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Abstract

This paper concerns the Dirichlet problem of three-dimensional inhomogeneous Navier-
Stokes equations with density-dependent viscosity. When the viscosity coefficient µ(ρ) is
a power function of the density (µ(ρ) = µρ

α with α > 1), it is proved that the system will
admit a unique global strong solution as long as the initial data are sufficiently large. This
is the first result concerning the existence of large strong solution for the inhomogeneous
Navier-Stokes equations in three dimensions.

Keywords: inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes equations, density-dependent viscosity, large
global strong solutions

1 Introduction

The Navier–Stokes equations are usually used to describe the motion of fluids. In particular,
for the study of multiphase fluids without surface tension, the following density-dependent
Navier–Stokes equations act as a model on some bounded domain Ω ⊂ R

3,














ρt + div(ρu) = 0, in Ω× [0, T ],
(ρu)t + div(ρu⊗ u) +∇P − div(2µ(ρ)d) = 0, in Ω× [0, T ],
divu = 0, in Ω× [0, T ]
ρ(0, x) = ρ0(x), u(0, x) = u0(x), in Ω,

(1.1)

where t ≥ 0, x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ Ω are time and space variables, respectively. ρ = ρ(x, t),
u = (u1(x, t), u2(x, t), u3(x, t)) and P represent, respectively, the density, the velocity and the
pressure of the fluid.

d =
1

2

(

∇u+ (∇u)⊤
)

, (1.2)

is the deformation tensor. µ(ρ) stands for the viscosity and is a function of ρ, which is assumed
to satisfy

µ(ρ) = µρα, µ > 0, α ≥ 0. (1.3)

In this paper, we study the initial boundary value problem to the system (1.1)-(1.3) with
Dirichlet boundary condition:

u = 0, on ∂Ω× [0, T ]. (1.4)

∗Email addresses: xdhuang@amss.ac.cn (X. D. Huang), Jiaxvlee@gmail.com (J. X. Li),
rzhang0921@gmail.com (R. Zhang).
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There is a lot of literature on the mathematical study of nonhomogeneous incompressible
flow. In particular, the system (1.1) with constant viscosity has been investigated extensively.
On the one hand, in the absence of a vacuum, Kazhikov proved the global existence of weak
solutions and the local existence of strong ones in [4]. Later, Ladyzhenskaya–Solonnikov [17]
first proved the global well-posedness of strong solutions to the initial boundary value problems
in both 2D bounded domains (for large data) and 3D ones (with initial velocity small in suitable
norms). Recently, there have been many subsequent works on the global well-posedness results
with small initial data in critical spaces (see [1, 7, 8, 13] and the references therein).

In general, as long as viscosity µ(ρ) depends on density ρ, things become more complicated
due to the strong coupling between the viscosity and the density. Desjardins [9] proved the
global weak solution for the two-dimensional case provided that the viscosity function µ(ρ) is a
small perturbation of a positive constant in L∞-norm. Recently, much progress has been made
on the well-posedness of strong solutions to (1.1) under some smallness conditions on the initial
data (see [2, 3, 5, 11, 18, 23] and the references therein).

In this paper, we would like to establish the global existence of strong solutions to the system
(1.1) as long as the density is large enough which is a big contrast to the classical result where
the initial data is a small perturbation of equilibrium states. Let’s first explain our motivation
and observation.

Recall the definition of Reynolds number defined in [21]:

Re =
uL

ν
=

ρuL

µ
, (1.5)

where

• ρ is the density of the fluid,

• u is the flow speed,

• L is a characteristic length,

• µ is the dynamic viscosity of the fluid,

• ν is the kinematic viscosity of the fluid.

When µ(ρ) take the form of (1.3), suppose L is a constant in a bounded domain, formally the
Reynolds number is reduced to

Re =
L

µ

u

ρα−1
, (1.6)

no matter how fast the flow speed is, Re will be small provided α > 1 and the density ρ is large
enough. At low Reynolds numbers, the flows behave like a laminar flow which is believed to be
stable as many experiments revealed.

So this gives us a hint that the flow may be global stable as long as the density is large at any
time. Fortunately, this condition can be easily guaranteed by the density equation by assuming
the initial density is large enough. The purpose of this paper is to verify this intuition.

From mathematical point of view, (1.1)2 can be rewritten as

−µ∆u+∇
(

P

ρα

)

= ρ1−αu̇+ 2µαρ−1∇ρ · d+ αρ−1∇ρ
P

ρα
, (1.7)

where
u̇ , ut + u · ∇u (1.8)

denote the material derivatives. Each term of the right-hand side of Stokes system (1.7) is a
small perturbation term for large density and α > 1.

Indeed, such a result was verified in the compressible framework. For the compressible
Navier-Stokes equations with variable viscosity coefficients with µ(ρ) = µρα, λ(ρ) = λρα, P (ρ) =

2



aργ , Yu [22] proved the global existence of strong solutions when the initial density is large
enough as long as

4

3
< γ ≤ α ≤ 5

3
, α+ 4γ > 7, α+ γ ≤ 3, (1.9)

or
3

2
< γ ≤ α ≤ 2, α+

2

3
γ > 3. (1.10)

Before stating the main results, we explain the notation and conventions used throughout
this paper. Denote

∫

fdx =

∫

Ω

fdx,

For a positive integer k and p ≥ 1, we denote the standard Lesbegue and Sobolev spaces as
follows:

‖f‖Lp = ‖f‖Lp(Ω), ‖f‖Wk,p = ‖f‖Wk,p(Ω), ‖f‖Hk = ‖f‖Wk,2(Ω),

C∞
0,σ = {f ∈ C∞

0 (Ω) : divf = 0}, H1
0 = C∞

0 ,

H1
0,σ = C∞

0,σ, closure in the norm of H1.

Here is our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω be a bounded smooth domain in R
3. Assume that

α > 1. (1.11)

Given constants
ρ̄ > 1, C0 ≥ 1. (1.12)

Suppose that the initial data (ρ0, u0) satisfies

ρ̄ ≤ ρ0 ≤ C0ρ̄, ρ0 ∈ W 1,q, 3 < q < 6, u0 ∈ H1
0,σ ∩H2. (1.13)

Then there exists a positive constant Λ0 depending only on C0, µ, α, ‖∇ρ0‖Lq , ‖u0‖H2 and Ω
such that if

ρ̄ ≥ Λ0(Ω, C0, µ, α, ‖∇ρ0‖Lq , ‖u0‖H2), (1.14)

then the problem (1.1)-(1.4) admits a unique global strong solution (ρ, u) in Ω×(0,∞) satisfying

{

ρ ∈ C([0,∞);W 1,q), ∇u, P ∈ C([0,∞);H1) ∩ L2((0,∞);W 1,q),
ρt ∈ C([0,∞);Lq),

√
ρut ∈ L∞((0,∞);L2), ut ∈ L2((0,∞);H1

0 ).
(1.15)

Remark 1.1. Conditions (1.11) and (1.14) imply that the initial Reynolds number is suitably
small, so the conclusion of Theorem 1.1 is equivalent to proving a fact that the flow is globally
stable when the initial Reynolds number is small enough.

Remark 1.2. Theorem 1.1 can also be applied to boundary condition (1.1)4 when replaced
by Navier-slip boundary conditions and periodic ones. However, the Cauchy problem presents
essential difficulties that will be addressed in future work.

We now provide our analysis and commentary on the key aspects of this paper. The main
idea is to use time-weighted energy estimates to the compressible Navier–Stokes equations
established by Hoff [12], which is successfully used to the inhomogeneous incompressible Navier-
Stokes equations by Huang-Wang [6, 14, 15] and many other works, see [10, 19] and references
therein.

Let’s briefly sketch the proof. First we assume that Eρ(T ) is less than 3Eρ(0) and Eu(T ) is less
than 3Eu(0), then we prove that in fact Eρ(T ) is less than 2Eρ(0) and Eu(T ) is less than 2Eu(0)
under the assumption that the initial density is large enough. On the other hand, the control of
‖∇u‖L1

tL
∞

x
leads to uniform estimates for other higher-order quantities, which guarantees the

extension of local strong solutions. One of the main ingredients is a time-independent estimate
which is essential due to exponential time decay estimates for u in a bounded domain. However,
this is not the case for the whole space.
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2 Preliminaries

First, the following local existence theory, where the initial density is strictly away from vacuum,
can be shown by similar arguments as in Cho and Kim [5]:

Lemma 2.1. Assume that the initial data (ρ0, u0) satisfies the regularity condition (1.13).
Then there exists a small time T and a unique strong solution (ρ, u, P ) to the initial boundary
value problem (1.1)–(1.4) such that

{

ρ ∈ C([0, T ];W 1,q), ∇u, P ∈ C([0, T ];H1) ∩ L2([0, T ];W 1,q),
ρt ∈ C([0, T ];Lq),

√
ρut ∈ L∞([0, T ];L2), ut ∈ L2([0, T ];H1

0 ).
(2.1)

Furthermore, if T ∗is the maximal existence time of the local strong solution (ρ, u), then either
T ∗ = ∞ or

sup
0≤t≤T∗

(‖∇ρ‖Lq + ‖∇u‖L2) = ∞. (2.2)

In this paper, we will employ Bovosgii’s theory which can be found in [20].

Lemma 2.2. Let Ω be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary, 1 < p < ∞. Given b ∈ Lp(Ω)
with

∫

Ω
bdx = 0, there exists v ∈ W

1,p
0 (Ω) with the following properties:

divv = b,

in Ω, and
‖∇v‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C(p)‖b‖Lp(Ω). (2.3)

Also, the well-known Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality [16] will be frequently used in this
paper.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that Ω is a bounded Lipschitz domain in R
3. Let 1 ≤ q+∞ be a positive

extended real quantity. Let j and m be non-negative integers such that j < m. Furthermore,
let 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞ be a positive extended real quantity, p ≥ 1 be real and θ ∈ [0, 1] such that the
relations

1

p
=

j

n
+ θ

(

1

r
− m

n

)

+
1− θ

q
,

j

m
≤ θ ≤ 1 (2.4)

hold. Then,
‖∇ju‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C‖∇mu‖θLr(Ω)‖u‖1−θ

Lq(Ω) + C1‖u‖Lq(Ω) (2.5)

where u ∈ Lq(Ω) such that ∇mu ∈ Lr(Ω). Moreover, if q > 1 and r > 3,

‖u‖C(Ω̄) ≤ C‖u‖q(r−3)/(3r+q(r−3))
Lq ‖∇u‖3r/(3r+q(r−3))

Lr + C2‖u‖Lq . (2.6)

where u ∈ Lq(Ω) such that ∇u ∈ Lr(Ω). In any case, the constant C > 0 depends on the
parameters j, m, n, q, r, θ, on the domain Ω, but not on u.

In addition, if u · n|∂Ω = 0, we can choose C1 = C2 = 0.

3 A priori estimates

For any fixed time T > 0, (ρ, u, P ) is the unique local strong solution to (1.1)-(1.4) on Ω× (0, T ]
with initial data (ρ0, u0) satisfying (1.13), which is guaranteed by lemma 2.1.

Define

Eρ(T ) , sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖∇ρ‖Lq , (3.1)

Eu(T ) , ρ̄α sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖∇u‖2L2 +

∫ T

0

‖√ρut‖2L2dt. (3.2)

We have the following key proposition.
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Proposition 3.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, there exists a positive constant Λ0

depending on Ω, C0, µ, α, and ‖∇ρ0‖Lq , ‖u0‖H2 such that if (ρ, u, P ) is a smooth solution to
the problem (1.1)–(1.4) on Ω× (0, T ] satisfying

Eρ(T ) ≤ 3Eρ(0), Eu(T ) ≤ 3Eu(0), (3.3)

then the following estimates hold:

Eρ(T ) ≤ 2Eρ(0), Eu(T ) ≤ 2Eu(0), (3.4)

provided
ρ̄ ≥ Λ0(Ω, C0, µ, α, ‖∇ρ0‖Lq , ‖u0‖H2). (3.5)

First, as the density satisfies the transport equation (1.1)1 and making use of (1.1)3, one has
the following lemma

Lemma 3.1. It holds that

ρ̄ ≤ ρ ≤ C0ρ̄, (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0, T ]. (3.6)

Next, the basic energy inequality of the system (1.1) reads

Lemma 3.2. It holds that

sup
0≤t≤T

ρ̄‖u‖2L2 + ρ̄α
∫ T

0

‖∇u‖2L2dt ≤ Cρ̄. (3.7)

Proof. Multiplying (1.1)2 by u and integrating the resultant equation, we obtain after integra-
tion by parts that

1

2

d

dt
‖√ρu‖2L2 +

µ

2α
ρ̄α‖∇u‖2L2

≤1

2

d

dt
‖√ρu‖2L2 +

∫

µρα|d|2dx = 0.
(3.8)

Integrating the above inequality over (0, T ] leads to

sup
0≤t≤T

ρ̄‖u‖2L2 + ρ̄α
∫ T

0

‖∇u‖2L2dt ≤ Cρ̄‖u0‖2L2. (3.9)

The proof is completed.

High-order a priori estimates rely on the following regularity results for density-dependent
Stokes equations.

Lemma 3.3. Assume that ρ ∈ W 1,q, 3 < q < 6, and ρ̄ ≤ ρ ≤ C0ρ̄. Let (u, P ) ∈ H1
0,σ × L2 be

the unique weak solution to the boundary value problem






−div(2µραd) +∇P = F, in Ω,
divu = 0, in Ω,
∫

P
ρα dx = 0, in Ω.

(3.10)

Then we have the following regularity results:

(1) If F ∈ L2, then (u, P ) ∈ H2 ×H1 and

‖u‖H2 +

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

ρα

∥

∥

∥

∥

H1

≤ C(ρ̄−α + ρ̄−α− q
q−3 ‖∇ρ‖

q

q−3

Lq )‖F‖L2 ; (3.11)

(2) If F ∈ Lq for some q ∈ (3, 6) then (u, P ) ∈ W 2,q ×W 1,q and

‖u‖W 2,q +

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

ρα

∥

∥

∥

∥

W 1,q

≤ C(ρ̄−α + ρ̄
−α− 5q−6

2(q−3) ‖∇ρ‖
5q−6

2(q−3)

Lq )‖F‖Lq . (3.12)

Here the constant C in (3.11) and (3.12) depends on Ω, q.
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Proof. Multiply the first equation of (1.1)2 by u and integrate over Ω, then by Cauchy’s in-
equality,

∫

2ρα|d|2dx =

∫

F · udx ≤ ‖F‖L2‖u‖L2. (3.13)

Note that

2

∫

|d|2dx =

∫

|∇u|2dx, (3.14)

hence, it follows from (3.6) and (3.7) that

‖∇u‖L2 ≤ Cρ̄−α‖u‖L2‖F‖L2 ≤ Cρ̄−α‖F‖L2. (3.15)

Since
∫

P
ρα dx = 0, according to Lemma 2.2, there exists a function v ∈ H1

0 , such that

divv =
P

ρα
, (3.16)

and

‖∇v‖L2 ≤ C

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

ρα

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

. (3.17)

Multiplying the first equation of (3.10) by −v, and integrating over Ω, then making use of
Poincaré’s inequality, one obtains

∫

P 2

ρα
dx = −

∫

F · vdx+ 2

∫

µραd : ∇vdx

≤ C‖F‖L2‖v‖L2 + Cρ̄α‖∇u‖L2‖∇v‖L2

≤ C‖F‖L2‖∇v‖L2

≤ C‖F‖L2

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

ρα

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

.

(3.18)

On the other hand,
∫

P 2

ρα
dx ≥ Cρ̄

∫

P 2

ρ2α
dx, (3.19)

hence
∥

∥

∥

∥

P

ρα

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

≤ Cρ̄−α‖F‖L2. (3.20)

Rewrite (3.10)2 as

−µ∆u+∇
(

P

ρα

)

=
F

ρα
+ 2µαρ−1∇ρ · d+ αρ−1∇ρ

P

ρα
. (3.21)

Stokes estimates and Lemma 2.3 yields

‖∇2u‖L2 +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇
(

P

ρα

)∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

≤C

(

ρ̄−α‖F‖L2 + ρ̄−1‖∇ρ · ∇u‖L2 + ρ̄−1‖∇ρ · P

ρα
‖L2

)

≤C

(

ρ̄−α‖F‖L2 + ρ̄−1‖∇ρ‖Lq‖∇u‖
L

2q
q−2

+ ρ̄−1‖∇ρ‖Lq

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

ρα

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
2q

q−2

)

≤C

(

ρ̄−α‖F‖L2 + ρ̄−1‖∇ρ‖Lq‖∇u‖
q−3
q

L2 ‖∇2u‖
3
q

L2 + ρ̄−1‖∇ρ‖Lq

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

ρα

∥

∥

∥

∥

q−3
q

L2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇
(

P

ρα

)∥

∥

∥

∥

3
q

L2

)

.

(3.22)
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By Young’s inequality,

‖∇2u‖L2 +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇
(

P

ρα

)∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

≤Cρ̄−α‖F‖L2 + Cρ̄−
q

q−3 ‖∇ρ‖
q

q−3

Lq

(

‖∇u‖L2 +

∥

∥

∥

∥

P

ρα

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

)

≤C(ρ̄−α + ρ̄−α− q
q−3 ‖∇ρ‖

q

q−3

Lq )‖F‖L2 .

(3.23)

Similarly,

‖∇2u‖Lq +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇
(

P

ρα

)∥

∥

∥

∥

Lq

≤ C(ρ̄−α + ρ̄
−α− 5q−6

2(q−3) ‖∇ρ‖
5q−6

2(q−3)

Lq )‖F‖Lq . (3.24)

As a consequence, we have the following high-order estimate of the velocities which will be
used frequently.

Lemma 3.4. Under the assumption (3.3), it holds that

‖u‖H2 ≤ C(ρ̄
1
2−α‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄2−2α‖∇u‖3L2), (3.25)

and

‖u‖W 2,q ≤ Cρ̄−α‖ρut‖Lq + Cρ̄(1−α) 5q−6
q ‖∇u‖

6(q−1)
q

L2 . (3.26)

Proof. Let
F = ρu̇ (3.27)

in Lemma 3.3. (3.11) together with (3.3) and (3.7) gives

‖u‖H2 ≤C(ρ̄−α + ρ̄−α− q
q−3 ‖∇ρ‖

q

q−3

Lq )‖ρu̇‖L2

≤C(ρ̄
1
2−α + ρ̄

1
2−α− q

q−3 ‖∇ρ‖
q

q−3

Lq )‖√ρut‖L2

+ C(ρ̄1−α + ρ̄1−α− q
q−3 ‖∇ρ‖

q

q−3

Lq )‖u‖L6‖∇u‖L3

≤C(ρ̄
1
2−α + Eρ(0)

q

q−3 ρ̄
1
2−α− q

q−3 )‖√ρut‖L2

+ C(ρ̄1−α + Eρ(0)
q

q−3 ρ̄1−α− q
q−3 )‖∇u‖

3
2

L2‖∇u‖
1
2

H1

≤C(ρ̄
1
2−α + Eρ(0)

q

q−3 ρ̄
1
2−α− q

q−3 )‖√ρut‖L2

+ C(ρ̄2−2α + Eρ(0)
2q

q−3 ρ̄2−2α− 2q
q−3 )‖∇u‖3L2

≤C(ρ̄
1
2−α‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄2−2α‖∇u‖3L2),

(3.28)

provided ρ̄ ≥ 1. Similarly, Gagliardo-Nirenber inequality together with (3.12) yields

‖u‖W 2,q ≤Cρ̄−α‖ρu̇‖Lq

≤Cρ̄−α(‖ρut‖Lq + ρ̄‖u‖L6‖∇u‖
L

6q
6−q

)

≤Cρ̄−α(‖ρut‖Lq + ρ̄‖∇u‖
6(q−1)
5q−6

L2 ‖∇u‖
4q−6
5q−6

W 1,q )

≤1

2
‖∇u‖W 1,q + Cρ̄−α‖ρut‖Lq + Cρ̄(1−α) 5q−6

q ‖∇u‖
6(q−1)

q

L2

≤Cρ̄−α‖ρut‖Lq + Cρ̄(1−α) 5q−6
q ‖∇u‖

6(q−1)
q

L2 .

(3.29)

Now we are ready to deal with an estimate to Eu(T ).
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Lemma 3.5. There exists a positive constant Λ1 such that

Eu(T ) ≤ 2Eu(0), (3.30)

and

ρ̄α sup
t∈[0,T ]

t‖∇u‖2L2 +

∫ T

0

t‖√ρut‖2L2dt ≤ Cρ̄, (3.31)

provided ρ̄ > Λ1 = Λ1(Ω, C0, µ, α, ‖∇ρ0‖Lq , ‖u0‖H2).

Proof. Multiplying (1.1)2 by ut, and integrating by parts, we have that

d

dt

∫

µρα|d|2dx+

∫

ρ|ut|2dx

= −
∫

ρu · ∇u · utdx+

∫

µ(ρα)t|d|2dx.
(3.32)

It follows from Hölder and Sobolev inequalities that

∫

ρu · ∇u · utdx ≤ Cρ̄
1
2 ‖√ρut‖L2‖u‖L6‖∇u‖L3

≤ Cρ̄
1
2 ‖√ρut‖L2‖∇u‖

3
2

L2‖∇u‖
1
2

H1

≤ Cρ̄
1
2 ‖√ρut‖L2‖∇u‖

3
2

L2(ρ̄
1
2−α‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄2−2α‖∇u‖3L2)

1
2

≤ 1

4
‖√ρut‖2L2 + C(ρ̄3−2α + ρ̄1−2α)‖∇u‖6L2.

(3.33)

Using the fact that
∂t(ρ

α) + u · ∇ρα = 0, (3.34)

due to (1.1)1 and (1.1)4, which together with (3.28) yields

∫

µ(ρα)t|d|2dx ≤ Cρ̄α−1

∫

|∇ρ · u| |∇u|2dx

≤ Cρ̄α−1‖∇ρ‖Lq‖u‖L6‖∇u‖2
L

12q
5q−6

≤ Cρ̄α−1‖∇ρ‖Lq‖∇u‖
5q−6
2q

L2 ‖∇u‖
q+6
2q

H1

≤ CEρ(0)ρ̄α−1‖∇u‖
5q−6
2q

L2 (ρ̄
1
2−α‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄2−2α‖∇u‖3L2)

q+6
2q

≤ 1

4
‖√ρut‖2L2 + Cρ̄

6
q
(1−α)‖∇u‖4+

6
q

L2 + Cρ̄−α+ 6
q
(1−2α)‖∇u‖

2(5q−6)
3(q−2)

L2 .

(3.35)

Then (3.3) together with (3.32)-(3.35) implies

d

dt

∫

µρα|d|2dx+

∫

ρ|ut|2dx ≤ C(ρ̄3−2α + ρ̄1−2α + ρ̄
6
q
(1−α) + ρ̄−α+ 6

q
(1−2α))‖∇u‖4L2

≤ Cρ̄3−2α‖∇u‖4L2

≤ Cρ̄3−2α‖∇u‖2L2,

(3.36)

since 2(5q−6)
3(q−2) ≥ 4 and ρ̄ > 1.

Integrating (3.36) with respect to t over (0, T ], we get from (3.14), (3.6) and (3.7) that

ρ̄α sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖∇u‖2L2 +

∫ T

0

‖√ρut‖2L2dt ≤ ρ̄α‖∇u0‖2L2 + Cρ̄3−2α

∫ T

0

‖∇u‖2L2dt

≤ Mρ̄α + C1ρ̄
4−3α

≤ 2Mρ̄α = 2Eu(0),

(3.37)
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provided
M , ‖∇u0‖2L2 , (3.38)

and

ρ̄ ≥
(

C1

M

)
1

4(α−1)

, Λ1. (3.39)

Finally, multiplying (3.36) by t and applying Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

ρ̄α sup
t∈[0,T ]

t‖∇u‖2L2 +

∫ T

0

t‖√ρut‖2L2dt

≤
∫ T

0

∫

µρα|d|2dxdt · exp
{

Cρ̄3−3α

∫ T

0

‖∇u‖2L2dt

}

≤ Cρ̄ · exp {Cρ̄4−4α}
≤ Cρ̄,

(3.40)

due to α > 1.

In order to close the estimate of Eρ, we need the following time-weight estimates.

Lemma 3.6. It holds that

sup
0≤t≤T

t‖√ρut‖2L2 + ρ̄α
∫ T

0

t‖∇ut‖2L2dt ≤ Cρ̄α (3.41)

and

sup
0≤t≤T

t2‖√ρut‖2L2 + ρ̄α
∫ T

0

t2‖∇ut‖2L2dt ≤ Cρ̄. (3.42)

Proof. Take the t-derivative of the momentum equations, multiply the resulting equation by
tut, and after integrating by parts, we have that

t

2

d

dt

∫

ρ|ut|2dx+ 2µt

∫

ρα|dt|2dx

=t

∫

div(ρu)|ut|2dx − t

∫

ρut · ∇u · utdx+ t

∫

div(ρu)u · ∇u · utdx

+ 2µt

∫

(ρα)td : dtdx

=

4
∑

i=1

Ii.

(3.43)

It follows from Hölder and Sobolev inequalities that

I1 ≤Ct

∫

|ρ∇u||ut|2dx

≤Ctρ̄
1
2 ‖√ρut‖L2‖∇u‖L3‖ut‖L6

≤Ctρ̄
1
2 ‖√ρut‖L2‖∇u‖

1
2

L2‖∇u‖
1
2

L6‖∇ut‖L2

≤µ

8
tρ̄α‖∇ut‖2L2 + Ctρ̄1−α‖√ρut‖2L2‖∇u‖L2‖∇u‖L6

≤µ

8
tρ̄α‖∇ut‖2L2 + Ctρ̄−α‖∇u‖L2‖√ρut‖2L2‖∇u‖H1

≤µ

8
tρ̄α‖∇ut‖2L2 + Ctρ̄−α‖∇u‖L2‖√ρut‖2L2(ρ̄

1
2−α‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄2−2α‖∇u‖3L2)

≤µ

8
tρ̄α‖∇ut‖2L2 + Ctρ̄

1
2−2α‖∇u‖L2‖√ρut‖3L2 + Ctρ̄2−3α‖∇u‖4L2‖√ρut‖2L2,

(3.44)
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also I2 can be estimated as follows

I2 ≤Ct

∫

|∇ρ · u||ut|2dx

≤Ct‖∇ρ‖Lq‖u‖
L

2q
q−2

‖ut‖2L4

≤Ctρ̄−
1
4 ‖∇ρ‖Lq‖u‖

q−3
q

L2 ‖∇u‖
3
q

L2‖
√
ρut‖

1
2

L2‖∇ut‖
3
2

L2

≤µ

8
tρ̄α‖∇ut‖2L2 + Ctρ̄−3α−1‖∇ρ‖4Lq‖∇u‖

12
q

L2‖
√
ρut‖2L2

≤µ

8
tρ̄α‖∇ut‖2L2 + CtEρ(0)4ρ̄−3α−1‖∇u‖

12
q

L2‖
√
ρut‖2L2.

(3.45)

Similarly, I3 can be bounded by

I3 ≤t

∫

|∇ρ · u||u||∇u||ut|dx

≤Ct‖∇ρ‖Lq‖u‖2L6‖∇u‖
L

2q
q−2

‖ut‖L6

≤µ

8
tρ̄α‖∇ut‖2L2 + Ctρ̄−α‖∇ρ‖2Lq‖∇u‖

6(q−1)
q

L2 ‖∇u‖
6
q

H1

≤µ

8
tρ̄α‖∇ut‖2L2 + CEρ(0)2tρ̄−α‖∇u‖

6(q−1)
q

L2 (ρ̄
1
2−α‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄2−2α‖∇u‖3L2)

6
q

≤µ

8
tρ̄α‖∇ut‖2L2 + Ctρ−α+2(1−α) 6

q ‖∇u‖6+
12
q

L2

+ Ctρ̄−α+ 6
q
( 1
2−α)(‖∇u‖2L2‖√ρut‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖6+

6
q−3

L2 ).

(3.46)

Using (3.34), we have

I4 ≤Ctρ̄α−1

∫

|∇ρ · u||∇u||∇ut|dx

≤Ctρ̄α−1‖∇ρ‖Lq‖u‖
L

3q
q−3

‖∇u‖L6‖∇ut‖L2

≤µ

8
tρ̄α‖∇ut‖2L2 + Ctρ̄α−2‖∇ρ‖2Lq‖∇u‖3−

6
q

L2 ‖∇u‖1+
6
q

L6

≤µ

8
tρ̄α‖∇ut‖2L2 + CEρ(0)2tρ̄α−2‖∇u‖3−

6
q

L2 ‖∇u‖1+
6
q

H1

≤µ

8
tρ̄α‖∇ut‖2L2 + Ctρ̄α−2‖∇u‖3−

6
q

L2 (ρ̄
1
2−α‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄2−2α‖∇u‖3L2)

1+ 6
q

≤µ

8
tρ̄α‖∇ut‖2L2 + Ctρ̄−

3
2+( 1

2−α) 6
q ‖∇u‖3−

6
q

L2 ‖√ρut‖
1+ 6

q

L2 + Ctρ̄−α+2(1−α) 6
q ‖∇u‖6+

12
q

L2 .

(3.47)

Combining all the above estimates (3.43)–(3.47), (3.3) and (3.7), we deduce

d

dt
t

∫

ρ|ut|2dx+ tρ̄α
∫

|∇ut|2dx

≤
∫

ρ|ut|2dx+ Ctρ̄
1
2−2α‖∇u‖L2‖√ρut‖3L2 + Ctρ̄2−3α‖∇u‖4L2‖√ρut‖2L2

+ CtEρ(0)4ρ̄−3α−1‖∇u‖
12
q

L2‖
√
ρut‖2L2 + Ctρ̄−α+ 6

q
( 1
2−α)(‖∇u‖2L2‖√ρut‖2L2 + ‖∇u‖6+

6
q−3

L2 )

+ Ctρ−α+2(1−α) 6
q ‖∇u‖6+

12
q

L2 + Ctρ̄−
3
2+( 1

2−α) 6
q ‖∇u‖3−

6
q

L2 ‖√ρut‖
1+ 6

q

L2

≤
∫

ρ|ut|2dx+ Ctρ̄
1
2−2α‖∇u‖L2‖√ρut‖3L2 + Ctρ̄−

3
2+( 1

2−α) 6
q ‖∇u‖3−

6
q

L2 ‖√ρut‖
1+ 6

q

L2

+ Ct(ρ̄2−3α + ρ̄−
1
2+

6
q
( 1
2−α))‖∇u‖2L2‖√ρut‖2L2

+ Ct(ρ−α+2(1−α) 6
q + ρ̄−

1
2+

6
q
( 1
2−α))‖∇u‖8L2,

(3.48)
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due to q ∈ (3, 6) and (3.3). Thus, Gronwall’s inequality yields

sup
0≤t≤T

t‖√ρut‖2L2 + ρ̄α
∫ T

0

t‖∇ut‖2L2dt

≤C

∫ T

0

(

t(ρ̄−α+2(1−α) 6
q + ρ̄−

1
2+

6
q
( 1
2−α))‖∇u‖8L2 + ‖√ρut‖2L2

)

dt

· exp
{

∫ T

0

(

ρ̄
1
2−2α‖∇u‖L2‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄−

3
2+( 1

2−α) 6
q ‖∇u‖3−

6
q

L2 ‖√ρut‖
6
q
−1

L2

)

dt

}

· exp
{

(

ρ̄2−3α + ρ̄−
1
2+

6
q
( 1
2−α)

)

∫ T

0

‖∇u‖2L2dt

}

.

(3.49)

Taking advantage of (3.3), (3.7) and (3.31), we obtain

∫ T

0

t(ρ̄−α+2(1−α) 6
q + ρ̄−

1
2+

6
q
( 1
2−α))‖∇u‖8L2dt

≤C(ρ̄−α+2(1−α) 6
q + ρ̄−

1
2+

6
q
( 1
2−α)) sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖∇u‖4L2 · sup
t∈[0,T ]

t‖∇u‖2L2 ·
∫ T

0

‖∇u‖2L2dt

≤C(ρ̄−α+2(1−α) 6+q

q + ρ̄−
1
2+

6
q
( 1
2−α)+2(1−α)).

(3.50)

Hölder’s inequality yields

∫ T

0

ρ̄
1
2−2α‖∇u‖L2‖√ρut‖L2dt

≤ρ̄
1
2−2α

(

∫ T

0

‖∇u‖2L2dt

)
1
2
(

∫ T

0

‖√ρut‖2L2dt

)
1
2

≤Cρ̄1−2α,

(3.51)

and
∫ T

0

ρ̄−
3
2+( 1

2−α) 6
q ‖∇u‖3−

6
q

L2 ‖√ρut‖
6
q
−1

L2 dt

≤ρ̄−
3
2+( 1

2−α) 6
q

(

∫ T

0

‖∇u‖2L2dt

)

3q−6
2q
(

∫ T

0

‖√ρut‖2L2dt

)

6−q

2q

≤Cρ̄−2α.

(3.52)

Hence, collecting all the estimates (3.50)-(3.52), one gets

sup
0≤t≤T

t‖√ρut‖2L2 + ρ̄α
∫ T

0

t‖∇ut‖2L2dt ≤ C(ρ̄−A + ρ̄α) · exp {Cρ̄−B} ≤ Cρ̄α. (3.53)

with some A,B > 0.

On the other hand, multiplying (3.48) by t, one has

d

dt

t2

2

∫

ρ|ut|2dx+ t2ρ̄α
∫

|∇ut|2dx

≤t

∫

ρ|ut|2dx+ Ct2ρ̄
1
2−2α‖∇u‖L2‖√ρut‖3L2 + Ct2ρ̄−

3
2+( 1

2−α) 6
q ‖∇u‖3−

6
q

L2 ‖√ρut‖
1+ 6

q

L2

+ Ct2(ρ̄2−3α + ρ̄−
1
2+

6
q
( 1
2−α))‖∇u‖2L2‖√ρut‖2L2

+ Ct2(ρ−α+2(1−α) 6
q + ρ̄−

1
2+

6
q
( 1
2−α))‖∇u‖8L2.

(3.54)
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Applying Gronwall’s inequality to arrive at

sup
0≤t≤T

t2‖√ρut‖2L2 + ρ̄α
∫ T

0

t2‖∇ut‖2L2dt

≤C

∫ T

0

(

t2(ρ̄−α+2(1−α) 6
q + ρ̄−

1
2+

6
q
( 1
2−α))‖∇u‖8L2 + t‖√ρut‖2L2

)

dt · exp {ρ̄−B},
(3.55)

and (3.31) together with (3.41) yields

∫ T

0

t2(ρ̄−α+2(1−α) 6
q + ρ̄−

1
2+

6
q
( 1
2−α))‖∇u‖8L2dt

≤C(ρ̄−α+2(1−α) 6
q + ρ̄−

1
2+

6
q
( 1
2−α)) sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖∇u‖2L2 · sup
t∈[0,T ]

t2‖∇u‖4L2 ·
∫ T

0

‖∇u‖2L2dt

≤C(ρ̄−1+2(1−α) 6
q
+3(1−α) + ρ̄−

1
2+

6
q
( 1
2−α)+3(1−α)).

(3.56)

Hence it follows immediately by (3.53) that,

sup
0≤t≤T

t2‖√ρut‖2L2 + ρ̄α
∫ T

0

t2‖∇ut‖2L2dt ≤ C(ρ̄−A1 + ρ̄) · exp {ρ̄−B1} ≤ Cρ̄, (3.57)

with some A1, B1 > 0.

Finally, we are about to finish the bound of Eρ, the key observation is that ‖∇u‖L1
tL

∞

x
is

uniformly bounded with respect to time T .

Lemma 3.7. There exists a positive constant Λ2 such that

Eρ(T ) ≤ 2Eρ(0), (3.58)

provided ρ̄ > Λ2 = Λ2(Ω, C0, µ, α, ‖∇ρ0‖Lq , ‖u0‖H2).

Proof. It follows from (1.1)1 that

∇ρt + u · ∇2ρ+∇u · ∇ρ = 0. (3.59)

Multiplying the above equation by |∇ρ|q−2∇ρ and then integrating by parts, we have

1

p

d

dt
‖∇ρ‖qLq =−

∫

∇ρ · ∇u · ∇ρ|∇ρ|q−2dx

≤C‖∇u‖L∞‖∇ρ‖qLq .

(3.60)

It follows from (3.26) and Gagliardo-Nirenber inequality that

∫ T

0

‖∇u‖L∞dt ≤
∫ T

0

‖∇u‖W 1,qdt

≤ Cρ̄−α

∫ T

0

‖ρut‖Lqdt+ ρ̄(1−α) 5q−6
q

∫ T

0

‖∇u‖
6(q−1)

q

L2 dt.

(3.61)

For the first term on right-hand side of the above inequality, after using Gagliardo-Nirenber
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inequality and (3.41) and (3.42), we have

∫ T

0

‖ρut‖Lqdt

≤
∫ T

0

ρ̄
5q−6
4q ‖√ρut‖

6−q

2q

L2 ‖∇ut‖
3(q−2)

2q

L2 dt

≤Cρ̄
5q−6
4q

(

sup
0≤t≤min{1,T}

t‖√ρut‖2L2dt

)

6−q

4q

·
(

∫ min{1,T}

0

t‖∇ut‖2L2dt

)

3(q−2)
4q

(

∫ min{1,T}

0

t−
2q

q+6 dt

)

q+6
4q

+ Cρ̄
5q−6
4q

(

sup
min{1,T}≤t≤T

t2‖√ρut‖2L2dt

)

6−q

4q

·
(

∫ T

min{1,T}

t2‖∇ut‖2L2dt

)

3(q−2)
4q

(

∫ T

min{1,T}

t−
4q

q+6 dt

)

q+6
4q

≤Cρ̄
5q−6
4q +α 6−q

4q + Cρ̄
5q−6
4q + 6−q

4q +(1−α) 3(q−2)
4q

≤Cρ̄
5q−6
4q +α 6−q

4q ,

(3.62)

which together with (3.61), yields that after using (3.7),

∫ T

0

‖∇u‖L∞dt ≤Cρ̄−α

∫ T

0

‖ρut‖Lqdt+ ρ̄(1−α) 5q−6
q

∫ T

0

‖∇u‖
6(q−1)

q

L2 dt

≤Cρ̄
5q−6
4q +α 6−q

4q −α + Cρ̄(1−α) 5q−6
q

+(1−α)

≤Cρ̄
5q−6
4q (1−α) + Cρ̄(1−α) 5q−6

q
+(1−α)

≤Cρ̄−D,

(3.63)

where

D = max

{

5q − 6

4q
(α− 1),

6(q − 1)

q
(α− 1)

}

.

Finally, note
Eρ(0) = ‖∇ρ0‖Lq , (3.64)

then Gronwall’s inequality together with (3.60) yields

sup
0≤t≤T

‖∇ρ‖Lq ≤ exp
{

C2ρ̄
−D
}

‖∇ρ0‖Lq ≤ 2Eρ(0), (3.65)

provided

ρ̄ ≥
(

C2

log 2

)
1
D

, Λ2. (3.66)

Proof of Prosition 3.1 Proposition 3.1 is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.5 and 3.7.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.1

According to Theorem 2.1, there exists a T̃ > 0 such that the density-dependent Navier–Stokes
system (1.1)-(1.4) has a unique local strong solution (ρ, u, P ) on [0, T̃ ]. We use the a priori
estimates, Proposition 3.1 to extend the local strong solution to all time.
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Due to
‖∇ρ0‖Lq = Eρ(0) < 3Eρ(0), ‖∇u0‖2L2 = M < 3M, (4.1)

and the local regularity results (2.1), there exists a T1 ∈ (0, T̃ ) such that

sup
0≤t≤T1

‖∇ρ‖Lq ≤ 3Eρ(0), sup
0≤t≤T1

‖∇u0‖2L2 ≤ 3M. (4.2)

Set
T ∗ = sup{T |(ρ, u, P ) is a strong solution to (1.1)− (1.4) on [0, T ]}, (4.3)

T ∗
1 = sup

{

T

∣

∣

∣

∣

(ρ, u, P ) is a strong solution to (1.1)− (1.4) on [0, T ],
sup0≤t≤T1

‖∇ρ‖Lq ≤ 3Eρ(0), sup0≤t≤T1
‖∇u0‖2L2 ≤ 3M.

}

. (4.4)

Then T ∗
1 ≥ T1 > 0. Recalling Proposition 3.1, it’s easy to verify

T ∗ = T ∗
1 . (4.5)

provided that ρ̄ > Λ0 as assumed.

We claim that T ∗ = ∞. Otherwise, assume that T ∗ < ∞. By virtue of Proposition 3.1, for
every t ∈ [0, T ∗), it holds that

sup
0≤t≤T1

‖∇ρ‖Lq ≤ 2Eρ(0), sup
0≤t≤T1

‖∇u0‖2L2 ≤ 2M, (4.6)

which contradicts the blowup criterion (2.2). Hence we finish the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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