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Abstract

We study an initial-boundary value problem of three-dimensional (3D) compressible isentropic magneto-
micropolar fluid equations with Coulomb force and slip boundary conditions in a bounded simply con-
nected domain, whose boundary has a finite number of two-dimensional connected components. We
derive the global existence and uniqueness of classical solutions provided that the initial total energy
is suitably small. Our result generalizes the Cauchy problems of compressible Navier-Stokes equations
with Coulomb force (J. Differential Equations 269: 8468–8508, 2020) and compressible MHD equations
(SIAM J. Math. Anal. 45: 1356–1387, 2013) to the case of bounded domains although tackling many
surface integrals caused by the slip boundary condition are complex. The main ingredient of this pa-
per is to overcome the strong nonlinearity caused by Coulomb force, magnetic field, and rotation effect
of micro-particles by applying piecewise-estimate method and delicate analysis based on the effective
viscous fluxes involving velocity and micro-rotational velocity.
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1 Introduction

Let Ω ⊂ R
3 be a bounded domain, we consider the compressible isentropic magneto-micropolar fluid

equations with Coulomb force (see [23]) in Ω × (0, T ):











































ρt + div(ρu) = 0,

ρut + ρu · ∇u + ∇P = (λ + µ− µr)∇ div u + (µ + µr)∆u + 2µr curlw + (∇× b) × b + ρ∇Φ,

ρwt + ρu · ∇w + 4µrw = (c0 + cd − ca)∇ divw + (ca + cd)∆w + 2µr curlu,

bt −∇× (u× b) = −∇× (∇× b),

∆Φ = ρ− ρ̃,

div b = 0.

(1.1)

The unknown functions ρ, u = (u1, u2, u3), w = (w1, w2, w3), b = (b1, b2, b3), and Φ are the density, velocity,
micro-rotational velocity, magnetic field, and the electrostatic potential, respectively. P (ρ) = aργ (a >
0, γ > 1) is the pressure. µ and λ are the coefficients of viscosity, while µr, c0, cd, and ca are the coefficients
of micro-viscosity, and they satisfy

µ > 0, 3λ + 2µ ≥ 0, µr > 0, cd > 0, 3c0 + 2cd ≥ 0, ca > 0.

The given smooth function ρ̃(x) is the non-flat doping profile and satisfies

0 < ρ ≤ ρ̃(x) ≤ ρ̄

for some positive constants ρ and ρ̄.
The system (1.1) is supplemented with the initial condition

(ρ, ρu, ρw, b0)(x, 0) = (ρ0, ρ0u0, ρ0w0, b0)(x), x ∈ Ω, (1.2)

and slip boundary conditions

u · n = 0, curlu× n = 0, w · n = 0, curlw × n = 0, b · n = 0, curl b× n = 0, ∇Φ · n = 0, on ∂Ω, (1.3)

where n = (n1, n2, n3) is the unit outward normal vector to ∂Ω.
It should be noted that (1.1) reduces to the compressible micropolar fluid equations with Coulomb

force in the absence of the magnetic field. The theory of micropolar fluids introduced by Eringen in the
1960s (see [10,11]) is a significant step towards the generalization of the classical Navier-Stokes model. The
micropolar fluids describe a class of microstructure related fluids, for example, liquid crystals, blood, or
polymeric suspensions. The model has many potential applications in both mathematics and engineering
(see [12, 31]). Due to the profound physical background and important mathematical significance, the
compressible micropolar fluid equations have been extensively studied. Based on the spectral analysis
of the linearized system, Liu and Zhang [29] studied the optimal time decay rate problem for solutions
to the constant equilibrium state. Later on, Tong-Pan-Tan [39] improved the result of [29] in the sense
that the solution to the 3D compressible micropolar fluid equations has the exactly same decay rates as
the linearized problem. By constructing global weak solutions as limits of smooth solutions, Chen-Xu-
Zhang [7] proved global existence of weak solutions to the three-dimensional compressible micropolar fluid
system with initial data which may be discontinuous and may contain vacuum states. Wu and Wang [41]
studied pointwise estimates of the compressible micropolar fluid system in three dimensions. However,
one has to include electromagnetic effects when considering some flows such as flows of electroconducting
fluids in a magnetic field or polarized fluids in an electric field. Thus, coupling the conservation laws for
micropolar fluids with the equations of electrodynamics, one comes to magnetohydrodynamics of micropolar
fluids (see [1]). As a couple system, the compressible magneto-micropolar fluid equations contain much
richer structures than the classical compressible fluid equations. It is not merely a combination of the
conservation laws for micropolar fluids with the equations of electrodynamics but an interactive system.
Their distinctive features make analytical studies a great challenge but offer new opportunities. Next, we
only briefly recall some related results about the well-posedness theory. In the Lions-Feireisl framework for
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compressible Navier-Stokes equations (see [15,28]), Amirat and Hamdache [2] proved the global existence
of weak solutions in 3D bounded domains with initial vacuum. Wei-Guo-Li [43] obtained global existence
and optimal convergence rates of smooth solutions in R

3 if the initial perturbation is small in H3-norm.
Based on the spectral analysis and energy estimates, Tang and Tan [40] considered the 3D Cauchy problem
with initial data close to some constant steady state, and they proved the stabilization of the solution in
the sense that the solution converges to its constant equilibrium state, as well as that the convergence rate
is optimal.

When the rotation effect of micro-particles w is ignored, the system (1.1) reduces to the compressible
isentropic magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) equations with Coulomb force. Tan and Wang [36] studied the
initial boundary value problem and established the existence and large-time behavior of global weak solu-
tions via the weak convergence method. Very recently, with the help of the techniques of anti-symmetric
matrix and an induction argument on the order of the space derivatives of solutions in energy estimates,
Feng-Li-Wang [14] proved global smooth solutions near the non-constant equilibrium solutions, and they
also showed the asymptotic behavior of solutions when the time goes to infinity.

Recently, Jia-Tan-Zhou [23] derived the global existence and large time behaviour of solutions near a
constant state for the system (1.1) in R

3 under the assumption that the H3-norm of the initial data is small.
It should be noted that all the results mentioned above were only concerned with the whole space or with
non-slip boundary conditions. It is rather complicated to investigate global well-posedness and dynamical
behaviors of the compressible fluid equations with slip boundary condition due to the compatibility issues
of the nonlinear terms with the slip boundary condition. In particular, whether the classical solution
in bounded domains with density containing vacuum initially to the system (1.1) exists globally in time
remains open. Very recently, by introducing some new techniques in dealing with the boundary estimates,
Cai and Li [6] proved the global well-posedness of classical solutions for the compressible isentropic Navier-
Stokes equations with slip boundary condition and small initial energy, which extended the famous work
on the Cauchy problem [22] to the case of bounded domains. Later on, Chen-Huang-Shi [9] generalized
the result [6] to the compressible isentropic MHD equations (that is, (1.1) with no rotation effect of
micro-particles and Coulomb force). The other interesting studies on the global well-posedness for multi-
dimensional compressible isentropic Navier-Stokes equations and MHD equations with vacuum can be
referred to [16,17,19–21,24–27,32,35] and references therein. Motivated by [6,9], the main purpose of the
present paper is to investigate the global existence of classical solutions with large oscillations and vacuum
to the problem (1.1)–(1.3) subject to large and non-flat doping profiles, when the initial energy is suitably
small. In comparison with [6, 9], there are two main difficulties on the analysis of this paper. One is that
the large and non-flat doping profile will significantly affect the dynamic motion of compressible flows and
cause some serious difficulties in the energy estimates, thus the crucial techniques of proofs in [6,9] cannot
be adapted directly. To overcome this obstacle, we need to establish the uniform a priori estimates of the
local smooth solutions with respect to the time via the piecewise-estimate method based on [45]. The other
difficulty is that the system (1.1) has the strong nonlinearity caused by the rotation effect of micro-particles
which makes the a priori estimates more complicated and tedious. We will obtain the desired estimates
based on delicate analysis of the effective viscous flux (see (2.11) for the definition).

We consider the steady-state solutions of (1.1) with zero velocity, micro-rotational velocity, and zero
magnetic field. Let (ρs, us, ws, bs,Φs) be such a solution of variable x with us = 0, ws = 0, and bs = 0.
Then, one has











∇P (ρs) = ρs∇Φs in Ω,

∆Φs = ρs − ρ̃ in Ω,

∇Φs · n = 0 on ∂Ω.

(1.4)

We denote the initial total energy of (1.1) by

E0 ,

∫

(1

2
ρ0|u0|2 +

1

2
ρ0|w0|2 +

1

2
|b0|2 +

1

2
|∇(Φ0 − Φs)|2 + G(ρ0)

)

dx, (1.5)

where

G(ρ) ,

∫ ρ

ρs

∫ ξ

ρs

P ′(r)

r
drdξ = ρ

∫ ρ

ρs

P (ξ) − P (ρs)

ξ2
dξ. (1.6)
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Moreover, we write

H2
ω ,

{

v ∈ H2(Ω) : v · n = 0 and curl v × n = 0 on ∂Ω
}

.

Now we state our main result concerning the global classical solutions to the problem (1.1)–(1.3).

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω be a bounded simply connected smooth domain in R
3 and its boundary ∂Ω has a

finite number of two-dimensional connected components. Let (ρs,Φs) be the stationary solution of (1.4).
For some given positive constants M1, M2, M3 (not necessarily small) and ρ̂ ≥ ρ̄ + 1, suppose that the
initial data (ρ0, u0, w0, b0) satisfying, for q ∈ (3, 6),

{

ρ ≤ ρ0 ≤ ρ̂, (ρ0, P (ρ0)) ∈ W 2,q, (u0, w0, b0) ∈ H2
ω,

‖∇u0‖2L2 ≤ M1, ‖∇w0‖2L2 ≤ M2, ‖∇b0‖2L2 ≤ M3,
(1.7)

and the compatibility conditions
∫

Ω
(ρ0 − ρ̃)dx = 0, (1.8)

and
{

−(µ + µr)∆u0 − (λ + µ− µr)∇ div u0 + ∇P (ρ0) − (∇× b0) × b0 − 2µr curlw0 =
√
ρ0g1,

−(ca + cd)∆w0 − (c0 + cd − ca)∇ divw0 + 4µrw0 − 2µr curlu0 =
√
ρ0g2,

(1.9)

with g1, g2 ∈ L2. There exists a positive constant ε depending only on µ, λ, ur, c0, ca, cd, γ, a, ρ̂, Ω, M1,
M2, M3, and ρ̃ such that if

E0 ≤ ε, (1.10)

the problem (1.1)–(1.3) has a unique global classical solution (ρ, u,w, b,Φ) in Ω× (0,∞) satisfying, for any
0 < τ < T < ∞,

0 < ρ(x, t) ≤ 2ρ̂, (x, t) ∈ Ω × (0,∞), (1.11)

and


















































(ρ, P ) ∈ C([0, T ];W 2,q),

(∇u,∇w) ∈ C([0, T ];H1) ∩ L∞(τ, T ;W 2,q),

b ∈ C([0, T ];H2) ∩ L∞(τ, T ;H4),

(ut, wt) ∈ L∞(τ, T ;H2) ∩H1(τ, T ;H1),

bt ∈ C([0, T ];L2) ∩H1(τ, T ;H1) ∩ L∞(τ, T ;H2),

∇Φ ∈ C([0, T ];W 2,q) ∩ L∞(0, T ;W 3,q),

∇Φt ∈ C([0, T ];L2) ∩ L∞(0, T ;H2).

(1.12)

Several remarks are in order.

Remark 1.1. The compatibility condition (1.8) is necessary for solvability of the Poisson equation with
Neumann boundary. The solution obtained in Theorem 1.1 becomes a classical one for positive time.
Although it has small energy, yet its oscillations could be arbitrarily large.

Remark 1.2. Our Theorem 1.1 generalizes the Cauchy problem [23] to the case of bounded domains.
However, this is a non-trivial generalization since we need to deal with many surface integrals caused by
the slip boundary condition (1.3).

Remark 1.3. We emphasize that the positive lower bound of the initial density is a technical assumption.
This condition is only used to estimate the boundary integral term

∫

∂Ω η(t)u̇ · (ẇ×n)dS (see (3.36)), which
is important to derive the estimates (3.55) and (3.56) (see Lemma 3.6), and in turn plays a crucial role
in the treatment of the upper bound of the density. In other words, if the rotation effect of micro-particles
is ignored, the initial density can allow to vanish. Thus, the micro-particles acts some significant roles on
the global well-posedness of solutions.
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Remark 1.4. When there is no rotation effect of micro-particles, the system (1.1) turns to be compressible
MHD equations with Coulomb force, and Theorem 1.1 also holds in this case. Thus we extend the global
classical solutions of [14] to the initial boundary value problem.

Remark 1.5. It should be pointed out that the exponential decay rates of the solution can be established
when we consider (1.1) with no Coulomb force. This can be proved by similar arguments as those in [6].
This means that the Coulomb force acts as some significant roles on the large time behavior of the solutions.

Let us sketch the strategy for the proof of Theorem 1.1. As mentioned in many related works (see,
for example, [9, 22, 25]), the key issue is to derive the uniform-in-time lower-order estimates and uniform
upper bound of the density as well as the time-dependent higher-order estimates of (ρ, u,w, b,Φ). To deal
with many surface integrals (see (3.15), (3.16), (3.18), (3.28), and (3.30) for example) caused by the slip
boundary condition (1.3), the observation (v · ∇v · n)|∂Ω = −(v · ∇n · v)|∂Ω for any smooth vector field v
satisfying (v · n)|∂Ω = 0 is very important. Moreover, the trace theorem (see Lemma 2.4) and Poincaré’s
inequality (see Lemma 2.5) as well as Lp-estimates based on the effective viscous flux (see Lemma 2.9)
play crucial roles. Next, we borrow some ideas developed in [30, 44, 45] to derive time-spatial estimates
of material derivatives and gradients of velocity and micro-rotational velocity (see Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6).
Meanwhile, the strong nonlinearity and coupled terms due to the rotation effect of micro-particles can be
settled by some careful analysis of the solutions based on a full use of the structure of (1.1). Then it allows
us to obtain the uniform upper bound of the density provided that the initial energy is properly small
(see Lemma 3.8). Next, we need to bound time-dependent higher-order estimates of the solutions. The
key step is to derive the Lq-estimate of the gradient of density, which strongly relies on the bound for the
L1(0, T ;L∞(Ω))-norm of the gradient of velocity and will be achieved by solving a logarithm Gronwall’s
inequality based on a Beale-Kato-Majda type inequality (see Lemma 2.11) and the a priori estimates we
have just derived. It should be noted here that we do not require smallness of the gradient of the initial
density, which prevents the appearance of vacuum [23].

The rest of the paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we collect some known facts and give crucial
Lp-estimates involving the effective viscous flux and the vorticity. In Subsection 3.1, we make some a priori
assumptions and show the uniformly a priori estimates of local smooth solutions independent of the time,
while the energy estimates for the higher order derivatives are obtained in Subsection 3.2. Finally, we give
the proof of Theorem 1.1 in Section 4.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some known facts and inequalities which will be used later.
First, similar to the proof of [18], we have the following existence and uniqueness of solutions to (1.4).

Lemma 2.1. Assume that the smooth function ρ̃(x) satisfies 0 < ρ ≤ ρ̃(x) ≤ ρ̄. Then the problem (1.4)
has a unique classical solution (ρs,Φs) satisfying

ρ ≤ ρs ≤ ρ̄, (2.1)

‖∇ρs‖H3 + ‖∇Φs‖H4 ≤ C, (2.2)

where C depends only on a, γ, ρ̃(x), and Ω.

Next, by arguments as those in [37,38] and contraction mapping principle, we can obtain the following
local existence theorem of classical solutions of (1.1)–(1.3). Here we omit the details for simplicity.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that the initial data (ρ0, u0, w0, b0) satisfies the conditions (1.7) and (1.9). Then
there exists a positive time T0 > 0 and a unique classical solution (ρ, u,w, b,Φ) of the problem (1.1)–(1.3)
in Ω × (0, T0].

Next, the well-known Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (see [33]) will be used frequently.
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Lemma 2.3. Assume that Ω is a bounded Lipschitz domain in R
3. For p ∈ [2, 6], q ∈ (1,∞), and

r ∈ (3,∞), there exist two generic constants C1, C2 > 0, which may depend on p, q, r, and Ω such that,
for any f ∈ H1(Ω) and g ∈ Lq(Ω) ∩W 1,r(Ω),

‖f‖Lp ≤ C1‖f‖
6−p

2p

L2 ‖∇f‖
3p−6
2p

L2 + C2‖f‖L2 , (2.3)

‖g‖L∞ ≤ C1‖g‖
q(r−3)

3r+q(r−3)

Lq ‖∇g‖
3r

3r+q(r−3)

Lr + C2‖g‖L2 . (2.4)

Moreover, if f · n|∂Ω = 0 and g · n|∂Ω = 0, then C2 = 0.

Next, the following trace theorem (see [13, p. 272]) plays a crucial role in tackling the boundary integrals
in the next section.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that Ω is a bounded domain and ∂Ω is C1. Then there exists a bounded linear
operator

T : W 1,p(Ω) → Lp(∂Ω), 1 ≤ p < ∞

such that

Tu = u|∂Ω for u ∈ W 1,p(Ω) ∩ C(Ω),

and

‖Tu‖Lp(∂Ω) ≤ C‖u‖W 1,p(Ω) for u ∈ W 1,p(Ω),

with the constant C depending only on p and Ω.

Since our solution (u,w, b) does not vanish on the boundary, we need to use the following generalized
Poincaré inequality (see [4, Lemma 8]).

Lemma 2.5. Let Ω ⊂ R
3 be bounded with Lipschitz boundary. Then, for 1 < p < ∞, there exists a positive

constant C depending only on p and Ω such that

‖f‖Lp ≤ C‖∇f‖Lp, (2.5)

for each vector field f ∈ W 1,p(Ω) satisfying either (f · n)|∂Ω = 0 or (f × n)|∂Ω = 0.

The following two lemmas are given in [3, 42].

Lemma 2.6. Let k ≥ 0 be an integer and 1 < q < ∞. Assume that Ω is a simply connected bounded
domain in R

3 with Ck+1,1 boundary ∂Ω. Then, for v ∈ W k+1,q(Ω) with (v · n)|∂Ω = 0, it holds that

‖v‖W k+1,q ≤ C
(

‖div v‖W k,q + ‖curl v‖W k,q

)

.

In particular, for k = 0, we have

‖∇v‖Lq ≤ C
(

‖div v‖Lq + ‖curl v‖Lq

)

.

Lemma 2.7. Let k ≥ 0 be an integer and 1 < q < ∞. Suppose that Ω is bounded domain in R
3 and its

Ck+1,1 boundary Ω has a finite number of two-dimensional connected components. Then, for v ∈ W k+1,q(Ω)
with (v × n)|∂Ω = 0, we have

‖v‖W k+1,q ≤ C
(

‖div v‖W 1,q + ‖curl v‖W k,q + ‖v‖Lq

)

.

In particular, if Ω is a simply connected bounded domain, then it holds that

‖v‖W k+1,q ≤ C
(

‖div v‖W k,q + ‖ curl v‖W k,q

)

.
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When v satisfies v · n = 0 on ∂Ω, we will also use the identity

(v · ∇)v · n = −(v · ∇)n · v on ∂Ω (2.6)

for any smooth vector field v.
The following estimates (see [6, Lemma 2.10]) on the material derivative of u will be useful.

Lemma 2.8. If (ρ, u,w, b,Φ) is a smooth solution of (1.1)–(1.3). Then there exists a positive constant C
depending only on Ω such that

‖u̇‖L6 ≤ C
(

‖∇u̇‖L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2

)

, (2.7)

‖∇u̇‖L2 ≤ C
(

‖div u̇‖L2 + ‖curl u̇‖L2 + ‖∇u‖2L4

)

, (2.8)

where ḟ , ft + u · ∇f .

Similarly, we have

‖ẇ‖L6 ≤ C
(

‖∇ẇ‖L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2

)

, (2.9)

‖∇ẇ‖L2 ≤ C
(

‖div u̇‖L2 + ‖ curl u̇‖L2 + ‖∇u‖2L4 + ‖∇w‖2L4

)

. (2.10)

Next, we introduce the effective viscous flux of the system (1.1) as the following

F1 , (2µ + λ) div u− (P − Ps) −
1

2
|b|2, F2 , (2cd + c0) divw. (2.11)

Lemma 2.9. Let (ρ, u,w, b,Φ) be a smooth solution of (1.1)–(1.3) in Ω × (0, T ]. Then, for any p ∈ [2, 6]
and 1 < q < ∞, there exists a positive constant C depending only on p, q, µ, λ, ur, c0, ca, cd, and Ω such
that

‖∇u‖Lq ≤ C
(

‖div u‖Lq + ‖curlu‖Lq

)

, (2.12)

‖∇w‖Lq ≤ C
(

‖divw‖Lq + ‖curlw‖Lq

)

, (2.13)

‖∇b‖Lq ≤ C‖curl b‖Lq , (2.14)

‖∇F1‖Lq ≤ C(‖ρu̇‖Lq + ‖curlw‖Lq + ‖b · ∇b‖Lq + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖Lq + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖Lq ), (2.15)

‖∇F2‖Lq ≤ C
(

‖ρẇ‖Lq + ‖curlu‖Lq + ‖w‖Lq

)

, (2.16)

‖F1‖Lp ≤ C
(

‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2

)
3p−6
2p

×
(

‖∇u‖L2 + ‖P − Ps‖L2 + ‖b‖2L4

)
6−p

2p + C
(

‖∇u‖L2 + ‖P − Ps‖L2 + ‖b‖2L4

)

, (2.17)

‖F2‖Lp ≤ C
(

‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖w‖L2

)
3p−6
2p ‖∇w‖

6−p

2p

L2 + C‖∇w‖L2 , (2.18)

‖curlu‖Lp ≤ C
(

‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2

+ ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2

)
3p−6
2p ‖∇u‖

6−p

2p

L2 + C‖∇u‖L2 , (2.19)

‖curlw‖Lp ≤ C
(

‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2 + ‖∇u‖L2

+ ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖w‖L2

)
3p−6
2p ‖∇w‖

6−p

2p

L2 + C‖∇w‖L2 , (2.20)

and

‖∇curl u‖Lp + ‖∇curlw‖Lp ≤ C
(

‖ρu̇‖Lp + ‖ρẇ‖Lp + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖Lp + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖Lp

)

+ C
(

‖b · ∇b‖Lp + ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2

)

, (2.21)

Moreover, one also has

‖F1‖Lp ≤ C(‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖P − Ps‖L2)

+ C(‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2 + ‖b‖2L4), (2.22)
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‖F2‖Lp ≤ C(‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2), (2.23)

‖curlu‖Lp + ‖curlw‖Lp ≤ C(‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2)

+ C(‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2), (2.24)

‖∇w‖Lp ≤ C(‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2

+ ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖w‖L2)
3p−6
2p ‖∇w‖

6−p

2p

L2 + C‖∇w‖L2 , (2.25)

and

‖∇u‖Lp ≤ C
(

‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2

)
3p−6
2p

×
(

‖∇u‖L2 + ‖P − Ps‖L2 + ‖b‖2L4

)
6−p

2p + C
(

‖∇u‖L2 + ‖P − Ps‖Lp + ‖|b|2‖Lp

)

. (2.26)

Proof. 1. Due to (1.3) and div b = 0, we derive (2.12)–(2.14) from Lemma 2.6. Moreover, by (1.1)4, (1.3),
and div(curl b) = 0, we obtain from Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7 that, for any integer k ≥ 1,

‖b‖W k+1,q ≤ C‖curl b‖W k,q ≤ C
(

‖curl2b‖W k−1,q + ‖curl b‖Lq

)

. (2.27)

By (1.1)2, (1.1)3, (1.3), and (2.11), one finds that F1 and F2 satisfy

{

∆F1 = div (ρu̇− 2µrcurlw − b · ∇b− ρ∇(Φ − Φs) − (ρ− ρs)∇Φs) in Ω,
∂F1
∂n

= (ρu̇− 2µrcurlw − b · ∇b) · n on ∂Ω,
(2.28)

and
{

∆F2 = div (ρẇ + 4µrw − 2µrcurlu) in Ω,
∂F2
∂n

= (ρẇ − 2µrcurlu) · n on ∂Ω.
(2.29)

Then we obtain (2.15) and (2.16) from (2.28), (2.29), and [34, Lemma 4.27]. Moreover, for any integer
k ≥ 0,

‖∇F1‖W k+1,q ≤ C(‖ρu̇‖Lq + ‖curlw‖Lq + ‖b · ∇b‖Lq + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖Lq + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖Lq )

+ C(‖∇(ρu̇)‖W k,q + ‖∇ curlw‖W k,q + ‖∇(b · ∇b)‖W k,q + ‖∇(ρ∇(Φ − Φs))‖W k,q )

+ C‖∇((ρ− ρs)∇Φs)‖W k,q , (2.30)

and

‖∇F2‖W k+1,q ≤ C(‖ρẇ‖Lq + ‖curlu‖Lq + ‖w‖Lq + ‖∇(ρẇ)‖W k,q + ‖∇ curl u‖W k,q + ‖∇w‖W k,q ). (2.31)

2. By (2.11) and (1.4), we rewrite (1.1)2 and (1.1)3 as follows

(µ + µr) curl curlu = ∇F1 − ρu̇ + b · ∇b + ρ∇(Φ − Φs) + (ρ− ρs)∇Φs + 2µrcurlw, (2.32)

(ca + cd) curl curlw = ∇F2 − ρẇ − 4µrw + 2µrcurlu. (2.33)

Noticing that div (curl curlu) = 0 and div (curl curlw) = 0, we get from (1.3) and Lemma 2.7 that

‖∇curlu‖Lq ≤ C(‖ curl curlu‖Lq + ‖curlu‖Lq )

≤ C(‖ρu̇‖Lq + ‖b · ∇b‖Lq + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖Lq + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖Lq )

+ (‖curlw‖Lq + ‖curl u‖Lq ), (2.34)

‖∇curlw‖Lq ≤ C(‖ curl curlw‖Lq + ‖curlw‖Lq )

≤ C(‖ρẇ‖Lq + ‖curlu‖Lq + ‖curlw‖Lq + ‖w‖Lq ). (2.35)

By Sobolev’s inequality, Hölder’s inequality, (2.34), and (2.35), we derive that, for p ∈ [2, 6],

‖∇curlu‖Lp ≤ C(‖ρu̇‖Lp + ‖b · ∇b‖Lp + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖Lp + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖Lp)
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+ (‖curlw‖Lp + ‖curl u‖Lp)

≤ C(‖ρu̇‖Lp + ‖curl u‖L2 + ‖curlw‖L2 + ‖∇curl u‖L2 + ‖∇curlw‖L2)

+ C(‖b · ∇b‖Lp + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖Lp + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖Lp)

≤ C(‖ρu̇‖Lp + ‖ρẇ‖Lp + ‖b · ∇b‖Lp + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖Lp + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖Lp)

+ C(‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2), (2.36)

and

‖∇curlw‖Lp ≤ C(‖ρẇ‖Lp + ‖curlu‖Lp + ‖curlw‖Lp + ‖w‖Lp)

≤ C(‖ρẇ‖Lp + ‖curlu‖L2 + ‖curlw‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2)

+ C(‖∇curlu‖L2 + ‖∇curlw‖L2)

≤ C(‖ρu̇‖Lp + ‖ρẇ‖Lp + ‖b · ∇b‖Lp + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖Lp + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖Lp)

+ C(‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2). (2.37)

Thus, (2.21) follows from (2.36) and (2.37). Furthermore, for any integer k ≥ 0,

‖∇ curlu‖W k+1,q + ‖∇ curlw‖W k+1,q

≤ C(‖ curl curlu‖W k+1,q + ‖ curl curlw‖W k+1,q + ‖ curl u‖Lq + ‖ curlw‖Lq )

≤ C(‖ρu̇‖Lq + ‖ρẇ‖Lq + ‖b · ∇b‖Lq + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖Lq + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖Lq + ‖∇(ρu̇)‖W k,q)

+ C(‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2 + ‖∇ curlw‖W k,q + ‖∇ curlu‖W k,q + ‖∇(b · ∇b)‖W k,q)

+ C‖∇(ρ∇(Φ − Φs))‖W k,q ) + C‖∇((ρ− ρs)∇Φs)‖W k,q . (2.38)

3. One deduces from (2.3), (2.15), and (2.16) that, for p ∈ [2, 6],

‖F1‖Lp ≤ C‖F1‖
6−p

2p

L2 ‖∇F1‖
3p−6
2p

L2 + C‖F1‖L2

≤ C(‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2)
3p−6
2p

× (‖∇u‖L2 + ‖P − Ps‖L2 + ‖b‖2L4)
6−p

2p + C(‖∇u‖L2 + ‖P − Ps‖L2 + ‖b‖2L4),

‖F2‖Lp ≤ C‖F2‖
6−p

2p

L2 ‖∇F2‖
3p−6
2p

L2 + C‖F2‖L2

≤ C(‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖w‖L2)
3p−6
2p ‖∇w‖

6−p

2p

L2 + C‖∇w‖L2 ,

which implies that

‖F1‖Lp ≤ C(‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖P − Ps‖L2)

+ C(‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2 + ‖b‖2L4), (2.39)

‖F2‖Lp ≤ C(‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2). (2.40)

4. By (2.3) and (2.21), we arrive at

‖curl u‖Lp ≤ C‖curlu‖
6−p

2p

L2 ‖∇curlu‖
3p−6
2p

L2 + C‖curlu‖L2

≤ C(‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2

+ ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2)
3p−6
2p ‖∇u‖

6−p

2p

L2 + C‖∇u‖L2

≤ C(‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2

+ ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2)
3p−6
2p ‖∇u‖

6−p

2p

L2 + C‖∇u‖L2 ,

‖curlw‖Lp ≤ C‖curlw‖
6−p

2p

L2 ‖∇curlw‖
3p−6
2p

L2 + C‖curlw‖L2

≤ C(‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2
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+ ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2)
3p−6
2p ‖∇w‖

6−p

2p

L2 + C‖∇w‖L2

≤ C(‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2

+ ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖w‖L2)
3p−6
2p ‖∇w‖

6−p

2p

L2 + C‖∇w‖L2 ,

which leads to

‖curlw‖Lp + ‖curl u‖Lp ≤ C(‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2)

+ C(‖b · ∇b‖L2‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2). (2.41)

5. By virtue of (2.11), (2.12), (2.13), (2.15), (2.16), (2.22), and (2.23), it indicates that

‖∇u‖Lp ≤ C
(

‖div u‖Lp + ‖curlu‖Lp

)

≤ C
(

‖F1‖Lp + ‖P − Ps‖Lp + ‖|b|2‖Lp + ‖curl u‖Lp

)

≤ C
(

‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2

)
3p−6
2p

×
(

‖∇u‖L2 + ‖P − Ps‖L2 + ‖b‖2L4

)
6−p

2p + C
(

‖∇u‖L2 + ‖P − Ps‖Lp + ‖|b|2‖Lp

)

,

and

‖∇w‖Lp ≤ C
(

‖divw‖Lp + ‖curlw‖Lp

)

≤ C
(

‖F2‖Lp + ‖curlw‖Lp

)

≤ C
(

‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2

+ ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖w‖L2

)
3p−6
2p ‖∇w‖

6−p

2p

L2 + C‖∇w‖L2 .

This completes the proof.

Remark 2.1. From (2.27) and (1.1)6, for p ∈ [2, 6],

‖∇2b‖Lp ≤ C‖ curl b‖W 1,p ≤ C(‖ curl2 b‖Lp + ‖ curl b‖Lp), (2.42)

‖∇3b‖Lp ≤ C‖ curl b‖W 2,p ≤ C(‖ curl2 b‖W 1,p + ‖ curl b‖Lp). (2.43)

Moreover, by Lemma 2.6, (2.11), (2.15), (2.16), (2.21), (2.30), (2.31), and (2.38), for p ∈ [2, 6],

‖∇2u‖Lp + ‖∇2w‖Lp

≤ C(‖div u‖W 1,p + ‖divw‖W 1,p + ‖ curlu‖W 1,p + ‖ curlw‖W 1,p)

≤ C(‖F1 + P − Ps + |b|2‖W 1,p + ‖F2‖W 1,p + ‖ curlu‖W 1,p + ‖ curlw‖W 1,p)

≤ C(‖ρu̇‖Lp + ‖ρẇ‖Lp + ‖b · ∇b‖Lp + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖Lp + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖Lp)

+ C(‖|b|2‖Lp + ‖P − Ps‖Lp + ‖∇(P − Ps)‖Lp + ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2), (2.44)

and

‖∇3u‖Lp + ‖∇3w‖Lp

≤ C(‖div u‖W 2,p + ‖divw‖W 2,p + ‖ curlu‖W 2,p + ‖ curlw‖W 2,p)

≤ C(‖F1 + P − Ps + |b|2‖W 2,p + ‖F2‖W 2,p + ‖ curlu‖W 2,p + ‖ curlw‖W 2,p)

≤ C(‖ρu̇‖Lp + ‖ρẇ‖Lp + ‖b · ∇b‖Lp + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖Lp + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖Lp + ‖∇w‖L2)

+ C(‖∇u‖L2 + ‖w‖L2 + ‖∇(ρu̇)‖Lp + ‖∇ curlw‖Lp + ‖∇ curl u‖Lp + ‖∇(b · ∇b)‖Lp)

+ C‖∇(ρ∇(Φ − Φs))‖Lp) + C‖∇((ρ− ρs)∇Φs)‖Lp + C‖∇2(P − Ps)‖Lp + ‖|b|2‖Lp . (2.45)

Next, we derive the estimates of ∇(Φ − Φs) and ∇(Φ − Φs)t.
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Lemma 2.10. Let (ρ, u,w, b,Φ) be a smooth solution of (1.1)–(1.3). Then, for any integer k ≥ 0 and
1 < q < ∞, there exists a positive constant C depending only on k, q, and Ω such that

‖∇(Φ − Φs)‖W k+1,q ≤ C‖ρ− ρs‖W k,q , (2.46)

‖∇(Φ − Φs)t‖W k+1,q ≤ C(‖ρu‖Lq + ‖ρu‖W k,q ). (2.47)

Proof. It follows from (1.1)5, (1.3), and (1.4) that
{

∆(Φ − Φs) = ρ− ρs in Ω,
∂(Φ−Φs)

∂n
= 0 on ∂Ω,

(2.48)

which together with the classical regularity theory for the Neumann problem of elliptic equation [5] implies
(2.46). By (1.1)1 and (2.48), one has

{

∆(Φ − Φs) = −div (ρu) in Ω,
∂(Φ−Φs)t

∂n
= 0 on ∂Ω.

(2.49)

Similar to the proof of Lemma 2.9, we obtain that, for 1 < q < ∞,

‖∇(Φ − Φs)t‖Lq ≤ C‖ρu‖Lq . (2.50)

Moreover, for k ≥ 0,

‖∇(Φ − Φs)t‖W k+1,q ≤ C
(

‖ρu‖Lq + ‖ρu‖W k,q

)

. (2.51)

The conclusion follows.

The following Beale-Kato-Majda type inequality (see [6, Lemma 2.7]) with respect to the slip boundary
condition (1.3) will be used to estimate ‖∇u‖L∞ .

Lemma 2.11. Let Ω be a bounded simply connected domain in R
3 with smooth boundary. Assume that

v ∈ W 2,q(Ω) (3 < q < ∞) satisfies that v · n = 0 and curl v × n = 0 on ∂Ω, then there exists a constant
C = C(q,Ω) such that

‖∇v‖L∞ ≤ C
(

‖div v‖L∞ + ‖ curl v‖L∞

)

ln
(

e + ‖∇2v‖Lq

)

+ C‖∇v‖L2 + C.

Finally, the following Zlotnik inequality (see [46, Lemma 1.3]) will be used to get the uniform-in-time
upper bound of the density.

Lemma 2.12. Suppose the function y satisfy

y′(t) = g(y) + b′(t) on [0, T ], y(0) = y0,

with g ∈ C(R) and y, b ∈ W 1,1(0, T ). If g(∞) = −∞ and

b(t2) − b(t1) ≤ N0 + N1(t2 − t1)

for all 0 ≤ t < t2 ≤ T with some N0 ≥ 0 and N1 ≥ 0, then

y(t) ≤ max{y0, ξ0} + N0 < ∞ on [0, T ],

where ξ0 is a constant such that

g(ξ) ≤ −N1, for ξ ≥ ξ0.

3 A priori estimates

In this section, we will establish some necessary a priori bounds for smooth solutions to the problem (1.1)–
(1.3) in order to extend the local classical solutions guaranteed by Lemma 2.2. Let T > 0 be a fixed time
and (ρ, u,w, b,Φ) be a smooth solution to (1.1)–(1.3) in Ω × (0, T ] with smooth initial data (ρ0, u0, w0, b0)
satisfying (1.7) and (1.9).
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3.1 Lower-order estimates

Throughout this subsection, we will use C or Ci (i = 1, 2, · · · ) to denote the generic positive constants,
which may depend on µ, λ, ur, c0, ca, cd, γ, a, ρ̂, Ω, M1, M2, M3, and ρ̃. In particular, they are independent
of T . Sometimes we use C(α) to emphasize the dependence of C on α.

Set σ = σ(t) , min{1, t}, we define

A1(T ) , sup
0≤t≤T

[

σ(t)
(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

)]

, (3.1)

A2(T ) , sup
0≤t≤T

(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

)

. (3.2)

The main aim of this subsection is to obtain the following key a priori estimates, which gives the uniform
upper bound of density.

Proposition 3.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, there exist positive constants ε and K both de-
pending on µ, λ, ur, c0, ca, cd, γ, a, ρ̄, ρ̂, Ω, M1, M2, and M3 such that if (ρ, u,w, b,Φ) is a smooth
solution of (1.1)–(1.3) in Ω × (0, T ] satisfying

sup
Ω×[0,T ]

ρ ≤ 2ρ̂, A1(T ) ≤ 2E
1
3
0 , A2(σ(T )) ≤ 4K, (3.3)

then the following estimates hold

sup
Ω×[0,T ]

ρ ≤ 7

4
ρ̂, A1(T ) ≤ E

1
3
0 , A2(σ(T )) ≤ 3K, (3.4)

provided that E0 ≤ ε.

Before proving Proposition 3.1, we show some necessary a priori estimates, see Lemmas 3.1–3.8 below.

Lemma 3.1. Let (ρ, u,w, b,Φ) be a smooth solution of (1.1)–(1.3) in Ω × [0, T ], then it holds that

sup
0≤t≤T

(1

2
‖√ρu‖2L2 +

1

2
‖√ρw‖2L2 +

1

2
‖b‖2L2 +

1

2
‖∇(Φ − Φs)‖2L2 + ‖G(ρ)‖L1

)

+

∫ T

0

∫

(

µ|∇u|2 + (µ + λ)(div u)2 + cd|∇w|2 + (c0 + cd)(divw)2

+ ca|curlw|2 + µr| curlu− 2w|2 + |∇b|2
)

dxdt ≤ E0, (3.5)

and

sup
0≤t≤T

‖ρ− ρs‖2L2 +

∫ T

0

(

‖w‖2H1 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

)

dt ≤ CE0. (3.6)

Proof. 1. Noting that

− ∆u = −∇div u + curl curlu, −∆w = −∇divw + curl curlw,

∇× (u× b) = b · ∇u− u · ∇b− bdiv u,

(∇× b) × b = b · ∇b− 1

2
∇|b|2, −∇× (∇× b) = ∆b,

and (1.4), we rewrite (1.1)2 and (1.1)3 as

ρut + ρu · ∇u− (2µ + λ)∇div u + (µ + µr) curl curlu + ∇(P − Ps)

= ρ∇(Φ − Φs) + (ρ− ρs)∇Φs + (∇× b) × b + 2µrcurlw, (3.7)

ρwt + ρu · ∇w − (2cd + c0)∇divw + (cd + ca) curl curlw + 4µrw = 2µrcurlu. (3.8)
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Multiplying (3.7), (3.8), (1.1)4, (1.1)1 by u, w, b, G′(ρ), respectively, summing up, and integrating the
resulting equality over Ω, one obtains from (1.4) that

d

dt

∫

(1

2
ρ|u|2 +

1

2
ρ|w|2 +

1

2
|b|2 + G(ρ)

)

dx + (2µ + λ)

∫

(div u)2dx + µ

∫

|curlu|2dx

+ (ca + cd)

∫

|curlw|2dx + (c0 + 2cd)

∫

(divw)2dx + µr

∫

| curl u− 2w|2dx +

∫

|∇b|2dx

= −
∫

div (ρu)G′(ρ)dx −
∫

u · ∇(P − Ps)dx +

∫

(ρ− ρs)u · ∇Φsdx +

∫

ρu · ∇(Φ − Φs)dx

=

∫

ρu(∇Q(ρ) −∇Q(ρs)) −
∫

u · ∇Pdx +

∫

ρu · ∇Φsdx−
∫

div (ρu)(Φ − Φs)dx

= −
∫

ρu · ρ−1
s ∇Psdx +

∫

ρu · ∇Φsdx +

∫

∆(Φ − Φs)t(Φ − Φs)dx

= −1

2

d

dt

∫

|∇(Φ − Φs)|2dx, (3.9)

where we have used
∫

w · curludx =

∫

u · curlwdx, G′(ρ) = Q(ρ) −Q(ρs), Q′(ρ) = P ′(ρ)/ρ.

Thus, integrating (3.9) over [0, T ] yields (3.5).
2. It is easy to check that there exists a positive constant C which may depend only on a, γ, and ρ̂

such that

|P − Ps| ≤ C|ρ− ρs|, C−1(ρ− ρs)
2 ≤ G(ρ) ≤ C(ρ− ρs)

2,

‖w‖2L2 =
1

4
‖curlu− 2w − curlu‖2L2 ≤ C‖ curlu− 2w‖2L2 + C‖ curlu‖2L2 ,

which together with (2.12), (2.13), and (3.5) gives (3.6).

Lemma 3.2. Let (ρ, u,w, b,Φ) be a smooth solution of (1.1)–(1.3) satisfying (3.3). Assume that η(t) ≥ 0
is a piecewise differentiable function, then it holds that

d

dt

(2µ + λ

2
η(t)‖div u‖2L2 +

µ

2
η(t)‖curl u‖2L2 + 2µrη(t)

∥

∥

∥

1

2
curlu− w

∥

∥

∥

2

L2
+

2cd + c0
2

η(t)‖div w‖2L2

)

+
1

2
η(t)

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2

)

+ η(t)‖curl2b‖2L2 + η(t)‖bt‖2L2

≤ d

dt

∫

η(t)(P − Ps) div udx +
d

dt

∫

η(t)(ρ − ρs)u · ∇Φsdx

+
d

dt

∫

η(t)
(

b · ∇b− 1

2
∇|b|2

)

· udx +
(

CE
1
2
0 + δ

)

η(t)‖curl2b‖2L2 + δη(t)‖bt‖2L2

+ C
(

η(t) + |η′(t)|
)

‖∇u‖2L2 + C|η′(t)|
(

‖w‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖3L3 + ‖∇w‖3L3 + ‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖w‖4H1 + ‖∇u‖6L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇b‖6L2 + ‖∇w‖6L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

)

+ C
(

η(t) + |η′(t)|
)

E0. (3.10)

Moreover, there exists a positive constant ε1 such that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖∇b‖2L2 +

∫ T

0

(

‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dt ≤ C‖∇b0‖2L2 (3.11)

provided that E0 ≤ ε1.

Proof. 1. Multiplying (3.7) by η(t)u̇ and (3.8) by η(t)ẇ, respectively, summing up, and integrating the
resulting equality over Ω leads to

∫

η(t)
(

ρ|u̇|2 + ρ|ẇ|2
)

dx = −
∫

η(t)u̇ · ∇(P − Ps)dx + (2µ + λ)

∫

η(t)∇div u · u̇dx
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− (µ + µr)

∫

η(t) curl curlu · u̇dx + 2µr

∫

η(t) curlw · u̇dx

+ (2cd + c0)

∫

η(t)∇divw · ẇdx− (cd + ca)

∫

η(t) curl curlw · ẇdx

+ 2µr

∫

η(t)curl u · ẇdx− 4µr

∫

η(t)ẇ · wdx

+

∫

η(t)ρu̇ · ∇(Φ − Φs)dx +

∫

η(t)(ρ − ρs)u̇ · ∇Φsdx

+

∫

η(t)
(

b · ∇b− 1

2
∇|b|2

)

· u̇dx ,

11
∑

i=1

Ii. (3.12)

By (1.1)1 and P = aργ , we have

(P − Ps)t + div(Pu) + (γ − 1)P div u = 0, (3.13)

which together with integration by parts and (3.3) shows that

I1 = −
∫

η(t)ut · ∇(P − Ps)dx−
∫

η(t)u · ∇u · ∇(P − Ps)dx

=
d

dt

∫

η(t)(P − Ps)div udx− η′(t)

∫

(P − Ps)div udx−
∫

η(t)div u(P − Ps)tdx

−
∫

η(t)u · ∇u · ∇(P − Ps)dx

=
d

dt

∫

η(t)(P − Ps)div udx− η′(t)

∫

(P − Ps)div udx +

∫

η(t)div udiv (Pu)dx

+ (γ − 1)

∫

η(t)P (div u)2dx−
∫

η(t)u · ∇u · ∇(P − Ps)dx

=
d

dt

∫

η(t)(P − Ps)div udx− η′(t)

∫

(P − Ps)div udx +

∫

η(t)P∇u : ∇udx

+ (γ − 1)

∫

η(t)P (div u)2dx−
∫

∂Ω
η(t)Pu · ∇u · ndS +

∫

η(t)u · ∇u · ∇Psdx

≤ d

dt

∫

η(t)(P − Ps)div udx + Cη(t)‖∇u‖2L2 + |η′(t)|‖P − Ps‖L2‖∇u‖L2

≤ d

dt

∫

η(t)(P − Ps)div udx + C(η(t) + |η′(t)|)‖∇u‖2L2 + C|η′(t)|‖P − Ps‖2L2

≤ d

dt

∫

η(t)(P − Ps)div udx + C(η(t) + |η′(t)|)‖∇u‖2L2 + C|η′(t)|E0, (3.14)

where we have used
∫

η(t)div (Pu)div udx

= −
∫

η(t)Puj∂jiu
idx =

∫

η(t)∂i(Puj)∂ju
idx

= −
∫

∂Ω
η(t)Pu · ∇u · ndS +

∫

η(t)∂iPuj∂ju
idx +

∫

η(t)P∂iu
j∂ju

idx

= −
∫

∂Ω
η(t)Pu · ∇u · ndS +

∫

η(t)u · ∇u · ∇Pdx +

∫

η(t)P∇u : ∇udx,

and

−
∫

∂Ω
η(t)Pu · ∇u · ndS =

∫

∂Ω
η(t)Pu · ∇n · udS ≤ Cη(t)

∫

∂Ω
|u|2dS ≤ Cη(t)‖∇u‖2L2 , (3.15)

due to (2.6), (3.3), Lemma 2.4, and (2.5). Here and in what follows, we use the Einstein convention that
the repeated indices denote the summation.
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2. By (1.3) and (2.6), we derive from integration by parts that

I2 = (2µ + λ)

∫

∂Ω
η(t)div u(u̇ · n)dS − (2µ + λ)

∫

η(t)div udiv u̇dx

= (2µ + λ)

∫

∂Ω
η(t)div u(u · ∇u · n)dS − 2µ + λ

2

d

dt

∫

η(t)(div u)2dx

− (2µ + λ)

∫

η(t)div udiv (u · ∇u)dx +
2µ + λ

2
η′(t)

∫

(divu)2dx

= −2µ + λ

2

d

dt

∫

η(t)(div u)2dx− (2µ + λ)

∫

∂Ω
η(t) div u(u · ∇n · u)dS

− (2µ + λ)

∫

η(t)div u∂i(u
j∂ju

i)dx +
2µ + λ

2
η′(t)

∫

(div u)2dx

= −2µ + λ

2

d

dt

∫

η(t)(div u)2dx− (2µ + λ)

∫

∂Ω
η(t)div u(u · ∇n · u)dS

− (2µ + λ)

∫

η(t)div u∇u : ∇udx− (2µ + λ)

∫

η(t)div uuj∂jiu
idx +

2µ + λ

2
η′(t)

∫

(div u)2dx

= −2µ + λ

2

d

dt

∫

η(t)(div u)2dx− (2µ + λ)

∫

∂Ω
η(t)div u(u · ∇n · u)dS

− (2µ + λ)

∫

η(t)div u∇u : ∇udx +
2µ + λ

2

∫

η(t)(div u)3dx +
2µ + λ

2
η′(t)

∫

(div u)2dx

≤ −2µ + λ

2

d

dt

∫

η(t)(div u)2dx +
1

4
η(t)‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + CE

1
2
0 η(t)‖curl2b‖2L2

+ C|η′(t)|‖∇u‖2L2 + Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖3L3 + ‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

)

,

where we have used
∫

η(t)div uuj∂jiu
idx = −

∫

η(t)∂j(∂ku
kuj)∂iu

idx

= −
∫

η(t)∂jku
kuj∂iu

idx−
∫

η(t) div u∂ju
j∂iu

idx

= −
∫

η(t)∂jiu
iuj div udx−

∫

η(t)(div u)3dx,

and

∣

∣

∣
− (2µ + λ)

∫

∂Ω
div u(u · ∇n · u)dS

∣

∣

∣

=
∣

∣

∣
−

∫

∂Ω

(

F1 + (P − Ps) +
1

2
|b|2

)

(u · ∇n · u)dS
∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∫

∂Ω
F1(u · ∇n · u)dS

∣

∣

∣
+

∣

∣

∣

∫

∂Ω
(P − Ps)(u · ∇n · u)dS

∣

∣

∣
+

1

2

∣

∣

∣

∫

∂Ω
|b|2(u · ∇n · u)dS

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

∫

∂Ω
|F1||u|2dS + C

∫

∂Ω
|u|2dS + C

∫

∂Ω
|b|2|u|2dS

≤ C
(

‖∇F1‖L2‖u‖2L4 + ‖F1‖L6‖u‖L3‖∇u‖L2 + ‖F1‖L2‖u‖2L4

)

+ C‖∇u‖2L2

+ C
(

‖∇b‖L2‖b‖L6‖u‖2L6 + ‖b‖2L6‖u‖L6‖∇u‖L2 + ‖b‖2L4‖u‖2L4

)

≤ C‖F1‖H1‖u‖2H1 + C‖∇u‖2L2 + C‖∇u‖4L2 + C‖∇b‖4L2

≤ 1

2
‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + δ‖curl2b‖2L2 + C

(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

)

, (3.16)

due to Lemma 2.4, (2.3), Lemma 2.9, and

‖b · ∇b‖L2 ≤ C‖b‖L6‖∇b‖L3
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≤ C‖b‖H1‖∇b‖
1
2

L2‖∇b‖
1
2

L6

≤ C‖∇b‖
3
2

L2‖∇b‖
1
2

L6 (by Lemma 2.5)

≤ C‖∇b‖
3
2

L2

(

‖curl2b‖L2 + ‖∇b‖L2

)
1
2 (by Lemma 2.7)

≤ C‖∇b‖
3
2

L2‖curl2b‖
1
2

L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2 .

3. Noting that
∫

curlu · (ui∂icurlu)dx = −
∫

curlu · (ui∂icurlu)dx−
∫

|curlu|2div udx.

Thus, we have
∫

curlu · (ui∂icurlu)dx = −1

2

∫

|curlu|2div udx.

This implies that

(µ + µr)

∫

curlu · curl (u · ∇u)dx

= (µ + µr)

∫

curlu · curl (ui∂iu)dx

= (µ + µr)

∫

curlu ·
(

uicurl ∂iu + ∇ui × ∂iu
)

dx

= −(µ + µr)

∫

∂i(curl uui)curludx + (µ + µr)

∫

(∇ui × ∂iu) · curludx

= −µ + µr

2

∫

|curlu|2div udx + (µ + µr)

∫

(∇ui × ∂iu) · curludx,

which combined with (1.3) and integration by parts leads to

I3 = −(µ + µr)

∫

η(t)curlu · curl u̇dx

= −µ + µr

2

d

dt

∫

η(t)|curl u|2dx +
µ + µr

2
η′(t)

∫

|curlu|2dx

− (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)curl u · curl (u · ∇u)dx

= −µ + µr

2

d

dt

∫

η(t)|curl u|2dx +
µ + µr

2
η′(t)

∫

|curlu|2dx

− (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)(∇ui × ∂iu) · curludx +
µ + µr

2

∫

η(t)|curl u|2div udx

≤ −µ + µr

2

d

dt

∫

η(t)|curl u|2dx + C|η′(t)|‖∇u‖2L2 + Cη(t)‖∇u‖3L3 . (3.17)

4. Integration by parts together with Hölder’s inequality and (2.3) gives that

I4 + I7 = 2µr

∫

η(t) curl ut · wdx + 2µr

∫

η(t)u · ∇u · curlwdx

+ 2µr

∫

η(t) curl u · wtdx + 2µr

∫

η(t)u · ∇w · curludx

= 2µr
d

dt

∫

η(t) curl u · wdx− 2µrη
′(t)

∫

curlu · wdx

+ 2µr

∫

η(t)u · ∇u · curlwdx + 2µr

∫

η(t)u · ∇w · curludx

≤ 2µr
d

dt

∫

η(t) curl u · wdx + C|η′(t)|‖curl u‖L2‖w‖L2
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+ Cη(t)‖u‖L6‖∇u‖L3‖curlw‖L2 + Cη(t)‖u‖L6‖∇w‖L3‖curlu‖L2

≤ 2µr
d

dt

∫

η(t) curl u · wdx + C|η′(t)|
(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖w‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖6L2 + ‖∇w‖6L2 + ‖∇u‖3L3 + ‖∇w‖3L3

)

.

5. By (1.3) and (2.6), one has

I5 = (2cd + c0)

∫

∂Ω
η(t)divw(ẇ · n)dS − (2cd + c0)

∫

η(t) divw div ẇdx

= −(2cd + c0)

∫

∂Ω
η(t)divw(u · ∇n · w)dS − 2cd + c0

2

d

dt

∫

η(t)(div w)2dx

+
2cd + c0

2
η′(t)

∫

(divw)2dx− (2cd + c0)

∫

η(t)divw∂i(u
j∂jw

i)dx

= −(2cd + c0)

∫

∂Ω
η(t)divw(u · ∇n · w)dS − 2cd + c0

2

d

dt

∫

η(t)(div w)2dx

+
2cd + c0

2
η′(t)

∫

(divw)2dx− (2cd + c0)

∫

η(t)divw∂iu
j∂jw

idx

+
2cd + c0

2

∫

η(t)(div w)2div udx

≤ −2cd + c0
2

d

dt

∫

η(t)(div w)2dx + C|η′(t)|‖∇w‖2L2 + Cη(t)‖∇u‖3L3

+ Cη(t)‖∇w‖3L3 +
1

4
η(t)‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + Cη(t)

(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖w‖2H1 + ‖w‖4H1

)

,

where we have used
∣

∣

∣
− (2cd + c0)

∫

∂Ω
divw(u · ∇n · w)dS

∣

∣

∣

=
∣

∣

∣
−

∫

∂Ω
F2(u · ∇n · w)dS

∣

∣

∣
(3.18)

≤ C

∫

∂Ω
|F2||u||w|dS

≤ C‖|F2||u||w|‖W 1,1 (3.19)

≤ C
(

‖F2‖L2‖u‖L4‖w‖L4 + ‖∇F1‖L2‖u‖L4‖w‖L4 + ‖F2‖L6‖∇u‖L2‖w‖L3 + ‖F2‖L6‖u‖L3‖∇w‖L2

)

≤ C‖F2‖H1‖u‖H1‖w‖H1

≤ C
(

‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖w‖H1

)

‖∇u‖L2‖w‖H1

≤ 1

2
‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + C

(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖w‖2H1 + ‖w‖4H1

)

, (3.20)

due to Lemma 2.4, Hölder’s inequality, (2.5), Lemma 2.9, and (3.3).
6. Similarly to (3.17), we deduce that

I6 = −(cd + ca)

∫

η(t)curlw · curl ẇdx

= −cd + ca
2

d

dt

∫

η(t)|curlw|2dx +
cd + ca

2
η′(t)

∫

|curlw|2dx

− (cd + ca)

∫

η(t)curlw · curl (u · ∇w)dx

= −cd + ca
2

d

dt

∫

η(t)|curlw|2dx +
cd + ca

2
η′(t)

∫

|curlu|2dx

− (cd + ca)

∫

η(t)(∇ui × ∂iw) · curlwdx +
cd + ca

2

∫

η(t)|curlw|2div udx

≤ −cd + ca
2

d

dt

∫

η(t)|curlw|2dx + C|η′(t)|‖∇w‖2L2 + Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖3L3 + ‖∇w‖3L3

)

.
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By Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality, and Lemma 2.7, we find that

I8 = −4µr

∫

η(t)wt · wdx− 4µr

∫

η(t)u · ∇w · wdx

= −2µr
d

dt

∫

η(t)|w|2dx + 2µrη
′(t)

∫

|w|2dx− 4µr

∫

η(t)u · ∇w · wdx

≤ −2µr
d

dt

∫

η(t)|w|2dx + 2µr|η′(t)|‖w‖2L2 + Cη(t)‖u‖L6‖∇w‖L3‖w‖L2

≤ −2µr
d

dt

∫

η(t)|w|2dx + C|η′(t)|‖w‖2L2 + Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖3L2 + ‖∇w‖3L3

)

.

It follows from (3.3) and (3.5) that

I9 ≤ C(ρ̂)η(t)‖√ρu̇‖L2‖∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 ≤ 1

4
η(t)‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + Cη(t)E0.

Similarly to the derivation of (3.14), we get from (3.6) and Lemma 2.10 that

I10 =
d

dt

∫

η(t)(ρ − ρs)u · ∇Φsdx− η′(t)

∫

(ρ− ρs)u · ∇Φsdx

− η(t)

∫

(ρ− ρs)u · ∇2(Φ − Φs) · udx + η(t)

∫

div (ρsu)u · ∇Φsdx

≤ d

dt

∫

η(t)(ρ − ρs)u · ∇Φsdx + C|η′(t)|‖∇u‖L2‖ρ− ρs‖L2‖∇Φs‖L3

+ Cη(t)
(

‖ρ− ρs‖L6 + ‖∇ρs‖L2 + ‖ρs‖L∞

)

‖∇u‖2L2‖∇Φs‖H1

≤ d

dt

∫

η(t)(ρ − ρs)u · ∇Φsdx + C(ρ̂)
(

η(t) + |η′(t)|
)

‖∇u‖2L2 + C(ρ̂)|η′(t)|E0,

where we have used

(ρ− ρs)t + div((ρ− ρs)u) + div(ρsu) = 0.

7. By (1.3) and (2.27), it indicates that

I11 =

∫

η(t)
(

b · ∇b− 1

2
∇|b|2

)

· utdx +

∫

η(t)
(

b · ∇b− 1

2
∇|b|2

)

· u · ∇udx

=
d

dt

∫

η(t)
(

b · ∇b− 1

2
∇|b|2

)

· udx− η′(t)

∫

(

b⊗ b : ∇u− 1

2
∇|b|2div u

)

dx

+ η(t)

∫

(

(b⊗ b)t : ∇u− 1

2
(|b|2)tdiv u

)

dx + η(t)

∫

(

b · ∇b− 1

2
∇|b|2

)

· u · ∇udx

≤ d

dt

∫

η(t)
(

b · ∇b− 1

2
∇|b|2

)

· udx + C|η′(t)|‖b‖2L4‖∇u‖L2

+ Cη(t)‖∇u‖L3‖bt‖L2‖b‖L6 + Cη(t)‖b‖L6

(

‖curl2b‖L2 + ‖∇b‖L2

)

‖∇u‖L2‖u‖L6

≤ d

dt

∫

η(t)
(

b · ∇b− 1

2
∇|b|2

)

· udx + C|η′(t)|
(

‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2

)

+ Cδη(t)(‖bt‖2L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2) + Cη(t)
(

‖∇b‖2L2‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖3L3

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇b‖6L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2‖∇u‖4L2

)

.

Putting the above estimates on Ii (i = 1, 2, · · · , 11) into (3.12), one obtains that

d

dt

(2µ + λ

2
η(t)‖div u‖2L2 +

µ

2
η(t)‖curl u‖2L2 + 2µrη(t)

∥

∥

∥

1

2
curlu− w

∥

∥

∥

2

L2
+

2cd + c0
2

η(t)‖div w‖2L2

)

+
1

2
η(t)

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2

)

≤ d

dt

∫

η(t)(P − Ps)div udx +
d

dt

∫

η(t)(ρ − ρs)u · ∇Φsdx

18



+
d

dt

∫

η(t)
(

b · ∇b− 1

2
∇|b|2

)

· udx +
(

CE
1
2
0 + δ

)

η(t)‖curl2b‖2L2 + δη(t)‖bt‖2L2

+ C
(

η(t) + |η′(t)|
)

‖∇u‖2L2 + C|η′(t)|
(

‖w‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖3L3 + ‖∇w‖3L3 + ‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖w‖4H1 + ‖∇u‖6L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇b‖6L2 + ‖∇w‖6L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

)

+ C
(

η(t) + |η′(t)|
)

E0. (3.21)

8. In view of (1.1)4, one easily deduces from (2.3), (1.3), and (2.14) that

d

dt
‖curl b‖2L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

=

∫

|bt − curl curl b|2dx =

∫

|b · ∇u− u · ∇b− bdiv u|2dx

≤ C‖∇u‖2L2‖b‖2L∞ + C‖u‖2L6‖∇b‖2L3

≤ C‖∇u‖2L2‖∇b‖L2‖curl2b‖L2 + C‖∇u‖2L2‖∇b‖2L2

≤ 1

2
‖curl2b‖2L2 + C

(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2

)

‖∇b‖2L2 ,

which yields that

d

dt

(

η(t)‖curl b‖2L2

)

+ η(t)‖curl2b‖2L2 + η(t)‖bt‖2L2

≤ η′(t)‖curl b‖2L2 + Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2

)

‖∇b‖2L2 . (3.22)

This together with (3.21) gives (3.10).
9. Choosing η(t) = 1, then we deduce from (3.22) that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖∇b‖2L2 +

∫ T

0

(

‖bt‖2L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2

)

dt

≤ C‖∇b0‖2L2 + C sup
0≤t≤T

‖∇b‖2L2

∫ T

0

(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2

)

dt. (3.23)

It follows from (3.3) and (3.5) that

∫ T

0
‖∇u‖4L2dt =

∫ σ(T )

0
‖∇u‖4L2dt +

∫ T

σ(T )
‖∇u‖4L2dt

≤ sup
0≤t≤σ(T )

‖∇u‖2L2

∫ σ(T )

0
‖∇u‖2L2dt + sup

σ(T )≤t≤T

(

σ‖∇u‖2L2

)

∫ T

σ(T )
‖∇u‖2L2dt

≤ C(K)E0,

which combined with (3.23) and (3.5) yields that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖∇b‖2L2 +

∫ T

0

(

‖bt‖2L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2

)

dt ≤ C‖∇b0‖2L2 + C1E0 sup
0≤t≤T

‖∇b‖2L2 .

This implies (3.11) provided that E0 <
1

2C1
.

Lemma 3.3. Let (ρ, u,w, b,Φ) be a smooth solution of (1.1)–(1.3) satisfying (3.3) and η(t) be as in Lemma
3.2, then it holds that

d

dt

[η(t)

2

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

]

+ (2µ + λ)η(t)‖div u̇‖2L2 + µη(t)‖curl u̇‖2L2

+ (2cd + c0)η(t)‖div ẇ‖2L2 + (cd + ca)η(t)‖curl ẇ‖L2 + 4µrη(t)
∥

∥

∥

1

2
curl u̇− ẇ

∥

∥

∥

2

L2
+ η(t)‖curl bt‖2L2

≤ − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(u · ∇n · u)F1dS − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(w · ∇n · w)F2dS + Cδη(t)

(

‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖2L2

)
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+ C|η′(t)|
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2

)

+ C|η′(t)|
(

‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖6L2 + ‖∇u‖4L4 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2‖∇b‖L2‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖6L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖4L2‖
√
ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖6L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2‖∇b‖4L2

)

+ Cδη(t)‖∇b‖L2‖curl2b‖3L2 + Cη(t)
(

‖∇w‖4L4 + ‖∇b‖2L2‖curl2b‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2

)

‖curl2b‖2L2 + Cη(t)E
1
2
0 ‖∇b‖L2‖∇bt‖2L2

+ Cη(t)(‖u̇‖2L2 + ‖ẇ‖2L2), (3.24)

provided that E0 ≤ ε1.

Proof. 1. By (2.11) and (1.4), we rewrite (1.1)2 and (1.1)3 as the followings

ρu̇ = ∇F1 − (µ + µr) curl curlu + ρ∇(Φ − Φs) + (ρ− ρs)∇Φs + (∇× b) × b + 2µrcurlw, (3.25)

ρẇ = ∇F2 − 4µrw − (ca + cd) curl curlw + 2µrcurlu. (3.26)

Applying η(t)u̇j [∂/∂t+ div(u·)] to (3.25)j and η(t)ẇj [∂/∂t + div(u·)] to (3.26)j , respectively, summing up,
and then integrating the resulting equality over Ω, we get that

1

2

d

dt

∫

η(t)
(

ρ|u̇|2 + ρ|ẇ|2
)

dx− η′(t)

∫

(

ρ|u̇|2 + ρ|ẇ|2
)

dx

=

∫

η(t)
(

u̇ · ∇F1t + u̇jdiv (u∂jF1)
)

dx +

∫

η(t)
(

ẇ · ∇F2t + ẇjdiv (u∂jF2)
)

dx

− (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)
(

u̇ · curl curlut + u̇jdiv ((curl curlu)ju)
)

dx

− (ca + cd)

∫

η(t)
(

ẇ · curl curlwt + ẇjdiv ((curl curlw)ju)
)

dx

+ 2µr

∫

η(t)
(

u̇ · curlwt + u̇ · ∂j(ujcurlw)
)

dx

+ 2µr

∫

η(t)
(

ẇ · curlut + ẇ∂j(u
jcurlu)

)

dx− 4µr

∫

η(t)ẇj
(

ẇj + div (wju)
)

dx

+

∫

η(t)
(

u̇ · div (b⊗ b)t + u̇jdiv (div (bbj)u)
)

dx

+

∫

η(t)
(

u̇ · ∇Φs(ρ− ρs)t + u̇jdiv ((ρ− ρs)∂jΦsu)
)

dx

+

∫

η(t)
[

u̇ · (ρ∇(Φ − Φs))t + u̇jdiv (ρ∂j(Φ − Φs)u)
]

dx ,

10
∑

i=1

Ji. (3.27)

We denote by h , u · (∇n + (∇n)tr) and u⊥ , −u× n, then it deduces from Lemma 2.4 that

−
∫

∂Ω
η(t)F1t(u · ∇n · u)dS

= − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(u · ∇n · u)F1dS +

∫

∂Ω
η(t)F1h · u̇dS −

∫

∂Ω
η(t)F1h · (u · ∇u)dS

+ η′(t)

∫

∂Ω
(u · ∇n · u)F1dS

= − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(u · ∇n · u)F1dS +

∫

∂Ω
η(t)F1h · u̇dS + η′(t)

∫

∂Ω
(u · ∇n · u)F1dS

−
∫

∂Ω
η(t)F1h

i(∇ui × u⊥) · ndS

= − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(u · ∇n · u)F1dS +

∫

∂Ω
η(t)F1h · u̇dS + η′(t)

∫

∂Ω
(u · ∇n · u)F1dS
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−
∫

η(t)∇ui × u⊥ · ∇(F1h
i)dx +

∫

η(t)F1h
i∇× u⊥ · ∇uidx

≤ − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(u · ∇n · u)F1dS + Cη(t)‖∇F1‖L2‖u‖L3‖u̇‖L6

+ Cη(t)
(

‖F1‖L3‖u‖L6‖∇u̇‖L2 + ‖F1‖L3‖u‖L6‖u̇‖L2 + ‖F1‖L3‖∇u‖L2‖u̇‖L6

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖L2‖u‖2L6‖∇F1‖L6 + ‖∇u‖2L4‖u‖L6‖F1‖L3

)

+ |η′(t)|
(

‖∇u‖L2‖u‖L6‖F1‖L3 + ‖u‖2L4‖F1‖L2 + ‖∇F1‖L2‖u‖2L4

)

≤ − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(u · ∇n · u)F1dS + C|η′(t)|‖∇u‖2L2

(

‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖P − Ps‖L2

)

+ C|η′(t)|‖∇u‖2L2

(

‖b‖L6‖∇b‖L3 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2 + ‖b‖
1
2

L2‖∇b‖
3
2

L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖P − Ps‖L2 + ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖b‖L3‖∇b‖L6 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖b‖2L4

+ ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2

)

‖∇u‖L2

(

‖∇u̇‖L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L4

)

+ Cη(t)‖∇u‖3L2‖∇F1‖L6

≤ − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(u · ∇n · u)F1dS + C|η′(t)|

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2

)

+ C|η′(t)|
(

‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2‖∇b‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)‖∇u‖3L2‖∇F1‖L6

+ δη(t)‖∇u̇‖2L2 + Cη(t)
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖6L2 + ‖∇u‖4L4 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2‖∇b‖L2‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖6L2

)

, (3.28)

due to

div(∇ui × u⊥) = u⊥ · curl∇ui −∇ui · curlu⊥ = −∇ui · curlu⊥,

‖√ρu̇‖L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖L2 ≤ C
(

‖u̇‖L2 + ‖ẇ‖L2

)

≤ C
(

‖∇u̇‖L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖L2

)

,

‖u̇‖L6 ≤ C
(

‖∇u̇‖L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2

)

(see (2.7)),

and

‖∇F1‖L6 ≤ C
(

‖ρu̇‖L6 + ‖curlw‖L6 + ‖b · ∇b‖L6 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L6 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L6

)

≤ C(ρ̂)
(

‖u̇‖L6 + ‖b‖L∞‖∇b‖L6 + ‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖b‖L6‖∇b‖L3

)

+ C(ρ̂)
(

‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2 + 1
)

≤ C(ρ̂)
(

‖∇u̇‖L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖L2 + ‖∇b‖
1
2

L2‖curl2b‖
3
2

L2 + ‖∇b‖
3
2

L2‖curl2b‖
1
2

L2

)

+ C(ρ̂)
(

‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2 + 1
)

.

Thus, it follows from integration by parts, (1.3), (2.6), (3.3), Hölder’s inequality, (2.3), Lemma 2.9, and
(3.28) that

J1 =

∫

∂Ω
η(t)F1tu̇ · ndS −

∫

η(t)F1tdiv u̇dx−
∫

η(t)u · ∇u̇ · ∇F1dx

= −
∫

∂Ω
η(t)F1t(u · ∇n · u)dS − (2µ + λ)

∫

η(t)(div u̇)2dx + (2µ + λ)

∫

η(t)div u̇∇u : ∇udx

− γ

∫

η(t)Pdiv u̇div udx +

∫

η(t)div u̇u · ∇F1dx−
∫

η(t)u · ∇u̇ · ∇F1dx

−
∫

η(t)div u̇u · ∇Psdx +

∫

η(t)div u̇b · btdx

≤ −
∫

∂Ω
η(t)F1t(u · ∇n · u)dS − (2µ + λ)

∫

η(t)(div u̇)2dx + δη(t)‖∇u̇‖2L2

+ C(δ)η(t)
(

‖∇u‖2L2‖∇F1‖2L3 + ‖∇u‖4L4 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L3‖b‖2L6

)

≤ −
∫

∂Ω
η(t)F1t(u · ∇n · u)dS − (2µ + λ)

∫

η(t)(div u̇)2dx + δη(t)‖∇u̇‖2L2
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+ δη(t)‖∇bt‖2L2 + Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖2L2‖∇F1‖L2‖∇F1‖L6 + ‖∇u‖4L4 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2‖∇b‖4L2

)

≤ − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(u · ∇n · u)F1dS − (2µ + λ)

∫

η(t)(div u̇)2dx + δη(t)‖∇u̇‖2L2

+ C|η′(t)|
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2‖∇b‖2L2

)

+ C|η′(t)|
(

‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2‖∇b‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖3L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2‖∇F1‖L2

)

‖∇F1‖L6

+ Cη(t)
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖6L2 + ‖∇u‖4L4 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2‖∇b‖L2‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖6L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖4L2‖ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖6L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2‖∇b‖4L2

)

≤ − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(u · ∇n · u)F1dS − (2µ + λ)

∫

η(t)(div u̇)2dx + δη(t)‖∇u̇‖2L2

+ Cη(t)
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖6L2 + ‖∇u‖4L4 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2‖∇b‖L2‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖6L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖4L2‖ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖6L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2‖∇b‖4L2

)

+ C|η′(t)|
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2‖∇b‖2L2

)

+ C|η′(t)|
(

‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2‖∇b‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖4L2‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

)

+ Cδη(t)‖∇b‖L2‖curl2b‖3L2 , (3.29)

where we have used

F1t = (2µ + λ)div ut − (P − Ps)t −
1

2
(|b|2)t

= (2µ + λ)div u̇− (2µ + λ)div (u · ∇u) + u · ∇(P − Ps) + γPdiv u + u · ∇Ps − b · bt
= (2µ + λ)div u̇− (2µ + λ)u · ∇div u− (2µ + λ)∇u : ∇u + u · ∇(P − Ps)

+ γPdiv u + u · ∇Ps − b · bt
= (2µ + λ)div u̇− (2µ + λ)∇u : ∇u + γPdiv u− u · ∇F1 + u · ∇Ps − b · bt.

2. Denoting h̃ , w · (∇n + (∇n)tr), we get that

−
∫

∂Ω
η(t)F2t(w · ∇n · w)dS

= − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(w · ∇n · w)F2dS +

∫

∂Ω
η(t)F2h̃ · ẇdS −

∫

∂Ω
η(t)F2h̃ · (u · ∇w)dS

+ η′(t)

∫

∂Ω
(w · ∇n · w)F2dS

= − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(w · ∇n · w)F2dS +

∫

∂Ω
F2h̃ · ẇdS + η′(t)

∫

∂Ω
(w · ∇n · w)F2dS

−
∫

∂Ω
F2h̃∇wi × u⊥ · ndS

= − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(w · ∇n · w)F2dS +

∫

∂Ω
F2h̃ · ẇdS + η′(t)

∫

∂Ω
(w · ∇n · w)F2dS

−
∫

η(t)∇wi × u⊥ · ∇(F2h̃
i)dx +

∫

η(t)F2h̃
i∇× u⊥ · ∇widx

≤ − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(w · ∇n · w)F2dS + Cη(t)‖∇F2‖L2‖w‖L6‖ẇ‖L3

+ Cη(t)
(

‖F2‖L3‖w‖L6‖∇ẇ‖L2 + ‖F2‖L3‖w‖L6‖ẇ‖L2 + ‖F2‖L3‖∇w‖L2‖ẇ‖L6

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇w‖L2‖w‖L6‖u‖L6‖∇F2‖L6 + ‖∇u‖L4‖∇w‖L4‖w‖L6‖F2‖L3

)

+ |η′(t)|
(

‖∇w‖L2‖w‖L6‖F2‖L3 + ‖w‖2L4‖F2‖L2 + ‖∇F2‖L2‖w‖2L4

)

≤ − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(w · ∇n · w)F2dS + C|η′(t)|

(

‖ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖w‖2H1 + ‖∇w‖4L2

)
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+ δη(t)‖∇ẇ‖2L2 + Cη(t)
(

‖ρẇ‖2L2‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖6L2 + ‖∇w‖6L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖w‖4H1

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖4L4 + ‖∇w‖4L4

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇w‖3L2 + ‖∇u‖3L2

)

‖‖∇F2‖L6 , (3.30)

due to

‖∇F2‖L6 ≤ C
(

‖ρẇ‖L6 + ‖curl u‖L6 + ‖w‖L6

)

≤ C
(

‖ρẇ‖L6 + ‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2

)

+ C
(

‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖w‖L2

)

≤ C
(

‖∇ẇ‖L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖L2 + ‖∇b‖
3
2

L2‖curl2b‖
1
2

L2

)

+ C
(

‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖w‖L2 + 1
)

. (3.31)

We infer from (3.30) that

J2 =

∫

∂Ω
η(t)F2tẇ · ndS −

∫

η(t)F2tdiv ẇdx−
∫

η(t)u · ∇ẇ · ∇F2dx

= −
∫

∂Ω
η(t)F2t(w · ∇n · w)dS − (2cd + c0)

∫

η(t)(div ẇ)2dx + (2cd + c0)

∫

η(t)div ẇ∇u : ∇wdx

+ (2cd + c0)

∫

η(t)div ẇu · ∇F2dx−
∫

η(t)u · ∇ẇ · ∇F2dx

≤ −
∫

∂Ω
η(t)F2t(w · ∇n · w)dS − (2cd + c0)

∫

η(t)(div ẇ)2dx + δη(t)‖∇ẇ‖2L2

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖4L4 + ‖∇w‖4L4 + ‖∇u‖2L2‖∇F2‖2L3

)

≤ − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(w · ∇n · w)F2dS − (2cd + c0)

∫

η(t)(div ẇ)2dx + δη(t)‖∇ẇ‖2L2

+ C|η′(t)|
(

‖ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖w‖2H1 + ‖∇w‖4L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖4L4 + ‖∇w‖4L4 + ‖ρẇ‖2L2‖∇w‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖2L2‖∇F2‖L2‖∇F2‖L6 + ‖∇u‖6L2 + ‖∇w‖6L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖w‖4H1

)

≤ − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(w · ∇n · w)F2dS − (2cd + c0)

∫

η(t)(div ẇ)2dx + δη(t)
(

‖∇ẇ‖2L2 + ‖∇u̇‖2L2

)

+ C|η′(t)|
(

‖ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖w‖2H1 + ‖∇w‖4L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖ρẇ‖2L2‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2‖ρẇ‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖6L2 + ‖∇w‖6L2 + ‖∇b‖6L2 + ‖∇u‖4L4 + ‖∇w‖4L4 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖w‖4H1

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2‖curl2b‖2L2

)

, (3.32)

owing to

F2t = (2cd + c0)divwt

= (2cd + c0)div ẇ − (2cd + c0)div (u · ∇w)

= (2cd + c0)div ẇ − (2cd + c0)u · ∇divw − (2cd + c0)∇u : ∇w

= (2cd + c0)div ẇ − (2cd + c0)∇u : ∇w −∇F2 · u. (3.33)

3. By a direct calculation, one obtains that

J3 = −(µ + µr)

∫

η(t)u̇ · (curl curlut)dx− (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)u̇ · (curl curlu)div udx

− (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)uiu̇ · curl(∂icurlu)dx

= −(µ + µr)

∫

η(t)|curl u̇|2dx + (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)curl u̇ · curl (u · ∇u)dx

+ (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)(curl u× u̇) · ∇div udx− (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)div u(curl u · curl u̇)dx

− (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)uidiv (∂icurlu× u̇)dx− (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)ui∂icurlu · curl u̇dx
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= −(µ + µr)

∫

η(t)|curl u̇|2dx + (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)curl u̇∂iu×∇uidx

+ (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)(curl u× u̇) · ∇div udx− (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)div u(curl u · curl u̇)dx

− (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)uidiv (∂icurlu× u̇)dx

= −(µ + µr)

∫

η(t)|curl u̇|2dx + (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)curl u̇∂iu×∇uidx

+ (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)(curl u× u̇) · ∇div udx− (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)div u(curl u · curl u̇)dx

− (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)u · ∇div (curlu× u̇)dx + (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)uidiv (curlu× ∂iu̇)dx

= −(µ + µr)

∫

η(t)|curl u̇|2dx + (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)curl u̇∇iu×∇uidx

− (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)div u(curlu · curl u̇)dx− (µ + µr)

∫

η(t)∇ui · (curlu× ∂iu̇)dx

≤ δη(t)‖∇u̇‖2L2 + Cη(t)‖∇u‖4L4 − (µ + µr)η(t)‖curl u̇‖2L2 , (3.34)

due to

curl(u̇div u) = div ucurl u̇ + ∇div u× u̇,

div (∂icurlu× u̇) = u̇ · curl(∂icurlu) − ∂icurlu · curl u̇,
∫

curlu · (∇div u× u̇)dx = −
∫

(curlu× u̇) · ∇div udx,
∫

curl u̇ · curl (u · ∇u)dx =

∫

curl u̇ · curl (ui∂iu)dx

=

∫

curl u̇
(

uicurl ∂iu + ∂iu · ∇ui
)

dx

=

∫

ui∂icurlu · curl u̇dx +

∫

curl u̇∂iu×∇uidx,

and
∫

u · ∇div (curl u× u̇)dx =

∫

ui∂idiv (curlu× u̇)dx

=

∫

ui∂i(u̇ · curl curlu− curl u̇ · curlu)dx

=

∫

ui(u̇ · ∂i curl curlu− curl u̇ · ∂icurlu)dx

+

∫

ui(∂iu̇ · curl curludx− ∂icurl u̇ · curlu)dx

=

∫

uidiv (∂icurlu× u̇)dx +

∫

uidiv (curlu× ∂iu̇)dx.

4. Similarly, we get that

J4 = −(ca + cd)

∫

η(t)ẇ · (curl curlwt)dx− (ca + cd)

∫

η(t)ẇ · (curl curlw)div udx

− (ca + cd)

∫

η(t)uiẇ · curl(∂icurlw)dx

= −(ca + cd)

∫

η(t)|curl ẇ|2dx + (ca + cd)

∫

η(t)curl ẇcurl (u · ∇w)dx

+ (ca + cd)

∫

η(t)(curlw × ẇ) · ∇div udx− (ca + cd)

∫

η(t)div ucurl ẇ · curlwdx
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− (ca + cd)

∫

η(t)uidiv (∂icurlw × ẇ)dx− (ca + cd)

∫

η(t)ui∂icurlw · curl ẇdx

= −(ca + cd)

∫

η(t)|curl ẇ|2dx + (ca + cd)

∫

η(t)curl ẇ · (∇ui × ∂iw)dx

+ (ca + cd)

∫

η(t)curlw ×∇ui · ∂iẇdx− (ca + cd)

∫

η(t)div ucurl ẇ · curlwdx

≤ δη(t)‖∇ẇ‖2L2 + Cη(t)
(

‖∇w‖4L4 + ‖∇u‖4L4

)

− (ca + cd)

∫

η(t)|curl ẇ|2dx. (3.35)

5. By Lemma 2.4, Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality, (2.7), and (2.5), we have

∣

∣

∣
− 2µr

∫

∂Ω
η(t)u̇ · (ẇ × n)dS

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cη(t)

∫

∂Ω
|u̇||ẇ|dS

≤ Cη(t)‖|u̇||ẇ|‖W 1,1

≤ Cη(t)
(

‖u̇‖L2‖∇ẇ‖L2 + ‖∇u̇‖L2‖ẇ‖L2 + ‖u̇‖L2‖ẇ‖L2

)

≤ δη(t)(‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖2L2) + Cη(t)(‖u̇‖2L2 + ‖ẇ‖2L2), (3.36)

which together with (1.3), Hölder’s inequality, and integration by parts over Ω implies that

J5 + J6 = 2µr

∫

η(t)u̇ · (curlwt + ∂j(u
jcurlw))dx + 2µr

∫

η(t)ẇ · (curlwt + ∂j(u
jcurlu))dx

= 2µr

∫

η(t)(u̇ · curl ẇ + ẇ · curl u̇)dx− 2µr

∫

η(t)u̇ · curl (u · ∇w)dx

+ 2µr

∫

η(t)u̇ · ∂j(ujcurlw)dx− 2µr

∫

η(t)ẇ · curl(u · ∇u)dx

+ 2µr

∫

η(t)ẇ · ∂j(ujcurlu)dx

= 2µr

∫

η(t)(u̇ · curl ẇ + ẇ · curl u̇)dx− 2µr

∫

η(t)u̇ · curl (uj∂jw)dx

+ 2µr

∫

η(t)u̇ · ∂j(ujcurlw)dx− 2µr

∫

η(t)ẇ · curl (uj∂ju)dx

+ 2µr

∫

η(t)ẇ · ∂j(ujcurlu)dx

= 2µr

∫

η(t)(u̇ · curl ẇ + ẇ · curl u̇)dx− 2µr

∫

η(t)u̇ · (∇uj × ∂jw + u · ∇curlw)dx

+ 2µr

∫

η(t)u̇ · (div ucurlw + u · ∇curlw)dx− 2µr

∫

η(t)ẇ · (∇uj × ∂ju + u · ∇curlu)dx

+ 2µr

∫

η(t)ẇ · (div ucurlu + u · ∇curlu)dx

= 4µr

∫

η(t)ẇ · curl u̇dx− 2µr

∫

∂Ω
η(t)u̇ · (ẇ × n)dS

+ 2µr

∫

η(t)u̇ · (div ucurlw −∇uj × ∂jw)dx + 2µr

∫

η(t)ẇ · (div ucurlu−∇uj × ∂ju)dx

≤ 4µr

∫

η(t)ẇ · curl u̇dx + δη(t)(‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖2L2) + Cη(t)‖ẇ‖2L2 + Cη(t)‖u̇‖2L2

+ Cη(t)‖∇u‖4L4 + Cη(t)‖∇w‖4L4 . (3.37)

6. Based on Hölder’s inequality and integration by parts, we get that

J7 = −4µr

∫

η(t)ẇj
(

ẇj − u · ∇wj + div (uwj)
)

dx
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= −4µr

∫

η(t)|ẇ|2dx− 4µr

∫

η(t)ẇ · wdiv udx

≤ −4µr

∫

η(t)|ẇ|2dx + δη(t)‖ẇ‖2L2 + C‖∇u‖4L4 + C‖∇w‖4L2 . (3.38)

By Hölder’s inequality, (2.7), Sobolev’s inequality, (2.5), and (3.5), we derive from Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7
that

J8 ≤ Cη(t)‖u̇‖L6‖b‖L3‖∇bt‖L2 + Cη(t)‖∇u̇‖L2‖b‖L6‖∇b‖L6‖u‖L6

≤ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u̇‖L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2

)

‖b‖
1
2

L2‖b‖
1
2

L6‖∇bt‖L2

+ Cη(t)‖∇u̇‖L2

(

‖∇b‖L2 + ‖curl2b‖L2

)

‖∇u‖L2

≤ δη(t)‖∇u̇‖2L2 + Cη(t)E
1
2
0 ‖∇b‖L2‖∇bt‖2L2 + Cη(t)‖∇u‖4L2

+ Cη(t)‖∇b‖4L2 + Cη(t)‖∇u‖2L2‖curl2b‖2L2 + Cη(t)‖∇b‖4L2‖∇u‖2L2 . (3.39)

Using (2.2) and (3.6), we see that

J9 =

∫

η(t)(ρ− ρs)u · ∇2Φs · u̇dx−
∫

η(t)u̇ · ∇Φsdiv (ρsu)dx

≤ Cη(t)
(

‖u̇‖L6‖ρ− ρs‖L2‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇u̇‖L2‖∇u‖L2

)

‖∇Φs‖H2

≤ δη(t)‖∇u̇‖2L2 + Cη(t)‖ρ− ρs‖L2‖∇u‖3L2 + Cη(t)‖∇u‖2L2

≤ δη(t)‖∇u̇‖2L2 + Cη(t)‖∇u‖2L2 + Cη(t)‖∇u‖4L2 , (3.40)

and similarly, by (2.7), (3.6), and Lemma 2.10, one deduces that

J10 =

∫

η(t)ρu̇ · ∇(Φ − Φs)dx +

∫

η(t)ρu · ∇2(Φ − Φs) · u̇dx

≤ Cη(t)
(

‖√ρu̇‖L2‖∇(Φ − Φs)t‖L2 + ‖∇2(Φ − Φs)‖L2‖√ρu‖L3‖u̇‖L6

)

≤ Cη(t)‖√ρu̇‖L2‖ρu‖L2 + Cη(t)‖ρ − ρs‖L2‖∇u‖L2

(

‖∇u̇‖L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2

)

≤ δη(t)‖∇u̇‖2L2 + Cη(t)‖∇u‖2L2 + Cη(t)‖∇u‖4L2 . (3.41)

Putting above estimates on Ji (i = 1, 2, · · · , 10) into (3.27), we obtain after choosing δ suitably small that

d

dt

[η(t)

2

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2

)

]

+ (2µ + λ)η(t)‖div u̇‖2L2 + µη(t)‖curl u̇‖2L2

+ (2cd + c0)η(t)‖div ẇ‖2L2 + (cd + ca)η(t)‖curl ẇ‖L2 + 4µrη(t)
∥

∥

∥

1

2
curl u̇− ẇ

∥

∥

∥

2

L2

≤ − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(u · ∇n · u)F1dS − d

dt

∫

∂Ω
η(t)(w · ∇n · w)F2dS + Cδη(t)

(

‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖2L2

)

+ C|η′(t)|
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2

)

+ C|η′(t)|
(

‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖6L2 + ‖∇u‖4L4 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2‖∇b‖L2‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖6L2

)

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖4L2‖ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖6L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2‖∇b‖4L2

)

+ Cδη(t)‖∇b‖L2‖curl2b‖3L2 + Cη(t)
(

‖∇w‖4L4 + ‖∇b‖2L2‖curl2b‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)‖∇b‖4L2‖curl2b‖2L2 + Cη(t)E
1
2
0 ‖∇b‖L2‖∇bt‖2L2 + Cη(t)(‖u̇‖2L2 + ‖ẇ‖2L2), (3.42)

due to

−µr

∫

η(t)|curl u̇|2dx + 4µr

∫

η(t)ẇ · curl u̇dx− 4µr

∫

η(t)|ẇ|2dx = −4µr

∫

η(t)
∣

∣

∣

1

2
curl u̇− ẇ

∣

∣

∣

2
dx.
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7. Noticing that
{

btt − curl curl bt =
(

b · ∇u− u · ∇b− b · ∇u
)

t
in Ω,

bt · n = 0, curl bt × n = 0 on ∂Ω.
(3.43)

Multiplying (3.43)1 by η(t)bt and integration by parts, we find that

d

dt

(η(t)

2
‖bt‖2L2

)

+ η(t)‖curl bt‖2L2 −
1

2
η′(t)‖bt‖2L2

=

∫

η(t)(bt · ∇u− u · ∇bt − btdiv u) · btdx +

∫

η(t)(b · ∇u̇− u̇ · ∇b− bdiv u̇) · btdx

−
∫

η(t)(b · ∇(u · ∇u) − u · ∇u · ∇b− bdiv (u · ∇u)) · btdx ,

3
∑

i=1

Ri. (3.44)

It follows from Hölder’s inequality, (2.3), (1.3), and Young’s inequality that

R1 ≤ Cη(t)
(

‖bt‖L3‖bt‖L6‖∇u‖L2 + ‖u‖L6‖bt‖L3‖∇bt‖L2

)

≤ Cη(t)‖bt‖
1
2

L2‖∇bt‖
3
2

L2‖∇u‖L2

≤ δη(t)‖∇bt‖2L2 + Cη(t)‖∇u‖4L2‖bt‖2L2 ,

R2 ≤ Cη(t)‖b‖L6‖bt‖L3‖∇u̇‖L2 + Cη(t)‖u̇‖L6‖∇b‖L2‖bt‖L3

≤ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u̇‖L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2

)

‖∇b‖L2‖bt‖
1
2

L2‖∇bt‖
1
2

L2

≤ δη(t)
(

‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇bt‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)‖∇u‖4L2 + Cη(t)‖∇b‖4L2‖bt‖2L2 ,

R3 = −
∫

∂Ω
η(t)b · bt(u · ∇u · n)dS +

∫

η(t)b · ∇bt · (u · ∇u)dx−
∫

η(t)(u · ∇u) · ∇b · btdx

+

∫

η(t)u · ∇u · ∇bt · bdx +

∫

η(t)u · ∇u · ∇b · btdx

≤
∫

∂Ω
η(t)b · bt(u · ∇n · u)dS + 2η(t)‖b‖L12‖∇bt‖L2‖u‖L6‖∇u‖L4

≤
∫

∂Ω
η(t)b · bt(u · ∇n · u)dS + δη(t)‖∇bt‖2L2 + Cη(t)‖∇u‖4L2‖curl2b‖2L2

+ Cη(t)‖∇u‖4L4 + Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2

)

,

where we have used (2.6), (3.11), and

‖b‖L12 ≤ C‖|b|2‖
1
2

H1 ≤ C‖b‖L4 + C‖∇|b|2‖
1
2

L2

≤ C‖∇b‖L2 + C‖b‖
1
2

L6‖∇b‖
1
2

L3

≤ C‖∇b‖L2 + C‖∇b‖
3
4

L2‖∇b‖
1
4

L6

≤ C‖∇b‖L2 + C‖∇b‖2L2 + C‖∇b‖
3
4

L2‖curl2b‖
1
4

L2 ,

due to Sobolev’s inequality, Lemma 2.5, and Lemma 2.7. Thus, substituting the above estimates on
Ri (i = 1, 2, 3) into (3.44) shows that

d

dt

(η(t)

2
‖bt‖2L2

)

+ η(t)‖curl bt‖2L2 −
1

2
η′(t)‖bt‖2L2

≤
∫

∂Ω
η(t)(b · bt)(u · ∇n · u)dS + Cδη(t)

(

‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇bt‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)‖∇b‖4L2‖bt‖2L2

+ Cη(t)‖∇u‖4L4 + Cη(t)‖∇u‖4L2‖curl2b‖2L2 + Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2

)

. (3.45)

By Lemma 2.4, Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality, and (2.5), we arrive at
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

∂Ω
(b · bt)(u · ∇n · u)dS

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

∫

∂Ω
|u|2|b||bt|dS ≤ C‖|u|2|b||bt|‖W 1,1
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≤ C
(

‖u‖2L4‖b‖L3‖bt‖L6 + ‖u‖L6‖∇u‖L2‖b‖L6‖bt‖L6

)

+ C
(

‖u‖2L6‖∇bt‖L2‖b‖L6 + ‖u‖2L6‖∇b‖L2‖bt‖L6

)

≤ C‖u‖2H1‖b‖H1‖bt‖H1 ≤ C‖∇u‖2L2‖∇b‖L2‖∇bt‖L2

≤ δ‖∇bt‖2L2 + C‖∇u‖4L2‖∇b‖2L2 .

This together with (3.45) yields that

d

dt

(η(t)

2
‖bt‖2L2

)

+ η(t)‖curl bt‖2L2 −
1

2
η′(t)‖bt‖2L2

≤ Cδη(t)
(

‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇bt‖2L2

)

+ Cη(t)‖∇b‖4L2‖bt‖2L2 + Cη(t)‖∇u‖4L2‖curl2b‖2L2

+ Cη(t)
(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2

)

+ Cη(t)‖∇u‖4L4 + Cη(t)‖∇u‖4L2‖∇b‖2L2 ,

which combined with (3.42) leads to (3.24).

Lemma 3.4. Let the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 hold. Then there exists a positive constant ε2 such
that

A2(σ(T )) +

∫ σ(T )

0

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2

)

dt ≤ 3K (3.46)

provided that E0 ≤ ε2.

Proof. In view of Lemma 2.9, we have

‖∇u‖3L3 ≤ C
(

‖√ρu̇‖L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2

)
3
2

×
(

‖∇u‖L2 + ‖P − Ps‖L2 + ‖b‖2L4

)
3
2 + C

(

‖∇u‖3L2 + ‖P − Ps‖3L3 + ‖b‖6L6

)

≤ C
(

‖√ρu̇‖L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2

)
3
2

×
(

‖∇u‖L2 + ‖ρ− ρs‖L2 + ‖b‖2L4

)
3
2 + C

(

‖∇u‖3L2 + ‖b‖6L6 + ‖ρ− ρs‖2L2

)

≤ δ
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2

)

+ C
(

‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖6L2 + ‖b‖12L4

)

+ C
(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖6L2

)

+ CE0

≤ δ
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2

)

+ C‖∇w‖2L2 + CE
1
2
0 ‖curl2b‖2L2 + C‖∇b‖4L2

+ C
(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖6L2

)

+ CE0, (3.47)

due to

‖P − Ps‖L3 ≤ C‖P − Ps‖
1
3
L∞

(

∫

|P − Ps|2dx
)

1
3 ≤ C(ρ̂)‖ρ− ρs‖

2
3

L2 .

Similarly, by (2.25), we have

‖∇w‖3L3 ≤ C
(

‖√ρu̇‖L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2

+ ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖w‖L2

)
3
2 ‖∇w‖

3
2

L2 + C‖∇w‖3L2

≤ δ
(

‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖√ρu̇‖2L2

)

+ C‖∇w‖2L2 + C‖∇u‖2L2 + CE
1
2
0 ‖curl2b‖2L2

+ C
(

‖∇w‖4L2 + ‖∇w‖6L2

)

+ CE2
0 . (3.48)

By (3.47), (3.48), and Lemma 3.2, one can check that

∫ σ(T )

0

(

‖∇u‖3L3 + ‖∇w‖3L3

)

dt ≤ δC(ρ̂)

∫ σ(T )

0

(

‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖√ρu̇‖2L2

)

dt

+ C

∫ σ(T )

0

(

‖∇w‖4L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2

)

dt
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+ C

∫ σ(T )

0

(

‖∇w‖6L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2

)

dt + CE
1
2
0 . (3.49)

Taking η(t) = 1 and integrating (3.10) over [0, t] for 0 < t ≤ σ(T ), we deduce from (3.1), (3.3), and (3.49)
that

A2(t) +

∫ t

0

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dτ

≤
∫

(P − Ps)div udx
∣

∣

∣

t

t=0
+

∫

(ρ− ρs)u · ∇Φsdx
∣

∣

∣

t

t=0
−
∫

(

b⊗ b : ∇u− 1

2
|b|2div u

)

dx
∣

∣

∣

t

t=0

+
(

CC0 + δ
)

∫ t

0

(

‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dτ + C

∫ t

0

(

‖∇u‖3L3 + ‖∇w‖3L3

)

dτ

+ C

∫ t

0

(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2 + ‖∇u‖6L2 + ‖∇w‖6L2 + ‖∇b‖6L2

)

dτ + CE0

≤ K +
1

4
A2(t) + CE0A2(t) + CE0A

2
2(t) + CE

1
2
0 ,

which leads to

A2(σ(T )) +

∫ σ(T )

0

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dt

≤ 2K + CE0A
2
2(t) + CE

1
2
0 ≤ 5

2
K + CE0KA2(σ(T )) (3.50)

provided that E0 is suitably small. We immediately obtain (3.46) from (3.50).

Next, motivated by [45], we give the upper bounds of A1(T ).

Lemma 3.5. Let the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 hold. For σi , σ(t + 1 − i) with i being an integer
satisfying 1 ≤ i ≤ [T ] − 1, then there exists a positive constant ε3 such that

A1(T ) +

∫ i+1

i−1
σi
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dt ≤ E
1
3
0 (3.51)

provided that E0 ≤ ε3.

Remark 3.1. For simplicity, we only prove the case that T > 2. Otherwise, the same thing can be done
by choosing a suitably small step size.

Proof. For integer i (1 ≤ i ≤ [T ] − 1), taking η(t) = σi and integrating (3.10) over (i− 1, i + 1], we obtain
after choosing δ suitably small that

sup
i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σi‖∇u‖2L2 + σi‖∇w‖2L2 + σi‖∇b‖2L2

)

+

∫ i+1

i−1
σi
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dt

≤ σi

∫

(P − Ps)div udx + σi

∫

(ρ− ρs)u · ∇Φsdx

− σi

∫

(

b⊗ b : ∇u− 1

2
|b|2div u

)

dx + C

∫ i+1

i−1

(

σi + σ′
i

)

‖∇u‖2L2dt

+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σ′
i

(

‖w‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2

)

dt

+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σi
(

‖∇u‖3L3 + ‖∇w‖3L3

)

dt + C

∫ i+1

i−1
σi
(

‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

)

dt

+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σi
(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2

)

dt
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+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σi
(

‖∇u‖6L2 + ‖∇b‖6L2 + ‖∇w‖6L2

)

dt + CE0

+ δ

∫ i+1

i−1
σi
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2

)

dt + (CE0 + δ)

∫ i+1

i−1
σi
(

‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dt

≤ 1

2
sup

i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σi‖∇u‖2L2

)

+ C sup
i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σi‖b‖4L4

)

+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
‖∇u‖2L2dt

+ C sup
i−1≤t≤i+1

(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

)

∫ i+1

i−1

(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

)

dt

+ C sup
i−1≤t≤i+1

(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2

)

∫ i+1

i−1

(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

)

dt

+ C sup
i−1≤t≤i

‖∇u‖2L2

∫ i

i−1
‖∇u‖2L2dt + CE0 + δ

∫ i+1

i−1
σi
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2

)

dt

+ (CE0 + δ)

∫ i+1

i−1
σi
(

‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dt

≤ 1

2
sup

i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σi‖∇u‖2L2

)

+ CE
1
2
0 sup

i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σi‖∇b‖2L2

)

+ CE0

(

A1(T ) + A2(σ(T ))
)

+ CE0

(

A2
1(T ) + A2

2(σ(T ))
)

+ (CE0 + δ)

∫ i+1

i−1
σi
(

‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dt + δ

∫ i+1

i−1
σi
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2

)

dt + CE0

≤ 1

2
sup

i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σi‖∇u‖2L2

)

+ CE
1
2
0 sup

i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σi‖∇b‖2L2

)

+ (CE0 + δ)

∫ i+1

i−1
σi
(

‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dt + δ

∫ i+1

i−1
σi
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2

)

dt + CE0, (3.52)

where we have used (3.3), (3.5), and (3.11). Choosing δ and E0 to be suitably small, we deduce from (3.52)
that

sup
0≤t≤σ(T )

(

σ‖∇u‖2L2 + σ‖∇w‖2L2 + σ‖∇b‖2L2

)

≤ CE0 ≤ E
1
3
0 , (3.53)

due to σ1(t) = σ(t) and

sup
i≤t≤i+1

(

σi‖∇u‖2L2 + σi‖∇w‖2L2 + σi‖∇b‖2L2

)

+

∫ i+1

i−1
σi
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dt ≤ C2E0 ≤ E
1
3
0 (3.54)

provided that E0 is properly small. Note that the constant C2 is independent of i. Thus, the desired (3.51)
follows from (3.53) and (3.54).

Lemma 3.6. Let the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 hold. Then there exists a positive constant ε4 such
that, for 0 ≤ t1 < t2 ≤ T ,

sup
0≤t≤T

[

σ2
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2

)]

≤ C(ρ)E
1
3
0 , (3.55)

and

∫ t2

t1

σ2
(

‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖2L2 + ‖ẇ‖2L2 + ‖∇bt‖2L2

)

dt ≤ C(ρ)E
1
3
0 + C(ρ)E0(t2 − t1), (3.56)

provided that E0 ≤ ε4.
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Proof. 1. We get from Lemma 2.9 that

‖∇u‖4L4 ≤ C(‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2)3

× (‖∇u‖L2 + ‖P − Ps‖L2 + ‖b‖2L4) + C(‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖P − Ps‖4L4 + ‖|b|2‖4L4),

‖∇w‖4L4 ≤ C(‖ρu̇‖L2 + ‖ρẇ‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖L2 + ‖(ρ− ρs)∇Φs‖L2

+ ‖∇u‖L2 + ‖b · ∇b‖L2 + ‖w‖L2)3‖∇w‖L2 + C‖∇w‖4L2 ,

which implies that

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i

(

‖∇u‖4L4 + ‖∇w‖4L4

)

dt

≤ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i

(

‖∇u‖L2 + E
1
2
0

)

(

‖√ρu̇‖3L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖3L2 + ‖b‖3L3‖∇b‖3L6

)

dt

+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i

(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2 + ‖b‖8L8

)

dt

≤ C sup
i−1≤t≤i+1

(

‖∇u‖L2 + E
1
2
0

)

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i

(

‖√ρu̇‖3L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖3L2 + ‖curl2b‖3L2

)

dt

+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i

(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2

)

dt + C

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i ‖b‖4L∞‖b‖4L4dt

≤ C sup
i−1≤t≤i+1

(

‖∇u‖L2 + E
1
2
0

)

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i

(

‖√ρu̇‖3L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖3L2 + ‖curl2b‖3L2

)

dt

+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i

(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2

)

dt + CE
1
2
0

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i ‖curl2b‖2L2dt. (3.57)

For any integer 1 ≤ i ≤ [T ] − 1, integrating (3.24) with η(t) = σ2
i over (i− 1, i + 1], we deduce from (3.3),

(3.6), (3.46), (3.51), and Young’s inequality that

sup
i−1≤t≤i+1

[

σ2
i

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)]

+

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i

(

‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖2L2 + ‖ẇ‖2L2 + ‖∇bt‖2L2

)

dt

≤ −
∫

∂Ω
σ2
i (u · ∇n · u)F1dS

∣

∣

∣

i+1

i−1
−

∫

∂Ω
σ2
i (w · ∇n · w)F2dS

∣

∣

∣

i+1

i−1
+ δCσ2

i

∫ i+1

i−1

(

‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖2L2

)

dt

+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σiσ

′
i

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2

)

dt

+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σiσ

′
i

(

‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2

)

dt

+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖6L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

)

dt

+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i

(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖6L2

)

dt

+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i

(

‖∇u‖4L2‖ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖6L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2‖∇b‖4L2

)

dt

+ δC

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i ‖∇b‖L2‖curl2b‖3L2dt + C

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i ‖∇b‖2L2‖curl2b‖2L2dt

+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i

(

‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2

)

‖curl2b‖2L2dt + CE
1
2
0

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i ‖∇bt‖2L2dt

+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i

(

‖∇u‖4L4 + ‖∇w‖4L4

)

dt + C

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i

(

‖u̇‖2L2 + ‖ẇ‖2L2

)

dt
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≤ 1

4
sup

i−1≤t≤i+1
σ2
i

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2

)

+ δ sup
i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σ2
i ‖curl2b‖2L2

)

+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i ‖curl2b‖3L2dt + C sup

i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σ2
i ‖
√
ρu̇‖2L2

)

∫ i+1

i−1

(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2

)

dt

+ C sup
i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σ2
i ‖curl2b‖2L2

)

∫ i+1

i−1

(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2

)

dt

+ C sup
i−1≤t≤i+1

(

‖∇u‖L2 + E
1
2
0

)

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i

(

‖√ρu̇‖3L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖3L2 + ‖curl2b‖3L2

)

dt

+ C

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i

(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2

)

dt + CE
1
2
0 sup

i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σ2
i ‖curl2b‖2L2

)

+ CE
1
2
0

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i ‖∇bt‖2L2dt + C(ρ)E

1
3
0

≤ 1

4
sup

i−1≤t≤i+1
σ2
i

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2

)

+
(

δ + CE
1
2
0

)

sup
i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σ2
i ‖bt‖2L2

)

+ C sup
i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σi‖
√
ρu̇‖L2 + σi‖

√
ρẇ‖L2 + σi‖bt‖L2

)

∫ i+1

i−1
σi
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dt

+ C sup
i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σi‖bt‖L2

)

∫ i+1

i−1
σi‖bt‖2L2dt + CE

1
2
0

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i ‖∇bt‖2L2dt + C(ρ)E

1
3
0

≤ 1

4
sup

i−1≤t≤i+1

[

σ2
i

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2

)]

+
(

δ + CE
1
2
0

)

sup
i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σ2
i ‖bt‖2L2

)

+ CE
1
3
0 sup

i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σi‖
√
ρu̇‖L2 + σi‖

√
ρẇ‖L2 + σi‖bt‖L2

)

+ CE
1
2
0

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i ‖∇bt‖2L2dt + C(ρ)E

1
3
0

≤ 1

2
sup

i−1≤t≤i+1

(

σ2
i ‖
√
ρu̇‖2L2 + σ2

i ‖
√
ρẇ‖2L2 + σ2

i ‖bt‖2L2

)

+ CE
1
2
0

∫ i+1

i−1
σ2
i ‖∇bt‖2L2dt + C(ρ)E

1
3
0 , (3.58)

where we have used
∫

∂Ω
(u · ∇n · u)F1dS +

∫

∂Ω
(w · ∇n · w)F2dS

≤ C‖|u|2|F1|‖W 1,1 + ‖|w|2|F2|‖W 1,1

≤ C‖∇u‖2L2‖F1‖H1 + ‖∇w‖2L2‖F2‖H1

≤ 1

4
‖√ρu̇‖2L2 +

1

4
‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + δ‖curl2b‖2L2 + C

(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2

)

+ C
(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

)

,

and

‖curl2b‖L2 ≤ C
(

‖bt‖L2 + ‖curl2b‖
1
2

L2‖∇b‖
1
2

L2‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇b‖L2‖∇u‖L2

)

≤ 1

2
‖curl2b‖2L2 + C

(

‖bt‖L2 + ‖∇b‖L2‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖L2‖∇u‖L2

)

. (3.59)

According to (3.58), we get that

sup
0≤t≤σ(T )

[

σ2
i

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)]

≤ C(ρ)E
1
3
0 , (3.60)

and

sup
i≤t≤i+1

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

≤ C(ρ)E
1
3
0 . (3.61)
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Hence, we deduce (3.55) from (3.3), (3.59), (3.60), and (3.61).
2. We integrate (3.10) over [t1, t2] ⊆ [0, T ] and take η(t) = σ to obtain, from (3.3) and (3.6) that

∫ t2

t1

σ
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dt

≤ C(E0 + A1(T )) + CE0(t2 − t1) + C

∫ t2

t1

σ
(

‖∇u‖6L2 + ‖∇b‖6L2 + ‖∇w‖6L2

)

dt

+ C

∫ t2

t1

σ
(

‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖∇w‖4L2

)

dt

≤ CE
1
3
0 + CE0(t2 − t1) + C

∫ t2

t1

(

‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2

)

dt

≤ CE
1
3
0 + C(ρ)E0(t2 − t1). (3.62)

Similarly to (3.58), integrating (3.24) over [t1, t2] and taking η = σ2, we find that

∫ t2

t1

σ2
(

‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖2L2 + ‖ẇ‖2L2 + ‖∇bt‖2L2

)

dt

≤ C sup
t1≤t≤t2

(

σ‖√ρu̇‖L2 + σ‖√ρẇ‖L2 + σ‖bt‖L2

)

∫ t2

t1

σ
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dt + C(ρ)E
1
3
0

≤ C(ρ)E
1
3
0 + CE

1
6
0

∫ t2

t1

σ
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dt

≤ C(ρ)E
1
3
0 + CE0(t2 − t1), (3.63)

owing to (3.3), (3.6), (3.55), and (3.62).

We still need the following result before showing the upper bounds of the density.

Lemma 3.7. Let the assumption of Proposition 3.1 hold. Then there exists a positive constant ε5 such
that

sup
0≤t≤σ(T )

[

σ
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2

)]

+

∫ σ(T )

0
σ
(

‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖2L2 + ‖ẇ‖2L2 + ‖∇bt‖2L2

)

dt ≤ C(ρ), (3.64)

provided that E0 ≤ ε5.

Proof. Taking η(t) = σ and integrating (3.24) over [0, σ(T )], we get from (3.3), (3.6), (3.46), and Young’s
inequality that

sup
0≤t≤σ(T )

[

σ
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)]

+

∫ σ(T )

0
σ
(

‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖2L2 + ‖ẇ‖2L2 + ‖∇bt‖2L2

)

dt

≤ C

∫ σ(T )

0
σ′
(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2 + ‖curl2b‖2L2

)

dt + C(ρ)E
1
3
0

+ C

∫ σ(T )

0
σ
(

‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇b‖L2 + E
1
2
0

)(

‖√ρu̇‖3L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖3L2 + ‖bt‖3L2

)

dt

≤ CE
1
6
0 sup

0≤t≤σ(T )

[

σ
1
2
(

‖√ρu̇‖L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖L2 + ‖bt‖L2

)]

×
∫ σ(T )

0

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dt + C(K, ρ)

≤ C(K) + C(K) sup
0≤t≤σ(T )

[

σ
1
2
(

‖√ρu̇‖L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖L2 + ‖bt‖L2

)]
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≤ 1

2
sup

0≤t≤σ(T )

(

σ‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + σ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + σ‖bt‖2L2

)

+ C(ρ).

This together with (3.59) and (3.3) leads to (3.64).

With Lemmas 3.6 and 3.7 at hand, we derive the uniform upper bounds of the density, which is the
key to obtain all the higher-order estimates and thus to extend the classical solution globally.

Lemma 3.8. There exists a positive constant ε as in Theorem 1.1 such that if (ρ, u,w, b,Φ) is a smooth
solution of (1.1)–(1.3) in Ω × (0, T ] satisfying (3.3), then

sup
0≤t≤T

‖ρ(t)‖L∞ ≤ 7

4
ρ̂ (3.65)

provided that E0 ≤ ε , min{ε1, ε2, ε3, ε4, ε5}.

Proof. 1. We rewrite (1.1)1 as

Dtρ = g(ρ) + h′(t), (3.66)

where

Dtρ = ρt + u · ∇ρ, g(ρ) = −aρ(P − Ps)

2µ + λ
, h(t) = − 1

2µ + λ

∫ t

0
ρ
(1

2
|b|2 + F1

)

dτ.

For t ∈ [0, σ(T )], we deduce from Hölder’s inequality, Lemma 2.9, and (3.46) that, for 0 ≤ t1 < t2 ≤ σ(T ),

|h(t2) − h(t1)|

≤ C(ρ̂)

∫ σ(T )

0

(

‖F1‖L∞ + ‖b‖2L∞

)

dt

≤ C

∫ σ(T )

0
‖F1‖

1
4

L2‖∇F1‖
3
4

L6dt + C

∫ σ(T )

0
‖F1‖L2dt + C

∫ σ(T )

0
‖∇b‖L2

(

‖curl2b‖L2 + ‖∇b‖L2

)

dt

≤ C

∫ σ(T )

0

(

‖∇u̇‖L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖L2 + ‖∇b‖
1
2

L2‖curl2b‖
3
2

L2 + ‖∇b‖
3
2

L2‖curl2b‖
1
2

L2 + ‖∇b‖2L2

+ ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + E
1
6
0

)
3
4
(

‖∇u‖
1
4

L2 + ‖P − Ps‖
1
4

L2 + ‖|b|2‖
1
4

L2

)

dt

+ C

∫ σ(T )

0
(‖∇u‖L2 + ‖P − Ps‖L2 + ‖b‖2L4)dt + C

∫ σ(T )

0
‖∇b‖L2‖curl2b‖L2dt

+ C

∫ σ(T )

0
‖∇b‖2L2dt

≤ CE
1
8
0 + CE

1
4
0

(

∫ σ(T )

0
‖curl2b‖2L2dt

)
1
2

+ CE
1
6
0

∫ σ(T )

0
‖∇u‖

3
2

L2dt

+ C

∫ σ(T )

0

(

σ− 1
2 (σ

1
2 ‖∇u‖L2)

1
4 + E

1
6
0 σ

− 3
8

)

(

σ‖∇u̇‖2L2 + σ‖∇ẇ‖2L2

)
3
8 dt

+ C

∫ σ(T )

0

(

σ− 1
8 (σ‖∇u‖2L2)

1
8 + E

1
6
0

)

‖curl2b‖
9
8

L2dt

+ C

∫ σ(T )

0

(

σ− 1
8 (σ‖∇u‖2L2)

1
8 + E

1
6
0

)

(

‖curl2b‖2L2

)
3
16 dt

+ C

∫ σ(T )

0
σ− 1

8
(

σ‖∇u‖2L2

)
1
8dt + C

∫ σ(T )

0

(

‖∇u‖2L2

)
7
4 dt

≤ CE
1
8
0 + CE

1
4
0

(

∫ σ(T )

0
‖curl2b‖2L2dt

)
1
2

+ CE0

(

∫ σ(T )

0
‖∇u‖2L2dt

)
3
4
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+ C

[

E
1
24
0

(

∫ σ(T )

0
σ− 4

5dt
)

5
8

+ E
1
6
0

(

∫ σ(T )

0
σ− 3

5dt
)

5
8

][

∫ σ(T )

0

(

σ‖∇u̇‖2L2 + σ‖∇ẇ‖2L2

)

dt

]
3
8

+ C

[

E
1
6
0 + E

1
24
0

(

∫ σ(T )

0
σ− 2

7dt
)

7
16

]

(

∫ σ(T )

0
‖curl2b‖2L2

)
9
16

+ C

[

E
1
6
0 + E

1
24
0

(

∫ σ(T )

0
σ− 2

13 dt
)

13
16

]

(

∫ σ(T )

0
‖curl2b‖2L2

)
3
16

≤ C(ρ)E
1
24
0 , (3.67)

provided that E0 ≤ ε. Thus, for t ∈ [0, σ(T )], we can choose N0 and N1 in Lemma 2.12 as

N1 = 0, N0 = CE
1
24
0 , (3.68)

and ξ0 = 0 in Lemma 2.12. Then,

g(ξ) = − aξ

2µ + λ
(ξγ − ργs ) ≤ −N1 = 0 for all ξ ≥ ξ0 = ρ̂, (3.69)

we thus deduce from Lemma 2.12 that

sup
0≤t≤σ(T )

‖ρ‖L∞ ≤ max{ρ̂, ξ0} + N0 ≤ ρ̂ + C(ρ)E
1
24
0 ≤ 3ρ̂

2
, (3.70)

provided that E0 ≤ ε.
2. For t ∈ [σ(T ), T ], we derive from Lemma 2.9, (3.3), (3.6), (3.11), and (3.56) that, for σ(T ) ≤ t1 <

t2 ≤ T ,

|h(t2) − h(t1)| ≤ C(ρ̂)

∫ t2

t1

(

‖F1‖L∞ + ‖b‖2L∞

)

dt

≤ C

∫ t2

t1

‖F1‖
8
3
L∞dt +

a

4µ + 2λ
(t2 − t1) + CE

1
2
0

≤ C

∫ t2

t1

‖F1‖
2
3

L2‖∇F1‖2L6dt +

∫ t2

t1

‖F1‖
8
3

L2dt +
a

4µ + 2λ
(t2 − t1) + CE

1
2
0

≤ C

∫ t2

t1

(

‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖2L2 + ‖∇b‖L2‖curl2b‖3L2 + ‖∇b‖3L2‖curl2b‖L2

+ ‖∇b‖4L2 + ‖∇u‖4L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2 + E
1
3
0

)(

‖∇u‖
2
3

L2 + ‖P − Ps‖
2
3

L2 + ‖|b|2‖
2
3

L2

)

dt

+ C

∫ t2

t1

(

‖∇u‖
8
3

L2 + ‖P − Ps‖
8
3

L2 + ‖b‖
16
3

L4

)

dt +
a

4µ + 2λ
(t2 − t1) + CE

1
2
0

≤
( a

4µ + 2λ
+ CE

4
9
0

)

(t2 − t1) + CE
4
9
0 + CE

1
9
0

∫ t2

t1

(

‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖2L2

)

dt

+ CE
4
9
0

(

∫ t2

t1

‖∇b‖2L2

)
1
2
(

∫ t2

t1

‖curl2b‖2L2dt
)

1
2

+ CE
4
9
0

∫ t2

t1

(

‖∇b‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2

)

dt

≤
( a

4µ + 2λ
+ C(ρ)E

4
9
0 + CE

10
9
0

)

(t2 − t1) + CE
4
9
0

≤ a

2µ + λ
(t2 − t1) + CE

4
9
0 , (3.71)

provided that E0 ≤ ε. Thus, for t ∈ [σ(T ), T ], we can choose N0, N1, and ξ0 in Lemma 2.12 as follows:

N0 = CE
4
9
0 , N1 =

a

2µ + λ
, ξ0 =

3ρ̂

2
.
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Since for all ξ ≥ ξ0 = 3ρ̂
2 > ρs + 1,

g(ξ) = −aξ

2
(ξγ − ργs ) ≤ −N1 for all ξ ≥ ξ0 =

3ρ̂

2
. (3.72)

Thus, due to Lemma 2.12, we arrive at

sup
σ(T )≤t≤T

‖ρ‖L∞ ≤ 3ρ̂

2
+ N0 ≤

3ρ̂

2
+ CE

4
9
0 ≤ 7ρ̂

4
, (3.73)

provided that E0 ≤ ε. The combination of (3.70) and (3.73), we obtain (3.65).

Now, we are ready to prove Proposition 3.1.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Proposition 3.1 follows from Lemma 3.4, Lemma 3.5, and Lemma 3.8.

3.2 Higher-order estimates

In this subsection, we establish the time-dependent higher-order estimates of solutions, which are necessary
for the global existence of classical solutions. In what follows, we denote by C or Ci (i = 1, 2, . . .) the various
positive constants, which may depend on the initial data, µ, λ, ur, c0, ca, cd, γ, a, ρ̂, Ω, M1, M2, M3, ρ̃,
ρ, and T as well.

Lemma 3.9. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that

sup
0≤t≤σ(T )

(‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2 + ‖ curl2 b‖2L2)

+

∫ σ(T )

0
(‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖2L2 + ‖ẇ‖2L2 + ‖∇bt‖2L2)dt ≤ C. (3.74)

Proof. Taking η(t) = 1 in (3.24) and integrating the resulting equation over (0, σ(T )], we deduce from
(3.46) and Young’s inequality that

∫ σ(T )

0

(

‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖2L2 + ‖ẇ‖2L2 + ‖∇bt‖2L2

)

dt

≤ C sup
0≤t≤σ(T )

(

‖√ρu̇‖L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖L2 + ‖bt‖L2

)

∫ σ(T )

0

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

dt

+ ‖√ρ0g1‖2L2 + ‖√ρ0g2‖2L2 + CE
1
3
0

≤ C + C sup
0≤t≤σ(T )

(

‖√ρu̇‖L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖L2 + ‖bt‖L2

)

≤ 1

2
sup

0≤t≤σ(T )

(

‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2

)

+ C.

This along with (3.59) and (3.46) implies (3.74).

Lemma 3.10. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that

sup
0≤t≤T

(‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖√ρẇ‖2L2 + ‖bt‖2L2 + ‖ curl2 b‖2L2)

+

∫ T

0
(‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇ẇ‖2L2 + ‖ẇ‖2L2 + ‖∇bt‖2L2)dt ≤ C, (3.75)

sup
0≤t≤T

(‖∇ρ‖L6 + ‖u‖H2 + ‖w‖H2)

+

∫ T

0
(‖∇u‖L∞ + ‖∇w‖L∞ + ‖∇2u‖2L6 + ‖∇2w‖2L6)dt ≤ C. (3.76)
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Proof. The estimate (3.75) follows directly from Lemmas 3.6 and 3.9. Furthermore, based on the Beale-
Kato-Majda type inequality (see Lemma 2.11), we can obtain the estimates on the gradient of density and
velocity. Since the arguments are similar to [6], we omit the details for simplicity.

Lemma 3.11. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that

sup
0≤t≤T

(

‖√ρut‖2L2 + ‖√ρwt‖2L2

)

+

∫ T

0
(‖∇ut‖2L2 + ‖∇wt‖2L2)dt ≤ C, (3.77)

sup
0≤t≤T

(

‖ρ‖H2 + ‖P‖H2 + ‖ρt‖H1 + ‖Pt‖H1

)

+

∫ T

0
(‖ρtt‖2L2 + ‖Ptt‖2L2)dt ≤ C, (3.78)

sup
0≤t≤T

[

σ
(

‖∇ut‖2L2 + ‖∇wt‖2L2 + ‖∇bt‖2L2

)]

+

∫ T

0
σ
(

‖√ρutt‖2L2 + ‖√ρwtt‖2L2 + ‖btt‖2L2

)

dt ≤ C, (3.79)

sup
0≤t≤T

(

‖∇(Φ − Φs)‖H3 + ‖∇Φt‖H2 + ‖∇Φtt‖L2

)

≤ C. (3.80)

Proof. Based on Lemmas 2.9 and 3.10, (3.77) and (3.78) can be obtained by the same method as that of
in [6]. From (1.1)1, we have

∆Φt = ρt, ∆Φtt = − div(ρtu + ρut).

This together with (3.78), (2.46), and (2.47) leads to (3.80).
To prove (3.79), we introduce the function

A(t) , (2µ + λ)

∫

(div ut)
2dx + µ

∫

| curl ut|2dx + 4µr

∫

(

wt −
curlut

2

)2
dt

+ (2cd + c0)

∫

(divwt)
2dt + (c0 + ca)

∫

| curlwt|2dx +

∫

| curl bt|2dx.

Since ut · n = 0, wt · n = 0, and bt · n = 0 on ∂Ω, we infer from Lemma 2.6 that

‖∇ut‖2L2 + ‖∇wt‖2L2 + ‖∇bt‖2L2 ≤ C(Ω)A(t). (3.81)

Differentiating (1.1)2,3,4 with respect to t, and multiplying the resultant by utt, wtt, and btt, respectively,
and integrating them by parts over Ω, we obtain after summing up that

d

dt
A(t) + 2

∫

(

ρ|utt|2 + ρ|wtt|2 + |btt|2
)

dx

=
d

dt

∫

(

− ρt|ut|2 − 2ρtu · ∇u · ut + 2Pt div ut − ρt|wt|2 − 2ρtu · ∇w · wt

)

dx

− d

dt

∫

(

2(b⊗ b)t : ∇ut − |bt|2 div ut
)

dx +

∫

ρtt|ut|2dx + 2

∫

(ρtu · ∇u)t · utdx

− 2

∫

ρut · ∇u · uttdx− 2

∫

ρu · ∇ut · uttdx− 2

∫

Ptt div utdx +

∫

ρtt|wt|2dx

+ 2

∫

(ρtu · ∇w)t · wtdx− 2

∫

ρut · ∇w · wttdx− 2

∫

ρu · ∇wt · wttdx

+

∫

(2(b ⊗ b)tt : ∇ut − |b|2tt div ut)dx + 2

∫

(b · ∇u− u · ∇b− bdiv u)t · bttdx

+ 2

∫

(ρt∇(Φ − Φs) + ρ∇(Φ − Φs)t + ρt∇Φs) · uttdx

≤ d

dt
A0 +

1

2
‖btt‖2L2 +

1

2
‖√ρutt‖2L2 +

1

2
‖√ρwtt‖2L2 + C(‖∇ut‖4L2 + ‖∇wt‖4L2 + ‖∇bt‖4L2)

+ C(1 + ‖ρtt‖2L2 + ‖Ptt‖2L2 + ‖∇ut‖2L2 + ‖∇wt‖2L2 + ‖∇bt‖2L2), (3.82)

where

A0 ≤
∣

∣

∣

∫

div(ρu)(|ut|2 + |wt|2)dx
∣

∣

∣
+ C‖ρt‖L3‖u‖L∞‖∇u‖L2‖ut‖L6 + C‖Pt‖L2‖∇ut‖L2
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+ C‖ρt‖L3‖u‖L∞‖∇w‖L2‖wt‖L6 + C‖b‖L∞‖bt‖L2‖∇ut‖L2

≤ C

∫

|u||ρut||∇ut|dx + C

∫

|u||ρwt||∇wt|dx + C‖∇ut‖L2

≤ C‖u‖L6‖√ρut‖
1
2

L2‖ut‖
1
2

L6‖∇ut‖L2 + C‖∇ut‖L2 + C‖u‖L6‖√ρwt‖
1
2

L2‖wt‖
1
2

L6‖∇wt‖L2

≤ 1

2
A(t) + C,

due to (1.1)1, (3.77), (3.78), (3.76), (3.81), and Hölder’s, Sobolev’s, Poincaré’s inequalities. We deduce
after multiplying (3.82) by σ, integrating it over [0, T ], and using (3.75), (3.77), (3.78), and Gronwall’s
inequality that

sup
0≤t≤T

(σA(t)) +

∫ T

0
σ
(

‖√ρutt‖2L2 + ‖√ρwtt‖2L2 + ‖btt‖2L2

)

dt ≤ C,

which combined with (3.81) leads to (3.79).

Lemma 3.12. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that, for any q ∈ (3, 6),

sup
0≤t≤T

[

σ
(

‖∇u‖2H2 + ‖∇b‖2H2 + ‖∇w‖2H2

)]

+

∫ T

0

(

‖∇u‖2H2 + ‖∇b‖2H2 + ‖∇w‖2H2 + σ‖∇ut‖2H1 + σ‖∇wt‖2H1 + ‖∇2u‖p0
W 1,q + ‖∇2w‖p0

W 1,q

)

dt

≤ C, (3.83)

sup
0≤t≤T

(

‖ρ− ρs‖W 2,q + ‖P − Ps‖W 2,q + ‖∇(Φ − Φs)‖W 3,q

)

≤ C, (3.84)

where p0 = 9q−6
10q−12 ∈ (1, 76).

Proof. 1. By Lemma 3.10, Poincaré’s inequality, and Sobolev’s inequality, one can check that

‖∇(ρu̇)‖L2 ≤ ‖|∇ρ||ut|‖L2 + ‖ρ|∇ut|‖L2 + ‖|∇ρ||u||∇u|‖L2 + ‖ρ|∇u|2‖L2 + ‖ρ|u||∇2u|‖L2

≤ C‖∇ut‖L2 + C, (3.85)

‖∇(ρẇ)‖L2 ≤ ‖|∇ρ||wt|‖L2 + ‖ρ|∇wt|‖L2 + ‖|∇ρ||u||∇w|‖L2 + ‖ρ|∇u||∇w|‖L2 + ‖ρ|u||∇2w|‖L2

≤ C‖∇wt‖L2 + C. (3.86)

These together with (2.44), (2.45), (3.85), (3.86), Lemma 2.9, and Lemma 3.10 yields that

‖∇2u‖H1 + ‖∇2w‖H1 ≤ C
(

‖ρu̇‖H1 + ‖ρẇ‖H1 + ‖b · ∇b‖H1 + ‖P − Ps‖H1 + ‖|b|2‖H1

)

+ C
(

‖∇u‖L2 + ‖∇w‖L2 + ‖ρ∇(Φ − Φs)‖H1 + ‖P − Ps‖H1

)

≤ C‖∇ut‖L2 + ‖∇wt‖L2 + C. (3.87)

It follows from (3.87), (3.77), (3.79), and (3.80) that

sup
0≤t≤T

[

σ
(

‖∇u‖2H2 + ‖∇w‖2H2

)]

+

∫ T

0

(

‖∇u‖2H2 + ‖∇w‖2H2

)

dt ≤ C. (3.88)

By (1.1)4 and (2.43), we have

‖∇2b‖H1 ≤ C
(

‖bt‖H1 + ‖u · ∇b‖H1 + ‖b · ∇u‖H1 + ‖bdiv u‖H1 + ‖∇b‖L2

)

≤ C‖∇bt‖L2 + C, (3.89)

which together with (3.10), (3.76), and (3.85) implies that

sup
0≤t≤T

(

σ‖∇b‖H2

)

+

∫ T

0
‖∇b‖2H2dt ≤ C. (3.90)
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2. We deduce from Lemmas 3.10 and 3.11 that

‖∇2ut‖L2 + ‖∇2wt‖L2

≤ C(‖(ρu̇)t‖L2 + ‖(ρẇ)t‖L2 + ‖∇Pt‖L2 + ‖(ρΦ)t‖L2) + ‖((∇× b) × b)t‖L2

+ C(‖ curlut‖L2 + ‖wt‖L2 + ‖ curlwt‖L2 + ‖ut‖L2)

≤ C‖√ρutt‖L2 + C‖√ρwtt‖L2 + C‖∇ut‖L2 + C‖∇wt‖L2 + C‖∇bt‖L2 + C, (3.91)

where we have used the Lp-estimate for the following elliptic systems

{

(µ + µr)∆ut + (µ + λ− µr)∇div ut = (ρu̇)t + ∇Pt + (ρ∇Φ)t + ((∇× b) × b)t + 2µr curlwt in Ω,

ut · n = 0, curlu× n = 0 on ∂Ω,

and
{

(cd + ca)∆wt + (cd + c0 − ca)∇divwt + 4µr = (ρẇ)t + 2µr curlut in Ω,

wt · n = 0, curlwt × n = 0 on ∂Ω.

Combining (3.79) and (3.91), one has that

∫ T

0
σ(‖∇ut‖2H1 + ‖∇wt‖2H1)dt ≤ C. (3.92)

By Sobolev’s inequality, (2.7), (3.76), and (3.79), we get that, for any q ∈ (3, 6),

‖∇(ρu̇)‖Lq ≤ C‖∇ρ‖Lq (‖∇u̇‖Lq + ‖∇u̇‖L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2) + C‖∇u̇‖Lq

≤ C(‖∇ut‖L2 + 1) + C‖∇ut‖
6−q

2q

L2 ‖∇ut‖
3(q−2)

2q

L6

+ C‖u‖L∞‖∇2u‖Lq + C‖∇u‖L∞‖∇u‖Lq

≤ Cσ− 1
2 + C‖∇u‖H2 + Cσ− 1

2 (σ‖∇ut‖2H1)
3(q−2)

4q + C. (3.93)

Similarly, by (2.9), (3.76), and (3.79), one obtains that

‖∇(ρẇ)‖Lq ≤ C‖∇ρ‖Lq(‖∇ẇ‖Lq + ‖∇ẇ‖L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇w‖2L2) + C‖∇ẇ‖Lq

≤ Cσ− 1
2 + C‖∇u‖H2 + C‖∇w‖H2 + Cσ− 1

2 (σ‖∇wt‖2H1)
3(q−2)

4q + C. (3.94)

Integrating this inequality over [0, T ], by (3.91), (3.92), (3.93), and (3.94), we have

∫ T

0

(

‖∇(ρu̇)‖p0Lq + ‖∇(ρẇ)‖p0Lq

)

dt ≤ C. (3.95)

3. It follows from (3.13) that

d

dt
‖∇2P‖Lq ≤ C‖∇u‖L∞‖∇2P‖Lq + C‖∇2u‖W 1,q

≤ C
(

1 + ‖∇ut‖L2 + ‖∇wt‖L2 + ‖∇(ρu̇)‖Lq + ‖∇(ρẇ)‖Lq

)

+ C(1 + ‖∇u‖L∞)‖∇2P‖Lq , (3.96)

where in the last inequality we have used

‖∇2u‖W 1,q + ‖∇2w‖W 1,q

≤ C(1 + ‖∇ut‖L2 + ‖∇wt‖L2 + ‖∇bt‖L2 + ‖∇(ρu̇)‖Lq + ‖∇(ρẇ)‖Lq + ‖∇2P‖Lq ), (3.97)

due to (2.44), (2.45), (3.75), and (3.78). Hence, applying Gronwall’s inequality in (3.96), we deduce from
(3.76), (3.77), and (3.95) that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖∇2P‖Lq ≤ C, (3.98)
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which along with (3.78), (3.95), and (3.97) implies that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖P − Ps‖W 2,q +

∫ T

0
(‖∇2u‖p0

W 1,q + ‖∇2w‖p0
W 1,q )dt ≤ C. (3.99)

Similarly, we have

sup
0≤t≤T

‖ρ− ρs‖W 2,q ≤ C,

which together with (3.99) and (2.46) gives (3.84).

Lemma 3.13. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, it holds that, for any q ∈ (3, 6),

sup
0≤t≤T

[

σ
(

‖√ρutt‖L2 + ‖√ρwtt‖L2 + ‖∇ut‖H1 + ‖∇wt‖H1

)]

+ sup
0≤t≤T

[

σ
(

‖btt‖L2 + ‖∇bt‖H1 + ‖∇2b‖H2 + ‖∇u‖W 2,q + ‖∇w‖W 2,q

)]

+

∫ T

0
σ2

(

‖∇utt‖2L2 + ‖∇wtt‖2L2 + ‖∇btt‖2L2

)

dt ≤ C. (3.100)

Proof. 1. Differentiating (1.1)2,3,4 with respect to t twice, and multiplying the resultant by utt, wtt, btt,
respectively, then integrating the resulting equations over Ω, we deduce after summing up that

1

2

d

dt

∫

(ρ|utt|2 + ρ|wtt|2 + |btt|2)dx

+ (2µ + λ)

∫

(div utt)
2dx + µ

∫

| curl utt|2dx + (2cd + c0)

∫

(divwtt)
2dx

+ (cd + ca)

∫

| curlwtt|2dx + 4µr

∫

(

wtt −
curlwtt

2

)2
dx +

∫

| curl btt|2dx

= −4

∫

ρu · ∇utt · uttdx−
∫

(ρu)t · [∇(ut · utt) + 2∇ut · utt]dx

−
∫

(ρttu + 2ρtut) · ∇u · uttdx−
∫

ρutt · ∇u · uttdx +

∫

Ptt div uttdx

− 4

∫

ρu · ∇wtt · wttdx−
∫

(ρu)t · [∇(wt · wtt) + 2∇wt · wtt]dx

−
∫

(ρttu + 2ρtut) · ∇w · wttdx−
∫

ρutt · ∇w · wttdx

−
∫

(b · ∇b−∇|b|2/2)ttuttdx +

∫

(b · ∇u− u · ∇b− bdiv u)ttbttdx

−
∫

(ρtt∇Φ + 2ρt∇Φt + ρΦtt)uttdx ,

12
∑

i=1

Qi. (3.101)

By virtue of Gagliardo-Nirenberg, Sobolev, and Hölder’s inequalities, we obtain from (3.76), (3.75), and
(3.78) that

Q1 ≤ C(ρ̂)‖u‖L∞‖√ρutt‖L2‖∇utt‖L2 ≤ δ‖∇utt‖2L2 + ‖√ρutt‖2L2 ,

Q2 ≤ C‖(ρu)t‖L3(‖utt‖L6‖∇ut‖L2 + ‖ut‖L6‖∇utt‖L2)

≤ C(‖√ρut‖
1
2

L2‖ut‖
1
2

L6 + ‖ρt‖L6‖u‖L6)‖∇utt‖L2‖∇ut‖L2

≤ δ‖∇utt‖2L2 + C‖∇ut‖3L2 + C,

Q3 ≤ C(‖ρtt‖L2‖u‖L∞‖∇u‖L3 + ‖ρt‖L6‖ut‖L6‖∇u‖L2)‖utt‖L6

≤ δ‖∇utt‖2L2 + C‖ρtt‖2L2 + C,

Q4 + Q5 ≤ C(ρ̂)‖√ρutt‖L2‖utt‖L6‖∇u‖L3 + C‖Ptt‖L2‖∇utt‖L2
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≤ δ‖∇utt‖2L2 + C‖√ρutt‖2L2 + C‖Ptt‖2L2 ,

Q6 ≤ C(ρ̂)‖u‖L∞‖√ρwtt‖L2‖∇wtt‖L2 ≤ δ‖∇wtt‖2L2 + ‖√ρwtt‖2L2 ,

Q7 ≤ C‖(ρu)t‖L3(‖wtt‖L6‖∇wt‖L2 + ‖wt‖L6‖∇wtt‖L2)

≤ δ‖∇utt‖2L2 + C‖∇ut‖3L2 + C‖∇wt‖3L2 + C,

Q8 ≤ C(‖ρtt‖L2‖u‖L∞‖∇w‖L3 + ‖ρt‖L6‖ut‖L6‖∇w‖L2)‖wtt‖L6

≤ δ‖∇wtt‖2L2 + C‖ρtt‖2L2 + C,

Q9 ≤ C(ρ̂)‖√ρutt‖L2‖wtt‖L6‖∇w‖L3 ≤ δ‖∇wtt‖2L2 + ‖√ρutt‖2L2 ,

Q10 ≤ C‖btt‖L2‖∇b‖L3‖utt‖L6 + C‖bt‖L3‖∇bt‖L2‖utt‖L6 + ‖b‖L∞‖∇btt‖L2‖utt‖L2

≤ δ(‖∇utt‖2L2 + ‖∇btt‖2L2) + C‖btt‖2L2 + C‖∇bt‖3L2 ,

Q11 ≤ C(‖btt‖L2‖∇u‖L3 + ‖bt‖L3‖∇ut‖L2 + C‖b‖L3‖∇utt‖L2)‖btt‖L6

+ C(‖utt‖L6‖∇b‖L3 + C‖ut‖L6‖∇bt‖L2 + C‖u‖L∞‖∇btt‖L2)‖btt‖L2

≤ δ‖∇btt‖2L2 + C‖btt‖2L2 + C‖∇ut‖2L2‖∇bt‖2L2 + C‖∇ut‖2L2‖∇bt‖L2 ,

Q12 ≤ C(‖ρtt‖L2‖∇Φ‖L3 + ‖ρt‖L3‖∇Φ‖L6)‖utt‖L6 + C(ρ̂)‖∇Φtt‖L2‖utt‖L2

≤ δ‖∇utt‖2L2 + C‖ρtt‖2L2 + C‖∇2Φt‖2L2 + C‖∇Φtt‖2L2 .

Putting above estimates into (3.101) and utilizing the facts

‖∇utt‖L2 ≤ C
(

‖div utt‖L2 + ‖ curlutt‖L2

)

,

‖∇wtt‖L2 ≤ C
(

‖divwtt‖L2 + ‖ curlwtt‖L2

)

,

‖∇btt‖L2 ≤ C‖ curl btt‖L2 ,

due to Lemma 2.6 and (utt · n,wtt · n, btt · n)|∂Ω = (0, 0, 0), we then get after choosing δ suitably small that

d

dt

(

‖√ρutt‖2L2 + ‖√ρwtt‖2L2 + ‖btt‖2L2

)

+ ‖∇utt‖2L2 + ‖∇wtt‖2L2 + ‖∇btt‖2L2

≤ C
(

‖√ρutt‖2L2 + ‖btt‖2L2 + ‖ρtt‖2L2 + ‖Ptt‖2L2 + ‖∇ut‖3L2 + ‖∇wt‖3L2 + ‖∇bt‖3L2

)

+ C
(

‖btt‖2L2 + ‖∇ut‖2L2‖∇bt‖2L2 + ‖∇ut‖2L2‖∇bt‖L2 + 1
)

,

which together with (3.78), (3.79), and Gronwall’s inequality yields that

sup
0≤t≤T

[

σ2
(

‖√ρutt‖2L2 + ‖√ρwtt‖2L2 + ‖btt‖2L2

)]

+

∫ T

0
σ2

(

‖∇utt‖2L2 + ‖∇wtt‖2L2 + ‖∇btt‖2L2

)

dt ≤ C. (3.102)

2. It follows from (3.79), (3.91), and (3.102) that

sup
0≤t≤T

[

σ
(

‖∇2ut‖L2 + ‖∇2bt‖L2 + ‖∇2wt‖L2

)]

≤ Cσ
(

1 + ‖√ρutt‖L2 + ‖√ρwtt‖L2 + ‖∇ut‖L2 + ‖∇wt‖L2 + ‖∇bt‖L2

)

≤ C. (3.103)

Moreover, we deduce from (3.43), (3.91), (3.89), (3.93), (3.94), (3.97), and (3.102) that

σ
(

‖∇2u‖W 1,q + ‖∇2w‖W 1,q

)

≤ Cσ
(

1 + ‖∇ut‖L2 + ‖∇wt‖L2 + ‖∇bt‖L2 + ‖∇(ρu̇)‖Lq + ‖∇(ρẇ)‖Lq + ‖∇2P‖Lq

)

≤ C
(

1 + σ‖∇u‖H2 + σ‖∇w‖H2 + σ
1
2 (σ‖∇ut‖2H1)

3(q−2)
4q + σ

1
2 (σ‖∇wt‖2H1)

3(q−2)
4q

)

≤ C + Cσ
1
2 (σ−1)

3(q−2)
4q ≤ C, (3.104)

and

σ‖∇2b‖H2 ≤ Cσ
(

1 + ‖∇bt‖H1 + ‖∇u‖H2‖∇b‖H2

)

≤ C,

which together with (3.102) and (3.104) yields (3.100).
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4 Proof of Theorem 1.1

With all the a priori estimates in Section 3 at hand, we are going to prove the main result of the paper.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Lemma 2.2, there exists a T∗ > 0 such that the system (1.1)–(1.3) has a unique
classical solution (ρ, u,w, b,Φ) in Ω × (0, T∗]. By the definitions of (3.1) and (3.2), it is easy to check that

0 < ρ ≤ ρ0 ≤ ρ̂, A1(0) = 0, A2(0) ≤ K.

Therefore, there exists a T1 ∈ (0, T∗] such that

0 < ρ ≤ ρ0 ≤ 2ρ̂, A1(T ) ≤ 2E
1
3
0 , A2(σ(T )) ≤ 4K (4.1)

holds for T = T1.
Next, we set

T ∗ = sup{T |(4.1) holds}. (4.2)

Then T ∗ ≥ T1 > 0. Hence, for any 0 < τ < T ≤ T ∗ with T finite, it follows from Lemmas 3.9–3.13 that
{

(ρ− ρs,∇(Φ − Φs)) ∈ C([0, T ];W 2,q),

(u,w, b) ∈ C([τ, T ];H2), (∇ut,∇wt,∇bt) ∈ C([τ, T ];Lq),
(4.3)

where one has taken advantage of the standard embedding

L∞(τ, T ;H1) ∩H1(τ, T ;H−1) →֒ C([τ, T ];Lq), for any q ∈ (3, 6).

Moreover, one has

∫ T

τ

∣

∣

∣

(

∫

ρ|ut|2dx
)

t
+

(

∫

ρ|wt|2dx
)

t

∣

∣

∣
dt

≤
∫ T

τ

(

‖ρt|ut|2‖L1 + ‖ρt|wt|2‖L1 + 2‖ρut · utt‖L1 + 2‖ρwt · wtt‖L1

)

dt

≤ C

∫ T

τ

(

‖√ρut‖L2‖∇u‖L∞ + ‖√ρwt‖L2‖∇w‖L∞ + ‖u‖L6‖∇ρ‖L2‖ut‖2L6

)

dt

+ C

∫ T

τ

(

‖u‖L6‖∇ρ‖L2‖wt‖2L6 + ‖√ρutt‖2L2 + ‖√ρwtt‖2L2 + ‖√ρut‖2L2 + ‖√ρwt‖2L2

)

dt

≤ C, (4.4)

which together with (4.3) leads to

√
ρut,

√
ρwt,

√
ρu̇,

√
ρẇ ∈ C([τ, T ];L2). (4.5)

Finally, we claim that

T ∗ = ∞. (4.6)

Otherwise, T ∗ < ∞. Then, by Proposition 3.1, it holds that

0 < ρ ≤ 7

4
ρ̂, A1(T

∗) ≤ E
1
3
0 , A2(σ(T )) ≤ 3K. (4.7)

It follows from Lemmas 3.12–3.13 and (4.5) that (ρ(x, T ∗), u(x, T ∗), w(x, T ∗), b(x, T ∗)) satisfies the initial
condition (1.7)–(1.9) with g1(x) ,

√
ρu̇(x, T ∗), g2(x) ,

√
ρẇ(x, T ∗), x ∈ Ω. Thus, Lemma 2.2 implies that

there exists some T ∗∗ > T ∗ such that (4.1) holds for T = T ∗∗, which contradicts the definition of T ∗. As
a result, (4.6) follows. By Lemma 2.2 and Lemmas 3.12–3.13, it indicates that (ρ, u,w, b,Φ) is in fact the
unique classical solution defined in Ω × (0, T ] for any 0 < T < T ∗ = ∞. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is
finished.
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