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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the chemotaxis-shallow water system in R
2. We establish the

local existence of classical solution without assuming the initial height is small or has a small
perturbation near a constant. The far field behavior of the height is a constant which could be
either vacuum or non-vacuum. The initial data is allowed vacuum and the spatial measure of
the set of vacuum can be arbitrarily large.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the chemotaxis-shallow water system which was proposed in [4]





nt + div (nu) = Dn∆n−∇ · (nχ(c)∇c),
ct + div (cu) = Dc∆c− nf(c),

ht + div (hu) = 0,

hut + hu · ∇u+ h2∇n+ 1
2(1 + n)∇h2 = µ∆u+ (µ + λ)∇( divu),

(1.1)

where x ∈ R
2, t ≥ 0. Here n, c, h,u represent the bacterial density, substrate concentration, the

fluid height and the fluid velocity respectively. The constants µ and λ are the shear viscosity and
the bulk viscosity coefficients respectively which satisfy µ > 0, µ+λ ≥ 0. The two constants Dn

and Dc are the corresponding diffusion coefficients for the cells and substrate. The constant χ(c)
represents the chemotactic sensitivity and the given function f(c) represents the consumption
rate of the substrate by the cells.

Chemotaxis is a well-known biological phenomenon which describes the movement of cells,
bacteria or microorganism in response to the chemical signal. Mathematically, the best-studied
model to describe the chemotaxis is the Keller-Segel system [15, 16]. This system is very inter-
esting as it has two different mechanisms, namely attraction and repulsion. For the attractive
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Keller-Segel system, as the competition between the dissipation and non-local aggregation, the
solutions have different behavior depending on the space dimension. For one dimension, [22] es-
tablished the global classical solution. For two and three dimensions, a threshold of critical mass
between the global existence and finite-time blow-up has been conjectured in [12, 13, 14, 21, 29].
For the repulsive Keller-Segel system, the global existence of the solution was established in [7].

In real nature, the chemotaxis process often occurs in a fluid environment. Recently, the
chemotaxis coupled with fluid equations have attracted many mathematicians. Based on some
rational hypotheses, we can derive the system (1.1) from the three-dimensional chemotaxis-
incompressible Navier-Stokes system. The details of the derivation can refer to [4]. The
chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes system was first proposed in [25] to describe the interaction between
bacteria and the surrounding fluid in which their nutrient is dissolved. [19] constructed the
local-in-time weak solutions in a bounded domain in R

2 and R
3. For the Cauchy problem in

two dimensions, [10] established the global weak solutions to the chemotaxis-Stokes system i.e.
the nonlinear convective term u·∇u does not appear in the fluid equation of chemotaxis-Navier-
Stokes system. [9] and [18] obtained the global weak solutions to the chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes
systems. [9] also established the global existence of classical solution. For some small initial
data, the global existence of smooth solution was established in [3]. For the Cauchy problem
in three dimensions, the global existence of classical solution near constant steady state was
established in [10]. For the initial boundary value problem, in [30], the global existence of clas-
sical solution was established in two dimensions. Later, [31] proved that this solution stabilizes
to the equilibrium (n0, 0,0) with respect to L∞ norm. [32, 33] established the global existence
and stabilization of this system in three dimensions.

For the chemotaxis-shallow water system (1.1), [4] established the local existence of solutions
and the blow-up criterion. Later, [24, 26, 34] established the global existence and decay estimates
of the Cauchy problem. For the initial boundary value problem, the global existence of the
solution can refer to [27, 28].

In this paper, we consider the case

Dn = Dc = 1, χ(c) = 1, f(c) = c,

and establish the existence of classical solution with far field behavior

(n, c,u)(x, t) → (0, 0,0), h(x, t) → h̃ ≥ 0, as |x| → ∞. (1.2)

The initial data
(n, c, h,u)(x, 0) = (n0, c0, h0,u0)(x), (1.3)

where n0 ≥ 0, c0 ≥ 0, h0 ≥ 0 satisfy the compatibility condition

−µ∆u0 − (µ + λ)∇( divu0) + h20∇n0 +
1

2
(1 + n0)∇h20 = h0g, (1.4)

for some g ∈ D1 with h
1/2
0 g ∈ L2. Before stating the main theorem, we introduce the notations

and conventions used throughout this paper. For Ω ⊂ R
2, we write

∫
f dx =

∫

Ω
f dx.

For 1 < r <∞, k ∈ N, we denote the standard homogeneous and inhomogeneous Sobolev spaces
as follows:

{
Lr = Lr(Ω),Dk,r = {u ∈ L1

loc(Ω)|‖∇ku‖Lr <∞}, ‖u‖Dk,r := ‖∇ku‖Lr ,

W k,r = Lr ∩Dk,r, Hk =W k,2, Dk = Dk,2, Dk
0 = {u ∈ Dk

∣∣u|∂Ω = 0}.
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Moreover, the material derivative is defined as

ḟ := ft + u · ∇f.

The aim of this paper is to establish the local existence of classical solution without any restric-
tion on the smallness of initial data or perturbation in the sense of ‖h0− h̃‖H3 which allows the
vacuum for the initial height. The main result in this paper can be stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1. For h̃ ≥ 0 and Ω = R
2, assume that the initial data (n0, c0, h0,u0) satisfy

n0 ∈ H3, c0 ∈ H3, h0 − h̃ ∈ H3, u0 ∈ D1 ∩D3,
√
h0u0 ∈ L2, (1.5)

and the compatibility condition (1.4). Moreover, if h̃ = 0, in addition to (1.4) and (1.5), suppose
that

|x|α/2n0 ∈ L2, |x|α/2c0 ∈ L2, |x|α/2h20 ∈ L2, |x|α/2
√
h0g ∈ L2 (1.6)

and

|x|α/2∇n0 ∈ L2, |x|α/2∇c0 ∈ L2, |x|α/2∇2n0 ∈ L2, |x|α/2∇2c0 ∈ L2, |x|α/2∇u0 ∈ L2, (1.7)

where
α := µ/(4(2µ + λ)) ∈ (0, 1/8]. (1.8)

Then there exists a small time T ∗ > 0 and a unique strong solution (n, c, h,u) to the Cauchy
problem (1.1)-(1.3) on R

2 × [0, T ∗] such that for any τ ∈ (0, T ∗),




n ∈ C([0, T ∗];H3), c ∈ C([0, T ∗];H3),

(h− h̃, h2 − h̃2) ∈ C([0, T ∗];H3),

u ∈ C([0, T ∗];Lq ∩D1 ∩D3) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;D4) ∩ L∞(τ, T ∗;D4),

ut ∈ L∞(0, T ∗;D1) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;Lq ∩D2),

ut ∈ L∞(τ, T ∗;Lq1 ∩D2) ∩H1(τ, T ∗;D1),√
hut ∈ L∞(0, T ∗;L2),

√
hutt ∈ L2(0, T ∗;L2),√

hutt ∈ L∞(τ, T ∗;L2),

where {
q = q1 = 2, if h̃ > 0,

q = 4/α, q1 = 8/α, if h̃ = 0.

Remark 1.2. The two-dimensional case is the critical case for the standard Sobolev embedding
theorem. Thus, it is difficult to get the Lp-norm of the velocity u and the material derivative u̇

depending on the gradient of it. When the far field state h̃ > 0, in [4], the authors established
the local existence of strong solutions to the system (1.1) in R

2, where the L2-norm of u was
achieved through the following Lemma 2.1. In this paper, we consider the case that includes
h̃ = 0, where Lemma 2.1 is no longer true. How to establish the Lp-norm is the main difficulty
of our paper. We need some new elaborate estimates to overcome this difficulty.

Remark 1.3. If the initial height is not allowed to vanish, for the Cauchy problem in R
2, the

global existence of strong solutions to the system (1.1) are established in [24, 26, 34]. The
solution in our main result can be expected to exist globally if the initial height is allowed to
vanish.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we list some known results and
inequalities which will be used in latter analysis. Section 3 establishes necessary the a priori
estimates on strong solutions for h̃ = 0 and obtains the local strong solution to the system (1.1)
in R

2. Finally, the main result, Theorem 1.1 is proved in Section 4.
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2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some inequalities, Aubin-Lions lemma and fixed point theorem
which will be used later. When the far field state is h̃ > 0, it is easy to get the L2-norm for u
through the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. (see [8, 20]) If h̃ > 0, then there exists some constant C(h̃) > 0 such that the
following estimate holds for h− h̃ ∈ L2,u ∈ D1, h1/2u ∈ L2,

‖u‖2L2 ≤ C(

∫
h|u|2 dx+ ‖h− h̃‖2L2‖∇u‖2L2). (2.1)

When the far field state is h̃ = 0, we can use the following Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg in-
equality to establish the Lp estimate of u.

Lemma 2.2. (see [1, 2]) For α ∈ (0, 2), the following estimates hold for all u ∈ C∞
0 (R2),

∫
|x|α−2|u|2 dx ≤ α2

4

∫
|x|α|∇u|2 dx, ‖u‖2

L4/α ≤ C(α)

∫
|x|α|∇u|2 dx.

We will use frequently the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality.

Lemma 2.3. (see [17]) For p ≥ 2, q ∈ (1,∞), and r ∈ (2,∞), there exists some generic
constant C > 0 which may depend on q, r such that for f ∈ H1(R2) and g ∈ Lq(R2)∩D1,r(R2),
we have

‖f‖Lp ≤ C‖f‖2/p
L2 ‖∇f‖(p−2)/p

L2 ,

‖g‖
C(R2)

≤ C‖g‖q(r−2)/(2r+q(r−2))
Lq ‖∇g‖2r/(2r+q(r−2))

Lr .

Next, we recall the following Aubin-Lions lemma.

Lemma 2.4. (see [23]) Let X0,X, and X1 be three Banach spaces with X0 ⊂ X ⊂ X1. Suppose
that X0 is compactly embedded in X and that X is continuously embedded in X1.

(i) Let G be bounded in Lp(0, T ;X0), where 1 ≤ p < ∞, and let ∂G/∂t be bounded in
L1(0, T ;X1). Then G is relatively compact in Lp(0, T ;X).

(ii) Let F be bounded in L∞(0, T ;X0) and ∂F/∂t be bounded in Lr(0, T ;X1), where r > 1.
Then F is relatively compact in C([0, T ];X).

The local existence of strong solution in a bounded domain will be obtained by the following
Schauder fixed point theorem.

Lemma 2.5. (see [11]) Let R be a compact convex set in a Banach space B and let T be a
continuous mapping of R into itself. Then T has a fixed point, that is T x = x for some x ∈ R.

3 Local existence of strong solution

In this section, we establish the local existence of strong solution to the system (1.1) with
the far field behavior (1.2) and initial data (1.3) in R

2. In order to do this, we should first derive
some uniform local (in time) a priori estimates for the linearized systems in a bounded domain
Ω ⊂ R

2 as the specific order. Beginning with the equation for the fluid height h,
{
ht + div (hv) = 0, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

h(x, 0) = h0, x ∈ Ω,
(3.1)
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we then consider the equation for c,




ct + div (cv) = ∆c−mc, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

c = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

c(x, 0) = c0, x ∈ Ω.

(3.2)

Based on the estimates of (3.2), we investigate the equation for the bacterial density n,




nt + div (nv) = ∆n−∇ · (n∇c), x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

n = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

n(x, 0) = n0, x ∈ Ω.

(3.3)

Finally, using the estimates of (3.1) and (3.3), we consider the equation for the fluid velocity u,




hut + hv · ∇u+ Lu+ h2∇n+ 1
2(1 + n)∇h2 = 0, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

u = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

u(x, 0) = u0, x ∈ Ω.

(3.4)

Here L := −µ∆ − (µ + λ)∇ div is a strongly elliptic operator. The given functions v and m
satisfy

v ∈ C([0, T ];H1
0 ∩H3) ∩ L2(0, T ;H4), vt ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1

0 ) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2) (3.5)

and
m ∈ C([0, T ];H1

0 ∩H3) ∩ L2(0, T ;H4), mt ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1
0 ) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2). (3.6)

Based on the a priori estimates that we established and the Schauder fixed point theorem, we
obtain the local strong solution to the system (1.1) in a bounded domain. Then, let the size
of the domain tends to infinity and the lower bound of the fluid height tends to zero, we can
obtain the local strong solution of the system (1.1) in the whole space R

2. Before starting to
prove, we give the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that the initial data (n0, c0, h0 − h̃,u0) satisfy (1.5) and n0 ≥ 0, c0 ≥
0, h0 ≥ δ on Ω × [0, T ] for some δ > 0. v and m satisfy the conditions (3.5) and (3.6). Then
there exists a unique strong solution (h, c, n,u) to (3.1)-(3.4) such that for any T > 0, we have





n ∈ C([0, T ];H3
0 ), nt ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2),

c ∈ C([0, T ];H3
0 ), ct ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2),

h− h̃ ∈ C([0, T ];H3), ht ∈ C(0, T ;H2),

u ∈ C([0, T ];H3
0 ), ut ∈ L2(0, T ;H2).

(3.7)

Proof. The solution h is represented by the formula

h(x, t) = h0(U(0;x, t)) exp
{
−

∫ t

0
divv(U(s;x, t), s) ds

}
, (3.8)

where U ∈ C([0, T ]; Ω × [0, T ]) is the solution to the initial value problem
{

∂
∂sU(s;x, t) = v(s;U(s;x, t)), 0 ≤ s ≤ T,

U(t;x, t) = x, 0 ≤ s ≤ T, x ∈ Ω.

By the characteristic method, we can obtain the existence and regularity of the unique solution
to the equation (3.1) (see [6]). Next, solving the linear parabolic equations (3.2) and (3.3), the
unique solution which satisfies the regularity in (3.7) can be established. Finally, note that L is
a strong elliptic operator (see [5]), by standard method such as a semi-discrete Galerkin method
or the method of continuity, together with the regularity of h and n, we can obtain the unique
solution to (3.4). We omit the details.
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3.1 Uniform a priori estimates for the linearized problem

In this subsection, we derive some uniform local (in time) a priori estimates for strong
solution to the linear problem (3.1)-(3.4). These estimates are independent of the lower bound
δ of h0 and the size of the domain Ω. According to the Lemma 2.1, it is easy to get the L2

norm of u when the far field state h̃ > 0. For the far field state h̃ = 0, the main difficulty is
how to obtain the Lp norm for u itself and the material derivatives of the velocity u̇ for some
p ≥ 2. In the rest of this subsection, we establish some local (in time) a priori estimates in a
bounded domain under the assumption that h̃ = 0. Set

c0 :=1 + ‖n0‖2H3 + ‖c0‖2H3 + ‖(h0, h20)‖2H3 + ‖h1/20 u0‖2L2 + ‖u0‖2D1∩D3

+ ‖|x|α/2(n0, c0, h20,
√
h0g)‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2(∇2n0,∇2c0)‖2L2

+ ‖|x|α/2(∇n0,∇c0,∇u0)‖2L2 + ‖g‖2D1 ,

(3.9)

where
α := µ/(4(2µ + λ)) ∈ (0, 1/8].

We define

Φ(v,m, t) :=1 + sup
0≤s≤t

(‖∇v‖2H1 + ‖|x|α/2∇v‖2L2 + ‖m‖2H1 + ‖mt‖2L2)

+

∫ t

0
(‖vt‖2L4/α + ‖∇vt‖2L2 + ‖∇v‖2

W 1,4/α∩H1 + ‖∇m‖2H1 + ‖∇mt‖2L2) ds.

(3.10)

From now on, we always assume that 0 ≤ t ≤ T ≤ 1 and C are various constants depending on
µ and λ but not depending on the lower bound δ of h0 and the size of the domain Ω. We begin
with the estimates of h.

Lemma 3.2. Let h be a smooth solution of (3.1). For q = 4/α, we have

sup
0≤s≤t

‖(h, h2)‖2L2∩L∞ ≤ Cc0 exp{CΦ(v,m, t)t1/2} (3.11)

and

sup
0≤s≤t

(‖∇h‖2Lp + ‖∇h2‖2Lp + ‖ht‖2Lp) ≤ Cc0Φ(v,m, t) exp{CΦ(v,m, t)t1/2}, (3.12)

for all p ∈ [2, q], where c0 and Φ are defined in (3.9) and (3.10).

Proof. The equation (3.1)1 implies that h2 satisfies the equation

h2t + v · ∇h2 + 2h2 divv = 0. (3.13)

It is easy to check that
d

dt
‖(h, h2)‖2L2 ≤ C‖∇v‖L∞‖(h, h2)‖2L2 ,

which together with (3.8) gives that

sup
0≤s≤t

(
‖(h, h2)‖2L2 + ‖(h, h2)‖2L∞

)
≤ Cc0 exp{CΦ(v,m, t)t1/2}. (3.14)

For any p ∈ [2, q], operating ∇ on both sides of the equation (3.1)1, multiplying the resulting
equation by p|∇h|p−2∇h and integrating over Ω to get

d

dt

∫
|∇h|p dx ≤ C(‖divv‖L∞‖∇h‖pLp + ‖h‖L∞‖∇2v‖Lp‖∇h‖p−1

Lp ).
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We deduce from the Gronwall’s inequality that

sup
0≤s≤t

‖∇h‖2Lp ≤ Cc0 exp{CΦ(v,m, t)t1/2}. (3.15)

Following the estimate of (3.15), we have

sup
0≤s≤t

‖∇h2‖2Lp ≤ Cc0 exp{CΦ(v,m, t)t1/2}. (3.16)

Finally, the equation (3.1)1 gives that

sup
0≤s≤t

‖ht‖2Lp = sup
0≤s≤t

‖ − div (hv)‖2Lp ≤ Cc0Φ(v,m, t) exp{CΦ(v,m, t)t1/2}. (3.17)

The estimates (3.15)-(3.17) yield (3.12).

Lemma 3.3. Let c be a smooth solution of the equation (3.2). Then

sup
0≤s≤t

(‖c‖2H1 + ‖ct‖2L2) +

∫ t

0
(‖∇ct‖2L2 + ‖∇2c‖2L2∩L4) ds ≤ Cc0 exp{CΦ2(v,m, t)t1/4} (3.18)

and

sup
0≤s≤t

(‖∇2c‖2L2∩L4 + ‖∇ct‖2L2) +

∫ t

0
(‖ctt‖2L2 + ‖∇2ct‖2L2) ds

≤Cc0Φ2(v,m, t) exp{CΦ2(v,m, t)t1/4}.
(3.19)

Proof. Multiplying the equation (3.2)1 by c and integrating over Ω to get

d

dt

∫
c2 dx+

∫
|∇c|2 dx ≤ C(‖divv‖L∞ + ‖m‖L∞)‖c‖2L2 .

Using the Gronwall’s inequality leads that

sup
0≤s≤t

‖c‖2L2 +

∫ t

0
‖∇c‖2L2 ds ≤ Cc0 exp{CΦ(v,m, t)t1/2}. (3.20)

Multiplying the equation (3.2)1 by ct and integrating over Ω gives that

1

2

d

dt

∫
|∇c|2 dx+

∫
c2t dx

≤C(‖v‖L∞‖∇c‖L2‖ct‖L2 + ‖c‖L4‖div v‖L4‖ct‖L2 + ‖m‖L4‖c‖L4‖ct‖L2)

≤ε‖ct‖2L2 +Cε(‖v‖2L∞‖∇c‖2L2 + ‖c‖2L4‖div v‖2L4 + ‖m‖2L4‖c‖2L4).

Choosing ε = 1/2 and using Gronwall’s inequality, we have

sup
0≤s≤t

‖∇c‖2L2 +

∫ t

0
‖ct‖2L2 ds ≤ Cc0 exp{CΦ2(v,m, t)t1/2}. (3.21)

In order to estimate sup0≤s≤t ‖ct‖2L2 , we differentiate the equation (3.2)1 with respect to t

ctt + div (cv)t = ∆ct − (mc)t. (3.22)

7



Multiplying the equation (3.22) by ct and integrating over Ω gives that

1

2

d

dt

∫
c2t dx+

∫
|∇ct|2 dx

=− 1

2

∫
divvc2t dx−

∫
vt · ∇cct dx−

∫
cdiv vtct dx−

∫
mtcct dx−

∫
mc2t dx

≤C(‖divv‖L∞‖ct‖2L2 + ‖vt‖Lq‖∇c‖L2‖ct‖Lp + ‖c‖L4‖ct‖L4‖div vt‖L2

+ ‖mt‖L4‖c‖L4‖ct‖L2 + ‖m‖L∞‖ct‖2L2)

≤ε‖∇ct‖2L2 + Cε(‖div v‖L∞ + ‖div vt‖L2 + ‖m‖L∞ + 1)‖ct‖2L2

+ C(‖vt‖2Lq‖∇c‖2L2 + ‖c‖L2‖∇c‖L2‖divvt‖3/2L2 + ‖mt‖2L2‖∇c‖2L2 + ‖∇mt‖2L2‖c‖2L2),

(3.23)

where q = 4/α, 1/p+1/q = 1/2. Choosing ε = 1/2 and applying Gronwall’s inequality to (3.23),
we have

sup
0≤s≤t

‖ct‖2L2 +

∫ t

0
‖∇ct‖2L2 ds ≤ Cc0 exp{CΦ2(v,m, t)t1/4}. (3.24)

The classical Lp theory asserts that

‖∇2c‖2L2 ≤C(‖ct‖2L2 + ‖v · ∇c‖2L2 + ‖cdiv v‖2L2 + ‖mc‖2L2)

≤C(‖ct‖2L2 + ‖v‖2L∞‖∇c‖2L2 + ‖c‖2L4‖divv‖2L4 + ‖m‖2L4‖c‖2L4),
(3.25)

which together with (3.20), (3.21), and (3.24) implies that

∫ t

0
‖∇2c‖2L2 ds ≤ Cc0 exp{CΦ2(v,m, t)t1/4} (3.26)

and

sup
0≤s≤t

‖∇2c‖2L2 ≤ Cc0Φ
2(v,m, t) exp{CΦ2(v,m, t)t1/4}. (3.27)

In order to estimate sup0≤s≤t ‖∇ct‖2L2 , we multiply the equation (3.22) by ctt and integrate over
Ω to get

1

2

d

dt

∫
|∇ct|2 dx+

∫
c2tt dx

=−
∫

v · ∇ctctt dx−
∫
ct divvctt dx−

∫
vt · ∇cctt dx−

∫
cdivvtctt dx

−
∫
mtcctt dx−

∫
mctctt dx

≤ε‖ctt‖2L2 + Cε(‖v‖2L∞ + ‖ct‖2L2)‖∇ct‖2L2

+ Cε(‖div v‖2L2‖∇2v‖2L2 + ‖vt‖2Lq‖∇c‖2Lp + ‖c‖2L∞‖div vt‖2L2

+ ‖mt‖2L2‖∇mt‖2L2 + ‖c‖2L2‖∇c‖2L2 + ‖m‖2L2‖∇m‖2L2),

(3.28)

where q = 4/α, 1/p+1/q = 1/2. Choosing ε = 1/2 and applying Gronwall’s inequality to (3.28),
combining with (3.20), (3.21), (3.24), and (3.27), we have

sup
0≤s≤t

‖∇ct‖2L2 +

∫ t

0
‖ctt‖2L2 ds ≤ Cc0Φ

2(v,m, t) exp{CΦ2(v,m, t)t1/4}. (3.29)
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Using the classical Lp theory and equation (3.22), together with (3.20), (3.21), (3.24), and
(3.29), we have

∫ t

0
‖∇2ct‖2L2 ds

≤C
∫ t

0
(‖ctt‖2L2 + ‖v‖2L∞‖∇ct‖2L2 + ‖ct‖2L4‖div v‖2L4) ds

+ C

∫ t

0
(‖vt‖2Lq‖∇c‖2Lp + ‖c‖2L∞‖div vt‖2L2 + ‖mt‖2L2‖c‖2L∞ + ‖m‖2L4‖ct‖2L4) ds

≤Cc0Φ2(v,m, t) exp{CΦ2(v,m, t)t1/4},

(3.30)

where q = 4/α, 1/p + 1/q = 1/2. According to the equation (3.2)1 and elliptic estimates, we
have

‖∇2c‖2L4 ≤C(‖ct‖2L4 + ‖v · ∇c‖2L4 + ‖cdiv v‖2L4 + ‖mc‖2L4)

≤C(‖ct‖L2‖∇ct‖L2 + ‖v‖2L∞‖c‖
1
2

L2‖∇2c‖
3
2

L2)

+ C(‖c‖2L∞‖v‖
1
2

L2‖∇2v‖
3
2

L2 + ‖m‖
1
2

L2‖∇m‖
3
2

L2‖c‖
1
2

L2‖∇c‖
3
2

L2).

Using the estimate (3.20), (3.21), (3.24), (3.26), (3.27), and (3.29), we have
∫ t

0
‖∇2c‖2L4 ds ≤ Cc0 exp{CΦ2(v,m, t)t1/4} (3.31)

and
sup
0≤s≤t

‖∇2c‖2L4 ≤ Cc0Φ
2(v,m, t) exp{CΦ2(v,m, t)t1/4}. (3.32)

The estimate (3.20), (3.21), (3.24), (3.26), and (3.31) yield (3.18). The estimate (3.19) is given
by (3.27), (3.29), (3.30), and (3.32).

Lemma 3.4. Let n be a smooth solution of the equation (3.3). Then

sup
0≤s≤t

(‖n‖2H1 + ‖nt‖2L2) +

∫ t

0
‖∇nt‖2L2 ds ≤ Cc0 exp

{
Cc20 exp{CΦ3(v,m, t)t1/4}

}
, (3.33)

∫ t

0
‖∇2n‖2L2∩L4 ds ≤ Cc20 exp{Cc20 exp

{
CΦ3(v,m, t)t1/4}

}
, (3.34)

and
sup
0≤s≤t

‖∇2n‖2L2 ≤ Cc20Φ
2(v,m, t) exp

{
Cc20 exp{CΦ3(v,m, t)t1/4}

}
. (3.35)

Proof. To prove the estimate (3.33), we can use the same method to get (3.18). We remain to
deal with the term −

∫
∇·(n∇c)n dx,−

∫
∇·(n∇c)nt dx,−

∫
∇·(n∇c)tnt dx. A straightforward

computation shows that

−
∫

∇ · (n∇c)n dx ≤C‖∆c‖L2‖n‖L2‖∇n‖L2 ≤ ε‖∇n‖2L2 + Cε‖∆c‖2L2‖n‖L2 ,

−
∫

∇ · (n∇c)nt dx ≤C(‖∇n‖L2‖∇c‖L∞‖nt‖L2 + ‖n‖L4‖∆c‖L4‖nt‖L2)

≤ε‖nt‖2L2 + Cε(‖∇n‖2L2‖∇c‖2L∞ + ‖n‖2L4‖∆c‖2L4),

−
∫

∇ · (n∇c)tnt dx ≤C(‖∆c‖L2‖nt‖L2‖∇nt‖L2 + ‖n‖L4‖∇ct‖L4‖∇nt‖L2)

≤ε‖∇nt‖2L2 + Cε(‖∆c‖2L2‖nt‖2L2 + ‖n‖2L4‖ct‖
1
2

L2‖∇2ct‖
3
2

L2).
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The above estimates and Lemma 3.3 give (3.33). Finally, for any p ∈ [2, 4], the Lp theory asserts

‖∇2n‖2Lp

≤C(‖nt‖2Lp + ‖v · ∇n‖2Lp + ‖n div v‖2Lp + ‖∇n · ∇c‖2Lp + ‖n∆c‖2Lp)

≤C
(
‖nt‖

4
p

L2‖∇nt‖
2− 4

p

L2 + (‖v‖2L∞ + ‖∇c‖2L∞)‖∇n‖2Lp + ‖n‖2
L

4p
4−p

(‖div v‖2L4 + ‖∆c‖2L4)
)
.

(3.36)

Choosing p = 2 in (3.36), together with (3.33) and Lemma 3.3, we obtain

∫ t

0
‖∇2n‖2L2 ds ≤ Cc20 exp

{
Cc20 exp{CΦ3(v,m, t)t1/4}

}
(3.37)

and
sup
0≤s≤t

‖∇2n‖2L2 ≤ Cc20Φ
2(v,m, t) exp

{
Cc20 exp{CΦ3(v,m, t)t1/4}

}
. (3.38)

Choosing p = 4 in (3.36), together with (3.33), (3.37), and Lemma 3.3 gives

∫ t

0
‖∇2n‖2L4 ds ≤ Cc20 exp

{
Cc20 exp{CΦ3(v,m, t)t1/4}

}
. (3.39)

The inequalities (3.34) and (3.35) follow directly from (3.37)-(3.39).

Lemma 3.5. Let u be a smooth solution of the equation (3.4). Then

sup
0≤s≤t

(‖
√
hu‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L2) +

∫ t

0
‖
√
hu̇‖2L2 ds ≤ Cc0 exp

{
Cc20 exp{CΦ2(v,m, t)t1/4}

}
. (3.40)

Proof. Multiplying the equation (3.4)1 by u and integrating over Ω to get

1

2

d

dt

∫
hu2 dx+ µ

∫
|∇u|2 dx+ (µ + λ)

∫
( divu)2 dx

=−
∫
h2u · ∇n dx− 1

2

∫
(1 + n)u · ∇h2 dx

≤C(‖
√
hu‖L2‖∇n‖L2‖h‖

3
2
L∞ + ‖

√
hu‖L2‖∇h‖L2‖h‖

1
2
L∞ + ‖

√
hu‖L2‖∇h‖Lq‖n‖Lp)

≤C(‖h‖3L∞ + ‖∇h‖2L2 + ‖∇h‖2Lq )‖
√
hu‖2L2 + C(‖∇n‖2L2 + ‖n‖2−

4
p

L2 ‖∇n‖
4
p

L2 + ‖h‖L∞),

(3.41)

where q = 4/α, 1/p + 1/q = 1/2. Applying the Gronwall’s inequality to (3.41), together with
Lemmas 3.2 and 3.4, we have

sup
0≤s≤t

‖
√
hu‖2L2 +

∫ t

0
‖∇u‖2L2 ds ≤ Cc0 exp

{
Cc20 exp{CΦ2(v,m, t)t1/4}

}
. (3.42)

Multiplying the equation (3.4)1 by u̇ and integrating over Ω to get

µ

2

d

dt

∫
|∇u|2 dx+

(µ+ λ)

2

d

dt

∫
( divu)2 dx+

∫
hu̇2 dx

≤C(‖
√
hu̇‖L2‖∇n‖L2‖h‖

3
2
L∞ + ‖

√
hu̇‖L2‖∇h‖L2‖h‖

1
2
L∞

+ ‖
√
hu̇‖L2‖∇h‖Lq‖n‖Lp‖h‖

1
2
L∞ + ‖divv‖L∞‖∇u‖2L2)

≤ε‖
√
hu̇‖2L2 + Cε‖h‖L∞(‖∇n‖2L2‖h‖2L∞ + ‖∇h‖2L2 + ‖∇h‖2Lq‖n‖2Lp)

+ C‖divv‖L∞‖∇u‖2L2 ,

(3.43)
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where q = 4/α, 1/p + 1/q = 1/2. Using the Gronwall’s inequality to (3.43), together with
Lemmas 3.2 and 3.4, we have

sup
0≤s≤t

‖∇u‖2L2 +

∫ t

0
‖
√
hu̇‖2L2 ds ≤ Cc0 exp

{
Cc20 exp{CΦ2(v,m, t)t1/4}

}
. (3.44)

Combining the estimates (3.42) and (3.44), we complete the proof of (3.40).

Lemma 3.6. Let (h,u) be a smooth solution to the equation (3.1) and (3.4). Then

sup
0≤s≤t

‖
√
hu̇‖2L2 +

∫ t

0
‖∇u̇‖2L2 ds ≤ Cc0 exp

{
Cc20 exp{CΦ3(v,m, t)t1/4}

}
(3.45)

and

sup
0≤s≤t

‖∇2u‖2L2 +

∫ t

0
‖∇ut‖2L2 ds ≤ Cc20 exp

{
Cc20 exp{CΦ3(v,m, t)t1/4}

}
. (3.46)

Proof. Taking the operator ∂t + ∂i(vi·) on both sides of equation (3.4)1, we have

htu̇+ hu̇t + h2t∇n+ h2∇nt +
1

2
nt∇h2 +

1

2
(1 + n)∇h2t + div (hu̇⊗ v)

+ div (h2∇n⊗ v) +
1

2
div

(
(1 + n)∇h2 ⊗ v

)

=µ∆ut + (µ+ λ)∇( divu)t + µ div (∆u⊗ v) + (µ + λ) div
(
∇( divu)⊗ v

)
.

(3.47)

Multiplying the equation (3.47) by u̇ and integrating over Ω to get

1

2

d

dt

∫
hu̇2 dx

=−
∫
h2t u̇ · ∇n dx−

∫
h2u̇ · ∇nt dx− 1

2

∫
ntu̇ · ∇h2 dx− 1

2

∫
(1 + n)u̇ · ∇h2t dx

−
∫

div (h2∇n⊗ v)u̇ dx− 1

2

∫
div

(
(1 + n)∇h2 ⊗ v

)
u̇ dx+ µ

∫
∆utu̇ dx

+ (µ+ λ)

∫
∇( divu)tu̇ dx+ µ

∫
div (∆u⊗ v)u̇ dx+ (µ+ λ)

∫
div

(
∇( divu)⊗ v

)
u̇ dx

:=

10∑

i=1

Ei.

In the following, we will estimate Ei for each i (i = 1, · · · , 10). First we consider E1 + E5. By
Hölder’s inequality and equation (3.1)1, we have

E1 + E5 =2

∫
hdiv (hv)u̇ · ∇n dx+

∫
h2v · ∇n div u̇ dx

=

∫
h2 divvu̇ · ∇n dx−

∫
vh2u̇ · ∇2n dx

≤C(‖
√
hu̇‖L2‖∇n‖L2‖h‖

3
2
L∞‖div v‖L∞ + ‖

√
hu̇‖L2‖∇2n‖L2‖h3/2v‖L∞).

Then we estimate E2 + E3. Using the integrating by parts and Hölder’s inequality, we obtain

E2 + E3 =
1

2

∫
ntu̇ · ∇h2 dx+

∫
h2 div u̇nt dx

≤C(‖
√
hu̇‖L2‖∇h‖Lq‖nt‖Lp‖h‖

1
2
L∞ + ‖div u̇‖L2‖nt‖L2‖h‖2L∞),
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where q = 4/α, 1/p + 1/q = 1/2. Then we consider E7 + E9. A straightforward computation
shows that

E7 + E9 =− µ

2

∫
|∇u̇|2 dx+ µ

∫
∇(v · ∇u)∇u̇ dx− µ

∫
∆uv div u̇ dx

=− µ

2

∫
|∇u̇|2 dx+ µ

∫
∇v∇u∇u̇ dx

≤− µ

2

∫
|∇u̇|2 dx+C‖∇v‖L∞‖∇u‖L2‖∇u̇‖L2 .

Through the similar calculation as E7 + E9, we can get the estimate of E8 + E10. That is

E8 + E10 ≤ −(µ+ λ)

2

∫
( div u̇)2 dx+ C‖∇v‖L∞‖∇u‖L2‖∇u̇‖L2 .

Finally, we consider E4 + E6. A straightforward computation shows that

E4 + E6 =

∫
u̇ · ∇nhht dx−

∫
(1 + n) div u̇h2 divv dx

=−
∫

u̇ · ∇nhv · ∇hdx−
∫

u̇ · ∇nh2 div v dx−
∫

(1 + n) div u̇h2 divv dx

≤C(‖
√
hu̇‖L2‖∇h‖Lq‖∇n‖Lp‖

√
hv‖L∞ + ‖

√
hu̇‖L2‖∇n‖L2‖div vh3/2‖L∞

+ ‖div u̇‖L2‖div v‖L2‖h2(1 + n)‖L∞),

where q = 4/α, 1/p + 1/q = 1/2. Combining all these estimates about Ei (i = 1, · · · , 10), we
have

d

dt
‖
√
hu̇‖2L2 + µ‖∇u̇‖2L2 + (µ+ λ)‖div u̇‖2L2

≤C(‖h‖3L∞‖div v‖2L∞ + ‖h‖3L∞‖v‖2L∞ + ‖h‖L∞ + ‖h‖L∞‖v‖2L∞)‖
√
hu̇‖2L2

+ C(‖∇n‖2L2 + ‖∇2n‖2L2 + ‖∇h‖2Lq‖nt‖2Lp + ‖∇h‖2Lq‖∇n‖2Lp)

+ ε‖∇u̇‖2L2 + Cε(‖div v‖2L2‖h2(1 + n)‖2L∞ + ‖nt‖2L2‖h‖4L∞ + ‖∇u‖2L2‖∇v‖2L∞).

(3.48)

Choosing ε = µ/2 and applying Gronwall’s inequality to (3.48), together with Lemmas 3.2 and
3.4, we can get (3.45). According to the Lp theory, Lemma 3.2, 3.4, equation (3.4), and (3.45),
we have

‖∇2u‖2L2 ≤C(‖h‖L∞‖
√
hu̇‖2L2 + ‖h‖4L∞‖∇n‖2L2 + ‖(1 + n)h‖2L∞‖∇h‖2L2)

≤Cc20 exp
{
Cc20 exp{CΦ3(v,m, t)t1/4}

}
.

(3.49)

Through the definition of material derivation, together with the estimate (3.45), (3.49), and
Lemma 3.5, we have

∫ t

0
‖∇ut‖2L2 ds ≤

∫ t

0
‖∇u̇‖2L2 ds+

∫ t

0
‖∇v‖2L∞‖∇u‖2L2 ds+

∫ t

0
‖v‖2L∞‖∇2u‖2L2 ds

≤Cc20 exp
{
Cc20 exp{CΦ3(v,m, t)t1/4}

}
.

The above estimate combined with (3.49) yields (3.46).

Lemma 3.7. Let h be as in Lemma 3.2. Then

‖|x|α/2h2‖2L2 ≤ Cc0 exp{CΦ(v,m, t)t1/2}. (3.50)
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Proof. Multiplying the equation (3.13) by |x|αh2 and integrating over Ω, using Lemma 2.2 to
get

1

2

d

dt

∫
|x|αh4 dx =− α

∫
|x|α−2xi · vh4 dx−

∫
|x|α divvh4 dx

≤C(‖|x|α/2−1v‖L2‖|x|α/2h2‖L2 + ‖div v‖L∞‖|x|α/2h2‖2L2)

≤C(1 + ‖div v‖L∞)‖|x|α/2h2‖2L2 + C‖|x|α/2∇v‖2L2 .

(3.51)

Using the Gronwall’s inequality to (3.51), we have

sup
0≤s≤t

‖|x|α/2h2‖2L2 ≤ Cc0 exp{CΦ(v,m, t)t1/2},

which yields the inequality (3.50).

Lemma 3.8. Let c be as in Lemma 3.3. Then

sup
0≤s≤t

‖|x|α/2c‖2L2 +

∫ t

0
‖|x|α/2∇c‖2L2 ds ≤ Cc0 exp{CΦ2(v,m, t)t1/2}. (3.52)

Proof. Multiplying the equation (3.2)1 by |x|αc and integrating over Ω, together with Lemma
2.2 to get

1

2

d

dt

∫
|x|αc2 dx+

∫
|x|α|∇c|2 dx

=−
∫

|x|αcdiv (cv) dx − α

∫
|x|α−2xi · ∇cc dx−

∫
|x|αmc2 dx

≤C(‖|x|α/2−1v‖L2‖|x|α/2c‖L2‖c‖L∞ + ‖div v‖L∞‖|x|α/2c‖2L2

+ α‖|x|α/2−1c‖L2‖|x|α/2∇c‖L2 + ‖m‖L∞‖|x|α/2c‖2L2)

≤C(‖div v‖L∞ + ‖m‖L∞ + ‖|x|α/2∇v‖2L2)‖|x|α/2c‖2L2

+C‖c‖2L∞ +
α2

2
‖|x|α/2∇c‖2L2 .

(3.53)

Using the Gronwall’s inequality to (3.53), together with Lemma 3.3 and (1.8) gives (3.52).

Lemma 3.9. Let n be as in Lemma 3.4. Then

sup
0≤s≤t

‖|x|α/2n‖2L2 +

∫ t

0
‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2 ds

≤Cc20Φ(v,m, t) exp
{
Cc20 exp{CΦ3(v,m, t)t1/4}

}
.

(3.54)

Proof. The proof of (3.54) is similar to (3.52). It remains to deal with the term −
∫
|x|αn∇ ·

(n∇c) dx. A straightforward computation shows that

−
∫

|x|αn∇ · (n∇c) dx

≤α‖|x|α/2−1n‖L2‖|x|α/2∇c‖L2‖n‖L∞ + ‖|x|α/2∇n‖L2‖|x|α/2∇c‖L2‖n‖L∞

≤(
α4

4
+ ε)‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2 + Cε‖|x|α/2∇c‖2L2‖n‖2L∞ .

(3.55)

Through the estimate (3.55) and Lemma 3.8, we obtain (3.54).
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Lemma 3.10. Let c be as in Lemma 3.3. Then

sup
0≤s≤t

(‖|x|α/2ċ‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇c‖2L2) +

∫ t

0
‖|x|α/2∇ċ‖2L2 ds

≤Cc0 exp
{
Cc20 exp{CΦ2(v,m, t)t1/4}

}
.

(3.56)

Proof. Multiplying the equation (3.2)1 by |x|αċ and integrating over Ω, together with Lemma
2.2 to get

1

2

d

dt

∫
|x|α|∇c|2 dx+

∫
|x|αċ2 dx

=−
∫

|x|αcdivvċ dx− α

∫
|x|α−2xi · ∇cċ dx+

α

2

∫
|x|α−2xi · v|∇c|2 dx

+
1

2

∫
|x|α div v|∇c|2 dx−

∫
|x|αmcċ dx

≤‖|x|α/2ċ‖L2‖|x|α/2c‖L2‖divv‖L∞ + α‖|x|α/2−1ċ‖L2‖|x|α/2∇c‖L2

+ ‖|x|α/2−1v‖L2‖|x|α/2∇c‖L2‖∇c‖L∞ + ‖div v‖L∞‖|x|α/2∇c‖2L2

+ ‖|x|α/2c‖L2‖|x|α/2ċ‖L2‖m‖L∞

≤ε‖|x|α/2ċ‖2L2 + Cε‖|x|α/2c‖2L2(‖div v‖2L∞ + ‖m‖2L∞) + (α4/4)‖|x|α/2∇ċ‖2L2

+ C(‖|x|α/2∇v‖2L2 + ‖div v‖L∞ + 1)‖|x|α/2∇c‖2L2 +C‖∇c‖2L∞ .

(3.57)

Using the operator ∂t + ∂i(vi·) to equation (3.2), we get

ċt + (cdiv v)t + div (ċ⊗ v) + div (cdiv v ⊗ v)

=∆ct − (mc)t + div (∆c⊗ v)− div (mc⊗ v).
(3.58)

Multiplying the equation (3.58) by |x|αċ and integrating over Ω to get

1

2

d

dt

∫
|x|αċ2 dx+

∫
|x|α|∇ċ|2 dx

=−
∫

|x|αċ(cdiv v)t dx−
∫

|x|αċdiv (ċ⊗ v) dx −
∫

|x|αċdiv (cdiv v ⊗ v) dx

− α

∫
|x|α−2xi · ∇ċċ dx−

∫
|x|αċ∆(v · ∇c) dx−

∫
|x|αċ(mc)t dx

+

∫
|x|αċ div (∆c⊗ v) dx −

∫
|x|αċdiv (mc⊗ v) dx

:=
8∑

i=1

Fi.

In the following, we estimate Fi (i = 1, · · · , 8). First, we consider F1. By Hölder’s inequality,
Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we have

F1 ≤‖|x|α/2ċ‖L4‖|x|α/2 divv‖L2‖ct‖L4 + ‖|x|α/2ċ‖L4‖|x|α/2c‖L4‖div vt‖L2

≤(ε/5)‖|x|α/2∇ċ‖2L2 +Cε(‖∇ct‖L2 + ‖div vt‖L2)‖|x|α/2ċ‖2L2

+ Cε‖|x|α/2 divv‖2L2‖ct‖L2‖∇ct‖
1
2

L2 + C‖|x|α/2c‖L2‖|x|α/2∇c‖L2‖div vt‖
3
2

L2 .

Then we consider F2. A straightforward computation shows that

F2 ≤α‖|x|α/2−1ċ‖L2‖|x|α/2ċ‖L2‖v‖L∞ + ‖|x|α/2∇ċ‖L2‖|x|α/2ċ‖L2‖v‖L∞

≤(ε/5)‖|x|α/2∇ċ‖2L2 + Cε‖|x|α/2ċ‖2L2‖v‖2L∞ .
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The nonlinear terms F3 and F4 can be calculated as follow

F3 ≤‖|x|α/2−1ċ‖L2‖|x|α/2 divv‖L2‖vc‖L∞ + ‖|x|α/2 divv‖L2‖|x|α/2∇ċ‖L2‖cv‖L∞

≤(ε/5)‖|x|α/2∇ċ‖2L2 +Cε‖|x|α/2 divv‖2L2‖cv‖2L∞

and

F4 ≤ α‖|x|α/2−1 ċ‖L2‖|x|α/2∇ċ‖L2 ≤ α2

2
‖|x|α/2∇ċ‖2L2 .

Using the Hölder’s inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality and Young’s inequality, the
nonlinear term F6 can be estimated as follow

F6 =−
∫

|x|αċmtc dx−
∫

|x|αċ2mdx+

∫
|x|αċmv · ∇c dx

≤‖|x|α/2ċ‖L2‖|x|α/2c‖L4‖mt‖L4 + ‖m‖L∞‖|x|α/2ċ‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2ċ‖L2‖|x|α/2∇c‖L2‖mv‖L∞

≤C(1 + ‖m‖2L∞ + ‖∇mt‖L2)‖|x|α/2ċ‖2L2 + C‖|x|α/2c‖2L2‖mt‖L2

+ C(‖|x|α/2∇c‖2L2‖∇mt‖L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇c‖2L2‖v‖2L∞).

For the nonlinear term F8, a straightforward computation shows that

F8 ≤ ‖|x|α/2−1ċ‖L2‖|x|α/2c‖L2‖mv‖L∞ ≤ (ε/5)‖|x|α/2∇ċ‖2L2 + Cε‖|x|α/2c‖2L2‖mv‖2L∞ .

The nonlinear term F5 + F7 can be estimated as

F5 + F7 ≤‖|x|α/2∇ċ‖L2‖|x|α/2∇c‖L2‖∇v‖L∞

≤(ε/5)‖|x|α/2∇ċ‖2L2 + Cε‖|x|α/2∇c‖2L2‖∇v‖2L∞ .

Combining all these estimates about Fi (i = 1, · · · , 8) to get

d

dt
‖|x|α/2ċ‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2|∇ċ|‖2L2

≤Cε(‖∇ct‖L2 + ‖divvt‖L2 + ‖v‖2L∞ + ‖m‖2L∞ + ‖∇mt‖L2 + 1)‖|x|α/2 ċ‖2L2

+ (ε+
α2

2
)‖|x|α/2∇ċ‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2 divv‖2L2‖ct‖L2‖∇ct‖

1
2

L2 + ‖|x|α/2c‖2L2‖div vt‖
3
2

L2

+ ‖|x|α/2 divv‖2L2‖cv‖2L∞ + ‖|x|α/2c‖2L2‖mt‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2c‖2L2‖mv‖2L∞

+ (‖div vt‖
3
2

L2 + ‖∇mt‖2L2 + ‖v‖2L∞ + ‖∇v‖2L∞)‖|x|α/2∇c‖2L2 .

(3.59)

Adding the inequalities (3.57) and (3.59), choosing ε = 1/2, together with the fact

‖∇c‖2L∞ ≤ ‖c‖
1
2

L4‖∇2c‖
3
2

L4 ≤ ‖c‖
1
4

L2‖∇c‖
1
4

L2‖∇2c‖
3
2

L4 ,

we have

d

dt

(
‖|x|α/2ċ‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇c‖2L2

)
+ (‖|x|α/2∇ċ‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2ċ‖2L2)

≤C(‖∇ct‖L2 + ‖divvt‖
3
2

L2 + ‖v‖2W 1,∞ + ‖m‖2L∞ + ‖mt‖H1

+ ‖|x|α/2∇v‖2L2 + 1)(‖|x|α/2 ċ‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇c‖2L2)

+ C(‖div vt‖
3
2

L2 + ‖mt‖L2 + ‖mv‖2L∞ + ‖div v‖2L∞)‖|x|α/2c‖2L2

+ C(‖ct‖L2‖∇ct‖
1
2

L2 + ‖cv‖2L∞)‖|x|α/2 divv‖2L2 + C‖∇c‖2L∞ .

(3.60)

Applying Gronwall’s inequality to (3.60), together with Lemmas 3.3 and 3.8 yields (3.56).
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Lemma 3.11. Let n be as in Lemma 3.4. Then

sup
0≤s≤t

(‖|x|α/2ṅ‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2) +

∫ t

0
‖|x|α/2∇ṅ‖2L2 ds

≤Cc20 exp
{
Cc20 exp{CΦ3(v,m, t)t1/5}

}
.

(3.61)

Proof. Multiplying the equation (3.3)1 by |x|αṅ and integrating over Ω to get

1

2

d

dt

∫
|x|α|∇n|2 dx+

∫
|x|αṅ2 dx

=−
∫

|x|αṅn divv dx− α

∫
|x|α−2xi · ∇nṅ dx+

∫
|x|αv · ∇n∆n dx

−
∫

|x|αṅ∇ · (n∇c) dx.

(3.62)

The terms −
∫
|x|αṅn divv dx,−α

∫
|x|α−2xi · ∇nṅ dx and

∫
|x|αv · ∇n∆n dx can be estimated

as (3.57) in Lemma 3.10. We only give the estimate of the nonlinear term −
∫
|x|αṅ∇·(n∇c) dx.

By Hölder’s inequality and Cauchy’s inequality, we have

−
∫

|x|αṅ∇ · (n∇c) dx

≤‖|x|α/2ṅ‖L2‖|x|α/2∇n‖L2‖∇c‖L∞ + ‖|x|α/2ṅ‖L2‖|x|α/2n‖L4‖∆c‖L4

≤ε
2
‖|x|α/2ṅ‖2L2 +Cε(‖∇c‖2L∞ + ‖∆c‖2L4)‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2 + C‖|x|α/2n‖2L2‖∆c‖2L4 .

(3.63)

Using the operator ∂t + ∂i(vi·) on equation (3.3)1, multiplying the resulting equation by |x|αṅ,
integrating over Ω to get

1

2

d

dt

∫
|x|αṅ2 dx+

∫
|x|α|∇ṅ|2 dx

=−
∫

|x|αṅ(n divv)t dx−
∫

|x|αṅ div (ṅ⊗ v) dx −
∫

|x|αṅdiv (n divv ⊗ v) dx

− α

∫
|x|α−2xi · ∇ṅṅ dx−

∫
|x|α∆(v · ∇n)ṅ dx−

∫
|x|αṅ∇ · (n∇c)t dx

+

∫
|x|αṅ div (∆n⊗ v) dx −

∫
|x|αṅdiv (∇ · (n∇c)⊗ v) dx

:=

8∑

i=1

Gi.

(3.64)

The estimates of G1 to G4, G5 +G7 are similar as F1 to F4 and F5 + F7 in Lemma 3.10. Here
we omit. For the nonlinear term G6, by Hölder’s inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality
and Young’s inequality, we have

G6 =α

∫
|x|α−2xi · ∇cṅ2 dx− α

∫
|x|α−2xi · ∇cṅv · ∇n dx+ α

∫
|x|α−2xi · ∇ctnṅ dx

+

∫
|x|α∇ṅ · ∇cṅ dx−

∫
|x|α∇ṅ · ∇cv · ∇n dx+

∫
|x|α∇ṅ · ∇ctn dx

≤‖|x|α/2−1ṅ‖L2‖|x|α/2ṅ‖L2‖∇c‖L∞ + ‖|x|α/2−1ṅ‖L2‖|x|α/2∇n‖L2‖v · ∇c‖L∞

+ α‖|x|α/2−1ṅ‖L2‖|x|α/2n‖L4‖∇ct‖L4 + ‖|x|α/2∇ṅ‖L2‖|x|α/2ṅ‖L2‖∇c‖L∞

+ ‖|x|α/2∇ṅ‖L2‖|x|α/2∇n‖L2‖v · ∇c‖L∞ + ‖|x|α/2∇ṅ‖L2‖|x|α/2n‖L4‖∇ct‖L4

≤(
ε

5
+

3

4
α2)‖|x|α/2∇ṅ‖2L2 + Cε‖|x|α/2ṅ‖2L2‖∇c‖2L∞ + C‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2(‖v · ∇c‖2L∞ + ‖∇ct‖2L4).
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For the nonlinear term G8, a straightforward computation shows that

G8 =α

∫
|x|α−2xi · ∇nv · ∇cṅ dx+ α

∫
|x|α−2xi · vṅn∆c dx+

∫
|x|α∇ṅ∇n∇cv dx

+

∫
|x|α∇ṅn∆cv dx

≤(α2/2 + 1)‖|x|α/2∇ṅ‖L2(‖|x|α/2∇n‖L2‖v · ∇c‖L∞ + ‖|x|α/2n‖L4‖∆c‖L4‖v‖L∞)

≤(α4/4 + ε/5)‖|x|α/2∇ṅ‖2L2 + Cε‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2(‖v · ∇c‖2L∞ + ‖∆c‖2L4‖v‖2L∞).

Putting all these estimates of Gi into (3.64), combining the estimate of (3.62), then choosing
ε = 1/2, we have

d

dt

(
‖|x|α/2ṅ‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2

)
+ (‖|x|α/2∇ṅ‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2ṅ‖2L2)

≤C
(
1 + ‖div vt‖

3
2

L2 + ‖v‖2W 1,∞ + (‖∆c‖2L4 + ‖∇c‖2L∞)(1 + ‖v‖2L∞) + ‖∇ct‖2L4

+ ‖|x|α/2∇v‖2L2

)
(‖|x|α/2ṅ‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2)

+ C(‖div vt‖
3
2

L2 + ‖∆c‖2L4 + ‖div v‖2L∞)‖|x|α/2n‖2L2 + C‖|x|α/2 divv‖2L2‖nv‖2L∞

+ C(‖|x|α/2∇ċ‖2L2 + ‖∇n‖2L∞ + ‖nt‖L2‖∇nt‖L2‖|x|α/2 divv‖2L2).

(3.65)

Applying Gronwall’s inequality to (3.65), together with Lemmas 3.3-3.4, 3.9-3.10 yields (3.61).

Lemma 3.12. Let (h,u) be as in Lemma 3.6. For q = 4/α, we have

sup
0≤s≤t

(‖|x|α/2∇u‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2
√
hu̇‖2L2) +

∫ t

0
‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖2L2 ds

≤Cc20 exp
{
Cc20 exp{CΦ3(v,m, t)t1/5}

} (3.66)

and ∫ t

0
(‖ut‖2Lq + ‖∇2u‖2Lq ) ds ≤ Cc20 exp

{
Cc20 exp{CΦ3(v,m, t)t1/5}

}
. (3.67)

Proof. Multiplying the equation (3.4)1 by |x|αu̇ and integrating over Ω to get

∫
|x|αhu̇2 dx

=− 1

2

∫
|x|αu̇ · ∇

(
(1 + n)h2

)
dx− 1

2

∫
|x|αh2u̇ · ∇n dx+ µ

∫
|x|α∆u · u̇ dx

+ (µ + λ)

∫
|x|α∇( divu) · u̇ dx

:=

4∑

i=1

Hi.

(3.68)

In the following, we estimate Hi (i = 1, · · · , 4). First, we estimate H1. By integrating by parts
and Lemma 2.2, we have

H1 ≤α‖|x|α/2−1u̇‖L2‖|x|α/2h2‖L2(1 + ‖n‖L∞) + ‖|x|α/2 div u̇‖L2‖|x|α/2h2‖L2(1 + ‖n‖L∞)

≤α
4

4
‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖2L2 + C‖|x|α/2h2‖2L2(1 + ‖n‖L2‖∇2n‖L2).
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A straightforward computation shows that H2 satisfies

H2 ≤ ‖|x|α/2
√
hu̇‖L2‖|x|α/2∇n‖L2‖h 3

2‖L∞ ≤ ε‖|x|α/2
√
hu̇‖2L2 + Cε‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2‖h‖3L∞ .

For the nonlinear term H3, using Lemma 2.2, we have

H3 ≤− µ

2

d

dt

∫
|x|α|∇u|2 dx+ µ

α2

2
‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖L2‖|x|α/2∇u‖L2 + ‖∇v‖L∞‖|x|α/2∇u‖2L2

+ µ
α2

2
‖|x|α/2∇v‖L2‖|x|α/2∇u‖L2‖∇u‖L∞ .

Similar as the calculation of H3, we have

H4 ≤− (µ+ λ)

2

d

dt

∫
|x|α( divu)2 dx+ (µ+ λ)

α2

2
‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖L2‖|x|α/2∇u‖L2

+ ‖∇v‖L∞‖|x|α/2∇u‖2L2 + (µ+ λ)
α2

2
‖|x|α/2∇v‖L2‖|x|α/2∇u‖L2‖∇u‖L∞ .

In order to further estimate H3 and H4, we should first estimate ‖∇u‖2L∞ . Through the
Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality, we have

‖∇u‖2L∞ ≤ C‖u‖1−
2
q

Lq ‖∇2u‖1+
2
q

Lq , (3.69)

where q = 4/α. Using the Lp elliptic estimate to equation (3.4)1 to get

‖∇2u‖2Lq ≤C(‖hu̇‖2Lq + ‖h2∇n‖2Lq + ‖h∇h‖2Lq + ‖nh∇h‖2Lq )

≤C(‖h‖2L∞‖u̇‖2Lq + ‖h‖4L∞‖∇n‖2Lq + ‖h‖2L∞‖∇h‖2Lq + ‖nh‖2L∞‖∇h‖2Lq ),

which together with Lemma 2.2 and (3.69) to get

‖∇u‖2L∞ ≤‖|x|α/2∇u‖1−
2
q

L2 ‖h‖1+
2
q

L∞ ‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖1+
2
q

L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇u‖1−
2
q

L2 ‖h‖2+
4
q

L∞ ‖∇n‖1+
2
q

Lq

+ ‖|x|α/2∇u‖1−
2
q

L2 ‖h‖1+
2
q

L∞ ‖∇h‖1+
2
q

Lq + ‖|x|α/2∇u‖1−
2
q

L2 ‖nh‖1+
2
q

L∞ ‖∇h‖1+
2
q

Lq

≤ε‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖2L2 + Cε‖|x|α/2∇u‖2L2(1 + ‖h‖
4(q+2)
(q−2)

L∞ )

+ ‖∇n‖2Lq + ‖h‖2L∞‖∇h‖2Lq + ‖nh‖2L∞‖∇h‖2Lq .

(3.70)

Putting the estimate (3.70) and all the estimates of Hi (i = 1, · · · , 4) into (3.68), we have

µ

2

d

dt
‖|x|α/2∇u‖2L2 +

(µ+ λ)

2

d

dt
‖|x|α/2 divu‖2L2 +

1

2
‖|x|α/2

√
hu̇‖2L2

≤2(2µ + λ)α4‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖2L2 +C‖|x|α/2h2‖2L2(1 + ‖n‖L2‖∇2n‖L2)

+ C(1 + ‖∇v‖L∞ + ‖|x|α/2∇v‖2L2 + ‖h‖
4(q+2)
q−2

L∞ )‖|x|α/2∇u‖2L2

+ C(‖∇n‖2Lq + ‖h‖2L∞‖∇h‖2Lq + ‖nh‖2L∞‖∇h‖2Lq + ‖h‖3L∞‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2).

(3.71)
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Multiplying the equation (3.47) by |x|αu̇, integrating over Ω to get

1

2

d

dt

∫
|x|αhu̇2 dx+ µ

∫
|x|α|∇u̇|2 dx+ (µ + λ)

∫
|x|α( div u̇)2 dx

=−
∫

|x|αh2t u̇ · ∇n dx−
∫

|x|αu̇ · ∇nth2 dx− 1

2

∫
|x|αu̇ · ∇h2nt dx− 1

2

∫
|x|αu̇ · ∇h2t (1 + n) dx

−
∫

|x|αu̇div (h2∇n⊗ v) dx − 1

2

∫
|x|αu̇div

(
(1 + n)∇h2 ⊗ v

)
dx− µ

∫
|x|αu̇∆(v · ∇u) dx

− (µ+ λ)

∫
|x|αu̇∇( div (v · ∇u)) dx+ µ

∫
|x|αu̇div (∆u⊗ v) dx

+ (µ+ λ)

∫
|x|αu̇div

(
∇( divu)⊗ v

)
dx− αµ

∫
|x|α−2xi · u̇∇u̇ dx

− α(µ + λ)

∫
|x|α−2xi · u̇ div u̇ dx− α2

∫
|x|α−2xi · vh|u̇|2 dx

:=

13∑

i=1

Ii.

In the following, we establish the estimates of Ii (i = 1, · · · , 13). First we consider I1 + I2 + I5.
By integrating by parts, equation (3.13), Hölder’s inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality
and Young’s inequality, we have

I1 + I2 + I5

≤‖|x|α/2
√
hu̇‖L2‖|x|α/2∇n‖L2‖divv‖L∞‖h‖

3
2
L∞ + ‖|x|α/2∇ṅ‖L2‖|x|α/2

√
hu̇‖L2‖h‖

3
2
L∞

≤C‖|x|α/2
√
hu̇‖2L2(1 + ‖div v‖L∞) + C(‖div v‖L∞‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2‖h‖3L∞ + ‖|x|α/2∇ṅ‖2L2‖h‖3L∞).

Then we consider I3 + I4 + I6. Through Lemma 2.2, equation (3.13), integration by parts,
Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we have

2(I3 + I4 + I6)

=

∫
|x|αu̇ · ∇nth2 dx+

∫
nth

2 div (|x|αu̇) dx+

∫
|x|αu̇ · ∇nh2t dx

+

∫
(1 + n)h2t div (|x|αu̇) dx+

∫
(1 + n)v · ∇h2 div (|x|αu̇) dx

=

∫
|x|αu̇ · ∇ṅh2 dx+

∫
|x|αh2ṅ div u̇ dx+ α

∫
|x|α−2xi · u̇h2ṅ dx− 2

∫
|x|αh2u̇ · ∇n divv dx

− 2

∫
|x|α(1 + n)h2 divv div u̇ dx− 2α

∫
|x|α−2xi · u̇(1 + n)h2 divv dx

≤‖|x|α/2
√
hu̇‖L2‖|x|α/2∇ṅ‖L2‖h‖

3
2
L∞ + ‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖L2‖|x|α/2ṅ‖L2‖h‖2L∞

+ ‖|x|α/2
√
hu̇‖L2‖|x|α/2−1ṅ‖L2‖h‖

3
2
L∞ + ‖|x|α/2

√
hu̇‖L2‖|x|α/2∇v‖L2‖∇n‖L∞‖h‖

3
2
L∞

+ ‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖L2‖|x|α/2 divv‖L2‖h2(1 + n)‖L∞ + ‖|x|α/2 divv‖L2‖|x|α/2−1u̇‖L2‖h2(1 + n)‖L∞

≤ε‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖2L2 + Cε(‖|x|α/2ṅ‖2L2‖h‖4L∞ + ‖|x|α/2 divv‖2L2‖h2(1 + n)‖2L∞)

+ C
(
‖|x|α/2∇ṅ‖2L2‖h‖3L∞ + ‖∇n‖2L∞‖h‖3L∞ + ‖|x|α/2

√
hu̇‖2L2(1 + ‖|x|α/2∇v‖2L2)

)
.

By integrating by parts, it is easy to get

I7 + I9 ≤ ‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖L2‖|x|α/2∇u‖L2‖∇v‖L∞ ≤ ε‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖2L2 + Cε‖|x|α/2∇u‖2L2‖∇v‖2L2

19



and
I8 + I10 ≤ ε‖|x|α/2 div u̇‖2L2 + Cε‖|x|α/2∇u‖2L2‖∇v‖2L2 .

For the nonlinear terms I11 to I13, using Lemma 2.2 to get

I11 ≤αµ‖|x|α/2−1u̇‖L2‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖L2 ≤ µ
α2

2
‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖2L2 ,

I12 ≤α(µ + λ)‖|x|α/2−1u̇‖L2‖|x|α/2 div u̇‖L2 ≤ (µ + λ)
α2

2
‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖2L2 ,

I13 ≤α‖|x|α/2
√
hu̇‖L2‖|x|α/2−1v‖L2‖h‖

3
2
L∞ ≤ ‖|x|α/2

√
hu̇‖2L2 +

α3

4
‖|x|α/2∇v‖2L2‖h‖3L∞ .

Combining all these estimates of Ii (i = 1 · · · , 13), we have

d

dt
‖|x|α/2

√
hu̇‖2L2 + µ‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖2L2 + (µ + λ)‖|x|α/2 div u̇‖2L2

≤C(1 + ‖div v‖L∞ + ‖|x|α/2∇v‖2L2)‖|x|α/2
√
hu̇‖2L2 +

(
3ε+ (2µ + λ)

α2

2

)
‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖2L2

+ Cε(‖|x|α/2ṅ‖2L2‖h‖4L∞ + ‖|x|α/2 divv‖2L2‖h2(1 + n)‖2L∞ + ‖|x|α/2∇u‖2L2‖∇v‖2L2)

+ C(‖div v‖L∞‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇ṅ‖2L2 + ‖∇n‖2L∞ + ‖|x|α/2 divv‖2L2)‖h‖3L∞ .

(3.72)

Adding (3.71) and (3.72), we obtain

d

dt

(
‖|x|α/2∇u‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2 divu‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2

√
hu̇‖2L2

)

+
(
‖|x|α/2

√
hu̇‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2 div u̇‖2L2

)

≤C(1 + ‖∇v‖2L2∩L∞ + ‖h‖4(q+2)/(q−2)
L∞ + ‖|x|α/2∇v‖2L2)(‖|x|α/2∇u‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2

√
hu̇‖2L2)

+ C(‖div v‖L∞‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2 + ‖∇n‖2L∞ + ‖|x|α/2∇ṅ‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2)‖h‖3L∞

+ C
(
‖|x|α/2ṅ‖2L2‖h‖4L∞ + ‖|x|α/2 div v‖2L2(‖h2(1 + n)‖2L∞ + ‖h‖3L∞) + ‖∇n‖2Lq

+ ‖|x|α/2h2‖2L2(1 + ‖n‖L2‖∇2n‖L2) + ‖h‖2L∞‖∇h‖2Lq (1 + ‖n‖2L∞)
)
.

(3.73)

Using the Gronwall’s inequality to (3.73), together with Lemma 3.2, 3.4, 3.7, and 3.11 gives
(3.66). According to the definition of the material derivative and elliptic estimate, we have

∫ t

0
‖ut‖2Lq ds ≤

∫ t

0
‖u̇‖2Lq ds +

∫ t

0
‖v · ∇u‖2Lq ds

and
∫ t

0
‖∇2u‖2Lq ds ≤C

∫ t

0
(‖hu̇‖2Lq + ‖h2∇n‖2Lq + ‖(1 + n)h∇h‖2Lq ) ds

≤C
∫ t

0
(‖h‖2L∞‖u̇‖2Lq + ‖h‖4L∞‖∇n‖2Lq + ‖(1 + n)h‖2L∞‖∇h‖2Lq ) ds.

The estimate (3.66), Lemma 2.2, 3.2, 3.4-3.6 yield (3.67).

Lemma 3.13. Assume that (h, c, n,u) is the solution of equation (3.1)-(3.4). Then there exists
a time T ∗ ∈ (0, 1] depending only on c0, µ, λ, α such that

Φ(u, T ∗) ≤M,

provided Φ(v, T ∗) ≤M with some given M =M(µ, λ, c0) > 1.
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Proof. Through Lemmas 3.4-3.6 and Lemma 3.12, we have

Φ(u, n, t) ≤ Cc20 exp{Cc20 exp{CΦ3(v,m, t)t1/5}},

which yields that
Φ(u, n, T ∗) ≤M

by choosing M = Cc20 exp{Cc20 exp{C}} and

T ∗ = min{M−15, 1}.

3.2 The local existence of strong solution

In the following, based on the uniform estimates obtained in the previous subsection of so-
lutions to the linearized problem (3.1)-(3.4), we use the Schauder fixed point theory to establish
the unique local strong solution of the problem (1.1)-(1.3).

Lemma 3.14. Let Ω ⊂ R
2 be a bounded domain and the far field state h̃ = 0. Suppose that

the initial data (n0 ≥ 0, c0 ≥ 0, h0 ≥ δ,u0) satisfy (1.4)-(1.7), where δ > 0. Then for T ∗ as in
Lemma 3.13, there exists a unique strong solution (n, c, h,u) to the problem (1.1) on Ω× [0, T ∗]
with

(n, c, h,u)|t=0 = (n0, c0, h0,u0), (n, c,u)|∂Ω = (0, 0,0), (3.74)

satisfying 



n ∈ C(0, T ∗;H2
0 ), nt ∈ L∞(0, T ∗;L2) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;H1),

c ∈ C(0, T ∗;W 2,4), ct ∈ L∞(0, T ∗;H1) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;H2),

(h, h2) ∈ C(0, T ∗;W 1,p), (h, h2)t ∈ L∞(0, T ∗;Lp),

u ∈ C(0, T ∗;Lq ∩D1 ∩D2) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;D2,q),

ut ∈ L2(0, T ∗;Lq ∩D1),
√
hut ∈ L∞(0, T ∗;L2),

(3.75)

for q = 4/α and any p ∈ [2, q]. Moreover, the following estimate holds:

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

(‖n‖2H2 + ‖nt‖2L2 + ‖c‖2H2 + ‖∇2c‖2L4 + ‖ct‖2H1 + ‖
√
hu‖2L2 + ‖∇2u‖2L2)

+ sup
0≤t≤T ∗

(‖(h, h2)‖2W 1,p + ‖(h, h2)t‖2Lp) +

∫ T ∗

0
(‖∇2n‖2L4 + ‖∇nt‖2L2 + ‖∇2ct‖2L2) dt

+ sup
0≤t≤T ∗

∫

Ω
|x|α(n2 + c2 + |∇n|2 + |∇c|2 + |ṅ|2 + |ċ|2) dx

+ sup
0≤t≤T ∗

∫

Ω
(1 + |x|α)(|∇u|2 + h4 + h|u̇|2 + h|u|2) dx+

∫ T ∗

0

∫

Ω
(1 + |x|α)|∇u̇|2 dx dt

+

∫ T ∗

0
‖∇2u‖2Lq dt+

∫ T ∗

0

∫

Ω
|x|α(|∇ṅ|2 + |∇ċ|2) dxdt

≤C(µ, λ, c0).

(3.76)

Proof. Setting
B := L2(0, T ∗;H1

0 )× L2(0, T ∗;H1
0 )

and

R :=
{
(m,v)|(m,v) ∈ L∞(0, T ∗;H1

0 ) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;D2)× L∞(0, T ∗;H1
0 ∩D2) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;D2,q),

(mt,vt) ∈ L∞(0, T ∗;L2) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;H1
0 )× L2(0, T ∗;H1

0 ),Φ(m,v, T
∗) < M

}
.
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By Lemma 2.4, it is easy to get that R is a convex and compact subset of the Banach space
B. For any (m,v) ∈ R, through Lemma 3.1, there exists a unique solution h = h(v) of the
linearized equation (3.1) on Ω× [0, T ∗]. Besides, the linearized equation (3.2) admits a unique
solution c = c(m,v) on Ω × [0, T ∗] as well. Moreover, a unique n = T1(v, c(m,v)) solves the
linearized equation (3.3) on Ω × [0, T ∗] and thus the linearized equation (3.4) has a unique
solution u = T2

(
v, h(v),T1(v, c(m,v))

)
on Ω× [0, T ∗]. Therefore, we write (n,u) := T (m,v) =

(T1,T2) with T mapping from R to R. Next, we will show T is a continuous operator in B.
First, using the Lemma 3.2, we have

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

(‖h(v)‖W 1,q + ‖h(v)t‖Lq ) ≤ C. (3.77)

Let {(mk,vk)}∞k=1 ∈ R and (mk,vk) → (m,v) in B as k → ∞. Thus

mk → m in L2(0, T ∗;H1
0 ) as k → +∞

and
vk → v in L2(0, T ∗;H1

0 ) as k → +∞,

which together with mk, vk ∈ R implies

mk ⇀m ω∗ in L∞(0, T ∗;H1
0 ) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;D2) as k → +∞ (3.78)

and
vk ⇀ v ω∗ in L∞(0, T ∗;H1

0 ∩D2) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;D2,q) as k → +∞. (3.79)

Thus, it follows from Lemma 2.4 and (3.77) that up to a subsequence,

h(vkj ) → h in C(Ω× [0, T ∗]) as kj → +∞. (3.80)

Taking the limits in (3.1) where h,v are replaced by h(vkj ) and vkj respectively, we obtain that
h is a weak solution to (3.1). Then by the uniqueness of the weak solutions due to (3.79) and
(3.80), we have h = h(v), which again together with (3.77) and (3.80) implies

h(vk) → h in C(Ω× [0, T ∗]) as k → +∞

and
h(vk)⇀ h ω∗ in L∞(0, T ∗;W 1,q) as k → +∞.

By the virtue of Lemmas 2.4 and 3.3, we get that up to a subsequence,

c(mkj ,vkj ) → c in C(0, T ∗;H1
0 ) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;H1

0 ) as kj → +∞. (3.81)

Taking the limits in equation (3.2), wherem, c,v are replaced bymkj , c(mkj ,vkj ),vkj , we obtain
that c is a weak solution of (3.2). By the uniqueness of the weak solution, due to (3.78), (3.79),
and (3.81), we have c = c(m,v), which again together with (3.81) and Lemma 3.3 obtains

c(mk,vk) → c in C(0, T ∗;H1
0 ) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;H1

0 ) as k → +∞ (3.82)

and
c(mk,vk)⇀ c ω∗ in L∞(0, T ∗;H2

0 ) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;W 2,4) as k → +∞. (3.83)

After that, let nk = T1(vk, c(mk,vk)). By Lemmas 2.4 and 3.4, we have that up to a subse-
quence,

nkj → n in C(0, T ∗;H1
0 ) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;H1

0 ) as kj → +∞. (3.84)
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Taking the limits in equation (3.3), where n, c,v are replaced by nkj , ckj ,vkj , we have n is a
weak solution to (3.3). By the uniqueness of the weak solution, due to (3.79) and (3.83), we
have n = T1(v, c), which together with (3.84) and Lemma 3.4 again to get

T1(vk, c(mk,vk)) → n in C(0, T ∗;H1
0 ) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;H1

0 ) as k → +∞
and

T1(vk, c(mk,vk))⇀ n in L∞(0, T ∗;H2
0 ) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;W 2,4) as k → +∞.

At last, let uk = T2
(
vk, h(vk),T1(vk, c(mk,vk))

)
. By Lemma 2.4, 3.5, 3.6, and 3.12, up to a

subsequence, we have
ukj → u in L2(0, T ∗;H1

0 ) as kj → +∞
and

ukj ⇀ u ω∗ in L∞(0, T ∗;H1
0 ∩D2) ∩ L2(0, T ∗;D2,q) as k → +∞.

Taking the limits in equation (3.4), where h,u, n,v are replaced by h(vkj ),ukj , nkj , and vkj ,
we obtain that u = T2(v, h(v), n) = T2

(
v, h(v),T1(v, c(v,m))

)
is a weak solution to (3.4) with

uk → u in L2(0, T ∗;H1
0 ) as k → +∞.

Therefore (n,u) = T (m,v) is a continuous operator in B =
(
L2(0, T ∗;H1

0 )
)2
. By Schauder

fixed point theorem, there exists (n,u) ∈ R such that
(
T2(u, h(u),T1(u, c(u, n))),T1(u, c(u, n))

)
= (u, n),

which together with Lemmas 3.2-3.12 implies (3.76). Then the uniqueness of the solution (n,u)
and (3.75) follows from (3.76), Sobolev embedding theory and Lemma 2.2.

Now, we can prove the local existence of unique strong solution to the Cauchy problem
(1.1)-(1.3) on R

2 × [0, T ∗].

Proposition 3.15. For h̃ = 0 and Ω = R
2, assume that (n0 ≥ 0, c0 ≥ 0, h0 ≥ 0,u0) satisfies

(1.4)-(1.7). Then for T ∗ as in Lemma 3.13, there exists a unique strong solution (n, c, h,u) to
the problem (1.1)-(1.3) on R

2 × [0, T ∗] satisfying (3.75) and (3.76).

Proof. Define BR = {x||x| < R} and

ψR(x) = ψ(x/R), gR(x) = ψR(x)g(x), hR0 = h0 +R−2,

for (x, t) ∈ R
2 × [0, T ∗], where 0 ≤ ψ ∈ C∞

0 (B1) is a smooth cut-off function such that ψ = 1
in B1/2. Let uR

0 ∈ H1
0 (BR) ∩ H3(BR) be the unique solution to the elliptic boundary value

problem
LuR

0 = FR
0 in BR and uR

0 |∂BR
= 0,

where

FR
0 = −(hR0 )

2∇nR0 − 1

2
(1 + nR0 )∇(hR0 )

2 + hR0 g
R.

By defining uR
0 to be zero outside BR, we can extend uR

0 to R
2, i.e.

uR
0 → u0 in D

1(BR) as R→ ∞.

The proof is similar as in [6], so we omit here. By Lemma 3.14, there exists some 0 < T ∗ ≤
1 such that for each R > 1, the initial-boundary-value problem (1.1) and (3.74) with Ω =
BR and (n0, c0, h0,u0) = (nR0 , c

R
0 , h

R
0 ,u

R
0 ) for nR0 , c

R
0 , h

R
0 ,u

R
0 defined as above, has a unique

strong solution (n, c, h,u) satisfying (3.75) and (3.76). We denote (n, c, h,u) = (nR, cR, hR,uR).
By defining zero outside BR, we extend (nR, cR, hR,uR) to R

2. Then let R → ∞, a direct
computation shows that there exists a unique strong solution (n, c, h,u) to problem (1.1)-(1.3)
in R

2 × [0, T ∗] which satisfies (3.75)-(3.76). Please refer to [8] and [20] for details.
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4 Regularity analysis

In this section, we establish the higher order estimates of the unique strong solution (n, c, h,u)
obtained in Proposition 3.15 for h̃ = 0 and finish the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 4.1. The following estimate holds

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

(‖∇2h‖2L2 + ‖∇2h2‖2L2) +

∫ T ∗

0
‖∇3u‖2L2 dt ≤ C. (4.1)

Proof. Adding the equations (1.1)3 and (3.13), using the operator ∇2 on the resulting equation
shows that

d

dt

(
‖∇2h‖2L2 + ‖∇2h2‖2L2

)

≤C(1 + ‖divu‖L∞)(‖∇2h‖2L2 + ‖∇2h2‖2L2) +C‖∇3u‖2L2

≤C(1 + ‖divu‖L∞)(‖∇2h‖2L2 + ‖∇2h2‖2L2) +C(1 + ‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇u̇‖2L2),

(4.2)

where we have used the following elliptic estimate

‖∇2u‖2H1 ≤C(‖hu̇‖2H1 + ‖h2∇n‖2H1 + ‖(1 + n)∇h2‖2H1)

≤C(1 + ‖u̇ · ∇h‖2L2 + ‖h∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇h2∇n‖2L2 + ‖h2∇2n‖2L2)

+ C(‖(1 + n)|∇h|2‖2L2 + ‖(1 + n)h∇2h‖2L2)

≤C(1 + ‖∇h‖2Lp‖u̇‖2Lq + ‖h‖2L∞‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇h2‖2L4‖∇n‖2L4)

+ C(‖h‖4L∞‖∇2n‖2L2 + (1 + ‖n‖2L∞)‖∇h‖4L4 + ‖(1 + n)h‖2L∞‖∇2h‖2L2)

≤C(1 + ‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇2h2‖2L2).

(4.3)

Using the Gronwall’s inequality to (4.2), we have

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

(‖∇2h‖2L2 + ‖∇2h2‖2L2) ≤ C. (4.4)

Integrating the estimate (4.3) with respect to t, together with (4.4) yields

∫ T ∗

0
‖∇3u‖2L2 dt ≤ C. (4.5)

The estimate (4.1) can be given by (4.4) and (4.5).

Lemma 4.2. The following estimate holds

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

‖∇nt‖2L2 +

∫ T ∗

0
‖ntt‖2L2 dt ≤ C. (4.6)

Proof. Setting v = u, then the method to deal with (4.10) is similar as the way to get the
estimate (3.29). We need to establish additionally the estimate of −

∫
∇ · (n∇c)tntt dx, i.e.

−
∫

∇ · (n∇c)tntt dx ≤C(‖∇nt‖L2‖∇c‖L∞‖ntt‖L2 + ‖∇n‖L4‖∇ct‖L4‖ntt‖L2)

+ C(‖nt‖L4‖∆c‖L4‖ntt‖L2 + ‖n‖L∞‖∆ct‖L2‖ntt‖L2)

≤ε‖ntt‖2L2 + Cε‖∇c‖2L∞‖∇nt‖2L2

+ Cε(‖∇n‖2L4‖∇ct‖2L4 + ‖nt‖2L4‖∆c‖2L4 + ‖n‖2L∞‖∆ct‖2L2).

(4.7)

Then using the Gronwall’s inequality, we can get (4.10).
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Lemma 4.3. The following estimate holds

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

(‖∇3c‖2L2 + ‖∇3n‖2L2) +

∫ T ∗

0
‖∇4c‖2L2 dt ≤ C. (4.8)

Proof. Using the Lp theory to equation (1.1)2, it is easy to get

‖∇2c‖2H1 ≤ C(‖ct‖2H1 + ‖div (cu)‖2H1 + ‖nc‖2H1) ≤ C (4.9)

and

∫ T ∗

0
‖∇2c‖2H2 dt

≤C
∫ T ∗

0
(‖ct‖2H2 + ‖div (cu)‖2H2 + ‖nc‖2H2) dt

≤C
∫ T ∗

0
(1 + ‖∇2ct‖2L2 + ‖u‖2L∞‖∇3c‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L4‖∇2c‖2L4 + ‖c‖2L∞‖∇3u‖2L2) dt

≤C.

(4.10)

Based on the estimate (4.9) and Lemma 4.2, using the Lp theory to equation (1.1)1 to obtain

‖∇2n‖2H1 ≤C(‖nt‖2H1 + ‖div (nu)‖2H1 + ‖∇ · (n∇c)‖2H1)

≤C(1 + ‖∇nt‖2L2 + ‖∇n‖2L4‖∇2c‖2L4 + ‖n‖2L∞‖∇3c‖2L2)

≤C.
(4.11)

The estimate (4.8) can be given by (4.9)-(4.11).

Lemma 4.4. The following estimate holds

∫ T ∗

0
(‖∇2nt‖2L2 + ‖∇4n‖2L2) dt ≤ C. (4.12)

Proof. Setting v = u in (3.30), then the estimate of
∫ T ∗

0 ‖∇2nt‖2L2 dt is the same as (3.30). We

need to check
∫ T ∗

0 ‖∇ · (n∇c)t‖2L2 dt. Through Lemma 4.3, we have

∫ T ∗

0
‖∇ · (n∇c)t‖2L2 dt

≤C
∫ T ∗

0
(‖∇nt‖2L2‖∇c‖2L∞ + ‖nt‖2L4‖∆c‖2L4 + ‖∇n‖2L∞‖∇ct‖2L2 + ‖n‖2L∞‖∆ct‖2L2) dt

≤C.

Combining the above estimate and (3.30), we get
∫ T ∗

0 ‖∇2nt‖2L2 dt ≤ C. Using the Lp theory
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to equation (1.1)1, together with Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3 to get
∫ T ∗

0
‖∇2n‖2H2 dt

≤C
∫ T ∗

0
(‖nt‖2H2 + ‖div (nu)‖2H2 + ‖∇ · (n∇c)‖2H2) dt

≤C
∫ T ∗

0
(1 + ‖∇2nt‖2L2 + ‖u‖2L∞‖∇3n‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L4‖∇2n‖2L4 + ‖∇n‖2L∞‖∇2u‖2L2) dt

+ C

∫ T ∗

0
(‖n‖2L∞‖∇3u‖2L2 + ‖∇3n‖2L2‖∇c‖2L∞ + ‖∇2n‖2L4‖∇2c‖2L4) dt

+ C

∫ T ∗

0
(‖∇n‖2L∞‖∇3c‖2L2 + ‖n‖2L∞‖∇4c‖2L2) dt

≤C.

(4.13)

Lemma 4.5. The following estimate holds

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

‖∇ht‖2L2 +

∫ T ∗

0
‖htt‖2L2 dt ≤ C. (4.14)

Proof. Taking the operator ∇ on equation (1.1)3, together with Lemma 4.1 to get

‖∇ht‖2L2 ≤ C(‖u‖2L∞‖∇2h‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖2L4‖∇h‖2L4 + ‖h‖2L∞‖∇2u‖2L2) ≤ C. (4.15)

Taking the derivative with respective to t on equation (1.1)3, together with (4.15) and Lemma
4.1, we have

∫ T ∗

0
‖htt‖2L2 dt

≤C
∫ T ∗

0
(‖u‖2L∞‖∇ht‖2L2 + ‖ht‖2L2‖divu‖2L∞ + ‖u‖2Lq‖∇h‖2Lp + ‖h‖2L∞‖divut‖2L2) dt

≤C,

(4.16)

where q = 4/α, 1/q + 1/p = 1/2. The estimates (4.15) and (4.16) yield (4.14).

Lemma 4.6. The following estimate holds

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

‖∇ut‖2L2 +

∫ T ∗

0
(‖
√
hutt‖2L2 + ‖∇2ut‖2L2) dt ≤ C. (4.17)

Proof. Taking the equation (1.1)4 with respect to t, multiplying the resulting equation by utt

and integrating over R2 to get

µ

2

d

dt

∫
|∇ut|2 dx+

(µ+ λ)

2

d

dt

∫
( divut)

2 dx+

∫
hu2

tt dx

=
d

dt

(
− 1

2

∫
ht|ut|2 dx−

∫
htu · ∇u · ut dx+

1

2

∫ (
(1 + n)h2

)
t
divut dx

)

+
1

2

∫
htt|ut|2 dx+

∫
(htu · ∇u)t · ut dx−

∫
hut · ∇u · utt dx−

∫
hu · ∇ut · utt dx

− 1

2

∫ (
(1 + n)h2

)
tt
divut dx− 1

2

∫
(h2∇n)t · utt dx

:=
d

dt
J1 +

7∑

i=2

Ji.
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In the following, we estimate Ji (i = 1, · · · , 7) respectively. First we consider J1. Through the
equation (1.1)3 and integrating by parts, we have

J1 ≤‖h‖
1
2
L∞‖u‖L∞‖

√
hut‖L2‖∇ut‖L2 + ‖

√
hu‖L∞‖

√
hut‖L2‖∇u‖2L4

+ ‖h‖
1
2
L∞‖

√
hut‖L2‖∇2u‖L2‖u‖2L∞ + ‖hu2‖L∞‖∇u‖L2‖∇ut‖L2

+ ‖nt‖L2‖h‖2L∞‖∇ut‖L2 + ‖(1 + n)h‖L∞‖ht‖L2‖divut‖L2

≤η‖∇ut‖2L2 + Cη.

The estimates of J2 to J5 can refer to [20]. Here we only give the result. i.e.

J2 + J3 + J4 + J5 ≤ ε‖
√
hutt‖2L2 + Cε(‖ut‖2Lq + ‖∇ut‖4L2 + ‖htt‖2L2 + 1).

Then we estimate J6. By Lemmas 4.2 and 4.5, we have

J6 ≤C(‖ntt‖L2‖h‖2L∞‖divut‖L2 + ‖nt‖L4‖h‖L∞‖ht‖L4‖divut‖L2

+ ‖(1 + n)‖L∞‖ht‖2L4‖divut‖L2 + ‖(1 + n)h‖L∞‖htt‖L2‖divut‖L2)

≤C(1 + ‖divut‖2L2 + ‖ntt‖2L2 + ‖htt‖2L2).

Finally, we estimate J7. Using Lemmas 4.2 and 4.5 shows that

J7 ≤C(‖
√
hutt‖L2‖ht‖L4‖∇n‖L4‖

√
h‖L∞ + ‖

√
hutt‖L2‖∇nt‖L2‖

√
h‖3L∞)

≤ε‖
√
hutt‖2L2 + Cε.

Combining all these estimates of Ji (i = 1, · · · , 7), choosing η = µ/4 and ε = 1/4, we have

d

dt

∫
|∇ut|2 dx+

d

dt

∫
( divut)

2 dx+

∫
hu2

tt dx

≤C(‖∇ut‖4L2 + ‖ut‖2Lq + ‖htt‖2L2 + ‖ntt‖2L2 + 1).

(4.18)

Taking into account the compatibility condition (1.4), we can define

u̇(x, t = 0) = g,

which implies

‖∇ut(·, 0)‖2L2 =‖∇u̇(·, 0) −∇(u0 · ∇u0)‖2L2

≤‖∇g‖2L2 + C(‖∇u0‖2L2 + ‖u0‖2L∞)‖∇2u0‖2L2

≤‖∇g‖2L2 + C.

Using the Gronwall’s inequality to inequality (4.18), together with Lemmas 4.2 and 4.5, we have

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

‖∇ut‖2L2 +

∫ T ∗

0
‖
√
hutt‖2L2 dt ≤ C. (4.19)

Differentiating the equation (1.1)4 with respect to t, using the Lp estimate to the resulting
equation, together with Lemma 4.1, 4.5, and (4.19) to get

∫ T ∗

0
‖∇2ut‖2L2 dt

≤C
∫ T ∗

0
(‖ht‖2Lp‖ut‖2Lq + ‖h‖L∞‖

√
hutt‖2L2 + ‖ht‖2L2‖u‖2L∞‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖h‖2L∞‖ut‖2Lq‖∇u‖2Lp) dt

+ C

∫ T ∗

0
(‖h‖2L∞‖u‖2L∞‖∇ut‖2L2 + ‖h‖2L∞‖ht‖2L4‖∇n‖2L4 + ‖h‖4L∞‖∇nt‖2L2) dt

+ C

∫ T ∗

0
(‖nt‖2L4‖h‖2L∞‖∇h‖2L4 + ‖(1 + n)‖2L∞‖ht‖2L2‖∇h‖2L2 + ‖(1 + n)h‖2L∞‖∇ht‖2L2) dt

≤C,
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where q = 4/α, 1/q + 1/p = 1/2. The above estimate combined with (4.19) gives (4.17).

Lemma 4.7. The following estimate holds

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

(‖∇3h‖2L2 + ‖∇2ht‖2L2 + ‖∇3u‖2L2) +

∫ T ∗

0
‖∇4u‖2L2 dt ≤ C. (4.20)

Proof. Taking the operator ∇3 on equation (1.1)3, using Lemma 4.1, it is easy to get

d

dt
‖∇3h‖2L2 ≤C(‖∇3u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖L∞ + 1)‖∇3h‖2L2 +C(‖∇3u‖2L2 + ‖∇4u‖2L2 + 1)

≤C(‖∇3u‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖L∞ + ‖ut‖2Lq + 1)‖∇3h‖2L2

+ C(‖∇3u‖2L2 + ‖ut‖2Lq + ‖∇2ut‖2L2 + 1),

(4.21)

where we have used the following fact that

‖∇4u‖2L2

≤C(‖ut‖2Lq‖∇2h‖2Lp + ‖∇h‖2L4‖∇ut‖2L4 + ‖h‖2L∞‖∇2ut‖2L2 + ‖∇2h‖2L2‖u‖2L∞‖∇u‖2L∞)

+ C(‖∇h‖2L4‖∇u‖4L8 + ‖∇h‖2L4‖u‖2L∞‖∇2u‖2L4 + ‖h‖2L∞‖∇u‖2L∞‖∇2u‖2L2)

+ C(‖hu‖2L∞‖∇3u‖2L2 + ‖∇2h2‖2L2‖∇n‖2L∞ + ‖∇h2‖2L4‖∇2n‖2L4)

+ C(‖h‖4L∞‖∇3n‖2L2 + ‖∇2n‖2L4‖h‖2L∞‖∇h‖2L4 + ‖∇n‖2L∞‖∇h‖4L4)

+ C(‖(1 + n)h‖2L∞‖∇2h‖2L2)

≤C(‖ut‖2Lq + ‖∇2ut‖2L2 + ‖ut‖2Lq‖∇3h‖2L2 + ‖∇3u‖2L2 + 1).

(4.22)

Using the Gronwall’s inequality to (4.21), together with Lemmas 4.1 and 4.6 to get

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

‖∇3h‖2L2 ≤ C. (4.23)

Furthermore, integrating (4.22) with respect to t, combining with Lemma 4.1, 4.6, and (4.23)
to get ∫ T ∗

0
‖∇4u‖2L2 dt ≤ C. (4.24)

Differentiating the equation (1.1)4 with respect to t, multiplying the resulting equation by ∇4u

and integrating over R2 to get

µ

2

d

dt

∫
|∇3u|2 dx+

(µ+ λ)

2

d

dt

∫
|∇2( divu)|2 dx

≤C(‖∇4u‖2L2 + ‖ht‖2Lp‖ut‖2Lq + ‖h‖L∞‖
√
hutt‖2L2 + ‖ht‖2L4‖u‖2L∞‖∇u‖2L4)

+ C(‖h‖L∞‖
√
hut‖2L2‖∇u‖2L∞ + ‖hu‖2L∞‖∇ut‖2L2 + ‖h‖2L∞‖ht‖2L4‖∇n‖2L4)

+ C(‖h‖4L∞‖∇nt‖2L2 + ‖nt‖2L4‖h‖2L∞‖∇h‖2L4 + ‖(1 + n)‖2L∞‖ht‖2L4‖∇h‖2L4)

+ C‖(1 + n)h‖2L∞‖∇ht‖2L2 ,

(4.25)

where q = 4/α, 1/q + 1/p = 1/2. According to (4.19), (4.24), Lemma 4.1, 4.2, and 4.5, we have

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

‖∇3u‖2L2 ≤ C. (4.26)
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Taking the operator ∇2 on equation (1.1)3, combining with (4.23), (4.26), and Lemma 4.1 to
get

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

‖∇2ht‖2L2

≤C(‖∇2h‖2L4‖∇u‖2L4 + ‖∇h‖2L∞‖∇2u‖2L2 + ‖h‖2L∞‖∇3u‖2L2 + ‖u‖2L∞‖∇3h‖2L2)

≤C,

(4.27)

which together with (4.23), (4.24), and (4.26) yield the estimate (4.20).

Lemma 4.8. The following estimate holds

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t(‖
√
hutt‖2L2 + ‖ut‖2L8/α∩D2 + ‖∇4u‖2L2) +

∫ T ∗

0
t‖∇utt‖2L2 dt ≤ C. (4.28)

Proof. Differentiating the equation (1.1)4 with respect to t twice to get

huttt + hu · ∇utt − µ∆utt − (µ+ λ)∇( divu)tt

=2div (hu)utt + div (hu)tut − (httu+ 2htut) · ∇u− 2(hu)t · ∇ut − hutt · ∇u

− 2h2t∇n− 2hhtt∇n− 4hht∇nt − h2∇ntt − ntth∇h− 2ntht∇h− 2nth∇ht
− (1 + n)htt∇h− 2(1 + n)ht∇ht − (1 + n)h∇htt.

(4.29)

Multiplying the equation (4.29) by utt and integrating over R2 to get

1

2

d

dt

∫
hu2

tt dx+ µ

∫
|∇utt|2 dx+ (µ+ λ)

∫
( divutt)

2 dx

=2

∫
div (hu)u2

tt dx+

∫
div (hu)tututt dx−

∫
httu · ∇uutt dx− 2

∫
htut · ∇uutt dx

− 2

∫
(hu)t · ∇ututt dx−

∫
hu2

tt · ∇u dx− 2

∫
h2tutt · ∇n dx− 2

∫
hhttutt · ∇n dx

− 4

∫
hhtutt · ∇nt dx−

∫
h2utt · ∇ntt dx−

∫
ntthutt · ∇hdx− 2

∫
nthtutt · ∇hdx

− 2

∫
nthutt · ∇ht dx−

∫
(1 + n)httutt · ∇hdx− 2

∫
(1 + n)htutt · ∇ht dx

−
∫

(1 + n)hutt · ∇htt dx

:=

16∑

i=1

Ki.

The estimates of K1 to K6 can refer to Lemma 4.6 in [20]. Here we only list the result. We
have

K1 +K2 +K3 +K4 +K5 +K6

≤ε‖∇utt‖2L2 +Cε‖
√
hutt‖2L2 + Cε(‖ut‖2Lq + ‖∇ut‖2H1 + 1).

Using Lemma 4.2, 4.3, and 4.5, a straightforward computation shows that

K7 ≤ ‖
√
hutt‖L2‖

√
h‖L∞‖ht‖L4‖∇n‖L4 ≤ C(‖

√
hutt‖2L2 + 1),

K8 ≤ ‖
√
hutt‖L2‖

√
h‖L∞‖htt‖L2‖∇n‖L∞ ≤ C(‖

√
hutt‖2L2 + ‖htt‖2L2),
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and

K9 ≤ ‖
√
hutt‖L2‖ht‖L4‖∇nt‖L4‖

√
h‖L∞ ≤ C(‖

√
hutt‖2L2 + ‖∇2nt‖2L2).

Then we estimate K10 +K11. Through the integrating by parts and Lemma 4.7, we have

K10 +K11 =

∫
hutt · ∇hntt dx+

∫
h2 divuttntt dx

≤‖
√
hutt‖L2‖

√
h‖L∞‖∇h‖L∞‖ntt‖L2 + ‖h‖2L∞‖divutt‖L2‖ntt‖L2

≤ε‖divutt‖2L2 + Cε(‖
√
hutt‖2L2 + ‖ntt‖2L2).

Then we estimate K12. By Lemma 4.2, 4.5, and 4.7, we have

K12 =2

∫
utt · ∇nththdx+ 2

∫
utt · ∇htnthdx+ 2

∫
ntht divutthdx

≤C(‖
√
hutt‖L2‖ht‖L4‖∇nt‖L4‖

√
h‖L∞ + ‖

√
hutt‖L2‖

√
h‖L∞‖nt‖L4‖∇ht‖L4

+ ‖divutt‖L2‖nt‖L4‖ht‖L4‖h‖L∞)

≤ε‖divutt‖2L2 +Cε(‖
√
hutt‖2L2 + ‖∇2nt‖2L2 + 1)

and

K13 ≤ ‖
√
hutt‖L2‖nt‖L4‖∇ht‖L4‖

√
h‖L∞ ≤ C(‖

√
hutt‖2L2 + 1).

Then we estimate K14. Using Lemmas 4.3 and 4.7, we have

K14 ≤
∫
h|u||∇u||∇n||∇h||utt| dx+

∫
hu2|∇2n||∇h||utt| dx+ 2

∫
hu2|∇n||∇2h||utt| dx

+

∫
hu2|∇n||∇h||∇utt| dx+

∫
h|u||∇u|(1 + n)|∇2h||utt| dx+

∫
hu2(1 + n)|∇3h||utt| dx

+

∫
hu2(1 + n)|∇2h||∇utt| dx+

∫
ht|u|(1 + n)|∇h||∇utt| dx+

∫
h|ut||∇n||∇h||utt| dx

+

∫
h|ut|(1 + n)|∇2h||utt| dx+

∫
h|ut|(1 + n)|∇h||∇utt| dx

≤ε‖∇utt‖2L2 + Cε(‖
√
hutt‖2L2 + ‖ut‖2Lq + 1).

Then we estimate K15. By Lemma 4.3, 4.5, and 4.7, we have

K15 ≤
∫
h|u||∇n||∇ht||utt| dx+

∫
h|u|(1 + n)|∇2ht||utt| dx+

∫
h|u|(1 + n)|∇ht||∇utt| dx

≤‖
√
hutt‖L2(‖∇ht‖L2‖

√
hu∇n‖L∞ + ‖∇2ht‖L2‖

√
hu(1 + n)‖L∞)

+ ‖∇utt‖L2‖∇ht‖L2‖hu(1 + n)‖L∞

≤ε‖∇utt‖2L2 + Cε(‖
√
hutt‖2L2 + 1).
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Finally, we estimate K16. Using Lemma 4.1, 4.3, and 4.7, we have

K16 ≤
∫
h|htt||utt||∇n| dx+

∫
h|u||∇u||∇n||∇h||utt| dx+

∫
h|u|2|∇2n||∇h||utt| dx

+

∫
h|u|2|∇n||∇2h||utt| dx+

∫
h|u|2|∇n||∇h||∇utt| dx

+

∫
h|u||∇u|(1 + n)|∇2h||utt| dx+

∫
h|u|2|∇n||∇2h||utt| dx

+

∫
h|u|2(1 + n)|∇3h||utt| dx+

∫
h|u|2(1 + n)|∇2h||∇utt| dx

+

∫
|ht||u|(1 + n)|∇h||∇utt| dx+

∫
h|ut||∇n||∇h||utt| dx

+

∫
h|ut|(1 + n)|∇2h||utt| dx+

∫
h|ut|(1 + n)|∇h||∇utt| dx+

∫
(1 + n)h|htt||∇utt| dx

≤ε‖∇utt‖2L2 + Cε(‖
√
hutt‖2L2 + ‖htt‖2L2 + ‖ut‖2Lq + 1).

Choosing ε = 1/6, and then combining all these estimates about Ki (i = 1, · · · , 16) to get

d

dt
‖
√
hutt‖2L2 + ‖∇utt‖2L2

≤C(‖
√
hutt‖2L2 + ‖ut‖2Lq + ‖∇2ut‖2L2 + ‖∇2nt‖2L2 + ‖ntt‖2L2 + ‖htt‖2L2 + 1).

(4.30)

Multiplying (4.30) by t, integrating the resulting equation with respect to t, using Lemma 4.2,
4.4, 4.5, and 4.6 to get

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t‖
√
hutt‖2L2 +

∫ T ∗

0
t‖∇utt‖2L2 dt ≤ C. (4.31)

Setting u = v in equation (3.47), multiplying the resulting equation by |x|α/2u̇t, and then
integrating over R2 to get

µ

2

d

dt

∫
|x|α/2|∇u̇|2 dx+

(µ+ λ)

2

d

dt

∫
|x|α/2( div u̇)2 dx+

∫
|x|α/2h|u̇t|2 dx

=−
∫

|x|α/2htu̇u̇t dx−
∫

|x|α/2h2t u̇t · ∇n dx−
∫

|x|α/2h2u̇t · ∇nt dx

− 1

2

∫
|x|α/2ntu̇t · ∇h2 dx− 1

2

∫
|x|α/2(1 + n)u̇t · ∇h2t dx−

∫
|x|α/2u̇t div (hu̇⊗ u) dx

−
∫

|x|α/2u̇t div (h
2∇n⊗ u) dx− 1

2

∫
|x|α/2u̇t div

(
(1 + n)u⊗∇h2

)
dx

− µ

∫
|x|α/2u̇t∆(u · ∇u) dx− µ

∫
∇(|x|α/2)u̇t · ∇u̇ dx− (µ+ λ)

∫
∇(|x|α/2)u̇t div u̇ dx

− (µ + λ)

∫
|x|α/2∇

(
div (u · ∇u)

)
u̇t dx+ µ

∫
|x|α/2 div (u⊗∆u)u̇t dx

+ (µ + λ)

∫
|x|α/2u̇t div

(
∇( divu)⊗ u

)
dx

:=

14∑

i=1

Li.

The estimates of L1+L6, L9 to L14 can refer to Lemma 4.6 in [20]. Here we only list the result.
We have

L1 + L6 + L9 + L10 + L11 + L12 + L13

≤ d

dt
Ψ(t) + C(‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇utt‖2L2 + ‖ut‖2Lq + ‖∇2ut‖2L2 + 1),
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where
|Ψ(t)| ≤ 2(2µ + λ)α2‖|x|α/4∇u̇‖2L2 + C‖|x|α/2∇u‖2L2 + C‖∇u‖2L2 .

Then we consider L2 + L7. By Lemmas 4.3 and 4.7, we have

L2 + L7 =

∫
|x|α/2u · ∇h2u̇t · ∇n dx+ 2

∫
|x|α/2h2 divuu̇t · ∇n dx

−
∫

|x|α/2u̇t · ∇n div (h2u) dx−
∫

|x|α/2u̇th
2u∆n dx

=

∫
|x|α/2h2 divuu̇t · ∇ndx−

∫
|x|α/2u̇th

2u∆n dx

≤‖|x|α/4
√
hu̇t‖L2(‖|x|α/4h 3

2‖L2‖divu∇n‖L∞ + ‖|x|α/4h 3
2‖L2‖u∆n‖L∞)

≤ε‖|x|α/4
√
hu̇t‖2L2 + Cε(‖|x|α/2h2‖2L2‖h‖L2 + ‖∇4n‖2L2).

Then we estimate L3. By Lemma 4.2 and the definition of material derivative, we have

L3 =−
∫

|x|α/2h2u̇t · ∇ṅ dx+

∫
|x|α/2u̇t · ∇(u · ∇n)h2 dx

≤‖|x|α/4
√
hu̇t‖L2(‖|x|α/4∇ṅ‖L2‖h‖

3
2
L∞ + ‖|x|α/4∇u‖L2‖h 3

2∇n‖L∞ + ‖|x|α/4h 3
2 ‖L2‖u∆n‖L∞)

≤ε‖|x|α/4
√
hu̇t‖2L2 + Cε(‖|x|α/2∇ṅ‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇u‖2L2 + ‖∇4n‖2L2 + 1).

Then we estimate L4. By Lemma 4.7, we have

L4 =−
∫

|x|α/2ṅu̇t · ∇hhdx+

∫
|x|α/2u · ∇nhu̇t · ∇hdx

≤‖|x|α/4
√
hu̇t‖L2‖|x|α/4ṅ‖L2‖

√
h∇h‖L∞ + ‖|x|α/4

√
hu̇t‖L2‖|x|α/4∇n‖L2‖

√
hu · ∇h‖L∞

≤ε‖|x|α/4
√
hu̇t‖2L2 + Cε(‖|x|α/2ṅ‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2 + 1).

Then we estimate L5 + L8. By Lemma 4.7, we have

L5 + L8

=

∫
|x|α/2(1 + n)u̇t · ∇h2 divu dx+

∫
|x|α/2u̇t · ∇2u(1 + n)h2 dx− 1

2

∫
|x|α/2u̇t · ∇nu · ∇h2 dx

≤‖|x|α/4
√
hu̇t‖L2(‖|x|α/4 divu‖L2‖(1 + n)

√
h∇h‖L∞ + ‖|x|α/4h 3

2 ‖L2‖(1 + n)∇2u‖L∞)

+ ‖|x|α/4
√
hu̇t‖L2‖|x|α/4∇n‖L2‖

√
hu · ∇h‖L∞

≤ε‖|x|α/4
√
hu̇t‖2L2 + Cε(‖|x|α/2 divu‖2L2 + ‖∇4u‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2 + 1).

Combining all these estimates about Li (i = 1 · · · , 14), together with (1.8), we obtain

d

dt

∫
|x|α/2|∇u̇|2 dx+

d

dt

∫
|x|α/2( div u̇)2 dx+

∫
|x|α/2h|u̇t|2 dx

≤C(‖|x|α/2∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇u̇‖2L2 + ‖∇4n‖2L2 + ‖∇utt‖2L2 + ‖∇4u‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇ṅ‖2L2)

+ ‖|x|α/2∇u‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2ṅ‖2L2 + ‖|x|α/2∇n‖2L2 + ‖ut‖2Lq + ‖∇2ut‖2L2 + 1).

(4.32)

Multiplying the inequality (4.32) by t, integrating over R2, combining with Lemma 4.4, 4.6, 4.7,
and (4.31) to get

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t‖|x|α/4|∇u̇|‖2L2 +

∫ T ∗

0
t‖|x|α/2

√
hu̇t‖2L2 dt ≤ C. (4.33)
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It follows from Lemma 2.2 and (4.33) that

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t‖u̇‖2
L8/α ≤ C sup

0≤t≤T ∗

t‖|x|α/4∇u̇‖2L2 ≤ C,

which yields that

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t‖ut‖2L8/α ≤ C sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t(‖u̇‖2
L8/α + ‖u · ∇u‖2

L8/α) ≤ C. (4.34)

Using the Lp theory to equation (1.1)4, we have

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t‖∇2ut‖2L2 ≤ C, sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t‖∇4u‖2L2 ≤ C. (4.35)

The estimate (4.36) can be given by (4.31), (4.34), and (4.35).

Lemma 4.9. The following estimate holds

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t(‖∇2ct‖2L2 + ‖∇4c‖2L2) ≤ C. (4.36)

Proof. It is easy to get
∫ T ∗

0
‖ċt‖2L2 dt ≤

∫ T ∗

0
‖ctt‖2L2 dt+

∫ T ∗

0
‖(u · ∇c)t‖2L2 dt

≤
∫ T ∗

0
(‖ctt‖2L2 + ‖ut‖2Lq‖∇c‖2Lp + ‖u‖L∞‖∇ct‖2L2) dt

≤C.

Differentiating the equation (1.1)2 with respect to t twice to get

ċtt + (cdivu)tt = ∆ctt − (nc)tt. (4.37)

Multiplying the equation (4.37) by ċt and integrating over R2 to get

1

2

d

dt

∫
ċ2t dx+

∫
|∇ct|2 dx

=−
∫

(cdivu)ttċt dx+

∫
∇(u · ∇c)t∇ċt dx−

∫
(nc)ttċt dx

:=

3∑

i=1

Mi.

In the following, we estimate Mi (i = 1, 2, 3) respectively. First, we consider M1. By Lemma
4.7, it is easy to get

M1 =−
∫
ctt divuċt dx− 2

∫
ct divutċt dx−

∫
cdivuttċt dx

≤‖ctt‖L2‖divu‖L∞‖ċt‖L2 + ‖ct‖L4‖divut‖L4‖ċt‖L2 + ‖c‖L∞‖divutt‖L2‖ċt‖L2

≤C(‖ċt‖2L2 + ‖ctt‖2L2 + ‖∇2ut‖2L2 + ‖divutt‖2L2 + 1).

Then we consider M2. Using Lemmas 4.3 and 4.6, we have

M2 =−
∫

∇ut∇c∇ċt dx−
∫

ut∇2c∇ċt dx−
∫

∇u∇ct∇ċt dx−
∫

u∇2ct∇ċt dx

≤‖∇ut‖L2‖∇c‖L∞‖∇ċt‖L2 + ‖ut‖Lq‖∇2c‖Lp‖∇ċt‖L2

+ ‖∇u‖L4‖∇ct‖L4‖∇ċt‖L2 + ‖u‖L∞‖∇2ct‖L2‖∇ċt‖L2

≤ε‖∇ċt‖2L2 + Cε(‖ut‖2Lq + ‖∇2ct‖2L2).
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Finally, we consider the nonlinear term M3. Through Lemma 4.2, we have

M3 =−
∫
nttcċt dx−

∫
ntctċt dx−

∫
ncttċt dx

≤‖ntt‖L2‖c‖L∞‖ċt‖L2 + ‖nt‖L4‖ct‖L4‖ċt‖L2 + ‖n‖L∞‖ctt‖L2‖ċt‖L2

≤C(‖ċt‖2L2 + ‖ntt‖2L2 + ‖ctt‖2L2 + 1).

Combining all these estimates about Mi and choosing ε = 1/2, we have

d

dt
‖ċt‖2L2 + ‖∇ċt‖2L2

≤C(‖ctt‖2L2 + ‖ċt‖2L2 + ‖∇2ut‖2L2 + ‖divutt‖2L2 + ‖ut‖2Lq + ‖∇2ct‖2L2 + ‖ntt‖2L2 + 1).
(4.38)

Multiplying the inequality (4.38) by t, then using the Gronwall’s inequality, together with
Lemma 4.2, 4.6, and 4.8 to get

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t‖ċt‖2L2 +

∫ T ∗

0
t‖∇ċt‖2L2 dt ≤ C. (4.39)

Through the elliptic estimate to equation (1.1)2, together with (4.39) and Lemma 4.6, we have

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t‖∇2ct‖2L2

≤C sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t(‖ċt‖2L2 + ‖ct divu‖2L2 + ‖cdivut‖2L2 + ‖ntc‖2L2 + ‖nct‖2L2)

≤C

(4.40)

and

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t‖∇4c‖2L2 ≤ sup
0≤t≤T ∗

Ct(‖∇2ct‖2L2 + ‖∇3(cu)‖2L2 + ‖∇2(nc)‖2L2) ≤ C. (4.41)

Combining the estimates (4.40) and (4.41), we complete the proof of (4.36).

Lemma 4.10. The following estimate hold

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t(‖∇2nt‖2L2 + ‖∇4n‖2L2) ≤ C. (4.42)

Proof. According to Lemma 4.2 and the definition of the material derivative, it is easy to get
∫ T ∗

0
‖ṅt‖2L2 dt ≤ C.

Differentiating the equation (1.1)1 with respect to t twice, then multiplying the resulting equa-
tion by ṅt and integrating over R2 to get

1

2

d

dt

∫
ṅ2t dx+

∫
|∇ṅt|2 dx

=−
∫

(n divu)ttṅt dx−
∫

∆(u · ∇n)tṅt +
∫

(n · ∇c)tt∇ṅt dx.
(4.43)

For the nonlinear term
∫
(n · ∇c)tt∇ṅt dx, through Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3, we have

∫
(n · ∇c)tt∇ṅt dx

≤‖ntt‖L2‖∇c‖L∞‖∇ṅt‖L2 + ‖nt‖L4‖∇ct‖L4‖∇ṅt‖L2 + ‖n‖L∞‖∇ctt‖L2‖∇ṅt‖L2

≤ε‖∇ṅt‖2L2 + Cε(‖ntt‖2L2 + ‖∇2ct‖2L2 + ‖∇ctt‖2L2 + 1)

≤ε‖∇ṅt‖2L2 + Cε(‖ntt‖2L2 + ‖∇2ct‖2L2 + ‖∇ċt‖2L2 + ‖ut‖2Lq + 1),
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where we use the following fact

‖∇ctt‖2L2

≤C(‖∇ċt‖2L2 + ‖∇ut∇c‖2L2 + ‖ut · ∇2c‖2L2 + ‖∇u∇ct‖2L2 + ‖u · ∇2ct‖2L2)

≤C(‖∇ċt‖2L2 + ‖∇ut‖2L2‖∇c‖2L∞ + ‖ut‖2Lq‖∇2c‖2Lp + ‖∇u‖2L∞‖∇ct‖2L2 + ‖u‖2L∞‖∇2ct‖2L2)

≤C(‖∇ċt‖2L2 + ‖ut‖2Lq + ‖∇2ct‖2L2).

(4.44)

The estimates of the other two nonlinear terms on the right side of (4.43) are the same as M1

and M2. Here we omit. (4.43) can be written as

d

dt
‖ṅt‖2L2 + ‖∇ṅt‖2L2 ≤C(‖ṅt‖2L2 + ‖ntt‖2L2 + ‖∇2ut‖2L2 + ‖divutt‖2L2 + ‖ut‖2Lq )

+ C(‖∇2nt‖2L2 + ‖∇2ct‖2L2 + ‖∇ċt‖2L2 + 1).
(4.45)

Multiplying (4.45) by t, together with Lemma 4.2, 4.4, 4.6, 4.8, and 4.9, we have

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t‖ṅt‖2L2 +

∫ T ∗

0
t‖∇ṅt‖2L2 dt ≤ C. (4.46)

Through elliptic estimate, we have

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t‖∇2nt‖2L2 ≤ C sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t(‖ṅt‖2L2 + ‖(n divu)t‖2L2 + ‖∇ · (n∇c)t‖2L2) ≤ C (4.47)

and

sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t‖∇4n‖2L2 ≤ C sup
0≤t≤T ∗

t(‖∇2nt‖2L2 + ‖∇3(nu)‖2L2 + ‖∇3(n∇c)‖2L2) ≤ C. (4.48)

Combining the estimates (4.47) and (4.48), we obtain (4.42).

Now we prove our main result about Theorem 1.1.
Proof of Theorem 1.1 If h̃ = 0, Proposition 3.15 and Lemmas 4.1-4.10 show Theorem 1.1. It
remains to prove that (n, c, h,u) becomes a classical solution for positive time, that is for any
τ ∈ (0, T ∗],

nt, ∇2n, ct, ∇2c, ht, ∇h, ut, ∇2u ∈ C(R2 × [τ, T ∗]).

It follows from Proposition 3.15, Lemma 4.7, and 4.8 that for any τ ∈ (0, T ∗],

sup
τ≤t≤T ∗

‖∇2u‖H2 ≤ C(τ), (4.49)

which together with (∇2u)t ∈ L2(R2 × (0, T ∗)) gives that for p ∈ (2,+∞),

∇2u ∈ C([τ, T ∗];H1 ∩W 1,p) →֒ C(R2 × [τ, T ∗]). (4.50)

Lemmas 4.6 and 4.8 give that

sup
τ≤t≤T ∗

(‖ut‖L8/α + ‖∇ut‖H1) +

∫ T ∗

τ
‖∇utt‖2L2 dt ≤ C(τ), (4.51)

which implies for p ∈ (2,+∞), we have

∇ut ∈ C([τ, T ∗];L2 ∩ Lp). (4.52)
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It follows from (4.51) and (4.52) that

ut ∈ C(R2 × [τ, T ∗]). (4.53)

The proof of nt, ct ∈ C(R2× [τ, T ∗]) is the same as (4.53) and ∇2n,∇2c ∈ C(R2× [τ, T ∗]) is the
same as (4.50). Here we omit. Lemma 4.1, 4.5, and 4.7 show that

∇h ∈ L∞(0, T ∗;H2), ∇ht ∈ L∞(0, T ∗;L2),

which yields that for p ∈ (2,+∞),

∇h ∈ C([0, T ∗];H1 ∩W 1,p) →֒ C(R2 × [0, T ∗]). (4.54)

It follows from (1.1)3, (4.50), and (4.54) that

ht ∈ C(R2 × [0, T ∗]).

If h̃ > 0, after bounding ‖u‖L2 and ‖u̇‖L2 through Lemma 2.1, we obtain Theorem 1.1 as above.
Hence, the proof of Theorem 1.1 is completed.
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