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STABILITY ANALYSIS OF THE INCOMPRESSIBLE POROUS MEDIA
EQUATION AND THE STOKES TRANSPORT SYSTEM VIA ENERGY
STRUCTURE

JAEMIN PARK

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we revisit asymptotic stability for the two-dimensional incompressible porous
media equation and the Stokes transport system in a periodic channel. It is well-known that a stratified
density, which strictly decreases in the vertical direction, is asymptotically stable under sufficiently
small and smooth perturbations. We provide improvements in the regularity assumptions on the
perturbation and in the convergence rate. Unlike the standard approach for stability analysis relying
on linearized equations, we directly address the nonlinear problem by exploiting the energy structure
of each system. While it is widely known that the potential energy is a Lyapunov functional in both
systems, our key observation is that the second derivative of the potential energy reveals a (degenerate)
coercive structure, which arises from the fact that the solution converges to the minimizer of the energy.
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In this paper, we investigate asymptotic stability in the incompressible porous media equation (IPM)
and the Stokes transport system in a periodic channel 2 := T2 x (0,1). To introduce the models, let

us consider a continuity equation with a velocity field u(t, x),

pt + V- (up) =0, in 2 and p(oax) = pO(‘T)7
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2 JAEMIN PARK

for some nonnegative scalar-valued function pg, which will be referred to as density throughout the
paper. Neglecting physical constants, the velocity v in each model is determined by p via

0
u=—-Vp— <>,withV-u:()inQandu-ﬁzOon@Q, (IPM)
p

Au=—-Vp— <O

) , with V- w in © and u = 0 on 952, (Stokes)
p

where 77 denotes the unit normal vector on 92. We note that, given p, the above equations (referred
to as Darcy’s law and the steady Stokes equation for the IPM and the Stokes transport system,
respectively) uniquely determine the velocity w and the pressure p (up to a constant) (See e.g. [3,
Chapter 1] for the IPM and [7, Chapter IV] for the Stokes).

Both the IPM equation and the Stokes transport system describe the evolution of transported
density driven by an incompressible fluid subject to gravity. Depending on the physical context, these
equations can be interpreted in various ways. However, as our primary focus is on their mathematical
analysis, interested readers are directed to [10}/11},18] for a more detailed exploration of the physical
motivations.

In both equations, it is well-known that any stratified density, ps(z) = ps(z1, 22) = ps(x2), which is
independent of the horizontal variable z1 € T, is a steady state. Indeed, the vector field (0, ps(azg))T
can be easily represented as a gradient field. Therefore the velocity determined by either Darcy’s law
or the steady Stokes equation corresponds to a trivial vector field u = 0. In the paper, our stability
analysis will be focused on the stratified densities satisfying the following additional condition:

Oops(z2) < 0, for all z € Q. (1.1)
In the remainder of this section, we will provide a brief overview of relevant background information

and present our main results separately for each equation.

1.1. The IPM equation. We recall that the IPM equation: For (¢,z) € R* x

pt+u-Vp=0,
IPM) = 1.2
( ) u:—Vp—<0>, V-u=0, (12)
P

with boundary condition u -7 = 0 on 9 and p(0,z) = po(xz). Thanks to the incompressibility, the
velocity can be recovered in terms of the stream function W:

—A¥Y =01p in Q,

1.3
=0 on 0f). (13)

uw= VU, where ¥ is a solution to {

We first review well-posedness theory. For strong solutions, the local well-posedness with smooth
initial data for the IPM equation can be derived by a standard energy estimate in the case where
the spatial domain € does not have a boundary. More precisely, when 2 = T? or R?, any initial data
in H* for k > 2 possesses a unique local-in-time solution p € C([0,T]; H*(2)) (see [4,[15]). However,
when the boundary is present, the energy estimate becomes more involved. Especially it was proved in
[2] that the IPM equation in a periodic channel is locally wellposed in a subspace of H k (Q) for k>3
with an additional conditions on the boundary behavior of the solution (See Theorem for a more
precise statement). Unlike the local well-posedness, the problem of global existence v.s. finite time
blow-up for smooth initial data still remains open, while several blow up criteria have been established
in [4]. For weak solutions, the global existence of the weak solutions with L? initial data is currently
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not available to the best of our knowledge. The nonuniqueness in the class L>([0,T] x T?) by means
of the convex integration [19]. We also note that the global existence of patch-type solutions (the
so-called Muskat problem) with the presence of a surface tension have been established in [13] using
the optimal transport theory.

While the global well-posedness for general initial data (sufficiently smooth) is still out of reach, there
are several stability results near a particular steady state ps(x2) := 1 — x9, which, as a byproduct,
ensures the global existence. Considering the IPM equation in the spatial domain Q = R?, it was
proved in [6] that if [|po — ps|| grr(r2y < € with & > 20, the solution converges eventually to ps, satisfying

€

1p(t) = psllas@ey < C EOIEs In the same paper, the author also established asymptotic stability in

Q = T? in the class H* for k > 20 and proved that such perturbed solutions eventually converge to a
stratified density, which might not be the same as ps. Stability in a periodic channel = T x (0,1)
was investigated in [2], proving that in the class H*(Q) for k& > 10 a perturbed solution eventually
converges to a stratified density, which again might not be the same as ps. While these results
requires sufficiently large regularity on the initial perturbation, the authors in [1] recently reduced
such regularity assumptions, establishing asymptotic stability in the class H¥(R?) N H'~*(R?) for
k>3 and 0 < s < 1. We also mention the work [14] which proves asymptotic stability in a periodic
channel for a perturbation in H* for 3 < k € N, assuming that the vertical derivative of the steady
state ps is sufficiently large, depending on the size of the perturbation.

These results concerning asymptotic stability reveal the difficulty to specify a permanent description
of the long time limit of the solution. The main challenge stems from the fact that the equilibria
of the IPM are not isolated; given two stratified densities ps(x2) f(x2), any function of the form
ps(x2) + €f(x2) for any € > 0 is another equilibrium. However, as noted in [5] the IPM equation is
a transport equation with an incompressible flow, therefore as long as such a limit is achieved as a
strong limit in C!, each super-level set of the solution p(t) must preserve its topological properties
and the area. Given an initial data, a stratified density preserving such properties can be uniquely
determined as the so-called vertical (decreasing) rearrangement p*,

p(x) = p*(z) = /0 Lio<za<|{p>s}(}dS-

Note that such vertical rearrangement is invariant under any measure preserving continuous diffeo-
morphism, especially, p(t)* = pj. From this property, one can easily deduce that the long-time limit
that was not specified in the above earlier works must be indeed pg, which can be precisely specified
from the initial data.

A somewhat trivial but crucial observation is that p* is a local minimizer of the potential energy
defined as

Ep(p) == / p(x)xodz.
Q
More precisely, one can easily deduce that for any measure preserving diffeomorphism h : Q — Q, it
holds that
Ep(p*oh) > Ep(p"),

and the equality is obtained if and only if A is the identity map. Moreover, the potential energy is a
Lyapunov functional to the IPM equation in the sense that given a sufficiently smooth solution p(t),

namely,
SBe(p(0) = [ wspde = [ u- (0) iz =~ [ Jua,
dt Q Q p Q

where the last equality is due to Darcy’s law and the incompressibility of the flow. In this view, the
solution to the IPM equation can be thought of as a minimizing curve associated to the potential
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energy whose long-time limit is the ground state of the energy. Hence the asymptotic stability can be
obtained by achieving a sufficiently fast decay of Ep(p(t)) towards Ep(pj;). Our precise statement of
the main theorem for the IPM equation is as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let k € N be such that k > 3 and ps(x2) == 1 — xo. There ezist € = €(k) > 0 and
C = C(k) > 0 such that if po — ps € HE(Q) and ||po — psll k() < € then there exists a unique solution
p € C([0,00); H*(Q)) to the IPM equation and it satisfies
Ip(t) = psllari) < Ce, forallt >0,
Furthermore, the potential energy decays as
Ep(p(t)) — Ep(py) < Ce*t™".

Consequently, the solution p(t) converges to the vertical rearrangement of the initial data:
« €
[o(t) = poll2 ) < CW, for allt > 0.

A few remarks are in order:

Remark 1.2. As mentioned earlier, several results concerning asymptotic stability for the IPM equa-
tion are available in the literature (e.g., [1L|2,/6]). Compared to these results, our theorem requires
slightly weaker regularity on the initial perturbation. Furthermore, our poof in this paper is essentially
different from all of these results in that we do not rely on the linearized system but exploit the decay
of the potential energy. The key observation of this paper is that the potential energy is not only a
Lyapunov functional but also reveals another (degenerate) coercive structure in its second derivative,
i.e., (%)2Ep(p(t)) >lugl|2,. See Subsection

be used in the proof.

for more detailed explanation how such property can

Remark 1.3. The author expects that the reqularity assumption H* for k > 3 can be relaxed even
further, and a similar strategy used this paper would work out for initial perturbation py — ps suffi-
ciently small H* for k > 14 /3. More concrete evidence of such an expectation will be explained in
Subsection|1.5 The main reasons why we do not included such a stronger statement are because we do
not want to introduce extra complications of the proof by involving fractional Sobolev spaces, and the
local well-posedness of the equation is currently not directly available for lower reqularity spaces (see
Theorem . We emphasize that the perturbation reqularity cannot be relaxed too much, considering
the long time instability result in H>~¢ for any ¢ > 0 [15, Theorem 1.5]. Noticing that H? barely
fails to embed into C', it seems to be an interesting question whether an asymptotic stability can be
established for a small perturbation in H*T¢.

Remark 1.4. From the stream function formulation , it is straightforward to see the velocity and
the density formally stay in the same regularity class, especially, ||ullz2 <||p — pl|lr2, where p is the
spatial average of p. However, compared to the decay rate of the density stated in the above theorem,
our argument reveals slightly better decay rates of the kinetic energy and the anisotropic kinetic energy
in a time-average sense, that is,

2 t 2 62 2 t 2 62
z /t/QHU(s)HLgds < thkﬁ’ and n /t/2|u2(s)|L2ds < C’km, forallt >0, k> 3.

t
Remark 1.5. Theorem only concerns perturbations near a specific steady state ps(xa2) = 1 — x2.
However, the author expects that our result can be generalized to perturbations near any sufficiently
reqular stratified density ps such that inf,cq Oaps(x2) > 0. Again the reason why we do not pursue
such a more general statement is due to a lack of an exact statement in the literature about a local
well-posedness theorem near general steady states. Instead, we will establish asymptotic stability near
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general stratified steady states for the Stokes transport system (see Theorem @), which could provide
more evident ideas for the IPM equation as well.

1.2. Stokes transport system. The Stokes transport system is another active scalar equation and
it shares several interesting properties with the IPM equation. We first recall the system:

pt+u-Vp=0, for (t,z) € RT x Q
V-u=0,
(Stokes) = B 0 (1.4)
Auz—Vp—(), u=0 on 0.
p

As in the IPM, the incompressibility condition allows for a stream function formulation for the velocity
field:

A%V = 91p in €,

1.5
U=VV¥=0 onod. (1.5)

uw= VU, where ¥ solves {
From the stream function formulation, one can easily notice that the velocity in the Stokes transport
is much more regular than in the IPM equation. Indeed, such regular structure enables a global well-
posedness theorem in a standard manner; if pg € H k(Q) for k > 3, then there exists a unique solution
p € C([0,00), H*(Q)) (see, |5, Theorem A.1] or [16, Theorem 1.1]). We also mention that the regular
of the velocity can yield quite robust structures for weak solutions, for instance, L3 initial data pg
yields a unique regular Lagrangian solution for three-dimensional model [12, Theorem 2.2, Theorem
2.4].

Various long time behaviors of the system have been investigated in [5]|, where the authors
studied asymptotic stability and boundary layer formation for initial data near ps(x2) = 1 — x9. We
also mention that the authors in [8,9] studied the interface problem, where p is given as a character-
istic function representing two different fluid densities, establishing global existence and asymptotic
stability /instability of the interface depending on the Reyleigh-Taylor stability criterion.

In regard to the Stokes transport system, our main result in this paper is a slight extension of
the asymptotic stability obtained in [5], especially concerning the regularity assumption on the initial
perturbation. This result will be established by adapting a similar strategy that we exploit for the
IPM equation based on the energy structure. More precise statement is as follows:

Theorem 1.6. Let ps(x2) be a stratified steady state such that
v = ;Ielg (_(92135(:62)) > 0, HPSHH‘l(Q) < 0. (16)

Then there exist € = €(, ||ps| a)) and C = C(v, ||psll ga) such that if po — ps € HF(Q) N HY(Q) and
lpo — psllgra < €, then the unique solution p € C([0,00); H*(Q)) to the Stokes transport system (1.4)
satisfies

10(8) = pallsragey < Ce, for all t > 0.

Furthermore, the potential energy decays as
Ep(p(t)) — Ep(pg) < Cet2,

Consequently, the solution p(t) converges to its vertical rearrangement:

. €
Io(t) = pollr2@) < C1, for allt>0.
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Remark 1.7. A similar asymptotic stability result was already provided in [5, Theorem 1.1], where
the authors assumed that the initial perturbation is small in H(Q) near ps(x2) = 1 —xo. The authors
also provided clear evidence that such a result can be obtained near more general stratified steady state
which is sufficiently reqular. As noted earlier, the proof presented in this paper is different in that
our analysis does not use the linearized equation and it is an energy functional based method. This
approach requires a slightly weaker reqularity assumption for the initial perturbation. However, as in
the IPM equation, there is a threshold of the reqularity for the stability. Indeed, |17, Theorem 3.7.2]
provides an example of long time instability for small initial perturbation in H?>~¢ near any steady
state.

Remark 1.8. As in Remark our proof reveals a slight faster decay estimate for the wvelocity
compared to that of the density. More precisely, we obtain

9 t 2 t 2
/ IVu(s)||2ds < C 5, and / [uz(s)]|F2ds < CG—, for all t > 0.
L Ji2 t Ji2 t4

1.3. A sketch of the proof of Theorem Let us describe the structure of the proof for the IPM
equation. A similar strategy will be adapted to prove the stability for the Stokes transport system.

We consider initial data pg such that ||pg — pl| g+ < € for sufficiently small € > 0 and we will assume
k > 3. For convenience, we denote

0(t) := p(t) — ps, po:= the vertical (decreasing) rearrangement of po,

and
B(t) = /Q (p(t) = i) (@)aada,  K(t) = V()|

Thanks to the weight, x2, in the integral expression for F, it is evident that p{ is the unique minimizer
of p— Ep(p) among all the functions which can be obtained by a pushforward of py under a measure
preserving map. Also if p§ is a non-degenerate minimizer, then p — Ep(p) is expected to satisfy a
quadratic lower bound in a suitable space. In this paper, we will look for such a lower bound in L?(£2)
and establish in Proposition that

E(t) ~|lp(t) = p572- (1.7)
Furthermore, as long as the solution p(t) stays close to a stratified density in the space H>(Q2), the

fact that H3(£2) continuously embeds into C!(£2) suggests that each level set of p(t) is also a graph of
the horizontal variable x1, from which one can infer that

lp(t) = poll2 < Cllowp@)] 2 (1.8)
On the other hand, the time derivative of E(t) can be computed as
d d

&E(t) dt/ p(t, x)zodx —/u2pdx— /81\prdx— /‘lfalpda:: /‘IIA\Ide: —-K(t). (1.9)
The Biot-Savart law in and the Gargliado-Nirenberg inequality tell us that
1/k k—1) k

||alp||Lz =AWl < GV Ve

Combining this with and ( ., we get
2k /(k—1 —2/k - —2/(k—1
K(®) —||W||L2 >cllopl 7 C VIV 20 B w2,

Substituting this into , we obtain

d

a ‘—2/(k—1)‘
dt

E(t) <¢ B VIV ()] (1.10)
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This inequality is the main source of the asymptotic stability. Let us use the following notation which
is slightly different from the usual convention: For o > 0 and f : Rt — RT,

ft) =09, if % t/t2 f(s)ds < C(1+1t)"® for some C > 0. (1.11)

Clearly f(t) = O(t~%) means that f decays like t~® in average. Let us make an ansatz:

N0 gr Se, (V)| gr = O™ %), for all t > 0, for some o > 0 (1.12)
Under this ansatz, one can immediately deduce from the inequality (1.10]) that
E(t) = O(t~*+2eh), (1.13)

With this energy decay rate, the energy variation in time (1.9)) suggests that K(t) decays faster than
E(t) by a factor of t~!. Indeed, this elementary heuristic can be made rigorous by measuring the
decay rates as an average (Lemma [2.2]). Hence we can deduce

K(t) = Ot~ (F+20))y,

Having such a decay rate for K(t), we will proceed to look at a higher derivative of the potential
energy in time. A key observation is that the second derivative of the energy E(t) also exhibits a
coercive structure, namely,

2
(;)Emy:12Mﬁzcmxm@,

which is the result of Proposition We emphasize that such coercive structure should not come as
a surprise, because the solution is expected to converge to a non-degenerate minimizer of the potential
energy. Again, our notation allows us to postulate that [|ug||3, will decay faster than K (t) by
a factor t~1, that is,

luz(#)[[72 = O~ *+2+0), (1.14)
So far, the decay rates of the energies have been derived under the ansatz (1.12)), therefore it must be
justified in order to close the argument. To this end, in Proposition we will derive the following
estimate (an informal estimate is presented at this point for simplicity):
d
£II9(t)II?{k+IIV‘I’(t)H§1k < Clluzlwr.< 057 (1.15)
Using again the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality and Young’s inequality, we deduce
1-2/k 2/k 1-2/k 2/k k—2)/(k—1
luzllwoe < Clluallz**llualF < Clluallz* IV I <wvwmwufwn< g
for any n < 1. Noting that ||0(¢)|| g+ < € < 1 as long as the ansatz is valid, we substitute this
estimate into ([1.15)), yielding that
d k—1) —(k k—2)/(2k—
all%)llﬁﬁllv\l’( )iz < Cllusllfs 2" Dll0(0) |3 = 20 ket Dk=2/(2h=2)), (1.16)
where the last equality is due to (|1.14]). In this differential inequality, a sufficient condition for the
ansatz (|1.12)) to persist is that the right-hand side should decay faster than O(t*(l)), that is,

(k+2a+1)(k—2)
2k — 2
Indeed, if this condition is satisfied, integrating the both sides of ([1.16]) in time yields that

o0
?@wm@+/|www;ﬁsaww2
> 0

> 1. (1.17)
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In this case, ¢t —||V¥(t)||3,, is integrable in time, which indicates that our ansatz (1.12)) should hold
at least for some o > 1/2;

2 [t 2 [t 2 2
/ IVU(s)| grds < / VW (s)||7ds < ija’goe\/> for all t > 0.
tJi2 L Ji)2 t

For a > 1/2, the minimum value of k for the sufficient condition to hold can be directly
computed:
(k+2a+1)(k—2) (k+2)(k —2)
% — 2 1=
The range of k stated in Theorem is strong enough to satisfy the sufficient condition for the above
scheme. Especially, with o > 1/2 directly gives the decay rate of the potential energy stated in
the Theorem resulting in the desired asymptotic stability.

>1e=k>1+3.

1.4. Organization of the paper. In Section 2] we collect useful tools concerning simple ODE prob-
lems and quantitative estimates for the potential energy. The stability analysis for the IPM equation
and the Stokes transport system will be separately investigated in Section [3]and Section [ respectively.

1.5. Conventional notations. Following the conventional practice, we denote by C an implicit
positive constant that may vary from line to line. In the case where C depends on a quantity, say
A, we will represent it as C4 or C(A). For two quantities, A and B, we will also use the notation
A <¢ B, indicating that A < CB for some constant C > 0. We denote

Co° () == {f € C=(Q) : supp(f) C 0}, (1.18)
where supp(f) is the closed support of f.

2. PREPARATION: TIME-AVERAGE DECAY AND VERTICAL REARRANGEMENT

2.1. Time-average decay rates in differential inequalities. In the proof of asymptotic stability,
we will measure the decay rates of the energy quantities in a time-average manner. To prepare for
this analysis, we will gather useful lemmas concerning simple differential inequalities. In what follows
[0,T] will denote an arbitrary time interval for some 7' > 0.

Lemma 2.1. Let a >0, 1 <n. Let a(t) and f(t) be nonnegative functions on [0,T] such that

S IO < —alt) " FO" F0) = o
Then, f satisfies

y <, AT Wt 0], where A [ a(s)d
f()_a,nm,fora € [0,T], where .—Oa(s) s.

Proof. Dividing the differential inequality by f(¢)" and integrating it in time, we find that

t
fnll(t) o f(?)ll—l Z”/O a(s)iads- (21)

—Q
Since a > 0, Jensen’s inequality yields that fg a(s)_a% > (fg a(s)ds) t* = A~%t%, which implies

t
/ a(s)"%ds >, A"t
0
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Plugging this into (2.1)), we get f"%l(t) >, A=t which immediately gives the desired result. [
Lemma 2.2. Let n > 0 and f(t),g(t), h(t) be nonnegative functions on [0,T] such that

d C
/) < —9(t), —9(t) < =h(t), and f(t) < .7, (2.2)
for some C > 0. Then, it holds that

a
dtg =
2 [ ds < ¢ d2 th ds < ¢ I T
A t/2g(s) § <n gy ond 5 o (s)ds <, st for allt € [0,T].

Proof. Let us choose s,t € [0,T] arbitrary so that 0 < s < ¢ < T. Integrating f'(t) < —g(t) over [s, ]
for s € (0,t), we get f(t) — f(s) + fstg(u)du < 0. Hence, the upper bound of f(¢) tells us that

t
/ g(u)du < f(s) < Sgn, for0<s<t<T. (2.3)
Plugging in s = t/2, we see that
2 [! C
- du < — 2.4
t /t/Qg(u) T (2:4)

and this is the desired estimate for g.

Similarly, we integrate ¢’ < —h and observe that
¢
/ h(u)du < g(s), for 0 < s <t <T. (2.5)

Integrating one more time in s over [t/4,t], we find that the left-hand side must satisfy

t ot t u t t t

/ / h(u)duds = / h(u)/ dsdu = / h(u)(u —t/4)du > / h(u)(u —t/4)du > t/ h(u)du.
t/a s t/4 t/4 t/4 t/2 4 Ji2

On the other hand, integrating the right-hand side in (2.5)) over [t/4.t] yields

t t/2 t C C C
s(e)ds = [ glo)ds+ [ glo)ds <u g <o
/t/4 t/4 t)2 T2 o T e
where we used (2.4]). Putting them together, we obtain
t
C
t/ h(w)du <, —,
t/2 t

Dividing the both sides by 2, we derive the desired estimate for h, finishing the proof. O

It is an elementary fact that if a bounded function f exhibits a decay rate O(t_(1+€)), it is integrable
over all time, i.e., fooo f(t)dt < C. < co. In the next lemma, we demonstrate that if f(¢) decays like
O(t'*€) in a time-average sense, the same conclusion holds.

Lemma 2.3. Let T > 2 and n > 1. Let f(t) be a nonnegative function on [0,T] such that
2 [t E
n f(s)ds < ey for some E > 0, for all t € [2,T).
t/2

Then, for o € (1/n,1], we have

T
/ f(t)%ds < ConEY,
1
where Cy , > 0 does not depend on T'.
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Proof. We pick N € N such that
T T
vt == oy

and define T} := 27T, for i = 0,..., N. We decompose

/1 " )ds = /1 " f(t)o‘dt+i§: /T T £t

Since Ty < 2 and a < 1, applying Jensen’s inequality, we obtain

<2, (2.6)

«

1TN F(t)dt < /12f(t)°‘dt < (/jf(t)dt) < B, (2.7)

For 1 <14 < N, again Jensen’s inequality gives us that

Ti—1 1 Ti—1 o 1 Ti—1 @
/ f@)*dt < (/ f(t)dt> Ti1 — Ti| = (/ f(t)dt) T; <o E“T} 0™,
T Tioa =1 Jr, T; Jr,

where the last inequality follows from the decay hypothesis for f. Summing over i =1,..., N, we get
N Ti 1 N . T 1—an
Z/ f(t)adt Sa EaTl—anZ (20m—1)l Sa,n E~ <N> < C%nEa’
i=1 7T i=1 2

where the last inequality follows from ([2.6)). Combining this with (2.7]), we finish the proof. O

2.2. Vertical rearrangement. Given a Borel measurable function f on {2, we define its vertical
(decreasing) rearrangement as

o0
[ (2) iz/o L{o<zo<|{f>s}}d5- (2.8)

By its definition, it is clear that zo — f*(x2) is monotone decreasing. In the rest of the section, we
consider a stratified density ps(x) = ps(x2), a function f that is close to ps in a Sobolev space and its
vertical rearrangement.

Before presenting the lemmas, let us collect some basic properties for ps. We will always assume
that

7= m(=0p(22)) > 0, lpsllase) < oo (2.9)

By the monotonicity of ps, we can describe the image of ps as

1= ps(€2) = [ps(1), ps(0)]. (2.10)
The inverse function theorem, combined with the assumption that v > 0, guarantees the existence of
the inverse of p, that is, ¢ := p; ! : I + [0, 1] is well-defined. Moreover, since ps depends on the single
variable x9, the regularity assumption in , combined with the usual Sobolev embedding theorem,
ensures that ps € C3(Q), and ||ps||cs <cllpsl gs. With such information, one can straightforwardly
deduce the following estimates:

10s¢0ll Lo +[[Oss ol Lo +|Oaps | Lo+ D225 || Loo 4| D225 | Lo < C(; o5 | 1r4)- (2.11)

Noting that H3(2) continuously embeds into C1(£2), one can infer that if a function f is sufficiently
close to ps in H3, similar properties of the level sets and the inverse function of f can be quantitatively
estimated. This is will be the main implication of the next lemma. In the rest of this section, the
implicit constant C, that appears in the proofs, may depend on 7 and ||ps|/+ but we will omit its
dependence in the notation for simplicity.
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| |
To = 1 : :
| |
: Ih(.’[hs :
= ¢1(s)g ' :
|
23 = do(s)e : \—/ps =S
| | |
| 1 ' f=s
| | |
| | |
Ty = 0; v$1 !
z1=0 T =27

FicUure 1. Hlustration of the level sets of ps and f. For each s € I, ¢ is uniquely
determined so that the deviation x1 — h(z1, s) has zero average in 7.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose ps satisfies (2.9). There exists § = 6(7, ||ps||ga) > 0, such that if
f=ps on 0Q and | f — PSHH?’(Q) <9,
then there exist ¢1 : I+ [0,1] and h: T x I — [0,1] such that

/h(xl,s)dxl =0 and f(x1,d1(8) + h(z1,8)) = s = f*(P1(s)), for (x1,8) € T x I.
T
Furthermore, the following estimates hold:

1055 (¢1 = ¢0)l|Loo+|0s5(d1 = do) | Lo [ hl| oo +[|Oshl| Lo < CIIf = psll s (2.12)
where C' > 0 is a constant which depends on ||ps|| s and .

Proof. An illustration for the proof of the lemma is presented in Figure

We notice that the image of f is exactly equal to the interval I, which is the image of ps. Indeed,
we have

K f(x1,22) = Dops(x2) + (O2f (¥2) — O2ps(22)) < =y + C||f — psllgs < —v + C6 <0, (2.13)

for sufficiently small § > 0. Hence, x2 — f(x1,z2) is strictly decreasing. Since f = ps on 99, it follows
that f(Q2) = 1.

Thanks to the monotonicity, the implicit function theorem tells us that there is a parametrization
of the level curves, {f = s}, which we will denote by ¢(-, s), that is,

f(z1,¢(x1,s)) = s for each (x1,s) € T x I. (2.14)

Let us rewrite it as

d(x1,8) = ¢o(s) + g(x1,s), where g(x1,$) := ¢(x1,5) — Po(s). (2.15)

Now, we will aim to derive necessary estimates for g. Writing

0= ps(do(s)) — fx1,0(s)) = ps(Po(s)) — ps(¢(x1,8)) + (ps(¢(21,5)) = f (21, 6(21,5)))

we notice that

g(x1,s)
[ oo+ sy = pu(oar.s) = far. o)) (216)
Since daps < —y < 0 and ||f — pslle <cl|lf — ps|| g3, we find that
lgllzee <cllf = psll - (2.17)
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Differentiating with respect to s, we obtain
g(wlvs)
9s9(x1, 5)02ps(p(21,5)) + / 922p5(y + ¢0(8))0spo(s)dy = (Oaps — O2f) (21, d(w1,5))0sh(1, ).
0

(2.18)

Again, using 02ps < —y < 0, we have |05g02ps| > C|0sg|. On the other hand, using (2.11)) and (2.17])),
we can estimate the integral on the left-hand side as

g(z1,s)
/0 Da2ps(y + d0(5))Butbo(3)dy| <c||f — psllas-

For the right-hand side, at each point (x1,s) € T x I, we have
|(O2ps — 02f)0s0| <cllps — fllaz10s¢| <cllps — fllgslOsdol + 8|0sg| <cllps — fllas + 5|0sgl-
Assuming ¢ is sufficiently small depending on =, these estimates and (2.18)) give us

10sgllzoe <cllf = psllas. (2.19)

Next let us estimate dgs5g. Once again, differentiating (2.18)) in s and using the chain rule, we get (at
each point (x1,s))

DssgBops(d) = A1+ Ao + As + Ay + As + Ag, (2.20)
where
Ay 1= —059022p5(0)0s 9,
Ag i= —059022p5(¢)0sbo

g
Ay = — /0 Doas(y + b0)(Bso)2dy

g
Ay = —/ 022p5(Y + ¢0)DssPo(s)dy,
0
As := Oy2(ps — [)(9)(950)*
Ag == 02(ps — [)(¢)0ss-
Again, dyps < —vy < 0 gives us that the left-hand side of (2.20)) can be estimated as
|855982,05(¢)| > C|8ssg"
Using (2.11)), (2.17)) and (2.19)), it is straightforward that
[ Aul, [Azl, [As], [Aal <cllf = psllms,  [As] <c |022(ps = ), |Ael <cllf — psllus + 610ssgl-
Plugging them into (2.20]), we obtain a pointwise estimate:

|0ssg(x1, 8)| <cllf = psllus + |022ps(P(21, 8)) — Daaf (21, ¢(1, 9))]- (2.21)

Then for each fixed x1, we treat the functions above as a function of s. Applying the Sobolev embedding
WLEH(I) — L>*(I), we have that for each x1 € T,

Sup|On2pa(6()) — Doaf (8(5))] <o / 104(D22ps — F)(&(5)))|ds + / Baa(ps — £)((s)]ds
sel I I
<o /I Ba22(pa — )(6(5))0s6(s)|ds + /I Baa(ps — £)((s))]ds

1 1
<c [ 10malp. = D aldns + [ 10(p. — 1)(or,ldos (sup|as¢<s>|—1), (2.22)
0 0 s
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where we used the change of variables ¢(s) — z2 in the last inequality. Note that
|050(5) = [0sbo(s)| = 0s9(s)| = v — 6 > C,
where the second inequality is due to (2.19). Hence, integrating (2.22) in x; over T, we get

/11*82? |022p5(H(8)) — Oa2 f(d(s))|dz1 <cllps — fllwsa+lps — fllwza) <cllps — fllus@)-

Combining this with (2.21]), we arrive at

sup /T Busg (&, 8)|dz <[\ — Bl 120, (2.23)
SE

Towards the proof, we define ¢; and h as follows:

b1 = duls) + o /T gl s)do, ha,s) i=g(a5) ~ [ glo.s)da.

2T T

Let us check if ¢; and h satisfy the desired properties. By its definition, we have fT h(z,s)dz = 0 for

each s € I. Also, (2.14) and (2.15)) tells us that
f(xa ¢1(8) + h(.ﬁE, S)) = f(l', ¢0(8) + g(i[f, S)) = f($, ¢($, 8)) =s.
Collecting the estimates for g obtained in (2.17)), (2.19)) and (2.23)), we see that

Al Lee, 05kl Los (rx 1) [10s(d1 — @o)l|Loo(rx)s [0ss(d1 — do)lLeo(rxry < CNf —Pllas),  (2.24)

which proves (2.12). To finish the proof, we have to prove f*(¢1(s)) = s. To this end, observe that
for each s € I, it holds that

1 $1(s)
‘{(.%‘1,.%’2)69:(]51_1 >S}‘ _/T/O 1{¢11($2)28}d1‘_/11‘/0 dx:27r<251(s).

We also have

1 1
|{(1U1,l’2) el f> SH = / / 1{f(x1,x2)>s}d$ = / / 1{x2§¢>(x1,s)}dx = / ¢(xla S)dxl
TJO TJO T

=27 <¢0(5) + 217T/Tg(17178)d$1>
= 2w (s).

This implies that the areas of every super-level set of gbfl and f are equal. Recalling the definition of
the rearrangement in (2.8)), we arrive at

[ (x2) = /0 Loca,<|{r>s)|ds = /0 1O§x2§|{¢fl>s}|d‘g = d)_l(xQ)'

This proves f*(¢1(s)) = s. O

Recall that for f € L'(1Q), its potential energy is defined as

Ep(f) ::/Qf(a:)xgda:. (2.25)

It is well-known that for any stratified function p; is a critical point of Ep under any divergence-free
perturbation. In the case where f is sufficiently close to ps, the next proposition will quantitatively
demonstrate that f* is the unique minimizer of Ep among all functions with the same area of super-
level sets.
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Proposition 2.5. Suppose ps satisfies (2.9)). There exists 6 = 0(7, ||ps||ga) > 0 such that if f = ps
on dQ and || f — ps|las@) < 6, then

CHSf = 72 < Ep(f) = BEp(f*) < CILf = 117200 (2.26)
Moreover, we have

101 fllz2) = ClIf = fllr20)- (2.27)
The constant C depends only on vy and ||ps|| g4.

Proof. Let us prove (2.26)) first. For sufficiently small 6 > 0, Lemma ensures the existence of ¢1,h
such that

/T W, s)de =0, f(z,¢1(s) +h(z,s) = s = F*(¢(s)), (2.28)

and
10ss(¢1 = @0)l| oo+ 10501 — Dspol| Lo+ Rl Lo+ [|0shl| oo < C9, (2.29)
where ¢g is the inverse of ps, which trivially implies Os¢o(s) = m. From (2.9), it follows that
0< % < —8y < C. (2.30)

Since f* is the inverse of ¢1, the inverse function theorem and the estimates for ¢; in (2.29) tell us
that

[022.f* = D22ps | Loo () +|02f — D2ps]| Loy < CO6. (2.31)
Denoting ¢(z, s) := ¢1(s) + h(z1, s) and using the change of variables, zo — ¢(x1, s), we have
1= By = [ [1766(0,9) = 16 ) Pl0o(a, ) deds. (2.32)

Thanks to , we have
[, ¢z, 5)) = [ (d(z,5))

=s— [T (o1(s)) + (f*(¢1(s)) = [ (d1(5) + h(z, 5)))

= f(¢1(s)) = f(d1(s) + h(x, )

= o f*(¢1(s))h(, 5) + O (|022f*||h(1, 5)[)

= opsh(z, ) + O (182(ps — *)l|h(z1, 5)]) + O (1022 ||R(, 5)[?)

— Dapsh(, ) + O Ih(x,5)]), (2.33)
where the last equality follows from . Note that also implies |0s¢ — ds¢o| <¢ 9, thus
gives

0< é < —9,0<C. (2.34)
Plugging this and into , we obtain, for sufficiently small § > 0,

HhHL2 Tx(0,1]) <If = 2 < Cllhlr2rxpo,1)- (2.35)
On the other hand, Ep(f) can be written as

= /11‘/01 f(z1, 22)xodxs
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—//f(a:l,d)(ml,s))¢(x1,s)as¢(a:1,s)dsdx1
TJI

_/T/Is;as ($(x1, ))? dsda1.

Since f = f* = ps on 02 and p; is strictly decreasing, we have

¢(x1,p5(0)) = ¢1(ps(0)) =0, d(x1,ps(1)) = ¢1(ps(1)) = 1.

Using this, we can continue the computation above as

:_/Ml,ps 2 3(ar, pal(1)) iy + - //m ) + ha1,5))2dsday
=7+ = // ¢1(s)* + h(z1, 5)*dsday,

where the last equality follows from that h has zero average in x. Similarly, we have

//f (z2)dr = — //f (01(5))¢1(8)0s¢1(s)dsdxy = 7 + - //¢1 ds.

Consequently, we arrive at E(f) — = % [z [ |h(21, 8)|?dsdz;. Combining this with (2:35), the
estimates in is verified.

Now, let us prove (2.27)). Differentiating (2.28)) in x1, we see that
0=01(f(21,0(z1,5))) = 01f(21,0(x,5)) + o f (21, (1, 5))O1h(21, 5).
Similarly, diffierentiating (2.28)) in s yields 1 = 95 f(x1, ¢(x1,5))0s0(s), thus

o f(z1,d(x1,5)) = — 812227 ;

Then, using the change of variables zo — ¢(z1, s) and also using (2.34]), we obtain
101 f |l L2() > CllO1hl L2(rxr) > C”h”L2(T><I

where the last inequality follows from the zero-average in = of h in and the Poincaré inequality.
Therefore, combining this with (2.35]), we conclude that ([2.27)) holds. O

3. STABILITY IN THE IPM EQUATION

In this section, we aim to prove the asymptotic stability for the incompressible porous media equation
(1.2). Throughout the section, we will fix

ps(z2) =1 — x9. (3.1)

3.1. Preliminaries for the IPM. Let us review important previous results concerning the local
existence of the IPM equation (1.2)) in the domain 2 = T x (0, 1). For further details, we refer readers
to the paper by Castro-Cérdoba—Lear [2].

We recall the following spaces from |2, Section 1]: For k € N,

k—2, if kis even,

k—1 if kis odd.
(3.2)

XH(Q) = {f € H*(Q): 95 flon = 0, for n=0,2,4,.. ..k:*} . where k* := {
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That is, X*(2) is the closure of {f € C®(Q) : 3% f|on = 0, for n =0,2,4,....k*} in the norm H”. Tt
is worth noting that the usual trace theorem, H*(Q) « H*~1(9€2), ensures that the vanishing normal
derivatives in the above definition is well-defined. For convenience, we denote

X(9Q) := Mren X" ().
By definition, it is clear from that
C5o(Q) € X*™(Q). (3.3)
If f e X°°(9), it holds that
IO f € X(Q), for any ny,ny € NU {0}, (3.4)

where 0,, denotes the normal derivative of f on dq. Especially, we can use the integration by parts in
the vertical variable without a boundary integral:

/ T f(2)ob M g(x)da = —/ % f(x)05+2g(x)dx, for any k € NU{0} and f,g € X*°(Q). (3.5)
Q Q

In a usual domain without boundary, for instance R?, it is trivial that the Sobolev norms can be
bounded by looking at only each single directional derivatives, that is,

11wy < C (105l zoan) +HIO fll e )

In a bounded domain, this property may depend on the boundary condition, since a mixed derivative
might not be well controlled. While the next lemma seems intuitively obvious, we will give a proof for
the sake of completeness, although the proof will be postponed to Appendix [A]

Lemma 3.1. Let f € X*°(Q). For any n,k € NU{0}, we have
10705 fll12(0) < Coe (1074 Fllz2() 105 20 - (3.6)

Consequently, we have

1l < Cr (106 f1lz2+1051152) for all k> 0. (3.7)

Let us consider a solution p(t) to the IPM equation. We denote
0(t) := p(t) = ps- (3.8)
Substituting p = 6 + ps in (1.2]), one can easily see that 6(t) solves
Oy +u- VO = us, . —AV =010, inQ,
N with
u=V-U, U =0, on 0f2.

The next lemma tells us that if the solution 6(¢) € X*, then the stream function ¥(¢) behaves in a
similar manner.

Lemma 3.2. [2, Lemma 3.1] Let f € X*¥(Q) and let ¥ be a solution to

AV = —61f mn Q,
=0 on 0N).

Then ¥ € X*1(Q) and it satisfies || V|| grr1 < Crll ]l e -

(3.9)

The local well-posedness to the equation (3.9) was established in [2]:

Theorem 3.3. |2, Theorem 4.1] Let k € N with k > 3. For any 0y € X*(2), there exists a time
T =T(||6ollg3) > 0 and a unique solution 6 € C(0,T; X*(Q)) for the equation (3.9).
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Thanks to the local well-posedness theorem, we will assume that the initial data is smooth, that
is, 0p € X*>°. In view of the statement of Theorem the general case where 0y € HF(2) will be
managed by usual compactness argument in the end of the section.

3.2. Energy estimates. In this section, we aim to derive an a priori energy estimate. The main
result will be given in Proposition

Let us recall the basic tame estimates concerning the Sobolev spaces. In the next lemma, we use
the following notations: For o € (NU {0})?,

a=(aj,a2), |aj:=a1+az, 0%:=09{"05"
Lemma 3.4. |2, Lemma 4.2] Let f,g € C*(Q). Then, for o, € (NU{0})%, we have

18° F0° gl L2 <apll Fll piorsien 9l oo gl rarsisi | fl o<,
10%(f9) — fO°gllL2 <apllfllmaillgll e+ fllwrellgll priai-1-

Lemma 3.5. For f € HY(Q) and f(z2) := fT (1, x9)dxy, it holds that

I1f = Fllzee <cllOfll -

Proof. We notice the following pointwise estimate:

(f = ) < /fxl,xz f(z,22)d )<c/ (z1,22) — f(z,22))2dz. (3.10)

The integrand in the right-hand side can be written as f(z1,z2) — f(z,22) = le 01 f(a, z2)da. For each
fixed 1, we apply the Sobolev embedding H'([0,1]) < L>([0,1]) to the map x5 f;l o1 f(a,z2)da,

yielding that
z 2
/ 8lf(a’u x?)da
T

1 z
<c / / 1012/ (a, )2 + 101 (a, y) Pdady <[101f 2.
0 2

sup
z2€[0,1]
Therefore, taking the supremum over x € €2 in (3.10)), the desired result follows. O

Proposition 3.6. Let 0y € C°(Q2) and 6(t) € C(0,T; X>°(Q2)) be the unique smooth solution to (3.9)
for some T > 0. For k > 3, it holds that

d
= (1040132 +1956122 ) < =Cu(1 = Crllfll ) IV 0136 + Crlluallwse 1613

Proof. In the proof, the implicit constant C' may depend on k, but its dependence will be omitted for
simplicity. In what follows 0; will denote either 9; or ds. Using (3.9), we compute

2dt||ak9HL2 = —/af(u-va)afedH/aquafedx (3.11)

We simplify the linear term first. Recalling from (3.9) that us = 0¥ and 010 = —AV, we have
/ O ugdfbdr = / D108 WOk Odr = — / X woko0de = / OFVOF AWz

= afxpwaf\p)-ﬁ(x)da(x)—/ |vaqu|2dx:—/ |Vorw|2dz,
o0 Q Q
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where the last equality follows from (3.5)), which ensures that the integral over 02 vanishes. Since
0 € X>°(Q), it follows from Lemma 3.2 and Lemma (3.1 that >=,_,; , [, |VOEw 2 dx ZcHV\IIsz. Since

U =0 on 01, the Poincaré inequality gives us ||[VU||%, >¢||V¥| g, consequently,

HE =

> [ otwsokods <o Il (3.12)

i=1,2

Now, we move on to the nonlinear term. We write

/ O (u-V0)orods = / (af(u-ve) —uV@fG) oF0dx + / u - VOrgorods

= / (af(u Vo) — uvafe) oFfdx + /u -V <;(afe)2> dx
- / (af(u-ve)—uvafe) okodz, (3.13)

where the last equality follows from the integration by parts and u -7 = 0 on the boundary. We claim
that

‘/(8f(u-V9)—uV8£€9> 0F0dz| < O (|luzllwroe 162+ V22016 ) (3.14)

either i = 1 or i = 2. Once we have the above claim, combining it with (3.12)) yields the desired energy
estimate. Thus, in the rest of the proof, we will aim to prove the claim (3.14]). We consider two cases,
1 =1 and 7 = 2, separately.

Case i = 1. The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives us

'/ (af(u-ve) —uva{fe) Ok0dz| <c||oF (u - VO) — uV k| 12|50, (3.15)

while Lemma [3.4] tells us that

185 (u - V8) = uV T 2 < C ([fullwro 0] o+l e | VO] <) -
Since k£ > 3, the Sobolev inequality gives us

[ullwree =[[VE[[pree < CIVE|[gr, and [[VO||ze < C0]| pe. (3.16)
Hence we have [|0f (u - VO) — uVO§0| 2 < C|| VY| g 0] z+. Plugging this into (3.1F)), we obtain

< CIVE) g1 10701 2116 v

/ (a{“(u V) — uva{%)) 0k 0da

Furthermore, from the Poisson equation in (3.9), we find that
1010 > =107 AV L2 < O VY| s,

therefore, we conclude

V (af(u-ve)—uva{fe) Or0dz| < OV 2410l v (3.17)

which verifies (3.14)).

Case i = 2. Splitting v -V = w101 + u202, we have
/ <8§(u V) — uvage) okods = / <8§(u1819) - ulagale) Ok0dx + / (ag(uQage) - uQa;fage) ok0dz
—h4l (3.18)
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The first integral I; can be estimated as before; applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get
L] < C|05 (u10160) — ur05010)12(|050) 1.2, (3.19)
while Lemma [3.4] gives us
105 (u1610) — u105016] 2 < C ([[ua [lwr.o0 [1010| gyi—s+ [ || 151016 <)
< OV e (1010]| zre-1+11010]| L)

where we used the estimate for u in (3.16|) to get the second inequality. Again, using the Sobolev
inequality and the Poisson equation in ([3.9)), we estimate

1010]| 20 <c|010]| gri—1 =[| AV s <[V ],
which gives us |95 (u1010) — u105010]| 2 <||V¥||2,.. Plugging this into (3.19), we conclude

L] < CIVE[3:]1056] 2 < CIV P Fk]10] - (3:20)
Now, let us estimate I3 in (3.18). We denote
— 1
O(x2) := /H(xl,xg)dxl. (3.21)
27 T

We split I, as

I = / (ag(uQaQ(a —0)) — u20505(0 — 5)) ok0dz + / (ag(ugaﬁ) - uQagaﬁ) Ok0dz =: Iy + Iy
(3.22)

We estimate I first. In a similar manner as above, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Sobolev
inequalities yield

1I21] <c ([uzllwroe102(0 — )| i1+ |uzll g 102(8 — O) || oo ) 01| 1r
<c (luzllwroo 10 = )| g +luzll g 1102(6 — )| e ) 6] 1
<clluzllwre 1017+ uzll e l102(0 — )| oo 101 - (3.23)
Moreover, Lemma |3.5| implies
10200 = 0) || <cllO120] g <cl|02A¥| L2 <cl|VE| g,

where the last inequality follows from k& > 3. Plugging this and ||ul|gx <||VV| g+ into (3.23), we
obtain

| L21] < C (|luzllwr.oe 1011V L Fp 0] ) - (3.24)

Next, we estimate I22 in (3.22). By expanding Iz using the product rule, we have

k
IQQ = Z Ck,j /%ugﬁg_jﬂeagﬁdx. (3.25)
j=1
When j =1, we have
/32U23§9<9§9dw <cllOzual| = 0] g 161 e <cllOzusllz=[10] 7. (3.26)

For j > 2, noting that us = 01V, we can apply the integration by parts in each integral as

/aguzalg_jﬂe(“?g@dx = —/8§W8§_j+19dx818§9dx
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= 35\11(95_]’-#1@8185—10(10(3:) —I—/ ) (3%\1185—3'—&-15) 8185_19&1:
o0 Q

_ / 0, (04 w0l 7*19) 010 6.
Q

To see the last inequality, note that by Lemma we have that U, 0, 0,0 are all in X*°. Since at
least one of j, k — j + 1,k — 1 must be even, the definition of the space X*(Q) in (3.2) tells us that the
boundary integral must vanish.

To continue, we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to get

‘ / Hus 0860k 0dx

/ B, (agqfa;“—j“é) 0101 0da:
Q

< (1087 w10 a1 WA 0) 2 ) 01057012
< (105" Wl Bl + 104 WAL 420 12 ) IV W g, for j =2, (3.27)
where we used [|0105710|| .2 =||05 A2 <[V 4+ to get the last inequality.
Let us estimate ||8%‘+1\I’6§7j+1§”[/2 in (3.27)). Since 2 < j < k, we have
i+1q, ak—j+175 k—j+17 -
105 08,70 2 <[Vl el| 0y Ol oo <V e 181l prrse2 SUVENelOll e (3:28)

where the second last inequality follows from the Sobolev inequality, noticing that 6 depends only on
the variable xo.

Let us estimate ||8§\Il(9§7j+2§||L2 in (3.27). When j = k, we have
1059057 28]| > <ol W] 176 19228 00 < VY| grecl|6]] -

When j <k — 1, we have

o . e

103985 ~720] 2 <[5 | o< |05~ 26l 2 <[V V|| 7|6 -
where in the the last inequality, we used the Sobolev inequality and j > 2. Thus, we obtain
18505728 = <[V |6 g, for all j > 2.

Plugging this and (3.28]) into (3.27)), we get

‘/aguza;“—j“eagedx < C|IVO|2k 6] g for j > 2.

Combining this with (3.26)) and plugging them into (3.25]), we see that
|T2| <cl|Oous|| oo |01 Fpi A1V @135 6] -
Plugging this and (3.24]) into (3.22), we get
|I2| <clluzllwro 10117+ C 1 16| 17k

Plugging this and (3.20)) into (3.18)), we conclude

] [ (35 96) — uv050) 356da| <clus s 101+ [V 3]

Combining this with (3.17)), we obtain (3.14]). O
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3.3. Analysis of the energy structure. The main objective in this subsection is to derive sufficient
convergence rate of p(t) to the equilibrium p§, while p stays close to p;. We emphasize that 6(t) =
p(t) — ps will stay small but not necessarily decay. Thus it is important to distinguish the roles of 6(t)
and p(t) — p§. We will consider the potential energy and the kinetic energy defined as

E(t) := /Q(P(t) — po)rade, K (1) :=[u(t)]|7.. (3.29)

Since we are interested in a solution that is close to ps, we will assume, throughout this subsection,
that

10(t) |35 + /0T||v\11(t)y\§,kdt < § < &, for t € ]0,T) for some T > 0 and & < 1. (3.30)
Proposition 3.7. Let k > 3. There exists 6p = do(k) > 0 such that if p(t) satisfies (3.30), then
SB() = K@), TR0 < ~Cillusla. (3.31)
Proof. Differentiating E(t), we see that
%E(t) = /thmgdx = —/Qu -Vprodr = /Qqudx. (3.32)

Using ([1.3), we can further simplify the last expression as
/ ugpdx = / 01U pdx = —/ Vo, pdr = / VAVdz = —/ VU |%dz,
Q Q Q Q Q
therefore, we get
d
4 gy = - / VU Rde = —K(1). (3.33)
dt Q

In order to estimate <K (t), we differentiate (3.32) and obtain

1/d\? 1d 1 1
i el - - == d - dx.
5 (dt> E(t) 2dt/ﬂu2pdx Q/QUth x+2/93tu2p x

Using ug = 04V and 01p = AV, we have

/(%ngda::—/ atlllalpdcz::/8t\11A\I'dx:/8tA‘If\I’dx:—/8t81p\lldx:/8tpu2dx
Q Q Q Q Q Q

Therefore, we get

1/d\?
— () E(t) = / Uspy = —/ ugu - Vpdr = —/ u%ébpdac — / usuy 01 pdx
2 \dt 0 0 Q 0

- [ wB0upda—ual ollurdupl o
Using the assumption on ||0]| s in and (3.1), we have
~ [ W30upds = [ wdoupuda = [ ior0de >l — Valualfs > Cllual.
Using , we see that the above inequality implies
d

C%K(tHIIMH%z < Clluzll2luadipl| 2. (3.34)

Y
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Let us estimate [[u101p|2(q). Using (L.3), we rewrite
Hu181pHLz(Q) =[O WAL <[ V| L[ AT Lo <[V g5 [ W] 2, (3.35)

where the last inequality is due to the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation theorem. Moreover, we notice
from ) that g(z2) fT (1, x2)dx; satisfies

822g(x2) = / 822\Il(x1,x2)dx1 = / A\IJ($1,.CE2) — 811\11(1’1,3}2)61331 = / 81(—/)—1- 81\I/)dx = 0,
T T T
with the boundary condition, ¢(0) = g(1) = 0. Therefore, g = 0 for all z2 € [0, 1]. In other words, the
map x; — W(x1,x2) has zero average for each fixed x9. Then, the Poincaré inequality tells us
W2 <[|019]| L2 =luzll 2.
Plugging this into (3.35)), we get
lur01pll 2 <V gs lluzllrz <10 mslluzllLz < v/dolluzllrz,

where the second inequality follows from Lemma and the last inequality follows from (3.30)).

Plugging this into (3.34]), we obtain that for sufficiently small 5 > 0, C‘litK( ) < —C||uz||?,. Combining

this with (3.33)), we finish the proof of the proposition. O
Corollary 3.8. Let k > 3. There exists 69 = do(k) > 0 such that if (3.30) holds, then,
Co
E(t) < &
2 [t o)
t Juyo Kls)ds < th

2 [ Ccé
P s < g

for all t € [0,T].

Proof. Thanks to Proposition [2.5], it holds that

*l\lp(t) = poll7e < E(t) < Clip(t) — poll7e- (3.36)
Now, using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation theorem, we observe that
1/k k—1)/k
1017l 220y =NAY] 12 < O] V)5

On the other hand, applying (2.27)), we get ||01p|2 > C|lp — p§llz2- Combining this with the above
estimate, we find

1k 2%/ (k—1)

* —2/(k— —
IVe132 = ¢ (199l o = il ) > C| w7/ * D Bkl k-1,

where the last inequality follows from (3.36)). Hence, the variation of the potential energy in ([3.31))
must satisfy

d ~1/(k—1 -
B <=0 (V) Bt eon, (3.37)
Applying Lemmawith a=1/(k—1)>0and n=k/(k—1) and a(t) =[|V¥|]%,, we get
Bty < (3.38)

_tT-
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Applying Lemmato (3.31) with f(t) = E(t), g(t) = K(t), h(t) = Cllua(t)||3., we get

2 [t C 2 [t ) o)
; /2 K(S)dS S tkﬁ, and t/t‘/QH’LLQ(S)HLQdS S W
Together with (3.38)), we obtain the desired estimates. O

3.4. Proof of Theorem Let k > 3 be fixed. Let g be be fixed as in Proposition [3.7]. We claim
that there exists ey(k) > 0 such that if 6y := pg — ps € C5°(2) and

10 = psll e < € < e,
then for all ¢ > 0, it holds that

t
10155 + /0 [V (t)||Frdt < Ce?, for some C = C(k) > 0. (3.39)

Let us suppose for the moment that the claim is true. From Theorem [3.3] we know that the maximal
existence time depends only on ||6(t)|| 53, thus, the solution p exists globally in time. Also, if necessary,
we can further assume that e is small enough to ensure Corollary [3.8]is applicable, that is, the solution
p(t) satisfies
Cé? 2 [t Ce? 2 [t Ce?
Et)< —, - | K(s)ds< -, = us(s)||22ds < ——, for all t > 0. 3.40

0= ) K< [ el < G (3.0)
In order to prove the theorem for py € H(If without assuming the smoothness, we can simply find an
approximation pg , such that pg, —p € C§°(€2) such that pg,, — po in H k. Then (3.40) and (3.39) are
satisfied by the global solutions py(t), with initial data pg,. Since all estimates are uniform in n, the
unique limit p(t) := limy, o0 ppn(t) is the global in time solution satisfying the same estimates, that is,

lp(t) = pslfp < € /Q(p(t) — pp)(x)wade < CELF, for all t > 0.

Together with (2.26]), we obtain all the desired estimates to establish Theorem 1.1

In the rest of the proof, we aim to prove (3.39). Towards a contradiction, let 7% > 0 be the first
time that (3.39) breaks down, that is,

T*
1T Biry + [ VU Tyt = M < 1 (3.41)

for some M > 0, which will be chosen later. Towards a contradiction, let us denote
F(t) =070 72+1050]17-

Since 6y = po — p € CF°(2), we have 6y € X*°(Q2). Therefore it follows from Theorem that
6(t) € X°(Q) for t € [0,T*]. Since 6(t) vanishes on the boundary, Lemma [3.1] tells us that

CTHOMIFe < F(1) < OO 7 < CME?, f(0) < O, (3.42)
Using the Sobolev embedding W*°(Q) <« H*(Q) for k > 3, we have
luzllwre <lluall e UV gell <10l < f(1)2, (3.43)

where the second last inequality follows from (3.2)). Using this and Proposition we observe that
f(t) satisfies

%f(t) < —C|VUW)| 5 + CF®)Y2, for t € [0,T7). (3.44)
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From this we see that f satisfies %f(t) < Cf3/2. Since f(0) < Ce?, one can easily find that

£(8) < (610_75)2 for t € [0,T7]. (3.45)
This implies that for sufficiently small € > 0, it holds that
f(t) < Cé, for t € [0,2]. (3.46)
In other words, for to happen, we must have
T > 2. (3.47)

Now we analyze the energy inequality in a more careful manner. Using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
interpolation theorem, we see that
2/k 1-2/k

2/k 1-2/k

<Vl luallz ™

[uallwroe <[luallpelluall

Hence, using Young’s inequality, we derive
luzlyr.oe £ () <IVON2E a2 £(2)
< V2,5 + Cof (£)F/ D |y ” (k—2)/(k—1)
< VW2 + Crp(M Y/ B g |72 D)

Substituting this into (3.44) with sufficiently small  depending only on the implicit constant C, we
arrive at

for any n > 0.

F(8) < —C|IVE|20 + C(MeX)H/E=D flug | f52/ ¢,

Integrating the above in ¢ over [1, T*], we obtain
T* T* k—2
A = $0)+ G [ 190 Bade < QD [ (Jua(ol3) T ar (3a8)
1 1
Thanks to Me? < 1 in (3.41]), we apply Corollary and obtain
2 [t CMe? .
; /t\/QHUQ(S)”%QdS S tkT, for all ¢ S [O,T ]

Since k£ > 3, we have n := k+2 > 1 and « := (kk 21) € (1/n,1). Thus applying Lemma [2.3 with
f =lluz||3s and E = CMe*, we get

™ k—2 k—2
| (ua@)2) 555 de < oarey =i,
1
Plugging this and (3.46|) into (3.48)), we obtain
T 2 1 2 9 9 3k—2 3k—2
F(T*) + C/ V()| 5dt < C </ V|5 ndt + € 4 (Me )2(k1)> <O + C(Me?)2G1

where we used (3.43] - to justify the last inequality. Finally using f(T*) > C||0||? Z.» which is due to the
last inequality in , we notice that for - ) to hold, we must have
T* T* 3k—2
Me* =|6(T*)|| % +/ IV (T*) G0y dt <c F(TF) +/0 VU (t)||3dt < Ce* + C(Me*)2t-1

> 1. Therefore our assumption Me? < 1 in and the above estimate

Since k > 3, we have 2(k 1)

give us

2 < Oé.
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This leads to a contradiction with (3.41)), if M is chosen strictly larger than some implicit constant C,
which depends only on k. This finishes the proof of Theorem

4. STABILITY IN THE STOKES TRANSPORT SYSTEM

In this section, our goal is to prove the asymptotic stability for the Stokes transport system ([1.4)).
Throughout the section, we will assume that p; = ps(x2) is a function that is independent of 1, and
satisfies

7= inf (—=02ps(z2)) >0, ||psl| Fraga) < oo (4.1)

In the rest of the paper, we allow the implicit constant C' to depend on v and ||ps]| 4, but we omit
its dependence in the notation for simplicity. While the proof will exhibit a structure quite similar to
that of the previous section, we will furnish enough details for the sake of completeness of the paper.

4.1. Preliminaries for the Stokes transport system. Let us briefly review relevant results con-
cerning the Stokes transport system in the periodic channel For more details, we refer readers to the
paper by Dalibard—Guillod-Leblond [5] and additional references therein.

Let us consider a solution p(t) to the Stokes transport system. As in the previous section we denote
0(t) == plt) — ps. (4.2)
Substituting p = 0 + ps in (|1.4)), it immediately follows that

0: +u- VO = —Dspsus, . AW = 9,0, in Q,
with

(4.3)
V.-u=0, U=VWV¥ =0, onof

Thanks to the Bilaplacian operator in the equation for the stream function, the velocity in the Stokes
transport system is much regular compared to that of the IPM equation. More quantitative estimate
can be found in the next lemma.

Lemma 4.1. [5, Lemma B.1] Let f € H*(Q) for k > —2 and ¥ be a solution to

AU = f in §,
U=VU¥=0 onof.

Then W € H3(Q) N H4(Q) and | O] s < Cill 1

Thanks to more regular nature of the velocity, the global in time existence of the solution follows
in a standard way. More precise statement can be formulated as below.

Theorem 4.2. [5, Lemma 2.1, Theorem A.1] Let 0y € H*(Q) with k > 3. Then there exists a unique
global solution p(t) to (1.4) such that p € C(RT; H™(2)). Furthermore, denoting 0 := p — ps and
0(x2) == i Jp 0(x1, z2)dx1, it holds that if 6y = 0,0 = 020 =0 on 0%, then

O(t) = 0:0(t) = 950(t) = 0, on IN.
In view of Theorem we will consider initial data 6y € HZ(Q) N H*(Q). The usual trace theorem

ensures that 0,00 and 0220 are indeed well-defined on the boundary 9 and vanish identically as
stated in the above theorem.
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4.2. Energy estimates. In this subsection, our objective is to derive an a priori energy estimate.
The main result is presented in Proposition [£.4] As one can notice from the proposition, we will
focus on estimating the evolution of ||A26]| 2, rather than directly examining ||@]| 4. The reason is to
mitigate potential complications in the finer analysis of the anisotropic nature of the nonlinear term
in the equation. As expected, the norm [|A26)|;2 is equivalent to |||/ 4 for solutions vanishing on
the boundary. Although the immediate equivalence between these two norms may not be apparent
through elementary integration by parts, Lemma provides a rigorous justification

Lemma 4.3. If f € H*(Q) satisfies f = O2f =0 on 0Q and Jo f(x)dz =0, then
Ifllm2@) < ClASflz2@)y ) < CIAfll L2

Proof. The only problematic part is to ensure that the mixed derivatives can be estimated by the
Laplacian/Bilaplacian operator. The first inequality is trivial since [[Af||2, =011 f||3,+]022.f]122 +
2||012f || 2, which is strong enough to control all the second derivatives of f. For the second inequality,
we simply apply Lemma with k = 0, yielding the desired result. O

Proposition 4.4. Let 0y € HZ(Q) N H*(Q) and 0(t) be the unique smooth solution to ([4.3). It holds
that

d
2 (18%0]7:) <o =C(1 = ClIA%0] L)1 01 AON T + (l[uzl ra+luallwa. ) | A0 7
Hual s | A%0]| 2+ 01017 -

Proof. Using (4.3]), we compute

Ld, r2g 2, =— | A%(u-VO)A*9dx + | A*(—0ypsus)A%0dx 4.4
2 dt L

We simplify the linear term first. Let us write
/ A?(=0apsun) A*0dx = / (A% (=02psuz) — (—2ps) Aus) A%0dz+ / (—aps) A2ug A%0da =: Aj+As.
For Aj, the usual tame estimate yields
|[A1] <cl|A*(=Dapsuz) — (=2ps) A%uz| 12| A%0)| 2
<c (102ps| o [[uzl s+ D2ps || e l[uz ]| oo ) | A% 2
<cllual s [ A%0]| L2 (4.5)

For As, we can write

AQ :/—82p581A2\11A29dx:/82,0881081A29dx:/A(ngsc‘)l@)(‘hA@dm

= /82p3‘61A9‘2d$ + /(6222p3619 + 2822p38129)81A9d5L' =: Ao + Aga, (4.6)

while Ass can be estimated as
|Aga| <cl|O222p5]| o0 [|010]| 11|01 A8 2 < C[010] 1 (|01 AD[ L2

N
WH00) g,y 4 Clon6

where the last inequality follows from Young’s inequality. Thus, using (4.1]), we observe that (4.6|) can
be written as

<c|| a0l 10101127 <||016)|52 101 20) 3 <

3
Ap < = inf(=0aps) |01 80| 72 + Cl010]]72 < ~C[ 1 A0 T2 + Cl1010] 7.
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Combining this with (4.5)), we get
[ 83000282000 < ~Cor 80 +C (Juals|%0] +]000]2). (4.7)

where the last equality follows from Lemma [£.2] which ensures that the integral over 9§ appearing in
the integration by parts vanishes.

Now we estimate the integral coming from the nonlinear term in (4.4)). We derive a necessary
estimate in a separate lemma. Indeed, Lemma gives us that

<c (luallas+lluallwzeo ) |A20) 7o+ [ull s 01 A0 2| A6 2. (4.8)

/ A%(u - V0)A%0dx

Using Lemma

lullgs <cll¥llgs <cll010]lm <cl|01A8] 12,
where the last inequality follows from Lemma Plugging this into (4.8)), and combining it with
(4.7), we conclude the proposition. O

Lemma 4.5. Let u be a smooth divergence free vector field such that u =0 on 9Q and f be a smooth
scalar-valued function such that f = Oof = 02f = 0 on O where f = % fo(xl,azg)dacl. Then, we
have

/ A*(u- VA% fdx
Q

<c ([Juz]l ga+llusllwa.eo )| A fl[ 72+ |ul s 01 A F | 2 | A2 ] 2
Proof. We split the integral [, A%(u-Vf)A?fdx as
/A2(u-Vf)A2fd:n:/ (A%(u- Vf) —u- VA?f) A29+/u-v <;(A2f)2> da
Q Q Q

_ / (A2(u- Vf) — u- VA29) A%fdz,
Q

where the last integral vanishes due to the incompressibility of u and the boundary condition v = 0
on 2. Next, we further decompose the last integral as

/AQ(wVf)AQfda;:/ (A%(u-Vf) —u-VAf) A*fdx
Q Q

— / (A% (w101 f) — w1 A%01 f) A? fdx + / (A% (u2daf) — uaA?0of) A’ fda
Q Q
=11 + 5. (49)

Estimate for I;. Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we estimate
1| <[[A%(u101 f) — wr A0y fl| 2| A% fl 2.
Using Lemma [3.4] we have
1A (181 f) — ur D01 f| 2 <[Juall grall O fll oo+t oo |91 f || s
lluallgallOrf || 2 +llullwr.oe 190l s

where the second inequality is due to the Sobolev embedding H?(Q)) < L*(Q2). Then, using
Lemma we can replace |01 f|| g2 and ||01f| g3 in the above estimate by ||O1Af| 2 and |A2f]| 2,
respectively. Hence, we obtain

11] < (luall a0 Af N g2+l e | A2 £l 2) |AZ £ 2. (4.10)
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Before we start estimating Is, we consider the structure of the bi-Laplacian acting on a product of
two functions. Expanding the bi-Laplacian using the formula A(fg) = Agh + 2Vg - Vh + gAh, we
have

A%(gh) — fA?h = A(Agh + 2Vg - Vh + gAh) — gA?h
= A%2gh+2VAg - Vh+ AgAh
+2(VAg-Vh+ Vg -Voh+ Vg - Vdoh + Vg - VAR)
+ AgAh +Vg-VAh
= A%2gh +4VAg-Vh+2(Vdig - VO1h + Vg - VOsh + Ag - Ah) + Vg - VAh.
(4.11)

Estimate for I,. Next, we move on to estimate I in (4.9). Recalling our notation that f(zs) :=
% Jp f(z1, 22)dx2, we split I as

I, = /Q (A% (up0s f) — uaA?0of) A® fda

— /Q (A% (u20s(f — f)) — uaA?0a(f — f)) A% fdz + /Q (A% (up02f) — uaA?0a f) A® fda
=: Ip1 + Ipo. (4.12)
Again, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives us
Ian| < A2us(f = F)) — uoA20a(f — F) 12|42l 2,
while Lemma [3.4] yields
1A% (ua(f = 1)) = u2d?0a(f = NIz <clluzllgall2(f = Pllpe+luzllwroe | f = Fllas
<clluallgallOr2f | o+ lluzllwrce | f 1| s
<clluall |01 Af|| L2+ luzllwroe | A f| L2

where the second inequality is due to ||f||gs(q) <||fll#4) and Lemma and the last inequality
follows from Lemma [4.3] Hence, we get

[Io1] < (lluzllgallO1 A fl| 2 +Hlluallwros | A Fll 2) 1A £ 22 (4.13)
Next, we estimate I». Recalling Ios from (4.12) and applying (#.11)) with g = ua, h = Osf, we have
122 == / A2’LL282?A2fd.’E
Q

+ / (AVAus - Voo f +2 (VOiug - VOiof + Vaus - Vo f + AusAdaf + Vug - VAOsf))A? fdx
Q

= / A?ug0s fA? fdz + / (402Aus - Dao f + 2 ((Oaus + Aug) - Oasa f + Oous - aa f))A? fda
Q Q

=: Ipo1 + I299, (4.14)

where the second last equality is due to the fact that f does not depend on the variable z1. For I299,
using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we just need a crude estimate,

[I222] < (Iluzl s (o) 1022 F || oo + [z llvw2.co | f | o) | A2 £ 2
<c (luzllgs+luzllwzeo) || £l e[| A% f 2
<c (luzll s Hluzllwze )| A £, (4.15)
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where we used the Sobolev embedding L>([0,1]) < H'([0,1]) to have ||Os2f||ze <||f||z+ in the the
second inequality, and we used Lemma in the last inequality.

Lastly, we estimate I221. Let ¥ be the stream function of u such that
/\Ildxzo, w= V¥ with ¥ = VU = 0 on 9.
Q

Indeed, such a stream function exists since u is divergence free and, especially, v = 0 on 9. Using
the integration by parts, we get

1221 = / 81A2\I’82fA2fdl’ = —/ (AZ\I/aQ?) A281fda: = — / A (AQ\I/827) Aa1fd:l,‘,
Q

where the integration by parts in the last equality is justified by the assumption that dq6 = Opf=0
on 9. Therefore, expanding A(A%2Wd, f), we get

Ipop = — / (A3WDyf + 200 A2 - Do f + A2Wiaos )1 Abd.

Then, we obtain
[ La21] <[19[| o | Fllwsoc |01l 22 <llwll s l|OVAF I 2 Fll e <lull s |01 AF |2 A% f ] 2,
where we used Lemma [4.3|in the last inequality. Combining this with (4.15]) and (4.14]), we get
T2 < (Jluz]| s+ [uallwzee ) |A% FlI T2+l s [ OLAF [ 22| A2 £l 2.

Combining this with (4.13]) and (4.12]), we have
12| < (luall s +lluzllwzoo A FI 2+l s [O1 A Fl 2| A fl 2.

Combining this with (4.10) and (4.9)), we get
/QAQ(U - VO)A*Gdz| < (|fual| s+ l|uzllwzoe | A% I Foull s 1OV A | 22| A Fl 2

This finishes the proof. U

4.3. Analysis of the energy structure. As in the previous section for the IPM equation, we define

Mn:éww—@mm,K@:wwwﬁh (4.16)

where pj is the vertical rearrangement of the initial density pp. Throughout this subsection, we will
assume that

T
1608135 +/0 |A2W(2)]|22dt <& < o < 1, for t € [0,T] for some T > 0 and &y > 0. (4.17)

Proposition 4.6. There exists 6o = do(7, ||ps|lge) > 0 such that if (4.17) holds, then

LR = K1),

d
- CE() < ~Clus. (4.18)

dt

Proof. Differentiating the energy difference E(t) in time, we see that

d
—E(t) —/,otxgdx— —/ u'Vpxgdx—/qudx. (4.19)
dt Q Q Q

Using (|1.5)), we can further simplify the last expression as

/qudx:/E)l\Ilpda:: —/ WO, pdr = —/ UA2Wdr = —/ |AY | dz,
Q Q Q Q Q
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therefore, we get

- / AV Pz = ~K(2). (4.20)
Q

In order to estimate %K (t), taking a derivative in (4.19)), we compute

1/d\? 1d 1 1
“(Z) B === dr = = d — | Opugpdzx.
2(dt> (t) th/ﬂuww 2/S2u2ﬂt58+2/ﬂtu2px

Using us = 01 and 0;p = A%V, we have

/8tu2pdac = —/ Vo pdx = —/ VA Vdy = —/ N2 Uy = —/ 0101 pVdx = / Orpusdx
Q Q Q Q Q Q

Therefore, we get

1/d\?
— <> E(t)—/ugpt——/uQu-Vpd:c——/ugagpdx—/ugulalpdx
2 \dt 0 0 Q 0
>~ [ wapds—uz]almr0p] 2
Q

Using the assumption on ||0|| ;s in (4.17), we have

- / W3oopda = / W30opsde — / u20s(p — pa)da > llualZs — Vollual[2s > Clusl|2,
Q

where we used the strict positivity of v which is assumed in (4.1)). Using (4.20]), we see that the above
inequality implies

d
SR () + Cllus|2: < Clluzllze |11 2. (4.21)

Let us estimate [Ju101p||2,. Using (L.F]), we rewrite
[u1d1pll 2 () =029 AWl 2 <[V P[] l| AW | o <[ AT g2 | 9] 2, (4.22)

where the last inequality is due to the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation theorem. Moreover, we notice
from ) that g(z2) fT (1, x2)dx; satisfies

022229 (2) = / 02220V (21, x2)d1 = / AXV(x1,29) — (O1111 + 201122) ¥ (21, 2)dxy = / Opdx =0,
T T T

with the boundary condition, g = d2g = 0 on 92. Therefore, g = 0 for all z9 € [0, 1]. In other words,
the map z1 — ¥(x1,x2) has zero average for each fixed z3. Then, the Poincaré inequality tells us

W2 <0192 =llual 2.
Substituting this into (4.22)), we get

lu101pl| 2 < A2W||g2|luzl e <llp — psllaslluzllrz < /dolluz| L2,

where the second inequality follows from Lemma (noting that A2¥ = 9y(p — ps) and p — ps = 0
on 0f2) and the last inequality follows from (4.17)). Plugging this into , we obtain that for
sufficiently small § > 0, 2K (t) < —C [|u2]|7. Combining this with (4.20)), we finish the proof of the
proposition. [l
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Corollary 4.7. There exists 5o = 0o(7, ||psllga) > 0 such that if (4.17)) holds, then,
o)

2 t
2 <>ds<f5

/ Jua(s) s < 7,

Proof. Thanks to Proposition we know that there is a constant C' > 0 such that

for allt € [0,T].

C7lp(t) = pill7e < E(t) < Clip(t) — pgll7e- (4.23)
Now, using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation theorem, we estimate
1/2 1/2
Halpup ) =A%) 2 < ClAZ|7 | AV, .

On the other hand, applying (2.27)), we observe that [|01pz2 > C|p — p{l/z2. Combining this with
the above estimate, we get
IAW)Z: 2| A% 5 ]p — pgl72 = CIAYY| 3 E()?

where the last inequality follows from . Hence, the variation of the potential energy in ((4.18])
yields

d

dt
Applying Lemma [2.1{ with o« =1 > 0 and n = 2 and a(t) =[|A?¥||3,,, we get

ZE(t) < —C (|A%0]2.) Bt (4.24)

A t
E(t) < —5, where A :/0 | A2W||2 2 ds.

Under the assumptions in (3.30f), we have A < C§. Therefore,

o)
B(t) < 5 (4.25)
Applying Lemma 2.2 with f(t) = E(t), g(t) = K(t), h(t) = Cllua(t)|2,, it follows from (EI8) that
2 [t 2 [t §
2 [ K(s)ds < S, and / Jua(s) |2ads < <.
t/2 t tJi)2 t
Together with (4.25)), we obtain the desired estimates. O

4.4. Proof of Theorem Let &g be fixed so that Proposition [£.6|and Corollary [4.7) are applicable.
We claim that there exists € = €(v, ||[|ps||r4) > 0 such that if pg — ps € HZ(2) N H*(2) and

oo = psllps < e <1, (4.26)
then for all ¢ > 0, it holds that
t
1A20()]122 +/ JA2W (1) 22yt < Ce2, for some C > 0. (4.27)
0
Let us suppose for the moment that the claim is true. Then by Corollary. 4.7} the solution p(t) satisfies
Ce 2 [t Ce? Cé?
E(t) < 3 o K(s)ds < — 3 / |uz(s)||22ds < T for all ¢ > 0. (4.28)
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Especially, the potential energy estimate in (4.28) and (2.26|) give us all the necessary properties to
establish Theorem [L.6l

In the rest of the proof, we aim to prove (4.27). Towards a contradiction, let 7" > 0 be the first
time that (4.27) breaks down, that is,

T*
1A%0(T*) (1720 +/O AP (8)[|572qdt = Me® < 1, (4.29)

for some M > 1, which will be chosen later. Towards a contradiction, let us denote
FO) =1A%00) 172, g(t) =A% ()| 7.

Since 0y := pg — p € Hg N H*, it follows from Theorem that 0(t) satisfies § = 020 = 0990 = 0 on
0f). Then, Lemma and our assumption on 7™ tell us that

Clg(t) < CH0)||Fa < F(t) < CNO®)|30 < OMe?, for all t € [0,T%],  f(0) < Ce,  (4.30)
where the initial condition is due to (4.26)). In particular, we have
|00 = A013 =]1016]% =|A>T|P = (o).
Using this and (4.30]), we derive from Proposition that

d x
/(1) = =Cg(t) + C ([uz] s +uzllwe) f(2) + Clluallps | A%0l| 2 +[1016]|72, for ¢ € [0,T7]. (4.31)

With this differential inequality, we first derive a crude estimate for ”short time” first and more careful
analysis will follows afterwards.

Using the Sobolev embedding W2%°(Q) — H*(Q), we have

[uall g +lluzllw2.ee <[luzllgs <IV¥[ga <010l <V £(D), (4.32)
where the last inequality follows from (4.30). From this and (4.31])) we see that f satisfies

910 < OGP+ 1) <OF0), fort e [0.77).

Using f(0) < Ce?, we can immediately deduce from this differential inequality that f(t) < Ce?e®*, for
t € [0,7*]. Since g(t) < Cf(t), we can easily deduce that

¢
(@) +/ g(s)ds < Ce®eCt for t € [0,T7]. (4.33)
0
Thus, for ([#.29) to occur, we must have Me? <c €2e“T". This gives us a lower bound of T*,
T > C'log M.
Let us pick
Ty :=loglog M > 1. (4.34)
Without loss of generality, we can assume M is sufficiently large to ensure that
Ty < T
Then , it follows from (4.33)) that
Ty
(T3 + / g(t)dt < Ce*(log M)C. (4.35)
0
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Now, we will estimate f(t) more carefully for ¢ > T'f;. Using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation
theorem, we see that

luzllwzoo+lluall s <clluz 35 luall¥fs <clluzll72 | A2E|%2. (4.36)
Hence, Young’s inequality can give us
(luzllwzoo+lluallms) £(2) <clluall 25182035 (1)
<o Nl A3 + Cy f (1) |fus|
<c ng(t) + CU(M€2)10/7|’U2‘|ié7, for any n > 0. (4.37)
Again using and the estimate ||0(t)]| g+ < CVMe2 in ([4.30), we get
luz | 51 A%0] 12 <clluzl32 | A2W|[33 VM2
—[[ua ||V M e2g(t)3/1°
<cng(t)+ Cy (\/W) 10/7|‘U2||i/277 for any n > 0, (4.38)

where the last inequality follows from Young’s inequality. Similarly, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpo-
lation theorem and the definition of K (t) in (4.16) give us

18161172 ZHAQ\I’Hiz < ClIA%W) 2| AY]| 2 < 9| A2U G2 + CyllAT| 72 <c ng(t) + CoE (1) (4.39)
Summing up this, and ( -, we obtain
(HU2HW%0<>H\U2HH3) F@O)+lluz]l 3]l A0 2+ 016][7 2
< Cng(t) + Cy (VM) s |77 + K (1),
Substituting this into (4.31)) and choosing 1 small enough, we arrive at

d 10/7
1)+ Cy(t) <o ( M62> lus || 457 + K (£), for t € [0,T7]. (4.40)
The estimate for ||us||z2 in Corollary [4.7] tells us that
2 [t Me2
t/ Mg (s)|2ads < CH/42 / lus(s)|2ads < C22E Sy forall £ € 0,77
t/2

Hence applying Lemma with o = 2/7, n = 15/4, we obtain

T* T* 2/7
[ e oifa= [ (0 e0iz) " a < o (ue)?
1 1

Thanks to (4.34)), this implies

*

- 10/7 10/7 T
/ (Vire) " sty 247t < (Vare) / (Tj\})‘l/l“/ /1y (8|74 dt < CMEX(Tiy) /1,
M M

(4.41)
Similarly, for the term K(t) in (4.40|), we use Corollary to see

2 " 1 a2 1 Mé?
z K(s)ds < CtY"Z | K(s)ds < C——.
//23 (s)ds < o (s)ds < YT
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Applying Lemma with @ =1 and n = 41/14, we get flT* tY MK (t)dt < CMe?*. Therefore
T* T*
K(s)ds < (Tj;) "Y1 / sYMK (s)ds < C(Ty) "Y' Mé.

* *
T]\/I T]\/[

Combining this with (4.41]), integrating (4.40) over t € [T}, T%] gives

™
f(T™) +/ g(s)ds <¢ f(Ty) + (T]T/[)—I/M M2

*
TI\/I

Together with (4.35) and (4.34]), this estimate finally gives us

T*
F(T) +/ g(t)dt <¢ Mé (M_l(]og M)E + (loglog M)_1/14> ‘
0
Comparing this to (4.29), we must have
1<C (M_l(log M)® + (loglog M)_1/14) ’

which leads to a contradiction if M is chosen sufficiently large depending only on the implicit constant
C. This finishes the proof.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA [3.1]
We argue by induction on k, that is, we will prove that for every k € N,
10705 fll L2 < Cop (||8?+’“fHL2+H63+’“fHLz) , foralln e NU{0} and f € X*. (A1)

When k = 0, the above estimate holds true trivially. Now, let us aim to prove (A.1l]) for & — k + 1,
assuming that the statement is true for some k£ > 0. We split the cases n = 0,1 and n > 2.

Case: n = 0. It is trivial that
105 Fllzz < O (198 Fllaa+1057 F1112) (A.2)

Case: n = 1. We have

10105+ 1172 :/glalaé“*lf(w)alaéc“f(fc)dx: /Qanaé“ﬂf(w)agﬂf(x)dﬂrZ/Qanaécf(w)@g”f(x)dw
<0195 fl|72+ 1052 £ 1172,
where the integration by parts to get the second equality is justified by (3.5). Using the induction
hypothesis (A1) for k, we have ||91105 f||2, < Cy (H@f”fH%g—i-HagﬂfH%z>, hence
1000512 < i (1082121957212 ) (A.3)
Case: n > 2. We claim that
. . 1 . A i . .

10} ]8§+1+ij%2(Q) < 9 <H81 ]+18§+]fH%2+Ha1 ’ la§+3+2f“%2) yforall0<j<n-1. (A4)

Suppose (A.4) holds true for the moment. Then we have

n—1 n—1 n—1

n—j ak+1+7 1 n—j+1 k-t 1 n—j—1 ak+j+2
DI flaay < 5 DIV TR Al + 5 D IO L = S+ 5 (A)
7=0 7=0 7=0
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The first summation in the right-hand side can be written as

1 n—2 i
S1 =5 (10705 flIT + > _ll0r 70 flI7a
j=0

-2
1 1ak £12 k+1 ¢p2 S —j ak+j+1 £12
=3 10705 £ 7 +|07 o5 £I17. + > a5 E 3
=1
and the second summation can be written as

n—1
—j ak+j+1
Sy = 5 | D_N0y 0y FllTa 05 £

i=1

N —

n—2
kil
= S | DI T f e 10105 T e+ 1105 f 7
j=1

N[ —

Summing them up, we can write the right-hand side of (A.5)) as
n—2 1
e
St S = Y IIOF IO fIRaigy + 5 (1077105 FIZa+ 10705 FIa+ 005 FI3a 105 1122
j=1

Plugging this into (A.5)), and after the cancellations of the summation in j over 1 to n — 2, we obtain

1
0705 FIFa 12105 " £11Fe < 5 (107105 £I3+ 1107 05 FI1Fa 10105 " FIF o105 41 £ )
which is equivalent to

10705 f 17210105+ 172 <0705 flI72+105 1 f 7.
Hence, dropping the second term in the left-hand side, we get

107051112 <005 FIBa+HIO5 A2 < Co (1074712410512, )

where we used the induction hypothesis (A.1]) for k. Combining this with (A.2)) and (A'S.: , we see that
the statement (A.1) holds true for all n, for £ + 1. The only missing part is a proof of (A.4).

Proof of (A.4). It is straightforward that

107705 11320y = /Q oY IO f(a)af oy f(w)da
- /Q 0107 951 ()0 o f () de
- /Q Oy I oy f(a)oy T oy T f(ar)da
< SNp IO I, + Sl0r ok f,

where the second and the third equality follow from the integration by parts which is valid due to
(3.5) and the last inequality follows from Young’s inequality. This proves the claim (A.4]).
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