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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-

9«

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.
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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

pt + div(pu) =0,
(pu): + div(pu ® u) + VP(p) = divS + pV P, (1.1)
Ad =p—b,

for t > 0 and = € T3, with initial data
t=0:(p,u,®) = (po(z),uo(x), Po(x)) for z€ TS, (1.2)

where T? is a three-dimensional torus, r = (71, 72, £C3)T € T3 and t > 0 denote the spatial coordinate and
time coordinate, respectively. p > 0 is the mass density, and u = (u!,u?,u3)" is the fluid velocity. The
pressure P of the polytropic fluid satisfies

P(p) = Ap?, (1.3)

where A > 0 and v > 1 are the gas constants. ® is the electrostatic potential satisfying

me(t) £ /TB O(t,x)dr =0, Vt>0. (1.4)
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Moreover, S is the viscosity stress tensor given by

S =2u(p)®(u) + A(p)divuls, (1.5)
where v u)T
D(u) = w,

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

p(p) = ap’,  Mp) = Bp’, (1.6)

where p is the shear viscosity coefficient, and A + % w is the bulk viscosity coefficient, (a, £, ) are constants
satisfying
a>0, 20+35>0, J§>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 inf, po(z) > 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 inf,, po(z) = 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] (§ = 0) strongly rely on the uniform ellipticity of the Lamé operator. While for 6 > 0,
1(p) 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 6 = 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 < § < min {3, VTH}, 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 < § < 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., § = 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., 6 > 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 y > %. 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 v > 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 p(p) = p, A(p) = 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., § > 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, 00 and

integer k,s > 0, we denote
Pl = Wfllzwcesys 17 = Wfllaecasys DV = {f € L (T%) £ [¥], < +00}
D= D2, (flpnr = Iflpneesy, flow = floresy [ 7= [ f do
19l = 171 + gl 1 0xe = 1F1x + 15y

Definition 1.1. Let 7" > 0 be a finite constant. A solution (p,u, ®) to the Cauchy problem (1.1)—(1.2) is

called a regular solution in [0, 7] x T? if (p,u, ®) satisfies this problem in the sense of distribution and:
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1) p>0, p= eC(0,T;H?), p™= eC([0,T);H?);
2) we C([0,T); H')NL® (0,T; H3), p"= Viue L2(0,T; L?);
3) uy+u-Vu=0 as p(t,x) =0;
(4) @€ C([0,T); H) NL>(0,T; H*),
where s’ € [2,3) is a constant.

Our main theorem can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that
0 € (1,2]U{3}, v>1.

If the initial data (po,uo, ®o) satisfies the following regularity conditions:

y—1 s—1

po > 0, (pOTa Po® UO) GHS, (1.8)

then there exists a positive time Ty and a unique reqular solution (p,u,®)(t,z) in [0,T.] x T2 to the problem
(1.1)~(1.2) satisfying:

t
—1 d—1 —1
csup (I07F 3 10 F I+ ull + 191) + [ 1% VHulids < €,
= 0

>S4«

for arbitrary constant s’ € [2,3) and positive constant C° = C°(A,~,6,a, 3, po,uo). Actually, (p,u,®)
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 § < 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. Forp € [2,6], g € (1,00) and r € (3,00), there exists a constant C > 0 which may depend on
q,r such that for f € H' and g € LN D", it holds

[flp < CLFL™ V£, (2.1)

(r—3

q(r—3) 3r
9loo < Clglg "V Vgl (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 € Ny, r,p,q € [1,00] satisfying
1 1 1

- )

r - p 4q
and functions f,g € WP N W= there exists a constant C only depending on s, such that

IVo(fg) — Vgl < C(IVf1l Vo gl + V5 £lplglq) - (2.3)

IV*(fg) = V39, < C(IVf1pI V" gl + V° flalgly) - (2.4)
where V°f (s > 1) stands for the set of all partial derivatives 05 f with || = s.

Lemma 2.3 ([24]). If functions f,g € H® and s > %, then fg € H*®, and there exists a constant C only
depending on s such that

1£9lls < CliFlsllglls- (2.5)

Lemma 2.4 ([24]). If u € H®, then for any r € [0, s|, there exists a constant C' only depending on s such
that

1—z I
[ullr < Cluly = lulls- (2.6)

Lemma 2.5 ([24]). (1) If f,g € H* N L™ and || < s, then there exists a constant C only depending on s
such that

105 (f9)|, < C (£l Vgl2 + |9l V* fl2) - (2.7)

(2) Let u(x) be a continuous function taking its values in some open set G such that u € H*NL>, 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 5
g

\Al <Cl|l=

Vgt < ¢ 2

[ul 35V ul. (2.8)
1

s
Lemma 2.6 ([24]). If function sequence {wy,},. , converges weakly in a Hilbert space X to w, then wy,

converges strongly to w in X if and only if
[wl[x = lim sup [lwn|| x -
n—oo

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

Lemma 2.7 ([28]). Let Xo, X and X1 be three Banach spaces with Xo C X C X1. Suppose that Xy is
compactly embedded in X and that X is continuously embedded in X1. Then:

o Let G be bounded in LP(0,T;Xy) for 1 < p < oo, and % be bounded in L'(0,T;X1), then G is
relatively compact in LP(0,T; X).

o Let F be bounded in L*°(0,T; Xo) and %—I; 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) € L? (0,T; L?), then there exists a sequence sj, such that

s, —=0, and sk|f(sk,x)|§ =0, as k— +oo.
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3. Local-in-time well-posedness of solutions

3.1. Reformulation

By introducing three new quantities,

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

¢t +u- Vo + Stedive =0,

¢+ u- Vo + Lt gdivu = 0,

ug +u - Vu + %V(]ﬁ2 + ¢?L(u) = 325Q(u) - Vo? + VO,
AD = 7T — b,

(0, W, @)|1=0 = (po(), Wo(x), Po(x)), a € T?,

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

I

for ® and a “quasi-symmetric hyperbolic

source terms for (¢, u):

pe+u-Vo+ %(pdivu =0,

3
0
AWi + Y A;(W)o, W+ @’L(W) = Q(W)H(p) +
= —— a Ve
degenerate elliptic
symmetric hyperbolic lower order source

AD = 7T — b,
(Soa W‘I))|t:0 = (SDO('I)7WO($)5 (I)O(:E))7 T e T3a

where W (x) = (¢,u) " (x), Wo(z) = (¢o,uo) " (x) and

1 0 . =1 T
AO = ) Aj (W) = 7111? ? ¢6] ) .] = 172537
0 0,1]13 'YT(,bej al’le]Ig

L(W) = ( alfi)(u) ) . L(u) = —a(Au + Vdivu) — fVdivu,

H(p) = ( VZQ ) Q) = (8 %Z(u) )

(-1

Q(u) = a(Vu+ (Vu) ") + fdivuls, a1 = e

Theorem 3.1. If initial data (po, Wo, ®o) satisfies

p0207 (@05W0)€H37

degenerate elliptic” coupled system with some special lower order

(3.1)

(3.2)



then there exists a time Ty > 0 and a unique regular solution (¢, ¢, u, ®) in [0,Ty] x T3 to the problem (3.1)
satisfying:
peC([0,T*;H%), ¢eC(0,T;H%),

® e C([0,7*;H*) N L™ (0,T% H),
ueC ([O,T*] H) AL (0,7 H), & €[2,3),
eViue L (0,7 L?), wu € C([0,77];H')NL* (0,7 D?).

Moreover, we have

t
sup (1812 + ]2 + lull2) (&) + / oV ul2ds < C°,
0<t< 0

>4x

for arbitrary constant s’ € [2,3) and positive constant C° = C%(v, 8, po, Wy, ®o).

3.2. Linearization

wr+v-Vo+ ‘S*Tlgbdivv =0,
3 0
AW+ 30 Aj(V)O;W + (¢ +0°)L(W) = Q(V)H (p) + ,
j=1 a Vo (3.4)
AD = 7T — b,

(o, W, ®)1=0 = (@o(x), Wo(x), Po(x)), =€ T?,

where n € (0,1] is a constant, W = (¢,u)T,V = (¢,v)T and Wy = (do,u0) . ($,¢) are all known
functions and v = (v, va,v3) " € R3 is a known vector satisfying the initial assumption (¢, b, v)(t=0,2) =
(0, $0,uo) () and

p € C(0,TH?), ¢ € C(0,T)H?), e C([0,T]; H?),

¢ € C([0,T]; H?), veC([0,T);H")NL®0,T; H?), (3.5)

¢Viv e L? (0,T;L%), v, €C(0,T);L*) nL*(0,T;D").

Moreover, we assume that
©wo > 0, ¢0 >0, ((po, Wo) S HS. (36)

Now we have the following existence result of a strong solution (¢, @, u,®) to (3.4) by the standard
methods at least when n > 0:

Lemma 3.2. Assume that the initial data (o, Wo) satisfy (3.6). Then there exists a constant T* > 0, such
that for any T € [0,T*], there exists a unique strong solution (¢, ¢, u, ®) in [0,T] x T3 to (3.4) when n > 0
such that

peC([0,T;H®, ¢ecC(0,T;H?), @ecL>®(0,T;H*)NC([0,T);H?), (3.7)
ue C([0,T; H)NnL?(0,7;DY), w e C([0,T);H')NL*(0,T;D?).



Proof. First, the local-in-time existence and regularities of a unique solution ¢ in (0, T') x T2 to the equations
(3.4), can be obtained by the standard theory of Characteristics, see [10, Section 3.2].

Next, since ¢ € C([0,T]; H?) and 527 > 2, we have 7T € C([0,T); H?). Consequently, the existence
and L>(0,T; H*) regularity of a unique solution ® in (0,7") x T? to the equations (3.4), 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]; H?)
regularity of ®, we note that (3.4); implies

§—1
(w%) — o=t <U~V<p — @divv) e L= (0,T;H").
t

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

om0 =71 09)| 7 ar o,
1 1
as s — t. Then standard elliptical estimates imply

— 0,
1

l@(t) - @(s)lls < € [T (1) = 77 (s)

as s — t. This gives the C([0, T]; H3) regularity of ®.
Finally, when n > 0, based on the regularities of ¢ and @, it is not difficult to solve W from the linear
symmetric hyperbolic-parabolic coupled system (3.4), to complete the proof, see [10, Chapter 7|. O

3.8. A priori estimates

Assume that

liolly + lldolls + ol < co. (35)
and .
~ 2
sup (IO1R + 15)1E + lo(olF) + [ [690f3ae < ek
0<t<T* 0
~ 2
sup (IG5 + 190N + o) + [ 1670l ae < (39)
0<t<T* 0
T 9
s (1013 + 16O+ 10B) + [ 69*jar <

Lemma 3.3. Let T} = min {T*, (1+ 003)_2}. Then for 0 <t < T,
le®)lls < Ceo,  Nlee(®)ll2 < Cc3, [ @()ll4 < Ceo.
Proof. Apply the operator 85(0 < [¢] < 3) to (3.4),, we have
(05)e + v V0o = —(05(v- Vi) — v - VOip) — 05 ($dive). (3.10)
Multiplying both sides of (3.10) by dS¢, integrating over T3, we get

S 105 < Cldivelaclfgl3 + OIS (0 Vo — v Voko)aloSela + Clo§(pdivo)blph.  (311)



First we consider the case where |(] < 2.
|05(v- Voo —v-Vgp)la < C(IVv - Vola + Vo - Vipls + V20 - Vola) < Cllvfls]ll2,
105 (2divo)|2 < Clg]l2]1v]ls,

which yields that d
g 1ell2 < Clivllsllellz + Cllelizvlls.

Then, according to Gronwall’s inequality, one has
lell2 < (lpoll2 + Cc3t) exp(Cest) < Ce,

for 0 < Ty = min{T*, (1 + Cc3)~2}.
When || = 3,

05 (v - V) — v - Vsl

IN

C(IVP0 - Volz + [V20 - VEpla + [Vu - V|2

A

< Clllsliells,

105 (@dive)|a < O(|@V3dive|s + | V@ - Vidivels + [V2@Vdivels + |VE@divels)
< C(1gViola + [18lslvlls).
Then we have d
Fllells < Clllvlsliels + lollsllélls + 16V ol).

According to Gronwall’s Inequality, we obtain that

t
lell < (ool + e+ [ 167 0hds) exp(Cean)
0

Noting that

1

t ¢ 3
/ |pV*0|ads < t3 (/ |¢V4v|§ds) < est?,
0 0

it follows from (3.16)—(3.17) that
lells < Ceo,

for 0 <t <Tj. From
Y = —v - Vo — @divy,

we easily have
leel2 < C(jvloo|Vel2 + [Plocldivelz) < Cc3,
leelpr < Cllvloo|VZol2 + [ Voloo| Viplz + [Vloo| Vol2 + [Blo[VEl2) < Cc,
leelpe < Cllvloo|VPl2 + [ Voloo| V2pl2 + V2012 Viploo
+[V@loo| V20l2 + [Bloc|VPvl2) < Cc.
By (3.18) and standard elliptical estimates, we also have

[®(t)]|4 < Clle —bll2 < Ceo.

Thus, we complete the proof of the lemma.

(3.12)

(3.13)

(3.14)

(3.15)

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

(3.19)



Lemma 3.4. Let (¢, W, ®) be the solutions to (3.4). Then
W+ [ Vs < o,

for 0 <t < Ty % min {Tl, (1+ 003)_3}-

Proof. Applying 85 to (3.4)5, we have

A08<Wt+ZA )8;05W + (0° 4+ 1 )L(OSW)
j=1
3
= 95Q(V) Ay( A;(V);05W
( ; i Z ) (3.20)

- (55((902 + P )L(W)) = (* +7 >L<65W>)

+(a§<@<v>H(sa>>a§@<v>H<@>)+< " )

alvagq)

Multiplying (3.20) by d5W on both sides and integrating over T2,

1d
2t (OSW) T AgOSW + araly/? + n?Vosuls + ar(a + B)[V @2 + n?divosul3

_ 1 /(a§W)TdivA(V)a§W — a1 /(V(gﬁQ +12) - (VOSu + divdSulz)) - d5u

2

510 [905a0) - o5 (3.21)
—/(ag(i ZA JO,05W ) - OSW

~a f (35((<P2+772)L(U)) (&% + 1) L(0%w)) -

a16

+ 1 / (65 (Ve - Q(v)) — V? - Q(@év)) - O5u

+a /va;‘(b - OSu

7
Z Iia
=1

(1>

where A(V) = (A1(V), A2(V), A3(V)) and divA(V) = 23: 0;A;(V).
When |¢| < 1, we have

1
L= /(agvv)TdivA(V)agW < OIVV | |0SW 3

< C|VIslosW 13 < Ces|osW 3,
I, = —ala/ (V> +0?) - (VIS u + divdSuls)) - 95u

< OVl VS ul2|05ul
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ajo
< — |v 2+ n2VoSul3 + CcfloSul3,

a16

L= 2% [(980500) - o5
< Olploc [ Viplecl V05 01al 5l
< Cc|0%ulz < Cejlozul3 + Ccs,

3

/(ag(ZAj(V) iAJ V)O;05W ) - oW

J=1

< C|VV || YW < Ces TWI3,
L= —aia [ (35((6 +)L0) — (6 + P)LE)) -

a1
< CIVQ|oo |0 L(1)]2]05uls < 1—0|\/ ©2 +n2V2u|3 + Cc3|dSul3,

a16

L= 52 [ (5(v - QW) - Vi Qo)) - 35

< C(|9loo| V0l VZ0l2 + [ Voo | V]3| Vio|6) [0Sl 2
< Oc3|0%uly < Oc3 + Cc3|d5ul3,

I = a /va§q> 950 < C|2)0ul
< Cco+ CCO|5§U|§-

Then, it yields that

1d

5 (OSW) T AgdSW + a1oe|\/ga + n2V2ul3 < CA||W |2 + Ocs.

By Gronwall’s inequality, we have

t
W2+ / V2 T EVul2ds < (W2 + &) exp(Ct) < O,

for 0 <t < Ty = min{Ty, (1 + Ces)~°}.

Lemma 3.5. Let (¢, W, ®) be the solutions to (3.4). Then

W |D2+/ V@2 +n2V3ulids < Ccd,

t
lbe(t) 1 + e (B)]2 + / ua30ds < O,
0

for 0 <t <Ts.

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

1
L= /(agW)TdivA(V)agw < OIVV | |0SW 3
< CVIs|osW 3 < Ces|0sW S,
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(3.22)

(3.23)

(3.24)

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



I, = —ala/ (V(e*+7°) - (VOSu + divaﬁuﬂg)) - OSu

a1
< OV plooloVOSula|O5ula < = [V@? + 12V O5ul} + Ccf|0%ul3,

a15

5 [veasa) ok
< Cliplo|Vipls [V Euls|oSul:
< Cc3|05uly < Ce3|05ul3 + Ces,

I =

3

L= [ (950 A w) = Y 4,(V)3s06w) - o5 w

J=1

< OV VW3 < Ces| VW3,
Is = —ay / (35((502 + n2)L(u)) — (p* + 772)L(8§u)) . 8§u

< C(IVRI% IV2ul3 + [VlooloViulo| VZul2)

< SV F PV + O Vul3,
a1d
= 525 [ (9594 Q) - V- QUEw) - 35

< Cllploo| V2016 V20l3 + [Vl [V20]2 + | Viploo| V2 0]3 | Vols
+ 1¢]oo V202V oo + [Vploo | Vol | V2 0l2) [Vl
< Cci|V2uly < Oc3 + Oc3|V2ul3,
I = ay /va§q> O < C|[®]5]0%uls
< CCO + CCo|a§u|§

Then, it yields that

1d 1
5 | (OaW) AW + §a1a|\/mvgu|§ < OS|We + O

According to Gronwall’s inequality, we have

t
Wi+ [ VPV ulids < CWalp + ) explC) < O

for 0 S t S TQ.
From the relation that X
¢t =—v-Vo — %&divu,
we have
pe]2 < Clv - Vo + gdivuls
< C(|0]oo| VL2 + |l oo |divul2)
< Cc3,
|6t]pr < C(IV0|oo |V + [v]o| V22 + [V oo Vaulz + [¢]oo| VZul2)
< C’cg.
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(3.25)

(3.26)

(3.27)

(3.28)

(3.29)

(3.30)



From the relation that

24y -
ug +v - Vu+ ’y—_fylgngb — (@* + 0¥ (aAu + (a + B)Vdivu)

)
= sq((Vo+ (Vo) ") + Bdivels) - Vo2 4 VO,

we have

IN

|Ut|2

IN

Ccs.
For |ut|p1,

lue|pr < C(IVl6|Vuls + [v]oe|V2ul2 + V|3 Vls + |Bloc| V22
+ V@2 + 12|oc V@2 + 12V + 0|00 [ Vo]0 | V22

+IVel2 [ Volz + [¢loo V013 Vols + [0loc| Vloo| V20l2 + [V @]2)

IN

Cc3 + Ceo| Vo2 + 12V3uls,
which implies that
/ uafnds < 0 / (&4 AVE T AV u)s < 0,
0 0
for 0 <t <Ts.

Lemma 3.6. Let (¢, W, ®) be the solutions to (3.4). Then
t
WO+ [ Ve PV ulids < o
0
t
6r(Ob + fua(Ols + [ fuafeds < 5
0

for 0 <t < T3 £ min{Ty, (1 + Cc3)~*}.

C[v]oo| Vil + 19150 VL2 + 92 + 17| V2ul2 + [0]0o | Viploc [ V0l + [V2)

(3.31)

(3.32)

(3.33)

(3.34)

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

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

1
L=3 /(agvv)TdivA(V)agW < CIVV | |0SW 2

< C|V[s|ogW 3 < CeslosW 3,
I = —aia / (V(@? +7%) - (VOSu + divdSuly)) - Ou
< CIVlocloV ula|0ulz < T2 V@7 + 1PV ul3 + Ccfl05ul3,
L= % (V20500 - o
< C(IVpl% [ V20la| V3ulz + [V23|0V2uls| V0l + [Vploo 0¥ ulo| 720]2)

a1
< Ce|VPul} + Ccs + = 1V/e? + 7P V'ul3,
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(3.35)



3 3
I, = —/ (ag(ZAj(V)ajw) - ZAj(V)ajagw) W

j=1
< C(|VV oo VEW 3 + V2V I3 VW6 |VPW |3 + [ V3V ]2 VIV || VI 2)
< CCg|V3W|§,
Is = —a1 / (05 ((¢2 + ) L(w) = (9* + 1) L(Ow)) - 0w
< C(IVeloo V0I5V ule| VEulz + V302 |V2ul3| oV uls + [Vl 2 [V ul3
+ [V20l3|oV3uls| VP ul + [V@lo [0V iula| Viuls)
< M|‘/902 + 2Vl + ch|V3u|§,

- 10
aid
L= 52 [ (05(v QW) - Vi Qo)) - 35
< C(|V0lso| V20l3 V2016 VP2 + V0] 0o | Vol oo | VL2 VEul2 + V2|2 V2060Vl
+ [V20]2| V0l oo [9 VUl + [ Voloo [ V2013 V06| VP ul2 + [0]s| V06|V 02 [ VPul
+ Vo2 V20 ]2 V3uly + [VP0]2| V03] oVPuls)
< O |V3ul2 + Ok + % Vo + VA2,

I = a /vagcp O < C|[ 04| VPuls

< Cep + Cco|V3ul3 (3.36)

where I was processed via integration by parts. Then, it yields that
1d

1
R (OSW) T AgdSW + §a1a|\/g02 +n2V4u|2 < Ce3|W%s + Ces. (3.37)

According to Gronwall’s inequality, we have
t
W35 +/O V@2 +n2Viulids < C(|Wo e + c3t) exp(Ccst) < Cc2, (3.38)

for 0 <t < T3 = min{Ty, (1 + Cecz)~*}.
For |¢¢|pz, from (3.29), we have

|0elpe < C(IV20[3|Vels + [Vols|VZ8ls + [v]o| V]2

+[V20l3|Vuls + [VYl3|V2uls + oo VPul2) (3.39)
< C’cg.
It follows from (3.33) that
lut|pr < Ccs + Ceo| v/ @ + n2V3uly < Ces. (3.40)

For |u¢|p2, from (3.31), we have

uel p2 < C(llvllsllulls + 16l1sl1¢lls + llellsllulls + lel3lulls + leloo| vVe? + 12V ul2)

< ch + Ces| V2 + n2Viul,,

(3.41)
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which implies that

/Ot |ut|2D2ds §C/Ot (cg + c§(|\/mv4u|§))ds < Cc%, (3.42)
for 0 <t < Ts. O
Combining the estimates obtained in Lemmas 3.3-3.6, we have
el < Ccg, gl < Oc3, [|@(t)]]la < Coo,

t
W2+ / oV2ullds < O,
0

t
W, +/ pV3ul2ds < O,
0

t (3.43)
ol + g+ | Junfpads < 5
0
t
W% +/ loV*ul3ds < Ocg,
0
t
[l -+l + [ fuafods < O,
0
for 0 <t < T3 =min{Ty, (14 Cc3)~*}.
Therefore, if we define the constants ¢;(i = 1,2,3) and T* by
c=cy=c3=C%¢y, T*= min{T, (14 Cco)™*}, (3.44)
then we deduce that
-
sup ([le@|T + I + lu®)]F) +/ [pV2ul3dt < cf,
0<t<T* 0
-
sup (el + 1600 +u(Ol) + [ oV ulbar <,
0<t<T* 0 45
T* (3' )
sup (|p(t)[Bs + [0(t)[ D + [u(t) s + [|®]l4) +/ [pViul3dt < c3,
0<t<T* 0
-
sup (furll+ orl+ el + [ Tulact < 5.
0<t<T* 0
3.4. Passing to the limit asn — 0
Now we consider the systems (3.4) when n — 0 as follows:
pr+v-Vo+ %@divv =0,
0
AaWe + 305, A (VIO W + (9% + 1P )L(W) = Q(V)H (p) + :
a VP (3.46)

Ad = 505%1 — b,
(0, W, ®)[i=0 = (o (x), Wo(2), Bo(x)), x €T,

15



Lemma 3.7. Assume (pg, Wy) satisfy (3.6). Then there exists a time T* > 0 and a unique strong solution
(o, W, ®) in [0,T*] x T3 to (3.46) such that

peC(0,7;H%), ¢ecC(0,T7];H%),

weC ([0, T H) nL= (0,77 H?), & €[2,3), )
eViue L*([0,7%];L%), wu € C([0,7%];H')nL*([0,T*];D?),

®eC([0,77;H*)nL> ([0, T*]; H*).
Moreover, (¢, W, ®) 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 n > 0, there exists
a unique strong solution (7, W ®") in [0,T*] x T? to the linearized problem (3.4) satisfying estimates
(3.45), where the time 7™ > 0 is independent of 7.

By virtue of the uniform estimates (3.45) independent of 1 and Lemma 2.7, we know that for any
R > 0, there exists a subsequence of solutions (still denoted by) (p7, ", W), which converges to a limit

(o, W) = (¢, ¢, u) in the following strong sense:
(", W) = (p,W) in C([0,T*];H*(Br)), as n—0. (3.48)

Again by virtue of the uniform estimates (3.45) independent of 7, we also know that there exists a
subsequence of solutions (still denoted by) (", W7, ®"), which converges to (¢, W, ®") in the following

weak or weak—x sense:

(", W) = (p, 0, W) weakly— in L> ([0,77] (H3 (TS)) ,

(o, &) = (pe, @1, d1) weakly— in L ([0,T*]; H* (T%)),
®7 — @ weakly—+ in L™ ([0,T]; H* (T?)), (3.49)
uy — uy weakly— in L™ ([0,7*]; H' (T?)),

u — uy weakly in L* ([0,7%]; D* (T?)) ,

which, along with the lower semi-continuity of weak convergence, implies that (¢, W, ®) also satisfies the
corresponding estimates (3.45) except those of ¢V*u.
Combining the strong convergence in (3.48) and the weak convergence in (3.49), we easily obtain that

(p, o, W) also satisfies the local estimates (3.45) and
"V — Vi weakly in  L? ([0, 7] x T?). (3.50)

Now we want to show that (p,p, W) is a weak solution in the sense of distributions to the linearized
problem (3.46). Multiplying (3.46), by test function f(t,z) = (f', f%, f?) € C°([0,T*) x T?) on both

16



sides, and integrating over [0, T*] x T3, we have

//TSW7 ftdﬂUdS—/ /1r3v V)u' - fdxds—/ /1r3 — (bqu"fdxds
/uo.f(o,z)+/0 /Td (@")2+772 L(u")fdxds (3.51)

t t
—6 1 / Q(v) - V(p")? fdzds — a1/ Vo fdxds.
- 0 T3 0 T3

Combining the strong convergence in (3.48) and the weak convergences in (3.49)—(3.50), and letting
17— 0 in (3.51), we have

/t/wu.ftdzds/t/w(v.v)u.fdzds%/Ot [ 6vosans
/uo J0,2) //TS u) fdads (3.52)

t
—/ Q(v)~V<p2fd:cdsfa1/ / Vo fdxds.
—1Jo Jrs 0 Jr3

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

(3.46), satistying the regularities

(0,9, @) € C([0,T]; H?), (1, 0:) € C([0,T*]; H?)
uweC ([O,T*] H) nL= ([0, 77 H?), s €[2,3), (3.53)
eViue L? ([0,7%];L%), wu € C([0,T*];H')NL*([0,T*];D?).

Step 2. Uniqueness. Let (o1, W1, ®1) and (@2, Wa, ®2) be two solutions obtained in the above step. We
denote
P =1 — P2, W:WI_W2, (i):(l)l—q)g.

Then from (3.46), and (3.46),, we have
@i +v-Vp=0, Ad=0,
which implies that ¢ = 0,® = 0. Let W = (¢,a) ", from (3.46), and @1 = 2, we have
AWy + A (V)W = —pL(W). (3.54)
Then multiplying (3.54) by W on both sides, and integrating over T2, we have

2dt/WTAOW+a1a|<p1Vu|2

CIVV W3 + Vel [alz |1 Val, (3.55)

IN

IN

a1 _12 T

0 o1 Val; + Ces|W s,

which yields that

d B -

&|W|§ + |1 Vals < CEW 2. (3.56)
17



From Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain that W = 0, which gives the uniqueness.
Step 3. Time-continuity. First for ¢, via the regularities shown in (3.53) and the classical Sobolev

embedding theorem, we have
peC([0,7*;H*) N C([0,T%]; weak — H?). (3.57)

Using the same arguments as in Lemma 3.3, we have

t t
~ ~ 2
le(®l3 < (|<Po||§ +C/O (|\<PH§||UH§ + !<PV4U\2) dS) exp (C/O o]l dS) :

which implies that
limsup [|¢(t)||3 < [|oll5 -
t—0

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

the reversibility on the time to equation (3.46),, we know
peC(0,T;H?). (3.58)

For ¢y, from

pr=—v-Vp— 6—;1<ﬁdivv,
we only need to consider the term @dive. Due to
@dive € L? ([0,T*]; H?),  (@dive), € L* ([0,T*]; H'),
and the Sobolev embedding theorem, we have
¢dive € C ([0,T*]; H?) ,

which implies that
¢r € C([0,T%]; H?).

The similar arguments can be used to deal with the regularities of ¢ and we can get that
peC([0,T7;H*), ¢ €C([0,T7];H?). (3.59)

Using the similar methods as in the proof of Lemma 3.2, we can get that ® € C ([0, 7*]; H?).

For velocity u, from the regularity shown in (3.53) and Sobolev’s embedding theorem, we obtain that
ue C([0,7*];H) nC ([0,T*]; weak — H?) . (3.60)

Then from Lemma 2.4, for any s’ € [2,3), we have

’

1_sl s’
Julls < Cluly * flulls -
Together with the upper bound shown in (3.45) and the time continuity (3.60), we have

ue C([0,T*; HY). (3.61)
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Finally, we consider u;. From equations (3.46), we have

247 - 1)
ug = —v-Vu— 7—771¢V¢ — ap?L(u) + m@(v) -Vp? + V.

From (3.53), we have
©’L(u) € L* ([0,T*]; H?), (¥°L(u)), € L*([0,T*]; L?),
which means that
©’L(u) € C ([0,T*]; H'). (3.62)
Combining (3.47),(3.58)—(3.59),(3.61) and (3.62), we deduce that
up € C ([0, T%]; H'). (3.63)
Hence we complete the proof. O

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 ¢g and ¢;(i = 1,2, 3), and assume that
L+ [leolls + [Woll3 < co-
Let (¢, W0 = (¢°, u®)), with the regularities
e (0,1;H%), ¢°eC(0,T;H?), Ve lL?([0,T%];L%,
u® € C([0,7*]; H*) N L= ([0,T*]; H?) for any s’ € [2,3),
be the solution to the problem

Xi+ug-VX =0 in (0,400) x T3,
Y; +up-VY =0 in (0,+00) x T3,

(3.64)
Zy— X2AZ =0 in (0,+00) x T3,
(XaKZ)|t:0:((POa¢OaUO) in T3-
We take a time 7** € (0,7*] small enough such that
2 -
sup (IO + 16°@) 3 + w0 ©I) + [ 07|t < ek
0<t<T** 0
2 2 2
sup_ ([6°()] s +[6° ()] s + [0°0)] 1) +/ |OV3| dt < 3, (3.65)
0<t<T** 0

2 2 2
sup (‘(po(t)|D3 + |¢O(t)‘D3 + "U/O(f)|DS) -|—/ |(POV4UO| dt S Cg.
0<t<T** 0
Proof. We prove the existence, uniqueness and time-continuity in three steps.

Step 1. Existence. Let (&, &, v) = (gpo, ¢, uo), we define (pl, ot W, <I>1) as a strong solution to problem
(3.46). Then we construct approximate solutions

((pk—i-l’ Wk+1, (I)k—i-l) — ((pk-l-l’ ¢k+1, uk-{-l’ (I)k—i-l)
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inductively, by assuming that (", Wk, ®%) was defined for k > 1, let (o** WH1 ®*1) be the unique

solution to problem (3.46) with (¢, q;, v) replaced by ((pk, Wk) as follows:

O fuk Tkt 4 L okdivuk =0,

0
ATEH+ S A VR0V (P PLOVH) = Q- B o (0
A(I)k+1 = ((pk—i_l)% - ba

(P, WL @EH) |, = (po(x), Wo(2), ®o) , @ € T°.

(3.66)

It follows from Lemma 3.7 that the sequence ((pk, wk, <I>k) satisfies the uniform a priori estimates (3.45)

for 0 <t < T**. Then, from (3.66), we can obtain that
k41 ok o=ktl Lk P S AT k i =k
G Ut Vet +a" - Vo JrT(cp divu™ " 4 ¥ diva”) =0,

3
AW 47 A (WHa W1 4 ()27

j=1

=D A WEGWH — @ (M 4 ML) + QVF) - (H(pH) — Hp"))

j=1
_ 0
+QTH) - H(M) + ar (WH) ,

2

APFFL — (wkH)% _ (wk)ﬁ_

First, we consider |¢**1|. Multiplying (3.67), by 2¢**! and integrating over T3, one has

d 01— 1
E|¢k+1 2:_2/(uk.V@k+1+ak.v@k+1T(@kdivukfl_’_(pkdiv,ak) ¢k+1

<CIVUF|o| @13 + ClE* T 2 (16" |2] Ve | oo + [@" 2] VU™ oo + [* diva®s),
which means that

d, _ _ _ _ .
&Iwk“(t)lg <GP D)5 + v (18 @) + 18" ()15 + " diva®(#)[3)
with C, = C (1 + 1/71) and 0 < v < %0 is a constant.

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

- 2 -
AP — : 1(9k+1>H¢k+1 < o,

due to § € (1,2) U {3}, where 0**1 is between ¢*+! and ".
It follows from (3.69) and (3.68) that

%/TB [AGH1 dz < C% @541, < GBI OB + v (17 (O + 184 (O + |o* diva* (1))
12", < C1e™,

20
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Next, we consider |W**1|5. Multiplying (3.66), by 2W**1 and integrating over T3, we obtain that

d it ¥ T . —
& /(Wk-i-l)TAOWk-i-l + 2a1a|§0k+1V’uk+1|% + 2a1(a +6)|90k+1 d1vuk+1|§

3
S/(Wk-i—l)'l' diVA(Wk)Wk-i-l +/Z(Wk+1)TAj(Wk)ajWk
j=1

)

/V((pk+1)2 . Q(,akJrl) .,akJrl —2a; /(¢k+1(50k+1 + (Pk) L(uk)) ~1_1,k+1
/V@’““(w’““ + M) - Q) -t

L [V @) - Q) [V

] (3.71)

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

1 / (W) T div AWH TR < CIVWH o RS < O+ 2,

Ja

3
/ S A, (WF) oW - e
=1
CIVW oo [WFo[WHHy < Com WS 4 0|3,
5
- /V(gﬁk+1)2 . Q(,akJrl) .,akJrl
CIVE T ool T Va1 a1 (3.72)

IN

J3 == 72(11

IN

alx
10

2, / (G (P + F) - L)) - @t

Cl@" 2@ |2 |p" V¥ o + Ol 2| T Vah T

%Wﬂlvﬁkﬂg,

/V(sﬁ’““(wk“ +¢") - Q(ur) - aH!

CIV?uF|g|@" ol a5 + Ol o] " V2uF oo [0 T2

+ Cl@" T 2| V¥ oo | TV g + C1@ T o " T VR 5| VUF | o
+ Ol 3| VuF | oo | VA oo

IN

T k+12 k+1-k+12
C|W+ 2+ |90+Vu+ 29

J4

IN

IN

ClIE" S + O+ [V uf o) [ S +
0—1

J5 == 72(11

IN

IN

ClE" 1+ C(L+ [V BIWH B + S| vat 1 g,

o1 [ 962 @) - Qb ot

JG == 2(11 5

OIV" ||Vt o]a+ o < CvT WS + vt Va3,

IN

Jr = al/Vti @M < CIVDo|at |, < O|VEE + Clat 2

IN

2
C ", + Cla*t 3.
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Then, from (3.71) and (3.72), it yields that

d
dt

< C (v + R VIER) W+ Ol B + v (I Va3 + 16" + W)

/(WkJrl)TA WkJrl + a1a|gpk+1v k+1|2
(3.73)

We denote

SHLE) = sup [WH(s)[3+ sup [@"!(s)]3+ sup |[ADFH(s)]5.
s€[0,t] s€0,t] s€[0,t]

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

< Ep(WERE + [ + v (1P Vatl + 1285 + W)

(P T AW 4 51 ()3 + | A ()3) + [ Va1 )

for some E* such that fot Efds < C+ C(1+ 1)t. According to Gronwall’s inequality, one has

t
Sk+1+/ F I Vah T 3ds
0

IN

t
_ 1
cy/ (14 Va 3+ 643 + W R)ds exp(C + C(1 + 2)t) (3.75)
0

IN

t

, 1

(cy/ (" Vit B)ds + Ctv sup [IWE + [ 3]) exp(C + C(1 +5)1).
0 s€0,t]

We can choose vy > 0 and T} € (0, min(1,7**)) small enough such that

1
) eXp(C(l + ;)T*) < 2)

ol —

CrpexpC <

which yields that
—+oo

Z (Sk“(T*) + /T (|t ivartt2 ) <O < +o0. (3.76)

k=1 0
It follows from (3.45) and (3.76) that (¢*, W*, ®*) converges to a limit (¢, W, ®) in the following strong
sense:

(%, Wk ®F) = (o, W,®) in L>([0,T.]; H*(T?). (3.77)

Due to the local estimates (3.45) and the lower-continuity of norm for weak or weak* convergence, we
know that (¢, W, ®) satisfies the estimates (3.45). According to the strong convergence in (3.76), we can
show that (¢, W, @) is a weak solution of (3.1) in the sense of distribution with the regularities:

p € L= ([0,T*]; H?) ;s € L® ([0, T*]; H?) , 6 € L= ([0,T*]; H?) , ¢ € L™ ([0,T*]; H?)
® e L ([0,7%]; H*) ,u € L™ ([0,T*]; H*) ,oV*u € L? ([0, T%]; L?), (3.78)
ug € L ([0,7*]; H') n L? ([0, T*]; D?).

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. O
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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 (¢, ¢, u) in
[0,T] x T? satisfying the regularities in (3.3), which means that

(p‘s%,p%l) = (p,¢) €CT((0,T2) x T3), and  (u,Vau) € C ((0,T%) x T%).
Noticing that p = wﬁ and % > 1, it is easy to show that
p€C((0,T.) x T?). (3.79)

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

{ ¢ +u- Vo + LLodivu =0, (3.80)

us+u-Vu+ %V(f +@?Lu = V¢? - Q(u) + V.

Multiplying (3.80); by gg(t, x) = %(b%(t,x) eC ((0, T,) X Tg) on both sides, we get the continuity
equation in (1.1), :
pt+u-Vp+pdive =0.

Multiplying (3.80), by (b% =p(t,z) € C* ((0, T.) x T3) on both sides, we get the momentum equations
in (1.1), :
put + pu - Vu + VP = div (u(p) (Vu + (VU)T) + Ap) div uls) + pV .

Finally, recalling that p can be represented by the formula

¢
p(t,2) = po(U(0,1,)) exp ( [ avats U(s,t,z»ds) ,
0
where U € C* ([0,T%] x [0,T%] x T?) is the solution to the initial value problem

%U(t,s,z):u(s,U(s,t,x)), 0 s Ty,
Ut t,o)=2, 0<t<T.,, xcT3,

it is obvious that
p(t,x) >0, Y(t,z) € (0,T) x T

That is to say, (p,u, ®) 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
(P u, ®).

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

(p,Vp, pt,u, Vu, V®) € C ([O,T*] X Tg) )
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Now we only need to prove that
(ur, divS) € C ((0,T%] x T?).
Next, we first give the continuity of u;. We differentiate (3.80), with respect to ¢ :
gy + p? Lug = — (ch)t Lu— (u-Vu); — %V (¢2)t + (Ve* Q(u))t + V,, (3.81)
which, along with (3.3), easily implies that
uy € L* ([0, T3] ; L?) . (3.82)
Applying 95(|¢| = 2) to (3.81), multiplying the resulting equations by d5u; and integrating over T3, we

obtain
1d

2dt
- / (V2 Q (0ur) — (85 (P*Lur) — @ Luy)) - s
Ay
+/ <3§ (%), Lu) = 0 (u - V) = =70V (¢2)t> Oz (3.83)
7
> P
=1

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

‘0§Ut|z +a |<,0V8§ut|z + (a+5) ‘@div@iut‘z

(1>

P1 = / (—VQD2 . Q (85%:)) . 8§ut

< LoV, [V, ol £ 2 0%+ Clul

P, = /— (95 (¢*Lug) — *LASuy) - OSus
< O (|99l IVolow + IVl futl s + [Vl [092u] ) el (3.81)
<

o 2 2
20 |oV2ue|, + C lurlpe

P = /—85 ((902)1& Lu) - S

C (|V?0l, |Luls lot| o lutl po + |V 0 19t pa | Luls

IN

+Veploo [Viprlg 1 Luls [ul e + [ V7l [Vl fue] pe
+|V50|00 |50t|oo |V3u|2 |ru‘75|D2 + |90t|oo |ut|D2 |90V4u‘2)

IN

50 [eVPurly + Cludle + OVl + C,

P4 = /—8§(u . Vu)t . Ggut

IN

C ([luelly + [ue| p2) ulls — /(u V) O5us - Oue

2
C + C lugl2s + C|Vulu [05us|s < C + C fugf2,
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Ps

B

IN

IN

IN

IN

IN

[ -25055 (@2), o

O(IV20ul, [0V sl + o1l [ V76, [V,

+ V20| IVils [V, + [ Ve, Voo |Vut|2)
510V w3+ 1+ [95ur]?),

[ (v Qu), - o

51V ul3 + Cloku3 + Cleviuld +C,

/vagcbt - OSuy

C|0Su|2| V3D, 2
C|05ul3 + C.

It follows from (3.83) — (3.84) that

1d
2t

V2ut’§ + % ’@Vgut‘; <C ‘VQU,:’E +C ](pV%’i +C. (3.85)

Then multiplying both sides of (3.85) with ¢ and integrating over [r,t] for any 7 € (0,t), one gets

t
t|uel7) —|—/ s |<,0V3ut‘z ds < C7 us(7) 5 + C(1 + ). (3.86)

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

Vu, € L? ([0,73]; L?)

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

s — 0, and sk‘VQut (sk,-)’§—>0, as k — +o0.

Then, letting 7 = s — 0 in (3.86), we have

so we have

t
tue| o +/ s |pViuls ds < C(1+1) < C,
0

t3u, € L= ([0,T.); H?) . (3.87)

Based on the classical Sobolev imbedding theorem

L= ([0, T HY) nwh? ([0, T); H') — € ([0,T]; L9), (3.88)

for any ¢ € (3,6), from (3.82) and (3.87), we have

tuy € C ([0, 7] ; Wht),
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which implies that u; € C ((0,7%] x T?). Finally, we consider the continuity of div S. Denote N = ¢?Lu —
V¢? - Q(u). Based on (3.3) and (3.87), we have

tN e L™ (0,Ty; H?).
From N; € L? (0,T%; L?) and (3.88), we obtain tN € C ([0, 7%]; W'*), which implies that
N e C((0,T.] x T?) .

Since p € C ([0,7%] x T?) and divS = pN, then we obtain the desired conclusion. O
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