QUASINEUTRAL LIMIT FOR THE QUANTUM
NAVIER-STOKES-POISSON EQUATION

MIN LI, XUEKE PU AND SHU WANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the quasineutral limit and asymptotic behaviors for
the quantum Navier-Stokes-Possion equation. We apply a formal expansion according to
Debye length and derive the neutral incompressible Navier-Stokes equation. To establish
this limit mathematically rigorously, we derive uniform (in Debye length) estimates for
the remainders, for well-prepared initial data. It is demonstrated that the quantum effect
do play important roles in the estimates and the norm introduced depends on the Planck
constant 1 > 0.

Keywords: quantum Navier-Stokes-Possion system; quasineutral limit; uniform energy
estimates

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper is to consider the following hydrodynamic Navier-Stokes-Possion
equation, describing the motion of the electrons in plasmas with the electric potential [16],
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8—7;‘ + div(nu) = 0, (1.1a)

d(nu) ) .

N +div(nu @ u — P) + nVV = divs, (1.1b)

ow . .

o + div(uW — uP + q) + nu - VV = div(uS), (1.1c)

—eAV =n—1, (1.1d)
where V' = —e¢ is the electrostatic potential, n is the electron density, u = (u1,u2,us) is

the velocity, nu is the momentum density, P = (P;;)3x3 is the stress tensor, W is the energy
density and ¢ is the heat flux. It is customary that the heat flux is assumed to obey the

arXiv

Fourier law ¢ = —kVT. To close the moment expansion at the third order, we define the
above stress tensor P and W in terms of the density n,u and T' by
mn 02

Pij = —nT(Sij + — n

—F1
12 8,’Ei(?$j 8

3

and ,
3 1 h
W = §nT+ §n|u|2 - ﬁAlogn,

respectively, where i > 0 is the Planck constant and is small compared to macro quantities.
We have omitted the terms that are O(h*). The viscous stress tensor S is given by

S = u(Vu+ (Vu) ") + A(divu)T,
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to include the viscosity, with 4 > 0 and 2 4+ 3A > 0. The quantum stress tensor is closely
related to the quantum Bohm potential [1,37]

Ay

Qm = —5
through the formula
0 0 n 0Q
_8_5171-P” = 8—%("71)‘*‘ 39,
By simple calculations, it gives that
2 2 R )
—aVQ(n) = %AVn 3 %{(AnVn —I—nVn Ven)  (Vn nVQn)Vn}

In the above equation (1.1), ¢ is the scaled squared Debye length, which vary by many
orders of magnitude. Typical values of the Debye length go from 10~>m to 10~8m. The
Debye length is a fundamental and important parameter in plasmas, below which charge
separation occurs. In practical applications, the Debye length is small compared to char-
acteristic observation length and hence is interesting to study the limit as € goes to zero.
Formally, this will leads to an incompressible Navier-Stokes equation (See Sect. 1.1 below)
and this paper aims to study this limit mathematically rigorously.

Before we proceed, we recall some derivations for the quantum fluid dynamics equation.
The full compressible quantum Navier-Stokes-Poisson (FCQNSP) model (1.1) has many
practical applications in fluid models of nucleus, superconductivity and superfluidity and
semiconductor devices, and was derived by Gardner [16] from a moment expansion of the
Wigner-Boltzmann equation. When there is no electrostatic potential V', it reduces to the full
compressible quantum Navier-Stokes (FCQNS) equation, which was also derived by Jiingel
and Milisi¢ [25] from the collisional Wigner equation [37] by performing a Chapman-Enskog
expansion. See also the references therein for the derivation of other quantum hydrodynamics
equations from Wigner equation. In particular, Degond and Ringhofer [11] formally derived
nonlocal quantum hydrodynamic models, where the quantum stress tensor may by non-
diagonal and the quantum heat flux many not vanish, in contrast to the classical equations.
For more models taking quantum effects into consideration, see also [7-10]. By performing
the zero-mean-free-path limit in the collisional Wigner equation, Brull and Méhats derived
the isothermal quantum Navier-Stokes equation [3].

Although have many applications in various fields of physics, the full quantum Navier-
Stokes-Poisson equation (1.1) and the full quantum Navier-Stokes equation are less studied
mathematically rigorously, to our best knowledge. Without quantum effects, they are all
comprehensively studied in various aspects of mathematics, see for example [4, 26, 33, 34].
For the full compressible quantum Navier-Stokes equation, the only result known to the
authors is the global existence of small classical solutions in R? when the viscosity and heat
conductivity are present, obtained recently in [30] following the seminal paper of Matsumura
and Nishida [29]. For other results on the quantum hydrodynamic equations and related
models, the readers may refer to [15,19-21,23,24,27] and the references therein.

Next, we recall some mathematical results on quasi-neutral limit for various hydrody-
namic equation. Indeed, in the recent two decades, the quasi-neutral limit problem has
attracted many attentions of physicists and applied mathematicians. To the author’s best
knowledge, the first quasi-neutral limit is on the Euler-Poisson equation for ions with pos-
itive ion temperature by Cordier and Grenier [5]. This result was recently generalized to
the Euler-Poisson equation with zero ion temperature for cold plasmas in [31]. Since then,
quasi-neutral limit results have been obtained for various hydrodynamic models in plas-
mas. See [35] for the Euler/Navier-Stokes-Poisson system with and without viscosity, [36]



for the Navier-Stokes-Poisson equation, [32] for the Cauchy problem for the non-isentropic
Euler-Poisson equation with prepared initial data, [22] for the non-isentropic compressible
Navier-Stokes-Poisson, [13] for the analysis of oscillations and defect measures, to list only
a few. See also [6,12,14,17,18] for the other related limits. For hydrodynamic models with
capillarity or Korteweg effects, there are also some quasineutral limit results, see [2,28] for
example. There is a vast literature concerning the quasi-neutral limit for various models,
and we cannot give a complete list here. The interested readers may refer to these papers
above and the references therein.

As pointed out above, we aim to study the quasineutral limit mathematically rigorously.
To be precise, we confine ourselves to the Cauchy problem for (1.1) in R3. We show that as
Debye length goes to zero, the smooth solutions converges to solutions of the incompressible
Navier-Stokes equation (1.4), at least for well-prepared initial data (The case for ill-prepared
initial data will be treated somewhere else). We also obtained convergence rate w.r.t. the
Debye length parameter . The main result is stated in Theorem 1.3. Due to the special
structure of (1.1), to get uniform in € estimates for the remainder terms we need to carefully
use the structure of the equation and construct suitable energy norms in estimates. The norm
we finally adopt is the triple norm defined in (2.1) incorporating the quantum parameter
h > 0. Since higher order terms appear in this triple norm, much effort is needed to close
the estimate in the proof.

In the rest of Introduction, we first give the formal expansions and derive the incompress-
ible Navier-Stokes equation (1.4) for the leading terms and then we derive the remainder
equation (1.12) and state the main result in Theorem 1.3.

1.1. Formal Expansions. In terms of (n,u,T,¢), the above quantum Navier-Stokes-
Poisson system (1.1) with the electric potential can be rewritten as

on +V - (nu) =0, (1.2a)
1 h? I
Ou+u-Vu + EV(nT) - mdw{n(v ®@V)logn} — V¢ — EAU

_u+A
n

Vdivu = 0, (1.2b)

2 2 K2
KT +u-VT + 3TV -t = 2=V - (kVT) + 53V - (nAu)

36m
_3 Ja T2 sooN2 |
?m{ SIVu+ (V)2 + A(diva) } =0, (1.2¢)
eAp=n—1. (1.2d)

Plugging the following formal expansion

n = ’rL(O) + gln(l) 4 52n(2) 4 53n(3) 4 54n(4) N ( )

w=u +elu® 4 2@ £ 34O p ety 4. (1.3b)

T=TO 7MW 1 273 1 376 L A7 . (1.3c)

=00 4 elp(M 4 263 4 3p0B) 4 4™ 4o ( )

into (1.2), we get a power series of . At O(1) order, we obtain n(?) = 1 and the system for
(®, 70, ¢),

divu(® =0, (1.4a)

(So) O + 4 . vu© v — @ — Au® =0, (1.4b)

2
8T + 4 . yT©® — ?HAT(O) - §|Vu<0> +(VuO)T|2=0.  (1.4c)
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Formally, as e — 0, we known that the solutions of (1.2) should converge to those of (1.4).
For the solvability of (u(®), T $(®)) we have the following theorem. See [26] for details.

Theorem 1.1. Let § > % + 1. Then for any given initial data (u((JO), TO(O)7 (béo)) € H33 and

divu((JO) = 0, there exists some .. > 0 such that the initial value problem (1.4) has a unique

solution such that for any T < 7., the following holds

sup [|(u®, T, ¢O) | ga + | (u®, TO) || 20,7 pr544)
te(0,7] (15)
< C)|(u®, 7@ ) (0)| gra+s,

where C is a constant.

Next, we need to find out the equations satisfied by ("), u™, 7M™ D). To this end,
taking (n(o), u®, T 0), #) as known functions and at order O(e ), we obtain

divu® = —9,A¢® —u© . TA®), (1.6a)
Ayu™ +u® . Vu(l) +u® . vul® 4 VT — VoM — pAu = —f5, (1.6b)

(1) 1), (0) (0) . (1) _ 22 A1)
(S1) 0T\ +u VTV +u vT 3 AT

2
—?M(Vu(o) + (Vu@)T)(vVu® + (Vu)T) = —g,, (1.6¢)

AP = pM), (1.6d)

where fy and gg depend only on (u(o), T, ¢(0)) and are given by the following

2
fo=TOvVA® — %VAAQS(O) + (A O AuO) 4 (4 V) V(9,400
+u<0> VA, (1.7a)
_ gT O(—5,A6) — u® . TAGD) 4 %“A¢<0>AT<0>

2
+% {A(—atA¢><0> —u®. VA + VA4 . Au<0>}

+%“A¢><0>(%|Vu<0> + (VuO)T)2). (1.7b)

Similarly, at the O(¢?) order, we obtain for (n(,u®, T ¢(?) that

divu® = —9,A¢™ — div(A¢Mu® + AgM (), (1.8a)
ou® + 4@ . vu® 4 4@ . vu© 4 vT® —ve® — yAu®?
= —f1, (1.8b)
(82)3 9,7 1 4© . yT® 4 4@ . g7O _ 28 A7
3
2
~HA(Vu© + (VuO) )V 4 (Vu) ) = g1, (180)
A =@ (1.8d)

where f; and g; depend only on the known quantities (n®, u® T® $®) for i = 0, 1.
By induction, let N > 3 and 1 < k < N be integers and assume that all the systems for
(n®,u® T® $®) for 0 < i < k — 1 have already been obtained. Then at the order O(g¥),



we derive the system satisfied by (n(k), uw®) k), ¢(k)) as follows,

—1
divu® = -, Ap=Y — Zdiv(n(i)u(kﬂ')) —u® . VA, (1.9a)
Au® 4+ u® . vy 4 u(k) Vu(o) +VT® — pAu®) — ek
(Sk) = _fkflv (19b)
0,78 4y . gTO® | O gk _ 2E AP
3
2
—?(vu@ + (Va ) ") (Vu® 4 (Vu)T) = — g4y, (1.9¢)
A=Y =), (1.9d)

where fr_1 and gp_; depends only on (n®,u® T@ ¢@)) for any 0 < i < k — 1 and
1 <k < N. For the solvability of (n®), u(®) T*) (k) for 1 < k < N, we have the following

Theorem 1.2. Let k > 1 and 5§, < § — 3k be sufficiently large integers. Then for any
0 < 7 < T« and any given nitial data (né ), (k),Ték), ék)) € H*%, the initial value problem
(1.9) has a unique solution (n™),u®) TF) ¢(*)) e L0, 7; H*).

1.2. Main result. To make the above formal derivation rigorous, we consider the following
expansion

n=1+en® +2n® 4303 L@ 4. 4 NV L NN, (
uw=u® 4+ etu® 4+ 2@ 4 343 4 ¢ u(4) 4 Ny +eNUp, (
T=TO 470 4 273 4 S76G) 4 54T(4) ot NI 4 NTR (1.10c
=0 +elpM 4 263 1 B3pB) 4 2™ 4. 4 NN 4 Ny (
where (u(®, T©) $©) satisfies (1.4), (¥, u®) TFE) HF)) satisfies (1.9) for 1 < k < N and

(Ng,Ugr,Tr,¢r) is the remainder.
For convenience, we use the simplified notations

n(l) _|_ gn(2) + PN + EN_ln(N)7

n=

= u®4eu® 4.4 N1y L1
T = TO 4 eT@ ... 4 NIV (1.11)
g): AV 4 9@ 4. g N-1HIV)

Now the remainder system satisfied by (Ng,Ur, Tr, ¢r) can be obtained through careful
computations, and we derive the following

6tNR +u- VNR + ndivUR = —EUR . V’fL — EdiV’ﬁNR — 5%1, (112&)
TVNg h2 VAN AU

OUg +u-VUR + R_E nR “V@R—M—R

VdivU
BT bt Ly 0} (1.12b)
n

2 AT K2 VNg - AU

OTp+u VT — 5 =2 4 o (divAU + N 220 =6 (L120)
3 n 36 n

2 ADp = —eApDN) + Np, (1.12d)
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where ®r = /¢ and in (1.12b) and (1.12c), we denote

12 n?
,2(Vii- VNR)Vii + (Vi - Vi)VNg  VAaANg + Vit - V2Ng
— € 3 +e€ )
_ x+12(VA- VNR)VNg + (VNg - VNR)Vi |y VNRANR
n3 n?
. wVN-V2Ng L,y (VNR - VNR)VNR
n? n3

vl h? ( VNrAR + VNg - V30
F=—Ug -V +ei) - VI —e ZR {a RANE VR r

6%22 + %23
n3 ’

} —eRo1 +
with

-2 h? (VNg - Au®

G == Ur- (VI") + V) = Z(eTpdivit + TdivUr) - %{%

_VNg - A AL AUR} L2 { 2edividivUp aN(divUR)Q}
n n 3 n n

N E{ 2(Vu® + (VuNT 4 eVa+e(Va)") - (VUR + (VUR)T)

3

_~IVUR+ (VUR)T|?

n

n

+

R R
}—8%31 + £lts2 T 75 32: 33.

Moreover, #;; are given by

Ri =Y capeniarssn TN Mdiv(n@u®),

Ro1 = Yo penatgonr €N @ VUl

Rao = n?{finite combination of Vn(®) and T(#)}
+h?{finite combination of n(®) and their derivatives}

—h2n{finite combination of n(®) and their derivatives up to
second order} + n?h?{finite combination of n(®) and their derivatives
up to third order}(1 < a < N,0 <5 < N),

Roz = [eb?1 — ub®>* — ( + N\)eb*5In®Ng + h2[( — eb?2n? + 2nb?3:2
—SBH2IN) Ny + (eN+F2nh232 — oN+3p23 1) N2 _ 2N 43231 N3]

R31 = D<o f<NiatB5N 11 gotA=N-11y (@) . gT¥) 4 divu (D T®)],

Rz = —2&{finite combination of n(® and AT®} 4 g—é{ﬁnite combination of
n{®and their derivatives and Au(®} + (1 + \){finite combination of
divu®and Vu®}(1 < o, < N),

Raz = [b>1 4+ A26>2 + (u+ M) + pb*3|Np,

(1.13)

where b7 are O(1) terms depending only on (n(¥) u®) TF*) ¢F)) for 0 < k < N with finite
terms. The main result of this paper is stated in the following

Theorem 1.3. Let 5,5, > 6, 1 < k < N, in Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 be sufficiently
large and (u(o),T(O),qﬁ(O)) € H? be a solution constructed in Theorem 1.1 with initial data
(ugo),Téo),(béo)) € H?, where uéo) is divergence free. Let (n® u®) TF) k) ¢ H% be q

solution constructed in Theorem 1.2 with initial data (ngk),u(gk), To(k)7 (bék)) € H5 . Let

(Nr,Ug,Tr, ¢r)(x,0) = (Nro, Uro, Tro, dro) € H®



and assume the initial data (n,u, T, $)(x,0) = (ng,uo, To, ¢o) of (1.2) has the expansion

N
(no, o, To. do) =(L,ug”, T3 68) + 3 el (nf u, 157, 6

7j=1
+ &™(Nro, Uro, Tro, $ro).

Then there exists g = €o(T) such that if 0 < € < gq there is a mazimal time interval [0, 7.]
with liminf._,o 7. > 7 such that (1.2) has a unique solution (n,u,T,®) satisfying

(n—(1+en),u— (w® +ea),T — (TO +eT), Vo — (Vo + eV9))
c C([0,7], H> x H* x H? x H*).
Moreover, there exists C' > 0 independent of € > 0 but may possibly depend on T, such that

sup |[(n— (1 +en),u— u® +ei), T — (T + 7)) || s < OV,
tel0,7]

where (i, @, T, $) is given in (1.11).
In the next two sections, we will give some uniform estimates for (Nr,Ug, Tr, Pr). Finally

in Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.3. Throughout this paper, we use to a < b to stand for
a < Cb for some constant C' > 0. Let [f,g] = fg — gf to denote the commutator of f and g.

2. BASIC ESTIMATES

To give uniform estimates for (1.12), we first introduce the norm
I(N&, Ur, Tr, VORI =l[(Nr, Ur, T, VOR) |35

2.1
+ (R N, RN Ug, hdivUg, RA®R)||%s + [|h2ANR||%s. @1)

Let C be a constant to be determined later, which is assumed to be independent of & and
much larger than the bound [|(Ur, Ng, Tr, V®)(0)||3 of the initial data. Next, it is classical
that there exists 7. > 0 such that on [0, 7¢],

I(Ng,Ur, Tr, VOR)|I3 < C. (2.2)
Hence, we can assume that n is bounded from above and below
1/2<n<3/2, (2.3)

when ¢ is sufficiently small.

We will show that for any given 7 > 0, there is some €y > 0 such that the existence time
T > 7 for any 0 < € < g9. To prove the theorem 1.3, we need to derive the uniform estimate
for the remainder system (1.12). To this end, we first give some estimates in Lemma 2.1,
Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3 in this section.

Lemma 2.1. Let 0 < k < 3 be an integer, (Nr,Ugr,Tr, ®r) be a solution to (1.12), and «
be a multi-index with |a| = k, then we obtain

10:NR| e S1+ (U, Nr)ls
18:NR|7pe S(L+N[(NR, Ur)lls)|[(divUR, VNR, Ur, Ng)| s +e,

~

(2.4)

and

1
107 Se + V| (Un, Ng)s- (2.5)
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Proof. Notice that applying (1.12a), (2.3), and Sobolev embedding, together with (5.1) and
(5.2) in the Appendix, we can obtain

[0:NRlLe S+ N |UR|l L) |(Nr, Ur)ll s + € S 1+ |(Ur, Nr) |35
and
10 NRl e (14N [(Nr, Ur)l =) | (divUr, VNR, Ug, Ng) || s + €.

Moreover, it is easy to have

81571

1
18— llzoe =[5 Il S e+ eV0eNrl|~ < € + MUk, Nr) | Fps-

O

Lemma 2.2. Under the same conditions in Lemma 2.1, we have the following estimate,

H2+e|»

1 a
[0%(=)llz= <1+ V|| N .
(2.6)

[e3 1 (e [e3
10° (=)= SL+ €N [N,

Mg ST+ MHDN (N, UR) | L

H2+ |

[10°(

SRS

(2.7)

Mz ST+ eAHDN| (NR, UR) | 141,

10°(

SIS

and

oY o 1+
18%(=) |z ST+ 0HODN | (NR, TR

sS4

(2.8)

Mgz S1+eTHDN (N, T) |51

[10%(

SRR

Proof. For |a| =1, it is easy to prove, so we take |a| = 2 for example. By computation

az(l) 72(86’7L+8N([9NR)2 6(92’7L+8N82NR
= — 3 ,

n n3 n

then taking L?-norm, using Holder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding H' «— L3, L%, we
can obtain
1 - _
10%(=) 2 4N 0RONR| L2 + 22°((07)? (| 2 + 26N (| (ONR)? |2
+e+ N0 Nel2 S 1+ ||NR| 7.

Similarly, taking L°°-norm yields
1
10% (=)o ST+ Y |[NR|3s-

Similarly, by computation, we have

9%u

4 )Ou + —.
n

(%) :32(%)“28(%

Due to Sobolev embedding H? < L*°, Young’s inequality and the above results, we can
verify

u
10*(S)[zee SO+ eV INRIIE) (1 + eV [Urllm2) + +(1 + ¥ Ul ms)
(1 + MINRllz2) (1 + eV |Url ) S 1+ *M|(NR, Ur)lls-



Again taking L2-norm, using Hélder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding H' < L3, L5, we
know

||32( )z <H“HH2H_||H2 S1+N|[(Nr, Ur)| -
The case of |a] # 2 can be proved similarly, thus we omit them. O

Lemma 2.3. Let a be a multi-index with 0 < |a| < k and k be an integer, f € S, the
Schwartz class, then we obtain a prior bound

V2 fll e SIAF e (2.9)
Proof. Thanks to Plancherel’s theorem, we derive
o Y p . 1&;1&; A
10°0;0; f|l 2 =||(2mi€)* (—4n*€:&;) fll 2 = II(2mi€)* (= |§|2J)( w2 1e[*) £l 2 (2.10)

=10 RiR; (= A) f 2,

where we use the Riesz operator R, (R/j\f) = ZI%I f, and the conclusion in [33] that RiR; is

bounded from L? to LP with 1 < p < co. Then summing all multi-index a with 0 < |a| < k,
we complete the proof. (I

3. UNIFORM ENERGY ESTIMATES
In this section, we will prove the following

Proposition 3.1. Let (Ng,Ug,Tr, ®r) be a solution to (1.12), then there holds
t

Ve, Un To, V) + [ {RIV Tl + 1 VU + G+ X) iUl
0

12l AUR|3s + B2+ N[V divUp] 3 }
S N(Ng, Ur, Tr, V&) (0)]3

t
+/ {@+ I (Nr, U, TR )l (Na. Ur, Tr, VORI + < |
0

where § = min{ 35, 321#, 32(#+A)} and h < 1.

This proposition is proved as a direct sequence of the following Lemmas. Moreover,
combining Proposition 3.1 with the standard continuous induction method, we can obtain
for any given 7 > 0, there is some ¢y > 0 such that the existence time 7. > 7 for any
0<e<ep.

Lemma 3.1. Let 0 < k < 3 be an integer, (Nr,Ugr,Tr, ®r) be a solution to (1.12), and «
be a multi-index with |a| =k, then we can have

d +A
I NelFe Su IdivUR | Fe + (L + ™ [(Nr, Ur) s )| (N R, Un) | s + . (3:2)
Proof. Applying the operator 9 to (1.12a) and taking inner product with 9*Ng, it holds

L4 g N
- / 9%(u- VNR)O* N — / 0% (ndivUp)0° N — / 9 (Un - V)9 N

—a/&o‘(NRdivﬁ)ao‘NR—5/6‘*%180‘NR.
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We shall estimate the first two terms of the right hand side. Combining the fact divu(®) =0
with integration by parts, Sobolev embedding and the commutator estimates Remark 5.1 in
the Appendix, we obtain

—/80‘(u-VNR)(?aNR—/80‘(ndivUR)8O‘NR

1
S / [0% u]VNRO“Ng + = / divu|0*Ng|? — / [0%, n]divURO* Ng

—/n[)“(divUR)[)“NR
) 1
S+ M (Nr, Un)lla) | (Nr, Ur)3s + (0 + \)é | divUR|I 3. + WI\NRH?IM
for any sufficiently small positive constant §. It is obvious that the last three terms can be
bounded by ¢ + ||(Ng, Ur)||%. The proof is complete by taking § = o5. O

Lemma 3.2. Under the assumptions in Lemma 3.1, we obtain
d .
2 10%(Ur, AV Ng, VOR)|IZ2 + 0" VUR||Z: + (p+ N0 divUrl|Z:
< (14 *N|[(Ur, Tr, Nr, AV NR) | %2) || (Ur, Nr, Tr, VO, iV Ng, AVUR, hdivUg,  (3.3)
R ANR) s + 55|V Txl3. + <.

Proof. Applying the operator 9 to (1.12b) and taking inner product with 0*Ug, we derive
ALY

10°Ug||2. = /8“F8°‘UR—/8“ u-VUR) - aaUR—/aa
VAN AU

—/aa( R)~8“UR+u/8“(—R)~8“UR
2 n n

divU 1
+(M+A)/aa(¥)-aam@+ — [ 99V - 0°Ug
£2

7
=2_Rai
i=1
The first term Ry can be bounded by Young’s inequality, Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.3 and
(5.1)~(5.4) in the Appendix that
R271 ,SIQdHVTRH?{k
+ 1+ [[(Nr, AV NR)|[353) | (* ANg, RV NR, U, Nr, Tr) | s + ¢,

2dt| )-0%Ur

for any sufficiently small positive constant . Here, we only estimate the two terms in R 1,

h? VNRANg + VNg - V2N VNg-VNg)VN
__/3a N R R+n2 R R_E2N( R = R) R)(?O‘UR

Ul s { &N (-2l oo IV Nl + gl IV Nl )| (AN, 9% V)~
L

Iz (ANR, V2Ng)| +€2NH( )? ||H3H(VNR)3HH3}
ST+ €5N||(NR, WV NR)||%s) | (B ANR, hV Ng, UR)H%I%
thanks to Lemma 2.3 and (5.2)«~(5.4) in the Appendix.
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For the second term, based on integration by parts and the commutator estimates Remark
5.1 in the Appendix, we deduce

Ryp=— / 0 W] VURDUr — / w-9*VURD Un < (1+ N |Unll )| Ul o.

Now, we will estimate the term Rs 3 since there is VINrp and we can not close our esti-
mates with this. Owing to Lemma 2.2, integration by parts, Young’s inequality, and the
commutator estimates Remark 5.1 in the Appendix, we have

Ry :—/aa(TVTLNR).aO‘UR: —/[80‘,%]VNR-ao‘UR—/%ao‘VNR-aO‘UR
T T T .
:—/[aa,E]VNR-a“URJr/V(E)aaNRaaURJr/Ea“NRaadwUR
S+ Mo divUr|Fw + (14 ™Y |(Nr, Tr)l| s (Nr, Ur) | 32

for any positive constant ¢.
The estimate for Ry 4 in (3.4) requires much efforts since it involves higher order terms.
From (1.12a) and the commutator, it is easy to compute

ndivUgr = —(0,Np + u-VNg + eUg - Vit + e Ngpdiva + eRy),

and
nB"‘divUR =9¢ (nleUR) — [6a, n]diVUR.

That is to say, we can insert the above results into Ry 4 to decompose

R24:—/8°‘ VANR) 9°Ug

K2 1 0*(VANR) - 0*Ugr
13 ) 107 IVANR- O Un+ 12 n
h2 o 1 o aa(ANR)Vn 6aUR
=13 [0, —]VANR 0%Ur + ﬁ 2
_n 60‘(ANR)8ad1vUR
12 n
/|80‘VNR|2 /80‘ANR8Q(’UJ VNR) +R
N 24 dt 12 n? »hb
where R 4,1 is denoted by
Ro 41
h? 80‘(ANR)V71 8O‘UR |(9O‘VNR|2
=— AN “ — — ) —
A W R0 UR+ 12 n2 12/ n3
h2 Vn-90*VNRrOYO;Nr 7 h? /(’“)O‘ANR@‘J‘(UR -V + Nrdivi + 1)
n3 12 n?
(9O‘ANR [6 n]dlvUR
12 n?

Moreover, by the commutator estimates, integration by parts, Holder inequality, Sobolev
embedding H? < L>™ and Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2, it follows that

Rou1 S(1+€2N(|(Ur, Ng)||%s)|| (AW Ng, hdivUg, h2ANg, Ng, Ug)||%s + €.
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Thanks to Lemma 2.2, integration by parts and the commutator estimates Remark 5.1 in
the Appendix, the rest one in Rs 4 can be bounded by

8°‘ANR<9“ (u . VNR)

12 n?
771_2 Vn - 9*VNRO*(u- VNRg) _ h_2 / O*VNR[0*V,u] - VNg
6 n3 12 n?

+ I d )|8°‘VN |
24 1V( R
§h2||V”HL°°||VNR||Hk(HUHLOOHVNRHHk + [lullgx IVNR| L)

+ B[V Nl e (IVull Lo IV NR| e + 1Vl i | VNR| oo )
+h2|\d1V( )|z IV N3
S(H+ 62N||(NR= Ur)|s) | (Ng, hNUg, AV Ng) |35

Therefore, combining all estimates for Ry 4, we can obtain

|8QVZ\7R|2
< _ __
Roa S 24 dt /

+(1+ azNH(UR, Ne)|3s)||(Ng, Ug, iV Ng, iNUg, hdivUg, i>ANR)||%s.

Next, we estimate the terms Ry 5. It is treated by integration by parts, Young’s inequality
and Remark 5.1 in the Appendix that

AU 1 0 AUR - 0°U
Ros :u/aa(TR)-aaUR :u/[ao‘,ﬁ]AUR-aaUR—i-u/#

n
|8°‘VUR|2 Vn-@O‘VUR -8“UR
I - +

2

Z/J,/[aa, l]AUR . 8°‘UR —
n

n

0°VURg|?
S [T 519U + (0 N Nl U e
for sufficiently small positive constant §. Similar to R 5, we obtain

Roe S —(n+A) + (n+ N3l divUR|Zs + (1 + Y [Nrl G I URN -

/ |aadwUR|

Now we will estimate the last term. From (1.12a), we can compute the following equality

divUp = — (6tNR + div(eilUg + uNg + eRy )).
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Plugging this above equality into Rs 7, together with (1.12d), we obtain

1 1
- 8"V<I>R 8aUR = -0 8a<1>380‘d1vUR
52

/ DRI (AP + e2 ADp ™)) — — / DVOg - 0%(enlUg + uNpg + eRy)

- a§|\aav<1>R||L2 - /aavq>3 Vo) — 3 /8aV¢R-8a(ﬁUR+§R1)

— /aavq>R -0 (w(ADR + 2 ApM)))

= %Haavqmniz —e2 /80‘V<I>R Vo) — 2 /80‘V<I>R 9% (AU + R1)
- / IV - [0% u]AdR — / 9*Vbg - (U ADR) — &2 / DVPg - 0% (uAp™M)
- %Haavqmniz —e2 /80‘V<I>R Vo) — 2 /80‘V<I>R 9% (AUR + Ry)
—/aavqm : [8a,u]A<I)R+/3°‘V‘I>R (V- 0°Vdg) — %/divuanfDRP
—a%/aaWR-aa(uM(M).

Finally, by Young’s inequality and the commutator estimate Remark 5.1 in the Appendix,
we have

d 1
Rop S = 2 0°VOR|L + [VOR| G + e + el Unllfs + e2 | VDRl e |ull o
+ [IVOr[ g ([[Vul Lo [ARR| o1 + |ull e[ APR] )
+ [[(Vu, diva) || o= [ V@ | 3
d
S 10°VeR|a + (1 + N\ UR| %) |(Ur, VOR) s + e
Putting the estimates together, and taking § = 3%, we complete the proof of lemma 3.2. [
Lemma 3.3. Under the assumptions in Lemma 3.1, we obtain
d (0% (%
0% Tr|3 + 50"V Tr|3:
S+ eN|[(Ur, Nr, Tr)||5s | (Nr, Ur, Try AV N, AVUR) [ 32 (3.5)

+(u+)

ldiv U5 + 35 ||VURHH’C + W AUR 7 + <.

Proof. Applying the operator 9% to (1. 120) and taking inner product with 0*Tg yield

2K AT
th”aaTRHL? /80‘ 8°‘TR—/8 u-VTr)0Tr + /80‘(TR)8O‘TR

4
% /aa (divAUR + ENVNRTAUR)({)QTR = Ry
=1

Thanks to lemma 2.1, (2.3), and (5.1)~(5.4) in the Appendix, Rs3 1 can be estimated by
2(u + N)3||divUR| 3 + pdllVURN e + 1| AUR| e
+ (14 [[(Ng, Un, Tr) || (hW N, AV Ug, N&, Tr, Ur) [ + ¢,
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for any sufficiently small constant § > 0. Using the commutator estimate and integration by
parts, we obtain

Rg)g = — /[6Q,U]VTR(9QTR - /u@aVTRa"‘TR

1 . o
= — /[6Q,U]VTR(9QTR + 5 /le’u|a TR|2 S (1 —l—ENHURHHS)HTRH%Is

Again, using the commutator estimate, Holder inequality and integration by parts, we have

2 1 2 0*ATROT
Rs 3 _n [0%, —]ATRO TR + LS RC R
3 n 3 n
2 1 2 O“VTg[? 2 Vn - 9*VTRrOT
== [3a,—]ATR(9“TR——H/Q+—H/ " RC R
3 n 3 n 3 n?
2K 0V Tg|? 1
-2 [IEVIAL STl + 200+ VNI Tl

Next, we will estimate R3 4. It can be estimated by integration by parts, Young’s inequality,
(5.1) and (5.2) in the Appendix that

h2
Ryg=— — / o (divAUR te

VNRAU

N R R «
YIRTVR) gor
36 n )8 R

ﬁ4
SHO|V TRl + —5 | AUR

VNg
n
kS| VTr| %k + 214 AUR| %

€ Ry LR)||H3 R, RyLR)|lH3>
+ (L + ™ (|(Nr, Tr) | 172 | (RV N, AV UR, Tr) | 7

1
+eN(| 2o [AURI e + |l [V NEl 2 | AUR] o< ) | TR e

for any sufficiently small constant § > 0.
We put the above estimates together, choose § sufficiently small, say § = %, and recall
(2.3) to finish the proof. O

However, the inequalities in Lemma 3.1 ~ Lemma 3.3 are not closed. To close the inequal-
ity, we need to get suitable controls for ||i*?ANg||%;s. This leads us to show the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Under the assumptions in Lemma 3.1, we have

d
—10%(hVUR, 1 AN, hAD )|z + ph? ([0 AUR| 72 + (n+ NA? (|07 VdivUr|72

K +A), ..
< VTl + N el + (1 + ) (Ur, T, N, KONR) )

|(Ur, Ng, Tr, iNNg, iNUg, hdivUg, BA® 5, B2 ANR)||%s + €.

(3.6)
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Proof. Applying the operator 9 to (1.12b) and taking inner product with —hA20*AUg, we
obtain
1d
2 dt

=— /h28°‘F-8°‘AUR+h2/8“(u-VUR) -0*AUR

4
+h2/aa(%).amw— %/aa(viNR).amUR

h2||0“VUR||2 .

S T RO P LT

7
1
- ?h2/aav¢3 0°AUr = Ru.

: i=1

Similar to Rs 1, the first term can be treated by Young’s inequality, Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.3
and (5.1)~(5.4) in the Appendix,

h4
Ray SHIAUR |G + K0I VT3 + — I AUR 7
+ (1 + "N (N, AVNR) || 1) (Ng, Tr, Ug, RV Ng, B> ANR)|| 3,

for any sufficiently small constant 4 > 0. Next, by integration by parts twice and the
commutator estimate, the second term R4 2 on the right hand side can be bounded

Ry =h? / 0%(u - VUR) - 0°AUg
=h2/[8°*,u]VUR-aaAURJrh?/u-aQVUR -0°AUR
) . .
:h2/[aa,u]VUR~aaAUR - hz/akulao‘&UéaaakUé+ ?/divu|8"‘VUR|2
SHHAUR( T + (1 + €2V |Ur|3s) | (Ur, AVUR) |1 32

For the third term, we apply integration by parts, the commutator estimate, and use Lemma
2.2 and Lemma 2.3 to get

T T
Ry :hQ/[Z)“,E]VNRﬁ“AUR—i—hQ/E&”‘VNR-ao‘AUR

2 fe% T fe%

=h* [ [0 ,E]VNR-a AUpg

2 T « « 2 T av72 fe%
—h V(g):a VUg : 9V Ngp — ki ga V2Npg : 0°VUR
1

Sud||VUR| G + W AUR 7 + E(l + &N|(Ng, Tr)|132) I AN |7

+ (14N |(Ng, Tr)l|33) | (Nr, AV Ng, AVUR)| 3

for any sufficiently small constant § > 0.

Similar to R 4, the estimate for R4 4 is not straightforward since it involves higher order
derivatives. We note that by (1.12a) and the commutator, Ry 4 can be further decomposed
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into
R4 VAN
Ria=—15 | 9 By . 9°AUR
| N O°VANg - 0°AUR
=— 15 [ 0" ~IVANR - 0°AUR — E -
h4 Ol 1 (03
4 1 O*ANRd* AdivU
+—/aaANRV( )- 0" AUR + 35 - VonR

/|8O‘AN |2 Kt / O*ANRO*A(u - VNR) ‘R
24 dt 12 n? b
where R4 4,1 is denoted by
ﬁ4
Rya1=— E /[8 —]VANg - 0“AUgr + — /8QANRV( ) - 0%“AUg
|8O‘ANR|2 80‘ANR(30‘ (UR : VTL—{-NRdiVﬂ—‘rg%l)
12 { n3 On+e n?
+/80¢ANR[8a2A,n]diVUR}.
n

By Lemma 2.1, (2.3) and Remark 5.1 in the Appendix, we derive
Ry SHY||VAvUR| Fe + B | AUR|[3p.
+ (1 + N (Np, Ur) %) (N, Ur, ANUR, iV Ng, 2 ANR)||%s + €.

For the second term, from the commutator estimate and integration by part two times, we
arrive at

8O‘ANR80‘A(u . VNR)

12 n?
o h4 6O‘ANR[(9QA, u] . VNR h4 / 6"ANRu . aa(AVNR)
12 n? 12 n?
h4 80‘ANR[8O‘A, u] . VNR ﬁ4 o 2
-— 75 — + 24/dlv( )| O“ANR|

S+ 2N (Nr, Un) )| (Nr, B ANR) 3 + 5| AUR| 371

Summarizing, we have

0*AN
Rigs -t (1000 | ) auglg. +

+ (14N |(Nr, Ur)|%)I(Nr, Ur, iNUg, iV N, h2ANR)|| 4.

Now we turn to estimate R4 5 and R4¢. Using integration by parts and the commutator
estimate, we observe

A
R475 = — h%/@a(%) . 8QAUR
a 2
=— hQ;L/[aa,l]AUR CO“AUR — fﬂu/w
n n

0°AUR[* 1
S-— h%/% + B2 pd || AUR|[5p. + <

(14 2N | N[5 [V U
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For the estimate of R4 ¢, we apply integration by part twice to obtain

Rig=—h(u+ A)/aa(%) - 9°AUR

le} 2
:—hQ(qu/\)/[a —|VdivUg - 0°AUR — W (1 + \) /M

(9knaaa'd1VU 6a6kUJ 6-n80‘8kd1vU 6a6kU]
_hz(ﬂ‘f‘/\){/ j n2R R_/J n2R R}

~

V7 di 2
<—h2(u+A)/%+hz(u+/\)5|\VdivUR||§1k

1
5 (L+ N INR| ) IRV Ul s

1
+ E(l + eS| Ng|%s) | AdivUR|| s -

In what follows, thanks to (1.12a) and (1.12d), we divide R4 7 into following

+ 1 (1 + A)pd || AUR |3 +

Ry7=— 57%h2/8“V<I>R -0%AUg = 57%h2/3°‘A®Rao‘divUR
__ E_%h?/ 60‘A<I>R[60‘, n]diVUR

n

—EiéhQ/ 8"‘A<I>R<9a(8tNR+u-VNR+5(Vﬁ-UR+divﬁNR+§R1))

n

_ /Ia%ﬂbﬁel2 __hg/aaA@Raa(u VNR)
2 dt

+ Ry,

n
where we denote R471 as

R471 :_67%h2/8aAq)R[aa,n]diVUR

2 . a a (N)
+%/|5O‘A@R|25t(l)—h25§/a ALrOTAGS
n

n

B 6%52/ 8°‘A‘I)R(9Q(V’ﬁ -Ugr + divaNg + §R1)

n

For the first one Ry 7.1, since ¢% is known and is assumed to be as smooth as we want, thanks
o (1.12d), Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2, Young’s inequality and Remark 5.1 in the Appendix, we
have

Ryza SPPA®R|Fx + (14 Y H(Ur, Ne)l|7s) | (Nr, Ur, BA®R) |35 + €,

where we assume N > 1, such that eV ~1 < V. For the second term of R4 7, thanks to the
commutator estimate, Sobolev embedding and (1.12d), we have

h2—/6 A‘I)R[aa ] VNR h2i 8QA<I>Ru-8O‘VNR
n

- 1
£2 n

2| A@ R e { IVl 1 (IVA@R -1 + %) + [[ull s (IV AP 1o + ) }

2 ) « 1 (N)
+%/div(%)|amq>3|2_h%§/8 Alru-9?VAY

n
SR (1 +2N|(Ur, Nr)ll3) | A®R | s + <.
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Summing up the estimates for R4 7 to derive

h* d

I*ADPR|?
Rip 5= 52 [EERAL (1o N W, N )| (N, U B ) s+ =

Now, taking § = 3% and h < 1 such that h* < A2, then we can complete the proof of Lemma
3.4. O

Then integrating these estimates from Lemma 3.1 to Lemma 3.4 over [0,¢{] C
[0, min{7.,7}], and summing them up for all multi-index o with 0 < |a| < 3, we obtain
Proposition 3.1.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

Proof. Thanks to (2.1), we obtain the following Gronwall type inequality

d
TNV, Ur, T, VOR)|I5 <CL(1 + V(N Ur, TR)IIY) (N, Ur, Tr, VOR)|2
+e.
Next, there exists €1 > 0 such that for any 0 < ¢ < €1, we have
ESNH(NRvURvTR)”}—[OS < 1,

thanks to (2.2). Moreover, we derive
d
T N(Nr, Ur, Tp, VOR)IIs < 2C1|(Nr, Un, Tr, VOR)IS + ¢

Let Cy = |(Ngr,Ugr,Tr,V®r)(0)||%, hence we get the inequality from the Gronwall type
inequality,
I(N&, Ur, T, VR[5 < e*(Co +et).
For arbitrarily given 0 < 7 < 7, in Theorem 1.1, there exists 5 > 0, such that et <1 for
any 0 < € < &5. If we chose C sufficiently large such that C' > €2¢17(Cy + 1), then
I(N&, Ur, Tr, VER)I3 < C.

The proof is then complete by classical continuity method. O

5. APPENDIX

Remark 5.1. Let a be any multi-index with || = k, k > 1 and p € (1,00). Then there
holds

10:(f9)lLe SIF N Lo llgl mrere + ([ f 1l meesllgllLos

5.1
180, F1gllzr SNV Flzos gl se-rma + 1l ims llzons (51

where f,g €S, the Schwartz class and p2,ps € (1,00) such that 1—17 = p% + plz = pis + p%.

Moreover, due to Sobolev embedding and Remark 5.1 in the Appendix, then in particular,
we can obtain with k > 2,

1 L SUAN 2 llgll e + 1 F Nz lgllzoe S 1F s gl e (5:2)
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Hence, it is obvious that, for any m > 1, together with % <n< %, we can deduce the
following inequality

1., 1. 1 1o 1
1= ms S Mzl =las + 1) sl =l e

n n n n n

1 1 (5.3)
SH;HH?"F”(g)m_l”HE‘ S Se+ V|| Ngll3s.
Similarly, we derive
I(VNR)™ | x SICVNR)™ s [VNRl L + [VNR| T [V NER 1 (5.4)
S S INe G IV NR -
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