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Abstract

We consider the isentropic compressible Navier–Stokes–Poisson equations with degenerate viscousities and

vacuum in a three-dimensional torus. The local well-posedness of classical solution is established by intro-

ducing a “quasi-symmetric hyperbolic”–“degenerate elliptic” coupled structure to control the behavior of the

velocity of the fluid near the vacuum and give some uniform estimates. In particular, the initial data allows

vacuum in an open set and we do not need any initial compatibility conditions.

Keywords: Density-dependent viscosities, compressible Navier–Stokes-Poisson equations, vacuum, local

classical solutions.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the compressible Navier–Stokes–Poisson (NSP) equations for the dynamics of

charged particles of electrons (see [25]). The equations can be written as







ρt + div(ρu) = 0,

(ρu)t + div(ρu⊗ u) +∇P (ρ) = divS+ ρ∇Φ,

∆Φ = ρ− b,

(1.1)

for t > 0 and x ∈ T3, with initial data

t = 0 : (ρ, u,Φ) = (ρ0(x), u0(x),Φ0(x)) for x ∈ T3, (1.2)

where T3 is a three-dimensional torus, x = (x1, x2, x3)
⊤ ∈ T3 and t ≥ 0 denote the spatial coordinate and

time coordinate, respectively. ρ ≥ 0 is the mass density, and u = (u1, u2, u3)⊤ is the fluid velocity. The

pressure P of the polytropic fluid satisfies

P (ρ) = Aργ , (1.3)

where A > 0 and γ > 1 are the gas constants. Φ is the electrostatic potential satisfying

mΦ(t) ,

∫

T3

Φ(t, x)dx = 0, ∀ t ≥ 0. (1.4)
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Moreover, S is the viscosity stress tensor given by

S = 2µ(ρ)D(u) + λ(ρ)divuI3, (1.5)

where

D(u) =
∇u+ (∇u)⊤

2
,

is the deformation tensor, I3 is the 3× 3 identity matrix, and

µ(ρ) = αρδ, λ(ρ) = βρδ, (1.6)

where µ is the shear viscosity coefficient, and λ+ 2
3µ is the bulk viscosity coefficient, (α, β, δ) are constants

satisfying

α > 0, 2α+ 3β ≥ 0, δ > 1, (1.7)

the constant b > 0 is the doping profile, which describes the density of fixed, positively charged background

ions.

From the mathematical point of view, the NSP equations are the compressible Navier-Stokes equa-

tions coupled with the Poisson equation. Indeed, if there is absent of the electrostatic effects, then system

(1.1)–(1.3) will be reduced to the barotropic compressible Navier–Stokes equations. For the constant vis-

cous fluid, there is a lot of literature on the well-posedness of classical solutions to isentropic compressible

Navier–Stokes equations. When infx ρ0(x) > 0, the local well-posedness of classical solutions follows from

the standard symmetric hyperbolic-parabolic structure satisfying the well-known Kawashima’s condition (cf.

[17]), which has been extended to a global one by Matsumura-Nishida [26] near the nonvacuum equilibrium.

When infx ρ0(x) = 0, the first main issue is the degeneracy of the time evolution operator, which makes

it difficult to describe the behavior of the velocity field near the vacuum. For this case, the local-in-time

well-posedness of strong solutions with vacuum was firstly solved by Cho-Choe-Kim [5] and Cho-Kim [6]

in R3, where they introduced an initial compatibility condition to compensate the lack of a positive lower

bound of density. Later, Huang-Li-Xin [14] extended the local existence to a global one under some initial

smallness assumption in R3. Jiu-Li-Ye [15] proved the global existence of classical solution with arbitrarily

large data and vacuum in R.

When viscosity coefficients are density-dependent, the Navier-Stokes system have received extensive

attentions in recent years, especially for the case with vacuum, where the well-posedness of solutions become

more challenging due to the degenerate viscosity. In fact, the high order regularity estimates of the velocity

in [5, 14, 15] (δ = 0) strongly rely on the uniform ellipticity of the Lamé operator. While for δ > 0,

µ(ρ) vanishes as the density function connects to vacuum continuously, thus it is difficult to adapt the

approach of the constant viscosity case. A remarkable discovery of a new mathematical entropy function

was made by Bresch-Desjardins [2] for the viscosity satisfying some mathematical relation, which provides

additional regularity on some derivative of the density. This observation was applied widely in proving the

global existence of weak solutions with vacuum for Navier-Stokes equations and some related models; see

Bresch-Desjardins [2], Bresch-Vasseur-Yu [3], Jiu-Xin [16], Mellet-Vasseur [27], Vasseur-Yu [31], and so on.

Then, we turn our attention to the study of classical solutions. When δ = 1, Li-Pan-Zhu [20] obtained

the local existence of 2-D classical solution with far field vacuum, which also applies to the 2-D shallow
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water equations. When 1 < δ ≤ min
{
3, γ+1

2

}
, by making full use of the symmetrical structure of the

hyperbolic operator and the weak smoothing effect of the elliptic operator, Li-Pan-Zhu [21] established the

local existence of 3-D classical solutions with arbitrarily large data and vacuum, see also Geng-Li-Zhu [11]

for more related results, and Xin-Zhu [32] for the global existence of classical solution under some initial

smallness assumptions in homogeneous Sobolev space. When 0 < δ < 1, Xin-Zhu [33] obtained the local

existence of 3-D local classical solution with far field vacuum, Cao-Li-Zhu [4] proved the global existence

of 1-D classical solution with large initial data. Some other interesting results and discussions can also be

found in Germain-Lefloch [12], Guo-Li-Xin [13], Lions [22], Yang-Zhao [34], and the references therein.

Concerning the NSP system, there are also extensive studies about the local and global well-posedness

of solutions. For the constant viscous fluid (i.e., δ = 0 in (1.6)), Donatelli [7] obtained the local and global

existence of weak solutions to 3D isentropic Navier-Stokes-Poisson equations with vacuum in a bounded

domain. Tan-Zhang [30] obtained the local existence of strong solution to 3D isentropic Navier-Stokes-

Poisson equations with vacuum in a bounded domain. Li [19] established the global existence and large

time behavior to classical solution for Cauchy problem with small data. Zheng [36] established the global

existence for Cauchy problem in Besov space. Tan-Wang-Wang [29] established the global existence of

classical solutions and obtained the time decay rates of the solution. Liu-Xu-Zhang [23] established the

global well-posedness of strong solutions with large oscillations and vacuum.

For the case of density-dependent viscosity coefficients (i.e., δ > 0 in (1.6)), the problem is much more

challenging due to the degeneration near the vacuum and hence the obtained results are limited. Ducomet,

etc. [8] studied the global stability of the weak solutions to the Cauchy problem of the NSP equations with

non-monotone pressure as γ > 4
3 . In [9] they also considered Cauchy problem for the NSP equations of

spherically symmetric motions, including both constant viscosities and density-dependent viscosities, and

proved the global stability of the weak solutions provided that γ > 1. Zlotinik [37] studied the long time

behavior of the spherically symmetric weak solutions near a hard core by giving global-in-time bounds for

the solutions. Ye-Dou [35] studied the global existence of weak solutions to the compressible NSP equations

with density-dependent viscosities for µ(ρ) = ρ, λ(ρ) = 0 in (1.6) in a three dimensional torus.

It should be pointed out that, in spite of the above significant achievements, a lot of questions remain

open, including the local well-posedness of classical solutions in multi-dimensions with vacuum. In this paper,

we consider the 3D isentropic compressible Navier-Stokes-Poisson equations with degenerate viscosities and

vacuum in a torus, where the viscosities depend on the density in a super-linear power law (i.e., δ > 1 in

(1.6)), and obtain the local existence of classical solutions.

Here and throughout this paper, we adopt the following simplified notations: for any p, r ∈ [1,∞] and

integer k, s ≥ 0, we denote

|f |p = ‖f‖Lp(T3), ‖f‖s = ‖f‖Hs(T3), Dk,r =
{
f ∈ L1

loc

(
T3
)
:
∣
∣∇kf

∣
∣
r
< +∞

}
,

Dk = Dk,2, |f |Dk,r = ‖f‖Dk,r(T3), |f |Dk = ‖f‖Dk(T3),

∫

f =

∫

T3

f dx,

‖(f, g)‖X = ‖f‖X + ‖g‖X , ‖f‖X∩Y = ‖f‖X + ‖f‖Y .

Definition 1.1. Let T > 0 be a finite constant. A solution (ρ, u,Φ) to the Cauchy problem (1.1)–(1.2) is

called a regular solution in [0, T ]× T3 if (ρ, u,Φ) satisfies this problem in the sense of distribution and:
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(1) ρ ≥ 0, ρ
δ−1
2 ∈ C

(
[0, T ];H3

)
, ρ

γ−1
2 ∈ C

(
[0, T ];H3

)
;

(2) u ∈ C([0, T ];Hs′) ∩ L∞
(
0, T ;H3

)
, ρ

δ−1
2 ∇4u ∈ L2

(
0, T ;L2

)
;

(3) ut + u · ∇u = 0 as ρ(t, x) = 0;

(4) Φ ∈ C
(
[0, T ];H3

)
∩ L∞

(
0, T ;H4

)
,

where s′ ∈ [2, 3) is a constant.

Our main theorem can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that

δ ∈ (1, 2] ∪ {3}, γ > 1.

If the initial data (ρ0, u0,Φ0) satisfies the following regularity conditions:

ρ0 ≥ 0,
(

ρ
γ−1
2

0 , ρ
δ−1
2

0 , u0

)

∈ H3, (1.8)

then there exists a positive time T∗ and a unique regular solution (ρ, u,Φ)(t, x) in [0, T∗]×T3 to the problem

(1.1)–(1.2) satisfying:

sup
0≤t≤T∗

(

‖ρ
γ−1
2 ‖23 + ‖ρ

δ−1
2 ‖23 + ‖u‖23 + ‖Φ‖4

)

+

∫ t

0

|ρ
δ−1
2 ∇4u|22ds ≤ C0,

for arbitrary constant s′ ∈ [2, 3) and positive constant C0 = C0(A, γ, δ, α, β, ρ0, u0). Actually, (ρ, u,Φ)

satisfies the problem (1.1)–(1.2) classically in positive time (0, T∗].

Remark 1.1. The initial data allows vacuum in an open set and we do not need any initial compatibility

conditions. And there are also no smallness conditions imposed on initial data.

Remark 1.2. The restriction δ ≤ 3 is only used to demonstrate the regular solution we obtained in Theorem

1.1 is a classical one. For details, see (3.79) in §3.6.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. §2 is dedicated for the preliminary lemmas to be used

later. §3 is devoted to proving the well-posedness of local classical solutions, i.e., Theorem 1.1.

2. Preliminaries

The following well-known Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality will be used (see [18]).

Lemma 2.1. For p ∈ [2, 6], q ∈ (1,∞) and r ∈ (3,∞), there exists a constant C > 0 which may depend on

q, r such that for f ∈ H1 and g ∈ Lq ∩D1,r, it holds

|f |p ≤ C|f |
6−p
2p

2 |∇f |
3p−6
2p

2 , (2.1)

|g|∞ ≤ C|g|
q(r−3)

3r+q(r−3)
q |∇g|

3r
3r+q(r−3)
r . (2.2)

The next several lemmas contain some Sobolev inequalities on the product estimates, the interpolation

estimates, the composite function estimates, etc., which can be found in many works, say Majda [24].
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Lemma 2.2 ([24]). For constants s ∈ N+, r, p, q ∈ [1,∞] satisfying

1

r
=

1

p
+

1

q
,

and functions f, g ∈ W s,p ∩W s,q, there exists a constant C only depending on s, such that

|∇s(fg)− f∇sg|r ≤ C
(
|∇f |p|∇

s−1g|q + |∇sf |p|g|q
)
, (2.3)

|∇s(fg)− f∇sg|r ≤ C
(
|∇f |p|∇

s−1g|q + |∇sf |q|g|p
)
, (2.4)

where ∇sf (s > 1) stands for the set of all partial derivatives ∂ξ
xf with |ξ| = s.

Lemma 2.3 ([24]). If functions f, g ∈ Hs and s > 3
2 , then fg ∈ Hs, and there exists a constant C only

depending on s such that

‖fg‖s ≤ C‖f‖s‖g‖s. (2.5)

Lemma 2.4 ([24]). If u ∈ Hs, then for any r ∈ [0, s], there exists a constant C only depending on s such

that

‖u‖r ≤ C|u|
1− r

s

2 ‖u‖
r
s
s . (2.6)

Lemma 2.5 ([24]). (1) If f, g ∈ Hs ∩ L∞ and |ζ| ≤ s, then there exists a constant C only depending on s

such that
∥
∥∂ζ

x(fg)
∥
∥
s
≤ C (|f |∞|∇sg|2 + |g|∞|∇sf |2) . (2.7)

(2) Let u(x) be a continuous function taking its values in some open set G such that u ∈ Hs ∩L∞, and g(u)

be a smooth vector-valued function on G. Then for any s ≥ 1, there exists a constant C only depending on

s such that

|∇sg(u)|2 ≤ C

∥
∥
∥
∥

∂g

∂u

∥
∥
∥
∥
s−1

|u|s−1
∞ |∇su|2. (2.8)

Lemma 2.6 ([24]). If function sequence {wn}
∞

n=1 converges weakly in a Hilbert space X to w, then wn

converges strongly to w in X if and only if

‖w‖X ≥ lim sup
n→∞

‖wn‖X .

The next one will show some compactness results from the Aubin-Lions Lemma.

Lemma 2.7 ([28]). Let X0, X and X1 be three Banach spaces with X0 ⊂ X ⊂ X1. Suppose that X0 is

compactly embedded in X and that X is continuously embedded in X1. Then:

• Let G be bounded in Lp(0, T ;X0) for 1 ≤ p < ∞, and ∂G
∂t

be bounded in L1(0, T ;X1), then G is

relatively compact in Lp(0, T ;X).

• Let F be bounded in L∞(0, T ;X0) and ∂F
∂t

be bounded in Lp(0, T ;X1) with p > 1,then F is relatively

compact in C(0, T ;X).

The last lemma will be used to show the time continuity for the higher order terms of our solution:

Lemma 2.8 ([1]). If f(t, x) ∈ L2
(
0, T ;L2

)
, then there exists a sequence sk such that

sk → 0, and sk |f (sk, x)|
2
2 → 0, as k → +∞.
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3. Local-in-time well-posedness of solutions

3.1. Reformulation

By introducing three new quantities,

φ = ρ
γ−1
2 , ϕ = ρ

δ−1
2 ,

equations (1.1)–(1.2) can be formally rewritten as







ϕt + u · ∇ϕ+ δ−1
2 ϕdivu = 0,

φt + u · ∇φ+ γ−1
2 φdivu = 0,

ut + u · ∇u+ Aγ
γ−1∇φ2 + ϕ2L(u) = δ

δ−1Q(u) · ∇ϕ2 +∇Φ,

∆Φ = ϕ
2

δ−1 − b,

(ϕ,W,Φ)|t=0 = (ϕ0(x),W0(x),Φ0(x)) , x ∈ T3,

which can be rewritten into a new system that consists of a transport equation for ϕ, a linear elliptic equation

for Φ and a “quasi-symmetric hyperbolic”–“degenerate elliptic” coupled system with some special lower order

source terms for (φ, u):







ϕt + u · ∇ϕ+ δ−1
2 ϕdivu = 0,

A0Wt +

3∑

j=1

Aj(W )∂jW

︸ ︷︷ ︸

symmetric hyperbolic

+ ϕ2L(W )
︸ ︷︷ ︸

degenerate elliptic

= Q(W )H(ϕ) +




0

a1∇Φ





︸ ︷︷ ︸

lower order source

,

∆Φ = ϕ
2

δ−1 − b,

(ϕ,W,Φ)|t=0 = (ϕ0(x),W0(x),Φ0(x)) , x ∈ T3,

(3.1)

where W (x) = (φ, u)⊤(x),W0(x) = (φ0, u0)
⊤(x) and

A0 =

(

1 0

0 a1I3

)

, Aj(W ) =

(

uj
γ−1
2 φe⊤j

γ−1
2 φej a1ujI3

)

, j = 1, 2, 3,

L(W ) =

(

0

a1L(u)

)

, L(u) = −α(∆u+∇divu)− β∇divu,

H(ϕ) =

(

0

∇ϕ2

)

, Q(W ) =

(

0 0

0 a1δ
δ−1Q(u)

)

,

Q(u) = α(∇u + (∇u)⊤) + βdivuI3, a1 =
(γ − 1)2

4Aγ
.

Theorem 3.1. If initial data (ϕ0,W0,Φ0) satisfies

ρ0 ≥ 0, (ϕ0,W0) ∈ H3, (3.2)
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then there exists a time T∗ > 0 and a unique regular solution (ϕ, φ, u,Φ) in [0, T∗]×T3 to the problem (3.1)

satisfying:

ϕ ∈ C
(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
, φ ∈ C

(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
,

Φ ∈ C
(
[0, T ∗];H3

)
∩ L∞

(
0, T ∗;H4

)
,

u ∈ C
(

[0, T ∗] ;Hs′
)

∩ L∞
(
0, T ∗;H3

)
, s′ ∈ [2, 3),

ϕ∇4u ∈ L2
(
0, T ∗;L2

)
, ut ∈ C

(
[0, T ∗] ;H1

)
∩ L2

(
0, T ∗;D2

)
.

(3.3)

Moreover, we have

sup
0≤t≤T∗

(
‖φ‖23 + ‖ϕ‖23 + ‖u‖23

)
(t) +

∫ t

0

|ϕ∇4u|22ds ≤ C0,

for arbitrary constant s′ ∈ [2, 3) and positive constant C0 = C0(γ, δ, ϕ0,W0,Φ0).

3.2. Linearization







ϕt + v · ∇ϕ+ δ−1
2 ϕ̃divv = 0,

A0Wt +
3∑

j=1

Aj(V )∂jW + (ϕ2 + η2)L(W ) = Q(V )H(ϕ) +




0

a1∇Φ



 ,

∆Φ = ϕ
2

δ−1 − b,

(ϕ,W,Φ)|t=0 = (ϕ0(x),W0(x),Φ0(x)) , x ∈ T3,

(3.4)

where η ∈ (0, 1] is a constant, W = (φ, u)⊤, V = (φ̃, v)⊤ and W0 = (φ0, u0)
⊤

. (ϕ̃, φ̃) are all known

functions and v = (v1, v2, v3)
⊤ ∈ R3 is a known vector satisfying the initial assumption (ϕ̃, φ̃, v)(t = 0, x) =

(ϕ0, φ0, u0) (x) and

ϕ̃ ∈ C([0, T ];H3), ϕ̃t ∈ C([0, T ];H2), φ̃ ∈ C([0, T ];H3),

φ̃t ∈ C([0, T ];H2), v ∈ C([0, T ];Hs′) ∩ L∞(0, T ;H3),

ϕ̃∇4v ∈ L2
(
0, T ;L2

)
, vt ∈ C

(
[0, T ];L2

)
∩ L2

(
0, T ;D1

)
.

(3.5)

Moreover, we assume that

ϕ0 ≥ 0, φ0 ≥ 0, (ϕ0,W0) ∈ H3. (3.6)

Now we have the following existence result of a strong solution (ϕ, φ, u,Φ) to (3.4) by the standard

methods at least when η > 0:

Lemma 3.2. Assume that the initial data (ϕ0,W0) satisfy (3.6). Then there exists a constant T ∗ > 0, such

that for any T ∈ [0, T ∗], there exists a unique strong solution (ϕ, φ, u,Φ) in [0, T ]× T3 to (3.4) when η > 0

such that

ϕ ∈ C
(
[0, T ];H3

)
, φ ∈ C

(
[0, T ];H3

)
, Φ ∈ L∞

(
0, T ;H4

)
∩ C

(
[0, T ];H3

)
, (3.7)

u ∈ C
(
[0, T ];H3

)
∩ L2

(
0, T ;D4

)
, ut ∈ C

(
[0, T ];H1

)
∩ L2

(
0, T ;D2

)
.
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Proof. First, the local-in-time existence and regularities of a unique solution ϕ in (0, T )×T3 to the equations

(3.4)1 can be obtained by the standard theory of Characteristics, see [10, Section 3.2].

Next, since ϕ ∈ C([0, T ];H3) and 2
δ−1 > 2, we have ϕ

2
δ−1 ∈ C([0, T ];H2). Consequently, the existence

and L∞(0, T ;H4) regularity of a unique solution Φ in (0, T )×T3 to the equations (3.4)4 can be obtained by

the standard theory of elliptical equations, see [10, Section 6.2–6.3] for details. To obtain the C([0, T ];H3)

regularity of Φ, we note that (3.4)1 implies

(

ϕ
2

δ−1

)

t
= ϕ

3−δ
δ−1

(

−v · ∇ϕ−
δ − 1

2
ϕ̃divv

)

∈ L∞
(
0, T ;H1

)
.

Therefore, for any t, s ∈ [0, T ], we have

∥
∥
∥ϕ

2
δ−1 (t)− ϕ

2
δ−1 (s)

∥
∥
∥
1
≤ C

∫ t

s

∥
∥
∥

(

ϕ
2

δ−1

)

t
(τ)
∥
∥
∥
1
dτ → 0,

as s → t. Then standard elliptical estimates imply

‖Φ(t)− Φ(s)‖3 ≤ C
∥
∥
∥ϕ

2
δ−1 (t)− ϕ

2
δ−1 (s)

∥
∥
∥
1
→ 0,

as s → t. This gives the C([0, T ];H3) regularity of Φ.

Finally, when η > 0, based on the regularities of ϕ and Φ, it is not difficult to solve W from the linear

symmetric hyperbolic-parabolic coupled system (3.4)3 to complete the proof, see [10, Chapter 7].

3.3. A priori estimates

Assume that

‖ϕ0‖3 + ‖φ0‖3 + ‖u0‖3 ≤ c0, (3.8)

and

sup
0≤t≤T∗

(

‖ϕ̃(t)‖21 + ‖φ̃(t)‖21 + ‖v(t)‖21

)

+

∫ T∗

0

∣
∣ϕ̃∇2v

∣
∣
2

2
dt ≤ c21,

sup
0≤t≤T∗

(

‖ϕ̃(t)‖22 + ‖φ̃(t)‖22 + ‖v(t)‖22

)

+

∫ T∗

0

∣
∣ϕ̃∇3v

∣
∣
2

2
dt ≤ c22,

sup
0≤t≤T∗

(

‖ϕ̃(t)‖23 + ‖φ̃(t)‖23 + ‖v(t)‖23

)

+

∫ T∗

0

∣
∣ϕ̃∇4v

∣
∣
2

2
dt ≤ c23.

(3.9)

Lemma 3.3. Let T1 = min
{

T ∗, (1 + Cc3)
−2
}

. Then for 0 ≤ t ≤ T1,

‖ϕ(t)‖3 ≤ Cc0, ‖ϕt(t)‖2 ≤ Cc23, ‖Φ(t)‖4 ≤ Cc0.

Proof. Apply the operator ∂ζ
x(0 ≤ |ζ| ≤ 3) to (3.4)1, we have

(∂ζ
xϕ)t + v · ∇∂ζ

xϕ = −(∂ζ
x(v · ∇ϕ)− v · ∇∂ζ

xϕ)− ∂ζ
x(ϕ̃divv). (3.10)

Multiplying both sides of (3.10) by ∂ζ
xϕ, integrating over T3, we get

1

2

d

dt
|∂ζ

xϕ|
2
2 ≤ C|divv|∞|∂ζ

xϕ|
2
2 + C|∂ζ

x(v · ∇ϕ− v · ∇∂ζ
xϕ)|2|∂

ζ
xϕ|2 + C|∂ζ

x(ϕ̃divv)|2|∂
ζ
xϕ|2. (3.11)
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First we consider the case where |ζ| ≤ 2.

|∂ζ
x(v · ∇ϕ− v · ∇∂ζ

xϕ)|2 ≤ C(|∇v · ∇ϕ|2 + |∇v · ∇2ϕ|2 + |∇2v · ∇ϕ|2) ≤ C‖v‖3‖ϕ‖2,

|∂ζ
x(ϕ̃divv)|2 ≤ C‖ϕ̃‖2‖v‖3,

(3.12)

which yields that
d

dt
‖ϕ‖2 ≤ C‖v‖3‖ϕ‖2 + C‖ϕ̃‖2‖v‖3. (3.13)

Then, according to Gronwall’s inequality, one has

‖ϕ‖2 ≤ (‖ϕ0‖2 + Cc23t) exp(Cc3t) ≤ Cc0, (3.14)

for 0 ≤ T1 = min{T ∗, (1 + Cc3)
−2}.

When |ζ| = 3,

|∂ζ
x(v · ∇ϕ)− v · ∇∂ζ

xϕ|2 ≤ C(|∇3v · ∇ϕ|2 + |∇2v · ∇2ϕ|2 + |∇v · ∇3ϕ|2)

≤ C‖v‖3‖ϕ‖3,

|∂ζ
x(ϕ̃divv)|2 ≤ C(|ϕ̃∇3divv|2 + |∇ϕ̃ · ∇2divv|2 + |∇2ϕ̃∇divv|2 + |∇3ϕ̃divv|2)

≤ C(|ϕ̃∇4v|2 + ‖ϕ̃‖3‖v‖3).

Then we have
d

dt
‖ϕ‖3 ≤ C(‖v‖3‖ϕ‖3 + ‖v‖3‖ϕ̃‖3 + |ϕ̃∇4v|2). (3.15)

According to Gronwall’s Inequality, we obtain that

‖ϕ‖3 ≤

(

‖ϕ0‖3 + c23t+

∫ t

0

|ϕ̃∇4v|2ds

)

exp(Cc3t). (3.16)

Noting that
∫ t

0

|ϕ̃∇4v|2ds ≤ t
1
2

(∫ t

0

|ϕ̃∇4v|22ds

) 1
2

≤ c3t
1
2 , (3.17)

it follows from (3.16)–(3.17) that

‖ϕ‖3 ≤ Cc0, (3.18)

for 0 ≤ t ≤ T1. From

ϕt = −v · ∇ϕ− ϕ̃divv, (3.19)

we easily have

|ϕt|2 ≤ C(|v|∞|∇ϕ|2 + |ϕ̃|∞|divv|2) ≤ Cc22,

|ϕt|D1 ≤ C(|v|∞|∇2ϕ|2 + |∇v|∞|∇ϕ|2 + |∇ϕ̃|∞|∇v|2 + |ϕ̃|∞|∇2v|2) ≤ Cc23,

|ϕt|D2 ≤ C(|v|∞|∇3ϕ|2 + |∇v|∞|∇2ϕ|2 + |∇2v|2|∇ϕ|∞

+ |∇ϕ̃|∞|∇2v|2 + |ϕ̃|∞|∇3v|2) ≤ Cc23.

By (3.18) and standard elliptical estimates, we also have

‖Φ(t)‖4 ≤ C‖ϕ− b‖2 ≤ Cc0.

Thus, we complete the proof of the lemma.

9



Lemma 3.4. Let (ϕ,W,Φ) be the solutions to (3.4). Then

‖W (t)‖21 +

∫ t

0

|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇2u|22ds ≤ Cc20,

for 0 ≤ t ≤ T2 , min
{

T1, (1 + Cc3)
−3
}

.

Proof. Applying ∂ζ
x to (3.4)3, we have

A0∂
ζ
xWt +

3∑

j=1

Aj(V )∂j∂
ζ
xW + (ϕ2 + η2)L(∂ζ

xW )

= ∂ζ
xQ(V )H(ϕ) −

(

∂ζ
x

(
3∑

j=1

Aj(V )∂jW
)
−

3∑

j=1

Aj(V )∂j∂
ζ
xW

)

−
(

∂ζ
x

(
(ϕ2 + η2)L(W )

)
− (ϕ2 + η2)L(∂ζ

xW )
)

+
(

∂ζ
x

(
Q(V )H(ϕ)

)
− ∂ζ

xQ(V )H(ϕ)
)

+

(

0

a1∇∂ζ
xΦ

)

.

(3.20)

Multiplying (3.20) by ∂ζ
xW on both sides and integrating over T3,

1

2

d

dt

∫

(∂ζ
xW )⊤A0∂

ζ
xW + a1α|

√

ϕ2 + η2∇∂ζ
xu|

2
2 + a1(α + β)|

√

ϕ2 + η2div∂ζ
xu|

2
2

=
1

2

∫

(∂ζ
xW )⊤divA(V )∂ζ

xW − a1α

∫

(∇(ϕ2 + η2) · (∇∂ζ
xu+ div∂ζ

xuI3)) · ∂
ζ
xu

+
a1δ

δ − 1

∫

(∇ϕ2∂ζ
xQ(v)) · ∂ζ

xu (3.21)

−

∫ (

∂ζ
x

(
3∑

j=1

Aj(V )∂jW
)
−

3∑

j=1

Aj(V )∂j∂
ζ
xW

)

· ∂ζ
xW

− a1

∫ (

∂ζ
x

(
(ϕ2 + η2)L(u)

)
− (ϕ2 + η2)L(∂ζ

xu)
)

· ∂ζ
xu

+
a1δ

δ − 1

∫ (

∂ζ
x

(
∇ϕ2 ·Q(v)

)
−∇ϕ2 ·Q(∂ζ

xv)
)

· ∂ζ
xu

+ a1

∫

∇∂ζ
xΦ · ∂ζ

xu

,
7∑

i=1

Ii,

where A(V ) = (A1(V ), A2(V ), A3(V )) and divA(V ) =
3∑

j=1

∂jAj(V ).

When |ζ| ≤ 1, we have

I1 =
1

2

∫

(∂ζ
xW )⊤divA(V )∂ζ

xW ≤ C|∇V |∞|∂ζ
xW |22

≤ C‖V ‖3|∂
ζ
xW |22 ≤ Cc3|∂

ζ
xW |22,

I2 = −a1α

∫
(
∇(ϕ2 + η2) · (∇∂ζ

xu+ div∂ζ
xuI3)

)
· ∂ζ

xu

≤ C|∇ϕ|∞|ϕ∇∂ζ
xu|2|∂

ζ
xu|2
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≤
a1α

10
|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇∂ζ
xu|

2
2 + Cc20|∂

ζ
xu|

2
2,

I3 =
a1δ

δ − 1

∫

(∇ϕ2∂ζ
xQ(v)) · ∂ζ

xu

≤ C|ϕ|∞|∇ϕ|∞|∇∂ζ
xv|2|∂

ζ
xu|2

≤ Cc33|∂
2
xu|2 ≤ Cc33|∂

2
xu|

2
2 + Cc33,

I4 = −

∫ (

∂ζ
x

(
3∑

j=1

Aj(V )∂jW
)
−

3∑

j=1

Aj(V )∂j∂
ζ
xW

)

· ∂ζ
xW

≤ C|∇V |∞|∇W |22 ≤ Cc3|∇W |22,

I5 = −a1α

∫ (

∂ζ
x

(
(ϕ2 + η2)L(u)

)
− (ϕ2 + η2)L(∂ζ

xu)
)

· ∂ζ
xu

≤ C|∇ϕ|∞|ϕL(u)|2|∂
ζ
xu|2 ≤

a1α

10
|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇2u|22 + Cc20|∂
ζ
xu|

2
2,

I6 =
a1δ

δ − 1

∫ (

∂ζ
x

(
∇ϕ2 ·Q(v)

)
−∇ϕ2 ·Q(∂ζ

xv)
)

· ∂ζ
xu

≤ C(|ϕ|∞|∇v|∞|∇2ϕ|2 + |∇v|∞|∇ϕ|3|∇ϕ|6)|∂
ζ
xu|2

≤ Cc33|∂
ζ
xu|2 ≤ Cc33 + Cc33|∂

ζ
xu|

2
2,

I7 = a1

∫

∇∂ζ
xΦ · ∂ζ

xu ≤ C‖Φ‖2|∂
ζ
xu|2

≤ Cc0 + Cc0|∂
ζ
xu|

2
2. (3.22)

Then, it yields that

1

2

d

dt

∫

(∂ζ
xW )⊤A0∂

ζ
xW +

1

2
a1α|

√

ϕ2 + η2∇2u|22 ≤ Cc33‖W‖21 + Cc33. (3.23)

By Gronwall’s inequality, we have

‖W‖21 +

∫ t

0

|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇2u|22ds ≤ C(‖W0‖
2
1 + c33t) exp(Cc33t) ≤ Cc20, (3.24)

for 0 ≤ t ≤ T2 = min{T1, (1 + Cc3)
−3}.

Lemma 3.5. Let (ϕ,W,Φ) be the solutions to (3.4). Then

|W (t)|2D2 +

∫ t

0

|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇3u|22ds ≤ Cc20,

‖φt(t)‖1 + |ut(t)|2 +

∫ t

0

|us|
2
D1ds ≤ Cc33,

for 0 ≤ t ≤ T2.

Proof. Now we consider the terms on the righthand side of (3.21) when |ζ| = 2. It follows from Lemma 2.1,

(3.21), Hölder’s inequality, Young’s inequality and the integration by parts that

I1 =
1

2

∫

(∂ζ
xW )⊤divA(V )∂ζ

xW ≤ C|∇V |∞|∂ζ
xW |22

≤ C‖V ‖3|∂
ζ
xW |22 ≤ Cc3|∂

ζ
xW |22,
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I2 = −a1α

∫
(
∇(ϕ2 + η2) · (∇∂ζ

xu+ div∂ζ
xuI3)

)
· ∂ζ

xu (3.25)

≤ C|∇ϕ|∞|ϕ∇∂ζ
xu|2|∂

ζ
xu|2 ≤

a1α

10
|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇∂ζ
xu|

2
2 + Cc20|∂

ζ
xu|

2
2,

I3 =
a1δ

δ − 1

∫

(∇ϕ2∂ζ
xQ(v)) · ∂ζ

xu

≤ C|ϕ|∞|∇ϕ|3|∇∂ζ
xv|6|∂

ζ
xu|2

≤ Cc33|∂
ζ
xu|2 ≤ Cc33|∂

ζ
xu|

2
2 + Cc33,

I4 = −

∫ (

∂ζ
x

(
3∑

j=1

Aj(V )∂jW
)
−

3∑

j=1

Aj(V )∂j∂
ζ
xW

)

· ∂ζ
xW

≤ C|∇V |∞|∇W |22 ≤ Cc3|∇W |22,

I5 = −a1

∫ (

∂ζ
x

(
(ϕ2 + η2)L(u)

)
− (ϕ2 + η2)L(∂ζ

xu)
)

· ∂ζ
xu

≤ C(|∇ϕ|2∞|∇2u|22 + |∇ϕ|∞|ϕ∇3u|2|∇
2u|2)

≤
a1α

10
|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇3u|22 + Cc20|∇
2u|22,

I6 =
a1δ

δ − 1

∫ (

∂ζ
x

(
∇ϕ2 ·Q(v)

)
−∇ϕ2 ·Q(∂ζ

xv)
)

· ∂ζ
xu

≤ C(|ϕ|∞|∇2v|6|∇
2ϕ|3 + |∇ϕ|2∞|∇2v|2 + |∇ϕ|∞|∇2ϕ|3|∇v|6

+ |ϕ|∞|∇3ϕ|2|∇v|∞ + |∇ϕ|∞|∇v|∞|∇2ϕ|2)|∇
2u|2

≤ Cc33|∇
2u|2 ≤ Cc33 + Cc33|∇

2u|22,

I7 = a1

∫

∇∂ζ
xΦ · ∂ζ

xu ≤ C‖Φ‖3|∂
ζ
xu|2

≤ Cc0 + Cc0|∂
ζ
xu|

2
2. (3.26)

Then, it yields that

1

2

d

dt

∫

(∂ζ
xW )⊤A0∂

ζ
xW +

1

2
a1α|

√

ϕ2 + η2∇3u|22 ≤ Cc33|W |2D2 + Cc33. (3.27)

According to Gronwall’s inequality, we have

|W |2D2 +

∫ t

0

|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇3u|22ds ≤ C(|W0|
2
D2 + c33t) exp(Cc33t) ≤ Cc20, (3.28)

for 0 ≤ t ≤ T2.

From the relation that

φt = −v · ∇φ −
γ − 1

2
φ̃divu, (3.29)

we have

|φt|2 ≤ C|v · ∇φ+ φ̃divu|2

≤ C(|v|∞|∇φ|2 + |φ̃|∞|divu|2)

≤ Cc22,

|φt|D1 ≤ C(|∇v|∞|∇φ|2 + |v|∞|∇2φ|2 + |∇φ̃|∞|∇u|2 + |φ̃|∞|∇2u|2)

≤ Cc23.

(3.30)
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From the relation that

ut + v · ∇u+
2Aγ

γ − 1
φ̃∇φ− (ϕ2 + η2)(α∆u + (α+ β)∇divu)

=
δ

δ − 1
(α(∇v + (∇v)⊤) + βdivvI3) · ∇ϕ2 +∇Φ,

(3.31)

we have

|ut|2 ≤ C(|v|∞|∇u|2 + |φ̃|∞|∇φ|2 + |ϕ2 + η2|∞|∇2u|2 + |ϕ|∞|∇ϕ|∞|∇v|2 + |∇Φ|2)

≤ Cc32.
(3.32)

For |ut|D1 ,

|ut|D1 ≤ C(|∇v|6|∇u|3 + |v|∞|∇2u|2 + |∇φ̃|3|∇φ|6 + |φ̃|∞|∇2φ|2

+ |
√

ϕ2 + η2|∞|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇3u|2 + |ϕ|∞|∇ϕ|∞|∇2u|2

+ |∇ϕ|2∞|∇v|2 + |ϕ|∞|∇2ϕ|3|∇v|6 + |ϕ|∞|∇ϕ|∞|∇2v|2 + |∇2Φ|2)

≤ Cc32 + Cc0|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇3u|2,

(3.33)

which implies that
∫ t

0

|us|
2
D1ds ≤ C

∫ t

0

(c62 + c20|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇3u|22)ds ≤ Cc32, (3.34)

for 0 ≤ t ≤ T2.

Lemma 3.6. Let (ϕ,W,Φ) be the solutions to (3.4). Then

|W (t)|2D3 +

∫ t

0

|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇4u|22ds ≤ Cc20,

|φt(t)|
2
D2 + |ut(t)|

2
D1 +

∫ t

0

|us|
2
D2ds ≤ Cc63,

for 0 ≤ t ≤ T3 , min{T2, (1 + Cc3)
−4}.

Proof. Now we consider the terms on the righthand side of (3.21) when |ζ| = 3. It follows from Lemma 2.1,

(3.21), Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality that

I1 =
1

2

∫

(∂ζ
xW )⊤divA(V )∂ζ

xW ≤ C|∇V |∞|∂ζ
xW |22

≤ C‖V ‖3|∂
ζ
xW |22 ≤ Cc3|∂

ζ
xW |22,

I2 = −a1α

∫
(
∇(ϕ2 + η2) · (∇∂ζ

xu+ div∂ζ
xuI3)

)
· ∂ζ

xu (3.35)

≤ C|∇ϕ|∞|ϕ∇4u|2|∂
ζ
xu|2 ≤

a1α

10
|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇4u|22 + Cc20|∂
ζ
xu|

2
2,

I3 =
a1δ

δ − 1

∫

(∇ϕ2∂ζ
xQ(v)) · ∂ζ

xu

≤ C(|∇ϕ|2∞|∇3v|2|∇
3u|2 + |∇2ϕ|3|ϕ∇

3u|6|∇
3v|2 + |∇ϕ|∞|ϕ∇4u|2|∇

3v|2)

≤ Cc33|∇
3u|22 + Cc43 +

a1α

10
|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇4u|22,
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I4 = −

∫ (

∂ζ
x

(
3∑

j=1

Aj(V )∂jW
)
−

3∑

j=1

Aj(V )∂j∂
ζ
xW

)

· ∂ζ
xW

≤ C(|∇V |∞|∇3W |22 + |∇2V |3|∇
2W |6|∇

3W |2 + |∇3V |2|∇W |∞|∇W |2)

≤ Cc3|∇
3W |22,

I5 = −a1

∫ (

∂ζ
x

(
(ϕ2 + η2)L(u)

)
− (ϕ2 + η2)L(∂ζ

xu)
)

· ∂ζ
xu

≤ C(|∇ϕ|∞|∇2ϕ|3|∇
2u|6|∇

3u|2 + |∇3ϕ|2|∇
2u|3|ϕ∇

3u|6 + |∇ϕ|2∞|∇3u|22

+ |∇2ϕ|3|ϕ∇
3u|6|∇

3u|2 + |∇ϕ|∞|ϕ∇4u|2|∇
3u|2)

≤
a1α

10
|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇4u|22 + Cc20|∇
3u|22,

I6 =
a1δ

δ − 1

∫ (

∂ζ
x

(
∇ϕ2 ·Q(v)

)
−∇ϕ2 ·Q(∂ζ

xv)
)

· ∂ζ
xu

≤ C(|∇v|∞|∇2ϕ|3|∇
2ϕ|6|∇

3u|2 + |∇v|∞|∇ϕ|∞|∇3ϕ|2|∇
3u|2 + |∇3ϕ|2|∇

2v|6|ϕ∇
3u|3

+ |∇3ϕ|2|∇v|∞|ϕ∇4u|2 + |∇ϕ|∞|∇2ϕ|3|∇
2v|6|∇

3u|2 + |ϕ|3|∇
2v|6|∇

3ϕ|2|∇
3u|2

+ |∇ϕ|2∞|∇3v|2|∇
3u|2 + |∇3v|2|∇

2ϕ|3|ϕ∇
3u|6)

≤ Cc33|∇
3u|22 + Cc43 +

a1α

10
|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇4u|22,

I7 = a1

∫

∇∂ζ
xΦ · ∂ζ

xu ≤ C‖Φ‖4|∇
3u|2

≤ Cc0 + Cc0|∇
3u|22 (3.36)

where I6 was processed via integration by parts. Then, it yields that

1

2

d

dt

∫

(∂ζ
xW )⊤A0∂

ζ
xW +

1

2
a1α|

√

ϕ2 + η2∇4u|22 ≤ Cc33|W |2D3 + Cc43. (3.37)

According to Gronwall’s inequality, we have

|W |2D3 +

∫ t

0

|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇4u|22ds ≤ C(|W0|
2
D2 + c43t) exp(Cc33t) ≤ Cc20, (3.38)

for 0 ≤ t ≤ T3 = min{T1, (1 + Cc3)
−4}.

For |φt|D2 , from (3.29), we have

|φt|D2 ≤ C(|∇2v|3|∇φ|6 + |∇v|3|∇
2φ|6 + |v|∞|∇3φ|2

+ |∇2φ̃|3|∇u|6 + |∇φ̃|3|∇
2u|6 + |φ̃|∞|∇3u|2)

≤ Cc23.

(3.39)

It follows from (3.33) that

|ut|D1 ≤ Cc32 + Cc0|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇3u|2 ≤ Cc32. (3.40)

For |ut|D2 , from (3.31), we have

|ut|D2 ≤ C(‖v‖3‖u‖3 + ‖φ̃‖3‖φ‖3 + ‖ϕ‖3‖u‖3 + ‖ϕ‖23‖u‖3 + |ϕ|∞|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇4u|2)

≤ Cc33 + Cc3|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇4u|2,
(3.41)

14



which implies that

∫ t

0

|ut|
2
D2ds ≤C

∫ t

0

(

c63 + c23(|
√

ϕ2 + η2∇4u|22)
)

ds ≤ Cc43, (3.42)

for 0 ≤ t ≤ T3.

Combining the estimates obtained in Lemmas 3.3–3.6, we have

‖ϕ‖23 ≤ Cc20, ‖ϕt‖2 ≤ Cc23, ‖Φ(t)‖4 ≤ Cc0,

‖W‖21 +

∫ t

0

|ϕ∇2u|22ds ≤ Cc20,

|W |2D2 +

∫ t

0

|ϕ∇3u|22ds ≤ Cc20,

‖φt‖
2
1 + |ut|

2
2 +

∫ t

0

|ut|
2
D1ds ≤ Cc63,

|W |2D3 +

∫ t

0

|ϕ∇4u|22ds ≤ Cc20,

‖φt‖
2
D2 + |ut|

2
D1 +

∫ t

0

|ut|
2
D2ds ≤ Cc63,

(3.43)

for 0 ≤ t ≤ T3 = min{T2, (1 + Cc3)
−4}.

Therefore, if we define the constants ci(i = 1, 2, 3) and T ∗ by

c1 = c2 = c3 = C
1
2 c0, T ∗ = min{T, (1 + Cc0)

−4}, (3.44)

then we deduce that

sup
0≤t≤T∗

(
‖ϕ(t)‖21 + ‖φ(t)‖21 + ‖u(t)‖21

)
+

∫ T∗

0

|ϕ∇2u|22dt ≤ c21,

sup
0≤t≤T∗

(
|ϕ(t)|2D2 + |φ(t)|2D2 + ‖u(t)‖2D2

)
+

∫ T∗

0

|ϕ∇3u|22dt ≤ c22,

sup
0≤t≤T∗

(
|ϕ(t)|2D3 + |φ(t)|2D3 + |u(t)|2D3 + ‖Φ‖4

)
+

∫ T∗

0

|ϕ∇4u|22dt ≤ c23,

sup
0≤t≤T∗

(
‖ut‖

2
1 + ‖φt‖

2
2 + ‖ϕt‖

2
2

)
+

∫ T∗

0

|ut|
2
D2dt ≤ c63.

(3.45)

3.4. Passing to the limit as η → 0

Now we consider the systems (3.4) when η → 0 as follows:







ϕt + v · ∇ϕ+ δ−1
2 ϕ̃divv = 0,

A0Wt +
∑3

j=1 Aj(V )∂jW + (ϕ2 + η2)L(W ) = Q(V )H(ϕ) +




0

a1∇Φ



 ,

∆Φ = ϕ
2

δ−1 − b,

(ϕ,W,Φ)|t=0 = (ϕ0(x),W0(x),Φ0(x)) , x ∈ T3,

(3.46)
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Lemma 3.7. Assume (ϕ0,W0) satisfy (3.6). Then there exists a time T ∗ > 0 and a unique strong solution

(ϕ,W,Φ) in [0, T ∗]× T3 to (3.46) such that

ϕ ∈ C
(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
, φ ∈ C

(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
,

u ∈ C
(

[0, T ∗] ;Hs′
)

∩ L∞
(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
, s′ ∈ [2, 3),

ϕ∇4u ∈ L2
(
[0, T ∗] ;L2

)
, ut ∈ C

(
[0, T ∗] ;H1

)
∩ L2

(
[0, T ∗] ;D2

)
,

Φ ∈ C
(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
∩ L∞

(
[0, T ∗] ;H4

)
.

(3.47)

Moreover, (ϕ,W,Φ) also satisfies the a priori estimates (3.45).

Proof. We prove the existence, uniqueness and time-continuity in three steps.

Step 1. Existence. Due to Lemma 3.2 and the uniform estimates (3.45), for every η > 0, there exists

a unique strong solution (ϕη,W η,Φη) in [0, T ∗] × T3 to the linearized problem (3.4) satisfying estimates

(3.45), where the time T ∗ > 0 is independent of η.

By virtue of the uniform estimates (3.45) independent of η and Lemma 2.7, we know that for any

R > 0, there exists a subsequence of solutions (still denoted by) (ρη, ϕη,W η), which converges to a limit

(ϕ,W ) = (ϕ, φ, u) in the following strong sense:

(ϕη,W η) → (ϕ,W ) in C
(
[0, T ∗] ;H2 (BR)

)
, as η → 0. (3.48)

Again by virtue of the uniform estimates (3.45) independent of η, we also know that there exists a

subsequence of solutions (still denoted by) (ϕη,W η,Φη), which converges to (ϕ,W,Φη) in the following

weak or weak–∗ sense:

(ϕη,W η) ⇀ (ρ, ϕ,W ) weakly–∗ in L∞
(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

(
T3
))

,

(ϕη
t , φ

η
t ) ⇀ (ρt, ϕt, φt) weakly–∗ in L∞

(
[0, T ∗] ;H2

(
T3
))

,

Φη ⇀ Φ weakly–∗ in L∞
(
[0, T ∗] ;H4

(
T3
))

,

u
η
t ⇀ ut weakly–∗ in L∞

(
[0, T ∗] ;H1

(
T3
))

,

u
η
t ⇀ ut weakly in L2

(
[0, T ∗] ;D2

(
T3
))

,

(3.49)

which, along with the lower semi-continuity of weak convergence, implies that (ϕ,W,Φ) also satisfies the

corresponding estimates (3.45) except those of ϕ∇4u.

Combining the strong convergence in (3.48) and the weak convergence in (3.49), we easily obtain that

(ρ, ϕ,W ) also satisfies the local estimates (3.45) and

ϕη∇4uη ⇀ ϕ∇4u weakly in L2
(
[0, T ∗]× T3

)
. (3.50)

Now we want to show that (ρ, ϕ,W ) is a weak solution in the sense of distributions to the linearized

problem (3.46). Multiplying (3.46)2 by test function f(t, x) =
(
f1, f2, f3

)
∈ C∞

c

(
[0, T ∗)× T3

)
on both
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sides, and integrating over [0, T ∗]× T3, we have

∫ t

0

∫

T3

uη · ftdxds−

∫ t

0

∫

T3

(v · ∇)uη · fdxds−

∫ t

0

∫

T3

2Aγ

γ − 1
φ̃∇φηfdxds

=−

∫

u0 · f(0, x) +

∫ t

0

∫

T3

(

(ϕη)2 + η2
)

L(uη)fdxds

−
δ

δ − 1

∫ t

0

∫

T3

Q(v) · ∇(ϕη)2fdxds− a1

∫ t

0

∫

T3

∇Φηfdxds.

(3.51)

Combining the strong convergence in (3.48) and the weak convergences in (3.49)–(3.50), and letting

η → 0 in (3.51), we have

∫ t

0

∫

T3

u · ftdxds−

∫ t

0

∫

T3

(v · ∇)u · fdxds−
2Aγ

γ − 1

∫ t

0

∫

T3

φ̃∇φfdxds

=−

∫

u0 · f(0, x) +

∫ t

0

∫

T3

ϕ2L(u)fdxds

−
δ

δ − 1

∫ t

0

∫

T3

Q(v) · ∇ϕ2fdxds− a1

∫ t

0

∫

T3

∇Φfdxds.

(3.52)

Thus it is obvious that (ϕ,W,Φ) is a weak solution in the sense of distributions to the linearized problem

(3.46), satisfying the regularities

(ϕ, φ,Φ) ∈ C
(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
, (ϕt, φt) ∈ C

(
[0, T ∗] ;H2

)

u ∈ C
(

[0, T ∗] ;Hs′
)

∩ L∞
(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
, s′ ∈ [2, 3),

ϕ∇4u ∈ L2
(
[0, T ∗] ;L2

)
, ut ∈ C

(
[0, T ∗] ;H1

)
∩ L2

(
[0, T ∗] ;D2

)
.

(3.53)

Step 2. Uniqueness. Let (ϕ1,W1,Φ1) and (ϕ2,W2,Φ2) be two solutions obtained in the above step. We

denote

ϕ̄ = ϕ1 − ϕ2, W̄ = W1 −W2, Φ̄ = Φ1 − Φ2.

Then from (3.46)1 and (3.46)3, we have

ϕ̄t + v · ∇ϕ̄ = 0, ∆Φ̄ = 0,

which implies that ϕ̄ = 0, Φ̄ = 0. Let W̄ = (φ̄, ū)⊤, from (3.46)3 and ϕ1 = ϕ2, we have

A0W̄t +A1(V )W̄x = −ϕ2
1L(W̄ ). (3.54)

Then multiplying (3.54) by W̄ on both sides, and integrating over T3, we have

1

2

d

dt

∫

W̄⊤A0W̄ + a1α |ϕ1∇ū|22

≤ C|∇V |∞|W̄ |22 + |∇ϕ1|∞ |ū|2 |ϕ1∇ū|2

≤
a1α

10
|ϕ1∇ū|

2
2 + Cc22|W̄ |22,

(3.55)

which yields that
d

dt
|W̄ |22 + |ϕ1∇ū|22 ≤ Cc22|W̄ |22. (3.56)
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From Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain that W̄ = 0, which gives the uniqueness.

Step 3. Time-continuity. First for ϕ, via the regularities shown in (3.53) and the classical Sobolev

embedding theorem, we have

ϕ ∈ C
(
[0, T ∗] ;H2

)
∩ C

(
[0, T ∗] ; weak −H3

)
. (3.57)

Using the same arguments as in Lemma 3.3, we have

‖ϕ(t)‖23 ≤

(

‖ϕ0‖
2
3 + C

∫ t

0

(

‖ϕ̃‖23‖v‖
2
3 +

∣
∣ϕ̃∇4v

∣
∣
2

2

)

ds

)

exp

(

C

∫ t

0

‖v‖3 ds

)

,

which implies that

lim sup
t→0

‖ϕ(t)‖3 ≤ ‖ϕ0‖3 .

Then according to Lemma 2.6 and (3.57), we know that ϕ is right continuous at t = 0 in H3 space. From

the reversibility on the time to equation (3.46)1, we know

ϕ ∈ C
(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
. (3.58)

For ϕt, from

ϕt = −v · ∇ϕ−
δ − 1

2
ϕ̃divv,

we only need to consider the term ϕ̃divv. Due to

ϕ̃divv ∈ L2
(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
, (ϕ̃divv)t ∈ L2

(
[0, T ∗] ;H1

)
,

and the Sobolev embedding theorem, we have

ϕ̃divv ∈ C
(
[0, T ∗] ;H2

)
,

which implies that

ϕt ∈ C
(
[0, T ∗] ;H2

)
.

The similar arguments can be used to deal with the regularities of φ and we can get that

φ ∈ C
(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
, φt ∈ C

(
[0, T ∗] ;H2

)
. (3.59)

Using the similar methods as in the proof of Lemma 3.2, we can get that Φ ∈ C
(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
.

For velocity u, from the regularity shown in (3.53) and Sobolev’s embedding theorem, we obtain that

u ∈ C
(
[0, T ∗] ;H1

)
∩ C

(
[0, T ∗] ;weak−H2

)
. (3.60)

Then from Lemma 2.4, for any s′ ∈ [2, 3), we have

‖u‖s′ ≤ C|u|
1− s′

2
2 ‖u‖

s′

2
2 .

Together with the upper bound shown in (3.45) and the time continuity (3.60), we have

u ∈ C([0, T ∗] ;Hs′). (3.61)
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Finally, we consider ut. From equations (3.46)3 we have

ut = −v · ∇u−
2Aγ

γ − 1
φ̃∇φ− αϕ2L(u) +

δ

δ − 1
Q(v) · ∇ϕ2 +∇Φ.

From (3.53), we have

ϕ2L(u) ∈ L2
(
[0, T ∗] ;H2

)
,
(
ϕ2L(u)

)

t
∈ L2

(
[0, T ∗] ;L2

)
,

which means that

ϕ2L(u) ∈ C
(
[0, T ∗] ;H1

)
. (3.62)

Combining (3.47),(3.58)–(3.59),(3.61) and (3.62), we deduce that

ut ∈ C
(
[0, T ∗] ;H1

)
. (3.63)

Hence we complete the proof.

3.5. Proof of Theorem 3.1

Our proof is based on the classical iteration scheme and the existence results for the linearized problem

obtained in Section 3.4. Like in Section 3.3, we define constants c0 and ci(i = 1, 2, 3), and assume that

1 + ‖ϕ0‖3 + ‖W0‖3 ≤ c0.

Let
(
ϕ0,W 0 =

(
φ0, u0

))
, with the regularities

ϕ0 ∈ C
(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
, φ0 ∈ C

(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
, ϕ0∇4u0 ∈ L2

(
[0, T ∗] ;L2

)
,

u0 ∈ C([0, T ∗] ;Hs′) ∩ L∞
(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
for any s′ ∈ [2, 3),

be the solution to the problem






Xt + u0 · ∇X = 0 in (0,+∞)× T3,

Yt + u0 · ∇Y = 0 in (0,+∞)× T3,

Zt −X2△Z = 0 in (0,+∞)× T3,

(X,Y, Z)|t=0 = (ϕ0, φ0, u0) in T3.

(3.64)

We take a time T ∗∗ ∈ (0, T ∗] small enough such that

sup
0≤t≤T∗∗

(

||ϕ0(t)
∥
∥2
1 + ||φ0(t)

∥
∥
2

1
+ ||u0(t)‖21

)

+

∫ T∗∗

0

∣
∣ϕ0∇2u0

∣
∣ dt ≤ c21,

sup
0≤t≤T∗∗

(∣
∣ϕ0(t)

∣
∣
2

D2 +
∣
∣φ0(t)

∣
∣
2

D2 +
∣
∣u0(t)

∣
∣
2

D2

)

+

∫ T∗∗

0

∣
∣ϕ0∇3u0

∣
∣ dt ≤ c22, (3.65)

sup
0≤t≤T∗∗

(∣
∣ϕ0(t)

∣
∣
2

D3 +
∣
∣φ0(t)

∣
∣
2

D3 +
∣
∣u0(t)

∣
∣
2

D3

)

+

∫ T∗∗

0

∣
∣ϕ0∇4u0

∣
∣ dt ≤ c23.

Proof. We prove the existence, uniqueness and time-continuity in three steps.

Step 1. Existence. Let (ϕ̃, φ̃, v) =
(
ϕ0, φ0, u0

)
, we define

(
ρ1, ϕ1,W 1,Φ1

)
as a strong solution to problem

(3.46). Then we construct approximate solutions

(
ϕk+1,W k+1,Φk+1

)
=
(
ϕk+1, φk+1, uk+1,Φk+1

)
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inductively, by assuming that
(
ϕk,W k,Φk

)
was defined for k ≥ 1, let

(
ϕk+1,W k+1,Φk+1

)
be the unique

solution to problem (3.46) with (ϕ̃, φ̃, v) replaced by
(
ϕk,W k

)
as follows:







ϕk+1
t + uk · ∇ϕk+1 + δ−1

2 ϕkdivuk = 0,

A0W
k+1
t +

∑3
j=1 Aj(W

k)∂jW
k+1 + (ϕk+1)2L(W k+1) = Q(W k) ·H(ϕk+1) + a1




0

∇Φk+1



 ,

∆Φk+1 = (ϕk+1)
2

δ−1 − b,

(ϕk+1,W k+1,Φk+1)|t=0 = (ϕ0(x),W0(x),Φ0) , x ∈ T3.

(3.66)

It follows from Lemma 3.7 that the sequence
(
ϕk,W k,Φk

)
satisfies the uniform a priori estimates (3.45)

for 0 ≤ t ≤ T ∗∗. Then, from (3.66), we can obtain that







ϕ̄k+1
t + uk · ∇ϕ̄k+1 + ūk · ∇ϕk +

δ − 1

2
(ϕ̄k div uk−1 + ϕk div ūk) = 0,

A0W̄
k+1
t +

3∑

j=1

Aj(W
k)∂jW̄

k+1 + (ϕk+1)2L(W̄ k+1)

=

3∑

j=1

Aj(W̄
k)∂jW

k − ϕ̄k+1(ϕk+1 + ϕk)L(W k) +Q(W k) · (H(ϕk+1)−H(ϕk))

+Q(W̄ k) ·H(ϕk) + a1

(

0

∇Φ̄k+1

)

,

△Φ̄k+1 = (ϕk+1)
2

δ−1 − (ϕk)
2

δ−1 .

(3.67)

First, we consider |ϕ̄k+1|2. Multiplying (3.67)1 by 2ϕ̄k+1 and integrating over T3, one has

d

dt
|ϕ̄k+1|22 =− 2

∫

(uk · ∇ϕ̄k+1 + ūk · ∇ϕk +
δ1 − 1

2

(
ϕ̄k div uk−1 + ϕk div ūk

)
ϕ̄k+1

≤C|∇uk|∞|ϕ̄k+1|22 + C|ϕ̄k+1|2(|ū
k|2|∇ϕk|∞ + |ϕ̄k|2|∇uk−1|∞ + |ϕk div ūk|2),

which means that

d

dt
|ϕ̄k+1(t)|22 ≤ Cν |ϕ̄

k+1(t)|22 + ν
(
|ūk(t)|22 + |ϕ̄k(t)|22 + |ϕk div ūk(t)|22

)
(3.68)

with Cν = C
(
1 + ν−1

)
and 0 < ν ≤ 1

10 is a constant.

Furthermore, from (3.67)3 and Lagrange’s mean value theorem, we can easily deduce that

△Φ̄k+1 =
2

δ − 1
(θk+1)

3−δ
δ−1 ϕ̄k+1 ≤ Cϕ̄k+1, (3.69)

due to δ ∈ (1, 2) ∪ {3}, where θk+1 is between ϕk+1 and ϕk.

It follows from (3.69) and (3.68) that

d

dt

∫

T3

∣
∣∆Φ̄k+1

∣
∣
2
dx ≤ C

d

dt

∣
∣ϕ̄k+1

∣
∣
2

2
≤ Cν |ϕ̄

k+1(t)|22 + ν
(
|ūk(t)|22 + |ϕ̄k(t)|22 + |ϕk div ūk(t)|22

)
,

∥
∥Φ̄k+1

∥
∥
2
≤ C

∣
∣ϕ̄k+1

∣
∣
2
.

(3.70)
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Next, we consider |W̄ k+1|2. Multiplying (3.66)3 by 2W̄ k+1 and integrating over T3, we obtain that

d

dt

∫

(W̄ k+1)⊤A0W̄
k+1 + 2a1α|ϕ

k+1∇ūk+1|22 + 2a1(α+ β)|ϕk+1 div ūk+1|22

≤

∫

(W̄ k+1)⊤ divA(W k)W̄ k+1 +

∫ 3∑

j=1

(W̄ k+1)⊤Aj(W̄
k)∂jW

k

− 2a1
δ

δ − 1

∫

∇(ϕk+1)2 ·Q(ūk+1) · ūk+1 − 2a1

∫

(ϕ̄k+1(ϕk+1 + ϕk) · L(uk)) · ūk+1

− 2a1
δ − 1

δ

∫

∇(ϕ̄k+1(ϕk+1 + ϕk)) ·Q(uk) · ūk+1

+ 2a1
δ − 1

δ

∫

∇(ϕk)2 · (Q(uk)−Q(uk−1)) · ūk+1 + a1

∫

∇Φ̄ · ūk+1

=

7∑

i=1

Ji.

(3.71)

It follows from Lemma 2.1, (3.21), Hölder’s inequality, Young’s inequality and (3.70)2 that

J1 =

∫
(
W̄ k+1

)⊤
divA(W k)W̄ k+1 ≤ C|∇W k|∞|W̄ k+1|22 ≤ C|W̄ k+1|22,

J2 =

∫ 3∑

j=1

Aj

(
W̄ k
)
∂jW

k · W̄ k+1

≤ C|∇W k|∞|W̄ k|2|W̄
k+1|2 ≤ Cν−1|W̄ k+1|22 + ν|W̄ k|22,

J3 = − 2a1
δ

δ − 1

∫

∇(ϕk+1)2 ·Q(ūk+1) · ūk+1

≤ C|∇ϕk+1|∞|ϕk+1∇ūk+1|2|ū
k+1|2 (3.72)

≤ C|W̄ k+1|22 +
a1α

10
|ϕk+1∇ūk+1|22,

J4 = − 2a1

∫

(ϕ̄k+1(ϕk+1 + ϕk) · L(uk)) · ūk+1

≤ C|ϕ̄k+1|2|ū
k+1|2|ϕ

k∇2uk|∞ + C|ϕ̄k+1|2|ϕ
k+1∇ūk+1|2

≤ C|ϕ̄k+1|22 + C(1 + |ϕk+1∇4uk|2)|ū
k+1|22 +

α

10
|ϕk+1∇ūk+1|22,

J5 = − 2a1
δ − 1

δ

∫

∇(ϕ̄k+1(ϕk+1 + ϕk)) ·Q(uk) · ūk+1

≤ C|∇2uk|6|ϕ̄
k+1|2|ϕ

k+1ūk+1|3 + C|ϕ̄k+1|2|ϕ
k∇2uk|∞|ūk+1|2

+ C|ϕ̄k+1|2|∇uk|∞|ϕk+1∇ūk+1|2 + C|ϕ̄k+1|2|ϕ
k+1∇ūk+1|2|∇uk|∞

+ C|ϕ̄k+1|22|∇uk|∞|∇ūk+1|∞

≤ C|ϕ̄k+1|22 + C(1 + |ϕk∇4uk|22)|W̄
k+1|22 +

a1α

10
|ϕk+1∇ūk+1|22,

J6 = 2a1
δ − 1

δ

∫

∇(ϕk)2 · (Q(uk)−Q(uk−1)) · ūk+1

≤ C|∇ϕk|∞|ϕk∇ūk|2|ū
k+1|2 ≤ Cν−1|W̄ k+1|22 + ν|ϕk∇ūk|22,

J7 = a1

∫

∇Φ̄ · ūk+1 ≤ C|∇Φ|2|ū
k+1|2 ≤ C|∇Φ|22 + C|ūk+1|22

≤ C
∣
∣ϕ̄k+1

∣
∣
2

2
+ C|ūk+1|22.
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Then, from (3.71) and (3.72), it yields that

d

dt

∫

(W̄ k+1)⊤A0W̄
k+1 + a1α|ϕ

k+1∇ūk+1|22

≤ C
(
ν−1 + |ϕk∇4uk|22

)
|W̄ k+1|22 + C|ϕ̄k+1|22 + ν

(
|ϕk∇ūk|22 + |ϕ̄k|22 + |W̄ k|22

)
.

(3.73)

We denote

Sk+1(t) = sup
s∈[0,t]

|W̄ k+1(s)|22 + sup
s∈[0,t]

|ϕ̄k+1(s)|22 + sup
s∈[0,t]

|△Φ̄k+1(s)|22.

From (3.68), (3.70) and (3.73), we have

d

dt

∫ (

(W̄ k+1)⊤A0W̄
k+1 + |ϕ̄k+1(s)|22 + |△Φ̄k+1(s)|22

)

+ |ϕk+1∇ūk+1|22

≤ Ek
ν (|W̄

k+1|22 + |ϕ̄k+1|22) + ν
(
|ϕk∇ūk|22 + |ϕ̄k|22 + |W̄ k|22

)
(3.74)

for some Ek
ν such that

∫ t

0
Ek

νds ≤ C + C(1 + 1
ν
)t. According to Gronwall’s inequality, one has

Sk+1 +

∫ t

0

|ϕk+1∇ūk+1|22ds

≤ Cν

∫ t

0

(|ϕk∇ūk|22 + |ϕ̄k|22 + |W̄ k|22)ds exp(C + C(1 +
1

ν
)t)

≤
(

Cν

∫ t

0

(|ϕk∇ūk|22)ds+ Ctν sup
s∈[0,t]

[|W̄ k|22 + |ϕ̄k|22]
)

exp(C + C(1 +
1

ν
)t).

(3.75)

We can choose ν0 > 0 and T∗ ∈ (0,min(1, T ∗∗)) small enough such that

Cν0 expC ≤
1

8
, exp(C(1 +

1

ν
)T∗) ≤ 2,

which yields that
+∞∑

k=1

(

Sk+1(T∗) +

∫ T∗

0

(|ϕk+1∇ūk+1|22

)

≤ C < +∞. (3.76)

It follows from (3.45) and (3.76) that (ϕk,W k,Φk) converges to a limit (ϕ,W,Φ) in the following strong

sense:

(ϕk,W k,Φk) → (ϕ,W,Φ) in L∞([0, T∗];H
2(T3). (3.77)

Due to the local estimates (3.45) and the lower-continuity of norm for weak or weak* convergence, we

know that (ϕ,W,Φ) satisfies the estimates (3.45). According to the strong convergence in (3.76), we can

show that (ϕ,W,Φ) is a weak solution of (3.1) in the sense of distribution with the regularities:

ϕ ∈ L∞
(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
, ϕt ∈ L∞

(
[0, T ∗] ;H2

)
, φ ∈ L∞

(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
, φt ∈ L∞

(
[0, T ∗] ;H2

)
,

Φ ∈ L∞
(
[0, T ∗] ;H4

)
, u ∈ L∞

(
[0, T ∗] ;H3

)
, ϕ∇4u ∈ L2

(
[0, T ∗] ;L2

)
,

ut ∈ L∞
(
[0, T ∗] ;H1

)
∩ L2

(
[0, T ∗] ;D2

)
.

(3.78)

Thus the existence of strong solutions is proved.

Step 2. Uniqueness and time-continuity. It can be obtained via the same arguments used in the proof

of Lemma 3.7.
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3.6. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Proof. Now we are ready to prove the Theorem 1.1 and the proof is divided into two steps.

Step 1. Existence of regular solutions. First, for the initial assumption (1.8), it follows from Theorem

3.1 that there exists a positive time T∗ such that the problem (3.1) has a unique strong solution (ϕ, φ, u) in

[0, T∗]× T3 satisfying the regularities in (3.3), which means that

(

ρ
δ−1
2 , ρ

γ−1
2

)

= (ϕ, φ) ∈ C1
(
(0, T∗)× T3

)
, and (u,∇u) ∈ C

(
(0, T∗)× T3

)
.

Noticing that ρ = ϕ
2

δ−1 and 2
δ−1 ≥ 1, it is easy to show that

ρ ∈ C1
(
(0, T∗)× T3

)
. (3.79)

Second, the system (3.1)2 for W = (φ, u) could be written as

{

φt + u · ∇φ+ γ−1
2 φdiv u = 0,

ut + u · ∇u+ Aγ
γ−1∇φ2 + ϕ2Lu = ∇ϕ2 ·Q(u) +∇Φ.

(3.80)

Multiplying (3.80)1 by ∂ρ
∂φ

(t, x) = 2
γ−1φ

3−γ
γ−1 (t, x) ∈ C

(
(0, T∗)× T3

)
on both sides, we get the continuity

equation in (1.1)1 :

ρt + u · ∇ρ+ ρ div u = 0.

Multiplying (3.80)2 by φ
2

γ−1 = ρ(t, x) ∈ C1
(
(0, T∗)× T3

)
on both sides, we get the momentum equations

in (1.1)2 :

ρut + ρu · ∇u+∇P = div
(
µ(ρ)

(
∇u+ (∇u)⊤

)
+ λ(ρ) div uI3

)
+ ρ∇Φ.

Finally, recalling that ρ can be represented by the formula

ρ(t, x) = ρ0(U(0, t, x)) exp

(∫ t

0

div u(s, U(s, t, x))ds

)

,

where U ∈ C1
(
[0, T∗]× [0, T∗]× T3

)
is the solution to the initial value problem

{
d
ds
U(t, s, x) = u(s, U(s, t, x)), 0 ≦ s ≦ T∗,

U(t, t, x) = x, 0 ≦ t ≦ T∗, x ∈ T3,

it is obvious that

ρ(t, x) ≥ 0, ∀(t, x) ∈ (0, T∗)× T3.

That is to say, (ρ, u,Φ) satisfies the problem (1.1) in the sense of distributions, and has the regularities

shown in Definition 1.1, which means that the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) has a unique regular solution

(ρ, u,Φ).

Step 2. The smoothness of regular solutions. Now we will show that the regular solution that we

obtained in the above step is indeed a classcial one in positive time (0, T∗].

Due to the definition of regular solution and the classical Sobolev imbedding theorem, we immediately

know that

(ρ,∇ρ, ρt, u,∇u,∇Φ) ∈ C
(
[0, T∗]× T3

)
.
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Now we only need to prove that

(ut, divS) ∈ C
(
(0, T∗]× T3

)
.

Next, we first give the continuity of ut. We differentiate (3.80)2 with respect to t :

utt + ϕ2Lut = −
(
ϕ2
)

t
Lu− (u · ∇u)t −

Aγ

γ − 1
∇
(
φ2
)

t
+
(
∇ϕ2 ·Q(u)

)

t
+∇Φt, (3.81)

which, along with (3.3), easily implies that

utt ∈ L2
(
[0, T∗] ;L

2
)
. (3.82)

Applying ∂ζ
x(|ζ| = 2) to (3.81), multiplying the resulting equations by ∂ζ

xut and integrating over T3, we

obtain
1

2

d

dt

∣
∣∂ζ

xut

∣
∣
2

2
+ α

∣
∣ϕ∇∂ζ

xut

∣
∣
2

2
+ (α+ β)

∣
∣ϕdiv ∂ζ

xut

∣
∣
2

2

=

∫
(
−∇ϕ2 ·Q

(
∂ζ
xut

)
−
(
∂ζ
x

(
ϕ2Lut

)
− ϕ2L∂ζ

xut

))
· ∂ζ

xut

+

∫ (

−∂ζ
x

((
ϕ2
)

t
Lu
)
− ∂ζ

x(u · ∇u)t −
Aγ

γ − 1
∂ζ
x∇
(
φ2
)

t

)

· ∂ζ
xut

+

∫

∂ζ
x

(
∇ϕ2 ·Q(u)

)

t
· ∂ζ

xut +

∫

∇∂ζ
xΦt · ∂

ζ
xut

,
7∑

i=1

Pi.

(3.83)

It follows from the Hölder’s inequality, Lemma 2.1 and Young’s inequality that

P1 =

∫
(
−∇ϕ2 ·Q

(
∂ζ
xut

))
· ∂ζ

xut

≤ C
∣
∣ϕ∇3ut

∣
∣
2

∣
∣∇2ut

∣
∣
2
|∇ϕ|∞ ≤

α

20

∣
∣ϕ∇3ut

∣
∣
2

2
+ C |ut|

2
D2 ,

P2 =

∫

−
(
∂ζ
x

(
ϕ2Lut

)
− ϕ2L∂ζ

xut

)
· ∂ζ

xut

≤ C
(∣
∣ϕ∇3ut

∣
∣
2
|∇ϕ|∞ + |∇ϕ|2∞ |ut|D2 +

∣
∣∇2ϕ

∣
∣
3

∣
∣ϕ∇2ut

∣
∣
6

)
|ut|D2 (3.84)

≤
α

20

∣
∣ϕ∇3ut

∣
∣
2

2
+ C |ut|

2
D2 ,

P3 =

∫

−∂ζ
x

((
ϕ2
)

t
Lu
)
· ∂ζ

xut

≤ C
(∣
∣∇2ϕ

∣
∣
3
|Lu|6 |ϕt|∞ |ut|D2 +

∣
∣ϕ∇2ut

∣
∣
6
|ϕt|D2 |Lu|3

+ |∇ϕ|∞ |∇ϕt|6 |Lu|3 |ut|D2 +
∣
∣ϕ∇3u

∣
∣
6
|∇ϕt|3 |ut|D2

+|∇ϕ|∞ |ϕt|∞
∣
∣∇3u

∣
∣
2
|ut|D2 + |ϕt|∞ |ut|D2

∣
∣ϕ∇4u

∣
∣
2

)

≤
α

20

∣
∣ϕ∇3ut

∣
∣
2

2
+ C |ut|

2
D2 + C

∣
∣ϕ∇4u

∣
∣
2

2
+ C,

P4 =

∫

−∂ζ
x(u · ∇u)t · ∂

ζ
xut

≤ C (‖ut‖1 + |ut|D2) ‖u‖3 −

∫

(u · ∇)∂ζ
xut · ∂

ζ
xut

≤ C + C |ut|
2
D2 + C|∇u|∞

∣
∣∂ζ

xut

∣
∣
2

2
≤ C + C |ut|

2
D2 ,
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P5 =

∫

−
Aγ

γ − 1
∂ζ
x∇
(
φ2
)

t
· ∂ζ

xut

≤ C
( ∣
∣∇2φt

∣
∣
2

∣
∣φ∇3ut

∣
∣
2
+ |φt|∞

∣
∣∇3φ

∣
∣
2

∣
∣∇2ut

∣
∣
2

+ C
∣
∣∇2φ

∣
∣
6
|∇φt|3

∣
∣∇2ut

∣
∣
2
+
∣
∣∇2φt

∣
∣
2
|∇φ|∞ |∇ut|2

)

≤
α

20
|φ∇3ut|

2
2 + C(1 + |∂ζ

xut|
2),

P6 =

∫

∂ζ
x

(
∇ϕ2 ·Q(u)

)

t
· ∂ζ

xut

≤
α

20
|ϕ∇3ut|

2
2 + C|∂ζ

xut|
2
2 + C|ϕ∇4u|22 + C,

P7 =

∫

∇∂ζ
xΦt · ∂

ζ
xut

≤ C|∂ζ
xut|2|∇

3Φt|2

≤ C|∂ζ
xut|

2
2 + C.

It follows from (3.83) − (3.84) that

1

2

d

dt

∣
∣∇2ut

∣
∣
2

2
+

α

2

∣
∣ϕ∇3ut

∣
∣
2

2
≤ C

∣
∣∇2ut

∣
∣
2

2
+ C

∣
∣ϕ∇4u

∣
∣
2

2
+ C. (3.85)

Then multiplying both sides of (3.85) with t and integrating over [τ, t] for any τ ∈ (0, t), one gets

t |ut|
2
D2 +

∫ t

τ

s
∣
∣ϕ∇3ut

∣
∣
2

2
ds ≤ Cτ |ut(τ)|

2
D2 + C(1 + t). (3.86)

According to the definition of the regular solution, we know that

∇2ut ∈ L2
(
[0, T∗] ;L

2
)
,

which, along with Lemma 2.8, implies that there exists a sequence sk such that

sk → 0, and sk
∣
∣∇2ut (sk, ·)

∣
∣
2

2
→ 0, as k → +∞.

Then, letting τ = sk → 0 in (3.86), we have

t |ut|
2
D2 +

∫ t

0

s
∣
∣ϕ∇3ut

∣
∣
2

2
ds ≤ C(1 + t) ≤ C,

so we have

t
1
2ut ∈ L∞

(
[0, T∗] ;H

2
)
. (3.87)

Based on the classical Sobolev imbedding theorem

L∞
(
[0, T ];H1

)
∩W 1,2

(
[0, T ];H−1

)
→֒ C ([0, T ];Lq) , (3.88)

for any q ∈ (3, 6), from (3.82) and (3.87), we have

tut ∈ C
(
[0, T∗] ;W

1,4
)
,
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which implies that ut ∈ C
(
(0, T∗]× T3

)
. Finally, we consider the continuity of div S. Denote N = ϕ2Lu−

∇ϕ2 ·Q(u). Based on (3.3) and (3.87), we have

tN ∈ L∞
(
0, T∗;H

2
)
.

From Nt ∈ L2
(
0, T∗;L

2
)

and (3.88), we obtain tN ∈ C
(
[0, T∗] ;W

1,4
)
, which implies that

N ∈ C
(
(0, T∗]× T3

)
.

Since ρ ∈ C
(
[0, T∗]× T3

)
and div S = ρN, then we obtain the desired conclusion.
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