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Abstract

It is still open whether the phenomenon of inhibition of Rayleigh–Taylor (RT) instability by a
horizontal magnetic field can be mathematically verified for a non-resistive viscous magnetohy-
drodynamic (MHD) fluid in a two-dimensional (2D) horizontal slab domain, since it was roughly
proved in the linearized case by Wang in [41]. In this paper, we prove such inhibition phenomenon
by the (nonlinear) inhomogeneous, incompressible, viscous case with Navier (slip) boundary con-
dition. More precisely, we show that there is a critical number of field strength mC, such that
if the strength |m| of a horizontal magnetic field is bigger than mC, then the small perturbation
solution around the magnetic RT equilibrium state is algebraically stable in time. In addition,
we also provide a nonlinear instability result for the case |m| ∈ [0, mC). The instability result
presents that a horizontal magnetic field can not inhibit the RT instability, if it’s strength is too
small.

Keywords: Non-resistive viscous MHD fluids; Rayleigh–Taylor instability; algebraic
decay-in-time; stability.

1. Introduction

The equilibrium of a heavier fluid on top of a lighter one, subject to gravity, is unstable. In
fact, small disturbances acting on the equilibrium will grow and lead to the release of potential
energy, as the heavier fluid moves down under the gravity, and the lighter one is displaced
upwards. This phenomenon was first studied by Rayleigh [36] and then Taylor [39], is called
therefore the Rayleigh–Taylor (RT) instability. In the last decades, RT instability had been
extensively investigated from mathematical, physical and numerical aspects, see [3, 5, 6, 40] for
examples. It has been also widely analyzed how physical factors, such as elasticity [29, 32],
rotation [2, 3], internal surface tension [14, 18, 43], magnetic field [21, 27, 28] and so on, influence
the dynamics of the RT instability.

In this paper we are interested in the phenomenon of inhibition of RT instability by magnetic
fields. This topic goes back to the theoretical work of Kruskal and Schwarzchild [33]. They ana-
lyzed the effect of the (impressed) horizontal magnetic field upon the growth of the RT instability
in a horizontally periodic motion of a completely ionized plasma with zero resistance in three
dimensions in 1954, and pointed out that the curvature of the magnetic lines can influence the
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development of instability, but can not inhibit the growth of the RT instability. The inhibition
of RT instability by the vertical magnetic field was first verified for the inhomogeneous, incom-
pressible, non-resistive magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) fluids in three dimensions by Hide [3, 17].
In 2012, Wang also noticed that the horizontal magnetic field can inhibit the RT instability in a
non-resistive MHD fluid in two dimensions [41]. Later, Jiang–Jiang further found that impressed
magnetic fields always inhibit the RT instability, if a non-slip velocity boundary-value condition
is imposed in the direction of magnetic fields [20]. Such boundary condition is called the “fixed
condition” for the sake of simplicity.

All results mentioned above are based on the linearized non-resistive MHD equations. Thanks
to the multi-layers method developed in the well-posedness theory of surface wave problems [15],
recently the phenomenon of inhibition of RT instability by magnetic fields has been rigorously
proved based on the (nonlinear) non-resistive viscous MHD equations under the fixed condition,
for example, Wang verified the inhibition phenomenon by the non-horizontal magnetic field in
a stratified incompressible viscous MHD fluid in a 2D/3D slab domain [42]. Moreover, he also
proved that the horizontal magnetic field can not inhibit the RT instability for the horizontally
periodic motion for the 3D case [42], but can inhibit the RT instability based on a 2D linearized
motion equations in [41]. Similar results can be also found in other magnetic inhibition phenom-
ena, see [22] for the Parker instability and [25] for the thermal instability. The previous nonlinear
stability/instability results in the non-resistive viscous magnetic RT problem can be summarized
as in the following table.

Can an impressed horizontal/vertical magnetic field inhibit the RT instability
in a non-resistive viscous MHD fluid in a slab domain?

horizontal vertical

2D No clear Yes
3D No Yes

In [24] Jiang–Jiang further established a so-called magnetic inhibition theory in viscous non-
resistive MHD fluids, which reveals the physical effect of the fixed condition in magnetic inhibition
phenomena. Roughly specking, let us consider an element line along an impressed magnetic field
in the rest state of a non-resistive MHD fluid, then the element line of fluids can be regarded
as an elastic string. The two endpoints of the element line are fixed due to the fixed condition.
Thus, the bent element line will restore to its initial location under the magnetic tension as well
as viscosity.

By the magnetic inhibition mechanism in non-resistive MHD fluids, the positive assertions in
the table above seem to be obvious; moreover, we easily predict the phenomenon of inhibition
of RT instability by a horizontal magnetic field in a non-resistive viscous MHD fluid in a 2D
slab domain, see [41] for the linear case. However, it is still an open problem to rigorously prove
this prediction based on the nonlinear motion equations. Recently the authors noted that this
prediction can be mathematically verified by the inviscid case with velocity damping, i.e. the
viscous term is replaced by the velocity damping term. Under such case, some difficulties arising
from the viscous term can be avoided, when we exploit cur estimates. In this paper, we further
find that such inhibition phenomenon can be also proved in the inhomogeneous, incompressible,
viscous and non-resistive MHD fluids with Navier (slip) boundary condition in two-dimensions,
and thus move a first step to this open problem with the viscous case. More precisely, there
exists a critical number mC, such that if the strength |m| of a horizontal magnetic field is bigger
than mC, then the small perturbation solution around the magnetic RT equilibrium state is
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algebraically stable in time, i.e. the RT instability can be inhibited by a horizontal magnetic
field in a 2D slab domain. Finally we further mention our stability result.

(1) Ren–Xiang–Zhang proved the existence of the global(-in-time) small perturbation solutions
of a non-resistive viscous MHD fluid with a horizontal magnetic field and with a Navier
boundary condition in a 2D slab domain [37]. However, they cannot obtained the decay-in-
time for the global solutions. As a by-product of our stability result, we further provide the
algebraical decay-in-time behavior for the solutions.

(2) Wang mathematically verified the the inhibition phenomenon by the non-horizontal magnetic
field in a stratified incompressible viscous MHD fluid in a 2D/3D slab domain [42] and also
obtained unique global solutions with decay-in-time. It should be noted the decay-in-time
plays an important role to derive the existence of global solution in Wang’s result. However,
our proof for the existence of global-in-time solutions is independent of the decay-in-time.
We provide the additional derivation of decay-in-time in our result, since it may be useful in
the further investigation of the case of the non-slip boundary condition in future.

(3) Our stability result can be viewed as a continuation of the previous work of the inviscid case
with velocity damping in [31]. However, we develop a new idea to capture the high-order
normal (spacial) derivatives of the deviation function of fluid particles from the viscosity
term under the Navier boundary condition, and the details will be further discussed after
introducing our stability result in Theorem 1.1.

(4) By the magnetic inhibition mechanism in non-resistive MHD fluids, the horizontal magnetic
field plays a role of tension in the horizontal direction, and thus can inhibit the RT instability
as well as the surface tension [18, 43]. Our result mathematically verifies such physical
phenomenon. It seems that our proof idea can be extended to verify that the horizontal
magnetic field can also inhibit other flow instabilities, such us thermal instability in [25]. In
addition, we will further use the basic idea in this paper to prove that the RT instability
can be also inhibited by other stabilizing forces in the horizontal direction, such as capillary
action on RT instability in capillary fluids in a forthcoming paper.

1.1. Mathematical formulation for the magnetic RT problem

Before stating our results in details, we shall mathematically formulate the physical problem
of inhibition of RT instability by a horizontal magnetic field. The governing equations of an
inhomogeneous, incompressible, viscous, non-resistive MHD fluid in the presence of a uniform
gravitational field in a 2D slab domain Ω read as follows.






ρt + v · ∇ρ = 0,

ρvt + ρv · ∇v +∇ (P + λ|M |2/2)− µ∆v = λM · ∇M − ρge2,

Mt + v · ∇M =M · ∇v,
divv = divM = 0.

(1.1)

Below, we explain the mathematical notations in the system (1.1).
The unknowns ρ := ρ(x, t), v := v(x, t), M := M(x, t) and P := P (x, t) denote the density,

velocity, magnetic field and kinetic pressure of a MHD fluid, resp.. x ∈ Ω ⊂ R
2 and t > 0 are the

spatial and temporal variables resp.. The constants λ, g > 0 and µ > 0 stand for the permeability
of vacuum, the gravitational constant and the viscosity coefficient, resp.. e2 = (0, 1)T represents
the normal (or vertical) unit vector, and −ρge2 the gravity, where the superscript T denotes the
transposition.

3



Since we consider horizontally periodic motion solutions of (1.1), we define a horizontally
periodic domain:

Ω := 2πLT× (0, h), (1.2)

where T = R/Z and L > 0. For the horizontally periodic domain Ω, the 1D periodic domain
2πLT × {0, h}, denoted by ∂Ω, which customarily is regarded as a boundary of Ω. For the
well-posedness of the system (1.1), we impose the following initial and boundary conditions:

(ρ, v,M)|t=0 = (ρ0, v0,M0), (1.3)

v|∂Ω · ~n = 0, 2(Dv|∂Ω)~n)tan = 0, (1.4)

where ~n = (~n1, ~n2)
T denotes the outward normal unit vector on ∂Ω, Dv = (∇v + ∇vT)/2

the strain tensor, and the subscript “tan” the tangential component of a vector (for example
vtan = v − (v · ~n)~n) [7, 8, 34, 38]. Here and in what follows, we always use the superscript 0 to
emphasize the initial data.

We call the boundary conditions in (1.4) the Navier (slip) boundary condition. Since Ω is a
slab domain, the Navier boundary condition is equivalent to

(v2, ∂2v1)|∂Ω = 0. (1.5)

Now, we choose a RT density profile ρ̄ := ρ̄(x2), which is independent of x1 and satisfies

ρ̄ ∈ C2(Ω), inf
x∈Ω

ρ̄ > 0, (1.6)

ρ̄′|x2=y2 > 0 for some y2 ∈ {x2 | (x1, x2)T ∈ Ω}, (1.7)

where ρ̄′ := dρ̄/dx2 and Ω := R× [0, h]. We remark that the second condition in (1.6) prevents us
from treating vacuum, while the condition in (1.7) is called the RT condition, which assures that
there is at least a region in which the density is larger with increasing height x2, thus leading to
the classical RT instability, see [19, Theorem 1.2].

With the RT density profile in hand, we further define a magnetic RT equilibria rM :=
(ρ̄, 0, M̄), where M̄ = (m, 0)T with m being a constant. Usually, M̄ is called an impressed
horizontal magnetic field (or horizontal magnetic field for the sake of simplicity). The pressure
profile P̄ under the equilibrium state is determined by the relation

∇P̄ = −ρ̄ge2 in Ω. (1.8)

Denoting the perturbation around the magnetic RT equilibrium by

̺ = ρ− ρ̄, v = v − 0, N =M − M̄

and then using the relation (1.8), we obtain the system of perturbation equations from (1.1):





̺t + v · ∇(̺+ ρ̄) = 0,

(̺+ ρ̄)vt + (̺+ ρ̄)v · ∇v +∇β − µ∆v = λ(N + M̄) · ∇N − ̺ge2,

Nt + v · ∇N = (N + M̄) · ∇v,
divv = divN = 0,

(1.9)
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where β := P−P̄+λ(|M |2−|M̄ |2)/2 is called the total perturbation pressure. The corresponding
initial and boundary conditions read as follows.

(̺, v, N)|t=0 = (̺0, v0, N0), (1.10)

(v2, ∂2v1)|∂Ω = 0 on ∂Ω. (1.11)

We call the initial-boundary value problem (1.9)–(1.11) the magnetic RT problem for the sake
of simplicity. Obviously, to mathematically prove the inhibition of RT instability by a horizontal
magnetic field in a 2D slab domain, it suffices to verify the stability in time for the solutions of
the magnetic RT problem with some non-trivial initial data.

1.2. Reformulation in Lagrangian coordinates

To proceed, as in [22, 25, 42], we shall first reformulate the magnetic RT problem in Lagrangian
coordinates. Let the flow map ζ be the solution to the initial value problem:

{
∂tζ(y, t) = v(ζ(y, t), t),

ζ(y, 0) = ζ0(y),
(1.12)

where the invertible mapping ζ0 := ζ0(y) maps Ω to Ω, and satisfies

J0 := det∇ζ0 = 1, (1.13)

ζ02 = y2 on ∂Ω. (1.14)

Here and in what follows, “det” denotes the determinant of a matrix. In our results, we will see
that the flow map ζ satisfies, for each fixed t > 0,

ζ |y2=r : R → R is a C1(R)-diffeomorphism mapping for r = 0, h, (1.15)

ζ : Ω → Ω is a C1(Ω)-diffeomorphism mapping. (1.16)

Since v satisfies the divergence-free condition and non-slip boundary condition v2|∂Ω = 0, we
can deduce from (1.12)–(1.14) that

J := det∇ζ = 1,

ζ2 = y2 on ∂Ω.

We define the matrix A := (Aij)2×2 via

AT = (∇ζ)−1 := (∂jζi)
−1
2×2.

Then we further define the differential operators ∇A, divA and curlA as follows: for a scalar
function f and a vector function X := (X1, X2)

T,

∇Af := (A1k∂kf,A2k∂kf)
T, divA(X1, X2)

T := Alk∂kXl

and

curlAX := A1k∂kX2 −A2k∂kX1,

where we have used the Einstein convention of summation over repeated indices, and ∂k := ∂yk .
In particular, curlX := curlIX , where I represents an identity matrix.
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Defining the Lagrangian unknowns:

(ϑ, u,Q,B)(y, t) = (ρ, v, P + λ|M |2/2,M)(ζ(y, t), t) for (y, t) ∈ Ω× R
+
0 ,

then in Lagrangian coordinates, the initial-boundary value problem (1.1), (1.3) and (1.5) can be
rewritten as follows: 





ζt = u, ϑt = 0, divAu = 0,

ϑut +∇AQ− µ∆Au = λB · ∇AB − ϑge2,

Bt = B · ∇Au, divAB = 0,

(ζ, ϑ, u, B)|t=0 = (ζ0, ϑ0, u0, B0),

(ζ2 − y2, u2,A2i∂iu1)|∂Ω = 0,

(1.17)

where (ϑ0, u0, B0) := (ρ0(ζ0), v0(ζ0),M0(ζ0)). In addition, the relation (1.8) in Lagrangian coor-
dinates reads as follows.

∇AP̄ (ζ2) = −ρ̄(ζ2)ge2. (1.18)

Let η = ζ − y, η0 = ζ0 − y, q = Q− P̄ (ζ2)− λ|M̄ |2/2, A = (I +∇η)−T and

Gη := g(ρ̄(η2(y, t) + y2)− ρ̄(y2)).

In particular, we can calculate that

A =

(
1 + ∂2η2 −∂1η2
−∂2η1 1 + ∂1η1

)
.

If η0, ϑ0 and B0 additionally satisfy

ϑ0 = ρ̄(y2) and B
0 = m∂1(η

0 + y),

then the initial-boundary value problem (1.17), together with the relation (1.18), implies that






ηt = u,

ρ̄ut +∇Aq − µ∆Au = λm2∂21η +Gηe2,

divAu = 0,

(η, u)|t=0 = (η0, u0),

(1.19)

(η2, u2)|∂Ω = 0, (1.20)

((1 + ∂1η1)∂2u1 − ∂2η1∂1u1)|∂Ω = 0 (1.21)

and

ϑ = ρ̄(y2), B = m∂1(y + η), (1.22)

please refer to [21] for the derivation. We mention that the term λm2∂21η physically represents
the magnetic tension, which can inhibit flow instabilities [24]. It should be remarked that (1.19)–
(1.22) also implies (1.17), and that q, still called the perturbation pressure for simplicity, is in
fact the sum of the perturbation pressure and perturbation magnetic pressure in Lagrangian
coordinates.
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Unfortunately, it seems to be difficult to capture the estimates of high-order normal derivatives
of η due to the absence the boundary condition of η1. Thus we shall pose an additional boundary
condition

∂2η1|∂Ω = 0, (1.23)

which, together with (1.19)1, formally yields

∂2u1|∂Ω = 0.

It is easy to see that (1.21) automatically holds under the above two boundary conditions. Hence
we use (1.23) to replace (1.21), and thus pose the new boundary condition

(η2, ∂2η1, u2, ∂2u1)|∂Ω = 0 (1.24)

From now on, we call the initial-boundary value problem (1.19) and (1.24) the transformed MRT
problem. The stability problem of the magnetic RT problem reduces to investigating the stability
of the transformed MRT problem.

We mention that the boundary condition

(η2, ∂2η1)|∂Ω = 0 (1.25)

is called the characteristic boundary condition. Indeed, if the initial data η0 satisfies (η02, ∂2η
0
1)|∂Ω =

0, then η automatically satisfies (1.25) due to the facts (1.19)1 and the boundary condition

(u2, ∂2u1)|∂Ω = 0. (1.26)

It should be noted that the boundary condition (1.25) automatically implies

curA∂
i
1η|∂Ω = 0 for i = 0, 1, (1.27)

which will plays an important to capture the high-order normal estimates for η, see Lemma 2.6.
This is also a key idea in the mathematical proof for the magnetic inhibition phenomenon under
the horizontal field in our paper.

1.3. Notations

Before stating our main results on the transformed MRT problem, we shall introduce simpli-
fied notations throughout this paper.

(1) Simplified basic notations: e1 := (1, 0)T, Ia := (0, a) denotes a time interval, in particular,
I∞ = R

+. S denotes the closure of a set S ⊂ R
n with n > 1, in particular, IT = [0, T ] and

I∞ = R
+
0 . Ωt := Ω×It,

∫
:=
∫
(0,2πL)×(0,h)

. (u)Ω denotes the mean value of u in a periodic cell

(0, 2πL)× (0, h). a . b means that a 6 cb for some constant c > 0. If not stated explicitly,
the positive constant c may depend on µ, g, λ, m, ρ̄ and Ω in the transformed MRT problem,
and may vary from one place to other place. Sometimes, we use ci to replace c in order to
emphasize that ci is a fixed value for 1 6 i 6 3. The letter α always denotes the multi-index
with respect to the variable y, |α| = α1 + α2 is called the order of multi-index, ∂α := ∂α1

1 ∂α2
2

and [∂α, φ]ϕ := ∂α(φϕ)− φ∂αϕ.
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(2) Simplified Banach spaces, norms and semi-norms:

Lp := Lp(Ω) = W 0,p(Ω), H i := W i,2(Ω), Hj
s := {w ∈ Hj | w2|∂Ω = 0}

Hj
σ := {w ∈ Hj

s | divw = 0}, H3
γ := {w ∈ H3

s | ‖∇w‖2 6 γ},
Hk

s := {w ∈ Hk
s | ∂2w1|∂Ω = 0}, Hj

1 := {w ∈ Hj | det(∇w + I) = 1},
0X := {w ∈ X | (ρ̄w1)Ω = 0, w1 is the first compent of w},
X := {w ∈ X | (w)Ω = 0}, Hk

σ := Hk
s ∩H1

σ, H3,s
1,γ := H3

1 ∩H3
s ∩H3

γ ,

H∞
σ := ∩∞

n=2Hn
σ, ‖ · ‖i := ‖ · ‖Hi, ‖ · ‖l,i := ‖∂l1 · ‖i, ‖ · ‖l,i :=

√∑
06n6l ‖ · ‖2n,i,

where 1 6 p 6 ∞, i, l > 0, j > 1, k > 2, X denotes a general Banach space and γ ∈ (0, 1)
is the constant in Lemma A.6. It should be noted that if w ∈ H3

γ , then ψ := w + y (after
possibly being redefined on a set of measure zero with respect to variable y) satisfies the
same diffeomorphism properties as ζ in (1.15) and (1.16) by Lemma A.6. In addition, for

simplicity, we denote
√∑

16n6j ‖fk‖2X by ‖(f 1, . . . , f j)‖X , where ‖ · ‖X represents a norm or

a semi-norm, and fk may be a scalar function, a vector or a matrix for 1 6 n 6 j.

(3) Simplified spaces of functions with values in a Banach space:

Lp
TX := Lp(IT , X),

UT = {u ∈ C0(IT ,H2
s ) ∩ L2

TH
3 | ut ∈ C0(IT , L

2) ∩ L2
TH

1
s },

H̃
1,3
γ,T := {η ∈ C0(IT ,H3

s ) | η(t) ∈ 0H3,s
1,γ for each t ∈ IT}.

It should be noted that L2
TL

2 = L2(ΩT ).

(4) A functional of potential energy: for any given w ∈ H1,

E(w) := g

∫
ρ̄′w2

2dy − λ‖m∂1w‖20.

(5) Energy and dissipation functionals (generalized):

E := ‖η‖23 + ‖u‖22 + ‖ut‖20 + ‖q‖21,
D := ‖∂1η1‖22 + ‖η2‖23 + ‖u‖23 + ‖ut‖21 + ‖q‖22.

We call E , resp. D the total energy, resp. dissipation functionals.

(6) Other notations for decay-in-times:

E :=〈t〉(‖∂32η2‖20 + ‖∂22η‖21,0) + 〈t〉2(‖∂22η2‖20 + ‖∂2∂1η‖21,0)
+ 〈t〉3(‖(η2, ∂2η2)‖20 + ‖∂1η‖22,0 + ‖u‖22 + ‖q‖21 + ‖ut‖20), (1.28)

D :=〈t〉(‖∂2η‖22,0 + ‖u‖23) + 〈t〉2(‖(η2, ∂2η2)‖20 + ‖∂1η‖22,0
+ ‖u‖21,2 + ‖q‖21,1) + 〈t〉3(‖∂1u‖21,1 + ‖ut‖21). (1.29)

1.4. Main results

Now, we introduce the stability result for the transformed MRT problem.

Theorem 1.1 (Stability). Let ρ̄ satisfy (1.6), (1.7) and

|m| > mC :=

√
sup
w∈H1

σ

g
∫
ρ̄′w2

2dy

λ‖∂1w‖20
. (1.30)
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Further assume (η0, u0) ∈ 0H3,s
1,γ × 0H2

s and divA0u0 = 0, where A0 := (∇η0 + I)−T. Then there
is a sufficiently small constant δ > 0, such that for any (η0, u0) satisfying

‖(∇η0, u0)‖2 6 δ,

the transformed MRT problem (1.19) and (1.24) admits a unique global strong solution (η, u, q)

in the function class H̃1,3
γ,∞ × 0U∞ × (C0(R+

0 , H
1) ∩ L2

∞H
2). Moreover, the solution enjoys the

following properties:

(1) stability estimate of total energy: for a.e. t > 0,

E(t) +
∫ t

0

D(τ)dτ . ‖(∇η0, u0)‖22. (1.31)

(2) algebraic decay-in-time: for a.e. t > 0,

E(t) + c

∫ t

0

D(τ)dτ . ‖(∇η0, u0)‖22, (1.32)

‖η1(t)− η∞1 ‖22 . (‖∇η0‖22 + ‖u0‖22)〈t〉, (1.33)

where η∞1 ∈ H2 only depends on y2.

Remark 1.1. By the assumptions of ρ̄, we easily find that

0 < mC 6
h

π

√
g‖ρ̄′‖L∞

λ
, (1.34)

please refer to (4.25) and Lemma 4.6 in [24]. Thus, in view of Theorem 1.1, we see that the
horizontal field can inhibit the RT instability, if the field strength is properly large. Since (1.34)
also holds for the domain Ω = R × (0, h), we naturally believe the conclusion that the properly
large horizontal field can also inhibit the RT instability in the domain Ω = R × (0, h). Such
conclusion will be further investigated in an independent paper in future.

Remark 1.2. It is easy to see from the proof of Theorem 1.1 that

(1) if the assumptions (1.7) and (1.30) are replaced by

ρ̄′ 6 0 in Ω and |m| > 0,

then the conclusions in Theorem 1.1 still hold.

(2) Theorem 1.1 is also valid for the case g = 0.

Remark 1.3. For each fixed t ∈ R
+
0 , the solution η(y, t) in Theorem 1.1 belongs to H3

γ . Let
ζ = η + y, then ζ satisfies (1.15) and (1.16) for each t ∈ R

+
0 by Lemma A.6. We denote the

inverse transformation of ζ by ζ−1, and then define that

(̺, v, N, β)(x, t) := (ρ̄(y2)− ρ̄(ζ2), u(y, t), m∂1η(y, t), q(y, t))|y=ζ−1(x,t). (1.35)

Consequently, (̺, v, N, β) is a strong solution of the magnetic RT problem (1.9)–(1.11) and enjoys
stability estimates, which are similar to (1.31)–(1.32) for sufficiently small δ.
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Remark 1.4. In Theorem 1.1, we have assumed

(ρ̄η01)Ω = (ρ̄u01)Ω = 0.

If (ρ̄η01)Ω, (ρ̄u
0
1)Ω 6= 0, we define η̄01 := η01 − (ρ̄η01)Ω(ρ̄)

−1
Ω , ū01 := u01 − (ρ̄u01)Ω(ρ̄)

−1
Ω and (η̄02, ū

0
2) :=

(η02, u
0
2). Then, by virtue of Theorem 1.1, there exists a unique global strong solution (η̄, ū, q) to

the transformed MRT problem with initial data (η̄0, ū0). It is easy to verify that (η1, η2, u1, u2, q) :=
(η̄1 + t(ρ̄u01)Ω(ρ̄)

−1
Ω + (ρ̄η01)Ω(ρ̄)

−1
Ω , η̄2, ū1 + (ρ̄u01)Ω(ρ̄)

−1
Ω , ū2, q) is just the unique strong solution of

the transformed MRT problem with initial data (η0, u0).

Remark 1.5. If additionally, the initial data (η0, u0) in Theorem 1.1 satisfies the odevity con-
ditions:

(η01, u
0
1)(y1, y2) = −(η01, u

0
1)(−y1, y2),

(η02, u
0
2)(y1, y2) = (η02, u

0
2)(−y1, y2).

then the solution (η, u, q) established in Theorem 1.1 also satisfies the odevity conditions:

(η1, u1)(y1, y2, t) = −(η1, u1)(−y1, y2, t),
(η2, u2)(y1, y2, t) = (η2, u2)(−y1, y2, t), q(y1, y2, t) = q(−y1, y2, t).

Hence we have ‖η1‖0 . ‖η1‖1,0, which, together with (1.32), yields η∞1 = 0 in (1.33). This presents
that all particles of the fluid restore to their initial locations, and thus the odevity conditions
also strengthen the stabilizing effect of horizontal magnetic field as well as the fixed condition in
[42].

Now we roughly sketch the proof of Theorem 1.1, and the details will be presented in Section
2. The key step in the existence proof for global small solutions is to derive an a priori energy
inequality (1.31). To this purpose, let (η, u) be a solution to the transformed MRT problem,
satisfying that, for some T > 0,

(ρ̄η1)Ω ≡ 0 for any t ∈ IT , (1.36)

det(I +∇η) = 1 in Ω× IT , (1.37)

sup
t∈IT

‖(∇η, u)(t)‖2 6 δ ∈ (0, 1]. (1.38)

For sufficiently small δ, similarly to [42] where Wang verified that the vertical magnetic field
can inhibit the RT instability in a stratified incompressible viscous MHD fluid in a 3D slab
domain, the first step in our proof is also to derive the tangential energy inequality (i.e. (2.73)
including the estimates of the both horizontal derivatives and temporal derivative). The next
step is to capture the estimates of high-order normal derivatives of η. For the vertical magnetic
field considered by Wang in [42], the magnetic tension in 3D case is given by λm2∂23η, which can
be rewritten as follows

λm2∆η − λm2(∂21 + ∂22)η.

Thus the normal estimates of ∇η (not only includes the horizontal derivatives ∂1η and ∂2η, but
also the normal derivative ∂3η) can be converted into the tangential estimates by exploiting the
regularity theory of Stokes equations. Obviously, this key idea fails to the horizonal magnetic
field, and thus we shall seek a new idea.
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In view of the first two equations in (1.19), we easily consider other two roads to capture
the high-order normal estimates for η: one is to use the transport equation (1.19)1, and the
other one is to exploit the viscosity term ∆Au in the momentum equation (1.19)2. Since the first
road seems to be more difficult, we naturally turn to the second one. By careful analysis of the
structure of (1.19)2, we find that the energy estimates of ∇A∂

i
1curlAη and ∇∂2curlAη (associated

with the dissipation estimates of ∂i1curlA∂1η and ∂2curlA∂1η, resp.) can be established under the
Navier boundary condition, see Lemma 2.6. Thus we further derive the normal estimates of η by
using the curl estimates of η, the nonlinear estimates of divη and Hodge-type elliptic estimate.

Summing up the tangential energy inequality and the curl-estimates of η, we can arrive at
the total energy inequality

d

dt
Ẽ +D .

√
ED (1.39)

for some energy functional Ẽ , which is equivalent to E under the stability condition (1.30). In
particular, (1.39) further implies

2
d

dt
Ẽ +D 6 0, (1.40)

which yields the priori stability estimate (1.31). Thanks to the priori estimate (1.31) and
the unique local (-in-time) solvability of the transformed MRT problem in Proposition 2.2, we
immediately get the unique global solvability for the transformed MRT problem. We mention
that the derivation for the a priori stability estimate strongly depends on the 2D structures of
divη and divu.

The decay-in-time estimate (1.32) can be easily observed from linear analysis. However the
rigours derivation is very complicated due to the nonlinear terms. In [26], Jiang–Jiang investi-
gated the decay-in-time of solutions to the incompressible non-resistive viscous MHD equations
in two-dimensional periodic domains, and used a bootstrap method in decay-in-time to obtain
the higher rate of decay-in-time of solutions, similarly to the method to improve the regularity
of solutions of elliptic equations. However such method is too complicated to be applied our
problem. To simplify the proof, we fore an additional a priori assumption

〈t〉2(‖η‖22,1 + ‖u‖22) 6 δ. (1.41)

Then we can also follow the idea in [26] with simplified derivation to quickly establish (1.32). It
should be noted the derivation for the decay-in-time of ‖u(t)‖2 in (1.32) is different to the one in
[26]. In fact, Jiang–Jiang obtained the rate of decay-in-time 〈t〉−1 for ‖u(t)‖2 by directly using
the momentum equation (1.19)2 [26]. However, we further get the better rate of decay-in-time
〈t〉−3/2 for ‖u(t)‖2 by using the estimate of temporal derivative of u and the Stoke estimates, see
(2.88). Finally, we eaily further get (1.33) from (1.32) by an asymptotic analysis method.

We can not expect the stability result for the transformed MRT problem under the condition
|m| ∈ [0, mC). In fact, this condition results in the RT instability.

Theorem 1.2 (Instability). Let ρ̄ satisfy (1.6) and (1.7). If |m| ∈ [0, mC), then the equilibria
(ρ̄, 0, M̄) is unstable in the Hadamard sense, that is, there are positive constants ̟, ǫ, δ0, and
(η̃0, ηr, ũ0, ur) ∈ 0H3

s , such that for any δ ∈ (0, δ0] and the initial data

(η0, u0) := δ(η̃0, ũ0) + δ2(ηr, ur),

11



there exists a unique strong solution (η, u, q) to the transformed MRT problem (1.19) and (1.24),

where (η, u, q) ∈ H̃1,3
γ,τ×0Uτ×(C0(Iτ , H

1)∩L2
τH

2) for any τ ∈ ITmax and Tmax denotes the maximal
time of existence of the solution. However, the solution satisfies

‖ρ̄(y2)− ρ̄(χ2(y, T
δ) + y2)‖L1 , ‖χi(T

δ)‖L1, ‖∂1χi(T
δ)‖L1 ,

‖∂2χi(T
δ)‖L1, ‖A1k∂kχi(T

δ)‖L1 , ‖A2k∂kχi(T
δ)‖L1 > ǫ (1.42)

for some escape time T δ := Λ−1ln(2ǫ/̟δ) ∈ IT , where i = 1, 2 and χ means η or u.

Remark 1.6. Following the arguments of Theorem 1.2 and [30, Corollary 2.2], it is easy to check
that the corresponding 3D transformed MRT problem is always unstable for any |m| > 0.

Remark 1.7. By the inverse transformation of Lagrangian coordinates in (1.35) in Remark 1.3
and the instability relation in (1.42), we easily obtain the instability expressions in Eulerian
coordinates: for i = 1, 2,

‖̺(T δ)‖L1, ‖vi(T δ)‖L1, ‖∂1vi(T δ)‖L1 , ‖∂2vi(T δ)‖L1 > ǫ

and
‖Ni(T

δ)‖L1 > mǫ.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is based on the so-called bootstrap instability method. The boot-
strap instability method has its origin in [12, 13], and adapted and generalized by many authors
to investigate other flow instabilities, see [10, 11, 30] for examples. In particular, recently Jiang–
Jiang–Zhan proved the existence of the RT instability solution under L1-norm for the stratified
viscous, non-resistive MHD fluids [30]. In this paper, we will adapt the version of the boot-
strap instability method in [30] to prove Theorem 1.2. For the completeness, we will present the
detailed proof in Section 3.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sections 2–3, we provide the proofs for
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 in sequence. Finally, in Appendix A we list some mathematical results,
which will be used in Sections 2–3.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. The key step in the proof is to a priori
derive the total energy estimate (1.31) and the decay-in-time (1.32) for the transformed MRT
problem (1.19) and (1.24). To this end, let (η, u, q) be a solution to the transformed MRT
problem, and satisfy (1.36)–(1.38), where δ is sufficiently small, and the smallness of δ depends
on µ, g, λ, m, ρ̄ and Ω. It should be noted that m and ρ̄ satisfy the assumptions in Theorem
1.1. Next, we start with a priori estimates.

2.1. Preliminary estimates

First, we shall establish some preliminary estimates involving (η, u).

Lemma 2.1 (Nonlinear estimates). For any given t ∈ IT , we have

(1) the estimates of divη:

‖divη‖i . ‖∇η‖2‖η‖1,i for 0 6 i 6 2, (2.1)

‖divη‖i,0 .
{
‖∇η‖2‖η‖1+i,0 for i = 0, 1;

‖η‖3,0‖∇η‖2 + ‖η‖22,1 for i = 2.
(2.2)
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(2) the estimate involving the gravity term: for sufficiently small δ,

‖G‖1,0 . ‖η2‖0‖η2‖2,1 (2.3)

where G := Gη − gρ̄′η2.
(3) the estimates involving cur:

‖ curlÃ η‖2 . ‖η‖1,2‖∇η‖2, (2.4)

‖curl∂1A∂1η‖0 . ‖η‖22,1. (2.5)

Remark 2.1. Here and in what follows, we define Ã := A− I. Then

Ã =

(
∂2η2 − ∂1η2

−∂2η1 ∂1η1

)
.

Proof. (1) Recalling (1.37), we can calculate that

divη = ∂1η2∂2η1 − ∂1η1∂2η2

and

∂1divη = ∂1η2∂2∂1η1 + ∂21η2∂2η1 − ∂1η1∂2∂1η2 − ∂21η1∂2η2. (2.6)

Exploiting the product estimates (A.3), (A.4) and Poincaré’s inequality (A.8), it is easy to see
from the above two relations that (2.1) and (2.2) hold for i = 0, 1. If we further apply ∂1 to the
identity (2.6), we also check that ‖divη‖2,0 satisfies (2.2) with i = 2.

(2) By virtue of (1.38) and Lemma A.6, ζ := η + y satisfies the diffeomorphism properties
(1.15) and (1.16) for sufficiently small δ. Thus, ρ̄(j)(y2 + η2) for any y ∈ Ω makes sense, and

ρ̄(j)(y2 + η2)− ρ̄(j)(y2) =

∫ η2

0

ρ̄(j+1)(y2 + z)dz for j = 0, 1. (2.7)

Moreover, for any given t ∈ IT ,

sup
y∈Ω

sup
z∈Ψ

∣∣ρ̄(j+1)(y2 + z)
∣∣ . 1, (2.8)

where Ψ := {τ | 0 6 τ 6 η2} for η2 > 0 and := (η2, 0] for η2 < 0.
Making use of (2.7), (2.8), (A.4) and the relation

ρ̄(y2 + η2)− ρ̄(y2) = ρ̄′(y2)η2 +

∫ η2

0

(η2(y, t)− z) ρ̄′′(y2 + z)dz,

it is easy to estimate that

‖G‖0 = g

∥∥∥∥
∫ η2

0

(η2(y, t)− z) ρ̄
′′

(y2 + z)dz

∥∥∥∥
0

. ‖η22‖0 . ‖η2‖0‖η2‖1,1

and

‖G‖1,0 = g
∥∥(ρ̄′(y2 + η2)− ρ̄′

)
∂1η2

∥∥
0
. ‖η2∂1η2‖0 . ‖η2‖0‖∂1η2‖1,1. (2.9)

Thanks to the above two estimates, we immediately obtain (2.3).
(3) Noting that, for 0 6 k + l 6 2,

curl∂k
1 Ã
∂l1η = (∂2∂

k
1η1∂1 − ∂1+k

1 η1∂2)∂
l
1η1 + (∂2∂

k
1η2∂1 − ∂1+k

1 η2∂2)∂
l
1η2,

thus it is easy to check that (2.4) and (2.5) hold by following the arguments of (2.1) and (2.2).
�
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Lemma 2.2. We have

(1) the estimate of η2:

‖η2‖i .
{
‖η‖1,0 for i = 0, 1;

‖η‖1,i−1 for i = 2, 3.
(2.10)

(2) Poincaré inequality for η, u and ut: for j = 1 and 2,

‖ηj‖1 . ‖∇ηj‖0, (2.11)

‖uj‖1 . ‖∇uj‖0, (2.12)

‖∂tuj‖1 . ‖∇∂tuj‖0. (2.13)

(3) the estimate involving the gravity term: for sufficiently small δ,

‖G‖1 . ‖η2‖0, (2.14)

(4) curl estimates: for sufficiently small δ,

‖η‖k,3−k . ‖curlη‖k,2−k where 0 6 k 6 2. (2.15)

Proof. (1) Noting that

η2|∂Ω = 0 and ∂2η2 = divη − ∂1η1, (2.16)

we use (1.38), (2.1), (2.16) and (A.6) to get

‖η2‖0 . ‖(∂1η1, divη)‖0 . ‖η‖1,0,
‖η2‖1 . ‖η2‖0 + ‖∇η2‖0 . ‖(∂1η, divη)‖0 . ‖η‖1,0,
‖η2‖i . ‖η2‖0 + ‖η2‖1,i−1 + ‖∂2η2‖i−1 . ‖η‖1,i−1 for i = 2, 3. (2.17)

Thus, we immediately get (2.10) from the above four estimates.
(2) By (1.19)1 and (1.36), it is easy to see that

(ρ̄u1)Ω = 0 (2.18)

Thus the estimates (2.11) and (2.12) obviously hold due to (1.36), (2.18), (A.6), Lemma A.9 and
the boundary condition (η2, u2)|∂Ω = 0.

Multiplying (1.19)2 by e1 in L2, and then using the integral by parts and the relation

∂j(∂
k
t Aijf) = ∂kt Aij∂jf for k = 0, 1, (2.19)

we get ∫
ρ̄∂tu1dy +

∫

∂Ω

~n2 (A12q − µAi2Aij∂ju1) dy = 0,

which, together with the boundary condition (1.24), yields

(ρ̄∂tu1)Ω = 0. (2.20)

Thanks to (2.20) and Lemma A.9, thus we have (2.13) for j = 1. Noting that ∂tu2|∂Ω = 0, thus,
by (A.6), we also have (2.13) for j = 2. Hence (2.13) holds.
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(3) Similarly to (2.9), we can estimate that

‖∂2G‖0 =g
∥∥(ρ̄′(y2 + η2)− ρ̄′

)
(1 + ∂2η2)− ρ̄′′η2

∥∥
0

. ‖(η2, η2∂2η2)‖0 . ‖η2‖0,

which, together with (2.3), yields (2.14).
(4) Making use of (2.1), (2.2), (2.11), (A.8) and (A.9), we have

‖η‖k,3−k . ‖∇η‖k,2−k . ‖(curlη, divη)‖k,2−k . ‖curlη‖k,2−k + ‖∇η‖2‖η‖k,3−k,

which yields (2.15) for sufficiently small δ. �

2.2. Tangential estimates

This section is devoted to establishing the tangential estimates by the following three lemmas,
which include the estimates of horizontal derivatives of (η, u) and temporal derivative of u.

Lemma 2.3. For sufficiently small δ, it holds that, for 0 6 i 6 2,

d

dt

(∫
ρ̄∂i1η · ∂i1udy +

µ

2
‖∇∂i1η‖20

)
− E(∂i1η)

6 ‖√ρ̄∂i1u‖20 + ‖∇η‖2‖η‖3,0(‖η2‖0 + ‖u‖1,2 + ‖q‖1,1)

+ ‖η‖22,1‖q‖1,1 +
{
‖η‖1,1‖∇η‖1‖u‖1 for i = 0;

0 for i = 1, 2.
(2.21)

Proof. We apply ∂i1 to (1.19) and (1.24), and then use the relation (2.19) to derive that






∂i1ηt = ∂i1u,

∂i1(ρ̄ut − µ∆u) = ∂i1(λm
2∂21η + gρ̄′η2e2 + Ge2 +N µ −∇Aq),

[∂i1,Akl]∂luk +Akl∂
i
1∂luk = 0,

∂i1(η2, u2, ∂2(η1, u1))|∂Ω = 0,

(2.22)

where

N µ :=∂l(N µ
1,l,N µ

2,l)
T,

N µ
j,1 :=µ(Ak1Ãkm + Ãm1)∂muj

=µ((2∂2η2 + (∂2η1)
2 + (∂2η2)

2)∂1uj −Θ∂2uj),

N µ
j,2 :=µ(Ak2Ãkm + Ãm2)∂muj

=µ((2∂1η1 + (∂1η1)
2 + (∂1η2)

2)∂2uj −Θ∂1uj)

and
Θ := ∂1η2 + ∂2η1 + ∂1η2∂2η2 + ∂1η1∂2η1.

Moreover, by the boundary condition (1.24), we have

∂i1N µ
1,2|∂Ω = 0. (2.23)
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Let 0 6 i 6 2. Multiplying (2.22)2 by ∂i1η, then we us the integral by parts, (2.22)1 and
(2.22)4 to obtain

d

dt

(∫
ρ̄∂i1η · ∂i1udy +

µ

2
‖∇∂i1η‖20

)
− E(∂i1η) = ‖√ρ̄∂i1u‖20 +

4∑

j=1

Ij,i, (2.24)

where we have defined that

I1,i :=

∫
∂i1G∂i1η2dy, I2,i := −

∫
∂i1N µ

j,1∂
i+1
1 ηjdy

I3,i :=

∫
∂2∂

i
1N µ

j,2∂
i
1ηjdy and I4,i := −

∫
∂i1∇Aq · ∂i1ηdy.

Next we estimate for the above four integrals I1,i–I4,i in sequence.
(1) By the integral by parts, Hölder’s inequality and (2.3), we infer that

I1,i 6

{
‖η2‖0‖G‖0 . ‖η2‖20‖η2‖2,1 for i = 0;

‖η2‖1+i,0‖G‖i−1,0 . ‖η2‖0‖η2‖2,1‖η2‖1+i,0 for i = 1, 2.
(2.25)

(2) Exploiting Hölder’s inequality, (1.38), (A.3) and (A.4), we can see that

I2,i =µ

∫
∂i+1
1 η · ∂i1(Θ∂2u− (2∂2η2 + (∂2η1)

2 + (∂2η2)
2)∂1u)dy

.‖∇η‖2‖η‖i+1,0‖u‖1,2. (2.26)

(3) Using the integral by parts, (2.22)4, (2.23) and the product estimate (A.3), we can estimate

I3,0 =µ

∫
∂2η · (Θ∂1u− (2∂1η1 + (∂1η1)

2 + (∂1η2)
2)∂2u)dy

=µ

∫
(∂2η · ((∂1η2 + ∂1η2∂2η2 + ∂1η1∂2η1)∂1u− (2∂1η1 + (∂1η1)

2

+ (∂1η2)
2)∂2u)− ∂2η1∂2∂1η · u− ∂2∂1η1∂2η · u)dy

.‖η‖1,1‖∇η‖1‖u‖1. (2.27)

Similarly to (2.26), we also have

I3,i = µ

∫
∂i+1
1 η · ∂2∂i−1

1 (Θ∂1u− (2∂1η1 + (∂1η1)
2 + (∂1η2)

2)∂2u)dy

. ‖∇η‖2‖η‖i+1,0‖u‖1,2 for i = 1, 2. (2.28)

(4) Finally we bound the last integral I4,i. Noting

divÃη = 2(∂1η1∂2η2 − ∂1η2∂2η1),

making use of the above identity, the integral by parts, (2.2), (2.19), (2.22)4, (A.4) and (A.8), we
can estimate that

I4,0 =

∫
divÃηqdy +

∫
divηqdy . ‖η‖1,0‖∇η‖2‖q‖0 (2.29)
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and, for i = 1, 2,

I4,i =

∫
∂i+1
1 η · ∂i−1

1 ∇Ãqdy +

∫
div∂i1η∂

i
1qdy

6‖η‖i+1,0‖∇Ãq‖i−1,0 + ‖divη‖i,0‖q‖i,0
.(‖η‖3,0‖∇η‖2 + ‖η‖22,1)‖q‖1,1. (2.30)

Consequently, putting (2.25)–(2.30) into (2.24), and then using (2.10) and (A.8), we arrive
at (2.21). This completes the proof. �

Lemma 2.4. For sufficiently small δ, it holds that, for 0 6 i 6 2,

d

dt

(
‖√ρ̄u‖2i,0 −E(∂i1η)

)
+ c‖u‖2i,1

. ‖η‖2,1(‖η2‖0 + ‖u‖1,2)‖u‖i,1 + (‖η‖3,0‖u‖1,2 + ‖η‖2,1‖u‖2,1)‖q‖1,1. (2.31)

Proof. Multiplying (2.22)2 by ∂
i
1u in L2, and then using the integrate by parts, (2.22)1 and the

boundary conditions (2.22)4 and (2.23), we have

1

2

d

dt

(
‖√ρ̄u‖2i,0 − E(∂i1η)

)
+ µ‖∇u‖2i,0

=

∫
∂i1G∂i1u2dy −

∫
∂i1N µ

j,l∂l∂
i
1ujdy −

∫
∂i1∇Aq · ∂i1udy =:

7∑

j=5

Ij,i. (2.32)

Similarly to (2.25), we have

I5,i .

{
‖η2‖0‖η2‖2,1‖u2‖0 for i = 0;

‖η2‖0‖η2‖2,1‖u2‖1+i,0 for i = 1, 2.
(2.33)

By (A.3) and (A.4), we can estimate that

I6,i =µ

∫
(∂i1((2∂2η2 + (∂2η1)

2 + (∂2η2)
2)∂1u−Θ∂2u) · ∂i+1

1 u

+ ∂i1((2∂1η1 + (∂1η1)
2 + (∂1η2)

2)∂2u−Θ∂1u) · ∂2∂i1u)dy
.‖∂1η‖1,1‖u‖1,2‖u‖i,1 + ‖∇η‖2‖u‖2i,1. (2.34)

Similarly, for i=1, 2,

I7,i,1 := −
∫

[∂i1,Akl]∂lq∂
i
1ukdy . ‖∂1η‖1,1‖u‖i,1‖q‖1,1

and

I7,i,2 =−
∫

[∂i1,Akl]∂luk∂
i
1qdy

=

∫
([∂i1, ∂1η2]∂2u1 − [∂i1, ∂2η2]∂1u1 + [∂i1, ∂2η1]∂1u2 − [∂i1, ∂1η1]∂2u2)∂

i
1qdy

.(‖∂1η‖2,0‖u‖1,2 + ‖∂1η‖1,1‖∂1u‖1,1)‖q‖i,0.
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Making use of the integral by parts, (2.19), (2.22)3, (A.8) and the above two estimates, we have

I7,i =

{
0 for i = 0;

I7,i,1 + I7,i,2 for i = 1, 2

.(‖∂1η‖2,0‖u‖1,2 + ‖∂1η‖1,1‖∂1u‖1,1)‖q‖1,1. (2.35)

Consequently, putting (2.33)–(2.35) into (2.32), and then using (1.38), (2.10), (2.12) and
(A.8), we arrive at (2.31) for sufficiently small δ. This completes the proof. �

Lemma 2.5. For sufficiently small δ, we have

d

dt
‖∇Au‖20 + c‖ut‖20 . ‖η‖22,0 + ‖u‖32 + ‖u‖22‖q‖1 (2.36)

and

d

dt

(
‖√ρ̄ψ‖20 −E(u)

)
+ c‖ut‖21 . (‖η‖2,0 + ‖u‖2)‖u‖22, (2.37)

where ψ := ut − u · ∇Au.

Proof. (1) By (1.19)3, we see that

divAut = −divAtu.

Multiplying (1.19)2 by ut in L
2, and then using the integral by parts, (1.24), (2.19) and the above

relation, we obtain

µ

2

d

dt
‖∇Au‖20 + ‖√ρ̄ut‖20 = I8, (2.38)

where we have defined that

I8 :=

∫
(λm2∂21η + (gρ̄′η2 + G)e2) · utdy +

∫
(µ∇Au : ∇Atu+∇q · (AT

t u))dy.

Exploiting (2.3) and (A.3), we get

I8 . ‖(∂21η, η2)‖0‖ut‖0 + ‖u‖32 + ‖u‖22‖q‖1.

Putting the above estimate into (2.38), and then using (2.10) and (A.8), we get (2.36).
(2) Let

I9 :=

∫
((µAil∂l(Aik∂ku) + λm2∂21η + (G + gρ̄′η2)e2

− ρ̄u · ∇Au− ρ̄ψ) · (u · ∇Aψ)− ∂t(ρ̄u · ∇Au) · ψ)dy,

I10 :=

∫
((λm2∂21u+ gρ̄′(y2 + η2)u2e2) · ψ − µ∂t(AilAik∂ku) · ∂lψ)dy.

Recalling the derivation of (4.7) in Section 4 and the relation

1

2

∫
|ψ|2u · ∇Aρ̄dy = −

∫
ρ̄u · ∇Aψ · ψdy,
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we can get the following identity (i.e. taking J = 1, w = u and f = λm2∂21η + (G + gρ̄′η2)e2 in
(4.7)) from (1.19):

1

2

d

dt
‖√ρ̄ψ‖20 = I9 + I10. (2.39)

The integral term I10 can be further rewritten as follows:

I10 =
1

2

d

dt
E(u)− µ‖∇ut‖20 + Ĩ10, (2.40)

where

Ĩ10 :=

∫
(g(ρ̄′(y2 + η2)− ρ̄′(y2))u2∂tu2 − (λm2∂21u+ gρ̄′(y2 + η2)u2e2) · (u · ∇Au)

+ µ(∂t(AilAik∂ku) · ∂l(u · ∇Au)− ∂t(AilÃik∂ku+ Ãil∂iu) · ∂l∂tu))dy.

Making use of (1.38), (1.19)1, (2.7), (2.14) and (A.3), we have

I9 + Ĩ10 . (‖η2‖0 + ‖η‖2,0 + ‖u‖2 + ‖ut‖1)‖u‖2‖ut‖1 + ‖u‖32 + ‖∇η‖2‖ut‖21.

Putting (2.40) to (2.39), and then using (2.10), (2.13), (A.8), the above estimate and Young’s
inequality, we immediately get (2.37) for sufficiently small δ. This completes the proof. �

2.3. Curl estimates for η

This section is devoted to establishing the curl estimates of η for the normal estimates of η.

Lemma 2.6. Let the multiindex α satisfy |α| 6 1. We have

d

dt

(
µ

2
‖∇A∂

αcurlAη‖20 +
∫
∂αcurlAη∂

αcurlA (ρ̄u) dy

)
+ c‖∂αcurlA∂1η‖20

. ‖η‖1,0‖η‖1+|α|,1 + ‖u‖1‖u‖3 + ‖∇η‖2(‖η‖21+|α|,1

+ ‖η‖1,2‖u‖1,2 + ‖u‖22) for α2 6= 1 (2.41)

and

d

dt

(µ
2
‖∇∂2curlAη‖20 + I2

)
+ c‖∂2curlA∂1η‖20

. ‖η‖1,0‖η‖1,2 + ‖u‖1‖u‖3 +
√
ED, (2.42)

where

I2 :=

∫
(µ∂22(∂1η1∂2η1)∂

2
2curlη − ∂22curlAηcurlA(ρ̄u))dy − I1,

I1 :=

∫
∂22curlAη(∂2(∂2η1curlA∂1η) + ∂2η1(∂2curlA∂1η − ∂2η1curlA∂

2
1η))dy.

Proof. In view of (1.18), we have

curlA (gGηe2) = curlA (−gρ̄e2) = −gA1j∂j ρ̄ = gρ̄′∂1η2.

19



Therefore, applying curlA to (1.19)2 and then using the fact

curlA∆Au = ∆AcurlAu,

we get

∂tcurlA(ρ̄u)− µ∆AcurlAu− λm2∂1curlA∂1η

= gρ̄′∂1η2 − λm2curl∂1A∂1η + curlAt(ρ̄u). (2.43)

Let α be a multi-index. Applying ∂α to (2.43) yields

∂t∂
αcurlA(ρ̄u)− µ∂α∆AcurlAu− λm2∂1∂

αcurlA∂1η

= gρ̄′∂α∂1η2 − λm2∂αcurl∂1A∂1η + ∂αcurlAt(ρ̄u). (2.44)

(1) We take α = (i, 0) and 0 6 i 6 1. Multiply (2.44) by ∂i1curlAη in L2 and then using the
integral by parts, we have

d

dt

∫
∂i1curlA(ρ̄u)∂

i
1curlAηdy + λm2‖∂i1curlA∂1η‖20 =

4∑

j=1

Jj,i, (2.45)

where

J1,i :=

∫ (
∂i1curlA(ρ̄u)∂

i
1curlAu− gρ̄′∂i1η2∂

1+i
1 curlAη

)
dy,

J2,i :=

∫
(∂i1curlA(ρ̄u)∂

i
1curlAtη + ∂i1curlAt(ρ̄u)∂

i
1curlAη)dy,

J3,i :=− λm2

∫
(∂icurl∂1A∂1η∂

i
1curlAη + ∂i1curlA∂1η∂

i
1curl∂1Aη)dy,

J4,i :=µ

∫
∂i1∆AcurlAu∂

i
1curlAηdy.

Making use of (1.38), (2.5), (A.3) and the integral by parts, we have

J1,i .‖∂i1curlA(ρ̄u)‖0‖∂i1curlAu‖0 + ‖∂i1η2‖0‖∂1+i
1 curlAη‖0

.‖u‖22 + ‖η2‖i,0‖η‖1+i,1, (2.46)

J2,i .‖∇η‖2‖u‖22. (2.47)

and

J3,i 6c‖∇η‖2‖η‖21+i,1 +

{
0 for i = 0;

λm2
∫
curl∂1A∂1η∂

2
1curlAηdy for i = 1

6c‖∇η‖2‖η‖21+i,1. (2.48)

Next we turn to the estimate of J4,i.
Using the integral by parts, the boundary condition (1.27) and (2.19), we have

J4,i =

3∑

j=1

J4,i,j −
µ

2

d

dt
‖∇A∂

i
1curlAη‖20, (2.49)
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where

J4,i,1 :=µ

∫
∇A∂

i
1curlAη · ∇A∂

i
1curlAtηdy,

J4,i,2 :=µ

∫
∇A∂

i
1curlAη · ∇At∂

i
1curlAηdy,

J4,i,3 :=

{
0 for i = 0;

−µ
∫
∂1(AklAkn)∂ncurlAu · ∂l∂1curlAηdy for i = 1.

Exploiting (A.3) and (A.4), we easily get

3∑

j=1

J4,1,j . ‖η‖1,2‖∇η‖2‖u‖1,2.

In addition,

J4,0,1 =µ

∫
∇AcurlAη · ∇A(∂1η1∂2u1 + ∂1η2∂2u2 − ∂2η1∂1u1 − ∂2η2∂1u2)dy

6c‖∇η‖1‖(∂1η, ∂2η2)‖2‖∇u‖1 + µ

∫
(∇AcurlAη · (∇A(∂1∂2η1u1)

+∇∂1A(∂2η1u1)) + ∂1∇AcurlAη · ∇A(∂2η1u1))dy

.‖∇η‖1‖(∂1η, ∂2η2)‖2‖u‖2
and

J4,0,2 =µ

∫
(A1j∂jcurlAη(∂1curlAη∂2u2 − ∂2curlAη∂1u2)

+A2j∂jcurlAη(∂2curlAη∂1u1 − ∂1curlAη∂2u1))dy

.‖∇η‖1‖η‖1,2‖u‖2.
Thanks to the above three estimates and (2.10), we can infer from (2.49) that

J4,i 6 c‖η‖1,2‖∇η‖2‖u‖1,2 −
µ

2

d

dt
‖∇A∂

i
1curlAη‖20. (2.50)

Inserting the estimates (2.46)–(2.50) into (2.45), and then using the interpolation inequality
(A.2), we immediately obtain (2.41).

(2) Now we turn to the derivation of (2.42). Multiplying (2.43) by −∂22curlAη, and then using
the integral by parts, and the boundary conditions (1.25), (1.27) and ∂1curlAu|∂Ω = 0, we have

d

dt

(
µ

2
‖∇∂2curlAη‖2 −

∫
∂22curlAηcurlA(ρ̄u)dy

)
+ λm2‖∂2curlA∂1η‖20 =

9∑

j=5

Jj, (2.51)

where

J5 := −
∫

(gρ̄′∂2η2∂1∂2curlAη + curlA(ρ̄u)∂
2
2curlAu)dy,

J6 := −
∫

(curlAt(ρ̄u)∂
2
2curlAη + curlA(ρ̄u)∂

2
2curlAtη)dy,

J7 := λm2

∫
(curl∂1A∂1η∂

2
2curlAη − ∂2curlA∂1η∂2curl∂1Aη)dy,

J8 := µ

∫
∇∂2curlAη · ∇∂2curlAtηdy and J9 := µ

∫
(∆−∆A)curlAu∂

2
2curlAηdy.
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It is easy to see that





J5 . ‖∂2η2‖0‖η‖1,2 + ‖u‖1‖∇u‖2,
J6 . ‖∇η‖2‖∇u‖2‖u‖1 .

√
ED,

J7 . ‖∇η‖2‖η‖21,2 .
√
ED.

(2.52)

Obviously

J8 =− µ
d

dt

∫
∂22(∂1η1∂2η1)∂

2
2curlηdy + J̃8, (2.53)

where we have defined that

J̃8 :=µ

∫
(∂2∂1curlAη∂2∂1curlAη + ∂22curlÃη∂

2
2curlAtη)dy

+ µ

∫
∂22curlη∂

2
2(∂1η1∂2u1 + ∂1η2∂2u2 − ∂2η2∂1u2)dy

+ µ

∫
∂22curlη∂

2
2(∂1η1∂2u1)dy + µ

∫
∂22(∂1η1∂2η1)∂

2
2curludy.

Exploiting (2.4) and (A.3), we have

J̃8 . (‖η‖1,2 + ‖∂2η2‖2)‖∇η‖2‖∇u‖2 .
√
ED. (2.54)

The integral J9 can be rewritten as follows:

J9 :=µ

∫
∂22curlAη((1 + ∂2η2)∂1((∂1η2∂2 − ∂2η2∂1)curlAu)

+ (1 + ∂1η1)∂2((∂2η1∂1 − ∂1η1∂2)curlAu) + ∂1η2∂2(((1 + ∂2η2)∂1

− ∂1η2∂2)curlAu) + ∂2η1∂1(((1 + ∂1η1)∂2

− ∂2η1∂1)curlAu)− (∂1η1∂
2
2 + ∂2η2∂

2
1)curlAu)dy = J9,1 + J9,2, (2.55)

where

J9,1 :=µ

∫
∂22curlAη((1 + ∂2η2)(∂1(∂1η2∂2curlAu)− ∂2∂1η2∂1curlAu)

− ∂2η2(1 + ∂2η2)∂
2
1curlAu+ ∂2(∂2η1curl∂1Au)

+ ∂1η1∂2(∂2η1∂1curlAu)− (1 + ∂1η1)∂2(∂1η1∂2curlAu)

+ ∂1η2∂2(((1 + ∂2η2)∂1 − ∂1η2∂2)curlAu) + ∂2η1∂
2
1η1∂2curlAu

+ ∂1η1∂2η1∂2∂1curlAu+ ∂2η1∂2curl∂1Au− ∂2η1∂2∂1η1∂1curlAu

− (∂2η1)
2(curl∂2

1A
u+ curl∂1A∂1u)− (∂1η1∂

2
2 + ∂2η2∂

2
1)curlAu)dy,

J9,2 :=µ

∫
∂22curlAη(∂2(∂2η1curlA∂1u)− ∂2η2(1 + ∂2η2)curlA∂

2
1u

+ ∂2η1(∂2curlA∂1u− ∂2η1curlA∂
2
1u))dy.

We further rewrite the integral J9,2 as follows:

J9,2 :=J̃9,2 −
d

dt
I1, (2.56)
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where

J̃9,2 := µ

∫
((∂2η2(1 + ∂2η2)curlA∂

2
1η − ∂2(∂2η1curlA∂1η)− ∂2η1(∂2curlA∂1η

− ∂2η1curlA∂
2
1η))∂t∂

2
2curlAη − ∂22curlAη(∂2(curlA∂1η∂2u1

+ ∂2η1curlAt∂1η) + (∂2curlA∂1η − ∂2η1curlA∂
2
1η)∂2u1

+ ∂2η1(∂2curlAt∂1η − ∂2u1curlA∂
2
1η − ∂2η1curlAt∂

2
1η))dy.

It is easy to estimate that

J9,1 + J̃9,2 . (‖η‖1,2 + ‖∂2η2‖2)‖∇η‖2‖∇u‖2.

Inserting (2.56) into (2.55) and then using the above estimate, we get

J9 6 c
√
ED − d

dt
I1. (2.57)

Finally, putting (2.53) and (2.57) into (2.51), and then using the estimates (2.10), (2.52) and
(2.54), we arrive at (2.42). This completes the proof. �

2.4. Stabilizing estimates

Now we further establish the stabilizing estimates for E(∂i1η) and E(u) appearing in Lemmas
2.3–2.5.

Lemma 2.7. We have

‖η‖21+i,0 . −E(∂i1η) +
{
0 for i = 0, 1;

‖η‖42,1 for i = 2,
(2.58)

‖u‖21,0 . −E(u) + ‖∇η‖2‖u‖21. (2.59)

Proof. By virtue of the definition of mC, it is easy to see that

−g
∫
ρ̄′w2

2dy > −λ‖mC∂1w‖20 for any w ∈ H1
σ,

which, together with the stability condition |m| > mC, implies

‖w‖21,0 . λ(m2 −m2
C)‖∂1w‖20 . −E(w) for any w ∈ H1

σ. (2.60)

For applying the above estimate to η, we shall modify η. Let 0 6 i 6 2 be given. By Lemma
A.5, there exists a Bogovskii’s operator B : ∂i1divη ∈ L2 → H1

0 such that

divB(∂i1divη) = ∂i1divη and ‖B(∂i1divη)‖1 . ‖∂i1divη‖0. (2.61)

Now we use ∂i1η − B(∂i1divη) to rewrite E(∂i1η) as follows.

E(∂i1η) = E(∂i1η − B(∂i1divη)) + E(B(∂i1divη))−K1+i, (2.62)

where

K1+i := 2λm2

∫
∂1+i
1 η · ∂1B(∂i1divη)dy − 2g

∫
ρ̄′∂i1η2B(∂i1divη) · e2dy.
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Recalling ∂i1η − B(∂i1divη) ∈ H1
σ, we use (2.60) to get

‖∂i1η − B(∂i1divη)‖21,0 . −E(∂i1η − B(∂i1divη)),

which, together with (2.62) and Young’s inequality, gives

‖η‖2i+1,0 . E(B(∂i1divη))−E(∂i1η)−K1+i + ‖B(∂i1divη)‖21,0. (2.63)

Exploiting (2.61), we find that

E(B(∂i1divη))−K1+i + ‖B(∂i1divη)‖21,0
. ‖η‖1+i,0‖B(∂i1divη)‖1,0 + ‖η2‖i,0‖B(∂i1divη)‖0 + ‖B(∂i1divη)‖21,0
. (‖η‖1+i,0 + ‖η2‖i,0)‖divη‖i,0 + ‖divη‖2i,0.

Finally, putting the above estimate into (2.63), and then using (2.2), (2.10), (A.8) and Young’s
inequality, we get (2.58).

Similarly we can easily follow the argument of (2.58) with i = 0 to establish (2.59) by further
using the relation

divu = −divÃu (2.64)

and the estimate
‖divÃu‖0 . ‖∇η‖2‖u‖1.

This completes the proof. �

2.5. Stokes estimates

In this section, we use the regularity theory of the Stokes problem (with Navier boundary
condition) to derive the estimates of normal estimates of u and the equivalence estimates for E .

Lemma 2.8. For sufficiently small δ, we have

‖u‖i,2+j + ‖q‖i,1+j . ‖(∂21η, ut)‖i,j for 0 6 i+ j 6 1, (2.65)

E and ‖(∇η, u)‖22 are equivalent to each other, (2.66)

where the equivalent coefficients in (2.66) are independent of δ.

Proof. To begin with, we derive (2.65). By (2.19), (2.22)2 and (2.64), we have the following
Stokes problem





∂i1(∇q − µ∆u) = ∂i1(λm
2∂21η + gρ̄′η2e2 − ρ̄ut + Ge2 +N µ −∇Ãq),

∂i1divu = −∂i1div(ÃTu),

∂i1(u2, ∂2u1)|∂Ω = 0,

(2.67)

where i = 0, 1. By Remark A.5, we can apply the regularity estimate (A.34) to above Stokes
problem to get

‖u‖i,2+j + ‖q‖i,1+j . ‖(∂21η, η2, ut)‖i,j +K4, (2.68)

where 0 6 i+ j 6 1 and

K4 := ‖(G,N µ,∇Ãq, ÃTu)‖i,j + ‖div(ÃTu)‖i,1+j.
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It is easy to estimate that

‖G‖i,j . ‖G‖1 . ‖η2‖1 . ‖η‖2,0, (2.69)

‖∇Ãq‖i,j . ‖∇η‖2‖∇q‖i,j,
‖ÃTu‖i,j . ‖∇η‖2‖u‖i,j,
‖N µ‖i,j + ‖div(ÃTu)‖i,1+j

= ‖N µ‖i,j + ‖divÃu‖i,1+j . ‖∇η‖2‖∇u‖i,1+j,

where we shall use (2.10) and (2.14) in (2.69). Putting the above estimates into (2.68) yields the
desired estimate (2.65).

Next we turn to the derivation of (2.66). By (2.11), the Stokes estimate (2.65) with i = j = 0
and the definition of E , we easily see that

‖(∇η, u)‖22 . E . ‖(∇η, u)‖22 + ‖ut‖20. (2.70)

Obviously, to complete the proof, it suffices to prove that

‖ut‖0 . ‖η‖2,0 + ‖u‖2. (2.71)

To this end, we multiply (1.19)2 by ut in L
2 to obtain

‖√ρ̄ut‖20 =
∫
((λm2∂21η + (G + gρ̄′η2)e2 + µ∆Au) · ut +∇q · (AT

t u))dy =: K5. (2.72)

Making use of (2.3), (2.10), (2.65) and (A.8), we obtain

K5 .(‖η2‖0 + ‖η‖2,0 + ‖u‖2)‖ut‖0 + ‖∇u‖0‖u‖2‖∇q‖0
.(‖η‖2,0 + ‖u‖2 + ‖∇u‖0‖u‖2)‖ut‖0 + ‖η‖2,0‖u‖22.

Putting the above estimate into (2.72), and then using (1.38) and Young’s inequality, we arrive
at (2.71). This completes the proof. �

2.6. A priori stability estimates

Now we are in a position to establish the a priori stability estimate (1.31) under the assump-
tions (1.36)–(1.38).

We can derive from Lemmas 2.3–2.4 and the estimate (2.37) that there exist two different
constants c, such that for any sufficiently large χ > 1 (depending on µ and ρ̄), and for any
sufficiently small δ ∈ (0, 1] (independent of χ), the following tangential energy inequality holds:

d

dt
Etan + cDtan . χ

√
ED, (2.73)

where

Etan :=
∑

06i62

(∫
ρ̄∂i1η · ∂i1udy +

µ

2
‖∇∂i1η‖20

)

+ χ

(
‖√ρ̄u‖22,0 −

∑

06i62

E(∂i1η)

)
+ ‖√ρ̄ψ‖20 − E(u),

Dtan := χ‖u‖22,1 −
∑

06i62

E(∂i1η) + ‖ut‖21.
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Making use of Lemma 2.7, (2.11), (2.65) and Young’s inequality, we get, for any sufficiently
large χ and for any sufficiently small δ ∈ (0, χ−1),

‖η‖22,1 + ‖u‖22 + ‖ut‖20 + ‖q‖21 + χ‖(∂1η, u)‖22,0 . Etan . χE . (2.74)

and

‖∂1η‖22,0 + χ‖u‖22,1 + ‖ut‖21 . Dtan + ‖η‖42,1. (2.75)

Obviously,

‖curlη‖21,0 . ‖curlA∂1η‖20 + ‖η‖21,1‖∇η‖22,
‖curlη‖22,0 . ‖∂1curlA∂1η‖20 + ‖η‖22,1‖∇η‖22, (2.76)

‖∂2curlη‖21,0 . ‖∂2curlA∂1η‖20 + ‖η‖21,2‖∇η‖22.

Thanks to the above three estimates, we can further derive the total energy inequality from
Lemma 2.6 and (2.73):

d

dt
Ẽ + cD̃ . ‖η‖1,0‖η‖1,2 + ‖u‖1‖u‖3 + χ2

√
ED, (2.77)

where

Ẽ := I3 +
µ

2
‖(∇AcurlAη,∇A∂1curlAη,∇∂2curlAη)‖20 + χEtan,

D̃ := ‖curlη‖21,1 + χDtan,

I3 := I2 +

∫
(curlAηcurlA(ρ̄u)− ∂21curlAηcurlA(ρ̄u))dy.

Moreover, by (2.10), (2.15) and (2.75), it holds that, for any sufficiently small δ ∈ (0, χ−1),

D .‖η‖21,2 + ‖η2‖23 + ‖u‖23 + ‖q‖22 + χ(‖∂1η‖22,0
+ χ‖u‖22,1 + ‖ut‖21) . D̃. (2.78)

Noting that

‖curlη‖22 .‖∇η‖20 + ‖∇curlη‖21
.‖(∇η,∇AcurlAη,∇A∂1curlAη,∇∂2curlAη,∇ÃcurlAη,∇curlÃη,

∇Ã∂1curlAη,∇∂1curlÃη,∇∂2curlÃη)‖20
.‖(∇η,∇AcurlAη,∇A∂1curlAη,∇∂2curlAη)‖20 + ‖∇η‖42, (2.79)

thus, we get from (2.15) and the above estimate that

‖η‖23 . ‖(∇η,∇AcurlAη,∇A∂1curlAη,∇∂2curlAη)‖20.

In addition, it is easy to check that

|I3| . ‖∇η‖2‖u‖1 + ‖∇η‖32.

Exploiting (2.66), (2.74) and the above two estimates, we obtain that, for any sufficiently large
χ and for any sufficiently small δ,

E . ‖η‖23 + χ(‖u‖22 + ‖ut‖20 + ‖q‖21) . Ẽ . χ2E . χ2‖(∇η, u)‖22. (2.80)
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Using Young’s inequality, (2.78) and the last inequality (2.80), we further derive from (2.77)
with some sufficiently large χ that

d

dt
Ẽ + cD 6 0 for any sufficiently small δ, (2.81)

where Ẽ satisfies (2.80). Integrating the above inequality over (0, t), and then using (2.80), we
arrive at, for some c1 > 1,

E(t) +
∫ t

0

D(τ)dτ 6 c1‖(∇η0, u0)‖22. (2.82)

2.7. Decay-in-time estimates

This secretion is devoted to the derivation of decay-in-time estimate (1.32) under the addi-
tional a priori assumption (1.41).

Exploiting the integral by parts, we can derive from Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4 that, for i = 1, 2,

d

dt

(
〈t〉i

(∫
ρ̄∂i1η · ∂i1udy +

µ

2
‖∇∂i1η‖20 + γ

(
‖√ρ̄u‖2i,0 −E(∂i1η)

)))

+ c〈t〉i(γ‖u‖2i,1 −E(∂i1η)) . 〈t〉i−1(‖(∇∂i1η, ∂i−1
1 u)‖20 + γ(‖u‖2i,0 − E(∂i1η))) +K6, (2.83)

where γ > 1 is a sufficiently large constant (may depending on µ, g, λ, m, ρ̄ and Ω) and

K6 :=〈t〉2(‖∇η‖2‖η‖3,0(‖η2‖0 + ‖u‖1,2 + ‖q‖1,1) + ‖η‖22,1‖q‖1,1)
+ γ〈t〉3(‖η‖2,1(‖η2‖0 + ‖u‖1,2)‖u‖2,1 + ‖η‖2,1‖u‖1,2‖q‖1,1).

Making use of (2.58), (2.76) and (A.8), we further derive from (2.31) with i = 2, (2.41) with
α1 = 1 and (2.83) that

d

dt

(
ED + γ2〈t〉

∫
∂1curlAη∂1curlA (ρ̄u) dy

)
+ cDD

. γ(γ(‖η‖21,2 + ‖u‖22) + 〈t〉(‖(∇∂21η, ∂1u)‖20 + γ(‖u‖22,0 + ‖η‖23,0
+ ‖η‖1,0‖η‖2,1 + ‖u‖1‖u‖3))) + 〈t〉2(‖u‖22,0 + ‖η‖23,0) +K7, (2.84)

where

ED := γ

2∑

i=1

(
〈t〉i
(∫

ρ̄∂i1η · ∂i1udy +
µ

2
‖∇∂i1η‖20 + γ

(
‖√ρ̄u‖2i,0 − E(∂i1η)

)))

+ 〈t〉3
(
‖√ρ̄u‖22,0 − E(∂21η)

)
+ γ2〈t〉µ‖∇A∂1curlAη‖20/2,

DD := γ

2∑

i=1

〈t〉i(γ‖u‖2i,1 + ‖η‖21+i,0) + 〈t〉3‖u‖22,1 + γ2〈t〉‖curlη‖22,0,

K7 := (1 + γ)K6 + γ2〈t〉‖∇η‖2(‖η‖22,1 + ‖η‖1,2‖u‖1,2 + ‖u‖22) + γ〈t〉2‖η‖42,1.

Following the argument of (2.79), we have

‖curlη‖21,1 .‖∇η‖21,0 + ‖∇curlη‖21,0
.‖(∇∂1η,∇A∂1curlAη,∇Ã∂1curlAη,∇∂1curlÃη)‖20
.‖(∇∂1η,∇A∂1curlAη)‖20 + ‖η‖21,2‖∇η‖22,

27



which, together with (2.15), implies that

‖η‖21,2 . ‖(∇∂1η,∇A∂1curlAη)‖20.
Thanks to (2.15), (2.58), (A.8) and the above estimate, we easily further see that, for any given
sufficiently large γ,





〈t〉‖∂22η‖21,0 + 〈t〉2‖∂2∂1η‖21,0 + 〈t〉3‖∂1η‖22,0
−c(1 + γ2)〈t〉3‖η‖42,1 . ED . γ2〈t〉3‖(∇η, u)‖20,
γ2〈t〉‖∂1η‖21,1 + γ〈t〉2‖∂1η‖22,0 + (γ2〈t〉2 + 〈t〉3)‖∂1u‖21,1 . DD.

(2.85)

In addition, ∣∣∣∣
∫
∂1curlAη∂1curlA (ρ̄u) dy

∣∣∣∣ . ‖η‖1,1‖∇u‖1.

Thus integrating (2.84) with some sufficiently large γ over (0, t) and then using (2.82), (2.85),
the above estimate and Young’s inequality, we arrive at, for any sufficiently small δ,

〈t〉‖∂22η‖21,0 + 〈t〉2‖∂2∂1η‖21,0 + 〈t〉3‖∂1η‖22,0

+

∫ t

0

(〈τ〉‖∂2∂1η‖21,0 + 〈τ〉2‖∂1η‖22,0 + 〈τ〉3‖∂1u‖21,1)dτ

. ‖(∇η0, u0)‖22 + 〈t〉3‖η‖42,1 +
∫ t

0

(〈τ〉‖u‖1‖u‖3 +K7)dτ. (2.86)

It is easy see from (2.36) and (2.37) that, for any sufficiently large α (may depending on µ,
g, λ, m, ρ̄ and Ω),

d

dt
(α〈t〉2‖∇Au‖20 + 〈t〉3(‖ψ‖20 − E(u))) + c(α〈t〉2‖ut‖20 + 〈t〉3‖ut‖21)

. α〈t〉‖∇Au‖20 + 〈t〉2(α(‖η‖22,0 + ‖u‖32 + ‖u‖22‖q‖1)
+ E(u) + ‖u · ∇Au‖20) + 〈t〉3(‖η‖2,0 + ‖u‖2)‖u‖22. (2.87)

Integrating the resulting inequality over (0, t) yields

〈t〉2‖∇Au‖20 + 〈t〉3(‖ut‖20 −E(u)) + c

∫ t

0

(α〈τ〉2‖uτ‖20 + 〈τ〉3‖uτ‖21)dτ

. α‖∇A0u0‖21 + E(u0) + ‖ψ0‖20 + 〈t〉3‖u · ∇Au‖20 +
∫ t

0

(α〈τ〉‖∇Au‖20 + 〈τ〉2(α(‖η‖22,0
+ ‖u‖32 + ‖u‖22‖q‖1) + E(u) + ‖u · ∇Au‖20) + 〈τ〉3(‖η‖22,0 + ‖u‖2)‖u‖22)dτ,

. α‖(∇η0, u0)‖22 + 〈t〉3‖u‖42 +
∫ t

0

(〈τ〉‖u‖21 + 〈τ〉2(α(‖η‖22,0
+ ‖u‖32 + ‖u‖22‖q‖1) + ‖u‖21) + 〈τ〉3(‖η‖2,0 + ‖u‖2)‖u‖22)dτ, (2.88)

where we have used (1.38), (2.66) and (A.3) in the last inequality above. Exploiting (1.38),
(2.59), (2.65) and Young’s inequality, we further derive from (2.88) with some sufficiently large
α that

〈t〉3(‖u‖22 + ‖q‖21 + ‖ut‖20) + c

∫ t

0

(〈τ〉‖u‖23 + 〈τ〉2(‖u‖21,2 + ‖q‖21,1) + 〈τ〉3‖uτ‖21)dτ

. ‖(∇η0, u0)‖22 + 〈t〉3‖η‖22,0

+

∫ t

0

(
〈τ〉‖η‖22,1 + 〈τ〉2‖η‖23,0 + 〈τ〉3(‖η‖22,0 + ‖u‖2)‖u‖22

)
dτ.
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Finally, using (2.10) and Young’s inequality, we further derive from (2.82), (2.86) and the
above inequality that

E(t) + c

∫ t

0

D(τ)dτ .‖(∇η0, u0)‖22 + 〈t〉3‖η‖42,1 +
∫ t

0

(K7 + 〈τ〉3(‖η‖22,0 + ‖u‖2)‖u‖22))dτ,

which together with (1.38), (1.41) and Young’s inequality, yields

E(t) +

∫ t

0

D(τ)dτ 6 c2‖(∇η0, u0)‖22, (2.89)

see (1.28) and (1.29) for the definitions of E and D.
Now we sum up the a priori estimates (2.82) and (2.89) as follows.

Proposition 2.1. Let (η, u, q) be a solution to the transformed MRT problem (1.19) and (1.24),
and satisfy (1.36)–(1.38). If m and ρ̄ satisfy the assumptions in Theorem 1.1, there exists a
constant δ1, depending on µ, λ, m, g, ρ̄ and Ω, such that the solution (η, u, q) enjoys the a prior
estimates (2.82) and (2.89) for any δ 6 δ1.

2.8. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Now we state the local well-posedness result for the transformed MRT problem.

Proposition 2.2. Let b > 0 be a constant and γ > 0 the same constant in Lemma A.6. Assume
that ρ̄ satisfies (1.6), (η0, u0) ∈ H3

s×H2
s , ‖(∇η0, u0)‖2 6 b and divA0u0 = 0, where A0 := (∇ζ0)−T

and ζ0 = η0 + y. Then, there is a sufficiently small constant δ2 6 γ/2, such that if η0 satisfies

‖∇η0‖2 6 δ2,

the transformed MRT problem (1.19) and (1.24) admits a unique local-in-time classical solution
(η, u, q) ∈ C0(IT ,H3

s )× UT × (C0(IT , H
1) ∩ L2

TH
2) for some T > 0. Moreover, (η, u) satisfies1

supt∈IT
‖∇η‖2 6 2δ2.

Here δ2 and T may depend on µ, g, λ, m, ρ̄ and Ω, while T further depends on b.

Proof. The proof of Proposition 2.2 will be provided in Section 4. �

Remark 2.2. If the initial data (η0, u0) in Proposition 2.2 additionally satisfies det(∇η0+I) = 1

and (ρ̄η01)Ω = (ρ̄u01)Ω = 0, then (η, u) ∈ H̃
1,3
γ,T × 0UT .

Thanks to the priori estimate (2.82) and Proposition 2.2, we can easily establish the global
solvability in Theorem 1.1. Next, we briefly describe the proof.

Let (η0, u0) satisfy the assumptions in Theorem 1.1,

‖(∇η0, u0)‖2 6 δ/
√
2, δ = min {δ1, δ2} /

√
c3 and c3 = c1 + c2 > 1,

where c1 and c2 are the same constants in (2.82) and (2.89), resp.. By virtue of Proposition 2.2
and Remark 2.2, there exists a unique local solution (η, u, q) to the transformed MRT problem
(1.19) and (1.24) with a maximal existence time Tmax, which satisfies

1 Here the uniqueness means that if there is another solution (ũ, η̃, q̃) ∈ C0(IT ,H3
s ) × UT × (C0(IT , H

1) ∩
L2
TH

2) satisfying 0 < inf(y,t)∈ΩT
det(∇η̃ + I), then (η̃, ũ, q̃) = (η, u, q) by virtue of the smallness condition

“supt∈IT
‖∇η‖2 6 2δ2”. In addition, we have, by the fact “supt∈IT

‖∇η‖2 6 γ” and Lemma A.6,

inf(y,t)∈ΩT
det(∇η + I) > 1/4.
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• for any a ∈ ITmax, the solution (η, u, q) belongs to H̃1,3
γ,a × 0Ua × (C0(Ia, H

1) ∩ L2
aH

2),
supt∈Ia ‖∇η‖2 6 2δ2;

• lim supt→Tmax ‖∇η(t)‖2 > δ2 or lim supt→Tmax ‖(∇η, u)(t)‖2 = ∞, if Tmax <∞.

Let

T ∗ := sup{τ ∈ ITmax | ‖(∇η, u)(t)‖22 + 〈t〉2(‖η(t)‖22,1 + ‖u(t)‖22) 6 c3δ
2 for any t 6 τ}.

It is easy to see that the definition of T ∗ makes sense. Thus, to show the existence of a global
solution, it suffices to verify T ∗ = ∞. We shall prove this fact by contradiction below.

Assume T ∗ <∞, then, by Proposition 2.2,

T ∗ ∈ (0, Tmax) (2.90)

and
(‖(∇η, u)(t)‖22 + 〈t〉2(‖η‖22,1 + ‖u‖22))|t=T ∗ = c3δ

2.

Noting that
supIT∗

(‖(∇η, u)(t)‖2 + 〈t〉2(‖η‖22,1 + ‖u‖22)) 6 c3δ
2 6 δ1, (2.91)

thus, using (2.91) and a standard regularization method, we can follow the same arguments as
in the derivation of (2.82) and (2.89) to verify that

E(t) + E(t) +

∫ T ∗

0

(D(τ) +D(τ))dτ 6 c3‖(∇η0, u0)‖22 6 c3δ
2/2.

In particular,

supt∈IT∗
(‖(∇η, u)(t)‖2 + 〈t〉2(‖η‖22,1 + ‖u‖22)) 6 c3δ

2/2. (2.92)

By (2.90), (2.92) and the strong continuity (∇η, u) ∈ C0([0, Tmax), H2), there exists T̃ ∈
(T ∗, Tmax) such that

supt∈IT̃
(‖(∇η, u)(t)‖22 + 〈t〉‖η‖21,2 + 〈t〉2(‖η‖22,1 + ‖u‖22)) 6 c3δ

2,

which contradicts with the definition of T ∗. Hence, T ∗ = ∞ and thus Tmax = ∞. This completes
the proof of the existence of a global solution. The uniqueness of the global solution is obvious due
to the uniqueness result of the local solutions in Proposition 2.2 and the fact supt>0 ‖∇η‖2 6 2δ2.

To complete the proof of Theorem 1.1, we have to show that the solution (η, u, q) satisfies the
properties (1.31)–(1.33). Recalling the derivation of (2.82) and (2.89), we easily verify that the
global solution (η, u) enjoys (1.31) and (1.32) by a standard regularization method. Hence next
it suffices to show (1.33).

From (1.32) we get

∂1η(t) → 0 in H2 as t→ ∞ (2.93)

and
∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

udτ

∥∥∥∥
2

.

∫ t

0

‖u‖2dτ .

√
‖∇η0‖22 + ‖u0‖22 (2.94)
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for any t > 0. Due to (2.94), there are a subsequence {tn}∞n=1 and some function η∞1 ∈ H2, such
that ∫ tn

0

u1dτ → η∞1 − η01 weakly in H2.

Utilizing (1.19)1, (1.32), and the weakly lower semi-continuity, we conclude

‖η1(t)− η∞1 ‖2 6 lim inf
tn→∞

∥∥∥∥
∫ tn

t

u1dτ

∥∥∥∥
2

.
√
‖η0‖22,1 + ‖u0‖22 lim inf

tn→∞

∫ tn

t

〈τ〉−3/2dτ

.

√
‖∇η0‖22 + ‖u0‖22〈t〉−1/2,

which, combined with (2.93), yields (1.33) holds and that η∞1 depends on y2 only. This completes
the proof of Theorem 1.1.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

The existence of RT instability solutions had been widely investigated, see [19, 30] for ex-
amples. In particular, Jiang et.al. proved the the existence of RT instability solutions for the
stratified incompressible viscous resistive MHD fluids with Dirichlet boundary conditions on the
both of upper and lower boundaries of a slab domain [30]. We can easily establish the instability
result of the transformed MRT problem in Theorem 1.2 by following the proof frame in [30]. Next
we briefly sketch the proof for the completeness. In what follows, the fixed positive constant cIi
for i > 1 may depend on µ, g, λ, m, ρ̄ and the domain Ω.

To being with, we introduce the instability result for the linearized MRT problem under the
instability condition |m| ∈ [0, mC).

Proposition 3.1. Let µ > 0 and ρ̄ satisfy (1.6) and (1.7). If |m| ∈ [0, mC), then the zero
solution is unstable to the linearized MRT problem






ηt = u,

ρ̄ut +∇q − µ∆u = λm2∂21η + gρ̄′η2e2,

divu = 0,

(η2, ∂2η1, u2, ∂2u1)|∂Ω = 0.

(3.1)

That is, there is an unstable solution (η, u, q) := eΛt(w/Λ, w, β) to the above problem (3.1), where

(w, β) ∈ 0H3
s ×H2

solves the boundary-value problem




Λ2ρ̄w + Λ∇β − Λµ∆w = m2∂21w + gρ̄′w2e2,

divw = 0,

(w2, ∂2w1)|∂Ω = 0.

with some growth rate Λ > 0, where Λ satisfies

E(v) 6 Λ2‖√ρ̄v‖20 + Λµ‖∇v‖20 for any v ∈ H1
σ. (3.2)
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In addition,

∫
ρ̄′|w2|2dy‖wi‖0‖∂1wi‖0‖∂2wi‖0 6= 0 for i = 1, 2. (3.3)

Proof. We can use the modified variational method as in [30, Proposition 3.1] and Lemma A.11
to easily verify Proposition 3.1, and thus omit the trivial proof. �

Then we follow the derivation of a priori stability estimate (2.82) in Section 2.6 with some
slight modifications to establish the following Gronwall-type energy inequality for the solutions
of the transformed MRT problem.

Proposition 3.2. Let Λ > 0 be the same as in Proposition 3.1 and (η, u, q) be the local solution
constructed by Proposition 2.2 with initial condition (η0, u0) ∈ 0H3,s

1,γ × 0H2
s . There are two

constants δI1 and cI1 > 0, such that if ‖(∇η, u)‖2 6 δI1 in some time interval IT̃ ⊂ IT where IT is
the existence time interval of (η, u, q), then (η, u, q) satisfies the Gronwall-type energy inequality:
for any t ∈ IT̃ ,

E(t) + c

∫ t

0

D(τ)dτ 6cI1

(
‖(∇η0, u0)‖22 +

∫ t

0

‖(η2, u2)(τ)‖20dτ
)
, (3.4)

where the constants δI1 may depend on µ, g, λ, m, ρ̄ and Ω.

Proof. Let (η, u, q) be the local solution constructed by Proposition 2.2. Then (η, u) ∈ H̃
1,3
γ,T ×

0UT . We further assume

‖(∇η, u)‖22 6 δ ∈ (0, 1] for any t ∈ IT̃ ⊂ IT .

Recalling the derivation of (2.81) and using the regularity of (η, u, q), we easily verify that,
for sufficiently small δ,

d

dt
Ξ + cD . ‖(η2, u2)‖22,0, (3.5)

where Ξ has been defined by Ẽ with g = 0 and satisfies

Ξ, E and ‖(∇η, u)‖22 are equivalent to each other. (3.6)

It should be noted that the equivalent coefficients in (3.6) are independent of δ.
By the interpolation inequality (A.2), we have, for any ε ∈ (0, 1],

‖χ2‖k,0 .
{
ε−1‖χ2‖0 + ε‖χ2‖2 for k = 1;

ε−1‖χ2‖1,0 + ε‖χ2‖1,2 for k = 2,
(3.7)

where χ = η or u. Therefore, with the help of (3.6)–(3.7), we easily deduce (3.4) from (3.5) for
sufficiently small δ. The proof is complete. �

For any given δ > 0, let
(ηa, ua, qa) = δeΛt(η̃0, ũ0, q̃0), (3.8)

32



where (η̃0, ũ0, q̃0) := (w/Λ, w, β), and (w, β,Λ) is given by Proposition 3.1. Then (ηa, ua, qa) is
also a solution to the linearized MRT problem (3.1), and enjoys the estimate: for j > 0,

‖∂jt (ηa, ua)‖3 + ‖∂jt qa‖2 = ΛjδeΛt(‖(η̃0, ũ0)‖3 + ‖q̃0‖2) . ΛjδeΛt. (3.9)

In addition, we have by (3.3) that

‖ρ̄′χ2‖0‖χi‖0‖∂1χi‖0‖∂2χi‖0 > 0, (3.10)

where χ = η̃0 or ũ0, and i = 1, 2.
Since the initial data of the solution (ηa, ua, qa) to the linearized MRT problem may not satisfy

the necessary compatibility conditions required by initial data of the corresponding nonlinear
transformed MRT problem. So, we shall modify the initial data of the linearized problem as in
[30, Proposition 5.1], such that the modified initial data approximates the original initial data of
the linearized problem, and satisfies the compatibility conditions for the corresponding nonlinear
problem.

Proposition 3.3. Let (η̃0, ũ0) := (w/Λ, w) be the same as in (3.8). There is a constant δI2 ∈
(0, 1], such that for any δ ∈ (0, δI2], there exists (ηr, ur) ∈ 0H3

s enjoying the following properties:

(1) The modified initial data

(ηδ0, u
δ
0) := δ(η̃0, ũ0) + δ2(ηr, ur)

belongs to 0H3,s
1,γ × 0H3

s and satisfies the compatibility condition

divAδ
0
uδ0 = 0 in Ω,

where Aδ
0 is defined as A with ηδ0 in place of η.

(2) Uniform estimate:

‖(ηr, ur)‖3 6 cI2, (3.11)

where the positive constant cI2 is independent of δ.

Proof. Thanks to Lemma A.11 and Remark A.4, we can easily establish Proposition 3.3 by
following the argument of [30, Proposition 5.1], and thus omit the trivial proof. �

Let (ηδ0, u
δ
0) ∈ 0H3,s

1,γ × 0H3
s be constructed by Proposition 3.3,

cI3 = ‖(η̃0, ũ0)‖3 + cI2 > 0 (3.12)

and

δ0 =
1

2cI3
min

{
γ, δI1, δ2, 2c

I
3δ

I
2

}
6 1. (3.13)

From now on, we assume that δ 6 δ0. Since δ 6 δI2 , we can use Proposition 3.3 to construct
(ηδ0, u

δ
0) that satisfies

‖(ηδ0, uδ0)‖3 6 cI3δ 6 δ2.
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By Proposition 2.2, there exists a unique solution (η, u, q) of the transformed MRT problem

(1.19) and (1.24) with initial value (ηδ0, u
δ
0) in place of (η0, u0), where (η, u, q) ∈ H̃1,3

γ,τ × 0Uτ ×
(C0(Iτ , H

1) ∩ L2
τH

2) for any τ ∈ ITmax and Tmax denotes the maximal time of existence.
Let ǫ0 ∈ (0, 1] be a constant, which will be given in (3.42). We define

T δ := Λ−1ln(ǫ0/δ) > 0, i.e. δeΛT
δ

= ǫ0, (3.14)

T ∗ := sup

{
t ∈ ITmax

∣∣∣∣ supτ∈[0,t)

√
‖η(τ)‖23 + ‖u(τ)‖22 6 2cI3δ0

}
, (3.15)

T ∗∗ := sup
{
t ∈ ITmax

∣∣ supτ∈[0,t) ‖η(τ)‖0 6 2cI3δe
Λτ
}
. (3.16)

Since

√
‖η(t)‖23 + ‖u(t)‖22

∣∣∣∣
t=0

=
√
‖ηδ0‖23 + ‖uδ0‖22 6 cI3δ < 2cI3δ, (3.17)

we have T ∗ > 0, T ∗∗ > 0. Obviously,

T ∗ = Tmax = ∞ or T ∗ < Tmax, (3.18)

‖η(T ∗∗)‖0 = 2cI3δe
ΛT ∗∗

, if T ∗∗ < Tmax, (3.19)
√

‖η(T ∗)‖23 + ‖u(T ∗)‖22 = 2cI3δ0, if T
∗ < Tmax. (3.20)

From now on, we define
Tmin := min{T δ, T ∗, T ∗∗}.

Noting that supt∈[0,Tmin)

√
‖η(t)‖23 + ‖u(t)‖22 6 δI1 , thus, by Proposition 3.2, (η, u, q) enjoys the

Gronwall-type energy inequality (3.4) for any t ∈ ITmin. Making use of this fact, (3.15)–(3.17),
Lemma A.6 and the condition ‖η‖3 6 γ, we see that, for any t ∈ [0, Tmin),

E(t) + c

∫ t

0

D(τ)dτ 6 cI4δ
2e2Λt (3.21)

and
∥∥∥∥
∫ η2

0

(η2 − z) ρ̄′′(y2 + z)dz

∥∥∥∥
L1

6 (cI4δe
Λt)2. (3.22)

Next we further establish the estimates for the errors between (η, u) and (ηa, ua) as in [30,
Proposition 6.1].

Proposition 3.4. Let (ηd, ud, qd) = (η, u, q)− (ηa, ua, qa), then there is a constant cI5, such that
for any δ ∈ (0, δ0] and for any t ∈ ITmin,

‖(ρ̄′χd, χd)‖X + ‖udt ‖0 6 cI5
√
δ3e3Λt, (3.23)

‖(Aik∂kχj − ∂iχ
a
j )(t)‖L1 6 cI5

√
δ3e3Λt, (3.24)

where i, j = 1, 2, χ = η or u, X =W 1,1 or H1, and cI5 is independent of Tmin.
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Proof. Let K1 = K1
L +K1

N,

K1
L = λm2∂21η

a + gρ̄′ηa2e2 + µ∆ua

and

K1
N = ∇η(λm2∂21η

a + gρ̄′ηa2e2) + ρ̄∇uua + µ∇η∆ua +∇Ãq
a −∇η∇qa.

It is easy to see that (ηa, ua, qa) satisfies that




ηat = ua,

ρ̄(∇ζua)t +∇Aq
a = K1,

divA(∇ζua) = divua = 0,

(X2, ∂2X1)|∂Ω = 0,

(3.25)

where ζ := η + y, and X = ηa, ua or ∇ζua. Subtracting the both of the transformed MRT
problem and the above problem, we get





ηdt = ud,

ρ̄ūdt +∇Aq
d − µ∆Au =: K2,

divAū
d = divAu = 0,

(Y2, ∂2Y1)|∂Ω = 0,

(ηd, ud)|t=0 = δ2(ηr, ur),

(3.26)

where ūd := u−∇ζua, K2 = λm2∂21η +Gηe2 −K1, and Y = ηd, ud or ūd.
Let Φ = ūdt − u · ∇Aū

d,

II1 =

∫
((µAil∂l(Aik∂ku) + ρ̄u · ∇Aū

d +K2 + ρ̄Φ) · (u · ∇AΦ)− ∂t(ρ̄u · ∇Aū
d) · Φ)dy

and

II2 =

∫
(K2

t · Φ− µ∂t(AilAik∂ku) · ∂lΦ)dy.

Following the argument of (4.7) in Section 4, we can deduce from (3.26)2–(3.26)4 with X = ūd

and the boundary conditions of (η, u) that

1

2

d

dt
‖√ρ̄Φ‖20 = II1 + II2 . (3.27)

Obviously the integral II2 can be rewritten as follows:

II2 :=
1

2

d

dt
E(ud)− µ‖∇udt ‖20 + ĨI2 , (3.28)

where

ĨI2 =

∫
(µ∂t(AilAik∂ku) · ∂l(u · ∇Aū

d + ∂t(∇ηua))

− (λm2∂21u+ gρ̄′(η2 + y2)u2e2 −K1
t ) · (u · ∇Aū

d

+ ∂t(∇ηua))− µ∂t(ÃilAik∂ku+ Ãlk∂ku) · ∂ludt
+ (g(ρ̄′(η2 + y2)− ρ̄′(y2))u2e2 − ∂tK1

N) · udt )dy,
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Putting (3.28) into (3.27) yields

1

2

d

dt
(‖√ρ̄Φ‖20 − E(ud)) + µ

∫ t

0

‖∇udτ‖20dτ = II1 + ĨI2 . (3.29)

Integrating the above identity in time from 0 to t, we get

‖√ρ̄Φ‖20 −E(ud) + 2µ

∫ t

0

‖∇Au
d
τ‖20dτ

= ‖√ρ̄Φ|t=0‖20 − E(ud|t=0) + 2

∫ t

0

(II1 + ĨI2 )(τ)dτ. (3.30)

Making use of (3.9), (3.21), the fact δeΛt 6 1 and the initial condition ud(0) = δ2ur in (3.26)5,
we easily estimate that

‖√ρ̄udt ‖20 = ‖√ρ̄Φ‖20 − ‖√ρ̄(u · ∇Aū
d + ∂t(∇ηua))‖20

+ 2

∫
ρ̄(u · ∇Aū

d + ∂t(∇ηua)) · udt dy 6 ‖√ρ̄Φ‖20 + δ3e3Λt, (3.31)

‖√ρ̄Φ|t=0‖20 . ‖udt |t=0‖20 + δ3e3Λt, (3.32)

E(ud|t=0) . δ4‖ur‖21 . δ3e3Λt, (3.33)
∫ t

0

(II1 + ĨI2 )(τ)dτ . δ3e3Λt. (3.34)

Next we shall estimate for ‖udt |t=0‖20. Noting that

divudt = −div∂t(ÃTu)

and
ρ̄udt = µ∆ud + λm2∂21η

d + gρ̄′ηd2e2 +N µ + Ge2 −∇q −∇Ãq

(see (2.22) for the definition of N µ), thus, multiplying the above identity by udt in L2, and then
using the integration by parts, we have

∫
ρ̄|udt |2dy =

∫ (
µ∆ud + λm2∂21η

d + gρ̄′ηd2e2 +N µ + Ge2 −∇Ãq

)
· udt dy

+

∫
∇qd∂t(ÃTu)dy.

Thus we immediately derive from the above estimate that

‖udt ‖20 . ‖(ηd, ud)‖22 + δ3e3Λt,

which, together with the initial data (3.26)5, implies that

‖udt |t=0‖20 . δ3e3Λt. (3.35)

Consequently, putting (3.31)–(3.35) into (3.30) yields

‖√ρ̄udt ‖20 + 2µ

∫ t

0

‖∇Au
d
τ‖20dτ 6 E(ud) + cδ3e3Λt. (3.36)
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Since ud does not satisfies the divergence-free condition (i.e., divud = 0), thus we can not use
(3.2) to deal with E(ud). To overcome this trouble, we consider the following Stokes problem

{
∇̟ −∆ũ = 0, divũ = divu = −divÃu,

(ũ2, ∂2ũ1)|∂Ω = 0.

Then there exists a solution (ũ, ̟) ∈ H2
s × H1 to the above Stokes problem for given (η, u) by

Lemma A.11. Moreover,
‖ũ‖2 . ‖divÃu‖1 . δ2e2Λt. (3.37)

It is easy to check that vd := ud − ũ ∈ H2
σ.

Now, we can apply (3.2) to E(vd), and get

E(vd) 6 Λ2‖vd‖20 + Λµ‖∇vd‖20,

which, together with (3.37), immediately implies

E(ud) 6 Λ2‖√ρ̄ud‖20 + Λµ‖∇ud‖20 + cδ3e3Λt.

Inserting it into (3.36), we arrive at

‖√ρ̄udt ‖20 + 2µ

∫ t

0

‖∇Au
d
τ‖20dτ 6 Λ2‖√ρ̄ud‖20 + Λµ‖∇ud‖20 + cδ3e3Λt. (3.38)

In addition,

∫ t

0

‖∇udτ‖20dτ 6

∫ t

0

(‖∇Au
d
τ‖20 + ‖Ã‖2‖udτ‖21)dτ 6

∫ t

0

‖∇Au
d
τ‖20dτ + cδ3e3Λt.

Putting the above estimate into (3.38) yields that

‖√ρ̄udt ‖20 + 2µ

∫ t

0

‖∇udτ‖20dτ 6 Λ2‖√ρ̄ud‖20 + Λµ‖∇ud‖20 + cδ3e3Λt. (3.39)

Then we can further deduce from the above estimate that

‖ud‖21 + ‖udt ‖20 . δ3e3Λt. (3.40)

We turn to derive the error estimate for ηd. It follows from (3.26)1 that

d

dt
‖ηd‖21 . ‖ud‖1‖ηd‖1.

Therefore, using (3.40) and the initial condition “ηd|t=0 = δ2ηr” in (3.26)5, it follows that

‖ηd‖1 .
∫ t

0

‖ud‖1dτ + δ2‖ηr‖1 .
√
δ3e3Λt. (3.41)

Noting that H1 →֒ W 1,1, then we can derive (3.23) from (3.40) and (3.41). Finally, it is easy to
see that

‖(Aik∂kχj − ∂iχ
a
j)(t)‖L1 . ‖Ãik∂kχj‖L1 + ‖∂iχd

j (t)‖L1 .
√
δ3e3Λt,

which yields (3.24). This completes the proof of Proposition 3.4. �
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Let

̟ := min
χ=η̃0,ũ0

{
‖χ1‖L1, ‖∂1χ1‖L1 , ‖∂2χ1‖L1, ‖χ2‖L1 , ‖ρ̄′χ0

2‖L1, ‖∂1χ2‖L1 , ‖∂2χ2‖L1

}
.

Then ̟ > 0 by (3.10).
Now defining

ǫ0 = min

{(
cI3
2cI5

)2

,
cI3δ0
cI4

,
̟2

4(cI5 + |cI4|2)2
, 1

}
> 0, (3.42)

we claim that
T δ = Tmin = min

{
T δ, T ∗, T ∗∗

}
6= T ∗ or T ∗∗, (3.43)

which can be shown by contradiction as follows.

(1) If Tmin = T ∗∗, then T ∗∗ < Tmax by (3.18). Noting that
√
ǫ0 6 cI3/2c

I
5, we see that by (3.8),

(3.12), (3.14) and (3.23),

‖η(T ∗∗)‖0 6 ‖ηa(T ∗∗)‖0 + ‖ηd(T ∗∗)‖0
6 δeΛT

∗∗

(cI3 + cI5
√
δeΛT ∗∗) 6 δeΛT

∗∗

(cI3 + cI5
√
ǫ0)

6 3cI3δe
ΛT ∗∗

/2 < 2cI3δe
ΛT ∗∗

,

which contradicts to (3.19). Hence Tmin 6= T ∗∗.

(2) If Tmin = T ∗, then T ∗ < T ∗∗. Recalling ǫ0 6 cI3δ0/c
I
4, we deduce from (3.21) that for any

t ∈ ITmin, √
‖η(t)‖23 + ‖u(t)‖22 6 cI4δe

ΛT δ

6 cI3δ0 < 2cI3δ0,

which contradicts (3.20). Hence Tmin 6= T ∗.

Since T δ satisfies (3.43), the inequalities (3.23)–(3.24) hold to t = T δ. Using this fact, (3.8),
(3.14), (3.22) and the condition ǫ0 6 ̟2/4(cI5+ |cI4|2)2, we find the following instability relations:
for i, j = 1, 2,

‖Aik∂kχj(T
δ)‖L1 >‖∂iχa

j(T
δ)‖L1 − ‖Aik∂kχj(T

δ)− ∂iχ
a
j(T

δ)‖L1

>δeΛT
δ

(‖∂iχ̃0
j‖L1 − cI5

√
δeΛT δ) > ǫ := ̟ǫ0/2

and

‖ρ̄− ρ̄(χ2(y, T
δ) + y2)‖L1

> ‖ρ̄′χa
2(T

δ)‖L1 − ‖ρ̄′χd
2(T

δ)‖L1

−
∥∥∥∥∥

∫ χ2(y,T δ)

0

(
χ2(y, (T

δ))− z
)
ρ̄′′(y2 + z)dz

∥∥∥∥∥
L1

> δeΛT
δ

(‖ρ̄′χ̃0
2‖L1 − cI5

√
δeΛT δ − (cI4)

2δeΛT
δ

) > ̟ǫ0/2,

where χ = η or u. Similarly, we can also verify that (η, u) satisfies the rest instability relations
in (1.42) by using (3.23). This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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4. Local well-posedness

This section is devoted to the proof of the local well-posedness results in Propositions 2.2. To
begin with we shall establish the existence of strong solutions to the following linear initial value
problem: 





ρ̄ut +∇Aq − µ∆Au = f,

divAu = 0,

u|t=0 = u0,

(u2, ∂2u1)|∂Ω = 0,

(4.1)

where µ > 0, (η0, u0, w) are given,

A = (∇ζ)−T and ζ = y + η0 +

∫ t

0

wdy, (4.2)

In what follows, we shall use the following notations.

∗X = the dual space of X, < ·, · >∗X,X denotes the dual product,

GT := {f ∈ C0(IT , L
2) | (f, ft) ∈ L2

TH
1 × L2

T
∗H1},

‖v‖UT
:=

√
‖v‖2

C0(IT ,H2)
+ ‖vt‖2C0(IT ,L2)

+
∑

06j61

‖∂jt v‖2L2
TH2(1−j)+1 ,

a .0 b means a 6 c0b, A .L B means A 6 cLB,

where X denotes a Banach space, c0 a generic positive constant at most depending on the domain
Ω, and cL a generic positive constant depending on µ, λ, m, ρ̄ and Ω, and may vary from line to
line (if not stated explicitly).

Proposition 4.1. Let B > 0, δ > 0, (η0, u0) ∈ H3
s ×H2

s , A0 = (I +∇η0)−T, w ∈ UT , f ∈ GT ,
A and ζ be defined by (4.2), η = ζ − y and

T := min{1, (δ/B)4}. (4.3)

Assume that

‖∇η0‖2 6 δ, divA0u0 = 0, w|t=0 = u0,
√

‖∇w‖2
C0(IT ,H1)

+ ‖∇w‖2
L2
TH2 + ‖∇wt‖L2(ΩT ) 6 B, (4.4)

then there is a sufficiently small constant δL ∈ (0, 1] independent of µ, such that for any δ 6 δL,
there exists a unique local strong solution (u, q) ∈ UT ×(C0(IT , H)∩L2

TH
2) to the initial boundary

value problem (4.1). Moreover, the solution enjoys the following estimates:

1 6 2 det ζ 6 3, ‖∇η‖2 6 2δ, (4.5)

‖u‖UT
+ ‖q‖C0(IT ,H1) + ‖q‖L2

TH2 .L

√
B(u0, f), (4.6)

where

B(u0, f) := ‖u0‖22 + ‖u0‖42 + ‖f‖2
C0(IT ,L2)

+ ‖f‖2L2
TH

1

+ ‖ft‖2L2
T
∗H1 + ‖∇w‖C0(IT ,H1)(1 + ‖u0‖1)(‖u0‖22 + ‖f‖2L2(ΩT )),
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Moreover, for a.e. t ∈ IT ,

1

2

d

dt
‖
√
ρ̄JΨ‖20

=

∫
((J(µAil∂l(Aik∂ku)− ρ̄w · ∇Au+ f) · w · ∇AΨ+ |Ψ|2w · ∇Aρ̄/2)

− µ∂t(JAilAik∂ku) · ∂lΨ− ∂t(Jρ̄w · ∇Au) ·Ψ+ fΨJt)dy+ < ft,ΨJ >∗H1,H1 , (4.7)

where Ψ := ut − w · ∇Au.

Proof. We shall break up the proof into three steps.
(1) Existence of local strong solutions
Recalling that ‖∇η0‖2 6 δ, the definition (4.3) and the relation

η = η0 +

∫ t

0

wdτ, (4.8)

we make use of the regularity of w, (4.3) and (4.4) to find that η ∈ C0(IT ,H3
s ), ηt = w and

‖∇η(t)‖2 6 δ +
√
t‖∇w‖L2

TH2 6 2δ for all t ∈ IT .

Obviously

‖∇η(t)‖L∞ .0 ‖∇η(t)‖2 .0 δ for any t ∈ IT . (4.9)

Thanks to the estimates (4.9) and (A.1), we have for sufficiently small δ that 1 6 2J 6 3,
where and in what follows, J := det∇ζ . Therefore, A makes sense and is given by the following
formula:

A = J−1

(
1 + ∂2η2 −∂1η2
−∂2η1 1 + ∂1η1

)
.

We remark that the smallness of δ (independent of µ) will be often used in the derivation of some
estimates and conclusions later, and we shall omit to mention it for the sake of simplicity.

Inspired by the proof in [16, Theorem 4.3], we next solve the linear problem (4.1) by applying
the Galerkin method. Let {ϕi}∞i=1 ⊂ H∞

σ be a countable orthogonal basis in H1
σ by Lemma

A.12. For each i > 1 we define ψi = ψi(t) := ∇ζϕi. Let H(t) = {v ∈ H2
s | divAv = 0} and

M(t) = {v ∈ H1
s | divAv = 0}. Then ψi(t) ∈ H(t) and {ψi(t)}∞i=1 is a basis of M(t) for each

t ∈ IT . Moreover,
ψi
t = Rψi, (4.10)

where R := ∇wAT ∈ C0(IT , H
1)∩L2

TH
2. Obviously, by (A.14), Rt = ∇wtAT +∇wAT

t ∈ L2
TL

2.
For any integer n > 1, we define the finite-dimensional space Hn(t) := span{ψ1, . . . , ψn} ⊂

H(t), and write Pn(t) : H(t) → Hn(t) for the H orthogonal projection onto Hn(t). Clearly, for
each v ∈ H(t), Pn(t)v → v in H2

s as n→ ∞ and ‖Pn(t)v‖2 6 ‖v‖2.
Now, we define an approximate solution

un(t) = anj (t)ψ
j with anj : IT → R for j = 1, . . . , n,

where n > 1 is given. We want to choose the coefficients anj , so that for any 1 6 i 6 n,

∫
ρ̄unt · ψidy + µ

∫
∇Au

n : ∇Aψ
idy =

∫
f · ψidy (4.11)
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with initial data un(0) = Pnu0 ∈ Hn.
Let

X = (ani )n×1, N =

(∫
f · ψidy

)

n×1

, C1 =

(∫
ρ̄ψi · ψjdy

)

n×n

,

C2 =

(∫
Rψi · ψjdy + µ

∫
∇Aψ

i : ∇Aψ
jdy

)

n×n

.

Recalling the regularity of (η, ψi, R, f), Lemma A.7 and (A.13), we easily verify that

C1 ∈ C1,1/2(IT ), C
2 ∈ C0,1/2(IT ), N ∈ C0,1/2(IT ) and (C2

t ,Nt) ∈ L2(IT ). (4.12)

Noting that C1 is invertible, we can rewrite (4.11) as follows.

Xt + (C1)−1(C2X −N) = 0 (4.13)

with initial data

X|t=0 =

(∫
Pnu0 · ψidy

)

n×1

,

where (C1)−1 denotes the inverse matrix of C1. By virtue of the well-posedness theory of ODEs
(see [44, Section 6 in Chapter II]), the equation (4.13) has exactly one solution X ∈ C1(IT ).
Moreover, by (4.12) and (4.13), we have

änj (t) ∈ L2(IT ). (4.14)

Thus, we have established the existence of the approximate solution un(t) = anj (t)ψ
j ∈ C0(IT ,H3

s ).
Next, we derive uniform-in-n estimates for un.

Due to (4.9), we easily get from (4.11) with un in place of ψ that for sufficiently small δ,

d

dt
‖√ρ̄un‖20 + cL‖un‖21 .L ‖f‖20. (4.15)

By (4.10),
unt − Run = ȧnjψ

j ∈ C0(IT , H
1
s ) ∩ L2

TH
2. (4.16)

Obviously, we can replace ψ by ȧnjψ
j in (4.11) and use (4.16) to deduce that

‖√ρ̄unt ‖20 + µ

∫
∇Au

n : ∇Au
n
t dy

=

∫
ρ̄unt · (Run)dy + µ

∫
∇Au

n : ∇A(Ru
n)dy +

∫
f · (unt − Run)dy. (4.17)

Thanks to (4.9), (A.4), (A.13) and (A.14), we can further obtain from (4.17) that

µ
d

dt
‖∇Au

n‖20 + ‖√ρ̄unt ‖20

.L ‖∇un‖0(‖R‖L∞‖∇un‖0 + ‖At‖L∞‖∇un‖0) +
∫

|∇un||∇R||un|dy + ‖(f, Run)‖20
.L ‖∇w‖2(‖un‖20 + ‖∇Au

n‖20) + ‖∇w‖1‖∇w‖2‖un‖20 + ‖f‖20, (4.18)

where ‖∇Au
n‖20 ∈ AC(IT ).
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With the help of Gronwall’s lemma, (4.3) and (4.9), we infer from (4.15) and (4.18) that for
any t ∈ IT ,

‖un‖21 +
∫ t

0

‖uτ‖20dτ .L

(
‖Pnu0‖21 +

∫ t

0

‖f‖20dτ
)
e
∫ t
0 c(‖∇w‖2+‖∇w‖1‖∇w‖2)dτ

.L‖u0‖22 + ‖f‖2L2(Ωt)
. (4.19)

By the regularity of (f, ψi) and (A.13), we have

d

dt

∫
f(t) · ψi(t)dy =< fτ , ψ

i >∗H1,H1 +

∫
f · ψi

tdy for a.e. t ∈ IT . (4.20)

Recalling (4.14) and (4.16), we see that untt ∈ L2(ΩT ) makes sense. So, with the help of (4.10)
and (4.20), we get from (4.11) that

∫
ρ̄untt · ψidy + µ

∫
∇Au

n
t : ∇Aψ

idy

=< ft · ψi >∗H1,H1 +

∫
(f − ρ̄unt ) · (Rψi)dy

− µ

∫
(∇Atu

n : ∇Aψ
i +∇Au

n : (∇Atψ
i +∇A(Rψ

i))dy a.e. in IT . (4.21)

Noting that, by (A.10),

1

2
‖√ρ̄unt ‖20 −

∫
ρ̄unt · (Run)dy −

(
1

2
‖√ρ̄unt ‖20 −

∫
ρ̄unt · (Run)dy

)∣∣∣∣
t=0

=

∫ t

0

(∫
ρ̄unττ · (unτ − Run)dy −

∫
ρ̄unτ · (Run)τdy

)
dτ

and ∫
f(τ) · (Run)(τ)dy

∣∣∣∣
τ=t

τ=0

=

∫ t

0

(
< fτ , Ru

n >∗H1,H1 +

∫
f · (Run)τdy

)
dτ,

we utilize (4.16) and the above two identities to infer from (4.21) with ψi replaced by (unt −Run)
that

1

2
‖√ρ̄unt ‖20 −

∫
ρ̄unt · (Run)dy +

∫
f · (Run)dy + µ

∫ t

0

‖∇Au
n
τ ‖20dτ

=

(
1

2
‖√ρ̄unt ‖20 −

∫
ρ̄unt · (Run)dy +

∫
f · (Run)dy

)∣∣∣∣
t=0

+ IL, (4.22)

where

IL :=

∫ t

0

(
< fτ , u

n
τ >∗H1,H1 +

∫ (
f · (2Runτ +Rτu

n − R2un)− ρ̄unτ · (R(unτ

−Run))
)
dy −

∫
ρ̄unτ · (Run)τdy − µ

∫ (
∇Au

n : (∇Aτ (u
n
τ −Run)

+∇A(R(u
n
τ − Run))

)
+∇Aτu

n : ∇A(u
n
τ − Run)−∇Au

n
τ : ∇A(Ru

n))dy

)
dτ.
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Keeping in mind that H1 →֒ L6 and

‖∇w‖0 6
∫ t

0

‖∇wτ‖0dτ + ‖∇u0‖0, (4.23)

we get from (4.22) that

‖√ρ̄unt ‖20 +
∫ t

0

µ‖∇unτ‖20dτ

.L ‖∇w‖0‖∇w‖1‖un‖21 + ‖u0‖42 + ‖f‖2
C0(IT ,L2)

+ ‖unt |t=0‖20 + IL

.L ‖∇w‖1(1 + ‖u0‖1)
(
‖u0‖22 + ‖f‖2L2(Ωt)

)

+ ‖u0‖42 + ‖f‖2
C0(IT ,L2)

+ ‖unt |t=0‖20 + IL, (4.24)

where we have used (4.3), (4.19) and (4.23) in the second inequality. Below, we shall bound the
the last two terms in (4.24).

Replacing ψi by (unt − Run) in (4.11), we see that

‖√ρ̄unt ‖20 =
∫
f · (unt − Run)dy + µ

∫
∆Au

n · (unt − Run)dy +

∫
ρ̄unt · (Run)dy, (4.25)

which implies
‖√ρ̄unt ‖20 .L ‖f‖20 + ‖un‖22 + ‖∇w‖21‖un‖21.

In particular,
‖√ρ̄unt |t=0‖20 .L ‖u0‖22 + ‖u0‖42 + ‖f 0‖20. (4.26)

In addition, the last term on the right-hand side of (4.24) can be estimated as follows:

IL .L

∫ t

0

(
‖fτ‖∗H1‖unτ‖1 + ‖un‖1

(
‖f‖0‖∇w‖1

√
‖∇w‖1‖∇w‖2 +

√
‖f‖0‖f‖1‖∇wτ‖0

)

+ ‖f‖1‖∇w‖1‖unτ‖0 + ‖un‖21‖∇w‖1‖∇w‖2
+ ‖unτ‖0(‖∇w‖2‖unτ‖0 + ‖∇w‖21‖un‖1)
+ ‖∇wτ‖0‖un‖1

√
‖unτ‖0‖unτ ‖1 + ‖un‖1‖unτ‖1

√
‖∇w‖1‖∇w‖2

)
dτ

.L‖u0‖22 + ‖f‖2L∞

t L2 + ‖f‖2L2
tH

1 +

∫ t

0

‖fτ‖∗H1‖unτ‖1dτ

+
(
‖u0‖2 + ‖f‖L2

tH
1

)
(‖unτ‖L∞

t L2 + ‖∇unτ‖L2(Ωt)) + δ‖unτ‖2L∞

t L2 , (4.27)

where we have used (A.4) and the embedding H1 →֒ L6 in the first inequality, and (4.3) in the
second inequality.

Substituting (4.26) and (4.27) into (4.24), and applying Young’s inequality, we arrive at

‖unt ‖2L∞

T L2 + ‖unt ‖2L2
TH1 .L B(u0, f). (4.28)

Summing up (4.19) and (4.28), we conclude

‖un‖2L∞

T H1 + ‖unt ‖2L∞

T L2 + ‖unt ‖2L2
TH1 .L B(u0, f). (4.29)
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In view of (4.29), the Banach–Alaoglu and Arzelà–Ascoli theorems, up to the extraction of a
subsequence (still labelled by un), we have, as n→ ∞, that

(un, unt )⇀ (u, ut) weakly-∗ in L∞
T H

1
s × L∞

T L
2,

unt ⇀ ut weakly in L2
TH

1
s ,

un → u strongly in C0(IT , L
2),

divAu = 0 a.e. in ΩT and u(0) = u0,

where u and ut are measurable functions defined on ΩT . Moreover,

‖u‖L∞

T H1 + ‖ut‖L∞

T L2 + ‖ut‖L2
TH1 .L

√
B(u0, f). (4.30)

Therefore, we can take to the limit in (4.11) as n → ∞, and obtain that there exists a zero-
measurable set Z such that, for any t ∈ IT \ Z,

∫
ρ̄ut · ζdy + µ

∫
∇Au : ∇Aζdy =

∫
f · ζdy, ∀ ζ ∈ H(t). (4.31)

Now, we begin to show spatial regularity of u. Let us further assume that δ ∈ (0, γ) is so small
that η satisfies (1.15) and (1.16) by virtue of Lemma A.6. Denoting F := f − ρ̄ut, F̃ := F (ζ−1, t)
and J̃ := J(ζ−1, t), we see that F̃ has the same regularity as that of F by (A.18), i.e.,

‖F̃‖L∞

T L2 + ‖F̃‖L2
TH1 <∞. (4.32)

Moreover,

∫
F (y, t)dy =

∫
F̃ J̃−1dx.

Applying the regularity theory of the Stokes problem with Naiver boundary condition, we
see that there is a unique strong solution α ∈ L∞

T H2
σ ∩ L2

TH
3 with a unique associated function

P ∈ L∞
T H

1 ∩ L2
TH

2, such that

∇P − µ∆α = F̃ and (α1)Ω = 0. (4.33)

Let ̟ = α(ζ, t) and q = P (ζ, t)− (P (ζ, t))Ω, then, by (A.17) and the regularity η ∈ C0(IT ,H3
s ),

(̟, q) ∈ (L∞
T H

2
s ∩ L2

TH
3)× (L∞

T H
1 ∩ L2

TH
2) satisfies the following boundary value problem: for

a.e. t ∈ IT , 



∇Aq − µ∆A̟ = F,

divA̟ = 0,

(̟2, ∂2̟1) = 0.

(4.34)

Recalling that {ψi(t)}∞i=1 ⊂ H(t) is a basis of M(t), thus the identity (4.31) also holds for any
ζ ∈ M(t). This fact, together with (4.34), implies

∇u = ∇̟. (4.35)

Exploiting Lemma A.11, we easily derive from (4.34) that, for sufficiently small δ,

‖̟‖2+i + ‖q‖1+i .0 ‖(ut, f)‖i for i = 0, 1. (4.36)
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So, it follows from (4.30), (4.35) and (4.36) that

‖(u, ut, q)‖L∞(IT ,H2×L2×H1) + ‖(u, ut, q)‖L2(IT ,H3×H1×H2) .L

√
B(u0, f). (4.37)

This completes the existence of local strong solutions. Moreover, a strong solution, which enjoys
the regularity of (η, u) constructed above, is obviously unique.

(2) Strong continuity of (u, ut, q).
Since u ∈ L2

TH
3 and ut ∈ L2

TH
1, u ∈ C0(IT , H

2). By Lemma A.10, for each given t ∈ IT ,
there exists a unique weal solution q̃ ∈ H1 such that

∫
ρ̄−1∇Aq̃ · ∇Aϑdy =

∫
ρ̄−1(f + ν∆Au) · ∇Aϑdy +

∫
AT

t u · ∇ϑdy (4.38)

for any ϑ ∈ H1, and

sup
t∈IT

‖q̃‖1 . ‖(ρ̄−1AT(f + ν∆Au) +AT
t u)‖C0(IT ,L2) <∞. (4.39)

Moreover, it is easy to check that q ∈ C0(IT , H
1) by (4.38) and (4.39).

Multiplying (4.34)1 by ρ̄−1∇Aϑ in L2 and using the integral by parts and (4.35), we get, for
a.e. t ∈ IT ,

∫
ρ̄−1∇Aq · ∇Aϑdy =

∫
ρ̄−1(f + µ∆Au) · ∇Aϑdy +

∫
AT

t u · ∇ϑdy. (4.40)

We immediately see q = q̃ ∈ C0(IT , H
1) from (4.38) and the above identity for sufficiently small

δ.
Finally, we can further derive ut ∈ C0(IT , L

2) from (4.34)1. Hence, u ∈ UT . Thanks to the
strong continuity of (u, ut, q), we immediately get (4.6) from (4.37).

(3) Verification of the identity (4.7).
For any given ϕ ∈ H1

s , let ψ = ϕ(ζ(y, t)). Noting Jt = JdivAw, ∂j(JAij) = 0 and
∇ϕ|x=ζ(y,t) = ∇Aψ, we deduce from (4.34) and (4.35) that for any φ ∈ C∞

0 (IT ),

−
∫ t

0

φt

∫
ρ̄u · ψJdydτ

=

∫ t

0

φ

∫
(f + µ∆Au−∇Aq − ρ̄w · ∇Au− w · ∇Aρ̄u) · ψJdydτ. (4.41)

Let ρ = ρ̄(ζ−1(x, t)) and v = u(ζ−1(x, t), t). Using Lemma A.8, we can check that

ρ ∈ C0(IT , H
2), v ∈ C0(IT ,H2

s ) ∩ L2
TH

3
σ, (4.42)

ρt = −(w · ∇Aρ̄)|y=ζ−1(x,t) ∈ L∞
T H

1, (4.43)

vt = (ut − w · ∇Au)|y=ζ−1(x,t) ∈ L∞
T L

2 ∩ L2
TH

1
σ. (4.44)

Thanks to the regularity (4.42), we derive from (4.41) that

−
∫ t

0

φt

∫
ρv · ϕdxdτ

=

∫ t

0

φ

∫
(f + µ∆Au−∇Aq − ρ̄w · ∇Au− w · ∇Aρ̄u) · ψJdydτ. (4.45)
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In addition, by (4.43) and (4.44), we have

−
∫ t

0

φt

∫
ρv · ϕdydτ =

∫ t

0

φ

∫
(ρtv + ρvt) · ϕdydτ

=

∫ t

0

φ

∫
ρvt · ϕdydτ −

∫ t

0

φ

∫
w · ∇Aρ̄u · ψJdydτ.

Inserting the above identity into (4.45) yields

∫ t

0

φ

∫
ρvt · ϕdxdτ

=

∫ t

0

φ

∫
(f + µ∆Au−∇Aq − ρ̄w · ∇Au) · ψJdydτ.

Now let us further assume ϕ ∈ H1
σ, then divAψ = 0 and ψt|x=ζ = w ·∇Aψ. The above identity

further implies

d

dt

∫
ρvt · ϕdy =

∫
(J((µAil∂l(Aik∂ku)− ρ̄w · ∇Au+ f)w · ∇Aψ)

− µ∂t(JAilAik∂ku) · ∂lψ − ∂t(Jρ̄w · ∇Au) · ψ
+ fψJt)dy+ < ft, ψJ >∗H1,H1=:< χ, ϕ >∗H1

σ,H
1
σ
. (4.46)

Recalling the definition of < χ, ϕ >∗H1
σ,H

1
σ
, ‖ψ‖1 .0 ‖ϕ‖1 .0 ‖ψ‖1 for any t ∈ IT and H1

σ is a
reflexive Banach space, we immediately see that (referring to [35, Lemma 1.66])

(ρvt)t = χ ∈ L2
T
∗H1

σ. (4.47)

Exploiting the regularity ρ, ut and (4.47), by means of a classical regularization method, we
have

d

dt

∫
ρ|vt|2dx = 2 < (ρvt)t, vt >∗H1

σ,H
1
σ
−
∫
ρt|vt|2dx for a.e. in IT .

Consequently, making use of (4.43), (4.44) and the second identity in (4.46), we get (4.7) from
the above identity. This completes the proof of Proposition 4.1. �

Now we are in a position to show Proposition 2.2. To start with, let (η0, u0) satisfy all the
assumptions in Proposition 2.2 and ‖∇η0‖22 6 δ 6 δL. We should remark here that the smallness
of δ (independent of λ and m) will be frequently used in the calculations that follow.

Let f = ∂21η +Gηe2 with ηt = w in Proposition 4.1. Then, by (4.3)–(4.5), we have

‖f‖2
C0(IT ,L2)

+ ‖f‖2L2
TH1 + ‖ft‖2L2

T
∗H1 + ‖f‖2L2(ΩT ) . 1,

which implies that

√
B(u0, ∂21η +Gηe2) .0 1 + ‖u0‖22 +

√
‖∇w‖C0(IT ,H1)(1 + ‖u0‖3/22 ). (4.48)

Thus, from (4.6) and (4.48) we get

‖u‖UT
+ ‖q‖C0(IT ,H1) + ‖q‖L2

TH2 6 cL(1 + ‖u0‖32) + ‖∇w‖L∞H1/2. (4.49)

46



Denote

B := 2cL(1 + ‖u0‖32), (4.50)

where the constant cL is the same as in (4.49). By (4.49) and Proposition 4.1 with B defined by
(4.50), we can construct a function sequence {uk, qk}∞k=1 defined on ΩT with T satisfying (4.3).
Moreover,

• for k > 1, (uk+1, qk+1) ∈ UT × (C0(IT , H
1) ∩ L2

TH
2), (ρ̄uk+1

1 )Ω = (ρ̄uk+1
1 )Ω|t=0 and






ηk =
∫ t

0
ukdτ + η0,

ρ̄uk+1
t +∇Akqk+1 − µ∆Akuk+1 = λm2∂21η

k + gGηke2,

divAkuk+1 = 0,

uk+1|t=0 = u0,

(ηk2 , ∂2η
k
1 , u

k+1
2 , ∂2u

k+1
1 )|∂Ω = 0

(4.51)

with initial condition uk+1|t=0 = u0, where Ak := (∇ηk + I)−T;

• (u1, q1) is constructed by Proposition 4.1 with w = 0 and with (∂21η
0 + gGη0e2) in place of

f ;

• the solution sequence {uk, qk}∞k=1 satisfies the following uniform estimates: for all k > 1,

1 6 2 det(∇ηk + I) 6 3, ‖∇ηk‖2 6 2δ for all t ∈ IT , (4.52)

‖uk‖UT
+ ‖qk‖C0(IT ,H1) + ‖qk‖L2

TH2 6 B. (4.53)

In order to take the limit in (4.51) as k → ∞, we have to show that {uk, qk}∞k=1 is a Cauchy
sequence. To this end, we define for k > 2,

(η̄k, ūk+1, Āk, q̄k+1) := (ηk − ηk−1, uk+1 − uk, Ãk − Ãk−1, qk+1 − qk),

which satisfies (ρ̄ηk1 )Ω = (ρ̄ūk1)Ω = 0 and




η̄k =
∫ t

0
ūkdτ,

ρ̄ūk+1
t +∇q̄k+1 − µ∆ūk+1 − λm2∂21 η̄

k = N k,

divūk+1 = −(divĀkuk+1 + divÃk−1 ūk+1),

ūk+1|t=0 = 0,

(η̄k2 , ∂2η̄
k
1 , ū

k+1
2 , ∂2ū

k+1
1 )|∂Ω = 0

(4.54)

Here and in what follows, Ãk = Ak − I and

N k :=µ(divĀk∇Akuk+1 + divÃk−1∇Ākuk+1 + divÃk−1∇Ak−1 ūk+1

+ div∇Ākuk+1 + div∇Ãk−1 ūk+1)−∇Ākqk+1 −∇Ãk−1 q̄k+1

+ g(ρ̄(ηk2(y, t) + y2)− ρ̄(ηk−1
2 (y, t) + y2))e2.

Thanks to (4.3), (4.52) and (4.53), it is easy to check that

‖Ak−1‖2 .0 1, ‖Ãk−1‖2 .0 δ, ‖Ak−1
t ‖1 .0 ‖∇uk−1‖1,

‖Āk‖1 .0 ‖∇η̄k‖1 .0 T
1/2‖∇ūk‖L2

tH
1, ‖Āk

t ‖0 .0 ‖∇ūk‖0 +B‖∇η̄k‖1 (4.55)

‖N k‖L2(ΩT ) 6 cT 1/4‖∇ūk‖L2
TH1 + c0δ(µ‖∇ūk+1‖L2

TH1 + ‖q̄k+1‖L2
TH1). (4.56)
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By Lemmas A.9 and A.11, we can derive from (4.54)2, (4.54)3 and (4.54)5 that

µ‖ūk+1‖2 + ‖q̄k+1‖1 .0 ‖(ρ̄ūk+1
t , λm2∂21 η̄

k,N k, divĀkuk+1, divÃk−1 ūk+1)‖0. (4.57)

Multiplying (4.54)2 by ūk+1, resp. ūk+1
t in L2, we get

1

2

d

dt
‖√ρ̄ūk+1‖20 + µ‖∇ūk+1‖20 =

∫
(λm2∂21 η̄

k +N k −∇q̄k+1)ūk+1dy (4.58)

and

µ

2

d

dt
‖∇ūk+1‖20 + ‖√ρ̄ūk+1

t ‖20 =
∫

(λm2∂21 η̄
k +N k −∇q̄k+1)ūk+1

t dy. (4.59)

Noting that
∫

∇q̄k+1 · ūk+1dy =

∫
(divĀkuk+1 + divÃk−1 ūk+1)q̄k+1dy

.(B‖Āk‖1 + δ‖ūk+1‖2)‖q̄k+1‖1

and
∫

∇q̄k+1 · ūk+1
t dy =

∫
∂t(divĀkuk+1 + divÃk−1 ūk+1)q̄k+1dy

= −
∫
∂t((Āk)Tuk+1 + (Ãk−1)Tūk+1) · ∇q̄k+1dy

. (‖Āk‖1‖uk+1
t ‖1 +B(‖Āk

t ‖0 + ‖ūk+1‖1) + δ‖ūk+1
t ‖0)‖q̄k+1‖1,

thus putting (4.58) and (4.59) together, and then using (4.57), the above two estimates and
Young’s inequality, we get, for sufficiently small δ,

1

2

d

dt
‖(√ρ̄ūk+1,

√
µ∇ūk+1)‖20 + c(‖ūk+1‖22 + ‖ūk+1

t ‖20 + ‖q̄k+1‖21)
.L ‖(∂21 η̄k,N k)‖20 + ‖Āk‖21‖uk+1

t ‖21 +B2(‖Āk
t ‖20 + ‖(Āk, ūk+1)‖21) + T‖∇ūk‖L2

TH1 . (4.60)

Integrating the above inequality over (0, t), and then using (4.3), (4.54)1, (4.55) and (4.56),
we get

‖η̄k‖L∞

T H2 + ‖ūk+1‖L∞

T H1 + ‖ūk+1‖L2
TH2 + ‖ūk+1

t ‖L2(ΩT )

+ ‖q̄k+1‖L2
TH1 .L T

1/4(‖ūk+1‖L∞

T H1 + ‖∇ūk‖L∞

T L2 + ‖∇ūk‖L2
TH1).

Hence, for sufficiently small T (depending possibly on B, µ, λ, m, ρ̄ and Ω),

{ηk, uk, ukt , qk}∞k=1 is a Cauchy sequence in

L∞
T H

2 × (L∞
T H

1 ∩ L2
TH

2)× L2
TH

1
s × L2

TH
1. (4.61)

By (4.53), up to the extraction of a subsequence, we have, as k → ∞, that

(ηnk , unk
t , q

nk)⇀ (η, ut, q) weakly-∗ in L∞
T H3

s × L∞
T L

2 × L∞
T H

1, (4.62)

(unk , unk
t , q

nk)⇀ (u, ut, q) weakly in L2
TH

3 × L2
TH

1
s × L2

TH
2, (4.63)

unk → u strongly in C0(IT ,H2
s ) with u|t=0 = u0, (4.64)
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where

η := η0 +

∫ t

0

udτ. (4.65)

In addition, by (4.52) and (4.61), we further obtain

(ηk, 1/Jk, uk, ukt , q
k) → (η, u, J−1, ut, q) strongly in

L∞
T H

2 × L∞
T H

1 × (L∞
T H

1 ∩ L2
TH

2)× L2
TH

1
s × L2

TH
1, (4.66)

where J = det(∇η + I).
Remembering that (4.65) implies ηt = u, we infer from (4.51) and (4.62)–(4.66) that the limit

(η, u, q) is a solution to the initial value problem (1.19) and (1.24); moreover, the solution (η, u, q)
belongs to C0(IT ,H3

s )×UT × (C0(IT , H
1)∩L2

TH
2) by following the argument of the regularity of

(u, q) in the proof of Proposition 4.1. The uniqueness of solutions to (1.19) and (1.24) is easily
verified by using Gronwall’s lemma and a similar energy method to derive (4.60), and its proof
will be omitted here. We complete the proof of Proposition 2.2.

Appendix A. Analysis tools

This appendix is devoted to providing some mathematical results, which have been used in
previous sections. W should point out that Ω resp. the simplified notations appearing in what
follows are defined by (1.2) resp. the same as in Section 1.3. In addition H1

0 := {υ ∈ H1 | υ|∂Ω =
0} and a . b still denotes a 6 cb where the positive constant c depends on the parameters and
the domain in lemmas in which c appears.

Lemma A.1. (1) Embedding inequality (see [1, 4.12 Theorem]): Let D ⊂ R
2 be a domain

satisfying the cone condition, then

‖f‖C0(D) = ‖f‖L∞(D) . ‖f‖H2(D). (A.1)

(2) Interpolation inequality in Hj (see [1, 5.2 Theorem]): Let D be a domain in R
2 satisfying

the cone condition, then for any given 0 6 j < i,

‖f‖Hj(D) . ‖f‖(i−j)/i
L2(D) ‖f‖

j/i

Hi(D)
. ε−j/(i−j)‖f‖L2(D) + ε‖f‖Hi(D), ∀ ε > 0, (A.2)

where the two estimate constants in (A.2) are independent of ε.

(3) Product estimates (see Section 4.1 in [23]): Let D ∈ R
2 be a domain satisfying the cone

condition, and the functions ϕ, ψ defined in D. Then

‖ϕψ‖Hi(D) .

{
‖ϕ‖H1(D)‖ψ‖H1(D) for i = 0;

‖ϕ‖Hi(D)‖ψ‖H2(D) for 0 6 i 6 2.
(A.3)

(4) Anisotropic product estimates (please refer to [26, Lemma 3.1]): Let the functions ϕ and ψ
be defined in Ω. Then

‖ϕψ‖0 .
{√

‖ϕ‖0‖ϕ‖1,0‖ψ‖1,
‖ϕ‖0

√
‖ϕ‖1,0‖ϕ‖1,1.

(A.4)
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Lemma A.2. Friedrich’s inequality (see [35, Lemma 1.42]): Let 1 6 p <∞, n > 2 and D ⊂ R
n

be a bounded Lipchitz domain. Let a set Γ ⊂ ∂D be measurable with respect to the (n − 1)-
dimensional measure µ̃ := measn−1 defined on ∂D and let measn−1(Γ) > 0. Then

‖w‖W 1,p(D) . ‖∇w‖Lp(D) (A.5)

for any w ∈ W 1,p(D) with u
∣∣
Γ
= 0 in the sense of trace.

Remark A.1. By Lemma A.2, we easily see that

‖w‖W 1,p(D) . ‖w′‖Lp(D)

for any w ∈ W 1,p(D) with w(0) = 0 or w(T ) = 0, where D := (0, T ). Hence, we further obtain

‖̟‖0 . ‖∂2̟‖0 for any ̟ ∈ H1
0 . (A.6)

Lemma A.3. Poincaré’s inequality (see [35, Lemma 1.43]): Let 1 6 p <∞, and D be a bounded
Lipchitz domain in R

n for n > 2 or a finite interval in R. Then for any w ∈ W 1,p(D),

‖w‖Lp(D) . ‖∇w‖pLp(D) +

∣∣∣∣
∫

D

wdy

∣∣∣∣
p

. (A.7)

Remark A.2. By Poincaré’s inequality, we have that for any given i > 0,

‖w‖1,i . ‖w‖2,i for any w satisfying ∂1w, ∂
2
1w ∈ H i. (A.8)

Lemma A.4. Hodge-type elliptic estimates (see [31, Lemma A.4]): If w ∈ H i
s with i > 1, then

‖∇w‖i−1 . ‖(curlw, divw)‖i−1. (A.9)

Lemma A.5. Bogovskii’s operator in the standing-wave form (see (2.52) in [21]): There exists
Bogovskii’s operator B : f ∈ L2 → H1

0 . Moreover, B(f) satisfies

divB(f) = f,

‖B(f)‖1 . ‖f‖0 and (B(f))(2πnL) = 0

for any integer n.

Lemma A.6. Diffeomorphism mapping theorem (see [31, Lemma A.8]): There exists a suffi-
ciently small constant γ ∈ (0, 1), depending on Ω, such that for any ς ∈ H3

s satisfying ‖∇ς‖2 6 γ,
ψ := ς+y (after possibly being redefined on a set of measure zero with respect to variable y) satis-
fies the same diffeomorphism properties as ζ in (1.15) and (1.16), and infy∈Ω det(∇ς + I) > 1/4.

Lemma A.7. Integration by parts for the functions with values in Banach spaces (see [35, The-
orem 1.67]): Let H be a Hilbert space and V →֒ H be dense in H. If u, v ∈ Lp

TV with T ∈ R
+,

1 < p <∞ and ut, vt ∈ Lq
T
∗V , p−1 + q−1 = 1, then u, v ∈ C(IT , H) and

(u(t), v(t))− (u(s), v(s)) =

∫ t

s

(< ut(τ), v(τ) > + < vt(τ), u(τ) >)dτ, (A.10)

where s, t ∈ IT and < ·, · > is the duality between V and ∗V .
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Remark A.3. The integral at the right hand of the identity (A.10) presents that

< ut(τ), v(τ) > + < vt(τ), u(τ) >∈ L1(IT ). (A.11)

Thus, by the property of absolutely continuous function [35, Lemma 1.7] and (A.10), we easily
see that

d

dt
(u(t), v(t)) =< ut, v > + < vt, u > a.e. in IT . (A.12)

In particular, we easily derive from (A.12) that

• for H = L2,

d

dt

∫
u(t)v(t)dy =< ut, v > + < vt, u > a.e. in IT . (A.13)

• for H = V = L2,

∂t(u(t)v(t)) = utv + vtu. (A.14)

Lemma A.8. Properties of composite functions with values in Banach spaces: Let T > 0,
integers i > 0 be given and 1 6 p 6 ∞. Let ϕ = ς(y, t) + y and

ς ∈ {ψ ∈ C0(IT , H
3
s ) | ψ ∈ H3

γ , inf(y,t)∈ΩT
det(∇ψ + I) > 1/4}.

(1) If f ∈ C0(IT , H
i) or f ∈ Lp

TH
i with 0 6 i 6 3, then

F := f(ϕ, t) ∈ C0(IT , H
i) or Lp

TH
i (A.15)

and

F := f(ϕ−1, t) ∈ C0(IT , H
i) or Lp

TH
i. (A.16)

Moreover,

‖F‖Lp
THi . P (‖ς‖L∞

T H3)‖f‖Lp
THi, (A.17)

‖F‖Lp
THi . P (‖ς‖L∞

T H3)‖f‖Lp
THi . (A.18)

(2) If ς additionally satisfies ςt ∈ L∞
T H

2, then for any f ∈ Lp
TH

i satisfying ft ∈ Lp
TH

i−1 with
1 6 i 6 3,

Ft = (ft(x, t) + ςt · ∇f(y, t))|x=ϕ ∈ Lp
TH

i−1 (A.19)

and

Ft = (ft(y, t)− (∇ϕ)−1ςt · ∇f(y, t))|y=ϕ−1 ∈ Lp
TH

i−1. (A.20)

Proof. Please refer to [31, Lemma A.10].
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Lemma A.9. Generalized Korn–Poincaré inequality: Let D ⊂ R
2 be a bounded domain satisfying

the cone condition. Assume that p > 1, u ∈ H1(D),

χ > 0, 0 < a 6 ‖χ‖L1(D), ‖χ‖Lp(D) 6 b. (A.21)

Then

‖u‖L2(D) . ‖∇u‖L2(D) +

∣∣∣∣
∫

D

χudy

∣∣∣∣ .

Proof. We prove the lemma by contradiction. Suppose that the conclusion of Lemma A.9 fails,
then there would be a sequence {χn}∞n=1 of non-negative functions satisfying (A.21) with χn in
place of χ for any n > 1 and a sequence {un}∞n=1 ⊂ H1(D), such that

‖un‖L2(D) > an

(
‖∇un‖L2(D) +

∣∣∣∣
∫

D

χnundy

∣∣∣∣
)

and an → +∞. (A.22)

Setting wn = un‖un‖−1
L2(D), making use of the compactness embedding H1(D) →֒→֒ Lp(D) and

(A.22), we find that
wn → w = |D|−1/2 in Lq(D), (A.23)

where q = p/(p− 1).
In addition, there exists a function χ̃ > 0 satisfying

0 < a 6 ‖χ̃‖L1(Ω), ‖χ̃‖Lp(D) 6 b (A.24)

and ∫

D

χnϕdy →
∫

D

χ̃ϕdy for any ϕ ∈ Lq(D). (A.25)

Thus, by virtue of (A.23) and (A.25), we have

lim
n→∞

∫

D

(χnwn − χ̃w) dy = lim
n→∞

∫

D

χn(wn − w)dy + lim
n→∞

∫

D

(χn − χ̃)wdy = 0. (A.26)

The identity (A.26), together with (A.23) and (A.24), yields

lim
n→∞

∫

D

χnwndy =

∫

D

χ̃wdy > 0. (A.27)

Finally, (A.22) implies

lim
n→∞

∫

D

χnwndy = 0, (A.28)

which contradicts with (A.27). Therefore, the conclusion of Lemma A.9 remains true.

Lemma A.10. Elliptic estimates: Let a > 0, δ ∈ (0, 1], χ ∈ L∞, χ > a,

‖A− I‖2 . δ. (A.29)

If f ∈ L2, for sufficiently small δ, there exists a unique weak solution p ∈ H1 such that
∫
χ∇Aq · ∇Aψdy =

∫
f · ∇ψdy for any ψ ∈ H1. (A.30)

Moreover, q satisfies

‖q‖1 . ‖f‖0. (A.31)
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Proof. We define an inner-product of H1 by

(ϕ, φ)H1 :=

∫
χ∇Aϕ · ∇Aφdy for ϕ, φ ∈ H1,

and the corresponding norm by ‖ϕ‖X :=
√

(ϕ, ϕ)H1. Obviously, by (A.1), the Poincaré inequality
(A.7) and the smallness condition (A.29), we obtain

‖ϕ‖1 . ‖ϕ‖X . ‖ϕ‖1.

Defining the functional

F (ϕ) :=

∫
f · ∇ϕdy for ϕ ∈ H1,

we easily see that F is a bounded linear functional on H1. By virtue of the Riesz representation
theorem, there is a unique q ∈ H1, such that

(q, ϕ)H1 = F (ϕ) for any ϕ ∈ H1; (A.32)

‖q‖1 . ‖q‖χ . ‖f‖0.

For ψ ∈ H1, we denote ϕ = ψ−(ψ)Ω. Then, ϕ ∈ H1. Putting this ϕ in (A.32), we get (A.30).
This completes the proof. �

Lemma A.11. Stokes estimates: Let i > 0, (f,̟) ∈ H i × H2+i and ̟2|∂Ω = 0, the Stokes
problem with Navier boundary condition






∇P −∆v = f in Ω,

divv = div̟ in Ω,

(v2, ∂2v1) = 0 on ∂Ω

(A.33)

admits a unique solution (v1, P ) ∈ H2+i
s ×H1+i, and the solution satisfies

‖v‖2+i + ‖P‖1+i . ‖(f,̟)‖i + ‖div̟‖1+i. (A.34)

Remark A.4. Obviously, the above lemma with 0H2+i
s in place of H2+i

s also holds.

Proof. (1) We first consider the case i = 0. Noting that̟2|∂Ω = 0, the boundary value problem
{
∆θ = −div̟,

∂2θ|∂Ω = 0
(A.35)

admits a unique solution θ ∈ H3, which satisfies

‖θ‖3 . ‖̟‖0 + ‖div̟‖1, (A.36)

please refer to [35, Lemma 4.27] for the proof.
Let ψ = f +∇div̟ ∈ L2, then the Stokes problem with Navier boundary condition






∇P −∆w = ψ,

divw = 0,

(w2, ∂2w1)|∂Ω = 0

(A.37)
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also admits a unique solution (w, P ) ∈ H2
s ×H1, which satisfies

‖w‖2 + ‖P‖1 . ‖ψ‖0, (A.38)

please refer to [38, Theorem 5.10] for the proof. Thus let v = w−∇θ, we easily see that v satisfies
(A.33) and (A.34) from (A.35)–(A.38).

(2) Now we turn to the proof of the case i > 1 by induction. We assume that the problem
(A.33) admits a unique solution (v1, P ) ∈ H2+j

s ×H1+j , and the solution satisfies

‖v‖2+j + ‖P‖1+j . ‖(f,̟)‖j + ‖div̟‖1+j, (A.39)

where 0 6 j < i. Obviously, to get the desired conclusion, next it suffices to prove that

‖v‖3+j + ‖P‖2+j . ‖(f,̟)‖1+j + ‖div̟‖2+j. (A.40)

By the standard method of difference quotient in [31, Lemma A.7], it is easy to see that

‖v‖1,2+j + ‖P‖1,1+j . ‖(f,̟)‖1,j + ‖div̟‖1,1+j. (A.41)

We can rewrite (A.33)1 as the following boundary value problem:

{
∆v1 = ∂1P − f,

v1 = v1|∂Ω.

Applying the classical regularity of elliptic equation to the above boundary value problem, and
then using the trace theorem, we further get

‖v1‖3+j . ‖f‖1+j + ‖P‖1,1+j + ‖v1‖H5/2+j . ‖f‖1+j + ‖P‖1,1+j + ‖v1‖2,1+j . (A.42)

In addition, thanks to (A.33)2, we further have

‖∂2v2‖2+j . ‖(∂1v1, div̟)‖2+j. (A.43)

Putting (A.39) and (A.41)–(A.43) together yields (A.40). This completes the proof. �

Lemma A.12. Existence of orthogonal basis in H1
σ: There exists a countable orthogonal basis

{ϕi}∞i=1 ⊂ H∞
σ to H1

σ. Moreover {ϕi}∞i=1 is an orthonormal basis to L2
σ := {w ∈ L2 | divw = 0}.

Proof. Please refer to [4, Lemma 2.2], [34, Lemma 3.2] or [9, Theorem 1 in Secction 6.5]. �
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[35] A. Novotnỳ, I. Straškraba, Introduction to the Mathematical Theory of Compressible Flow, Oxford
University Press, USA, 2004.

[36] L. Rayleigh, Investigation of the character of the equilibrium of an in compressible heavy fluid of
variable density, Sci. Pap. II (1990) 200–207.

[37] X.X. Ren, Z.Y. Xiang, Z.F. Zhang, Global well-posedness for the 2D MHD equations without
magnetic diffusion in a strip domain, Nonlinearity 29 (2016) 1257.

[38] P.A. Tapia, C. Amrouche, C. Conca, A. Ghosh, Stokes and Navier–Stokes equations with Navier
boundary conditions, J. Differential Equations 285 (2021) 258–320.

[39] G.I. Taylor, The stability of liquid surface when accelerated in a direction perpendicular to their
planes, Proc. Roy Soc. A 201 (1950) 192–196.

[40] J.H. Wang, Two-Dimensional Nonsteady Flows and Shock Waves (in Chinese), Science Press,
Beijing, China, 1994.

[41] Y.J. Wang, Critical magnetic number in the MHD Rayleigh–Taylor instability, Journal of Math.
Phys. 53 (2012) 073701.

[42] Y.J. Wang, Sharp nonlinear stability criterion of viscous non-resistive MHD internal waves in 3D,
Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 231 (2019) 1675–1743.

[43] Y.J. Wang, I. Tice, C. Kim, The viscous surface-internal wave problem: global well-posedness and
decay, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 212 (2014) 1–92.

[44] W. Water, Ordinary Differential Equations, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1998.

56


	1 Introduction
	1.1 Mathematical formulation for the magnetic RT problem
	1.2 Reformulation in Lagrangian coordinates
	1.3 Notations
	1.4 Main results

	2 Proof of Theorem 1.1
	2.1 Preliminary estimates
	2.2 Tangential estimates
	2.3 Curl estimates for 
	2.4 Stabilizing estimates
	2.5 Stokes estimates
	2.6 A priori stability estimates
	2.7 Decay-in-time estimates
	2.8 Proof of Theorem 1.1

	3 Proof of Theorem 1.2
	4 Local well-posedness
	Appendix  A Analysis tools

