arXiv:math/0508442v1 [math.AP] 24 Aug 2005

Error estimates for semi-Galerkin
approximations of nonhomogeneous
incompressible fluids

P. Braz e Silva'*fand M. A. Rojas-Medar®

Abstract

We consider the spectral semi-Galerkin method applied to the
nonhomogeneous Navier-Stokes equations. Under certain conditions
it is known that the approximate solutions constructed through this
method converge to a global strong solution of these equations. Here,
we derive an optimal uniform in time error estimate in the H' norm
for the velocity. We also derive an error estimate for the density in
some spaces L.

1 Introduction

Let Q C R",n = 2 or 3, a CY'—regular bounded domain, and 7" > 0. We
consider the initial boundary value problem

( p(u; +u-Vu) — Au+ Vp=pfinQx|[0,7),
divu=01in Q x [0,7),
pr+u-Vp=0inQ x[0,7), (1)
u=20on 0N x[0,7T),
u(x,0) = ug(x) in Q,
L p(x,0) = po(x) in Q.
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These are the equations of motion for nonhomogeneous incompressible fluids,
together with initial and boundary conditions. The unknowns are the velocity
u(z,t) € R" of the fluid, its density p(z,t) € R and the hydrostatic pressure
p(z,t) € R. The functions ug(x) and py(x) are respectively the initial velocity
and initial density . The function f(z,t) is the density by unit of mass of the
external force acting on the fluid. Here, without loss of generality to our aim,
the viscosity is considered to be one. The first equation in ([Il) corresponds to
the balance of linear momentum, the third equation to the balance of mass,
and the second one states the incompressibility of the fluid.

In 2], B], [I8], [], local and global weak solutions of system ([II) have
been studied (see also [12], [I1], [13]). Stronger local and global solutions
were obtained in [I0)] by linearization and fixed point arguments, and in [T4]
via evolution operators techniques and fixed point arguments as well. A more
constructive spectral semi-Galerkin method was used in [I6] to obtain local
in time strong solutions and to study conditions for regularity at t = 0. In
[B], B, this method has also been used to obtain global strong solutions.
Here, the word spectral is used in the sense that the eigenfunctions of the
associated Stokes operator are used as a basis of approximation.

Since Galerkin methods are much used in numerical simulations, it is im-
portant to derive error estimates for them. Even this case of spectral Galerkin
method may be used as a preparation and guide for the more practical fi-
nite element Galerkin method. Concerning this, a systematic development
of error estimates for the spectral Galerkin method applied to the classical
Navier-Stokes equations was given in [I5]. Applying the same method, error
estimates for the nonhomogeneous Navier-Stokes equations were obtained in
[T7]. These error estimates are local in the sense that they depend on func-
tions that grow exponentially with time. As observed in [6], this is the best
one may expect without any assumptions about the stability of the solution
being approximated. For the classical Navier-Stokes equations, assuming uni-
form boundedness in time of the L?—norm of the gradient of the velocity and
exponential stability in the Dirichlet norm of the solution, optimal uniform
in time error estimates for the velocity in the Dirichlet norm were derived
in [6]. In [I6], an optimal uniform in time error estimate for the velocity in
the L? norm was derived, also for the classical Navier-Stokes equations, as-
suming exponential stability in the L? norm. It is also stated in [T6] a result
of uniform in time error estimates in the L? norm for the nonhomogeneous
Navier-Stokes equations. This last result, however, is not optimal. Moreover,
it requires the assumption u € L>(0,7, H*(Q)). As pointed out in [7], this
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assumption is pretty restrictive, since it requires a global compatibility con-
dition on the initial data even for the classical Navier-Stokes equations. In
[, error estimates are derived without explicitly assuming stability, but re-
quiring exponential decay of the external force field. This hypothesis though
is very restrictive as well, since gravitational forces do not satisfy it.

Here we derive error estimates assuming the solution (u,p) to be po-
conditionally asymptotically stable, a notion defined in section Bl The number
po is required to satisfy 6 < py < oo, and is related with the regularity of
allowed perturbations of the density equation. This notion is carefully defined
in section In [6], a similar notion has been used to treat the classical
Navier-Stokes equations(see also [I6]). Here, we adapt it in the proper way
to be used in the variable density case. With this assumption, we obtain an
uniform in time optimal error estimate in the Dirichlet norm for the velocity.
An error estimate depending on time for the density in some spaces L" is
also derived.

In section Pl we state some preliminary results that will be useful in the
rest of the paper. In section B we describe the approximation method, the
stability notion to be used, and state the main result. Finally, in section H,
we present the proof of the result.

To simplify the notation, we denote by C' a generic finite positive constant
depending only on €2 and the other fixed parameters of the problem that may
have different values in different expressions. At some points, to emphasize
the fact that the constants are different, we use the notation C', Cs, and so
on.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this work, we consider the usual Sobolev spaces
WD) ={f e LYD),: |[0°fllrsp) < +00,|af <m },

for a multi-index «, a nonnegative integer m and 1 < ¢ < +00. The domain
is D=QorD=Qx(0,7T),0<T < +oo, with the usual norm. We
write H™(D) := W™?(D) and by HJ"(D) we denote the closure of C;°(D) in
H™(D). If B isa Banach space, we denote by L?([0,T]; B) the Banach space
of B-valued functions defined on the interval [0, 7] that are L% integrable in
Bochner’s sense. We write

0o(Q) =={v e (C57()"/ divv =0 in Q},
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and denote by H and V the closure of C§7(€2) in (L*(Q))™ and (H'(Q))"
respectively.

Throughout the paper, the orthogonal projection from (L*(£2))™ onto H
is written as P. Thus, the well known Stokes operator is written as —PA.
The eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of this operator defined on V N (H?(£2))"
are denoted by w* and ), respectively. The usual L*(Q) inner product and
norm are respectively indicated by (-, -), and || - ||.

It is well known that {w"(2)}°, form an orthogonal complete system in
the spaces H, V and V N (H*(Q))" equipped with the usual inner products
(u,v), (Vu,Vv) and (PAu, PAv) respectively.

For each k € N, we denote by P; the orthogonal projection from (L*())"
onto Vj := span[w', ..., w*]. For all f,g € (L*(Q))" and k,m € N, it holds

(a) (Pif,g) = (f, Prg),

(b) (Pf,g) = (f Pg),

(c) (Pn — Pp)f g) = (£ (P — Fr)g),

(d) (P — Pyt g)=(f (P — F)g)

The following lemma can be found in [T5].

LEMMA 2.1 Ifv eV, then
2 1 2
v — Ppol]” < S [V~
E+1

Moreover, if v € V N (H?*(Q))", then
1

2
k+1

lv— Pio* < 1P A%,
1
Vv — VPw||* < ——||PAv|>.
Ak41

Remark: From Lemma 1], it follows that if f € (H'(Q2))", then

1
(I — Pp) P> < — IV PA]%.
Ak+1



Moreover, since P : (H'(Q))" — (H'(Q))" is a continuous operator|[I9], we

have
IV PE||* < C|If]|71.

Thus, for all f € (H*(Q2))", one has
C
(1 — P) Pf|| < A—Hf!lfm
k+1
Since PP, = P,P = P, we obtain equivalently
C
1P~ PP < 53
k+1

Moreover, the above relations also hold if one replaces P by any P,,, m > k.
Analogously, one may check that

C

(7 = R PE < 1
k+1

I£1/%

for all f € (H*(2))". An easy consequence of the L?-orthogonality of the
functions {w"}5%, is the following: Let m > k, m,k € N, f € ((L*(Q))" and
v" € Vi, V¥ € Vi, Then

(P — P, v™ —vF) = (£, (I — P,)v™).

3 Stability concept and main result

We consider the initial boundary value problem

(

pu; +p(u-Viu+ Vp = Au+ pf in Q x (0,+00),
pr+(u-V)p=0 in Q x (0,+00),
V-u=0 in Q x (0,+00),

2
ulan =0, @)

u(z,0) = up(x) for = €,

| p(x,0) = po(x) for € Q.

with the given data assumed to satisfy
u, € VnH*Q), (3)
sup ||f]| g < oo ; sup ||f| < oo, (4)
>0

po€CHQ); 0<a<p <P, (5)
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where « and 3 are constants. We suppose also that there exists M > 0 such
that the solution (u, p) of (B) satisfies

IVu(t)|| < M; Vit >0, (6)

We note that for n = 2, conditions (Bl) and (@) imply that (@) holds. For n =
3, inequality (@) holds for f and u sufficiently small (see [5]). Moreover, for a
given pg, 6 < py < 00, we assume (u, p) to be pg-conditionally asymptotically
stable (see [6l, 6] for similar notions of stability). To define this notion of
stability, we first define perturbations of system (2l). The functions &(z,t),
n(z,t), defined on some interval t > ¢y, are called a perturbation of (u,p)
if (@:=u+¢&,p:=p+mn)isa solution of @), with £|sq = 0. Therefore,
setting &, := &(+, %), o := n(+,to), the pair (&, p) is a solution of the initial
boundary value problem

(P& +p(u-V)E+DpE-VIu+p(&-V)E+Vg=A6+ (p—p)(u+ (u-V)u — 1),
pe+ ((E+u) - V)p=0 in QX (ty, +o0),
V-£=0,
€loo =0,
§(x,t0) = &o(),
L A, t0) = p(x,t0) + 10 ().

(7)
Now, for a given py, 6 < pg < oo, we define the concept of py-conditional
asymptotic stability.

DEFINITION 3.1 The pair (u, p) is said to be po-conditionally asymptotically

stable if there exist positive numbers A, B, 6, My, My and a continuous

decreasing function F : [0,00) — IR", F(0) = 1, tlim F(t) = 0 such that,
—00

for all & € V.0 H*(Q), no € L>=(Q) N W'P(Q), satisfying |[V&| < 6,
< oll e < roblem 15 uniquely solvable wit
1PAE[l < A, Inoll B, problem (7) quely solvable with
€ € L%oc([tm OO)’ VN H2(Q))>
&, € Li,.([to, 00); H'(Q2)),
n € L>([ty,00); L>(2) N Wheo(Q)).

Moreover,

Vi)l < My, Vi 2 to, (8)
IVEC D)l < Mal|VE | F(t = to) , Y > to. (9)



Remark : We use a general function F'(¢) in Definition Bl just to stress
out that the results here do not require an exponential decay rate.

The solution of problem () can be obtained through a spectral semi-
Galerkin approximation, that is, a spectral Galerkin approximation

u'(z,t) = Y Cra(t)WF(z)
k=1

for the velocity u, uniquely determined by

(p"af, ") + (p"u™ - Vu", ¢") + (Vu", ¢") = (p"f, ¢"), £ >0, (10)
(un(l,’ 0) - ll()(!li'), ¢)n) = O> (11)

for all ¢" of the form ¢"(x) = dewk (), and an infinite dimensional
k=1

approximation p" for the density, solution of

py +u"-Vp' =0,
p"(0) = po.

It can be proved that (u",p") converges in an appropriate sense to (u, p),
solution of (). Our main result is

(12)

THEOREM 3.1 Suppose (u,p) to be po-conditionally asymptotically stable,
for some pg, 6 < py < 0o. Then, there exist constants N and C' such that if
n > N then, for all t > 0,

" C
V(. t) = Vu'(-, 1)]| < T (13)
()‘n+1)2
Moreover, if 6 < py < 00, then
Ct 6]90
',t—”~,t r < 1’2§r§ , 14
Io.8) =7 Ol < )
and if po = oo, then
" Ct
lp( 1) = p" (- D)l < T, 2<7r<6. (15)
(Any1)?

The constants N, C, depend only on the domain, on the norms of the data
in @), [)) and on the constants introduced in (@) and definition [Zl.



4 A priori estimates and proof of main result

We first state a general simple result that will be used later on. A proof is
given in the Appendix.

LEMMA 4.1 Let h(t) be an integrable nonnegative function. Suppose there
exist nonnegative constants aq, as satisfying

t
/ h(T)dT < ai(t —to) + ag,

to

for all t, ty with 0 <ty <t. Then,
t
sup e_t/ e"h(r)dr < 0.
t>0 0
For u, solution of (#), and the perturbations &, we have:

LEMMA 4.2 Given € > 0, we have the bounds

1 d € 1 1
S ZITuC, O + SIPAuC, ) + Lllot 1) <
C (I DI+ IVul, ))1%) . (16)
1d €
1€ )11 + §EIIV€(-J)H2 + EIIPAE(-J)H2 < (17)

C(IVECDIPIPAUC, ) + [[VEC DI + lwl- DI + [PAu(, 1)]]?)
for allt > 0.

Proof: Inequality (@) was proved in [9]. Inequality () can be proved in
a completely analogous way. m
From Lemma 2, one has

COROLLARY 4.1 For allt > ty, we have

tt |PAw(-, 7)|]Pdr < C + C(t —ty), (18)
[ i < e -, (19)
/tt |PAEC, 7)|2dr < C + C(t — to), (20)
/t: 1€,(-,7)||PdT < C +C(t —to). (21)

8



Moreover, combining inequalities {I8) and ({L9) with lemma[[d], one gets

t
supe_t/ e[l 7 Pdr < oo, (22)
>0 0

t
supe_t/ e7||PAu(-, 7)|*dr < oc. (23)
t>0 0

The following lemma states some bounds for u which are very important for
our later arguments.

LEMMA 4.3 We have

sup || (-, )| < oo, (24)
0
sup || PAwu(-, )| < oo, (25)
>0
t
supe_t/ 7|V (-, 7)||*dr < oo. (26)
t>0 0

Proof: We first prove (2H), supposing (24)) to hold. Setting v = —PAu in
the weak formulation of problem (@), we get

—(puy, PAu) — (pu - Vu, PAu) + ||PAul]* = —(pf, PAu).

Thus,
|PAu|* < (lpwl| + [lou- Vul| + [|f]) [ PA]
< Bl + Blullsl|Vul s + B
< Bl +CHIVull (|| PAu| [Vul* + [V} + 51|
Cp)? 1
< g0l + 1) + CEyui + copvul + Jjpau)
< 2B|wll + 28] + (CB)*M* + CBM*.

Therefore, by (24]) and (H), we have

t>0

which proves (2H). To prove (24]) and (24]), differentiate the weak formulation
of problem (@), and set v = u; to get

(peug, ug) + (pug, ug) + ((p(u - V)u)s, up) — (Vug, Vug) = ((pf), wy).

9

sup | PAU(- £) < 28sup (-, 8)| + 28 sup [£(-, ]| + (CB)2M? + CHM? < o
>0 >0



Therefore,

1d 9 9 1

5&”\/5“1&” +[[Vu” = 3 qu-V(ut-ut) dz—((p(u-V)u)e, ug)+((pf)e, wy).
(27)

Now, estimate each term on the right hand side of ([27)). We have

1

’—§/pu~V(ut-ut)dx < lplloollall zaffae | o[ V|
Q

< CB|IVull||Vu|{ lu |2 V|5 }
1 7
CB|Vull|[w|7]| Vi
C(CBI[Vul)® + e[ Vuy %

N

2
1
[(pfewe)] < - [If]1° + §Hutl|2-

- 2
/ptf-utda: —/pu-V(f-ut)dx
Q Q

< plleelull| V(- w)|| < CCB||Vul|||VE])? + || Vuy )
< C.(CBM||VE|)? + €| Vuy|>.

| (Ptﬂ ut) |

—/div(pu)f-ut dx
Q

1 3
[(p(ue - V)w,u)| < lpllz [[well7: [ Vall < CB[ V] [ug]|2 || V||
< C(CBIVul[luel2)* + el V|| < CC* B M Jue|* + €] Ve .
(ol V)u, u)| < lplloee [l [ Vull[ Va5 < CACBM)¥||u]]” + | V|
[(pe(w- V)u, )| = \/pt(wv)u-ut\ =|—/diV(pu)(U~V)u-ut\
Q Q

< CCA*M*|PAulf + 4e||Vuy|?
Therefore, from (27]) we have

1d 2
L aul? + [V < e + g+ cocan v

1
OB | + CUCBM) w2 + CCB°M | PA? + (8e+ 5) [Vu|?

(28)
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1
Now, taking € < 6 we have

%H\/ﬁut(-ﬂt)ll2 +CIVu, (-, )| < O+ CPAu(, 1)|* + Cllu (-, )],
(29)
where C' > 0 is an absolute constant, and the constant C depends only on
Q, Nl IVE, |£]l, sup [[Vu|. Now, multiplying inequality [29) by €' and
>0

integrating over [0, t], one gets
ot t
ﬂW@AﬁW+0/eWWMﬂW%TS M@mmm+c/ewmmmﬂwm
0 0

t t
+0/ erT+C/ ¢ [, 7|
0 0

Therefore,

t

t
n¢hM»MP+ce{£evaoﬁw%7zze%MNAJMP+Oa{AeWPAmnﬂWm

t t
+C’e_t/ €TdT—|—C€_t/ e |lu (-, 7)||*dr.
0 0

Using inequalities (22) and (23], we get the desired result. u

COROLLARY 4.2 For allty, t, 0 <ty <t, we have

/t||V'u,t(~,7-)||2dT < C(t—ty) +C. (30)

Proof: Integrating inequality (Zd) from ¢, to ¢, we get

ot t
mmmuOW+c/anuﬂWm-s|W%w%m+0/df
0 to
t t
+C’/ HPAu(~,T)||2dT—|—C/ Hut(',T)szT
to to
< mw%@+ca—m(wMWAmwwﬁ
>0

+ 0t = t0) (sup . 01F).
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Using inequalities (24]) and (2H), we get the desired result. [ |

A priori estimates for the solution & of problem ([), similar to those in
Lemma for u, also hold. Indeed, if |V&,|| < 0, where § is the number
referred to in Definition Bl then it follows by (@) that |VE(-, )| < 0Ms.
Therefore, u = u + £ is a solution of the nonhomogeneous Navier-Stokes
equations satisfying ||Vu|| < M +3JM,. Moreover, if | PAE(+, t)]|| is bounded
then || PAu(-,to)| is also bounded. In this case, analogously to the proof of
Lemma F3], one can bound ||PAuU(-,t)||, for ¢ > ty. This bound implies that
|PAE(-,t)|| is bounded, for ¢t > ¢;. Summarizing,

LEMMA 4.4 For perturbations & satisfying ||VE&,| < § and ||PAE|| < Co,
Co > 0, we have ||PAE(-,t)|| < C, for allt > t5. The constant C' depends
on ||[PAEl, Co, Q, the initial data of problem (@) and on the norms and
constants appearing in [8) and ([3).

It also holds

LEMMA 4.5 The function & satisfies

t
/nvgufwmfsou—m»+a (31)

to

forall ty, t, 0 <ty < t.

Proof: Note that

t t t
/WwauﬂWmsc(/nvm@ﬂWM+/WVmuﬂWm)
to to to

The second term on the right hand side of this inequality was already esti-
t
mated (CorollaryEL2). Therefore, it only remains to bound / |V, (-, 7)||%dT.
t
This bounds follows analogously to the bounds for u. -

Now, let u = Z C(t)W¥(z) be the expression of u, the solution of (), in
k=1

terms of the eigenfunctions of the Stokes problem. Let v" := Z Cro(t)WF(z)
k=1

be its n-th partial sum, and let €" := u — v" and ¥" := u" — v". We begin
by bounding e".
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LEMMA 4.6 The term e" satisfies

" C
VeI < o (32)
n+1
" C
" AP < 17 3
n+1
for allt > 0.
Proof: We have, using (23),
Ve (. t)lI> = IV Z Crt)w"()[I* < —||PA Z Cr(t)w" ()|
k=n+1 k=n+1
C C
< Zpaucyp <L (34)
)\n-i-l )\n-i-l
Moreover
le" (.ol = | Z Cr(Ow ()II* < —||V Z Cr(t)w" ()|
k=n+1 k=n+1
C
ve'(-,t)]? < . 35
< S IVeC O < (35)
Now, we study ".
A
LEMMA 4.7 If for some constant A > 0 the inequality |[V"(t)|* < ;y
n+1
holds on an interval [0,t*], then there exists C' > 0 such that
. C(t—t
[mtenirar < v o -+ SG
Ct—t
[ipawrcnipar < vt -+ S e
n+

for all tg,t satisfying 0 < tqg <t < tx.
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Proof: The function 1" satisfies

("0, ") + (V" V") = (e}, ¢") — (5" - Vu, ") — (p'u- Vo', ¢")
— (P VY G + (" Ve, @) + (g Vi, @)
+ (oM Ve, ") + (e - UV, §7)
+((p— ") (W +u- Vu—£), 9", (38)

for all ¢" of the form ¢"(z) = zn:dkwk(:)s). Now, taking ¢" = 24} in
equation (BY), one gets =
AV + GV < IVt + C, [ 1ol
0 [ {17Vl + e O [ T Ve do
+ C’/Q 10" {le" - V4" |* + [u- Ve'|* + |e" - VV"[*} du
0, [ 1" = o) e Va0 4o 7 (39)
where v > 0 is to be chosen later. Taking ¢" = —PA%" in (BY), one gets
IPA"? < 31PAYIP +C [ | Plep s+ C [ 1o Pl s
O [P {l - Vul a9 VO [ Ve ds
+6f|p"|2{|e"-vw"|2+|u-Ve"|2+|e"-vV"|2}dx

+5f|<p"—p)(ut+u-Vu—f>|2dx,
Q

where the constant C' > 0 is fixed, once and for all. Multiplying the last
1
inequality by d = @, and adding the resulting equation to inequality (B9),
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one gets

3||fw?||2+invwnhﬁnpwn?< 26C, +1) [ |eifPda
#(C8+5) [ {197Vl + - V7P + 97 VP [ Vel da
+(CB+E /{|e V" + Ju-Ve'|* + |- Vv [} do

- p— . — 2
+(Cy+ 35) /Q|p p)(u+ u - Vu— ) o + 7

Since ||\/p}||* > al|v}||®, we choose v = % and get

a n d n

©Ivar I + v + —HPAw I? < 260, +1>/Q\et\d:c
<0/3+5 /{|¢"~Vu\2+|u~w 24 [ V" 4 " Vel |2} da
Cﬁ+ {|e Vv,[)"|2+|u-Ve"|2—|—|e"-Vv"|2}dx

(cﬁ% /Q\ 7 — p) (W + u - Vu — £)[2de.

Note that the choice of v determines the constant C., as well. We also have

/Qldf"-V@/)"Ide < "2l (7 < ClPAY |2 [ Vo3 < el PAG"|*+3(e)[|Ve" | ",

2
for all ¢ > 0. Now, choosing 0 < ¢ < ————— and denoting by C all

4CP2(2C + 1)
constants appearing in the inequality, we have
n d n n n n n n n
[P+ Z IV P+ IPAYE < C{llef” + 19" - Val® + [lu- V" * + [l - Ve
+le™ - Vip"|* + [[u- Ve [P + [le” - Vv
HIV [+ (0" = p) (e +u- Va =} (40)
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Moreover, using Lemma E.6 and Lemma B3, we bound

/ lep (o m)lPdr < / IV (7)1,
n+

[" - Vul? < [lg"| 7] Vull7. < A ,
n+1
. C
lu-Vy"[? < lullf- V" < A
n+1
n n n n C
[p™ - Ve|? < [lg"][7allVer|7s < T
n+1
n n n C
le - Vo |* < ez lIVe" I < 5
n+1
n n C
[u- Ve[| < lulli=|[Ve"|* < T
n+1
n n n n C
le - Vv P < e Ll VYL < 5—
n+1

(0" = p)(ue +u-Vu—H> < (0" = )l ll(w +u-Vu - < C.

Integrating inequality (@) from ¢ to ¢ and using the estimates above, one
gets

C(t —to)

)\n-i-l

[ ()| + / |PAY (1) |Pdr < [IV" (e to)| + Ot — fo) +

We now prove that a suitable bound for ||V4"(-,t)|| implies in a bound for
[PAY" (-, )]

LEMMA 4.8 If for some constant A > 0 the inequality |[Vp" (-, 1)* <

n+1
holds on an interval [0,t*], then there exists C' > 0, independent of n, such

that
IPAY" (-, )| < C, (41)

for allt € [0,t"].
Proof: Since ¢" = u" — v" and sup |IPAV" (-, )] < sup |PAu(-,t)|| < oo,
one only needs to bound ||PAu"|. To this end, note that

A
IV |* = [Vu" — Vv < ——

)\n-i-l
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Therefore,
1
2

A2 A\ :
nvwnz( )-uwwws(—) nY;
)\n—l-l >\1

We also have, for u”, the estimates

t
/ |PAW"||?> < C 4 C(t — ty),
to

t
[ e < oo - )
to

which are analogous to the bounds (I8) and () for u, and can be proved
by analogous arguments. Therefore, by Lemma ECT],

t
supe_t/ er|lup(-, 7)||*dr < C,
0

t>0

t
supe_t/ er||PAU™ (-, 7)||2dT < C.
0

>0

Using these inequalities, one can show that
d n ~ n n n
ZIveal|” + CIVuy|® < € + CllPAR|* + Clluy |, (42)

for all t € [0,¢*]. At this point, we need to restrict the time interval, since
the constant C' depends also on sup ||[Vu"||, and we can assure this term to
>0

be bounded, uniformly with respect to n, only in the interval [0,t"].
Using inequality (#2), it follows that

oy (-, )] < C. (43)
Finally, inequality (B3] allows one to prove
[PAu"(- 1)[| < C, (44)

forall t € [0,t"]. We do not give the details of the proof, since it is completely
analogous to the proof of Lemma [ |

We now estimate, for later use, VP, (¢" — &) = VYo" — VP, £. First, note
that v" satisfies

(put> ¢)n) + (ana v¢)n) + (pu ' Vua ¢n) = (pf, ¢n)’ (45)

17



for all ¢" of the form ¢"(z) = Z dyw"(x). Subtracting equation (I) from
k=1
equation (HH), we get

(P"Pi @") + (V" V") = (p"ef, ¢") + ((p — p")(w +u- Vu —f), ¢")
+(p"u- Vu, ¢") + (p"u" - Vu", ¢").  (46)

On the other hand, taking the inner product of the fist equation in () with
¢" and integrating by parts, one gets

((p = p")(w +u-Vu—f), ¢"

Subtracting equation (E1) from equation (@), we have

(p"0:,0") +(VO, V") = ((p—p")(w+u-Vu—1),¢")+ ((p—p")&, ")
+ (p"el, ") + (p"u - Vu, ¢") — (p"u” - Vu", ¢")

where 0 := ¢" — £. Now, since P,0 = P,(¢" — €) = 9" — P,&, one has

(p"u- V", ¢") = (p"u-VFE0,¢")+ (p"u- VEE, ¢"),
(p"¢" - Vu,¢") = (p"Fr0-Vu,¢") + (p"F - Vu, ¢"),
(p"Y" - V", @") = (p"P" - VE.0,8") + (p"¢" - VPE, ¢").

Therefore,

(pnu . vu7 ¢n) _ <pnun . vun7 ¢n) — (pn,l/)n . ven’ d)n) + (pnen . V,lbn’ d)n)
+ (p"u-Ve", @") + (p"e" - Vv", @") — (p"u- VE,0,9") — (p"u- VP§, ¢")
— (p"Fn0 - Vu, @") = (p" P& - Vu, @") — (p"p" - VP,0,¢") — (p"¢" - VE.£, ¢").

Moreover, since £ = P,£+Q,&, one can show, after some computations, that

(p"u-Vu, ¢") — (p"u” - Vu", ¢") + (pu- V&, ") + (0§ - Vu, ¢") + (p§ - VE, ¢") =
(p"p" - Ve, ") + (p"e" - Vp", ¢") + (p"u - Ve, ¢") + (p"e” - Vv", ¢")

— (p"u-VE,0,9") = (p"P.0 - Vu,¢") + (0 — p")u- VP& ¢") + (0 — p") Pr§ - Vu, ¢")
+ (pu-VQn€, ") + (pQn§ - Vu, @") — (p"¢" - VP,.0,¢") — (0" F,0 - VP.£, ¢")
+(p"Pag - VQn€, @") + (0" Qn€ - VP.E, @") + (0" Qn€ - V&, @) + ((p — p")€ - VE, 9").

)-(47)

18



Applying this identity to (@), and taking ¢" = P, 0;, one obtains
2, 1d 2

IO + 55 1P V6 = (19)
((ﬁ_ pn)(ut +u-Vu—f+ ét +u- VPn£ + Pn£ -Vu + £ ' v£)7 Pn0t> - (pn0t7 Qnﬁt)
(g}, PaB)) + (o - Ve, Po0,) + (o™ - V5", P,0,) + (p"u - Ve", P,6))

+ (p"e" - VVv", P,0,) — (p"u-VP,0,P,0,) —(p"P,0-Vu, P,0,)

+ (pu-VQ,&, P.0,) + (pQ,.& - Vu, P60, — (p"yv" -VP,0,P,0,) — (p"P,0-VF,E, P,0,)
+ p"PnE ’ in€> Pnet) + (P"an ) VPNS, Pnet) + (P"an ) in€> Pnet)'

We now estimate each term on the right hand side of previous identity. Given
e > 0, we bound

o~ o~ o~

Cle

(010.Q.6) < clo® + e
)\n-i-l
Cle

rer 00| < el + S v
n+1

(" Ve o) < o+ T |pa

(e v PO < o+ T pay
n+
(ou-Ver, 0| < elo] + D,
)\n-i-l
(e - TV P8 < oy +
)\n-i-l

("u- VR0 E0)| < €0+ C(O VPO

(0"P0- V0. P0) < 0+ CIVPO
. Cle

(o V@6 200 < o+ T pagl
n+
N Cle

(.6 Vu. P00 < o+ S pagl,
n+

(4" VR0 0| < el0]* + Lo P PV 20
("P.0-VPE PO < 0+ O PAEPIVROI,

Cle

(7.6 VQ.E P00 < o+ T |Pag]
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C
(Que - VPERB < dlorl+ D pag),

n+1

(7QuE - VQuE P00 < o+ 1 pag]

It remains to estimate |(7wg", P,0;)|, where m := p — p™ and
g =wt+u-Vu—f+& +u-VPE+ P.E-Vu+ - VE We begin by
estimating g".

LEMMA 4.9 For allp, 2 < p <6, the bound
Ig" ()12, < C+CIPAEC | + C|IPAEC B!
+ OVl )| + CIIVE, (- 1) (50)

holds for all t > 0.

Proof: Since 2 < p <6, we have

lg" . 0l7, < C {07 + la- Val, OlF + [£6, 017 + 1€, D117,

+w- VPEC I + 1P - Val )17 + 1€ - VEC, |7, }
C{IVw (-, )7 + [ PAu(-, )| + [ VEC, )| + V&, 1))

+ | PA|?|| PAE|? + || PAE|*}
< C+C|PAEC P + CIIPAEC DI + C|[Vu (-, )P + CIVE,(, 1) m

IN

LEMMA 4.10 If 6 < py < oo, then the bound

t
()7 < CIIW(-,to)II%HrC(t—to)/ IVP,0(-, 7)|[dr
to

+ (t—to)* +

>\n+1

© (-1 / |PAE( )| Pdr (51)

)\n—l-l

holds for allt > 0 and allr, 2 <r < Opo
6 + po

1s valid for allt >0 and all r, 2 <r <6.

. If pg = 00, then the bound (1))
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Proof: First note that
m+u"-Vr=(u"—-1u)-Vp.
Since U = u + £, we write the equation above as
m+u"-Vr=(P,0—Q,§—¢e") Vp. (52)

Let r belonging to the suitable interval depending on the value of py. Multiply
equation (B2) by |7|"~! and integrate to get

1d _
—— 7Ol < /(Pn9 — Q€ —e") - Vpln|"lda
Tdt Q

</ﬂ (P8 = Q& —e) - Vﬁrdxy (/Q |7T‘rdx) '

< (P8 — Qu€ — ") - Vil Imllz

IA

Therefore,

7Ol < (P8 — Qu€ —e") - Vpllor < ([P0 — Qn€ — €| o[ VD[ Lro,

1
where p is chosen as — = — — — if 6 < py < 00, and as p = r if pg = co. Note
p T Do

2
that in the case 6 < pg < 00, this choice of p implies 2 < Po

<p<6. In
Po —
the case py = 00, we have 2 < p < 6. In both cases, p € [2,6] and we bound

d n
TGl = C(IVPO| + [VQuE]l + [[Ve™])

C C

_|_
()‘n-i-l) ()‘n-i-l)

< C <HVPn0H + IIPA€H> ,

N
[NIE
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where, for the last inequality, we used Lemma 1 and inequality (B2). Inte-
grating this inequality from ¢, to t,

0l < €ttt + ([ 1906 7lar ) +< [+ >%d7>
t 1 2
+ ( Lo ||PA£<-,T>||dT>

t
1
< C{HW('JO)H%T- (- t0) / VPO s + 5t~ o)
n+
+ (t —to) / |PAE(-, T)]| dT}
An+1
which is the desired bound. ]
Getting back to inequality [#9), we have
C(e C(e C(e
o+ 3 5 1Pvel < 1o + S Lve P+ DL yvul + T jpage?
Cle) C(e "
+ 99 99 pagr + Y9y pagy 1 o) o g2
An+1 An+1 A"+

C(OIVPBI*{1 + || PAY"||* + [ PAE]*,

where, in the case 6 < py < o0, the inequality above holds for each r €
1 1 1

3, Opo , with p € 3P0 ,6] chosen such that — —i— — = —. In the case
6+ Po 3 — Po p 2

1 1 1

po = 00, it holds for all r € [3, 6], with p € [3, 6] chosen such that — 4+ - = 5

r.p
1

1
Now fix € = Ele—3) Integrating the inequality from ¢, to ¢, and using

Lemma 3, Lemma 4], Lemma B and inequality (B1), we get

C
IVP.0(-,1)|* + /H& |dT<I|VP9(to)||2+A (t —to) + /HVQ )||*dr
n+1 n+1

n+1

t
/ IV (-, )dr|? + C / In (D2 g 7) Bdr + C / IVE6(7)|Pdr. (53)
to to to
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Adding inequalities (Bl) and (B3)), we have

t
VP00 + Il + [ 104 7)1dr < [VROCE +Clrt o)l (59)
to
C C c [ c [
bt to) 3=t 5 — [ V&GP s — [ [T
An+1 An+1 An+1 to An+1 to

t t t
+C [ n I g Pdr +.C [ IVRSCDIPdr +Ct —t0) [ VRS 7|dr
to to to
Fixing t > tg, and using Lemma and Lemma FL3 we conclude that

t
VPO )| + |7 (-, )] +/ 16:(-, 7)||*d7 < [[VP.0(-, to)|]?
to

C C
+ Clim(sto)lz + 53—+

C
t—t,)? 55
>\n+1 >\n+1 ( 0) ( )

An+1

t t
+C/Hﬂﬂﬂ%k%ﬁm%h+0/ﬂ+@—mMW&WﬂW%ﬂ
to to

(t —to) +

t
for all t € [tg,t]. Let A(t) := ||[VEP.0(-,t)|]* + ||7(-,1)||5~ —i—/ 10:(-, 7)||*dT.
1
Therefore, inequality (BH) gives ’
C
_'_

An+1 An+1

C
t—tg)?
An+1( 0>

A(t) < CA(to) + (t—to) +

+0/{Lu—m+wymﬂMAMﬂm.

to

Applying a corollary of Gronwall’s Lemma(see [I], page 90, corollary 6.2),
we conclude

Alt) < <CA(t0)+ ¢ + ¢ (t—to) + ¢ (t—t0)2) exp{c/t(1+f—to+||g“(~,r)||ip)dr}

An+1 An+1 An+1 to

We summarize the results in the following lemma.

LEMMA 4.11 Letty > 0 and & as in problem (1), and the functions 7, 6, g"
defined as before. If 6 < py < oo then, for all t € [to,t], one has

t
VPO, )| + |7 (-, £)][7- +/ 16(-, 7)||*dr (56)
to

1 1 1 ' a(r)dr
<C <HVPn9('ato)H2 +r( o)l + — + Tt —to) + —(t - t0)2> e o 7,
An+1 An+1 A"+1
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1 1 1
for all r € [3’ ﬂ], and p € [ 3P0 ,6] chosen such that — + — = —,
6 + po 3 — Do T p 2

where a(t) == 1+t —to+ ||g"(-,1)||5». If po = oo, then the bound holds for

1 1
all r € [3,6] and p € [3,6] such that — + — = —.
r o p 2

We also note that from inequality (B0), the bounds [B0), (B1l), and Lemma
EEA one can estimate

/t a(r)dr < C + C(t — to) + C(f — to)(t — to).

Therefore,
t -~ -~ -~ —
exp {/ CL(T)dT} < exp {C’ +C(t—to) +C(t —to)(t — to)} : (57)
to
From now on, we fix the constants C' and C appearing in inequalities (Bf))

and (B1). We claim:

CLAM 4.1 There exists K > 0 and N € N such that if n > N, then
K
" (-, )| < 3 for all t > 0.

n+1

Note that this is the type of inequality required in Lemma E] and Lemma
1
To prove Claim BTl choose T such that M3 (F(T))* < 1 Let K :=

8C(1+T +T?) exp{C +CT +CT?} and let N to be large enough such that

< ¢ if n > N. Under these conditions, we have
n—+1

K

)\n—l-l

IV (DI < — (58)

for all t > 0. Indeed, suppose that inequality (B8]) does not hold. Thus, there
exist n > N and t* > 0 such that

K

)\n-i-l

V4" (-, 1) = (59)
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Suppose that t* < T. Consider to = 0, € =0, 7 =0, t = t*. In this case,
|IVP,0| = ||V¥"|. Therefore, using Lemma ELTT], we have

t C C C S i, S
IV G+ e ) + [ ||¢?<-,r>r|2dfs( + Sy Tz) (HCTHOT?,
0 )\n—i-l )\n—i-l )\n-i-l
K K

= < ,
8>\n+1 )\n+1

which contradicts (B9). Now, suppose that ¢* > T. In this case, applying
Lemma LTI with ¢ = t*, to = t* — T and &(x,t), n(x,t) satisfying

Eote) = ¥"(ato)
U(I,to) = pn(:l:',to)—p(l’,to),
we get
IV () = TREC )+l 1) = 08 0l ) s
b [ sl < (34 T e ) erereer -
t T A

n+1 )\n—i-l )\n—i-l

Therefore,

IV ()P < 2(IVY" (1) = VPEC )P + [VP.E( 1)]?)

K
< 2 —+ M| VE(- to)|PF(T)?
8)‘n+1
( K K ) 3 K K
< 2 + = <

8)\n+1 4)‘n-l-l B 1 >\n+1 >\n+1

which again contradicts (B9). This proves the Claim.
Now, using the estimates (B2) and (B8), we bound

C

IVt 6) = Va'(, )" < 2(IVe" (DI + Ve (5 D1) < ¢ »

,  (60)

which is the first estimate in Theorem Bl In order to prove the bound ([I4)
for the density, note first that

pr+u-Vp=0 (61)
pr4u” - Vot = 0. (62)
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Subtracting equation (62) from equation (E1l), we get

(p=p")e+u"-V(p—p")=(u"—u) Vp (63)
2
Now, if 6 < pg < o0, let r € [2, Opo } Choose p € [ Po ,6} such that
6 + po Po — 2

1 1 1

~ = — 4+ —. Multiplying equation (G3) by |p — p"|"~' and integrating over
r P Do

(), we obtain

T
rat'? Pl

/Q o= "7 (u" — ) - Vpda

lp = "Iz (0™ = w) - Vpl|2r

<
< o= 2"l 1Vpllzeo 0™ —u s,

If po = 00, the bounds above hold for all r € [2,6] and p = r. Thus,

d (0 n n
PG t) =P ()l < Cllu" (1) —u( 1) < O Vat(8) = Vu(, 1))
(64)
Integrating inequality (G4]) from 0 to ¢ and using (G), one gets
C

()‘n-i-l)
since p"(x,0) = po(x). This finishes the proof of Theorem Bl

¢ n
i+ [lp(-0) = p" (-, 0)llr =

lpCt) = p" (5 )l < 3

t, (65)

[NIES

A  Proof of Lemma 4.1

Suppose h(t) integrable, nonnegative and satisfying, for all ¢, ¢, with 0 <
tO S t7

t
/ h(r)dr < ay(t —to) + an, (66)
to

where the constants a; and a, are nonnegative. We first consider the case
0 <t < 1. In this case,

t t 1
e_t/ e h(T)dr S/ h(r)dr S/ h(7T)dT < ay + as.

to to 0
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Now, if £ > 1, let n € N and r € [0, 1) such that t = n + r. Then,

/Ot e"h(r)dr = /n+T e"h(r)dr = Zn: /j eTh(r)dr + /:M ¢ h(r)dr

j=1J-1

h Ydr + et
h )dr + e

n
< Zeﬂ

Inequality (B8]) implies

VAN
\\Q

/:H h(7)dTt
/nn+1 h(T)dr.

J
/ h(r)dr <ay+ay , j=1,...,n+1.
j—1

Therefore,
t n4+r n+l ) J
e‘t/ e"h(r)dr = e‘”_r/ e"h(r)dr =e " Z e’ / h(T)dT
0 0 = Jim
. en+2 —e
< (a1 +ag)e "TZe’ (a1 + az)e™ —~—1
62—r e—n r+1 2
= (a1 +a) 3 < (a1 + az) T
Therefore,
t o2
sup e_t/ e"h(r)dr < (a1 + as) < 00. u
t>0 0 € —
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