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Strong solutions for the Navier-Stokes-Voigt equations with non-negative density
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Abstract. The aim of this work is to study the Navier-Stokes-Voigt equations that govern flows
with non-negative density of incompressible fluids with elastic properties. For the associated non-
linear initial-and boundary-value problem, we prove the global-in-time existence of strong solutions
(velocity, density and pressure). We also establish some other regularity properties of these so-
lutions and find the conditions that guarantee the uniqueness of velocity and density. The main
novelty of this work is the hypothesis that, in some subdomain of space, there may be a vacuum at
the initial moment, that is, the possibility of the initial density vanishing in some part of the space
domain.
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1. Introduction

In general terms, it can be said that the Navier-Stokes equations describe the evolution of the
velocity field of an incompressible viscous fluid in the laminar regime. It is one of the most important
system of equations in mathematical physics and therefore has been widely studied by several
authors during the last 120 years, either from the mathematical viewpoint or from the applications
– see e.g. [10, 11, 15, 17, 19]. However the developed theory is still incomplete, specially in 3d,
where general existence and uniqueness results for smooth solutions are still partial. For this reason,
many authors began to study slightly modified models of these equations for which it would be
possible to prove the existence and uniqueness of smooth solutions. Among these models are the
so-called Navier-Stokes-Voigt equations for which it is possible to answer the still open questions of
the Navier-Stokes equations. In turn, the main feature of the Navier-Stokes-Voigt equations is that
they can be used to model flows of viscous fluids with elastic properties, as for instance polymer
solutions. These materials are part of a wider class of fluids, called viscoelastic fluids, and can
exhibit all intermediate ranges of properties between an elastic solid and a viscous fluid. Typically,
fluids that exhibit this behavior are macromolecular in nature and the most common examples are
polymeric melts and solutions used to make plastic articles, food products, such as dough used to
make bread and pasta, and biological fluids such as synovial fluids found in joints – see e.g. [10, 17].
In most applications, density is considered a constant parameter. However, this assumption is
unrealistic, because in almost all fluids the density varies, either with time or with the position of
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the space where the fluid element is. These variations may or may not be significant. There are
situations in which the density cannot be assumed as a constant parameter as, for example, in the
study of multi-phase flows consisting of several immiscible and incompressible fluids.

In this work, we are interested in studying density-dependent flows (nonhomogeneous flows) of
incompressible fluids with elastic properties. We assume the flow is governed by the following
initial-and boundary-value problem,

div u = 0 in QT , (1.1)

(ρu)t + div(ρu⊗ u) = ρf − ∇p+ µ∆u+ κ∆ut in QT , (1.2)

ρt + div(ρu) = 0, ρ ≥ 0 in QT , (1.3)

ρu = ρ0u0, ρ = ρ0 in {0} × Ω, (1.4)

u = 0 on ΓT . (1.5)

Here, QT denotes the time-space cylinder (0, T ) × Ω, where Ω ⊂ R
3 is a bounded domain and T

is a given positive constant. The lateral boundary (0, T ) × ∂Ω of QT is denoted by ΓT , and the
other notation is defined as follows. The unknowns of the problem are the velocity u = (u1, u2, u3),
density ρ and pressure p, while the external forces field f , initial velocity u0 and initial density ρ0

are given data. Equations (1.2) and (1.3) are derived from the classical principles of conservation
of momentum and mass, while (1.1) expresses the incompressibility constraint of the fluid. The
system of equations (1.1)-(1.3) shall be denoted in the sequel as the Navier-Stokes-Voigt equations,
where µ corresponds to the dynamic viscosity and κ to the relaxation time, that is the characteristic
time required for a viscoelastic fluid to relax from a deformed state to its equilibrium configuration.
With this respect, we assume that they are both constant and such that

µ > 0, κ > 0. (1.6)

We assume the initial momentum, say m0, is given by the product ρ0u0, where u0 is the given
initial velocity. In this work, we are interested in the case of initial data u0 and ρ0 satisfying

div u0 = 0 in Ω, (1.7)

0 ≤ ρ0 ≤ M < ∞ in Ω, (1.8)

for some positive constant M . The main novelty of this work lies in the assumption (1.8), where it
is understood that the initial density ρ0 may eventually vanish in some domain ω ⊂⊂ Ω, i.e. the
possibility that, at the initial moment, there might be vacuum in some part of the space domain.

We strength hypothesis (1.7) with one of the following conditions,

u0 ∈ V, (1.9)

u0 ∈ V ∩H2(Ω), (1.10)

where H2(Ω) is the usual W 2,2(Ω) Sobolev space and V is the function space defined below at (2.1).
For the definitions and notations of the function spaces used throughout the paper, we address the
reader to the monographs [15, 26]. In particular, given m ∈ N and r ∈ [1,∞], we denote by
Lr(Ω) and Wm,r(Ω) the usual Lebesgue and Sobolev function spaces. As usual, when r = 2, we
use the notation Hm(Ω) = Wm,2(Ω). By W

m,r
0 (Ω), we denote the closure of C∞

0 (Ω) in the norm

of Wm,r(Ω). The dual space of Wm,r
0 (Ω) is denoted by W−m,r′

(Ω), where r′ denotes the Hölder
conjugate of r.

Condition (1.9) is enough to obtain weak solutions, but to obtain solutions with further regularity
condition (1.10) is mandatory (see the authors works [2, 3, 4]). On the forcing term f , we shall
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also assume two distinct situations,

f ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)), (1.11)

f ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω)). (1.12)

Of course that L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω)) ֒→ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)), unless we consider the entire time interval
(0,∞). But, as we shall see, condition (1.11) is sufficient for the results we aim to prove, being
condition (1.12) only required to get some further L∞-in time regularity.

The version of the problem (1.1)-(1.4), with constant density, was intensively studied by Oskolkov
in a series of works (see [27] and references cited there in) who coined the name Kelvin-Voigt for
the associated system of equations. However, as observed by Zvyagin and Turbin [34], neither
Kelvin nor Voigt have suggested any stress-strain relation, or system of governing equations, for
viscoelastic fluids. Currently, the Navier-Stokes-Voigt name for the associated system of equations
seems to be the most accepted by the people working in this field, especially because this model
is, in fact, an extension of the system of equations proposed by Voigt (for elastic materials that
exhibit relaxation time) to model materials with viscoelastic properties. Mathematically speaking,
the interesting feature of this system of equations, as noted first by Ladyzhenskaya [18], is that
the relaxation term κ∆ut works as a regularization of the Navier-Stokes equations so that the
corresponding problem has a unique global solution. Since then, the same problem, or some of its
variants, have been studied by many authors, in many settings and under different conditions, with
respect to the existence, uniqueness and asymptotic behaviour of the solutions. See for instance
[3, 5, 34] and the references cited therein. On the other hand, the works by Titi and his collabora-
tors [20, 30] make a clear relation between the homogeneous Navier-Stokes-Voigt equations and the
turbulence modeling, in particular with Bardina turbulence models. The same relation was touched
on by Lewandowski et al. [22, 21]. Existence of weak and strong solutions of nonlinear problems
governed by the Navier-Stokes-Voigt equations (1.1)-(1.2) and for some of its generalisations, with
p-Laplacian diffusion and damping terms, and for nonhomogeneous flows (non-constant density),
were studied by the authors in [3, 5] in the case of a strictly positive initial density. For results on
nonhomogeneous flows governed by the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations, which corresponds
to take κ = 0 in the momentum equation (1.2), we address the reader to the works by Antontsev
et al. [1] and by Ladyzhenskaya and Solonnikov [19] in the case of a strictly positive initial density,
and for Simon [31], Lions [24] and Desjardins [13] in the case of a initial density that vanishes in
some part of the space domain. In all these works, the authors were primarily interested in the
global-in-time existence of weak solutions in bounded domains of R

d, d = 2, 3, or in the whole
space R

d, d ≥ 2, and in the uniqueness of solution in the case of d = 2. Moreover, the initial
data were considered so that u0 ∈ H1(Ω) and ρ0 ∈ L∞(Ω). The case of a strictly positive initial
density has been worked out also by many other authors during the last 20 years with respect
to existence of weak and strong solutions, uniqueness, asymptotic stability and blow-up – see, for
instance, [16, 33] and the references cited therein. We just want to point out the work by Paicu
et al. in [28], where the authors have proved global-in-time existence and uniqueness in the whole

space R
d, d = 2, 3, for u0 ∈ Hs(R2), for s > 0, or u0 ∈ H1(R3). When the density vanishes in

some space subdomain, the momentum equation (1.2) degenerates into an elliptic equation, which
makes it difficult to achieve the existence of strong solutions. To overcome this difficulty, Choe and
Kim [8, 9] estimated ‖∇ut‖L2(Ω) by requiring that the initial data should satisfy a compatibility
condition, expressed by the following Stokes problem,

div u0 = 0 in Ω, (1.13)

− µ∆u0 =
√
ρ0g − ∇p0 in Ω, (1.14)

u0 = 0 on ∂Ω, (1.15)
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for some p0 ∈ H1(Ω) and g ∈ L2(Ω). This condition, combined with the assumption that u0 ∈
V ∩ H2(Ω) and ρ0 ∈ L∞(Ω), were of the utmost importance to prove the local-in-time existence
of strong solutions in bounded domains of R3. More recently, without requiring the compatibility
condition (1.13)-(1.15), Lu et al. [25] have proved that, if the initial density decays not too slowly
as |x| −→ ∞, then the 2d problem in the whole plane R

2 admits a unique global-in-time strong
solution. The decay condition on the initial density was written in the following form

ρ0x
a ∈ L1(Ω) ∩H1(Ω) ∩W 1,q(Ω), x :=

√

e+ |x|2 log2
(

e+ |x|2
)

, (1.16)

for some a > 1 and q > 2 (see [25]). Around the same time, Li [23] has proved the existence of
local-in-time strong solutions in bounded domains of R

3, assuming only that u0 ∈ V and ρ0 ∈
L∞(Ω) ∩ W 1,γ(Ω) for any γ > 1. Uniqueness was also proved in [23] but for all γ ≥ 2. More
recently, Danchin and Mucha [12] improved the results of [23], assuming only that u0 ∈ V and
ρ0 ∈ L∞(Ω) (without requiring any condition, be it regularity, strict positivity or compatibility
condition that the initial density satisfies). The problem was considered in a spatial domain that

can either be a bounded domain of Rd, d = 2, 3, with a C2 boundary ∂Ω, or the torus Td, d = 2, 3.
In these conditions, the authors [12] have proved global-in-time existence of strong solutions and
their uniqueness in 2d, and also in 3d, in the last case only if ‖∇u0‖L2(Ω) is suitably small. About 2
years ago, He et al. [16] have proved global-in-time existence of strong solutions and its exponential
stability in unbounded domains of R

3. These authors have considered, in addition, the difficult
situation of a density-dependent viscosity. Last year, Zhang et al. [33] have extended the results
of [12] requiring that the initial velocity can be in a larger function space: u0 ∈ Hs

0(Ω) for s > 0.
Nonhomogeneous flows, with initial vacuum, governed by the incompressible Navier-Stokes-Voigt
equations were firstly studied by the authors in [2], where it was proved the existence of weak

solutions in the whole space R
d, d = 2, 3, 4. There it were also proved some properties regarding

the large-time behavior of the solutions in special unbounded domains. In the present, work we are
interested in studying the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for the Navier-Stokes-Voigt
problem (1.1)-(1.5) with non-constant density. For the sake of mathematical generality, we shall
assume throughout the rest of the work that the space dimension is d ≥ 2, knowing in advance that
there will be restrictions on the upper bound of d depending on the results we shall obtain. As
we shall see in the sequel, the gain in regularity promoted by the presence of the relaxation term
κ∆ut in the momentum equation shall allow us to prove the global-in-time existence, as well the
uniqueness, of a strong solution without invoking any extra condition on the initial density.

We are interested in strong solutions to the problem (1.1)-(1.5) in the sense of the following defini-
tion.

Definition 1. Let d ≥ 2 and assume the conditions (1.6), (1.8), (1.10) and (1.11) are fulfilled. If
all the derivatives of ρ, u and p involved in (1.1)-(1.3) are regular distributions and the equations
(1.1)-(1.3) hold almost everywhere in QT , and if still ρ and u satisfy the initial and boundary
conditions (1.4)-(1.5), then the triple (ρ, u, p) is said to be a strong solution of the problem (1.1)-
(1.5).

The main results of this work address the issue of existence of strong solutions for the problem
(1.1)-(1.5). The first one is given by the following theorem and requires minimal assumptions on
the regularity of the boundary domain.

Theorem 1. Let 2 ≤ d ≤ 4 and assume that Ω is a bounded domain with ∂Ω Lipschitz-continuous.
If the conditions (1.6), (1.8), (1.10) and (1.11) are fulfilled, then there exists, at least, a solution
(ρ, u, p) for the problem (1.1)-(1.5) and such that:

(1) 0 ≤ ρ ≤ M in QT , ρ ∈ C([0, T ];Lq(Ω)) for all q ≥ 1 and ρt ∈ L2(0, T ;W−1,2(Ω));
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(2) u ∈ L∞(0, T ;V ) and
√
ρu ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω));

(3) ut ∈ L2(0, T ;V ) and
√
ρut ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω));

(4) p ∈ Cw([0, T );L2(Ω));

If, instead of (1.11), is fulfilled (1.12), then:

(5) ut ∈ L∞(0, T ;V ) and
√
ρut ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω)).

It is noteworthy that, in the Navier-Stokes setting (without the relaxation term κ∆ut in the momen-
tum equation (1.2)) for nonhomogeneous flows, to prove that ut ∈ L2(0, T ;V ) or ut ∈ L∞(0, T ;V ),
extra assumptions are needed. In fact, to prove these results in [8], it was assumed that

ft ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)), (1.17)

f ∈ L2(0, T ;H1(Ω)). (1.18)

Moreover, and in addition to (1.17)-(1.18), it was required the initial data u0 and ρ0 should satisfy
the compatibility condition (1.13)-(1.15). With respect to assumption (1.17), it should be noted
that, by the Sobolev imbedding W 1,2(0, T ) ֒→ L∞(0, T ) (see [7, Theoreme VIII.7]), the assumption
ft ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)) (whence f ∈ W 1,2(0, T ;L2(Ω))) would imply (1.11).

This way, we can realize that for the nonhomogeneous Navier-Stokes-Voigt problem we can prove
the same regularity results without assuming the extra conditions (1.17)-(1.18) on the forcing term
f , nor requiring the compatibility problem (1.13)-(1.15), or condition (1.16). More importantly, our
proof is technically much more accessible and much less time consuming. This is only possible due
to the presence of the relaxation term κ∆ut in the momentum equation (1.2). Besides (6.6)-(6.7),
see the proofs of (4.3) and (4.6) below.

To obtain more regularity in the solutions, not only a smoother boundary domain is needed, but
also more restrictions on the space dimension. This is the aim of the next theorem.

Theorem 2. Let 2 ≤ d ≤ 3 and assume that Ω is a bounded domain with ∂Ω supposed to be of
class C2. If the conditions (1.6), (1.8), (1.10) and (1.11) are fulfilled, then there exists, at least,
a solution (ρ, u, p) for the problem (1.1)-(1.5) and such that, in addition to (1)-(4) of Theorem 1,
we have:

(1) D2u ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω)) and D2ut ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω));
(2) ∇p ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω));

If, instead of (1.11), is fulfilled (1.12), then, in addition to (5) of Theoreom 1, we have:

(3) D2ut ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω));
(4) ∇p ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω)).

The greatest gain in regularity, relatively to the nonhomogeneous Navier-Stokes equations (see
again [8, 25]), is observed in the regularity resultsD2ut ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)) andD2ut ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω))
(see (4.5) and (4.7) below), which cannot at all be achieved if we remove the relaxation term κ∆ut

from the momentum equation (1.2).

The proofs of Theorems 1 and 2 will appear as a consequence of what is done later on in Sections 3-6.

Remark 1. In addition to the regularity results D2u ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω)) and D2ut ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(Ω)),
we also have

u,
∂u

∂t
∈ L∞(0, T ;C0,α(Ω)) whenever 0 < α ≤ 2 − d

2
and 2 ≤ d ≤ 3.
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This can be shown by combining the Sobolev inequalities (2.7) and (2.9) with the regularity results
aforementioned. See also Remark 4 below.

As a complementary result to the existence of strong solutions (ρ, u, p), we provide, in the following
theorem, the conditions that allow us to prove the uniqueness of ρ and u.

Theorem 3. Let (û, p̂, ρ̂) and (u, p, ρ) be two solutions of the problem (1.1)-(1.5) with the same
data and in the conditions of Theorem 2. If, in addition,

ρ0 ∈ W 1,∞(Ω) (1.19)

and

u0 ∈ W 2,r(Ω) ∩ V, (1.20)

f ∈ L2 (0, T ;Lr(Ω)) , (1.21)

for

d < r ≤ 2∗. (1.22)

then ρ̂ = ρ and û = u.

Here, 2∗ denotes the Sobolev conjugate of 2, and note that (1.22) implies 2 ≤ d ≤ 3.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we provide important auxiliary results
that will be used throughout the following sections. Problem (1.1)-(1.5) is approximated by two
cascade of problems, being Sections 3-5 devoted to proving the existence of the Galerkin approxi-
mations for the second cascade of approximate problems. Sections 4-5 also prove some results that
make the solutions of the two cascade of approximate problems strong. In Section 6, we prove
the existence of strong solutions for the original problem (1.1)-(1.5). Further regularity results
are proved in Section 7, where we also establish the uniqueness of the velocity and density under
additional assumptions on the problem data.

2. Auxiliary results

In this section, we introduce important auxiliary results that we will be used in the course of our
work. We recall the definition of the following function spaces,

V := {u ∈ C∞
0 (Ω) : div u = 0},

H := closure of V in the norm of L2(Ω),

Vq := closure of V in the norm of W 1,q(Ω). (2.1)

The particular case of q = 2 in (2.1) will be denoted only by V . In the sequel, we shall denote the
inclusion X ⊂ Y of two Banach spaces X and Y with a continuous imbedding X −→ Y by X ֒→ Y .
If the imbedding X −→ Y is compact, we denote the inclusion X ⊂ Y by X ֒→֒→ Y .

We start by recalling the Sobolev, Moser and Morrey inequalities and the continuous and compact
imbeddings that come with them.

Lemma 1. Let Ω be a bounded domain in R
d with a Lipschitz-continuous boundary ∂Ω. If v ∈

W
1,r
0 (Ω), then

‖v‖Lr∗(Ω) ≤ C(r, d) ‖∇v‖Lr(Ω) , r∗ =
dr

d− r
, 1 ≤ r < d, (2.2)

‖v‖Lq(Ω) ≤ C(r, q, d) ‖∇v‖W 1,r(Ω) , d ≤ q < ∞, r = d, (2.3)
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[v]
C0,α(Ω) ≤ C(r, d) ‖∇v‖Lr(Ω) , 0 < α ≤ 1 − d

r
, r > d.

Moreover, W 1,r(Ω) ֒→ Lq(Ω) if 1 ≤ q ≤ r∗ and 1 ≤ r < d, W 1,r(Ω) ֒→ Lq(Ω) if d ≤ q < ∞ and

r = d, and W 1,r(Ω) ֒→ C0,α(Ω) if α = 1 − r

d
and r > d. In addition, W 1,r(Ω) ֒→֒→ Lq(Ω) if 1 ≤

q < r∗ and 1 ≤ r < d, W 1,r(Ω) ֒→֒→ Lq(Ω) if 1 ≤ q < ∞ and r = d, and W 1,r(Ω) ֒→֒→ C0,α(Ω) if

0 < α ≤ 1 − d

r
and r > d.

Proof. For the proof, we address the reader to Maz’ya [26, Chapter 2]. �

For the sake of simplifying the writing, in the sequel, we shall use the notation r∗ with the broadest

meaning that r∗ =
rp

d− r
if r < d, r∗ is any real in the interval [1,∞) if r = d, or r∗ = ∞ if r > d.

In the following lemma, we collect two important generalizations of the Aubin-Lions compactness
lemma.

Lemma 2. If X, E and Y are Banach spaces such that X ֒→֒→ E ֒→ Y , then

Lr(0, T ;X) ∩
{

v : vt ∈ L1(0, T ;Y )
}

֒→֒→ Lr(0, T ;E) if 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞, (2.4)

L∞(0, T ;X) ∩ {v : vt ∈ Lq(0, T ;Y )} ֒→֒→ C([0, T ];E) if 1 < q ≤ ∞. (2.5)

Proof. See Simon [32, Corollary 4]. �

The following variant of de Rham’s lemma is of the utmost importance to recover the pressure,
after the velocity field and the density are found. In what follows, by 〈·, ·〉 we denote the duality

paring between W−1,q′

(Ω) and W
1,q
0 (Ω).

Lemma 3. Let 1 < q < ∞ and ϕ∗ ∈ W−1,q′

(Ω). If

〈ϕ∗, ϕ〉 = 0 ∀ ϕ ∈ Vq,

then there exists a unique p ∈ Lq(Ω), with

ˆ

Ω
p dx = 0, such that

〈ϕ∗, ϕ〉 =

ˆ

Ω
p divϕdx ∀ϕ ∈ W

1,q
0 (Ω).

Moreover, there exists a positive constant C such that

‖p‖Lq(Ω) ≤ C ‖ϕ∗‖W −1,q′(Ω) .

Proof. The proof combines the results of Bogovskǐı [6] and Pileckas [29] (see also Theorems III.3.1
and III.5.3 of Galdi [15]). �

Next, some other auxiliary results that shall be used in the sequel are collected. We start by
recalling some useful inequalities related with the Sobolev inequalities stated in Lemma 1. Here,
the notation |Dmu|, where m ∈ N, stands for

|Dmu| :=
∑

|γ|=m

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂|γ|u

∂
γ1

x1
· · · ∂γd

xd

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

, |γ| = γ1 + · · · + γd.

In particular, |Du|2 = |∇u|2 and |D2u|2 = |∇ux1
|2 + · · · + |∇uxd

|2. We say that the (bounded)
boundary ∂Ω belongs to the class Cm,α, with 0 ≤ α ≤ 1, if each point x = (x1, . . . , xd−1, xd) ∈ ∂Ω
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has a neighborhood U such that the set U ∩Ω is represented by the inequality xd < f(x1, . . . , xd−1)
in some Cartesian coordinate system and for some function f in the Hölder space Cm,α(ω), where

here ω is the projection of Ω onto R
d−1.

Lemma 4. Let Ω be a bounded domain in R
d and assume that r ≥ 1. If the boundary ∂Ω is

assumed to be of class C0,1, then

‖∇u‖Lr∗(Ω) ≤ C(r, d)
∥

∥

∥D2u
∥

∥

∥

Lr(Ω)
∀ u ∈ W 2,r(Ω) ∩W

1,r
0 (Ω), (2.6)

1

C(r, d)
‖∆u‖Lr(Ω) ≤

∥

∥

∥D2u
∥

∥

∥

Lr(Ω)
≤ C(r, d) ‖∆u‖Lr(Ω) ∀ u ∈ W 2,r(Ω) ∩W

1,r
0 (Ω). (2.7)

If ∂Ω is assumed to be of class C1,1, then

‖∇u‖Lr∗(Ω) ≤ C(d, r) ‖∆u‖Lr(Ω) ∀ u ∈ W 2,r(Ω) ∩W
1,r
0 (Ω), (2.8)

‖u‖
C0,α(Ω) ≤ C(r, d) ‖∆u‖Lr(Ω) ∀ u ∈ W 2,r(Ω) ∩W 1,r

0 (Ω), 0 < α ≤ 1 − d

r∗
, 2r > d.

(2.9)

Proof. For the proof we address the reader to [3, Lemma 1] (see also Maz’ya [26, Chapters 1-2]). �

As we will do throughout this work, the notation C = C(d, r), used in the previous lemma, em-
phasizes the fact that the positive constants C considered in (2.8)-(2.9), where they are supposed
to be all distinct, depend on the parameters d and r.

In the next lemma, we recall some of the properties of the Stokes operator. The operator

A : H2(Ω) ∩ V −→ H

u 7−→ −µP
(

∆u
) (2.10)

where P : L2(Ω) → H is the Leray projection, is called the Stokes operator. This operator estab-
lishes a correspondence between the solutions u of the stationary Stokes problems

divu = 0 in Ω, (2.11)

− µ∆u = f − ∇p in Ω, (2.12)

u = 0 on ∂Ω, (2.13)

and the corresponding external forces f . Due to the symmetry of the Leray projection, it can be
proved that

µ

ˆ

Ω
∇u : ∇ϕdx =

ˆ

Ω
A(u) · ϕdx ∀ u ∈ W 2,2(Ω) ∩ V, ∀ ϕ ∈ V. (2.14)

The following result follows from the existence and regularity theory for elliptic operators.

Lemma 5. Let Ω be a bounded domain in R
d, with the boundary ∂Ω assumed to be of class C2.

If f ∈ Lr(Ω), with 1 < r < ∞, then there exist unique u ∈ W 2,r(Ω) and p ∈ W 1,r(Ω), with
ˆ

Ω
p(x) dx = 0, such that (u, p) verify the Stokes system (2.11)-(2.12) a.e. in Ω and u satisfies

(2.13) in the trace sense. Moreover, there exists a positive constant C = C(µ, r,Ω) such that

‖u‖W 2,r(Ω) + ‖p‖W 1,r(Ω) ≤ C ‖f‖Lr(Ω) . (2.15)

Proof. We address the proof to Galdi [15, Theorem IV.6.1]. �
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From (2.15), we easily derive the following estimate,
∥

∥

∥D2u
∥

∥

∥

Lr(Ω)
+ ‖∇p‖Lr(Ω) ≤ C ‖f‖Lr(Ω) . (2.16)

Using the correspondence between the Stokes operator (2.10) and the forces field f , and taking
r = 2 in (2.16), we also obtain

∥

∥

∥D2u
∥

∥

∥

L2(Ω)
+ ‖∇p‖L2(Ω) ≤ C ‖A(u)‖L2(Ω) . (2.17)

3. Existence of approximate solutions

The proof of the existence of solutions for the problem (1.1)-(1.5) shall follow from the existence of
suitable Galerkin approximations. Let us consider the following family of subsets of Ω,

Ωn :=

{

x ∈ Ω : dist(x, ∂Ω) >
1

n
, n ∈ N

}

,

and the usual Friedrichs mollifying kernel ηn(x) :=
1

nd
η

(

x

n

)

. Recall that

ηn ∈ C∞(Rd), supp ηn ⊂ B (0, n) ,

ˆ

Rd

ηn(x) dx = 1.

We regularize the initial data u0 and ρ0 by considering its mollifying functions, say u0,n and ρ0,n,
defined by

u0,n(x) := (ηn ⋆ u0) (x) =

ˆ

Ω
ηn(x− y)u0(y) dy, x ∈ Ωn, (3.1)

ρ0,n(x) := (ηn ⋆ ρ0) (x) +
1

n
=

ˆ

Ω
ηn(x− y)ρ0(y) dy +

1

n
, x ∈ Ωn. (3.2)

It is well-known that for any w ∈ L1
loc(Ω), its mollifying function wn = ηn ⋆ w satisfies

wn ∈ C∞(Ωn), wn −−−→
n→∞

w a.e. in Ω, (3.3)

wn −−−→
n→∞

w in Lp(Ω), whenever w ∈ Lp(Ω), 1 ≤ p < ∞. (3.4)

As supp ηn ⊂ B (0, n), one has

suppu0,n ⊂ Ωn +B (0, n) .

Moreover, in view of (1.8), (3.1)-(3.2) and (3.3)-(3.4), we have

0 <
1

n
≤ ρ0,n ≤ M∗ := M + 1 < ∞ in Ω, (3.5)

‖u0,n‖
L2(Ω) ≤ ‖u0‖L2(Ω) . (3.6)

Moreover, provided u0 is sufficiently regular, we also have

‖∇u0,n‖
L2(Ω) ≤ ‖∇u0‖L2(Ω) ,

∥

∥

∥D2u0,n

∥

∥

∥

L2(Ω)
≤
∥

∥

∥D2u0

∥

∥

∥

L2(Ω)
. (3.7)

Given a large enough, but arbitrary, n ∈ N, we consider the following initial-and boundary-value
problem,

div u = 0 in QT , (3.8)

(ρu)t + div(ρu⊗ u) = ρf − ∇p+ µ∆u+ κ∆ut in QT , (3.9)

ρt + div(ρu) = 0 in QT , (3.10)

ρu = ρ0,nu0,n, ρ = ρ0,n in {0} × Ω, (3.11)
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u = 0 on Γ. (3.12)

We construct a solution to the problem (3.8)-(3.12) by using a semi-discrete Galerkin scheme. Since
the Stokes operator is injective, self-adjoint and has a compact inverse (see e.g. [11, Propositions 4.2-
4]), there exists an increasing sequence of positive eigenvalues λi and a sequence of corresponding
eigenfunctions ψi ∈ H2(Ω) ∩ V such that

A(ψi) = λiψi. (3.13)

Moreover, the family {ψi}i∈N
can be made orthogonal in H and orthonormal in V . Given j ∈ N,

let us consider the j-dimensional space Xj spanned by the first j eigenvalues given by (3.13): ψ1,
. . . , ψj . For each j ∈ N, and proceeding as in the proof of [3, Theorem 1] (see also the proof of [2,
Proposition 1]), we can prove the existence of approximate solutions

uj
n ∈ C1([0, T );Xj ), uj

n(x, t) =
j
∑

i=1

c
j
i (t)ψi(x), ψi ∈ Xj , (3.14)

ρj
n ∈ C1([0, T );C1(Ω)) (3.15)

to the following system of j + 1 ordinary differential equations
ˆ

Ω
ρj

n(t)

[

∂uj
n(t)

∂t
+
(

uj
n(t) · ∇

)

uj
n(t)

]

· ψi dx+ κ

ˆ

Ω

∂∇uj
n(t)

∂t
: ∇ψi dx

+ µ

ˆ

Ω
∇uj

n(t) : ∇ψi dx =

ˆ

Ω
ρj

n(t)f(t) · ψi dx, i = 1, . . . , j,

(3.16)

∂ρj
n

∂t
+ uj

n · ∇ρj
n = 0, (3.17)

System (3.16)-(3.17) is supplemented with the following initial conditions

ρj
nu

j
n = ρ

j
0,nu

j
0,n, uj

n = u
j
0,n, ρj

n = ρ
j
0,n in {0} × Ω, (3.18)

where uj
0,n = P j(u0,n), with P j denoting the orthogonal projection P j : V −→ Xj so that

uj
n(0, x) =

j
∑

i=1

c
j
i (0)ψi(x), c

j
i (0) = c

j
i,0 := (u0,n, ψi), i ∈ {1, . . . , j}, (3.19)

where (·, ·) denotes the L2−scalar product. Since the operator P j is uniformly continuous, we can
assume that

u
j
0,n −−−→

j→∞
u0,n in L2(Ω) ∩W 1,2(Ω). (3.20)

About the approximate initial density ρj
0,n, we assume that

ρ
j
0,n ∈ C1(Ω), ρ

j
0,n −−−→

j→∞
ρ0,n in Lp(Ω) ∀ p ∈ [1,∞). (3.21)

From (3.5)-(3.7) and (3.20)-(3.21), one readily has

1

n
≤ ρ

j
0,n ≤ M∗ < ∞ in Ω, (3.22)

∥

∥

∥u
j
0,n

∥

∥

∥

L2(Ω)
≤ ‖u0‖L2(Ω) , (3.23)

∥

∥

∥∇uj
0,n

∥

∥

∥

L2(Ω)
≤ ‖∇u0‖L2(Ω) ,

∥

∥

∥D2u
j
0,n

∥

∥

∥

L2(Ω)
≤
∥

∥

∥D2u0

∥

∥

∥

L2(Ω)
. (3.24)
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Observe that, due to the regularity of uj
n and by linearity and continuity, one can derive from (3.16)

ˆ

Ω

[

ρj
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t
+ ρj

n(t)
(

uj
n(t) · ∇

)

uj
n(t) − µ∆uj

n(t) − κ
∂∆uj

n(t)

∂t

]

· ψ dx =

ˆ

Ω
ρj

n(t)f(t) · ψ dx ∀ ψ ∈ H2(Ω) ∩ V
(3.25)

in the distribution sense on (0, T ). Moreover, by using Lemma 3, it can also be proved the existence
of a unique approximate pressure

pj
n ∈ Cw([0, T );L2(Ω)), with

ˆ

Ω
pj

n(t) dx = 0, (3.26)

so that
ˆ

Ω

[

ρj
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t
+ ρj

n(t)
(

uj
n(t) · ∇

)

uj
n(t) − µ∆uj

n(t) − κ
∂∆uj

n(t)

∂t

]

· ψ dx−
ˆ

Ω
ρj

n(t)f(t) · ψ dx =

ˆ

Ω
pj(t) divψ dx ∀ ψ ∈ H2(Ω) ∩W

1,2
0 (Ω)

(3.27)

holds in the distribution sense on (0, T ) – see [3, Theorem 2].

4. A priori estimates independent of j

In this section, we aim to obtain independent of j estimates for the approximate solutions uj
n, ρj

n

and pj
n. We list the obtained estimates in several propositions according to the conditions that are

imposed on the forcing term f . We highlight the dependence of these estimates on the viscous and
relaxation parameters µ and κ to perceive the importance of the presence of the viscous term µ∆u
and of the relaxation one κ∆ut, in the momentum equation (1.2), for the results we achieve. It is
important to note that these estimates are also independent of n.

Proposition 1. Let uj
n, ρj

n and pj
n be the approximate weak solutions of the problem (3.8)-(3.12)

that have been found in (3.14), (3.15) and (3.26).

(1) If (1.8) holds true, then

0 <
1

n
≤ inf

x∈Ω
ρ

j
0,n(x) ≤ ρj

n(x, t) ≤ sup
x∈Ω

ρ
j
0,n(x) ≤ M∗ < ∞ ∀ (x, t) ∈ QT . (4.1)

(2) If 2 ≤ d ≤ 4 and (1.8) and (1.9) are verified, then there exists an independent of j (and n)
positive constant K1 such that

sup
t∈(0,T )

(

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)uj

n(t)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

)

+ µ

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
dt ≤ K1 (4.2)

(3) If 2 ≤ d ≤ 4 and (1.6), (1.8), (1.9) and (1.11) hold, then there exists an independent of j (and
n) positive constant K2 such that

ˆ T

0





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ κ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)



 dt ≤ K2. (4.3)
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(4) If 2 ≤ d ≤ 3 and (1.6), (1.8), (1.10) and (1.11) are verified, then there exists an independent
of j (and n) positive constant K3 such that

κ sup
t∈(0,T )

∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ µ

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
dt ≤ K3. (4.4)

(5) If 2 ≤ d ≤ 3 and (1.6), (1.8), (1.10) and (1.11) hold, then there exists an independent of j
(and n) positive constant K4 such that

κ2

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂D2uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

dt ≤ K4. (4.5)

In the following proposition, we improve some of the estimates established in Proposition 1 by
requiring that (1.12) is fulfilled, instead of (1.11).

Proposition 2. Let uj
n, ρj

n and pj
n be the approximate weak solutions of the problem (3.8)-(3.12)

that have been found in (3.14), (3.15) and (3.26).

(1) If 2 ≤ d ≤ 4 and (1.6), (1.8), (1.9) and (1.12) hold, then there exists an independent of j (and
n) positive constant K ′

2 such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ κ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)



 ≤ K ′
2. (4.6)

(2) If 2 ≤ d ≤ 3 and (1.6), (1.8), (1.10) and (1.12) hold, then there exists an independent of j
(and n) positive constant K ′

4 such that

κ2 sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂D2uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

≤ K ′
4. (4.7)

Before we proceed to the proof of Propositions 1 and 2, let us make some comments on the estimates
obtained here, in particular the relation between these estimates and its counterparts of the Navier-
Stokes setting, i.e. when considering κ = 0 in the momentum equation (1.2).

Remark 2. (1) Estimate (4.2) has already been established in [2, Lemma 4-(2)], but here we just
have required that f ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)). Moreover, in view of (4.14) below (see also (4.32)), the
relaxation parameter κ in (4.2) can be replaced by the viscous parameter µ.
(2) Estimate (4.4) is obtained regardless we consider the hypothesis of initial vacuum or not. In
the context of considering an initial density ρ0 that is always positive, this estimate was already
proved in [3, Theorem 3], by using a different approach. In view of (4.32) below, we can also replace
the relaxation parameter κ in (4.4) by the viscous parameter µ.

Proof. (Proposition 1) For the sake of simplifying the exposition, we shall split the proof into the
several enumerated items.

(1) Arguing as we did in the proof of [3, Theorem 1] (see also [19, Lemma 1.2]), and using the
maximum principle together with (3.22), we can show that (4.1) holds true. On the other hand,
using the solenoidality of uj

n, the fact that uj
n = 0 on ∂Ω, together with (3.17) and (3.18)3, we can
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prove that for all t ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ one has

∥

∥

∥ρj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

q

Lq(Ω)
=

ˆ t

0

∂

∂s

∥

∥

∥ρj
n(s)

∥

∥

∥

q

Lq(Ω)
ds+

∥

∥

∥ρ
j
0,n

∥

∥

∥

q

Lq(Ω)

= −
ˆ t

0

ˆ

Ω
∇
(

|ρj
n(s)|q

)

· uj
n(s) dxds +

∥

∥

∥ρ
j
0,n

∥

∥

∥

q

Lq(Ω)
=
∥

∥

∥ρ
j
0,n

∥

∥

∥

q

Lq(Ω)
.

(4.8)

(2) Testing (3.25) with ψ = uj
n(t), integrating the resulting identity between 0 and t ∈ (0, T ),

using the continuity equation (3.17) together with the solenoidality of uj
n, and still using the initial

conditions (3.18), we obtain

1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)uj

n(t)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+
κ

2

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ µ

ˆ t

0

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(s)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
ds =

1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
0,nu

j
0,n

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+
κ

2

∥

∥

∥∇uj
0,n

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Ω
ρj

nf · uj
ndxds

(4.9)

The last term of (4.9) is estimated by using the Hölder and Cauchy inequalities,

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Ω
ρj

n(s)f(s) · uj
n(s)dxds ≤ 1

4

ˆ t

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(s)uj

n(s)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
ds+

ˆ t

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(s)f(s)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
ds. (4.10)

Plugging (4.10) into (4.9) and using (3.22)-(3.23) and (3.24)1, together with (4.1), one has

1

4

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)uj

n(t)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+
κ

2

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ µ

ˆ t

0

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(s)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
ds ≤

M∗

2
‖u0‖2

2,Ω +
κ

2
‖∇u0‖2

2,Ω +
1

2

ˆ t

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(s)uj

n(s)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
ds+M∗

ˆ t

0
‖f(s)‖2

L2(Ω) ds.

Using the Grönwall inequality and taking the supremum in (0, T ) in the resulting inequality, we

obtain (4.2) for some positive constant K1 = C
(

M∗, κ, ‖u0‖2,Ω , ‖∇u0‖2,Ω , ‖f‖L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) , T
)

.

(3) Testing (3.25) with ψ =
∂uj

n(t)

∂t
, we obtain

µ

2

d

dt

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ κ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

=

J(t) +

ˆ

Ω
ρj

n(t)f(t) · ∂u
j
n(t)

∂t
dx,

(4.11)

where

J(t) := −
ˆ

Ω
ρj

n(t)
(

uj
n(t) · ∇

)

uj
n(t) · ∂u

j
n(t)

∂t
dx.

To estimate the last term of (4.11), we proceed as in (4.10) so that

ˆ

Ω
ρj

n(t)f(t) · ∂u
j
n(t)

∂t
dx ≤ 1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+
1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)f(t)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
. (4.12)
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For the estimate of J(t), we use (4.1) together with the Hölder, Cauchy and Sobolev inequalities
so that

|J(t)| ≤M∗
∥

∥

∥uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

Ld(Ω)

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

L2(Ω)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2∗ (Ω)

, 2 ≤ d ≤ 4

≤C1

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2(Ω)

≤κ

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ C2

(

sup
t∈(0,T )

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

)2

(4.13)

for some positive constants C1 = C(d,M∗,Ω) and C2 = C(M∗, κ, d,Ω). Plugging (4.12) and (4.13)
into (4.11), integrating the resulting inequality between 0 and t ∈ (0, T ) and using (3.18) and the
estimate (4.2), we achieve to

µ
∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+

ˆ t

0





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(s)

∂uj
n

∂s
(s)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ κ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇uj
n(s)

∂s

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)



 ds ≤

µ
∥

∥

∥∇uj
0,n

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ ‖f(t)‖2

L2(Ω) + C,

for some positive constant C = C(M∗, κ, d,K1,Ω, T ). Taking the supremum in (0, T ) and using
(3.24)1, there holds

µ sup
t∈(0,T )

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+

ˆ T

0





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ κ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)



 dt ≤ K2 (4.14)

for some positive constant K2 = C
(

M∗, µ, κ, d, ‖f‖L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) ,Ω, T,K1

)

. In view of (4.2), the

relevant information to extract from the estimate (4.14) is given by (4.3).
(4) We start by testing (3.25) with ψ = A(uj

n(t)), where A is the Stokes operator considered in
(2.10),

− κ

ˆ

Ω

∂∆uj
n(t)

∂t
· A(uj

n(t)) dx− µ

ˆ

Ω
∆uj

n(t) · A(uj
n(t)) dx =

ˆ

Ω
ρj

n(t)f(t) · A(uj
n(t)) dx−

ˆ

Ω
ρj

n(t)

[

∂uj
n(t)

∂t
+
(

uj
n(t) · ∇

)

uj
n(t)

]

· A(uj
n(t)) dx.

(4.15)

Writing uj
n in the form (3.14) and using the linearity of the Stokes operator (2.10), together with

(2.14) and (3.13), we can show that

− κ

ˆ

Ω

∂∆uj
n(t)

∂t
· A(uj

n(t)) dx =
κ

2

d

dt

ˆ

Ω
|A(uj

n(t))|2 dx,

− µ

ˆ

Ω
∆uj

n(t) · A(uj
n(t)) dx = µ

ˆ

Ω
|A(uj

n(t))|2 dx.

Replacing in (4.15), we get

κ

2

d

dt

∥

∥

∥A(uj
n(t))

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+µ

∥

∥

∥A(uj
n(t))

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
=

ˆ

Ω
ρj

n(t)

[

f(t) − ∂uj
n(t)

∂t
−
(

uj
n(t) · ∇

)

uj
n(t)

]

·A(uj
n(t)) dx.
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Using the Hölder, Cauchy and Minkovski inequalities, together with (4.1), one has

κ
d

dt

∥

∥

∥A(uj
n(t))

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ µ

∥

∥

∥A(uj
n(t))

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
≤

C



‖f(t)‖2
L2(Ω) +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+

ˆ

Ω
|uj

n(t)|2|∇uj
n(t)|2dx





for some positive constant C = C(µ,M∗). Integrating between 0 and t ∈ (0, T ) and then taking
the supremum in (0, T ) in the resulting inequality,

κ sup
t∈(0,T )

∥

∥

∥A(uj
n(t))

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ µ

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥A(uj
n(t))

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
dt ≤ κ

∥

∥

∥A(uj
0,n)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+

C





ˆ T

0
‖f(t)‖2

L2(Ω) dt+

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

dt+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω
|uj

n|2|∇uj
n|2dxdt



 .

(4.16)

We now observe that, in view of (2.17) from one hand, and (2.7), (2.10) and (3.19) on the other,
there holds

∥

∥

∥D2(uj
n(t))

∥

∥

∥

L2(Ω)
≤ C1

∥

∥

∥A(uj
n(t))

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
, (4.17)

∥

∥

∥A(uj
0,n)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
≤ C2

∥

∥

∥∆u
j
0,n

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
≤ C3

∥

∥

∥D2u
j
0,n

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
(4.18)

for some positive constants C1 = C(µ,Ω), C2 = C(µ) and C3 = C(µ, d). Note that in the first
inequality of (4.18) we have used the fact that the Leray projection P commutes with the Laplacian
for the eigenfunctions ψi ∈ H2(Ω) ∩ V (see (3.13)), which in turn can be proved by using the
symmetry of P, similarly to (3.13). Hence, by the application of (4.17)-(4.18) in (4.16), there holds

κ sup
t∈(0,T )

∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ µ

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
dt ≤ C

(

∥

∥

∥D2u
j
0,n

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+

ˆ T

0
‖f(t)‖2

L2(Ω) dt+

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

dt+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω
|uj

n|2|∇uj
n|2dxdt





(4.19)

for some positive constant C = C(µ, κ,M∗, d,Ω). On the other hand, by combining the Hölder and
Cauchy inequalities with the Sobolev inequalities (2.2)-(2.3) and (2.6), one has
ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω
|uj

n|2|∇uj
n|2dxdt ≤

ˆ T

0
‖uj

n(t)‖L2∗ (Ω)‖uj
n(t)‖Lq(Ω)‖∇uj

n(t)‖L2(Ω)‖∇uj
n(t)‖L2∗ (Ω)dt

(

for
1

2∗
+

1

q
+

1

2
+

1

2∗
= 1 ⇔ q =

2d

4 − d
, 2 ≤ d ≤ 3

)

≤ C1 sup
t∈(0,T )

‖∇uj
n(t)‖2

L2(Ω)

ˆ t

0
‖∇uj

n(t)‖L2(Ω)‖D2uj
n(t)‖L2(Ω)dt

≤ C2

ˆ t

0
‖∇uj

n(t)‖L2(Ω)‖D2uj
n(t)‖L2(Ω)dt

≤ C3

ˆ t

0
‖∇uj

n(t)‖2
L2(Ω)dt+

µ

2C

ˆ t

0
‖D2uj

n(t)‖2
L2(Ω)dt,

(4.20)

for some positive constants C1 = C(d,Ω), C2 = C(κ, d,Ω,K1) and C3 = C(µ, κ,M∗, d,Ω,K1), and
where C is the positive constant from (4.19). Plugging (4.20) into (4.19) and using (3.24)2, together
with the estimates (4.2) and (4.3), we prove that (4.4) is verified for some positive constant K3 =
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C(µ, κ,M∗, d,Ω,
∥

∥

∥D2u0

∥

∥

∥

L2(Ω)
,

‖f‖L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) ,K1,K2).

(5) In this case, we use the Hölder and Cauchy inequalities, together with (4.1), to estimate the
r.h.s. terms of (4.11) as follows,

ˆ

Ω
ρj

n(t)f(t) · ∂u
j
n(t)

∂t
dx ≤ 1

4

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)f(t)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
, (4.21)

|J(t)| ≤ 1

4

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+M∗

ˆ

Ω
|uj

n(t)|2|∇uj
n(t)|2dx. (4.22)

Plugging (4.21) and (4.22) into (4.11), and integrating the resulting inequality between 0 and
t ∈ (0, T ), we obtain

µ
∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+

ˆ t

0





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(s)

∂uj
n

∂s
(s)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ κ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇uj
n(s)

∂s

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)



 ds ≤

µ
∥

∥

∥∇uj
0,n

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ 2

ˆ t

0
‖f(s)‖2

L2(Ω) ds+ 2M∗

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Ω
|uj

n|2|∇uj
n|2dxds.

(4.23)

On the other hand, observing that ∂Ω ∈ C2, we can use Lemma 5 to prove the existence of a unique

weak solution (w, p) : w ∈ H2(Ω) and p ∈ H1(Ω), with

ˆ

Ω
p(x)dx = 0, for the stationary Stokes

problem

divw = 0 in Ω, (4.24)

− µ∆w + ∇p = ρj
n(t)f(t) −

[

ρj
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t
− ρj

n(t)
(

uj
n(t) · ∇

)

uj
n(t)

]

in Ω, (4.25)

w = 0 on ∂Ω. (4.26)

Moreover, there exists a positive constant C2 = C(µ,Ω) such that

‖w‖H2(Ω) + ‖p‖H1(Ω) ≤ C2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ρj
n(t)f(t) −

[

ρj
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t
− ρj

n(t)
(

uj
n(t) · ∇

)

uj
n(t)

]∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2(Ω)

. (4.27)

Note that for any t ∈ (0, T ), w = uj
n(t) + σ

∂uj
n(t)

∂t
and p = pj

n(t), with σ =
κ

µ
, satisfy the Stokes

problem (4.24)-(4.26) and therefore (4.27) implies

µ2
∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ µκ

d

dt

∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂D2uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

≤

C3



M∗ ‖f(t)‖2
L2(Ω) +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+M∗

ˆ

Ω
|uj

n(t)|2|∇uj
n(t)|2dx



 ,

(4.28)
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where C3 = C(µ,M∗,Ω) is a positive constant. Integrating between 0 and t ∈ (0, T ), and using
(3.18), one has

µ2

ˆ t

0

∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(s)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
ds + µκ

∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ2

ˆ t

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂D2uj
n(s)

∂s

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

ds ≤

µκ
∥

∥

∥D2u
j
0,n

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ C3



M∗

ˆ t

0
‖f(s)‖2

L2(Ω) ds+

ˆ t

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(s)

∂uj
n

∂s
(s)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

ds

+M∗

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Ω
|uj

n|2|∇uj
n|2dxds

)

.

(4.29)

Choosing δ > 0 so small that C3δ <
1

2
, we obtain from (4.23) and (4.29)

µ
∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+

ˆ t

0





1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(s)

∂uj
n

∂s
(s)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ 2κ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇uj
n(s)

∂s

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)



 ds+

δ



µ2

ˆ t

0

∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(s)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
ds+ µκ

∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ2

ˆ t

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂D2uj
n(s)

∂s

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

ds



 ≤

µ
∥

∥

∥∇uj
0,n

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ δµκ

∥

∥

∥D2u
j
0,n

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ C4

ˆ t

0
‖f(s)‖2

L2(Ω) ds+ C5

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Ω
|uj

n(s)|2|∇uj
n(s)|2dxds

(4.30)

where C4 = C(M∗) and C5 = C(M∗) are distinct positive constants. To estimate the last term, we
proceed as in (4.20), but using in the final part the Cauchy inequality with δ. Hence, we get
ˆ t

0

ˆ

Ω
|uj

n(s)|2|∇uj
n(s)|2dxds ≤C6

ˆ t

0
‖∇uj

n(s)‖L2(Ω)‖D2uj
n(s)‖L2(Ω)ds

≤C6

(

2C7µ
2

δ

ˆ t

0

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(s)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
ds +

δµ2

2C7

ˆ t

0

∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(s)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
ds

)

,

(4.31)

where C6 =
C2

µ
and C7 = C6C5, being C2 given in (4.20) and C5 in (4.30). Plugging (4.31) into

(4.30), choosing δ in the above conditions, taking the supremum in (0, T ) of the resulting inequality
and using (3.24) and, again, (4.2), we obtain

µ sup
t∈(0,T )

(

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ

∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

)

+

ˆ T

0





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ κ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)



 dt

+ µ2

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
dt+ κ2

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂D2uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

dt ≤ K4,

(4.32)

for some positive constant K4 = C

(

M∗, µ, κ, d,Ω, ‖u0‖2,Ω , ‖∇u0‖2,Ω ,
∥

∥

∥D2u0

∥

∥

∥

L2(Ω)
, ‖f‖L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) ,K1

)

.

In view of (4.2), (4.3) and (4.4), the relevant information to extract from the estimate (4.32) is
written in (4.5). �
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Remark 3. Estimate (4.5) and part of (4.4) can be obtained by using a slightly different approach.

In fact, testing (3.25) with ψ = A

(

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

)

, where A is the Stokes operator considered in (2.10),

we obtain

µ

2

d

dt

∥

∥

∥A(uj
n(t))

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

A

(

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

)∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

=

ˆ

Ω
ρj

n(t)

[

f(t) − ∂uj
n(t)

∂t
−
(

uj
n(t) · ∇

)

uj
n(t)

]

· A
(

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

)

dx.

Arguing as we did for (4.16), we have

µ

2
sup

t∈(0,T )

∥

∥

∥A(uj
n(t))

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+
κ

2

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

A

(

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

)∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

dt ≤ C

(

∥

∥

∥A(uj
0,n)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+

ˆ T

0
‖f(t)‖2

L2(Ω) dt+

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

dt +

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω
|uj

n|2|∇uj
n|2dxdt



 ,

for some positive constant C = C(κ). Next, by using (4.17)-(4.18) and

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

D2

(

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

)∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2(Ω)

≤ C

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

A

(

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

)∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

,

where C = C(µ,Ω) is a positive constant, we obtain

µ sup
t∈(0,T )

∥

∥

∥D2
(

uj
n(t)

)∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂D2
(

uj
n(t)

)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

dt ≤ C

(

∥

∥

∥D2(uj
0,n)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+

ˆ T

0
‖f(t)‖2

L2(Ω) dt+

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

dt+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω
|uj

n|2|∇uj
n|2dxdt



 .

(4.33)

To estimate the last term, we proceed in a slightly different way than in (4.20),

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω
|uj

n|2|∇uj
n|2dxdt ≤C1 sup

t∈(0,T )
‖∇uj

n(t)‖2
L2(Ω)

ˆ T

0
‖∇uj

n(t)‖L2(Ω)‖D2uj
n(t)‖L2(Ω)dt

≤C2

(

ˆ T

0
‖∇uj

n(t)‖2
L2(Ω)dt+

µ

2CC2T

ˆ T

0
‖D2uj

n(t)‖2
L2(Ω)dt

)

≤C2

ˆ T

0
‖∇uj

n(t)‖2
L2(Ω)dt +

µ

2C
sup

t∈(0,T )
‖D2uj

n(t)‖2
L2(Ω),

(4.34)

for some positive constants C1 = C(d,Ω), C2 = C(µ, d,Ω, T,K1), and where C is the constant from
(4.33). Plugging (4.34) into (4.33), and using (3.24)2, together with the estimates (4.2) and (4.3),
we prove that

µ sup
t∈(0,T )

∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂D2
(

uj
n(t)

)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

dt ≤ K (4.35)

for some positive constant K = C(µ,M∗, d,Ω, T,
∥

∥

∥D2u0

∥

∥

∥

L2(Ω)
, ‖f‖L2(0,T ;L2(Ω)) ,K1,K2). Finally,

that (4.5) follows from (4.35) is immediate.
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Before proceeding with the proof of the estimates (4.6) and (4.7), it should be stressed that,
despite the reasoning is more direct when the estimate (4.5) is obtained by the approach described
in Remark 3, we lose some information, when we compare the estimate (4.35), which gives rise to
it by this method, with the estimate (4.32), from which (4.5) follows by the approach used in the
proof of Proposition 1. More importantly, the method used in the proof of Proposition 1 will be of
the utmost importance to prove the estimate (4.7) below.

Proof. (Proposition 2) Here we also shall split the proof into the two enumerated items.

(1) We rewrite the identity (4.11) as follows,
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ κ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

=

− µ

ˆ

Ω
∇uj

n(t) :
∂∇uj

n(t)

∂t
dx+ J(t) +

ˆ

Ω
ρj

n(t)f(t) · ∂u
j
n(t)

∂t
dx.

(4.36)

Proceeding as we did for (4.13), we get

|J(t)| ≤ κ

4

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ C

(

sup
t∈(0,T )

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

)2

, (4.37)

for some positive constant C = C(M∗, κ, d,Ω). Using the Cauchy inequality, one has
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−µ
ˆ

Ω
∇uj

n(t) :
∂∇uj

n(t)

∂t
dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ κ

4

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+
µ2

κ

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
. (4.38)

Plugging (4.12) and (4.37)-(4.38) into (4.36), we get

1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+
κ

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

≤

µ2

κ

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ C

(

sup
t∈(0,T )

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

)2

+
1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)f(t)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
.

(4.39)

Taking the supremum in (0, T ) of (4.39) and using the hypothesis (1.12), together with the estimates

(4.1) and (4.2), we show that (4.6) holds true for some positive constantK ′
2 = C

(

M∗, µ, κ, d,Ω, ‖f‖L∞(0,T ;L2(Ω)) ,K1

)

.

(2) To prove this case, we first observe that (4.28) can be written as follows,

µ2
∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂D2uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

≤ −2µκ

ˆ

Ω
D2uj

n(t) :
∂D2uj

n(t)

∂t
dx

+ C3



M∗ ‖f(t)‖2
L2(Ω) +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+M∗

ˆ

Ω
|uj

n(t)|2|∇uj
n(t)|2dx



 .

(4.40)

Proceeding as we did for (4.20), we get

κ2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂D2uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

≤

C4



‖f(t)‖2
L2(Ω) +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+
∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(s)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+
∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)





(4.41)

for some positive constant C4 = C(µ, κ,M∗, d,Ω,K1).
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Taking the supremum of (4.41) in (0, T ), and using the assumption (1.12), together with the
estimates (4.1), (4.2), (4.4) and (4.6), we prove that (4.7) holds for some positive constant K ′

4 =
C(µ, κ,M∗, d,Ω,K1,K3,K

′
2)). �

Proposition 3. Assume 2 ≤ d ≤ 3 and let uj
n, ρj

n and pj
n be the approximate weak solutions of the

problem (3.8)-(3.12) that have been found in (3.14), (3.15) and (3.26).

(1) If (1.6), (1.8), (1.9) and (1.11) hold, then there exists an independent of j (and n) positive
constant K5 such that

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥∇pj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
dt ≤ K5 (4.42)

(2) If (1.6), (1.8), (1.9) and (1.12) hold, then there exists an independent of j (and n) positive
constant K6 such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥

∥

∥∇pj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
≤ K6. (4.43)

Proof. (1) Going back a little bit, we recall the Stokes problem (4.24)-(4.26) and the associated
regularity result (4.27). Similarly to (4.28), (4.27) also implies

µ2
∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ µκ

d

dt

∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂D2uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+
∥

∥

∥∇pj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
≤

C3



‖f(t)‖2
L2(Ω) +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+

ˆ

Ω
|uj

n(t)|2|∇uj
n(t)|2dx





(4.44)

for some positive constant C3 = C(µ,M∗,Ω). Departing from (4.44), and proceeding exactly in
the same way as we did for (4.32), we can also show that

µ sup
t∈(0,T )

(

∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ

∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

)

+

ˆ T

0





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ κ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)



 dt

+ µ2

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
dt+ κ2

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂D2uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

dt+

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥∇pj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
dt ≤ K4,

(4.45)

for the same positive constant K4. Hence, (4.42) follows immediately from (4.45), with K5 = K4

and for K4 given in (4.5).
(2) In this case, and similarly to (4.40), we can write (4.44) as follows,

µ2
∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂D2uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+
∥

∥

∥∇pj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
≤ −2µκ

ˆ

Ω
D2uj

n(t) :
∂D2uj

n(t)

∂t
dx

+C3



‖f(t)‖2
L2(Ω) +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+

ˆ

Ω
|uj

n(t)|2|∇uj
n(t)|2dx



 .

(4.46)
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Using (4.46), and proceeding as we did for (4.41), one has

∥

∥

∥∇pj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
≤ C4



‖f(t)‖2
L2(Ω) +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ
j
n(t)

∂uj
n(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+
∥

∥

∥∇uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+
∥

∥

∥D2uj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)





(4.47)
for some positive constant C4 = C(µ, κ,M∗, d,Ω,K1).

Finally, justifying as we did to show that (4.7) is a consequence of (4.41), we can also prove that
(4.47) implies (4.43), with K6 = K ′

4 and for K ′
4 given in (4.7). �

5. Passing to the limit j → ∞

In this section, we perform the proof of Theorem 1, which in fact has been started in the previous
sections.

Proof. (Theorem 1) Due to (4.2)-(4.7), we can use the Banach-Alaoglu theorem to extract subse-
quences (still labelled by the superscript j) such that

uj
n −−−⇀

j→∞
un in L2(0, T ;V ), uj

n
∗−−−⇀

j→∞
un in L∞(0, T ;V ), (5.1)

uj
n −−−⇀

j→∞
un in L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)), uj

n
∗−−−⇀

j→∞
un in L∞(0, T ;H2(Ω)), (5.2)

∂uj
n

∂t
−−−⇀
j→∞

∂un

∂t
in L2(0, T ;V ),

∂uj
n

∂t

∗−−−⇀
j→∞

∂un

∂t
in L∞(0, T ;V ), (5.3)

∂uj
n

∂t
−−−⇀
j→∞

∂un

∂t
in L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)),

∂uj
n

∂t

∗−−−⇀
j→∞

∂un

∂t
in L∞(0, T ;H2(Ω)), (5.4)

pj
n −−−⇀

j→∞
pn in L2(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)), pj

n
∗−−−⇀

j→∞
pn in L∞(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)). (5.5)

Then, we can use the Aubin-Lions compactness lemma (see (2.4) in Lemma 2), together with (5.1),

(5.3) and the compact embedding W 1,2
0 (Ω) ֒→֒→ L2(Ω), so that

uj
n −−−→

j→∞
un in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)) (5.6)

for some subsequence still labelled by uj
n. On the other hand, in view of (4.1), the Banach-Alaoglu

theorem also allows us to extract a subsequence (still labelled by ρj
n) such that

ρj
n

⋆−−−⇀
j→∞

ρn in L∞(0, T ;L∞(Ω)). (5.7)

Moreover, ρn satisfies

∂ρn

∂t
+ div(ρnun) = 0 in QT , (5.8)

1

n
≤ ρn ≤ M∗ < ∞ in QT . (5.9)

In addition, using the fact that divun = 0 in QT , together with (5.8), and with the estimates (4.1)
and (4.2), it can be proved that

∂ρj
n

∂ t
is uniformly bounded in L2(0, T ;W−1,2∗

(Ω)). (5.10)

Moreover the following compact and continuous embeddings hold,

L∞(Ω) ֒→֒→ W−1,∞(Ω) ֒→ W−1,2∗

(Ω). (5.11)
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Then, (4.1), (5.10) and (5.11) allow us to use the Aubin-Lions compactness lemma (see (2.5) in
Lemma 2) so that, for some subsequence (still labelled by ρj

n)

ρj
n −−−→

j→∞
ρn in C([0, T ];W−1,∞(Ω)). (5.12)

On the other hand, it follows from (3.11)2 and (3.18)3, together with (4.8), that
∥

∥

∥ρj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
= ‖ρ0,n‖2

L2(Ω) and ‖ρn(t)‖2
L2(Ω) = ‖ρ0,n‖2

L2(Ω) ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]. (5.13)

Thus, applying (5.7) and (5.13), together with (5.12), we get for all t ∈ [0, T ]

∥

∥

∥ρj
n(t) − ρn(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
=
∥

∥

∥ρj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
− ‖ρn(t)‖2

L2(Ω) + 2

ˆ

Ω
(ρn(t) − ρj

n(t))ρ(t) dx −−−→
j→∞

0. (5.14)

As a consequence of (5.9) and (5.14), we have
∥

∥

∥ρj
n(t) − ρn(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
−−−→
j→∞

0 ∀ q : 2 ≤ q < ∞. (5.15)

Hence, (5.12) and (5.15) assure that

ρj
n −−−→

j→∞
ρn in C([0, T ];Lq(Ω)) ∀ q : 2 ≤ q < ∞,

From this and (4.1), one has

ρj
n −−−→

j→∞
ρn in C([0, T ];Lq(Ω)) ∀ q ≥ 1. (5.16)

By the application of (5.3) and (5.6), together with (5.9) and (5.16), we have

ρj
n

∂uj
n

∂t
−−−⇀
j→∞

ρn
∂un

∂t
in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)), (5.17)

ρj
nu

j
n −−−→

j→∞
ρnun in Lr(0, T ;Lr(Ω)), with 1 ≤ r < 2∗. (5.18)

Gathering the information of (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3) with (5.6) and (5.16), we can prove that

ρj
n(uj

n · ∇)uj
n −−−→

j→∞
ρn(un · ∇)un in L1(0, T ;L1(Ω)). (5.19)

In addition, due to (5.2) and (5.4), we also have

∆uj
n −−−⇀

j→∞
∆un in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)), (5.20)

∂∆uj
n

∂t
−−−⇀
j→∞

∂∆un

∂t
in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)). (5.21)

Let now ζ ∈ C∞
0 ([0, T )). Multiplying (3.25) by ζ and integrating the resulting equation between 0

and T , we obtain
ˆ

QT

[

ρj
n

∂uj
n

∂t
+ ρj

n

(

uj
n · ∇

)

uj
n − µ∆uj

n − κ
∂∆uj

n

∂t

]

· ψ ζ dxdt =

ˆ

QT

ρj
nf · ψ ζ dxdt (5.22)

for all ψ ∈ H2(Ω) ∩ V . Proceeding similarly for (3.27), we get
ˆ

QT

[

ρj
n

∂uj
n

∂t
+ ρj

n

(

uj
n · ∇

)

uj
n − µ∆uj

n − κ
∂∆uj

n

∂t

]

· ψ ζ dxdt −
ˆ

QT

ρj
nf · ψ ζ dxdt =

ˆ

QT

pj
n divψ ζ dxdt

(5.23)
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for all ψ ∈ H2(Ω) ∩ W
1,2
0 (Ω). For the same function ζ, we multiply (3.17) by η = φ ζ, with

φ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω), and integrate the resulting equation over Q so that

−
ˆ

QT

ρj
nφ ζ

′ dxdt−
ˆ

QT

ρj
nu

j
n · ∇φ ζ dxdt = ζ(0)

ˆ

Ω
ρ

j
0,nφdx ∀ φ ∈ C∞

0 (Ω). (5.24)

Then, we use, for each corresponding term of (5.22), the convergence results (5.17), (5.19), (5.20)-
(5.21), together with (5.16), to pass the equation (5.22) to the limit j → ∞. To pass (5.23) to the
limit j → ∞, we use, in addition, (5.5).

The passage of the equation (5.24) to the limit j → ∞ uses (5.16) and (5.18) together with (3.21).
After all, we obtain

ˆ

QT

[

ρn
∂un

∂t
+ ρn (un · ∇)un − µ∆un − κ

∂∆un

∂t

]

· ψζ dx =

ˆ

QT

ρnf · ψζ dxdt (5.25)

for all ψ ∈ H2(Ω) ∩ V and all ζ ∈ C∞
0 ([0, T )),

ˆ

QT

[

ρn
∂un

∂t
+ ρn (un · ∇) un − µ∆un − κ

∂∆un

∂t

]

· ψ dxdt−
ˆ

Ω
ρnf · ψ ζ dxdt =

ˆ

QT

pn divψ ζ dx

(5.26)

for all ψ ∈ H2(Ω) ∩W
1,2
0 (Ω) and all ζ ∈ C∞

0 ([0, T )), and

−
ˆ

QT

ρn η ζ
′ dxdt−

ˆ

QT

ρnun · ∇η ζ dxdt = ζ(0)

ˆ

QT

ρ0,nη dx (5.27)

for all φ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω) and all ζ ∈ C∞

0 ([0, T )).

6. Passing to the limit n → ∞

In the last section, we have proved that for each n ∈ N there exists, at least, a solution (ρn, un, pn)
such that

ˆ

Ω

[

ρn
∂un

∂t
+ ρn (un · ∇)un − µ∆un − κ

∂∆un

∂t

]

· ψ dx =

ˆ

Ω
ρnf · ψ dx (6.1)

for all ψ ∈ H2(Ω) ∩ V , and
ˆ

Ω

[

ρn
∂un

∂t
+ ρn (un · ∇)un − µ∆un − κ

∂∆un

∂t

]

· ψ dx−
ˆ

Ω
ρnf · ψ dx =

ˆ

Ω
pn divψ dx (6.2)

for all ψ ∈ H2(Ω) ∩ W
1,2
0 (Ω), and both in the distribution sense on (0, T ). Moreover, from (5.8),

we easily realize that ρn satisfies

∂ρn

∂t
+ un · ∇ρn = 0 in Q. (6.3)

Using the identities (6.1), (6.2) and (6.3), we can proceed as we did for (4.1), (4.2)-(4.7) and
(4.42)-(4.43), using in this case (3.6) and (3.7), to show that

0 <
1

n
≤ inf

x∈Ω
ρ0,n(x) ≤ ρn(x, t) ≤ sup

x∈Ω

ρ0,n(x) ≤ M∗ < ∞ ∀ (x, t) ∈ QT , (6.4)

sup
t∈(0,T )

(

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρn(t)un(t)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ ‖∇un(t)‖2

L2(Ω)

)

+ µ

ˆ T

0
‖∇un(t)‖2

L2(Ω) dt ≤ K1, (6.5)

ˆ T

0

(

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρn(t)
∂un(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇un(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

)

dt ≤ K2, (6.6)
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sup
t∈[0,T ]

(

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρn(t)
∂un(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂∇un(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

)

≤ K ′
2 (6.7)

κ sup
t∈(0,T )

∥

∥

∥D2un(t)
∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ µ

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥D2un(t)
∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
dt ≤ K3, (6.8)

κ2

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂D2un(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

dt ≤ K4 (6.9)

κ2 sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂D2un(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

≤ K ′
4, (6.10)

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥∇pj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
dt ≤ K7, (6.11)

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥

∥

∥∇pj
n(t)

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
≤ K8. (6.12)

and where the positive constants K1, K2, K ′
2, K3, K4 and K ′

4 do not depend on n. Then, due to
(6.5), (6.6), (6.7), (6.8), (6.9), (6.10), (6.11) and (6.12), we can use the Banach-Alaoglu theorem to
extract subsequences (still labelled by the subscript n) such that

un −−−⇀
n→∞

u in L2(0, T ;V ), un
∗−−−⇀

n→∞
u in L∞(0, T ;V ), (6.13)

un −−−⇀
n→∞

u in L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)), un
∗−−−⇀

n→∞
u in L∞(0, T ;H2(Ω)), (6.14)

∂un

∂t
−−−⇀
n→∞

∂u

∂t
in L2(0, T ;V ),

∂un

∂t

∗−−−⇀
n→∞

∂u

∂t
in L∞(0, T ;V ), (6.15)

∂un

∂t
−−−⇀
n→∞

∂u

∂t
in L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)),

∂un

∂t

∗−−−⇀
n→∞

∂u

∂t
in L∞(0, T ;H2(Ω)), (6.16)

pn −−−⇀
n→∞

p in L2(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)), pn
∗−−−⇀

n→∞
p in L∞(0, T ;W 1,2(Ω)). (6.17)

Observing (6.13) and (6.15), we can use the Aubin-Lions compactness lemma (see (2.4) in Lemma 2),
so that for some subsequence (still labelled by the subscript n)

∇un −−−→
n→∞

∇u in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)). (6.18)

On the other hand, by using (5.8), together with (6.4) and (6.5), it can be proved that

∂ρn

∂ t
is uniformly bounded in L2(0, T ;W−1,2(Ω)). (6.19)

Now, due to (6.4) and (6.19), we can use the Aubin-Lions compactness lemma (see (2.5) in Lemma 2)
so that, for some subsequence (still labelled by ρn),

ρn −−−→
n→∞

ρ in C([0, T ];W−1,2(Ω)). (6.20)

Hence,
ρnun −−−→

n→∞
ρu in (C0([0, T ] × Ω))′ (6.21)

ρ is a solution of (1.3) and

0 ≤ ρ ≤ M∗ < ∞ in QT , (6.22)

‖ρ(t)‖Lq(Ω) = ‖ρ0‖Lq(Ω) ∀ q : 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞.

However, contrary to the case when ρ0 is bounded away from 0, in this work un is not bounded in
L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)). This brings us much more difficulty in the passage to the limit n → ∞, which is
overcame by the following result.
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Lemma 6. Let the conditions of Theorem 1 be fulfilled and assume that (6.20) and (6.21) hold.
Then there exist subsequences (still labelled by the subscript n) such that

ρn −−−→
n→∞

ρ in C([0, T ];Lq(Ω)) ∀ q ≥ 1, (6.23)
√
ρnun −−−→

n→∞

√
ρu in L2(0, T ;L2(Ω)). (6.24)

Proof. The proof of Lemma 6 uses the DiPerna-Lions [14] theory for linear transport equations
combined with renormalization arguments. For the proof see [24, Theorem 2.5] and Desjardins [13].

�

In order to apply this result, we observe that combining (5.8) and (3.8) with (5.26) and (5.27), we
can show that

−
ˆ

QT

(ρnun − κ∆un) · ∂ϕ
∂t
dxdt − µ

ˆ

QT

∆un · ϕdxdt −
ˆ

QT

ρnun ⊗ un : ∇ϕdxdt

−
ˆ

QT

ρnf · ϕdxdt =

ˆ

Ω

(

ρn,0un,0 · ϕ(0) + κ∇un,0 : ∇ϕ(0)
)

dx+

ˆ

QT

pn divϕdx

(6.25)

for all ϕ ∈ C1
0 ([0, T );W 1,2

0 (Ω) ∩H2(Ω)), and

−
ˆ

QT

ρn
∂φ

∂t
dxdt−

ˆ

QT

ρnun · ∇φdxdt =

ˆ

Ω
ρ0,nφ(0) dx (6.26)

for all φ ∈ C∞
0 ([0, T ) × Ω). We can proceed for (5.25) in the same way as we did for (6.25).

Now, we can use (6.13)-(6.14), (6.17), (6.18), (6.23) and (6.24), together with (3.1), (3.2) and (3.4)
to pass the integral identity (6.25) to the limit n → ∞ so that, in view of the regularity of ρ, u and
p, (1.2) holds almost everywhere in QT . By using (6.23) and (6.24), together with (3.2) and (3.4)
, we can also pass the integral identity (6.26) to the limit n → ∞ so that, in view of the regularity
of ρ and u, (1.3) holds almost everywhere in QT .

Finally, combining the estimates (6.4) and (6.5)-(6.10) with the convergence results (6.13)-(6.17)
and (6.23)-(6.24), we can show that the enumerated items (1)-(5) of Theorem 1 and (1)-(4) of
Theorem 2 hold true. �

Remark 4. In addition to the estimates (6.8) and (6.9), we can see that, by combining the Sobolev
inequalities (2.7) and (2.9) with these estimate, we easily obtain

κ sup
t∈(0,T )

‖un(t)‖2
C0,α(Ω)

≤ K7, 0 < α ≤ 2 − d

2
, 2 ≤ d ≤ 3,

κ2

ˆ T

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂un(t)

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

C0,α(Ω)
dt ≤ K8, 0 < α ≤ 2 − d

2
, 2 ≤ d ≤ 3,

for some positive constants K7 = C(d,K3) K8 = C(d,K4).

7. Proof of Theorem 3

In this section, we shall prove the uniqueness of the components u and ρ of a solution (u, ρ, p) of
the problem (1.1)-(1.5). Before doing so, let us invoke some results that provides us with further
regularity on the solutions (u, ρ, p) of the problem (1.1)-(1.5).
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We firstly recall a result about the regularity of the density ρ for the nonhomogeneous Navier-
Stokes equations. This result is still useful here, because the continuity equation is the same for
both nonhomogeneous Navier-Stokes and Navier-Stokes-Voigt systems of equations.

Proposition 4. Let (u, ρ, p) be a solution of the problem (1.1)-(1.5) in the conditions of Theorem 2.
If (1.19) and

u ∈ C([0, T ];W 1,∞(Ω)) (7.1)

hold, then

‖∇ρ(t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤
√
d‖∇ρ0‖L∞(Ω) exp

(

ˆ t

0
‖∇u(s)‖L∞(Ω) ds

)

, (7.2)

‖ρt(t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤
√
d‖∇ρ0‖L∞(Ω)‖u(t)‖L∞(Ω) exp

(

ˆ t

0
‖∇u(s)‖L∞(Ω) ds

)

(7.3)

for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. We address the proof of Proposition 4 to Ladyzhenskaya and Solonnikov [19, Lemma 1.3]. �

In the Navier-Stokes-Voigt setting, note that, in view of (7.4) below, assumption (7.1) can be shown
to be satisfied if one assume that, in addition to (1.19), (1.20)-(1.21) and (1.22) are also verified. By
assuming these hypotheses are satisfied altogether, one can show the boundedness of ‖∇ρ(t)‖L∞(Ω)

and ‖ρt(t)‖L∞(Ω), which in a certain sense can replace (7.2) and (7.3) in the Navier-Stokes-Voigt
case (see (7.5) below).

The next result shows us how a higher regularity of the solutions depends on the smoothness of
the problem data ρ0, u0 and f .

Proposition 5. Let (u, ρ, p) be a solution of the problem (1.1)-(1.5) in the conditions of Theorem 2.
If, in addition to (1.19), is verified (1.20)-(1.21) and (1.22), then there exist positive constants K9

and K10 such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(

∥

∥

∥D2u(t)
∥

∥

∥

2

Lr(Ω)
+ ‖∇u(t)‖2

L∞(Ω)

)

+ ‖∇p‖2
L2(0,T ;Lr(Ω)) ≤ K9, (7.4)

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(

‖∇ρ‖2
L∞(Ω) + ‖ρt‖2

L∞(Ω)

)

≤ K10. (7.5)

Proof. Using the assumptions (1.19) and (1.20)-(1.21), we have proved in [3, Theorem 4] that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(

‖∆u(t)‖2
Lr(Ω) + ‖∇u(t)‖2

C0,α(Ω)

)

+ ‖∇p‖2
L2(0,T ;Lr(Ω)) ≤ C1, (7.6)

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(

‖∇ρ‖2
L∞(Ω) + ‖ρt‖2

L∞(Ω)

)

≤ C2 (7.7)

for some positive constants C1 = C
(

µ, κ,M∗, d,Ω, T, ‖∇u0‖L2(Ω), ‖∆u0‖Lr(Ω), ‖f‖L2(0,T ;Lr(Ω))

)

and

C2 = C
(

µ, κ,M∗, d,Ω, T, ‖∇ρ0‖2
L∞(Ω), ‖∇u0‖L2(Ω), ‖∆u0‖L2(Ω), ‖f‖L2(0,T ;Lr(Ω))

)

. The restriction

(1.22) results by the application of the Sobolev inequalities (2.2) and (2.6) as follows,

‖ut(t)‖Lr(Ω) ≤ C(r, d,Ω) ‖∇ut(t)‖L2(Ω) , r ≤ 2∗,

‖∇u(t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C(r, d)
∥

∥

∥D2u(t)
∥

∥

∥

Lr(Ω)
, r > d.

It is immediate now that (7.4) and (7.5) is a consequence of the estimates (7.6)-(7.7) by the
application of (2.7). �
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We are now in conditions to prove Theorem 3. In [3, Theorems 4-5] we already have proved a
uniqueness result in the case of a strictly positive initial density and under the same assumptions
(1.19), (1.20)-(1.21) and (1.22). The issue of wether or not the initial density may vanish in a
subdomain of Ω does not matter for this result. Therefore, we can prove Theorem 3 telegraphically,
addressing the details to [3].

Proof. (Theorem 3) Let (û, p̂, ρ̂) and (u, p, ρ) be two solutions of the problem (1.1)-(1.5) with the
same data. By algebraic manipulations of the equations (1.1)-(1.5), satisfied by each of these two
couple of solutions, one has

ρ̂ut + ρ̂ (û · ∇) u− µ∆u− κ∆ut + ∇p = ρ [f − ut − (u · ∇) u] − ρ̂ (u · ∇)u (7.8)

ρt + ∇ρ̂ · u+ ∇ρ · û = 0, (7.9)

divu = 0, (7.10)

where u = û− u, p = p̂ − p and ρ = ρ̂ − ρ. Multiplying (7.8) by u, next integrating the resulting
identity over Ω and using (7.10), we have

1

2

d

dt

(

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ̂(t)u(t)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ ‖∇u(t)‖2

L2(Ω)

)

+ µ ‖∇u(t)‖2
L2(Ω) =

ˆ

Ω

(

ρ(t) [f(t) − ut(t) − (u(t) · ∇)u(t)] − ρ̂(t) (u(t) · ∇)u(t)
)

· u(t)dx

(7.11)

Multiplying now (7.9) by ρ, integrating the resulting equation over Ω, and using (7.10), we also
have

1

2

d

dt
‖ρ(t)‖2

L2(Ω) = −
ˆ

Ω
ρ(t)(u(t) · ∇)ρ(t)dx. (7.12)

Adding up (7.11) and (7.12), we have

1

2

d

dt

(

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ̂(t)u(t)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ ‖∇u(t)‖2

L2(Ω) + ‖ρ(t)‖2
L2(Ω)

)

+ µ ‖∇u(t)‖2
L2(Ω) =

ˆ

Ω

(

ρ(t) [f(t) − ut(t) − (u(t) · ∇)u(t)] − ρ̂(t) (u(t) · ∇)u(t)
)

· u(t)dx−
ˆ

Ω
ρ(t)(u(t) · ∇)ρ(t)dx

(7.13)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. To estimate the r.h.s. terms of (7.13), we proceed as we did in the proof of [3,
Theorem 5], using in particular (1.19), (6.22) and (7.4)-(7.5). Proceeding so, we obtain

d

dt

(

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ̂(t)u(t)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ ‖∇u(t)‖2

L2(Ω) + ‖ρ(t)‖2
L2(Ω)

)

≤

A(t)

(

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

ρ̂(t)u(t)

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ κ ‖∇u(t)‖2

L2(Ω) + ‖ρ(t)‖2
L2(Ω)

) (7.14)

for all t ∈ [0, T ] and for some function A that, in view of Theorem 2, (1.19), (6.22), and (7.4)-(7.5),
can be proven to belong to L1(0, T ). Therefore we can apply the Grönwall inequality to (7.14),
which will finally allow us to conclude that ρ̂ = ρ and û = u. �
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[6] M.E. Bogovskǐı. Solutions of some problems of vector analysis, associated with the operators div and grad.
(Russian). Theory of cubature formulas and the application of functional analysis to problems of mathematical
physics, 5–40, 149. Trudy Sem. S. L. Soboleva, no. 1, 1980. Akad. Nauk SSSR Sibirsk. Otdel., Inst. Mat.,
Novosibirsk, 1980. 2

[7] H. Brezis. Analyse fonctionnelle. Masson, Paris, 1983. 1
[8] H.J. Choe and H. Kim. Strong solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations for nonhomogeneous incompressible

fluids. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 28 (2003), no. 5-6, 1183–1201. 1, 1, 1
[9] H.J. Choe and H. Kim. Strong solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations for isentropic compressible fluids. J.

Differential Equations 190 (2003), no. 2, 504–523. 1
[10] D. Cioranescu, V. Girault and K.R. Rajagopal. Mechanics and mathematics of fluids of the differential type.

Springer, Swuitzerland, 2016. 1
[11] P. Constantin and C. Foias, Navier-Stokes equations, The University of Chicago Press, Chicago, 1988. 1, 3
[12] R. Danchin and P.B. Mucha. The incompressible Navier-Stokes equations in vacuum. Comm. Pure Appl. Math.

72 (2019), 1351–1385. 1
[13] B. Desjardins. Global existence results for the incompressible density-dependent Navier-Stokes equations in the

whole space. Differential Integral Equations 10 (1997), no. 3, 587–598. 1, 6
[14] R. J. DiPerna and P.-L. Lions. Ordinary differential equations, transport theory and Sobolev spaces. Invent.

Math. 98 (1989), no. 3, 511–547. 6
[15] G.P. Galdi. An introduction to the Mathematical Theory of the Navier-Stokes Equations. Steady-State Problems.

Springer, New York, 2011. 1, 1, 2, 2
[16] C. He, J. Li and B. Lü. Global well-posedness and exponential stability of 3D Navier-Stokes equations with

density-dependent viscosity and vacuum in unbounded domains. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 239 (2021), no. 3,
1809–1835. 1, 1

[17] D.D. Joseph. Fluid dynamics of viscoelastic liquids. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1990. 1
[18] O.A. Ladyzenskaya. On certain nonlinear problems of the theory of continuous media. In Internat. Congress of

Mathematicians at Moscow, Abstracts of Reports, 149, 1966. 1
[19] O.A. Ladyzenskaya and V.A. Solonnikov. Unique solvability of an initial-and boundary-value problem for viscous

incompressible nonhomogeneous fluids. Translated from the Russian in J. Soviet Math. 9 (1978), 697–749. 1, 1,
(1), 7

[20] B. Levant, F. Ramos, and E.S. Titi. On the statistical properties of the 3D incompressible Navier-Stokes-Voigt
model. Commun. Math. Sci. 8 (2010), no. 1, pp. 277–293. 1

[21] R. Lewandowski, L.C. Berselli. On the Bardina’s model in the whole space. J. Math. Fluid Mech. 20 (2018), no.
3, pp. 1335–1351. 1

[22] R. Lewandowski, W. Layton, On a well-posed turbulence model. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. B 6 (2006),
no. 1, pp. 111–128. 1

[23] J. Li. Local existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to the Navier–Stokes equations with nonnegative density.
J. Differ. Equ. 263 (2017), no. 10, 6512–6536. 1

[24] P.-L. Lions. Mathematical Topics in Fluid Mechanics, Volume 1: Incompressible Models. Clarendon Press, Ox-
ford, 1996. 1, 6



Strong solutions for the Navier-Stokes-Voigt equations with non-negative density 29

[25] B. Lu, X. Shi and X. Zhong. Global existence and large time asymptotic behavior of strong solutions to the
Cauchy problem of 2D density-dependent Navier-Stokes equations with vacuum. Nonlinearity 31 (2018), no. 6,
2617–2632. 1, 1, 1

[26] V. Maz’ya. Sobolev Spaces with Applications to Elliptic Partial Differential Equations. Springer, Heidelberg,
2011. 1, 2, 2

[27] A.P. Oskolkov. Nonlocal problems for equations of Kelvin-Voigt fluids and their ǫ-approximations. J. Math. Sci.
87 (1997), 3393–3408. 1

[28] M. Paicu, P. Zhang and Z. Zhang. Global unique solvability of inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes equations with
bounded density. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 38 (2013), no. 7, 1208–1234. 1

[29] K. Pileckas. On spaces of solenoidal vectors (Russian). Zap. Nauchn. Sem. Leningrad. Otdel. Mat. Inst. Steklov.
(LOMI) 96 (1980), 237–239. 2

[30] F. Ramos, E.S. Titi, Invariant measures for the 3D Navier-Stokes-Voigt equations and their Navier-Stokes limit.
Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 28 (2010), no. 1, pp. 375–403. 1

[31] J. Simon. Nonhomogeneous viscous incompressible fluids: existence of velocity, density, and pressure. SIAM J.
Math. Anal. 21 (1990), no. 5, 1093–1117. 1

[32] J. Simon. Compact sets in the space L
p(0, T ; B). Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 146 (1987), no. 4, 65–96. 2

[33] J. Zhang, W. Shi and H. Cao. Global unique solvability of inhomogeneous incompressible Navier-Stokes equations
with nonnegative density. Nonlinearity 35 (2022), no. 9, 4795–4819. 1, 1

[34] V. G Zvyagin and M. V. Turbin, Investigation of initial-boundary value problems for mathematical models of the
motion of Kelvin-Voigt fluids, Translated from the Russian in J. Math. Sci. 168 (2010), no. 2, 157–308. 1


	1. Introduction
	2. Auxiliary results
	3. Existence of approximate solutions
	4. A priori estimates independent of j
	5. Passing to the limit j
	6. Passing to the limit n
	7. Proof of Theorem 3
	Acknowledgments
	References

