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Abstract: We show that the Nernst-Planck-Euler system, which models ionic electrodiffu-
sion in fluids, has global strong solutions for arbitrarily large data in the two dimensional
bounded domains. The assumption on species is either there are two species or the diffu-
sivities and the absolute values of ionic valences are the same if the species are arbitrarily
many. In particular, the boundary conditions for the ions are allowed to be inhomogeneous.
The proof is based on the energy estimates, integration along the characteristic line and the
regularity theory of elliptic and parabolic equations.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following Nernst-Planck-Euler (NPE) system:

owci + uVe; = Didiv(Ve; + 2 V®), i=1,--- N, (1.1)
N

—eAD ="z =p, (1.2)
i=1

0w +uVu+ Vp = —KpV, (1.3)

V-u=0, (1.4)

which models the evolution of ions in inviscid incompressible fluid [I5]. Here ¢; is the concen-
tration of the i-th ionic species, 0 # z; € R is the corresponding valence, ® is the electrical
potential, p is the charge density, u is the fluid velocity, p is the fluid pressure, D; > 0 are
diffusion coefficients, € > 0 is a constant proportional to the square of Debye length, and K > 0
is the Boltzmann constant.

Let © C R? be a smooth bounded domain. The unknowns ¢; and ® satisfy the following
inhomogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions:

ci(x,t) lao=vi(z) > 0, (1.5)

O(z,t) o= h(z), (1.6)
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where ~;(z) and h(x) are given smooth functions independent of ¢. The velocity u satisfies
homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition:

u |go= 0. (1.7)

The NPE system is the invisid case of the Nernst-Planck-Navier-Stokes (NPNS) system.
There are lots of interesting analytical works regarding the NPNS system. Liu and Wang [12]
showed the global existence of weak solutions to the Cauchy problem in R3. Schmuck [I7]
proved global existence of weak solutions to the NPNS system with blocking (no-flux) boundary
conditions for the ionic concentrations and homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions for the
electric potential in two and three dimensions. Ryham [16] generalized this work to the case of
homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions for the electric potential.

It turns out that boundary conditions for ionic concentrations play an essential role in the
dynamics of NPNS system. Bothe, Fischer and Saal [2] proved global existence and stability of
strong solutions in two dimensions, with blocking (no-flux) boundary conditions for the ionic
concentrations. In a series of papers [4, B 6 [7, [8], Constantin, Ignatova and Lee studied
the existence and stability of the NPNS system systematically. In [4], Constantin and Ignatova
proved global well-posedness of strong solutions in two dimensions with inhomogeneous Dirichlet
boundary conditions for the ionic concentrations and electric potential. The inhomogeneous
boundary conditions make things much more complicated, since one cannot get estimates by
directly multiplying (ILT]) with ¢;. In [5], Constantin, Ignatova and Lee got the three dimensional
global existence near the equilibrium. For the equilibrium, the velocity is zero. Later they [6]
proved the global well-posedness in three dimensions. The assumptions on ionic concentrations
are either there are two ionic species or all diffusivities are equal and the magnitudes of valences
are the same in the case of more than two species. These assumptions are also the ones commonly
used in the literature. In [7] they analyzed the phenomena of interior electroneutriality in two
and three dimensions. Very recently, they are able to get stability result even for equilibrium
with non-zero velocity [8]. When the electric potential satisfies the Robin condition, the existence
are obtained by Lee [I1].

Comparing with the rich literature for NPNS, the results for NPE are much less. In the
case of two dimensional periodic boundary conditions, Ignatova and Shu [10] proved the global
existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to the NPE system. In this paper we get the
global well-posednesd in the case of bounded domain. The boundary conditions for the ionic
concentrations are Dirichlet and allowed to be inhomogeneous.

To state our result more precisely, we denote by WP (©2) the Sobolev space whose norm is
given by || fllwrr@) = Z?:o ||8;%f||Lp(Q); Wéf’p(Q) denotes the closure of C§°(2) in the norm
| - [lwer(q): and W2 (Qr) is the time-dependent Sobolev space on Q7 = Q x (0,T) with norm
1 w21 (@r) = 2Zjairar<e 1020 FllLr@o)-

Theorem 1.1. Assume that the ionic species satisfy one of the following two conditions:

i) There are two ionic species.

i1) For arbitrarily many ionic species, the diffusivities and the absolute values of valences are
the same, i.e. D; =D, |z =2,i=1,--- ,N.

Suppose that 0 < ¢;(0) € LP(Q) withp > 2, i = 1,--- , N, and that u(0) € C1(Q) with
0<a< % — L Let % = %(% + % + a) < 1. Then for any T > 0 the Nernst-Planck-FEuler system

p
([CI)-@T7) has a unique strong solution satisfying

¢ € Wf’l(QT) and u € C([0,T];CH(Q)).
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Remark 1.2. Due to the existence of inhomogeneous boundary condition, the morms of the
solutions may go to infinity as time goes to infinity.

Mathematically, the NPE system is the coupling of a semilinear parabolic system and the
incompressible Euler equations. It’s well-known that the Euler equations is globally well-posed
in 2D [14]. If we omit the velocities in the equations of the ions, then the energy conservation
yields global regularity even in 4D [3]. Combining these two facts together, we can expect global
well-posedness in 2D for the NPE system.

The proof follows the typical way in the regularity theory. We first get local well-posedness,
which is more or less standard for the current system. Then we derive good a priori estimates,
the key for the global well-posedness. For the ions, we use energy integration. Regarding the
velocity, we employ the method of integration along the characteristic line. Similar to the
NPNS system, the inhomogeneous boundary condition for the ions make the arguments much
more complicated. Finally, the global existence can be deduced from the local well-posedness
and good a priori estimates.

This paper is organized as follows. In section Plwe establish the local well-posedness. Section
Bl is devoted to the a priori estimates. Finally we derive the global well-posedess in section [l

2 Local well-posedess

In this section, we establish the local well-posedness of system (L.I)-(7) using the Schauder
fixed point theorem. The idea is from Kato [13]. Define the vorticity w = curl u, then w satisfies

Ow+uVw = —KVip Vo, (2.1)

with V4 := (—8,,0,). We first introduce a function space. Define

1 1,1,
lellx = smp [t @)l + 63 e@lere + lotollr] + lelzan

where a,p,q are the same as the ones in Theorem [[LJ] Since we are doing local solutions,
throughout this section 7"is O(1) or smaller. Now we introduce some facts about the fundamental
solution to the heat equation in bounded domain. The estimate is essentially standard in
fundamental solution literature. We put the proof here for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that § is smooth, then

241k _ |o—y?

| Dg(ﬂk)H(:E,t; y) | Ct™ 72 e 1ot C=C(Qk), (2.2)

where H(x,t;y) is the fundamental solution of the heat equation.
Proof. 1t’s well-known that H enjoys the following estimates ( for instance, Theorem 1 in [I]):

|z —y|?

0 < H(z,t;y) <Ce 3 . (2.3)

Note that this Lemma is trivial if ¢ is O(1), so we only consider the case ¢ is small. Fix T € €,
0 <t < T, we divide the proof into two cases.
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(i) Interior:

dist(z, Q) > V1.
Let Q 57 = B z(T) x (%,f), then @ = C Qr. Do the change of variable :
r—
v
Then H(Z+ Viz,Is; y) solves the heat equation in B; x (%, 1). The standard parabolic smoothing
estimates imply

s==z,2=

SIS

‘DZH(E + Viz, ts;y)

< supBlX(%J)H(E + \/%z,fs; Y)

2=0,s=1

= supQﬁH(x,t;y).

Thus
- 1 =
| D H(Z,ty) | =1 2 | D:H(T + Viz,ts;y) |

o i (2.4)

<t SupQ\ft (ﬂj‘,t7y)
Since .

Ha,tiy) < Ct™le
we have
__3 _(z—y|-VD? _ -
Cct 2, | T —y |< 2V1, (2.5)
3 _[m—y?
< Ct 2e” 1ot .
(ii) Near the boundary:
dist(z, 09) < V1.
Define T1 to be
dist(Z,00) =|T — 71 | .
Let -
_ t _
Qv = (Boys(® N Q) x (1.7) (2.6)

Since H(z,t;y) |lan= 0 and H is smooth up to the boundary, we can get (2.2]) by the standard
flattening procedure. O

Lemma 2.2. Assume that p > 2, ¢;(0) € LP, then [, H(z,t;y)c;(0)(y)dy € X.
Proof. By Lemma 2.1

/ H(x,t;y>ci<o><y>dy' < 1 (@, t:9) 2ol () 1o

) 1
qlxz— q
§C’<t_q/ﬂe_— o dy> e (0| e

1
< Ot ei(0)]| o

_1
= Ot 7|ei(0)]| e,
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and

o, [ H(x,t;y>ci<o><y>dy' -| [ Dorttent y)ci<o><y>dy'

< ||DoH(z,t;y)| £allci(0) || ze

1
z—y)2 q
<c ( / 1% o L dy)q e (0) 120
Q

_§+l
<Ot 27 allei(0)]| e
= Ct7275¢;(0) 1o,

where % + % = 1. Similarly, we can get the estimates for other norms. O

Now we are ready to give the local existence theorem.

Theorem 2.3. Assume that ¢;(0) € LP(Q) with p > 2,3 = 1,--- , N, and that u(0) € CH*(Q)
with0 < a < § — %. Then there exists T > 0, such that system (LI))-(L7) has a unique solution
(ci,u) satisfying

¢ € X , ueC*Qr) and u € C([0,T];CH(Q)). (2.7)

The lifespan T only depends on the norms of the initial data.

Proof. Step 1. Definition of the mapping. Fix M,T > 0 to be chosen later. Consider the closed
set

B = {(p,9) | ¢ € X,¢ € C([0, T];CH(2)) N C*(Qr);
lellx + [[¥lleqo,mcre@y + 1¥llea@r) < M}

Given (¢;,u) € By with V- u =0, ¢;(z,t) |an= vi(z) and u |so= 0, define the mapping A by
A(Ci7 U) = (d27 U)7

where (d;,v) satisfy

8tdz' - DZAdZ = DZZZdIV(CZVCI)) - chi, (28)
N

—eAD = Z zici = p, (2.9)
i=1

Ow +uVw = —KV+p.- Vo, (2.10)

w = curl v, (2.11)

and the initial boundary conditions
di loo=i(x), di(0) = ¢;(0), (2.12)

® [9o= h(z), (2.13)
v o= 0, v(0) = u(0). (2.14)
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Step 2. Invariantness. In this step we shall show that ABy; C Bjys. Define
g := D;z;div(¢;V®) —uVe; = Dizic;A® + Diz;Ve;V® — uVe

D;
= —?zicip 4+ D;ziVe;V® — uVe;.

By LP theory for (29, we get

N

[@lwse) < C( 3 llelliny + Ihllwro ) (2.15)
1=1

which along with the Sobolev embedding yields
N
[V®lca(q) < C(Z leill ey + ||h||W2m(Q))- (2.16)
i=1
Thus,
VeVl Lo (o) < IVeill oo @) VR oo (0
(2.17)

Hence,

9]l zee (@) < C (lleipll o)) + IV V| Loo () + HUHLOO HVCiHLoo(Q))

Denote

«
e (2.18)
«

nojwo| ol
_|_

A A
+

Direct calculations imply
191l La(@r) < CT°(M? + M| |h|lw2(q))- (2.19)

Next we show d; € X and get the estimates. Lemma 2.T] implies

- g(y, s)dyds

lz—y|
<C//}‘Slemﬂwwm )|z ds

t
S C/ S_%_l_ d (M2+MHh”W2P(Q)
0

Thus

1
sup t2
te(0,T),zeQ

<oTV RO (M + M||hlw2r(g))-

//H:z:ty) (y, 5)dyds
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Similaily we can get the same estimates for LP? and CY*® norm. Since

d; = /QH(:E,t; y)ci(0)(y)dy +/0 /QH(SEJ —s;9)(9(s,y) — Avi)dyds,

by Lemma 2.2, we get d; € X and

N
ldillx < OT°(M? + Ml|h|lw20)) +C Y (i)l o) + Iilleze @)- (2.20)
i=1

To solve for v, we introduce ¢! (x) as the path lines starting from z € Q, i.e.

ds

{ 9@ _ e (2), 1), 5 <0 (2.21)
§o(z) = =

It is easy to see that along the path lines w satisfies

dt (2.22)

dw
{ & o _KVip-Ved,
w(0) = wo(x).

Noting that u |go= 0 and V -u = 0, we have £(z) € Q. According to the standard ODE theory,
221)-([2:22)) has a unique regular solution (£, w). Denote by € the stream function, i.e.

(2.23)

—Afl=w, xe€,
0 =0, x € 0N.

Since w = 0p,v2 — O,v1, thanks to the Schauder theory for (2.23)), it is easy to see that v can
be solved by
v = 6m29, Vo = —89019,

and v satisfies

Vv =0and ||[v|lcqoricre@) < 19leqomeze@) < Cllwlleqo.riee@))- (2.24)

We next establish the Holder estimate for w. Integrating (2.22]) gives

wle.t) = wn(€l(a)) = K [ Vép(es)- Ved(e, s (2.25)

Thus,

T
wlleo,rpe@) < lwolley + C/O [Vo( ) lle@)lI V(s )o@ dt

(2.26)

11
< Nlwolley + CT2"»~*M(M + ||hllw2)-
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On the other hand, it follows from ([2.21]) that
¢
€84 (x) — &L ()] < |z —y] +/0 u(€s(2), ) — u(&s(y), s)|ds

< o=yl + lulqomera | I6:) - &)l
By Gronwall’s inequality,
€y (2) — €"4(y)] < |z — yle!lecomer@n, (2.27)
Hence,

jw(a,t) = w(y, )] <lwo(€4(x)) — wo(€L,(y))]

to s (2.28)
+ K/ IV=p(z,s) - VO(z,5) — Vp(y, s) - VO(y, s)|ds.
0
By ([221), the first term on the RHS of (2:28)) satisfies
jwo(€L4(2)) —wo(€Le())] < llwollea[é—¢(z) — E-4(y)|* < Jlwollcae™ |z —y]°. (2.29)
The second term on the RHS of (2.28) satisfies
¢
K/ \VEp(z,s) - VO(z,5) — VEp(y, s) - VO(y,s)|ds
0
t
<K [ 1981V ) = Vol o)l 20,

t
+K/ IVEp(y, $)||[V®(z, ) — VO(y, s)|ds
0

£+ 11.
By (2.10),
t
I< KIVlegr [ 19069 aydsle —ol”
LS NS U
gc(M+||h||W2,p(Q))/ s3I O Mds|a — y|°
2 2 l—lo—oc a
S O(M” + ||B[[jy2p)t2 7z — y[*,
and

t
1<K /0 1960 8) e IV8( 8)llea oy dsl — 91
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It hence follows from (2.26]), (2.28])-(2.30) that
lwlleqo,mica @) < CT* 57 (M + 1Bl3y20) + llwollcaqay (1 + e*MT). (2.31)
Substituting this inequality into (2Z.24]), we obtain
[vlleqo,miera@) < CT 57 (M + 1Bl3y20) + Cllu(0)lera @ (1 + €M), (2.32)

Define 1 = 5};21_tl (x), then by definition w(z,t1) = w(z1,t2) we also have
—to
\xl—x\—‘/ x),s+t1)ds| <|t1 —t2 | -M

Note that
w(z,t1) — w(,t2) = w(wy, tz) — w(z, t2).

So we can get the Holder norms in time direction using the estimates in spacial direction as
above. More precisely, we have.

1_1_4, a
lwllea(@qpy < CT>7 % (M? + |[Alffy2s) + Cllu(0)llera (1 + 7). (2.33)
Using (2.24]) we have
1_1_, «
lollcaory < CT27 2~ (M + ||R[[§y2) + Cllu(0)[lgre ey (1 + €*¥T). (2.34)

In view of (2.20), (232) and (2.34]), we now choose

M = 4C([[u(0)llcr.a (0 +Z||%||c?a + llei(O)llzr ),

and T < 1 such that 1
CMT°® < 3 and aMT < 1In2,

where § is defined as in ([2.I8]). Then it is easy to see that A is a mapping from Bjs to Byy.
Step 3. Ewistence. To get the existence, we use the Schauder fixed point theorem. Pick a
number ¢; such that 1 < ¢; < ¢g. Define a space

Y = C([0, T); Wh2 (Q)) x C([0, T];C*2 (Q)).

Then clearly Bjs is a compact convex set in Y. It’s also easy to check A is continuous as a
mapping in Y. So we have a continuous mapping in Y which is invariant on a compact convex
set. Now the existence follows from Schauder fixed point theorem.

Step 4. Uniqueness. Let (cz(l),u(l)) and (cl(-z),u(z)) be two solutions to system (III)-(T7)
satisfying (2.77). We denote the differences by (¢;,u) = (cgl) - CZ@),u(l) — u®). Then (&,a)
satisfies

0:C; + u(l)VEi + Z_LVCZ(?) = DidiV(VEi + zicgl)V@ + ZZ'EZ'V(I)(2)),

N
—eAD = Z ziC; = P,
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O+ uVi + - Vu® + v — p?) = —K (VS + pve?),
V.-u=0,

with 0 initial-boundary conditions. Employing the L? theory for the Poisson equation, we have

IV 20 < CZ 1€ill L2 (-

Then the L? estimate for (¢;,u) gives

33 [0l + e+ s [ vl

- / avel?e; — Dyz; / CRAENAV B v
Q Q

— / a-Vu? . g — K/(p(l)wb + pVe@)q
Q Q
N

<O FFOM 4 M+ 0@ legozen) / (S|l + [af2)da
=1

Thus, owing to Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain (¢;, ) = (0,0), which completes the proof. O

3 A priori estimates

In this section we derive the a priori estimates that are necessary to prove the global well-
posedness. To do this, first we need the maximum principle for strong solutions, whose proof is
the same as that of Proposition 2 of [6].

Lemma 3.1. [6] Let (¢;,u) be a strong solution of system (LI)-(L7) on the time interval [0,T].
Assume that ¢;(0) >0,i=1,--- ,N. Then ¢;(z,t) >0 for a.e. (x,t) € Qp.

Then we derive the energy estimate for system (LI))-(L1).

Lemma 3.2 (L? estimate). Assume that c¢;(0) € L*(Q), ¢;(0) > 0, i = 1,--- , N, and that
u(0) € L?(Q). Suppose that one of the following two conditions holds:

i) N =2;

it) N>3,D;=D and |z|=z2,i=1,--- ,N.

Then the solution (c;,u) satisfies

max (Ju. 0l +va(. HLQ+ZH@, M)+ [ Zum, N3ade < CT). - (3)
Proof. Multiplying (L3]) by u yields

Zdt/ [ul da:+/(u Vu) - udx+/Vp udr = — /Kpu Vodz. (3.2)
Q
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Performing an integration by parts, by (L4) and (L), we have

/(u -Vu) - udxr = 1/ u- V(|ju?)de = —1/ lu|?divudz = 0,
0 2 Ja 2 Ja

and

/Vp-uda::—/pdivudxzo.
Q Q

By the principle of superposition, we decompose ¢ as & = &y + ®;,, where

—Ady = g, zeQ,
Py =0, x € 09,

and
—Ad, =0, x €,
&), = h(x), x € 0N.

It then follows from (3.2 that

1d

——/ \uy2dx=—/Kpuv<1>odx—/Kpchbhda;.

Multiplying (L)) by 2;®¢ and summing in i, we get

N N
Z/ Oc; 2; Podx + ZD’/ zizci]V%]zdx
i=1 7% i=1 Q

N N
=— Z/ u- Veiz®ode — D, / (2iVeiV O + 22¢; VP, VDo) dzx.
=179 @

i=1

By (L2), we have

N
d
5 j/ ByciziPodw = —s/ A9 DDodz = —s/ AdDDodr = 5—/ | V, |2 da.
— Ja Q Q 2dt Jg
=1

A simple calculation using divu = 0 yields

— é/ﬂu -Ve;zi®odr = —/Qqu<1>0d:17 = —/QV - (pu)Podzx.
By decomposing ¢; as ¢; = ¢ + 7, so that ¢;|aq = 0, it follows from (3.0)-(B.8]) that
ed 2 - 2 2
5%/9 | VO | dx+;Di/inci|V<I>o| dx

N
= — / V- (pu)<I>0dx — Z DZ’ / (Z?Civq)th)o + ZZ'VEZ'V(I)O + ZiV’yiV(I)o)d:E.
Q i=1 Q

11

(3.5)

(3.6)

(3.7)

(3.8)

(3.9)
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Combining [B.9) x K with ([B.5]), noting

/(V < (pu)®@o + puVdg)dx = 0,
Q

we obtain
1d 2 2 = 2 2
o <|u| + Ke | VO | >dx + ZKDZ-zi ¢i|VOo|“dz
Q P Q

(3.10)

N
= / KpuV®dz — K D / (22¢; VO, Vg + 2 VEVg + 2V V) d.
Q 1 Q

The RHS of ([BI0) can be estimated as follows. By Schauder estimate for (3.4]), we have
IVehllow) < Clbllczag) < C.

It then follows that

N
—/ KpuVCth:E:—K/ szmV@hdx
@ Q=1

N N
= —K/ Zziéiuv<1>hdx — K/ Z 2 uV Ppdx
Q=1 Q=1

< OV, |1~ /(W + 2)da + c/ luf2dz + C
Q Q

< 0/(|u|2+a§)dx+o,
Q

and
2 1 2 2 1 2 2
‘ z; Civq)th)odib‘ < = | Z7¢i|VOo|“de + = | z7¢;|VPy|*dx
Q 2 Ja 2 Ja
1
< —/ 22¢i| Vo |*dx + C/ &dr + C.
2 Ja Q
Similarly,

KD, _
—KDi/(ziVEiVCI)o + 2,V V®g)dx = . / z;iCipdx — KDZ-/ 2V V®odx
Q Q Q

N
< CZ/ &2 dx + C/ |V®o|2dx + C.
i=1 79 @
Substituting these estimates into (B.10]) leads to

N
d
7 <|u|2 + Ke | Vg |2 >dx + ZKDZ-z?/ ci|V®o|?dx

@ i=1 & (3.11)

< C/ (Jul*+ | V@ | +&) dz + C.
Q
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We next estimate ¢;. Notice that ¢; satisfies
0:¢; — D;AG; +uNé; — DidiV(ZiEiV(I)) = DZ’A’)/Z' + Diz;Vyi VO + Dizi’yiAq) —uVy; (3 12)

£ f;

Multiplying ([BI2]) by ‘ngi, and using divu = 0, we get after summing in i

li/i@ﬁd +§:/| ||1Vé2d
5 q 02 Dici T 2 QzZ Ci|“dx

N N
= _/ Z |2i]2:6;V @V éidx + / Z |2i|A; - é;dx
2 =1 Q=1

N
- / Z (’ZZ"ZZ"}/Z'V(I)V@ + @u -V - Ei)daz.
Qi D;
By Young’s inequality, the last three terms on the RHS can be estimated as
‘/ |Zi|A’7i . 52d$‘ + ‘/ |Zi|Zi%V(I)V5id$‘ + ‘ / @u -V - 52d$‘
Q Q o D;
1
< [ JallePds + 5 [ [llVaPde +C [ (A + VO + [V Pluf)do
Q Q Q
1 M\v A 152 2 2
< 5 |2i||Vé|7dx + C | (|zi||éi|* + |V@|* + |u|?)dz + C.
Q Q
It then follows that
d [ ~lalay, oy
pr Q;Eq m—l—; Q|zi||VcZ-| x
N N (3.13)
< _2/ S |5i]2E VOV ada + 0/(2 150162 + VO + |uf?)de + C.
Q=1 =
The first term on the RHS of (B.13) satisfies

N N N N
1
—2/ E |zi|ziéiV<I>Véid:E:/ E |zi|zi622A<I>d:E: ——/ E |zi|zi522' E zic;dx,
Q5= Q=1 €Jaig i=1

where we have performed an integration by parts in the first equality, and used (2] in the
second equality. In the case N = 2, we assume that z; > 0 and z5 < 0 without loss of generality.

(3.14)

Then it is easy to see that

2 2
>zl Y zier = [F(er —m)* = 2 (e2 = 12)%p
i=1

i=1

= [z1(c1 — 1) + 22(c2 — 72)][z1(c1 — 1) — 2z2(c2 — 72)]p
— 2171 — 2272) (2101 — 2202 — 2171 + 2272)P
(z101 — z202) + 102(—73171 + 2272)

— (2171 + 2272) (2101 — 22€2)p + (2177 — 2373)p-
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Noting z1¢1 — z2¢2 > |p|, it holds

2

Z |2i|2:62 Zzzc, > |p]® = Cp* — Clpl.

=1 =1

Hence in the case N = 2, by (B.14]) we have

2 2
—2 Z/ |2i|2:6; VOV &;dx < 1 / |pPdx + C’Z/ &dx + C.
=179 ¢/ =179

Substituting this inequality into (BI3]) yields
2 2
i/ Z @52d$ + Z/ |2i|| V&) dx + 1/ |p|2dx
dt Qi Dz ! i1 /9 € Jo

2
< c/(z &2 + [VOR + [uf?)dz + C.
Qi

D. Du et al.

(3.15)

One can thus get ([B)) in the case N = 2 by combining (3I5) with (3II) and using the

Gronwall’s inequality.

In the case N > 3, as in [II], we set E := SN & and F := 3N | 2&. In view of (312,

since D; =D and |z;| =z fori=1,--- ,N, E and F satisfy
O E — DAE 4+ uVE — Ddiv(FV®) Z fi,

N
O,F — DAF + uVF — Ddiv(z’EV®) = ) " zf;.
i=1
Combining (B.I6) x 2?E with (3.I7) x F, and using divu = 0, we have

1d
2dt

Observing that

22EFp = Z:(zzcZ — 229)( Z 27%i)p

—Zz Cip _ZZ CZZZ’YZP ZZ’YZP"FZZ’YZZZ’YZP

> |2||p|* — 2p° Z 2l = lpl Z 2|l Z 2|yil,
i=1 i=1 i=1

and

/ff < c/ (Juf? + 9 + [V@[2) + C
Q Q

(3.16)

(3.17)

N
(22E2+F2)+D/(zQNE\ZJr\VF\Z) _ _g/ 22EFp+Z/ fi(2E + 2F).
Q Q Q — Jo

(3.18)
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we obtain

— (22E2+F2)+D/(z2yVE\2+yVF12)+/ Ip|?
dt Jo Q Q

N
< C/(z2E2+F2+|u|2+Zé?+|V<I>ol2)+C-
Q i1

Combining this inequality with (8.I1]), noting

N N
0<e<) a=E+) v
i=1 i=1
by Gronwall’s inequality, we get
N T
2 2 ~2 3
max ul“+ | V&g |7 + cidaz—i-//p <C(T). 3.19
max [ (luf+] V00 | S tart [ [l <o (3.19)

Owing to (3.14)),

N
/ > JzilzE VOV da
Q=1

N

<cy [ 2l
=179
N

<O l@lzl@l s liplzs

i=1

N
<CY |IVal ol
1=1

N
1 i
< 52/ |zi||Vci|2d:E+/ Ip]® + C.
i=1 7 Q

Plugging this inequality into (BI3]), by (3I9), we have

g/j/ﬂwéiﬁ <o)

The desired estimate (B.1]) follows from this inequality and (B.19]). O

Lemma 3.3 (LP estimate for ¢;). Suppose that the same assumptions of Lemma [3.2 hold.
Assume that ¢;(0) € LP(Q), p > 2, then the solution satisfies

()| < .
s lei(- t)||r < C(T), (3.20)
max [|V®(-,1)||p~ < C(T). (3.21)

te[0,7
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2
Proof. Multiplying (3.12]) by ZD—ii|éi|p_26i, and using divu = 0, we have after summing in %

2
7

d N z N
— |5i|pdl‘ + / Z?|5i|p_2|v5i|2dl‘
DN AL

N N
=— / > Hevev(aP ) ds + / > Ay - [P P Ede (3.22)
Q=1 Q=1

22

N
- / >~ (0 VOV(alr—?a) + Zu- V- a2 ) de.
@ i=1 D

By L? estimate for (LZ)), Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma 3.2}, we have
VO, t)llLe < Cl@(D)]lg2 < C+ Cllp(, )|l 2 < C(T).

Thus, the first term on the RHS of (3.:22) satisfies

N
'/ZZ?EiV@V(léi\p_zéi)dx
Q4=

N
ch/ 2181V 5 vel
=17

N3

N
4 ~
<CY ZIVECt)llelle? (Olls [VR(, 1))z
i=1
N 2 e r 1 r 1
< CY ZIVE G lellez (Ol l1E ()l 3 (3.23)
i=1

N

p 3 p 1

<CY ZIVE (L ONZalIE ()7
i=1

N N
1
<13 :/ 2162 |VE e + O :/ & Pde,
45 e i=1 7/

where we have used Holder’s inequality in the second inequality, interpolation in the third
inequality and Sobolev embedding in the fourth inequality.

The third term on the RHS of (8:222]) can be estimated as follows. By L? estimate for (L.2I),

N N
12( O)llwr < C+Cllp e <C+CY e < C+C Y @, 1)l
i=1 =1
Noting p > 2, it then follows from the Sobolev embedding theorem that,

N
VO, )z < C+C Y [E(t)lls, (3.24)
1=1
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which gives
| / VOV (a6 < 02 / & P2 V||V | da
Q Q
= B2
<Oz e ? [2[[Vellr=lle; ® VE e

N
JUE chet- - B2 3.25
<clElg (143 10 1e T valL: (3:25)
j=1

N N )
SC/Z]Ei\pdaz—kz%/5f_2\V5i!2da:+C.
Q=1 i=1 Q

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemma B.2] and Sobolev embedding theorem,

.2 1/2 1/2
‘/ S gc(/ |u|2> (/ |az-|2<p—1>>
o Di Q Q

2(p—1)

_ . p. A=) 4(pp*1)' P
<C ;|2 P
Q

(p—1)
3 p
<C (/ |ve;|2>
Q

Zi2 ~ p—21o 5 (2
< — ’Ci‘p ’VCZ’ +C.
Q

(3.26)

Substituting ([3.23)), (3.25]) and [3.26]) into ([3.22)), by Lemma B.2] we obtain
N 22 N t t N
2L\ |Pde + //z?éip_QVEiQdang// é&Pdr + C.
;/QDZ,H S [ [ v 2

Thus, we get ([3:20) from Gronwall’s inequality. And ([B.21)) follows from (B20) and 324). O

Lemma 3.4 (L? estimate for w). Suppose that the same assumptions of Lemma [Z.2 hold.
Assume that u(0) € HY(Q), then we have

max [l D)2 < (7). (3.27)
Proof. Multiplying (2.1)) by w, using (4] and (L.7)), we have

d [ - L

a/ﬂw dx:—K;zi/QV ¢; Vowdx

N
SC/wzdaz—FCZ/ V|| Ve; | da
Q — Jo

N
SC/w%la:—FCZ/ \Vei*de,
Q — Jo

where we have used Lemma B3] in the last inequality. The desired estimate (8:27)) then follows
from Gronwall’s inequality and Lemma O
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Lemma 3.5 (LP estimate for w). Suppose that the same assumptions of Lemma hold.
Assume that u(0) € Wh3(Q) and that ¢;(0) —~; € HE(Q), then we have

< C(T). .2
ma o, D) < (1) (3.28)
T
max / V2 +/ / A& < O(T). (3.29)
te[0,T] Jo 0o Jo
Proof. By Lemma [3.4] and the Sobolev embedding theorem,
lulleqorery < Cllulleqo,m;ary < C(T), ¥V r e (1,00). (3.30)

Multiplying [B.12]) by —A¢;, we have
1d
/ |V5i|2 + DZ/ |A5i|2 = /(UV@ — DidiV(ZiEivq)))AEi —/ fZAEZ
Q Q Q Q

2 dt
< A= ~ 2 9 Dy ~ 2
< | uVEAgG| +C | Vel +C | f7+— [ |A&|7,
Q Q Q 4 Jo

where we have used Young’s inequality and (B.2I]). Recalling the inequality: Ve > 0, 3C(e) > 0
such that

(3.31)

IVgllzs < ellAglir2 + C(e)llgllL2, Vg € H*(Q) N Hy (),
by Hélder’s inequality and (3.30]), we get

uéi 6¢_uL4 éiL4 52’L2_5 52' 2 652' 2.
/QI VEAE] < Jull 14l VE | a || Acil| 2 < el AGI72 + Cle)lleil7

Substituting this inequality into ([8:31]) and choosing ¢ < 1, we obtain

t t t
/\vemDi/ /mei\?s/\vaxomo/ /ffw/ /\eir% (3.32)
Q 0 Q Q 0 Q 0 Q

By BI8]) and Lemma [3.2]

T 2 T al 2 2 2
fiSC// Eéi+u +|Ve|*+C) <C
/O/Q 0 Q(i:1|| i Vel )

It then follows from (3.32]) that

T
max / |vai|2+/ /|Aéi|2§C(T). (3.33)
t€(0,7] Jo 0o Ja
Multiplying (1)) by |w|w, by B21)) and B.27)), we have

3275/ |lwdz = —KZZ,/ Ve, VO |w|wdr

gcz/ \w[2]V6i\da:+C/w2dx

< Cllw( 1)l 2 flwl-, )HLaHch@ t)llzs +C

<c/ wl® + /|wl| e
sc/ yw\3+c/ ]Aéi\2+0/ &2 +C.
Q Q Q
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(3:28)) then follows from Gronwall’s inequality and (B.33). O

4 Global solution

In this section, we show that the local solution obtained in section [2] can be extended to the
global one by a contradiction argument.

Proof of Theorem [Tl Let T = sup{T | u € C([0,T];C**(Q)),¢; € Wq2’1(QT)}. Assume that
T < oco. By Lemma and the Sobolev embedding theorem,

HuHC(Q_f) < CHWHC([O,T};H(Q)) <G

~ ~ (4.1)
Hci”c([o,ﬂ;LP(Q)) < CHCZ’HC([O,ﬂ;Hl(Q)) < C forany 2 < p < 0.
We rewrite (3.12) as
D Y
oc; — D;AG; + (’LL — DiziV<I>)Véi = —?ZZZ'EZ' Z zjcj + fi- (4.2)
j=1

Noting f; € LP(Qs) for any 2 < p < oo, applying the LP theory for ([£2)), we obtain ¢ €
2,1
Wp (Qf)v and

leilleqozmwrngy < €

To estimate u, as in the argument of local well-posedness, we note that along the path lines
&i(z) defined by (2.2I)), the vorticity w satisfies ([2.22)). Then as in ([2.31), we have

1 lle o Fyica(@y) = €(T)-

Owing to the relation between u and w through the stream function 6 defined by ([2:23]), we have

elleo.7ycre @y = €(T),
Notice for Ve > 0
[u(T = e)llera(qy + [IG(T = &)lwrw) < C(T),

where C(T) is independent of . Taking (w(T —€), ¢;(T — €)) as the initial data, using the local
well-posedness in Lemma [2.3] one can easily get a contradiction. Therefore, system (L1)-(L7)
is globally well-posed. O
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