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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 m¢, 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, m¢). 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, 15, 6, |40] for
examples. It has been also widely analyzed how physical factors, such as elasticity [29, 132],
rotation [2, 3], internal surface tension [14, [18, 43], magnetic field |21, 127, 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 “fized
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 23] 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 fized 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



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 LI

(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 €2 read as follows.

pe+v-Vp=0,

pv; + pv - Vo + V(P + MNM[?/2) — pAv =AM - VM — pges,,
M, +v-VM =M - Vv,

divv = divM = 0.

(1.1)

Below, we explain the mathematical notations in the system (LI).

The unknowns p := p(x,t), v := v(x,t), M := M(z,t) and P := P(x,t) denote the density,
velocity, magnetic field and kinetic pressure of a MHD fluid, resp.. € Q C R? and ¢ > 0 are the
spatial and temporal variables resp.. The constants A\, g > 0 and p > 0 stand for the permeability
of vacuum, the gravitational constant and the viscosity coefficient, resp.. e; = (0,1)T represents
the normal (or vertical) unit vector, and —pge, the gravity, where the superscript T denotes the
transposition.



Since we consider horizontally periodic motion solutions of (IL1]), we define a horizontally
periodic domain:

Q:=27LT x (0, h), (1.2)

where T = R/Z and L > 0. For the horizontally periodic domain €2, the 1D periodic domain
27 LT x {0,h}, denoted by 02, which customarily is regarded as a boundary of €). For the
well-posedness of the system ([LT]), we impose the following initial and boundary conditions:

(p,’U, M)‘tZO = (pO’,UO’ MO)v (13)
v]o -1 =0, 2(Dv|po)N)tan = 0, (1.4)
where i = (7i},72)" denotes the outward normal unit vector on 9Q, Dv = (Vv + VoT)/2

the strain tensor, and the subscript “tan” the tangential component of a vector (for example
Utan = v — (v -m)0) [7, 8, 134, 38]. Here and in what follows, we always use the superscript 0 to
emphasize the initial data.

We call the boundary conditions in (I.4]) the Navier (slip) boundary condition. Since € is a
slab domain, the Navier boundary condition is equivalent to

('Ug, 821)1)|59 =0. (15)

Now, we choose a RT density profile p := p(x2), which is independent of z; and satisfies
p e C*Q), inf 5 > 0, (1.6)

re
p,|x2=y2 >0 for some Yo € {x2 | (zlax2)T € Q}> (17)
where ' := dp/dxy and Q := R x [0, h]. We remark that the second condition in (IL6]) prevents us
from treating vacuum, while the condition in (7)) is called the RT condition, which assures that
there is at least a region in which the density is larger with increasing height zs, 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 ry :=
(p,0, M), where M = (m,0)" with m being a constant. Usually, M is called an impressed

horizontal magnetic field (or horizontal magnetic field for the sake of simplicity). The pressure
profile P under the equilibrium state is determined by the relation

VP = —pge, in (. (1.8)
Denoting the perturbation around the magnetic RT equilibrium by
o=p—p,v=v—-0, N=M-M
and then using the relation (L), we obtain the system of perturbation equations from (LI):

(0 +0-V(e+p) =0,

(0+ p)vr+ (0+ p)v-Vo+ VB —pAv=\N+ M) - VN — gge,,
N;+v-VN = (N+ M) - Vo,

\divv =divN =0,

(1.9)




where 3 := P— P+ \(|M|?>—|M|?)/2 is called the total perturbation pressure. The corresponding
initial and boundary conditions read as follows.

(0,0, N)|i=o = (%, 0", N®), (1.10)
(v2, Dav1)|an = 0 on ON2. (1.11)

We call the initial-boundary value problem (L.9)—(LII]) 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 [22,125,142], we shall first reformulate the magnetic RT problem in Lagrangian
coordinates. Let the flow map ( be the solution to the initial value problem:

{&C(y, t) = o(C(y, 1), 1), 1.12)
((y,0) = (),
where the invertible mapping ¢° := ¢%(y) maps € to 2, and satisfies
J? = det V¢ =1, (1.13)
¢5 =y on 99. (1.14)

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

(lyp=r : R = R is a O (R)-diffeomorphism mapping for r = 0, h, (1.15)
¢:Q— Qis a CY(Q)-diffeomorphism mapping. (1.16)

Since v satisfies the divergence-free condition and non-slip boundary condition vy|gq = 0, we

can deduce from (LI2)-(LI4) that

J:=det V¢ = 1,
CQ = Y2 O o0f.

We define the matrix A := (A;;)2x2 via
AT = (V)™ = (9,

Then we further define the differential operators V4, div4 and curly as follows: for a scalar
function f and a vector function X := (X, X5)t,

Vaf = (A0 f, Ao )T, diva(X1, X2)" := A0 X
and
CU.l"lAX = Alkang - Agkale,

where we have used the Einstein convention of summation over repeated indices, and 0y := 0,, .
In particular, curlX := curl; X, where I represents an identity matrix.
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Defining the Lagrangian unknowns:
(¥, u,Q, B)(y,t) = (p,v, P+ A\ M[*/2, M)(((y. 1), t) for (y,1) € Q@ x RY,

then in Lagrangian coordinates, the initial-boundary value problem (1), (I3]) and (L.35]) can be
rewritten as follows:
(¢ =u, ¥, =0, divau =0,

Yug + VAQ — pAqu = AB - V4B — Ygey,

{ B, =B -V u, divyB =0, (1.17)
(€, 0, u, B) im0 = (¢°,0°,u, BY),

L (G2 — Yo, Uz, A2iOiun)|ae = 0,

where (9%, u°, B?) := (p°(¢?),v°(¢?), M°(¢Y)). In addition, the relation (L8) in Lagrangian coor-
dinates reads as follows.

VaP((e) = —p(C2)ges. (1.18)
Let n=¢—y,1°=C"—y, ¢=Q— P(() = AIM[*/2, A= (I +Vn)~" and

Gy = g(p(n2(y, 1) + y2) — p(y2))-

In particular, we can calculate that

A (1 +0amp =0 )
—827]1 1 + 817]1 ‘

If %, 9% and B° additionally satisfy
0 = p(y2) and B® = md(n° + y),

then the initial-boundary value problem (L.I7)), together with the relation (LI§]), implies that

(

nt = U,
puy + Vaq — pAqu = A\m20%n + G, e,
pu Ad — LA AU i n©2 (1.19)
div u = 0,

| (7,0)lmo = (", ),
(772a u2)|6Q - 07 (120)
(1 4 O1m1) Doy — O O1uy)|ag = 0 (1.21)

and

U= p(y2), B=m0i(y+n), (1.22)

please refer to [21] for the derivation. We mention that the term Am?2d?n physically represents
the magnetic tension, which can inhibit flow instabilities [24]. It should be remarked that (L.19])—
(L22)) also implies (ILI7), and that ¢, still called the perturbation pressure for simplicity, is in
fact the sum of the perturbation pressure and perturbation magnetic pressure in Lagrangian
coordinates.



Unfortunately, it seems to be difficult to capture the estimates of high-order normal derivatives
of 1 due to the absence the boundary condition of ;. Thus we shall pose an additional boundary

condition
damilaq = 0, (1.23)

which, together with (LI9);, formally yields
82u1\ag =0.

It is easy to see that (L2I]) automatically holds under the above two boundary conditions. Hence
we use (L23) to replace (L21]), and thus pose the new boundary condition

(12, Doy, g, Oauir) o0 = 0 (1.24)

From now on, we call the initial-boundary value problem (I.19) and (I.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

(12, Oam ) [o2 = 0 (1.25)

is called the characteristic boundary condition. Indeed, if the initial data n° satisfies (19, 9an?)|oq =
0, then n automatically satisfies (I.25]) due to the facts (II9); and the boundary condition

(UQ, 82U1>|ag =0. (126)
It should be noted that the boundary condition (L25) automatically implies
cur 40inlaq = 0 for i = 0, 1, (1.27)

which will plays an important to capture the high-order normal estimates for 7, see Lemma 2.0l
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: e; := (1,0)T, I, := (0,a) denotes a time interval, in particular,
I, = R*. S denotes the closure of a set S C R" with n > 1, in particular, Iy = [0,7] and
Io=R{. Q:=Qx1, [ = f(0,27rL)><(0,h)' (u)q denotes the mean value of v in a periodic cell
(0,27L) x (0,h). a < b means that a < cb for some constant ¢ > 0. If not stated explicitly,
the positive constant ¢ may depend on u, g, A\, m, p and €2 in the transformed MRT problem,
and may vary from one place to other place. Sometimes, we use ¢; to replace ¢ in order to
emphasize that ¢; is a fixed value for 1 <17 < 3. The letter a always denotes the multi-index
with respect to the variable y, |a| = a3 + ay is called the order of multi-index, 0% := 07" 05

and [0%, ¢y := 0%(pp) — ¢pO%p.



(2) Simplified Banach spaces, norms and semi-norms:
LP = LP(Q) = WOP(Q), H :=W"(Q), H] :={w € H’ | ws]pq =0}
H] :={we H] | divw =0}, H :={w e H} | |[Vuwl|, <~},
HE = {w € HY | 0ywy|pq =0}, H] .= {w € H | det(Vw +I) = 1},
OX :={w € X | (pw1)q =0, w; is the first compent of w},
X={weX|(wa=0}, HE =HlnH), 1 =HNHNH,

Moo= 0L Hy Il =1 s 1 s =008 Ml - e o= /P ocnaa - 170

n=2
where 1 <p<oo,4,1>0,j>1, k=2, X denotes a general Banach space and v € (0,1)
is the constant in Lemma It should be noted that if w € H?, then ¢ := w + y (after
possibly being redefined on a set of measure zero with respect to variable y) satisfies the
same diffeomorphism properties as ¢ in (LI5) and (LI6) by Lemma [A.Gl In addition, for

simplicity, we denote \/ZK"Q /5% by [[(fY, ..., f9)||x, where || - || » represents a norm or

a semi-norm, and f* may be a scalar function, a vector or a matrix for 1 < n < j.
(3) Simplified spaces of functions with values in a Banach space:

L2X = [P(Iy, X),
Ur = {ue COIp, HA) N LAH? |, € C(Ip, L) N L2H!Y,
93 = {n € COTr, H2) | n(t) € “HYS for each t € Ir}.

It should be noted that LZL? = L*(Qr).
(4) A functional of potential energy: for any given w € H?,

E(w) =g [ puddy - Nmdyul
(5) Energy and dissipation functionals (generalized):

€ = |nlls + llull3 + lluells + llall3,
D = [[0vmllz + el + llulls + el F + llqll2-

We call &, resp. D the total energy, resp. dissipation functionals.
(6) Other notations for decay-in-times:

€ =(t)([05mal5 + 195mllT0) + &)* (03 mallG + 10201117 o)

+ ()1 (n2, 0am) 15 + 011lI3.0 + Nuell3 + llally + lluell5), (1.28)
D =) (102130 + llull3) + &) (I (n2, Qam) 15 + llO17ll20

+lulls + lalls) + @O lorulliy + lluellD). (1.29)

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

Theorem 1.1 (Stability). Let p satisfy (L6]), (L7) and

g [ Pwidy
> = T 1.30
ml > me \/525; EXL (130




Further assume (11°,u°) € “H;% x OH? and div gu® = 0, where A° := (V° + I)~". Then there
is a sufficiently small constant 6 > 0, such that for any (n°,u°) satisfying

1V, u®)]l2 <6,

the transformed MRT problem ([LI9) and ([L24) admits a unique global strong solution (n,u,q)
in the function class H1%, % Us x (CO(RY, H') N L2 H?). Moreover, the solution enjoys the
following properties:

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

t
&0+ [ D IOl (1.31)
0
(2) algebraic decay-in-time: for a.e. t > 0,
t
&)+ [ D ST )R, (132
0
I (8) = n°l15 < (IVR°l13 + [[°[13)¢D), (1.33)
where nt° € H? only depends on ys.

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

h [gllp]|z-
T A
please refer to (4.25) and Lemma 4.6 in [24]. Thus, in view of Theorem [L.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 Q = R x (0, k), we naturally believe the conclusion that the properly

large horizontal field can also inhibit the RT instability in the domain Q@ = R x (0,h). Such
conclusion will be further investigated in an independent paper in future.

0 < me < (1.34)

Remark 1.2. It is easy to see from the proof of Theorem [I.1] that
(1) if the assumptions (7)) and (I30) are replaced by
p <0 in Q and |m| > 0,

then the conclusions in Theorem [L.1] still hold.
(2) Theorem [[.1lis also valid for the case g = 0.

Remark 1.3. For each fixed t € Ry, the solution 7(y,t) in Theorem [T belongs to H3. Let

¢ = n+y, then ( satisfies (LTH) and (LI6) for each ¢ € R} by Lemma We denote the
inverse transformation of ¢ by (7!, and then define that

(0,v, N, B)(w,t) == (p(y2) — p(C2), uly, ), mOn(y, 1), q(y, 1)) ly=c-1(e.)- (1.35)

Consequently, (o, v, N, ) is a strong solution of the magnetic RT problem (L9)—(L.I1]) and enjoys
stability estimates, which are similar to (L3I))-(L32) for sufficiently small ¢.



Remark 1.4. In Theorem [I.I] we have assumed

(pni)a = (puf)a = 0.
If (pi})e, (puf)a # 0, we define 79 := ) — (p))a(p)g’, @} = uf — (pu))a(p)g" and (73, u9) =
(n9,u9). Then, by virtue of Theorem [LT], there exists a unique global strong solution (7, @, q) to
the transformed MRT problem with initial data (7°, a%). It is easy to verify that (ny, 79, u1, us, q) =
(i +t(pud)a(P)a + (D a(p)g’, T, U1 + (pud)a(p)g’, Uiz, q) is just the unique strong solution of
the transformed MRT problem with initial data (n°, u°).

Remark 1.5. If additionally, the initial data (n°,u°) in Theorem [I.T] satisfies the odevity con-
ditions:

(n?,u?)(yl,w) = —(77?>u?)(—y1,y2)>
(9, u9) (Y1, y2) = (03, u9)(—y1, y2).

then the solution (7, u, q) established in Theorem [[T] also satisfies the odevity conditions:

(m,w1)(y1, y2, t) = — (1, w1) (=i, Y2, ),
(2, u2) (Y1, Y2, t) = (N2, u2)(=Y1, Y2, 1), q(y1,y2,t) = q(—y1,y2,1).

Hence we have |00 < [|71]]1,0, which, together with (I.32), yields n{° = 0 in (L.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 [Tl and the details will be presented in Section
2l The key step in the existence proof for global small solutions is to derive an a priori energy
inequality (L3T)). To this purpose, let (n,u) be a solution to the transformed MRT problem,
satisfying that, for some 7" > 0,

(pm)a = 0 for any t € Ir, (1.36)
det(I +Vn)=1in Q x Ir, (1.37)
sup [[(Vn, u)(t)[]2 < ¢ € (0,1]. (1.38)
telr

For sufficiently small §, 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 7. For the vertical magnetic
field considered by Wang in [42], the magnetic tension in 3D case is given by Am?d2n, which can
be rewritten as follows

Am?An — Am? (07 + 95)n.

Thus the normal estimates of V) (not only includes the horizontal derivatives 0;n and a7, but
also the normal derivative d3n) 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 (L.I9), we easily consider other two roads to capture
the high-order normal estimates for 7: one is to use the transport equation (I.19);, and the
other one is to exploit the viscosity term A 4u in the momentum equation (LI9);. Since the first
road seems to be more difficult, we naturally turn to the second one. By careful analysis of the
structure of (LI9)2, we find that the energy estimates of V 49;curl 4n and Vdycurlyn (associated
with the dissipation estimates of dicurl49;n and dycurl 4017, resp.) can be established under the
Navier boundary condition, see Lemma Thus we further derive the normal estimates of n by
using the curl estimates of 7, the nonlinear estimates of divy) and Hodge-type elliptic estimate.

Summing up the tangential energy inequality and the curl-estimates of 7, we can arrive at
the total energy inequality

d -
DS VED (1.39)
for some energy functional &£, which is equivalent to & under the stability condition (C30). In
particular, (L39) further implies

d -
2—E+D<KO, 1.4
dt8+ 0 (1.40)

which yields the priori stability estimate (L3I)). Thanks to the priori estimate (L31]) 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
divn and divu.

The decay-in-time estimate ([L32]) 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

O Unllza + llull3) < 6. (1.41)

Then we can also follow the idea in [26] with simplified derivation to quickly establish (I.32). It
should be noted the derivation for the decay-in-time of ||u(t)||2 in (L32)) is different to the one in
[26]. In fact, Jiang—Jiang obtained the rate of decay-in-time ()~ for ||u(t)||s by directly using
the momentum equation (LI9), [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 (I.33) from (I.32) by an asymptotic analysis method.

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

Theorem 1.2 (Instability). Let p satisfy ([L6) and [L1). If [m| € [0,mc), then the equilibria
(p,0, M) is unstable in the Hadamard sense, that is, there are positive constants w, €, dy, and
(7%, n7, a%, u*) € "H3, such that for any & € (0,80 and the initial data

(%, u®) == &(7°,@°) + 6*(n", u"),
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there exists a unique strong solution (n,u, q) to the transformed MRT problem (L19) and (L.24),
where (n,u,q) € H2 XU x (CO(I;, H')\NL2H?) for any T € Ipmax and T™ denotes the mazimal
time of existence of the solution. However, the solution satisfies

15(y2) — pxa(y, T°) + ya)ll s (T e, 1006 (T2 1
102x:(T) 11, [ AwOkXi (T0) |, (| A2k0kxi (T°)|| 22 = € (1.42)

for some escape time T° := A~'In(2¢/wd) € Iy, wherei =1, 2 and x means n or u.

Remark 1.6. Following the arguments of Theorem [[.21and |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 (I.35) in Remark
and the instability relation in ([.42), we easily obtain the instability expressions in Eulerian
coordinates: for i =1, 2,

le(T) e, (T |z, [10vvi(T) o, 182vi(T) e > €

and
IN:(T) || 2 = me.

The proof of Theorem 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, [L1, 130] for examples. In particular, recently Jiang—
Jiang—Zhan proved the existence of the RT instability solution under L!-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 For the completeness, we will present the
detailed proof in Section [3

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sections 2H3] we provide the proofs for
Theorems [T and [[2] in sequence. Finally, in we list some mathematical results,
which will be used in Sections 23l

2. Proof of Theorem [I.1]

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [I.Jl The key step in the proof is to a prior:
derive the total energy estimate (I.3I]) and the decay-in-time (I.32)) for the transformed MRT
problem ([I9) and (L24). To this end, let (n,u,q) be a solution to the transformed MRT
problem, and satisfy (L30)—(L38]), where ¢ is sufficiently small, and the smallness of § depends
on u, g, A, m, p and . It should be noted that m and p satisfy the assumptions in Theorem
[LI Next, we start with a priori estimates.

2.1. Preliminary estimates
First, we shall establish some preliminary estimates involving (n, u).

Lemma 2.1 (Nonlinear estimates). For any given t € Iy, we have

(1) the estimates of divn:

divn|l; S IVnllzllnlli: for 0 <i <2, 21)
[divyllio < 4 IV 2l7lhio fori=0, 1; (2.2)
" Imllsoll Va2 + ||77||§1 fori=2.
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(2) the estimate involving the gravity term: for sufficiently small 0,

191110 < lIm2llollm2]]2.1 (2.3)

where G := G, — gp'np.
(3) the estimates involving cur:

[eurlinlla S linll2llVall2,
leurl, adinllo < [19]]3,1-

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

A= <32772 - 81772) .
—0am O
PRrROOF. (1) Recalling (I37), we can calculate that
divy = 01120211 — 1110212
and
O1divny = 011200111 + 8%77282771 — 01020113 — 8%77102772. (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 (2I)) and (2.2)) hold for ¢ = 0, 1. If we further apply 0y to the
identity (2.6), we also check that ||divn||o,o satisfies (2.2) with i = 2.

(2) By virtue of (L38) and Lemma [A.6, ¢ := n + y satisfies the diffeomorphism properties
(LI5) and (LI6) for sufficiently small 6. Thus, pU)(ys + 1) for any y € Q makes sense, and

. . n2 .
PO )~ 97 (0e) = [ P (g 2)dx for j =0, 1. (2.7
0
Moreover, for any given t € I,
sup sup ‘p(” (v 4 2)| 1, (2.8)
EQ zeW

where W := {7 | 0 < 7 < o} for e > 0 and := (12, 0] for 1, < 0.
Making use of (IZZI), (2.8), (A.4) and the relation

Plys + ) — plya) = 7 (y2)e + / " (ay,t) — 2) (g + 2)dz,

it is easy to estimate that

/0 " (ay.t) — 20 (92 + )z

< m3llo < Imellofimallva
0

1G], = g '

and

191110 = g [|(7'(y2 + m2) = 7)Oue | S lmeDimallo < lmellollOrrre v (2.9)

Thanks to the above two estimates, we immediately obtain (2.3)).
(3) Noting that, for 0 < k+1< 2,

curla{% 8iﬁ = (828f7]181 81+kn182)8in1 + (828?7]281 - 8{”%]282)857]2,
thus it is easy to check that (2.4)) and (2.5]) hold by following the arguments of (2.1I]) and ([2.2).
O
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Lemma 2.2. We have

(1) the estimate of na:

s lls < Inllo  fori=0, 1 2.10)
o Inll1i=1 fori=2, 3.

(2) Poincaré inequality for n, u and uy: for j =1 and 2,

Il < IVnsllo, (2.11)
luills < IVusllo, (2.12)
10wy < [[VOu;]lo. (2.13)

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

16111 < [Inzllo, (2.14)
(4) curl estimates: for sufficiently small 0,
Inllks—k S ||curln||go—k where 0 < k < 2. (2.15)
PRrOOF. (1) Noting that
n2laa = 0 and Osne = divy — 011y, (2.16)

we use (L38), [2.1)), (2.16) and (A.0) to get

1m2ll0 S 101, dive)[lo S 1m0,
20l S lm2llo + IVn2llo S 101, diva)[lo < [I7]]1.0,
Im2lli < llme2llo + Im2llio1 + 102mallicy S [[0llii—1 for i =2, 3. (2.17)

Thus, we immediately get (2.10) from the above four estimates.
(2) By (L19); and (I.30), it is easy to see that

(pu1)o =0 (2.18)
Thus the estimates (2.11]) and (ZI2) obviously hold due to (L386), (ZI]), (A.6), Lemma[A9 and

the boundary condition (72, us)|sn = 0.
Multiplying (I.I9), by e; in L? and then using the integral by parts and the relation

0;(OF Aisf) = OF A0, f for k=0, 1, (2.19)
we get
/ﬁ@tuldy + /m Mg (A12q — prAi2Aij0jur) dy = 0,
which, together with the boundary condition (L.24)), yields
(pOyur)g = 0. (2.20)

Thanks to (2.20) and Lemma [A.9] thus we have ([2.I3)) for j = 1. Noting that d,us|sq = 0, thus,
by (AG), we also have (213)) for j = 2. Hence (2.1I3)) holds.

14



(3) Similarly to (2.9), we can estimate that

102G1l, =g H( Yo+ 12) — P )(1 + Oom) — ﬁ”ﬂz”o
S 102, m202m2)l0 S lm2llos

which, together with (2.3)), yields (2.14]).
(4) Making use of (Z1)), (2.2), (2.11)), (A.8) and (A.9), we have

Inllks—x S NIVllk2-k S lcurly, div)l|ke-—r S llcurlnlls 2k + [1Vll2lnllks-;

which yields (ZI5) for sufficiently small 4. O

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 (1, u) and temporal derivative of w.

Lemma 2.3. For sufficiently small 0, it holds that, for 0 <1 < 2,

d . .
i (/pé‘ n-djudy + 3 IIVé‘ 77”0) — E(0n)

< [IVpoiullg + ||V77H2||77||3,0(H772H0 + el + llglla)

7l IValllully - for i = 0;
+ |In||? + ’ 2.21
1|21 11l 1.2 {0 fori=1, 2. (2.21)

PROOF. We apply 9; to (IL19) and (L24), and then use the relation [2I9) to derive that

’8{7% = 8iua
0 (pur — pAu) = 91 (Am?0fn + gp'naes + Gea + N =V 49),

| | (2.22)
[8{, Akl]aluk + Akl(?{{@luk =0
| 91 (12, 2, Oa (11, ur))|og = O,
where
N 8[( 1 e ;z)Tv
7, 1 = (AklAkm + Aml)amuj
=11((205m2 + (D2m)? + (D212)?)D1u; — ODau;),
] 2 —M(Ak2~’[lkm + Am2)amuj
/L((Qaﬂh + (817]1)2 + (817]2)2)82u]' — @81Uj)
and
O = Oima + 0o + 01m202m2 + 0111021
Moreover, by the boundary condition (L24]), we have
N0 = 0. (2.23)
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Let 0 < ¢ < 2. Multiplying (222), by din, then we us the integral by parts, ([2.22)); and
(2:22))4 to obtain

4
5 ([ poin otudy + 519012} - @) = IOl + b (22)
j=1
where we have defined that
L= /c‘ﬁgainzdy, I; = —/8i’~/\/’]€18i+177jdy
I3, = /0281./\/’]728}'77jdy and I, := —/81VAq - Olndy.

Next we estimate for the above four integrals I; ;—I,; in sequence.
(1) By the integral by parts, Holder’s inequality and (2Z3]), we infer that

< 2 o)
 [Illolgllo S Il for i =0 295
[72]l144011G lli—1.0 S lIm2llollmell21 |72]l1440  for i =1, 2.
(2) Exploiting Holder’s inequality, (L38), (A.3) and (A.4]), we can see that
Iy, ZM/aiH?? - 01(00su — (205m2 + (Dam)? + (Damp)?)Oru)dy
SHVall2lmllirollwll12- (2.26)

(3) Using the integral by parts, (2.22))4, (2.23)) and the product estimate (A.3)), we can estimate
1370 :,u/agn . (@&u — (2(91771 + ((91771)2 + (81172)2)82u)dy

=/ /(8277' ((O1m2 + 01m200m2 + Oy Dom ) Orw — (201 + (Ovm)?

+ (01772)2)02u) — 0277102817’] U — 8201771827’] . u)dy
Shnllal Vol ffuls- (2:27)

Similarly to (2:26), we also have
Is; = p / 8i+177 : 828§_1(@81u - (281771 + (81771)2 + (81n2)2)82u)dy
S IVallalinllivaollullre for i =1, 2. (2.28)
(4) Finally we bound the last integral I, ;. Noting
diV,Zﬂ? = 2(8177182772 - 8177232771)7

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

Lip = /divAnqdva/divnqdyS 711101V nll2llgllo (2.29)
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and, for i =1, 2,

SlnllivrollV zgllivo + [|divalsollgllio

SUnllsol Vallz + Inlz) lallL:. (2.30)
Consequently, putting ([225)-(230) into ([2:24)), and then using ([2.I0) and (A.8), we arrive
at (Z.2I). This completes the proof. O

Lemma 2.4. For sufficiently small 0, it holds that, for 0 <1 < 2,
d _ i
T (IVpullo — E(01m) + cllull?,
S nllzi(Im2llo + llullu2)llullia + (nllsollullse + [ll21llwll20) g/l (2.31)

PROOF. Multiplying ([2.22), by diu in L?, and then using the integrate by parts, (2.22)); and the
boundary conditions ([2.22)), and (2.23]), we have

1d _ ;
517 Voulio = E@n) + 1l VullZy
7
= /8igaiu2dy - /Oi/\/;fflalﬁiujdy — /81VAq - Oludy =: ZIM‘ (2.32)
j=5

Similarly to (2:23), we have

for i = 0:
i < Im2llolln2ll2.11[w2llo or Z 0; (2.33)
Im2llollm2llzalluzllivio  fori=1, 2.
By (A.3) and (A.4)), we can estimate that
Is; =p /((91((282n2 + (0am)* + (B212)*)O1u — OByu) -
+ 8{'((281771 + ((91771)2 + (81172)2)02u - @81'&) . 820§u)dy
SOl llwllsallullia + 1Vallallull;. (2.34)

Similarly, for i=1, 2,
A / 0%, Algdindy < 10l lluliallalls
and
I70 = — / (01, A Oruy 8} qdy
— [ (0}, oo, — [0}, Bumlowus + [0}, Do)z — [0}, D Jouz) 0 ady

S0 llz0llulle + [[01m] 11 l10vul[1.1)qll50-
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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

o 0 for i = 0;
e ]7,2',1 + [771'72 for i = 1, 2
SU10mllzollullrze + ([0l 1Orul[11)llgl]11- (2.35)
Consequently, putting ([2.33)-(2.35) into ([2.32), and then using (L38), 2.10), [2.12) and
(A.8), we arrive at (2.31]) for sufficiently small §. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 2.5. For sufficiently small 6, we have

d
EIWAUII% + cllully S nllo + lull3 + llullzllql (2.36)
and

% (Il = E(w)) + clluli < (Inllzo + llull2) [, (2.37)
where ¥ = uy —u -V qu.
Proor. (1) By (II9)3, we see that
divquy = —div 4, u.

Multiplying (TI9), by u; in L?, and then using the integral by parts, (L24)), (2.19) and the above
relation, we obtain

IV aullg + [1V/puells = Is, (2.38)

N =
Da|g

t

where we have defined that
= [Ouotn + (gp'n. + Ges) -y + [ (1w T+ V- (ATu))dy

Exploiting (2.3)) and (A.3)), we get
Is < 11(@Fn. m2)llollwello + [full3 + llull3l4ll:-

Putting the above estimate into (238), and then using (210) and (A.8]), we get (2:30).
(2) Let

Iy := /((MAilal(Aikaku) +Am*0in + (G + gp'm)es
—pu-Vyu—p) - (u- V) — 0(pu -V u)-1)dy,
I = /(()‘m%%U + 97 (Y2 + m2)uses) - ¥ — poy(AuAiOyu) - O))dy.

Recalling the derivation of (A7) in Section [ and the relation
1
5 [0k Vapdy = = [u- Vi -va,
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we can get the following identity (i.e. taking J = 1, w = u and f = Am?9?n + (G + gp'nz)es in
) from (LT9):

1d

5&”\/5??”% = Iy + L. (2.39)

The integral term Iy can be further rewritten as follows:

1d ~
Lo = 5 B(w) = V3 + T, (2:40)

where

L = /(Q(P'(yz +112) = P (y2) Juaduz — (Am*3iu + gp (y2 + n2)uses) - (u- V qu)
+ (0 (A Aidhu) - O (u - V.au) — 0y (AuAndpu + Aydgu) - 9,0,u))dy.

Making use of (L38), (IL19),, 27), (Z14) and (A.3), we have

Iy + 1o S (Imello + lImllz + llull + lluell ) ull2 el + llell3 + 11 V7ll2]lue]3

Putting (240) to ([2.39), and then using [2.10), [2.I3), (A.8), the above estimate and Young’s
inequality, we immediately get (2.37)) for sufficiently small 6. This completes the proof. O

2.3. Curl estimates for n

This section is devoted to establishing the curl estimates of 7 for the normal estimates of 7.
Lemma 2.6. Let the multiindex o satisfy |a| < 1. We have

d

gy <g||VA8acuﬂA77H3 + / 0% curl 4n0® curl 4 (pu) dy) + ¢f|0%curl 4Dim[§

S Inllvolinllsiar + lllsllulls + V720115 o)

+nlhzllullie + [lull3) for as #1 (2.41)
and
d rp 2 2
T <§||V020urlA77||0 —I—Ig> + ¢||Oxcurl 401 m|[g
S lnllvollnlles + llullllulls + VED, (2.42)
where

Iy = /(,uag (011091 ) D3 curly — O3 curl yneurl 4 (pu))dy — 7y,
Ty = / By curl 4n(9(Bymrcurl 4d1n) + Do (Dpcurl 4017 — Bpmcurl 407n))dy.

PRrROOF. In view of (L.I8), we have

curl 4 (9Gres) = curly (—gpes) = —g.A1;0;p = gp'Oina.
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Therefore, applying curl4 to (I.I9)s and then using the fact
curl 4 A qu = A y4eurl 4u,
we get

Oycurl 4 (pu) — pA geurl gu — Am2dycurl 4011
= gp/O1ny — AmZcurly, 401 + curl g, (pu).

Let o be a multi-index. Applying 0% to (Z43)) yields

0,0%curl 4(pu) — pd* A geurl qu — Am?9,0%curl 401
= gp'0°01ma — Am20%curly, 4011 + 0*curly, (pu).

(2.43)

(2.44)

1) We take a = (2,0) and 0 < ¢ < 1. Multiply by dicurl4n in L? and then using the
1

integral by parts, we have
d 4
T /8icurlA(ﬁu)8icurlAndy + Am?|| 0k curl 401n|3 = Z Jjis
j=1

where
Jii ::/ (8icurlA(,5u)8icurlAu — gﬁ'@ingall“curlAn) dy,
Jo; = /(8icurlA(ﬁu)8icurlAtn + dtcurl 4, (pu)dcurl 4n)dy,
Jsi = — Am? / (0'curly, 401m0; curl 4 + 9% curl 40,0} curly, 4n)dy,
Jui ::u/0iAAcurlAuﬁicurlAndy.

Making use of (L38), (2.3), (A3) and the integral by parts, we have

i Slloreurla(pu) llol| O curlaullo + [101ma]lo[|0r curlan]lo

Shullz + n2lliollnllisia,
i SIVlz]lull3.

and

0 for i = 0;

J i <C \Y% i i +
3, IVall2lnllii {Am2 [ curly, 401 curlyndy  for i =1

<c[Vallzlinlliy-

Next we turn to the estimate of Jy;.

Using the integral by parts, the boundary condition (L27)) and (2.19), we have

3
pd i
Jii = Z Juij — §&||VA81CU1"1A77||(2)7
j=1
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where

Jui1 =H / V dicurl4n - V 40:curl 4,ndy,

Juio =H / V.40;curlyn - V 4,0 curl yndy,

P 0 for ¢ = 0;
R J 01 (A Apn ) Opcurl qu - 01 curl gndy — for i = 1.

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

3
Y Jans S lnlhal Vallallule.

j=1
In addition,

J4,0,1 = / VACUTLM? : VA(8177182U1 + 8177252U2 - 0277101u1 - 02n201uQ)dy

<[Vl [[(011, Oam2) | 21| Vul|1 + M/(VACUTIAU - (V4(0102m1u1)

+ Vo,a(Oomuy)) + 0V gcurlgn - V 4 (Ooemruq))dy
SVl (01, Oame) |22l

and

Ju02 =M /(.AljajCU.I'lAﬁ(810UI'1A7782U2 — Oqcurl ynoius)

+ Ay;0jcurl yn(0zcurl qnodiuy — 0y curl 4ndaus ) )dy
SIValldlinflzllel2-
Thanks to the above three estimates and (2.10), we can infer from (2.49) that
wd
2dt
Inserting the estimates (246)—(250) into (Z45]), and then using the interpolation inequality

(A2), we immediately obtain (2.41]).

(2) Now we turn to the derivation of (2.42)). Multiplying (2.43)) by —d3curl4n, and then using
the integral by parts, and the boundary conditions (L.25]), (L.27) and 0;curl qulgn = 0, we have

d 9
— (g||V020urlAn||2 - /8§curlAncurlA(pu)dy) + Am?||Oycurl 4011 ||3 = Z Jj, (2.51)

Jua < cllnllizllVallzllullie — 5= 1IV.adicurlan]3. (2.50)

dt

J=5

where

J5 = — /(gﬁ/agngﬁlagcurlAn + curl 4 (pu)d3curl qu)dy,
Jg = — /(curlAt(pu)agcurlAn + curl 4 (pu)dacurl 4,n)dy,
Jr = Am? / (curly, 401m03curl g — dycurl 401ndacurly, 4n)dy,

Jg = u/V@curlAn - Voycurl 4, ndy and Jy := ,LL/(A — A y)curl qudicurl gndy.
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It is easy to see that

J5 S [102mzlollnllrz + llullo[[Vull2,
Js S IVlll Vullllull S VED,
Jr S IVallalinlli 2 < VED.

Obviously

d

Js=—ng,

/85(81n182771)8§cur177dy + Js,
where we have defined that
Js =4 / (D201 curl 4yndad; curl 4n + dacurl gndycurl 4,m)dy
+u / d3curlnds (01m0ur + O11m202us — ampOyug)dy

+,u/@%curln@%(@lm@ul)dy+u/8§(8177182n1)822cur1udy.

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

Js S (Inllve + 102m ) | Vallol Vull: S VED.

The integral Jy can be rewritten as follows:

Jo == / 8§curlA7]((1 + 827]2)81((817]282 — 8277281)CUTIAU)

+ (1 + 81771)82((0277101 — alnlag)curlAu) + 817’]202(((1 + 827’]2)01
— Oimpda)eurl qu) + 9oy 01 (((1 + O1m1) 0o
— Qom0 )eurlau) — (Oym 05 + 0omp0} ) eurlqu)dy = Jo 1 + Jo o,

where

Joa :z,u/&%curl,w((l + Ooma) (01 (O1meOzcurl qu) — Op 011201 curl gu)

— Do (1 + Oam2) 05 curl g + 05 (Do curly, aw)

+ 01Oz (omOrcurl qu) — (1 + i1 ) Oa (O ocurl qu)

+ D120 (((1 4 02m2) 01 — Dy )curl gu) + Do Oy dpcurl gu

+ 01110211 020 curl yu 4 Oamy Oxcurly, g4u — Oamy 02011 Oy curl 4u

— (82n1)2(curla%Au + curly, 401u) — (D110 + Oampd; )curl 4u)dy,

Joo =4 / d3curl 4n(0y(Oamrcurl 40yu) — Aana(1 4 domy)curl 40Fu
+ Oym1 (Oacurl 4O1u — Oymycurl 402u) ) dy.

We further rewrite the integral Jy o as follows:

~ d
J9,2 3:J9,2 - &L,
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where

jg,Q =L /((82772(1 + Oymp)curl 400 — Oy (Oamrcurl 401m) — Domy (Oacurl 4O1n

— Oomycurl 402n)) 9,05 curl g1 — Oacurl 41(9y (curl 401 ndauy
+ omrcurl 4, 01n) + (Ozcurl 401 — Qomrcurl 405 n) Oyuy
+ Doy (Oycurl 4, 01m — Douycurl 407 — Aymycurl 4,0in))dy.

It is easy to estimate that
Jox + Joo S (0|2 + 102ns]12) [V ]|2 | V|2

Inserting (2.56) into (Z.53]) and then using the above estimate, we get

d
Jo < eVED — it (2.57)
Finally, putting (2Z.53) and (2.57) into (2.51)), and then using the estimates (Z.10), [2.52) and
(Z54), we arrive at (2.42). This completes the proof. O

2.4. Stabilizing estimates
Now we further establish the stabilizing estimates for £(9in) and F(u) appearing in Lemmas

23H2.51
Lemma 2.7. We have

. 0 fori=20, 1;
10 S—E@n) + T 2.58
HnHl—H,O ~ ( 177> {Han’1 fOT 7, _ 2’ ( )
lullfo S —E(u) + [[Valla[lu]f- (2.59)
PROOF. By virtue of the definition of mc, it is easy to see that
—g/ﬁ’w%dy > —\|mcdiw||; for any w € H},
which, together with the stability condition |m| > m¢, implies
[wllfo S Am* —=mg) 0wy S —E(w) for any w € H,. (2.60)

For applying the above estimate to 7, we shall modify n. Let 0 < i < 2 be given. By Lemma
[A5], there exists a Bogovskii’s operator B : didivy € L* — H{ such that

divB(9;divn) = didivn and ||B(didivn)|, < ||0;divn]oe. (2.61)
Now we use d{n — B(didivy) to rewrite E(din) as follows.
E(0in) = E(0in — B(dydivn)) + E(B(9idivn)) — K1, (2.62)

where

Ky =2 m? / O - 01 B(dkdivn)dy — 2g/ﬁ’8in28(8idivn) - eydy.
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Recalling din — B(9;divn) € H}, we use (2.60) to get
1017 — B(odivn)|li g S —E(01n — B(dydivn)),
which, together with (2.62)) and Young’s inequality, gives
117110 S E(B(O1divn)) — E(0yn) — K1 + | B(0idivn) |1 ,- (2.63)
Exploiting (2.61]), we find that
E(B(0;divy)) — K1 + [|B(31divn)|[i 4

< InlliiollB@idivn) |10 + l[12lliol B(O1div)llo + [[B(O1divn)|3 4
< (Inlli+s0 + llnellio) I divallio + [|divalfZ,.

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

inequality, we get (Z58)).
Similarly we can easily follow the argument of (2.58]) with ¢ = 0 to establish (2.59]) by further
using the relation

divu = —div zu (2.64)

and the estimate
[div zullo S IVAll2llull-

This completes the proof. O

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 £.

Lemma 2.8. For sufficiently small 6, we have

lullizss + lallies S 108, we)lliy for 0 <i+j <1, (2.65)
& and ||(Vn,u)||3 are equivalent to each other, (2.66)

where the equivalent coefficients in (2.60) are independent of d.

PROOF. To begin with, we derive (2.65)). By (2.19), ([222), and (2.64), we have the following
Stokes problem

0i(Vq — pAu) = 9, (Am20n + gp'nres — puy + Ges + N* — V 1q),
didivu = —didiv(ATu), (2.67)
8%(“27 82U1)‘8Q =0,

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

ulliges + lalliars S N105n, 2, we) iy + Ka, (2.68)
where 0 < i+ 7 <1 and

K= [[(G,N",V zq, ATu)|s,; + [|div(ATw)]]i 1.
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It is easy to estimate that

1G1:5 S 11911 < el < lnll2o, (2.69)
IVadlli; S 1Vall2lVallis,
1A iy S 19nlle]lulles.

IN#liy + lldiv(ATw)[s,145

= IN*[lig + Idiv gulliieg S 1Vl Vulliaqg,
where we shall use (Z10) and (ZI4) in (2.69). Putting the above estimates into (2Z.68)) yields the
desired estimate (2.65)).

Next we turn to the derivation of (2.66]). By (2.11I), the Stokes estimate ([2.65]) withi =7 =10
and the definition of £, we easily see that

(Vi w3 S €SNV wlls + [luell3. (2.70)
Obviously, to complete the proof, it suffices to prove that

[uello < [l7ll20 + llull2- (2.71)

To this end, we multiply (II9), by u, in L? to obtain
VAl = [ (Oonin + @G+ gptmles + ) -u+ V- ATy = Ko (272

Making use of (Z3), (Z10), (263) and (A.8)), we obtain

Ks S(lImello + lInllzo + [lull2)udllo + [[Vullolull2[|Vqllo
SUllzo + lullz + [V alollull2) o + llnll2ollu3-

Putting the above estimate into (2.72), and then using (L38]) and Young’s inequality, we arrive
at (2.71)). This completes the proof. O

2.6. A priori stability estimates

Now we are in a position to establish the a priori stability estimate (L3I]) under the assump-
tions (L.36])—(L.38]).

We can derive from Lemmas 2.3H2.4 and the estimate (2.37)) that there exist two different
constants ¢, such that for any sufficiently large x > 1 (depending on p and p), and for any
sufficiently small § € (0, 1] (independent of y), the following tangential energy inequality holds:

d
&gtan + CDtan ,S X\/ED, (273)
where
— i i H i
un = Y ([ ot otuay + 1votn)

0<i<2

+X (II\/EUIIE,O - > E in)) +IVaYllE — E(u),

0<i<2

Dean = llull} — 3 E@n) + [lud]2

0<i<2
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Making use of Lemma 27 (2.17]), (2.65) and Young’s inequality, we get, for any sufficiently
large x and for any sufficiently small § € (0, x71),

In112,1 + llll3 + lluellg + gl + X1 (@1n, w30 < Eran S XE- (2.74)
and
10vll3,0 + Xllwllzs + lluell? S Dean + lInll2s- (2.75)
Obviously,

lewn|| o < leurladinllg + [|nll3 . Vall3,
lewrln|3o < l|Ovewrladin]lg + [Inll2 V713, (2.76)
10curly|f g < [l0zcurladinls + [[nllf oI Voll3-

Thanks to the above three estimates, we can further derive the total energy inequality from

Lemma 2.0 and (2.73):

%5 +cD S nllrollnllie + lulllulls + x*VED, (2.77)
where
E =T+ g” (V acurlgn, V401 curl 40, Voscurl4n) |12 + XEran,
D= ||CU1"177||%,1 + XDtan,

Ty =Ty + /(curlAncurlA(ﬁu) — Ofcurl yncurl 4(pu))dy.

Moreover, by ([2.10), (2.I5) and (2.75), it holds that, for any sufficiently small § € (0, x71),

D <l + ln2lls + ulls + lallz + x(loimll3,
+xllullzy + lullf) < P. (2.78)

Noting that

lewrln|l3 SIVAlE + [[Veurly|[}
SV, V 4curl yn, V 40, curlqn, VOscurl an, V zeurl 4, Veurl 4,
V iocurlan, Voycurl 1n, Voscurl 1n) |15
</(V. ¥ acurl . ¥ adheurlan, Voseurla) |2+ [Vl (2.79)

thus, we get from (2I5) and the above estimate that
[9ll3 < (Y, V acurlan, V adeurlan, VoacurLan)|[5.
In addition, it is easy to check that
1Zs| < (IVllallully + [[Vn]l3-

Exploiting (2.60), (Z74) and the above two estimates, we obtain that, for any sufficiently large
x and for any sufficiently small 9,

€ S5+ x(Ulull3 + el + llall}) < € S x°€ S 32NV w)ll3- (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 y that

d -
aé' + ¢D < 0 for any sufficiently small 9, (2.81)

where £ satisfies (Z80). Integrating the above inequality over (0,t), and then using (Z.80), we

arrive at, for some ¢; > 1,

E(t) —I—/O D(1)d7 < e[ (VR°, u?)||3. (2.82)

2.7. Decay-in-time estimates

This secretion is devoted to the derivation of decay-in-time estimate (L.32)) under the addi-
tional a priori assumption (L4I]).
Exploiting the integral by parts, we can derive from Lemmas and 2.4 that, for i =1, 2,

d ; i i i = i
g (€0 ([ poin-dtuay + G150t + (17l - E@n) )

+e{t)' (Vi — E©@in) < @ I(Vorm, o w)lls +~(lullfo — E(@im)) + Ks,  (2.83)
where v > 1 is a sufficiently large constant (may depending on p, g, A\, m, p and ) and

Ko :=0)*(IVallallnllsolllmallo + llullue + llglls) + 713 llall1)
+ O Unllzaln2llo + Null2) lullza + Inllzallulluzligll).

Making use of (2.58), (2.76) and (A.g), we further derive from (Z31) with ¢ = 2, [241]) with
a1 = 1 and (2.83) that

% (5}3 +~2(t) /8lcurlAnalcurlA (pu) dy) 1 ¢Dp

S (Ul 2 + ull2) + @O UV, )l + v(llullzo + [Inll30
+nllollnllzn + lullillulis) + @ lulzo + lInlls0) + K. (2.84)

where
& u
o =23 (40 ([ p0tn- dtoay + LIvoinli + (1puly - @) )
=1
{08 (IFulo ~ B@n) + 22Ol T adyenrL a2
2
Do =7 S Gl + Il o) + (67l + 2B llcurin]
=1

Ky = (1+7) Ko+ OVnllz(Inllz0 + Inllellullie + llull2) + 6 nll2,-
Following the argument of (2.79), we have

leurln|fF ; SIIVAllT o+ ([Veurln|?
SV, V 40icurl un, V 10rcurlan, V@lcurljm)ﬂg
SI(Voun, Vadicurlan) |13 + 0113 211V nll3,
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which, together with (2.15)), implies that
19112 S 11(V0in, V.adicurlan)|f5.
Thanks to (2.19), (2.58), (A.8) and the above estimate, we easily further see that, for any given
sufficiently large ~,
ON02n13 0 + 2100110 + (10171136
—c(1+7*){O)°Inllz1 < €b S ¥*@°(I(Vn, w5, (2.85)
VOlONIE + A O0mll50 + (V) + ) 10wulliy S Po.

In addition,

/ dreurl andreurl 4 () dy| < [nlloal V.

Thus integrating (2.84) with some sufficiently large v over (0,¢) and then using (282)), (2.85]),
the above estimate and Young’s inequality, we arrive at, for any sufficiently small ¢,

(Olo3nT o + (&) 102011[15 0 + (&) 01nll30

t
+/0 (P 1020uml[1 0 + (T)*|Oumll30 + () Orull11)dr

t
SNV uO)IZ + () Inll2, +/0 (T [ull1l[ulls + K7)dT. (2.86)

It is easy see from (2.36]) and (2.37) that, for any sufficiently large o (may depending on p,
g7 >\7 m7 ﬁ and Q)’

%(a<t>2||VAuII3 + (010115 — E(w))) + elo(t)[luell§ + 8 [luell?)

S a®OlIV aulls + @) (allnll5o + l[ull + [[ull3llqlh)
+ E(u) + [lu- Vaull§) + &> (Inlla.0 + lull2)[lull3. (2.87)
Integrating the resulting inequality over (0,t) yields

&IV .aulls + &) (ludlls — E(u) + C/Ot(a<f>2||uT||§ + (1) uc[[)dr

S o[ Voo [T+ E(u’) + 9005 + () lu - Voaullg +/0 () IVaull§ + () (elInl2,0
+lull3 + lullzllall) + E(u) + llu- Vaullg) +(r)>(nlls0 + [[ull2)ul3)dr,
t
< all (V" w3 + <t>3HuH§+/O () lullf + (7)*(alinll3

+ lull + llell2llall) + [lully) + () A llzo + lell2)lullz)dr, (2.88)

where we have used (L38), ([2.66) and (A.3) in the last inequality above. Exploiting (L38),
(259), (2.65) and Young’s inequality, we further derive from (2.88) with some sufficiently large

« that

t
&> (llullz + llally + Huzs||§)+0/0 ()l + (el + llglli ) + (7 [lu-l)dr
SNV a)3 + ) il

t
+/0 ((Dnlz1 + ()2 nll50 + () (il + lull2)llull2) dr.
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Finally, using (2Z.I0) and Young’s inequality, we further derive from (2.82)), (Z.86) and the
above inequality that

t t
€(t) +C/O D(r)dr SI(V”, u’)3 + & 1nll2 +/0 (K7 + ()2 (Inll5,0 + llull2)[ull3))d,
which together with (L38]), (L41) and Young’s inequality, yields
et)+ [ D(rar < al Vi) (289
see ([28) and (T.29)) for the definitions of & and D©.

Now we sum up the a priori estimates (2.82) and (2:89) as follows.

Proposition 2.1. Let (1, u,q) be a solution to the transformed MRT problem (LI19) and (L24),
and satisfy (L30)-(L38). If m and p satisfy the assumptions in Theorem [I1, there exists a
constant 01, depending on p, X\, m, g, p and ), such that the solution (n,u,q) enjoys the a prior

estimates ([2.82)) and (Z89) for any 6 < 4;.

2.8. Proof of Theorem[11
Now we state the local well-posedness result for the transformed MRT problem.

Proposition 2.2. Let b > 0 be a constant and v > 0 the same constant in LemmalA. 0. Assume

that p satisfies [LG), (n°,u®) € HEXHZ, ||(Vn°, u®)||2 < b and div 40u’ = 0, where A° := (V¢?)~T

and ° = n° +y. Then, there is a sufficiently small constant 0o < /2, such that if n° satisfies
V7'l < 6,

the transformed MRT problem (L19) and (L24]) admits a unique local-in-time classical solution
(n,u,q) € CO(Tp, H3) x Ur x (C°(Tr, H') N LEH?) for some T > 0. Moreover, (n,u) satisfiedl

super, || Vll2 < 205
Here 6y and T may depend on p, g, A\, m, p and €2, while T further depends on b.
PROOF. The proof of Proposition will be provided in Section [4l O

Remark 2.2. If the initial data (°, ") in Proposition 2.2ladditionally satisfies det(Vn°+1) = 1
and (pn)a = (puf)a = 0, then (n,u) € H7 x Ur.
Thanks to the priori estimate (2.82]) and Proposition 222, we can easily establish the global

solvability in Theorem [[.Tl Next, we briefly describe the proof.
Let (n°, u") satisfy the assumptions in Theorem [I.1]

1(Vn°, u®)|]y < 6/v/2, 6 =min {61,505} /\/c3 and c5 = ¢; +¢3 > 1,

where ¢; and ¢, are the same constants in (2.82) and (Z89), resp.. By virtue of Proposition
and Remark 2.2 there exists a unique local solution (1, u,q) to the transformed MRT problem
(LI9) and (1.24)) with a maximal existence time 7™*, which satisfies

! Here the uniqueness means that if there is another solution (@,7,§) € C°(Ir,H3) x Ur x (C°(Ir, H') N
L7 H?) satisfying 0 < inf(, 4cq, det(V7) + I), then (7,4,q) = (n,u,q) by virtue of the smallness condition
“sup, 7.~ [IVnll2 < 202”. In addition, we have, by the fact “sup,.7—[[V7ll2 <" and Lemma [A.6

inf(y peq, det(Vn+1) > 1/4.
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e for any a € Ipmax, the solution (n,u,q) belongs to 5};3 x U, x (C°(I,, H") N L2H?),
supyey, [|[Vnll2 < 202

o limsup, . poee [V0(®)]l2 > 82 0r i sup, g [ (V7, u) (D)2 = o0, if T < oo,

Let
T* :=sup{r € Ipmox | [[(V,u)(®)]]3 + &)*(In@)I5, + [[u(t)[3) < 36 for any ¢t < 7}

It is easy to see that the definition of 7™ makes sense. Thus, to show the existence of a global
solution, it suffices to verify T* = oo. We shall prove this fact by contradiction below.
Assume T™ < oo, then, by Proposition 2.2]

T* € (0, ™) (2.90)

and
(VW) @)13 + & nll3 1 + lull)l=r- = 6.

Noting that
supz(Il(Vn, w) (0) [l + () (Inll20 + [ull2)) < 30” < 1, (2.91)

thus, using (291 and a standard regularization method, we can follow the same arguments as
in the derivation of (2.82)) and (2.89) to verify that
T*
E(t) + €&(t) +/ (D(7) +D(7))dr < es||(Vn®, u®)||2 < c36%/2.
0

In particular,

sup,ezr= (1(Vn, w) ()2 + (&) *(Inll2.0 + [[ull2) < e367/2. (2.92)

By (Z30), (2Z92) and the strong continuity (Vn,u) € C°([0,T™), H?), there exists T €
(T*, T™*) such that

sup,er=([(Vi, W) (D13 + (Il o + (& (Inllz + [lull3)) < esd?,

which contradicts with the definition of 7. Hence, T* = oo and thus T™* = oo. 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 2.2l and the fact sup,- || V7|2 < 20,.

To complete the proof of Theorem [[T] we have to show that the solution (7, u, ¢) satisfies the

properties (L31)—(L33). Recalling the derivation of (2.82) and (2.89), we easily verify that the
global solution (n,u) enjoys (L31]) and (I.32) by a standard regularization method. Hence next

it suffices to show (L33)).
From (L.32)) we get

on(t) — 0in H? as t — oo (2.93)

and

t
H/ udT
0

t
S [ elldr £ /190015 + 1001 (2.9)
2
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for any ¢ > 0. Due to (2.94)), there are a subsequence {t,}>2; and some function n{* € H?, such
that

tn
/ urdr — n° — 1Y weakly in H.
0

Utilizing (L19),, (L32)), and the weakly lower semi-continuity, we conclude

tn
/ Uy dr
t 2

tn
SVl + o Bt [ ()52
n t

S\l + [l 36872,

which, combined with (2.93), yields (I.33]) holds and that 1 depends on y, only. This completes
the proof of Theorem [L.1l

[7:(t) — n°l]2 <lim inf
tn,—00

3. Proof of Theorem

The existence of RT instability solutions had been widely investigated, see [19, 130] 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 [[.2 by following the proof frame in [30]. Next
we briefly sketch the proof for the completeness. In what follows, the fixed positive constant ¢!
for ¢ > 1 may depend on u, g, A, m, p and the domain 2.

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

Proposition 3.1. Let > 0 and p satisfy (LO) and (LT). If |m| € [0,m¢), then the zero
solution is unstable to the linearized MRT problem

;
T = u,

pus + Vq — pAu = Am?92n + gp'naes,

3.1
divu = 0, (3.1)

(12, 011, U2, Oaus )| a0 = 0.
That is, there is an unstable solution (n,u,q) = e (w/A,w, B) to the above problem [B.1]), where
(w,B) € "H2 x H?
solves the boundary-value problem
A2pw + AV B — ApAw = m203w + gp'wse,,
divw = 0,
(w2, 82w1)‘aﬂ =0.
with some growth rate A > 0, where A satisfies

E(v) < A ||[Vpvlls + Aul| Vol for any v € HY. (3.2)
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In addition,
/ﬁ’|w2\2dyl|wi||0]|81w2-||0]|82w2-||0 #0 fori=1, 2. (3.3)

PROOF. We can use the modified variational method as in |30, Proposition 3.1] and Lemma [A.T]]
to easily verify Proposition 3.1, and thus omit the trivial proof. O

Then we follow the derivation of a priori stability estimate (2Z.82) in Section with some
slight modifications to establish the following Gronwall-type energy inequality for the solutions
of the transformed MRT problem.

Proposition 3.2. Let A > 0 be the same as in Proposition[31] and (n,w,q) be the local solution
constructed by Proposition (22 with initial condition (1°,u°) € "H7S x “H2. There are two
constants 61 and ¢} > 0, such that if ||(Vn,u)||2 < 01 in some time interval 17 C Iy where I is
the existence time interval of (n,u,q), then (n,u,q) satisfies the Gronwall-type energy inequality:
foranyt e Iz,

t t
e)-+e [ Doy < (10 a3+ [ lom va)r)iar ) 34
0 0
where the constants 61 may depend on u, g, X, m, p and 2.

PROOF. Let (n,u,q) be the local solution constructed by Proposition 2.2l Then (n,u) € 52/?} X
Ur. We further assume

1(Vn,w)|5 <6 €(0,1] foranyt€ Iz C Ip.

Recalling the derivation of (2.81]) and using the regularity of (1, u,q), we easily verify that,
for sufficiently small ¢,

d_
72 1 D S 10, w)l30, (3.5)

where = has been defined by £ with ¢ = 0 and satisfies
2, € and ||(Vn,u)||3 are equivalent to each other. (3.6)
It should be noted that the equivalent coefficients in (8.6)) are independent of 4.

By the interpolation inequality ([A.2]), we have, for any € € (0, 1],

e Yxallo + €llx for k = 1;
alleo < { Ixallo + ellxall2 57)

6_1||X2||1,0 + €||X2||172 for £k = 2,

where y = n or u. Therefore, with the help of (B:6)—([3.1), we easily deduce ([B.4) from B3] for
sufficiently small §. The proof is complete. O

For any given ¢ > 0, let
(", u*, q%) = e (i’ @, "), (3.8)

32



where (7°,4°,¢°) := (w/A,w, ), and (w, 8, A) is given by Proposition Bl Then (n*, u?, ¢?) is
also a solution to the linearized MRT problem (B.1]), and enjoys the estimate: for j > 0,

107 (n*, u) | + [107a™ |2 = Ao (7%, a°) |13 + 1|3°]2) S AIe™. (3.9)
In addition, we have by (B.3) that

12" xz2llol1xillol| 01 xi [0 102X lo > 0, (3.10)

where y = 7° or @°, and i = 1, 2.

Since the initial data of the solution (?, u®, ¢*) 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 (7°,@") := (w/A,w) be the same as in [B8). There is a constant 6} €
(0,1], such that for any 6 € (0,0%], there exists (0%, u") € “H2 enjoying the following properties:

(1) The modified initial data
(16, ug) == 87", @°) + 6 (1", )
belongs to O’Hi’fy x OH3 and satisfies the compatibility condition
divAgug =0 1n €,

where A is defined as A with 13 in place of 1.
(2) Uniform estimate:

167", u)|ls < e, (3.11)
where the positive constant ¢} is independent of §.

PRrROOF. Thanks to Lemma [A 11l and Remark [A.4] we can easily establish Proposition by
following the argument of [30, Proposition 5.1], and thus omit the trivial proof. 0

Let (n,ud) € O”Hi’fy x OH3 be constructed by Proposition B.3]

cs = |7, @%)|ls + ¢ >0 (3.12)
and
1
So = 5T min {7, §{, 02, 2c365 } < 1. (3.13)
3

From now on, we assume that § < d. Since § < 0, we can use Proposition to construct
(nd,ud) that satisfies

115, up) |13 < €30 < b
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By Proposition 2.2 there exists a unique solution (7, u,q) of the transformed MRT problem
(CI9) and (L24) with initial value (5], u3) in place of (n°, u®), where (n,u,q) € 5#?; x U, x
(CUT;, H") " L2H?) for any T € Ipmax and T™* denotes the maximal time of existence.

Let ¢y € (0,1] be a constant, which will be given in (8.42)). We define

T := A 'In(eg/8) > 0, ie. 6T = ¢, (3.14)
1 i sup {1 € v | sub,cppy o/ I(IE + T < 2600} (3.15)
T :=sup {t € Ipmax | sup,c [|0(7)|ly < 2cioeM (3.16)

Since

=\ 115 + llug]l3 < 30 < 2c30, (3.17)

VIlm®1 + lu(t) 2

t=0
we have T > 0, T** > 0. Obviously,
T* = T™ = 00 or T* < T™ (3.18)
(T, = 250 if T < 7™ (3.19)
\/Hn(T*)H% + [[u(T*)|5 = 23580, if T* < T, (3.20)

From now on, we define .
™" .= min{T°, T*, T*}.

Noting that supeominy /[7(£)[13 + [Ju(t)[|3 < 61, thus, by Proposition B2, (n,u,q) enjoys the
Gronwall-type energy inequality (3.4) for any ¢ € Ipmin. Making use of this fact, (3.15)(B.17),
Lemma and the condition ||n||3 < 7, we see that, for any ¢ € [0, T™"),

t
E(t) + c/ D(7)dr < ch5?e®M (3.21)
0
and

< (choeth)?, (3.22)

Next we further establish the estimates for the errors between (n,u) and (n*,u®) as in [30,
Proposition 6.1].

2
/ (1 — ) " (4o + 2)dz
0

Ll

Proposition 3.4. Let (n,ud,¢%) = (n,u,q) — (n*,u®, q%), then there is a constant ck, such that
for any 6 € (0,80 and for any t € Ipmmn,

1 e + [ lo < e V/E%eT, (3.23)
I(Adiox; — ) Bl < chV/EeN, (3.24)

where i, j=1,2, x =n oru, X =Wl or H', and ¢! is independent of T™".
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PROOF. Let K!' = Kl + KL,
Ki = Am?0in™ + gp'nies + pAu®
and
Ky = Vn(Am2oin® + gp'nses) + pVuu® + pVnAu® + V 1% — VnVg*.

It is easy to see that (n*, u®, ¢*) satisfies that

)
a__ ,a
nt_u>

p(VCu®), + Vag* = Kt
div4(V(u?*) = divu®* = 0,
\(X27 02X1)]aa = 0,

(3.25)

where ( := n+y, and X = n*, u®* or V(u* Subtracting the both of the transformed MRT
problem and the above problem, we get

(771(51 = uda
pud 4+ YV 4q% — pAqu =: K2,
div4u = div4u = 0, (3.26)

(Y3, 02Y1)]oa = 0,
\ (nda ud>|t=0 = 52(nr7 ur)v

where @ := u — V(u?, K? = \m??n + G,es — K, and Y = nd, u? or ud.
Let ® = a! —u -V 4ud,

I = /((uAﬂal(A,.kaku) + pu - V408 + K2+ p®) - (u - Va4®P) — 0y(pu - V4u?) - @)dy
and
]2I = /(/C? . q) — ,u@,f(.AdAlk@ku) . 81(I>)dy.

Following the argument of (7)) in Section B, we can deduce from ([3.26),([3.28)4 with X = u¢
and the boundary conditions of (n,u) that

1d

S IVpeRlE =1l + 1} (327)
Obviously the integral Il can be rewritten as follows:
1d -
1= 5 2B — Vi + 7, (329)

where
Il = /(/J,at(AilAikaku) O (u - V au + 0,(Vu™))

— ()\m2ﬁfu + gﬁ/(ng + ’yg)UQGQ — /Ci) . (u . VAﬂd
+ @(Vnua)) — 10y (.»lelAZkaku + ftlk@ku) . 8lu§‘
+ (907 (2 + y2) — 7' (y2) )uzes — QKN - ug)dy,
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Putting (3.28) into (B.27)) yields

1d

t
5 VARl = )+ [ vadlar = 1 + 7. (3.29)

Integrating the above identity in time from 0 to ¢, we get
t
VA1~ B + 20 | |Vaudlar
0
t
— VALl ~ Eulime) + 2 [ (1] + E)(r)ar (3:30)
0

Making use of ([3.9), (3.2, the fact de* < 1 and the initial condition u?(0) = §%u* in ([B.26)s,
we easily estimate that

IVpui I3 = VPRI = lIv/p(u - V.aa® + 3:(Viu*)) |13

- Q/ﬁ(u VAt + 0,(Vnu?)) - uldy < ||V + 633N, (3.31)

IVE®l=oll S [luf|i=ollf + 8%¢*, (3.32)

E(u®li=o) S 8'[lu"[IT S 8%, (3.33)
t

[l B s (334
0

Next we shall estimate for ||uf|,—||2. Noting that
divud = —divd,(A%w)

and
puy = pAut + Axm?02n* + gp'nfes + N* 4+ Gey — Vq — V iq

(see (222) for the definition of A'*), thus, multiplying the above identity by u{ in L?, and then
using the integration by parts, we have

/ plugPdy = / (uﬁud + Am*oin + gp'nges + N* + Gey — V;ﬂ) g dy
+ /quat(ATu)dy.
Thus we immediately derive from the above estimate that
g3 < N w3 + 6%,
which, together with the initial data ([3.20])5, implies that
lufle=oll§ < 0%, (3.35)

Consequently, putting (331)-(333) into (3.30) yields

t
VAl + 2 [ I9audldr < Bt + s, (3.36)
0
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Since u¢ does not satisfies the divergence-free condition (i.e., divud = 0), thus we can not use
B3.2) to deal with E(u?). To overcome this trouble, we consider the following Stokes problem

{Vm —Ai =0, divii = dive = —div gu,

(Tg, Oatiy)|aq = 0.

Then there exists a solution (@, w) € H? x H' to the above Stokes problem for given (1, u) by
Lemma [A.TT] Moreover,
[l2 S [|div jul; S 6%e*M. (3.37)

It is easy to check that v?:=ud — 4 € H2
Now, we can apply 3.2) to E(v?), and get

BE(v?) < A2||lvlf + Aul[ Vol |3,
which, together with (3.37)), immediately implies
B < AV 4+ Al V[ + e’
Inserting it into (B.36]), we arrive at
t
Iv/pugll + 2#/ IVaugligdr < A%|[Vpul |l + Apl Vud|[§ + ca’e*. (3.38)
0

In addition,

/ IVl |2dr < / (V4 + [ Al 2)d / IV a2y + 5%,

Putting the above estimate into ([3.38) yields that

t
VP I3 + 2#/ IVuglladr < A%[[vBu'll§ + ApllVul|§ + co’e™™. (3.39)
0
Then we can further deduce from the above estimate that
I + [l < 6% (3.40)
We turn to derive the error estimate for 9. It follows from (3.26); that
||77 IS el lln s

Therefore, using ([3.40) and the initial condition “n4|,=g = §*y*” in ([B.28)5, it follows that
I [l + 20 S VEe (3.41)

Noting that H* < W1 then we can derive ([3.23) from (3.40) and ([3.41). Finally, it is easy to
see that .
1(Aikdix; = 0x5) Ol S IAwdixslloe + 105 ()]0 S Vaded,

which yields (3:24). This completes the proof of Proposition B4l O
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Let

w :=Xg37gg0 {||X1||L1a 10xallzes [Daxallens Ixalles 12 xa s 10Xl o1, ||(92X2||L1} :

Then w > 0 by (B.10).
Now defining

IN2 I 2
_ s 300 w
e =min< ( = | , : , 15 >0, (3.42)
{(%g) AT [P }

T° =T™" =min {T°,T*, T} #T* or T*, (3.43)

we claim that

which can be shown by contradiction as follows.

(1) If T™i» = T**, then T** < T™ by (BI8). Noting that /€y < c§/2ct, we see that by ([BF),
B12), 314) and (3:23),

In(T™)lo < 1n*(T*)lo + In* (T o
< 0eM 7 (4 VT < 5eMT (ch + clv/e)
<3

oM™ 2 < 2ck5erT
which contradicts to (3.19). Hence 7™ # T**.

(2) If 7™ = T* then T* < T**. Recalling ¢y < cldg/ch, we deduce from ([B2I)) that for any
t € ITmin,

VIOIE + ()]l < chsed™ < ehdy < 2chdo,
which contradicts (3.20). Hence 7™ £ T*.

Since T° satisfies ([B.43)), the inequalities (B.23)(B.24) hold to t = T°. Using this fact, (3.8),
(B.14), (322) and the condition ¢y < w@?/4(ck + |c}|*)?, we find the following instability relations:
fori, j =1, 2,

M0 (T°) 12 210G (T°) |z = [Mirdex; (T°) = 0 (T°) | 1
256AT6(||8Z-)~<?||L1 — IV 6eAT?) > € := wey /2

and

15— px2(y, T°) + ya) || 11
> 12T — 17" x3 (T°) || e

x2(y,T%)
/O (a0, (T%) — 2) 7' (32 + 2)dz

Ll
> 0 (|7 %81 — AV 0eAT” — (ch)26eMT”) > wey /2,

where x = 7 or w. Similarly, we can also verify that (n,u) satisfies the rest instability relations
in (L42) by using ([3:23)). This completes the proof of Theorem T2
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4. Local well-posedness

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

puy +V 4q — pAqu = f,

di =0
1V AU 0, (41)
u|t:0 =u-,
(ug, Dauy)]aq = 0,
where > 0, (n°,u®, w) are given,
t
=(VO) Tand ( =y +17° +/ wdy, (4.2)
0

In what follows, we shall use the following notations.

*X = the dual space of X, < :,- >.x x denotes the dual product,
Gr:={feC(Ir,L*) | (f,f;) € L3H" x L3"H'},

[ollr = \/nvncoa iy 1o oy + S0 1001 e

0<j<1

a <o bmeans a < cgb, A <, B means A < "B,

where X denotes a Banach space, cq a generic positive constant at most depending on the domain
Q, and c" a generic positive constant depending on p, A, m, p and €, and may vary from line to
line (if not stated explicitly).

Proposition 4.1. Let B >0, § >0, (0% u®) € H2 x H2, A°= (I + V")~ T, w e Uy, f € Gr,
A and ¢ be defined by [@2), n=( —y and

T := min{1, (6/B)*}. (4.3)
Assume that

IV il <6, divaou’ =0, wl—o = u’,
\/vaHCo ) T IV e + VWl 2o < B, (4.4)

then there is a sufficiently small constant 5% € (0, 1] independent of i, such that for any § < o,
there exists a unique local strong solution (u,q) € Up x (C°(Ir, H)NL%H?) to the initial boundary
value problem ([@1)). Moreover, the solution enjoys the following estimates:

<2det¢ <3, [|Vlla <26, (4.5)
lulleer + lall oz, ey + llall 22 St/ B, f), (4.6)
where
B, £) = 3+ [l + o o) + 12
el 72 + IVl oy 1+ [0 (13 + 1 Z200):
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Moreover, for a.e. t € I,
1d — 9
§E||\/PJ‘I’||0
= /((J(,qulal(.A,kaku) — pw -V 4u + f) cw - VW 4+ |\If|2w . VA,E/Q)
— u&g(J.AZl.Azkﬁku) - Ov — 8t(Jﬁw . VAU) -0+ f\Ith)dy+ < ft, vJ >l H1, (47)
where ¥ := u; — w - V 4u.

PrROOF. We shall break up the proof into three steps.
(1) Existence of local strong solutions
Recalling that ||Vn°||s < 6, the definition (£3]) and the relation

t
n=n"+ / wdr, (4.8)
0

we make use of the regularity of w, (&3) and (&4) to find that n € C°(Ir, H2), n, = w and
IVn(t)ll2 < 6+ VE| Vw242 < 26 for all t € Tr.
Obviously
IVn(@)llze So [VH(t)ll2 So 6 for any ¢ € I (4.9)

Thanks to the estimates (L9) and (A.I), we have for sufficiently small ¢ that 1 < 2J < 3,
where and in what follows, J := det V(. Therefore, A makes sense and is given by the following

formula:
1 (1 +0me =01y
A=J"! .
( —827]1 1 + 817]1

We remark that the smallness of ¢ (independent of 1) 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 {p'}2, C H be a countable orthogonal basis in H! by Lemma
[AT2l For each i > 1 we define ¢' = ¢'(t) := V({p'". Let H(t) = {v € H? | divqv = 0} and
M(t) = {v e H! | divqu = 0}. Then ¢'(t) € H(t) and {*(t)}52, is a basis of M(¢) for each
t € Ir. Moreover,

vy = Ry, (4.10)

where R := VwA" € C°(Iy, HY) N L2 H?. Obviously, by (AI4), R, = Vw, AT + VwAT € L412.

For any integer n > 1, we define the finite-dimensional space $"(¢) := span{!,... "} C
H(t), and write P™(t) : H(t) — H™(t) for the $ orthogonal projection onto $H™(t). Clearly, for
each v € H(t), P"(t)v — v in H? as n — oo and ||P*(t)v|z < ||v]2.

Now, we define an approximate solution

u"(t) = al(t)y with a : Ir = R for j=1,...,n,
where n > 1 is given. We want to choose the coefficients a;-‘, so that for any 1 <17 < n,
[ vy [ Vawr Tty = [ 1ovay (4.11)
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with initial data u™(0) = P"uy € H".

Let
X = (ai )nx1, M= -p'd ,¢1:< jd) :
(@) </f¢y)m /pwwym

¢ — ( / Rt idy + / R vw]’dy)

nxn

Recalling the regularity of (1,4, R, f), Lemma [A.7 and (A13)), we easily verify that
¢l e OM2(Iy), €% e O3 (Iy), M e C¥V23(I7) and (€2, M,) € L*(Iy). (4.12)
Noting that €' is invertible, we can rewrite (LI1]) as follows.

X+ (eH ™ (EX -N) =0 (4.13)

X‘t:o = </ Pru’ - Wdy) )
nx1

where (€1)~! denotes the inverse matrix of €!. By virtue of the well-posedness theory of ODEs
(see [44, Section 6 in Chapter II]), the equation ([£.I3) has exactly one solution X € C'(Ir).

Moreover, by ([£I2) and ([@I3), we have

il (t) € L*(Ir). (4.14)

with initial data

Thus, we have established the existence of the approximate solution u™(t) = a?(t)y7 € C°(Ip, H3).
Next, we derive uniform-in-n estimates for u".
Due to (£9), we easily get from ([@IT]) with " in place of ¢ that for sufficiently small 6,

d -~ n n
3 Ivou 15+ =l 1T < A1 (4.15)
By (E.10), ‘ -
up — Ru" = ay’ € C°(Ip, H)) N Ly H?. (4.16)
Obviously, we can replace ¢ by a7+’ in [II]) and use ([I6) to deduce that

VA2 + g / Vi s Vquldy

= /pu{‘ - (Ru™)dy + M/VAu" : Va(Ru™)dy +/f - (uy — Ru™)dy. (4.17)

Thanks to (£.9), (A.4), (A13) and (A.14), we can further obtain from (£.I7) that

d n - n
n IVl + 1o |

St HVU”Ilo(IIRHLwHVU”Ho+IIAJILMIIVU"Ho)+/|VU”HVRHU”\dy+ (£, Ru™)ll5
SulVwlla(lu™[[§ + 11Vau™[[5) + IVl [Vl llu™ |5 + [1£15, (4.18)

where |V qu"||2 € AC(I7).
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With the help of Gronwall’s lemma, (3] and ([£.9), we infer from (£I5) and ([.IS) that for
any t € I,

t t
L e ey e e
0 0
Sullulll + 1172 @,)- (4.19)
By the regularity of (f,%") and (A13), we have

/f t)dy =< fr, 0" > +/f Yidy for a.e. t € Ip. (4.20)

Recalling (£14) and (£I6), we see that u}. € L*(£27) makes sense. So, with the help of (&I0)
and ([{.20), we get from ([LI]) that

[ vy [ Vs Vaidy
=< ot s + [ (7 pul) - (RU)dy
- u/(VAtu" Vot 4+ Vau™ (V4,0 + VA(RY))dy a.e. in Ip. (4.21)
Noting that, by (A.10Q),

Lo ) 1 P
sIVAlE = [ gt (s = (G1vaalE ~ [ pot- (i)

-[ ([ otz = vty — [ ()oY a
/ G (r)dy :0 - /0 t (< foo RU" S g + / Iz (Ru“»dy) dr,

we utilize (4.I6) and the above two identities to infer from (£21I]) with ¢’ replaced by (u} — Ru™)
that

t=0

and

1 -~ n = n n n ! n
SIAEIE = [ty + [ 1 Ry [ 19 ar
0

= (3lvauti - [ o ranay+ [ 1 mesay)| 1t (422

t=0

where

K

t
e (< ot =+ [ (7 QR+ R = ) — - (R
0
— Ru")))dy — /puﬁ (Ru"),dy — u/ (Vau™: (Vg (ul — Ru™)

+ Va(R(u? — Ru™))) + Vau" : Va(ul — Ru") — V 4u? : VA(Ru"))dy) dr.
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Keeping in mind that H' < L5 and
t
IVl </ IVw[lodT + [V o, (4.23)
0

we get from (4.22]) that

t
A+ [ i
S IVl Vawll el + [l + 1oz 12 + leflzoll3 + I*
S 9wl (14 ) (113 + 112,

I+ DB gy + lelecoll3 + TF, (4.24)

where we have used (£3), (419) and ([A23)) in the second inequality. Below, we shall bound the
the last two terms in (£.24)).
Replacing ¥ by (u? — Ru™) in ([£I1]), we see that

IVaul = [ £+ = Ry [ S = Ry + [ pur (Rat)ay, (425)

which implies
IVpurlls Su IAIG + llullz + Vw5
In particular,
IVpugle=oll§ St w13 + llu’ll3 + [1F°ll6- (4.26)
In addition, the last term on the right-hand side of (£.24)) can be estimated as follows:

t
I* SL/O (el I+ ™ L (L ol Vel IVl Vwlle + VAL loll 1121 V2wr o)

+ I Vwllllullo + [l [FI Vel ][Vl
+ [l lo(IVawllallurflo + [ Vewl[F]lu”1)

+ IV llollw”l v/ llullolluz s + ™ [ el Vwll [ Vewll2) dr
t
Sulllll + 112 + 11200 +/0 [f Nl [

+ (el + 1 czmn) (lupllzzere + 1VuRllzagy) + 0llur 7z 2, (4.27)

where we have used (AZ) and the embedding H' < LS in the first inequality, and (£3) in the
second inequality.
Substituting (4.20]) and (£.27)) into (4.24]), and applying Young’s inequality, we arrive at

oy 25 22 + N 17 10 St B, ). (4.28)

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

e + i 17z + 172 S B, f). (4.29)
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In view of (£.29), the Banach—Alaoglu and Arzela—Ascoli theorems, up to the extraction of a
subsequence (still labelled by u™), we have, as n — oo, that

(u", ul') — (u,uy) weakly-+ in LY H! x LFL?,
ul — u; weakly in L3 H?,

u" — u strongly in C°(Iz, L?),

div4u = 0 a.e. in Qp and u(0) = u°,

where u and u; are measurable functions defined on 7. Moreover,
lullzser + lJuellgere + luell 2 St /B (WO, f). (4.30)

Therefore, we can take to the limit in ([AII) as n — oo, and obtain that there exists a zero-
measurable set 3 such that, for any t € I \ 3,

[ caven [V Vacy= [ 1-cay. v e s (4.31)

Now, we begin to show spatial regularity of u. Let us further assume that ¢ € (O,ﬂ) is so small
that 7 satisfies (LI5) and (II6) by virtue of Lemma[A.6l Denoting F := f — puy, F := F((™', 1)
and J := J(¢71,t), we see that F' has the same regularity as that of F by (AIS), i.e.,

| EFl| g2 + |1 Fll g2 < oo (4.32)

/F(y,t)dy = /Fj_ldx.

Applying the regularity theory of the Stokes problem with Naiver boundary condition, we
see that there is a unique strong solution o € L¥H2 N L% H? with a unique associated function
P e L¥H'N LAH?, such that

Moreover,

VP — pAa = F and (o)q = 0. (4.33)

Let @ = a((,t) and ¢ = P((,t) — (P((,t))q, then, by (AI7) and the regularity n € CO(Ir, H2),
(w,q) € (LPH2N L2H?) x (L H' N L2 H?) satisfies the following boundary value problem: for
a.e. t € Ip,

Vaq — pAw = F,

div 4 = 0, (4.34)

(’WQ, 82w1) = O
Recalling that {1 (¢)}3°, C $(t) is a basis of M(¢), thus the identity ([@31]) also holds for any
¢ € M(t). This fact, together with (£34]), implies

Vu = Vuw. (4.35)
Exploiting Lemma [A.TT] we easily derive from (&34]) that, for sufficiently small 0,

|2 + llalls So [l (ue, i for i =0, 1. (4.36)
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So, it follows from (4.30), (£35]) and (4.36) that

||(uautaQ)HL‘X’(IT,HZXLZXHl) + ||(u>ut>Q)||L2(IT,H3><H1><H2) SL vV SB(U(), f)- (4-37)

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

(2) Strong continuity of (u,us, q).

Since u € LZH? and u; € L2H', u € C°(Iy, H?). By Lemma [AI0, for each given t € Ir,
there exists a unique weal solution § € H! such that

/p_lqu -V 0dy = /p_l(f + vAqu) - V 9dy + /A;ru - Vidy (4.38)

for any 9 € H*, and

sup [|gll S (7~ AT (f +vAau) + A )|l cog 2 < oo (4.39)
telr
Moreover, it is easy to check that ¢ € C°(Ir, H') by (£3]) and (£39).

Multiplying (Z34); by p~'V 49 in L? and using the integral by parts and ([{3H), we get, for
a.e. t € IT,

/p_lqu -V 0dy = /p_l(f + pAqu) - V40dy + /A;ru - Vody. (4.40)

We immediately see ¢ = § € C°(Ir, H') from (&38) and the above identity for sufficiently small
J.

Finally, we can further derive u; € C°(Ir, L?) from (&34));. Hence, u € Up. Thanks to the
strong continuity of (u,uy,q), we immediately get (£6]) from (£37).

(3) Verification of the identity (7).

For any given ¢ € Hl let v = (¢(y,t)). Noting J, = Jdivaw, 9;(JA;) = 0 and
Vlo=cyt) = Vat, we deduce from (4.34]) and (433) that for any ¢ € C5°(Ir),

—/Otgbt/pu-deydT

t
:/ ¢/(f—|—,uAAu—VAq—ﬁw-VAu—w~VAﬁu)-deydT. (4.41)
0

Let p = p(¢"Y(z,t)) and v = u(¢ " (x,t),t). Using Lemma [A8 we can check that

p e CIp, H?), ve C(Ip, HZ) N L H, (4.42)
pr=—(w-Vap)lymc-1(ap) € LT H, (4.43)
Vy = (ut —w - V.Au>|y:g‘*1(m,t) c I//%OI/2 N L%H; (444)

Thanks to the regularity (4.42), we derive from (£4T]) that

t
—/ gbt/pv-cpdxdT
0

t
:/ ¢/(f—|—,uAAu—VAq—ﬁw-VAu—w~VAﬁu)-deydT. (4.45)
0
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In addition, by (£.43) and (4.44), we have

t t
—/ cbt/pv-sodydT:/ ¢/(ptv+pvt)-sodydf
0 0
t t
:/ ¢/pvt-<pdyd7'—/ qﬁ/w-VAﬁwzdeydT.
0 0

Inserting the above identity into (&45]) yields

t
/ gb/pvt-gpdsz
0

:/0 ¢/(f+,uAAu—VAq—ﬁw-VAu)~1deydT.

Now let us further assume ¢ € H?, then div 49 = 0 and ¢;|,—¢ = w-V 4¢. The above identity
further implies

4 /pvt cody = /(J((,uAil@l(Aikaku) —pw -V u+ flw- V)

dt
— Mat(JAZlAlkaku) SO — 8t(Jﬁw . VAU) x0
+ fUJ)dy+ < fi, 0] > =< X, @ >egi (4.46)

Recalling the definition of < x, ¢ >wu1 g1, [|[¥]1 So el So lY]s for any ¢ € Iy and H, is a
reflexive Banach space, we immediately see that (referring to [35, Lemma 1.66])

(pve): = x € L3*H}. (4.47)

Exploiting the regularity p, u; and (£41), by means of a classical regularization method, we
have

d

T plvePde = 2 < (pvy)y, vy > g1 — /pt\vt\2dx for a.e. in Ir.

Consequently, making use of (£.43), (£44) and the second identity in (£.46), we get (A7) from
the above identity. This completes the proof of Proposition [4.1l O

Now we are in a position to show Proposition 2.2 To start with, let (n°, u") satisfy all the
assumptions in Proposition 22 and ||[V7°||3 < 6 < 6. We should remark here that the smallness
of § (independent of A\ and m) will be frequently used in the calculations that follow.

Let f = 8?1+ G,ex with 7, = w in Proposition &1l Then, by (£3)-(£5), we have

[ I A ) g

which implies that

3/2
BP0+ Gea) So 1+ (13 + IVl oo (14 1), (448)
Thus, from (4.6]) and (£.48)) we get
lullear + Nall oz, + Nallz e < L+ [[W°]3) + [Vl g /2. (4.49)
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Denote
B = 2¢4(1 + ||u]3), (4.50)

where the constant c¥ is the same as in (£49). By (£49) and Proposition 1] with B defined by
(E50), we can construct a function sequence {u¥, ¢*}2° | defined on Qp with T satisfying (Z.3).
Moreover,

o for k> 1, (uFt!, ¢*Y) € Up x (CO(Ir, H') N LAH?), (put™)q = (pul™)q|i—o and
(k= fg ukdr +1°,
pus Tt + Vg — pA gttt = Am?0ink + G e,
S div gkt =0, (4.51)
W = a0,

(05, Damf, us ™, Oou ™) ]9 = 0

with initial condition u*™|,_y = u°, where A* := (Vn* + I)~T

e (u',q") is constructed by Proposition 1] with w = 0 and with (8%7]0 + gG,pey) in place of

f;
e the solution sequence {u*, ¢¥}2 | satisfies the following uniform estimates: for all k > 1,
< 2det(Vn* +1) <3, ||[Vn*|la < 26 for all t € Ir, (4.52)
1" lleer + Nla* | cozrmy + 116" 2.2 < B (4.53)

In order to take the limit in (L5I]) as k — oo, we have to show that {u®, ¢*}2 | is a Cauchy
sequence. To this end, we define for k > 2,

(7, @, AR g = (g — gk AR AR gk by,
which satisfies (pn¥)q = (puh)q = 0 and
( ,k _rt -k
fo utdr,
puf“ + V@ — pAuktt — x\m?20%0% = N*,|
diva* ™ = —(div_geuf ™ + div g a* ), (4.54)
—k+1| 0 = O

(775, 027y, 5™, a1y ) |og = 0

Here and in what follows, A* = A* — I and
NF =p(div e Ve + div e Ve ™ + div e, Ve a™
+ divV g™ + divV g @) — Vg™ = V 4@
+9(p(13 (y, 1) + y2) — P05 (y,1) + 2) e
Thanks to (£.3), (£52) and ([4.53), it is easy to check that

A 2 So 1, (A l2 So 6, AT So V6",

LA <o IV7° I So T2 IVE | 2ars AL llo So IV o + BV (4.55)

IN 20y < THIVE | 2.0 + cod (l VT 1z + 118 22.0)- (4.56)
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By Lemmas [A.9 and [A.TT] we can derive from ({54),, (£54); and (£.54)5 that
pll@d® e + 18 So (pug ™, Am®03*, N*, div ™, div g @) o, (4.57)

Multiplying (#54), by @**!, resp. @™ in L?, we get

1d _ B _ _ _
e TR R (O Y Za U VI (XD
and
d B __ _ _ _
DIV R+ IV = [0t At - O ey, (459)

Noting that

/V(jk'H . ﬂk+1dy = /(diVAkuk+1 + diVAk,1Hk+1)qk+1dy
S(BIMA N + ol ) lg 1y

and
/ V@t ity = / Oy (div geu ! + div g @) dy

— —/&((Ak)TukH + (Ak—l)Tﬂk—l-l) . qu+1dy
S (ME Tl + BAAL o + 1™ 1) + alla ™ o) lg 1

thus putting (£58) and ([A59) together, and then using (£57), the above two estimates and
Young’s inequality, we get, for sufficiently small 9,

1d, _ _ ) _
5 (VPR EVaR G 4 e(lat IS+l G+l )

Su @ NG + 1AM et ™I + B2(LMARNS + (AR @R + TNVt gp.  (4.60)

Integrating the above inequality over (0,t), and then using (4.3]), ([4.54);, (4.55) and (.50,
we get

H’f_]kHLgst + ||ak+1||L£}°H1 + H’akHHL%m + [z | 20

18 Mz Se TN @ e + IVE g2 + V3| 200).
Hence, for sufficiently small 7' (depending possibly on B, u, A, m, p and ),

{n*,u¥ uf, ¢F}32, is a Cauchy sequence in
L¥H? x (LYH'NL3H?) x LZH! x L3 H". (4.61)

By (£53), up to the extraction of a subsequence, we have, as k — oo, that

(0™, up™, g™ ) — (n,uy, q) weakly-* in LSYH? x LEPL* x L H", (4.62)
(u™, uf, g™ — (u,uy, q) weakly in L3.H? x L3.H} x L3.H?, (4.63)
u™ — u strongly in C°(Ir, H2) with ul—o = u, (4.64)
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where
t
n:=n"+ / udr. (4.65)
0

In addition, by (£52)) and (&61]), we further obtain

(0", 1/ 7%, u*, uf, ¢%) — (n,u, T4, wy, q) strongly in
L¥H? x LXH" x (LPH' N L3H?) x L2 H! x L3H", (4.66)

where J = det(Vn + I).

Remembering that ([A.63]) implies 1, = u, we infer from (4.51]) and ([A.62)—-(.66]) that the limit
(n,u, q) is a solution to the initial value problem (L.19) and (L.24]); moreover, the solution (1, u, q)
belongs to C°(Ir, H2) x Ur x (C°(Iy, H') N L2 H?) by following the argument of the regularity of
(u,q) in the proof of Proposition Il The uniqueness of solutions to (LI9) and (L24) 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

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 €2 resp. the simplified notations appearing in what
follows are defined by (I.2)) resp. the same as in Section I3} In addition H} := {v € H' | v|pq =
0} and a < b still denotes a < ¢b where the positive constant ¢ depends on the parameters and
the domain in lemmas in which ¢ appears.

Lemma A.1. (1) Embedding inequality (see [1, 4.12 Theorem]): Let D C R? be a domain
satisfying the cone condition, then

[fllcomy = 1f Loy S N f 1l m2m)- (A1)

(2) Interpolation inequality in H’ (see [1, 5.2 Theorem]): Let D be a domain in R* satisfying
the cone condition, then for any given 0 < j < 1,

1oy S IFIE0) 1S

oy S D gy + el £

Hz ), V&? > O, (A2)

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

(3) Product estimates (see Section 4.1 in [23]): Let D € R? be a domain satisfying the cone
condition, and the functions v, ¥ defined in D. Then

(A.3)

[ ||%0||H 1) ||¢||H1 by fori=0:

(4) Anisotropic product estimates (please refer to [26, Lemma 3.1]): Let the functions ¢ and 1)
be defined in €2. Then

~ Ulellov/llellnollell
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Lemma A.2. Friedrich’s inequality (see [33, Lemma 1.42]): Let 1 < p < oo, n > 2 and D C R"
be a bounded Lipchitz domain. Let a set I' C 0D be measurable with respect to the (n — 1)-
dimensional measure [i := meas,_1 defined on D and let meas,_1(I') > 0. Then

ooy S IVwllzroy (A5)
for any w € WYP(D) with u‘r = 0 in the sense of trace.
Remark A.1. By Lemma[A.2] we easily see that
lwl[wrrpy S [lw'l|ze(p)
for any w € W?(D) with w(0) = 0 or w(T) = 0, where D := (0,7T'). Hence, we further obtain
Iwllo S [l o for any @ € H. (A.6)

Lemma A.3. Poincaré’s inequality (see [35, Lemma 1.43]): Let 1 < p < oo, and D be a bounded
Lipchitz domain in R™ for n > 2 or a finite interval in R. Then for any w € WP(D),

p
o) S 19l + | | i (A7)
Remark A.2. By Poincaré’s inequality, we have that for any given ¢ > 0,
w1 < |lwl|l2; for any w satisfying 1w, dfw € H'. (A.8)

Lemma A.4. Hodge-type elliptic estimates (see (31, Lemma A.4]): If w € H! with i > 1, then
Vw1 S ||(curlw, divw)||;—1. (A.9)

Lemma A.5. Bogouskii’s operator in the standing-wave form (see (2.52) in [21]): There exists
Bogouskii’s operator B : f € L* — H}. Moreover, B(f) satisfies

divB(f) = f.
IBCAIL S Ifllo and (B(£))(2mnL) =0

for any integer n.

Lemma A.6. Diffeomorphism mapping theorem (see (31, Lemma A.8]): There exists a suffi-
ciently small constant v € (0, 1), depending on 2, such that for any s € H? satisfying || Vs]|2 < 7,
¥ = ¢ty (after possibly being redefined on a set of measure zero with respect to variable y) satis-
fies the same diffeomorphism properties as ¢ in (LID) and (LI6), and inf,cq det(Ve+1) > 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 € LAV with T € RT,
1<p<ooandu, vy € LYV, pt +q ' =1, then u, v € C(Ir, H) and

¢
(u(t),v(t)) — (u(s),v(s)) = / (< w(7),v(1) > + < vy(1),u(r) >)dr, (A.10)
where s, t € Iy 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.1(0) presents that
< uy(7),v(r) > + < v(7),u(r) >€ L*(I7). (A.11)

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

d

&(u(t),v(t)) =< u,v >+ <v,u> ae. in Ip. (A.12)

In particular, we easily derive from (A.12) that
o for H = L?,

% u(t)v(t)dy =< ug, v > + < v, u > ae. in Ip. (A.13)

o for H=V = L2,

B, (u(t)v(t)) = uw + veu. (A.14)

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

ce{veC(r, HY) | ¥ € H, inf(ypeq, det(Vip + 1) > 1/4}.

(1) If f € C°(Ip, HY) or f € LE.H® with 0 < i < 3, then

F = f(p,t) € C°(Iy, H") or LLH' (A.15)
and
F = f(p~'t) e C'%Iy, H") or LL.H". (A.16)
Moreover,
1EW g S PUsH g o) 1f g, (A.17)
1F gz < PCllellgers) I f 1 g are- (A.18)
(2) If < additionally satisfies ¢, € L H?, then for any f € LLH" satisfying f, € LEH™ with
1<1<3,
Fy = (fulz, ) + 6 - V(Y 1)) omp € LpH™ (A.19)
and
Fi=(fily. ) = (Vo) 't VI (y,1)ly=pr € LEH (A.20)
Proof. Please refer to [31, Lemma A.10]. O
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Lemma A.9. Generalized Korn—Poincaré inequality: Let D C R? be a bounded domain satisfying
the cone condition. Assume that p > 1, u € HY(D),

v 20, 0<a<|¥luw: Ixlmw <b (A.21)
Then
[l 2oy S IVUllpepy + | | xudy|.
D

Proof. We prove the lemma by contradiction. Suppose that the conclusion of Lemma [A.9) fails,
then there would be a sequence {x,}°°, of non-negative functions satisfying (A21)) with y, in
place of x for any n > 1 and a sequence {u, }°2, C H'(D), such that

|un |20y = an (HVUnHLZ(D) + ‘/Dxnundy‘) and a, — +o00o. (A.22)

Setting w,, = un||un||221(D), making use of the compactness embedding H'(D) << LP(D) and

(A.22)), we find that
w, — w = |D|"Y*in LIY(D), (A.23)

where ¢ = p/(p — 1).
In addition, there exists a function y > 0 satisfying

0 <a< Xl IXllrp) <O (A.24)

and
/ Xnpdy — / Xpdy for any ¢ € LY(D). (A.25)
D D

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

lim [ (xpwn —xw)dy = lim | x,(w, —w)dy+ lim [ (x, — X)wdy = 0. (A.26)
The identity (A26), together with (A.23]) and (A24)), yields
lim [ y,w,dy = / xwdy > 0. (A.27)
Finally, (A.22)) implies
lim | y,w,dy =0, (A.28)
which contradicts with (A.27). Therefore, the conclusion of Lemma [A.9] remains true. O

Lemma A.10. Elliptic estimates: Let a > 0, § € (0,1], x € L™, x = a,

|A =12 S 6. (A.29)
If f € L2, for sufficiently small 6, there exists a unique weak solution p € H' such that
/XVAq -Vady = /f -Vdy for any i € H'. (A.30)
Moreover, q satisfies
lall < 11 lo- (A.31)
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PROOF. We define an inner-product of H' by
(P, @)mr = /XVA<P - Vagdy for o, ¢ € H',

and the corresponding norm by ||¢|lx := 1/ (¢, ¥)g1. Obviously, by (A1), the Poincaré inequality
(A7) and the smallness condition ([A.29), we obtain

lells S llellx S Nl

Defining the functional
F(p) :Z/f-VsodyfowEil,

we easily see that F' is a bounded linear functional on H!. By virtue of the Riesz representation
theorem, there is a unique ¢ € H', such that

(4,9 = F(p) for any ¢ € H; (A.32)
lall < Nlallx < 1£1lo-

For ¢ € H', we denote ¢ = 1) — (1)q. Then, p € H'. Putting this ¢ in (A32)), we get (A30).
This completes the proof. O

Lemma A.11. Stokes estimates: Let i > 0, (f,@) € H* x H*™ and ws|pq = 0, the Stokes
problem with Navier boundary condition
VP—-Av=f 1inQQ,
dive = dive  in Q, (A.33)
(’02, 821)1) =0 on 0N)

admits a unique solution (vy, P) € HZ* x H'', and the solution satisfies

[0ll24i + 1Pl S MICF, @) s + [dives|[14. (A.34)
Remark A.4. Obviously, the above lemma with “H2™* in place of H2T* also holds.

PROOF. (1) We first consider the case i = 0. Noting that ws|sq = 0, the boundary value problem

A.35
(929|ag =0 ( )

{AH = —divw,
admits a unique solution § € H?, which satisfies
1613 < llewllo + [|diveo |y, (A.36)

please refer to [35, Lemma 4.27] for the proof.
Let ¢ = f + Vdivew € L?, then the Stokes problem with Navier boundary condition

VP — Aw =1,
divw = 0, (A.37)
(w27 32w1)|89 =0
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also admits a unique solution (w, P) € H? x H', which satisfies

[wllz + [[Plly S ll¥llo, (A.38)
please refer to [38, Theorem 5.10] for the proof. Thus let v = w— V6, we easily see that v satisfies
(A33) and (A34) from (A35)-(A3]).

(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 (vy, P) € H2* x H'*/ and the solution satisfies

[0ll245 + 1Pl S NCF @)l + [[dive iy, (A.39)
where 0 < j <. Obviously, to get the desired conclusion, next it suffices to prove that
[0ll345 + [ Pll2; S N(f, @)y + (| dives||o4;. (A.40)
By the standard method of difference quotient in [31, Lemma A.7], it is easy to see that
[oll1245 + 1Pl S ICH @)l + dives (1,14 (A.41)
We can rewrite (A33); as the following boundary value problem:
Avy = 0P — f,
v1 = 1o

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

vills4; S W fllies + PN aes + ol SN + 1Pliss + [Jvnll24- (A.42)
In addition, thanks to (A.33))2, we further have

[02v2|24; S |(Orv1, diveo)||a4; (A.43)

Putting (A.39)) and (A.41)-(A.43) together yields ([A.40). This completes the proof. O

Lemma A.12. Emistence of orthogonal basis in H}: There erists a countable orthogonal basis
{p'}2, C HX to HE. Moreover {¢'}2, is an orthonormal basis to L? := {w € L* | 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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