arXiv:2311.13791v2 [math.AP] 20 Jan 2024

Existence of the axisymmetric weak solution to the 3D isothermal stationary compressible Navier-Stokes equations

Xinyu FAN^a, Song JIANG^{a ∗} a. Institute of Applied Physics and Computational Mathematics Beijing 100088, PR China

Abstract

In this paper, we construct the axisymmetric weak solutions to the 3D isothermal stationary compressible Navier-Stokes equations on the domain Ω = R^2 × T, where the heat ratio γ = 1 and the external force g satisfies certain cancellation conditions. We first establish the compactness assertion of the approximation solutions by assuming the total mass of the fluid is finite, then we exclude the trivial solution via imposing another type of restrictions on ρ. To deal with the singularities near the symmetric axis and at the far field, we will derive proper weighted estimates of the L^2-norm of the velocity field on the unbounded domain Ω, which belongs to the critical case of the Sobolev’s inequality.

Keywords: Axisymmetric weak solutions; Stationary compressible Navier- Stokes equations; Isothermal system; Strong compactness on unbounded domains; Cancellation conditions

1 Introduction and main results

We consider the isentropic stationary compressible Navier-Stokes equations in R^3 : { div(ρu) = 0, div(ρu ⊗ u) − μΔu − λ∇divu + ∇P = g, (1.1)

where ρ ≥ 0 is the density and u = (u_1, u_2, u_3) is the velocity field. The viscosity coefficients μ and λ satisfy the physical restrictions: μ > 0, λ ≥ μ/3. (1.2) The pressure P is given by P = aρ^γ , for some positive constant a > 0 and the specific heat ratio γ ≥ 1. The known function g = (g_1, g_2, g_3) is the external force imposed on the system. This paper mainly investigates the isothermal case, in which we take γ = 1. ∗E-mail addresses : fanxinyu17@mails.ucas.ac.cn (X. Y. Fan), jiang@iapcm.ac.cn (S. Jiang)

Without lost of generality, we set

μ = a = 1, λ = 0. (1.3)

Note that the method below is available for both (1.2) and (1.3). Therefore, let us assume (1.3) to simplify the notations.

We will construct axisymmetric weak solutions to (1.1), which means that the velocity field u and the external force g consist of the radial components u_1, g_1 and the axial components u_2, g_2, in addition, all functions involved are axisymmetric as well. Thus, according to (1.3), it is convenient to transform (1.1) into 1 x_1 ∂1(x1ρu1) + ∂2(ρu2) = 0, 1 x_1 ∂1(x1ρu 2 1) + ∂_2(ρu_1u_2) −^1_{x1} ∂_1(x_1∂_1u_1) − ∂_{22}u_1 +^1_{x21} u_1 + ∂_1ρ = g_1, 1 x_1 ∂1(x1ρu1u2) + ∂2(ρu 2 2) −^1_{x1} ∂_1(x_1∂_1u_2) − ∂_{22}u_2 + ∂_2ρ = g_2,

(1.4)

where (x_1, x_2) are cylindrical coordinates denoting the radial and axial directions. Moreover, we suppose that the flow is periodic in the x_2 direction, thus the domain under consideration is actually the tube Ω = [0, ∞) × T, where T = [0, 1) is the 1- dimensional torus. The boundary conditions are given by

u_1 | x_1=0 = 0, ∂1u2 | x_1=0 = 0,

u → 0 as x_1 → ∞.

(1.5)

The behavior of ρ at the far field is a rather detailed issue, and we mainly investigate two cases: ρ vanishes at ∞; ρ → ρ_∞ at ∞ in some sense. In conclusion, the central topic of the paper is the boundary value problem (1.4)–(1.5) in [0, ∞) × T. Meanwhile, we will also study it via (1.1) by going back to R^2 × T.

There is a huge number of literature on the compressible Navier-Stokes equations, while in the last decades, the study on the well-posedness of the system is fruitful. The major break through in the framework of weak solutions was due to Lions [14], where he obtained the global existence of weak solutions to the compressible Navier-Stokes equations, merely assuming that the initial energy was finite. For technical reasons, the method in [14] required that the heat ratio γ ≥ 9/5 for the 3 dimensional case, later Feireisl-Novotný-Petzeltová [5] extended such index to the critical case γ ≥ 3/2 by introducing a proper truncation. For the radial symmetric and axial symmetric initial data, Jiang-Zhang [11, 12] established the 3D global weak solutions to the compressible system under the condition of γ > 1. Recently, Bresch-Jabin [1] studied the compressible system with anisotropic viscous stress tensor, while Hu [9] made detailed analysis on the Hausdorff dimension of the concentration set of the 3D compressible system with γ ∈ (6/5, 3/2]. We mention that the uniqueness and regularity of the Lions-Feireisl weak solutions still remain completely open.

A closely related problem is the existence of weak solutions to the corresponding stationary system (1.1), where the time derivatives are not involved. Lions [14, Chapter 6] extended his result to the stationary system, under the condition of γ ≥ 5/3 in dimension 3, while for the potential external force, Novo-Novotný [16] showed the index could be improved to γ ≥ 3/2. After that, Frehse-Goj-Steinhauer [6] and Plotnikov- Sokolowsk [17,18] independently established the L^∞-estimates of Δ^{−1}P which improve the a priori estimates on ρ. Then Brezina-Novotný [2] combined these results with the usual energy estimates, and obtained the existence of weak solutions with periodic boundary conditions for any γ > (3 + √ 41)/8. More recently, Jiang-Zhou [13] constructed weak solutions to the 3D stationary system with γ > 1 under periodic boundary conditions, by establishing a new coupled estimates in the Morrey space of both the kinetic energy and pressure. The result in [13] was extended to the slip boundary conditions by Jesslé-Novotný [10] and to the Dirichlet boundary conditions by Plotnikov-Weigant [20].

The above arguments mainly deal with the case γ > 1 where the pressure term gains some convex properties. However, the results for the isothermal case γ = 1 are few, since the integrability of the density ρ is much weaker. Lions [14, Chapter 6] applied the concentration compactness assertions to establish the weak solutions to the 2D stationary isothermal system with damping terms. Then, Plotnikov-Sokolowski [17] systematically studied the 3D stationary system with or without the damping structure and carefully calculated the Hausdorff dimension of the concentration set of the isothermal case. Later, Frehse-Steinhauer-Weigant [7] obtained the weak solution to the 2D isothermal system on the cube domain with slip-type boundary conditions by considering the stream function induced by (1.1)_1. Recently, Plotnikov-Weigant [19] also constructed weak solutions to the 2D non-stationary isothermal system by making good use of the Radon transformations.

However, the Lions-Feireisl weak solutions to the stationary isothermal system (1.1) established up to now all concern with the 2D case, and the corresponding problems for the 3D case remain open. Thus, inspired by the works mentioned above, the aim of this paper is to obtain axisymmetric weak solutions to the 3D stationary isothermal system (1.1).

Let us first clarify the notations through out the paper. We will mainly consider the domain Ω ≜ [0, ∞) × T, and the corresponding 3 dimensional domain Ω̂ ≜ R^2 × T. Note that a function f defined on Ω induces an axisymmetric function f̂ on Ω̂, and the integration over Ω can be transformed into Ω̂ by ∫ Ω f x_1dx_1dx_2 = 1 2π ∫ Ω̂ f̂ dx̂, where x_1 and x_2 denote the radial and axial directions of R^3 respectively. In addition, suppose that k ∈ N and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, then the usual Lebesgue space and Sobolev space over the 2 or 3 dimensional domain A are given by L^p(A) and W^{k,p}(A), while H^k(A) ≜ W^{k,2}(A). For convenient, we define the space L^p(Ω) by

L^p(Ω) ≜ { f ∈ L^1_{loc}(Ω) | | ∫ Ω |f|^px_1dx_1dx_2 < ∞ } . Note that L^p(Ω) stands for axisymmetric functions in L^p(Ω̂). Moreover we introduce the notation ∫ A ∫ B f(x_1, x_2) dx_1dx_2 ≜ ∫ A ( ∫ B f(x_1, x_2) dx_2 ) dx_1. Next, we give the precise definition of weak solutions in our arguments.

Definition 1.1. Suppose that (ρ ≥ 0, u_1, u_2) is a pair of functions defined on Ω. We call it a weak solution to (1.4)–(1.5), if

i) Regularity conditions hold: for i = 1, 2,

ρ ∈ L^1_{loc}(Ω), ρ|u_i|^2 ∈ L^1_{loc}(Ω), ∇u_i ∈ L^2(Ω). (1.6) ii) The boundary value problem (1.4)–(1.5) is solved by (ρ, u_1, u_2) in the sense of distributions: ∀ϕ ∈ C^∞_0 (Ω), ∫ Ω ρu · ∇ϕ x_1dx_1dx_2 = 0; (1.7)

while ∀φ ∈ ( C^∞_0 (Ω)

)_2 satisfying φ_1 | |_{x1=0} = ∂_1φ_2 | |_{x1=0} = 0, ∫ Ω ( ρu_iu_j · ∂_iφ_j + ρ (φ_1 x_1

+ divφ ) + g · φ ) x_1dx_1dx_2 = ∫ Ω ( ∇u · ∇φ + (u_1/x_1) · (φ_1/x_1) ) x_1dx_1dx_2.

(1.8)

In particular, we will construct the weak solutions to the problem (1.4)–(1.5) by solving a sequence of approximation systems: 1 x_1 ∂1(x1ρ

εu^ε_1) + ∂_2(ρ^εu^ε_2) = 0, 1 x_1 ∂1(x1ρ

ε(u^ε_1)^2) + ∂_2(ρ^εu^ε_1u^ε_2) −^1_{x1} ∂_1(x_1∂_1u^ε_1) − ∂_{22}u^ε_1 +^1_{x21} u^ε_1 + ∂_1P^ε = g_1, 1 x_1 ∂1(x1ρ

εu^ε_1u^ε_2) + ∂_2(ρ^ε(u^ε_2)^2) −^1_{x1} ∂_1(x_1∂_1u^ε_2) − ∂_{22}u^ε_2 + ∂_2P^ε = g_2,

(1.9)

where the boundary values are given by

u^ε_1 | x_1=0 = 0, ∂1u ε 2 | x_1=0 = 0,

u^ε → 0 as x_1 → ∞.

(1.10)

and the pressure P^ε = ρ^ε + ε(ρ^ε)^α with α ≥ 10. Then let us discuss the existence of weak solutions to the approximation systems. According to the arguments given by Lions [14, Theorem 6.11], we first mention that the index α which ensures that ρ ∈ L^α(Ω) is available for any properly large constant, in fact, for the 3D system (1.1), α > 3 is sufficient to give the approximation weak solutions. Moreover, we must clarify the behavior of ρ at the far field to close the problem (1.9)–(1.10), which is done by imposing proper conditions on the global integrability of ρ [14, Section 6.8]. In this paper, we mainly investigate two typical cases.

The first candidate is a rather natural one prescribing the total mass of the fluid on the domain Ω: ∫ Ω ρ x_1dx_1dx_2 ≤ M, which also corresponds to the case that ρ vanishes at the far field. The existence result of the problem (1.9)–(1.10) under such restrictions is given by the next lemma.

Lemma 1.1. Let M > 0 be a positive constant and the external force g satisfy

g ∈ L^1(Ω) ∩ L^∞(Ω). (1.11)

Then there exists at least one weak solution (ρ^ε, u^ε_1, u^ε_2) to the problem (1.9)–(1.10) satisfying (1.6)–(1.8) and ∫ Ω ρ^ε x_1dx_1dx_2 ≤ M. (1.12)

Moreover, the solution (ρ^ε, u^ε_1, u^ε_2) gains the extra regularity ρ^ε ∈ L^∞_{loc}(Ω), u^ε ∈ W^{1,p}_{loc} (Ω), ∀p ∈ [1, ∞), (1.13) which in particular ensures that (1.9)_1 holds in the sense of renormalized solutions: ∀ψ ∈ C^∞_0 (Ω), ∫ Ω b(ρ^ε)u^ε · ∇ψ x_1dx_1dx_2 = ∫ Ω ( b^′(ρ^ε)ρ^ε − b(ρ^ε) ) ( divu^ε + u^ε_1 x_1 ) · ψ x_1dx_1dx_2, (1.14)

for any b(t) ∈ C^1([0, ∞)), such that b^′(t) = 0 when t is large enough.

Remark 1.1. The condition (1.11) on the external force g can be improved, see discussion in [14, Chapter 6] for examples. The condition (1.12) indicates that the total mass of the fluid is finite, which is an important physical restriction helping us determining the solution, since the problem (1.4)–(1.5) is multi-solvable if no restriction is imposed on ρ, see the counter examples provided by [14, Section 6.7].

Remark 1.2. According to the discussions in [14, Sections 6.7–6.8], we are still not able to construct a solution satisfying ∫ Ω ρ x_1dx_1dx_2 = M,

which precisely gives the total mass of the fluid, instead of a crude bound in (1.12). Consequently, the solution (ρ^ε, u^ε_1, u^ε_2) obtained in Lemma 1.1 is possibly a trivial one where ρ^ε ≡ 0 with u^ε solved by { −^1_{x1} ∂_1(x_1∂_1u^ε_1) − ∂_{22}u^ε_1 +^1_{x21} u^ε_1 = g_1,

−^1_{x1} ∂_1(x_1∂_1u^ε_2) − ∂_{22}u^ε_2 = g_2.

Now, we state the first result of the paper which guarantees the weak compactness of the approximation sequence.

Theorem 1.1. Under the conditions of Lemma 1.1, suppose that {(ρ^ε, u^ε_1, u^ε_2)}_{ε>0} is a sequence of solutions to the problem (1.9)–(1.10) obtained in Lemma 1.1 which meets (1.12), (1.13), and (1.14). If the external force g also satisfies ∫_1 0 g(x_1, x_2) dx_2 = 0, ∀x_1 ∈ [0, ∞), (1.15)

then we can find a subsequence converging weakly to a weak solution (ρ, u_1, u_2) of the problem (1.4)–(1.5), which is subject to ∫ Ω ρ x_1dx_1dx_2 ≤ M. (1.16)

Moreover, the slices of the axial component u_2 satisfy that, ∀x_1 > 0, | | ∫_1 0 u_2(x_1, x_2) dx_2 | | ≤ max{x^{−1}_1 , C}, (1.17)

for some generic constant C determined by Ω.

Remark 1.3. The estimates (1.17) provide proper controls on the average of u_2 in any bounded domain away from the symmetric axis, and also lead to the weighted estimates on the L^2-norm of u_2. Note that it is not directly available from ∇u ∈ L^2(Ω), which belongs to the critical case of the Sobolev’s inequality on Ω. In fact, we make full use of the structure of (1.1) to obtain (1.17), and the method seems applicable for related problems on tube-like domains, see Proposition 3.3.

Remark 1.4. The cancellation condition (1.15) imposed on the external force g plays an important role in our arguments. If we expand g in the x_2 direction by

g(x_1, x_2) = ∞∑ k=−∞ β_k(x_1) e^{2πikx2} ,

then the condition (1.15) is simply interpreted as ∞∑ k=−∞ ∫_∞ 0 |β_k(x_1)|^2x_1dx_1 < ∞, β_0(x_1) ≡ 0.

We mention that Theorem 1.1 is valid for more general external force g which meets ∑ k∈N, k≠0 1 k^2 ∫_∞ 0 |β_k(x_1)|^2x_1dx_1 < ∞, β_0(x_1) ≡ 0.

Remark 1.5. By virtue of the cancellation conditions (1.15), we are temporarily not able to treat the general external force in form of ρf. In fact, for the unknown ρ, it is not direct to check that ∫_1 0 ρf(x_1, x_2) dx_2 = 0 ∀x_1 ≥ 0.

The related problems for the general body external forces are left for the future.

Remark 1.6. Suppose that (ρ, u_1, u_2) is a weak solution obtained in Theorem 1.1, for x̂ = (x̂^′, x̂_3) ∈ R^2 × T, we define (ρ̂, û) by

ρ̂(x̂) = ρ(|x̂^′|, x̂_3), û(x̂) = ( u_1(|x̂^′|, x̂_3) x̂^′ |x̂^′| , u_2(|x̂^′|, x̂_3) ) , then according to [8, Theorem 5.7], (ρ̂, û) is a weak solution to (1.1) in Ω̂.

Remark 1.7. In view of Remark 1.2, the weak solutions obtained in Theorem 1.1 are possibly trivial as well, therefore we regard Theorem 1.1 as a weak compactness assertion rather than the existence assertion. In Section 4, we will provide examples in which the trivial solution actually occurs or not.

In order to exclude the trivial solution, the second type of restriction on ρ is required. Let us first define a weight function ω(x_1) ∈ C^∞([0, ∞)) by

ω(x_1) = x_1 ∀x_1 ∈ [0, 1], ω(x_1) = x^{−2}_1 ∀x_1 ∈ [2, ∞), 1/4 < ω ≤ 4 ∀x_1 ∈ [1, 2],

(1.18)

thus ω ∈ L^p([0, ∞)), ∀p ∈ [1, ∞]. We will consider the solutions of the problem (1.9)– (1.10) subject to ∫ Ω P ωdx_1dx_2 = M, which includes the case that ρ does not vanish at the far field. Then, the next existence assertion parallel to Lemma 1.1 can be found in [14, Section 6.8].

Lemma 1.2. Under the conditions of Lemma 1.1, there exists at least one weak solution (ρ^ε, u^ε_1, u^ε_2) to the problem (1.9)–(1.10) which satisfies ∫ Ω P^ε ωdx_1dx_2 = M. (1.19)

Moreover, we can find a non-negative constant P^ε_∞ and some r_0 > 1, such that the solution (ρ^ε, u^ε_1, u^ε_2) gains the extra regularity

ρ^ε ∈ L^∞(Ω), P^ε − P^ε_∞ ∈ L^{r0} (Ω), u^ε ∈ W^{1,p}_{loc} (Ω), ∀p ∈ [1, ∞). (1.20)

In addition, (1.14) is valid as well.

Remark 1.8. Compared with the restriction (1.12), the condition (1.19) describes the case ρ → ρ^∞ at the far field, and excludes the trivial solution ρ^ε ≡ 0. For more discussions on such type of restrictions, one may refer to [14, Section 6.7-6.8].

Next we state the second result of the paper which provides the existence of the non-trivial solution.

Theorem 1.2. Under the conditions of Lemma 1.2, suppose that {(ρ^ε, u^ε_1, u^ε_2)}_{ε>0} is a sequence of solutions to the problem (1.9)–(1.10) obtained in Lemma 1.2 which meets (1.14), (1.19), and (1.20). If the external force g also satisfies ∫_1 0 g(x_1, x_2) dx_2 = 0, ∀x_1 ∈ [0, ∞),

then we can find a subsequence converging weakly to a weak solution (ρ, u_1, u_2) of the problem (1.4)–(1.5), which is subject to ∫ Ω ρ ωdx_1dx_2 = M. (1.21)

Moreover, the estimates (1.17) hold as well.

Remark 1.9. According to the examples given in Section 4, the restrictions (1.19) and (1.21) avoid ρ vanishing out during the limit process. Thus Theorem 1.2 can be regarded as a strong compactness assertion on the unbounded domain Ω.

Let us make some comments on the analysis of the paper. We will construct an axisymmetric weak solution to the problem (1.9)–(1.10), hence it is more convenient to transform (1.1) into the cylindrical coordinates, 1 x_1 (ρu1x1) + ∂2(ρu2) = 0, 1 x_1 ∂1(x1ρu 2 1) + ∂_2(ρu_1u_2) −^1_{x1} ∂_1(x_1∂_1u_1) − ∂_{22}u_1 +^1_{x21} u_1 + ∂_1ρ = g_1, 1 x_1 ∂1(x1ρu1u2) + ∂2(ρu 2 2) −^1_{x1} ∂_1(x_1∂_1u_2) − ∂_{22}u_2 + ∂_2ρ = g_2.

(1.22)

According to the existence assertions for the 2D isothermal system [17, 19], it is expectable to construct weak solutions to (1.22) which corresponds to the axisymmetric weak solutions of (1.1). However, compared with the usual 2D problem in bounded domains (see [7], [14, Theorem 6.11]), for the system (1.22), there are essential difficulties caused by the unboundedness of the domain Ω and the singularity near the symmetric axis, which requires new observations. Let us make some discussions on the technique key points of the paper.

1. The critical case of the Sobolev’s inequality.

The basic energy estimates of (1.1) in Proposition 3.1 ensure that ∫ Ω ( |∇u|^2x_1 +

|u_1|^2 x_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C, (1.23)

which merely provides controls on the derivatives of u_2. Different form the Dirichlet problem, ‖∇u_2‖_L2_{(Ω)} fails to give L^p estimates of u_2 on the 2D unbounded domain Ω, which is the first technical problem due to the critical index of the Sobolev’s inequality. Inspired by the arguments on the thin domains (see [21] for examples), we will turn to establish the upper bound of the slices ∫_1 0 u_2(x_1, x_2) dx_2 ∀x_1 ∈ (0, ∞), (1.24)

and then apply the Poincaré’s inequality to obtain the desired weighted L^2 estimates on u_2. The main observation is to integrate (1.22)_1 and (1.22)_3 with respect to the x_2 direction and derive the crucial cancellation condition on ρu_1 along with the explicit formula of slices (1.24) as follows (see Proposition 3.3), ∫_1 0 ρu_1 dx_2 = 0, ∀x_1 ∈ (0, ∞) ∫_1 0 u_2(x_1, x_2) dx_2 = − ∫_∞ x_1

∫_1 0 ρu_1u_2 dsdx_2, ∀x_1 ∈ (0, ∞). (1.25)

Then we substitute (1.25)_1 into (1.25)_2 and infer that

∫_1 0 u_2(x_1, x_2) dx_2 = − ∫_∞ x_1

∫_1 0 ρu_1(u_2 −

∫_1 0 u_2 dx_2) dsdx_2 ≤ ∫_∞ x_1

( ∫^1 0 ρ|u_1| dx_2 )( ∫^1 0 |∇u_2| dx_2 ) ds ≤ ( ∫^∞ x_1 ( ∫_1 0 ρ|u_1| dx_2 )_2 s^{−1} ds )_{1/2} ‖∇u_2‖_L2_{(Ω)}.

(1.26)

Note carefully that the cancellation condition (1.25)_1 provides an extra weight s^{−1} on the right side of (1.26), which cuts down the singularity at ∞ by order 1 and yields uniform estimates for all x_1 ≥ 1/2 (see Proposition 3.3). Moreover, the right side of (1.26) only involves ∇u_2 instead of u_2, thus (1.23) together with estimates on u_1 (see Proposition 3.2) yields proper controls on the slices (1.24). We mention that the cancellation argument in (1.26) is quite useful to improve the estimates on the tube-like domains. Particularly, we will repeatedly apply it to deal with the terms ρu_1u_i.

Besides (1.22)_1 and (1.22)_3, if we also integrate (1.22)_2 with respect to the x_2 direction, then it holds that

∂_1

( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 ) + 1 x_1

∂_1

( ∫^1 0 x_1 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) = 1 x_1

∂_1

( ∫^1 0 x_1 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) − 1 x^2_1

∫_1 0 u_1 dx_2, (1.27)

which gives another important equation in our arguments. Note that the right side of (1.27) is controlled by the energy estimates (1.23), while the integrands on the left hand side of (1.27) are both positive and only involves u_1. Inspired by the directional estimates given by [19], plenty of estimates can be established by utilizing the good structure of (1.27), see Proposition 3.2 and (3.20) for examples. In conclusion, the estimates on u require full use of the structure of the stationary compressible system, which together with (1.23) imply proper controls in the critical case of the Sobolev’s inequality.

2. Estimates near the symmetric axis.

Note that the transformation between the Euclidean and cylindrical coordinates is not smooth at the symmetric axis which causes the singular weight x^{−1}_1 in (1.22) and brings much troubles in calculations. Our method of near-axis estimates is based on the next interpolation argument which implies the L^{1+ε}_{loc} (Ω) estimates of ρ. Especially, we mention that the extra integrability of ρ plays an important role in the arguments in [12,14], and the fact ρ ∈ L^{1+ε}_{loc} (Ω) exactly corresponds to the local extra integrability of ρ̂ in Ω̂ = R^2 × T.

Motivated by [12, Section 2], the key ingredient is the weighted estimates on ρ (see Proposition 3.2), ∫ {x_1≤1} ρ x^{ε/2}_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C. Note that the index of weight ε/2 is strictly smaller than 1, which controls the singularity near the axis. Then let us multiply (1.22) by x^m_1 with m ≥ 4 to declare that { div(ρu · x^m_1 ) = R_1, div(ρu ⊗ u · x^m_1 ) − Δ(u · x^m_1 ) + ∇(ρ · x^m_1 ) = R_2,

(1.28)

where the lower order terms R_i can be viewed as the external forces. The system (1.28) is the standard 2D stationary isothermal system, thus we can apply the results in [17, 19] together with the previous estimates on u_i to establish the (weighted) extra integrability on ρ, ∫ {x_1≤1} ρ^{1+α} x^m_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C,

for some α ∈ (1/4, 1). Combining these estimates, we utilize the interpolation arguments and Hölder’s inequality to deduce that, for some θ ∈ (0, 1), ∫ {x_1≤1} ρ^{1+ε}x_1 dx_1dx_2 = ∫ {x_1≤1} (ρ^{1+α} x^m_1 )^θ (ρ x^{ε/2}_1 )^{1−θ} dx_1dx_2 ≤ C,

which yields the desired L^{1+ε}_{loc} (Ω) estimates on ρ. Similar interpolation assertions also ensure that ρu ⊗ u lies in L^1_{loc}(Ω), see Subsection 3.3 for details.

3. The strong compactness assertions on unbounded domains.

Theorem 1.1 only guarantees that the approximation sequence will converge weakly to a weak solution to (1.22). However such solution is possibly a trivial one, which reflects the lack of the strong compactness on unbounded domains. In fact, according to the concentration compactness arguments due to Lions [15], the sequence ρ^ε satisfying ∫ Ω ρ^ε x_1dx_1dx_2 ≤ C, (1.29)

may still vanish out during the weak limit process, and we will give an example of such phenomenon in Section 4. Thus, instead of (1.29), we introduce another type of restrictions on ρ^ε, ∫ Ω P^ε ωdx_1dx_2 = M, (1.30)

where ω is a weight function decreasing fast enough at ∞. The condition (1.30) was introduced by Lions [14, Sections 6.7–6.8], which describes the far field behavior of the density that ρ^ε → ρ^∞ at ∞. The major advantage of (1.30) is that for any δ > 0, we can find a constant K > 0 independent of ε, such that ∫ {x_1≥K} P^ε ωdx_1dx_2 ≤ δ, which in particular means the density is concentrated in the domain {x_1 ≤ K} and avoids the vanishing case in [15], see the proof of Theorem 1.2 in Section 5. We mention that the above procedure can be regarded as a strong compactness assertion on unbounded domain Ω as well.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Some basic properties and the elliptic estimates which will be frequently used in the later arguments are collected in Section 2. Then we carry out a priori estimates under the conditions of Theorem 1.1 in Section 3 which is the central part of the paper. Next let us establish the weak compactness assertion in Theorem 1.1 and discuss the possible formation of the trivial solution in Section 4. At last, in Section 5, we will introduce another type of restriction on ρ and prove Theorem 1.2 which excludes the trivial solution.

2 Preparation

In this section, we provide some basic facts and properties which will be used frequently in our further arguments. We first quote the well known Hardy-Littlewood- Sobolev inequality to deal with the potential estimates.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that n ∈ N^+ and α ∈ (0, n), then for any for any f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n ), we define the potential T f(x) = ∫ R^n f(y) |x − y|^{n−α} dy. Then ∀p ∈ (1, ∞), there is a constant C depending only on n, p, and α, such that,

‖T (f)‖_Lq_{(R}n_) ≤ C‖f‖_Lp_{(R}n_), (2.1) where 1/q = 1/p − α/n. Next, we consider the elliptic estimates on R×T and T×T respectively. The complete proof of arguments below can be found in [22, Chapter VII].

Lemma 2.2. On the domain R×T, we can introduce the operator Δ^{−1} which commutes with ∂_i, i = 1, 2, such that u = Δ^{−1}(f) is well defined for any f ∈ C^∞_0 (R×T). Moreover, ∀p ∈ (1, ∞), we can find a constant C depending only on p which guarantees Δu = f in R × T, ‖∇^2u‖_Lp_{(R×T)} ≤ C‖f‖_Lp_{(R×T)}. (2.2) In particular, if f satisfies the cancellation condition in the x_2 direction, then u satisfies it as well, say

∫_1 0 f(x_1, x_2) dx_2 = 0, ∀x_1 ∈ R ⇒

∫_1 0 u(x_1, x_2) dx_2 = 0, ∀x_1 ∈ R. (2.3)

There is a minor modification for the corresponding elliptic estimates on T × T.

Lemma 2.3. On the torus T × T, we can introduce the operator Δ^{−1} which commutes with ∂_i, i = 1, 2, such that u = Δ^{−1}(f) is well defined for any f ∈ C^∞_0 (T × T) satisfying the cancellation condition ∫ T×T f dx_1dx_2 = 0.

Moreover, ∀p ∈ (1, ∞), we can find a constant C depending only on p which guarantees Δu = f in T × T, ∫ T×T u dx_1dx_2 = 0, ‖∇^2u‖_Lp_{(T×T)} ≤ C‖f‖_Lp_{(T×T)}. (2.4)

Then we provide some basic interior estimates of the elliptic equations. For detailed discussions, one may refer to [4, Chapter II, VI, and VIII].

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that Ω^′ and Ω are two smooth domains in R^n satisfying Ω^′ ⊂⊂ Ω.

1). Let u be a harmonic function in Ω,

Δu = 0 in Ω.

Then ∀p ∈ [1, ∞], there is a constant C depending on n, p, and the distance from ∂Ω^′ to ∂Ω, such that ‖u‖_L∞_{(Ω}′_) ≤ C ‖u‖_Lp_{(Ω)}. (2.5)

2). Let u solve the Dirichlet problem of the Poisson equation in Ω, { Δu = f in Ω, u = 0 on ∂Ω.

Then ∀p ∈ (1, n/2), there is a constant C depending on n, p, and the distance from ∂Ω^′ to ∂Ω, such that

‖u‖_L∞_{(Ω}′_) ≤ C ( sup_{x∈Ω′} ∫ Ω |f(y)| |x − y|^{n−2} dy + ‖f‖_Lp_{(Ω)} ) . (2.6)

Proof. The estimate (2.5) can be found in [4, Chapter II], thus we only prove (2.6). The standard L^p elliptic estimate (see [4, Chapter IX]) gives

‖u‖_W 2,p_{(Ω)} ≤ C ‖f‖_Lp_{(Ω)}. (2.7)

Let f̃ be the zero extension of f to R^n . We define v = Γ ∗ f̃, where Γ(x) is the fundamental solution of Δ in R^n , and it holds that |v(x)| ≤ C ∫ Ω |f(y)| |x − y|^{n−2} dy, ∀x ∈ R^n . (2.8) Then Sobolev embedding theorem and the standard L^p elliptic estimates (see [4, Chapter IX]) ensure that, for some constant C depending on p and 1/q = 1/p − 2/n,

‖v‖_Lq_{(R}n_) ≤ C ‖∇^2v‖_Lp_{(R}n_) ≤ C ‖f̃‖_Lp_{(R}n_) ≤ C ‖f‖_Lp_{(R}n_).

Moreover, the difference w = u − v is harmonic in Ω,

Δw = 0, in Ω.

Consequently, we apply (2.5) and (2.7) to deduce that

‖w‖_L∞_{(Ω}′_) ≤ C‖w‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ C ( ‖u‖_Lq_{(Ω)} + ‖v‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ) ≤ C‖f‖_Lp_{(Ω)}, which combined with (2.8) gives (2.6) and finishes the proof.

We end this section by proving the modified Sobolev embedding theorem on R × T. Lemma 2.5. Suppose that f ∈ C^∞_0 (R × T) and satisfies the cancellation condition, ∫_1 0 f(x_1, x_2) dx_2 = 0, ∀x_1 ∈ R. (2.9)

Then for any p ∈ [1, 2), there is a constant C depending only on p such that ‖u‖_Lq_{(R×T)} ≤ C‖∇u‖_Lp_{(R×T)}, (2.10) with 1/q = 1/p − 1/2.

Proof. We follow the method given by [3, Chapter V] to establish (2.10). Note that, it is sufficient to prove (2.10) for p = 1 and q = 2, since the general case follows from replacing u by |u|^{q/2}.

According to (2.9) and the intermediate value theorem, for any (x_1, x_2) ∈ R × T, we can find some ξ(x_1) ∈ T such that

f(x_1, x_2) = ∫_{x1} −∞ ∂_1f(s, x_2) ds, f(x_1, x_2) = ∫_{x2} ξ(x_1) ∂_2f(x_1, s) ds. Consequently, we calculate that ∫ Ω |f(x_1, x_2)|^2 dx_1dx_2 ≤ ∫ Ω ( ∫_∞ −∞ |∂_1f(s, x_2)| ds ) · ( ∫ T |∂_2f(x_1, s)| ds ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ( ∫ Ω |∇f| dx_1dx_2 )_2 , which gives (2.10) for p = 1 and q = 2. The proof is therefore completed.

3 A priori estimates

The essential ideas of the paper is contained in the a priori estimates leading to Theorem 1.1. The necessary modifications for deriving Theorem 1.2 will be given in Section 5. Through out this section, we suppose that (ρ^ε, u^ε_1, u^ε_2) is the approximation solution guaranteed by Lemma 1.1 which satisfies (1.12)–(1.14). Let us establish the crucial a priori estimates of ρ^ε|u^ε|^2 which ensure that ρu ⊗ u belongs to L^1_{loc}(Ω) and lead to the compactness assertions.

To simplify the notations, we omit the superscript ε, and the constant C may vary form line to line, but it is independent of ε. Note that we will study the problem, 1 x_1 ∂1(x1ρu1) + ∂2(ρu2) = 0, 1 x_1 ∂1(x1ρu 2 1) + ∂_2(ρu_1u_2) −^1_{x1} ∂_1(x_1∂_1u_1) − ∂_{22}u_1 +^1_{x21} u_1 + ∂_1P = g_1, 1 x_1 ∂1(x1ρu1u2) + ∂2(ρu 2 2) −^1_{x1} ∂_1(x_1∂_1u_2) − ∂_{22}u_2 + ∂_2P = g_2,

(3.1)

where the pressure P = ρ + ερ^α, and the boundary values are given by

u_1 | x_1=0 = 0, ∂1u2 | x_1=0 = 0,

u → 0 as x_1 → ∞.

(3.2)

Meanwhile, the density ρ satisfies the condition ∫ Ω ρ x_1dx_1dx_2 ≤ M. In addition, suppose that x̂ = (x̂^′, x̂_3) ∈ R^2 × T, we define (ρ̂, û) by

ρ̂(x̂) = ρ(|x̂^′|, x̂_3), û(x̂) = ( u_1(|x̂^′|, x̂_3) x̂^′ |x̂^′| , u_2(|x̂^′|, x̂_3) ) . (3.3)

Then, according to Remark 1.6, (ρ̂, û) is a weak solution to the following system in Ω̂, { div(ρ̂ û) = 0, div(ρ̂ û ⊗ û) − Δû + ∇P̂ = ĝ, (3.4)

where P̂ = ρ̂ + ερ̂^α and ĝ = (g_1 · x̂^′/|x̂^′|, g_2).

Let us first consider the problem (3.1)–(3.2) and introduce a weight function Φ(x_1) ∈ C^∞([0, ∞)) to measure the integrability of ρ|u|^2. It satisfies

Φ(x_1) = x_1 ∀x_1 ∈ [0, 2], Φ(x_1) = x^{−k}_1 ∀x_1 ∈ [4, ∞), 0 ≤ Φ(x_1) ≤ 4 ∀x_1 ∈ [0, ∞),

(3.5)

where k ≥ 4 ensures that Φ(x_1) decays fast enough as x_1 → ∞. We illustrate ρ|u|^2 ∈ L^1_{loc}(Ω), by showing that

Lemma 3.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, there is a constant C depending on k, such that ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ(x_1) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C. (3.6)

The proof of Lemma 3.1 consists of three parts. We first establish the overview of the analysis on the domain [0, ∞) × T in Subsection 3.1, which reflects the essential features of our method. Then we consider the domain away from the axis in Subsection 3.2, and end up with the estimates near the axis in Subsection 3.3.

3.1 Analysis on the tube domain [0, ∞) × T

This part shows the key techniques of this paper. The arguments below rely on the fact that ρ vanishes at the far field, while the necessary modifications for non-vanishing ρ will be given in Section 5. To begin with, let us establish the basic energy estimates in the standard way.

Proposition 3.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, there is a constant C determined by the external force g, such that ∫ Ω ( |∇u|^2x_1 +

|u_1|^2 x_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C. (3.7)

Proof. Adding (3.1)_2 multiplied by u_1 · x_1 and (3.1)_3 multiplied by u_2 · x_1 together, then integrating over Ω yields ∫ Ω ( |∇u|^2x_1 +

|u_1|^2 x_1 ) dx_1dx_2 = ∫ Ω g · u x_1dx_1dx_2, (3.8)

where we have applied (1.7) and the fact u_i · ∂_iu_j · u_j = u · ∇(|u|^2/2).

Let us expand u and g in the x_2 direction by u = ∞∑ k=−∞ α_k(x_1) e^{2πikx2} , g = ∞∑ k=−∞ β_k(x_1) e^{2πikx2} .

We mention that (1.15) ensures β_0(x_1) ≡ 0. Thus, the right side of (3.8) is handled by ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 g · u dx_2 ) · x_1dx_1 = ∫_∞ 0 ( ∑ k≠0 α_k(x_1) · β_k(x_1) ) x_1dx_1

≤ ( ∑ k≠0 ∫_∞ 0 k^2|α_k(x_1)|^2x_1dx_1

) 1_2 ( ∑ k≠0 ∫_∞ 0 k^{−2}|β_k(x_1)|^2x_1dx_1

) 1_2

≤ C ( ∫ Ω |∂_2u|^2x_1dx_1dx_2

) 1_2 , where the last line is due to (1.15). Substituting the above result into (3.8) and applying Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, we arrive at ∫ Ω ( |∇u|^2x_1 +

|u_1|^2 x_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C. The proof of Proposition 3.1 is therefore completed.

Next proposition deals with the weighted estimates of ρ and ρ|u_1|^2, totally speaking, the estimates of the radial component u_1 are better than that of the axial component u_2. We introduce a truncation function ζ_0(x_1) ∈ C^∞([0, ∞)) by

ζ_0 = 1 ∀x_1 ∈ [0, 1], ζ_0 = 0 ∀x_1 ∈ [2, ∞), 0 ≤ ζ_0 ≤ 1 ∀x_1 ∈ [0, ∞).

(3.9)

In other words, ζ_0 is a truncation near the symmetric axis, while ζ_1 ≜ (1 − ζ_0) is a truncation away from the axis. Let us argue that

Proposition 3.2. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, for any m ≥ 6 and 0 < ε ≤ 1, there is a constant C depending only on m and ε such that ∫ Ω ( ρu^2_1 + P ) ( x^ε_1 · ζ_0 + x^{−m}_1 · ζ_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ A (ρu^2_1 + ερ^α)dx_1dx_2 + C, (3.10)

where A = {10 ≤ x_1 ≤ 20} ⊂ Ω.

Proof. We mention that the first part x^ε_1 · ζ_0 is the estimate near the axis, while the second part x^{−m}_1 · ζ_1 is away from the axis.

Multiplying (3.1)_2 by x^{1+ε}_1 · ζ_A with ζ_A(x_1) ≜ ζ_0(x_1/10) and integrating over Ω gives ∫ Ω ( ε ρu^2_1 + (1 + ε)P ) x^ε_1 · ζ_A dx_1dx_2 = ∫ Ω ( u_1x^{−1+ε}_1 + ε ∂_1u_1 x^ε_1 ) ζ_A dx_1dx_2 − ∫ Ω ( ρu^2_1 + P − ∂_1u_1 ) x^{1+ε}_1 · ζ^′_A dx_1dx_2, ≤ C(ε) ( ∫ Ω (|u_1|^2 x_1

+ |∇u_1|^2x_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ) 1_2 + C ∫ A (ρu^2_1 + ερ^α)dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ A (ρ|u_1|^2 + ερ^α)dx_1dx_2 + C,

where the last line is due to (3.7). We therefore obtain that ∫ Ω ( ρ|u_1|^2 + P ) x^ε_1 · ζ_A dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ A (ρ|u_1|^2 + ερ^α)dx_1dx_2 + C. (3.11)

Note that ζ_0 ≤ ζ_A, (3.11) directly gives the first part of (3.10).

Similarly, let us multiply (3.1)_2 by x^{−m}_1 · ζ_1 and deduce that ∫ Ω ( ρu^2_1 + P ) x^{−m}_1 · ζ_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ Ω (ρ|u_1|^2 + P ) · |ζ^′_1| dx_1dx_2 + C ≤ C ∫ A (ρ|u_1|^2 + ερ^α)dx_1dx_2 + C,

which is due to (3.11) and the fact |ζ^′_1| ≤ C · x^ε_1 · ζ_A for any x_1 ∈ [1, 2].

Then we establish the necessary estimates of axial component u_2, which make full use of the structure of the equations (3.1). As a direct corollary, we also obtain the proper (weighted) estimates on ‖u‖_L2_{(Ω)}.

Proposition 3.3. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, there is a constant C, such that ∀x_1 ≥ 1/2, we have | | ∫_1 0 u_2(x_1, x_2) dx_2 | | ≤ C ( ∫ A (ρu^2_1 + ερ^α) dx_1dx_2

) 1_2 + C. (3.12)

In particular, we argue that ∫_∞ 1/2 ∫_1 0 ( |u|^2 + |∇u|^2)x^{−2}_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ A (ρu^2_1 + ερ^α) dx_1dx_2 + C. (3.13)

Proof. Integrating (3.1)_1 in the x_2 direction gives 1 x_1

∂_1

( ∫^1 0 x_1 ρu_1 dx_2 ) = 0 ⇒ x_1

∫_1 0 ρu_1 dx_2 = C_1.

Note that the boundary condition (3.2) enforces ∫ ρu_1 dx_2 | |_{x1=0} = 0, thus the constant C_1 must be zero and we declare that the cancellation condition holds, ∫_1 0 ρu_1(x_1, x_2) dx_2 = 0, ∀x_1 ∈ [0, ∞). (3.14)

Similarly, we integrate (3.1)_3 in the x_2 direction and arrive at 1 x_1

∂_1

( ∫_1 0 x_1 ( ρu_1u_2 − ∂_1u_2 ) dx_2 ) = 0 ⇒ x_1

∫_1 0 ( ρu_1u_2 − ∂_1u_2 ) dx_2 = C_2.

Once more, the boundary condition (3.2) guarantees

∫_1 0 (ρu_1u_2 − ∂_1u_2) dx_2 | x_1=0 = 0, as

a result, the constant C_2 must be 0 and we argue that

∂_1

( ∫^1 0 u_2 dx_2 ) = ∫_1 0 ρu_1u_2 dx_2, ∀x_1 ∈ [0, ∞). (3.15)

For x_1 ≥ 1/2, integrating (3.15) over [x_1, ∞) yields that | | | ∫_1 0 u_2(x_1, x_2) dx_2 | | | = | | | ∫_∞ x_1

∫_1 0 ρu_1u_2(s, x_2) dsdx_2 | | |, (3.16)

since the boundary condition (3.2) ensures that u_2 → 0 as x_1 → ∞. Substituting (3.14) into the right side of (3.16) implies that | | | ∫_∞ x_1

∫_1 0 ρu_1u_2 dsdx_2 | | | = | | ∫_∞ x_1

∫_1 0 ρu_1 ( u_2 −

∫_1 0 u_2 dx_2 ) dsdx_2 | | ≤ ∫_∞ x_1

( ∫^1 0 ρ|u_1| dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 |∂_2u_2| dx_2 ) ds ≤ ( ∫^∞ x_1

( ∫^1 0 ρ|u_1| dx_2 )_2 s^{−1}ds ) 1_2 ( ∫ Ω |∇u|^2x_1dx_1dx_2 ) 1_2

≤ C ( ∫^∞ x_1

( ∫^1 0 ρ dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · s^{−1}ds ) 1_2 ,

(3.17)

where the last line is due to (3.7). Observe that the right side of (3.17) is bounded by ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) ( ∫^1 0 ρ dx_2 ) η^2_1 (x_1) dx_1,

where η_1(x_1) ≜ ζ_1(4x_1).

In order to estimate such term, we introduce the test function

φ(x_1) = 1 x_1 ( ∫^∞ x_1

∫_1 0 ρ(s, x_2) dsdx_2 ) · η_1.

We mention that for x_1 ≥ 1/2, it holds that

0 ≤ φ(x_1) ≤ x^{−2}_1 ‖ρ‖_L1_{(Ω)} ≤ C. (3.18)

Integrating (3.1)_2 in x_2 direction gives

∂_1(

∫_1 0 P dx_2)+ 1 x_1

∂_1(

∫_1 0 x_1 ρu^2_1 dx_2)− 1 x_1

∂_1(

∫_1 0 x_1 ∂_1u_1 dx_2) = − 1 x^2_1

∫_1 0 u_1 dx_2. (3.19)

Multiplying (3.19) by φ · η_1 and integrating over [0, ∞), we check each term in details.

We apply (3.10) and (3.18) to handle the first term on the left of (3.19) by ∫_∞ 0 ∂_1

( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 ) φ · η_1 dx_1 = ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 ρ dx_2 ) η^2_1 dx_1 + ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 ) φ · η_1 dx_1 − 2 ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 ) φ · η^′_1 dx_1 ≥ ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

( ∫^1 0 ρ dx_2 )_2

η^2_1 dx_1 − ∫ A (ρu^2_1 + ερ^α) dx_1dx_2 − C.

Note that we have dropped out the second term on the second line, since it is positive.

Similarly, (3.10) and (3.18) also yields ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

∂_1

( ∫^1 0 x_1 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) φ · η_1 dx_1 = ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 ρ dx_2 ) η^2_1 dx_1 + ∫_∞ 0 2 x_1

( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) φ · η_1 dx_1 − 2 ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) φ · η^′_1 dx_1 ≥ ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 ρ dx_2 ) η^2_1 dx_1 − ∫ A (ρu^2_1 + ερ^α) dx_1dx_2 − C.

Once more, note that the second term on the second line is positive.

By means of (3.7) and (3.18), we treat the last term on the left of (3.19) by ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

∂_1

( ∫^1 0 x_1 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) φ · η_1 dx_1 = ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

( ∫^1 0 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) ( ∫^1 0 ρ dx_2 ) η^2_1 dx_1 + ∫_∞ 0 2 x_1 ( ∫_1 0 ∂_1u_1 dx_2) φ · η_1 dx_1 − 2 ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) φ · η^′_1 dx_1 ≤ 1 2 ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

( ∫^1 0 ρ dx_2 )_2

η^2_1 dx_1 + C ∫ Ω |∇u|^2x_1dx_1dx_2 + C.

The right side of (3.19) is rather simple. In view of (3.7) and (3.18), we argue that ∫_∞ 0 1 x^2_1

( ∫^1 0 u_1 dx_2 ) φ · η_1 dx_1 = ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 x^{−1/2}_1 u_1 dx_2 ) · ( x^{−3/2}_1 φ ) · η_1 dx_1 ≤ C ∫ Ω u^2_1 · x^{−1}_1 dx_1dx_2 + C ≤ C.

Combining all these computations, we derive that ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 ρ dx_2 ) η^2_1 dx_1 ≤ C ∫ A (ρu^2_1 + ερ^α) dx_1dx_2 + C. (3.20)

Substituting (3.20) into (3.16) and (3.17), we declare that, for x_1 ≥ 1/2, | | ∫_1 0 u_2(x_1, x_2) dx_2 | | ≤ C ( ∫ A (ρu^2_1 + ερ^α) dx_1dx_2

) 1_2 + C, which gives (3.12).

Then, we utilize it to derive the estimates of ‖u_2‖_L2_{(Ω)}. By virtue of (3.7) and (3.12), we argue that ∫_∞ 1/2 ∫_1 0 u^2 · x^{−2}_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫_∞ 1/2 ∫_1 0 ( u_2 −

∫_1 0 u_2 dx_2

)_2 · x^{−2}_1 dx_1dx_2 + C ∫_∞ 1/2 ( ∫^1 0 u_2 dx_2

)_2 x^{−2}_1 dx_1 ≤ C ∫ Ω |∂_2u_2|^2x_1dx_1dx_2 + C ∫_∞ 1/2 ( ∫^1 0 u_2 dx_2

)_2

x^{−2}_1 dx_1 ≤ C ∫ A (ρu^2_1 + ερ^α) dx_1dx_2 + C,

which combined with (3.7) yields (3.13). The proof is therefore completed.

3.2 Estimates away from the symmetric axis

With Propositions 3.2–3.3 in hands, we can close the estimates on the domain away from the axis. We mention that, the method below is independent of the behavior of ρ at the far field, thus it is also valid for the weak solutions given by Lemma 1.2.

We first utilize Proposition 3.2 to establish the weighted potential estimates of ρ and ρ|u|^2. Let us introduce a truncation ψ(x) ∈ C^∞(R^2 ) near 0, ψ = 1 if |x| ≤ 1, ψ = 0 if |x| ≥ 2, 0 ≤ ψ ≤ 1 ∀x ∈ R^2 . Proposition 3.4. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, for any m ≥ 6, 0 < β < 1, and x̃ ∈ Ω, there is a constant C depending only on m and β such that ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2 + P |x − x̃|^β ψ(x − x̃) x^{−m}_1 · ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ Ω ρu^2 x^{−m}_1 · ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 + C ∫ A (ρu^2_1 + ερ^α)dx_1dx_2 + C.

(3.21)

Proof. Adding (3.1)_{(i+1)} multiplied by (x_i − x̃_i)/|x − x̃|^β · ψ(x − x̃) · x^{−m}_1 ζ^2_1 together, and integrating the result over Ω yields ∫ Ω (ρu_iu_j + P δ_{ij} ) · ∂_i ( x_j − x̃_j |x − x̃|^β ) · ψ(x − x̃) x^{−m}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ − ∫ Ω ( ρu_1u_i x_1 ) · x_i − x̃_i |x − x̃|^β · ∂_1(ψ x^{−m−1}_1 ζ^2_1 ) dx_1dx_2 − ∫ Ω ( ρu_2u_i ) · x_i − x̃_i |x − x̃|^β · ∂_2ψ · x^{−m}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 + C ∫ Ω ( |g| + P + |u_1| + |∇u| |x − x̃|^β ) · x^{−m}_1 · (|ψ · ζ_1| + |∇(ψ · ζ_1)|) dx_1dx_2

(3.22)

By means of (3.7) and (3.10), we argue that ∫ Ω ( |g| + P + |u_1| + |∇u| |x − x̃|^β ) · x^{−m}_1 · (|ψ · ζ_1| + |∇(ψ · ζ_1)|)dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ( ∫ Ω (|u_1|^2 x_1

+ |∇u_1|^2x_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ) 1_2 + C ∫ A (ρ|u_1|^2 + ερ^α)dx_1dx_2 + C ≤ C ∫ A (ρ|u_1|^2 + ερ^α)dx_1dx_2 + C.

Moreover, the first two terms on the right side of (3.22) can be handled in the same manner. For example, with the help of (3.10), we have − ∫ Ω (ρu_1u_i x_1) · x_i − x̃_i |x − x̃|^β · ∂_1(ψ x^{−m−1}_1 ζ^2_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ Ω ρ|u_2|^2x^{−m}_1 · ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 + C ∫ Ω ρ|u_1|^2x^{−m}_1 · |ζ^′_1|^2 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ Ω ρ|u_2|^2 x^{−m}_1 · ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 + C ∫ A (ρ|u_1|^2 + ερ^α)dx_1dx_2 + C.

Then, we turn to the left hand side of (3.22). Observe that ρu_iu_j · ∂_i ( x_j |x|^β ) =ρu_iu_j · ( δ_{ij} |x|^β − β · x_ix_j |x|^{β+2} ) ≥ (1 − β) · ρ|u|^2 |x|^β , ∂_i ( x_i |x|^β ) = 2 |x|^β − β · ∑ i x^2_i |x|^{β+2} = 2 − β |x|^β . (3.23)

Substituting all these results into (3.22), we arrive at ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2 + P |x − x̃|^β ψ(x − x̃) x^{−m}_1 · ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ Ω ρu^2 · x^{−m}_1 · ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 + C ∫ A (ρu^2_1 + ερ^α)dx_1dx_2 + C,

which is (3.21) and finishes the proof.

Now, let us combine Propositions 3.1–3.4 and claim that the density ρ gains extra integrability when we consider the domain away from the axis.

Proposition 3.5. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, for m ≥ 6 and θ = 11/30, there is a constant C such that ∫ Ω ( ρ^{1+θ} + ερ^{α+θ} ) x^{−m−1} 1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C. (3.24)

Proof. The complete proof is rather long, so we divide it into several steps.

Step 1. Substitution of the test functions.

To make notations clear, we first set the truncation η(x_1) ≜ 1−ζ_0(2x_1) and introduce the notation ~h ≜ h · x^{−1}_1 η. We define the test functions

f_1 ≜ ∂_1Δ^{−1} ( ~ ρ^θ − ∫_1 0 ~ρθdx_2) − ∫_∞ x_1 ( ∫_1 0 ~ρθdx_2) ds, f_2 ≜ ∂_2Δ^{−1} ( ~ ρ^θ ) , where Δ^{−1} is the inversion of Δ on R × T introduced by Lemma 2.2.

Let us make a brief discussion on them. Note that in view of (2.2) and (2.3), f satisfies the cancellation condition and provides an “inversion” of div, ∫_1 0 ∂_1Δ^{−1} ( ~ρθ − ∫_1 0 ~ρθdx_2 ) dx_2 =

∫_1 0 f_2 dx_2 = 0, divf = ~ρ^θ. (3.25)

In addition, for any p ∈ [1, 5/2], we have θ · p = 11/12 < 1, thus the interpolation argument ensures that,

‖ ~ρ^θ‖_Lp_{(Ω)} ≤ C‖(~ρ)^θ · η x^{−1+θ}_1 ‖_Lp_{(Ω)} ≤ C‖ρ‖_L1_{(Ω)} ≤ C. (3.26)

Consequently, according to (3.25), (3.26), the elliptic estimates (2.2), and Sobolev embedding theorem, we argue that ∀q ∈ (1, 5/2],

‖∇f‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ C ‖ ~ρ^θ‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ C, ‖f‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ ‖∇f‖_L5/2_{(Ω)} ≤ C. (3.27)

Now, we substitute the test functions into (3.1). Adding (3.1)_2 multiplied by f_1 · x^{−m}_1 ζ^2_1 and (3.2)_3 multiplied by f_2 · x^{−m}_1 ζ^2_1 together, we integrate the result over Ω and apply (3.25) together with the fact η · ζ_1 = ζ_1 to deduce that ∫ Ω (ρ^{1+θ} + ερ^{α+θ}) · x^{−m−1}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 = J_0 + J_1 + J_2 + J_3,

where the remaining terms J_i are given by

J_0 = − ∫ Ω g · f · x^{−m}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2,

J_1 = − ∫ Ω ∂_1(x_1 ∂_1u_i) f_i · x^{−m−1}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 − ∫ Ω ∂_{22}u_i · f_i · x^{−m}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2,

J_2 = − ∫ Ω P f_i · ∂_i(x^{−m}_1 ζ^2_1 ) dx_1dx_2 + ∫ Ω u_1 · f_1 · x^{−m−2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2,

J_3 = ∫ Ω ∂_1(x_1ρu_1u_i) f_i · x^{−m−1}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 + ∫ Ω ∂_2(ρu_2u_i) f_i · x^{−m}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2,

With the help of (3.10) and (3.27), we calculate that J_1 is controlled by

J_1 = ∫ Ω x_1 ∂_1u_i · ∂_1 ( f_i · x^{−m−1} 1 ζ^2_1 ) dx_1dx_2 + ∫ Ω ∂_2u_i · ∂_2 ( f_i · x^{−m}_1 ζ^2_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ( ‖∇f‖_L2_{(Ω)} + ‖f‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ) ( ∫ Ω |∇u|^2x_1dx_1dx_2 ) 1_2 ≤ C, (3.28) while J_0 and J_2 are controlled by

J_0 ≤ ‖f‖_L∞_{(Ω)}‖g‖_L2_{(Ω)} ≤ C, J_2 ≤ C ∫ Ω P x^{−m}_1 ζ_1 dx_1dx_2 + C‖f‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ( ∫ Ω u^2_1 · x^{−1}_1 dx_1dx_2

) 1_2

≤ C ∫ A (ρu^2_1 + ερ^α)dx_1dx_2 + C.

(3.29)

Then, let us focus on the principal term J_3.

J_3 = − ∫ Ω ρu_iu_j · ∂_if_j · x^{−m}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 − ∫ Ω x_1ρu_1u_i · f_1 ∂_1(x^{−m−1}_1 ζ^2_1 ) dx_1dx_2.

By means of (3.10) and (3.27), the second part is directly bounded by ∫ Ω x_1ρu_1u_i · f_1 ∂_1(x^{−m−1}_1 ζ^2_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C‖f‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ( ∫ Ω ρu^2_1 · x^{−m}_1 (ζ^2_1 + |ζ^′_1|^2) dx_1dx_2 + ∫ Ω ρu^2 · x^{−m}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 )

≤ C ∫ Ω ρu^2 · x^{−m}_1 · ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 + C ∫ A (ρu^2_1 + ερ^α)dx_1dx_2 + C.

(3.30)

Next, we rearrange the first part as ∫ Ω ρu_iu_j · ∂_if_j · x^{−m}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 = ∫ Ω (ρu · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ) · ∇∂_j Δ^{−1}(ρ^θη x^{−1}_1 ) · (u_j η x^{−1}_1 ) dx_1dx_2 = ∫ Ω (ρu · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ) · ∇∂_j Δ^{−1}( ~ρ^θ) · ~u_j dx_1dx_2.

(3.31)

The key issue is to properly control (3.31).

Step 2. Application of the potential estimates (3.21).

We establish some auxiliary assertions. Let us consider the Cauchy-Riemann equation over R × T, ∇F + ∇^⊥ω = ρu · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 −

∫_1 0 ρu · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_2.

It holds that ∫ F dx_2 = ∫ ω dx_2 = 0 and ∇F + ∇^⊥ ( ω − ∫_∞ x_1

∫_1 0 ρu_2 · s^{−m+1}ζ^2_1 dsdx_2 ) = ρu · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 . (3.32) due to (3.14). We first apply the elliptic estimates (2.2) to derive that, for any δ > 0, ‖∇F ‖_L1+δ_{(R×T)} + ‖∇ω‖_L1+δ_{(R×T)} ≤ C(δ) ‖ρu x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖_L1+δ_{(Ω)}. (3.33) Since F and ω satisfy the cancellation condition, Sobolev embedding theorem guarantees that, for 1/q = 1/(1 + δ) − 1/2 = (1 − δ)/(2 + 2δ), we also have ‖F ‖_Lq_{(R×T)} + ‖ω‖_Lq_{(R×T)} ≤ C ‖ρu x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖_L1+δ_{(Ω)}. (3.34)

Next, let E_1(·) be the periodic extension of R × T to R × [−1, 2]. Thus, by virtue of (3.31), we obtain the Cauchy-Riemann equations on R × [−1, 2],

∇E_1(F ) + ∇^⊥E_1 ( ω − ∫_∞ x_1

∫_1 0 ρu_2 · s^{−m+1}ζ^2_1 dsdx_2 ) = E_1 ( ρu · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ) , meanwhile (3.33) together with (3.34) also implies that

‖E_1(F )‖_Lq_{(R×[−1,2])} + ‖E_1(ω)‖_Lq_{(R×[−1,2])} ≤ C ‖ρu x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖_L1+δ_{(Ω)}. (3.35)

Moreover, we consider the Cauchy-Riemann equations on R^2 ,

∇E_2(F ) + ∇^⊥E_2(ω) = E_1 ( ρu · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ) , where the right side is 0 out of R × [−1, 2]. The standard theory of the singular integral [22, Chapter VI] ensures that for any x̃ ∈ R^2 ,

|E_2(F )|(x̃) + |E_2(ω)|(x̃) ≤ C ∫ R^2

E_1 ( ρu · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ) |x − x̃| dx. (3.36)

In addition, the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (2.1) implies that

‖E_2(F )‖_Lq_{(R}2_) + ‖E_2(ω)‖_Lq_{(R}2_) ≤ C ‖ρu x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖_L1+δ_{(Ω)}. (3.37)

Then, we apply (3.21) to improve the integrability of E_2(F ) and E_2(ω). Observe that, for βθ̃ + (2 − ϵ)(1 − θ̃) = 1, ∫ R^2

E_1 ( ρu · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ) |x − x̃| dx ≤ ( ∫ R^2

E_1 ( ρu · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ) |x − x̃|^β dx )~_θ · ( ∫ R^2

E_1 ( ρu · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ) |x − x̃|^{2−ϵ} dx )_{1−}~_θ . Note that by virtue of (3.21), we infer that ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^2

E_1 ( ρu · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ) |x − x̃|^β dx ‖ ‖ ‖ L^∞(R^2 )

≤ C sup_{x̃} ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2 + P |x − x̃|^β ψ(x − x̃) · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 + ‖ρu · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖_L1_{(Ω)} ≤ C ∫ Ω ρu^2 x^{−m+1}_1 · ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 + C ∫ A (ρu^2_1 + ερ^α)dx_1dx_2 + C.

Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (2.1) also implies that, for 1/q̃ = 1/(1 + δ) − ϵ/2, ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^2

E_1 ( ρu · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ) |x − x̃|^{2−ϵ} dx ‖ ‖ ‖ L^{q̃} (R^2 )

≤ C ‖ρu x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖_L1+δ_{(Ω)}.

According to interpolation arguments and (3.36), we deduce that for s = q̃/(1 − θ̃),

‖E_2(F )‖_Ls_{(R}2_) + ‖E_2(ω)‖_Ls_{(R}2_) ≤ C ( ‖ρu^2 x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖_L1_{(Ω)} + ‖ρu x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖_L1+δ_{(Ω)} + ‖ρu^2_1 + ερ^α‖_L1_{(A)} + 1 ) . (3.38)

At last, we need to investigate the error terms

R(F ) ≜ E_2(F ) − E_1(F ),

R(ω) ≜ E_2(ω) − E_1 ( ω − ∫_∞ x_1

∫_1 0 ρu_2 · s^{−m+1}ζ^2_1 dsdx_2 ) . (3.39)

Direct computation implies ΔR(F ) = ΔR(ω) = 0 in R × [−1, 2]. Thus, the interior elliptic estimates (2.5) together with (3.35) and (3.37) guarantee that

‖R(F )‖_L∞_{(Ω)} + ‖R(ω)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ C ∑ i=1,2 ( ‖E_i(F )‖_Lq_{(R}2_) + ‖E_i(ω)‖_Lq_{(R}2_) ) + C ‖ρu x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖_L1_{(Ω)}

≤ C ( ‖ρu x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖_L1+δ_{(Ω)} + ‖ρu x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖_L1_{(Ω)} ) . (3.40)

Step 3. Estimates on the principal term.

With all preparations done, we go back to the principal term (3.31). In view of (3.32), we declare that ∫ Ω (ρu · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ) · ∇∂_j Δ^{−1}( ~ρ^θ) · ~u_j dx_1dx_2 = ∫ Ω ∇F · ∇∂_jΔ^{−1}( ~ρ^θ) · ~u_j dx_1dx_2 + ∫ Ω ∇^⊥π · ∇∂_j Δ^{−1}( ~ρ^θ) · ~u_j dx_1dx_2,

(3.41)

where π is determined by (3.32). We treat the first term on the right side of (3.41) via ∫ Ω ∇F · ∇∂_jΔ^{−1}( ~ρ^θ) · ~u_j dx_1dx_2 = − ∫ Ω F ~u · ∇ ~ρ^θ dx_1dx_2 − ∫ Ω F ∇∂_jΔ^{−1}( ~ρ^θ) · ∇~u_j dx_1dx_2 ≜ K_1 + K_2.

(3.42)

By virtue of (1.14), we deduce that ~u · ∇ ~ρ^θ = −θ ~divu · ~ρ^θ − (1 + θ) x^{−1}_1 ~u_1 · ~ρ^θ + ~u · ∇ log η · ~ρ^θ, which combined with (3.39) leads to

|K_1| + |K_2| ≤ ∫ Ω |E_1(F )| · ( ~ρθ + |∇∂_j Δ−1( ~ρθ)| ) ( |~u| + |∇~u| ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ ∫ Ω ( |E_2(F )| + |R(F )| ) · ( ~ρθ + |∇∂_j Δ−1( ~ρθ)| ) ( |~u| + |∇~u| ) dx_1dx_2. Next, we apply (3.7), (3.13), (3.26), (3.38), and (3.40) to deduce that ∫ Ω |E_2(F )| · ( ~ρθ + |∇∂_j Δ−1( ~ρθ)| ) ( |~u| + |∇~u| ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ‖E_2(F ) ‖ L^q (Ω) ‖ ~u ‖ H^1(Ω) + C ‖ E_2(F ) ‖ L^s(Ω) ‖ ∇u ‖ L^2(Ω) ≤ C ( ‖ρu^2 x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖_L1_{(Ω)} + ‖ρu x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖^2_{L1+δ (Ω)} + ‖ρu^2_1 + ερ^α‖_L1_{(A)} + 1 ) , as well as the estimates ∫ Ω |R(F )| · ( ~ρθ + |∇∂_j Δ−1( ~ρθ)| ) ( |~u| + |∇~u| ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ‖R(F )‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ‖ũ‖_H1_{(Ω)} ≤ C ( ‖ρu x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖^2_{L1+δ (Ω)} + ‖ρu x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖^2_L1_{(Ω)} + ‖ρu^2_1 + ερ^α‖_L1_{(A)} + 1 ) . Note that ‖u_1‖_H1_{(A)} ≤ C due to (3.7), which in particular implies

‖ρu^2_1 + ερ^α‖_L1_{(A)} ≤ C ( ∫ Ω (ρ^{1+θ} + ερ^{α+θ})x^{−m−1}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 + 1 ) α_{α+θ} . (3.43)

Moreover, observe that for κ = 2δ(1 + θ)/(θ + 2δθ) < 1/(100m),

‖ρ · ζ^2_1 ‖_L1+2δ_{(Ω)} ≤ C ( ∫ Ω ρ x_1dx_1dx_2 )_{1−κ}( ∫ Ω ρ^{1+θ}x^{−m−1}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 ) κ_{1+θ}

≤ C ( ∫ Ω ρ^{1+θ}x^{−m−1}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 ) κ_{1+θ} , which combined with (3.13) and (3.43) yields

‖ ρu · x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖^2_{L1+δ (Ω)} ≤ C ‖ ρ · x^{−m+2}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖^2_{L1+2δ (Ω)}‖~u‖^2_H1_{(Ω)} ≤ C ( ∫ Ω ( ρ^{1+θ} + ερ^{α+θ} ) x^{−m−1} 1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2

) 2κ_{1+θ +} α_{α+θ}

≤ ϵ ∫ Ω ( ρ^{1+θ} + ερ^{α+θ} ) x^{−m−1} 1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 + C.

(3.44)

Similar process also gives

‖ρu^2 x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖_L1_{(Ω)} + ‖ρu x^{−m+1}_1 ζ^2_1 ‖^2_L1_{(Ω)} ≤ ϵ ∫ Ω ( ρ^{1+θ} + ερ^{α+θ} ) x^{−m−1} 1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 + C.

(3.45)

Substituting (3.43), (3.44), and (3.45) into (3.42), we arrive at ∫ Ω ∇F · ∇∂_j Δ^{−1}( ~ρ^θ) · ~u_j dx_1dx_2 ≤ ϵ ∫ Ω ( ρ^{1+θ} + ερ^{α+θ} ) x^{−m−1} 1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 + C. (3.46)

Following the same approach given above, we declare that (3.46) is valid if we replace ∇F by ∇^⊥π. Consequently, we apply (3.30), (3.45), and (3.46) to conclude that

J_3 ≤ ϵ ∫ Ω ( ρ^{1+θ} + ερ^{α+θ} ) x^{−m−1} 1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 + C. (3.47)

Setting ϵ < 1/4, (3.47) together with the estimates of J_0, J_1, and J_2 leads to ∫ Ω ( ρ^{1+θ} + ερ^{α+θ} ) x^{−m−1} 1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C,

which is (3.24). The proof is therefore completed.

We end this section by a direct corollary of Proposition 3.5, which includes all estimates away from the axis.

Corollary 3.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, there is a constant C depending on m and k such that ∫ Ω ( ρu^2_1 + P ) ( x^ε_1 · ζ_0 + x^{−m}_1 · ζ_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C, ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ(x_1) · ζ_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C, ‖u · x^{−1}_1 ‖_H1_{([1/2,∞)×T)} ≤ C.

(3.48)

Proof. Combining (3.10), (3.13), (3.17), and (3.45) immediately yields (3.48).

3.3 Estimates near the symmetric axis

Then let us investigate the domain near the axis, and the method given below is independent of the behavior of ρ at the far field as well.

We first establish the near side version of Proposition 3.3, where another weight is needed to control ‖u_2‖_L2_{([0,1]×T)}.

Proposition 3.6. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, there is a constant C, such that for any x_1 ∈ [0, 1],

x_1 · | | ∫_1 0 u_2(x_1, x_2) dx_2 | | ≤ C ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 + C. (3.49)

In particular, we also have ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 (|u|^2 + |∇u|^2) x^2_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ( ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 )_2

+ C. (3.50)

Proof. Recalling that (3.15) together with (3.48) ensures that, for x_1 ∈ [0, 1],

x_1 · | | | ∫_1 0 u_2(x_1, x_2) dx_2 | | | ≤ x_1 · | | ∫_1 0 u_2(1, x_2) dx_2 | | + x_1 · | | ∫_1

x_1

∫_1 0 ρu_1u_2 dx_1dx_2 | | ≤ C + ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 ρ|u|^2x_1dx_1dx_2, which provides (3.49). To illustrate (3.50), let us apply (3.7) to deduce that ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 u^2 · x^2_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 ( u_2 −

∫_1 0 u_2 dx_2

)_2

· x^2_1 dx_1dx_2 + C

∫_1 0 ( x_1 ·

∫_1 0 u_2 dx_2

)_2 dx_1 ≤ C ∫ Ω |∂_2u_2|^2x_1dx_1dx_2 + C

∫_1 0 ( x_1 ·

∫_1 0 u_2 dx_2

)_2 dx_1 ≤ C ( ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 )_2 + C, which combined with (3.7) yields (3.50). We therefore complete the proof.

Different from Proposition 3.4, there are two types of potential estimates near the axis, which will be established in Ω and Ω̂ = R^2 × T respectively.

Suppose that x̂ = (x̂^′, x̂_3) ∈ R^2 × T and x ∈ R^3 . Let us introduce two truncation functions ζ̂_0(x̂), ψ̂(x̂) ∈ C^∞(Ω̂) by ζ̂_0 = 1 |x̂′| ≤ 12, ζ̂_0 = 0 |x̂′| ≥ 15, 0 ≤ ζ̂_0 ≤ 1 ∀x̂ ∈ Ω̂,

(3.51)

ψ̂ = 1 |x| ≤ 1/4, ψ̂ = 0 |x| ≥ 1/2, 0 ≤ ψ̂ ≤ 1 ∀x ∈ R^3 . (3.52)

We mention that ζ̂_0 and ψ̂ are both periodic in x̂_3 variable which provide truncations near the symmetric axis and the origin in Ω̂ respectively.

Proposition 3.7. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, for 0 < β < 1 and m ≥ 6, there is a constant C depending on β such that, ∀x̃ ∈ Ω ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2 + P |x − x̃|^β ψ(x − x̃) x^m_1 · ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 + C. (3.53)

Moreover, if we go back to Ω̂ and define (ρ̂, û) by (3.3), then the potential estimates hold that, ∀x̃ ∈ Ω̂, ∫ Ω̂ ρ̂(|û|^2 + 1) |x̂ − x̃|^β ψ̂(x̂ − x̃) · ζ̂_0 dx̂ ≤ C ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 + C. (3.54)

Proof. Let us repeat the proof of Proposition 3.4 and change the weight x^{−m}ζ^2_1 by x^mζ_0. The process similar with (3.22) combined with (3.48) leads to (1 − β) · ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2 + P |x − x̃|^β ψ(x − x̃) x^m_1 · ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 + C, which gives (3.53) and finish the first part.

Next, according to Remark 1.6, (ρ̂, û) is a weak solution to (3.4) in Ω̂. Thus, following the process of [13, Lemma 2.2], we multiply (3.4)_2 by (x̂ − x̃)/|x̂ − x̃|^β · ψ̂(x̂ − x̃) · ζ̂_0(x̂) and deduce that ∫ Ω̂ ( ρ̂ û_iû_j + P̂ δ_{ij} ) · ∂_i ( x̂_j − x̃_j |x̂ − x̃|^β ) · ψ̂(x̂ − x̃) · ζ̂_0 dx̂ ≤ ∫ Ω̂ (|ĝ| + ρ̂ |û|^2 + P̂ + |∇û| |x̂ − x̃|^β ) (|ψ̂ · ζ̂_0| + |∇(ψ̂ · ζ̂_o)|) dx̂ ≤ C ( ‖ρ̂ |û|^2‖_L1_{(Q×T)} + ‖P̂ ‖_L1_{(Q×T)} + ‖∇û‖_L2_{(Q×T)} + 1 ) , (3.55)

where Q = [−15, 15] × [−15, 15] ⊂ R^2 . By making use of (3.23), we transform the right side of (3.55) into Ω and arrive at ∫ Ω̂ ρ̂(|û|^2 + 1) |x̂ − x̃|^β ψ̂(x̂ − x̃) · ζ̂_0 dx̂ ≤ C ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 + C

∫_{30} 0 ∫_1 0 ( 1 + P x_1 + |∇u|^2x_1 + |u_1|^2x^{−1}_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 + C, where the last line is due to (3.7) and (3.48). The proof is therefore completed.

Finally, we are in a position to close the estimates of ρ|u|^2. In view of (3.48), it is sufficient to control the part near the axis.

Proposition 3.8. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.1, there is a constant C depending on Φ(x_1), such that ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ · ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C. (3.56)

Proof. We will prove (3.56) by two steps.

Step 1. The extra integrability of ρ near the axis.

We mainly follow the method given by Proposition 3.5. Taking θ = 11/30 and m ≥ 4, the task in this step is to derive that, for m ≥ 6, ∫ Ω (ρ^{1+θ} + ερ^{α+θ}) x^{m+1}_1 ζ_0 dx_1d_2 ≤ C ( ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 )_4 + C. (3.57)

We define the truncation function η(x_1) ≜ ζ_0(x_1/4) and introduce the test function

φ = ∇Δ^{−1} ( ρ^θη x^2_1 − ∫ Ω ρ^θη x^2_1 dx_1dx_2 ) , where Δ^{−1} is the inversion of Δ on the torus [0, 8] × T introducing by Lemma 2.3. Note that φ is well defined, since the integral average has been module out.

We mention that φ has zero average over [0, 8] × T, thus the elliptic estimates (2.4) together with Sobolev embedding theorem implies that

‖φ‖_L∞_{([0,8]×T)} + ‖∇φ‖_L30/11_{([0,8]×T)} ≤ C ‖ρ^θη x_1‖_L30/11_{(Ω)} ≤ C. (3.58)

Adding (3.1)_2 multiplied by φ_1 · x^m_1 ζ_0 and (3.1)_3 multiplied by φ_2 · x^m_1 ζ_0 together, we integrate the result over Ω and apply the fact ζ_0 · η = ζ_0 to deduce that ∫ Ω (ρ^{1+θ} + ερ^{α+θ}) x^{m+1}_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 ≤ L_0 + L_1 + L_2 + L_3, (3.59)

where the remaining terms L_i are given by

L_0 = ( ∫ Ω P · x^m_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 ) · ( ∫ Ω ρ^θη x_1 dx_1dx_2 ) − ∫ Ω g · φ · x^{m+1}_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2,

L_1 = − ∫ Ω ∂_1(x_1∂_1u_i) φ_i · x^{m−1}_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 − ∫ Ω ∂_{22}u_i · φ_i · x^m_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2,

L_2 = − ∫ Ω P φ · ∂_i(x^m_1 ζ_0) dx_1dx_2 + ∫ Ω u_1 · φ_1 · x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2,

L_3 = ∫ Ω ∂_1(x_1ρu_1u_i) φ_i · x^{m−1}_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 + ∫ Ω ∂_2(ρu_2u_i) φ_i · x^m_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2.

Similar with (3.28) and (3.29), we apply (3.7), (3.48), and (3.58) to derive that

L_0 + L_1 + L_2 ≤ C. (3.60)

Then, we focus on the principal term L_3. Observe that

L_3 = − ∫ Ω ρu_iu_j · ∂_iφ_j · x^m_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 − ∫ Ω ρu_1u_i · φ_i · ∂_1(x^{m−1}_1 ζ_0) dx_1dx_2.

By means of (3.48) and (3.58), we deduce that the second term is handled by ∫ Ω ρu_1u_i · φ_i · ∂_1(x^{m−1}_1 ζ_0) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 + C. (3.61) Moreover, let us rearrange the first term as ∫ Ω ρu_iu_j · ∂_iφ_j · x^m_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 = ∫ Ω (ρu x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0) · ∇∂_j Δ^{−1} ( ~ ρ^θ − ∫ Ω ~ρθ dx_1dx_2) · ~u_j dx_1dx_2, (3.62)

where we have applied the notation ~h ≜ (h · x^2_1 ζ_0).

Now, let us define the pair F = Δ^{−1}div(ρu x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0), ω = Δ^{−1}rot(ρu x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0), ⇒ ∫ [0,8]×T F dx_1dx_2 = ∫ [0,8]×T ω dx_1dx_2 = 0.

Note that (F, ω) solves the Cauchy-Riemann equations on periodic domain [0, 8] × T, ∇F + ∇^⊥ω = ρu x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0 − ∫ [0,8]×T ρu x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2.

The elliptic estimates (2.4) and Sobolev embedding theorem ensure that ‖F ‖_Lq_{([0,8]×T)} + ‖ω‖_Lq_{([0,8]×T)} ≤ C‖ρu x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0‖_L1+δ_{(Ω)}, (3.63) with 1/q = 1/(1 + δ) − 1/2.

Following the same calculation given by (3.41) and (3.42), we apply ∇^⊥ ∘ ∇ = 0 and the equality ~u · ∇ ~ρ^θ = −θ ~divu · ~ρ^θ + (2 − θ) x^{−1}_1 ~u_1 · ~ρ^θ + ~u · ∇ log η · ~ρ^θ, which is due to (1.14), to transform (3.62) into ∫ Ω ρu_iu_j · ∂_iφ_j · x^m_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 = ∫ Ω (∇F + ∇^⊥ω) · ∇∂_j Δ^{−1} ( ~ ρ^θ − ∫ Ω ~ρθ dx_1dx_2) · ~u_j dx_1dx_2 + R ≤ C ( ‖F ‖_L4_{([0,8]×T)} + ‖ω‖_L4_{([0,8]×T)} ) · ‖ ~ρ^θ‖_L2_{(Ω)} · ‖~u‖_H1_{(Ω)} + R,

(3.64)

where the remaining term R satisfies R ≤ C ‖ρu x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0‖_L1_{([0,8]×T)} · ‖ ~ρ^θ‖_L2_{(Ω)} · ‖~u‖_H1_{(Ω)} ≤ C ( ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 + 1

)_2 , which is due to (3.50).

To finish the argument, we follow Step 2. of the proof for Proposition 3.5 to handle ‖F ‖_L4_{([0,8]×T)} and ‖ω‖_L4_{([0,8]×T)}. Let E_3(·) be the periodic extension from the torus [0, 8] × T to [−8, 16] × [−1, 2]. In particular, by virtue of (3.63), the next equation is valid in [−8, 16] × [−1, 2],

∇E_3(F ) + ∇^⊥E_3(ω) = E_3 ( ρu x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0 − ∫ [0,8]×T ρu x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 ) , and the estimates given below is true as well,

‖E_3(F )‖_Lq_{([0,8]×T)} + ‖E_3(ω)‖_Lq_{([0,8]×T)} ≤ C‖ρu x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0‖_L1+δ_{(Ω)}. (3.65)

Moreover, let us consider the Cauchy-Riemann equations on R^2 ,

∇E_2(F ) + ∇^⊥E_2(ω) = E_3 ( ρu x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0 − ∫ [0,8]×T ρu x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 ) , where the right hand side is zero out of [−8, 16] × [−1, 2]. The standard theory of the singular integral [22, Chapter VI] ensures that ∀x̃ ∈ R^2 ,

|E_2(F )|(x̃) + |E_2(ω)|(x̃) ≤ C ∫ R^2

E_3 ( ρu · x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0 ) |x − x̃| dx + C ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2. (3.66)

Setting βθ̃ + (2 − ϵ)(1 − θ̃) = 1, we have ∫ R^2

E_3 ( ρu · x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0 ) |x − x̃| dx ≤ ( ∫ R^2

E_3 ( ρu · x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0 ) |x − x̃|^β dx )~_θ · ( ∫ R^2

E_3 ( ρu · x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0 ) |x − x̃|^{2−ϵ} dx )_{1−}~_θ . Note that by virtue of (3.53), we infer that ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^2

E_3 ( ρu · x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0 ) |x − x̃|^β dx ‖ ‖ ‖ L^∞(R^2 )

≤ C sup_{x̃} ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2 + P |x − x̃|^β ψ(x − x̃) · x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 + ‖ρu · x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0‖_L1_{(Ω)} ≤ C ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 + C. In addition, Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (2.1) also implies that, for 1/q̃ = 1/(1 + δ) − ϵ/2, ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ R^2

E_3 ( ρu · x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0 ) |x − x̃|^{2−ϵ} dx ‖ ‖ ‖ L^{q̃} (R^2 )

≤ C‖ρu x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0‖_L1+δ_{(Ω)}.

According to interpolation arguments and (3.66), we deduce that for s = q̃/(1 − θ̃),

‖E_2(F )‖_L4_{([−8,16]×[−1,2])} + ‖E_2(ω)‖_L4_{([−8,16]×[−1,2])}

≤ C‖ρu x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0‖_L1+δ_{(Ω)} + C ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 + C. (3.67)

At last, we need to investigate the error terms

R(F ) ≜ E_3(F ) − E_2(F ), R(ω) ≜ E_3(ω) − E_2(ω).

Direct computation implies ΔR(F ) = ΔR(ω) = 0 in [−8, 16] × [−1, 2]. Thus, the interior elliptic estimates (2.5) together with (3.65) and (3.67) guarantee that

‖R(F )‖_L∞_{([0,8]×T)} + ‖R([0, 8] × T)‖_L∞_{([0,8]×T)} ≤ C ∑ i=2,3 ( ‖E_i(F )‖_Lq_{([−8,16]×[−1,2])} + ‖E_i(ω)‖_Lq_{([−8,16]×[−1,2])} )

≤ C‖ρu x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0‖_L1+δ_{(Ω)} + C ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 + C. (3.68)

Observe that, similar interpolation arguments as (3.44) implies that, for ε < 1/1000 and κ = 2δ(1 + θ)/(θ + 2δθ) < 1/(100m),

‖ρ · x_1 ζ_0‖_L1+2δ_{(Ω)} ≤ C ( ∫ Ω ρ · x^ε_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 )_{1−κ}( ∫ Ω ρ^{1+θ}x^{m+1}_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 ) κ_{1+θ}

≤ C ( ∫ Ω ρ^{1+θ}x^{m+1}_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 ) κ_{1+θ} , where the last line is due to (3.48). Consequently, we argue that

‖ρu x^{m−2}_1 ζ_0‖_L1+δ_{(Ω)} ≤ C‖ρ · x_1 ζ_0‖_L1+2δ_{(Ω)}‖~u‖_H1_{(Ω)} ≤ C ( ∫ Ω ρ^{1+θ}x^{m+1}_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 ) κ_{1+θ} · ( ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 + 1 ) , which combined with (3.67) and (3.68) leads to

‖F ‖_L4_{([0,8]×T)} + ‖ω‖_L4_{([0,8]×T)} ≤ C ( ∫ Ω ρ^{1+θ}x^{m+1}_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 + 1 ) κ_{1+θ} · ( ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 + 1 ) . (3.69)

Cominging (3.50), (3.59), (3.60), (3.61), (3.64), and (3.69) yields ∫ Ω (ρ^{1+θ} + ερ^{α+θ}) x^{m+1}_1 ζ_0 dx_1d_2 ≤ ϵ ∫ Ω (ρ^{1+θ} + ερ^{α+θ}) x^{m+1}_1 ζ_0 dx_1d_2 + C ( ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 )_4 + C, (3.70)

since κ < 1/2. Setting ϵ < 1/4 in (3.70), we obtain (3.57) and finish the first step.

Step 2. Controlling the singularity near the symmetric axis. In view of (3.5), we have Φ · ζ_0 = x_1 · ζ_0, thus direct computations yield, ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 = ∫ Ω ( ρ^{1+θ}x^m_1 ζ_0 )_{α1} ( ρ^β|u|^{2β+2} · x^{3/2}_1 ζ_0 )_{α2} ( ρ · x^ε_1 ζ_0 )_{α3} dx_1dx_2, (3.71) where α_i, m, and ε are given by

α_1 = (1 − β)/θ 1 + β

, α_2 = 1 1 + β

, α_3 = β − (1 − β)/θ 1 + β , m = θ(2β − 1) 4(1 − β) , ε = θ(2β − 1) 4(θ + 1)β − 4 . (3.72)

We mention that these parameters are determined by

α_1 + α_2 + α_3 = 1, (1 + θ) α_1 + βα_2 + α_3 = 1, 2(β + 2) · α_2 = 2, mα_1 + 3α_2/2 + εα_3 = 1.

In particular, when β is close to 1, we have

α_1 < 1/1000, α_2 < 2/3, m ≥ 10, 0 < ε < 1/2.

Consequently, by means of (3.48), (3.57) and (3.71), we arrive at ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ( ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 + 1

) 1_4 ( ∫ Ω ρ^β|u|^{2β+2} · x_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 + 1

) 2_3 . (3.73)

Let us apply the method given by [13, Appendix A] to estimate the second term of the right hand side of (3.73).

Suppose that (ρ̂, û), ζ̂_0, and ψ̂ are given by (3.3), (3.51), and (3.52) respectively. Then we go back to Ω̂ and deduce that ∫ Ω ρ^β|u|^{2β+2} · x_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ Ω̂ ρ̂^β |û|^{2β+2} · η̂^2_0 dx̂, (3.74)

where η̂_0(x̂^′, x̂_3) = ζ̂_0(3x̂^′, x̂_3) for any (x̂^′, x̂_3) ∈ R^2 × T.

Observe that, for the balls B̂_7 = {x ∈ R^3 | |x| ≤ 7} and B̂_6 = {x ∈ R^3 | |x| ≤ 6}, we apply (3.48) to declare that ‖û‖_{H1(B̂7 )} ≤ C‖û‖_{L2(B̂7 \B̂6)} + C‖∇û‖_{L2(B̂7 )}, ≤ C ∫_{10} 1/2 ∫_1 0 (|u|^2 + |∇u|^2) · x_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C.

Then, according to [3, Chapter V], we can extend (û · η̂_0) to a function v̂ ∈ H^1_0 (B̂_7) which is compactly supported in the ball B̂_6 and satisfies

‖v̂‖_{H1(B̂6)} ≤ C‖û‖_{H1(B̂7)} ≤ C. (3.75)

In addition, suppose that E_4(·) is the periodic extension from R^2 × T to R^3 . Let us solve the Dirichlet problem in the ball B̂_7, { Δĥ = E_4 ( ρ̂^β|û|^{2β} ) in B̂_7, ĥ = 0 on ∂B̂_7.

We apply the interior elliptic estimates (2.6) together with (3.54) to argue that ‖ĥ‖_{L∞(B̂6)} ≤ C ( sup x̃∈B̂_6 ∫ B̂_7

E_4 ( ρ̂^β |û|^{2β} ) |x − x̃| dx̂ + ‖ E_4 ( ρ̂^β|û|^{2β} )‖ L^{1/β} (B̂_7) )

≤ C sup x̃∈B̂_6 ∫ Ω̂ ρ̂(|û|^2 + 1) |x̂ − x̃|^β ψ̂(x̂ − x̃) · ζ̂_0 dx̂ + C ∫ Ω̂ ρ̂ |û|^2 · ζ̂_0 dx̂ + C ≤ C ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 + C. (3.76)

Now, observe that ∫ Ω̂ ρ̂^β |û|^{2β+2} ζ̂^2_0 dx̂ ≤ ∫ B̂_7

Δĥ · |v̂|^2 dx̂ ≤ C ‖ĥ‖_{L∞(B̂6)} ‖v̂‖_{H1 (B̂6)}. (3.77)

Let us illustrate the last inequality in (3.77). In fact, we deduce that ∫ B̂_7 Δĥ · |v̂|^2 dx̂ = −2 ∫ B̂_7 ∇ĥ · ∇v̂ · v̂ dx̂ ≤ ( ∫ B̂_7 |∇ĥ|^2 · |v̂|^2 dx̂ ) 1_2 ( ∫

B̂_7 |∇v̂|^2 dx̂ ) 1_2 . (3.78)

Meanwhile, we also argue that ∫ B̂_7 |∇ĥ|^2 · |v̂|^2 dx̂ = − ∫ B̂_7 ĥ · Δĥ · |v̂|^2 dx̂ − ∫ B̂_7 ∇ĥ · ĥ · ∇v̂ · v̂ dx̂ ≤ ‖ĥ‖_{L∞(B̂6 )} ∫ B̂_7 Δĥ · |v̂|^2 dx̂ + 1 2 ∫ B̂_7 |∇ĥ|^2 |v̂|^2 dx̂ + C ∫ B̂_7 ĥ^2 |∇v̂|^2 dx̂. (3.79)

Combining (3.78) and (3.79) leads to (3.77).

Consequently, substituting (3.75), (3.76) and (3.77) into (3.74), we arrive at ∫ Ω ρ^β |u|^{2β+2} · x_1 ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_2 + C. (3.80)

Then (3.80) combined with (3.48) and (3.73) gives ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ( ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 + 1

) 11_{12} , which implies (3.56). We therefore finish the proof.

We end this section by finishing Lemma 3.1.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Combining (3.48) and (3.56), we apply the fact ζ_0 + ζ^2_1 ≥ 3/4 to derive that ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ dx_1dx_1 ≤ C ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ ( ζ_0 + ζ^2_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C, which is (3.6). The proof of Lemma 3.1 is finally completed. �

4 Compactness assertions—the proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1 which ensures that the approximation solutions of the problem (1.9)–(1.10) converging to a weak solution of the problem (1.4)–(1.5). In addition, we provide two examples where the limiting solution is trivial in the first case, while non-trivial in the second case.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let us introduce the domains

A_n = { (x_1, x_2) ∈ Ω | 1 n ≤ x_1 ≤ n } . Applying (3.24), (3.48), (3.50), (3.56) and (3.57) to (ρ^ε, u^ε_1, u^ε_2), we derive that ∀n ∈ N^+ and P^ε = ρ^ε + ε(ρ^ε)^α, there is a constant C_n depending only on n, such that

‖P^ε · (ρ^ε)^α‖_L1_{(An)} + ‖u^ε‖_H1_{(An)} ≤ C_n. (4.1)

Thus, Sobolev embedding theorem together with the Cantor diagonal argument ensures that, we can define (ρ, u_1, u_2) on Ω, such that for any n ∈ N^+ and q = 4(1 + θ)/θ, it holds that

‖ρ^{1+θ}‖_L1_{(An)} + ‖u‖_H1_{(An)} ≤ C_n, P^ε · x_1 ⇀ ρ · x_1 in L^{1+θ/α} ( A_n ) , ρ^ε · x_1 ⇀ ρ · x_1 in L^{1+θ} ( A_n ) , u^ε ⇀ u in H^1 ( A_n ) , u^ε → u in L^q ( A_n ) . (4.2)

Combining (4.2)_3 and (4.2)_4, we argue that

ρ^εu^ε_i u^ε_j ⇀ ρ u_iu_j in L^r(A_n) with r =^{2+2θ}_{2+θ} . (4.3)

We still need to investigate the system near the symmetric axis. Let us define the domain A_0 = [0, 1] × T. In view of (3.7) and (3.59), we derive that ∫ Ω ( |∇u^ε|^2x_1 +

|u^ε_1|^2 x_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C, ∫ A_0 ( P^ε x^{12}_1 + P^ε · (ρ^ε)^θ x^{10}_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C, (4.4)

which in particular implies that, for κ = θ/19 and γ_1 = 18/19 ∫ A_0

(ρ^ε)^{1+κ}x_1 dx_1dx_2 = ∫ A_0 ( ρ^ε · x^{1/2}_1 )_{γ1} · ( (ρ^ε)^{1+θ} x^{10}_1 )_{1−γ1} dx_1dx_2 ≤ C, ε ∫ A_0

(ρ^ε)^{α+κ}x_1 dx_1dx_2 = ε ∫ A_0 ( (ρ^ε)^α x^{1/2}_1 )_{γ1} ( (ρ^ε)^{α+θ} x^{10}_1 )_{1−γ1} dx_1dx_2 ≤ C. (4.5)

Combining (4.2), (4.4) and (4.5) leads to

P^ε · x_1 ⇀ ρ · x_1 in L^{1+κ/α} ( A_0 ) , ∇u^ε ⇀∇u, u^ε_1/x_1 ⇀ u_1/x_1 both in L^2 ( Ω ) . (4.6)

In addition, according to (3.71), we choose δ < 1/100 and deduce that ∫ A_0

ρ^ε|u^ε|^2 · x^{1−δ}_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ ∫ Ω ( (ρ^ε)^{1+θ}x^m_1 ζ_0 )_{α1} ( (ρ^ε)^β |u^ε|^{2β+2} · x^{5/4}_1 ζ_0 )_{α2} ( ρ^ε · x^ε_1 ζ_0 )_{α3} dx_1dx_2, where α_i, m and ε are determined by (3.72). let us repeat the process given in (3.73)– (3.80) and apply Lemma 3.1 to infer that ∫ A_0

ρ^ε|u^ε|^2 · x^{1−δ}_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C. (4.7)

Combining (4.3) and (4.7), we next illustrate that

ρ^εu^ε_i u^ε_j · x_1 ⇀ ρ u_iu_j · x_1 in L^1(A_0). (4.8)

In fact, for any ϵ > 0, we can find some K, N ∈ N^+ , such that ∫ A_0∩{ρ^ε|u^ε|^2≥K} ρ^ε|u^ε|^2 · x_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ ∫ {x_1<N^{−1}}∩{ρ^ε|u^ε|^2≥K} ρ^ε|u^ε|^2 · x_1 dx_1dx_2 + ∫ A_N ∩{ρ^ε|u^ε|^2≥K} ρ^ε|u^ε|^2 dx_1dx_2 ≤ N^{−δ} ∫ A_0

ρ^ε|u^ε|^2 · x^{1−δ}_1 dx_1dx_2 + K^{−θ/(2+θ)} ‖ ρ^ε|u^ε|^2 ‖ L^r(A_N ) ≤ CN^{−δ} + C(N) K^{−θ/(2+θ)}. where the last line is due to (4.1), (4.3), and (4.7). Thus, we first set N = (C/ϵ)^{1/δ} and then choose K = ( C(N)/ϵ )_{(2+θ)/θ} to declare that ∫ A_0∩{ρ^ε|u^ε|^2≥K} ρ^ε|u^ε|^2 · x_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ 2ϵ,

which implies that the sequence { ρ^εu^ε_i u^ε_j x_1 } ε>0 is uniformly integrable on A_0. Consequently, we can find some f_{ij} ∈ L^1(A_0), such that

ρ^εu^ε_i u^ε_j · x_1 ⇀ f_{ij} in L^1(A_0).

However, in view of (4.3), we must have f_{ij} = ρ u_iu_j x_1, which implies (4.8).

Now, let us select the test function φ ∈ ( C^∞_0 (Ω)

)_2 satisfying

φ_1 | x_1=0 = ∂1φ2 | x_1=0 = 0,

and substitute it into (1.8) to declare that ∫ Ω ( ρ^εu^ε_i u^ε_j · ∂_iφ_j + P^ε (φ_1 x_1

+ divφ ) + g · φ ) x_1dx_1dx_2 = ∫ Ω ( ∇u^ε · ∇φ + (u^ε_1/x_1) · (φ_1/x_1) ) x_1dx_1dx_2.

(4.9)

Observe that φ_1|_{x1=0} = 0 ensures that (φ_1/x_1) ∈ L^∞(A_0), thus we apply (4.2), (4.3), (4.6) together with (4.8) and pass to the limit in (4.9) to derive that ∫ Ω ( ρu_iu_j · ∂_iφ_j + ρ (φ_1 x_1

+ divφ ) + g · φ ) x_1dx_1dx_2 = ∫ Ω ( ∇u · ∇φ + (u_1/x_1) · (φ_1/x_1) ) x_1dx_1dx_2.

(4.10)

Similar arguments also implies that ∀ϕ ∈ C^∞_0 (Ω), ∫ Ω ρu ∇ϕ · x_1dx_1dx_2 = 0. (4.11)

Next, observe that (4.2) together with (4.6) guarantees that for any N > 0,

ρ^ε · x_1 ⇀ ρ · x_1 in L^1([0, N] × T). (4.12)

Fixing n ∈ N^+ , we consider the truncation function ζ_n(x_1) = ζ_0(x_1/n) where ζ_0 is given by (3.9). In view of (1.12), we have ∫ Ω ρ^ε · x_1 ζ_n dx_1dx_2 ≤ M,

which combined with (4.12) leads to ∫ Ω ρ · x_1 ζ_n dx_1dx_2 = lim_{ε→0} ∫ Ω ρ^ε · x_1 ζ_n dx_1dx_2 ≤ M. (4.13)

Then, let n → ∞ in (4.13), and the monotonic convergence theorem implies that ∫ Ω ρ x_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ M. (4.14)

We collect (4.3), (4.6), (4.8), and (4.14) to derive that, for i = 1, 2,

ρ ∈ L^1_{loc}(Ω), ρ|u_i|^2 ∈ L^1_{loc}(Ω), ∇u_i ∈ L^2(Ω). (4.15)

Accordingly, combining (4.10), (4.11), (4.14), and (4.15) ensures that (ρ, u_1, u_2) is a weak solution to the problem (1.4)–(1.5) which also satisfies (1.16), moreover (1.17) follows directly form (3.12), (3.48), (3.49), and (3.56). Therefore we finish the proof of Theorem 1.1. � To end up this section, we illustrate that the approximation solutions may converge to the trivial solution during the limit process. For instance, such phenomenon can occur when we construct weak solutions to the 3D Cauchy problem by solving approximation systems on the ball B_R = {x ∈ R^3 | |x| ≤ R}.

Suppose that the external force g = 0, we consider the following approximation system on B_R, div(ρ^Ru^R) = 0 in B_R, div(ρ^Ru^R ⊗ u^R) − Δu^R + ∇ρ^R = 0 in B_R, ∫ B_R ρ R dx = M. (4.16)

Direct computation yields that

ρ^R = 3M 4πR^3 , u_R = 0, give the solution to (4.16). If ρ^R is zero extended to R^3 , we derive that

ρ^R ⇀ 0 in L^1(R^3 ), u^R → 0 in H^1(R^3 ).

We mention that, although the total mass of ρ^R is conserved for each R, the limiting solution ρ may still vanish completely.

In contrast, if the external force is properly designed, we can avoid the trivial solution. For example, suppose that the external force is of potential type g = ∇φ where φ is a positive smooth function supported on B_1 and satisfies ∫ B_1 φ dx = M. Then, we still consider the approximation system on B_R with R ≥ 1,

div(ρ^Ru^R) = 0 in B_R, div(ρ^Ru^R ⊗ u^R) − Δu^R + ∇ρ^R = ∇φ in B_R, ∫ B_R ρ R dx = M. (4.17)

Clearly, we check that ρ^R = φ, u_R = 0,

give a solution to (4.17). If ρ^R is zero extended to R^3 , we derive that

ρ^R → φ in L^1(R^3 ), u^R → 0 in H^1(R^3 ).

Therefore the limiting solution is non-trivial in this case.

Remark 4.1. The examples given above explain a part of the reason why we can not construct a solution satisfying ∫ Ω ρ x_1dx_1dx_2 = M, (4.18)

in Lemma 1.1. It seems that the fast decay rate of g at the far field is not sufficient to exclude the trivial solution. In order to obtain (4.18), the external force g should provide some effects of concentration to avoid ρ spreading out like (4.16).

5 Exclude trivial solutions—the proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we will utilize the estimates in Section 3 and the compactness assertions in Section 4 to obtain a non-trivial solution subject to ∫ Ω ρ ωdx_1dx_2 = M. Suppose that (ρ^ε, u^ε_1, u^ε_2) is the approximation solution guaranteed by Lemma 1.2 which satisfies (1.14), (1.19), and (1.20). We omit the superscript ε and recall that the approximation system is given by 1 x_1 ∂1(x1ρu1) + ∂2(ρu2) = 0, 1 x_1 ∂1(x1ρu 2 1) + ∂_2(ρu_1u_2) −^1_{x1} ∂_1(x_1∂_1u_1) − ∂_{22}u_1 +^1_{x21} u_1 + ∂_1P = g_1, 1 x_1 ∂1(x1ρu1u2) + ∂2(ρu 2 2) −^1_{x1} ∂_1(x_1∂_1u_2) − ∂_{22}u_2 + ∂_2P = g_2,

(5.1) where the pressure P = ρ + ερ^α, and the boundary values are given by,

u_1 | |_{x1=0} = 0, ∂_1u_2 | |_{x1=0} = 0,

u → 0 as x_1 → ∞.

(5.2)

Meanwhile, the density ρ satisfies the condition ∫ Ω P ωdx_1dx_2 = M. (5.3)

Following the arguments given in Section 3, we first argue that ρ|u|^2 ∈ L^1_{loc}(Ω).

Lemma 5.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.2, there is a constant C depending on Φ(x_1), such that ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ(x_1) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C, (5.4)

where the weight Φ(x_1) is given by (3.5).

The conclusions in Subsection 3.2 and 3.3 are directly available, since the method is independent of the behavior of ρ at the far field. However there are certain difficulties when we derive the estimates on the slice ∫_1 0 u_2(x_1, x_2)dx_2,

because that (1.20) enforces P → P_∞ and the sign of P − P_∞ is not determined. Thus, the main step of proving Lemma 5.1 is to modify the arguments in Subsection 3.1 and obtain Proposition 3.3 under current settings.

To begin with, recalling that the truncation ζ_0(x_1) is given by (3.9), while ζ_1(x_1) = 1 − ζ_0(x_1), we mention that the conclusions in Propositions 3.1–3.2 is still true.

Proposition 5.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.2, for any m ≥ 6 and 0 ≤ ε ≤ 1, there is a constant C determined by the external force g, such that ∫ Ω ( |∇u|^2x_1 +

|u_1|^2 x_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C, ∫ Ω ( ρu^2_1 + P ) ( x^ε_1 · ζ_0 + x^{−m}_1 · ζ_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ A ρu^2_1 dx_1 + C,

(5.5)

where A = {10 ≤ x_1 ≤ 20} ⊂ Ω.

Proof. Note that (5.5)_1 is due to Proposition 3.1, while in view of (3.10), we have ∫ Ω ( ρu^2_1 + P ) ( x^ε_1 · ζ_0 + x^{−m}_1 · ζ_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫ A (ρu^2_1 + ερ^α)dx_1dx_2 + C,

which combined with (5.3) yields (5.5). The proof is therefore completed.

Next, by virtue of (5.3), we have ∫ Ω P · x^{−2}_1 ζ_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ M. (5.6)

The key fact excluding the trivial solution is that (5.6) can be improved.

Proposition 5.2. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.2, there is a constant C depending on M, such that ∫ Ω P · x^{−9/8}_1 ζ_1 dx_1dx_2 + ∫ Ω ρu^2_1 · x^{−1/16}_1 ζ_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C. (5.7)

Proof. Observing that the boundary conditions (5.2) ensures the calculations leading to (3.14) are still valid, therefore we argue that, for any x_1 ∈ [0, ∞) ∫_1 0 ρu_1(x_1, x_2) dx_2 = 0, (5.8)

Moreover, integrating (5.1)_2 with respect to x_2 gives

∂_1(

∫_1 0 P dx_2) + 1 x_1

∂_1(

∫_1 0 x_1 ρu^2_1 dx_2) − 1 x_1

∂_1(

∫_1 0 x_1 ∂_1u_1 dx_2) = − 1 x^2_1

∫_1 0 u_1 dx_2. (5.9)

Step 1. Let us define the truncation η(x_1) = ζ_1(4x_1) and introduce the test function

ψ(x_1) = ( ∫^∞ x_1

∫_1 0 P · s^{−2} dsdx_2 ) · η(x_1), which is well defined and bounded uniformly due to (5.3). Multiplying (5.9) by ψ · η and integrating with respect to x_1, we check each term in details.

With the help of (5.3), the first term on the left hand side of (5.9) is handled by ∫_∞ 0 ∂_1

( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 ) · ψ η dx_1 = ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 )_2

· x^{−2}_1 η^2 dx_1 − ∫ Ω P · ψ η^′ dx_1dx_2 ≥ ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 )_2 · x^{−2}_1 η dx_1 − C. (5.10)

Then, the second term on the left is bounded by ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

∂_1

( ∫^1 0 x_1 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · ψ η dx_1 = ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) ( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 ) · x^{−2}_1 η^2 dx_1 + ∫_∞ 0 x^{−1}_1 (

∫_1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2) · ψ η dx_1 − ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · ψ η^′ dx_1 ≥ ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 ) · x^{−2}_1 η^2 dx_1 − C ∫ A ρ|u|^2 dx_1dx_2 − C.

(5.11)

Note that the last line is due to (5.5)_2 and the second positive term on the second line of (5.11) has been dropped out.

Similarly, we also argue that ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

∂_1

( ∫^1 0 x_1 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) · ψ η dx_1 = ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫_1 0 ∂_1u_1 dx_2) (

∫_1 0 P dx_2) · x^{−2}_1 η^2 dx_1 + ∫_∞ 0 x^{−1}_1 (

∫_1 0 ∂_1u_1 dx_2) · ψ η dx_1 − ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) · ψ η^′ dx_1 ≤ C ( ∫ Ω |∂_1u_1|^2x_1 dx_1dx_2

) 1_2 ( ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 )_2

· x^{−2}_1 η dx_1 + 1

) 1_2

≤ 1 2 ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫_1 0 P dx_2 )_2

· x^{−2}_1 η dx_1 + C.

(5.12)

We mention that the last line of (5.12) is due to (5.5)_1. Moreover, in view of (5.5)_1, the right hand side of (5.9) is directly bounded by − ∫_∞ 0 1 x^2_1

( ∫_1 0 u_1 dx_2 ) · ψ η dx_1 ≤ C ( ∫ Ω |u_1|^2 x_1 dx_1dx_2 ) 1_2 ≤ C. (5.13)

Thus, combining (5.10)–(5.13), we arrive at ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 ) · x^{−2}_1 η^2 dx_1 ≤ C ∫ A ρu^2_1 dx_1dx_2 + C. (5.14)

In addition, by virtue of (5.8), the calculation given by (3.17) infers that ∫ A ρu^2_1 dx_1dx_2 =

∫_{20} 10 ( ∫_1 0 ρu_1 ( u_1 −

∫_1 0 u_1 dx_2 ) dx_2 ) dx_1 ≤ ( ∫_{20} 10 ( ∫^1 0 ρ|u_1| dx_2 )_2 s^{−1}ds ) 1_2 ( ∫ Ω |∇u|^2x_1dx_1dx_2 ) 1_2

≤ C ( ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · x^{−2}_1 η^2 dx_1

) 1_2 . (5.15)

Substituting (5.15) into (5.14), we argue that ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 ) · x^{−2}_1 η^2 dx_1 ≤ C. (5.16)

Then, (5.16) together with (5.5) and (5.15) also gives ∫ Ω ( ρu^2_1 + P ) ( x^ε_1 · ζ_0 + x^{−m}_1 · ζ_1 ) dx_1dx_2 ≤ C. (5.17)

Step 2. Now, multiplying (5.9) by (x^{−1/8}_1 η), we repeat the process given in (5.10)– (5.13). Note that (5.3) ensures that ∫_∞ 0 ∂_1

( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 ) · x^{−1/8}_1 η dx_1 = 1 8 ∫ Ω P · x^{−9/8}_1 η dx_1dx_2 − C ∫ Ω P · x^{−1/8}_1 η^′ dx_1dx_2 ≥ 1 8 ∫ Ω P · x^{−9/8}_1 η dx_1dx_2 − C.

Next we apply (5.17) to deduce that ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

∂_1

( ∫^1 0 x_1 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · x^{−1/8}_1 η dx_1 = 1 8 ∫ Ω ρu^2_1 · x^{−9/8}_1 η dx_1dx_2 − ∫ Ω ρu^2_1 · x^{−1/8}_1 η^′ dx_1dx_2 ≥ 1 8 ∫ Ω ρu^2_1 · x^{−9/8}_1 η dx_1dx_2 − C.

Moreover, (5.5) also leads to ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

∂_1

( ∫^1 0 x_1 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) · x^{−1/8}_1 η dx_1 = 9 8 ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) · x^{−9/8}_1 η dx_1 − ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) · x^{−1/8}_1 η^′ dx_1 ≤ C ( ∫ Ω |∂_1u_1|^2x_1dx_1dx_2

) 1_2 ≤ C, and the estimate − ∫_∞ 0 1 x^2_1

( ∫_1 0 u_1 dx_2 ) · x^{−1/8}_1 η dx_1 ≤ C ( ∫ Ω |u_1|^2 x_1 dx_1dx_2 ) 1_2 ≤ C. In conclusion, we declare that ∫ Ω ( P + ρu^2_1 ) · x^{−9/8}_1 η dx_1dx_2 ≤ C, (5.18)

which gives the first part of (5.7).

Step 3. Let us introduce another test function

ϕ(x_1) = ( ∫^∞ x_1

∫_1 0 P · s^{−9/8} dsdx_2 ) · η, which is well defined and bounded uniformly in view of (5.18). Multiplying (5.9) by ϕ · η, we carry out the same calculations as (5.10)–(5.13) and deduce that ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 ) · x^{−9/8}_1 η^2 dx_1 ≤ C. (5.19)

In particular, we apply the method given by (3.17) and check that ∫ Ω ρu^2_1 · x^{−1/16}_1 η^2 dx_1dx_2 ≤ ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ρ|u_1| dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 |∂_2u_1| dx_2 ) · x^{−1/16} 1 η^2 dx_1 ≤ C ( ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ρ|u_1| dx_2 )_2

x^{−9/8}_1 η^2 dx_1

) 1_2 ( ∫ Ω |∇u|^2x_1dx_1dx_2 ) 1_2

≤ C ( ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · x^{−9/8}_1 η^2 dx_1

) 1_2 , which combined with (5.18) and (5.19) gives (5.7) and finishes the proof.

As a direct corollary of Propositions 5.1–5.2, we give upper bound of P_∞ which describes the behavior of ρ at the far field.

Corollary 5.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.2, there is a constant C depending on M, such that P_∞ ≤ C.

Proof. Note that the regularity condition (1.20) ensures that we can integrate (5.9) over [x_1, ∞) to deduce that P_∞ − ∫_1 0 ( P + ρu^2_1 − ∂_1u_1 ) (x_1, x_2) dx_2 = − ∫_∞ x_1

∫_1 0 ( ρu^2_1 · s^{−1} − ∂_1u_1 · s^{−1} + u_1 · s^{−2} ) dsdx_2, which combined with (5.5) and (5.7) yields that, for x_1 ≥ 1 P_∞ ≤ ∫_1 0 ( P + ρu^2_1 + |∂_1u_1| ) (x_1, x_2) dx_2 + C.

Let us multiply the above inequality by ω and integrate over [2, ∞), then we make use of (1.18), (5.3), (5.5), and (5.7) to derive that P_∞ ≤ C. The proof is therefore completed.

Now, we turn to the most difficult part which deals with the estimates of P − P_∞. Compared with arguments in Section 3, the sign of P − P_∞ is undetermined, thus we must carefully analysis the behavior of such term as x_1 → ∞.

Proposition 5.3. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.2, for any x_1 ≥ 3/2, there is a constant C independent of x_1, such that | | | ∫_∞ x_1

∫_1 0 ( P − P_∞ ) · s^{−1/2} dsdx_2 | | | ≤ C · x^{3/4}_1 ( ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 )_2

x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 + 1

) 1_2 . (5.20)

Proof. We introduce the truncation function ζ_{x1} (s) = ζ_1(s − x_1) for x_1 ≥ 0 and write (5.9) in the variable s, −∂_s ∫_1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 − 1 s ∂_s ∫_1 0 s ρu^2_1 dx_2 + 1 s ∂_s ∫_1 0 s ∂_1u_1 dx_2 = 1 s^2

∫_1 0 u_1 dx_2. (5.21)

Multiplying (5.21) by s^{1/2}ζ_{x1} (s) and integrating with respect to s, we check each term in details.

The first term on the left hand side of (5.21) is treated by − ∫_∞ 0 ∂_s ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 ) · s^{1/2}ζ_{x1} ds = 1 2 ∫ Ω (P − P_∞) · s^{−1/2}ζ_{x1} dsdx_2 + ∫ Ω (P − P_∞) · s^{1/2}ζ^′_{x1} dsdx_2 (5.22)

We specially mention that the regularity condition (1.20) guarantees that the integration by parts in the second line of (5.22) is available.

Then we apply (5.7) to deduce that the second term is bounded by | | | ∫_∞ 0 1 s ∂_s ( ∫^1 0 s ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · s^{1/2}ζ_{x1} ds | | | ≤ | | | 1 2 ∫ Ω ρu^2_1 · s^{1/2}ζ_{x1} dsdx_2 | | | + | | | ∫ Ω ρu^2_1 · s^{1/2}ζ^′_{x1} dsdx_2 | | | ≤ C ∫ Ω ρu^2_1 · s^{−1/16}ζ_{x1} dsdx_2 + ∫ Ω ρu^2_1 · s^{1/2}|ζ^′_{x1} | dsdx_2 ≤ C ( 1 + x^{9/16}_1 ) ∫ Ω ρu^2_1 · s^{−1/16}ζ_{x1} dsdx_2 ≤ C ( 1 + x^{9/16}_1 ) .

(5.23)

To handle the remaining terms, we utilize (5.5) to deduce that | | | ∫_∞ 0 1 s^2

( ∫^1 0 u_1 dx_2 ) · s^{1/2}ζ_{x1} ds | | | ≤ C ( ∫ Ω |u_1|^2 x_1 dx_1dx_2 ) 1_2

≤ C. (5.24)

Moreover, we also have | | | ∫_∞ 0 1 s ∂_s ( ∫^1 0 s ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) · s^{1/2}ζ_{x1} ds | | | ≤ | | | 1 2 ∫ Ω ∂_1u_1 · s^{−1/2}ζ_{x1} dsdx_2 | | | + | | | ∫ Ω ∂_1u_1 · s^{1/2}ζ^′_{x1} dxdx_2 | | |

≤ C ( ∫ Ω |∇u_1|^2x_1 dx_1dx_2

) 1_2 ≤ C, (5.25)

where the last line is due to |supp ζ^′_{x1} | ≤ 1. Combining (5.22), (5.23), (5.24), and (5.25), we arrive at 1 2 | | | ∫ Ω (P − P_∞) · s^{−1/2}ζ_{x1} dsdx_2 | | | ≤ C ( 1 + x^{9/16}_1 ) + | | | ∫ Ω (P − P_∞) · s^{1/2}ζ^′_{x1} dsdx_2 | | |. (5.26)

There are two cases we must distinguish. If 1 ≤ x_1 ≤ 10, with the help of (5.3) and Corollary 5.1, we directly declare that | | ∫ Ω (P − P_∞) · s^{1/2}ζ^′_{x1} dsdx_2 | | ≤ C. While for the case x_1 > 10, we check that | | ∫ Ω (P − P_∞) · s^{1/2}ζ^′_{x1} dsdx_2 | |

≤ ( ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 )_2 x^{−1/2}_1 |ζ^′_{x1} | dx_1

) 1_2 · ( ∫_∞ 0 s^{3/2}|ζ^′_{x1} | ds ) 1_2

≤ C x^{3/4}_1 ( ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 )_2

x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1

) 1_2

Substituting these estimates into (5.26), we arrive at | | | ∫ Ω ( P − P_∞ ) · s^{−1/2}ζ_{x1} dsdx_2 | | | ≤ C · x^{3/4}_1 ( ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 )_2

x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 + 1

) 1_2 . (5.27)

Note that for x_1 ≥ 3/2, we have | | ∫_∞ x_1

∫_1 0 ( P − P_∞ ) · s^{−1/2} dsdx_2 | | ≤ | | ∫ Ω ( P − P_∞ ) · s^{−1/2}ζ_{x1} dsdx_2 | | + | | ∫_∞ x_1

∫_1 0 (P − P_∞) · s^{−1/2}(1 − ζ_{x1} ) dsdx_2 | | ≤ | | ∫ Ω ( P − P_∞ ) · s^{−1/2}ζ_{x1} dsdx_2 | | + C x^{5/8}_1 ∫_∞ x_1

∫_1 0 (P + P_∞) · s^{−9/8} dsdx_2, which combined with (5.7), (5.27) and Corollary 5.1 gives | | | ∫_∞ x_1

∫_1 0 ( P − P_∞ ) · s^{−1/2} dsdx_2 | | | ≤ C · x^{3/4}_1 ( ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 )_2

x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 + 1

) 1_2 . The proof is therefore completed.

Finally, we are in the position to derive estimates on u_2.

Proposition 5.4. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.2, there is a constant C, such that ∀x_1 ≥ 2, we have | | | ∫_1 0 u_2(x_1, x_2) dx_2 | | ≤ C. (5.28) In particular, we deduce that ∫_∞ 2 ∫_1 0 ( |u|^2 + |∇u|^2) x^{−2}_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C. (5.29)

Proof. The proof is similar with Proposition 3.3. We first introduce the test function

ξ(x_1) = ( ∫^∞ x_1

∫_1 0 (P − P_∞) · s^{−1/2} dsdx_2 ) · ζ_1(x_1),

which is well defined due to (5.26) and write (5.21) in the variable x_1,

∂_1

∫_1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 + 1 x_1

∂_1(

∫_1 0 x_1ρu^2_1 dx_2) − 1 x_1

∂_1(

∫_1 0 x_1∂_1u_1 dx_2) = − 1 x^2_1

∫_1 0 u_1 dx_2.

(5.30)

Step 1. Multiplying (5.30) by ξ · ζ_1 and integrating with respect to x_1, we check each terms in details.

The first term on the left hand side of (5.30) is given by ∫_∞ 0 ∂_1

( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 ) ξ · ζ_1 dx_1 = ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫_1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 )_2

x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 − ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 ) ξ · ζ^′_1 dx_1 ≥ ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫_1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 )_2

x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 − C,

(5.31)

where the last line is due to (5.3), (5.20), Corollary 5.1 and the fact supp ζ^′_1 ⊂ [1, 2]×T.

Then we consider the second term of (5.30). ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

∂_1

( ∫^1 0 x_1 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) ξ · ζ_1 dx_1 = ∫_∞ 0 x^{−1}_1

( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) ξ · ζ_1 dx_1 − ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) ξ · ζ^′_1 dx_1 + ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 ) · x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1

(5.32)

Let us apply (5.7) and (5.20) to check the first term on the second line of (5.32). − ∫_∞ 0 x^{−1}_1

( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) ξ · ζ_1 dx_1 ≤ C ( ∫ Ω ρu^2_1 · x^{−1/4}_1 ζ_1 dx_1dx_2 ) ( ∫^∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 )_2 x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 + 1

) 1_2

≤ 1 8 ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 )_2

x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 + C.

(5.33)

While the fact supp ζ^′_1 ⊂ [1, 2] × T together with (5.7) and (5.20) also gives ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) ξ · ζ^′_1 dx_1 ≤ C. (5.34)

Substituting (5.33) and (5.34) into (5.32), we arrive at ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

∂_1

( ∫^1 0 x_1 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) ξ · ζ_1 dx_1 ≥ ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 ) · x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 − 1 8 ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 )_2

x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 − C.

(5.35)

Next, we turn to the third term of (5.30). ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

∂_1

( ∫^1 0 x_1 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) ξ · ζ_1 dx_1 = ∫_∞ 0 x^{−1}_1

( ∫^1 0 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) ξ · ζ_1 dx_1 − ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) ξ · ζ^′_1 dx_1 + ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 ) · x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1.

(5.36)

In view of (5.5) and (5.20), we argue that ∫_∞ 0 x^{−1}_1

( ∫^1 0 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) ξ · ζ_1 dx_1 ≤ C ( ∫ Ω |∂_1u_1| · x^{−1/4}_1 ζ_1 dx_1dx_2 ) ( ∫^∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 )_2

x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 + 1

) 1_2

≤ 1 8 ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 )_2

x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 + C.

(5.37)

While the fact supp ζ^′_1 ⊂ [1, 2] × T together with (5.5) and (5.20) also gives − ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) ξ · ζ^′_1 dx_1 ≤ C. (5.38)

While (5.5) also leads to ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 ) · x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 ≤ 1 8 ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 )_2

x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 + C.

(5.39)

Substituting (5.37), (5.38), and (5.39) into (5.36) leads to ∫_∞ 0 1 x_1

∂_1

( ∫^1 0 x_1 ∂_1u_1 dx_2 ) ξ · ζ_1 dx_1 ≤ 1 4 ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 )_2

x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 + C.

(5.40)

Once more, we utilize of (5.5) and (5.20) to handle the right hand side of (5.30) by − ∫_∞ 0 1 x^2_1

( ∫^1 0 u_1 dx_2 ) ξ · ζ_1 dx_1 ≤ C ( ∫ Ω |u_1| · x^{−5/4}_1 ζ_1 dx_1dx_2 ) ( ∫^∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 )_2

x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 + 1

) 1_2

≤ 1 8 ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 )_2

x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 + C.

(5.41)

Combining (5.31), (5.35), (5.40), and (5.41), we arrive at ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 ) · x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 ≤ C. (5.42)

We mention that (5.42) merely provide the upper bound of the left hand side term.

Step 2. Note that the boundary conditions (5.2) ensures the calculations leading to (3.15) are still true, therefore we argue that, for any x_1 ∈ [0, ∞)

∂_1

( ∫^1 0 u_2 dx_2 ) = ∫_1 0 ρu_1u_2 dx_2. (5.43)

Now, for x_1 ∈ [2, ∞), we utilize the arguments given by (3.17) to derive that ∫_∞ x_1

∫_1 0 ρu_1u_2 dsdx_2 ≤ ∫_∞ x_1

( ∫^1 0 ρ|u_1| dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 |∂_2u_2| dx_2 ) ds ≤ ( ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 ρ|u_1| dx_2 )_2

x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1

) 1_2 ( ∫ Ω |∇u|^2x_1dx_1dx_2 ) 1_2

≤ C ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 + C.

(5.44)

Note that we have ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 P dx_2 ) · ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) · x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 = ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫^1 0 (P − P_∞) dx_2 ) ( ∫^1 0 ρu^2_1 dx_2 ) x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1 + P_∞ ∫ Ω ρu^2_1 x^{−1/2}_1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2,

(5.45)

which combined with (5.7), (5.42), (5.44) and Corollary 5.1 implies that for x_1 ≥ 2, | | | ∫_∞ x_1

∫_1 0 ρu_1u_2 dsdx_2 | | | ≤ C. (5.46)

Then we integrate (5.43) on [x_1, ∞), the boundary conditions (5.2) together with (5.46) ensures that | | | ∫_1 0 u_2(x_1, x_2) dx_2 | | | ≤ C, which is (5.28). Finally, we take advantage of (5.5) and (5.28) to argue that ∫_∞ 2 ∫_1 0 u^2 · x^{−2}_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C ∫_∞ 2 ∫_1 0 ( u_2 −

∫_1 0 u_2 dx_2

)_2

· x^{−2}_1 dx_1dx_2 + C ∫_∞ 2 ( ∫_1 0 u_2 dx_2

)_2 x^{−2}_1 dx_1 ≤ C ∫ Ω |∂_2u_2|^2x_1dx_1dx_2 + C ∫_∞ 2 ( ∫_1 0 u_2 dx_2

)_2

x^{−2}_1 dx_1 ≤ C,

which combined with (5.5) yields (5.29). The proof is therefore completed.

With all preparations done, we can finish Lemma 5.1.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. The arguments given by Subsection 3.2 and 3.3 are directly available at present stage, since the method is independent of the behavior of ρ at the far field.

In fact, by properly determining the weight x^{−m}_1 in Proposition 3.5, similar process also yields that ∫ Ω ( ρ^{1+θ} + ερ^{α+θ} ) x^{−m−1} 1 ζ^2_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C, ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ(x_1) · ζ_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C.

(5.47)

Moreover, the same approach given in Proposition 3.6 and 3.8 also implies that ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 (|u|^2 + |∇u|^2) x^2_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C, ∫ Ω (ρ^{1+θ} + ερ^{α+θ}) x^{m+1}_1 ζ_0 dx_1d_2 ≤ C, ∫ Ω ρ|u|^2Φ(x_1) · ζ_0 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C,

(5.48)

which combined with (5.47) provides (5.4). We therefore finish the proof. � At last, we prove Theorem 1.2 and construct a non-trivial weak solution to the problem (1.4)–(1.5).

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Suppose that {(ρ^ε, u^ε_1, u^ε_2}_{ε>0}} is the sequence of approximation solutions obtained in Lemma 1.2. According to (5.47) and (5.48), we apply the same method given in Section 4 to find a pair of functions (ρ, u_1, u_2) satisfying

ρ ∈ L^1_{loc}(Ω), ρ|u_i|^2 ∈ L^1_{loc}(Ω), ∇u_i ∈ L^2(Ω), (5.49)

and for any N > 0 and i, j = 1, 2,

P^ε · x_1 ⇀ ρ · x_1 in L^1([0, N] × T), ρ^εu^ε_i u^ε_j · x_1 ⇀ ρu_iu_j · x_1 in L^1([0, N] × T), ∇u^ε ⇀ ∇u, u^ε_1/x_1 ⇀ u_1/x_1 in L^2(Ω).

(5.50)

Thus according to Lemma 1.2, ∀ϕ ∈ C^∞_0 (Ω), we have ∫ Ω ρ^εu^ε · ∇ϕ x_1dx_1dx_2 = 0; (5.51)

while ∀φ ∈ ( C^∞_0 (Ω)

)_2

satisfying φ_1 | |_{x1=0} = ∂_1φ_2 | |_{x1=0} = 0, we have ∫ Ω ( ρ^εu^ε_i u^ε_j · ∂_iφ_j + P^ε (φ_1 x_1

+ divφ ) + g · φ ) x_1dx_1dx_2 = ∫ Ω ( ∇u^ε · ∇φ + (u^ε_1/x_1) · (φ_1/x_1) ) x_1dx_1dx_2.

(5.52)

By making use of (5.50), we let ε → 0 in (5.51) and (5.52) to infer that ∫ Ω ρu · ∇ϕ x_1dx_1dx_2 = 0, and it holds that ∫ Ω ( ρu_iu_j · ∂_iφ_j + ρ (φ_1 x_1

+ divφ ) + g · φ ) x_1dx_1dx_2 = ∫ Ω ( ∇u · ∇φ + (u_1/x_1) · (φ_1/x_1) ) x_1dx_1dx_2,

which together with (5.49) means (ρ, u_1, u_2) is a weak solution to the boundary value problem (1.4)–(1.5).

At last, we illustrate that (1.21) holds. According to (5.3), we have ∫ Ω P^ε ωdx_1dx_2 = M, while (5.7) ensures that ∫ Ω P^ε · x^{−9/8}_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ C.

Thus for any δ > 0, we can find some N > 0 such that ∫ {x_1≥N} P^ε ωdx_1dx_2 = ∫ {x_1≥N} P^ε · x^{−2}_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ N^{−7/8} · ∫ Ω P^ε · x^{−9/8}_1 dx_1dx_2 ≤ CN^{−7/8} ≤ δ. Moreover, by virtue of (5.3), we have | | | ∫ {x_1≤N} P^ε ωdx_1dx_2 − M | | | ≤ δ. (5.53)

Meanwhile, in view of the definition (1.18), we apply (5.50) on the bounded domain [0, N] × T and let ε → 0 in (5.53) to deduce that | | | ∫ {x_1≤N} ρ ωdx_1dx_2 − M | | | ≤ δ, Note that δ > 0 is arbitrarily determined, thus the monotonic convergence theorem guarantees that ∫ Ω ρ ωdx_1dx_2 = M. We therefore finish (1.21) which ensures that the solution is non-trivial, while (1.17) follows from (3.49), (3.29), and (5.28). The proof of Theorem 1.2 is completed. �

References

[1] D. Bresch, P. Jabin, Global existence of weak solutions for compressible Navier- Stokes equations: Thermodynamically unstable pressure and anisotropic viscous stress tensor, Ann. Math. 188 (2018), 577684.

[2] J. Březina, A. Novotný, On weak solutions of steady Navier-Stokes equations for monoatomic gas, Comment. Math. Univ. Carolinae., 49(4), (2008), 611-632.

[3] L. C. Evans, Partial Differential Equations American Mathmatical Society, Providence, Rhode Island, 2010.

[4] D. Gilbarg, N.S. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order.

Springer, 2015.

[5] E. Feireisl, A. Novotný, H. Petzeltová, On the existence of globally defined weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations, J. Math. Fluid Mech., 3 (2001), 358-392.

[6] J. Frehse, S. Goj, M. Steinhauer, L^p -estimates for the Navier-Stokes equations for steady compressible flow, Manuscripta Math., 116 (2005), 265275.

[7] J. Frehse, M. Steinhauer, W. Weigant, On stationary solutions for 2-D viscous compressible isothermal Navier-Stokes equations, J. Math. Fluid Mech. 13 (2010), 5563.

[8] D. Hoff, Spherically symmetric solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations for compressible, isotheramal flow with large discontinuous initial data, Indiana Univ. Math. J., 41 (1992), 1225-1302.

[9] X. P. Hu, Weak solutions for compressible isentropic Navier-Stokes equations in dimensions three, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 242 (2021), 19071945.

[10] D. Jesslé, A. Novotný, Existence of renormalized weak solutions to the steady equations describing compressible fluids in barotropic regime, J. Math. Pures Appl., 99 (2013), 280296.

[11] S. Jiang and P. Zhang, On spherically symmetric solutions of the compressible isentropic Navier-Stokes equations, Commun. Math. Phys. 215(3) (2001), 559- 581.

[12] S. Jiang, P. Zhang, Axisymmetric solutions of the 3D Navier-Stokes equations for compressible isentropic fluids, J. Math. Pures Appl, 82 (2003), 949-973.

[13] S. Jiang, C. Zhou, Existence of weak solutions to the three-dimensional steady compressible Navier-Stokes equations, Ann. I. H., Anal. Nonlin., 28 (2011), 485- 498.

[14] P. L. Lions, Mathematical Topics in Fluid Mechanics Vol. 2, Oxford University Press, New York, 1998.

[15] P. L. Lions, The concentration-compactness principle in the Calculus of Variations.

The locally compact case, Part 1, Ann. I. H., Anal. Nonlin., 1 (1984), 223-283.

[16] S. Novo, A. Novotný, On the existence of weak solutions to steady compressible Navier-Stokes equations when the density is not square integrable, J. Math. Kyoto Univ. 42(3) 2002, 531550.

[17] P. I. Plotnikov, J. Sokolowski, Concentrations of solutions to time-discretizied compressible Navier-Stokes equations, Commun. Math. Phy., 258 (2005), 567-608.

[18] P. I. Plotnikov, J. Sokolowski, On compactness, domain dependence and existence of steady state solutions to compressible isothermal Navier-Stokes equations., J. Math. Fluid Mech., 7 (2005), 529573.

[19] P. I. Plotnikov, W. Weigant, Isothermal Navier-Stokes equations and Radon transform, SIAM. J. Math. Anal., 47 (2015), 626-653.

[20] P. I. Plotnikov, W. Weigant, Steady 3D viscous compressible flows with adiabatic exponent γ ∈ (1, ∞), J. Math. Pures Appl., 104 (2015), 5882.

[21] G. Raugel, G. R. Sell, Navier-Stokes equations on thin 3D domains. I: Global attractors and global regularity of solutions, J. Am. Math. Soc., 6(3) (1993), 503- 568.

[22] E. M. Stein, G.Weiss, Introduction to Fourier analysis on Euclidean space, Princeton university press, 1971.