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Abstract

This paper is concerned with the asymptotic stability of planar stationary solution to an initial-

boundary value problem for a two-dimensional hyperbolic-elliptic coupled system of the radiating

gas in half space. We show that the solution to the problem converges to the corresponding planar

stationary solution as time tends to infinity under small initial perturbation. These results are proved

by the standard L2-energy method. Moreover, we prove that the solution (u, q) converges to the

corresponding planar stationary solution at the rate t−α/2−1/4 for non-degenerate case, and t−1/4 for

degenerate case. The proof is based on the time and space weighted energy method.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the stability of a planar stationary solution to the following initial boundary

value problem for a two-dimensional hyperbolic-elliptic coupled system of the radiating gas in half space

R+ ×R:















ut + f (u)x + g(u)y + divq = 0,

−∇divq + q + ∇u = 0,
(1.1)

whereR+ := (0,∞), u(x, y, t) is a scalar function of position (x, y) ∈ R+ ×R and time t ≥ 0, q = (q1, q2)

is a vector function, f and g are smooth functions. We assume that f is strictly convex, i.e. there exists a

positive constant α such that for any u ∈ R

f ′′(u) ≥ α > 0. (1.2)

We also assume that

f (0) = f ′(0) = 0.

The initial and boundary conditions for the equation (1.1) are prescribed as

u(x, y, 0) = u0(x, y), u(0, y, t) = u−, (1.3)

where u− is a constant. The initial function u0(x, y) satisfies

u0(x, y)→ u+ as x→ +∞. (1.4)

Throughout this paper, we assume that u− < u+ ≤ 0. The inequality u− < 0 implies that the fluid blows

out through the boundary {x = 0}, which yields that the characteristics of the hyperbolic system (1.1)

around the boundary are negative. Therefore, the boundary condition (1.3)2 is necessary and sufficient

for the well-posedness. This initial-boundary value problem is called the outflow problem.

The system (1.1) is a simplified version of a radiating gas model in two-dimension. The model

(1.1) gives a good approximation to the equations of radiation hydrodynamics. The derivation refers to

[1, 3, 5, 41].

As (1.1)2 is a linear elliptic, Liu and Kawashima in [24] showed that q can be expressed in format of

∇u, that is q = −(1 − ∆)−1∇u. Therefore, the system (1.1) is formally equivalent to the Burgers equation

with non-linear term

ut + f (u)x + g(u)y − (1 − ∆)−1
∆u = 0. (1.5)

Since the system (1.5) is similar to a viscous conservation laws in format, many methods of energy

estimate for viscous conservation laws can be used for reference in system (1.5) which is equivalent

to the system (1.1). And we know that the stability of nonlinear waves to the Cauchy problem of the

following one-dimensional viscous conservation laws (1.6) with n = 1 has been studied thoroughly, after

the pioneering work in 1960 by Il’in and Oleinik in [9]:

ut +

n
∑

j=1

f (u)x = ∆u, for (x, t) ∈ Rn × (0,∞). (1.6)

In the cases of one-dimensional whole space, Kawashima, Matsumura and Nishihara studied the asymp-

totic stability of traveling waves, cf. [13] [31]; Harabetian, Hattori, Matsumura and Nishihara proved the

asymptotic stability of rarefaction waves, cf. [6, 7, 25, 26]. In the cases of two-dimensional whole space,

Xin in [44] first showed the stability of the planar rarefaction wave. Ito in [10] obtained the convergence

rate toward the planar rarefaction wave. After that, Nishikawa [34] improved their results with smallness

condition. Furthermore, Kawashima, Nishibata and Nishikawa extended the L2 energy method to general

Lp space for multi-dimensional viscous conversation laws. Their techniques have been applied to many

other models such as the compressible Navier-Stokes equations and hyperbolic-elliptic coupled system.
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The stability of nonlinear waves to the Cauchy problem of the hyperbolic-elliptic coupled system for

one-dimensional radiating gas has been investigated thoroughly. We refer to [13, 14, 15, 16, 30, 35, 20,

21, 36] for the work of shock waves, and we refer to [19, 37] for rarefaction waves and [40, 8] for diffu-

sion waves. In the multi-dimensional case, Di Francesco in [1] showed the global-in-time existence and

the uniqueness of weak solutions to the system (1.1) and analyzed the relaxation limits. In [42], Wang

and Wang obtained the global existence and pointwise estimates of the solution in multi-dimensions by

employing the method of the Green’s function combined with some energy estimates. Gao and Zhu in [3]

studied the stability of solutions to the Cauchy problem (1.1) toward the planar rarefaction waves in two-

dimension with the far field states condition u− < u+, and they obtained the asymptotic time-decay rates.

And in [2], Gao, Ruan and Zhu further extended to 3 ≤ n ≤ 5 in the spatial dimension. In [39], Ruan and

Zhu proved the existence and uniqueness of the global solutions and obtained the Lp-convergence rates

toward the diffusion waves for 1 ≤ n < 8. In [24], Liu and Kawashima obtained the global existence

and optimal time-decay rates of solutions to the linear diffusion waves, which is given in terms of the

heat kernel, for n ≥ 2 with small initial data. More recently, Wang and Wang in [43] investigated the

blow up of classical solutions to the nonlinear Cauchy problem with large initial data by employing the

characteristic method. And further they proved that under some restrict conditions on the initial data

u0 ∈ H2, the global existence theory is established.

In the cases of one-dimensional half space, Liu, Matsumura and Nishihara in [22, 23] first consid-

ered the asymptotic stability to the initial-boundary value problem for viscous conversation laws. They

showed that the stability of several types of nonlinear waves in one-dimensional half space. In [23], the

asymptotic states of the solutions of the system (1.6) with n = 1 were classified into the following three

cases depending on the signatures of f ′(u±):

(a) f ′(u−) < f ′(u+) ≤ 0;

(b) f ′(u−) < 0 < f ′(u+);

(c) 0 ≤ f ′(u−) < f ′(u+).

In case (a), the solution of (1.6) converges to stationary solution. In case (b), the solution behaviors as the

superposition of stationary solution and rarefaction wave. In case (c), the asymptotic state is rarefaction

wave. From (1.2), case (a) is equivalent to u− < u+ ≤ 0, case (b) is equivalent to u− < 0 < u+ and case

(c) is equivalent to 0 ≤ u− < u+. After the work of [23], a series of related studies have been done. Xin in

[44] first showed the asymptotic stability of planar rarefaction waves for viscous conversation laws (1.6)

in two dimensions, and then Ito [10] and Nishikawa [34] gained the decay rate. Recently, Kawashima

[17] first showed the asymptotic stability of planar stationary solution for viscous conversation laws in

two-dimension half space and obtained the convergence rate. More recently, Ruan and Zhu [38] studied

the initial-boundary value problem for a hyperbolic-elliptic system in one-dimensional half space to a

rarefaction wave for the case 0 = u− < u+. Ji, Zhang and Zhu [11] further investigated the asymptotic

stability of the stationary solution, rarefaction wave, and the superposition of the rarefaction wave and the

stationary solution for the case u− < u+ ≤ 0, 0 ≤ u− < u+ and u− < 0 < u+, respectively. For the initial-

boundary value problem, there are also many results for other physical models such as the compressible

Navier-Stokes equations. Kawashima, Nishibata and Zhu in [18] studied the existence and the asymptotic

stability of a stationary solution for the compressible Navier-Stokes equations in one-dimensional half

space and then the convergence rate was obtained in [27]. Kagei and Kawashima in [12] investigated

the stability of planar stationary solutions for the barotropic compressible Navier-Stokes equations in the

multi-dimensional half space and the decay rate is given in [28].

Motivated by these preceding results, especially [23], [17] and [11], we will study the asymptotic

stability of planar stationary solution for system (1.1)-(1.4). We attempt to extend the results in [17] that

the vicious conservation laws converges to the planar rarefaction wave (including asymptotic stability

and decay rate) to the equations (1.1). However, the one-dimensional H2 energy estimate in [11] cannot

be adapted directly to the two-dimension case for H3 Sobolev space caused by the a priori assumption

(3.5). Fortunately, we can overcome these difficulties and get the stability result by using the elementary

energy methods and conducting suitable treatment on the boundary x = 0.
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The main difficulties in the present paper are as follows.

(1) In order to close the a priori assumption (3.5) by applying Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we

need to prove a priori estimates in H3-Sobolev space. To gain the H3-estimates, we have to deal

with the boundary effect of higher order partial derivatives of v and p at the boundary x = 0, which

is a difficult problem. Thanks to u− < 0, in proving H3-estimates of v, some additional boundary

terms are provided:
∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

(Kv(0, y, t))2 dxdydτ, (1.7)

where the operator K = ∇,∆,∇∆. However, there is no boundary good term of p in (1.7). To

overcome it, we convert from the boundary term containing p to the boundary term of v by making

full use of the structure of perturbation equations (3.1). For example, in proving H1-estimates of

v, by utilizing the formation v× (3.1)1+ p · (3.1)2+∇v · ∇(3.1)1−∇divp · (3.1)2, we make the terms

containing p into the form of (3.1)2 to eliminate the terms containing p and get a good term |∇v|2
(can see (3.16)). Moreover, the boundary term divp(0, y, t) will appear in estimating the second

derivative of v (see (3.28)). We can get the relation (3.1) from (3.1)1, and thereby convert from

divp(0, y, t) to vx(0, y, t).

(2) We know that [11, 17] require only to prove the a priori estimates in H2 Sololev space to close

the energy estimates, but H3-estimates is required in the present paper. From (3.1)1 and bound-

ary condition v(0, y, t) = 0, we obtain the boundary information divp(0, y, t), but not ∇p(0, y, t).

Therefore, to get the estimates of v, we apply operator ∇, div∇, ∇div∇ to (3.1)1 successively, and

apply operator div, ∇div, ∇div to (3.1)2 successively, which yields the L2-estimates of v, ∆v and

∇∆v. Since ‖∆v‖2
L2 = ‖∇2v‖2

L2 , the H2-estimates of v can be obtained automatically. However, we

still do not have H3-estimates of v owing to ‖∇∆v‖2
L2 , ‖∇3v‖2

L2 . This is the difference and new

difficulty between this paper and [11, 17]. To show the estimate of the third order derivatives of

v, from vyy(0, y, t) = 0, we can get further a new L2-estimate of ∇vyy. By utilizing the equivalence

relation between ‖∇3v‖L2 and ‖∇∆v‖L2 + ‖∇vyy‖L2 , the L2-estimate of ∇3v can be obtained.

(3) Since we are dealing with the initial boundary value problem, we can not derive the H2-estimates

of p directly by applying elliptic estimates ‖p‖H2 ≤ C‖v‖L2 from the elliptic equation (3.1)2 like

Cauchy problem. Therefore, we require to find new ways to estimate p and its low order deriva-

tives. To overcome this difficulty, the H2-estimates of divp can be obtained under the a priori

assumption (3.73) that requires small ‖vt‖H2 . According to perturbation equation (3.1)1, we get the

H2-estimates of divp, and then combining (3.1)2 we further obtain the H1-estimates of p.

(4) The fourth difficulty is how to estimate the higher order derivatives of p and divp. First of all,

in order to give estimate of ‖∇3divp‖L2 , we notice that ‖∇3divp‖L2 is equivalent to ‖∇∆divp‖L2 +

‖∇divpxx‖L2 by the definition of ‖∇3divp‖L2 . Since the estimate of ‖∇∆divp‖L2 is not difficult to

obtain, we just need to show the estimate of ‖∇divpxx‖L2 to complete the proof of ‖∇3divp‖L2 . It

is inevitable that we need to deal with a boundary term p1xx(0, y, t). To overcome it, rewriting

the perturbation equation (3.1)2 into (3.3) and then applying operator ∇∂x to (3.3)1, we can get

some good terms (‖∇divpxx‖2L2 , ‖∇p1x‖2L2 , ‖p1xxx‖2L2). These good terms can be used to control the

boundary effect produced by the boundary term p1xx(0, y, t) (the details can see (3.85)-(3.87)).

Secondly, in order to get the estimate of ‖∇3 p‖L2 , by making full use of (3.1)2 and (3.4), we derive

the relation between the third partial derivatives of p1 and p2: (3.89) and (3.90). By utilizing

the L2-estimate of second order derivatives of divp, proving the L2-estimate of ∇3 p is converted

to showing the L2-estimate of p1xxx and p2xyy, which reduces the complexity of the problem and

helps us obtain the estimate of ‖∇3 p‖L2 .

The contents of this paper are as follows. In Section 2, we summarize the spatial asymptotic property

and monotonicity of the stationary solution which is given by [11]. Then we give the main theorem of

this paper. In Section 3, we begin detailed discussion with a reformulation of the problem (1.1) and
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(1.3) to that for the perturbation from the corresponding planar stationary solution. Then we prove the a

priori estimates of the perturbation. Moreover, we prove the large time behavior of the planar stationary

solution by applying the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality. In Section 4, using the time and space weighted

energy method, we show the convergence rate toward the stationary solution under the assumption that

the initial perturbation v0 decays algebraically in x-direction with exponent α/2. Using the interpolation

inequality, we obtain the L∞ convergence rate t−α/2 of (v, p) for non-degenerate case (u+ < 0). Finally,

we show the time weighted estimate of derivatives in y-direction, which yields the convergence rate

t−1/4 in L∞ norm of (v, p) for both of non-degenerate and degenerate cases. Combining the results of

convergence rate, we get the L∞ decay rate t−α/2−1/4 of (v, p) for non-degenerate case.

2 Preliminaries and Main Theorems

2.1 Preliminaries

Our main purpose in this paper is to show the asymptotic stability towards the planar stationary

solution to the initial boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.4), when u− < u+ ≤ 0. The corresponding planar

stationary solution (ū, q̄) is defined as







































f (ū)x + q̄x = 0,

−q̄xx + q̄ + ūx = 0,

ū(0) = u−,

ū(+∞) = u+, q̄(+∞) = 0.

(2.1)

The stationary solution (ū, q̄) is independent of y and t. Ji, Zhang and Zhu in [11] showed the existence

and the precise asymptotic behavior of the stationary solution by applying the singular phase plane

analysis method. Here, we summarize some properties of stationary solution (ū, q̄) in Proposition 2.1.

The proof of Proposition 2.1 can be found in [11]. For convenience of calculation, in the following, we

assume that f (u) = 1
2
u2 and the proof of general convex function f (u) can be slightly modified.

Proposition 2.1 Suppose u− < u+ ≤ 0 and let δ := |u− − u+|. Then there exists a monotone increasing

solution ū(x) (ūx > 0) to the stationary problem (2.1), such that the following estimates hold.

(i) Non-degenerate case [ND]: Suppose that u+ < 0. Then, the solution ū(x) satisfies

∣

∣

∣∂k
x {ū(x) − u+}

∣

∣

∣ ≤ Cδe−λx, k = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4,

for some positive constants C and λ.

(ii) Degenerate case [D]: Suppose that u+ = 0. Then, the solution ū(x) satisfies

|∂k
xū(x)| ≤ C

δk+1

(1 + δx)k+1
, k = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4,

for some positive constants C.

Before we state our main theorem, we introduce some very useful inequalities in Lemmas 2.2-2.4.

The inequalities (2.4) and (2.5) are often used to deal with nonlinear higher derivatives in the a prior

estimate. The inequalities in Lemma 2.3 and in Lemma 2.4 are used in calculating the convergence rate

of L∞ norm and stating the large time behavior of planar stationary solution, respectively.

Lemma 2.2 Let f (x) ∈ H1(R), h(x) ∈ H1(R+), it holds that

‖ f ‖L∞(R) ≤
√

2‖ f ‖
1
2

L2(R)
‖ fx‖

1
2

L2(R)
, (2.2)

‖h‖L∞(R+) ≤
√

2‖h‖
1
2

L2(R+)
‖hx‖

1
2

L2(R+)
. (2.3)
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As an application of the inequalities (2.2), (2.3), we give two inequalities for the L2
x(R+)L∞y (R) norm

and L∞x (R+)L2
y(R) norm, which will be often utilized later. For any function f (x, y) ∈ H1(R+ ×R),

‖ f ‖L2
x(L∞y ) ≤ C‖ f ‖

1
2

L2‖ fy‖
1
2

L2 , (2.4)

‖ f ‖L∞x (L2
y ) ≤ C‖ f ‖

1
2

L2‖ fx‖
1
2

L2 . (2.5)

Lemma 2.3 Suppose that f (x, y) ∈ H3(R+ × R). Using the Sobolev inequalities (2.3), (2.4), we have

the following interpolation inequalities for the L∞(R+ ×R) norm:

‖ f ‖L∞ ≤ C‖ f ‖
1
4

L2‖ fx‖
1
4

L2‖ fy‖
1
4

L2‖ fxy‖
1
4

L2 , (2.6)

‖∇ f ‖L∞ ≤ C‖∇ f ‖
1
4

L2‖∇2 f ‖
1
4

L2‖∇ fy‖
1
4

L2‖∇2 fy‖
1
4

L2 , (2.7)

‖ fy‖L∞ ≤ C‖ fy‖
1
4

L2‖∇ fy‖
1
4

L2‖ fyy‖
1
4

L2‖∇ fyy‖
1
4

L2 . (2.8)

Lemma 2.4 (Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality) Let j and m be integers with 0 ≤ j < m and let 2 ≤ p ≤
∞. Then any f ∈ Hm(RN) with N ≥ 1 satisfies

‖∂ j f ‖Lp(RN ) ≤ C‖ f ‖1−θ
L2(RN )

‖∂m f ‖θ
L2(RN )

, (2.9)

where
1

p
−

j

N
= (1 − θ)

1

2
+ θ

(

1

2
−

m

N

)

for θ satisfing j/m ≤ θ < 1. Here ∂ j denotes the totality of all the j-th order derivatives with respect to

x ∈ RN .

2.2 Main Theorems

The main theorem of the present paper is stated as follows.

Theorem 2.5 Suppose that u− < u+ ≤ 0 and that δ = |u+−u−| is sufficiently small. If u0−ū ∈ H3(R+×R),

and there exists a sufficiently small constant δ′ > 0 such that ‖u0− ū‖2
H3+δ ≤ δ′, then the initial boundary

value problem (1.1)-(1.3) has a unique solution u ∈ C([0,∞); H3(R+×R)), which satisfies the asymptotic

behavior
sup

(x,y)∈R+×R
|∇k(u(x, y, t) − ū)| → 0 as t → ∞, k = 0, 1,

sup
(x,y)∈R+×R

|∇k(q(x, y, t) − (q̄, 0)t)| → 0 as t → ∞, k = 0, 1,

sup
(x,y)∈R+×R

|∇(divq(x, y, t) − q̄x)| → 0 as t → ∞.

(2.10)

Here, (q̄, 0)t represents the transpose of the vector (q̄, 0).

Moreover, for [ND], if u0 − ū ∈ L2
α,2

(R+ × R) for α ≥ 0, then the solution u satisfies the decay

estimates

sup
(x,y)∈R+×R

|u(x, y, t) − ū| ≤ C(‖u0 − ū‖H3 + |u0 − ū|α,2)(1 + t)−
α
2
− 1

4 ,

sup
(x,y)∈R+×R

|(u(x, y, t) − ū)x| ≤ C(‖u0 − ū‖H3 + |u0 − ū|α,2)(1 + t)−
α
2
− 1

4 ,

sup
(x,y)∈R+×R

|(u(x, y, t) − ū)y| ≤ C(‖u0 − ū‖H3 + |u0 − ū|α,2)(1 + t)−
α
2
− 3

4 ,

(2.11)
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and the solution q satisfies the decay estimates

sup
(x,y)∈R+×R

|∂k
x(q1(x, y, t) − q̄(x))| ≤ C(‖u0 − ū‖H3 + |u0 − ū|α,2)(1 + t)−

α
2
− 1

4 , k = 0, 1,

sup
(x,y)∈R+×R

|(q1(x, y, t) − q̄(x))y | ≤ C(‖u0 − ū‖H3 + |u0 − ū|α,2)(1 + t)−
α
2
− 1

2 ,

sup
(x,y)∈R+×R

|∇kq2(x, y, t)| ≤ C(‖u0 − ū‖H3 + |u0 − ū|α,2)(1 + t)−
α
2
− 1

2 , k = 0, 1,

sup
(x,y)∈R+×R

|(divq(x, y, t) − q̄x(x))x | ≤ C(‖u0 − ū‖H3 + |u0 − ū|α,2)(1 + t)−
α
2
− 1

4 ,

sup
(x,y)∈R+×R

|(divq(x, y, t) − q̄x(x))y| ≤ C(‖u0 − ū‖H3 + |u0 − ū|α,2)(1 + t)−
α
2
− 1

2 ,

(2.12)

for t > 0 and some positive constant C, which is independent of t. For [D], the solution (u, q) satisfies

the decay rate (2.11) and (2.12) with α = 0.

Notations. Throughout this paper, without any ambiguity, we denote a generic positive constant C which

may vary from line to line. For two functions f and h, f ∼ h means

C−1 f (x) ≤ h(x) ≤ C f (x).

For any nonnegative constant p (1 ≤ p ≤ ∞), Lp
= Lp(R+ × R) denotes usual Lebesgue space over

R+ × R, equipped with the norm ‖ · ‖Lp . For any l ≥ 0, Hl
= Hl(R+ × R) denotes the usual Sobolev

space over R+ ×R with norm ‖ · ‖Hl . We use the notation ∇k f as in the meaning

∇k f = (∂k
x f , ∂

(k−1)
x ∂y f , ..., ∂x∂

(k−1)
y f , ∂k

y f )

where f = f (x, y, t) and ∇0 f = f . And the notation ∆ := ∂2
x + ∂

2
y denotes the Laplacian. For α ∈ R,

L2
α = L2

α(R+ ×R) denotes the space of measurable function f satisfying (1 + x)
α
2 f ∈ L2 with the norm

| f |α := (
∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)α| f (x, y)|2 dxdy)1/2. We also define L2
α,k

:= {∇ j f ∈ L2
α; j = 0, 1, 2, · · · , k} with the

norm | f |α,k := (
∑k

j=0 |∇ j f |2α)1/2. The Gaussian bracket [x] denotes the greatest integer which does not

exceed x.

3 Asymptotic stability of planar stationary solution

3.1 A priori estimates

In this section, we derive the a priori estimate in the H3 Sobolev space. To do this, we introduce a

perturbation (v, p) by

v(x, y, t) = u(x, y, t) − ū(x),

p(x, y, t) = q(x, y, t) −
(

q̄(x)

0

)

,

and rewrite the problem (1.1)-(1.4) as















vt + vvx + (ūv)x + g(v + ū)y + divp = 0,

−∇divp + p + ∇v = 0,
(3.1)

with boundary condition and initial data

v(0, y, t) = 0, v(x, y, 0) = v0(x, y) = u0(x, y) − ū(x). (3.2)

Notice that the equation (3.1)2 can be rewritten as















−divpx + p1 + vx = 0,

−divpy + p2 + vy = 0.
(3.3)
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Differentiating (3.3)1 and (3.3)2 with respect to y and x, respectively. Then subtracting the two resulting

equations, we can deduce that

p1y = p2x, (3.4)

which will be frequently used in estimating the perturbation p.

The global existence follow from the combination of the local existence (Proposition 3.1) and the

a priori estimates (Proposition 3.2). The local existence is proved by a standard iteration method with

utilizing the heat kernel and its proof is omitted. In this section, we will denote ourselves to establish a

priori estimates under the a priori assumption

‖∇v(t)‖L∞ ≤ Cε0, (3.5)

where 0 < ε0 ≪ 1.

To illustrate the results of a priori estimates and convergence rate, we put

M2
0 := ‖v0‖2H3 , M2

α := ‖v0‖2H3 + |v0|2α,2. (3.6)

For any 0 < T ≤ ∞, we seek the solution of the initial boundary value problem (3.1)-(3.2) in the set

of functions X(0, T ) defined by

X(0, T ) =















(v, p)
v ∈ C0([0, T ); H3), ∇v ∈ L2(0, T ; H2)

p ∈ C0([0, T ); H3) ∩ L2(0, T ; H3), divp ∈ C0([0, T ); H3) ∩ L2(0, T ; H3)















.

Proposition 3.1 (Local existence) Suppose the boundary condition satisfies u− < u+ ≤ 0 and the initial

data satisfies v0 ∈ H3(R+ × R). Also suppose that the initial data M0 and δ are both small enough.

Then there are two positive constants C and T0 such that the problem (3.1)-(3.2) has a unique solution

(v, p) ∈ X(0, T0), which satisfies

‖v(t)‖2
H3 + ‖p(t)‖2

H3 + ‖divp(t)‖2
H3 +

∫ t

0

(‖∇v(τ)‖2
H2 + ‖p(τ)‖2

H3 + ‖divp(τ)‖2
H3 ) dτ ≤ CM2

0, ∀t ∈ [0, T0].

Proposition 3.2 (A priori estimates) Let T be a positive constant. Suppose that the problem (3.1)-(3.2)

has a unique solution (v, p) ∈ X(0, T ). Then there exist positive constants C and δ1 such that if M0+δ ≤ δ1
(0 < δ1 ≪ 1), then we get the estimate

‖v(t)‖2
H3 + ‖p(t)‖2

H3 + ‖divp(t)‖2
H3 +

∫ t

0

(‖∇v(τ)‖2
H2 + ‖p(τ)‖2

H3 + ‖divp(τ)‖2
H3 ) dτ ≤ CM2

0, ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

In order to prove the a priori estimates, we firstly introduce Lemma 3.3 which plays an important

role in estimating nonlinear terms. The proof of Lemma 3.3 is proved by the similar computation as in

[29, 17], we omit the proof.

Lemma 3.3 For [ND] and [D], there exists a positive constants C, such that it holds that

∫

R

∫

R+

|∂ j
xū|2|v|2 dxdy ≤ Cδ

∫

R

∫

R+

|vx |2 dxdy, j = 1, 2, 3, 4, (3.7)

∫

R

∫

R+

|∂ j
xū|2|∂i

yv|2 dxdy ≤ Cδ

∫

R

∫

R+

|∂i
yvx |2 dxdy, i = 1, 2. (3.8)

For [ND], it also holds that for any β ∈ [0, α], there exist positive constants C and Cα satisfying

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β|∂ j
xū||v|2 dxdy ≤ (C +Cαβ)δ

∫

R

∫

R+

|vx |2 dxdy, j = 1, 2, 3, 4. (3.9)
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Lemma 3.4 given below indicates that the L2-estimates of |∇2v| can convert to the L2-estimates of

|∆v| + |∇vy |, and |∇3v| can convert to |∇∆v| + |∇vyy | in L2 norm. The former equivalence relation is used

to calculate the H2 convergence rate of v, while the latter equivalence relation is important in estimating

the third derivatives of v in the a priori estimate.

Lemma 3.4 There exist positive constants C1 and C2 such that

C1(|∆v|2 + |∇vy|2) ≤ |∇2v|2 ≤ C2(|∆v|2 + |∇vy |2), (3.10)

C1(|∇∆v|2 + |∇vyy |2) ≤ |∇3v|2 ≤ C2(|∇∆v|2 + |∇vyy |2). (3.11)

Namely, |∇2v| is equivalent to |∆v| + |∇vy|, and |∇3v| is equivalent to |∇∆v| + |∇vyy |.

We divide the proof of the a priori estimates into the following lemmas. Without the boundary

information given to p, it is very difficult to obtain the estimates of p and v at the same time. So we try

to get the estimate of v first, and then get the estimate of p through the existing estimates of v.

Lemma 3.5 Under the same assumptions as Proposition 3.2, then the following estimates are hold:

‖v(t)‖2
H1 +

∫ t

0

(‖
√

ūxv(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇v(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ +

∫ t

0

‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +

∫ t

0

∫

R

|∇v(0, y, t)|2 dydτ ≤ CM2
0,

(3.12)

for t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. We can obtain from v × (3.1)1 + p · (3.1)2 that

{

1

2
v2

}

t

+
1

2
ūxv2
+ div{pv} − ∇divp · p + |p|2

+

{

1

3
v3
+

1

2
ūv2

}

x

+

{

g(v + ū)v −
∫ ū+v

ū

g(s) ds

}

y

= 0. (3.13)

After integration in (x, y) ∈ R+ ×R, the terms −∇divp · p + |p|2 produce two good terms ‖divp(t)‖2
L2 and

‖p(t)‖2
L2 , but they also produce a boundary term

∫

R

divp(0, y, t)p1(0, y, t) dy that we can’t deal with owing

to no information for p at the boundary x = 0. The equation (3.1)2 gives

|∇v|2 = |∇divp|2 − 2∇divp · p + |p|2

= |∇divp|2 + 2(divp)2
+ |p|2 − 2div{divpp}, (3.14)

which indicates that we can replace the good term of p with the good term of v by the equation (3.14).

For the form of (3.14), we need to calculate the higher order derivative of v. We can get from ∇v ·
∇(3.1)1 − ∇divp · (3.1)2 that

{

1

2
|∇v|2

}

t

+
1

2
ūx |∇v|2 + ūxv2

x + |∇divp|2 − ∇divp · p

+

{

1

2
v|∇v|2 +

1

2
ū|∇v|2

}

x

+

{

1

2
g′(v + ū)|∇v|2

}

y

= −1

2
vx |∇v|2 − ūxxvvx −

1

2
g′′(v + ū)vy|∇v|2 − g′′(v + ū)ūxvxvy. (3.15)

Adding (3.13) and (3.15), we have
{

1

2
v2
+

1

2
|∇v|2

}

t

+
1

2
ūx(v2

+ |∇v|2) + ūxv2
x + |∇v|2 + div{pv}

+

{

1

3
v3
+

1

2
ūv2
+

1

2
v|∇v|2 + 1

2
ū|∇v|2

}

x

+

{

g(v + ū)v −
∫ ū+v

ū

g(s) ds +
1

2
g′(v + ū)|∇v|2

}

y

= −1

2
vx|∇v|2 − ūxxvvx −

1

2
g′′(v + ū)vy|∇v|2 − g′′(v + ū)ūxvxvy. (3.16)
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Note that the term {· · · }y disappear after integration in y ∈ R, here and hereafer. For v(0, y, t) = 0, the

first three term in {· · · }x disappear after integration in x ∈ R+. And the last term in {· · · }x is a good term

after integration in x ∈ R+ owing to u− < 0. Threrefore, integrating (3.16) overR+ ×R× [0, t], we have

‖v(t)‖2
L2+‖∇v(t)‖2

L2 +

∫ t

0

(‖
√

ūxv(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇v(τ))‖2

L2 ) dτ +

∫ t

0

‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +

∫ t

0

∫

R

|∇v(0, y, t)|2 dydτ

≤ CM2
0 +C

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

(|vx ||∇v|2 + |ūxxvvx | + |vy||∇v|2 + ūx|vxvy|) dxdydτ.

(3.17)

By Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 3.3, using the Cauchy inequality, under the a priori assumption (3.5), the

right-hand side of (3.17) can be estimated as follows:
∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

(|vx ||∇v|2 + |vy||∇v|2) dxdydτ ≤ ε0

∫ t

0

‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ, (3.18)

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

|ūxxvvx | dxdydτ ≤ 1

4

∫ t

0

‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +C

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

|ūxx |2|v|2 dxdydτ

≤
1

4

∫ t

0

‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +Cδ

∫ t

0

‖vx(τ))‖2
L2 dτ, (3.19)

and
∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

ūx |vxvy| dxdydτ ≤ C‖ūx‖L∞
∫ t

0

‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ ≤ Cδ

∫ t

0

‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ. (3.20)

Substituting (3.18)-(3.20) into (3.17), for some small ε0 and δ, we get (3.12). �

Lemma 3.6 Under the same assumptions as Proposition 3.2, we get the higher order derivative estima-

tion:

‖∇v(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇2v(t)‖2

L2 +

∫ t

0

(‖
√

ūx∇v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∆v(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ +

∫ t

0

‖∇2v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

R

(∆v(0, y, t))2 dydτ ≤ CM2
0, (3.21)

for t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. We can get from ∇v · ∇(3.1)1 + divp × div(3.1)2 + ∆v × ∆(3.1)1 − ∆divp × div(3.1)2 that
{

1

2
|∇v|2 +

1

2
(∆v)2

}

t

+
1

2
ūx(|∇v|2 + (∆v)2) + ūxv2

x + |∇2v|2 + div{divp∇v}

+

{

1

2
v|∇v|2+

1

2
ū|∇v|2+

1

2
v(∆v)2

+
1

2
ū(∆v)2−2vxyvy

}

x

+

{

1

2
g′(v+ū)|∇v|2+2vxxvy

}

y

= −
1

2
vx|∇v|2 − ūxxvvx −

1

2
g′′(v + ū)vy|∇v|2 − g′′(v + ū)ūxvxvy −

1

2
vx(∆v)2 − 2∇v · ∇vx∆v

− ūxxxv∆v − 3ūxxvx∆v − 2ūxvxx∆v − ∆(g(v + ū))∆v, (3.22)

where

∆(g(v + ū))∆v =
1

2
g′′(v + ū)vy(∆v)2

+ g(3)(v + ū)(vx + ūx)2vy∆v + g′′(v + ū)ūxxvy∆v

+ g(3)(v + ū)v3
y∆v + 2g′′(v + ū)(∇v · ∇vy + ūxvxy)∆v +

{

1

2
g′(v+ū)(∆v)2

}

y

. (3.23)

Here we have used the fact from (3.1)2 that

(∆v)2
= (∆divp)2

+ (divp)2 − 2(∆divp)divp, (3.24)

(∆v)2
= |∇2v|2 + 2{vxxvy}y − 2{vxyvy}x, (3.25)

∆(g′(v + ū)) = g(3)(v + ū)(vx + ūx)2
+ g′′(v + ū)ūxx + g(3)(v + ū)v2

y + g′′(v + ū)∆v, (3.26)
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and for any functions f (x, y) and h(x, y),

∆( f h) = (∆ f )h + f (∆h) + 2∇ f · ∇h. (3.27)

Notice that the first four terms on the right-hand side of (3.22) is bounded by CM2
0

after integration in

(x, y, t) ∈ R+ ×R × [0, t] owing to (3.18)-(3.20). From (3.25) and vy(0, y, t) = 0, we can conclude that

∫

R

∫

R+

(∆v)2 dxdy =

∫

R

∫

R+

|∇2v|2 dxdy.

Thus, integrating (3.22) over R+ ×R × [0, t], we have

‖∇v(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇2v(t)‖2

L2 +

∫ t

0

(‖
√

ūx∇v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∆v(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ +

∫ t

0

‖∇2v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

R

(∆v(0, y, t))2 dydτ

≤CM2
0+

∫ t

0

∫

R

divp(0, y, t)vx(0, y, t) dydτ+C

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

(|∇v|(∆v)2
+|ūxxx ||v||∆v|+ūx |vxx ||∆v|) dxdydτ

+C

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

(|ūxx ||∇v||∆v| + |∇v|3|∆v| + ū2
x |∇v||∆v| + |∇v||∇vx ||∆v| + (|∇v| + ūx)|∇vy ||∆v|) dxdydτ.

(3.28)

Since (3.1)1 gives

divp(0, y, t) = −u−vx(0, y, t), (3.29)

it follows that the second term on right-hand side of (3.28) can be estimated as

∫ t

0

∫

R

divp(0, y, t)vx(0, y, t) dydτ ≤ C

∫

R

∫

R+

|∇v(0, y, t)|2 dydy. (3.30)

Under the a priori assumption (3.5), we get

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

|∇v|(∆v)2 dxdydτ ≤ Cε0

∫ t

0

‖∇2v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ. (3.31)

By Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 3.3, using Cauchy inequality, the remaining term on the right-hand side

of (3.28) is bounded by

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

|ūxxx ||v||∆v| dxdydτ ≤
1

4

∫ t

0

‖∇2v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +C

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

|ūxxx |2|v|2 dxdydτ

≤
1

4

∫ t

0

‖∇2v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +C

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

|∇v(τ)|2 dxdydτ, (3.32)

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

(|ūxx | + |∇v|2 + ū2
x)|∇v||∆v| dxdydτ

≤
1

4

∫ t

0

‖∇2v(τ)‖2 dτ + sup
0≤τ≤t

{‖ūxx‖2L∞ + ‖∇v‖2L∞ + ‖ūx‖2L∞}
∫ t

0

‖∇v(τ)‖2 dτ, (3.33)

and
∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

((ūx |vxx | + |∇v||∇vx |)|∆v| + (|∇v| + ūx)|∇vy ||∆v|) dxdydτ ≤ C(ε0 + δ)

∫ t

0

‖∇2v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ.

(3.34)

Substituting (3.30)-(3.34) into (3.28), combining the results of Lemma 3.5, for some small ε0 and δ, we

get (3.21). �

Based on the H2-estimate of v, we can get the corresponding estimates of p from the elliptic equation

(3.1)2.
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Lemma 3.7 Under the same assumptions as Proposition 3.2, the perturbation p can be estimated as

follows:
∫ t

0

(

‖∇divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖divp(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖p(τ)‖2
L2

)

dτ ≤ CM2
0, (3.35)

for t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. By (3.14), we get further

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

(|∇divp|2 + 2(divp)2
+ |p|2) dxdydτ

=

∫ t

0

‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ + 2

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

div{(divp)p} dxdydτ

=

∫ t

0

‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ − 2

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

divp(0, y, τ)p1(0, y, τ) dxdydτ. (3.36)

In order to get the estimate of the last term of (3.36), we may convert the boundary terms divp(0, y, τ)

and p1(0, y, τ) to some boundary terms of v, because no information of p is given at the boundary. For

v(0, y, t) = vy(0, y, t) = 0, the equation (3.1) gives

p1(0, y, t) = divpx(0, y, t) − vx(0, y, t), (3.37)

divpx(0, y, t) = −vxt(0, y, t) − v2
x(0, y, t) − 2ūx(0)vx(0, y, t) − u−vxx(0, y, t) − g′(u−)vxy(0, y, t), (3.38)

Recalling (3.1), it follows from (3.36) that

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

(|∇divp|2 + 2(divp)2
+ |p|2) dxdydτ

=

∫ t

0

‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ + 2u−

∫ t

0

∫

R

vx(0, y, τ)p1(0, y, τ) dydτ

=

∫ t

0

‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ + 2u−

∫ t

0

∫

R

vx(0, y, τ)(divpx(0, y, τ) − vx(0, y, τ)) dydτ

=

∫ t

0

‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ − 2u−

∫ t

0

∫

R

|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 dydτ + 2u−

∫ t

0

∫

R

vx(0, y, τ)divpx(0, y, τ) dydτ. (3.39)

By employing (3.38), the last term of (3.39) can be divided into the following estimates (3.40)-(3.43):

∫ t

0

∫

R

vx(0, y, t)vxt(0, y, t) dydτ =

∫ t

0

∫

R

{v2
x(0, y, t)}t dydτ

=

∫

R

v2
x(0, y, t) dy −

∫

R

v2
x(0, y, 0) dy

≤
∫

R

‖vx(·, y, t)‖2L∞x dy −
∫

R

‖vx(·, y, 0)‖2L∞x dy

≤ ‖vx(t)‖2
L2 + ‖vxx(t)‖2

L2 + ‖v0‖2H2 , (3.40)

∫ t

0

∫

R

vx(0, y, t)vxx(0, y, t) dydτ ≤
∫ t

0

∫

R

|∇v(0, y, t)|2 dydτ +

∫ t

0

∫

R

(∆v(0, y, t))2 dydτ, (3.41)

and
∫ t

0

∫

R

vx(0, y, t)vxy(0, y, t) dydτ = 0, (3.42)

by using integration by parts. Since sup
0≤τ≤t

‖∇v(τ)‖L∞ and ‖ūx‖L∞ are bounded, we get

∫ t

0

∫

R

v3
x(0, y, t) + ūx(0, y, t)v2

x(0, y, t) dydτ ≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

R

v2
x(0, y, t) dydτ. (3.43)
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Thus, the last term of (3.39) can be estimated as
∫ t

0

∫

R

vx(0, y, t)divpx(0, y, t) dydτ ≤ C(‖v(t)‖2
H2 + ‖v0‖2H2) +C

∫ t

0

∫

R

(|∇v(0, y, t)|2 + |∆v(0, y, t)|2) dydτ.

(3.44)

Substituting (3.44) into (3.39), combining (3.12) and (3.21), we get (3.35). �

Next, we consider the higher order estimates of v and p. We still need to get the third-order estimation

of v first, and then get the higher-order estimation of p through the estimation of v. To do this, we may

use the structure of (3.1) to convert p to v, just like we did before. But in this way, we can only get

the L2-estimates of ∇∆v instead of ∇3v, see (3.62). From (3.11), we note that ‖∇3v(t)‖L2 is equivalent to

‖∇∆v(t)‖L2 + ‖∇vyy(t)‖L2 . Thanks to vyy(0, y, t) = 0, the boundary terms generated in estimating ‖vyy(t)‖H1

is well handled, which promotes us to obtain H3-estimates of v. Thus, we firstly give the estimates

of ‖vyy(t)‖L2 . Secondly, we give the estimates of ‖∇2divp(t)‖L2 which will appear in the estimation of

‖∇∆v(t)‖L2 . In the end, we show the estimate of ‖∇∆v(t)‖L2 , which completes the proof of third-order

estimation of v.

Lemma 3.8 Under the same assumptions as Proposition 3.2, it holds that

‖vyy(t)‖2
H1 +

∫ t

0

(‖
√

ūxvyy(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇vyy(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ +

∫ t

0

‖∇vyy(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +

∫ t

0

∫

R

|∇vyy(0, y, τ)|2 dydτ

≤CM2
0 +C(ε0 + M4

0)

∫ t

0

‖∇∆v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ,

(3.45)

for t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. We can get from vyy × ∂yy(3.1)1 + pyy · ∂yy(3.1)2 + ∇vyy · ∇∂yy(3.1)1 − ∇divpyy · ∂yy(3.1)2 that
{

1

2
v2

yy +
1

2
|∇vyy |2

}

t

+
1

2
ūx(v2

yy + |∇vyy |2) + ūxv2
xyy + |∇vyy |2 + div(pyyvyy)

+

{

1

2
vv2

yy +
1

2
ūv2

yy +
1

2
v|∇vyy |2 +

1

2
ū|∇vyy |2

}

x

+

{

1

2
g′(v + ū)v2

yy +
1

2
g′(v + ū)|∇vyy |2

}

y

= −1

2
vxv2

yy − 2vyvxyvyy − g′′′(v + ū)v3
yvyy −

5

2
g′′(v + ū)vyv2

yy −
1

2
vx|∇vyy |2 − vyy∇vyy · ∇vx

− 2vy∇vxy · ∇vyy − 2vxy∇vy · ∇vyy − vxyy∇v · ∇vyy − ūxxvyyvxyy − g(4)(v + ū)(∇v · ∇vyy + ūxvxyy)v3
y

− 3g′′′(v + ū)v2
y∇vy · ∇vyy − 3g′′′(v + ū)(∇v · ∇vyy + ūxvxyy)vyvyy

− 3g′′(v + ū)∇vy · ∇vyyvyy −
5

2
g′′(v + ū)vy|∇vyy |2 − g′′(v + ū)(∇v · ∇vyy + ūxvxyy)vyyy.

(3.46)

Integrating (3.46) over R+ ×R, we obtain

d

dt
(‖vyy‖2L2 + ‖∇vyy‖2L2 ) + ‖

√
ūxvyy‖2L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇vyy‖2L2 + ‖∇vyy‖2L2 +

∫

R

|∇vyy(0, y, τ)|2 dy

≤C

∫

R

∫

R+

(|∇v||vyy |2 + |vy||∇vy ||vyy| + |vy|3|vyy| + |∇v||∇vyy |2 + |vyy||∇vx ||∇vyy | + |vy||∇vxy ||∇vyy |) dxdy

+C

∫

R

∫

R+

(|∇vy |2|∇vyy | + |ūxx ||vyy ||∇vyy | + (|∇v| + ūx)|vy |3|∇vyy | + |vy|2|∇vy||∇vyy |) dxdy

+C

∫

R

∫

R+

(|∇v| + ūx)|vy ||vyy ||∇vyy | + |∇vy ||vyy ||∇vyy | + |vy||∇vyy |2 + (|∇v| + ūx)|vyyy ||∇vyy |) dxdy.

(3.47)

Note that we have obtained the first and second derivative estimates of v in (3.12) and (3.21). Thus, using

Cauchy inequality, the first three terms on the right-hand side of (3.47) are bounded by
∫

R

∫

R+

(|∇v||vyy |2 + |vy ||∇vy||vyy | + |vy|3|vyy |) dxdy ≤ C(‖∇v‖2
L2 + ‖∇2v‖2

L2 ).
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Using (3.11), (2.4), (2.5) and Cauchy inequality, the fifth, sixth and seventh terms on the right-hand side

of (3.47) can be estimated as

∫

R

∫

R+

|vyy ||∇vx ||∇vyy | dxdy ≤ ‖∇vyy(t)‖L2‖vyy(t)‖L2
x(L∞y )‖∇vx(t)‖L∞x (L2

y )

≤ ‖∇vyy(t)‖3/2
L2 ‖∇2v(t)‖L2‖∇vxx‖1/2L2

≤
1

4
‖∇vyy(t)‖2

L2 +C‖∇2v(t)‖4
L2‖∇vxx(t)‖2

L2

≤
1

4
‖∇vyy(t)‖2

L2 +CM4
0(‖∇∆v(t)‖2

L2 + ‖∇vyy(t)‖2
L2 ), (3.48)

∫

R

∫

R+

|vy ||∇vxy ||∇vyy | dxdy ≤ ‖vy(t)‖L∞‖∇vxy(t)‖L2‖∇vyy(t)‖L2

≤ ‖vy(t)‖L∞‖∇vyy(t)‖2
L2 + ‖vy(t)‖L∞‖∇vxy(t)‖2

L2

≤ ‖vy(t)‖L∞‖∇vyy(t)‖2
L2 + ‖vy(t)‖L∞(‖∇vyy(t)‖2

L2 + ‖∇∆v(t)‖2
L2 )

≤ Cε0‖∇vyy(t)‖2
L2 +Cε0‖∇∆v(t)‖2

L2 , (3.49)

and
∫

R

∫

R+

|∇vy |2|∇vyy | dxdy ≤ ‖∇vyy(t)‖L2‖∇vy(t)‖L2
x(L∞y )‖∇vy(t)‖L∞x (L2

y )

≤ ‖∇vyy(t)‖3/2
L2 ‖∇vy(t)‖L2‖∇vxy‖1/2L2

≤
1

4
‖∇vyy(t)‖2

L2 +C‖∇vy‖4L2‖∇vxx(t)‖2
L2

≤
1

4
‖∇vyy(t)‖2

L2 +CM4
0(‖∇∆v(t)‖2

L2 + ‖∇vyy(t)‖2
L2 ). (3.50)

By employing Cauchy inequality, the remaining terms on the right-hand side of (3.47) are bounded by

C(ε0 + δ)‖∇vyy(t)‖2
L2 +C(‖∇v(t)‖2

L2 + ‖∇2v(t)‖2
L2 ).

Hence, applying (3.49), for some small ε0, M0 and δ, (3.47) can be rewritten as

d

dt
(‖vyy‖2L2 + ‖∇vyy‖2L2) + ‖

√
ūxvyy‖2L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇vyy‖2L2 + ‖∇vyy‖2L2 +

∫

R

|∇vyy(0, y, t)|2 dy

≤C(ε0 + M4
0)‖∇∆v(t)‖2

L2 +C(‖∇v(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇2v(t)‖2

L2 ). (3.51)

Integrating (3.51) over [0, t], the desired estimate (3.45) is obtained. �

Lemma 3.9 Under the same assumptions as Proposition 3.2, for t ∈ [0, T ], it holds that

∫ t

0

(‖∇2divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇p(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇divp(τ)‖2
L2 ) dτ ≤ CM2

0 +C(ε0 + M4
0)

∫ t

0

‖∇∆v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ. (3.52)

Proof. Square (3.1)2 in the form ∇2divp − ∇p = ∇2v, and then integrate the resulting equation in

(x, y) ∈ R+ ×R. Consequently, we have

‖∇2divp(t)‖2
L2 + 2‖∇divp(t)‖2

L2 + ‖∇p(t)‖2
L2

=‖∇2v(t)‖2
L2 + 2

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

div{∇divp∇p} dxdy

=‖∇2v(t)‖2
L2 − 2

∫

R

∇divp(0, y, t) · ∇p1(0, y, t) dy.
(3.53)
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To convert the boundary terms of p to v, we make use of the equation (3.3). Then the last term of (3.53)

can be rewritten as
∫

R

∇divp(0, y, t) · ∇p1(0, y, t) dy

=

∫

R

divpx(0, y, t)p1x(0, y, t) + divpy(0, y, t)p1y(0, y, t) dy

=

∫

R

divpx(0, y, t)(divp(0, y, t) − p2y(0, y, t)) dy −
∫

R

divpyy(0, y, t)p1(0, y, t) dy

=

∫

R

divpx(0, y, t)
(

divp(0, y, t) − divpyy(0, y, t) + vyy(0, y, t)
)

dy

−
∫

R

divpyy(0, y, t)(divpx(0, y, t) − vx(0, y, t)) dy. (3.54)

Notice that vyy(0, y, t) = 0. We divide the estimate on the right side of the inequality (3.54) into the

following three estimates (3.55)-(3.57). The equation (3.1)1 gives divpyy(0, y, t) = −u−vxyy(0, y, t). Using

Cauchy inequality, the right-hand side of (3.54) can be estimated as

∫

R

divpyy(0, y, t)vx(0, y, t) dy ≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

R

v2
xyy(0, y, t) dy +C

∫ t

0

∫

R

v2
x(0, y, t) dy, (3.55)

∫

R

divpx(0, y, t)divp(0, y, t) dy ≤
∫

R

‖divpx(·, y, t)‖L∞x ‖divp(·, y, t)‖L∞x dy

≤ ‖∇2divp(t)‖
1
2

L2‖∇divp(t)‖L2‖divp(t)‖
1
2

L2

≤ 1

8
‖∇2divp(t)‖2

L2 +C(‖∇divp(t)‖2
L2 + ‖divp(t)‖2

L2 ), (3.56)

and
∫

R

divpyy(0, y, t)divpx(0, y, t) dy =

∫

R

u−vxyy(0, y, t)divpx(0, y, t) dy

≤
∫

R

u−vxyy(0, y, t)‖divpx(·, y, t)‖L∞x dy

≤
1

8
‖∇2divp(t)‖2

L2 +C‖∇divp(t)‖2
L2 +C

∫

R

|∇vyy(0, y, t)|2 dy. (3.57)

Substituting (3.55)-(3.57) into (3.54), we can get from (3.53) that

‖∇2divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇p(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇divp(τ)‖2
L2

≤C‖∇2v(t)‖2
L2 + +C

∫

R

|∇vyy(0, y, t)|2 dy +C

∫

R

|∇v(0, y, t)|2 dy +C‖∇divp(t)‖2
L2 +C‖divp(t)‖2

L2 .

(3.58)

Integrating (3.58) over [0, t], combining Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.8, we have

∫ t

0

(‖∇2divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇p(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇divp(τ)‖2
L2 ) dτ ≤ CM2

0 +C(ε0 + M4
0)

∫ t

0

‖∇∆v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ,

which completes the proof of Lemma 3.9. �

Lemma 3.10 Under the same assumptions as Proposition 3.2, the estimate for the third order derivatives

is obtained as follows:

‖∆v(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇∆v(t)‖2

L2+

∫ t

0

(‖
√

ūx∆v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇∆v(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ+

∫ t

0

‖∇∆v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

R

|∇∆v(0, y, τ)|2 dydτ ≤ CM2
0, (3.59)

for t ∈ [0, T ].
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Proof. We can get from ∆v × ∆(3.1)1 + ∇divp · ∇div(3.1)2 + ∇∆v · ∇∆(3.1)1 − ∇∆divp · ∇div(3.1)2 that

{

1

2
(∆v)2

+
1

2
|∇∆v|2

}

t

+
1

2
ūx((∆v)2

+ |∇∆v|2) + ūx(∆vx)2
+ div{∇divp∆v} + |∇∆v|2

+

{

1

2
v(∆v)2

+
1

2
ū(∆v)2

+
1

2
v|∇∆v|2 +

1

2
ū|∇∆v|2

}

x

= −
1

2
vx(∆v)2 − 2∇v · ∇vx∆v − ūxxxv∆v − 3ūxxvx∆v − 2ūxvxx∆v − ∆(g(v + ū)y)∆v

−
1

2
vx |∇∆v|2 − ∆v∇vx · ∇∆v − ∆vx∇v · ∇∆v − 2∇vx · ∇∆vvxx − 2vx∇vxx · ∇∆v

− 2vxy∇vy · ∇∆v − 2vy∇vxy · ∇∆v − ūxxxxv∆vx − ūxxx∇v · ∇∆v − ūxx∆v∆vx − 3ūxxxvx∆vx

− 3ūxxv∇vx · ∆vx − 2ūxxvxx∆vx − 2ūxv∇vxx · ∆vx − ∇∆(g(v + ū)y) · ∇∆v, (3.60)

where we have used from (3.1)2 that

|∇∆v|2 = |∇∆divp|2 + |∇divp|2 − 2div{∆divp∇divp}.

By simple calculation, we can obtain

∇∆(g(v + ū)y) · ∇∆v

∼(∇v · ∇∆v + ūx∆vx)(vx + ūx)2vy + (vx + ūx)(∇vx · ∇∆v + ūxx∆vx)vy + (∇v · ∇∆v + ūx∆vx)ūxxvy

+ ūxxx∆vxvy + (∇v · ∇∆v + ūx∆vx)v3
y + ∇vy · ∇∆vv2

y + (∇v · ∇∆v + ūx∆vx)∆vvy + |∇∆v|2vy

+

(

(vx + ūx)2
+ ūxx + v2

y + ∆v
)

∇vy · ∇∆v + (∇v · ∇∆v + ūx∆vx)∆vy + {
1

2
g′(v + ū)|∇∆v|2}y

+ (∇v · ∇∆v + ūx∆vx)(∇v · ∇vy + ūxvxy) + ∇vx · ∇∆vvxy + vx∇vxy · ∇∆v + ∇vy · ∇∆vvyy

+ vy∇vyy · ∇∆v + ūxxvxy∆vx + ūx∇vxy · ∇∆v. (3.61)

Notice that the first six terms on right-hand side of (3.60) have been estimated in Lemma 3.6 after

integration in (x, y) ∈ R+ × R. So we don’t repeat the calculation here. After integration in (x, y) ∈
R+ ×R, the remaining terms on right-hand side of (3.60) are bounded by

‖∇v‖L∞‖∇∆v‖2
L2 + ‖∇v‖L∞ (‖∇v‖L2 + ‖∇2v‖L2 )‖∇∆v‖L2 +Cδ(‖∇v‖L2 + ‖∇2v‖L2 )‖∇∆v‖L2

+

∫

R

∫

R+

(

|∇2v||∇∆v| + |∇v|(|∇vxx | + |∇vxy |)|∇∆v| + ūx(|∇vxx | + |∇vxy |)|∇∆v|
)

dxdy,

where we have used the fact that (3.7), ‖∇v‖L∞ ≤ Cε0 and ‖∂i
xū‖L∞ ≤ Cδ, i = 2, 3. Integrating (3.60) over

R+ × R, and using ‖∇v‖L∞ ≤ Cε0 again and applying Cauchy inequality, for some small ε0 and δ, we

have

d

dt
(‖∆v(t)‖2

L2 + ‖∇∆v(t)‖2
L2 )+(‖

√
ūx∆v(t)‖2

L2 + ‖
√

ūx∇∆v(t)‖2
L2 )+‖∇∆v(t)‖2

L2

+

∫

R

|∇∆v(0, y, t)|2 dy

≤C

(

‖∇v(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇2v(t)‖2

L2 +

∫

R

|divpx(0, y, t)∆v(0, y, t)| dy

+

∫

R

∫

R+

(

|∇2v||∇∆v| + |∇v|(|∇vxx | + |∇vxy |)|∇∆v| + ūx(|∇vxx | + |∇vxy |)|∇∆v|
)

dxdy

)

. (3.62)

From (3.17) and (3.21), the first two terms on the right-hand side of (3.62) are bounded by CM2
0
. By
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Cauchy inequality, (3.21) and (3.52), the third term on the right-hand side of (3.62) is bounded by

∫ t

0

∫

R

|divpx(0, y, t)∆v(0, y, t)| dy

≤
1

2

∫

R

|divpx(0, y, t)|2 dy +
1

2

∫ t

0

∫

R

|∆v(0, y, t)|2 dy

≤‖∇divp(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇2divp(t)‖2

L2 +

∫

R

|∆v(0, y, t)|2 dy. (3.63)

Using Lemma 3.4, (3.21) and the Cauchy inequality, the fourth term can be estimated as

C

∫

R

∫

R+

|∇2v|2|∇∆v| dxdy ≤‖∇2v‖L2
x(L∞y )‖∇

2v‖L∞x (L2
y )‖∇∆v‖L2

≤‖∇2v(t)‖L2‖∇3v(t)‖2
L2

≤CM0(‖∇∆v(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇vyy(t)‖2

L2 ). (3.64)

By applying Lemma 3.4, the last two terms on the right-hand side of (3.62) can estimated as

∫

R

∫

R+

(

|∇v|(|∇vxx | + |∇vxy |)|∇∆v| + ūx(|∇vxx | + |∇vxy |)|∇∆v|
)

dxdy

≤(‖∇v‖L∞ + ‖ūx‖L∞)‖∇3v(t)‖2
L2

≤C(ε0 + δ)(‖∇∆v(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇vyy(t)‖2

L2 ). (3.65)

Substitute (3.63)-(3.65) into (3.62) and choose small ε0, δ and M0 such that ((ε0 + δ + M0)‖∇∆v(t)‖2
L2 ≤

1
2
‖∇∆v(t)‖2

L2 . Consequently, we have

d

dt
(‖∆v(t)‖2

L2 + ‖∇∆v(t)‖2
L2 )+(‖

√
ūx∆v(t)‖2

L2 + ‖
√

ūx∇∆v(t)‖2
L2 )+‖∇∆v(t)‖2

L2 +

∫

R

|∇∆v(0, y, t)|2 dy

≤C

(

‖∇v(t)‖2
H1 + ‖∇divp(t)‖2

L2 + ‖∇2divp(t)‖2
L2 + (ε0 + δ + M0)‖∇vyy(t)‖2

L2 +

∫

R

(∆v(0, y, t))2 dy

)

.

(3.66)

To treat the terms ‖∇2divp(t)‖2
L2 and ‖∇vyy(t)‖2

L2 on the right-hand side of (3.66), substituting the inequal-

ities (3.45) and (3.52) into (3.66) and integrating the resulting inequality over [0, t], we deduce that

‖∆v(t)‖2
H1 +

∫ t

0

(‖
√

ūx∆v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇∆v(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇∆v(t)‖2
L2 ) dτ +

∫ t

0

∫

R

|∇∆v(0, y, τ)|2 dydτ

≤ CM2
0+C

∫ t

0

(‖∇v(τ)‖2
H1+‖∇divp(t)‖2

L2 ) dτ+C(ε0+M4
0)

∫ t

0

‖∇∆v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ+C

∫ t

0

∫

R

(∆v(0, y, t))2 dydτ.

(3.67)

In the end, we may choose smallness M0 and ε0, combining the results of Lemmas 3.5-3.7, the estimate

(3.59) holds. �

Lemma 3.11 Under the same assumptions as Lemma 3.6, we have

‖∇3v(t)‖2
L2 +

∫ t

0

‖∇3v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ ≤ CM2

0, (3.68)

for t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. Since (3.45) and (3.59) give

‖∇vyy(t)‖2
L2 +

∫ t

0

‖∇vyy(τ)‖2
L2 dτ ≤ CM2

0,
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it follows that

‖vxxx(t)‖2
L2+

∫ t

0

‖vxxx(τ)‖2
L2 dτ ≤ C(‖∆vx(t)‖2

L2+‖vxyy(t)‖2
L2)+C

∫ t

0

(‖∆vx(τ)‖2
L2+‖vxyy(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ ≤ CM2
0,

and

‖vxxy(t)‖2
L2+

∫ t

0

‖vxxy(τ)‖2
L2 dτ ≤ C(‖∆vy(t)‖2

L2+‖vyyy(t)‖2
L2 )+C

∫ t

0

(‖∆vy(τ)‖2
L2+‖vyyy(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ ≤ CM2
0.

Therefore, combining Lemma 3.8, the proof of Lemma 3.11 is completed. �

We only get the estimates of integration p in (x, y, t) ∈ R+ ×R × [0, t] above. In order to obtain the

estimates of p in (x, y) ∈ R+ × R, it is not feasible to use the previous method like (3.36) and (3.39),

because we can’t treat vxt(0, y, t) which appears in (3.40). However, combining with the existing H3-

estimates of v, we can get the desired estimate of divp by using (3.1)1, if the estimation of vt can be

obtained.

Lemma 3.12 Under the same assumptions as Proposition 3.2, the estimates of vt can be obtained. For

any t ∈ [0, T ],

‖vt(t)‖2H2 +

∫ t

0

‖∇vt(τ)‖2H1 dτ+

∫ t

0

∫

R

(|∇vt(0, y, τ)|2 + |∆vt(0, y, τ)|2) dydτ ≤ CM2
0, (3.69)

∫ t

0

(

‖divpt(τ)‖2H1 + ‖pt(τ)‖2L2

)

dτ ≤ CM2
0. (3.70)

Proof. Differentiating (3.1) with respect to t, we have














vtt + vtvx + vvxt + (ūvt)x + (g′(v + ū)vt)y + divpt = 0,

−∇divpt + pt + ∇vt = 0.
(3.71)

Set w = vt and z = pt. The equations (3.71) can be rewritten as














wt + wvx + vwx + (ūw)x + (g′(v + ū)w)y + divz = 0,

−∇divz + z + ∇w = 0.
(3.72)

Comparing (3.1) with (3.72), we note that only the second, third and fifth terms of (3.72)1 are different

from (3.1)1 in format. After the previous estimates of (3.1), it is not difficult to find that the first and

fourth terms of (3.72)1 and the first and second terms of the (3.72)2 can produce some good terms.

And the boundary condition satisfies w(0, y, t) = 0. In other words, the good terms of (3.72) and (3.1)

are consistent in format. In order to give the estimates of w and z, we just need to estimate the terms

generated by the the second, third and fifth terms of (3.72)1. In the following estimation, we will use a

priori assumption

sup
0≤t≤T

‖w(t)‖L∞ ≤ Cε0. (3.73)

Thus, we need to show that w ∈ H2(R+ ×R).

We can get from w × (3.72)1 + z · (3.72)2 + ∇w · ∇(3.72)1 − ∇divz · (3.72)2 that

d

dt

(

‖w(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇w(t)‖2

L2

)

+ ‖∇w(t)‖2
L2 +

∫

R

|∇w(0, y, t)|2 dy

≤C

∫

R

∫

R+

(vxw2
+ vwxw + (g′(v + ū)w)yw + ∇(wvx) · ∇w + ∇(vwx) · ∇w + ∇(g′(v + ū)w)y · ∇w) dxdy

≤C

∫

R

∫

R+

(|∇v|w2
+ |∇v||∇w|2 + w|∇2v||∇w| + (|∇v||∇w| + ūxwx)(vyw + wy)) dxdy

+C

∫

R

∫

R+

{
1

2
vw2}x dxdy.

(3.74)
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Integrating (3.74) over [0, t] and using Cauchy inequality, ‖∇v(t)‖L∞ ≤ Cε0 and ‖w(t)‖L∞ ≤ Cε0, we have

‖w(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇w(t)‖2

L2 +

∫ t

0

‖∇w(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +

∫ t

0

∫

R

|∇w(0, y, τ)|2 dydτ

≤CM2
0 +C‖∇v(t)‖L∞

∫ t

0

‖w(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +C‖∇v(t)‖L∞

∫ t

0

‖∇w(τ)‖2
L2 dτ

+C‖w(t)‖L∞
∫ t

0

‖∇2v(τ)‖L2‖∇w(τ)‖L2 dτ +C(‖∇v(t)‖2L∞ + ‖ūx‖L∞)

∫ t

0

‖∇w(τ)‖L2‖w(τ)‖L2 dτ

+C(‖∇v(t)‖L∞ + ‖ūx‖L∞)

∫ t

0

‖∇w(τ)‖2
L2 dτ

≤C(ε0 + δ)

∫ t

0

‖∇w(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +C

∫ t

0

‖w(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +C

∫ t

0

‖∇2v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ. (3.75)

Since from (3.1)1 gives

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

w2 dxdydτ =

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

v2
t dxdydτ ≤ C

∫ t

0

(‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖divp(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ ≤ CM2
0,

it follows from (3.75) that

‖w(t)‖2
H1 +

∫ t

0

‖∇w(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +

∫ t

0

∫

R

|∇w(0, y, τ)| dydτ ≤ CM2
0. (3.76)

Similar to (3.25), it holds that
∫

R

∫

R+

(∆w)2 dxdy =
∫

R

∫

R+

|∇2w|2 dxdy owing to wy(0, y, t) = 0. The

higher order derivatives of w can get from ∇w · ∇(3.72)1 + divz × div(3.72)2 + ∆w × ∆(3.72)1 − ∆divz ×
div(3.72)2 that

‖∇w(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇2w(t)‖2

L2 +

∫ t

0

‖∇2w(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +

∫ t

0

∫

R

(∆w(0, y, t))2 dydτ

≤CM2
0 +C

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

{

∆(wvx)∆w + ∆(vwx)∆w + ∆{(g′(v + ū)w)y}∆w
}

dxdydτ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

, (3.77)

where we have the fact that

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

(∇(wvx) · ∇w + ∇(vwx) · ∇w + ∇(g′(v + ū)w)y · ∇w) dxdydτ ≤ CM2
0

owing to (3.74)-(3.76). The right-hand side of (3.77) can be estimated as follows. By utilizing (2.4),

(2.5), (3.27), (3.26) and Cauchy inequality, we obtain

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

(∆(wvx)∆w + ∆(vwx)∆w) dxdydτ

≤C

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

(vx(∆w)2
+ w∆vx∆w + ∇w · ∇vx∆w + ∆vwx∆w + v∆wx∆w + ∇v · ∇wx∆w) dxdydτ

≤C

∫ t

0

(

‖∇v(τ)‖L∞‖∇2w(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖w(τ)‖L∞‖∇3v(τ)‖L2‖∆w(τ)‖L2 + ‖∆v(τ)‖L2

x (L∞y )‖wx(τ)‖L∞x (L2
y )‖∆w(τ)‖L2

)

dτ

+ ‖∇v‖L∞
∫ t

0

∫

R

(∆w(0, y, t))2 dτ

≤
(

Cε0 +
1

4

) ∫ t

0

‖∇2w(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +

∫ t

0

‖∇3v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ + sup

0≤t≤T

{

‖∆v(t)‖2
L2‖∆vy(t)‖2

L2

}

∫ t

0

‖∇w(τ)‖2
L2 dτ

+ ‖∇v‖L∞
∫ t

0

∫

R

(∆w(0, y, t))2 dτ,

(3.78)
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and

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

∆{(g′(v + ū)w)y}∆w dxdydτ

≤C

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

(vx + ūx)2
+ ūxx + v2

y + ∆v
)

vyw∆w + (∆vyw + vy∆w + ∇vy · ∇w)∆w
∣

∣

∣

∣

dxdydτ

+C

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

∣

∣

∣∇v · ∇vyw∆w + ∇v · ∇wvy∆w + ūxvxyw∆w + ūxwxvy∆w
∣

∣

∣ dxdydτ

+C

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

R+

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

(vx + ūx)2
+ ūxx + v2

y + ∆v
)

wy∆w + ∇v · ∇wy∆w + ūxwxy∆w
∣

∣

∣

∣

dxdydτ

≤
(

Cε0 +
1

4

) ∫ t

0

‖∇2w(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +C

∫ t

0

(‖w(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇w(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇2v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇3v(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+C

∫ t

0

‖∇vy(τ)‖L2
x(L∞y )‖∇w(τ)‖L∞x (L2

y )‖∆w(τ)‖L2 dτ

≤
(

Cε0 +
1

4

) ∫ t

0

‖∇2w(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +C

∫ t

0

(‖w(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇w(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇2v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇3v(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ. (3.79)

In deriving the last inequality of (3.79) above, we have used that ‖∇vy(t)‖L2 and ‖∇vyy(t)‖L2 are bounded,

which yields

∫ t

0

‖∇vy(τ)‖L2
x(L∞y )‖∇w(τ)‖L∞x (L2

y )‖∆w(τ)‖L2 dτ

≤
∫ t

0

‖∇vy(τ)‖
1
2

L2‖∇vyy(τ)‖
1
2

L2‖∇w(τ)‖
1
2

L2‖∇2w(τ)‖
3
2

L2 dτ

≤
1

4

∫ t

0

‖∇2w(τ)‖2
L2 dτ + sup

0≤t≤T

{

‖∇vy(t)‖2
L2‖∇vyy(t)‖2

L2

}

∫ t

0

‖∇w(τ)‖2
L2 dτ.

Substituting (3.78) and (3.79) into (3.77), combining (3.75), we get the desired inequality (3.69). The

proof of (3.70) is similar to Lemma 3.7. We omit the details. �

After we get the H2-estimates of vt and H3-estimates of v, the estimates of the lower derivatives of p

and divp can be easily obtained by the equation (3.1)1. Using relation between p1 and p2 subtly, we can

get the higher derivatives estimation of p and divp.

Lemma 3.13 Under the same assumptions as Proposition 3.2, we can obtain the estimates of perturba-

tion p.

‖divp(t)‖2
H3 + ‖p(t)‖2

H3 +

∫ t

0

(‖∇3divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇3 p(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇2 p(τ)‖2
L2 ) dτ ≤ CM2

0, (3.80)

for t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. From (3.1), we can obtain a series of estimates of divp:

‖divp(t)‖2
L2 ≤ C‖vt(t)‖2L2 +C‖v(t)‖2

H1 ,

‖∇divp(t)‖2
L2 ≤ C‖vt(t)‖2H1 +C‖v(t)‖2

H2 ,

‖∇2divp(t)‖2
L2 ≤ C‖vt(t)‖2H2 +C‖v(t)‖2

H3 , (3.81)

‖∇∆divp(t)‖2
L2 ≤ ‖∇divp(t)‖2

L2 + ‖∇∆v(t)‖2
L2 . (3.82)

Consequently, the corresponding estimate of p can be obtained:

‖p(t)‖2
L2 ≤ ‖∇divp(t)‖2

L2 + ‖∇v(t)‖2
L2 ,

‖∇p(t)‖L2 ≤ ‖∇2divp(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇2v(t)‖2

L2 .
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Next, we consider the higher regularity for divp and p. By the definition,

∇3divp = (divpxxx, divpxxy, divpxyy, divpyyy).

This shows that ∇3divp consists of ∇divpxx and ∇divpyy. Once we give the L2-estimates of ∇divpxx,

the L2-estimates of ∇divpyy can be obtained immediately according to (3.82). However, applying ∂2
x to

(3.1)2 will produce good terms (‖divpxx‖2H1 , ‖pxx‖2L2 ) and boundary term p1xx(0, y, t) that we can’t solve.

To overcome it, we rewrite the equation (3.1)2 as (3.3). We find that ∇∂x(3.3)2 can produce good terms

(‖∇divpxx‖2L2 , ‖∇p1x‖2L2 , ‖p1xxx‖2L2) which can control the boundary term p1xx(0, y, t). Therefore, we focus

on the equations (3.3) in the later estimates.

Applying the differential operator ∂x∂y and ∇∂x to (3.3)1, respectively, we get

divpxxy − p1xy = vxxy ,

divpxxx − p1xx = vxxx .

Squaring these two equations, it holds that

(divpxxy)2
+ (p1xy)2

+ 2(p1xyy)2 − 2
{

divpxx p1xy

}

y
= v2

xxy − 2p1xxx p1xyy, (3.83)

(divpxxx)2
+ (p1xx)2

+ 2(p1xxx)2 − 2 {divpxx p1xx}x = v2
xxx − 2p1xyy p1xxx. (3.84)

Integrating (3.83) and (3.84) overR+ ×R, and then adding the resulting equations, we obtain

∫

R

∫

R+

|∇divpxx |2 + |∇p1x |2 + 2(p1xyy)2
+ 2(p1xxx)2 dxdy

=

∫

R

∫

R+

|∇vxx |2 dxdy − 4

∫

R

∫

R+

p1xyy p1xxx dxdy − 2

∫

R

divpxx(0, y, t)p1xx(0, y, t) dy. (3.85)

By (3.81) and (3.4), the last two terms of (3.85) are bounded by

∫

R

∫

R+

p1xyy p1xxx dxdy ≤
1

2

∫

R

∫

R+

(p2xxy + p1xxx)2 dxdy ≤
1

2

∫

R

∫

R+

(divpxx)2 dxdy, (3.86)

and
∫

R

divpxx(0, y, t)p1xx(0, y, t) dy ≤ Cε

∫

R

‖divpxx‖2L∞x dy + ε

∫

R

‖p1xx‖2L∞x dy

≤ ε(‖divpxxx(t)‖2
L2 + ‖p1xx(t)‖2

L2 + ‖p1xxx(t)‖2
L2 ) +Cε‖divpxx(t)‖2

L2 ,

(3.87)

where ε is a small positive constant and Cε is a fixed positive constant depending on ε. Substituting

(3.86) and (3.87) into (3.85), combining (3.68) and (3.81), we obtain

∫

R

∫

R+

|∇divpxx |2 + |∇p1x |2 + (p1xyy)2
+ (p1xxx)2 dxdy ≤ CM2

0. (3.88)

By (3.82), we get further

‖divpxyy(t)‖2
L2 ≤ C(‖∆divpx(t)‖2

L2 + ‖divpxxx(t)‖2
L2) ≤ CM2

0,

and

‖divpyyy(t)‖2
L2 ≤ C(‖∆divpy(t)‖2

L2 + ‖divpxxy(t)‖2
L2 ) ≤ CM2

0,

which yields

‖∇3divp(t)‖2
L2 ≤ CM2

0,

‖∇2 p(t)‖2
L2 ≤ ‖∇3divp(t)‖2

L2 + ‖∇3v(t)‖2
L2 ≤ CM2

0.
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Next, we try to get the L2-estimates of ∇3 p. By the definition

∇3 p =

(

p1xxx p1xxy p1xyy p1yyy

p2xxx p2xxy p2xyy p2yyy

)

.

The equation (3.4) deduce that

divpxx − p1xxx = p2xxy = p1xyy = divpyy − p2yyy, (3.89)

p2xxx = p1xxy = divpxy − p2xyy = divpxy − p1yyy. (3.90)

The L2-estimates of p1xxx and p1xyy have been obtained in (3.88), which yields L2-estimates of p2xxy

and p2yyy in the equation (3.89) can be estimated, combining (3.81). Thus, in order to complete the L2-

estimates of ∇3 p, we just need to estimate any third order derivative of p in (3.90). Once this estimate

is obtained, the remaining term can be easily obtained according to the relation (3.90). Now, we give an

estimate of p2xyy for a brief explanation.

Just like the previous method, differentiating (3.3) respect to x and y, and squaring the resulting

equation in the form of divpxyy − p2xy = vxyy, we have

(divpxyy)2
+ (p2xy)2

+ (p2xyy)2 − 2
{

divpxy p2xy

}

y
= v2

xyy − 2p1xxy p2xyy. (3.91)

Integrate (3.91) over R+ ×R. Notice that

∫

R

∫

R+

p1xxy p2xyy dxdy ≤ 1

2

∫

R

∫

R+

(divpxy)2 dxdy.

It follows from (3.91) that

‖divpxyy(t)‖2
L2 + ‖p2xy(t)‖2

L2 + ‖p2xyy(t)‖2
L2 ≤ CM2

0.

Consequently, using (3.90), we have

‖p1yyy(t)‖2
L2 = ‖p2xyy(t)‖2

L2 ≤ CM2
0,

‖p2xxx(t)‖2
L2 = ‖p1xxy(t)‖2

L2 ≤ C(‖divpxy(t)‖2
L2 + ‖p2xyy(t)‖2

L2 ) ≤ CM2
0,

which yields ‖∇3 p(t)‖2
L2 ≤ CM2

0
. Using the similar method, we can get

∫ t

0

(‖∇3divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇3 p(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇2 p(τ)‖2
L2 ) dτ ≤ CM2

0.

Therefore, the proof of Lemma 3.13 is completed. �

3.2 Large-time Behavior

Combining the standard theory of the existence and uniqueness of the local solution with the a priori

estimates, one can extend the local solution for problem (3.1) globally, that is































v ∈ C0([0,∞); H3), ∇v ∈ L2(0,∞; H2),

p ∈ C0([0,∞); H3) ∩ L2(0,∞; H3), divp ∈ C0([0,∞); H3) ∩ L2(0,∞; H3),

vt ∈ C0([0,∞); H2), ∇vt ∈ L2(0,∞; H1), pt ∈ L2(0,∞; L2), divpt ∈ L2(0,∞; H1).

Based on this, we can deduce that for t ≥ 0,

‖v(t)‖2
H3 + ‖p(t)‖2

H3 + ‖divp(t)‖2
H3 +

∫ ∞

0

(‖∇v(t)‖2
H2 + ‖p(t)‖2

H3 + ‖divp(t)‖2
H3 ) dt < ∞,

‖vt(t)‖2H2 +

∫ ∞

0

(‖∇vt(t)‖2H1 + ‖pt(t)‖2L2 + ‖divpt(t)‖2H1) dt < ∞. (3.92)
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In other to show the desired large time behavior in Theorem 2.5, using Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

‖ f ‖L∞ ≤ C‖ f ‖
1
2

L2‖∇2 f ‖
1
2

L2 , ‖∇ f ‖L∞ ≤ C‖ f ‖
1
3

L2‖∇3 f ‖
2
3

L2 ,

we just need to proof that

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d

dt
(‖∇v(t)‖2

L2 + ‖∇2v(t)‖2
L2 )

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

dt < ∞,
∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d

dt
(‖∇divp(t)‖2

L2 + ‖divp(t)‖2
L2 + ‖p(t)‖2

L2 )

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

dt < ∞. (3.93)

In fact, we can obtain

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d

dt
(‖∇v(t)‖2

L2+‖∇2v(t)‖2
L2 )

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

dt ≤ C

∫ ∞

0

(‖∇v(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇vt(t)‖2L2 + ‖∇2v(t)‖2

L2 + ‖∇2vt(t)‖2L2 ) dt < ∞,

and

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d

dt
(‖∇divp(t)‖2

L2 + ‖divp(t)‖2
L2 + ‖p(t)‖2

L2 )

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

dt

≤C

∫ ∞

0

(‖∇divp(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇divpt(t)‖2L2 + ‖divp(t)‖2

L2 + ‖divpt(t)‖2L2 + ‖p(t)‖2
L2 + ‖pt(t)‖2L2 ) dt

<∞.

Therefore, applying (3.92) and (3.93), we can get

‖∇v(t)‖L2 , ‖∇2v(t)‖L2 , ‖∇divp(t)‖L2 , ‖divp(t)‖L2 , ‖p(t)‖L2 → 0, as t → ∞,

it follows that as t → ∞,

‖∇kv(t)‖L∞ ≤ C‖∇kv(t)‖1/2
L2 ‖∇k+2v(t)‖1/2

L2 → 0, k = 0, 1

‖p(t)‖L∞ ≤ C‖p(t)‖1/2
L2 ‖∇2 p(t)‖1/2

L2 → 0,

‖∇p(t)‖L∞ ≤ C‖p(t)‖1/3
L2 ‖∇3 p(t)‖2/3

L2 → 0,

‖∇divp(t)‖L∞ ≤ C‖∇divp(t)‖1/2
L2 ‖∇3divp(t)‖1/2

L2 → 0.

Hence, we complete the proof of (2.10) in Theorem 2.5.

4 Convergence Rate for the Planar Stationary Solution

4.1 Time and Space Weighted Energy Estimates

Proposition 4.1 Suppose the same assumptions as in Theorem 2.5 hold. Then, there exists a positive

constant C such that, for an arbitrary constant ε > 0 it holds that

2
∑

l=0

(1 + t)α+l+ε‖∂l
yv(t)‖2

H3−l +

2
∑

l=0

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+l+ε‖∂l
y∇v(τ)‖2

H2−l dτ ≤ C(1 + t)εM2
α, (4.1)

and

(1 + t)α+1+ε(‖divpy(t)‖2
H2 + ‖p1y(t)‖2

H2 + ‖p2(t)‖2
H3 ) ≤ C(1 + t)εM2

α. (4.2)

Applying the inequality (2.6)-(2.8) and the estimates (4.1)-(4.2), we can get the decay rate of the so-

lution (u, q) of (1.1) (see (2.11), (2.12)) and complete the proof of the Theorem 2.5. We devote ourselves

to show the estimates (4.1) and (4.2) as follows.
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Lemma 4.2 Suppose that v(x, y, t) is a solution to the problem (3.1)-(3.2) satisfying v ∈ H3(R+ ×R ×
[0, T ]) for T > 0. Assume that the initial data satisfy v0 ∈ L2

α,2
(R+ × R), α ≥ 0. For any β, γ ∈

[0, α], there are positive constants ε1 and C = C(ε1), which are independent of T and γ such that if

sup0≤τ≤T ‖v(τ)‖H3 + δ ≤ ε1, then it holds that for t ∈ [0, T ],

(1 + t)γ |v(t)|2β,2 + β
∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ |v(τ)|2β−1,2 dτ +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(|∇v(t)|2β,1 + |∇divp(t)|2β + |divp(t)|2β + |p(t)|2β) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
∫

R

|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 dydτ +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
∫

R

|∇2v(0, y, τ)|2 dydτ

≤C|v0|2β,2 +Cγ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1|v(τ)|2β,2 dτ +Cβ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖p(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖divp(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇2v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇v(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ.

(4.3)

In particular, γ = β = 0, for any t ∈ [0, T ],

‖v(t)‖2
H2 +

∫ t

0

(‖∇v(τ)‖2
H1 + ‖∇divp(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖p(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
∫

R

(|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 + |∇2v(0, y, τ)|2) dydτ ≤ CM2
0. (4.4)

Proof. Multiplying (3.16) by 2(1 + x)β, β ∈ [0, α] and then integrating it overR+ ×R, we have

d

dt
(|v(t)|2β + |∇v(t)|2β) + |u+|β(|v(t)|2β−1 + |∇v(t)|2β−1) + 2|∇v(t)|2β + |u−|

∫

R

|∇v(0, y, t)|2 dy

≤β
∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β−1(
2

3
|v|3 + |v||∇v|2 + 2|p1||v|) dxdy

+C

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β(|∇v|3 + |ūxx ||v||∇v| + ūx |∇v|2) dxdy. (4.5)

Here we have used the fact that u− ≤ ū ≤ u+ ≤ 0 and

−β(1 + x)β−1ū ≥ −u+β(1 + x)β−1.

Under the assumptions of Lemma 4.2, by Sobolev inequality, for some positive constant C, it holds

|v(t)|L∞ ≤ Cε1, |∇v(t)|L∞ ≤ Cε1.

Thus, the first, second and fourth terms on the right-hand side of (4.5) are bounded by

β

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β−1|v|(|v|2 + |∇v|2) dxdy ≤ β‖v(t)‖L∞ (|v(t)|2β−1 + |∇v(t)|2β−1) ≤ Cε1β(|v(t)|2β−1 + |∇v(t)|2β−1),

(4.6)

and
∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β|∇v|3 dxdy ≤ ‖∇v(t)‖L∞ |∇v(t)|2β ≤ Cε1|∇v(t)|2β. (4.7)

From Proposition 2.1 and (3.9), the last two terms are estimated as
∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)βūx |∇v|2 dxdy ≤ Cδ|∇v(t)|2β. (4.8)

and
∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β|ūxx ||v||∇v| dxdy ≤ Cβδ‖∇v(t)‖2
L2 +Cδ‖∇v(t)‖2

L2 +Cδ|∇v(t)|2β. (4.9)

Notice that the last two terms of (4.9) can be absorbed in the fifth term on the left of (4.5). Finally, the

third term on the right-hand side of (4.5) is bounded by

β

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β−1|p1||v| dxdy ≤
|u+|
4
β|v(t)|2β−1 +Cβ

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β−1|p1|2 dxdy. (4.10)
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Substituting (4.6)-(4.10) into (4.5), we obtain

d

dt
(|v(t)|2β + |∇v(t)|2β) +

|u+|
2
β(|v(t)|2β−1 + |∇v(t)|2β−1) + |∇v(t)|2β + |u−|

∫

R

|∇v(0, y, t)|2 dy

≤Cβ|p1|2β−1 +Cβ‖∇v(t)‖2
L2 . (4.11)

Similarly, multiplying (3.22) by 2(1 + x)β, β ∈ [0, α] and then integrating the resulting equation over

R+ ×R, we get

d

dt
(|∇v(t)|2β + |∆v(t)|2β) + |u+|β(|∇v(t)|2β−1 + |∆v(t)|2β−1) + 2|∇2v(t)|2β + |u−|

∫

R

(|∇v(0, y, t)|2 + |∆v(0, y, t)|2) dy

≤2

∫

R

divp(0, y, t)vx(0, y, t) dy + β

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β−1(|v||∇v| + |v||∆v|2 + 4|vxy ||vy | + 2|divp||vx |) dxdy

+C

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β(· · · ) dxdy.

(4.12)

From divp(0, y, t) = −u−vx(0, y, t), the first term is bounded by

2

∫

R

divp(0, y, t)vx(0, y, t) dy ≤ 2|u−|
∫

R

v2
x(0, y, t) dy.

The second and the third terms on the right-hand side of (4.12) can be absorbed in the third and the fourth

terms on the left-hand side, respectively, owing to ‖v‖L∞ ≤ Cε1. The last term on the right-hand side can

be estimated by employing the similar method as (3.31)-(3.34). Consequently, we have

C

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β(...) dxdy ≤ Cβ‖∇v(t)‖2
L2 +Cδ‖∇v(t)‖2

L2 +C(ε1 + δ)|∇v|2β +C(ε1 + δ)|∇2v|2β. (4.13)

Using Cauchy inequality, the remaining terms are bounded by

β

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β−1(4|vxy ||vy| + 2|divp||vx |) dxdy ≤
|u+|
4
β|∇v|2β−1 +Cβ(|∇2v|2β−1 + |divp|2β−1). (4.14)

Thus, for some small δ and ε1, we can conclude that

d

dt
(|∇v(t)|2β + |∆v(t)|2β) +

|u+|
2
β(|∇v(t)|2β−1 + |∆v(t)|2β−1) + |∇2v(t)|2β + |u−|

∫

R

|∆v(0, y, t)|2 dy

≤|u−|
∫

R

|∇v(0, y, t)|2 dy +Cβ‖∇v(t)‖2
L2 +Cδ‖∇v(t)‖2

L2 +C(ε1 + δ)|∇v|2β +Cβ(|∇2v|2β−1 + |divp|2β−1)

≤|u−|
∫

R

|∇v(0, y, t)|2 dy +Cβ‖∇v(t)‖2
L2 +C(ε1 + δ)|∇v|2β +Cβ(|∇2v|2β−1 + |divp|2β−1).

(4.15)

We can get from vy × ∂y(3.1)1 + py · ∂y(3.1)2 + ∇vy · ∇∂y(3.1)1 − ∇divpy · ∂y(3.1)2 that

{

1

2
v2

y +
1

2
|∇vy |2

}

t

+
1

2
ūx(v2

y + |∇vy |2) + ūxv2
xy + |∇vy|2 + div{pyvy}

+

{

1

2
vv2

y +
1

2
ūv2

y +
1

2
v|∇vy |2 +

1

2
ū|∇vy|2

}

x

+

{

1

2
g′(v + ū)v2

y +
1

2
g′(v + ū)|∇vy |2

}

y

= −
1

2
vxv2

y −
1

2
g′′(v + ū)v3

y −
1

2
vx |∇vy|2 − vy∇vx · ∇vy − vxy∇v · ∇vy − ūxxvyvxy −

3

2
g′′(v + ū)vy|∇vy |2

− g′′(v + ū)ūxvxyvyy − g′′(v + ū)vyy∇v · ∇vy − g′′′(v + ū)v2
y∇v · ∇vy − g′′′(v + ū)ūxv2

yvxy.

(4.16)

The terms on right-hand side of (4.16) are bounded by

‖∇v(t)‖L∞‖∇v(t)‖2
L2 + (‖∇v(t)‖L∞ + ‖ūx‖L∞)‖∇2v(t)‖2

L2 + (‖ūxx‖L∞ + ‖∇v(t)‖L∞ )‖∇v(t)‖L2‖∇2v(t)‖L2

≤C(ε1 + δ)‖∇2v(t)‖2
L2 +C(ε1 + δ)‖∇v(t)‖2

L2 .

(4.17)
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Multiplying (4.16) by 2(1 + x)β, β ∈ [0, α] and then integrating the resulting equation over R+ ×R, we

also obtain that

d

dt
(|vy(t)|2β + |∇vy(t)|2β) + |u+|β(|vy(t)|2β−1 + |∇vy(t)|2β−1) + 2|∇vy(t)|2β + |u−|

∫

R

|∇vy(0, y, t)|2 dy

≤β
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β−1(vvy + v|∇vy |2 + 2p1yvy) dxdy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+C

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β(· · · ) dxdy

≤Cε1|vy|2β−1 +Cε1|∇vy|2β−1 + 2β

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β−1 p1yyy dxdy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+C(ε1 + δ)(|∇v|2β + |∇
2v|2β)

≤Cε1|vy|2β−1 + (Cε1 +
|u+|
4
β)|∇vy |2β−1 +Cβ|p1|2β−1 +C(ε1 + δ)(|∇v|2β + |∇

2v|2β). (4.18)

Therefore, we may choose some small ε1 and δ such that (4.18) can be rewritten as

d

dt
(|vy(t)|2β + |∇vy(t)|2β) +

|u+|
2
β(|vy(t)|2β−1 + |∇vy(t)|2β−1) + |∇vy(t)|2β + |u−|

∫

R

|∇vy(0, y, t)|2 dy

≤Cβ|p1|2β−1 +C(ε1 + δ)(|∇v|2β + |∇
2v|2β). (4.19)

By utilizing Lemma 3.4, we can obtain from 2 × (4.11) + (4.15) + (4.19) that

d

dt
(|v(t)|2β + |∇v(t)|2β + |∇

2v(t)|2β) + |u+|β(|v(t)|2β−1 + |∇v(t)|2β−1 + |∇
2v(t)|2β−1) + |∇v(t)|2β + |∇

2v(t)|2β

+ |u−|
∫

R

(|∇v(0, y, t)|2 + |∇2v(0, y, t)|2) dy

≤Cβ
(

|p1(t)|2β−1 + |divp(t)|2β−1 + |∇
2v(t)|2β−1 + ‖∇v(t)‖2

L2

)

. (4.20)

On the other hand, (3.1)2 gives

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β(|∇divp|2 + 2(divp)2
+ |p|2) dxdy

=

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β|∇v|2 dxdy + 2

∫

R

∫

R+

{(1 + x)β(divp)p1}x dxdy − 2β

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β−1(divp)p1 dxdy

=|∇v(t)|2β − 2

∫

R

(divp(0, y, t))p1(0, y, t) dy − 2β

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β−1(divp)p1 dxdy

≤|∇v(t)|2β − 2u−

∫

R

vx(0, y, t)vxt(0, y, t) dy +C1
u− |u−|

∫

R

|∇v(0, y, t)|2 dy +C2
u− |u−|

∫

R

(∆v(0, y, t))2 dy

+Cβ(|divp(t)|2β−1 + |p1(t)|2β−1),

(4.21)

where C1
u− = C(‖vx‖L∞ + ‖ūx‖L∞ + |u−| + 1) and C2

u− = C|u−| are fixed constants. Here, we have used the

equations (3.1) and (3.38) which yields

−2

∫

R

(divp(0, y, t))p1(0, y, t) dy =2u−

∫

R

vx(0, y, t)(divpx(0, y, t) − vx(0, y, t)) dy

≤ − 2u−

∫

R

vx(0, y, t)vxt(0, y, t) dy +Cu2
−

∫

R

(∆v(0, y, t))2 dy

+C|u−|(‖vx‖L∞ + ‖ūx‖L∞ + |u−| + 1)

∫

R

|∇v(0, y, t)|2 dy. (4.22)
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Finally, let λ1 > max
{

C1
u− ,C

2
u− , 1

}

. We can get from λ1 × (4.20) + (4.21) that

d

dt

(

λ1|v(t)|2β + λ1|∇v(t)|2β + λ1|∇2v(t)|2β
)

+ λ1|u+|β(|v(t)|2β−1 + |∇v(t)|2β−1 + |∇
2v(t)|2β−1)

+ (λ1 − 1)|∇v(t)|2β + λ1|∇2v(t)|2β + |∇divp(t)|2β + 2|divp(t)|2β + |p(t)|2β

+ (λ1 −C1
u−)|u−|

∫

R

|∇v(0, y, t)|2 dy + (λ1 −C2
u−)|u−|

∫

R

|∇2v(0, y, t)|2 dy

≤Cβ(|∇2v(t)|2β−1 + |p(t)|2β−1 + |divp(t)|2β−1 + ‖∇v(t)‖2
L2 ) − 2u−

∫

R

vx(0, y, t)vxt(0, y, t) dy. (4.23)

We note that there exist sufficiently large constants R1, R2 and R3 satisfying
Cβ

1+Ri
≤ 1

4
, i = 1, 2, 3, such

that

Cβ

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β−1|divp|2 dxdy

≤CR1
β

∫

R

∫ R1

0

|divp|2 dxdy +
Cβ

1 + R1

∫

R

∫ ∞

R1

(1 + x)β|divp|2 dxdy dxdy

≤CR1
β

∫

R

∫ ∞

0

|divp|2 dxdy +
1

4

∫

R

∫ ∞

0

(1 + x)β|divp|2 dxdy dxdy, (4.24)

Cβ

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β−1|p1|2 dxdy ≤ CR2
β‖p(t)‖2

L2 +
1

4
|p(t)|2β, (4.25)

and

Cβ

∫

R

∫

R+

(1 + x)β−1|∇2v|2 dxdy ≤ CR3
β‖∇2v(t)‖2

L2 +
1

4
|∇2v(t)|2β. (4.26)

Substituting (4.24)-(4.26) into (4.23), and then multiplying (4.23) by (1 + t)γ, γ ∈ [0, α], and integrating

the resulting inequality over [0, t], we get

(1 + t)γ
(

λ1|v(t)|2β + λ1|∇v(t)|2β + λ1|∇2v(t)|2β
)

+ λ1|u+|β
∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(|v(t)|2β−1 + |∇v(τ)|2β−1 + |∇
2v(τ)|2β−1) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
{

(λ1 − 1)|∇v(τ)|2β + (λ1 −
1

4
)|∇2v(τ)|2β +

3

4
|∇divp(τ)|2β +

7

4
|divp(τ)|2β + |p(τ)|2β

}

dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
{

(λ1 −C1
u−)|u−|

∫

R

|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 dy + (λ1 −C2
u−)|u−|

∫

R

|∇2v(0, y, τ)|2 dy

}

dτ

≤C|v0|2β,2 +Cγ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1(|v(τ)|2β + |∇v(τ)|2β + |∇
2v(τ)|2β) dτ +Cβ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖p(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖divp(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+Cβ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖∇2v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇v(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ − 2u−

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
∫

R

vx(0, y, t)vxt(0, y, t) dydτ.

(4.27)

Using Cauchy inequality and Sobolev inequality (2.3), the last term of (4.27) is bounded by

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
∫

R

vx(0, y, τ)vxt(0, y, τ) dydτ

=
1

2
(1 + t)γ

∫

R

v2
x(0, y, t) dy − 1

2

∫

R

v2
x(0, y, 0) dy − 1

2
γ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1

∫

R

v2
x(0, y, τ) dy dτ

≤
1

2
(1 + t)γ

∫

R

‖vx(·, y, t)‖2L∞ dy +
1

2

∫

R

‖vx(·, y, 0)‖2L∞ dy + γ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1

∫

R

‖v2
x(·, y, τ)‖2L∞ dydτ

≤
1

2
(1 + t)γ‖vx(t)‖2

L2 +
1

2
(1 + t)γ‖vxx(t)‖2

L2 + ‖v0‖2H2 +Cγ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1(‖vx(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖vxx(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ.

(4.28)

Notice that if λ1 is sufficiently large such that λ1 > max
{

C1
u− ,C

2
u− , 1

}

, the first two terms on the right-

hand side of (4.28) can be absorbed in (1+ t)γ |∇v(t)|2
β

and (1+ t)γ |∇2v(t)|2
β

on the left-hand side of (4.27),
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respectively. And the last term of (4.28) can be absorbed in Cγ
∫ t

0
(1+τ)γ−1(|∇v(τ)|2

β
+ |∇2v(τ)|2

β
) dτ, which

appears on the right-hand side of (4.27). Consequently, the desired inequality (4.3) can be obtained. �

Applying the arguments of Kawashima and Matsumura in [13], we can obtain the following Lemma

4.3. For the sake of the completeness of the present paper, we give the main idea of proving the lemma

4.3. The details can be referred to [13].

Lemma 4.3 Let γ ∈ [0, α] ∩ Z. There are positive constants ε2(≤ ε1) and C = C(ε2), which are

independent of T and γ such that if sup0≤τ≤T ‖v(τ)‖H3 + δ ≤ ε2, then

(1 + t)γ |v(t)|2α−γ,2 + (α − γ)
∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ |v(τ)|2α−γ−1,2 dτ +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
∫

R

(|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 + |∇2v(0, y, τ)|2) dy dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(|∇v(τ)|2α−γ,1 + |∇divp(τ)|2α−γ + |divp(τ)|2α−γ + |p(τ)|2α−γ) dτ ≤ CM2
α,

(4.29)

holds for t ∈ [0, T ]. Moreover, for any 0 ≤ γ ≤ [α], the following estimate holds:

(1 + t)γ‖v(t)‖2
H2 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖∇v(τ)‖2
H1 + ‖∇divp(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖p(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
∫

R

(|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 + |∇2v(0, y, τ)|2) dy dτ ≤ CM2
α. (4.30)

Proof. Letting β = 0 in (4.3), we have

(1 + t)γ‖v(t)‖2
H2 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖∇v(τ)‖2
H1 + ‖∇divp(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖p(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
∫

R

(|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 + |∇2v(0, y, τ)|2) dy dτ

≤C

(

‖v0‖2H2 + γ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1‖v(τ)‖2
H2 dτ

)

. (4.31)

(i) Firstly, we consider the case of γ = 0, β = α in (4.3). Combining with (4.4), for any α ≥ 0, we get

|v(t)|2α,2 + α
∫ t

0

|v(τ)|2α−1,2 dτ +

∫ t

0

(|∇v(τ)|2α,1 + |∇divp(τ)|2α + |divp(τ)|2α + |p(τ)|2α) dτ

+

∫ t

0

∫

R

(|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 + |∇2v(0, y, τ)|2) dy dτ

≤C

(

|v0|2α,2 + α
∫ t

0

(‖divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖p(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇v(τ)‖2
H1 ) dτ

)

≤CM2
α, (4.32)

where M2
α := ‖v0‖2H3 + |v0|2α,2 is defined in (3.6). Therefore we finished the proof for 0 ≤ α < 1.

(ii) Secondly, letting γ = 1 in (4.31), and using (4.32), we have

(1 + t)‖v(t)‖2
H2 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)(‖∇v(τ)‖2
H1 + ‖∇divp(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖p(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)

∫

R

(|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 + |∇2v(0, y, τ)|2) dy dτ

≤C

(

‖v0‖2H2 +

∫ t

0

‖v(τ)‖2
H2 dτ

)

≤CM2
α, (4.33)
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where α ≥ 1. That is, (4.30) with γ = 1 is proved. Consider the case of γ = 1, β = α − 1 in (4.3).

According to the results of (4.32) and (4.33), for any α ≥ 1, we have

(1 + t)|v(t)|2α−1,2 + (α − 1)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)|v(τ)|2α−2,2 dτ +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)

∫

R

(|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 + |∇2v(0, y, τ)|2) dy dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)(|∇v(τ)|2α−1,1 + |∇divp(τ)|2α−1 + |divp(τ)|2α−1 + |p(τ)|2α−1) dτ

≤C

(

|v0|2α−1,2 +

∫ t

0

|v(τ)|2α−1,2 dτ + (α − 1)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)(‖divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖p(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇v(τ)‖2
H1 ) dτ

)

≤CM2
α.

(4.34)

Consequently, we finished the proof for α < 2.

(iii) Just as Step 2, letting γ = 2 in (4.31), and using (4.34), we have

(1 + t)2‖v(t)‖2
H2 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)2(‖∇v(τ)‖2
H1 + ‖∇divp(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖p(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)2

∫

R

(|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 + |∇2v(0, y, τ)|2) dy dτ

≤C

(

‖v0‖2H2 + 2

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)‖v(τ)‖2
H2 dτ

)

≤CM2
α, (4.35)

where α ≥ 2 is assumed. The inequality (4.30) with γ = 2 is obtained. We reflected on the case of γ = 2,

β = α − 2 in (4.3), combining with (4.34) and (4.35), for any α ≥ 2, we obtain

(1 + t)2|v(t)|2α−2,2 + (α − 2)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)2|v(τ)|2α−3,2 dτ +

∫ t

0

(1+τ)2

∫

R

(|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 + |∇2v(0, y, τ)|2) dy dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)2(|∇v(τ)|2α−2,1 + |∇divp(τ)|2α−2 + |divp(τ)|2α−2 + |p(τ)|2α−2) dτ

≤C

(

|v0|2α−2,2 + 2

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)|v(τ)|2α−2,2 dτ + (α − 2)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)2(‖divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖p(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇v(τ)‖2
H1 ) dτ

)

≤CM2
α.

(4.36)

Thus, the lemma is proved for α < 3.

Repeating the above procedure, we can proof that the equation (4.29) holds for any α ≥ 0. �

Referring to [33] and [35], we get the following Lemma 4.4.

Lemma 4.4 Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 4.3. then the following estimate holds. For any

ε > 0

(1 + t)α+ε‖v(t)‖2
H2 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+ε(‖∇v(τ)‖2
H1+‖∇divp(τ)‖2

L2+‖divp(τ)‖2
L2+‖p(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+ε
∫

R

(|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 + |∇2v(0, y, τ)|2) dy dτ ≤ C(1 + t)εM2
α. (4.37)

Proof. If α is an integer, we take γ = [α] = α in (4.30), which yields (4.37) in the case of integer α.

Next, we consider the case of non-integer α. Recalling (4.31), we just need to show the boundedness of

the last term

γ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1‖v(τ)‖2
H2 dτ.

By Hölder inequality, it holds that

‖∇kv(t)‖2
L2 =

∫

R

∫

R+

{

(1 + x)1/p∇kv2
}1/q {

(1 + x)−1/q∇kv2
}1/p

dxdy ≤ |∇kv(t)|2/q
1/p
|∇kv(t)|2/p−1/q

, k = 0, 1, 2,
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where 1/p + 1/q = 1, p := 1/(α − [α]), q := 1/(1 − α + [α]). Taking γ = [α] in (4.29), we obtain

(1 + t)[α]|v(t)|2α−[α],2 + (α − [α])

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)[α]|v(τ)|2α−[α]−1,2 dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)[α](|∇v(τ)|2α−[α] + |∇divp(τ)|2α−[α] + |divp(τ)|2α−[α] + |p(τ)|2α−[α]) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)[α]

∫

R

(|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 + |∇2v(0, y, τ)|2) dy dτ ≤ CM2
α,

Using Hölder inequality again, we get

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1‖v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ ≤

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1 |v(τ)|2/q
1/p
|v(τ)|2/p−1/q

dτ

≤
∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1−[α]
{

(1 + τ)[α]|v(τ)|21/p
}1/q {

(1 + τ)[α]|v(τ)|2−1/q

}1/p
dτ

≤CM2
α

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1−[α]
{

(1 + τ)[α]|v(τ)|2−1/q

}1/p
dτ

≤CM
2/q
α

(∫ t

0

(1 + τ)(γ−1−[α])q dτ

)1/q (∫ t

0

(1 + τ)[α]|v(τ)|2/q−1/q
dτ

)1/p

≤CM2
α

(∫ t

0

(1 + τ)(γ−1−[α])q dτ

)1/q

. (4.38)

Similarly,
∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1‖∇v(τ)‖2
H1 dτ ≤ CM2

α

(∫ t

0

(1 + τ)(γ−1−[α])q dτ

)1/q

. (4.39)

Taking γ = α + ε(ε > 0) in (4.38) and (4.39), we obtain

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+ε−1‖v(τ)‖2
H2 dτ ≤ Cε(1 + t)εM2

α. (4.40)

Therefore, substituting (4.40) into (4.31), we get

(1 + t)α+ε‖v(t)‖2
H2 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+ε(‖∇v(τ)‖2
H1 + ‖∇divp(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖p(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+ε
∫

R

(|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 + |∇2v(0, y, τ)|2) dy dτ ≤ Cε(1 + t)εM2
α. (4.41)

Consequently, the estimate (4.37) holds for the non-integer α. The proof of Lemma 4.4 is completed. �

Next, we obtain the estimate for the third order derivative of v by employing the time weighted energy

method.

4.2 Time Weighted Energy Estimates

Lemma 4.5 Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 4.3, the estimate holds that

(1 + t)α+ε‖∇2v(t)‖2
H1 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+ε(‖∇3v(τ)‖2
L2+‖∇2divp(τ)‖2

L2+‖∇divp(τ)‖2
L2+‖∇p(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+ε
∫

R

|∇3v(0, y, τ)|2 dy dτ ≤ C(1 + t)εM2
α. (4.42)
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Proof. Multiplying (3.51) by (1 + t)γ and then integrating the resulting inequality over [0, t], we get

(1 + t)γ‖vyy(t)‖2
H1 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖
√

ūxvyy(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇vyy(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇vyy(t)‖2
L2) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
∫

R

|∇vyy(0, y, τ)|2 dy dτ

≤ CM2
0 +Cγ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1‖vyy(τ)‖2
H1 dτ +C(ε2 + M4

0)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ‖∇∆v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ

+C

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇2v(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ. (4.43)

At the same time, multiplying (3.66) by (1+ t)γ and integrating the resulting inequality over [0, t], we get

(1 + t)γ‖∆v(t)‖2
H1 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖
√

ūx∆v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇∆v(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇∆v(t)‖2
L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
∫

R

|∇∆v(0, y, τ)|2 dy dτ

≤ CM2
0 +Cγ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1‖∆v(τ)‖2
H1 dτ +C

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇2v(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+C

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖∇divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇2divp(τ)‖2

L2 + (ε0 + δ + M0)‖∇vyy(τ)‖2
L2 +

∫

R

(∆v(0, y, τ))2 dy) dτ.

(4.44)

In order to treat the term ‖∇2divp(t)‖2
L2 on the right-hand side of (4.44), we multiply (3.58) by (1 + t)γ

and then integrate the resulting inequality over [0, t]. Combining (4.43), we can obtain

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖∇2divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇p(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇divp(τ)‖2
L2 ) dτ

≤C

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖∇2v(τ)‖2
L2 +

∫

R

(|∇vyy(0, y, τ)|2 + |∇v(0, y, τ)|2) dy + ‖∇divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖divp(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

≤CM2
0 +Cγ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1‖vyy(τ)‖2
H1 dτ +C(ε2 + M4

0)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ‖∇∆v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ

+C

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇2v(τ)‖2

L2 +

∫

R

|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 dy + ‖∇divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖divp(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ.

(4.45)

Substituting (4.45) into (4.44), the inequality (4.44) can be rewritten as

(1 + t)γ‖∆v(t)‖2
H1 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖
√

ūx∆v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇∆v(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇∆v(τ)‖2
L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
∫

R

|∇∆v(0, y, τ)|2 dy dτ

≤ CM2
0 +Cγ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1‖∇2v(τ)‖2
H1 dτ

+C

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇2v(τ)‖2

L2 +

∫

R

|∇v(0, y, τ)|2 dy + ‖∇divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖divp(t)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+C(ε2 + δ + M2
0)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ‖∇vyy(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +C

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
∫

R

(∆v(0, y, τ))2 dy dτ. (4.46)
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By employing Lemma 3.4, for some small ε2, M0 and δ, we can get from (4.43) + (4.46) + (4.45) that

(1 + t)γ‖∇2v(t)‖2
H1 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖
√

ūx∇2v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇3v(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇3v(τ)‖2
L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
∫

R

|∇3v(0, y, τ)|2 dy dτ +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖∇2divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇p(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇divp(τ)‖2
L2 ) dτ

≤ C

(

M2
0 + γ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1(‖∇2v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇3v(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇2v(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖∇divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖divp(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
∫

R

((∆v(0, y, τ))2
+ |∇v(0, y, τ)|2) dy dτ

)

.

(4.47)

When α is an integer, for any γ ∈ [0, α], the right-hand side of (4.47) are bounded by

C

(

M2
0 + γ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1‖∇3v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖∇v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇2v(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖∇divp(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖divp(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ
∫

R

((∆v(0, y, τ))2
+ |∇v(0, y, τ)|2) dy dτ

)

≤ CM2
α,

owing to (4.30). Then, the inequality (4.47) can be rewritten as

(1 + t)γ‖∇2v(t)‖2
H1 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖
√

ūx∇2v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇3v(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇3v(τ)‖2
L2 ) dτ

≤CM2
α +Cγ

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1‖∇3v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ, (4.48)

for γ ∈ [0, α]. Taking the value of γ as 0, 1, 2, 3, · · · , we can conclude that

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ−1‖∇3v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ ≤ CM2

α, ∀γ ∈ [0, α].

Thus, we get from (4.48) that

(1 + t)γ‖∇2v(t)‖2
H1 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖
√

ūx∇2v(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇3v(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇3v(τ)‖2
L2 ) dτ ≤ CM2

α, (4.49)

for γ ∈ [0, α]. For the case of non-integer α, taking γ = α + ε, ε > 0, the last six terms of (4.47) is

bounded by Cε(1 + t)εM2
α owing to (4.41). The second term of (4.47) can be estimated as

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+ε−1‖∇3v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ ≤ (1 + t)ε

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)[α]‖∇3v(τ)‖2
L2 dτ. (4.50)

Combining (4.49) with γ = [α], we get from (4.47) with γ = α + ε that the inequality (4.42) holds for

non-integer α, which completes the proof of Lemma 4.5. �

Therefore, by utilizing weighted energy estimate in H3, we have proved that if α is an integer

(1 + t)γ‖v(t)‖2
H3 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ‖∇v(τ)‖2
H2 dτ ≤ CM2

α, ∀γ ∈ [0, α]. (4.51)

If α is not an integer, it holds that

(1 + t)α+ε‖v(t)‖2
H3 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+ε‖∇v(τ)‖2
H2 dτ ≤ C(1 + t)εM2

α, ∀ε > 0. (4.52)

Using the time weighted energy method similar to the Lemma 4.5, we can obtain

(1 + t)α+ε‖vt(t)‖2H2 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+ε‖∇vt(τ)‖2H1 dτ ≤ C(1 + t)εM2
α, ∀ε > 0. (4.53)
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Finally, combining the relation between p and v that we used in Lemma 3.13, we can also get that for

any ε > 0,

(1+t)α+ε(‖divp(t)‖2
H3+‖p(t)‖2

H3 )+

∫ t

0

(1+τ)α+ε(‖∇3divp(τ)‖2
L2+‖∇3 p(τ)‖2

L2+‖∇2 p(τ)‖2
L2 ) dτ ≤ C(1+t)εM2

α.

Thus, the desired decay rate of q can be obtained. We complete the proof of (2.12).

In order to completes the proof of (4.1), we need to show the convergence rate of ∂
j
yv ( j = 1, 2, 3)

and ∂
j
y∇v ( j = 1, 2). To explain the convergence rate of ∂k

yv(x, y, t) and ∂k
y∇v(x, y, t) simply, we introduce

the time weighted energy norm E(t) and the corresponding dissipation norm D(t) by

E(t)2 :=

2
∑

k=0

(1 + t)k‖∂k
yv(t)‖2

H3−k ,

D(t)2 :=

2
∑

k=0

(1 + t)k‖∂k
y∇v(t)‖2

H2−k .

(4.54)

Lemma 4.6 Under the same assumptions as Lemma 4.5, put N(t) := sup0≤t≤T E(t). There are positive

constants ε3 (≤ ε2) and C = C(ε3), which are independent of T such that if N(t) + δ ≤ ε3, then the

solution v(x, y, t) satisfies

2
∑

l=0

(1 + t)α+l+ε‖∂l
yv‖2

H3−l +

2
∑

l=0

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+l+ε‖∂y∇v‖2
H2−l dτ ≤ C(1 + t)εM2

α, (4.55)

and
∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+1+ε

∫

R

(|∇vy(0, y, τ)|2 + |∆vy(0, y, τ)|2) dy dτ +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+2+ε

∫

R

|∇vyy(0, y, τ)|2 dy dτ

≤C(1 + t)εM2
α,

(4.56)

for t ∈ [0, T ] and any ε > 0.

Proof. The case of l = 0 is proved by the combination of Lemmas 4.3-4.5. Next, we consider l = 1, 2

as follows. Firstly, we consider the case of l = 1. We note that the case of l = 1 in (4.55) contains the

decay estimates for vy, vxy and vxxy. To do this, we take two steps to deal with it. As a first step, we give

the decay rates for vy and ∇vy. The second step is that we give the convergence rates for ∇vy and ∇2vy.

Step 1. Integrating (4.16) over R+ ×R, we have

d

dt
(‖vy(t)‖2

L2 + ‖∇vy(t)‖2
L2 ) + (‖

√
ūxvy(t)‖2

L2 + ‖
√

ūx∇vy(t)‖2
L2 ) + ‖∇vy(t)‖2

L2 +

∫

R

|∇vy(0, y, t)|2 dy

≤C

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R

∫

R+

(

∇vv2
y + (∇2v + ūxx)vy∇vy + (∇v + ūx)|∇vy |2 + (∇v + ūx)v2

y∇vy

)

dxdy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

(4.57)

The right-hand side of (4.57) can be estimated as follows. By the definition of E(t) and D(t),



















‖∂ j
yv(τ)‖H3− j ≤ E(τ)(1 + τ)−

j

2 , j = 0, 1, 2,

‖∂ j
y∇v(τ)‖H2− j ≤ D(τ)(1 + τ)−

j

2 , j = 0, 1, 2,

using (2.8), the following estimates of vy in L∞ norm can be obtained by simple computation:

‖vy‖L∞ ≤ CD(τ)(1 + τ)−
1
2 , (4.58)

‖vy‖L∞ ≤ CE(τ)(1 + τ)−
3
4 . (4.59)
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From (4.58), the first term and the last term on the right-hand side of (4.57) can be estimated as

∫

R

∫

R+

|∇vv2
y | dxdy ≤ ‖∇v‖L2‖vy‖L∞‖vy‖L2 ≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−1, (4.60)

and
∫

R

∫

R+

(|∇v| + ūx)v2
y |∇vy| dxdy ≤ (‖∇v‖L∞ + ‖ūx‖L∞)‖vy‖L∞‖vy‖L2‖∇vy‖L2 ≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−

3
2 .

Using (4.59) and (3.8), the remaining terms on the right-hand side of (4.57) are bounded by

∫

R

∫

R+

|∇2v||vy ||∇vy| dxdy ≤ ‖∇2v‖L2‖vy‖L∞‖∇vy‖L2 ≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−
5
4 , (4.61)

and
∫

R

∫

R+

|ūxx ||vy||∇vy | dxdy ≤ ‖∇vy‖L2‖ūxxvy‖L2 ≤ Cδ‖∇vy‖2L2 ,

∫

R

∫

R+

(|∇v| + ūx)|∇vy |2 dxdy ≤ (‖∇v‖L∞ + ‖ūx‖L∞)‖∇vy‖2L2 ≤ C(ε3 + δ)‖∇vy‖2L2 . (4.62)

Substituting (4.60)-(4.62) into (4.57), we have

d

dt
(‖vy(t)‖2

L2 + ‖∇vy(t)‖2
L2 ) + (‖

√
ūxvy(t)‖2

L2 + ‖
√

ūx∇vy(t)‖2
L2 ) + ‖∇vy(t)‖2

L2 +

∫

R

|∇vy(0, y, t)|2 dy

≤CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−1.

(4.63)

Multiplying (4.63) by (1 + t)γ+1 (γ ≥ 0) and integrating the resulting inequality overR+ ×R × [0, t], for

some small δ and ε3, we obtain

(1 + t)γ+1(‖vy(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇vy(t)‖2

L2 ) +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ+1(‖
√

ūxvy(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇vy(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ+1‖∇vy(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ+1

∫

R

|∇vy(0, y, τ)|2 dydτ

≤C

(

M2
0 + (γ + 1)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖vy(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇vy(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ + N(t)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γD(τ)2 dτ

)

. (4.64)

To complete the case of l = 1 in (4.55), we still need to give the decay estimate for vxxy.

Step 2. By employing the similar method, we can get from ∇vy · ∇∂y(3.1)1 + divpy × div∂y(3.1)2 +

∆vy × ∆∂y(3.1)1 − ∆divpy × div∂y(3.1)2 that

{

1

2
|∇vy |2 +

1

2
(∆vy)2

}

t

+
1

2
ūx(|∇vy |2 + (∆vy)2) + ūxv2

xy + (∆vy)2

+ div{divpy∇vy} +
1

2

{

(v + ū)|∇vy |2 + (v + ū)(∆vy)2
}

x

= −
1

2
vx|∇vy |2 − vy∇vx · ∇vy − vxy∇v · ∇vy − ūxxvyvxy − ∇

(

g′(v + ū)vy

)

y
· ∇vy

−
1

2
vx(∆vy)2 − vy∆vx∆vy − 2∇vy · ∇vx∆vy − ∆vvxy∆vy − 2∇v · ∇vxy∆vy − ūxxxvy∆vy

− 3ūxxvxy∆vy − 2ūxvxxy∆vy − ∆
(

g′(v + ū)vy

)

y
∆vy :=

14
∑

i=1

Ii. (4.65)

By simple computation,

∇
(

g′(v + ū)vy

)

y
· ∇vy ∼ (∇v · ∇vy + ūxvxy)v2

y + vy|∇vy |2 + (∇v · ∇vy + ūxvxy)vyy +

{

g′(v + ū)|∇vy |2
}

y
,
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and using (3.26)

∆

(

g′(v + ū)vy

)

y
∆vy ∼(vx + ūx)2v2

y∆vy + ūxxv2
y∆vy + v3

y∆vy + v2
y∆v∆vy + vy(∆vy)2

+ |∇vy |2∆vy

+ (∇v · ∇vy + ūxvxy)∆vy + (vx + ūx)2vyy∆vy + ūxxvyy∆vy + v2
yvyy∆vy + vyy∆v∆vy

+ (∇v · ∇vyy + ūxvxyy)∆vy +

{

g′(v + ū)(∆vy)2
}

y
.

Notice that the equation (3.1)1 gives

divpy(0, y, t) = −u−vxy(0, y, t). (4.66)

After integration over R+ ×R, the boundary term is bounded by

∫

R

divpy(0, y, t)vxy(0, y, t) dy ≤ C

∫

R

(vxy(0, y, t))2 dx.

Then, the terms on the right-hand side of (4.65) can be estimated as

I1 + I3 ≤ ‖∇v‖L∞‖∇vy‖2L2 ,

I2 ≤ ‖vy‖L∞‖∇vx‖L2‖∇vy‖L2 ≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−
5
4 ,

I4 ≤ ‖ūxxvy‖L2‖∇vy‖L2 ≤ C‖∇vy‖2L2 ,

I5 ≤ C‖vy‖L∞‖vy‖L2‖∇vy‖L2 +C(‖∇v‖L∞ + ‖ūx‖L∞)‖∇vy‖2L2 ≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−
3
2 +C‖∇vy‖2L2 ,

I6 ≤ ‖∇v‖L∞‖∆vy‖2L2 ≤ Cε3‖∆vy‖2L2 ,

I7 ≤ ‖vy‖L∞‖∆vx‖L2‖∆vy‖L2 ≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−
5
4 ,

I8 ≤ ‖∇vy‖L2
x(L∞y )‖∇vx‖L∞x (L2

y )‖∆vy‖L2 ≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−
5
4 ,

I9 ≤ ‖vxy‖L2
x(L∞y )‖∆v‖L∞x (L2

y )‖∆vy‖L2 ≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−
5
4 ,

I10 ≤ ‖∇v‖L∞‖∇2vy‖2L2 ,

I11 ≤ ‖ūxxxvy‖L2‖∆vy‖L2 ≤ δ‖∆vy‖2L2 +C‖∇vy‖2L2 ,

I12 ≤ ‖ūxx‖L∞‖∇vy‖L2‖∆vy‖L2 ≤ δ‖∆vy‖2L2 +C‖∇vy‖2L2 ,

I13 ≤ ‖ūx‖L∞‖∇2vy‖2L2 ≤ Cδ‖∇2vy‖2L2 ,

and

I14 ≤C‖vy‖L∞‖vy‖L2‖∆vy‖L2 +C‖vy‖L∞‖∆v‖L2‖∆vy‖L2 +C‖vy‖L∞‖∆vy‖2L2

+C‖∇vy‖L∞x (L2
y )‖∇vy‖L2

x(L∞y )‖∆vy‖L2 +C(‖∇v‖L∞ + ‖ūx‖L∞ + ‖ūxx‖L∞)‖∇vy‖L2‖∆vy‖L2

+C‖∆v‖L∞x (L2
y )‖vyy‖L2

x(L∞y )‖∆vy‖L2 +C(‖∇v‖L∞ + ‖ūx‖L∞)‖∇vyy‖L2‖∆vy‖L2

≤CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−
5
4 +C(ε3 + δ)‖∇2vyy‖2L2 +C‖∇vy‖2L2 .

Therefore, we choose smallness δ and ε3 such that C(δ + ε3) ≤ 1
4
, then the right-hand side of (4.65) is

bounded by
1

4
‖∇2vy(t)‖2

L2 +C

∫

R

∫

R+

|∇vy |2 dxdy +CE(t)D(t)2(1 + t)−
5
4 ,

which follows (4.65) that

d

dt
(‖∇vy‖2L2 + ‖∇2vy‖2L2 ) + (‖

√
ūx∇vy‖2L2 + ‖

√
ūx∆vy‖2L2) + ‖∇2vy(t)‖2

L2 +

∫

R

|∆vy(0, y, t)|2 dy

≤C

(∫

R

|∇vy(0, y, t)|2 dy +

∫

R

∫

R+

|∇vy |2 dxdy + E(t)D(t)2(1 + t)−
5
4

)

. (4.67)
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Here we have used the fact that vyy(0, y, t) = 0 and

(∆vy)2
= |∇2vy|2 + 2{vxxyvyy}y − 2{vxyyvyy}x,

∫

R

∫

R+

(∆vy) dxdy =

∫

R

∫

R+

|∇2vy|2 dxdy.

Multiply (4.67) by (1+ t)γ+1 (γ ≥ 0) and integrate the resulting estimate over [0, t]. By employing (4.64),

we have

(1 + t)γ+1(‖∇vy(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇2vy(t)‖2

L2 ) +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ+1(‖
√

ūx∇vy(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∆vy(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ+1‖∇2vy(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ+1

∫

R

|∆vy(0, y, τ)|2 dydτ

≤C

(

M2
0 + (γ + 1)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ(‖vy(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇vy(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖∇2vy(τ)‖2
L2 ) dτ + N(t)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γD(τ)2 dτ

)

.

(4.68)

Adding (4.64) and (4.68), for any γ ≥ 0, we have

(1 + t)γ+1‖vy(t)‖2
H2 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ+1(‖
√

ūxvy(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇vy(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖
√

ūx∆vy(τ)‖2
L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ+1‖∇vy(τ)‖2
H1 dτ +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ+1

∫

R

(|∇vy(0, y, τ)|2 + (∆vy(0, y, τ))2) dydτ

≤C

(

M2
0 + (γ + 1)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ‖vy(τ)‖2
H2 dτ + N(t)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γD(τ)2 dτ

)

. (4.69)

Taking γ = α + ε in (4.69), for any ε > 0, combining (4.52), we can obtain

(1 + t)α+1+ε‖vy(t)‖2
H2 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+1+ε(‖
√

ūxvy(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇vy(τ)‖2

L2 + ‖
√

ūx∆vy(τ)‖2
L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+1+ε‖∇vy(τ)‖2
H1 dτ +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+1+ε

∫

R

(|∇vy(0, y, τ)|2 + (∆vy(0, y, τ))2) dydτ

≤C

(

M2
0 + (α + 1 + ε)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+ε‖vy(τ)‖2
H2 dτ + N(t)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γD(τ)2 dτ

)

≤C(1 + t)εM2
α +CN(t)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γD(τ)2 dτ. (4.70)

Step 3. Now we consider the case of l = 2. Recalling (3.47), we have

d

dt
(‖vyy(t)‖2

L2+‖∇vyy(t)‖2
L2 )+‖

√
ūxvyy(τ)‖2

L2+‖
√

ūx∇vyy(τ)‖2
L2+‖∇vyy(τ)‖2

L2+

∫

R

|∇vyy(0, y, τ)|2 dy

≤ C

∫

R

∫

R+

(|∇v||vyy |2+|vy||∇vy ||vyy |+|vy|3|vyy|+|∇v||∇vyy |2+|∇vy |2|∇vyy |+|vyy ||∇2v||∇vyy |) dxdy

+C

∫

R

∫

R+

(|vy||∇2vy||∇vyy | + |ūxx ||vyy||∇vyy | + (|∇v| + ūx)|vy |3|∇vyy | + |vy|2|∇vy ||∇vyy | dxdy

+C

∫

R

∫

R+

(|∇v| + ūx)|vy||vyy ||∇vyy | + |∇vy||vyy ||∇vyy | + |vy||∇vyy |2 + (|∇v| + ūx)|vyyy ||∇vyy |) dxdy

:=

14
∑

i=1

IIi. (4.71)

Using (3.8), (2.5), (2.4), (4.58), (4.59) and the Hölder inequality and the right-hand side can be estimated
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as
II1 ≤ C‖∇v‖L2

x(L∞y )‖vyy‖L∞x (L2
y )‖vyy‖L2 ≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−2,

II2 ≤ C‖vy‖L∞‖∇vy‖L2‖vyy‖L2 ≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−2,

II3 ≤ C‖vy‖2L∞‖vy‖L2‖vyy‖L2 ≤ C‖vy‖2L∞‖vyy‖L2 ≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−2,

II4 + II8 ≤ C‖∇v‖L∞‖∇vyy‖2L2 +C‖ūxxvyy‖L2‖∇vyy‖L2 ≤ C(δ + ε3)‖∇vyy‖2L2 ,

II5 + II12 ≤ C‖∇vy‖L2
x(L∞y )‖∇vy‖L∞x (L2

y )‖∇vyy‖L2 ≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−
9
4 ,

II6 ≤ C‖vyy‖L2
x(L∞y )‖∇

2v‖L∞x (L2
y )‖∇vyy‖L2 ≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−2,

II7 ≤ C‖vy‖L∞‖∇2vy‖L2‖∇vyy‖L2 ≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−
9
4 ,

II9 ≤ C‖vy‖L∞‖vy‖L2‖∇vyy‖L2 ≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−2,

II10 + II11 ≤ C‖vy‖L∞‖∇vy‖L2‖∇vyy‖L2 ≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−
9
4 ,

II13 + II14 ≤ C(‖∇v‖L∞ + ‖ūx‖L∞)‖∇vyy‖L2 ≤ C(δ + ε3)‖∇vyy‖2L2 .

Thus, the terms on right-hand side of (4.71) are bounded by

C(δ + ε3)‖∇vyy‖2L2 +CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−2. (4.72)

Notice that the first term of (4.72) can absorbed in the fifth term on the left-hand side of (4.71) if ε3 and

δ are small enough. Consequently, we can get from (4.71) that

d

dt
(‖vyy(t)‖2

L2+‖∇vyy(t)‖2
L2 )+‖

√
ūxvyy(τ)‖2

L2+‖
√

ūx∇vyy(τ)‖2
L2+‖∇vyy(τ)‖2

L2+

∫

R

|∇vyy(0, y, τ)|2 dy

≤ CE(τ)D(τ)2(1 + τ)−2. (4.73)

Multiplying (4.73) by (1 + t)γ+2 and integrating the resulting inequality over R+ × R × [0, t], for any

γ ≥ 0, we obtain

(1 + t)γ+2(‖vyy(t)‖2
L2 + ‖∇vyy(t)‖2

L2 ) +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ+2(‖
√

ūxvyy(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇vyy(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ+2‖∇vyy(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ+2

∫

R

|∇vyy(0, y, τ)|2 dydτ

≤C

(

M2
0 + (γ + 2)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γ+1(‖vyy(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖∇vyy(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ + N(t)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)γD(τ)2 dτ

)

. (4.74)

By utilizing (4.70), taking γ = α + ε in (4.74), we can deduce that

(1 + t)α+2+ε‖vyy(t)‖2
H1 +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+2+ε(‖
√

ūxvyy(τ)‖2
L2 + ‖

√
ūx∇vyy(τ)‖2

L2 ) dτ

+

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+2+ε‖∇vyy(τ)‖2
L2 dτ +

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+2+ε

∫

R

|∇vyy(0, y, t)|2 dydτ

≤C

(

M2
0 + (α + 2 + ε)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+1+ε‖vyy(τ)‖2
H1 dτ + N(t)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+εD(τ)2 dτ

)

≤C(1 + t)εM2
α +CN(t)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+εD(τ)2 dτ. (4.75)

Finally, we need to treat the last term in (4.70) and (4.75). We add (4.52), (4.70) and (4.75) to obtain

2
∑

l=0

(1 + t)α+l+ε‖∂l
yv‖2

H3−l +

2
∑

l=0

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+l+ε‖∂l
y∇v‖2

H2−l dτ

≤C(1 + t)εM2
α +CN(t)

∫ t

0

(1 + τ)α+εD(τ)2 dτ. (4.76)

The last term on the right-hand side of (4.76) can be absorbed in the second term on the left-hand side if

N(t) ≤ ε3 is sufficiently small. Therefore, the desired inequality (4.55) can be obtained. �
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Lemma 4.7 Under the same assumptions as Lemma 4.6, it holds that

(1 + t)α+1+ε(‖divpy(t)‖2
H2 + ‖p1y(t)‖2

H2 + ‖p2(t)‖2
H3 ) ≤ C(1 + t)εM2

α, (4.77)

for t ∈ [0, T ] and any ε > 0.

Proof. Rewrite div∂y(3.1)2 in the form ∆divpy − divpy = ∆vy, and then square this equation. Conse-

quently, integrating the resulting equation overR+ ×R, using (4.66), we have

∫

R

∫

R+

((∆divpy)2
+ 2|∇divpy|2 + (divpy)2) dxdy

=

∫

R

∫

R+

(∆vy)2 dxdy − 2

∫

R

divpxy(0, y, t)divpy(0, y, t) dy

=

∫

R

∫

R+

(∆vy)2 dxdy + 2u−

∫

R

divpxy(0, y, t)vxy(0, y, t) dy

≤
∫

R

∫

R+

(∆vy)2 dxdy + δ

∫

R

divpxy(0, y, t) dy +Cδ−1

∫

R

(vxy(0, y, t))2 dy

≤
∫

R

∫

R+

(∆vy)2 dxdy + δ

∫

R

∫

R+

(

(divpxy)2
+ (divpxxy)2

)

dxdy +C

∫

R

(v2
xy + v2

xxy) dy.
(4.78)

Notice that the term divpxy on the right-hand side of (4.78) can be absorbed in the second term on the

left if δ is sufficiently small. Combining the results of Lemma 4.6, we just need to get the estimate of

δ‖divpxxy‖2L2 . We know that

δ‖divpxxy‖2L2 ≤ Cδ‖∆divpy‖2L2 +Cδ‖divpyyy‖2L2 ,

and the former term can be absorbed in the first term of (4.78). Therefore, for some small but fixed δ, the

inequality (4.78) can be rewritten as

∫

R

∫

R+

((∆divpy)2
+ 2|∇divpy|2 + (divpy)2) dxdy ≤ C‖∇vy‖2H1 +Cδ‖divpyyy‖2L2 . (4.79)

Now we estimate the last term ‖divpyyy‖L2 . Rewriting ∇(3.3)2y in the form ∇divpyy − ∇p2y = ∇vyy and

squaring it, we obtain

|∇divpyy|2 + |∇p2yy |2 + |∇p2y|2 − 2{∇divpy · ∇p2y}y = |∇vyy |2 − 2∇p1xy · ∇p2yy. (4.80)

Integrating the above equation overR+ ×R, we can get

∫

R

∫

R+

(|∇divpyy|2 + |∇p2yy |2 + |∇p2y|2) dxdy

=

∫

R

∫

R+

|∇vyy |2 dxdy − 2

∫

R

∫

R+

(p1xxy p2xyy + p1xyy p2yyy) dxdy

≤
∫

R

∫

R+

|∇vyy |2 dxdy +

∫

R

∫

R+

|∇divpy|2 dxdy, (4.81)

where we have used the fact that

2p1xxy p2xyy + 2p1xyy p2yyy ≤ (p1xxy + p2xyy)2
+ (p1xyy + p2yyy)2

= |∇divpy|2.

Adding (4.81) and (4.79), for some small δ, we can obtain

∫

R

∫

R+

(|∇2divpy|2 + |∇divpy|2 + (divpy)2
+ |∇p2yy |2 + |∇p2y |2) dxdy ≤ C‖∇vy‖2H1 . (4.82)
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Here, we have used the fact that |∇2divpy|2 ≤ C(∆divpy)2
+ C|∇divpyy|2. According to (3.3), we can

deduce that

‖∇k p1y‖2L2 ≤ C(‖∇kdivpxy‖2L2 + ‖∇kvxy‖2L2 ) ≤ C‖∇vy‖2H1 , k = 0, 1,

‖∇k p2‖2L2 ≤ C(‖∇kdivpy‖2L2 + ‖∇kvy‖2L2) ≤ C‖∇vy‖2H1 +C‖∇kvy‖2L2 , k = 0, 1, 2. (4.83)

Furthermore, using the relation between p1 and p2, that is (3.4) and divp = p1x + p2y, we have

p2xxx = p1xxy = divpxy − p2xyy = divpxy − p1yyy,

p2xxy = p1xyy = divpyy − p2yyy.
(4.84)

It follows from (4.82) that

‖∇3 p2‖2L2 + ‖∇2 p1y‖2L2 ≤ C‖∇vy‖2H1 . (4.85)

Thus, combining (4.55) and (4.56), we can get from (1 + t)α+1+ε[(4.82) + (4.83) + (4.85)] that

(1 + t)α+1+ε(‖divpy‖2H2 + ‖p1y‖2H2 + ‖p2‖2H3) ≤ C(1 + t)εM2
α,

which completes the proof of Lemma 4.7. �
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