arXiv:2109.08764v3 [math.AP] 30 Jul 2022

GLOBAL REGULARITY OF 2D NAVIER-STOKES FREE BOUNDARY WITH SMALL VISCOSITY CONTRAST

FRANCISCO GANCEDO^: AND EDUARDO GARCÍA-JUÁREZ^;

Abstract. This paper studies the dynamics of two incompressible immiscible fluids in 2D modeled by the inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes equations. We prove that if initially the viscosity contrast is small then there is global-in-time regularity. This result has been proved recently in [33] for H^{5{2} Sobolev regularity of the interface. Here we provide a new approach which allows to obtain preservation of the natural C^{1`γ} Hölder regularity of the interface for all 0 ă γ ă 1. Our proof is direct and allows for low Sobolev regularity of the initial velocity without any extra technicality. It uses new quantitative harmonic analysis bounds for C^γ norms of even singular integral operators on characteristic functions of C^{1`γ} domains [21].

1. Introduction In this paper we consider incompressible flows in the whole space R^2 , (1.1) ∇ ¨ u “ 0, of inhomogeneous fluids (1.2) B_tρ ` u ¨ ∇ρ “ 0, driven by Navier-Stokes equations (1.3) ρD_tu “ ∇ ¨ pμD u ´ I_2P q .

Above u, ρ, μ and P are the velocity field, the density, viscosity and pressure of the fluids. The operator D_t is the total derivative D_tu “ B_tu ` u ¨ ∇u, the tensor D u denotes the symmetric part of the gradient D u “ ∇u ` ∇u^˚, D_{ij} u “ B_iu_j ` B_j u_i, and I_2 is the identity matrix in R^2 . The viscosity depends smoothly on the density, μ “ μ̃pρq with μ̃ smooth, so that in particular it is also preserved along trajectories (1.4) B_tμ ` u ¨ ∇μ “ 0.

We deal with a moving fluid occupying a bounded domain Dptq Ă R^2 and a second fluid occupying the complement of it Dptq^c “ R^2 ∖ Dptq. They evolve with the velocity field through

:Departamento de Análisis Matemático & IMUS, Universidad de Sevilla, C/ Tarfia s/n, Campus Reina Mercedes, 41012 Sevilla, Spain. fgancedo@us.es ;Departament de Matemàtiques i Informàtica, Universitat de Barcelona, Gran Via de les Corts Catalanes, 585 08007, Barcelona, Spain. egarciajuarez@ub.edu 1

the particle trajectories

(1.5) $ & % dX dt py, tq “ upXpy, tq, tq, Xpy, 0q “ y. The fluids are immiscible, having different characteristics, principally different densities and viscosities, so that (1.6) pu, ρ, μ, P qpx, tq “ " pu^{in}, ρ^{in}, μ^{in}, P^{in}qpx, tq, x P Dptq, pu^{out}, ρ^{out}, μ^{out}, P^{out}qpx, tq, x P Dptq^c “ R^2 ∖ Dptq. A main interest is the dynamics and the regularity of the common boundary between the fluids BDptq. The system is assumed to have initial finite kinetic energy ż R^2

ρpx, 0q|upx, 0q|^2dx ă 8,

providing the physically relevant scenario. The classical free boundary physical conditions without capillarity [16]

(1.7) rruss “ 0 on BDptq,

(1.8) rrμD u ´ I_2P ssn “ 0 on BDptq,

are recovered by considering the equations (1.1)-(1.4) in a weak sense, together with the regularity obtained for the solution [20].

1.1. Previous Results. Free boundary Navier-Stokes problems have a long history in mathematical science. The one-fluid case (vacuum-fluid interaction where μ^{out} “ 0 “ ρ^{out}) was first considered, where global-in-time existence with gravity for near planar initial data was proved. Recently, low regularity results for inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes equations in the whole space have given new approaches for the two-fluid case (fluid-fluid interaction). They consider μ ą 0, giving global regularity for different scenarios. We describe first the classical vacuum-fluid case and later the fluid-fluid interaction.

The first study of the free boundary Navier-Stokes equations goes back to [37] where fluidvacuum interaction was studied for closed contours with no gravity (g “ 0) using Hölder spaces with the appropriate parabolic scale [38, 39]. Local well-posedness in Sobolev spaces was given next for the horizontally-flat geometry where the fluid lies essentially on top of a fixed bottom with non-slip boundary condition and below vacuum [3]. See [1] for similar results in L^p Sobolev spaces.

The long time behavior of solutions was studied in [3], giving existence up to time T depending on the size of the initial, near horizontally flat, data. The first global-in-time existence result for small initial data was given for the surface tension case [2]. This result was extended to the case without surface tension [40, 41]. After those results, sharp decay rates of the solution were given in the case of surface tension for asymptotically-flat [4] and horizontally-periodic geometries [32]. More recently, the results were extended with different approaches without the help of surface tension for both geometries [23, 22]. See the recent paper [14] where global well-posedness is shown for this free boundary value problem with the initial domain the half-space and the initial velocity small with respect to a scaling invariant norm. Contrarily, large size initial data produces finite-time singularities. Navier-Stokes free boundary blows-up in finite time for the 2D vacuum-fluid interaction case [7]. The result considers closed contours producing splash singularities (particle collision on the evolving boundary) in finite time. See [9] for the extension of the blow-up to the 3D case.

The techniques in [37] were extended to the case of two fluids to study the global-in-time well-posedness of the problems for small initial velocity [15]. See [35] where the low regularity case is considered. In [42], decay estimates are obtained for the the internal waves case with gravity.

A different approach to study the interface evolution between immiscible fluids is to use inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes for low regular solutions. Parabolicity can be exploited to gain enough regularity for the velocity in the two-fluid case even when the functions defining the fluid properties are given as in (1.6) . The approaches with no viscosity jump (μ “ 1) are explained first. In two dimensions, there is global regularity for the system (1.1-1.2-1.3) for general smooth positive initial density [27]. In the three dimensional case, global regularity for large initial data is open as it contains Navier-Stokes as a particular case [18]. If 0 ď ρpx, 0q P L^8 is allowed and a ρpx, 0qupx, 0q P L^2pR^d q, d “ 2, 3, there exist global in time weak solutions satisfying ż ρpx, tq|upx, tq|^2dx ` 2 ż_t 0 ż |∇upx, sq|^2dxds ď ż ρpx, 0q|upx, 0q|^2dx, with ρ P L^8pp0, T q ^ R^d q, ρu P L^8p0, T ; L^2pR^d qq and u P L^2p0, T ; 9H^1pR^d qq [36]. Along the paper, we will use the convention that spaces with a dot denote their homogeneous counterpart. Considering fluids of different constant densities, domains evolving by the fluid velocity were proved to preserve its volume [31]. On the other hand, the propagation of regularity for the free boundary BDptq was proposed as a challenging open question in the same book (1996 P.L. Lions’ density patch problem).

Recently, global regularity results in 2D, and with smallness assumptions in 3D, have been obtained for low regular positive density and constant viscosity. Global well-posedness was shown for initial discontinuous densities with sufficiently small jumps and small initial velocities [11, 12]. The case of more regular velocity was considered in [25]. Finally, in [34] the smallness conditions of the density jump were removed. After the results above, global-in-time regularity for fluids of different densities (density patch problem) has been studied. Persistence of C^{2`γ} regularity of the free boundary results was shown in 2D for 0 ă γ ă 1, using paradifferential calculus and striated regularity techniques. The works consider positive densities with small jump first [29] and later without smallness assumption [30]. Using the approach in [11], propagation of C^{1`γ} regularity was given for small density jump and small initial velocity [13]. The size restriction was removed in [20], providing global in time regularity for C^{1`γ} 2D contours. This approach does not use paradifferential calculus but bootstrapping arguments, getting propagation of regularity from weak solutions to C^{1`γ} . It uses an elliptic approach inspired by previous results obtained for 2D Boussinesq temperature fronts [19]. See [28] for the 3D extension with high regularity and smallness in velocity and density jump. In the bounded or periodic case, a new approach has been used to allow the case of possibly vanishing density, with no restriction on the jump size, no gravity and constant viscosity [10]. In this density zero scenario, the interface evolution would be driven by a Stokes–Navier-Stokes interaction, dealing with a linear Stokes flow for one of the fluids.

For the more singular case of variable viscosity, with density merely bounded, under the additional assumptions that u_0 P H^1pT^2q and sufficiently small viscosity variation in L^8, the weak solutions constructed in [31] satisfy that u P L^8p0, T ; H^1q, ? ρu_t P L^2p0, T ; L^2q, ρ, μ P L^8p0, T ; L^8q for all T ą 0 [17]. However, uniqueness and regularity of these solutions was not known, unless the initial density and viscosity satisfy certain smoothness (at least slightly more than continuity, see [6] and the references therein). Recently, [33] global-in-time regularity for positive density and small viscosity jump is obtained in R^2 under the additional assumption of certain striated regularity for the initial viscosity. In particular, they showed global-in-time propagation of the H^{5{2} regularity of the moving interface for the density and viscosity patch problem. The strategy of the proof uses paradifferential calculus together with striated regularity estimates. The approach is in the spirit of the global regularity result for the 2D vortex patch problem shown in [8].

Main Result. In this paper, we prove global-in-time well-posedness for the two-dimensional density and viscosity patch problem. We study the evolution of two fluids with different densities and viscosities evolving according to inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes (1.1)-(1.4). The initial density and viscosity functions are bounded from below and from above as follows:

0 ă ρ^m ď ρ_0pxq ď ρ^M , 0 ă μ^m ď μ_0pxq ď μ^M .

The initial interface between the fluids is assumed to be a closed C^{1`γ} regular curve in the plane. Specifically, we prove the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let D_0 Ă R^2 be a bounded domain whose boundary BD_0 is non self-intersecting and of class C^{1`γ} , 0 ă γ ă 1. Let ρ^{in}_0 P C^γ pD_0q, ρ^{out}_0 P C^γ pR^2 zD_0q, with ρ^{out}_0 ´ ρ^8, where ρ^8 P R_` , and μ “ μ̃pρq with μ̃ smooth. Let the initial density be given by

ρ_0pxq “ ρ^{in}_0 pxq1_{D0} pxq ` ρ^{out}_0 pxq1_Dc_0 pxq ą 0,

where 1_{D0} is the characteristic function of D_0, and let u_0 P L^r XH^{γ`ε}, 0 ă ε ă mintγ, 1´γu ă 1, 1 ă r ă mint^2_{2´γ`ε} ,^2_{1`γ} u be a divergence-free vector field. Then, there exists δ ą 0 such that if

(1.9) › ›1 ´ μ^0 μ̄ › ›_{L8} ď δ, with μ “ μ^m ` μ^M 2 , there exists a unique global solution pu, ρ, μq of (1.1)-(1.4) with upx, 0q “ u_0pxq, ρpx, 0q “ ρ_0pxq and μpx, 0q “ μ_0pxq such that

u P CpR_` ; H^{γ`ε}q X L^1pR_` ; W^{1,8}q X L^1pR_` ; C^{1`γ} pDptqq Y C^{1`γ} pR^2 zDptqqq,

BD P CpR_` ; C^{1`γ} q, where Dptq “ XpD_0, tq, with X the particle trajectories (1.5) associated to the velocity field and ρpx, tq “ ρ^{in}px, tq1_{Dptq}pxq ` ρ^{out}px, tq1_{Dptq}c pxq, ρpXpy, tq, tq “ ρ_0pyq. Moreover, for any t ě 0, } ? ρu}^2_L2 ptq` ż_t 0 } ? μ D u}^2_L2 dτ ď } ? ρ_0u_0}^2_L2 ,

t^{1´γ´ε}}∇u}^2_L2` ż_t 0 τ^{1´γ´ε}} ? ρD_tu}^2_L2 ď Cp} ? ρ_0u_0}_L2 , μ^m, a^M , δq}u_0}^2_{9Hγ`ε} ,

t^{2´γ´ε}}D_tu}^2_L2` ż_t 0 τ^{2´γ´ε}}∇D_tu}^2_L2 ď Cp} ? ρ_0u_0}_L2 , a^m, a^M , δq}u_0}^2_{9Hγ`ε} ,

and ż_t 0 }∇u}_L8 dτ` ż_t 0 }∇u}_{9Cγ pDptqqY 9Cγ pR2zDptqq}dτ ď C, with C “ Cpa^m, }a_0}_Cγ_{pD0qXC}γ_{pR}2_{zD0 q}, }a^{out} ´ a^8}_L2 , δ, }u_0}_Lr , }u_0}_Hγ`ε q, and a ” ρ, μ.

Given that μ “ μ̃pρq, along the paper we will use the notation μ^{in} “ μ̃pρ^{in}q, μ^{out} “ μ̃pρ^{out}q, μ^8 “ μ̃pρ^8q, and we will have that μpXpy, tq, tq “ μ_0pyq “ μ̃pρ_0pyqq, and therefore μpx, tq “ μ^{in}px, tq1_{Dptq}pxq ` μ^{out}px, tq1_{Dptq}c pxq. The first part of the proof consists in getting a priori estimates which are sharp in Sobolev regularity for the initial velocity to propagate C^{1`γ} regularity. This is achieved by introducing time weights and interpolation. Then, a key step in the proof will be to obtain the L^1-in-time Lipschitz-in-space estimate for the velocity. This is difficult as the gradient of the velocity is given implicitly by a higher-order Riesz transform applied to a discontinuous function on the moving interface. I.e., this function depends itself on the gradient of the velocity multiplied by the viscosity jump scalar (2.34). We will overcome this difficulty by propagating further regularity on each domain separately. As part of the argument, we will use the following new quantitative estimate. Consider higher-order Riesz transform operators of even order 2l, l ě 1, given by

(1.10) Rpfqpxq “ lim_{εÑ0} ż |x´y|ąε Kpx ´ yqfpyqdy, where

(1.11) Kpxq “

P_{2l}pxq |x|^{n`2l} , and P_{2l}pxq is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 2l in R^2 . Then we have the following result.

Theorem 1.2 ([21]). Assume D Ă R^2 is a bounded domain of class C^{1`γ} , 0 ă γ ă 1. Then, the Calderón-Zygmund operator (1.10) with kernel (1.11) applied to the characteristic function of D, 1_D, defines a piecewise C^γ function, Rp1_Dq P C^γ pDq Y C^γ pR^2 zDq.

Moreover, it satisfies the bound }Rp1_Dq}_{9C}γ_{pDqY 9C}γ_{pR}2_{zDq} ď CPp}D}_˚ `}D}_{Lip}q}D}_{9C}1`γ .

Above, } ¨ }_˚ measures the arc-chord condition of the boundary of the domain, } ¨ }_{Lip} is the Lipschitz norm, } ¨ }_{9C}1`γ is the homogeneous Hölder norm and P is a polynomial function. If we denote ypαq, α P r0, 2πq “ T, the parametrization of the boundary BD, these quantities are defined as follows

}D}_˚ :“ sup_{α‰β} |α ´ β| |ypαq ´ ypβq| , }D}_{Lip} :“ sup_{α‰β} |ypαq ´ ypβq| |α ´ β| , }D}_{9C}1`σ :“ sup_{α‰β}

|y^1pαq ´ y^1pβq| |α ´ β|^σ . Remark 1.3. By the boundary condition (1.8), one cannot expect to obtain globally-in-space further regularity than ∇u P L^8pR^2 q. Indeed, if we denote by τ and n the tangent and normal vectors to the boundary, we have that

rrμD_{ij} u ´ P δ_{ij} ssn_j “ 0 ñ # rrμ n ¨ D u ¨ nss “ rrP ss, rrμ τ ¨ D u ¨ nss “ 0,

thus, if ∇u were continuous, then we would obtain rrμss “ 0.

Outline of the paper: The rest of the paper is structured as follows. The proof of the main Theorem 1.1 is divided into existence and uniqueness. For the existence, we proceed to obtain the necessary a priori estimates. We separate the process into six steps, bootstrapping the regularity obtained from one to the next. Steps 1-3 consist in energy estimates with time weights, which allow to obtain high regularity for the velocity despite the low regularity of the density, viscosity, and initial velocity. Step 4 bounds the crucial L^1-in-time Lipschitz regularity of the velocity in terms of the higher Hölder regularity on each side, which is studied in Step 5. The previous steps are combined with quantitative estimates of even singular integral operators acting on C^{1`γ} domains in Step 6. This concludes the proof of existence. Next, the uniqueness of solutions is shown. The proof is done in Lagrangian variables, due to the discontinuity jumps of the density and viscosity across the fluid interface.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

2.1. Existence: The proof of existence follows a standard mollifier and compactness argument (see e.g. [10], [33]). Once the initial data is smoothed out, we show the a priori estimates for the corresponding unique smooth solution. The L^1-in-time Lipschitz-in-space estimate for the velocity implies that the solution exists globally in time. The fact that all these estimates will be uniform in the mollifying parameter gives the necessary compactness to pass to the limit. We proceed to obtain the a priori estimates.

Step 1: ? ρu P L^8p0, T ; L^2q, ? μ D u P L^2p0, T ; L^2q

We first obtain the L^2 energy balance 1 2 d dt ż R^2

ρ|u|^2dx “´ ż R^2

μB_j u_i pB_j u_i `B_iu_j q dx “´2 ż R^2 μ ´ pB_1u_1q^2 `pB_2u_2q^2` 1 2 pB_1u_2 `B_2u_1q^2 ¯ dx “´ 1 2 } ? μ D u}_L2 , which after integration in time reads as follows

(2.1) } ? ρu}^2_L2 ptq` ż_t 0 } ? μ D u}^2_L2 pτqdτ ď } ? ρ_0u_0}^2_L2 .

Step 2: t^{1´γ´ε2} ∇u P L^8p0, T ; L^2q, t^{1´γ´ε2} D_tu P L^2p0, T ; L^2q

To obtain the result with low regularity initial data, we use an interpolation argument and time-weighted energy estimates [34]. Consider the linearized problem ρpv_t ` u ¨ ∇vq “ ∇ ¨ pμD v ´ I_2P q, ρ_t “ ´u ¨ ∇ρ. It holds that

(2.2) } ? ρv}^2_L2 ptq` ż_t 0 } ? μ D v}^2_L2 pτqdτ ď } ? ρ_0v_0}^2_L2 .

Next, we take inner product of (1.3) with D_tv :“ v_t ` u ¨ ∇v and then integrate by parts to obtain that ż

R^2

ρ|D_tv|^2dx “´ ż R^2 B_j D_tv_i pμD_{ij} v ´ P δ_{ij} q dx. By the commutator rD_t, B_j s f “ ´B_j u ¨ ∇f, and the incompressibility condition, it follows that ż R^2

ρ|D_tv|^2dx “´ ż R^2

D_tB_j v_i pμD_{ij} v ´ P δ_{ij} q dx´ ż R^2

B_j u_kB_kv_i pμD_{ij} v ´ P δ_{ij} q dx “´ ż R^2 D_tB_j v_iμD_{ij} v dx´ ż R^2

B_j u_kB_kv_i pμD_{ij} v ´ P δ_{ij} q dx.

Noticing that D_tμ “ 0, we introduce a time weight t followed by integration in time, (2.3) t 2 } ? μ D v}^2_L2 ptq` ż_t 0 τ} ? ρD_tv}^2_L2 pτqdτ “ 1 2 ż_t 0 } ? μ D v}^2_L2 dτ´ ż_t 0 τ ż R^2 μB_j u_kB_kv_iD_{ij} vdxdτ ` ż_t 0 τ ż R^2 B_iu_kB_kv_iP dxdτ. We take the divergence of (1.3) to obtain the following expression for the pressure: (2.4) P “ p´Δq^{´1} ∇ ¨ pρD_tvq ´ ∇ ¨ ∇ ¨ p´Δq^{´1} pμD vq . Substituting (2.4) in (2.3) we have that

(2.5) t 2 } ? μ D v}^2_L2 ptq` ż_t 0 τ} ? ρD_tv|^2_L2 pτqdτ “ 1 2 ż_t 0 } ? μ D v}^2_L2 dτ ` I_1 ` I_2 ` I_3,

where I_1 “´ ż_t 0 τ ż R^2 μB_j u_kB_kv_iD_{ij} v dxdτ, I_2 “ ż_t 0 τ ż R^2

B_iu_kB_kv_i p´Δq^{´1} ∇ ¨ pρD_tvq dxdτ,

I_3 “´ ż_t 0 τ ż R^2

B_iu_kB_kv_i∇ ¨ ∇ ¨ p´Δq^{´1} pμD vq dxdτ.

We need estimates for the gradient of v in terms of D_tv. Notice that the following identity holds ∇ ¨ pμD vq “ μΔv ` ∇ ¨ pμD v ´ μ D vq, where μ̄ can be taken as μ̄ “ pμ^M ` μ^mq{2. Then, ∇v “ 1 μ ∇Δ^{´1}P∇ ¨ pμD vq ´ ∇Δ^{´1}P∇¨ ^´ μ μ ´ 1 ¯ D v ˙ , where P denotes the Leray projector, Pf “ f ´ ∇Δ^{´1}∇ ¨ f. Therefore, given condition (1.9), the boundedness of singular integrals in L^q, 1 ă q ă 8, gives that (2.6) }∇v}_Lp ď cpδq}∇Δ^{´1}P∇ ¨ pμD vq}_Lp , 2 ď p ď max � 2 1 ´ γ ´ ε , 2 γ ´ ε ( . Applying the Leray projector to (1.3) we find the relationship between D u and D_tu (2.7) P pρD_tvq “ P∇ ¨ pμD vq . Recalling the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality in R^2 ,

(2.8) }f}_Lp ď c}f}^{2p}_{L2} }∇f}^{1´ 2p}_{L2} , followed by (2.7), one can find from (2.6) that (2.9) }∇v}_Lp ď cpδq}μ D v}^{2p}_{L2} }∇∇Δ^{´1}PpρD_tvq}^{1´ 2p}_{L2} ď cpδq}μ D v}^{2p}_{L2} }ρD_tv}^{1´ 2p}_{L2} . In particular, (2.10) }∇v}_L4 ď cpδq}μ D v}^{1{2}_{L2} }ρD_tv}^{1{2}_{L2} . Thus, the terms I_1 and I_3 are readily bounded as follows I_1 ` I_3 ď c ż_t 0 τ}∇u}_L2 }∇v}_L4 }D v}_L4 dτ ď 1 4 ż_t 0 τ} ? ρD_tv}^2_L2 dτ ` cpδq ż_t 0 τ}∇u}^2_L2 } ? μ D v}^2_L2 dτ. Then, denoting H^1 the Hardy space, we get for I_2 (2.5) the estimate

I_2 ď c ż_t 0 τ}B_iu_kB_kv_i}_H1 } p´Δq^{´1} ∇ ¨ pρD_tvq }_{BMO} dτ.

Since for each i the term B_iu ¨ ∇v_i is the product of a divergence-free function and a curl-free one, we can apply the div-curl lemma to get }B_iu_kB_kv_i}_H1 ď C}∇u}_L2 }∇v}_L2 , which together with the embedding 9H^1 ãÑ BMO gives that I_2 ď c ż_t 0 τ}∇u}_L2 }∇v}_L2 }ρD_tv}_L2 dτ ď 1 4 ż_t 0 τ} ? ρD_tv}^2_L2 dτ ` c ż_t 0 τ}∇u}^2_L2 }D v}^2_L2 dτ.

Therefore, we have that (2.5) becomes t} ? μ D v}^2_L2 ptq` ż_t 0 τ} ? ρD_tv}^2_L2 pτqdτ ď } ? ρ_0v_0}^2_L2 ` cpμ^m, δq ż_t 0 τ} ? μ D v}^2_L2 } ? μ D u}^2_L2 dτ. Grönwall’s lemma followed by (2.1) yields the balance (2.11) t} ? μ D v}^2_L2` ż_t 0 τ} ? ρD_tv}^2_L2 ptqdτ ď cpμ^m, δ, } ? ρ_0u_0}_L2 q} ? ρ_0v_0}^2_L2 .

We can repeat the steps above without the time weight to obtain that (2.12) } ? μ D v}^2_L2` ż_t 0 } ? ρD_tv}^2_L2 pτqdτ ď cpμ^m, δ, } ? ρ_0u_0}_L2 q} ? μ_0 D v_0 }^2_L2 .

Thus, the linear operator T v_0 “ ∇v satisfies the bounds }T v_0}_L2 ď c}∇v_0}_L2 and }T v_0}_L2 ď ct^{´ 12} }v_0}_L2 , and hence we conclude that }∇u}_L2 ď cpμ^m, δ, }ρ_0u_0}_L2 qt^{´1`γ`ε2} }v_0}_{9Hγ`ε} .

Using similarly Stein’s interpolation theorem as in [34] for the terms with time integrals, we close the balance in 9H^{γ`ε}, (2.13) t^{1´γ´ε}}∇u}^2_{L2}` ż_t 0 τ^{1´γ´ε}} ? ρD_tu}^2_L2 pτqdτ ď cpμ^m, δ, } ? ρ_0u_0}_L2 q}u_0}^2_{9Hγ`ε} .

Notice that we can combine (2.11) and (2.13) to obtain

(2.14) maxtt^{1´γ´ε}, tu}∇u}^2_L2` ż_t 0 maxtτ^{1´γ´ε}, τu} ? ρD_tu}^2_L2 pτqdτ ď C. We will need further time decay. We use the following theorem:

Theorem 2.1 ([24]). For 1 ă r ă 2, and 0 ă α ă 1, let u_0 P L^r X H^α, a_0 ´ a^8 P L^2, and 0 ă a^m ă a_0 P L^8 with a ” ρ, μ. Then, under the assumption of small viscosity contrast, inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes with initial data pρ_0, μ_0, u_0q has a global weak solution and there exists a constant C_α which depends on }ρ_0 ´ ρ^8}_L2 , }u_0}_Lr , and }u_0}_Hα , such that there hold }uptq}^2_L2 ď C_αpt ` eq^{´ 2r `1}, }∇uptq}^2_L2 ď C_αpt ` eq^{´ 2r `ε}, ż_8 0 t^{1´κ}pt ` eq^{κ` 2r ´1´ε}}u_t}^2_L2 ` }P divpμD uq}^2_L2 ` }pI_2 ´ Pq divpμD uq ´ ∇P }^2_L2 dt ď C_α,

with any 0 ă ε ă 1 and 0 ă κ ă α.

Notice that by (2.9) and Young’s inequality we have that }D_tu}^2_L2 ď cp}u_t}^2_L2 ` }u}^2_L2 }∇u}^4_L2 q.

Hence by (2.13), the estimates in Theorem 2.1 above and (2.1) it is possible to get ż_t 0 maxtτ^{1´γ´ε}, τ^{2r ´ε}u}D_tu}^2_L2 pτqdτ ď C,

with C “ Cpa^m, a^M , }a_0 ´ a^8}_L2 , δ, }u_0}_Lr , }u_0}_Hγ`ε q. Thus, since 2{r ´ ε ą 1, we can improve (2.14) for large times,

(2.15) maxtt^{1´γ´ε}, t^2r^{´ε}u}∇u}^2_{L2}` ż_t 0 maxtτ^{1´γ´ε}, τ^{2r ´ε}u} ? ρD_tu}^2_L2 pτqdτ ď C.

Step 3: t^{1´ γ`ε2} D_tu P L^8p0, T ; L^2q, t^{1´ γ`ε2} ∇D_tu P L^2p0, T ; L^2q, u P CpR_` ; H^{γ`ε}q We proceed to obtain higher regularity estimates for D_tu. We take D_t in (1.3) and then inner product with D_tu to obtain that ż R^2 D_tu ¨ ρD^2_t u dx “ ż R^2 D_tu ¨ D_t∇ ¨ pμD uq dx´ ż R^2 D_tu ¨ D_t∇P dx, which after multiplication by the time weight t^{2´γ´ε} gives that (2.16) 1 2 d dt ´ t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2 ρ|D_tu|^2 dx ¯ “ 2´γ´ε 2 t^{1´γ´ε}} ? ρD_tu}^2_L2 ` I_4 ` I_5 ` I_6,

with

I_4 “ t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

D_tu_iB_j D_tpμD_{ij} uq dx, I_5 “ ´t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2 D_tu_iB_j u_kB_kpμD_{ij} uq dx, and I_6 “ ´t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2 D_tu ¨ D_t∇P dx.

Integration by parts in I_4 provides that I_4 “ ´t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2 B_j D_tu_iμD_tD_{ij} u dx “ ´t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_j D_tu_iμpB_j D_tu_i ` B_iD_tu_j q dx ` t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_j D_tu_iμpB_j u_kB_ku_i `B_iu_kB_ku_j q dx ď´ t^{2´γ´ε} 2 } ? μ D D_t u}^2_L2 ` 2t^{2´γ´ε}} ? μ D D_t u}_L2 }∇u}^2_L4 , which by (2.10) (taking v equal to u) gives I_4 ď´ t^{2´γ´ε} 4 } ? μ D D_t u}^2_L2 ` cpδq t^{2´γ´ε}}μD u}^2_L2 }ρD_tu}^2_L2 .

Integration by parts in term I_5 yields I_5 ď 2μ^M t^{2´γ´ε}}∇D_tu}_L2 }∇u}^2_L4 .

The identity B_kf_i “ B_kΔ^{´1}B_j D_{ij} f ´ ∇ ¨ Δ^{´1}B_kB_if and the fact that ∇ ¨ D_tu “ ∇u ¨ ∇u, implies that }∇D_tu}^2_L2 “ }D D_t u}^2_L2 ` }∇u ¨ ∇u}^2_L2 .

Therefore, applying Young’s inequality we obtain I_5 ď t^{2´γ´ε} 8 } ? μ D D_t u}^2_L2 ` cpμ^mqt^{2´γ´ε}}∇u}^4_L4 .

so, using again (2.10), we have that (2.17) I_4 ` I_5 ď´ t^{2´γ´ε} 8 } ? μ D D_t u}^2_L2 ` cpμ^m, δqt^{2´γ´ε}}μD u}^2_L2 }ρD_tu}^2_L2 .

For the I_6 term, we first split it as follows

(2.18)

I_6 “ ´t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2 D_tu ¨ ∇D_tP dx ´ t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

D_tu_iB_iu_kB_kP dx “ J_1 ` J_2.

We proceed with J_2 first. We substitute the expression (2.4) for the pressure and integrate by parts to obtain that J_2 “ t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_kD_tu_iB_iu_kp´Δq^{´1}∇ ¨ ∇ ¨ pμD uq dx

´ t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

D_tu_iB_iu_kB_kp´Δq^{´1}∇ ¨ pρD_tuq dx “ K_1 ` K_2.

The first term K_1 is bounded as the previous term I_5, K_1 ď t^{2´γ´ε} 64 } ? μ D D_t u}^2_L2 ` cpμ^m, δqt^{2´γ´ε}}μD u}^2_L2 }ρD_tu}^2_L2 .

For the second one, we integrate by parts twice to get K_2 “t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_iu_lB_lu_iu_kB_kp´Δq^{´1}∇ ¨ pρD_tuq dx

´ t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_kD_tu_iu_kB_ip´Δq^{´1}∇ ¨ pρD_tuq dx. Then, K_2 ď c t^{2´γ´ε} ´ }∇u}^2_L4 }u}_L4 }ρD_tu}_L4 ` }∇D_tu}_L2 }u}_L4 }ρD_tu}_L4 ¯ , so, using repeatedly (2.8) and (2.10), we can bound it by

K_2 ď cpδq t^{2´γ´ε} ´ }D_tu}^{32}_{L2} }∇D_tu}^{12}_{L2} }∇u}^{32}_{L2} }u}^{12}_{L2} ` }∇D_tu}^{32}_{L2} }D_tu}^{12}_{L2} }u}^{12}_{L2} }∇u}^{12}_{L2} ¯

ď t^{2´γ´ε} 64 } ? μ D D_t u}^2_L2 ` cpμ^m, δq t^{2´γ´ε}}D_tu}^2_L2 }∇u}^2_L2 ` }u}^{23}_{L2} ` }u}^2_L2 ˘ , thus (2.19) J_2 ď t^{2´γ´ε} 32 } ? μ D D_t u}^2_L2 ` cpμ^m, δq t^{2´γ´ε}}D_tu}^2_L2 }∇u}^2_L2 .

We proceed with J_1 (2.18). After integration by parts, the term J_1 can be written as follows

(2.20)

J_1 “ t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_iu_kB_ku_iD_tP dx “ d dt ´ t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_iu_kB_ku_iP dx ¯ ´ t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

D_tpB_iu_kB_ku_iqP dx

´ p2 ´ γ ´ εqt^{1´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_iu_kB_ku_iP dx “ K_3 ` K_4 ` K_5.

Commuting the time derivative, the term K_4 is given by

(2.21)

K_4 “ ´2t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_iD_tu_kB_ku_iP dx ` 2t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_iu_j B_j u_kB_ku_iP dx “ L_1 ` L_2.

The term L_1 is bounded as J_2 (2.18), L_1 ď t^{2´γ´ε} 64 } ? μ D D_t u}^2_L2 ` cpμ^m, δq t^{2´γ´ε}}D_tu}^2_L2 }∇u}^2_L2 .

Next, we substitute the pressure (2.4) in L_2 to obtain that

L_2 ď c t^{2´γ´ε}}∇u}^4_L4 ` 2t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_iu_j B_j u_kB_ku_ip´Δq^{´1}∇ ¨ pρD_tuq dx.

Then we note that by integrating by parts twice, the second term can be written as follows t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_iu_j B_j u_kB_ku_ip´Δq^{´1}∇ ¨ pρD_tuq dx “ t^{2´γ´ε} 2 ż R^2

B_ku_j B_j u_ku_iB_ip´Δq^{´1}∇ ¨ pρD_tuq dx, and therefore it is bounded as the first term in K_2 above. We conclude that L_2 ď t^{2´γ´ε} 64 } ? μ D D_t u}^2_L2 ` cpμ^m, δq t^{2´γ´ε}}D_tu}^2_L2 }∇u}^2_L2 p1 ` }u}^{23}_{L2} q, and thus (2.22) K_4 ď t^{2´γ´ε} 32 } ? μ D D_t u}^2_L2 ` cpμ^m, δq t^{2´γ´ε}}D_tu}^2_L2 }∇u}^2_L2 .

Substitution of the expression (2.4) for the pressure in K_5 (2.20) and integration by parts gives that K_5 “ p2´γ´εqt^{1´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_iu_kB_ku_i∇ ¨ ∇ ¨ p´Δq^{´1} pμD vq dx

` p2´γ´εqt^{1´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_iu_ku_iB_k p´Δq^{´1} ∇ ¨ pρD_tvq dx,

so using (2.10), (2.8),

(2.23)

K_5 ď cpδq t^{1´γ´ε} ´ }∇u}^2_L2 }ρD_tu}_L2 ` }ρD_tu}^{32}_{L2} }∇u}_L2 }u}^{12}_{L2} ¯

ď cpδq t^{1´γ´ε} ´ } ? ρD_tu}^2_L2 ` }∇u}^4_L2 p1 ` }u}^2_L2 q ¯

ď cpδq t^{1´γ´ε} ´ } ? ρD_tu}^2_L2 ` }∇u}^4_L2 ¯ . Going back to (2.20), bounds (2.22) and (2.23) provide

J_1 ď d dt ´ t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_iu_kB_ku_iP dx ¯ ` t^{2´γ´ε} 32 } ? μ D D_t u}^2_L2 ` cpμ^m, δq t^{2´γ´ε}}D_tu}^2_L2 }∇u}^2_L2 ` cpδq t^{1´γ´ε} ´ }D_tu}^2_L2 ` }∇u}^4_L2 ¯ . Recalling the bound for J_2 (2.19), we obtain for I_6 (2.18) the following

(2.24)

I_6 ď d dt ´ t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_iu_kB_ku_iP dx ¯ ` t^{2´γ´ε} 16 } ? μ D D_t u}^2_L2

` cpμ^m, δq t^{2´γ´ε}}D_tu}^2_L2 }∇u}^2_L2 ` cpδq t^{1´γ´ε} ´ }D_tu}^2_L2 ` }∇u}^4_L2 ¯ . Finally, we go back to the balance (2.16) with (2.17) and (2.24) d dt ´ t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2 ρ|D_tu|^2 dx ¯ ` t^{2´γ´ε} 8 } ? μ D D_t u}^2_L2 ď cpδq t^{1´γ´ε} ´ }D_tu}^2_L2 ` }∇u}^4_L2 ¯

` cpμ^m, δqt^{2´γ´ε}}∇u}^2_L2 }D_tu}^2_L2 ` d dt ´ t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_iu_kB_ku_iP dx ¯ , and integrate in time to obtain t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

ρ|D_tu|^2 dx` 1 8 ż_t 0 τ^{2´γ´ε}} ? μ D D_t u}^2_L2 dτ ď cpρ^m, μ^m, δ, } ? ρ_0u_0}_L2 q}u_0}^2_{9Hγ`ε} ` cpμ^m, δq ż_t 0 τ^{2´γ´ε}}∇u}^2_L2 }D_tu}^2_L2 dτ

` t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2 B_iu_kB_ku_iP dx, where we have used the previous energy estimate (2.13). Notice that the last term on the righthand side is like K_5 (2.20) but with an additional factor of t on the time weight. Therefore, from (2.23) and (2.14), we have the bound t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

B_iu_kB_ku_iP dx ď t^{2´γ´ε} 2 } ? ρD_tu}^2_L2 ` cpδq t^{2´γ´ε}}∇u}^4_L2 ď t^{2´γ´ε} 2 } ? ρD_tu}^2_L2 ` cpμ^m, δ, } ? ρ_0u_0}_L2 q}u_0}^2_{9Hγ`ε} t^{2´γ´ε} pmaxtt^{1´γ´ε}, tuq^2 , and thus t^{2´γ´ε} ż R^2

ρ|D_tu|^2 dx` 1 4 ż_t 0 τ^{2´γ´ε}} ? μ D D_t u}^2_L2 dτ ď cpμ^m, δq ż_t 0 τ^{2´γ´ε}}∇u}^2_L2 }D_tu}^2_L2 dτ ` cpρ^m, μ^m, δ, } ? ρ_0u_0}_L2 q}u_0}^2_{9Hγ`ε} p1`mintt^{γ`ε}, t^{´γ´ε}uq.

Grönwall’s lemma then allows us to conclude that

(2.25) t^{2´γ´ε}}D_tu}^2_{L2}` ż_t 0 τ^{2´γ´ε}}∇D_tu}^2_L2 dτ ď cpρ^m, μ^m, δ, } ? ρ_0u_0}_L2 q}u_0}^2_{9Hγ`ε} .

Repeating the steps but with the weight t^{1` 2r ´ε} in (2.16) and using (2.15) instead of (2.14), it is analogous to check that the following balance also holds

(2.26) t^{1` 2}r^{´ε}}D_tu}^2_{L2}` ż_t 0 τ^{1` 2r ´ε}}∇D_tu}^2_L2 dτ ď C,

and hence

(2.27) maxtt^{2´γ´ε}, t^{1` 2}r^{´ε}u}D_tu}^2_{L2}` ż_t 0 maxtτ^{2´γ´ε}, τ^{1` 2r ´ε}u}∇D_tu}^2_L2 dτ ď C,

where C “ Cpa^m, a^M , }a_0 ´ a^8}_L2 , δ, }u_0}_Lr , }u_0}_Hγ`ε q, a ” ρ, μ. Next, to show that u P CpR_` ; H^{γ`ε}q, we write pINSq as a forced heat equation, u_t ´ Δu “ ´Ppρu ¨ ∇uq ` Ppp1 ´ ρqu_tq ` P∇ ¨ ppμ ´ 1qD uq, and hence the velocity is given by

(2.28) u “ e^{tΔ}u_0` ż_t 0 e^{pt´τ qΔ} ` ´ Ppρu ¨ ∇uq ` Ppp1 ´ ρqu_tq ` P∇ ¨ ppμ ´ 1qD uq ˘ pτqdτ “ v_1 ` v_2 ` v_3 ` v_4.

Ladyzhenskaya’s inequality followed by (2.9) gives that

}ρu ¨ ∇u}_L2 ď cpδq}u}^{12}_{L2} }∇u}_L2 }D_tu}^{12}_{L2} , so the estimates (2.13) and (2.25) provides that }Ppρu ¨ ∇uq}_L2 ď cpρ^m, μ^m, δ, }u_0}_Hγ`ε q t^{´1` 34 pγ`εq}.

Similarly, }Ppp1 ´ ρqu_tq}_L2 ď cpρ^m, μ^m, δ, }u_0}_Hγ`ε q t^{´1` γ`ε2} .

Hence, by Young’s inequality for convolutions and the decay properties of the heat kernel, we obtain that }v_1}_L8_{T p 9H}γ`ε_q ď c}u_0}_Hγ`ε ,

}v_2 ` v_3}_L8_{T p 9H}γ`ε_q ď cpρ^m, μ^m, δ, }u_0}_Hγ`ε q ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ż_t 0 pt ´ τq^{´ γ`ε2} pτ^{´1` γ`ε2} ` τ^{´1` 43 pγ`εq}q ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ_{L8T} ď cpρ^m, μ^m, δ, }u_0}_Hγ`ε q. Estimate (2.13), integration by parts and the arguments above give that

}v_4}_L8_{T p 9Hγ`εq} ď cpμ^m, δ, }u_0}_Hγ`ε q ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ż_t 0 pt ´ τq^{´ 1`γ`ε2} τ^{´ 12 ` γ`ε2} ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ_{L8T} ď cpμ^m, δ, }u0}_Hγ`ε q. Therefore, we conclude that }u}_L8_{pR`;H}γ`ε_q ď cpρ^m, μ^m, δ, }u_0}_Hγ`ε q.

The integration in time in (2.28) provides the continuity, following above estimates.

L^p-in-time estimates. We summarize here the L^pp0, T q estimates that will be needed in Steps 4 and 5. It should be noticed the different constraints for short and long times. From the estimate (2.15), we get that for 2r{p2 ` rp1 ´ εqq ă p ă 2{p2 ´ γ ´ εq, ż_t 0 }D_tu}^p_{L2} dτ ď

´ ż 1 0 τ^{1´γ´ε}}D_tu}^2_L2 dτ

¯ p_2 ´ ż 1 0 τ^{´ pp1´γ´εq2 22´p} dτ

¯ 2´p_2

` ´ ż t 1 τ^{2r ´ε}}D_tu}^2_L2 dτ

¯ p_2 ´ ż t 1 τ^´

`_2 r ´ε ˘_p 2´p dτ ¯ 2´p_2 , and thus

(2.29) ż_t 0 }D_tu}^p_{L2} dτ ď Cpρ^m, μ^m, δ, }u_0}_Lr , }u_0}_Hγ`ε q, 2r 2 ` rp1 ´ εq ă p ă 2 2 ´ γ ´ ε . Similarly, we obtain from (2.27) that

(2.30) ż_t 0 }∇D_tu}^p_{L2} dτ ď cpρ^m, μ^m, δ, } ? ρ_0u_0}_L2 q}u_0}^p_{9Hγ`ε} , 2 3 ă p ă 2 3 ´ γ ´ ε , and from Theorem 2.1, we have that

(2.31) }∇uptq}_L2 ď Cpt ` eq^{´ 1r ` ε2} , ż_t 0 }∇u}^p_{L2} dτ ď C, 2r 2 ´ rε ă p ď 2.

Additionally, we have the following estimate

(2.32) ż_t 0 }∇u}_Lp dτ ď C, 2r 2 ´ rp1 ` εq ă p ă 8.

In fact, by interpolation followed by (2.15) and (2.27), (2.33)ż_t 0 }∇u}_Lp dτ ď cpδq ż_t 0 }∇u}^{2p}_{L2} }D_tu}^{1´ 2p}_{L2} dτ ď C

´ ż 1 0 dτ τ^{1´ γ`ε2 ´ 1p} ` ż_t 1 dτ τ^{1r ` 12 ´ ε2 ´ 1p} ¯ ď C. For clarity in notation, in Steps 4 and 5 we will suppress the dependence on the initial data from the constants.

Step 4: ∇u P L^1p0, T ; L^8q

We first use (2.7) to write the gradient of u as follows

(2.34) ∇u “ ´∇Δ^{´1}P∇¨

`` μ μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u ˘ ` 1 μ̄ ∇Δ^{´1}PpρD_tuq “ I_7 ` I_8.

We proceed first with I_8. Sobolev embedding and (2.7) provides that |I_8| ď c }∇Δ^{´1}PpρD_tuq}_{W 1,} 2_{1´γ} ď cp}∇Δ^{´1}P∇ ¨ pμD uq}_L 2_{1´γ} ` }∇∇Δ^{´1}PpρD_tuq}_L 2_{1´γ} q,

thus the boundedness of singular integrals in L^p followed by (2.9), (2.8), gives that

(2.35) |I_8| ď cpδq ´ }∇u}^{1´γ}_{L2} }D_tu}^γ_{L2} ` }D_tu}^{1´γ}_{L2} }∇D_tu}^γ_{L2} ¯ . Hölder’s inequality with p “^2_{p2´γqp1´γq} on the second yields that

|I_8| ď cpδq ´ }∇u}^{1´γ}_{L2} }D_tu}^γ_{L2} ` }D_tu}^{22´γ}_{L2} ` }∇D_tu}^{23´γ}_{L2} ¯ , so that (2.29)-(2.30) guarantees that the L^1p0, T q norm of the last two the terms is bounded uniformly in T . The L^1p0, T q of the first term in controlled by (2.33), and hence for any t ą 0,

(2.36) ż_t 0 |I_8|dτ ď C. Next, the term I_7 is given in index notation by ` ∇Δ^{´1}P∇¨ ` μ μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u ˘ i,j “ B_iΔ^{´1} ` δ_{j,k} ´ B_j Δ^{´1}B_k ˘ B_m

`` μ μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D_{k,m} u ˘

“ ` R_iR_mδ_{j,k} ´ R_iR_j R_kR_m ˘`` μ μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D_{k,m} u ˘ , where δ_{j,k} denotes the Kronecker delta, R_i the Riesz transform and Einstein’s summation convention is used. Define the corresponding kernels K_{i,j,k,m}pxq “ F^{´1} ` ξ_iξ_m |ξ|^2 δ_{j,k}´ ξ_iξ_j ξ_kξ_m |ξ|^4 ˘ pxq, so that ` ∇Δ^{´1}P∇¨

`` μ μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u ˘˘ i,j “ ż Dptq K_{i,j,k,m}px ´ yq ` μ^{in}pyq μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D_{k,m} upyq dy ` ż R^2zDptq K_{i,j,k,m}px ´ yq ` μ^{out}pyq μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D_{k,m} upyq dy. In the following we shall use the notation

∇Δ^{´1}P∇¨ ` 1_{Dptq}D u ˘ “ ż Dptq Kpx ´ yq ¨ D upyq dy, so we have

(2.37)

I_7 “ ż Dptq Kpx ´ yq¨ ` μ^{in}pyq μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D upyq dy ` ż R^2zDptq Kpx ´ yq¨ ` μ^{out}pyq μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D upyq dy “ I_{7,1} ` I_{7,2}.

We focus on I_{7,1} first. Consider first x P Dptq. In the following, whenever x P BDptq we will define fpxq as the limit from inside Dptq. Then,

(2.38)

I_{7,1} “ 1 μ̄ ż Dptq Kpx ´ yq ¨ pμ^{in}pyq ´ μ^{in}pxqqD upyqdy ` ` μ^{in}pxq μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ ż Dptq Kpx ´ yq ¨ D upyqdy “ J_3` ` μ^{in}pxq μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ J_4.

Therefore, |J_3| ď c}μ^{in}}_{9CλpDptqq}}D u}_L 2_{λ´ε} , where ε ă λ ă γ. By interpolation, |J_3| ď c}μ^{in}}^{λγ}_{9Cγ pDptqq}}μ^{in} ´ μ̄}^{1´ λγ}_L8 }D u}_L 2_{λ´ε} , and applying Young’s inequality we obtain ż_t 0 |J_3|dτ ď c}μ^{in}}^{λγ}_{L8t 9Cγ pDptqq}δ^{1´ λγ} ż_t 0 }D u}_L 2_{λ´ε} dτ ď γ ´ λ γ δ}μ^{in}}^{λγ´λ}_{L8t 9Cγ pDptqq} ` C λ γ ´ ż t 0 }D u}_L 2_{λ´ε} dτ ¯ γ_λ . The last term is bounded in (2.32), thus

(2.39) ż_t 0 |J_3|dτ ď δ γ ´ λ γ }μ^{in}}^{λγ´λ}_{L8t 9Cγ pDptqq} ` C. We proceed with J_4. Without loss of generality, let φ_0pxq be a defining function for the domain D_0, D_0 “ tx P R^2 : φ_0pxq ą 0u (see for example [26], page 119), and φpx, tq “ φ_0pX^{´1}px, tqq the corresponding defining function for Dptq. Define ηptq as the following cut-off radius (2.40) ηptq “ mint

´ |∇φ|_{inf} }∇φ}_{9C}γ ¯ 1_γ , 1u, where we use the notation |∇φ|_{inf} “ inf_{xPBD} |∇φpxq|.

Then, we split J_4 as follows

J_4 “ ż DptqXt|x´y|ďηu Kpx ´ yq ¨ D upyq` ż DptqXt|x´y|ěηu Kpx ´ yq ¨ D upyq “ J_{4,1} ` J_{4,2}.

Since the kernel K is even, the second term on the right below is bounded using [5] (see Geometric Lemma) as follows:

|J_{4,1}| ď | ż DptqXt|x´y|ďηu Kpx ´ yq¨ ` D upyq ´ D upxq ˘ dy|`|D upxq¨ ż DptqXt|x´y|ďηu Kpx ´ yqdy| ď c}∇u}_{9Cγ pDptqq} ż_η 0 dr r^{1´γ} ` cpγq}∇u}_L8 ď c }∇u}_{9Cγ pDptqq} ` cpγq}∇u}_L8 .

The term J_{4,2} is bounded by

|J_{4,2}| ď c

´ ż 8 ηptq dr r^{2`γ2´γ}

¯ 2´γ_2

}∇u}_L 2_γ “ c η^{´γ} }∇u}_L 2_γ .

Thus, joining the bounds for J_{4,1} and J_{4,2} we find that |J_4| ď cpγq}∇u}_L8 ` c }∇u}_{9Cγ pDptqq} ` c η^{´γ} }∇u}_L 2_γ , and going back to (2.38) with the bound (2.39) we have that

(2.41) ż_t 0 |I_{7,1}|dτ ď C ` δ ` γ ´ λ γ }μ^{in}}^{λγ´λ}_{L8t 9Cγ pDptqq} ` cpγq ż_t 0 }∇u}_L8 dτ ` c ż_t 0 }∇u}_{9Cγ pDptqq}dτ ` c ż_t 0 η^{´γ} }∇u}_L 2_γ dτ ˘ . Notice that if x R Dptq, we can define x̃ as a point on the boundary with minimum distance to x, x̃ “ arg dpx, BDptqq P BDptq. Then, by adding and subtracting μ^{in}px̃q “ lim xÑx̃, xPDptq μ^{in}pxq in (2.38) instead of μ^{in}pxq, D upx̃q “ lim xÑx̃, xPDptq D upxq for the J_{4,1} term instead of D upxq, and using the triangle inequality, we obtain the same bounds for J_3 and J_{4,1}. Since the bound for J_{4,2} holds equally for x R Dptq, we have that the estimate (2.41) holds for any x P R^2 .

The term I_{7,2} (2.37) is decomposed further, I_{7,2} “ J_5 ` J_6, with:

J_5 “ ż pR^2zDptqqXt|x´y|ą1u Kpx ´ yq¨ ` μ^{out}pyq μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D upyq dy, and J_6 “ ż pR^2zDptqqXt|x´y|ă1u Kpx ´ yq¨ ` μ^{out}pyq μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D upyq dy. At this point, it is direct to bound J_5 : ż_t 0 |J_5|dτ ď c} μ^{out} μ̄ ´ 1}_L8 ż_t 0 }∇u}_L 2_γ dτ ď cδ ż_t 0 η^{´γ} }∇u}_L 2_γ dτ.

The term J_6 is handled as I_{7,1} (2.37) to get the estimate ż_t 0 |I_{7,2}|dτ ď C ` δ ` γ ´ λ γ }μ^{out}}^{λγ´λ}_{L8t 9Cγ pR2zDptqq} ` cpγq ż_t 0 }∇u}_L8 dτ ` c ż_t 0 }∇u}_{9C}γ_{pR}2_{zDptqq}dτ ` c ż_t 0 η^{´γ} }∇u}_L 2_γ dτ ˘ . Going back to (2.37), above estimate and (2.41) allows to get

ż_t 0 |I_7|dτ ď C ` δ ` γ ´ λ γ }μ}^{λγ´λ}_{L8t 9Cγ pDptqqX 9Cγ pR2zDptqq} ` cpγq ż_t 0 }∇u}_L8 dτ ` c ż_t 0 }∇u}_{9Cγ pDptqqX 9Cγ pR2zDptqq}dτ ` c ż_t 0 η^{´γ} }∇u}_L 2_γ dτ ˘ . Splitting (2.34), above estimate together with (2.36) provide

(2.42) ż_T 0 }∇u}_L8 dt ď C` cδ 1´cpγqδ ´ }μ}^{λγ´λ}_{L8T 9Cγ pDptqqX 9Cγ pR2zDptqq}` ż_T 0 ηptq^{´γ} }∇u}_L 2_γ dt ` ż_T 0 }∇u}_{9Cγ pDptqqX 9Cγ pR2zDptqq}dt ¯ .

Step 5: ∇u P L^1p0, T ; 9C^γ pDptqq X 9C^γ pR^2 zDptqqq

Recalling the expression (2.34) for ∇u, we write (2.43) ∇upx ` hq ´ ∇upxq “ I9,1 ` I9,2 ` I10, where I_{9,1} “ ż Dptq ` Kpx`h´yq´Kpx´yq ˘` μ^{in}pyq μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D upyqdy, I_{9,2} “ ż R^2zDptq ` Kpx`h´yq´Kpx´yq ˘` μ^{out}pyq μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D upyqdy, and I_{10} “ 1 μ̄ p∇Δ^{´1}P ` ρD_tu ˘ px ` hq ´ ∇Δ^{´1}P ` ρD_tu ˘ pxqq.

We deal first with the term I_{10}. Classical Sobolev embedding together with Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.8) gives that (2.44) |I10| ď c}∇Δ^{´1}P ` ρD_tu ˘ }_{9W 1,} 2_{1´γ} |h|^γ ď c}D_tu}_L 2_{1´γ} |h|^γ ď c}D_tu}^{1´γ}_{L2} }∇D_tu}^γ_{L2} |h|^γ , so repeating the steps for (2.35) we conclude that I_{10} is uniformly bounded in L^1p0, T q.

Next we deal with I_{9,1} and I_{9,2}. Assume that x and x ` h belong to Dptq. We proceed first with the term I_{9,1}. We decompose I_{9,1} as follows: (2.45) I9,1 “ L1 ` L2 ` L3 ` L4 ` L5, with

L_1 “ ż DptqXt|x´y|ă2|h|u Kpx ` h ´ yq ´`` μin μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u ˘ pyq´ `` μ^{in} μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u ˘ px ` hq ¯ dy,

L_2 “ ż DptqXt|x´y|ă2|h|u Kpx ´ yq ´`` μin μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u ˘ pxq´ `` μ^{in} μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u ˘ pyq ¯ dy, L_3 “ ż DptqXt|x´y|ă2|h|u Kpx ´ yq ´`` μin μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u ˘ px ` hq´ `` μ^{in} μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u ˘ pxq ¯ dy, L_4 “ ż DptqXt|x´y|ě2|h|u pKpx`h´yq´Kpx´yqq ´`` μin μ̄ ´1 ˘ D u ˘ pyq´ `` μ^{in} μ̄ ´1 ˘ D u ˘ px`hq ¯ dy, and L_5 “ ` μ^{in}px ` hq μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D upx ` hq ż Dptq ` Kpx ` h ´ yq ´ Kpx ´ yq ˘ dy. The terms L_1 and L_2 are directly bounded by

|L_1| ` |L_2| ď c} `μ^{in} μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u}_{9Cγ pDptqq}|h|^γ .

Choosing 2|h| ď min_{tPr0,T s} ηptq, we have that (see [5])

|L_3| ď c} `μ^{in} μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u}_{9Cγ pDptqq}|h|^γ .

By the mean value theorem we also have that

|L_4| ď c} `μ^{in} μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u}_{9Cγ pDptqq}|h|^γ .

The term L_5 is more singular and we have to use contour dynamics to control it. According to Theorem 1.2,

|L_5| ď c} ` μ^{in} μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u}_{L8 pDptqq}Pp}Dptq}_{Lip} ` }Dptq}_˚q}Dptq}_{9C1,γ} |h|^γ ,

where P is a polynomial. Let z_0pαq be a C^{1,γ} parametrization of the initial domain D_0, so that its evolution via the particle trajectories (1.5) zpα, tq “ Xpz_0pαq, tq, gives the parametrization of Dptq. Then, since }B_αz}_{9C}γ ď p}B_αz_0}_Cγ ` 1q^{1`γ} }∇X}_{Cγ pDptqq}, we obtain that

|L_5| ď c} ` μ^{in} μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u}_{L8 pDptqq}Pp}∇φ}_L8 ` |∇φ|^{´1}_{inf} q}∇X}_{Cγ pDptqq}|h|^γ , where the constant c only depends on the initial domain. Then, we notice that } ` μ^{in} μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u}_{9Cγ pDptqq} ď c}μ^{in}}_{9Cγ pDptqq}}∇u}_L8 ` cδ}∇u}_{9Cγ pDptqq}.

The same approach is done to control I_{9,2} but using the decomposition L̃_1´L̃_5 where the domain Dptq is replaced by R^2 zDptq and using pp^{μout}_{μ̄} ´ 1qD uqpx̃q and pp^{μout}_{μ̄} ´ 1qD uqpx̃_h q instead, where x̃_h “ arg dpx ` h, BDptqq. In fact, since for y P R^2 zDptq one has that |y ´ x̃| ď 2|y ´ x|, |y ´ x̃_h| ď 2|x ` h ´ y|, we obtain

|L̃_1| ` |L̃_2| ď c} `μ^{out} μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u}_{9Cγ pR2zDptqq}|h|^γ .

The term L̃^4 is done analogously. For L̃^3, notice that the only nontrivial case happens when dpx, BDptqq ă 2|h| (otherwise L̃_3 “ 0). Also, since the domain is restricted to a ball, the integral of the kernel is bounded in the same way ([5]). We thus have that

|L̃_3| ď c}p μ^{out} μ̄ ´ 1qD u}_{9Cγ pR2zDptqq}|x̃_h ´ x̃|^γ ď c}p μ^{out} μ̄ ´ 1qD u}_{9Cγ pR2zDptqq}|h|^γ ,

where in the last step we use that |x̃_h ´ x̃| ď |x̃ ´ px ` hq| ` |px ` hq ´ x̃_h| ď 6|h|. The term L̃_5 follows directly from Theorem 1.2,

|L̃_5| ď c} `μ^{out} μ̄ ´ 1 ˘ D u}_L8_{pR}2_{zDptqq}Pp}Dptq}_{Lip} ` }Dptq}_˚q}Dptq}_{9C}1,γ |h|^γ .

The case x, x ` h P R^2 zDptq is done analogously. It yields all the desired estimates to control the Hölder norm for ∇u. In order to gather them all, we will denote 9C^γ_D “ 9C^γ pDptqq X 9C^γ pR^2 zDptqq for clarity in notation, and analogously for C^γ_D , to be used in the following. Therefore, from splitting (2.43) and above estimates it is possible to get

(2.46)

}∇u}_{9C}γ_D ď cδ 1 ´ cδ }∇u}_L8 Pp}∇φ}_L8 ` |∇φ|^{´1}_{inf} q}∇X}_C^γ_D ` c 1´cδ }μ}_{9C}γ_D }∇u}_L8` c 1´cδ ´ }D_tu}^{22´γ}_{L2} `}∇D_tu}^{23´γ}_{L2} ¯ . Step 6: Closing all estimates.

We now introduce the bound (2.46) back in (2.42) to obtain

(2.47) ż_t 0 }∇u}_L8 dτ ď c δ^2 ż_t 0 }∇u}_L8 Pp}∇φ}_L8 `|∇φ|^{´1}_{inf} q}∇X}_C^γ_D dτ ` c δ ż_t 0 ´ }D_tu}^{22´γ}_{L2} ` }∇D_tu}^{23´γ}_{L2} ¯ dτ ` c δe^{c şt0 }∇u}L8 dτ} ` c δ ż_t 0 }∇φ}_{9Cγ} |∇φ|_{inf} }∇u}_L 2_γ dτ ` C. Above we have used the definition of η (2.40) and that μ is transported by the flow: }μ}_{9C}γ_D ď }μ_0}_{9C}γ_D e^{γ şt0 }∇u}L8 dτ} .

We denote yptq “ ż_t 0 }∇u}_L8 dτ, and notice that

(2.48)

}∇X}_L8 ď }∇X_0}_L8 e^{yptq}, }∇φ}_L8 ď }∇φ_0}_L8 e^{yptq}, |∇φ|_{inf} ě |∇φ_0|_{inf} e^{´yptq}.

Furthermore, recalling the definition φpx, tq “ φ_0pX^{´1}px, tqq, we have that ∇φpXpx, tq, tq “ p∇Xpx, tqq^{´1}∇φ_0pxq, ∇φpXpx, tq, tq ´ ∇φpXpy, tq, tq |Xpx, tq ´ Xpy, tq|^γ “ p∇Xpx, tqq^{´1} ´ p∇Xpy, tqq^{´1} |x ´ y|^γ ∇φ_0pxq

´ |x ´ y| |Xpx, tq´Xpy, tq| ¯_γ

` p∇Xpy, tqq^{´1}

∇φ_0pxq ´ ∇φ_0pyq |x ´ y|^γ ´ |x ´ y| |Xpx, tq ´ Xpy, tq| ¯_γ , and hence,

}∇φ}_{9Cγ} ď ` }p∇Xq^{´1}}^2_L8 }∇X}_{9C}γ_D }∇φ_0}_L8 ` }p∇Xq^{´1}}_L8 }∇φ_0}_{9Cγ} ˘ }∇X^{´1}}^γ_L8 .

Using (2.48), we conclude that (2.49) }∇φ}_{9C}γ ď c ` }∇X}_{9C}γ_D ` 1 ˘ e^{cpγqyptq}. Next, we propagate further regularity d dt }∇X}_L8 ď }∇u}_L8 }∇X}_L8 , d dt }∇X}_{9C}γ_D ď }∇u}_L8 }∇X}_{9C}γ_D ` }∇X}^{1`γ}_L8 }∇u}_{9C}γ_D , and substitute the estimate (2.46) to obtain d dt }∇X}_C^γ_D ď}∇u}_L8 }∇X}_C^γ_D ` δ}∇u}_L8 Pp}∇φ}_L8`|∇φ|^{´1}_{inf} q}∇X}^{1`γ}_L8 }∇X}_C^γ_D ` c}μ}_{9C}γ_D }∇u}_L8 }∇X}^{1`γ}_L8 ` c}∇X}^{1`γ}_L8 ´ }D_tu}^{22´γ}_{L2} ` }∇D_tu}^{23´γ}_{L2} ¯ . We denote

(2.50) xptq “ }∇X}_C^γ_D , aptq “ }∇u}_L8 ` δ}∇u}_L8 Pp}∇φ}_L8 `|∇φ|^{´1}_{inf} q}∇X}^{1`γ}_L8 , dptq “ c}μ}_{9C}γ_D }∇u}_L8 }∇X}^{1`γ}_L8 ` c}∇X}^{1`γ}_L8 ´ }D_tu}^{22´γ}_{L2} ` }∇D_tu}^{23´γ}_{L2} ¯ , so that the above inequality rewrites as follows 9xptq ď aptqxptq ` dptq, and after integration xptq ď gptq` ż_t 0 apsqxpsqds, where (2.51) gptq “ xp0q` ż_t 0 dpsqds.

Hence, applying Grönwall’s lemma, we find that (2.52) xptq ď }g}_L8_T e^{şt0 apsqds}.

Next, the terms aptq and gptq are estimated using (2.48) and (2.29)-(2.30), }g}_L8_T ď c}μ}_L8_{T p 9C}γ_{D q}ypT qe^{p1`γqypT q} ` Cp1 ` e^{p1`γqypT q}q ď Cp1 ` ypT qqe^{cypT q} ď Ce^{cypT q}, ż_t 0 apsqds ď yptq ` cδyptq e^{cyptq}. Thus, by (2.52), we have that (2.53) xptq ď Ce^{cypT q}e^{cδyptqecyptq} . We introduce the bound (2.53) in (2.47), together with (2.29)-(2.32) and(2.48), to get that yptq ď cδ^2ypT qe^{cypT q}e^{cδyptqecyptq} ` δCe^{ypT q} ` Cp1 ` δq, that is ypT q ď δC_1e^{C2ypT q}e^{C3δypT qeC4 ypT q} ` C_5.

Assume that (2.54) δ ď mint e^{´2C4C5} 2C_3C_5 , C_5e^{´2C2C5´1} 2C_1 u. Then, we proceed by contradiction. If there exists a first time T such that ypT q “ 2C_5, we would then have that 2C_5 ď C_5

´ C_1

C_5 δe^{2C2C5`1} ` 1 ¯ ď 3 2 C_5.

Therefore we conclude that there exists an δ ą 0 satisfying (2.54) such that for any T ą 0 it holds that ypT q “ ż_T 0 }∇u}_L8 dt ă 2C_5, and hence, from (2.48), (2.53) and (2.46), for all t ą 0, ηptq^γ ě Ce^{´cC1} ą 0, }∇X}_C^γ_D ď C, ż_t 0 }∇u}_{9C}γ_D dτ ď C. □ 2.2. Uniqueness: As in the case of constant viscosity [11, 12, 10], the uniqueness of solutions is proved in Lagrangian variables. This is due to the low regularity of the density and viscosity, produced by their jumps across the interface.

We denote pρ_0, μ_0, v, Qq the solution to pINSq in Lagrangian coordinates, ρ_0pyq “ ρpXpy, tq, tq, μ_0pyq “ μpXpy, tq, tq, vpy, tq “ upXpy, tq, tq, Qpy, tq “ P pXpy, tq, tq, where X is the flow defined by (1.5). Note that ∇Xpy, tq “ I_2` ż_t 0 ∇vpy, τqdτ, and denote Aptq “ p∇Xp¨, tqq^{´1}.

Then, in Lagrangian variables the operators ∇, ∇¨ are given as follows. If we denote f̃py, tq “ fpXpy, tq, tq, then ∇_uf̃py, tq :“ p∇fqpXpy, tq, tq “ A^˚∇f̃py, tq, ∇_u ¨ f̃py, tq :“ p∇ ¨ fqpXpy, tq, tq “ ∇ ¨ pAf̃py, tqq, and furthermore, since det Aptq “ 1 due to the incompressibility condition, the following identity holds for vector fields (see e.g. [11]) (2.55) ∇ ¨ pAf̃q “ A^˚ : ∇f̃. Hence, pINSq in y P R^2 , 0 ă t ă T , rewrites as follows ρ_0B_tv “ ∇_u ¨ pμ_0D_u v ´ QI_2q, ∇_u ¨ v “ 0.

The equivalence of these formulations is guaranteed assuming that

(2.56) ż_T 0 }∇v}_L8 dτ ď c ă 1.

In that case, one can write that

(2.57) Aptq “ 8ÿ j“0 p´1q^j

´ ż t 0 ∇vp¨, τqdτ ¯_j . Let pρ^1, μ^1, u^1, P^1, X^1q, pρ^2, μ^2, u^2, P^2, X^2q be two solutions as in Theorem 1.1 for the same initial data. In Lagrangian coordinates, we denote their difference by δv “ v^2 ´ v^1, δQ “ Q^2 ´ Q^1, so that

ρ_0δv_t “ ∇_u1 ¨ pμ_0D_u1 δv ´ δQI_2q ` ∇_u2 ¨ pμ_0D_u2 v^2 ´ Q^2I_2q ´ ∇_u1 ¨ pμ_0D_u1 v^2 ´ Q^2I_2q, ∇_u1 ¨ δv “ p∇_u1 ´ ∇_u2 q ¨ v^2, δv|_{t“0} “ 0.

We will now prove that for T ą 0 small enough,

(2.58) ż_T 0 ż R^2 |∇δv|^2dydt “ 0. First, let δv “ w ` z, where w is assumed to be the solution to the equation (2.59) ∇_u1 ¨ w “ p∇_u1 ´ ∇_u2 q ¨ v^2 “ ∇ ¨ pδAv^2q. Then, the equations for z become

ρ_0z_t ´ ∇_u1 ¨ pμ_0D_u1 zq “ ´ ∇_u1 δQ ` ∇_u2 ¨ pμ_0D_u2 v^2 ´ Q^2I_2q ´ ∇_u1 ¨ pμ_0D_u1 v^2 ´ Q^2I_2q ´ ρ_0w_t ` ∇_u1 ¨ pμ_0D_u1 wq, ∇_u1 ¨ z “0, and thus we have that

(2.60) 1 2 d dt } ? ρ_0 z}^2_L2` 1 2 } ? μ_0 D_u1 z}^2_L2 “ 4ÿ j“1 I_j , with I_1 “ ż R^2 z¨ ` ∇_u2 ¨ pμ_0D_u2 v^2q ´ ∇_u1 ¨ pμ_0D_u1 v^2q ˘ dy,

I_2 “ ż R^2

z ¨ p∇_u1 Q^2 ´ ∇_u2 Q^2qdy,

I_3 “´ ż R^2 ρ_0w_t ¨ zdy,

I_4 “ ż R^2

∇_u1 ¨ pμ_0D_u1 wq ¨ zdy, where we have used that ∇_u1 ¨ z “ 0. We proceed to estimate each of these terms. Notice first that if v^1, v^2 satisfy (2.56), then from (2.57) we obtain that (2.61) }δAptq}_L2 ď Ct^{12} }∇δv}_L2_{t L}2 . Next, we integrate by parts to obtain that

|I_1| ď ż R^2

μ_0|∇z| ˇ ˇpδAA^˚_2 ` A_1δA^˚q∇v^2 ` δAp∇v^2q^˚A_2 ` A_1p∇v^2q^˚δA ˇ ˇdy, and therefore |I_1| ď C}∇z}_L2 t^{12} }∇v^2}_L8 t^{´ 12} }δA}_L2 .

Thus, using (2.61) and integrating in time, ż_T 0 |I_1|dt ď C}∇δv}^2_L2_{T L}2 }t^{12} ∇v^2}^2_L2_{T L}8` μ^m 8 }∇z}^2_L2_{T L}2 .

Similarly, integration by parts and identity (2.55) provide that I_2 “ ż R^2 δA^˚ : ∇z Q^2dy. Now, we substitute the pressure by its expression in (2.4) to get I_2 “ ż R^2

δA^˚ : ∇zp∇ ¨ ∇ ¨ Δ^{´1}qpμ^2D u^2 qpX^2pyqqdy´ ż R^2

δA^˚ : ∇zpΔ^{´1}∇¨qpρ^2D_tu^2qpX^2pyqqdy, and using again (2.55) we integrate by parts back in the second term, I_2 “ ż R^2

δA^˚ : ∇zp∇ ¨ ∇ ¨ Δ^{´1}qpμ^2D u^2 qpX^2pyqqdy ` ż R^2

δA z ¨ p∇Δ^{´1}∇¨qpρ^2D_tu^2qpX^2pyqq∇X^2pyqdy. Therefore, |I_2| ďC}t^{´ 12} δA}_L2 }t^{12} p∇ ¨ ∇ ¨ Δ^{´1}qpμ^2D u^2 q}_L8 }∇z}_L2 ` C}t^{´ 12} δA}_L2 }t^{12} ∇Δ^{´1}∇ ¨ pρ^2D_tu^2q}_L6 }z}^{23}_{L2} }∇z}^{13}_{L2} , where we have used (2.8). Calderon-Zygmund and Young’s inequalities provide ż_T 0 |I_2|dt ďC}∇δv}^2_L2_{T L}2 }t^{12} p∇ ¨ ∇ ¨ Δ^{´1}qpμ^2D u^2 q}^2_L2_{T L}8` μ^m 16 }∇z}^2_L2_{T L}2 ` C}∇δv}_L2_{T pL}2_q}t^{12} ρ^2D_tu^2}_L 6_{5T L6} }z}^{23}_L8_{T L2} }∇z}^{13}_{L2T L2} ďC}∇δv}^2_L2_{T L}2 p}t^{12} p∇ ¨ ∇ ¨ Δ^{´1}qpμ^2D u^2 q}^2_L2_{T L}8 ` }t^{12} ρ^2D_tu^2}^2_L 6_{5T L6} q ` 1 4 }z}^2_L8_{T L}2` μ^m 8 }∇z}^2_L2_{T L}2 .

We are left to show that t^{12} p∇ ¨ ∇ ¨ Δ^{´1}qpμ^2D u^2 q P L^2p0, T ; L^8q and t^{12} D_tu^2 P L^{65} p0, T ; L^6q. The latter follows from (2.8) and the regularity estimates in Theorem 1.1. For the first, it is enough to define ypT q “ ş_T 0 τ}∇u}^2_L8 dτ and repeat the Steps 4 and 5, by noticing that instead of (2.35) now we would have t}∇u}_L 4_{1´γ} ` t}D_tu}_L 4_{1´γ} ď cpT q, which follows by the regularity estimates in Theorem 1.1. The constant cpT q above is continuous, increasing, and such that cp0q “ 0. We are done with I_1 and I_2. To deal with I_3 and I_4, we need to study w first.

Lemma 2.2. Let Aptq be a matrix-valued function on r0, T s ^ R^2 satisfying detA “ 1.

There exists a constant c such that if }I_2 ´ A}_L8_{T L}8 ` }A_t}_L 6_{5T L6} ď c, then for all functions g in L^2p0, T ; L^2q satisfying g “ ∇ ¨ R, R P L^8_T L^2, R_t P L^{65}_T L^{32} , the equation ∇ ¨ pAwq “ g in r0, T s ^ R^2 has a solution w in the space W_T “ tw P L^8_T L^2, ∇w P L^2_T L^2, w_t P L^{65}_T L^{32} u, that satisfies }w}_L8_{T L}2 ď C}R}_L8_{T L}2 , }∇w}_L2_{T L}2 ď C}g}_L2_{T L}2 , }w_t}_L 6_{5T L 32} ď C}R}_L8_{T L}2 ` C}R_t}_L 6_{5T L 32} .

Proof. The proof follows as in Lemma A.2. of [10] with minor modifications. □ Lemma 2.3. The solution w to (2.59) given by Lemma 2.2 satisfies (2.62) }w}^{L8}T^{L2} ` }∇w}^{L2}_T^{L2} ` }w^t}_L^65_{T L}^3_2 ď cpT q}∇δv}^{L2}_T^{L2} , where cpT q is a continuous increasing function of T with cp0q “ 0.

Proof. Using (2.9) and the estimates in Theorem 1.1, we have that ∇v P L^{65} p0, T ; L^6q, and thus there exists a constant c such that if }∇v^1}_L1_{T L}8 ` }∇v^1}_L 6_{5T L6} ď C, then, by Lemma 2.2 and identity (2.55), }w}_L8_{T L}2 ď C}δAv^2}_L8_{T L}2 , }∇w}_L2_{T L}2 ď C}δA^˚ : ∇v^2}_L2_{T L}2 , }w_t}_L 6_{5T L 32} ď C}δAv^2}_L8_{T L}2 ` C}pδAv^2q_t}_L 6_{5T L 32} .

Using Hölder’s inqueality and (2.61) repeatedly, we obtain that

}δAv^2}_L8_{T L}2 ď C}t^{12} v^2}_L8_{T L}8 }∇δv}_L2_{T L}2 ď C}t^{12} v^2}_{L8T W 1,} 2_{1´γ} }∇δv}_L2_{T L}2 ,

}δA^˚ : ∇v^2}_L2_{T L}2 ď C}∇δv}_L2_{T L}2 }t^{12} ∇v^2}_L2_{T L}8 , }δA_tv^2}_L 6_{5T L 32} ď C}δA_t}_L2_{T L}2 }v^2}_L3_{T L}6 ď C}∇δv}_L2_{T L}2 }v^2}_L3_{T L}6 ,

}δAv^2_t }_L 6_{5T L 32} ď }∇δv^2}_L2_{T L}2 }t^{12} v^2_t }_L 6_{5T L6} , so, by the regularity provided in Theorem 1.1, the proof is concluded. □ Now, we go back to estimate the terms I_3, I_4 in (2.60). Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 2.3 provides that ż_T 0 |I_3|dt ď C}w_t}_L 6_{5T L 32} }z}_L6_{T L}3 ď cpT q}∇δv}_L2_{T L}2 }z}^{23}_L8_{T L2} }∇z}^{13}_{L2T L2}

ď cpT q}∇δv}^2_L2_{T L}2` 1 4 }z}^2_L8_{T L}2` μ^m 8 }∇z}^2_L2_{T L}2 and ż_T 0 |I_4|dt ď μ^m 8 }∇z}^2_L2_{T L2} ` cpT q}∇δv}^2_L2_{T L2} .

Hence, joining the estimates for I_1-I_4 and going back to (2.60), we obtain that for small T ą 0,

(2.63) sup_{tPr0,T s} }z}^2_L2` ż_T 0 }∇z}^2_L2 dt ď cpT q ż_T 0 }∇δv}^2_L2 dt. Recalling that δv “ w ` z and the estimate for w (2.62), we obtain that ż_T 0 }∇δv}^2_L2 dt ď cpT q ż_T 0 }∇δv}^2_L2 dt, and hence we conclude (2.58), i.e., that for T ą 0 small enough }∇δv}_L2_{T L}2 “ 0. Plugging this back into (2.63) and (2.62) allow us to conclude that v^1 ” v^2 on r0, T s ^ R^2 .

One can now go back to Eulerian coordinates, while the passage to arbitrary T ą 0 follows from standard connectivity arguments. □

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to gratefully thank the referees for their careful reading of the manuscript. FG and EGJ were partially supported by the ERC through the Starting Grant project H2020-EU.1.1.-639227. FG was partially supported by the grant EUR2020-112271 (Spain). EGJ was partially supported by the ERC Starting Grant ERC-StG-CAPA-852741. This project has received funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under the Marie Skłodowska-Curie grant agreement CAMINFLOW No 101031111.

References

[1] Helmut Abels. The initial-value problem for the Navier-Stokes equations with a free surface in L^q -Sobolev spaces. Adv. Differential Equations, 10(1):45–64, 2005.

[2] J. T. Beale. Large-time regularity of viscous surface waves. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., 84(4):307–352, 1983/84.

[3] J. Thomas Beale. The initial value problem for the Navier-Stokes equations with a free surface. Comm.

Pure Appl. Math., 34(3):359–392, 1981.

[4] J. Thomas Beale and Takaaki Nishida. Large-time behavior of viscous surface waves. In Recent topics in nonlinear PDE, II (Sendai, 1984), volume 128 of North-Holland Math. Stud., pages 1–14. North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1985.

[5] A. L. Bertozzi and P. Constantin. Global regularity for vortex patches. Comm. Math. Phys., 152(1):19–28, 1993.

[6] Cosmin Burtea. Optimal well-posedness for the inhomogeneous incompressible Navier-Stokes system with general viscosity. Anal. PDE, 10(2):439–479, 2017.

[7] Angel Castro, Diego Córdoba, Charles Fefferman, Francisco Gancedo, and Javier Gómez-Serrano. Splash singularities for the free boundary Navier-Stokes equations. Ann. PDE, 5(1):Art. 12, 117, 2019.

[8] Jean-Yves Chemin. Persistance de structures géométriques dans les fluides incompressibles bidimensionnels.

Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. (4), 26(4):517–542, 1993.

[9] Daniel Coutand and Steve Shkoller. On the splash singularity for the free-surface of a Navier-Stokes fluid.

Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 36(2):475–503, 2019.

[10] Raphaël Danchin and Piotr Bogusł aw Mucha. The incompressible Navier-Stokes equations in vacuum.

Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 72(7):1351–1385, 2019.

[11] Raphaël Danchin and Piotr Boguslaw Mucha. A Lagrangian approach for the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations with variable density. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 65(10):1458–1480, 2012.

[12] Raphaël Danchin and Piotr Boguslaw Mucha. Incompressible flows with piecewise constant density. Arch.

Ration. Mech. Anal., 207(3):991–1023, 2013.

[13] Raphaël Danchin and Xin Zhang. On the persistence of Hölder regular patches of density for the inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes equations. J. Éc. polytech. Math., 4:781–811, 2017.

[14] Raphaël Danchin, Matthias Hieber, Piotr B. Mucha, and Patrick Tolksdorf. Free boundary problems via da prato-grisvard theory. Preprint arXiv:2011.07918, 2020.

[15] I. V. Denisova. Global solvability of a problem on two fluid motion without surface tension. Zap. Nauchn.

Sem. S.-Peterburg. Otdel. Mat. Inst. Steklov. (POMI), 348(Kraevye Zadachi Matematicheskoĭ Fiziki i Smezhnye Voprosy Teorii Funktsiĭ. 38):19–39, 303, 2007.

[16] Irina V. Denisova. Evolution of a closed interface between two liquids of different types. In European Congress of Mathematics, Vol. II (Barcelona, 2000), volume 202 of Progr. Math., pages 263–272. Birkhäuser, Basel, 2001.

[17] Benoît Desjardins. Regularity results for two-dimensional flows of multiphase viscous fluids. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., 137(2):135–158, 1997.

[18] Charles L. Fefferman. Existence and smoothness of the Navier-Stokes equation. In The millennium prize problems, pages 57–67. Clay Math. Inst., Cambridge, MA, 2006.

[19] Francisco Gancedo and Eduardo García-Juárez. Global regularity for 2D Boussinesq temperature patches with no diffusion. Ann. PDE, 3(2):Art. 14, 34, 2017.

[20] Francisco Gancedo and Eduardo García-Juárez. Global regularity of 2D density patches for inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 229(1):339–360, 2018.

[21] Francisco Gancedo and Eduardo García-Juárez. Quantitative Hölder estimates of even singular integral operators on patches. Preprint arXiv:2109.08762, 2021.

[22] Yan Guo and Ian Tice. Almost exponential decay of periodic viscous surface waves without surface tension.

Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 207(2):459–531, 2013.

[23] Yan Guo and Ian Tice. Decay of viscous surface waves without surface tension in horizontally infinite domains. Anal. PDE, 6(6):1429–1533, 2013.

[24] J. Huang and Marius Paicu. Decay estimates of global solution to 2D incompressible Navier-Stokes equations with variable viscosity. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 34(11):4647–4669, 2014.

[25] Jingchi Huang, Marius Paicu, and Ping Zhang. Global well-posedness of incompressible inhomogeneous fluid systems with bounded density or non-Lipschitz velocity. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 209(2):631–682, 2013.

[26] Alexander Kiselev, Lenya Ryzhik, Yao Yao, and Andrej Zlatoš. Finite time singularity for the modified SQG patch equation. Ann. of Math. (2), 184(3):909–948, 2016.

[27] O. A. Ladyženskaja and V. A. Solonnikov. The unique solvability of an initial-boundary value problem for viscous incompressible inhomogeneous fluids. Zap. Naučn. Sem. Leningrad. Otdel. Mat. Inst. Steklov. (LOMI), 52:52–109, 218–219, 1975. Boundary value problems of mathematical physics, and related questions of the theory of functions, 8.

[28] Xian Liao and Yanlin Liu. Global regularity of three-dimensional density patches for inhomogeneous incompressible viscous flow. Sci. China Math., 62(9):1749–1764, 2019.

[29] Xian Liao and Ping Zhang. On the global regularity of the two-dimensional density patch for inhomogeneous incompressible viscous flow. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 220(3):937–981, 2016.

[30] Xian Liao and Ping Zhang. Global regularity of 2D density patches for viscous inhomogeneous incompressible flow with general density: low regularity case. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 72(4):835–884, 2019.

[31] Pierre-Louis Lions. Mathematical topics in fluid mechanics. Vol. 1. Oxford University Press, 1996. [32] Takaaki Nishida, Yoshiaki Teramoto, and Hideaki Yoshihara. Global in time behavior of viscous surface waves: horizontally periodic motion. J. Math. Kyoto Univ., 44(2):271–323, 2004.

[33] Marius Paicu and Ping Zhang. Striated regularity of 2-D inhomogeneous incompressible Navier-Stokes system with variable viscosity. Comm. Math. Phys., 376(1):385–439, 2020.

[34] Marius Paicu, Ping Zhang, and Zhifei Zhang. Global unique solvability of inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes equations with bounded density. Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 38(7):1208–1234, 2013.

[35] Hirokazu Saito, Yoshihiro Shibata, and Xin Zhang. Some free boundary problem for two-phase inhomogeneous incompressible flows. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 52(4):3397–3443, 2020.

[36] Jacques Simon. Nonhomogeneous viscous incompressible fluids: existence of velocity, density, and pressure.

SIAM J. Math. Anal., 21(5):1093–1117, 1990.

[37] V. A. Solonnikov. Solvability of the problem of the motion of a viscous incompressible fluid that is bounded by a free surface. Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat., 41(6):1388–1424, 1448, 1977.

[38] V. A. Solonnikov. An initial-boundary value problem for a Stokes system that arises in the study of a problem with a free boundary. Trudy Mat. Inst. Steklov., 188:150–188, 192, 1990. Translated in Proc. Steklov Inst. Math. 1991, no. 3, 191–239, Boundary value problems of mathematical physics, 14 (Russian).

[39] V. A. Solonnikov. Solvability of a problem on the evolution of a viscous incompressible fluid, bounded by a free surface, on a finite time interval. Algebra i Analiz, 3(1):222–257, 1991.

[40] Donna Lynn Gates Sylvester. Large time existence of small viscous surface waves without surface tension.

Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 15(6):823–903, 1990.

[41] Atusi Tani and Naoto Tanaka. Large-time existence of surface waves in incompressible viscous fluids with or without surface tension. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., 130(4):303–314, 1995.

[42] Yanjin Wang, Ian Tice, and Chanwoo Kim. The viscous surface-internal wave problem: global wellposedness and decay. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 212(1):1–92, 2014.