arXiv:1612.04616v3 [math.AP] 24 Jul 2020

ON WELL-POSEDNESS OF ERICKSEN-LESLIE’S
PARABOLIC-HYPERBOLIC LIQUID CRYSTAL MODEL

NING JIANG AND YILONG LUO

ABSTRACT. We establish the following well-posedness results on Ericksen-Leslie’s parabolic-
hyperbolic liquid crystal model: 1, if the dissipation coefficients 8 = pa — 4pue > 0, and the
size of the initial energy E® is small enough, then the life span of the solution is at least
—O(In Em); 2, for the special case that the coefficients p1 = po = pus = ps = ps = 0, for
which the model is the Navier-Stokes equations coupled with the wave map from R™ to S,
the same existence result holds but without the smallness restriction on the size of the initial
data; 3, with further constraints on the coefficients, namely o = ps — 4pe — (a]=79)" _

n
W > 0 and p2 < ps3, the global classical solution with small initial data can

be established. A relation between the Lagrangian multiplier and the geometric constraint
|d| =1 plays a key role in the proof.

1. INTRODUCTION

The hydrodynamic theory of liquid crystals was established by Ericksen [4, 5, 6] and Leslie
[12, 13] in the 1960’s (see also Section 5.1 of [19] ). The so-called Ericksen-Leslie system
consists of the following equations of (p(z,t),u(x,t),d(z,t), where (z,t) € R" x Rt with
n>2:

Op + div(pu) =0,
pu = pF 4 divo, (1.1)
piw=p1G+g+divr.

The system (1.1) represents the conservations laws of mass, linear momentum and angular
momentum respectively. Here, p is the fluid density, p1 > 0 is an inertial constant, u =
(ug,--- ,u,)" is the flow velocity, d = (dy,--- ,d,)" is the direction field of the liquid molecules
with the constraint |d| = 1. Furthermore, g is the intrinsic force associated with d, 7 is the
director stress, F and G are external body force and external director body force, respectively.
The superposed dot denotes the material derivative 9; + u - V. The following notations

A=1(Vu+V'u), B=1(Vu-V'u),
w=d=08d+ (u-V)d, N=w-Bd,

represent the rate of strain tensor, skew-symmetric part of the strain rate, the material deriv-
ative of d and the rigid rotation part of director changing rate by fluid vorticity, respectively.
The constitutive relations for &, m and g are given by:

Gij = —pdij + oij — p%dk,jy
Tij = ,Bidj + pgd—lji s (1'2)
8ij =vdi — Bidi; — pT- +8i -
Here p is the pressure, the vector 8 = (B1,--- ,B,)" and the scalar function v are Lagrangian
multipliers for the constraint |d| = 1, and W is the Oseen-Frank energy functional for the
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equilibrium configuration of a unit director field:
oW =k (divd)? + ko|d - (V x d)2 + k3|d x (V x d)|?
+ (ko + ka) [tr(Vd)? — (divd)?] ,
where the coefficients ki, ks, ks, and k4 are the measure of viscosity, depending on the

material and the temperature.
The kinematic transport g is given by:

gi = MN; + AadjA; (1.4)

which represents the effect of the macroscopic flow field on the microscopic structure. The
material coefficients A1 and A reflects the molecular shape and the slippery part between the
fluid and the particles. The first term of (1.4) represents the rigid rotation of the molecule,
while the second term stands for the stretching of the molecule by the flow.

The stress tensor ¢ has the following form:

oij = p1drAgpdpdid; + paNid; + psdiNj + paAyy + psAspded; + pediAjrdy . (1.5)

(1.3)

These coefficients p;(1 < i < 6) which may depend on material and temperature, are usually
called Leslie coefficients, and are related to certain local correlations in the fluid. Usually,
the coefficients py > 0, p; > 0 for (1 < i < 6, @ # 4). Moreover, the following relations are
frequently introduced in the literature.

ANl = o —p3, A2 =5 — Mo, M2+ M3 = He — M- (1.6)

The first two relations are necessary conditions in order to satisfy the equation of motion
identically, while the third relation is called Parodi’s relation, which is derived from Onsager
reciprocal relations expressing the equality of certain relations between flows and forces in
thermodynamic systems out of equilibrium. Under Parodi’s relation, we see that the dynamics
of an incompressible nematic liquid crystal flow involve five independent Leslie coefficients in
(1.5).

For simplicity, in this paper, we assume the external forces vanish, that is, F = 0, G = 0, and
the density is constant, i.e. p = 1, which immediately yields the incompressibility divu = 0.
Moreover, we take k; = ko = ks =1, k4 = 0 in (1.3), then

2W = |d - (V x d)> +|d x (V x d)|> + tr(Vd)?.
Since |d| = 1, this can be further simplified as 2W = |Vd|?, which implies

o =0, % = 0;d;. (1.7)
Taking ; = 0, then ;; reduces to
Ojmji = 0; (%) = 0;(9;d;) = Ad; . (1.8)
Thus the third equation of (1.1) is
prd = Ad + vd + A1 (d — Bd) + \2Ad. (1.9)
Since |d| = 1, it is derived from multiplying d in (1.9) that
v =v(u,d,d) = —p1|d> + [Vd]? — Aod TAd. (1.10)

The detailed derivation of (1.10) will be given later with deeper comments on its meanings
and implications.
Combining the first equality of (1.2) and (1.7), one can obtain that

dive = —Vp — div(Vd © Vd) + dive ,
where (Vd © Vd);; = >, 0;d0;d) . On the other hand, it can yield that by (1.5)
dive = % uaAu + divea
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where
Gij = (5(u,d,d)),; = drdpArpdid; + pd;(d; + Bridy)
+ Mgdi(d]’ + Bkjdk) + psdjdp A + NGdidkAkj .

Hence, Ericksen-Leslie’s parabolic-hyperbolic liquid crystal model reduces to the following
form:
du+u- Vu— $pusAu+ Vp = —div(Vd © Vd) + divé,
divu =0, (1.11)
p1d = Ad 4+ ~vd 4+ A; (d — Bd) + \2Ad,

on R" x R with the constraint |d| = 1, where the Lagrangian multiplier v is given by (1.10).
In this paper, our main concern is the Cauchy problem of (1.11) with the initial data:

Um0 = u™(z), dli—o = d™(z), d|j=o = d"(z), (1.12)
where di and d satisfy the constraint and compatibility condition:
|din| =1, d".d"™=0. (1.13)

Let us remark that a particularly important special case of the parabolic-hyperbolic system
of Ericksen-Leslie’s model is that the term divé vanishes. Namely, the coefficients p.s, (1 <
i < 6,1 #4) of dive are chosen as 0, which immediately implies \; = A2 = 0. Consequently,
the system (1.11) reduces to a model which is Navier-Stokes equations coupled with a wave
map from R” to S%:

du+u-Vu+ Vp = 1uAu—div(Vd o Vd),
) divu =0, (1.14)
p1d = Ad + (—p1[d[* 4 [Vd[]*)d.

1.1. py = 0,\; = —1, parabolic model. When the coefficients p; = 0 and Ay = —1 in
the third equation of (1.11), the system reduces to the parabolic type equations, which are
also called Ericksen-Leslie’s system in the literatures. The static analogue of the parabolic
Ericksen-Leslie’s system is the so-called Oseen-Frank model, whose mathematical study was
initialed from Hardt-Kinderlehrer-Lin [%]. Since then there have been many works in this
direction. In particular, the existence and regularity or partial regularity of the approximation
(usually Ginzburg-Landau approximation as in [16]) dynamical Ericksen-Leslie’s system was
started by the work of Lin and Liu in [16], [17] and [18].
For the simplest system preserving the basic energy law

du+u-Vu+ Vp=Au—div(Vd © Vd),
divu=0, (1.15)
Od+u-Vd=Ad+|Vd*d, |d=1,

which can be obtained by neglecting the Leslie stress and specifying some elastic constants.
In 2-D case, global weak solutions with at most a finite number of singular times was proved
by Lin-Lin-Wang [15]. The uniqueness of weak solutions was later on justified by Lin-Wang
[20] and Xu-Zhang [29]. Recently, Lin and Wang proved global existence of weak solution for
3-D case in [21].

For the more general parabolic Ericksen-Leslie’s system, local well-posedness is proved by
Wang-Zhang-Zhang in [27], and in [10] regularity and existence of global solutions in R? was
established by Huang-Lin-Wang. The existence and uniqueness of weak solutions, also in
R? was proved by Hong-Xin and Li-Titi-Xin in [9] [14] respectively. Similar result was also
obtained by Wang-Wang in [25]. For more complete review of the works for the parabolic
Ericksen-Leslie’s system, please see the reference listed above.
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1.2. py > 0, parabolic-hyperbolic model. If p; > 0, (1.11) is a parabolic-hyperbolic
system for which there is very few works comparing the corresponding parabolic model. The
only notable exception might be for the most simplified model, say, in (1.14), taking u = 0,
the spacial dimension is 1. For this case, the system (1.14) can be reduced to a so-called
nonlinear variational wave equation. Zhang and Zheng (later on with Bressan and others)
studied systematically the dissipative and energy conservative solutions in series work starting
from late 90’s [30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 1, 38, 39, 2].

For the multidimensional case, to our best acknowledgement, there was no mathemati-
cal work on the original parabolic-hyperbolic Ericksen-Leslie’s system (1.11). Very recently,
De Anna and Zarnescu [3] considered the inertial Qian-Sheng model of liquid crystals which
couples a hyperbolic type equation involving a second order derivative with a forced incom-
pressible Navier-Stokes equations. It is a system describing the hydrodynamics of nematic
liquid crystals in the Q-tensor framework. They proved global well-posedness and twist-wave
solutions. Furthermore, for the inviscid version of the Qian-Sheng model, in [7], Feireisl-Rocca-
Schimperna-Zarnescu proved a global existence of the dissipative solution which is inspired
from that of incompressible Euler equation defined by P-L. Lions [22].

It is well-known that the geometric constraint |d| = 1 brings difficulties (particularly in
higher order nonlinearities) on the Ericksen-Leslie’s system (1.11), even in the parabolic case
p1 = 0. In [27], Wang-Zhang-Zhang treated the parabolic case to remove this constraint
by introducing a new formulation of parabolic version of (1.11). The key feature of their
formulation is projecting the equation of d (the third equation of (1.11) with p; = 0) the
space orthogonal to the direction d. However, for the genuine parabolic-hyperbolic system
(1.11) with p; > 0, this technique seems not work. Indeed, projecting the third equation of
the system (1.11) into the orthogonal direction of d, we have:

du+u- Vu— $pusAu+ Vp = —div(Vd © Vd) + divé,
) _ divu=0, (1.16)
pr(I—dd)-d =X (d—Bd)+ (I—dd)- (Ad + X\Ad),

where I denotes the n x n identical matrix. If taking p; = 0 and \; = —1, (1.16) is exactly
what was employed in [27]. But for the case p; > 0, the third equation in (1.16) include only
(I—dd)- El, while the parallel part of the second derivative term, i.e. dd - d is not included so
it will have trouble on the energy estimate. In [27], this is not a problem since p; = 0, the
leading order term d—Bd is automatically orthogonal to d.

Our approach is projecting the third equation of (1.11) to the direction parallel to d:

prdd-d =~d+dd- (Ad + A\Ad),

from which we can determine the Lagrangian multiplier v = —p;|d|? +|Vd[? — Aod T Ad. Now,
the key point is: with ~ given in this form, if the initial data d”, d™ satisfy |d"| = 1 and
the compatibility condition d”*-d™ = 0, then for the solution to (1.11), the constraint |d| = 1
will be forced to hold. Hence, these constraints need only be given on the initial data, while
in the system (1.11), we do not need the constraint |d| = 1 explicitly any more. These facts
will be stated and proved in Section 2.

We remark that spiritually this is similar to [23] in which they used an unconstrained
formulation of the Navier-Stokes equations, namely, the incompressibility is not required in
the equations, but only imposed on the initial data.

1.3. Main results. In this paper, we establish the following three well-posedness results:
first, if the viscosity w4 is large, namely, 8 = 4 — 46 > 0, and the initial energy E™ is
small enough, then the life span of the Ericksen-Leslie’s parabolic-hyperbolic liquid crystal
system (1.11)-(1.12) is at least —O(In E*®). Second, for the special case p1 = ps = pz =
ws = pe = 0, same existence and life span of the system (1.14)-(1.12) hold, but without the
smallness restriction on the initial energy. Third, if the viscosity w4 is even larger, namely,
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7Ag)2 —9)9)2 . o .
o= pg—4pe— (Al 777>\2) — 2(7”‘1/'\1‘2)‘2) > 0 and furthermore, a damping condition is satisfied,

i.e. po < pz (ie. A < 0) on the model (1.11), where n = § min {1, pll, %} € (0, 3], we can
prove the existence of a unique global smooth solution to the parabolic-hyperbolic liquid
crystal system (1.11)-(1.12) with small initial data. More precisely, the main results are

stated in the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Let integer s > 242, and the initial data u™, di" ¢ H*(R™), Vd™ e H*(R"),
|d"| =1, d™ - d™ = 0. The initial energy is defined as E™ = [0, + p1]|d™ |3 + |[VA™|%s.
Then the following statements hold: ‘

(I). If B = pg — 4pe > 0, and the initial energy E™ is small enough, namely,

s i )
[96C (v/P1(k1+h6)+HAL[=A2)]? 7 [96C (/P (k1 +he)+HAL[=A2)]* [ 7
where C' = C(n,s) > 0 is a constant which will be determined in Lemma 4.1, then, there
exists a unique solution u € L>°(0,T; H*(R™)) N L?(0, T; H*t1(R™)), Vd € L*>(0,T; H*(R"™))
. ] 1 1

and d € L>(0,T; H*(R")) to the system (1.11)-(1.12), where 0 <T < 5= In 557

Moreover, the solution (u,d) satisfies the energy bound

EM < ey = min{l,

) . 1 t . -
(|d —d™2, + [ude + prld) + |Vd|%{3) (t) + 15/ |Vu|%s(7)dr < E™ +12C, TV En
0

for all0 <t < T, where C; = C’[l + 1+2(|\}\;—1_)‘2) + (\/;—1)3 + (\/pil_)\z)ijﬁ(‘)\ll_)‘z)z] > 0.

(I). If p1 = po = p3 = pus = pug = 0 and the initial energy E™ < oo, then there
is a unique solution u € L*(0,T; H*(R")) N L2(0,T; HTY(R™)), Vd € L>(0,T; H*(R"))
and d € L*>®(0,T; H*(R™)) to the hyperbolic-type system (1.14)-(1.12), where 0 < T <
m ln Ein(Ein+2) .

Moreover, the solution (u,d) satisfies

. ) 1 t ~ .
(1d = a2 + [ulf + puldly + [Vale ) (8) + 5pa /0 [Vl (r)dr < Co(B™,T)

. ~ . . 2
for all 0 <t <T, where Cy = C(1+ % +|Vd™|g) > 0, Co(E™, T) = E™ + 20T [] [(1 -
=0

- _1 . in in
Y (E™)elc2T) ™2 —i—z’—l} >0, Y(E™) = % € (0,1) and C = C(n,s) > 0 is determined

i Lemma 4.1.

—TA)? —ox)2
(III). Assume that o = py — dpe — (2] 77”2) — 2(7‘)‘&”2)‘2)
1

A1 < 0), where n = Emin{l,pll,%} e (0, %] If the initial data satisfy E™ < ¢ =
92

ﬁ min {%eo, W}’ where C3 = 4C’(1+\/%) (1+u1+])\1\—)\2+u6—p1)\2+p1+ﬁ) > 0,
f# = min {a,n, %’)\1’} > 0 and the constant C' = C'(n,s) > 0, then there exists a unique
global solution u € L*(0,00; H*(R™)) N L?(0,00; H*T1(R™)), Vd € L*>(0,00; H*(R")) and
d € L®(0,00; H*(R™)) to the parabolic-hyperbolic system (1.11)-(1.12). Moreover, the solu-
tion (u,d) satisfies

> 0 and po < ps (ie.

o
sup <|u|%{s + p1]d|%s + |Vd|%{s> —I—/ |Vu|%.dt < 2(|\1| 4+ 2)E™.
>0 0

To prove the theorem, one of the key is that the constraint |d| = 1 is not needed so
that we can construct the approximate system. Next, we derive the energy estimate for
the approximate system from which we use standard compactness method to prove the local
existence of the smooth solution which automatically obey |d| = 1. With further damping
property and new estimate, we extend the local solution to global in time.

The organization of this paper is as follows: in the next section, we justify the relation
between the Lagrangian multiplier v and the constraint |[d| = 1. In Section 3, we construct
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the approximate equation of (1.11). As mentioned above, in the approximate construction
we do not need the constraint |d| = 1. In section 4, we provide an apriori estimate of the
approximate system. Then the solution to the approximate equation and their compactness
will be proved in Section 5.

2. LAGRANGIAN MULTIPLIER 7 AND CONSTRAINT |d| =1

In this section, we prove the following Lemma on the relation between the Lagrangian
multiplier v and the geometric constraint |d| = 1.

Lemma 2.1. Assume (u,d) is a classical solution to the Ericksen-Leslie’s parabolic-hyperbolic
system (1.11)-(1.12) satisfying u € L>(0,T; H*(R™))NL%(0, T; H**1(R™)), Vd € L>(0,T; H*(R"™))
and d € L>(0,T; H*(R")) for some T € (0,00), where s > 5 +2.

If the constraint |d| = 1 is required, then the Lagrangian multiplier v is

v = —p1|d* + [Vd]? — Mod TAd. (2.1)
_ C’onversely, z:f we give the form of v as (2.1) and d satisfies the initial data conditions
d”-d™ =0, [d"| =1 and |d| e (o, r)xrn) < 00, then |d] = 1.
Proof. 1f |d| = 1, we multiply d in the third equation of the system (1.11) and then we get
yld? =pid-d—Ad-d — \id-d+ X \d"Bd— Xd"Ad
=p1(& +u-V)d-d—divVd-d — A\ (8, +u-V)d-d — Xpd Ad
=010y +u-V)(d-d) — p1d- (8 +u-V)d — div(Vd - d) + |Vd|?
—A(0r +u-V)(3[d]?) — Xod T Ad
=p1 (0 +u- V)2 (3]d*) = A (9 +u- V)(5]d]*) — A(z[d)
—p|d? 4+ |Vd]? = xdTAd.
Since |d| = 1, the above equation reduces to
7= —pild + VA - rdTAd.

Conversely, if we give v = —p1|d|> 4+ |Vd|? — XA2d T Ad, from the above calculation and the
initial conditions we have

pL(0 +u- V)A(d]? = 1) = A (0 +u- V)(|d? = 1) = A(ld* = 1) = 2y(|d* = 1),

(0 +u-V)(|d]* = 1)|,_, = 2d™ -d" =0, (2.2)
(Id* = 1)|,_, = [d"*=1=0.

Let h = |d|? — 1. Then h solves the following Cauchy problem for a given smooth u:
plﬁ - )\1]1 — Ah = 2’7}1,

hli—o =0, (2.3)
hli—o = 0.

For a given smooth divergence-free u we consider the following flow

{atX(t,:E) =u(t, X (t,x)),
X(0,z) ==x.

Then by substituting it into the equation (2.3) we obtain

plaz?h(t7X(t7x)) - )\lath(t7X(t7x)) - Ah(t,X(t,ﬂj‘)) = 2’7(t,X(t,l‘))h(t,X(t,ﬂj‘)) )
Och(t, X (t,2))|t=0 =0,
h(th(tv$))|t=0 =0.
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By letting v (t,x) = h(t, X (t,x)), it can be rewritten as

plat%;z) - )\latw - ATZJ = 2/7(757 X(t7 x))ﬂ’ )
Orli=0 = 0, (2.4)
Yli=0 = 0.
Our goal is to verify ¥(t,x) = 0 for all times ¢. Noticing that |d|ze([o,7]xrr) < 00 and
ue L>®(0,T; H*(R")) N L2(0, T; H¥T1(R™)) and d,Vd € L>(0, T; H*(R™)) for s > 5+2, we
deduce that by Sobolve embedding

|7|L1(0,T,L00(Rn)) < 00.

We denote by Z(t,x) = Mowp(t,x) + 2v(t, X(t,x))(t,z). Multiplying by d¢) in the
equation (2.4) and integrating by parts over R™, we have

1
50 P[0Tz + [VYIL2) = (Z,0,0)
<|Z|r2[0c)] 2

1
<=2l prlol + V0l

which implies that

1
O |02 + VL2, < ol

Then by integrating on [0, t] we have

1 t
\/ﬂﬂ@ﬂ,ﬁ(f, 2 + |V71Z) < \//01|at¢ 2 + |V71Z)(07 ) %2 + \/?/O |Z(7—7 ')|L2d7—'

(2.5)
Let G(t \/p1|8t¢ 2, + [VY(t,-)[3,. One notices that
120t )2 <(Ba + 21t ) ) (VAT e + 1ot ) 2
< (B + 2yt )l ) GL1), (2.6)
and
W0t e <hO(0, )]ie + / Op(r, |2
<0, g + —— / (2.7)

According to the inequalities (2.5), (2.6) and (2.7), we observe that for all 0 <t < T
G(0)

(2
0 +/0 R(7)G(7)dT,
)

where R(t) = 22 4 2ly(t,)| 1~ € LL([0, T)).
and the fact G(0) = 0 that

0 < G(t) < G(0) exp ( /O t R(T)d7'> —0

holds for all ¢ € [0,7]. Consequently, 1(¢,2) = 0 holds for all times ¢ and then the proof of
Lemma 2.1 is finished.

G(t) <

Then it is derived from Gronwall inequality

O

We remark that if let py = 0 in (2.2) (in this case, the Lagrangian multiplier v will make
the corresponding change), and the initial data |[d**| = 1, then we can also prove at later time
|d| = 1. This is the case considered in [27], although it is not treated in this way there.
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3. APPROXIMATE SYSTEM
3.1. The approximate system of (1.11). We first construct the approximate system of
(1.11):
{%(uidid;f = Fe(u,dod). (3.1)
(u,d%,d)"|,_, = (Jeu™, Jed™, Jd™) " .
where
Fe(u,de,d°) =(F.(u,d%, d°), £G(u,d%,d), He(u",d, d)) |
F.(uf,d%, d°) =3 J.Au® — PJ [T - VI
— PIAiv(VIA° © VIA) + PIdive (Jeus, Jed, Jed)
Ge(uf,d,d) =JAd" = p1 T[T - VIA] + T (v(Ten’, T, Jod) Jod)
+ A (Jed” = T(TBeTed)) + Ao Te(TeAeTed?) |
H.(uf,d¢, d%) =d° — J.[Juf - V.Jd9].
Here the mollifier operator 7. is defined as J.f = f‘l(l‘g‘gé}"(f)) and F is the standard
Fourier transform, P is the Leray projection, Be = $(Vue — vue), Ac = 3(Vuc + Vueh).
Furthermore, we still use d¢ denote the approximate material derivative of d€:

d® = 0d® + Jc[Jeut - VI, (3.2)
and &(J.u¢, J.d€, J.d¢) the approximate stress tensor:
(6(Teu, Jed, Ted)) ji =1 Ted§, Ted5Te(Agp) e Jed$ Ted
+ 2T d5(Ted§ + Te(Bri)eJedf,) + p3Jeds(Ted + Je(By)eJeds)
+115Ted; Tedi Te(Aki)e + p6Ted; Tedj Te(Akj)e
and y(Jeu, Jd¢, jgdﬁ) the approximate Lagrangian multiplier:
Y(Jen, Jed, Jed) = = pr| Jed“? + [VIAP = Ao (Fed) T TeA(Ted) - (3.3)

3.2. The local existence of the approximate system (3.1). The following standard
technical lemma will be frequently used later in this paper.

Lemma 3.1. (1)The following calculus inequality
’Vu’Hs S ’V’Loo‘u‘Hs + ’u’Loo’V’Hs

holds for all v, w e H® (| L.

(2)For any u € H®, |Jou—u|lgs — 0 as € — 0, and the inequality |Jou — u|gs—1 < Celu|gs
holds for some positive constant C.

(3)For any u € H® and k € Z |J{0}, the inequalities hold:

C(s,k
’\Zu’Hs+k < (ek )‘H‘Hs

and
C(k)
|..7evku|Loo S E%ﬁhlh/z
Proof. These properties are standard and we omit the proof. The details can be found in [24]

for instance. O

Lemma 3.2. Let s > 5+2. Then there exists a unique solution (u, de,d)T e C([0,T,); H* x
H?® x H?®) to the system (3.1) for the mazimal T, > 0.
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Proof. We need only to verify the Lipschitz continuity of the functions F(-,-,) in the prod-

uct space H® x H® x H®. In general, we define the norm on a space X; X Xy X X3 as

T2 _
‘(aﬂ b7 C) |X1><X2><X3 = ’a‘%(l + ‘b‘%(g + ’c’%{g N . .
By Sobolev embedding and Lemma 3.1, for any u',u?,d!,d?,d!,d? € H*®

| Tdiv(VId' © VIA") — Tediv(VId® © VId?)| .
<|AJ(d' = d*) o VIdY,. + VI - d*) 0 ATdY .
+ AT O VI(A" = d?)| . + [VIA* © AT(d" = d%)] .
<C{|VIA e |TAQ =) . +[ATA" = a3 [V T .
+ AT o [T = &) + [VI(A = &) o [ AT
AT o [VIL = )]y + [VId" = &) o [AT]
+ (VI oo [ FA( = &) . + AT = &) o [V I }

1|dl— +98|le
€

C
Se% \le\Lg.e v(d' —d%)|,,

|Hs |L2'F|

1
‘L2'€|d1_

C
— Pyt g [V [V - )

Vo + [V ) [d" = 5.

+ IV (d" = d?)]| .

C C
C[vd! iz + 1 [V 2

e%-i-
c 2
C

<z

[}
m\:| =

|12 |

and
| 1170, Ted ) Tedp T (AL eTed} Ted)] — i1 Te05Tedf T AR T (AR e Ted? T3],

<1 | Te051Tc(df — d7) Tedp Te(Agy) e Tedi Tedjl] 4,

i | T Ted) T (dy, — ) T (Ajy)e Jed} Ted]] |,

i | T Ted, Tedp Te (Agy — Ap)eTed; Tedj]|
i1 | T[T Tedp T (Agy)eTe(d} — dF)Ted ]H
i1 | T [ Tedj Tedp Te(Ag,) e Tedi Te(df — dj)]
=L+ + 13+ 1+ I,

where

C(s
n <=2 7.(d} - d2)g.d] pJe(Aky)eTed; Tedj]

Cul

Hs

<

T}~ )] o [ Tedb T Ay Ted} Tl
+ C s) 1
€

| Te(dy, = )| e [TedpTe(Arp)eTed; Tedj |

SM = @, - C|V2 7"}, |7V
(s

2+1

poe

el + 1Al [Ty Tl ) )

Llat =, (|gedpgedl Tl T

SM @~ @] [T [}, [ 90

Hs

C(s 3 2

+ 62+1 ‘dl @, (szfdl‘m ijul‘Hs + |JeVul| o [ Ted' o ‘j€d1|Hs>
C(s)p C(s 3

< lah = @ [V o fu] + 7+s+5 s ldt = ] [V [u]

€2
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C(s

n+s+3

]2 [wa'

+ 12

g ld! = d?

<C(s,m, ¢ (‘le‘y utf . + |Vd1|L2 . + Wdl‘w ‘ul‘w) jdt —d?[,

and by similar estimating

b <SRV [V o ! - ),
o <SRV [V ! ),

I < (’1+ A 19at |, [V, 2] ! — 2],
s <SRV 0! - )

Furthermore, similar arguments and Lemma 3.1 induce to the estimates for all u', u?, d*,
d?, d', a2 e H®

(A d!) - By (2,2, a2)

s
<OD)f(ut g2 + [0?[ 2, [V 2 + [V 12, [dY | 2 + [d?]2) (3.4)
x (Jut = w?|gs +|dt = d|ps)
and
Geu!,dt,at) - Gﬁ(u2,d2,d2)‘Hs
<C(D)g(lu'| L2 + |2, (A2 + [d?] 2, [V L2 + [Vd?[2) (3.5)

X (\ul — @2l 4 | = &|ge + |d - d?;Hs)
for some positive increasing functions f(-,-,-) and g(-,-,-) on their variables, and

‘He(ul,dl,dl) _ He(uz,d2,d2)‘

HS

L C
< ‘dl—d2(Hs+€%+—s+1(|u1|m+|u2|m+|vc11|p+|Vd2|L2)(|u1—u2|Hs+|d1—d2|Hs) . (3.6)
Then combining the estimates (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6) implies that for all u’,d?,d’ € H?®,
i=1,2
[Foul,dt d) - Fo(?, a2 d?)|
HsxHSxHs
<C(DZ(Ju'| 2 + [0 2, [dY 2 + |d®[ 2, [V 12 + [V 2) 3.7)

x (It = wfge + " = @lge + 1" = &g )

where Z(-, -, ) is a positive increasing function on its variables. Hence F, is locally Lipschitz on
H* x H® x H®. Then the ODE theory implies that there exists a unique solution (u¢,d¢,d<)"

C([0,T,); H® x H® x H®) to the system (3.1) on the maximal interval [0, T;) and then we finish
the proof of Lemma 3.2 . O

We emphasize that this proposition holds for general case pug > 0, w1, po, 3, s, ptg > 0.

Remark 3.1. As J2 = J., we know that (Jeu®, Jed€) is also a solution to the system (3.1).
Then (u€,d) = (Jus, Jd) and d€ = Jd¢. As a consequence, (u€,d€) solves the following
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system:
Ot = —JP(ue - Vue) + spugAuc — J.Pdiv(Vde © V) + JPdive (us, d¢, d°),
| | divi =0, |
prOpd° = —p1 T (0 V) + Ad“+ T (y(uf, A, d)d) + A (d° — Te(Bed)) + Ao Te(Acde)
(u€7 dE7 dE)T‘t:() — (jeu2n7 j€d2n7 jedzn)'l— ,
where d€ = 8,d¢ + Te(u€ - Vde), v(us, de,dg) = —,01|c.16|2 + VA2 — Ao(d€) TA(d9), and
(6(u,d,d))ji = prdid(Agy)ed§d§ + pad§(d§ + (Bri)eds) + psd§df (Agi)e + ped§dg (Agj)e -

(3.8)

4. UNIFORM ENERCY ESTIMATE.

In this section, we want to obtain apriori energy estimate of the system (3.8). For all
s > & + 2 we define energy functionals E.(t) = |d° — J.d™|3, + [u3. + p1]d“[3 + VA3
and F(t) = |[Vul%. .

For any integer s > 1 we define the homogeneous Sobolev spaces H*(R"):

f € Hs(Rn) ~ |f|2 s(Rn) = Z |ka|%2(Rn) < +00.
1<k<s
If f € H*(R") N H*(R™), then ||}, gny = |fI2 c@m t |f172(n) » Wwhere H*(R™) is the inho-
mogeneous Sobolev spaces. Then we have the following lemma:
Lemma 4.1. Assume that = pg — 4pe > 0 and (u€,d€) is a sufficiently smooth solution to
the approximate system (3.8). Then there exists a constant C' = C(n,s) > 0 such that for all
t€[0,T¢)
1d

S () + 1OF1) < P(E) + QUE) i), (41)

where
5 7
QUE(1) = Clur + s + PU22) (14 [Va™ ) (IVa™ e + - B2 (1)),
i=1
P(E(t)) = Co(M, s, B, p1, [VA™|11s) Ec(8) [Ec(t) + 1[Ee(t) + 2],

and the constant Co(A1, A2, B, p1, |Vd™|ys) is
[A1|=X2)|Vd™ 2,

Co(M, Ao, B, pr, [V ) =C |22 + [V s
1 (VPT=22) +(M1]=X2)?
twar T oiB
Remark 4.1. If pg = po = us = us = ug = 0, we have Q(E.(t)) =0 and B = py. Thus
1d 1 ~
i z < .
9 the(t) + 4N4F5(t) —= P(Es(t))a (4 2)

where
P(E.(t)) = C(Jo + 7 + VA" |12) B (D)[Ee(t) + L[Ee(t) +2].
Proof. L?-Estimates. By the relations 9;d¢ = d¢ — 7. (u¢ - Vd¢) and divu® = 0 we know that
%me — Jed™F2 =2(0d", d* — J.d™)
=2 (d° = J(u - V), d - Jd™)
—2 <df, e — jgdi”> —2(u° - Jdim, J(d€ — J.d™)) (4.3)
<2[d°2|d° — Ted™| g2 + 2| VA" | oo [u] 2]d° — Ted™| 12
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=2(|d| g2 + [Vd™| oo [u| £2)]d° — Ted™| 2
<2C( - + (VA" | 15 Ec(t) .
Multiplying d¢ in the third eql}atlon of (38) and integrating on R™ by parts, one may
obtain by the facts (Jeu€, Jed€, Jed€) = (uf,d¢, d°) and divu® =0
1d Te € Te
2dt (,01|d |%2 + |Vd |%2) — Ai|d |%2
— (Ad€, u¢ - Vd€) — <p1|d6|2d6,d5> n <|Vd€|2d€,d5>
o <d€TAEdE, de - d6> —\ <Bed€, dﬁ> W <A5dﬁ, d6>
< (A u - VA + A o< |d°[ 1= (o] 72 + [VA[72) (4.4)
A2l G [V 2]d L2 + (M) 4 [A2])|d] poe [V £2]d°] 2
< (A - V) + A e |d Lo (1 [d[7 2 + [VA[72)
(Al A2 (1a pee + |G )| V] £2]dC 2
Multiplying by u€ in the first equation of (38) and integrating on R™ by parts, one can
derive by the facts (J.u€, J.d€, jede) = (u%,d¢,d°) and divu* =0
1d
2dt

— (0;(0dj0;d5). ) — (5(u, ", d), V)

\uE]Lz + ,u4\VuE\L2

— (D055, ) — (Oid 905, ) — (F(u, d,d°), Vu©) (4.5)
— (div(4|Vd[?), uf) — (AdE,uc - V) — &(uf,df,df),vu6>
— (Ad€,u€ - V) — <5(u€,dﬁ,dﬁ),vuﬁ> .
Now we estimate the term — <5(u5,d5,d6),VuE>. It is calculated by integrating by parts,
Hélder inequality and the fact d¢'B.d¢ = 0
—m <(d€TAEdE)dEdE, vu6> =y |d<TVued 2,

and

—piz (d5(d = (BOrdg), 0y ) — pg (A5(d5 — (Bo)wydf), Oyt

<(p2 + 3) A oo | L2 [V 2 + (2 + p3)|d°[ oo [ VU7 2

and
— 5 (A5AL (A ks O5u5) — s (A5G (Ac)ky O5u5) < (5 + p16)|d|7oe [ VU7 -

Hence the estimate of the term — <&(uﬁ, ds, de), Vu€> is
- <&(u€,d5,d5), Vuf> (4.6)
< — pa|d T A2 + (g + p3)|d Lo [ L2 [V 12 + (p2 + pi3 + s + 16)|d[F oo [VU[72 -

Then the inequalities (4.4), (4.5) and (4 6) give the following basic L?-estimate:

1d
5o (s 4 prld3 + 1902 ) + sl Vs — Ml s + paldT (V)

<[d€|poe |d€[ poe (p1]d[F2 + [VA[72) + (\)\1\ + [ Xo| + p2 + pa) (| oo + AT ) [ VU] 2] A€ 12
+ (2 + 3+ s + p16)|A°|F oo | V|72 (4.7)
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H*-Estimates. For any integer 1 < k < s, we take V¥ in the first equation of (3.8), multiply
by VFu¢ and integrate by parts, then we have

1d,_, . .
TR + gyl VT
- <Vk(u5 V), Vku5> _ <deiv(VdE ® Vde), vku€> (4.8)

+ <vkdiv&(uﬁ,dﬁ,d€),vku€> .
It is derived that by Holder inequality, Sobolev embedding and the fact divu =0
- <V'€(uE - Vu°), Vku€>

L a eobtl e vk e
_ a;b:k<vuv+u,v11>

a>1
— <Vu€VkuE,VkuE> — <VkuEVue,Vkue> — Z <V“ugvb+lug,vkug>
a+b=k
a>2,b>1
<AV e[ VRU T+ D [V | VI | VR0 (4.9)
a+b=k
a>2,b>1
<OV [ VR ffe +C Y [V 1o V7720 2| V0] 2
a+b=k
a>2,b>1
<C|VPu 2| VFu[ 72 + O VFu
<C|Vu|gs[ufz,

and

- <deiv(VdE ® Vd), Vku€>

VdGQVde) vk-‘rl e>

v
(Ve © vFHas TR ) 4 (VRIS © v, VR ) + %;k (vt o vhHas, v )

a,b>1
§2|vde|LOO |Vk+1de|L2 |vk+luE|L2 + Z <va+ld5 o Vb+lde, Vk+1ue> (4‘10)
a+b=k
a,b>1

<OV 2| VA 2| VE 0l 2 + > [V 14| VO A [ VF 0|

a+b=k
a,b>1

<OV 2| VA 2| VF 0 2 + > [VOF2AC 12 VA 12| VF 0|

a+b=k
a,b>1

<OV 2| VLA 2| VATl 1o + OV 2, | VA | s
§C‘VdE’Hs ’VdE’Hs ’VUE’HS .

The term <deiv5’(ue, de, do), Vkue>, which can be divided into five parts (u1, p2, 43, (5, f6),

remains to be estimated. First, we estimate the p-part: <,u1Vk8j (dETAEdE)dZEdE, VFu 6>

<mvk8j(dETAed€)dede Vu >

170
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— <V’“(dETAeded§d§), vkaju§>

=— <dETVk+1uedE,dETVk+1u€dE> — Z <Va(dede)vba uf €qede Vka e >

/B
a+b=k
a>1
'y <d§,dflvb8puzvc(d§d§-),Vkaju§> my. < (d5d)VPapus ve(dsds), vkajug>
b+§Tk a—i—b-i—>c1

= — ,u1|d€TVk+1uEde|%2 + L1 +1+13.
According to Holder inequality and Sobolev embedding, we calculate that

Il §/L1|dﬁ|%oo Z <|V“1d6||V“2dE||Vb+1uE|,|Vk+1u€|>

a1+ax+b=k
b<k-—1

:2,U1|d6|%oo Z <|V“1d€||Vb+1u€|,|Vk+1u€|>
a1-+b=k
b<k—1

Fmld e 30 (Ve vt v )

a1+az+b=k
a1,a2>1

<ol D IV VO a9

a1+b=k
b<k—1

+uldFe Y (VAL VA | VI 0 oo [ VF 0 12

a1+az+b=k
ai,a2>1

<Cp|dfFe D (VAT 2| V20 2| VE 0 2

a1 +b=k
b<k—1

Fplde 30 A VO VTV

a1+az+b=k
ai,a2>1

<Cp|d°[F [VFF A 2 [V 0 22 + Cpua Ao [VFFA T2 |V 0 7
<O (|VA s | oo + [V Fys) |70 [V s
and by the same estimation of the term Iy
Iy < Cpy (|Vd|gs|d| e + VA [3pe) [A Foo [V
and

Lo<pe Y0 (IVmasveas vt Ve ved, (v )

a1+az+b+ci1+ca=k
ai+az,c1+ce>1

—qmldpe Y0 (VR ved v, (VA )

a1+b+ci+ca=k
ai,c1+ca>1

f Y (v eV Ve, 9 )

a1+az+b+ci+ca=k
a1,a2,c1,c2>1

—guld e Y (Vv v, (v )

a1 +b+ci1=k
ai,c1>1
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Famlde >0 ([Vma vt vl ved, v )

a1+b+ci+co=k
ai,c1,e221

+N1 Z <‘Va1dEHVa2dEHvb+lllE"vcldeHVCZde‘,’vk+lu5‘>

a1+az+b+ci+co=k
a1,a2,c1,c2>1

SO e [0 B [V 2 + O] oo (V51 2| VF 0] | VF 12
+ Oy |VF7 1 1o | VR e o [ VFLA3,  VF3d 1
<O |d[Fee [V s VA s + Cpaa|d| o [V 3 [VA 3y + Cpaa [Vl [Fs [ VA s
=Cp1|Vu[Fs (14700 VA s + [d| o0 [V A + (VA7) -
So we get the estimate of the pi-part
<M1Vk8j(dETAeded§d§),Vku§> < — g |dTVRH e 2,
+ Cua[Vu| s (14300 VA s + |70 | VA 30 + A 100 VA s + [VAFs) - (4.11)
Second, we estimate the po-part: <,u2Vk8j [dj(df + (Be)ridy,)], Vku§>.

(129*0;1d5 (A5 + (Bwady)], Vhuf)
= — 12 ( VH5 (& + (Bwid})), V¥ Oy

S <vad§vbd§,vkajug> e Y <vad;vb(Be)p,~v0d;,v’fajug>
a+b=k a+b+c=k

<ol | [VEA 2 VF 0 o g 3 (9P, [VE )

a+b=k
b>1
+u2\d61%wlvk+1uﬁ\%z + 119 Z <’VadEHVb+1uEHVCdE’,‘Vk+1u€’>
a+b+c=k
b<k—1
pia|d[ oo [VFA 2 |V 0 2+ iy Y (VA 14|V 10 |V 0 2
a+b=k
b>1
2y Y [d e VI 0 1 [VEOdE | VET 0 12 (4.12)
b<k—1
c>1

p2ld oo [V G iz Y [V 10|V 0 o [V | e

a+b+c=k
a,c>1

Spag|d| oo [VFA 12| VF 0 12 4 Cpg| VA 12| V1A 12| VF 0] 12

+Cp2|d| oo [ VFF I T2 [ VA 2 4 pra (Lo [V 00 + Cpia | VHH e [72 | VFH A2,

<z (1A Lo [V 2 [ VE 0 L2 4+ 1A oo [V 0 T2) + Cpaa| VA 1r21d 115 [V

+Cps (|d| oo | VA s + [VA s ) [V T .

Third, by similar arguments on estimating the ps-parts, we get the estimate of the ps-part:
(¥ O5d5(d5 + (Boyd)], V¥u)

<pa(|d] poe [V 2| VFF 0 L2 + Ao [V 0 72) (4.13)
+Cus| VA s [ A s |V s + Cpag (| Loe [ VA s + [V Fs ) [Vu[Fs -
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Fourth, we estimate the ps-part: <,u5Vk8j (d5dy,(Ae)pi), Vku§>.
(15 V"0 (55 (A )pi), VP )
= — s ( V(A (Ac)y), VFOs¢)

S <V“d§Vbd;Vc(Ae)pi,Vkajuf>

a+b+c=k
S <d§d;Vk(Ae)pi, vkajug> s Y <V“d§Vbd§,VC(AE)p,~, v’fajug>
a+b+c=k
c<k—1
sl (3 [V 2p5 0 e Y0 (9T ], [VF )
a+tc=k
c<k—1
+ s Z <|V“d5||vbd5||vc+1u5|, |Vk+1ue|>
a+b+c=k
a,b>1
<pas| )2 oo [ VR0 2 4 205]dC| oo Z |Ved€| 14| Ve s o [ VEFue| 2
atc=k
c<k-—1
s > VO] VP 1 [V e oo [ VT 12
a+b+c=k
a,b>1
§,u5|d5|%oo|vk+1u5|%z —|—C,LL5|d€|Loo Z |Va+1d5|L2|Vc+2ue|L2|vk+1u5|L2
a+tc=k
c<k—1
+ Cus Z ’va-i-ldE’Lz’vb-i-lde’Lz’vc+3u5‘L2‘vk+lue’L2
a+b+c=k
a,b>1

<pas]A)F o [ VETIE 2, 4 Cas|dC| oo | VA 115 [ VU Fe + Cas| VA 3 [ VU |3
=5 |d (7 |V 0 T2 + Cpis (| 1o VA s + [V Fys) [V s -

(4.14)

Finally, the same arguments on the estimate of the us-part implies the bound of the pg-part:

(169" 05 (5l (Ac)yg), VFus )
<ol [VH I + Cog (JA] 200 [V s+ [V [y [Ty

(4.15)

Substituting the inequalities (4.9), (4.10), (4.11), (4.12), (4.13), (4.14) and (4.15) into (4.8),

one has
1d
2dt
<C( [y, + VA [V ) [V 115 + Oz + )| VA 112 A s [ V0 115
(g + p3) A Loo [VEA 2| V¥ 0 12 + (2 + p3 + 5 + p16)|d° |70 [V 0 2
+C(p2 + p3 + pis + p6) (|d| Loo [V A s + [VA[370) [ VU s
+Cp1 (| 2o VA s + [T 00 [ VA Fre + A Lo [ VA [T + (VA 370) VU Fys -

1
VR + IV 4 pnld T (7 )

(4.16)

Taking V¥ in the third equation of (3.8), multiplying by V¥*d¢, integrating by parts, one

easily obtains

1d

S (P VAR + IVF 1 ) — A Ve
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=—p Z <Vausvb+ld67 dee> o Z <vauevb+lde7 vk+1de>
oty atbohel

- p1 Z <Vadevbdsvcdsjvkds> + Z <Va+1dsvb+1devcde7vkde> (4.17)
a+b+c=k a+b+c=k
Y <V“d€TVbAEVCdEV6dE, v’fdﬁ>
a+b+ct+e=k
“ MY (VB VR 4 e Y (VOAVIA, VR
a+b=Fk at+b=k
=Ri+ Ry + R3+ R4+ Rs + Rg + R7.

By using Holder inequality and Sobolev embedding, one can directly calculate the following
estimates:

Ri=—p Y <vauvb+1d, de>
a+§Tk

<1 Vulp< V5 + o1 S0 1970l VAo Vo

a+b=k
a>2

<Cp1|VPulr2|VFd[T, + Cpr Y V¥ a2 VPH2d[ 12| V| 2 (4.18)
a+b=k
a>2

<Cp1|V3u|2|VFA |2, 4+ Cpi | VF | 2| VR,

<Cp|Vulp:|dfs ,

and
Ro=— Y <vauﬁvb+1dﬁ,vk+1dﬁ>+|Vd€|Loo|v’f+1dﬁ|L2|vk+1u€|L2
a+b=k-+1
a>1
Y VI ] VA [V (4.19)
a+b=k-+1
a>2,b>2
§C|V3u6|Lz|Vk+1dE|%2 _|_C|v3d5|L2|Vk+1ue|L2|vk+1dE|L2 +C|vk+1u5|L2|Vk+lde|%2
<C|Vu'|ps VA3, VA G
and
Ry=—pi Y (Vodvlaovea, vha)
a+b+c=k
<pildefpee Do (IVOA VAL VR ) o DD (IVeas|| vl veas, [vha)
a+b=k a+b—|>—§=k

<2p1[d€| oo Lo [VEA 22 + pr[d e Y [V 14| VA o [ VR 12

a+b=k
a,b>1

o1 > VA 1e| VA 16| VA€ 6 | VFAC| 12 (4.20)
a+b+c=k
c>1
<Cpr|d| oo | VA 12| VFA T2 + Cpa|d o D [V 2| VI A 12 VFA 12

a+b=k
a,b>1
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o1 > VO 2| VOTA o |V A 2| VEAC 12
a+b+c=k
c>1
<Cp1|d®|zee |d[Fs + Cpr| VA prs ||y
=Cp1 (|| e + [V gs) [d[ s

and
Ri= Y (voHavrtaved, vid)
a+b+c=k
_ Z <Va+1devb+1de de,vkde>+ Z <va+1devb+1devcdejvkde>
a+b=k a+b+c=k
c>1
<2/ oo [ VA oo VA A 12 VFA 2 + [d e Y (VO o[ V0T A 14|V 7| 12
a+b=k
a,b>1
+ Y VA o VO 6| VEd€ 16| VFAC 12
a+b+c=k
c>1
<C|A° oo | VA 12| VFH A 12| VFA 2 + Cld e Y (V02 2| VOH2 2| V7| 12
a+b=k
a,b>1
+C Y VR o [V o |V 2| VA 2 (4.21)
a+b+c=k
c>1
<C|d| oo | VA%, [ s + OV, A 1o
—C (ydfyLoodef 2+ |vde %) 1A 57+
and
Rs=d > <V“d€TVbAEVCdEV6d€,V’“d€>
a+b+cte=k
<BPoflalp= Y0 (Vv [ved, (v )
a+b+c=k
ol D0 (v vt vear ved, [ )
a+b+cte=k
a,c,e>1
=6aldFe D (|9 [T, | R
a+b=k
F3N | Y (IO vear], [ R
a+b+c=k

a,c>1

ol D0 (v vr | vear ved, [ )

a+b+cte=k
a,c,e>1

=6l (IVF 0], [VFA)) + 6ol [d 3 - (|90 VP, [VRA))

a+b=k
a>1

3ol D (VoA TP vEde], [VFa)

a+b+c=k
a,c>1
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el DT (v v v VA )

a+b+cte=k
a,c,e>1

<6 A |dFoe [V 0 2| VFA 2 + 62 [d e Y [V pa | VO 0 0 [VFA 2 (422)

a+b=k
a>1

+3NalldLoe D [V 14| VO 0 oo VA | VEAC 12

a+b+c=k
a,c>1

Hhal D VA e[ VI e [VEd€ 16| Vo€ | VEAC 12

a+b+cte=k
a,c,e>1
<6| Mo [A°[F oo [VF 0 12| VFA 2 + CAol[d e D [V A 12| VO 20 2| VA 12
a+b=k
a>1
HCOP||d e D VA 2| VITR0 12|V A 12| VR A 12
a+b+c=k
a,c>1
HCOPo| Y VO 12| VI 0e [ VO 2| VO A 2 |V 1
a+b+cte=k
a,c,e>1

<6| Ao [d°[F oo [V 0 12 VFA 2 + O Ao [d] e [ VA 15 | V0 g5 [ 115
+C| Ao [d| oo [VA 31| VU 15 | 11 + ClA|[VA e [ V0 0[] o
=6 Ag||d [F e [V 0] 12| VEAC 12

+C| Ao (7 VA s + || oo [VA e + VA 3 ) [V 1| d 115

and
Rg==A Y (VBV'Q, Vi)
a+b=k
-\ <VkBE ac, vkd€> a0 Y <V“B€Vbd€, vkd€>
a+b=k
b>1

<[] e [VEF 0 2| VR 2 (A0 ] D IV 0 VA 1 [ VEA 2

a+b=k
b>1

<Ml oo [ VE 0 12 VFA 2 + ClA | DD VP20 o[V A o[ VFA e (4.23)
a+b=k
b>1
< A1) [A€ poe |[VEH U 12| VEAS 2 4 C A || VA 175 [V s | A€ s
=[A1[]d€|Loe [ VP ue 12 [VFA 12 + C M [ VA 1o | VU 12 d s
and by similarly estimating on the term Rg

Ry < [ Ao |d€| poe |[VFHu| 12| VEAS 12 + O] |[VAS| s [V 175 |d€ s - (4.24)

Combining the inequalities (4.18), (4.19), (4.20), (4.21), (4.22), (4.23) and (4.24), it can be
derived from (4.17) that the following estimate holds:

1d
2 dt
<C (1l s + VAP, ) IV s + Cr (1] 100 + [V ) 4

(1 [VRA22 + (9512, ) = A VFa,



20 N. JIANG AND Y. L. LUO

+C <\dE]Loo]Vde + |V, ) 1A g7 (4.25)
+ [6]M ][ F e + (1] + [A2])]Af|poe ] [VF T 2| VFE 12
FO(M|+ Na]) (IVA s + | 200 | VA s + [ o0 VA Fs + (VA 370 [ 7| VU s

Then, by the coefficients relations Ay = uo — us, Ao = s — e and s + ug = e — ps > 0,
the inequalities (4.7), (4.16) and (4.25) reduce to

1d

5o (0B + prlATe + 9T ) + gpal Vil — Ml 4 AT,

k=0
<(7IA ] = 220)(|a e + [A[Toe + |G )| e[V 115 + 2p16]d[F oo [V R4
+C (%, + prld Fre + VA 15| VA] ) VU s — CAo| VA oA 11| VU 15
C (1A oo | s + [ 200 [V 11 + [VA s + |d°[F) (1] + [VA[Frs) (4.26)
+C (1A ] = A2)(IVd ars + [d (70| VA e + |A°| poe [V 37 + [V 30| 112 [ VU 115
+C (1 + 2p16) | (| oo + A [F 00 )[ VA 115
(1 1) [V e + [ oo [V e + [V ][V e
where C'= C(n, s) > 0. According to the inequality (4.3), we know that
|d[ oo <[d€ = Ted™| oo + [Ted™ |1
<C|d — Jd™| o1 + 1
<C|d€ — Jd™| 12 + C|VA | gs + C|VA™ | grs + 1 (4.27)
<CEZ(t) + C|Vd™ s +1.
As a consequence, it is derived from the inequalities (4.3), (4.26) and (4.27) that

1d 1
5&E€(t> + §M4Fe(t)
3

. 1
<O 4 19 ) B(t) + = (T1A] — 22) 3 [0 e 2 (1) F (1)
=1

- %)Ee(t)F%( )+ OOt (o) (1 2 (1) + Be(0) Ee(0)

T (1] = ho) (B 2 (1) + 1A% e B2 (0) 4 |0 Be(t) + B2 () (Ee(t) + Fu(t))

+216]d[3 00 Fi(t) + C(

1 3
+C(p1 + p6)[(|d Lo + |dﬁ|%oo)E£ () + (1 + A7) Be(t) + || oo BE (1) + B2 (1) Fe(t)
§O|:l+|)\1\—)\2 + ( 1 -+ |Vdm|Hs + |)\1\;1)\2|vdin|%15:|(E€(t) —|—E€2(t) —I—Eg’(t))

Vp1 V1)
FO( = 22)B(0F2 (1) + (M| — 20) B2 (DF2 (1)

5 )
P26 Fu(t) + C (i + s+ PU22) (14 (90 ) (1907 e + 30 B2 (1)) Fult),
=1

which immediately implies the inequality (4.1) and then the proof of Lemma 4.1 is finished.
d

We emphasize that if |d| = 1, we know that <’y(u6, ds, de)de, d€> = 0. Then the L?-estimate

(4.7) would be presented as

1d

5o (0B + 1l + VAP + Saal Vs — Ml + T (Vi)
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<(IA1] = 2X)[d° oo [ V[ £2]d| 2 + 2p6]d° | Foe [ V(72 - (4.28)
By using the fact |[d¢| = 1, one can deduce that by the inequalities (4.16), (4.25) and (4.28)
1 € € € € € €
537 (0B + puld e + VAl ) + u4\Vu 2 — Mld e + Z 4T (VA ) a2,

k=0
<246 Vulhs + (72| — 2X2)|d| s [V s

+C(1— /\2)(|u5 2 oA e + VA s VA e + (VA o] o) V0 o

+O (14 ) (A= + [V e+ [d[3gs + [VA[370) (o1 ALy + [VAT) (4.29)
+C (M| — >\2)(|VdE|HS + VA e + (VA 5 )| s [ VUS| s

+C (1 + 2016) (VA s + [VA[3pe + [VA s + VA fpe) VUG

which will be used in extending the global solutions.

5. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1.

In this section, we are going to show the main theorem by analyzing some results of com-
pactness and then passing to the limit on the approximate system (3.8).

5.1. The proof of Part (I) of Theorem 1.1. One observes that
Ec(0) = |Tea™[fgs + pr] Jed ™ e + [V Td ™y < B

! . o 2
1t 5 < win {1, oo i
determined in Lemma 4.1, then by simple calculation we have Q(E(0)) < /3 and

Co(M1, A2, B, p1, |Vd™|s) < C1 = Co(A1, Ao, B, p1, 1)

}, where the positive constant C = C'(n,s) > 0 is

We define
TF = sup {T > 0; Ee(t) <2 and Q(E(t)) < iﬂ hold for all t € [O,T]} .
According to the calculation (4.3), we know that
17— Zd™| g2 < OO+ [T o) (s + 1)

Then Lemma 3.2 implies that E.(¢) is continuous. Consequently, we know that 7" > 0. Then
the inequality (4.1) in Lemma 4.1 implies that for any fixed € > 0 and for all ¢ € [0, 7]

S B0 + (56— QUEM)] F(1) < 1201 Bu(1)

which immediately imply that
Ee(t) < E (0) 24C1t < EZTL 24C1t

holds for all € > 0 and ¢ € [0,7;]. Thus there is a 0 < T < Wln
t € [0, min{T,T*}]

Tin such that for all

E(t) < Eme?OT < Vpin < 1,
which consequently implies that for all ¢ € [0, min{7, 7} }]
Q(E(t)) <20 (11 + po + PUZ22) (VE™ + 5 /B (1)
<20 (1 + p + 2U22) (VET + 5\ VE™)

<120 (1 + ps + PUZ22) (B™)5
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2 264
. ’ [960(\/_(u1+u6)+\>\1| A2)]2 [96C(v/p1 (k1 +ue)+A1[—A2)
that if E' < €, then for all ¢t € [0, min{T, T, }]

E(t) <VE™"™ <1

So there is an ¢y = min{ ]4} > 0 such

and )
QUE1) < 56.

Moreover, by the continuity of F.(t) we know that T, > T. As a consequence, we obtain that
for all t € [0,T]

. . 1 t ~ .
|A° = Fed™ (2 (t) + [u[3p« () + pr|d (7= () + [V () + Zﬁ/o [Vu[3s (r)dr < CL(E™,T),
(5.1)

where C(E™,T) = E™ + 12C,TVE™ > 0. By the inequality (4.27) we also know that for
all e >0 and t € [0,T]

1 . . -
|d|pee < CEZ(t) + CIVA" |gs +1 < C\ V6E" + CVE™ 4+ 1 < 00. (5.2)
Thus we know that there exist functions
ue L®(0,T; H) N L*(0,T; H™) ,d € L>®(0,T; H*™) N L>((0,T) x R"),w € L>(0,T; H®)
such that (extracting subsequence if necessary)
u¢ — u weakly* in L>°(0,7T; H®),
u — u weakly in L2(0,T; HS.H) ,
d® — d weakly* in L>°(0, T} HsH)
d® — w weakly* in L*°(0,7; H®).
Then the second equation of (3.8) reduces to
divu = 0. (5.4)
Noticing that s > & + 2, one can estimate by Lemma 3.1, the equations (3.8), the bounds
(5.1) and Sobolev embedding theory that

sup |0;d®|gs < sup ||z + sup [u - Vd€| .

0<t<T 0<t<T
< sup \dE]Hs +C sup (\u |Loe | VA s + [ VA oo Ju| re) (5.5)
0<t<T 0<
< sup |d° |Hs+C' sup |u | s sup |Vd€| gs
0<I<T 0<t<
<Cy(E™T),

and
1
|0pu®| fs—2 <|PJc[u - VU] a2 + S |AUC| a2

+ [PIAIV(VA © Vd)| us + ‘Pjedivc}(ue, d¢, d°)

Hs—2

1 .
< |u- vu€|H372 + Z'LM |u6|Hs + [div(Vd© © Vd€)|HS*2

v ‘P‘Zdiv&(ue, d¢, d)

Hs—2

1 .
<C 1 + G4 0] o + C VA3 + [PIdive(u, a, )

Hs—2

Y

<Cy(E™ T) + (Pjediv&(uf, ad)|




PARABOLIC-HYPERBOLIC LIQUID CRYSTAL MODEL 23

where

PIdive(u€,de,d) e
§u1‘(de ®d: AE)d6 ® de‘Hsfl + (/Lg + ug)’de ® dE‘Hsfl
+ (g + p13)]d° @ d° 2 Bel ot + (15 + 16)|d° @ d° 2 Ac| o
=51+ 859+ 53+ 854.

Now we estimate the terms S1, Sa, S3 and Sy. We can estimate that by (5.1), (5.2), Holder
inequality and Sobolev embedding

s—1
Sy =m|(d®d : AY @ d e+ Y ‘V’“[dﬁ ®d AN @ d| |

k=1
s—1
<Al 37 [VF E\Lz+24u1\d5]poz 3 ‘]V“dGHVf“ P |
k=0 k=1 a+f=k

a>1

124 |d¢ \sz Y ‘yvade VP v e

k=1 a+b+f=k
a,b>1

s—1
=Y Y ‘yvadfy\vbdfuvcafuvf“uﬁ\L2

k=1 a+b+c+f=k
a,b,c>1

s—1
Y, Y [V vV vea v |

k=1 a+b+ct+e+f=k
a,b,c,e>1

s—1

gl o e + 24| dEe 30 Y 190 9 ] s

k=1a+f=k
a>1

s—1
/TR 7 S D AA B A s S P AR At

k=1 a+b+f=k
a,b>1

A > YT VA 16| VPA 16 VoA 1o [V 0 o

k=1 a+b+c+f=k
a,b,c>1

Y > V16 VA | VOdC 16| VA oo [V 0] o

k=1 a+b+ct+e+f=k
a,b,c,e>1

< |d[poo |0 ars + Cpa A2 oo [V A s [0 s + Cpaa [ A oo | VA Fys [0 s
+ Cpa || oo [ VA Fps [0 s + Cpaa [V A 1[0 s
<Cy(E™, T,
and by the similar calculation on estimating the term Sy
Sy + S5+ Sy < CLE™, T) (g + p3 + pi5 + 1) -
Therefore, we have obtained the bound

sup 1001 o> < CL(E™, T)(1 + pu + pio + pi3 + 15 + i) - (5.6)
0<t<



24 N. JIANG AND Y. L. LUO

It also can be derived from the third equation of the system (3.8) and the bounds (5.1)-(5.2)
110 d| grs—1 <p1fu® - VA o1 + |Ad| o1 + [y(u’, d°, d€)de| g

+ Al|d o+ A lIBed ro-r + [A2|[Acd| o

<IVA g+ [M||A s + pi1[u€ - VA oo
+ y(u,d,d)d o1+ (M) + [A2]) [V - d o

<CL(E™,T) + pr|u® - VAo
+ (M) + e[V - Ao+ [r(us, 4, d)d o

=C\(E™,T) + K, + Ky + K3..

Now we estimate the terms K;, Ko and K3 by Holder inequality, calculus inequality and
Sobolev embedding:

K1 =p1|u€ - Vd€| e
<Cpy (\uﬁ\HsflyvdeyLm + \uﬁyLooyvdestfl)
<Cpr (o] rae [V 2 4+ V20| 2] )
<Cpr|u| s |d°| s
<Cy(E™,T)\/p1,

and
s—1
_ € € k € €
Ky =(|A1] + [A2])[Vu - d 2 Jr(|>\1|+|>\2|)k§:_l‘v (Vu®-d9)| ,
s—1
<(l + Pl [Vullge + (] + D) Y Y (va+1ue.vbdﬁ .
k=1 a+b=k
s—1
(Ml + [A2D)[d o [Vuelz2 + ([Aa] + [A2))d ] Lo Y IVFT 0 e
k=1
s—1
a+1, € b ye
TS (v u v
k=1 a+b=k
b>1
s—1
<C(Aal+ PaDId o lu s + (Ml + 2l) D D [V e 14 VPd
k=1 a+b=k
b>1
s—1
(Ml + [A2Dld e [ s + CM+ D) Y0 D [V 20 o[V 12
k:la-lij-ng

<C([M] + [ADId[ oo s + C(IAa] + [ A2])[u| s [V e
<Ci(E™, T)(IM] + [Xal)
and by similar calculation on estimating the term Ky
K3 <O(|d°|zoe + [V ) (p1|d° [ + VA [372)
+ O [u] s (oo 4 |d[Foe VA s + |Q°] £ [V Fps + [V [370)
<G E™T)(1+|Ai).
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Thus the following bound holds uniformly in €:

sup |9, d€| a1 < él(Ei",T)p—ll(l +/p1 + M|+ A2]) . (5.7)
0<t<T
-

Thanks to the Aubin-Lions lemma, the weak convergence (5.3) and the bounds (5.5), (5.6)
and (5.7) reduce to the following convergence
u¢ — u strongly in L®(0,T; H*),
d¢ — d strongly in L>®(0,T; H**1), (5.8)
d¢ — w strongly in L°°(0,T; H*)
for any 0 < s’ < s.
Assuming that s’ > 5, then H ' <y [, We claim that Je(u€ - d) strongly converges to

u-Vd in L*(0,T; HS’) with u-Vd € L*(0,T; H?).
Indeed, by Lemma 3.1, we have

|Te(u - Vd) —u - Vd| 4o
<|Te(u - V) — Tofu - V)|
+ | Te(u-Vd®) = Te(u-Vd)| gor + |Te(u-Vd) —u- Vd| g
<C (Ju — ]y [V g0 + [0 — ] | VA )
+C (|u|H5/|VdE — Vd|p + |u|pe| VA — Vd| ) + | Te(u- Vd) —u- Vd| 0
SCh® —u| o VS| o + Clul e VA = Vd| o + [Te(u-Vd) —u- Vd| o
<CL(E™,T) (Ju — |y + |V = Vd| g ) + |Te(u- Vd) —u- Vd| o
—0ase—0.

With the similar arguments in (5.5) we know that J(u®-d€) is uniformly bounded in L*>°(0,T’; H?).
Then this claim holds.
Furthermore, by (5.5) one knows that

Oud = lim 9yd° = lim (d4° = 7, (u" - V) ) = w —u- Vd € L(0,T; H*),
where the limits are considered in the sense of distribution. Consequently, it reduces to
Od € L*>®(0,T; H®) and w =d € L*(0,7; H®). Namely,
dd=d—u-d. (5.9)

Assuming that s’ > £ + 2, we have continuous embeddings H ' <y C2. Then the following
convergence holds:
u® — u strongly in L°°(0,T;C?),
d — d strongly in L°°(0,T;C?), (5.10)
d¢ — d strongly in L*(0,T;C?).
Thus by the first equation of the approximate system (3.8) we observe that

o = — PT(u® - Vu°) + %,mAuE — PJ.div(Vd® © Vd€) + PJ.divée (uf, d€, d°)

— —P(u-Vu) + %,u4Au — Pdiv(Vd ©® Vd) + Pdive (5.11)
strongly in L°°(0,7T;C") as € — 0, where
(5 (u, A, d)) i =pdid(Agp)edid§ + pad§(df + (Bi)edy)
+p3d (S + (Brj)eds,) + psdSd (Agi)e + pod§ds (Agy)e
—pndpdpAgpdid; + pod;(d; + Bridy)
+p3d;(d; + Brydg) + psd;drAg; + pedidgAg;

=0y
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strongly in L°(0,T;C") as e — 0. Recalling that u — u strongly in L(0,7; H*') and the
bound (5.6), we know that for all ¢ € C5°((0,T") x R™;R"™)

T T
lim / o - pdrdt = — lim / / u® - Oppdadt
e—0 0 Rn e—0 0 n

T
:—/ / u - Oppdadt
0 n
T

= / opu - pdadt
0 R

lim Oyu® = Oyu (5.12)

e—0

hence

in the sense of distribution. Then the convergence (5.11) and (5.12) imply that
1
O = =P(u- Vu) + gpsdu = Pdiv(Vd © Vd) + Pdive € L(0, T 9, (5.13)

where G;; = p1dgdpAgpdid; + pad;(d; + Bridy) + psdi(d; + Brjdy) + psdjdeAg; + pedidp A
Similarly, the strong convergence (5.10) and the third equation of (3.8) reduce to

’V(UE,de,de) - _ p1|de|2 + |Vde|2 _ )\QdETAEdE
— — p1|d]? + |[Vd]2 = XAodTAd = v € L>®(0,T;C°)
strongly in L°°(0,7;C") and € — 0, and then
P10y de = — p1Je(u - d°) + AdS + y(u, d°, d)d + Ay (d° — Te(Bed)) + Ao Je(Acd")

— — pru-Vd + Ad +vd + Ay (d — Bd) + A\gAd (5.14)
strongly in L>(0,T;C°) as ¢ — 0. It is derived from the strong convergence d¢ — d in
L>®(0,T; H*') and the bound (5.7) that

lim 9,d° = d,d (5.15)
e—0
in the distributional sense. Then the following equation is implied by the convergence (5.14)
and (5.15):
p10yd + pru- Vd = Ad + yd + i (d — Bd) + AoAd. (5.16)

and 9;d € L>®(0,T;C°). Therefore, combining the equations (5.4), (5.9), (5.13) and (5.16),
we know that (u,d) satisfies the system

du—+u-Vu— 2uuAu+ Vp = —div(Vd © Vd) + divé,
) divu = .O,
pd = Ad + vd + )\1((1 — Bd) + X Ad,
where v = —p;|d|?2 4+ |Vd|? — A2dTAd and (u,d) obeys the initial data conditions (1.12) and
(1.13). Moreover, the inequality (5.2) implies that |d|;« < co. Then Lemma 2.1 yields the

geometric constraint |d| = 1.
Furthermore, by Fatou lemma, the bound (5.1) implies that

. ) 1 t ~ .
| — d"™72(t) + [ulFs () + paldfzp () + [Vd[F=(8) + Zﬂfo IVul3s (r)dr < Cy(E™,T)

for all t € [0,7T]. The proof of Part (I) of Theorem 1.1 is finished.
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5.2. The proof of Part (II) of Theorem 1.1. Since p; = po = pg = us = ug = 0, the
inequality (4.2) in Remark 4.1 immediately implies that for any € > 0 and all ¢ € [0,T)

d [, E2(0)[B.(t) + 2}
a\ T EM+1

<20;, (5.17)

where the constant Cy = C' (%

We claim that for any fixed 0 < T < 402 In ==

+ o+ |Vdi"|Hs) > 0.

(Em) and for all e > 0, ¢t € [0, 7]

. 1
E.(t) < W(E™,T) = <o,
\/1 _ Ezn e4CQT

where the quantity Y (E™) = % € (0,1).

Indeed, for any ¢ € [0, min{T, 7. }], we integrates the inequality (5.17) on [0, t] and then we
have

1 1
BE(O[B(t) +2]2 _ E2(O)[E0) + 22 a0y _
E(t)+1 - E.(0)+1 -
Thus for any fixed € > 0 and for all ¢ € [0, T]

Y (Ein)e*@T

[1 - Y(E™)e* T B2(t) + 2 [1 - Y(E™)e*T] E(t) — Y(E™)e* T < 0.
Let a = Y(E™)et2T € (0,1) and y = E.(t) > 0, then
(1-a)y*+2(1—-a)y—a<0.

Consequently, we have

1 1

1—a \/1 _ Ezn e4CgT

0<y=FE{t) <

Thus the claim is justified.

We claim that T, > T. Indeed, if T, < T, by the continuity of E.(t) we know that
E(T.) < co. Then we can extend the solutions constructed in Lemma 3.2, which contradicts
with the fact that [0, 7¢) is the maximal interval for the existence Of the solutions. So T, > T.

In fact, by the arbitrariness of T we know that T, > 4(1j In Y& Em)' As a consequence, if

E™ < oo, then there exists a 0 < T < 41 In YE such that for any ¢ > 0 and for all

t€[0,T]

1

. . 1 t ~
) = ™+ o (O + a0 s+ (90O + g | [V ()7 < ColE™.7),

|d€| e < 14 CVE™ + C\/W(Ein,T), (5.18)

where Co(E™,T) = E" 4 2C,TW (E™, T)[W (E™,T) + 1][W(E™,T) 4+ 2] > 0. Using the
similar arguments of passing to the limit in the proof of Part (I) of Theorem 1.1, we show
that (u,d) is a strong solution to the hyperbolic-type system (1.14). Moreover, Fatou lemma
and the bounds (5.18) yield that the solution (u,d) satisfies |d|p~ < oo and the following
inequality holds for all ¢ € [0, T

. . 1 t ~
400 = & + [a) e+ 1 ) e+ VO e + 510t | [Vu(r)dr < Co( B T).

Then we finish the proof of Part (II) of Theorem 1.1.
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5.3. The proof of Part (IIT) of Theorem 1.1. Since ps < us, we have —A\; = |\| =
ps — p2 > 0. Assume that (u,d) is the solution constructed in Part (I) of Theorem 1.1 with
the geometric constraint |d| = 1.

Next we construct another apriori estimate. For all 1 < k < s, we take V¥ in the third
direction equation of the parabolic-hyperbolic model (1.11), multiply by V*d and then we get

pr (VR VRd) = (95 Ad, VR d)+(VF(7d), VFd)+x (VH(d - Bd), 75d)+(VF(Ad), VFd) .
By simple calculation one deduces
(Vhd, V) = (o, Vhd, VRd) + (VH(u- va), v¥a)

d

- <de de> <de 8de>

u- VVAd, vkd>+ 3 <V“uvb+1d,vkd>

a+b=k
a>1

v, de> <v’fd, 8de>

u-VVAd, de>+ 3 <V“uvb+1d,vkd>

a+b=k
a>1
:% vkd, V’fd> — <de,8tvkd> _ <de, Vk(u ‘ Vd)>
+ Z <Vaqu+1d7 vkd> + Z <Vauvb+1d’ de>
a+b=k atb—k
a>1 a>1
L9 (194 - ) - (94, — PR - 9V
+ Z <Vaqu+1d, de> + Z <Vauvb+1d’ de> ,
e athk

and
<v’md, de> = —|VFHd2,
and by the fact po < ps, i.e. =A\y = [\1| =ps —p2 >0
A <vk(d ~ Bd), v’fd> =\ <V’f8td v’fd> Y <Vk(u V), v’fd>
__ —\)\1] \de]Lg + A (VE(u- Va), ¥R

Then we have

1d
oRT (o1 V5@ + )22 + (] = p)IVFA: = pIVEAR) = pr VR, + VA Al
=—n > <v’fd, V“uvb+1d> Y <V“uvb+1d, de>
a+b=k a+b=k
a>1 a>1
+ <Vk(7d), vkd> Y <Vk(u - Vd — Bd), de> TP <vk(Ad), vkd> (5.19)

=M + Ms + Ms + My + Ms,
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where v = —py|d|? 4+ |Vd|? — \2dTAd. By using the Sobolev embedding W'? < L* and
W?22 < L™ for n = 2,3 and Holder inequality, we have

My + My <pr Y [VFA| 2|Vl 14 VO] s

a+b=k
a>1

+p1 Y IVR| 2|Vl VP a1 |V poe VA 2 [V 1
a+b=k
a>2
§C’p1 |de|L2 |Vk+111|L2 |Vk+1d|L2 + Cpl |de|L2 |Vk+111|L2 |de|L2 (520)
+ Opl |V3U|L2 |de|L2 |de|L2

<Cpild|gs|Vd| sVl g,
and

M+ Ms =\ Y <V“uvb+1d, de> + <A1Vk‘1(Bd) ~ A VEL(AQ), vk+1d>

a+b=k
a>1

<Pl 0 IVl el VO e R (Al Dal) DT (I VP 9 )

a+b=k a+b=k—1

a>1
<CM| Y VU e[V 2| VT 2

a+b=k

a>1
+(A1] + [A2]) Z IV 14| Vo] o VR L2 + (] + [X2])[VEu| 2| VFT| 2
a+b=k—1
b>1

<(IMi] + A2) V| 2| VEF 2 4+ CA ||V =] VA o |V s (5.21)

+C (A1 + [X2]) VUl s [Vd| 7| V| s
<M+ X))V 2| VFHA 2 + C (| + [Vl g | Vd] o [V s

and
My=—p1 3. <vadvbdv0d, v’fd>
a+b+c=k
+ Y (veHavitlaved, via) + 2 (VE [T Ad)d), vF ) (5.22)
a+b+c=k
=M31 + Mzs + M3s
where

My=—p Y <vadvbdv0d,v’fd> - Y <vadvbd, de>

a+b+tc=k a+b=k
c>1
<pr Y V|| VPd|pa|VEd| s VE| 1
a+b+c=k
c>1
+2p1]d| 74| V|2 VFd| s+ p1 Y VA2 | VO] VFd s
a+b=k
a,b>1
<Cpr > |VOd|2 V|2 VO d| 2| VR (5.23)
a+b+c=k

c>1
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+Cp1|Vd| 2| V| 2| VE | 2 + Cpr Y (V|2 VPF 2|V 12
a+b=k
a,b>1

<Cp1|VFA[2,|VFHId|2, + Cpy | VA2 [V

<Cpi|d[Fs (Vs + [Vd|ps),

and
My = > (v*Flavilad, vhd) + Y0 (verlavitlaved, vha)
a+b=k a+bt+c=k
c>1
<2|Vd|7a|VF || VA s+ D [V s |V s VR 1
a+b=k
a,b>1
+ > V] ] V] VOd| e |V
a+b+c=k
c>1
<CIV2d|2[VFHT +C > V2] VIR 2|V 1 (5.24)
a+b=k
a,b>1
+C D VO] 2 V2| VO | 2 [ VR
a+b+c=k
c>1
<CIVH L, + OVl
<CO(IVdl3, +Vd[3.),
and

Myg <ol >0 (IVed|IV)|[VEd [Tl [EH))

a+b+cte=k—1
a,b,c>1

3l >0 (Ivealvra)vettl, VR )

a+b+e=k—1
a,b>1

6] Y- (IVeAl Vel (VAL + 6] (|9, [VETal)

ate=k—1
a>1

<ol DD V]| VP16 VoA 16|V | oo [ VF A 12

a+b+cte=k—1
a,b,c>1

3] Y [VOdlr6] VP16 |V | e [VF T £

a+b+e=k—1
a,b>1

+6]X] D IVed|1a VI o [V 2 4 6]V ] 2| VT 12

ate=k—1
a>1

<Cxo| Y V|| VI 12| VO 12| VOB 12| VR 1 (5.25)

a+b+cte=k—1
a,b,c>1

+C\s| Z (V| 2| VO] 2| Ve 2 2| VEHL
a+bt+e=k—1

a,b>1
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+CD| D VO 2|V Pl 2| VET 2 A 6] Ao [ VEUl 2|V
ate=k—1
a>1
<OD||VFT | 2 (VR + [VFTLAE S 4 [VFTLA|T2) + 6] X[ VEu| 2| VAT o
<6 Xo| | VU2 [VFTI| 2 + CAo| |Vl s | V| 4o (VA | s + VA3 + [Vd[Fe) .

It is immediately implied that by substituting (5.20), (5.21), (5.22), (5.23), (5.24) and
(5.25) into (5.19)

1d
2dt (Pl‘vk(d‘i‘ d)‘m + (‘)‘1‘ - Pl)‘vkd’LZ - Pl‘vkd‘m) - Pl‘vkd‘L + ’vkﬂd‘z

<(IM] = 7A2) | VRl 2| VE | 2 + Cpy|d| ars | Vul s |V s
+C(1+ p)(|dlFs + [VA[%)(IVA| s + [ Vd[F)
+O (M| = A2) [Vl |V g (VA s + [VA[Fs + [Vd|F)

for all 1 < k < s. Then it is derived that by summing up the above inequalities for 1 < k < s

1d . .
g (Pl dl (Ml = p0)laf, = pldl.) = prldf, + Va3,

<(IM] = TA)|Vulgs|Vd| ;7. + Cpild| s | Vul g |Vd| s

+C(1+ po)(ldfe + VA7) (1Vd]me +[Vd[7) (5.26)
+C (M| = 22)[Vul = [V 7 (IVd s + [VA[Fs + [VA[rs) -

Taking a positive constant n = 2 min {1, pl , |’p\;‘ } € (0, 2] we multiply by 7 in the inequality
(5.26) and then add it to the inequality (4.29) (dropped the index €), so that we know that

1d

537 (Wl + o1 =)l + (1= mp) Vil

+ mprld + A+ npr [V + i ldf, )

1 ) ) 5
5 paVulfrs + (1Al = npn)ld [ +0IVAlT, +npaldfZ + g Y dT (9 w)dlZ,
k=0

<2u6|VulFs + (M| — TA2)|Vul s |Vd| e + (7| A1 ] — 2)\2)|Vu|Hs|d|Hs (5.27)

FC (L4 i+ Al = Ao+ g = prda + p1 + =) (Il + dlae + Z vdlf.)
i=1

< (IVulgs + ||z + |Vd| ) [Vulgs

where the constant C’ = C’(n s) > 0.
Notice that || —np1 > 3|\i| and

1
(1] = 722) [Vl V| . <gnl VA, + Lzl gy 2,
7)\ >\
(7] = 220) Vel < Ml + T2 s,

Then the inequality (5.27) reduces to

1d

537 (1l + pa(1 = mIaf- + (1= 1) [Vl

+ nprld + A+ npr [V + i |l )

1 .
+5alVulf + (Ml = npy)ldl: + V[,
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<C'(L+ i+ Xl = Ao + g = pida + 1 + 72 (Il + dlare + Z vl )
i=1

X (|Vu|Hs + |d|Hs + |Vd|H5)|Vu|Hs ,

(M1]=7A2)2  2(7]A1]—2X2)?
n [A1]

E(t) = |ulFe + pr(1 = n)|d|Fs + (1= np1)[ VA Fe +nprld +d%, + 01|V AT + npr | Ald]%,

and

where oo = g — 4pg — > (. We denote by

D(t) = |VulFe + |d[Fs + [VA%,
then the following inequality holds :

mlm

(5.28)

4
d
D <
dts()w < EZ:

where the constant C3 = 4C”(1 + \/—) (14 4 [M] = X2+ w6 — prAe + p1 + \/—) > 0 and
f# = min {a n, 2\)\1]} > 0.
If B" < < e ‘+2 min{1, 8C 2} then we have
£(0) =[u™ 3« + p1(1 = n)|d™ s + (1 = np1)|VA™ 3«
+apr|d™ + A7+ VAT T 4 mpn M (1A
<[u™[he + pr(L =)™ [Fs + (1 —1p1)| VA" |7
+ 201 |d™ 37 + 201 VA" Fps + 11 [VA™ 3 + 01 [\ [[VA™ s
<[ 3 + $p1|d™ Fs + (1M + 2)| VA" Fre
(Ml +2) (™ s + paldls + [VA™Fr)
=(lM|+2)E™ <1,
which implies that

MI»Q
I/\

E(0) <4Cs\/(|M|+2)Em < 6.

1
2

We define T* = sup {T > 0;Cj Z [E(t)]2 < 0 holds for all ¢ € [0,7]}. By the continuity
q=1

of £(t) we know that T > 0. Then for all t € [0, 7]

4 4
Cem+ (0-cslE@n! | IVue() < Se@ + [0-05 Y lew)

q:1 d q:l
which implies that £(¢) < £(0 ) < 1 for all t € [0, 7] and consequently

4
cgz[cc:(t)]% Z 0)]% <
q:l :

By the definition of T* we know that T* = +o0 and

sup E(t) + l/ |Vul?. (t)dt < £(0) < (|\i] +2)E™.
>0 2Jo

oS

D(t) <0,

<0.

l\’)l}—t

Noticing that 1 —n > > ,1—np > %pl and

E(t) =|U|Hs +p1(1 = n)|d[Fs + (1 —np1)|Vd[Fs
+np1|d +d%, +np1[VEAZ L + e M |d]Z,
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>[ulfgs + p1 (1= 0)ldlFs + (1 —np1) |Vl
>fuf3ye + 5 rld e + 5 V3.
> 2l + prldle + V),
we obtain the following inequality :

(e}
sup (yuy%{s + pald[Fe + !Vd]@) +/ IVul7.dt < 2(]\| +2)E™.
t> 0

If we want to extend the solution (u,d) constructed in Part (I) of Theorem 1.1 to [0, 00), the
condition 2(|\1| + 2)E™ < ¢ is required. So there exists an ¢; = ﬁ min {%60, %g} >0

such that if B < ¢, then there is a unique solution (u,d) to the system (1.11). Then the
proof of Part (IIT) of Theorem 1.1 is finished.
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