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Abstract

We investigate the Cauchy problem of three-dimensional compressible non-isothermal nematic
liquid crystal flows in R3. We derive the global existence and uniqueness of strong solutions with
both interior and far field vacuum states provided that the initial data are of small total energy. This
improves our previous work [27] in the sense that the initial data allow possibly large oscillations.
The key analysis is based on delicate energy estimates and the structural characteristic of the system
under consideration. Moreover, we also show the algebraic decay estimates of the solution. The
results could be viewed as an extension of the studies in Li-Xu-Zhang [21] for the isothermal case to
the non-isothermal situation.
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1 Introduction and main results

The motion of compressible nematic liquid crystal flows in the three-dimensional (3D) space can be
written as the following simplified non-isothermal Ericksen-Leslie model (see [2,14-16]):

(i + div(pu) =0,
pus + pu - Vu — pAu — (A + p)Vdive + Vp = —Vd - Ad,

cop(Or +u- V) + pdivu — kA = A(divu)? + §|Vu + (V)" > + |Ad + |Vd[*d|?, (1.1)
dy +u-Vd=Ad+|Vd|d,
ld| =1,

where the unknowns p, u = (u',u? u?), 6, and d € S? are the density, the velocity, the absolute

temperature, and the macroscopic average of the nematic liquid crystal orientation field, respectively.
p = Rpf, with positive constant R, is the pressure. The constant viscosity coefficients p and A\ satisfy
the physical restrictions

>0, 243X > 0. (1.2)

The positive constants ¢, and x are the heat capacity and the ratio of the heat conductivity coefficient
over the heat capacity, respectively.
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We consider the Cauchy problem of (1.1) with the initial condition
(p,u,0,d)|—0 = (po, ug, 0o,dp), = €R3, (1.3)
and the far field behavior
(p,u,0,d)(z,t) — (0,0,0,1), as |z| — oo, t >0, (1.4)

where 1 is a given unit vector and |dg| = 1.

In 2011, Feireisl-Rocca-Schimperna [9] introduced a non-isothermal model for incompressible nematic
liquid crystals in the spirit of the simplified version of the Leslie-Ericksen model proposed by Lin and
Liu [23]. Later on, Feireisl-Frémond-Rocca-Schimperna [8] proposed a new approach to the modeling
of non-isothermal liquid crystals and investigated global-in-time weak solutions for a Ginzburg-Landau
approximation system to relax the nonlinear constraint |d| = 1. Since then much attention has been
paid to various non-isothermal nematic liquid crystals models. Li and Xin [20] proved the global exis-
tence of weak solutions on T2. Yet the uniqueness and regularity of such weak solutions remain open.
Bian and Xiao [1] showed the global strong solution to the non-isothermal nematic liquid crystal flows
with temperature-dependent viscosity provided that the initial data is a sufficiently small perturbation
around the trivial equilibrium state. De Anna and Liu [2] studied the general non-isothermal Ericksen-
Leslie system and obtained the global existence of strong solutions in Besov spaces provided the Besov
norm of the initial data is sufficiently small. Du-Li-Wang [5] concerned the simplified non-isothermal
Ericksen-Leslie system of nematic liquid crystal flow on a three-dimensional smooth bounded domain.
Existence of a global weak solution is proven under the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition on
the velocity field, the Neumann condition on the director field, and the non-flux condition on the heat
flux, and for suitable initial data. It is worth mentioning that some mathematical analysis concerning
the hydrodynamic flow of non-isothermal nematics in the Q-tensor formalism were addressed by Feireisl-
Rocca-Schimperna-Zarnescu [10, 11]. For more background and theoretical results about nematic liquid
crystals both in the isothermal and non-isothermal situation, we refer the reader to the monograph [29]
and survey articles [15,24].

Recently there has been considerable interest in the mathematical study for the compressible non-
isothermal nematic liquid crystals. In 2016, Hieber and Priiss [14] derived a general compressible non-
isothermal Ericksen-Leslie model for the flow of nematic liquid crystals and analyzed the simplified non-
isothermal model mathematically. Later, they [16] showed the local well-posedness with in L7 setting and
the global solution for initial data close to equilibria points without structural assumptions on the Leslie
coefficients in bounded domains. At the same time, De Anna and Liu [2] proposed a non-isothermal
model describing the evolution of a nematic liquid-crystal material under the action of thermal effects
in the whole space. On the other hand, for the simplified compressible non-isothermal model (1.1),
Fan-Li-Nakamura [6] proved the local well-posedness of strong solutions to the initial boundary value
problem under the compatibility conditions (1.8) and (1.9) for the initial data. Then Liu and Zhong [27]
extended it to be a global one for the problem (1.1)—(1.4) provided that ||po|lze + ||Vdp| 3 is suitably
small and 3p > A. While, for the absence of vacuum states, Guo-Xi-Xie [12] studied global existence
and long time behavior of smooth solutions to (1.1)—(1.4) provided that the initial data are close to the
constant equilibrium state in H3-framework. When the term |Vd|? in (1.1); and (1.1), is replaced by the

Ginzburg-Landau approximation term 1_‘d‘2, Guo-Xie-Xi [13] established the global existence of weak
solutions. The global well-posedness of strong solutions to the one-dimensional problem of (1.1) can be
found in [28,32]. There are also very interesting mathematical results concerning the global existence of
(weak, strong or classical) solutions of compressible isothermal nematic liquid crystal flows, please refer
to [18,19,21,25,33].

In this paper, we further investigate the global existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to the
problem (1.1)—(1.4). Our result reveals that the small initial energy is sufficient to guarantee the global
well-posedness. Moreover, we also show that the solutions converge algebraically to zero in L? as time
goes to infinity. This result could be viewed as the first one on time-decay rates of solutions to the
Cauchy problem of multi-dimensional compressible non-isothermal nematic liquid crystals with vacuum.
The main novelty of the present article consists in allowing possibly large oscillations of the initial data
as well as obtaining algebraic decay estimates of the solution.
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Before formulating our main result, we first explain the notations and conventions used throughout
this paper. For simplicity, in what follows, we denote

[ fdo = / fdz.

For 1 < p < oo and integer k£ > 0, the standard homogeneous and inhomogeneous Sobolev spaces as
follows:

LP? = [P(R3), WkP=LPnDkr, HF=WFk2

DEP ={u e L} (R3):||VFul/» < 0o}, DF = DF2,

D{ = {u € L(R3) : ||Vul|12 < oo}

We begin with the global existence of strong solutions to the problem (1.1)—(1.4) with initial data
being subjected to the small energy assumption.

Theorem 1.1 For q € (3,6) and positive constant p, assume that the initial data (po,uo, 00 > 0,dp)
satisfies

Po € Ll N Hl N Wan (P0|u0|2aP090, |Vd0|2) € Lla
(Vuo, Vo) € H', Vdy € H?, |do| = 1,
0 <inf po(z) < suppo(z) < p,

and the compatibility conditions

MAUO + (M + )\)V div ug — V(Rpoeo) — Vdo . Ado = \/%91, (18)
KOy + \(div ug)? + g|Vu0 + (Vo) 2 + |Ado + [Vdo|2do|? = /Poge, (1.9)

for some g1,g2 € L?. There exists a small positive constant £y depending only on p, \, ¢y, R, k, p, and
the initial data such that if

1 1
/ <§p0\u0\2 + cupobo + §\Vd0]2>dx =S Eg < &g, (1.10)

then the problem (1.1)—(1.4) has a unique global strong solution (p,u,0,d) satisfying

p € L>([0,00); L* N L>®) N C([0,00); L' N H' n W),

(u,0) € C([0,00); D N D?) N LE ([0,00); D*1),
(s 00) € L (10,000 DY), (/7 y31) € L7 (10,00 1), i

Vd € LOO([O,OO);HZ) N C([O,oo);Hz) ﬂLz([0,00);H?’),
dy € C([0,00); H') N L*([0,00); H?).

Remark 1.1 Although our Theorem 1.1 has small energy, yet the oscillations of the initial data could
be arbitrarily large. Thus we improve our previous work [27] where the initial density must be small
pointwisely. Moreover, we remove the additional restriction 3u > X used in [27].

Remark 1.2 Compared with the 3D isothermal case [21], there is no need to assume that ug, Vdy € HP
with B € (%, 1] for the global existence of strong solutions.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on delicate energy estimates. The key point in our analysis is to
derive the time-independent upper bound of the density. Compared with the 3D isothermal situation [21],
as pointed out in [27], the basic energy estimate provides us useless information on dissipation estimates
of u, 0, and d. To overcome this difficulty, motivated by [22], we introduce a small time ¢y and recover
the crucial dissipation estimate of the form fOT (IIVull2, + VO3, + [|[V2d|[2,)dt in terms of a power
function of Eg (see Lemma 3.1) rather than [|pol|re + [[Vdol/zs used in [27]. Moreover, we point out
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that the method used here to derive the L>(0,T; L?) estimates of Vu and V?2d is different from that of
in [27]. In order to obtain this control, the key observation is to treat the temperature simultaneously

by introducing a cut-off function o (t) £ min{t,#y} (see Lemma 3.3) instead of E = % + ¢,0, the sum of
specific kinetic energy and specific internal energy. Furthermore, unlike [27], it is impossible to get the
smallness of |Vd||;s which plays a critical role in dealing with the coupling terms u - Vd and Vd - Ad.
Next, since the Zlotnik inequality which was used in [21] for isothermal flow to get the upper bound
of the density does not work here, we adopt some ideas introduced by [3,34] to establish the time-
independent upper bound of the density. Finally, having the time-independent and time-dependent a
priori estimates at hand, together with the local well-posedness theory, we succeed in showing Theorem
1.1 by an argument of contradiction.
Next we derive the algebraic decay estimates of the global solution obtained in Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.2 Let (p,u,0,d) be the global solution obtained in Theorem 1.1, then there exists a constant
C depending only on p, A\, ¢, k, R, p, and the initial data such that, for large time t,

. _1
IVoullez + Vo0l L2 + Vullp2 + IVl 2 + || Vpil 2 < O3, (1.12)
. 1
VPOl 2 + V20l 2 + [ V2dl| 12 + Ve 2 + IVPd] 2 < Ct 2, (1.13)

provided that Eg < g, for some constant £, € (0,¢€].

Remark 1.3 Let F and w (see (2.3)) be the effective viscous flur and the vorticity, respectively. Then
it follows from (2.5), Sobolev’s inequality, (1.11), (1.12), and (1.13) that, for large time t,

IVEl 2 + [IVwllzz < C(llpallze + V[Vl )
1
< Cllpl 7 Iv/pill 2 + ClIVd| oo [V2d] 12

1
< Cllpll i VPl 2 + ClIVd|| 2| V3] 2
< CllVpill 2 + C|V?d| 12
< Ot 1. (1.14)

This combined with (2.6) and (1.12) yields that, for large time t,
. _1
IVullzs < C(llptllze + V0] g2 + IVallV2dl] 12) < Ct 1. (1.15)

Furthermore, we derive from Holder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality, (1.15), (1.12), and (1.13) that, for
any q € [2,6] and large time t,

6—q 3q—6 B
IVullze < IVl 19ul, 5 < ced,

6—g 3q—6 6—g 3q—6 _ 5g—6
IVl < IVoILE IVl < clvelZ IV, < cr .

Remark 1.4 [t is worth mentioning that Guo-Xi-Xie [12] established the decay rates for second order
spatial derivatives of the density and the velocity provided that the initial perturbation is small in H3-
norm and bounded in Li-norm (1 < g < g ). Howewver, we should point out that, for the initial density
allowing vacuum states, whether the second derivatives of the velocity field decay or not remains unknown.
The main difficulty lies in deriving time-independent bounds on the gradient of density (see (3.97)).

Remark 1.5 Compared with decay rates of the isothermal model [33, Theorem 1.3], our decay rates of
the solution is slower due to the complicated structure of the system (1.1). Consequently, the mathemat-
ical studies between the isothermal model and the non-isothermal case of the 3D Cauchy problem appear
highly differences.



We divide the proof of Theorem 1.2 into six steps. As mentioned above, due to the structural
characteristic of the system (1.1), the basic energy estimate provides useless dissipation effect on the
solution. However, for small initial energy (see (5.4)), we can derive

d
7 (IVpullZe + [1veolIZ2) + [ Vuliz + [VOIlZ: < CIIVZd] 12| VPd| 7. (1.16)

This reveals that the time-decay rate of the second derivatives of the orientation field plays a crucial role
in the initial layer analysis. In step 1, we obtain that ||V2d||;2 decays with the rate of 2 (see (5.1)) by
analyzing (1.1)4. In step 2, with the help of (1.7) and the result of step 1, we deduce that ||\/pu||;> and
/POl L2 decay with the rate of 1 (see (5.5)). In step 3, owing to very slowly time-decay estimates
on the initial layer analysis, we fail to show the decay rates of |Vu|| 2 and ||V0| 2 directly and should
require the initial energy to be much more small (see (5.16)). In steps 4 and 5, we devote the decay rates
to ||Vdy||r2 and H\/ﬁHH 12 by delicate energy estimates and the results of steps 1-3. Finally, in step 6,
the decay estimates on the third derivatives of the orientation field and the temperature can be obtained
by applying L?-estimates for the elliptic system and uniformly bounds we have just derived.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we collect some known facts and elementary in-
equalities which will be used later. Section 3 is devoted to the global a priori estimates. The proof of
Theorem 1.1 will be done in Section 4. Finally, we give the proof of Theorem 1.2 in Section 5.

2 Preliminarily

In this section, we recall some known facts and elementary inequalities which will be used later.
We begin with the following local existence of a unique strong solution to the problem (1.1)—(1.4),
whose proof can be performed by using similar strategies (with a minor modification) as those in [6].

Lemma 2.1 Under the conditions (1.5)—(1.9), there is a small T, > 0 such that the Cauchy problem
(1.1)~(1.4) admits a unique solution (p,u,0,d) over R3 x [0,T.] satisfying for some constant M, > 1
depending on Ty and the initial data

>S4

S (IVulfp + VO + 1Vl + IvpilZe + VA0l 22 + [Vdelz2)

T. )
+/ (IVall7z + V2|72 + [[VO][72)dt < M. (2.1)
0
Next, the following well-known Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (see [4, Chapter 10, Theorem 1.1])
will be used frequently later.

Lemma 2.2 Assume that f € DY™ N L™ with m,r > 1, then there exists a constant C' depending only
on q, m, and v such that

1£llze < CUV AL NI (2.2)

where 19 = (% — %)/(% — % + %) and the admissible range of q is the following:

e if m < 3, then q is between r and _33_% ;
e if m =3, then q € [r,00);
e if m >3, then q € [r,o0].

Next, the material derivatives of f, the effective viscous flux F', and the vorticity w are defined as
follows,

f2u+u-Vf F2Q2u+ N divu—p, w2 curlu. (2.3)



Then one derives the following elliptic equations from (1.1), by taking the operators div and curl,
respectively.

AF = div(pu) — div(Vd © Vd), pAw = curl(pi + div(Vd @ Vd)). (2.4)

We now state some elementary L%-estimates of the elliptic system (2.4), whose proof can be done by
similar methods as those in [22].

Lemma 2.3 Let (p,u,6,d) be a smooth solution of (1.1)~(1.4). Then for any q € [2,6], there exists a
positive constant C' depending only on u, X, and q such that

IVFlza + [ Vwllze < C(llpi] Lo + [||Vdl[V2d]] o), (2.5)
IVullzs < C(llpil 2 +11VO 2 + IIVd] [ VZdl 2). (2.6)

Finally, the following Beal-Kato-Majda type inequality (see [17, Lemma 2.3]) will be used to estimate

Lemma 2.4 Suppose that q € (3,00), then there exists a constant C depending only on q such that for
any Vu € L2 NWhe,

[Vl < C(||divul|gee + || curlul| ) log (e + |V?ul[ra) + C (1 + || Vul z2)- (2.7)

3 A priori estimates

In this section, we will establish some necessary a priori bounds for smooth solutions to the Cauchy
problem (1.1)—(1.4) to extend the local strong solutions guaranteed by Lemma 2.1. Thus, let 7" > 0
be a fixed time and (p,u,0,d) be the smooth solution to (1.1)-(1.4) on R? x (0,7] with initial data
(po, ug, 6o, do) satisfying (1.5)—(1.9). In what follows, C,C;, and ¢; (i = 1,2,---) denote generic positive
constants which rely only on R, ¢,, u, A\, &, p, M,, and the initial values, and C'(«) is used to emphasize
the dependence of C' on a.

First of all, if we multiply (1.1); by a cut-off function and then use a standard limit procedure, we
can obtain that (see also [34, Lemma 3.1])

o)l = llpollrr, 0<t<T. (3.1)
Applying standard maximum principle (see [7, p. 43]) to (1.1) along with pg, 0y > 0 indicates that

inf t) >0 inf 6(x,t) > 0. 3.2
]R31><I%O,T]p(x’ )20, RIX[0.7] (@8 = (3:2)

Multiplying (1.1), by u and (1.1), by Ad + |Vd|?d, respectively, and integrating the resulting equations
over R?, integrating (1.1)5 over R3, and summing them together, we obtain from integration by parts

and (1.1); that
d

L2 1 2 _
pr (§p|u| + cppb + §|Vd| )d:ﬂ = 0.

This implies that

1 1 1 1
/ <§p\ul2 + cypf + §\Vd\2)dx = / <§po\uo]2 + cypobo + §\Vdo\2)dx, 0<t<T. (3.3)

3.1 Time-independent estimates
Denote

A((T) £ sup (|Vull7. + V|72 + [IVO[72),
0<t<T
T
Ay(T) £ /0 (IWpillr2 + Vdel|72 + (IV2d]72 + [ VO]F2 + | V0] 72) dt,

T
As(T) é/ [V2d||3dt.
0



Proposition 3.1 There exists some positive constant €y depending only on p, A, ¢, R, &, p, and the
initial data such that if (p,u,0,d) is the smooth solution of (1.1)~(1.4) on R3 x (0,T)] satisfying

2 1
sup ||pllre <2p, A1(T) <2M,, Ax(T) <2E§, A3(T) < 2E§, (3.4)
0<t<T
then the following holds true
3 3 2 1
sup [lpllie < 25, AL(T) < SM., A(T) < EJ, As(T) <ES, (3.5)
<t<T 2 2

provided that
EO S £0-

Before proving Proposition 3.1, we establish some necessary « priori estimates, see Lemmas 3.1-3.4
below.

Lemma 3.1 Let (p,u,0,d) be the smooth solution of (1.1)—(1.4) satisfying (3.4), then we have

T
s (I7ule + 171 + IVd) + [ (IVuls + V013 + [V2dle)ar

4 2
< C(to+E§) +CEy sup_ (|Vullfs + VO3 + IV2d|32), (3.6)
to<t<T

where ty € (0,Ty) is to be determined and Ty is taken from Lemma 2.1.

Proof. 1. Multiplying (1.1), by u and integrating by parts over R3, we get
1d
2dt
=— /(u -V)d - Addx + /Rpﬂ div udz. (3.7)

plu|®dz + / (1 Vul® + (1 + M) (divu)?]|da

Multiplying (1.1), by —Ad and integrating by parts lead to

1d

55/|Vd|2d:s+/|v2d|2dgc:/(u-V)d-Add:wr/wdﬁdx, (3.8)

where we have used Ad-d = —|Vd|? due to |d| = 1. Then we derive from (3.7), (3.8), Holder’s inequality,
Sobolev’s inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, (3.1), and (3.4) that
1d
2dt
= / \Vd|*dz + /Rp@ div udx

(p]u\z—l—]Vd]Q)dm—i—/[u]Vu\z—i—(u—i—)\)(divu)z—l—\Vzd\z]dm

< (p+ N divul3, +C/p262dx+/]Vd]4dx
< (p+ N divalzz +C@)llell, 3101176 + [VdllZee IVl

2 1
(e + Nl divullZs + Cllpll i ol VOl + ClIVZd] 2 VPd]| 2| V2

<
< (p+ Nl divullzs + e [VO|Z2 + C(IV2dlIZ: + [V2dlZ) [VdlZa.
which yields

d
a(H\/ﬁuH%? +[|Vd|[72) + 20 Vul 72 + 2[V2d| 72
< 261 || V0|22 + C(|IV2d|32 + | V3d|12.) | Vd][3.. (3.9)
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2. Multiplying (1.1); by € together with integration by parts and (1.1)s gives rise to

cy d 9 9

= /9<A(div u)? + g|Vu + (Vu)'|> = Rpf div u) dx
+ / (Ad +|Vd|*d) - (Ad + |Vd|*d)fdx

< $/|Vu|2dx+0/92(|Vu|2+p92)dx+C/|Vd||V3d|9dx
1

+C/yvauwuv?d\dm+C/\Vd\4edm+c/\vcz\2;v2d\edm

5
s PR 2 4
G [Vaul2, + 21 (3.10)

By virtue of Holder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality, and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we infer from
(3.4) that

I < Ol6lfi= (IVullz2 + 1V/7172)
< CIBIE= (IVul + [V6]72),
I+ Iy < CYolL o |92Vl + CIV8 2 [Vl 2| o
< CIVOlL |V d 2 IV V24l
< S IV6IE: + CIVdIE: V. + CIV dl3 |92 dll.
Iy < O]V 2| Vel
< COML) 8]0 V] 2|Vl 2
< o IV2dl3 + Cl6lE< Va7,

Is < C|0]| = Vel 2| V]| 13 ]| V2d]| o
< Cl0l7= 1Vl 72 + ClIVal|7s]IV*dl|Zs
< CONI7=IValz: + C(IVdl72 + [V2dlIZ2) | VPd][ 7.

Substituting the above inequalities into (3.10), we arrive at
a2 + 5902, < L2 ITul2, + L 92d)2, + O] (IVul2: + V0]
o VAN + sl V812 < B2 Vule + 921 + O~ (IVuls + [ 9612)
+ 0]~ IVdlZ2 + CIVd|Z: [ Vd]Z + CIVd|2:[[Vd]Z.,  (3.11)
Adding (3.11) multiplied by 3% to (3.9) implies that
d
—(Vpullz: + 1VdlZ2 + IVAOIIZ2) + I VullZz + V072 + [V*d][7
dt

< Cl0)7IVd|72 + ClON 7~ (IVull72 + [ VO|[72) + C|Vd|)32|Vd]|72
+ C|IV3d|3:1IVd|[7. + CIIV3d||7. [ V2d][7. (3.12)

3. Applying the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality
1 1
6]l < CIIVO21IV?6] 3., (3.13)
we derive from (3.4) that
T T 2
/O 10]12 e dt < C/o (V0|72 + || V20]|7.)dt < CEg. (3.14)
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By Holder’s inequality, (1.7), Sobolev’s inequality (see [31, Theorem]), and (1.10), we have

Ivpobol7z < Hp095|| 5H95HL5

6
< HPOHEooHPo@oHil||90H26

1 - i1 /2\% 6
<t Hcvpoeouzlg—g(;)5\\%\\32

11/ 2 \% 6 4
< p5— Vool 2, ES. 3.15
= p 3% <cv7r> H 0HL2 0 ( )

Integrating (3.12) with respect to ¢ gives

T
s (I7ulle + 171 + IVdE) + [ (IVulfs + V013 + [V2dl3e)ar

2
CyT

+ s (IVullZ: + IVOI72 + [V2dlIZ:) (16117 + 1V2dlIZ:)
U0

11 3 6 4
< 285+ (=) V00 I

T
+C Sup (IVullz> + [IVOll7. + HV2dH%z)/t (1017~ + IV3d]Z2) dt
0> 0

T
L C sup ||[Vd|2 / (162 + [V2d|2 + [V2d|2.)dt
0<t<T 0
<C<t E%) % 2 2 2 2
> o+ LK ‘|‘CE sup (HVUHL2 + HVHHL? + HV dHL2)
to<t<T

2 1
+CiE§ sup || Vd|7. + CiE§ sup [[Vd][7., (3.16)
0<t<T 0<t<T

provided that

_ — 6

p1 ( 1 )4 AN

Eg < == Vo = —
0=7933 T V0ol 12 54cimd

Hence, (3.6) follows from (3.16) provided that

plIVoollS, 1 }

Ey < g1 £ mi
0= €1 mln{ hdchmt ,(201)%

This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.1. |

Lemma 3.2 Let (p,u,0,d) be the smooth solution of (1.1)—~(1.4) satisfying (3.4), then it holds that

d

@ Jad 9, KO 2 2 712 2cac3 2
= [2|w| + SIVOP + V% + (=2 . +1) 8% plif? + 20262V d

. 1 1 0 | - cy02
[ (A I I 4 L+ BT 2005+ o8 9

1
dt <Rp9d1vu +(Vdo Vd) : Vu— 3 div u|Vd|2 + A60(divu)? + %9|Vu + (Vu)tr|2)d:n

+ = / (60|Ad + [Vd*d[*)dz + 672 (|0Vull2, + | Vull2: + | Vull1: | V6]2.)

+602 | Vullfa + 82 [V2dllfe + CIIV*dl 1 + Ol Vull 12| Vdl[32 + ClIVdl| 2] V*d

+C8|0lI7 (V272 + 1Vd] 2 [ V2d]32), (3.17)
where § is a small positive constant and to be determined.
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Proof. 1. Multiplying (1.1), by @ and integrating the resulting equality over R3 lead to

/p|u|2dx:—/u-Vpdx+u/Au-udx+(/z+)\)/Vdivu-udx
1 5
+§/u-V]VdIde—/ﬁ-div(Vd@Vd)dx £ ZJi' (3.18)

i=1
Since 6 = 0; 4+ u - VO, we have pf = pb; + pu - VO = (pf); + div(pub) due to (1.1);. Thus, we get that,
for any § > 0,

Jp = /(div u)pdx — /(u -Vu) - Vpdz

== Rp6 div udx — R/ (pf); + div(pbu)] div udz + /Rp@(? uFOpul da

d Rpfdivudzr + 52 (H\/—HHLQ +|6Vul3.) + C6™ 3 V|3, (3.19)

Here and in what follows, we use the Einstein convention that the repeated indices denote the summation.
Integration by parts implies that

Jo = _EEHVUHLQ — /aujﬁ uFOpud)dx
< - _ 1 . K ]__ 2 3.
< 2dt”quL2 ,u/((?zu Oiu” O 2|Vu| d1vu>da:
< _EEHVUHL? +C[[Vullzs. (3.20)

Similarly to (3.20), we have

A d
Jy < —“Td—ud vu||2, + C||Vul%5. (3.21)

We deduce from (1.1),, Sobolev’s inequality, and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality that

1
Jy = /dlvut|Vd| dx — —/dlv(u Vu)|Vd|*dz

1d
=-37 divu|Vd|2dx+/divqu : VAddx+/divqu V(| Vd|*d)dx

) ) 1 . 1
— /divu@idjaiu-Vdjdx— §/aiu-vuzywy2dx+ §/ywy2(divu)?dm

1d 1
<5 div u|Vd|*dz + EHVAdH%z + C)||Vu|Vd|2, + C|||V2d||Vd| |2, + C||Vd]||S6

< —%% div u|Vd|dz + 1—16HVAdH%2 + O3 | Vullts + OV,
+ C|IVd| 7= [V?d|)72 + C[|VZd]|

< —%% divulVdPde + [ VA, + 053 [Vullby + C| V| 2| 9]
+ C|IV2d|| 2| VP d] 2] V2|72 + CIVd] 5

1d . 1 3
<o / divulVdf*de + o |[V2d| 32 + 82 |[Vul[{s + C|[Vd] 2| V2dl[f + O Vd| 2. (3.22)
Similarly, we arrive at

d 1
T <o /(Vd@ Vd) : Vudz + 1—6||v3d||i2 + C52 | Vults + C| V|4, | V2|2, + C|V2d|[S,.  (3.23)
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Inserting (3.19)—(3.23) into (3.18) yields that
Ld
2dt

d : L. 2 L3 2
< 7 (R,o@ divu+ (Vd® Vd) : Vu — 3 divu|Vd| >dm + §||V d||72

(1 Vul® + (1 + M) (div u)?]dz + /p|u|2daz

3 : -3
+62C(|lVp0l172 + 10Vulfz + [Vullza) + CO2||Vul2 + C|[V3d| G + C||Vd| 2 [ V2d]f72.

2. It follows from (1.1),, Holder’s and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities that
d
p / |V2d|*dx + / (IVdi|* + |V?d|*)da
= / \Vd; — VAd[*dx

/| (u-Vd) + V(|Vd]*d)|*dz

< OlIVullVd||[7: + Clllul[V*dl||7> + C[IVdgs + Cll[Vd]|Vdl| 7.
< C|VulZ2[VdllZe + Cllullzs [V2dlZs + CIVdllz: + ClVdl[7o || VZd] 2
< C|IVullf2Vdll 2 Vd|| 2 + C|IV2d|[72 V2 dll 2 + CIIV2d]7

1
< gIVPdli: + ClIVEdlgz + ClIVul a1 V2d] 7.
3. Multiplying (1.1); by 0 and integrating the resulting equation by parts yields that

2dt/\V9]2dx+cv/p\9\ dw-m/u V@Aedx—/p@dlvu@dm—i—)\/(dlvu) Oz

5
+ %/|Vu—|— (V)" [20dx +/|Ad+ Vd|?d*6dz 2 37 N;.
i=1

(3.24)

(3.25)

(3.26)

Let us deal with the right-hand side terms in (3.26). In view of the standard estimate of elliptic system,

one obtains

V20| 2 < C (0|2 + ||lpOdivul| e + || VulZa + [|Ad + [Vd|d|3.)
< Opb| 2 + Cll0Vul| 2 + | Vul2s + C||Ad + |Vd|*d||2.

Thus, we obtain from Sobolev’s inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, and (3.27) that
1
Ni = / (5IV6Pdivu — 2:600,0) d
1 3
< O Vull 2| V0|2, V30 2,
< 83| V26)|2, + O3 ||Vu L2 | VO] 22
< 67 (| Vph|22 + COVul22 + [ Vults + [|Ad + |Vd]Pd||2:) + C~3 || Vu|| L | VO] 2,
< 82 (IIV/AB1122 + ClOVullZs + [Vullts) + C5 3| Vul|L.]|V6] 22
1 1
+02||V2d|| 12| V3|32 4 62| Vd]| 7 | Vd| 6
< 83 (/0122 + ClOVUllZ: + [[Vul[fa) + C6 2| Vul| 2] VO||2
+ 62|34, + 62| V3d| 2% + C|V2d||L, + C|| V24|34
It is easy to see that

Ny < 62| /p0)|% + C5 2|0V u|| 2.

11
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Integration by parts together with (2.3) leads to
N3 =\ / (div u)?0idz + X / (divu)*(u - VO)dx
d
= /(div u)?0dx — 2)\/0divudiv udr + 2)\/0divudiv(u - Vu)dr + )\/(div u)?(u - VO)da
d .
= /(divu)Qde — 2A/adivudivudx + 2A/adivu0,~uﬂajuldx + )\/u -V(0(divu)?)da
d .
= /(divu)Qde — 2A/adivudivudx + 2A/adivu0,~uﬂajuldx — A/H(divu)3dm
d . \9 4 .12 1 2
< )\E (divu)®0dz + 6(||Vul| 74 + | Val72) + Co™H[OVul[7.. (3.30)
Similarly to (3.30), one has
d
Ny < ga /eyw+ (V)" |2 + 8([IVul 10 + | Vall72) + C5 0V a7 (3.31)
For the term N3, we deduce from Gagliardo-Nirenberg, Holder’s inequality, and Young’s inequalities that
N5 :/|Ad+|Vd|2d|29tdx+/|Ad+|Vd|2d|2(u-V9)dx
_ i 2 712 _ 2 712 2 912(,
= = [ |Ad+|VdPdP0dx (IAd +|Vd[*d]?),0dz + | |Ad+ |[Vd|*d|*(u - V6)dx
i 2 712 2 2
< — [ 1Ad+|vdPd] 0dz + C|0]| = (| V2d| 2 + | Vd|[34)
x (IV2del| 2 + |dell Lo Vel 2|Vl s + Vel s | Ve o)
+C(IV2dlI76 + IV 76) llull s [ VO]l 2
d
< / |Ad + |Vd[2d20dz + C||0]) 3 (V2|22 + | Vd[L1) + 62 | V2dy |2
+ 03| Vdy| 32| V|31 V2d] 2 + 62 C (| V| + | V2d]32 )1V 2di] 13
+C|[Vaul 2| VO] 2 (IV2dl| 72 + O V|| 2| V?d]72)
d
< / |Ad + |VdPdPdz + C 0] = (IV2d]132 + [Vl ]| V2d][32) + 02| V2dy 3.
+ 02| Vde|32 + 02 C ([ Vdl|2> + [V2dI2) 193|132 + CV3dI + CIV2dl3: [ VPd) 12
d
< / |Ad + |Vd|d*0dz + C|10]|7 (| V2dl[72 + [ Vd] 2| V?d]32)
+ 03 ||Vdy |2, + 82 C|[V2dy |22 + C|V3d22 + C|[V2d 5. (3.32)
Inserting the above inequalities back into (3.26), we get

d .
ga/weﬁdwr (co — 267) /p|9|2dx

<= 9<A(divu)2 + g|Vu + (V)T + |Ad + |Vd|2d|2)d:c

+ 672 ([0Vul3s + | Vull12VO]32) + 362 [ Vulfs + 20 Vi3,
+ Oyl V3d) 20 + 62 V3|4, + CIIV2d|% + 62|V dy|[22 + 62C||V2dy |22
+ Cll017 = (1V2d)172 + 1Vl 2] VZd]|72)- (3.33)
Thus, combining (3.24), (3.25), and (3.33) multiplied by ¢ altogether, we derive that, for all 0 < ¢ <
min{l S
" /104020 16 [0
d H 2 | KO oo 2 712 /-21 o, Liga 2, G0 4o
<[ (E vy d)d ( —d—d—@)d
= (BIvu? + S0P + [92d)dw + [ (plif? + 51V + 5[V + 2 pl6] ) do
12



1
< % / (RPH divu+ (Vd ® Vd) : Vu — 3 divu|Vd|* + M(divu)* + gH\Vu + (Vu)tr]2>dx

d .
+o / (0]Ad + |VdPd|?)dz + 577 (|0Vul|2s + | Vul22 + | Vul[4:]|V0]22) + 262 V22
4662 ||Vul|Ls + CIV2|L, + C|Vull, V2|2 + C||Vd|| 2| V2d|3 5 + 62 o] V2de |2

5
+62(|V3d|| T2 + CO|10]|7 (IIV2d|[32 + ||V 2| V2d]32). (3.34)

4. Operating 0; + div(u-) to the j-th component of (1.1), and multiplying the resulting equation by
@7, one gets by some calculations that

Ld
2dt
=u / W (O Au? + div(uAu?))dz + (1 + N) /zlj (0;0;(div u) + div(ud;(divu)))dx

plil*dz

4
— / W (9;p¢ + div(ud;p))de — / W (0,(Vd - Ady) + div(u - Vd - Ad;))dz £ ) K;. (3.35)
i=1

Integration by parts leads to
K= —,u/ (amj&g@iuj + Al - Vzlj)dx
= —,u/ (\Vu]2 — 9k o0 — 907 uF k! + Aulu - Vﬁj)dx
= —p / (IVa|* + 030 Oput Oju? — 030 OyuF g — Ol OjuF O ) dw
< 29l + CIVullh. (3.36)
Similarly, one has
Ky < —’UTHHdiqu%z 4+ OVl (3.37)
It follows from integration by parts, (1.1),, and Young’s inequality that
Ky = / (947 py + Ojpu - V! ) dz
= /8jzljptd:v— /p(?j(u-vuj)dm
= /ajuj [(p0); + div(pub)|da — /p@(?ju -V da
= /,oéﬁjujdm — /p@(?ju Vil dx
< BVl + Cllovulfa + Cllvabll7.. (3.38)

Integrating by parts and applying Holder’s inequality and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we arrive at

Ky < C/\Vzl](\VdHth] 1ol [V||V?d]) de

IN

-
SIVilLe + CIVAllLs Vil Ts + Cllulzs |Vl V*dl 7e

IN

-
SIVilze + ClIVAlLs [V 2| VEdil 22 + ClVul7: [ V2] 72 VPd] 72

IN

%HWH%Q +0lIV2d||72 + CI VIl | Vil[72 + ClIVEd] 7. (3.39)
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Substituting (3.36)—(3.39) into (3.35), we have
1d .12 M/ .12
5 d pla|“dx + 5 |V dx

< 0IV2ds| 72 + ClOVul72 + CllypblIZ: + CIIV2dl[12 | Vde |72 + C V2| 2. (3.40)
5. Differentiation (1.1), with respect to t leads to

dt — Ady = (—u - Vd + |Vd|*d); =

—ug - Vd —u - Vd; + |Vd|?ds + (|Vd|?)sd, (3.41)
which combined with (1.1)5, Holder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality,
and (3.4) implies that

d
E/yvcwdawr/(ydmy%ryv2czt\2)dac

:/|dtt —Adt|2d$

< C/|ut|2|Vd|2dx+C/|u|2|th|2dx+C’/|Vd|4|dt|2dx+C/|Vd|2|th|2dx
< C/]u!QNd]de—i—C/]u\ZIVu\ZNd]de—FC/]u\Zth]de
+C/|Vd|4|dt|2dx+0/|Vd|2|th|2dm
< Ollal76lIVallzs + Cllullzs | VullZa [Vl 12 + Cllull7e | Vdel| 12|V ]| o
+C|IVd|1sldel|7s + CIVAl T Vel 2| Vel o
< O|IVal7: V|| 2[IVdl| 2 + ClIVul F2 | Vul [l Vel 3|Vl 2
+ C|[Vull72lIVde || 22| V?de ] 2 + C V2| 12| Vde |72 + CIV2d| 72 Vel 2 | V2 d | 2

1 .
< §HV2dtHiz + C|Vill72 + C|Vull1s + ClIV?d| 72 + C([Vull 72 + V2dl|72) IV e 175 (3.42)
This indicates that

d
E/|th|2d;c+/(|dtt|2+|v2dt|2)dgc

< cs|Villz> + ClIVulga + ClIV2dlZ + C([Vulz2 + [V2dl|72) Ve 7-. (3.43)
Adding (3.40) multiplying by (2% + 1) to (3.43), one has

d cz 1 .19 9 / JU ) ) o

dt [(,u * 2>p|u| + V| ]dm + (2|VU| + [du|® + [V=dy] >dm

< C|Vul[ts + O V3|22 + C(|Vull iz + |V2d||52)||Vdi]|22 + Cl0Vu||22 + C|| /P82
< ea(IVullgs + V9] + Va2 + | VAl72 + 10V ullz:). (3.44)

Thus, combining (3.34) and (3.44) multiplied by 2c2d 2 together, we conclude the desired (3.17) as long
as d is chosen suitably small such that

. 1 1 A2 c2 1 o
0 <6 < min {3—4, 50, 1—27 (80224)2’ (80264)§ 2020 + 1) } )
The proof of Lemma 3.2 is complete. |
Next we define
o(t) = min{to,t}, (3.45)
where ty € (0,7%) is the same as that in Lemma 3.1.
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Lemma 3.3 Let o(t) be as in (3.45) and let (p,u,0,d) be the smooth solution of (1.1)—(1.4) satisfying
(3.4), then it holds that

sup [o(|[Vull7z + VO[T + IV2d]172 + [VpilZ: + [ Vdi]|72)]
0<t<T
T
+/O o(llvpilli + IV0ll7 + IVall7z + diul72 + IVdil|72 + (IV3dI72 + [ V2de|72 ) dt
4
< C<t0 +Eg). (3.46)

Proof. 1. Multiplying (3.17) by o(t) and integrating the resultant with respect to ¢, we have
3 . 3
S [o(IIVull72 + 8 VOII72 + V2|72 + 62 |V/pull 72 + 62 (|Vde]|72)]
st | 3
+/0 o([lVpullZz + IVdll72 + [V2dll72 + 6l\/pbl 72 + 82 (| Vil|72)dt
s [T 2 27112
58 [ o(ldulfs + V2, )
to
<C [ (IVule + 819613 + Va3 + 6 pil + [V 22
0
to
+ C/ / (p0) divu| + 0|Vul® + |Vul|Vd]* + 0|Ad + |Vd|*d|?)dzdt
0
+ CJ/ (pO|Vu| + [Vu||Vd|* + 60| Vul® + 60| Ad + |Vd|*d|?)dz
T s T
+c/0 o(10VulF2 + | Vul72 + \|vu||§2\|ve||22)dt+caz/o o||V3d||4 . dt
T 3 T
+05/0 ol|0]3~ (IV2d||22 + ||Vd||L2||v2d||§2)dt+05a/0 o||Vul|$ 1dt
T
+C [ oIVl + [Valts + [Va3:) Valsae. (347
It follows from (2.1) that

to
C/ (IVull?2 + 6lIVOlI2. + [IV2d]122 + 62 ||V/pill3s + 62| Vdy|2)dt
0
< Ctg sup ([Vul2s +8|VOII2 + [V2d|2. + 82 ||y /pill22 + 62| Ve |32)
0<t<tg
< C(M*)to. (3.48)

Applying (2.1), (3.4), Holder’s inequality, and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have
to
C/ /(pa\divu\ +0|Vul® + |Vul|Vd]? + 0|Ad + |Vd|*d|?) dudt
0
to to
< C(P)/O IVull 22 (/P02 + IV dlla) dt + C/O 101 o (VullF2 + | Ad + [Vd[*d|[72) dt
to 1 5 3
< [ 1Vullia (I3t + 9l 92 )
to 1 1
+ C/O V01220201172 (IVullfz + IV2dlI72 + [ Vdl74)dt
to
= C/O (IVullz + VOl 72 + V2|72 + V|72l Vul 72 ) dt

to
+/ (IVOI72 +11V201172 + [IVul 2 + V2dl|72 + (V] 2[|V?d]32) dt
0
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< C(p, My )to. (3.49)

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (3.3), and (3.4), we get that

C’U/|Vu||Vd|2dx < Co||Vul 2 ||Vd||7.4

1
< 10lVuliz + Col[ V| g Vdll7
1
< 20lVullz + 67 0| V2d|[ 12 + Coo|[ V|72 | V2dZ
1
< 7olVull3s + O (B +6) sup (o V%d]3s). (3.50)
4 0<t<T

Owing to (2.6), Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, and (3.4), we have

IVull s < Clpillzz + V0l 22 + V][ V2d]] 2)
< C(llVpillz + IVO] 2 + IIVdIILooHVQdIILQ)

(
< (Ipillzz + 119602 + V2] £ 9% 1)
< C(llvpills + 98] 2 + [V2dl| 2 + [ V2d|32). (3.51)
Applying V to (1.1), gives that
Vd; — VAd = —V(u - Vd) + V(|Vd[*d). (3.52)

Then it follows from the standard L?-estimate for elliptic equations, Sobolev’s inequality, and Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequality that

IV2d] 2 < CIVde|l 2 + ClllullV2dll 2 + CllIVul||Vdlll 2 + CIVdl[76 + Cll[ V][ V2d]|| 2
< C|Vdell 2 + Cllullpol|V2dl s + ClIVdl < [Vul 2 + C[Vdl[72 + ClIVd] oo | V2d]| 2

< O[Vdd] 2 + C(IVull 2 + IV%d] ) [Vl 2 V%4 2 + CIIV2d] 3
< %HV?’de + C|[Vdi| 2 + C|Vul 72 V2dl| 2 + C V[
Hence, we arrive at
IV3d|| 2 < C|IVdillz2 + ClIVul72(IV2d]| 2 + C|[V3d] 32 (3.53)
Inserting (3.53) into (3.51), one obtains that
IVullzs < Clly/pill2 + C V|2 + C V0|2 + ClIV3d32 + C|Vul 72 V3d] 2, (3.54)

which combined with Holder’s inequality and Sobolev’s inequality leads to
C / 0|Vu|?da

< Coll0l IVl 2 ul 2,
< C(Ipille + [Vdellzz + V6] 12 + [92dE2 + [Vul 292l 2) 21Vl 2, V01 2| Vel
< C3|[Vul 2| V0)22 + CO~F | Vull2a + 55 | /pul2: + 0 | V||2

+ 65 VOI2, + 0% (| Vullts + [IV%d]12)[V2d] 2.

This along with (2.1) yields that
Céa/@\Vu]de < O3 sup (0| Vull72) +5% sup (d0(|V0|32)
0<t<T 0<t<T
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11 3 11 3
+6% sup (020|y/pul3s) +05 sup (820]|Vd|2)
0<t<T 0<t<T

+C(M)SE sup (o] V2d||2%). (3.55)
0<t<T
By Hélder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality, (3.53), and (2.1), we have
C/9|Ad+ \Vd|*d|*dx
< C0] s [|Ad + [Vd*d|| 2 || Ad + [Vd|*d]| s
< C196 2 (IV%dl 2 + IV3) (192l 2 [V 22 + [Vl 30)

_T T 7 T
< C575|VO|72 (IV2d|[52 + | Vd||72]|V2d]32) + 05 (|V3d|[72 + C3 (V2|32 + 65(|V2d]|72
< C67 5| V2|22 + C83 | Vg2, + C5 5| V|22 + O(M.)55 | V2d| 2.

This implies that

Céo / 0|Ad + |Vd|*d|*dx

1 3 3
< C sup HVd”%g + Céds sup (0|]V2d|]%2) + 8 sup (5§0|]th|]%2),
0<t<T 0<t<T 0<t<T

which together with (3.50) and (3.55) yields that
ca/ (pO|Vu| + [Vu||Vd|* + 60| Vul? + 60| Ad + |Vd|*d|?)dx
1 1
<C sup (IlVabll3e + [VdlEe) + (5 +Co%) sup (o] Vullf:)
0<t<T 0<t<T
2
+ O8] +88) s (V) + 53 sup (5Eo| V) + 5% sup 6ol V0lE)
0<t<T 0<t< 0<
+5% sup (520H\/—UHL2)
0<t<T
§C<to+E3>+ [—+03<IE§+6§)] sup (of|Vul[7.) + 6 5% sup (520'||\/_UHL2)
4 0<t<T 0<t<T
L C (IF% 5l> 2 7112 31, gL 2
3(E§ + 65 ) sup (o||V3d||72) + C5(E6 " + 675 sup (60(IVO||72)
0<t<T
+6% sup (670 Vdy|[2). (3.56)
0<t<T

Let

1 1 2 & 1 I 1
§ =61 £ min = ,—, 39 g (>
VA 2027167 (8caca)?’ (8cyey)s 2202 + 1) (8C3)
substituting (3.48), (3.49), and (3.56) into (3.47), we conclude that

S [ (IVullz> + IVOIZ2 + [V2dlIZ: + lvpilZe + 1 Vdil72)]

T
+/0 o(Ivpill7s + IVdell7> + IV3dll72 + 1IVP0ll72 + IVall7e + [ldull2 + IV2de]|72)dt
4 T
< C(to +E05> + c/ o ([l0VullZz + [|VulZz + [[Vull 72l V6|72 ) dt
0

T 5 T
+05/ ol|0]3 (IV2d||32 + HVdeHVZdH%g)dt—l—Céi/ o||V3d||3.dt

0 0
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T T
+05%/ UHVu|yi4dt+c/ o (IV2d)22 + [Vults + [[Vd|2.) |92 dt
0 0

4 _ _ _ _ _
éC(tQ—FES)+R1+R2+R3+R4+R5, (3.57)

. 61 \3
Eo < €9 £ min {51, <8—(§’3>2}

2. Tt follows from Holder’s, Young’s and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities, (3.4), (3.14), and (3.6)
that

provided

T T
Ro< sup (oI Vulls) [ (1900 + IV2613)de+ COL) [ (19ulRs + V6l e
0<t<T 0 0

2 4 2
< CE§ sup (IVulf + V0I5 +IV2d|3:) + C(to + E§ ) + CE§ sup (o] Vulf:)
to<t<T 0<t<T
4 2
< C’<t0 +E§> +CE¢ sup [o(||Vull7. +[|VO]72 + [ V3d]72)],
0<t<T

T
Ry < C(M,) sup (a||v2d||i2)/ (IVO]132 + |V20)|7.)dt
0<t<T 0
B T
Ro<C s ol VdlEs [Vl
0<t<T 0
3
< CEE sup [o(|Vdi]|72 + [ Vul7> + V2d]|72)],
0<t<T
Ry < C(M*)/O ol|Vullrz (il 2 + I Vdl 2 + | V0| 2 + V2| 12) " dt
2 r 2 2 r 2
< sup (o]|Vdy72) / [Vdy||72dt + sup (o/pill72) / [/pt|72dt
0<t<T 0 0<t<T 0
T
e /O (IVullts + V6], + [ 92d|5) dt
4 2
< C’<t0 +E05> +CE sup (||VulZ: +11V2d|72 +(IVO]72)
to<t<T
2
+2E¢ sup [o([lv/pil7e + IVdi]72)]
0<t<T
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
< CE§ sup [o([Vaullz + V2|72 + VOl 72 + [VPullZe + IVdell72)] + C(to + ES),
0<t<T
T
Rs <C [ o(IVulls + V2d] 3 + Va3 VdlE:)ds
0
T
<cOn) [ (I9ul}: + V2[R d
0
4 2
< C’<t0 +E05> +CE sup (||Vul7: +[IVO|7 + [ Vd]|72)
to<t<T
4 2
< C’<t0 +E05> +CE§ sup [o(||VulF2 + V0|72 + | V2d]32)].
0<t<T
Substituting the above estimates on R;—Rj into (3.57), one obtains that
S [o(IVull72 + IVOII72 + V2d]|72 + [|vpill72 + [ Vde]|72)]

T
+/0 o(IVpilge + IVdilz2 + IV2dlIZ: + Vo0l 72 + [IVallZs + lldil7e + V2172 ) dt
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2 4
< CuE] s [o(IVulRs +IV%dRs + V01 + 73 + IVaiBa)] + O (1o + BF).  (359)
This implies the desired (3.46) provided that
Eq < €3 = mi < ! >%
€3 = mink eg, ( =— .
0=¢€3 2\320,
|

The proof of Lemma 3.3 is complete.
Motivated by [3,34], we now show a time-independent upper bound for the density, which is the key

to derive higher order estimates of the solution.

Lemma 3.4 Let (p,u,0,d) be the smooth solution of (1.1)—(1.4) satisfying (3.4), then it holds that
a5

P (3.59)

sup [lp(t) 1~ <
0<t<T

Proof. 1. For (z,t) € R3 x [0,T] and 7 > 0, denote

P (y,s) = p(y,s) +nexp {— /08 div u(X(T;x,t),T)dT} > 0, (3.60)

where X (s;x,t) is given by
4 X(sim,t) = w(X(s:2,0),5), 0<s<t
dS ST, =u S$;2,1),8), =S ’ (361)
X(t;z,t) = .

(f(X(s;z,t),8) = (fs+u-V[f)(X(s;2,t),s), and so it follows from (1.1); that

Then we have %
d .
d—(log(p"(X(s; z,t),s)) = —divu(X(s;2,1), s). (3.62)
s
Since divu = % due to (2.3), we obtain from (3.62) that
(3.63)

Y'(s) = g(s) + V'(s),

with
X(s;x,t 1 5
V() £ log(p (X5 2.0),9), gls) 2 ~PEIED i 2T [T (i),
2. Rewrite (1.1), as
M (3.64)

O [ATdiv(pu)] — (2u + A) divu +p = —AH divdiv(pu ® u) — A~ divdiv(M (d)),

where
1
M(d) £ Vdo Vd— §]Vd]2113 with I3 being 3 x 3 identical matrix.

Thus we get from (2.3) and (3.64) that
F(X(ryz,t),7) = —[(—A) " div(pu)] - (—A) " divdiv(pu @ u) — (—A) " div div(M(d))

(_
[(—a)~! div(pu)|  —u- V(=A) " div(pu) + u - V(=A) " div(pu)
— (=A)tdivdiv(pu ® u) — (—=A) "L divdiv(M(d))

—% [(—A) " div(pu)] + [u', Rij](pu?) — (—A) " divdiv(M(d)). (3.65)
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Here [u', R;;] £ u'R;; — Rjju’ with R;; = 9;(—A)7'9; being the Riesz transform on R? (we refer the
reader to [30, Chapter 3] for its definition and properties). This yields that

b(t) — b(0) = o ) L (—A)Hdiv(pu)] — [, Ryl (pu?) + (—A)—ldivdiv(M(d))] dr
= 2u1+ A(—A)‘1 div(pu) — T A(—A)‘ldiv(,o()uo) RO /Ot[ui,R@-j](puj)dT
— 2u — —A)*l div div(M (d))dr
< 2M+AH( ) tdiv(pu) || e + o +AII( A)~tdiv(pouo)|| L=
b [ Rl e+ [ 1) i a0 (@) e
271+ Zo+ 73+ Zy. (3.66)

Applying Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, Sobolev’s inequality, the L%-estimates of the Riesz transform,
and Holder’s inequality, we obtain from (3.4), (3.6), and (3.46) that

1 2
Z < 2M+)\H( A)~Hdiv(pu) || 76V (=A)~ div(pu) | 74
1 1 1
< CHPUHZzHPUHis < CO)IVpul 2 [Vul 7.
a1
< C(to +Eg) ’ (3.67)

Similarly to Z;, we have
41
Zy < C(to+E)". (3.68)

For Z3, we deduce from Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, Sobolev’s inequality, (3.4), (3.54), and (2.1) that

g G o A S e
1 1
SC/O (IVul s llpulli2) 2 (| Vull o || pul| £12) 2 dT
t 1 1
<cp /0 AN AT
t 1 1 1 1
SC/O 1Vl 22 |Vul| 2o llull 76 [ Vull ; sdT
t 5 3
<c / IVull i, |Vl fydr
0
t
<c /0 (IVul, + [Vull2)dr
t
< C/o IVl + [[y/pil2e + [ Vdel22 + IV6]22 + [[V2Ss + [ Vullta ] V2d|22) dr
to t
<c (/0 +/t ) IVl + [[y/pil2e + [ Vdel22 + 1V6]22 + [[V2Se + | Vullta ] V2d]22) dr
0
t
< C/O o([|Vull7. + [|Veill7: + V|72 + | V072 + |V2d|[72)dr + C(M)to. (3.69)

Combining (3.6) and (3.46), one obtains that

T 4
S (Al + VAl + IVal:) + | (vule + 19603 + 19%d1)de < € (t0+ B). (370
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This together with (3.69) and (3.46) yields
Zy < C<to + E§> (3.71)
For Z4, by (3.4), (2.1), (3.46), and the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality
IVd]z < CIVd| 2] VP,

we have

1
24+ A

to t
<o [+ [) a2 + 192a:)ar
0 to

t
gcwmm+/omv%ﬁrww%ﬁam
0

Zy <

/0H(—A)—ldivdiv(M(d))HLoodT

<0t +E5). (3.72)

Substituting (3.67), (3.68), (3.71), and (3.72) into (3.66), we find that

1

4N 7 3
b(t) — b(0) < Cs (to n Eg) <log 3, (3.73)

provided that

5

log 35
Eo < €4 £ miny{ 3, <&) .
21C

Consequently, integrating (3.62) with respect to s over [0, t], we get from (3.73) that
! 3
log p"(x, t) = log[po (X (t; z,0)) +n] + / g(r)dr +b(t) = b(0) < log(p + 1) +log 7,
0

due to (1.7) and g = _2;1% = —;j—f))\ < 0. Letting 7 — 0", we obtain the desired (3.59). 0

With Lemmas 3.1-3.4 at hand, we are now in a position to prove Proposition 3.1.
Proof of Proposition 3.1. 1. It follows from (2.1) and (3.46) that

JSup (IVullz: + IVOI[Z2 + [V2dlZ2 + lvpul 72 + [ Vel|7)
< sup ([VulZz + V07 + [IV2d]72 + [ VpullZ: + IVdez2)

0<t<tp
+ OE?ETU(HV“”%Q +IVOIZ + IV2dlZa + [ vpullZ + [ Vi|72)

4
< M, +Cs <t0 + Eg). (3.74)

Thus, we have

3M,
2 )

sup (IVulze + 190112 +11V2dlZ + Ivpilz: +1Vd:lz2) < (3.75)

provided

*

4
tO+EO5§2C
6
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2. From (3.4), (3.27), and (3.54) that

IV20)1Z2 < C(IlVp0l72 + 10V ullz: + | Vullzs + | Ad + [Vd[*d|7:)
< C(IvPOlzz + 107 IVl 2 + | Vul 2|Vl e + [ V2dl| 74 + [Vl Zs)

1 ; .
< SIV*0lZ: + Clvedliz + ClIVOIL: + ClIVuliz + ClVpillz: + CIVZdlL. + ClIVd]1

IN

that is
IV201172 < CllVp7 + CIIVOIZ: + ClIVulliz + Cllv/pili: + ClIIVd|72 + C[| V72
Thus, using (2.1), (3.6), and (3.46), we infer
T 2 2 3 7112 2 20112
/0 ([vpulliz + V|72 + IV3d|72 + [|[VO||72 + [ V20)|72)dt
fo T 2 2 3 7112 2 20112
([ ) VB + 19 + VR + VO + V01t
0
T
< M.t +/ a<||\/5u\|%2 + Ve3> + IV3d)|7 + 1IVO]3 + ||V29H%2>dt
0
T 112 2 7112 2 2 T 2
4 [ olIVAIE + 923 + [Fule)at +C sup (IVailRe) [ oV Bad
0 0<t<T 0
4 2
< Cr(to+Ef ) <Ef,

provided

t E < —.
o+ =

3. In the view of (3.6) and (3.46), we have

T 4 2
/ 1V2d||2,dt < C(to + ES) +CES sup (|Vulliz +|[VO|Z2 + [|V3d||32)
0 to<t<T
4 2
< C(to + Eg) +CES sup o([|Vuli2 +[[VO]72 + |V3d||72)
0<t<T
4 1
< 08<t0 +E§) < E},
provided
1
4 E3
to+E2 < =0

Finally, (3.5) is valid if we select

with

15 15

A 2l w6l : log 517 (M. yi B i
! émm{pi’)zlcﬁowf’ (251)3’<8%3>2’ (2é4> ’<2c;1g635>)5, (%6>4’ <2(1j7) - <2LCS) 7

The proof of Proposition 3.1 is complete.
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SVl + ClIVAOIL: + CIVOIIZ: + CIIVull + CllVpulge + CIIV ]2 + ClI Va2,

(3.76)
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(3.79)



Lemma 3.5 Let (p,u,0,d) be the smooth solution of (1.1)—(1.4) satisfying (3.4), then it holds that

T
sup (VA5 + V%61 + 1 97dl3) + /0 IV0|32dt < C. (3.80)

Proof. 1. Operating 0; + div(u-) to (1.1), gives rise to
cop(0 +u - V) = kA + k[div ulf — 9;(9; - VO) — du - V0] — pf divu — pf diva
+ ()\(div u)? + %|Vu + (Vu)tr|2> divu + 2\ (div e — Opu'gu”) divu
+ pOOut o + (9’ + u’) (907 + 0;u" — Oyl Opu? — Gjukakui)
+ 0| Ad + |VdPd* + div (|Ad + [Vd|*d]*u). (3.81)

Then multiplying (3.81) by # and integration by parts lead to

¢y d -9 -9
5 T 0| dx+m/|V9| dx

sc/yqu?eué\ +\veuvé\)dx+c/\vuy2\é\(\vuy+pe)dx

+C/p|9|2|Vu|dx+C/,09|Vzl||9|dx+0/|Vu||Vu||é|dx

+/98t\Ad+ \Vd\Qd\Qdm—l—/édiv(\Ad—i— VdPdPu)dz £ K;. (3.82)
=1

By virtue of Holder’s, Young’s, and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities, we can bound each term K; as

follows

. . K .
K1 < CVull g (V20 2116l o + V0122 VOll o) < 77 IVOIIZ + ClIVulLsVOIlZ:,
Kz < Ollp8 2| Vull 20l s + ClIVull s | Vull 2al16] o

K .
< 77 IV0IL: + Cllpfls + Vullzs) Vel s,

B . . K . .
K3 < CO)IVp0lo2l0lls[Vulls < 77 IVOIIZ + ClVROI L2Vl L,
. ; K ; .
Ky < Cllpbl|al| Vil 2|0l zs < 7 1IV0I72 + Cllpdl7s V72,
. ; R ; .
K5 < C|Vull |Vl 2]10llzs < 77 1VOIIZ2 + CIVulLs Vi,

Ko < c/ (IV24][V2d| + |V2d||Vdl [V | + |Vd]2|d||V2d]) |6l de

+ [ (V2 aVap + (9 V) + (V' ldlds

< O||V2d|| 3 [V2de | 2210 s + C|IV?d| L2V | o | Vs 6 161 o
+ Clldy ]| o 16| o V2 d) oIV l|Fs + C 0] ol V2de | 22| V|76
+ C|l6l| s || VdllZs [ Vel s + 0] o | dell oVl o ]| Vo
< VOl + CIVAdIEa V22 + CIIV2dl ] V2ds
+C[V2d|1 35|V Al 21Vl 72 + IVl (Vi 72
+C(IV2d 72 + [V2d)172) IV |72
< VOl + C(IV2dl3a + [V2d]3) V2|2 + O V2d|22 Vs
K7 < Cllull sV 0] 2 (IV3dl[Zs + V] 712)

K .
< IVOIZ: + ClIVull L[ VPdl12 + ClIVull 2 | Va7 [ VdlLs
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< V8|22 + Ol Vull 7. | VPd] 3.
Substituting the above estimates on K; (i = 1,2,...,7) into (3.82) yields that
L IVBIIRs + SIV02 < CUBOIZ + Vuls + V3 + [ 9%d]3)
% (IVo0l72 + IV2611F2 + I Veel|F + IVull 74 + [1ValZ2). (3.83)
2. It follows from (3.6), (2.1), (3.54), and (3.75) that

oS (IVPOlZs + IVullgs + IV3dI7 + [1V2d]|Z>)

< C(ﬁ)osup (VPOlZ2 + IVOIIZ> + IVullz> + [Vullzs + 1V2d]72 + [V2d7)

< C(p) e (VPO + IVOIL2 + IVullLz + [Vil7e + Vpilze + [ V7d] )

< (M., ), (389

and from (2.1), (3.5), (3.46), and (3.77) that
g 32 2012 2712 2 4 2
/0 (IVPOlZ2 + V70l 72 + V7l L2 + IVl + [Vullzs + [ Vil 72)

to T .
<([7+ ) OB + 19012 + 19l + IVl + [ 13:)
0
< C(M,), (3.85)
where we have used the following fact

IVullzs < ClIVull 2| Vullze
< M)Vl 2 (VP2 + [Vl 2 + [ V6] 2 + [V2d] 2)
< OlIVullze + CliVpbllze + CIVdl 12 + ClIVO 2 + ClI Vi 2. (3.86)

Combining (3.84) and (3.85), and integrating (3.83) over [0, 7], we have

T
sup VIR + [ V63t < . (3.87)
0<t<T 0

This together with (3.87) and (3.75) leads to
IV?0]172 < Clly/pbll7: + ClIVOIT: + ClIVulia + Cllv/pillz: + ClIVZdl[7: + Ol Vde|j2 < C. (3.88)

Thus, the proof of Lemma 3.5 is complete. O
As a straightforward consequence of Proposition 3.1 and Lemmas 3.1-3.5, we arrive at

Corollary 3.1 Under the assumptions in Proposition 3.1, then there exists a positive constant C' de-
pending only on pu, \, ¢y, kK, R, and the initial data such that the following estimates hold true

JSup (IVulFp + VOl + 1Vl + IV dellZ: + Ivpil7e + VAd]72)

T
+/ (IVal22 + IV0]%2 + [[diel|22 + | V2de]1 20 + |Vl 22 + VO] 20 + || V2d|)%0 )dt < C. (3.89)
0
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3.2 Time-dependent estimates

Lemma 3.6 Under the same assumption in Theorem 1.1, we have
2 g 2,112 202 4 712
sup (I9plzznze + [V2ulzz) + [ (I9%ulBe + V2613 + [V 4dlR2)dt < C(T),
<t< 0

Proof. 1. Taking spatial derivative V on the mass equation (1.1); leads to
AVp+u-V2p+Vu-Vp+divuVp + pVdivu = 0.

For ¢ € (3,6), multiplying the above equality by ¢|Vp|9~2Vp gives that

(3.90)

(IVpl?)e + div(|Vp|"u) + (¢ = 1)|Vp|? divu + ¢[Vp| "> (V)" Vu(Vp) + ¢p|Vp|?*Vp - Vdivu = 0.

Thus, integration by parts over R? yields that
d
2 IVolze < C(IVull= + 1)IIVpllza + IV o

Applying the standard Li-estimate to (1.1)y leads to
IVl e < Cllpitllza + IV (00) | Lo + [V V2dl[|a) < C(1+ IVl g2 + [ Vol Lo),

due to (3.89). So we obtain from (3.91) and (3.92) that

d .
a”vﬂﬂm < C(IVullee + 1) Vpllze + C(1+ [ Villr2 + | Vol £a)-
2. Tt follows from the Gargliardo-Nirenberg inequality and (2.5) that
[ divul|pe + [ curlu[zee < C([|F|[zee + (|00l Lo + llwl|ze)
1 1 1 1 1 1
< CIF(36IVF|IZs + Clwllfs[VwlFs + ClIVOII7.1V?6] 17
SCA+[[VFp2 + IVF[ s + [Vwl 12 + [Vw]|16)
L+ |lpal g2 + [V el[V2d]|| 2 + [l pill s + [Vl Vd] s )
)L+ [l/pill 2 + (Vi 2 + [[V2d][72)

< C(
<C(p
< Cp)(1 + IVl 2),
which together with Lemma 2.4, (3.92), and (3.94) yields that

[Vl e < C(||divul| e + || curlul[ ) log (e + [|V?ul|a) + C||Vul|2 + C
< C(1+ Vil 2) og (¢ + [ Vil + IV plua) + C.

Substituting (3.95) into (3.93) yields that
f'(t) < Cg)f(t)In f(t),
where
F&) = e+ [[Vpllza, g(t) £ 1+ [Vl 2.
It thus follows from (3.96), Gronwall’s inequality, and (3.89) that

sup [|Vplls < C(T).
0<t<T

(3.91)

(3.92)

(3.93)

(3.94)

(3.95)

(3.96)

(3.97)

It should be noted that (3.91) also holds true for ¢ = 2, hence we then derive from that Gronwall’s

inequality, (3.95), (3.97), (3.92), and (3.89) that
sup [|Vpll2 < C(T).
0<t<T
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This combined with (3.97), (3.75), (3.84), and (3.85) implies that
sup [[V2ullp2 < C sup (|lv/pullzz + [V (00)] 2 + I Val|V2d]] 2)
0<t<T 0<t<T
<C+C swp (Il + 96l + [V3d]2) < €,
0<t<T

and
T T
|19t < 0 [ 1+ 19+ 191 < .

3. Taking the operator V? to (1.1),, we get
—V?Ad = V*(|Vd|*d — u-Vd — d;).
Using the L%-estimates of elliptic system, we derive that

IVid] 2 < C(IIV2dell 2 + V(- Vd)l| 2 + V(I Vd]*d)]|2)
< C|IV2dl| 2 + C||[V2ul[ V|| 2 + C[[Vul V|| 2 + O [ul | V2d]] 2
+ ClIVaP|V2d||| 2 + Cll[V2d|| 2 + Cl[[ V][ V2d]|| 2
< OlIV2dy|2 + ClIVdl 2= [Vl 2 + ClIVul| sl V2d] o

(3.99)

(3.100)

(3.101)

+ CllullslIV2dl s + CIVdl[76V2dl 1o + CIVZd]| 1o [ V2dl| 2 + Ol V]| 6]Vl s

1 1 1 1
< CIIV2d| 2 IV2d) 2211V ul 22 + ClIVull 7 V2l 7 [ VPd] 2
1
+ C(IVullfz + [V2dl72) [Vidlle + ClIVdy] g2 + 5V dll 2,

which yields

IVidl72 < CIIV2d] 2lIVPdll 121Vl 72 + C IVl 2| V2l 2] VPd] 2
+C(IVullzs + V2dl[72) [V2dl[7 + CIV2di]|72,

from which, (3.99), and (3.75), one obtains that
T T
| IVt < 0 [t £ 19 Ve < .
This together with (3.89), (3.75), (3.99), and (3.104) yields
T o2an2 g (12 2 4 2 114
L >
/ V0| sdt < C/ (IVPOIILs + 10V ullLs + [ Vullzie + | Ad + [Vd[*d|| 2 ) dt
0 0
T
< C(ﬁ)/o (IVOIZ2 + 101Z< V20l 72 + [ Vul7a V0l 7o) dt

T
e / (119232 + V2] [Vd[*[2.) dt
0

T
< c/ (IV6]122 + V20122 + [ V2ul2e + V|22 + [VPd|2.)dt < C.
0

The proof of Lemma 3.6 is finished.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.1

(3.102)

(3.103)

(3.104)

(3.105)

In terms of Lemma 2.1, the Cauchy problem (1.1)—(1.4) has a unique solution (p, u, 6, d) on R3 x (0, T}]
for some small T, > 0. With the a priori estimates obtained in Section 3, we can extend the (p,u,0,d)
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to all time. In fact, by the continuity of density and Lemma 2.1, we see that (3.4) and (3.5) are valid in
[0, T1] with T} = min {T*, 2%?}
Set
T* = sup{T | (3.4) is valid}. (4.1)
Then T* > T7. We next claim that
T" = occ. (4.2)

Suppose, by contradiction, that 7% < oco. Note that, all the a priori estimates obtained in Section 3 are
uniformly bounded for any ¢ < T*. Hence, we define

(p,u,0,d)(x, T") (pyu,0,d)(z,t). (4.3)

= lim
t—T*

Furthermore, standard arguments yield that pu, pf € C ([0,T*); L?), which implies

(pit, pO) (2, T*) = lim (pis, p0) () € L*. (4.4)
t—T*
Hence,
[ — pAu— (p+ A)Vdivu + V(Rpb) + Vd - Ad]|i=r+ = /p(z,T")g1 (),
[ — kAG — A(divu)® — g|Vu + (V)2 — | Ad + [VdPd)] ez = /A, T*)ga (),
with
(z) = P2 (2, T) (pi) (2, T*), for z € {z]p(x,T*) > 0},
' 0, for x € {z|p(x,T*) = 0},
and

p*%(m,T*)(cva. + pOdivu)(z, T*), for x € {x|p(xz,T*) > 0},
g2(x) = \
0, for x € {z|p(x,T*) = 0},
satisfying (g1,¢2) € L? due to (3.89). Thus, (p,u,0,d) satisfy compatibility conditions (1.8) and (1.9).
Therefore, we can extend the local strong solution beyond T* by taking (p,u,8,d)(z, T*) as the initial

data and applying the Lemma 2.1. This contradicts the assumption of 7. This completes the proof of
Theorem 1.1. O

5 Proof of Theorem 1.2

We divide the proof of Theorem 1.2 into several steps.
Step 1. Estimate for ||V2d(t)| ;2. We obtain from (3.25) and (3.89) that

d
V2l + [ VdlZe + [Vl < C (IV2dlI32 + [ Vullz2) [V2d]7.
which leads to
d
7 (tIV2dl1Z2) + t(IVdell72 + [V2dl[72) < C (IV2dlZ: + [[Vullz2) (VA7) + [V2d][7..

This along with Gronwall’s inequality and (3.89) yields

T
p (619%d3:) + [ ¢ IVl + [Vl e < €. 5.1
0<t<T 0
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Step 2. Estimate for |,/pu(t)| 2 and |[\/pf(t)|/2. It follows from (3.7), Hélder’s inequality,
Sobolev’s inequality, (3.1), and (3.59) that

Ld
2 dt
:/RpHdivudx—/(u-V)d-Addx

plu|®dz + / (1 Vul® + (1 + M) (div u)?]do

. 2 4
< (p+ Nl divulZz + Clos|l 313 [ 10117s + Cllullzs | Vall s [Vl 2

2 4 1 3
< (p+ Nl divalzz + CllollF ol 7 IVOI72 + ClIVull 2]Vl 221 V2d] 7.
< (p+ N divalza + gHVUH%z +C|[Vd| | V2d] 72 + ClIVO] 7,

which together with (3.89) implies that

d
—IVpulli: + ulVulgz < CIV2d 12| VdllZ + 6| VO 72- (5:2)

In view of (3.10), we infer from Holder’s inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, and (3.89) that

cy d 9 9

- /9<A(divu)2 + g|Vu+ (V) |2 —R,oHdivu)dx+/|Ad+ \Vd|2d|*0dx

< %/\vuﬁdwrc/a?(m\?+p02)dm+c/\vczuv3dyadx
+C/\V6HVdHV2d\dm+C/]Vd]46dx+C/Wd\2]V2d]6dx

< %HWHZLz + Cl0l[7 (IVullz2 + [V0)172) + Cl16]| 6 V2d| 2|V ll| s
+ C|[VO|| 21Vl 31|V dl s + CIVd| 36 Vd] 13161 s + ClIVd|Zs[16]] o] V?d]| o

K

o 1 1
< Sog IVullze + CIVOILIVZOl2 (IVulz: +IVOI72) + CIVOI IVl 7 VPd] 7 [VPd] 2
1 T
+ C||VO||2]|Vd| 3| V?d|| 22 + CI V6| 2] Vd] 12| V| 2 | VP d] 2
K 2 é% 2 2 K 9 2 9
SgyWMm+%Km+Ew (IVullzz + 1VOIIZ2) + S IVOIIZ: + ClIVd] 2]Vl 72,

where we have used, for ¢ > t,

N

1
2

4

V0l < C sup_(ol|lVOI3:)? < C(to +Ef ),
to<t<T

due to (3.46). Hence, we derive that

oL\ /p0l122 + KIIVO2

v 'V ANl L2

KL 4 %
< 4—66\|vu||i2 + C|V2d| 2| V|| 3 + Co <t0 +Eg) (IVullZe + IV0172)- (5.3)

Combining (5.2) and (5.3) multiplied by 2%, and choosing

10 10
EO S &4 = min €0, < 5M ) ) ( 5H' > )
220 220

we get that

d
7 UVpulie + [Vp0l72) + [ Vullfe + 1VO]72 < ClIVd] 12 [ V2dIl7s- (5:4)
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Multiplying (5.4) by t2 and integrating the resulting inequality over [0,7], we obtain from (3.89) and
(5.1) that

T
sup, 4 (Ipults + 1G]+ [ (19l + V012 )

0<t<T

to 1 T
<OSUP (||\/_u||L2+||\/_9||L2)/0 752CﬁH'C/t (IVullz2 + [IVO][72)dt
0

1
b s (VI3)E [ IV < o (55)
0<t<T 0

Step 3. Estimate for |Vu(t)| 2, ||VO(t)|/12, and ||\/pt(t)|| 2. Multiplying (3.17) by t%, and
integrating it by parts over [0, 7], we have

5 2
té/ [g|Vu|2 + V0P + V2 + (% +1) 8% plif? + 20262V da
T 3
1 1 5 53 5 s

+ / /t% (muy? + IV + VPP + C—pwy? + %\w? + 20983 |dyg | + 203 ]V2dt\2)dxdt

0

T ) 2
g/ /t%(ﬁwuﬁ + Zve? + | v2a? +( 20 +1>52p|u|2 + 26583 |Vdy| )d:cdt
0 2 2 Iz
1

+t2 / (Rp@divu + (Vdo Vd) : Vu — 5divu|Vd|2 + A60(divu)? + %59|Vu + (Vu)tr|2) dx

T

1

+ / / 2 <Rp9divu +(Vd® Vd) : Vu — 5divu|w|2 + A60(divu)? + %59|Vu - (Vu)“"|2>d:ndt

0

T
+t%/(5emd+yvcz12d12)dx+/ /t_%(ée\Ad—i—\Vd\zd\z)dxdt
0
T
+572 / t2(|0Vull?z + | Vulf + [ Vull 31 V6]172) dt
0

T
+/ £2 (662 | Vu|ts + 62| V3d| L + C|V2d| L + C|Vul| L2 | V2d| 2 + C|Vd| 12| V232 ) dt
0

T
+05 [ 101 (19213 + V2 V) . (5.6
0
It follows from (2.1), (3.6), and (3.89) that
KO 2
/ / 3 yv 2+ SHIVOP + V2P + (% n 1)5%pyu\2 + 20903 ywty?] dudt

to 1
< C sup ([Vulz: + VO[22 + V2|72 + [ Vpill72 + HthHZﬁ)/ t2dt
0<t<tg 0
T
+C [ (IVullZz + (IVO)I72 + V2|72 + [Vpull7z + [ Vdel|72)dt

to

<C. (5.7)
Moreover, we deduce from (3.59), (5.5), and (3.89) that

Ctz / (pO|divu| + 0|Ad + |Vd|*d]* + |Vu||Vd|* + 0| Vu|*)dz

1 1
< — sup (t2HVu||L2)—|—C’ Sup 10]| 1,00 sup (tHV2d||L2)2
16 o<i<T

+C sup (||Vd||L2||V2dHL2) sup (tIIV2d||L2)5+C sup 2 |y/p8]22
0<t<T 0<t<T 0<t<T
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+C6% sup (¢2|Vul2.) + 6% sup (£28|VO|[2.) + 6% sup (1262 /pi2.)
0<t<T 0<t<T 0<t<T
—1—5% sup (t%(s%Hthuiz)-i-ég sup (t%HV2dHiz)
0<t<T 0<t<T
1 1 2 15 1 2 1 1.3 12
< —|—C’58> sup (t2[|Vull72) 405 sup (¢26]V0|72) +d5 sup (t262(\/pil72)
16 0<t<T 0<t<T 0<I<T
+55 sup (£287(|Vdy|22) + 0% sup (£2]|V2d|2) + C. (5.8)
0<t<T 0<t<T
We obtain from (2.1), Holder’s inequality, (3.1), (3.59), Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, and (3.89) that
T
/ /té(p9|divu| +0|Vul|? + |Vu||Vd|* + 0|Ad + |Vd|*d|*)dxdt
to
</ / >/t 2 (pf|divul + 0| Vul* + |Vu||Vd|* + 0| Ad + |Vd|*d|*)dzdt
to
to
< C sup (H\/ﬁ@H%z+HVHH%2+HV29H%2+HVUH%2+HV2dHiz+HVdH%2)/ t2dt
0<t<to 0
T
+C/t (POl 2V ull 2 + 10l [V ullFe + [Vl 2 [ Vd] 74 ) dt
0
g 2 112 4
+ [ 18l (1921 + [Vl )i
0

T T
gc/ (IVul2s + [V0]22)dt + C sup \|9||Loo/ V|20 dt
to to<t<T

to

T T
+C sup (IVdIVulRs) [ IVuldi+ € [ [V
to to

to<t<

T
L sup (V)2 / (1902, + |V26]2.)dt
0

to<t<T

T
+C sup (||V2dHL2||9HL°°HVdHL2)/ IV2d|7dt + C
to<t<T to

<C. (5.9)

By Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, (3.89), and (5.1), we get
T 2 2 1112 2 113
/0 t2 0|7 (IIV7dll72 + [Vl 2| V2|72 ) dt
, /T
<C s (IV2dl3)* [ (19013 + V%013 a
0<t<T 0
. T
+C sup (tzuv%zup)/ IV2d|22dt < C. (5.10)
0<t<T 0
We infer from Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, (3.89), and (5.5) that
T 2 2 4 2
| #109uls + 17ulEs + IVal 9632 do

T
<C sup (|0l + |Vults + 1)/ t2 (|| Vull2 + [VO])2,)dt < C. (5.11)
0<t<T 0

From (2.6), (3.89), Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, and Young’s inequality, we have

IVulzs < IVull 2] Vul 7o
. 3
< C|IVul g2 (Iv/pill 2 + 1VOll 2 + Vel oo || V2d]| 2)
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< ClIVullz: + Cllvpil gz + CIIVO| 12 + CIVd||2: ][ VPd] . (5.12)

Hence, we obtain from (3.89), (5.5), and Proposition 3.1 that
; t2[[Vul|z.dt < ; t2(|Vull g2 (Pl 2 + [ Vdellzz + VO 2 + [ V7d] 2)"dt

T
1 . .
<C sup [EH(IVdlEe +IpilEa)] [ (IvAilEs + Vi)

T
+C/ 13 (| Vaullfs + [IV0ll32 + [ V2dl|}2)ds
0
2 ! ] T
< CE§ sup [t2([|Vdi|72 + [l Vpullz2)] + C sup tHVQdH%z/ IV2d]7.ds
0<t<T 0<t<T 0
T
+C sup (IVulfe + [VOI:) [ 3 (IVul? + V0|2 )d
0<t<T 0
2 1 i
S CIOES sup [t5 (HthH%g + H\/ﬁuH%z)] + C (513)
0<t<T
From (3.53), (3.89), and Proposition 3.1, we have
T 3 7114 2 2 2 2 7112 g 3 7112
| IVl < sup [ (I9alE + [Tulls + IV2a2)] [ 195
0 0<t<T 0
2 1
< CuEj sup [t3(IVa2: + [VullZ: + V2)2:)]. (5.14)
0<t<T
Meanwhile, we infer from (3.89), (5.1), and (5.5) that
T
C/ t2 (|V2dl|32 + [ Vull32 V2] + [V 12| V2d]f32) dt
0

T T
< C sup (té||v2d\|L2)/ |V2d||2,dt + C sup (||Vu\|%2\|v2d\|%z)/ t2 | V|2, dt
0 0<t<T 0

0<t<T

T
+C sup ||Vd|2 sup (t%HVQdHLz)/ |V2d]||2,dt
0<t<T 0<t<T 0

<C. (5.15)

Substituting (5.7)—(5.15) into (5.6) and choosing ¢ suitably small, we arrive at

1 .
sup [t3 ([ VulZs + [IVO]2 + /il + [Vdi]2)]
0<t<T
T 2 2 3 7112 A2
T /0 13 (/B2 + [V |22 + V225 + [[v/A0)|22) dt
T
+/ t (
0

1 .
2(IValge + lldellz2 + 1V2del|72)dt
< C, (5.16)

provided that

3 3
Eo < o 2 min ey, (<2-)7, ()" L.
0> € min {64, 8010 s 2011

Consequently, the desired (1.12) follows from (5.5) and (5.16).
Step 4. Estimate for ||Vd.(t)|/ ;2. We derive from (3.42), Sobolev’s inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality, Young’s inequality, and (3.89) that

d
T IVdilLe + ldullZe + [V2dill7
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< O|\Val|72|Vd|| 2 |V2d| 2 + C|Vull32|Vul74]|Vd]| 2] Vd]| 12
+ C||Vull 72 IV de| 12l V2del| 2 + CIIVZd|[ 72 IV el 7 2 + ClIV2d| 721V el 2]V de | 2

1 .
< SIV2due + C(IVallZ: + 1Vuli2) V2] 2 + ClVulza + C(IV2d]72 + [VullZ) [ Va7,
which multiplied by ¢ together with (5.12) leads to

d
2 1V dlZ2) + tlldull72 + Vi3
< C(IV2dl7: + IVulg2) (HIVdel72) + Ct(IVallz: + [ Vull72) [V2d] 2
+ Ct(IVullze + Ivpillze + IVOIlz2) + OVl IV dllze + [ VdelZe. (5.17)
We obtain from (3.52), Sobolev’s inequality, and (3.89) that
Vil < CIVPdl7. + Clllul| Va7 + CHIVullVdllIZz + ClIVAPIZ. + CllIVdl[VdllZ:
< CIVPd|I2: + CllullzolIV2dl7s + ClIVA| < [Vullz: + ClIVdl|7s + ClIVA|74 ] Vdl[7e
< CIV%d|[2: + ClIVul2lIV2dl7p + CIVdll2 [VPd] 2 [Vullz: + ClVdll3 [ V2dll
< C|V2d|[fn + C|[Vul7.. (5.18)
By virtue of (5.1), (5.5), (5.16), and (3.89), we have

T T
| U9l + 190V dlzedt < sup (39%d2) [ 5 (Ve + [Val?)de < €,
0 0<t<T 0

T
/0 t(IVullds + | /pillts + V6L, dt

1 . T 1 .
< swp [ (IVulle + 7ilte + IVOIE:)] [ 8 (I9ulfs + VAl + IV8IE:)de < C

T T
| R < s (V%) [ 9Pl < C:
0 0<t<T 0
These estimates combined with (5.17), (5.18), Gronwall’s inequality, and (3.89) yields that

T
wp ({193 + [ (1dalls + I9%dl3)ae < €. (5.19)
0<t<T 0

Step 5. Estimate for ||\/ﬁ9(t)\|L2 We obtain from (3.83), Hélder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality,
(3.59), (3.51), (5.12), (3.76), and (3.89) that

oI + IV
< C(IVP0l 22 llv/Bll s + [Vull 2|Vl s + [|V2d)|22 + [ V3d||22)
x (IvP0l172 + V201172 + IV2del|2 + Vel 72 + [ Vull 1o + [[Vl|72)
< C(IVOII5: + IVull32 + Vpil7e + IV2d]7. + V3] 72)
x (WPl 72 + IVOl72 + IVulZz + Vpil7e + [V2d]72 + V2dill2 + Vel 72 + [ Va32),

which multiplied by t gives that

d . .
o (HI/BOIE2) + stV
1 .
< C[t3 (V813 + Vull32 + vpils)]
1 5 . .
x 13 (IW/B0122 + V025 + IVl + Iv/pil3s + I92d]2s + Va2, + 1Vil32)
+C(HIVAI:) (19613 + [ Vul3s + V)3 + [Val2s + |Vl + [ Vadl3)
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+ C|IV2d|30 [tV |22 + [ V2de]|22)] + C| VO[3
+ C(lIVPOl72 + IIVO]|72 + [[Vull72 + [|v/pul|72) (EV3d])72)
+ CLE(IVdel|72 + 1V2d]72) ] V|7 (5.20)

where we have used (3.53) and the following facts

IVpilz: < IVelzsllilze < Clloll, DIValze, Ive0lIZ: < IIVelZsllelzs < Cllpollzr, p)IVOIT-,

due to Hoélder’s inequality, (3.1), (3.59), and Sobolev’s inequality. Consequently, integrating (5.20) over
[0, 77, we deduce from (5.16), (5.5), (5.1), (3.89), and (5.19) that

T
sup (HlVI:) + [ eV63ede < c. (5.21)
0<t<T 0

Step 6. Estimate for ||V3d(t)| ;2 and ||[V20(t)||;2. In view of (3.53) and (3.89), we get that
IV3dlIZz < ClIVa|72 + CIVZd]72,
which together with (5.19) and (5.1) leads to

sup (tHngH%g) <C. (5.22)
0<t<T

We obtain from (1.1)3, the standard L?-estimates of elliptic equations, Sobolev’s inequality, Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequality, (3.89), and (3.54) that

IV20117: < C(IVp0l72 + 10V ullZ: + [ Vullza + | Ad + [Vd[*d|74)
< O(IVAblIZ2 + 1017 IVulge + IVull 2 Vullzs + IV2dl 7 + [ Vd]7s)
< CllVpblze + ClIVON 2] V?0) 12| Vul| 22 + ClIVZdl
+ OVl 2 (IIVpal e + Vel + VO)I72 + [ V2d]2)

: 1
< CllVpblzz + SIV0IL + CIVOILlVulz2 + CIIVZdlGn
+ C(IVullz + lvpillz: + [IVd:l72 + VOl 72 + [V2d]72).

This along with (5.21), (5.1), (5.22), and (5.16) implies that

sup (t||V29H%2) < C sup (tH\/ﬁHH%z)—{—C sup (tHV2d||fq1)
0<t<T 0<t<T 0<t<T

1 . 2
+C sup [t2([|Vulgz + V|7 + [IVpulg: + V7)) < C,
0<t<T
which combined with (5.1), (5.19), (5.21), and (5.22) yields the desired (1.13). O
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