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STEADY COMPRESSIBLE NAVIER-STOKES-FOURIER SYSTEM WITH SLIP

BOUNDARY CONDITIONS ARISING FROM KINETIC THEORY

RENJUN DUAN AND JUNHAO ZHANG

Abstract. This paper studies the boundary value problem on the steady compressible Navier-Stokes-
Fourier system in a channel domain (0, 1)×T2 with a class of generalized slip boundary conditions that were
systematically derived from the Boltzmann equation by Coron [9] and later by Aoki et al [1]. We establish
the existence and uniqueness of strong solutions in (L2

0
∩H2(Ω)) × V 3(Ω) ×H3(Ω) provided that the wall

temperature is near a positive constant. The proof relies on the construction of a new variational formulation
for the corresponding linearized problem and employs a fixed point argument. The main difficulty arises
from the interplay of velocity and temperature derivatives together with the effect of density dependence on
the boundary.
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1. Introduction

Consider a bounded domain Ω ⊂ R3. The steady motion of monatomic gas confined in Ω can be described
by using the steady compressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier system. Specifically, the gas density ρ > 0, the gas
velocity u = (u1, u2, u3) and the gas temperature θ > 0 satisfy the following equations:







div (ρu) = 0,

div (ρu⊗ u) +∇p = div S,

div [(ρE + p)u] = div q+ div (Su),

(1.1)

for x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ Ω. Here, E = 1
2ρ|u|2 + ρe is the energy density, and S, q are the stress tensor and the

heat flux vector, respectively, given by

S(u, θ) = µ(θ)

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divu I3

)

, q(θ) = κ(θ)∇θ,

where the coefficient of viscosity µ and the coefficient of heat conduction κ are assumed to be positive smooth
functions of θ > 0, and I3 is the 3 × 3 unit matrix. The physical properties of a gas are reflected through
constitutive equations relating the state variables to the pressure p and the internal energy density e. In this
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paper, we restrict considerations to the case of perfect polytropic gases with the pressure and the internal
energy density defined by the formula

p = Rρθ, e = cvθ =
R

r − 1
θ,

where R > 0 is a generic gas constant and cv = R
r−1 is the specific heat with the adiabatic constant r > 1.

We note that from the Chapman-Enskog expansion for the Boltzmann equation, µ and κ can be repre-
sented as

µ(θ) = µ0θ
1− γ

2 , κ(θ) = κ0θ
1− γ

2 ,

for constants µ0 > 0 and κ0 > 0, where −3 < γ ≤ 1 denotes an inhomogeneity parameter in connection with
the Boltzmann collision kernel. In addition, the experimental evidence, cf. [4, 40], has indicates that µ and
κ usually depend on both ρ and θ. In this paper, we do not pursue this general situation, but the method
and result can be extended without difficulties.

To solve the steady compressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier system (1.1), some “correct” boundary condi-
tions to the bounded domain should be posed. In this aspect, various kinds of boundary conditions have
been studied. Typically, there are two cases: the no-slip conditions, and Navier-slip conditions, which are
characterized by the physical meaning of whether it allows the gases or fluids to slide along the boundary.
Historically, Navier-slip boundary conditions were first proposed by NAVIER [28] that claims that at the
boundary surface, the tangent component of the fluid velocity should be proportional to the rate of strain at
the surface, while the normal component of the velocity is zero, since mass cannot penetrate an impermeable
solid surface. Later, the Navier-slip boundary conditions have been theoretically derived from the Maxwell
reflection boundary condition for Boltzmann equation, see MASMOUDI and SAINT-RAYMOND [22] for
incompressible Stokes-Fourier system, as well as JIANG and MASMOUDI [17] for incompressible Naiver-
Stokes-Fourier system.

Although it seems natural to consider the boundary value problems of compressible Navier-Stokes-Fourier
system with Navier-slip boundary conditions, there has been a lack of literature providing a rigorous the-
oretical justification for a long time. CORON [9] firstly proposed the idea of obtaining a new type of slip
boundary conditions for the Naiver-Stokes-Fourier system from the kinetic boundary condition and gave a
precise analysis for a gas between two plates. Very recently, for general domains AOKI and his collabora-
tors [1, 16] re-visited the derivation of those slip boundary conditions that are given by







u · n = 0,

ρu · t+
√

2

R
aI
u

µ(θw)√
θw

(∇u+∇uT) : n⊗ t− 4

5R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
∇θ · t = 0,

ρ(θ − θw)−
1

R
aII
u
µ(θw)∇u : n⊗ n+

2

5R

√

2

R
aIIθ

κ(θw)√
θw

∇θ · n = 0,

(1.2)

for x ∈ ∂Ω, where n is the unit outer normal vector, t is the unit tangent vector, aI
u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ > 0 are the

slip coefficients, and θw is the wall temperature which is a positive function defined on the boundary ∂Ω.
Indeed, (1.2) is derived from the kinetic view with the aim to reproduce the correct overall compressible viscid
fluid approximation solutions to the corresponding boundary value problem on the Boltzmann equation with
Maxwell reflection boundary condition in the hydrodynamic sense. It is clear that (1.2) has a more solid
theoretical basis when applied to the study of boundary value problems for compressible Navier-Stokes-
Fourier system compared to the case of Navier-slip boundary conditions.

In this paper, we aim to study existence of strong solutions to the boundary value problem (1.1) and (1.2)
for the specific finite channel domain Ω := (0, 1)× T2 provided that θw is near a positive constant. For the
future, we expect to further study the viscous compressible fluid approximation to the Boltzmann equation
in the current setting with such generalized slip boundary conditions (1.2); see a recent work [11] by the first
author and collaborators for the one-dimensional heat transfer problem.

The well-posedness of the boundary value problem for the steady compressible Navier-Stokes system has
been studied extensively. In what follows we give a brief review of the related known results. There are
two main types of results regarding the existence of the stationary solution to the compressible Navier-
Stokes equations. One way is to construct a (large) solution in some weak sense. The first result of this
kind is established by LIONS [19, 20] for the isentropic fluid, proving that there exists a weak solution
(ρ,u) ∈ Lγ(Ω) ×H1(Ω) for large external data with restricted range of the adiabatic coefficient γ. As for
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the non-isentropic case, MUCHA and PORKORNÝ [25] firstly constructed a “physical reasonable” weak
solution (ρ,u, θ) ∈ L∞(Ω) × W 1,q(Ω) × W 1,q(Ω) for all q ≥ 1 where constitutive equation is assumed to
contain elastic part and heat conductivity is assumed to depend on temperature. For more results concerning
different boundary conditions, we refer to [8,14,26,27,31,32]. The other way is to construct a (small) solution
in some strong sense. The first result of this kind is obtained by MATSUMURA and NISHIDA [23,24]. They
found a solution in the classic sense where the external force field is supposed to be the gradient of a time-
independent function. For the general situation, VALLI [37] proved the existence of a strong solution for
isentropic fluid by proposing an argument called the stability method. Later, the same author [39] gave
another proof using the fixed point argument. For the non-isentropic case, the stability method has been
applied by VALLI and ZAJACKOWSKI [38], and the fixed point method has been worked by BEIRÃO DA
VEIGA [5]. For more results concerning different boundary conditions, we refer to [12, 15, 29, 30, 33–35].

However, it should be pointed out that all results above were carried out for non-slip boundary conditions
or Navier-slip boundary conditions. Comparing to these common boundary conditions, there are three
significant features in slip boundary conditions (1.2): (1) It reveals the interplay between velocity derivatives
∇u and temperature derivatives ∇θ along the boundary; (2) It contains nonlinear terms ρu and ρ(θ − θw)
that depend on the density; (3) The slip coefficients aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ and aIIθ are specific values determined only

by the physical law obeyed by the molecules of the fluid or the gas. The main motivation of this paper is to
generalize the previous studies to the problem with generalized slip boundary conditions (1.2).

Because of technical issues with our method, we need to make the following assumption:

(A) Let ρ and θ be positive constants such that the following holds true:

16

15R
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
ρ− 2

5R
aII
u
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
ρ > 0, (1.3)

and moreover, there are two positive constants λ0, λ1 > 0 such that the following matrix










m11 0 m13 m14 m15 m16

0 m22 m23 0 0 0
m13 m23 m33 0 0 0
m14 0 0 m44 0 0
m15 0 0 0 m55 m56

m16 0 0 0 m56 m66











(1.4)

is also positive-definite, where those entries are given by

m11 = Rθ, m13 =
1

2
Rρ+

λ0

2
R

4

5R2
aII
u
aIθκ(θ), m14 =

λ0

2
R

4

5R2
aII
u
aIθκ(θ),

m15 =
1

2
µ(θ),m16 =

λ1

2
R

4

5R2
aII
u
aIθκ(θ),

m22 = λ0
2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)2√
θ

, m23 = λ0
2

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
, m33 = λ0

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ)2

θ
√
θ
,

m44 = λ0
16

15R
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
ρ,

m55 = λ1
2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)2√
θ

, m56 = λ1
2

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
, m66 = λ1

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ)2

θ
√
θ
.

Our main result is stated as follows. Notations on norms will be introduced at the end of this section.

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω = (0, 1)× T2 and the assumption (A) hold for the slip coefficients aI
u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ and

positive constants ρ and θ. There exists a constant ε0 > 0 such that for ε ∈ [0, ε0), if θw ∈ Hϑ(∂Ω) with
‖θw − θ‖Hϑ(∂Ω) ≤ ε where ϑ > 7

2 , then the boundary value problem (1.1) with (1.2) admits a unique solution

(ρ,u, θ) ∈ H2(Ω)× V 3(Ω)×H3(Ω) such that
∫

Ω
ρ dx = ρ|Ω| and

‖ρ− ρ‖H2(Ω) + ‖u‖H3(Ω) + ‖θ − θ‖H3(Ω) ≤ Cε, (1.5)

for a generic constant C > 0 independent of ε.
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Remark 1.2. The assumption (A) being made in Theorem 1.1 may seem overwhelming, but it actually
reveals the connection between Navier-slip boundary conditions and generalized slip boundary conditions
(1.2). To see this, let us consider the case that

aIu ∼ O(1), aIθ ∼ O(ǫ), aII
u

∼ O(ǫ), aIIθ ∼ O(1)

for ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, where O(1), O(ǫ) suggest the relative size of the slip coefficients, then the
assumption (A) can be verified directly. Moreover, for this particular case, the slip boundary conditions (1.2)
tend to Navier-slip boundary conditions formally as ǫ → 0. In fact, CORON [9] has pointed out that ∇θ · t
in (1.2)2 and ∇u : n⊗n in (1.2)3 are small compared to other quantities in (1.2). Thus, if these small terms
are neglected, then slip boundary conditions (1.2) become the usual Navier-slip boundary conditions.

Now let us list the main procedures and the key ideas in the proof of Theorem 1.1.
To construct the solution, we first study an approximated linear problem obtained by linearization of

the nonlinear problem, see (2.10) and (2.11). The linear problem can be viewed as the combination of a
transport equation for approximated fluid density and an elliptic system for approximated fluid velocity and
temperature. The transport equation (2.10)1 is solved by using elliptic approximation, see (2.41) and (2.42).
Some uniform estimates for the approximation are essential, see (2.43) in Lemma 2.11. The elliptic system
(2.10)2,3 is solved by using the Lax-Milgram theorem. The important step is to design a variational form

for the problem, see (2.13) in Definition 2.3. This special construction of variation form reduces the strong
coupling boundary effect between ∇u and ∇θ. Although it is then possible to proceed with a basic energy
estimate, there is an extra bad term:

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θw)κ(θw)

µ(θ)θw
∇ζ · n

(

∇u1 + ∂1u− 2

3
e1divu

)

dx, (1.6)

which is a quadratic form of ∇u and ∇ζ, where n(x) := 2x1 − 1. It appears because of our approach to
deal with the slip boundary conditions (1.2), which is not needed if only common boundary conditions are
considered, see [5,12,23,24,29,33–35,37–39]. Fortunately, ‖u‖H1(Ω) and ‖θ‖H1(Ω) are also obtained from the
basic estimate, which implies there is a quadratic form in the estimate. Therefore our basic idea is to control
this bad term by making full use of the quadratic form. This is the partial reason for the assumptions in
our result, see the assumption (A) and the main Theorem 1.1. We will explain further after the proof of
Theorem 2.15, see Remark 2.6.

As a second step, we establish a series of closed estimates to apply the Schauder fixed point theorem. The
situation becomes more complicated than what we have done to the linear cases. Taking the basic estimates
as an example, we have to deal with the following bad term:

∫

Ω

4

5R
θaII

u
aIθ

µ(θw)κ(θw)

µ(θ)θw
ζn∂1ϕ

′dx, (1.7)

which is a quadratic term involving ζ and ∂1ϕ
′. Note that (1.7) can be easily controlled for the results

concerning only the linear system since (ϕ′,u′, ζ′) is viewed as the source term in the partial differential
system. However, it is necessary to close the estimate for this term here. It appears for the same reason
by the slip boundary conditions (1.2). Inspired by the control of (1.6), since it is possible to obtain the
estimates for ‖ζ‖L2(Ω) and ‖∂1ϕ‖L2(Ω), we are able to control it by using another quadratic form, which is
the further reason for us to make the assumption (A). To obtain the estimate ‖∂1ϕ‖L2(Ω), the key idea is to
consider

∫

Ω

∂1ϕ ·
(
4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
(2.10)1 + e1 · (2.10)2

)

dx.

Then we can control ‖∂1ϕ‖L2(Ω) by ‖(∂2u, ∂3u)‖H1(Ω)and ‖ζ‖H1(Ω), which can be obtained directly by the
basic (co-normal) energy estimate. Meanwhile, due to the nonlinearity of ρu and ρ(θ− θw) in the boundary
conditions, we need a more careful analysis in basic (co-normal) energy estimates. Precisely speaking, by

the Sobolev embedding, these terms indicate H
1
2 (Ω) regularity of the solution. Fortunately, we can control

them by performing detailed analysis with the help of Fourier transform. For higher regularity estimates
of u and θ, as indicated by the estimates of Stokes system and Poisson equation, it is essential to estimate
∇divu, which can be done by considering

∫

Ω

∂1divu · (e1 · (2.10)2)dx.
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As a byproduct of our approach, we also obtain (1) Korn’s type inequality for a bounded domain with
tangency boundary condition; and (2) Poincaré’s inequality with traces for bounded domains. Although
they may be simple cases of the results of others, we concisely establish them in the current work. It turns
out that the specific computation we have performed makes our results suitable for practical use.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we establish the existence and the regularity results of the
linearized problem. In sections 3 and 4, we study some properties of the solution operator of the linearized
problem. In section 5, we prove the existence of the nonlinear problem by applying the Schauder fixed point
theorem. In the appendices, we give the proof of a Korn’s type inequality and Poincaré type inequality
with traces, and in addition, some well-known results which are used in the paper will be introduced for the
reader’s convenience.

Notations. Throughout the paper, we write T2
p := {p} × T2 for p = 0, 1, and ∂i := ∂xi

for i = 1, 2, 3. In
addition, the positive generic constants are denoted by C or Ci with index i ∈ N. If necessary, we will point
out the dependency between C,Ci and aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , µ, κ, ρ, θ, etc. For function spaces, Hk(Ω) denotes the

Sobolev spaces with the standard norm denoted by ‖ · ‖Hk(Ω). Although it may be an abuse of notations,

we will use Hk(Ω) (or L2(Ω)) for both real-valued functions and vector-valued functions. L2
0(Ω) denotes the

space of functions f ∈ L2(Ω) such that
∫

Ω
f(x)dx = 0. V k(Ω) denotes the space of 3-dimensional vector

valued functions f ∈ Hk(Ω) whose normal component is zero on the boundary ∂Ω.

2. Well-posedness of linearized problem and solution operator T

Let ρ > 0 and θ > 0 be given. We always look for solutions such that the total mass of the fluid
∫

Ω ρ(x)dx = ρ|Ω|. Moreover, for the wall temperature θw ∈ Hϑ(∂Ω) where ϑ > 7
2 , we assume its variation

near θ is δ > 0, which means that ‖θw−θ‖Hϑ(∂Ω) ≤ δ. By the Sobolev trace theorem, there exists a function

θ̃ ∈ Hϑ+ 1
2 (Ω) such that θ̃ ≡ θw on the boundary and ‖θ̃−θ‖

H
ϑ+1

2 (Ω)
≤ Cδ where C > 0 is a generic constant.

Denote

ϕ = ρ− ρ, ζ = θ − θ̃. (2.1)

After plugging (2.1) into (1.1), we have the boundary value problem for (ϕ,u, ζ):






div (ϕu) + ρdivu = 0,

− div S(u, θ) +Rθ∇ϕ+Rρ∇ζ = F(ϕ,u, ζ),

− div (κ(θ)∇ζ) +Rρθdivu = G(ϕ,u, ζ),

(2.2)

for x ∈ Ω, with the boundary conditions






u · n = 0,

(ϕ+ ρ)u · t+
√

2

R
aI
u

µ(θw)√
θw

(∇u+∇uT) : n⊗ t− 4

5R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
∇(ζ + θ̃) · t = 0,

(ϕ+ ρ)ζ − 1

R
aII
u
µ(θw)∇u : n⊗ n+

2

5R

√

2

R
aIIθ

κ(θw)√
θw

∇(ζ + θ̃) · n = 0,

(2.3)

for x ∈ ∂Ω, where

F(ϕ,u, ζ) :=− ϕu · ∇u− ρu · ∇u−Rϕ∇ζ −Rϕ∇θ̃ − Rρ∇θ̃ −Rζ∇ϕ−R(θ̃ − θ)∇ϕ

+ div (S(u, θ̃ + ζ)− S(u, θ)),

G(ϕ,u, ζ) :=− cvϕu · ∇ζ − cvρu · ∇ζ − cvϕu · ∇θ̃ − cvρu · ∇θ̃

−Rϕζdivu−Rρζdiv u−Rϕθ̃divu−Rρ(θ̃ − θ)divu

+ div ([κ(θ)− κ(θ)]∇ζ) + div (κ(θ)∇θ̃) +∇u : S(u, θ̃ + ζ).

Therefore, instead of studying the boundary value problem (1.1) and (1.2), it suffices to consider the
boundary value problem (2.2) and (2.3). Before studying (ϕ,u, ζ), let us quantify F and G in terms of
ϕ,u, ζ by the following result. We denote

Nk(ϕ,u, ζ) = ‖ϕ‖Hk(Ω) + ‖u‖Hk+1(Ω) + ‖ζ‖Hk+1(Ω).

Then we have the following result.
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Lemma 2.1. There exists a constant C > 0 only depending on cv, R, µ, κ, ρ, θ such that

‖(F, G)‖L2(Ω) ≤ C(1 +N1(ϕ,u, ζ))(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

2, (2.4)

‖(∇F,∇G)‖L2(Ω) ≤ C(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

2. (2.5)

Proof. For ‖F‖L2(Ω), by Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev’s inequality,

‖F‖L2(Ω) ≤C1(‖ϕu · ∇u‖L2(Ω) + ‖ρu · ∇u‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ∇ζ‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ∇θ̃‖L2(Ω) + ‖ρ∇θ̃‖L2(Ω)

+ ‖ζ∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖(θ̃ − θ)∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖div (S(u, θ̃ + ζ)− S(u, θ))‖L2(Ω))

≤C1(‖u‖L∞(Ω)‖ϕ‖L4(Ω)‖∇u‖L4(Ω) + ‖u‖L∞(Ω)‖∇u‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ‖L4(Ω)‖∇ζ‖L4(Ω)

+ ε‖ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ε+ ‖ζ‖L∞(Ω)‖∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ε‖∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ζ‖L4(Ω)‖∇u‖L4(Ω)

+ ‖ζ‖L∞(Ω)‖∇divu‖L2(Ω))

≤C1(1 +N1(ϕ,u, ζ))(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

2, (2.6)

where C1 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, ρ, µ, θ.
For ‖G‖L2(Ω), by Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev’s inequality,

‖G‖L2(Ω) ≤C2(‖ϕu · ∇ζ‖L2(Ω) + ‖ρu · ∇ζ‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕu · ∇θ̃‖L2(Ω) + ‖ρu · ∇θ̃‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕζdivu‖L2(Ω)

+ ‖ρζdivu‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕθ̃divu‖L2(Ω) + ‖(θ̃ − θ)∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖div (κ(θ) − κ(θ))∇ζ)‖L2(Ω)

+ ‖div (κ(θ)∇θ̃)‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇u : µ(θ)S(u)‖L2(Ω))

≤C2(‖u‖L∞(Ω)‖ϕ‖L4(Ω)‖∇ζ‖L4(Ω) + ‖u‖H2(Ω)‖∇ζ‖L2(Ω) + ε‖ϕ‖L4(Ω)‖u‖L4(Ω)

+ ε‖u‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ‖L4(Ω)‖ζ‖L∞(Ω)‖divu‖L4(Ω) + ‖ζ‖H2(Ω)‖divu‖L2(Ω)

+ ‖ϕ‖L4(Ω)‖divu‖L4(Ω) + ε‖∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ζ‖L4(Ω)‖∇ζ‖L4(Ω) + ‖ζ‖H2(Ω)‖div∇ζ‖L2(Ω)

+ ε‖∇ζ‖L2(Ω) + ‖ζ‖H2(Ω)‖u‖H2(Ω)‖∇u‖L2(Ω) + ε‖u‖H2(Ω)‖∇u‖L2(Ω))

≤C2(1 +N1(ϕ,u, ζ))(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

2, (2.7)

where C2 > 0 is a constant only depending on cv, R, µ, κ, ρ, θ.
Combining (2.6) and (2.7), we obtain (2.4).
For ‖∇F‖L2(Ω), by Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev’s inequality,

‖∇F‖L2(Ω) ≤C3(‖∇ϕ · u · ∇u‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ∇u · ∇u‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕu · ∇2u‖L2(Ω) + ‖ρ∇u · ∇u‖L2(Ω)

+ ‖ρu · ∇2u‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ϕ · ∇ζ‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ∇2ζ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ϕ · ∇θ̃‖L2(Ω) + ‖ρ∇2θ̃‖L2(Ω)

+ ‖∇ζ · ∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖ζ∇2ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇(θ̃ − θ) · ∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖(θ̃ − θ)∇2ϕ‖L2(Ω)

+ ‖∇div (S(u, θ̃ + ζ) − S(u, θ))‖L2(Ω))

≤C3(‖u‖L∞(Ω)‖∇u‖L∞(Ω)‖∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ‖L6(Ω)‖∇u‖L6(Ω)‖∇u‖L6(Ω)

+ ‖ϕ‖L∞(Ω)‖u‖L∞(Ω)‖∇2u‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇u‖L4(Ω)‖∇u‖L4(Ω) + ‖u‖L∞(Ω)‖∇2u‖L2(Ω)

+ ‖∇ζ‖L4(Ω)‖∇ϕ‖L4(Ω) + ‖ϕ‖L∞(Ω)‖∇2ζ‖L2(Ω) + ε‖∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ε+ ‖∇ζ‖L4(Ω)‖∇ϕ‖L4(Ω)

+ ‖ζ‖L∞‖∇2ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ε‖∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ε‖∇2ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇u‖L∞(Ω)‖∇2ζ‖L2(Ω)

+ ‖∇ζ‖H2(Ω)‖∇2u‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ζ‖H2(Ω)‖∇divu‖L2(Ω) + ‖ζ‖H2(Ω)‖∇2divu‖L2(Ω))

≤C3(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

2, (2.8)

where C3 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, µ, ρ, θ.
For ‖∇G‖L2(Ω), by Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev’s inequality,

‖∇G‖L2(Ω) ≤C4(‖∇ϕ · u · ∇ζ‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ∇u · ∇ζ‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕu · ∇2ζ‖L2(Ω) + ‖ρ∇u · ∇ζ‖L2(Ω)

+ ‖ρu · ∇2ζ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ϕ · u · ∇θ̃‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ∇u · ∇θ̃‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕu · ∇2θ̃‖L2(Ω)

+ ‖ρ∇u · ∇θ̃‖L2(Ω) + ‖ρu · ∇2θ̃‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ϕ · ζdiv u‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ∇ζdivu‖L2(Ω)

+ ‖ϕζ∇div u‖L2(Ω) + ‖ρ∇ζdiv u‖L2(Ω) + ‖ρζ∇div u‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ϕ · θ̃divu‖L2(Ω)
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+ ‖ϕθ̃∇divu‖L2(Ω) + ‖ρ(θ̃ − θ)∇divu‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇div ([κ(θ) − κ(θ̃)]∇ζ)‖L2(Ω)

+ ‖∇div (κ(θ)∇θ̃)‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇2u : ∇S(u, θ̃ + ζ)‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇u : ∇S(u, θ̃ + ζ)‖L2(Ω))

≤C4(‖u‖L∞‖∇ζ‖L∞(Ω)‖∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ‖L6(Ω)‖∇u‖L6(Ω)‖∇ζ‖L6(Ω)

+ ‖ϕ‖L∞(Ω)‖u‖L∞(Ω)‖∇2ζ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇u‖L4(Ω)‖∇ζ‖L4(Ω) + ‖u‖H2(Ω)‖∇2ζ‖L2(Ω)

+ ε‖u‖H2(Ω)‖∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ε‖ϕ‖L4(Ω)‖∇u‖L4(Ω) + ε‖u‖L∞(Ω)‖ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ε‖∇u‖L2(Ω)

+ ε‖u‖L2(Ω) + ‖ζ‖L∞(Ω)‖divu‖L4(Ω)‖∇ϕ‖L4(Ω) + ‖ϕ‖L6(Ω)‖∇ζ‖L6(Ω)‖divu‖L6(Ω)

+ ‖ζ‖L∞(Ω)‖ϕ‖L∞(Ω)‖∇divu‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ζ‖L4(Ω)‖divu‖L4(Ω) + ‖ζ‖L∞(Ω)‖∇divu‖L2(Ω)

+ ‖divu‖L∞(Ω)‖∇ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ‖L∞(Ω)‖∇divu‖L2(Ω) + ε‖∇divu‖L2(Ω)

+ ‖∇ζ‖L∞(Ω)‖∇2ζ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ζ‖L∞(Ω)‖∆ζ‖L2(Ω) + ‖ζ‖L∞‖∇∆ζ‖L2(Ω) + ε‖∇2ζ‖L2(Ω)

+ ε+ ‖∇u‖L∞(Ω)‖∇2u‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ζ‖L6(Ω)‖∇u‖L6(Ω)‖∇u‖L6(Ω)

≤C4(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

2, (2.9)

where C4 > 0 is a constant only depending on cv, R, µ, κ, ρ, θ.
Combining (2.8) and (2.9), we obtain (2.5) and thus complete the proof of Lemma 2.1. �

2.1. Variational formulation of linearized problem. To solve the above boundary value problem (2.2)
and (2.3), we consider the following linear problem. Let h > 0 be an arbitrary fixed constant and (ϕ′,u′, ζ′) ∈
(H2(Ω) ∩ L2

0(Ω)) × V 3(Ω) × H3(Ω) with N2(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′) ≤ ε where ε > 0 is chosen to be small such that

‖ϕ′‖L∞(Ω) + ρ > 0 and ‖ζ′‖L∞(Ω) + θ > 0, then we are going to prove that there exists a unique solution

(ϕ,u, ζ) ∈ (L2
0(Ω) ∩H2(Ω))× V 3(Ω)×H3(Ω) to the following boundary value problem:







ϕ− ϕ′

h
+ div (ϕu) + ρdivu = 0,

− div S(u, θ) +Rρ∇ζ = F(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)−Rθ∇ϕ′,

− div (κ(θ)∇ζ) + (Rρθ +Rρ)divu = G(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)−Rdiv (ϕ′u′),

(2.10)

for x ∈ Ω, with the boundary conditions






u · n = 0,

(ϕ′ + ρ)u · t+
√

2

R
aI
u

µ(θw)√
θw

(∇u+∇uT) : n⊗ t− 4

5R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
∇(ζ + θ̃) · t = 0,

(ϕ′ + ρ)ζ − 1

R
aII
u
µ(θw)∇u : n⊗ n+

2

5R

√

2

R
aIIθ

κ(θw)√
θw

∇(ζ + θ̃) · n = 0,

(2.11)

for x ∈ ∂Ω, where R ∈ R is also a constant satisfying

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)2√
θ

= R(ρθ +Rρ)
32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

µ(θ)κ(θ)

θ
√
θ

. (2.12)

The choice of R will be explained after the proof of Theorem 2.15, see Remark 2.7.
Now, we define the solution operator of the linear problem (2.10) and (2.11).

Definition 2.2. Given ρ > 0, θ > 0, h > 0 be fixed constants. Let the wall temperature θw ∈ Hϑ(∂Ω) where
ϑ > 7

2 , and (ϕ′,u′, ζ′) ∈ (H2(Ω)∩L2
0(Ω))×V 3(Ω)×H3(Ω). If the boundary value problem (2.10) and (2.11)

admits a unique solution (ϕ,u, ζ) ∈ (L2
0(Ω)∩H2(Ω))×V 3(Ω)×H3(Ω), then we define the solution operator

T by T(ϕ′,u′, ζ′) = (ϕ,u, ζ).

In the following, we will prove that T is well-defined.
In order to consider the existence result for the boundary value problem (2.10)2 and (2.10)3 with slip

boundary conditions (2.11), we first give the definition of solutions in the variational form.

Definition 2.3. We say that (u, ξ) ∈ V (Ω)×H1(Ω) is a weak solution to the equations (2.10)2 and (2.10)3
with the slip boundary conditions (2.11) if

∫

Ω

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃
∇v :

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)

dx+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

θ̃
√

θ̃
∇ξ · ∇ζdx
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+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
∇ξ · n

(

∇u1 + ∂1u
T − 2

3
e1divu

)

dx

+

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u
∇
(

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃

)

⊗ v :

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)

dx

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ ∇

(

κ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

θ̃
√

θ̃

)

· ξ∇ζdx

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ∇

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

· ξn
(

∇u1 + ∂1u
T − 2

3
e1divu

)

dx

+

∫

Ω

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
v · ∇ζdx+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
(Rρθ +Rρ)ξdiv udx

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
nξ∂1ζdx

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

2

3R
aII
u
µ(θw)(ϕ

′ + ρ)v · udx2dx3 +
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

16

15R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
(ϕ′ + ρ)ξζdx2dx3

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

8

15R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θw)κ(θw)

θw
v · ∇θ̃dx2dx3 +

∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

32

75R2
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θw)
2

θw
√
θw

nξ∂1θ̃dx2dx3

+
∑

p=0,1

∑

j=2,3

∫

T2
p

8

15R2
aII
u
aIθ

(

∂
1
2

j

[
µ(θw)κ(θw)

θw
uj

]

· ∂
1
2

j ξ − ∂
1
2

j

[
µ(θw)κ(θw)

θw
vj

]

· ∂
1
2

j ζ

)

dx2dx3

=

∫

Ω

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
v ·F(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx +

∫

Ω

−Rθ̃

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
v · ∇ϕ′dx

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
ξG(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx+

∫

Ω

− 32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
Rξdiv (ϕ′u′)dx

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
nξF1(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′)dx +

∫

Ω

4

5R
θaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
nξ∂1ϕ

′dx, (2.13)

for all (v, ξ) ∈ V 1(Ω) × H1(Ω). Here, n(x) = 2x1 − 1, ∂
1
2

j in the tenth term is in the sense of Fourier
transform,

∑

p=0,1

∑

j=2,3

∫

T2
p

8

15R2
aII
u
aIθ

(

∂
1
2

j

[
µ(θw)κ(θw)

θw
uj

]

· ∂
1
2

j ξ − ∂
1
2

j

(
µ(θw)κ(θw)

θw
vj

)

· ∂
1
2

j ζ

)

dx2dx3

=
∑

p=0,1

∑

j=2,3

∑

mj∈Z

16πi

15R2
aII
u
aIθmj

([
µ(θw)κ(θw)

θw
uj

]∧

(mj) · [ξ]∧(mj)−
[
µ(θw)κ(θw)

θw
vj

]∧

(mj) · [ζ]∧(mj)

)

,

where we denote the Fourier transform,

[f ]∧(mj) :=

∫

T

f(xj)e
−2πimjxjdxj ,

for j = 2, 3.

Remark 2.4. Here, the reason for introducing fractional derivatives is to ensure that the weak solution is
well-defined in the space V 1(Ω)×H1(Ω). Indeed, from our construction of the variational form, it is expected
that the following boundary term would appear:

∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

8

15R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θw)κ(θw)

θw
(u · ∇ξ − v · ∇ζ)dx2dx3, (2.14)

in the weak form of the boundary value problem (2.10)2,3 and (2.11). However, by the Sobolev embedding

theorem, functions in the space H1(Ω) only have traces in H
1
2 (Ω), so that (2.14) is not well-defined in this
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framework. Fortunately, the normal component of u vanishes on the boundary, which makes it possible to

control (2.14) in H
1
2 (∂Ω). This kind of difficulty does not appear in the previous studies of boundary value

problems in the field of compressible fluids, and it does show that the slip boundary conditions (1.2) behave
differently from those “classic” boundary conditions.

2.2. Existence results for u and ζ. To prove the existence of the weak solution, it suffices to prove the
following result.

Lemma 2.5. Under the assumption of Theorem 1.1, suppose (u, ζ) ∈ V 1(Ω) × H1(Ω) is a weak solution
in the sense of (2.13), then there exist two constants δ0, ε0 > 0 such that for δ ∈ [0, δ0), ε ∈ [0, ε0), if the

wall temperature θw ∈ Hϑ(∂Ω) with ‖θw − θ‖Hϑ(∂Ω) ≤ δ where ϑ > 7
2 , and (ϕ′,u′, ζ′) ∈ (H2(Ω) ∩ L2

0(Ω)) ×
V 3(Ω)×H3(Ω) with N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′) ≤ ε such that ‖ϕ′‖L∞(Ω) + ρ > 0 and ‖ζ′‖L∞(Ω) + θ > 0, then there exists

a constant C > 0 depends only on aI
u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , cv, R, µ, κ, ρ, θ such that

‖u‖2H1(Ω) + ‖ζ‖2H1(Ω) ≤ CN1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)2(1 +N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′))4. (2.15)

Proof. Since (u, ζ) ∈ (H1(Ω) ∩ V )×H1(Ω), taking v = u, ξ = ζ gives
∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃
∇u :

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

θ̃
√

θ̃
|∇ζ|2dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I2

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
∇ζ · n

(

∇u1 + ∂1u
T − 2

3
e1divu

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I3

+

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u
∇
(

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃

)

⊗ u :

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I4

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ ∇

(

κ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

θ̃
√

θ̃

)

ζ · ∇ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I5

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ∇

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

· ζn
(

∇u1 + ∂1u
T − 2

3
e1divu

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I6

+

∫

Ω

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
u · ∇ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I7

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
(Rρθ +Rρ)ζdiv udx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I8

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
nζ∂1ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I9

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

2

3R
aII
u
µ(θw)(ϕ

′ + ρ)|u|2dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I10

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

16

15R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
(ϕ′ + ρ)|ζ|2dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I11

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

8

15R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θw)κ(θw)

θw
u · ∇θ̃dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I12

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

32

75R2
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θw)
2

θw
√
θw

nζ∂1θ̃dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I13

=

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
u ·F(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I14

+

∫

Ω

−Rθ̃

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
u · ∇ϕ′dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I15
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+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
ζG(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I16

+

∫

Ω

− 32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
Rζdiv (ϕ′u′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I17

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
ζnF1(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I18

+

∫

Ω

4

5R
θaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
ζn∂1ϕ

′dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I19

.

For I1, I2 and I3, by Hölder’s inequality and (1.4) in assumption (A),

I1 + I2 + I3 ≥
(

1

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)2√
θ

− Cδ

)
∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣
∣
∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dx

+

(

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ)2

θ
√
θ

− Cδ

)
∫

Ω

|∇ζ|2dx

−
(

4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ)κ(θ)

µ(θ)θ
+ Cδ

)∫

Ω

|∇ζ| ·
∣
∣
∣
∣
∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

∣
∣
∣
∣
dx

≥C0(‖∇u+∇u′ − 2

3
divuI3‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∇ζ‖2L2(Ω)),

where C0 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI
u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, θ. Then applying Korns’ type inequality

(6.1), we have

I1 + I2 + I3 ≥ C0(‖∇u‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∇ζ‖2L2). (2.16)

For I4, I5 and I6, by Hölder’s inequality

|I4|+ |I5|+ |I6| ≤ C1δ(‖u‖2H1(Ω) + ‖ζ‖2H1(Ω)), (2.17)

where C1 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI
u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, θ.

For I7 and I8, recall from (2.12) that there is R ∈ R such that

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u
µ(θ)2θ

− 1
2 = R(ρθ +Rρ)

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ µ(θ)κ(θ)θ

− 3
2 . (2.18)

Therefore, it follows by Hölder’s inequality,

|I7 + I8| ≤C2δ

(∫

Ω

|u · ∇ζ|dx+

∫

Ω

|ζdivu|dx
)

≤C2δ
(

‖u‖2H1(Ω) + ‖ζ‖2H1(Ω)

)

,

where C2 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI
u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, ρ, θ.

For I9, by divergence theorem,

I9 =

∫

Ω

4

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
n|ζ|2dx+

∫

Ω

2

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ∂1

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

· n|ζ|2dx

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

− 2

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

µ(θw)κ(θw)

µ(θ)θw
|ζ|2dx2dx3

≥
(

4

5R
aII
u
aIθρ

κ(θ)

θ
− C3δ

)

‖ζ‖2L2(Ω) −
(

2

5R
aII
u
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
ρ+ C3δ

)

‖ζ‖2L2(∂Ω), (2.19)

where C3 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI
u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, ρ, θ.

For I10, I11, I12 and I13,

13∑

i=10

Ii ≥
2

3R
aII
u
µ(θ)(ρ− C4δ − C4ε)‖u‖2L2(∂Ω)

+
16

15R
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
(ρ− C4δ − C4ε)‖ζ‖2L2(∂Ω), (2.20)
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where C4 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI
u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, ρ, θ.

For I14, I15, I16, I17, I18 and I19, by Hölder’s inequality,

19∑

i=14

|Ii| ≤
c

2
(‖u‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ζ‖2L2(Ω)) + C5(‖∂1ϕ′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖div (ϕ′u′)‖2L2(Ω) + ‖F′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖G′‖2L2(Ω)), (2.21)

where C5 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI
u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, θ.

Combining (2.16), (2.17), (2.18), (2.19), (2.20), (2.21) and Lemma 2.1, by (1.3) in assumption (A), then
choosing δ, ε > 0 sufficiently small, we obtain (2.15) and thus complete the proof of Lemma 2.5. �

Remark 2.6. As the aforementioned part in the introduction, the slip boundary conditions (1.2) involves
∇u and ∇ζ. Therefore if one applies the usual energy estimate, that is,

∫

Ω u · (2.10)2dx +
∫

Ω ζ · (2.10)3dx,
then some boundary terms with ∇u and ∇ζ would be generated. Hence by the Sobolev’s embedding, these

terms indicate (u, θ) ∈ H
3
2 (Ω) × H

3
2 (Ω). However, by the dissipation induced from the viscosity and heat

conductivity, the solution can only be in H1(Ω), which makes the usual energy estimate method break down.
Our idea is to design new test functions by full use of the structure of the system and the boundary conditions.
Then some cancellation effects are observed making the boundary terms involving the derivatives of velocity
and temperature vanish. This is one of the key ideas in the construction of the variational form.

Remark 2.7. It is well-known that the system (2.2) is hyperbolic-elliptic. For the basic energy estimate,
it is important to deal with the linear convection terms Rθ∇ϕ, Rρ∇ζ, and this is usually done by making
a suitable combination of the estimates for each equation of (2.2) in the past literature. However, because
of the design of new test functions, we have to make a seemingly more complicated combination, which is
achieved by introducing the constant R as in (2.12).

Applying Theorem 2.5, it is straightforward to obtain the following weak existence result by Lax-Milgram
theorem.

Corollary 2.8. Under the assumption of Theorem 1.1, there exists a constant δ0 > 0 such that for δ ∈ [0, δ0),
if the wall temperature θw ∈ Hϑ(∂Ω) with ‖θw − θ‖Hϑ(∂Ω) ≤ δ where ϑ > 7

2 , and (ϕ′,u′, ζ′) ∈ (H2(Ω) ∩
L2
0(Ω))×V 3(Ω)×H3(Ω) with N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′) ≤ ε such that ‖ϕ′‖L∞(Ω)+ρ > 0 and ‖ζ′‖L∞(Ω)+θ > 0, then the

boundary value problem (2.10)2 and (2.10)3 with (2.11) has a unique weak solution (u, ζ) ∈ V 1(Ω) ×H1(Ω)
in the sense of (2.13).

2.3. Regularity results for u and ζ. Now we try to prove the following regularity result of the weak
solution.

Lemma 2.9. Under the assumption of Theorem 1.1, suppose (u, ζ) ∈ V 1(Ω) × H1(Ω) is a weak solution
in the sense of (2.13). Then there exist constants δ, ε0 > 0 such that for δ ∈ [0, ε0), ε ∈ [0, ε0), if the wall
temperature θw ∈ Hϑ(∂Ω) with ‖θw−θ‖Hϑ(∂Ω) ≤ δ where ϑ > 7

2 , and (ϕ′,u′, ζ′) ∈ (H2(Ω)∩L2
0(Ω))×V 3(Ω)×

H3(Ω) with N2(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′) ≤ ε such that ‖ϕ′‖L∞(Ω)+ρ > 0 and ‖ζ′‖L∞(Ω)+θ > 0, then (u, ζ) ∈ V 3(Ω)×H3(Ω)

and there exists a constant C > 0 depends only on aI
u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , cv, R, µ, κ, ρ, θ such that

‖u‖2H3(Ω) + ‖ζ‖2H3(Ω) ≤ CN2(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)2(1 +N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′))4. (2.22)

Proof. Let us denote the i-difference quotient of sufficiently small size d > 0 for a function f by

Di,df(x) :=
f(x+ dei)− f(x)

d
,

for i = 2, 3.
As a first step, we prove that (u, ζ) ∈ H2(Ω)∩H2(Ω). Taking v = −Di,−d(Di,du) and ξ = −Di,−d(Di,dζ)

for i = 2, 3, then
∫

Ω

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃
Di,d∇u : Di,d

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

θ̃
√

θ̃
|Di,d∇ζ|2dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I2

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
Di,d∇ζ · nDi,d

(

∇u1 + ∂1u
T − 2

3
e1divu

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I3
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∫

Ω

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u
Di,d

(

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃

)

·Di,d∇u :

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I4

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ Di,d

(

κ(θ̃)2

θ̃
√

θ̃

)

·Di,d∇ζ · ∇ζx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I5

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθDi,d

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

·Di,d∇ζ · n
(

∇u1 + ∂1u
T − 2

3
e1divu

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I6

+

∫

Ω

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

∑

0≤j≤1

D
1−j
i,d ∇

(

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃

)

⊗Di,du : Dj
i,d

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I7

+

∫

Ω

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

∑

0≤j≤1

D
1−j
i,d ∇

(

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃

)

·Di,dζ ·Dj
i,d∇ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I8

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

∑

0≤j≤1

D
1−j
i,d ∇

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

·Di,dζ · nDj
i,d

(

∇u1 + ∂1u
T − 2

3
e1divu

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I9

+

∫

Ω

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
Di,du ·Di,d∇ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I10

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
(Rρθ +Rρ)Di,dξ ·Di,ddivudx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I11

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
nDi,dζ ·Di,d∂1ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I12

+

∫

Ω

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u
Di,d

(

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃

)

Di,du · ∇ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I13

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ Di,d

(

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃

)

(Rρθ +Rρ)Di,dζ · divudx
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I14

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R
ρaII

u
aIθDi,d

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

· nDi,dζ · ∂1ζdx
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I15

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

2

3R
aII
u
µ(θw)(ϕ

′ + ρ)|Di,du|2dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I16

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

16

15R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
(ϕ′ + ρ)|Di,dζ|2dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I17
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+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

2

3R
aII
u
(ϕ′ + ρ)Di,dµ(θw) ·Di,du · udx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I18

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

16

15R
aIθ(ϕ

′ + ρ)Di,d

(
κ(θw)

θw

)

Di,dζ · ζdx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I19

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

8

15R2
aII
u
aIθ

∑

0≤j≤1

D
1−j
i,d

(
µ(θw)κ(θw)

θw

)

·Di,du ·Dj
i,d∇θ̃dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I20

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

32

75R2
aIθa

II
θ

∑

0≤j≤1

D
1−j
i,d

(
κ(θw)

2

θw
√
θw

)

· nDi,dζ ·Dj
i,d∂1θ̃dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I21

=

∫

Ω

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
Di,−d(Di,du) · F(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I22

+

∫

Ω

−Rθ̃

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
Di,−d(Di,du) · ∇ϕ′dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I23

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
Di,−d(Di,dζ) ·G(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I24

+

∫

Ω

− 32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
RDi,−d(Di,dζ) · div (ϕ′u′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I25

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
nDi,−d(Di,dξ) · F1(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I26

+

∫

Ω

4

5R
θaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
nDi,−d(Di,dζ) · ∂1ϕ′dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I27

.

For I1, I2 and I3, by Hölder’s inequality and (1.4) in assumption (A),

I1 + I2 + I3 ≥
(

1

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)2√
θ

− Cδ

)
∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣
∣
Di,d

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dx

+

(

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ)2

θ
√
θ

− Cδ

)
∫

Ω

|Di,d∇ζ|2dx

−
(

4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ)κ(θ)

µ(θ)θ
+ Cδ

)∫

Ω

|Di,d∇ζ| ·
∣
∣
∣
∣
Di,d

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)∣
∣
∣
∣
dx

≥C′
0

(∥
∥
∥
∥
Di,d

(

∇u+∇u′ − 2

3
divuI3

)∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ ‖Di,d∇ζ‖2L2(Ω)

)

,
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where C′
0 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, θ. Then applying Korns’ type inequality

(6.1), we have

I1 + I2 + I3 ≥ C′
0(‖Di,d∇u‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Di,d∇ζ‖2L2(Ω)). (2.23)

For I4, ..., I9, by Hölder’s inequality,

|I4|+ · · ·+ |I9| ≤ C′
1δ

∑

0≤j≤1

(‖Dj
i,du‖2H1(Ω) + ‖Dj

i,dζ‖2H1(Ω)), (2.24)

where C′
1 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, θ.

For I10 and I11, since

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u
µ(θ)2θ

− 1
2 = R(ρθ +Rρ)

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ µ(θ)κ(θ)θ

− 3
2 ,

it follows by Hölder’s inequality that

|I10 + I11| ≤C′
2δ

(∫

Ω

|Di,du ·Di,d∇ζ|dx +

∫

Ω

|Di,dζ ·Di,ddivu|dx
)

≤C′
2δ
(

‖Di,du‖2H1(Ω) + ‖Di,dζ‖2H1(Ω)

)

, (2.25)

where C′
2 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, ρ, θ.

For I12, by divergence theorem,

I12 =

∫

Ω

4

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
|Di,dζ|2dx+

∫

Ω

2

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ∂1

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

· n|Di,dζ|2dx

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

− 2

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

µ(θw)κ(θw)

µ(θ)θw
|Di,dζ|2dx2dx3

≥
(

4

5R
aII
u
aIθρ

κ(θ)

θ
− C′

3δ

)

‖Di,dζ‖2L2(Ω) −
(

2

5R
aII
u
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
ρ+ C′

3δ

)

‖Di,dζ‖2L2(∂Ω), (2.26)

where C′
3 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, ρ, θ.

For I13, I14 and I15, by Hölder’s inequality,

|I13|+ |I14|+ |I15| ≤ C′
4ε(‖Di,du‖2H1(Ω) + ‖Di,dζ‖2H1(Ω)), (2.27)

where C′
4 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, ρ, θ.

For I16, ..., I21,

|I16|+ · · ·+ |I21| ≥
2

3R
aII
u
µ(θ)(ρ− C′

5δ − C′
5ε)‖Di,du‖2L2(∂Ω)

+
16

15R
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
(ρ− C′

5δ − C′
5ε)‖Di,dζ‖2L2(∂Ω), (2.28)

where C′
5 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, ρ, θ.

For I22, ..., I27, by Hölder’s inequality,

|I2|+ · · ·+ |I27| ≤
C′

0

2
(‖Di,−d(Di,du)‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Di,−d(Di,dζ)‖2L2(Ω))

+ C′
6(‖∇ϕ′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖F′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖G′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖div (ϕ′u′)‖2L2(Ω)), (2.29)

where C′
6 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, θ.

Combining (2.23), (2.24), (2.25), (2.26), (2.27), (2.28), (2.29) and Lemma 2.1, by (1.3) in assumption (A),
then choosing δ, ε, d > 0 sufficiently small, we have

∑

i=2,3

‖∂iu‖2H1(Ω) +
∑

i=2,3

‖∂iζ‖2H1(Ω) ≤ CN1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)2(1 +N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′))4. (2.30)

Moreover, from (2.10)2, we have

−4

3
µ(θ)∂2

1u1 = µ(θ)
∑

j=2,3

∂2
j u1 + µ(θ)

∑

j=2,3

∂j∂1uj −Rρ∂1ζ + F1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)−Rθ∂1ϕ

′,
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and

−µ(θ)∂2
1ui = µ(θ)

∑

j=2,3

∂2
j ui + µ(θ)

∑

1≤j≤3

∂j∂iuj −
2

3
∂idivu−Rρ∂iζ + Fi(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′)−Rθ∂iϕ
′,

for i = 2, 3. Similarly, from (2.10)3,

−κ(θ)∂2
1ζ = κ(θ)

∑

i=2,3

∂2
i ζ − (Rρθ +Rρ)divu+G(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)−Rdiv (ϕ′u′).

Together with (2.15), (2.30), we have

‖u‖H2(Ω) + ‖ζ‖H2(Ω) ≤ CN1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)2(1 +N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′))4, (2.31)

which implies (u, ζ) ∈ H2(Ω)×H2(Ω).
Let us prove that (u, ζ) ∈ H3(Ω)∩H3(Ω). Taking v = −D2

i,−d(D
2
i,du) and ξ = −D2

i,−d(D
2
i,dζ) for i = 2, 3,

then
∫

Ω

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃
D2

i,d∇u : D2
i,d

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J1

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

θ̃
√

θ̃
|D2

i,d∇ζ|2dx
︸ ︷︷ ︸

J2

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
D2

i,d∇ζ · nD2
i,d

(

∇u1 + ∂1u
T − 2

3
e1divu

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J3

∫

Ω

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

∑

0≤j≤1

D
2−j
i,d

(

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃

)

·D2
i,d∇u : Dj

i,d

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J4

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

∑

0≤j≤1

D
2−j
i,d

(

κ(θ̃)2

θ̃
√

θ̃

)

·D2
i,d∇ζ ·Dj

i,d∇ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J5

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
D2

i,d∇ζ · nD2
i,d

(

∇u1 + ∂1u
T − 2

3
e1divu

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J6

+

∫

Ω

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

∑

0≤j≤2

D
2−j
i,d ∇

(

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃

)

⊗D2
i,du : Dj

i,d

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J7

+

∫

Ω

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

∑

0≤j≤2

D
2−j
i,d ∇

(

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃

)

·Di,du ·Dj
i,d∇ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J8

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

∑

0≤j≤2

D
2−j
i,d ∇

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

·Di,dζ · nDj
i,d

(

∇u1 + ∂1u
T − 2

3
e1divu

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J9

+

∫

Ω

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
D2

i,du ·D2
i,d∇ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J10
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+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
(Rρθ +Rρ)D2

i,dζ ·D2
i,ddivudx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J11

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
nD2

i,dζ ·D2
i,d∂1ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J12

+

∫

Ω

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

∑

0≤j≤2

D
2−j
i,d

(

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃

)

·D2
i,du ·Dj

i,d∇ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J13

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

∑

0≤j≤2

D
2−j
i,d

(

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃

)

· (Rρθ +Rρ)D2
i,dζ ·Dj

i,ddivudx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J11

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

∑

0≤j≤2

D
2−j
i,d

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

· nD2
i,dζ ·Dj

i,d∂1ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J15

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

2

3R
aII
u
µ(θw)(ϕ

′ + ρ)|D2
i,du|2dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J16

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

16

15R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
(ϕ′ + ρ)|D2

i,dζ|2dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J17

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

2

3R
aII
u
(ϕ′ + ρ)

∑

0≤j≤2

D
2−j
i,d µ(θw) ·D2

i,du ·Dj
i,dudx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J18

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

16

15R
aIθ(ϕ

′ + ρ)
∑

0≤j≤2

D
2−j
i,d

(
κ(θw)

θw

)

·D2
i,dζ ·Dj

i,dζdx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J19

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

8

15R2
aII
u
aIθ

∑

0≤j≤2

D
2−j
i,d

(
µ(θw)κ(θw)

θw

)

·D2
i,du ·Dj

i,d∇θ̃dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J20

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

32

75R2
aIθa

II
θ

∑

0≤j≤2

D
2−j
i,d

(
κ(θw)

2

θw
√
θw

)

· nD2
i,dζ ·Dj

i,d∂1θ̃dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J21

=

∫

Ω

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

∑

0≤j≤1

D
1−j
i,d

(

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃

)

·Di,−d(D
2
i,du) ·Dj

i,dF(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J22

+

∫

Ω

−Rθ̃

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

∑

0≤j≤1

D
1−j
i,d

(

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃

)

·Di,−d(D
2
i,du) ·Dj

i,d∇ϕ′dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J23

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

∑

0≤j≤1

D
1−j
i,d

(

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃

)

·Di,−d(D
2
i,dζ) ·Dj

i,dG(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J24
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+

∫

Ω

− 32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

∑

0≤j≤1

D
1−j
i,d

(

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃

)

· RDi,−d(D
2
i,dζ) ·Dj

i,ddiv (ϕ
′u′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J25

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

∑

0≤j≤1

D
1−j
i,d

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

· nDi,−d(D
2
i,dζ) ·Dj

i,dF1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J26

+

∫

Ω

4

5R
θaII

u
aIθ

∑

0≤j≤1

D
1−j
i,d

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

· nDi,−d(D
2
i,dζ) ·Dj

i,d∂1ϕ
′dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

J27

.

For J1, J2 and J3, by Hölder’s inequality and (1.4) in assumption (A),

J1 + J2 + J3 ≥
(

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)2√
θ

− Cδ

)
∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣
∣
D2

i,d

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dx

+

(

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ)2

θ
√
θ

− Cδ

)
∫

Ω

|D2
i,d∇ζ|2dx

−
(

4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ)κ(θ)

µ(θ)θ
+ Cδ

)∫

Ω

|D2
i,d∇ζ| ·

∣
∣
∣
∣
D2

i,d

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)∣
∣
∣
∣
dx

≥C′′
0

(∥
∥
∥
∥
D2

i,d

(

∇u+∇u′ − 2

3
divuI3

)∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ ‖D2
i,d∇ζ‖2L2(Ω)

)

,

where C′
0 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, θ. Then applying Korn’s type inequality

(6.1), we have

J1 + J2 + J3 ≥ C′′
0 (‖D2

i,d∇u‖2L2(Ω) + ‖D2
i,d∇ζ‖2L2(Ω)). (2.32)

For J4, ..., I9, by Hölder’s inequality,

|J4|+ · · ·+ |J6| ≤ C′′
1 δ

∑

0≤j≤2

(‖Dj
i,du‖2H1(Ω) + ‖Dj

i,dζ‖2H1(Ω)), (2.33)

where C′′
1 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, θ.

For J10 and J11, since

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u
µ(θ)2θ

− 1
2 = R(ρθ +Rρ)

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ µ(θ)κ(θ)θ

− 3
2 ,

therefore, by Hölder’s inequality,

|J10 + J11| ≤C′′
2 δ

(∫

Ω

|Di,du ·D2
i,d∇ζ|dx +

∫

Ω

|D2
i,dζ ·D2

i,ddivu|dx
)

≤C′′
2 δ
(

‖D2
i,du‖2H1(Ω) + ‖D2

i,dζ‖2H1(Ω)

)

, (2.34)

where C′′
2 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, ρ, θ.

For J12, by divergence theorem,

J12 =

∫

Ω

4

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
|D2

i,dζ|2dx+

∫

Ω

2

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ∂1

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

· n|D2
i,dζ|2dx

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

− 2

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

µ(θw)κ(θw)

µ(θ)θw
|D2

i,dζ|2dx2dx3

≥(
4

5R
aII
u
aIθρ

κ(θ)

θ
− C′′

3 δ)‖D2
i,dζ‖2L2(Ω) −

(
2

5R
aII
u
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
ρ+ C′′

3 δ

)

‖D2
i,dζ‖2L2(∂Ω), (2.35)

where C′′
3 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, ρ, θ.
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For J13, J14 and J15, by Hölder’s inequality,

|J13|+ |J14|+ |J15| ≤ C′′
4 δ(‖D2

i,du‖2H1(Ω) + ‖D2
i,dζ‖2H1(Ω)), (2.36)

where C′′
4 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, ρ, θ.

For J16, ..., J21,

|J16|+ · · ·+ |J21| ≥
2

3R
aII
u
µ(θ)(ρ− C′′

5 δ − C′′
5 ε)‖D2

i,du‖2L2(∂Ω)

+
16

15R
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
(ρ− C′′

5 δ − C′′
5 ε)‖D2

i,dζ‖2L2(∂Ω), (2.37)

where C′′
5 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, ρ, θ.

For J22, ..., J27, by Hölder’s inequality,

|J22|+ · · ·+ |J27| ≤
C′′

0

2
(‖Di,−d(D

2
i,du)‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Di,−d(D

2
i,dζ)‖2L2(Ω))

+ C′′
6 (‖Di,d∇ϕ′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Di,dF

′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Di,dG
′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Di,ddiv (ϕ

′u′)‖2L2(Ω)),

(2.38)

where C′′
6 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , R, µ, κ, θ.

Combining (2.32), (2.33), (2.34), (2.35), (2.36), (2.37), (2.38) and Lemma 2.1, by (1.3) in assumption (A),
then choosing δ, ε, d > 0 sufficiently small, we have,

∑

i=2,3

‖∂iu‖2H2(Ω) +
∑

i=2,3

‖∂iζ‖2H2(Ω) ≤ CN2(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)2(1 +N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′))4. (2.39)

Moreover, from (2.10)2,

−4

3
µ(θ)∂3

1u1 = µ(θ)
∑

j=2,3

∂1∂
2
j u1 + µ(θ)

∑

j=2,3

∂1∂j∂1uj −Rρ∂2
1ζ + ∂1F1(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′)−Rθ∂2
1ϕ

′,

and

−µ(θ)∂3
1ui = µ(θ)

∑

j=2,3

∂1∂
2
j ui + µ(θ)

∑

1≤j≤3

∂1∂j∂iuj −
2

3
∂1∂idivu−Rρ∂1∂iζ + ∂1Fi(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′)−Rθ∂1∂iϕ
′,

for i = 2, 3. Similarly, from (2.10)3,

−κ(θ)∂3
1ζ = κ(θ)

∑

i=2,3

∂1∂
2
i ζ − (Rρθ +Rρ)∂1divu+ ∂1G(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)−R∂1div (ϕ

′u′).

Together with (2.31), (2.39), we obtain (2.22), which also implies (u, ζ) ∈ H3(Ω) × H3(Ω). The proof of
Lemma 2.9 is complete. �

Applying Lemma 2.9 to Corollary 2.8, we obtain the existence of a solution in V 3(Ω)×H3(Ω) to boundary
value problem (2.10)2,3 and (2.11).

Corollary 2.10. Under the assumption of Theorem 1.1, there exist constants δ0, ε0 > 0 such that for
δ ∈ [0, δ0), ε ∈ [0, ε0), if the wall temperature θw ∈ Hϑ(∂Ω) with ‖θw − θ‖Hϑ(∂Ω) ≤ δ where ϑ > 7

2 , and

(ϕ′,u′, ζ′) ∈ (H2(Ω) ∩ L2
0(Ω)) × V 3(Ω) × H3(Ω) with N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′) ≤ ε such that ‖ϕ′‖L∞(Ω) + ρ > 0 and

‖ζ′‖L∞(Ω) + θ > 0, then the boundary value problem (2.10)2 and (2.10)3 with (2.11) has a unique strong

solution (u, ζ) ∈ V 3(Ω)×H3(Ω).

2.4. Existence and regularity results for ϕ. Having obtained (u, ζ) ∈ (H3(Ω) ∩ V ) × H3(Ω), let us
consider (2.10)1 for ϕ. We rewrite (2.10)1 in the following way:

ϕ+ hdiv (ϕu) = H(ϕ′,u), (2.40)

where H(ϕ′,u) = ϕ′ − hρdivu.
To construct a solution to (2.40), let k ∈ N, we consider:

− 1

k
∆ϕk + ϕk + hdiv (ϕku) = H(ϕ′,u), (2.41)
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for x ∈ Ω, with the Neumann boundary condition

n · ∇ϕk = 0, (2.42)

for x ∈ ∂Ω. Then we have the following result.

Lemma 2.11. Under the assumption of Corollary 2.10, for an arbitrary fixed constant h > 0, the boundary
value problem (2.41) and (2.42) has a unique strong solution ϕk ∈ L2

0(Ω) ∩H4(Ω). Moreover, there exists a
constant C > 0 which is independent of k such that

‖ϕk‖2H1(Ω) ≤ CN1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)2(1 +N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′))4. (2.43)

Proof. For the boundary value problem (2.41) and (2.42), by the classic existence and regularity results of
elliptic equations, the above problem admits a strong solution ϕk ∈ H4(Ω). It suffices to prove (2.43).

Multiplying (2.41) by ϕk,

1

k
‖∇ϕk‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕk‖2L2(Ω) + h

∫

Ω

ϕkdiv (ϕku)dx =

∫

Ω

ϕkH(ϕ′,u)dx.

Note by Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev’s inequality,
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

ϕkdiv (ϕku)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ 1

2

∫

Ω

|ϕk|2|divu|dx ≤ C1‖ϕk‖2L2(Ω)‖u‖H3(Ω),

and ∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

ϕkH(ϕ′,u)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ 1

2
‖ϕk‖2L2(Ω) + C2(‖ϕ′‖2L2(Ω) + h2‖∇u‖2L2(Ω)).

Together with (2.15) in Lemma 2.8 and (2.22) in Lemma 2.9, and then choosing ε > 0 sufficiently small, we
have

1

k
‖∇ϕk‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕk‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C3N1(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′))2(1 +N2(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′))4. (2.44)

Multiplying ∇(2.41) by ∇ϕk,

1

k
‖∇2ϕk‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∇ϕk‖2L2(Ω) − h

∫

Ω

∇ϕk · ∇div (ϕku)dx =

∫

Ω

∇ϕk · ∇H(ϕ′,u)dx.

We further note by Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev’s inequality,
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

∇ϕk · ∇div (ϕku)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤2

(∫

Ω

|∇ϕk|2|divu|dx+

∫

Ω

|∇ϕk · ϕk∇div u|dx
)

≤2(‖∇ϕk‖2L2(Ω)‖divu‖2L∞(Ω) + ‖∇ϕk‖L2(Ω)‖ϕk‖L6(Ω)‖∇divu‖L3(Ω))

≤C4‖ϕk‖2H1(Ω)‖u‖H3(Ω),

and ∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

∇ϕk · ∇H(ϕ′,u)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ 1

2
‖∇ϕk‖2L2(Ω) + C5(‖∇ϕ′‖2L2(Ω) + h2‖∇u‖2L2(Ω)).

Together with (2.22) in Lemma 2.9, and then choosing ε > 0 sufficiently small, we have

1

k
‖∇2ϕk‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∇ϕk‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C6N1(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′)2(1 +N2(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′))4. (2.45)

Combining (2.44) and (2.45), we obtain (2.43) and thus complete the proof of Lemma 2.11. �

Since ϕk is uniformly bounded in H1(Ω) with respect to k ∈ N. Therefore by subtracting a sequence in
H1(Ω) and taking the limit in k → +∞, we obtain the following existence results of (2.40).

Corollary 2.12. Under the assumption of Corollary 2.10, for an arbitrary fixed constant h > 0, (2.40) has
a weak solution ϕ ∈ L2

0(Ω) ∩H1(Ω).

Moreover, we have the following regularity result.
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Lemma 2.13. Under the assumption of Corollary 2.10, for an arbitrary fixed constant h > 0, if ϕ ∈
L2
0(Ω) ∩ H1(Ω) is a weak solution to (2.40), then ϕ ∈ L2

0(Ω) ∩ H2(Ω). Moreover, there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

‖ϕ‖2H2(Ω) ≤ CN2(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)2(1 +N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′))4. (2.46)

Proof. Following the same procedure as [12], we can prove that ϕ is in H2(Ω). It then suffices to prove the
desired estimate (2.46). Since ϕk is uniformly bounded, from the construction of ϕ, by (2.43), we have

‖ϕ‖2H1(Ω) ≤ C1N1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)2(1 +N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′))4. (2.47)

To obtain H2(Ω) estimates, multiplying ∂i∇(2.40) by ∂i∇ϕ for i = 1, 2, 3, it holds that

‖∂i∇ϕ‖2L2(Ω) − h

∫

Ω

∂i∇ϕ · ∂i∇div (ϕu)dx =

∫

Ω

∂i∇ϕ · ∂i∇H(ϕ′,u)dx.

For the second term, by Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev’s inequality,
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

∂i∇ϕ · ∂i∇div (ϕu)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣

=

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

∂i∇ϕ · (∂i∇2ϕ · u+∇2ϕ · ∂iu+ 2∂i∇ϕ · divu+ 2∇ϕ · ∂idivu+ ∂iϕ∇divu+ ϕ∂i∇divu)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤C1(‖∂i∇ϕ‖2L2(Ω)‖divu‖L∞ + ‖∇2ϕ‖2L2(Ω)‖∂iu‖L∞(Ω) + ‖∂i∇ϕ‖2L2(Ω)‖divu‖L∞(Ω)

+ ‖∂i∇ϕ‖L2(Ω)‖∇ϕ‖L4(Ω)‖∂idivu‖L4(Ω) + ‖∂i∇ϕ‖L2(Ω)‖∂iϕ‖L4(Ω)‖∇divu‖L4(Ω)

+ ‖∂i∇ϕ‖L2(Ω)‖ϕ‖L∞(Ω)‖∂i∇div u‖L2(Ω))

≤C1N2(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)2(1 +N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′))4.

For the third term, by Hölder’s inequality,
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

∂i∇ϕ · ∂i∇H(ϕ′,u)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ 1

2
(‖∇ϕ‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∇H(ϕ′,u)‖2L2(Ω)).

Therefore

‖∂i∇ϕ‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C2N2(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)2(1 +N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′))4,

which together with (2.47), gives (2.46). Thus the proof of Lemma 2.13 is complete. �

Combining Lemma 2.13 with Corollary 2.12, we obtain the existence of solutions to (2.40) in L2
0(Ω) ∩

H2(Ω).

Corollary 2.14. Under the assumption of Corollary 2.10, for an arbitrary fixed constant h > 0, (2.40) has
a solution ϕ ∈ L2

0(Ω) ∩H2(Ω).

3. Continuity of solution operator T

In this section, we prove that the operator T is continuous.
For i = 1, 2, suppose (ϕi,ui, ζi) ∈ (L2

0(Ω)∩H2(Ω))×V 3(Ω)×H3(Ω) is constructed by using Lemma 2.10
and Lemma 2.14 corresponding to the given data (ϕ′

i,u
′
i, ζ

′
i) ∈ (L2

0(Ω) ∩H2(Ω)) × V 3(Ω)×H3(Ω). Thus it
solves the boundary value problem:







ϕi − ϕ′
i

h
+ div (ϕiui) + ρdivui = 0,

− div S(ui, θ) +Rρ∇ζi = F(ϕ′
i,u

′
i, ζ

′
i)−Rθ∇ϕ′

i,

− div (κ(θ)∇ζi) + (Rρθ +Rρ)div ui = G(ϕ′
i,u

′
i, ζ

′
i)−Rdiv (ϕ′

iu
′
i),

(3.1)

for x ∈ Ω, with the boundary conditions






ui · n = 0,

(ϕ′
i + ρ)ui · t+

√

2

R
aI
u

µ(θw)√
θw

(∇ui +∇uT

i ) : n⊗ t− 4

5R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
∇(ζi + θ̃) · t = 0,

(ϕ′
i + ρ)ζi −

1

R
aII
u
µ(θw)∇ui : n⊗ n+

2

5R

√

2

R
aIIθ

κ(θw)√
θw

∇(ζi + θ̃) · n = 0,

(3.2)
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for x ∈ ∂Ω. To prove the continuity, let us denote

(D,V , T ) := (ϕ1 − ϕ2,u1 − u2, ζ1 − ζ2). (3.3)

Then plugging (3.3) into (3.1), (3.2), we obtain that (D,V , T ) satisfies






D + hdiv (Du1) + hdiv (ϕ1V) = H,

− div

[

µ(θ)

(

∇V +∇V
T − 2

3
divVI3

)]

+Rρ∇T = F ,

− div (κ(θ)∇T ) + (Rρθ +Rρ)divV = G,

(3.4)

for x ∈ Ω, with






V · n = 0,

(ϕ1 + ρ)V · t+ (ϕ′
1 − ϕ′

2)u2 · t+
√

2

R
aI
u

µ(θw)√
θw

(∇V +∇V
T) : n⊗ t− 4

5R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
∇T · t = 0,

(ϕ′
1 + ρ)T + (ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2)ζ2 −

1

R
aII
u
µ(θw)∇V : n⊗ n− 2

5R

√

2

R
aIIθ

κ(θw)√
θw

∇T · n = 0,

(3.5)

for x ∈ ∂Ω, where

H :=H(ϕ′
1,u1)−H(ϕ′

2,u2),

F :=F(ϕ′
1,u

′
1, ζ

′
1)− F(ϕ′

2,u
′
2, ζ

′
2)−Rθ∇(ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2),

G :=G(ϕ′
1,u

′
1, ζ

′
1)−G(ϕ′

2,u
′
2, ζ

′
2)−Rdiv (ϕ′

1u
′
1 − ϕ′

2u
′
2).

We prove the following result.

Lemma 3.1. Under the assumptions of Corollary 2.10 and Corollary 2.14, there exists a constant C > 0
only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
u
, cv, R, µ, κ, ρ, θ such that the solution (D,V , T ) of (3.4), (3.5) satisfies

‖D‖2L2(Ω) + ‖V‖2H1(Ω) + ‖T ‖2H1(Ω) ≤ C(‖D′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖V ′‖2H1(Ω) + ‖T ′‖2H1(Ω)). (3.6)

Proof. For the estimate of V and T , using the variational form, we have

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃
∇V :

(

∇V +∇V
T − 2

3
divVI3

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

θ̃
√

θ̃
∇T · ∇T dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I2

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
∇T · n

(

∇V1 + ∂1V − 2

3
(divV)e1

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I3

+

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u
∇
(

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃

)

⊗ V :

(

∇V +∇V
T − 2

3
divVI3

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I4

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ ∇

(

κ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

θ̃
√

θ̃

)

T · ∇T dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I5

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ∇

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

· T n

(

∇V1 + ∂1V − 2

3
(divV)e1

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I6

+

∫

Ω

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
V · ∇T dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I7

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
(Rρθ +Rρ)T divVdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I8



22 R.-J. DUAN AND J.-H. ZHANG

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
T n · ∇T dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I9

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

2

3R
aII
u
µ(θw)(ϕ

′
1 + ρ)|V|2dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I10

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

16

15R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
(ϕ′ + ρ)|T |2dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I11

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

2

3R
aII
u
µ(θw)(ϕ

′
1 + ρ)V · (ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2)u2dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I12

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

16

15R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
T (ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2)ζ2dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I13

=

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
V ·Fdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I14

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
T Gdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I15

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
T n ·F(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I16

.

Note that for I1, I2 and I3, by Hölder’s inequality and (1.4) in assumption (A),

I1 + I2 + I3 ≥
(

1

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)2√
θ

− Cδ

)
∫

Ω

∣
∣
∣
∣
∇V +∇V

T − 2

3
divVI3

∣
∣
∣
∣

2

dx

+

(

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ)2

θ
√
θ

− Cδ

)
∫

Ω

|∇T |2dx

−
(

4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ)κ(θ)

µ(θ)θ
+ Cδ

)∫

Ω

|∇T | ·
∣
∣
∣
∣
∇V +∇V

T − 2

3
divVI3

∣
∣
∣
∣
dx

≥C0

(∥
∥
∥
∥
∇V +∇V

T − 2

3
divVI3

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ ‖∇T ‖2L2(Ω)

)

,

where C0 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI
u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , θ. Applying Korn’s type inequality (6.1),

I1 + I2 + I3 ≥ C0(‖∇V‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∇T ‖2L2(Ω)). (3.7)

For I4, I5 and I6, by Hölder’s inequality,

|I4|+ |I5|+ |I6| ≤ C1δ(‖V‖2H1(Ω) + ‖T ‖2H1(Ω)), (3.8)

where C1 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI
u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , θ.

For I7 and I8, note that

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u
µ(θ)2θ

− 1
2 = R(ρθ +Rρ)

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ µ(θ)κ(θ)θ

− 3
2 ,

and it then follows by Hölder’s inequality,

|I7 + I8| ≤Cδ

(∫

Ω

|V · ∇T |dx+

∫

Ω

|T divV|dx
)

≤C2δ
(

‖V‖2H1(Ω) + ‖T ‖2H1(Ω)

)

, (3.9)

where C2 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI
u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , ρ, θ.

For I9, by divergence theorem,

I9 =

∫

Ω

2

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
n|T |2dx+

∫

Ω

2

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ∂1

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

· n|T |2dx
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+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

− 2

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

µ(θw)κ(θw)

µ(θ)θw
T 2dx2dx3

≥
(

4

5R
aII
u
aIθρ

κ(θ)

θ
− C3δ

)

‖T ‖2L2(Ω) − (
2

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
+ C3δ)‖T ‖2L2(∂Ω), (3.10)

where C3 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI
u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , ρ, θ.

For I10, I11, I12 and I13,

I10 + I11 + I12 + I13 ≥ 2

3R
aII
u
µ(θ)(ρ− C4δ − C4ε)‖V‖2L2(∂Ω)

+
16

15R
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
(ρ− C4δ − C4ε)‖T ‖2L2(∂Ω)

− C4(‖u2‖L∞(Ω) + ‖ζ2‖L∞(Ω))‖D′‖2L2(∂Ω). (3.11)

where C4 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI
u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , ρ, θ.

For I14, I15, I16, by Hölder’s inequality,

|I14|+ |I15|+ |I16| ≤
C0

2
(‖V‖2L2(Ω) + ‖T ‖2L2(Ω)) + C5(‖F′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖G′‖2L2(Ω)), (3.12)

where C5 > 0 is a constant only depending on aI
u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , θ.

In the following, we estimate ‖F‖2L2(Ω) and ‖G‖2L2(Ω). For ‖F‖2L2(Ω),

‖F‖2L2(Ω)

≤C6(‖ϕ′
1u

′
1 · ∇u′

1 − ϕ′
2u

′
2 · ∇u′

2‖2L2(Ω)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

J1

+ ‖u′
1 · ∇u′

1 − u′
2 · ∇u′

2‖2L2(Ω)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

J2

+ ‖ϕ′
1∇ζ′1 − ϕ′

2∇ζ′2‖2L2(Ω)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

J3

+‖ϕ′
1 − ϕ′

2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ζ′1∇ϕ′
1 − ζ′2∇ϕ′

2‖2L2(Ω)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

J4

+‖∇ϕ′
1 −∇ϕ′

2‖2L2(Ω))

+
∥
∥div

(
(µ(θ′1)− µ(θ))S(u′

1)
)
− div

(
(µ(θ′2)− µ(θ))S(u′

2)
)∥
∥
2

L2(Ω)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

J5

,

where C6 > 0 is a constant only depending on Cv, R, ρ, θ.
For J1,

J1 ≤‖(ϕ′
1 − ϕ′

2)u
′
1 · ∇u′

1‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′
2(u

′
1 − u′

2) · ∇u′
2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2u
′
2 · ∇(u′

1 − u′
2)‖2L2(Ω)

≤‖u′
1‖2L∞(Ω)‖∇u′

1‖2L∞‖ϕ′
1 − ϕ′

2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′
2‖2L∞(Ω)‖∇u′

2‖2L∞(Ω)‖u′
1 − u′

2‖2L2(Ω)

+ ‖ϕ′
2‖2L∞(Ω)‖u′

2‖2L∞(Ω)‖∇(u′
1 − u′

2)‖2L2(Ω)

≤C7(‖u1‖4H3(Ω)‖ϕ′
1 − ϕ′

2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′
2‖2H2(Ω)‖u′

2‖2H3(Ω)‖u′
1 − u′

2‖H1(Ω)). (3.13)

For J2,

J2 ≤‖(u′
1 − u′

2) · ∇u′
1‖2L2(Ω) + ‖u′

2∇(u′
1 − u′

2)‖2L2(Ω)

≤‖∇u′
1‖2L∞(Ω)‖u′

1 − u′
2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖u′

2‖2L∞(Ω)‖∇(u′
1 − u′

2)‖2L2(Ω)

≤C8(‖u′
1‖2H2(Ω) + ‖u′

2‖2H2(Ω))‖u′
1 − u′

2‖2H1(Ω). (3.14)

For J3,

J3 ≤‖(ϕ′
1 − ϕ′

2)∇ζ′1‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′
2∇(ζ′1 − ζ′2)‖2L2(Ω)

≤‖∇ζ′1‖2L∞(Ω)‖ϕ′
1 − ϕ′

2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′
2‖2L∞(Ω)‖∇(ζ′1 − ζ′2)‖2L2(Ω)

≤C9(‖ζ1‖2H3(Ω)‖ϕ′
1 − ϕ′

2‖L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′
2‖H3(Ω)‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2H1(Ω)). (3.15)

For J4,

J4 ≤‖(ζ′1 − ζ′2)∇ϕ′
1‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ζ′2∇(ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2)‖2L2(Ω)

≤‖(ζ′1 − ζ′2)‖2L4(Ω)‖∇ϕ′
1‖2L4(Ω) + ‖∇ζ′2‖2L∞(Ω)‖(ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2)‖2L2(Ω)

≤C10(‖ϕ′
1‖2H2(Ω)‖(ζ′1 − ζ′2)‖2H1(Ω) + ‖ζ′2‖2H3(Ω)‖ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2‖2L2(Ω)), (3.16)



24 R.-J. DUAN AND J.-H. ZHANG

For J5,

J5 ≤‖div ((µ(θ′1)− µ(θ′2))S(u
′
1))‖2L2(Ω) + ‖div (µ(θ′2)(S(u′

1)− S(u′
2)))‖2L2(Ω)

≤C11(‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2L4(Ω)‖div S(u′
1)‖2L4(Ω) + ‖S(u′

1)‖2L∞(Ω)‖∇ζ′1 −∇ζ′2‖2L2(Ω)

+ ‖ζ′2‖2L∞(Ω)‖div S(u′
1)− div S(u′

1)‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∇ζ′1‖2L∞(Ω)‖S(u′
1)− S(u′

2)‖2L2(Ω))

≤C11(‖u′
1‖2H3(Ω)‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2H1(Ω) + ‖ζ′2‖2H3(Ω)‖u′

1 − u′
2‖2H2(Ω)),

where C11 > 0 is a constant only depending on µ, θ. Since

‖u′
1 − u′

2‖2H2(Ω) ≤ C11‖u′
1 − u′

2‖H1(Ω)‖u′
1 − u′

2‖H3(Ω) ≤ (‖u′
1‖H3(Ω) + ‖u′

2‖H3(Ω))‖u′
1 − u′

2‖2H1(Ω),

it holds that

J5 ≤ C11(‖u′
1‖2H3(Ω)‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2H1(Ω) + ‖ζ′2‖2H3(Ω)(‖u′

1‖H3(Ω) + ‖u′
2‖H3(Ω))‖u′

1 − u′
2‖2H1(Ω)). (3.17)

Combining (3.13), (3.14), (3.15), (3.16), (3.17), we have

‖F‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C12(‖u′
1 − u′

2‖2H1(Ω) + ‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2H1(Ω) + ‖ϕ′
1 − ϕ′

2‖2L2(Ω)), (3.18)

where C12 > 0 is a constant only depending on cv, R, µ, ρ, θ.
For ‖G‖2

L2(Ω),

‖G‖2L2(Ω)

≤C13(‖ϕ′
1u

′
1 · ∇ζ′1 − ϕ′

2u
′
2 · ∇ζ′2‖2L2(Ω)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

K1

+ ‖u′
1 · ∇ζ′1 − u′

2 · ∇ζ′2‖2L2(Ω)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

K2

+ ‖ϕ′
1u

′
1 − ϕ′

2u
′
2‖2L2(Ω)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

K3

+ ‖u′
1 − u′

2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′
1ζ

′
1divu

′
1 − ϕ′

2ζ
′
2divu

′
2‖2L2(Ω)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

K4

+ ‖ζ′1divu′
1 − ζ′2divu

′
2‖2L2(Ω)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

K5

+ ‖ϕ′
1divu

′
1 − ϕ′

2divu
′
2‖2L2(Ω)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

K6

+ ‖divu′
1 − divu′

2‖2L2(Ω)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

K7

)

+
∥
∥div

(
[κ(θ′1)− κ(θ)]∇ζ′1

)
− div

(
[κ(θ′2)− κ(θ)]∇ζ′2

)∥
∥
2

L2(Ω)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

K8

+ ‖div (κ(θ′1)∇θ̃)− div (κ(θ′2)∇θ̃)‖2L2(Ω)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

K9

+ ‖∇u′
1 : µ(θ′1)S(u

′
1)−∇u′

2 : µ(θ′2)S(u
′
2)‖

2
L2(Ω)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

K10

+ ‖div (ϕ′
1u

′
1 − ϕ′

2u
′
2)‖2L2(Ω)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

K11

,

where C13 > 0 is a constant only depending on Cv, R, ρ, θ.
For K1,

K1 ≤‖(ϕ′
1 − ϕ′

2)u
′
1 · ∇ζ′1‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2(u
′
1 − u′

2) · ∇ζ′1‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′
2u

′
1 · (∇ζ′1 −∇ζ′2)‖2L2(Ω)

≤‖u′
1‖2L∞(Ω)‖∇ζ′1‖2L∞(Ω)‖ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2‖2L∞(Ω)‖∇ζ′1‖2L∞(Ω)‖u′
1 − u′

2‖2L2(Ω)

+ ‖ϕ′
2‖2L∞(Ω)‖u′

1‖2L∞‖∇ζ′1 −∇ζ′2‖2L2(Ω)

≤C14(‖u′
1‖2H2(Ω)‖ζ′1‖2H3(Ω)‖ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2‖2H2(Ω)‖ζ′1‖H2(Ω)‖u′
1 − u′

2‖2L2(Ω)

+ ‖ϕ′
2‖2H2(Ω)‖u′

1‖2H2(Ω)‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2H1(Ω)). (3.19)

For K2,

K2 ≤‖(u′
1 − u′

2)∇ζ′1‖2L2(Ω) + ‖u′
1(∇ζ′1 −∇ζ′2)‖2L2(Ω)

≤‖∇ζ′1‖2L∞(Ω)‖u′
1 − u′

2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖u′
1‖2L∞(Ω)‖∇ζ′1 −∇ζ′2‖2L2(Ω)

≤C15(‖ζ′1‖2H2(Ω)‖u′
1 − u′

2‖H1(Ω) + ‖u′
1‖2H2(Ω)‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2H1(Ω)). (3.20)

For K3,

K3 ≤‖(ϕ′
1 − ϕ′

2)u
′
1‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2(u
′
1 − u′

2)‖2L2(Ω)

≤‖u′
1‖2L∞(Ω)‖ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2‖2L∞(Ω)‖u′
1 − u′

2‖2L2(Ω)

≤C16(‖u′
1‖2H2(Ω)‖ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2‖2H2(Ω)‖u′
1 − u′

2‖2L2(Ω)). (3.21)
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For K4,

K4 ≤‖(ϕ′
1 − ϕ′

2)ζ
′
1divu

′
1‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2(ζ
′
1 − ζ′2)divu

′
1‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2ζ
′
2(divu

′
1 − divu′

2)‖2L2(Ω)

≤‖ζ′1‖2L∞(Ω)‖divu′
1‖2L∞(Ω)‖ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2‖2L∞(Ω)‖divu′
1‖2L∞(Ω)‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2L2(Ω)

+ ‖ϕ′
2‖2L∞(Ω)‖ζ′2‖2L∞(Ω)‖divu′

1 − divu′
2‖2L2(Ω)

≤C17(‖ζ′1‖2H2(Ω)‖u′
1‖2H3(Ω)‖ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2‖2H2(Ω)‖u′
1‖2H3(Ω)‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2L2(Ω)

+ ‖ϕ′
2‖2H2(Ω)‖ζ′2‖2H2(Ω)‖u′

1 − u′
2‖2H1(Ω)). (3.22)

For K5,

K5 ≤‖(ζ′1 − ζ′2)divu
′
1‖2L2(Ω) + ζ′2(divu

′
1 − divu′

2)‖2L2(Ω)

≤‖divu′
1‖2L∞(Ω)‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ζ′2‖2L∞(Ω)‖divu′

1 − divu′
2‖2L2(Ω)

≤C18(‖u′
1‖2H2(Ω)‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ζ′2‖2H2(Ω)‖u′

1 − u′
2‖2H1(Ω)). (3.23)

For K6,

K6 ≤‖(ϕ′
1 − ϕ′

2)div u
′
1‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2div (u
′
1 − u′

2)‖2L2(Ω)

≤C19(‖divu′
1‖2L∞‖ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2‖2L∞(Ω)‖divu′
1 − divu′

2‖2L2(Ω)

≤C19(‖u′
1‖3H2(Ω)‖ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2‖2H2(Ω)‖u′
1 − u′

2‖2H1(Ω)). (3.24)

For K7,
K7 ≤ C20‖∇u′

1 −∇u′
2‖2L2(Ω). (3.25)

For K8,

K8 ≤C21(‖(ζ′1 − ζ′2)∇ζ′1‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ζ′2(∇ζ′1 −∇ζ′2)‖2L2(Ω))

≤C21(‖∇ζ′1‖2L∞‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ζ′2‖2L∞‖∇ζ′1 −∇ζ′2‖2L2(Ω))

≤C21(‖ζ1′‖2H3(Ω) + ‖ζ′2‖2H2(Ω))‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2H1(Ω), (3.26)

where C21 > 0 is a constant only depending on κ, θ.
For K9,

K9 ≤ C22(‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∇ζ′1 −∇ζ′2‖2L2(Ω)), (3.27)

where C22 > 0 is a constant only depending on κ, θ.
For K10,

K10 ≤‖(∇u′
1 −∇u′

2) : µ(θ
′
1)S(u

′
1)‖

2
L2(Ω) + ‖∇u′

2 : (µ(θ′1)− µ(θ′2)S(u
′
1)‖

+ ‖∇u′
2 : µ(θ′2)(S(u

′
1)− S(u′

2))‖
2
L2(Ω)

≤C23((‖ζ′1‖2L∞(Ω) + ‖θ̃‖2L∞(Ω))‖∇u′
1‖2L∞(Ω)‖∇u′

1 −∇u′
2‖2L2(Ω))

+ ‖∇u′
2‖2L∞(Ω)‖∇u′

1‖2L∞(Ω)‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2L2(Ω)

+ ‖∇u′
2‖2L∞(Ω)(‖ζ′2‖2L∞(Ω) + ‖θ̃‖2L∞(Ω))‖∇(u′

1 − u′
2)‖2L2(Ω)

≤C23((‖ζ′1‖2H2(Ω) + ‖ζ′2‖2H2(Ω))(‖u′
1‖2H3(Ω) + ‖u′

2‖2H3(Ω))‖u′
1 − u′

2‖2L2(Ω)

+ ‖u′
2‖2H3(Ω)‖u′

1‖2H3(Ω)‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2H1(Ω)), (3.28)

where C23 > 0 is a constant only depending on µ, θ.
For K11,

K11 ≤‖(ϕ′
1 − ϕ′

2)div u
′
1‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2(div u
′
1 − divu′

2)‖2L2(Ω) + ‖(∇ϕ′
1 −∇ϕ′

2) · u′
1‖2L2(Ω)

+ ‖∇ϕ′
2 · (u′

1 − u′
2)‖2L2(Ω)

≤‖divu′
1‖2L∞(Ω)‖ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2‖2L∞(Ω)‖divu′
1 − divu′

2‖2L2(Ω)

+ ‖u′
1‖2L∞(Ω)‖∇ϕ′

1 −∇ϕ′
2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∇ϕ′

2‖L4(Ω))
2‖u′

1 − u′
2‖2L4(Ω)

≤C24(‖u′
1‖2H2(Ω)‖ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2‖H2(Ω)‖u′
1 − u′

2‖2H1(Ω)

+ ‖u′
1‖2H2(Ω)‖ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2‖2H1(Ω) + ‖ϕ′

2‖2H2(Ω)‖u′
1 − u′

2‖2H1(Ω)), (3.29)
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where C24 > 0 is a constant only depending on µ, θ.
Combining (3.19), (3.20), (3.21), (3.22), (3.23), (3.24), (3.25), (3.26), (3.27), (3.28), (3.29), we have

‖G‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C25(‖u′
1 − u′

2‖2H1(Ω) + ‖ζ′1 − ζ′2‖2H1(Ω) + ‖ϕ′
1 − ϕ′

2‖2L2(Ω)), (3.30)

where C25 > 0 is a constant only depending on cv, R, µ, κ, ρ, θ.
Therefore, Combining (3.7), (3.8), (3.9), (3.10), (3.11), (3.12) together with (3.30), (3.18), by (1.3) in

assumption (A), then choosing δ, ε > 0 sufficiently small, we obtain

‖V‖2H1(Ω) + ‖T ‖2H1(Ω) ≤ C26(‖D′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖V ′‖2H1(Ω) + ‖T ′‖2H1(Ω)), (3.31)

where C26 > 0 is a constant only depending on cv, R, µ, κ, ρ, θ.
For the estimate of D, multiplying (3.4)1 with D and integrating the resultant over Ω, it then follows

∫

Ω

D2dx+

∫

Ω

hDdiv (Du1)dx+

∫

Ω

hDdiv (ϕ1V)dx =

∫

Ω

DHdx.

We compute

|
∫

Ω

hDdiv (Du1)dx| ≤ C27h

∫

Ω

D2|divu1|dx ≤ C27h‖u‖3‖D‖2L2(Ω),

|
∫

Ω

hDdiv (ϕ1V)dx| ≤Ch

(∫

Ω

|D∇ϕ1 · V|dx+

∫

Ω

|Dϕ1div V|dx
)

≤C28h
(
‖D‖L2(Ω)‖∇ϕ1‖L4(Ω)‖V‖L4(Ω) + ‖D‖L2(Ω)‖ϕ1‖L∞(Ω)‖div V‖L2(Ω)

)

≤C28h
(
‖D‖L2(Ω)‖ϕ1‖H2(Ω)‖∇V‖L2(Ω) + ‖D‖L2(Ω)‖ϕ1‖H2(Ω)‖div V‖L2(Ω)

)
,

and

|
∫

Ω

DHdx| ≤ 1

2
‖D‖2L2(Ω) + C29‖H‖2L2(Ω).

Therefore it holds that

‖D‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C30(‖D′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖V ′‖2H1(Ω) + ‖T ′‖2H1(Ω)). (3.32)

Combing (3.31) and (3.32), we obtain the desired estimate (3.6). �

Remark 3.2. The inequality (3.6) implies that T is continuous in L2
0 × V 1(Ω)×H1(Ω).

4. Boundedness of solution operator T

In this section, we prove that the operator T is bounded.

Theorem 4.1. Under the assumption of Corollary 2.10 and Corollary 2.14, there exists a constant ε0 > 0
such that for h, ε ∈ [0, ε0), if the wall temperature θw ∈ Hϑ(∂Ω) with ‖θw − θ‖Hϑ(∂Ω) ≤ ε where ϑ > 7

2 , and

(ϕ′,u′, ζ′) ∈ (H2(Ω) ∩ L2
0(Ω))× V 3(Ω)×H3(Ω) with N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′) ≤ ε, then N2(ϕ,u, ζ) ≤ ε.

Remark 4.2. Theorem 4.1 implies that operator T is bounded on H2(Ω) ∩H3(Ω) ∩H3(Ω).

The above result will be proved after we derive a series of estimates in the following.

Lemma 4.3. Under the assumption of Corollary 2.10 and Corollary 2.14, for an arbitrary fixed constant
h > 0, there exist constants δ0, ε0 > 0 such that for ε ∈ [0, δ0), ε ∈ [0, ε0), if the wall temperature θw ∈
Hϑ(∂Ω) with ‖θw − θ‖Hϑ(∂Ω) ≤ δ where ϑ > 7

2 , and (ϕ′,u′, ζ′) ∈ (H2(Ω) ∩ L2
0(Ω)) × V 3(Ω) ×H3(Ω) with

N2(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′) ≤ ε, then there exist constants η, C > 0 only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , cv, R, ρ, θ such that

R

4h

θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
(‖ϕ‖2L2(Ω) − ‖ϕ′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ− ϕ′‖2L2(Ω))

+

(

1

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)2√
θ

− Cδ

)∥
∥
∥
∥
∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2(Ω)

+

(

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ)2

θ
√
θ

− Cδ

)

‖∇ζ‖2L2(Ω)
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+

(
2

3R
aII
u
µ(θ)ρ− Cδ − Cε

)

‖u‖2L2(∂Ω) +

(
16

15R
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
ρ− Cδ − Cε

)

‖ζ‖2L2(∂Ω)

≤
(

2

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
+ Cδ

)∥
∥
∥
∥
∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(Ω)

‖∇ζ‖L2(Ω)

+

(

R
4

5R2
aII
u
aIθκ(θ) + Cδ

)

‖ζ‖L2(Ω)‖∂1ϕ′‖L2(Ω)

+ Cδ(‖∇ϕ′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖u‖2L2(Ω)) + Ch‖∇u‖2L2(Ω)

+ η(‖u‖L2(Ω) + ‖ζ‖2L2(Ω)) +
C

η
(1 +N1(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′))2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′))4. (4.1)

Proof. Multiplying both sides of (2.10)1 by R θ
ρ

√
2
R

2
3RaI

u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
ϕ, we then have

∫

Ω

R
θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
ϕ
ϕ− ϕ′

h
dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1

+

∫

Ω

R
θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
ϕdiv (ϕu)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I2

+

∫

Ω

Rθ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
ϕdivudx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I3

= 0.

And by the variational form,

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃
∇u :

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I4

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

θ̃
√

θ̃
∇ζ · ∇ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I5

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
∇ζ · n

(

∇u1 + ∂1u− 2

3
(divu)e1

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I6

+

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u
∇
(

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃

)

⊗ u :

(

∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I7

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ ∇

(

κ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

θ̃
√

θ̃

)

ζ · ∇ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I8

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ∇

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

· ζn
(

∇u1 + ∂1u− 2

3
(divu)e1

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I9

+

∫

Ω

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
u · ∇ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I10

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
(Rρθ +Rρ)ζdiv udx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I11

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
ζn∂1ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I12

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

2

3R
aII
u
µ(θw)(ϕ

′ + ρ)|u|2dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I13

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

16

15R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
(ϕ′ + ρ)|ζ|2dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I14
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+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

8

15R2
aII
u
aIθu · ∇θ̃dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I15

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

32

75R2
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θw)
2

θw
√
θw

ζn∂1θ̃dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I16

=

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
u · F(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I16

+

∫

Ω

−Rθ̃

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
u · ∇ϕ′dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I17

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
ζG(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I18

+

∫

Ω

− 32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
Rζdiv (ϕ′u′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I19

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
ζnF1(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I20

+

∫

Ω

4

5R
θaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
ζn∂1ϕ

′dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I21

.

For I1,

I1 ≥ R

2h

θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
(‖ϕ‖2L2(Ω) − ‖ϕ′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ− ϕ′‖2L2(Ω)).

For I2,

I2 ≤ C1

∫

Ω

|div u · ϕ2|dx ≤ C1‖ϕ‖L3(Ω)‖ϕ‖L6(Ω)‖∇u‖L2(Ω) ≤ C1‖ϕ‖2H1(Ω)‖∇u‖L2(Ω),

where C1 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, aI
u
, aII

u
, ρ, θ.

For I3 and I17,

|I3 + I17|

≤δ

∫

Ω

|u · ∇ϕ′|dx+Rθ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ

∫

Ω

|(ϕ− ϕ′)divu|dx

≤δ(‖∇ϕ′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖u‖2L2(Ω)) +
h

R
ρθ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
‖∇u‖2L2(Ω)

+
R

4h

θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
‖ϕ− ϕ′‖2L2(Ω).

The rest of the terms can be estimated similarly as the proof of Lemma 2.8, and we omit them for brevity.
After collecting all of the results, we can obtain the desired estimate (4.1). �

Lemma 4.4. Under the assumption of Corollary 2.10 and Corollary 2.14, for an arbitrary fixed constant
h > 0, there exist constants δ0, ε0 > 0 such that for ε ∈ [0, δ0), ε ∈ [0, ε0), if the wall temperature θw ∈
Hϑ(∂Ω) with ‖θw − θ‖Hϑ(∂Ω) ≤ δ where ϑ > 7

2 , and (ϕ′,u′, ζ′) ∈ (H2(Ω) ∩ L2
0(Ω)) × V 3(Ω) ×H3(Ω) with

N2(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′) ≤ ε, then there exist constants η, C > 0 only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , cv, R, ρ, θ such that

R

4h

θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
(‖∂iϕ‖2L2(Ω) − ‖∂iϕ′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂iϕ− ∂iϕ

′‖2L2(Ω))

+

(

1

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)2√
θ

− Cδ

)∥
∥
∥
∥
∂i∇u+ ∂i∇uT − 2

3
∂idivuI3

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2(Ω)

+

(

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ)2

θ
√
θ

− Cδ

)

‖∇∂iζ‖2L2(Ω)

+

(
2

3R
aII
u
µ(θ)ρ− Cδ − Cε

)

‖∂iu‖2L2(∂Ω) +

(
16

15R
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
ρ− Cδ − Cε

)

‖∂iζ‖2L2(∂Ω)

≤
(

2

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
+ Cδ

)∥
∥
∥
∥
∂i∇u+ ∂i∇uT − 2

3
∂idivuI3

∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(Ω)

‖∂i∇ζ‖L2(Ω)
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+

(

R
4

5R2
aII
u
aIθκ(θ) + Cδ

)

‖∂2
i ζ‖L2(Ω)‖∂1ϕ′‖L2(Ω)

+ Cδ(‖∇∂iϕ
′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂iu‖2L2(Ω)) + Ch‖∇∂iu‖2L2(Ω)

+ η
∑

j=1,2

(‖∂j
iu‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂j

i ζ‖2L2(Ω)) +
C

η
(1 +N1(ϕ,u, ζ))

2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4, (4.2)

for i = 2, 3.

Proof. Applying ∂i to both sides of (2.10)1 and multiplying the resultant by R θ
ρ

√
2
R

2
3RaI

u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
∂iϕ,

∫

Ω

R
θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
∂iϕ

∂iϕ− ∂iϕ
′

h
dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1

+

∫

Ω

R
θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
∂iϕdiv ∂i(ϕu)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I2

+

∫

Ω

Rθ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
∂iϕdiv ∂iudx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I3

= 0.

And by the variational form,

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃
∇∂iu :

(

∇∂iu+∇∂iu
T − 2

3
div ∂iuI3

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I4

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

θ̃
√

θ̃
∇∂iζ · ∇∂iζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I5

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
∇∂iζ · n

(

∇∂iu1 + ∂i∂1u− 2

3
(∂idivu)e1

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I6

+

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u
∇
(

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃

)

⊗ ∂iu :

(

∇∂iu+∇∂iu
T − 2

3
div ∂iuI3

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I7

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ ∇

(

κ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

θ̃
√

θ̃

)

∂iζ · ∇∂iζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I8

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ∇

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

· ∂iζ · n
(

∂i∇u1 + ∂i∇u− 2

3
(∂idivu)e1

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I9

+

∫

Ω

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
∂iu · ∇∂iζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I10

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
(Rρθ +Rρ)∂iζdiv ∂iudx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I11

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
∂iζ · n∂i∂1ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I12

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

2

3R
aII
u
µ(θw)(ϕ

′ + ρ)|∂iu|2dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I13

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

16

15R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
(ϕ′ + ρ)|∂iζ|2dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I14



30 R.-J. DUAN AND J.-H. ZHANG

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

16

15R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
(ϕ′ + ρ)∂iζ(∂iθ̃ − ∂iθw)dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I15

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

2

3R
aII
u
µ(θw)∂iϕ

′ · ∂iu · udx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I16

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

16

15R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
∂iϕ

′ · ζ∂iζdx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I17

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

8

15R2
aII
u
aIθ∂iu · ∇∂iθ̃dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I18

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

32

75R2
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θw)
2

θw
√
θw

∂iζ · n∂i∂1θ̃dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I19

=

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
∂iu · ∂iF(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I20

+

∫

Ω

−Rθ̃

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
∂iu · ∇∂iϕ

′dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I21

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
∂iζ · ∂iG(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I22

+

∫

Ω

− 32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
R∂iζ · ∂idiv (ϕ′u′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I23

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
∂iζ · n∂iF1(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I24

+

∫

Ω

4

5R
θaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
∂iζ · n∂i∂1ϕ′dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I25

.

For I1,

I1 ≥ R

2h

θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ

(

‖∂iϕ‖2L2(Ω) − ‖∂iϕ′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂iϕ− ∂iϕ
′‖2L2(Ω)

)

.

For I2,

I2 ≤ C1

∫

Ω

|div ∂iu| · |∂iϕ|2dx ≤ C1‖∂iϕ‖L3(Ω)‖∂iϕ‖L6(Ω)‖∇∂iu‖L2(Ω) ≤ C1‖∂iϕ‖2H1(Ω)‖∇∂iu‖L2(Ω),

where C1 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, aI
u
, aII

u
, ρ, θ.

For I3 and I17,

|I3 + I17|

≤ε

∫

Ω

|∂iu · ∇∂iϕ
′|dx+Rθ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ

∫

Ω

|(∂iϕ− ∂iϕ
′)div ∂iu|dx

≤ε(‖∇∂iϕ
′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂iu‖2L2(Ω)) +

h

R
ρθ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
‖∇∂iu‖2L2(Ω)

+
R

4h

θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
‖∂iϕ− ∂iϕ

′‖2L2(Ω).

For I20,

|I20| ≤
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
∂2
i u · F(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u
∂i

(

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃

)

· ∂iu ·F(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤η
∑

j=1,2

‖∂j
iu‖2L2(Ω) +

C2

η
‖F‖2L2(Ω),

where C2 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, aI
u
, aII

u
, µ, θ.
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For I22,

|I22| ≤
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
∂2
i ζ ·G(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ ∂i

(

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃

)

· ∂iζ ·G(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤η
∑

j=1,2

‖∂j
i ζ‖2L2(Ω) +

C3

η
‖G‖2L2(Ω),

where C3 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, aIθ, a
II
θ , κ, θ.

For I23,

|I23| ≤
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

− 32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
R∂2

i ζ · div (ϕ′u′)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

− 32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ ∂i

(

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃

)

· R∂iζ · div (ϕ′u′)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤η
∑

j=1,2

‖∂j
i ζ‖2L2(Ω) +

C4

η
‖div (ϕ′u′)‖2L2(Ω),

where C4 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, aIθ, a
II
θ , ρ, θ.

For I24,

|I24| ≤
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
∂2
i ζ · nF1(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ∂i

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

· ∂iζ · nF1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤η
∑

j=1,2

‖∂j
i ζ‖2L2(Ω) +

C5

η
‖F1‖2L2(Ω),

where C5 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, aII
u
, aIθ, µ, κ, θ.

For I25,

|I25| ≤
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

Rθ̃
4

5R2
aII
u
aIθn

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)θ̃−1

µ(θ)
∂2
i ζ · ∂1ϕ′dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

Rθ̃
4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ∂i

(

n
µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)θ̃−1

µ(θ)

)

· ∂iζ · ∂1ϕ′dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤(R
4

5R2
aII
u
aIθκ(θ) + Cδ)‖∂2

i ζ‖L2(Ω)‖∂1ϕ′‖L2(Ω) + C6δ(‖∂iζ‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂1ϕ′‖2L2(Ω)),

where C6 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, aII
u
, aIθ, µ, κ, θ.

The rest of the terms can be estimated similarly as the proof of Lemma 2.9, and we omit them for brevity.
After collecting all of the results, we can obtain the desired estimate (4.2). �

Lemma 4.5. Under the assumption of Corollary 2.10 and Corollary 2.14, for an arbitrary fixed constant
h > 0, there exist constants δ0, ε0 > 0 such that for ε ∈ [0, δ0), ε ∈ [0, ε0), if the wall temperature θw ∈
Hϑ(∂Ω) with ‖θw − θ‖Hϑ(∂Ω) ≤ δ where ϑ > 7

2 , and (ϕ′,u′, ζ′) ∈ (H2(Ω) ∩ L2
0(Ω)) × V 3(Ω) ×H3(Ω) with

N2(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′) ≤ ε, then there exist constants η, C > 0 only depending on aI

u
, aII

u
, aIθ, a

II
θ , cv, R, ρ, θ such that

R

4h

θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
(‖∂2

i ϕ‖2L2(Ω) − ‖∂2
i ϕ

′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂2
i ϕ− ∂2

i ϕ
′‖2L2(Ω))

+

(

1

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)2√
θ

− Cδ

)∥
∥
∥
∥
∂2
i ∇u+ ∂2

i ∇uT − 2

3
∂2
i divuI3

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2(Ω)

+

(

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ)2

θ
√
θ

− Cδ

)

‖∇∂2
i ζ‖2L2(Ω)
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+

(
2

3R
aII
u
µ(θ)ρ− Cδ − Cε

)

‖∂2
i u‖2L2(∂Ω) +

(
16

15R
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
ρ− Cδ − Cε

)

‖∂2
i ζ‖2L2(∂Ω)

≤
(

2

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
+ Cδ

)∥
∥
∥
∥
∂2
i ∇u+ ∂2

i ∇uT − 2

3
∂2
i divuI3

∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(Ω)

‖∂2
i∇ζ‖L2(Ω)

+

(

R
4

5R2
aII
u
aIθκ(θ) + Cδ

)

‖∂2
i ζ‖L2(Ω)‖∂2

i ∂1ϕ
′‖L2(Ω)

+ Cδ(‖∇∂2
i ϕ

′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂iu‖2L2(Ω)) + Ch‖∇∂2
i u‖2L2(Ω)

+ η
∑

j=2,3

(‖∂j
iu‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂j

i ζ‖2L2(Ω)) +
C

η
(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4, (4.3)

for i = 2, 3.

Proof. Applying ∂2
i to both sides of (2.10)1 and multiplying the resultant by R θ

ρ

√
2
R

2
3RaI

u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
∂2
i ϕ,

∫

Ω

R
θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
∂2
i ϕ

∂2
i ϕ− ∂2

i ϕ
′

h
dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1

+

∫

Ω

R
θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
∂2
i ϕdiv ∂

2
i (ϕu)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I2

+

∫

Ω

Rθ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
∂2
i ϕdiv ∂

2
i udx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I3

= 0.

And by the variational form,
∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃
∇∂2

i u :

(

∇∂2
i u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I4

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

θ̃
√

θ̃
∇∂2

i ζ · ∇∂2
i ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I5

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
∇∂2

i ζ · n
(

∂2
i ∇u+ ∂2

i ∇u− 2

3
(∂2

i divu)e1

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I6

+

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u
∇
(

µ(θ̃)2
√

θ̃

)

⊗ ∂2
i u :

(

∇∂2
i u+∇∂2

i u
T − 2

3
div ∂2

i uI3

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I7

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ ∇

(

κ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

θ̃
√

θ̃

)

∂2
i ζ · ∇∂2

i ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I8

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ∇

(

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃

)

∂2
i ζ · n

(

∂2
i ∇u1 + ∂2

i∇u− 2

3
(∂2

i divu)e1

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I9

+

∫

Ω

Rρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
∂2
i u · ∇∂2

i ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I10

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
(Rρθ +Rρ)∂2

i ζ · ∂2
i divudx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I11

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R
ρaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
∂iζ · n∂i∂1ζdx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I12
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+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

2

3R
aII
u
µ(θw)(ϕ

′ + ρ)|∂2
i u|2dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I13

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

16

15R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
(ϕ′ + ρ)|∂2

i ζ|2dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I14

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

16

15R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
(ϕ′ + ρ)∂2

i ζ · (∂2
i θ̃ − ∂2

i θw)dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I15

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

2

3R
aII
u
µ(θw)∂iϕ

′ · ∂2
i u · ∂iudx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I16

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

16

15R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
∂2
i ζ · ∂iϕ′ · (∂iζ + ∂iθ̃ − ∂iθw)dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I17

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

2

3R
aII
u
µ(θw)∂

2
i ϕ

′ · ∂2
i u · udx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I18

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

16

15R
aIθ

κ(θw)

θw
∂2
i ζ · ∂2

i ϕ
′ζdx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I19

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

8

15R2
aII
u
aIθ∂

2
i u · ∇∂2

i θ̃dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I20

+
∑

p=0,1

∫

T2
p

32

75R2
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θw)
2

θw
√
θw

∂2
i ζ · n∂2

i ∂1θ̃dx2dx3

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I21

=

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
∂2
i u · ∂2

i F(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I22

+

∫

Ω

−Rθ̃

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
∂2
i u · ∇∂2

i ϕ
′dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I23

+

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
∂2
i ζ · ∂2

i G(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I24

+

∫

Ω

− 32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
R∂2

i ζ · div ∂2
i (ϕ

′u′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I25

+

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
∂2
i ζ · n∂2

i F1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I26

+

∫

Ω

4

5R
θaII

u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
∂2
i ζ · n∂2

i ∂1ϕ
′dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I27

.

For I1,

I1 ≥ R

2h

θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ

(

‖∂2
i ϕ‖2L2(Ω) − ‖∂2

i ϕ
′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂2

i ϕ− ∂2
i ϕ

′‖2L2(Ω)

)

.

For I2,

I2 ≤ C1

∫

Ω

|div ∂2
i u · |∂2

i ϕ|2|dx ≤ C1‖∂2
i ϕ‖L3(Ω)‖∂iϕ‖L6(Ω)‖∇∂2

i u‖L2(Ω) ≤ C1‖∂2
i ϕ‖2H1(Ω)‖∇∂2

i u‖L2(Ω),

where C1 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, aI
u
, aII

u
, ρ, θ.

For I3 and I17,

|I3 + I17|

≤ε

∫

Ω

|∂2
i u · ∇∂2

i ϕ
′|dx+Rθ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ

∫

Ω

|(∂2
i ϕ− ∂2

i ϕ
′)div ∂iu|dx
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≤ε(‖∇∂2
i ϕ

′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂2
i u‖2L2(Ω)) +

h

R
ρθ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
‖∇∂2

i u‖2L2(Ω)

+
R

4h

θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
‖∂2

i ϕ− ∂2
i ϕ

′‖2L2(Ω).

For I18, by Plancherel theorem, the trace theorem and Hölder’s inequality,

|I18| =
2

3R
aII
u

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+∞∑

m=−∞

4π2m2[ϕ′]∧(m) ·
[
µ(θw)∂

2
i u · u

]∧
(m)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤C2

(
+∞∑

m=−∞

∣
∣
∣m

3
2 [ϕ′]∧(m)

∣
∣
∣

2
) 1

2
(

+∞∑

m=−∞

∣
∣
∣m

1
2

[
µ(θw)∂

2
i u · u

]∧
(m)

∣
∣
∣

2
) 1

2

≤C2‖ϕ′‖
H

3
2 (∂Ω)

‖µ(θw)∂2
i u · u‖

H
1
2 (∂Ω)

≤C2‖ϕ′‖H2(Ω)‖∂2
i u · u‖H1(Ω)

≤C2‖ϕ′‖H2(Ω)‖u‖2H3(Ω),

where C2 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, aII
u
, µ, θ.

For I19, by Plancherel theorem, the trace theorem and Hölder’s inequality,

|I19| =
16

15R
aIθ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+∞∑

m=−∞

4π2m2[ϕ′]∧(m) ·
[
κ(θw)θ

−1
w ∂2

i ζ · ζ
]∧

(m)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤C3

(
+∞∑

m=−∞

∣
∣
∣m

3
2 [ϕ′]∧(m)

∣
∣
∣

2
) 1

2
(

+∞∑

m=−∞

∣
∣
∣m

1
2

[
κ(θw)θ

−1
w ∂2

i ζ · ζ
]∧

(m)
∣
∣
∣

2
) 1

2

≤C3‖ϕ′‖
H

3
2 (∂Ω)

‖κ(θw)θ−1
w ∂2

i ζ · ζ‖H 1
2 (∂Ω)

≤C3‖ϕ′‖H2(Ω)‖∂2
i ζ · ζ‖H1(Ω)

≤C3‖ϕ′‖H2(Ω)‖ζ‖2H3(Ω),

where C3 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, aIθ, κ, θ.
For I20, by Plancherel theorem, the trace theorem and Hölder’s inequality,

|I20| =
16

15R
aIθ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+∞∑

m=−∞

4π2m2[ϕ′]∧(m) ·
[

κ(θw)θ
−1
w (θ̃ − θw)∂

2
i ζ
]∧

(m)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤C4

(
+∞∑

m=−∞

∣
∣
∣m

3
2 [ϕ′]∧(m)

∣
∣
∣

2
) 1

2
(

+∞∑

m=−∞

∣
∣
∣
∣
m

1
2

[

κ(θw)θ
−1
w (θ̃ − θw)∂

2
i ζ
]∧

(m)

∣
∣
∣
∣

2
) 1

2

≤C4‖ϕ′‖
H

3
2 (∂Ω)

‖κ(θw)θ−1
w (θ̃ − θw)∂

2
i ζ‖H 1

2 (∂Ω)

≤C4ε‖ϕ′‖H2(Ω)‖∂2
i ζ‖H1(Ω)

≤C4ε‖ϕ′‖H2(Ω)‖ζ‖H3(Ω),

where C4 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, aIθ, κ, θ.
For I22,

|I22| ≤
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃
∂3
i u · ∂iF(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

2

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u
∂i

(

µ(θ̃)2

µ(θ)
√

θ̃

)

· ∂2
i u · ∂iF(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤η
∑

j=2,3

‖∂j
iu‖2L2(Ω) +

C5

η
‖∂iF‖2L2(Ω),
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where C5 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, aI
u
, aII

u
, µ, θ.

For I24,

|I24| ≤
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
∂3
i ζ · ∂iG(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ ∂i

(

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃

)

· ∂2
i ζ · ∂iG(ϕ′,u′, ζ′)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤η
∑

j=2,3

‖∂j
i ζ‖2L2(Ω) +

C6

η
‖∂iG‖2L2(Ω),

where C6 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, aIθ, a
II
θ , κ, θ.

For I25,

|I25| ≤
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

− 32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃
R∂3

i ζ · div ∂i(ϕ′u′)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

− 32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ ∂i

(

κ(θ̃)2

κ(θ)θ̃
√

θ̃

)

· R∂2
i ζ · div ∂i(ϕ′u′)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤η
∑

j=2,3

‖∂j
i ζ‖2L2(Ω) +

C7

η
‖∂idiv (ϕ′u′)‖2L2(Ω),

where C7 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, aIθ, a
II
θ , κ, θ.

For I26,

|I26| ≤
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
∂2
i ζ · n∂2

i F1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

− 4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)

µ(θ)θ̃
∂2
i ζ · n∂2

i F1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤η
∑

j=2,3

‖∂j
i ζ‖2L2(Ω) +

C8

η
‖∂iF1‖2L2(Ω),

where C7 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, aII
u
, aIθ, µ, κ, θ.

For I27,

|I27| ≤
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

−Rθ̃
4

5R2
aII
u
aIθn

µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)θ̃−1

µ(θ)
∂3
i ζ · ∂1∂iϕ′dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

−Rθ̃
4

5R2
aII
u
aIθ∂i

(

n
µ(θ̃)κ(θ̃)θ̃−1

µ(θ)

)

· ∂2
i ζ · ∂1∂iϕ′dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
(

R
4

5R2
aII
u
aIθκ(θ) + Cδ

)∫

Ω

|∂3
i ζ · ∂1∂iϕ′|dx+ C8δ(‖∂2

i ζ‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂i∂1ϕ′‖2L2(Ω)),

where C8 > 0 is a constant only depending on R, aII
u
, aIθ, µ, κ, θ.

The rest of the terms can be estimated similarly as the proof of Lemma 2.9, and we omit them for brevity.
After collecting all of the results, we can obtain the desired estimate (4.3). �

Lemma 4.6. Under the assumption of Corollary 2.10 and Corollary 2.14, there exist two constants η, C > 0
such that

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

1

2h
(‖∂1ϕ‖2L2(Ω) − ‖∂1ϕ′‖2L2(Ω))

+

(
4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

1

2h
− Rθ

2

)

‖∂1ϕ− ∂1ϕ
′‖2L2(Ω)
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+

(
Rθ

2
− η

)

‖∂1ϕ‖2L2(Ω) +
Rθ

2
‖∂1ϕ′‖2L2(Ω)

≤µ(θ)‖∂1ϕ‖L2(Ω)

∑

i=2,3

‖∇∂iu‖L2(Ω) +Rρ‖∂1ϕ‖L2(Ω)‖∂1ζ‖L2(Ω)

+
C

η
(1 +N1(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′))2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′))4. (4.4)

Proof. Applying ∂1 to (2.10)1 and multiplying the resultant by 4
3
µ(θ)
ρ

,

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

∂1ϕ− ∂1ϕ
′

h
+

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
div ∂1(ϕu) +

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1(ρdivu) = 0,

and taking the inner product between (2.10)2 and e1,

−div

[

µ(θ)

(

∇u1 + ∂1u− 2

3
(divu)e1

)]

+Rρ∂1ζ = F1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)−Rθ∂1ϕ

′.

It then follows that

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

∂1ϕ− ∂1ϕ
′

h
+Rθ∂1ϕ

′

=− 4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
div ∂1(ϕu)−

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1(ρdivu)

+ µ(θ)

(

∆u1 +
1

3
∂1divu

)

−Rρ∂1ζ + F1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′).

Multiplying the above equation by ∂1ϕ and integrating the resultant over Ω, we have
∫

Ω

∂1ϕ

(
4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

∂1ϕ− ∂1ϕ
′

h
+Rθ∂1ϕ

′

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1

=

∫

Ω

−4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1ϕdiv ∂1(ϕu)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I2

+

∫

Ω

−4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1ϕ∂1(ρdivu)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I3

+

∫

Ω

µ(θ)∂1ϕ ·
(

∆u1 +
1

3
∂1divu

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I4

+

∫

Ω

−Rρ∂1ϕ · ∂1ζdx
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I5

+

∫

Ω

∂1ϕ · F1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I6

.

For I1,

I1 =

∫

Ω

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

1

h
|∂1ϕ|2 +

(

−4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

1

h
+Rθ

)

∂1ϕ · ∂1ϕ′dx

≥4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

1

2h

(∫

Ω

|∂1ϕ|2dx−
∫

Ω

|∂1ϕ′|2
)

dx

+

(
4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

1

2h
− Rθ

2

)∫

Ω

|∂1ϕ− ∂1ϕ
′|2 dx

+
Rθ

2

(∫

Ω

|∂1ϕ|2dx+

∫

Ω

|∂1ϕ′|2dx
)

. (4.5)

For I2,

|I2| ≤
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
· 1
2
(∂1ϕ)

2divudx

∣
∣
∣
∣
+

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∇∂1ϕ · ϕ∂1udx

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤C(‖div u‖L∞(Ω)‖∂1ϕ‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ‖L4(Ω)‖∇∂1ϕ‖L2(Ω)‖∂1u‖L4(Ω))

≤C‖u‖H2(Ω)‖ϕ‖2H2(Ω).
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Then by Corollary 2.10 and Corollary 2.14,

|I2| ≤ C(1 +N1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′))3(

√
δ +N2(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′))6. (4.6)

For I3 and I4,

|I3 + I4| =
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

∂1ϕ

[

−4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1(ρdivu) + µ(θ)

(

∆u1 +
1

3
∂1divu

)]

dx

∣
∣
∣
∣

=

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

µ(θ)∂1ϕ · (∆u1 − ∂1divu)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤µ(θ)‖∂1ϕ‖L2(Ω)

∑

i=2,3

‖∇∂iu‖L2(Ω). (4.7)

For I5,
|I5| ≤ (Rρ+ ε) ‖∂1ϕ‖L2(Ω)‖∂1ζ‖L2(Ω). (4.8)

For I6,

|I6| ≤ η‖∂1ϕ‖2L2(Ω) +
C

η
‖F′‖2L2(Ω). (4.9)

Combining (4.5), (4.6), (4.7), (4.8), (4.9), we obtain the desired estimate (4.4). �

Lemma 4.7. Under the assumption of Corollary 2.10 and Corollary 2.14, there exist constants η, C > 0
such that

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

1

2h
(‖∂1∂iϕ‖2L2(Ω) − ‖∂1∂iϕ′‖2L2(Ω))

+

(
4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

1

2h
− Rθ

2

)

‖∂1∂iϕ− ∂1∂iϕ
′‖2L2(Ω)

+

(
Rθ

2
− η

)

‖∂1∂iϕ‖2L2(Ω) +
Rθ

2
‖∂1∂iϕ′‖2L2(Ω)

≤µ(θ)‖∂i∂1ϕ‖L2(Ω)

∑

j=2,3

‖∂j∇2u‖L2(Ω) +Rρ‖∂i∂1ϕ‖L2(Ω)‖∂i∂1ζ‖L2(Ω)

+
C

η
(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4, (4.10)

for i = 1, 2, 3.

Proof. Multiplying ∂1∂i(2.10)1 by 4
3
µ(θ)
ρ

,

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

∂1∂iϕ− ∂1∂iϕ
′

h
+

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
div ∂i∂1(ϕu) +

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1∂i(ρdivu) = 0,

and taking the inner product between ∂i(2.10)2 and e1,

−div

[

µ(θ)

(

∂i∇u1 + ∂i∂1u− 2

3
(∂idivu)e1

)]

+Rρ∂1∂iζ = ∂iF1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)−Rθ∂i∂1ϕ

′.

It then follows that

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

∂1∂iϕ− ∂1∂iϕ
′

h
+Rθ∂1∂iϕ

′

=− 4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
div ∂i∂1(ϕu)−

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1∂i(ρdivu)

+ µ(θ)n ·
(

∂i∆u1 +
1

3
∂i∂1divu

)

−Rρ∂1∂iζ + ∂iF1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′).

Multiplying the above equation by ∂1∂ϕ and integrating the resultant over Ω,
∫

Ω

∂1∂iϕ ·
(
4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

∂1∂iϕ− ∂1∂iϕ
′

h
+Rθ∂1∂iϕ

′

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1



38 R.-J. DUAN AND J.-H. ZHANG

=

∫

Ω

−4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1∂iϕ · div ∂i∂1(ϕu)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I2

+

∫

Ω

−4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1∂iϕ · ∂1∂i(ρdivu)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I3

+

∫

Ω

µ(θ)∂1∂iϕ ·
(

∂i∆u1 +
1

3
∂i∂1divu

)

dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I4

+

∫

Ω

−Rρ∂1∂iϕ · ∂1∂iζdx
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I5

+

∫

Ω

∂1∂iϕ · ∂iF1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I6

.

For I1,

I1 =

∫

Ω

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

1

h
|∂1∂iϕ|2 +

(

−4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

1

h
+Rθ

)

∂1∂iϕ · ∂1ϕ′dx

≥
(
4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
− ε

)
1

2h

(∫

Ω

|∂1∂iϕ|2dx−
∫

Ω

|∂1∂iϕ′|2dx
)

+

(
4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

1

2h
− Rθ

2
− ε

)∫

Ω

|∂1∂iϕ− ∂1∂iϕ
′|2 dx

+

(
Rθ

2
− ε

)(∫

Ω

|∂1∂iϕ|2dx+

∫

Ω

|∂1∂iϕ′|2dx
)

. (4.11)

For I2,

|I2|

≤
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
· 1
2
(∂1∂iϕ)

2divudx

∣
∣
∣
∣
+

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1∂iϕ · ∂1∂iϕ · divudx

∣
∣
∣
∣
+

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1∂iϕ · ∇∂iϕ · ∂1udx

∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1∂iϕ · ∇∂1ϕ · ∂iudx

∣
∣
∣
∣
+

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1∂iϕ · ∂iϕ · div ∂1udx

∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1∂iϕ · ∂1ϕ · div ∂iudx

∣
∣
∣
∣
+

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1∂iϕ · ∇ϕ · ∂1∂iudx

∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1∂iϕ · ϕdiv ∂1∂iudx

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤C(‖u‖L∞(Ω)‖∂1∂iϕ‖2L2(Ω) + ‖divu‖L∞(Ω)‖∂1∂iϕ‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂1u‖L∞(Ω)‖∂1∂iϕ‖2L2(Ω)

+ ‖∂iu‖L∞(Ω)‖∂1∂iϕ‖L2(Ω)‖∇∂1ϕ‖L2(Ω) + ‖∂1∂iϕ‖L2(Ω)‖∂iϕ‖L4(Ω)‖div ∂1u‖L4(Ω)

+ ‖∂1∂iϕ‖L2(Ω)‖∂1ϕ‖L4(Ω)‖div ∂iu‖L4(Ω) + ‖∂1∂iϕ‖L2(Ω)‖∇ϕ‖L4(Ω)‖∂1∂iu‖L4(Ω)

+ ‖ϕ‖L∞(Ω)‖∂1∂iϕ‖L2(Ω)‖div ∂1∂iu‖L2(Ω))

≤C‖ϕ‖2H2(Ω)‖u‖H3(Ω).

Then by Corollary 2.10 and Corollary 2.14,

|I2| ≤ C(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))
3(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

6. (4.12)

For I3 and I4,

|I3 + I4| =
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

∂1∂iϕ ·
[

−4

3

µ(θ)

ρ
∂1∂i(ρdivu) + µ(θ)

(

∂i∆u1 +
1

3
∂i∂1divu

)]∣
∣
∣
∣

=

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Ω

µ(θ)∂1∂iϕ · (∂i∆u1 − ∂i∂1divu)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤µ(θ)‖∂1∂iϕ‖L2(Ω)

∑

j=2,3

‖∂j∇2u‖L2(Ω). (4.13)

For I5,

|I5| ≤ Rρ‖∂1∂iϕ‖L2(Ω)‖∂1∂iζ‖L2(Ω). (4.14)
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For I6,

|I6| ≤ η‖∂1∂iϕ‖2L2(Ω) +
C

η
‖∂iF‖2L2(Ω). (4.15)

Combining (4.11), (4.12), (4.13), (4.14), (4.15), we obtain the desired estimate (4.10). �

Lemma 4.8. Under the assumption of Corollary 2.10 and Corollary 2.14, there exist two constants η, C > 0
such that

(
4

3
µ(θ)− η

)

‖∂1divu‖2L2(Ω)

≤µ(θ)‖∂1divu‖L2(Ω)‖∂i∇u‖L2(Ω) +Rρ‖∂1divu‖L2(Ω)‖∂1ζ‖L2(Ω)

+Rθ‖∂1divu‖L2(Ω)‖∂1ϕ′‖L2(Ω) +
C

η
(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4. (4.16)

Proof. Taking the inner product between (2.10)2 and e1,

−4

3
µ(θ)∂1divu = µ(θ)n · (∆u1 − ∂1divu)−Rρ∂1ζ + F1(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′)−Rθ∂1ϕ
′.

Multiplying the above equation by −∂1divu and integrating the resultant over Ω,
∫

Ω

4

3
µ(θ) |∂1divu|2 dx

=

∫

Ω

−µ(θ)∂1divu · (∆u1 − ∂1divu)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1

+

∫

Ω

Rρ∂1divu · ∂1ζdx
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I2

+

∫

Ω

−∂1divu · F1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I3

+

∫

Ω

Rθ∂1divu · ∂1ϕ′dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I4

.

For I1,

|I1| ≤ µ(θ)‖∂1divu‖L2(Ω)‖∂i∇u‖L2(Ω). (4.17)

For I2,

|I2| ≤ Rρ‖∂1divu‖L2(Ω)‖∂1ζ‖L2(Ω). (4.18)

For I3,

|I3| ≤ η‖∂1divu‖2L2(Ω) +
C

η
‖F‖2L2(Ω). (4.19)

For I4,

|I4| ≤ Rθ‖∂1divu‖L2(Ω)‖∂1ϕ′‖L2(Ω). (4.20)

Combining (4.17), (4.18), (4.19), (4.20), we obtain the desired estimate (4.16). �

Lemma 4.9. Under the assumption of Corollary 2.10 and Corollary 2.14, there exist constants η, C > 0
such that

(
4

3
µ(θ)− η

)

‖∂1∂idivu‖2L2(Ω)

≤µ(θ)‖∂1∂idivu‖L2(Ω)‖∂2
i∇u‖L2(Ω) +Rρ‖∂1∂idivu‖L2(Ω)‖∂1∂iζ‖L2(Ω)

+Rθ‖∂1∂idivu‖L2(Ω)‖∂1∂iϕ′‖L2(Ω) +
C

η
(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4, (4.21)

for i = 1, 2, 3.

Proof. Taking the inner product between ∂(2.10)2 and e1,

−4

3
µ(θ)∂i∂1divu = µ(θ)(∂i∆u1 − ∂i∂1divu)−Rρ∂1∂iζ + ∂iF1(ϕ

′,u′, ζ′)−Rθ∂i∂1ϕ
′.

Multiplying the above equation by −∂1∂idivu and integrating the resultant over Ω,
∫

Ω

4

3
µ(θ) |∂i∂1divu|2 dx
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=

∫

Ω

−µ(θ)∂1∂idivu · (∂i∆u1 − ∂i∂1divu)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1

+

∫

Ω

Rρ∂1∂idivu · ∂1∂iζdx
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I2

+

∫

Ω

−∂1∂idivu · ∂F1(ϕ
′,u′, ζ′)dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I3
∫

Ω

Rθ∂1∂idivu · ∂1∂iϕ′dx

︸ ︷︷ ︸

I4

.

For I1,

|I1| ≤ µ(θ)‖∂1∂idivu‖L2(Ω)‖∂2
i ∇u‖L2(Ω). (4.22)

For I2,

|I2| ≤ Rρ‖∂1∂idivu‖L2(Ω)‖∂1∂iζ‖L2(Ω). (4.23)

For I3,

|I3| ≤ η‖∂1∂idivu‖2L2(Ω) +
C

η
‖∂iF‖2L2(Ω). (4.24)

For I4,

|I4| ≤ Rθ‖∂1∂idivu‖L2(Ω)‖∂1∂iϕ′‖L2(Ω). (4.25)

Combining (4.22), (4.23), (4.24), (4.25), we obtain the desired estimate (4.21). �

Now, we give the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let λ0, λ1 be chosen such that the assumption (A) is valid, then combining the results
of Lemma 4.6, Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4 as (4.4) + λ0(4.1) + λ1(4.2), we have

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

1

2h
(‖∂1ϕ‖2L2(Ω) − ‖∂1ϕ′‖2L2(Ω)) +

(
4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

1

2h
− Rθ

2

)

‖∂1ϕ− ∂1ϕ
′‖2L2(Ω)

+ (
Rθ

2
− η)‖∂1ϕ‖2L2(Ω) +

Rθ

2
‖∂1ϕ′‖2L2(Ω)

+ λ0
R

4h

θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
(‖ϕ‖2L2(Ω) − ‖ϕ′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ϕ− ϕ′‖2L2(Ω))

+ λ0

(

1

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)2√
θ

− Cδ

)∥
∥
∥
∥
∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ λ0

(

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ)2

θ
√
θ

− Cδ

)

‖∇ζ‖2L2(Ω)

+ λ0

(
2

3R
aII
u
µ(θ)ρ− Cδ − Cε

)

‖u‖2L2(∂Ω) + λ0

(
16

15R
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
ρ− Cδ − Cε

)

‖ζ‖2L2(∂Ω)

+ λ1
R

4h

θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
(‖∂iϕ‖2L2(Ω) − ‖∂iϕ′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂iϕ− ∂iϕ

′‖2L2(Ω))

+ λ1

(

1

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)2√
θ

− Cδ

)∥
∥
∥
∥
∂i∇u+ ∂i∇uT − 2

3
∂idivuI3

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ λ1

(

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ)2

θ
√
θ

− Cδ

)

‖∇∂iζ‖2L2(Ω)

+ λ1

(
2

3R
aII
u
µ(θ)ρ− Cδ − Cε

)

‖∂iu‖2L2(∂Ω) +

(
16

15R
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
ρ− Cδ − Cε

)

‖∂iζ‖2L2(∂Ω)

≤µ(θ)‖∂1ϕ‖L2(Ω)

∑

j=2,3

‖∇∂ju‖L2(Ω) +Rρ‖∂1ϕ‖L2(Ω)‖∂1ζ‖L2(Ω)
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+ λ0

(
2

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
+ Cδ

)∥
∥
∥
∥
∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divuI3

∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(Ω)

‖∇ζ‖L2(Ω)

+ λ0

(

R
4

5R2
aII
u
aIθκ(θ) + Cδ

)

‖ζ‖L2(Ω)‖∂1ϕ′‖L2(Ω)

+ λ0Cδ(‖∇ϕ′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖u‖2L2(Ω)) + λ0
h

CR
ρθ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ
‖∇u‖2L2(Ω)

+ λ1

(
2

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
+ Cδ

)∥
∥
∥
∥
∂i∇u+ ∂i∇uT − 2

3
∂idivuI3

∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(Ω)

‖∂i∇ζ‖L2(Ω)

+ λ1

(

R
4

5R2
aII
u
aIθκ(θ) + Cδ

)

‖∂2
i ζ‖L2(Ω)‖∂1ϕ′‖L2(Ω)

+max{λ0, λ1}Cδ
∑

0≤j≤1

(‖∇∂
j
iϕ

′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂j
iu‖2L2(Ω)) + max{λ0, λ1}Ch

∑

0≤j≤1

‖∇∂
j
i u‖2L2(Ω)

+max{λ0, λ1}η
∑

0≤j≤2

(‖∂j
iu‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂j

i ζ‖2L2(Ω)) + max{λ0, λ1}
C

η
(1 +N1(ϕ,u, ζ))

2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4.

Then choosing δ, h, η > 0 sufficiently small, and by assumption (A), Korn’s inequality (6.1) and Poincaré’s
inequality (6.2), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖∂1ϕ‖2L2(Ω) +
1

h
(‖ϕ‖2H1(Ω) − ‖ϕ′‖2H1(Ω) + ‖ϕ− ϕ′‖2H1(Ω))

+
∑

0≤j≤1

‖∂j
i u‖2H1(Ω) +

∑

0≤j≤1

‖∂iζ‖2H1(Ω)

≤C(1 +N1(ϕ,u, ζ))
2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4. (4.26)

Applying (4.26) to Lemma 4.8, we also have
(
4

3
µ(θ)− η

)

‖∂1divu‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C(1 +N1(ϕ,u, ζ))
2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4.

Together with the Stokes’ estimate (6.9) in Lemma 6.7 and the elliptic estimate (6.6) in Lemma 6.6, we have

‖∇ϕ′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖u‖22 + ‖ζ‖22 ≤ C(1 +N1(ϕ,u, ζ))
2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4. (4.27)

Combining (4.26) and (4.27), by Poincaré’s inequality (6.3) and choosing h > 0 sufficiently small, we
obtain

‖ϕ‖2H1(Ω)+
1

h

∑

0≤j≤1

(‖∂j
i ϕ‖2L2(Ω)−‖∂j

iϕ
′‖2L2(Ω))+‖u‖2H2(Ω)+‖ζ‖2H2(Ω) ≤ C(1+N1(ϕ,u, ζ))

2(
√
δ+N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4.

(4.28)
Let i = 2, 3 and λ0 be a constant such that the assumption (A) is valid, then by Lemma 4.5 and Lemma

4.7 with i = 2, 3, it follows that

4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

1

2h
(‖∂1∂iϕ‖2L2(Ω) − ‖∂1∂iϕ′‖2L2(Ω)) +

(
4

3

µ(θ)

ρ

1

2h
− Rθ

2

)

‖∂1∂iϕ− ∂1∂iϕ
′‖2L2(Ω)

+ (
Rθ

2
− η)‖∂1∂iϕ‖2L2(Ω) +

Rθ

2
‖∂1∂iϕ′‖2L2(Ω)

+ λ0
R

4h

θ

ρ

√

2

R

2

3R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)√
θ

(

‖∂2
i ϕ‖2L2(Ω) − ‖∂2

i ϕ
′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂2

i ϕ− ∂2
i ϕ

′‖2L2(Ω)

)

+ λ0

(

1

3R

√

2

R
aI
u
aII
u

µ(θ)2√
θ

− Cδ

)∥
∥
∥
∥
∂2
i ∇u+ ∂2

i ∇uT − 2

3
∂2
i divuI3

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2(Ω)

+ λ0

(

32

75R2

√

2

R
aIθa

II
θ

κ(θ)2

θ
√
θ

− Cδ

)

‖∇∂2
i ζ‖2L2(Ω)
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+ λ0

(
2

3R
aII
u
µ(θ)ρ− Cδ − Cε

)

‖∂2
i u‖2L2(∂Ω) +

(
16

15R
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
ρ− Cδ − Cε

)

‖∂2
i ζ‖2L2(∂Ω)

≤µ(θ)‖∂1ϕ‖L2(Ω)

∑

j=2,3

‖∂j∇2u‖L2(Ω) +Rρ‖∂1ϕ‖L2(Ω)‖∂1ζ‖L2(Ω)

+ λ0

(
2

5R2
aII
u
aIθ

κ(θ)

θ
+ Cδ

)∥
∥
∥
∥
∂2
i∇u+ ∂2

i ∇uT − 2

3
∂2
i divuI3

∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(Ω)

‖∂2
i ∇ζ‖L2(Ω)

+ λ0

(

R
4

5R2
aII
u
aIθκ(θ) + Cδ

)

‖∂3
i ζ‖L2(Ω)‖∂1∂iϕ′‖L2(Ω)

+ λ0Cδ(‖∇∂2
i ϕ

′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂iu‖2L2(Ω)) + Ch‖∇∂2
i u‖2L2(Ω)

+ λ0η
∑

j=2,3

(‖∂j
iu‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂j

i ζ‖2L2(Ω)) + λ0
C

η
(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4.

Then choosing δ, h, η > 0 sufficiently small, and by assumption (A), Korn’s inequality (6.1), Poincaré’s
inequality (6.2) and (4.28), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖∂1∂iϕ‖2L2(Ω) +
1

h

(

‖∂iϕ‖2H1(Ω) − ‖∂iϕ′‖2H1(Ω) + ‖∂iϕ− ∂iϕ
′‖2H1(Ω)

)

+ ‖∂2
i u‖2H1(Ω) + ‖∂2

i ζ‖2H1(Ω)

≤C(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))
2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4. (4.29)

Applying (4.29) to Lemma 4.21, we have
(
4

3
µ(θ)− η

)

‖∂1∂idivu‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))
2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4.

Together with (4.28), the Stokes’ estimate (6.9) in Lemma 6.7 and the elliptic estimate (6.6) in Lemma 6.6,
we have

‖∂i∇ϕ′‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂iu‖22 + ‖∂iζ‖22 ≤ C(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))
2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4. (4.30)

Combining (4.29) and (4.30), by Poincaré’s inequality (6.3) and choosing h > 0 sufficiently small, we
obtain

‖∂iϕ‖2H1(Ω) +
1

h

(

‖∂iϕ‖2H1(Ω) − ‖∂iϕ′‖2H1(Ω)

)

+ ‖∂iu‖2H2(Ω) + ‖∂iζ‖2H2(Ω)

≤C(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))
2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4. (4.31)

Let i = 1, applying (4.31) to Lemma 4.9, we have

‖∂2
1divu‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4.

Together with (4.31), Stokes’ estimate (6.9) in Lemma 6.7 and the elliptic estimate (6.6) in Lemma 6.6, we
have

‖∇ϕ′‖2H1(Ω) + ‖u‖2H3(Ω) + ‖ζ‖2H3(Ω) ≤ C(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))
2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4. (4.32)

Then applying (4.31) to Lemma 4.7, we have

‖∂2
1ϕ‖2L2(Ω) + ‖∂2

1ϕ
′‖2L2(Ω) +

1

h

(

‖∂2
1ϕ‖2L2(Ω) − ‖∂2

1ϕ
′‖2L2(Ω) +

∥
∥∂2

1ϕ− ∂2
1ϕ

′
∥
∥
2

L2(Ω)

)

≤C(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))
2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4.

Together with (4.31) and (4.32), by Poincaré’s inequality and choosing h > 0 sufficiently small, we obtain

‖ϕ‖2H2(Ω) +
1

h

(

‖ϕ‖2H2(Ω) − ‖ϕ′‖2H2(Ω)

)

+ ‖u‖2H3(Ω) + ‖ζ‖2H3(Ω)

≤C(1 +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))
2(
√
δ +N2(ϕ,u, ζ))

4. (4.33)

Then by choosing δ > 0 sufficiently small in (4.33), we obtain that N2(ϕ,u, ζ) ≤ ε and therefore complete
the proof of Theorem 4.1. �
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5. Proof of the main theorem

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Consider the Hilbert space

H := {(ϕ,u, ζ) ∈ L2
0(Ω)× V 1(Ω)×H1(Ω)},

and let K be the following compact convex subset of H :

K := {(ϕ,u, ζ) ∈ (L2
0 ∩H2(Ω)) × V 3(Ω)×H3(Ω) : N2(ϕ,u, ζ) ≤ ε}.

By Lemma 3.1, for arbitrary (ϕ′
i,u

′
i, ζ

′
i) ∈ K,

‖T(ϕ′
1,u

′
1, ζ

′
1)− T(ϕ′

2,u
′
2, ζ

′
2)‖H ≤ C‖(ϕ′

1 − ϕ′
2,u

′
1 − u′

2, ζ
′
1 − ζ′2)‖H ,

which implies that T is a continuous operator with respect to the topology of H . Moreover, by Lemma 4.1,
for arbitrary (ϕ′,u′, ζ′) ∈ K, we have T(ϕ′,u′, ζ′) ∈ K. Therefore, by Schauder’s fixed point theorem, there
exists a unique point (ϕ,u, ζ) ∈ K such that

T(ϕ,u, ζ) = (ϕ,u, ζ),

which implies that (ϕ,u, ζ) ∈ K is a solution to the problem (2.2) and (2.3). Then by our construction,

(ρ,u, θ) := (ρ+ ϕ,u, θ̃ + ζ) is a solution to the problem (1.1) and (1.2) and

‖(ρ− ρ,u, θ − θ)‖2K ≤ C‖(ρ− ρ,u, θ − θ̃)‖2K ,

which implies (1.5). The proof of Theorem 1.1 is complete. �

6. Appendices

Korn’s inequality is commonly used in fluid dynamics, particularly in the presence of Navier’s slip bound-
ary conditions. Roughly speaking, Korn’s inequality asserts that the L2(Ω) norm of a gradient field can be
controlled by the L2(Ω) norm of its symmetric part under certain conditions. For our purpose, we give the
following Korn’s type inequality for Ω = (0, 1)× T2.

Lemma 6.1. Let Ω = (0, 1)× T2, it holds that

‖∇u‖2L2(Ω) ≤
1

2

∥
∥
∥
∥
∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divu

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2(Ω)

, (6.1)

for all u ∈ V 1(Ω).

Proof. Since

1

2

∥
∥
∥
∥
∇u+∇uT − 2

3
divu

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2(Ω)

=
1

2
‖∇u+∇uT‖2L2(Ω) −

2

3
‖divu‖2L2(Ω),

and
1

2

∫

(0,1)×T2

|∇u+∇uT|2dx =

∫

(0,1)×T2

∇u : (∇u+∇uT)dx =

∫

(0,1)×T2

|∇u|2 + |divu|2dx.

Combining the above two facts, the result is proved. �

Remark 6.2. It is important to compute explicitly Korn’s constant to verify the assumption (A). For Korn’s
inequality with the slip (tangency) boundary condition in general domains, DESVILLETTES and VILLANI
[10] showed that Korn’s inequality holds for non-axisymmetric C1 domains under the slip (tangency) boundary
condition. They also characterized the Korn’s constant but without explicit value. Later, BAUER and PAULY
[2,3] proved the Korn’s inequality in non-axisymmetric Lipschitz domains under the slip (tangency) boundary
condition. See also LEWICKA and MULLER’s result [18] for domains not being non-axisymmetric.

Poincaré inequality with traces is another important tool, asserting that the integrability of a function
can be estimated by the integrability of its gradient and trace. For our purpose, we show the validity of the
following Poincaré type inequality for Ω = (0, 1)× T2.

Lemma 6.3. Let Ω = (0, 1)× T2, it holds that

‖ζ‖2L2(Ω) ≤ ‖∇ζ‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ζ‖2L2(∂Ω), (6.2)

for all ζ ∈ H1(Ω).
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Proof. Using the fundamental theorem of Calculus,
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T2

∫ 1

0

|ζ(x1, x
′)|2dx1dx

′ − 1

2

(∫

T2

|ζ(0, x′)|2dx′ +

∫

T2

|ζ(1, x′)|2dx′

)∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T2

∫ 1
2

0

∫ x1

0

2ζ(y1, x
′)∂1ζ(y1, x

′)dy1dx1dx
′

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
+

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T2

∫ 1

1
2

∫ 1

x1

2ζ(y1, x
′)∂1ζ(y1, x

′)dy1dx1dx
′

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
∫

T2

∫ 1

0

|ζ(y1, x′)| · |∂1ζ(y1, x′)|dy1dx′

≤1

2

∫

T2

∫ 1

0

|ζ(x1, x
′)|2dx′ +

1

2

∫

T2

∫ 1

0

|∂1ζ(x1, x
′)|2dx1dx

′,

which implies the result. �

Remark 6.4. It is also important to compute explicitly Poincaré’s constant to verify the assumption (A).
For Poincaré inequality with traces in general domains, BREZIS and LIEB [6] proved that for bounded

domain Ω ∈ Rn, the L
2n

n−2 (Ω) norm of a function can be estimated by the L2(Ω) norm of its gradient and

L
2(n−1)
n−2 (Ω) norm of its trace. Later, MAGGI and VILLANI [21] extended BREZIS and LIEB’s result to

Lp(Ω) case for p ∈ [1, n) and they gave explicit bounds for the constants involved in the inequality by using
the transportation techniques. More recently, BUCUR, GIACOMINI and TREBESCHI [7] proved a control
of Lp(Ω) norm a function by the Lp(Ω) norm of its gradient and Lp(Ω) norm of its traces, they also give a
best constant description in their result.

In the rest of this section, we give some well-known results and theorems used in our proof for the reader’s
convenience.

First, we recall the following type of Poincaré’s inequality.

Lemma 6.5 (Poincaré’s inequality). Let Ω ∈ R3 be a smooth bounded domain. Then there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

‖ϕ‖L2(Ω) ≤ C‖∇ϕ‖L2(Ω), (6.3)

for all ϕ ∈ H1(Ω) ∩ L2
0(Ω).

Second, we refer to [13, 36] for the results concerning the inhomogeneous boundary value problems for
Poisson equation with Robin boundary condition and Stokes system with slip boundary conditions.

Consider the boundary value problem for ζ:

−∆ζ = G, (6.4)

for x ∈ Ω, with

ζ + an · ∇ζ + b = 0, (6.5)

for x ∈ ∂Ω. Then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 6.6. Let Ω ⊂ R3 be a smooth bounded domain, k ∈ N and a ∈ C2(∂Ω) is a positive function.

If G ∈ H1(Ω) and b ∈ Hk+ 1
2 (∂Ω), then the boundary value problem (6.4) with (6.5) has a unique strong

solution ζ ∈ Hk+2(Ω). Moreover,

‖ζ‖2Hk+2(Ω) ≤ C(‖G‖2Hk(Ω) + ‖b‖2
H

k+1
2 (∂Ω)

). (6.6)

Consider the boundary value problem for (u,∇ϕ):
{−∆u+∇ϕ =F,

divu =G,
(6.7)

for x ∈ Ω, with
{
u · n = 0,

u · t+ a(∇u+∇uT) : n⊗ t+ b = 0,
(6.8)

for x ∈ ∂Ω. Then we have the following results.
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Theorem 6.7. Let Ω ⊂ R3 be a smooth bounded domain, k ∈ N and a ∈ C2(∂Ω) is a positive function.

IfF ∈ Hk(Ω), G ∈ Hk(Ω)∩L2
0(Ω) and b ∈ Hk+ 1

2 (∂Ω), then the boundary value problem (6.7) with (6.8) has
a unique strong solution (u, ϕ) ∈ V k+2(Ω)× (Hk+1(Ω) ∩ L2

0(Ω)). Moreover,

‖u‖2Hk+2(Ω) + ‖ϕ‖2Hk+1(Ω) ≤ C(‖F‖2Hk(Ω) + ‖G‖2Hk+1(Ω) + ‖b‖2
H

k+1
2 (∂Ω)

). (6.9)

In addition, we recall the following two elementary theorems.

Lemma 6.8 (Lax-Milgram theorem). Let H be a Hilbert space, if B : H ×H → R is a bilinear mapping,
for which there exist constants α, β > 0 such that for all u, v ∈ H,

|B(u, v)| ≤ α‖u‖H · ‖v‖H ,

and
β‖u‖2H ≤ B(u, u).

Then for a bounded linear functional f : H → R, there exists a unique element u ∈ H such that

B(u, v) = f(v),

for all v ∈ H.

Lemma 6.9 (Schauder’s fixed point theorem). Let X be a Banach space and M ⊂ X be a nonempty convex
compact subset. If T : M → M is a continuous mapping, then T has a fixed point in M .
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