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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]):

pp(PN) (8 + 0™ - V) + p*V -t =0, (1.1a)
MO+ (V- V) + N2V + pH x (V x HY) =0, (1.1b)
(8 + (v - V) H* — (H* - V)o* + HM'V - v* = 0. (1.1c)

Here the pressure p* = p*(t, r), the velocity field v* = v*(¢,2) = (v7, v, v3), the magnetic

field H* = H (t,z) = (H}, H3, H3) are unknown functions of time ¢ and space variables
r = (21,72,23). The density p* is given by the equation of state p* = p(p*) where
p > 0and dp/dp = p, > 0 for p > 0. The magnetic permeability p is set equal to 1
without loss of generality. The coefficient A is essentially the inverse of the Mach number.
We denote 0y = 9/0t,0; = 0/0x;,V = (01,02,03) and use the conventional notations of
vector analysis. The system ([LI]) is supplemented with the divergence constraint

V-H =0 (1.2)

on the initial data.

We study the initial-boundary value problem corresponding to a perfectly conducting
wall boundary condition. Set Q0 = Ri = {z1 > 0} and let us denote its boundary by
I'. We also denote Qr = (0,7) x ©, ¥ = (0,7) x I and denote by v = (—1,0,0) the
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unit outward normal to I'. We are interested in the study of the initial-boundary value
problem under the boundary conditions

v v=0, H v=0 on Xr. (1.3)

System ([LI]) — (3] is supplemented with initial conditions
(p’\,fu)‘,HA)‘t:O = (py, 3, Hy) in Q. (1.4)
We study the singular limit as A — +oo. The limit equations to system (L)) - (L3]) are

PO+ (w-V))w+Vr+ B x (Vx B)=0,
B+ (w-V)B—(B-V)w=0

V-w =0, V-H =0, in Qr, (1.5)
w-v=0, B-v=0 on X,
(w, B)jt=o = (wo, Bo) in Q,

where p = p(0) and wy is such that V- wp =0 in Q and wg - ¥ = 0 on I' and analogously
for By.

(CI) - [@C3) 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 H™(2), as for the non-characteristic case,
but in the anisotropic weighted Sobolev space H]"*(2) (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 H™(£2) 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 HJ"(2).
In [30] we improve the result of [25] as we show the solvability in the anisotropic Sobolev
space H['(Q), hence obtaining a better regularity than in H]*(£2). 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 (L3 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 [II, 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 [0l [8 T3], 22]
for the small Alfvén number limit.

In the present paper we show such derivation for the initial-boundary value problem
(CI)—(@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 HI? ().

The most difficult part is to prove the uniform estimate (2.10]) in Theorem 221 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 H[, (), with respect to the regularity of the characteristic part in the other space
H(Q). 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 (Z7)) of the equations, as highlighted in [I7], 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
and 2.4l respectively, depending whether the limiting initial velocity wq satisfies div wg # 0
or divwg = 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 [I0]. A similar argument shows the strong convergence
of the gradient of the total pressure, see (2.I5]), Theorem 2.4l The proofs of Theorems
and [24] 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 ¢* = Ap* + (1/2A)|H*|2. In terms of ¢* the equation
for the pressure (IL1al) takes the form

A A
p H
p—i{(@t + 0N V) — — - (9, + (v - V) H '} + AV -0 =0, (2.1)

A
where it is understood that p* = p(¢*/A — (1/2)|H*/A|?) and similarly for p}. Since
H* x (V x H) = (1/2)V|H*?> — (H* - V)H*, the equation for the velocity (LID) takes
the form

PO+ (V- V)t + AV — (HY - V)H = 0. (2.2)

Finally we derive V - v* from (2.1) and rewrite the equation for the magnetic field (TId)
as
H)\ p)\ A

(8 + (v V) H* — (H- V) — Tp—i{((?t—l—v)‘-V)q)‘ — HT (B + (V) HM = 0. (2.3)
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We rewrite (ZI)—(23) as

Pp/P 0 —(pp/p)H*/X 7
0T pl3 03 ol |+
—(pp/P)(HA /N 03 ap A
(2.4)
(pp/p)* -V AV- (/) (HA M-V (¢
AV po* - VI3 —H». VI3 v | =0,
—(pp/p)(HN NN -V —H*. VI3 apv? -V H*

where 0 = (0,0,0) and

ayy = Is + (pp/p) (HY /X) @ (H?/A).
It is well known that the constraint (L2) can be seen just as a restriction on the initial
value Hj. Under this restriction, (Z4)) is equivalent to (LI). The quasilinear symmetric

system (Z4]) is hyperbolic if the state equation p = p(p,S) satisfies the hyperbolicity
condition:

p>0, p,>0. (2.5)
We write (2.4) in compact form as
Lut = A(]atu)\ + Z(Aj + /\C’j)ajuA =0, (2.6)
j=1

where u* = (¢*, v}, H*) and where the coefficient matrices have the special structure (see

[17)
A; = Aj(wh et j=1,2,3, (2.7a)
Ag = Ag(u?/ ) (2.7b)
C; are constant symmetric matrices (2.7¢)
3
A, = ZAjl/j =-A1=0 on Xp. (2.7d)
j=1

Let us define
0O v 0O
M = <0 0 v 0) ’

ud = (g}, v}, Hy) where ¢} = Apd + (1/20)|H}|?>. We rewrite (1.1), (1.2), (1.3) as
Mu* =0 on X, (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 H™(Q) be the usual Sobolev space of order
m, m =1,2,..., and let || -||,, denotes its norm. The norm of L?(Q) is denoted by |||, the
norm of LP(Q), 1 < p < oo, by | - |,. Let ¢ € C*®°(R,) be a monotone increasing function
such that o(x1) = z1 in a neighborhood of the origin and o(x1) = 1 for any z; large
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enough. Let us introduce the differential operator in the tangential directions (conormal
derivative)

Y = (0(x1)01)*1 05205
where a = (a1, 2, a3), |a] = a1 + as + a3. Given m > 1, the function space H]"(Q)
is defined as the set of functions u € L2(Q) such that 9%0fu € L*(Q) if |a| + 2k < m.
Derivatives are considered in the distribution sense. H]"(2) is normed by

lullpe = > 1020wl

|a|+2k<m

In the sequel we will refer to |a| + 2k as to the order of the operator d2d%. Thus the
normal derivative behaves in H}" like a differential operator of order two. We also define
other function spaces.

The space HI(Q), m > 1, consists of the functions u € L?(Q) such that 029Fu € L?(Q)
if |a] +2k <m+1,|a| <m. H7(Q) is normed by

el = > 1|02 0Ful|?
a,k

where the sum is taken over all multi-indices « and indices k such that |a| + 2k < m +
1 ]al <m.

The space HI?, (), m > 1, consists of the functions u € L?(Q) such that 029%u € L?(Q)
if |a] < m and if |of +2k < m+2fork > 2, |a| +2k <m+1for k=1 H.(Q) is
normed by

[l = D 1020 ul|”
a,k

where the sum is taken over all multi-indices « and indices k such that |o| + 2k < m + 2
if k>2, |a|+2k <m+1if k=1, and such that || < m. Clearly

H™(Q) = H5.(Q) = HZ(Q) — H"(Q) C Hjg. (),
HMQ) — HE(Q),  HQ) < H"(9Q),

where [2] and [Z2] denote the integer part of 2 and L, respectively. In particular

HL(Q) = H'(Q). For the sake of convenience we set H, (Q) = HY (Q) = HY(Q) =
L?*(Q). Let X be a Banach space and let T > 0; then C([0,7]; X), L>®(0,T;X) de-
note respectively the space of continuous and essentially bounded functions defined on
[0, T] taking values in X. C*([0,T]; X) denotes the space of k-continuously differentiable
functions on [0, 7] with values in X; W*°°(0,T; X) is the space of essentially bounded
functions together with the derivatives up to order k, defined on [0, 7] taking values in X.
We define

Cr(H\") = ﬁ CH([0, T HMR(Q),  LPHD) = ﬁ W0, T; H*(Q));
k=0 k=0

the norm is (ess sup in the second case)

wlllm,« 7 = sup [[Ju(@)][lm.«

)
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where
(@[5 = ZH@ ke = > ll070ru®)|P,
[]4-2h<m
for v = (k,a),|y| = k + |a|, 8] = 0foY. We also define

ﬂ CH([0, T HETR (),  LP(HD) = ﬁ WHe(0,T; HIIM(Q)),

with the norm (ess sup in the second case)

[l e, = s [[[1(E) [, 5

)

where

()] = ZHat o = D 1070 u (D),
¥,h

the last sum being taken over all the indices v = (k,a), |y| = k + |a|,07 = 0F0%, and h
such that |y| +2h < m + 1,|y| < m. Moreover we define the seminorm

~,h

the last sum being taken over all the indices v = (k, ), |y| = k + |a|, 07 = 0F02, and h
such that 1 < || +2h < m+1,|y| < m. Similarly we define Cr(H™), LF(H™) by using
H™=k(Q) instead of H™*(2). The norm is denoted by ||| - |||;n7. In the present context
of the study of the singular limit as A — oo, it is convenient to introduce in Cp(H}?) the
following weighted norm

el e x 7 = sUD [[[()][[m 5.0

)

where
—k

For each fized A, |||w(t)|]|m,sx,n 18 equlvalent to [||w(t)|||m,«x. Moreover we define the cor-
responding seminorm

||[ m**)\ Z| kat m—ksxx ZH)‘ kaﬁ/ah )||27

the last sum being taken over all the indices v = (k;,a), \’y] =k+|al,0] = 0Fo2, and h
such that 1 < \’y]+2h§m+1,lfy\ <m.

Given the system (2.7) for u*, we recursively define uo( )k > 1, by formally taking
k — 1 time derivatives of the equations, solving for dfu* and evaluatlng it at time t = 0;

for k=0, u)‘(o) )‘. We set

k Ak
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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 Kj, suitable increasing
functions are denoted by @, ®;.

The following theorem gives the existence of solutions of (2.7) in H} () for fized .
From it one can easily obtain an existence theorem for the original system (1.1) - (1.3)
with p* instead of ¢*. The proof of the theorem may be found in [30]; the result improves
the existence result in H*(€2) of Yanagisawa-Matsumura [36] and the author [25].

Theorem 2.1 ([30] Existence). Let m > 6 be an integer and X\ > 0. Let p € C™! and
uy = (g9, v, Ho) € H™(Q), py = a)/X — (1/2)|Hg /AI* be such that p(pg) > 0, pp(pg) > 0
in Q, V- Hg‘ = 0 in Q. The data satisfy the compatibility conditions vg‘(k) v =0,k =
0,...,m—1,H@-u:0 on I

Then there exists T\ > 0 such that the mized problem 28) has a unique solution
ut = (¢ 0 HY) € Cry (HI) with p(p*) > 0,pp(p*) > 0 for p* = ¢*/X — (1/2)|H* /AP,
V-H* =0 in Qr,. Moreover V—@va(t)w € H™*12I)k=0,...,m—1, I/'H)\(t)‘r‘ €
H™ Y2(T), for each t € [0,T}].

The following theorems give the results about the singular limit A — oo.

Theorem 2.2 (Uniform boundedness). Let m > 6 be an integer and let the assumptions
of Theorem [21] be satisfied. Assume that
|udllm < K1 VA1, (2.9)

where K, is independent of X\. Then for each \ > 1 there exists a unique solution u =

(A0, HN) € Cr(H™) of @) in Qr, where T is independent of X. The solutions satisfy
the uniform estimate

H‘u)\H’m,**,)\,T + H‘atH)\mm—l,**,)\,T < K2 2 > 17 (210)
with Ko independent of X.

If the divergence V - wy # 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
(wo, Bo) € H™(Q) where V- By =0 in Q, By-v =0 onI'. Assume also that

ttmi oo (116 = wWollwee + |1 — Bollm.es) = 0. 2.11)
Then
u = (¢* v, HY) = (0,w, B)  weakly — % in L>=(0,T; H™(Q)), (2.12a)
v = w  strongly in Cre((0,T] x Q), (2.12b)
H* = B in C([0,T]; H], (), (2.12¢)
Pt =71 i C([0,T); H™(Q)), (2.12d)

as A — +oo, where (w, B) is the unique solution of (L)) with initial conditions

wii=p = Pswo, Bji=o = B,
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where Ps is the projection onto the solenoidal subspace incident to the Helmholtz decom-
position.

Remark 2.1. (i) In (212B)), (0, 7] cannot be replaced by [0, T because in general w satisfies
wi—g = Pswy instead of w);—y = wo, so that the initial layer develops since the convergence
is not uniform near ¢t = 0.

(ii) The convergence in C([0,T]; H™ *(Q)) is the convergence in C([0,T]; H™ (2N

*,loc

B(0,7))) for every r > 0; a Sobolev imbedding shows that it implies the strong convergence
in Cloc([O,T] X Q)
The next theorem gives the strong convergence for well-prepared initial data.

Theorem 2.4 (Strong convergence). Assume the hypotheses of Theorems and [Z23.
Let wq be such that V -wy = 0 in Q, wy-v =0 on ' and let (w,B) € Cpr(H™) be the
corresponding solution to (D). Assume also that

NIV@ ot + ANV - llmy <K YA T, (2.13)
where K1 is independent of X. Then

11 [ er + 11860 [lm—1,06 07 + MV 10027 + ANV - 0 [[m-1 07 < K

(2.14)

for all X > 1, where K and T are independent of X. Moreover as X — 400
=0, v —w inC([0,T];H, (), (2.15a)
AV = VOO + |HMN?/2) = V(r + |B?/2)  in Cioo((0,T) x Q). (2.15b)

Remark 2.2. (i) The existence of the solution (w,B) to (L) in the class Cr(H™) is
shown in [24]; the total pressure 7 in (L) is defined up to a constant and such that
Vr e CT(Hm_l).

(ii) From (22), @II) @I3) we know that (p*d;v* + )\2Vp)‘)|t:0 = (POw + V)j—o
and that )\2Vp8‘ is uniformly bounded; however we don’t know whether this last term
converges to V;—g. Therefore one can’t obtain in [2.15h) a uniform convergence near
t =0. If m > 6, from (Z12d) we can obtain V|H*|> — V|B|? in C,.([0,T] x Q), so that
we can improve (215D to A2Vp* — V7 in Ci,e((0,T] x Q).

3. PROOF OF A PRELIMINARY A PRIORI ESTIMATE

In this section we drop for convenience the index A. Suppose that the assumptions of
Theorem 2.2 hold. Let ag, depending increasingly on w™!, be such that 0 < ag < 1 and
20,0[7 < AO(UO/)\) < (20,0)_117 in Q,V)\ > 1.
Moreover, let R > 0 be such that

[p(po)| + [(pp/p)(P0)l < R/2 in Q,VA =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 1" > 0, we assume that u satisfies

aoly < Ao(u/A) < ag'lr, ol + |pp/pl < R,
(3.1)
|||u|||5,**,)\ <K in QT, VA > 1.
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Lemma 3.1. Let u be a sufficiently smooth solution of (2.7) satisfying B1]). The matrices
Ag = Ap(u/N), A= (A1, As, A3) = A(u,u/N) of (2.4), (2.5) satisfy

1[40 [ e < ATTR(R, K ||[ul [l s (3.2a)
A [ < PR, K)[[ulllmssn 7 =1,2,3, (32b)
|DivAls < ®(R, K), (3.2¢)

forallt € [0,T], X > 1, where DivA = Ao+ ; 0;A; and where ® is a suitable increasing
function independent of .

Proof. By the change of scale 7 = At, ||[Ao(u(t)/N]|lmssex = [[[Ao(w(T/X)/X)]||m 5
()]s n = [[Jw(T/A)]]|ms. Lemma and Theorem [A]] yield (here 9, includes
0/0T)

[ Ao (w(®) /M)l exx = [[[A0(w(T/A) /M)

< (10 Ao ((u(T/A) /M) lm—1,55 + [[101 Ao (w(T/X) /M) |lm—1,
< O(R, K)|[[u(r/N)/ Mllimex = @R, K[| [ult) /Al |, e0.0

< AR, K[ [u(t)] e
for all A > 1. (B.2Dh) follows by a similar computation and Lemma A.3. Moreover we have

DivA = %A—latu + Ej(% + A‘lgu—%mju. From LemIEa [A.2] we obtain ([B.2d) since
A1, ou, O3u € Cr(H™M ™) and dyu € Cr(HM2) — C%(Q). O

Observe that the differentiation of Ay gives one A\~! that can be associated to dyu
and used as the weight for 0; in the H? norms. This fact shows the importance of the
dependence of Ay only on u/\, as pointed out in [I7]. We will denote

A, e,x = 1[A0(w(E)/ M) s x £ 225 1A e 1 (3.3)
Let U be a sufficiently smooth solution of
Ago U + Z;L:l(Aj + )\CJ)@U =F, (34)

where the matrix coefficients are evaluated at v and F' is a given vector field. For conve-
nience let us set [ = fQ dx.

Lemma 3.2. Let the solution U = (Q,V,W) of B4) (with Q € R and V,W € R?) be
such that
either @ =0 orVy =0 on Xr. (3.5)

Then .
allU®I2 < ag |[TO)]2 + / 2 / F-U + |DivAlo||U]2)ds, (3.6)
0
for allt € [0,T], A > 1.

Proof. We multiply [34]) by U and integrate over €. An integration by parts and standard
calculations give

4 [ AU -U = [,(A1 +XC)U -U + [(2F + DivAU) - U (3.7)
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Here we use 0;(AC}) = 0. In our case
(A1 + )\Cl)U U =2 \QV; on Xrp.
Thus, under ([3.3]), the boundary integral in (3.7)) vanishes and ([B.0) readily follows. O

We use Lemma [3.2] to get the apriori estimate in H]} ().

Lemma 3.3. Let m > 5. Let u be a sufficiently smooth solution of (2.7) satisfying (3.1)
and o = (o, ..., a3) a multi-index with (o] < m (ag stands for the index of 0;). Then
0% satisfies

ao| A" 02u(t)[]* < ag '[]A00¢u(0)|P+
t

+C/0 {@UE)IA 0Ll * + 1A s Al [[Fn s x + el e AN AO1] 1,00 s,

(3.8)
forallt € [0,T], A > 1, where the increasing function ® is independent of \.

Proof. We apply A\~ 0% to (Z6]) and obtain [B4]) with U = U, = A\™*0%u and
F=F,=—-)\"2 [af, Aoﬁt]u — AT [af, Ajﬁj]u — /\[af, Clal]u. (39)

Concerning the last term in ([B9) we observe that this term doesn’t vanish even if the C;
are constant because [o(z1)01,01] # 0. On the contrary we have [0¢,C;0;] = 0 if j # 1.
We observe that, by tangential differentiation along I' of the boundary condition v; = 0,
we can obtain 0Jv; = 0 on Xp. Thus we can obtain the estimate for A™*°0%u from Lemma
It is enough to estimate F,, given by ([B.9]).

Expanding the first commutator we can write

02, AgByJu = 0%~ L(8, AgOyu) + 022(8, AgDudyut) + - - + O, Agd LDy, (3.10)

where 92! means 9! for some multi-index 8 with 8 < a; and |8| = |a| — 1, and so
on. Since u € Cr(H™) and 0,49 € Cr(H™ ') then, from Lemma [A4] (ii), with n = 3,
we have 0, Ag0yu € Cp(H 1), 0,A90,0iu € Cr(H=2), 0,A0020;u € Cy(H3), and so
on (with corresponding multiplicative inequalities), provided that m — 1 > 4. Again the
differentiation of A gives one more A~! which is then associated to dyu. Then from (A8,
we get

A7 [0, Ao Jul| < CI[Aolllm sl l[wlllmrn, ¢ €[0T, (3.11)
provided that m — 1 > 4. Analogously we treat the commutator terms when j = 2,3 and
obtain

AT (02, A;0;]ul| < Cl[A | lm el [ulllmsns  t€[0,T], j=2,3, (3.12)
again provided m > 5. In case j = 1 we have
(0%, A101]u = 091 (0, A101u) + 027 2(0, A10,01u) + - - - + 0, A1 02 L0y (3.13)

If we argument as above we can’t obtain the desired estimate because we have 0,41 €
Cr(Hm™Y),01u € Cpr(HM~?) which yield 0,4101u € Cr(H™2) from Lemma A4 (ii).
Differently, we consider that u € Cp(H™) gives dyu € Cr(H™'). Then Lemma [A4 (i)
yields 0,A101u € Cp(HM™ 1Y), 0,A10,01u € Cp(H2), 0,A10%01u € Cp(H™3), and so
on. Then from ([A.H]), we get

A0, AvdiJul| < Cll[Axllm s alllulllmeer, ¢ €0, T], (3.14)
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again provided m > 5.

Finally we consider the commutator arising from the large operator A\C';0;, which must
be treated more carefully. For, it doesn’t work to estimate directly [|[A\[0S,C101]u|| but
we have to consider the integral below. In what follows we use the following simple facts

(0 =o0(x1)):
01 (cd)* = (0! + 001)F0n, (001)F(cU) = oo’ + 001)FU. (3.15)
Set
J5' = A0, 052 05°, w = Jfu
We have

)\/[ 0‘08‘1 Clal]u AT aoaau = /[(081)0‘181 - 81(081)°‘1]Clw : (0’81)(1111)
_ A/[(a@l)o‘l (o + 00N ]Crdrw - (001) P w

a;—1
=2, <0;11> /(Ul)al_h(aal)hclalw - (00n) M w

a1—1
o aq naj—h h ao AO1vy e’ ar1—1 odiq
- Z:: <h> /(J) (o01) aﬁ <)\31Q> % (701) (0’511)1 '

Now we use the second relation in ([BI5]) in the first row of the last scalar product and
obtain

- Z <a1>/ ) (00) 0wy - O (0" + 001) ™ T (ADLg)+ (3.16)
+(o01)" 08 (N1q) - A0 }.
We estimate ([B.10) and obtain
A JA002, Cunlu - A 002u] < Cllfolllns N1l 10, tEO,T].  (3.17)
From Lemma [B2] applied to A= 0%u and [B3.2), B1I)-BI4), BI7) we obtain B.8). O

Lemma 3.4. Let m > 6. Let u be a sufficiently smooth solution of 28] satisfying ([B.1))
and B = (Bo, ..., B3) a multi-index with || < m — 1. Then 92 01u satisfies

aol[A” ﬁo@ﬁ@lU( 17 < ag AR 01u(0)]]*+
+C/ {2(E)IA P8 0vul[* + [[[Alllm s Al s+ 10101 1,00 AD10] 101,00 s,

(3.18)
for allt € [0,T], A > 1, where the increasing function ® is independent of \.

Proof. We apply A5980; to (Z6]) and obtain ([B4) with U = Ug = AP0988,u and
F=Fg=-X\%[020,, Agd,Ju — X[ 01, A;0;]u — \[8281, C101]u. (3.19)
From (22]) we have that
Ao1q = —p(Oyw1 +v-Vuy)+ H - VH;. (3.20)
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From the boundary condition v1 = H; = 0 at X7, it follows that 01¢g = 0 at ¥7. By
tangential differentiation along I', we can obtain

8581q =0 onXry.

Thus an L? estimate of A=%05? O1u follows by application of Lemma Again it suffices
to estimate F given by ([819). Expanding the first commutator we can write

(0501, Agdy|u = 0°2(01 Agdyu) + 0P~ 1 (0, Agd10yu) + - - - + 0, Agd® 10, 04u,

where 977! means 9] for some multi-index v with v; < 8; and |y| = |8] — 1, and so on.
Since D1 Ag € Cr(H™ ') and dyu € Cp(HM1), then, from Lemma [A4 (i) with n = 3,
we have 01 Agdyu € Cr(H™ 1) (with corresponding multiplicative inequalities), provided
m—12> 4. Since 9,Ag € Cr(H™ 1) and 010,u € Cr(H™2), then from Lemma [A4] (i) we
have 0, Ag010su € Cr(H2), 0,A00,010;u € Cr(H™3), and so on, provided m — 1 > 4.
Again the differentiation of Ay gives one more A~! which is then associated to d;u. Then

from (AZH) we get
AP0 (0701, AodiJul| < C[[Ao]llmwx a1l s, € [0,TT, (3.21)
provided m — 1 > 4. Analogously we obtain
IA[20y, A,01ull < CllA N meeallftlllmees t€0.T] j=2.3.  (3.22)
Expanding the commutator with Ay we can write
(0501, A101]u = 92 (0, A101u) + 87710, A10%u) + 0P 2(0, A10,0%u) + - - - + 0, A10° 1.

Concerning the first term in the right hand side, as 91 4; € Cp(H™ ') and yu € Cp(H!™ 1)
we obtain from Lemma [A3] that 9, 4,0,u € Cp(H™ 1), provided m — 1 > 4. Con-
cerning the other terms in the expansion, we first consider that A1 = 0 on X7 yields,
by tangential differentiation, d,4; = 0 on Yp. Then we have 0,4;,/0c € Cp(H™2)
from ([(A9). Since(cd1)oiu € Cr(H!"?) we obtain (9,A;/0)(c01)0iu € Cp(HI?),
(0,A41/0)0,(c0)d1u € Cr(H™3), ..., (0,41/0)07  (cd)01u € Cp(L?) (with corre-
sponding multiplicative inequalities), provided that m — 2 > 4. Thus it follows that

IA=[080y, rdrlul] < Cll Al el e, ¢ € 0,7 (3.23)

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

o, = x"Pofolof,  z=0/ou
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We have
A/[A‘Boafal,C’l@l]u . )\_Boﬁfalu = )\/[(081)6181 — 61(0'61)61]012 . (081)612

~) / (000)% — (0 + 00101 Chz - (00y)P 2

B1—1
- hz::o @1) / (o) M o01) 1z (001)" 2 (3.24)
B1—1 .
_ 51 NB1—h h a8 (911)1 —Bo A8 )\51(1
-y <h> /(0) (oo afen " ) -0 ()
h=0
(g
—- > () [@riwonreien om0k o)
h=0
+H(001)" 1) (Ad1q) - D1 (001)P 710 (Brvn) }.
Now we estimate ([3.24) and obtain
A SINP00L 01, Cronlu - A=P08L dru| < C))|0v01 ]|t A1 =151 (3.25)
From Lemma applied to A™%00,u and @Z), B2I)-@23) and BZ5) we obtain
BI3). O
We decompose u as u = (ul,u) where v/ = (¢,v1) and v = (vo,vs3, Hy, Ho, H3).

Accordingly we write the matrix coefficients of L in block form as
AI I AI I
Ag = ( Aé(}l Aé(} i
and similarly for A;,C;,j = 1,2,3. Now we estimate o1ul. We consider the rows 3 to 7
of [24) that we write as
3
(Aéf Ty, + ijl AJI-I H@j)uﬂ =G (3.26)

with
H - V’Ul
(G _[—Xdaq _mH '
G = <G2> , Gp= (—A83q> , Go= h (Orq+v-Vq)+ 0 (3.27)

Lemma 3.5. Let m > 6. Let u be a sufficiently smooth solution of [2.8)) satisfying [B.1),

decomposed as above as u = (ul,u"). Then u'l satisfies

t
apl AP0 W ()P < agt|IAT AT W (0] + C/ {@(K)||A"o ot u |

0
@+ AN meen) (el + AOLG] m—1 00 + [[O101][m—1,54,0) H\u!Hm,**,A(}dSa |
3.28
forallt € [0,T], A > 1, and for any multi-index v and integer k > 2 such that |y| + 2k <
m+ 1. The constant C 1s independent of .
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Proof. We apply A™709) 9% to (3.25) and obtain
(AF o, + 377 A9 ) A=00) ofull = K, (3.29)
where
= A"00]0FG — A70[0] 0%, AL L9, Jull — A=) Ok, AHH8 Jull. (3.30)

Set V = A7109]0Fu!l. We multiply (3.28) by V and integrate over Q. An integration by
parts (where we use AT =0 at ') gives

LAY v = [2K'+ DivAT V). v (3.31)
where Div AT = g A 1T+ 37, 9; AT We have
| DA™ M| oo < C|||Allls < CIIIA|]5,0x- (3.32)

We estimate K’ in (B:30). We expand the first commutator in the form

k—
[a'yal’AIIIIat Za’yak h— 181AIIIIaah II)
R (3.33)
+ Y ooy Af T aoru™) + (07, A ooru.
h=1

For the first term we observe that 01 AT € Cr(H™2) and 0,00 € Cr(HI2"1) so
that from Lemma [A.4] we have alAéI H&g@{‘u” € Cp(H 1) because m — 2 > 4. This
allows to estimate the first term because y+2(k—h—1) < m—2h—1. We argue similarly
for the second term in the right-hand side of ([B33]). For the third term we argue as for

BI0). We obtain
A0 8308, AT JuM|| < CllA o l[tlllmenns ¢ € 0,71, (3:34)
provided that m > 6. In a similar way we get
A 08208, AZTOJull|| < Cll|Aylllmsellulllmens € 0,T], j=23.  (3.35)

Moreover, we expand the commutator with A; as

k-1
7o, Al onu = oror oAl M oru™) + (0], AT oy)oru (3.36)
h=1
For the first summation we argue as before, while for the commutator we argue as for
[BI3]). We obtain
H[)\_ﬁfoazafaAlal]uH < CH’Al‘Hm,**,)\’HuH‘m,**,)\a le [OaT]7 (337)

provided that m > 6.
Now we estimate GG. We have

_ _ A0 _ /(0
IA0070F G| = [[A 0070k ( (7 ) I = 1A 00708 (22 ) Adral| < [[A01al 1,005
)\83(] (93
(3.38)
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because || + 2k < m + 1 is equivalent to |y| + 1+ 2(k — 1) < m; moreover we can obtain

H - V@lvl
IA=0070FGa|| < [IA"°d)0y 1 2 (9,0, + v - Voig) + 0 I
0
O H -V, (3.39)
T)owg +0n (2 v) - Vg + 0 I
0
< Cl[Allmssa (Nulllmesx + 1101 lm—1,000 + 0101l [m—1,50,0)

since

LG R ENC

pp H pp H
|||;p;|||m,**,x + ||If; Olllm e 4 H e x < LAl e 2

From B.34), 337), B37)-B.39), we obtain (3.28]). O

Now we give a direct estimate of the normal derivatives of the ‘noncharacteristic’ part
of the solution ¢y, vy, Hy.

Lemma 3.6. Let u be a sufficiently smooth solution of 28 satisfying B1).
(i) The pressure q satisfies the estimate

HIA01q[[m 100 < @CE) ([H[wlllm,wxx + 01, Hill[im ) (3.40)

forallt € [0,T], A\ > 1, for a suitable function ® independent of \.
(i1) There exists Ao > 1 sufficiently large (dependent on |||u|||5 wx.x) such that

01011002 < @ [[ua][[im 2 (3.41)

for allt € [0,T], A\ > Ao, for a suitable function ® dependent on \g but independent of \.
(iii) The components of the solution q1,v1, Hy satisfy

[gq1s v, Hulllm,seer < @[]0 (3.42)
for allt € [0,T], A > Ao, for a suitable function ® dependent on Ao but independent of X.

Proof. We estimate the normal derivative of ¢ from (3.20) by using Lemmata [A2] [A4]
Specifically, for the critical term v10;v1 we have

V1 U1
o101v1[[lm-1,000 < C (H;HW}OO(QT)HW&UH||m—1,**,>\ + ||Jalv1||W*1»°°(QT)|||;|||m—17**7>\>

1 U1
<€ (I s eelloallmees + 0Br0alls o all 2 e

< C‘ ’ "Ul ’ ‘ ’4,***,)\‘ ’ "Ul ‘ ’ ‘m,***,)\ < C’ ‘ ’Ul ‘ ’ ‘5,**,)\‘ ’ ‘Ul ’ ‘ ’m,***,)\a
(3.43)
where for the last inequalities we have used Theorem [A4] and Lemma [AJ|i). A similar
argument gives

H101 H1 |15 2 < Cl[H1 |5 s A H 1] s 2 (3.44)
The estimate of the other terms in ([3.20) is straightforward and so we obtain (3.40]). For
the estimate of 0jv; we consider (Z1]) that gives

H
(911)1 = —82?}2 — 831)3 — i—f}{(@t + - V)q — X . (8t + (U . V))H} (3.45)



16 P. SECCHI

The most critical terms in the right-hand side of (345 are v101q and v10;1 H, that are
estimated by applying the arguments used for (3:43]) to obtain

U1 U1
osdralln e < € (112 ellalmens + Hodralls el 2lln1000) (5 46
< C ([vrllls e p @l g 4 [l agoe a2, s0,0)

o101 H ] |lm—1,00.x < C (o1lll5 s M [lmex x + TH a1 w0,0) - (3.47)
After estimating the other terms in the right-hand side of (3.45]) we obtain
(K
10101 M1 < W e+ 25 il + Mollpee) . (348)

Considering that
|| |U1 | | |m7***,)\ S | ||U1 | | |m,**,)\ + | ||81U1 | | |m—1,**,)\7
see Lemma [AT(ii), we can obtain from (B.48]) the estimate of the form
10101 [[lm—1,500 < @UE)[ ][] 05,05 (3.49)

for all A > )¢ sufficiently large and for a suitable function ®, that is [B:41]). Ao depends

on |[[[uf]5,x,x-
Finally, from the divergence constraint (I.2]) we readily obtain

O H [t < 2o x + 3] eex < 2] [][[m 2,

and from Lemma [ATl(ii) we have

e < CllJe [, 2 (3.50)
Analogously, from ([341]) we obtain
vl n < PO e o - (3.51)
Then from B.40), B.50), [B.5I) we have
gl n < [l e 2 (3.52)
The three estimates (3.50)-([3.52) give (3.42). O

Set for convenience
M) = (3 IorulP e Y Aol oulP
al<m Bl<m—1
] 18| 12 (3.53)

D DD DI PG

k>2 |y|+2k<m+1
From Lemmata B.1] B3] - we first obtain

aoM*(t) §a61M2(0)+/0 PE){M?(5) + [[[u(s)[[[70 e n + ()| unn} ds. (3.54)

Then we observe that by definition
() n < M(E) + [[[O1q(t), Orv1 (8[| lm—1,6,7: (3.55)

and from (3.40), (3.42]), (3.48) we can obtain
O(K
1101¢(8), 0101 Ol hnrn < e (Ol e+ 2E

5 M@l
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Substituting in ([@55) and observing that ||[u (£)||| e r < M(t) we get

)l e < 228) + 28 ) e

For A sufficiently large, say for A > A\g again, with Ay dependent on K, we obtain
()| r < P1(E)M (), (3.56)

for every ¢ € [0,T] and A > X, for a suitable increasing function ®;. We substitute (356
in (354) and obtain the following lemma:

Lemma 3.7. Let u be a sufficiently smooth solution of [2) satisfying BI). Then there
exists an increasing function ® independent of \ such that M (t), defined in (3.51), obeys
the estimate

M?(t) < ag2M?*(0) + / t O(K){M?(s) + M3(s)} ds. (3.57)
0

for every t € [0,T] and A > Ao, with \g dependent on K.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.2
First of all we observe that (2.10) yields from (2.4) that )x‘lué(l) is bounded in H™~1(1),
(k)

uniformly in A\. By repeated differentiation in time we verify that /\_kug‘ is uniformly

bounded in H™*(Q). It follows that
MA0) < [lfugllmr < Cr(K1) YA,
where M*(t) replaces M (t), defined in (B53]), when u = u”. Since we have

Ao (£)/2) = Ao(ud /\) + /0 %A—laﬂ&(s)ds

and similar equations for the functions p(u*(¢)/)\) and (p,/p)(u*(t)/)), by means of the
imbedding C([0,T]; H~2(Q)) < C%(Qr) we show

[Ao(u*(t)/A) = Ao(ug /N)] < a(|[[w[[m s 1) T

p(u?(t)/X) = plug /)] + |(op/p) (u(#) /) = (pp/ ) (ug /M| < Po(I[[uM ] s ) T

(4.1)
for all A > 1 and t € [0,7T], and for a suitable increasing function ®. Let us choose K in
BI) as

K =2C1(Ky).
We take T > 0 such that any solution M*(t) of [B.57) obeys
MAt) < 2ap'Ci(Ky) Ve [0,T), (4.2)
and we also assume that 7" is so small that
(1)2(20,0_1(1)1(K)C1(K1))T < min{ao, (20,0)_1, R/Q}, (4‘3)

2ap ' @1 (K)T < 1.
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It follows from ([B56), B57) and the Gronwall inequality, {@I)-@3)), that u* satisfies

the uniform estimates

M| |msxnr < @1(K) maxgepor) MA(t) < 205" C1 (K1) @1(K), (4.4)

M5t < Mluglllsmn + T8 lln—1007 (4.5)
< C1(Ky) + 205 01 (K1) @ (K)T < 201(K1) =K YA > ), '
and the other requirements of ([BI]) on the interval [0, T].

Since ||[u*]]|m +x 2,7 depends boundedly on the parameter A (i.e. it is bounded uniformly
for A in the bounded intervals 0 < X' < XA < \”), the uniform estimate (4] holds with a
suitable constant for all A > 1. This gives the first part of ([2I0)). Directly from (23] we
obtain

110 HM lm—10e07 < Cll[WM 117, a7 < C(KD), (4.6)
which gives the second part of (2I0). The proof of Theorem 2.2 is complete.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.3

From (2.I0), we immediately deduce the existence of a subsequence, again denoted by

v, and functions (¢*°, w, B) such that

ud — (¢, w,B) weakly-* in L>°(0,T; H(1)) (5.1)
as A — +oo. Moreover, from the Ascoli-Arzela theorem and Theorem we also deduce

H* - B in C([0,T]; H™ ().

*,loc

Let S be the closure of {v € C§°(Q);V - v = 0} in L?(Q2) and G be the orthogonal
complement of S in L?(Q2). Then we have L?(Q2) = S®G by the Helmholtz decomposition.
We denote by Ps, Pg the orthogonal projections in L?(2) onto S and G, respectively. It is
well known that Ps, Pg € L(H™(Q), H™(S2)) for m > 0. The convergence of v* is shown
by applying the result of [I0], which uses the dispersion of the acoustic part (q>‘, PGvA) of
the flow in the unbounded domain. We write ([210), (Z2]), in the form (we use the notation

of [10])
g + MV -0t =GO,

O + MV = G, (5:2)
where 11 = (2), i = (7)1, 5 = p(0), 7, = pp(0),
G0 = () (%~ B)o — K1 -V — - (0 + 01 V),
G =) @~ pHo* = p - V) + (H* - V)H}.
Set F = (G",G). Then we show
Lemma 5.1. There exists a positive constant C' independent of \ such that
|Ft) + || F@)ls <C VA >1,t€[0,T]. (5.3)

Moreover, the first component G1(t) € HY(Q) for any A > 1 and t € [0, 7).
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Proof. The estimate (5.3]) is an easy consequence of the uniform estimate (2.I0). We only
observe that we have

PR A
pp P dp
(p—i - %p)@qA (@ = [H?/(2)) ath/A/ a——i (m(a* /X = [H* /A% /2))dr
which shows that (p)/p* — 9,/P)0q” is uniformly bounded in C([0,T]; HI71(Q)) —
C([0,T); H3(Q)) and in C([0,T]; L' (). (p* — p)Osv* is treated similarly. The second
part of the lemma follows directly from the boundary conditions v1 = Hy =0on I'. [

Lemma 5.2. There exists a positive constant C independent of A such that
1Psv*(t)][3 + 1|0 Pso? (B)]ls <C - YA>1,t€[0,T). (5.4)

Proof. From (ZI0)), v* is uniformly bounded in C ([0, T]; H™(2)) < C([0, T]; H3(2)). The
first part of (5.4) then follows from Pg € L(H?(Q2), H3(£)). The second part follows from
Ot Psv* = PsG and (5.3). O

The rest of the proof proceeds as in [I0, Lemma 4.3] and the following arguments. Thus
we show ¢> = 0 that, together with (5.1)), gives (Z12a)) and we show the convergence of v*
as in (2.12D). Actually in [T10] system (5.2) has only one and the same coefficient p instead
of pu1, pi2, as we have. However by the change in scale ¢* = ar* where o = ﬁ(ﬁp)_l/ 2 we
easily reduce to that case. We obtain

w(t) = Pswy — [ Ps{(w - V)w — (p)"1(B - V)B}ds. (5.5)
The limit satisfies w, B € L°°(0,T; H*(Q2)) and consequently w € Lip(0,T; H?(£2)) from
(EE). Then it follows
duw(t) = —Ps{(w-V)w— (p)" (B~ V)B},  wj=o = Pswo,

which is the abstract form of (H]);. The passage to the limit in (23] is easily obtained

by using ([212al), (Z12d) and gives ([[Al)2. Since (LH]) has a unique solution in the above
class L>(0,T; H3(Q))N Lip(0, T; H%(Q)) we have the convergence of the whole sequences.

It follows from [24] that w, B € Cp(H™). Moreover we have
1
NP =) = (2 = IR/2A) [ aplr(a /3= 1 AR 2)dr
which is bounded in C([0,T]; H*(2)), so that (2.12d) readily follows.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.4

We observe that ([2.13)) yields from (24)) that ug‘ W is bounded in H m=1(Q)), uniformly

in A\. By repeated differentiation in time we verify that )\_kHuS(k)

in H™=*(Q). It follows that

is uniformly bounded

HeaP ltien € C YA 1.

Then we proceed as for (2.I0]), the only difference being in the different dependence on
the weight A™!, and obtain

H‘u)\H’m,**,)\,T + H‘atu)\H’m—l,**,)\,T < C VA > 17 (61)



20 P. SECCHI

which in turn gives from (2.4))
MV 10007 + AV - 0Mmetnr <C - VA> 1
Thus (2I4) is shown. It readily follows that
Vit =0, V-or =0 inC(0,T]; H?1(Q))
and from (6.1]), the Ascoli-Arzela theorem and Theorem [A5]
@ =0, v —=w inC(0,T];H" 1(Q)),

*,loc

that is (2.I5al). Now we show (2.15D). We take the time derivative of (5.2)

At + MV v =GP,
3th‘ + )\sz%\ = Gy,

where ¢ = 9;¢*, v = 9> and so on. Set F; = (G2, Gy).

Lemma 6.1. There exists a positive constant C independent of A such that
Fe @l + IFE@2 < C, [[Psvp(®)]ls + [|0:Psop (8)]l2 < C

for all A\ > 1,t € [0, T]. Moreover, the first component Gy (t) € H}(Q).

Proof. The proof follows as in Lemmata B.1] and by observing that F; is uniformly
bounded in C([0,T]; Hm~2(£2)), v} is uniformly bounded in C([0,T]; H™~1(2)) and the
imbeddings H™~2(Q) — H%(Q), H™Y(Q) — H3(Q2) hold. O

Now we repeat the argument of [10] for the solution to (6.2]) and obtain
O — Gyw  in Coe((0,T] x Q). (6.3)

By (Z10), (342) and Lemma[A4|(ii) and Theorem [A4] we have that (v*-V)v” is bounded
uniformly in C([0, T); H~1(Q)) with 9;(v*-V)v* bounded uniformly in C([0, T]; H~2(R)).
Then the usual compactness argument gives the convergence of (v* - V)v* to (w - V)w in
C([0,T); H™2(2)) which yields

*,loc
(v - V)t = (w-V)w  in Cpe([0,T] x Q). (6.4)

Analogously
(H -V)H» = (B-V)B in Cp.([0,T] x Q). (6.5)

Then (2.I5D) follows from (LH);, 22), I12d), E3)-(G.5).

APPENDIX A. PROPERTIES OF ANISOTROPIC SPACE

Several properties of the function spaces H*(Q2), H} (), H, () are contained in
the following lemmas and theorems. These results provide basic tools for calculations in
such spaces, in particular in H[?(Q2), that we use in the present paper. For the proofs see
[19] 211, 26} 29} 31 32]. If not explicitly stated, € is either R’ or a bounded open subset
of R™ with C* boundary I'. 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) H" Q) — H™(Q), HM(Q) — H™,(Q).
(ii) The following characterizations hold:

Hﬁ(Q) = {u € Hln(Q) : ayu S Hln_l(Q)}7
HIL(Q) = {u € HIQ) : du e HL 1 (Q)},

and there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

ull ) < Ol @) + 10ull 1)) Vu € HEZ(Q),

ull . @) < CUlullaz @) + 10vull gr-1q)) Ve € HZ(D).

Let us define the space
WheQ) = {ue L®Q) : ZiuecL®Q),i=1...,n},
equipped with its natural norm. We have the following Moser-type inequalities.

Lemma A.2 ([19]). Letm € N, m > 1. (i) For all functions u and v in H™(Q)NW.">(Q)
one has uv € H*(2) and

luvllpy < Cllullap @ Nl @ + Nl lollzn@). (A1)
(i) For all functions u and v in HT(Q) N W (Q) one has uv € H™(Q) and
luoll @) < Cllullam oy @+t lolam@). (42
(iii) Assume F = F(u) € C™ with F(0) =0. Ifu € HX(Q) is such that
s gy < K

then F(u) € H(Q2) and
1E ()l ) < CUE) [l (0)- (A.3)

Imbedding theorems for the anisotropic spaces H]"(2) follow in natural way from the
inclusion H™(Q) < HI™/2(Q) and the imbedding theorems for standard Sobolev spaces,
see [21], 26, 29]. In particular, following this way one has the continuous imbedding
H™(Q) — CY(Q) if m is such that [m/2] > n/2. This result is improved by the fol-
lowing theorem.

Theorem A.1 ([19]). Let Q be a bounded open subset of R™, n > 2, with C*° boundary or
the half-space Q = R. Then the continuous imbedding Hi(nﬂ)p]ﬂ(Q) — C%(Q) holds.
If m > n/2 then H™(Q) — C%(9Q).

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, [”TH] + 2}. If uw € Cp(H™) and
v € Cr(HY) then wv € Cr(H]") and

Hu@v@)llms < Clllw@fmlll@llrs, €0, T]. (A.4)
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Lemma A.4. Let m > 1 be an integer and r = max {m,2 [4] +2}. (i) If u € Cr(HI")
and v € Cp(HY,) then uv € Cp(H]") and

u@v@)[lmx < Cllla@)fmxl0@lree, ¢ €[0,T]. (A.5)
(ii) If w € Cp(HY) and v € Cp(HY,) then wv € Cp(HY) and
Hw@v) [l < CHw s [0, ¢ € [0,T7. (A.6)

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

Theorem A.2 ([31]). Let m >2. Let u € H*(R?) N HE(R?) be a function and let U be
defined by

U(zy,2") = u(zy,2’)/o(x). (A.7)
Then
‘|U||Hf*2(R1) < CHUHH;“(Rﬁ)- (A.8)

In the second anisotropic space H}?(2) we have the following results.

Theorem A.3 ([31,B32]). Let u € HR(R?)NH(R™) form > 1, and let U be the function
defined in (AT).
a. If m > 2 then
V1) < Ol (4.9)
b. If m > 3 then
HU”Hﬂ”(Ri) < CH“”H}:;(Ri)- (A.10)

In the third anisotropic space HI?, () we have the similar result.

Theorem A.4 ([32]). Let u € HT (R?) N HY(R™) for m > 2, and let U be the function
defined in (AT). Then
“U|’Hﬁ*1(R1) < CHU”H;@*(m)- (A.11)

The last theorem provides a compactness result.

Theorem A.5 ([29]). Let Q2 be a bounded open subset of R™, n > 2, with C* boundary.
Let m > 1 be an integer. Then the imbedding H(Q)) — H™ 1(Q) is compact.
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