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THE INCOMPRESSIBLE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS IN VACUUM

RAPHAEL DANCHIN AND PIOTR BOGUSLAW MUCHA

ABSTRACT. We are concerned with the existence and uniqueness issue for the inhomoge-
neous incompressible Navier-Stokes equations supplemented with H' initial velocity and
only bounded nonnegative density. In contrast with all the previous works on that topics, we
do not require regularity or positive lower bound for the initial density, or compatibility con-
ditions for the initial velocity, and still obtain unique solutions. Those solutions are global in
the two-dimensional case for general data, and in the three-dimensional case if the velocity
satisfies a suitable scaling invariant smallness condition. As a straightforward application,
we provide a complete answer to Lions’ question in [25], page 34, concerning the evolution
of a drop of incompressible viscous fluid in the vacuum.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since the pioneering works by Lichtenstein [23], Wolibner [30] and Leray [19] at the begin-
ning of the XXth century, studying fluid mechanics models has generated important advances
in the development of mathematical analysis. Very schematically, classical fluid mechanics is
divided into two types of models corresponding to whether the fluid is homogeneous or not.
On the one hand, the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations

v+v-Vo—pAv+ VP =0 in Ry xQ,

(NS) : .
dive =0 in Ry x €,

govern the evolution of the velocity field v = v(t,x) € R? and pressure function P = P(t,z) €
R of a homogeneous incompressible viscous fluid with constant viscosity p > 0 (here ¢ > 0
stands for the time variable and 2 € €2, for the position in the fluid domain Q C R?). On
the other hand, the evolution of compressible viscous flows obeys the following system

pt+v-Vp=0 in Ry x€Q,

(CNS) . .
pve + pv - Vo — pAv — p/'Vdivo+ VP =0 in Ry xQ,

where p = p(t,z) > 0 stands for the density of the fluid and P = P(p) is a given pressure
function. In between (NS) and (CNS), we find the inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes system
that governs the evolution of incompressible viscous flows with nonconstant density. That
system founds his place in the theory of geophysical flows, where fluids are incompressible
but with variable density, like in oceans or rivers. In the present paper, we are concerned
with that latter system that reads:

pr+v-Vp=0 in Ry x €,
(INS) pvr+pv-Vu—pAv+ VP =0 in Ry xQ,
dive =0 in Ry x Q.

The unknowns are the velocity field v = v(t,z), the density p = p(t,x) and the pressure
P = P(t,r). We shall assume that the fluid domain € is either the torus T¢ (that is the fluid

domain is ]0,1[% and (INS) is supplemented with periodic boundary conditions), or a C?
1



2 R. DANCHIN AND P.B. MUCHA

simply connected bounded domain of R? with d = 2,3. In that latter case, System (INS)
is supplemented with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions for the velocity.

It is well known that sufficiently smooth solutions to (IN.S) fulfill for all ¢ > 0:
e The energy balance:
1d
2dt Jq
e The conservation of total momentum:
(1.2) /Q(pv)(t,x) dx = /Q(povo)(x) dx.

e The conservation of total mass:

(1.3) /Q plt,z)dz = /Q po(z) da.

e Any Lebesgue norm of pg is preserved through the evolution, and

(1.4) inf p(t,z) = inf po(x) and supp(t,z) = sup po(x).
zeN e e €N

(1.1) plvf? dﬂ:—l—/ Vo[ dz = 0.
Q

The constant density case, that is System (N.S), has been intensively investigated for the
last 80 years. Since the works by J. Leray [19] in 1934 and O. Ladyzhenskaya [17] in 1959
(see also [24]), it is known that:

e In dimension d = 2,3, for any vy in Lo(2) with divevg = 0, there exist global weak
solutions (the so-called turbulent solutions) to (IN.S), satisfying

t
lo(®)13 + 20 /O IVol2 dr < [looll.

e In the 2D case, turbulent solutions are unique, and additional regularity is preserved.
In particular, if vy is in H}(Q), then v € Cy(Ry; H(Q)).
e In the 3D case, if in addition vy in H}(2) and

(1.5) 12 oo l2]| Vo2 is small enough

then there exists a unique global solution (v, VP) with v in Cp(R; HL(S)).
For a large three-dimensional vg in H&(Q), we have a unique local-in-time smooth solution,
but proving that smoothness persists for all time is essentially the global regularity issue of
one of the Millennium problems (see http://www.claymath.org/millennium-problems).

As regards the inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes equations, the state-of-the-art says that the
weak solution theory is similar to the one of the homogeneous case, and so is the strong
solution theory if, beside smoothness, the density is bounded away from zero. More precisely,
the following results are available:

e Global weak solutions with finite energy: If d = 2,3, whenever 0 < pg < p* for some
p* >0, and /povo is in Lo, there exists a global distributional solution (p,v, P) to
(INS) satisfying (1.3), and such that for all ¢ > 0,

t
(1.6) IV p(t) v()3 + 2/0 IVol3 dr < [lv/po voll3, and 0 <p(t) <p".

The constant viscosity case with inf pg > 0 has been solved by A. Kazhikhov [16],
then J. Simon [29] removed the lower bound assumption on pg, and P.-L. Lions [25]
proved that p is in fact a renormalized solution of the mass equation, which enabled
him to consider also the case where p depends on p (see also [11]).
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e Global strong solutions in the 2D case: They have been first constructed by O. La-
dyzhenskaya and V. Solonnikov in [18] in the bounded domain case, whenever vy is
in H}(Q) and pg is in WL with inf pg > 0.

e Strong solutions in the 3D case: Under the hypotheses of the 2D case, there exists
a unique local-in-time maximal strong solution, and if vy is small enough, then that
solution is global (see [18]).

After the work of O. Ladyzhenskaya and V. Solonnikov [18], a number of papers have been
devoted to the study of strong solutions to (INS) and, more particularly, to classes of data
generating regular unique solutions. Recent developments involve two directions:

e Finding minimum assumptions for uniqueness in the nonvacuum case: Here one can
mention the critical regularity approach of [4, 5] where density has to be continuous,
bounded and bounded away from 0, and relatively new works like [6, 8] (further
improved in [3, 9, 15, 28]), relying on the use of Lagrangian coordinates, and where
the density need not be continuous. Recently, in connection with Lions’ question, lots
of attention has been brought to the case where the initial density is given by

po = Mmlpy + n2lepy, m,n2 >0, Dy C Q.
The main issue is whether the smoothness of Dg is preserved through the time evo-
lution (see [10, 13, 21, 22]).
e Smooth data with allowance of vacuum: As pointed out in [2] (see also [3], and [14] as
regards the weak-strong uniqueness issue), one can solve (IN'S) uniquely in presence
of vacuum if py is smooth enough and vy satisfies the compatibility condition

(1.7) —Avg+ VP =/ppg forsome ge& Ly(Q2) and Py € HI(Q)

Very recently, in [20], J. Li pointed out that Condition (1.7) can be removed but, still,
the density must be regular and only local-in-time solutions are produced.

If it is not assumed that the density is bounded away from zero then the analysis gets
wilder, since the system degenerates (in vacuum regions, the term pv; in the momentum
equation vanishes), and the general strong solution theory is still open, even in the 2D case.
Our main goal is to show existence and uniqueness for (INS) supplemented with general
initial data satisfying the following ‘minimal’ assumptions:

(1.8) vg € H}(Q) with divweg =0, and 0< py < p* < 400.
In other words, we aim at completing the program initiated by J. Leray, for general inhomo-
geneous fluids with just bounded initial density, establishing that

e in the 2D case, for arbitrary initial data fulfilling just (1.8) there exists a unique
global-in-time solution with regular velocity;

e in the 3D case: for arbitrary initial data fulfilling (1.8) there exist a unique local-in-
time solution with regular velocity, that is global if (1.5) is fulfilled.

Let us emphasize that, since we do not require any regularity or positive lower bound for the
density, one can consider ‘patches of density’, that is initial densities that are characteristic
functions of subsets of Q (this corresponds for instance to a drop of incompressible fluid in
vacuum or the opposite: a bubble of vacuum embedded in the fluid). As a consequence of
our results, we show the persistence of the interface regularity through the evolution, which
constitutes a complete answer to the question raised by P.-L. Lions in [25] at page 34.

In order to prove the above existence and uniqueness results for (INS) supplemented
with data satisfying just (1.8), the main difficulty is to propagate enough regularity for the
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velocity to ensure uniqueness, while the density is rough and likely to vanish in some parts
of the fluid domain. Recall that in most evolutionary fluid mechanics models, the uniqueness
issue is closely connected to the Lipschitz control of the flow of the velocity field v, hence
to the fact that Vv is in L1(0,7; Loo(£2)). The main breakthrough of our paper is that we
manage to keep the H' norm of the velocity under control for all time despite vacuum and to
exhibit a parabolic gain of regularity which is slightly weaker than the standard one, but still
sufficient to eventually get Vv in L;(0,7"; Loo(€2)). To achieve it, we combine time weighted
energy estimates in the spirit of [20], classical Sobolev embedding and shift of integrability
from time variable to space variable (more details are provided in the next section).

We shall assume throughout that the fluid domain is either the torus T¢ or a C? bounded
domain of R? the generalization to unbounded domains (even the whole space) within our
approach being unclear as regards global-in-time results. For simplicity, we only consider H*
initial velocity fields, even though it should be possible to have less regular data, like in [28].
As regards the domain 2, we do not strive for minimal regularity assumptions either.

We follow the standard notation for the evolutionary PDEs. By V we denote the gradient
with respect to space variables, and by Oyu or u;, the time derivative of function w. By |||,
we mean p-power Lebesgue norms over Q; L,(Q) is the p-Lebesgue space over a set @Q; we
denote by H® and W the Sobolev (Slobodeckij for s not integer) space, and put H* = W5.
Generic constants are denoted by C, and A < B means that A < CB.

Finally, as a great part of our analysis will concern H' regularity and will work indistinctly
in a bounded domain or in the torus, we shall adopt slightly abusively the notation H&(Q) to
designate the set of H'(Q) functions that vanish at the boundary if Q is a bounded domain,
or general H'(T?) functions if Q = T

The rest of the paper unfolds as follows. In the next section, we state the main results.
In Section 3, we concentrate on a priori estimates and on the proof of existence for (INJS)
while Section 4 concerns the uniqueness issue. A few technical results (in particular a key
logarithmic interpolation inequality) are postponed in the appendix.

2. RESuLTS

Here we state of our results and give a overview of the strategy that we used to achieve
them. Let us first write out our main result in the two dimensional case.

Theorem 2.1. Let Q be a C? bounded subset of R?, or the torus T2. Consider any data
(po,v0) in Loo(Q) x HY(Q) satisfying for some constant p* > 0,

(2.1) 0<po<p* divig=0 and M := /on dz > 0.
Then System (INS) supplemented with data (pg,vo) admits a unique global solution
(p,v, VP) satisfying (1.1), (1.2), (1.3), (1.4), the following properties of reqularity:
PE Loo(Ry;Loo(R), v € Lo(Ry;HF(Q), pur, V2, VP € La(Ry; La(Q))
and also, for all 1 <r <2 and 1 < m < oo,
V(VIP), V2(Vtv) € Loo(0,T; Ly (Q)) N Ly(0,T; Ly, ()  for all T > 0.

Furthermore, we have \/pv € C(Ry;La(2)), p € C(Ry;Ly(2)) for all finite p, and
ve H"0,T;Ly(Q)) for all p <1/2 and T > 0.




In the three dimensional case we have:

Theorem 2.2. Let Q be a C?> bounded subset of R® or the torus T3. There exists a
constant ¢ > 0 such that for any data (po,vo) in Loo(Q) x HE(Q) satisfying (2.1) and

3
(2.2) (p*)2]Iv/Po voll2l| Voll2 < ep?,

System (INS) supplemented with data (po,vo) admits a unique global solution (p, v,V P)
satisfying Identities (1.1), (1.2), (1.3), (1.4), and such that

PE Loo(Ry;Loo(R), v € Loo(Ry; HY(Q)), /pur, V20, VP € La(Ry; La(Q))
and V(VtP), V2(Vtv) € Loo(0,T; La(Q)) N Ly(0,T; Lg(Q))  for all T > 0.

Furthermore, we have \/pv € C(Ry;La(2)), p € C(Ry;Ly(2)) for all finite p, and
v e HN0,T; Lg(QQ)) for all n < 1/2 and T > 0.

As a by-product, we obtain the following answer to Lions’ question ([25], page 34):

Corollary 2.1. Let Q be a C? bounded domain of R? (or the torus T?) with d = 2, 3.
Assume that py = 1p, for some open subset Dy of Q with CY regularity (0 < a < 1
ifd=2 and 0 < a < 1/2 if d = 3). Then for any divergence free initial velocity vg
in HE(Q) (satisfying (2.2) with p* =1 if d = 3), the unique global solution (p,v,VP)
provided by the above theorems is such that for all t > 0,
p(t,-) =1p, with D, := X(t, Dy),

where X (t,-) stands for the flow of v, that is the unique solution of

dX
(23) E = ’U(t,X), X|t:0 =Y, Yy e Q.

Furthermore, D; has CY regularity with a control of the Holder norm in terms of the
initial data.

Proof. Assume that Dy corresponds to the level set {fy = 0} of some function fp: Q2 — R
with C1® regularity. Then we have Dy := f; 1 ({0}) with f; := fo X(t,-). Fix some T > 0.
In the 2D case, Theorem 2.1 and interpolation imply that we have

ViV € Loy (0,T; Ly/.(Q2)) for all small enough & > 0.

By Sobolev embedding with respect to the space variable, and Holder inequality with respect
to the time variable, one can conclude that Vv is in L'(0,T;C%%) for all 3 € (0,1). Conse-
quently the flow X (¢,-) is in C1# for all 8 € (0,1), which implies that f; is in C»* provided
that a < 1.

Similarly, in the 3D case, Theorem 2.2 ensures that v/tV2v is in Lo, .(0,T; Ls_-(Q)), and
thus Vo is in L;(0,7;W,}) for all » < 6. This implies that the flow X(¢,-) is in CY# for all
B € (0,1/2), and thus f; isin CH* if a < 1/2. O

Remark 2.1. In the 3D case, there exists a constant ¢ = c¢(Q2) such that if Condition (2.2)
is not satisfied, then Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.1 hold true on the time interval [0,T] with

BT cp”
T:= <_*) 2 6’
p*/IV/Pyvollzl Vol
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Remark 2.2. The time reqularity issue is rather subtile. In fact, unless the density is bounded
away from 0, we do not have v in C(Ry; La). At the same time, as the kinetic energy satisfies
the energy balance (1.1), we do have \/pv € C(Ry; La). It follows that, whenever the initial
kinetic energy vanishes (that is [q polvo|* dz = 0), the unique solution provided by Theorems
2.1 and 2.2 is v = 0 for t > 0, even though vy need not be 0. This is consistent with
physics, and with the time regularity properties exhibited above.

Let us give some insight on the proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. As in the constant density
case, in order to get uniqueness, one has to propagate enough regularity of the velocity. In
the present situation, starting from H' regularity for the velocity and implementing a basic
energy method on the momentum equation, we will succeed in extracting some parabolic
smoothing effect even if the density is rough and vanishes. At the end, we will have a control
on v, V20, VP in Ly(0,T x ’]I‘d) in terms of the initial data. Let us make it more precise :
after testing (INS)2 by v, it appears that the only troublemaker is the convection term
pv - Vu. In the case inf pg > 0, the usual approach in dimension d = 2 (that goes back to
[18]) is to combine Hélder inequality and the following special case of Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequalities, first pointed out by O. Ladyzhenskaya in [17]:

(2.4) 1217 < Clzllz V2]l2,
to eventually get for all € > 0,

" 1 1/2
lpv - Volla < Cp*[lv]|2 | Volla]| V2013

C
< 7 (VIR IVl Vlls + &l V2ol

The last term may be ‘absorbed’ if ¢ is chosen small enough, and the first one may be handled
by Gronwall inequality. From it, one gets a global-in-time control on ||v|| 71, provided one
can bound

t
/0 lol3Ivol3 dt

in terms of the data. If p is bounded away from 0, then this is a consequence of the basic
energy balance (1.6), as |[v]j2 < (inf,o)_l/QH\/ﬁng.

To handle the case where we just have py > 0, we shall take advantage of the following
Desjardins’ interpolation inequality (proved in [12] and in the appendix):

1
: =M IVl
(2.5) (/ p\vr*dm) <c| vazHVszlog2<e+ ; -
VP SVERR V-

Note that (2.5) has just an additional logarithmic term compared to Ladyzhenskaya inequal-
ity, hence using a suitable generalized Gronwall inequality gives us a chance to get a global
control on the solution for all time. Note also that in (2.5) the log correction involves just
|IVvl|2, not higher norms of v.

The three-dimensional case turns out to be more direct, if we assume either smallness of
v, or restrict to local-in-time results (the global existence issue for large data being open, as
in the constant density case).

Looking back at what we obtained so far, we see that we have just v € Lo(0,T; H?), hence
we miss (by a little in dimension 2 and half a derivative in dimension 3) the property that

(2.6) Vv isin L1(0,7; Lo (Q2)),
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which, in most fluid mechanics models, is (almost) a necessary condition for uniqueness, and
is also strongly connected to the existence and uniqueness of a Lipschitz flow for the velocity
(and thus to the possibility of reformulate System (INS) in Lagrangian coordinates). At
this stage, the idea is to shift integrability from time to space variables, that is

(2.7) v € Ly(0,T; H*) ~ v € Ly_,(0,T;W3,5) for suitable 0,6 > 0.

Indeed, it is clear that if (2.7) holds true (with 6 > 1 in dimension 3) then using Sobolev
embedding gives (2.6). Getting (2.7) will follow from time-weighted estimates, a technique
from the theory of parabolic equations that has been effectively applied to (INS) recently,
in [20, 28]. In fact, we prove by means of a standard energy method that

T
(2.8) sup <t/ plvg? dac) +/ <t/ ]Vvﬂ%im)dt < Co,r
o<t<T \ J1d 0 Td

with Cyr depending only on p*, ||\/povoll2, ||Vuvoll2 and T

Now, one may bootstrap the regularity provided by (2.8) by rewriting the velocity equation
of (INS) in the following elliptic form, treating the time variable as a parameter:

—AVtv+VVEP = —p\/tvo, —tpv Vo in Q,

2.9
29) divyvtv =0 in €.

In the 2D case, taking advantage of the classical maximal regularity properties of the Stokes
system, as in [8] (or in [26, 27] in the context of the compressible Stokes system), we readily
get for all 2 < p < oo and € >0,

P
(2.10) V2VEu, VVIP € Ly(0,T; Lye—2),  p* 1= —p2-
p —
Similarly, in the 3D case, we end up with
6
(2.11) VAVio, VVIP € L(0,T5Ly) with 2<r< g P -
p —

In both cases, this implies that \/tVv is in L3(0,7T; Ls), and thus, by Holder inequality,

/0 Voo d = /0 IViVoloo S < CTVO ViV 10,00

Finally, having (2.6) enables us to reformulate System (INS) in Lagrangian coordinates
(see the beginning of Section 4) without requiring more regularity on the data than (2.1).
This is the key to uniqueness as the direct method based on stability estimates for (IN.S)
is bound to fail owing to the hyperbolicity of the mass equation (one lose one derivative,
and one cannot afford any loss as p is only bounded). As already used in our recent works
[6, 8], this loss does not occur if one looks at the difference between two solutions of (INS)
originating from the same initial data, in Lagrangian coordinates. Estimating that difference
may be done by means of basic energy arguments. The only difficulty is that the divergence
is no longer 0 and one thus first has to solve a ‘twisted’ divergence equation to remove the
non-divergence free part. Then, ending up with a Gronwall type argument, we get uniqueness
on a small enough time interval, and arguing by induction yields uniqueness on the existence
time interval.
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3. THE PROOF OF EXISTENCE IN THEOREMS 2.1 AND 2.2

This section mainly concerns the proof of a priori estimates for smooth solutions of (INS).
Those estimates will eventually enable us to prove the existence part of Theorems 2.1 and
2.2 for any data satisfying (1.8).

For notational simplicity, we shall assume throughout that p = 1. This is not restrictive
since (p,v, P)(t,-) satisfies (INS) with viscosity g if and only if (p, v, u?P)(ut,-) satisfies
(INS) with viscosity 1. Finally, for expository purpose, we shall focus on the torus case.
As the proof follows from energy arguments, functional embeddings and different types of
Poincaré inequalities that hold true indistinctly in bounded domains or in the torus (see the
Appendix), the case of bounded domain may be treated along the same lines.

3.1. The persistence of Sobolev regularity. In the 2D case, the first step is to prove the
following a priori estimate.

Proposition 3.1. Let (p,v) be a smooth solution to System (INS) on [0,T) x T2, satisfying
0 < p < p*. There exists a constant Cy depending only on M, ||poll2, |l\/pyvoll2 and p* so
that for all t € [0,T), we have

1 ¢ 1 ex (¥ 2
B0 IV +5 [ (IVGul + 1920 PIB)dr < (e + [Vanl) ™ @IVPorl) .
0
Furthermore, for all p € [1,00) and t € [0,T), we have
1 1M = poll2
(32) Ol < 37| [ oo ae] + 6, 1+ B2 Y wucoe

M
Proof. 1t is based on the following improvement of the Ladyzhenskaya inequality that has
been pointed out by B. Desjardins in [12] (see also the Appendix of the present paper).

Lemma 3.1. There exists a constant C so that for all z € H*(T?) and function p € Loo(T?)
with 0 < p < p*, we have

1
2 1 lp— M3 plIV2[3
(3.3) </ pzt dw) < Cl|V/pz||2]|Vz||2 log?2 <e + + )
M? /=13
Now, testing the momentum equation of (INS) by v; yields:

1d
——/ \Vv\zdm—i—/ p]vt\zdx:—/ (pv - V) - vy dx
2dt T2 T2 T2

1 1
< —/ p|vt|2d:v—|——/ plv - Vu|* da.
2 T2 2 T2

Hence
d

(3.4) —/ ]VUIde—i—/ p\vt]2dx§/ plv - Vo|? d.
dt T2 T2 T2

In order to estimate the second derivatives of v and the gradient of the pressure, we look at
(INS)2 in the form

~Av+VP=—pyy—pv-Vov in (0,T) x T?

dive =0 in (0,7) x T

Then, from the Helmholtz decomposition on the torus, we get

V20l + I9P1 = otor-+0- 9ol < 5 ([ sl ot [ plo- Vo o)

(3.5)



Putting together with (3.4) thus yields

d 1 1 3
(36) - /T Vol*dz + 5 /T ploel* d 4+ = (IV70ll; + IV PII) < 3 /T plv - Vol? da.

In order to bound the last term, we write that, thanks to (2.4),

(3.7) /TQ plo- Vol du < |lV/ploPll2 Vel Vol < CVprlplu P2l Vol V2ol

To bound the term ||\/p|v|?||2 despite the fact that p vanish, it suffices to combine Inequality
(3.3) (after observing that the function z +— zlog(e + 1/z) is increasing), the energy balance
(1.1) and (1.3), to get

lpo — M|3 IVoll3
3.8 o |v?|13 < Cllv/povol3l| Vo 2log<e—i— +p* .

Reverting to (3.7), we end up with

1
/w plv- VoPdr < o V203 + C (™) IVplolP I3 Voll3

+p

lpo— M3 . [[Vv]3 )
M? Iv/Povol[3

1 *
< IVl + COP 2 am ol ol og e+
Then combining with (3.6) yields
d 1 1
G [ weldns 5 [ (plo+ (9% + [VPR) )do < Col] Vol log(e + [ Vol Vo3
T2 T2 p

with Cp depending only on p*, [|\/povoll2, M and ||pg — M|l2.
Denoting f(t) := Co||[Vu(t)||7, and

1 1
X(t) = / \Vo(t)|? dz + —/ (p\vtIQ + —*(]VQU\Z + ]VP]Q))dx,
T2 2 T2 P
the above inequality rewrites
d
—X < fXlog(e+ X),

dt
from which we get, for all ¢ > 0,

e+ X(t) < (e+ X(0)*P S S

Hence, by virtue of (1.1), we have (3.1).

In order to prove (3.2), we observe that for all p € [1,00), denoting by v(t) the average of
v(t) on T?, we have by Sobolev embedding,

(3.9) o)l < [o@)] + [[o@t) = o(B)l, < [0)] + Cpl[Vo(t)]]2-

Now, from the mass conservation (1.3), we get

Mo(t) = /T2 (pv)(t,x)dx + /1r2(M — p(t,x))(v(t,z) — o(t)) dx.

Hence, using (1.2), the conservation of the L? norm of the density, then Cauchy-Schwarz and
Poincaré inequalities,

Mlo(t)] < + 1M = poll2[[Vo(t)]]2-

/ (povo) () dx
T2

Plugging that latter inequality in (3.9) yields (3.2). O
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The adaptation of Proposition 3.1 to the 3D case reads as follows.

Proposition 3.2. Let (p,v) satisfy System (INS) with 0 < py < p* and divergence free vgy
in H'(T3). There exists a universal constant ¢ such that if

3
(3.10) (P")2lIvpo voll2[[Vooll2 < ¢
then for all t € [0,T), we have

I 1
1) Vel +3 [ Al + g [ (V%08 + IV PI3) dr <2 Vul.
Furthermore, if (3.10) is not satisfied then (3.11) holds true on [0,T], if
(3.12) T < ¢

= (0)5llv/Pyvoll3 1 Vvl
Finally, Inequality (3.2) holds true for all p € [1,6].

Proof. Compared to the 2D case, the only difference is when bounding the r.h.s. of (3.6): we
write that owing to the Hélder inequality and Sobolev embedding H!(T3) < Lg(T?),

[ plo-vol dz < () 2 ol 0l
(") olly > [0l Vo)l Vo2

* 1/2 3/2 1/2 3/2
< C(p")*/pols IV lly | Volly 920
1 *
_([V20]3 + C() 8|l B3 Vol l5.

3p
Therefore, using (3.6), we see that %X < fX3 with

IN

<

1
2p*

1 t t
X(0) = Vol +3 [ IvpulBdr+ 5= [ (120l +19P13) dr
and f(t) = C(p")°[lv/pv[3Vol3.
Hence, whenever T satisfies 2X?2(0) fOT f(t)dt <1, we have

X2 < ——2 )
1—2X2(0) fo f(r)dr

Now, the basic energy conservation (1.1) tells us that

T
/0 F(t)dt < C(p)° | /Booll2.

Hence, if (p*)%H\/po voll2]|Vwoll2 is small enough, then we have (3.11) for all value of T If
that condition is not satisfied, then we observe that

for all ¢ € [0,7].

T
2X2%(0) / ft) dtg1 implies  sup XZ(t) < 2X%(0).
0 2 te[0,T]

Of course, one can use the fact that
T
| o< coPIvamlBT s X0,
0 t€[0,T]

which, together with a bootstrap argument, ensures the second part of the statement.
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The proof of the last part of statement goes exactly as in the 2D case. The only difference
is that Sobolev embedding H'(T3) — L,(T?) holds true only for p < 6. O

3.2. Estimates on time derivatives. Our next aim is to bound +/ptv; and VtVu in
Loo([0,T]; Lg) and Ls([0,T7]; L), respectively, in terms of the data. To achieve it, let us
differentiate (INS)y with respect to ¢:

(3.13) Pvs 4+ prvr + pev - Vo + pvg - Vo + pv - Vg — Avg + VP = 0.
Then, multiplying (3.13) by /¢ yields
1
P(\/%Ut)t— Q—ﬂpvt—i—\/iptvt—l—\/Zptv-Vv—l—\/vat-Vv—i-\/fpv-Vvt—A(\/fvt)—i-V(\/iPt) =0.

Taking the L? scalar product with v/t v;, we get

5
1d
14 —— | ptlo*d Vol de = I
(314) st Jo, il o [ ool =321,
with
1
(3.15) L = —/ plv|? de,
2 Td
(3.16) I, = —/ t,ot|vt|2dx,
Td
(3.17) L = _/ (Vi prv - V) - (Vi) da,
Td
(3.18) I, = —/ (Vtpve - Vo) - (Vi) da,
Td
(3.19) Is = —/ (\/Epv-Vvt)-(\/%vt)dx.
Td

To bound Iy, we write that

I, = / tdiv (pv)|ve|* do < 2/ tp|v| Vo |ve] dx
Td Td

1/2 1/2
gc( / ptwdx) ( / tp\vﬂw?dm)
Td Td

< ClVptvellzllvlloo | VE Vo2

1
< o IVEVulE + Clivet 3ol

The last term may be controlled in terms of the data thanks to Propositions 3.1 and 3.2.
Indeed, from (3.1) or (3.11), we get a bound on v in Ly(R4; Le), since

. 4 .
[vll% S WIBIVl3 ifd=2;  [lvl% S IVolBIIV2el3 if d = 3.
To handle I3, we use the continuity equation and perform an integration by parts:
I3 = —/ (Vtpeo - Vo) - (VEvy) do = —/ tpv - V[(v- Vo) - v dz.
Td Td
Hence

(3.20) Is < /d tplv| (IVvve] + o] [V20] [ve| + [v] | Vo] [Vor]) do =: Ts1 + Iso + Iss.
T
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To bound I3; in the 2D case, we just write that for all ¢ € [0, 77,

(3.21) I3 = /Td Vot [o][ Vol Vol [Vpt v de < [[v][5 ]IV ptve |3 + CTp*([Voll3,

and one can use again that v is bounded in L9(0,7; L), and that Vov is bounded in
L4(0,T; Ly), owing to Proposition 3.1 and Inequality (2.4).

This argument fails in the 3D case, but one can combine Holder inequality and Sobolev
embedding H'(T?) « Lg(T?) to get for some constant Cr ,+ depending only on 7' and p*,

I31 < v P*TH\/EWHMWHGHVUHS4/7
1/4 3/4
< Vo TIVotolly IVEully Tolls Vo l3, 7

1 2/5 16/5 8/5
< o IVVEwlB + Cr e IVt ol [V 0l 2 [Vl

Then we observe that

16/5 6/5
Vol < ClIVolly [ V20l3,

whence

1
(3.22) Iy < —|[VVEv |3 + Crpe [Votue |3 | Voll5Y |V 20)3.

— 10

For I35, we have
I3 = /Td tolo* V20l o] dx < p*T(|[ V2|3 + [Jo]|56 1Vt vl 3,

and one can use that V2v € Ly(R,; L) and that v € Ly(R,; Lo ), as already seen before.

Finally, for I33, we just write that

1
133:/ tp\vﬂwuwt\dxgc/ tp2]v]4\Vv\2dﬂc+—/ Vv da.
Td Td 10 Td

The first term of the r.h.s. is under control since v € Ly(Ry; Lo) and Vv € Loo(R4; Lo).
To handle the term I, we write that
I < [IVoll2 |Vt vel§
< (PP IVola VP vl VE v
< C(p" V|V ollallv/aE wll3 [VE Vol
< SIVEVul + Co P TIVulBIvols

Finally, for I, we have to observe that
1 >k
= [ ool ViVl [VEul do < IV VEul + o ol IVt w3
T

So altogether, if d = 2, we get for some constant Cr ,« depending only on p* and T,

d *
ZIVotullz + [VVEullz < C(1+ pIIlS + 1lIS) Vet vel3
+Crpr (IV0ll3 + V20113 + [0 5 IV0ll3 + [[Veu 31+ [[Vol)),
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and if d = 3,

d *
IVpturll + [VVEu]lE < C(A+ p)Ivl% + I1vlIc) 1Vt w3
2/5 14/5
+Crpr (IVpEuell3 P I1Volly " [920]3 + V20l + 0]l IV 0l3 + Vvl 31 + Vo)1)

The above two inequalities rewrite

d t
(3.23) G (Wl + [ Ivulgar) < no+ 1Vatulp)

with h € Ly jo.(R+) depending only on p*, [|\/p, voll2 and [|[Vvol[2.

Obviously, if the solution is smooth with density bounded away from zero, then we have

lim ptlvs(t, z)|> dz = 0.

t—0t Jd

Therefore, an obvious time integration in (3.23) yields

t t
(3.24) wﬁvtuﬁ/ HV\/?thngSeXp{/ h(r)dT} Y
0 0

Using the same argument starting from time ¢y, one arrives at the following lemma:

Lemma 3.2. Assume d = 2,3 and that the solution is smooth with no vacuum. Then for
all ty, T > 0, we have

to+T

(3.25) sup / p(t —to)|ve|* dz + / / (t — to)| Vv |* da dt < ¢(T)
to<t<to+T JTd to Td

with ¢(T) going to zero as T — 0.

From (3.24), one can deduce that for all p < oo if d =2 (resp. for all p <6 if d =3), we
have

||\/Evt||L2(0,T;Lp) <¢(T) with ¢(T) — 0 for T'— 0.

Indeed, denoting by (v;) the average of vy, one can write that

/Td povdz = M(v;) + /Td p(vr — (vr)) dz.

Hence,
M|(ve)| < llpll2lIVoella + M2 (| /poello-
Consequently, by Sobolev embedding, and because ||p|lo and M are time independent,

— [lpoll2 1
[oellp < llve = (ve)llp + [(v0)] < (Cp + 0 ) IVedlz + g llvevdle.
This implies that, for all p < co if d =2 and for all p <6 if d =3, we have
[lpoll2 1
(326)  [Vtvilrao1.r,) < <Cp 0 IVE Vol 0,7:10) + WH\//)_tthLg(O,T;Lg)-

Another consequence of (3.24) is that we have some control on the regularity of v with
respect to the time variable. This is given by the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.3. Let p € [1,00] and z : (0,T) x T¢ — R satisfy z € La(0,T;L,) and vtz €
Ly(0,T; Ly). Then z is in Héfa(O,T; Ly) for all o € (0,1/2) and we have

(3.27) 121, sy < N B0y + Coir IVt 01,

with Co 1 depending only on o and on T.

Proof. The proof is just a one line estimate, that relies on the definition of Sobolev norms in
terms of finite differences. Indeed, we have

T T ot £ h) = o(0)|2
2 2 p
1212 gy = M0 + /0 ( /0 L dt)dh.

Now, we observe that

T—h T—h t+h
/0 Hv(t+h)—v()||2dt</ H/ Vovi(s) ’ dt

T—h ; rt+h h
< / (/ g1 d5> (/ s||vt(5)||12, ds) dt
0 t t
5 T—h t+h L
< H\/ZUtHLQ(o,T;LP)/O </t s~ ds)dt.

From Fubini theorem, it is not difficult to see that, if 0 < a < 1/2,

/OT p20—2 (/OTh </tt+h C,l:>dt>dh: 1_12a /OT</tT((5—t)2°‘ | oo 1) is>dt.

Therefore,
T (T ot +h) — o)
A (/O h272a . dt> dh S CavTH\/%/UtH%Q(O,T;Lp)a

which completes the proof of the lemma. ]

3.3. Shift of integrability. The results that we proved so far will enable us to bound Vv
in L1(0,7; Lo ), in terms of the data and of 7. This will be achieved thanks to the ‘shift of
integrability” method alluded to in the introduction. Let us first examine the 2D case.

Lemma 3.4. If d =2 then for all T >0, p € [2,00] and € small enough, we have
(3.28) V2Vt L, (0.T:Lye_.) T+ IVVEP|| L, 071 < Cor

p*—s) —
where p* and Cor depends only on p*, |[\/povoll2, [Vvoll2, p and e.

€

- 2’
Furthermore, for all 1 < s < 2, there exists § > 0 such that

T
(3.29) / |Vu(t)||S, dt < CorTP.
0

Proof. From (INS)2, we gather that

~AVtv+VVEP = —\/ptvy —\tpv-Vuv in  (0,T) x T?,

divytv =0 in (0,7) x T2

As p is bounded and +/ptv; is in Loo(0,T; L), we have pvtvy in Leo(0,T; Lo), too. Fur-

thermore, according to (3.26), v/tv; (and thus pvtwv;) is in Lo(0,T;L,) for all finite q.
Therefore, by Holder inequality, we have

(3.31) HP\/ZUtHL,,(o,T;Lr) < Cor forall pe[2,00] and 2 <r < p".

(3.30)
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Similarly, the bounds for Vv in L. (0,T; Ly) N La(0,T; H') imply that
(3.32) IVl 01:L,) < Cor forall p>2 and r <p,

and, as obviously, v (and thus /% pv) is bounded in all spaces Ly(0,T; L,) (except ¢ =1 =
00 ), one can conclude that

(3.33) 1Vt po - Volr,0m1,) < Cor forall pe€[2,00] and 2 <7 < p*
Then, the maximal regularity estimate for the Stokes system implies that
(3.34) HVZ\/ZU,V\/EPHLP(QT;LT) < Cor forall 2<p<oo and 2<r <p"

To prove (3.29), fix p € [2,00) so that ps < 2(p — s) and 1 < s < 2, then take r €]2, p,[
(so that we have the embedding W,! < L., ). We get, remembering (3.32),

: e :
([ 1voiseae) < ([ @ 1vE ol o)
0 0

@ =
3=

2p—2s—ps

T S
S([ e a) 19Vl < Cor
0
whence the desired result. O
In the 3D case, Lemma 3.4 becomes:

Lemma 3.5. For all T > 0 and p € [2,00], we have

6p
3p—4’

(3.35) IV*VtullL,omL,) + IVVEP|L0r0,) < Cor  for 2<r<

where Cor depends only on p*, ||\/povoll2, [|[Vvoll2, p and €.
Furthermore, if 1 < s < 4/3, then we have for some [3 > 0,

T
(3.36) / Vo) |5, dt < Cor TP,
0
Proof. From Lemma 3.2 and the embedding of H'(T3) in Lg(T?), we readily get that
6
(3.37) Hp\/%thLp(O 7.y < Cor forall pe[2,00] and 2 <7< 3 P T
(i) ’ p —

We claim that we have the same type of bound for v/t pv - Vu. However, one has to proceed
in two steps to get the full range of indices. As a start, we observe that (both properties
being just consequences of Theorem 3.2 and obvious embedding):

Vitpv € Ly(0,T; Lsy) and Vo € Ly(0,T; Ls) implies vt pv- Vo € Ly(0,T; L),
and that, similarly
Vipv € Loo(0,T;Lg) and Vv € Loo(0,T; Ly) implies vt pv- Vv € Lo(0,T; Lsj3).

Therefore, interpolating and using Holder inequality yields

2
Vitpv-Vou e L,(0,T;L,) forall (p,r) suchthat p>2 and p + % =2.

Then using the maximal regularity properties of (3.30) yields

2 3
(3.38) ||V2Vtw, v\/%PHLp(O,T;LT) < Cyr forall (p,r) suchthat p>2 and —4+—-=2.
pr
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From this, using the bound for pv in Lo (0,7T; Lg) and the embedding W, (T?) < L,(T?)
with % =3 —1if 1 <r < 3 (which implies that Vv/tv is bounded in L,(0,T;L,) with
% + 2 =2), one gets (3.38) for the full range of indices.

To prove (3.36), fix p € (2,4) such that ps < 2p—2s (our condition on s makes it possible),
and take r = =22 Using that W} < Ly (because r > 3 for 2 < p < 4), one can write that

3p—4
T % T dt % T ps %_%
([ 1veizear) s ([ 1vivuli, ) < ([ oo a) 19 visls o
0 0 v 0 PR
whence the desired result. O

3.4. The proof of existence. Here we briefly explain the issue of existence. For expository
purpose, we focus on global results (that is either d =2 or d = 3 and the velocity is small),
and leave to the reader the construction of local solutions in the case of large vg, if d = 3.

The general idea is to take advantage of classical results to construct smooth solutions
corresponding to smoothed out approximate data with no vacuum, then to pass to the limit.
More precisely, consider

v5 € C°(TY) with dive§ =0, and p§ e C®(T%) with € < p§ < p*,

such that
(3.39) v5 — vg in HY,  p§ — po in Lo weak * and p§ — po in Ly, if p < oo.

Then, in light of the classical strong solution theory for (IN.S) (see [18] and more recent
developments in [4]), there exists a unique global smooth solution (p°,v°, P) corresponding
to data (p{, v§), and satisfying e < p® < p*.

Being smooth, the triplet (p°,v®, P%) satisfies all the priori estimates of the previous sub-
section, and thus in particular,

(3:40)  [IVp*or, VPl Ly, ey + 10| Lo vy )nLa @y sm2) < CIIVpvll2, [ Vvoll2, %),
and also, thanks to (3.24),

(341)  swp ((t—to)IVoF@uO13)

tE[to,t0+T)

to+T
[T = )9 B dt < O VAl Vool o),

to

and, according to Inequality (3.27), for « € (0,1/2),
< C(T. [[V/povoll2, [[Vvoll2, o).

Interpolating with (3.40), thus have for small enough 1 > 0,
(3.42) [0 (0.7x7ay < C(T 1/ povollz, [[Vooll2, o).

The bounds on v and standard compact embedding imply that, up to subsequence, v —
v in Lo joe(Ry; H) for some v that, in addition, satisfies (3.40) and (3.42). As regards the
density, we readily have p* — p in Loo(Ry; Lo) and 0 < p < p*. All those informations are
more than enough to justify that (p,v) is a weak solution to (INS), namely

(3.43) (P(t)v(t%(ﬁ(t))—(Povo,qﬁo)_/o (pv7¢t)d7'_/0

g
190 3o 0

t

t
(pv®@v, Vo) dT+/ (Vu,Vo)dr =0
0
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for all smooth compactly supported divergence-free vector function ¢ € C([0, 00) x T¢;R%),
and that the continuity equation is fulfilled in a distributional meaning:

(3.44) pi + div (pv) = 0 in D'([0,00) x T?).

Now, arguing as in e.g. [9], page 2405, one can show that (p°)? — (p)? in Leo(Ry; Loo),
which eventually implies that

(3.45) p°—p in C(Ry;L,) for all finite p.

Therefore (3.41) is satisfied by (p,v). Furthermore, (3.40) and (3.44) applied to the formula-
tion (3.43) yields that the momentum equation is fulfilled in the strong sense, i.e.

(3.46) pve+ pv - Vo —Av+ VP =0 in Ly(Ry; Lo)
for some pressure function VP in Lo(R4; Lo) that satisfies (3.40).
Of course, being smooth, the solution (p°,v®, P?) fulfills (1.1), (1.2), (1.3), (1.4), and thus

t
(3.47) IV P2 () o= (1)]15 + 2/ V|3 dr = ||/ p=(to) v (to)|)3 for all t,t > 0.
to

By construction, in the case to = 0, the last term tends to ||\/p,vo |3, and the fact that v* — v
in Lo oc(Ry; H') guarantees that, for all ¢ > 0, the second term converges to ftl; [Vv||3dr.

Next, (3.24) guarantees that Vo§ is bounded in Ly(tg, T x T¢) for all 0 < tg < T. Then
combining with (3.26) gives boundedness of v§ in La(tg, T; H'). Now, because v° is bounded
in Loo(to, T; H') thanks to Prop. 3.1 and 3.2, one can conclude by means of Ascoli theorem
that, up to extraction, v* — v strongly in C([to,T]; L,) for all p < 6 (and even p < oo if
d = 2). Combining with (3.45) ensures that ,/pv is in C(]0, +oo[; L2) and that one can pass
to the limit in all the terms of (3.47): we eventually get

t
343 IVeO O +2 [ IVel3dr = Vo) vl for all bt >0.
to

Finally, to get the strong continuity of /pv at ¢ = 0, we notice that the uniform bounds
ensure the weak continuity, and that (3.48) gives

IVe®) v®l3 — llVeowoll3 for ¢ — 0.

This completes the proof of the existence part of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. O

4. THE PROOF OF UNIQUENESS

As there is no hope to prove uniqueness of solutions at the level of the Eulerian coordinates
system, owing to the lack of regularity of the density, we shall prove it for the solutions written
in the Lagrangian coordinates.

To this end, we introduce the flow X : Ry x T¢ — T¢ of v, that is the unique solution
to (2.3). In Lagrangian coordinates (t,y), a solution (p,v, P) to (INS) recasts in (n,u,Q)
with

(4.1)  nty) =ptX{ty), ulty =t X(ty) and Qty) = P(t, X(ty)).
Note that . .
X(ty) =y+/0 v(T7X(T7y))dT=/O u(r,y)dr,
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and thus .
V,X(t,y) = Id+/ Vyu(r,y)dr.
0

Let A(t) := (V,X(t,-))"!. In the (¢,y)-coordinates, operators V, div and A translate into

(4.2) Vu:=TAV,, div, :=74:V, = div,(A:) and A, := div, (ATAV,"),
and the triplet (n,u, Q) thus satisfies

n =0 in (0,7) x T4,
(4.3) nug — Ayu+V,Q =0 in (0,7) x T,

divyu =0 in (0,7) x T

As pointed out in e.g. [6, 8], in our regularity framework, that latter system is equivalent to
(INS) whenever, say,

T 1
(4.4) | IVl dr <5
0 2

Of course, if that condition is fulfilled then one may write that

+o0o t k
= — 1= —1)k u(T,-)dr | .
(4.5) A= (Id+(V,X —1d)) kzzo( 1) (/O Vyu(r,-)d >

Let us tackle the proof of uniqueness in the torus case (the bounded domain case goes exactly
the same : just change Lemma 5.2 to Lemma 5.3).

Consider two solutions (p!',v!, P!) and (p?,v2, P?) of (INS), emanating from the same
initial data, and fulfilling the properties of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, and denote by (1!, u', Q')
and (n?,u%,Q?) the corresponding triplets in Lagrangian coordinates. Of course, we have
n' = n? = py, which explains the choice of our approach here. In what follows, we shall use
repeatedly the fact that for ¢ = 1,2, we have (recall (3.26))

(4.6) t2Vu' € Ly(0,T; Log), Vu' € L1(0,T; Loo) N Ly(0,T; L3) N Lo (0, T L),
u' € Ly(0,T; L), t/2VQ" € Ly(0,T; Ly) and /2w € Ly/3(0,T; Lg).

Denoting du := u? — u! and & := Q? — Q', we get

Podity — Db+ V100 = (A2 — Ay )u® — (V2 — V1) Q2
(4.7) divy10u = (div,: — divyz)u?,

duli=o = 0.
We claim that for sufficiently small 7' > 0, we have

T
s [ sty [ ] vat P aya=o

To prove our claim, decompose du into
(4.8) o =w+ z,
where w is the solution given by Lemma 5.2 to the following problem:
(4.9) div 1w = (div, — divye)u? = div (04 u?) = T6A : Va2,
with 04 := A% — Al and A" := A(u?).
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As a first step in the proof of our claim, let us establish the following lemma:
Lemma 4.1. The solution w to (4.9) given by Lemma 5.2 satisfies
(4.10) lwllzy0.1:00) T VWil Ly0,0xmay + 1wtz 5007525 2) < (DIV ]| Ly 0,7xTa)
with ¢(T') going to 0 when T tends to 0.

Proof. Lemma 5.2 and Identity (4.5) ensure that there exist two universal positive constants
¢ and C such that if

(4.11) IVl | £y 0.7 2) + VU | 0,76 < €

then the following inequalities hold true:

(4.12) lwllLyo,1:00) < COAUA | Ly010)s IVl La0,700) < CITOA - VU] 1y 0.7:10)
and [[willz, 407:L4)0) < ClIOAU? | Ly01:L0) + CIHEAU)el Ly 07115 0) -

In all that follows, ¢(T") designates a nonnegative continuous increasing function of 7', with
c¢(0) = 0. Now, let us bound the r.h.s. of (4.12). Regarding 70A : Vu?, one can use the fact
that if both u! and u? fulfill (4.11), then we have

(4.13) sup [[t728A]]s < C' sup Ht 1/2/ V&J,dTH < C|Voullpy(0,7L)-
t€[0,T) t€[0,T)
This stems from Holder inequality and the following identity:
t , ,
(4.14) BA(t) = (/ Véu d7> : (Z > c{c;‘“‘l‘ﬂ> with  Cj(t / V' dr.
0 k>10<j<k
Therefore, thanks to (4.6) and (4.13), we have

164 = Vu?|| 0,7 xma) < Sap. 167 26A(0) 2162V 4| Ly 0,70

)

< e(T)IVéull Ly 0,7:10)-
Similarly,

|6A u2HL4(O,T;L2) < Ht_l/QfSAHLoo(o,T;Lg)\\tl/zuz\\L4(o,T;Lw)=
whence, using (4.6), (4.12) and (4.13) gives

(4.15) 1wl ny0,m520) < (T)IV| 1y 0,7:10)-

In order to bound wy, it suffices to derive an appropriate estimate in Ly/3 (0,7 L3/2) for
(Au?); = 0Au? + (6A); u.
Thanks to (4.6) and (4.13)
|6A uz%HL4/3(O,T;L3/2) < 1t7H28A| 1o (0.7 0) \|751/2U?HL4/3(0,T;L6)

c(T)IVoullry0,7;10)-

One can bound the other term as follows:
[[6A u2HL4/3(O,T;L3/2) < ”5At”L2(0,Tx1rd)”U2HL4(0,T;L6)-

Differentiating (4.14) with respect to ¢ and using (4.11) for u! and u?, we see that

t
64> < c(uvau\u +Jez [ wsar| (1029t + |rt1/2w2|roo>)-
0
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Therefore
104¢]| £, 0,7 xTay < CIVOU| £y0,7 5T

and thus, owing to (4.6),
184 w2 || Ly sy 0,752 2) < ATV 5 0,75m)-
Altogether, this gives (4.10). O
Next, let us restate the equations for (fu,dQ) as the following system for (z,dQ):

POZt — Aulz + Vul&Q = (Au2 — Aul)u2 + (Vul — VUQ)Q2 — powt + Aulw,

4.16
( ) div,1z = 0.

Let us test the equation by z. We first notice the following crucial property thanks to which
one does not have to care about the difference of the pressures:

(4.17) /Td(vuuiQ) czdr = — /1rd div,120Q dx = 0.

So we have

(4.18) th p0|z| dx+/ |V 2| dm—ZIk,
where
I = /Td Ay — Ap)U?) - zdz,  Ip = /d((vul —V.2)Q%) - zdx,
I3 = / powy - zdx, Iy = ] (A w) - zdx.
Td Td

We have, using (4.2), (4.5) and (4.11),
/ div ((6ATAs + A1 T6A)Vu?) - 2 dw
< / |6ATAy + AyT6A| |Vu?| V2| do < C|lt726A] 2|tV i? || oo |V 2] 2.
Td
Therefore, thanks to (4.6) and (4.13),

T
/0 Ii(t)dt < CHt_l/25AHLO<,(0,T;L2) Htl/QVUQHLg(o,T;LOO)HVZHLQ(O,TXW)

(4.19) < (D)|Vull 1y 0,0 x14) [V 2]l Ly (0,7xT4)-

Next,

(4.20) I < ‘ SAVQ? - zdx| < Ot 2642 )1tV2V Q?| 4] 2|4,
Td

whence, according to (4.13) and Sobolev embedding

T
/o L(t)ydt < [[t728A]| 1 o) 1>V Q2 | 020 12 Lo 0,752

< D)V oull Ly 0,0 x4 12 L2 0,751

At this stage, one may use Lemma 5.1 to bound z in H': we get, for some constant C
depending only on py,

(4.21) Izl < C(IVpozll2 + 1[Vzll2)
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Therefore, one concludes that

T
/0 L(t) dt < e(T) (150 2l o 0.7122) + IV Lagozcmn ) V8] Lygoircray:
Next, using Holder inequality, one can write that
g 3/4 1/4
/0 I3(t) dt < ||poll2. lwellz, 507:L5,)llP0 2 La (0.1 -
Note that from Holder inequality and the Sobolev embedding H'(T¢) <« Lg(T?), we have

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
oo el zuoriza) < IV L2 012 12 o iy < CINEO 2L 0 sty I oy

Then, taking advantage of (4.21) and (4.10), we conclude that

T 1/2 1/9
/0 Iy(t) dt < ofT) (I 2o rinn) IV Laorsnsy ) IVE0 2112 0 7 IV aoircrey:

Finally, integrating by parts, and using (4.10) and (4.11),

T T
/ Ii(t)dt < / / |Voiw| |V iz dedt
0 0 Td

1 (7 ) 1 (T )
<o | NVazlladt+ 5 | [Vawlzdt
2 Jo 2 Jo
1 r 2 T 2
< 3 IV 1zll5dt + ¢e(T) IV dul|5 dt.
0 0

So altogether, this gives for all small enough 7" > 0,

T T
(422 sup Vel + [ Ildt <) [ Vol
te[0,7 0 0

Combining with (4.10), we conclude that

T T
/ IV6ul3 dt < o(T) / V6l dt.
0 0

Hence Vou =0 on [0,T] x T? if T is small enough.
Then, plugging that information in (4.22) yields
VP02l Lo (0,1:L2) + IV 2] Ly 0,7 x4) = 0.

Combining with Lemma 5.1 finally implies that z = 0 on [0,T] x T%, and (4.10) clearly yields
w = 0. Therefore we proved that for small enough T > 0,

(u!,VQ') = (v}, VQ?) on [0,T] x T¢

Reverting to Lagrangian coordinates, we conclude that the two solutions of (IN.S) coincide
on [0,7] x T%. Then standard connectivity arguments yield uniqueness on the whole R .
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5. APPENDIX

We here establish the weighted Poincaré inequalities and the Desjardins interpolation in-
equality (3.3) that have been used several times in the proof of existence, and results for the
‘twisted’ divergence equation that were the key to the proof of uniqueness.

Let us start with the Poincaré inequalities in the case where € is the unit torus T¢.

Lemma 5.1. Let a: (0,1)* — R be a nonnegative and nonzero measurable function. Then
we have for all z in H'(T?),

1 1
(5.1) Izll2 < M‘/Td azdx| + <1 + M”M — aH2>HVzH2 with M = Tdadazc.
Furthermore, in dimension d = 2, there exists an absolute constant C so that
1 - M
(5.2) ll2]|2 < M‘/TQ azdz| + Clog? <e + w> V22

Proof. To prove (5.1), we start with the obvious inequality

(5.3) Izls < |2 + | V2la with 5:= /Td 2 dz,
then we use the fact that

(5.4) MZZ/1Tdazdx+Ad(M—a)(z—2)dx,

which, according to the classical Cauchy-Schwarz and Poincaré inequalities in the torus,
implies that

(5.5) Mz| < ‘/ azdz| + || M — all2||Vz]2.
Td

To prove Inequality (5.2), we decompose z := z — Z into Fourier series:
5(1_) _ Z /Z\k 62i7rk:-m.
kez?\{(0,0)}

Then, for any integer n, we set

Zn(z) = Z 2 2R

1<[k|<n
Because the average of z, is 0, one may write for any integer n,
/ (a — M)zZdx = / az, dx +/ (a — M)(Z - z,) dx.
T2 T2 T2
Therefore, using Holder inequality,

(5.6) /11‘2 (a — M)z dx

< M|[Znloo + [la = M[2]|Z = Znl2-
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By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have for all € T?,
’e2i7rk-:v‘

Zu(z)] < ) [27kE| 2TH]

1<[k[<n

1 1/2
§HVZHZ< Z W)

1<|k|<n

(5.7) < Cy/logn||Vz||2.

Inserting that inequality in (5.6) yields

/TQ(Q — M)7dz| < C’<\/logn M+nYa— MHQ) V2]

Then taking n ~ ||la — M||2/M and mingling with (5.3) and (5.4) gives (5.2). O

Let us now prove Lemma 3.1. As above, it is based on decomposition into low and high
frequency, while the original proof by B. Desjardins in [12] relies on Trudinger inequality.
The starting point is that for any n € N*, we have

/ pztde = / p2? (24 %0 + (7 — En))zdm
T2 T2
1

2
< 3(PIVEIR + Il FeIR + Vil - 5 ([ et ) ).
We thus have, using Young inequality and embedding 03 < L4,

(5.8) [ pstdn <OIVEIB( + Bl + O IE - 2l
Obviously, we have

1
Vn

Hence, using (5.7) to bound the first term of the right-hand side of (5.8), we get

(5.9) 12 = Znll ;3 < —=[V2]2.

/pz4 dz < 22||\/p2l[3 + (log nlly/p2ll3 + n=2p" [V 2[3) [ V23

Vo[Vl
vezll2

1
S ) WAL
- dm) <c| pzuz(\zw|Nzu21ogz(e+— -
(/ VP Wk

Then, bounding z as in the proof of Inequality (5.2) yields (3.3). O

Taking for n the closest positive integer to , we end up with

Lemmas 3.1 and 5.1 may be easily adapted to any bounded domain £2. Indeed, as the
estimates therein are invariant by translation, one may assume with no loss of generality that
Q C (0, R)? for some R > 0. Now, any function in H}(£2) may be extended by 0 to a function
of H}((0,R)?), thus to H' on the torus with size R. Then one can apply the above results,
and get the same inequalities for some constant depending only on R. In order to track the
dependency with respect to R, it suffices to make the change of function 2/(z) := z(Rz) and
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to apply to 2’ the inequality for some domain included in (0,1)¢. For example, Inequality
(5.1) becomes for all z in HE () with Q of diameter less than R,

/2
R / az dx
’]Td

lz]2 < YA
Finally, let us consider the twisted divergence equation. The following lemma (in the spirit
of the corresponding result in [7]) is the key to the proof of uniqueness, in the torus case.

Rd/2
# (14 T~ ol ) [92l

Lemma 5.2. Let A be a matriz valued function on [0,T] x T¢ satisfying

(5.10) det A =1.

There exists a constant ¢ depending only on d, such that if

(5.11) [11d = All L 0,7;1.00) + Al 1a(0,316) < €

then for all function g :[0,T] x T¢ = R satisfying g € L*(0,T x T%) and
g=divR with R€ L4(0,T;L2) and Ry € Ly/3(0,T; L)s),

the equation
div(Aw) =g n [0,T] x T¢

admits a solution w in the space
Xp = {v € Ly(0,T; Ly(T?) , Vv € Ly(0,T; Ly(T?)) and vy € Lyy3(0,T; L3/2(']Td))}
satisfying the following inequalities for some constant C' = C(d):

(5.12) lwllny0,m:00) < CIRILy0,1:00)s IV Lo0,7520) < Cllgllna(o,m51)

and [wellr, 50,75L5/2) < ClRILa0,7500) + ClIR 1y 500,75L52)-

Proof. Let g satisfy the conditions of the lemma. Then for any v € Xp, we set
®(v) := VA~ div ((Id —A)v + R — (Id —A)v + R)

1

ith (Id—A =
with ( Jvo+ R T

((1d—A)v + R) da.

It is obvious that ®(v) satisfies the linear equation
divw =div ((Id—A)v) + ¢ in (0,7) x T

Furthermore the operator VA~!div maps the set Lo o(T?) (of Ly(T?) functions with zero
average) to itself (and with norm 1), and |(Id —A)v + R{ < |[(Id —A)v + R||2. Hence we have

12 (V)| Ly0,7;02) < 2[/(Id =A)v + Rl 14(0,7;L,)
< 2[[Id = Al oo (0,7:000) 1V Ly 0,7:22) + 20 Rl La0,73L10)-
Then using the fact that (5.10) implies that (see e.g. the Appendix of [6])
(5.13) div(Az) = AT : Vz,
we get
IV@() L 0,7:22) < 1TAd=A) 2 Voll,0.7:25) + 191122 0,7:20)
<A = Al Lo 0,7:200) IVl Lo (0.7 L0) + 191l 220,7:2)-
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And finally, because ((Id —A)v); = (Id —A)vy — Apv, we have
H((I)(U))t”L4/3(O,T;L3/2) < C(H(Id _A)UtHLAL/s(OvT;L?,/z)+HAtU”L4/3(0,T;L3/2)+HRtHL4/3(0,T;L3/2))
< C(H Id _AHLOO(O,T;LOO) HthL4/3(07T§L3/2)
+ [ A¢ll Lo 0,1326) 1Vl Lac0,7:10) + HRtHL4/3(OyT§L3/2)).
This proves that ® maps X7 to Xp. Then, obvious variations on the above computations
give for any couple (v1,v2) in X2, if ¢ in (5.11) is small enough,
1
1@ (v2) = @(01)]lxr < C(MA=All L 01iL00) + At La0:1i20)) 102 = v1llxr < S o2 = 01lxy

Hence, applying the standard Banach fixed point theorem in X7 provides a solution to the
equation ®(v) = v. Then looking back at the above computations in the case ®(v) = v gives
the desired inequalities. O

In the bounded domain case, the previous lemma can be adapted as follows.

Lemma 5.3. Let Q be a C? bounded domain of R? and A, a matriz valued function on
[0,T] x Q satisfying (5.10). If (5.11) is fulfilled then for all function R : [0,T] x Q — R?
satisfying div R € L*(0,T x Q), R € L4(0,T;Ly), R; € Ly/3(0,T5 Lgjs) and R-n =0 on
(0,T) x 09, the equation

div(Aw) =divR=:¢9 in [0,T] xQ
admits a solution in the space
X = {v € Ly(0,T; HY () , v € Ly(0,T; Ly(9)) and v, € Lyy3(0,T; L3/2(Q))},
that satisfies Inequalities (5.12).

Proof. This is essentially Theorem 4.1 of [7] adapted to time dependent coefficients. Recall
that Theorem 3.1 of [7] states that there exists a linear operator B : k — u that is continuous
on L,(Q;RY) (for all 1 < p < o0) so that for all k in L,(Q2;R?) the vector field u satisfies

(5.14) /u-ngdx:/ k-Vodr forall ¢ € C®(4R),
Q Q
and such that, if in addition divk is in L,(€) and k- nlog = 0 then w is in W) ((Q) with
lullwi) < ClldivEl L, @)
Then we define ® on the set X7 (treating the time variable as a parameter) by
(5.15) ®(v) := B((Id—A)v + R).

The above result ensures that
VO ()| 1y 0,7522) S ITId —A) : Vo + 9l Lo (0,751.2)
Sallnoo,r0) + 1 1A =All L 0,700 VU 220,77 20) 5
as well as
[2(V)Ls0,7:L2) S I(Id =A)v + Rl 0,7:L,)
S A=Al Lo 0,1:200) 1V La(0,7:22) + BllLa(0,7:L0)-
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Moreover, differentiating (5.15) with respect to time gives (®(v)); = B((Id —A)v; — Ayv+ Ry)
whence, using the continuity property of B on Lj /Q(Q), then performing a time integration,

”((b(v))t“L4/3(0,T;L3/2) S ”(Id _A)Ut - AtUHL4/3(O,T;L3/2) + ”Rt”L4/3(O,T;L3/2)

S Id=All L0700 108 Ly 50,7525 2)
+HAAMAQTw@va4®JﬂQY+HRHhMﬂQﬂLWQa

and one can conclude by the Banach fixed point theorem, exactly as in Lemma 5.2. ]
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