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Abstract: This paper is concerned with an initial-boundary value problem of the two-
dimensional inhomogeneous primitive equations with density-dependent viscosity. The global
well-posedness of strong solutions is established, provided the initial horizontal velocity is suit-
ably small, that is, ‖∇u0‖L2 ≤ η0 for suitably small η0 > 0. The initial data may contain
vacuum. The proof is based on the local well-posedness and the blow-up criterion proved in [15],
which states that if T ∗ is the maximal existence time of the local strong solutions (ρ, u,w, P )
and T ∗ < ∞, then

sup
0≤t<T ∗

(‖∇ρ(t)‖L∞ +
∥∥∇2ρ(t)

∥∥
L2 + ‖∇u(t)‖L2) = ∞.

To complete the proof, it is required to make an estimate on a key term ‖∇ut‖L1
tL

2

Ω

. We
prove that it is bounded and could be as small as desired under certain smallness conditions,
by making use of the regularity result of hydrostatic Stokes equations and some careful time
weighted estimates.
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viscosity
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the global existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to the
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nonhomogeneous primitive equations in R2 , which read as





ρt + ∂x(ρu) + ∂y(ρw) = 0,

∂t(ρu) + ∂x(ρu
2) + ∂y(ρuw) + ∂xP − ∂x(µ(ρ)∂xu)− ∂y(µ(ρ)∂yu) = 0,

∂xu+ ∂yw = 0,

∂yP = 0,

(1.1)

where the density ρ, the horizontal velocity u, the vertical velocity w and the pressure P are
the unknown functions. The viscosity coefficient µ = µ(ρ) is a function of the density ρ and
assumed to satisfy

µ(ρ) ∈ C2[0,∞) and µ(ρ) ≥ µ > 0 on [0,∞). (1.2)

The primitive equations are based on the so called hydrostatic approximation, and they form
a fundamental block in models for planetary oceanic and atmospheric dynamics (see, for example,
Pedlosky [29] and Vallis [34]). As far as we know, it was essentially introduced by Richardson
in [30], to study the complicated atmospheric phenomena and for predicting the weather and
possible climate changes. Until 1990s, the mathematical studies of primitive equations were
initiated by Lions, Temam and Wang in [21]-[23], and they established the global existence of
weak solutions to the system for the initial data a ∈ L2 ; The uniqueness of weak solutions for
the two-dimensional case was later proved by Bresch, Kazhikjov and Lemoine [1] for initial data
a with ∂za ∈ L2 and by Kukavica, Pei, Rusin and Ziane [18] for the initial data which is only
continuous on the space variables. However, the uniqueness of these weak solutions for the three-
dimensional case is still unclear. Concerning the strong solutions, the local existence results to
the 2D primitive equations were proved by Guill-Gonzez, Masmoudi and Rodruez-Bellido in [12],
while the global existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for the 2D primitive equations was
achieved by Bresch, Kazhikhov and Lemoine in [1] and Temam and Ziane in [32]. The global
existence of strong solutions for the 3D incompressible primitive equations has been known since
the breakthrough work by Cao and Titi [6], see also Kobelkov [17] and Kukavica and Ziane [19]-
[20]. In the partial viscosities and partial diffusivity case, one can see the works by Cao and
Titi in [7] and by Cao, Li and Titi in [2]-[5]. However, the above-mentioned results are phrased
within the L2-setting. Based on the maximal regularity technique, Hieber and kashiwabara [13]
and Giga, Gries, Hieber, Hussein and kashiwabara [10]-[11] gave the existing results in the Lp

type spaces.

In recent years, the mathematical analysis of compressible primitive equations has been
attracting the attention of many mathematicians. Gatapov and Kazhikhov firstly studied in
[9] and they proved the global existence of weak solutions to the 2D compressible primitive
equations. The uniqueness of such weak solutions was proved by Jiu, Li and Wang in [14].
Ersoy, Ngom and Sy [8] derived the 3D compressible primitive equations and obtained the
stability of weak solutions to the 3D compressible primitive equations with degenerate viscosity
(see also Tang and Gao [33] for 2D case). Recently, Wang, Dou and Jiu [36] established the
global existence of weak solutions to 3D compressible primitive equations with gravity field. The
similar result is referred to Liu and Titi [26]. However, the uniqueness of these weak solutions
for 3D case is still an open problem. Moreover, Liu and Titi [25] established local well-posedness
results in the three-dimensional case. Meanwhile, they also considered the zero Mach number
limit of compressible primitive equations in [24] and [27]. From the point of view of physics, the
viscosity may depend on the density. Wang [35] established the local existence and uniqueness
of strong solutions to the 2D compressible primitive equations with density-dependent viscosity.
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Very recently, Wang and Jiu [38] proved the global existence and uniqueness of strong solutions
to the 2D compressible primitive equations with density-dependent viscosity.

In this paper, we consider the nonhomogeneous primitive equations (1.1) in the domain
Ω = M × (0, 1), with M = (0, L), where L > 0. We complement the system (1.1) with boundary
conditions and initial conditions as follows.

ρ, u, w, P are periodic in the direction x,

u|y=0 = u|y=1 = 0,

w|y=0 = w|y=1 = 0,

(1.3)

and
u|t=0 = u0(x, y),

w|t=0 = w0(x, y),

ρ|t=0 = ρ0(x, y).

(1.4)

Throughout this paper, we define the following function spaces:

V = {v ∈ H1(Ω); ∂yv = 0},

H1
0, per(Ω) = {v ∈ H1(Ω); ∂x

∫ 1

0
v(x, y)dy = 0, v|y=0,1 = 0, v(0, y) = v(L, y)}.

The nonhomogeneous primitive equations, as the intermediate equations between incom-
pressible primitive equations and compressible primitive equations, were firstly studied by Jiu
and Wang in [16], and they proposed the following compatibility condition:

µ∆u0 − ∂xP0 = ρ
1

2

0 g(x, z) in Ω and ∂x

∫ 1

0
u0dz = 0, for some (P0, g) ∈ V × L2

and established the local existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to the 2D nonhomogeneous
primitive equations with large data. Furthermore, Wang, Jiu and Xu [37] obtianed an global
existence result on strong solutions to the 2D nonhomogeneous primitive equations for initial
data with small H

1

2 -norm. Recently, for the case that the viscosity coefficient depends on the
density, Jiu, Ma and Wang [15] established the local-in-time well-posedness of strong solutions
to the 2D nonhomogeneous primitive equations (1.1), which is listed as follows.

Theorem 1.1 Suppose that the initial data (ρ0, u0) satisfies the regularity conditions

0 ≤ ρ0 ∈ W 2,2(Ω), ∇ρ0 ∈ L∞, u0 ∈ H1
0,per(Ω) ∩H2(Ω) (1.5)

and the compatibility condition

− ρ0u0∂xu0 + ρ0

∫ y

0
∂xu0(s)ds∂yu0 − ∂xP0 + ∂x(µ(ρ0)∂xu0) + ∂y(µ(ρ0)∂yu0) := ρ0V1,

∂x

∫ 1

0
u0(x, y)dy = 0,

(1.6)

for some (P0, V1) ∈ V × L2. Then there exists a small time T∗ ∈ (0, T ), such that the initial
boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.4) has a unique strong solution (ρ, u,w, P ) satisfying

ρ ≥ 0, ρ ∈ C([0, T∗];W
1,∞) ∩ C([0, T∗];W

2,2), ρt ∈ C([0, T∗];L
q),

√
ρut ∈ L∞(0, T∗;L

2),

P ∈ C([0, T∗];H
1) ∩ L2(0, T∗;H

2), ∇u ∈ C([0, T∗];H
1) ∩ L2(0, T∗;H

2),

ut ∈ L2(0, T∗;H
1
0,per), w ∈ C([0, T∗];H

1) ∩ L2(0, T∗;H
2),

(1.7)
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where 1 6 q < ∞. Furthermore, if T ∗ is the maximal existence time of the local strong solutions
(ρ, u,w, P ), then

sup
t∈[0,T ∗]

(‖∇ρ(t)‖L∞ +
∥∥∇2ρ(t)

∥∥
L2 + ‖∇u(t)‖L2) = ∞. (1.8)

However, up to now, the global existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to the 2D
nonhomogeneous primitive equations is open. The main purpose of this paper is to establish
the global well-posedness of strong solutions to the problem (1.1)-(1.4) with small initial data
in some sense. Our main result can be stated as

Theorem 1.2 Suppose that the initial data (ρ0, u0, P0) satisfies the conditions in Theorem1.1.
Then there exists a small positive constant η0, depending on Ω, supΩ ρ0 = ρ̄, ‖µ(ρ)‖C2 , ‖∇ρ0‖L∞

and ‖∇2ρ0‖L2 , such that if
‖∇u0‖L2 ≤ η0,

then the initial boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.4) admits a unique global strong solution
(ρ, u,w, P ) with

ρ ≥ 0, ρ ∈ C(0,∞;W 1,∞) ∩ C(0,∞;W 2,2), ρt ∈ C(0,∞;Lq),
√
ρut ∈ L∞(0,∞;L2),

P ∈ C(0,∞;H1) ∩ L2(0,∞;H2), ∇u ∈ C(0,∞;H1) ∩ L2(0,∞;H2)

ut ∈ L2(0,∞;H1
0,per), w ∈ C(0,∞;H1) ∩ L2(0,∞;H2).

(1.9)

Moveover, the following decay property holds

‖√ρut‖2L2 ≤ C(Ω, ‖µ‖C1 , ρ̄, ‖∇ρ0‖L∞ , ‖∇2ρ0‖L2)‖∇u0‖2L2t
−2, (1.10)

and

‖∇u‖2L2 ≤ C(Ω, ‖µ‖C1)(1 +
ρ

‖ρ0‖Lp

)e−σt, (1.11)

where σ =
µ

‖ρ0‖Lp
for any p > 1 .

Based on the result in [15], we apply the continuity method to establish the global well-
posedeness of strong solutions to (1.1)-(1.4). It was shown in [15] that if T ∗ is the maximal
existence time of the local strong solutions (ρ, u,w, P ) and T ∗ < T , then

sup
0≤t<T ∗

(‖∇ρ(t)‖L∞ +
∥∥∇2ρ(t)

∥∥
L2 + ‖∇u(t)‖L2) = ∞,

which implies that the proof of global existence relies on the estimates on the gradient of horizon-
tal velocity and the one-order and two-order derivative of the density. We start with the a priori
hypothesises ‖∇ρ‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ‖L2 ≤ 8(‖∇ρ0‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ0‖L2) and ‖∇u‖2L2 ≤ 4 µ̄

µ‖∇u0‖2L2 , where

µ̄ = sup[0,ρ̄] µ(ρ). Then we prove that ‖∇ρ‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ‖L2 is less than 4(‖∇ρ0‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ0‖L2)

and ‖∇u‖2L2 is less than (2ln2 + 1) µ̄µ‖∇u0‖2L2 on [0, T ] with the assumption ‖∇u0‖L2 is suitably

small. In fact, by making use of the regularity result of hydrostatic Stokes equations (see Lemma
3.3), it is easy to obtain the desired bound of ‖∇u‖L2 under the assumption that ‖∇u0‖L2 is
suitably small (see Lemma 3.2). Then, the next key step is to show that ‖∇ρ‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ‖L2 is
less than 4(‖∇ρ0‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ0‖L2). To do this, it suffices to deal with a trouble term ‖∇ut‖L1

tL
2

Ω

which appears when estimating the term ‖u‖L1
tH

3

Ω

(see Lemma 3.8). Indeed, based on the regu-
larity result of hydrostatic Stokes equations and some careful time weighted estimates, we find
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that the norm of ‖∇ut‖L1
tL

2

Ω

is bounded and could be as small as desired under certain smallness
conditions. More precisely, we split it into two terms

∫ T∗

0
‖∇ut‖L2dt ≤ (

∫ T 0

0
‖∇ut‖2L2dt)

1

2

√
T 0 + (

∫ T∗

T 0

t2‖∇ut‖2L2dt)
1

2 (

∫ T∗

T 0

t−2dt)
1

2 , (1.12)

where T 0 is a small enough number independent on the norm of ‖∇u0‖L2 . We remark that the
local time T∗ might depend on ‖∇u0‖L2 (see [15]). We can consider the local existence of the
strong solutions under the additional assumption of ‖∇u0‖L2 ≤ 1 such that the local time T∗

we obtain is independent on the norm of ‖∇u0‖L2 (see Lemma 2.4). Therefore, we can choose
some small T0 independent on the norm of ‖∇u0‖L2 such that the first term of (1.12) is small
enough. Meanwhile, the second term of (1.12) can be controlled by the time weighted estimates

( see (3.26) for more details). Then, it follows that
∫ T
0 ‖u‖H3dt ≤ ln 2 under the assumption

that ‖∇u0‖L2 is suitably small. As a result, the control of ‖∇ρ‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ‖L2 and ‖∇u‖L2 lead
to uniform estimates for other higher order quantities, which guarantees the extension of local
strong solutions.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some lemmas and give
an auxiliary lemma which is used later. In Section 3, we give an outline of the proof of the main
Theorem.

The following notations will be used:
(1) ‖f‖L2

y
= (

∫ 1
0 |f |2dy) 1

2 ,

(2) ‖f‖L2
yL

∞

x
= (

∫ 1
0 ‖f‖2L∞

x
dy)

1

2 , ‖f‖L∞

y L∞

x
= esssup(x,y)∈Ω|f |,

(3) For 1 < p < ∞, ‖f‖Lp = ‖f‖Lp
yL

p
x
= ‖f‖Lp

xL
p
y
= (

∫ 1
0

∫ L
0 |f |pdxdy)

1

p ,

(4)
∫
Ω =

∫
Ω dxdy.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some basic facts and elementary inequalities which will be used
later. First of all, we present the well-known Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality.

Lemma 2.1 (see [28])(Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality). For a function u : Ω → R

defined on a bounded Lipschitz domain Ω ⊂ R
n,∀ 1 ≤ q, r ≤ ∞, and a natural number m.

Suppose also that a real number θ and a natural number j are such that

1

p
=

j

n
+

(
1

r
− m

n

)
θ +

1− θ

q
,

and
j

m
≤ θ ≤ 1.

Then, we have ∥∥Dju
∥∥
Lp ≤ C1 ‖Dmu‖θLr ‖u‖1−θ

Lq + C2‖u‖Ls ,

where s is a positive constant. The constants C1 and C2 depend on the domain Ω and m,n, j, r, q, θ.

The derivations of high-order estimates on the horizontal velocity u rely on the following
regularity results for the density-dependent hydrostatic Stokes equations.
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Lemma 2.2 Assume that ρ ∈ W 2,2, ∇ρ ∈ L∞ and 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ̄, let (u, P ) ∈ H1
0,per × L2 be the

unique weak solution to the problem

−∂x(µ(ρ)∂xu)− ∂y(µ(ρ)∂yu) + ∂xP = f, ∂x

∫ 1

0
u(x, y)dy = 0,

∫

Ω
Pdxdy = 0. (2.1)

Then we have the following regularity results:
(1)If f ∈ L2, then (u, P ) ∈ H2 ×H1 and

‖u‖H2 + ‖P‖H1 6 C (1 + ‖∇ρ‖L∞) ‖f‖L2 .

(2)If f ∈ Lr, then (u, P ) ∈ W 2,r ×W 1,r and

‖u‖W 2,r + ‖P‖W 1,r ≤ C(1 + ‖∇ρ‖L∞)2‖f‖Lr , (2.2)

where r > 2.
(3) If f ∈ H1, then (u, P ) ∈ H3 ×H2 and

‖u‖H3 + ‖P‖H2 ≤ C̃(1 + ‖∇ρ‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ‖L2)3‖f‖H1 , (2.3)

the constant C̃ depend also on
∥∥∂2µ/∂x2

∥∥
C
.

Lemma 2.3 Assume that u ∈ L1([0, T ],H3(Ω)), let ρ be the unique solution to the problem

∂tρ+ ∂xρu− ∂yρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds, ρ|t=0 = ρ0.

If ∇ρ0 ∈ L∞(Ω) and ρ0 ∈ W 2,2(Ω), then we have the following regularity results:

‖∇ρ(t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ ‖∇ρ0‖L∞(Ω) exp(

∫ t

0
‖u(s)‖H3(Ω)ds), (2.4)

and

‖∇2ρ(t)‖L2(Ω) ≤ (‖∇ρ0‖L∞(Ω) + ‖∇2ρ0‖L2(Ω)) exp

∫ t

0
‖u(s)‖H3(Ω)ds. (2.5)

The proof of (2.4) and (2.5) is referred to [15] and we omit it here.

As aforementioned, the global existence and uniqueness of strong solutions will be proved
by combining the global a priori estimates in section 3 with the following local-in-time existence
results which can follow as a corollary of Theorem 1.1 in [15].

Lemma 2.4 Suppose that the initial data (ρ0, u0, P0) satisfies the regularity conditions in The-
orem 1.1 and the additional condition ‖∇u0‖2L2 ≤ 1. Then there exists a small time T∗ ∈ (0, T )
such that the initial boundary value problem (1.1)-(1.4) has a unique strong solution (ρ, u,w, P )
satisfying

ρ ∈ C([0, T∗];W
1,∞) ∩ C([0, T∗];W

2,2), ρt ∈ C([0, T∗];L
q),

√
ρut ∈ L∞(0, T∗;L

2),

P ∈ C([0, T∗];H
1) ∩ L2(0, T∗;H

2), ∇u ∈ C([0, T∗];H
1) ∩ L2(0, T∗;H

2),

ut ∈ L2(0, T∗;H
1
0,per), w ∈ C([0, T∗];H

1) ∩ L2(0, T∗;H
2),

where 1 6 q < ∞ and T∗ is independent on the norm of ‖∇u0‖L2 .
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3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2. Indeed, we follow the idea in [15] and
first prove the estimates for the case of a positive initial density and obtain the uniform bounds
which are independent of the lower bounds of the initial density. Then the vacuum case can be
proved by applying standard regularizing techniques and compactness arguments.

3.1 A priori estimates

In this subsection, we establish several a priori estimates for strong solutions to the system
(1.1)-(1.4), which will play a key role in extending local strong solutions to the global ones.
For simplicity, throughout this subsection, a constant C will denote some positive one which
may be dependent on Ω and ‖µ‖C1

, but is independent of ρ0 and u0, and C̃ depends on C and∥∥∂2µ/∂x2
∥∥
C
. We remark that the value of the constant C will be different from line to line.

We begin with the boundedness of density and the basic energy estimates, which can be
easily derived from the system (1.1).

Lemma 3.1 Assume that (ρ, u,w, P ) is the unique strong solution to the system (1.1)-(1.4) on
Ω × (0, T ) with the initial data satisfying the assumptions in Theorem 1.1. Then, for every
(x, y, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ), it holds that

‖ρ‖L∞ = ‖ρ0‖L∞ ,

and ∫

Ω
ρ
1

2
u2(t) +

∫ t

0

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2ds ≤ 1

2
ρ̄‖u0‖2L2 , (3.1)

which yields
1

2

∫

Ω
ρu2(t) + µ

∫ t

0

∫

Ω
|∇u|2ds ≤ 1

2
ρ̄‖u0‖2L2 . (3.2)

The next lemma is concerned with the L2-norm of the gradient of horizontal velocity. Before
sate and prove it, we denote

M0 := ‖∇ρ0‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ0‖L2 .

Lemma 3.2 Assume that (ρ, u,w, P ) is the unique strong solution to the system (1.1)-(1.4) on
Ω× (0, T ) with the initial data satisfying the assumptions in Theorem 1.1, satisfying

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖∇ρ(t)‖L∞ + sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖∇2ρ(t)‖L2 ≤ 8M0, (3.3)

and

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖∇u(t)‖2L2 ≤ 4
µ̄

µ
‖∇u0‖2L2 ≤ 1. (3.4)

There exists a positive number γ0, depending on Ω, supΩ ρ0 = ρ, ‖µ‖C2 , ‖∇ρ0‖L∞ and ‖∇2ρ0‖L2 ,
such that, if

‖∇u0‖L2 ≤ γ0, (3.5)

then
2

µ

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
ρu2t dt+ sup

t∈[0,T ]

∫

Ω
|∇u|2 ≤ (2ln2 + 1)

µ̄

µ
‖∇u0‖2L2 . (3.6)
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Before proving Lemma 3.2, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3 Assume that (ρ, u,w, P ) is the unique strong solution to the system (1.1)-(1.4) on
Ω× (0, T ) with the initial data satisfying the assumptions in Theorem 1.1,, and satisfies

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖∇ρ(t)‖L∞ + sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖∇2ρ(t)‖L2 ≤ 8M0.

Then it holds that

‖∇u‖H1 ≤ C(ρ̄1/2M‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄M‖∇u‖2L2 + ρ̄
3

2M
3

2‖∇u‖
5

2

L2 + ρ̄2M2‖∇u‖3L2), (3.7)

where M =1 + 8M0.

Proof. The horizontal momentum equations (1.1)2 can be rewritten as follows,

−∂x(µ(ρ)∂xu)− ∂y(µ(ρ)∂yu) + ∂xP = −ρ∂tu− ρu∂xu+ ρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yu. (3.8)

It follows from Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2 that

‖∇u‖H1 ≤ CM(‖ρut‖L2 + ρ̄‖u‖L6‖∂xu‖L3 + ρ̄‖
∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds‖L2

yL
∞

x
‖∂yu‖L2

xL
∞

y
)

≤ CM [ρ̄1/2‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄‖∇u‖L2(C1‖∇2u‖
1

3

L2‖∇u‖
2

3

L2 + C2‖∇u‖L2)

+ ρ̄‖∇u‖L2(C1‖∇2u‖
1

2

L2‖∇u‖
1

2

L2 + C2‖∇u‖L2)]

≤ C(ρ̄1/2M‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄M‖∇u‖2L2 + ρ̄M‖∇2u‖
1

3

L2‖∇u‖
5

3

L2

+Mρ̄‖∇2u‖
1

2

L2‖∇u‖
3

2

L2).

(3.9)

Applying Young’s inequality, we deduce that

‖∇u‖H1 ≤ C(ρ̄1/2M‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄M‖∇u‖2L2 + ρ̄
3

2M
3

2 ‖∇u‖
5

2

L2 + ρ̄2M2‖∇u‖3L2). (3.10)

�

Now we give the proof of Lemma 3.2.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Multiplying the horizontal momentum equations (1.1)2 by ut and
integrating by part over Ω yields

∫

Ω
ρu2t +

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2 = −

∫

Ω
ρu∂xuut +

∫

Ω
(ρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yuut) +

1

2

∫

Ω
µt(ρ(t))|∇u|2

= −
∫

Ω
ρu∂xuut +

∫

Ω
(ρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yuut)

+
1

2

∫

Ω
(

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yµ(ρ)− u(x)∂xµ(ρ))|∇u||∇u|.

(3.11)
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Next, we will estimate the terms on the right-hand side in (3.11) one by one. For the first term,
applying Young inequality and Lemma 3.3, we have

∫

Ω
ρutu∂xu ≤ ‖√ρut‖L2‖√ρ‖L∞‖u‖L6‖∂xu‖L3

≤ ρ̄
1

2 ‖√ρut‖L2‖∇u‖L2(C1‖∇2u‖
1

3

L2‖∇u‖
2

3

L2 + C2‖∇u‖L2)

≤ ǫ‖√ρut‖2L2 + ρ̄‖∇u‖2L2(C1‖∇2u‖
2

3

L2‖∇u‖
4

3

L2 + C2‖∇u‖2L2)

≤ ǫ‖√ρut‖2L2 + C(ρ̄‖∇u‖
10

3

L2‖∇2u‖
2

3

L2 + ρ̄‖∇u‖4L2)

≤ ǫ‖√ρut‖2L2 + C(ρ̄
4

3M
2

3 ‖√ρut‖
2

3

L2‖∇u‖ 10

3 +M
2

3 ρ̄
5

3 ‖∇u‖
14

3

L2

+Mρ̄2‖∇u‖5L2 +M
4

3 ρ̄
7

3 ‖∇u‖
16

3

L2 + ρ̄‖∇u‖4L2)

≤ ǫ‖√ρut‖2L2 + C(ρ̄2M‖∇u‖5 +M
2

3 ρ̄
5

3‖∇u‖
14

3

L2

+M
4

3 ρ̄
7

3‖∇u‖
16

3

L2 + ρ̄‖∇u‖4L2).

(3.12)

Similarly, the second term can be bounded as
∫

Ω
(ρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yuut) ≤ ǫ‖√ρut‖2L2 + ρ̄‖∇u‖2L2(C1‖∇2u‖L2‖∇u‖L2 + C2‖∇u‖2L2)

≤ ǫ‖√ρut‖2L2 + C(ρ̄‖∇u‖3L2‖∇2u‖L2 + ρ̄‖∇u‖4L2)

≤ ǫ‖√ρut‖2L2 + C(ρ̄3/2M‖√ρut‖L2‖∇u‖3L2 + ρ̄2M‖∇u‖5L2

+ ρ̄
5

2M
3

2‖∇u‖
11

2

L2 + ρ̄3M2‖∇u‖6L2 + ρ̄‖∇u‖4L2)

≤ ǫ‖√ρut‖2L2 + C(ρ̄2M‖∇u‖5L2 + ρ̄
5

2M
3

2‖∇u‖
11

2

L2

+ ρ̄3M2‖∇u‖6L2 + ρ̄‖∇u‖4L2).

(3.13)

For the last term, by direct estimates, we get
∫

Ω
[

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yµ(ρ)|∇u||∇u| − u(x)∂xµ(ρ)|∇u||∇u|]

≤ ‖
∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds‖L∞‖∂yµ(ρ)‖L∞‖∇u‖L2‖∇u‖L2 − ‖u‖L∞‖∂xµ(ρ)‖L∞‖∇u‖L2‖∇u‖L2

≤ ‖u‖H2‖∂yµ(ρ)‖L∞‖∇u‖2L2

≤ C(ρ̄1/2M‖√ρut‖L2‖∇u‖2L2 + ρ̄M‖∇u‖4L2 + ρ̄
3

2M
3

2‖∇u‖
9

2

L2 + ρ̄2M2‖∇u‖5L2)M0

≤ ǫ‖√ρut‖2L2 + C(ρ̄M2M2
0 ‖∇u‖4L2 + ρ̄MM0‖∇u‖4L2 + ρ̄

3

2M
3

2M0‖∇u‖
9

2

L2 + ρ̄2M2M0‖∇u‖5L2).
(3.14)

Substituting (3.12)-(3.14) into (3.11), we obtain
∫

Ω
ρu2t +

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2 ≤ CQ‖∇u‖2L2 , (3.15)

where

Q :=ρ̄‖∇u‖2L2 + ρ̄M2M2
0 ‖∇u‖2L2 + ρ̄MM0‖∇u‖2L2 +M

2

3 ρ̄
5

3 ‖∇u‖
8

3

L2

+M
4

3 ρ̄
7

3‖∇u‖
10

3

L2 + ρ̄2M‖∇u‖3L2 + ρ̄2M2M0‖∇u‖3L2 + ρ̄
5

2M
3

2‖∇u‖
7

2

L2

+ ρ̄3M2‖∇u‖4L2 + ρ̄
3

2M
3

2M0‖∇u‖
5

2

L2 .

(3.16)
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Integrating with respect to time on [0, t] and using the fact that µ ≥ µ > 0 gives

2

µ

∫ t

0

∫

Ω
ρu2tds +

∫

Ω
|∇u|2 ≤

∫ t

0

CQ
µ

‖∇u(s)‖2L2ds+

∫

Ω

µ(ρ0)

µ
|∇u0|2

≤
∫ t

0

CQ
µ

(‖∇u(s)‖2L2 +
2

µ

∫ s

0

∫

Ω
ρu2t (τ)dτ)ds +

∫

Ω

µ(ρ0)

µ
|∇u0|2

(3.17)
Applying Gronwall inequality , we deduce that

2

µ

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
ρu2tdt+ sup

t∈[0,T ]

∫

Ω
|∇u|2

≤ 1

µ

∫

Ω
µ(ρ0)|∇u0|2 +

1

µ

∫

Ω
µ(ρ0)|∇u0|2 ·

∫ T

0

CQ
µ

dt · exp(
∫ T

0

CQ
µ

dt).

(3.18)

According to Lemmas 3.1, (3.4) and Poincaré inequality, one has

∫ T

0

CQ
µ

dt ≤ C

{
ρ̄+ ρ̄M2M2

0 + ρ̄MM0 +M
2

3 ρ̄
5

3 +M
4

3 ρ̄
7

3 + ρ̄2M + ρ̄2M2M0

+ ρ̄
5

2M
3

2 + ρ̄3M2 + ρ̄
3

2M
3

2M0

}
ρ̄

µ2
‖∇u0‖2L2 .

(3.19)

Now we choose γ0 small enough such that

C(ρ̄+ ρ̄M4 + ρ̄M2 +M
2

3 ρ̄
5

3 +M
4

3 ρ̄
7

3 + ρ̄2M + ρ̄2M3 + ρ̄
5

2M
3

2 + ρ̄3M2 + ρ̄
3

2M
5

2 )
ρ̄

µ2
γ20 ≤ ln 2.

It follows from (3.18), (3.19) and (3.5) that

2

µ

∫ T

0

∫

Ω
ρu2t dt+ sup

t∈[0,T ]

∫

Ω
|∇u|2 ≤ µ̄

µ
‖∇u0‖2L2 +

µ̄

µ
‖∇u0‖2 · ln2 · 2

= (2 ln 2 + 1)
µ̄

µ
‖∇u0‖L2 .

(3.20)

�

Recall that ‖∇ρ‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ(t)‖L2(Ω) ≤ (‖∇ρ0‖L∞(Ω) + ‖∇2ρ0‖L2(Ω)) exp
∫ t
0 ‖u(s)‖H3(Ω)ds.

To prove that ‖∇ρ(t)‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ(t)‖L2 ≤ 4M0, we still need the H3-regularity of the velocity
u. In fact, we need the following several lemmas to deal with ‖u‖H3 . First, we estiblish some
time weighted estimates.

Lemma 3.4 Assume that (ρ, u,w, P ) is the unique strong solution to the system (1.1)-(1.4) on
Ω× (0, T ) with the initial data satisfying the assumptions in Theorem 1.1 and (3.3)-(3.5). Then
it holds that

2

µ

∫ T

0
(t

∫

Ω
ρu2t )dt+ sup

t∈[0,T ]
(t

∫

Ω
|∇u|2) ≤ (2 ln 2 + 1)

µ̄ρ̄

2µ2
‖∇u0‖2L2 . (3.21)

Proof. Multiplying (3.15) by t and adding the term 1
2

∫
Ω µ(ρ)|∇u|2, we have

t

∫

Ω
ρu2t +

1

2

d

dt
(t

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2) ≤ tCQ‖∇u‖2L2 +

1

2

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2. (3.22)
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Integrating with respect to time on [0, t] and using the fact that µ ≥ µ > 0, we get

2

µ

∫ t

0
(s

∫

Ω
ρu2t )ds+ sup

t∈[0,T ]
(t

∫

Ω
|∇u|2)

≤
∫ t

0
(
CQ
µ

s‖∇u‖2L2)ds+
1

µ

∫ t

0
(

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2)ds

≤
∫ t

0

CQ
µ

(s‖∇u(s)‖2L2 +
2

µ

∫ s

0
τ

∫

Ω
ρu2t (τ)dτ)ds +

1

µ

∫ t

0
(

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2)ds.

(3.23)

By Gronwall inequality, assumption (3.5), Poincaré inequality and Lemma 3.1 , we deduce

2

µ

∫ T

0
(t

∫

Ω
ρu2t )dt+ sup

t∈[0,T ]
(t

∫

Ω
|∇u|2)

≤ 1

µ

∫ T

0
(

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2)dt+ 1

µ

∫ T

0
(

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2)dt ·

∫ T

0

CQ
µ

dt · exp(
∫ T

0

CQ
µ

dt)

≤ (2 ln 2 + 1)
µ̄ρ̄

2µ2
‖∇u0‖2L2 .

(3.24)

�

Lemma 3.5 Assume that (ρ, u,w, P ) is the unique strong solution to the system (1.1)-(1.4) on
Ω× (0, T ) with the initial data satisfying the assumptions in Theorem 1.1 and (3.3)-(3.5). Then
it holds that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

t

∫

Ω
ρu2t + 2µ

∫ T

0
(t

∫

Ω
|∇ut|2)dt ≤ CΘ1‖∇u0‖2L2 · exp

[
CΘ2

]
, (3.25)

and

sup
t∈[0,T ]

t2
∫

Ω
ρu2t + 2µ

∫ T

0
(t2

∫
|∇ut|2)dt ≤ Cρ̄Θ1‖∇u0‖2L2 · exp

[
CΘ2

]
, (3.26)

where Θ1 = 1 +M4ρ̄4 + ρ̄5M5 +M6ρ̄6 and Θ2 = C(M4ρ̄2 + ρ̄2 + ρ̄4).

Proof. Taking t-derivative of the horizontal momentum equations (1.1)2, we deduce that

ρutt + ρu∂xut − ρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yut − ∂x(µ(ρ)∂xut)− ∂y(µ(ρ)∂yut) + ∂xPt

= −ρtut − (ρu)t∂xu+ (ρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds)t∂yu+ ∂x(µ(ρ)t∂xu) + ∂y(µ(ρ)t∂yu).

(3.27)

Multiplying (3.27) by tut and integrating (by parts) over Ω yields

t

2

d

dt

∫

Ω
ρu2t + t

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇ut|2

= − t

2

∫

Ω
ρtu

2
t − t

∫

Ω
(ρu)t∂xuut + t

∫

Ω
(ρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds)t∂yuut −

t

2

∫

Ω
(µ(ρ))t

d|∇u|2
dt

.

(3.28)

Noting the fact that 0 < µ ≤ µ, one has

t

2µ

d

dt

∫

Ω
ρu2t + t

∫

Ω
|∇ut|2 = − t

2µ

∫

Ω
ρtu

2
t −

t

µ

∫

Ω
(ρu)t∂xuut

+
t

µ

∫

Ω
(ρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds)t∂yuut −

t

2µ

∫

Ω
(µ(ρ))t

d|∇u|2
dt

=

4∑

i=1

Ii.

(3.29)
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Using (1.1)1 and Poincaré inequality, we estimate the term I1 as

I1 = − t

2µ

∫

Ω
ρtu

2
t

=
t

2µ

∫

Ω
[∂x(ρu)− ∂y(ρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds)]utut

= − t

µ

∫

Ω
ρu∂xutut +

t

µ

∫

Ω
ρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yutut

≤ t

µ
‖ρut‖L2

yL
∞

x
‖∂xut‖L2‖∇u‖L2 +

t

µ
‖ρut‖L2

yL
∞

x
‖
∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds‖L2

xL
∞

y
‖∂yut‖L2

≤ C
t

µ
(‖∂xρut + ρ∂xut‖

1

2

L2‖ρut‖
1

2

L2 + ‖ρut‖L2)‖∇ut‖L2‖∇u‖L2

≤ C
t

µ
[(M0‖ut‖

1

2

L2 + ρ̄
1

2‖∂xut‖
1

2

L2)‖ρut‖
1

2

L2 + ‖ρut‖L2 ]‖∇ut‖L2‖∇u‖L2

≤ C(
t

µ
ρ̄

1

4M0‖∇ut‖
3

2

L2‖∇u‖L2‖√ρut‖
1

2

L2 +
t

µ
ρ̄

3

4 ‖∇ut‖
3

2

L2‖∇u‖L2‖√ρut‖
1

2

L2

+
t

µ
ρ̄

1

2 ‖∇ut‖L2‖∇u‖L2‖√ρut‖L2).

(3.30)

Applying Young’s inequality, we deduce that

I1 ≤ ǫt‖∇ut‖2 + Ctρ̄M4
0 ‖

√
ρut‖2‖∇u‖4 + Ctρ̄3‖√ρut‖2‖∇u‖4

+ Ctρ̄‖√ρut‖2‖∇u‖2,
(3.31)

where ǫ is some small number.

To estimate I2, taking the mass equation (1.1)1 into consideration, we get

I2 = − t

µ

∫

Ω
(ρu)t∂xuut = − t

µ

∫

Ω
ρtu∂xuut −

t

µ

∫

Ω
ρut∂xuut

=
t

µ

∫

Ω
[∂xρu− ∂yρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds]u∂xuut −

t

µ

∫

Ω
ρut∂xuut = I21 + I22.

It follows from Sobolev embedding inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, and Lemma 3.3
that

I21 =
t

µ

∫

Ω
[∂xρuu∂xuut − ∂yρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)dsu∂xuut]

≤ t

µ
‖∂xρ‖L∞‖u‖L∞‖u‖L2

xL
∞

y
‖∂xu‖L2‖ut‖L2

yL
∞

x

+
t

µ
‖∂yρ‖L∞‖u‖L∞‖

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds‖L2

xL
∞

y
‖∂xu‖L2‖ut‖L2

yL
∞

x

≤ t

µ
M0‖u‖H2‖∇u‖2L2‖∇ut‖L2

≤ C
t

µ
M0(ρ̄

1/2M‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄M‖∇u‖2L2 + ρ̄
3

2M
3

2‖∇u‖
5

2

L2 + ρ̄2M2‖∇u‖3L2)‖∇u‖2L2‖∇ut‖L2

≤ ǫt‖∇ut‖2 + Ct(M2
0 ρ̄M

2‖√ρut‖2L2‖∇u‖4 +M2
0M

2ρ̄2‖∇u‖8L2 +M2
0M

3ρ̄3‖∇u‖9L2

+M2
0M

4ρ̄4‖∇u‖10L2),
(3.32)
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where ǫ is some small number. Similarly, it holds that

I22 = − t

µ

∫

Ω
ρut∂xuut

≤ t

µ
‖ρut‖L2

yL
∞

x
‖∇u‖L2‖∇ut‖L2

≤ ǫt‖∇ut‖2 + Ctρ̄M4
0 ‖

√
ρut‖2‖∇u‖4 + Ctρ̄3‖√ρut‖2‖∇u‖4 + Ctρ̄‖√ρut‖2‖∇u‖2,

(3.33)

where ǫ is some small number.

To bound the term I3, we rewrite it as

I3 =
t

µ

∫

Ω
(ρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds)t∂yuut

=
t

µ

∫

Ω
[ρt

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yuut] +

t

µ

∫

Ω
[ρ

∫ y

0
∂xut(s)ds∂yuut]

= − t

µ

∫

Ω
[(∂xρu− ∂yρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds)

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yuut] +

t

µ

∫

Ω
[ρ

∫ y

0
∂xut(s)ds∂yuut]

= I31 + I32.

Owing to Young’s inequality and Sobolev embedding inequality, we deduce that

I31 ≤
t

µ
‖∂xρ‖L∞‖u‖L∞‖

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds‖L∞

y L2
x
‖∂yu‖L2‖ut‖L∞

x L2
y

+
t

µ
‖∂yρ‖L∞‖

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds‖L∞‖

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds‖L∞

y L2
x
‖∂yu‖L2‖ut‖L∞

x L2
y

≤ t

µ
M0‖u‖H2‖∇u‖2L2‖∇ut‖L2

≤ ǫt‖∇ut‖2L2 +Ct(M2
0 ρ̄M

2‖√ρut‖2L2‖∇u‖4L2 +M2
0M

2ρ̄2‖∇u‖8L2

+M2
0M

3ρ̄3‖∇u‖9L2 +M2
0M

4ρ̄4‖∇u‖10L2),

(3.34)

where ǫ is some small number. A similar argument to I32 yields

I32 =
t

µ

∫

Ω
[ρ

∫ y

0
∂xut(s)ds∂yuut]

≤ t

µ
‖ρut‖L2

yL
∞

x
‖
∫ y

0
∂xut(s)ds‖L2

xL
∞

y
‖∂yu‖L2

≤ t

µ
‖ρut‖L2

yL
∞

x
‖∇u‖L2‖∇ut‖L2

≤ ǫt‖∇ut‖2 + Ctρ̄M4
0 ‖

√
ρut‖2‖∇u‖4 + Ctρ̄3‖√ρut‖2‖∇u‖4 + Ctρ̄‖√ρut‖2‖∇u‖2,

(3.35)

where ǫ is some small number.



14

Concerning the last term I4, by direct estimates, one has

I4 = − t

µ

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)t∇u∇ut

=
t

µ

∫

Ω
[∂xµ(ρ)u− ∂yµ(ρ)

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds]∇u∇ut

≤ t

µ
‖∇µ(ρ)‖L∞‖u‖H2‖∇u‖L2‖∇ut‖L2

≤ C
t

µ
M0(ρ̄

1/2M‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄M‖∇u‖2L2 + ρ̄
3

2M
3

2 ‖∇u‖
5

2

L2 + ρ̄2M2‖∇u‖3L2)‖∇u‖L2‖∇ut‖L2

≤ ǫt‖∇ut‖2 + Ct(M2
0 ρ̄M

2‖√ρut‖2L2‖∇u‖2L2 +M2
0M

2ρ̄2‖∇u‖6L2 +M2
0M

3ρ̄3‖∇u‖7L2

+M2
0M

4ρ̄4‖∇u‖8L2),
(3.36)

where ǫ is some small number.

Substituting all the above estimates (3.31)-(3.36) into (3.29) and choosing ǫ small enough,
we deduce that

t

2µ

d

dt

∫

Ω
ρu2t + t

∫

Ω
|∇ut|2

≤ Ct(ρ̄M4
0 ‖

√
ρut‖2L2‖∇u‖4L2 + ρ̄3‖√ρut‖2L2‖∇u‖4L2 + ρ̄‖√ρut‖2L2‖∇u‖2L2

+M2
0 ρ̄M

2‖√ρut‖2L2‖∇u‖2L2 +M2
0M

2ρ̄2‖∇u‖6L2 +M2
0M

3ρ̄3‖∇u‖7L2 +M2
0M

4ρ̄4‖∇u‖8L2

+M2
0 ρ̄M

2‖√ρut‖2L2‖∇u‖4 +M2
0M

2ρ̄2‖∇u‖8L2 +M2
0M

3ρ̄3‖∇u‖9L2 +M2
0M

4ρ̄4‖∇u‖10L2).
(3.37)

Adding the term 1
2µ

∫
Ω ρu2t into (3.37), one has

1

2µ

d

dt
(t

∫

Ω
ρu2t ) + t

∫

Ω
|∇ut|2

≤ Ct‖√ρut‖2L2(ρ̄M
4
0 ‖∇u‖4L2 + ρ̄3‖∇u‖4L2 + ρ̄‖∇u‖2L2 +M2

0 ρ̄M
2‖∇u‖2L2 +M2

0 ρ̄M
2‖∇u‖4L2)

+ Ct(M2
0M

2ρ̄2‖∇u‖6L2 +M2
0M

3ρ̄3‖∇u‖7L2 +M2
0M

4ρ̄4‖∇u‖8L2 +M2
0M

2ρ̄2‖∇u‖8L2

+M2
0M

3ρ̄3‖∇u‖9L2 +M2
0M

4ρ̄4‖∇u‖10L2) +
1

2µ
‖√ρut‖2L2 .

(3.38)
Integrating with respect to time on [0, t] and using the fact that µ ≥ µ > 0, we get

t

∫

Ω
ρu2t + 2µ

∫ t

0
s

∫

Ω
|∇ut|2ds

≤
∫ t

0
Cs‖√ρut‖2L2(ρ̄M

4
0 ‖∇u‖4L2 + ρ̄3‖∇u‖4L2 + ρ̄‖∇u‖2L2 +M2

0 ρ̄M
2‖∇u‖2L2

+M2
0 ρ̄M

2‖∇u‖4L2)ds +

∫ t

0
Cs(M2

0M
2ρ̄2‖∇u‖6L2 +M2

0M
3ρ̄3‖∇u‖7L2 +M2

0M
4ρ̄4‖∇u‖8L2

+M2
0M

2ρ̄2‖∇u‖8L2 +M2
0M

3ρ̄3‖∇u‖9L2 +M2
0M

4ρ̄4‖∇u‖10L2)ds+

∫ t

0
‖√ρut‖2L2ds

≤
∫ t

0
CQ2(s‖

√
ρut‖2L2 + 2µ

∫ s

0
τ

∫

Ω
|∇ut|2dτ)ds + t‖∇u‖2L2

∫ t

0
CQ1ds +

∫ t

0
‖√ρut‖2L2ds,
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where

Q1 = M2
0M

2ρ̄2‖∇u‖4L2 +M2
0M

3ρ̄3‖∇u‖5L2 +M2
0M

4ρ̄4‖∇u‖6L2

+M2
0M

2ρ̄2‖∇u‖6L2 +M2
0M

3ρ̄3‖∇u‖7L2 +M2
0M

4ρ̄4‖∇u‖8L2 ,

and
Q2 = ρ̄M4

0 ‖∇u‖4 + ρ̄3‖∇u‖4 + ρ̄‖∇u‖2 +M2
0 ρ̄M

2‖∇u‖2 +M2
0 ρ̄M

2‖∇u‖4.
Gronwall’s inequality yields

sup
t∈[0,T ]

t

∫

Ω
ρu2t + 2µ

∫ T

0
(t

∫

Ω
|∇ut|2)dt

≤
∫ T

0
‖√ρut‖2L2dt+ sup

t∈[0,T ]
t‖∇u‖2L2

∫ T

0
CQ1dt

+

∫ T

0
(t‖∇u‖2L2

∫ t

0
CQ1ds+

∫ t

0
‖√ρut‖2L2ds) · CQ2 · exp(

∫ t

0
CQ2ds)dt

≤ ( sup
t∈[0,T ]

t‖∇u‖2L2

∫ T

0
CQ1dt+

∫ T

0
‖√ρut‖2L2dt) ·

∫ T

0
CQ2dt · exp(

∫ T

0
CQ2dt),

≤ ( sup
t∈[0,T ]

t‖∇u‖2L2

∫ T

0
CQ1dt+

∫ T

0
‖√ρut‖2L2dt) · exp(

∫ T

0
CQ2dt)

(3.39)

By using Lemma 3.1 and (3.4), one obtains

∫ T

0
CQ1dt ≤

∫ T

0
C(M2

0M
2ρ̄2‖∇u‖4L2 +M2

0M
3ρ̄3‖∇u‖5L2 +M2

0M
4ρ̄4‖∇u‖6L2

+M2
0M

2ρ̄2‖∇u‖6L2 +M2
0M

3ρ̄3‖∇u‖7L2 +M2
0M

4ρ̄4‖∇u‖8L2)dt

≤ C(M4ρ̄3 +M5ρ̄4 +M6ρ̄5)‖u0‖2L2 ,

(3.40)

and

∫ T

0
CQ2dt ≤

∫ T

0
C(ρ̄M4

0 ‖∇u‖4 + ρ̄3‖∇u‖4 + ρ̄‖∇u‖2 +M2
0 ρ̄M

2‖∇u‖2 +M2
0 ρ̄M

2‖∇u‖4)dt

≤ C(M4ρ̄2 + ρ̄2 + ρ̄4)‖u0‖2L2 .
(3.41)

Taking (3.21) and (3.6) into account and using Poincaré inequality, we obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

t

∫

Ω
ρu2t + 2µ

∫ T

0
(t

∫

Ω
|∇ut|2)dt

≤
[
Cρ̄(M4ρ̄3 +M5ρ̄4 +M6ρ̄5)‖∇u0‖2L2

+ (2 ln 2 + 1)
µ̄

2
‖∇u0‖L2

]
· exp

[
C(M4ρ̄2 + ρ̄2 + ρ̄4)‖u0‖2L2

]

≤ C(M4ρ̄4 +M5ρ̄5 +M6ρ̄6 + 1)‖∇u0‖2L2 · exp
[
C(M4ρ̄2 + ρ̄2 + ρ̄4)

]
.

(3.42)
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Next we turn to the t2-weighted estimates. To do this, multiplying (3.38) by t, one has

t

2µ

d

dt
(t

∫

Ω
ρu2t ) + t2

∫

Ω
|∇ut|2

≤ Ct2‖√ρut‖2L2(ρ̄M
4
0 ‖∇u‖4L2 + ρ̄3‖∇u‖4L2 + ρ̄‖∇u‖2L2 +M2

0 ρ̄M
2‖∇u‖2L2 +M2

0 ρ̄M
2‖∇u‖4L2)

+ Ct2(M2
0M

2ρ̄2‖∇u‖6L2 +M2
0M

3ρ̄3‖∇u‖7L2 +M2
0M

4ρ̄4‖∇u‖8L2 +M2
0M

2ρ̄2‖∇u‖8L2

+M2
0M

3ρ̄3‖∇u‖9L2 +M2
0M

4ρ̄4‖∇u‖10L2) +
t

2µ
‖√ρut‖2.

(3.43)
Similar to the method of (3.38), adding the term t

2µ

∫
Ω ρu2t into (3.43), we deduce that

1

2µ

d

dt
[t2

∫

Ω
ρu2t ] + t2

∫

Ω
|∇ut|2

≤ Ct2‖√ρut‖2L2(ρ̄M
4
0 ‖∇u‖4L2 + ρ̄3‖∇u‖4L2 + ρ̄‖∇u‖2L2 +M2

0 ρ̄M
2‖∇u‖2L2 +M2

0 ρ̄M
2‖∇u‖4L2)

+ Ct2‖∇u‖4L2(M
2
0M

2ρ̄2‖∇u‖2L2 +M2
0M

3ρ̄3‖∇u‖3L2 +M2
0M

4ρ̄4‖∇u‖4L2

+M2
0M

2ρ̄2‖∇u‖4L2 +M2
0M

3ρ̄3‖∇u‖5L2 +M2
0M

4ρ̄4‖∇u‖6L2) +
t

µ
‖√ρut‖2L2 .

(3.44)
Integrating with respect to time on [0, t] and using the fact that µ ≥ µ > 0, we get

t2
∫

Ω
ρu2t + 2µ

∫ t

0
s2

∫

Ω
|∇ut|2ds

≤
∫ t

0
Cs2‖√ρut‖2L2Q2ds+

∫ t

0
Cs2‖∇u‖4L2Q3ds +

∫ t

0
2s‖√ρut‖2L2ds

≤
∫ t

0
CQ2(s

2‖√ρut‖2L2 + 2µ

∫ s

0
τ2

∫

Ω
|∇ut|2dτ)ds+

∫ t

0
Cs2‖∇u‖4L2Q3ds+

∫ t

0
2s‖√ρut‖2L2ds,

where
Q3 = M2

0M
2ρ̄2‖∇u‖2L2 +M2

0M
3ρ̄3‖∇u‖3L2 +M2

0M
4ρ̄4‖∇u‖4L2

+M2
0M

2ρ̄2‖∇u‖4L2 +M2
0M

3ρ̄3‖∇u‖5L2 +M2
0M

4ρ̄4‖∇u‖6L2 .

Applying Gronwall’s inequality, Lemma 3.1, (3.4) and Lemma 3.4, we obtain that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

t2
∫

Ω
ρu2t + 2µ

∫ T

0
(t2

∫

Ω
|∇ut|2)dt

≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

t2‖∇u‖4L2

∫ T

0
CQ3dt+ 2

∫ T

0
t‖√ρut‖2L2dt

+ ( sup
t∈[0,T ]

t2‖∇u‖4L2

∫ T

0
CQ3dt+

∫ T

0
t‖√ρut‖2L2dt) ·

∫ T

0
CQ2dt · exp(

∫ T

0
CQ2dt)

≤ ( sup
t∈[0,T ]

t2‖∇u‖4L2

∫ T

0
CQ3dt+

∫ T

0
t‖√ρut‖2L2dt) · exp(

∫ T

0
CQ2dt)

≤ C(M4ρ̄5 +M5ρ̄6 +M6ρ̄7 + ρ̄)‖∇u0‖2L2 · exp
[
C(M4ρ̄2 + ρ̄2 + ρ̄4)

]
,

(3.45)

where we use ∫ T

0
CQ3dt ≤ C(M4ρ̄3 +M5ρ̄4 +M6ρ̄5)‖∇u0‖2L2 .
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Thus, we complete the proof of this lemma. �

We also have the following decay estimates.

Lemma 3.6 Assume that (ρ, u,w, P ) is the unique strong solution to the system (1.1)-(1.4) on
Ω× (0, T ) with the initial data satisfying the assumptions in Theorem 1.1 and (3.3)-(3.5). Then
it holds that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

eσt
∫

Ω
ρu2(t) + µ

∫ T

0
(eσt

∫

Ω
|∇u|2)dt ≤ ρ̄‖u0‖2L2 , (3.46)

and ∫ T

0
(eσt

2

µ

∫

Ω
ρu2t )dt+ sup

t∈[0,T ]
eσt

∫

Ω
|∇u|2 ≤ C(1 +

ρ̄

‖ρ0‖Lp

)‖u0‖2L2 , (3.47)

where σ =
µ

C‖ρ0‖Lp
for any p > 1.

Proof. Multiplying the horizontal momentum equations (1.1)2 by u and integrating by parts
over Ω, we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖√ρu‖2L2 +

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2 = 0. (3.48)

Moreover, noticing that

‖√ρu‖2L2 =

∫

Ω
ρu2 ≤ (

∫

Ω
ρp)

1

p (

∫

Ω
u2q)

1

q ≤ ‖ρ‖Lp‖u‖2L2q ≤ C‖ρ‖Lp‖∇u‖2L2

≤ C‖ρ0‖Lp‖∇u‖2L2 ≤ σ−1

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2,

(3.49)

where σ =
µ

C‖ρ0‖Lp
for p > 1.

Multiplying both sides of (3.48) and (3.49) by the term eσt, respectively, and collecting them,
we have

d

dt
[eσt‖√ρu‖2L2 ] + eσt

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2 ≤ 0.

It follows that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

eσt‖√ρu‖2L2 + µ

∫ T

0
(eσt

∫

Ω
|∇u|2)dt ≤ ‖√ρ0u0‖2L2 ≤ ρ‖u0‖2L2 . (3.50)

Recall that

2

∫

Ω
ρu2t +

d

dt

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2 ≤ CQ‖∇u‖2L2 . (3.51)

Multiplying both sides of (3.51) by the term eσt and adding the term eσtσ
∫
Ω µ(ρ)|∇u|2L2 to

both sides, we get

d

dt
(eσt

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2) + eσt2

∫

Ω
ρu2t ≤ eσt‖∇u‖2L2CQ+ eσtσ

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2. (3.52)
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Integrating with respect to time on [0, t] and using the fact that µ ≥ µ > 0, we get

eσt
∫

Ω
|∇u|2 +

∫ t

0
(
2

µ
eσs

∫

Ω
ρu2t )ds

≤
∫ t

0

CQ
µ

eσs‖∇u‖2L2ds+

∫ t

0
eσs

σ

µ

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2ds+

∫

Ω

µ(ρ0)

µ
|∇u0|2

≤
∫ t

0

CQ
µ

(eσs‖∇u‖2L2 +

∫ s

0
(
2

µ
eστ

∫

Ω
ρu2tdτ))ds

+

∫ t

0
eσs

σ

µ

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2ds+

∫

Ω

µ(ρ0)

µ
|∇u0|2

By Gronwall inequality in integral form

sup
t∈[0,T ]

eσt
∫

Ω
|∇u|2 +

∫ T

0
(eσt

2

µ

∫

Ω
ρu2t )dt

≤
∫ T

0
(eσt

σ

µ

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2)dt+

∫

Ω
µ(ρ0)

|∇u0|2
µ

+ [

∫ T

0
(eσt

σ

µ

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇u|2) +

∫

Ω
µ(ρ0)

|∇u0|2
µ

dt] ·
∫ T

0

CQ
µ

dt · exp(
∫ T

0

CQ
µ

dt)

≤ (1 +
ρ̄

‖ρ0‖Lp

)(1 + 2ln2)
µ̄

µ
‖∇u0‖2L2 .

(3.53)

Hence, it follows that
∫ T

0
(eσt

2

µ

∫

Ω
ρu2t )dt+ sup

t∈[0,T ]
eσt

∫

Ω
|∇u|2 ≤ C(1 +

ρ̄

‖ρ0‖Lp

)‖∇u0‖2L2 . (3.54)

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.6. �

Before stating the H3-regularity of the velocity u, we present an estimate for
∫ T
0 ‖∇ut‖2L2 as

follows.

Lemma 3.7 Assume that (ρ, u,w, P ) is the unique strong solution to the system (1.1)-(1.4) on
Ω× [0, T ], and the initial data satisfies the assumptions in Theorem 1.1 and (3.3)-(3.5). Then,
for every t ∈ [0, T ], it holds that

‖√ρut‖2L2 + µ

∫ t

0
‖∇ut(s)‖2L2ds ≤ (ρ̄‖V1‖2L2 + CM2

0Θ3‖∇u0‖2L2) exp(Cρ̄Θ3‖∇u0‖2L2), (3.55)

where Θ3 = ρ̄M2 + ρ̄3M2 + ρ̄4M3 + ρ̄5M4.

Proof. Multiplying (3.27) by ut and integrating by parts over Ω, we have

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω
ρu2t +

∫

Ω
µ(ρ)|∇ut|2

= −
∫

Ω

ρt
2
u2t −

∫

Ω
(ρu)t∂xuut +

∫

Ω
(ρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds)t∂yuut −

1

2

∫

Ω
µt(ρ)

d|∇u|2
dt

= −
∫

Ω

ρt
2
u2t −

∫

Ω
ρtu∂xuut −

∫

Ω
ρut∂xuut +

∫

Ω
[ρt

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yuut]

+

∫

Ω
[ρ

∫ y

0
∂xut(s)ds∂yuut]−

∫

Ω
µt(ρ)∇u∇ut =

6∑

i=1

Ji.

(3.56)
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By direct estimates and Young inequality, we have

J1 =
1

2

∫

Ω
(u∂xρ−

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yρ)utut

≤ ρ̄
1

2 ‖u‖H2‖√ρut‖L2‖∇ut‖L2

≤ Cρ̄‖u‖2H2‖
√
ρut‖2L2 +

µ

2
‖∇ut‖2L2 .

(3.57)

It follows from Hölder’s inequality and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality that

J2 = −
∫

Ω
ρtu∂xuut = ‖u‖H2‖∂xρ‖L∞‖∂xu‖L2‖ut‖L∞

x L2
y
‖u‖L2

xL
∞

y

+ ‖u‖H2‖∂xρ‖L∞‖∂xu‖L2‖ut‖L∞

x L2
y
‖
∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds‖L2

xL
∞

y

≤ C‖∇ρ‖2L∞‖u‖2H2‖∇u‖4L2 +
µ

2
‖∇ut‖2L2 .

(3.58)

Similarly,

J3 = −
∫

Ω
ρut∂xuut

≤ √
ρ̄‖√ρut‖L2‖ut‖L∞

x L2
y
‖∂xu‖L2

xL
∞

y

≤ Cρ̄‖√ρut‖2L2‖u‖2H2 +
µ

2
‖∇ut‖2L2 .

(3.59)

Applying anisotropic Sobolev embedding theorem and Young inequality, one has

J4 =

∫

Ω
[(u∂xρ−

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yρ)

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yuut]

≤ ‖u‖L∞‖∂xρ‖L∞‖
∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds‖L2

xL
∞

y
‖∂yu‖L2‖ut‖L∞

x L2
y

+ ‖
∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds‖L∞‖∂yρ‖L∞‖

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds‖L2

xL
∞

y
‖∂yu‖L2‖ut‖L∞

x L2
y

≤ C‖∇ρ‖2L∞‖u‖2H2‖∇u‖4L2 +
µ

2
‖∇ut‖2L2 ,

(3.60)

J5 =

∫

Ω
[ρ

∫ y

0
∂xut(s)ds∂yuut]

≤ ‖
∫ y

0
∂xut(s)ds‖L2

xL
∞

y
‖∂yu‖L2

yL
∞

x
‖ρut‖L2

≤ Cρ̄‖√ρut‖2L2‖u‖2H2 +
µ

2
‖∇ut‖2L2 ,

(3.61)

and

J6 =

∫

Ω
µt(ρ)∇u∇ut ≤ C‖∇ρ‖2L∞‖u‖2H2‖∇u‖4L2 +

µ

2
‖∇ut‖2L2 . (3.62)

Substituting the above estimates J1-J6 into (3.57) we obtain

d

dt

∫

Ω
ρu2t + µ

∫

Ω
|∇ut|2 ≤ C(ρ̄‖u‖2H2‖

√
ρut‖2L2 +M2

0 ‖∇u‖4L2‖u‖2H2). (3.63)
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Then, integrating it over (0, t) ⊂ (0, T ) and using Lemma 3.1-3.3, one has

‖√ρut‖2L2 + µ

∫ t

0

∫

Ω
|∇ut|2ds

≤ [‖√ρut(0)‖2L2 +C

∫ T

0
(M2

0 ‖∇u‖4L2‖u‖2H2)ds] exp(Cρ̄

∫ T

0
‖u‖2H2ds)

≤ [ρ̄‖V1‖2L2 + CM2
0Θ3‖∇u0‖2L2 ] exp(Cρ̄Θ3‖∇u0‖2L2),

(3.64)

where Θ3 = ρ̄M2 + ρ̄3M2 + ρ̄4M3 + ρ̄5M4. Then, we complete the proof of this lemma . �

Remark 3.1 When we deal with the term of ‖√ρut(0)‖L2 , we first need to regularize the
initial data (ρ0, u0, P0). That is, for each δ ∈ (0, 1), that we choose ρδ0 ∈ C2+α such that
0 < δ ≤ ρδ0 ≤ ρ0 + 1, ρδ0 → ρ0 in W 2,2 as δ → 0, and denote by (uδ0, P

δ
0 ) ∈ H1(Ω) × L2(Ω) a

solution to the problem

−ρδ0u
δ
0∂xu

δ
0 + ρδ0

∫ y

0
∂xu

δ
0(s)ds∂yu

δ
0 − ∂xP

δ
0 + ∂x(µ(ρ

δ
0)∂xu

δ
0) + ∂y(µ(ρ

δ
0)∂yu

δ
0) := ρδ0V1. (3.65)

In fact, with such regularized initial data and the compatibility condition (3.65), we can get
corresponding solutions (ρδ, uδ , P δ) satisfying the estimates in Lemma 3.1-3.9 and these estimates
are independent of δ. Then we use the standard compactness arguments to get the desired result.

With the help of Lemmas 3.4-3.7, we can now estimate ‖u‖L1(0,T ;H3(Ω)).

Lemma 3.8 Assume that (ρ, u,w, P ) is the unique strong solution to the system (1.1)-(1.4) on
Ω× (0, T ) with the initial data satisfying the assumptions in Theorem 1.1 and (3.3)-(3.5). Then
it holds that
∫ T

0
‖u‖H3dt ≤ C̃Θ5(ρ̄C +M2

0Θ3‖∇u0‖2L2) exp(Cρ̄Θ3‖∇u0‖2L2)
√

T0

+ C̃Θ5(ρ̄‖∇u0‖2L2 ·Θ1 · exp(Θ2))
1

2

1√
T0

+ C̃M5ρ̄2‖∇u0‖2L2 + C̃Θ6ρ̄‖∇u0‖2L2 ,

(3.66)

where Θ5 = M5ρ̄ + M4, Θ6 = M5ρ̄ + M5ρ̄3 + M
11

2 ρ̄
3

2 + M6ρ̄2 + M6ρ̄4 + M7ρ̄5, and T0 < T
which is to be determined later.

Proof. It follows from the regularity theory for the density-dependent hydrostatic Stokes
system (see Lemma 2.2) that

‖u‖H3 ≤ C̃M3‖ − ρut + ρu∂xu+ ρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yu‖H1 , L1 + L2, (3.67)

where

L1 = C̃M3(‖√ρ
√
ρut‖L2 + ‖ρu∂xu‖L2 + ‖ρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yu‖L2),

and

L2 =C̃M3(‖∇ρut‖L2 + ‖ρ∇ut‖L2 + ‖∇ρu∂xu‖L2 + ‖ρ∇u∂xu‖L2 + ‖ρu∇∂xu‖L2

+ ‖∇ρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yu‖L2 + ‖ρ∂xu∂yu‖L2 + ‖ρ

∫ y

0
∂xxu(s)ds∂yu‖L2

+ ‖ρ
∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∇∂yu‖L2).

(3.68)
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Similar to the proof of (3.9) in Lemma 3.3, we obtain

L1 ≤ C̃M3(ρ̄1/2‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄‖∇u‖2L2 + ρ̄‖∇u‖
5

3

L2‖∇2u‖
1

3

L2 + ρ̄‖∇u‖
3

2

L2‖∇2u‖
1

2

L2)

≤ 1

2
‖∇u‖H2 + C̃M3ρ̄1/2‖√ρut‖L2 + C̃ρ̄M3‖∇u‖2L2 + C̃ρ̄

3

2M
9

2 ‖∇u‖
5

2

L2 + C̃ρ̄2M6‖∇u‖3L2 .

(3.69)

We rewrite L2 as follow

L2 ≤ C̃M3‖∇ρut‖L2 + C̃M3‖ρ∇ut‖L2 + C̃M3‖∇ρu∂xu‖L2 + C̃M3‖ρ∇u∇u‖L2

+ C̃M3‖ρu∇2u‖L2 + C̃M3‖∇ρ

∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∂yu‖L2 + C̃M3‖ρ

∫ y

0
∂xxu(s)ds∂yu‖L2

+ C̃M3‖ρ
∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds∇∂yu‖L2) =

8∑

i=1

J2i.

(3.70)
By direct estimates, one has

L21 + L22 ≤ C̃M4‖∇ut‖L2 + C̃M3ρ̄‖∇ut‖L2 . (3.71)

Applying Hölder’s inequality, (3.10) and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we deduce that

L23 ≤ C̃M3M0‖u‖H2‖∂xu‖L2

≤ C̃M3M0‖∇u‖L2(ρ̄1/2M‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄M‖∇u‖2L2 + ρ̄
3

2M
3

2 ‖∇u‖
5

2

L2 + ρ̄2M2‖∇u‖3L2)

≤ C̃M5ρ̄
1

2 ‖√ρut‖L2‖∇u‖L2 + C̃M5ρ̄‖∇u‖3L2 + C̃M
11

2 ρ̄
3

2 ‖∇u‖
7

2

L2 + C̃M6ρ̄2‖∇u‖4L2 ,
(3.72)

L24 ≤ C̃M3ρ̄‖∇u‖L2
yL

∞

x
‖∇u‖L2

xL
∞

y
≤ C̃M3ρ̄‖u‖2H2

≤ C̃M3ρ̄(ρ̄1/2M‖√ρut‖L2 + ρ̄M‖∇u‖2L2 + ρ̄
3

2M
3

2 ‖∇u‖
5

2

L2 + ρ̄2M2‖∇u‖3L2)
2

≤ C̃M3ρ̄(ρ̄M2‖√ρut‖2L2 + ρ̄2M2‖∇u‖4L2 + ρ̄3M3‖∇u‖5L2 + ρ̄4M4‖∇u‖6L2

≤ C̃M5ρ̄2‖√ρut‖2L2 + C̃M5ρ̄3‖∇u‖4L2 + C̃M6ρ̄4‖∇u‖5L2 + C̃M7ρ̄5‖∇u‖6L2 ,

(3.73)

and
L25 ≤ C̃M3ρ̄‖u‖2H2 . (3.74)

By Sobolev and Poincaré inequalities, We estimate I26 as follows

L26 ≤ C̃M3‖∇ρ‖L∞‖
∫ y

0
∂xu(s)ds‖L∞

y L2
x
‖∂yu‖L∞

x L2
y
≤ C̃M3M0‖∇u‖L2‖u‖H2 . (3.75)

Similarly, one has
L27 + L28 ≤ C̃M3ρ̄‖u‖2H2 . (3.76)

Substituting the above estimates L21-L28 into (3.70), we have

L2 ≤C̃M4‖∇ut‖L2 + C̃M3ρ̄‖∇ut‖L2 + C̃M5ρ̄2‖√ρut‖2L2

+ C̃M5ρ̄
1

2‖√ρut‖L2‖∇u‖L2 + C̃M5ρ̄‖∇u‖3L2 + C̃M
11

2 ρ̄
3

2 ‖∇u‖
7

2

L2

+ C̃M6ρ̄2‖∇u‖4L2 + C̃M5ρ̄3‖∇u‖4L2 + C̃M6ρ̄4‖∇u‖5L2 + C̃M7ρ̄5‖∇u‖6L2 .

(3.77)
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Combining (3.69) and (3.77), one has

∫ T

0
‖u‖H3dt ≤

∫ T

0
[C̃M3ρ̄1/2‖√ρut‖L2 + C̃M4‖∇ut‖L2 + C̃M3ρ̄‖∇ut‖L2

+ C̃M5ρ̄
1

2 ‖√ρut‖L2‖∇u‖L2 + C̃M5ρ̄2‖√ρut‖2L2 + C̃ρ̄M3‖∇u‖2L2

+ C̃ρ̄
3

2M
9

2 ‖∇u‖
5

2

L2 + C̃ρ̄2M6‖∇u‖3L2 + C̃M5ρ̄‖∇u‖3L2 + C̃M
11

2 ρ̄
3

2 ‖∇u‖
7

2

L2

+ C̃M6ρ̄2‖∇u‖4L2 + C̃M5ρ̄3‖∇u‖4L2 + C̃M6ρ̄4‖∇u‖5L2 + C̃M7ρ̄5‖∇u‖6L2 ]dt

≤C̃Θ5

∫ T

0
‖∇ut‖L2dt+ C̃M5(ρ̄2 + 1)

∫ T

0
‖√ρut‖2L2dt+ C̃Θ6

∫ T

0
‖∇u‖2L2dt,

(3.78)

where Θ5 = M3ρ̄+M4+M3ρ̄
1

2 and Θ6 = M5ρ̄+M5ρ̄3+M
11

2 ρ̄
3

2 +M6ρ̄2+M6ρ̄4+M7ρ̄5.Then,
in order to obtain the estimate of ‖u‖L1(0,T ;H3(Ω)), we have to deal with the term of

∫ T

0
‖∇ut(t)‖L2dt.

Applying Hölder’s inequality, (3.26) and (3.55), one has

∫ T

0
‖∇ut‖L2dt ≤ (

∫ T0

0
‖∇ut‖2L2dt)

1

2

√
T0 + (

∫ T

T0

t2‖∇ut‖2L2dt)
1

2 (

∫ T

T0

t−2dt)
1

2

≤ C[ρ̄+M2
0Θ3‖∇u0‖2L2 ] exp(Cρ̄Θ3‖∇u0‖2L2)

√
T0

+ C[ρ̄‖∇u0‖2L2 ·Θ1 · exp(Θ2)]
1

2

1√
T0

,

(3.79)

where T0 < T is a small number which is determined later.

Thus, substituting (3.79) into (3.78) and using Poincaré inequalities, we obtain that

∫ T

0
‖u‖H3dt ≤C̃Θ5[ρ̄+M2

0Θ3‖∇u0‖2L2 ] exp(Cρ̄Θ3‖∇u0‖2L2)
√

T0

+ C̃Θ5[ρ̄‖∇u0‖2L2 ·Θ1 · exp(Θ2)]
1

2

1√
T0

+ C̃M5(ρ̄2 + 1)‖∇u0‖2L2 + C̃Θ6ρ̄‖∇u0‖2L2 .

(3.80)

Here the proof of this lemma is completed. �

In view of (3.80), we are now in a position to prove that ‖∇ρ(t)‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ(t)‖L2 ≤ 4M0,
provided the initial data ‖∇u0‖L2 and the time T0 are suitably small in some sense.

Lemma 3.9 Assume that (ρ, u,w, P ) is the unique strong solution to the system (1.1)-(1.4)
on Ω × [0, T ], and the initial data satisfies the assumptions in Theorem 1.1 and (3.3)-(3.5).
Moreover, suppose that there exists a positive number ǫ0, depending on Ω, supΩ ρ0 = ρ, ‖µ‖C2 ,
‖∇ρ0‖L∞, ‖∇2ρ0‖L2 , such that

‖∇u0‖L2 ≤ ǫ0.

Then it holds that
sup

t∈[0,T ]
‖∇ρ(t)‖L∞ + sup

t∈[0,T ]
‖∇2ρ(t)‖L2 ≤ 4M0. (3.81)
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Proof. Recall that

‖∇ρ‖L∞ ≤ ‖∇ρ0‖L∞ exp(

∫ t

0
‖u(s)‖H3ds), (3.82)

and

‖∇2ρ‖L2 ≤ (‖∇ρ0‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ0‖L2) exp(

∫ t

0
‖u(s)‖H3ds). (3.83)

Now, we can choose some small positive constant ǫ0 and then time T0 < T , satisfying

C̃Θ5[ρ̄+M2
0Θ3ǫ

2
0] exp(Cρ̄Θ3ǫ

2
0)
√

T0

+ C̃Θ5[ρ̄ǫ
2
0 ·Θ1 · exp(Θ2)]

1

2

1√
T0

+ C̃M5ρ̄2ǫ20 + C̃Θ6ρ̄ǫ
2
0 ≤ ln 2

(3.84)

Thus, if ‖∇u0‖L2 ≤ ǫ0, it follows from Lemma 3.8 that

‖∇ρ‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ‖L2 ≤ 2(2‖ρ0‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ0‖L2) ≤ 4(‖∇ρ0‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ0‖L2) = 4M0.

Here we complete the proof of Lemma 3.9. �

3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.2

With the above uniform estimates in hand, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. According to Lemma 2.4, there exists a T∗ > 0 such that the
primitive equations have a unique local strong solution (ρ, u,w, P ) on [0, T∗]. Next, we apply
the above a priori estimates in Section 3.1 to extend the local solution to a global one.

Since ‖∇ρ0‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ0‖L2 = M0 < 8M0, and thanks to the continuity of ‖∇ρ(t)‖L∞ +
‖∇2ρ(t)‖L2 and ‖∇u(t)‖L2 , there exists a T1 ∈ (0, T∗) such that

sup
0≤t≤T1

‖∇ρ(t)‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ(t)‖L2 ≤ 8M0,

and

sup
0≤t≤T1

‖∇u(t)‖2L2 ≤ 4
µ̄

µ
‖∇u0‖2L2 .

Let
T ∗ = sup

{
T |(ρ, u,w, P ) is a strong solution to (1.1) on [0, T ]

}
,

and

T ∗
1 = sup




T

∣∣∣∣∣

(ρ, u,w, P ) is a strong solution to (1.1) on [0, T ], sup
0≤t≤T

(‖∇ρ(t)‖L∞

+ ‖∇2ρ(t)‖L2) ≤ 8M0, and sup
0≤t≤T

‖∇u(t)‖2L2 ≤ (2ln2 + 1)
µ̄

µ
‖∇u0‖2L2





.

Then T ∗
1 ≥ T1 > 0. Recalling Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.9, it is easy to verify that

T ∗ = T ∗
1 ,

provided that ‖∇u0‖L2 ≤ η0 = min{γ0, ǫ0} as assumed.
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We claim that T ∗ = ∞. Otherwise assume that T ∗ < ∞. By virtue of Lemma 3.2 and Lemma
3.9, for every t ∈ [0, T ∗), it holds that

‖∇ρ(t)‖L∞ + ‖∇2ρ‖L2 ≤ 4M0 and ‖∇u(t)‖2L2 ≤ (2ln2 + 1)
µ̄

µ
‖∇u0‖2L2 ,

which contradicts the blow-up criterion (1.8) in Theorem 1.1. Hence we complete the proof of
Theorem 1.2.
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