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Abstract

This paper is concerned with the Cauchy problem of the multi-dimensional incompressible
magnetohydrodynamic equations with inhomogeneous density and fractional dissipation. It

is shown that when o+ 3 = 1+ % satisfying 1 <8 < a < min{%7 5,14+ 2} and § < o for

n > 3, then the inhomogeneous incompressible MHD equations has a unique global strong
solution for the initial data in Sobolev space which do not need a small condition.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we are interested in studying the following multi-dimensional inhomogeneous
incompressible magnetohydrodynamic equations with fractional dissipation:

Orp + div(pu) = 0, reR"t>0,
O¢(pu) + div(pu @ u) + (=A)*u+ VP = (b- V)b,
b+ (u-V)b+ (=A)b=(b-V)u, (1.1)
V-u=V-b=0,
p(x,0) =po(x),  u(z,0)=uo(x),  b(x,0)="bo(x),
where p = p(x,t) represents the density, u = (u1,ug, - - -, uy) the fluid velocity, b = (b1, ba, - -, by)
the magnetic field and P = P(z,t) the scalar pressure, respectively. Here pg,ug,bo are the

prescribed initial data for the density, the velocity and the magnetic field with property V -ug =
V - by = 0. The fractional Laplacian operator (—A)® is defined via the Fourrier transform

(CA)TF(E) = €1 e,
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where
1

f(g) = (271_)%

/ e S f(x)d.
Rd

We write A = (—A)% for notational convenience. The MHD equations are a combination of the
inhomogeneous incompressible Navier-Stokes equation of fluid dynamics and Maxwell’s equation
of electromagnetism, where the displacement current can be neglected (see, e.g. [15, 17]). If it is
not affected by the magnetic field, namely b = 0, the inhomogeneous MHD equations will reduce
into inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes equation, which has been studied by many scholars, refer to
[1, 2, 24, 26, 5, 4, 13, 19, 29] and references therein. If the density p is a positive constant, the
system (1.1) reduces to the homogeneous MHD equations, which have been extensively studied.
For instance, G. Duvaut and J.-L. Lions [9] constructed the Leray-Hopf type global weak solutions
of MHD equations with the finite energy method. M. Sermange and R. Teman further discussed
the properties of these solutions [25]. Later, the MHD equations have been extensively studied,
please see [16, 27, 14, 23, 22] and references therein. In particular, C. Cao, J. Wu and B. Yuan
[8] examined the global regularity of MHD equations with only fractional Laplace operators
(=A)#, 3 > 1 and no dissipation in H*(R?),s > 2.

For the inhomogeneous fluid, it has been also studied by many authors. It is known that J.
Gerbeau and C. Le Bris [10] established the global existence of the weak solutions by the finite
energy in 3D bound domains. Global existence of strong solutions with small initial data in Besov
spaces was considered by Abidi-Paicu [3]. Moreover, under the natural compatibility condition

—pAug + VP — (b - V)bo = \/pog, (Po,g) € H' x L?,

Chen, Tan, and Wang obtained the unique local strong solutions and the global existence of
strong solutions under data satisfy some smallness condition in the whole space R3. Lii, Xu and
Zhong [20] proved the global existence and large time asymptotic behavior of strong solutions
to the inhomogeneous MHD equations with vacuum. Relevant problems can also be referred to
[12, 11, 32].

Recently, focuses have been on the magnetohydrodynamic equations with partial or fractional
dissipation (see, e.g.,[7, 28, 8, 30, 31]) and references therein. For example, Dehua Wang and
Zhuan Ye in [29] proved that if @ > £ 4 % and n > 3 then there exists a unique strong solution to
the inhomogeneous incompressible Navier-Stokes equations for large initial data. When v = =
% + %, Ye [30] got global existence of strong solution to the multi-dimensional inhomogeneous
incompressible MHD equations.

In this paper, inspired by [30], when a4 8 = 14 % satisfying 1 < 8 < a < min{%, 5,1+ 4}
and 7 < a for n > 3, we obtain the global existence of strong solution to the multi-dimensional
inhomogeneous incompressible MHD equations. Our main result is presented as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Consider the magnetohydrodynamic equations 1.1 with o+ =1+ 5 satisfying

1<pg<a< min{%, 5, 1+%4} and %4—% < « forn > 3. Assume that the initial data (po,uo,bo)
satisfy the following conditions

0 < co < po€ L®(R"), Vpo € L& (R™),

Voug=V-bg=0, uge€ H*RY), boeH'R"),  /pouo€ L*(R"),

where c¢g is a given positive constant. Then the magnetohydrodynamic equations (1.1) have a



unique global strong solution (p,u,b) satisfying for any given 0 < T < oo

u e C([0,T]; H*(R™)), pu € C([0,T]; L*(R™)), b € C([0, T]; H*(R™)),

p € C([0,T]; LUR™)), 55 < q < o0,

co < p € L®(0,T; L=(R")), Vp € L=(0, T; Lo=% (R™)),

VP A%, t2 A%, \/pdyu € L0, T; L2(R™)), (1.2)
b, APb,t2 APb, d;b € L°°(0,T; L2(R™)),

A%u, A**u, \/pOyu, AN*Oyu, VP € L*(0,T; L*(R™)),

ABb, A%Pb, 0,0, AO;b € L*(0,T; L*(R™)).

Moreover, the solution (p,u,b) admits the following decay rates for all t > 0
_1
IA%ull 2 + [AZB]| 22 + |v/pOru(t) | 2 + [8:b(t) ]| 2 < Cot ™2,
where Cqy depends on ||pol| o=, ||\/Poto|| L2, ||wo]| g s [[bol| me -

Remark 1.1. For the inhomogeneous incompressible Navier-Stokes equation, Dehua Wang and
Zhuan Ye in [29] proved that if o > % + 7 and n > 3 then there exists a unique global strong
solution for large initial data. For the case o = [ = %—i— T Zhuan Ye in [30] obtained the unique
global strong solution to the inhomogeneous MHD equations (1.1) for large initial data. The
novelty of this paper is that we establish the unique global strong solution under the conditions
a+pB=1+5,1<pB<a< min{%,%,l—l—%} and § < «, which is that o and 3 are not too
far but not necessarily equal. when a = § = % + 4 we obtain the result of [30], therefor Theorem
1.1 generalizes the results of [30] to the case o # 3, and we require the initial density is bounded

below.

To prove the global well-posedness Theorem 1.1, we need the local well-posedness result of
strong solutions which can be proved by a standard procedure of approximate scheme. For the
proof of this proposition, readers can refer to [30].

Proposition 1.1. (local strong solution). Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1.
For the initial data (po(x),uo(x),bo(x)), there exists a small time T* dependent on
HPOHL“’a”VPO”L 20, [[/Pouo|| L2, || wol| gras [|Dol| e such that the MHD equations (1.1) have a

6a—n

unique strong solution (p,u,b) satisfying (1.2) on [0,T*).

The rest of this paper is organized in four sections. In Sect. 2, we introduce several important
lemmas, which will be used in the paper. In Sect. 3, we give some a priori estimates for the local
solutions. In Sect. 4, we are devoted to proving Theorem 1.1. Throughout this paper, we will
use C denote a finite inessential constant which may be different from line to line, but do not
depend on particular solutions or function.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we give some lemmas. The first one is the classical Grénwall inequality, which
will be used frequently. The second lemma is used to prove the uniqueness of strong solutions.

Lemma 2.1. Let X(t), Y(¢), B8(t) and ¥(t) are non-negative functions, and B(t) and v(t) are
two integrable functions over [a,b]. If the following differential inequality holds

LX)+ < B0 +90OX0,  a<t<h
then
X(t)+ tY(s)dS < (X(a)-i— B(S)ds)emﬂs)ds,

a



Lemma 2.2. ([18]) Let X(t), Y(t), Z(t), v(t) and n(t) are non-negative functions. Let X (t)
and Y (t) are absolutely continuous on [0,T] and satisfy

dX(t) < AZ3 (1),
LY (1) + Z(t) < y(O)Y () +n(t) X2(t),
X(O) = 9

where A is a positive constant, ¥(t) and n(t) are two integrable functions over [0, T]. Then, the
following estimates hold
X(t) < AV 2 (0)t2e2 Jo (v(9)+A%sn(s))ds,

¢
Y(t) +/ Z(s)ds < Y(O)eJJ(W(S)JrA?sn(S))dS.
0

In particular, if Y(0) = 0, then we get

3 A priori estimates

In this section, we establish some necessary bounds for a strong solution. The following Lemma
3.1 shows the estimates of ||p(t)|| o (0,7;o0) and |[(\/pu, b)(t)|| Lo (0, 1;1.2)-

Lemma 3.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, the corresponding solution (p,u,b) of the
equations (1.1) admits the following bounds for any t > 0

o)L < llpoll Lo (3.1)

1(v/pu D) (D)L +2/ 1(A%u, A%D)() 1227 < || (v/pouo, bo) |7 (3-2)

Proof. We note that (3.1) follows from the property of transport equation (1.1); and using the
divergence free condition (1.1),. To prove (3.2), multiplying the equation (1.1), 4 by (u, b), adding
the results together and integrating by parts, we have

(W YO + (A", A%B) (D12 = 0. (3.3
Integrating (3.3) over [0, ], we arrive at (3.2). O

Next, we calculate the estimates in the L°>°(0, 7} He(R™))-norm of the velocity field and the
L>(0,T; H?(R™))-norm of the magnetic field.

Lemma 3.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, the corresponding solution (p,u,b) of the
equations (1.1) admits the following bounds for any t > 0

t
@ s @
1(A%u, A%D)(B)[[ 72 + |AZB(E)] 72 +/O 1(A*u, A*Pb, \/pOru, 0:b)(7)|[Z2d7 < Co, (3-4)

t
t]| (A%u, APb)(t)||22 + t||A§b(t)||§2 +/ 7| (A2¥u, A®Pb, \/pdru, O,b)(1)||22dT < Co,  (3.5)
0

where Cqy depends only on ||pollLe, |[\/powol Lz, [|A%uo|| L2, [|[bo||gs, and Co(t) depends only on the
initial data and time t.



Proof. First, multiplying (1.1), by 0;u and integrating by parts, we get
S S IA ) + ol Fa = / (pu V) dyuda + / (V) dude. (3.6)
Second, taking the L? inner product of (1.1), with d;b and integrating by parts, we obtain
2dt||Aﬁb( W2z + [|10b]|2: = _/Rn(“'w’) ~8tbda:+/ (b-Vu) - Oybdz. (3.7)

n

Then, adding the equalities (3.6) and (3.7) together, we have

1(A%u, A%D) ()17 + | (V/pDeu, 0:D) |72 = qu (3.8)

N =
&l

where

I = —/ (pu-Vu) - udz, I =/ (b- V) - dyudz,

13:_/ (u - Tb) - ybil, 14:/ (b~ Vu) - 8,bdz.

We use Holder, Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequalities and the a priori estimates (3.1), (3.2) to
estimate each term on the right-hand side of (3.8) as follows:

| I | < Cll/pll=lv/porul| L2 ||u - Vull L2
< Cllpoll i< llvPdeul 2 llull, 2y I Vull 2
< C|lv/powul 2| A% 2 | AP 12
@ 1-2 14
< CllV/posul| 2 [|A%u| 2 ([[ull 2 = |A U||Lz)
< CllVpoul| 2| A%ul L2 ([lull L2 + [[A%u] L2)
< CllVpoul| 2| A%ul L2 ([l v/pul Lz + [[Au] L2)

1 [e3 (03
< 5Ivpdrulzz + ClIAul|Z2 (1 + A% Z2). (3.9)

By a similar argument as the estimate (3.9), we have

)

| I |+ [ Lo | < Cll0:b] 2 (VO] 2 [l HVull 2 (1Dl 2,
< C10:bll L2 (1A7B]| 2 | A%ul 22 + | A%l 22| A7)l =)

Ln 20¢

1 (03
< 1972 + ClIAul|Z: |A"D] 7. (3.10)

For the term I, by a simple calculation to transform the derivative with respect to ¢ from
u(t) to b(t), and the similar argument yields



I = — (b.Vb).ud:v—/ (@b-Vb)-udx—/ (b-Vob) - udx

t Jge
d
=% (b-Vb) - udx — / (O - Vb) - udx — / b;0;0¢bju;dx
Rn n n
d
— e . (b-Vb) - udx — /n (0:b- VD) - udx + /n b;0:b;0;udx
d
< at (b~ Vb) - udz + C||0;b| 2| VD], = HUHL% + CHathL?HVU”L% HbHLnQJé
d
<5 [ (0-Vb)-udz + Cllonb]| L2 (|A°b 2| A%ul 2 + ([ A 2| A%D]| L2)
RTL
d 1
<3 (b-Vb) - udz + Z||atb|\i2 + C||A%u||2,||APb]|2.. (3.11)
R’Vl

Inserting estimates (3.9) — (3.11) into (3.8), we obtain

d « « «
(1A%, A%) (D72 + M(®) + [|(VoOru, ib) [ 72 < ClA ul| L ((A%u, A%D)[[F2 + 1), (3.12)
where, by integrating by parts, we use

d d
Sl v udr=— [ V) -bd
i Rn( V) ude = -4 Rn( Vu) - bdz,

and we denote
M(t) = / (b - Vu) - bdz.

On the one hand, we can obtain by direct calculation

| M(t) [ < |16l 22]1b- Vul| >
< Cllboll2 [ Vull 5 b1l -2

< C(|A%u[|F2 + | A7D122). (3.13)
On the other hand, we also obtain
2
| M) | < Il 2o IVl 5
< Ol A% ]| A% b
1
< S1All3s + ClATblIE,
which immediately gives
1 ~
M(t) 2 5 [IA%ulF2 = CIAT bl .. (3.14)
In order to close the above inequality, we need to deal with ||A§b|| 2. We apply the operator A%

on the both sides of the equation (1.1), and multiply the result equation by A%b to deduce that

1d

S SIAZBOIZ: + 1A b3, = —/ A (u-Vb) ASbdrt [ AR(b-Vu)-ASbde.  (3.15)
]Rn

R™



The first term at the right hand side of (3.15) can be estimated as follows by the Holder and
Sobolev inequalities,

/ A% (u-Vb) - ATbdz < Cllu- Vb||12[| A% 2

n—2a (=3

< Cll A%l 2] Al
o 8 38
< Of[A%ul[L2]|A=Zb[| 2| A= ] 2

< Cllull, 2y IV 2 [A%0]] 2

1
< AT b3 + ClAul 3 AT 017 (3.16)

The second term at the right hand side of (3.15) is similarly estimated as follows

n—

/Ag(b~Vu)~A§bdx§OHb-VuH o [|APD]|  n
n Ln+B L B

38
< OBl 2, [Vul 5 1A ] 2

n—

8 o 38
< Cl[AZ b 2| A%ul| L2 | A= b 22

1
< AT b]Zs + CIAT BT Al (3.17)
Then, inserting inequalities (3.16)-(3.17) into (3.15), we have
d, = 38 o 8
A7 e@7e + [AZ 072 < ClA |72 ]| AZ BIIZ2.
By the a priori estimate (3.2) and the Gronwall Lemma 2.1, we have
t
IAZb(1)]3. +/ IAF b(r)[[22d7 < Co. (3.18)
0
Moreover, we also have
d .2 4 a, |12 54
14700z < ClIA%u[[L2 ]| AZD]L.. (3.19)

Multiplying (3.19) by C + 1, we get

d

~ 8 ~ o 8
7 (C+DIAZb(B)]72) < (C+ DA%l L2 ][4 B[ 2. (3.20)

Summing up the estimates (3.12) and (3.20), we have
d o ~ 8
T (1A AP0 (@) 2 + M (1) + (C + DIAZbO)[72) + 1(v/pOru, ) [ 12
< ClAul3a (| (A%u, AP)||22 + 1+ [|AZb]11). (3.21)
Next, using the lower bound (3.14) and integrating (3.21) with respect to time ¢, we obtain
¢
(A, A%B) ()32 + 1A Fb(D)| 12 +/0 1(v/POru, 3:b) ()| 22T

t
« « B
SCoJr/O CllAYu(r) |22 (I(Au, A%D)(T)[|72 + 1 + A= b(7)| 72 )dr.



Using the Gronwall Lemma 2.1 and the a priori estimate (3.2), it yields
, t
1(A%u, APD)(t)|[72 + 1+ [|AZb(t)]| 72 +/ 1(v/POyu, 0,b)(7)||72 < Co. (3.22)
0
We can also obtain from estimate (3.21) by multiplying time ¢ that

d -
E(fH(AauaAﬂb)H%z + 1 EM(E) + H(C + DIAZb(0)]|32) + (/A0 b) 13-
a ~ B « « B
< (A%, APB) |72 + M (1) + (C + D[AZ0] 12 + CIAYu||F2 ([ (A%u, A%D)|[72 + 1+ [[AZD]|72)
« A 8 o a B
< Ol (A%u, A%D)[|72 + (C + 1)|[AZb]| 72 + Ctl|A%u|| Z2 (| (A%, APY) 72 + 1+ [ AZD]72),

where in the last line we have applied the estimate (3.13). Integrating the above inequality with
respect to time ¢, we have

| (A, APB)(1)|[32 + ¢+ EM(2) + ¢(C + DIAZb()[1£2 + /OtTII(\/ﬁaTuvarb)(T)llisz
< Co+ C/OtTIIA"‘U(T)II%z(II(A"‘%Aﬂb)(T)ll%z + 14 [[A%b(r)[32)dr,
where we used a Sobolev interpolation inequality,
bos 4 ! 2 B 2
| Iatar < [ 1A% e <
Applying of the lower bound (3.14), we can get
HI(A%u, A%B) ()32 + ¢+ L AZ () 12 + /OtTII(\/ﬁaru,arb)(T)llisz
<Co+ C/OtTIIAQU(T)II%2(II(A“U7ABb)(T)II%2 + 1+ [|AZb(7)[£2)dr.
The Gronwall Lemma 2.1 and the a priori estimate (3.2) allow us to deduce
H(I(A%u, APB)(1)]13: + 1+ [AZ0()[[£2) + /OtTII(\/ﬁ@Tu,&b)(T)II%sz < Co. (3.23)

Let us recall the Stokes equations:

(~A)u+ VP = (b- V)b pdhu — (pu- V)u, (3.24)
V.-u=0.
It is easy to deduce from (3.24) that
1A%l L2 < C|lb- V|2 + Cllpdeull 2 + [l - V2 (3.25)

< Coll, 25 IVOll 5 + CllVollLellvVpdrul L2 + Cllpll e lull, 2 [[Vull 2
< ClIA%0] 2 l|A%D 22 + Cllv/pOeul| 2 + ClI A ul| 2| A7 2

1-22 = 35 22 a «, 12 1-£
< CIAPH) L2 |lbll 2 1A= bl 75 + Cllvpowull L2 + ClIAYul| L2 | A%l 2 lull ;2
38 (e «
< ClIAPb]| 2 ([[bll> + 1A= bl z2) + Clly/pOeu]| L2 + ClIAYul| L2 (| A%ul| L2 + [|ul £2),



which implies

[ s dr <€ [ HINUIROIR: +IAF 37+ 0 [ ol ar
+0 [ AT AU + ) )
<ot [ AN o) i
< cuft) + 0o | AZb() 2

< Co(t),

where we have used the a priori estimate (3.2) and the inequalities (3.22)- (3.23). Similarly, we
can get from the equation (1.1), that

1A2%8] 12 < 118ibll 2 + 16 - Vull g2 + [[u - Vb]| 2
< C0bz= + Clbll 2y IVl 3 + Cllull 2| VD]

n—28 n—2a
< Cl19:b 2 + CIAPD|| 2 [[A%ul| 2 + C|IA“u]| 2 ]| A%D| 2
< C)|0eb] 22 + ClIAPBIIZ + ClIA w2,

then we get
/otT|A2ﬁb(T)|%sz < Co ().
Clearly, we also have
[ I Ao < o
We thus complete the proof of Lemma 3.2. O

The following Lemma 3.3 is used for the estimation of high order derivative estimates for
(u,d) .

Lemma 3.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, the corresponding solution (p,u,b) of the
equations (1.1) admits the following a priori bounds for any t > 0

t
1| (/pOru, 9;b) (1) ||% 2 +/ 7 (A“Dpu, A“0,b)(T) |22 < Co(t*), k = 0,1, (3.26)
0

t
/ IV P||72dr < Co, (3.27)
0

where Cy depends only on ||pol|re, [|[\/pouollrz, ||A%uol|r2 and ||bol|mes -

Proof. Differentiating the equation (1.1), with respect to t gives

p@ttu + pu - V@tu + (—A)O‘atu + V@tP = —8tp8tu — (9t(pu) -Vu + (’%(b . Vb) (328)



Multiplying d;u on the both sides of (3.28) and integrating by parts, we obtain after using the
equation (1.1); that

d
EH\/E@UH%Q + [[A%Opul||2s = —/ Op - Opu - Opudx — | Opu- Vu - Qpudz
R™ R™

— / poyu - Vu - Qyudx + O(b- VD) - dpudx
n RTL

= —2/ pu - Voru - Opudx — / puV(u - Vu - Oyu)dx

— / poyu - Vu - Qyudx + (b - V) - dpudx
n R’n
2N (3.29)
i=1
Next, we estimate the terms on the right hand side one by one. Using Holder, Gagliardo-Nirenberg
and Young’s inequalities, we get

| | < ClVplleeIVpdhul 2 [ VOrul| 5 [|ull | 2

1
< Cllpoll ;= llv/pOuul 2| A% By 12| A7l | 2

B
-3

B8
< CllV/pOrul| L2 [|A®Opul 2]l Lo = [A%ul| £
< Cllv/pdrul| 2 [|A®Opul| L2 ([[ull L2 + [[A%u]| =)

1, o
< 75 1A%0ulZz + Cllvpdrulza(lullz: + [A%ul|Zz).

| J2 | <| pu-Vu-Vu - dwudzr | + | pu-u- V- ude | + | pu-u-Vu- Voudz |
R™ R™ R™

< Cliplroellull, 2g (IVull} 2 100l 2n + CllVplzelvpdeul 2 ul? oy V]l 20

n—2a L7—2a o ITn—do

+Cllpllo<lull® 2 [IVull 5 VOl 5
< Clpoll o 1A“ul 2| A%l 2 [ABrul 2 + Cllpoll e | /BOrtul 2 |APull 2 A2 2
+ Cllpoll = A ull 72 | A%ul 2 || A® By 2
< Ol A%ul| g2 (J|A%ul|72 + [[ull22) A% Beul| 2 + Cllv/pOeul | p2 (|A“ull72 + [[ullZ2) A% w2
< %IIAQ@UIIQH + O, )22 [[ (A, APB) |72 + C|ly/prul 2 | (b, A%, AZP0)] 7,
where we have applied the following estimate

o 36 a e’
1A%l g2 < [APB] 2 (bl 2 + A= b L2) + [V/pOkull L2 + [[A%u] 2 ([ A%ul| L2 + [|ul| =),

which is proved in the estimate (3.25).
The term .J3 can be similarly estimated as follows

| J3 | < CliVplle<lVpdhul 2 Vull 2 [[Ocul | 2
1
< Cllpollz Iv/pOvull L2 | A® Opu| L2 | A ul | 2
1—-8 B
< Cllv/pdsull L2 A% Byul| L2 [[u]l 2 * [|A%ul| 22

1, o
< 7514 0ulzz + Cllvpdrulia(lullz: + [A%ullZz).
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For the last term J4 we can get that by integration by parts and a similar argument

| J4 | :| / 8t(b181bj)8tujx |
R’Vl

= — 8t(b1bj)8t81ujx |

R’Vl
< Cll0:bl 210l 25 10:Vul 4

n—28

< C||06b| 12| APD|| 12| A Opu| .2

< SN Dl + ClaBI3 1A%
Inserting all the above estimates into the equality (3.29) it follows that
%le/ﬁ&ul\%a + [|A“rul| 22 <Ilv/pdulgall(u, b, A%, A27D)|[72 + C0ib]| 22| A% 72
+ Ol (u, Aw)|[ 72 [| (A%, A%D) |7 (3-30)
Moreover, differentiating the equation (1.1), with respect to t shows
Db+ (u - V)Ob + (=A)P0b = dy(b - Vu) — dyu - Vb.

Multiplying both sides of the above equation by 0;b and integrating the resulting equality by
parts and using a similar argument as deducing the estimate (3.30) we obtain

1d
R R
]Rn n ]Rn
<100l 2 IVl 3 100l 2, + 11Dl 25 (IVOrull 5 [[0:]] 2
+110:bll [ 0cul] | _2m (VO] 2

1 (03 1 «
< 7 IA0ulFe + SIAPOBIIT: + 1072 (1A T2 + [[A7D]72).
Summing up the above estimate with the estimate (3.30) and using co||u z> < ||\/pul| L2, we get

d «
3 VPO, 0ib) 72 + || (A0, AZO1D) 172
< C||(v/pdyu, Bb) |72 | (v/pu, b, A%, APB) |72 + [|(v/pu, A%u) [ 12 | (A%, APB) |72, (3.31)
Using the Gronwall Lemma 2.1 and the a priori estimates (3.2), (3.4), it yields
t
(VB0 00 + [ 1A"0r AP0 D)(r) 2 < Co)
0
In addition, we can get from the estimate (3.31) by multiplying time ¢ that

d
7 UI(VPdru, ib)I[Zz) + ¢ (A" Dy, AP8,b)||72

< 1(v/POru, 0ub)|I72 + Ctll(v/pOru, :b) |72 (v/Bu, b, A%, AZ7D) 7
+ (o, A%u) | 2ot (A%, APB)|[7.

11



By Lemma 3.2 and the Gronwall Lemma 2.1, we have
t
t VPl + 03 + [ 7IA s + 7A%0,blEadr < Co.
0

It follows from the Stokes equations (3.24) that

< OllVpdyull 2 + Cl|Aul| 2 (A% 2 + lul| 2) + CIA%D] 2 (| AZ7b]| 12 + [|b]] 22).

We thus deduce by the a priori estimates (3.2), (3.4) and the inequality (3.19) that

t
0

We thus conclude the proof of Lemma 3.3. O
The following Lemma 3.4 plays a key role in proving the uniqueness of a solution.

Lemma 3.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, the corresponding solution (p,u,b) of the
equations (1.1) admits the following bounds for any t > 0

/0 [Vu(7)||Leedr < Colt), (3.32)
VPl s2n < Co(t), (3.33)

where Cy(t) depends only on the initial data and the time t.

2n
n—2o’

Proof. First, for any 2 < p <

we have by the interpolation inequality of Lebesgue spaces

poyu|lLr < || pOsu|| 12| pOsu||” 5,
ledeullze < llp0eul el pdrul 5,

-0 —0
SN P A P P
< || /puul 2 A0l 12", (3:34)

where §# £ 1 — 5=+ p% € (0,1). Next, by the Holder and Sobolev’s inequalities we have

Hu-VuHL 29 gCHuHLmHVuHL 2,

)
n—2a n—2a

2— a1 1—1 1
< ClAull e 1A%l 75 | A%ull 2 ™ |A*ul| 2
1

_n 1 m o 1
< O A%z A% 35 (3.35)

Thus, by the interpolation in Lebesgue space, it can be deduced
lpu Vallr < Cllpu- Valllou- Ful' %,
-0 -0
< lpl ool - vl Zalpll 2 VUHan%

3— -1 2+l 1.1
< Col||A%uly, 7 = A% 25 7 )0

< Co([lA%ullZ + |A*u72)' =7, (3.36)

12



where we have used that

[w- Vull L2 < Cllull | 25 [IVull =

n—2a

< Cll A% 2 [ A7ul| 2
< ClA%u| 2 (A ull L2 + [[ull L2)
< Cp.

Using a similar argument as (3.36), it can be obtained that
b~ Vbl|» < C(IA"D]|72 + |A%Fb][7)" . (3.37)
Next, applying the LP-estimate to Stoke equations (3.24), we arrive at
|A%u| o < C||pdsul| s + C|lpu - V|| e + C||b- Vb Lo (3.38)

Now, by the Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality, inserting (3.34), (3.36)-(3.38), it can be deduced
that for p > "~

1— « a, | 1— «
[Vul L= < CHVUHL;HA2 ullfy < ClIAYul| " A% |7,
< CIA%u]| 1" (lpdvull o + (A% T2 + [|A>*u] 72 + [[A%D]|72 + [[A%Pb]|72)" )",

(24n—2a)p

PnT2a)—an € (0,1). Using Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2, we have

where n =

/0 IVu(r)|[~dr < Co(t).

Finally, applying V on the both sides of the equation (1.1),, we get
WVp+u-V(Vp)=—-Vu-Vp.

Due to the divergence free condition V - u = 0, we have

d
Vol 2o < I19ulle VAl 2o,

Using the Gronwall Lemma 2.1 and the a priori estimate (3.32) it follows that

6a—n 6a—n

t
IVl gy < 19l g2 exp [ [Vu()1wdr < Calt)

We thus complete the proof of Lemma 3.4. O

4 Proof of Theorem 1.1

This section aims at the proof of Theorem 1.1. Thanks to Lemmas 3.1-3.4 and by the local exis-
tence Proposition 1.1, we can get the global existence of strong solutions directly. In the following
part, we prove the continuity and uniqueness of the solution which we have just constructed.

Proof. Firstly, we prove the time continuity of the solution, namely

p € C([0,T); LP(R™)), % <p< oo, (4.1)

13



pu € C([0,T); L*(R™)). (4.2)
u e C([0,T]; H*(R™)). (4.3)

b e C([0,T]; H*(R™)). (4.4)

To prove the continuity on [0, 7], without loss of generality, we only need to prove the continuity
at the initial time ¢ = 0. Since 0;p = —u - Vp, it has

t
o)) = (), = = | / Bup(r)dr], o
t
=1 [ we Vel
/||u Vo)l g dr

/ Ju(r () 2o 7
/ AUl 2 Vo], g2, dr

< OO

where in the last line we have used the a priori estimates (3.4) and (3.33). By the Holder
inequality, one has

Zap 1-5ap 2
lo() = p(O)llzr < Cllp(t) = p(O)| 2 [lp(t) = p(O)[| ™" < Co(E)Ez7,

which implies that p is continuous at the original time and satisfies lim; o ||p — pol|z» = 0. To
prove (4.2), we first notice that

t

lou(t) = a0z, =1 [ 2o, o,
t

— I [ euputr) + pdrutr)
0

t

< [ Wouou(o)], ¢ / lpBu(r)l 2 dr
t

< [ e Vou(r)l, o e + / IVvAou()l, 2 d

t
< [ IV g, ) 7+ / I . IOl 2dr
0 0
t t
<Colt) [ IA%u()3adr +Co [ IVBowulr) 2
0 0
t
< Colt)t+ Cath ([ IVA(r)adn)?
0

< Co(t)t + Cot?,
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By the Holder inequality, one has

1 1
llpu(t) = pu(0)][ 2 < [lpu(t) = pouoll” _zy_ llpu(t) = pouol|” 2y
L7nt2a L7 2a

< (Co(t)t + Cot?)?.

Thus we have that pu is continuous at the original time and satisfies lim;_,¢ || pu — pu(0)]| L2 = 0.
To prove (4.3), we can obtain by direct calculation,

A%t = A%u0)]2 = | [ 0 (A%u) e
< [ o wylsar

< o[ 10 adr)t 2
< Cof;
Using a similar argument, we get
IA%b(t) — A%b(0)] L2 < Cot?
and
Ib(t) = (0) = < Ciot*.

We obtain that ||b|| g is continuous at the original time and satisfies ||b|| s |t=0 = ||bol| e -

Next, we show the uniqueness of the solution. Assume that (p*, 4, 5(1)) and (p(?, u(?, b))
are two solutions of the equations (1.1) emanating from the same initial data (pg,uo,bp), and
possess the properties in Theorem 1.1. Their difference (p, @, 13) denoted by

5 (2)

5= p® = pM G = @ _ D f = p@ _ 0

satisfies the following equations

op+u? - Vp=—a-Vph,

P20+ pPu? - Vi + (—=A)*a + V(PP — p()

= (8™ + u® . VuW) — pDg. Vu® £ 5. V6 —pM) . v,
b +u® Vb4 (=AYb =0b-Vu® + b1 . Vi —a- Vb,

(4.5)

We estimate the difference (g, @, b) in L?(R™) space. Dotting the equations (4.5), 3 by (@, b) and
applying the divergence free condition, we find

1d

S ONVADa) 2 + [B12) + A3 + [A%H3e = L+ Lo+ Lo+ Ly, (46)

where
L= _/ p(Q)ﬁ -vu - ada, Loy = _/ ﬁ(@tu(l) + . vu(l)) - adz,

Lg,:/ b- Vb . ad, L4:/ (b-Vu'® —a-vbh) . bdz.
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By Holder inequality, one has

Ly < C|[Vu®||pe |V p@it][2.

By the Holder, Sobolev and Young’s inequalities and the estimate (3.35), it yields

Ly < Ollpll g N1l 2 (10D 2+ [0t Va2 )
5 g o a, 13735~ 5 A2, |35 Ta ]
< Clpll 2 IA%al| 2 (A Dt IILz A% > A% 75 )

6—1n

1 o~ « « a_a « +2_2
< TalIAallz: + Clal 4 (1A OruV | Za + | 2 = A% 5570,

By a similar argument as deriving Lo, we obtain
L3 < Ollb 2 Vo2 2 | 2a
< C|b]| 2| A% ||L2||Aau||L2

1, a- -
< llA il|72 + CIAP|72 b7
and

Ly < C|Vul®| L= b1 Z2 + Clbll 2 VO] 2 ]
< CIIVu(z)IILooIIEII%z + OlIb] 2|76 | 2 | A 2

Ln 204
< E”Aaﬁ”L2 + b7 (Ve + A% 22).
Inserting (4.7)-(4.10) into (4.6), it leads to

II\/ a(t ||L2+||b||L2)+||Aau||L2+||Aﬁb”L2

< c<||A“atu A e T A T
+ C(IVu® |z + [APDD g2 + AP |2) (1B1132 + VD all3).

(4.9)

(4.10)

In order to close the above inequality, we need to derive the estimate of |||, o as follows:

5% 5175 la - v D)
S8l < Cllall i - Vo0l g
-1
<C||p||2a7l . ”L:% Vo 1)||L6a §
a1
< Clpl . 1A%l Vol 2

which leads to

—||P||L p < ClIAYal 2| VW)

i

Now let us denote

X(t) 2|7l 2. fw_ a(t)|22 + 16122
Z(t) 2 | A3, + ||A6b||m, 219 2o,
(1) 2 C(|Vu® || + ||A6b<l>||%z +[A%P|2,),

n(t) £ CIABuD|3s + [|A%ul| 32 A% 55573,
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which satisfy

SX(t) < AZ2 (1),
GY (1) + Z(t) < (Y (1) +n(t)X>(1),
X(0) =0,

According to the estimates of Lemmas 3.1-3.4, we get

t t
/ ~v(T)dT < Co(t), / mn(7)dr < Co(t).
0 0
Thus, it follows from Lemma 2.2 that
Ve at)||72 + 16(0)[172 = (A%E A*D)(7)]|72 = 1]l 2 = 0.
which implies that

@ =, @ =y @ =0 o 0,7,

p

and we prove the uniqueness part of Theorem 1.1. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is thus completed.
O
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