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ABSTRACT. We show the existence and the regularity properties of (a class
of) weak solutions to the two-dimensional stationary incompressible inhomo-
geneous Navier—Stokes equations with density-dependent viscosity coefficients,
by analyzing a fourth-order nonlinear elliptic equation for the stream function.
We formulate the stationary solutions for the parallel, concentric and radial
flows respectively, and we give some (ir-)regularity results as well as some
explicit examples in the case of piecewise-constant viscosity coefficients.
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2 Z. HE AND X. LIAO

1. MAIN RESULTS

In this paper we are concerned with the two-dimensional stationary inhomoge-
neous incompressible Navier—Stokes equations

{ div(pu ® u) — div(uSu) + VII = f,

1.1
(L.1) divu = 0, div(pu) = 0.

The unknown density function p > 0, the unknown velocity vector field u =
(u1,u2)” € R? and the unknown pressure II € R depend on the spatial variable
x = (x1,12) € R?. The variable viscosity coefficient depends continuously on the
density function

(1.2) 1="0b(p) € [ps, 17},

where the lower and upper bounds u,,pu* are two positive constants and b €
C(R; [ux, 1*]) is a given function. The external force f : R? — R? is given.
In the above, V = O, , Vu = Opur - Oyt and the symmetric strain
ax2 8zlu2 8:1?2’“’2
tensor in (1.1) reads as

def T o 28111141 8x2u1 + 81111,2
S50V 1 VT = (%ul R §
2
We also denote div =V, u®u = ( “ uluf), and then
ULU2 uo

2
div (pu ® u) = (311 (pur?) + O, (pu1u2)> |

aml (pu1u2) + 6€E2 (pu22)

: _ 811 (/L28961u1) + 8962 (/L(aﬂﬁzul + 8931’&2))
div () = (aml (1(Dratr + Dy 12)) + Doy (120y,02) )

This section is organised as follows.

In Subsection 1.1 some related incompressible Navier—Stokes models and their
mathematical results will be presented.

In Subsection 1.2 we will show the ezistence and regularity results of (a class
of) weak solutions in a bounded domain to the stationary Navier—Stokes equations
(1.1) in Theorem 1.5. The proof of Theorem 1.5 will be placed in Section 2, and
for the reason of completeness both the exterior domain case and the whole plane
case will be studied in Appendix A.

In Subsection 1.3 we are interested in the symmetric solutions to the stationary
Navier—Stokes equations (1.1), and in particular we will formulate the solutions for
the parallel, concentric and radial flows respectively in Theorem 1.7. In the case
of piecewise-constant viscosity coeflicients, we will give some irreqularity results in
Corollary 1.9. Some explicit examples will be given in Appendix B.

In Subsection 1.4, we will show the LP-type regularity of the velocity gradient
under some specific regularity assumptions on the viscosity coefficient (where the
piecewise-constant viscosity coefficient case is allowed) in Theorem 1.11.

We remark here that in the proofs of existence and regularity results, we are
?5;;1)(1)), which
satisfies a fourth-order elliptic equation with the fourth-order elliptic operator given

going to consider the stream function ® such that u = V+® = (
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by

L# = (896212 - 81111):u(812962 - 81111) + (281112)u(2811m2)'
On the other side, the irregularity of the viscosity coeflicient may result in irreg-
ularity on the velocity vector field, e.g. the piecewise-constant viscosity coeffi-
cient may imply Au ¢ L{ (R?) or div(uSu) € Li .(R?) (see Corollary 1.9), al-

though Vu € LP(R?) and the divergence-free part of the viscous term Pdiv (uSu) =
VAA~IL,® € LP(R?) for all finite p (see Theorem 1.11).

1.1. Related works. There are a few works in the literature contributing to the
study of the evolutionary two-dimensional incompressible inhomogeneous Navier—
Stokes equations with variable viscosity coefficient

O (pu) + div(pu ® u) — div(2uSu) + VIL =0, (t,z) € RT x Q,
(1.3) divu =0, 9p+div(pu) =0,
p‘t:o = po, (pu)‘t:() = my.

Lions | ] showed the global-in-time existence of weak solutions (p,u) € (L (R* x
Q), (L*(RT; H'(2)))?) of the system (1.3) under the initial condition py € L>(f),
oo e (L?(©2))?. The uniqueness and the regularity properties of such weak solu-
tions are still open, even in dimension two. There are some partial results toward
this issue, but to our best knowledge they are all limited to the case where the

viscosity coefficient u(z) is close to some positive constant v € RT:

(1.4) (@) = vl[L=(0) <&,
where € is some small enough positive constant. Desjardins | ] showed the
regularity property of the velocity vector field u € L (R*; (H(T?))?) for initial
data ul;—o € (H'(T?))2, if the smallness condition (1.4) holds. Abidi and Zhang
[ | proved the existence and uniqueness of the solution under (1.4) and further
smoothness assumptions on the initial density function pg — 1 € L*(R?*) N L>® N
WL (R?), 7 > 2. Paicu and Zhang | | considered the so-called density-patch
problem with piecewise-constant density function pg = m 1o (z)+n2lqe (z), n1,72 €
R+, and showed that the H3(R?)-boundary regularity of the domain is propagated
by time evolution provided with (1.4). The case where p(z) = v is a positive
constant has been intensively studied in the past two decades, see e.g. | ;
; ] and the references therein. It is also worth mentioning the work
[ | for the study of the compressible Navier—Stokes equations with variable
viscosity coefficient.

If we consider the stationary homogeneous incompressible flow where the density
function p = 1 and the viscosity coefficient 1 = v is a positive constant, then the
system (1.1) becomes the following classical stationary Navier—Stokes equations

diviu®@u) —vAu+ VIl = f, =z €,
(1.5) divu = 0.
It has been studied extensively in the literature, whenever the underlying domain
is a connected bounded domain 2 , or a multi-connected domain U} ,£};, or the
exterior of a multi-connected set U = (U ;€2;)¢, or the whole plane R?, see the
celebrated books | ; ]. If Q has a boundary 9, we assume the boundary
value condition for the system (1.5)

(16) ’U,|ag = Uug,
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and in compatible with divu = 0 we assume no flux through the boundary 92

(1.7) / up -nds =0.
a0

In the above, n = (n1, n2) denotes the exterior normal vector to the boundary 9€2.

Leray [ | showed the existence of weak solutions u € (H'(£2))? on a simply
connected bounded domain 2 under the zero flux condition (1.7). This solvability
result can be generalized straightforward to a multi-connected domain case Ui, £2;,
if we assume furthermore no flux through the boundary of each connected compo-
nent

(1.8) Fi = ug-nds=0, V1<i<n.
%

If we assume only the smallness of the fluxes F; or assume some further symmetric
properties, the solvability of the system (1.5) was also obtained, cf. | ]. On a
multi-connected domain with only the zero total fluz condition (1.7), the solvability
was shown by Korobkov, Pileckas, and Russo | ]. Leray | | studied the
system (1.5) also on the exterior domain of a multi-connected set U = (UL, €;)¢
under the boundary condition (1.8), and obtained the weak solutions u € (H'(U))2
by constructing a sequence of weak solutions on the bounded domains which con-
verge to U. If the fluxes F; are small, the solvability of (1.5) on U was estab-
lished by Finn | ]. Concerning the whole plane R? case, Guillod and Wittwer
[ ] showed that for any given vector d € R? and a bounded positive measure
set D C R?, there exist solutions u € (H'(R?))? satisfying the prescribed mean
value on D: d = m / pu€ R2. However, the existence of decaying solutions,
as well as the uniqueness and the asymptotic behaviour of the solutions on the un-

bounded domains are still open, see e.g. [ ; ; | for further related
discussions. We also mention that Leray | | studied also (1.5) in dimension
three, as well as the evolutionary classical Navier-Stokes equations (i.e. (1.3) with
p=1and u = v, see also the celebrated books | ; D.

The stationary inhomogeneous incompressible flow with constant viscosity coef-
ficient is described by
Lo divipu @ u) —vAu+ VII = f, x€Q,
(1.9) divu = 0, div(pu) = 0.
On a simply connected domain in dimension two, by using the incompressibility
condition divu = 0 and the zero flux condition (1.7), the velocity vector field u can
be written as
u=V=+o,
where ® is the stream function of u. If

p=n(®),
for some well-chosen bounded function n € L>°(R; [0, 00)), then the density equation
div(pu) = 0 is automatically satisfied, at least in the distribution sense if u € H'(£2)
!. Frolov | ] showed the existence and regularity results for the solutions of the

et {n°} be the regularised function sequence of 1 which are uniformly bounded. Then
div (0 (®)u) = (n°) (®)VP - u = 0.

The equality div (pu) = 0 follows as {n°(®)u}. (up to a subsequence) converges weakly to n(P)u
in L2(Q).
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following form
(1.10) (p.u) = (n(®),V+2),

where 7 is a Hélder continuous function. From now on, we call the form (1.10)
as Frolov’s form. Santos [ ] improved this existence result to only bounded
n-functions. Ammar-Khodja and Santos | ; ] considered the unbounded
Y-shape domain.

However, to the best of our knowledge, there are neither existence nor regularity
results of solutions to the two-dimensional stationary Navier-Stokes system (1.1)
with variable viscosity coefficient. We are going to give some existence and regu-
larity results for the solutions of Frolov’s form to the system (1.1) in Subsection
1.2, whose proof is postponed in Section 2. We will formulate the solutions with
certain symmetry properties in Subsection 1.3, where some irregularity results with
piecewise-constant viscosity coefficients will also be given. Finally we will discuss
further regularity issues in Subsection 1.4.

1.2. Existence and regularity results. We are going to study the boundary
value problem for the two dimensional stationary inhomogeneous incompressible
Navier-Stokes equation (1.1) on a simply connected bounded C'+!'-domain 2 C R%:

div(pu ® u) — div(pSu) + VII = f,
(1.11) divu = 0, div(pu) = 0,

u|8Q = Uo,

where the boundary value ug satisfies the zero flux condition (1.7): fBQ up-nds =0.
Here the positive viscosity coeflicient pu depends smoothly on the density function:

1= b(p),

where b € C(R; [u«, #*]) with two positive constants p., p* > 0 is a given function.
This section is organised as follows. We will introduce the boundary value prob-
lem for the stream function in Subsection 1.2.1. Then the density function as well
as its boundary condition will be discussed in Subsection 1.2.2. The definitions of
weak solutions and its existence and regularity properties will be given in Subsection
1.2.3 and Subsection 1.2.4 respectively. The proofs will be postponed in Section 2.
The exterior domain and the whole plane cases will be studied in Appendix A.

1.2.1. Stream function. We are going to look for the unknown stream function
® : 0 — R such that the divergence-free velocity vector field is given by

_ vl def 812(1)
(1.12) u=viol (_8“(1)).

Let n = (n1,n2) and 7 = (ng, —n1) denote the unit normal and tangential vector
field on the boundary 0f) respectively. Then & should satisfy the boundary value
condition

0

0P B B
uo - T, EBQ_

%‘m = —uo -+ M.
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If we parameterize the boundary 9 by v : [0, 27) — 9 such that v'(s) = 7(y(s)),
then with a constant Cy € R,

Bloa(1(s)) = Bo(y(s)) % — / Two-ndd+Co, s e 0,2),

0P £

%|@Q(V(S)) = @1 (7(s)) E(uo - )(4(5)), s € [0,27).

We fix this constant Cy = 0 from now on.
We next derive the partial differential equation satisfied by the stream function.

We apply V+- = (_852 > - to the first equation in (1.1) to arrive at

Z1

(1.13)

V4t div (uSu) = =V - f+ V- div (pu @ u).

By straightforward calculation, the left-hand side reads as a fourth-order elliptic
operator with positive variable coefficient p > p. > 0 on ®:

V+ - div (pSu) = V* - div </L ((amiaw_lagjm)q) (812_1225;2:51)@))
(1.14) = (Owsas = Oar02) (10205 — D101) @) + 20100 (20,2, P).
That is, the first equation in (1.1) becomes
(1.15) L,®=-V'. f+ V. div(pV'o e Vi),

where L, denotes the fourth-order elliptic operator

(1'16) L,= Oy — (91111);1((912@ — Opyay) + (2aw1wz)ﬂ(2aw1wz)'

In particular, if u(x) = v is a positive constant, then L, = vA2?. We are going to
consider the boundary value problem for ®:

L® = -V f+ V- div(pVie @ Via),

(1.17) o
Pfo = Do, %‘an =

where L,,, g, ®; are given in (1.16) and (1.13) respectively.

We recall here the definition of elliptic operators in divergence form of order
2m, m € N (see e.g. | ; ; ]) for readers’ convenience. Let
Lu =300 181<m D%(anpDPu) where o and § are multi-indices, u : R? — R” is a

(1)17

.. n
vector-valued function and ang = {alofﬁ(x)} , al, 18] < m, are n X n matrix-
ij=1
valued functions. We say that L is an elliptic operator of 2mth-order if there exists
a constant ¢ € (0,1) such that

o< > Re(aas(@)gsa) < I
la|=|B]=m

for any x € R? and ¢ = (§Q)|a\:m ,€a € R™. Here we can rewrite L, as

Mo s
L# :81111u81111 =+ 812I2u81212 - 81111 (:u - 7)812962 - 81212 (:u - 7)811961

P def o
+ 28961962 (:u - 7)8961962 + 28962961/“?962961 = Z D (CL‘;BD'@),
lal=[B]=2
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where ., u* > 0 are the positive lower and upper bounds for the function p. Then
for any £ = (o) qj=2 &a € R? the following inequality holds:

BleP< Y abs@)ésta

lo=[B]=2

= %(5?1 + &) + (n— %)(511 —&2)° +2(p — %)552 +ougl < 2ut ¢

Hence, L,, is a fourth-order elliptic operator as we can simply take § = min{ %", ﬁ, %}

1.2.2. Density function. Following Frolov’s idea in [ ], we can make an Ansatz

p=n(®),

where n € L= (R; [p«, p*]) with 0 < p. < p* is a nonnegative bounded fixed function,
such that the equation

div (pu) = div (n(®)V+®) =0

holds in the distribution sense provided with e.g. ® € HZ ().
The choice of the function 1 may depend on the prescribed boundary conditions

P|E = pPo; u|8(l = Uug,

where ¥ C 012 is a subset of the boundary 9f2. In the two-river-junction model in
[ ], Santos assumed the boundary condition of the density function as follows

(1.18) plo, = p; € L=(05), j=1,2,
where
o1 =7((0,s1)) and o9 = v((s2,83)) C 9N =~([0,27)), 0<s1 <82 < 83< 27
are two disadjoint boundary sets, such that
(w0 - N)|oyuo, < 0 and (uo - 1|y (s ,s]) = 0.

Then the boundary value ®q given in (1.13): ®o(v(s)) = — [; uo - ndf is strictly
increasing on oy and o9, while is constant on the interval v([s1, s2]). We can then
choose 1 € L>®(R; [0, 00)) such that

n=pjod, (ie. no®y=p;)ono;, j=12.

If ¥ = 0, that is, we do not assume any boundary condition on the density
function, we can take any fixed bounded function n € L>(R; [0, 00)). We are going
to consider this case in this article, and we will search for the solutions for (1.11)
of Frolov’s form (1.10) below

(1.19) (p,u) = (n(®), V+=@).

Our results can be generalised straightforward to the above two-river-junction mod-
els, which we omit here for the simplicity of presentation.
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1.2.3. Weak solutions. In this paragraph we give the definitions of weak solutions
to the boundary value problems (1.11) and (1.17) respectively. We first recall the
trace theorem and inverse trace theorem (see e.g. | , Section 4.2]) below.

Theorem 1.1 (Trace theorem & Inverse trace theorem). (1) Let Q be a C*-
domain. Then there exists a linear continuous trace operator

Yo+ HY(Q) — H?2 (%),

which is an extension of You = ulaqn for u € C°(Q), and there evists a
linear continuous right inverse I'g to ~vo with

Ty H%((?Q) — HY(Q) and v0(To(uo)) = uo, for all ug € H%((?Q).

(2) Let Q be a CYY -domain. Then there exist two linear continuous trace
operators

Yo HX(Q) = H3(09), 1 : H(Q) — H?(09),
which are extensions of
_ oD _
_ 0 _ o 3
Y@ = @lgn for & € C°(N), mmP= I for @ € C°(Q).

Inversely, there exists a linear continuous right inverse I'y to (vo,v1) with
Ty H?(09Q) x H?(89Q) — H(Q) and ~;(T1(Po, 1)) = ®;, 5 =0,1,
for all (g, ®1) € H? (09) x H (99).

Definition 1.2 (Weak solutions of the Navier—Stokes equations). Let Q C R? be a
bounded simply connected C* domain. We say that a pair (p,u) € L>=(Q;0,00)) x
HY(Q;R?) is a weak solution of the boundary value problem (1.11) with the given
data ug € H2 (04 R2), f € H HQ;R?), if divu = 0, div(pu) = 0 hold in Q in
the distribution sense, ug = ulaq is the trace of u on O and the following integral
identity

1
(1.20) 3 | nSu:Svda = [ ptuwu): Vode + (1.0 om0
holds for all v € Hg(;R?) with divv = 0. Here A : Bd:efZijzl A;;B;j for the
matrices A = (Aij)1§i7j§2 and B = (Bij)lgi,jSQ-

Definition 1.3 (Weak solutions of the elliptic equation). Let Q C R? be a bounded
simply connected C1* domain. Let n € L*®°(R;[0,0)) and b € C(R; [11«, 1*]) be two
given functions.

We say that ® € H?() is a weak solution of the boundary value problem (1.17)
with the given data ®y € H3(8Q), ®; € H2(dQ), f € H (4 R?), if &g = ®|aq

and ®; = 8—;1: 5 in the trace sense and the following integral identity
Q

/ N((awzwzq) = Oy, ®) Oy, — Oy, ¥) + (231112‘?)(2311121#)) dx
(1.21) @

— L.V ey + [ PV TE): TV s,
Q

holds for all ¢ € HZ(RY), where p = n(®) and u = b(p).
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Since for any v € H}(Q2;R?) defined on a bounded connected C'*! domain
with divev = 0, there exists a corresponding stream function ¢ € HZ(f2) such that
v = V19, the equality (1.21) hence implies the equality (1.20) with u = V1.
Therefore we have the following fact which passes the solvability of the elliptic
equation (1.17) to the solvability of the Navier-Stokes system (1.11).

Lemma 1.4. Let Q C R? be a bounded connected C11 domain. Letn € L*(R; [0, 00)),
b € C(R;[ps, p*]) with 0 < py < p* and f € H1(Q;R?) be given. Let ug €
Hz (0Q; R?) satisfy zero-flux condition (1.7) and let ® € H?(9),®, € Hz(0Q)
be given in (1.13) in terms of ug and some fized constant Cy € R.

If ® € H*(Q) is a weak solution of the boundary value problem (1.17), then
the pair of Frolov’s form (1.19): (p,u) = (n(®), V-®) is a weak solution of the
boundary value problem (1.11).

1.2.4. Existence and regularity results. Our main theorem concerning the existence
and the regularity properties of the weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes system
(1.1) as well as to the elliptic equation (1.15) reads as follows.

Theorem 1.5 (Existence and regularity results). Let n € L*®(R;[0,00)), b €
C(R; [pae, p1*]), 0 < s < p* be given. Let Q C R? be a bounded simply connected
CHt domain. Let f € H=1(Q;R?) be given.
(i) Then for any ® € H?(9Q),®, € H=(dN), there exists at least one weak
solution ® € H?(Q2) of the boundary value problem (1.17).
(ii) Let Co € R and ug € HZ (9 R?) with [, uo-n=0. If &g € H2(9Q),d; €
Hz(09Q) are given by (1.13) and ® € H2(Q) is a weak solution of (1.17), then
the pair of Frolov’s form

(1.22) (pyu) = (n(®), V=)
is a weak solution of the boundary value problem (1.11) with u € H'(Q;R?).

Furthermore, we have the following regularity results under additional smooth-
ness assumptions.

(1) If 2 is a connected C*' domain, the function n is taken to be continuous
and f € L2(Q;R?), then for any & € H?(9Q), &, € H2(9Q) (resp. ugy €
H?2 (09 R?)) the weak solution ® (resp. u) given in (i) (resp. (ii)) belongs to
W2P(Q) (resp. WHP(Q;R?)), for all p € [1,00).

(2) Let k > 2 be an integer. If 2 is a connected C*T%1 domain, the functions
n,b € CF(R) = {h € CF(R)|||h9) || L= < 00, VO < j < k} and f € HF1(Q; R?),
then for any ® € H*"2(0Q), &, € H* 2(8Q) (resp. uop € H* 2 (9Q)), the
weak solution ® (resp. u) given in (i) (resp. (ii)) belongs to WETLP(Q) (resp.
WhP(Q;R?)) for all 1 < p < co. In particular, if k = 2, then u € W*P(Q; R?),
p > 2 is Lipschitz continuous.

Theorem 1.5 will be proved in Section 2, where we will follow J. Leray’s approach
in [ ] for the resolution of the classical stationary Navier-Stokes equation. By
virtue of the above Lemma 1.4, it remains to study the fourth-order nonlinear
elliptic equation (1.17) for the stream function ®. Compared to the classical case,
we here have to pay more attention on the nonlinear dependence of the density p
and the viscosity coefficient 1 on ®.

For the completeness of the results, we will establish the existence and regularity
results in the exterior domain and the whole plane cases in Appendix A.
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Remark 1.6. We can also consider the system (1.11) in bounded domains of other
types, following the arguments for the classical Navier—Stokes equations (1.5). For
example, it is obvious that the existence and regqularity results in Theorem 1.5 hold
true on a bounded multi-connected domain U}_,$);, under zero flur assumption on
the boundary of each connected component (1.8).

The existence result in Theorem 1.5 can also be easily extended to the strip
domain R x [0,1] by use of Poincaré inequality.

We can follow the idea in [ ] by J. Guillod and P. Wittwer for (1.5) on the
half plane, to show the solvability of (1.11) on the half plane R x [0, 00) by assuming
small boundary value ||ug|| L on the unbounded boundary R x {0}.

1.3. Symmetric solutions. We turn to study the stationary Navier-Stokes equa-
tions (1.1) under some symmetry assumptions on the density function in this sub-
section.

We give first an observation when we write the velocity vector field v = V4 ® in
terms of the stream function ®. Let U C R? be an open set and we consider another
coordinate system (y1,y2) on it. We suppose that the Jacobian V,y = (%)1Si7j§2
is not degenerate and we consider the stationary Navier-Stokes system (1.1) on U.
If the density function depends only on y;

p = a(y),
and o’ # 0 does not vanish, then, by formal calculations, the equation
0 = div (pu) = div (pV+®) = o/ (Voy1 - Viy2)0,, @ = o det(Vay) 0y, @

implies that ® = S(y;) depends also only on y; on U. Nevertheless it is not
necessary that there exists a function 7 such that p = n(®). Similarly, if & depends
only on y;

d = B(yl)u
and 8’ # 0 does not vanish, then p = a(y;) depends also only on y; and p = n(®)
with 7 = a0 871, In this case the pair (p,u) = (a(y1), Vo (B(y1))) is of Frolov’s
form (1.22).

We formulate the solutions (of Frolov’s form) to the stationary Navier-Stokes
system (1.1) when assuming certain symmetries on the density function in the
following theorem. In particular, the Couette flow between a parallel channel,
the concentric flow between concentric rotating circles, and the radial flow (also
called the Jeffery-Hamel flow) between two nonparallel converging/diverging lines
are described. Some explicit solutions of parallel, concentric and radial flows with
piecewise-constant viscosity coefficients will be given in Appendix B.

Theorem 1.7 (Formulation for the parallel, concentric and radial flows). If the
density function

p=p(x2) in R%, or p(r) in R*\{0}, or p(f) in R*\{0}, with p’ #0,

where (r,0) are polar coordinates in R2, then the velocity vector field u of the sta-
tionary Navier—Stokes equations (1.1) reads correspondingly as

(1.23) u=uy(x2) ey in R%, or rg(r)eq in R*\{0}, or @eT in R\ {0},

1 o o
where e; = <0), er = (J_z); €o = (_726_1>
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Let the external force f =0 in the system (1.1), then the scalar functions ui, g, h
above satisfy the following three ordinary differential equations of second order re-
spectively

O, (W0, u1) = C,
(1.24) O, (prd,g) = —Cr,
ph® + 8p(ndeh) + 4(uh) = C,
where C' € R can be arbitrarily chosen. Correspondingly the stream function
O =d(x2) or D(r) or P(0)
satisfies the following elliptic equations of fourth order respectively
Oy (1103, ®) = 0,

1
3 —_ = —
(1.25) Orr (;u“ BT(T(?T(I))> C,
D90 (19 @) + D (p(09®)? + 4pDp®) = 0.

Remark 1.8. In the case p = p(x2) or p = p(r), the velocity vector field u is related
only to the wiscosity coefficient p (while not p). Under some Dirichlet boundary
conditions the above ODEs (1.24) with given functions p, u can be solved up to a
real constant, and hence there are uncountably many solutions to the corresponding
boundary value problems of the system (1.1).

Proof of Theorem 1.7. We are going to consider the cases p = p(x2), p = p(r) and
p = p(0) separately. We notice that if we take the polar coordinate (r,0) on the
plane R?, with

(x1,22) = (rcosf,rsinh),
then

z1

€9 1 €r . 2
Ve =e€.0, — —0p, Vm = —0y + €g0,., with e, = s |, €8 = R
T T -

Z2
T

T

Case p = p(z2)
If p = p(x2) with p’ # 0, then the equations div (pu) = 0 and divu = 0 imply
that ug = 0 and 9, u; = 0. Thus u; = uy(z2). Hence

(1.26) p(u-V)u=0¢€R? div(u(Su)) = 0, (10s,u1) €1, At = (Duyz,u1)e1.
If f =0, then the system (1.1) reads as

=0z, (U0gyu1) + 0, I\ (0
() = )
The equation 9,,IT = 0 implies IT = II(xz1). Thus there exists a constant C € R
such that
Oy (p0z,u1) = =05, 1T = C.
Case p = p(r)

If p = p(r) with p’ # 0, then the equations div (pu) = 0 and divu = 0 imply that
u-e, = 0 and hence u = g1 (r, 0)ey for some scalar function g;. The incompressibility
divu = 0 then implies (9,91)e, - eg — (0pg1)%¢ - eg = 0, that is, dgg1 = 0. Thus
u=gi(r)eq.

Let
r)

, such that u = rg(r)eg,

g(r) =
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then it is straightforward to calculate

,r,glwlwg g+7°glé 2m112 mgfmf
Vu = r2 5 r2 , Su =Vu + VT’LL = 'f'g/ 22 r2 2 r? )

g-rgF —rgHE o -2
and
Oy (r° pdrg)
. = —rpg? i = I\ rErd;
Lo plu- V= —rpger, div (u(Su)) = LD,
Au = (10prg + 30:9)eg.
If f =0, then the system (1.1) reads as
Or(r® po, 1
(1.28) (—Tp92 + 87«1_1)67« + (—y — ;(%H)ee =0.

Since u = u(r) and g = g(r), we derive from the above equation (1.28) in the
ep-direction that dgII = «(r), where « is a function depending only on r. Then II
has the form II(r,0) = a(r)0 + 5(r), where /5 is a function depending only on r.
The above equation (1.28) in the e,-direction implies that 9, I depends only on r
and hence a(r) = C is a constant, such that

I(r,0) = CO + B(r).
We substitute 9p1I = C' into the equation (1.28) to obtain (1.24),.

Case p = p(0)

If p = p(0) with p’ # 0, then the equations div (pu) = 0 and divu = 0 imply that
u-eg = 0 and hence u = hy(r, 0)e, for some scalar function hy. The incompressibility
divu = 0 then implies

1
Orh1 +—hy = 0.

T
Thus hy(r,0) = @ and u = @er. It is straightforward to calculate
1 — (2% — 23)h — zy22l —2z129h + 23N
rd —2z 290 — 23N (22 — 23)h + 21220 )

1 (=223 — 23)h — 2z120h"  —4xi22h + (23 — 23)N
_ r, 1 1— 23 172 122 1— %

Su=Vu+Viu= ri ( —4xz10h + (23 — 23R 2(2? — 23)h + 2x1220 )

Vu =

and

2
- Ty = —plyer, div (u(su)) = 2L

. Ogoh Ogh

——€er — 2——ey.
PR 3

99 (ph)

r3

er — 2 €y,

r3

(1.29)
Au
Thus the system (1.1) with f = 0 reads as

h2 (99(/Lagh)
(_ =T

9o (ph)

(1.30) + arn) er + (2T—3 - %agn) e = 0.

We derive from the above equation (1.30) in the eg-direction that 9pIl = 2r =29y (uh).
Since p = u(f) and h = h(#), II has the form

I(r,0) = 2r—2(uh) + a(r),
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where « is a function depending only on r. We substitute 0,11 = — =% (uh) + o/(r)
into (1.30) to derive

ph® + O (udph) + 4(uh) = 120 (r),

where the left-hand side depends only on 6 and the right-hand side depends only
on r. Hence there exists C' € R such that (1.24), holds.
O

We have the following irregularity results, as a straightforward consequence from
Theorem 1.7.

Corollary 1.9 (Irregularity results with piecewise-constant viscosity coefficients).
For the parallel, concentric and radial flows formulated in Theorem 1.7 above, if we
assume that the viscosity coefficient

(1.31) p=p(x2), or wu(r), oru(@) is a step function jumping at a € (0, 27),
p, It have positive lower and upper bounds, and that

(1.32)  Op,us € L, (R), or O.g€ L, .(R"), or h and dph € Li,.([0,27))

loc

do not vanish in a neighborhood U, of a,
then
Au= (aﬂﬁzmzul) €1 ¢ Llloc([R2)7

or (rdp-g+ 30r9)eq & L}OC([R2\{O}),

Ogoh Ogh
Ymer —225eo L1, (R2\{0}).

or

In the case of radial flow (p,u) = (p(6), h(re)eT), we also have

0o(pdoh) , ,0s(nh)
T 3

div (pSu) = 3 .

e0 & L, (R2\{0}).
Proof. If the viscosity coefficient u = p(x2) or u(r) or u(f) is a step function with
the jump point at a, then p’ is the delta distribution §, (up to a constant) which
does not belong to L*(U,), with U, a neighborhood of a. The expressions for Au,
div (uSw) in Corollary 1.9 can be found in (1.26), (1.27) and (1.29) above.

We assume by contradiction that

Ay = (azzwzul)el € Llloc([R2)7
or (r0prg+30-g)eq € Llloc([RQ\{O})v

899h 59]7,
767‘ - 27”_360 € Llloc(|R2\{O})7

then by the assumptions (1.32) we have
Ort1 € Wig (R) C Lizo(R),
or d.g € W' (RY) ¢ L (RT),

loc

or h,dgh € Wh1([0,27)) C L2.([0, 2n)).
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Thus by the ODEs (1.24) and the assumption (1.32), in the neighborhood Uy,

_ 1 1
Dot = Bpatin (C = p10zy0,u1) € Lype(Ua),
1 3 1
or 3T,u = % (—C'I" — ,uar(T &«Q)) S Lloc(Ua),
1
or Opp = %(C’ — 4dph — ph® — pdeoh) € Li,o(Uy).

This is a contradiction to (1.31).

Similarly, in the case of radial flow (p,u) = (p(9),
contradiction that

er), if we assume by

P ey & Lo(®\(0)),

then by the ODE (1.24), and the assumptions (1.32) we have
Dp(udgh) = C — duh — ph* € L}, .([0,27)), and hence 0g(uuh) € Li,.([0,27)),

which implies the following which is a contradiction to (1.31):

1
opt = 1(o(pth) — pdsh) € Lige(Ua).

div (uSu) = r—2

0o (11O h)
— €
r3

O

Remark 1.10. It is also straightforward to see that the (first-order) derivative of
PAP = p(Opyuy — Oz, uz),
O 1ys® = Dy,
or Y0z, z, P = — 0y, us,
o7 f1(Ozyuy® — Oy, ®) = p(Ozyur + Osy u2),
or 1(0py 2, @) = p(0r,ur)
is mot always locally integrable for piecewise-constant viscosity coefficients.
We calculate explicitly some solutions to the Navier-Stokes system (1.1) with

piecewise-constant viscosity coefficients in Appendix B, and we will see that they
are indeed of Frolov’s form.

1.4. Further regularity results. In contrast to the irregularity results for the
solutions of the stationary Navier-Stokes system (1.1) with piecewise-constant vis-
cosity coefficients (see Corollary 1.9)

Au & Lioo(R\{0}),  div (uSu) & Lio.(R*\{0}),
we should have some regularity results for the velocity gradient and the divergence-
free part of the viscous term div (pSu)

Vu, Pdiv(puSu),

where P is the Leray-Helmholtz projector. On the whole plane R?, by use of Fourier
transform, any vector-valued tempered distribution v € S&’'(R?;R?) can be decom-
posed into its div-free and curl-free parts separately

v=V1V + Vs,
with V2V, = VEATIVE o =Py, VVa=VA“'V.u=(1-P),
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and the Leray-Helmholtz projector P (as Calderén-Zygmund operator) maps LP(R?; R?)
into itself, for any p € (1,00). We can also define P on LP(£2;R?), 1 < p < oo where

Q is a bounded C' domain and we recall here briefly a possible definition (see

[ ] for more details). Let v € LP(;R?) and let [g : £'(Q) — D'(Q) be
the Newtonian potential operator which acts component-wise on vector fields. We
define the Leray-Helmholtz projector as follows:

(1.33) Pv =v — VdivIg(v) — VV,

where V' € W1P(Q) solves the following Laplacian equation with Neumann bound-
ary condition

AV =0in Q,
%—Z = (v— VdivIlg(v)) - n on 09
By the results in Section 11 in | ], we have the following Helmholtz-decomposition

LP(R?) = Lig, () @ gradW ' 7(Q),

where

LA, o(Q) Ev € LP(R?) |dive = 0, v - nfag = 0},

gradW 2 (Q) LYVV |V e Whr(Q)},

and the orthogonal Leray-Helmholtz projector P : LP(Q) + Lg;, ((€) is bounded
and onto.

In this subsection we always consider the stationary Navier-Stokes system (1.1)
on a bounded C''! domain ©, with zero external force f = 0 (noticing div (pu®u) =
pu - Vu by the density equation div (pu) = 0)

pu - Vu — div(pSu) + VII = 0,
(1.34) . .
divu = 0, div(pu) = 0.

We apply the Leray-Helmholtz projector P to the first equation of the stationary
Navier-Stokes system (1.34) to derive (whenever one side is well-defined)
(1.35) Pdiv (uSu) = P(pu - Vu).

We observe also the following (formal) one-to-one correspondence between L, P
and P div(puSu):

L,® =Vt Pdiv(uSu), Pdiv(uSu)=V+A"'L,®,

where ® denotes the stream function and we calculated straightforward in (1.14)
that
L,®:= (Ozpzy — 6w1w1)(ﬂ(awzwz - 81111)(1)) + 20,2, (u2(91112<1>) =Vt . div (uSu).
The equality L,® = VL - (pu- Vu) will help to derive the regularity results below.

1.4.1. Regularity results. We have the following regularity results under some (par-
tial) regularity assumptions on the viscosity coefficients (e.g. in the case of pieceweise-
constant viscosity coefficients).

Theorem 1.11 (LP-boundedness for Vu and Pdiv (uSwu)). Let 2 be a bounded
CH1 domain. For any weak solution (p,u) € L*>(Q) x H*(Q;R?) to the boundary
value problem of the stationary Navier-Stokes system (1.11) with zero external force
f =0 (e.g. the solutions given in Theorem 1.5), we have

(1.36) Pdiv(uSu) € LP(Q;R?), Vp € (1,2).
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If furthermore the boundary value ug € W1°°(9Q) and the viscosity coeffi-
cient 1 € [ths, pu*], s, ™ > 0 is a variably partially BMO coefficient (e.g. stri-
ated pieceweise-constant viscosity coefficients as in Theorem 1.7), i.e. there exist
Ry € (0,1] and v = v(p, s, n*) € (0,1/20) such that for any x € Q and any
r € (0, min{ Ry, dist(z, 0Q)/2}) there exists a coordinate system (y1,y2) depending
on x and r such that

1 o) = o [ o)
D (Y1, y2) — 5= w(y1,s)ds|dy <,
| B, () B,(x) 2r Yy2—T
then we have
(1.37) Vu € LP(Q;RY) and Pdiv(uSu) € LP(Q;R?), Vp € [2,0).

Proof. By Sobolev embedding and Holder’s inequality, we have for the weak solu-
tions (p,u) € L>=(Q) x H*(£;R?) that

u € L*(Q;R?) for any s € [1, 00),
and hence pu - Vu € LP(Q;R?) for any p € [1,2).

By the LP-estimate for the Leray-Helmholtz projector P and the equality (1.35),
we have (1.36).

Recall the fourth-order elliptic equation (1.15) for the stream function ® (we
assume f = 0)

(1.38) L,® = V" . div(pu® u),

with L, = (0zsazs — Ory21 )1 (Ozozs — Opyzy ) + (203,25 ) 11(204, 2, ). By Sobolev embed-
ding and Hélder’s inequality again, for any solutions (p,u) € L>(Q) x H*(Q;R?)
we have

pu®@u € LP(Q;RY), Vp € [2,00).

For any boundary value uo € Wlf%’p(aﬂ), p € [2,00), we may assume (with an
abuse of notations) ®y € W2P(Q) to be the extension of the boundary value defined
in (1.13) with?

9ol (©) ol 130 -

By the LP-Estimate for the fourth-order elliptic equation with variably partially
BMO coefficient in Theorem 8.6 in | |, we have

[®llw2p () < CD, b 1, Ros |90) ([l 0w @ ull o) + [[Pollwzre))
for all p € [2,00). Thus
® € W*P(Q) and hence u € WHP(Q) C L™®(Q), Vp € [2,00).
Thus (1.37) follows from the equation (1.35). O

Remark 1.12 (Symmetric flows in Theorem 1.7 revisited). Notice that in the
parallel flow case and in the concentric flow case, we have

P div(uSu) = div(uSu),
which is smooth by view of (1.24), (1.26) and (1.27).

2The trace & inverse trace Theorem 1.1 holds also for w € WP and ® € W 2P with p € (1,00),
see for example | , Theorem 2.4.4].
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In the radial flow case p = p(0), we assume that

div(uSu) = Vl(ﬁ) + V(@)a

where a = a(0), B = B(0) are scalar functions depending only on 0. Then by (1.29)
and (1.24),: ph* + (uh') + 4(ph) = C, a and B satisfy

=28 +a' = (uh')
{B’ + 200 = 2(ph),
that 1is,
o +da = 4(uh) + (uh')" = —(ph?),
{ﬁ” +48 = =2(uh’) +2(uh)" = 2(ph? + 4uh — C) + 2(uh)".
We calculate straightforward (in the sense of distribution) that

_ sin(26) cos(20)

0
a= T/o cos(2s)(ph?) (s) ds +

+ C1 sin(29) + Cy COS(29),

0 0
Opar = — cos(26‘)/0 cos(2s)(ph?)'(s) ds — sin(29)/0 sin(2s)(ph?) (s) ds
+ 2C cos(20) — 2C, sin(26),

0
/0 sin(2s)(ph?)'(s) ds

for some real constants C1,Cy € R. It is then easy to see that if ph* € LP([0,27))
then a, Opar € LP([0,27)) and hence

P div(pSu) = Vl(%) = —i—fjeg + af—f‘er e LY (R®\{0}).

loc

However, if u has a jump at the point a, then 8 also has a jump at a, since (formally)
B =2(uh) —2a = 2ph’ + 2u'h — 2. Thus div(pSu) € L} (R*\{0}), which has
been claimed in Corollary 1.9.

1.4.2. Further discussions on the fourth-order elliptic equation. We conclude this
section with some further discussions on the fourth-order elliptic equation (1.15).
If the right-hand of the equation (1.15) simply vanishes, that is,

(1.39) L,® = (Orz2s = Onya ) (Ozpwy — Oy )P + (20012, ) 11(205,2, )P = 0,
then with the function ¥ : R2 — R satisfying

(022 — O11)P _ —2012V
120129 (022 —011)T 7
the complex value function A = ® 4 iV solves the following second-order Beltrami-
type equation
1—
02\, z=ux1 +ixs.
1457 1 2

This description can be compared with the first-order Beltrami equation

A =

1—
0zt = —— 010
(o
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Here w = u + iv is a complex value function, where the real part u satisfies a
second-order elliptic equation of divergence form

(1.40) div(o(z)Va) =0,

and the imaginary part ¢ is related by o(x)Vi = V4. According to | ], on
a bounded domain ©Q C R2, there exists a measurable function o : Q {%, K},
K > 1 such that the solutions @ € H'(2) to the equation (1.40) with the boundary

condition @|pn = 1 satisfies
2K
/ |Va|*-T = oo,
B

for any disk B C §2. That is, & ¢ W1P(Q) for any p > I?—I_(l

Following the convex integration method in | ] (and after personal discus-
sions with Laszlo Szekelyhidi), one can show that there exists a measurable function
p: Qe {4, K}, K > 1 such that the solutions ® € H*() of the equation (1.39)
satisfies

/ V20| %51 = o0,
B

for any disk B C Q. Although it is not clear whether this constructed solution
(p,u) = (b=Y(1), VL ®) solves the stationary Navier-Stokes equation (1.1), we ex-
pect in general that the solutions for (1.1) with only bounded viscosity coefficient
u (without any smoothness assumption)

Vu & LP(Q), for any p > p.,

where p. < oo depends on the deviation | — 1.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.5

In this section we are going to prove Theorem 1.5.

By virtue of Lemma 1.4 and the definitions in Subsection 1.2, in order to prove
(i) in Theorem 1.5, it suffices to show the existence of the weak solutions ® € H?(Q)
of the boundary value problem (1.17)

L,® =V div(pVIe @ V*ie) - V. f

(2.1) p=n(®), p=(bon)(®),
o

Plon = Py, %’asz = &,

where L,, denotes the following fourth-order elliptic operator
L# = (896212 - 81111):u(812962 - 81111) + (281112)u(2811m2)'

Here the functions n € L*(R; [0, p*]), 0 < p*, b € C(R; [ps, *]), 0 < poe < p* and
the data ®y € H2(9Q), &, € H2(9Q), f € H*(Q;R?) are given.

We will first show the solvability of (2.1) on a bounded simply connected C*:1
domain in Subsection 2.1, and then the regularity results in Theorem 1.5 in Sub-
section 2.2.
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2.1. Solvability on the bounded domain. Let (2 be a bounded simply connected
C%' domain on R2.

We first treat the boundary condition ®|gq = @¢ € H? (092) and g—i’ |69 =0, €
Hz(9Q). By the inverse trace Theorem 1.1 and the Whitney’s extension Theorem,
we extend ®( on the whole plane R? (still denoted by ®g) such that %‘09 =

and ®g € H?(R?). We then take a sequence of truncated functions ¢(x; ) near the
boundary 92 and define

(2.2) B (x) = Do ()¢ (;6) € H?(R?).

Here ((x;6) € C§°(R?) is a smooth function, with {(z;) = 1 near 9Q and ((z;9) =
0 if dist(x, 0Q2) > ¢, such that

C(@;0)] <€, [VC(2;0)] < C71, Vo € (0,44],

for some fixed constants C' > 0 and d; > 0. Then
)
oloa = ®olaq, B lo 1

Fix § > 0. If ® € H%(Q) is a weak solution of the elliptic problem (2.1), then

(2.3) e — 0 H2(Q)
satisfies

/QM((522905 — 9119°) (D229 — O11%) + (2312305)(25121/1)) dx

_ INEY NN Las L Sy . 1 ol
o _/Qp(v (@8 + o) © V(@S + %)) : vV wd:c—i—/ﬂf Viyde

- /QN((322‘1’3 — 011 DY) (Doatp — D7) + (2312¢g)(2512¢)) dzx,
with p = n(®f + ¢°) and u = b(p), Vo € Hy (),

and vice versa. We hence search for ¢° € H2((2) satisfying (2.4).
Fix ¢ € H3(2) and set

(2:5) PP =@+ @), A =(bon)(®h+ ).

We take a sequence of mollifiers (0¢). on R?, with 0° = %o (%), o € C5°(R?),
Jg2 0 =1. We define

(2.6) D5 = 0° % By and OY° = 05 (2)((x;0) € H(R?),

such that for any fixed § < 61,

(2.7) )¢ — @Y in H*(R?),

where ® is given in (2.2). We take a sequence of mollifiers (¢f). on R, with
¢° = 1¢(2), ¢ € C°(R), [p¢ = 1. We regularize p°, i°, f (we simply extend f
trivially on the whole plane)

fe=0°xf e L*(R?),
nF=¢"xn € CL(R;[0,p%]), b = ¢ xbe CE(R; [, 17]),
PoE = F (B + @) < p*, 50 = b7 (5%F) € HA(Y [, 1)),
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such that

ff—= fin Hﬁl(Q; |R2)7
2.8 5% 559 and 3% 2 1% in L=(Q) as € — 0.
poe=p pr—a

In the following we are going to find ¢° € HZ(R) satisfying (2.4) in three steps.
In Step 1 we will search for the unique ¢ € HZ(Q) satisfying

/Qﬂ5’5 ((52280 — 0119) (0221 — O110) + (251290)(2512%/1)) dx

= [ (0] — 010 Pazt — 011 + (200200) 2012 ) dr,
Q
Vi € HZ(Q).

This unique solution will be denoted by ¢%¢.
Similarly, let A € [0,1] be a parameter. Then there exists a unique solution
wi’s € H3(Q) satisfying

(2.10)
/Qﬂ(,;\’s ((32280(,;\’5 - 31180(,;\’5)(3221/) — oY) + (2312%76)\’6)(23121/1)) dx

= / PYE(VEADYT + @) @ VEADYT + 937)) : VV b da + A / fe Vi da
Q Q
~d,e d,e d,e d,e
- )\/ ity ((322‘1’0 — 011Py ") (O221) — O11%) + (20129 )(25121/1)) dx,
Q
with [)‘f\’s = ns()\fbg’s + @) and i = bs(ﬁf\’s)v Vi € Hg ().

Notice that (2.9) is (2.10) with A = 1.
In Step 2 we will define the map

T%2:[0,1] x H3(2) 3 (A, @) — 3° € HZ ().

Notice that, if gpf\’s satisfies gpf\’s = T%(\, gpf\’s), then (2.10) can be seen as an
equality for @ := )@g’a + cpi’a,

[ 15 (0rara5 = 00,800 Orarst = D) + (20,15,80)(2011120)) o

(2.11)

= /\/ P5(VEDS @ V4EDS) : VYV da + /\/ f-Viyds, Yy e HE(Q),
Q Q

where p§ = n°(®5), p5 = b°(p5). We observe that @ is independent of §. This
fact is going to be used to show a uniform bound on the sequence (gpf\’s).
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We are going to show that the map 7% has a fixed point with A = 1 (denoted
by ¢%¢) satisfying (2.9) with ¢ = @%¢:

(2.12)

T ((322%75’E — 0119%%)(Daz®) — O119) + (2312905’5)(23121/))) dx
¢

= / PPE (V@Y + 0) @ VH(®) +¢7)) : YV gde + | f°- Vigpda
Q Q

o~

- / #6’8((322‘1)3’6 - 311‘133’5)(3221/1 —011Y) + (2312‘1)875)(2812@) d,
Q
with p%¢ = 77 (80 + ¢>°) and p®° = b°(p%%), Vo € HZ(Q).

To show the existence of the fixed point, we will apply the following Leray-Schauder’s
fixed point theorem, after checking the conditions (LS1), (LS2) and (LS3) one by
one.

Theorem 2.1 (Leray-Schauder’s fixed point theorem, | ). Let B be a Ba-
nach space. If

(LS1) T(0,u) =0, for all u € B,
(LS2) T is a compact map from B x [0,1] to B,
(LS3) The solutions of uw = T'(\,u) for all A € [0,1] are uniformly bounded in B.

Then there exists uw € B such that u=T(1,u).

In Step 3 we will take e — 0 in the sequence {¢>¢} such that the limit (°
satisfies (2.4), and hence ® = ®J + ¢? solves the boundary value problem (2.1) on
the bounded domain €.

Step 1 Unique solvability of (2.9).
Let ¢ € HZ(Q) be given. We are going to search for p € HZ(Q) satisfying (2.9)
under the following assumptions on the given functions:
(2.13)
P = (@ + @) < pfy BT E ], ByT € HARY),  fT € HH(RY).

For notational simplicity we do not indicate the upper indices §, ¢ explicitly in this
step.
We define the inner product (-, -) on the Hilbert space HZ(2;R) as follows:

def

(o) [ ((Ora = 001)Oux — B1av) + (2002)20120)) o

Then the corresponding norm (-,-) is equivalent to the H2-norm on HZ(€2). In-
deed,

pa < (o, ) = / ﬂ((amsﬁ —0np)® + (231280)2) dx < p*a,
Q

where

ad:Cf/ ((62250 — 61150)2 + (2612(,0)2) d,T 2 0.
Q
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By integration by parts and approximation arguments, for ¢ € HZ(Q) there holds
a= / ((31190)2 + (D229)” — 2011902200 + (231290)2) dx
Q

= /{2((31190)2 + (9220)? + 23119032290) dr = /9(51190 + 020)? d = || Ap|1 72 -

Thus
1
(2.14) \/M*”A(PHL?(Q) <{p,p)? < VM*HASDHL?(Q),
and hence by virtue of the equivalence of the norms [|A - |z2() ~ || - [ m2() on

HZ(Q), we have the equivalence of the norms

(37~ |-z, on HA(Q).

Notice that the left-hand side of (2.9) reads as (p, ). We are going to show that
the right-hand side of (2.9) is a linear functional on HZ ()

(),

which by Lax-Milgram theorem defines a unique element (denoted by Ayp) in HZ(£2)
such that

W(¢) = (Ap,¥).

Then we will verify the conditions (LS1), (LS2) and (LS3) in Leray-Schauder’s fixed
point Theorem 2.1 for the map

aA :[0,1] x HZ(Q) — HZ(Q),
to show the existence of the unique solution for the equation

o =Ap

and hence (2.9).
Definition of the operator A. By virtue of (2.13), the right-hand side of (2.9)
depends linearly on 1 and can be bounded by

(" 1120 + Bl B0 + Pllwrs + 1 Fll -1 + 81" | @022 ) 1462

<" + "+ D)(I1%oll gz + 1@z + [ fllr-1) (1 + 1 Roll = + llpll rr2) [ e,

for some constant C' > 0. Here we used the Sobolev’s inequality
91 < Cligllai@y, Vg€ H(Q).

Hence the right-hand side of (2.9) defines a linear functional I(1)) on HZ(2), which
defines correspondingly by Lax-Milgram theorem an element (denoted by Ap) such

that 1() = (Ap, ).
Verification of Condition (LS1). If o = 0, then the map oA = 0 trivially.
Verification of Condition (LS2). In order to show the compactness of the

operator aA, we take a weak convergent sequence (ay,@,) C [0,1] x HZ(Q2). By
virtue of the compact embedding HZ(Q2) — W14(Q), there exists a subsequence
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(still denoted by (au,, ,)) converging strongly in [0,1] x W14(Q2), and hence
lanApy — amApm|lgz < sup (|0‘n<A80n — Apm, )| + (an — O‘m><A<Pmﬂ/)>|)

1ol 2 =1
sup ‘/ H( @0+ @) @V (9n — om)) 1 YV dx‘
HﬂJHHz 1'Ja

+ |an _04m|H14~90m”H2
< C(”S"ﬂ - (Pm”le‘l + |04m - an')

x (" 1@ + @llwra (L + lemllwa) + [ fllz— + 5[ @oll 2)
— 0 as n,m — oo.

Verification of Condition (LS3). The solutions of ¢ = aAg are uniformly
bounded in H3(Q). Indeed, if ¢ = aAp € H3(R), then (p, 1) = a(Ap, ) = al()
for any ¢ € H2(Q), and in particular when ¢ = ¢,

(p,0) = a/ p(VE (Do + @) ®VL(<I>0 +¥)): VVJ‘godx—i—a/ f-Vipds
Q Q

- 04/ ﬂ((522‘1>0 — 01190) (D220 — O119p) + (2512‘1’0)(2312%0)) dx
Q

Notice the equality

/ﬁ(VJ‘(@()—I—@)@VL@):VVLgadx:/ﬁVJ‘(fl)0+¢)~VVJ‘<p-VL<pda:
Q Q

1
(2.15) =3 /Q div (V4 (@0 + @) [V ¢l? de = 0,

where we used p = n(®g + @) in the last equality. We hence derive from (p, p) =
al(p) above and || gLy < Cllgll a1 (o) that

(2.16) (¢, ) < Calp” + 1+ u") ([ Poll 2 + 141 2 + [ fllr-1) (1 + | Poll 2 ) o 2.

Since the norm (-, -}z > \/fix||A - || 2(q is equivalent to || - || g2(q) on H3(S), there
is a uniform bound for all ¢ € HZ(Q2) such that p = a Ay, a € [0,1]:

(217)  llelmz < Cug* (0" + 14 1) (IPollzrz + 1@l 2 + Ifllrr-2) (1 + [ ®ollr2).

By Leray-Schauder’s Theorem 2.1, there exists a solution of ¢ = Ay in HZ(1).
This solution solves (2.9): (p, %) = (Ap,¥) = () for all ¢ € HZ(2). This solution
is unique. Indeed, if there exist two solutions 1,2 € H3(Q) of (2.9), then their
difference ¢ = @1 — @2 € HZ(Q) satisfies

(o) = / L@y + @) - VY-V, Ve e HAQ).

Take ¥ = ¢, then by the calculation in (2.15) the right-hand side above vanishes
and hence ¢ =0, i.e., Y1 = V2.

Step 2 Solvability of (2.12).
By the procedure in Step 1 above, we can solve (2.10) uniquely for any A € [0, 1],
and we denote this unique solution satisfying (2.10) by gp‘;’g.

We are going to check the conditions (LS1), (LS2) and (LS3) for the map 77 :
N, Q) — gpf\’s, in order to show the existence of the fixed point of T%¢ with A = 1
by the Leray-Schauder fixed point Theorem 2.1.
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Verification of Condition (LS1). Let A = 0 in (2.10) and let wg’s satisfy
@0 = T%¢(0,5). We take ¢ = ¢ in (2.10), which implies
5
[A¢g°]lL> = 0.
Since ¢ € H2(Q), ¢3¢ = 0.
Verification of Condition (LS2). The map
7% :10,1] x H2() 3 (A, @) — o3 € HZ(Q)

is compact, where cpi’a is the solution of (2.10), under the following assumptions
on the regularized data:

o) € HY(R?), B =n"(\0y°+¢) <p', A € HX(Q), f°e LX(RY).

Indeed, let (A, $n) be a bounded sequence in [0, 1] x HZ(2). Then there exists
a subsequence (still denote by (A, @r)), such that

A = An] =0,  ||@m — @nllwia — 0, as m,n — co.

We denote ¢ = T (\,, &n), 75° = 7A@ + @) and il = b°(30¢). We
take the difference between (2.10) with (A, @m) and (2.10) with (A, @p). Let
=@ =) — p°, then (noticing (2.15) again and || - |z~ (@) < II - [lwra()

(2.18)
IA(PR — o)l
< C N’* ‘/ - lf/n 82290171 - 311<Pm )(822§0 - 8119&6' ) (2812§0m )(281290 )) dll?’

+ [ | (V@57 Gm) © V(@37 4 907) : VYR da|

| [ A = T O+ 50) © V- B+ 600) 1 VY

+ ‘/ MBS (Vo = M) 0G) © V@ +607)) - VY05 da|

* ‘/ MBS (V@ = $0) @ V- (A @)+ 900)) : V96 da

- \/ WP (TH OB o+ ) © V4 (O = Mn)23) : V65 de

+ \ / — fin®) 822% — D11 Py ) (D22p™ — I19™°) + (2012q>g’6)(2012¢6»6)) de

SO e, ) ([ Am = Al + 1@m = Gnllwr.a) (1 + [16°(0°) [lwreo + 0" [lwr.0)
X (L+1A¢n [l + 1AR° (| 2) (1 + €6 lwra + [@mllwia + |@nllwa)
X (L+ 195 lwrs + lom llw.a) 1 AG7]| 2,

Notice that, since {¢,, } is uniformly bounded in H?, the uniform bound of {||Ap%e|| 2}
can be derived similarly to (2.17). Hence, the following strong convergence holds

IA(PY = op) iz < ClI@m = Gullwis + [Am = Anl) = 0 as m, n — oo,
The map T%¢ : (A, p) — gpf\’s is compact.

Verification of Condition (LS3). Let wi’s denote the fixed point of ¢ =
T%¢(), ) satisfying (2.10). We are going to derive a uniform bound on ||<p5/\’5||H2 by
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a contradiction argument. Suppose by contradiction that there exists a subsequence
(cpi’j) C (%) such that
d,e
o3 2 — oo

Then we drive from (2.10) with ¢ = goi’: that (noticing again the equality (2.15))

s, . s, 5, s,
| A3 < Clp", sy )((Il%sllﬂz - + 120" =)l 2

n n

(2.19) + / JNYARCIE VA VAL VAt i dx),
Q

S,e
Let us denote gf\f = 2w , then we drive from the above inequality that

- 5
193 12

< O(p*hu’*v,u*’ ||(I)0||H2a ||f||H*1

T dx.
||<%7>\1n||H2

) +C/ ‘ngﬁf L VVEgE - vEheg©
Q

Since || gif” 2 = 1, there exist subsequences (still denoted by (g‘j\f)) such that
9" —gf in H3(Q), g3° — g% in WHH(Q).
Here the limit g does not depend on §. Indeed, notice that the J-independent

function ®5 = AB)° + gpf\’s = )\fbg,’s + gpf\l’s satisfies (2.11). Then ||80(j\:ls||H2 — 00,
and

o, 5, 5, 6’
P N ARG — A T
m oy = hm 7.
ol lm e lox a2
3, d,
%: s %: _ e

nl—>nolo 8 e - n—)nolo d,e
[Pl 1028 oy, Il

Then taking n — oo in the above inequality we arrive at
1< C/’ng@vvlgs-vL@gvs da.
Q

Recall the definition of fIJg’E in (2.6) and the regularisation (2.7), such that
(2.20) [VE057] < [VH(@F()¢(x;0))] < C(671 |G| + VD).
Hence with Q% denoting the boundary strip of width &, we derive from the above
inequality that
1< C/ |Vigs - YV | (071 @5| + [VEF)) da

(o
2.21 _
221) < C57 Vg laa(00) | 9207 o) |19 2

+ ClIVg [l L) V29 [l 200y [ VOl Lo 29

Since by Poincaré’s inequality and g € HZ(2) we have
(2.22) V¥l 25y < COlIVZ6° | 2(s),
the above inequality yields

1< C||V295||2L2(Qé)||‘1’0||H2(96),
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where the right-hand side tends to 0 as 6 — 0. This is a contradiction. Thus there
is a constant C independent on A such that
X2 () < C.

By Leray-Schauder’s fixed point theorem, the map 7%(1,-) has a fixed point
©%¢ satisfying (2.12).
Step 3 Passing to the limit ¢ — 0.
Let (%) € HZ(2) be the solution of (2.12) given in Step 2. We can follow exactly
the contradiction argument in Step 2 to show the uniform bound

6% 2y < C,

where C' is independent of € (by taking the subsequence ¢**» whose norms tend to
infinity by contradiction).
Hence there exists a subsequence (still denoted by ¢?¢) such that

@5’5 — cp‘S in W1’4(Q).
Thus up to a subsequence ®3° 4 %= — B + ¢° in L>(Q) and
s, ey K0
pPe =1 (857 + %) = p° = (@G + ¢°),
S =0b%(p>°) 2’ =b(p®) in L®(Q), ase—0.

Similar to (2.18), we take the difference between (2.12)° and (2.12)° to derive

the inequality for (% = % — @575/

(2.23)

[N

< C ‘/ (522<P — O119"%) (0229 — O ™) + (2312<P6’6)(2912¢6'6)) dw‘

| [0 = PTG + ) @ V(@) + ) TV s
Q
- (HV(@‘S’E - 906’5 =05 = el V@ + s + 1 = £ = ) 167

+ ‘ / (822<I>0 9108 (929 — 011p"%) + (2%@3@)(20@5»6)) de.
Therefore by view of the above convergence results
<p5’5 — <p5 in HQ(Q)
Finally we take ¢ — 0 in (2.12), then the limit ¢? satisfies (2.4). Hence ® = ¢ 4+ ®9
is a weak solution of (2.1).

2.2. More regularity results. In this subsection we prove the regularity results
in Theorem 1.5 in the cases when 7 is continuous and when 7 € Cf, k > 2, respec-
tively.

Case when 7 is continuous

If Q is a connected C2'-domain, &y € H?(99) and ®; € H2(9NQ), then we can
extend the function ®y to the whole plane (still denoted by @) such that &g €
H3(R?) with compact support and 22o 52 |on = ®1. Since the weak solution obtained
in Subsection 2.1 satisfies ® € H%(Q ) C C*(2), Ya € (0,1), then

p=n(®) and u = b(p) € Cp(92),
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if ) is continuous. Since f € L?(Q;R?) and H(Q) — LP(Q), Vp € [2,00), we
can rewrite the elliptic equation (2.1) as the fourth-order elliptic equation for ¢ =
O — Dy € HZ(Q):

Lup =Vt -div(pVr® @ V) — V. f — L,(®).

By the L? estimate for the above fourth-order elliptic equation in Theorem 8.6 in
[ ], we have ¢ € WZP(Q) and hence ® = &y + p € W22(Q) for all finite p.

Case when 7 € C{f, k>2

If Q is a connected C**11 domain and we assume the boundary condition ®, €
H¥3(09), ®; € H*"2(99Q), then the above extended function ®, € H*2(R?) c
WkhtLP(R2), ¥p > 2 with compact support and 851;0 log = ®1. We assume also
smoothness in the data n,b € CF and f € H**(Q) for k > 2.

As ® € W2P(Q) is proved in the case when 7 is continuous, we first prove that
® € W3P(Q) under the assumptions &y € H*(R?) — W3P(Q), f € H'(R?) —
LP(Q) and n,b € C7. We rewrite the elliptic equation (2.1) as follows:

Ao =pt (—((322 — 01)p) ((Ba2 — 911) ) — ((2012) 1) ((2012)¢0)
— 2(0op1) (D222 — D112)p) + 2(01 1) (D122 — Dr11)p)
— 2(0111)(20122) — 2(02p)(20112) ¢ — Ly (Do)

v f v div(pVie e v%)),

(2.24)

where ¢ = & — &y € HZ(2) N W2P(Q). Notice that p = n(®) and p = (b on)(®)
belong to W2P(Q) for any p € (2,00). Then for any fixed ¢ € W, %(Q), 1 < ¢ < 2
we have

Viuy € LUQ), Vpy € Wy'(Q),
PV e WHI(Q), Tty e W (),
and hence the righthand side of (2.24) is in W14 (Q), the dual space of W, 4(Q).
Therefore by (2.24), ¢ € W3P(Q) for all p € (2,00) and the same holds for ® =
Dy + .
We assume inductively n,b € CF and ® € WFP(Q), for k > 3, Vp € (2,00),
then p = n(®), u = b(p) and ¢ belong to W*P(Q) for any p € (2,00). Thus the

righthand side of (2.24) belongs to W*=3P(Q), and hence ¢ € W*T1:P(Q), which
implies ® = @y + p € WrHLP(Q).
APPENDIX A. THE EXTERIOR DOMAIN AND THE WHOLE PLANE CASES
In this section we consider the Navier—Stokes system (1.11)
A1) { div(pu ® u) — div(uSu) + VII = f,
divu = 0, div(pu) = 0,

where p = b(p), on an exterior domain or on the whole plane respectively. As in
the bounded domain case, we will search for solutions of Frolov’s form (p,u) =
(n(®), V1L ®), and it reduces to the study of the elliptic equation (1.17)

(A.2) L,®=—-V*. f+ V. div(pV'e e Vo),
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where
LM = (6I212 - 81111)/'1’(812132 - 81111) + (281112)N(2811I2)'

Let Q be an exterior domain or the whole plane. We first define the functional
spaces we are going to use

D*(Q) == H*(Q) N (Nu>1 H* (2N BL(0)), k=1,2,

where By, (0) denotes the disk centered at 0 with radius n and the homogeneous
Sobolev space H*(Q), k € N is defined as

H*(Q) = {g € Lioo(®) : 8°g € L*(2), |a| = k}.
We define the corresponding weak solutions as follows.

Definition A.1. (i) (Weak solutions of the Navier—Stokes equations on an ex-
terior domain). Let Q C R? be the exterior domain of a bounded simply
connected C1 set. We say that a pair (p,u) € L>(Q;[0,00)) x D (;R?) is
a weak solution of the boundary value problem (A.1) with the boundary value
ug € H2(0Q;R?) and f € HY(Q;R?), if divu = 0, div(pu) = 0 hold in Q
in the distribution sense, ug = ulaq is the trace of u on 9Q and the integral
identity

(A.3) 1/,uSu:Svdx:/p(u®u):Vvd3:—|—/f-vda:,
2 Q Q Q

holds for all v € C°(Q; R?) with divv = 0 and compact support.

(i) (Weak solutions of the elliptic equation on an exterior domain). Let  C
R? be the exterior domain of a bounded simply connected C1! set. Let n €
L>*(R;[0,00)) and b € C(R; [u«, 1u*]) be two given functions. We say that
® € D?(R) is a weak solution of the boundary value problem (A.2) with
the boundary values ® € H2(0Q), &, € H2(09), and f € H (% R2), if

Dy = P|pq and &1 = g_i‘aﬂ in the trace sense and the identity (1.21):

[ 1(@rs2® = 0212, 8) s = 0ui ) + (20112, 0) (201,20 ) d
(A.4) @

= f-vlwdwr/p(vi<1>®viq>):vvwdx,
Q Q

holds true for all ¥ € C°(4; R) with compact support.

(iii) (Weak solutions on R?). We define the weak solutions of the equations (A.1)
(resp. (A.2)) on R? as in (i) (resp. in (ii)) above without any boundary
condition.

We have the following existence results on the exterior domains or on the whole
plane, which will be proved in Subsection A.1 and Subsection A.2 below respectively.

Theorem A.2. Let n € L*(R;[0,00)), b € C(R; [tts, £*])), pou, p* > 0 be given.

(i) (The exterior domain case). Let Q C R? be the exterior domain of a bounded
simply connected C11 set. Let f = div F with F € L?(Q;R? x R?) be given.
Then for any ® € H?(8Q) and ®1 € Hz(8Q), there exists at least one weak
solution ® € D?(Y) of the boundary value problem (A.1).
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Let Cy € R and ug € H=(09Q;R2) satisfy the zero fluz condition Joq 1o -
nds = 0. If &y € H2(3Q) and &, € H2(0Q) and ® € D(Q) is a weak
solution of (A.2) given above, then the pair of Frolov’s form (1.19)

(p,u) = (n(®), V@)

is a weak solution of the boundary value problem (A.1) with u € D*(Q;R?).

(ii) (The whole plane case). Let Q = R? and D C Q be a bounded subset of positive
Lebesgue measure. Let f = div F, where F' € L?(R?;R? x R?). Then for any
fized vector d € R?, there erists at least one weak solution ® € D*(R?) of the
elliptic equation (A.2) on R?, such that u = V+® € DY(R%R?) is a weak
solution of the equation (A.1) on R? and Ws(p) Jpu=d.

Remark A.3 (Asymptotic behaviours on unbounded domains). If Q is an un-
bounded domain, we denote the asymptotic behavior of the solutions u at infinity
by Uoo

lim w(2) = too, Uso € RZ

|z|— 00

The existence result in Theorem A.2 does not give the information of us. On the
other side, we don’t know the existence of decaying solutions of the Nawvier-Stokes
system (A.1) on the exterior domain or the whole plane.

These problems are still not clear even for the classical Navier—Stokes equations
(1.5)

(A5) { div(u ® u) — vAu + VII = f,

divu = 0,

for the two-dimensional case. In the three-dimensional case, thanks to the Hardy
imequality

U — Uso

(A.6)

< C||Vullr2), Q@ CR?,
|| L2(Q)

one has u—us € L(Q) and one can show the existence of the weak solutions with
certain limit at large distance. However, the Hardy inequality (A.6) does not hold
for the two dimensional case, which brings more difficulties to study the asymptotic
behaviours (the limit of u at large distance is hard to be determined if u is only
in H'(R?)). There are some partial results in the two-dimensional case: The solv-
ability of (A.5) on the exterior domain with the restriction us = 0 (under some
symmetric assumptions) was established in e.g. [ ; J. There are also
some works considering the asymptotic behaviors of the (general) weak solutions:
Gilbarg and Weinberger [ ; | showed that the weak solutions of (A.5)
satisfy lim, o0 fo% lu(r,0)>do = oo or lim, o0 fo% lu(r,0) — u|?>dd = 0 for some
u € R%, and J. Amick discussed the relation between us, and @ in [ /.

Galdi [ | showed the non uniqueness of the solutions to the classic Navier—
Stokes equation (A.5) with certain boundary condition ug and us = 0. Hence the
weak solutions of the system (A.1) are also not unique, at least in the case without
any smallness or symmetric assumptions.
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A.1. The exterior domain case. In this subsection we prove (i) in Theorem A.2.
We are going to show the existence of the weak solutions to the boundary value
problem of the elliptic system (A.2) on the exterior domain of a simply connected
Chl-set €, by an approximation argument. Then the existence of the weak solutions
of Frolov’s form of the boundary value problem for the Navier—Stokes equations
(A.1) follows immediately.

Let N € Nsuch that Q¢ C By(0) = {z € R?||z| < N}. Let Q, = QNBn4,(0) C
R?, then {Q,} is a monotonically increasing sequence which has the exterior domain
Q) as its limit. By the solvability result in Theorem 1.5 (¢), for any given n €
L®(R;[0,0)), b € C(R; [ps, 11*]), 0 < pse < p*, and f = div F € H~1(;R?), there
exists a weak solution ®,, € H?((2,) of the boundary value problem (A.2) on Q,
with the boundary condition ®,,|sq = @ € H3 (09), ag;n log = ®1 € H? (09), and
CnloByin(0) = 65%|BBN+71(0) = 0. According to the proof of Theorem 1.5 (i) in
Subsection 2.1, for any fixed small enough ¢ > 0, we can write

®,, = @0 + @Y, with ¢ € HZ(RQ,) satisfying (2.4),

and ®Y(z) = ®o(z)((x;6) is defined in (2.2). We extend ¢S from ,, to by simply
taking ¢9 o\, = 0 (still denoted by ¢3).
We are going to show that ||¢? || f2(Q) 18 uniformly bounded. We take ¢ = 9 in

the equation (2.4) for ¢, to derive
/ %((322%02 — 0119))? + (2012¢9)?) dw
Q

— [ (@4 ) 0 VH @] 4 2 VY do - [ FoVTL s
Q Q

- / Mn((azz‘l’g — 011®)) (D229, — D119) + (2312‘1’3)(2312902)) dx,
Q

where p,, = 9(®,) = n(pS + ®3) and u, = b(p,). Similarly as in the derivation of
(2.19), we have

1A 1720y < C(p*,u*,u*)((l@gll% 1 Fllzz + 195]|2) | A0 | 220

(A.7)
+/ YR VARV vAvaRPUNE v X d:c).
Q

By the Riesz inequality (cf. | ), we have [[A)IL2) ~ (199l 1720y We are
going to follow exactly the contradiction argument in Step 3 in Subsection 2.1 to
show the uniform boundedness of || || Fr2(q) and hence we will just sketch the proof
and emphasize the difference for the exterior domain case. Suppose by contradiction
that there exists a subsequence (¢} ) C (3) such that

||A<Pin||L2(Q) — 00, as k, — oo.

s
Denote g = Mi%, then [|[Agp [I120) = 1, tr(g) )loa = 0 and there exist a

subsequence (still denoted by (g) )) and g € H?(Q) with tr(g)|sq = 0 such that
gh, —gin H*(Q), as k, — .

Here the limit function ¢ does not depend on §. Recall that Q7 is the boundary
strip of width §. By Poincaré’s inequality we obtain g,‘zn las — glos in H2(Q°) and
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by Sobolev embedding g3 |os — glos in WH4(Q?). We take k, — oo in (A.7) to
derive that

1<C | |Vt -VVig Vidd|de.

Qs
By using the same estimates (2.20)-(2.21)-(2.22) we arrive at
1< C||Ag||%2(95)||<1>0||H2,

where the right-hand side tends to 0 as 6 — 0. This is a contradiction. Hence there
exists a constant C independent of n such that

||<PZ||H2(Q) <C
Then there exists a subsequence (still denote by (¢?)) converging weakly to a limit
©® in H?(), with tr |sa(¢?) = 0. Let
® =)+,
then @,, = &)+ ¢S — @ in H?(Q). By Poincaré’s inequality and a Cantor diagonal
argument, there exists a subsequence (still denoted by (®,,)) such that
®,, — @ ae. in Qand p, = p=n(P), pn—b(p) = pin L=(Q) as n — oc.

We are going to show that ® is a weak solution of the equation (A.2) on the
exterior domain €. Fix a test function ¢ € C°(2) with compact support. Then
there exists a ball containing Q¢ USupp(¢) and without loss of generality we suppose
it to be B1(0). Let V = B1(0)N(, then, we are going to show, up to a subsequence,

03— ¥ in H(V).
Indeed, we take a smooth cutoff function x with x = 1 on B;(0) and x = 0 outside
Bs(0). We take the difference between the equation (2.4) for ¢° and the equation

(2.4) for 9, and then take ¥ = x5, ., ©5 ,, = ¥ — @5, in (2.4). We arrive at the
following inequality similar as (2.23)

/ fn ((322 — 011) @, m (822 — O11) (XPhm) + 2312(<Pfl,m)2312(x<ﬁi,m))
B5(0)NQ

<

[ = ) (02 = 01068002 = 000) (9hm) + 20022002 (x5 m) ) ]
B5(0)NQ
+ \ / (anL@n @V P, — p V&, ® VL%) VY (X m) da

B5(0)NQ

[ = ) (@2 = 008022 — 1) () + (201208)2010 ) |
B2 (0)NQ2

The left-hand side above is bigger than
2 2
/V,Un(((a22 - 311)<sz,m) + (2812(<Pf1,m)) )
- ‘/ P ((322 = 011)@), 1 (D22 = 011)X)0, 1 + 2(02xD2D, 1y — O1XO10, 1)
B2(0)\B1(0)

+ 201295, 1, (2(012X) 90, 1y + 201020, + 232)(31%02%)) ‘
As up to a subsequence we may assume

¢ m = 0in H'(B2(0)NQ), @, — @y, — 0 in WH*(B2(0) N Q) as n,m — oo,
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we hence have 9, — 0 in H*(V). Therefore ®,, — ® in H*(V), and the limit ®
(together with the limits p, 1) satisfies the integral equality (A.4). As ¢ € C°(Q)
has been chosen arbitrarily, ® € D?(Q2) is a weak solution of equation (A.2) on Q
satisfying the boundary condition ®|sq = By € H?2(99), g—:bg =&, € Hz(99)
in the trace sense.

A.2. The whole plane case. In this subsection, we will follow the idea in | ]
to prove (i) in Theorem A.2. We will denote §,, = m Jp- We take a bounded

simply connected C'*'-domain U D D and we make an Ansatz
u=d+ w— w,

where w € Hj(U;R?), divw = 0 and w = f, w € R? is a constant vector. In other
words, if ¢ is the stream function of w, then

u=V=id,

where we take

<I>=go+(d—w)-<x2>+0, w:][VLgoelRQ
D

—I

with any fixed constant C' € R. We can typically choose

c=0C, ::—][Dgadx—]i(d—m)- <_le) dz,

such that f,, ® = 0.
We then search for p € H3(U) satisfying

/UM((azst — 011¢) (022t — 0110) + (251290)(25121/1)) dx

:/p(vlq)@vl@):vviwdx—/F-vviwdx, Vi € Ha(U;R),
U U

where ® = o+ (d — f, Vo) - < I; > +Cy, p=n(®) and p = b(p). Following the
-

proof lines in Subsection 2.1, such ¢ exists, and hence there exists w € H&(U; R?)
satisfying
(A.8)

1/uS’w:S’vdgc:/p(w—l—d—][w)@(w—i—d—][w):Vvdgc—/F-Vvdac
2 Ju U D D U

for any v € Hg(U;R?) with dive = 0. By taking v = w in (A.8), the first integral
on the righthand side vanishes (since div (p(w + d — f,, w)) = 0), and we obtain

Then we arrive at a distribution solution ® = ¢ + (d — fD Vip) - (:21) + C,,

with ¢ € HZ(U) of the elliptic equation (A.2) on the bounded domain U, which
satisfies f, ® = 0. Hence (p,u) = (n(®),V+®) = (n(®),w + d — f,, w) with
w = Vty € HY(U) is a distribution solution of the system (A.1) on the bounded
domain U, which satisfies f,, u = d.
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As in Subsection A.1, we take the approximation argument to show the existence
of the weak solutions on the whole plane R?. Indeed, if we take U = B,,(0) D D in
the above, then we have arrived at a distribution solution

B, = @p + (d — W) - <_le> +C,,,

with ¢, € H3(B,(0)) and W, = f;, V=, € R%, of (A.2) in B,,(0) with f,, ®,, =0,
and hence a distribution solution

with wy, = Ve, € H}(B,(0); R?), of (A.1) in B, (0) with f, u, = d. We extend
wy, trivially to R? (that is, we simply take w,, = 0 outside B,,(0)) and take ®,, =

(d—w,) - ( I; ) + C,, and u,, = d — W, outside B,,(0), respectively. Let
—Z1

Ty, = Wy, — Wy, With ][ T =0,
D

then u,, = d + 7, with
all 1 ey = i ey < CltF 2.

Let v € C°(R?%*R?) with dive = 0 be any test function, then there exists
N € N such that Supp(v) UD C By(0). By the above uniform bound on (7,)
and Poincaré’s inequality, there exists a subsequence (still denoted by (7,)) such
that 7, — 7 in H'(R?) as n — oo, and in H'(By(0)). Thus {u,} is uniformly
bounded in H'(By(0)) and u,, — u =7+ d in H'(By(0)). Since f,, ®, = 0, by
Poincaré inequality again, {®,} is uniformly bounded in H?(By(0)), and up to a
subsequence ®,, = ® in H?(By(0)), with V+® = v and f,, ® = 0. Thus &, — ® in
W4(By(0)) € CY2(By(0)), and pn, = n(®,) = p = 17(®), i = b(pn) = 1 = b(p)
in L>°(By(0)). Exactly as the end of Subsection A.1, u,, — u in H'(Bx(0)). Thus
the limits u, p, p satisfy the integral equality (A.3) for the given test function v,
and hence u € D*(R?*;R?) with f, u = d is a weak solution of the Navier-Stokes
equation (A.1) on R?. Correspondingly ® € D?(R?) is a weak solution of the elliptic
equation (A.4) on R

APPENDIX B. EXPLICIT SYMMETRIC SOLUTIONS WITH PIECEWISE-CONSTANT
VISCOSITY COEFFICIENTS

In this section, we will give explicit examples of solutions with piecewise-constant
viscosity coefficients of the Navier—Stokes equations

B1 div(pu ® u) — div(pSu) + VII = 0,
(B-1) divu = 0, div(pu) = 0.

Those examples are the parallel, concentric and radial flows in Theorem 1.7, where
the density functions have the forms

p = plx2) in K%, p(r) in R*\{0}, and p(¢) in R*\{0},

and the corresponding velocity fields have the forms

u=1ui(z2)e; in R?,  rg(r) ey in R*\{0}, and o) e, in R*\{0}.
T
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The functions u, g, h solve the following ODEs
Oy (HOz,u1) = C,
(B.2) O (ur30.g) = —Cr,
ph® + g (1uph) + 4(uh) = C,

where C' € R can be any real number. We assume that u = b(p) depends strictly
monotone on p.

Examples of parallel flows
If (p,u) = (p(z2), ui(zs)er) (not necessarily p’ # 0) solves the system (B.1),
then u satisfies (B.2);: Op, (10z,u1) = C € R. In particular, with the following
viscosity coefficient u
p=p(r2) = 212,50y + Liz,<o}
we have for some constant C; € R that

C C
Ot = uy'(z2) €1 = ((51‘2 + 71)]1{m>0} + (Caz + 01)]1{@50})617

and hence
C C
uy(2) = 51{12>0} + Clyz, <0y — 7150(562)-

There exists a real constant Cy € R such that u € H! (R?) reads as

C C C
(B3) u = ((thg + 71I2 =+ 02)]].{12>0} + (55E§ + Cixa + 02)1{12@})61-

If we consider the Couette flow on the strip R x [—1, 1] with the boundary conditions
(B.4) UlRx (21} = ax €1 € R?,
then there hold only two equations for the three constants C, Cy, Cy
C=4(a_ —ay)+6C;, Cy=2ay —a_—2Cy, Ci€eR.
Hence there are uncountably many solutions with the density function
(B.5) p(w2) = b~ (2)Lgay 50y + 07 (D) 1iz, <0y,
and the velocity vector field (B.3) to the boundary value problem (B.1)-(B.4). ?

It is easy to see that if a; < a_ < 2ay and 0 < C; < 2“*%, then C,Cy > 0

and wuq(z2) > 0 for z2 € [—1,1]. Hence 9,,® = u1 > 0 and there exists a constant
C3 € R such that the stream function

C C C C
P = (Exg + leg + Comy + C3)L{zy50) + (Exg 1 71;133 + Cows + Cs) Lz, <oy
is a strictly increasing function from [—1,1] to [®_, ], where
D —<I>(—1)—§C —l—C—éa —i—la ¢ —<I>(1)——§C +C: —i—éa —Ea
- = =341 3730+ T30, P4 = =34 3+ 30+ — 30—

Then the pair (B.5)-(B.3) is a solution of the system (B.1) in the Frolov’s form
(p,u) = (1(®), V) with

b=1(2) ify € (C, 0y,
n(y)={ b-1(1) ifze [qi,CZ]-

3For the homogeneous flow p = 1, the velocity vector field in the form of wi(z2)e1 reads as
a+7a,,

U:(%Z%+Clm2+02)el with C = 5 ,%4—02:#.
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Examples of concentric flows

If (p,u) = (p(r), rg(r)es) (not necessarily p’ # 0) solves the system (B.1) with
f =0, then u satisfies (B.2),: 9,(ur®d,g) = —Cr. In particular, with the following
viscosity coefficient

p=p(r) =2L10cr<1y + L1y,
we have for some real constant C; € R that

C,2
9240 1 01 c1 1
Org = s (_Z;+7r_3)1{0<r<1}+(_5;+Olr_3)]l{r21}a C.Cy eR
There exists a constant Co € R such that (for u € HL_(R?\{0}))
(B.6)
Cy,1

C C
g(r) = (—ZIHT— I(_ —1)+C2)]l{o<r<1}+ (—Elnr—

r2

o1
5 (5 =D +C2) 1z

2
If we consider the concentric flow on the annulus {z € R?| § < |z| < 2} and suppose
the boundary conditions

1
(B.7) ul(allal=1} = 59-%6l(allal=1}>  Uliallal=2} = 29+€6l(allal=2}
then
32\ " 9 1,9
C= ( 1 ) (gCl—ng—i—g_), 0225(501 +9++29-), CieR

Hence the density function

p=p(r) =b""2)Ljocrcry + 0 (1)L>1y

and the velocity vector field u = rgeg with g given in (B.6) is a solution of the
boundary value problem (B.1)-(B.7). We can follow the argument at the end of
Case p = p(z2) to find the function 1 such that p = n(®), provided with more
restrictions on g_, g4+, C1. We leave this to interested readers.

Examples of radial flows

If (p,u) = (p(0), @er) (not necessarily p’ # 0) solves the system (B.1), then u
satisfies (B.2),: ph?® + 9p(udph) + 4(uh) = C € R. Let the viscosity coefficient p be
(B.8) p=p0) =2Lp =)+ 1

i3l

Then (p,u) = (p(6), @eﬁ with h(f) satisfying the following
0p(110ph) =0, ph+4pu =0

is a solution of (B.1), and in particular h, p can be taken as follows

—2 T T
Fh=—=="Tog ~2z,3, h=(5-Opn+ (7205
4
p= —7“ such that = b(p) holds.

This radial low moves toward the origin and moves faster when closer to the origin.

There are obviously other solutions of form (p,u) = (p(6), @er) to the system

(B.1) with the viscosity coefficient (B.8), and we do not go to details here.
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