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L1 APPROACH TO THE COMPRESSIBLE VISCOUS FLUID FLOWS IN THE

HALF-SPACE

JOU CHUN KUO AND YOSHIHIRO SHIBATA

Abstract. In this paper, we prove the local well-posedness for the Navier-Stokes equations describing the
motion of isotropic barotoropic compressible viscous fluid flow with non-slip boundary conditions, where
the half-space R

N
+ = {x = (x1, . . . , xN ) ∈ R

N | xN > 0} (N ≥ 2) is the fluid domain. The density part of

our solutions belongs to W 1
1 ((0, T ),B

s
q,1(R

N
+ ))∩L1((0, T ), B

s+1
q,1 (RN

+ )) and the velocity part of our solutions

W 1
1 ((0, T ),B

s
q,1(R

N
+ )N) ∩ L1((0, T ),B

s+2
q,1 (RN

+ )), where Bµ
q,1(R

N
+ ) denotes the inhomogeneous Besov space

on R
N
+ . Namely, we solve the equations in the L1 in time and Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ )× Bs

q,1(R
N
+ )N in space maximal

regularity framework. We use Lagrange transformation to eliminate the convection term v · ∇ρ and we
use an analytic semigroup approach. We only assume the strictly positiveness of initial mass density. An
essential assumption is that −1 +N/q ≤ s < 1/q and N − 1 < q < ∞. Here, N/q is the crucial order to
obtain ‖∇u‖L∞

≤ C‖∇u‖
B

N/q
q,1

.

1. Introduction

Let 1 < q < ∞ and −1 +N/q ≤ s < 1/q, where N ≥ 2 is the space dimension. In this paper, we use
the L1–B

s+1
q,1 ×Bs

q,1 maximal regularity framework to show the local well-posedness of the Navier-Stokes
equations describing the isotropic motion of the compressible viscous fluid flows in the half-space. Let

R
N
+ = {x = (x1, . . . , xN ) ∈ R

N | xN > 0}, ∂RN
+ = {x = (x1, . . . , xN ) ∈ R

N | xN = 0}.

The equations considered in this paper read as

(1.1)















ρt + div (ρv) = 0 in R
N
+ × (0, T ),

ρ(vt + v · ∇v)− α∆v − β∇divv +∇P (ρ) = 0 in R
N
+ × (0, T ),

v|∂RN
+
= 0, (ρ,v) = (ρ0,v0) in R

N
+ .

Here, α and β denote respective the viscosity coefficients and the second viscosity coefficients satisfying
the conditions

(1.2) α > 0, α+ β > 0,

and P (ρ) is a smooth function defined on (0,∞) satisfying P ′(ρ) > 0, that is, the barotropic fluid is
considered.

The main result of this paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let N − 1 < q <∞ and −1 +N/q ≤ s < 1/q. Let ρ∗ be a positive constant describing the

mass density of the reference body, and let η̃0 ∈ Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ). Set η(x) = ρ∗ + η̃0(x). Assume that there

exist two positive constants ρ1 < ρ2 such that

(1.3) ρ1 < ρ∗ < ρ2, ρ1 < P ′(ρ∗) < ρ2, ρ1 < η0(x) < ρ2, ρ1 < P ′(η0(x)) < ρ2 (x ∈ RN
+ ).
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Then, there exist small numbers T > 0 and σ > 0 such that for any initial data ρ0 = ρ∗ + ρ̃0
with ρ̃0 ∈ Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) and v0 ∈ Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ), problem (1.1) admits unique solutions ρ and v satisfying the

regularity conditions:

(1.4)
ρ− ρ0 ∈ L1((0, T ), B

s+1
q,1 (RN

+ )) ∩W 1
1 ((0, T ), B

s
q,1(R

N
+ )),

v ∈ L1((0, T ), B
s+2
q,1 (RN

+ )N ) ∩W 1
1 ((0, T ), B

s
q,1(R

N
+ )N )

provided that ‖ρ̃0 − η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ). ≤ σ

Remark 2. The condition −1 + N/q ≤ s < 1/q requires that −1 + N/q < 1/q. Thus, the condition
N − 1 < q is necessary for our argument. On the other hand, the requirement of s < 1/q comes from
our linear theory. To use the Abidi-Paicu-Haspot theory for the Besov space estimate of the products of
functions (cf. Lemma 8 in Sect. 2 below), we have to assume that −N/q′ < s < N/q. Since we assume
that −1 +N/q ≤ s, this condition is satisfied, because−N/q′ < −1 +N/q, that is N > 1.

R. Danchin and R. Tolksdorf [9] proved the local and global well-posedness of equations (1.1) in the L1

in time and B
N/q
q,1 ×B

N/q−1
q,1 in space maximal regularity framework for some q ∈ (2,min(4, 2N/(N − 2)),

and the main assumption is that the fluid domain is bounded. In particular, they consider only the case
where s = N/q in our notation for thier local well-posedness theory. To obtain the L1 in time maximal
regularity of solutions to the linearized equations, so called Stokes equations in the compressible fluid
flow case, in [9] they used their extended version of Da Prato and Grisvard theory [6], which was a first
result concerning L1 maximal regularity for continuous analytic semigroups. In [9] , they assumed that
the fluid domain is bounded, which seems to be necessary to obtain the linear theory for Lamé equations
cf. [9, Sect. 3] in their argument

The final goal of our study is to solve equations (1.1) if the fluid domain is a general C2 class domain. If
the fluid domain is the whole space, a number of results have been estabilished [5, 8, 1, 12] and references
given therein. Thus, our interest is in the initial boundary value problem case. As a first step of our
study, in this paper we consider equations in the half-space, namely the model problem for the initial
boundary value problem.

1.1. Problem Reformulation. To prove Theorem 1, it is advantageous to transfer equations (1.1)
to equations in Lagrange coordinates. In fact, the convection term v · ∇ρ in the material derivative
disappears in the equations of Lagrange coordinates.

Let u(x, t) be the velocity field in Lagrange coordinates: x = (x1, . . . , xN ) and we consider Lagrange
transformation:

y = Xu(x, t) := x+

∫ t

0
u(x, τ) dτ,

where equations (1.1) are written in Euler coordinates: y = (y1, . . . , yN ). We assume that

(1.5)
∥

∥

∥

∫ T

0
∇u(·, τ) dτ

∥

∥

∥

L∞(RN
+ )

≤ c0

with some small constant c0 > 0, and then for each t ∈ (0, T ), the map: Xu(x, t) = y is a C1

diffeomorphism from R
N
+ onto Φ(RN

+ ) under the assumption that u ∈ L1((0, T ), B
s+2
q,1 (RN

+ )N ) with

−1 + N/q ≤ s < 1/q (cf. Danchin et al [7]). Moreover, using an argument due to Ströhmer [32],
we have Φ(RN

+ ) = R
N
+ , and so as a conclusion, Φ(RN

+ ) is a C1 diffeomorphism from R
N
+ onto R

N
+ .

We shall drive equations in Lagrange coordinates. Let Au is the Jacobi matrix of transformation:
y = Xu, that is

Au =
∂x

∂y
= (

∂y

∂x
)−1 =

(

I+

∫ t

0
∇u(x, τ) dτ

)−1
=

∞
∑

j=0

(

∫ t

0
∇u(x, τ) dτ

)j
,
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which is well-defined under the smallness assumption (1.5), where I denotes the N ×N identity matrix.
We have the following well-known formulas:

(1.6)

∇y = A
⊤
u
∇x, div y( · ) = A

⊤
u
: ∇x( · ) = div x(Au( · )),

∇ydiv y( · ) = A
⊤
u
∇x((A

⊤
u
− I) : ∇x( · )) + A

⊤
u
∇xdiv x( · ),

∆y( · ) = div y∇y( · ) = div x(AuA
⊤
u
∇x( · )) = div x((AuA

⊤
u
− I)∇x(·)) + ∆x( · ).

Transformation law (1.6) transforms the system of equations (1.1) into the following system of equations:

(1.7)















∂tρ+ ρdivu = F (ρ,u) in R
N
+ × (0, T ),

ρ∂tu− α∆u− β∇divu+∇P (ρ) = G(ρ,u) in R
N
+ × (0, T ),

u|∂RN
+
= 0, (ρ,u)|t=0 = (ρ0,u0) in R

N
+ .

Here, we have set

(1.8)

F (ρ,u) = ρ((I− Au) : ∇u)

G(ρ,u) = (I− (A⊤
u
)−1)(ρ∂tu− α∆u) + α(A⊤

u
)−1div ((AuA

⊤
u
− I) : ∇u)

+ β∇((A⊤
u
− I) : ∇u).

For equations (1.7), we shall prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3. Let N − 1 < q < ∞ and −1 + N/q ≤ s < 1/q. Let η0 = ρ∗ + η̃0 be a given initial data

such that η̃0 ∈ Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) and for some positive constants ρ1 and ρ2, the assumption (1.3) holds. Then,

there exist constants δ > 0 and T > 0 such that for any initial data ρ0 ∈ B
s+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) and u0 ∈ Bs
q,1(R

N
+ )N ,

problem (1.7) admits unique solutions ρ and u satisfying the regularity conditions:

ρ− ρ0 ∈W
1
1 ((0, T ), B

s+1
q,1 (RN

+ )), u ∈ L1((0, T ), B
s+2
q,1 (RN

+ )N ) ∩W 1
1 ((0, T ), B

s
q,1(R

N
+ )N ).

provided that ‖ρ0 − η0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) ≤ σ.

1.2. L1 theory for the Stokes equations. To prove Theorem 3, the key issue is the L1 maximal
regularity theorem for the linearized equations of (1.7) at initial mass density η0(x) = ρ∗ + η̃0(x) with

η̃0(x) ∈ Bs;1
q,1(R

N
+ ), which read as

(1.9)















∂tΠ+ η0(x)divU = F in R
N
+ × (0,∞),

η0(x)∂tU− α∆U− β∇divU+∇(P ′(η0(x))Π) = G in R
N
+ × (0,∞),

U|∂RN
+
= 0, (Π,U)|t=0 = (ρ0,u0) in R

N
+ .

We shall prove the following theorem in Sect. 3 below, which will be used to prove Theorem 3.

Theorem 4. Let N − 1 < q <∞, −1+N/q ≤ s < 1/q, and T > 0. Assume that η̃0(x) ∈ B
s+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) and

that the assumption (1.3) holds. Then, there exist positive constants γ > 0 and C > 0 such that for any

initial data (ρ0,u0) and right membes (F,G) such that (ρ0,u0) ∈ Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ )×Bs
q,1(R

N
+ )N ,

e−γtF ∈ L1(R+, B
s+1
q,1 (RN

+ )), e−γtG ∈ L1(R+, B
s
q,1(R

N
+ )N ),

then the initial boundary problem (1.9) admits unique solutions (Π,U) with

e−γtΠ ∈W 1
1 (R+, B

s+1
q,1 (RN

+ )), e−γtU ∈ L1(R+, B
s+2
q,1 (RN

+ )N ) ∩W 1
1 (R+, B

s
q,1(R

N
+ )N )

possessing the estimate:

‖e−γt(Π, ∂tΠ)‖L1(R+,Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ )) + ‖e−γtU‖L1(R+,Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ )) + ‖e−γt∂tU‖L1(R+,Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ))

≤ C(‖(ρ0,u0)‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ )×Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) + ‖e−γt(F,G)‖L1(R+,Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ )×Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ))).
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Here and in the sequel, we set R+ = (0,∞), and

‖e−γtf‖L1(R+,X) =

∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖f(·, t)‖X dt.

In order to prove Theorem 5, we use the properties of solutions to the corresponding generalized
resolvent problem:

(1.10)















λρ+ η0divv = f in R
N
+ ,

η0(x)λv − α∆v − β∇divv +∇(P ′(η0)ρ) = g in R
N
+ ,

v|∂RN
+
= 0.

To state our main result for equations (1.10), we introduce a parabolic sector Σµ defined by setting

(1.11) Σµ = {λ ∈ C \ {0} | | arg λ| ≤ π − µ} Σµ,γ = {λ ∈ Σµ | |λ| ≥ γ}.

and functional spaces Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ) and Ds

q,1(R
N
+ ) and their norms defined by setting

(1.12)

Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ) = {(f,g) ∈ Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ )×Bs

q,1(R
N
+ )N},

Ds
q,1(R

N
+ ) = {(ρ,u) ∈ Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ )×Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ )N | u|∂RN

+
= 0},

‖(f,g)‖Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ) = ‖f‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) + ‖g‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

‖(f,g)‖Ds
q,1(R

N
+ ) = ‖f‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) + ‖g‖Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ ),

Then, we shall show the following theorem.

Theorem 5. Let 1 < q < ∞ and −1 + N/q ≤ s < 1/q. Assume that s satisfies (1.3). Let η0(x) =
ρ∗ + η̃0(x) with η̃0(x) ∈ Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ). Then, the following three assertions hold.

(1) There exist constants γ > 0 and C such that for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ and (f,g) ∈ Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ), problem

(1.10) admits a unique solution (ρ,v) ∈ Ds
q,1(R

N
+ ) posssessing the estimate:

(1.13) ‖λ(ρ,v)‖Hs
q,1

+ ‖(λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)v‖Bs
q,1

≤ C‖(f,g)‖Hs
q,1(R

N
+ )

for every λ ∈ Σµ + γ.
(2) Let σ > 0 be a small number such that −1 + 1/q < s− σ < s+ σ < 1/q. Then, there exist v1 and

v2 such that vi ∈ Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ ) (i = 1, 2), v = v1 + v2, and there hold

(1.14)
‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)v1‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−

σ
2 ‖g‖Bs+σ

q,1 (RN
+ ),

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λv1‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−(1−σ

2
)‖g‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ )

for every λ ∈ Σµ + γ and g ∈ C∞
0 (RN

+ ), as well as

(1.15)
‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)v2‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−1‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λv2‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−2‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ )

as for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ and (f,g) ∈ Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ).

(3) There exist constants γ and C such that for every λ ∈ Σµ + γ and (f,g) ∈ Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ), there hold

(1.16)
‖ρ‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−1‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

‖ρ‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) ≤ C|λ|−2‖(f,g)‖Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ).

In the statement of (1), (2) and (3), the constants γ and C depend on ρ∗ and ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1

.
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To conclude this subsection, we explain the relationship between Theorem 4 and Theorem 5 with a
simple example. Let X and Y be two Banach spaces such that X is continuously embedded into Y and
let A be a linear closed operator from X into Y . We assume that A generates a C0 analytic semigroup
{T (t)}t≥0 on Y associated with an evolution equation

∂tu−Au = 0 for t > 0, u|t=0 = f.

Here, ∂t denotes the derivative with respect to t. According to semigroup theory cf. [39], we have

‖∂tT (t)f‖Y ≤ Ceγtt−1‖f‖Y for f ∈ Y ,(1.17)

‖∂tT (t)f‖Y ≤ Ceγt‖f‖X for f ∈ X,(1.18)

for some constants C and γ. If we consider the case where 1 < p <∞, then, we have

‖∂tT (t)f‖
p
Y ≤ Cpepγtt−p‖f‖pY for f ∈ Y ,

‖∂tT (t)f‖
p
Y ≤ Cpepγt‖f‖pX for f ∈ X,

Thus, choosing θ ∈ (0, 1) in such a way that 1 = (1 − θ)p, that is θ = 1 − 1/p, by real interpolation
theory, we see that

{

∫ ∞

0
(e−γt‖∂tT (t)f‖Y )

p dt
}1/p

≤ C‖f‖(Y,X)1−1/p,p
.

(cf. [28]). But, this idea does not apply to the p = 1 case. Our idea is to find two spaces Yσ and Y−σ

corresponding to a small positive constant σ such that Yσ ⊂ Y ⊂ Y−σ and there hold

‖∂tT (t)f‖Y ≤ Ceγtt−(1−σ)‖f‖Yσ for f ∈ Yσ,

‖∂tT (t)f‖Y ≤ Ceγtt−(1+σ)‖f‖Y−σ for f ∈ Y−σ.

Then, by real interpolation method, we have
∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖∂tT (t)‖Y dt ≤ C‖f‖(Yσ ,Y−σ)1/2,1

If we may choose Y in such a way that Y = (Yσ, Y−σ)1/2,1, then we have
∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖∂tT (t)‖Y dt ≤ C‖f‖Y .

This is L1 in time maximal regularity for {T (t)}t≥0.
In view of the spectral analysis point of view, we assume that there exists a γ > 0 such that for any

λ ∈ Σµ + γ, there hold

‖λ(λI−A)f‖Y ≤ C‖f‖Y for any f ∈ Y ,

‖λ(λI−A)f‖Y ≤ C|λ|−σ‖f‖Yσ for any f ∈ Yσ,

‖λ∂λ(λI−A)f‖Y ≤ C|λ|−(1−σ)‖f‖Y−σ for any f ∈ Y−σ.

Then, the first estimate implies the generation of C0 analytic semigroup {T (t)}t≥0, and the second and
third estimates imply the corresponding estimates of {T (t)}t≥0. Of couse, in the compressible Stokes
equations case, the situation is much comlicated, but the essential idea is the same as above. Detailed
proof will be given in the proof of Theorem 15 in Sect. 3 below.

1.3. Short History. The mathematical study of compressible viscous fluids has a long history since
1950’s. In fact, the first result was a uniquness theorem prove by Graffi [11] and Serrin [24]. A local
in time existence theorem was proved by Nash [23], Itaya [13] and Vol’pert and Hudjaev [38] in R

3 in
the Hölder continuous function space. After these works by pioneers, much study has been done with
the development of modern mathematics. We do not aim to give an extensive list of references, but
refer to the following references and references given therein only for unique existence theorems of strong
solutions.
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A local in time unique existence thoerem was proved by Solonnikov [30] in W 2,1
q with N < q < ∞,

by Tani [31] in the Hölder spaces, by Ströhmer [32] with analytic semigroup approach and by Enomoto
and Shibata [10] in the Lp-Lq maximal regularity class, where R boundedness of solution operators have
been used. If the fluid domain is RN , the local well-posedness was proved by Charve and Danchin [5] in
the L1 in time framework.

A global well-posedness was proved by Matsumura and Nishida [18, 19] by energy methods and refer to
the survey paper by Shibata and Enomoto [27] for several extensions of Matsumura and Nishida’s work
and the optimal decay properties of solutions in the whole space and exterior domains. The global well-
posedness in the L1 in time framework was proved by Danchin [8] and also see Charve and Danchin [5],
Abidi and Paicu [1] and Haspot [12]. The global well-posedness in the Lq maximal regularity framework
(1 < q <∞) was proved by Mucha and Zajaczkowski [20] and in the Lp in time and Lq in space maximal
regularity framework (1 < p, q < ∞) by Shibata [25]. Kagei and Kobayashi [14, 15] proved the global
well-posedness with optimal decay rate in the half-space and by Kagei [16] in the layer domain. Periodic
solutions were treated by Valli [36], Tsuda [35] and references given therein.

1.4. Notation. The symbols N, R and C denote the set of all natural numbers, real numbers and complex
numbers. Set N0 = N∪{0}. Let Lq(Ω),W

m
q (Ω) and Bs

q,r(Ω) denote the standard Lebesgue space, Sobolev

space, and Besov space definded on a domain Ω in N dimensional Euclidean space R
N , while ‖ · ‖Lq(Ω),

‖ · ‖Wm
q (Ω), and ‖ · ‖Bs

q,r(Ω) denote their norms. For time interval I, Lq(I,X) and W 1
q (I,X) denote

respective X-valued Lebsgue space and Sobolev space of order 1. Wα
q (I,X) = (Lq(I,X),W 1

q (I,X))α,q
for α ∈ (0, 1). Here, the real interpolation functiors are denoted by (·, ·)θ,r for θ ∈ (0, 1) and 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞.
For 1 ≤ q <∞, we write

‖f‖Lq(I,X) =
(

∫

I
‖f(t)‖qX dt

)1/q
, ‖e−γtf‖Lq(I,X) =

(

∫

I
(e−γt‖f(t)‖X)q dt

)1/q
.

Let BC0(I,X) denote the set of all X-valued bounded continuous functions defined on I. For any integer
m ≥ 1, BCm(I,X) denotes the set of all X-valued bounded continuous functions whose derivatives exist
and bounded in I up to order m. Set

‖f‖BC(I,X) = sup
t∈I

‖f(t)‖X , ‖f‖BCm(I,X) = ‖f‖BC0(I,X) +
m
∑

j=1

sup
t∈I

‖(Dj
t f)(t)‖X .

For differentiation with respect to space variables x = (x1, . . . , xN ), Dαf := ∂αx f = ∂|α|f/∂xα1
1 · · · ∂xαN

N
for multi-index α = (α1, . . . , αN ) with |α| = α1 + · · · + αN . For the notational simplicity, we write
∇f = {∂αx f | |α| = 1}, ∇2f = {∂αx f | |α| = 2}, ∇̄f = (f,∇f), ∇̄2f = (f,∇f,∇2f). For a Banach space
X, L(X) denotes the set of all bounded linear operators from X into itself and ‖ ·‖L(X) denotes its norm.
Let I denote the identity operator and I the N ×N identity matrix. For any Banach space X with norm
‖ · ‖X , XN = {f = (f1, . . . , fN ) | fi ∈ X (i = 1, . . . , N)} and ‖f‖X =

∑N
i=1 ‖fi‖X . For a vector v and a

matrix A, v⊤ and A
⊤ denote respective the transpose of v and the transpose of A.

The letter C denotes a generic constant and Ca,b,··· = C(a, b, · · · ) denotes the constant depending on
quantities a, b, · · · . C, Ca,b,···, and C(a, b, · · · ) may change from line to line.

2. Spectral Analysis

In this section, we shall prove Theorem 5 as a perturbation from Lamé equations, which read as

(2.1) η0(x)λv − α∆v − β∇divv = g in R
N
+ , v|∂RN

+
= 0

for spectral parameter λ ∈ Σµ + γ with large enough γ > 0. Thus, we start with the existence theorem
for equations (2.1).

Theorem 6. Let 1 < q < ∞ and −1 + 1/q < s < 1/q. Let σ be a small positive number such that

−1 + 1/q < s− σ < s < s+ σ < 1/q. Let ν = s or s± σ. Assume that η̃0 ∈ B
N/q
q,1 (RN

+ ). Moreover, η0(x)
6



and ρ∗ satisfy the assumptions (1.3). Then, there exist constants γ1 > 0 and C > 0 depending on s, σ,
and ‖η̃0‖BN/q

q,1 (RN
+ )

such that for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ1, problem (2.1) admits a unique solution v ∈ Bν
q,1(R

N
+ )N

satisfying the estimate:

(2.2)
‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)v‖Bν

q,1(R
N
+ ) ≤ C‖g‖Bν

q,1(R
N
+ ),

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λv‖Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−1‖g‖Bν

q,1(R
N
+ ).

Moreover, for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ1 and g ∈ C∞
0 (RN

+ )N , there holds

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)v‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C(1 + ‖η̃0‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ))|λ|

−σ
2 ‖g‖Bs+σ

q,1 (RN
+ )(2.3)

as well as

(2.4) ‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λv‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) + ‖v‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) ≤ C(1 + ‖η̃0‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ))|λ|

−(1−σ
2
)‖g‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ ).

Remark 7. C∞
0 (RN

+ ) is dense in Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ) provided that −1 + 1/q < ν < 1/q and 1 < q <∞.

Before starting the proof of Theorem 6, we show a lemma concerning the Besov norm estimates of the
product of functions. To this end, we start with following lemma.

Lemma 8. Let 1 < q < ∞ and ν ∈ R. If the condition |ν| < N/q for q ≥ 2 holds and otherwise the

condition −N/q′ < ν < N/q holds then for any u ∈ Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ) and v ∈ B

N/q
q,∞(RN

+ ) ∩ L∞(RN
+ ), there holds

(2.5) ‖uv‖Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ Cν‖u‖Bν

q,1(R
N
+ )‖v‖BN/q

q,1 (RN
+ )
.

for some constant C > 0 independent of u and v.

Proof. For a proof, refer to [1, Cor. 2.5] and [12, Cor. 1]. �

Proof of Theorem 6. To prove Theorem 6, we shall construct an approximate solution for each

point x0 ∈ RN
+ . Let ν = s or s ± σ. Recall that η0(x) = ρ∗ + η̃0(x) and η̃0 ∈ B

N/q
q,1 (RN

+ ). To construct
an approximation solution, we use a theorem for unique existence of solutions of the constant coefficient
Lamé equations which read as

(2.6) γ0λv − α∆v − β∇divv = g in R
N
+ , v|∂RN

+
= 0.

From Kuo [17] the following theorem follows.

Theorem 9. Let 1 < q <∞ and −1+1/q < ν < 1/q. Assume that α and β are constants satisfying the

conditions:

(2.7) α > 0, α+ β > 0.

Moreover, we assume that there exist positive constants M1 and M2 such that

M1 ≤ γ0 ≤M2.

Then, there exists a γK > 0 independent of γ0 such that for any λ ∈ Σµ + γK and g ∈ Bν
q,1(R

N
+ )N ,

problem (2.6) admits a unique solution v ∈ Bν+2
q,1 (RN

+ ) satisfying the estimate:

(2.8) ‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)v‖Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C‖g‖Bν

q,1(R
N
+ )

for some constant C.

Moreover, let −1 + 1/q < s < 1/q and let σ > 0 be a small positive constant such that −1 + 1/q <
s− σ < s < s+σ < 1/q. Then, for any λ ∈ Σµ+ γK and g ∈ C∞

0 (RN
+ )N a solution v ∈ Bs±σ+2

q,1 (RN
+ )N ∩

Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ )N of equations (2.6) satisfies the following estimates:

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)v‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−

σ
2 ‖g‖Bs+σ

q,1 (RN
+ ),(2.9)

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λv‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−(1−σ

2
)‖g‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ ).(2.10)

7



Here, the constants γK and C depend onM1, M2, and ν, but independent of γ0 as far as the assumption

(4.1) holds.

Remark 10. (1) The same assertions hold for the whole space problem:

(2.11) γ0λv − α∆v − β∇divv = g in R
N .

(2) The reason why we choose −1 + 1/q < s < 1/q is that C∞
0 (RN

+ ) is dense in Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ), cf. [21,

pp.368–369], [22, p.132], and [34, Theorems 2.9.3, Theorem 2.10.3].
(3) For any λ ∈ Σµ + γ and g ∈ Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ), there holds

(2.12) ‖v‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−(1−σ

2
)‖g‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ ).

In fact, for any g ∈ Bν
q,1(R

N
+ )N , we define an operator S0(λ)g by v = Sγ0(λ)g, where ν = s or s± σ, and

v is a unique solution of equations (2.6). By Theorem 9, Sγ0(λ) is well-defined and a Bν+2
q,1 (RN

+ ) valued

holomorphic function with respect to λ ∈ Σµ + γK . Differentiating equations (2.6) with respect to λ, we
have

(2.13) γ0λ∂λv − α∆∂λv − β∇div ∂λv = −γ0v in R
N
+ , ∂λv|∂RN

+
= 0.

Thus, we have ∂λv = −γ0Sγ0(λ)v = −γ0Sγ0(λ)Sγ0(λ)g. Let Dν+2
q,1 (RN

+ ) = {u ∈ Bν+2
q,1 (RN

+ ) | u|∂RN
+
= 0}.

Since Sγ0(λ) is a surjective map from Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ) onto Dν+2

q,1 (RN
+ ), and so the inverse map Sγ0(λ)

−1 exists

and it is a surjective map from Dν+2
q,1 (RN

+ ) onto Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ). Thus, v = −γ−1

0 Sγ0(λ)
−1∂λv. By (2.10), we

have

‖v‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C‖∇̄2∂λv‖Bs

q,1
≤ C|λ|−(1−σ

2
)‖g‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ ),

which shows (2.12). From this consideration it follows that (2.10) and (2.12) are equivalent.

Proof. When γ0 = 1, by a result due to Kuo [17] there exist positive constants C and γ̃ such that the
existense of solutions and (2.8)–(2.10) hold for λ ∈ Σµ,γ̃ . Here, the constants C and γ̃ > 0 depend only
on α and β. When γ0 6= 1, the existence of solutions and estimates (2.8)–(2.10) hold, replacing λ with
γ0λ, provided that γ0λ ∈ Σµ,γ̃ . Since M1 ≤ γ0 ≤M2, we see that M1|λ| ≤ |γ0λ| ≤M2|λ|. Thus, choosing

γ̃K = γ̃M−1
1 , we see that γ0λ ∈ Σµ,γ̃ if λ ∈ Σµ,γ̃K . From this consideration, Theorem 9 follows from the

γ0 = 1 case by choosing γK so large that Σµ + γK ⊂ Σµ,γ̃K . Here, the constants C and γK depend on α,
β, M1 and M2. �

We continue the proof of Theorem 6. First we consider the case where x0 ∈ ∂RN
+ . We write

Bd(x0) = {x ∈ R
N | |x− x0| ≤ d}, Bd = Bd(0).

Let ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (B2(0)) and ψ ∈ C∞

0 (B3(0)) such that ϕ(x) = 1 for x ∈ B1(0) and ψ(x) = 1 for x ∈ B2(0)
and set ϕx0,d(x) = ϕ((x− x0)/d) and ψx0,d(x) = ψ((x− x0)/d). Notice that ϕx0,d(x) = 1 for x ∈ Bd(x0)
and ϕx0,d(x) = 0 for x 6∈ B2d(x0) and that ψx0,d(x) = 1 on suppϕx0,d and ψx0,d(x) = 0 for x 6∈ B3d(x0).
In particular, ϕx0,dψx0,d = ϕx0,d.

Let v ∈ Bs
q,1(R

N
+ )N be a solution of equations:

(2.14) η0(x0)λv − α∆v − β∇divv = g in R
N
+ , v|∂RN

+
= 0.

For simplicity, we omit R
N
+ and N for the description of function spaces and their norms like Bν

q,1 =

Bν
q,1(R

N
+ )N and ‖ · ‖Bν

q,1
= ‖ · ‖Bν

q,1(R
N
+ ) in what follows unless confusion may occur. We define an operator

Tx0(λ) acting on g ∈ Bν
q,1 by v = Tx0(λ)g. By (1.3), ρ1 < η0(x0) < ρ2, and so by Theorem 9 there exist

constants C and γK,1 independent of x0 such that

(2.15) ‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)Tx0(λ)g‖Bν
q,1

≤ C‖g‖Bν
q,1
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for every λ ∈ Σµ + γK,1. Let Ax0 = η0(x0) + ψx0(x)(η0(x) − η0(x0)). And then, v satisfies the following
equations:

(2.16) Ax0λv − α∆v − β∇divv = g + Sx0(λ)g in R
N
+ , v|∂RN

+
= 0.

Here, we have set

Sx0(λ)g = ψx0,d(x)(η0(x)− η0(x0))λv.

We now estimate ψx0,d(η0(x0) − η0(x))λv. Note that η0(x) − η0(x0) = η̃0(x) − η̃0(x0). By Lemma 8,
we have

(2.17) ‖ψx0,d(·)(η0(x0)− η0(·))λv(·)‖Bν
q,1

≤ C‖ψx0,d(·)(η̃0(x0)− η̃0(·))‖BN/q
q,1

‖λv‖Bν
q,1
.

To estimate ‖ψx0,d(·)(η0(x0) − η0(·))‖BN/q
q,1

, we use the following lemma due to Danchin-Tolksdorf [9,

Proposition B.1].

Lemma 11. Let f ∈ B
N/q
q,1 (RN

+ ) for some 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞. Then,

lim
d→0

‖ψx0,d(·)(f(·) − f(x0))‖BN/q
q,1 (RN

+ )
= 0 uniformly with respect to x0.

By Lemma 11, for any δ > 0 there exists a d > 0 such that

(2.18) ‖ψx0,d(·)(η0(x0)− η0(·))‖BN/q
q,1

≤ δ

Notice that the choice of distance d is independent of x0. From (2.17) and (2.18), it follows that

(2.19) ‖Sx0(λ)g‖Bν
q,1

≤ Cδ‖λv‖Bν
q,1
.

Choosing d > 0 so small that Cδ ≤ 1/2, we have ‖Sx0‖L(Bν
q,1)

≤ 1/2. Thus, the inverse (I+ Sx0(λ))
−1 of

the operator I + Sx0(λ) exists and ‖I + Sx0(λ))
−1‖L(Bν

q,1)
≤ 2, where I is the identity operator on Bν

q,1.

Recalling the operator Tx0(λ) is defined by v = Tx0(λ)g, and setting wx0 = Tx0(λ)(I + Sx0(λ))
−1g, by

(2.15) we see that wx0 satisfies equations:

(2.20) Ax0λwx0 − α∆wx0 − β∇divwx0 = g in R
N
+ , wx0 |∂RN

+
= 0,

as well as the estimate

(2.21) ‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)wx0‖Bν
q,1

≤ C‖(I+ Sx0(λ))
−1g‖Bν

q,1
≤ 2C‖g‖Bν

q,1

for every λ ∈ Σµ + γK,1, where C is independent of d.
Finally, we set vx0 = ϕx0,dwx0 . Since ψx0,dϕx0,d = ϕx0,d, we have Ax0ϕx0,d = η0(x)ϕx0,d. From (2.20)

it follows that

(2.22) η0(x)λvx0 − α∆vx0 − β∇divvx0 = ϕx0g +Ux0(λ)g in R
N
+ , vx0 |∂RN

+
= 0,

where we have set

Ux0(λ)g = −α((∆ϕx0,d)wx0 + 2(∇ϕx0,d)∇wx0)− β(∇((∇ϕx0,d) ·wx0) + (∇ϕx0,d)divwx0).

From (2.21), we see that

(2.23) ‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)vx0‖Bν
q,1

≤ Cd‖g‖Bν
q,1
,

as well as

(2.24) ‖Ux0(λ)g‖Bν
q,1

≤ Cd−2|λ|−1/2‖g‖Bν
q,1

for every λ ∈ Σµ + γK,1 and 0 < d < 1. Here, C is a constant independent of x0 and d ∈ (0, 1).
Next, we pick up x1 ∈ R

N
+ and we choose d1 > 0 such that B3d1(x1) ⊂ R

N
+ . Let g̃ be a suitable

extension of g to R
N such that g̃|

RN
+

= g and ‖g̃‖Bν
q,1(R

N ) ≤ C‖g‖Bν
q,1
. Let ϕx1,d1(x) = ϕ((x − x1)/d1)
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and ψx1,d1(x) = ψ((x−x1)/d). Analogously to (2.23) and (2.24), if we choose d1 > 0 small enough, there

exist a wx1 ∈ Bs+2
q,1 (RN )N satisfying equations

(2.25) Ax1λwx1 − α∆wx1 − β∇divwx1 = g̃ in R
N ,

where Ax1 = η0(x1) + ψx1,d1(η0(x)− η0(x1)), and the estimate:

(2.26) ‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)wx1‖Bν
q,1(R

N ) ≤ C‖g‖Bν
q,1

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γK,1. Let vx1 = ϕx1wx1 and then vx1 satisfies equations:

(2.27) η0(x)λvx1 − α∆vx1 − β∇divvx1 = ϕx1g +Ux1(λ)g in R
N
+ , vx1 |∂RN

+
= 0,

where we have set

Ux1(λ)g = −α((∆ϕx1,d1)wx1 + 2(∇ϕx1,d1)∇wx1)− β(∇((∇ϕx1,d1) ·wx1) + (∇ϕx1,d1)divwx1).

Moreover, by (2.26), we have

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)vx1‖Bν
q,1

≤ Cd−2
1 ‖g‖Bν

q,1
,(2.28)

‖Ux1g‖Bν
q,1

≤ Cd−2
1 |λ|−1/2‖g‖Bν

q,1
(2.29)

for every λ ∈ Σµ + γK,1 and d1 ∈ (0, 1), where C is a constant independent of x1 and d1 ∈ (0, 1).

Finally, we consider the far field case. Let ψ̃ ∈ C∞(R) which equals to 1 for |x| ≥ 2 and 0 for |x| ≤ 1,

and set ψR(x) = ψ̃(x/R). Let v be a solution of equations

(2.30) ρ∗λv − α∆v − β∇divv = g in R
N
+ , v|∂RN

+
= 0

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γK,1. Here, notice that ρ0 < ρ∗ < ρ2. We define an operator TR(λ) by v = TR(λ)g.
By Theorem 9, we have

(2.31) ‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)TR(λ)g‖Bν
q,1

≤ C‖g‖Bν
q,1
.

Set AR = ρ∗ + ψR(x)(η0(x)− ρ∗) = ρ∗ + ψR(x)η̃0(x). By (2.30), we have

(2.32) ARλv − α∆v − β∇divv = g + SR(λ)g in R
N
+ , v|∂RN

+
= 0,

where we have set

SR(λ)g = ψR(x)η̃0(x)λv.

By Lemma 8, we have

(2.33) ‖SR(λ)g‖Bν
q,1

≤ C‖ψRη̃0‖BN/q
q,1

‖λv‖Bν
q,1
.

For any δ > 0 there exists an R such that

(2.34) ‖ψRη̃0‖BN/q
q,1

≤ δ.

This fact follows from the following lemma, the idea of whose proof is completely the same as in the proof
of [9, Proposition B.1].

Lemma 12. Let f ∈ B
N/q
q,1 for some 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞. Then, for any δ > 0, there exists an R > 1 such that

‖ψRf‖BN/q
q,1

< δ.

Proof. Let m be an integer such that N/q < m. Notice that Wm
q (RN

+ ) is dense in B
N/q
q,1 (RN

+ ). Thus, first

we assume that f ∈ Wm
q . Then, ‖f‖Wm

q
< ∞ and ‖f‖Lq < ∞, which implies that for any δ > 0, there

10



exists an R > 0 such that ‖f‖Wm
q (Bc

R) < δ and ‖f‖Lq(Bc
R) < δ. Here, Bc

R = {x ∈ R
N | |x| ≥ R}. Thus,

‖ψRf‖Wm
q
< δ and ‖ψRf‖Lq < δ. In fact,

‖ψRf‖Wm
q

≤ Cm

∑

|β|≤m

R−(m−|β|)‖Dβf‖Lq(Bc
R) ≤ Cm‖f‖Wm

q (Bc
R)

for any R ≥ 1 with some constant Cm depending only on m and Dαψ̃ (|α| ≤ m). Thus, choosing R > 0
larger if necessary, we have ‖ψRf‖Wm

q
< δ.

Since ‖ψRf‖BN/q
q,1 (RN

+ )
≤ C‖ψRf‖

1− N
mq

Lq
‖ψRf‖

N
mq

Wm
q

with some constant C independent of R and f , we

have

‖ψRf‖BN/q
q,1

≤ Cδ.

If we choose R ≥ 1 larger, we have

‖ψRf‖BN/q
q,1

≤ δ/2.

Now, in the case where f ∈ B
N/q
q,1 , we choose g ∈Wm

q,1 such that

‖ψR(g − f)‖
B

N/q
q,1

< C‖g − f‖
B

N/q
q,1

< δ/2.

Here, C is a constant indepenent of R. Thus, choosing R > 0 in such a way that ‖ψRg‖BN/q
q,1

< δ/2, we

have

‖ψRf‖BN/q
q,1

≤ ‖ψR(f − g)‖
B

N/q
q,1

+ ‖ψRg‖BN/q
q,1

< δ.

This completes the proof of Lemma 12.
�

Combining (2.33) and (2.34) implies

(2.35) ‖SR(λ)g‖Bν
q,1

≤ Cδ‖g‖Bν
q,1
.

Choosing δ > 0 in such a way that Cδ ≤ 1/2, we have ‖SR(λ)‖L(Bν
q,1)

≤ 1/2, and so the inverse operator

(I+SR(λ))
−1 exists and ‖(I+SR(λ))

−1‖L(Bν
q,1)

≤ 2 for every λ ∈ Σµ+ γK,1. Thus, by (2.53) and (2.32),

wR = TR(λ)(I + SR(λ))
−1g ∈ Bν

q,1 satisfies equations

(2.36) ARλwR − α∆wR − β∇divwR = g in R
N
+ , wR|∂RN

+
= 0,

as well as the estimate:

(2.37) ‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)wR‖Bν
q,1

≤ C‖(I+ SR)
−1g‖Bν

q,1
≤ 2C‖g‖Bν

q,1
.

Let ϕ̃ ∈ C∞(RN
+ ) such that ϕ̃(x) = 1 for |x| ≥ 3 and 0 for |x| ≤ 2 and set ϕR = ϕ̃(x/R). We have

ψRϕR = ϕR, and so setting vR = ϕRwR ∈ Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ), we see that ARϕRλvR = η0(x)λvR. Thus, by

(2.36) and (2.54), we see that vR satisfies the equations:

(2.38) η0(x)λvR − α∆vR − β∇divvR = ϕRg +UR(λ)g in R
N
+ , vR|∂RN

+
= 0,

as well as the estimate:

(2.39) ‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)vR‖Bν
q,1

≤ C‖g‖Bν
q,1

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γK,1. Here, we have set

UR(λ)g = −α((∆ϕR(x))wR + 2(∇ϕR(x))∇wR)− β(∇((∇ϕR(x)) ·wR) + (∇ϕR(x))divwR).

By (2.54), we have

(2.40) ‖UR(λ)g‖Bν
q,1

≤ C|λ|−1/2‖g‖Bν
q,1
.
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Choose points x0j ∈ ∂RN
+ (j = 1, . . . , L0), and x

1
j ∈ R

N
+ (j = 1, . . . , L1) and diameters d > d1 suitably

such that

RN
+ ⊂ Bc

R ∪

L0
⋃

j=1

Bd(x
0
j ) ∪

L1
⋃

j=1

Bd1(x
1
j ).

Let ψ0
0(x) = ψR(x), ψ

0
j (x) = ϕ((x − x0j)/d), and ψ

1
j (x) = ϕ((x− x1j)/d1), and set

Ψ(x) = ψ0
0(x) +

1
∑

i=0

Li
∑

j=1

ψi
j(x).

We see that Ψ(x) ≥ 1 for every x ∈ RN
+ and Ψ ∈ C∞(RN

+ ). Set

ϕ0
0(x) = ψ0

0(x)/Ψ(x), ϕi
j(x) = ψi

j(x)/Ψ(x).

Obviously, ϕ0
j ∈ C∞

0 (B2d(x
0
j )), ϕ

1
j ∈ C∞

0 (B2d1(x
1
j )), ϕ

0
0(x) = 0 for |x| ≤ 2R, and

ϕ0
0(x) +

1
∑

i=0

Li
∑

j=1

ϕi
j(x) = 1 for x ∈ RN

+ .

Let vi
j = vxi

j
= ϕi

jwxi
j
, and v0

0 = vR = ϕ0
0wR. Set v = v0

0 +
∑1

i=0

∑Li
j=1 v

i
j, and then

(2.41) η0(x)λv − α∆v − β∇div v = g +U(λ)g in R
N
+ , v|∂RN

+
= 0.

Here, we have set

U(λ)g = −α((∆ϕ0
0)wR + 2(∇ϕ0

0)∇wR)− β(∇((∇ϕ0
0) ·wR) + (∇ϕ0

0)divwR)

−

1
∑

i=0

Li
∑

j=1

{α((∆∇ϕi
j)wxi

j
+ 2(∇ϕi

j)∇wxi
j
) + β(∇((∇ϕi

j) ·wxi
j
) + (∇ϕi

j)divwxi
j
)}.

By (2.23), (2.28), and (2.55), we have

(2.42) ‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)v‖Bν
q,1

≤ C‖g‖Bν
q,1
.

By (2.24), (2.29), and (2.40), we have

(2.43) ‖U(λ)g‖Bν
q,1

≤ C|λ|−1/2‖g‖Bν
q,1

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γK,1. Choosing γ1 ≥ γK,1 so large that C((sinµ)γ1)
−1/2 ≤ 1/2, we see that for any

λ ∈ Σµ + γ1 (I + U(λ))−1 exists and ‖(I + U(λ))−1‖L(Bν
q,1)

≤ 2. If we define an operator T(λ) by

T(λ)g = v, by (2.41) v = T(λ)(I +U(λ))−1g satisfies equations:

(2.44) η0(x)λv − α∆v − β∇divv = g in R
N
+ , v|∂RN

+
= 0.

Moreover, by (2.42), we have

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)T(λ)(I +U(λ))−1g‖Bν
q,1

≤ C‖(I+U(λ))−1g‖Bν
q,1

≤ 2C‖g‖Bν
q,1

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ1. This completes the proof of (2.2).

Since C∞
0 (RN

+ ) is dense in Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ) whenever −1 + 1/q < ν < 1/q. Thus, we may assume that

g ∈ C∞
0 (RN

+ ) below. Problem (2.1) admits a unique solution v ∈ Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ) satisfying the estimates:

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)v‖Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C‖g‖Bν

q,1(R
N
+ )

for ν = s and ν = s+ σ. This shows the first inequality in (2.2).
We now prove (2.9) and (2.10). Since C∞

0 (RN
+ ) is dense in Bν

q,1(R
N
+ ), we may assume that g ∈

C∞
0 (RN

+ )N . Notice that η0 = ρ∗ + η̃0. Applying (2.9) to

ρ∗λv − α∆v − β∇divv = g − η̃0λv
12



gives that

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)v‖Bs
q,1

≤ C|λ|−
σ
2 (‖g‖Bs+σ

q,1
+ ‖η̃0λv‖Bs+σ

q,1
).

By Lemma 8, we have

‖η̃0λv‖Bs+σ
q,1

≤ C‖η̃0‖BN/q
q,1

‖λv‖Bs+σ
q,1

≤ C‖η̃0‖BN/q
q,1

‖g‖Bs+σ
q,1

.

Thus, we have (2.3).
Then problem (2.1) admits a unique solution v ∈ Bs+2

q,1 ∩Bs+2−σ
q,1 satisfying the estimates:

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)v‖Bν
q,1

≤ C‖g‖Bν
q,1

for ν = s and ν = s− σ. Differentiating equations (2.1) with respect to λ yields

(2.45) η0(x)λ∂λv − α∆∂λv − β∇div ∂λv = −η0(x)v.

Thus, by the first inequality in (2.2) and Lemma 8, we have

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λv‖Bν
q,1

≤ C‖η0v‖Bν
q,1

≤ C(ρ∗ + ‖η̃0‖BN/q
q,1

)‖v‖Bν
q,1

≤ C|λ|−1(ρ∗ + ‖η̃0‖BN/q
q,1

)‖g‖Bν
q,1
.

This shows the second inequality in (2.2). Applying (2.12) to

ρ∗λv − α∆v − β∇divv = g − η̃0λv

gives that

‖v‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ )) ≤ C|λ|−(1−σ

2
)(‖g‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ ) + ‖η̃0λv‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ )).

By Lemma 8, we have

‖η̃0λv‖Bs−σ
q,1 (RN

+ ) ≤ C‖η̃0‖BN/q
q,1 (RN

+ )
‖λv‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ ) ≤ C‖η̃0‖BN/q

q,1 (RN
+ )
‖g‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ ).

Thus, we have

(2.46) ‖v‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C(1 + ‖η̃0‖BN/q

q,1 (RN
+ )
)|λ|−(1−σ

2
)‖g‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ ).

To estimate ∂λv, we differentiate equations (2.1) with respect to λ, and then we have

η0(x)λ∂λv − α∆∂λv − β∇div ∂λv = −η0(x)v in R
N
+ , ∂λv|∂RN

+
= 0.

Thus, applying the estimate (2.2) gives that

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λv‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C‖η0v‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ).

By (2.46), we have

‖η0v‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ (ρ∗ + C‖η̃0‖BN/q

q,1 (RN
+ )
)‖v‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) ≤ C(ρ∗ + ‖η̃0‖BN/q

q,1 (RN
+ )
)|λ|−(1−σ

2
)‖g‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ ),

which implies that

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λv‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−(1−σ

2
)‖g‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ ).

This completes the proof of Theorem 6 �

Now, we consider problem (1.10) of the Stokes system and prove Theorem 5. We insert the relation:
ρ = λ−1(f − η0divv) obtained from the first equation in (1.10) into the second equations. Then, we have

(2.47) η0(x)λv − α∆v − β∇divv − λ−1∇(P ′(η0)η0divv) = h in R
N
+ , u|∂RN

+
= 0,

where we have set h = g − λ−1∇(P ′(η0)f). In what follows, restore the notation of RN
+ like Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

‖ · ‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) etc.

As a first step to analyze equations (2.47), we shall prove the following theorem.
13



Theorem 13. Let 1 < q < ∞ and −1 + N/q ≤ s < 1/q. Let σ > 0 be a small number such that

−1+1/q < s−σ < s < s+σ < 1/q, and let ν = s or s±σ. Let η0(x) = ρ∗ + η̃0(x) with η̃0 ∈ Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ).
Let γ1 > 0 be the constant given in Theorem 6. Then, there exist γ2 ≥ γ1 and an operator family

S(λ) such that S(λ) ∈ Hol (Σµ + γ2,L(B
s
q,1(R

N
+ ), Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ ))), for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ2 and h ∈ Bν

q,1(R
N
+ )

v = S(λ)h is a unique solution of equations (2.47), and there hold

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)S(λ)h‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C‖h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λS(λ)h‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−1‖h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ).

Moreover, there are two operator families Si(λ) ∈ Hol (Σµ + γ2,L(B
ν
q,1(R

N
+ ), Bν+2

q,1 (RN
+ ))) (i = 1, 2)

such that S(λ) = S1(λ) + S2(λ),

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)S1(λ)h‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−

σ
2 ‖h‖Bs+σ

q,1 (RN
+ ),

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λS
1(λ)h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−(1−σ

2
)‖h‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ )

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ2 and h ∈ C∞
0 (RN

+ ), and

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)S2(λ)h‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−1‖h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λS
2(λ)h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−2‖h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ )

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ2 and h ∈ Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ).

Here, the constants γ2 and C depend on ρ∗ and ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1

.

Proof. Since C∞
0 (RN

+ ) is dense in Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ) with 1 < q < ∞ and −1 + 1/q < ν < 1/q. Thus, we assume

that h ∈ C∞
0 (RN

+ ) in the sequel if we do not mention the functional spaces which h belongs to. First of
all, we shall solve equations (2.47) for λ ∈ Σµ + γ2 with large γ2 ≥ γ1. By Lemma 8,

‖∇(P ′(η0)η0divv)‖Bν
q,1

≤ C(‖(P ′′(η0)η0 + P ′(η0))(∇η̃0)divv‖Bν
q,1

+ ‖P ′(η0)η0∇divv‖Bν
q,1
).

We now use the following lemma for the Besov norm estimate of composite functions cf. [12, Proposition
2.4] and [3, Theorem 2.87].

Lemma 14. Let 1 < q <∞. Let I be an open interval of R. Let ω > 0 and let ω̃ be the smallest integer

such that ω̃ ≥ ω. Let F : I → R satisfy F (0) = 0 and F ′ ∈ BC ω̃(I,R). Assume that v ∈ Bω
q,r has valued

in J ⊂⊂ I. Then, F (v) ∈ Bω
q,1 and there exists a constant C depending only on ν, I, J , and N , such

that

‖F (v)‖Bω
q,1

≤ C(1 + ‖v‖L∞
)ω̃‖F ′‖BCω̃(I,R)‖v‖Bω

q,1
.

Recalling that η0 = ρ∗ + η̃0, we write

(P ′′(η0)η0 + P ′(η0))

= (P ′′(ρ∗) +

∫ 1

0
P ′′′(ρ∗ + ℓη̃0) dℓη0)(ρ∗ + η̃0) + P ′(ρ∗) +

∫ 1

0
P ′′(ρ∗ + ℓη̃0) dℓη̃0

= P ′′(ρ∗)ρ∗ + P ′(ρ∗) +Q1(η̃0)

where we have set

Q1(u) = ρ∗

∫ 1

0
P ′′′(ρ∗ + ℓu) dℓ u+ (P ′′(ρ∗) +

∫ 1

0
P ′′′(ρ∗ + ℓu) dℓ u)u+

∫ 1

0
P ′′(ρ∗ + ℓu) dℓ u.

In view of (1.3), ρ1 − ρ∗ < η̃0(x) < ρ2 − ρ∗ and ρ1 − ρ∗ < 0 < ρ2 − ρ∗. Thus, we may assume that there

exists an κ0 > 0 such that ρ1 < ρ∗ − κ0 < ρ∗ + κ0 < ρ2 for any x ∈ RN
+ and |η0(x)| < κ0 for any x ∈ RN

+ .
In particular, we may assume that

(2.48) |ℓη̃0(x)| < κ0
14



for any ℓ ∈ [0, 1] and x ∈ RN
+ . From this observation, we may assume that Q1(u) is defined for u ∈

[−κ0, κ0] and Q1(0) = 0.
By Lemmas 8 and 14 we have

‖(P ′′(η0)η0 + P ′(η0))∇η̃0divv‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ )

≤ C(|P ′′(ρ∗)ρ∗ + P ′(ρ∗)|‖∇η̃0‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ )‖divv‖BN/q

q,1 (RN
+ )

+ ‖Q1(η̃0)‖BN/q
q,1 (RN

+ )
‖∇η̃0‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ )‖div v‖BN/q

q,1 (RN
+ )

≤ C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ))‖v‖Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ ).

Here, we have use the assumption thatN/q ≤ s+1, and C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ )) denotes a constant depending

on ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ).

Likewise, we write

P ′(η0)η0 = (P ′(ρ∗) +

∫ 1

0
P ′′(ρ∗ + ℓη̃0) dℓη̃0)(ρ∗ + η̃0) = P ′(ρ∗)ρ∗ +Q2(η̃0),

where we have set

Q2(u) =

∫ 1

0
P ′′(ρ∗ + ℓu) dℓ uρ∗ + (P ′(ρ∗) +

∫ 1

0
P ′′(ρ∗ + ℓu) dℓ u)u.

Q2(u) is defined for u ∈ [−κ0, κ0] and Q2(0) = 0. By Lemmas 8 and 14, we have

‖P ′(η0)η0∇divv‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C(|P ′(ρ∗)ρ∗|+ (1 + ‖η̃0‖L∞(RN

+ ))
m‖η̃0‖BN/q

q,1 (RN
+ )
)‖v‖Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ ).

for some integer m ≥ 1. Therefore, we have

(2.49) ‖∇(P ′(η0)η0divv)‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ))‖v‖Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ ).

Choosing γ2 ≥ γ1 so large that γ−1
2 C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ )) ≤ 1/2, we have

|λ|−1‖∇(P ′(η0)η0divv)‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ (1/2)‖v‖Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ )

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ2.
Let v be a unique solution of equations (2.1) for g and let T (λ) be an operator defined by v = T (λ)g.

For any h ∈ Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ), we insert u = T (λ)h into equations (2.47), and then we have

η0(x)λT (λ)h − α∆T (λ)h− β∇div T (λ)h− λ−1∇(P ′(η0)η0div T (λ)h)

= h− λ−1∇(P ′(η0)η0div T (λ)h) in R
N
+ , T (λ)h|∂RN

+
= 0.

If we set R(λ)h = ∇(P ′(η0)η0div T (λ)h), by (2.49) and (2.2), we have

(2.50) ‖R(λ)h‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C‖h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ), ‖∂λR(λ)h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−1‖h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

Choosing γ2 ≥ γ1 so large that γ−1
2 C ≤ 1/2, we see that the inverse operator (I − λ−1R(λ))−1 =

I+ λ−1R(λ)
∑∞

j=0(λ
−1R(λ))j exists as a bounded linear operator on Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ). Thus, if we define S(λ)

by S(λ) = T (λ)(I− λ−1R(λ))−1, then S(λ) is a solution operator of equations (2.47), that is v = S(λ)h
is a unique solution of equations (2.47). Moreover, by (2.2) we have

(2.51) ‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)S(λ)h‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C‖h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ )

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ2 and h ∈ Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ).

Writing (I− λ−1R(λ))−1 = I+ λ−1R(λ)
∑∞

j=0(λ
−1R(λ))j = I+ λ−1R(λ)(I− λ−1R(λ))−1 we set

(2.52) S1(λ) = T (λ), S2(λ) = T (λ)λ−1R(λ)(I− λ−1R(λ))−1
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Obviously, S(λ) = S1(λ) + S2(λ). By (2.2), (2.3) and (2.4), we have

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)S1(λ)h‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C‖h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ),(2.53)

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λS
1(λ)h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−1‖h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ )(2.54)

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ2 and h ∈ Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ) as well as

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)S1(λ)h‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−

σ
2 ‖h‖Bs+σ

q,1 (RN
+ ),(2.55)

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λS
1(λ)h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−(1−σ

2
)‖h‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ )(2.56)

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ2 and h ∈ C∞
0 (RN

+ ).
Moreover, by (2.2) and the first inequality of (2.50) we have

(2.57) ‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)S2(λ)h‖Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−1‖h‖Bν

q,1(R
N
+ )

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ2 and h ∈ Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ). We write

∂λS
2(λ) = (∂λT (λ))λ

−1R(λ)(I − λ−1R(λ))

+ T (λ)∂λ(λ
−1R(λ))(I − λ−1R(λ))−1

+ T (λ)(λ−1R(λ)(I− λ−1R(λ))−1(∂λ(λ
−1R(λ)))(I − λ−1R(λ))−1.

Using the estimate ‖∂λT (λ)h‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−1‖h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) as follows from (2.2) and (2.50), we have

(2.58) ‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λS
2(λ)h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−2‖h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ )

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ2 and h ∈ Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ). Here, we have used |λ|−3 ≤ (γ2 sin ǫ)

−1|λ|−2 in the estimate of

the last term. Combining (2.54) and (2.58) yields

(2.59) ‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λS(λ)h‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−1‖h‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ )

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ2 and h ∈ Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ). This completes the proof of Theorem 13.

�

Proof of Theorem 5. Recall the symbols defined in (1.12), which will be used below. Let v =
S(λ)(g−λ−1∇(P ′(η0)f), and then v is a unique solution of equations (2.47) with h = g−λ−1∇(P ′(η0)f).
Using the formula S(λ) = S1(λ) + S2(λ), we divide v as v = v1 + v2, where

v1 = S1(λ)g, v2 = S2(λ)g − λ−1S(λ)∇(P ′(η0)f).

By Lemmas 8 and 14, and the assumption: N/q ≤ s+ 1, we have

‖∇(P ′(η0)f)‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ))‖f‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ).

Combining (2.51), (2.53), (2.55), (2.56), (2.57), (2.58), (2.59), we have

(2.60)

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)v‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λv‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−1‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)v2‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−1‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λv2‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C|λ|−2‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ )

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ2 and (f,g) ∈ Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ). Moreover,

(2.61)
‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)v1‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) ≤ C‖g‖Bs+σ

q,1 (RN
+ ),

‖(λ, λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)∂λv1‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C‖g‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ ),
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for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ2 and g ∈ C∞
0 (RN

+ )N .
Finally, define ρ by ρ = λ−1(f − η0divv). By Lemmas 8 and 14 and N/q ≤ s+ 1, we have

‖λρ‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) ≤ C(‖f‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) + C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ))‖v‖Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ ))

≤ C(ρ∗, ‖∇η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1

)(‖f‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) + ‖g‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ))

for every λ ∈ Σµ + γ2, which, combined with the first inequality in (2.61), implies the required resolvent
estimate:

‖λ(ρ,v)‖Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ) + ‖(λ1/2∇̄, ∇̄2)v‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) ≤ C‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ )

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ2 and (f,g) ∈ Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ).

We now prove (1.14) and (1.15). By Lemmas 8 and 14 and the assumption: N/q ≤ s+ 1,

‖ρ‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) ≤ C|λ|−1(‖f‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) + C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ )‖v‖Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ )) ≤ C|λ|−1‖(f,g)‖Hs
q,1(R

N
+ )

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ2 and (f,g) ∈ Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ). Differentiating the definition of ρ with respect to λ implies

∂λρ = −λ−2(f − η0divv) + λ−1η0div ∂λv.

Since

‖η0div ∂
ℓ
λv‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) ≤ C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ))‖div ∂λv‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) (ℓ = 0, 1)

as follows from Lemmas 8 and 14 and the assumption: N/q ≤ s+ 1, by the first two inequality in (2.60)
we have

‖∂λρ‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) ≤ C|λ|−2‖(f,g)‖Hs
q,1(R

N
+ )

for any λ ∈ Σµ + γ2 and (f,g) ∈ Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ). This completes the proof of Theorem 5. �

3. L1 semigroup

In this section, we assume that 1 < q < ∞, −1 + N/q ≤ s < 1/q, σ > 0, and −1/q < s − σ < s <
s + σ < 1/q. Let η0(x) = ρ∗ + η̃0(x) with η̃0(x) ∈ Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) and η0(x) satisfies the conditions (1.3). In

the sequel, let µ ∈ (0, π/2) be fixed and let γ > 0 be a constant given in Theoerem 5.
In this section, we consider evolution equations:

(3.1)















∂tρ+ η0(x)divu = F in R
N
+ × (0, T ),

η0(x)∂tu− α∆u− β∇divu+∇(P ′(η0(x))ρ) = G in R
N
+ × (0, T ),

u|∂RN
+
= 0, (ρ,u) = (f,g) in R

N
+ .

The corresponding generalized resolvent problem to (3.1) is equations (1.10). Let Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ) and Ds

q,1(R
N
+ )

be the spaces defined in (1.12) while ‖ · ‖Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ) and ‖ · ‖Ds

q,1(R
N
+ ) are their norms defined also in (1.12).

Let A be an operator defined by

(3.2) A(ρ,u) = (η0divu, η0(x)
−1(−α∆u− β∇divu+∇(P ′(η0(x)ρ)))

for (ρ,u) ∈ Ds
q,1(R

N
+ ). Then, problem (1.10) reads as

(3.3) (λI+A)(ρ,u) = (f, η0(x)
−1g).

Noticing that η0(x)
−1 = ρ−1

∗ −η̃0(x)(ρ∗(ρ∗+η̃0(x))
−1, we see that there exists a constant c0 > 0 depending

on ρ∗ and ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) such that

c−1
0 ‖g‖Bν

q,1(R
N
+ ) ≤ ‖η−1

0 g‖Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ c0‖g‖Bν

q,1(R
N
+ ).

17



for ν = s or ν = s ± σ. Thus, Theorem 5 holds for the equations (3.3), which replaces equations (1.10).
and so A generates a continuous analytic semigroup {T (t)}t≥0 and solutions Π and U of equations (1.9)
are given by

(3.4) (Π,U) = T (t)(ρ0,u0) +

∫ t

0
T (t− s)(F (·, s), ρ0(·)

−1G(·, s)) ds.

We now prove the L1 in time maximal regularity of {T (t)}t≥0. The idea of our proof here is due
to Shibata [26], cf also Kuo [17] and Shibata and Watanabe [29]. Let T1(t) and T2(t) denote the mass
density part of T (t) and the velocity part of T (t). Namely, T (t)(f,g) = (T1(t)(f,g), T2(t)(f,g)) and
ρ = T1(t)(f,g) and u = T2(t)(f,g) satisfy equations (3.1) with F = G = 0.

Theorem 15. Let 1 < q < ∞ and −1 +N/q ≤ s < 1/q. Let η̃0(x) ∈ Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) and η0(x) = ρ∗ + η̃0(x)

satisfies the assumption (1.3). Let γ > 0 be a constant given in Theorem 5, which depends on ρ∗ and

‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ). Then, there exists a constant C > 0 depending on ρ∗ and ‖η0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) such that for any

(f,g) ∈ Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ), there holds

(3.5)

∫ ∞

0
e−γt(‖(∂t, ∇̄

2)T2(t)(f,g)‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) + ‖(1, ∂t)T1(t)(f,g)‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ )) dt ≤ C‖(f,g)‖H.

Proof. Let (θ,v) = (λ + A)−1(f,g), then θ ∈ Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) and v ∈ Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ )N satisfy equations (3.3).

Since C∞
0 (RN

+ ) is dense in Bν
q,1(R

N
+ ) for −1 + 1/q < ν < 1/q with 1 < q < ∞, we may assume that

(f,g) ∈ Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) × C∞
0 (RN

+ )N below. Thus, by Theorem 5 we know that there exists vi ∈ Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ )

(i = 1, 2) such that v = v1 + v2 and there hold

‖(λ, ∇̄2)v1‖Bs
q,1

≤ C|λ|−
σ
2 ‖g‖Bs+σ

q,1 (RN
+ ),(3.6)

‖(λ, ∇̄2)v1‖Bs
q,1

≤ C|λ|−(1−σ
2
)‖g‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ ),(3.7)

‖(θ,v2)‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ )×Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ ) ≤ C|λ|−1‖(f,g)‖Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ),(3.8)

‖(∂λθ, ∂λv2)‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ )×Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ ) ≤ C|λ|−2‖(f,g)‖Hs
q,1(R

N
+ )(3.9)

for every λ ∈ Σµ + γ. Here, γ and C depend on ρ∗ and ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ).

Let Γ = Γ+ ∪ Γ− be a contour in the complex plane C defined by

Γ± = {λ = rei(π±ǫ) | r ∈ (0,∞)}.

Here, ǫ ∈ (0, π/2). According to a well-known Holomorphic semigroup theory (cf. [39, p.257]), T (t) is
represented by

T (t)(f,g) =
1

2πi

∫

Γ+γ
eλt(λI +A)−1(f,g) dλ for t > 0.

Noticing that (λI+A)−1(f,g) = (θ,v), we have

T1(t)(f,g) =
1

2πi

∫

Γ+γ
eλtθ dλ,

T2(t)(f,g) =
1

2πi

∫

Γ+γ
eλtv dλ =

2
∑

i=1

1

2πi

∫

Γ+γ
eλtvi dλ.

Set

T21(t)g =
1

2πi

∫

Γ+γ
eλtv1 dλ, T22(t)(f,g) =

1

2πi

∫

Γ+γ
eλtv2 dλ.
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We first estimate T21(t)g. By change of variable: λt = ℓ and by (3.6) and (3.7), we have

(3.10)
‖∇̄2T21(t)g‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) ≤ Ceγtt−1+σ

2 g‖Bs+σ
q,1 (RN

+ ),

‖∇̄2T21(t)(f,g)‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ Ceγtt−1−σ

2 ‖g‖Bs−σ
q,1 (RN

+ ).

In fact, noting that Re eλt = et(γ+r cos(π±ǫ) = eγte−tr cos ǫ for λ ∈ Γ± + γ, by (3.6) we have

‖∇̄2T21(t)g‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ Ceγt

∫ ∞

0
e−tr cos ǫ‖∇̄2v1‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) dr

≤ Ceγt
∫ ∞

0
e−tr cos ǫr−

σ
2 dr ‖g‖Bs+σ

q,1 (RN
+ )

= Ceγtt−1+σ
2

∫ ∞

0
e−s cos ǫs−

σ
2 ds ‖g‖Bs+σ

q,1 (RN
+ ).

Thus, we have the first inequality in (3.10). To prove the second inequality in (3.10), we write

∇̄2T21(t)g = −
1

2πit

∫

Γ+γ
eλt∂λ(∇̄

2v1) dλ.

And then, by (3.7)

‖∇̄2T21(t)g‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ Ct−1eγt

∫ ∞

0
e−tr cos ǫ‖∇̄2∂λv1‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) dr

≤ Ct−1eγt
∫ ∞

0
e−tr cos ǫr−1+σ

2 dr ‖g‖H−σ

= Ceγtt−1−σ
2

∫ ∞

0
e−s cos ǫs−1+σ

2 ds ‖(f,g)‖H−σ .

Thus, we have the second inequality of (3.10).
Noting that |λ| ≥ γ sin ǫ for λ ∈ Σµ + γ, by (3.8) and (3.9) we have

‖(θ,v2)‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ )×Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ ) ≤ C|λ|−1‖(f,g)‖Hs
q,1(R

N
+ )

≤ C(γ sin ǫ)−(1−σ
2
)|λ|−

σ
2 ‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ )

‖(∂λθ, ∂λv2)‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ )×Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ ) ≤ C|λ|−2‖(f,g)‖Hs
q,1(R

N
+ )

≤ C(γ sin ǫ)−(1+σ
2
)|λ|−(1−σ

2
)‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ )

for λ ∈ Σµ + γ. Employing the same arguments as in the proof of (3.10), we have

(3.11)

‖T1(t)(f,g)‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) ≤ Ceγtt−1+σ
2 ‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

‖T1(t)(f,g)‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) ≤ Ceγtt−1−σ
2 ‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

‖T22(t)(f,g)‖Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ ) ≤ Ceγtt−1+σ
2 ‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

‖T22(t)(f,g)‖Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ ) ≤ Ceγtt−1−σ
2 ‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

From (3.10) and (3.11), we have

(3.12)

∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖T21(t)g‖Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ ) dt ≤ C‖g‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖T1(t)(f,g)‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) dt ≤ C‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖T22(t)(f,g)‖Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ ) dt ≤ C‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ ).
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In fact, we write
∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖∇̄2T21(t)g‖Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ ) dt

=
∑

j∈Z

∫ 2(j+1)

2j
e−γt‖∇̄2T21(t)g‖Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ ) dt

≤
∑

j∈Z

∫ 2(j+1)

2j
sup

t∈(2j ,2j+1)

(e−γt‖∇̄2T21(t)g‖Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ )) dt

=
∑

j∈Z

2j sup
t∈(2j ,2j+1)

(e−γt‖∇̄2T21(t)g‖Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ )).

Setting aj = supt∈(2j ,2j+1) e
−γt‖∇̄2T21(t)g‖Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ ), we have

∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖∇̄2T21(t)g‖Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ ) dt ≤ 2((2jaj))ℓ1 = 2((aj)j∈Z)ℓ11 .

Here and in the following, ℓsq denotes the set of all sequences (2jsaj)j∈Z such that

‖((aj)j∈Z)‖ℓsq =
{

∑

j∈Z

(2js|aj |)
q
}1/q

<∞ for 1 ≤ q <∞,

‖((aj)j∈Z)‖ℓs
∞

= sup
j∈Z

2js|aj| <∞ for q = ∞.

By (3.10), we have

sup
j∈Z

2j(1−
σ
2
)aj ≤ C‖g‖Bs+σ

q,1 (RN
+ ), sup

j∈Z
2j(1+

σ
2
)aj ≤ C‖g‖Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ )

Namely, we have

‖(aj)‖
ℓ
1− σ

2
∞

≤ C‖g‖Bs+σ
q,1 (RN

+ ), ‖(aj)‖
ℓ
1+ σ

2
∞

≤ C‖g‖Bs−σ
q,1 (RN

+ ).

According to [4, 5.6.1.Theorem], we know that ℓ11 = (ℓ
1−σ

2
∞ , ℓ

1+σ
2

∞ )1/2,1, where (·, ·)θ,q denotes the real
interpolation functor, and therefore we have

(3.13)

∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖T21(t)g‖Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ ) dt ≤ C‖g‖(Bs+σ

q,1 (RN
+ ),Bs−σ

q,1 (RN
+ ))1/2,1

≤ C‖(f,g)‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ )(RN

+ ).

for any g ∈ C∞
0 (RN

+ ). But, C∞
0 (RN

+ ) is dense in Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ), so the estimate (3.13) holds for any g ∈

Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ).

Employing completely the same argument, by (3.11) we have

(3.14)

∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖T1(t)(f,g)‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) dt ≤ C‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ ),

∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖T22(t)(f,g)‖Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ ) dt ≤ C‖(f,g)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ )

for any f ∈ Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) and g ∈ C∞
0 (RN

+ ). But, C∞
0 (RN

+ ) is dense in Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ), so the estimate (3.14)

holds for any (f,g) ∈ Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ).

By equations (3.1) with F = 0 and G = 0, we have

∂tT1(t)(f,g) = −η0(x)div T2(t)(f,g),

∂tT2(t)(f,g) = (η0)
−1(α∆T2(t)(f,g) + β∇div T2(t)(f,g) −∇(P ′(η0)T1(t)(f g)).
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Recalling that T2(t)(f,g) = T21(t)g + T22(t)(f,g), by (3.13) and (3.14), we have
∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖∂tT1(t)(f,g)‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) dt ≤ C(ρ∗ + ‖η̃0‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ))

∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖div T2(t)(f,g)‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) dt

≤ C(ρ∗ + ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ))‖(f,g)‖Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ),

∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖∂tT2(t)(f,g)‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) dt ≤ C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖BN/q

q,1
)
{

∫ ∞

0
‖∇2T2(t)(f,g)‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ )

+ C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ))

∫ ∞

0
‖T1(t)(f,g)‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) dt

}

≤ C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ))‖(f,g)‖Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ).

This completes the proof of Theorem 15. �

Corollary 16. Let 1 < q < ∞, −1 + N/q ≤ s, 1/q, and T > 0. Let η0(x) = ρ∗ + η̃0(x) be a function

given in Theorem 1. Then, for any (f,g) ∈ H, F ∈ L1((0, T ), B
s+1
q,1 (RN

+ )) and G ∈ L1((0, T ), B
s
q,1(R

N
+ )N ),

problem (3.1) admits unique solutions ρ and u with

Π ∈W 1
1 ((0, T ), B

s+1
q,1 (RN

+ )), U ∈ L1((0, T ), B
s+2
q,1 (RN

+ )N ) ∩W 1
1 ((0, T ), B

s
q,1(R

N
+ )N ).

Moreover, there exist constant constants γ > 0 and C depending on ρ∗ and ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) such that ρ and

u satisfy the following maximal L1-H
s
q,1(R

N
+ ) estimate:

‖(∂t, ∇̄
2)U‖L1((0,T ),Bs

q,1(R
N
+ )) + ‖(1, ∂t)Π‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ )) ≤ CeγT (‖(f,g)‖H + ‖(F,G)‖L1((0,T ),H)).

Proof. Let F0 and G0 be zero extension of F and G outside of (0, T ) interval. Using {T (t)}t≥0, we can
write

(Π,U)(t) = T (t)(f,g) +

∫ t

0
T (t− s)(F0(·, s), ρ

−1
0 (·)G0(·, s)) ds.

Let γ and C be the constant given in Theorem 15. By Fubini’s theorem, we have
∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖∇̄2

∫ t

0
T2(t− ℓ)(F0, η

−1
0 G0)(ℓ) dℓ‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) dt

≤

∫ ∞

0

{

∫ ∞

ℓ
e−γt‖∇̄2T2(t− ℓ)(F0, η

−1
0 G0)(ℓ)‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) dt

}

dℓ

=

∫ ∞

0
e−γℓ

{

∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖∇̄2T2(t)(F0, η

−1
0 G0)(ℓ)‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ) dt

}

dℓ

≤ C

∫ ∞

0
e−γℓ‖(F0(·, ℓ), η

−1
0 G0(·, ℓ)‖Hs

q,1(R
N
+ ) dℓ

≤ C‖(F,G)‖L1((0,T ),Hs
q,1(R

N
+ )).

Employing completely the same argument, we have
∫ ∞

0
e−γt‖

∫ t

0
T1(t− ℓ)(F0, ρ

−1
0 G0)(ℓ) dℓ‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) dt ≤ C‖(F,G)‖L1((0,T ),Hs

q,1(R
N
+ )).

Therefore, we have
∫ ∞

0
e−γt(‖ρ(·, t)‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) + ‖u(·, t)‖Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ )) dt ≤ C(‖(f,g)‖H + ‖(F,G)‖L1((0,T ),H)),

which implies that

e−γT

∫ T

0
(‖ρ(·, t)‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) + ‖u(·, t)‖Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ )) dt ≤ C(‖(f,g)‖H + ‖(F,G)‖L1((0,T ),H)).
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Therefore, we have
∫ T

0
(‖ρ(·, t)‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) + ‖u(·, t)‖Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ )) dt ≤ CeγT (‖(f,g)‖H + ‖(F,G)‖L1((0,T ),H)).

Here, γ and C are constants depending on ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ).

To show the estimate of time derivatives, we use the relations:

∂tΠ = −η0divu+ F,

∂tU = (η0)
−1(α∆U + β∇divU−∇(P (η0)Π) +G),

and then,
∫ T

0
(‖∂tΠ(·, t)‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) + ‖∂tU(·, t)‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ )) dt

≤ C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1

)(

∫ T

0
(‖Π(·, t)‖Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ) + ‖U(·, t)‖Bs+2

q,1 (RN
+ )) dt+ ‖(F,G)‖L1((0,T ),Hs

q,1(R
N
+ )))

≤ C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1

)eγT (‖(f,g)‖Hs
q,1(R

N
+ ) + ‖(F,G)‖L1((0,T ),Hs

q,1(R
N
+ ))).

This completes the proof of Corollary 16.
�

4. A proof of Theorem 3

In this section, we shall prove Theorem 3. Let η0(x) = ρ∗ + η̃0(x) with η̃0(x) ∈ Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) and assume

that η0(x) satisfy the assumption (1.3). Let ρ0(x) = ρ∗ + ρ̃0(x) with ρ̃0(x) ∈ Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ). Let ω > 0 be a
small number determined late and assume that

(4.1) ‖ρ̃0 − η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) < ω

Let u0 ∈ Bs
q,1(R

N
+ )N . We consider equations (1.7). By setting ρ = ρ0 + θ we write equations (1.7) as

follows:
(4.2)















∂tθ + η0divu = (η0 − ρ0 − θ)divu+ F (θ + ρ0,u) in R
N
+ × (0, T ),

η0∂tu− α∆u− β∇divu+∇(P ′(η0)θ) = −∇P (ρ0) +G(θ + ρ0,u) + G̃(θ,u) in R
N
+ × (0, T ),

u|∂RN
+
= 0, (θ,u)|t=0 = (0,u0) in R

N
+ ,

where we have set G̃(θ,u) = (η0 − ρ0 − θ)∂tu−∇(P (ρ0 + θ)− P (ρ0)− P ′(η0)θ).
To prove Theorem 3, we use the Banach contraction mapping principle. To this end, we introduce an

energy functional ET and an underlying space ST,ω defined by

ET (η,w) = ‖(η, ∂tη)‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ )) + ‖w‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2
q,1 (RN

+ )) + ‖∂tw‖L1((0,T ),Bs
q,1(R

N
+ )),

ST,ω =











(η,w)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

η ∈W 1
1 ((0, T ), B

s+1
q,1 (RN

+ )), w ∈ L1((0, T ), B
s+2
q,1 (RN

+ )N ) ∩W 1
1 ((0, T ), B

s
q,1(R

N
+ )N )

(η,w)|t=0 = (0,u0), ET (η,w) ≤ ω,

∫ T

0
‖∇w(·, τ)‖

B
N/q
q,1 (RN

+ )
dτ ≤ c1











.

Here, T > 0, ω > 0 and c1 > 0 are small constants chosen later. In particular, c1 is chosen in such a way
that

∥

∥

∥

∫ T

0
∇w(·, τ) dτ

∥

∥

∥

L∞(RN
+ )

≤ C

∫ T

0
‖∇w(·, τ)‖

B
N/q
q,1 (RN

+ )
≤ Cc1 ≤ c0,

where c0 is a constant appearing in (1.5). Thus, the constant c1 guarantees that the Lagrange map
y = Xw(x, t) is C

1 diffeomorphism from Ω onto Ω.
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Given (θ,u) ∈ ST,ω, let η and w be solutions to the system of linear equations:
(4.3)















∂tη + η0divw = (η0 − ρ0 − θ)divu+ F (ρ0 + θ,u) in R
N
+ × (0, T ),

η0∂tw − α∆w − β∇divw +∇(P ′(η0)η) = −∇P (ρ0) +G(ρ0 + θ,u) + G̃(θ,u) in R
N
+ × (0, T ),

w|∂RN
+
= 0, (η,w)|t=0 = (0,u0) in R

N
+ .

Let ηa and wa be solutions of the system of linear equations:

(4.4)















∂tηa + η0divwa = 0 in R
N
+ × (0,∞),

η0∂twa − α∆wa − β∇divwa +∇(P ′(η0)ηa) = −∇P (ρ0) in R
N
+ × (0,∞),

wa|∂RN
+
= 0, (ηa,wa)|t=0 = (0,u0) in R

N
+ .

We will choose T > 0 small enough later, and so for a while we assume that 0 < T < 1. By Corollary
16, we know the unique existence of solutions ηa and wa satisfying the regularity conditions:

ηa ∈W 1
1 ((0, 1), B

s+1
q,1 (RN

+ )), wa ∈ L1((0, 1), B
s+2
q,1 (RN

+ )N ) ∩W 1
1 ((0, 1), B

s
q,1(R

N
+ )N )

as well as the estimates:

(4.5)
‖(ηa, ∂tηa)‖L1((0,1),B

s+1
q,1 (RN

+ )) + ‖(∂t, ∇̄
2)wa‖L1((0,1),Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ))

≤ Ceγ(‖u0‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) + ‖∇P (ρ0)‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ )).

Here, γ is a constant depending on ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) given in Corollary 16. Here and in the following,

C denotes a general constant depending at most on ρ∗ and ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ), which is changed from line to

line, but independent of ω and T .
In view of (4.5), ηa and wa satisfy E1(ηa,wa) <∞, and so we choose T ∈ (0, 1) small enough in such

a way that

(4.6) ET (ηa,wa) ≤ ω/2.

Let ρ and v be solutions to the system of linear equations:

(4.7)















∂tρ+ η0divv = (η0 − ρ0 − θ))divu+ F (θ + ρ0,u) in R
N
+ × (0, T ),

η0∂tv − α∆v − β∇divv +∇(P ′(η0)ρ) = G(θ + ρ0,u) + G̃(θ,u) in R
N
+ × (0, T ),

v|∂RN
+
= 0, (ρ,v)|t=0 = (0, 0) in R

N
+ .

Applying Corollary 16, we see the existence of solutions ρ and v of equations (4.7) satisfying the regularity
condition:

ρ ∈W 1
1 ((0, T ), B

s+1
q,1 (RN

+ )), v ∈ L1((0, T ), B
s+2
q,1 (RN

+ )N ) ∩W 1
1 ((0, T ), B

s
q,1(R

N
+ )N )

as well as the estimate:

(4.8)
ET (ρ,v) ≤ CeγT (‖(η0 − ρ0 − θ)divu, F (θ + ρ0,u)‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ))

+ ‖(G(θ + ρ0,u), G̃(θ,u))‖L1((0,T ),Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ))).

Here, we notice that γ and C depend on ρ∗ and ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ) but is independent of ω and T .

Now, we shall show that there exist constants C > 0 and ω > 0 such that

(4.9)
‖(η0 − ρ0 − θ)divu, F (θ + ρ0,u)‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ )) + ‖(G(θ + ρ0,u), G̃(θ,u))‖L1((0,T ),Bs

q,1(R
N
+ ))

≤ C(ω2 + ω3).

If we show (4.9), then by (4.8) we have

(4.10) ET (ρ,v) ≤ CeγT (ω2 + ω3).
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Choose ω > 0 and T > 0 so small that Ce(ω + ω2) ≤ 1/2 and γT ≤ 1. Then, we have

(4.11) ET (ρ,v) < ω/2,

which, combined with (4.6), implies that η = ηa + ρ and w = wa + v satisfy equations (4.3) and
ET (η,w) < ω. Especially, ω is chosen so small that

∫ T

0
‖∇w(·, τ)‖

B
N/q
q,1 (RN

+ )
dτ ≤ CET (η,w) ≤ Cω ≤ c1.

As a consequence, (η,w) ∈ ST,ω. Thus, if we define the map Φ by Φ(θ,u) = (η,w), then Φ maps ST,ω
into ST,ω.

Now, we shall show (4.9). For notational simplicity, we omit RN
+ below. Notice that B

N/q
q,1 is a Banach

algebra (cf. [12, Proposition 2.3]). By Lemma 8 and the assumption: N/q ≤ s + 1, we see that Bs+1
q,1 is

also a Banach algebra. In fact,

‖uv‖Bs+1
q,1

≤ ‖(∇u)v‖Bs
q,1

+ ‖u∇̄v‖Bs
q,1

≤ C(‖∇u‖Bs
q,1
‖v‖

B
N/q
q,1

+ ‖u‖
B

N/q
q,1

‖∇̄v‖Bs
q,1
) ≤ C‖u‖Bs+1

q,1
‖v‖Bs+1

q,1
.

We first estimate (η0 − ρ0 − θ)divu and F (θ + ρ0,u). By Lemma 8 and (4.1), we have

(4.12) ‖(η0 − ρ0)divu‖Bs+1
q,1

≤ Cω‖u‖Bs+2
q,1
.

Since Bs+1
q,1 is a Banach algebral, we have

‖θdivu‖Bs+1
q,1

≤ C‖θ‖Bs+1
q,1

‖divu‖Bs+1
q,1

.

Since θ|t=0 = 0, here and in the sequel we use the following estimate:

(4.13) ‖θ(·, t)‖Bs+1
q,1

=
∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0
∂sθ(·, s) ds

∥

∥

∥

Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ )
≤ ‖∂tθ‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 (RN
+ ).

Thus, we have

‖θdivu‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ) ≤ C‖∂tθ‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 )‖u‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2
q,1 ).

We next estimate F (ρ0 + θ,u) = (ρ0 + θ)((I− Au) : ∇u). Recall that u satisfies

(4.14)

∫ T

0
‖∇u(·, τ)‖

B
N/β
q,1

dτ ≤ c1.

Since B
N/q
q,1 ⊂ L∞, we have

(4.15) sup
t∈(0,T )

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0
∇u(·, τ) dτ

∥

∥

∥

L∞

≤ C

∫ T

0
‖∇u(·, τ)‖

B
N/β
q,1

dτ ≤ Cc1.

Choosing c1 so small that Cc1 < 1. Let F (ℓ) be a C∞ function defined on |ℓ| ≤ Cc1 and F (0) = 0, and

I− Au = F (
∫ t
0 ∇u dℓ). In fact, F (ℓ) = −

∑∞
j=1 ℓ

j. Then, by Lemma 14 and (4.15), we have

(4.16) sup
t∈(0,T )

‖F (

∫ t

0
∇u dτ)‖Bs+1

q,1
≤ C

∫ T

0
‖∇u(·, τ)‖Bs+1

q,1
dτ.

Since Bs+1
q,1 is a Banach algebra, using (4.16) we have

‖F (ρ0 + θ,u)‖Bs+1
q,1

≤ C(‖ρ0‖Bs+1
q,1

+ ‖θ(·, t)‖Bs+1
q,1

)‖u‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2
q,1 )‖∇u(·, t)‖Bs+1

q,1
.

Using (4.13), we have

‖F (ρ0 + θ,u)‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ) ≤ C(‖ρ0‖Bs+1

q,1
+ ‖θt‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 ))‖u‖
2
L1((0,T ),Bs+2

q,1 )
.
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Summing up, we have proved that

(4.17)

‖(η0 − ρ0 − θ)divu, F (θ + ρ0)u)‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 (RN

+ ))

≤ C{ω‖u‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2
q,1 ) + ‖∂tθ‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 )‖u‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2
q,1 )

+ (‖η0‖Bs+1
q,1

+ 1)‖u‖2
L1((0,T ),Bs+2

q,1 )
+ ‖∂tθ‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 )‖u‖
2
L1((0,T ),Bs+2

q,1 )
}.

Here and in the following, we use the estimate:

‖ρ0‖Bs+1
q,1

≤ ‖ρ0 − η0‖Bs+1
q,1

+ ‖η0‖Bs+1
q,1

) ≤ 1 + ‖η0‖Bs+1
q,1
.

Next, we estimate ‖(G(θ+ρ0,u), G̃(θ,u))‖L1((0,T ),Bs
q,1(R

N
+ )). By Lemma 8, the assumption: N/d ≤ s+1,

(4.13), and (4.16), we have

‖(I − Au)(ρ0 + θ)∂tu‖Bs
q,1

≤ C‖I−Au‖BN/q
q,1

‖ρ0 + θ‖
B

N/q
q,1

‖∂tu‖Bs
q,1

≤ C‖u‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2
q,1 )(‖ρ0‖Bs+1

q,1
+ ‖∂tθ‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1
)‖∂tu‖Bs

q,1
,

‖(A−1
u − I)div (AuA

⊤
u
: ∇u)‖Bs

q,1
≤ C‖A−1

u − I‖
B

N/q
q,1

(‖div∇u‖Bs
q,1

+ ‖(AuA
⊤
u
− I) : ∇u‖Bs+1

q,1
)

≤ C‖u‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2
q,1 )(1 + ‖u‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2

q,1 ))‖u‖Bs+2
q,1

.

Therefore, we have

(4.18)

‖(G(θ + ρ0,u)‖L1((0,T ),Bs
q,1)

≤ C(‖u‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2
q,1 )(‖ρ0‖Bs+1

q,1
+ ‖∂tθ‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1
)‖∂tu‖L1((0,T ),Bs

q,1)

+ ‖u‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2
q,1 )(1 + ‖u‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2

q,1 ))‖u‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2
q,1

).

Next, we shall estimate G̃(θ,u) = (η0 − ρ0)∂tu +∇(P (ρ0 + θ) − P (ρ0) − P ′(η0)θ). Using Lemma 8,
(4.1) and N/q ≤ s+ 1, we have

‖(η0 − ρ0)∂tu‖Bs
q,1

≤ C‖η̃0 − ρ̃0‖BN/q
q,1

‖∂tu‖Bs
q,1

≤ Cω‖∂tu‖Bs
q,1
.

To estimate the second term, we write

P (ρ0 + θ)− P (ρ0)− P ′(η0)θ

= P (ρ0 + θ)− P (ρ0)− P ′(ρ0)θ + (P ′(ρ0)− P ′(η0))θ

=

∫ 1

0
(1− ℓ)P ′′(ρ0 + ℓθ) dℓθ2 +

∫ 1

0
P ′′(η0 + ℓ(ρ0 − η0)) dℓ(ρ0 − η0)θ.

Write ρ0 + ℓθ = η0 + ρ0 − η0 + ℓθ. By (4.1), (4.13) and ET (θ,u) < ω, we see that

‖ρ0 − η0 + ℓθ‖L∞
≤ C‖ρ0 − η0‖Bs+1

q,1
+ ℓ‖∂tθ‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 ) ≤ Cω

for ℓ ∈ (0, 1). In view of (1.3), if we choose ω > 0 so small that

‖ρ0 − η0 + ℓθ‖L∞(RN
+ ) < min(ρ1/2, ρ2) for any ℓ ∈ [0, 1],

we have

ρ1/2 < η0 + ρ0 − η0 + ℓθ < 2ρ2

for any ℓ ∈ [0, 1]. Recalling that η0 = ρ∗ + η̃0, we have

(4.19) ρ1/2− ρ∗ < η̃0 + ρ0 − η0 + ℓθ ≤ 2ρ2 − ρ∗
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for any ℓ ∈ (0, 1). From this observation, we write
∫ 1

0
(1− ℓ)P ′′(ρ0 + ℓθ) dℓθ2

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
(1− ℓ)P ′′′(ρ∗ +m(η̃0 + ρ0 − η0 + ℓθ)(η̃0 + ρ0 − η0 + ℓθ) dm dℓ θ2 +

1

2
P ′′(ρ∗)θ

2.

And also, we write η0 + ℓ(ρ0 − η0) = η0 + (1− ℓ)(η0 − η0) + ℓ(ρ0 − η0) and observe that

(4.20) ‖η0 − η0 + ℓ(ρ0 − η0)‖L∞
≤ C((1− ℓ)‖η0 − η0‖Bs+1

q,1
+ ℓ‖ρ0 − η0‖Bs+1

q,1
)

for any ℓ ∈ (0, 1), In view of (4.1), we choose ω so small that

ρ1/2 < η0 + ℓ(ρ0 − η0) < 2ρ2

for any ℓ ∈ (0, 1) as follows from Assumption (1.3), we have

(4.21) ρ1/2− ρ∗ < η̃0 + ℓ(ρ0 − η0) < 2ρ2 − ρ∗

for any ℓ ∈ (0, 1). From this observation, we write
∫ 1

0
P ′′(η0 + ℓ(ρ0 − η0)) dℓ(ρ0 − η0)θ

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
P ′′′(ρ∗ +m(η̃0 + ℓ(ρ0 − η0))(η̃0 + ℓ(ρ0 − η0) dℓ dm(ρ0 − η0)θ + P ′′(ρ∗)(ρ0 − η0)θ.

Therefore, by Lemmas 8 and 14, we have

‖∇(P (ρ0 + θ)− P (ρ0)− P ′(η0)θ)‖Bs
q,1

≤ C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1

)(‖θ‖2
Bs+1

q,1
+ ‖ρ0 − η0‖Bs+1

q,1
‖θ‖Bs+1

q,1
).

Putting these estimates together and using (4.1) and (4.13), we have

(4.22)
‖G̃(θ,u)‖L1((0,T ),Bs

q,1)
≤ C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1

q,1
){ω(‖∂tu‖L1((0,T ),Bs

q,1)
+ ‖θ‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 ))

+ ‖∂tθ‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 )‖θ‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 )}.

Combining (4.17), (4.18), (4.22) and recalling that ET (θ,u) ≤ ω, we have (4.9). And so, choosing
ω > 0 and T > 0 so small that Ce(ω+ ω2) ≤ 1/2 and γT ≤ 1, we have (4.11). Here, Cand γ depends on
ρ∗ and ‖η̃0‖Bs+1

q,1
, and so the smallness of ω and T > 0 depends on ρ∗ and ‖η̃0‖Bs+1

q,1
. Therefore, we see

that Φ maps ST,ω into itself.
We now prove that Φ is contractive. To this end, pick up two elements (θi,ui) ∈ ST,ω (i = 1, 2)

arbitrarily, and let (ηi,wi) = Φ(θi,ui) ∈ ST,ω be solutions of equations (4.3) with (θ,u) = (θi,ui). Let

Θ = η1 − η2, U = w1 −w2,

F = (η0 − ρ0)div (u1 − u2)− (θ1divu1 − θ2divu2) + F (θ1 + ρ0,u1)− F (θ2 + ρ0,u2),

G = G(θ1 + ρ0,u1)−G(θ2 + ρ0,u2) + G̃(θ1,u1)− G̃(θ2,u2).

Notice that Θ and U satisfy equations:

(4.23)















∂tΘ+ η0divU = F in R
N
+ × (0, T ),

∂tU− α∆U− β∇divU+∇(P ′(ρ0)Θ) = G in R
N
+ × (0, T ),

U|∂RN
+
= 0, (Θ,U)|t=0 = (0, 0) in R

N
+ .

From (4.8), it follows that

(4.24) ET (η1 − η2,w1 −w2) ≤ CeγT (‖F‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ) + ‖G‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2

q,1 )).

We shall prove that

(4.25) ‖F‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ) + ‖G‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2

q,1 ) ≤ C(ω + ω2)ET (θ1 − θ2,u1 − u2).
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We start with estimating F. Recall that B
N/q
q,1 and Bs+1

q,1 are Banach algebra. By Lemma 8 and (4.1)

‖(η0 − ρ0)div (u1 − u2)‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ) ≤ C‖η0 − ρ0‖Bs+1

q,1
‖u1 − u2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2

q,1 )

≤ Cω‖u1 − u2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2
q,1 ).

Writing θ1divu1 − θ2divu2 = (θ1 − θ2)divu1 + θ2(divu1 − divu2) and using Lemma 8 and (4.13) gives

‖θ1divu1 − θ2divu2‖Bs+1
q,1

≤ C(‖divu1‖Bs+1
q,1

‖θ1 − θ2‖Bs+1
q,1

+ ‖θ2‖Bs+1
q,1

‖div (u1 − u2)‖Bs+1
q,1

)

≤ C(‖u1‖Bs+2
q,1

‖∂t(θ1 − θ2)‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ) + ‖∂tθ2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 )‖u1 − u2‖Bs+2
q,1

).

Using ET (θi,ui) ≤ ω (i = 1, 2), we have

‖θ1divu1 − θ2divu2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ) ≤ CωET (θ1 − θ2,u1 − u2).

Write

F (θ1 + ρ0,u1)− F (θ2 + ρ0,u2) = (θ1 − θ2)((I− Au1) : ∇u1

− (ρ0 + θ2)(Au1 −Au2) : ∇u1 + (ρ0 + θ2)(I− Au2) : ∇(u1 − u2).

Set I− Au = F (
∫ t
0 ∇u) and write

F (

∫ t

0
∇u1 dℓ)− F (

∫ t

0
∇u2 dℓ) =

∫ 1

0
F ′(

∫ 1

0
(∇u2 +m∇(u1 − u2)) dℓ) dm

∫ t

0
∇(u1 − u2) dℓ

=
{

F ′(0) +

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
F ′′(n

∫ 1

0
(∇u2 +m∇(u1 − u2)) dℓ) dm dn

}

∫ t

0
∇(u1 − u2) dℓ.

By (4.15), we have

sup
t∈(0,T )

∥

∥

∥
n

∫ 1

0
(∇u2 +m∇(u1 − u2)) dτ

∥

∥

∥

L∞

≤ (1−m) sup
t∈(0,T )

∥

∥

∥

∫ 1

0
∇u2 dτ

∥

∥

∥

L∞

+m sup
t∈(0,T )

∥

∥

∥

∫ 1

0
∇u1 dτ

∥

∥

∥

L∞

≤ Cc1

by Lemmas 8 and 14, we have

‖F (

∫ t

0
∇u1 dℓ)− F (

∫ t

0
∇u2 dℓ)‖Bs+1

q,1
≤ C‖u1 − u2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2

q,1 ).

Thus, by Lemma 8 , (4.13) and (4.16), we have

‖F (θ1 + ρ0,u1)− F (θ2 + ρ0,u2)‖Bs+1
q,1

≤ C{‖θ1 − θ2‖Bs+1
q,1

‖I− Au1‖Bs+1
q,1

‖∇u1‖Bs+1
q,1

+ ‖ρ0 + θ2‖Bs+1
q,1

‖Au1 − Au2‖Bs+1
q,1

‖∇u1‖Bs+1
q,1

+ ‖ρ0 + θ2‖Bs+1
q,1

‖I− Au2‖Bs+1
q,1

‖∇(u1 − u2)‖Bs+1
q,1

}

≤ C(‖∂t(θ1 − θ2)‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 )‖u1‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 )‖∇u1‖Bs+1
q,1

+ (‖ρ0‖Bs+1
q,1

+ ‖∂tθ2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ))‖u1 − u2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+2

q,1
‖∇u1‖Bs+1

q,1

+ (‖ρ0‖Bs+1
q,1

+ ‖∂tθ2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ))‖∇u2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 )‖∇(u1 − u2)‖Bs+1
q,1

).

Using the conditions: ET (θi,ui) ≤ ω (i = 1, 2), we have

‖F (θ1 + ρ0,u1)− F (θ2 + ρ0,u2)‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ) ≤ C(ω + ω2)ET (θ1 − θ2,u1 − u2),

where C depends on ‖η0‖Bs+1
q,1

. In fact, we estimate

‖ρ0‖Bs+1
q,1

+ ‖∂tθ2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ) ≤ ‖ρ0 − η0‖Bs+1

q,1
+ ‖η0‖Bs+1

q,1
+ ‖∂tθ2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 ) ≤ 2ω + ‖η0‖Bs+1
q,1
.
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Summing up, we have obtained

(4.26) ‖F‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ) ≤ C(ω + ω2)ET (θ1 − θ2,u1 − u2)

for some constant C depending on ‖η0‖Bs+1
q,1

.

Now, we treat G. First, we estimate G̃(θ1,u1)− G̃(θ2,u2). Write

G̃(θ1,u1)− G̃(θ2,u2) = (η0 − ρ0)∂t(u1 − u2)

+∇(P (ρ0 + θ1)− P (ρ0)− P ′(η0)θ1 − (P (ρ0 + θ2)− P (ρ0)− P ′(η0)θ2))

= (η0 − ρ0)∂t(u1 − u2) +∇{

∫ 1

0
P ′′(η0 + ℓ(ρ0 − η0)) dℓ(ρ0 − η0)(θ1 − θ2)}

+∇{

∫ 1

0
(1− ℓ)(P ′′(ρ0 + ℓθ1)− P ′′(ρ0 + ℓθ2)) dℓθ

2
1 +

∫ 1

0
(1− ℓ)(P ′′(ρ0 + ℓθ2) dℓ(θ

2
1 − θ22)}.

Writing η0 + ℓ(ρ0 − η0) = η0 + (1− ℓ)(η0 − η0) + ℓ(ρ0 − η0), using (4.20) and (1.3), we may assume that

ρ1/2− ρ∗ < η̃0 + ℓ(ρ0 − η0) < 2ρ2 − ρ∗

for any ℓ ∈ (0, 1), and so we write
∫ 1

0
P ′′(η0 + ℓ(ρ0 − η0)) dℓ =

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
P ′′′(ρ∗ +m(η̃0 + ℓ(ρ0 − η0))(η̃0 + ℓ(ρ0 − η0)) dℓ dm+ P ′′(ρ∗).

Thus, by Lemmas 8 and 14 and (4.1), we have

‖∇(

∫ 1

0
P ′′(η0 + ℓ(ρ0 − η0)) dℓ(ρ0 − η0)(θ1 − θ2))‖Bs

q,1
≤ C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1

q,1
)ω‖θ1 − θ2‖Bs+1

q,1
.

Write
ρ0 + ℓθ2 +m(ρ0 + ℓθ1 − (ρ0 + ℓθ2)) = η0 + (ρ0 − η0) + ℓθ2 +mℓ(θ1 − θ2).

Since

‖(ρ0 − η0) + ℓθ2 +mℓ(θ1 − θ2)‖L∞
≤ C(‖ρ0 − η0‖Bs+1

q,1
+ ℓ(1−m)‖θ2‖Bs+1

q,1
+ ℓm‖θ1‖Bs+1

q,1
)

≤ C(ω +
∑

i=1,2

‖∂tθi‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 )) ≤ Cω,

we may assume that

ρ1/2− ρ∗ < η̃0 + (ρ0 − η0) + ℓθ2 +mℓ(θ1 − θ2) < 2ρ2 − ρ∗,

and so, we write
∫ 1

0
(1− ℓ)(P ′′(ρ0 + ℓθ1)− P ′′(ρ0 + ℓθ2)) dℓθ

2
1

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
(1− ℓ)P ′′′(ρ0 + ℓθ2 +mℓ(θ1 − θ2))(θ1 − θ2) dℓ dmθ21

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
(1− ℓ)P ′′′′(ρ∗ + n(η̃0 + (ρ0 − η0) + ℓθ2 +mℓ(θ1 − θ2)))

× (η̃0 + (ρ0 − η0) + ℓθ2 +mℓ(θ1 − θ2)) dℓ dm dn (θ1 − θ2)θ
2
1 +

1

2
P ′′′(ρ∗)(θ1 − θ2)θ

2
1.

By Lemmas 8 and 14, and (4.13), we have

‖∇(

∫ 1

0
(1− ℓ)(P ′′(ρ0 + ℓθ1)− P ′′(ρ0 + ℓθ2)) dℓθ

2
1)‖Bs

q,1

≤ C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1

)‖∂tθ1‖
2
L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1
‖θ1 − θ2‖Bs+1

q,1
.
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Concerning the last term, we write ρ0 + ℓθ2 = η0 + (ρ0 − η0) + ℓθ2. Since

‖ρ0 − η0 + ℓθ2‖L∞
≤ C(‖ρ0 − η0‖Bs+1

q,1
+ ‖θ2‖Bs+1

q,1
) ≤ C(‖ρ0 − η0‖Bs+1

q,1
+ ‖∂tθ2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 )) ≤ Cω,

choosing ω > 0 small enough, we may assume that

ρ1/2− ρ∗ < η̃0 + (ρ0 − η0) + ℓθ2 < 2ρ2 − ρ∗

for any ℓ ∈ (0, 1). Thus, writing
∫ 1

0
(1− ℓ)P ′′(ρ0 + ℓθ2) dℓ (θ

2
1 − θ22)

=
{1

2
P ′′(ρ∗) +

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
(1− ℓ)P ′′′(ρ∗ +m(η̃0 + ρ0 − η0 + ℓθ2))(η̃0 + ρ0 − η0 + ℓθ2) dℓ dm}

× (θ1 − θ2)(θ1 + θ2),

By Lemmas 8 and 14, and (4.13), we have

‖∇(

∫ 1

0
(1− ℓ)P ′′(ρ0 + ℓθ2) dℓ (θ

2
1 − θ22))‖Bs

q,1

≤ C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1

)(‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1

+ ‖ρ0 − η0‖Bs+1
q,1

+ ‖∂tθ2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ))

× (‖∂tθ1‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ) + ‖∂tθ2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 ))‖θ1 − θ2‖Bs+1
q,1

.

Summing up, we have obtained

‖G̃(θ1,u1)− G̃(θ2,u2)‖L1((0,T ),Bs
q,1

≤ C‖η0 − ρ0‖BN/q
q,1

‖∂t(u1 − u2)‖L1((0,T ),Bs
q,1

+ C(ρ∗, ‖η0‖Bs+1
q,1

)(ω + ‖∂tθ1‖
2
L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 )
+

2
∑

i=1

‖∂tθi‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ))‖θ1 − θ2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 ).

Since ET (θi,ui) ≤ ω, using (3.1), we have

‖G̃(θ1,u1)− G̃(θ2,u2)‖Bs
q,1

≤ C(ω + ω2)ET (θ1 − θ2,u1 − u2).

Finally, we estimate G(ρ0 + θ1,u1)−G(ρ0 + θ2,u2). We write

G(ρ0 + θ1,u1)−G(ρ0 + θ2,u2)

= ((A⊤
u2
)−1 − (A⊤

u1
)−1)(ρ0 + θ1)∂tu1 + (I− (A⊤

u2
)−1)(θ1 − θ2)∂tu1

+ (I− (A⊤
u2
)−1)(ρ0 + θ2)∂t(u1 − u2)

+ α((A⊤
u1
)−1 − (A⊤

u2
)−1)div (Au1A

⊤
u1

: ∇u1) + α((A⊤
u2
)−1 − I)div ((Au1A

⊤
u1

−Au2A
⊤
u2
) : ∇u1)

+ α((A⊤
u2
)−1 − I)div (Au2A

⊤
u2

: ∇(u1 − u2)) + αdiv ((Au1 − Au2)(A
⊤
u1

− I) : ∇u1)

+ αdiv (Au2(A
⊤
u1

− A
⊤
u2
) : ∇u1) + αdiv (Au2(A

⊤
u2

− I) : ∇(u1 − u2))

+ β∇((A⊤
u1

− A
⊤
u2
) : ∇u1) + β∇((A⊤

u2
− I) : ∇(u1 − u2)).

Employing the similar argument to the proof of (4.26), we have

‖(A⊤
u1
)−1 − (A⊤

u2
)−1‖

B
N/q
q,1

≤ C‖∇(u1 − u2)‖L1((0,T ),B
N/q
q,1 )

, ‖(I− (Aui)
⊤‖

B
N/q
q,1

≤ C‖∇ui‖L1((0,T ),B
N/q
q,1 )

,

‖A⊤
u1

− A
⊤
u2
‖
B

N/q
q,1

≤ C‖∇(u1 − u2)‖L1((0,T ),B
N/q
q,1 )

, ‖AuiA
⊤
ui

− I‖Bs+1
q,1

≤ C‖∇ui‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ),

‖Au1A
⊤
u1

− Au2A
⊤
u2
‖
B

N/q
q,1

≤ C‖∇(u1 − u2)‖L1((0,T ),B
N/q
q,1 )

.
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Therefore, by Lemmas 8 and 14, we have

‖G(ρ0 + θ1,u1)−G(ρ0 + θ2,u2)‖Bs
q,1

≤ C{‖(A⊤
u2
)−1 − (A⊤

u1
)−1‖

B
N/q
q,1

(‖ρ0‖BN/q
q,1

+ ‖∂tθ‖L1((0,T ),B
N/q
q,1 )

)‖∂tu1‖Bs
q,1

+ ‖∇u2‖L1((0,T ),B
N/q
q,1 )

‖∂t(θ1 − θ2)‖L1((0,T ),B
N/q
q,1 )

‖∂tu1‖Bs
q,1

+ ‖∇u2‖L1((0,T ),B
N/q
q,1 )

(‖ρ0‖BN/q
q,1

+ ‖∂tθ2‖L1((0,T ),B
N/q
q,1 )

)‖∂t(u1 − u2)‖Bs
q,1

+ ‖(A⊤
u2
)−1 − (A⊤

u1
)−1‖

B
N/q
q,1

(1 + ‖∇u1‖Bs+1
q,1

)‖u1‖Bs+1
q,1

+ ‖∇u2‖L1((0,T ),B
N/q
q,1 )

‖Au1A
⊤
u1

− Au2A
⊤
u2
‖Bs+1

q,1
‖∇u1‖Bs+1

q,1

+ ‖∇u2‖L1((0,T ),B
N/q
q,1 )

(1 + ‖∇u2‖L1((0,T ),B
N/q
q,1 )

)‖∇(u1 − u2)‖Bs+1
q,1

+ ‖∇(u1 − u2)‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 )‖∇u1‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 )‖∇u1‖Bs+1
q,1

+ (1 + ‖∇u2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ))‖∇(u1 − u2)‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 )‖∇u1‖Bs+1
q,1

+ (1 + ‖∇u2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 ))‖∇u2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 )‖∇(u1 − u2)‖Bs+1
q,1

+ ‖∇(u1 − u2)‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1
q,1 )‖∇u1‖Bs+1

q,1
+ ‖∇u2‖L1((0,T ),Bs+1

q,1 )‖∇(u1 − u2)‖Bs+1
q,1

}.

We have ‖ρ0‖Bs+1
q,1

≤ ‖ρ0 − η0‖Bs+1
q,1

+ ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1

≤ Cω + ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1

. Thus, we have

‖G(ρ0 + θ1,u1)−G(ρ0 + θ2,u2)‖L1(0,T ),Bs
q,1)

≤ C(ρ∗, ‖η̃0‖Bs+1
q,1

)(ω + ω2)ET (θ1 − θ2,u1 − u2).

Summing up, we have obtained (4.25).
Combining (4.24) and (4.25) yields

ET (η1 − η2,w1 −w2) ≤ CeγT (ω + ω2)ET (θ1 − θ2,u1,u2).

Thus, choosing ω > 0 and T > 0 so small that Ce(ω + ω2) ≤ 1/2 and γT ≤ 1, we have

ET (η1 − η2,w1 −w2) ≤ (1/2)ET (θ1 − θ2,u1,u2),

which shows that Φ is a contraction map from ST,ω into itself. Therefore, by the Banach fixed point
theorem, Φ has a unique fixed point (η,w) ∈ ST,ω. In (4.3), setting (η,w) = (θ,u) and recalling ρ = ρ0+θ

and G̃(θ,u) = (η0 − ρ0 − θ)∂tu−∇(P (ρ0 + θ)−P (ρ0)−P ′(η0)θ), we see that θ and u satisfy equations:
(4.27)















∂tθ + η0divu = (η0 − ρ0 − θ)divu+ F (ρ0 + θ,u) in R
N
+ × (0, T ),

η0∂tu− α∆u− β∇divu+∇(P ′(η0)θ) = −∇P (ρ0) +G(ρ0 + θ,u)− G̃(θ,u) in R
N
+ × (0, T ),

u|∂RN
+
= 0, (η,u)|t=0 = (0,u0) in R

N
+ .

Thus, setting ρ = ρ0 + θ, from (4.27) it follows that ρ and u satisfy equations (1.7). Moreover, (ρ,u)
belongs to ST,ω, which completes the proof of Theorem 3.

A proof of Theorem 1. As was mentioned at the beginning of Subsec. 1.1, y = Xu(x, t) is a C1

diffeomorphism from Ω onto itself for any t ∈ (0, T ), because u ∈ L1((0, T ), B
s+2
q,1 (Ω)N ). Let x = X−1

u
(y, t)

be the inverse of Xu. For any function F ∈ Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ), 1 < q < ∞, s ∈ R, it follow from the chain rule

that

‖F ◦X−1
u

‖Bs
q,1(R

N
+ ) ≤ C‖F‖Bs

q,1(R
N
+ )
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with some constant C > 0 (cf. Amann [2, Theorem 2.1]). Let (ρ,v) = (θ,u) ◦X−1
u

and Au = (∇yXu)
−1.

Let A⊤
u
= (Ajk). There holds

∇y(ρ,v) = (A⊤
u
∇x(θ,u)) ◦X

−1
u
,

∂yj∂ykv =
∑

ℓ,ℓ′

Ajℓ∂yℓ(Akℓ′∂yℓ′u)) ◦X
−1
u

(j, k = 1, . . . , N).

Hence, we rely on the relation:

∂t(ρ,v) = ∂t(θ,u) ◦X
−1
u

− ((u ◦X−1
u

) · ∇y)(ρ,v),

concerning the time derivative of ρ and v. Therefore, by Theorem 3 and Lemma 8, we arrive at (1.4).
This completes the proof of Theorem 1.
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