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LOCAL EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF HEAT
CONDUCTIVE COMPRESSIBLE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS
IN THE PRESENCE OF VACUUM AND WITHOUT INITIAL

COMPATIBILITY CONDITIONS

JINKAI LI AND YASI ZHENG∗

Abstract. In this paper, we investigate the initial-boundary value problem to
the heat conductive compressible Navier-Stokes equations. Local existence and
uniqueness of strong solutions is established with any such initial data that the
initial density ρ0, velocity u0, and temperature θ0 satisfy ρ0 ∈ W 1,q, with q ∈ (3, 6),
u0 ∈ H1, and

√
ρ0θ0 ∈ L2. The initial density is assumed to be only nonnegative

and thus the initial vacuum is allowed. In addition to the necessary regularity
assumptions, we do not require any initial compatibility conditions such as those
proposed in (Y. Cho and H. Kim, Existence results for viscous polytropic fluids with

vacuum, J. Differential Equations 228 (2006), no. 2, 377–411.), which although are
widely used in many previous works but put some inconvenient constraints on the
initial data. Due to the weaker regularities of the initial data and the absence of
the initial compatibility conditions, leading to weaker regularities of the solutions
compared with those in the previous works, the uniqueness of solutions obtained
in the current paper does not follow from the arguments used in the existing
literatures. Our proof of the uniqueness of solutions is based on the following
new idea of two-stages argument: (i) showing that the difference of two solutions
(or part of their components) with the same initial data is controlled by some
power function of the time variable; (ii) carrying out some singular-in-time weighted
energy differential inequalities fulfilling the structure of the Grönwall inequality.
The existence is established in the Euler coordinates, while the uniqueness is
proved in the Lagrangian coordinates first and then transformed back to the Euler
coordinates.

1. Introduction

1.1. The compressible Navier-Stokes equations. Let Ω be a bounded domain
in R

3 with suitably smooth boundary ∂Ω. Consider the following heat conductive
compressible Navier-Stokes equations in Ω× (0, T ):

ρt + div(ρu) = 0, (1.1)
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ρ(ut + u · ∇u)− µ∆u− (µ+ λ)∇ div u+∇P = 0, (1.2)

cvρ (θt + u · ∇θ)− κ∆θ + P div u = Q(∇u), (1.3)

where the unknowns ρ ≥ 0, u ∈ R
3, and θ ≥ 0, respectively, represent the density,

velocity, and absolute temperature, p = Rρθ, with positive constant R, is the
pressure, cv is a positive constant, constants µ and λ are the bulk and shear viscous
coefficients, respectively, satisfying the physical constraints

µ > 0, 2µ+ 3λ ≥ 0,

positive constant κ is the heat conductive coefficient, and

Q(∇u) = µ

2
|∇u+ (∇u)T |2 + λ(div u)2,

with (∇u)T being the transpose of ∇u.
There has been many works on the mathematical studies on the compressible

Navier-Stokes equations. In the absence of vacuum, i.e., in the case that the initial
density has a uniform positive lower bound, the uniqueness of solutions was first
established by Graffi [16] for the isentropic case, and later extended by Serrin [44]
to the general case. Local existence of solutions to the compressible Navier-Stokes
equations was first established by Nash [42] in the Sobolev type spaces and later by
Itaya [22] in the Hölder type spaces, see also [45, 46] for further developments. Global
well-posedness of strong solutions in one dimension with arbitrary large initial data
was first discovered by Kanel [26] for the isentropic case, and thereafter extended
by Kazhihov–Shelukhin [28] and Kazhihov[27] to the heat conductive case, see also
[2, 25, 34, 48] for some related results. For the multi-dimensional case, global well-
posedness of solutions was first established by Matsumura–Nishida [39–41] for small
perturbed initial data around the non-vacuum equilibrium sates in some Sobolev
spaces of high order and by Hoff [17] for discontinuous initial data. For the local
and global well-posedness of strong solutions in the critical spaces, one refers to
[3, 4, 8, 9, 11, 12] and the references therein.

In the presence of vacuum, i.e., in the case that the initial density vanishes in
some region, there has been a considerable number of works on the compressible
Navier-Stokes equations since the work of Lions [38], where the global existence of
weak solutions to the isentropic compressible Navier-Stokes equations was established
with the adiabatic constant γ ≥ 9

5
. This was extended to the case that γ ≥ 3

2
by

Feireisl–Novotný–Petzeltová [14], and further by Jiang–Zhang [23, 24] to the case that
γ > 1 but only for the spherically symmetric or axisymmetric solutions, see Bresch–
Jabin [1] for some recent developments where the more general stress tensor and
pressure laws are allowed. Global existence of weak solutions to the full compressible
Navier-Stokes equations under some structure assumptions on the viscous and heat
conductive coefficients as well the equations of states was established by Feireisl [13].
However, the uniqueness of weak solutions is still an open problem.
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Same to the case in the absence of vacuum, one can also establish the local existence
and uniqueness of strong solutions in the presence of vacuum, if the initial data
have suitably high regularities. In fact Salvi–Straškraba [43], Choe–Kim [7], and
Cho–Choe–Kim [5] established the local well-posedness of strong solutions to the
isentropic compressible Navier-Stokes equations with suitably regular initial data
satisfying some compatibility condition. For the full case, Cho–Kim [6] proved the
local well-posedness of strong solutions for the Cauchy problem in R

3 with initial
data satisfying ρ0 − ρ∞ ∈ W 1,q(R3) ∩W 1,r(R3), with q ∈ (3, 6], ρ∞ ≥ 0, (u0, θ0) ∈
D1

0(R
3) ∩D2(R3), and the following compatibility conditions

−µ∆u0 − (µ+ λ)∇ div u0 +∇(Rρ0θ0) =
√
ρ0g1, (1.4)

κ∆θ0 +
µ

2

∣∣∣∇u0 + (∇u0)T
∣∣∣
2

+ λ(div u0)
2 =

√
ρ0g2, (1.5)

for (g1, g2) ∈ L2(R3), where r = 2 or 3 if ρ∞ > 0 and r = 2 if ρ∞ = 0. Global
existence of strong solutions of small energy but allowed to have large oscillations
was first established by Huang–Li–Xin [20] to the Cauchy problem of the isentropic
compressible Navier-Stokes equations in R

3; see [19, 33, 35, 47] for some further
developments in this direction. Different from the multi-dimensional case, in the one-
dimensional case, the global well-posedness of strong solutions can be established for
arbitrary large initial data for both heat conductive and non-heat-conductive cases,
see [31, 32, 36, 37]. In particular, local and global well-posedness of entropy-bounded
solutions was established firstly in [36, 37].

It should be pointed out that the compatibility conditions (1.4)–(1.5) or their
natural amendments play an essential role in the well-posedness theories established
in [6, 7, 43] and, as a results, they are accepted as standard assumptions to get
the well-posedness of the compressible Navier-Stokes equations in the presence of
vacuum. Note that the compatibility conditions (1.4)–(1.5) ask for some restrictive
constraints on the initial data in the vacuum region and also in the neighborhood of
the vacuum-nonvacuum interface. In fact, by the compatibility conditions (1.4) and
(1.5), the initial velocity u0 and temperature θ0 are destined to obey

−µ∆u0 − (µ+ λ)∇ div u0 = 0 and κ∆θ0 +
µ

2

∣∣∣∇u0 + (∇u0)T
∣∣∣
2

+ λ(div u0)
2 = 0

in the vacuum region, which however seem not physically relevant. From this point
of view, the well-posedness theory established in [6, 7, 43] does not always match
the physical requirements. In particular, it does not always provide the desired well-
posedness for any suitably smooth initial data without any extra constrains.

Due to the analysis in the above paragraph, it is both mathematically and
physically important to establish an alternative well-posedness theory without
requiring any initial compatibility conditions like (1.4) and (1.5). The first
study towards this direction was made by the first author of this paper in [30]
for the inhomogeneous incompressible Navier-Stokes equations, where the local
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well-posedness was successfully established without any compatibility conditions
on the initial data, see Danchin–Mucha [10] for further developments aiming to
relax the smoothness of the initial density. Similar local well-posedness theory
without any initial compatibility conditions was later established for the isentropic
compressible Navier-Stokes equations by Gong–Li–Liu–Zhang [15] and Huang [18]
independently. However, for the full compressible Navier-Stokes equations, to the best
of out knowledge, the desired local well-posedness theory without any compatibility
conditions on the initial data has not been established, and only part result is
available, see Lai–Xu–Zhang [29], where they removed (1.5) but still required (1.4).

The aim of this paper is to establish the desired local well-posedness theory to the
full compressible Navier-Stokes equations without any extra compatibility conditions
beyond the necessary smoothness conditions on the initial data. We also pay some
attention to find some minimal regularities on the initial data to guarantee the well-
posedness. In this paper, we consider the initial-boundary value problem; however,
the result and method present this paper work also for the Cauchy problem.

The initial and boundary conditions read as:

(ρ, ρu, ρθ)|t=0 = (ρ0, ρ0u0, ρ0θ0), (1.6)

u|∂Ω = 0, θ|∂Ω = 0, (1.7)

where ρ0, u0, and θ0 are given functions.
It should be pointed out that the real values of u0 and θ0 that we need are only

in the non-vacuum region Ω+ := {x ∈ Ω|ρ0(x) > 0} but not in the vacuum region
Ω0 := {x ∈ Ω|ρ0(x) = 0}. Precisely, denote by ureal0 and θreal0 , respectively, the initial
velocity and temperature in the non-vacuum region Ω+, and define Sext as

Sext =
{
(ũ0, θ̃0)

∣∣∣(ũ0, θ̃0) = (ureal0 , θreal0 ) on Ω+, ũ0 ∈ H1
0 (Ω),

θ̃0 is measurable and finitely valued a.e. in Ω
}
,

then any (u0, θ0) ∈ Sext can be chosen as the “initial” velocity and temperature
without changing the initial condition (1.6). In fact, for any (u0, θ0) ∈ Sext, it is
clear that

ρ0u0 =

{
ρ0u

real
0 in Ω+,

0 in Ω0,
ρ0θ0 =

{
ρ0θ

real
0 in Ω+,

0 in Ω0.

Due to the above explanation, throughout this paper, we always assume that the
“initial” velocity u0 and temperature θ0 are defined on the whole domain such
that u0 ∈ H1

0 (Ω) and that θ0 is Lebesgue measurable and finitely valued almost
everywhere.

Before stating the main results, we first clarify some necessary notations being
used throughout this paper and state the definition of solutions to be established.

For 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and positive integer m, we use Lq = Lq(Ω) and Wm,q = Wm,q(Ω)
to denote the standard Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces, respectively, and we use Hm
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to replace Wm,2. For simplicity, we also use notations Lq and Hm to denote the N
product spaces (Lq)N and (Hm)N , respectively. We always use ‖u‖q to denote the
Lq norm of u, while the L2 norm is further simplified as ‖ · ‖. For shortening the

expressions, we sometimes use ‖(f1, f2, · · · , fn)‖X to denote the norm
∑N

i=1 ‖fi‖X or

its equivalence
(∑N

i=1 ‖fi‖2X
) 1

2

.

The strong solutions to be established in this paper are defined as follows.

Definition 1.1. Given a positive time T ∈ (0,∞) and let q ∈ (3, 6). Assume that θ0
is nonegative, Lebesgue measurable, and finitely valued a.e. in Ω, and that

0 ≤ ρ0 ∈ W 1,q(Ω), u0 ∈ H1
0 (Ω),

√
ρ0θ0 ∈ L2(Ω).

A triple (ρ, u, θ) is called a strong solution to system (1.1)–(1.3) in Ω× (0, T ), subject
to (1.6)–(1.7), if it has the regularities

0 ≤ ρ ∈ C([0, T ];L2) ∩ L∞(0, T ;W 1,q), ρt ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2),
√
ρu ∈ C([0, T ];L2), u ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1

0) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2) ∩ L1(0, T0;W
2,q),

√
ρut ∈ L2(0, T ;L2),

√
tu ∈ L∞(0, T ;H2) ∩ L2(0, T ;W 2,q),

√
tut ∈ L2(0, T ;H1

0),
√
ρθ ∈ C([0, T ];L2), 0 ≤ θ ∈ L2(0, T ;H1

0),√
tθ ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1

0) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2),
√
t
√
ρθt ∈ L2(0, T0;L

2),

tθ ∈ L2(0, T0;W
2,6), tθt ∈ L2(0, T ;H1

0),

satisfies equations (1.1)–(1.3) a.e. in Ω×(0, T ), and fulfills the initial condition (1.6).

Remark 1.1. By the regularities of ρ stated in Definition 1.1, it follows from the
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality that ρ ∈ C([0, T ];C(Ω)). Thanks to this and recalling
that

√
ρu,

√
ρθ ∈ C([0, T ];L2), it is clear that ρu, ρθ ∈ C([0, T ];L2). Therefore, the

initial values of ρu and ρθ are well-defined.

We are now ready to state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let q ∈ (3, 6). Assume that θ0 is nonegative, Lebesgue measurable,
and finitely valued a.e. in Ω, and that

0 ≤ ρ0 ∈ W 1,q(Ω), u0 ∈ H1
0 (Ω),

√
ρ0θ0 ∈ L2(Ω).

Then, there exists a positive time T0 depending only on R, µ, λ, cv, γ, q, and Φ0, such
that system (1.1)–(1.3), subject to (1.6)–(1.7), has a unique strong solution in Ω ×
(0, T0), where Φ0 := ‖ρ0‖∞ + ‖∇ρ0‖q + ‖(√ρ0θ0,∇u0)‖2.
Remark 1.2. (i) No compatibility conditions as those in [5–7, 29, 43] are required in
Theorem 1.1. Comparing with the result proved in [29], where compatibility condition
(1.5) was removed but (1.4) was still required, in Theorem 1.1, both (1.4) and (1.5)
were removed.
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(ii) The arguments present in this paper with slightly modifications work also for the
Cauchy problem and similar result as in Theorem 1.1 still holds, with the assumptions
on u0 and θ0 replaced by (u0,

√
ρ0θ0) ∈ D1

0 × L2. Note that these assumptions are
weaker than those in [6, 29]. In fact, [6] requires (u0, θ0) ∈ D1

0 ∩ D2 while [29]
requires u0 ∈ D1

0 ∩D2 and θ0 ∈ D1.

The key of proving the existence part of Theorem 1.1 is to carry out some suitable
a priori estimates of the following quantity

Φ(t) :=

∫ t

0

(
‖√ρut‖2 + ‖∇2u‖2 + ‖

√
t∇ut‖2 + ‖∇θ‖2 + ‖

√
t
√
ρθt‖2 + ‖

√
t∇2θ‖2

)
ds

+ sup
0≤s≤t

(
‖ρ‖∞ + ‖∇ρ‖q + ‖√ρθ‖2 + ‖∇u‖2 + ‖

√
t∇θ‖2

)
+ 1 (1.8)

for any approximate solution (ρ, u, θ) to system (1.1)–(1.3), subject to (1.6)–(1.7).
The estimates for Φ have to be independent of the compatibility conditions. Roughly
speaking, the estimate of Φ(T ) is achieved based on the following conditional a
priori estimate by the continuity argument: it holds that Φ(T ) ≤ C, as long as

T
6−q

4q Φ2(T ) ≤ ǫ0, where ǫ0 and C are two positive constants independent of the
compatibility conditions, see Corollary 2.2. With this at hand, one can get the time
weighted higher order a priori estimates. Then, one can prove that the existence time
of the approximate solutions can be chosen independent of the initial compatibility
conditions, so are the corresponding a priori estimates. These will then yield a
preparing existence result by passing the limit to the approximate solutions; however,
the regularities that

√
ρu,

√
ρθ ∈ C([0, T ];L2) are not guaranteed in this passage,

and instead what we have are ρu ∈ C([0, T ];L2) and ρθ ∈ Cw([0, T ];L
2), here Cw

represents the weak continuity. As a compensation, we prove that ‖√ρu‖2(t) ≤
‖√ρ0u0‖2 + Ct and ‖√ρθ‖2(t) ≤ ‖√ρ0θ0‖2 + C

√
t, which are employed to prove the

continuities with respect to time of
√
ρu and

√
ρθ in L2 in the Lagrangian coordinates

first and finally transformed back to those in the Euler coordinates.
Due to the lower regularities on the initial data and the absence of the initial

compatibility conditions, the regularities of the strong solutions obtained in this
paper are weaker than those required in [5, 6, 29, 43] to prove the uniqueness in their
ways. We also note that even though the uniqueness was achieved in [10, 15, 18, 30]
for the inhomogeneous incompressible Navier-Stokes equations and the isentropic
compressible Navier-Stokes equations with the initial data (ρ0, u0) satisfying some
similar regularities as in this paper and without any initial compatibility conditions,
still the arguments in these works do not apply to the current paper. The main
reasons are that the regularities of the initial temperature assumed in this paper are
weaker than those of the initial velocity, and even worse that the entropy production
term Q(∇u) has stronger nonlinearities than the convection terms. As a result,
in matter of overcoming the difficulties cased by the low regularities and lack of
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compatibility conditions on the initial data, the ideas used to deal with the velocity
are not sufficient to deal with the temperature.

Our strategies of proving the uniqueness are illustrated as follows. Let (ρ, u, θ)

and (ρ̂, û, θ̂) be two solutions with the same initial data and denote by (ρ, u, θ) their
subtraction. Then, one has some differential inequalities of the form

d

dt
‖
√
ρu‖2 + ‖∇u‖2 ≤ C‖∇ût‖2‖ρ‖2 + · · · , (1.9)

d

dt
‖
√
ρθ‖2 + ‖∇θ‖2 ≤ C‖∇2u‖‖∇u‖2 + C‖∇θt‖2‖ρ‖2 + · · · , (1.10)

d

dt
‖ρ‖2 ≤ C‖∇u‖∞‖ρ‖2 + C‖∇u‖‖ρ‖, (1.11)

where all other quantities that can be dealt with relatively easier are omitted in
the suspension points. We want to derive some Grönwall type structure from the
above inequalities. Recalling that one only has t∇θt ∈ L2(0, T ;L2), the hardest term

‖∇θt‖2‖ρ‖2 in (1.10) has to be dealt with as ‖t∇θt‖2 ‖ρ‖
2

t2
and, as a result, one has to

consider the differential inequality for ‖ρ‖2
t2

, which can be derived from (1.11) as

d

dt

‖ρ‖2
t2

+
‖ρ‖2
t3

≤ C‖∇u‖∞
‖ρ‖2
t2

+ C
‖∇u‖2
t

.

This motivates us to divide (1.9) with t, leading to

d

dt

‖√ρu‖2
t

+
‖√ρu‖2
t2

+
‖∇u‖2
t

≤ C‖
√
t∇ût‖2

‖ρ‖2
t2

+ · · · . (1.12)

Noticing that
√
t∇2u ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2), one can derive from the above two and (1.10)

that

d

dt

(
‖
√
ρθ‖2 + ‖√ρu‖2

t
+

‖ρ‖2
t2

)
≤ C(‖(

√
t∇ût, t∇θt)‖2 + ‖∇u‖∞)

‖ρ‖2
t2

+ · · · ,

which meets the Grönwall type structure. It remains to guarantee that the quantity

with singular weights ‖√ρθ‖2+ ‖√ρu‖2
t

+ ‖ρ‖2
t2

tends to zero when approaching the initial
time. This is expected to be verified from (1.9)–(1.11) by using the regularities of
the solutions.

It is worth to point out some technique points in the arguments explained in
the above paragraph. First, in deriving the singular t-weighted energy inequality
(1.12), one also encounters a term of the form 1

t

∫
Ω
ρθdivudx. To deal with this

term, we need the L∞(0, T ;L3) bound of ∇√
ρ to match the singular weights and,

as a result, one needs the extra condition that ∇√
ρ0 ∈ L3. However, this is not

assumed in Theorem 1.1. Second, in order to prove the uniqueness in the way as
explained in the above paragraph, one needs to show that the initial values of

√
ρ̄u

and
√
ρθ are identically zero. However, it is a subtle issue to verify this in the

Euler coordinates, as the initial condition is (ρū, ρθ)|t=0 = (ρ̂û, ρ̂θ̂)|t=0. Due to the
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above two technical difficulties, even though we use the ideas explained as in the
previous paragraph to prove the uniqueness, our proof of the uniqueness is actually
carried out in the Lagrangian coordinates first and then transformed back to the
Euler coordinates. Concerning the first technique point mentioned above, it turns
out that, in the Lagrangian coordinates, the term corresponding to

∫
Ω
ρθdivudx reads

as
∫
Ω
ρ0ϑdivĀvdy, for which one can make use of the information

√
ρ0ϑ to avoid the

requirement ∇√
ρ0 ∈ L3, where Ā is the deformation matrix of the transformation

between the Euler and Lagrangian coordinates. As for the second technique point, in
the Lagrangian coordinate, the corresponding requirement is then

√
ρ0û =

√
ρ0ū at

the initial time of which the proof is given in Proposition 4.4. Finally, we would like
to remak that the singular weights used in the Lagrangian coordinates are actually
less singular than those in the Euler coordinates. This also reflects another advantage
of using the Lagrangian coordinates to prove the uniqueness.

Throughout this paper, we use C, which may vary from place to place, to denote a
generic constant depending only on R, µ, λ, cv, γ, q, and the upper bound of Φ0 unless
we clearly specify.

2. A priori estimates independent of compatibility conditions

The aim of this section is to derive some a priori estimates for the strong
solutions to system (1.1)–(1.3), subject to (1.6)–(1.7), with initial data satisfying
some compatibility conditions. We emphasize that although we assume the initial
compatibility conditions, the a priori estimate established in this section do not
depend on these conditions. This is crucial to finally establish the existence of strong
solutions without any compatibility conditions.

We start with the following local well-posedness result which can be proved in the
same way as in [6] where the compatibility conditions are required.

Proposition 2.1. Let q ∈ (3, 6] and assume that (ρ0, u0, θ0) satisfies

0 ≤ ρ0 ∈ W 1,q(Ω), u0 ∈ H1
0 (Ω) ∩H2(Ω), 0 ≤ θ0 ∈ H1

0 (Ω) ∩H2(Ω),

and the compatibility conditions

−µ∆u0 − (µ+ λ)∇ div u0 +∇(Rρ0θ0) =
√
ρ0g1,

κ∆θ0 +
µ

2

∣∣∣∇u0 + (∇u0)T
∣∣∣
2

+ λ(div u0)
2 =

√
ρ0g2,

for some g1, g2 ∈ L2(Ω).
Then, there exists a positive time T∗ depending on R, µ, λ, cv, γ, q, ‖∇2u0‖,

‖∇2θ0‖, ‖g1‖, and ‖g2‖, such that system (1.1)–(1.3), subject to (1.6)–(1.7), admits
a unique strong solution (ρ, u, θ) in Ω× (0, T∗), satisfying

ρ ∈ C([0, T∗];W
1,q), ρt ∈ C([0, T∗];L

q),

(ut, θt) ∈ L2(0, T∗;H
1
0 ), (

√
ρut,

√
ρθt) ∈ L∞(0, T∗;L

2),
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(u, θ) ∈ C([0, T∗];H
1
0 ∩H2) ∩ L2(0, T∗;W

2,q).

It will be shown in this section that the existence time T∗ in the above proposition
can be chosen depending only on R, µ, λ, cv, γ, q, and the upper bound of

Φ0 := ‖ρ0‖∞ + ‖∇ρ0‖q + ‖(√ρ0θ0,∇u0)‖2.
In particular, T∗ can be chosen independent of ‖∇2u0‖, ‖∇2θ0‖, ‖g1‖, and ‖g2‖. Let
Φ be the quantity given by (1.8). The main issue of this section is to derive the local
in time estimate of Φ independent of ‖∇2u0‖, ‖∇2θ0‖, ‖g1‖, and ‖g2‖, and therefore
independent of the initial compatibility conditions.

In the rest of this section until the last proposition, we always assume that (ρ, u, θ)
is a solution to system (1.1)–(1.3), subject to (1.6)–(1.7), in Ω × (0, T ), for some
positive time T ≤ 1, satisfying the regularities in Proposition 2.1 with T∗ there
replaced by T . We emphasize again that C, which may vary from place to place, is
a generic constant depending only on R, µ, λ, cc, γ, q, and the upper bound of Φ0.

Proposition 2.2. It holds that
∫ T

0

(
‖∇u‖∞ + ‖∇2u‖q

)
dt ≤ CT

6−q

4q Φ2(T ).

Proof. Applying the elliptic estimates to (1.2), one obtains

‖∇2u‖q ≤ C(‖ρut‖q + ‖ρ(u · ∇)u‖q + ‖∇P‖q).
It follows from the Hölder, Gagliardo-Nirenberg, Sobolev, and Poincaré inequalities
that

‖ρut‖q ≤ C‖ρ‖
1

2∞‖√ρut‖
6−q

2q ‖√ρut‖
3q−6

2q

6 ≤ C‖ρ‖
5q−6

4q
∞ ‖√ρut‖

6−q

2q ‖∇ut‖
3q−6

2q ,

‖ρ(u · ∇)u‖q ≤ ‖ρ‖∞‖u‖∞‖∇u‖q ≤ C‖ρ‖∞‖∇u‖ 1

2‖∇2u‖ 3

2 ,

‖∇P‖q ≤ C(‖∇ρ‖q‖θ‖∞ + ‖ρ‖∞‖∇θ‖q) ≤ C(‖∇ρ‖q + ‖ρ‖∞)‖∇θ‖q
≤ C(‖∇ρ‖q + ‖ρ‖∞)‖∇θ‖

6−q

2q ‖∇2θ‖
3q−6

2q .

Integrating the above estimates from 0 and T , one gets
∫ T

0

‖ρut‖q dt ≤ C

∫ T

0

‖ρ‖
5q−6

4q
∞ ‖√ρut‖

6−q

2q ‖∇ut‖
3q−6

2q dt

≤ CΦ
5q−6

4q (T )

(∫ T

0

‖√ρut‖2 dt
) 6−q

4q
(∫ T

0

‖
√
t∇ut‖2 dt

) 3q−6

4q

T
6−q

4q

≤ CT
6−q

4q Φ
7q−6

4q (T ),

and
∫ T

0

‖ρ(u · ∇)u‖q dt ≤ C

∫ T

0

‖ρ‖∞‖∇u‖ 1

2‖∇2u‖ 3

2 dt
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≤ Φ
5

4 (T )

(∫ T

0

‖∇2u‖2 dt
) 3

4

T
1

4 ≤ CT
1

4Φ2(T ),

as well as
∫ T

0

‖∇P‖q dt ≤ C

∫ T

0

(‖∇ρ‖q + ‖ρ‖∞)‖∇θ‖
6−q

2q ‖∇2θ‖
3q−6

2q dt

≤ CΦ(T )

(∫ T

0

‖∇θ‖2 dt
) 6−q

4q
(∫ T

0

‖
√
t∇2θ‖2 dt

) 3q−6

4q

T
6−q

4q

≤ CT
6−q

4q Φ
3

2 (T ).

Therefore, we show
∫ T

0

‖∇2u‖q dt ≤ C
(
T

6−q

4q Φ
7q−6

4q (T ) + T
1

4Φ2(T ) + T
6−q

4q Φ
3

2 (T )
)
≤ CT

6−q

4q Φ2(T ),

where 1
4
≥ 6−q

4q
for q ∈ (3, 6), T ≤ 1, and Φ(T ) ≥ 1 were used. Thanks to this, it

follows from the Sobolev and the Poincaré inequalities that
∫ T

0

‖∇u‖∞ dt ≤
∫ T

0

‖∇2u‖q dt ≤ CT
6−q

4q Φ2(T ).

The proof is complete. �

Proposition 2.3. It holds that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖ρ‖∞ ≤ ‖ρ0‖∞ exp
{
CT

6−q

4q Φ2(T )
}
,

sup
0≤t≤T

‖ρ‖W 1,q ≤ C
(
1 + T

6−q

4q Φ2(T )
)
exp

{
CT

6−q

4q Φ2(T )
}
.

Proof. For any given x ∈ Ω and s ∈ [0, T ], define U(x, t; s) as




d

dt
U(x, t; s) = u(U(x, t; s), t), ∀ t ∈ [0, T ],

U(x, s; s) = x.

Note that u ∈ L1(0, T ;W 1,∞) guaranteed by Proposition 2.2, U is well-defined. Then,
it follows from (1.1) that

d

dt
ρ(U(x, t; s), t) = − div u(U(x, t; s), t)ρ(U(x, t; s), t), ∀ t ∈ (0, T ).

Solving the above ordinary differential equation yields

ρ(U(x, t; s), t) = ρ(x, s)e−
∫ t

s
div u(U(x,τ ;s),τ)dτ , ∀ s, t ∈ [0, T ].

Choosing t = 0 in the above, one gets

ρ(x, s) = ρ0(U(x, 0; s))e
−

∫ s

0
div u(U(x,τ ;s),τ)dτ , ∀ (x, s) ∈ Ω× [0, T ].
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Therefore, by Proposition 2.2, it holds that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖ρ‖∞(t) ≤ ‖ρ0‖∞e
∫ T

0
‖divu‖∞(τ)dτ ≤ ‖ρ0‖∞eCT

6−q
4q Φ2(T ),

proving the first conclusion.
Multiplying (1.1) with ρq−1 and integrating over Ω, one deduces by integration by

parts that

d

dt
‖ρ‖qq ≤ C‖∇u‖∞‖ρ‖qq.

Applying the operator ∇ to (1.1) and multiplying the resultant with |∇ρ|q−2∇ρ, it
follows from integration by parts that

d

dt
‖∇ρ‖qq ≤ C

∫

Ω

(
|∇u||∇ρ|q + |ρ||∇ρ|q−1|∇2u|

)
dx

≤ C(‖∇u‖∞‖∇ρ‖qq + ‖ρ‖∞‖∇ρ‖q−1
q ‖∇2u‖q).

Hence,

d

dt
‖ρ‖W 1,q =

d

dt
(‖ρ‖q + ‖∇ρ‖q) ≤ C(‖∇u‖∞‖ρ‖W 1,q + ‖ρ‖∞‖∇2u‖q), (2.1)

from which, by the Grönwall inequality, using the first conclusion, and by Proposition
2.2, it follows that

‖ρ‖W 1,q ≤
(
‖ρ0‖W 1,q +

∫ T

0

‖ρ‖∞‖∇2u‖q dt
)
eC

∫ T

0
‖∇u‖∞ dt

≤ C
(
1 + T

6−q

4q Φ2(T )
)
eCT

6−q
4q Φ2(T ),

proving the second conclusion. �

As a direct corollary of Proposition 2.3, one obtains:

Corollary 2.1. There is a sufficiently small positive constant ǫ0 ≤ 1 depending only
on R, µ, λ, cv, γ, q, and Φ0, such that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖ρ‖∞ ≤ 2‖ρ0‖∞, sup
0≤t≤T

‖ρ‖W 1,q ≤ C,

as long as

T
6−q

4q Φ2(T ) ≤ ǫ0. (2.2)

Under the assumption (2.2) and since Φ(T ) ≥ 1, it is easy to check that the
following relations hold:

TΦ3(T ) =
(
T

6−q

4q Φ2(T )
) 3

2

T
11q−18

8q ≤ ǫ
3

2

0 ≤ 1, (2.3)

T
1

2Φ2(T ) =
(
T

6−q

4q Φ2(T )
)
T

3q−6

4q ≤ ǫ0 ≤ 1, (2.4)
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T
1

4Φ
3

2 (T ) ≤
(
T

6−q

4q Φ2(T )
) 3

4

T
7q−18

16q ≤ ǫ
3

4

0 ≤ 1. (2.5)

These will be frequently used in the rest of this section.

Proposition 2.4. Let ǫ0 be the number stated in Corollary 2.1 and assume that (2.2)
holds. Then, the following estimate holds

sup
0≤t≤T

‖√ρθ‖2 +
∫ T

0

‖∇θ‖2 dt ≤ C.

Proof. Multiply (1.3) with θ and integrate it over Ω to get

cv

2

d

dt
‖√ρθ‖2 + κ‖∇θ‖2 = −

∫

Ω

div uPθdx+

∫

Ω

Q(∇u)θdx.

The terms on the right-hand side are estimated by the Hölder, Sobolev, and Young
inequalities as

∫

Ω

div uPθdx ≤ R

∫

Ω

ρ|θ|2|∇u|dx ≤ C‖∇u‖∞‖√ρθ‖2,
∫

Ω

Q(∇u)θdx ≤ C‖∇u‖‖∇u‖3‖θ‖6 ≤ C‖∇u‖ 3

2‖∇2u‖ 1

2‖∇θ‖

≤ κ

2
‖∇θ‖2 + C‖∇u‖3‖∇2u‖.

Therefore, it follows that

cv
d

dt
‖√ρθ‖2 + κ‖∇θ‖2 ≤ C(‖∇u‖∞‖√ρθ‖2 + ‖∇u‖3‖∇2u‖),

from which, by the Grönwall inequality, it follows from the Hölder inequality,
Proposition 2.2, and Corollary 2.1 that

sup
0≤t≤T

cv‖
√
ρθ‖2 + κ

∫ T

0

‖∇θ‖2 dt

≤
(
cv‖

√
ρ0θ0‖2 + C

∫ T

0

‖∇u‖3‖∇2u‖ dt
)
eC

∫ T

0
‖∇u‖∞ dt

≤ C
(
1 + T

1

2Φ2(T )
)
eCT

6−q
4q Φ2(T ) ≤ C,

where in the last step (2.2) and (2.5) were used. This completes the proof. �

Proposition 2.5. Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.4, it holds that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖∇u‖2 +
∫ T

0

(
‖√ρut‖2 + ‖∇2u‖2

)
dt ≤ C.
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Proof. By Corollary 2.1 and the Hölder, Gagliardo-Nirenberg, and Young inequalities,
one deduces

‖∇2u‖2 ≤ C
(
‖ρut‖2 + ‖ρ(u · ∇)u‖2 + ‖∇P‖2

)

≤ C
(
‖ρ‖∞‖√ρut‖2 + ‖ρ‖∞‖u‖26‖∇u‖23 + ‖∇ρ‖23‖θ‖26 + ‖ρ‖2∞‖∇θ‖2

)

≤ C
(
‖√ρut‖2 + ‖∇u‖3‖∇2u‖+ ‖∇θ‖2

)

≤ 1

2
‖∇2u‖2 + C

(
‖√ρut‖2 + ‖∇u‖6 + ‖∇θ‖2

)

and, thus,
‖∇2u‖2 ≤ C

(
‖√ρut‖2 + ‖∇u‖6 + ‖∇θ‖2

)
. (2.6)

Note that (1.3) implies

Pt = (γ − 1)

(
Q(∇u) + κ∆θ − P div u− cv div(ρuθ)

)
. (2.7)

Thus, by integration by parts, one gets
∫

Ω

∇Putdx = − d

dt

∫

Ω

Pdivudx+

∫

Ω

Ptdivudx

=− d

dt

∫

Ω

P div udx+ (γ − 1)

∫

Ω

div u

(
Q(∇u) + κ∆θ − P div u− cv div(ρuθ)

)
dx

=− d

dt

∫

Ω

P div udx+ (γ − 1)

∫

Ω

div uQ(∇u)dx− κ(γ − 1)

∫

Ω

∇ div u · ∇θdx

− (γ − 1)

∫

Ω

P (div u)2dx+ cv(γ − 1)

∫

Ω

ρθu · ∇ div udx.

Multiplying (1.2) with ut, integrating over Ω, and using the above identity, it follows

d

dt

(
µ

2
‖∇u‖2 + µ+ λ

2
‖ div u‖2 −

∫

Ω

P div udx

)
+ ‖√ρut‖2

= −
∫

Ω

ρ(u · ∇)u · utdx− (γ − 1)

∫

Ω

div uQ(∇u)dx+ κ(γ − 1)

∫

Ω

∇ div u · ∇θdx

+(γ − 1)

∫

Ω

P (div u)2dx− cv(γ − 1)

∫

Ω

ρθu · ∇ div udx :=

5∑

i=1

Ji. (2.8)

By Corollary 2.1, it follows from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg, Sobolev, Poincaré, and
Young inequalities that

|J1| ≤ ‖ρ‖
1

2∞‖u‖6‖∇u‖3‖
√
ρut‖ ≤ C‖∇u‖ 3

2‖∇2u‖ 1

2‖√ρut‖

≤ 1

8
‖√ρut‖2 + η‖∇2u‖2 + Cη‖∇u‖6,

|J2| ≤ C

∫

Ω

|∇u|3 dx ≤ C‖∇u‖ 3

2‖∇2u‖ 3

2 ≤ η‖∇2u‖2 + Cη‖∇u‖6,
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|J3| ≤ C‖∇2u‖‖∇θ‖ ≤ η‖∇2u‖2 + Cη‖∇θ‖2,
|J4| ≤ C‖ρ‖∞‖θ‖6‖∇u‖‖∇u‖3 ≤ C‖∇θ‖‖∇u‖ 3

2‖∇2u‖ 1

2

≤ η‖∇2u‖22 + Cη(‖∇θ‖2 + ‖∇u‖6),
|J5| ≤ C‖ρ‖

1

2∞‖u‖∞‖√ρθ‖2‖∇2u‖ ≤ C‖∇u‖ 1

2‖∇2u‖ 3

2‖√ρθ‖
≤ η‖∇2u‖2 + Cη‖∇u‖2‖

√
ρθ‖4,

for any positive number η. Plugging the above estimates into (2.8), adding the
resultant with (2.6) multiplied with a small positive number ǫ1, and choosing η

sufficiently small, one obtains

d

dt

(
µ

2
‖∇u‖2 + µ+ λ

2
‖ div u‖2 −

∫

Ω

P div udx

)
+ ‖√ρut‖2 +

ǫ1

2
‖∇2u‖2

≤ C

(
‖∇u‖6 + ‖∇θ‖2 + ‖∇u‖2‖√ρθ‖4

)
.

Integrating the above inequality over (0, T ) and using Proposition 2.4, one deduces

µ sup
0≤t≤T

‖∇u‖2 +
∫ T

0

(
‖√ρut‖2 + ǫ1‖∇2u‖2

)
dt

≤ 2 sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

Pdivudx

∣∣∣∣+ C

(
‖∇u0‖2 +

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

P0divu0dx

∣∣∣∣
)

+C

∫ T

0

(
‖∇u‖6 + ‖∇θ‖2 + ‖∇u‖2‖√ρθ‖4

)
dt

≤ µ

2
sup

0≤t≤T

‖∇u‖2 + C
[
1 + sup

0≤t≤T

(
‖ρ‖∞‖√ρθ‖2

)
+ TΦ3(T )

]

≤ µ

2
sup

0≤t≤T

‖∇u‖2 + C
(
1 + TΦ3(T )

)
,

from which, by (2.3), the conclusion follows. �

Proposition 2.6. Under the conditions of Proposition 2.4, it holds that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖(
√
t∇θ,

√
t
√
ρut,

√
t∇2u)‖2 +

∫ T

0

‖(
√
t∇ut,

√
t∇2θ)‖2 dt ≤ C.

Proof. By Corollary 2.1, it follows from (1.3) and the Sobolev and Young inequalities
that

‖∇2θ‖2 ≤ C
(
‖ρθt‖2 + ‖ρ(u · ∇)θ‖2 + ‖ div uP‖2 + ‖Q(∇u)‖2

)

≤ C
(
‖ρ‖∞‖√ρθt‖2 + ‖ρ‖2∞‖u‖26‖∇θ‖23 + ‖ρ‖2∞‖θ‖26‖∇u‖23 + ‖∇u‖44

)

≤ C
(
‖√ρθt‖2 + ‖∇u‖2‖∇θ‖‖∇2θ‖+ ‖∇θ‖2‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖+ ‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖3

)

≤ 1

2
‖∇2θ‖2 + C

(
‖√ρθt‖2 + ‖∇u‖4‖∇θ‖2
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+‖∇θ‖2‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖+ ‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖3
)

and, thus,

‖∇2θ‖2 ≤ C
(
‖√ρθt‖2 + ‖∇u‖4‖∇θ‖2 + ‖∇θ‖2‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖+ ‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖3

)
. (2.9)

Testing (1.3) with θt yields

κ

2

d

dt
‖∇θ‖2 + cv‖

√
ρθt‖2 =

∫

Ω

[
− cvρ(u · ∇)θθt − P div uθt +Q(∇u)θt

]
dx. (2.10)

Terms on the right-hand side of (2.10) are estimated by Proposition 2.4 and the
Gagliardo-Nirenberg, Poincaré, and Young inequalities as follows∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

ρ(u · ∇)θθtdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖ρ‖
1

2∞‖u‖∞‖∇θ‖‖√ρθt‖ ≤ C‖ρ‖
1

2∞‖∇u‖ 1

2‖∇2u‖ 1

2‖∇θ‖‖√ρθt‖

≤ 1

8
‖√ρθt‖2 + C‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖‖∇θ‖2, (2.11)

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

P div uθtdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ R

∫

Ω

ρ|θ||∇u||θt|dx ≤ C‖ρ‖
1

2∞‖θ‖6‖∇u‖3‖
√
ρθt‖

≤ C‖ρ‖
1

2∞‖∇θ‖‖∇u‖ 1

2‖∇2u‖ 1

2‖√ρθt‖
≤ cv

8
‖√ρθt‖2 + C‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖‖∇θ‖2, (2.12)

∫

Ω

Q(∇u)θtdx =
d

dt

∫

Ω

Q(∇u)θdx−
∫

Ω

(4µDu : Dut + 2λ div u div ut) θdx

≤ d

dt

∫

Ω

Q(∇u)θdx+ C‖∇u‖3‖∇ut‖‖θ‖6

≤ d

dt

∫

Ω

Q(∇u)θdx+ C‖∇u‖ 1

2‖∇2u‖ 1

2‖∇ut‖‖∇θ‖. (2.13)

Plugging (2.11)–(2.13) into (2.10) and adding the resultant with (2.9) multiplied with
a small positive number ǫ2, one obtains

d

dt

(κ
2
‖∇θ‖2 −

∫

Ω

Q(∇u)θdx
)
+
cv

2
‖√ρθt‖2 + ǫ2‖∇2θ‖2

≤ C
(
‖∇u‖4‖∇θ‖2 + ‖∇θ‖2‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖+ ‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖3

+ ‖∇u‖ 1

2‖∇2u‖ 1

2‖∇ut‖‖∇θ‖
)
.

Multiplying the above inequality with t yields

d

dt

(κ
2
‖
√
t∇θ‖2 −t

∫

Ω

Q(∇u)θdx
)
+
cv

2
‖
√
t
√
ρθt‖2 + ǫ2‖

√
t∇2θ‖2 +

∫

Ω

Q(∇u)θdx

≤ C(‖∇u‖4‖
√
t∇θ‖2 + ‖

√
t∇θ‖2‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖+

√
t‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖2‖

√
t∇2u‖

+ ‖∇u‖ 1

2‖∇2u‖ 1

2‖
√
t∇ut‖‖

√
t∇θ‖+ ‖∇θ‖2). (2.14)
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It follows from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and (2.3) that

t

∫

Ω

Q(∇u)θdx ≤ Ct

∫

Ω

|∇u|2|θ|dx ≤ Ct‖∇u‖‖∇u‖3‖θ‖6

≤ CT
1

4‖∇u‖ 3

2‖
√
t∇2u‖ 1

2‖
√
t∇θ‖ ≤ C[TΦ3(T )]

1

4‖
√
t∇θ‖‖

√
t∇2u‖ 1

2

≤ η sup
0≤t≤T

‖
√
t∇θ‖2 + Cη sup

0≤t≤T

‖
√
t∇2u‖2, (2.15)

for any positive η > 0. Integrating (2.14) over (0, T ) and using (2.15), one deduces
by Proposition 2.4 and the Young inequality that

κ sup
0≤t≤T

‖
√
t∇θ‖2 +

∫ T

0

(
cv‖

√
t
√
ρθt‖2 + 2ǫ2‖

√
t∇2θ‖2

)
dt

≤ sup
0≤t≤T

(
t

∫

Ω

Q(∇u)θdx
)
+ C

∫ T

0

(
‖∇u‖4‖

√
t∇θ‖2 + ‖

√
t∇θ‖2‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖

+
√
t‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖2‖

√
t∇2u‖+ ‖∇u‖ 1

2‖∇2u‖ 1

2‖
√
t∇ut‖‖

√
t∇θ‖+ ‖∇θ‖2

)
dt

≤ η sup
0≤t≤T

‖
√
t∇θ‖2 + Cη

(
1 + T

1

2Φ
3

2 (T )
)

sup
0≤t≤T

‖
√
t∇2u‖

+Cη

(
TΦ3(T ) + T

1

2Φ2(T ) + T
1

4Φ
3

2 (T ) + 1
)
,

for any η > 0, from which, choosing η sufficiently small and by (2.3)–(2.5), one gets

sup
0≤t≤T

‖
√
t∇θ‖2 +

∫ T

0

(
‖
√
t
√
ρθt‖2 + ‖

√
t∇2θ‖2

)
dt ≤ C

(
sup

0≤t≤T

‖
√
t∇2u‖+ 1

)
.

(2.16)
Differentiating (1.2) with respect to t yields

ρ(utt + u · ∇ut) + ρut · ∇u+ ρt(ut + u · ∇u)
− µ∆ut − (µ+ λ)∇ div ut +∇Pt = 0. (2.17)

It follows from (2.7) that
∫

Ω

∇Ptutdx = −
∫

Ω

Pt div utdx

= (γ − 1)

∫

Ω

div ut (−Q(∇u)− κ∆θ + P div u+ cv div(ρuθ)) dx,

Testing (2.17) by ut and utilizing the above equality yield

1

2

d

dt
‖√ρut‖2 + µ‖∇ut‖2 + (µ+ λ)‖ div ut‖2

= (γ − 1)

∫

Ω

div ut

(
Q(∇u) + κ∆θ − P div u− cv div(ρuθ)

)
dx
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+

∫

Ω

div(ρu)
(
ut + (u · ∇)u

)
· utdx−

∫

Ω

ρ(ut · ∇)u · utdx.

Multiplying the above identity with t and integrating over (0, T ) lead to

1

2
sup

0≤t≤T

‖
√
t
√
ρut‖2 + µ

∫ T

0

‖
√
t∇ut‖2 dt

≤ 1

2

∫ T

0

‖√ρut‖2 dt+C
∫ T

0

t

∫

Ω

|∇ut||∇u|2dxdt + κ(γ − 1)

∫ T

0

t

∫

Ω

divut∆θdxdt

−(γ − 1)

∫ T

0

t

∫

Ω

divutPdivudxdt− cv(γ − 1)

∫ T

0

t

∫

Ω

divutdiv(ρuθ)dxdt

−
∫ T

0

t

∫

Ω

ρu · ∇|ut|2dxdt−
∫ T

0

t

∫

Ω

ρu · ∇((u · ∇)u · ut)dxdt

−
∫ T

0

t

∫

Ω

ρ(ut · ∇)u · utdxdt =
8∑

i=1

Ki. (2.18)

By the Cauchy and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities, it follows from Propositions
2.4–2.6 and Corollary 2.1 that K1 ≤ C,

K2 ≤C
∫ T

0

t‖∇ut‖‖∇u‖24 dt ≤ C

∫ T

0

‖
√
t∇ut‖‖∇u‖

1

2‖
√
t∇2u‖‖∇2u‖ 1

2 dt

≤CT 1

4Φ(T ) sup
0≤t≤T

‖
√
t∇2u‖,

K3 ≤
µ

2

∫ T

0

‖
√
t∇ut‖2 dt+C

∫ T

0

‖
√
t∇2θ‖2dt,

K4 ≤C
∫ T

0

t‖ρ‖∞‖θ‖6‖∇u‖3‖∇ut‖ dt

≤C
∫ T

0

‖
√
t∇θ‖‖∇u‖ 1

2‖∇2u‖ 1

2‖
√
t∇ut‖ dt ≤ CT

1

4Φ
3

2 (T ),

K5 ≤C
∫ T

0

t

∫

Ω

|∇ut| (|∇ρ||u||θ|+ ρ|∇u||θ|+ ρ|u||∇θ|) dx dt

≤C
∫ T

0

t‖∇ut‖ (‖∇ρ‖3‖u‖∞‖θ‖6 + ‖ρ‖∞‖∇u‖3‖θ‖6 + ‖ρ‖∞‖u‖6‖∇θ‖3) dt

≤C
∫ T

0

(‖
√
t∇ut‖‖∇u‖

1

2‖∇2u‖ 1

2‖
√
t∇θ‖dt

+ C

∫ T

0

‖
√
t∇ut‖‖∇u‖‖

√
t∇θ‖ 1

2‖
√
t∇2θ‖ 1

2dt ≤ CT
1

4Φ
3

2 (T ),
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K6 ≤C
∫ T

0

t‖ρ‖
1

2∞‖u‖6‖
√
ρut‖3‖∇ut‖ dt ≤ C

∫ T

0

t‖ρ‖
3

4∞‖∇u‖‖√ρut‖
1

2‖∇ut‖
3

2 dt

≤C
∫ T

0

t
1

4‖∇u‖‖√ρut‖
1

2‖
√
t∇ut‖

3

2 dt ≤ CT
1

4Φ
3

2 (T ),

K7 ≤C
∫ T

0

t

∫

Ω

ρ|u|
(
|∇u|2|ut|+ |u||∇2u||ut|+ |u||∇u||∇ut|

)
dt

≤C
∫ T

0

t‖ρ‖∞
(
‖u‖6‖∇u‖23‖ut‖6 + ‖u‖26‖∇2u‖‖ut‖6 + ‖u‖26‖∇u‖6‖∇ut‖

)
dt

≤C
∫ T

0

√
t‖∇u‖2‖∇2u‖‖

√
t∇ut‖ dt ≤ CT

1

2Φ2(T ),

K8 ≤C
∫ T

0

t‖ρ‖
1

2∞‖∇u‖‖√ρut‖3‖ut‖6 dt ≤ C

∫ T

0

t‖ρ‖
3

4∞‖∇u‖‖√ρut‖
1

2‖∇ut‖
3

2 dt

≤C
∫ T

0

t
1

4‖∇u‖‖√ρut‖
1

2‖
√
t∇ut‖

3

2 dt ≤ CT
1

4Φ
3

2 (T ).

Plugging the above estimates into (2.18), it follows from (2.4), (2.5), and (2.16) that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖
√
t
√
ρut‖2 + µ

∫ T

0

‖
√
t∇ut‖2 dt

≤CT 1

4Φ(T ) sup
0≤t≤T

‖
√
t∇2u‖+ C

∫ T

0

‖
√
t∇2θ‖2dt+ C

(
1 + T

1

4Φ
3

2 (T ) + T
1

2Φ2(T )
)

≤C
(

sup
0≤t≤T

‖
√
t∇2u‖+

∫ T

0

‖
√
t∇2θ‖2dt+ 1

)
≤ C

(
sup

0≤t≤T

‖
√
t∇2u‖+ 1

)
,

that is

sup
0≤t≤T

‖
√
t
√
ρut‖2 + µ

∫ T

0

‖
√
t∇ut‖2 dt ≤ C

(
sup

0≤t≤T

‖
√
t∇2u‖+ 1

)
. (2.19)

Recalling (2.6), it follows from (2.16), (2.19), (2.3), and the Young inequality that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖
√
t∇2u‖2 ≤ C sup

0≤t≤T

(
‖
√
t
√
ρut‖2 + t‖∇u‖6 + ‖

√
t∇θ‖2

)
,

≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

(
‖
√
t
√
ρut‖2 + ‖

√
t∇θ‖2 + TΦ3(T )

)

≤ C

(
sup

0≤t≤T

‖
√
t∇2u‖+ 1

)
≤ 1

2
sup

0≤t≤T

‖
√
t∇2u‖2 + C

and, thus, sup0≤t≤T ‖
√
t∇2u‖2 ≤ C.With the aid of this, the conclusion follows easily

from (2.16) and (2.19). �
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As a direct corollary of Corollary 2.1 and Propositions 2.4–2.6, we have the
following corollary.

Corollary 2.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.4, it holds that

Φ(T ) + sup
0≤t≤T

‖(
√
t∇2u,

√
t
√
ρut)‖2 ≤ C,

that is

sup
0≤s≤t

(
‖ρ‖∞ + ‖∇ρ‖q + ‖

(√
ρθ,∇u,

√
t∇θ,

√
t∇2u,

√
t
√
ρut

)
‖2
)

+

∫ t

0

‖
(√

ρut,∇2u,
√
t∇ut,∇θ,

√
t
√
ρθt,

√
t∇2θ

)
‖2ds ≤ C.

Proposition 2.7. Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.4, it holds that

sup
0≤t≤T0

∥∥(ρt, t∇2θ, t
√
ρθt
)∥∥2 +

∫ T0

0

(
‖t∇θt‖2 + ‖t∇2θ‖26 + ‖

√
t∇2u‖2q

)
dt ≤ C.

Proof. Using(1.1), it follows from the Hölder and Sobolev inequalities and Corollary
2.2 that

‖ρt‖ = ‖u · ∇ρ+ div uρ‖ ≤ ‖u‖6‖∇ρ‖3 + ‖∇u‖‖ρ‖∞
≤ C(‖∇ρ‖3 + ‖ρ‖∞)‖∇u‖ ≤ C. (2.20)

Differentiating (1.3) with respect to t yields

cvρ(θtt + u · ∇θt) + cvρt(θt + u · ∇θ) + cvρut · ∇θ − κ∆θt

+ Pt div u+ P div ut = 4µDu : Dut + 2λ div u div ut.

Multiply the above equality with θt and integrating over Ω, one gets

cv

2

d

dt
‖√ρθt‖2 + κ‖∇θt‖2

= −cv
∫

Ω

ρt|θt|2dx− cv

∫

Ω

ρtu · ∇θθtdx− cv

∫

Ω

ρut · ∇θθtdx−
∫

Ω

Pt div uθtdx

−
∫

Ω

P div utθtdx+

∫

Ω

(4µDu : Dut + 2λ div u div ut) θtdx :=

6∑

i=1

Li. (2.21)

Terms on the right-hand side are estimated by (1.1), Corollary 2.2, (2.20), and the
Hölder, Gagliardo-Nerenberg, and Young inequalities as follows

|L1| = cv

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

div(ρu)|θt|2dx
∣∣∣∣ ≤ cv

∫

Ω

ρ|u||θt||∇θt|dx

≤ C‖ρ‖
1

2∞‖u‖6‖
√
ρθt‖3‖∇θt‖ ≤ C‖ρ‖

3

4∞‖∇u‖‖√ρθt‖
1

2‖∇θt‖
3

2

≤ κ

8
‖∇θt‖2 + C‖√ρθt‖2,
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|L2| = cv

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

div(ρu)u · ∇θθtdx
∣∣∣∣

≤ cv

∫

Ω

ρ|u|
(
|∇u||∇θ||θt|+ |u||∇2θ||θt|+ |u||∇θ||∇θt|

)
dx

≤ C‖ρ‖∞
(
‖u‖∞‖∇u‖3‖∇θ‖‖θt‖6 + ‖u‖26‖∇2θ‖‖θt‖6 + ‖u‖26‖∇θ‖6‖∇θt‖

)

≤ C‖ρ‖∞
(
‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖‖∇θ‖‖∇θt‖+ ‖∇u‖2‖∇2θ‖‖∇θt‖

)

≤ κ

8
‖∇θt‖2 + C

(
‖∇2u‖2‖∇θ‖2 + ‖∇2θ‖2

)
,

|L3| ≤ cv

∫

Ω

ρ|ut||∇θ||θt|dx ≤ C‖ρ‖
1

2∞‖√ρut‖3‖∇θ‖‖θt‖6

≤ C‖ρ‖
3

4∞‖√ρut‖
1

2‖∇ut‖
1

2‖∇θ‖‖∇θt‖ ≤ κ

8
‖∇θt‖2 + C‖√ρut‖‖∇ut‖‖∇θ‖2,

|L4| ≤ R

∫

Ω

(
|ρt|θ|∇u||θt|+ ρ|θt|2|∇u|

)
dx

≤ C
(
‖ρt‖‖θ‖6‖∇u‖6‖θt‖6 + ‖ρ‖

1

2∞‖∇u‖‖√ρθt‖3‖θt‖6
)

≤ C
(
‖∇θ‖‖∇2u‖‖∇θt‖+ ‖√ρθt‖

1

2‖∇θt‖
3

2

)

≤ κ

8
‖∇θt‖2 + C

(
‖∇θ‖2‖∇2u‖2 + ‖√ρθt‖2

)
,

|L5| ≤ R

∫

Ω

ρθ|∇ut||θt|dx ≤ C‖ρ‖
1

2∞‖√ρθ‖3‖∇ut‖‖θt‖6

≤ C‖ρ‖
3

4∞‖√ρθ‖ 1

2‖∇θ‖ 1

2‖∇ut‖‖∇θt‖ ≤ κ

8
‖∇θt‖2 + C‖∇θ‖‖∇ut‖2,

|L6| ≤ C

∫

Ω

|∇u||∇ut||θt|dx ≤ C‖∇u‖3‖∇ut‖‖θt‖6

≤ C‖∇u‖ 1

2‖∇2u‖ 1

2‖∇ut‖‖∇θt‖ ≤ κ

8
‖∇θt‖2 + C‖∇2u‖‖∇ut‖2.

Substituting the above estimates into (2.21) yields

cv

2

d

dt
‖√ρθt‖2 +

κ

4
‖∇θt‖2

≤ C
(
‖√ρθt‖2 + ‖∇2u‖2‖∇θ‖2 + ‖∇2θ‖2 + ‖√ρut‖‖∇ut‖‖∇θ‖2

+ ‖∇θ‖‖∇ut‖2 + ‖∇2u‖‖∇ut‖2
)
.

Multiplying the above inequality by t2 and by Corollary 2.2, it follows

cv

2

d

dt
‖t√ρθt‖2 +

κ

4
‖t∇θt‖2 ≤ C

(
‖
√
t
√
ρθt‖2 + ‖

√
t∇2θ‖2 + ‖

√
t∇ut‖+ 1

)
. (2.22)
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Integrating (2.22) over (0, T ) and using Corollary 2.2 yield

sup
0≤t≤T0

‖t√ρθt‖2 +
∫ T0

0

‖t∇θt‖2 dt ≤ C. (2.23)

Recalling (2.9), it follows from (2.23) and Corollary 2.2 that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖t∇2θ‖2 ≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

(
‖t√ρθt‖2 + t‖∇u‖4‖

√
t∇θ‖2 +

√
t‖∇u‖‖

√
t∇2u‖3

)

+ sup
0≤t≤T

√
t‖
√
t∇θ‖2‖∇u‖‖

√
t∇2u‖ ≤ C. (2.24)

Applying the elliptic estimates to (1.2) and by Corollary 2.2, one obtains from the
Hölder, Sobolev, and Poincaré inequalities that

‖∇2u‖q ≤ C (‖ρut‖q + ‖ρ(u · ∇)u‖q + ‖∇P‖q)
≤ C (‖ρ‖∞‖ut‖6 + ‖ρ‖∞‖u‖∞‖∇u‖6 + ‖∇ρ‖q‖θ‖∞ + ‖ρ‖∞‖∇θ‖6)
≤ C

(
‖∇ut‖+ ‖∇2u‖2 + ‖∇2θ‖

)

and, thus, by (2.24) and Corollary 2.2, one gets
∫ T0

0

‖
√
t∇2u‖2q dt ≤ C

∫ T0

0

(
‖
√
t∇ut‖2 + ‖

√
t∇2u‖2‖∇2u‖2 + ‖

√
t∇2θ‖2

)
dt

≤ C. (2.25)

Finally, applying the elliptic estimates to (1.3) and using the Sobolev and Poincaré
inequalities, one deduces by Corollary 2.2 that

‖∇2θ‖26 ≤ C
(
‖ρθt‖26 + ‖ρθ div u‖26 + ‖Q(∇u)‖26

)

≤ C
(
‖ρ‖2∞‖θt‖26 + ‖ρ‖2∞‖θ‖26‖∇u‖2∞ + ‖∇u‖2∞‖∇u‖26

)

≤ C
(
‖∇θt‖2 + ‖∇θ‖2‖∇2u‖2q + ‖∇2u‖2‖∇2u‖2q

)
.

Hence, it follows from (2.23), (2.25), and Corollary 2.2 that
∫ T0

0

‖t∇2θ‖26 dt ≤ C

∫ T0

0

(
‖t∇θt‖2 + ‖

√
t∇θ‖2‖

√
t∇2u‖2q

)
dt

+C

∫ T0

0

‖
√
t∇2u‖2‖

√
t∇2u‖2q dt ≤ C. (2.26)

Combining (2.20) with (2.23)–(2.26) yields the conclusion. �

As the end of this section, we prove in the next proposition that the existence time
T0 depends only on R, µ, λ, cv, γ, q, and the upper bound of Φ0, but is independent
of the quantities ‖∇2u0‖, ‖∇2θ0‖, ‖g1‖, and ‖g2‖.
Proposition 2.8. Let q ∈ (3, 6) and assume that (ρ0, u0, θ0) satisfies

ρ ≤ ρ0 ∈ W 1,q(Ω), u0 ∈ H1
0 (Ω) ∩H2(Ω), 0 ≤ θ0 ∈ H1

0 (Ω) ∩H2(Ω),
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for some positive number ρ.
Then, there exist two positive constants T0 and C depending only on R, µ, λ, cv, γ, q,

and the upper bound of Φ0, such that system (1.1)–(1.3), subject to (1.6)–(1.7), admits
a unique solution (ρ, u, θ), in Ω× (0, T0), satisfying

sup
0≤t≤T0

(
‖ρ‖∞ + ‖ρ‖W 1,q + ‖(ρt,

√
ρθ,∇u)‖2

)
+

∫ T0

0

‖(∇θ,√ρut,∇2u)‖2 dt ≤ C

and

sup
0≤t≤T0

‖(
√
t∇θ, t√ρθt, t∇2θ,

√
t
√
ρut,

√
t∇2u)‖2 +

∫ T0

0

(
‖
√
t∇2u‖2q + ‖t∇2θ‖26

)
dt

+

∫ T0

0

‖(
√
t
√
ρθt,

√
t∇2θ, t∇θt,

√
t∇ut)‖2 dt ≤ C.

Proof. By Proposition 2.1, there is a unique local strong solution (ρ, u, θ) on Ω ×
(0, T∗) satisfying the regularities stated in Proposition 2.1. By applying Proposition
2.1 inductively, one can extend the local solution uniquely to the maximal time of
existence Tmax. Then, the following holds

sup
T∗≤t<Tmax

(∥∥∥∥
1

ρ

∥∥∥∥
∞
+ ‖ρ‖W 1,q + ‖u‖H2 + ‖θ‖H2

)
= ∞. (2.27)

For any T ∈ (0, Tmax), (ρ, u, θ) satisfies the regularities in Proposition 2.1 with T∗
there replaced by T . Let ǫ0 be the constant stated in Corollary 2.1, Φ the function
given by (1.8), and set

T0 = sup
{
T ∈ (0, Tmax)

∣∣∣ T
6−q

4q Φ2(T ) ≤ ǫ0

}
.

Claim: T0 < Tmax. Assume by contradiction that T0 = Tmax. Then, by definition

T
6−q

4q Φ2(T ) ≤ ǫ0, ∀T ∈ (0, Tmax). (2.28)

Since Φ(T ) ≥ 1, it follows from (2.28) that Tmax ≤ ǫ
4q

6−q

0 . Thanks to (2.28), it follows
from Corollary 2.2 and Proposition 2.7 that

Φ(T ) + sup
0≤t≤T

‖(
√
t∇2u, t∇2θ)‖2 ≤ C, ∀T ∈ (0, Tmax),

for a positive constant C independent of T ∈ (0, Tmax). By following the arguments
in Proposition 2.3, one deduces by Proposition 2.2 and (2.28) that

inf
Ω×(0,T )

ρ ≥ ρe−
∫ T

0
‖divu‖∞dt ≥ ρe−Cǫ0 , ∀T ∈ (0, Tmax),

for a positive constant C independent of T ∈ (0, Tmax). Combining the above two
yields

sup
T∗≤t<Tmax

(∥∥∥∥
1

ρ

∥∥∥∥
∞
+ ‖ρ‖W 1,q + ‖u‖H2 + ‖θ‖H2

)
≤ C,
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which contradicts to (2.27). This contradiction proves the claim.
Since T0 < Tmax and noticing that Φ(T ) is continuous on [0, Tmax), one gets by the

definition of T0 that

T
6−q

4q

0 Φ2(T0) = ǫ0. (2.29)

Thanks to this and recalling that Φ(T ) ≥ 1, it follows from Corollary 2.2 that T0 ≤
ǫ

4q

6−q

0 and Φ(T0) ≤ C0 for a positive constant C0 depending only on R, µ, λ, cv, γ, q,

and the upper bound of Φ0. Therefore, it follows from (2.29) that T0 ≥
(

ǫ0
C2

0

) 4q

6−q

.

The corresponding estimates follow from Corollary 2.2 and Proposition 2.7. This
completes the proof. �

3. A preparing existence result

In this section, we prove the following existence result, which is a preparation of
proving the existence part of Theorem 1.1. Note that the uniqueness is not included
here.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that all the conditions of Theorem 1.1 hold. Denote

Φ0 := ‖ρ0‖∞ + ‖∇ρ0‖q + ‖(√ρ0θ0,∇u0)‖2.
(i) Then, there exists a positive time T0 depending only on R, µ, λ, cv, γ, q, and Φ0,

such that system (1.1)–(1.3), subject to (1.6)–(1.7), in Ω× (0, T0), admits a solution
(ρ, u, θ), which satisfies all the properties stated in Definition 1.1 except that the
regularities

√
ρu,

√
ρθ ∈ C([0, T0];L

2) are replaced by

ρu ∈ C([0, T0];L
2) and ρθ ∈ Cw([0, T0];L

2),

where Cw represents the weak continuity.
(ii) Moreover, for any t ∈ (0, T0), it holds that

‖√ρu‖2(t) ≤ ‖√ρ0u0‖2 + Ct, ‖√ρθ‖2(t) ≤ ‖√ρ0θ0‖2 + C
√
t.

Proof. (i) Step 1. Construction of the initial data. Choose {u0n}∞n=1 ⊆ H1
0 ∩H2

such that u0n → u0 in H1 as n→ ∞. Set ρ0n = ρ0 +
1
n2 . Then, it is clear that

‖ρ0n‖∞ + ‖∇ρ0n‖q + ‖∇u0n‖2 ≤ ‖ρ0‖∞ + ‖∇ρ0‖q + ‖∇u0‖2 +
1

2
(3.1)

for large n. Put

θ0n(x) =




0, x ∈

{
x ∈ Ω

∣∣∣ ρ0(x) < 1
n

}
,

θ0, x ∈
{
x ∈ Ω

∣∣∣ ρ0(x) ≥ 1
n

}
,

and take θ0n ≥ 0 such that

‖θ0n − θ0n‖ ≤ 1

n
. (3.2)
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Note that such θ0n exists. For example, one can take θ0n = jεn ∗ θ̃0n for sufficiently

small positive εn, where jε is the standard mollifier and θ̃0n is the zero extension of

θ0n on R
3, that is, θ̃0n = θ0n on Ω and θ̃0n = 0 on R

3 \ Ω.
We want to show

‖ρ0n‖∞ + ‖∇ρ0n‖q + ‖∇u0n‖2 + ‖√ρ0nθ0n‖2 ≤ Φ0 + 1 (3.3)

for large n, and∫

Ω

ρ0nθ0nχdx→
∫

Ω

ρ0θ0χdx as n→ ∞, ∀χ ∈ L2(Ω). (3.4)

The quantity ‖√ρ0nθ0n‖ is estimated as follows. By the elementary inequality√
a+ b ≤ √

a+
√
b for a, b ≥ 0 and recalling the definition of θ0n, it follows that

√
ρ0nθ0n =

√
ρ0 +

1

n2
(θ0n − θ0n) +

√
ρ0 +

1

n2
θ0n

≤
(√

ρ0 +
1

n

)
|θ0n− θ0n|+

√
ρ0θ0n +

θ0n

n

≤
(√

ρ0 +
1

n

)
|θ0n− θ0n|+

√
ρ0θ0 +

θ0n

n

and, thus, recalling (3.2), one gets

‖√ρ0nθ0n‖ ≤
(
‖ρ0‖

1

2∞ +
1

n

)
1

n
+ ‖√ρ0θ0‖+

‖θ0n‖
n

.

With the aid of the above and noticing that

‖θ0n‖ =

(∫

Ω∩{x|ρ0(x)≥ 1

n}
θ20dx

) 1

2

≤
√
n

(∫

Ω∩{x|ρ0≥ 1

n
}
ρ0θ

2
0dx

) 1

2

≤
√
n

(∫

Ω

ρ0θ
2
0dx

) 1

2

=
√
n‖√ρ0θ0‖, (3.5)

one obtains

‖√ρ0nθ0n‖ ≤
(
‖ρ0‖

1

2∞ +
1

n

)
1

n
+

(
1 +

1√
n

)
‖√ρ0θ0‖. (3.6)

This implies

‖√ρ0nθ0n‖2 ≤ ‖√ρ0θ0‖2 +
1

2
, for large n. (3.7)

Combining (3.1) with (3.7) leads to (3.3).
Thanks to (3.2) and (3.5), it follows for any χ ∈ L2(Ω) that

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

ρ0nθ0nχdx−
∫

Ω

ρ0θ0χdx

∣∣∣∣
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=

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

[
ρ0n(θ0n − θ0n) + (ρ0n − ρ0)θ0n + ρ0(θ0n − θ0)

]
χdx

∣∣∣∣

≤ ‖ρ0n‖∞‖θ0n − θ0n‖‖χ‖+
1

n2
‖θ0n‖‖χ‖+

∫

Ω∩{x|ρ0(x)< 1

n
}
ρ0θ0|χ|dx

≤ ‖χ‖
n

(
‖ρ0‖∞ +

1

n2

)
+

‖χ‖
n

3

2

‖√ρ0θ0‖+
‖χ‖√
n
‖√ρ0θ0‖,

which implies (3.4).
Step 2. Approximate solutions and convergence. Thanks to (3.3) and

Proposition 2.8, there are two positive constants T0 and C independent of n such
that system (1.1)-(1.3), subject to (1.6)-(1.7), admits a unique solution (ρn, un, θn),
in Ω× (0, T0), and the following a priori estimates hold

∫ T0

0

‖(∇θn,
√
ρn∂tun,∇2un)‖2dt ≤ C,

sup
0≤t≤T0

(
‖ρn‖∞ + ‖ρn‖W 1,q + ‖(∂tρn,

√
ρnθn,∇un)‖2

)
≤ C,

∫ T0

0

(
‖(
√
t
√
ρn∂tθn,

√
t∇2θn,

√
t∇∂tun)‖2 + ‖

√
t∇2un‖2q

)
dt ≤ C,

∫ T0

0

t2(‖∇∂tθn‖2 + ‖∇2θn‖26) dt ≤ C,

sup
0≤t≤T0

‖(
√
t∇θn, t

√
ρn∂tθn, t∇2θn,

√
t
√
ρn∂tun,

√
t∇2un)‖2 ≤ C,






(3.8)

for large n. Then, by the Banach-Alaoglu theorem and using the Cantor’s diagonal
arguments, there is a subsequence, still denoted by (ρn, un, θn), and (ρ, u, θ) satisfying

ρ ∈ L∞(0, T0;W
1,q), ρt ∈ L∞(0, T0;L

2), (3.9)

θ ∈ L2(0, T0;H
1
0), u ∈ L∞(0, T0;H

1
0 ) ∩ L2((0, T0;H

2), (3.10)
√
t∇θ,

√
t∇2u ∈ L∞(0, T0;L

2), t∇2θ ∈ L∞(0, T0;L
2) ∩ L2(0, T0;L

6), (3.11)
√
t∇2θ ∈ L2(0, T0;L

2), t∇θt ∈ L2(0, T0;L
2), (3.12)

√
t∇ut ∈ L2(0, T0;L

2),
√
t∇2u ∈ L2(0, T0;L

q), (3.13)

such that

ρn
∗
⇀ ρ, in L∞(0, T0;W

1,q), (3.14)

∂tρn
∗
⇀ ρt, in L∞(0, T0;L

2), (3.15)

un
∗
⇀ u, in L∞(0, T0;H

1
0), (3.16)

un ⇀ u, in L2(0, T0;H
2), (3.17)

∂tun ⇀ ut, in L2(δ, T0;H
1
0), (3.18)
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θn
∗
⇀ θ, in L∞(δ, T0;H

1
0 ), (3.19)

θn ⇀ θ, in L2(δ, T0;W
2,6), (3.20)

∂tθn ⇀ θt, in L2(δ, T0;H
1
0), (3.21)

for any δ ∈ (0, T0). Moreover, since W 1,q →֒→֒ C(Ω) for q ∈ (3, 6), and H2 →֒→֒
H1 →֒→֒ L2, it follows from the Aubin-Lions lemma and (3.14)–(3.21) that

ρn → ρ, in C([0, T0];C(Ω)), (3.22)

un → u, in C([δ, T0];L
2(Ω)) ∩ L2(δ, T0;H

1
0(Ω)), (3.23)

θn → θ, in C([δ, T0];L
2(Ω)) ∩ L2(δ, T0;H

1
0(Ω)). (3.24)

Due to the convergence (3.18), (3.21), and (3.22)–(3.24), one has the following
convergence of the nonlinear terms

(ρnun,
√
ρnun, ρnθn,

√
ρnθn) → (ρu,

√
ρu, ρθ,

√
ρθ) in C([δ, T0];L

2), (3.25)

(ρn∂tun,
√
ρn∂tun, ρn∂tθn,

√
ρn∂tθn)⇀ (ρut,

√
ρut, ρθt,

√
ρθt) in L2(Ω× (δ, T0)),

(3.26)

ρn(un · ∇)un → ρ(u · ∇)u, ρn(un · ∇)θn → ρ(u · ∇)θ, in L1(Ω× (δ, T0)), (3.27)

ρnθndivun → ρθdivu, Q(∇un) → Q(∇u), in L1(Ω× (δ, T0)), (3.28)

for any δ ∈ (0, T0). By the weakly lower semi-continuity of norms, it follows from
(3.8), (3.25), (3.26) that
∫ T0

δ

(‖√ρut‖2 + ‖
√
t
√
ρθt‖2)dt ≤ lim

n→∞

∫ T0

δ

(‖√ρn∂tun‖2 + ‖
√
t
√
ρn∂tθn‖2)dt ≤ C,

‖√ρθ‖(t) = lim
n→∞

‖√ρnθn‖ ≤ C,

for any δ, t ∈ (0, T0) and for a positive constant C independent of δ and t. Therefore,
√
ρθ ∈ L∞(0, T0;L

2) and
√
ρut,

√
t
√
ρθt ∈ L2(0, T0;L

2). (3.29)

The regularity u ∈ L1(0, T0;W
2,q) can be proved in the same as in Proposition 2.2.

Step 3. The existence. Thanks to the convergence (3.14)–(3.28), one can
take the limit as n→ ∞ to the equations of (ρn, θn, u0) to show that (ρ, u, θ) satisfies
equations (1.1)–(1.3) in the sense of distribution. Due to the regularities (3.9)–(3.13),
one can further show that (ρ, u, θ) satisfies (1.1)–(1.3), a.e. in Ω× (0, T0). The initial
condition ρ|t=0 = ρ0 is guaranteed by (3.22) by recalling that ρn|t=0 = ρ0 +

1
n2 .

To complete the proof of (i), one still needs to show the regularities ρu ∈
C([0, T0];L

2) and ρθ ∈ Cw([0, T0];L
2), as well as the initial condition (ρu, ρθ)|t=0 =

(ρ0u0, ρ0θ0). To this end, noticing that ρu, ρθ ∈ C((0, T0];L
2) guaranteed by (3.25),

it suffices to show

ρu → ρ0u0 in L2, as t→ 0, (3.30)

ρθ ⇀ ρ0θ0 in L2, as t→ 0. (3.31)
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We first verify (3.30). By (3.8), it follows from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg and Hölder
inequalities that

∫ T0

0

‖∂t(ρnun)‖2 dt ≤ 2

∫ T0

0

(
‖∂tρnun‖2 + ‖ρn∂tun‖2

)
dt

≤ C

∫ T0

0

(
‖∂tρn‖2‖un‖2∞ + ‖ρn‖∞‖√ρn∂tun‖2

)
dt

≤ C

∫ T0

0

‖∇un‖‖∇2un‖ dt+C ≤ C (3.32)

for large n. Thanks to this, it follows from the Newton-Leibnitz formula, the
Minkowski and Hölder inequalities that

‖ρu(·, t)− ρ0u0‖
≤ ‖ρu− ρnun‖(t) + ‖ρnun − ρ0nu0n‖(t) + ‖ρ0nu0n − ρ0nu0‖+ ‖ρ0nu0 − ρ0u0‖

≤ ‖ρu− ρnun‖(t) +
∫ t

0

‖∂t(ρnun)‖dτ + ‖ρ0n(u0n − u0)‖+
C

n2
‖u0‖

≤ ‖ρu− ρnun‖(t) + C
√
t + ‖ρ0n‖∞‖u0n − u0‖+

C

n2
‖u0‖ (3.33)

for large n, from which, recalling (3.25) and u0n → u0 in H1 as n → ∞, one gets by
taking n→ ∞ that ‖ρu− ρ0u0‖(t) ≤ C

√
t, proving (3.30).

Then, we verify (3.31). Since ρθ ∈ L∞(0, T0;L
2) and C∞

c (Ω) is dense in L2, it
suffices to verify

(∫

Ω

ρθφdx

)
(t) →

∫

Ω

ρ0θ0φdx as t→ 0, ∀φ ∈ C∞
c (Ω). (3.34)

Rewrite the equation for θn as

cv [∂t(ρnθn) + div(ρnθnun)] +Rρnθndivun − κ∆θn = Q(∇un).
Multiplying the above equation with φ ∈ C∞

c (Ω) and integrating over Ω× (0, t) yield

cv

[(∫

Ω

ρnθnφdx

)
(t)−

∫

Ω

ρ0nθ0nφdx

]

= cv

∫ t

0

∫

Ω

ρnθnun · ∇φdxdτ + κ

∫ t

0

∫

Ω

∆θnφdxdτ

−R
∫ t

0

∫

Ω

ρnθn div unφdxdτ +

∫ t

0

∫

Ω

Q(∇u)φdxdτ =:

4∑

i=1

Mi.

Terms on the right-hand side are estimated by integration by parts, the Hölder
inequality, and (3.8) as follows:

|M1| ≤ cv

∫ t

0

‖ρn‖
1

2∞‖√ρnθn‖‖un‖6‖∇φ‖3dτ ≤ Ct,
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|M2| ≤ κ

∫ t

0

∫

Ω

|∇θn||∇φ|dxdτ ≤ C

(∫ t

0

‖∇θn‖2dτ
) 1

2 √
t ≤ C

√
t,

|M3| ≤ C

∫ t

0

‖ρn‖
1

2∞‖√ρθn‖‖∇un‖‖φ‖∞dτ ≤ Ct,

|M4| ≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

Ω

|∇un|2|φ|dxdτ ≤ C

∫ t

0

‖∇un‖2‖φ‖∞dτ ≤ Ct,

for large n. Therefore, for large n, it follows∣∣∣∣
(∫

Ω

ρnθnφdx

)
(t)−

∫

Ω

ρ0nθ0nφdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
√
t, ∀t ∈ (0, T0),

for any φ ∈ C∞
c (Ω) and for a positive constant C independent of n. Thanks to this

and recalling (3.4) and (3.25), one gets by taking n→ ∞ that
∣∣∣∣
(∫

Ω

ρθφdx

)
(t)−

∫

Ω

ρ0θ0φdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
√
t, ∀t ∈ (0, T0), ∀φ ∈ C∞

c (Ω),

verifying (3.31).
(ii) Multiplying equation (1.2) for (ρn, un, θn) with un and integrating over Ω, one

gets by integration by parts that

d

dt

∫

Ω

ρn

2
|un|2dx+ µ

∫

Ω

|∇un|2dx+ (µ+ λ)

∫

Ω

| div un|2dx−
∫

Ω

Pndivundx = 0.

Integrating the above with respect to t, by the Hölder inequality, and using (3.8),
one deduces for large n that

‖√ρnun‖2(t) ≤ ‖√ρ0nu0n‖2 + 2

∫ t

0

∫

Ω

Pndivundxdτ

≤ ‖√ρ0nu0n‖2 + 2R

∫ t

0

‖ρn‖
1

2∞‖√ρnθn‖‖∇un‖dτ

≤ ‖√ρ0nu0n‖2 + Ct, ∀t ∈ (0, T0),

for a positive constant C independent of n. Thanks to the above, recalling (3.25) and
noticing that

√
ρ0nu0n → √

ρ0u0 in L2 as n→ ∞, one gets by taking n→ ∞ that

‖√ρu‖2(t) ≤ ‖√ρ0u0‖2 + Ct, ∀t ∈ (0, T0). (3.35)

Multiplying equation (1.3) for (ρn, un, θn) with θn and integrating over Ω, one gets
by integration by parts, the Sobolev embedding inequality, and (3.8) that

cv

2

d

dt
‖√ρnθn‖2 + κ‖∇θn‖2 = −

∫

Ω

div unPnθndx+

∫

Ω

Q(∇un)θndx

≤ C
(
‖ρn‖

1

2∞‖√ρnθn‖‖∇un‖3 + ‖∇un‖‖∇un‖3
)
‖θn‖6

≤ κ

2
‖∇θn‖2 + C‖∇2un‖,
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for large n, from which, integrating with respect to t, using (3.8) again, and by the
Hölder inequality, one obtains

‖√ρnθn‖2(t) ≤ ‖√ρ0nθ0n‖2 + C

∫ t

0

‖∇2un‖dτ

≤ ‖√ρ0nθ0n‖2 + C
√
t, ∀t ∈ (0, T0).

Thanks to this and recalling (3.6) and (3.25), one can take n→ ∞ to get

‖√ρθ‖2(t) ≤ ‖√ρ0θ0‖2 + C
√
t, ∀t ∈ (0, T0).

Combining this with (3.35), the conclusion follows. �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. As already explained in the
introduction that the existence of strong solutions, which enjoy all the regularities
stated in Definition 1.1 except that

√
ρu,

√
ρθ ∈ C([0, T0];L

2), is proved directly in the
Euler coordinates, but the regularities

√
ρu,

√
ρθ ∈ C([0, T0];L

2) and the uniqueness
are proved in the Lagrangian coordinates first and later transformed back to the
Euler coordinates.

4.1. Lagrangian coordinates and some properties. Given a velocity field u ∈
L1(0, T0;C

1(Ω)) satisfying u|∂Ω = 0 and let x = ϕ(y, t) be the corresponding
coordinates transform, governed by the velocity field u, between the Euler coordinates
(x, t) and the Lagrangian coordinates (y, t), that is,

{
∂tϕ(y, t) = u(ϕ(y, t), t), ∀ t ∈ [0, T0],

ϕ(y, 0) = y.
(4.1)

By the classic theory for ODEs, ϕ is well-defined and ϕ : Ω× [0, T0] → Ω. Moreover,
by the unique solvability of ODEs, for each t ∈ [0, T0], ϕ(·, t) : Ω → Ω is bijective.
Denote by y = ψ(x, t) the inverse mapping of x = ϕ(y, t) with respect to y, which
satisfies {

∂tψ(x, t) + (u(x, t) · ∇)ψ(x, t) = 0,

ψ(x, t)|t=0 = x.
(4.2)

Set

A(y, t) = (aij(y, t))3×3, aij(y, t) = ∂iψj(x, t)|x=ϕ(y,t), (4.3)

J(y, t) = det A(y, t) = det ∇ψ(x, t)|x=ϕ(y,t), (4.4)

B(y, t) = (bij(y, t))3×3, bij(y, t) = ∂iϕj(y, t). (4.5)

Then, one can check
{
∂tA(y, t) = −∇u(ϕ(y, t), t)A(y, t),
A(y, t)|t=0 = I

(4.6)
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and {
∂tB(y, t) = B(y, t)∇u(ϕ(y, t), t),
B(y, t)|t=0 = I,

(4.7)

here we set ∇u = (∂iuj)3×3. Recalling the definition of J , one derives from (4.6) that
{
∂tJ(y, t) = −divu(ϕ(y, t), t)J(y, t),
J(y, t)|t=0 = 1,

(4.8)

Some properties of the mapping ϕ are stated in the next two propositions whose
proofs are postponed in the Appendix.

Proposition 4.1. Given u ∈ L∞(0, T0;H
1
0)∩L1(0, T0;W

2,q), with q ∈ (3, 6), and let
ϕ, ψ, A, B, and J be defined as before.

Then, J > 0 on Ω× (0, T0) and the following hold:

sup
0≤t≤T0

(∥∥∥∥
(
1

J
, J, A,B

)∥∥∥∥
∞
+ ‖(Jt, At, Bt)‖+ ‖(∇J,∇A,∇B)‖q

)
≤ C, (4.9)

‖∇[g(ϕ(·, t))]‖W 1,α ≃ ‖∇g‖W 1,α ≃ ‖∇[g(ψ(·, t))]‖W 1,α, ∀α ∈ [1, q], (4.10)

‖∇[g(ϕ(·, t))]‖α ≃ ‖∇g‖α ≃ ‖∇[g(ψ(·, t))]‖α, ∀α ∈ [1,∞], (4.11)

‖g(ϕ(·, t))‖α ≃ ‖g‖α ≃ ‖g(ψ(·, t))‖α, ∀α ∈ [1,∞], (4.12)

for any function g such that all the relevant quantities are finite, here we denote
Q1 ≃ Q2 means Q1

C
≤ Q2 ≤ CQ1 for a positive constant C depending only on

Ω, α, q, T0, and ‖u‖L∞(0,T0;H1(Ω))∩L1(0,T0;L1(0,T0;W 2,q(Ω)).

Proposition 4.2. Under the assumptions as in Proposition 4.1, the following hold:
(i) h(ϕ(·, t), t) ∈ C([0, T0];L

2) if h ∈ C([0, T0];L
2);

(ii) h(ϕ(·, t), t) ∈ Cw([0, T0];L
2) if h ∈ Cw([0, T0];L

2).

4.2. Regularities and reduced system in the Lagrangian coordinates. Given
initial data (ρ0, u0, θ0) satisfying the assumptions in Theorem 1.1. Let (ρ, u, θ) be the
solution established in Proposition 3.1 and ϕ the corresponding mapping defined by
(4.1). Set 




̺(y, t) = ρ(ϕ(y, t), t),

v(y, t) = u(ϕ(y, t), t),

ϑ(y, t) = θ(ϕ(y, t), t).

(4.13)

As direct corollaries of Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2 and recalling the
regularities of (ρ, u, θ) in Proposition 3.1, one has:






̺ ∈ L∞(0, T0;W
1,q),

v ∈ L∞(0, T0;H
1) ∩ L2(0, T0;H

2) ∩ L1(0, T0;W
2,q),√

tv ∈ L∞(0, T0;H
2) ∩ L2(0, T0;W

2,q),√
̺ϑ ∈ L∞(0, T0;L

2), ϑ ∈ L2(0, T0;H
1),√

tϑ ∈ L∞(0, T0;H
1) ∩ L2(0, T0;H

2),
̺v ∈ C([0, T0];L

2), ̺ϑ ∈ Cw([0, T0];L
2).

(4.14)
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Direct calculations show

∂t̺(y, t) = (∂tρ+ u · ∇ρ)(ϕ(y, t), t),
∂tv(y, t) = [∂tu+ (u · ∇)u](ϕ(y, t), t),

∂tϑ(y, t) = (∂tθ + u · ∇θ)(ϕ(y, t), t).
By Proposition 4.1 and recalling the regularities of (ρ, u, θ) stated in Proposition 3.1,
one deduces by the Hölder and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖̺t‖ = sup
0≤t≤T0

‖(ρt + u · ∇ρ)(ϕ(y, t), t)‖

≤ C sup
0≤t≤T0

‖ρt + u · ∇ρ‖ ≤ C sup
0≤t≤T0

(‖ρt‖+ ‖u‖6‖∇ρ‖3)

≤ C sup
0≤t≤T0

(‖ρt‖+ ‖∇u‖2‖∇ρ‖q) ≤ C,

∫ T0

0

‖√̺vt‖2dt =

∫ T0

0

‖[√ρ(∂tu+ (u · ∇)u)](ϕ(y, t), t)‖2dt

≤ C

∫ T0

0

‖√ρ(∂tu+ (u · ∇)u)‖2dt

≤ C

∫ T0

0

(
‖√ρut‖2 + ‖u‖26‖∇u‖23

)
dt

≤ C

∫ T0

0

(
‖√ρut‖2 + ‖∇u‖3‖∇2u‖

)
dt ≤ C

and ∫ T0

0

t‖∇vt‖2dt =

∫ T0

0

t‖∇[(∂tu+ (u · ∇)u)(ϕ(y, t), t)]‖2dt

≤ C

∫ T0

0

t‖∇(∂tu+ (u · ∇)u)‖2dt

≤ C

∫ T0

0

t
(
‖∇ut‖2 + ‖u‖2∞‖∇2u‖2 + ‖∇u‖44

)
dt

≤ C

∫ T0

0

t
(
‖∇ut‖2 + ‖∇u‖2‖∇2u‖3

)
dt ≤ C.

Similarly,
∫ T0

0

t‖√̺ϑt‖2dt =

∫ T0

0

t‖(√ρθt +
√
ρu · ∇θ)(ϕ(y, t), t)‖2dt

≤ C

∫ T0

0

t‖√ρθt +
√
ρu · ∇θ‖2dt

≤ C

∫ T0

0

t(‖√ρθt‖2 + ‖ρ‖∞‖u‖26‖∇θ‖23)dt
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≤ C

∫ T0

0

t(‖√ρθt‖2 + ‖∇u‖2‖∇θ‖‖∇2θ‖)dt ≤ C

and
∫ T0

0

t2‖∇ϑt‖2dt =

∫ T0

0

t2‖∇[(θt + u · ∇θ)(ϕ(y, t), t)]‖2dt

≤ C

∫ T0

0

t2‖∇(θt + u · ∇θ)‖2dt

≤ C

∫ T0

0

t2
∫

Ω

(|∇θt|2 + |u|2|∇2θ|2 + |∇u|2|∇θ|2)dxdt

≤ C

∫ T0

0

t2(‖∇θt‖2 + ‖u‖2∞‖∇2θ‖2 + ‖∇u‖26‖∇θ‖‖∇θ‖6)dt

≤ C

∫ T0

0

t2(‖∇θt‖2 + ‖∇u‖‖∇2u‖‖∇2θ‖2)dt

+C

∫ T0

0

t2‖∇2u‖2‖∇θ‖‖∇2θ‖dt ≤ C.

Therefore,

̺t ∈ L∞(0, T0;L
2),

√
̺vt ∈ L2(0, T0;L

2),
√
tvt ∈ L2(0, T0;H

1),
√
t
√
̺ϑt ∈ L2(0, T0;L

2), tϑt ∈ L2(0, T0;H
1).

}
(4.15)

So, we have the following proposition:

Proposition 4.3. Given initial data (ρ0, u0, θ0) satisfying the assumptions in
Theorem 1.1. Let (ρ, u, θ) be the solution established in Proposition 3.1 and ϕ the
corresponding mapping defined by (4.1). Then, (̺, v, ϑ) defined by (4.13) satisfies
(4.14) and (4.15).

Let A be defined as before in the previous subsection and denote

∇Af := A∇f, divA v := A : (∇v)T , ∇v = (∂ivj)3×3.

Then, by direct computations, one can derive from (1.1)–(1.3) and (4.6)–(4.8) that

̺t + divA v̺ = 0, (4.16)

J̺0vt − µ divA(∇Av)− (µ+ λ)∇A(divA v) +R∇A(J̺0ϑ) = 0, (4.17)

cvJ̺0ϑt +RJ̺0ϑ divA v − κ divA(∇Aϑ) =
µ

2

∣∣∇Av + (∇Av)
T
∣∣2 + λ(divA v)

2, (4.18)

At +∇AvA = 0, (4.19)

Jt + divA vJ = 0. (4.20)
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System (4.16)–(4.20) are satisfied a.e. in Ω × (0, T0). Here in (4.17) and (4.18) we
have used the fact that

̺

J
=
ρ0

J0
= ρ0 (4.21)

to replace ̺ with Jρ0, as ∂t(
̺

J
) = 0 guaranteed by (4.16) and (4.20). The component

form of (4.17) reads as

Jρ0∂tvi − µakl∂l(akm∂mvi)− (µ+ λ)ail∂l(akm∂mvk) +Rail∂l(̺ϑ) = 0.

The initial-boundary conditions read as

(̺v, ̺ϑ, A, J)|t=0 = (ρ0u0, ρ0θ0, I, 1), (4.22)

v|∂Ω = 0, ϑ|∂Ω = 0. (4.23)

Since ̺v ∈ C([0, T0];L
2) and ̺ϑ ∈ Cw([0, T0];L

2), guaranteed by (4.14), and
A, J ∈ C([0, T0];L

2), guaranteed by Proposition 4.1, the initial condition (4.22) is
well-defined.

Finally, we state and prove the continuities of
√
ρ0v and

√
ρ0ϑ.

Proposition 4.4. Under the same assumptions in Proposition 4.3, it holds that
√
ρ0v,

√
ρ0ϑ ∈ C([0, T0];L

2),

and

(
√
ρ0v,

√
ρ0ϑ) → (

√
ρ0u0,

√
ρ0θ0), in L2, as t→ 0.

Proof. We only give the proof for
√
ρ0ϑ while that for

√
ρ0v can be done similarly.

Due to (4.14) and (4.15), one has
√
ρ0ϑ ∈ C((0, T0];L

2). It remains to show

√
ρ0ϑ→ √

ρ0θ0, in L2, as t→ 0. (4.24)

Noticing that inf(y,t)∈Ω×[0,T0] J(y, t) > 0, J ∈ L∞(0, T0;W
1,q), and Jt ∈ L∞(0, T0;L

2),

guaranteed by Proposition 4.1, one can verify easily that 1
J

∈ C([0, T0];C(Ω)).
Thanks to this and recalling (4.21), it follows from (4.14) and (4.22) that

ρ0ϑ =
1

J
̺ϑ ⇀ ρ0θ0 in L2(Ω) as t→ 0. (4.25)

In order to show
√
ρ0ϑ→ √

ρ0θ0 in L2 as t→ 0, one needs to verify

√
ρ0ϑ ⇀

√
ρ0θ0 in L2 as t→ 0, (4.26)

lim
t→0

‖√ρ0ϑ‖2 ≤ ‖√ρ0θ0‖2. (4.27)

To verify (4.26), since
√
ρ0ϑ = 0 on Ω0 × (0, T0) and

√
ρ0θ0 = 0 on Ω0, it suffices to

show
√
ρ0ϑ ⇀

√
ρ0θ0 in L2(Ω+) as t→ 0,
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where Ω+ = {y ∈ Ω|ρ0(y) > 0} and Ω0 = {y ∈ Ω|ρ0(y) = 0}. Recalling that√
ρ0ϑ ∈ L∞(0, T0;L

2) and since C∞
c (Ω+) is dense in L2(Ω+), one only needs to check

∫

Ω+

√
ρ0ϑχdy →

∫

Ω+

√
ρ0θ0χdy as t→ 0, ∀χ ∈ C∞

c (Ω). (4.28)

Take arbitrary χ ∈ C∞
c (Ω+) and denote S := {y ∈ Ω+|χ(y) 6= 0}. Then S ⊂ S ⊂ Ω+.

Since ρ0 ∈ C(Ω) and ρ0 > 0 on Ω+, it follows that miny∈S ρ0(y) > 0 and, thus,
χ√
ρ0

∈ L2(S). So, it follows from (4.25) that

∫

Ω+

√
ρ0ϑχdy =

∫

S

ρ0ϑ
χ√
ρ0
dy →

∫

S

ρ0θ0
χ√
ρ0
dy =

∫

Ω+

√
ρ0θ0χdy as t→ 0.

Therefore, (4.28) and further (4.26) hold.
We now verify (4.27). First, noticing that

√
ρ0ϑ =

1√
J

√
̺ϑ,

1

J
∈ C([0, T0];C(Ω)), J |t=0 = 1,

one has limt→0 ‖
√
ρ0ϑ‖2 = limt→0 ‖

√
̺ϑ‖2. Therefore, it suffices to show

lim
t→0

‖√̺ϑ‖2 ≤ ‖√ρ0θ0‖2. (4.29)

Since det∇ψ(x, t) = J(ψ(x, t), t) > 0, one deduces by direct calculations that

‖√̺ϑ‖2(t) =

∫

Ω

ρ(ϕ(y, t), t)θ2(ϕ(y, t), t)dy

=

∫

Ω

ρ(x, t)θ2(x, t)|det∇ψ(x, t)|dx =

∫

Ω

ρ(x, t)θ2(x, t)J(ψ(x, t), t)dx

=

∫

Ω

ρ(x, t)θ2(x, t)dt +

∫

Ω

ρ(x, t)θ2(x, t)[J(ψ(x, t), t)− 1]dt

≤ ‖√ρθ‖2(t) + ‖J − 1‖∞(t)‖√ρθ‖2(t).

Thanks to the above and since

√
ρθ ∈ L∞(0, T0;L

2), J ∈ C([0, T0];C(Ω)), J |t=0 = 1,

it follows from Proposition 3.1 that

lim
t→0

‖√̺ϑ‖2(t) ≤ lim
t→0

‖√ρθ‖2(t) + C lim
t→

‖J − 1‖∞(t)

= lim
t→0

‖√ρθ‖2(t) ≤ ‖√ρ0θ0‖2.

This verifies (4.29) and further (4.27). �
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4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1. We are now ready to give the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. (i) Existence. By virtue of Proposition 3.1, it remains
to show that

√
ρu,

√
ρθ ∈ C([0, T0];L

2). Let (̺, v, ϑ) be given by (4.13). Then, it
follows from Proposition 4.4 that

√
ρ0v,

√
ρ0ϑ ∈ C([0, T0];L

2), from which, recalling

that ̺ = Jρ0 and noticing that J ∈ C([0, T0];C(Ω)) guaranteed by Proposition 4.1,
one gets

√
̺v,

√
̺ϑ ∈ C([0, T0];L

2). Thanks to these, similarly to the proof of (ii) of
Proposition 4.2 (since ψ has the same properties as those of ϕ), one can then show
that

√
ρu,

√
ρθ ∈ C([0, T0];L

2).

(ii) Uniqueness. Let (ρ̂, û, θ̂) and ρ̌, ǔ, θ̌) be two solutions to system (1.1)–(1.3),
subject to (1.6)–(1.7), in Ω × (0, T0), with the same initial data (ρ0, u0, θ0). Let

(ϕ̂, ψ̂, ˆ̺, v̂, ϑ̂, Â, Ĵ) and (ϕ̌, ψ̌, ˇ̺, v̌, ϑ̌, Ǎ, J̌) be the corresponding quantities defined as
before and denote

(v, ϑ, A, J) = (v̂, ϑ̂, Â, Ĵ)− (v̌, ϑ̌, Ǎ, J̌).

Then, (v̂, ϑ̂, Â, Ĵ) and (v̌, ϑ̌, Ǎ, J̌) have the regularities (4.14) and (4.15), satisfy
system (4.17)–(4.20) a.e. in Ω × (0, T0), and fulfill the initial-boundary conditions
(4.22)–(4.23). One can check by direct calculations that (v, ϑ, A, J) satisfies:

̺0Ĵvt − µ divÂ(∇Âv)− (µ+ λ)∇Â(divÂ v) = −̺0Jv̌t
+ µ divÂ(∇Av̌) + µ divA(∇Ǎv̌) + (µ+ λ)∇Â(divA v̌) + (µ+ λ)∇A(divǍ v̌)

− R∇Â(̺0Ĵϑ+ ̺0Jϑ̌)− R∇A(̺0J̌ ϑ̌), (4.30)

cv̺0Ĵϑt − κ divÂ(∇Âϑ) = −cv̺0Jϑ̌t + κ divÂ(∇Aϑ̌) + κ divA(∇Ǎϑ̌)

− R̺0

(
Ĵ ϑ̂ divÂ v + Ĵ ϑ̂ divA v̌ + Ĵϑ divǍ v̌ + Jϑ̌ divǍ v̌

)

+
µ

2

(
∇i

Â
v̂j +∇j

Â
v̂i +∇i

Ǎ
v̌j +∇j

Ǎ
v̌i

)(
∇i

Â
vj +∇j

Â
vi +∇i

Av̌j +∇j
Av̌i

)

+ λ (divÂ v̂ + divǍ v̌) (divÂ v + divA v̌) , (4.31)

At +∇Âv̂A+∇ÂvǍ+∇Av̌Ǎ = 0, (4.32)

Jt + divÂ v̂J + divÂ vJ̌ + divA v̌J̌ = 0. (4.33)

For any vector field W and function f such that either W |∂Ω = 0 or f |∂Ω = 0, by
Lemma 5.1, it follows from integration by parts that

∫

Ω

1

Ĵ
∇Âf ·Wdy =

∫

Ω

1

Ĵ
âil∂lfWidy

= −
∫

Ω

(
∂l

(
âil

Ĵ

)
Wi +

1

Ĵ
âil∂lWi

)
fdy = −

∫

Ω

1

Ĵ
divÂWfdy. (4.34)



36 J. LI AND Y. ZHENG

Step 1. Energy inequalities. Multiplying (4.30) with v

Ĵ
and using (4.34), one

gets

1

2

d

dt
‖√̺0v‖2 + µ

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥+ (µ+ λ)

∥∥∥∥∥
divÂv√

Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

= −
∫

Ω

̺0Jv̌t
v

Ĵ
dx−

∫

Ω

1

Ĵ

[
µ∇Av̌ : ∇Âv + (µ+ λ) divA v̌divÂv

]
dx

+

∫

Ω

1

Ĵ

[
µ divA (∇Ǎv̌) · v + (µ+ λ)∇A(divǍ v̌) · v

]
dx−R

∫

Ω

∇A

(
̺0J̌ ϑ̌

) v
Ĵ
dx

+R

∫

Ω

(
̺0Ĵϑ+ ̺0Jϑ̌

) divÂv

Ĵ
dx =:

5∑

i=1

Ni. (4.35)

By Proposition 4.1, it follows

sup
0≤t≤T0

(∥∥∥∥
1

Ĵ

∥∥∥∥
∞
+ ‖(Ĵ , J̌ , Â)‖∞ + ‖(∇Ǎ,∇J̌)‖3

)
≤ C.

Thanks to this, terms Ni, i = 1, 2, · · · , 5, are estimated by the Hölder, Gagliardo-
Nerenberg, Sobolev, and Young inequalities as follows:

N1 ≤ C‖J‖‖̺0v̌t‖3‖v‖6 ≤ C‖J‖‖√̺0v̌t‖
1

2‖v̌t‖
1

2

6 ‖∇v‖

≤ µ

8

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+ C‖√̺0v̌t‖‖∇v̌t‖‖J‖2,

N2 = −
∫

Ω

1

Ĵ

[
µ∇Av̌ · ∇Âv + (µ+ λ) divA v̌divÂv

]
dx

≤ µ

8

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+ C‖∇v̌‖2∞‖A‖2 ≤ µ

8

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+ C‖∇2v̌‖2q‖A‖2,

N3 =

∫

Ω

1

Ĵ

[
µ divA (∇Ǎv̌) · v + (µ+ λ)∇A(divǍ v̌) · v

]
dx

=

∫

Ω

1

Ĵ

[
µakl∂l (ǎkm∂mv̌) · v + (µ+ λ)ail∂l (ǎkm∂mv̌k) vi

]
dx

≤ C

∫

Ω

|A|(|Ǎ||∇2v̌|+ |∇Ǎ||∇v̌|)|v|dy

≤ C‖A‖(‖∇2v̌‖3 + ‖∇Ǎ‖3‖∇v̌‖∞)‖v‖6

≤ µ

8

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+ C‖∇2v̌‖2q‖A‖2,

N4 = −R
∫

Ω

ail∂l
(
̺0J̌ ϑ̌

) vi
Ĵ
dx
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≤ C

∫

Ω

|A|
(
|∇̺0|

∣∣J̌
∣∣ ∣∣ϑ̌
∣∣+ ̺0

∣∣∇J̌
∣∣ ∣∣ϑ̌
∣∣+ ̺0

∣∣J̌
∣∣ ∣∣∇ϑ̌

∣∣) |v|
J̌
dx

≤ C‖A‖
(
‖∇̺0‖3‖ϑ̌‖∞ + ‖∇J̌‖3‖ϑ̌‖∞ + ‖∇ϑ̌‖3

)
‖v‖6

≤ µ

8

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+ C‖∇ϑ̌‖‖∇2ϑ̌‖‖A‖2,

N5 ≤ µ+ λ

4

∥∥∥∥∥
divÂ v√

Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+ C
(
‖√̺0ϑ‖2 + ‖ϑ̌‖2∞‖J‖2

)

≤ µ+ λ

4

∥∥∥∥∥
divÂ v√

Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+ C
(
‖√̺0ϑ‖2 + ‖∇ϑ̌‖‖∇2ϑ̌‖‖J‖2

)
.

Substituting these estimates into (4.35) yields

d

dt
‖√̺0v‖2 + µ

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

≤ C‖√̺0ϑ‖2 + C
(
‖√̺0v̌t‖‖∇v̌t‖+ ‖∇ϑ̌‖‖∇2ϑ̌‖+ ‖∇2v̌‖2q

)
‖(A, J)‖2.(4.36)

Testing (4.31) with ϑ

Ĵ
and using (4.34), one gets

cv

2

d

dt
‖√̺0ϑ‖2 + κ

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âϑ√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

=− cv

∫

Ω

̺0Jϑ̌t
ϑ

Ĵ
dx− κ

∫

Ω

∇Aϑ̌ · ∇Âϑ

Ĵ
dx+ κ

∫

Ω

divA
(
∇Ǎϑ̌

) ϑ
Ĵ
dx

− R

∫

Ω

̺0

(
Ĵ ϑ̂ divÂ v + Ĵ ϑ̂ divA v̌ + Ĵϑ divǍ v̌ + Jϑ̌ divǍ v̌

) ϑ
Ĵ
dx

+
µ

2

∫

Ω

(
∇i

Â
v̂j +∇j

Â
v̂i +∇i

Ǎ
v̌j +∇j

Ǎ
v̌i

)(
∇i

Â
vj +∇j

Â
vi +∇i

Av̌j +∇j
Av̌i

)

+ λ

∫

Ω

(divÂ v̂ + divǍ v̌) (divÂ v + divA v̌)
ϑ

Ĵ
dx =:

6∑

i=1

Oi.

Similar to N1, N2, and N3, one has the following estimates for O1, O2, and O3:

O1 ≤ κ

8

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âϑ√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+ C‖√̺0ϑ̌t‖‖∇ϑ̌t‖‖J‖2,

O2 ≤ κ

8

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âϑ√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+ C‖∇ϑ̌‖2∞‖A‖2,
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O3 ≤ κ

8

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âϑ√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+ C
(
‖∇2ϑ̌‖23 + ‖∇ϑ̌‖2∞

)
‖A‖2.

By the Hölder, Sobolev, and Young inequalities, one deduces

O4 ≤ C

∫

Ω

ρ0|ϑ|
(
|ϑ̂||divÂv|+ |ϑ̂||A||∇v̌|+ |ϑ||∇v̌|+ |J ||ϑ̌||∇v̌|

)
dy

≤ C‖√̺0ϑ‖
(
||ϑ̂||∞

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥+ ‖ϑ̂‖∞‖∇v̌‖∞‖A‖

+‖√̺0ϑ‖‖∇v̌‖∞ + ‖J‖‖ϑ̌‖∞‖∇v̌‖∞
)

≤ C
(
‖ϑ̂‖∞ + ‖ϑ̌‖∞

)
‖∇v̌‖∞‖√̺0ϑ‖ (‖A‖+ ‖J‖)

+C‖ϑ̂‖∞

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥ ‖
√
̺0ϑ‖+ C‖∇v̌‖∞‖√̺0ϑ‖2,

O5 +O6 ≤ C

∫

Ω

(|∇v̂|+ |∇v̌|) (|∇Âv|+ |A| |∇v̌|) |ϑ|dx

≤ C‖∇(v̂, v̌)‖3

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥ ‖ϑ‖6 + C‖∇(v̂, v̌)‖26‖A‖‖ϑ‖6

≤ κ

8

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âϑ√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+ C


‖∇(v̂, v̌)‖23

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+ ‖∇2(v̂, v̌)‖4‖A‖2

 .

Thus, combining the above yields

cv
d

dt
‖√̺0ϑ‖2 + κ

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âϑ√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

≤ C‖√̺0ϑ̌t‖‖∇ϑ̌t‖‖J‖2 + C
(
‖∇ϑ̌‖2∞ + ‖∇2ϑ̌‖23 + ‖∇2(v̂, v̌)‖4

)
‖A‖2

+C‖∇(v̂, v̌)‖23

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+ C||ϑ̂||∞

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥ ‖
√
̺0ϑ‖ + C‖∇v̌‖∞‖√̺0ϑ‖2

+C‖∇v̌‖∞
(
||ϑ̂||∞ + ||ϑ̌||∞

)
‖√̺0ϑ‖ (‖A‖+ ‖J‖) . (4.37)

Step 2. Growth estimates. We proceed to consider the growth estimates of
A and J . Testing (4.32) and (4.33), respectively, with A and J , and summing the
resultant up, one obtains after some straightforward computations that

d

dt
(‖A‖2 + ‖J‖2) ≤ C‖∇(v̂, v̌)‖∞(‖A‖2 + ‖J‖2) + C‖∇v‖(‖A‖+ ‖J‖) (4.38)
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and, thus,

d

dt

√
‖A‖2 + ‖J‖2 ≤ C‖∇(v̂, v̌)‖∞

√
‖A‖2 + ‖J‖2 + C‖∇v‖. (4.39)

Since v̂, v̌ ∈ L1(0, T0;W
2,q) ∩ L∞(0, T0;H

1) and W 1,q →֒ L∞ for q ∈ (3, 6), one has
‖∇(v̂, v̌)‖∞ ∈ L1((0, T0)) and ‖∇v‖ ∈ L∞((0, T0)). Thanks to these and applying the
Grönwall inequality to (4.39), one deduces

√
‖A‖2 + ‖J‖2 ≤ CeC

∫ t

0
‖∇(v̂,v̌)‖∞ ds

∫ t

0

‖∇v‖ds ≤ Ct, ∀t ∈ (0, T0). (4.40)

Recalling that
√
ρ0v̌t ∈ L2(0, T0;L

2),
√
tv̌t ∈ L2(0, T0;H

1), ϑ̌ ∈ L2(0, T0;H
1),√

tϑ̌ ∈ L2(0, T0;H
2),

√
tv̌ ∈ L2(0, T0;W

2,q),

one gets

ω1(t) , t
(
‖√̺0v̌t‖‖∇v̌t‖+ ‖∇ϑ̌‖‖∇2ϑ̌‖+ ‖∇2v̌‖2q

)
∈ L1((0, T0)).

Since
√
ρ0ϑ,

√
̺0v ∈ C([0, T0];L

2) (guaranteed by Proposition 4.4) and
√
ρ0v|t=0 = 0,

integrating (4.36) with respect to t and using (4.40) yield

‖√̺0v‖2(t) + µ

∫ t

0

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

ds ≤ Ct+ Ct

∫ t

0

ω1ds ≤ Ct, ∀t ∈ (0, T0).

Combining this with (4.40) leads to

sup
0≤t≤T0

(
‖A‖+ ‖J‖+ ‖√̺0v‖2

)
+

∫ t

0

‖∇v‖2 ds ≤ Ct, ∀t ∈ (0, T0). (4.41)

Step 3. Singular t-weighted energy inequalities and uniqueness. Multi-
plying (4.38) by t−

3

2 yields

d

dt

(‖A‖2

t
3

2

+
‖J‖2

t
3

2

)
+

3

2

(‖A‖2

t
5

2

+
‖J‖2

t
5

2

)

≤ C‖∇(v̂, v̌)‖∞
(‖A‖2

t
3

2

+
‖J‖2

t
3

2

)
+ C

‖∇v‖
t
1

4

(‖A‖
t
5

4

+
‖J‖
t
5

4

)

≤ 1

2

(‖A‖2

t
5

2

+
‖J‖2

t
5

2

)
+

C√
t

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+C‖∇(v̂, v̌)‖∞
(‖A‖2

t
3

2

+
‖J‖2

t
3

2

)

and, thus,

d

dt

(‖A‖2

t
3

2

+
‖J‖2

t
3

2

)
≤ C‖∇(v̂, v̌)‖∞

(‖A‖2

t
3

2

+
‖J‖2

t
3

2

)
+

C√
t

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

. (4.42)
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Multiplying (4.36) with 1√
t
and recalling the definition of ω1(t) yield

d

dt

(‖√̺0v‖2√
t

)
+

‖√̺0v‖2

2t
3

2

+
µ√
t

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

≤ C

(
1√
t
+ ω1(t)

)(
‖√̺0ϑ‖2 +

‖A‖2

t
3

2

+
‖J‖2

t
3

2

)
. (4.43)

Denote

ω21(t) , t
3

2‖√̺0ϑ̌t‖‖∇ϑ̌t‖, ω22(t) , t
3

2

(
‖∇ϑ̌‖2∞ + ‖∇2ϑ̌‖23 + ‖∇2(v̂, v̌)‖4

)

ω23(t) ,
√
t‖∇(v̂, v̌)‖23, ω24(t) ,

√
t‖ϑ̂‖2∞, ω25(t) , ‖∇v̌‖∞,

ω26(t) , t
3

4‖∇v̌‖∞||(ϑ̂, ϑ̌)||∞.
Recalling the regularities of (v̂, ϑ̂) and (v̌, ϑ̌), we have

ω21(t) ≤ ‖
√
t
√
̺0ϑ̌t‖‖t∇ϑ̌t‖ ∈ L1((0, T0)),

ω23(t) ≤ C‖∇(v̂, v̌)‖‖
√
t∇2(v̂, v̌)‖ ∈ L∞((0, T0)),

ω24(t) ≤ C‖∇ϑ̂‖‖
√
t∇2ϑ̂‖ ∈ L1((0, T0)), ω25(t) = ‖∇v̌‖∞ ∈ L1((0, T0)),

ω26(t) ≤ C‖
√
t∇2v̌‖q||∇(ϑ̂, ϑ̌)‖ 1

2‖
√
t∇2(ϑ̂, ϑ̌)‖ 1

2 ∈ L1((0, T0)).

For ω22, by Proposition 4.1, it follows from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality that

ω22(t) ≤ Ct
3

2 (‖∇θ̌‖2∞ + ‖∇2θ̌‖23) + C
√
t‖∇2(v̂, v̌)‖2‖

√
t∇2(v̂, v̌)‖2

≤ C‖
√
t∇2θ̌‖‖t∇2θ̌‖6 + C

√
t‖∇2(v̂, v̌)‖2||

√
t∇2(v̂, v̌)||2 ∈ L1((0, T0)).

In terms of ω2i, i = 1, 2, · · · , 6, one gets from (4.37) by the Young inequality that

cv
d

dt
‖√̺0ϑ‖2 + κ

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âϑ√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

≤ C


ω21(t)

‖J‖2

t
3

2

+ ω22(t)
‖A‖2

t
3

2

+
ω23(t)√

t

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2



+C
√
ω24(t)


 1√

t

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2



1

2

||√̺0ϑ||+ Cω25(t)||
√
̺0ϑ||2

+Cω26(t)

(
‖√̺0ϑ‖2 +

‖A‖2

t
3

2

+
‖J‖2

t
3

2

)
,

from which, by the Young inequality and recalling that ω23 ∈ L∞((0, T0)), one gets

cv
d

dt
‖√̺0ϑ‖2 + κ

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âϑ√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2
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≤ C(ω23(t) + 1)
1√
t

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+ Cω2(t)

(
‖√̺0ϑ‖2 +

‖A‖2

t
3

2

+
‖J‖2

t
3

2

)

≤ C√
t

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+ Cω2(t)

(
‖√̺0ϑ‖2 +

‖A‖2

t
3

2

+
‖J‖2

t
3

2

)
, (4.44)

where
ω2 := ω21 + ω22 + ω24 + ω25 + ω26 ∈ L1((0, T0)).

Multiplying (4.42) and (4.44) with a small positive number ζ and adding the
resultants with (4.43), one obtains

d

dt

[‖√̺0v‖2√
t

+ ζ

(‖A‖2

t
3

2

+
‖J‖2

t
3

2

+ cv‖
√
̺0ϑ‖2

)]
+

µ

2
√
t

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+ κζ

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âϑ√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

≤ C

(
1√
t
+ ω1(t) + ω2(t) + ‖∇(v̂, v̌)‖∞

)(‖A‖2

t
3

2

+
‖J‖2

t
3

2

+ ‖√̺0ϑ‖2
)
.

By Proposition 4.4 and recalling (4.41), it follows that

lim
t→0

[‖√̺0v‖2√
t

+ ζ

(‖A‖2

t
3

2

+
‖J‖2

t
3

2

+ cv‖
√
̺0ϑ‖2

)]
(t) = 0.

Thanks to this and by the Grönwall inequality, one gets

(‖√̺0v‖2√
t

+
‖A‖2

t
3

2

+
‖J‖2

t
3

2

+ ‖√̺0ϑ‖2
)
(t) +

∫ t

0


 1√

t

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âv√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

+

∥∥∥∥∥
∇Âϑ√
Ĵ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

 dτ = 0,

which implies A = J = v = ϑ = 0.
Recalling that ˆ̺ = Ĵρ0 and ˇ̺ = J̌ρ0, it follows ˆ̺ = ˇ̺. Noticing that ∂tϕ̂(y, t) =

v̂(y, t) and ∂tϕ̌(y, t) = v̌(y, t), one has ϕ̂ = ϕ̌ and further that ψ̂ = ψ̌. Then, it follows

û(x, t) = v̂(ψ̂(x, t), t) = v̌(ψ̌(x, t), t) = ǔ(x, t),

that is û ≡ ǔ. Similarly, one has θ̂ ≡ θ̌ and ρ̂ ≡ ρ̌. This proves the uniqueness. �

5. Appendix

In this appendix, we give the proof of Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2, as well
as a lemma used in (4.34).

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Solving (4.8) yields

J(y, t) = e−
∫ t

0
divu(ϕ(y,s),s)ds

and, thus,
1

C∗
≤ J(y, t) ≤ C∗, ∀(y, t) ∈ Ω× [0, T0], (5.1)
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where C∗ := e
∫ T0
0

‖divu‖∞dt. Since det∇ψ(x, t) = J(ψ(x, t), t), it holds that

‖g(ϕ(·, t))‖α =

(∫

Ω

|g(ϕ(y, t))|αdy
) 1

α

=

(∫

Ω

|g(x)|α|det∇ψ(x, t)|dx
) 1

α

=

(∫

Ω

|g(x)|αJ(ψ(x, t), t)dx
) 1

α

,

from which, by (5.1), one gets

C
− 1

α∗ ‖g‖α ≤ ‖g(ϕ(·, t))‖α ≤ C
1

α∗ ‖g‖α, α ∈ [1,∞).

Letting α→ ∞ in the above leads to the estimate for α = ∞. Therefore,

‖g‖α ≃ ‖g(ϕ(·, t))‖α, α ∈ [1,∞]. (5.2)

Applying the above to g(ψ(x, t)) leads to

‖g‖α ≃ ‖g(ψ(·, t))‖α, α ∈ [1,∞]. (5.3)

Combining (5.2) with (5.3) leads to (4.12).
It follows from (4.7) that

∂t|B|2 = 2B : (B∇u(ϕ, t)) ≤ C‖∇u‖∞|B|2

and, thus,

|B|2(y, t) ≤ 3eC
∫ t

0
‖∇u‖∞ds, ∀(y, t) ∈ Ω× [0, T0].

Therefore

sup
0≤t≤T0

‖B‖∞(t) ≤ CeC
∫ T0
0

‖∇u‖∞dt ≤ C. (5.4)

Similarly, one gets from (4.6) that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖A‖∞ ≤ C. (5.5)

Thanks to (5.1), (5.4), and (5.5), it follows from (4.6)–(4.8) and (5.2) that

sup
0≤t≤T0

‖(Jt, At, Bt)‖ ≤ C sup
0≤t≤T0

‖∇u(ϕ(·, t), t)‖ ≤ C sup
0≤t≤T0

‖∇u‖ ≤ C. (5.6)

One gets from (4.7) that

∂t∂iB = ∂iB∇u(ϕ, t) +B∇∂lu(ϕ, t)∂iϕl = ∂iB∇u(ϕ, t) +B∇∂lu(ϕ, t)bil
and, thus, by (5.4), it follows that

∂t|∇B|2 = 2∂iB : (∂iB∇u(ϕ, t) +B∇∂lu(ϕ, t)bil)
≤ C(‖∇u‖∞|∇B|2 + |∇B||B|2|∇2u(ϕ, t)|)
≤ C(‖∇u‖∞|∇B|2 + |∇2u(ϕ, t)||∇B|),

and further that

∂t|∇B|q ≤ C(‖∇u‖∞|∇B|q + |∇2u(ϕ, t)|∇B|q−1).
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Integrating the above over Ω, it follows from the Hölder inequality and (5.2) that

d

dt
‖∇B‖qq ≤ C

(
‖∇u‖∞‖∇B‖qq + ‖∇2u(ϕ, t)‖q‖∇B‖q−1

q

)

≤ C
(
‖∇u‖∞‖∇B‖qq + ‖∇2u‖q‖∇B‖q−1

q

)

and, thus,
d

dt
‖∇B‖q ≤ C

(
‖∇u‖∞‖∇B‖q + ‖∇2u‖q

)
.

Applying the Grönwall inequality to the above yields

sup
0≤t≤T0

‖∇B‖q ≤ CeC
∫ T0
0

‖∇u‖∞dt

∫ T0

0

‖∇2u‖qdt ≤ C. (5.7)

Similarly, one derives from (4.6) and (4.8) that

sup
0≤t≤T0

(‖∇A‖q + ‖∇J‖q) ≤ C. (5.8)

Conclusion (4.9) follows from (5.1) and (5.4)–(5.8).
Fix t0 ∈ [0, T0] and denote

G(y) := g(ϕ(y, t0)), ∀y ∈ Ω.

Then, it is clear that
g(x) = G(ψ(x, t0)), ∀x ∈ Ω.

By direct calculations and recalling the definitions of aij(y, t) and bij(y, t), one has

∂iG(y) = bil(y, t0)∂lg(ϕ(y, t0)), ∂ig(x) = ail(ψ(x, t0), t0)∂lG(ψ(x, t0)).

Therefore, it follows from (5.4) and (5.5) that

|∇G(y)| ≤ C|∇g(ϕ(y, t0))|, |∇g(x)| ≤ C|∇G(ψ(x, t0))|. (5.9)

Thanks to (5.9), it follows from (5.2) and (5.3) that

‖∇G‖α ≤ C‖∇g(ϕ(·, t0))‖α ≤ C‖∇g‖α, 1 ≤ α ≤ ∞, (5.10)

‖∇g‖α ≤ C‖∇G(ψ(·, t0))‖α ≤ C‖∇G‖α, 1 ≤ α ≤ ∞. (5.11)

As a result, recalling the definition of G, one gets

‖∇[g(ϕ(·, t0))]‖α ≃ ‖∇g‖α, 1 ≤ α ≤ ∞,

which applied to g(ψ(x, t0)) yields

‖∇g‖α ≃ ‖∇[g(ψ(·, t0))]‖α, 1 ≤ α ≤ ∞.

Therefore (4.11) holds.
By direct calculations and recalling the definitions of aij(y, t) and bij(y, t), one has

∂2ijG(y) = ∂ibjl(y, t0)∂lg(ϕ(y, t0)) + bil(y, t0)bjm(y, t0)∂
2
lmg(ϕ(y, t0)),

∂2ijg(x) = ajm(ψ(x, t0), t0)∂mail(ψ(x, t0), t0)∂lG(ψ(x, t0))



44 J. LI AND Y. ZHENG

+ail(ψ(x, t0), t0)ajm(ψ(x, t0), t0)∂
2
lmG(ψ(x, t0)).

Then, it follows from (5.4) and (5.5) that

|∇2G(y)| ≤ C|∇B(y, t0)||∇g(ϕ(y, t0))|+ C|∇2g(ϕ(y, t0))|,
|∇2g(x)| ≤ C|∇A(ψ(x, t0), t0)||∇G(ψ(x, t0))|+ C|∇2G(ψ(x, t0))|.

Thanks to these, it follows from the Hölder and Sobolev inequalities, (5.7)–(5.8), and
(5.2)–(5.3) that: for 1 ≤ α < 3,

‖∇2G‖α ≤ C
(
‖∇B‖3‖∇g(ϕ(·, t0))‖ 3α

3−α
+ ‖∇2g(ϕ(·, t0))‖α

)

≤ C
(
‖∇B‖q‖∇g‖ 3α

3−α
+ ‖∇2g‖α

)
≤ C‖∇g‖W 1,α,

‖∇2g‖α ≤ C
(
‖∇A(ψ(·, t0), t0)‖3‖∇G(ψ(·, t0))‖ 3α

3−α
+ ‖∇2G(ψ(·, t0))‖α

)

≤ C
(
‖∇A‖3‖∇G‖ 3α

3−α
+ ‖∇2G‖α

)
≤ C‖∇G‖W 1,α;

for α = 3,

‖∇2G‖3 ≤ C
(
‖∇B‖q‖∇g(ϕ(·, t0))‖ 3q

q−3

+ ‖∇2g(ϕ(·, t0))‖3
)

≤ C
(
‖∇g‖ 3q

q−3

+ ‖∇2g‖3
)
≤ C‖∇g‖W 1,3,

‖∇2g‖3 ≤ C
(
‖∇A(ψ(·, t0), t0)‖q‖∇G(ψ(·, t0))‖ 3q

q−3

+ ‖∇2G(ψ(·, t0))‖3
)

≤ C
(
‖∇A‖q‖∇G‖ 3q

q−3

+ ‖∇2G‖3
)
≤ C‖∇G‖W 1,3;

and for 3 < α ≤ q,

‖∇2G‖α ≤ C
(
‖∇B‖q‖∇g(ϕ(·, t0))‖∞ + ‖∇2g(ϕ(·, t0))‖α

)

≤ C
(
‖∇g‖∞ + ‖∇2g‖α

)
≤ C‖∇g‖W 1,α,

‖∇2g‖α ≤ C
(
‖∇A(ψ(·, t0), t0)‖q‖∇G(ψ(·, t0))‖∞ + ‖∇2G(ψ(·, t0))‖α

)

≤ C
(
‖∇A‖q‖∇G‖∞ + ‖∇2G‖α

)
≤ C‖∇G‖W 1,α.

Therefore, for any 1 ≤ α ≤ q, it holds that

‖∇2G‖α ≤ C‖∇g‖W 1,α, ‖∇2g‖α ≤ C‖∇G‖W 1,α.

Thanks to these, by (5.10)–(5.11), and recalling the definition of G, it follows that

‖∇[g(ϕ(·, t0))]‖W 1,α ≤ C‖∇g‖W 1,α, ‖∇g‖W 1,α ≤ C‖∇[g(ϕ(·, t0))]‖W 1,α,

for any 1 ≤ α ≤ q. This proves

‖∇[g(ϕ(·, t0))]‖W 1,α ≃ ‖∇g‖W 1,α, ∀ 1 ≤ α ≤ q,

which, applied to g(ψ(x, t)), yields further

‖∇g‖W 1,α ≃ ‖∇[g(ψ(x, t0))]‖W 1,α, ∀ 1 ≤ α ≤ q.



EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF COMPRESSIBLE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS 45

Therefore, (4.10) holds. �

Proof of Proposition 4.2. By Proposition 4.1, it holds that ‖h(ϕ(·, t), t)‖ ≤ C‖h‖
for any t ∈ [0, T0] and, thus,

‖h(ϕ(·, t), t)‖L∞(0,T0;L2) ≤ C‖h‖L∞(0,T0;L2).

Fix t0 ∈ [0, T0] and take arbitrary ε > 0. Choose ξ ∈ C∞
c (Ω) such that

‖ξ − h(·, t0)‖L2 ≤ ε.

(i) By the Hölder inequality and by Proposition 4.1, one deduces

‖h(ϕ(·, t), t)− h(ϕ(·, t0), t0)‖
≤ ‖h(ϕ(·, t), t)− h(ϕ(·, t), t0)‖+ ‖h(ϕ(·, t), t0)− ξ(ϕ(·, t))‖

+‖ξ(ϕ(y, t))− ξ(ϕ(y, t0))‖+ ‖ξ(ϕ(y, t0))− h(ϕ(·, t0), t0)‖
≤ C(‖h(·, t)− h(·, t0)‖+ ‖h(·, t0)− ξ‖+ ‖ξ(ϕ(·, t))− ξ(ϕ(·, t0))‖)
≤ C(‖h(·, t)− h(·, t0)‖+ ε+ ‖ξ(ϕ(·, t))− ξ(ϕ(·, t0))‖) (5.12)

for any t ∈ [0, T0]. Recalling (4.1) and by Proposition 4.1, it follows from the
Gagliardo-Nirenberg and Hölder inequalities that

‖ξ(ϕ(·, t))− ξ(ϕ(·, t0))‖ =

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

t0

∇ξ(ϕ(·, s)) · ∂tϕ(·, s)ds
∥∥∥∥

=

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

t0

∇ξ(ϕ(·, s)) · u(ϕ(·, s), s)ds
∥∥∥∥ ≤

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

t0

‖∇ξ(ϕ(·, s))‖‖u‖∞ds
∣∣∣∣

≤ C

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

t0

‖∇ξ‖‖∇u‖ 1

2‖∇2u‖ 1

2ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|t− t0|
3

4 , ∀t ∈ [0, T0]. (5.13)

Plugging this estimate into (5.12) leads to

‖h(ϕ(·, t), t)− h(ϕ(·, t0), t0)‖ ≤ C(‖h(·, t)− h(·, t0)‖+ ε+ |t− t0|
3

4 ) (5.14)

which implies ‖h(ϕ(·, t), t) − h(ϕ(·, t0), t0)‖ → 0 as t → t0, for any t0 ∈ [0, T0].
Therefore, h(ϕ(·, t), t) ∈ C([0, T0];L

2).
(ii) Note that

∫

Ω

[h(ϕ(y, t), t)− h(ϕ(y, t0), t0)]χ(y)dy

=

∫

Ω

[h(ϕ(y, t), t)− h(ϕ(y, t), t0)]χ(y)dy +

∫

Ω

[h(ϕ(y, t), t0)− ξ(ϕ(y, t))]χ(y)dy

+

∫

Ω

[ξ(ϕ(y, t))− ξ(ϕ(y, t0))]χ(y)dy +

∫

Ω

[ξ(ϕ(y, t0))− h(ϕ(y, t0), t0)]χ(y)dy

=: R1 +R2 +R3 +R4.
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Since det∇ψ(x, t) = J(ψ(x, t), t) > 0, one deduces

R1 =

∫

Ω

[h(ϕ(y, t), t)− h(ϕ(y, t), t0)]χ(y)dy

=

∫

Ω

[h(x, t)− h(x, t0)]χ(ψ(x, t))|det∇ψ(x, t)|dx

=

∫

Ω

[h(x, t)− h(x, t0)]χ(ψ(x, t))J(ψ(x, t), t)dx

=

∫

Ω

[h(x, t)− h(x, t0)][χ(ψ(x, t))J(ψ(x, t), t)− χ(ψ(x, t0))J(ψ(x, t0), t0)]dx

+

∫

Ω

[h(x, t)− h(x, t0)]χ(ψ(x, t0))J(ψ(x, t0), t0)dx

=: R11 +R12.

Since χ(ψ(x, t0))J(ψ(x, t0), t0) ∈ L2, guaranteed by Proposition 4.1, one has

R12 → 0, as t→ t0. (5.15)

Recalling (4.2) and (4.8), one has

χ(ψ(x, t))J(ψ(x, t), t)− χ(ψ(x, t0))J(ψ(x, t0), t0)

=

∫ t

t0

[χ(ψ(x, s))(∂tJ(ψ(x, s), s) +∇J(ψ(x, s), s) · ∂tψ(x, s))

+∇χ(ψ(x, s)) · ∂tψ(x, s)J(ψ(x, s), s)]ds

= −
∫ t

t0

(u(x, s) · ∇)ψ(x, s) · [χ(ψ(x, s))∇J(ψ(x, s), s)

+∇χ(ψ(x, s))J(ψ(x, s), s)]ds−
∫ t

t0

χ(ψ(x, s))divu(x, s)J(ψ(x, s), s)ds

= −
∫ t

t0

u(x, s) · A(ψ(x, s), s) · [χ(ψ(x, s))∇J(ψ(x, s), s)

+∇χ(ψ(x, s))J(ψ(x, s), s)]ds−
∫ t

t0

χ(ψ(x, s))divu(x, s)J(ψ(x, s), s)ds

and, thus, by Proposition 4.1, it follows

‖χ(ψ(·, t))J(ψ(·, t), t)− χ(ψ(·, t0))J(ψ(·, t0), t0)‖

≤
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

t0

‖u‖∞‖A(ψ(·, s), s)‖‖∇χ‖∞‖J‖∞ + ‖u‖∞‖A‖∞‖χ‖∞‖∇J(ψ(·, s), s)‖ds
∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

t0

‖χ‖∞‖divu‖‖J‖∞ds
∣∣∣∣



EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF COMPRESSIBLE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS 47

≤ C

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

t0

(
‖∇u‖ 1

2‖∇2u‖ 1

2

)
ds

∣∣∣∣+ C|t− t0| ≤ C|t− t0|
3

4 .

Thanks to this, one has

|R11| ≤ ‖h(·, t)− h(·, t0)‖‖χ(ψ(·, t))J(ψ(·, t), t)− χ(ψ(·, t0))J(ψ(·, t0), t0)‖
≤ C|t− t0|

3

4 . (5.16)

Using the Hölder inequality and by Proposition 4.1, it follows

|R2 +R4| ≤ C‖χ‖(‖h(ϕ(·, t), t0)− ξ(ϕ(·, t))‖+ ‖h(ϕ(·, t0), t0)− ξ(ϕ(·, t0))‖)
≤ C‖χ‖‖h(·, t0)− ξ‖ ≤ Cε. (5.17)

For R3, it follows from the Hölder inequality and (5.13) that

|R3| ≤ ‖χ‖‖ξ(ϕ(y, t))− ξ(ϕ(y, t0))‖ ≤ C|t− t0|
3

4 . (5.18)

Combining (5.16)–(5.18), one gets
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

[h(ϕ(y, t), t)− h(ϕ(y, t0), t0)]χ(y)dy

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|t− t0|
3

4 + Cε+ |R12|.

With the aid of this and recalling (5.15), one derives
∫

Ω

[h(ϕ(y, t), t)− h(ϕ(y, t0), t0)]χ(y)dy → 0, as t→ t0,

which implies that h(ϕ(·, t), t) is weakly continuous in L2(Ω) at any t0 ∈ [0, T0].
Therefore, h(ϕ(·, t), t) ∈ Cw([0, T0];L

2). �

Finally, we prove the following lemma which is used in (4.34) during the proof of
the uniqueness in the previous section.

Lemma 5.1. Given a bounded domain Ω in R
3. Let Φ ∈ W 2,q with q ∈ (3, 6) be a

bijective mapping on Ω. Denote x = Ψ(y) and y = Ψ(x). Then, it holds that

divy

(
∂xi
y

det∇xy

)
= 0 and divx

(
∂yix

det∇yx

)
= 0.

Proof. We only give the proof of the first identity while the second one can be proved
in the same way. In the proof of this lemma, for a matrix A = (aij)3×3, we use Ri(A),
Mij(A), and Aadj , respectively, to denote the i-th row of A, the minor of the entry aij,
and the classical adjoint of A that is, Aadj = ((−1)i+jMij)

T . Denote∇xy = (∂xi
yj)3×3

and ∇yx = (∂yixj)3×3. Then, the chain rule gives ∇xy∇yx = I. Thanks to this, one
deduces

∇xy

det∇xy
=

(∇yx)
−1

det∇xy
=

(∇yx)adj
det∇yxdet∇xy

= (∇yx)adj .

Therefore,

divy

(
∂xi
y

det∇xy

)
= divy

(
Ri((∇yx)adj)

)
.
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It remains to show that divy

(
Ri((∇yx)adj)

)
= 0 for i = 1, 2, 3. We only prove the

case i = 1, the proofs for i = 2, 3 are the same. By definition, one has

divy

(
R1((∇yx)adj)

)
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∂y1 ∂y1x2 ∂y1x3
∂y2 ∂y2x2 ∂y2x3
∂y3 ∂y3x2 ∂y3x3

∣∣∣∣∣∣
,

where the determinant is understood by expanding along the first column. By direct
calculations, one can verify that the above determinant is identically zero and, thus,
the conclusion holds. �

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported in part by the National Natural Science Foundation of
China (11971009 and 11871005), by the Key Project of National Natural Science
Foundation of China (12131010), and by the Guangdong Basic and Applied Basic
Research Foundation (2019A1515011621, 2020B1515310005, 2020B1515310002, and
2021A1515010247).

References

[1] D. Bresch and P.-E. Jabin, Global existence of weak solutions for compressible
Navier-Stokes equations: thermodynamically unstable pressure and anisotropic
viscous stress tensor, Ann. of Math. (2) 188 (2018), no. 2, 577–684.

[2] G.-Q. Chen, D. Hoff and K. Trivisa, Global solutions of the compressible Navier-
Stokes equations with large discontinuous initial data, Comm. Partial Differential
Equations 25 (2000), no. 11-12, 2233–2257.

[3] Q. Chen, C. Miao and Z. Zhang, Global well-posedness for compressible Navier-
Stokes equations with highly oscillating initial velocity, Comm. Pure Appl. Math.
63 (2010), no. 9, 1173–1224.

[4] N. Chikami and R. Danchin, On the well-posedness of the full compressible Navier-
Stokes system in critical Besov spaces, J. Differential Equations 258 (2015),
no. 10, 3435–3467.

[5] Y. Cho, H. J. Choe and H. Kim, Unique solvability of the initial boundary value
problems for compressible viscous fluids, J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 83 (2004),
no. 2, 243–275.

[6] Y. Cho and H. Kim, Existence results for viscous polytropic fluids with vacuum,
J. Differential Equations 228 (2006), no. 2, 377–411.

[7] H. J. Choe and H. Kim, Strong solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations for
isentropic compressible fluids, J. Differential Equations 190 (2003), no. 2, 504–
523.

[8] R. Danchin, Global existence in critical spaces for compressible Navier-Stokes
equations, Invent. Math. 141 (2000), no. 3, 579–614.



EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF COMPRESSIBLE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS 49

[9] R. Danchin, Local theory in critical spaces for compressible viscous and heat-
conductive gases, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 26 (2001), no. 7-8, 1183–
1233.

[10] R. Danchin and P. B. Mucha, The incompressible Navier-Stokes equations in
vacuum, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 72 (2019), no. 7, 1351–1385.

[11] R. Danchin and J. Xu, Optimal decay estimates in the critical Lp framework for
flows of compressible viscous and heat-conductive gases, J. Math. Fluid Mech. 20
(2018), no. 4, 1641–1665.

[12] D. Fang, T. Zhang and R. Zi, Global solutions to the isentropic compressible
Navier-Stokes equations with a class of large initial data, SIAM J. Math. Anal.
50 (2018), no. 5, 4983–5026.

[13] E. Feireisl, On the motion of a viscous, compressible, and heat conducting fluid,
Indiana Univ. Math. J. 53 (2004), no. 6, 1705–1738.
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