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GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF INHOMOGENEOUS NAVIER-STOKES

EQUATIONS WITH BOUNDED DENSITY

TIANTIAN HAO, FENG SHAO, DONGYI WEI, AND ZHIFEI ZHANG

Abstract. In this paper, we solve Lions’ open problem: the uniqueness of weak solutions
for the 2-D inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes equations (INS). We first prove the global exis-
tence of weak solutions to 2-D (INS) with bounded initial density and initial velocity in
L2(R2). Moreover, if the initial density is bounded away from zero, then our weak solution
equals to Lions’ weak solution, which in particular implies the uniqueness of Lions’ weak
solution. We also extend a celebrated result by Fujita and Kato on the 3-D incompressible
Navier-Stokes equations to 3-D (INS): the global well-posedness of 3-D (INS) with bounded

initial density and initial velocity being small in Ḣ1/2(R3). The proof of the uniqueness

is based on a surprising finding that the estimate t1/2∇u ∈ L2(0, T ;L∞(Rd)) instead of
∇u ∈ L1(0, T ;L∞(Rd)) is enough to ensure the uniqueness of the solution.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes equations in R
+×R

d (d = 2, 3):

(1.1)















∂tρ+ u · ∇ρ = 0,
ρ(∂tu+ u · ∇u)−∆u+∇P = 0,
div u = 0,
(ρ, u)|t=0 = (ρ0, u0),

where ρ, u stand for the density and velocity of the fluid respectively, and P is a scalar
pressure function. This system is known as a model for the evolution of a multi-phase flow
consisting of several immiscible, incompressible fluids with different densities. We refer to
[31] for a detailed derivation of (1.1).

Ladyženskaja and Solonnikov [25] first addressed the question of unique solvability of (1.1)

in a bounded domain Ω. Under the assumption that u0 ∈ W
2− 2

p
,p
(Ω)(p > d) is divergence

free and vanishes on ∂Ω and ρ0 ∈ C1(Ω) is bounded away from zero, they proved the global
well-posedness in dimension d = 2, and local well-posedness in dimension d = 3. To obtain
well-posedness for less regular initial data or global results, the following three major features
of (1.1) are very crucial:

• the incompressible condition div u = 0 implies

meas{x ∈ R
d : α ≤ ρ(t, x) ≤ β} is independent of t ≥ 0, ∀ 0 ≤ α ≤ β,

and in particular ‖ρ(t)‖L∞ = ‖ρ0‖L∞ ;
• the conservation of energy

(1.2)
1

2

∫

Rd

ρ(t, x)|u(t, x)|2 dx+

∫ t

0
‖∇u(s, ·)‖2L2(Rd) ds =

1

2

∫

Rd

ρ0(x)|u0(x)|2 dx;
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• the scaling invariance property which states that if (ρ, u, P ) is a solution of (1.1) on
[0, T ]× R

d, then for all λ > 0, the triplet (ρλ, uλ, Pλ) defined by

(1.3) (ρλ, uλ, Pλ)(t, x) := (ρ(λ2t, λx), λu(λ2t, λx), λ2P (λ2t, λx))

solves (1.1) on [0, T/λ2]× R
d.

A large number of works have been devoted to proving the well-posedness of (1.1) in
the so-called critical functional framework, which is to say, in functional spaces with scaling
invariant norms.

When the density ρ is a constant (let’s say, ρ ≡ 1), in which case (1.1) becomes the classical
incompressible Navier-Stokes equations (NS). The pioneering work of Leray [27] proved that
if the initial velocity u0 ∈ L2(R3) with divu0 = 0, then there exists a global weak (turbulent)
solution to (NS) satisfying (1.2) with an inequality. Later on, this result was extended to any
domain of Rd with d = 2, 3, see [10]. In dimension d = 2, the proof of uniqueness is contained
in Leray [26, 27, 28], Ladyženskaja [24], and Lions and Prodi [32]. However, the uniqueness of
Leray’s weak solution in dimension d = 3 remains a longstanding open problem. See [7, 9, 22]
for recent breakthrough on non-uniqueness of weak solutions.

We first recall the celebrated result by Fujita and Kato [19], which proves the global
solvability of the 3-D incompressible Navier-Stokes equations in a critical framework.

Theorem ([19]). Let d = 3. Given a divergence-free vector field u0 ∈ Ḣ1/2(R3) with ‖u0‖Ḣ1/2

small enough, then (NS) has a unique global solution

u ∈ C([0,+∞); Ḣ1/2(R3)) ∩ L4(R+; Ḣ1(R3)) ∩ L2(R+; Ḣ3/2(R3)).

Recently, several works are devoted to the extension of Leray’s weak solution to 2-D (INS)
and the extension of Fujita-Kato’s solution to 3-D (INS), which are both in the critical
functional framework.

In this framework for (INS), Danchin [12] and Abidi [1] proved that if ρ0 is close to a

positive constant in Ḃ
d/p
p,1 (R

d) and u0 is sufficiently small in Ḃ
−1+d/p
p,1 (Rd), then there is a

global solution to (1.1) with the initial data (ρ0, u0) for all p ∈ (1, 2d) and the uniqueness
holds for p ∈ (1, d]. The existence result has been extended to general Besov spaces in
[6, 14, 34] even without the size restriction for the density, see [2, 3, 4, 5], and in [14],
Danchin and Mucha proved the existence and uniqueness for p ∈ [1, 2d), where ρ0 is close to

a positive constant in a multiplier space M(Ḃ
−1+d/p
p,1 ).

In all these aforementioned results, the density has to be at least continuous or near a
positive constant, which excludes some physical cases when the density is discontinuous and
has large variations along a hypersurface (but still bounded), for example, ρ = a1D + b for
some a > b ≥ 0 and some bounded open set D ⊂ R

d. Now we consider the general case
when 0 ≤ ρ0 ∈ L∞. In 1974, Kazhikhov [23] proved the existence of global weak solutions
if ρ0 is bounded away from vacuum (i.e., inf ρ0 > 0) and u0 ∈ H1(Rd). The no vacuum
assumption was later removed by Simon [38]. Then Lions [31] extended the previous results
to the case of a density dependent viscosity, where the density equation of (1.1) is satisfied
in a renormalized meaning. (We remark that the uniqueness of Lions’ weak solution, even
in dimension d = 2, in which case Leray’s weak solution for the classical (NS) is unique, is a
longstanding open problem, and we will come back to this topic later in Remark 1.3.) While
with u0 ∈ H2(Rd), Danchin and Mucha [15] proved that the system (1.1) has a unique local
in time solution. Paicu, Zhang and the fourth author [35] proved the global well-posedness
of (1.1) with ρ0 ∈ L∞(R2) bounded away from zero and u0 ∈ Hs(R2) for any s > 0, and
for d = 3 they require u0 ∈ H1(R3) with ‖u0‖L2‖∇u0‖L2 small. The 3-D result in [35] was
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further improved to u0 ∈ Hs(R3) for any s > 1/2 in [11]. We also mention that in [21],
the authors solved the so-called density patch problem in the 2-D case, which states that if
ρ0 = 1D for a C1,α domain D ⊂ R

2 then the regularity of the boundary is preserved for Lions’
weak solution, by showing the weak-strong uniqueness. See also [16, 18, 20, 29, 30, 36] for
related results. In these works, (except for Lions’ 2-D weak solutions and Leray’s 2-D weak
solutions,) we note that the norms of the initial velocity are not critical in the sense that the
norms are not invariant under the scaling transformation (1.3).

The first result where ρ0 is merely bounded and u0 lies in a critical space was obtained by
Zhang [39], where he established the global existence of solutions to 3-D (INS) with initial
density 0 ≤ ρ0 ∈ L∞(R3), bounded away from zero, and initial velocity u0 sufficiently small in

a critical Besov space Ḃ
1/2
2,1 (R

3). The uniqueness has been proved later by Danchin and Wang

[17]. In [17], Danchin and Wang proved global existence and uniqueness for u0 ∈ Ḃ
−1+2/p
p,1 (R2)

and ‖ρ0 − 1‖L∞(R2) small, where p ∈ (1, 2); in the 3-D case, they proved global existence if

u0 is small in Ḃ
−1+3/p
p,1 (R3) for p ∈ (1, 3) and ‖ρ0 − 1‖L∞(R3) is small, and they obtained the

uniqueness for p ∈ (1, 2] and also for p ∈ (2, 3) if additionally u0 ∈ L2(R3). See also [37] for
another extension of Zhang’s result to asymmetric fluids. In these results, the summability
index 1 in the Besov spaces insures that the gradient of the velocity is in L1(0, T ;L∞), which
is a key ingredient in the proof of uniqueness. In a very recent paper by Danchin [13], for
the 2-D case he proved the global existence of solutions to (1.1) if ρ0 ∈ L∞(R2) is bounded
away from zero and u0 ∈ L2(R2), and he obtained the uniqueness if u0 lies in a suitable

subspace of L2(R2) resembling Ḃ0
2,1(R

2). We emphasize that, all these works require ρ0 to be
bounded away from zero for their existence, and the uniqueness holds only for u0 belonging
to a subspace of Ḣd/2−1(Rd) or some Lp type Besov space such that ∇u ∈ L1(0, T ;L∞).

Now we state our main results of this paper.

In the 2-D case, we prove the global existence of weak solution for 0 ≤ ρ0 ∈ L∞(R2) and
u0 ∈ L2(R2), and we also obtain the uniqueness if ρ0 is also bounded away from zero.

Theorem 1.1. Let d = 2. Given the initial data (ρ0, u0) satisfying 0 ≤ ρ0(x) ≤ ‖ρ0‖L∞ and
ρ0 6≡ 0, u0 ∈ L2(R2), div u0 = 0, the system (1.1) has a global weak solution (ρ, u,∇P ) with
0 ≤ ρ(t, x) ≤ ‖ρ0‖L∞,

√
ρu ∈ C([0,+∞);L2(R2)) and the following properties

• √
ρu ∈ L∞(R+;L2(R2)) and ∇u ∈ L2(R+;L2(R2));

• t1/2∇u ∈ L∞(R+;L2(R2)) and t1/2
√
ρu̇ ∈ L2(R+;L2(R2));

• t
√
ρu̇ ∈ L∞(R+;L2(R2)) and t∇u̇ ∈ L2(R+;L2(R2)), where u̇

def
= ut + u · ∇u;

• t1/2∇u ∈ L2(R+;L∞(R2)).

Moreover, if ρ0 is bounded away from zero, then the solution is unique.

In the 3-D case, we prove the global existence and uniqueness of Fujita-Kato’s solution to
the inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes equations. Here we only require 0 ≤ ρ0 ∈ L∞(R3) (even

for the uniqueness) and u0 ∈ Ḣ1/2(R3) small.

Theorem 1.2. Let d = 3. Given the initial data (ρ0, u0) satisfying 0 ≤ ρ0(x) ≤ ‖ρ0‖L∞ and

ρ0 6≡ 0, u0 ∈ Ḣ1/2(R3), div u0 = 0, there exists ε0 > 0 depending only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ such that
if ‖u0‖Ḣ1/2(R3) < ε0, then the system (1.1) has a unique global weak solution (ρ, u,∇P ) with

0 ≤ ρ(t, x) ≤ ‖ρ0‖L∞ , u ∈ L4(R+; Ḣ1(R3)),
√
ρu ∈ C([0,+∞);L3(R3)) and the following

properties

• √
ρu ∈ L∞(R+;L3(R3)), t−1/4∇u ∈ L2(R+;L2(R3)), and t1/4∇u ∈ L∞(R+;L2(R3));



4 T. HAO, F. SHAO, D. WEI, AND Z. ZHANG

• t1/4
√
ρu̇, t1/4∇2u, t3/4∇u̇ ∈ L2(R+;L2(R3)), and t3/4

√
ρu̇ ∈ L∞(R+;L2(R3)), where

u̇
def
= ut + u · ∇u;

• t1/4
√
ρut, t1/4

√
ρ0ut, t3/4∇ut ∈ L2(R+;L2(R3)) and t3/4

√
ρut ∈ L∞(R+;L2(R3));

• t1/2∇u ∈ L2(R+;L∞(R3)).

Remark 1.1. (1) Compared with Zhang’s result [39], we allow for vacuum density and

extend the condition u0 ∈ Ḃ
1/2
2,1 to Ḃ

1/2
2,2 = Ḣ1/2, which is exactly the functional space

used by Fujita and Kato in Theorem 1. Moreover, we also obtain the uniqueness of
the solution even though here we can not get the L1(0, T ;L∞(R3)) estimate for ∇u.

Indeed, we only have ‖t1/2∇u‖L2(R+;L∞(R3)) ≤ C‖u0‖Ḣ1/2(R3).

(2) If ρ0 is bounded away from zero, then we have u ∈ C([0,+∞); Ḣ1/2(R3)).
(3) In the proof of uniqueness, we only use the following properties of the solution:

∇u ∈ L4(R+;L2(R3)),
√
ρu ∈ L∞(R+;L3(R3)), t1/4∇u ∈ L∞(R+;L2(R3)),

t3/4∇u̇ ∈ L2(R+;L2(R3)), t1/4
√
ρut ∈ L2(R+;L2(R3)), t3/4∇ut ∈ L2(R+;L2(R3)),

and t1/2∇u ∈ L2(R+;L∞(R3)).

The uniqueness parts of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are consequences of the following
much more general result.

Theorem 1.3. Let T > 0. Let (ρ, u,∇P ) and (ρ̄, ū,∇P̄ ) be two solutions of (1.1) on
[0, T ]× R

d corresponding to the same initial data. Assume in addition that

• √
ρ(ū− u) ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(Rd));

• ∇ū−∇u ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(Rd));

• t1/2∇ū ∈ L2(0, T ;L∞(Rd));
• Case d = 2: ρ0 is bounded away from zero and

∇ū ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(R2)), t ˙̄u ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(R2)), t∇ ˙̄u ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(R2));

• Case d = 3: ∇ū ∈ L4(0, T ;L2(R3)) and t3/4∇ ˙̄u ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(R3)), where ˙̄u :=
∂tū+ ū · ∇ū.

Then (ρ, u,∇P ) = (ρ̄, ū,∇P̄ ) on [0, T ] × R
d.

Remark 1.2. Note that regularity requirements in the above uniqueness result are all at
the critical level in the sense of (1.3). Here we use t1/2∇ū ∈ L2(0, T ;L∞(Rd)) instead of
∇ū ∈ L1(0, T ;L∞(Rd)), which is a great improvement compared with previous works on the
uniqueness.

Remark 1.3. Theorem 1.3 solves Lions’ open problem on the uniqueness of weak solutions
for 2-D (INS), see page 31 of [31]. In section 2.5 of [31], Lions indicated that the uniqueness
of weak solutions could be showed by constructing a more regular “strong” solution and
proving the coincidence of weak solution and the strong one. In [36], Prange and Tan proved
the uniqueness of Lions’ weak solution for u0 satisfying

√
ρ0u0 ∈ L2(Rd) and ∇u0 ∈ L2(Rd)

and for ρ0 satisfying several cases.
1 Compared with [36], the authors in [21] proved that if u0 ∈

H1(R2) and ρ0 allows for a vacuum bubble or a far-field vacuum without the compatibility
condition, then Lions’ weak solution is unique. Note that, for dimension d = 2, these two

1In [36], if ρ0 has a far-field vacuum, they need an extra compatibility condition and a technical extra
condition on the weak solution.
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works both require ∇u0 ∈ L2(R2),2 although they allow the vacuum for ρ0. Theorem 1.3
implies that in the 2-D case, if ρ0 ∈ L∞(R2) is bounded away from zero and u0 ∈ L2(R2),
then our solution is the same as Lions’ weak solution [31]. In particular, we prove that Lions’
weak solution is unique if 0 ≤ ρ0 ∈ L∞(R2) is bounded away from zero and u0 ∈ L2(R2).

Notations.

• R
+ := (0,+∞). Dt

def
= (∂t + u · ∇) is the material derivative.

• For a Banach space X and an interval I ⊂ R, we denote by C(I;X) the set of
continuous functions on I with values in X. For p ∈ [1,+∞], the notation Lp(I;X)
stands for the collection of measurable functions on I with values in X, such that
t 7→ ‖f(t)‖X belongs to Lp(I). For any T > 0, we abbreviate Lp((0, T );X) to
Lp(0, T ;X) and sometimes we further abbreviate to Lp(0, T ) if there is no confusion.

• B(a,R) := {x ∈ R
d : |x− a| < R}, BR := B(0, R), ∀ a ∈ R

d, R > 0.

• For s ∈ R and p ∈ [1,+∞], we denote by Ẇ s,p(Rd) (or shortly Ẇ s,p) the standard

homogeneous Sobolev spaces, and we also denote Ḣs := Ẇ s,2.
• We shall always denote C to be a positive absolute constant which may vary from
line to line. The dependence of the constant C will be explicitly indicated if there are
any exceptions.

2. A priori estimates in the 2-D case

This part is devoted to the proof of a priori estimates for (1.1) in the 2-D case. All estimates
in this section are essentially taken from [21]. Note that in [21], some estimates hold only if
additionally ∇u0 ∈ L2(R2); nevertheless, here we only use those estimates in [21] that depend
only on the condition u0 ∈ L2(R2) and 0 < ρ0 ∈ L∞(R2).

Let (ρ, u) be a smooth solution to the system (1.1) on [0,+∞) × R
2 satisfying ρ∗ < ρ ≤

‖ρ0‖L∞ for some constant ρ∗ > 0.3 Firstly, standard energy estimate gives

‖√ρu‖2L∞(R+;L2) + 2‖∇u‖2L2(R+;L2) ≤ 2‖√ρ0u0‖2L2 .(2.1)

The following lemma was essentially proved in Lemma 3.2 of [33] and Lemma 3.2 of [21].

Lemma 2.1. There exists a positive constant C depending only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ and ‖√ρ0u0‖L2

such that

‖t1/2∇u‖L∞(R+;L2(R2)) + ‖t1/2(√ρu̇,∇2u,∇P )‖L2(R+;L2(R2)) ≤ C,(2.2)

‖t(√ρu̇,∇2u,∇P )‖L∞(R+;L2(R2)) + ‖t∇u̇‖L2(R+;L2(R2)) ≤ C.(2.3)

Proof. It was proved in [33] (3.11), (3.12) that (also using 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ‖ρ0‖L∞)

‖(∇2u,∇P )‖L2 ≤ C‖ρu̇‖L2 ≤ C‖√ρu̇‖L2 ,(2.4)

d

dt
‖∇u‖2L2 + ‖√ρu̇‖2L2 ≤ C‖∇u‖4L2 ,(2.5)

where C depends only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ . Multiplying (2.5) by t, using (2.1), Grönwall’s inequality
and (2.4) yields (2.2). It was proved in [21] (3.5), (3.7), (3.8) that

Ψ′(t) + ‖∇u̇‖2L2/2 ≤ C‖∇u‖4L4 + C‖∇P‖2L2‖∇u‖2L2 ,(2.6)

2This regularity, higher than the critical one, ensures the weak-strong uniqueness for those ρ0 possessing
no positive lower bound. We also remark that in [21], the regularity u0 ∈ H1(R2) is not optimal, it is possible
to prove the weak-strong uniqueness if u0 ∈ Hs(R2) for some s ∈ (0, 1).

3In this and the next section, we require the density to be bounded away from zero to ensure the smoothness
and appropriate decay of the solution (ρ, u), which will be useful in some steps involving integration by parts.
Nevertheless, in all estimates, the constant C > 0 is independent of this positive lower bound ρ∗.
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1

4

∫

R2

ρ|u̇|2 dx− C‖∇u‖4L2 ≤ Ψ(t) ≤
∫

R2

ρ|u̇|2 dx+ C‖∇u‖4L2 ,(2.7)

‖∇u‖4L4 + ‖∇P‖2L2‖∇u‖2L2 ≤ C‖√ρu̇‖2L2‖∇u‖2L2 ,(2.8)

where C depends only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ , and

Ψ(t)
def
=

1

2

∫

R2

ρ|u̇|2 dx−
∫

R2

P∂iu
j∂ju

i dx.

Multiplying (2.6) by t2 and using (2.7), (2.8), (2.2), (2.1) and (2.4) yields (2.3). �

In order to prove the existence of weak solution, we need a L∞ bound of |u(t, x)|. As
ρ0 6≡ 0, there exists R0 ∈ (0,∞) such that

∫

B(0,R0)
ρ0(x) dx ≥ c0 > 0.(2.9)

Lemma 2.2. Assume (2.9). Then there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ ,
‖√ρ0u0‖L2 , R0 and c0 such that

√
t|u(t, x)| ≤ C[t+ ln(|x|+ t+ t−1)]

1

2 , ∀ t > 0, x ∈ R
2.

Proof. Let R(t) := R0 + 2t‖√ρ0u0‖L2/
√
c0. Then by Lemma 2.2 of [21], we have

∫

B(0,R(t))
ρ(t, x) dx ≥ c0/4.

So, we obtain

c0
4

inf
x∈B(0,R(t))

|u(t, x)|2 ≤
∫

B(0,R(t))
ρ|u|2 dx ≤ ‖√ρ0u0‖2L2 ≤ C,

which implies that there exists a xt ∈ B(0, R(t)) such that |u(t, xt)| ≤ C1.
By Lemma 2.1, we have

‖∇u(t)‖2L2 =

∫

R2

|û(t, ξ)|2|ξ|2 dξ ≤ Ct−1, ‖∇2u(t)‖2L2 =

∫

R2

|û(t, ξ)|2|ξ|4 dξ ≤ Ct−2,

which ensures that
∫

R2

|û(t, ξ)|2|ξ|2(1 + t|ξ|2) dξ ≤ Ct−1.(2.10)

Thus, for any x 6= y ∈ R
2, we have (as |eiξ·x − eiξ·y| ≤ min(|ξ||x − y|, 2))

|u(t, x)− u(t, y)| ≤
∫

R2

|û(t, ξ)||eiξ·x − eiξ·y|dξ

≤
(
∫

R2

|û(t, ξ)|2|ξ|2(1 + t|ξ|2) dξ
)1/2(∫

R2

min(|ξ|2|x− y|2, 4)
|ξ|2(1 + t|ξ|2) dξ

)1/2

,(2.11)

where
∫

R2

min(|ξ|2|x− y|2, 4)
|ξ|2(1 + t|ξ|2) dξ =

(
∫

|ξ|≤|x−y|−1

+

∫

|ξ|>|x−y|−1

)

min(|ξ|2|x− y|2, 4)
|ξ|2(1 + t|ξ|2) dξ

≤ C ln
(

2 + |x− y|/
√
t
)

,

which along with (2.10) and (2.11) implies

(2.12) |u(t, x)− u(t, y)| ≤ Ct−
1

2

[

ln
(

2 + |x− y|/
√
t
)]

1

2

.
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Therefore, by (2.12), xt ∈ B(0, R(t)), |u(t, xt)| ≤ C1 and R(t) = R0 + 2t‖√ρ0u0‖L2/
√
c0,

we arrive at

|u(t, x)| ≤ |u(t, xt)|+ |u(t, x)− u(t, xt)| ≤ C + Ct−
1

2 [ln
(

2 + t−1 + |x|+R(t)
)

]
1

2

≤ C + Ct−
1

2 [ln(t+ |x|+ t−1)]
1

2 .

Then we get

|
√
tu(t, x)| ≤ C

√
t+ C[ln(t+ |x|+ t−1)]

1

2 ≤ C[t+ ln(|x|+ t+ t−1)]
1

2 , ∀ t > 0, x ∈ R
2.

This completes the proof of the lemma. �

Lemma 2.3. There exists a constant C > 0 depending only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ and ‖√ρ0u0‖L2 such
that

(2.13) ‖t1/2∇u‖L2(R+;L∞(R2)) ≤ C.

Proof. Following the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [21], we have

(2.14) ‖∇u‖L∞(R2) ≤ C‖∇u‖1/2
L2(R2)

‖∇u̇‖1/2
L2(R2)

+ C‖√ρu̇‖L2(R2),

where C > 0 is an absolute constant. Then by Lemma 2.1, we obtain
∫ ∞

0
t‖∇u‖2L∞ dt ≤ C

∫ ∞

0
t
(

‖∇u‖L2‖∇u̇‖L2 + ‖√ρu̇‖2L2

)

dt

≤ C‖∇u‖L2(R+;L2)‖t∇u̇‖L2(R+;L2) + C‖
√
tρu̇‖2L2(R+;L2) ≤ C.

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.3. �

3. A priori estimates in the 3-D case

In this section, we establish the estimates that are needed to prove Theorem 1.2. Let (ρ, u)
be a smooth solution to the system (1.1) on [0, T∗) × R

3 with ρ∗ < ρ ≤ ‖ρ0‖L∞ for some

constant ρ∗ > 0 (recalling footnote 3) and u0 ∈ Ḣ1/2(R3), where T∗ ∈ (0,+∞] is the maximal
time of existence.

Lemma 3.1 (Estimates on the linear system). Assume that ‖∇u‖L4(0,T∗;L2(R3)) ≤ 1. Then
the following linear system for (v,∇π)

(3.1)











ρ(∂tv + u · ∇v)−∆v +∇π = 0,

div v = 0,

v|t=0 = v0 ∈ H1(R3)

admits a unique solution v ∈ C([0, T∗);H
1(R3)) on [0, T∗)× R

3 with the following estimates

sup
t∈[0,T∗)

‖√ρv(t)‖L2(R3) + ‖∇v‖L2(0,T∗;L2(R3)) ≤ C‖v0‖L2(R3),(3.2)

sup
t∈[0,T∗)

‖∇v(t)‖L2(R3) + ‖√ρ∂tv‖L2(0,T∗;L2(R3)) ≤ C‖∇v0‖L2(R3),(3.3)

sup
t∈[0,T∗)

‖
√
t∇v‖L2(R3) + ‖

√
tρ∂tv‖L2(0,T∗;L2(R3)) ≤ C‖v0‖L2(R3),(3.4)

‖t−α∇v‖L2(0,T∗;L2(R3)) ≤ Cα‖v0‖1−2α
L2(R3)

‖∇v0‖2αL2(R3), ∀ α ∈ (0, 1/2),(3.5)

where C > 0 is a constant depending only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ , and Cα > 0 depends only on ‖ρ0‖L∞

and α ∈ (0, 1/2).
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Proof. Taking L2 inner product of the momentum equation of (3.1) with v and using the
transport equation of (1.1), one can show (3.2) along the same way as the proof of Proposition
2.1 in [39].

Taking L2 inner product of the momentum equation of (3.1) with ∂tv gives

1

2

d

dt
‖∇v(t)‖2L2 + ‖√ρ∂tv(t)‖2L2 = −

∫

R3

ρ(u · ∇v) · ∂tv(t, x) dx

≤ ‖ρ0‖1/2L∞‖u(t)‖L6‖∇v(t)‖L3‖√ρ∂tv(t)‖L2

≤ C‖∇u(t)‖L2‖∇v(t)‖1/2
L2 ‖∇2v(t)‖1/2

L2 ‖
√
ρ∂tv(t)‖L2 .(3.6)

Moreover, the Stokes estimate implies

‖∇2v(t)‖L2 + ‖∇π(t)‖L2 ≤ C (‖√ρ∂tv(t)‖L2 + ‖ρ0‖L∞‖u · ∇v(t)‖L2)

≤ C (‖√ρ∂tv(t)‖L2 + ‖u(t)‖L6‖∇v(t)‖L3)

≤ C
(

‖√ρ∂tv(t)‖L2 + ‖∇u(t)‖L2‖∇v(t)‖1/2
L2 ‖∇2v(t)‖1/2

L2

)

.

By Young’s inequality, we have

‖∇2v(t)‖L2 ≤ C
(

‖√ρ∂tv(t)‖L2 + ‖∇u(t)‖2L2‖∇v(t)‖L2

)

, ∀ t ∈ [0, T∗).

Thus, (3.6) becomes

1

2

d

dt
‖∇v(t)‖2L2 + ‖√ρ∂tv(t)‖2L2

≤ C‖∇u(t)‖L2‖∇v(t)‖1/2
L2 ‖√ρ∂tv(t)‖L2

(

‖√ρ∂tv(t)‖1/2L2 + ‖∇u(t)‖L2‖∇v(t)‖1/2
L2

)

= C‖∇u(t)‖L2‖∇v(t)‖1/2
L2 ‖√ρ∂tv(t)‖3/2L2 + C‖∇u(t)‖2L2‖∇v(t)‖L2‖√ρ∂tv(t)‖L2

≤ C‖∇u(t)‖4L2‖∇v(t)‖2L2 +
1

2
‖√ρ∂tv(t)‖2L2 ,

where in the last inequality we have used Young’s inequality. Hence, we have

(3.7)
d

dt
‖∇v(t)‖2L2 + ‖√ρ∂tv(t)‖2L2 ≤ C‖∇u(t)‖4L2‖∇v(t)‖2L2 , ∀ t ∈ [0, T∗).

Then it follows from Grönwall’s inequality that

‖∇v(t)‖L2 +

∫ t

0
‖√ρ∂tv(s)‖2L2 ds ≤ exp

(

C

∫ t

0
‖∇u‖4L2 ds

)

‖∇v0‖2L2 , ∀ t ∈ [0, T∗),

which gives (3.3).
Multiplying both sides of (3.7) by t, we obtain

d

dt
(t‖∇v(t)‖2L2) + t‖√ρ∂tv(t)‖2L2 ≤ ‖∇v(t)‖2L2 + Ct‖∇u(t)‖4L2‖∇v(t)‖2L2 , ∀ t ∈ [0, T∗).

Then it follows from Grönwall’s inequality and (3.2) that

t‖∇v(t)‖2L2 +

∫ t

0
‖√sρ∂tv(s)‖2L2 ds ≤ exp

(

C‖∇u‖4L4(0,t;L2)

)

‖∇v‖2L2(0,t;L2) ≤ C‖v0‖2L2

for t ∈ [0, T∗), which proves (3.4).
Finally, we prove (3.5). It suffices to show that

(3.8)

∫ t

0
s−2α‖∇v(s)‖2L2 ds ≤ Cα‖v0‖2−4α

L2 ‖∇v0‖4αL2 , ∀ t ∈ [0, T∗).
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Let t0 := ‖v0‖2L2‖∇v0‖−2
L2 . If 0 ≤ t ≤ t0, then we get by (3.3) that

∫ t

0
s−2α‖∇v(s)‖2L2 ds ≤ C

∫ t

0
s−2α‖∇v0‖2L2 ds ≤ Cαt

1−2α‖∇v0‖2L2

≤ Cαt
1−2α
0 ‖∇v0‖2L2 = Cα‖v0‖2−4α

L2 ‖∇v0‖4αL2 .

If t ≥ t0, then by (3.2) and (3.3), we have
∫ t

0
s−2α‖∇v(s)‖2L2 ds ≤ C

∫ t0

0
s−2α‖∇v0‖2L2 ds+ t−2α

0

∫ t

t0

‖∇v(s)‖2L2 ds

≤ Cαt
1−2α
0 ‖∇v0‖2L2 + Ct−2α

0 ‖v0‖2L2 = (C + Cα)‖v0‖2−4α
L2 ‖∇v0‖4αL2 .

This proves (3.8), and thus completes the proof of (3.5). �

Lemma 3.2. There exists a constant ε0 ∈ (0, 1) depending only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ such that if
‖u0‖Ḣ1/2(R3) < ε0, then we have

(3.9) ‖t1/4∇u‖L∞(0,T∗;L2(R3)) + ‖t−1/4∇u‖L2(0,T∗;L2(R3)) ≤ C‖u0‖Ḣ1/2(R3)

for some constant C > 0 depending only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ .

Proof. We denote

(3.10) T ∗ := sup{t ∈ (0, T∗) : ‖∇u‖L4(0,t;L2) ≤ 1}.
Then we prove (3.9) on (0, T ∗). For each j ∈ Z, we consider the following coupled system4 of
(uj ,∇Pj):

(3.11)











ρ(∂tuj + u · ∇uj)−∆uj +∇Pj = 0,

div uj = 0,

uj |t=0 = ∆ju0.

Then it follows from the uniqueness of local smooth solution to (1.1) that

(3.12) u =
∑

j∈Z

uj , ∇P =
∑

j∈Z

∇Pj .

By Lemma 3.1, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all j ∈ Z, we have

‖∇uj‖L∞(0,T ∗;L2) ≤ C‖∇∆ju0‖L2 ≤ C2j/2cj‖u0‖Ḣ1/2 ,

‖
√
t∇uj‖L∞(0,T ∗;L2) ≤ C‖∆ju0‖L2 ≤ C2−j/2cj‖u0‖Ḣ1/2 .

Hence, for t ∈ [0, T ∗) we obtain

√
t‖∇u(t)‖2L2 =

√
t

∫

R3

|∇u(t, x)|2 dx =
∑

j,k∈Z

∫

R3

√
t∇uj(t, x) · ∇uk(t, x) dx

≤ 2
∑

k∈Z

∑

j≤k

√
t‖∇uk(t)‖L2‖∇uj(t)‖L2

≤ C
∑

k∈Z

2−k/2ck
∑

j≤k

2j/2cj‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2 ≤ C
∑

k∈Z

ck





∑

j≤k

2(j−k)/2cj



 ‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2

4In the proof of Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3, we use the same notations as in [39]. In particular, the
definition of ∆j can be found in Appendix A of [39], and (cj) denotes a generic element of ℓ2(Z) such that
cj ≥ 0 and

∑
j∈Z

c2j = 1. Similarly for (c̃k) and (c̃′k).
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≤ C
∑

k∈Z

ck c̃k‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2 ≤ C‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2 .

This shows that

(3.13) ‖t1/4∇u‖L∞(0,T ∗;L2) ≤ C‖u0‖Ḣ1/2 .

Taking ε = 1/8 ∈ (0, 1/4), Lemma 3.1 implies

‖t−(1/2−ε)∇uj‖L2(0,T ∗;L2) ≤ C‖∆ju0‖2εL2‖∇∆ju0‖1−2ε
L2 ≤ C2j(1/2−2ε)cj‖u0‖Ḣ1/2 ,

‖t−ε∇uj‖L2(0,T ∗;L2) ≤ C‖∆ju0‖1−2ε
L2 ‖∇∆ju0‖2εL2 ≤ C2j(2ε−1/2)cj‖u0‖Ḣ1/2

for all j ∈ Z. Hence, we obtain
∫ T ∗

0
t−1/2

∫

R3

|∇u(t, x)|2 dxdt ≤
∑

j,k∈Z

∫ T ∗

0
t−1/2‖∇uj(t)‖L2‖∇uk(t)‖L2 dt

≤ 2
∑

k∈Z

∑

j≤k

∫ T ∗

0
‖t−(1/2−ε)∇uj(t)‖L2‖t−ε∇uk(t)‖L2 dt

≤ C
∑

k∈Z

2k(2ε−1/2)ck
∑

j≤k

2j(1/2−2ε)cj‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2

≤ C
∑

k∈Z

ck





∑

j∈Z

2−|k−j|(1/2−2ε)cj



 ‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2

≤ C
∑

k∈Z

ck c̃
′
k‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2 ≤ C‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2 .

This shows that

(3.14) ‖t−1/4∇u‖L2(0,T ∗;L2) ≤ C‖u0‖Ḣ1/2 .

It follows from (3.13) and (3.14) that

(3.15) ‖∇u‖L4(0,T ∗;L2) ≤ C∗‖u0‖Ḣ1/2

for some constant C∗ > 0 depending only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ . Now we take ε0 := min{1/(2C∗), 1/2} ∈
(0, 1). Thus, if ‖u0‖Ḣ1/2 < ε0, then by (3.10), (3.15) and a continuity argument, we have
T ∗ = T∗, and hence (3.9) follows from (3.13) and (3.14). �

Remark 3.1. By Lemma 3.2, if ‖u0‖Ḣ1/2 < ε0, then ‖t1/4∇u‖L∞(0,T∗;L2) ≤ C‖u0‖Ḣ1/2 , hence
we deduce from the classical theory of inhomogeneous Navier-Stokes equations that T∗ =
+∞, i.e., the smooth solution (ρ, u) to (1.1) is globally defined. As a consequence, in this
subsection, we have T∗ = +∞ and

(3.16) ‖∇u‖L4(R+;L2) < 1.

Lemma 3.3 (Critical estimates). Let ε0 ∈ (0, 1) be given by Lemma 3.2. If ‖u0‖Ḣ1/2(R3) < ε0,

then we have

(3.17) ‖√ρu‖L∞(R+;L3(R3)) ≤ C‖u0‖Ḣ1/2(R3)

for some constant C > 0 depending only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ .
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Proof. Consider the system (3.11) for (uj ,∇Pj), then we have (3.12). Lemma 3.1 implies

‖√ρuj‖L∞(R+;L2) ≤ C‖∆ju0‖L2 ≤ C2−j/2cj‖u0‖Ḣ1/2 ,

‖∇uj‖L∞(R+;L2) ≤ C‖∇∆ju0‖L2 ≤ C2j/2cj‖u0‖Ḣ1/2 , ∀ j ∈ Z.

Thus, we have

‖√ρuj‖L∞(R+;L6) ≤ C‖∇uj‖L∞(R+;L2) ≤ C2j/2cj‖u0‖Ḣ1/2 , ∀ j ∈ Z.

As a consequence, there holds for all t ∈ R
+,

‖√ρu(t)‖2L3 = ‖ρ|u|2(t)‖L3/2 ≤
∑

i,j∈Z

‖ρ|uiuj |(t)‖L3/2

≤ 2
∑

i∈Z

∑

j≤i

‖√ρui(t)‖L2‖√ρuj(t)‖L6 ≤ C
∑

i∈Z

∑

j≤i

2−i/2ci2
j/2cj‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2

≤ C
∑

i∈Z

ci





∑

j≤i

2−(i−j)/2cj



 ‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2 ≤ C
∑

i∈Z

cic̃i‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2 ≤ C‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2 .

This completes the proof of (3.17). �

Lemma 3.4. Let ε0 ∈ (0, 1) be given by Lemma 3.2. If ‖u0‖Ḣ1/2(R3) < ε0, then

(3.18) ‖t1/4∇u‖L∞(R+;L2(R3)) + ‖t1/4(√ρu̇,∇2u)‖L2(R+;L2(R3)) ≤ C‖u0‖Ḣ1/2(R3)

for some constant C > 0 depending only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ .

Proof. Taking L2 inner product of the momentum equation of (1.1) with u̇, we obtain5

0 = ‖√ρu̇(t)‖2L2 + 〈∇u(t),∇u̇(t)〉L2 + 〈∇P (t), u̇(t)〉L2

= ‖√ρu̇(t)‖2L2 +
1

2

d

dt
‖∇u(t)‖2L2 +

∫

R3

∂iu
j∂iu

k∂ku
j dx−

∫

R3

P∂ju
k∂ku

j dx.

Hence, we have

1

2

d

dt
‖∇u(t)‖2L2 + ‖√ρu̇(t)‖2L2 ≤ (‖∇u(t)‖L6 + ‖P (t)‖L6) ‖∇u(t)‖L3‖∇u(t)‖L2

≤ C
(

‖∇2u(t)‖L2 + ‖∇P (t)‖L2

)

‖∇2u(t)‖1/2
L2 ‖∇u(t)‖3/2

L2 , ∀ t ∈ [0,+∞).

Recall the Stokes estimate

(3.19) ‖∇2u(t)‖L2 + ‖∇P (t)‖L2 ≤ C‖ρu̇(t)‖L2 ≤ C‖√ρu̇(t)‖L2 , ∀ t ∈ [0,+∞).

Thus, we have

1

2

d

dt
‖∇u(t)‖2L2 + ‖√ρu̇(t)‖2L2 ≤ C‖∇u(t)‖3/2

L2 ‖
√
ρu̇(t)‖3/2

L2

≤ C‖∇u(t)‖6L2 +
1

2
‖√ρu̇(t)‖2L2 , ∀ t ∈ [0,+∞).

Or equivalently, d
dt‖∇u(t)‖2L2 + ‖√ρu̇(t)‖2L2 ≤ C‖∇u(t)‖6L2 , hence

d

dt

(

t1/2‖∇u(t)‖2L2

)

+ t1/2‖√ρu̇(t)‖2L2 ≤ 1

2
t−1/2‖∇u(t)‖2L2 + Ct1/2‖∇u(t)‖6L2

5Repeated indices represent summation.
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for all t ∈ R
+. Now it follows from Grönwall’s lemma that

(3.20)
√
t‖∇u(t)‖2L2 +

∫ t

0

√
s‖√ρu̇(s)‖2L2 ds ≤

1

2
exp

(

C‖∇u‖4L4(0,t;L2)

)

‖s−1/4∇u‖2L2(0,t;L2).

By (3.16), (3.9), (3.20) and (3.19), we deduce (3.18). �

Lemma 3.5. Let ε0 ∈ (0, 1) be given by Lemma 3.2. If ‖u0‖Ḣ1/2(R3) < ε0, then

(3.21) ‖t3/4√ρu̇‖L∞(R+;L2(R3)) + ‖t3/4∇u̇‖L2(R+;L2(R3)) ≤ C‖u0‖Ḣ1/2(R3)

for some constant C > 0 depending only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ .

Proof. Applying the material derivative Dt to the momentum equation of (1.1), we get

ρ(∂tu̇+ u · ∇u̇)−∆u̇ = −∂k(∂ku · ∇u)− ∂ku · ∇∂ku− (∇Pt + u · ∇(∇P )).

Taking L2 inner product with u̇ of the above equation, we get by integration by parts and
div u = 0 that

(3.22)
1

2

d

dt
‖√ρu̇‖2L2 + ‖∇u̇(t)‖2L2 =

∫

R3

(∂ku · ∇u) · ∂ku̇dx+

∫

R3

∂ku · (∂ku · ∇u̇) dx+ J,

where

J(t)
def
= −

∫

R3

(∇Pt + u · ∇(∇P )) · u̇dx, ∀ t ∈ [0,+∞).

Along the same lines as in the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [21], we have6

(3.23) J(t) =
d

dt

∫

R3

P∂iu
j∂ju

i dx− 3

∫

R3

P∂iu
j∂j u̇

i dx+ 2

∫

R3

P∂iu
k∂ku

j∂ju
i dx.

for all t ∈ [0,+∞). Let

(3.24) Ψ(t)
def
= ‖√ρu̇(t)‖2L2 − 2

∫

R3

P∂iu
j∂ju

i dx, ∀ t ∈ [0,+∞).

Then we have
1

2
Ψ′(t) + ‖∇u̇(t)‖2L2 =

∫

R3

(∂ku · ∇u) · ∂ku̇dx+

∫

R3

∂ku · (∂ku · ∇u̇) dx

− 3

∫

R3

P∂iu
j∂j u̇

i dx+ 2

∫

R3

P∂iu
k∂ku

j∂ju
i dx

≤ C‖∇u(t)‖L6‖∇u(t)‖L3‖∇u̇(t)‖L2 + C‖P (t)‖L6‖∇u(t)‖L3‖∇u̇(t)‖L2

+ C‖P (t)‖L6‖∇u(t)‖2L3‖∇u(t)‖L6

≤ C‖∇u(t)‖L3‖∇u̇(t)‖L2‖(∇2u(t),∇P (t))‖L2 + C‖∇u(t)‖2L3‖(∇2u(t),∇P (t))‖2L2

(3.19)

≤ C‖∇u(t)‖L3‖∇u̇(t)‖L2‖√ρu̇(t)‖L2 + C‖∇u(t)‖2L3‖
√
ρu̇(t)‖2L2

≤ 1

2
‖∇u̇(t)‖2L2 + C‖∇u(t)‖2L3‖

√
ρu̇(t)‖2L2 ,

hence,

Ψ′(t) + ‖∇u̇(t)‖2L2 ≤ C‖∇u(t)‖2L3‖
√
ρu̇(t)‖2L2 ,

(t3/2Ψ)′(t) + t3/2‖∇u̇(t)‖2L2 ≤ 3

2
t1/2Ψ(t) + Ct3/2‖∇u(t)‖2L3‖

√
ρu̇(t)‖2L2(3.25)

for all t ∈ [0,+∞).

6Here we stress that ∂iu
k∂ku

j∂ju
i = 0 holds for d = 2, but not for d = 3.
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On the other hand, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R3

P∂iu
j∂ju

i dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖P (t)‖L6‖∇u(t)‖L3‖∇u(t)‖L2

≤ C‖∇P (t)‖L2‖∇u(t)‖3/2
L2 ‖∇2u(t)‖1/2

L2

(3.19)

≤ C‖∇u(t)‖3/2
L2 ‖

√
ρu̇(t)‖3/2

L2

≤ 1

4
‖√ρu̇(t)‖2L2 + C‖∇u(t)‖6L2 ,

thus,

(3.26)
1

2
‖√ρu̇(t)‖2L2 − C‖∇u(t)‖6L2 ≤ Ψ(t) ≤ 2‖√ρu̇(t)‖2L2 + C‖∇u(t)‖6L2 , ∀ t ∈ [0,+∞).

It follows from (3.25) and (3.26) that

(t3/2Ψ)′(t) + t3/2‖∇u̇(t)‖2L2

≤ Ct1/2‖√ρu̇(t)‖2L2 + Ct1/2‖∇u(t)‖6L2 + Ct3/2‖∇u(t)‖2L3‖
√
ρu̇(t)‖2L2 , ∀ t ∈ [0,+∞).

Then we have

t3/2Ψ(t) +

∫ t

0
s3/2‖∇u̇(s)‖2L2 ds(3.27)

≤C

∫ t

0
s1/2‖√ρu̇(s)‖2L2 ds

(

1 + sup
0<s<t

s‖∇u(s)‖2L3

)

+ C

∫ t

0
s1/2‖∇u(s)‖6L2 ds

for all t ∈ [0,+∞). Moreover, it follows from (3.18), (3.9) and (3.16) that
∫ t

0
s1/2‖√ρu̇(s)‖2L2 ds+

∫ t

0
s1/2‖∇u(s)‖6L2 ds

≤C‖t1/4√ρu̇‖2L2(R+;L2) + C‖t1/4∇u‖2L∞(R+;L2)‖∇u‖4L4(R+;L2) ≤ C‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2 ;

and we also have (for all s > 0, also using (3.9) and (3.19))

s‖∇u(s)‖2L3 ≤ Cs1/4‖∇u(s)‖L2s3/4‖∇2u(s)‖L2 ≤ C‖u0‖Ḣ1/2s
3/4‖√ρu̇(s)‖L2 .

Thus, (3.27) implies that (for all t > 0, also using ‖u0‖Ḣ1/2 < ε0 < 1)

(3.28) t3/2Ψ(t) +

∫ t

0
s3/2‖∇u̇(s)‖2L2 ds ≤ C‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2(1 +A(t)),

where A(t)
def
= sup0<s<t s

3/4‖√ρu̇(s)‖L2 . Thus using (3.26), (3.28) and (3.9), we obtain

t3/2‖√ρu̇(t)‖2L2 +

∫ t

0
s3/2‖∇u̇(s)‖2L2 ds ≤ C‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2(1 +A(t)) + Ct3/2‖∇u(t)‖6L2

≤C‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2(1 +A(t)) +C‖t1/4∇u‖6L∞(R+;L2) ≤ C‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2(1 +A(t)) + C‖u0‖6Ḣ1/2 ,

A(t)2 +

∫ t

0
s3/2‖∇u̇(s)‖2L2 ds ≤ C‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2(1 +A(t)) + C‖u0‖6Ḣ1/2 ,

A(t)2 +

∫ t

0
s3/2‖∇u̇(s)‖2L2 ds ≤ C‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2 + C‖u0‖4Ḣ1/2 + C‖u0‖6Ḣ1/2 ≤ C‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2 .

This completes the proof. �
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Corollary 3.6 (Estimates for ut). Let ε0 ∈ (0, 1) be given by Lemma 3.2. If ‖u0‖Ḣ1/2 < ε0,
then

(3.29) ‖t1/4√ρut‖L2(R+;L2) + ‖t3/4√ρut‖L∞(R+;L2) + ‖t3/4∇ut‖L2(R+;L2) ≤ C‖u0‖Ḣ1/2

for some constant C > 0 depending only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ .

Proof. Using the inequality ‖f‖L∞(R3) ≤ C‖∇f‖1/2
L2(R3)

‖∇f‖1/2
L6(R3)

, we have

‖√ρu · ∇u(t)‖L2 ≤ C‖u(t)‖L6‖∇u(t)‖L3 ≤ C‖∇u(t)‖
3

2

L2‖∇2u(t)‖
1

2

L2 ;

‖∇(u · ∇u)(t)‖L2 ≤ ‖∇u(t)‖L3‖∇u(t)‖L6 + ‖u(t)‖L∞‖∇2u(t)‖L2 ≤ C‖∇u(t)‖
1

2

L2‖∇2u(t)‖
3

2

L2 .

By (3.9), (3.18), (3.19) and (3.21), we get
∫

R+

t
1

2 ‖√ρu · ∇u(t)‖2L2 dt ≤ C

∫

R+

t
1

2 ‖∇u(t)‖3L2‖∇2u(t)‖L2 dt

≤ C‖t1/4∇u‖2L∞(R+;L2)‖t−1/4∇u‖L2(R+;L2)‖t1/4∇2u‖L2(R+;L2) ≤ C‖u0‖4Ḣ1/2 ;

t
3

4‖√ρu · ∇u(t)‖L2 ≤ Ct
3

4 ‖∇u(t)‖
3

2

L2‖∇2u(t)‖
1

2

L2 ≤ C‖t 1

4∇u‖
3

2

L2‖t
3

4
√
ρu̇‖

1

2

L2 ≤ C‖u0‖2
Ḣ

1
2

;
∫

R+

t3/2‖∇(u · ∇u)(t)‖2L2 dt ≤ C

∫

R+

t3/2‖∇u(t)‖L2‖∇2u(t)‖3L2 dt

≤ ‖t1/4∇u‖L∞(R+;L2)‖t3/4
√
ρu̇‖L∞(R+;L2)

∫

R+

t1/2‖√ρu̇(t)‖2L2 dt ≤ C‖u0‖4Ḣ1/2 .

Therefore, (3.29) follows from (3.18), (3.21) and ut = u̇− u · ∇u. �

Corollary 3.7 (Estimates for
√
ρ0ut). Let ε0 ∈ (0, 1) be given by Lemma 3.2. If

‖u0‖Ḣ1/2(R3) < ε0, then

(3.30) ‖t1/4√ρ0ut‖L2(R+;L2(R3)) ≤ C‖u0‖Ḣ1/2

for some constant C > 0 depending only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ .

Proof. By the density equation of (1.1) and (3.17), we get

‖ρ(t) − ρ0‖Ẇ−1,3 ≤
∫ t

0
‖ρu(s)‖L3 ds ≤ t‖ρu‖L∞(0,t;L3) ≤ Ct‖u0‖Ḣ1/2 .(3.31)

Note that
∫ ∞

0

∫

R3

t
1

2ρ0|ut|2 dxdt =
∫ ∞

0

∫

R3

t
1

2ρ(t)|ut|2 dxdt−
∫ ∞

0

∫

R3

t
1

2 (ρ(t)− ρ0)|ut|2 dxdt.

By duality and (3.31), we can obtain
∣

∣

∣

∫

R3

(ρ(t)− ρ0)|ut|2 dx
∣

∣

∣ ≤ ‖ρ(t)− ρ0‖Ẇ−1,3‖|ut|2‖
Ẇ 1, 3

2
≤ 2‖ρ(t) − ρ0‖Ẇ−1,3‖∇ut‖L2‖ut‖L6

≤ Ct‖u0‖Ḣ1/2‖∇ut‖2L2 .

Therefore, (3.30) follows from (3.29). �

Lemma 3.8. Let ε0 ∈ (0, 1) be given by Lemma 3.2. If ‖u0‖Ḣ1/2(R3) < ε0, then

(3.32) ‖t1/2∇u‖L2(R+;L∞(R3)) ≤ C‖u0‖Ḣ1/2(R3)

for some constant C > 0 depending only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ .
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Proof. Applying the Stokes estimate to −∆u+∇P = −ρu̇ gives

(3.33) ‖∇2u(t)‖L6 ≤ C‖√ρu̇(t)‖L6 ≤ C‖u̇(t)‖L6 ≤ C‖∇u̇(t)‖L2 ∀ t ∈ R
+.

By the inequality ‖f‖L∞(R3) ≤ C‖∇f‖1/2
L2(R3)

‖∇f‖1/2
L6(R3)

and (3.33), for each t ∈ R
+ we have

∫ t

0
s‖∇u(s)‖2L∞ ds ≤ C

∫ t

0
s‖∇2u(s)‖L6‖∇2u(s)‖L2 ds ≤ C

∫ t

0
s‖∇u̇(s)‖L2‖∇2u(s)‖L2 ds

≤ ‖s1/4∇2u‖L2(R+;L2)‖s3/4∇u̇‖L2(R+;L2) ≤ C‖u0‖2Ḣ1/2 ,

where in the last inequality we have used (3.18) and (3.21). �

4. Proof of global existence

This section is devoted to proving the existence of a global solution to (1.1) under our
assumptions (both in dimension d = 2 and d = 3).

Proof of the existence part of Theorem 1.1. Let d = 2, 0 ≤ ρ0 ∈ L∞ and u0 ∈ L2(R2). We
consider (where ε ∈ (0, 1))

uε0 ∈ C∞(R2) with div uε0 = 0 and ρε0 ∈ C∞(R2) with ε ≤ ρε0 ≤ ‖ρ0‖L∞(R2)

such that

uε0 → u0 in L2(R2), ρε0 ⇀ ρ0 in L∞ weak-*, and ρε0 → ρ0 in Lp
loc(R

2) if p < ∞,

as ε → 0+. In light of the classical strong solution theory for the system (1.1), there exists
a unique global smooth solution (ρε, uε, P ε) corresponding to data (ρε0, u

ε
0). Thus, the triple

(ρε, uε, P ε) satisfies all the a priori estimates of this subsections uniformly with respect to
ε ∈ (0, 1). Hence, (ρε, uε) converges weakly (or weakly-*) to a limit (ρ, u) as ε → 0+, up to
subsequence. To show that the limit solves (1.1) weakly, in view of standard compactness
arguments, it suffices to prove that

(4.1) lim
ε→0+

∫ t

0
〈ρεuε ⊗ uε(s)− ρu⊗ u(s),∇ϕ〉ds = 0 ∀ t > 0

for any divergence-free function ϕ ∈ C∞
c ([0,+∞) ×R

2). We fix t > 0. Let η > 0. Since

|〈ρεuε ⊗ uε(s),∇ϕ〉| ≤ ‖
√
ρεuε‖2L∞(R+;L2(R2))‖∇ϕ‖L∞(R+×R2) ≤ C,

|〈ρu⊗ u(s),∇ϕ〉| ≤ ‖√ρu‖2L∞(R+;L2(R2))‖∇ϕ‖L∞(R+×R2) ≤ C,

for all ε ∈ (0, 1), s > 0, where C > 0 is a constant depending only on ‖√ρ0u0‖L2 ; taking
δ0 := min{t/2, η/(4C)} > 0, we have

∫ δ0

0
|〈ρεuε ⊗ uε(s)− ρu⊗ u(s),∇ϕ〉| ds < η

2
, ∀ ε ∈ (0, 1).

To prove (4.1), it suffices to show that

(4.2) lim
ε→0+

∫ t

δ0

〈ρεuε ⊗ uε(s)− ρu⊗ u(s),∇ϕ〉ds = 0.

Indeed, assuming that suppx ϕ(s) ⊂ B(0, R) for all s ∈ [δ0, t], on one hand, by the weak
convergence of ρε to ρ in L2([0, T ] × BR) (up to subsequence) and Lemma 2.2 (and the
compact support property of ϕ), we have

(4.3) lim
ε→0+

∫ t

δ0

〈(ρε − ρ)u⊗ u(s),∇ϕ〉ds = 0.
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On the other hand, by Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2 (and Lemma 2.2, Lemma A.2 of [21], by
adjustingR > 0 to be larger is necessary) we know that uε is uniformly bounded inH1([δ0, t]×
BR) (for fixed δ0 ∈ (0, t)), hence the compact embedding H1([δ0, t]×BR) ⊂⊂ L2([δ0, t]×BR)
implies uε → u in L2([δ0, t]×BR) up to subsequence, thus uε⊗uε → u⊗u in L1([δ0, t]×BR)
as ε → 0+, which along with the uniform boundedness of ρε in L∞ implies that

(4.4) lim
ε→0+

∫ t

δ0

|〈ρε(uε ⊗ uε − u⊗ u)(s),∇ϕ〉| ds = 0.

Now (4.2) follows from (4.3) and (4.4). �

Proof of the existence part of Theorem 1.2. Let d = 3. Let ε0 ∈ (0, 1) be given by Lemma

3.2. Assume that u0 ∈ Ḣ1/2(R3) with ‖u0‖Ḣ1/2 < ε0 and 0 ≤ ρ0 ≤ ‖ρ0‖L∞ for some constant
‖ρ0‖L∞ > 0 with ρ0 6≡ 0. We are going to show that there exists a global weak solution
(ρ, u,∇P ) to (1.1) with initial data (ρ0, u0). The idea is to take advantage of classical result
to construct smooth solutions corresponding to smoothed-out approximate data with no
vacuum, then to pass to the limit. More precisely, for δ ∈ (0, 1/2), we consider

uδ0 ∈ C∞(R3) with div uδ0 = 0 and ρδ0 ∈ C∞(R3) with δ ≤ ρδ0 ≤ ‖ρ0‖L∞

such that

uδ0 → u0 in Ḣ1/2, ‖uδ0‖Ḣ1/2 < ε0, ρδ0 ⇀ ρ0 in L∞ weak-*, and ρδ0 → ρ0 in Lp
loc if p < ∞,

as δ → 0+. By the classical theory of (INS), for each δ ∈ (0, 1/2), (1.1) has a unique local
smooth solution (ρδ , uδ) on [0, T δ

∗ ) with initial data (ρδ0, u
δ
0). We also have (3.9) for (ρδ, uδ).

Thus, ‖uδ0‖Ḣ1/2 < ε0 and Remark 3.1 implies that T δ
∗ = +∞, i.e., (ρδ, uδ) is a global smooth

solution. Moreover, we have (3.18), (3.21) for (ρδ, uδ). Here we recall that the constants
in (3.9), (3.18), (3.21), (3.29) and (3.32) depend only on ‖ρ0‖L∞ , so these inequalities are
uniform in δ ∈ (0, 1/2). As a consequence, a standard compactness argument (see [35])
combining with an argument similar to the 2-D case (here we use L6 for d = 3 instead of L∞

for d = 2 above) implies the convergence of (ρδ, uδ) to a weak solution (ρ, u) of (1.1) with
initial data (ρ0, u0). This completes the proof of the existence part of Theorem 1.2. �

5. Proof of the uniqueness

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.3, and to show that it implies the uniqueness
part of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.

5.1. Preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. Fix t > 0. Assume that ū = ū(s, x) : (0,+∞) × R
d → R

d satisfies s1/2∇ū ∈
L2(R+;L∞(Rd)). Let p ∈ (1,+∞) and ϕ(x) ∈ Ẇ 1,p(Rd). Then there is a unique solution
φ = φ(s, x) : (0, t]× R

d → R
d to

(5.1) ∂sφ+ ū · ∇φ = 0, (s, x) ∈ (0, t]× R
d, φ(t, x) = ϕ(x), x ∈ R

d

such that

(5.2) ‖∇φ(s)‖Lp(Rd) ≤ C‖∇ϕ‖Lp(Rd)e
C| ln(t/s)|1/2 ∀ s ∈ (0, t],

where C > 0 is a constant depending only on ‖s1/2∇ū‖L2(R+;L∞(Rd)).



GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF INHOMOGENEOUS NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS 17

Proof. The classical theory on transport equations ([8], Theorem 3.2) implies the existence
and uniqueness of the solution φ, with the estimate

‖∇φ(s)‖Lp(Rd) ≤ C‖∇ϕ‖Lp(Rd) exp

(
∫ t

s
‖∇ū(τ)‖L∞(Rd) dτ

)

, ∀ s ∈ (0, t]

for some constant C > 0. By τ1/2∇ū ∈ L2(R+;L∞(Rd)) we have
∫ t

s
‖∇ū(τ)‖L∞ dτ =

∫ t

s
τ−

1

2 · τ 1

2‖∇ū(τ)‖L∞ dτ ≤ | ln(t/s)| 12‖τ 1

2∇ū(τ)‖L2(0,t;L∞)

≤ C| ln(t/s)| 12 .
This completes the proof. �

Lemma 5.2. Let T > 0 and f : (0, T ] → [0,+∞] be such that f ∈ L4(0, T ). Let A > 0 and

(5.3) F (t) :=
1

t

∫ t

0
f(s)eA| ln(t/s)|1/2 ds ∀ t ∈ (0, T ].

Then we have F ∈ L4(0, T ) with

(5.4) ‖F‖L4(0,T ) ≤ CA‖f‖L4(0,T ),

where CA > 0 is a constant depending only on A.

Proof. By (5.3), we have

F (t) =

∫ 1

0
f(τt)eA| ln τ |1/2 dτ, ∀ t ∈ (0, T ].

Hence

‖F‖L4(0,T ) ≤
∫ 1

0
‖f(τ ·)‖L4(0,T )e

A| ln τ |1/2 dτ =

∫ 1

0
‖f‖L4(0,T )τ

−1/4eA| ln τ |1/2 dτ.

Note that there exists τ0 = τ0(A) ∈ (0, 1) such that A| ln(1/τ)|1/2 ≤ 1
2 | ln(1/τ)| for τ ∈ (0, τ0),

then
∫ τ0

0
τ−1/4eA| ln τ |1/2 dτ ≤

∫ τ0

0
τ−1/4eln(τ

−1/2) dτ =

∫ τ0

0
τ−3/4 dτ = 4τ

1/4
0 ,

thus
∫ 1

0
τ−1/4eA| ln τ |1/2 dτ ≤ 4τ

1/4
0 +

∫ 1

τ0

τ−1/4eA| ln τ |1/2 dτ = CA.

This completes the proof. �

5.2. Uniqueness in the 2-D case of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 for d = 2. Assume that 0 < ρ0 ∈ L∞(R2) has a positive lower bound
and u0 ∈ L2(R2). Let (ρ, u,∇P ) and (ρ̄, ū,∇P̄ ) be two weak solutions to (1.1) with the
same initial data (ρ0, u0) and satisfies all the hypotheses listed in Theorem 1.3. We denote
δρ = ρ− ρ̄ and δu = u− ū. Then (δρ, δu) satisfies

(5.5)















∂tδρ+ ū · ∇δρ+ δu · ∇ρ = 0, (t, x) ∈ R
+ ×R

d,
ρ(∂tδu+ u · ∇δu)−∆δu+∇δP = −δρ ˙̄u− ρδu · ∇ū,
div δu = 0,
(δρ, δu)|t=0 = (0, 0).
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Here ˙̄u := ∂tū+ ū · ∇ū. Let T1 ∈ (0, T ) be small enough. For all t ∈ (0, T1], we set

(5.6) D(t) := sup
s∈[0,t]

‖√ρδu(s)‖L2(R2) + ‖∇δu‖L2(0,t;L2(R2)).

Testing (5.5) against δu gives

(5.7)
1

2

d

dt
‖√ρδu‖2L2 + ‖∇δu(t)‖2L2 = −I(t)− II(t) ∀ t ∈ (0, T1],

where

I(t) := 〈δρ(t), ˙̄u · δu(t)〉, II(t) :=

∫

R2

(ρδu · ∇ū) · δu(t, x) dx, ∀ t ∈ (0, T1].

Since (thanks to the positive lower bound of ρ)

|II(t)| ≤ ‖√ρδu(t)‖2L4‖∇ū(t)‖L2 ≤ C‖√ρδu(t)‖L2‖∇δu(t)‖L2‖∇ū(t)‖L2

≤ 1

2
‖∇δu(t)‖2L2 + C‖√ρδu(t)‖2L2‖∇ū(t)‖2L2 ,

we have

d

dt
‖√ρδu‖2L2 + ‖∇δu(t)‖2L2 ≤ 2|I(t)| + C‖√ρδu(t)‖2L2‖∇ū(t)‖2L2 , ∀ t ∈ (0, T1].

It follows from Grönwall’s lemma and ∇ū ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(R2)) that

‖√ρδu(t)‖2L2 + ‖∇δu‖2L2(0,t;L2) ≤ C∗

∫ t

0
|I(s)|ds, ∀ t ∈ (0, T1],

where C∗ > 0 depends only on ‖∇ū‖L2(0,T ;L2) and ‖ρ0‖L∞ . Thus,

(5.8) D(t)2 ≤ C∗

∫ t

0
|I(s)|ds, ∀ t ∈ (0, T1].

For any fixed t ∈ (0, T1], by Lemma 5.1, there exists a unique φ(s, x; t) solving

∂sφ(s, x; t) + ū(s, x) · ∇φ(s, x; t) = 0, (s, x) ∈ (0, t]× R
2, φ(t, x; t) = ( ˙̄u · δu)(t, x)

with the estimate

(5.9) ‖∇φ(s, ·; t)‖L4/3 ≤ C‖∇( ˙̄u · δu)(t)‖L4/3 eC| ln(t/s)|1/2 , ∀ s ∈ (0, t].

Using the first equation of (5.5) and integration by parts, we have

d

ds
〈δρ(s), φ(s, ·; t)〉 = 〈− div{δρū}, φ〉 − 〈div{ρδu}, φ〉 − 〈δρ, ū · ∇φ〉

= 〈ρδu,∇φ(s, ·; t)〉, ∀ s ∈ (0, t](5.10)

then integrating over (0, t), by (5.9) we have

|I(t)| = |〈δρ(t), φ(t, ·; t)〉| ≤
∫ t

0
|〈ρδu(s),∇φ(s, ·; t)〉|ds ≤

∫ t

0
‖ρδu(s)‖L4‖∇φ(s, ·; t)‖L4/3 ds

≤ ‖∇( ˙̄u · δu)(t)‖L4/3

∫ t

0
‖ρδu(s)‖L4 eC| ln(t/s)|1/2 ds

= ‖t∇( ˙̄u · δu)(t)‖L4/3 · 1
t

∫ t

0
‖ρδu(s)‖L4 eC| ln(t/s)|1/2 ds =: ‖t∇( ˙̄u · δu)(t)‖L4/3 · F (t)

for all t ∈ (0, T1]. Lemma 5.2 implies that

(5.11) ‖F‖L4(0,t) ≤ C‖‖ρδu(s)‖L4‖L4(0,t) = C‖ρδu‖L4(0,t;L4), ∀ t ∈ (0, T1].
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Hence by Hölder’s inequality we obtain

(5.12)

∫ t

0
|I(s)|ds ≤ ‖s∇( ˙̄u · δu)‖L4/3(0,t;L4/3)‖ρδu‖L4(0,t;L4), ∀ t ∈ (0, T1].

Moreover, by Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding we have

‖s∇( ˙̄u · δu)‖L4/3(0,t;L4/3) = ‖s(∇ ˙̄u · δu+ ˙̄u · ∇δu)‖L4/3(0,t;L4/3)

≤ ‖s∇ ˙̄u‖L2(0,t;L2)‖δu‖L4(0,t;L4) + ‖s ˙̄u‖L4(0,t;L4)‖∇δu‖L2(0,t;L2),

and (since ρ(t) ∈ L∞(R2) is bounded away from zero)

‖δu‖L4(0,t;L4) ≤ C
∥

∥

∥‖√ρδu‖1/2
L2 ‖∇δu‖1/2

L2

∥

∥

∥

L4(0,t)
≤ C‖√ρδu‖1/2

L∞(0,t;L2)
‖∇δu‖1/2

L2(0,t;L2)
≤ CD(t)

for all t ∈ (0, T1], then we get (using the fact that ρ(t) ∈ L∞(R2) is bounded away from zero)

‖s∇( ˙̄u · δu)‖L4/3(0,t;L4/3) ≤ CD(t)
(

‖s∇ ˙̄u‖L2(0,t;L2) + ‖s ˙̄u‖L4(0,t;L4)

)

≤ CD(t)
(

‖s∇ ˙̄u‖L2(0,t;L2) + ‖s ˙̄u‖1/2
L∞(0,t;L2)

‖s∇ ˙̄u‖1/2
L2(0,t;L2)

)

for all t ∈ (0, T1]. Thus, (5.12) implies that
∫ t

0
|I(s)|ds ≤ CD(t)2‖s∇ ˙̄u‖1/2

L2(0,t;L2)
, ∀ t ∈ (0, T1](5.13)

for some constant C > 0 independent of t and T1. Combining (5.8) and (5.13), we obtain

(5.14) D(t)2 ≤ CD(t)2‖s∇ ˙̄u‖1/2
L2(0,t;L2)

, ∀ t ∈ (0, T1].

As t∇ ˙̄u ∈ L2(0, T ;L2), we can take T1 > 0 small enough such that

C‖s∇ ˙̄u‖1/2
L2(0,T1;L2)

< 1/2,

then (5.14) implies 0 ≤ D(t)2 ≤ D(t)2/2 for all t ∈ (0, T1], hence D(t) ≡ 0 for t ∈ (0, T1].
Therefore, we have δu ≡ 0 on [0, T1]. Then by the first equation of (5.5), we get δρ ≡ 0 on
[0, T1]. This proves the uniqueness on [0, T1]. The uniqueness on the whole time interval
[0,+∞) can be obtained by a bootstrap argument. �

5.3. Uniqueness in the 3-D case of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 for d = 3. Assume that 0 ≤ ρ0 ∈ L∞(R3) and u0 ∈ Ḣ1/2(R3). Let
(ρ, u,∇P ) and (ρ̄, ū,∇P̄ ) be two weak solutions to (1.1) with the same initial data (ρ0, u0)
and satisfies all the hypotheses listed in Theorem 1.3. We denote δρ := ρ− ρ̄ and δu := u− ū.
Then (δρ, δu) satisfies (5.5). Let T > 0. For all t ∈ (0, T ], set

X(t) := sup
s∈(0,t]

s−
3

4 ‖δρ(s)‖Ẇ−1,3(R3),(5.15)

Y (t) :=
(

sup
s∈[0,t]

‖√ρδu(s)‖2L2(R3) + ‖∇δu‖2L2(0,t;L2(R3))

)1/2
.(5.16)

For ϕ ∈ C1
c (R

3), by Lemma 5.1, there exists a unique φ(s, x) solving

∂sφ+ ū · ∇φ = 0, (s, x) ∈ (0, t]× R
3, φ(t, x) = ϕ(x),

with the estimate

‖∇φ(s)‖
L

3
2
≤ C‖∇ϕ‖

L
3
2
eC| ln(t/s)|1/2 , ∀ s ∈ (0, t].(5.17)
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Note that
∫ t

0
eC| ln(t/s)|1/2 ds = t

∫ 1

0
eC| ln(τ)|1/2 dτ ≤ Ct

∫ 1

0
τ−

1

2 dτ ≤ Ct.(5.18)

Similarly with (5.10), we have

d

ds
〈δρ(s), φ(s)〉 = 〈− div{δρū}, φ〉 − 〈div{ρδu}, φ〉 − 〈δρ, ū · ∇φ〉 = 〈ρδu,∇φ〉.

Integrating over (0, t), and using (5.17) and (5.18) yield that

|〈δρ(t), φ(t)〉| ≤
∫ t

0
|〈ρδu,∇φ〉|ds ≤

∫ t

0
‖ρδu(s)‖L3‖∇φ‖

L
3
2
ds

≤ Ct
3

4‖∇ϕ‖
L

3
2
‖ρδu‖L4(0,t;L3).(5.19)

By Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding, we have
∫ t

0
‖ρδu‖4L3 ds ≤

∫ t

0
‖ρδu‖2L2‖ρδu‖2L6 ds ≤ C‖√ρδu‖2L∞(0,t;L2)‖∇δu‖2L2(0,t;L2),

then it follows from (5.15), (5.16) and (5.19) that

X(t) ≤ CY (t), ∀ t ∈ (0, T ].(5.20)

Next, testing (5.5) against δu gives

(5.21)
1

2

d

dt
‖√ρδu‖2L2 + ‖∇δu(t)‖2L2 = −

∫

R3

δρ ˙̄u · δudx−
∫

R3

(ρδu · ∇ū) · δudx.

By Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding, we have

(5.22)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R3

(ρδu · ∇ū) · δudx
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖ρδu‖L3‖∇ū‖L2‖δu‖L6 ≤ C‖√ρδu‖
1

2

L2‖∇δu‖
3

2

L2‖∇ū‖L2

≤ 1

4
‖∇δu‖2L2 + C‖√ρδu‖2L2‖∇ū‖4L2 ;

By duality, Sobolev embedding and Young’s inequality, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R3

δρ ˙̄u · δudx
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖δρ‖Ẇ−1,3‖ ˙̄u · δu‖Ẇ 1,3/2

≤ ‖δρ‖Ẇ−1,3(‖∇ ˙̄u‖L2‖δu‖L6 + ‖ ˙̄u‖L6‖∇δu‖L2) ≤ C‖δρ‖Ẇ−1,3‖∇ ˙̄u‖L2‖∇δu‖L2(5.23)

≤ 1

4
‖∇δu‖2L2 + Ct−

3

2 ‖δρ‖2
Ẇ−1,3 · t

3

2 ‖∇ ˙̄u‖2L2 ≤ 1

4
‖∇δu‖2L2 + CX2(t)t

3

2‖∇ ˙̄u‖2L2 .

Hence plugging (5.22) and (5.23) into (5.21) gives

d

dt
‖√ρδu‖2L2 + ‖∇δu(t)‖2L2 ≤ C‖√ρδu(t)‖2L2‖∇ū(t)‖4L2 + CX2(t)t3/2‖∇ ˙̄u(t)‖2L2 .

By Grönwall’s lemma, ∇ū ∈ L4(0, T ;L2(R3)) and t3/4∇ ˙̄u ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(R3)), we have

‖√ρδu(t)‖2L2 +

∫ t

0
‖∇δu(s)‖2L2 ds ≤ C exp

(∫ t

0
‖∇ū(s)‖4L2 ds

)∫ t

0
X2(s)s3/2‖∇ ˙̄u(s)‖2L2 ds

≤ C

∫ t

0
X2(s)γ(s) ds,

where 0 ≤ γ(s) := s3/2‖∇ ˙̄u(s)‖2L2 ∈ L1(0, T ). Thus,

(5.24) Y 2(t) ≤ C

∫ t

0
X2(s)γ(s) ds.
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It follows from (5.20) and (5.24) that X2(t) ≤ C
∫ t
0 X

2(s)γ(s) ds, hence by Grönwall’s lemma
we have X(t) ≡ 0, then by (5.24) we know that Y (t) ≡ 0. This completes the proof of
Theorem 1.3. �

5.4. Proof of the uniqueness part of Theorem 1.2. Let d = 3. Let (ρ, u) and (ρ̄, ū) be
two solutions to (1.1) satisfying all the properties listed in Theorem 1.2 with the same initial
data (ρ0, u0). To prove (ρ, u) = (ρ̄, ū), it suffices to check that Theorem 1.3 is applicable.
Denote δρ := ρ− ρ̄ and δu := u− ū. Let T > 0.

Firstly, by (3.31) we know that

‖ρ(t)− ρ0‖Ẇ−1,3 + ‖ρ̄(t)− ρ0‖Ẇ−1,3 ≤ Ct‖u0‖
Ḣ

1
2
,

thus t−
3

4 δρ belongs to L∞(0, T ; Ẇ−1,3(R3)). Next we show that δu is in the energy space.
Note that

(5.25)

∫

R3

ρ(t, x)|u(t, x) − ū(t, x)|2 dx =

∫

R3

ρ0(x)|u(t, x) − ū(t, x)|2 dx

+

∫

R3

(ρ(t, x) − ρ0(x))|u(t, x) − ū(t, x)|2 dx.

By (3.30), we have

(5.26)
‖√ρ0(u(t)− u0)‖L2(R3) ≤ C

∫ t

0
‖√ρ0ut(s)‖L2 ds =

∫ t

0
s−

1

4 ‖s 1

4
√
ρ0ut(s)‖L2 ds

≤ Ct
1

4‖s 1

4
√
ρ0ut‖L2(0,t;L2) ≤ Ct

1

4‖u0‖
Ḣ

1
2
,

and the same inequality holds for ū. On the other hand, by duality, Sobolev embedding,
(3.31) and (3.18), we have

∣

∣

∣

∫

R3

(ρ(t)− ρ0)|u(t) − ū(t)|2 dx
∣

∣

∣
≤ ‖ρ(t)− ρ0‖Ẇ−1,3‖∇(|u(t) − ū(t)|2)‖

L
3
2

≤ 2‖ρ(t) − ρ0‖Ẇ−1,3‖∇u(t)−∇ū(t)‖L2‖u(t)− ū(t)‖L6

≤ Ct‖∇u(t)−∇ū(t)‖2L2‖u0‖
Ḣ

1
2

≤ Ct
1

2‖t1/4(∇u,∇ū)‖2L∞(R+;L2)‖u0‖Ḣ 1
2
≤ Ct

1

2 ‖u0‖3
Ḣ

1
2

.(5.27)

Plugging (5.26) and (5.27) into (5.25) gives that
√
ρ(u − ū) ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(R3)). By (3.16),

we have (∇u,∇ū) ∈ L4(0, T ;L2(R3)) ⊂ L2(0, T ;L2(R3)). From this, we eventually conclude
that

√
ρδu ∈ L∞(0, T ;L2(R3)) and ∇δu ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(R3)). Finally, by Theorem 1.2, we

have t
1

2∇ū ∈ L2(0, T ;L∞(R3)) and t
3

4∇ ˙̄u ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(R3)). Hence, all the assumptions of
Theorem 1.3 are satisfied by the solutions (ρ, u) and (ρ̄, ū) constructed in Theorem 1.2, which
are thus equal to each other.
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[25] O. A. Ladyženskaja and V. A. Solonnikov, The unique solvability of an initial-boundary value problem

for viscous incompressible inhomogeneous fluids. (Russian) Boundary value problems of mathematical
physics, and related questions of the theory of functions, 8, Zap. Naučn. Sem. Leningrad. Otdel. Mat.
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