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THE INCOMPRESSIBLE LIMIT OF THE EQUATIONS OF

COMPRESSIBLE IDEAL MAGNETO-HYDRODYNAMICS WITH

PERFECTLY CONDUCTING BOUNDARY

PAOLO SECCHI

Abstract. We consider the initial-boundary value problem in the halfspace for the
system of equations of ideal Magneto-Hydrodynamics with a perfectly conducting wall
boundary condition. We show the convergence of solutions to the solution of the equa-
tions of incompressible MHD as the Mach number goes to zero. Because of the char-
acteristic boundary, where a loss of regularity in the normal direction to the boundary
may occur, the convergence is shown in suitable anisotropic Sobolev spaces which take
account of the singular behavior at the boundary.

1. Introduction

We consider the equations of ideal Magneto-Hydrodynamics (MHD) for the motion
of an electrically conducting fluid, where ”ideal” means that the effect of viscosity and
electrical resistivity is neglected (see [7]):

ρp(p
λ)(∂t + vλ · ∇)pλ + ρλ∇ · vλ = 0, (1.1a)

ρλ(∂t + (vλ · ∇))vλ + λ2∇pλ + µHλ × (∇×Hλ) = 0, (1.1b)

(∂t + (vλ · ∇))Hλ − (Hλ · ∇)vλ +Hλ∇ · vλ = 0. (1.1c)

Here the pressure pλ = pλ(t, x), the velocity field vλ = vλ(t, x) = (vλ1 , v
λ
2 , v

λ
3 ), the magnetic

field Hλ = Hλ(t, x) = (Hλ
1 ,H

λ
2 ,H

λ
3 ) are unknown functions of time t and space variables

x = (x1, x2, x3). The density ρλ is given by the equation of state ρλ = ρ(pλ) where
ρ > 0 and ∂ρ/∂p ≡ ρp > 0 for p > 0. The magnetic permeability µ is set equal to 1
without loss of generality. The coefficient λ is essentially the inverse of the Mach number.
We denote ∂t = ∂/∂t, ∂i = ∂/∂xi,∇ = (∂1, ∂2, ∂3) and use the conventional notations of
vector analysis. The system (1.1) is supplemented with the divergence constraint

∇ ·Hλ = 0 (1.2)

on the initial data.
We study the initial-boundary value problem corresponding to a perfectly conducting

wall boundary condition. Set Ω = R
3
+ = {x1 > 0} and let us denote its boundary by

Γ. We also denote QT = (0, T ) × Ω, ΣT = (0, T ) × Γ and denote by ν = (−1, 0, 0) the
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2 P. SECCHI

unit outward normal to Γ. We are interested in the study of the initial-boundary value
problem under the boundary conditions

vλ · ν = 0, Hλ · ν = 0 on ΣT. (1.3)

System (1.1) – (1.3) is supplemented with initial conditions

(pλ, vλ,Hλ)|t=0 = (pλ0 , v
λ
0 ,H

λ
0 ) in Ω. (1.4)

We study the singular limit as λ → +∞. The limit equations to system (1.1) - (1.3) are

ρ(∂t + (w · ∇))w +∇π +B × (∇×B) = 0,
∂tB + (w · ∇)B − (B · ∇)w = 0
∇ · w = 0, ∇ ·H = 0, in QT ,
w · ν = 0, B · ν = 0 on ΣT ,
(w,B)|t=0 = (w0, B0) in Ω,

(1.5)

where ρ = ρ(0) and w0 is such that ∇ · w0 = 0 in Ω and w0 · ν = 0 on Γ and analogously
for B0.

(1.1) - (1.3) is an example of initial boundary value problem for quasilinear symmetric
hyperbolic systems with characteristic boundary. Because of a possible loss of derivatives
in the normal direction to the boundary, see [5, 33], in general the solution of such mixed
problems is not in the usual Sobolev space Hm(Ω), as for the non-characteristic case,
but in the anisotropic weighted Sobolev space Hm

∗ (Ω) (the definition is given in the next
section). Problem (1.1) - (1.3) was first studied by Yanagisawa and Matsumura [36]. As
regards the loss of regularity for the solutions of the MHD equations, Ohno-Shirota [20]
prove that a mixed problem for the linearized MHD equations is ill-posed in Hm(Ω) for
m ≥ 2. A general regularity theory for linear and quasilinear systems with characteristic
boundary may be found in [21, 26, 27], see also [9]. The application to (1.1) - (1.3) is given
in [25], where we prove the well-posedness in the sense of Hadamard in the space Hm

∗ (Ω).
In [30] we improve the result of [25] as we show the solvability in the anisotropic Sobolev
space Hm

∗∗(Ω), hence obtaining a better regularity than in Hm
∗ (Ω). This also allows to

decrease the smallest order of regularity from m ≥ 8 to m ≥ 6.
The initial-boundary value problem for the incompressible MHD equations (1.4) was

studied in [24].
As is well-known from Fluid Mechanics, one can derive formally the incompressible

models such as the Navier-Stokes equations, the Euler equations or the system (1.5) from
the compressible ones, namely the compressible Navier-Stokes, Euler equations or the
equations of ideal MHD. This corresponds to passing to the limit in the appropriate
non dimensional form as the Mach number goes to zero. This formal derivation is the
argument of many papers in the case of the Euler equations, see [3, 16, 17, 18], the papers
[2, 10, 11, 34] where the phenomenon of the initial layer is considered; the papers [1, 23, 28]
in the presence of the boundary. In the MHD case, the rigorous derivation of (1.4) from
the non dimensional system (1.1) - (1.3) is shown in [4, 12, 14, 15, 16]. See also [6, 8, 13, 22]
for the small Alfvén number limit.

In the present paper we show such derivation for the initial-boundary value problem
(1.1)–(1.3). While for the periodic boundary conditions the analysis is essentially a repe-
tition of that for the Euler equations, in our case we need completely different and much
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more subtle arguments. Because of the above mentioned singular behavior at the bound-
ary, we work in the anisotropic Sobolev space Hm

∗∗(Ω).
The most difficult part is to prove the uniform estimate (2.10) in Theorem 2.2. Sections

3 and 4 are dedicated to this proof. We adapt the approach of [30], by first proving the
apriori estimates of purely tangential and tangential and first order normal derivatives.
Then we show separate apriori estimates of the higher normal derivatives of the non-
characteristic part of the solution, that is the part corresponding to the invertible part
of the boundary matrix, and the characteristic part of the solution. At this point it
is crucial to exploit the higher regularity of the non-characteristic part in the function
space Hm

∗∗∗(Ω), with respect to the regularity of the characteristic part in the other space
Hm

∗∗(Ω). A particular care is needed for the proof of the equivalence of the weighted normal
derivative with a function vanishing at the boundary, in terms of the anisotropic regularity
of the function, and the conormal derivative. The proof of the uniform estimate is totally
depending on the general structure (2.7) of the equations, as highlighted in [17], so we
believe that the same method could work for other problems with characteristic boundary
and a similar structure.

The convergence is shown in the presence of or without the initial layer in Theorems 2.3
and 2.4 respectively, depending whether the limiting initial velocity w0 satisfies div w0 6= 0
or divw0 = 0. For, we use a compactness argument and, in the first case, also exploit the
asymptotic behavior of solutions to the linearized acoustic equations in the unbounded
domain following the argument of [10]. A similar argument shows the strong convergence
of the gradient of the total pressure, see (2.15), Theorem 2.4. The proofs of Theorems 2.3
and 2.4 are given in Sections 5 and 6, respectively.

Recently there appeared the paper [35], where the authors study the same problem with
a different approach.

2. Formulation of the problem, notations and main results

Let us introduce the total pressure qλ = λpλ+(1/2λ)|Hλ|2. In terms of qλ the equation
for the pressure (1.1a) takes the form

ρλp
ρλ

{(∂t + vλ · ∇)qλ −
Hλ

λ
· (∂t + (vλ · ∇))Hλ}+ λ∇ · vλ = 0, (2.1)

where it is understood that ρλ = ρ(qλ/λ − (1/2)|Hλ/λ|2) and similarly for ρλp . Since

Hλ × (∇×Hλ) = (1/2)∇|Hλ|2 − (Hλ · ∇)Hλ, the equation for the velocity (1.1b) takes
the form

ρλ(∂t + (vλ · ∇))vλ + λ∇qλ − (Hλ · ∇)Hλ = 0. (2.2)

Finally we derive ∇ · vλ from (2.1) and rewrite the equation for the magnetic field (1.1c)
as

(∂t+(vλ ·∇))Hλ−(Hλ ·∇)vλ−
Hλ

λ

ρλp
ρλ

{(∂t+vλ ·∇)qλ−
Hλ

λ
·(∂t+(vλ ·∇))Hλ} = 0. (2.3)
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We rewrite (2.1)–(2.3) as




ρp/ρ 0 −(ρp/ρ)H
λ/λ

0T ρI3 03
−(ρp/ρ)(H

λ/λ)T 03 aλ0



 ∂t





qλ

vλ

Hλ



+





(ρp/ρ)v
λ · ∇ λ∇· −(ρp/ρ)(H

λ/λ)vλ · ∇
λ∇ ρvλ · ∇I3 −Hλ · ∇I3

−(ρp/ρ)(H
λ/λ)T vλ · ∇ −Hλ · ∇I3 aλ0v

λ · ∇









qλ

vλ

Hλ



 = 0 ,

(2.4)

where 0 = (0, 0, 0) and

aλ0 = I3 + (ρp/ρ)(H
λ/λ)⊗ (Hλ/λ).

It is well known that the constraint (1.2) can be seen just as a restriction on the initial
value Hλ

0 . Under this restriction, (2.4) is equivalent to (1.1). The quasilinear symmetric
system (2.4) is hyperbolic if the state equation ρ = ρ(p, S) satisfies the hyperbolicity
condition:

ρ > 0, ρp > 0. (2.5)

We write (2.4) in compact form as

Luλ = A0∂tu
λ +

n
∑

j=1

(Aj + λCj)∂ju
λ = 0 , (2.6)

where uλ = (qλ, vλ,Hλ) and where the coefficient matrices have the special structure (see
[17])

Aj = Aj(u
λ, uλ/λ) j = 1, 2, 3, (2.7a)

A0 = A0(u
λ/λ) (2.7b)

Cj are constant symmetric matrices (2.7c)

Aν :=

3
∑

j=1

Ajνj = −A1 ≡ 0 on ΣT . (2.7d)

Let us define

M =

(

0 ν 0 0
0 0 ν 0

)

,

uλ0 = (qλ0 , v
λ
0 ,H

λ
0 ) where qλ0 = λpλ0 + (1/2λ)|Hλ

0 |
2. We rewrite (1.1), (1.2), (1.3) as

Luλ = 0 on QT ,
Muλ = 0 on ΣT ,
uλ|t=0 = uλ0 on Ω.

(2.8)

When, as in (2.8), we multiply matrices by vectors, vectors have always to be considered
as column vectors.

Let us introduce some notations. Let Hm(Ω) be the usual Sobolev space of order
m, m = 1, 2, ..., and let || · ||m denotes its norm. The norm of L2(Ω) is denoted by || · ||, the
norm of Lp(Ω), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, by | · |p. Let σ ∈ C∞(R+) be a monotone increasing function
such that σ(x1) = x1 in a neighborhood of the origin and σ(x1) = 1 for any x1 large
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enough. Let us introduce the differential operator in the tangential directions (conormal
derivative)

∂α
∗ = (σ(x1)∂1)

α1∂α2

2 ∂α3

3

where α = (α1, α2, α3), |α| = α1 + α2 + α3. Given m ≥ 1, the function space Hm
∗ (Ω)

is defined as the set of functions u ∈ L2(Ω) such that ∂α
∗ ∂

k
1u ∈ L2(Ω) if |α| + 2k ≤ m.

Derivatives are considered in the distribution sense. Hm
∗ (Ω) is normed by

||u||2m,∗ =
∑

|α|+2k≤m

||∂α
∗ ∂

k
1u||

2.

In the sequel we will refer to |α| + 2k as to the order of the operator ∂α
∗ ∂

k
1 . Thus the

normal derivative behaves in Hm
∗ like a differential operator of order two. We also define

other function spaces.
The space Hm

∗∗(Ω), m ≥ 1, consists of the functions u ∈ L2(Ω) such that ∂α
∗ ∂

k
1u ∈ L2(Ω)

if |α|+ 2k ≤ m+ 1, |α| ≤ m. Hm
∗∗(Ω) is normed by

||u||2m,∗∗ =
∑

α,k

||∂α
∗ ∂

k
1u||

2

where the sum is taken over all multi-indices α and indices k such that |α| + 2k ≤ m +
1, |α| ≤ m.

The spaceHm
∗∗∗(Ω), m ≥ 1, consists of the functions u ∈ L2(Ω) such that ∂α

∗ ∂
k
1u ∈ L2(Ω)

if |α| ≤ m and if |α| + 2k ≤ m + 2 for k ≥ 2, |α| + 2k ≤ m + 1 for k = 1. Hm
∗∗∗(Ω) is

normed by

||u||2m,∗∗∗ =
∑

α,k

||∂α
∗ ∂

k
1u||

2

where the sum is taken over all multi-indices α and indices k such that |α|+ 2k ≤ m+ 2
if k ≥ 2, |α|+ 2k ≤ m+ 1 if k = 1, and such that |α| ≤ m. Clearly

Hm(Ω) →֒ Hm
∗∗∗(Ω) →֒ Hm

∗∗(Ω) →֒ Hm
∗ (Ω) ⊂ Hm

loc(Ω),

Hm
∗ (Ω) →֒ H [m

2
](Ω), Hm

∗∗(Ω) →֒ H [m+1

2
](Ω),

where [m2 ] and [m+1
2 ] denote the integer part of m

2 and m+1
2 , respectively. In particular

H1
∗∗(Ω) = H1(Ω). For the sake of convenience we set H0

∗∗∗(Ω) = H0
∗∗(Ω) = H0

∗ (Ω) =
L2(Ω). Let X be a Banach space and let T > 0; then C([0, T ];X), L∞(0, T ;X) de-
note respectively the space of continuous and essentially bounded functions defined on
[0, T ] taking values in X. Ck([0, T ];X) denotes the space of k-continuously differentiable
functions on [0, T ] with values in X; W k,∞(0, T ;X) is the space of essentially bounded
functions together with the derivatives up to order k, defined on [0, T ] taking values in X.
We define

CT (H
m
∗ ) =

m
⋂

k=0

Ck([0, T ];Hm−k
∗ (Ω)), L∞

T (Hm
∗ ) =

m
⋂

k=0

W k,∞(0, T ;Hm−k
∗ (Ω));

the norm is (ess sup in the second case)

|||u|||m,∗,T = sup
[0,T ]

|||u(t)|||m,∗,



6 P. SECCHI

where

|||u(t)|||2m,∗ =

m
∑

k=0

||∂k
t u(t)||

2
m−k,∗ =

∑

|γ|+2h≤m

||∂γ
⋆ ∂

h
1u(t)||

2,

for γ = (k, α), |γ| = k + |α|, ∂γ
⋆ = ∂k

t ∂
α
∗ . We also define

CT (H
m
∗∗) =

m
⋂

k=0

Ck([0, T ];Hm−k
∗∗ (Ω)), L∞

T (Hm
∗∗) =

m
⋂

k=0

W k,∞(0, T ;Hm−k
∗∗ (Ω)),

with the norm (ess sup in the second case)

|||u|||m,∗∗,T = sup
[0,T ]

|||u(t)|||m,∗∗,

where

|||u(t)|||2m,∗∗ =

m
∑

k=0

||∂k
t u(t)||

2
m−k,∗∗ =

∑

γ,h

||∂γ
⋆ ∂

h
1u(t)||

2,

the last sum being taken over all the indices γ = (k, α), |γ| = k + |α|, ∂γ
⋆ = ∂k

t ∂
α
∗ , and h

such that |γ|+ 2h ≤ m+ 1, |γ| ≤ m. Moreover we define the seminorm

||[u(t)]||2m,∗∗ =
m
∑

k=0

|[∂k
t u(t)]|

2
m−k,∗∗ =

∑

γ,h

||∂γ
⋆ ∂

h
1u(t)||

2,

the last sum being taken over all the indices γ = (k, α), |γ| = k + |α|, ∂γ
⋆ = ∂k

t ∂
α
∗ , and h

such that 1 ≤ |γ| + 2h ≤ m+ 1, |γ| ≤ m. Similarly we define CT (H
m),L∞

T (Hm) by using

Hm−k(Ω) instead of Hm−k
∗∗ (Ω). The norm is denoted by ||| · |||m,T . In the present context

of the study of the singular limit as λ → ∞, it is convenient to introduce in CT (H
m
∗∗) the

following weighted norm

|||u|||m,∗∗,λ,T = sup
[0,T ]

|||u(t)|||m,∗∗,λ,

where

|||u(t)|||2m,∗∗,λ =

m
∑

k=0

||λ−k∂k
t u(t)||

2
m−k,∗∗.

For each fixed λ, |||u(t)|||m,∗∗,λ is equivalent to |||u(t)|||m,∗∗. Moreover we define the cor-
responding seminorm

||[u(t)]||2m,∗∗,λ =

m
∑

k=0

|[λ−k∂k
t u(t)]|

2
m−k,∗∗ =

∑

γ,h

||λ−k∂γ
⋆ ∂

h
1u(t)||

2,

the last sum being taken over all the indices γ = (k, α), |γ| = k + |α|, ∂γ
⋆ = ∂k

t ∂
α
∗ , and h

such that 1 ≤ |γ|+ 2h ≤ m+ 1, |γ| ≤ m.

Given the system (2.7) for uλ, we recursively define u
λ(k)
0 , k ≥ 1, by formally taking

k − 1 time derivatives of the equations, solving for ∂k
t u

λ and evaluating it at time t = 0;

for k = 0, u
λ(0)
0 = uλ0 . We set

|||uλ0 |||
2
m,∗∗ =

m
∑

k=0

||u
λ(k)
0 ||2m−k,∗∗, |||uλ0 |||

2
m,∗∗,λ =

m
∑

k=0

||λ−ku
λ(k)
0 ||2m−k,∗∗.
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We use the same notations for spaces of scalar, vector valued or matrix valued functions.
Throughout the paper we will denote by C generic constants which may vary from line
to line or even in the same line. Other constants are denoted by Ki, suitable increasing
functions are denoted by Φ,Φi.

The following theorem gives the existence of solutions of (2.7) in Hm
∗∗(Ω) for fixed λ.

From it one can easily obtain an existence theorem for the original system (1.1) - (1.3)
with pλ instead of qλ. The proof of the theorem may be found in [30]; the result improves
the existence result in Hm

∗ (Ω) of Yanagisawa-Matsumura [36] and the author [25].

Theorem 2.1 ([30] Existence). Let m ≥ 6 be an integer and λ > 0. Let ρ ∈ Cm+1 and
uλ0 = (qλ0 , v

λ
0 ,H

λ
0 ) ∈ Hm(Ω), pλ0 = qλ0/λ− (1/2)|Hλ

0 /λ|
2 be such that ρ(pλ0 ) > 0, ρp(p

λ
0 ) > 0

in Ω, ∇ · Hλ
0 = 0 in Ω. The data satisfy the compatibility conditions v

λ(k)
0 · ν = 0, k =

0, . . . ,m− 1,Hλ
0 · ν = 0 on Γ.

Then there exists Tλ > 0 such that the mixed problem (2.8) has a unique solution
uλ = (qλ, vλ,Hλ) ∈ CTλ

(Hm
∗∗) with ρ(pλ) > 0, ρp(p

λ) > 0 for pλ = qλ/λ − (1/2)|Hλ/λ|2,

∇ ·Hλ = 0 in QTλ
. Moreover ν · ∂k

t v
λ(t)|Γ ∈ Hm−k−1/2(Γ), k = 0, . . . , m− 1, ν ·Hλ(t)|Γ ∈

Hm−1/2(Γ), for each t ∈ [0, Tλ].

The following theorems give the results about the singular limit λ → ∞.

Theorem 2.2 (Uniform boundedness). Let m ≥ 6 be an integer and let the assumptions
of Theorem 2.1 be satisfied. Assume that

||uλ0 ||m ≤ K1 ∀λ ≥ 1, (2.9)

where K1 is independent of λ. Then for each λ ≥ 1 there exists a unique solution uλ =
(qλ, vλ,Hλ) ∈ CT (H

m
∗∗) of (2.8) in QT , where T is independent of λ. The solutions satisfy

the uniform estimate

|||uλ|||m,∗∗,λ,T + |||∂tH
λ|||m−1,∗∗,λ,T ≤ K2 ∀λ ≥ 1, (2.10)

with K2 independent of λ.

If the divergence ∇ · w0 6= 0, then the initial layer appears as for the Euler equations
[2, 10, 11, 34].

Theorem 2.3 (Weak convergence). Let the assumptions of Theorem 2.2 hold and let
(w0, B0) ∈ Hm(Ω) where ∇ ·B0 = 0 in Ω, B0 · ν = 0 on Γ. Assume also that

limλ→+∞(||vλ0 − w0||m,∗∗ + ||Hλ
0 −B0||m,∗∗) = 0. (2.11)

Then

uλ = (qλ, vλ,Hλ) → (0, w,B) weakly − ∗ in L∞(0, T ;Hm
∗∗(Ω)), (2.12a)

vλ → w strongly in Cloc((0, T ] × Ω), (2.12b)

Hλ → B in C([0, T ];Hm−1
∗,loc (Ω)), (2.12c)

ρλ → ρ in C([0, T ];Hm
∗∗(Ω)), (2.12d)

as λ → +∞, where (w,B) is the unique solution of (1.5) with initial conditions

w|t=0 = PSw0, B|t=0 = B0,
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where PS is the projection onto the solenoidal subspace incident to the Helmholtz decom-
position.

Remark 2.1. (i) In (2.12b), (0, T ] cannot be replaced by [0, T ] because in general w satisfies
w|t=0 = PSw0 instead of w|t=0 = w0, so that the initial layer develops since the convergence
is not uniform near t = 0.

(ii) The convergence in C([0, T ];Hm−1
∗,loc (Ω)) is the convergence in C([0, T ];Hm−1

∗ (Ω ∩

B(0, r))) for every r > 0; a Sobolev imbedding shows that it implies the strong convergence
in Cloc([0, T ] × Ω).

The next theorem gives the strong convergence for well-prepared initial data.

Theorem 2.4 (Strong convergence). Assume the hypotheses of Theorems 2.2 and 2.3.
Let w0 be such that ∇ · w0 = 0 in Ω, w0 · ν = 0 on Γ and let (w,B) ∈ CT (H

m) be the
corresponding solution to (1.5). Assume also that

λ||∇qλ0 ||m−1 + λ||∇ · vλ0 ||m−1 ≤ K ′
1 ∀λ ≥ 1, (2.13)

where K ′
1 is independent of λ. Then

|||uλ|||m,∗∗,λ,T + |||∂tu
λ|||m−1,∗∗,λ,T + λ|||∇qλ|||m−1,∗∗,λ,T + λ|||∇ · vλ|||m−1,∗∗,λ,T ≤ K ′

2

(2.14)
for all λ ≥ 1, where K ′

2 and T are independent of λ. Moreover as λ → +∞

qλ → 0, vλ → w in C([0, T ];Hm−1
∗,loc (Ω)), (2.15a)

λ∇qλ = ∇(λ2pλ + |Hλ|2/2) → ∇(π + |B|2/2) in Cloc((0, T ] × Ω). (2.15b)

Remark 2.2. (i) The existence of the solution (w,B) to (1.5) in the class CT (H
m) is

shown in [24]; the total pressure π in (1.5) is defined up to a constant and such that
∇π ∈ CT (H

m−1).
(ii) From (2.2), (2.11)–(2.13) we know that (ρλ∂tv

λ + λ2∇pλ)|t=0 → (ρ∂tw + ∇π)|t=0

and that λ2∇pλ0 is uniformly bounded; however we don’t know whether this last term
converges to ∇π|t=0. Therefore one can’t obtain in (2.15b) a uniform convergence near

t = 0. If m ≥ 6, from (2.12c) we can obtain ∇|Hλ|2 → ∇|B|2 in Cloc([0, T ] × Ω), so that
we can improve (2.15b) to λ2∇pλ → ∇π in Cloc((0, T ] × Ω).

3. Proof of a preliminary a priori estimate

In this section we drop for convenience the index λ. Suppose that the assumptions of
Theorem 2.2 hold. Let a0, depending increasingly on ω−1, be such that 0 < a0 < 1 and

2a0I7 ≤ A0(u0/λ) ≤ (2a0)
−1I7 in Ω,∀λ ≥ 1.

Moreover, let R > 0 be such that

|ρ(p0)|+ |(ρp/ρ)(p0)| ≤ R/2 in Ω,∀λ ≥ 1.

Let u be a sufficiently smooth solution of (1.1)-(1.3), without giving for the moment the
precise definition; it is understood that the following computation for deriving the apriori
estimate can be carried out legitimately. Given T > 0, we assume that u satisfies

a0I7 ≤ A0(u/λ) ≤ a−1
0 I7, |ρ|+ |ρp/ρ| ≤ R,

|||u|||5,∗∗,λ ≤ K in QT , ∀λ ≥ 1.
(3.1)
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Lemma 3.1. Let u be a sufficiently smooth solution of (2.7) satisfying (3.1). The matrices
A0 = A0(u/λ), A = (A1, A2, A3) = A(u, u/λ) of (2.4), (2.5) satisfy

||[A0]||m,∗∗,λ ≤ λ−1Φ(R,K)|||u|||m,∗∗,λ, (3.2a)

|||Aj |||m,∗∗,λ ≤ Φ(R,K)|||u|||m,∗∗,λ j = 1, 2, 3, (3.2b)

|Div ~A|∞ ≤ Φ(R,K), (3.2c)

for all t ∈ [0, T ], λ ≥ 1, where Div ~A = ∂tA0+
∑

j ∂jAj and where Φ is a suitable increasing
function independent of λ.

Proof. By the change of scale τ = λt, ||[A0(u(t)/λ)]||m,∗∗,λ = ||[A0(u(τ/λ)/λ)]||m,∗∗ ,
|||u(t)|||m,∗∗,λ = |||u(τ/λ)|||m,∗∗ . Lemma A.2 and Theorem A.1 yield (here ∂⋆ includes
∂/∂τ)

||[A0(u(t)/λ)]||m,∗∗,λ = ||[A0(u(τ/λ)/λ)]||m,∗∗

≤ |||∂⋆A0((u(τ/λ)/λ)|||m−1,∗∗ + |||∂1A0(u(τ/λ)/λ)|||m−1,∗

≤ Φ(R,K)|||u(τ/λ)/λ|||m,∗∗ = Φ(R,K)|||u(t)/λ|||m,∗∗,λ

≤ λ−1Φ(R,K)|||u(t)|||m,∗∗,λ

for all λ ≥ 1. (3.2b) follows by a similar computation and Lemma A.3. Moreover we have

Div ~A = ∂A0

∂u λ−1∂tu +
∑

j(
∂Aj

∂u + λ−1 ∂Aj

∂u/λ)∂ju. From Lemma A.2 we obtain (3.2c) since

λ−1∂tu, ∂2u, ∂3u ∈ CT (H
m−1
∗∗ ) and ∂1u ∈ CT (H

m−2
∗∗ ) →֒ C0

B(Ω). �

Observe that the differentiation of A0 gives one λ−1 that can be associated to ∂tu
and used as the weight for ∂t in the Hm

∗∗ norms. This fact shows the importance of the
dependence of A0 only on u/λ, as pointed out in [17]. We will denote

|||A|||m,∗∗,λ = ||[A0(u(t)/λ)]||m,∗∗,λ +
∑

j |||Aj |||m,∗∗,λ. (3.3)

Let U be a sufficiently smooth solution of

A0∂tU +
∑n

j=1(Aj + λCj)∂jU = F, (3.4)

where the matrix coefficients are evaluated at u and F is a given vector field. For conve-
nience let us set

∫

=
∫

Ω dx.

Lemma 3.2. Let the solution U = (Q,V,W ) of (3.4) (with Q ∈ R and V,W ∈ R
2) be

such that

either Q = 0 or V1 = 0 on ΣT . (3.5)

Then

a0||U(t)||2 ≤ a−1
0 ||U(0)||2 +

∫ t

0
(2

∫

F · U + |Div ~A|∞||U ||2)ds, (3.6)

for all t ∈ [0, T ], λ ≥ 1.

Proof. We multiply (3.4) by U and integrate over Ω. An integration by parts and standard
calculations give

d
dt

∫

A0U · U =
∫

∂Ω(A1 + λC1)U · U +
∫

(2F +Div ~AU) · U (3.7)
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Here we use ∂j(λCj) = 0. In our case

(A1 + λC1)U · U = 2λQV1 on ΣT .

Thus, under (3.5), the boundary integral in (3.7) vanishes and (3.6) readily follows. �

We use Lemma 3.2 to get the apriori estimate in Hm
∗∗(Ω).

Lemma 3.3. Let m ≥ 5. Let u be a sufficiently smooth solution of (2.7) satisfying (3.1)
and α = (α0, . . . , α3) a multi-index with |α| ≤ m (α0 stands for the index of ∂t). Then
∂α
⋆ u satisfies

a0||λ
−α0∂α

⋆ u(t)||
2 ≤ a−1

0 ||λ−α0∂α
⋆ u(0)||

2+

+C

∫ t

0
{Φ(K)||λ−α0∂α

⋆ u||
2 + |||A|||m,∗∗,λ|||u|||

2
m,∗∗,λ + |||u|||m,∗∗,λ|||λ∂1q|||m−1,∗,λ}ds,

(3.8)
for all t ∈ [0, T ], λ ≥ 1, where the increasing function Φ is independent of λ.

Proof. We apply λ−α0∂α
⋆ to (2.6) and obtain (3.4) with U = Uα = λ−α0∂α

⋆ u and

F = Fα = −λ−α0 [∂α
⋆ , A0∂t]u− λ−α0 [∂α

⋆ , Aj∂j]u− λ[∂α
⋆ , C1∂1]u. (3.9)

Concerning the last term in (3.9) we observe that this term doesn’t vanish even if the Cj

are constant because [σ(x1)∂1, ∂1] 6= 0. On the contrary we have [∂α
⋆ , Cj∂j ] = 0 if j 6= 1.

We observe that, by tangential differentiation along Γ of the boundary condition v1 = 0,
we can obtain ∂α

⋆ v1 = 0 on ΣT . Thus we can obtain the estimate for λ−α0∂α
⋆ u from Lemma

3.2. It is enough to estimate Fα given by (3.9).
Expanding the first commutator we can write

[∂α
⋆ , A0∂t]u = ∂α−1

⋆ (∂⋆A0∂tu) + ∂α−2
⋆ (∂⋆A0∂⋆∂tu) + · · ·+ ∂⋆A0∂

α−1
⋆ ∂tu, (3.10)

where ∂α−1
⋆ means ∂β

⋆ for some multi-index β with βi ≤ αi and |β| = |α| − 1, and so
on. Since u ∈ CT (H

m
∗∗) and ∂⋆A0 ∈ CT (H

m−1
∗∗ ) then, from Lemma A.4 (ii), with n = 3,

we have ∂⋆A0∂tu ∈ CT (H
m−1
∗∗ ), ∂⋆A0∂⋆∂tu ∈ CT (H

m−2
∗∗ ), ∂⋆A0∂

2
⋆∂tu ∈ CT (H

m−3
∗∗ ), and so

on (with corresponding multiplicative inequalities), provided that m − 1 ≥ 4. Again the
differentiation of A0 gives one more λ−1 which is then associated to ∂tu. Then from (A.6),
we get

||λ−α0 [∂α
⋆ , A0∂t]u|| ≤ C||[A0]||m,∗∗,λ|||u|||m,∗∗,λ, t ∈ [0, T ], (3.11)

provided that m− 1 ≥ 4. Analogously we treat the commutator terms when j = 2, 3 and
obtain

||λ−α0 [∂α
⋆ , Aj∂j ]u|| ≤ C|||Aj |||m,∗∗,λ|||u|||m,∗∗,λ, t ∈ [0, T ], j = 2, 3, (3.12)

again provided m ≥ 5. In case j = 1 we have

[∂α
⋆ , A1∂1]u = ∂α−1

⋆ (∂⋆A1∂1u) + ∂α−2
⋆ (∂⋆A1∂⋆∂1u) + · · ·+ ∂⋆A1∂

α−1
⋆ ∂1u. (3.13)

If we argument as above we can’t obtain the desired estimate because we have ∂⋆A1 ∈
CT (H

m−1
∗∗ ), ∂1u ∈ CT (H

m−2
∗∗ ) which yield ∂⋆A1∂1u ∈ CT (H

m−2
∗∗ ) from Lemma A.4 (ii).

Differently, we consider that u ∈ CT (H
m
∗∗) gives ∂1u ∈ CT (H

m−1
∗ ). Then Lemma A.4 (i)

yields ∂⋆A1∂1u ∈ CT (H
m−1
∗ ), ∂⋆A1∂⋆∂1u ∈ CT (H

m−2
∗ ), ∂⋆A1∂

2
⋆∂1u ∈ CT (H

m−3
∗ ), and so

on. Then from (A.5), we get

||λ−α0 [∂α
⋆ , A1∂1]u|| ≤ C|||A1|||m,∗∗,λ|||u|||m,∗∗,λ, t ∈ [0, T ], (3.14)
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again provided m ≥ 5.
Finally we consider the commutator arising from the large operator λCj∂j , which must

be treated more carefully. For, it doesn’t work to estimate directly ||λ[∂α
∗ , C1∂1]u|| but

we have to consider the integral below. In what follows we use the following simple facts
(σ = σ(x1)):

∂1(σ∂1)
k = (σ′ + σ∂1)

k∂1, (σ∂1)
k(σU) = σ(σ′ + σ∂1)

kU. (3.15)

Set

∂α
♯ = λ−α0∂α0

t ∂α2

2 ∂α3

3 , w = ∂α
♯ u.

We have

λ

∫

[λ−α0∂α
⋆ , C1∂1]u · λ−α0∂α

⋆ u = λ

∫

[(σ∂1)
α1∂1 − ∂1(σ∂1)

α1 ]C1w · (σ∂1)
α1w

= λ

∫

[(σ∂1)
α1 − (σ′ + σ∂1)

α1 ]C1∂1w · (σ∂1)
α1w

= −λ

α1−1
∑

h=0

(

α1

h

)
∫

(σ′)α1−h(σ∂1)
hC1∂1w · (σ∂1)

α1w

= −

α1−1
∑

h=0

(

α1

h

)
∫

(σ′)α1−h(σ∂1)
h∂α

♯

(

λ∂1v1
λ∂1q

)

· ∂α
♯ (σ∂1)

α1−1

(

σ∂1q

σ∂1v1

)

.

Now we use the second relation in (3.15) in the first row of the last scalar product and
obtain

−

α1−1
∑

h=0

(

α1

h

)∫

(σ′)α1−h{(σ∂1)
h+1∂α

♯ v1 · ∂
α
♯ (σ

′ + σ∂1)
α1−1(λ∂1q)+

+(σ∂1)
h∂α

♯ (λ∂1q) · λ
−α0∂α

⋆ v1}.

(3.16)

We estimate (3.16) and obtain

|λ
∫

[λ−α0∂α
⋆ , C1∂1]u · λ−α0∂α

⋆ u| ≤ C|||v1|||m,∗,λ|||λ∂1q|||m−1,∗,λ, t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.17)

From Lemma 3.2 applied to λ−α0∂α
⋆ u and (3.2), (3.11)–(3.14), (3.17) we obtain (3.8). �

Lemma 3.4. Let m ≥ 6. Let u be a sufficiently smooth solution of (2.8) satisfying (3.1)

and β = (β0, . . . , β3) a multi-index with |β| ≤ m− 1. Then ∂β
⋆ ∂1u satisfies

a0||λ
−β0∂β

⋆ ∂1u(t)||
2 ≤ a−1

0 ||λ−β0∂β
⋆ ∂1u(0)||

2+

+C

∫ t

0
{Φ(K)||λ−β0∂β

⋆ ∂1u||
2 + |||A|||m,∗∗,λ|||u|||

2
m,∗∗,λ + |||∂1v1|||m−1,∗∗,λ|||λ∂1q|||m−1,∗,λ}ds,

(3.18)
for all t ∈ [0, T ], λ ≥ 1, where the increasing function Φ is independent of λ.

Proof. We apply λ−β0∂β
⋆ ∂1 to (2.6) and obtain (3.4) with U = Uβ = λ−β0∂β

⋆ ∂1u and

F = Fβ = −λ−β0 [∂β
⋆ ∂1, A0∂t]u− λ−β0 [∂β

⋆ ∂1, Aj∂j ]u− λ[∂β
⋆ ∂1, C1∂1]u. (3.19)

From (2.2) we have that

λ∂1q = −ρ(∂tv1 + v · ∇v1) +H · ∇H1. (3.20)
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From the boundary condition v1 = H1 = 0 at ΣT , it follows that ∂1q = 0 at ΣT . By
tangential differentiation along Γ, we can obtain

∂β
⋆ ∂1q = 0 onΣT .

Thus an L2 estimate of λ−β0∂β
⋆ ∂1u follows by application of Lemma 3.2. Again it suffices

to estimate Fβ given by (3.19). Expanding the first commutator we can write

[∂β
⋆ ∂1, A0∂t]u = ∂β

⋆ (∂1A0∂tu) + ∂β−1
⋆ (∂⋆A0∂1∂tu) + · · ·+ ∂⋆A0∂

β−1
⋆ ∂1∂tu,

where ∂β−1
⋆ means ∂γ

⋆ for some multi-index γ with γi ≤ βi and |γ| = |β| − 1, and so on.
Since ∂1A0 ∈ CT (H

m−1
∗ ) and ∂tu ∈ CT (H

m−1
∗∗ ), then, from Lemma A.4 (i) with n = 3,

we have ∂1A0∂tu ∈ CT (H
m−1
∗ ) (with corresponding multiplicative inequalities), provided

m− 1 ≥ 4. Since ∂⋆A0 ∈ CT (H
m−1
∗∗ ) and ∂1∂tu ∈ CT (H

m−2
∗ ), then from Lemma A.4 (i) we

have ∂⋆A0∂1∂tu ∈ CT (H
m−2
∗ ), ∂⋆A0∂⋆∂1∂tu ∈ CT (H

m−3
∗ ), and so on, provided m− 1 ≥ 4.

Again the differentiation of A0 gives one more λ−1 which is then associated to ∂tu. Then
from (A.5) we get

||λ−β0 [∂β
⋆ ∂1, A0∂t]u|| ≤ C||[A0]||m,∗∗,λ|||u|||m,∗∗,λ, t ∈ [0, T ], (3.21)

provided m− 1 ≥ 4. Analogously we obtain

||λ−β0 [∂β
⋆ ∂1, Aj∂j ]u|| ≤ C|||Aj |||m,∗∗,λ|||u|||m,∗∗,λ, t ∈ [0, T ], j = 2, 3. (3.22)

Expanding the commutator with A1 we can write

[∂β
⋆ ∂1, A1∂1]u = ∂β

⋆ (∂1A1∂1u) + ∂β−1
⋆ (∂⋆A1∂

2
1u) + ∂β−2

⋆ (∂⋆A1∂⋆∂
2
1u) + · · ·+ ∂⋆A1∂

β−1
⋆ ∂2

1u.

Concerning the first term in the right hand side, as ∂1A1 ∈ CT (H
m−1
∗ ) and ∂1u ∈ CT (H

m−1
∗ )

we obtain from Lemma A.3 that ∂1A1∂1u ∈ CT (H
m−1
∗ ), provided m − 1 ≥ 4. Con-

cerning the other terms in the expansion, we first consider that A1 = 0 on ΣT yields,
by tangential differentiation, ∂⋆A1 = 0 on ΣT . Then we have ∂⋆A1/σ ∈ CT (H

m−2
∗ )

from (A.9). Since(σ∂1)∂1u ∈ CT (H
m−2
∗ ) we obtain (∂⋆A1/σ)(σ∂1)∂1u ∈ CT (H

m−2
∗ ),

(∂⋆A1/σ)∂⋆(σ∂1)∂1u ∈ CT (H
m−3
∗ ), . . . , (∂⋆A1/σ)∂

β−1
⋆ (σ∂1)∂1u ∈ CT (L

2) (with corre-
sponding multiplicative inequalities), provided that m− 2 ≥ 4. Thus it follows that

||λ−β0 [∂β
⋆ ∂1, A1∂1]u|| ≤ C|||A1|||m,∗∗,λ|||u|||m,∗∗,λ, t ∈ [0, T ], (3.23)

provided that m ≥ 6.
Finally we consider the commutator arising from the large operator. Set

∂β
♯ = λ−β0∂β0

t ∂β2

2 ∂β3

3 , z = ∂β
♯ ∂1u.
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We have

λ

∫

[λ−β0∂β
⋆ ∂1, C1∂1]u · λ−β0∂β

⋆ ∂1u = λ

∫

[(σ∂1)
β1∂1 − ∂1(σ∂1)

β1 ]C1z · (σ∂1)
β1z

= λ

∫

[(σ∂1)
β1 − (σ′ + σ∂1)

β1 ]∂1C1z · (σ∂1)
β1z

= −λ

β1−1
∑

h=0

(

β1
h

)
∫

(σ′)β1−h(σ∂1)
h∂1C1z · (σ∂1)

β1z

= −

β1−1
∑

h=0

(

β1
h

)
∫

(σ′)β1−h(σ∂1)
h∂β

♯ ∂1

(

∂1v1
λ∂1q

)

· λ−β0∂β
⋆

(

λ∂1q

∂1v1

)

= −

β1−1
∑

h=0

(

β1
h

)
∫

(σ′)β1−h
{

(σ∂1)
h∂β

♯ ∂1(∂1v1) · λ
−β0∂β

⋆ (λ∂1q)

+(σ∂1)
h+1∂β

♯ (λ∂1q) · ∂1(σ∂1)
β1−1∂β

♯ (∂1v1)
}

.

(3.24)

Now we estimate (3.24) and obtain

|λ
∫

[λ−β0∂β
⋆ ∂1, C1∂1]u · λ−β0∂β

⋆ ∂1u| ≤ C|||∂1v1|||m−1,∗∗,λ|||λ∂1q|||m−1,∗,λ. (3.25)

From Lemma 3.2 applied to λ−β0∂β
∗ ∂1u and (3.2), (3.21)–(3.23) and (3.25) we obtain

(3.18). �

We decompose u as u = (uI , uII) where uI = (q, v1) and uII = (v2, v3,H1,H2,H3).
Accordingly we write the matrix coefficients of L in block form as

A0 =

(

AII
0 AI II

0

AII I
0 AII II

0

)

and similarly for Aj , Cj, j = 1, 2, 3. Now we estimate ∂1u
II . We consider the rows 3 to 7

of (2.4) that we write as

(AII II
0 ∂t +

∑3
j=1A

II II
j ∂j)u

II = G (3.26)

with

G =

(

G1

G2

)

, G1 =

(

−λ∂2q
−λ∂3q

)

, G2 =
ρp
ρ

H

λ
(∂tq + v · ∇q) +





H · ∇v1
0
0



 (3.27)

Lemma 3.5. Let m ≥ 6. Let u be a sufficiently smooth solution of (2.8) satisfying (3.1),
decomposed as above as u = (uI , uII). Then uII satisfies

a0||λ
−γ0∂γ

⋆ ∂
k
1u

II(t)||2 ≤ a−1
0 ||λ−γ0∂γ

⋆∂
k
1u

II(0)||2 +C

∫ t

0
{Φ(K)||λ−γ0∂γ

⋆∂
k
1u

II ||2

+(1 + |||A|||m,∗∗,λ) (|||u|||m,∗∗,λ + |||λ∂1q|||m−1,∗∗,λ + |||∂1v1|||m−1,∗∗,λ) |||u|||m,∗∗,λ}ds,
(3.28)

for all t ∈ [0, T ], λ ≥ 1, and for any multi-index γ and integer k ≥ 2 such that |γ|+ 2k ≤
m+ 1. The constant C is independent of λ.
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Proof. We apply λ−γ0∂γ
⋆ ∂

k
1 to (3.25) and obtain

(AII II
0 ∂t +

∑3
j=1A

II II
j ∂j)λ

−γ0∂γ
⋆ ∂

k
1u

II = K ′, (3.29)

where

K ′ = λ−γ0∂γ
⋆ ∂

k
1G− λ−γ0 [∂γ

⋆ ∂
k
1 , A

II II
0 ∂t]u

II − λ−γ0 [∂γ
⋆∂

k
1 , A

II II
j ∂j]u

II . (3.30)

Set V = λ−γ0∂γ
⋆ ∂

k
1u

II . We multiply (3.28) by V and integrate over Ω. An integration by
parts (where we use AII II

1 = 0 at Γ) gives

d
dt

∫

AII II
0 V · V =

∫

(2K ′ +DivAII IIV ) · V (3.31)

where DivAII II = ∂tA
II II
0 +

∑

j ∂jA
II II
j . We have

||DivAII II ||L∞ ≤ C|||A|||3 ≤ C|||A|||5,∗∗. (3.32)

We estimate K ′ in (3.30). We expand the first commutator in the form

[∂γ
⋆ ∂

k
1 , A

II II
0 ∂t]u

II =

k−1
∑

h=0

∂γ
⋆∂

k−h−1
1 (∂1A

II II
0 ∂t∂

h
1u

II)

+
k−1
∑

h=1

∂γ
⋆ ∂

k−h
1 (AII II

0 ∂t∂
h
1u

II) + [∂γ
⋆ , A

II II
0 ∂t]∂

k
1u

II .

(3.33)

For the first term we observe that ∂1A
II II
0 ∈ CT (H

m−2
∗∗ ) and ∂t∂

h
1u

II ∈ CT (H
m−2h−1
∗∗ ) so

that from Lemma A.4 we have ∂1A
II II
0 ∂t∂

h
1u

II ∈ CT (H
m−2h−1
∗∗ ) because m− 2 ≥ 4. This

allows to estimate the first term because γ+2(k−h−1) ≤ m−2h−1. We argue similarly
for the second term in the right-hand side of (3.33). For the third term we argue as for
(3.10). We obtain

||[λ−γ0∂γ
⋆ ∂

k
1 , A

II II
0 ∂t]u

II || ≤ C||[A0]||m,∗∗,λ|||u|||m,∗∗,λ, t ∈ [0, T ], (3.34)

provided that m ≥ 6. In a similar way we get

||[λ−γ0∂γ
⋆ ∂

k
1 , A

II II
j ∂j ]u

II || ≤ C|||Aj |||m,∗∗,λ|||u|||m,∗∗,λ, t ∈ [0, T ], j = 2, 3. (3.35)

Moreover, we expand the commutator with A1 as

[∂γ
⋆ ∂

k
1 , A

II II
1 ∂1]u

II =

k−1
∑

h=1

∂γ
⋆ ∂

k−h
1 (∂1A

II II
1 ∂h

1u
II) + [∂γ

⋆ , A
II II
1 ∂1]∂

k
1u

II . (3.36)

For the first summation we argue as before, while for the commutator we argue as for
(3.13). We obtain

||[λ−γ0∂γ
⋆ ∂

k
1 , A1∂1]u|| ≤ C|||A1|||m,∗∗,λ|||u|||m,∗∗,λ, t ∈ [0, T ], (3.37)

provided that m ≥ 6.
Now we estimate G. We have

||λ−γ0∂γ
⋆ ∂

k
1G1|| = ||λ−γ0∂γ

⋆∂
k
1

(

λ∂2q

λ∂3q

)

|| = ||λ−γ0∂γ
⋆ ∂

k−1
1

(

∂2
∂3

)

λ∂1q|| ≤ |||λ∂1q|||m−1,∗∗,λ

(3.38)
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because |γ|+ 2k ≤ m+ 1 is equivalent to |γ|+ 1+ 2(k − 1) ≤ m; moreover we can obtain

||λ−γ0∂γ
⋆∂

k
1G2|| ≤ ||λ−γ0∂γ

⋆∂
k−1
1







ρp
ρ

H
λ (∂t∂1q + v · ∇∂1q) +





H · ∇∂1v1
0
0











||

+||λ−γ0∂γ
⋆ ∂

k−1
1







∂1(
ρp
ρ

H
λ )∂tq + ∂1(

ρp
ρ

H
λ v) · ∇q +





∂1H · ∇v1
0
0











||

≤ C|||A|||m,∗∗,λ(|||u|||m,∗∗,λ + |||∂1q|||m−1,∗∗,λ + |||∂1v1|||m−1,∗∗,λ),

(3.39)

since

|||
ρp
ρ

H

λ
|||m,∗∗,λ + |||

ρp
ρ

H

λ
v|||m,∗∗,λ + |||H|||m,∗∗,λ ≤ |||A|||m,∗∗,λ.

From (3.34), (3.35), (3.37)–(3.39), we obtain (3.28). �

Now we give a direct estimate of the normal derivatives of the ‘noncharacteristic’ part
of the solution q1, v1,H1.

Lemma 3.6. Let u be a sufficiently smooth solution of (2.8) satisfying (3.1).
(i) The pressure q satisfies the estimate

|||λ∂1q|||m−1,∗∗,λ ≤ Φ(K) (|||u|||m,∗∗,λ + |||v1,H1|||m,∗∗∗,λ) , (3.40)

for all t ∈ [0, T ], λ ≥ 1, for a suitable function Φ independent of λ.
(ii) There exists λ0 ≥ 1 sufficiently large (dependent on |||u|||5,∗∗,λ) such that

|||∂1v1|||m−1,∗∗,λ ≤ Φ(K)|||u|||m,∗∗,λ, (3.41)

for all t ∈ [0, T ], λ ≥ λ0, for a suitable function Φ dependent on λ0 but independent of λ.
(iii) The components of the solution q1, v1,H1 satisfy

|||q1, v1,H1|||m,∗∗∗,λ ≤ Φ(K)|||u|||m,∗∗,λ, (3.42)

for all t ∈ [0, T ], λ ≥ λ0, for a suitable function Φ dependent on λ0 but independent of λ.

Proof. We estimate the normal derivative of q from (3.20) by using Lemmata A.2, A.4.
Specifically, for the critical term v1∂1v1 we have

|||v1∂1v1|||m−1,∗∗,λ ≤ C
(

‖
v1
σ
‖W 1,∞

∗
(QT )|||σ∂1v1|||m−1,∗∗,λ + ‖σ∂1v1‖W 1,∞

∗
(QT )|||

v1
σ
|||m−1,∗∗,λ

)

≤ C
(

|||
v1
σ
|||3,∗∗,λ|||v1|||m,∗∗,λ + |||σ∂1v1|||3,∗∗,λ|||

v1
σ
|||m−1,∗∗,λ

)

≤ C|||v1|||4,∗∗∗,λ|||v1|||m,∗∗∗,λ ≤ C|||v1|||5,∗∗,λ|||v1|||m,∗∗∗,λ,
(3.43)

where for the last inequalities we have used Theorem A.4 and Lemma A.1(i). A similar
argument gives

|||H1∂1H1|||m−1,∗∗,λ ≤ C|||H1|||5,∗∗,λ|||H1|||m,∗∗∗,λ. (3.44)

The estimate of the other terms in (3.20) is straightforward and so we obtain (3.40). For
the estimate of ∂1v1 we consider (2.1) that gives

∂1v1 = −∂2v2 − ∂3v3 −
ρp
λρ

{(∂t + v · ∇)q −
H

λ
· (∂t + (v · ∇))H}. (3.45)
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The most critical terms in the right-hand side of (3.45) are v1∂1q and v1∂1H, that are
estimated by applying the arguments used for (3.43) to obtain

|||v1∂1q|||m−1,∗∗,λ ≤ C
(

|||
v1
σ
|||3,∗∗,λ|||q|||m,∗∗,λ + |||σ∂1q|||3,∗∗,λ|||

v1
σ
|||m−1,∗∗,λ

)

≤ C (|||v1|||5,∗∗,λ|||q|||m,∗∗,λ + |||q|||4,∗∗,λ|||v1|||m,∗∗∗,λ) ,
(3.46)

|||v1∂1H|||m−1,∗∗,λ ≤ C (|||v1|||5,∗∗,λ|||H|||m,∗∗,λ + |||H|||4,∗∗,λ|||v1|||m,∗∗∗,λ) . (3.47)

After estimating the other terms in the right-hand side of (3.45) we obtain

|||∂1v1|||m−1,∗∗,λ ≤ |||uII |||m,∗∗,λ +
Φ(K)

λ
(|||u|||m,∗∗,λ + |||v1|||m,∗∗∗,λ) . (3.48)

Considering that
|||v1|||m,∗∗∗,λ ≤ |||v1|||m,∗∗,λ + |||∂1v1|||m−1,∗∗,λ,

see Lemma A.1(ii), we can obtain from (3.48) the estimate of the form

|||∂1v1|||m−1,∗∗,λ ≤ Φ(K)|||u|||m,∗∗,λ, (3.49)

for all λ ≥ λ0 sufficiently large and for a suitable function Φ, that is (3.41). λ0 depends
on |||u|||5,∗∗,λ.
Finally, from the divergence constraint (1.2) we readily obtain

|||∂1H1|||m−1,∗∗,λ ≤ |||H2|||m,∗∗,λ + |||H3|||m,∗∗,λ ≤ 2|||u|||m,∗∗,λ,

and from Lemma A.1(ii) we have

|||H1|||m,∗∗∗,λ ≤ C|||u|||m,∗∗,λ. (3.50)

Analogously, from (3.41) we obtain

|||v1|||m,∗∗∗,λ ≤ Φ(K)|||u|||m,∗∗,λ. (3.51)

Then from (3.40), (3.50), (3.51) we have

|||q|||m,∗∗∗,λ ≤ Φ(K)|||u|||m,∗∗,λ. (3.52)

The three estimates (3.50)–(3.52) give (3.42). �

Set for convenience

M(t) =
(

∑

|α|≤m

||λ−α0∂α
⋆ u||

2 +
∑

|β|≤m−1

||λ−β0∂β
⋆ ∂1u||

2

+
∑

k≥2

∑

|γ|+2k≤m+1

||λ−γ0∂γ
⋆ ∂

k
1u

II ||2
)1/2

.
(3.53)

From Lemmata 3.1, 3.3 – 3.6 we first obtain

a0M
2(t) ≤ a−1

0 M2(0) +

∫ t

0
Φ(K){M2(s) + |||u(s)|||2m,∗∗,λ + |||u(s)|||3m,∗∗,λ} ds. (3.54)

Then we observe that by definition

|||u(t)|||m,∗∗,λ ≤ M(t) + |||∂1q(t), ∂1v1(t)|||m−1,∗,λ, (3.55)

and from (3.40), (3.42), (3.48) we can obtain

|||∂1q(t), ∂1v1(t)|||m−1,∗,λ ≤ |||uII(t)|||m,∗∗,λ +
Φ(K)

λ
|||u(t)|||m,∗∗,λ.
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Substituting in (3.55) and observing that |||uII(t)|||m,∗∗,λ ≤ M(t) we get

|||u(t)|||m,∗∗,λ ≤ M(t) +
Φ(K)

λ
|||u(t)|||m,∗∗,λ.

For λ sufficiently large, say for λ ≥ λ0 again, with λ0 dependent on K, we obtain

|||u(t)|||m,∗∗,λ ≤ Φ1(K)M(t), (3.56)

for every t ∈ [0, T ] and λ ≥ λ0, for a suitable increasing function Φ1. We substitute (3.56)
in (3.54) and obtain the following lemma:

Lemma 3.7. Let u be a sufficiently smooth solution of (2.8) satisfying (3.1). Then there
exists an increasing function Φ independent of λ such that M(t), defined in (3.51), obeys
the estimate

M2(t) ≤ a−2
0 M2(0) +

∫ t

0
Φ(K){M2(s) +M3(s)} ds. (3.57)

for every t ∈ [0, T ] and λ ≥ λ0, with λ0 dependent on K.

4. Proof of Theorem 2.2

First of all we observe that (2.10) yields from (2.4) that λ−1u
λ(1)
0 is bounded inHm−1(Ω),

uniformly in λ. By repeated differentiation in time we verify that λ−ku
λ(k)
0 is uniformly

bounded in Hm−k(Ω). It follows that

Mλ(0) ≤ |||uλ0 |||m,∗∗,λ ≤ C1(K1) ∀λ ≥ 1,

where Mλ(t) replaces M(t), defined in (3.53), when u = uλ. Since we have

A0(u
λ(t)/λ) = A0(u

λ
0/λ) +

∫ t

0

∂A0

∂u
λ−1∂tu

λ(s)ds

and similar equations for the functions ρ(uλ(t)/λ) and (ρp/ρ)(u
λ(t)/λ), by means of the

imbedding C([0, T ];Hm−2
∗∗ (Ω)) →֒ C0

B(QT ) we show

|A0(u
λ(t)/λ)−A0(u

λ
0/λ)| ≤ Φ2(|||u

λ|||m,∗∗,λ,T )T,

|ρ(uλ(t)/λ)− ρ(uλ0/λ)|+ |(ρp/ρ)(u
λ(t)/λ) − (ρp/ρ)(u

λ
0/λ)| ≤ Φ2(|||u

λ|||m,∗∗,λ,T )T
(4.1)

for all λ ≥ 1 and t ∈ [0, T ], and for a suitable increasing function Φ2. Let us choose K in
(3.1) as

K = 2C1(K1).

We take T > 0 such that any solution Mλ(t) of (3.57) obeys

Mλ(t) ≤ 2a−1
0 C1(K1) ∀t ∈ [0, T ], (4.2)

and we also assume that T is so small that

Φ2(2a
−1
0 Φ1(K)C1(K1))T ≤ min{a0, (2a0)

−1, R/2},
2a−1

0 Φ1(K)T ≤ 1.
(4.3)
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It follows from (3.56), (3.57) and the Gronwall inequality, (4.1)–(4.3), that uλ satisfies
the uniform estimates

|||uλ|||m,∗∗,λ,T ≤ Φ1(K)maxt∈[0,T ]M
λ(t) ≤ 2a−1

0 C1(K1)Φ1(K), (4.4)

|||uλ|||5,∗∗,λ,T ≤ |||uλ0 |||5,∗∗,λ + T |||∂tu
λ|||m−1,∗∗,λ,T

≤ C1(K1) + 2a−1
0 C1(K1)Φ1(K)T ≤ 2C1(K1) = K ∀λ ≥ λ0,

(4.5)

and the other requirements of (3.1) on the interval [0, T ].
Since |||uλ|||m,∗∗,λ,T depends boundedly on the parameter λ (i.e. it is bounded uniformly

for λ in the bounded intervals 0 < λ′ ≤ λ ≤ λ′′), the uniform estimate (4.4) holds with a
suitable constant for all λ ≥ 1. This gives the first part of (2.10). Directly from (2.3) we
obtain

|||∂tH
λ|||m−1,∗∗,λ,T ≤ C|||uλ|||2m,∗∗,λ,T ≤ C(K1), (4.6)

which gives the second part of (2.10). The proof of Theorem 2.2 is complete.

5. Proof of Theorem 2.3

From (2.10), we immediately deduce the existence of a subsequence, again denoted by
uλ, and functions (q∞, w,B) such that

uλ → (q∞, w,B) weakly-∗ in L∞(0, T ;Hm
∗∗(Ω)) (5.1)

as λ → +∞. Moreover, from the Ascoli-Arzelà theorem and Theorem A.5 we also deduce

Hλ → B in C([0, T ];Hm−1
∗,loc (Ω)).

Let S be the closure of {v ∈ C∞
0 (Ω);∇ · v = 0} in L2(Ω) and G be the orthogonal

complement of S in L2(Ω). Then we have L2(Ω) = S⊕G by the Helmholtz decomposition.
We denote by PS , PG the orthogonal projections in L2(Ω) onto S and G, respectively. It is
well known that PS , PG ∈ L(Hm(Ω),Hm(Ω)) for m ≥ 0. The convergence of vλ is shown
by applying the result of [10], which uses the dispersion of the acoustic part (qλ, PGv

λ) of
the flow in the unbounded domain. We write (2.1), (2.2), in the form (we use the notation
of [10])

∂tq
λ + λµ1∇ · vλ = G0,

∂tv
λ + λµ2∇qλ = G,

(5.2)

where µ1 = (
ρp
ρ )

−1, µ2 = (ρ)−1, ρ = ρ(0), ρp = ρp(0),

G0 = (
ρp
ρ )

−1{(
ρp
ρ −

ρλp
ρλ
)∂tq

λ −
ρλp
ρλ
[vλ · ∇qλ − Hλ

λ · (∂t + vλ · ∇)Hλ]},

G = (ρ)−1{(ρ− ρλ)∂tv
λ − ρλ(vλ · ∇)vλ + (Hλ · ∇)Hλ}.

Set F = (G0,G). Then we show

Lemma 5.1. There exists a positive constant C independent of λ such that

|F(t)|1 + ||F(t)||3 ≤ C ∀λ ≥ 1, t ∈ [0, T ]. (5.3)

Moreover, the first component G1(t) ∈ H1
0 (Ω) for any λ ≥ 1 and t ∈ [0, T ].
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Proof. The estimate (5.3) is an easy consequence of the uniform estimate (2.10). We only
observe that we have

(
ρλp
ρλ

−
ρp
ρ
)∂tq

λ = (qλ − |Hλ|2/(2λ))∂tq
λ/λ

∫ 1

0
(
∂

∂p

ρλp
ρλ

)(τ(qλ/λ− |Hλ/λ|2/2))dτ

which shows that (ρλp/ρ
λ − ρp/ρ)∂tq

λ is uniformly bounded in C([0, T ];Hm−1
∗∗ (Ω)) →֒

C([0, T ];H3(Ω)) and in C([0, T ];L1(Ω)). (ρλ − ρ)∂tv
λ is treated similarly. The second

part of the lemma follows directly from the boundary conditions v1 = H1 = 0 on Γ. �

Lemma 5.2. There exists a positive constant C independent of λ such that

||PSv
λ(t)||3 + ||∂tPSv

λ(t)||3 ≤ C ∀λ ≥ 1, t ∈ [0, T ]. (5.4)

Proof. From (2.10), vλ is uniformly bounded in C([0, T ];Hm
∗∗(Ω)) →֒ C([0, T ];H3(Ω)). The

first part of (5.4) then follows from PS ∈ L(H3(Ω),H3(Ω)). The second part follows from
∂tPSv

λ = PSG and (5.3). �

The rest of the proof proceeds as in [10, Lemma 4.3] and the following arguments. Thus
we show q∞ = 0 that, together with (5.1), gives (2.12a) and we show the convergence of vλ

as in (2.12b). Actually in [10] system (5.2) has only one and the same coefficient µ instead

of µ1, µ2, as we have. However by the change in scale qλ = αrλ where α = ρ(ρp)
−1/2 we

easily reduce to that case. We obtain

w(t) = PSw0 −
∫ t
0 PS{(w · ∇)w − (ρ)−1(B · ∇)B}ds. (5.5)

The limit satisfies w,B ∈ L∞(0, T ;H3(Ω)) and consequently w ∈ Lip(0, T ;H2(Ω)) from
(5.5). Then it follows

∂tw(t) = −PS{(w · ∇)w − (ρ)−1(B · ∇)B}, w|t=0 = PSw0,

which is the abstract form of (1.5)1. The passage to the limit in (2.3) is easily obtained
by using (2.12a), (2.12c) and gives (1.5)2. Since (1.5) has a unique solution in the above
class L∞(0, T ;H3(Ω))∩Lip(0, T ;H2(Ω)) we have the convergence of the whole sequences.
It follows from [24] that w,B ∈ CT (H

m). Moreover we have

λ(ρλ − ρ) = (qλ − |Hλ|2/2λ)

∫ 1

0
ρp(τ(q

λ/λ− |Hλ/λ|2/2))dτ,

which is bounded in C([0, T ];Hm
∗∗(Ω)), so that (2.12d) readily follows.

6. Proof of Theorem 2.4

We observe that (2.13) yields from (2.4) that u
λ(1)
0 is bounded in Hm−1(Ω), uniformly

in λ. By repeated differentiation in time we verify that λ−k+1u
λ(k)
0 is uniformly bounded

in Hm−k(Ω). It follows that

|||u
λ(1)
0 |||m−1,∗∗,λ ≤ C ∀λ ≥ 1.

Then we proceed as for (2.10), the only difference being in the different dependence on
the weight λ−1, and obtain

|||uλ|||m,∗∗,λ,T + |||∂tu
λ|||m−1,∗∗,λ,T ≤ C ∀λ ≥ 1, (6.1)
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which in turn gives from (2.4)

λ|||∇qλ|||m−1,∗∗,λ,T + λ|||∇ · vλ|||m−1,∗∗,λ,T ≤ C ∀λ ≥ 1.

Thus (2.14) is shown. It readily follows that

∇qλ → 0, ∇ · vλ → 0 in C([0, T ];Hm−1
∗∗ (Ω))

and from (6.1), the Ascoli-Arzelà theorem and Theorem A.5,

qλ → 0, vλ → w in C([0, T ];Hm−1
∗,loc (Ω)),

that is (2.15a). Now we show (2.15b). We take the time derivative of (5.2)

∂tq
λ
t + λµ1∇ · vλt = G0

t ,
∂tv

λ
t + λµ2∇qλt = Gt,

(6.2)

where qλt = ∂tq
λ, vλt = ∂tv

λ and so on. Set Ft = (G0
t ,Gt).

Lemma 6.1. There exists a positive constant C independent of λ such that

|Ft(t)|1 + ||Ft(t)||2 ≤ C, ||PSv
λ
t (t)||3 + ||∂tPSv

λ
t (t)||2 ≤ C

for all λ ≥ 1, t ∈ [0, T ]. Moreover, the first component Gt1(t) ∈ H1
0 (Ω).

Proof. The proof follows as in Lemmata 5.1 and 5.2 by observing that Ft is uniformly
bounded in C([0, T ];Hm−2

∗∗ (Ω)), vλt is uniformly bounded in C([0, T ];Hm−1
∗∗ (Ω)) and the

imbeddings Hm−2
∗∗ (Ω) →֒ H2(Ω),Hm−1

∗∗ (Ω) →֒ H3(Ω) hold. �

Now we repeat the argument of [10] for the solution to (6.2) and obtain

∂tv
λ → ∂tw in Cloc((0, T ] × Ω). (6.3)

By (2.10), (3.42) and Lemma A.4(ii) and Theorem A.4, we have that (vλ ·∇)vλ is bounded
uniformly in C([0, T ];Hm−1

∗∗ (Ω)) with ∂t(v
λ·∇)vλ bounded uniformly in C([0, T ];Hm−2

∗∗ (Ω)).
Then the usual compactness argument gives the convergence of (vλ · ∇)vλ to (w · ∇)w in
C([0, T ];Hm−2

∗,loc (Ω)) which yields

(vλ · ∇)vλ → (w · ∇)w in Cloc([0, T ] × Ω). (6.4)

Analogously

(Hλ · ∇)Hλ → (B · ∇)B in Cloc([0, T ] ×Ω). (6.5)

Then (2.15b) follows from (1.5)1, (2.2), (2.12d), (6.3)–(6.5).

Appendix A. Properties of anisotropic space

Several properties of the function spaces Hm
∗ (Ω), Hm

∗∗(Ω), Hm
∗∗∗(Ω) are contained in

the following lemmas and theorems. These results provide basic tools for calculations in
such spaces, in particular in Hm

∗∗(Ω), that we use in the present paper. For the proofs see
[19, 21, 26, 29, 31, 32]. If not explicitly stated, Ω is either R

n
+ or a bounded open subset

of Rn with C∞ boundary Γ. Recall that [n/2] and [(n+ 1)/2] denote the integer part of
n/2 and (n+ 1)/2, respectively.
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Lemma A.1. Let m ≥ 1. (i) Hm+1
∗ (Ω) →֒ Hm

∗∗(Ω), H
m+1
∗∗ (Ω) →֒ Hm

∗∗∗(Ω).
(ii) The following characterizations hold:

Hm
∗∗(Ω) = {u ∈ Hm

∗ (Ω) : ∂νu ∈ Hm−1
∗ (Ω)},

Hm
∗∗∗(Ω) = {u ∈ Hm

∗∗(Ω) : ∂νu ∈ Hm−1
∗∗ (Ω)},

and there exists a constant C > 0 such that

||u||Hm
∗∗

(Ω) ≤ C(||u||Hm
∗
(Ω) + ||∂νu||Hm−1

∗
(Ω)) ∀u ∈ Hm

∗∗(Ω),

||u||Hm
∗∗∗

(Ω) ≤ C(||u||Hm
∗∗

(Ω) + ||∂νu||Hm−1
∗∗

(Ω)) ∀u ∈ Hm
∗∗∗(Ω).

Let us define the space

W 1,∞
∗ (Ω) = {u ∈ L∞(Ω) : Ziu ∈ L∞(Ω), i = 1 . . . , n},

equipped with its natural norm. We have the following Moser-type inequalities.

Lemma A.2 ([19]). Let m ∈ N, m ≥ 1. (i) For all functions u and v in Hm
∗ (Ω)∩W 1,∞

∗ (Ω)
one has uv ∈ Hm

∗ (Ω) and

‖uv‖Hm
∗
(Ω) ≤ C(‖u‖Hm

∗
(Ω)‖v‖W 1,∞

∗
(Ω)

+ ‖u‖
W 1,∞

∗
(Ω)

‖v‖Hm
∗
(Ω)). (A.1)

(ii) For all functions u and v in Hm
∗∗(Ω) ∩W 1,∞

∗ (Ω) one has uv ∈ Hm
∗∗(Ω) and

‖uv‖Hm
∗∗

(Ω) ≤ C(‖u‖Hm
∗∗

(Ω)‖v‖W 1,∞
∗

(Ω)
+ ‖u‖

W 1,∞
∗

(Ω)
‖v‖Hm

∗∗
(Ω)). (A.2)

(iii) Assume F = F (u) ∈ Cm with F (0) = 0. If u ∈ Hm
∗∗(Ω) is such that

‖u‖W 1,∞
∗

(Ω) ≤ K,

then F (u) ∈ Hm
∗∗(Ω) and

‖F (u)‖Hm
∗∗

(Ω) ≤ C(K)‖u‖Hm
∗∗

(Ω). (A.3)

Imbedding theorems for the anisotropic spaces Hm
∗ (Ω) follow in natural way from the

inclusion Hm
∗ (Ω) →֒ H [m/2](Ω) and the imbedding theorems for standard Sobolev spaces,

see [21, 26, 29]. In particular, following this way one has the continuous imbedding
Hm

∗ (Ω) →֒ C0(Ω) if m is such that [m/2] > n/2. This result is improved by the fol-
lowing theorem.

Theorem A.1 ([19]). Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn, n ≥ 2, with C∞ boundary or

the half-space Ω = R
n
+. Then the continuous imbedding H

[(n+1)/2]+1
∗ (Ω) →֒ C0

B(Ω) holds.

If m > n/2 then Hm
∗∗(Ω) →֒ C0

B(Ω).

The next theorems deal with the product of two anisotropic Sobolev functions, one of
which may have low order of smoothness.

Lemma A.3. Let m ≥ 1 be an integer and r = max
{

m,
[

n+1
2

]

+ 2
}

. If u ∈ CT (H
m
∗ ) and

v ∈ CT (H
r
∗) then uv ∈ CT (H

m
∗ ) and

|||u(t)v(t)|||m,∗ ≤ C|||u(t)|||m,∗|||v(t)|||r,∗ , t ∈ [0, T ]. (A.4)
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Lemma A.4. Let m ≥ 1 be an integer and r = max
{

m, 2
[

n
2

]

+ 2
}

. (i) If u ∈ CT (H
m
∗ )

and v ∈ CT (H
r
∗∗) then uv ∈ CT (H

m
∗ ) and

|||u(t)v(t)|||m,∗ ≤ C|||u(t)|||m,∗|||v(t)|||r,∗∗ , t ∈ [0, T ]. (A.5)

(ii) If u ∈ CT (H
m
∗∗) and v ∈ CT (H

r
∗∗) then uv ∈ CT (H

m
∗∗) and

|||u(t)v(t)|||m,∗∗ ≤ C|||u(t)|||m,∗∗|||v(t)|||r,∗∗ , t ∈ [0, T ]. (A.6)

The next theorems are important for the estimate of conormal derivatives.

Theorem A.2 ([31]). Let m ≥ 2. Let u ∈ Hm
∗ (Rn

+) ∩H1
0 (R

n
+) be a function and let U be

defined by

U(x1, x
′) = u(x1, x

′)/σ(x1). (A.7)

Then
‖U‖Hm−2

∗
(Rn

+) ≤ C‖u‖Hm
∗
(Rn

+
). (A.8)

In the second anisotropic space Hm
∗∗(Ω) we have the following results.

Theorem A.3 ([31, 32]). Let u ∈ Hm
∗∗(R

n
+)∩H1

0 (R
n
+) for m ≥ 1, and let U be the function

defined in (A.7).

a. If m ≥ 2 then
‖U‖Hm−1

∗
(Rn

+) ≤ C‖u‖Hm
∗∗

(Rn
+). (A.9)

b. If m ≥ 3 then
‖U‖Hm−2

∗∗
(Rn

+
) ≤ C‖u‖Hm

∗∗
(Rn

+
). (A.10)

In the third anisotropic space Hm
∗∗∗(Ω) we have the similar result.

Theorem A.4 ([32]). Let u ∈ Hm
∗∗∗(R

n
+) ∩H1

0 (R
n
+) for m ≥ 2, and let U be the function

defined in (A.7). Then
‖U‖Hm−1

∗∗
(Rn

+
) ≤ C‖u‖Hm

∗∗∗
(Rn

+
). (A.11)

The last theorem provides a compactness result.

Theorem A.5 ([29]). Let Ω be a bounded open subset of Rn, n ≥ 2, with C∞ boundary.
Let m ≥ 1 be an integer. Then the imbedding Hm

∗∗(Ω) →֒ Hm−1
∗ (Ω) is compact.
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