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On the Free Surface Motion of Highly Subsonic Heat-conducting Inviscid Flows
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Abstract

For a free surface problem of a highly subsonic heat-conducting inviscid flow, motivated by
a geometric approach developed by Christodoulou and Lindblad in the study of the free surface
problem of incompressible inviscid flows, the a priori estimates of Sobolev norms in 2-D and
3-D are proved under the Taylor sign condition by identifying a suitable higher order energy
functional. The estimates for some geometric quantities such as the second fundamental form
and the injectivity radius of the normal exponential map of the free surface are also given.
The novelty in our analysis includes dealing with the strong coupling of large variation of
temperature, heat-conduction, compressibility of fluids and the evolution of free surface, loss of
symmetries of equations, and loss of derivatives in closing the argument which is a key feature
compared with Christodoulou and Lindblad’s work. The motivation of this paper is to contribute
to the program of understanding the role played by the heat-conductivity to free surface motions
of inviscid compressible flows and the behavior of such motions when the Mach number is small.

1 Introduction

Fluids free surface problems have been receiving much attentions due to their physical importance
and challenge in the mathematical analysis. For incompressible inviscid flows, the local-in-time
well-posedness in Soblev spaces was obtained first in [41] [42] for the irrotational case, and then in
12, B 6] 7, 121 18, 24], 29, [35], 38|, [46] for some extensions; the global or almost global existence was
achieved recently in [13], 40], 43| 44]; and the singularity formation was proved in [5, [45]. One may
refer to the survey [24] for more references. For compressible inviscid flows, the local-in-time well-
posedness of smooth solutions was established for liquids in [27] B9]; while for gases with physical
vacuum singularity (cf. [30] 31]), the related results can be found in [8] @ [14], 20} 211 B2] for the
local-in-time theories, and in [16] [17), B3] [47] for the global-in-time ones. Most of the above results
are either for incompressible or isentropic fluids without taking the effect of heat-conductivity into
account. In many physical situations, the heat-conductivity is an important driving force to motions
of fluids free surfaces, for example, for a gaseous star. As noted in [25], the heat-conductivity plays
an important role to driving the evolution of a star in the phase of secular evolution, while the
viscosity plays much less role. In general, it is important and necessary to understand the role
played by heat-conductivities to the dynamics of fluids free surfaces. However, as far as we know,
there have been no results on the free surface problem of heat-conductive inviscid flows, though
some results are available for viscous and heat-conductive flows, for example, in [34], where the
viscosity plays an essential role to the regularity of solutions. If the effect of heat-conductivities is
taken into account, the analysis will become difficult due to the strong coupling among the large
variations of temperature, heat-conduction, entropy, velocity fields and evolutions of free surfaces,
while no much difficulties will be created compared with isentropic flows if heat-conductivities are
ignored, because entropy is transported along particle paths. This is analogue to the low Mach
number limit problem of compressible fluids. As a step towards an understanding of the role
played by heat-conductivity to the well-posedness of free surface problems for inviscid fluids, we
consider in this paper the problem of a highly subsonic flow which is used to approximate general
heat-conductive compressible inviscid flows when the Mach number is small (cf. [I]).
We consider the following problem: for n =2 and n =3

(0, + Ukak)vj +7T0jp=0, j=1,---,n in 9, (1.1a)
divo = kAT, (9, +0*0,)T = KTAT, in 2, (1.1b)
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describing the motion of a highly subsonic heat-conducting flow, where the velocity field v =
(v1,- -+ ,vy), the temperature 7, the pressure p and the domain & C [0,7T] x R™ are the unknowns
to be determined, x > 0 is the (scaled) heat-conductive coefficient. Here v* = §¥v; = v, and we
have used the Einstein summation convention. Given a connected bounded domain %, C R" and
initial data (vg, 7o) satisfying divvy = kA7Ty, we want to find a set 2 C [0,7] x R™, a vector field v
and scalar functions p and 7T solving (II)) and satisfying the initial conditions:

Dy ={z: (0,z) € 2} and (v,T) = (vo,Tp) on {0} x %. (1.2)
Let 2y = {z € R": (t,x) € Z}. We require the boundary conditions on the free surface 0%,
p=0, T=T, and vy =w on 9% (1.3)

for each t, where Ty, is a positive constant, A is the exterior unit normal to 0%;, vy = N'v;, and
w is the normal velocity of 0%;. For the derivation and physical background of system (1), one
may refer to [IJ.

Another motivation of this article is to serve as a step to understand the behavior of free surface
motions of inviscid heat-conducting compressible flows for small Mach numbers. When the effect
of heat-conductivity is ignored, it is well-known that the incompressible Euler equations can be
derived from the compressible Euler equations when the Mach number is small. System (L)) can
be derived in the same spirit, by taking the effect of the heat conductivity into account however.
The low Mach number limit was rigorously justified in [I] for the initial value problem in entire
R™-space or the periodic problem of heat-conducting flows (see also [11], 22] for the related results).
For fluids free surface problems, the only available result on the low Mach number limit is quite
recent due to Lindblad and Luo[28] for isentropic flows where the the low Mach number limit
equations are incompressible since the effect of heat-conductivity is ignored for an isentropic flow.
However, as observed in [I], the low Mach number limit equations are not incompressible anymore
for heat-conducting flows, and limit problem becomes more complicated and subtle. Toward to
this direction of low Mach number limit problems with free surfaces for heat-conducting flows, it
is important to gain a good understanding of solutions to limiting flows since they may be used as
the leading order approximation. This is one of motivations for us to study problem (LI))-(L3).

We will prove a priori estimates for problem (II)-(L3]) in Sobolev spaces when the initial data
satisfies

min (—Oxp) > 0, (1.4)

which implies, as we will prove, that for some 7' >0 and 0 <t < T,
—ONp > e, >0 on 0%, (1.5)

where Oy = N79;, and €, = 27 mingy, (—Ixp). ([FH) is a natural stability condition called the
physical condition or the Taylor sign condition for an incompressible inviscid fluid in literatures
(cf. 41 [©, [7, 121 23] 24], 291 35, 4Tl [42] [46]), excluding the possibility of the Rayleigh-Taylor type
instability (cf. [12]). Since system (II) keeps unchanged when a constant is added to p, the
condition p = 0 on 0%, is equivalent to that of p being a constant on 0%;. Therefore, the boundary
conditions p = 0 and 7 = T, on 0%; is to match the exterior media with the constant pressure
and temperature. The boundary condition p = 0 on 0%; is commonly used for incompressible

flows without surface tensions in literatures (cf. [5] [6] [7, 12 [13] [I5] 18, 26] 29| B35l (41, 44 [46] and

references therein).



Note that system (] is reduced to the usual incompressible Euler equation if the heat-
conductivity coefficient k = 0 or temperature 7 =constant, for which a geometric approach was
introduced in [6] to study free surface problems without assuming that the flow is irrotational. We
adopt this approach to study problem (LI)-(T3]) for a highly subsonic heat-conductive flow. Sev-
eral new and essential analytic difficulties occur in extending the analysis in [6] to heat-conductive
flows, including loss of symmetries of equations, loss of derivatives in closing arguments, the strong
coupling of the large variation of temperature, heat-conduction, compressibility of fluids due to the
non-zero divergence of the velocity filed, and the evolution of free surfaces. These issues will be
addressed in Section We construct a higher order energy functionals from which the Sobolev
norms of H*(%;) (s =0,1,--- ,n+ 2) of solutions can be derived. This energy functional involves
space-time derivatives of the divergence of velocity fields, divv, for which the estimates are quite
involved. This is a key difference between the constructions of the higher order energy functional
compared with that in [6]. Besides the a priori estimates of Sobolev norms for problem (LII)-(L3]),
estimates for some geometric quantities of free surfaces, for example, the L°°-bound for the second
fundamental form and lower bound for the injective radius of the normal exponential map are also
given. The bounds for those geometric quantities are not only needed to bound Sobolev norms
of solutions, but also vital to the understanding of the evolution of the geometry of free surfaces,
for example, to the study of the formation of singularities, such as the curvature blow-up or the
self-intersection. It should be noted that the singularities such as the splash singularity or splat
singularity in [5], 10] and wave crests in [45] all occur on free surfaces.

Note that, besides in [6], the Riemannian geometry tools (parallel transports, vector fields
and covariant differentiations) were intensively used in [26] 291 28, 35, B6, B7] to study fluids free
surface problems, of which one of advantages is to make full use of some intrinsic properties of the
studied problems independent of choice of coordinates. The geometric approach used in [6] was
also adopted to study free surface problems of incompressible MHD flows in [I8] and incompressible
Neo-Hookean elastodynamics in [19].

1.1 Main results

We will prove that the temporal derivative of the constructed higher order energy functional is
controlled by itself. This higher order functional consists of a boundary part and an interior part.
In order to define the boundary integral, we project the equations to the tangent space of the
boundary as in [6]. The orthogonal projection II to the tangent space of the boundary of a (0,r)
tensor « is defined to be the projection of each component along the normal as follows:

Definition 1.1 The orthogonal projection I1 to the tangent space of the boundary of a (0,7) tensor
« is defined to be the projection of each component along the normal:

(Ma)i,..q, = Hﬁ; : "Hg:ozjl...jr, where Hg = 52? — NN,

The tangential derivative of the boundary is defined by 0; = H{aj, and the second fundamental form
of the boundary is defined by 0;; = OiN;.

As in [6], we also need a positive definite quadratic form Q(«, 3) for tensors a and /3 of the same
order which is the inner product of the tangential components when restricted to the boundary,
and Q(a, a) increases to the norm |a|? in the interior. For this purpose, we extend the normals on
the boundary to the interior as follows:



Definition 1.2 Let 1y be the injectivity radius of the normal exponential map of 0%y, i.e., the
largest number such that the map

0D x (—toyb0) — {xz e R"™: dist(z,0%) < w}: (Z,t) — =7+ N (Z)
18 an injection.
As in [6], we also need the definition of ¢; as follows:

Definition 1.3 Let 0 < e; < 1/2 be a fized number, and let 11 = 11(€1) be the largest number such
that
IN(Z1) = N(Z2)| < €1 whenever [Ty — Zo| <11, Z1,T2 € 0.

As shown in [6], ¢1 is equivalent to ¢g in conjunction with a bound of the second fundamental form
0. We do not need it for the statement of the main theorem, but we will need it when we illustrate
the main idea of the proof of our theorem, so we give its definition here, together with ¢.

Definition 1.4 Let dy be a fized number such that 19/16 < dy < 19/2, and n be a smooth cutoff
function on [0,00) satisfying 0 < n(s) < 1, n(s) =1 when s < dy/4, n(s) =0 when s > dy/2, and
|n'(s)| < 8/dy. Define

Qij (t7 .’L’) = 6” - n2(d(t7 x))NZ (t7 x)Nj (t7 ‘T) n gt’

where

Ni(t,x) = §N;(t,z), Ni(t,z) = did(t,x) and d(t,z) = dist(z,0%).
In particular, o gives the the induced metric on the tangential space to the boundary:
0" =69 — NN, 0ij = 0;j — N;Nj on 0.
With this setting, the above mentioned quadratic form Q(a, 8) for (0,7) tensors is defined by
Qla, B) = "' -+ 0"y i By - (1.6)

We are concerned with the problem for the fixed  in this paper, so we set k = 1 from now on
for the simplicity of the presentation. The energy functionals of each order are then defined by

Eo(t)= | T 'vjde, (1.7a)
Dy
E.(t) = T_15m"Q(8rvm,8rvn)da:+/ ]Z?T_lcurlv\Qda:—F/ |0Dr  divo|*dx
P P P
+ Q(0"p, d"p)(—Onp)HdS, r>1, (1.7b)
0%

where D; = 9; + v*9,. The higher order energy functional is defined by Zfig E.(t).
In order to state the main result of the paper, we set

_ _ -1 _ : .
Vol%—/@O dr, Ko= max {|0(0,2)] +[g (0,2)[}, € = min (—0xp)(0,2), (1.8a)
To gg@%T(O,w), To :%%T(O,w), (1.8b)
My = rréag{lap(O,w)l +10v(0, )| + [T (0, z)|}. (1.8c)
€D



The initial pressure po(z) = p(0,x) is determined by the following Dirichelet problem:
div(To0po) = —aivéajvé - Dtdivv|t:0 in %9y, po=0 on 0%,

where Dydivu|;—¢ can be given in terms of initial values vy and Ty via the equations dive = AT
and D;T = TAT. With these notations, the main theorem of the present work is stated as follows:

Theorem 1.5 Let n = 2,3. Suppose that
0 < Vol%, ¢y, Ty, To < oo, Ko, My < oc.
Then there are continuous functions 7, such that if
T < Z, (Vol%, Ko, €5 ', T ", To, Mo, Eg(0), -+ , Eny2(0))

then any smooth solution of the free surface problem ([[LI)-([L3)) for 0 <t < T satisfies

n+2 n+2
ZE )<2> EL0), 0<t<T, (1.9a)
s=0

1\/0190 <VolZ, < 2VolZ,, 0<t<T, (1.9b)
To<T<To in %, 0<t<T, (1.9¢)
0| + 1o | < CKy on 02,, 0<t<T, (1.9d)
—Ovp=2"'¢y on 07, 0<t<T, (1.9e)

for a certain constant C, where Vol%;, = |, 2, dx.

Remark 1.6 The bound for [|0(v,p)(0)|| g~ (g,) was not needed in [6] to show their result for the
problem of incompressible FEuler equations with a free surface, because it could be controlled by initial
values of their higher order energy functional, Vol%y and ¢1(0,z) via Sobolev lemmas and elliptic
estimates. We need this bound, which cannot be controled as in [6]], to prove Theorem [I.3, which
reflects the subtlety of our problem due to the complicated coupling of variation of temperature,
heat-conduction, and compressibility of the fluid in our analysis.

We give some remarks on the choice of the higher order energy functional, and explain briefly
the reason why we need n+ 2 derivatives in this functional, while only n+ 1 derivatives were needed
in [6] when n = 2,3. Let

E(t) = ; TLmmQ (0 vy, 00y )da + ; |0 Leurlv|?da
t t

+ [ Q(0p,d"p)(—0np)tdS, r>1.
0Dy

(1.10)

Note that E2 (r > 1) correspond to the energy functionals employed in [6] for the study of an
incompressible flow when 7 is constant. In order to control the L?-norm of d"v for compressible
flows, one may attempt to use the following:

E.(t) = EA(t) + ; | divo|?dz, > 1. (1.11)



However, (LII)) does not work for the study the problem (LI)-(L3]). In fact, dive satisfies the
following parabolic type equation:

Ddivv — T Adivv = other terms, (1.12)

which requires a control of one more spatial derivative of divv, besides 0"v. Here and thereafter,
“other terms” means something that does not affect the terms we single out to discuss. So, one
may try to include the L?-norm of d"divv into the r-th order energy functional:

E.(t) = E%(t) + ; 0" divo2dz, > 1. (1.13)

Due to (LI2]) and the boundary condition that dive = 0 on 0%, it is more convenient to include
the L%norm of 9D}~ 'divo, instead of d"divo, into the r-th order energy functional (L7h)). This is
one of reasons why we choose such an energy functional. Indeed, one can see from the proof that
it is not sufficient to study the problem (III)-(L3]) even adopting (LI3)).

The choice of the higher order energy functional 22'02 E,. enables us to prove that the temporal

derivative of it can be controlled by itself under the following a priori assumptions:

V <Volg,(t) <V on [0,T], (1.14a)
0] +1/w0 <K, —0Onp>e€,>0 on 0%, (1.14Db)
n—1

> (loxDip| + [0x Didivo|) + 0°p| < L on 9%, (1.14c)
=1

|0p| + |0v| + |0T | + |odive| < M in 2, (1.144)
|Dyp| + | Dydivo| + 02T < M in 2. (1.14e)

It should be noted that the a priori assumptions adopted in [6] for incompressible flows are the
following:

0] +1/10 < K, —Oxp>e€,>0 on 0%,
|On Dyp| +10%p| < L on 0%,
|Op| + [Ov] < M in 9.

In closing the argument, the a priori assumptions, for example, on the L>°-bounds for d(v,p) in %,
and 0 on 0%, need to be verified both in [6] and this article. In fact, these L*-bounds could be
controlled in [6] by their higher order energy functional, Vol%y, mingg, (—Oxp) and maxa%(bl_l)
via Sobolev lemmas, elliptic estimates and projection formulae. But this is not the case for the
problem studied in this paper, that is, we do not have such simple and neat control of d(v,p) and 6.
This is a key feature for the problem studied here. Instead of using the method adopted in [6], we
employ the evolution equations for d(v, p) and €, which causes the loss of derivatives. For example,
in order to control [|0]| 1 (94,), we will need the control of [|8?v|| (92, while a projection formula
was used in [6] to control ||0|| e 94,) for which there is no need to control ||82'U||Loo(8@t). This loss
of derivative in the control of the L*°-bound for # forces us to use n + 2 derivatives in the higher
order functional, while only n + 1 derivatives were needed in [6] for n = 2,3. We will address these
issues in more details in the next subsection.



1.2 Main issues and novelty in analysis

We first highlight the main issues in extending the analysis in [6] to problem (LI)-(L3]) and then
present the main strategy of the proof of Theorem The big obstacle in the analysis lies in the
strong coupling of large variation of temperature, heat-conduction and compressibility of fluids due
to the non-zero divergence of the velocity filed, which creates essential and new challenges in the
analysis. It should be noted that the analysis in this work for 7 =constant or dive = 0 reduces
to that in [6]. Indeed, the sharp estimates in [0 28] use all the symmetries of the incompressible
or isentropic Euler equations, which are missing for (I.I]) we consider here. The loss of symmetries
of the equations we study is reflected by the following facts: for the problems of incompressible
or isentropic Euler equations studied in [6 28], the zero-th order energy functional is conserved in
time, and the temporal derivative of the r-th (r > 1) order energy functional can be controlled
by lower order functionals under some suitable a priori assumptions. However, in our case, the
temporal derivatives of the zero-th and the first order energy functionals Ey and F; depend on the
higher order ones. The fact that Fy is not conserved indicates some kind of loss of symmetries of
the equations studied in this paper.

Another difficulty in our analysis is to deal with the problem of loss of derivatives when we
work on evolution equations for some quantities in the a priori assumptions to obtain the bounds
for them to close the argument. The first one is on the second fundamental form 6 for free surfaces.
The projection formula,

I1(0%p) = 0Onp on 0%, (1.15)

was used to estimate the L>°-bound for  in [6]. The reason that this can work in [6] is because one
may obtain the L>®-bound for 9%p on 0% independent of the L>-bound for 6, which, together with
the lower bound for —Oxp due to the Taylor sign condition, gives the L°°-bound for 6. Indeed, it
was proved in [6] that

n+1
10%pl e 92) < C(K1) D 07Dl 299y < C(K1, €0, Eng1, VOIZ), n=2,3, (1.16)
r=2

where & = Ey and &, = E? (r > 1) with 7 = 1, K; is the upper bound for 1/t on 0%, with ;
given in Definition In the same spirit, the L°°-bound for # was obtained in [28] for isentropic

Euler equations by replacing the pressure p in ([LI5) by the enthalpy h. However, we can only
obtain, for problem (LII)-(L3]) that

10°pl oo 07y <C (K1, VOLZ)|IT | oo (20) 10PNl oo () 16]] Loe (020 10™ T Il £2(0.20)

(1.17)
+ other terms, n = 2,3,

from which it is clear that the projection formula used in [6] to give the L*°-bound for # cannot work
directly for our problem. Indeed, (ILI7) follows from Sobolev lemmas and the following estimates:

10" pll 2o, < CITO™ ' pl 1299, + C(K1, Vol 1) > (10" Aplir2(,), (1.18)
r=0
10" Apllz2(zy < IT Lo (2 19P] oo (2) 10" T L2 () + other terms, (1.19)

0" T2y < CIUI™ T|z2(a5,) + other terms

- § (1.20)
< ClloN Tl Lo 020 l0" 10l L2 02) + Cll0l| oo (920 10" T || L2(9,) + other terms.

7



Here (LI])), (II9) and ([T20) follow from elliptic estimates, the equation TAp = —(97T) - Op+other
terms, and the projection formula, respectively.

Instead of using the projection formula, we need to use the evolution equations for . By doing
so, we are led to the following estimate:

|Dib] < [0%0] + C16]|0v],

from which it is clear that we need to get the L>-bounds for both dv and 9%*v on 9%;, while only
the L*°-bound for dv was sufficient in [6]. Thus, the L>*-bound for one more derivative of the
velocity field than that in [6] is needed. This causes the loss of one more derivative than that in
[6]. Hence, we need to estimate n + 2 derivatives in the energy functionals to close the argument,
while only n + 1 derivatives were needed in [6] for n = 2,3. It should be noted that only dv enters
equations (ILI]), but not 9%v, and thus one may think that the estimate of v may be sufficient to
close the argument as done in [6]. But the above argument suggests that this is not the case for the
problem (LI)-(T3]) which reflects the subtlety of this problem . It is extremely involved to bound
0?v before one obtains the L>®-bound for 6 in our case, due to the strong coupling of variation of
temperature, heat-conduction, compressibility of the fluid and the evolution of the free surface.

In fact, even for the L°-bound for dv in %;, we will have to use the evolution equation of v,
while it was obtained by the Sobolev lemma in [6]:

3 3 n+1
1001 () < CORD D N0 02y < CK) D& SCURD D&y =23 (121)
r=1 r=1 r=1

For the problem considered in this paper, we do not have such a simple and neat estimate due to
the complicated coupling as mentioned above. Indeed, if we try to use the Sobolev lemma as in
[6], we can only get a bound depending on the L*>°-bound for § that cannot be controlled by n + 1
derivatives, as shown in the following:

H(‘)UH%M(%) SC(K:l?VO]“@t)”T_l”%w(@t)HaTHLOO(.@t)HUHLOO(@t)

) ) (1.22)
X 01|02 10" T | L2(024) 1070 L2 (2,) + other terms,
which follows from Sobolev lemmas and the following estimates:
10%0]1 700 () < C(ES + 1|0%divol|72(5,)) < CES + C (K1, VolZ,)|| Adive|| 2, (1.23)

3 2

”AdiVU”%z(@t) < ”T_l”%OO(,@t)HaT”LC’o(.@t)HUHLOO(@t)Z HakTHm(@t)Z 17| 2(g,), (1.24)
k=1 J=0

10°T N z2(2) < ClOl Lo (990 lO* T | 12(5,) + other terms. (1.25)

Here (L23), (L24]), and (28] follow from the divergence-curl decomposition, the equation 7Adive =
0T -Ov+other terms, and (L20)), respectively. The evolution equation D;dv = —T 0?p-+other terms
and the Sobolev lemma lead to

D00 || oo () ST |l poe () 10°Pl 10 () + Other terms

SR (1.26)
<C(KD)T | oo () Z 10"l 2(2,) + other terms, n = 2,3,
r=2
from which it is clear again that n + 2 derivatives are needed to obtain the L*-bound for dv in the
case of n = 2.



1.3 The strategy of the proof

Next, we present the strategy of the proof. We want to prove that the temporal derivative of the
higher order energy functional 22'02 FE,. can be bounded by itself under the a priori assumptions

(LI4)). For E¢ given in (ILI0), we can prove that

d ., )
%El (t) SCl()”a(Ua b, leU)H%Z(@t)a (127&)

d . r— r r
%Eﬁ(t) <C.() <H8’" (v, p, T, leU)H%?(%) +][(9" w, "p, 119 Dtp)Hzm(a@t))

+ other terms, r=2,---,n+ 2, (1.27b)

where and thereafter C,(-) stands for a constant depending continuously on the bounds in the a
priori assumptions ([LI4]). We need to control the quantities on the right-hand side of ([L27]) by the
energy functionals. We will mainly discuss the estimates for the pressure p which appear also in [6]
but require additional works in our problem due to the involvement of divv in these estimates.

It follows from the definition of the energy functional E? that for r > 2,

”Hanuiz(ggt) < HaNPHLoo(a%)Ef-

Since —T Ap = Dydivu+other terms, one can use elliptic estimates to control all components of 9"p
from the tangential components I[10"p in the energy:

r—1

”3%“%2(6%) < C”Harp”%z(a_@t) + C(K, VolZ;) Z HaSAP|’2L2(@t) (1.28)
5=0 .

< Cy() (Ef,‘ + Har—lDtdivv\ﬁz(%)) + other terms.

Under the physical condition —Oxp > €, > 0, we can use the higher order version of the projection
formula to get

Hé’“—?e\\%zw% <Cr(1) <|]H3Tp”2L2(a_@t) + Har_lp”zm(a_@t)) + other terms 1.29)
< C(+) <Eff +E* |+ \\Gr_thdiV”H%%@t)) + other terms. .

Once we have the bound for the second fundamental form, we can get estimates for solutions of any
Dirichlet problem of elliptic equations. So, we can get estimates for 7, divv and Dyp, which satisfy
elliptic equations: A7 = divv, TAdive = Dydivu+other terms, and TAD;p = —D?2divu+other
terms. Since the equation for D;p involves the highest order temporal derivative of divv, we show
here how to control Dyp.

10" Dep17 29,
<Cllox Dipl[ 70 05 10" *0N 1292 + Cr()10" DepllZ2 oz,) + other terms

_ - 1.30
<Co) (197200 + 1072 A3 ) + ofher terms )

<C,(") <Eﬁ +E! |+ H@T_thdiva%z(%) + H@T_szdiva%z(%)) + other terms.

Since the terms involving dive on the right-hand side of (I.28]) and (I.30) cannot be controlled
by >, £, we introduce

Eg(t) = ’aDI_ldIVU’2dx7 r = 17 7n+27
D



so that
Bo(t) = E2(t) + BXH), r=1,- ,n+2.

It can be proven that the terms on the right-hand side of ([I.27) can be controlled by C;.() >, Es
when r > 2. For example, the idea of the estimates for 9"divev can be illustrated as follows:

10" divolZ2 (s
r—2
SCHHaleV'U”%P(a.@t) + C(K, VOl@t) Z HasAdIV'U”%z(@t)
5=0

<C|Onrdivo|| 225, 10" 201299, + Cr () <H67"1divv||%2(a%) + ‘|ar_2AdiVU||%2(%)>
+ other terms

<C, (") <H5r—29”2L2(8%) + |’8T_2Adivv“%2(_@t)> + other terms
<C, (") <Ef + Har_thdiVUHig(%) + Har—2AdjV1}H%2(%)> + other terms,

where (I.29)) has been used to derive the last inequality. Using the equation 7 Adive = D;divo+other
terms, we may obtain

||8Tdivv\|%z(%) <Ci() (E,? + \|5T_2Dtdivv\|%g(%)> + other terms
<C(+) (Eff +Ed + Ef_1> + other terms.

Here the equation TAD;divv = D2divu+other terms has been used to obtain the last inequality
for r =4,5.
We need to estimate the temporal derivative of EZ. One may get
d -2 9 r—3 2
2 Bl <C, Hamf  divo ‘ n H(‘)?’DJ ‘
(t) () Z p, divo) L2(7) ]Z:; tD

L2()

+|0" (v, p, divv)HLg(%) + Ef) + other terms, r=1,--- ,n+2.

The task is then to control 92DF %p (r > 3) and 9> DI 3p (r > 4) by energy functionals. It follows
from the equation —7T AD!~%p = DI~ 'divo+other terms (r > 3) that
10° D %P2,y <C(K, Vo19t>\|AD:—2p||%z(%>
<C, (-)HD’"_ldiva%g + other terms
Cr()|| 0Dy~ 1d1vv||L2 ) + other terms
:Cr(-)Ef + other terms.
It follows from the equation —7T AD] 3p = D;~?divutother terms (r > 4) that

10D} ~*pl1Z2 (g

1
<CIT16° Dy~ plf32 95y + C(K Vol Z) S [0°AD; 2p|2
s=0

<C|lonD;~ 3p||Loo(a_@t ||80||L2(ajt + Cp (- )||8D;_2divv||%g(%) + other terms

<Cr(") < 1+ Er_l) + other terms.
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It should be pointed out that we need the bound of ”8'/\/'D€_3p”Loo(a@t) to control H(‘)?’Df_?’pHLz(@t)
by energy functionals. This is why the a priori assumptions (I.I4]) we made for the case of n = 3
include the bound of [|Onx DEp|1e(92,), which was not needed in [6]. Similarly, it can be seen
from (L30) that the a priori assumption on the bound of ||Oy DZdivo|| L (92,) 18 also needed when
n = 3. The verification of the a priori assumptions on these bounds is difficult, even on that for
108 Dip|| 1o (92,), which will be discussed later.

We may conclude, under the a priori assumptions (L.I4]), that there are continuous functions
Cy (0 <r <n+2) such that

d . = 1 =
— Eo(t) < |Ipll72(g,) + 1divol|Faig,y < Co (V. M, T3 To) (Ev(t) + Ea(t)),

dt
d — _
—B1(t) < C1 (V. K, M, T, To) (Bx(t) + Eat),
d _ — _
%E2(t) < 02 <V7K7 Eb_levM)MyIalvTO) (El(t) +E2(t))7
r—1 r
d Ve 1 o -1
%Er(t) S C?“ <V7K7€b 7L7M7M7IO 7T07;E8(t)) ;Es(t)7 3 S r S n+2

In order to close the arguments, we need to get the estimates for the a priori bounds in terms
of the energy functionals E, (0 < r < n + 2), for which the clear and detailed dependence of C,(-)
on the quantities in the a priori assumptions is crucial. The lower and upper bounds for VolZ;, the
L*°-bound for € and the lower bound for dxp on 0%, and the L*°-bound for d(p,v,T) in Z; can
be obtained by looking at the evolution of these quantities. The estimate for the lower bound for ¢
follows from the same idea as in [6]. The estimates for other quantities in the a priori assumptions
follow from Sobolev lemmas, the projection formula, and elliptic estimates. Here we point out some
main differences compared with [6]. The estimate on ||On Dipl| 1 (57,) given by [6] cannot work for
our problem. Indeed, the bound for [[Ox Dipl|ze(57,) Wwas obtained in [6] by use of the following
fact: If ¢ = 0 on 0%, then

10Nl Lo 07) < CNO™ ' Aqllz2(gy) + C (K, Vol %y, [|0]| 25, - -

_ n—2 (1.31)
10" 20 r2090)) > 10" Aqllre(z,), n=2,3.
s=0
This can be found in Proposition 5.10 of [6]. If we apply (L3I]) to our problem, we get
10N Depll e 020) SCNT oo (9 10T oo (90) 1001 1209 10N Depl| Lo (921 (1.32)
+ other terms, n = 3, '

which cannot give the bound of [|Ox Dypl| e (97,) for our problem. In fact, (L32) follows from the
equation TADyp = —(9T) - 0Dyp+other terms, and

18> ADpl L2(2) < NT oo (@0 10T Nl Loe (20 [10° Dipll 12, + other terms
<N T Hlzoe @ 10T I oo (@) |08 Dipll Lo (994 00| L2 (9.7, + other terms,

To overcome the difficulty appearing in (I.32]), we refine (L31]) to show: If ¢ = ¢, on 0%; with g,
being a constant, then for any ¢ > 0,

10N all oo (92) < S10" Aqllz2(g) + C (671, K, VOl %y, [|0] 12005 »

_ n-2 (1.33)
10" 200 12(09,)) Z 10°Aq||2(2,), n=2,3.
s=0

11



Clearly, the bound for [|On Dyp|| < (92,) can be obtained by use of (L33]).

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce Lagrangian transformation, the metric and covariant differentiation
associated with it, the induced metric on the boundary, the geometry and regularity of the boundary,
Sobolev lemmas, interpolation inequalities and estimates for the boundary. Those materials are
basically from [6]. We list them here for the convenience of readers and the easier reference.

2.1 Lagrangian coordinates, the metric, and covariant differentiation in the
interior

Let x = x(t,y) be the change of variables given by

Ox(t,y) =v(t,z(t,y)) and x(t,y) = zo(y), y € Q. (2.1)

Initially, when ¢t = 0, we can start with either the Euclidean coordinates in {2 = % or some other
coordinates xg : 2 — %y where x is a diffeomorphism in which the domain ) becomes simple. For
each t we will then have a change of coordinates = : @ — %, taking y — z(¢t,y). The Euclidean
metric d;; in Z; then induces a metric

ox' Oxd
gab(tay) = 5ija—yaa—yb (2-2)

on §) for each fixed t.

The covariant differentiation of a (0,7) tensor w(t,y), is the (0,7 + 1) tensor given by

OWq, -..q,

= € —_ . e s — €
Vala,...a, = Ay Loa, Weas-ar Lo, Way-a,_e;

where I'¢; are the Christoffel symbols given by

¢ _ 9" (Oga | 99aa Ogap\ _ Oy° &2’
b= o \gye " oyt oyl Oxt Oy*oyb

with g% being the inverse of ggp. If w(t,z) is the (0,7) tensor expressed in the z-coordinates, then
the same tensor w(t,y) expressed in the y-coordinates is given by

ozt Oz’
Way -, (1Y) = oy W%‘l---ir(t,x)a z = x(t,y),

and by the transformation properties for tensors,

Oxt 9z Q' Qwyy.., (tx
VaWaya, (t,Y) = 5— Y ( )
y® dy»r Oy ox?
So that the norms of tensors are invariant under change of coordinates:
galbl . 'garbrwal---arwbl---br — 5i1j1 .. 5irjrwi1~~'irwj1"'jr‘ (23)

Since the curvature vanishes in the z-coordinates, it must do so in the y-coordinates, and hence

[Va, Vy] = 0.

12



Set

b bd
Wq... = e =9 Waq--de--c-

The material derivative is defined as
a
Dy = at|:n:const. + 'Ukak = at|y:const., ak = % = %gya

Let a be a (0,s) tensor and 8 be a (0,7) tensor. Then a®j is used to denote some partial
symmetrization of the tensor product a® 3, i.e., a sum over some subset of the permutations of the
indices divided by the number of permutations in that subset. Moreover o~ (3 is used to denote a
partial symmetrization of the dot product a-3, which in turn is defined to be a contraction of the
last index of a with the first index of 8: (@« 8)i;.cipys o = 971y 1iBjigervivgs_a-

The following lemmas are for temporal derivatives of the change of coordinates and commutators
between temporal derivative and spatial derivatives, which are Lemmas 2.1 and 2.4 in [6], and will
be used to calculate the higher order equations in Lagrangian coordinates.

Lemma 2.1 Let x = z(t,y) be the change of variables given by [2.1I), and let g, be the metric
given by 22). Let v; = ;07 = v' and dpy, = \/detgdy. Set

oxJ
ua(ta y) = 8—;Uj (t7 l‘), hap = (vaub + vbua)/Za hab = gacgbdhcd, divu = g“bvaub.

Then,
or'  0zF v, oy® oy® Oy,
te— = 2=t Dipe =—a 72, (2.4)
oy y° Ox ox oz Ox
Digap = 2hap, Dig® = =20, Dydpy = g hapdpy = (divu)dp,. (2.5)
Lemma 2.2 Let wgy,...q, be a (0,r) tensor, q be a function, and A = ¢V NVy. Then,
Dy, Vialway a, = —(Vay, Vau)Weayoa, — =+ — (Va, Vau®)Way o car_ e (2.6)
[Dy, Alg = —2h""V, Vg — (Au®)V.q, (2.7)
Furthermore,
r—1 r
(D, Vg =-)_ (V¥Hhu) - V7% (2.8)
S\sTt 1

2.2 The geometry and regularity of the boundary

As in [6], we extend the normal to the boundary to the interior by a geodesic extension, which en-
ables us to define a pseudo-Riemann metric in the whole domain whose restriction on the boundary
is then the induced metric on the tangential space to the boundary. Using this induced metric, we
can define the orthogonal projection of a tensor to the boundary, the covariant differentiation on
the boundary, and the second fundamental form of the boundary as follows:

Definition 2.3 Let d(t,y) = disty(y,0S2) be the geodesic distance to the boundary, which is the
same as the Fuclidean distance in the x-variables, and n be the smooth cut-off function given by

Definition[TF). Set Nu(t,y) = Vad(t,y) and N°(t,y) = g®(t,y)Ny(t,y). Define

¢ (t,y) = g™ (t,y) — N°(t,y)N°(t,y), where N°(t,y) = n(d(t,y))N(t,y).

13



In particular, ¢ gives the induced metric on the tangent space to the boundary:
Cab = gap — NalN, and (% = g% — N°N® on 9.
The orthogonal projection of a (0,r) tensor w(t,y) to the boundary is given by
(Hw)ay...a, = Cot -+ CgrWe, e, Where (5 = dg — NoN°.

The covariant differentiation on the boundary V is given by V, = (¢V.. The second fundamental
form of the boundary is given by Oq(t,y) = Vo Np.

It follows from Definitions [T}, -4l and that

oz’ ozt 07
gﬂmwmwmw—x$%ww

Nau(t,y) = T Oye oyt

Lemma 2.4 Let N be the unit normal to 0Q and duc = +/detg/(>" N2)dS with dS being the
FEuclidean surface measure. On [0,T] x 0Q we have

DNy = hynyN,, D;N¢=—2hSN? 4+ hyyN¢, where hyy = N*N°hy, (2.9)
Dy = —2¢cbdp, 4, (2.10)
Dudpic = (9°hay = by ) da = (divee = hw) dpc. (2.11)

This is Lemma 3.9 in [6], where the proof can be found.

Definition 2.5 For the multi-indices I = (i1,--- ,i,) and J = (41, ,Jr), set gll = ghir...ginir
and (17 = ¢ ... ¢Ir | If o« and B are (0,7) tensors, let

<a,B>=¢"arB; and o> =< a,a >= d"agay.
Then for the projection (I18)r = ({ B,

< Ha, 18 >= (YarB; and Ta|* = aray; on Q.

1/2 1/2
\thwp@=<émm%) aM|mm=mmmm=<Aywa |

Moreover, we define the following notations:

Let

|- llee =l llry and ||| -[[le = [l - llzraq) for 1<p < oo.
Lemma 2.6 With the notations in Definitions 1.3, and [28, we have
[VCllzee < 512([[|0]|[Lo +1/00) and [|De(lree < 128]|A] Lo (2.12)

This is Lemma 3.11 in [6], where the proof can be found.
The following Lemma which is Lemma 3.6 in [6] shows that (1 given in Definition (3] is
equivalent to ¢y in conjunction with a bound of the second fundamental form.

Lemma 2.7 Suppose that |0] < K, and let vy and 11 be as in Definitions (4 and [[Z3. Then
tp > min{¢1 /2, 1/K} and ¢ > min{2¢, €1/K}.

The advantage to using ¢1, instead of ¢, is that it is easier to control the evolution off.
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2.3 Sobolev lemmas, interpolation inequalities and estimates for the boundary

Lemma 2.8 (Lemmas A.1-A.4 in [6]) Let « be a (0,r) tensor and vy > 1/Ky. Assume k, m are

positive integers, and p > 1. We have
(i)if2<p<s<qg<ocoandm/s=k/p+ (m—k)/q,

—k IR
IV a7 < C Ok m,n, s)lllelZ " IV alllZ

k m m k
(Z HVZaHLs> < C(k,m,n,s)|all7y " (Z K{”_’HVZQHLP> ;
1=0

1=0

(i) for any 6 >0,

k
el p-vp/m-1-km < Cll,n,p) Y K || Viallle, 1<p<(n—1)/k,
=0
k—1 '
llall|zoe < IV allle + C(6™ " Ky kn,p) > [IViall|e, p> (n—1)/E,
=0
k . .
Ha”L"P/("*kP) < C(k7n7p) ZKf_ZHvla”UU 1< p< n/kv
=0
k . .
o]l < C(kyn,p) Y KY ¥ Via|e, p>n/k.
=0

Lemma 2.9 Let g = q, on 02 with q, being a constant, then for r = 2,3,4,

r—1
r =r—2 r—
TV gl <2V gl V"0l +C Y [I0l15 1V 4ll|
k=1
r—3 .
+CY 00z V gl 2 IV 0],
k=1

(2.13)

(2.14)

(2.15)

(2.16)

(2.17)

(2.18)

(2.19)

where C'is a positive number. If, in addition, |Vnq| > € and |V nq| > 2¢€|||Vng|||z on O for a

certain positive constant €, then there exists a positive number C' such that

r—1
o2 - r — r—
1177701l <e [TV gl + Ce™ > [1011[711IV" gl
k=1
r—3 .
+Ce Y 0lle<IValle=lV7Olll, r=2,3,4
k=1

Proof. Simple calculations give that on 0f),
V% =(Vng)0, 1IV3q = (Vng)VO+3(VVNg)&0+2(0~0)@Vq,
Vg =(VNg)V 0 + 4(VO)RVV nq + 605V Vg + 3(080) Vg
+7((V0) T 0)@Vg —02(0 ~ 0)Vng+3((070) T ) QNRVq
+8(070)(VVNQ)BN + 3020 VVNqg)®N,
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where we have used the facts that Vg =0, 0-N =0, (V0)-N = —0-0 and (V29) "N =-3(V0)~0.
Clearly, (219) and Z20) hold for r = 2,3, because of VV yq = N°VV.q and

IT1V2q — (Vv g) VOl < 3[[16]]] e [[IV*qll] + 21[16][[ 71| Valll (2.22)

For r = 4, we first derive from (Z.I3]), Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality that for any
positive constant ¢,

VOV Y nalll VOl Ll IV Vval | s
=2 =2
<Cl01l1 =IOl 21 walll 2 IV V g2
=2 _ =2
<@/DINVNallL= V0l + Co 0LV V nall;

which, together with V%¢ = N°VNV.q and \Vzqu\ < |V3q| + 3|0||V3q|, gives that for any
positive constant ¢,

=2 =2
IV (V) V- Ol| < 01V gl [V76]l]
3
+ 7100 o< IV valll < VO] + Co7 > [110) 71V * ]l (2.23)
k=1

Here C is a positive number. Clearly, choose 6 = 1 in ([Z23]) to prove ([2I9). Note that
=2 =2 =2
2¢[|Vavall = IVl < [[(Vaa)V0ll| < [TV qll] + [TV — (Vva) V0]l
we then prove (220) by choosing § = ¢ in (2.23)). O

Lemma 2.10 Let ¢ = q; on 092 with q, being a constant, then

4
=3 _
Vg ll| <2/IVvalllze V0l +C Y 118115 1V *all
k=1

4
_2 J—
+ C (K1, 1001z) (V0N + 17611 > [1IV*qlll (2.24)
k=1
If, in addition, |V ng| > € and |V nq| > 2¢[||Vng|[Le on OS2 for a certain positive constant e,

4
=3 — _ _
V701l <e2[IIV2q]l| + €20 Y (1815 117>l
k=1

4
_ =2 =
+ eSO 10N IVOl + V01D D IVl (2.25)
k=1

Proof. This lemma can be shown in a similar way to proving Lemma by noticing the
following fact:

V6179 wallll + 1177617V ]l

<IIV601 oIV walll s + 19260113 [V Y wall s

<2012 gl 211V [/ (2.26)
+ ORI 012 wall 172119V wall[2

<8IV nalllz< V00 + CoH[10] 2 IV V x|
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for any positive constant J, and

4
V24l [VOllI| < [1V2alll= VO] < CEDIIVOI Y [V qlll- (2.27)
k=2

Here ([2.26)) follows from (2.I3]), Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, and (2.27]) follows from
2.19). 0
Remark 2.11 € appearing on the right-hand side of (220) and 228]) can be chosen as

e =[[(Vya)~Hll|z min {1, 27| V|l } - (2.28)
In particular, it follows from 221)) and 222) that

10l zs < I1(Vna) " = V2| Ls, 2 <s < o0, (2.29)

2
V6l < (Vva) Il (\HHV?’QH\ +3) HW\H’ZmH!Vg_kQ|H> : (2.30)
k=1

Lemma 2.12 (Lemmas 5.5-5.6 in [6]) Let w be a (0,1) tensor and define a scalar divw = g*V ,wy,
and a (0,2) tensor curlw,, = Vawy — Vywg. If |0] 4+ 1/1g < K, then for any nonnegative integer r,

VTl < C (jﬂ'g“g” (ViViw) Vi V5w + |V divw|* + |Vrcurlw|2) , (2.31)

I+ w|2 < © /Q N M (Vo )V Vws g

+C (Hvrdiva2 + Hvrcurle2 + K2\|er\|2) , (2.32)
IV wl|* < C (VT w| + K[V wl]) [V w], (2.33)
IV w|* < CIIOV w|[|* + C (| V" divw]| + ||V curlw|| + K[|V w]]) [V w], (2.34)
[V w|? < OV |||V wl]l]| + C (V" dive||* + ||V curlw]|?) (2.35)
[V || < O[TV aw||][ TNV w;) ||

+C (HV’"diva2 + || V" curlw||? + K2\|V’"w\|2) , (2.36)
[V w||? < Cl[ITNY" ) [TV w]]|

+C (HV’"diva2 + || V" curlw]||? + K2\|V’"w\|2) . (2.37)

Indeed, the proof of (231)-(232]) can also be found in [26]. The proof of ([2.33)-(237) are based
on the divergence theorem, and (2:36])-(2.37]) are based additionally on ([2.32)).

Lemma 2.13 (Lemma A.5 in [0]) Suppose that ¢ =0 on 0S2. Then
lgll < C(Vol)'/*(|Vg|| and [[Vq| < C(Vol2)"/"||Aq]. (2.38)
As a consequence of Lemmas and [Z13] we have

Corollary 2.14 Let g = q, on 9Q with q, being a constant. If |0| + 1/19 < K, we have for any
r>2andd >0,

lg — a5l < C(VOI) ™[Vl [Vl + Vgl < C(K, VolQ) || Ag]], (2.39)
r—1
IV gl + IV qll| < ClITIVq||| + C (K, Vol©) Y " [|V*Aq], (2.40)
s=0
r—2
IV gl + V" gll] < 8|[TIV ]| + C(67", K, Vol2) > [[V*Aq]. (2.41)
s=0
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Clearly, ([239) is a consequence of ([2:38)) and ([237). The proof of ([Z:40) and ([Z41)) can be found in
Proposition 5.8, [6]. (Indeed, (240 follows from (233)-(2.35]) and [238]), and 241 follows from
2.33), @35), 2.36) and 2.33).)

Lemma 2.15 Let ¢ = q, on 02 with q, being a constant. If |0| +1/10 < K and 1y > 1/Ky, then
for any 6 > 0,

8|VAgll +C(67, K, K1, [[16]]], Vol) [ Agl], n=2
IVall[Le < Jo . _ (2.42)
IVZAq]| + C(67, K, Ky, [[ VO], Vol) ([ VAq] + [|Agl)), n=3

Proof. When n = 3, it follows from ([2.22)) and (2.I6)) that for any § > 0,

TV 2ql| < ol[V3qglll + C (6" K, K1, [IVOIID IV gl + [ Vall])- (2.43)
In view of (241]), 233]) and (239]), we see that for any §; > 0,

1IV2qll| < oIV qll| + C (67, K, Vol)(I[V Aq]| + [[Aq])), (2.44)

IIValll < CE)IVall + [ Vall) < C(K, Vol) [ Ag]. (2.45)
Substitute ([2.44]) and ([2:45]) into (243]) and choose suitable small §; to obtain for any ¢ > 0,

27 IIV2q || < 8|IV2alll + C (61, K, K, [[[VO]]], VoI)([[V Agll + [ Ag])).-
This, together with (2:40]), gives

[IV3qll| <C(K, VolQ)[|[V2Aq|| + C (K, Ky, [ VO], VolQ)([[V Ag| + [ Ag]))- (2.46)
So, ([242) follows from ([2.I10), ([2:46) (244) and ([Z45) in the case of n = 3. Similarly, ([2.42)) can
be shown when n = 2. O
3 Higher Order Equations
Let u(t,y) be the same tensor of the velocity v(t,x) expressed in the y-coordinates, i.e.,

J
altyy) = 5 us(t2).

Then, system (I can be rewritten as

Dyug + TV ap = (Vaue)uS, (3.1a)

divu = AT, DT =TAT. (3.1b)
It follows from (B.Ial) and (2.4 that

DiVyug +TVyVap = —(VbT)Vap + (Vaue)vbuey (32)
which implies

Dycurlugy, = (Vo T)Vap — (Vo T)Vip, (3.3)

Dydivu+ TAp = —(VT) - Vp — (Veu) - Vul. (3.4)
Moreover, we can derive from (B.ID) and ([27) that

Didivu — T Adivu

= — (AU)V.T — 29 (V Vo T) V€ + (divu)? + 29%(V,T)Vidivau. (3.5)
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Lemma 3.1 Let g be any given function. Then for any integer r > 2,

DV u + TVT+1p‘ + |DtVT_lcurlu‘ + [TV Ap + VD divul

r—1
<O (IVHoul [Vitu| + VT Vo)) (3.6)
s=0
r—2
D,V q+ (V'u) - Vg — V' Dygl < C Y [(VHou) - VI og] (3.7)
s=1
r—2
I(D;V"q+ (V'u) - Vq— V' Dyq)| < C Z [TI(VT5u) - V' 5g)| . (3.8)
s=1

Proof. This lemma can be proved in a similar way to deriving Lemma 6.1 in [6], so we sketch the
proof and omit the details. First, we can apply the following fact

r—1
r
[D;,8;] = —(8;0%)0), and [Dy,d"] = —g <S N 1) (OMFsp) . o7 *
to (LI) and change coordinates to obtain
r—2 r
DN ug + V' (TVap) = (Vatie = V) V'u’ — Vo) -V, 3.9
R R e o] (U LA R e

The estimate for curlu can be shown similarly. For any r > 0, take V" of ([84) to get
TV"Ap+ V' Didivu = — (V' (TAp) — TV "Ap) = V" ((VT) - Vp+ (Veu) - Vu©).
This proves ([3.6]). Clearly, (3.7) and (B.8]) follow directly from (2.8]). O

Lemma 3.2 Forr >0 and s =0,1,2, we have

r—1
V"D T| + DV T| < CITV divul + C Y [Vl [V T, (3.10)
s=0
r r—s1
V' DIT|<C ) |[VIT] <|V’"_51Dtdivu| + ) |V’"_51_52divu||V52divu|) , (3.11)
s1=0 52=0
VDT < C Y |V'TIH,, (3.12)
=0

where
Hy = |D2divu| + (| Dedivul + |Vul?)|Val,
H, = |VDZdivu| 4 |V D,divu||Vu| + (|Didivu| + |Vu|?)|Vdivul,
Hy = |V2Ddivu| + |V2Didivu||[Vu| 4 |V Dydivu||Vdivul
+ |V2divu|(| Dydivu| 4+ [Vul?) + [Vdivu|?| V).
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Proof. Tt follows from (3.1D]) that

D,T = Tdivu, DT =T ((divu)? + Dydivu)
DT =T ((divu)® + 3(divu) Dydivu + Didivu) ,

which, together with ([3.7)), proves (BI0)-(B312).

Lemma 3.3 For any integer r > 0, we have

|V’"DtVu| < |7~||V7’+2p| + CZ (|vs+17~||vr+l—sp| + |vs+lu||vr+l—su|) ,
s=0

2 r
DFVul < O 9P T] <|V’“Dtp| Y |v5p||v7”+1-8u|> +CIup,

r=1 s=1

3 r
1D}Vl < CY VP <|ertp| +) |vsp||v7‘+1—su|> + C|V2ul|Vul?,

r=1 s=1

|D}Vu| < C{|TI(IV*Dip| + [V2Dip||Vul) + T2(V?p||Vp| + [VTIIVD;p| + £1},
where

L1 = [VDup|(|TV?u| + [VT|Vul) + (|TV?p| + [VT|Vp| + [Vul*) (| Dydivul
+|TV2p| + |VTI|Vp| + |Vul?) + |TVp|(|VDdivu| + |V2T||Vp| + |V2u||Vu)).

Proof. Clearly, (3.14) follows from ([B.2)). It follows from (3.2]) and (28] that

DiVyug =—T (VpVaDip — (VaVyu©)Vep) — (D T)VpVap
— (VthT)Vap — (VbT)VaDtp + Dt ((Vaue)vbue)

and

DV, = =T (VVaDip — (Vo Vou®)VeDyp) + T Dy (Vo Vus)Vep)
- 2(DtT) (vaaDtp - (vavbue)vep) - (D?T)vaap - (VngT)Vap
— 2(VyDyT)VaDip — (VoT)VaDEp + DE ((Vaue) Viu®),

(3.13)

(3.14)

(3.15)

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

which, together with (2.5), B10), (311) and (B6), imply (3I5) and BIT7). Choose r = 2 in (3.9)

to get

D\V?ug + TV p = —(V*T)Vap — 2(VT)@VVep + (V2u)curluge.

Taking D, of ([B19]) and noticing 21), B3), B.0), (1) and BI0), we prove ([B.10]).

Lemma 3.4 We have

|D2V2T| < C{|V2T|(|Dedivul + |Vul? + [VT||Vp|) + |VT(|V D divu| + |VT||V?p|

+ |V2u||Vu|) + T(IV2Dydivu| + [VT|V3p| 4 [Vu||[V3u| + |Vdivu|[Vu|)},
|DIVAT| < C(|TV2Didivul + £9),
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where

Lo = T{|V2Dydivu||Vu| + (|VDidivu| + |Vdivu||Vu|)|VZu| + |V2divu| (| Didival
+ [Vul?) + |Vdivu||[TV3p|} + VT {|VDEdivu| + |V Dydivu||Vau| + |V2u|(|Vul?
+ |Dydivul)} + |V2T|{|D2divu| + (| Dedivu| + |Vul?)|Vu| 4 [T Vdivu||Vp|}

3 T
HIVTY VT <yertpy +)° yvspy\V’“+1—suy> .

r=1 s=1

Proof. By repeat use of (2.6]), we have for any given function ¢,

D?V?%q = —Dy((V?u) - Vq) — (V?u) - VDyq 4+ V2D3q,

D}V?q=V?Dj}q— (V?u)- VD}q — D, ((V*u) - VDyq) — D} ((V*u) - Vq),
which, together with (2.35]), implies

DFV?q| < |V2Diq| + C(IV?ul |V Deg| + |DeV2ul|Va| + [Vl V|| Va]),

|DPV2q| < [V2Diq| + C{|V?ul[VD}q| + |D;V>ul(|V Deg| + [Vul|Val)
+[DiV?u||Vg| + (|DeVul| + [Vul?)[V2ul|[Va| + |V2ul [V Deg|[Vul}.

With this fact, we can use ([3.6), (3.10)-(3I12) and BI6) to show ([B20) and B2I).

Lemma 3.5 Forr > 0, we have

r+1
V" DiAu| < [V Dydivul + C Y (V50| [V7 2750 4 [V T V275
5=0

3 r 2
D} Au| < |VDdivul + C Y [VET]Y Ve[|V 5w + C Y [V T ||V Dyp|
r=1 s=1 r=1

+ C’|V2u||Vu|2,
| D3 Au| < |VD}divu| + C(|Vul|[TV3Dip| + |VT|VEDZp| + |VAT||VDZp| + £3),

where
L3 =(TV?p| + |[VTIIVp| + [Vul*) (VT IIV?p| + [V*TI|Vp| + |[V?ul[Vul)

+ |V2p|(|TV Dydivu| + |VT| Dydivul) + [Vpl{|TV2Dydivul
+ VT TV3p| 4 |V Dydivu|) + |V2T||Dydivul} + |V Dyp|| T V3divu|

2 r
+ V2| Y [VPT (\VTDtp\ +> \VSPHV”I‘SUO

r=1 s=1

3 r
+ |Vl {Z (V3T <\V"Dtpy + Z \vspuvr“—suy) — \TV?’Dtp\} .

r=1 s=1

Proof. Take D} (r =1,2,3) of (.3) and use (3.I0) and BII) to get

| Decurlu| < CIVT||Vp),
|Dt2curlu| < CIVT|(|IVDyp| + |Vp||Vul|) + CT|Vp||Vdivul.
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It follows from (B3] and (26]) that

Dtvccurluab :(chbT)vap + (VbT)chap - (vcvaT)vbp - (vaT)chbp
— (Vo Veus)eurlug, — (VVeu®)curluge, (3.30)

which, together with 23]), BI10), B6), 1) and B.28), implies
|DEVeurlu| < C|T|(IV3p||Vul + |V2p||V2u| + |Vp||V2divu|) + C|VT|(|V2Dyp|

+ |V2pl|Vul + [Vpl[V2ul) + CIV2TI(IV Dipl + Vol [Vul) + C|Vul[Vul. (3.31)

Take D} of (B30) and use [23), B20), B23), EI0), B1D), @6, B1). BI6), B28) and E2I)
to obtain

|DiVewlu| < C (|T1|Vul[ V2 Dip| + [VT|IV2Dip| + V> TV Dip| + £3) . (3.32)

where £3 is given by [3.27). It follows from the definition of A that
Aug = gV Veu, = Vadivu + ¢V (Veug — Vaue) = Vodivu + g°Vecurlug,,
which, together with ([23), implies

DiAu, = Vo Didivu + (Dyg“)Vecurlue, + g°° DV ccurlue,
|D}Au| < |VDidivu| + C(|DyVu| + |Vul?) |Vl
+ CO(|Vu||D;Veurlu| + |DZVeurlul),
|D} Au| < |VD}divu| + C(|DFVu| + | DiVu||Vu| + |Vul?)| V|
+ C((|DVu| + |Vu|?)| Dy Veurlu| + |Vu||DZVeurlu| + | D} Veurlul).

With this, the lemma can be proved by noting ([3.6), (B15), (3:31) and (3:32)). 0
Lemma 3.6 We have for r > 0,

[TADwp + (VT) - VDyp| <|Didivul + C{|TI(|V?pl|Vu| + |Vp|[VZu|)

5 (3.33)
+ [VTIIVD|[Vul + [Vul*},
r—+1 r+l—sq
[TV AD;p| < V' Didivul + C Y " [VIT| Y [V Hly||[vrt2msmsy)
; s1=0 520 (3.34)
+CY VTV Dl + ¢ Y [V [V R [V ),
5=0 s1+s2+s3=r
|[TAD?p + (VT) - VD2p| < |Didivu| + C(|Vul|TV2Dp| + £1), (3.35)
r+1 ' '
[TV AD}p| < [V Didivu| + C> |V TV Dp| + C&4, (3.36)
i=1
|TAD}p+ (VT) - VD}p| < |Didivu| + C(|Vul|[TVED2p| + |[Vu|L: + £5), (3.37)
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where £1 is defined by BI]),
L4 = VT (Vu)V Dip)| + [V (T (Vp) Dedivu)| + [V (T (Vp)(VT)Vp)|
HVTHT (V) (Vu) V)| + [V (T2 (V2p)V2p)| + [V (V) (Vu) (V) V)],
and

L5 = |VDPp|(|TV?u| + |VTI|Vu|) + (|TV2Dip| + VTV Dip| + [V2ul| T Vp|) (| Dedivul
+ [TV2p| + |VT|Vp| + |Vul?) + [TV Dp|(|VDydivu| + |V2T||Vp|) + |TVp||VDEdivu|
+ (|1TV?p| + |VT|Vp|) | Didivu| + T|Vp*|V2divu| + [T Vp||Vu||TV3p|.

Proof. In view of [27) and ([3.4]), we see that

ADyp = DiAp+2(V Vp) - Vu® + (Au) - Vp, (3.38)
TDiAp = —D}divu — (DyT)Ap — Dy (VT) - Vp + (Veu) - Vu©),

which means

TAD;p = — D2divu — (D;T)Ap — {(VD,T) - Vp+ (VT) - VDip
+ (Deg™)(VaT)Vip} = {997 (DiVeta) Viuy + (Veua) DiViuy)
+ (Di(g® %)) (Veua) Vyur} + 2T (VeVp) - Vu + T (Au) - Vp. (3.39)
Clearly, (8:33) can be derived directly from (339). (B34) can be proved by taking V" of (3.39)
and using (B.14) and BI0).
It follows from (7)) that

TAD?p = TDyADyp + 2T (VeVDip) - Vul + T(Au) - VDip
= Dy(TADsp) — (DiT)ADsp + 2T (Ve VDyp) - Vu® + T (Au) - VDyp, (3.40)

which, together with (BI3]), implies

[ TAD?p + (VT) - VD2p| <|Dy(TAD;p) + (VT) - VD?p|
+C|TI(IV?Dep|[Vul| + |V Dip|[V2ul). (3.41)
Take D, of [B.39) and use 23), B.1), BI0), BII), BGI14), BI5), B:24) and B.38) to get
[DU(TADp) +(VT) - VDip| < [Didivul + C(ITI|Vul[V*Dip| + £1),
where £; is given by [B.I8). With ([B3:41]), we then prove ([3.35]). ([B36) can be proved in a similar
way to deriving (3.34]).
([(337) can be shown in a similar way to deriving (B.35]). 0

Lemma 3.7 Forr >0 andi=0,1,2, we have

r+1 r
|V"Dydive — TV"Adivu| <C Z (VLT | Vs 2| 4 C Z |Vedivu ||V *divul (3.42)
s=0 s=0
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and

i—1
V! Didivu—T V' ADydivu| < C Y [TV p||V T
r=—1
i+2 r—1 |
O (‘Tvrd”“‘ t2 !Vs+1uuvr—8fr!> aaat
r=1 5=0
+C > (V" Dedival [V ] + |97 Dydivad [V )
r=0
i r+1 |
+O Y Y (VY [V V) [V T (3.43)
r=—1s=0

Proof. Clearly, ([3.42) follows directly from ([B.5]). Take D, of (3.5 and use (2.7 to get

D2divu — TADdivu = (DyT)Adivu — T{(Au) - Vdivu 4 2(V,Vdivu) - Vu}

— Di{(Au) - VT 4+ 2(VVT) - Vu — (divu)? — 2(VT) - Vdivu}. (3.44)
Taking V? (i = 1,2) of [B44) and noticing 23), (10), (.6), (I14) and [B.24), we can obtain
B.43). O
Lemma 3.8 We have
|D}divu — TAD?divu| < C(|VT||VDEdivu| + |Vu||Didivu| + £6), (3.45)
|Didivu — TAD}divu| < C(|VT||VDEdivu| 4 |Vu||Ddivu| + €71 + £72), (3.46)
where
3 r
£ = |VT] {Z\v?’ T VEpl[VTH +Zyv3 ’“T]\V?”Dtp\}
r=1 s=1 r=1
2
+ V2T {Z\W T (VTDtp‘ +Z a7 Su\) + yvu\?’}
r=1 s=1
2
+ |Vl {Z |VET || V278 Dydivu| + \Tv?’uuwy} + | Dydivul?
s=0
+ |V2ul{|TV Dydivu| + |Vul|TVdivu| + |VT|(| Dedivul| 4+ [Vul?)}
+ | TVAdivu|(|TV?p| + [VT|Vp| + |Vul? + | Dydivul), (3.47)

L1 = |D}Vu|| VAT | + |DEAU||VT| + |D}VAT||Vu| + | D Aul(|Vu| | VT
+ |TVdivu|) + | D2Vu|(|TV2divu| + V2T |Vu| + VT V?ul)
+ | D, V2u||Vu||TVdivu| + |D;Au|(|DyVu||[VT| + [VD2T| + | TV Ddivul
+ VT Vul> + |TVdivu||Vul) + (|D;Vu| + |[Vul[*){|T V> Ddivul
+ |DEVAT| 4 |DVAT||Vul + (|D:Vu| + [Vul?)| V2T + | TV2divu||Vul
+ |V2u|(|TVdivu| + |VT||Vu|) + |V Didivu||[VT|} (3.48)
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and

L9 = |V Dydivu||[VDET| 4 |TV2Didivu||Vu| + |V Didivu|(|T Vdivu| + |V T |Vl
+ [T Au) + (VD}T| + VDT ||Vau|)|Vdivu| + | DEdivu|| Didivu|
+ | DTV divul| 4 (|V2u||Vdivu| + [Vu||[V2divu| + | V2 Dydivul)| T Dydivul
+ |V2u|(|Vul|VT||Dedivu| + |Vu||T Dedivul) + |Aul|[VDIT. (3.49)
Proof. Take D (r =1,2) of (3.44]) and use (27) to get

D}divu — TAD? divu
=(DyT)ADydivu — T ((Au) - VDydivu + 2(V.V Dydivu) - Vu®)
+ D{(D;T)Adivu — T((Au) - Vdivu 4 2(V.Vdivu) - Vu)}
— DH(Au) - VT +2(V.VT) - Vu — (divu)? — 2(VT) - Vdivu} (3.50)

and

D}divu — TAD}divu
=(D;T)AD:divu — T ((Au) - VDEdivu + 2(V.V DZdivu) - Vu©)
+ D{(DyT)ADdivu — T((Au) - VDidivu + 2(V.V Dydiva) - Va©)}
+ D2{(DyT)Adivu — T ((Au) - Vdivu + 2(V, Vdivu) - Vu®)}
— D} (Au) - VT +2(V.VT) - Vu® — (divu)? — 2(VT) - Vdivu}. (3.51)

With these two equations, we can obtain ([B.43]) and (B.46) by simple calculations and noticing

&35), 21, B1), B.23), G.10), GBI, B.14), G.I5), B.20), B.24) and B.25). =

4 Proof of Theorem

Let
Eo(t):/QT‘l\uPdug (4.1a)
E.(t) = /Q T Lg®CQ(V IV g, VIV qup ) dpay + /Q (V" Leurlu)®dp,

+ / IV D}~ divul*dug + / QI ep, VIV ap) (=Y np) Hdpe, T >1, (4.1b)
Q 0N

where Q(a, B) = ¢!’a;B;. Suppose that the following a priori assumptions are true:

V <VolQ(t) <V on [0,T], (4.2a)
0] +1/w0 < K on [0,T] x 09, (4.2b)
—VnNp>e€e >0 on [0,7T] x 0%, (4.2¢)
n—1

> (IVNDip| + |VnDidivul) + [V?p| < L on [0,T] x 99, (4.2d)
i=1

|Vp| + |Vu| + |[VT| + |Vdivu| < M in [0,7] x 9, (4.2¢)
|Dyp| + | Dedivul| + V2T < M in [0,7] x €, (4.2f)
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where VolQ(t) = [, dug. Let 1o and ¢1 be as in Definitions and Then we have, due to
Lemma 2.7 and (£2B]), that

ot < max{er 10|z, (20)7'} < €K,
which means
;7 Ht) < Ky oon [0,T], where K; = e 'K. (4.3)

Before stating the result, let us notice the boundary conditions and maximum principle, which are

due to (L3) and (B.1D), as follows:

p=0, T="Ty, Di/7T =0 and divu =0 on [0,7] x 99, (4.4)
T<T<T in [0,T] x 9,

where

7 = min {minT(O,y), 77)} and 7 = max {maXT(O,y), 77)}-

yeQ yeQ

Proposition 4.1 Let n = 2,3 and 1 < r < n+ 2. Then there are continuous functions JF, with
f"‘t:o = 1, such that for any smooth solutions of (LI))-(L3)) for 0 <t < T satisfying [A2)), we
have

2

Eo(t) < Eo(0) + [fl (t,V, K,e; ' L, M, M, I—l,?) - 1} 3 E(0), (4.62)
s=1
2 2
S E() < Fo (t,V, K, L, M, M, T, ?) 3 EL(0), (4.6b)
s=1 s=1

Y E(t) < F (t,V, K, LM, M, T}, T, Ey(0), - ,E,,_l(O)) S E(0), r=3. (4.60)
s=1

s=1

Proposition 4.2 Let Vol%y, Ko, €, and My be defined by (L8)), and n = 2,3. Then there are
continuous functions 7, such that if

T<9, (V01907K07§6171_17?7 Mo, EO(O)v U 7En+2(0)) ) (47)

then any smooth solutions of the free surface problem ([II))-(L3]) for 0 <t <T satisfies

n—+2 n+2

Y E(t)<2) E(0), 0<t<T, (4.8)
s=0 s=0

271VolZy < VolQ(t) < 2VolZy, 0<t<T, (4.9)
10, |pe + 5t (t) < 18Ky, 0<t<T, (4.10)
~Vnp(t,y) > 2 ey for yedQ, 0<t<T, (4.11)
IVp(t, )L + [[Vult, )z + (VT (t,)||ee < 2Mp, 0<t<T, (4.12)
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n—1

> (IVDip(t, Iz + IV Didivat, -)ll|ze) + IV2p(t, ) ||| o

i=1 . (4.13)
+ | Vdivu(t, -)||Lee + || Dep(t, )|z + || Dedivu(t, )| L= + [[V2T (¢, )| L=

SC(V01907K07§0 7I 7T7M07E0(0)7"' 7En+2(0))7 OStST

Clearly, Theorem is a conclusion of this proposition. (Indeed, the compatibility condition
T(0,y) = Tp on 98 implies that 7 = minyeq 7(0,y) and T = maxyeq 7(0,y).)

4.1 Energy estimates

In the proof we make use of a fact, which follows from (23]), that for a function f = f(t,y),

dt/fd'ug / (Do f + fdivu) dpyg. (4.14)

First, we deal with the temporal derivatives of [, [VD] divu|?du,, which can be bounded as
follows:

2 r—1

/ |V Dy divul*dpu, < Cy( Z |V Dy divaul||* + ZZ |V D! divul|?
=0 1
- (4.15)
3 r—2 r+1
+ZHV1DT 1P|!2+ZZHVZD1?Z)H2+Z IVl + [V7pl?) + o ()| V" divul®
=1 j=1

for r =1,2,3,4, where o(r) =1 for r = 1,2, and o(r) = 0 for r = 3,4. However, various quantities
that the constants C, in (4I5) depend are quite different for different values of r. Identifying
clearly the quantities that the constants C, depend will be important to closing the arguments.

Lemma 4.3 We have

d . _
E/QIVdIVUIQdug < C(IT Hzee, IVl VT lzee) (IV2TI? + IV20l® + [ Vull?) , (4.16)

d . -
a/ﬂIVDtdIVUIQdug < CUT Hlzeo 1T lzee [Vl poe, [V T oo, [Vl oo, (V2T | 200

1 2 (4.17)
[Vdivul| o) <Z IV Dydivul* + ||V divul|* + Z (IV*ul* + HV’p|!2)> :
=0 =1
d . _
E/QIVDfdlvuIQdug < C(K, | T Moo, 1T oo, IV ull oo, [V T | 2os, [| VD 2os
V2T || oo, | Vdiva| poo, | Didive|| pe) (Z | Ve DZdivul||> + Z |V Dy divu||* (4.18)

=0 i=0

2 3
+H|V3divul* + Y IV Dep ) + D (1Y ull* + IIV’p\I2)> ;
i=1 1=1
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d . _
E/QIVDf’dIVUIQdug < CE LT Hlzeo, [T zows IVl oo, IV T |l zos, [ VPl 2o,

V2T || zoe, || Vdiva|| poo, || Dedivul| poo, |V Dep|l poe, |V DZdivaul|, | D2 dival|,

IV2Dydival), |V Dedivul], |[V2dival) Z IViD3divu|? + Z Z IV D dival?  (419)
i=0 j=1

2 3
+D VDI + > IVIDp|? + Z (IV*ul® + HV%lF)) ,

i=1 i=1 i=1
d . _
E/Q\VDdeVU\Qdug < C(K L T e, T oo, [ Vullzoe, [V T | oo, [ Vpllzoe,

VT ||z, | Dedival oo, [V Deplloe, [[V2ul Lo, [V 2pllzoe, [V dive poe,

|1 D7divl| o<, [V Dyp| £ov ) Z |V Didivul|® + Z Z |V D! divu||? (4.20)
i=0 j=1
+ZHV’DtpHQ+ZZHV’D pH2+Z (IVul® + 11V'plI*)
=1 j=1 =1

Proof. Notice the following identity: for r > 0,
—Dt|VDt divu|® + T|AD; divu|* = (D! T divu — TAD} divu)(—AD} divu)
+ div (D} divu) VD divu) + %(Dt ) (VDI divu) VDI divu.
This, together with (£I4]), (44) and (23]), implies that, for r» > 0,
%/ﬂ \V Dy divul*dpu, + /Q TIAD; divul®dpg < 3|Vl /Q |V D} divu|*du,
+ | T 2 /Q | Dy divu — TAD} divu|du,. (4.21)
By virtue of (B.3]), we have
IDedive — TAdvul® < O (|Vullze, [VT |z ) (IVTIP + [IV2ul* + [ Val?) (4.22)

which, together with ([@.21]), yields (4.16]).
It follows from (3.43]) that

IDfdive — TADdivul|* < C(IT|ze, [Vullze, [V Tllze, Vol Lo, V2T | 22,

1 2
[V divul| o) (Z IV Dydivul* + > (IIV7ul® + V%) + |yv2divuu2> , (4.23)
=0 i=1

which, together with (L21)), gives (@IT).
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It follows from (B3.43)), (ZI4]), Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality that

|Dfdive — TADdivu||* < C(K1, | T [, [ Vul poo, VT l|zeo, [Vpllzee, V2T | 22,

1 2
|V divel|gee, || Dedivul| o) (Z IV Didivul|® + > |V Dydivul?
=0 =0

i=1 i=1

2 3
+ D VDl + ) IVl + 1[V7pl* + Hvidivu|y2)> , (4.24)

which, together with (£21]), yields (£I8]). Indeed, the following type of estimates have been used
to derive (L.24)).

10v2p) - V2ull* < [IV2plI2a [ V2ull s

3 3
<C(E)|Vpll= Y IViplIIVullz D V]
i=1 i=1 (4.25)

3
<C(Ey, ||Vpllze, [ Vulr=) > (I + [|Viul?) ,
i=1
and
1(V Dediva) - V>u* < ||V Didivul |74 VZul| 74

2 3
<C(K1)||Dedivul| g Y [V Dedivul[[|Vul g Y [[Vull (.36)
i=0 i=1 .

3
<C(Ky, | Dedival oo, [ Vulle) > (V7 Dydivul|® + || Vul|?) .
i=1
By virtue of ([B43)), (2I8]), (Z14)), Héolder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we have

IDfdive — TADPdivu|?* < C(Ky, [T | oo, [Vl oo, [V T | poe, [1Vpl oo, V2T | 200
|Vdivu||peo, | Dedivel| g, |V Dep|| poo, |V DZdivaul, | D divaul|, | V2 Dydivul,

1 2
|V Dydivul|, || V2divu) (Z IV Didivul|® + > (IV'Ddivul|® + ||V’ Didivu|®)
=0 =0

2 3 4
+ ) IVIDipl? + Y IV Dl + D (Il + ||V2p||2)> : (4.27)
i=1 1=1 1=1

which, together with ([@21]), gives ({19). In addition to (£20) and (£20), the following type of
estimates have been used to derive ([A27]).

4

I(V DFdivu) - VZul| < |V DEdivul|[|VPul| L < C(KY)||VD;divul] Y [|V7ull, (4.28)
=2
2 .
[(V?divu) DEdivu| < [|[V2divul || D7 divul| L < C(K1)[|Vdivul| Y [[V'Didivul, (4.29)
=0
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and

1(92p) - V3ull < 192p]| o |Vl 5
/3 4 2/3
<C(K1)| V|72 (ZHWH) Va2 (vamn)
i=1

C(K1 |Vpllz=, [Vullz=) Y (IVpl + [V7ul])

i=1

Similarly, we can obtain (£20]).

W~

Lemma 4.4 It holds that

d _ .
G | T g < I + vl
Q

d d
—/T_lg“Cde(Vbua)Vducd,ug+—/ |curlu|?dp,

< CE T Hlzeo, [Vullzee, VT llzoe) (IVull® + [ Vdive|* + [[Vp[?) .

Proof. Tt follows from (B.1al), (B.I0) and (3:2) that
1 1
§Dt (T_llu\z) + §T_1\u]2divu = —div(pu) + pdivu

and

1 1 — ac :
5D (T_lg“Cde(Vbua)Vduc> +§T Ly (Viyug ) (V gue ) dive

= —div (V) Vau) + 57 (D1 (5%°C™) ) (Vo) Vate + (V) - (V¢T3
+ ¢*(Vep) Vadivu + T ((Vau) - (Vue) Vu® = (Vi T)(Vau) - Vp)

which, together with (£I4]), (£4), 35) and 2I2), imply that
i/ T Hul2dp, :2/pdivud,ug < /(p2+\divu]2)d,ug
dt Jo Q Q
and
d —1 ac
o / T 19" (Viyua) Vauedpg
t Jo
SCENT e, IVl VT L)
CE T H|zoe, [Vl poe, [V T o)
It follows from ([A.14), 23] and [B.3) that

d
E/ |curlu|®dp, §C’(||Vu\|Loo)/ (|curlu|| Dycurlu| + lcurlu|?) dug
Q Q

J
J

C(IVul e, [VT]|~) /Q (IVal? + [Vpl?) dug.
This, together with (£33]) and ([{.34)), gives (@31 and (A32).

30

(IVul® + (IVu| + |Vdivul)|Vp|) dug

; (IVul* + |Vdivu* + |Vp[?) dug.

(4.30)

(4.31)

(4.32)

(4.33)

(4.34)



Lemma 4.5 For r > 2, we have

i/ T_lg“bCCdCU(V;‘lvcua)vz}_lVdubdug+i/ V" eurlul*dp,
dt Q dt Q

d c r— r— —
+ 5 | IO (V5 V) (V) g

<O || T zoe,s [Vl oo, [V ND) M| zoes IV Nl | zoe s ||V v Depll| oo, [ V]| 2oo)
x (V7 ul? + |V divul® + | DV u+ TV p||2 + || DV Leurlu||® + ||V p||?
TV p[||* + ||TL(D: V" p + (V'u) - V)| ?) - (4.35)

Proof. When r > 1, simple calculations give that

1 — a Ci T T 1 — Qa Ci T T 3
5D (T (ViVeua) ViV aw, ) + 5T g™ Co¢H (VY eua) (V5 qus)div

1
= —div (¢¢M (ViVp) V) Vau) + 5T (Di (9°¢¢") ) (V5 Vetta) V5V gt
+ T g™ U (D VIV cuq + TV Vap) VIV gup
+ (V5Vqu) - (V) (ViVep) + ¢ (V79.p) V')V adive (4.36)

Due to (@A), we have Vap = Vap + NaVap = NaVap on 99 and
/Qdiv (6-¢ (Vi Vep) Vi Vau ) diay = /ag N (VY ep) (VY qu)dpsg
__ /a N (Tp)CCH (V9ep) (V) Vo) (=Y vp) g
_— /a I TIVD) (D Vap + (V5 Vau) Vap) (~V p) i
+ /8 ) ¢ (VY ep) (DY V ap) (= V ) dpe. .

Moreover, it follows from (2.IT]) that

/8 I TV (DY) (- Vp) i

d
:%E CCdCIJ(V}HVCp)(vT]Vdp)(—VNp)_ldluC
o0
1
-3 /aQ (Dt(gchIJ(—VNp)—l)> (ViVep) (V5 Vap)dpe
_ % ” ¢ (VY ep) (V) Vap) (=Y vp) ™ (dive — by ) dpsc. (4.38)

Notice that on 012,

1De(=Vap) | <[(=Vap) " P IDV npl < [(=Vap) (DN Vep| + [V v Dipl)
(=Y up) ™ P (~20N + by N°) Vep| + [V Dipl)
[(=Vap) (v Vvp| + VN Depl), (4.39)
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because of (23] and ([@Z]). We then obtain, with the help of (£38)-(E38), (E14), (Z3), (ZI0) and
212), that for r > 2,

d — a C r— T—
o /Q T g™ ¢l (VY cua ) VTV qupdpg
d T— r— —
5 [TV (9 V) (- )i
o9
<C(K, T pee, HVU||L°°)/{|VTU|(|VTU| + DV u A+ TV |+ [V7p))
Q
+ [Vl [V divul bdpg + C(I|(Vap) ™ lpees IVl Loo, [V N Dipll poe, [Vl )
< [ (Y BIIDT "+ (V700 - V)| + 11V 5 (1.40)
It follows from (4.I4]) and (23] that for r > 2

d .

pr /Q |V Leurlul*du,
§C’(\|Vu||Loo)/ (|V’1_lcu1rlu|2 + | DV teurlu| |V eurlul) dpg,

Q

which, together with ([£40), gives (£.35]). ]

Lemma 4.6 Forr =23,4,5, we have

i/T_lgabCCdCU(V’}_lcha)vz}_lvdubd,ug+i/ V" Leurlul*duy,
at Jg dt Jq

d Ci r— rT— —
T |, S VT V) (Vi Vap) (= Vap) " diag

< C(K Ky, IT 7 oo, (IVull oo, VPl e, IV T 2o, 1V np) " Hllzoo, [V v | £oe,

IV Deplllzoe, Va2, IV pl| o) (Z (IV%l® + IV p I + IV T?) + 1V divul|?

=1
r—1 r r—3
IV 2+ [TV Depl| >+ Y IV all* + DV + ) HWZ@W) : (4.41)
=2 =3 =2

Proof. 1t follows from (B:6]) and Hélder’s inequality that
1DV u + TV pl| + (| DV~ eurlul| < C([Vul|zo, [[Vpl e, [VT | ze)

IV2ull + V2|l + V2T, r=2,
IV2ull + [V°pl + IVPT N + V2l s + 1V 2pll e V2T s r=3,
IV Aull + V4] + IV + 1920 6]V s
) + V2l 6 IV Tl s + IVl sV T | s, r=4,
IV2ull + 19l + VTN + (IV2ull s [Vl s + 1Vl 2
HIV2pls VAT s + V2Dl IVET Nlpa + IV s V2T llzs, =5,

which, together with (2I4]) and Young’s inequality, implies for r = 2, 3,4, 5,
| D:V™u + TV p|| + || DV eurlul|

d ; ; ; (4.42)
<CO(K1, |Vl e, [Vpllze, [V T llze) Y (IV ull + V0] + IV*T1) -

1=1
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It follows from (B8] and ([@4]) that
ITI(D V" p + (V) - V)l < [[[TIV" Dypl]|

0, r =2,
N ClIVZullllIVZpll =, r=3,  (4.43)
CUIVullllIV?pllz + IT((V2u) - V2p)IID, r=4,

CUIV*ull[[IIV2pll| Loe + [[TI((Vu) - V2p) || + [ITL((V?u) - VD)I]), r=5.
Notice that on 92,
T(V?u) - V2p)| < [VVul[VV?p,
III((V30) - V3p)| < [V'Vu|[VV2p| + CK [V Vul[VV2p|,
III((V2u) - Vip)| < [VVu| [V V2| + CK[VVul[VV2p.
We then obtain, with the help of Hélder’s inequality, (ZI3]) and Young’s inequality, that
ITI((V2u) - V2p)II| < IV Vull] 14 [V V2Dl 4
<C|IVull 2| [V*Vul 3192 2 [V V2P
<C (IVulllz= NV2pl1z=) (I Tulll + [I7*Vp]]) (4.44)

ITI((V3w) - P2p)lI| + ITI(V2u) - V4p)|
<|IV*ull| s [V V2plll s + IV Vulll 26| [V V2pl 12 + CE|IVVulllpa [V V2|1
<C||Vull[3 IV Vul 512l 5 V9205 + CK[[VVul| 4] [TV2p]| o

+ OVl IV Vull 31920 923

3 ' 5.
<C(K, [[|Vull[o, [IV?pll o) (Z IV Vulll + > IV Vsz\) : (4.45)
i=2 i=2

For a (0,2) tensor «, we have on 02,
V2a| < |V2a| + CK|Va| and [V'a| < |V3a| + C (K|V2a| + K2|Va| + |V6||[Va) .

This, together with (£43]), (£44]) and ([£450), implies that
IT(D:NV"p + (V) - Vp)|| < [TV Depl]]

3 4
C (IVulllze=, IV2pllL=) <Z IVl + \HVZPHO ; r=4,
1=2 =3

+
4 5
i i 2
C(K, [[[Vul[| e, V2Pl L) (Z IV%ulll + > IVl + [V 9|||> , T=75,
i=2 i=3

which implies, using (£43]), that for r = 2,3,4, 5,
[II(D:V"p + (VTu) - Vp) || < [[[IV" Dyp||

r—1 r r—3 )
+ C(K, || Vulll o<, [ V2P| o) (Z IVl + D1Vl + |HVZ9H|) : (4.46)
=2 =3 =2
So, (@A) follows from ([@35]), (@42) and (A.46]). O
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4.2 Elliptic estimates

Before starting with the proof of (Z.0]), let us first see what a bound for the energy (4.1]) implies.

Lemma 4.7 We have

| Drtdivul|? < C(VolQ) ||V Dy tdivu||? < C(VOIQ)E,(t), r>1, (4.47)

T =Tol* + IVTI* + [ V*T* < C(K, VolQ) By, (4.48)

lull* < TNz Bo, IVl < C(VoIQ, || T z) Ex, (4.49)

llull > < C(K, VoI, || T |z ) (Eo + Er), [|VT|* < C(K, VolQ) Ex. (4.50)

Proof. ([&47) follows from (4] and ([2:38). ([E48) follows from (&4), (2:39), (B.ID) and E4T).

@49) follows from ([2.31]) and (@47). (@50) follows from (Z33), (£49) and ([.4T)). 0
Lemma 4.8 We have

IV2ull® + [ Vull[* < C(VOI, || T ) (E1 + E) (4.51)

Ip1* +1IVpl* < C(VoI, |T I poo, [T l[zee, [Vl oo ) (B + E) (4.52)

IV2dive|? + [[[Vdivu|[* + [|V2p]* + [V xpll

- (4.53)
< C(E, VoI, | T oo, (1T | oo, (V]| oo, [V T N[ 20) (En + E2)
IV pll? < [V wplllz=Er, 722, (4.54)
[IV2pll* <C(K, Ky, VoI, | T oo, (| T | zoe s (V]| oo, [V T oo (VP £ (4.55)
IVNpllze) (Er + E2),

161117 < 1V ap) " 12 IV vpll oo B, (4.56)
VTN < CO, VI, [V vl poss (Y np) ™ o, IV N T (L) (Br + Es) (4.57)
IV Dpl|* < C(IIVn Deplll oo, IV vl 2. [V vp) ™| £oo ) Bo. (4.58)

Proof. The bound for ||V2u|| in (@51 follows from (Z31I). The bound for ||Vul|| in @5I)
follows from (Z33)), (#E49) and the bound just obtained for ||[V2u||. The bound for ||V2divu| in

(#353)) follows from ([@22), (239)), (A5 and Lemma L7l The bound for |||Vdivul|| in (ZE53]) follows

from ([233) and the bound just obtained for ||V2divul||. Let ¢ be a function satisfying ¢ = 0 on 052,
we have for any ¢ > 0,

/Q TIValdp, = /Q div(TqVq)dpug — /Q (TAq+ (VT) - Vq)qdu,

1 0
<o5 [ [Ta+ (VT)- VaPduy+ 5 [ dPduy
Q Q

34



Due to ([238)), we can then choose a suitably small 0 to obtain

IV4l* < C(VOIQ, IT 1) T Ag + (VT) - Vg (4.59)
It follows from (B4]) that
ITAp+ (VT) - Vpl| < [[Dedivul| + [[Vul| oo [ Vul], (4.60)

which, together with ([@59)), (£41) and (LEI)), gives the bound for ||Vp|| in (£52). The bound for
lp|| in @52 follows from (Z38) and the bound just obtained for |Vp||. The bound for ||V2p| in
#53) follows from (Z39]), (£60), (A52) and Lemma L7l The bound for |||V xpl/| in @E3) follows
from (Z33), @52) and the bound just obtained for |[V?p||. Clearly, (&54) holds. Due to (3.0),
(214), Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, we have for r = 1,2, 3,4,

ITV"Ap||* < C| V" Didivu||* + C (K, [ Vul oo, [V T || oo, [| V]| )
r41
< (IVul? + VTP + 1V'p]?) - (4.61)

i=1

(@350) follows from ([240), @54), @61), @E53), (@48) and @XLI). (ESG) follows from (Z29) and
#54). (E5T) follows from (240), 221), (BID), (E506) and @47). (£58) follows from (221)) and

(E56) O
Lemma 4.9 We have
3
IV3ul|® + |||V 2ull[* < C(K, VoI, |T | poo, [T |l 2o, [Vt oo, [VT | 1o0) > E; (4.62)
i=1
| Dipl? + IV Dyp|* + V2 Dep|” + ||V Dy |*
. 3 (4.63)
< C(K, Vol | T oo, | T |l zoe, [Vt oo, VT | zoe, [ Vpll2o) > B
i=1
IV2pl|* <C(K, K1, Vol || T |z, | Tl zoe, [Vl oo, [[VT | Loe
3
(4.64)
IVpllzes, IV apllLo) Y B,
i=1
IV6][]* <C(K, K1, Vol || T | zoo, | T £os s [Vl oo, [V T e
3
B (4.65)
IVl o, 11V ap) ™ oo, IV wvpll) D B,
i=1
IVATI? + [IVPTN? + V2 Dydivu||? + [[|VDydivul|* + (| V2 p|l
< C(K, K1, VoI, | T~ poo, | T | oo, [ Vl| oo, [V T llzoe, VPl £oe
3 (4.66)
(VD)™ e, IV plzoes IV Tl L) D Ei,
i=1
|[|[V2divul||? + [|TIV3divul||* + || V3dive||?
< C(K, K1, Vo, | T oo, | Tl 2o, IV ttl| oo, [V T | £oe, [| VD Loe
3 (4.67)
(VD)™ oo, IV Pl oo, IV N Tl o |1V pdiva| | ) > B,
i=1
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V2 Dep|[* + [|[ TV Dipll[* + [ V2 Dyl

< C(Ka Ky, VolQ, ”7—_1”L°°7 HTHL‘XH HVUHL‘”? HVTHva va”[ﬁ’o? HDtp”Lwa
3
11V wp) " e, IV apllzoe, IV N T W oo, [V Deplllze) D Eie
i=1
Proof. The bound for ||V3u|| in [#62) follows from (Z31)) and (Z53). The bound for [||V?u]|| in
([@B2) follows from (Z33)), (@51) and the bound just obtained for ||[V3u||. The bound for ||V D;p|| in
#53) follows from B33), (£59), and Lemmas .7 and .8 The bound for || D;p|| in ([@63]) follows
from (Z38)) and the bound just obtained for ||V D;p||. The bound for ||[VZD;p| in ([@EG3) follows
from ([239), (333]), and the bound just obtained for [|[VD;p||. The bound for ||VDp||| in (63
follows from (233]), and the bounds just obtained for ||V Dyp| and ||[VZD;p||. @64 follows from
241), (@eI) and Lemmas 7 and 4.8 ([£.65]) follows from (2:30]) and Lemma[Z.8 The bounds for
V3T | and |||V3T|| in (&68]) follow from ([2.40), 222), (3.1N), (£65) and Lemmas BT and B8 Tt
follows from (B43]), ([2.14]), Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality that

1D} divu — TADydivu|* < C(K1, || Tl|ze, [|Vull oo, VT [[zo, Vol 22)

1 3
X (Z IV Dedivul® + > (IIVul® + VT + |yv2‘pH2)> . (4.69)

=0 =1

(4.68)

The bound for ||[V2D;divu|| in ([@GE) follows from [39), (@EJ), Lemmas E7 and IS, and the
bounds just obtained for ||[V3ul[, ||[V3T]| and ||V3p||. The bound for |||VD;divu||| in (@68]) follows
from (Z33]) and the bound just obtained for |[V2D;divu||. The bound for [|[V3p]|| in ([@68]) follows
from (240), @61), Lemmas E7 and B8, and the bounds just obtained for ||VZ2D.divul, ||V3ul,
V3T and [|[V3p]|. Tt follows from ([B.42), (ZI4)), Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality that
forr=1,2,3,
r+42
1TV Adivu||* < C||V" Dydivul|* + C(Ky, [ Vull oo, [V T llze) Y (IV7ull* + [[VT?) - (4.70)
i=1
The bound for |||V3divu||| in ([EGT) follows from (ZA0), (Z2ZI)), (@10), Lemmas 7] and B8, and
the bounds just obtained for ||V3u|| and | V3T||. The bound for |||[ITIV3divul|| in (Z67) follows from
Z22), ([E65), (I53), and the bound just obtained for |[[V2divu|||. The bound for ||V3divul| in (@67
follows from (Z41), [ET0), Lemmas E7 and B8, and the bounds just obtained for |||IIV3divul||,
[V3ul| and ||[V3T||. Tt follows from B.34)), @I4]), Hélder’s inequality and Young’s inequality that
forr=1,2,3,

1TV ADep|* < OV Didivul* + C (K1, T ||z, [Vulle, VT iz, Vol e,

r+2 r+1
[ Depllze) <Z (IVull + VT2 + VP )%) + D HVZDtsz) : (4.71)
i=1 i=0
With ([@TI]), we can obtain (£.68]) by use of a similar way to the derivation of (L.GT]). O

Lemma 4.10 We have
2

D IVIDEP|? + [(IVD7p|||* < CK, K1, Vol | T | poe, | T [ zoe, [ V] oe,
=0 , (4.72)

INVT 2o, 1V Pl zows | Depll e, | Dedivar| oe, |||V vpll[2) D Ei
i=1
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_2 —
IVl + V701 + VTP < CE, K1, Vol T [ pee, 1T [l zec s | Vul| e

B 4 (4.73)
IVT e, [IVPl o, (V) e, IV apllzee, IV T lz=) D Ei,
=1
V4l + [Vl + VAT + [V diva |2 + [TV dival[[* + ||V dival|?
< O(K, K1, VoI, | T | zoe, | T |l Loe, [ Vuull oo, IV T || 2oe, [|VD | 2o,

i (4.74)
(VD)™ oo, IV Bl oo IV N Tl oo 11V aediva | o) > B,
=1
[[|V2Dydivul||? + ||[TIV3 Dedivaul||* + || V3 Dedivul|® + || VAp]||?
< C(K, K1, VoI, | T | oo, | Tl oo [Vl oo, IV T | £oe, VP £oo, [ Dedives| po,
) (4.75)
11V wp) ™ oo, IV v pll oo, IV N Tl oo 11V aediva] | oo, |V oy Dedivul|| 1) D E;,
=1
IV DEdivu||? + [V DEdivul||* + [[[V? Dipl||* + |[IIV* Dypl||* + [V Dyp|* < C(K,
K1, VoI, [|[T Y| poo, Tl zoe s [ Vull oo, VT || £oo, VPl oo, [|Depll oo, | Dedive| po,
) (4.76)
(VD)™ oo, IV v pll oo, IV N Tl oo 11V vdiva] | oo, [V Dypll2) D B,
=1
V2 DEpll[* + [ITIV2 DEpl|[* + ([ V2 DEpl|* < C(K, K1, VoI, [ T poo, | T 1o,
IVl oo, (VT | zoo, VDl oo |1 Depll oo, 1 DEplloe s (| Dedivul| oo, [[(Vnp) ™[] oe
A (4.77)
IV xplllzee, IV NT N zoe, IV vdivull[ oo, [V x Depll | os, IV D7pll <) D Ei,
=1
V2 D2divul|)? + ||[TIVE D2divu| | 4 || V3 D2divul|* < C(K, Ky, VoIS, [T 1,
[T zoes Vull oo, VT ([ Loo, VDl oo, (| Dipll poo, | Dedival [ poe, [[(Vvp) ™[ 2o
IV NPl Lo, IIVNT || Loe, IV vdivul|| Lo, ||V N Didivaul|| pee, (4.78)
4 4
IV N Dipll|zoe, ||V v Didival| e, > Ei) > Ei.
=1 =1
Proof. Tt follows from (330)), (ZI4]), Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality that
ITAD?p+ (VT)-VD;p|
<O|Djdivu|? + C(Ky1, | T | oo, | Vull oo, [V T 2o, [Vl oo s (| Depl poe, [ Dediv| poo)
2 3
x (HVDtdiqu VAT + Y IV Dapl* + > (Il + W‘MP)) : (4.79)
=0 =1

With ([@79), we can obtain (£72)) by use of a similar way to the derivation of (£63]). In a similar
way to deriving ([Z62) and (E64]), we can obtain, respectively, the bounds for ||V*u| and || V3ul||

in (I74), and the bound for ||[Vp| in @T3). The bound for \H§29|H in ([A73) follows from (2:20),
228) and Lemmas and The bound for ||[V4T in (@EZ3) follows from (ZAI), (ZI9), the
bound just obtained for |||729|| |, and Lemmas EZHZIl The bound for |||V*7|| in @74 follows from
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[240), [Z19)), the bound just obtained for \H§29H |, and Lemmas THEIl The bound for ||| V3divul||
in (7)) follows from ([240), ([@10), Lemmas E7HAEI, and the bounds just obtained for ||V*u|| and
|VAT]|. The bound for |[|TIVAdivul|| in @T4) follows from ZI9), (A65), (L53), (6T, and the
bounds just obtained for |||720||| and ||| V3divul|||. The bound for ||V*divu|| in (@T4) follows from
(41, (@10), Lemmas LT, and the bounds just obtained for |||TIVAdivul||, |[V4u|| and ||[V4T]).
It follows from (B.43]), (Z14)), Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality that for r = 1,2,

1TV ADdivu|? < C| V" Didival® + C (K1, | Tl|ze, IVl oo, [V T | 2o, [ VPl 2o,

r+3 r+1
| Dydival| ) (Z (IV%ull® + [V TIP + VI + > HVZDtdiquz) . (4.80)
1=1 =0

With ([@30), we can obtain the bounds for [|[V2D.divul||, ||[TIV3Didivul||?, and ||V3Ddivu| in
[@T5) by use of a similar way to the derivation of (Z67). The bound for |||V*p||| in [@ETH) follows
from (2.40), ([£61)), Lemmas EETHET], and the bounds just obtained for || V3 Dydivul|, [|[V4ul|, [|[VAT]|
and [|[V4pl|. Tt follows from ([B.45), (ZI4]), Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality that

|Dfdivu — TADdivu||* < C(K1, | T|lz<, [ Vulpoo, [V Tllzee, [ Vpllzee, | Depl o<,

1 4
| Dedivu|| o) <Z IV DEdivul* + > (I[Vul® + V' TI? + | V'p|*)
i=0 i=1

2 3
+> IV Dydivul P+ HViDtpH2> . (4.81)

=0 i=0

The bound for ||VZD2divu|| in (@T6) follows from (Z.39)), (&), Lemmas LIl and the bounds
just obtained for ||[V*u||, |V*p|| and ||[V#T]|. The bound for |||VDZdivul|| in (@TZ6) follows from
[233), and the bound just obtained for |V2D?divul|. In a similar way to deriving the bounds
for |[|V3divul||, |[|TTVAdivul|| and ||Vidivu|| in (@74), we can obtain the bounds for |||V3Dyp||],
|[|TTV4 Dypl|| and ||V*Dypl|| in ([@ETE) by use of (ETI) and the bound just obtained for ||V2DZdivul|.
It follows from ([B34]), (ZI4]), Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality that for r = 1,2,

ITV"ADEp|? < C||V" Didivul|® + C(K1, | T |z, | Vul oo, [V Tl zee, [Vl oo,

r+2
| Dedivael| os, || Depl| Loe, | DEpl| <) (Z IV ul®+ VT + [ Vipl?)
i=1
r+2 . r+1 . .
+ D VDl + D (IV' D7l + [V Didivaul®) + ||V Hul|® + HVT+3pH2> . (4.82)
=0 1=0

With ({82]), we can obtain ([{L77)) in a similar way to deriving ([{LG7). It follows from (3350), (214,

Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality that for r = 1,2,

1TV ADdivul* < C||V" Didivu||? + C(Ky, [ T |z, [|Vulloe, VT | oo, [IVpl oe, V20l o<,

r+1
V2T || zoe, V2Dl 0w, | Dedivul| oe , | D3divul|oe, |V Depl po<) (Z IV Dfdivul|?
1=0
r+2 ' r+2 ' r+3 ' . .
+ 3 IV Dedival? + S IV D)2 + S (1Nl + VT2 + ||v2p||2)> . (4.83)
=0 =1 =1
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Due to (2I8), we have

IV2ullZee + [IV*T I Zoe + [V?pllZoe + 1D divullfee + IV Depl|Zoe
2
<C(K) Y (IV* )l + IV + |V pl| + |V Didivul* + |V Dypl?)
1=0

SC(K7 K17V0197 ”7—_1HL°°7 HT”va HVUHL‘X’? HVTHL‘X’v HVpHL‘X’v ”Dtp|’L°°7 HDtdivu”Lw7

4

1V x2) ™ e IV wpllzoe, IV N T oo, IV v diva |z, [V Depll[ ) Y Ei-
=1

With ([483) and ([@84]), we can obtain ([A.T78]) in a similar way to deriving (£.67]).

Lemma 4.11 We have
IVoul? + [ V*ull[* < C(K, K1, VoI, [T | zoo, | T || zos, [Vl oo, [V T e,

5
9Pl e, 1V D) e IVl [, IV N Tl 20w, 1V vdivull| o) D Ei,
i=1

IV°p||* < (K, K1, Vol | T~ H|zeo, [ Tl oo, [Vl o, [V T | oo, ||V pov, | Dediv| poe,

5
11V wp) ™ oo IV v pll oo, IV N Tl oo 11V aediva] | oo, |V iy Dedivul|| 1) Y E;,

i=1

2
DIV DPp|? + IV Dp||* < C(K, K1, VoI, || T | poc, | T | poc, [ Vul| =
1=0
IVT Nz, 19pllzee, [Depllzee, [ Dedival s, | DEpll o<, | DEdivulloe, [[|(Vap) =] 2o

5
IV pll|Le, (IIVNTI| Lo, [V N Depll| Loe, |||VNdiVU|||L°°)ZEia
=1
7200112 + VT2 + ||| VAdivul||? + [TV dival| |2 + ||[VPdivul? < C(K, K, Vol(,

1T~ e, T Wz, IVl oo, IV T | zoe, VPl oo, | Dedival| oo, [[(Vvp) ™ l| oo
4 5

IV vpllzes, VN T 2o, IV wdivall| o, [[|V v Dedival[| 1, Y Ei) Y B,
1=1 1=1

|1V3 Dydivaul|[? + [TV Dydival||? + |V Dydival|® + || V2p]||?
< C(K, K1, VolQ, | T | zoo, | T Lo, [Vl oo, VT || zoe, IVpl| £oo s | Depl| Loe
| Dedival| oo, [[[(Vp) ™l zoe, IV apll oo, IV N T | zoe, ||V v divl|| o,
4 5
IV x Dydiva| oo, [V Deplllzoe, > Ei) Y E;,
=1 =1
HV2D?diVUH2 < C(K7 KlvVOIQv ”7—_1”L°°7 HTHL‘X’v HVUHL‘X’v HVT|’L°°7 HVP|’L°°7
| Depllzee, ([ Dedivul o, (VY np) ™ zoe, IV apllzos, IV N T oo, IV vdiva|| e,

1 5
IV Diplllre, > E) > E;,
=1 =1
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IVADep| P + ITV° Dep|||* + ([ V> Dep|?
< C(K7 K17VOlQ7 HT_lHL‘X’v ”T”Lw7 HVUHL“’? HVT”va HVpHL‘X’v ”DtpHL‘X’?

IDedivul| o, [|(Vap) ™ lzoe, IVl zoe, IV N Tl zoe, |V v dival|| o, (4.91)
4 5
IV N Dedival| o<, IV 5 Depll| o<, IV v Didivul| |, > Ei) Y E;,
=1 =1

IV DEpll|* + ||V DEp|l|* + ||V D?pl|*
< C(K, K1, VolQ, | T | goe, | T Lo, [Vl oo, IV T || zoe, IVpll £oo s | Depl| Loe
I DEp| oo | Dedivul| oo, 11V np) " 2o, NV N ol zoss IV N T ||| zoe s |1V vdival|[ e, (4.92)

5
IV 5 Dedival| o=, ||V 5 Depll| o=, [V v Dipll| o) D B,
i=1

|| V3 DZdivaul||? + ||[TIVA D2divu|| | + |V DZdivul®
< O(K, K1, VoI, | T | zoo, | T |l oo, [ Vuull oo, IV T || oc, [IVD | oo, | Depl| oo

| Dedivul| o, [ (V)™ llpoes IV Nl oo, VN Tl zoe, ||V v dival|| e, (4.93)
4 5
IV 5 Dedivall| oo, |||V 5 Dipll| e, |V 5 Didival|| o<, Y~ Ei) Y Eie
1=1 =1

Proof. In a similar way to deriving (A.62)) and (£.64]), we can obtain, respectively, the bounds
for ||VPu|| and |||V*ul|| in (@85]), and the bound for ||V?p|| in (@Z6). It follows from B37), Z14),
Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality that

ITADYp + (VT) - VD;pl* < C||Dfdivul|* + C(K1, [ T | oo, Va2, [V Tl Lo, [|Vpll e,
2
1Depl| o, | Dedivul| o, | D pll o=, | DF dival| o< ) (| V Didival|* + ) ([|V' Dedival|?
=0

3 3 4
+IVIDERIP) + D IVIDpl? + D IVITIZ + D IV ull? + 1Vp])). (4.94)
=0 i=1 1=1

With ([4.94)), we can obtain ([A87) by use of a similar way to the derivation of (£63]). The bound
for |H730||| in (XY follows from (Z25)), (Z28) and Lemmas ESHI0 The bound for |||V*divul|
in ([Z3Y) follows from (240), [T0), Lemmas ETHLIT, and the bounds just obtained for || V°u|| and
V3T ||. The bound for |||IIV?divul|| in @38 follows from Z24]), LemmasZSZI0, and the bounds
just obtained for |||V30||| and |[|V*divu|||. The bound for ||V?divu| in (@88 follows from (Z4T]),
([@10), Lemmas EEHLTA, and the bounds just obtained for ||[LIVdivul||, [|[VPul| and ||[V3T]. In a
similar way to deriving the bounds for |||V3divu||, ||[IV*divul|| and ||V*divu|| in @74), we can
obtain the bounds for [|V3Ddivul||, ||[ITIV*Didivul|| and ||V4D;divu| in [@ES9) by use of @I0).
The bound for |||V°pl|| in @39) follows from (Z40), ([EG61), Lemmas EETHETIT, and the bounds just
obtained for ||V4D;divu||, ||Vou||, [[V>T]| and ||V?pl|. It follows from @27), ZIF), and Lemmas
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A 7HA Tl that

|Df dive — TADdivul[* < C(K, K1, VolQ, [T~ Loe, || T || oe, [Vl oo, [ VT | 22,

IVpllze, | Depll o, | Dediva| oo, (V) ~Hllzoe, [V ]|z, IV N Tl 2,
4 4

IV vdivul||os, IV N Dipll oo, Y Ei) > E, (4.95)
=1 i=1

which, together with ([239) and (£.47), gives (A90). In a similar way to deriving the bounds for
l[|V4divul||, [|[TIVOdivu||| and ||VPdivu|| in (@8], we can obtain ([@91)) by use of [@TI)). In a similar
way to deriving the bounds for |||V3divul||, ||[[TV*divu|/| and ||V*divu|| in (@T4), we can obtain,

respectively, (£92]) and ([@93)) by use of (L.82]) and ([4.83)). 0

4.3 Proof of Proposition [4.1]
After having seen in Section what a bound for the energy implies, we can now prove (.6l).
It follows from (@.31]), and Lemmas [L.7] and (L. that

d
Sy < C(VOID, T | goe, 1T . [Vl ) (B + ) (4.96)

It follows from (A.I0]), (432]), and Lemmas [L.7] and [.§] that

d _

B < CE NI T oo, [ T, [Vullioe, [V T 102 (Br + Ba). (4.97)
It follows from (A1), (£41]), and Lemmas [L.7] and (.8 that

d _ .
—FEy < C(K, K17VOlQ7 HT 1”L°°7 ”THL‘X’? HVUHL“’? HVpHL"Ov HVTHLCX’? HleVUHL"Oa

dt (4.98)
IV T llzoe, (Y vp) " Hllzow, IV vl 2o, WV v Depll oo [Vl oo, [Pl 200 ) (B + ).
It follows from (A.I8), (@.41]), and Lemmas that
d _
9y < O Ky, VO, [T e [T e [V, [ 90, [
IVdivul|z, [ V2T || oo, [| Dedival oo, [| Depll oo, ([ (Vap) ~H oo, [V ol 222, (4.99)
3
VN Tz, IV wdivul |z, [V x Depll o, [ Vallloe, [[V2pl ) D Eie
i=1
It follows from (2.I8)) that
3
IV Dl < C(K1) Y IV D,
i=1
which, together with (£I9), (£41), and Lemmas LTHAT0L implies that
d _ .
%y < O Ky, Vo, [T g, [T g [Vl 90, [T i, [ Wl
IV2Tllzee || Dedival| oo, | Deplpoe s [V np) ™ [z IVl zoe, IV N T | (4.100)
3 4
11V wdival||zoe, [V v Depll| o<, [IIV ¥ Dedival o, [ V|| oo V2Pl [, Y Ei) Y B
=1 =1
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It follows from (ZI8)) that

ID7pllLoe + | Didivul| oo + [ VDepllzoe + V2 Depllzee + [[V2ull o + ||V oo
2
HIVAdivul| = < C(K1) Y (IV/Dipll + |V Didivul| + ||V Dyp|
7=0
IV Dypl| + [VH | + ||V || + ||V divul),

which, together with (£20), ({41), and Lemmas ETHATT] implies that

d _ .
EEE! < C(K7 K17VOlQ7 HT 1HL°°7 ”T”Lo"7 HVUHLO"7 HVPHLOO7 HVTHL‘X’? HVdIVUHLO"7
V2T || zoe, [| Dediva]| oo, (| Dipl oo, (Y p) ™ | zoo, IV wplllzoe, IV ATl 2,

IV wdivarll| oo IV s Depllloe |1V v Dediveal oo, 1V s D2l [ oo [V v Ddivaf e, (4101)
4 5
19l [z 192l [z, 3 B S B
=1 =1

It is produced by substituting (£2]), (3]), [@I) into (4£396)-(4I0I) that there are continuous
functions C, (0 < r < n+ 2) such that

@ Bot) < Co (V. M, TT) (Ealt) + Ba(r)
LR < O (VK MTT) (Bi() + ()
%Eg(t) < Oy (V, K,e, ', L, M, 1\7,1‘17) (E1(t) + B3 (1)),

d

r—1 T
— — =
EET(t)g(JT <V,K,eb JL,M,M,T ,T,;Es(t)>;Es(t), 3<r<n+2.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 1l

4.4 Proof of Proposition
Let us now show how Proposition follows.

Lemma 4.12 Let n = 2,3. Then there are continuous functions T,1 > 0 such that

S E(t) <2) E(0), 2<r<n+2,  27'VolZp < VolQ(t) < 2Vol%,

s=0 s=0 (4102)
O, I |pe + 19 () < 18Ky,  —Vap(t,y) >271e, for y € 9,
IVt Lo + [[Vult, )l + VT (E, )l Lo < 2Mo,

fOT’ t S Tnl(V01907K07§617 L7 M7 Ma 7_-_177-7 M07 E0(0)7 T 7En+2(0))-

Proof. The cases n = 2 and n = 3 can be shown in the same manner, so we present here only
the proof of the case of n = 2. Let n = 2 in the rest of this proof.
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It follows from (ZI4]) that

d d .
'EVOIQ(t)‘ = ‘%/Qdug = '/levud,ug

which implies VolQ(0) exp{—Mt} < VolQ(t) < VolQ(0) exp{Mt}. Thus we have, due to the fact
VolQ(0) = Vol %, that for t < M~'In2,

< MVolQ(t),

271VolZy < VolQ(t) < 2Vol%. (4.103)
It follows from (£39), Z9), (2d), (2d) and (@26 that
IDy(=Vap) ' < [(=Vap) P(IhnnVap| + [VaDipl) < e >(M* + L) on 09,
which, together with dyp = Vyp and (LBa), implies that for ¢ < e (M? + L)_lggl,
—Vnp(t,y) > 27, for yec Q. (4.104)
Let €1 € (0,1/2] be a fixed constant (for example, e; = 1/4), 11(0) the largest number such that

W (x(0,y1)) = N((0,92))| < €1/2,

whenever |z(0,y1) — 2(0,y2)| < 2¢1(0), y1,y2 € ON. (4.105)

Thus we have from Lemma [27 and (L.8al) that

11(0) > 271K ey (4.106)
Due to 9z (t,y) = v(t,z(t,y)) in Q, |DN| < 2|Vu| < 2M on 952, and

ot 2t ) gy < 20000,20, )y For ¢ < T 100,200,y (4107)
we have

l2(t,y) — 2(0,y)] <27141(0) for y€Q and t < Ty, (4.108)

N (z(t,y)) — N(x(0,y))| <47 e for y €N and t <8 M ey, (4.109)

where 77 = min{(7_‘M)_1||v(0,x(0,-))||Loo(Q), 4_1||v(0,x(0,-))||;;(Q)L1(0)}. Indeed, the bound
|Dyv| = |TOp| = |TVp| < TM in Q, which follows from ([Ial), (Z5) and [@2d), has been used to
derive (ZI07). It follows from ([@I0H), (£I08) and (@I09) that for ¢ < min{7Ty, 8 M 1e },

N (@t 1)) = N(x(t,92))] < e,

(4.110)
whenever |z(t,y1) — x(t,y2)| < ¢1(0), y1,y2 € .
This, together with ([ZI06]), implies that for t < min{7}, 8~ 'M e},
n(t) > 11(0) > 27 K ey, (4.111)
It follows from Proposition [4.1] that there are continuous functions 7, > 0 such that
T T
> EJ(t) <2) Ei(0), 2<7 <4, (4.112)
s=0 s=0
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fort <T,.(V, K, eb_l,L, M, M, T\ T, E1(0),--+ , Er—1(0)). This, together with (ZI8]), (216, Lem-
mas [LSHLI0, (@2), (@3) and (L5, gives that

3
IVDip(t, )| <C(E1) Y IV Dip(t, )|

=1 , (4.113)
<CO(V,K,e L, M, M, T\ T) S E,(0), t<Ts,
s=0
IV2p(t, )7 + [[[V2ult, ) [[[F <C(K1) (ZIIVZ )17 +Z|IIVZ |||2>
A (4.114)
<C(V,K,¢",\M, 7" T)> E.0), t<Ti.
s=0
Notice that
|D;Vpl = [VDip| < ||[VDipllz in Q, [DiVp|=|VDip| <L on 99,
|DVu| < T|V2p| + |VT||Vu| + |Vul> < T|V?p||re +2M? in Q, (4.115)
|D,VT| < T|Vdivu| + |VT||Vu| < TM + M? in ©, (4.116)

|D:0) < |V2u| + C|0||Vu| < |||[V2ul||p= + CKM on 9.

Here ([AIT3) (or respectively, (AI10])) follows from ([B2) (or respectively, (310))), (£5) and ([4.2e).
Then we have from (L8al), (L8d), the fact that |Op| = |Vpl, |0v| = |Vu| and |0T| = |[VT|, (EI13)
and (ZII4)) that there is a continuous function 75 > 0 such that

IVp(t, Lo + IVult, )l e + [IVT(E, )l + [[[VD(E, )| e < 2Mo, (4.117)

16t |z < 2Ko, (4.118)

for t < T5(V, K, eb_l,L, M, M,’]_'_l,?, Ey(0),---, E4(0), My, Kp). Moreover, we can derive from
Lemma 27, (@I1]) and @III) that for ¢t < min{Ty, 8 'M ey, T5},

1ot (1) < max{2eH(t), 2K} < 4e; ' K. (4.119)

Clearly, there is a continuous function Tg > 0 such that ([ZI03]), ([EI04), (EI112), (EI17), ({118
and ([I19) hold for t < Ts(V,K,e; ', L, M, M, T, T, Eo(0),- - , E4(0), &9, My, Ko, Vol %), since
[lv(0, z(0, ))HL(X,(Q < C(Vol%y, T) Y2_, E5(0) which follows from |v| = |u/, [ZI8), (ZI8), Lemmas
A7 and L8] and [@H). So, (£I02) holds for ¢ < Ty; for some continuous function

T21(V01907K07§817L7M7M71_1777E0(0)7'" 7E4(0)7M0) > 07

by choosing V' = 4Vol %y, ¢, = 4~ '¢, and K = 2(2 + 461_1)K0 = 36K, with ¢; being 4! in Tg. O
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Lemma 4.13 Let n = 2,3. Then there are continuous functions Tyo > 0 such that

n—1
> (IVDip(t, iz + IV Didiva(t, -)lllze) + IV2p(E, -)|l| o
=t . ) (4.120)
+ IVdivu(t, -)llzee + [[Dep(t, )l Lo + [ Dedivu, )L + [VET (¢, )|l Lo
<C (VOI-@07 Kng(;le_l)’]_dv My, EO(O)v T n+2(0))
fOT’ t < TTLQ(VOIQ(M K07§6171_177-7 M07 E0(0)7 ) n+2(0))

Moreover, [@I02) also holds for t < Tpa.

Proof. The proof consists of two cases of n =2 and n = 3.
Case 1. Let n=2. It follows from (2.42]) and (£50) that

VT lllzee <IVATI + C (K, Ky, [[|0]]], Vol) [[AT ]|
<IVAT + C (K, K1, [1(Vvp) "z, [V apllz<, B2, VolQ) AT,

which, together with (B.IDl), Lemma 7 (@3], (EI117) and (#I02), gives that for t < Ty,

|||VT(t7 )|||L°° < Cl (VOI-@()’KOaEalv MOv EO(O)v to 7E2(0)) . (4121)
It follows from (ZI8) and (2.I6) that
2 ' 2 '
1Dl < C(E1) Y IV Dyp|| and |||V <C(K1) Y |IV7ulll,
i=0 i=1

which, together with Lemmas .8 and 9], (£.3)), (@.I117) and @.I02), gives that for ¢ < Ty,
| Dep(t, ) zee + || Vult, )||pe < Co (VolZo, Ko, T4, T, My, Eo(0), -+, E3(0)) . (4.122)
Similarly, we have that for ¢t < T5q,

IVdivu(t, )| zee + IV Dip(t, )|z + [Vdivu(t, )| Lo + [[Dedivu(t, -)[| Lo

2 _ , = (4.123)
+ |||v p(t7 )|||L°° = 03 (VO -@07K07§0 7I 7T7 MOaEO(O)v 7E3(0)) )

|]V2T(t, MNzee + [[|VDydivu(t, ||| 2o
S C4 (V01@07K07§6177_-_177-7 M07 E0(0)7 T 7E4(0)) .

Indeed, the bounds for ||| Vdivu|||r~ and |[|VD:p|||r~ in @I23]) follows from (2:42)), ([4.56]), (£70),
(ETT), Lemmas ETHED]L the bounds just obtained for ||V T |||z and ||Dp||r~, @E3), @EIIT) and
(@I02Z). The bounds for ||Vdivul|/ze, ||Didivul/z~ and |||V?p|||r~ in @I23) follows from (ZIF)),
([ZT14), Lemmas FTHLZT, the bounds just obtained for |[|VT |||z and |[|Vdivu|||pe, (@3), IIT)
and (EI02). The bound for ||[V27 |~ in ([@EI24) follows from (ZIR]), Lemmas LTI, (E3),
(#IT7) and (@I02)). The bound for |||VDidivu|||re in [@I24]) follows from ([2:42), ([A56), [EI0),
Lemmas HAT0L the bounds just obtained for ||Didivul|pe, |[|[VT |||z~ and |[|Vdivu|||pe, @3),
(@II7) and (£I02).

So, it follows from ([AI2I)-(AI24) that (£I20) holds for ¢ < Thy for some continuous function
ng(VOl@o,Ko,ggl,I_l,’T, Moy, Eo(0),- -+, E4(0)) > 0, by choosing L = 22?‘:3 C;, M = 4My +
22?:1 C;, and M = 22?:2 C; in the continuous function Tb; given by Lemma Clearly,
(m holds for ¢ < T22.

(4.124)
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Case 2. Let n = 3. In this case, we can use the arguments similar to the way which we dealt
with case 1 to obtain that for t < T3y,

HDtp(t’ ')HL“’ < 05 (VOI-@OvKO)I_lv,]_d) M07E0(0)7 e 7E3(0)) 5
|||VT(t7 )|||L°° + ||Dtd1vu(t7 ')HL“’ < Cs (V01-907K07§(;177_d_177_j M07E0(0)7 t 7E3(0)) ) (4125)
HV2T(t7 ')HLOO é 07 (VOI-@(b K07§(?177_d_177_da MOa EO(O)a e 7E4(0)) .

It follows from (Z41)), (Z22]) and ([@4]) that for any ¢ € (0, 1],

1
| V3dival|| + ||| VAdivul|| <6||TIV3divul|| + C (671, K, VolQ) Z ||V Adivul|
s=0
<6 (IIV v dival | oo [[[VO[|] + 3K [ V2divul|| + 2£2(||Vdivul|)

1
+C(671, K, VolQ) > || V° Adivull,
s=0

which implies, by choosing § = min{(6K)~!,1}, that

V3 divul| + 27| V2diva|| <[||V ndivul| e[| VO]]] + C(K)[||Vdivul|
1
+ C(K,VolQ) > [|V* Adivul|.
s=0

This, together with ([2Z.31]), gives
IV*u]? < O V3divul[® + O(||T |z + 1) Eq < C|Vndivul|[Ze|[VO[|* + L1, (4.126)

where )
Ly = C(K)|||Vdivul|]* + C(K, Vo) Y " ||V* Adivu* + C(| T| e + 1) Ea.
s=0

It follows from (2.42)), (£10) and (#I26) that for any § € (0, 1],

1
I Vdivul||7e <6||V2Adivul® + C(67", K, K1, [|[VO]]], VolQ) Y _ ||V* Adivu|®
s=0
SONT 2 C (K1, [Vl oo, VT oo ) [V ul|* + Lo

<O T M2 C (K1, [ Vullzoo, [V T o) IV vdival[ [ [VONl[* + Ls,  (4.127)

where

1
Ly =C(67", K, K1, [|[VO]|], Vol) Y " ||V* Adivul® + 6|7 |7 C|| V> Dydivu®
s=0
+ 0T 7o C (K, IV oo, [ VT | 20) <Z IVoul* +> IIVZTII2> ,
i=1 i=1

and
L3 = || T M7 C (K1, [|Vul|goo, [V T | o) L1 + Lo.
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By choosing suitable small ¢ in ([EI27), and using Lemmas EETHETQO, the bound just obtained for
IVT||Lee in (EI25), (£3) and (£I02), we have that for ¢ < Ts,

[ Vdivu(t, )|l < Cs (Vol%y, Ko, e ', T T, My, Eg(0), -+, E4(0)) . (4.128)
In a similar way to deriving (128]), we have, using (£71]), (£30), ([A382) and ({83)), that for t < T5,
IV Dip(t, ||z < Co (VolZo, Ko, g . T~ T, Mo, Eo(0), -+, Ea(0)) (4.129)
IV Dedivu(t, )| + [[IVDp(t, )| o + IV D divat, ) || 1=
< CIO (VOI-@Oa K07§817I_1777 M07 E0(0)7 o 7E5(0)) . (4130)

With these bounds, we can obtain, in the same manner as the case of n = 2, that for ¢t < Tj3q,

[Vdivu(t, )| Lo + || Vult, )|l < Ci1 (VolZo, Ko, g ', T4 T, My, Eg(0), -+, E4(0)) , (4.131)

|||V2p(t7 )H |L°° < 012 (VOI-@07 K(]a galv 7_‘_177_dv M07 E0(0)7 Tty E5(0)) : (4132)

It is produced from ({LI25), (LI27)-(EI32) that (EI20) holds for ¢ < T3y for some continuous
function T32(V01-@07 Ky, galv 7_‘_177_dv Mo, E0(0)7 e 7E5(0)) >0, by ChOOSng L= 2(09 +Cho +Cl2)7
M =4My+2(Cs+ Cs+ Cq1), and M = 2 21-725 C; in the continuous function T3; given by Lemma
Clearly, (4102]) holds for ¢ < Tjss. O
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