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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the chemotaxis-shallow water system in R?. 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]

ny + div (nu) = D,An — V - (nx(c)Ve),

¢t + div (cu) = D.Ac —nf(c),

he + div (hu) = 0,

huy + hu - Vu + h?Vn + 3(1+n)VAh? = pAu+ (p + \)V(divu),

(1.1)

where x € R?, t > 0. Here n, ¢, h, u represent the bacterial density, substrate concentration, the
fluid height and the fluid velocity respectively. The constants 1 and A are the shear viscosity and
the bulk viscosity coefficients respectively which satisfy ¢ > 0, g+ A > 0. The two constants D,
and D, are the corresponding diffusion coefficients for the cells and substrate. The constant x(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 [I5] [I6]. 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], 211 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)) 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. [I9] constructed the
local-in-time weak solutions in a bounded domain in R? and R3. For the Cauchy problem in
two dimensions, [I0] established the global weak solutions to the chemotaxis-Stokes system i.e.
the nonlinear convective term u-Vu does not appear in the fluid equation of chemotaxis-Navier-
Stokes system. [9] and [I§] obtained the global weak solutions to the chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes
systems. [J] 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 [I0]. 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 (729, 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 (L1]), [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:Dczl, X(C):l, f(C):C,
and establish the existence of classical solution with far field behavior
(n,c,u)(z,t) — (0,0,0), h(z,t) — h >0, as |z| = co. (1.2)

The initial data
(n,c, h,u)(x,0) = (ng, co, ho, up)(z), (1.3)

where ng > 0, ¢g > 0, hg > 0 satisfy the compatibility condition
1
—puAug — (u+ NV(divug) + hgVng + S+ no)Vh3 = hog, (1.4)

for some g € D' with h(l)/ 2 g € L?. Before stating the main theorem, we introduce the notations
and conventions used throughout this paper. For Q C R?, we write

/fdx:/ﬂfdx.

For 1 < r < 0o,k € N, we denote the standard homogeneous and inhomogeneous Sobolev spaces
as follows:

loc

L" = L"(Q), D*" = {u € L, () V*ullzr < oo}, [[ulprr = [IVFul -,
Whr = Lrn DR HY = Wh2 DR = D2 DE = {u € D*|ujygq = 0}.



Moreover, the material derivative is defined as

f=fi+u-V/.

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 ||hg — h||zs which allows the
vacuum for the initial height. The main result in this paper can be stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1. For h >0 and Q = R?, assume that the initial data (ng, co, ho, ug) satisfy
no € H®, ¢g € H®, hg—h € H*, ug € D' N D?, \/houo € L?, (1.5)

and the compatibility condition (I7]). Moreover, zfﬁ =0, in addition to (1.7)) and (I3), suppose
that
|2|*?ng € L?, |2]*?co € L7, |2]*/?h € L2, |x|**\/hog € L (1.6)

and
2|%?Vng € L2, |2|*?Veo € L2, |2|*/*V?ng € L2, |z|**V2e € L?, |2|*/*Vug € L2, (1.7)
where
a:=pu/(42p + X)) € (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 (L1)-(@3) on R? x [0,T*] such that for any T € (0,T*),

(ne C([0,T*]; H?), c e C([0,T*); H?),

(h — h, h% — h?) € C([0,T*]; H3),

u € C([0,7*); LY N D' N D3) N L2(0,T*; D*) N L= (7, T*; DY),
w; € L°(0,7*; DY) N L?(0,T*; L1 N D?),

u; € L®(r, T*; L9 N D?>) N H(7,T*; DY),

Vhuy € L®(0,T*; L?), Vhuy € L*(0,T*; L?),

Vhuy € L®(1,T*; L?),

where _
q=q =2, if h >0,
¢=4/a, g1 =8/a, if h=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 u
depending on the gradient of it. When the far field state h > 0, in [4], the authors established
the local existence of strong solutions to the system (LI) in R?, where the L?-norm of u was
achieved through the following Lemma 2.l In this paper, we consider the case that includes
h = 0, where Lemma 2] 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?, the
global existence of strong solutions to the system ([I]) are established in [24] 26, B4]. 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 A = 0 and obtains the local strong solution to the system (LTI)
in R?. Finally, the main result, Theorem [[1lis proved in Section 4.



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 h > 0, it is easy to get the L?-norm for u
through the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. (see [8, [20]) Ifﬁ~> 0, then there exists some constant C(h) > 0 such that the
following estimate holds for h —h € L?,u € D', h'/?u € L?,

Juf2, < C( / Blul? dz + | — B2 VulZa). (2.1)

When the far field state is h = 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 a € (0,2), the following estimates hold for all u € C§°(R?),

a— O£2 «a @
el 2 de < [l ivul e, ful. < C@) [ [ol7aP da,

We will use frequently the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality.

Lemma 2.3. (see [I7]) For p > 2,q € (1,00), and r € (2,00), there exists some generic
constant C > 0 which may depend on q,r such that for f € H'(R?) and g € LY(R?*) N D" (R?),
we have

2 —2
1flle < LIPS £ 52,

lgllo@z) < CI G| =2/ Cralr=2) g o 21/ 2r+a(r-2))

Next, we recall the following Aubin-Lions lemma.

Lemma 2.4. (see [23]) Let Xo, X, and X; be three Banach spaces with Xog C X C X1. Suppose
that Xg 1s compactly embedded in X and that X is continuously embedded in X;.

(i) Let G be bounded in LP(0,T;Xy), where 1 < p < oo, and let 0G/Ot be bounded in
LY(0,T;X1). Then G is relatively compact in LP(0,T; X).

(ii) Let F' be bounded in L>°(0,T;Xo) and OF /0t be bounded in L"(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 [11l]) 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 fized point, that is Tx = 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 (LIl with
the far field behavior (L2) and initial data (L3]) in R?. 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
) C R? as the specific order. Beginning with the equation for the fluid height A,

{ht + div(hv) =0, z€Q,t>0, 31)

h(x,0) = ho, x €,



we then consider the equation for ¢,
¢t + div(ev) = Ac—me, z € Q,t >0,
c=0, x € 00t >0, (3.2)
c(z,0) = ¢, x € Q.
Based on the estimates of ([3.2), we investigate the equation for the bacterial density n,
ny + div(nv) = An — V- (nVe), x € Q,t>0,
n =0, x € 00t >0, (3.3)
n(z,0) = no, x e .
Finally, using the estimates of ([B.I]) and (B3]), we consider the equation for the fluid velocity u,

hug + hv - Vu+ Lu+ h*Vn+ 3(1 +n)Vh2 =0, z€Q,t>0,

u=0, x €00, t >0, (3.4)
u(z,0) = uy, x €.
Here L := —pA — (u+ A\)Vdiv is a strongly elliptic operator. The given functions v and m
satisfy
v e C(0,T); HY n H3 N L2(0,T; HY), v; € L°°(0,T; H}) N L*(0,T; H?) (3.5)
and
m e C([0,T]; He N H*) N L*(0,T; HY), m; € L>=(0,T; H}) N L*(0,T; H?). (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 (LI 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 (LI]) in the whole space R?. Before starting to
prove, we give the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that the initial data (ng,co, ho — E, ug) satisfy (LA) and ng > 0,cq >
0,ho > 6 on Q x [0,T] for some § > 0. v and m satisfy the conditions (3) and (306). Then
there exists a unique strong solution (h,c,n,u) to (31)-(34) such that for any T > 0, we have

(
n € C([0,T}; Hy), ny € L>(0,T; H') N L*(0,T; H?),
ce C([0,T); HY), ¢ € L=(0,T; HY) N L2(0,T; H?),

- (3.7)
h—T e C(0,T); HY), hy € C(0,T; H?),
u e C(0,T); Hy), u, € L*(0,T; H?).
Proof. The solution h is represented by the formula
t
h(z,t) = ho(U(0;x,t)) exp{ - / divv(U(s;z,t),s) ds}, (3.8)
0

where U € C(]0,T]; Q2 x [0,T7]) is the solution to the initial value problem

%U(s;x,t) =v(s;U(s;z,t)), 0<s<T,
Ul(t;z,t) =z, 0<s<T,z €.

By the characteristic method, we can obtain the existence and regularity of the unique solution
to the equation (BI) (see [6]). Next, solving the linear parabolic equations (8.2]) and ([B.3)), the
unique solution which satisfies the regularity in (7)) can be established. Finally, note that L is
a strong elliptic operator (see [3]), 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. O



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 (B.J])-([3.4]). These estimates are independent of the lower bound
d of hg and the size of the domain 2. According to the Lemma 2.1 it is easy to get the L?
norm of u when the far field state h > 0. For the far field state h = 0, the main difficulty is
how to obtain the LP norm for u itself and the material derivatives of the velocity u 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 h = 0. Set

1/2
co =1+ [[nol}s + lleolls + | (o, B s + g/ *woll32 + oll3in s

+ [[121%/2(no, co, hig, Vhog) 172 + [I|2]°7* (Vno, V2eo) 172 (3.9)
+ ||| (Vno, Vo, Vo) |[72 + llgllhs,
where
a:=pu/(42p+ X)) € (0,1/8].
We define
O(v,m,t) =1+ Oiligt(IIVVHfm + 121°72Vv][72 + [mlFn + llmal[72)

t (3.10)
+/0 Vel Fare + 1VVelZ2 + IV IR 100 g + VMl + [Vl [72) ds

From now on, we always assume that 0 < ¢ <7 <1 and C are various constants depending on
w and A but not depending on the lower bound ¢ of hg and the size of the domain 2. We begin
with the estimates of h.

Lemma 3.2. Let h be a smooth solution of (31). For q =4/«a, we have

sup [|(h, h%)]|22n 0 < Cgexp{CP(v,m,t)t"/?} (3.11)
0<s<t
and
Oiugt(IIVhH%p + VR0 + [|he]|30) < Ceo® (v, m, t) exp{C®(v,m,t)t'/*}, (3.12)

for all p € [2,q|, where co and ® are defined in (39) and (TI0).
Proof. The equation (3.I); implies that h? satisfies the equation

h? 4+ v - Vh? +2h? divv = 0. (3.13)

It is easy to check that
d
2100 P22 < ClIVVIlpe<I(h, B*)]72,

which together with ([B.8]) gives that

sup (I(h B2 + 1(h B ) < Ceoexp{C(v,m, )1}, (3.14)

For any p € [2,¢|, operating V on both sides of the equation (B1]);, multiplying the resulting
equation by p|Vh|P~2Vh and integrating over ) to get

d . -
dt / VP de < O(|| div v o | V|G, + 1Al L= [IV*VI| o IV A1)

6



We deduce from the Gronwall’s inequality that

sup ||Vh|2, < Cegexp{C®(v,m,t)t'/?}. (3.15)
0<s<t

Following the estimate of ([BI5]), we have

sup |[VA2|2, < Cegexp{C®(v,m,t)t'/?}. (3.16)
0<s<t

Finally, the equation ([B1]); gives that

sup ||hel|2, = sup || — div (bv)||2, < Ceo®(v, m,t) exp{C®(v,m, t)t"/?}. (3.17)
0<s<t 0<s<t

The estimates (B.15)-BI7) yield BI12)). O

Lemma 3.3. Let ¢ be a smooth solution of the equation (33). Then
t
sup (el + el + [ (19alfs + 1900, ds < Canexp{COv,m. 0074 (3.15)
<s<t 0

and

t
sup (|V%e|Zanz0 + [Vedlz2) +/0 (leeel72 + 1V2eell72) ds

0<s<t (3.19)
<Ceo®?(v,m,t) exp{CD*(v,m, t)t'/*}.
Proof. Multiplying the equation ([B2]); by ¢ and integrating over 2 to get
d .
7 ¢ dx + / |Vel?dr < C(|| div v zee + [|m]|r=)]lcl|35-
Using the Gronwall’s inequality leads that
t
sup [lel|?2 +/ [Vell2s ds < Ceg exp{CD (v, m, t)t"/?}. (3.20)
0<s<t 0
Multiplying the equation ([B.2]); by ¢; and integrating over 2 gives that
1d
§E/|Vc|2dx+/c§dx
<C([vllz= Vel rzlledl 2 + llellpall div vl palledl Lz + lmllpallell Lallez ]l 22)
<ellcillza + Ce(IVIEeeIVellFa + llelfall divvlZa + [Iml|Fallel74)-
Choosing € = 1/2 and using Gronwall’s inequality, we have
t
sup [|Ve|%s +/ ]2 5 ds < Ceg exp{CP* (v, m, t)tY/?}. (3.21)
0<s<t 0

In order to estimate supg< < ||c¢||32, we differentiate the equation (B.2); with respect to ¢

ey + div (ev)y = Ay — (me)y. (3.22)



Multiplying the equation ([8.22]) by ¢; and integrating over €2 gives that

1d
S c%dx+/|Vct|2dx

1
:—5/divvcfdx—/Vt-Vcctdx—/cdivvtctdx—/mtcctdx—/mcfdx

<C(| divvlrelledll7z + Vel zall Vell 2 lleell o + llell o lleell e ]| div ve | 2 (3.23)
+ mellpaliellzelleellz2 + llml poe llel72)
<e|[Vedllze + Ce(ll div vlpoe + || divvel g2 + [Iml|zee + 1) ez 72

. 3/2
+ C(Ivell 3o Vel 72 + llell 2 [ Vell g2 | divvel 757 + limellF2 Vel 72 + [9mal32 llel2),

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

t
sup ||ce)|2s +/ [Vei||2s ds < Cepexp{C®2(v,m, t)t'/*}. (3.24)
0<s<t 0

The classical LP theory asserts that

IV2ellZ2 <Clllelize + lIv - Vellza + lledivvZa + [melz2)

: (3.25)
<O(lleellzz + IVIZ Vel Z2 + llelFall div vi[Fa + ml|7allell7a).
which together with ([B20), (B21]), and (324)) implies that
t
/ V2|2, ds < Ceg exp{C®*(v, m, t)t'/*} (3.26)
0
and
sup || V2|2, < Cco®?(v,m,t) exp{CP%(v,m, t)t"/*}. (3.27)

0<s<t

In order to estimate supg<,<; ||V, we multiply the equation 3:22) by ¢y and integrate over

Q to get
1d
§a/|Vct|2dx+/cftdx

=— /v -Vepen dr — /ct divvey doe — /vt -Veey de — /cdiv vicy dx

— /mtcctt dx —/mctctt dx (3.28)
<elles |72 + CelllVIZee + leclZ2)IVerlZa

+ C([| div v (|22 IV2VI[T2 + [IVell7alI Vel Zo + el ool div v 7.

+ [Imal[Fal Vel 22 + el 21 Vell7z + [mll72]Vm]Z2),

where ¢ = 4/a,1/p+1/q = 1/2. Choosing € = 1/2 and applying Gronwall’s inequality to (3.28]),

combining with (320), B21)), B24)), and [B27]), we have

t
sup [|Ve||22 +/ ]2z ds < Ceco®?(v,m, ) exp{C O (v, m, t)t}/*}. (3.29)
0<s<t 0



Using the classical LP theory and equation (B.22]), together with [B3.20), B.21I)), (324]), and
B29), we have

t
/ 120,12, ds
0

t
SC/ (llewell72 + VI Z I Veell72 + lleell7all div v]7a) ds
0 (3.30)

t
+ C/O (IvelZallVellZo + llelZee Il div vellZ + mellZallelzee + lmlZalledllZs) ds
<Cey®*(v, m,t) exp{C®*(v,m, t)t'/*},

where ¢ = 4/a,1/p + 1/q = 1/2. According to the equation ([B.2); and elliptic estimates, we
have

IV2ellFa <CllleellFs + lIv - Vell7a + lledivvifa + [mell)
1 3
<C(lleell 2 IVedll e + IvIIZes lell 72 V%]l 22)
1 3 1 31 3
+ C(llellZee IVIIZ2 V21172 + 22 Viml 22 llel 22 Vel 7).
Using the estimate (3200, 21)), 324), 24), B21), and ([B:29]), we have
t
/ V2|24 ds < Ccyexp{CP (v, m, t)t/4} (3.31)
0

and

sup HVQCH%AL < Cey®?(v, m,t) exp{C@Q(v,m,t)t1/4}. (3.32)
0<s<t

The estimate [B20), B21)), B24]), 326]), and B3] yield BI]]). The estimate (BI9]) is given
by B.27), .29), 3.30), and (3.32). O

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

t
sup (Inl3: + [Inell32) +/ V|22 ds < Cegexp {Ccd exp{CP3 (v, m, t)t"/*}},  (3.33)
<s<t 0

t
/ V203204 ds < Ccfexp{Ccfexp {CP* (v, m, t)t1/4}}, (3.34)
0
and
sup [|[V2n|2, < Cc®%(v,m,t) exp {C’c% exp{C®3 (v, m, t)t1/4}}. (3.35)
0<s<t

Proof. To prove the estimate ([3.33]), we can use the same method to get ([B.I8]). We remain to
deal with the term — [ V- (nVe)ndx, — [ V- (nVe)ngda, — [ V-(nVe)ng dz. A straightforward

computation shows that
—/V - (nVeyndr <C|Ac||z||nl|2 |Vl 2 < el Vall7z + CellAc|Z: [ 2,

—/V - (nVeny de <C(|[Vnl| 2]Vl g [[nel L2 + [l ol Acl| L [[ne] £2)
<elnellze + Ce(IVnlfelVelZe + lInllFalAcllZa),

—/V - (nVe)eng do <C(|Ac]| 2]l 21V nell L2 + (0]l Ll Verll Ll Vel £2)
2 2 2 2 3 2 3
<e|Vnillze + Ce(lAclzallnellzz + lInllzallcdl z2[[Voedl 72)-

9



The above estimates and Lemma B3] give (8.33]). Finally, for any p € [2,4], the L? theory asserts
V2%
<C([nele +1Iv - ValZs + [Indiv v|Zs + [[Vn - Vel[7o + [[nAc]|7) (3.36)

4 9_4
<C (el 71Vl 2" + (IVIEe + 1VellZe) [ VnlZs + Hn\\i% (Il div v[[7s + [ Ac]74)).
Choosing p = 2 in (330), together with (8:33) and Lemma 3.3 we obtain
t
/ [V?n|32 ds < Ccfexp {Cc exp{C"I>3(v,m,t)t1/4}} (3.37)
0

and

sup || V?n|7. < Ccg@*(v,m,t)exp {Cc exp{CCD?’(V,m,t)tl/A‘}}. (3.38)
0<s<t

Choosing p = 4 in ([B.30), together with (B33]), (3.37), and Lemma B3] gives
t
/ V20|34 ds < Ccfexp {Ccf exp{CP* (v, m, t)t1/4}}. (3.39)
0

The inequalities (3:34) and 335]) follow directly from (B37)-(339). O

Lemma 3.5. Let u be a smooth solution of the equation [34)). Then

t
sup (|[Vhu|2s + [|[Vul|22) +/ VA2 ds < Ccyexp {Ccl exp{CP*(v,m,t)t"/*}}. (3.40)
0<s<t 0

Proof. Multiplying the equation ([B4]); by u and integrating over €2 to get
1d
2dt

1
:—/hQu-Vnda:— 5/(1+n)u-Vh2dx

hu2dx+,u/]Vu\2dx+(,u+)\)/(divu)2dm

(3.41)
3 1
<C(IVhul| 2| Vall 2|l 7w + VRl 22 VA 2 1Bl o + VU] 2] VA 4 72| 0)
9_4 4
<C(Illie +IVAIIZ: + IVRIZ)[VRUIZ: + CUVRIIZ: + Il " 1Vall72 + [[Allr),

where ¢ = 4/a,1/p + 1/q = 1/2. Applying the Gronwall’s inequality to ([B.41]), together with
Lemmas and [3.4] we have

t
sup ||[Vhu|2 +/ [Vull7. ds < Cegexp {Ccf exp{C"I>2(v,m,t)t1/4}}. (3.42)
0<s<t 0
Multiplying the equation ([B3.4]); by 1 and integrating over € to get
g%/|Vu|2daz+(’u%)\)%/(divu)2dx+/hilde
3 _ 1
<C(IVhall 2| Vnl g2 [1llFo + VR L2l V|2 |2 7
l .
+ V|2 [Vl o[l o 12 Foe + [ div v L= [[Vul72)
<e|Vhul|7s + Cellhll e (IVnll7z |kl + [VAIT2 + | VA]ZalInl70)
+C|| div v| = [ Vul[72,

(3.43)
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where ¢ = 4/a,1/p + 1/q = 1/2. Using the Gronwall’s inequality to (B.43]), together with
Lemmas and [3.4] we have

t
sup [|[Vul|2, +/ [Vha|2, ds < Cegexp {Cc} exp{C@Q(v,m,t)t1/4}}. (3.44)
0<s<t 0
Combining the estimates ([8.42]) and ([B.44]), we complete the proof of (3.40]). O

Lemma 3.6. Let (h,u) be a smooth solution to the equation (31) and [37)). Then

t
sup |[Vha2, + / |Vid||2, ds < Cegexp { Ccd exp{CP3 (v, m, t)t"/*}} (3.45)
0<s<t 0

and

t
sup ||[Vull2, + / [Vug||2. ds < Cefexp {Ccf exp{CCD?’(V,m,t)tl/A‘}}. (3.46)
0<s<t 0

Proof. Taking the operator d; + 9;(v;-) on both sides of equation ([B4]);, we have

hytt 4 by + hiVn + h*Vng + %nchQ + %(1 +n)Vh? + div (ha ® v)
+ div(R2Vn @ v) + % div (1 +n) VA2 @ V) (3.47)
=pAu; + (p+ N)V(divu), + pdiv(Au® v) + (g + A) div (V(divu) @ v).
Multiplying the equation ([8.47) by 0 and integrating over 2 to get
1d

—_— .2
5 7 hu* dx

1 1
:—/h?il-Vndx—/hzil-Vntdx—§/nt1'1-Vh2d:c—5/(1—{—71)1’1-Vh§d:c
1
—/div(h2Vn®v)i1d:c—§/div ((1+n)Vh2®v)1'1d:c+,u/Aut1'1dx

—i—(,u—i-)\)/V(divu)tudm—i-,u/div(Au@V)udx—i-(u—i-)\)/div(V(divu)@v)ﬁdw

In the following, we will estimate FE; for each i (i = 1,---,10). First we consider F; + E5. By
Holder’s inequality and equation (3.1);, we have

E,+ E5 :2/hdiv(hv)i1-Vndx—|—/h2v-Vndivilda:
:/h2divv1'1-Vndx—/vh21'1-V2ndx

3 .
<O(IVhi 2V g2 | Bl|foe | div V]| oe + 1V g2 [ V20| 2|5 V]| ).

Then we estimate Fy + E3. Using the integrating by parts and Hoélder’s inequality, we obtain
1
E5 + Fj =3 /ntu-wﬂ dx +/h2 div un, dz
. 5 - 2
<C(|Vh| 2| VA zallnel o ||ll oo + | div il g2 [Ine ] g2 [|l|E ),
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where ¢ = 4/a,1/p 4+ 1/q = 1/2. Then we consider E7 + Eg. A straightforward computation
shows that

Bt By — — g/’vu‘z dx+M/V(V.Vu)Vudx—u/Auvdivudac
- _ g / \Vual|? dz +,u/VvVuV1’1 dx
<t / (Va2 da + C|[Vv]| oo || Vu| 2] V| 2.

Through the similar calculation as F; + Fg, we can get the estimate of Eg 4+ E19. That is

+ A L. .
B+ B0 < =L [(div i de + OO |9l Vil

Finally, we consider E4 + Eg. A straightforward computation shows that
E,+ Eg :/1'1- Vnhh; dz — /(1 + n) divah? div v dz

:—/1'1-Vnhv-Vhdx—/il-Vnh2divvdx—/(1—|—n)div1’1h2divvdaz

<C(IVh|| 2|V | pa |Vl o | VAV oo 4 VRG] 2] V| 2 || div vB/? | o
+ |l diva gel| div v g2 [|h* (1 + n) | ),

where ¢ = 4/a,1/p + 1/q = 1/2. Combining all these estimates about F; (i = 1,---,10), we
have

d. . . .
E\\\/ﬁulﬁz +pl Vs + (o + Al div alf7

<O(lgeo 1 div vl Zoe + 1Bl Foe [[VIZo0 + I1Allzoe + IRl Lo [VIIZoe) VR (3.48)
+C(IVallz: + IV2nlZe + VAL InellZo + IVRIZa VRl
+ellVale + Co(ll div v Zallh* (1 + n)l[7ee + InellZ2Bllze + [VullZ2[VV]Te).

Choosing € = u/2 and applying Gronwall’s inequality to ([B.48]), together with Lemmas and
B4 we can get ([3.45]). According to the LP theory, Lemma B2 B4l equation ([B.4]), and (3.45),

we have

IV?ullz2 <C(hllze [VR|T2 + 177 VRl 72 + (1 + 0|70 I VRI72)

3.49
<Cclexp {ch eXp{C‘I>3(V,m,t)t1/4}}- o

Through the definition of material derivation, together with the estimate ([B.45]), (349), and
Lemma B3] we have

t t t t
[ iuiaas < [1valieds+ [ 19l ultads [ izl ds
<Cciexp {ch exp{C®> (v, m, t)t1/4}}.
The above estimate combined with ([B.49]) yields (B.40). O

Lemma 3.7. Let h be as in Lemmal32 Then

121%/212||22 < Ceg exp{C®(v,m, t)t"/?}. (3.50)

12



Proof. Multiplying the equation (B.I3) by |z|*h? and integrating over 2, using Lemma to
get

1
d /|x|°‘h4dx:—oz/|x|a_2xi-vh4dx—/|x|adivvh4dx

2dt
<C(llal*? vl 2 |2l R 2 + || div vl oo 2202 50) (55D
<C(1+ || div v geo)ll[2|*2h%|13 2 + C|l|x|*/*Vv][3..
Using the Gronwall’s inequality to (3.51), we have
sup |||z|%/2h2|2, < Cepexp{C®(v,m,t)t*/?},
0<s<t
which yields the inequality (B.50). O
Lemma 3.8. Let ¢ be as in Lemmal33 Then
t
sup |[|z|% %)%, + / 12|27V |2, ds < Cegexp{C®>(v, m, t)t/?}. (3.52)
0<s<t 0

Proof. Multiplying the equation ([B2l); by |z|*c and integrating over 2, together with Lemma
to get

1d
§%/lm\a02dm+/]m\aW0]2dw
:—/|x|acdiv(cv) dm—a/|x|a2xi-Vccdx—/|x|amc2 dx
<C(llel*7 ] g2 lllz|*2e| g2 el e + || div V| [[[]*%e]|7. (3.53)
+alllz|*/2 el g2 ||| *2 Vel 2 + [l oo ][] €] 72)

<C(| div vlzee + [lml o + |[12]*2 V] 72) 2]/ 2¢]| 7
2
a
+ CllellZe + = l21*/2Vel|Z.
Using the Gronwall’s inequality to (B.53]), together with Lemma B3] and (L8)) gives (852). O

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

t
sup 219212 +/ 212nl12, ds
sup el 2l + [zl Vnl: -
<Ceja(v.m. t)exp {Cef exp{CO* (v.m. )11}

Proof. The proof of ([3.54)) is similar to (3.52). It remains to deal with the term — [ |z[*nV -
(nVe)dx. A straightforward computation shows that

—/|x|anV - (nVe)dx
<alllz|*?~ a2 [*2 Ve g2 [l o + ll2|*/ 200l 2 [[2]* 2V el 2 10| e (3.55)

4
o
<( +alllz*n[Zz + Cell[2]**Ve| Lo Il e
Through the estimate (3.55]) and Lemma B8] we obtain (3.54]). O
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Lemma 3.10. Let ¢ be as in Lemma[3.3. Then

t

sup (IalclR: + laf*>Vel3) + [ lef*/2VelRa ds

0<s<t 0 (3.56)
<Ccpexp {ch exp{C®? (v, m, t)t1/4}}.

Proof. Multiplying the equation ([B2l); by |z|*¢ and integrating over 2, together with Lemma

to get

1d « 2 a2
5@/’36‘ Ve dﬂc—l—/\ﬂc[ ¢ dx

=— / |z|“cdivvédr — a/ |z|* 2z - Veedr + % / 2|22, - vV dx

1
+§/|x|adiVV|V0|2 dﬂ:—/|x|°‘mcc'dx

<[llz|*2e] pelllz|* 2 ell 2 || div vl oo + [ |2]*/2 71l 2] */2 Ve 2 (8.57)
+ |27 v 2 ]2 Vel 2 [ Vel L + || div v oo |||/ Ve 72
+ [l 2ell 2 12|72l 2 | o
<elllz|*2¢] 72 + Celllz|*Zel 7 () divv]Ge + [mlfFee) + (ot /4)||2|*/? V|72
+C(|l2**V V|72 + | div vl e + 1)|[2[**Ve| 72 + O Vel[F~.
Using the operator 9; + 9;(v;+) to equation ([B.2]), we get
¢+ (edivv) + div(e®@ v) + div (edivv @ v) (3.58)

=Ac; — (me)y + div (Ac®@ v) — div (me @ v).

Multiplying the equation ([B.58]) by |z|*¢ and integrating over € to get

1d
55/\x]“é2dx+/\x]“wc'\2dx

:—/|ﬂ:|ac'(cdivv)tdﬂ:—/|x|°‘c'div(c'®v)dx—/|x|aédiv(cdivv®v)dx
—a/\x]a2xi-Vc'c'dx—/\x]ac'A(v-Vc) dx—/]m\ac'(mc)tdx

—|—/|x|°‘c'div(Ac®v) dm—/|x|ac'div (mc®v)dz

8
::ZFZ"
i=1
In the following, we estimate F; (i = 1,---,8). First, we consider F;. By Holder’s inequality,
Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we have
Fy <[||2]*72¢]| pa ||| div v g2lleell s + [[12]2é] palll2]* el 1o | div vl 2
<(e/5)1|*?Vel 72 + Ce(|[Verl|a + || divvel g2) [ */%é] 72
1 3
+ Cc|l[2]*? div v Za|edll 2 [ Vel Fa + Clllel*2e] g2 ll|2]*/2 Ve o] div v 3
Then we consider F5. A straightforward computation shows that
Fy <alllz|**7 e 2 [l 2 ¢ 2 v poe + 12|72 Vél| 2 |2/ 2¢l| 2 [ v oo

<(e/5)|2|*2Vél|72 + Ccll]*2él| 72 V]|~
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The nonlinear terms F3 and Fy can be calculated as follow
Fy <[||2]*27 el 2 ||2|* div v | 2| vel oo + [[|2]%7 div v]| g2 |2V 2 |ev]| o
<(e/5)||z|** V|72 + Cell[]*/? div VT2 llev]|Fe
and )
. . (0% .
Fy < alllz|*?7 e g2 |[[]*/2Vé]| 2 < 7\|I$I“/2VCII%2-
Using the Holder’s inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality and Young’s inequality, the
nonlinear term Fg can be estimated as follow
Fs = —/!m\o‘c’mtcdaﬂ —/!x\ac’deaﬂ—i—/!x\ac’mv-Vcdx
<l |*72¢ll 2 1l 2ell o llmel s + lmllpee [[[21*21 72 + [1|2]*72¢]| 12 |2|*/2 Vel 2 [fmv | o
<C(1+ mlge + [Vmellg2) 1212l + Clllz|*el|7z me]l 2
+ C(|[[2]*/Vel|F2 [ Vmall 2 + [[[21*/2Vell72 v ] 7 )-
For the nonlinear term Fg, a straightforward computation shows that

Fs < [[l2]*7 el 221l pallmv | oo < (e/5) ] *2 Vel + Celllz|*2e] Ja[[mv][Foe.

The nonlinear term F5 + F7 can be estimated as
Fs + Fr <|[[[]**Vé| 2| |2*/*Vel| 12|V V| L=
<(e/5)[1x|** Vel 72 + Celllz|** Vel 32 [V

Combining all these estimates about F; (i = 1,---,8) to get

d . :
S22l + 1|l 2| vel7
<C:(IVerllpe + | divvell gz + [VIIEee + [[ml[ee + [IVme] g2 + 1)]l[2]*/%¢]]7

o? . . 1 . 3
+ (e + Ml Vel e + 2l divvlZa el 2 Vel 2 + lllal* >l 2 divvel 2, (359)

+ 112172 div vl Zallev]Zee + 2]l Zallmel 72 + llz]* el 7 [mv]Fe

3
+ ([ divvell 7o + IVmel 72 + [VIIEee + [VVIZ0)lll2]* Ve 7.
Adding the inequalities (3.57) and ([B.59), choosing € = 1/2, together with the fact

1 3 1 1 3
IVellZoe < lellZallV2ellze < llellf2 Vel 211V 3¢l

we have
d . . .
E(\\\x!“/zclliz + [[12]*2Ve|l32) + (ll=]*2Vel|3 + || |2]*/2é)13.)
3
<C(IVerllz + 1 divve|l 22 + [[v[[51,00 + [ImlFoc + [[mell 2
+ 1222V v |72 + D)([[|2]*2¢ll 2 + |||2]%2Vel)32) (3.60)

3

+ C(| divvel|Zs + [mall 2 + [Imv[Fee + (| div v Fee) | |2]*%¢]172
1

+ C(lleell 2 I VedlZz + levilze) ]2 div v][7z + C|[Ve| Fo.

Applying Gronwall’s inequality to (B.60]), together with Lemmas and yields 356). O
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Lemma 3.11. Let n be as in Lemma[3.4] Then

t
(2202 + l|2]*/2Vn]22) + /0 |22, ds

sup
0<s<t (3.61)
<Cc§exp {Ccfexp{CD* (v, m, t)t1/5}}.
Proof. Multiplying the equation ([B.3]); by |z|“n and integrating over € to get
1d
-2 / 1] Vnl2 d + / ]2 da
=— / |z|“nn divvdr — a/ 2|22 - Vnn da + / |z|%v - VnAn dz (3.62)

—/\xy%v - (nVe)dx.

The terms — [ |z|*nndivvde, —a [ |2|*2z; - Vnndz and [ |z]*v - VnAndz can be estimated
as (357) in Lemma[3I0 We only give the estimate of the nonlinear term — [ |z|*nV - (nVc) dz.
By Holder’s inequality and Cauchy’s inequality, we have
- / |z|“nV - (nVe) dz
<Nl 2| g2 | * 2Vl 2| Vel poe + [zl 20 g2 ||l *?n ] g1 ]| Ac| (3.63)
€ .
<Sll2l*2alZ2 + Ce(IVelio + [AZN21*2 VL2 + Cllla|*?nlZa ]| Ac] L.

Using the operator d; + 9;(v;-) on equation ([3.3]);, multiplying the resulting equation by |z|*n,
integrating over 2 to get

1d
55/\x!“h2dm+/1x\alvmzdx

:—/|x|ah(ndivv)tdx—/|x|ahdiv(h®v) dﬂ:—/|x|ahdiv(ndivv®v)dx
-« / |lz|* 2z - Vian de — / |z|*A(v - Vn)ndr — / |z|“nV - (nVe), dx (3.64)

+/\x!°‘hdiv (An®@v)dr — / |z|*ndiv (V - (nVe) @ v) dx

8
1=1

The estimates of G to G4, G5 + G7 are similar as F; to Fy and F5 + F7 in Lemma [3.10l Here
we omit. For the nonlinear term (g, by Holder’s inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality
and Young’s inequality, we have

Ge :a/ 2|22, - Ven® do — a/ |2|*2z; - Venv - Vndr + a/ 2|2z - Vegnn da

+ / |z|*Vn - Vendx — / |z|*Vi - Vev - Vndz + / |z|*Vn - Ven de

<2l 2l 20 2| Vel poo + [/ | g2l 2Vl 2|V - Ve oo
+alllz|* ) e ||l 2 pal Vel o + 1|2]°/2 V0 pel|2|*/2 ) g2 | Vel o
+ a2V i) g2 |||Vl 2 |V - Vel oo + [l * 2V i pell|2]* 20| 11 || Vel o
9

S(S

3 : .
+ 50|22V al|Ze + Celllz|*2al 22 | Vel Fo + Clllal*2ValZa (v - Vel i + [ Ver|Za)-
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For the nonlinear term Gg, a straightforward computation shows that
Gs :a/ |2|* 22 - Vnv - Vendr + a/ |z|*2z; - vimAcdx + / |z|*VRVnVev dx

+ / |z|*VianAcv dx

<(0®/2+ D)|||2|*2V i g2 (|||21°/>Vnl 2|V - Vell oo + [e*2nl| 1| Ac] o [[V]| o)
<(a'/4+¢/5)[ll** Vil Fe + Celll2|*2Vn| L (v - Vel oo + [AclZallv]Zo)-

Putting all these estimates of G; into ([B.64]), combining the estimate of ([B.62]), then choosing
e =1/2, we have

d . . .
= (Iel/2al1 72 + llal*/VnlF2) + (llal*>Vil2 + [2]*/%2]3)
3
<C(1+ | divve] 2, + [IVIZ e + ([Acla 4 [VelZoo) (1 + [v]1300) + Vet |2
+ 12122 (] /2022 + [||2]*2Vn|22) (3.65)

3
+ O divvell 2 + [ Ac]Za + || div viFoe) 2] nl[F2 + Ol div v [nv]fe

+ Ol *2Vel[Fe + [Vnliee + el g2 Vael 2] div v]72).

Applying Gronwall’s inequality to ([B.63]), together with Lemmas B3H3.4] BOBTI0 yields (B.61)).

]
Lemma 3.12. Let (h,u) be as in Lemmal[30. For q = 4/a, we have
t
sup (|[|2]*/*Vul|7. + [||2|*/*Vha|72) +/ llz|** V|72 ds
0<s<t 0 (3.66)
<Ccexp {Ccfexp{CP*(v,m, t)t1/5}}
and .
[ el + 192l ds < Ccfexp { O expl 00 v,m, 017} (3.67)
0
Proof. Multiplying the equation [B4]); by |z|*0 and integrating over 2 to get
/]w\ahu2 dx
1 a.r 2 1 ap2.. @ .
=3 2|0 - V((1+n)h )dx—§ |z|“h*0 - Vndr +p | |z|*Au-ade
(3.68)
bt )\)/|x|aV(divu) ads
4
i=1
In the following, we estimate H; (i = 1,--- ,4). First, we estimate H;. By integrating by parts

and Lemma [2.2], we have
Hy <alllz|** 7 al| 2 [[J2[*2h2 ) 2 (1 + [[nl| o) + [[[2]*/2 div i g2 [l|2]*/*B? | 12 (1 + || ]| o)

4
o .
< llle*2Val|Z, + Clllel®2h 12 (1 + (o] 2|90 12).
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A straightforward computation shows that Hs satisfies
3 .
Ha < [|||*/Vha| o]l |2|*/2Vn | 2| P2 |1 < elle**VRia]F2 + Cell|2]*/2Vn]|Za ] fo

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

H3 < — 5@ / |2 Vul? d +u IHw\O‘/QVuHmH\w!“/QVqu + [V o ll2]*/?Vul| 72

+ ,u7|||x|a/2Vv||Lz l21°/Vul| 2| V| o

Similar as the calculation of Hg, we have

+A
H4§_(u2

d . 042 o . o
Lo [ el di o NS o120 ol

2
(63 o (0% (63
+ [Vl [ V72 + e+ 25 el P20V g2l V| 2| V| o

In order to further estimate Hs and Hy, we should first estimate ||[Vu||?2.. Through the
Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality, we have

2

2 =2 o2t e
IVul|ze < Cllully, “[Vull, *, (3.69)
where ¢ = 4/a. Using the L? elliptic estimate to equation ([34l); to get

IV*ulfs <C(lhall7q + 12V alZa + [AVA|L + [nhVh|Za)
C(llhlz<lalZe + IR Le VRlZe + -1 IV AlIZ) + [k [V AIZ0),

which together with Lemma [22] and ([B.69) to get

2 1-2  2+d 1+2
IVul2 <[lla[*/>Vul] " q Hh”LOOq H\x!”‘/QVHHLa T+ IHw\“/ZVuHLa ! ”hHLOOq VAl
+, 2
+ [zl Va7 q 1l VA Tt R q thHLOOq IVl
4(q+2)

<elle**Va|72 + Cellle|**Vul| 72 (1 + 2] 7))
+1ValLe + 1Al Z< VAL + [nhl 7|V Za-

(3.70)

Putting the estimate (B.70]) and all the estimates of H; (i = 1,--- ,4) into ([B.68)), we have

o A d o Lo o -
2dtlH o|*2 Vg, + ] div a3 + o] VRal 7,
<2(2p+ Ao |22V 72 + COll|2**h2 |72 (1 + [nl| 2| V2]l £2)

(3.71)

4(g+2)

+ CL+ V] + 22 VvIfEe + Al 27 )lllz|*/? Va7
+ C(IVallZe + IR IVAIZe + Inhlie VA0 + [ E0 1212V n)72).
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Multiplying the equation (BA4T) by |z|*u, integrating over  to get

1
5%/|:c|ah1'12dx—|—p/|x|o‘|V1'1|2dx+(,u+)\)/|3:|O‘(div1'1)2d:v

=— / 2[R0 - Vnde — / 2|0 - Vngh? do — % / |z|*0 - VR?n do — % / |z|“0 - VhI(1 4 n)dx
_ / 2| div (B2Vn ® v) do — %/]m\o‘udiv (1+n)VE ©v) do - u/ P RA(Y - Vu) da
—(n+A) / |z|*aV (div (v - Vu)) dz + ,u/ |z|*adiv(Au® v)dx
+(u+A) / |z|*adiv (V(divu) @ v) do — au/ lz|* 22 - aVade

—oa(p+A) / |z|* 2, - udivade — o? / |z|* 2, - vh|a|* do

In the following, we establish the estimates of I; (i = 1,--- ,13). First we consider Iy + Is + I5.
By integrating by parts, equation ([B.I3)), Holder’s inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality
and Young’s inequality, we have

I+ 1, + I
3 . 3
<[22 V|| 2 |||V 2 || div v oo Bl 2o + ||2]*2 V5| g2 [[|2]*/2 VR | 2B o
<C|||2|**Vha|72(1 + || div v gee ) + C (|| div V]| zee||[2]*2Vn| 32 [ hllF e + [[|2]*2 V)72 ]|h][F ).

Then we consider I3 + Iy + Is. Through Lemma 2.2] equation ([B.I3)), integration by parts,
Hoélder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we have

2(I3 + 14 + Io)
:/|x|ai1-Vnth2dx+/nth2 div (Jz|*0) dm+/|x|°‘1’1-Vnhf dx
+/(1 + n)h? div (|z|*0) dm—l—/(l +n)v - VA2 div (|z|*0) dx
:/|m|a1’1-thzdx+/|x|°‘h2hdiv1'1dx+oz/|x|a2@--1’1h2hdm—2/|x|ah21’1-Vndivvdw
—2/\x!a(1+n)h2divvdivi1dx—204/\95]0‘2xi-u(1+n)h2divvdm

3
<2 VRal| 2 l|z|*/ 2Vl 2 ]| F e + ]2V 2|21/ 2] 2 | |

T [ P 1 [ A [PV P [ P A P A T

+ 2|2Vl | o l|]*/? div vl 2 A2 (1 + )| oe + [l]21*/? div vl 2 [[2]*/2 0| 2122 (1 + 7)| -
<el|le|**V |72 + Ce(l|2]*?al Z2 | AllLoe + ll21*/? div |72 ][5 (1 +n)|Fe)

+ O (lll2]*2Val Zallhlfe + IVnllFoe 1l + [ll2]*2VR)Z2 (1 + [l|2]°2VV172)).

By integrating by parts, it is easy to get

Iy + Iy < |||V g2 |||V ul| 2|V V]| oo < eflla]*/2ValfFe + Cell|z]*/2Vul72 | Vv
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and
Is + Iip < ellz|*? div )3, + Ce|||2|**Vul[3. | Vv 2..

For the nonlinear terms I to I3, using Lemma 2.2] to get

In <ap||z[**71a|| 2 |||2]*/2 VA 2 < ua—zlllfﬂla/zVﬁH%m

Lp <a(p + Nlle]*/2 a2 ]2 div ) 2 < (5 +2) 5 o 5zl valZ,,

Iy <ol [2]*/2VRa 2 lal V] 2 l|A 2 < |||~”C|O‘/2\/El'1||%2 + z\llﬂfl“/QVV\|%2\|hll?ioo-
Combining all these estimates of I; (i = 1---,13), we have

i\llﬂfl“/Q\/ﬁﬁH%z + pllle|*2ValfFs + (N l2]*? divall?,

<C(1+ || div vz + [[[21/29v|22) |22 VRa|3s + (32 + (2 + X) 5 )IHw\O‘/QVuHLa (3.72)

+ Ce(lllzl*2al| ZallRl Lo + lll** divv[F2 |2 (1 + n)l|7e + |||fﬂ|“/2Vu||L2||VVHL2)
+ C (|| div vl 122V n| 22 + l|2|*2Vidl 72 + [ VnlFee + ll21*/? divv|Fo) ]G

Adding B.71)) and [B.72)), we obtain

d

(el 2Vl + ] div w3 + o]/ Vi 3.)

+ (=2 Vra)3, + |||z Va2 + |||/ dival|?,)
<O+ 1922 + 1AL 4 229w 2,) (|21 2 V|22 + |||V R 2.)
+ O(| div v g [12[*/2Vn)|2s + 1Vl F o + 1212Vl + |2/ Vn] ) |7}
+ C (Il 32 |l T oo + 2] divv|F2 (B2 (1 + ) |7 + [[BlIF=) + [ VnIZ,
+ 2|2 B230 (1 + ] 2 lIV2nll2) + 123 < [ VAN (1 + )13 ). -

Using the Gronwall’s inequality to ([B.73]), together with Lemma B2l B4 B7 and BIT] gives
[B68). According to the definition of the material derivative and elliptic estimate, we have

t t t
[ lds < [l + [ -l ds
0 0 0

and
t t
/ V2|3, ds <C / (17l + B2V 20 + [[(1 + n)hVA|2,) ds
0 0
t
<c /0 3 e 20 + [l [0 20 + (1 4 )Rl [V RI20) ds
The estimate (3.66]), Lemma 2.2] B.2] yield [B.67). O

Lemma 3.13. Assume that (h,c,n,u) is the solution of equation (31))-(37]). Then there exists
a time T* € (0,1] depending only on cy, pu, A\, such that

O(u, T7) < M,

provided ®(v,T*) < M with some given M = M (u, \,co) > 1.
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Proof. Through Lemmas and Lemma B.12], we have
®(u,n,t) < Cck exp{CcR exp{CP3 (v, m, t)t'/°}},
which yields that
B(u,n,T) < M
by choosing M = Ccexp{Ccexp{C}} and

T* = min{M 1% 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 B.I))-(B.4]), we use the Schauder fixed point theory to establish
the unique local strong solution of the problem (L.T)-(L3).

Lemma 3.14. Let Q C R? be a bounded domain and the far field state h = 0. Suppose that
the initial data (ng > 0,co > 0,ho > 6,u9) satisfy (I-4)-(Z7), where 6 > 0. Then for T* as in
Lemmal313, there exists a unique strong solution (n,c, h,u) to the problem (I1) on Q x [0,T*]
with
(n, ¢, hya)|i=o = (no, co, ho, wp), (n,c,u)lsq = (0,0,0), (3.74)

satisfying
(ne C(0,T* HZ), ny € L®(0,T*; L?) N L*(0,T*; H'),

c€ C0,T*;W?34), ¢, € L>=(0,T*; HY) N L2(0, T*; H?),

(h,h?) € C(0,T*;WhP), (h,h?); € L>=(0,T*; LP), (3.75)
u e C(0, 7% LN D' N D?) N L2(0, T*; D>9),

w, € L2(0, 7% L4 N DY), vVhu; € L>®(0,T*; L?),

for g =4/a and any p € [2,q]. Moreover, the following estimate holds:

0<Stu<%“*(HnH§{2 el 22 + lelle + 1Vl Za + lleellF + [VRulZ: + [VulZ2)
<t< N
+ s (I W) s + 11k, h):llZ0) +/0 (IV2nllZa + IVnellze + [ V2eIZ2) dt

+ sup / 2]*(n? 4+ & + [Vn? + Ve + [a]? + ¢?) da
0<t<T* JQ

(3.76)
T*
+ sup /(1+|x|a)(|Vu|2+h4+h|i1|2+h|u|2)dx+/ /(1+|x|a)|vu|2dxdt
Q 0 Q

0<t<T*

T* T*
+/ V22, dt+/ /\x!a(]Vh]2+\Vé]2)dmdt
0 0 Q
SC(M’AaCO)‘

Proof. Setting
B:= L*(0,T* H}) x L*(0,T*; HY)

and
R = {(m,v)|(m,v) € L>(0,T*; Hy) N L*(0,T*; D*) x L*°(0,T*; H} N D*) N L*(0,T*; D*9),
(my, v¢) € L(0,T%; L?) N L*(0,T%; Hy) x L*(0,T*; Hy), ®(m,v,T*) < M}.
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By Lemma 24 it is easy to get that 9/ is a convex and compact subset of the Banach space
B. For any (m,v) € R, through Lemma B} there exists a unique solution h = h(v) of the
linearized equation ([B1]) on 2 x [0,7*]. Besides, the linearized equation (3.2)) admits a unique
solution ¢ = ¢(m,v) on  x [0,7%] as well. Moreover, a unique n = T;(v,c(m,v)) solves the
linearized equation (B3] on © x [0,7*] and thus the linearized equation (B.4]) has a unique
solution u = T3 (v, h(v), Ti (v, c(m,v))) on Q x [0,T*]. Therefore, we write (n,u) := T (m,v) =
(71, 72) with T mapping from R to R. Next, we will show 7 is a continuous operator in B.
First, using the Lemma [3:2] we have

sup ([|h(v)llwra + [[A(v)e][La) < C. (3.77)
0<t<T™*

Let {(my, vi)}32, € R and (my, vi) = (m,v) in B as k — oco. Thus
my — min L2(O,T*;H&) as k — +oo

and
vi = vin L?(0,T*; H}) as k — +o0,

which together with my, vi € SR implies
my —m  w*in L0, T* HY) N L*(0,T*; D*) as k — +oo (3.78)

and
vi = v w*in L®(0,T* H N D?) N L*(0,T*; D*%) as k — +oc. (3.79)

Thus, it follows from Lemma [Z4] and (B.77) that up to a subsequence,
h(vi,) = hin C(Q % [0,T7]) as k;j — +oc. (3.80)

Taking the limits in (3.1I) where h, v are replaced by h(vy,) and vy, respectively, we obtain that
h is a weak solution to (B]). Then by the uniqueness of the weak solutions due to (B79) and
(B:R0), we have h = h(v), which again together with (3.77) and ([B.80) implies

h(vi) — hin C(Q x [0,T*]) as k — +oo

and
h(vi) = h w*in L=(0,T* W) as k — +oc.

By the virtue of Lemmas 2.4 and [3:3] we get that up to a subsequence,
c(mp;, vg;) = cin C(0,T*; HY) N L*(0,T*; HY) as kj — +oo. (3.81)

Taking the limits in equation ([B.2), where m, ¢, v are replaced by my;, c(mg;, Vi, ), Vi;, we obtain
that ¢ is a weak solution of ([B.2)). By the uniqueness of the weak solution, due to [B.78]), (379)),
and ([B81I)), we have ¢ = ¢(m, v), which again together with (8:81]) and Lemma B.3] obtains

c(my,vi) — cin C(0,T* HY) N L2(0,T*; H}) as k — 400 (3.82)

and
c(my, vi) = ¢ w*in L0, T H3) N L*(0, T*; W) as k — +o0. (3.83)

After that, let ny = T1(vg, c(mg, vi)). By Lemmas [24] and B4 we have that up to a subse-
quence,
Nk, — nin C(0,T*; Hy) N L*(0,T*; Hy) as kj — +oo. (3.84)

22



Taking the limits in equation (B3]), where n,c,v are replaced by Nk, Ck;s Vi, We have n is a
weak solution to ([33]). By the uniqueness of the weak solution, due to ([B.79) and ([B.83]), we
have n = T1(v, ¢), which together with (8.84]) and Lemma B.4] again to get

Ti(Vk, c(my, vi)) = nin C(0,T* HY) N L*(0,T*; HY) as k — 400
and
Ti(Vi, c(mpg, vi)) = n in L°(0,T*; H3) 0 L*(0, T*; W24 as k — +oo0.
At last, let u, = ’7'2(Vk,h(vk),ﬂ(vk,c(mk,vk))). By Lemma 241 B85 B.6, and B2, up to a

subsequence, we have
uy, —uin L2(0,T%; HY) as kj — +o0
and
u, —~u win L>®(0,T*; H: n D*) N L?(0,T*; D*9) as k — 4o0.
Taking the limits in equation (B.4]), where h,u,n,v are replaced by h(vy;), ux,, nk,;, and vi,,
we obtain that u = T3(v, h(v),n) = T3(v, h(v), Ti(v,c(v,m))) is a weak solution to ([B) with
u, — uin L*(0,T*; H) as k — +oo.

Therefore (n,u) = T (m,v) is a continuous operator in B = (LQ(O,T*;Hol))2. By Schauder
fixed point theorem, there exists (n,u) € R such that

(72(u, h(w), Ti(u, c(u, n))), Ti(u, c(u,n))) = (u,n),

which together with Lemmas B213.12 implies [B.76]). Then the uniqueness of the solution (n,u)
and B.70) follows from (B3.76]), Sobolev embedding theory and Lemma O

Now, we can prove the local existence of unique strong solution to the Cauchy problem
(CD)- @D on B2 x [0,77).
Proposition 3.15. For h=0 and Q = R2, assume that (ng > 0,co > 0,hg > 0,uq) satisfies
(I4)-(T73). Then for T* as in Lemma[313, there exists a unique strong solution (n,c,h,u) to
the problem (I1)-(13) on R? x [0,T*] satisfying (5-79) and (3.76).
Proof. Define B = {z||z| < R} and

Vi(x) = ¢(x/R), ¢"(x) =" (x)g(x), hi =ho+R™%,

for (z,t) € R? x [0,7*], where 0 < ¢ € C§°(By) is a smooth cut-off function such that ¢ = 1
in Byjp. Let ull € H}(Bg) N H3(Bg) be the unique solution to the elliptic boundary value
problem

Lull = Ff' in Bg and ul|sp, =0,
where

1
Fy' = = (hg)*Vng' = 5 (1 +ng)V(hg)* + hi'g™.
By defining uO to be zero outside Bpr, we can extend U-o to R?, i
ul! = ug in DY(BR) as R — cc.

The proof is similar as in [6], so we omit here. By Lemma [BI4] there exists some 0 < T <
1 such that for each R > 1, the initial- boundary value problem (1) and BT4) with Q =
Bpgr and (ng, cg, ho,ug) = (no bt hlt ulty for nlt el Al ull defined as above, has a unique
strong solution (n, ¢, h, u) satisfying (B:E) and B76). We denote (n, ¢, h,u) = (nft, cf, AR uf?).
By defining zero outside Bg, we extend (n®,cft, h®,u®f®) to R%. Then let R — oo, a direct
computation shows that there exists a unique strong solution (n, ¢, h,u) to problem (IE[I) (IE{I)
in R? x [0, 7*] which satisfies (B.75)-(3.76). Please refer to [§] 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, ¢, h, u)
obtained in Proposition B.I5l for &~ = 0 and finish the proof of Theorem [T1]

Lemma 4.1. The following estimate holds
T*
sup ([ V2h|72 + [IVR?]|7,) +/ V3|32 dt < C. (4.1)
0<t<T* 0

Proof. Adding the equations (LI))3 and (BI3), using the operator V2 on the resulting equation
shows that

S(IV*hl: +1921)
<C+ [ divullz=)(IV kI3 + [V27][72) + OV ul s 4.2)
<C( + || divul| =) (V72 + [V?R?[72) + C(1 + |[|2[**Val[7. + [V 72),
where we have used the following elliptic estimate

[V2ul|Fn <C([|pa)Fn + |W2Vnl7 + (1 +n) VAR |3)
<C(1+ |[a- V|32 + |hVal3: + |[VR* V3. + ||R2V2n|32)
+C(I(1 4+ n)[VAP|72 + (1 +n)hV2h[[7,)

. . (4.3)
<C(L+ [|VAlzo[alle + [BlZ Val72 + (VA7 Vnl7a)
+ C(Ihll L 1V2nl72 + (1 + 0l Zo)VAIITs + (L + n)hll7 [V 2R]172)
<O+ [||l2|*Val|7. + [Val7s + V252 72).
Using the Gronwall’s inequality to (£.2), we have
sup ([|V?h|72 + IV2R?]|7.) < C. (4.4)
0<t<T*
Integrating the estimate (3] with respect to ¢, together with ([4]) yields
T*
/0 \|V3u||%2 dt < C. (4.5)
The estimate (A1) can be given by ([@4]) and (5. O
Lemma 4.2. The following estimate holds
T*
sup ([ V2 +/ el 22 dt < C. (4.6)
0<t<T™ 0

Proof. Setting v = u, then the method to deal with (£I0]) is similar as the way to get the
estimate (3:29). We need to establish additionally the estimate of — [V - (nVe)ny dz, i.e.

—/V ~(nVe)ny de <C(|[Vn| 2 Vel [l 2 + IVnll Ve pallnll 22)

+ Cllnel allAcl pallnaell L2 + [l Lo [ Al L2 10 £2) (4.7)
<ellnulfe + Cel Vel Vel 72
+ Ce(IVnl7al Vel zs + lInel Zall AcllFa + InlZ [ Ace]72).

Then using the Gronwall’s inequality, we can get (ZI0]). O
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Lemma 4.3. The following estimate holds

T*
sup (HV?’cH%Q—l—HV?’nH%Q)—i—/ Vel dt < C. (4.8)
0<t<T* 0

Proof. Using the LP theory to equation (LIl)9, it is easy to get
IVl < CllleellFpn + [ div (ew) G + [[nellzn) < € (4.9)

and

T*
|19l
0

T*
SC/O (leelFzz + [l div (cw) 32 + [Incll2) dt (4.10)

T*
SC/O L+ IV2elZe + lullZe V3l 22 + I VllZa[V2ellZa + llellZoe [|VPul|72) dt

<C.
Based on the estimate (£9]) and Lemma [£.2] using the LP theory to equation (L.]); to obtain

IV2nllzn <Clnliz + || div (nu) [0 + IV - (V) |)

<C+ | Vallz: + [VallZa Vel Za + Inl<V2ellZ2) (4.11)
<C.
The estimate (£8]) can be given by (@9)-(Z11]). O

Lemma 4.4. The following estimate holds
T*
V2n|2s + [|V4n||2,) dt < C. (4.12)
; (I ) 1

Proof. Setting v = u in (330), then the estimate of fOT* V2ne||3, dt is the same as ([B30). We
need to check fOT* [V - (nVc)i||2, dt. Through Lemma E3, we have

T*
/ IV - (nVe)| 2 dt
0

T*
SC/O (IVnelZ2 Vel + InelZall AclZa + [Vl [VerlZe + InliecllAcl2) dt

<C.

Combining the above estimate and ([B.30), we get f(;[* V2n||2, dt < C. Using the LP theory
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to equation (II)q, together with Lemmas ] and 3] to get
T*
|19l e
0
T*
SC/O (Ineli7g= + [l div (nu) |32 + |V - (V) [[372) it

T*
SC/O L+ V222 + ul7eo [[VERIZe + [Vl 2l V2nl|Zs + [[VllEe [[V2ull72) dt

(4.13)
r 2 3 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 112
e / (Ul I9%ull2 + V202 Vel 2o + [920]24 92624 dt
r 2 3 112 2 4 112
e /0 IVl V322 + [l [V 4c2) dt
<C.
]
Lemma 4.5. The following estimate holds
T*
sup Vil + [ bl dt < C (a.14)
0<t<T™ 0

Proof. Taking the operator V on equation ([Il)3, together with Lemma 1] to get
IVAelI72 < Clllullie V2R1172 + IVl 24 [ VA4 + [|R] 2 [ V?u]72) < C. (4.15)

Taking the derivative with respective to ¢ on equation (I1l)s, together with (£I5]) and Lemma
A1 we have

T*
| e ae
0

<O [ (il IVl -+ s vl + s 912 + i3] vy a1
<C,
where ¢ = 4/a,1/q +1/p = 1/2. The estimates (LI5) and (LI0) yield ([@I4). O
Lemma 4.6. The following estimate holds
s [Vl " (VFuels + 1V%wl%) d < C. (417)

Proof. Taking the equation (LI)4 with respect to ¢, multiplying the resulting equation by uy
and integrating over R? to get

d \) d
%E/|Vut|2dx+ (“‘; )5/(divut)2dx+/huftdx

1 1
:%(_§/ht|ut|2d:c_/htu'vu'utdx+5/((1+”)h2)tdivutdx)

1
+g/htt\ut]2dx+/(htu-Vu)t-utdac—/hut-Vu-uttdx—/hu-Vut-uttdx

1 1
-3 / ((1 + n)hQ)tt divu, dr — 3 /(hQVn)t cuy dr
7
d
=+ Z;J
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In the following, we estimate J; (i = 1,---,7) respectively. First we consider J;. Through the
equation (LI)3 and integrating by parts, we have

Ji EHhH%wHuHL‘X’||\/EutHL2Hvut”L2 + [[Vhu| < |V 2] Vul[7 4
A e V2920 g2 e+ 2] o [0 2 [P
+ [lnel 2 1l 7 e Vel 22+ 1L+ )| oo e | 2] div gl 2
<n[Vuel|72 + Cy.
The estimates of Jo to J5 can refer to [20]. Here we only give the result. i.e.
Ty + J3 + i+ Js < el|Vhug |72 + Co(lwilZo + [V uel|ze + [huel|72 + 1)
Then we estimate Jg. By Lemmas and L5, we have
Jo <C(|Ineell g2 |2l Zoe | divae] g2 + [lnel pallhll oo el 2 | div e | 2
L+ 0l zoe ([l Fa | divagll g2 + [[(1 4+ n) R poe Ve 22 || div ]| 2)
<C(L+ || divug|[ 72 + lneel7e + l[hell72)-
Finally, we estimate J;. Using Lemmas and shows that
Jo <C(Vhull g2l [Vl s [V El oo + [Vl 2 9] 2 VA )
<e|[Vhuy||3. + C-.
Combining all these estimates of J; (i = 1,---,7), choosing n = /4 and € = 1/4, we have

d d
%/|Vut|2dx+%/(divut)2dx+/huftdx

<C(IVuelzz + el + lheell 72 + Ineell72 +1).

Taking into account the compatibility condition (4], we can define

(4.18)

u(z,t=0) =g,
which implies
IV (-, 0)[72 = Va(, 0) = V(ag - Vug)|[72
<[IVglZz + C([VuollFz + [[uoll7e )| V>uol[72
<|IVal72 + C.
Using the Gronwall’s inequality to inequality (£I8]), together with Lemmas and 0] we have

*

sup HVutH%Q +/ ”\/Eutt”%g dt < C. (419)
0<t<T™* 0

Differentiating the equation ([LI))4 with respect to ¢, using the LP estimate to the resulting
equation, together with Lemma 1] .5 and ([A.I9) to get

T*
/ V2|2 dt
0
r 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
< / (el e 30 + [l e VRl 2 + 122 [l (902 + Al e 20 | Full2,) dt
T*
e / e 20 1 2+ 1Al e |2 [ 1+ ] [ 00] )

T*
+ C/O (el ZallBl 7 IV RNIZs + (L + n) | Zoe [1hel 72l VAIT2 + 11+ )l Foo [V e 72) dt

<C,
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where ¢ =4/a,1/q+ 1/p = 1/2. The above estimate combined with (£19) gives (L.I7). O

Lemma 4.7. The following estimate holds

*

sup (|[V2h)72 + V2 he|l72 + IVPull72) + / IV*ul|7. dt < C. (4.20)
0

0<t<T*

Proof. Taking the operator V3 on equation (I[CI))3, using Lemma [T} it is easy to get

d
7 IVPhlEe <CIVulgs + [Vulle + DI VRIZ: + OOV al7: + IV a7z + 1)
<C(|V*ul2s + [|Vul g + w20 + 1)I[V3h]2, (4.21)
+C(IVP2a + g2 + IV 22 + 1),

where we have used the following fact that

IVl

<C([uellZaIV?hlTe + VAT IVl Za + [l Vel 72 + V2R Zallull 7 |Vl Zee)
+ O (VA ZalIVulzs + VAL ullZee [ VZullZs + [[]|7 o [|VallZoe [ VZul|72)
+ C(lhullf= [ V?ullzo + VA2 72|Valie + VA2 |74 V20l 74) (4.22)
+ C (IRl 7 V20022 + IVl Za | BllE o [ VRIIZs + V7] e [V ANl
+O(l(L+n)h[7<[V21Z2)

<C(luelZo + 1V?uell 72 + [l Za[VAI72 + [ VPul[72 +1).

Using the Gronwall’s inequality to (£2I]), together with Lemmas [Tl and to get

sup || V3|2, < C. (4.23)
0<t<T*

Furthermore, integrating ([{.22]) with respect to ¢, combining with Lemma (1] 6] and (23]
to get

T*
/ [V*u|2, dt < C. (4.24)
0

Differentiating the equation (CLI])4 with respect to ¢, multiplying the resulting equation by V*u
and integrating over R? to get

g%/|v3u|2daz+ (M;)\)%/|V2(divu)|2d@“

<C(IV*alfs + el ol Zo + allzee VR + 7l F s lall7 e Va1 72)
+ C (|| oo VP |32 VAl G oo + 17| Foe (V][ 2 + (117 1Pl V0 7.0)
+ C(|hll 7 IV el 72 + el ZalAll7 e [V RIT4 + 11 + ) |7 | e 74V RIT4)
+ O (1 4+ n)hl[Feo|[Vhe 72,

(4.25)

where ¢ = 4/a,1/q+ 1/p = 1/2. According to ([@I9), [@24]), Lemma 1] A2 and 5 we have

sup [|[V3ul%, < C. (4.26)
0<t<T*
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Taking the operator V2 on equation ([Il)3, combining with (23], (£26), and Lemma E1] to
get

sup || V2hy|%,

0<t<T™*
4.2
<CUVARIZAIV s + VAl V22 + Al [ V3ulEe + allf V2RI (427
<C,
which together with ([@23]), [@24]), and (£26]) yield the estimate ([£.20]). O
Lemma 4.8. The following estimate holds
T*
sup ([[Vhu |72 + [wil7s/anpe + [V ull72) +/ t| Va7, dt < C. (4.28)
0<t<T* 0
Proof. Differentiating the equation (LI)4; with respect to t twice to get
huttt + hu - Vutt — ,uAutt — (,u + )\)V( div u)tt
=2div (hu)lltt + div (hll)tllt — (httu + 2htllt) -Vu— Q(hU)t . Vllt — hlltt -Vu (4 29)

— 2h2Vn — 2hhyVn — 4hhyNng — h2Vng — nghVh — 2nhy Vh — 2nshV hy

Multiplying the equation ([#29) by uy and integrating over R? to get

1d
55/huftdx—l—u/\Vutt]de—i—(u—i—)\)/(divutt)zdaﬂ

:2/ div (hu)uft dx +/ div (hu)yupuy dz — /httu -Vuuy do — 2 / hyug - Vauy do
-2 /(hu)t -Vwuy do — /hu?t -Vudr — 2 / hfutt -Vndx —2 / hhyay - Vndx
—4/hhtutt - Vny da — /hzutt - Vny dx — /ntthutt - Vhdz — Q/nthtutt - Vhdx
— Q/nthutt - Vhydr — /(1 + n)hyuy - Vhdr — 2 /(1 +n)hyuy - Vhy de

- /(1 + n)hutt . Vhtt dx

16
i=1

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

K+ Ko+ Ks+ Ky + K5 + Kg
<el|Vug |2 + CellVhuyll7> + Co(lluellZo + | Vue||3 +1).

Using Lemma [£12] 3] and A5 a straightforward computation shows that
K7 < [[Vhug|| g2Vl oo || e 4|V o < C(1VRug[72 + 1),

Ks < [[Vhuy| g2 | VR ool | 2| V| e < COIVRug |72 + el 72),
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and

Ko < [Vhug] g2 lhel| o Vel o [Vl oo < C(IVRwg |72 + [V204172).

Then we estimate K19 + K11. Through the integrating by parts and Lemma [£7] we have

KIO + K11 == / hlltt . thtt dr + /h2 div Uy Nt dx

<[IWhug|| 2 |V oo [ VR oo 100t | 2 + [[2l|300 || div wge|[ 22 || mee | 12
<e| divug||?2 + Co(|Vhug |32 + [Ine22).

Then we estimate K15. By Lemma [£.2] [4.5] and [4.7] we have

K12 :2/112515 . V’I’Lthth dr + 2/111515 . Vhtnth dr + 2/7’Ltht div utth dx

<C(IVhugl g2 bl pallVrell o IVR] e + [V R g2 [V oo gl oV e 4
+ N divag | ol pal[ e Lol 2| L)
<ell divugl[7: + Ce(IVhuy|72 + V0|72 +1)

and

Kis < [Vhugl| 2 [0 pal Vel g1 [ VBl 2 < O([VRug |72 +1).

Then we estimate K14. Using Lemmas and 4.7 we have

Ky g/h|u||Vu||Vn||Vh||utt|da:+/hu2|V2n||Vh||utt|dx+2/hu2|Vn||V2h||utt|dx
+/thWnHVhHVutt]dm—i-/h]uHVu\(l —|—n)]V2hHutt]dx+/huQ(l—i—n)\V?’hHutt\dx
+/hu2(1+n)|V2h||Vutt|dx+/ht|u|(1 +n)|Vh||Vutt|dx+/h|ut||Vn||Vh||utt|dx
—i—/h!ut\(l—l—n)\VQhHutt\dx—i—/h]ut\(l—i—n)]VhHVutt\dx

<e|Vuulfz + Ce(|Vhug |72 + [ue]|Zs +1).

Then we estimate K15. By Lemma [43] 5] and 4.7, we have

Kis g/h]uHVnHVhtHutt]dm—l—/h\u[(l—i—n)lvzhtl\uttldm—l—/h\ul(l—i—n)]VhtHVutt]dx

<[IVhagl| 2 (IV hl| 2 | VhuV | e + |V hel| 2 [VR(L + 1) 1)
+ IVag [ 2| Vhel| 2 [[hu(l + n) [ Lo

<e||Vug|72 + Co(||[Vhug |72 +1).
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Finally, we estimate K14. Using Lemma [4.1] [£.3] and L7 we have

Kig g/h|htt||utt||Vn|dx+/h|u||Vu||Vn||Vh||utt|dx+/h|u|2|V2n||Vh||utt|dx
+/h]u\Q\VnHVQhHutt]dx—i—/h\u[Q\VnHVhHVutt\dx
+/h|u||Vu|(1 +n)|V2h||utt|dx+/h|u|2|Vn||V2h||utt|dx
—i—/h!u\Q(l+n)\V3h\]utt\dx+/h]u\2(1 +n)|V2h||Vuy| dx
+/yhtuuy(1 —|—n)\VhHVutt]dx+/h\utHVnHVhHutt]dx

+ / h|ut|(1 + n)|V2h||utt| dx + / h|ut|(1 + n)|Vh||Vutt| dx + /(1 + n)h|htt||Vutt| dr
<e||Vuyll7s + Co(IVhuw| s + I hul7 + uel 7o +1).
Choosing € = 1/6, and then combining all these estimates about K; (i = 1,---,16) to get
d
— VR |72 + [ Va7
dt

<C(IVhul22 + l[wle + V2022 + V20l 22 + [0l 32 + [hull22 + 1)

Multiplying ([£30) by ¢, integrating the resulting equation with respect to ¢, using Lemma [£.2]
44 (23] and to get

(4.30)

*

sup t||\/ﬁutt||%2 —|—/ t||Vutt||%2 dt < C. (431)
0<t<T™* 0

Setting u = v in equation (B47), multiplying the resulting equation by |z|*/?u;, and then
integrating over R? to get

d . +))d . .
b [laler2wif? ar+ AL e aivi o+ [l nlif? i
= — x +Uu AT — x U - vnaxr — x U - Ve ax
/2 pany d *2p2y, - Vnd *2p2, - Vnyd
1 1
—5/\xlo‘/2ntut-Vh2dx— 5/\x!“/2(1+n)ut-Vh?dx—/]w\o‘/Qutdiv(hﬁ®u)dm
1

—/|x|a/2i1tdiv(h2Vn®u) dm—§/|x|a/2i1tdiv ((1—|—n)u®Vh2) dx

—,u/]x\a/QutA(u-Vu) dx—u/V(\x]a/2)ﬁt-Vudm— (u—ir)\)/V(]x\o‘/Q)ut divadz

—(u—i—)\)/\xlo‘/QV(div(u-Vu))iltdac—i—,u/]m\o‘/z div (u ® Au)u, dz

+ (4N / ||/ div (V(divu) @ u) do

14

=1

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

Ly + L+ L9+ Lo + L1 + L12 + L3

d . .
< U(t) + CIVal|Ze + [[l2]*2Val g + [ VuaullZ + uelfs + Vw72 + 1),
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where
[T(8)] < 220+ N ||[z[** Va7, + C|l|z**Vul[f. + C|[Vul|7..

Then we consider Ly + L. By Lemmas and L7, we have
Lo+ Ly :/|x|“/2u- Vh*a, - Vndz + 2/ |2|*/2h? div un, - Vi dz
- / |2|*/? 10, - Vn div (hu) da — / |2|*/? 0 h?ulAn da
:/\xlo‘/QhQ divuu, - Vndz — / |2|*? 0, h?ulAn d

. o 3 . «a 3
<[l VR | 2 (| |2 * 17| 2| divaVn e + [[|2]**h2 | g2 |[uAn]| )
<e|[a|*/*Vhiy|[72 + Ce([[[«]*/2h%|[ 72|k ] 2 + |V n]F2)-

Then we estimate L3. By Lemma[£2] and the definition of material derivative, we have
L3 :—/|x|a/2h21’1t-Vhda:+/|x|°‘/21'1t-V(u-Vn)h2 dz
) . 3 3 3
<2V R | a2 (|2 V| 2 [Pl Foe + 24Vl 2|22 V| oo + [[[2]%/*h2 | L2 ][uAn]| o)
<e|[|*/*Vhiy|[72 + Ce([[l2|**Vi| 72 + [l|lz|**Vul[F2 + [ V*n[|72 +1).

Then we estimate Ly. By Lemma [£7], we have

Ly :—/|x|a/2h1’1t-thdx+/|x|°‘/2u-Vnhilt-Vhdx

<[V Re 2[4 p2 | VAV R Lo + ([l VRe | 2|24V | g2 | VR - V| e
<ellle|**Vhie |72 + Ce([[[2*/*0l|Z + [[[2]*/2 V0|72 + 1).

Then we estimate Ls + Lg. By Lemma [47] we have

Ls+ Lg
:/\xW(l +n)uy - VA? divudx—i—/\x]o‘/Qﬁt V(1 4+ n)h? dx — %/ym\a/zut - Vnu - Vh? da
<[4V Ri |2 (1217 div ul| 2 | (1 4+ n)VAVA] oo + 2]/ A% |2 |(1 + n) V2u| )

+ 2]V 2 2]V 0| 2| VR - V|
<ellle|** Vit |72 + Co(lll2]*2 divul|Z2 + [V*ullZ: + [[[2*2Vn] 72 + 1).

Combining all these estimates about L; (i = 1--- ,14), together with (L8], we obtain
d /2 .12 d /20 Jio )2 /2y 12
7 |z|* | Val® dz + 7 |z|*“(diva)*de + [ |z|*“h|a|” dz

<C(ll]**Val|Ze + IVl 7. + 1V*nlZe + IVuel 7z + IV alF: + [[[2*2Vi| )
+ 2]V 22 + 2120 22 + [21°2V 0 72 + laellZo + V20l 72 +1).

(4.32)

Multiplying the inequality ([@32]) by ¢, integrating over R?, combining with Lemma 4] .6 {7
and ([@3) to get

T*
sup t]||z]%4| Va2, +/ ][]V a2, dt < C. (4.33)
0<t<T* 0
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It follows from Lemma [22] and ([433]) that

sup i 7sn < C sup ]| Via7. < C,
0<t<T™* 0<t<T*

which yields that

sup tluelZy. < C sup t([a2g + - Vuly.) < C. (4.34)
0<t<T™*

0<t<T™*
Using the LP theory to equation (I.T])4, we have

sup t| Vw2, <C, sup t|Viu|i, <C. (4.35)
0<t<T* 0<t<T*

The estimate ([{30]) can be given by ([@31]), [@34]), and (Z35). O
Lemma 4.9. The following estimate holds

sup 1| V2ellf3 + |V 'el) < C. (4.36)
0<t<T*

Proof. 1t is easy to get

T* T* T*
L/\m@ﬁs/ wm;ﬁ+/ (w- Vo)l dt
0 0 0

T
S/O (lewll e + el 2o VelZs + [l pee Ve 72) dt
<C.
Differentiating the equation (LI))2 with respect to t twice to get
¢ + (edivu)y = Acy — (ne)y. (4.37)
Multiplying the equation (37 by ¢; and integrating over R? to get
1d
2dt
=— /(cdiv u)yéy de + / V(u-Ve) Vérdr — /(nc)ttét dx

3
i=1

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

M, = — /Ctt divué dr — 2/Ct divugéy do — /Cdivuttét dx

& da + / \Ver|? da

<llewll e[| divual[pee|léellrz + [[eell zall div el palléel 2 + llefl poe || divue || pz (| ¢l 22
<C(llécllZz + llealZe + IV2uelZ2 + || divug|7. +1).
Then we consider Ms. Using Lemmas and [4.6] we have
My =— / Y, VeVeé dr — / W, V2eVeéy do — / VuVe Ve dr — / uV2e, Ve d

<1Vl 2 [ Vell oo [ Véel 12 + el 2ol V2el| o [ Ve 2
+[IVul| g [ Vel o[ Vel 2 + lallze Ve 2 [ Ve 2
<elVerlze + Ce(lluelZa + Ve 72).
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Finally, we consider the nonlinear term Ms. Through Lemma [4.2] we have

Mg = — /nttcc't dr — /ntctc't dr — /ncttc't dx

Sl ellellelléel 2 + Il zallcell Lalléell 2 + llnllzeellew |l 2lléll 2
<C(leellz2 + Ineellz2 + llewlze + 1)

Combining all these estimates about M; and choosing ¢ = 1/2; we have

d,. 2
= v
el +I1Vellr: (4.38)
<O(lleallze + ez + IVell7z + | divuglZe + well7e + [Verll7z + lnelZ2 +1).

Multiplying the inequality (£38]) by t, then using the Gronwall’s inequality, together with
Lemma [£2] 1.6l and E.8] to get

T*
wpﬂﬂ@+/ﬁﬂww;ﬁga (4.39)
0<t<T* 0

Through the elliptic estimate to equation (ILI))2, together with (A39) and Lemma [0l we have

sup t[|V3¢|[72

0<t<T*
<C sup t(lléelza + llee divulZ + [ledivu|Zs + [lneelZ2 + |[ne|Z2) (4.40)
0<t<T™*
<C
and
sup ]| Vie|f. < sup Ct(|VEallZ: + [V (cw)Z. + [V (no)llZ:) < C. (4.41)
0<t<T™* 0<t<T™
Combining the estimates ([@.40) and ([@41]), we complete the proof of (£30]). O
Lemma 4.10. The following estimate hold
sup_ (|22, + [V4n|[2,) < C. (1.42)
o<t<T™*

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

T*
| ldzar<c.
0

Differentiating the equation (LI]); with respect to ¢ twice, then multiplying the resulting equa-
tion by 7; and integrating over R? to get

1d
2dt
= — /(’I’L div u)tmt dr — /A(u . V’I’L)tht + /(’I’L . VC)ttV’I;Lt dx.

nfdx+/|vm|2dx
(4.43)

For the nonlinear term f (n-Ve)yVng dz, through Lemmas and [£3] we have

/(n . VC)tcht dx

Slnallz2IVellzoe [Vl 2 + Il sl Ve all Vil 2 + ([0l e IV el 2|V | 2
<e||Viul[fz + Ce(llnael| 72 + [V2erll72 + | Veull72 + 1)
<e|Viu|72 + Celllnullzz + V2el72 + [Véll7e + [lullZe + 1),
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where we use the following fact

henl
512 2 2,112 2 2 2
<CUIVélze + [V Velgz + [lug - V|72 + [VaVe |7z + [u- Viell7:)
<C(|Veérl[fz + IVuell72 Vel 2o + el 2o V2elZo + [VulFoo [Verl 7o + [ulZoe [V 72)
<C(IVéelze + luele + Ve 72)-
(4.44)

The estimates of the other two nonlinear terms on the right side of ([£43]) are the same as M;
and M. Here we omit. (L43]) can be written as

d, . : : :
Zliulza + 1Vllze <CURllZe + lInullze + 1V w72 + T divuge|72 + [ulZq)

(4.45)
+ OVl 72 + IV2ell72 + [[Veéel|72 + 1).
Multiplying ([4.45)) by ¢, together with Lemma [A.2] [4.4] [4.6] [1.8] and [4.9] we have
T*
sup ]}l +/ V|12 dt < C. (4.46)
0<t<T* 0

Through elliptic estimate, we have

sup t|V2nel7e <O sup t(|[fel7e + [(ndiva)|fe + |V - (nVe)el72) <O (447)
0<t<T* 0<t<T*
and
sup #|[Vin[z. < C sup t(|VPnellZ + [V (nu)|72 + [V (nVe)|72) < C. (4.48)
0<t<T* 0<t<T*
Combining the estimates ([@.47) and ([£48]), we obtain ([A.42]). O

Now we prove our main result about Theorem [LT]
Proof of Theorem I If i = 0, Proposition and Lemmas show Theorem LT It
remains to prove that (n,c, h,u) becomes a classical solution for positive time, that is for any
T € (0,77,
ne, V°n, ¢, V¢, hy, Vh, wy, Vue C(@x [,T7]).

It follows from Proposition B8l Lemma [£7 and 8] that for any 7 € (0,7],

sup ||V2ul gz < C(7), (4.49)
T<t<T*

which together with (VZu), € L?(R? x (0,T*)) gives that for p € (2, +00),
Viue C([r,T*; H' n WP) — C(R? x [, T*]). (4.50)

Lemmas and [£.§] give that

T*
sup  ([Jugl 870 + [[Vue| gr) +/ HVUttH%Q dt < C(7), (4.51)
T<t<T* .

which implies for p € (2,+00), we have

Vu, € C([r,T*]; L* N LP). (4.52)
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It follows from ({.51]) and ([@52) that
w; € C(R2 x [r,T"]). (4.53)
The proof of ny, ¢, € C(R2 x [1,T*]) is the same as [@53) and V2n, VZe € C(R2 x [r,T*]) is the
same as (LBH0). Here we omit. Lemma [AT] 4.5 and [£7] show that
Vh e L*®(0,T*; H?), Vh, € L®(0,T*; L?),
which yields that for p € (2, +00),
Vh e C([0,T*); H nWP) — C(R2 x [0,T*]). (4.54)

It follows from (L1)3, (£50), and ([@54]) that
hi € C(R2 x [0, T*]).

If h > 0, after bounding ||u/|;2 and |||/ ;2 through Lemma 21l we obtain Theorem [T as above.
Hence, the proof of Theorem [[L1] is completed.
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