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GLOBAL STABILITY OF THE COMPRESSIBLE VISCOUS SURFACE

WAVES IN AN INFINITE LAYER

GUILONG GUI AND ZHIFEI ZHANG

Abstract. We investigate in this paper the global stability of the compressible viscous
surface waves in the absence of surface tension effect with a steady-state violating Rayleigh-
Taylor instability and the reference domain being the horizontal infinite layer. The fluid
dynamics are governed by the 3-D gravity-driven isentropic compressible Navier-Stokes
equations. We develop a mathematical approach to establish global well-posedness of free
boundary problems of the multi-dimensional compressible Navier-Stokes system based on the
Lagrangian framework, which requires no nonlinear compatibility conditions on the initial
data.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Formulation in Eulerian Coordinates. We consider in this paper the global exis-
tence of time-dependent flows of an viscous isentropic compressible fluid in a moving domain
Ω(t) with an upper free surface ΣF (t) and a fixed bottom ΣB

(1.1)





∂tρ+∇ · (ρ u) = 0 in Ω(t),

ρ(∂tu+ (u · ∇)u) +∇ p(ρ)−∇ · S(u) = −g ρ e1 in Ω(t),

(p(ρ) I− S(u))n(t) = patmn(t) on ΣF (t),

V(ΣF (t)) = u · n(t) on ΣF (t),

u|ΣB
= 0,

where the positive scalar function ρ is the density of the fluid, the velocity u = (u1, u2, u3),
ui = ui(x1, x2, x3), i, j = 1, 2, 3, and the constant g > 0 stands for the strength of gravity.
we denote n(t) the outward-pointing unit normal on ΣF (t), I the 3× 3 identity matrix. The
stress tensor S(u) is defined by S(u) = εD(u) + (δ − 2

3ε)(∇ · u)I, where the strain tensor

D(u) = ∇u+∇uT and dynamic viscosity ε and bulk viscosity δ are constants which satisfy
the following relationship

ε > 0, δ ≥ 0.

The deviatoric (trace-free) part of the strain tensor D(u) is then D
0(u) = D(u)− 2

3 div u I. The

viscous stress tensor in fluid is then given by S(u) = εD0(u) + δ div u I. The scalar function
p is the pressure which is a function of density p = p(ρ) > 0, and the pressure function is
assumed to be smooth, positive, and strictly increasing. We denote V(ΣF (t)) the outer-normal
velocity of the free surface ΣF (t). The tensor (p I−S(u)) is known as the viscous stress tensor.
The first equation in (1.1) is the conservation of mass. The second equation in (1.1) is the
momentum conservation law, where the gravity is the only external force, which points in the
negative x1 direction (as the vertical direction). The third equation in (1.1) means the fluid
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satisfies the kinetic boundary condition on the free boundary ΣF (t), where patm stands for
the atmospheric pressure, assumed to be constant. The kinematic boundary condition (the
forth equation in (1.1)) states that the free boundary ΣF (t) is moving with speed equal to
the normal component of the fluid velocity. The fifth equation in (1.1) implies that the fluid
is no-slip, no-penetrated on the fixed bottom boundary. Here the effect of surface tension is
neglected on the free surface.

1.2. Steady-state. Let the equilibrium domain Ω ⊂ R
3 be the horizontal infinite slab

Ω = {x = (x1, xh)| − b < x1 < 0, xh = (x2, x3) ∈ R
2}(1.2)

with the bottom Σb = {x1 = −b} and the top surface Σ0 = {x1 = 0}, where the positive
constant b will be the depth of the fluid at infinity.

We seek a steady-state equilibrium solution to (1.1) with ū = 0, ρ̄ = ρ̄(x1) and the
equilibrium domain Ω in (1.2). Then the system (1.1) reduces to the following ODE with the
equilibrium density ρ̄ = ρ̄(x1)

(1.3)

{
dp(ρ̄(x1))

dx1
= −g ρ̄(x1), ∀x1 ∈ (−b, 0),

p(ρ̄(0)) = patm.

Motivated by [13], we may claim that the necessary and sufficient for the existence of an
equilibrium to (1.3) are as follows:

(1). patm ∈ p(R+), which defines ρ̄1
def
= p−1(patm),

(2). 0 < b <
1

g

∫ +∞

ρ̄1

p′(s)

s
ds.

(1.4)

In fact, since the pressure function p = p(·) is smooth, positive, and strictly increasing in R
+,

then second equation in (1.3) holds if and only if patm ∈ p(R+), which defines ρ̄1 = p−1(patm),
that is, the first condition in (1.4) holds. On the other hand, we introduce the enthalpy
function h : (0,+∞) → R given by

h(z)
def
=

∫ z

ρ̄1

p′(s)

s
ds,(1.5)

which is smooth, strictly increasing, and positive on [ρ̄1, +∞) according to the assumptions
on the pressure function p. From (1.3), we get

(1.6)

{
dh(ρ̄(x1))

dx1
= −g, ∀x1 ∈ (−b, 0),

ρ̄(0) = ρ̄1.

Solve this ODE to find ρ̄(x1) = h−1(−g x1), which gives a well-defined, smooth, and decreasing
function ρ̄ : [−b, 0] → [ρ̄1, +∞) if and only if

(1.7) g b ∈ h((ρ̄1,+∞)),

that is, the second condition in (1.4) holds.
Throughout the rest of the paper we will assume that the conditions in (1.4) are satisfied

for a fixed b > 0, which then uniquely determine the equilibrium density ρ̄(x1). We consider
only the case that the density is away from the vacuum:

(1.8) inf
x1∈[−b, 0]

ρ̄(x1) > 0.
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Furthermore, we assume that

(1.9) inf
x1∈[−b, 0]

(−ρ̄′(x1)) > 0,

which excludes the Rayleigh-Taylor gravitational instability.
Under the assumptions (1.4), (1.8), and (1.9), we focus in the paper on the global stability

issue of the steady-state u = 0, ρ = ρ̄(x1), and Ω(t) = Ω defined on (1.2).
The problem can be equivalently stated as follows. Given an initial domain Ω0 ⊂ R

3

bounded by a bottom surface ΣB, and a top surface ΣF (0), as well as an initial velocity field
u0, where the upper boundary does not touch the bottom, we wish to find for each t ∈ [0, T ],
a domain Ω(t) initially near the equilibrium domain Ω, (u(t, ·), ρ(t, ·)) defined on Ω(t) near
the steady-state (u, ρ) = (0, ρ̄(x1)) defined on Ω, and a transformation η̄(t, ·) : Ω0 → R

3 so
that

(1.10)





Ω(t) = η̄(t,Ω0), η̄(t,ΣB) = ΣB ,

∂tη̄ = u ◦ η̄,

∂tρ+∇ · (ρ u) = 0 in Ω(t),

ρ(∂tu+ (u · ∇)u) +∇ p(ρ)−∇ · S(u) = −g ρ∇x1 in Ω(t),

(p(ρ) I − S(u))n(t) = patmn(t) on ΣF (t),

u|ΣB
= 0,

u|t=0 = u0, ρ|t=0 = ρ0, η̄|t=0 = x.

We assume that the initial domain Ω0 is the image of Ω under a diffeomorphism σ : Ω → Ω0,
where σ(Σb) = ΣB , σ(Σ0) = ΣF (0), σ is of the form σ(x) = x + ξ0(x), and ξ0 satisfies
ξ10 ∈ Hs(Σ0), and Λs−1

h ∇ξ0 ∈ H1(Ω) with s > 2, ξ10 stands for the vertical component of the

vector ξ0, ∇ = (∂1, ∂2, ∂3)
T , and ∇h = (∂2, ∂3)

T .

1.3. Known results. The free boundary problems of the Navier-Stokes equations have
attracted much attention. The quite direct approach used to solve these problems is La-
grangian. In Lagrangian coordinates, the geometry of the domain is encoded in the flow map
η̄ : (0, T ) × Ω0 → Ω(t) satisfying ∂tη̄(t, x) = v(t, x) which gives the trajectory of a particle
located at x ∈ Ω0 = Ω(0) at t = 0, where v = u ◦ η̄ is the Lagrangian velocity field in the
fixed domain Ω0 with u being the Eulerian velocity field in the moving domain Ω(t).

In Lagrangian coordinates, Solonnikov [26] proved the local well-posedness of the viscous
surface problem in Hölder spaces for the incompressible fluid motion in a bounded domain
whose entire boundary is a free surface. While in a horizontal infinite domain, Beale [5]
obtained the local well-posedness in L2-based space-time Sobolev spaces under the assumption
with necessary compatibility condition, which was extended to Lp-based space-time Sobolev
spaces by Abels [1]. However, Beale gave the negative answer to the global well-posedness
in [5]. As a matter of fact, he proved a non-decay theorem which showed that a reasonable
extension to small-data global well-posedness with decay of the free surface fails. In order to
get the global well-posedness of the incompressible viscous surface problem, Beale [6] turned
to introduce another method—the flattening transformation to successful solve the viscous
surface problem with surface tension in the space-time Sobolev spaces. The incompressible
viscous surface problem (without surface tension) was studied by Sylvester [28] and Tani-
Tanaka [29] in the Beale-Solonnikov functional framework, where higher regularity and more
compatibility conditions were required. Beale and Nishida studied the decay properties of
solutions to incompressible viscous surface waves with surface tension in [7], and then Hataya
[16] gave a complete proof to their decay estimates provided ξ10 ∈ L1(Σ0) and initial data is
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small. This result also suggests that, even if ξ10 ∈ L1(Σ0), for the solution u to the viscous
surface waves without surface tension, both ‖u‖L1(R+;H2(Ω)) and ‖ξ1‖L2(R+;L2(Σ0)) may still
blow-up.

By using the flattening transformation, Guo and Tice [14, 15] employed the geometric
structure in the Eulerian coordinates to study the local well-posedness of the incompressible
viscous surface waves in Sobolev spaces for small initial data, and then introduced the two-tier
energy method to get the algebraic decay rate of the solutions, which leads to the construction
of global-in-time solutions. Wu [34] extended the local well-posedness result in [15] from small
data to general data, and Wang [33] studied the anisotropic decay of the global solution. We
mention that, the two-tier energy method in [14, 15] couples the decay of low-order energy
and the boundedness of high-order energy, where higher regularity and more compatibility
conditions, as well as the negative horizontal regularity of the solutions were needed, which
also avoids to contradict Beale’s non-decay theorem. Ren, Xiang and Zhang [25] proved the
local well-posedness of the viscous surface wave equation in low regularity Sobolev spaces in
Eulerian coordinates, where only the first-order time-derivative of the velocity is involved in
the compatibility condition, but the global existence of the solution is left open.

Recently, Masmoudi and Rousset [23] studied the inviscid limit of the free boundary incom-
pressible Navier-Stokes equations, where they proved the existence of solutions on a uniform
time interval based on Sobolev conormal spaces, in which the minimal normal regularity of
the velocity was required, and then justified the inviscid limit.

More recently, the first author of this paper developed a mathematical approach to establish
global well-posedness of the incompressible viscous surface waves based on the Lagrangian
framework [11], where no nonlinear compatibility conditions on the initial data were required,
which gives a positive answer to the Beale’s question [5] about the existence of the global
strong solutions to the free boundary incompressible system in Lagrangian coordinates.

The free boundary problems corresponding to a single horizontally periodic layer of com-
pressible viscous fluid with surface tension and without the gravitation have been also stud-
ied by several authors. Jin [21] and Jin-Padula [22] produced global-in-time solutions using
Lagrangian coordinates, and Tanaka and Tani produced global solutions with temperature
dependence. Zadrzynska [35, 36] proved the global well-posedness of the viscous compressible
Fluid bounded by a free boundary. Guo and Tice [13] studied the linear theory of the problem
for two layers of compressible viscous fluids.

The free boundary problem allows for the development of the classical Rayleigh-Taylor
instability [24, 31], at least when the equilibrium has a heavier fluid on top and a lighter one
below and there is a downward gravitational force.

There are also some global results for compressible viscous surface-internal wave problems
with gravitation and without the surface tension by using the flattening transformation. For
instance, in a horizontal periodic domain with finite depth, Wang, Tice, and Kim [19, 20]
obtained the local and global well-posedness and decay for two layers compressible fluid, and
Huang and Luo [18] establish the global well-posedness of the single layer of compressible
viscous heat-conducting surface wave without surface tension provided that the initial data
are close to a nontrivial equilibrium state. Tani and Tanaka [30] studied the solvability of the
compressible heat-conducting surface wave problem with the surface tension in Lagrangian
coordinates.

1.4. Our goal. There are still some problems left to be solved in the study of global well-
posedness of the compressible viscous surface waves without surface tension.
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First, it is of interest to know whether we can get the global strong solution of this system
in a horizontally infinite layer, in particular, via the Lagrangian approach.

On the other hand, in previous works, the global well-posedness was established for the
initial data which has high normal regularity and some compatibility conditions in terms of the
time-derivatives of the velocity on the initial data are needed. Usually, it is not easy to verify
the valid of the compatibility condition in terms of the time-derivatives of the velocity, which is
essentially some type of the nonlinear compatibility conditions from the momentum equation
in (1.1). In the present case, a natural and important question is whether a corresponding well-
posedness result can be obtained with low normal regularity and without any compatibility
conditions in terms of the time-derivatives of the velocity (nonlinear compatibility conditions)
on the initial data.

The aim of this paper is to give positive answers to these two problems. We will employ the
Lagrangian approach to study the global well-posedness of the compressible viscous surface
waves without surface tension in the infinite layer, where the assumptions of low normal
regularity and no any compatibility conditions in terms of the time-derivatives of the velocity
on the initial data are required.

1.5. Formulation of the system in Lagrangian Coordinates. Let us now, in more
detail, introduce the Lagrangian coordinates in which the free boundary becomes fixed.

1.5.1. The flow map. Let η
def
= η̄ ◦ σ̄ be a position of the fluid particle x in the equilibrium

domain Ω at time t so that
{

d
dtη(t, x) = u(t, η(t, x)), t > 0, x ∈ Ω,

η|t=0 = x+ ξ0(x), x ∈ Ω,

then the displacement ξ(t, x)
def
= η(t, x)− x satisfies
{

d
dtξ(t, x) = u(t, x+ ξ(t, x)),

ξ|t=0 = ξ0.

We define Lagrangian quantities the velocity v and the pressure q in fluid as (where x =
(x1, x2, x3)

T ∈ Ω):

v(t, x)
def
= u(t, η(t, x)), q(t, x)

def
= p(t, η(t, x)).

Denote the Jacobian of the flow map η by J
def
= det(Dη). Define A

def
= (Dη)−T , then according

to definitions of the flow map η and the displacement ξ, we may get the identities:

Ak
i ∂kη

j = Aj
k∂iη

k = δ
j
i , ∂k(JA

k
i ) = 0, ∂iη

j = δ
j
i + ∂iξ

j , Aj
i = δ

j
i −Ak

i ∂kξ
j.

Simple computation implies that J = 1 +∇ · ξ + B00 + B000 with

B00 := ∂1ξ
1∇h · ξ

h − ∂1ξ
h · ∇hξ

1 +∇⊥
h ξ

2 · ∇hξ
3,

B000 := ∂1ξ
1∇⊥

h ξ
2 · ∇h ξ

3 + ∂1ξ
2∇⊥

h ξ
3 · ∇h ξ

1 + ∂1ξ
3∇⊥

h ξ
1 · ∇h ξ

2

with ξh
def
= (ξ2, ξ3)T , ∇h

def
= (∂2, ∂3)

T , ∇⊥
h

def
= (−∂3, ∂2)

T .

Usually, we set aij
def
= J Aj

i and Ã := A− I.
5



1.5.2. Derivatives of J and A in Lagrangian coordinates. Next, we give some useful equations
which we often use in what follows.

Since A(Dη)T = I, differentiating it with respect to t and x once yields

∂tA
j
i = −Aj

kA
m
i ∂mv

k, ∂sA
j
i = −Aj

kA
m
i ∂m∂sξ

k,(1.11)

where we used the fact ∂tη = v in the first equation in (1.11). Whence differentiate the
Jacobian determinant J , we get

∂tJ = JAj
i∂jv

i, ∂kJ = JAj
i∂j∂kξ

i.

Moreover, it is easy to verify the following Piola identity:

∂j(JA
j
i ) = 0 ∀ i = 1, 2, 3.

Here and in what follows, the subscript notation for vectors and tensors as well as the Einstein
summation convention has been adopted unless otherwise specified.

1.5.3. Navier-Stokes equations in Lagrangian coordinates. Under Lagrangian coordinates, we

may introduce the differential operators with their actions given by (∇Af)i = Aj
i∂jf , DA(v) =

∇Av+(∇Av)
T , ∆Af = ∇A ·∇Af , so the Lagrangian version of the system (1.1) can be written

on the fixed reference domain Ω as

(1.12)





∂tξ = v in Ω,

∂tf + f∇A · v = 0, in Ω,

f∂tv +∇A p(f)−∇A · SA(v) = −g f ∇A η
1 in Ω,(

p(f) I− SA(v)

)
N = patmN on Σ0,

v|Σb
= 0,

ξ|t=0 = ξ0, v|t=0 = v0,

where n0 = (1, 0, 0)T is the outward-pointing unit normal vector on the interface Σ0, N :=
JAn0 stands for the outward-pointing normal vector on the moving interface ΣF (t).

One may readily check from the definition of J that ∂tJ = ∇JA · v, which together with
the equation of f in (1.12) yields ∂t(fJ) = 0. Hence, we find

Jf(t, x) = (Jf)(0, x) = det(Dη0)ρ0(η0),(1.13)

where ρ0 is a given initial density function. We are interested in the initial density ρ0 satisfying

ρ0(η0) det(Dη0) = ρ̄(x1) in Ω.(1.14)

Thus, it follows from (1.13) that

J f = ρ̄(x1),

which implies that

f = J−1 ρ̄(x1), p(f) = p(J−1 ρ̄).

Remark 1.1. For any smooth, bounded subdomain O of Ω, we know that η0(O) is a subdo-
main of Ω(0) if η0 is a diffeomorphism from Ω to Ω(0). Hence, by using change of variables,
we get

∫

η0(O)
ρ0(y) dy =

∫

O
ρ0(η0) det(Dη0) dx.(1.15)
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Therefore, the assumption (1.14) is equivalent to the mass conservation law [8]
∫

η0(O)
ρ0(y) dy =

∫

O
ρ̄ dx ∀ O ⊂ Ω.(1.16)

Thanks to the definition of the enthalpy function (1.5), we get

∇A p(f) + g f∇A η
1 = f∇A

(
h(f)− h(ρ̄(x1)) + g ξ1

)
.

Define

(1.17) q
def
= h(f)− h(ρ̄(x1)) + g ξ1, Q

def
= h(f)− h(ρ̄(x1)),

then we have
∇A p(f) + g f∇A η

1 = f∇Aq, Q = q − g ξ1,

which implies that the momentum equations in (1.12) can be read as

ρ̄(x1)∂tv + ρ̄(x1)∇A q −∇JA · SA(v) = 0 in Ω.

By the definition of q in (1.17), we have

∂tq = ∂th(f) + g v1,

which along with the equation of f in (1.12) and the definition of the enthalpy function (1.5)
implies

∂tq = −p′(f)∇A · v + g v1,(1.18)

and then

∇A · v = −(p′(f))−1∂tQ.(1.19)

From (1.18), we get

∂tq = −p′(ρ̄(x1))∇A · v + (p′(ρ̄(x1))− p′(f))∇A · v + g v1,

which leads to

∇ · (ρ̄(x1) v) = g−1 ρ̄′(x1)∂tq +B
h,j
1,i ∂jv

i(1.20)

with

B
h,j
1,i ∂jv

i def= g−1ρ̄′(x1)(p
′(f)− p′(ρ̄(x1))∇A · v − ρ̄(x1)∇Ã · v.

On the other hand, due to the classical inverse function theorem and h′(z) = p′(z)
z > 0

(∀ z > 0), there is a unique inverse function ϕ of the equation Q = h(f)− h(ρ̄(x1)) so that

f = ϕ(Q) = h−1(Q+ h(ρ̄(x1))), ϕ(0) = ρ̄(x1),

and

ϕ′(y) =
1

h′(ϕ(y))
=

ϕ(y)

p′(ϕ(y))
, ϕ′(0) =

ϕ(0)

p′(ϕ(0))
=

ρ̄(x1)

p′(ρ̄(x1))
.

Hence, we obtain

p(f)− p(ρ̄(x1)) = (p ◦ ϕ)(Q)− (p ◦ ϕ)(0) = (p ◦ ϕ)′(0)Q +Q2

∫ 1

0
(p ◦ ϕ)′′(sQ)(1− s) ds,

which follows that
p(f)− p(ρ̄(x1)) = ρ̄(x1)Q+Q2R(Q)
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with

R(Q)
def
=

∫ 1

0
(p ◦ ϕ)′′(sQ)(1− s) ds.

Hence, on the boundary Σ0, one has

p(f)− p(ρ̄(x1)) = ρ̄(0)Q +Q2R(Q) on Σ0.

Therefore, under the assumptions (1.14) and Ω0 = σ̄(Ω), the system (1.10) can be equivalently
read as

(1.21)





∂tξ = v in Ω,

ρ̄(x1)∂tv + ρ̄(x1)∇A q −∇JA · SA(v) = 0 in Ω,

∇ · (ρ̄(x1) v) = g−1 ρ̄′(x1)∂tq +B
h,j
1,i ∂jv

i in Ω,(
(ρ̄(0)Q+Q2R(Q)) I − SA(v)

)
N = 0 on Σ0,

v|Σb
= 0,

ξ|t=0 = ξ0, v|t=0 = v0.

1.6. Our results. In order to state our results, we must explain our notation for differential
operators, Sobolev spaces and norms and describe the regularity assumptions which will be
imposed.

We denote the operator P(∂h) the horizontal derivatives of some functions, here P(∂h)
is a pseudo-differential operator with the symbol P(ςh) depending only on the horizontal
frequency ςh = (ς2, ς3)

T , that is,

P(∂h)f(x1, xh) := F−1
ςh→xh

(
P(ςh)Fxh→ςh(f(x1, xh))

)
,

where F(f) (or F−1(f)) is the Fourier (or inverse Fourier) transform of a function f . In par-

ticular, we denote Λ̇σ
h (or Λσ

h) the homogeneous (or nonhomogeneous) horizontal differential

operator with the symbol |ςh|
σ (or 〈ςh〉

σ) respectively, where σ ∈ R, 〈ςh〉
def
= (1 + |ςh|

2)1/2.
We take Hk(Ω) with k ∈ N and Hσ(Σ0) with σ ∈ R to be the usual Sobolev spaces, and

the homogeneous space H̊1(Ω) = {f ∈ L1
loc(Ω) : ∇ f ∈ L2(Ω)} with the norm ‖f‖H̊1(Ω) =

‖∇ f‖L2(Ω). For f ∈ 0H
k(Ω), it means f ∈ Hk(Ω) with zero bottom boundary value f |Σb

= 0.

For a functional space Y , when we write f ∈ Λ−σ
h Y (or f ∈ Λ̇−σ

h Y ) we mean Λσ
h f ∈ Y (or

Λ̇σ
hf ∈ Y ).

1.6.1. Local well-posedness. Inspired by the works in [10] and [12], we may get the following
local well-posedness of the system (1.21), which proof is very similar to the one in [12], and
we omit it.

Theorem 1.1 (Local well-posedness). Let s > 2. Assume (ξ0, v0) satisfies Λs−1
h ∇ ξ0 ∈

H1(Ω), ξ10 ∈ Hs(Σ0), Λs−1
h v0 ∈ 0H

1(Ω). There exists a positive constant ǫ0 such that the
viscous surface wave problem (1.21) with initial data (ξ0, v0) has a unique solution (ξ, v, q)
(depending continuously on the initial data) satisfying

Λs−1
h ∇ ξ ∈ C([0, T0];H

1(Ω)), ξ1 ∈ C([0, T0];H
s(Σ0)),

Λs−1
h v ∈ (C([0, T0]; 0H

1(Ω)) ∩ L2([0, T0];H
2(Ω)), Λs−1

h q ∈ L2([0, T0];H
1(Ω))

with T0 = min{1, (‖Λs−1
h ∇ ξ0‖

2
H1(Ω) + ‖ξ10‖

2
Hs(Σ0)

)−1} provided

‖Λs−1
h ∇ ξ0‖

2
H1(Ω) + ‖ξ10‖

2
Hs(Σ0)

+ ‖Λs−1
h v0‖

2
H1(Ω) < ǫ0,

8



and, for any T ∈ (0, T0], the solution satisfies the estimate

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(‖Λs−1
h ∇ ξ(t)‖2H1(Ω) + ‖ξ1(t)‖2HN (Σ0)

+ ‖Λs−1
h v(t)‖2H1(Ω))

+ ‖Λs−1
h (∇ v, q)‖2L2([0,T0];H1(Ω))

≤ C

(
‖Λs−2

h ∇ ξ0‖
2
H1(Ω) + ‖ξ10‖

2
Hs−1(Σ0)

+ ‖Λs−1
h v0‖

2
H1(Ω)

+ T (‖Λs−1
h ∇ ξ0‖

2
H1(Ω) + ‖ξ10‖

2
Hs(Σ0)

)

)
,

(1.22)

And if the maximal time T ∗of the existence of the solution (ξ, v, q) is finite: T ∗ < +∞, then

lim
tրT ∗

(‖Λs−1
h ∇ ξ(t)‖H1(Ω) + ‖ξ1(t)‖Hs(Σ0) + ‖Λs−1

h v(t)‖H1(Ω) + ‖J−1‖L∞(Ω)) = +∞.(1.23)

Moreover, if in addition (ξ0, v0) ∈ Fs+ℓ0, then (ξ, v) ∈ C([0, T0];Fs+ℓ0).

Notice that the definition of Fs+ℓ0 in Theorem 1.1 is be defined in (1.25) below.

Remark 1.2. According to (1.22), we see that, if ǫ0 in Theorem 1.1 is small enough, there is
a positive δ0 ∈ (0, 12 ) such that 1−δ0 ≤ sup(t,x)∈[0,T ]×Ω J(t, x) ≤ 2, which implies that the flow-

map η(t, x) defines a diffeomorphism from the equilibrium domain Ω to the moving domain
Ω(t) with the boundary ΣF (t). From this, together with the fact that η0 is a diffeomorphism
from the equilibrium domain Ω to the initial domain Ω(0), we deduce a diffeomorphism from
the initial domain Ω(0) to the evolving domain Ω(t) for any t ∈ [0, T ]. Denote the inverse of
the flow map η(t, x) by η−1(t, y) for t ∈ [0, T ] so that if y = η(t, x) for y ∈ Ω(t) and t ∈ [0, T ],
then x = η−1(t, y) ∈ Ω.

1.6.2. Global well-posedness theorem. Let us explain that, at the beginning of this subsection,
how to define the energy and dissipation functions.

Let s > 2 and λ ∈ (0, 1) satisfy s + λ > 3, ℓ0 ∈ (12 , min{1
2 + 1

4λ,
s+λ−2

2 }]. Taking σ0 :=

2ℓ0 − λ, we have σ0 + λ = 2ℓ0, σ0 ∈ (1− λ, min{1 − 1
2λ, s− 2}].

We define the decay instantaneous energy Ės (with s > 2) as

Ės
def
= ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−σ0

h (v, q)‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−σ0

h ξ1‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ0−1
h Λ

s+ 1

2
−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h (∇ v, ∂1q)‖
2
L2(Ω),

and the decay instantaneous dissipation Ḋs is defined by

Ḋs
def
= ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇σ0−1
h Λ

s+ 1

2
−σ0

h (Q, ∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ0+1
h Λs−2−σ0

h ξ1‖2
H

1
2 (Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h (∂t∂1 q, ∇
2 v, ∇ q, ∂tv)‖

2
L2(Ω).

On the other hand, we define the bounded instantaneous energy Es and dissipation Ds (with
s > 2) including the negative horizontal derivative of v and ξ1|Σ0

Es
def
= ‖Λ̇−λ

h (∇ v, q)‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇−λ
h (Q, ξ1)‖2L2(Σ0)

+ Ės,

Ds
def
= ‖(Λ̇−λ

h (∇ v, ∂tv)‖
2
L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇−λ

h (Q, ∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)
+ Ḋs.

(1.24)

We also define instantaneous quantities Es = Es(ξ, v) (with s > 2) in terms of the velocity
v and the displacement ξ:

Es
def
= ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h ∇ξ‖2H1(Ω) + Es.
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From this, we define the Hilbert functional space FN by

Fs
def
= {(ξ, v) ∈ H̊1(Ω)× 0H

1(Ω) : Es(ξ, v) < +∞}(1.25)

equipped with the norm ‖(ξ, v)‖Fs

def
= Es(ξ, v)

1

2 .

Remark 1.3. Thanks to the definitions above, for s > 2, one can see

Es+ℓ0 ∼ ‖Λ̇s+ℓ0−1
h (∇ v, ∇ q)‖2L2(Ω) + ‖(Λ̇s+ℓ0

h ξ1, Λ̇
s+ℓ0−

1

2

h Q)‖2L2(Σ0)
+ Es,

Ės+ℓ0 ∼ ‖Λ̇s+ℓ0−1
h (∇ v, ∇ q)‖2L2(Ω) + ‖(Λ̇s+ℓ0

h ξ1, Λ̇
s+ℓ0−

1

2

h Q)‖2L2(Σ0)
+ Ės,

Es+ℓ0 ∼ ‖Λ̇s−1+ℓ0
h ∇ξ‖2H1(Ω) + Es+ℓ0 + Es,

and

Ds+ℓ0 ∼ ‖Λ̇s+ℓ0
h ∇ v‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇

s+ℓ0−
1

2

h (Q, ∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)
+ ‖Λ̇s+ℓ0−1

h ξ1‖2
H

1
2 (Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇s+ℓ0−1
h (∂t∂1 q, ∇

2 v, ∇ q, ∂tv)‖
2
L2(Ω) +Ds,

Ḋs+ℓ0 ∼ ‖Λ̇s+ℓ0
h ∇ v‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇

s+ℓ0−
1

2

h (Q, ∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)
+ ‖Λ̇s+ℓ0−1

h ξ1‖2
H

1
2 (Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇s+ℓ0−1
h (∂t∂1 q, ∇

2 v, ∇ q, ∂tv)‖
2
L2(Ω) + Ḋs.

The main result of this paper states as follows, the proof of which will be presented in
Section 7.

Theorem 1.2 (Global well-posedness). Let s > 2 and λ ∈ (0, 1) satisfy s + λ > 3, ℓ0 ∈
(12 , min{1

2 + 1
4λ,

s+λ−2
2 }]. If (ξ0, v0) ∈ Fs+ℓ0, then there exists a small positive constant ν0

such that the compressible viscous surface wave problem (1.21) is globally well-posed in Fs+ℓ0

provided Es+ℓ0(0) ≤ ν0. Moreover, for any t > 0, there hold

Es+ℓ0(t) . Es+ℓ0(0), Es(t) . Es(0) + Es+ℓ0(0),

Es+ℓ0(t) . Es+ℓ0(0) + (1 + t)Es+ℓ0(0),

sup
τ∈[0,t]

(
(1 + τ)2ℓ0 Ės(τ)

)
+

∫ t

0

(
(1 + τ)

1

2
+ℓ0Ḋs(τ) +Ds+ℓ0(τ)

)
dτ . Es+ℓ0(0).

(1.26)

Remark 1.4. There are three main differences between the work of Jang-Tice-Wang [20] and
our result Theorem 1.2. The first one is that, Jang-Tice-Wang [20] studied the global well-
posedness of the system (1.1) via its Eulerian and geometric formulations, while we directly
use the Lagrangian approach to get its global well-posedness result, which also tells us what
happens to the entire flow map η in Ω. On the other hand, consideration in [20] was about the
system (1.1) in horizontally periodic layer, which method used doesn’t work to the horizontally
infinite layer case we study in the paper. Finally, compared to the work of [20] in which high
total regularity of the initial data and compatibility conditions about the time derivatives of
the velocity are imposed, there is no requirement about the compatibility conditions in terms
of ∂tv in Theorem 1.2, and we need only to ask the minimal normal regularity of the velocity
(more precisely, no more than the first order normal derivatives on the initial velocity are
required in the theorem).

Remark 1.5. (i)There is no requirement about the compatibility conditions in terms of ∂tv
in Theorem 1.2, which plays a significant role in the study of the vacuum free boundary
problem of the compressible Navier-Stokes system (see Gui-Wang-Wang [10] for example).
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(ii)The Lagrangian method used in the paper is a new approach to study the global well-
posedness of the incompressible or compressible Navier-Stokes equations with free boundary
problem, which can be applied to investigate the well-posedness of many types of free boundary
problem of fluid dynamical systems.

(iii)Some anisotropic algebraic decay estimates in terms of the energy and dissipation are
uncovered in Theorem 1.2, and this kind of result may be helpful to understand the possible
blow-up or decay mechanism of the solution.

1.7. Plan of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces
some new variables according to the kinetic boundary condition (1.1)3 in (1.1), and gives the
linearized form of the viscous surface waves (1.1) in Lagrangian coordinates. Next, we first
recall, in Section 3, some necessary estimates, and then derive the basic estimates in terms
of the flow map. In Section 4, we apply the four new good unknowns introduced first in the
paper to get energy estimates of the horizontal derivatives of the velocity and its gradient.
Estimates of second normal derivatives of the velocity as well as their high-order horizontal
regularities are showed by using the Stokes estimates in Section 5. As a consequence, the
total energy estimates are stated in Section 6. Finally, in Section 7, we complete the proof of
Theorem 1.2.

1.8. Notations. Let us end this introduction by some notations that will be used in all that
follows.

For operators A,B, we denote [A;B] = AB − BA to be the commutator of A and B. We
denote 1 + t by 〈t〉. For a . b, we mean that there is a uniform constant C, which may be
different on different lines, such that a ≤ Cb. The notation a ∼ b means both a . b and b . a.
Throughout the paper, the subscript notation for vectors and tensors as well as the Einstein
summation convention has been adopted unless otherwise specified, Einsteins summation
convention means that repeated Latin indices i, j, k, etc., are summed from 1 to 3, and
repeated Greek indices α, β, γ, etc., are summed from 2 to 3. In the vector v = (v1, v2, v3)T ,
we denote the vertical component by v1, and its horizontal component by vh = (v2, v3)T .

2. Linearized form of the system in Lagrangian coordinates

2.1. Some new unknowns from the boundary. In this section, we want to introduce
four new good unknowns related to the normal derivatives ∂1v and the pressure q, which
plays a significant role for the proof of the main result of the paper.

Notice that N = JAn0 is the outer normal vector field on the interface Σ0,

N = JAn0 = aj1ej = a11e1 + a21e2 + a31e3.

Let τ2 and τ3 be two independent tangential vector fields on Σ0

τ2 = −a21e1 + a11e2, τ3 = −a31e1 + a11e3,

which implies that N · τα = 0 with α = 2, 3.
By a direct computation, we get

(
DJA(v)N

)1
= (a211 + |−→a1 |

2)∂1v
1 + a11aα 1∂1v

α + Bα
1,i∂αv

i,
(
DJA(v)N

)2
= a21a11 ∂1v

1 + (|−→a1 |
2 + a221)∂1v

2 + a21a31 ∂1v
3 + ∂2v

1 + Bα
2,i∂αv

i,
(
DJA(v)N

)3
= a31a11∂1v

1 + a31a21∂1v
2 + (|−→a1 |

2 + a231)∂1v
3 + ∂3v

1 + Bα
3,i∂αv

i,

(2.1)
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where

(2.2) −→a1 := (a11, a21, a31)
T , |−→a1 | := (

3∑

i=1

a2i1)
1/2,

and

Bα
1,i∂αv

i def= aiβai1∂βv
1 + a1βai 1 ∂βv

i,

Bα
2,i∂αv

i def= (a22a11 − 1) ∂2v
1 + a23a11 ∂3v

1 + aiβai1∂βv
2 + a2βaγ 1 ∂βv

γ ,

Bα
3,i∂αv

i def= a32a11∂2v
1 + a3βaα 1∂βv

α + aiβai1∂βv
3 + (a33a11 − 1) ∂3v

1.

Hence, multiplying the boundary equation on Σ0 in (1.21) by the tangential vectors τα
(with α = 2, 3) implies

0 = τ2 · (DJA(v)N ) = −a21|
−→a1 |

2∂1v
1 + a11|

−→a1 |
2∂1v

2

+ a11∂2v
1 + (−a21B

α
1,i + a11B

α
2,i)∂αv

i,
(2.3)

and

0 = τ3 · (DJA(v)N ) = −a31|
−→a1 |

2∂1v
1 + a11|

−→a1 |
2∂1v

3

+ a11∂3v
1 + (−a31B

α
1,i + a11B

α
3,i)∂αv

i.
(2.4)

Thanks to (2.1), one can see

N ·
(
DJA(v)N

)
=2a11|

−→a1 |
2∂1v

1 + 2a21|
−→a1 |

2∂1v
2 + 2a31|

−→a1 |
2∂1v

3

+ a21∂2v
1 + a31∂3v

1 + a11B
α
1,i∂αv

i + a21B
α
2,i∂αv

i + a31B
α
3,i∂αv

i.

In the fluid, we write

∇JA · v = a11∂1v
1 + aα 1∂1v

α + a22∂2v
2 + a33∂3v

3 + Bα
4,i∂αv

i(2.5)

with the nonlinear terms including horizontal derivatives of the velocity ∂αv

Bα
4,i∂αv

i def= a1β∂βv
1 + a23∂3v

2 + a32∂2v
3.

Combining (2.5) with (1.19) gives rise to

a11∂1v
1 + aα 1∂1v

α = −(a22∂2v
2 + a33∂3v

3)− J(p′(f))−1∂tQ− Bα
4,i∂αv

i.(2.6)

Thanks to (2.3), (2.4), and (2.6), we solve them in terms of the vertical derivative of v to
conclude that on the interface Σ0

(2.7)





∂1v
1 = −∇h · v

h + Bα
6,i∂αv

i − a11|
−→a1 |−2J(p′(f))−1∂tQ,

∂1v
2 = −∂2v

1 + Bα
7,i∂αv

i − a21J(p
′(f))−1∂tQ,

∂1v
3 = −∂3v

1 + Bα
8,i∂αv

i − a31J(p
′(f))−1∂tQ,
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where

Bα
6,i∂αv

i def= −|−→a1 |
−2((a11a22 − |−→a1 |

2)∂2v
2 + (a11a33 − |−→a1 |

2)∂3v
3)− a11|

−→a1 |
−2Bα

4,i∂αv
i

+ a11|
−→a1 |

−4(a21∂2v
1 + a31∂3v

1)− ((a221 + a231)B
α
1,i − a11(a21B

α
2,i + a31B

α
3,i))∂αv

i,

Bα
7,i∂αv

i def=
a221
|−→a1 |2

∂2v
1 +

a21a31

|−→a1 |2
∂3v

1 − a21

(
(a22∂2v

2 + a33∂3v
3) + Bα

4,i∂αv
i

)

+ |−→a1 |
−2(a11a21B

α
1,i − (a211 + a231)B

α
2,i + a21a31B

α
3,i)∂αv

i,

Bα
8,i∂αv

i def=
a21a31

|−→a1 |2
∂2v

1 +
a231
|−→a1 |2

∂3v
1 − a31

(
(a22∂2v

2 + a33∂3v
3) + Bα

4,i∂αv
i

)

+ |−→a1 |
−2

(
a31(a11B

α
1,i + a21B

α
2,i)− (a211 + a221)B

α
3,i

)
∂αv

i.

Define

B̃1
def
= −(a11|

−→a1 |
−2J(p′(f))−1 − (p′(ρ̄(x1)))

−1), B̃2
def
= −a21J(p

′(f))−1,

B̃3
def
= −a31J(p

′(f))−1, B̃4
def
= −(δ +

4

3
ε) ((p′(f))−1 − (p′(ρ̄(x1)))

−1).

then we have




∂1v
1 = −∇h · v

h + Bα
6,i∂αv

i − (p′(ρ̄(0)))−1∂tQ+ B̃1∂tQ,

∂1v
2 = −∂2v

1 + Bα
7,i∂αv

i + B̃2∂tQ,

∂1v
3 = −∂3v

1 + Bα
8,i∂αv

i + B̃3∂tQ.

On the other hand, from the boundary condition on Σ0 in (1.21), one finds
(
ρ̄(0)Q+Q2R(Q)− (δ −

2

3
ε)∇A · v

)
N · N − εN · (DA(v)N ) = 0,

which implies

J

(
ρ̄(0)Q+Q2R(Q)

)
= −(δ +

4

3
ε)J(p′(f))−1∂tQ

− 2ε(a22∂2v
2 + a33∂3v

3)− 2εBα
4,i∂αv

i + ε|−→a1 |
−2(aβ 1∂βv

1 + aj1B
α
j,i∂αv

i).

Hence, we get

− (δ +
4

3
ε)(p′(f))−1∂tQ = ρ̄(0)Q+Q2R(Q) + 2ε∇h · vh − Bα

9,i∂αv
i(2.8)

with

Bα
9,i∂αv

i def= − 2ε((J−1a22 − 1)∂2v
2 + (J−1a33 − 1)∂3v

3)− 2εJ−1Bα
4,i∂αv

i

+ ε|−→a1 |
−2J−1(aβ 1∂βv

1 + aj1B
α
j,i∂αv

i).

Plugging (2.8) into (2.7) shows that, on the boundary Σ0,

(2.9)





∂1v
1 = −

δ− 2

3
ε

δ+ 4

3
ε
∇h · v

h + Bα
11,i∂αv

i + a11Jρ̄(x1)

|−→a1|2(δ+
4

3
ε)
Q+ a11|

−→a1|−2J

(δ+ 4

3
ε)

Q2R(Q),

∂1v
2 = −∂2v

1 + Bα
12,i∂αv

i + a21Jρ̄(x1)

(δ+ 4

3
ε)

Q+ a21J
(δ+ 4

3
ε)
Q2R(Q),

∂1v
3 = −∂3v

1 + Bα
13,i∂αv

i + a31Jρ̄(x1)

(δ+ 4

3
ε)

Q+ a31J
(δ+ 4

3
ε)
Q2R(Q),

13



where

Bα
11,i∂αv

i def= Bα
6,i∂αv

i +
2ε(a11|

−→a1 |
−2J − 1)

(δ + 4
3ε)

∇h · v
h −

a11|
−→a1 |

−2J

(δ + 4
3ε)

Bα
9,i∂αv

i,

Bα
12,i∂αv

i def= Bα
7,i∂αv

i +
2εa21J

(δ + 4
3ε)

∇h · v
h −

a21J

(δ + 4
3ε)

Bα
9,i∂αv

i,

Bα
13,i∂αv

i def= Bα
8,i∂αv

i +
2εa31J

(δ + 4
3ε)

∇h · v
h −

a31J

(δ + 4
3ε)

Bα
9,i∂αv

i.

Due to (2.8), we find, on the boundary Σ0,

ρ̄(0)Q+ (δ +
4

3
ε)

−ρ̄′(0)

g ρ̄(0)
∂tQ = −2ε∇h · v

h + Bα
9,i∂αv

i −Q2R(Q) + B̃4∂tQ(2.10)

with B̃4
def
= −(δ + 4

3ε) ((p
′(f))−1 − (p′(ρ̄(x1)))

−1).
On the other hand, substituting the first equation of (2.7) into (2.8), and then combining

the result with (1.19), we obtain

ρ̄(0)Q − 2ε∂1v
1 − (δ −

2

3
ε)∇ · v = B(∂αv,Q, ∂tQ)(2.11)

with

B(∂αv,Q, ∂tQ) := −B̃5∂tQ− (δ +
4

3
ε)Bα

6,i∂αv
i + Bα

9,i∂αv
i −Q2R(Q) and

B̃5 := (δ +
4

3
ε) (1 − Ja11|

−→a1 |
−2)(p′(f))−1.

According to (2.9), we introduce three new unknowns Gi with i = 1, 2, 3 defined in the
fluid by

(2.12)





G1 def
= ∂1v

1 +
δ− 2

3
ε

δ+ 4

3
ε
∇h · v

h − ρ̄(0)

(δ+ 4

3
ε)
H(Q)− G̃1,

G2 def
= ∂1v

2 + ∂2v
1 − G̃2,

G3 def
= ∂1v

3 + ∂3v
1 − G̃3 in Ω,

where for β = 2, 3,

G̃j def
= Gj

Q,1 + Gj
∂hv

+ Gj
Q,2 (for j = 1, 2, 3),

G1
Q,1 :=

ρ̄(0) (a11|
−→a1 |

−2J − 1)

(δ + 4
3ε)

H(Q), Gβ
Q,1 :=

ρ̄(0) aβ 1J

(δ + 4
3ε)

H(Q), G1
∂hv

:= Bα
11,i∂αv

i,

Gβ
∂hv

:= Bα
10+β,i∂αv

i, G1
Q,2 :=

a11|
−→a1 |

−2J

(δ + 4
3ε)

H(Q2R(Q)), Gβ
Q,2 :=

aβ 1J

(δ + 4
3ε)

H(Q2R(Q)).

Due to (2.9) and (2.12), we find

G1 = 0, G2 = 0, G3 = 0 on Σ0,(2.13)

and ∂1v
i with i = 1, 2, 3 satisfies

(2.14)





∂1v
1 = G1 −

δ− 2

3
ε

δ+ 4

3
ε
∇h · v

h + ρ̄(0)

(δ+ 4

3
ε)
H(Q) + G̃1,

∂1v
2 = G2 − ∂2v

1 + G̃2,

∂1v
3 = G3 − ∂3v

1 + G̃3 in Ω.
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Combining (2.7) with (2.11), the boundary condition on Σ0 in (1.21) can be written as the
linearized form

ρ̄(0)q e1 − S(v) e1 =




gρ̄(0)ξ1 + B(∂αv,Q, ∂tQ)

−ε (Bα
7,i∂αv

i + B̃2∂tQ)

−ε (Bα
8,i∂αv

i + B̃3∂tQ).


(2.15)

In order to extend the interface boundary forms of ∂1v and q in (2.15) to the interior
domain of the fluid, let us first introduce H(f) as the harmonic extension of f |Σ0

into Ω:

(2.16)

{
∆H(f) = 0 in Ω,

H(f)|Σ0
= f |Σ0

, H(f)|Σb
= 0.

These four new unknowns Gi with i = 1, 2, 3 and Q play an important role in the estimate
of the L∞

t L
2 norms of ∇ v as well as its tangential derivatives, as it is possible to close all the

estimates by using integration in parts and the relations (2.14) with (2.13) when we encounter
the integrals including the normal derivative of ∂1v and q. More details will be showed in
the proof of Lemma 4.5. This makes it possible to avoid using the compatibility conditions
in terms of the acceleration ∂tv and its derivatives.

2.2. Linearized form of the system. Let’s now derive the linearized form of the system
(1.21) in the Lagrangian coordinates, which is crucially used to recover the bounds for high
order derivatives.

Under the Lagrangian coordinates, we divide the dissipative terms ∇JA∇A · v and ∇JA ·
DA(v) into linear and nonlinear parts

(∇JA∇A · v)k = (∇∇ · v)k + g̃kk, (∇JA · DA(v))
k = (∇ · D(v))k + gkk(2.17)

with k = 1, 2, 3, where nonlinear parts g̃kk and gkk have the forms

g̃11
def
=[J(A1

1)
2 − 1]∂21v

1 + JA1
1A

1
α∂

2
1v

α + (JA1
1A

α
j + JAα

1A
1
j − δαj )∂1∂αv

j

+ JAβ
1A

α
j ∂β∂αv

j + J(A1
1∂1A

1
j +Aα

1∂αA
1
j)∂1v

j + JAk
1∂k(A

α
j )∂αv

j,

g̃ββ
def
=JA1

βA
1
1∂

2
1v

1J +A1
βA

1
α∂

2
1v

α + (JA1
βA

α
j + JAα

βA
1
j − δαβ δ

1
j )∂1∂αv

j

+ (JAγ
βA

α
j − δ

γ
βδ

α
j )∂γ∂αv

j + JAk
β∂k(A

1
j)∂1v

j + JAk
β∂kA

α
j ∂αv

j ,

g11 := [J−1|−→a1 |
2 + J(A1

1)
2 − 2]∂21v

1 + JA1
αA

1
1∂

2
1v

α + 2JAα
i A

1
i ∂α∂1v

1

+ (JAα
i A

β
i − δαi δ

β
i )∂α∂βv

1 + JA1
iA

α
1∂1∂αv

i + (JAα
i A

1
1 − δαi δ

1
1)∂1∂αv

i + JAα
i A

β
1∂α∂βv

i

+ J(Am
i ∂mA1

i ∂1v
1 +Am

i ∂mA1
1∂1v

i) + J(Am
i ∂mAα

i ∂αv
1 +Am

i ∂mAα
1∂αv

i),

g22 := (J−1|−→a1 |
2 − 1)∂21v

2 + JA1
iA

1
2∂

2
1v

i + 2JAα
i A

1
i ∂α∂1v

2

+ J(Aα
i A

β
i − δαi δ

β
i )∂α∂βv

2 + (JAm
i A2

2 − δmi )∂m∂2v
i + JAα

i A
1
2∂α∂1v

i + JAm
i A3

2∂m∂3v
i

+ J(Am
i ∂mA1

i ∂1v
2 + JAm

i ∂mA1
2∂1v

i) + (Am
i ∂mAα

i ∂αv
2 +Am

i ∂mAα
2∂αv

i),

g33 := (J−1|−→a1 |
2 − 1)∂21v

3 + JA1
iA

1
3∂

2
1v

i + 2JA1
iA

α
i ∂1∂αv

3

+ (JAβ
i A

α
i − δ

β
i δ

α
i )∂β∂αv

3 + (JAm
i A3

3 − δmi )∂m∂3v
i + JAα

i A
1
3∂α∂1v

i + JAm
i A2

3∂m∂2v
i

+ J(Am
i ∂mA1

i ∂1v
3 + JAm

i ∂mA1
3∂1v

i) + J(Am
i ∂mAα

i ∂αv
3 +Am

i ∂mAα
3∂αv

i).
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The system (1.21) can be written as the linearized form

(2.18)





∂tξ = v,

ρ̄(x1)∂tv + ρ̄(x1)∇ q −∇ · S(v) = g,

∇ · (ρ̄(x1) v) = g−1 ρ̄′(x1)∂tq +B
h,j
1,i ∂jv

i in Ω,

ρ̄(0)q e1 − S(v) e1 =




ρ̄(0)ξ1 + B(∂αv,Q, ∂tQ)

−ε (Bα
7,i∂αv

i + B̃2∂tQ)

−ε (Bα
8,i∂αv

i + B̃3∂tQ)


 on Σ0,

v|Σb
= 0,

where g = (g1, g2, g3)
T with

gk := −ρ̄(x1)Ã
i
k∂iq + (δ −

2

3
ε)g̃kk + ε gkk with k = 1, 2, 3.(2.19)

We split the components of ∇ · S(v) into two parts

(∇ · S(v))1 = (δ +
4

3
ε)∂21v

1 + L1(∂h∇ v), (∇ · S(v))2 = ε∂21v
2 + L2(∂h∇ v),

(∇ · S(v))3 = ε∂21v
3 + L3(∂h∇ v),

where

L1(∂h∇ v) := (δ −
2

3
ε)∂1∇h · v

h + ε∂2(∂1v
2 + ∂2v

1) + ε∂3(∂1v
3 + ∂3v

1),

L2(∂h∇ v) := (δ −
2

3
ε)∂2∇h · v

h + (δ +
1

3
ε)∂2∂1v

1 + 2ε∂22v
2 + ε∂3(∂2v

3 + ∂3v
2),

L3(∂h∇ v) := (δ −
2

3
ε)∂3∇h · v

h + (δ +
1

3
ε)∂3∂1v

1 + 2ε∂23v
3 + ε∂2(∂2v

3 + ∂3v
2).

From this, the momentum equations in (2.18) are equivalent to the equations

(2.20)





ρ̄(x1)∂1q − (δ + 4
3ε)∂

2
1v

1 = −ρ̄(x1)∂tv
1 + L1(∂h∇ v) + g1,

ρ̄(x1)∂αq − ε∂21v
α = −ρ̄(x1)∂tv

α − Lα(∂h∇ v) + gα (with α = 2, 3).

3. Preliminary estimates

Let us first recall some basic estimates, which will be heavily used in the rest of the paper.

Lemma 3.1 ([3], Theorem 2.61 in [4]). Let f be a smooth function on R vanishing at 0, s1, s2
be two positive real number, s1 ∈ (0, 1), s2 > 0. If u belongs to Ḣs1(R2)∩ Ḣs2(R2)∩L∞(R2),
then so does f ◦ u, and we have

‖f ◦ u‖Ḣsi
≤ C(f ′, ‖u‖L∞)‖u‖Ḣsi

for i = 1, 2.

Lemma 3.2. ([3, 4]) Let f be a smooth function such that f ′(0) = 0 . Let s > 0. For any

couple (u, v) of functions in Bs
p,r ∩ L

∞, the function f ◦ v − f ◦ u then belongs to Ḣs ∩ L∞

and

‖f ◦ v − f ◦ u‖Ḣs ≤ Cf ′′(‖u‖L∞ , ‖v‖L∞)

× (‖u− v‖Ḣs sup
τ∈[0,1]

‖v + τ(u− v)‖L∞ + ‖u− v‖L∞ sup
τ∈[0,1]

‖v + τ(u− v)‖Ḣs),

where Cf ′′(·, ·) is a uniformly continuous function on [0,∞)× [0,∞) depending only on f ′′.
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Lemma 3.3 (Classical product laws in Sobolev spaces [4, 32]). Let s0 > 2, p1, p2 ∈ [2,+∞),
q1, q2 ∈ (2,+∞], 1

p1
+ 1

q1
= 1

p2
+ 1

q2
= 1

2 , there hold

‖f g‖Ḣs1+s2−1(R2) . ‖f‖Ḣs1 (R2)‖g‖Ḣs2 (R2) ∀ s1, s2 ∈ (−1, 1), s1 + s2 > 0,

‖Λ̇σ
h(f g)‖L2(R2

h
) . ‖Λ̇σ

hf‖Lp1(R2
h
)‖g‖Lq1 (R2

h
) + ‖Λ̇σ

hg‖Lp2 (R2
h
)‖f‖Lq2 (R2

h
) ∀ σ > 0,

‖Λ̇s1
h (f g)‖L2(R2

h
) . ‖Λ̇s1

h f‖L2(R2
h
)‖Λ̇

s2
h Λs0−1−s2

h g‖L2(R2
h
) ∀ s1 ∈ (−1, 1], s2 ∈ (0, 1).

(3.1)

Lemma 3.4 (Embedding inequality [4]). For any σ ∈ (0, 1), s0 > 2, there holds

‖f‖L∞(R2
h
) . ‖Λ̇σ

hΛ
s0−1−σ
h f‖L2(R2

h
).(3.2)

In what follows, we assume s0 ∈ [2 + σ0, s].
As a corollary, we find immediately the anisotropic Sobolev inequality as follows

Corollary 3.1 (Anisotropic Sobolev inequality). For any σ ∈ (0, 1), s0 > 2, there holds

‖f‖2L∞(Ω) . ‖Λ̇σ
hΛ

s0−1−σ
h f‖L2(Ω)‖Λ̇

σ
hΛ

s0−1−σ
h f‖H1(Ω).(3.3)

Lemma 3.5. Let s > 2, if (λ, σ0) ∈ (0, 1) satisfies 1 − λ < σ0 ≤ min{1 − 1
2λ, s − 2},

ℓ0 :=
σ0+λ

2 , σ > σ0, then there hold that

‖Λ̇−λ
h (f1 f2)‖L2 . min{‖Λ̇σ0−1

h f1‖L2‖Λ̇
2(1−ℓ0)
h f2‖H1 , ‖Λ̇σ0−1

h f1‖H1‖Λ̇
2(1−ℓ0)
h f2‖L2},

‖Λ̇−λ
h (f1 f2)‖H1 . ‖Λ̇σ0−1

h f1‖H1‖Λ̇
2(1−ℓ0)
h f2‖H1 ,

‖Λ̇σ0

h (f1 f2)‖L2 . min{‖Λ̇
1+σ0

2

h f1‖H1‖Λ̇
1+σ0

2

h f2‖L2 , ‖Λ̇
1+σ0

2

h f1‖L2‖Λ̇
1+σ0

2

h f2‖H1},

‖Λ̇σ0

h (f1 f2)‖H1 . ‖Λ̇
1+σ0

2

h f1‖H1‖Λ̇
1+σ0

2

h f2‖H1 ,

‖Λ̇σ
h(f1 f2)‖L2 . min{‖Λ̇σ

hf1‖H1‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h f2‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h f1‖H1‖Λ̇σ
hf2‖L2 ,

‖Λ̇σ
hf1‖L2‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h f2‖H1 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h f1‖H1‖Λ̇σ
hf2‖L2},

‖Λ̇σ
h(f1 f2)‖H1 . ‖Λ̇σ

hf1‖H1‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h f2‖H1 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h f1‖H1‖Λ̇σ
hf2‖H1 .

(3.4)

Proof. For the estimates of Λ̇−λ
h (f1 f2), thanks to Lemma 3.3 again, we find

‖Λ̇−λ
h (f1 f2)‖L2 . min{‖Λ̇σ0−1

h f1‖L∞
x1

L2
h
‖Λ̇

2(1−ℓ0)
h f2‖L2 , ‖Λ̇σ0−1

h f1‖L2‖Λ̇
2(1−ℓ0)
h f2‖L∞

x1
L2
h
}

and

‖Λ̇−λ
h (f1 f2)‖H1 . ‖Λ̇−λ

h (f1 f2)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇−λ
h (∇ f1 f2 + f1∇ f2)‖L2

. ‖Λ̇σ0−1
h f1‖L∞

x1
L2
h
‖Λ̇

2(1−ℓ0)
h f2‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0−1

h ∇ f1‖L2‖Λ̇
2(1−ℓ0)
h f2‖L∞

x1
L2
h

+ ‖Λ̇σ0−1
h f1‖L∞

x1
L2
h
‖Λ̇

2(1−ℓ0)
h ∇ f2‖L2 .

Due to the Sobolev embedding H1 →֒ L∞
x1
L2
h, we get

‖Λ̇−λ
h (f1 f2)‖L2 . min{‖Λ̇σ0−1

h f1‖H1‖Λ̇
2(1−ℓ0)
h f2‖L2 , ‖Λ̇σ0−1

h f1‖L2‖Λ̇
2(1−ℓ0)
h f2‖H1},

‖Λ̇−λ
h (f1 f2)‖H1 . ‖Λ̇σ0−1

h f1‖H1‖Λ̇
2(1−ℓ0)
h f2‖H1 ,

that is, the first two inequalities in (3.4) hold true.
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Applying Lemma 3.3 directly ensures that

‖Λ̇σ0

h (f1 f2)‖L2 . min{‖Λ̇
1+σ0

2

h f1‖H1‖Λ̇
1+σ0

2

h f2‖L2 , ‖Λ̇
1+σ0

2

h f1‖L2‖Λ̇
1+σ0

2

h f2‖H1},

‖Λ̇σ0

h (f1 f2)‖H1 . ‖Λ̇
1+σ0

2

h f1‖H1‖Λ̇
1+σ0

2

h f2‖H1 .

We use Lemma 3.3 to get

‖Λ̇σ
h(f1 f2)‖L2 . min{‖Λ̇σ

hf1‖L∞
x1

L2
h
‖f2‖L2

x1
L∞

h
+ ‖f1‖L∞‖Λ̇σ

hf2‖L2 ,

‖Λ̇σ
hf1‖L2‖f2‖L∞ + ‖f1‖L∞‖Λ̇σ

hf2‖L2}

and

‖Λ̇σ
h∇(f1 f2)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ

h∇ f1‖L2‖f2‖L∞ + ‖∇ f1‖L2
x1

L∞

h
‖Λ̇σ

hf2‖L∞
x1

L2
h

+ ‖Λ̇σ
hf1‖L∞

x1
L2
h
‖∇ f2‖L2

x1
L∞

h
+ ‖f1‖L∞‖Λ̇σ

h∇ f2‖L2 .

which along with Corollary 3.1 and the Sobolev embedding H1(Ω) →֒ L∞
x1
L2
h(Ω) gives rise to

the last two inequalities in (3.4). This completes the proof of Lemma 3.5. �

Motivated by Lemma 2.7 in [5], we may get the following version of Korn’s type inequality
for the equilibrium domain Ω.

Lemma 3.6 (Korn’s lemma, Lemma 2.7 in [5]). Let Ω be the equilibrium domain given in
(1.2), then there exists a positive constant C, independent of u, such that

(3.5) ‖u‖H1(Ω) ≤ C ‖D0(u)‖L2(Ω)

for all u ∈ H1(Ω) with u|Σb
= 0.

We state now some estimates on the harmonic extension operator H defined in (2.16).

Lemma 3.7 ([11]). Let s ∈ R and r ≥ 2. For the harmonic extension H(f) of f = f(t, x1, xh)
(with t ∈ R

+, (x1, xh) ∈ Ω), there hold

‖H(f)‖H1(Ω) . ‖f‖
H

1
2 (Σ0)

, ‖Λ̇s
hH(f)‖H1(Ω) . ‖Λ̇s

hf‖H
1
2 (Σ0)

,

‖Λ̇s
hH(f)‖H2(Ω) . ‖Λ̇s

hf‖H
3
2 (Σ0)

, ‖H(f)‖Hr(Ω) . ‖f‖
Hr− 1

2 (Σ0)
,

‖∂tH(f)‖H1(Ω) . ‖∂tf‖
H

1
2 (Σ0)

.

Let us now turn to estimate the coefficients of nonlinear terms in the system (1.21). First,
thanks to Lemma 3.3, we get

‖∇ ξ(t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h ∇ ξ(t)‖H1(Ω),(3.6)

which leads to

Lemma 3.8. There exists a positive constant C, independent of ξ and t, such that

(3.7) ‖∇ξ(t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C E
1

2
s0(t).

Lemma 3.8 tells us how the size of ξ can control the variation of the deformation Dξ(t) of
the displacement ξ.

With Lemma 3.8 in hand, we may prove that, the entries of the matrices Ã := A − I,
JA− I, as well as the Jacobian J of the flow map and its inverse J−1, are anisotropic when
we consider their low horizontal regularities, which is stated as follows.
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Lemma 3.9. Let s0 > 2, i, j = 1, 2, 3, σ0 ∈ (0, 1), if Es0(t) ≤ 1 for all time t ∈ [0, T ], then
there hold

(1).‖(J±1 − 1, Ãj
i , JÃ

j
i )‖L∞ . E

1

2
s0 ;

(2). ‖Λ̇σ
h (J

±1 − 1, Ãj
i , JÃ

j
i )‖L2 . E

1

2
σ ,

‖Λ̇σ
h (J

±1 − 1, Ãj
i , JÃ

j
i )‖H1 . E

1

2

σ+1 (∀σ ≥ σ0);

(3).‖Λ̇σ
h(J

±1 − 1, Ãj
i , JÃ

j
i )‖H1 . E

1

2

σ+1

∀σ ∈ [σ0 − 1, σ0] with (i, j) 6= (1, 2), (1, 3).

(3.8)

Proof. For the first third inequalities in (3.8), we need only prove it for the term a12, and the
same proof remains valid for the others.

Indeed, for the first second in (3.8), due to the expression of aij , we obtain from Lemma
3.3 that

‖a12‖L∞ . ‖∂1ξ
2‖L∞ + ‖∇ξ‖2L∞ . E

1

2
s0 +Es0 . E

1

2
s0 .(3.9)

Notice that

‖Λ̇σ
ha12‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ

h∂1ξ
2‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

h(∇ξ ⊗∇ξ)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ
h(∇ξ ⊗∇2ξ)‖L2 ,

‖Λ̇σ
ha12‖H1 . ‖Λ̇σ

ha12‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ
h∇ a12‖L2

. ‖Λ̇σ
h∂1ξ

2‖H1 + ‖Λ̇σ
h(∇ξ ⊗∇ξ)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

h(∇ξ ⊗∇2ξ)‖L2 ,

(3.10)

for σ ≥ σ0, thanks to (3.3), we may get

‖Λ̇σ
h(∇ξ ⊗∇ξ)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ

h∇ξ‖L2‖∇ξ‖L∞ . E
1

2
σE

1

2
s0 ,

‖Λ̇σ
h(∇ξ ⊗∇ξ)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

h(∇ξ ⊗∇2ξ)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ
h∇ξ‖L2‖∇ξ‖L∞

+ ‖Λ̇σ
h∇ξ‖L∞

x1
L2
h
‖∇2ξ‖L2

x1
L∞

h
+ ‖∇ξ‖L∞‖Λ̇σ

h∇
2ξ‖L2 . E

1

2

σ+1E
1

2
s0 ,

which along with (3.10) follows ‖Λ̇σ
ha12‖L2 . E

1

2
σ and ‖Λ̇σ

ha12‖H1 . E
1

2

σ+1.
For the third inequality in (3.8), we need only prove it for the term a23 with σ = σ0 − 1,

and the same proof remains valid for the others. In fact, one has

‖Λ̇σ0−1
h a23‖H1 . ‖Λ̇σ0−1

h ∂2ξ
3‖H1 + ‖Λ̇σ0−1

h (∇hξ ⊗∇ξ)‖L2

+ ‖Λ̇σ0−1
h (∇hξ ⊗∇2ξ)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0−1

h (∇∇hξ ⊗∇ξ)‖L2 .
(3.11)

Due to (3.4), we may get

‖Λ̇σ0−1
h (∇hξ ⊗∇ξ)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0−1

h (∇hξ ⊗∇2ξ)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0−1
h (∇∇hξ ⊗∇ξ)‖L2

. ‖Λ̇σ0−1
h ∇hξ‖H1‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h ∇ξ‖H1 . E
1

2
σ0
E

1

2
s0 ,

which along with (3.11) follows ‖Λ̇σ0−1
h a23‖H1 . E

1

2
σ0
.

The proof of the lemma is thus completed. �

With Lemma 3.9 in hand, we estimate Bα
j,i and Bα

j,i∂α v
i with j = 1, · · · , 9. For simplicity,

we denote Bα
j,i by B = B(Ã).
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Lemma 3.10. Let 2 ≤ k ∈ N, B = B(Ã), if (λ, σ0) ∈ (0, 1) satisfies 1 − λ < σ0 ≤ 1 − 1
2λ,

and Es0(t) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [0, T ], then there hold that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

‖Λ̇σ
hB(Ã)‖H1 . E

1

2

σ+1 if σ ≥ σ0,

‖Λ̇σ
h(B(Ã)∇h v)‖H1 . E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
s0 if σ ∈ [−λ, σ0],

‖Λ̇σ
h(B(Ã)∇ v)‖H1 . E

1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 if σ ≥ σ0,

‖Λ̇σ
h∂tB(Ã)‖H1 . Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 if σ ≥ σ0.

(3.12)

If, moreover, all the terms in B(Ã) have at least one ∂αξ
i-type factor with i = 1, 2, 3 and

α = 2, 3, then we have

‖Λ̇σ
hB(Ã)‖H1 . E

1

2

σ+1 if σ ≥ σ0 − 1, ‖Λ̇σ
h(B(Ã)∇ v)‖H1 . E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
s0 if σ ∈ [−λ, σ0].(3.13)

Proof. In view of Lemma 3.9, it immediately follows the first inequalities in (3.12) and (3.13).

Let’s now focus on the product estimates of B(Ã)∇ v and B(Ã)∇h v.
We first use the product laws (3.4) to get

‖Λ̇−λ
h (B(Ã)∇h v)‖H1 . ‖Λ̇σ0−1

h ∇h v‖H1‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h B(Ã)‖H1 . E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
σ0
.

Similar estimates hold for ‖Λ̇σ
h(B(Ã)∇h v)‖H1 with σ ∈ [−λ, s0].

On the other hand, thanks to (3.4) again, for σ ≥ σ0, it can be found that

‖Λ̇σ
h(B(Ã)∇h v)‖H1 . ‖Λ̇σ

hB(Ã)‖H1‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h ∇h v‖H1

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h B(Ã)‖H1‖Λ̇σ
h∇h v‖H1 . E

1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1,
(3.14)

which yields the third inequality in (3.12).

Since ∂tB(Ã) has the form like∇ v+B1(Ã)∇ v with smooth functionB1(·), we immediately
get the forth inequality in (3.12) from (3.14).

Finally, for the second inequality in (3.13), due to the same argument above, we need only

prove it in the case of σ = −λ. Since all the terms in B(Ã) have at least one ∂αξ
i-type factor,

we get from the product law (3.4) that

‖Λ̇−λ
h (B(Ã)∇ v)‖H1 . ‖Λ̇σ0−1

h B(Ã)‖H1‖Λ̇2−σ0−λ
h ∇ v‖H1 . E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
s0 ,

so the third inequality in (3.13) holds true. This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.10. �

Let us deal with the terms with respect to the source term g.

Lemma 3.11. If s0 > 2, λ, σ0 ∈ (0, 1) satisfies 1 − λ < σ0 ≤ 1 − 1
2λ, j = 1, 2, 3, and

Es0(t) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [0, T ], then there hold that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

‖Λ̇−λ
h (g̃jj, gjj)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h (g̃jj, gjj)‖L2 . E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ0+1,

‖Λ̇σ
h (g̃jj, gjj)‖L2 . E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀ σ ∈ [σ0, s0 − 1),

‖Λ̇σ
h (g̃jj, gjj)‖L2 . E

1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀ σ ≥ s0 − 1,

‖Λ̇−λ
h g‖L2 . E

1

2
s0 (Ė

1

2

σ0+
1

2

+ Ḋ
1

2

σ0+1), ‖Λ̇σ
h g‖L2 . E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀ σ ∈ [σ0, s0 − 1),

‖Λ̇σ
h g‖L2 . E

1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀ σ ≥ s0 − 1.

(3.15)
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Proof. We first bound the terms g̃jj and gjj with j = 1, 2, 3 of g in (3.15). For this, we split
the terms of g̃jj and gjj in (2.19) into two types: the one is of the second-order derivative
terms of v and the other is of the first-order derivative terms of v.

For the first one, notice that all the coefficients B(Ã) in the B(Ã)∂21v-type terms have at
least one ∂hξ-type factor, the product law (3.4) ensures

‖Λ̇−λ
h (B(Ã)∂21v)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇1−σ0−λ

h B(Ã)‖H1‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂
2
1v‖L2 ,

‖Λ̇σ
h (B(Ã)∂21v)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h B(Ã)‖H1‖Λ̇σ
h∂

2
1v‖L2 ∀σ ∈ [σ0, 1),

and for σ ∈ [1, s0 − 1)

‖Λ̇σ
h (B(Ã)∂21v)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ−1

h (B(Ã)∂h∂
2
1v)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ−1

h (∂hB(Ã)∂21v)‖L2

. ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h B(Ã)‖H1‖Λ̇σ
h∂

2
1v‖L2 + ‖Λ̇s0−2

h ∂hB(Ã)‖H1‖Λ̇2+σ−s0
h ∂21v‖L2 .

While for any σ ≥ s0 − 1

‖Λ̇σ
h (B(Ã)∂21v)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ

hB(Ã)‖H1‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h ∂21v‖L2

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h B(Ã)‖H1‖Λ̇σ
h∂

2
1v‖L2 .

Thanks to Lemma 3.9 again, we prove

‖Λ̇−λ
h (B(Ã)∂21v)‖L2 . E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ0+1,

‖Λ̇σ
h (B(Ã)∂21v)‖L2 . E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀σ ∈ [σ0, s0 − 1),

‖Λ̇σ
h (B(Ã)∂21v)‖L2 . E

1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀σ ≥ s0 − 1.

(3.16)

While for the terms like B(Ã)∂h∇ v, thanks to Lemmas 3.5 and 3.9, one has

‖Λ̇−λ
h (B(Ã)∂h∇ v)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇2−σ0−λ

h B(Ã)‖L∞
x1

L2
h
‖Λ̇σ0−1

h ∂h∇ v‖L2 ,

‖Λ̇σ
h (B(Ã)∂h∇ v)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h B(Ã)‖H1‖Λ̇σ
h∂h∇ v‖L2 ∀σ ∈ [σ0, 1),

‖Λ̇σ
h (B(Ã)∂h∇ v)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h B(Ã)‖H1‖Λ̇σ
h∂h∇ v‖L2

+ ‖Λ̇s0−2
h ∂hB(Ã)‖H1‖Λ̇2+σ−s0

h ∂h∇ v‖L2 ∀σ ∈ [1, s0 − 1),

‖Λ̇σ
h (B(Ã)∂h∇ v)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ

hB(Ã)‖H1‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h ∂h∇ v‖L2

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h B(Ã)‖H1‖Λ̇σ
h∂h∇ v‖L2 ∀σ ≥ s0 − 1,

from this and the fact 1 > 2− σ0 − λ ≥ σ0 and the Sobolev embedding H1(Ω) →֒ L∞
x1
L2
h(Ω),

we arrive at

‖Λ̇−λ
h (B(Ã)∂h∇ v)‖L2 . E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ0+1,

‖Λ̇σ
h (B(Ã)∂h∇ v)‖L2 . E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀σ ∈ [σ0, s0 − 1),

‖Λ̇σ
h (B(Ã)∂h∇ v)‖L2 . E

1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀σ ≥ s0 − 1.

(3.17)

For the first-order derivative terms of v in gjj and g̃jj with j = 1, 2, 3, notice that all of them
have the forms with Am

i ∂mA1
j∂1v or Am

i ∂mAα
j ∂αv, we then apply the product law (3.1) and

Lemma 3.9 to deduce

‖Λ̇−λ
h (Am

i ∂mA1
j∂1v)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇1−σ0−λ

h (Am
i ∂mA1

j)‖L2 ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂1v‖L∞

x1
L2
h

. ‖Λ̇σ0−1
h Λ̇2−2σ0−λ

h (Am
i ∂mA1

j)‖L2 ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂1v‖H1 . E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ0+1,
(3.18)
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and

‖Λ̇−λ
h (Am

i ∂mAα
j ∂αv)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ0−1

h ∂αv‖L∞

x1
L2
h
‖Λ̇2−σ0−λ

h (Am
i ∂mAα

j )‖L2

. ‖Λ̇2−σ0−λ
h (Am

i ∂mAα
j )‖L2 ‖Λ̇σ0

h v‖H1 . E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ0+1,
(3.19)

where we have used the facts 1− σ0 > 2− 2σ0 − λ ≥ 0 and σ0 ≤ 2− σ0 − λ ≤ s0 − 1.
Thanks to the product law (3.1) and Lemma 3.9, we obtain, for σ ∈ [σ0, 1)

‖Λ̇σ
h (A

m
i ∂mA1

j∂1v)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇1−σ
h (Am

i ∂mA1
j)‖L2 ‖Λ̇σ

h∂1v‖L∞
x1

L2
h

. ‖Λ̇σ0−1
h Λ̇2−σ0−σ

h (Am
i ∂mA1

j)‖L2 ‖Λ̇σ
h∂1v‖H1 ,

for σ ∈ [1, s0 − 1)

‖Λ̇σ
h (A

m
i ∂mAα

j ∂αv)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ−1
h (Am

i ∂mAα
j ∂α∂hv)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ−1

h (∂h(A
m
i ∂mAα

j )∂αv)‖L2

. ‖Λ̇σ−1
h ∂α∂hv‖L∞

x1
L2
h
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h (Am
i ∂mAα

j )‖L2

+ ‖Λ̇2+σ−s0
h ∂αv‖L∞

x1
L2
h
‖Λ̇s0−2

h ∂h(A
m
i ∂mAα

j )‖L2 ,

and for σ ≥ s0 − 1

‖Λ̇σ
h (A

m
i ∂mA1

j∂1v)‖L2 .‖Λ̇σ
h(A

m
i ∂mA1

j)‖L2 ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h ∂1v‖L∞
x1

L2
xh

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h (Am
i ∂mA1

j)‖L2 ‖Λ̇σ
h∂1v‖L∞

x1
L2
xh
,

which follows that

‖Λ̇σ
h (A

m
i ∂mA1

j∂1v)‖L2 . E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀ σ ∈ [σ0, 1),

‖Λ̇σ
h (A

m
i ∂mAα

j ∂αv)‖L2 . E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀ σ ∈ [1, s0 − 1),

‖Λ̇σ
h (A

m
i ∂mA1

j∂1v)‖L2 . E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀ σ ≥ s0 − 1.

(3.20)

Similarly, we may get

‖Λ̇σ
h (A

m
i ∂mAi

j∂iv)‖L2 . E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀ σ ∈ [σ0, s0 − 1),(3.21)

and

‖Λ̇σ
h (A

m
i ∂mAk

j ∂kv)‖L2 . E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀ σ ≥ s0 − 1.(3.22)

Therefore, thanks to (3.16)-(3.22), we obtain that for any j = 1, 2, 3

‖Λ̇−λ
h (g̃jj, gjj)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h (g̃jj, gjj)‖L2 . E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ0+1,

‖Λ̇σ
h (g̃jj, gjj)‖L2 . E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀ σ ∈ [σ0, s0 − 1),

‖Λ̇σ
h (g̃jj, gjj)‖L2 . E

1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀ σ ≥ s0 − 1.

For the pressure terms in g, from (3.1), it can be obtained that

‖Λ̇−λ
h (A1

2∂1q)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇1−σ0−λ
h A1

2‖L∞

x1
L2
h
‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂1q‖L2 . E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ0+1.

While for the term about ∂hq, we have

‖Λ̇−λ
h (Ah

1∂hq)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇2−σ0−λ
h Ah

1‖L∞
x1

L2
h
‖Λ̇σ0−1

h ∂hq‖L2 . E
1

2
s0 ‖Λ̇

σ0

h q‖L2 .
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To control ‖Λ̇σ0

h q‖L2 , we employ Poincare’s inequality and the relation q = Q+ g ξ1 to get

‖Λ̇σ0

h q‖L2(Ω) . ‖Λ̇σ0

h q‖L2(Σ0) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂1q‖L2(Ω) . ‖Λ̇σ0

h ξ
1‖L2(Σ0) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) + Ḋ
1

2

σ0+1.

It thus follows

‖Λ̇−λ
h (Ah

1∂hq)‖L2 . E
1

2
s0 (‖Λ̇

σ0

h ξ
1‖L2(Σ0) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) + Ḋ
1

2

σ0+1).

Repeating the above argument to the other pressure terms in g ensures that

‖Λ̇−λ
h (A1

2∂1q)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇−λ
h (Ah

1∂hq)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇−λ
h ((A1

1 − 1)∂1q)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇−λ
h ((A2

2 − 1)∂2q)‖L2

+ ‖Λ̇−λ
h (A3

2∂3q)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇−λ
h (A1

3∂1q)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇−λ
h ((A3

3 − 1)∂3q)‖L2

. E
1

2
s0 (‖Λ̇

σ0

h ξ
1‖L2(Σ0) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) + Ḋ
1

2

σ0+1).

Consequently, we conclude that

‖Λ̇−λ
h g‖L2 . E

1

2
s0 (‖Λ̇

σ0

h ξ
1‖L2(Σ0) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) + Ḋ
1

2

σ0+1) . E
1

2
s0 (Ė

1

2

σ0+
1

2

+ Ḋ
1

2

σ0+1).

In the same manner it is easy to get

‖Λ̇σ
h g‖L2 . E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀ σ ∈ [σ0, s0 − 1),

‖Λ̇σ
h g‖L2 . E

1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 ∀ σ ≥ s0 − 1.

The proof of the lemma is therefore accomplished. �

Lemma 3.12. Let s0 > 2. If (λ, σ0) ∈ (0, 1) satisfies 1−λ < σ0 ≤ 1− 1
2λ, j = 1, 2, 3, σ > 1,

and Es0(t) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [0, T ], then there hold that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

‖Λ̇−λ
h (Gj

Q,1, G
j
Q,2)‖H1 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h (Gj
Q,1, G

j
Q,2)‖H1 . E

1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λ
1

2

hQ‖L2(Σ0),

‖Λ̇−λ
h Gj

∂hv
‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Gj
∂hv

‖L2 . E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λhv‖L2 ,

‖Λ̇−λ
h Gj

∂hv
‖H1 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Gj
∂hv

‖H1 . E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λh∇ v‖L2 ,

(3.23)

‖Λ̇σ
h(G

j
Q,1, G

j
Q,2)‖L2 . E

1

2

σ+1‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λ
s0−

1

2
−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) + E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λ
σ− 1

2
−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0),

‖Λ̇σ
hG

j
∂hv

‖L2 . E
1

2

σ+1‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λs0−σ0

h v‖L2 + E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ+1
h v‖L2 ,

(3.24)

‖Λ̇σ+ℓ0
h (Gj

Q,1, G
j
Q,2)‖L2 . E

1

2

σ+1‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λ
s0−

1

2
+ℓ0−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) + E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ+ℓ0−1
h Λ

1

2

hQ‖L2(Σ0),

‖Λ̇σ+ℓ0
h Gj

∂hv
‖L2 . E

1

2

σ+1‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λs0−1+ℓ0−σ0

h ∇ v‖L2 + E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ+ℓ0
h v‖L2 ,

(3.25)

‖Λ̇σ
h(G

j
Q,1, G

j
Q,2, G

j
∂hv

)‖H1 . E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1,

and

‖Λ̇σ
h∂t(G

j
Q,1, G

j
Q,2, G

j
∂hv

)‖L2 . E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1,

‖Λ̇−λ
h ∂t(G

j
Q,1, G

j
Q,2, G

j
∂hv

)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂t(G
j
Q,1, G

j
Q,2, G

j
∂hv

)‖L2 . E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
s0 .

Proof. Thanks to Lemmas 3.5, 3.7, 3.9, and the fact 1− λ < σ0 ≤ 1− 1
2λ, we have

‖Λ̇−λ
h G1

Q,1‖H1 . ‖Λ̇1−σ0−λ
h (a11|

−→a1 |
−2J − 1)‖H1 ‖Λ̇σ0

h H(Q)‖H1 . E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λ
1

2

hQ‖L2(Σ0),

‖Λ̇−λ
h G1

Q,2‖H1 . (1 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h (a11|
−→a1 |

−2J − 1)‖H1) ‖Λ̇−λ
h H(Q2R(Q))‖H1 .

(3.26)
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Owing to Lemmas 3.5 and 3.7 again, one obtains

‖Λ̇−λ
h H(Q2R(Q))‖H1 . ‖Λ̇−λ

h Λ
1

2

h (Q
2R(Q))‖L2(Σ0)

. ‖Λ̇1−σ0−λ
h Λ

1

2

h (QR(Q))‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇
σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) . E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λ
1

2

hQ‖L2(Σ0),

which along with (3.26) yields

‖Λ̇−λ
h (G1

Q,1,G
1
Q,2)‖H1 . E

1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λ
1

2

hQ‖L2(Σ0).

Similarly, we prove

‖Λ̇−λ
h (Gβ

Q,1,G
β
Q,2)‖H1 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h (Gj
Q,1,G

j
Q,2)‖H1 . E

1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λ
1

2

hQ‖L2(Σ0),

and

‖Λ̇−λ
h Gj

∂hv
‖L2 . ‖Λ̇2−σ0−λ

h Bα
10+j,i‖H1‖Λ̇σ0−1

h ∂αv
i‖L2 . E

1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ0

h v‖L2 ,

‖Λ̇σ0

h Gj
∂hv

‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h Bα
10+j,i‖H1‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂αv
i‖L2 . E

1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ0+1
h v‖L2 ,

‖Λ̇−λ
h Gj

∂hv
‖H1 . ‖Λ̇2−σ0−λ

h Bα
10+j,i‖H1‖Λ̇σ0−1

h ∂αv
i‖H1 . E

1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ0

h ∇ v‖L2 ,

‖Λ̇σ0

h Gj
∂hv

‖H1 . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h Bα
10+j,i‖H1‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂αv
i‖H1 . E

1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ0+1
h ∇ v‖L2 ,

which results in (3.23).
Thanks to Lemmas 3.5, 3.7, and 3.9 again, we find for σ ≥ σ0

‖Λ̇σ
hG

1
Q,1‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ

h(a11|
−→a1 |

−2J − 1)‖H1‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h H(Q)‖L2

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h (a11|
−→a1 |

−2J − 1)‖H1‖Λ̇σ
hH(Q)‖L2

. E
1

2

σ+1‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λ
s0−

1

2
−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) + E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ−1
h Λ

1

2

hQ‖L2(Σ0),

‖Λ̇σ
hG

1
Q,1‖H1 . ‖Λ̇σ

h(a11|
−→a1 |

−2J − 1)‖H1‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h H(Q)‖H1

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h (a11|
−→a1 |

−2J − 1)‖H1‖Λ̇σ
hH(Q)‖H1

. E
1

2

σ+1‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λ
s0−

1

2
−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) + E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ
hΛ

1

2

hQ‖L2(Σ0) . E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1,

and

‖Λ̇σ+ℓ0
h G1

Q,1‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ+ℓ0
h (a11|

−→a1 |
−2J − 1)‖

L2
x1

L

2
ℓ0
h

‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h H(Q)‖
L∞
x1

L

2
1−ℓ0
h

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h (a11|
−→a1 |

−2J − 1)‖H1‖Λ̇σ+ℓ0
h H(Q)‖L2

. E
1

2

σ+1‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λ
s0−

1

2
+ℓ0−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) + E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ+ℓ0−1
h Λ

1

2

hQ‖L2(Σ0),

where we used the Sobolev embedding Ḣ1−ℓ0(R2
h) →֒ L

2

ℓ0 (R2
h) and Ḣ

ℓ0(R2
h) →֒ L

2

1−ℓ0 (R2
h) in

the last inequality. In the same manner, one can see

‖Λ̇σ
hG

β
Q,1‖L2 . E

1

2

σ+1‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λ
s0−

1

2
−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) + E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

s−2
h Λ

1

2

hQ‖L2(Σ0),

‖Λ̇σ+ℓ0
h Gβ

Q,1‖L2 . E
1

2

σ+1‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λ
s0−

1

2
+ℓ0−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) + E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ+ℓ0−1
h Λ

1

2

hQ‖L2(Σ0),

‖Λ̇σ
hG

β
Q,1‖H1 . E

1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1,
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‖Λ̇σ
hG

j
∂hv

‖L2 . E
1

2

σ+1‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λs0−σ0

h v‖L2 + E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ+1
h v‖L2 ,

‖Λ̇σ+ℓ0
h Gj

∂hv
‖L2 . E

1

2

σ+1‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λs0−1+ℓ0−σ0

h ∇ v‖L2 + E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ+ℓ0
h v‖L2 ,

‖Λ̇σ
hG

j
∂hv

‖H1 . E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 +E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1,

‖Λ̇σ
hG

j
Q,2‖L2 . E

1

2

σ+1‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λ
s0−

1

2
−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) + E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λ
σ− 1

2
−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0),

‖Λ̇σ+ℓ0
h Gj

Q,2‖L2 . E
1

2

σ+1‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λ
s0−

1

2
+ℓ0−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) + E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ+ℓ0−1
h Λ

1

2

hQ‖L2(Σ0),

‖Λ̇σ
hG

j
Q,2‖H1 . E

1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 (∀ j = 1, 2, 3).

For ∂tG
β
Q,1, we first compute

∂tG
β
Q,1 =

ρ̄(0)

(δ + 4
3ε)

(
aβ 1JH(∂tQ) + ∂t(aβ 1J)H(Q)

)
,

then applying Lemma 3.5, we obtain that

‖Λ̇σ
h∂tG

β
Q,1‖L2 . E

1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1.

Repeating the above argument yields

‖Λ̇σ
h∂t(G

j
Q,1, G

j
Q,2, G

j
∂hv

)‖L2 . E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 (∀ σ ≥ σ0),

‖Λ̇−λ
h ∂t(G

j
Q,1, G

j
Q,2, G

j
∂hv

)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂t(G
j
Q,1, G

j
Q,2, G

j
∂hv

)‖L2 . E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ0+1.

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.12. �

4. Energy estimates of the tangential derivatives of the velocity

In this section, we will derive some global energy estimates. In view of the local well-
posedness theorem (Theorem 1.1), it suffices to get necessary a priori estimates. Here and in

what follows, all the C-forms, such as Cj, cj , Cj, C̃j, cj , and c̃j , are generic positive constants,
which may be different on different lines.

4.1. Energy estimates of the horizontal derivatives of the velocity. In general, since
the equations of the derivatives of the solution (v, ξ) to the system (1.21) lack the nonlinear
symmetric structure, we have no idea to get the high-order energy identity. For this reason,
we turn to employ the linearized form (2.18) of the system (1.21) to study the high-order
energy estimates.

We first apply the operator Λ̇σ
h with σ ∈ R to the linearized form (2.18) of the system

(1.21) to get

(4.1)





ρ̄(x1)∂tΛ̇
σ
hv + ρ̄(x1)∇ Λ̇σ

hq −∇ · S(Λ̇σ
hv) = Λ̇σ

hg,

∇ · (ρ̄(x1) Λ̇
σ
hv) = g−1 ρ̄′(x1)∂tΛ̇

σ
hq + Λ̇σ

h(B
h,j
1,i ∂jv

i) in Ω,

ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ
hq e1 − S(Λ̇σ

hv) e1 =




ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ
hξ

1 + Λ̇σ
hB(∂αv,Q, ∂tQ)

−ε Λ̇σ
h(B

α
7,i∂αv

i + B̃2∂tQ)

−ε Λ̇σ
h(B

α
8,i∂αv

i + B̃3∂tQ)


 on Σ0,

Λ̇σ
hv|Σb

= 0.

For the general horizontal derivatives of the velocity, we first derive
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Proposition 4.1. Let σ ∈ R, (v, ξ) be smooth solution to the system (1.21), then there holds

1

2

d

dt

(
‖
√
ρ̄(x1) Λ̇

σ
hv‖

2
L2(Ω) + g−1‖

√
−ρ̄′(x1) Λ̇

σ
hq‖

2
L2(Ω) + g ρ̄(0)‖Λ̇σ

hξ
1‖2L2(Σ0)

)

+

(
ε

2
‖D0(Λ̇σ

hv)‖
2
L2(Ω) + δ ‖∇ · Λ̇σ

hv‖
2
L2(Ω)

)
=

3∑

j=1

Kj

(4.2)

with

K1 :=

∫

Σ0

(
Λ̇σ
hv

1 Λ̇σ
hB(∂αv,Q, ∂tQ)− ε Λ̇σ

hv
2 Λ̇σ

h(B
α
7,i∂αv

i + B̃2∂tQ)

− ε Λ̇σ
hv

3 Λ̇σ
h(B

α
8,i∂αv

i + B̃3∂tQ)

)
dS0,

K2 :=

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hq Λ̇

σ
h(B

h,j
1,i ∂jv

i) dx, K3 :=

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hg · Λ̇

σ
hv dx.

(4.3)

Proof. We multiply the i-th component of the momentum equations of (4.1) by Λ̇σ
hv

i , sum
over i, and integrate over Ω to find

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω
ρ̄(x1)|Λ̇

σ
hv|

2 dx+ I + II =

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hg · Λ̇

σ
hv dx(4.4)

with I =
∫
Ω ρ̄(x1)∇ Λ̇σ

hq · Λ̇σ
hv dx, II = −

∫
Ω(∇ · S(Λ̇σ

hv)) · Λ̇
σ
hv dx.

Integrating by parts in I and II yields

I =

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
hv · (ρ̄(0)Λ̇

σ
hq e1) dS0 −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hq∇ · (ρ̄(x1)Λ̇

σ
hv) dx,

and

II =

∫

Σ0

(−S(Λ̇σ
hv)e1) · Λ̇

σ
hv dS0 +

∫

Ω
S(Λ̇σ

hv) : ∇Λ̇σ
hv dx.

Thanks to the second equation in (4.1), we have
∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hq∇ · (ρ̄(x1)Λ̇

σ
hv) dx

=
1

2g

d

dt

∫

Ω
ρ̄′(x1)|Λ̇

σ
hq|

2 dx+

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hq Λ̇

σ
h(B

h,j
1,i ∂jv

i) dx,

so

I =

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
hv · (ρ̄(0)Λ̇

σ
hq e1) dS0 +

1

2g

d

dt

∫

Ω
(−ρ̄′(x1))|Λ̇

σ
hq|

2 dx

−

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hq Λ̇

σ
h(B

h,j
1,i ∂jv

i) dx.

(4.5)

On the other hand, thanks to the identity S(Λ̇σ
hv) : ∇Λ̇σ

hv = ε
2 |D

0(Λ̇σ
hv)|

2 + δ |∇ · Λ̇σ
hv|

2, one
gets

II =

∫

Σ0

(−S(Λ̇σ
hv)e1) · Λ̇

σ
hv dS0 +

∫

Ω

(
ε

2
|D0(Λ̇σ

hv)|
2 + δ |∇ · Λ̇σ

hv|
2

)
dx.(4.6)
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Plugging (4.5) and (4.6) into (4.4) results in

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

(
ρ̄(x1)|Λ̇

σ
hv|

2 +
−ρ̄′(x1)

g
|Λ̇σ

hq|
2

)
dx+

(
ε

2
‖D0(Λ̇σ

hv)‖
2
L2(Ω) + δ ‖∇ · Λ̇σ

hv‖
2
L2(Ω)

)

+

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
hv ·

(
ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ

hq e1 − S(Λ̇σ
hv)e1

)
dS0 =

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hq Λ̇

σ
h(B

h,j
1,i ∂jv

i) dx.

(4.7)

For the boundary integral in (4.7), making use of the interface boundary condition in (4.1)
leads to

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
hv ·

(
ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ

hq e1 − S(v)e1

)
dS0 =

1

2

d

dt

∫

Σ0

g ρ̄(0)|ξ1|2 dS0

+

∫

Σ0

(
Λ̇σ
hv

1Λ̇σ
hB(∂αv,Q, ∂tQ)− ε Λ̇σ

hv
2Λ̇σ

h(B
α
7,i∂αv

i + B̃2∂tQ)

− ε Λ̇σ
hv

3Λ̇σ
h(B

α
8,i∂αv

i + B̃3∂tQ)

)
dS0.

(4.8)

Inserting (4.8) into (4.7) yields (4.2), which ends the proof of Proposition 4.1. �

With Proposition 4.1in hand, we will deal with the estimates ‖Λ̇σ
h(v, q)‖L∞

t (L2(Ω))+‖Λ̇σ
hξ

1‖L∞

t (L2(Σ0))

with σ = σ0, s, −λ.

4.1.1. Estimate of the tangential derivatives ‖Λ̇s
h(v, q)‖L∞

t (L2(Ω)) + ‖Λ̇s
hξ

1‖L∞

t (L2(Σ0)).

Lemma 4.1. Let σ > 2, s0 > 2, under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, if Es0(t) ≤ 1 for all
t ∈ [0, T ], then there holds that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

d

dt

(
‖
√
ρ̄(x1) Λ̇

σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h v‖2L2(Ω) + g−1‖
√

−ρ̄′(x1) Λ̇
σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h q‖2L2(Ω)

+ g ρ̄(0)‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ξ1‖2L2(Σ0)

)
+ c1‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2(Ω)

≤ C1(E
1

2
σ Ḋ

1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
σ )Ḋ

1

2
σ .

(4.9)

Proof. We first take σ = σ0 in (4.2) to get

d

dt

(
‖
√
ρ̄(x1) Λ̇

σ0

h v‖
2
L2(Ω) + g−1‖

√
−ρ̄′(x1) Λ̇

σ0

h q‖
2
L2(Ω) + g ρ̄(0)‖Λ̇σ0

h ξ
1‖2L2(Σ0)

)

+

(
ε‖D0(Λ̇σ0

h v)‖
2
L2(Ω) + 2δ ‖∇ · Λ̇σ0

h v‖
2
L2(Ω)

)
= 2

3∑

j=1

Kj,

(4.10)

where the remainder terms Kj with j = 1, 2, 3 are defined in (4.3).
For the first integral K1, we first observe

|

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ0

h B(∂αv,Q, ∂tQ) Λ̇σ0

h v
1 dS0|

. (‖Λ̇σ0

h (B̃5∂tQ, Q
2R(Q), Bα

6,i∂αv
i, Bα

9,i∂αv
i)‖L2(Σ0))‖Λ̇

σ0

h v
1‖L2(Σ0)

. (‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h B̃5‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇
σ0

h ∂tQ‖L2(Σ0) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h (Bα
6,i∂αv

i, Bα
9,i∂αv

i)‖H1(Ω))‖Λ̇
σ0

h v
1‖H1(Ω),
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which, along with the fact ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h B̃5‖L2(Σ0) . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h B̃5‖H1(Ω) . E
1

2
s0 and

Lemma 3.10, follows

|

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ0

h B(∂αv,Q, ∂tQ) Λ̇σ0

h v
1 dS0| . E

1

2
s0Ḋs0 .

Along the same line, it can be obtained that

|

∫

Σ0

(−ε Λ̇σ0

h v
2 Λ̇σ0

h (Bα
7,i∂αv

i + B̃2∂tQ)− ε Λ̇σ0

h v
3 Λ̇σ0

h (Bα
8,i∂αv

i + B̃3∂tQ) dS0| . E
1

2
s0Ḋs0 .

We thus get

|K1| . E
1

2
s0Ḋs0 .(4.11)

On the other hand, due to the product law (3.1) and Lemma 3.10, one can see that

|K2| . ‖Λ̇σ0+1
h q‖L2 (‖Λ̇σ0−1

h (Bh,j
1,i ∂jv

i)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0−1
h (Bh

2,iv
i)‖L2) . E

1

2
s0Ḋs0 .(4.12)

For the term K3 =
∫
Ω Λ̇σ0

h g · Λ̇σ0

h v dx, from (3.15), it follows that

|K3| . ‖Λ̇σ0

h g‖L2‖Λ̇σ0

h v‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ0

h g‖L2‖Λ̇σ0

h v‖H1 . E
1

2
s0Ḋs0 .(4.13)

Substituting (4.11)-(4.13) into (4.10) leads to

d

dt

(
‖
√
ρ̄(x1) Λ̇

σ0

h v‖
2
L2(Ω) + g−1‖

√
−ρ̄′(x1) Λ̇

σ0

h q‖
2
L2(Ω) + g ρ̄(0)‖Λ̇σ0

h ξ
1‖2L2(Σ0)

)

+

(
ε‖D0(Λ̇σ0

h v)‖
2
L2(Ω) + 2δ ‖∇ · Λ̇σ0

h v‖
2
L2(Ω)

)
. E

1

2
s0Ḋs0 .

(4.14)

Next, we estimate the remainder terms Kj with j = 1, 2, 3 in (4.2) with σ > 2.

d

dt

(
‖
√
ρ̄(x1) Λ̇

s
hv‖

2
L2(Ω) + g−1‖

√
−ρ̄′(x1) Λ̇

s
hq‖

2
L2(Ω) + g ρ̄(0)‖Λ̇s

hξ
1‖2L2(Σ0)

)

+ 2

(
ε

2
‖D0(Λ̇s

hv)‖
2
L2(Ω) + δ ‖∇ · Λ̇s

hv‖
2
L2(Ω)

)
= 2

3∑

j=1

Kj,

(4.15)

where Kj with j = 1, 2, 3 are defined in (4.3) in which we take σ = s. For the boundary
integral K1, making use of the trace theorem ensures

|

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
h(B

α
6,i∂αv

i) Λ̇σ
hv

1 dS0| . ‖Λ̇
σ− 1

2

h (Bα
6,i∂αv

i)‖L2(Σ0) ‖Λ̇
σ+ 1

2

h v1‖L2(Σ0)

. ‖Λ̇σ−1
h (Bα

6,i∂αv
i)‖H1(Ω) ‖Λ̇

σ
hv

1‖H1(Ω).

We thus obtain from Lemma 3.10 that

|

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
h(B

α
6,i∂αv

i) Λ̇σ
hv

1 dS0| .

(
E

1

2
σ Ḋ

1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
σ

)
Ḋ

1

2
σ .

It can be similarly proved that

|

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
h(B

α
9,i∂αv

i)Λ̇σ
hv

1 dS0|+ |

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
h(B

α
7,i∂αv

i)Λ̇σ
hv

2 dS0|

+ |

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
h(B

α
8,i∂αv

i) Λ̇σ
hv

3 dS0| .

(
E

1

2
σ Ḋ

1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
σ

)
Ḋ

1

2
σ .
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While for the integrals
∫
Σ0

Λ̇σ
h(B̃5∂tQ) Λ̇σ

hv
1 dS0 and

∫
Σ0

Λ̇σ
h(Q

2R(Q)) Λ̇σ
hv

1 dS0, thanks to
Lemmas 3.3 and 3.10, we obtain

|

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
h(B̃5∂tQ) Λ̇σ

hv
1 dS0| . ‖Λ̇

σ− 1

2

h (B̃5∂tQ)‖L2(Σ0) ‖Λ̇
σ+ 1

2

h v1‖L2(Σ0)

. (‖Λ̇σ−1
h B̃5‖H1(Ω)‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λ
s0−

1

2
−σ0

h ∂tQ‖L2(Σ0) + ‖Λ̇
σ− 1

2

h ∂tQ‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h B̃5‖H1(Ω)) ‖Λ̇
σ
hv

1‖H1(Ω)

.

(
E

1

2
σ Ḋ

1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
σ

)
Ḋ

1

2
σ ,

and

|

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
h(Q

2R(Q)) Λ̇σ
hv

1 dS0| . ‖Λ̇
σ− 1

2

h (Q2R(Q))‖L2(Σ0) ‖Λ̇
σ+ 1

2

h v1‖L2(Σ0)

. (‖Λ̇
σ− 1

2

h Q2‖L2(Σ0) + ‖Λ̇
σ− 1

2

h (Q2)‖L2(Σ0)‖R(Q)−R(0)‖L∞(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇
σ− 1

2

h (R(Q)−R(0))‖L2(Σ0)‖Q
2‖L∞(Σ0)) ‖Λ̇

σ
hv

1‖H1(Ω) . E
1

2
s0Ḋσ.

We thus immediately get

|K1| .

(
E

1

2
σ Ḋ

1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
σ

)
Ḋ

1

2
σ .(4.16)

On the other hand, for K2, it is easy to produce

|K2| . ‖Λ̇σ
hq‖L2 ‖Λ̇σ

hB
h,j
1,i ∂jv

i‖L2 ,

then using Lemma 3.10 again, one has

|K2| . ‖Λ̇σ
hq‖L2

(
E

1

2
σ Ḋ

1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
σ

)
.

(
E

1

2
σ Ḋ

1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
σ

)
Ḋ

1

2
σ .

Finally, for K3 =
∫
Ω Λ̇σ

hg · Λ̇
σ
hv dx, we use (3.15) to get

|K3| . ‖Λ̇σ−1
h g‖L2‖Λ̇σ+1

h v‖L2 . (E
1

2
σ Ḋ

1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
σ )Ḋ

1

2
σ .(4.17)

Therefore, inserting (4.16)-(4.17) into (4.15) yields

d

dt

(
‖
√
ρ̄(x1) Λ̇

σ
hv‖

2
L2(Ω) + g−1‖

√
−ρ̄′(x1) Λ̇

σ
hq‖

2
L2(Ω) + g ρ̄(0)‖Λ̇σ

hξ
1‖2L2(Σ0)

)

+ 2

(
ε

2
‖D0(Λ̇σ

hv)‖
2
L2(Ω) + δ ‖∇ · Λ̇σ

hv‖
2
L2(Ω)

)
. (E

1

2
σ Ḋ

1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
σ )Ḋ

1

2
σ .

(4.18)

Thanks to (4.14), (4.18), and Korn’s inequality (3.5), we obtain (4.9), which gives the desired
result. �

4.1.2. Estimate of ‖Λ̇−λ
h v‖L∞

t (L2).

Lemma 4.2. Under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, if (λ, σ0) ∈ (0, 1) satisfies 1− λ < σ0 ≤
1− 1

2λ, and Es0(t) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [0, T ], then there holds that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

d

dt

(
‖
√
ρ̄(x1) Λ̇

−λ
h v‖2L2(Ω) + g−1‖

√
−ρ̄′(x1) Λ̇

−λ
h q‖2L2(Ω) + g ρ̄(0)‖Λ̇−λ

h ξ1‖2L2(Σ0)

)

+ c1‖Λ̇
−λ
h ∇ v‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C1Es0(Ḋ

1

2
s0 + Ės0 + Ḋs0).

(4.19)
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Proof. First, taking σ = −λ in (4.2) shows

d

dt

(
‖
√
ρ̄(x1) Λ̇

−λ
h v‖2L2(Ω) + g−1‖

√
−ρ̄′(x1) Λ̇

−λ
h q‖2L2(Ω) + g ρ̄(0)‖Λ̇−λ

h ξ1‖2L2(Σ0)

)

+ 2

(
ε

2
‖D0(Λ̇−λ

h v)‖2L2(Ω) + δ ‖∇ · Λ̇−λ
h v‖2L2(Ω)

)
= K1 + K2 + K3

(4.20)

Let’s estimate Ki (i = 1, 2, 3). For K1, due to the product law in Ḣs, we obtain

|

∫

Σ0

Λ̇−λ
h v1 Λ̇−λ

h (B̃5∂tQ) dS0| . ‖Λ̇−λ
h v1‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇

−λ
h (B̃5∂tQ)‖L2(Σ0)

. ‖Λ̇−λ
h v1‖H1(Ω)‖Λ̇

σ0−1
h B̃5‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇

2−σ0−λ
h ∂tQ‖L2(Σ0)

. ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v‖L2(Ω)‖Λ̇

σ0−1
h B̃5‖H1(Ω)‖Λ̇

2−σ0−λ
h ∂tQ‖L2(Σ0) . E

1

2
s0‖Λ̇

−λ
h ∇ v‖L2(Ω)Ḋ

1

2
s0 ,

where we used the fact 2− σ0 − λ ≥ σ0 in the last inequality.
While

|

∫

Σ0

Λ̇−λ
h v1 Λ̇−λ

h (Bα
6,i∂αv

i) dS0| . ‖Λ̇−λ
h v1‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇

−λ
h (Bα

6,i∂αv
i)‖L2(Σ0)

. ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v‖L2(Ω)‖Λ̇

2−σ0−λ
h (Bα

6,i)‖H1(Ω)‖Λ̇
σ0

h ∇ v‖L2(Ω)

. ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v‖L2(Ω)E

1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ0

h ∇ v‖L2(Ω),

and

|

∫

Σ0

Λ̇−λ
h v1 Λ̇−λ

h (Q2R(Q)) dS0| . ‖Λ̇−λ
h v1‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇

−λ
h (Q2R(Q))‖L2(Σ0)

. ‖Λ̇−λ
h v1‖H1(Ω)(‖Λ̇

−λ
h (Q2)‖L2(Σ0) + ‖Λ̇−λ

h (Q2(R(Q)−R(0)))‖L2(Σ0))

. ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v‖L2(Ω)‖Λ̇

−λ
h Q‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) . ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v‖L2(Ω)E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
s0 .

In the same line, we have

|

∫

Σ0

Λ̇−λ
h v1 Λ̇−λ

h ((Bα
7,i, B

α
8,i, B

α
9,i)∂αv

i) dS0| . ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v‖L2(Ω)E

1

2

3 ‖Λ̇
σ0

h ∇ v‖L2(Ω),

|ε

∫

Σ0

(
Λ̇−λ
h v2 Λ̇−λ

h (Bα
7,i∂αv

i + B̃2∂tQ) + Λ̇−λ
h v3 Λ̇−λ

h (Bα
8,i∂αv

i + B̃3∂tQ)

)
dS0

. ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v‖L2(Ω)E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
s0 .

Hence, we infer

|K1| . ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v‖L2(Ω)E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
s0 .

For K3 =
∫
Ω Λ̇−λ

h g · Λ̇−λ
h v dx, we use (3.15) to get

|K3| . ‖Λ̇−λ
h g‖L2‖Λ̇−λ

h v‖L2 . ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v‖L2(Ω)E

1

2
s0(Ė

1

2

σ0+
1

2

+ Ḋ
1

2

σ0+1).

Therefore, we get

|K1|+ |K3| . ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v‖L2(Ω)E

1

2
s0(Ė

1

2
s0 + Ḋ

1

2
s0).(4.21)
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On the other hand, thanks to Lemma 3.10, we get

|K2| . ‖Λ̇
2(1−σ0−λ)
h q‖L2(Ω)‖Λ̇

2(σ0−1)
h B

h,j
1,i ∂jv

i‖L2(Ω)

. ‖Λ̇
2(1−σ0−λ)
h q‖L2(Ω)E

1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ0

h ∇ v‖L2(Ω) . Es0Ḋ
1

2
s0 ,

(4.22)

where in the last inequality, we have used the fact 1 > 2(1−σ0−λ) > −λ (from the condition
1− λ < σ0 ≤ 1− λ

2 ).
Therefore, substituting (4.21) and (4.22) into (4.20) yields

d

dt

(
‖
√
ρ̄(x1) Λ̇

−λ
h v‖2L2(Ω) + g−1‖

√
−ρ̄′(x1) Λ̇

−λ
h q‖2L2(Ω) + g ρ̄(0)‖Λ̇−λ

h ξ1‖2L2(Σ0)

)

+ 2

(
ε

2
‖D0(Λ̇−λ

h v)‖2L2(Ω) + δ ‖∇ · Λ̇−λ
h v‖2L2(Ω)

)

. ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v‖L2(Ω)E

1

2
s0(Ė

1

2
s0 + Ḋ

1

2
s0) + Es0Ḋ

1

2
s0 .

Applying Young’s inequality and Korn’s inequality (3.5) implies (4.19), which is what we
wanted to prove. �

Thanks to Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, we have

Lemma 4.3. Let σ > 2, s0 > 2, under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, if (λ, σ0) ∈ (0, 1)
satisfies 1 − λ < σ0 ≤ 1 − 1

2λ, and Es0(t) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [0, T ], then there holds that
∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

d

dt

(
‖
√
ρ̄(x1) (Λ̇

−λ
h v, Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h v)‖2L2(Ω) + g−1‖
√

−ρ̄′(x1) (Λ̇
−λ
h q, Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h q)‖2L2(Ω)

+ g ρ̄(0)‖(Λ̇−λ
h ξ1, Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ξ1)‖2L2(Σ0)

)

+ c1‖∇(Λ̇−λ
h v, Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h v)‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C1

(
E

1

2
σ Ḋ

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
σ + E

1

2
s0Ḋσ + Es0(Ḋ

1

2
s0 + Ės0)

)
.

(4.23)

4.2. Estimate of Q on the interface. In this subsection, we derive estimate in terms of Q
on the interface.

Lemma 4.4. Let s0 > 2, under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, if (λ, σ0) ∈ (0, 1) satisfies
1− λ < σ0 ≤ 1− 1

2λ, and Es0(t) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [0, T ], then there hold that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

d

dt
‖Λ̇−λ

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
+ 2c2‖(Λ̇

−λ
h Q, Λ̇−λ

h ∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)

≤ C2‖Λ̇
1

2
−λ

h ∇ v‖2L2(Ω) + C2Es0‖(Λ̇
−λ
h Q, Λ̇−λ

h ∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)
,

(4.24)

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ0−1

h Λ
s0+

1

2
−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
+ 2c2‖Λ̇

σ0−1
h Λ

s0+
1

2
−σ0

h (Q, ∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)

≤ C2(‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λs0−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2(Ω) +Es0‖Λ̇
σ0−1
h Λ

s0+
1

2
−σ0

h (Q, ∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)
),

(4.25)

and

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ

hQ‖2L2(Σ0)
+ c2‖(Λ̇

σ
hQ, Λ̇

σ
h∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)

≤ C2(‖Λ̇
σ+ 1

2

h ∇ v‖2L2(Ω) + Es0Ḋσ+ 1

2

+ Eσ+ 1

2

Ḋs0) (∀ σ ≥ s0 −
1

2
),

(4.26)
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Proof. From the boundary equation (2.10), we find for any σ ∈ R

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ

hQ‖2L2(Σ0)
+ 2c2(‖Λ̇

σ
hQ‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
h∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)

)

. ‖Λ̇σ
h∂hv‖

2
L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
h(B

α
9,i∂αv

i, Q2R(Q), B̃4∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)
.

Thanks to Lemma 3.3, we find ∀ σ ∈ [−λ, 1)

‖Λ̇σ
h(B

α
9,i∂αv

i)‖L2(Σ0) . ‖Λ̇σ
h∂αv

i‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h Bα
9,i‖L2(Σ0),

‖Λ̇σ
h(Q

2R(Q))‖L2(Σ0) . ‖Λ̇σ
hQ‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h (QR(Q))‖L2(Σ0),

‖Λ̇σ
h(B̃4∂tQ)‖L2(Σ0) . ‖Λ̇σ

h∂tQ‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h B̃4‖L2(Σ0).

Notice that

‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h (Bα
9,i, B̃4)‖L2(Σ0) . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h (Bα
9,i, B̃4)‖H1(Ω) . E

1

2
s0 ,

‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h (QR(Q))‖L2(Σ0) . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) . E
1

2
s0 ,

(4.27)

we infer

‖Λ̇−λ
h (Bα

9,i∂αv
i, Q2R(Q), B̃4∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)

. Es0(‖Λ̇
1−λ
h v‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇−λ
h Q‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)

),

and ∀ σ ∈ [σ0 − 1, 1)

‖Λ̇σ
h(B

α
9,i∂αv

i, Q2R(Q), B̃4∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)

. Es0(‖Λ̇
1+σ
h v‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
hQ‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
h∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)

).

Similarly, for any σ ≥ 1, we have

‖Λ̇σ
h(B

α
9,i∂αv

i)‖L2(Σ0) .‖Λ̇σ
h∂hv‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h Bα
9,i‖L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
hB

α
9,i‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h ∂αv‖L2(Σ0),

‖Λ̇σ
h(Q

2R(Q))‖L2(Σ0) .‖Λ̇σ
hQ‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h (QR(Q))‖L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
h(QR(Q))‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0)

.‖Λ̇σ
hQ‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0),

‖Λ̇σ
h(B̃4∂tQ)‖L2(Σ0) .‖Λ̇σ

hB̃4‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h ∂tQ‖L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
h∂tQ‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h B̃4‖L2(Σ0).

Hence, thanks to (4.27) and

‖Λ̇σ
h(B

α
9,i, B̃4)‖L2(Σ0) . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (Bα
9,i, B̃4)‖H1(Ω) . E

1

2
s0 (∀ σ ∈ [1, s0 − 1]),

‖Λ̇σ
h(B

α
9,i, B̃4)‖L2(Σ0) . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
σ−σ0−

1

2

h (Bα
9,i, B̃4)‖H1(Ω) . E

1

2
s0 (∀ σ ∈ [s0 − 1, s0 −

1

2
]),

‖Λ̇σ
h(B

α
9,i, B̃4)‖L2(Σ0) . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
σ−σ0−

1

2

h (Bα
9,i, B̃4)‖H1(Ω) . E

1

2

σ+ 1

2

(∀ σ ≥ s0 −
1

2
),

we find that, for σ ∈ [1, s0 −
1
2 ],

‖Λ̇σ
h(B

α
9,i∂αv

i, Q2R(Q), B̃4∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)

. E
1

2
s0(‖Λ̇

σ0

h (Λσ+1−σ0

h v, Λs0−σ0

h v)‖L2(Σ0) + ‖Λ̇σ
h(Q, ∂tQ)‖L2(Σ0)),
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and for σ ≥ s0 −
1
2 ,

‖Λ̇σ
h(B

α
9,i∂αv

i, Q2R(Q), B̃4∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)

. E
1

2
s0‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λσ+1−σ0

h v‖L2(Σ0) + E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+ 1

2

+ E
1

2

σ+ 1

2

Ḋ
1

2
s0 .

Therefore, we immediately get (4.24), (4.25), and (4.26), and then finish the proof of Lemma
4.4. �

Corollary 4.1. Let s0 > 2, under the assumption of Lemma 4.4, if, in addition, Es0(t) ≤
c2
C2

for all t ∈ [0, T ], then there hold that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

d

dt
‖Λ̇−λ

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
+ c2‖(Λ̇

−λ
h Q, Λ̇−λ

h ∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)
≤ C2‖Λ̇

1

2
−λ

h ∇ v‖2L2(Ω),(4.28)

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ0−1

h Λ
s0+

1

2
−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
+ c2‖Λ̇

σ0−1
h Λ

s0+
1

2
−σ0

h (Q, ∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)

≤ C2‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λs0−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2(Ω),

(4.29)

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ0−1

h Λσ+1−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
+ c2‖Λ̇

σ0−1
h Λσ+1−σ0

h (Q, ∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)

≤ C2(‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λ
σ+ 1

2
−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2(Ω) + Es0Ḋσ+ 1

2

+ Eσ+ 1

2

Ḋs0) (∀ σ ≥ s0 −
1

2
),

(4.30)

and

d

dt
‖(Λ̇−λ

h Q, Λ̇σ0−1
h Λσ+1−σ0

h Q)‖2L2(Σ0)

+ c2(‖Λ̇
−λ
h (Q, ∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ0−1
h Λσ+1−σ0

h (Q, ∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)
)

≤ C2(‖(Λ̇
1

2
−λ

h ∇ v, Λ̇σ0

h Λ
σ+ 1

2
−σ0

h ∇ v)‖2L2(Ω) + Es0Ḋσ+ 1

2

+ Eσ+ 1

2

Ḋs0) (∀ σ ≥ s0 −
1

2
).

(4.31)

4.3. Energy estimates of the gradient of the velocity. In this subsection, we derive
energy estimates in terms of ∇ v as well as its horizontal derivatives. For this, we still use the
linearized form (2.18) of the system (1.21) as in Section 4.1. Set

E̊(P(∂h)∇ v)
def
=

ε

2

3∑

β=2

(‖P(∂h)G
β‖2L2 − ‖P(∂h)(−∂βv

1 + G̃β)‖2L2)

+
(δ + 4

3ε)

2

(
‖P(∂h)G

1‖2L2 − ‖P(∂h)(−
δ − 2

3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∇h · v
h +

ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

H(Q) + G̃1)‖2L2(Ω)

−
2ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

∫

Ω
P(∂h)v

1P(∂h)∂1H(Q) dx

)

+ ρ̄(0)

∫

Σ0

P(∂h)v
1 P(∂h)q dS0 −

∫

Ω
P(∂h)∇ · (ρ̄(x1)v)P(∂h)q dx.

The standard procedure for getting the energy estimates can be adopted to get

Lemma 4.5. Let (v, ξ) be smooth solution to the system (1.21), there holds that

d

dt
E̊(Λ̇σ

h∇ v) + ‖
√
ρ̄(x1)Λ̇

σ
h∂tv‖

2
L2 = −

6∑

j=1

Jj ,(4.32)
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where

J1 := −
3∑

i=1

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

iΛ̇σ
hLi(∂h∇ v) dx

+ (δ +
1

3
ε)

∫

Ω
(Λ̇σ

h∂tv
h · Λ̇σ

h∇h∂1v
1 + Λ̇σ

h∂tv
1Λ̇σ

h∂1∇h · v
h) dx,

J2 := −ρ̄(0)

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
hv

1Λ̇σ
h∂tQdS0 − g ρ̄(0)‖Λ̇σ

hv
1‖2L2(Σ0)

,

J3 := g

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∇ · (v ρ̄(x1)) (ρ̄(x1)(ρ̄

′(x1))
−1∇ · Λ̇σ

hv + Λ̇σ
hv

1) dx

− g

∫

Ω
(ρ̄′(x1))

−1 Λ̇σ
h∇ · (v ρ̄(x1)) Λ̇

σ
h(B

h,j
1,i ∂jv

i) dx,

J4 := ρ̄(0)

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h H(∂tQ)Λ̇σ

h∂1v
1 dx+ ρ̄(0)

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hv

1Λ̇σ
h∂1H(∂tQ) dx,

J5 := −(δ +
4

3
ε)

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

1Λ̇σ
h∂1G̃

1 dx− ε

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

β Λ̇σ
h∂1G̃

β dx,

J6 := (δ +
4

3
ε)

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tG̃

1Λ̇σ
h∂1v

1 dx+ ε

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tG̃

β Λ̇σ
h∂1v

β dx.

Proof. We multiply the i-th component of the momentum equations of (4.1) by Λ̇σ
h∂tv

i, sum
over i, and integrate over Ω to find that

‖
√
ρ̄(x1)Λ̇

σ
h∂tv‖

2
L2 + I + II =

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv · Λ̇σ

hg dx,(4.33)

where I :=
∫
Ω Λ̇σ

h∂tv · ρ̄(x1)∇ Λ̇σ
hq dx, II := −

∫
Ω Λ̇σ

h∂tv · [∇ · S(Λ̇σ
hv)] dx.

For I1, we have

I =
d

dt

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hv · ρ̄(x1)∇ Λ̇σ

hq dx−

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hv · ρ̄(x1)∇ Λ̇σ

h∂tq dx.

Integrating by parts gives rise to∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hv · ρ̄(x1)∇ Λ̇σ

hq dx =

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
hv

1 ρ̄(x1)Λ̇
σ
hq dS0 −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∇ · (ρ̄(x1)v)Λ̇

σ
hq dx,

and

−

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hv · ρ̄(x1)∇ Λ̇σ

h∂tq dx

= −

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
hv

1ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ
h∂tq dS0 +

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∇ · (v ρ̄(x1)) Λ̇

σ
h∂tq dx.

Due to the second equation in (4.1), we have
∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∇ · (v ρ̄(x1)) Λ̇

σ
h∂tq dx =g

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∇ · (v ρ̄(x1)) (ρ̄(x1)(ρ̄

′(x1))
−1∇ · Λ̇σ

hv + Λ̇σ
hv

1) dx

− g

∫

Ω
(ρ̄′(x1))

−1 Λ̇σ
h∇ · (v ρ̄(x1)) Λ̇

σ
h(B

h,j
1,i ∂jv

i) dx.

While thanks to q = Q+ gξ1 and ∂tq = ∂tQ+ gv1, one can see

−

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
hv

1ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ
h∂tq dS0 = −

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
hv

1ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ
h∂tQdS0 − g ρ̄(0)‖Λ̇σ

hv
1‖2L2(Σ0)

,
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which follows

−

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hv · ρ̄(x1)∇ Λ̇σ

h∂tq dx = −

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
hv

1ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ
h∂tQdS0 − g ρ̄(0)‖Λ̇σ

hv
1‖2L2(Σ0)

+ g

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∇ · (v ρ̄(x1)) (ρ̄(x1)(ρ̄

′(x1))
−1∇ · Λ̇σ

hv + Λ̇σ
hv

1) dx

− g

∫

Ω
(ρ̄′(x1))

−1 Λ̇σ
h∇ · (v ρ̄(x1)) Λ̇

σ
h(B

h,j
1,i ∂jv

i) dx.

Therefore, we get

I =
d

dt
EI(Λ̇

σ
h∇ v) +RI(Λ̇

σ
h∇ v)

with

EI(Λ̇
σ
h∇ v) :=ρ̄(0)

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
hv

1 Λ̇σ
hq dS0 −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∇ · (ρ̄(x1)v)Λ̇

σ
hq dx,

RI(Λ̇
σ
h∇ v) :=− ρ̄(0)

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
hv

1Λ̇σ
h∂tQdS0 − g ρ̄(0)‖Λ̇σ

hv
1‖2L2(Σ0)

+ g

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∇ · (v ρ̄(x1)) (ρ̄(x1)(ρ̄

′(x1))
−1∇ · Λ̇σ

hv + Λ̇σ
hv

1) dx

− g

∫

Ω
(ρ̄′(x1))

−1 Λ̇σ
h∇ · (v ρ̄(x1)) Λ̇

σ
h(B

h,j
1,i ∂jv

i) dx.

For II, we split the integral II into three parts:

II = II1 + II2 + II3(4.34)

with

IIi := −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

i[∇ · S(Λ̇σ
hv)]

i dx for i = 1, 2, 3.

For II1, we have

II1 = −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

1[∇ · S(Λ̇σ
hv)]

1 dx = (δ +
4

3
ε)II1,1 + II1,2,

where

II1,1 := −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

1∂21 Λ̇
σ
hv

1 dx, II1,2 := −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

1Λ̇σ
hL1(∂h∇ v) dx.

Thanks to the definition of G1 in (2.12), one can see

II1,1 = −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

1Λ̇σ
h∂1(G

1 −
δ − 2

3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∇h · v
h +

ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

H(Q) + G̃1) dx =:

4∑

j=1

II
j
1,1(4.35)

with

II11,1 := −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

1Λ̇σ
h∂1G

1 dx, II21,1 := −
ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

1Λ̇σ
h∂1H(Q) dx,

II31,1 :=
δ − 2

3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

1Λ̇σ
h∂1∇h · v

h dx, II41,1 := −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

1Λ̇σ
h∂1G̃

1 dx.
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Thanks to the boundary conditions v|Σb
= 0 and G1|Σ0

= 0, we use integration by parts to
find

II11,1 = −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

1Λ̇σ
h∂1G

1 dx =

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂t∂1v

1Λ̇σ
hG

1 dx

=

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂t(G

1 −
δ − 2

3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∇h · v
h +

ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

H(Q) + G̃1)Λ̇σ
hG

1 dx

=
1

2

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ

hG
1‖2L2 +

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂t(−

δ − 2
3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∇h · v
h +

ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

H(Q) + G̃1)Λ̇σ
hG

1 dx.

Thanks to the definition of G1 in (2.12) again, we get

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂t(−

δ − 2
3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∇h · v
h +

ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

H(Q) + G̃1)Λ̇σ
hG

1 dx

= −
1

2

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ

h(−
δ − 2

3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∇h · v
h +

ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

H(Q) + G̃1)‖2L2(Ω)

+

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂t(−

δ − 2
3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∇h · v
h +

ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

H(Q) + G̃1)Λ̇σ
h∂1v

1 dx,

which follows immediately that

II11,1 =
1

2

d

dt
(‖Λ̇σ

hG
1‖2L2 − ‖Λ̇σ

h(−
δ − 2

3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∇h · v
h +

ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

H(Q) + G̃1)‖2L2(Ω))

+

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂t(−

δ − 2
3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∇h · v
h +

ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

H(Q) + G̃1)Λ̇σ
h∂1v

1 dx.

(4.36)

On the other hand, for II21,1, we have

II21,1 = −
ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

d

dt

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hv

1Λ̇σ
h∂1H(Q) dx+

ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hv

1Λ̇σ
h∂1∂tH(Q) dx.(4.37)

Plugging (4.36) and (4.37) into (4.35) yields

II1,1 =
1

2

d

dt

(
‖Λ̇σ

hG
1‖2L2 − ‖Λ̇σ

h(−
δ − 2

3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∇h · v
h +

ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

H(Q) + G̃1)‖2L2(Ω)

−
2ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

d

dt

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hv

1Λ̇σ
h∂1H(Q) dx

)
+ IIR1,1,

where

IIR1,1 :=

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂t(−

δ − 2
3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∇h · v
h +

ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

H(Q) + G̃1)Λ̇σ
h∂1v

1 dx

+
ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hv

1Λ̇σ
h∂1∂tH(Q) dx

+
δ − 2

3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

1Λ̇σ
h∂1∇h · v

h dx−

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

1Λ̇σ
h∂1G̃

1 dx.
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Therefore, we obtain

II1 =
δ + 4

3ε

2

d

dt

(
‖Λ̇σ

hG
1‖2L2 − ‖Λ̇σ

h(−
δ − 2

3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∇h · v
h +

ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

H(Q) + G̃1)‖2L2(Ω)

−
2ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hv

1Λ̇σ
h∂1H(Q) dx

)
+ (δ +

4

3
ε)IIR1,1 −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

1Λ̇σ
hL1(∂h∇ v) dx.

(4.38)

For IIβ with β = 2, 3, we have

IIβ = −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

β [∇ · S(Λ̇σ
hv)]

β dx = ε IIβ,1 −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

βΛ̇σ
hLβ(∂h∇ v) dx(4.39)

with IIβ,1 := −
∫
Ω Λ̇σ

h∂tv
βΛ̇σ

h∂
2
1v

β dx.

Following our analysis of the term II1,1, we use ∂1v
β = Gβ − ∂βv

1 + G̃β with G̃β :=

Gβ
Q,1 + Gβ

Q,2 + Gβ
∂hv

in (2.14) to the integral IIβ,1 to obtain

IIβ,1 = −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

β Λ̇σ
h∂1(G

β − ∂βv
1 + G̃β) dx

=: II1β,1 +

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

β Λ̇σ
h∂β∂1v

1 dx−

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

β Λ̇σ
h∂1G̃

β dx

(4.40)

with

II1β,1 := −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

β Λ̇σ
h∂1G

β dx.

Thanks to the definition of Gβ in (2.12), one can see

II1β,1 = −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

βΛ̇σ
h∂1G

β dx =

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂t∂1v

βΛ̇σ
hG

β dx

=
1

2

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ

hG
β‖2L2 +

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂t(−∂βv

1 + G̃β) Λ̇σ
hG

β dx

=
1

2

d

dt
(‖Λ̇σ

hG
β‖2L2 − ‖Λ̇σ

h(−∂βv
1 + G̃β)‖2L2) +

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂t(−∂βv

1 + G̃β) Λ̇σ
h∂1v

β dx.

(4.41)

Inserting (4.41) into (4.40) gives rise to

IIβ,1 =
1

2

d

dt
(‖Λ̇σ

hG
β‖2L2 − ‖Λ̇σ

h(−∂βv
1 + G̃β)‖2L2) + IIRβ,1

with

IIRβ,1 :=

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂t(−∂βv

1 + G̃β) Λ̇σ
h∂1v

β dx

+

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

β Λ̇σ
h∂β∂1v

1 dx−

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

β Λ̇σ
h∂1G̃

β dx,

which along with (4.39) yields

IIβ =
ε

2

d

dt

(
‖Λ̇σ

hG
β‖2L2 − ‖Λ̇σ

h(−∂βv
1 + G̃β)‖2L2

)

+ ε IIRβ,1 −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

βΛ̇σ
hLβ(∂h∇ v) dx with β = 2, 3.

(4.42)

Plugging (4.38) and (4.42) into (4.34) gives rise to

II =
d

dt
EII(Λ̇

σ
h∇ v) +RII(Λ̇

σ
h∇ v),(4.43)
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where

EII(Λ̇
σ
h∇ v)

def
=

ε

2

3∑

β=2

(‖Λ̇σ
hG

β‖2L2 − ‖Λ̇σ
h(−∂βv

1 + G̃β)‖2L2)

+
(δ + 4

3ε)

2

(
‖Λ̇σ

hG
1‖2L2 − ‖Λ̇σ

h(−
δ − 2

3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∇h · v
h +

ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

H(Q) + G̃1)‖2L2(Ω)

−
2ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
hv

1Λ̇σ
h∂1H(Q) dx

)
,

and

RII(Λ̇
σ
h∇ v)

def
= (δ +

4

3
ε)IIR1,1 + ε

3∑

β=2

IIRβ,1 −
3∑

i=1

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂tv

iΛ̇σ
hLi(∂h∇ v) dx.

Inserting (4.43) into (4.33) yields (4.32), which is the desired result. �

4.4. Some estimates.

4.4.1. Estimate of ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∇ v‖L2 .

Lemma 4.6. Under the assumption of Lemma 4.5, if σ ≥ s0−1, Es0(t) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [0, T ],
then there holds that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

d

dt
E̊(Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∇ v) + 2c3‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂tv‖
2
L2

≤ C3(‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λσ+1−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
σ− 1

2
−σ0

h ∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)
)

+ C3Ḋ
1

2

σ+1(E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1 Ḋ
1

2
s0).

(4.44)

Proof. We first take σ = σ0 in (4.32), and estimate all the integrals in the right hand side of
(4.32) one by one.

For J1 and J2, we directly bound them by

|J1| . ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂tv‖L2‖Λ̇σ0

h ∇∂hv‖L2

and

|J2| . ‖Λ̇σ0

h v
1‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h v
1‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇

σ0

h ∂tQ‖L2(Σ0)

. ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∇v‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∇v‖L2(Ω)‖Λ̇
σ0

h ∂tQ‖L2(Σ0).

While for J3, due to Poincare’s inequality, we get

|J3| . ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∇v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h B
h,j
1,i ∂jv

i‖2L2 ,

then applying Lemmas 3.5 and 3.9 ensures that

|J3| . ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h (Bh,j
1,i )‖

2
H1‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λh∇ v‖2L2 . ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2 + Es0Ḋs0 .

For J4, one has

|J4| . ‖Λ̇σ0

h H(∂tQ)‖L2‖Λ̇σ0

h ∇ v‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h v‖L2‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂1H(∂tQ)‖L2

. ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∇ v‖L2‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
1

2

h∂tQ‖L2(Σ0).

Thanks to Lemma 3.12, we deal with the integrals J5 and J6 to obtain

|J5| . ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂tv‖L2‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂1G̃
j‖L2 . E

1

2
s0Ḋs0 , |J6| . ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂tG̃
j‖L2‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂1v‖L2 . E
1

2
s0Ḋs0 .
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Therefore, we conclude that

6∑

j=1

|Jj | .‖Λ̇σ0

h ∇v‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂tv‖L2‖Λ̇σ0

h ∇∂hv‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
1

2

h∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)
+ E

1

2
s0Ḋs0 ,

which leads to

d

dt
E̊(Λ̇σ0

h ∇ v) + 2c3‖Λ̇
σ0

h ∂tv‖
2
L2 . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λh∇v‖
2
L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
1

2

h∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)
+ E

1

2
s0Ḋs0 .(4.45)

Let’s now consider the case σ ≥ s0 − 1 in (4.32), and estimate all the integrals in the right
hand side of (4.32).

For J1 and J2, we directly bound them by

|J1| . ‖Λ̇σ
h∂tv‖L2‖Λ̇σ+1

h ∇ v‖L2

and

|J2| . ‖Λ̇σ
hv

1‖2L2(Σ0)
+ ‖Λ̇

σ+ 1

2

h v1‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇
σ− 1

2

h ∂tQ‖L2(Σ0) . ‖Λ̇σ
h∇v‖

2
L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇

σ− 1

2

h ∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)
.

For J3, we get

|J3| . ‖Λ̇σ
h∇v‖

2
L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

h∇v‖L2‖Λ̇σ
h(B

h,j
1,i ∂jv

i)‖2L2 ,

then applying Lemmas 3.5 and 3.9 ensures that

|J3| . ‖Λ̇σ
h∇ v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

h∇v‖L2(‖Λ̇σ
h(B

h,j
1,i )‖L2‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h (∇ v, v)‖H1

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h (Bh,j
1,i )‖H1‖Λ̇σ

h(v, ∇ v)‖L2)

. ‖Λ̇σ
h∇ v‖2L2 + (E

1

2
σ Ḋ

1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0 Ḋ

1

2
σ )Ḋ

1

2
σ .

For J4, one has

|J4| . ‖Λ̇σ−1
h H(∂tQ)‖L2‖Λ̇σ+1

h ∇ v‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ+1
h v‖L2‖Λ̇σ−1

h ∂1H(∂tQ)‖L2

. ‖Λ̇σ−1
h Λ

1

2

h∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)
+ ‖Λ̇σ+1

h ∇ v‖2L2 .

Thanks to Lemma 3.12, we deal with the integrals J5 and J6 to obtain

|J5| . ‖Λ̇σ
h∂tv‖L2‖Λ̇σ

h∂1G̃
j‖L2 . Ḋ

1

2

σ+1(E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1 Ḋ
1

2
s0),

and

|J6| . ‖Λ̇σ
h∂tG̃

j‖L2‖Λ̇σ
h∂1v‖L2 . Ḋ

1

2
σ (E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1 Ḋ
1

2
s0).

Therefore, we conclude that

6∑

j=1

|Jj | .‖Λ̇σ
h∂tv‖L2‖Λ̇σ+1

h ∇ v‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ
hΛh∇ v‖2L2

+ ‖Λ̇σ−1
h Λ

1

2

h∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)
+ Ḋ

1

2

σ+1(E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 +E
1

2

σ+1 Ḋ
1

2
s0),

which leads to

d

dt
E̊(Λ̇σ

h∇ v) + 2c3‖Λ̇
σ
h∂tv‖

2
L2

. ‖Λ̇σ
hΛh∇ v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ−1

h Λ
1

2

h∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)
+ Ḋ

1

2

σ+1(E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1 Ḋ
1

2
s0).

(4.46)

Combining (4.45) with (4.46), we reach (4.44), which completes the proof of Lemma 4.6. �
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4.4.2. Estimate of ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v‖L∞

t (L2).

Lemma 4.7. Under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, if (λ, σ0) ∈ (0, 1) satisfies 1− λ < σ0 ≤
1− 1

2λ, and Es0(t) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [0, T ], then there holds that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

d

dt
E̊(Λ̇−λ

h ∇ v) + c2‖Λ̇
−λ
h ∂tv‖

2
L2

≤ C2

(
‖Λ̇−λ

h Λh∇v‖
2
L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇−λ

h Λ
1

2

h∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)
+ E

1

2
s0Ḋs0

)
.

(4.47)

Proof. Taking σ = −λ in (4.32), we will estimate all the integrals in the right hand side of
(4.32).

For J1 and J2, we directly bound them by

|J1| . ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∂tv‖L2‖Λ̇−λ

h ∇∂hv‖L2

and

|J2| . ‖Λ̇−λ
h v1‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇−λ
h v1‖L2(Σ0)‖Λ̇

−λ
h ∂tQ‖L2(Σ0) . ‖Λ̇−λ

h ∇v‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)

.

While for J3, we get

|J3| . ‖Λ̇−λ
h v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇−λ

h (Bh,j
1,i ∂jv

i)‖2L2 ,

then applying Lemmas 3.5 and 3.9 ensures that

|J3| . ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0−1

h (Bh,j
1,i )‖

2
H1‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λs0−1−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2 . ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v‖2L2 + Es0Ḋs0 .

For J4, one has

|J4| . ‖Λ̇−λ
h H(∂tQ)‖L2‖Λ̇−λ

h ∇ v‖L2 + ‖Λ̇−λ
h v‖L2‖Λ̇−λ

h ∂1H(∂tQ)‖L2

. ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v‖L2‖Λ̇−λ

h Λ
1

2

h∂tQ‖L2(Σ0).

Thanks to Lemma 3.12, we deal with the integrals J5 and J6 to obtain

|J5| . ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∂tv‖L2‖Λ̇−λ

h ∂1G̃
j‖L2 . ‖Λ̇−λ

h ∂tv‖L2E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
s0 ,

and

|J6| . ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∂tG̃

j‖L2‖Λ̇−λ
h ∂1v‖L2 . E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
s0‖Λ̇

−λ
h ∂1v‖L2 .

Therefore, we conclude that

6∑

j=1

|Jj | .‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇v‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇−λ

h ∂tv‖L2‖Λ̇−λ
h ∇∂hv‖L2 + ‖Λ̇−λ

h Λ
1

2

h∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)
+ E

1

2
s0Ḋs0 ,

which leads to (4.47), and the desired result is proved. �

With Lemmas 4.6 in hand, we have

Lemma 4.8. Let σ > 2, s0 > 2, under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, if Es0(t) ≤ 1 for all
t ∈ [0, T ], then there holds that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

d

dt

(
E̊(Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∇ v)

)
+ 2c3‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∂tv‖
2
L2

≤ C3

(
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
σ− 1

2
−σ0

h ∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)
+ Ḋ

1

2
σ (E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
σ + E

1

2
σ Ḋ

1

2
s0)

)
,

(4.48)
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and

d

dt

(
E̊(Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∇ v) + E̊(Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v)

)
+ 2c3(‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∂tv‖
2
L2 + ‖Λ̇−λ

h ∂tv‖
2
L2)

≤ C3

(
‖Λ̇−λ

h ∇v‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
σ− 1

2
−σ0

h ∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)
+ Ḋ

1

2
σ (E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
σ + E

1

2
σ Ḋ

1

2
s0)

)
.

(4.49)

Define

̂̇Eσ,tan,ǫ(t)
def
= ‖

√
ρ̄(x1) Λ̇

σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h v‖2L2(Ω) + g−1‖
√

−ρ̄′(x1) Λ̇
σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h q‖2L2(Ω)

+ g ρ̄(0)‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ξ1‖2L2(Σ0)
+ ǫ ‖Λ̇σ0−1

h Λ
σ+ 1

2
−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
+ ǫ2 E̊(Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∇ v)

̂̇Dσ,tan,ǫ(t)
def
=

1

2
c1‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2(Ω) +
1

2
c2 ǫ ‖Λ̇

σ0−1
h Λ

σ+ 1

2
−σ0

h (Q, ∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)

+
1

2
c3 ǫ

2 ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∂tv‖
2
L2 .

Thanks to (4.9), (4.30), and (4.48), we obtain

d

dt

̂̇Eσ,tan,ǫ(t) + 2 ̂̇Dσ,tan,ǫ(t)

≤ (C2 ǫ+ C3 ǫ
2) ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2(Ω) +C3 ǫ
2 ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
σ− 1

2
−σ0

h ∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)

+ (C1 + C3 ǫ
2) (E

1

2
σ Ḋ

1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
σ )Ḋ

1

2
σ +C2 ǫ (Es0Ḋs + EσḊs0).

(4.50)

From this, for any small positive constant ǫ ≤ min{ c1
3C2

, c2
2C3

} (which will be determined later),
we have

Lemma 4.9. Under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, if (λ, σ0) ∈ (0, 1) satisfies 1− λ < σ0 ≤
1− 1

2λ, and Es0(t) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [0, T ], then there holds that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

d

dt

̂̇Es,tan,ǫ(t) +
̂̇Ds,tan,ǫ(t)

≤ (C1 + C3 ǫ
2)(E

1

2
s Ḋ

1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
s )Ḋ

1

2
s + C2 ǫ (Es0Ḋs + EsḊs0).

With Lemmas 4.8 and 4.7 in hand, we have

Lemma 4.10. Let N ≥ 3, under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, if (λ, σ0) ∈ (0, 1) satisfies
1− λ < σ0 ≤ 1− 1

2λ, and E3(t) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [0, T ], then there holds that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

d

dt

(
E̊(Λ̇−λ

h ∇ v) + E̊(Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h ∇ v)

)
+ c2(‖Λ̇

−λ
h ∂tv‖

2
L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h ∂tv‖
2
L2)

≤ C2

(
‖Λ̇−λ

h ∇ v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
s− 1

2
−σ0

h ∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)
+ Ḋ

1

2
s (E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
s + E

1

2
s Ḋ

1

2
s0)

)
.
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Define

Êσ,tan,ǫ
def
= ‖

√
ρ̄(x1) (Λ̇

−λ
h v, Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h v)‖2L2(Ω) + g ρ̄(0)‖(Λ̇−λ
h ξ1, Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ξ1)‖2L2(Σ0)

+ g−1‖
√

−ρ̄′(x1) (Λ̇
−λ
h q, Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h q)‖2L2(Ω) + ǫ ‖(Λ̇−λ
h Q, Λ̇σ0−1

h Λ
σ+ 1

2
−σ0

h Q)‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ǫ2 (E̊(Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v) + E̊(Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∇ v)),

D̂σ,tan,ǫ
def
=

c1

2
‖(Λ̇−λ

h ∇ v, Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∇ v)‖2L2(Ω) +
c3 ǫ

2

2
‖(Λ̇−λ

h ∂tv, Λ̇
σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∂tv)‖
2
L2

+
c2 ǫ

2
(‖Λ̇−λ

h (Q, ∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)
+ ‖Λ̇σ0−1

h Λ
σ+ 1

2
−σ0

h (Q, ∂tQ)‖2L2(Σ0)
).

Thanks to (4.23), (4.31), and (4.49), we obtain

d

dt
Ês+ℓ0,tan,ǫ(t) + 2 D̂s+ℓ0,tan,ǫ(t) ≤ C0

(
E

1

2

s+ℓ0
Ḋ

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

s+ℓ0
+ E

1

2
s0Ḋs+ℓ0 + Es0(Ḋ

1

2
s0 + Ės0)

)

+ C2 ǫ (‖(Λ̇
1

2
−λ

h ∇ v, Λ̇σ0

h Λs+ℓ0−σ0

h ∇ v)‖2L2(Ω) + Es0Ḋs+ℓ0 + Es+ℓ0Ḋs0)

+ C3 ǫ
2

(
‖Λ̇−λ

h ∇v‖2L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs+ℓ0−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇−λ
h ∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
s+ℓ0−

1

2
−σ0

h ∂tQ‖2L2(Σ0)
+ Ḋ

1

2

s+ℓ0
(E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

s+ℓ0
+ E

1

2

s+ℓ0
Ḋ

1

2
s0)

)
.

From this, for any small positive constant ǫ ≤ min{ c1
6C2

, c2
4C3

} (which will be determined later),
we have

Lemma 4.11. Under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, if (λ, σ0) ∈ (0, 1) satisfies 1−λ < σ0 ≤
1− 1

2λ, and Es0(t) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [0, T ], then there holds that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

d

dt
Ês+ℓ0,tan,ǫ(t) + D̂s+ℓ0,tan,ǫ(t) ≤ C2 ǫ (Es0Ds+ℓ0 + Es+ℓ0Ds0)

+ (C1 + C3 ǫ
2)(E

1

2

s+ℓ0
Ḋ

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

s+ℓ0
+ E

1

2
s0Ḋs+ℓ0 + Es0(Ḋ

1

2
s0 + Ės0)).

5. Stokes estimates

5.1. Estimate of the pressure term ∂1q. From the equation of v1 in the momentum
equations of the system (2.18), we deduce

(δ +
4

3
ε)∂21v

1 − ρ̄(x1)∂1 q = ρ̄(x1)∂tv
1 − L1(∂h∇ v)− g1.(5.1)

While due to (1.20), applying the operator ∂1 to it ensures

∂21v
1 =

ρ̄′(x1)

gρ̄(x1)
∂t∂1q +K1 + K̃1.(5.2)

with

K1
def
= −∂1∇h · v

h +

(
ρ̄′′(x1)

ρ̄′(x1)
−

2ρ̄′(x1)

ρ̄(x1)

)
∂1v

1 +

(
ρ̄′′(x1)

ρ̄′(x1)
−
ρ̄′(x1)

ρ̄(x1)

)
∇h · v

h,

K̃1
def
= −

ρ̄′′(x1)

ρ̄(x1)ρ̄′(x1)
B

h,j
1,i ∂jv

i +
1

ρ̄(x1)
∂1(B

h,j
1,i ∂jv

i).

42



Substituting (5.2) into (5.1) implies

∂t∂1q +
gρ̄(x1)

2

−(δ + 4
3ε)ρ̄

′(x1)
∂1 q =

gρ̄(x1)
2

(δ + 4
3ε)ρ̄

′(x1)
∂tv

1 +K2 + K̃2,(5.3)

where

K2
def
=

gρ̄(x1)

−(δ + 4
3ε)ρ̄

′(x1)
L1(∂h∇ v) +

gρ̄(x1)

−ρ̄′(x1)
K1, K̃2

def
=

gρ̄(x1)

−ρ̄′(x1)
K̃1 +

gρ̄(x1)

−(δ + 4
3ε)ρ̄

′(x1)
g1.

Lemma 5.1. Let σ ∈ R, there holds

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ

h∂1q‖
2
L2 + c4‖Λ̇

σ
h(∂1 q, ∂t∂1 q, ∂

2
1v

1)‖2L2

. ‖Λ̇σ
h(∇ v, ∂h∇ v, ∂tv)‖

2
L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

hg1‖
2
L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

h(B
h,j
1,i ∂jv

i)‖2H1 .

(5.4)

Proof. From the equation (5.3), the basic energy estimate gives rise to

1

2

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ

h∂1 q‖
2
L2 + ‖

√
gρ̄(x1)2

−(δ + 4
3ε)ρ̄

′(x1)
Λ̇σ
h∂1 q‖

2
L2

=

∫

Ω

gρ̄(x1)
2

(δ + 4
3ε)ρ̄

′(x1)
∂tΛ̇

σ
hv

1 Λ̇σ
h∂1q dx+

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h(K2 + K̃2) Λ̇

σ
h∂1q dx,

which along with the fact e1 := 1
2 infx1∈[−b,0]

gρ̄(x1)2

−(δ+ 4

3
ε)ρ̄′(x1)

> 0 implies

1

2

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ

h∂1 q‖
2
L2 + e1‖Λ̇

σ
h∂1 q‖

2
L2 . (‖Λ̇σ

h∂tv
1‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

h(K2 + K̃2)‖L2)‖Λ̇σ
h∂1q‖L2 .

Hence, we have

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ

h∂1 q‖
2
L2 + e1‖Λ̇

σ
h∂1 q‖

2
L2 . ‖Λ̇σ

h∂tv‖
2
L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

h(K2 + K̃2)‖
2
L2 .(5.5)

Thanks to (5.1) and (5.3), we obtain

‖Λ̇σ
h∂

2
1v

1‖L2 .‖Λ̇σ
h∂1 q‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

h∂tv
1‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

hL1(∂h∇ v)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ
hg1‖L2 ,

‖Λ̇σ
h∂t∂1q‖L2 .‖Λ̇σ

h∂1 q‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ
h∂tv

1‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ
h(K2 + K̃2)‖L2 .

(5.6)

Combining (5.5) with (5.6) ensures

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ

h∂1 q‖
2
L2 + 2c4‖Λ̇

σ
h(∂1 q, ∂t∂1 q, ∂

2
1v

1)‖2L2

. ‖Λ̇σ
h(v, ∇ v, ∂h∇ v, ∂tv)‖

2
L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

hK̃2‖
2
L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

hg1‖
2
L2

for some positive constant c4, which follows (5.4). This ends the proof of Lemma 5.1. �

Lemma 5.2. Under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, if σ ≥ σ0, (λ, σ0) ∈ (0, 1) satisfies
1− λ < σ0 ≤ 1− 1

2λ, and Es0(t) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [0, T ], then there holds that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂1q‖
2
L2 + c4‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (∂1 q, ∂t∂1 q, ∂
2
1v

1)‖2L2

≤ C4(‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (∇ v, ∂h∇ v, ∂tv)‖
2
L2 + Es0 Ḋσ+1 + Eσ+1 Ḋs0),

(5.7)

and
d

dt
‖Λ̇−λ

h ∂1q‖
2
L2 + c4‖Λ̇

−λ
h (∂1 q, ∂t∂1 q, ∂

2
1v

1)‖2L2

≤ C4(‖Λ̇
−λ
h (∇ v, ∂h∇ v, ∂tv)‖

2
L2 + Es0 Ės0 + Es0 Ḋs0).

(5.8)
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Proof. Thanks to Lemmas 3.10 and 3.11, we obtain

‖Λ̇σ
hg1‖

2
L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

h(B
h,j
1,i ∂jv

i)‖2H1 . Es0 Ḋσ+1 + Eσ+1 Ḋs0 (∀ σ ≥ σ0),(5.9)

and

‖Λ̇−λ
h g1‖

2
L2 + ‖Λ̇−λ

h (Bh,j
1,i ∂jv

i)‖2H1 . Es0 Ės0 + Es0 Ḋs0 .(5.10)

Plugging (5.9) and (5.10) into (5.4) yields (5.7) and (5.8) respectively, which completes the
proof of Lemma 5.2. �

5.2. Stokes estimates. In this subsection, we will investigate the dissipative estimates in
terms of ∇2v and ∇q as well as their horizontal derivatives in the L2 framework, which is
based on the Stokes estimates.

We first recall the classical regularity theory for the Stokes problem with mixed boundary
conditions on the boundary stated in Theorem 10.5 on page 78 of [2].

Lemma 5.3 ([2]). Suppose v, q solve





−ν∇ · D(v) +∇ q = φ ∈ Hr−2(Ω),

div v = ψ ∈ Hr−1(Ω),

(q I− νD(v))e1|Σ0
= κ ∈ Hr− 3

2 (Σ0),

v|Σb
= 0.

Then, for r ≥ 2,

‖v‖2Hr(Ω) + ‖q‖2Hr−1(Ω) . ‖φ‖2Hr−2(Ω) + ‖ψ‖2Hr−1(Ω) + ‖κ‖2
Hr− 3

2 (Σ0)
.

Denote the cut-off function near the bottom by the smooth function

χin(x1) =





1, x1 ∈ [−b,−2
3b);

smooth ∈ [0, 1], x1 ∈ (−2
3b,−

1
3b];

0, x1 ∈ (−1
3b, 0],

with | dn

dxn
1

χin(x1)| . b−n for any n ∈ N, and the cut-off function near the free surface by the

smooth function

χf (x1) =





1, x1 ∈ (−2
3b, 0];

smooth ∈ [0, 1], x1 ∈ (−5
6b,−

2
3b];

0, x1 ∈ [−b,−5
6b),

with | dn

dxn
1

χf (x1)| . b−n for any n ∈ N. Notice that χf (Suppχ
′
in) ≡ 1. We also set Ωin := Ωχin

with the measure χin dx and Ωf := Ωχf with the measure χf dx.
Since there are different boundary conditions on the top boundary Σ0 and the bottom

boundary Σb in (1.21), we need to deal with these two different situations separately.

5.2.1. Estimates near the bottom. Introduce

q̂ := q −
(δ − 2

3ε)

ρ̄(x1)
∇ · v, v̂ :=

v

ρ̄(x1)
.(5.11)
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Using these new variable, we may rewrite the system (1.21) as

(5.12)





∇ q̂ − ε∇ · D(v̂) = F,

∇ · v̂ = G in Ω,

q̂ e1 − εD(v̂) e1 = H on Σ0,

v̂|Σb
= 0,

where

F := −ε∇ ·

(
v ⊗∇(

1

ρ̄(x1)
) +∇(

1

ρ̄(x1)
)⊗ v

)
− ε∇(

1

ρ̄(x1)
) · D(v)

+ (δ −
2

3
ε)
ρ̄′(x1)

ρ̄(x1)2
∇ · v − ∂tv +

1

ρ̄(x1)
g,

G := ρ̄(x1)
−1∂1v

1 + ρ̄(x1)
−1∇h · vh − v1ρ̄(x1)

−2ρ̄′(x1),

H := −ε(v ⊗∇(
1

ρ̄(x1)
) +∇(

1

ρ̄(x1)
)⊗ v) e1 +

1

ρ̄(x1)




ρ̄(0)ξ1 + B(∂αv,Q, ∂tQ)

−ε (Bα
7,i∂αv

i + B̃2∂tQ)

−ε (Bα
8,i∂αv

i + B̃3∂tQ)


 .

Define v̂in
def
= v̂ χin, q̂in

def
= q̂ χin, then, according to (5.12), (v̂in, q̂in) solves

(5.13)





−ε∇ · D(v̂in) +∇ q̂in = Fin,

div v̂in = Gin,

(q̂in I− εD(v̂in))e1|Σ0
= 0,

v̂in|Σb
= 0,

where

Fin ∼ Fχin + χ′
in∇v + χ′′

in v + χ′
in q̂, Gin ∼ Gχin + χ′

inv
1.

Proposition 5.1. Let σ ∈ R, there holds

‖Λ̇σ
hv‖

2
H2(Ωin)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
hq‖

2
H1(Ωin)

. ‖Λ̇σ
h(∂

2
1v

1,∇ v, ∇∂hv)‖
2
L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

hq‖
2
L2(Ωf )

+ ‖Λ̇σ
hg‖

2
L2(Ω).

(5.14)

Proof. Applying Lemma 5.3 to (5.13) yields

‖Λ̇σ
h v̂in‖

2
H2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇σ

h q̂in‖
2
H1(Ω) . ‖Λ̇σ

hFin‖
2
L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇σ

hGin‖
2
H1(Ω),

which implies

‖Λ̇σ
h v̂‖

2
H2(Ωin)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
h q̂‖

2
H1(Ωin)

. ‖Λ̇σ
h v̂‖

2
H1(Ωf )

+ ‖Λ̇σ
h q̂‖

2
L2(Ωf )

+ ‖Λ̇σ
hF‖

2
L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇σ

hG‖
2
H1(Ω),

where we used the fact χf (Suppχ
′
in) ≡ 1.

On the other hand, due to (5.11), one has

‖Λ̇σ
h v̂‖

2
H2(Ωin)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
h q̂‖

2
H1(Ωin)

= ‖
1

ρ̄(x1)
Λ̇σ
hv‖

2
H2(Ωin)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
h(q −

δ − 2
3ε

ρ̄(x1)
∇ · v)‖2H1(Ωin)

≥ c0‖Λ̇
σ
hv‖

2
H2(Ωin)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
hq‖

2
H1(Ωin)

− (‖Λ̇σ
h∂

2
1v

1‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ
h(v, ∂hv)‖

2
H1).
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Hence, we get

‖Λ̇σ
hv‖

2
H2(Ωin)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
hq‖

2
H1(Ωin)

.‖Λ̇σ
h∂

2
1v

1‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ
h(v, ∂hv)‖

2
H1 + ‖Λ̇σ

h v̂‖
2
H1(Ωf )

+ ‖Λ̇σ
h q̂‖

2
L2(Ωf )

+ ‖Λ̇σ
hF‖

2
L2(Ω) + ‖Λ̇σ

hG‖
2
H1(Ω),

which immediately follows (5.14). This completes the proof of Proposition 5.1. �

5.2.2. Estimates near the free boundary. Recall the equations in terms of ∂21 v
β (with β = 2, 3)

ρ̄(x1)∂β q − ε∂21v
β =− ρ̄(x1)∂tv

β + cβ,ij∂β∂i v
j + gβ(5.15)

with cβ,ij∂β∂i v
j def
= (δ − 2

3ε)∂β∇ · v + ε∂β∂1v
1 + 2ε∂2βv

β + ε∂β̂(∂βv
β̂ + ∂β̂v

β).

Lemma 5.4. Let (v, ξ) be smooth solution to the system (1.21), then there holds that

ε‖Λ̇σ
h∂

2
1v

β‖2L2(Ωf )
+
gρ̄(0)

2

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ

h∂βξ
1‖2L2(Σ0)

=

7∑

j=1

Ij ,(5.16)

where

I1 :=

∫

Ω
ρ̄(x1)Λ̇

σ
h∂

2
1v

β Λ̇σ
h∂tv

β χf dx, I2 := −cβ,ij

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂

2
1v

β Λ̇σ
h∂β∂i v

j χf dx

I3 := ρ̄(0)

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
h∂βv

1 Λ̇σ
h∂βQdS0, I4 := −

∫

Ω
ρ̄(x1)Λ̇

σ
h∂1v

β Λ̇σ
h∂β∂1q χf dx,

I5 := −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂1v

β Λ̇σ
h∂βq

(
ρ̄(x1)χ

′
f + ρ̄′(x1)χf

)
dx,

I6 :=

∫

Σ0

ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ
h(B

α
β+5,i∂αv

i + B̃β∂tQ) Λ̇σ
h∂βq dS0, I7 := −

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂

2
1v

β Λ̇σ
hgβ χf dx.

Proof. Applying the operator Λ̇σ
h to (5.15) yields

ρ̄(x1)Λ̇
σ
h∂β q − εΛ̇σ

h∂
2
1v

β = −ρ̄(x1)∂tΛ̇
σ
hv

β + cβ,ijΛ̇
σ
h∂β∂i v

j + Λ̇σ
hgβ.(5.17)

Multiplying (5.17) by −Λ̇σ
h∂

2
1 v

βχf and integrating it in Ω, we get

ε

∫

Ω
|Λ̇σ

h∂
2
1v

β|2χf dx+ I =

∫

Ω
ρ̄(x1)Λ̇

σ
h∂

2
1v

β ∂tΛ̇
σ
hv

β χf dx

− cβ,ij

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂

2
1v

β Λ̇σ
h∂β∂i v

j χf dx−

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂

2
1v

β Λ̇σ
hgβ χf dx

(5.18)

with I := −
∫
Ω ρ̄(x1)Λ̇

σ
h∂

2
1v

β Λ̇σ
h∂βq χf dx.

Integrating by parts in I gives rise to

I = −

∫

Σ0

ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ
h∂1v

β Λ̇σ
h∂βq dS0 +

∫

Ω
ρ̄(x1)Λ̇

σ
h∂1v

β Λ̇σ
h∂β∂1q χf dx

+

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂1v

β Λ̇σ
h∂βq (ρ̄(x1)χ

′
f + ρ̄′(x1)χf ) dx.

(5.19)
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Thanks to the boundary conditions in the system (1.21) on Σ0, we have

−

∫

Σ0

ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ
h∂1v

β Λ̇σ
h∂βq dS0

=

∫

Σ0

ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ
h∂βv

1 Λ̇σ
h∂βq dS0 −

∫

Σ0

ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ
h(B

α
β+5,i∂αv

i + B̃β∂tQ) Λ̇σ
h∂βq dS0

= ρ̄(0)

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
h∂βv

1 Λ̇σ
h(g∂βξ

1 + ∂βQ) dS0 −

∫

Σ0

ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ
h(B

α
β+5,i∂αv

i + B̃β∂tQ) Λ̇σ
h∂βq dS0,

which follows

−

∫

Σ0

ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ
h∂1v

β Λ̇σ
h∂βq dS0 =

g ρ̄(0)

2

d

dt

∫

Σ0

|Λ̇σ
h∂βξ

1|2 dS0

+ ρ̄(0)

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
h∂βv

1 Λ̇σ
h∂βQdS0 −

∫

Σ0

ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ
h(B

α
β+5,i∂αv

i + B̃β∂tQ) Λ̇σ
h∂βq dS0.

(5.20)

Therefore, inserting (5.20) into (5.19) implies

I =
g ρ̄(0)

2

d

dt

∫

Σ0

|Λ̇σ
h∂βξ

1|2 dS0 + ρ̄(0)

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ
h∂βv

1 Λ̇σ
h∂βQdS0

+

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ
h∂1v

β Λ̇σ
h∂βq (ρ̄(x1)χ

′
f + ρ̄′(x1)χf ) dx+

∫

Ω
ρ̄(x1)Λ̇

σ
h∂1v

β Λ̇σ
h∂β∂1q χf dx

−

∫

Σ0

ρ̄(0)Λ̇σ
h(B

α
β+5,i∂αv

i + B̃β∂tQ) Λ̇σ
h∂βq dS0.

(5.21)

Plugging (5.21) into (5.18), we get (5.16). �

5.3. Estimate of ‖(Λ̇σ0

h ∇2v, Λ̇σ0

h ∇ q)‖L2
t (L

2).

Lemma 5.5. Let σ ≥ max{σ0+1, s0−1}. Under the assumption of Lemma 4.5, if Es0(t) ≤ 1
for all t ∈ [0, T ], then there holds that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂hξ
1‖2L2(Σ0)

+ c6‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (∇2 v, ∇ q)‖2L2

≤ C6

(
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ+1−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂tv‖
2
L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂1q‖
2
L2

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h Q‖2
Ḣ

1
2 (Σ0)

+ (E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0)Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + Eσ+1Ḋs0

)
.

(5.22)

Proof. First, from the equations (5.15), ∀ σ1 ≥ σ0, we get

‖ − εΛ̇σ1

h ∂
2
1 v

h + ρ̄(x1)Λ̇
σ1

h ∂hq‖L2(Ω) . ‖Λ̇σ1

h ∂tv
h‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ1

h ∂h v‖H1 +
3∑

β=2

‖Λ̇σ1

h gβ‖L2 ,

‖ − εΛ̇σ1

h ∂
2
1 v

h + ρ̄(x1)Λ̇
σ1

h ∂hq‖L2(Ωf ) . ‖Λ̇σ1

h ∂tv
h‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ1

h ∂h v‖H1 +
3∑

β=2

‖Λ̇σ1

h gβ‖L2 .

(5.23)

Thanks to Lemma 3.11, for σ ≥ max{σ0 + 1, s0 − 1}, we have

3∑

β=2

‖Λ̇σ0

h g‖L2 . E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ0+1,

3∑

β=2

‖Λ̇σ
hg‖L2 . E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 ,(5.24)
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from this, we thus get

‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂hq‖L2(Ωf ) . ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂
2
1 v

h‖L2(Ωf ) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂tv‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂h v‖H1 + E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ0+1
(5.25)

and

‖Λ̇σ
h∂hq‖L2(Ωf ) . ‖Λ̇σ

h∂
2
1 v

h‖L2(Ωf ) + ‖Λ̇σ
h(∂tv,∇∂h v)‖L2 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 .(5.26)

While due to (5.14), one can see

‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂hv‖H2(Ωin) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂hq‖H1(Ωin)

. ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂h(∂
2
1v

1,∇ v, ∇∂hv)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂hq‖L2(Ωf ) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂hg‖L2(Ω),
(5.27)

and

‖Λ̇σ
hv‖

2
H2(Ωin)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
hq‖

2
H1(Ωin)

. ‖Λ̇σ
h(∂

2
1v

1,∇ v, ∇∂hv)‖
2
L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

hq‖
2
L2(Ωf )

+ ‖Λ̇σ
hg‖

2
L2(Ω)

. ‖Λ̇σ
h(∂

2
1v

1, ∇ v, ∇∂hv)‖
2
L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0+1

h q‖2L2(Ωf )
+ ‖Λ̇σ

h∂hq‖
2
L2(Ωf )

+ ‖Λ̇σ
hg‖

2
L2(Ω).

Hence, thanks to (5.24), (5.25), and (5.26), we find

‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂hv‖
2
H2(Ωin)

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂hq‖
2
H1(Ωin)

. ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂
2
1 v

h‖2L2(Ωf )
+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂h(∂
2
1v

1, ∇ v, ∇∂hv)‖
2
L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂tv‖
2
L2 + Es0Ḋs0 ,

and for σ ≥ σ0

‖Λ̇σ
h∂hv‖

2
H2(Ωin)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
h∂hq‖

2
H1(Ωin)

. ‖Λ̇σ0+1
h q‖2L2(Ωf )

+ ‖Λ̇σ
h∂

2
1 v

h‖2L2(Ωf )

+ ‖Λ̇σ
h(∂tv,∇ v, ∇∂hv, ∂

2
1v

1)‖2L2 + Es0Ḋσ+1 + Eσ+1Ḋs0 ,

which follows

‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂hq‖L2(Ω) . ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂hq‖L2(Ωf ) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂hq‖L2(Ωin)

. ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂
2
1 v

h‖L2(Ωf ) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂h(∂
2
1v

1, ∇ v, ∇∂hv)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂tv‖L2 + E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
s0

and

‖Λ̇σ
h∂hq‖L2(Ω) . ‖Λ̇σ

h∂hq‖L2(Ωf ) + ‖Λ̇σ
h∂hq‖L2(Ωin)

. ‖Λ̇σ
h∂

2
1 v

h‖L2(Ωf ) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂
2
1 v

h‖L2(Ωf ) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂h(∂
2
1v

1, ∇ v, ∇∂hv)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂tv‖L2

+ ‖Λ̇σ
h(∂tv,∇ v, ∇∂hv, ∂

2
1v

1)‖L2 + E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0

with σ ≥ σ0. Therefore, thanks to the second inequality in (5.23), we have

‖Λ̇σ0

h (∂21 v
h, ∂hq)‖L2(Ω) . ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂hq‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h (∂tv
h, ∂h∇ v)‖L2 +

3∑

β=2

‖Λ̇σ0

h gβ‖L2

. ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂
2
1 v

h‖L2(Ωf ) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂h(∂
2
1v

1, ∇ v, ∇∂hv)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂tv‖L2 + E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
s0 ,

(5.28)

and

‖Λ̇σ
h(∂

2
1 v

h, ∂hq)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ
h∂hq‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

h∂tv
h‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ

h∂h v‖H1 +

3∑

β=2

‖Λ̇σ
hgβ‖L2

. ‖Λ̇σ
h∂

2
1 v

h‖L2(Ωf ) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂
2
1 v

h‖L2(Ωf ) + ‖Λ̇σ
h(∂tv,∇ v, ∇∂hv, ∂

2
1v

1)‖L2

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂h(∂
2
1v

1, ∇ v, ∇∂hv)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂tv‖L2 + E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 .

(5.29)
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Combining (5.28) with (5.29) yields that, for σ ≥ max{σ0 + 1, s0 − 1},

‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (∂21 v
h, ∂hq)‖L2 . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂21 v
h‖L2(Ωf )

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (∂tv,∇ v, ∇∂hv, ∂
2
1v

1)‖L2 + E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0 .

(5.30)

On the other hand, taking σ = σ0 and σ ≥ max{1 + σ0, s0 − 1} in (5.16) respectively gives

d

dt
(‖Λ̇σ0

h ∂hξ
1‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
h∂hξ

1‖2L2(Σ0)
) + 2c5‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂21v
h‖2L2(Ωf )

.

9∑

j=1

|Ij |,

where we replaced Λ̇σ
h by Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h in Ij (j = 1, ..., 7) in Lemma 5.4.
For the linear remainder terms Ij with j = 1, ..., 6, we find

|I1| . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂21v
h‖L2(Ωf )‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂tv‖L2 ,

|I2| . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂21v
h‖L2(Ωf ) ‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂h∇ v‖L2 ,

|I3| . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂βv
1‖

Ḣ
1
2 (Σ0)

‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h Q‖
Ḣ

1
2 (Σ0)

. ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂hv‖
2
H1(Ω) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h Q‖2
Ḣ

1
2 (Σ0)

,

|I4|+ |I5| . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂h∂1v‖L2 ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂1q‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂1v‖L2 ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂hq‖L2

. (‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂h∂1v‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂1v‖L2) ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∇ q‖L2 ,

which along with (5.30) ensures

5∑

j=1

|Ij | . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂21v
h‖L2(Ωf )‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (∂tv, ∂h∇ v)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂h∇ v‖2L2

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂tQ‖2
Ḣ

1
2 (Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (∂h∂1v, ∂1v)‖L2 ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (∂1q, ∂hq)‖L2

. ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂21v
h‖L2(Ωf )‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (∂tv, ∂h∇ v, ∇ v)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h Q‖2
Ḣ

1
2 (Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (∂h∇ v, ∇ v, ∂tv, ∂1q)‖
2
L2 + (E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0)Ḋ

1

2

σ+1.

(5.31)

For the nonlinear remainder terms Ij with j = 6, 7, we have

|I6| . (‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (Bα
β+5,i∂αv

i)‖L2(Σ0) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (B̃β∂tQ)‖L2(Σ0))‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂βq‖L2(Σ0)

. (‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (Bα
β+5,i∂αv

i)‖H1(Ω) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (B̃β∂tQ)‖L2(Σ0))‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂hq‖H1(Ω)

. (E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0)Ḋ

1

2

σ+1,

|I7| . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂21v
β‖L2(Ωf )‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h gβ‖L2 . (E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0)Ḋ

1

2

σ+1,

which implies

|I6|+ |I7| . (E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0)Ḋ

1

2

σ+1.
(5.32)

Hence, we get from (5.31) and (5.32) that

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂hξ
1‖2L2(Σ0)

+ 2c5‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂21v
h‖2L2(Ωf )

. ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂21v
h‖L2(Ωf )‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (∂tv, ∂h∇ v, ∇ v)‖L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h Q‖2
Ḣ

1
2 (Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (∂h∇ v, ∇ v, ∂tv, ∂1q)‖
2
L2 + (E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0)Ḋ

1

2

σ+1,
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which follows

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂hξ
1‖2L2(Σ0)

+ c5‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂21v
h‖2L2(Ωf )

≤ C5

(
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h Q‖2
Ḣ

1
2 (Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (∂h∇ v, ∇ v, ∂tv, ∂1q)‖
2
L2 + (E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 +E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0)Ḋ

1

2

σ+1

)
.

(5.33)

Combining (5.30) with (5.33), we obtain

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂hξ
1‖2L2(Σ0)

+ 2c6‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (∂21 v, ∇ q)‖2L2

≤ C5

(
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ+1−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂tv‖
2
L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂1q‖
2
L2

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h Q‖2
Ḣ

1
2 (Σ0)

+ (E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0)Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 +Eσ+1Ḋs0

)
,

which along with the second inequality in (5.23) follows (5.22). The proof of the lemma is
accomplished. �

5.4. Estimates of ‖Λ̇σ0+1
h ξ1‖

H
1
2 (Σ0)

and ‖Λ̇s−1
h ξ1‖

H
1
2 (Σ0)

. With Lemmas 5.5 in hand, we

may prove

Lemma 5.6. Under the assumption of Lemma 4.5, if Es0(t) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [0, T ], then there
holds that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

d

dt
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂hξ
1‖2L2(Σ0)

+ c7(‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h (∇2 v, ∇ q)‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0+1
h Λσ−1−σ0

h ξ1‖2
H

1
2 (Σ0)

)

≤ C7

(
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ+1−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂tv‖
2
L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∂1q‖
2
L2

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h Q‖2
H

1
2 (Σ0)

+ (E
1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + E
1

2

σ+1Ḋ
1

2
s0)Ḋ

1

2

σ+1 + Eσ+1Ḋs0

)
.

(5.34)

Proof. Due to Q = q − g ξ1, we know that, for σ ∈ R,

‖Λ̇σ
hξ

1‖
H

1
2 (Σ0)

.‖Λ̇σ
hq‖H

1
2 (Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ
hQ‖

H
1
2 (Σ0)

,

which follows

‖Λ̇σ0+1
h Λσ−1−σ0

h ξ1‖
H

1
2 (Σ0)

.‖Λ̇σ0+1
h Λσ−1−σ0

h q‖H1(Ω) + ‖Λ̇σ0+1
h Λσ−1−σ0

h Q‖
H

1
2 (Σ0)

.(5.35)

Combining (5.22) with (5.35) yields (5.34), which completes the proof of Lemma 5.6. �

6. Total energy estimates

Define

̂̇Eσ,ǫ
def
= ̂̇Eσ,tan,ǫ + ǫ3‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∂1q‖
2
L2 + ǫ4‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0−1
h ∂hξ

1‖2L2(Σ0)
,

̂̇Dσ,ǫ
def
= ̂̇Dσ,tan,ǫ +

c4

2
ǫ3‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h (∂1 q, ∂t∂1 q, ∂
2
1v

1)‖2L2

+
c7

2
ǫ4(‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0−1
h (∇2 v, ∇ q)‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0+1

h Λσ−2−σ0

h ξ1‖2
H

1
2 (Σ0)

),
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and

Êσ,ǫ
def
= Êσ,tan,ǫ +

̂̇Eσ,ǫ, D̂σ,ǫ
def
= D̂σ,tan,ǫ +

̂̇Dσ,ǫ.

Thanks to (4.50), (5.7), and (5.34), we get

d

dt

̂̇Eσ,ǫ(t) + 2 ̂̇Dσ,ǫ(t) ≤ (C2 ǫ+ C3 ǫ
2 + C4 ǫ

3) ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2(Ω)

+ (C3 ǫ
2 + C7 ǫ

4) ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
σ− 1

2
−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
+ (C4 ǫ

3 + C7 ǫ
4) ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∂tv‖
2
L2

+ C7 ǫ
4 ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∂1q‖
2
L2 + (C1 + C3 ǫ

2 + C7 ǫ
4) (E

1

2
σ Ḋ

1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
σ )Ḋ

1

2
σ

+ (C2 ǫ+ C4 ǫ
3 + C7 ǫ

4) (Es0Ḋσ + EsḊs0).

Combining Lemma 5.6 with Lemma 4.9, and taking the positive ǫ so small that

ǫ ≤ min{1,
min{c1, c2, c3, c4}

4(C2 + C3 + C4 + C7)
},

we immediately get the following energy estimate.

Lemma 6.1. Let σ > 2, under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, if Es0(t) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [0, T ],
then there holds that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

d

dt

̂̇Eσ,ǫ +
̂̇Dσ,ǫ ≤ C8 ((E

1

2
σ Ḋ

1

2
s0 + E

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2
σ )Ḋ

1

2
σ + EsḊs0).

The following comparison lemma discovers the equivalence of two types of the energy.

Lemma 6.2. Let N ≥ 3, under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, if (λ, σ0) ∈ (0, 1) satisfies
1 − λ < σ0 ≤ 1 − 1

2λ, and Es(t) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [0, T ], then there exists a genius positive
constant C0 such that, for σ = s,

E̊(Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∇ v) ≤
3

2
(
ε

2
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∇ vh‖2L2 +
(δ + 4

3ε)

2
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∇ v1‖2L2)

+ C0 E̊1(σ, v,Q, q, ξ
1),

E̊(Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∇ v) ≥
3

2
(
ε

2
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∇ vh‖2L2 +
(δ + 4

3ε)

2
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h ∇ v1‖2L2)

− C0 E̊1(σ, v,Q, q, ξ
1),

(6.1)

E̊(Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v) ≤

3

2
(
ε

2
‖Λ̇−λ

h ∇ vh‖2L2 +
(δ + 4

3ε)

2
‖Λ̇−λ

h ∇ v1‖2L2) + C0E̊2(−λ, v,Q, q, ξ
1),

E̊(Λ̇−λ
h ∇ v) ≤

2

3
(
ε

2
‖Λ̇−λ

h ∇ vh‖2L2 +
(δ + 4

3ε)

2
‖Λ̇−λ

h ∇ v1‖2L2)− C0E̊2(−λ, v,Q, q, ξ
1),

(6.2)

where

E̊1(σ, v,Q, q, ξ
1)

def
= ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−σ0

h v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
σ− 3

2
−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
s0−

1

2
−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)

+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
σ− 3

2
−σ0

h ξ1‖2L2(Σ0)
+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λσ−1−σ0

h q‖2L2 ,

E̊2(−λ, v,Q, q, ξ
1)

def
= ‖(Λ̇1−λ

h v, Λ̇σ0

h Λhv, Λ̇
−λ
h q)‖2L2 + ‖(Λ̇−λ

h Λ
1

2
+λ+σ0

h Q, Λ̇−λ
h ξ1)‖2L2(Σ0)

.

If, in addition, Es ≤
ǫ

18C0
, then the inequality (6.1) with σ = s+ ℓ0 holds true.
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Proof. In order to prove (6.3), we need only to estimate the nonlinear energy E̊(Λ̇σ
h∇ v) from

upper and lower bounds. In fact, consider the definition of E̊(Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h ∇ v) in (6), in which

‖P(∂h)G
β‖2L2 − ‖P(∂h)(−∂βv

1 + G̃β)‖2L2

≤
4

3
‖P(∂h)∂1v

β‖2L2 + C(‖P(∂h)∂βv
1‖2L2 + ‖P(∂h)G̃

β‖2L2),

‖P(∂h)G
β‖2L2 − ‖P(∂h)(−∂βv

1 + G̃β)‖2L2

≥
2

3
‖P(∂h)∂1v

β‖2L2 − C(‖P(∂h)∂βv
1‖2L2 + ‖P(∂h)G̃

β‖2L2),

‖P(∂h)G
1‖2L2 − ‖P(∂h)(−

δ − 2
3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∇h · v
h +

ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

H(Q) + G̃1)‖2L2

≤
4

3
‖P(∂h)∂1v

1‖2L2 + C(‖P(∂h)∂hv
h‖2L2 + ‖P(∂h)H(Q)‖2L2 + ‖P(∂h)G̃

1‖2L2),

‖P(∂h)G
1‖2L2 − ‖P(∂h)(−

δ − 2
3ε

δ + 4
3ε

∇h · v
h +

ρ̄(0)

δ + 4
3ε

H(Q) + G̃1)‖2L2

≥
2

3
‖P(∂h)∂1v

1‖2L2 − C(‖P(∂h)∂hv
h‖2L2 + ‖P(∂h)H(Q)‖2L2 + ‖P(∂h)G̃

1‖2L2),

where we have taken P(∂h) = Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h , and

|

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ0

h Λs−σ0

h v1Λ̇σ0

h Λs−2−σ0

h ∂1H(Q) dx| . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−σ0

h v1‖L2‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−2−σ0

h ∂1H(Q)‖L2(Ω)

. ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−σ0

h v1‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
s− 3

2
−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
,

|

∫

Σ0

Λ̇σ0

h Λ
s− 1

2
−σ0

h v1 Λ̇σ0

h Λ
s− 3

2
−σ0

h q dS0|

≤ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
s− 1

2
−σ0

h v1‖L2(Σ0) (‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λ
s− 3

2
−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) + g‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
s− 3

2
−σ0

h ξ1‖L2(Σ0))

. ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h ∇v1‖L2(Ω) (‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λ
s− 3

2
−σ0

h Q‖L2(Σ0) + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
s− 3

2
−σ0

h ξ1‖L2(Σ0)),

|

∫

Ω
Λ̇σ0

h Λs−2−σ0

h ∇ · (ρ̄(x1)v)Λ̇
σ0

h Λs−σ0

h q dx| . ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h ∇v‖L2‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h q‖L2 .

Thanks to (3.24), we have

‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h (G̃1, G̃2, G̃3)‖2L2 .Es(‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λs0−σ0

h v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
s0−

1

2
−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
)

+Es0(‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λ
s− 3

2
−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−σ0

h v‖2L2).

‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs+ℓ0−1−σ0

h (G̃1, G̃2, G̃3)‖2L2

. Es (‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λs0−1+ℓ0−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
s0−

1

2
+ℓ0−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
)

+ Es0(‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λ
s+ℓ0−

3

2
−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0+ℓ0
h v‖2L2).

Hence, owing to Es ≤ 1, we obtain (6.1).
Similarly, we may readily obtain (6.2).
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For E̊(Λ̇σ0

h Λs+ℓ0−1−σ0

h ∇ v), in the same manner, thanks to (3.25), we infer

E̊(Λ̇σ0

h Λs+ℓ0−1−σ0

h ∇ v) ≤
3

2
(
ε

2
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs+ℓ0−1−σ0

h ∇ vh‖2L2 +
(δ + 4

3ε)

2
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs+ℓ0−1−σ0

h ∇ v1‖2L2)

+ C0 E̊1(s+ ℓ0, v,Q, q, ξ
1) + C0

(
Es (‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λs+ℓ0−1−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
s0−

1

2
+ℓ0−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
)

+Es0(‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λ
s+ℓ0−

3

2
−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs+ℓ0−1−σ0

h v‖2L2)

)
,

E̊(Λ̇σ0

h Λs+ℓ0−1−σ0

h ∇ v) ≥
2

3
(
ε

2
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs+ℓ0−1−σ0

h ∇ vh‖2L2 +
(δ + 4

3ε)

2
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs+ℓ0−1−σ0

h ∇ v1‖2L2)

− C0 E̊1(s+ ℓ0, v,Q, q, ξ
1)− C0

(
Es (‖Λ̇

σ0

h Λs+ℓ0−1−σ0

h ∇ v‖2L2 + ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λ
s0−

1

2
+ℓ0−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
)

+ Es0(‖Λ̇
σ0

h Λ
s+ℓ0−

3

2
−σ0

h Q‖2L2(Σ0)
+ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs+ℓ0−1−σ0

h v‖2L2)

)
.

From this, and Es ≤ ǫ
18C0

, we obtain that the inequality (6.1) with σ = s + ℓ0 holds true.
This ends the proof of Lemma 6.2. �

Lemma 6.3 (Comparison lemma). Let N ≥ 3, under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, if
(λ, σ0) ∈ (0, 1) satisfies 1 − λ < σ0 ≤ 1 − 1

2λ, and Es(t) ≤
ε

18C0
for all t ∈ [0, T ], then there

exists a genius positive constant ǫ0 such that

Ės ∼
̂̇Es,ǫ0 , Ḋs ∼

̂̇Ds,ǫ0, Es+ℓ0 ∼ Ês+ℓ0,ǫ0 , Ds+ℓ0 ∼ D̂s+ℓ0,ǫ0 .(6.3)

Proof. Since Es(t) ≤
ε

18C0
for all t ∈ [0, T ], by using Lemma 6.2, we obtain, from the defini-

tions of Ės,
̂̇Es,ǫ0, Ḋs,

̂̇Ds,ǫ0 , Es+ℓ0 ∼ Ês+ℓ0,ǫ0 , Ds+ℓ0 , and D̂s+ℓ0,ǫ0 , that (6.3) holds if we take
the positive constant ǫ0 small enough, which completes the proof of Lemma 6.3. �

With Lemma 6.3 in hand, for simplicity, we denote ̂̇Es,ǫ0 ,
̂̇Ds,ǫ0 , Ês+ℓ0,ǫ0 , D̂s+ℓ0,ǫ0 by

̂̇Es,
̂̇Ds,

Ês+ℓ0 , D̂s+ℓ0 respectively. And we also denote the positive constant C0 ≥ 1 such that

C−1
0

̂̇Es ≤ Ės ≤ C0
̂̇Es, C−1

0
̂̇Ds ≤ Ḋs ≤ C0

̂̇Ds,

C−1
0 Ês+ℓ0 ≤ Es+ℓ0 ≤ C0Ês+ℓ0 , C−1

0 D̂s+ℓ0 ≤ Ds+ℓ0 ≤ C0D̂s+ℓ0 .
(6.4)

Therefore, we restate Lemmas 6.1 and 4.11 to get the total energy estimates.

Lemma 6.4. Under the assumption of Lemma 6.3, there hold that ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

d

dt

̂̇Es + 2c1Ḋs ≤ C1E
1

2
s Ḋs,

d

dt

̂̇Es+ℓ0 + 2c1Ḋs+ℓ0 ≤ C1(E
1

2
s0 Ḋs+ℓ0 + E

1

2

s+ℓ0
Ḋ

1

2
s0Ḋ

1

2

s+ℓ0
),

(6.5)

and

d

dt
Ês+ℓ0 + 2c1Ds+ℓ0 ≤ C1

(
E

1

2
s0Ḋs+ℓ0 + Es+ℓ0 Ḋs0 + Es0(Ḋ

1

2
s0 + Ės0)

)
.(6.6)
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7. Global well-posedness: Proof of Theorem 1.2

With the two a priori energy estimates (6.5) and (6.6) in hand, by using the similar
argument in [11], we will show that the low order energy Es is uniformly bounded, while
the high order energy Es+ℓ0 grows algebraicly as the time t goes to infinity by an inductive

argument. Hence, we may find the decay estimate of the low order energy Ės.
For this, we first recall the following decay estimate.

Lemma 7.1 (Decay estimate, [15, 11]). If the non-negative function f satisfies the differential
inequality

(7.1)

{
d
dtf + c1 f

1+α ≤ 0, ∀ t > 0,

f |t=0 = f0

for two positive constants α > 0 and c1 > 0, then there holds for any t > 0

f(t) ≤ (c1α)
− 1

α ((c1α)
−1f−α

0 + t)−
1

α .(7.2)

We are now in a position to complete the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Thanks to the local well-posedness theorem (Theorem 1.1), there ex-
ists a positive time T such that the system (1.21) with initial data (ξ0, v0) has a unique
solution (ξ, v) ∈ C([0, T );Fs+ℓ0).

We define T ∗ the maximal time of the existence to this solution, so what we need to do in
what follows is to show that T ∗ = +∞.

Suppose, by way of contradiction, that T ∗ < +∞. We will show that solutions can actually
be extended past T ∗ and satisfy Es+ℓ0(T

∗∗) < +∞ for some T ∗∗ > T ∗, which contradicts
the fact that T ∗ is the maximal time of the existence to this solution, and then obtain that
T ∗ = +∞. For this, it suffices to prove that there is a positive constant κ0 such that

lim
tրT ∗

Es(t) ≤ κ0Es(0), lim
tրT ∗

((1 + t)−1Es+ℓ0(t)) ≤ κ0Es+ℓ0(0).(7.3)

Indeed, if (7.3) holds, then thanks to Lemma 3.9, ‖J − 1‖L∞ ≤ C1Es0(t) ≤ κ0C1Es0(0) ≤
κ0C1 ν0. Take ν0 > 0 so small that

ν0 ≤ min{
1

2κ0
,

1

2C1κ0
}

we have Es0(t) ≤ 1
2 and ‖J − 1‖L∞ ≤ 1

2 , which ensures that J(t) ≥ 1
2 for any t ∈ [0, T ∗)

and ‖J−1(t)‖L∞ doesn’t blow up. On the other hand, the second inequality in (7.3) implies
limtրT ∗ Es+ℓ0(t) ≤ κ0(1 + T ∗)Es+ℓ0(0). Hence, the equality (1.23) in Theorem 1.1 doesn’t
hold true, which contradicts the assumption T ∗ < +∞, and then we can extend the solution
past T ∗ to some T ∗∗ > T ∗.

For κ > 0, set

T1 = T1(κ)
def
= sup

{
T ∈ [0, T ∗]|(ξ, v) ∈ C([0, T );Fs+ℓ0), Es+ℓ0(t) ≤ 2C2

0Es+ℓ0(0),

Es(t) ≤ κ (Es(0) + Es+ℓ0(0)), Es+ℓ0(t) ≤ κ (1 + t)Es+ℓ0(0) ∀ t ∈ [0, T )

}
.

(7.4)

In order to prove (7.3), we need only to show that, there exists a universal positive constant
κ0 such that

T ∗ = T1(κ0).(7.5)
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Since the inequality T1(κ) ≤ T ∗ always holds true for any κ > 0 by the definition of T1(κ)
in (7.4), we will employ a bootstrap argument to prove (7.5): find a constant κ0 > 0 such
that, under the conditions in (7.4) (with κ = κ0), the following inequalities hold for any
t ∈ [0, T1(κ0))

Es+ℓ0(t) ≤
3

2
C2
0Es+ℓ0(0), Es(t) ≤

1

2
κ0 (Es(0) + Es+ℓ0(0)),

Es+ℓ0(t) ≤
1

2
κ0 (1 + t)Es+ℓ0(0).

(7.6)

This immediately follows from the definition of T1(κ0) that the equality (7.5) holds.
For this, we fix κ0 > 0, which will be determined later, and assume that t ∈ [0, T1(κ0)) in

what follows.
To prove (7.6), we first employ the differential inequality (6.5) in Lemma 6.4 to investigate

the decay estimate of the lower order energy Ės. For this, we use the definition of T1(κ0) in
(7.4) to get

(7.7) C1E
1

2
s (t) ≤ C1κ

1

2

0 (Es(0) + Es+ℓ0(0))
1

2 ≤ C1κ
1

2

0Es+ℓ0(0)
1

2 ≤ C1κ
1

2

0 ν
1

2

0 .

Take ν0 > 0 so small that

(7.8) ν0 ≤ min{
1

2C1κ0
,

1

16κ0
,

c21
4C2

1κ0
},

one can obtain from (7.7) that C1E
1

2
s (t) ≤

1
2 c1 and Es(t) ≤

1
2 , which along with (6.5) implies

d

dt

̂̇Es + c1Ḋs ≤ 0.(7.9)

Since the dissipation Ḋs can’t control linearly the energy ̂̇Es in (7.9), we turn to apply

the interpolation between the dissipation Ḋs and the high-order energy Es+ℓ0 to bound the

energy ̂̇Es, which can be used to get the decay estimate of ̂̇Es according to (7.9).

Indeed, thanks to the definitions of Ės, Es, and Ḋs, and the interpolation inequality

‖Λ̇σ0

h ξ
1‖L2(Σ0) . ‖Λ̇1+σ0

h ξ1‖
2ℓ0

1+2ℓ0

L2(Σ0)
‖Λ̇−λ

h ξ1‖
1

1+2ℓ0

L2(Σ0)
,

‖Λ̇s
hξ

1‖L2(Σ0) . ‖Λ̇
s− 1

2

h ξ1‖
2ℓ0

1+2ℓ0

L2(Σ0)
‖Λ̇s+ℓ0

h ξ1‖
1

1+2ℓ0

L2(Σ0)
,

we have Ės ≤ C2Ḋ
2ℓ0

1+2ℓ0
s E

1

1+2ℓ0

s+ℓ0
, where C2 is the interpolation constant independent of κ0.

Hence, from (6.4), one obtains

̂̇Es ≤ C0Ės ≤ C0C2Ḋ
2ℓ0

1+2ℓ0
s E

1

1+2ℓ0

s+ℓ0
≤ C̃2 Ḋ

2ℓ0
1+2ℓ0
s Es+ℓ0(0)

1

1+2ℓ0 ,

where C̃2 := C0C2(2C
2
0)

1

1+2ℓ0 , which implies

[C̃−1
2

̂̇Es]
1+2ℓ0
2ℓ0 Es+ℓ0(0)

− 1

2ℓ0 ≤ Ḋs.(7.10)

Combining (7.9) with (7.10) yields

d

dt

̂̇Es + c2 Es+ℓ0(0)
− 1

2ℓ0
̂̇E

1+2ℓ0
2ℓ0

s ≤ 0(7.11)

with c2 := c1[C̃
−1
2 ]

1+2ℓ0
2ℓ0 = c1[C0C2]

−
1+2ℓ0
2ℓ0 (2C2

0)
− 1

2ℓ0 .
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Applying Lemma 7.1 to (7.11), where we take c1 := c2 Es+ℓ0(0)
− 1

2ℓ0 , α := 1
2ℓ0

, f(t) := ̂̇Es(t),
we infer that

̂̇Es(t) ≤ (
c2

2ℓ0
)−2ℓ0Es+ℓ0(0)

(
2ℓ0c

−1
2 (Es+ℓ0(0)[

̂̇Es(0)]
−1)

1

2ℓ0 + t

)−2ℓ0

.

According to the definitions of ̂̇Es(0) and Es+ℓ0(0) and (1.24), we know that ̂̇Es(0) ≤ C1(s)Es+ℓ0(0)

with the positive constant C1(s) depending only on s, so one can see that 2ℓ0c
−1
2 (Es+ℓ0(0)[

̂̇Es(0)]
−1)

1

2ℓ0 ≥

2ℓ0c
−1
2 C1(s)

− 1

2ℓ0 , which leads to

̂̇Es(t) ≤ (
c2

2ℓ0
)−2ℓ0Es+ℓ0(0)

(
2ℓ0c

−1
2 C1(s)

− 1

2ℓ0 + t

)−2ℓ0

.

Therefore, we obtain ̂̇Es(t) ≤ C3Es+ℓ0(0)(1 + t)−2ℓ0 with C3 := C3(ℓ0, C1(s), c2), from this, it
follows

Ės(t) ≤ C0C3Es+ℓ0(0)(1 + t)−2ℓ0 ,

∫ t

0
Ės dτ ≤ C̃3Es+ℓ0(0)(7.12)

with C̃3 :=
C0C3

2ℓ0−1 .

Set 〈 t 〉 := (1 + t). Since

d

dt
(〈 t 〉ℓ0+

1

2
̂̇Es) + c1〈 t 〉

ℓ0+
1

2 Ḋs = 〈 t 〉ℓ0+
1

2
d

dt

̂̇Es + c1〈 t 〉
ℓ0+

1

2 Ḋs +
̂̇Es〈 t 〉

ℓ0−
1

2 (ℓ0 +
1

2
),

from (7.9), we get d
dt(〈 t 〉

ℓ0+
1

2
̂̇Es) + c1〈 t 〉

ℓ0+
1

2 Ḋs ≤ (ℓ0 +
1
2)
̂̇Es〈 t 〉

ℓ0−
1

2 , so one can see

d

dt
(〈 t 〉ℓ0+

1

2
̂̇Es) + c1〈 t 〉

ℓ0+
1

2 Ḋs ≤ (ℓ0 +
1

2
)C3Es+ℓ0(0)〈 t 〉

−(ℓ0+
1

2
).

Hence, we arrive at
∫ t

0
〈 τ 〉ℓ0+

1

2 Ḋs(τ) dτ ≤ C4Es+ℓ0(0),

∫ t

0
Ḋs(τ)

1

2 dτ ≤ C̃4Es+ℓ0(0)
1

2 .(7.13)

With this in hand, we are ready to estimate Es.
Thanks to the equations ∂tξ = v, we find

‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h ∇ξ(t)‖H1 ≤ ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h ∇ξ(0)‖H1 +

∫ t

0
‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h ∇ v(τ)‖H1 dτ,

which follows

‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h ∇ξ(t)‖2H1 ≤ 2‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h ∇ξ(0)‖2H1 + 2

(∫ t

0
Ḋ

1

2
s dτ

)2

.(7.14)

Thanks to (7.14) and (7.13), we find

Es(t) = ‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h ∇ξ(t)‖2H1 + Es(t)

≤ 2‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h ∇ξ(0)‖2H1 + 2

(∫ t

0
Ḋ

1

2
s dτ

)2

+ Es(t)

≤ 2‖Λ̇σ0

h Λs−1−σ0

h ∇ξ(0)‖2H1 + 2(C̃2
4 + C2

0)Es+ℓ0(0).

Hence, we obtain

Es(t) ≤ C5(Es(0) + Es+ℓ0(0)) with C5 := 2(1 + C̃2
4 + C2

0).(7.15)
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Let’s now turn to estimate Es+ℓ0 . Notice that

‖Λ̇s+ℓ0−1
h ∇ξ(t)‖H1 ≤ ‖Λ̇s+ℓ0−1

h ∇ξ(0)‖H1 +

∫ t

0
Ḋ

1

2

s+ℓ0
dτ,

which along with (7.15) and the definition of T1(κ0) leads to

Es+ℓ0(t) ≤ ‖Λ̇s+ℓ0−1
h ∇2ξ‖2L2 + 2(Es+ℓ0 + Es)

≤ 2‖Λ̇s+ℓ0−1
h ∇2ξ(0)‖2L2 + 2 t

∫ t

0
Ds+ℓ0 dτ + 4C2

0Es+ℓ0(0) + 2C5(Es(0) + Es+ℓ0(0))

≤ 2 t

∫ t

0
Ds+ℓ0 dτ + C̃5Es+ℓ0(0)

(7.16)

with C̃5 := 2 + 4C2
0 + 2C5.

To deal with
∫ t
0 Ds+ℓ0 dτ in (7.16), we first apply the energy inequality (6.6) to find

d

dt
Ês+ℓ0 + c1Ds+ℓ0 ≤ C1

(
Es+ℓ0 Ḋs0 + Es0(Ḋ

1

2
s0 + Ės0)

)
,

which along with (7.16) gives rise to

d

dt
(Ês+ℓ0 + c1

∫ t

0
Ds+ℓ0 dτ) ≤2C1 t Ḋs0

∫ t

0
Ds+ℓ0 dτ

+ 2C1C
2
0Es+ℓ0(0)(Ḋ

1

2
s0 + Ės0) + C1C̃5Es+ℓ0(0) Ḋs0 .

(7.17)

Applying the Gronwall inequality to (7.17) yields

Ês+ℓ0(t) + c1

∫ t

0
Ds+ℓ0 dτ ≤ exp{2C1c

−1
1

∫ t

0
τ Ḋs0 dτ}

×

[
Ês+ℓ0(0) + 2C1C

2
0Es+ℓ0(0)

∫ t

0
(Ḋ

1

2
s0 + Ės0) dτ + C1C̃5Es+ℓ0(0)

∫ t

0
Ḋs0 dτ

]
,

which along with (7.13) implies

Ês+ℓ0(t) + c1

∫ t

0
Ds+ℓ0 dτ ≤ exp{2C1c

−1
1 C4Es+ℓ0(0)}

×

[
Ês+ℓ0(0) + 2C1C

2
0Es+ℓ0(0) (C̃4Es+ℓ0(0)

1

2 + C̃3Es+ℓ0(0)) + C1C̃5Es+ℓ0(0)C4Es+ℓ0(0)

]
.

Therefore, we arrive at

Ês+ℓ0(t) + c1

∫ t

0
Ds+ℓ0 dτ ≤ exp{2C1c

−1
1 C4ν0}Ês+ℓ0(0)(1 + C6ν

1

2

0 )(7.18)

with C6 := 2C1C
3
0(C̃4 + C̃3) + C1C̃5C4C0.

Take ν0 > 0 so small that

ν0 ≤ min{
1

2C1κ0
,

1

16κ0
,

c21
4C2

1κ0
,

c1

2C1 C4
log(

5

4
),

1

25C2
6

},

from (7.18), we obtain supτ∈[0,t] Ês+ℓ0(τ) + c1
∫ t
0 Ds+ℓ0(τ) dτ ≤ 3

2 Ês+ℓ0(0), which follows

Es+ℓ0(t) ≤
3

2
C2
0Es+ℓ0(0) and

∫ t

0
Ds+ℓ0(τ) dτ ≤

3

2c1
C0Es+ℓ0(0).(7.19)
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Consequently, owing to (7.16) and (7.19), one can see

Es+ℓ0(t) ≤ 2 t

∫ t

0
Ds+ℓ0 dτ + C5Es+ℓ0(0) ≤ t

3

c1
C2
0Es+ℓ0(0) + C5Es+ℓ0(0),

so we arrive at

Es+ℓ0(t) ≤ C̃6 (t+ 1)Es+ℓ0(0)(7.20)

with C̃6 :=
3
c1
C2
0 + C5.

Observe that all the constants Ci, C̃j (with i = 0, 1, ..., 6, j = 1, ..., 6) above are independent

of κ0. We take the constant κ0 := 2(C5 + C̃6) in (7.4) and

ν0 :=
1

2
min{

1

2C1κ0
,

1

16κ0
,

c21
4C2

1κ0
,

c1

2C1 C4
log(

5

4
),

1

25C2
6

},

then for any t ∈ [0, T1(κ0)), combining (7.15), (7.19), and (7.20) ensure that (7.6) holds true.
Thanks to (7.12) and (7.6), we get the inequality (1.26). This ends the proof of Theorem

1.2. �
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