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In this paper, we consider an initial-boundary problem for plane magnetohydrody-
namics flows under the general condition on the heat conductivity x that may depend
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on both the density p and the temperature 6 and satisfies

k(p,0) > k1 (1 4+ 67) with constants k1 > 0 and ¢ > 0.

We prove the global existence of strong solutions for large initial data and justify the
passage to the limit as the shear viscosity p goes to zero. Furthermore, the value pu®

with any 0 < a < 1/2 is established for the boundary layer thickness.
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1 Introduction

Magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) concerns the motion of conducting fluids in an electromag-
netic field and has a very broad range of applications. The dynamic motion of the fluid
and the magnetic field interact strongly on each other, so the hydrodynamic and electro-
dynamic effects are coupled, which make the problem considerably complicated. The plane
MHD flows with constant longitudinal magnetic field, which are three-dimensional MHD

flows uniform in the transverse direction, are governed by the following equations:

Pt + (pu)x = 07

1
(pu); + (pu2 +p+ §|b|2) = (M\ug)q,

(pW)t + (puw - b)x = (:wa)m

b; + (ub — w), = (vb,).,

(pe)e + (pue)y — (Kby)e + pu, = Q,
Q =} + plw,|* + v[b, /%,
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where p denotes the density of the flow, 6 the temperature, u € R the longitudinal velocity;,
w = (wy,wq) € R? transverse velocity, b = (b1, by) € R? transverse magnetic field, p = p(p, 6)
the pressure, e = e(p, ) the internal energy, and k = k(p,#) the heat conductivity. The
coefficients A\, u and v standing for the bulk viscosity, shear viscosity and the magnetic
diffusivity, respectively, are assumed to be positive constants in this paper. We focus on the
perfect gas with the equations of state:

p=1p0, e=cb, (1.2)

where the constants v > 0 and ¢, > 0. Without loss of generality, we set ¢, = 1.
We consider system (L) in the bounded domain Q7 = Q2 x (0,7") with Q = (0, 1) subject
to the following initial and boundary conditions:

(pv U, 97 w, b)(SL’, 0) = (p07 Ug, ‘907 Wo, bo)(SL’),
(uv b, 9w>|m=0,1 - 07 (13)
w(0,t) =w(t), w(l,t)=w"(t).

Because of physical importance, complexity, rich phenomenon, and mathematical chal-
lenges, the MHD problem has been extensively studied in many papers, see [II,3H0, 15,
16, 18,211 23,28, 130,32, 33] and the references therein. In particular, if there is no mag-
netic effect, MHD reduces to the compressible Navier-Stokes equations, see for example
[10,19,27,29,131,134] and references therein for some mathematical studies. However, many
fundamental problems for MHD are still open. For example, even though for the one di-
mensional compressible Navier-Stokes equations, there is a pioneer work by Kazhikhov and
Shelukhin [20] on the global existence of strong solutions with large initial data, the cor-
responding problem for the MHD system with constant viscosity, heat conductivity and
diffusivity coefficients remains unsolved. The reason is that the presence of the magnetic
field and complex interaction with the hydrodynamic motion in the MHD flow of large
oscillation cause serious difficulties.

The initial-boundary value problem (I.])-(L3]) has fundamental importance in the studies
on the MHD problem. In this paper, we investigate the global existence, zero shear viscosity
limit, convergence rate and boundary layer effect of strong solutions for problem (LI)-
(C3) with large initial data, where x may depend both density and temperature such that
Kk = k(p,0) is twice continuous differential in RT x R™ and satisfies

k(p,0) > k(1 +07) with constants xk; > 0 and ¢ > 0. (1.4)

In kinetic theory of gas, the heat conductivity x is a function of temperature # and increases
with 6 in general (cf. [2,[36]). From experimental results for gases at very high tempera-
tures (see [36]), the condition (4] seems reasonable when one considers a gas model that
incorporates real gas effects that occur in high temperature (cf. [I9]). In [I9], one of the
assumptions on k is that there are constants C,Cy > 0 such that the heat conductivity
satisfies

Ci(1+09) < k(p,0) < Co(1+67), Vp,0 >0, (1.5)

where ¢ > 2, which implies that x has a positive lower bound. This type of temperature
dependence is also motivated by the physical fact that « grows like 67 with ¢ = 2.5 for



important physical regimes and ¢ € [4.5,5.5] for molecular diffusion in gas (see [36]). The
assumption (L) with ¢ > 0 was also made in many papers (see for example [4L[7,[9L17,[30]
and references therein). Clearly, here we remove these assumptions on k.

The well-posedness theory has been studied in many papers, some of which will be
mentioned below. It was Vol'pert and Hudjaev [33] who first proved the existence and
uniqueness of local smooth solutions. The global existence of smooth solutions with small
initial data was established by Kawashima and Okada [18]. Under the technical condition
on k:

C-Y(1 4 69) < k(p, 0) = K(0) < C(1 + 69), (1.6)

for ¢ > 2, Chen and Wang [4] proved the existence, uniqueness and the Lipschitz continuous
dependence of global strong solutions with large H* initial data. Similar results can be found
in [3,30] under the same technical condition as (L.6]). The existence of global weak solutions
was proved by Fan, Jiang and Nakamura [7] under the condition (L) for ¢ > 1 or the
condition k = k(p) > C/p, while the uniqueness and the Lipschitz continuous dependence
on the initial data of global weak solutions with the initial data in Lebesgue spaces were
obtained by them in [8]. Very recently, the case ¢ > 0 of condition (L€l was treated by Fan,
Huang and Li [9] where the existence and uniqueness of global solutions with large initial
data and vaccum were shown. A similar result can be found in [I4] by Hu and Ju. The
uniqueness and continuous dependence of weak solutions for the Cauchy problem have been
proved recently by Hoff and Tsyganov in [I3]. In this paper, we show the global existence
of strong solutions for problem ([LI))-(L3]) under the general condition (L4]), which extends
some global existence results mentioned above.

The problem of small viscosity finds many applications, for example, in the boundary
layer theory (cf. [26]). In this direction, some results on the Navier-Stokes equations can be
referred to [LIL12L1725[27,35] and references therein. The vanishing shear viscosity limit of
the weak solution for problem (LI)-(L3) was studied by Fan, Jiang and Nakamura [7] under
the condition (L6]) for ¢ > 1 or k = k(p) > C/p. As pointed out in [9], the result of [7]
can be transplanted to the case ¢ > 0 of the condition ([L6]). In this paper, we justify the
passage to the limit with more strong convergence of w and b under the general condition
(L4). Thus, we extend and improve some results mentioned above.

The boundary layer theory has been one of the fundamental and important issues in
fluid dynamics since it was proposed by Prandtl in 1904. Frid and Shelukhin in [12]
investigated the boundary layer effect of the compressible isentropic Navier-Stokes equa-
tions with cylindrical symmetry, and proved the existence of boundary layers of thickness
O(u*)(0 < a < 1/2). Under the assumption on x:

CTHL+07) < k(p,0) < C(L+07), |ry(p,0)| < C(1+07), ¢>1, (1.7)

Jiang and Zhang [I7] studied the compressible nonisentropic Navier-Stokes equations with
cylindrical symmetry, and proved that the thickness of boundary layer is of the order
O(u*)(0 < o < 1/2). Recently, Jiang and Zhang’s result is extended to the case of con-
stant heat conductivity, see [25]. A similar result can be found in [35] by Yao, Zhang and
Zhu. To the best of our knowledge, however, there is no corresponding results for the initial
boundary problem (LI)—(L3). In this paper, the value u*(0 < a < 1/2) is established for
the boundary layer thickness of problem (III)-(L3).
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We introduce some notations. Let £ > 0 be an integer, O a domain of R"(n > 1) and
p > 1. WEP(O) and WJP(O) denote the usual Sobolev spaces, Wo?(0) = LP(O). C*(O)
and C*(O) denote the spaces consisting of continuous derivatives up to order k in O. For
0<a<l1, CHQO) (resp. C*(0)) and CFraF+a/2(O) (vesp. CFFek+2/2(0)) denote the
Holder spaces with the exponent a.. LP(I, B) is the space of all strong measurable, p""-power
integrable (essentially bounded if p = oco) functions from I to B, where I C R and B is a
Banach space. For simplicity, we also use the notation ||(f,q,--)||% = [|fII% + llgll% +
for functions f,g,--- belonging to B equipped with a norm || - || .

In what follows, we assume that the initial and boundary functions satisfy

po >0, 00> 0, [l(p5" 05" ) lle < oo (W™ wH)llergomy < oo,
(po, Wo, 0p) € WH2(Q), by € Wy*(Q), up € W, *(Q) N WA™(Q) with m € (1, +00), (1.8)
wo(0) = w(0), wo(1) = w(0).

Now the results on the global existence, vanishing shear viscosity limit and convergence rate
of strong solutions can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let (L4l) and (L8) hold. Then

(i) For any fized pn > 0, there exists a unique strong solution (p,u,w,b, ) for problem
(CI)-(T3). Moreover, there exist some positive constants C' independent of jn such that

C_l < p,e < C, ||(U,W,b)||L°0(QT) < C’

(Pt Pas Uy Do, 02) || Lo 0,7 02(00)) + || (U ey O,y U, On) || 12000y < O,

Wl oo 0,1 )) + [Well 22000 < C, (1.9)
Wl Loz + 1 [Waall 2@r) < C,

H\/C_UWIHL‘X’(O,T;U(Q)) + H( |ulwe, \/abmm)HLQ(QT) <,

where w : [0,1] — [0, 1] is defined by

w(x) = {

(ii) There exist some functions p,u, W, b and 0 in the class:

T, 0<xz<1/2,
l—2, 1/2<z<L

7,0 >0, (@,b)|s=01 =0,

(7. 1/p, W, W,b,0,1/0) € L™(Qr), W € L®(0,T;W"HQ)) N BV (Qr),
F: { (B, Pos Us, by, 0,) € L(0,T; L*(Q)), (U, by, 0,) € L*(0,T; L=()),
(Ut,Wtabtaet,Um,em) c Lz(QT)

| VW, € L=(0,T; LX),  (V[a[w,, Vwb..) € L*(Qr),
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such that, as p — 0, (p,u, w,b,0) converges in the following sense

(p,u,b,0) — (p,u,b,0) strongly in C*(Qr), Ya € (0,1/4),
(ug,0,) — (Tp,0,) strongly in L¥(Qr), Vs; € [1,6),
b, — b, strongly in L*(Qr), Vs, € [1,4),
(Pt ) = (Pyy P,) Weakly —x in L(0,T; L*(2)),
(s, By, Oy, Uy O) — (T, By, Oy, Uy, O) weakly in L2(Qr),
b,y = by, weakly in L*((a+0,b—0) x (0,T)), V6 € (0,(b—a)/2),
and
w — W strongly in C%([a+6,b— 6] x [0,T]), V6 € (0,(b—a)/2), a € (0,1/4)
w; =W, weakly in L*(Qr),
w, =W, weakly —* in L>(0,T; L*(a + 0,b—9)), V6 € (0, (b —a)/2),
w — W strongly in L"(Qr), Vr € [l,+00),
Vil 0.
Moreover, (p,u, W, b,0) solves problem (L) -(L3) with u = 0 in the sense:
P+ (P ). =0, )
(pi): + (pu® +vpf + [b*/2) = My,

(pW); + (puiw — b), = 0, b a.e. in Qr,
By + (@b — W), = vb,.. (1.10)
p@ ¢+ (pu@) + 7p‘9uw [ (», §>§w}m = )‘ﬂi + V|BJE|27 J
// + (pul), + vpou, — Naz — v|b,[*|¢ + k(D g)gxapx}dzdt =0,
Qr

for all p € L*(0,T; WH(Q)

).
(iii) Assume that (p,U,w,b,0) € F is a solution for the limit problem (LI0). Then

H(p - ﬁv U — ﬂ, W — W, b — Ea 0 — g)HLw(O,T;LQ(Q))
+ [ (e — Uy, by _Exaea‘ - §$)||L2(QT) = O(U1/4)~

Remark 1.1. With the estimates appearing in the above theorem, and following the argument
gwen in [20](cf. [3]), if the initial data is in Hélder space, i.e.,

po € C(Q),  (ug, wo, b, ) € C*F(Q)
for some o € (0,1), then there exists a unique classical solution
c Cl+a’1+a/2(QT), (u7 W, b, 9) c C2+a’1+a/2(QT),

and it satisfies (L9).

Remark 1.2. [t should be pointed out that if we only consider the global existence with fixed
w, then the condition ug € W*™(m > 1) in (L) can be removed. In fact, this can be done
i a more easy way, but we do not pursue it in the paper.
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Compared to [7,9] and some related references, the generality of the condition (L)) causes
some other technical difficulties since all the estimates in (L) must be uniform in p. Firstly,
we must overcome the difficulty coming from the dissipative estimate on the temperature. For
example, Fan-Jiang-Nakamura [7] only established the p-uniform estimate of 0, in L°(Qr)
with any 8 € (1,3/2) by means of the technique used by Frid and Shelukhin [I1]. Secondly,
to obtain the stronger convergence of w and b (see Theorem 1.1(ii)), we must establish some
new uniform estimates on the derivatives of w and b. Thirdly, we must seek a new method
to obtain a uniform upper bound of the temperature.

To overcome the difficulties, some techniques are developed here. One of two ingredients
in the proof is the boundary estimates of derivatives of the transverse velocity and the
magnetic field, and the other is that we deduce a uniform upper bound of 6 by a simple,
direct method.

Below we present a sketch of the proof to (L9). Firstly, the uniform upper and lower
bounds of the density can be obtained in a standard way. Next, a key observation is that we
can establish the uniform bound of ||ty Lmo () (Mo > 1) by LP-theory of linear parabolic
equations (see Lemma 1), which plays an important role in this paper. It should be
pointed out that it is in this step we ask the condition vy € W?™(Q) for some m > 1.
By virtue of the estimate and a delicate analysis, we then deduce the difficult bounds of
|wWall Lo 0752202 and ||(ug, by, Wy, Uga, U2y wbas) || 12(0r) (see Lemma 2.10). In this step, the
main idea is to use the norm |[ua.|/z2(g,) to control the qualities ||(wws,bg)| L0 7:02(0)
and ||[w|[z2(q,) (see Lemmas 2HZI) and then, from the equations of u and 6 it follows
the uniform bound of ||uge||2(,) by Gronwall’s inequality. With the uniform bound of
B[ 22(0r), we deduce the uniform bounds of || W || e (0,11 ()) and ||be || 120,71 (0) (see Lem-
mas 2.11] and 2.12)), by which we further obtain the uniform bounds of ||\/ww, || 1~ 7:12(0)
and (p*|wy || Lo omr20) + 14/ |Was || 22(04)) (see LemmaRI3), which are essential to study
both L? convergence rate and boundary layer thickness. Due to the above estimates, we fi-
nally get an upper bound of # in a direct way (see Lemma 2.I4]). As a consequence, the
uniform bound of ||(0;,0..)||r2(g,) can be obtained by a brief argument (see Lemma [2.15]).
Consequently, the passage to limit is justified in the more strong sense.

Next, we investigate the thickness of boundary layer. At first, we give the definition of a
BL-thickness defined as in [12] (cf. [I7]).

Definition 1.2. A function §(u) is called a BL-thickness for problem (ILI))-(L3]) with van-
ishing p if 6(p) 1 0 as 0, and

}}E}% ||(p - pa u— ﬂ? A\ W7 b — b> 0 — Q)HL‘X’(O,T;L‘X’(Q(;(H))) = 07

injiiom l(p—p,u—1u,w—w,b— b,0 — g)HLoo(QT;Loo(Q)) >0,
where Q5 = (6,1 —0) for § € (0,1/2), and (p,u, w,b,0) and (p,u, W, b,8) are the solutions
to problem (LI)-(L3)) and problem (LI))-(L3]) with =0, respectively.

We shall prove that for any o € (0,1/2), the function d(p) = p® is a BL-thickness, which
is almost optimal since it is close to the classical value O(,/z) (see e.g. [26]). One can see
from the proof in Section 3 that our method is a bit different from that used in [I12l[17], which
is based on an iteration inequality ([B.8]). To indicate the idea clearly, we further assume that

wo = by = 0. (1.11)



Theorem 1.3. Let (L4), (L8) and ([LII) hold. Assume that (w™,w™) is not identically
equal to 0. Then the limit problem (ILIQ) has a unique solution (p,w,0,0,0) in F, and the
function d(pu) = p® for any a € (0,1/2) is a BL-thickness for problem ([LI)-(L3]) such that

lim ||(p —pu _ﬂabae - g)HCQ(@T) = Oa Va € (Oa 1/4)7

n—0
lin W[z o706 -sG0) = 0, nflim [| Wl o7:200 (@) > 0-

Moreover, w has the asymptotic property:

Co(T+ 78+ 4+ 7"72) + Cup"V2/5™ (n = odd),

2
W || 70000 7 oy <
|| ||L (0,T5L2(6,1-6)) {Cn (7_ + 7_3 4t Tn_1> + Cn,u(n—l)/2/5n (TL _ even)’

where § € (0,1/2),7 = \/ii/d, and the constants C,, are independent of 1 and .

The remainder of this paper shall be arranged as follows. In Section 2, we will prove
Theorem [LLIl. For this, a lot of a priori estimates independent of p are derived in Section 2.1,
which are sufficient to prove this theorem. The second and third parts of this theorem can
be shown in Sections 2.2 and 2.3, respectively. Finally, we will give the proof of Theorem
in Section 3.

2 The proof of Theorem 1.1

The existence and uniqueness of local solutions can be obtained by using the Banach theorem
and the contractivity of the operator defined by the linearization of the problem on a small
time interval (cf. [24130]). The existence of global solutions is proved by extending the local
solutions globally in time based on the global a priori estimates of solutions. The uniqueness
of the global solution follows from the uniqueness of the local solution. Thus, the next
subsection will focus on deriving required a priori estimates of the solution (p,u,w,b,8).
Moreover, all a priori estimates which will be established are uniform in .

Throughout this section, we shall denote by C the various positive constants dependent
on 7', but independent of p.

2.1 A priori estimates independent of p

Rewrite (L) as

&+ [u(5+p+%|b|2) —w-b] = (Auug + pw - w, +vb - by + kb,)

2

(2.1)

K0, 2 + plw,|? + v|b | k62
R e I

where £ and § are the total energy and the entropy, respectively,

1 1
E=p [9+ §(u2+ \W|2)] + §|b|2, S=Infl—~vylnp.



Lemma 2.1. Let ([[L.4) and (L&) hold. Then

/Qp(:v,t)dx:/gpo(x)dz, vt € (0,7),

sup / [p(0 + u* + [w|*) + |b|]*]dz < C, (2.2)
Q

0<t<T

2 2 2 2
// <)\ugc+,u|wg| + Vb 4_%) dzdt < C.

Proof. Integrating (1), over Q; = Q x (0,¢) with ¢ € (0,T) yields

t
/5dz:/5|t:0daj+,u/ w - W, | hds. (2.3)
0 Q 0

Let a = 0 or 1. We first integrate (I1])3 from & = a to x, and then integrate the resulting
equation over {2, to obtain

pw(a,t) = p(wh —w™) — /(puw — b)dr — 9 / / pwdydzx.
0 ot Jo Ja

Multiplying it by w(a,t) and integrating over (0, ), we have

,u/ot(w-wx)(a,s)dS— /t(w+—w - asds—/was (/puw b)d)ds
w(a, 1) ( / / pwdydx)+wa0 ( / / powodydx)
+ /0 Wt(a,t)~< /Q / pwdydx) it

hence, by Young’s inequality and (2.2),

uf (w0, )ds

<C+ C’/ p|lw|dx + C'// (plul|w| + |b| + p|lw]|)dzds
Q Q1

§C+%/5dx+0// Edxds.
Q t

Substituting it into (23] yields

/ Edrx < C + C'/ Edxds,
Q Qt

and so, ([2.2)); follows from Gronwall’s inequality.
([22)3 can be proved by integrating (2.I])» and using (2.2));. The proof is complete. O

From Lemma 2.1, the following estimates can be proved.



Lemma 2.2. Let (L4) and (L8) hold. Then

Ct<p<C,
0>C,

K62 .
Jita dedt < C, Vo€ (0,min{l,q}),
Qr

T
| o< e, va e ©.ming1.ap),
0 (2.4)

// (M2 + plw,|? + v|b,|?) dedt < C,
Qr

T
/0 b2yt < C.

// 10, > 2dzdt < C.

Proof. The proofs to the estimates p < C and ([2.4))5-(24)5 can be found in [9] where the
vacuum is permitted. (Z4))s is an immediate consequence of ([2.4))s, so the estimate p > C~*
can be proved in a standard way (see [7]). We omit their proofs for brevity.

Now we turn to (2.4])2, whose proof depends only on the estimate p < C. It follows from

(D:D)5 that

et + ue:c - %(Kﬂx)x Z_

= |>
/N

=
8N

|
s

S

8
N——

|
| >
/N

=

8

|

(\W)
IS
N——
(Y]

N
)=
[\

By p < C, we have

1
0; + ub, — ;(mem)m + K6* >0,

where K is a positive constant independent of p. Let z = 6 — 0, where 0 = ménﬁfo with
C = K ming6y. Then z,|,—01 =0, z|;—o > 0, and

1
2+ Uzy — ;(/{zx)x + K(0+80)z

ming 0y 1 ming 0y 2
=0 S 0, — = (kb,), + K#* — K £
t+C(Ct+1)2+u ,o('i o+ (Ct+1)

ming 0y ming 0y

2
> orern ¢ (et =°

and then, z > 0 on Q, by the comparison theorem, so ([2.4),.
It remains to show ([2.4);. By [2.4) and ([2.4)3, we have

92
22 dedt < C. (2.5)
0

Qr
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Then, we have by the mean value theorem, Lemma 2] (2.4]); and Holder’s inequality

9</9dx+/|9 |dx

0 1/2
cove([[Ba)" (o)

Qe Q

02 1/2
§C+C</idx) ,

a0

which together with (2.5]) gives

T
/nw;@wsa (2.6)
0

Thus, it follows from Hélder’s inequality, Lemma 2.1 and (2.6]) that

2
/ / 10,32 dxdt < ( / / %d:cdt) ( / / 93dxdt)
T 1/4
0 Q

The proof is complete. O
About the magnetic field b, we have
Lemma 2.3. Let ([[4) and (L&) hold. Then

sup / b|*dx + // Ib?|b, [*dzdt < C.
0<t<T Jo Qr
Proof. Multiplying (II))4 by 4/b|*b and integrating over Q;, we obtain

/\b\4dx+4u/ \b\2|bm\2dxds+8u/ |b - b, |*dxds
Q Q¢ Q¢

(2.7)
= / [bo|*dz + 4/ w, - (|b|*b)dzds — 4// (ub), - (|b|*b)dzds.
Q Q1 t
Integrating by parts and using Young’s inequality, we have
/ w, - (b|b|?)dzds = —/ w - (b, |b|?)dxds — 2 // (w-b)(b-b,)dzds
Q¢ Q¢ t
< 3/ |w||b|?|b,|dzds
Q¢
< Z/ |bl?|b, |2d:.17ds—|—0/ |w|?|b|?dxds (2.8)
Q1

< Z/ |b[?|b, |2dxds+0/ b1 (0 /|w\2dxds
Q1

gﬁ/ Ib|2[b, [2dzds + C,
4.JJq.
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where we used (2.2)2 and ([2.4))s.

On the other hand, we have

—// (ub)x-|b|2bdzzds:3// u(b, - b)|b|*dxds
%// |b|2|bx|2d:£ds+0// u?|b|*dxds (2.9)
t
%/ |b|2|bx|2d:£ds+0/ ||u2||LOO(Q)/ |b|*dxds.
Qt 0 Q

Plugging ([2.8)) and (2.9)) into (2.7) and using Gronwall’s inequality, we finish the proof by
noticing fOT [w?|| ooy dt < C [f, uidzdt < C. O

IN

IN

Lemma 2.4. Let ([[L.4) and (L&) hold. Then

sup /pidm + // (pf + Hpi)dxdt <,
Q T

0<t<T

(2.10)

oz, 1) = ply, s)| < C (lx —y"* +[s = t|*), ¥(z,1).(y.5) € Q-
Proof. Set n = 1/p. It follows from the equation (I.I]); that

Uy = p(my + uny).

Substituting it into (L)), yields

[p(w = Anz)], + [pu(u — )], = 7001 —nb.) —b - by
Multiplying it by (v — An,) and integrating over ;, we have

1

3 / p(u — Ay )2dx + Y\ // 0p*ndxds
Q t

1
=3 / po(uo + Apy 2pos )2 dx + 7// p*Oun,drds
Q

t

— // 0’10, (u — A, )dxds — // b - b,(u— An,)dzds.
Qt t

To estimate the second integral on right-hand side, we use Young’s inequality, Lemmas 2.1
and 2.2 to obtain

7// p20un,dxds < 77)\ // 0p*n>dxds + C’// Gudrds
Q¢ t ¢
A '
< 7// sznidxdstC’/ ||9||Loo(g)/u2dxds
t 0 Q

<C+ %A // 0p*n>dxds.
11



On the other hand, we have by Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, (2Z.3) and Lemma 2.3

— // 0’10, (u — A, )dxds — // b-b,(u— A, )dxds
Qt t

2
<C+ C// Op(u — Ay )?dxds + C// %dzds + C// p(u — An,)dxds
t ¢ Qt

t
<C+ C/ (1 +[10]| o= (e)) / p(u — An,) dxds.
0 0

Combining the above results yields

/p(u — A1y )?dx + // 0p*n>dxds
Q t

t
<C+0 [ (14 10llmim) [ ol rndeds,
0 Q

which together with Gronwall’s inequality gives

sup /pid:c—l—// Op2drds < C.
0<t<T Jo .

By this estimate and Lemma 2.2, we derive from the equation (L.I); that

T
// pidxdt SC/ |u?]| oo () / padxdt + C'// udrdt < C.
T 0 Q T

Thus (2.10); holds.

Now we prove the second estimate. Let f(z) = p(z,t) — p(x,s) for any = € [0,1] and
s,t € [0,T] with s # t. Then for any x € [0,1] and ¢ € (0,1/2], there exist some y € [0, 1]
and ¢ between x and y such that § = |y — z| and 3(¢) = = [¥ B(2)dz, and hence

=y JY

r—Yy

mwzl'A%@W+[¢@w

therefore, by Holder’s inequality and (2.1),

) d +‘ g d
IRCER
/7 prdrdz| + ‘/r [0:(2,t) — p.(2,5)]dz
yJs 3

1 1/2
Sg (//Tpidez) |z — y|Y?|s — t|'/?

1/2

+ (/01(\Pz(z, s)° + |pz(z,t)\2)dz) |z — &|V/?

<Co 2|5 — M2 4 C6Y2,

1

1
<Z
0

12



If 0 < |s —t|'/2 < 1/2, taking § = |s — t|'/? yields
p(z, 5) = plz.t)| < Cls — 1", (2.11)

If |s — t|1/2 > 1/2, then (2.I1]) holds since p is uniformly bounded in u.
On the other hand, we have by (Z.I0),
/ p-dz
y

Thus, (2.I0), is a consequence of the triangle inequality. The proof is complete. O

p(2,t) — py, )] = < Clae —y['*. (2.12)

To deduce other required p-uniform estimates, we need the following lemma which plays
an important role in this paper.

Lemma 2.5. Let (L) and (L8) hold. Then

// [tz |0 dxdt < C;  mg = min{m,4/3}. (2.13)
T
In particular,
T
|l g < c. (2.14)

Proof. Note that the estimate ([Z.I4]) is an immediate consequence of ([2.I3]). Thus, it is
enough to prove (ZI3). To this end, we rewrite the equation (LI as

A 1
Up — — Uy = — Uy — YOy — lpmﬁ —=b-b, =: f. (2.15)
p p p

We will apply L? estimates of linear parabolic equations (cf. [22 Theorem 7.17]) to show
(2I3). From (2.I0)s, the coefficient a(z,t) := \/p satisfies

la(z,t) = a(y, s)] < C (Jo —y"? + |s = t|"") , V(z,0), (y,5) € Q-

Due to the condition on w in (L), we only need to give a uniform bound of f in L*?(Qr).
From Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3, the second term and the forth term on right-hand side of
(ZI5) are uniformly bounded in L*?(Qr) and L?*(Qr), respectively.
To deal with the first term on right-hand side of ([2-I3]), we observe by Holder inequality
and Lemma 2.1

1/2 1/2 1/2
u? < 2/ lut,|de < 2 (/ uzdx) (/ uid:c) <C (/ uid:c) ,
Q Q Q Q

therefore, we have by Lemma 2.2

T
/ ||| feedt < C’// uldr < C,
0 Qr

13



which together with Young’s inequality yields

// |, [* 2 dxdt < C'// uZdrdt + C// uSdzdt
T T T

T
<C+ C'/ ||u||%oo(m / w*drdt < C.
0 Q

As to the third term on right-hand side of (2Z15]), we have by (2.10); and (2.6)

/ / |p 0|2 dxdt < C / / p20dxdt + C / / 0*dxdt < C.

Combining the above results gives || f||14/3g,) < C. The proof is then completed.

By a direct application of the above lemma, we obtain

Lemma 2.6. Let (L) and (L8)) hold. Then

f sup /|Wx|2d$+,u2 // \Woo|2dads < C.
o<t<T JQ Qr

Proof. We rewrite (L)) in the form
1
" me = —b, — uw,,

and multiply it by puw,, and integrating over (J; to obtain

1
H/ |wx|2d:)3+,u2// —|Woo|*drd
2 Jo e P
1
= H/ |w0x|2d:p—,u// ~b, - wydxds
2 Jo ¢ P
" ¢
—5// ux|wx|2d:)3d8+u/ W, Wy
t 0

2
1
<o+ B // ~|Wee|*dzds + C |b,|*dxds
4 ¢ P Q1

t t
+0 [ sl (u / |wx|2dx) s+ Cp [ Iwallooyds
0 Q 0

From the mean value theorem and Holder inequality, we obtain

b.t) — t) |2
|Wx|2 S‘W( s ) W((Iv )‘ _'_2/ |Wx||wxx|dx
b—a QO

1/2 1/2
<C+C </ |Wx|2d5”) </ |wm|2dx) ,
Q Q

and so, Young’s inequality yields

¢ ¢ 1/4 1/4
i [ liards <Cur 0 [t (s [ warac) (i [ waac) - as
0 0 Q Q

1
ds
0

x
r=

(2.16)

(2.17)

(2.18)

<C.\p+ %/ |w,[*dzds + e // %|Wm|2dzds,‘v’e € (0,1).
€ Qt t

14



Inserting it into (2.I7) and taking a small € > 0, we find that

,u/ \w, |2 dz + p? // 1|wm|20l:):0ls

Q ¢ P
t

< C’—l—C’/ (1 + [Jug| L) (,u/ |W$‘2dl’) ds.
0 Q¢

Thus, the lemma follows from Gronwall’s inequality and (2.I4]). This proof is complete. O

Our next main task is to show the other estimates appearing in Theorem 1.1. To this
end, we need three preliminary lemmas. The first one reads as

Lemma 2.7. Let (I4) and (L&) hold. Then

1/2
/ b, |*wdx +/ b |*widrds < C’/ |w,|2widzds + C <// uimdxds) ,
Q Q¢ Q¢ t

where w is the same as that in Theorem 1.1.

Proof. Multiplying (CI)4 by by.w?(z) and integrating over Q;, we have

— // b, - bywidxdt + 1// b, |2widzds
t Q¢

= // (ub), - byew?drds — / w, - by,w?drds.
t Qt

To estimate the first integral on left-hand side of (2.19), we integrate by parts and use ()4
to obtain

1 1
// b, - by,w?dzdt = —5/ b, |2w?dr + 5/ |bo,|*w?dr — 2 // b, - byww'dzdt
t Q Q t
1 2 2 1 2 2
= |b |*wdx + |b0x\ dx (2.20)

-2 // (Vb + W, — ub, — u,b) - byww'drds.

(2.19)

Below we deal with the third term on right-hand side of (220). By Cauchy-Schwarz’s
inequality and Lemmas 2.2 and 23] we have

-2 // (Vbyy + W, — u,b) - byww'drds
< - / b, [*widzds + C b, |*dxds + C \w,|*w?dzds
4 Q¢ Q¢
+ C// uidrds + C |b - b,|*dzds
¢ Qt
<C+ Z/ b, |Pwidrds + C/ |w,|2w?dzds.
4 Qt Qt

Observe that since from the mean value theorem and wu(1,¢) = u(0,t) = 0, we have

|u(z, )| < [lugllLe@w(z), (2.21)

15



SO

t
2// u|b,|*ww'drds < C’/ ||ux||Loo(Q)/ b, |2w?dzds.
t 0 Q

Substituting them into ([2.20)) yields

1
// b, - byewidxdt <C — = / |b,|?wdx + z/ by, |*w?drds
. 2 Jo 4 Q¢

) (2.22)
+ C'/ (|t || oo () / |b,|*wdrds + C’/ (W, [*w?drds.
0 Q Qt
As to the two terms on right-hand side of (ZI9), we have by Young’s inequality
// (ub), - bypw?drds — / w, - by,w?drds
: @ (2.23)
v 2,2 2 2 2 2
< 4/ by |“w d:)sds+C'/ |(ub),|*w dxds—l—C/ |w,|“wdzds.
Q1 Q1

It remains to treat the second term on right-hand side of (2Z.23]). We observe by Lemma

[ nliewas < [ mieas <o (f[ )" @2
Qt t

which together with Lemma 2.1 gives

/ |(ub),[*w?drds <C / / u?|b,|*wdzds + C / / u?|b|*wdzds
Q¢ t t
<C/ [u?]| oo () /\b |w 2d:cds+C<// u? dmds)

Substituting it into (223) and then, substituting the resulting inequality and ([2.22) into
(Z19) and using Gronwall’s inequality, we finish the proof. O

Lemma 2.8. Let ([IL4) and (L&) hold. Then

1/2
[wbitte e [ wapiasss <o ([[ )
! < : (2.25)
// (\Wt\2+u2\wm|2)dxdt§C+C’// u?, drds.
Qt ¢

Proof. Multiplying (2.I6) by w,,w?(z) and integrating over Q;, we have

2
— / W, - Wopwidrdt + u/ |Wm|2w—d1’d8
Q+ Qt P

2 w?
= UW, + Wyaw drds — b, - W,,—dxds.
¢ ¢ P

(2.26)



Integrating by parts and using (ZI€]), we have

/ W, - Wpwidrdt
Qt

1 1
= ——/ (W, |*w?dz + = / |Woz|?w?dr — 2/ w; - Woww' dadt
2 2 Q¢

:——/ i, Pw?da + & /|w0m| W
—9 / / ( Wy — UW, + ) - wyww'dxds
t p

<C- —/ |wx|2w2d:c+0u2/ |wm|2dxds+0/ || *w?dwds
2 Q Qt Q¢

+C’/ |bm|2dxds+0// |u||w.|Pwdzds.
Q¢ Q¢
From (227) it follows that

t
// | [wdads < / o (e / iw, Pu?dads,
t 0 Q
which together with Lemmas 2.2 and 2.6 gives
/ W, - Wopw drdt
Q1
1 t
<C- —/ |w,|2wids + C’/ (1 + ’|umHLoo(Q)) / \w,|2w?dzds.
2 Ja 0 0

To estimate the right-hand side of (2.26]), we have by integrating by parts and by (2.21))

1
// U, W dads = — B} // (w2 [u,w® + 2uww’]dzds
t ; ‘
SC/ HumHLOO(Q)/ \w,|*w?dzds,
0 Q

and

2
—// bx-wmw—dxds
. P

2 /
:/ Wx-bmw—dxds—l—Q/ Wx-bxw—wdl’ds—/ W:c'bxw de ds
Qt P Qt P Q¢ P

< C'/ b, [*widzds + C / |w,|*widzds + C b, |2dzds
Q¢ t Q¢

+C’/ b, |*w?pdrds
Q1

<C+ C/ |w, |2widzds + C’/ |bae2widads,
Q1 Q1

17



where we used the fact by Lemmas and 2.4]
/ b, [2w?pdrds <C’/ by |*w QHLM
Q1
SC’/ |(|b,[*w?), | dads
Qt
<C / |b.|?|ww’|dzds + C'/ b, - by, |w?drds
t Q1

<C+ C/ |bae |2widzds.
Q+

Substituting the above results into (2:20) and using Lemma 27, we have

/ |w,|2widr + u/ (W oo | *w?dads

<C'+C'/ (1 + [Jue] L) /|W$‘2 2d:cds+C’(// u? dxds)

Thus, the first estimate of this lemma follows from Gronwall’s inequality and (2.14]).

Consequently, we have by (2.21]), the first estimate of this lemma and (2.24))

// u?|w,|? da:dt</ [t |7 /|Wx‘2 *dxdt
T
<c/ IR 1+(// 2 dxdt) ]
T
SC’—l—C’// u?, drdt.
T

Furthermore, by Lemmas [Z2] and 2.6, we derive from (ZI0]) that

// w, Pdadt < C+C// 2w, Pdadt < C+C// 2, dudt.
T T T

The proof is complete.

Lemma 2.9. Let ([[4) and (L&) hold. Then

/\b\d:c+// |bt2dxdt<C+C(// u? dxds)

Proof. Multiplying (L), by b; and integrating over @), yield

/\b | d:c+/ by |2dzdt = /\b0m|2dx+// bydd.
Qt t

Integrating by parts yields

/ w, - bydzdt = / w, - bdr — / Wog - bodx — // (W), - bdxdt
Q¢ Q Q ‘
— / W, - bodr — / w - b,dr +/ w; - bydxdt,
Q Q Qt

18
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which together with Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2l and ([2.25)), gives

1/2 1/2
/ w, - bydrdt < C + z/ b, |*dx + </ |bm|2dxdt> </ |Wt‘2dl’dt)
Q¢ 4 Q¢ Q¢

1/2
<C+ - / b, [*dx + C </ |Wt|2dxdt) (2.29)

<C+ - /|b |2dx+C'<// u? dxds)

On the other hand, we have by Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, Lemma 2.1 and (2.24))

_ / / (ub), - bydadt

1 2 1 2
<5 [ Wfdwde s+ [ [ 1b).Paras

t Qt

1 ¢ t (2.30)

< 5/ |bt|2dxdt+C’/ y|u2||Loo(Q)/ |bm\2dxds+6’/ ||uxy|im(m/ Ib|2dzds
/ |by| 2dxdt+C’/ Hu2||L°°(Q /|b |*dzds + C <// u? dxds)
Qt t

Substituting them into (2.28) and using Gronwall’s inequality, we complete the proof. [

Now we can prove the following desired results.

Lemma 2.10. Let (L4) and ([L8) hold. Then ||(u,b)| 1~ < C, and

sup /(pt+u +6°) d:)H—// (uf +u2, + Kk02)dzdt < C,
Qr

0<t<T

sup / |Wx|2w2dzv+// (Jul*|wa|® + |we|*)dadt < C, (2.31)
o<t<T JQ Qr

sup / b, |2dx + // (|be|* + [y |*w?)dzdt < C.

0<t<T JQ Qr

Proof. Rewrite the equation (LI]); in the form

A v 1
PUp — ——Ugy = —~/ Uy — V/POr — —p.0 — —Db - b,.
Vou Vp Vb =8 7

Using Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, we obtain

%/uidij// (puj + Np~'uZ,)dudt
Q t

A
< §/U3xd$+0// (w*ul + 02 + p26> + |b - b,|*)dads
Q t

t t
§C+C’/ ||u2||Loo(Q)/uida:ds—l—C// 6’§d:)§d8+0/ ||92||Loo(9)/pidxds
0 Q : 0 Q
t
§C+C’/ ||u2||Loo(Q)/uidzds—l—C// (62 + 6%)dxds,
0 Q t

19

(2.32)



where we used (2.10) and fot 16| oo (yds < Cfot(92 + 62)dxds.
Our next step is to multiply (ILI)5 by € and integrate over @);. We have

1
§/p92d1’+// KO2dxds = —// puxedxd8+// 0Qdxds. (2.33)
Q t Qt t

By Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and (2.0]), we obtain

— // pé’zuxdxds < C// 0% dxds + C// 92uid9§d8

t
<C+ C'/ ||9||%oo(9) / uldwds.
0 0
On the other hand, we have by Lemmas 2.2, 2.6 and

t
// HdedsgC/ Heumm{/ (ui+u|wx|2dx+\bx‘2)dx} ds
<C’—|—C/ 10| Lo () /u d:zds—l—C(// u? d:)sds)

Inserting them into (2Z.33)) yields

/6’2dz+// k02 dxds
t 1/2
§C+C’/ [||9||Loo(9)+||9||2Loo(Q)}/uid:vds+0<// uixdxds) .
0 Q t

Plugging it into (Z32) gives

/uidm+// (uf + u?,)dxdt

Q t
t

<C+ C'/ [lu?l o) + 16| 2o (o) + ||9||%oo(9)] / udrds + C (// u? d:vds)
0 t

! 1
0 Q t

By Gronwall’s inequality and noticing (Z0]), we have

/ W2da + / / (a2 + 2, dadt < C.
Q t

Consequently, (231]) follows from ([234)) and Lemmas 2.7-2.9 . The proof is complete. [

(2.34)

As a consequence of Lemma 2.10, we have

T T
// uSdrdt <C/ ||ux||Loo / 20l930lt<C’/ ||ux||Loo(Q)dt
Qr
2.35
<C/ </ |quum\d:c) dt<0/ (/ 2d:c) (/ ufmdx) dt (2.35)
Q

20



Lemma 2.11. Let (L4) and ([L8) hold. Then |[W||z=q.) < C. Moreover, it holds

sup /|W$‘d$§0.
0<t<T Jo

Proof. Set z = w,. Differentiating (ZI0]) in z gives

(2] o (2),

Denote ®(-) : R* — R™ for € € (0,1) by

O(§) = Ve +[E), VEER

Observe that ®, has the properties

(¢l < [®(&)] < €] +€ VEER?,
Ved (§)| <1, VEER?
0<E- Vel (&) < D(8), VEER?,
nDi®(&)n" >0, V¢ neR?,

\ Elirgg P(&) = €], VEeR?

A\

(2.36)

(2.37)

where £7 stands for the transpose of the vector £ = (£,&) € R?, and Dgg is the Hessian

matrix of the function g : R? — R which is defined by

D?g(&) _ (95161 g£1€2> .

9ea61 Y&t

Multiplying ([2Z36) by V¢®.(z) and integrating over @, we have

A@@@-L@mmm
=—u //t %szgq)e(z)(zx)ldxds — //t(uz)x -Ve® (z)dzds

t . =1
AN 0 P

From (2.37), it follows that

z=0

E, <O0.
To estimate Es, we observe by (2.37)

3
UZy + Uyz) - VP (z)dads
13

e

://}%@@—Uﬂw@ugwms

t
gc/n%mﬂm/@@mm&
0 Q
21

(2.38)



As to Ejs, utilizing the equation (L), yields

bmm : (I)e bm : (I)e
&://__J%JQM@_//__§§JQMM%

:%//[m+wmfmyV@u@M%_/LEgzgﬁﬂmw%

p p

S0// [[be] + [(ub)s| + |pa|[bs|] dzds < C,

where we used ([2.31),-([237); and Lemmas 2.4] and 2100
It remains to estimate £y. From (2.1I6]), we have

' 1 b, (a,t)

pla,t) pla,t)

On the other hand, we first integrate (L)), from @ to y € [0, 1] in x, and then integrate the
resulting equation over (0,1) in y, so that

z,(a, t)‘ = ‘Wt(a, t) — ‘ < C+C|b.(a,t)|, wherea=0ora=1. (2.39)

1 1 ry 1
bata,) == o { [ [ ouastntedy + [ b~ w1+ wion)}.
0Ja 0
so it follows from Lemmas [2.1] and that
T
/ b, (a,t)|?dt < C.
0

Thus one derives from (2.39) that
T
/

B, < C/:{‘ﬁzx(l,t)' + ‘ﬁzx(o,t)‘}dt <C.

Substituting the above results in (Z38) and utilizing Gronwall’s inequality, we get

T
1
z.(a,t dt§C+C’/ b, (a,t)|dt < C,

therefore

/Q B (z)dz < C + / B, (woy )du.

Q

Passing to the limit as € — 0 yields

/ |w,|dz < C.
0

This and [, |w|*dz < C imply that |w| < C. The proof is complete. O
Lemma 2.12. Let ([L4) and (L8) hold. Then

T
/0 by |7 (@ dt < C.
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Proof. For any fixed z € [0, 1], we first integrate ([LIl)4 from 2z to y € [0, 1] in =z, and then
integrate the resulting equation over (0, 1) in y, so that

by (2, 1) = — % {/:/y by (2, t)dzdy + /Ol(ub W) (y, )dy — (ub — w)(z, t)} ,

which together with Lemmas [2.10/ and 2.IT]implies the desired result. The proof is complete.
]

Combining Lemmas ZTOHZT2 we have

1
// \bebm|d:cdt:—// by [by + (ub), — w|dzdt
T v Qr

T
§C+O/ ||bx||Lw(m/ \w,|dzdt < C,
0 Q

T
// |bx|4dxdt§0/0 ||bx||ioo(m/ﬂ|bx|2dxdt§C. (2.41)

Now some results in Lemmas and can be improved as follows.
Lemma 2.13. Let ([L4) and (L8) hold. Then

VIt sup /|wgc|20lx—|—,u3/2 // (W |2dadt < C,
Qr

0<t<T JQ

sup / (W |2wdr + // (1| Waz)® + by wdzdt < C.
Q Qr

(2.40)

and

0<t<T

Proof. For the first estimate, we can use an argument similar to Lemma 2.6 to finish the
proof. The key is to deal with the term —pu fot %bx - Wadrds in (217).
By integrating by parts and using Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, we have

— ,u// lbx - W drds
¢ P
zx ° bl‘ ’ b "W
=L // Yo Jrds — // —~ 2 p.drds — / W ds
" t p =0
< Cu/ |bm|2dxds+C,u// W d:cds+u// |b.|*pidads (2.42)
Q¢ ¢ t

+ 0 ([ bl ) (/ el )

t 1/2
\w,|*dzds + Cu </ waHim(Q)ds) ,
Qt Q¢ 0

where we used the fact by Lemmas 2.4 and 212

t
b,|? Pz 2dads < b, pzd:cds <C.
L>(Q) x
Qt 0 Q
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By [2I8), we obtain

t 1/2
([ 1l s
0

1/4 1/4
< Cp+ Cpu*t (u/ |Wx|2d£lfd8) <,u2/ |Wm|2d1’d8) (2.43)
Qt Qt

C 1
<Cyu+ T,u// |w,|2dxds + e // ;|Wm|2dxds, Ve > 0.

It remains to show the estimate

/ by, [2dzds < C + C / / i, dads. (2.44)
Qt t

Multiplying (ICTl)4 by b, and integrating over ), we have

1
—/ \bx\2d:c+z// by, [2dzds
2 Ja Q:

1 1
= —/ |bo. [*dz + // Uyb - by drds — = // ug b, [*dzds — / w, - by.dxds
2 Q t 2 ¢ Qt

t
§C+K/ b, |*dxds + C \Wm|2dxds—|—0/ ||uchL°°(Q)/ b, |*dads,
2 Qt Qt 0 Q

where we used Lemma 210l Thus, (2.44]) follows from Gronwall’s inequality.
Inserting the above estimates into (2.42) and taking a small € > 0, we have

1 ’ 1
—u// Do Wadwdt < C\/H+Cu// IWxIdedHMZ// ;IWMIdedS-

Then, an argument similar to Lemma leads to

,u/ |wx|2d9§+u2/ |W oo |2dads
Q Q¢
t
0 Q

So the first estimate of this lemma follows from Gronwall’s inequality and (2.13).

The second estimate can proved by the arguments similar to Lemma 2.7 and (2.23]); and
in terms of the first estimate and Lemmas 2ZT0H2.T2. In fact, this can be done by using w
instead of w? in (ZI9) and (226) and noticing the following facts:

,u// (W, - Wag|dodt < C\/ﬁ// \w,|2dxdt + O/ // (W |*dxdt < C,
T Qr T

T
// |bx-wx|d:):dt§0/ ||bx||Loo(Q)/|wx|d:Edt§C.
Qr 0 Q

The proof is complete. O

24



As a consequence of Lemma 213 and ([2.43]), we also have

T
w2 [[ o < o [ iwliee (Vi [ i) ase e
T 0 Qr

Based on the above lemmas, we can bound the temperature 6 in a direct way.

Lemma 2.14. Let (L4) and (L8) hold. Then 6 < C.

Proof. Rewrite the equation (I.I]); in the form
0; = a(x, )0, + b(x, )0, + c(x, )0 + f(x,1), (2.46)
where
a=p e, b=plky—u, c=—vyu,, f=p ' (Z+pw.l*+vb,l?).
Set z = 0,.. Differentiating the equation (2.46]) in x yields
2z = (azy)p + (b2)s + c2 + .0 + fo. (2.47)
For € € (0,1), denote ¢, : R — R* by ©.(s) = v/s2 + €2. Simple calculations show that

{902(0) =0, Je(s)l <1, ¢i(s) 20, [sed(s)| <1,
= 0.

limpc(s) = [s|, limse](s) =
e—0 e—0

Multiplying ([2:47) by ¢.(z), integrating over ), and noticing ¢.(2)|z=01 = ¢L(0:)|z=01 = 0,

we have
/(pe(z)dx—/goe(%x)dxds: —// ago’e’(z)zid:cds—// b2z, 0" (2)dxds
Q Q Q Q

+ // (cz + e + fu)@l(2)dxds,
and then, we obtain by ¢”(s) > 0 and |¢.(s)| <1

/Q o0 (2)d — /Q 0 (o)

(2.48)
< / bz || 20" (2)|dxds + // (lez| + e8] + | fo])dads.
Q1 Qt

Recalling [s¢”(s)| < 1 and s¢”(s) — 0 as € — 0 and using Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem, we obtain

lim// bz, ||z¢! (2)|dzdt = 0.
e—0
Qr

Thus, passing to the limit as € — 0 in (Z48]) and using lir% ©e(s) = |s|, we have
€—

/ |0, |dx < / |60z |dx + // (|cOz| + |cab] + | fu|)dads. (2.49)
Q Q Qt
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By Lemma .10l we have

1/2 1/2
// lc0|dxdt < C (// uixd:vdt) (// 92d:)sdt) < C,
Qr Qr Qr
1/2 1/2
// |cO,|dxdt < C (// uid:ﬁdt) (// di:)sdt) < C.
Qr Qr Qr

By Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, (Z40), Lemmas 24 and 210, (2235), (Z41) and (243), we

obtain
/ / fldedt < C / / (taltae] + W5 - as] + [bs - by dac
Qr Qr
+ C’// (u2 + plwo|? + [ba|?)| pu|dadt
Qr
<C+ C// (u2 + ul, + /Wl + 122wy |?) dadt

+C// (u§+u2|wx\4+|bm|4)dxdt+6’// prdxdt < C.
Qr T

Substituting the above estimates into (2.49) yields

/ 10,|dz < C,
Q

which together with fQ Odx < C implies the desired result. The proof is complete. O
By means of the bounds of 6, we can obtain easily the following estimates.

Lemma 2.15. Let ([L4) and (L8) hold. Then

sup / 0dz + / / (62 4 62,)dadt < C.
Q T

0<t<T

Proof. Rewrite the equation ([L1)5 in the form
POy — (K0:)e = Q — pub, — vphu, := f. (2.50)

We first estimate || f||12(0,). By @30), 241), [2.43) and Lemmas and 2.14] we have
/ fPdxdt <C // (ub + 12| wo|* + V2 |b|* + p?u?02 + p*ul6?)dzdt < C. (2.51)
Qr Qr

Multiplying ([Z.50) by x6; and integrating over @, we have

// pm@fdzdtjt// K@x(Ket)xdiEdtZ/ frB:dxdt. (2.52)
t t Qt

(K01)e = (K0t + Kppabt + Kp0u(pru + pus),

Observe that
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so that

// KO, (KO;) dxdt :1/&292&5—1//€2(p0,90)98xd:)3
. 2 Jg 2 Jgo

+ // [/mppxeﬁt + /@/{pﬁ(pxu + pu,) | dxdt,

and substitute it into ([Z52) to yield

/ / prOZddt + / K202 dx
t Q

(2.53)
<C-2 / / [%ppxexet + 1k 02 (patt + pitg) — f&@t] dudt.

By the estimates C~! < p,§ < C and (L4)), we have k; < k < C,|k,| < C. By Young’s
inequality, (2.10), (2.51)) and Lemma 2.10, we obtain

-2 // [mmppwﬁmﬁt + /i/ipﬁfﬂ(pmu + puy) — f/iﬁt] dxdt

1
§c+1// p/iﬁfdxdt—i—C// (K0.)% (% + |pa| + |us])dads (2.54)

1 t
<O+ 1 // prO?dxdt + C'/ ||H‘9m||%°°(9)d8
. 0

Now we are ready to deal with the second integral on right-hand side of (2.54]). By the
embedding WH1(Q) — L*(Q) and Young’s inequality, we have

/ || K0, ||LOO(Q ds <// |0, dxds—i—Q/ |K0.||(KO,).|dxds

—+ / |(kb,) ‘dzds Ve > 0,
which together with (Z50) gives

t
/ ||/<J9x||%oo(9)ds < §+ 6// (p*07 + £?)dadt.
0 t

Plugging it into (2.54)), taking a small € > 0 and using (Z.51]), we obtain

1
-9 // [/{/@ppﬁx@t + /{/ﬁpefc(pxu + puy) — f/{@t} dadt < C + 3 // prO2dxdt,

t

from which, (4) and (253) it follows that

sup /9§dx+// 0Fdzdt < C. (2.55)

0<t<T Jg Qr
By (Z53) and Lemma 214l one can derive easily from ([LI))5 that |6y 120 < C. The
proof is complete. O

Due to Lemma 215 an argument similar to (2.38) yields

/ / 05dxdt < C. (2.56)
Qr

Thus, all the estimates appearing in Theorem 1.1 are proved.
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2.2  Proof of Theorem 1.1(ii)

By an argument similar to (2.10)), one has
1(u, 0,0 c1/2011,) < C,
||WHC'1/271/4([5,1—5}><[0,T]) < C, Yo € (0, (b — a)/2)
From 2.10),, [2.35), 2.41), 2.56), 2.57) and Lemmas 2.2] 2.4 2. TOH2. 1811t follows that there

exist a subsequence p; — 0 and (p,u, W, b,0) € F such that the corresponding solution for
problem (LI)-(L3]) with p = p;, still denoted by (p, u, w, b, ), converges in the sense:

(2.57)

(p,u,b,0) = (p,7.b,0) strongly in C*(Qr), Ya € (0,1/4),
(Pts Pos Uz, By, 05) = (By Py Ty s, 0,) weakly — x in L°(0, T; L*()),
(Ut, bt7 Hh uwxv wa) — (HhBtvghﬂxx’gmm) Weak]-y in L2(QT)7
b,y — by, weakly in L*((a+6,b —8) x (0,T)), V6 € (0, (b — a)/2),
and
w =W strongly in C%([a+6,b— 6] x [0,T]), V6 € (0,(b—a)/2), a € (0,1/4),
w, =W, weakly in L*(Qr),
w, = W, weakly —in L=(0,T; L*(a + d,b—9)), V6 € (0, (b—a)/2),
w — W strongly in L"(Qr), Vr e |[l,+00),
Viilwellzar) = 0.

Next we show the strong convergence of (u,,bg,0,) in L?*(Qr). Multiplying (LI, with
i = p; by (u—u) and integrating over ()7, we have

A // (ux — Ux)2dxdt + A // Uy (ux — ﬂx)d:vdt

_ / /Q T {(m + (pu2 + 0 + %|b|2)j (u — W)dadt,

which together with Lemmas 2.4] and 214 implies that
u, — T, strongly in L*(Qr) as p; — 0.
Similarly, one has
(b,,0.) — (b,,0,) strongly in L*(Qr) as j; — 0.

Furthermore, since from (Z33)), (Z41) and (2.56), we have

(ug, 6) = (Uy, 0,) strongly in L¥(Qr) as p; — 0, Vs; € [1,6),
b, — b, strongly in L*(Qr) as u; — 0, Vsq € [1,4).
Then, it is easy to check that (p, %, W, b, ) satisfies (I.I0).
On the other hand, one can see from Theorem 1.1(iii) that the limit problem (L.I0) admits

at most one solution in F. Thus, the above convergence relations hold for any ; — 0. The
proof of Theorem 1.1(ii) is then completed.
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2.3 Proof of Theorem 1.1(iii)

The proof is divided into several steps among which the fourth step is the key that can be

proved in terms of the boundary estimates of w,. For convenience, we set
f=p—p, U=u—-1U, W=w-W, b=b-b, 0=0-0,
H(t) = [|(, % W, b, 0)|[72 (),
D(t) = 1+ || (g, by, W by, 02) | F e ) + 1@, 01, T, b, 00|72 -
Clearly, D(t) € L'(0,T).
Step 1 We claim that

_ c [t
/ prdr < e// uzdwds + ?/ D(s)H(s)ds, Ve € (0,1).
Q : 0
From (L1)); and (LIQ), it follows that
Multiplying it by p and integrating over ();, we have by Young’s inequality

1/ﬁ%lx =— // (pUsp + puup)dzds — 1// Uy p dads
2 Ja t 2 Qt
Si // uzdxds + C’// u’pidxds

C t
+ ?/ (1 + [Tz 2o (0)) / prdxds, Ve € (0,1).
0 Q

Since from (ZI0), we have

0
C'// w?pidads < C’/ HﬂHQLm(Q)ds < 2// ﬂid:cdstg// wdxds.
t 0 Qt € t

Thus, the claim ([2Z.58) is proved.
Step 2 We claim that

t
/ u’dr + / / uidrds < C / D(s)H(s)ds.
Q t 0

Using (II)); and (ILI0Q);, we derive from (II); and (LI0), that

~ ~ — o _— 1 — ~
(Pu)t + (puu)w + puy + (pu — p w)u, + y(pd — ph). + §(|b|2 — b}, = M.

Multiplying it by u and integrating over );, we have

1/pi?alij)\// udxds

2 Jq ,

=— // puudxds — // (pu — p w)uudzrds + 7// (pf — pO)u,dxds
Qt t t

4
1 2 W2\ .
+§//Q(|b| — [b]?)t,drds =Y 1.

t i=1
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Observe that pu —p u = pii +up and pf — p0 = pl + 0p. We have
L+ 1

t
gc/ ||m|Loo(Q)/ |ﬁ|(|ﬂt\+\ﬂm|)dt+0/ (a1, [i2dads
0 Q Qt

t 1/2 1/2 .
<c| </ 4 df”) ( JAG +ﬂi>dx) flli~eydt +C [ Ilmiey [ Pdods
0o \Ja Q 0 o (2.61)
¢ t
< C/ </(a§+ﬂ§)d:p) </ ﬁgd:p) dt+C’/ [77]12 o (0 ds
0 Q 9
t A
—I-C/ ||Ux||Loo(Q)/~2d:):ds<C/ D(s)H(s)ds + 4// uzdxds,
0 t

and
A B .
I3 < 4 // uzdrds + C// (0% + p*)dxds. (2.62)
Utilizing the estimates ||(b, b)| 1= (@) < C, we have
Y B -
Iy < 1 // u2drds + C/ |b|?dzds. (2.63)
¢ Qt

Substituting (2.61])-([2.63]) into (Z.60) completes the proof to (2.59).
Step 3 We claim that

/ 0*dx + / / 02 dxds

. f B oo (2.64)

<Cyp+ 6// (02 + |b,|*)dzds + —/ D(s)H(s)ds, Vee€ (0,1).
t € Jo

From (LIl)5 and (LI0)5 it follows that

(p0), + (pub), + 50, + (pti + Tp)0, + pbit, + 7 (p0 + p0) T, = [1(p,0)0,]
+ [(k(p, 0) — 6(5,0))0.], + Nuz —@3) + plwe* + v([b.[* = [by]?).

Multiplying it by 0 and integrating over ();, we obtain

1/p@éalij// fiaidxds
2 Ja .
= / / 000, dxdt — / / (pti + Tp)00,dxds — ~ / / o0, 0dxds
- fy// Pl 0%dxds —fy// G, phdads — // 0,[k(p,0) — k(p, 0)]0,dxds (2.65)

+ A // (g + Ty )Upfdads + ,u/ \w,|*0dzds
Qt

+y// (|bg)? — [b,]?) Qd:):ds—ZE
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By Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we have

¢ 1/2 o 1/2
B+ Ey+ B5 < C/ (/ (ﬁ2+a2)dx) (/ 92(ef+9i+a§)dx) dt
0 Q Q
¢ P 1/2 /2
< o/ (/(et +9x+ﬂ§)dx) (/(ﬁ2+ﬁ2)d9:) 161l ot
0 Q Q
t t
< c/ (/(§2+52 +a§,)dg;) (/ (ﬁ2+ﬁ2)d9:) dt+/ 16112 o () ds
<C’/D ds—l——// 92da:ds—|—0// 0%dxds
t Q¢
<C / D(s)H(s)ds + T / / 0 duds.
0 t

By Young’s inequality, we have

Es +E,+ By

_ c o _
Se// ugdms+—/ (1—|—HumH%w(Q)+||ﬂm]|%oo(ﬂ))/92d:cds
Qt € Jo Q
C t
< e// ﬂidmds—i——/ D(s)H(s)ds, Vee€ (0,1).
t € Jo

By the mean value theorem and C~! < p,p,6,0 < C, we obtain

[5(p,0) — x(P,0)] < C(7] + 16]),

Es g% // 5§dxds+c/ 10.12(7* + 6%) dwds

t Qt
~ t _ ~

s% // egdxderC/ ||9x||ioo(m/ (p* + 6%)dxds
t 0 Q
— t

g% // egdxderC/ D(s)H(s)ds
t 0

SO

By (245)), we have
Es < C//Q P2dxds + Cpi? // \w,|'dwds < C\/u+ C/OtD(S)H(s)ds.
As to By, we have by the relation: |by|2 — [b,|2 = (b, 4+ b,) - b,
B < [ utnts + & [l + 1B [ Pasas
/Q b, | dxd8+—/ D(s)H(s)ds, Ve € (0,1).
Substituting the results into (Z:65]) completes the proof to (2.64).
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Step 4 We claim that

. t
/|v~v|2dx < C\/ﬁ+e/ \bx\zd:cds+§/ D(s)H(s)ds, Ve € (0,1). (2.66)
Q 0

Q1

From (LI)); and (LI0)3, we have

PW; + puW, + ptiw, — by, + “by, = w,,.

D™

Multiplying it by w and integrating over (Q;, we have

1/,0|{7v|2dx = u/ Wy - Wdxds — // PUW, - W
2 Q Qt t
+ // Ex -wdxds — // %Bx -wdxds

(2.67)
< Op? // |W oo |2dads + C’// u*|w,|*dxds
o :
+ ?/ D(s)H(s)ds + 6/ |b,|*dzds, Ve € (0,1).
0 Qt
Observe that
x 1 1/2
[u(z, t)| = |u(z, t) — u(z,t)| = / Ugdr| < (/ ﬂid:c) w'?(z),Vx €[0,1/2],
0 0
1 1 1/2
|u(z, t)| = |u(z, t) —u(x,t)| = / Ugpdr| < (/ ﬂid:ﬂ) w2 (x), VY € [1/2,1].
x 0
We have
1
et < ([ #ar) ) o0 €@,
0
which together with Lemma and ([2Z.59) gives
¢ 1
// *|W,|*drds §/ (/ ﬂidm) </ \Wﬂ%}dm) ds < C// uzdrds
t 0 0 Q t
t
<C / D(s)H(s)ds.
0
Substituting it into ([Z.67]) completes the proof to (Z.Ga]).
Step 5 We claim that
. . t
/|b|2dx+/ |b,|?dxds < C/ D(s)H(s)ds. (2.68)
Q Q: 0

From (LLI))4 and (L.I0)4, we have
Et + (ug)x + (HB):C — W, — l/gm = 0.
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Multiplying it by b and integrating over (); yield

1 —~ ~
_/ |b|2dx+1// b, Pdzds
2 Q Qt
1 ~ o~ ~
:_5// ux\b\2d:cds+// a’b-bmd:cds—// b, - Wdxds
t Qt t

" t
< g// \bx\2d:cds+6’/ D(s)H(s)ds.
t 0

Thus, the claim (268)) is proved.

Adding the above five inequalities and taking a small ¢ > 0, we complete the proof of
Theorem 1.1(iii) by Gronwall’s inequality.

Thus, the proof to Theorem 1.1 is complete.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.3

Lemma 3.1. Let (L4), (L) and (LII) hold. Then b =W = 0. Moreover,

sup / (b + |W|2)d:)3+// b, [2dzdt < C\/pu.
Q Qr

0<t<T

Proof. From Theorem 1.1(iii), it suffices to show that b = w = 0. To this end, multiplying
the equations (LI0); and (LI0), by W and b, respectively, and integrating over @);, we have

1 _

= / plw|idr — // b, - wdxds = 0,

2 Ja .

— [ |bl*dz +v |b,|“dxds + b, - Wdxds + = U, |b|*dzds = 0.
2 Ja Q : 2JJa,

Adding the two equations yields

1 — — 1/t —
—/ (plw]* + |b|2)dx+1/// b, [2dxdt < —/ ||ﬂmHLoo(Q)/ |b|2dxds,
2 Ja ' 2 Jo Q

which together with Gronwall’s inequality completes the proof.

Lemma 3.2. Let (L4), (L8) and (LII) hold. Then

sup /|Wx|2w2dx < C/p.
0

0<t<T

Proof. Note that wy = by = 0. By means of Lemmas .13 and 3.1, similar arguments as in
Lemmas 2.7 and 2.8 give

/ b |*widzds < C\/u+ C |w,|*w?dxds,
Q¢ Q¢

/ |w,|2widr < Cyp+ C’/ |b,e |2widzds,
Q Q¢
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SO

/ \w,|*w?dr < C\/p + C’/ \w, |*w?dxds,
Q Q1

and then, Gronwall’s inequality yields the desired result. The proof is complete. O

Lemma 3.3. Let (L4), (L8) and ([LII) hold. Then
// \wi|2dzdt < C\/p.
T

Proof. Using Lemmas 2.10, 2.13] BT and B.2] and noticing (2.21]), we derive from (Z2.1€]) that

// i, Pdadt < Cpi? // \wm\2d:cdt+0// |bm|2dxdt+6’// 2w, [2dzdt
T T T T
T
<OV [l [ wlwtded < C YR
0 Q
The proof is complete. ]
Lemma 3.4. Let (L4), (L8) and ([LII) hold. Then

sup /|bm|2dx+// b *dzdt < C\/pi.
0<t<T JQ Qr

Proof. Multiplying (1), by by, integrating over ); and noticing wo = 0, we have

Z/ |b,|?dx —I—/ b, |2dxdt :/ w, - bydxdt — // (ub), - bydxdt. (3.1)
2 Ja Q Q :
Using Lemmas 210, B and B3] we obtain by the similar arguments as in (229) and (2.30)

/ w, - bydzrdt < C\/pn+ Z/ b, |%dz,
Q1 4 Q
and

1
_ // (ub), - bydzdt < C\/p+ 3 / b, |*dadt.
¢ Q1

Substituting them into ([B1I), we complete the proof. O
Now we can prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 By Theorem 1.1 (ii)-(iii) and Lemma[3.1], one sees that there exists
a unique solution (p,, 0, 0, 6) for the limit problem (LIO) in F.

Next, we are ready to show the second part of this theorem. Denote ws : [0,1] — [0, 1]
for § € (0,1/2) by



Multiplying ([2I6]) by w,.wi(z) (n =1,2,---) and integrating over @)y, we have

u// |Wm|2w—6dzds = / Wy - Wows dodt + // UW,, - W widads
t P Qt t
n 3.2
—// bx-wmw—‘gdxds. o
. P

Integrating by parts, using (2.16) and noticing wy = 0, we have
/ W - Wowydrdt
Q1

:——/|Wx|2w§dx—n/ Wy - Wowi lwidadt

— /|wx|2 dx—n// ( Wy — uwx+bp) wowi  widwds (3.3)

< ——/ \w, [2wide + = / |Wm|2—5d:vds+0nu/ \w,|*wi2dzds
Q¢ P Q1

n— 1
+Cn// \u\\wm|2w§_1|wg\dxds—n// by W, B duds, n =23,
Qt ¢ P

Here and in what follows, C' and C,, are positive constants independent of p and 9.
By the mean value theorem and u(1,t) = u(0,¢) = 0, we have

u(e, )] < sl e@ws(a), Vo € [0,8] U1 - 4,1, (3.4)

which together with the definition of wy gives

/ |U||Wx|2wg‘—1|wg|d{17ds:// |u||wx|2wgz—ldxd8+// |U||Wx|2wg_1dl'd8
@ 070 0J1-6
t
S/ ||U:c||Loo(Q)/|Wx|2w§d:):ds,
0 Q

thus

/ Wy - Wows dodt

< ——/ |w, [Pwide + = / |Wm|2—d:cds+C’n,u/ |w,[*wi2dzds
Q1

—I—C/ |z Loo () /|wx|2w5d1’d8—n// b, wxw‘s w‘sda:ds

To estimate the second integral on the right-hand side of (8.2]), we have by integrating by
parts and noticing (B4))

1
// UW,, - Wwidrds = — 5/ |W|? [upw) + nuwy ™ ws]dzds
t Q¢

t
<c, / ol / w2 dds.
0 Q



As to the third term on the right-hand side of (8.2]), we have

- // b, - wmw—‘gdxds
ch Wi 1(4)
:/ W, - m—dxds - // o dxds +n// b, - w,—2—dxds
Qt t t p

< C/ by, > widrds + C/ \w, [*widrds + C/ b, 2wy p2dxds
Q1

Qt
+n//b Wx 5dds

<COyps"t+C /
Q¢

nl
+n// bx_wa(; 5d ds,
t p

where we used the fact by (2.10);, Lemma Bl and 0 < ws(z) <9

/ b, 2w pdrds <C/ | b |*wy HLM ds < C// |(|bs[*w})s| dwds
Q1

SCn/ b, |*|wi~ ws|dods + C/ |b, - by, |widzds
Qt Q+

b, [P widrds + C’/ |w, [*widwds
Q1

<O /o™ +C/Q b, [*widrds.
Substituting the above results into ([B2]) yields
/|Ww|2w(?d:c+u/Q (W widads
< Cpy/péd" +C’nu// |w, |*wi2dxds (3.5)
—l—C'/O [1+ [Jug || Loo(en] /Q\Wm\2w§d:cds+C’/Q b, Pwidads.

It remains to treat the relation between the terms [ th b, [*widrds and [ th |w.|?widxds.
To this end, we multiply (ILI))4 by b,wj(z) (n =2,3,---) and integrate over @); to obtain

/ by |*widads = / / b, - bywydadt + / / (ub), - byywidrds
Qt t t

(3.6)
- / W, - by wsdrds.
Q+

To estimate the first term on right-hand side of ([3.6]), we use Young’s inequality, Lemma [3.4]
and 0 < ws(x) < 0 to obtain

/ / b, - bywldzdt < C\/is" + % / by, [2widzdt.
t Q¢
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Next we deal with the second term on right-hand side of [B.6). By 0 < ws(z) < 0 and
Lemmas 2.10] and B.1], we have

/ |(ub),|*widrds <C // u?|b, [Pwidrds + C’// u?|blPwjdrds
Q¢ t t
t
<C\/jid" + C5" / ltta 20 / Ib|2dzds < C'\/Es"
0 Q
As to the third term on right-hand side of (3.6]), we have by Young’s inequality
i/ mwmwmwgc/ NMWMM+K/ by |widzds.
Q Q 4/ Ja
Substituting them into (B.6]) yields

/ b, |*widrds < C\/pud"™ + C/ \w, |*widzds, (3.7)
Qt Qt

and inserting it into (B.5) and using Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain the iteration
/ w, Ppde < Cor /8™ + o / / waPurteds, n=2.3-.  (38)
Q Q+

Note that the above results still hold for n = 1. Since the term — [, 0 %Wm - wywidzds in
the equality of (B3] with n = 1 can be dealt with as follows

— // P wwidrds < C’\/ﬁ/ \w, |*dxds + C’,u?’/z/ |Woe|2dzds < C,
e P Q1 Qt

where we used Lemma [2.13] a similar argument as above gives, instead of (3.8)),
/Q [wo|*wsda < C. (3.9)
So, we derive from ([B.8)) that
/Q w *wide < C (/1 + /),
[ 1wl < (i + ).
Next, taking n = 4,5,6,7 in ([3.8), respectively, we get
/g [wo Pwids < C(/as® + /% + ),
/Q [wafwide < O (yuo* + 1i*126% + 41?),
/Q (wo|Pwide < C(\/us® + p??6% + P25 + 1),
Awﬁﬁwﬁcww“ww&+f%ﬁwﬁ
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thus, an induction gives

5 Co (V6" + p?26" % 4o 4 p 72262 4 07 U2) (= odd),
/ W |"wyde < n—1 3/2 sn—3 (n—1)/2 (n—1)/2 (3.10)
0 Co (VO™ + 25" o S+ ) (n = even),
where n = 2,3, -- -, which together with the definition of ws gives
1= Co(r+ 734 47" + Cou™ D2 /5™ (n = 0dd),
/ w, |2de < ( ; 1) ho 2/ ( ) (3.11)
5 Co(T+ 754 4+ 7" + Cuu" ™2 /5™ (n = even),
where ¢ € (0,1/2),7 = \/11/0.
On the other hand, we have by the mean value theorem and Lemma 3.1
1 1-6 1-6
IWlimims) <—— [ [wlde +/ waldz
1-6 1/2
<Cptt+ </ |wx|2d1’) , Vo€ (0,1/4),
5
which together with (BI1]) implies that any function d(p) with 6(px) | 0 and % =
p1/2-1/(2n) 0 0 Sfi
e —Vasp— satisties
U [l oeo,7522 601 -50u) = 0- (3.12)

Since n can be arbitrarily large, we see that §(u) = p® satisfies [B12) for any a € (0,1/2).
The proof is completed.
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