 0,20 + pi - nd.0) = r(e) (0,0 + %az(m 9000+ Ag0) + Bo.  (3.4.68)
where
By = By (V"(y, 2),t), By = By(¥"(y,2),1). (3.4.69)

Define . -
C(y,2,t) = x(n- VO —vh), (3.4.70)

then, in view of the boundary condition (L3]);, ¢ satisfies ( = 0 on 0. Considering [(B.4.67) -
n+ v - (B406]), it is easy to know that ( satisfies

PGt + ﬁﬂ18y1< + ﬁﬂ28y2< + pt - n0,C
1 _ N
= k() (9:2¢ + §0Z(ln 19))0-C) + x(B1 - n) + vxBa + F? + xFY, (3.4.71)
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where the source terms are given by

F = (R+1)(pi0,p + pi?0ys + pit-nd. ) x - (n- V6 — vl)
— #(2) (o + 202x0: + 30 (n lg]) - Dx) - (n - VO — v, (3.4.72)
Fi=(R+1)V6- (ﬁalayln T ﬁfﬂaym) +r(e)n - Agﬁ + vr(e) Ag0.

Then, using the similar arguments in Lemma [3.16] one can obtain that
t 1 2
G0N~ < C{PWin 0) + P(Ar) +tPWin(6) + PN ( [ WIAOIG + [Tl inmlr)
t 2
([ eIvullim9ulomdr) ) < C{PONGLO) + tPWNin (1)
0
t 2
+ (||vu0||%w +tNm(t))(/ 5|\V2u||7.[1,ood7') }g CCm+2{P(Nm(O))+tP(Nm(t))}, (3.4.73)
0

where we have used (3.410), 3.412), 3.3.31) and Holder inequality above. Then (B3.4.60)
follows from B470), B473), B4I) and B33I). Therefore, the proof of Lemma B.IF is

completed. 0

Combining Lemma B.I5 Lemma [3.I8] one can obtain
Proposition 3.19 Assume (L20)) holds, one has, for m > 6, that

t
IV ()51, + 1 Vull300 + VO30 + IV (00) 32, + €l 0:ull ] +/O IV (p0) 132, dT

< CCm+2{P(Nm(O)) + tP(Nm(t))}. (3.4.74)

3.5 Proof of Theorem [3.1]
Firstly, it follows from [B.4.3]), B331)) and B4.714) that
Qt) < COmy2{ PWin(0)) + tPWin (1)) }. (3.5.75)

In order to close the priori estimate, one still needs to get the uniform estimate for ||[Vo;" u].

It follows from Lemma 3.9, (B5.75]) and (B3.31)) that
IV0 S Conr{ Il + Ul + 105"~ diver] 2 |
< Cm+2{P(Nm(O)) + tP(Nm(t))}. (3.5.76)
Combining (B331]), B474) and [B.5.70]), one gets (B.4]). Finally, it follows from (1)) that
t t
pla0esp(— [ divulwdr) < plat) < |o(o. ) exp( | [divul )

so we proved (B)). The Newton-Leibniz formula yields immediately that ([8.2]). Thus the proof
of Theorem B.Iis completed. O

4 Proof of Theorem [I.1]

Proof of Theorem [I.1} In this section, we shall show that how we can combine our a priori
estimates to obtain the uniform existence result. Let us fix m > 6, we consider initial data such
that

Zn(0) = sup ||(p5, us,05)||%- < Co, and 0<Cy' < p5<Coy, 0<Cyt <0<y, (4.1)
£€(0,1] "
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For such initial data, we are not aware of a local existence result for (II]) and (I3), so one first
needs to prove the local existence result for (1) and (L3]) with initiiﬂ data (pf,uf,05) € Xye-
For such initial data (p§, uf, 05), it follows from the definition of X ¢ there exists a sequence of
smooth approximate initial data (po LUy ,96 5) € X% NS ap(é being a regularization parameter),

which have enough space regularity so that the time derivatives at the initial time can be defined
by Navier-Stokes equations and the boundary compatibility conditions are satisfied. For fixed
€ (0, 1], we construct approximate solutions, inductively, as follows

(1) Define u® = ug’(s, and
(2) Assuming that u*~! was defined for & > 1, let (p*,u*,6%) be the unique solution to the
following linearized initial boundary value problem:

pf —|—div( Fuk=1y =0 in (0,7) x €,
pPuf + pfuk =1 Vuk + RV (pF0%) = cAuF + eVdive®, in (0,7T) x Q,

prOF + pFuk=1. Vok + Rpk@kdivuk’1 = k(e)AGF + 2ue|Suk~1? + Ae|dive* 12, in (0,T) x Q, (4.2)
(0%, uF, 0%) =0 = (", ug?, 057°), with 52 < p5°, 05° < 3¢,
with boundary conditions (C3)).
Since p¥, 6% and u* are decoupled, the existence of global unique smooth solution (p*, u”*, 6%)(t)
of ([EZ) with 0 < p*(t),0%(t) < co can be obtained by using classical methods, for example, the
same argument of in Cho and Kim [4] and the standard elliptic regularity results as in Agmon-

Douglis-Nirenberg [I]. On the other hand, since (po UG ,6’6 6) € H3™, one prove that there
exists a positive time 77 = 77 (¢) such that

10", u*, 05) ()| 3am < C1 < 00, and (2Co)~" < p*(t), 6% (t) < 2Co, for 0<t<T, (4.3)

where 71, C; depend on Cp, e~ ! and || (po L ug” s 06 %) || zr3m . Based on the above uniform estimates
for (p*,u*,0%), by the same arguments as section 3 of [4], there exists a uniform time T}(<
T1)(independent of k) such that (p*,u*,0%) converges to a limit (p*%,u®?, p°?) as k — +oo in

the following strong sense:
(p*,uF, 0F) = (p=°,u=°,0°°) in L>®(0,Ty;L?), and Vu* — Vu™ in L2(0,11, L?).

It is easy to check (p™9,us9,659)(t) is a classical solution to the problem (), (I3)) with initial
data (po Lug’ 06 6) Then, by virtue of the lower semi-continuity of norms, one can deduce from

([£3)) that

(050, 40, p=0) (1) |3sm < C1 <00 and (2C0)71 < p=0(t), 659(t) < 2Cpy, for 0<t<Ty, (4.4)

Applying the a priori estimates given in Theorem Bl to (p%°,us?,659)(t), we obtain a
uniform time 7y > 0 and positive constant Cs(independent of e and ¢), such that it holds for
(pe"S, uso, 0575)(15) that

T (050, us0,059)(t) < Cs and (2Co) "1 < p=0(t), 059(t) < 2C, Vit € [0, Tb), (4.5)

where Ty £ min{Tp, T} } and the uniform constants Ty, Cs(independent of ,§) depend only on
Cy and Z,,(0). Based on the uniform estimates (@3] for (p=, us9,659), one can pass the limit
d — 0 to get a strong solution (p°,u®,6%) of (LI)), (L3) with initial data (p§,uf, 65) satisfying
(@I) by using a strong compactness arguments. It follows from (@H) that (p*°, us°, 6°9) is
uniform bounded in L ([0, To]; HT), V(p™0, us®, 6) is uniform bounded in L>([0, Ty); HZ 1Y),
and 9;(p*?, us°, 6°9) is uniform bounded in L™ ([0 Tol; H21). Then, it follows from the com-
pactness argument [22] that (p=°,u%, 65°) is compact in C([O,To]; H™= 1), In particular, there
exists a sequence ¢,, — 0+ and (p e, ,0%) € C([0,Tp]; H™~1) such that

(pg"s",ug"s",HE"s”) = (p%,u®,60%) in C([O,T];H;Z_l) as 0, — 0+. (4.6)
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Moreover, applying the lower semi-continuity of norms to the bounds ([@3H]), one obtains the
bounds for (p®,u®,6°) that

T (0, uf,0°)(t) < Cs and (2Co) ™1 < p°(t), 6°(t) < 2Co, Yt € [0,T)]. (4.7)
It follows from (4.7 and the anisotropic Sobolev inequality (2.5 that

sup H(pa,én _ pa,ua,én _ ua,ea,én _ HE)H%oc < sup H(pa,én _ pa’ua,én _ ua,ea,én _ 98)”%120

te[0,To] te[0,To)
+ sup (||V(p€’5" — pg,us’a" — uf, 00 — 9€)HH610 . ||(p€’6" - PE,UE’J" —uf, 6% — QE)HH? ) — 0,
tG[O,To] ”

as 6, — 0+. (4.8)

Then, it is easy to check that (p®,u®, 6%) is a strong solution of the Navier-Stokes system. The
uniqueness of the solution (p, u®, 0%) is easy since we work on functions with Lipschitz regularity.
Thus the whole family of (p9, u9,5°) converges to (p°, uf, %) as § — 0+4. Therefore, for initial
data (pg, ug,05) € Xy, we have established the local existence result for (LT]),([L3)) such that
(p°,us,0°)(t) € Xg, t€[0,To] .

We shall use the above local existence results to prove Theorem [[Il If Ty < Tl, then
Theorem [[] follows from (7)) with Cy 2 C5. On the other hand, if T < Ty, based on the
uniform estimates (£7]), we can use the local existence results established above to extend our
solution step by step to the uniform time interval ¢ € [0,7y]. Therefore, the proof of Theorem
[CTlis completed. O

5 Proof of Theorem [I.5: Vanishing Dissipation Limit

In this section, we study the vanishing dissipation limit of the solutions of full compressible
Navier-Stokes system ([LI]) to the solutions of full compressible Euler system with a rate of
convergence. It is well known that the solution (p,u,8)(t) € H? of the Euler system (L)), (L8

and (L.28]) satisfies

3

Z (25w, O)low 0,731y < Cu,
k=0

1

2 < p(t),0(t) < 20, (5.1)

where Cy depends only on ||(po,uo,00)||gs. On the other hand, it follows from Theorem [T
that the solution (p®,u®, 6°)(¢t) of (IL1),([L3) and (L28) satisfies

1
2C0

1(p%,u®,6°)(t) || x=, < Ch, < po(t),0°(t) < 2Cy, Yt e [0, Ty, (5.2)

where Tj, C’O, and C; are defined in Theorem [[1l In particular, this uniform regularity implies
the following bound )
H(pga us, 96)||Wl'oo + ||at(p8, us, ea)HL“ < (h, (5-3)

which plays an important role in the proof of Theorem
Define
T =p"—p, Y=u"—u, & =0°—-0. (5.4)
It then follows from (1)) and (LH]) that

¢ + pdivy® +u - Vo© = Ry,
PUS + pu - Vi + V(5 —p) + 0° = —peV x (V x ) + (20 + NeVdivys + Bs,  (5.5)
PES + pu - VEE + pdivep® + U = k(e) AL + 2ue|Sus|? + Ae|divu®|? + Rj,
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where
R} = —¢°divy)® — ¢ - V¢© — ¢°divu — Vp - Y7,
R = —¢"f — ¢°uy + pelAu+ (p + N)eVdivu, (5.6)
R5 = —¢°¢F — (p° — p)divy® — (p° — p)divep + k(e) A,

and

D¢ = (p*u® — pu) - Vu© = (p*u® — pu) - Vi© + (p°u° — pu) - Vau,
Ve = (p*u® — pu) - VO = (p*u® — pu) - VE + (p*u® — pu) - V0.

The boundary conditions to (B.0) are
e on =0, nx(Vxy)=[BY;+[Bul; —nxw, and V& -n = v +v0—-VO-n on 9. (5.8)

Lemma 5.1 It holds that

W

t 3
1(¢°, %%, €) (B2 +/O ellv®F + RN IFdr < Cle2 +k(e)2), te[0,Ta],  (5.9)

where Ty = min{Ty, Ty}, C > 0 depend only on C’o, Cy and Cy.

Proof: Multiplying (5.5), by ¢°, one obtains that

d €12 £ € £ €

T p|1/)|d:c+/z<1) ~1/)dz+/QV(p —p) - Ydx

:fus/ V x (Vxwa)-wadz+(2u+)\)5/Vdivw8~w5dz+/Rg-wadz. (5.10)
Q Q Q

If follows from integrating by parts and (5.5]); that

AR RS / (" — p)divy<dz > ~R / b divieds - R [ pecdiverds - C (67,6
Q Q

d
> R |¢E| dz— R / pEedivtda — C|(6°, €)1 (5.11)

It is easy to check that

—,LLE/QVX(V><1/15)~1/15dz:7u5/9|v><1/)8|2dx—u€/ nx (V x¢%) - yp°dx

o

< —pel|V x 9f||* + Ce

/ [BY® + Bu —n x w] - ¢¥°dx
o9

< —ael|V x 72 + Ce (19 Bagon + 10 n2(0m ) - (5.12)
g/ Vdivy)© - pfdr = —el|divep®||?, (5.13)
Q

< OO 17w, Vud)ll) (6%, )z, (5:14)

/ D - pdx
Q

[ (o = )V v
Q

and

< Oll(¢°, ¢°)122 + Ce2. (5.15)

/ RS - da
Q

Collecting all the above estimates, one gets that

d
& Lty —jor o — R / pe=divieda + uel|V x ¥F 2 + (2 + N)elldive|?

=< C||(¢Ea¢8 72 + CE +Ce (|97 + [¥°]L2) (5.16)
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On the other hand, multiplying %, one can obtain that

d P2 / . 3/-@(5)/ |vee|?
d sd sd d
7 5 —29|§ |“dz + R pr vy x+—4 N 0 T

< Cl(@%, 9% NP + Crle) (€717 + 1€7122) + C(e? + £(e)?). (5.17)
where we have used the facts that
g Ve g & e
()/QAg / DS e 4 k(o) 9V9V§dx+n()aﬂ n-Vedo
3 \V/ 2 E
< —% /Q %dm + Cr(e)]1€8 1> + CH(E)‘ /6Q g[uﬁg +e0—n- V@]do‘
£|2
<20 [ B e+ e + oner(e s + Ieue), (518)
Q
and
|/ %\Ifadﬂ +|/ %R%dﬂ +|/ %(2u6|5u5|2 + Ae|divu® |*)dz|
Q Q Q
< CII(¢7, 4%, &)1 + Cle + w(e))IIEN < ClI(6°, %, €)1 + O + r(e)?). (5.19)
It follows from (ZI]) that
9% 117 < C1 (IV > 9% )1 + [ldive||* + [[9°]]%) - (5.20)

The trace theorem yields that
[9°[72 < 8[VY°|1? + Cs)|9°||%, and €572 < 6[|VE°|* + Cs 1€ (5.21)

and

{erLz < 8el| VR |12 + Cielly®||5 < el Voe||? + [[¢°]12 + Coe?, (5.22)

R(E)E |2 < Or(e)|IVE |2 + Con()NIEF]|5 < 6r(e) | VET? + 17|17 + Csn(e) 2.

Adding (516]) and (5I7) together, using (5:20)-([5.22]) and choosing 0 suitably small, one obtains
that

d
G B+ R 167 + ez + ea (<1 s + @€ )
< cnwwasf)np +0 (e +r)?), (5.23)

where ¢; > 0 is a positive constant independent of €. Then Gronwall’s inequality yields
immediately that (5.9). Therefore, the proof of Lemma [5.1]is completed. O

Lemma 5.2 [t holds that
t t
(divg®, V#, VE YD + ¢ / IV divg ()| dr + (<) / |AE|2dr
t t
< / 165, €)1 + e[| %adr + Cis / 165 4%, )P dr + Cole? + r(e)F], t€ 0.T2],  (5.24)
0 0

where § > 0 will be chosen later.

Proof: Multiplying (&.5]), by Vdivy® leads to

/ (pu; + pu - Vop©) - Vdivp®da + / V(p® —p) - Vdivy*dx (5.25)
Q Q

= fus/ V x (V x %) - Vdivepoda 4 (2u + Ne|| Vdivey©||? Jr/ R - Vdivy©dx — / o - Vdivy©da.
Q Q Q
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It follows from (G.5]), that
1 1
Vdivy® =~ [w;‘ +(u V)Vqﬂ - [vpadivw C VeV + V(6 divu +v° - V)|, (5.26)
which, together with integrating by parts, yields that

/ V(p® —p) - Vdivi®dz = —R/ V(pE + 0¢° + ¢°£°) - Vdivyp©da
Q

Q

<R / pVEe - Vdivytdr + R / OV ¢© - Vdivi© dz + R’ / div(€5Vp + ¢°VO)dive® da
Q 9] Q

+ 5| /6 (0&° + 0% - divisdo] + C(¢%, €)1

d

<R [ SLIVePda R [ pUet - Vivide + Ol 07 ) + O e (520

It follows from (B.45) and (L22) that

IVdivu® || pee + [|[Vdive® |2 < C < oo, (5.28)

where C' > 0 depends only on C. Integrating by parts and using the Holder inequality, one
has that

/ (pv§ + pu - V7)) - Vdivyp©da < f/ (pdivey; + pu - Vdivey®) divep©de
Q

+ } /( (Vo0 + Vo) V) dwwd:c} +} pu- V)ye -ndiw/)gdo’

6(2

<= [ Biie P+ 81 2+ ol Tu? | [ gt Vymuedivesds
o0
d
< L[ Lt 2+ 015 |2 + Gl V7|2 + O, (5.20)

®° - Vdivy)©dx
Q

= ’/ [(p°u® — pu) - VY© + (p°u® — pu) - Vu|Vdivyp©dz
Q

< Oll(¢%, v°) |2 + ] [ = puy ) - maivsa
oN
< C(I1(e%, )17 + (6%, ¥%)|22) (5.30)

and

=&

€ /V x (V x ¢%) - Vdivy©dx

/ n x (V x 9%) - Vdivi)*do
o

=&

/ (BY® 4+ Bu—n x w) - I(Vdivy®)do| < Ce (1 + [°| ;) |dive)®| s
o9 az a2

< Cel|dive® || (1 + 9%l m2) < Cle + [[9°1I7n). (5.31)

For the term involving R5. It follows from (5.28) and integrating by parts that

[ 75 Vaivitas] < 01+ [T 16 ]+ 167, 0] + el v

< OllEIP + Cslll (67, 7)1 + %] + Ce. (5.32)

Then the trace theorem implies that

(6%, 9%, a2 < C{II(6°, 4%, €)M + 166%, 0%, €15 } < O™, 0%, O +r(e)} +e2 ). (5.33)
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Substituting (27) and ([B29)-(E32) into (525]) and using the (533)), one has that

d P ,. £12 RO £12 e . c § . 2
dt(/Q  [dvYe |+ 5 2 Vo] dz) R/vaé Vdive©de + (21 + Ne|| Vdive?|
< dlls I + Cs [l (67, 0%, €)I3n + (o)t + et )

Applying V to (&3]3, one can obtain that
peVE + p(uf - V)VE® 4+ pVdivy® — k(e)AVE®

= eV (2u|Suf|? + N|divuf|?) + VRS — Vp°&f — V(p°uf) Ve — Vpdivy®, (5.35)
where )
R5 = —&°0 — (p°u — pu) - VO — (p° — p)divu® + k() A6. (5.36)
Multiplying (5.35) by VTgf, one has that
4 p—|V«£8|2d:E + R/ pVER - Vdivyp®dr — H(E)/ AVE® - Edac
dt Jo, 20 o o 0

< el v® (I3 + OlIEE I + Coll (67, 9%, €9) 7 + Cs(e® + k(e)?). (5.37)
It follows from integrating by parts and the boundary condition (B8] that

—m(a)/ﬁAVfE Y do

58 1 I c c an-er
S-da = w(e) [ FIAE Pde = CrEIVE AL - Cnte)| [ At

3 1
T6(0) [ G186 ds = CrEIVE | - CR)AE 1o

Y

3 1 € € € % € %
> 7r(e) [ FIAE°Pda = O V& - On(e)|AC I 1A¢°

1 1 1 e
> 5&(5)/9 §|A£8|2d$ — C||€ 13 — Cr(e)3 |1+ k(2)?|VAE|?|.  (5.38)
Substituting (B.38]) into (537]), one obtains that

4
dt Jo

< B9 [%s + BIIEE I + Call(0%, 4%, €3 + ()} [1 4+ 5(e)? VAL ] + Cole® + (e)?).  (5.39)

Combining (5.34)) and (5.39), one has that

d Py gione2 o 1Y c2 4 P e 3 el o L Lingep2
(/Q i+ 52 V0 + B VE ) + 2 Ve Vi + (o) [ GIAE P

€ 1 1
P 1vesdr + R/ pVEe - VdivipSda + —ﬁ(g)/ N
20 o 2 o0

dt 2
< el 13 + OIIEE 12 + Co [I1(6°, 4%, €) I3 + k(e)E + 23] + Cr(e)d [T+ n@?IVAEN?].  (5.40)

It follows from Theorem [Tl and (5.1I) that
t
K [ IVag|Pir < c <o, (5.41)
0

Then, integrating (5.40) over [0, T3] and using (5:41]), one gets (5.24). Thus, the proof of Lemma
is completed. 0

Lemma 5.3 It holds that
t
[V x %> + 6/0 I(V x %) ()3 dr < 8|V (6%, 9%, €717

t t
4+ [P+ eI VPur Pdr +Cs [ 16705 €Y Bndr + Coled k(@) (542)
0 0

where § > 0 will be chosen later.
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Proof: Multiplying (&3]), by V x (V x ¢) gives that

[0 x (7 s wde [ V0F ) V% (7 % 0 ]9 (V)

— 2u+ )\)5/ V x (V x %) - Vdivyda +/ & .V x (V x ¢°)da +/ RS-V x (V x ¢f)dz, (5.43)
Q Q Q
where one has rewritten (5.5, and
RS = —¢%uy + pelAu + (u+ NeVdivu, and ° = p*u® - VY© + (p*uf — pu) - V.

Integrating along the boundary, one has that

= V(p® =p) - (nx (V x¢7))do
[519)

/prf—p)-vwvwf)dw

/aQ I(V(p® —p)) - [BY® + Bu—n x wldz| < C {ng =Pl 9%l + 1P - pILQ}
< O [(67, 9%, €)ll3n + (97, ) 12] - (5.44)

Note that the first term on the right hand side of (5:43)) has been estimated in (531]). It remains
to estimate the other terms of (43]). By the same argument as the Lemma 6.3 of [25], one can
obtains that

/ poYs -V x (V x%)dx > L / 1pE|V x ¢ |*dx +/ lpﬂ/}sB@Z)E + p*Y° - (Bu —n X w)do
0 dt \Jo 2 o0 2

= 8llE11? = Cs (IW° 117 + 19°|2) (5.45)

’/QRQ-VX(waa)dx’

<O+ | [ e (o (V)| + Cellul sl L + Celfull sl ¥ x 7

< 32V % (7 x 0P + G5 (1165, 0 +1(6%, )z <) (5.46)
and
| [ 89 % (9 x 0)da] < OG0 s + 167,99 (5.47)
Then, combining (5.43)), (5:44)-(5.47)), one obtains that
d

G ([ 5V xwPans [ S uBur 4 s (Bu—nx wido) + guel ¥ x (7 x 09
< O[5 112 + Coe| 22| + Cs (16,45, €3 +€* + (o)) (5.48)
where we have used
{|<¢f,wf,sf>|m < (6%, 4%, € 3 - 11 (6%, w2, €9)11% < BV, 05, €9)]° + Cis(e + (o)),
(6%, 4%, €9)132 < O, 9%, €5) [ - [1(6°, 9%, €9) || < IV (6%, 9%, 6%) 1% + Cs(e2 + r(e)?),
which are consequences of the trace theorem and (5.9). It follows from (22) that

(5.49)

[N

IV % 6¥l13 < G (IIV (Vx99 2 4 i (T x 09|12 + [V x |2+ x (V x 49) 2 4 )
< OUIY X (Vx99 + IV x 912+ [BY2 4 +[(Bu)r —n x wl? ),
< CLIV X (Vx99 + 10° 3 + €), (5.50)
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Substituting (5:50) into (5.48) yields that

d 1 1

dt / SV x ¢fPda +/ SPTUEBYT + p79° - (Bu —n x w)do | + c1e]|V x ¢ |30

dt \ Jq 2 90 2

< O[5 |12 + Coz| V29|12 + Cs (6%, 95, €) I3 + 2% +m(e)F ). (5.51)

Integrating (B.510) over [0,¢] and using (5.49]), one gets (5.42]), respectively. Therefore, the proof
of Lemma is completed. O

Proof of Theorem It follows from (2.1]) that
16513 < € (IIV > 012 + v 2+ 2 + e -l )
< C (I x g7 + [1dive©l* + [19°]1%) (5.52)
and
10518 < © (I9 5w 3+ vl + (0913 + [ -l 3 )
< C(IV x %3 + Idive=][3p + [[9°[17) - (5.53)
While (5.3]), and (5.5)5 imply that
51172 < C (16, ¥ I3 + IV 122 +€2)
€517 < C (I1(6%, ¥ + K22 A2 + % + 1(e)?)

Then, collecting (5:42)), (£54), (52)-E53), (24), (B9) and choosing § suitably small, one

obtains that

(5.54)

t t
I\V(¢E,¢E,§E)Il2+€/ ||1/JE(T)||§Isz+H(€)/ |AEE (7)1 *dr
0 0

t
< C/O V(¢°, 9%, &) (T)||?dr + Cle? + k(e)3],

which, together with the Gronwall’s inequality yields immediately that

t t
IV (@, 6%, €)]I? +€/ H?/)E(T)H%pdTﬂLH(E)/ IAE" (7)]2dr < Cle? + k(e)]. (5.55)

0 0
Then, (59) and ([B55) imply (L29)-(C30). On the other hand, (L3I) is an immediately
consequences of (L29), (51 and (5.3]). Thus, the proof of Theorem is completed. O

6 Appendix

We have the following Lemma whose proof can be found in Appendix of [25]:

Lemma 6.1 Consider h a smooth solution of

h(0,y,2) = holy,2), h(t,y,0) =0, (6.1)

for some smooth function a(t,y) satisfies c1 < a(t,y) < é and vector fields b = (by,ba, b3) (t,y).
Assume that h and G are compactly supported in z. Then, one has the estimate:

{a(t, ) [0ch + by (t, 1)y b + ba(t,y)Dy2h + 2bs(t, y)0.h] — €dzah = G, 2> 0,

2

t1 t 1
Ihlw,ooSIhollw,oﬁ/o ||E|L°°|G||H1’°°d7+/0 (1+||(5,b>||m>(1+zIIZZ-(a,b)II%oO)HhHHde- (6.2)
1=0
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