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Abstract
This paper is concerned with the multi-dimensional compressible Euler equations with time-
dependent over-damping of the form —(lf—mpu in R", where n > 2, u > 0, and A € [-1,0). This

continues our previous work dealing with the under-damping case for A4 € [0,1). We show the
optimal decay estimates of the solutions such that for 4 € (=1,0) and n > 2, ||p — 1ll2gr) =
1+ t)‘%” and [l 2gmy = (1 + t)‘%”‘¥, which indicates that a stronger damping gives rise
to solutions decaying optimally slower. For the critical case of 4 = —1, we prove the optimal
logarithmical decay of the perturbation of density for the damped Euler equations such that ||jp —
Llz2@ny =~ |1Ine + HI"% and lleell2mry = (1 + H~' | In(e + t)|"4"‘% for n > 7. The over-damping effect
reduces the decay rates of the solutions to be slow, which causes us some technical difficulty in
obtaining the optimal decay rates by the Fourier analysis method and the Green function method.
Here, we propose a new idea to overcome such a difficulty by artfully combining the Green
function method and the time-weighted energy method.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Modeling equations and research background

We consider the multi-dimensional compressible Euler equations with time-dependent damping

9 +V - (ou) =0,
Y
O(pu) +V - (pu @u) + Vp(p) = T+

Pli=o = po(x) := 1+ po(x),  uli=o = uo(x),

pu, (1.1)

where x e R", n > 2, u > 0, A € [-1,0). Here, the unknown functions p(z, x) and u(¢, x) represent the
density and velocity of the fluid, and the pressure p(p) = %p” with y > 1. The initial data satisfy

po(x) = 1, ie., po(x) = 0, and ug(x) —» 0, as|x| — oo. (1.2)

The under-damping case of A € [0, 1) is considered in the first part [15] of our series of study, where
we shown that weaker damping leads to faster decays. Here in this paper, we focus on the over-
damping case of 4 € [-1,0) and we prove that stronger damping gives rise to optimally slower
decays.

As we mentioned in the first part [[15]] of this series of study, the damping effect plays a key role in
the structure of solutions to the compressible Euler equations. Without damping effect, the solutions
of Euler equations usually possess singularity like shock waves and exhibit blow-up for their gradients
[3, 16, (8] [19, [31]]. When the Euler system of equations are with damping effect, the structure of the
solutions becomes more complicated and various according to the size of the damping effect, and of
course, the study is more challenging. When 4 = 0 and u > 0, the regular case of damping effect
in the form of —upu, once the initial data and their gradients are small enough, the damping effect
can prevent the formation of shocks for the damped Euler equations [30], and makes the solutions to
behave time-asymptotically as the so-called diffusion waves for the corresponding nonlinear diffusion
(porous media) equations [14} 23] 24} 25| 26]; while, once the gradients of the initial data are bigger,
the blow-up phenomena for the solutions of Euler equations with regular damping still occur [21][38]].
When A > 0 and p > 0, the damping effect ——~—pu becomes weaker as A increases, the so-called

(1+1)1
under-damping case. Here, for 4 € (0, 1) and u > 0, once the initial data and their gradients are small



enough, the weak damping effect can still guarantee the global existence of the solutions for the Euler
equations with under-damping [5} [7, [12], [13} 20, 27} [32]]; while the solutions will blow up at finite
time when the gradients of the initial data are big [5]. However, when A > 1 with ¢ > 0, the damping
effect is too weak, and the Euler system with such a weak damping essentially behaves like the pure
Euler system so that the singularity of shocks cannot be avoided, no matter how smooth and small
the initial data are [5} 12} (13 28], [33]. Such blow-up phenomena in this super under-damping case of
A > 1 are determined by the mechanism of the dynamic system itself, rather than the selection of the
initial data [5]. When A = 1, this is the critical case, where the solutions globally exist for u > 3 —n
as shown in [[12][13]] (see also [5} 10} [28],133]] for 1-D case) and occur blow-up for u < 3 — n as studied
in [[12 [13].

For the global solutions of the dynamic system of partial differential equations, one of the funda-
mental problems from both mathematical and physic points of view is to investigate the asymptotic
behavior at large-time. For the time-dependent damped Euler equations (I.I), when A = 0, the opti-
mal decay rates were technically obtained by Sideris-Thomas-Wang [30] when the initial data are in
certain Sobolev space and by Tan ef al. [34}135] in some Besov spaces. For 4 € (0, 1), the methods
for deriving the decay estimates of the solutions adopted in the previous studies for 4 = 0 case in
[30L 341, 135]] cannot be directly applied, due to the complexity of the damping effect involving the time
t. In our study [15], we apply the technical Fourier analysis to derive the optimal decay estimates
for the linearized system which can be formally expressed by the implicit Green functions, then use
the weighted-energy method with some new developments to obtain the optimal decay rates of the
solutions for the nonlinear Euler equations with time-dependent under-damping:

1620 = Dll2em ~ (1+ 075 GHD 0% gy ~ (1 + 97 2G5 a0, 1),

The new point observed in [15] is that, for A € [0, 1), the weaker under-damping effect makes the
faster decay of the solutions, namely, the decay of the solutions at A = 0 is weakest, while the decays
of the solutions around A = 17 are much faster.

However, for 4 < 0, the so-called over-damping case, the relevant study for the damped Euler
equations is almost nothing, to the best of our knowledge. This will be the main concern of the
present paper. We consider the case for 4 € [-1,0) and i > 0. First of all, we focus ourselves
on the case of 4 € (—1,0), and show the optimal decay of the implicit Green functions by using
Fourier analysis to the high frequency part and the low frequency part respectively, and further obtain
the optimal decay estimates for the solutions to the nonlinear Euler equations with time-dependent
over-damping (L)) by the Green function method with some restriction on A. That is,

_Lden _Leden _1=a
1050 = Dllp2gny = (1 +1)72 (3+al) 10%ull 2@m ~ (1+ )72 (3+lah-57 A€ (=15,0),

_n_
n+2’

above decay estimates, we realize that the over-damping effect for 4 € (—1,0) makes the decay

but we have to restrict 4 € (— 0) due to the bad effect of the over-damping. In fact, from the

of the solutions to get slower and slower, as 4 — —17. Namely, the strongest over-damping at
A = —1% reduces the solutions decay slowest. Just because of this, we cannot close the high-order



decay estimates for all 4 € (—1,0) by the Green function method, and have to leave the case of
n

A € (-1,—-25] open. In order to delete such a gap for 4 € (-1, —

n
n+2 n+2
which is an artful combination of the Green function method and the time-weighted energy method.

], we propose a new technique,

The Green function method cannot perfectly treat the high-order decay estimates for A near —1, and
the time-weighted energy method is also short in deriving the optimal decay estimates, but it is very
efficient to treat the high-order estimates. Hence we try to combine these two methods together to
get the optimal decay estimates for all 4 € (—1,0). In fact, the procedure to cleverly combine both
existing methods is still technical as we know. Thus, we can finally prove the optimal decay estimates
for all 1 € (-1, 0) as follows

_1xa _led, 12
llo(z, x) = Ulp2gny = (1 +2)" %7, lle(t, 2y (A +0)73"772, A€ (-1,0).

Secondly, we consider the critical case of 1 = —1, the most interesting but also the most difficult case.
We further show the optimal decay rates as follows

_n - —n_1
llo(z, x) = Ulz2@ny ~ |In(e + )74, llee(, Ol 2 rny = (1 + 1) " lIn(e + 1757z, A=-L

But we have to restrict the space dimension n > 7 for some technical reason.

For the other topics with vacuum for the damped Euler equations, we refer to the significant
works [9, 116} [17,[18,22]]. For the linear wave equations with time-dependent damping, we refer to the
pioneering studies by Wirth in [39} 40} 41]]. For the time-dependent damped Klein-Gordon equations,
we refer to the interesting results by Burg-Raugel-Schlag in [1} 2]

1.2 Transformation of equations and notations

In order to study the system (LIJ), we switch it to a symmetric system. Let v = %( VP ()—1) =

y—%l(p% -1 and @ = YT_l Then (v, u) satisfies the following symmetric system

ov+V-u=-u-Vv—wv -u,

o+ Vv + (l-l:—t)/lu =—-Vu —wvVv, (1.3)

V=0 = vo(x), ul=0 = up(x),

where vy(x) = y—%l((l + ﬁo(x))% — 1), which behaves like gg(x) if the initial perturbation is small.
Notations. We denote D, = —id;, and ¥(¢) = Z(v) the n-dimensional Fourier transform of a
function v(x). We use H* = H*(R"), s € R, to denote Sobolev spaces, and L” = LP(R"), 1 < p < oo,
to denote the L” spaces. The spatial derivatives 3¢ stands for 45, - - - 93" with nonnegative multi-index
a = (ay,...,q,) (the order of « is denoted by |a| = jzrf ;) and a';" stands for all the spatial partial
derivatives of order |a|. The pseudo differential operator A is defined by Afv := F 1€ D(&)) for
s € R. The norm ||v||é( stands for the || - ||y norm of the low frequency part V= 9"1()((5)\7(5)) of v,
while ||v||§‘( stands for the || - |[x norm of the high frequency part V= 771 - X(E))D(&)) of v, where
0 < (&) < 1 is a smooth cut-off function supported in B,x(0) and y(¢) = 1 on Bg(0) for a given

R > 0.



Throughout this paper, we denote b(f) = ﬁ with u > 0 and A € [-1,0) and we let C (or C;
with j = 1,2,...) denote some positive universal constants (may depend on n, 4, u, ¥, and @). We
use f S gorg = fif f < Cg, and denote f ~ gif f < gand g = f. For simplicity, we define
(F 9llx = lIfllx + llgllx and ff = ﬁ&" f(x)dx. The norm || - ||;> will be simplified as || - || without
confusion. For a matrix A = (A ), the norm [|A||max := maxy |A x| is the maximum absolute value
of all its elements. We define the following time decay function

[1+1+0" =1 + )1, 1€ (-1,0),
[(@,s) = L (1.4)
1410 ()], A=-1.
1+s

1.3 Main results

For the over-damping case with A € [—1, 0), our main results for the global existence and uniqueness
of the solutions as well as the optimal decay esitmates are stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1 (Optimal L? decay estimates of nonlinear Euler system) For the dimension n >

2 and A € (—-15,0), there exists a constant &y > 0, such that the solution (v,u) of the nonlinear

system (I3 corresponding to initial data (vo,ug) with small energy ||(vo, uo)l 3 < & exists

L'nA'2!
time-globally and satisfies

1+4

109V < (1 + )= 5 =3l 0<lal <[2]+]1,
0%l 5 (1 + 1y~ =5 @D 0 < o] < (2], (1.5)

1, @)l 005 % 1.

The first two decay estimates in (L) (i.e., the decay estimates on |[03v|| with O < |a| < [5] + 1 and
l0%ull with O < |a| < [3]) are optimal and consistent with the linearized hyperbolic system.

Theorem 1.2 (Optimal L7 decay estimates of nonlinear Euler system) Forn > 2, g € [2, o],

k 23+ [y2q] withy, g :=n(1/2-1/q), and A € (—ﬁ, 0), let (v,u) be the solution to the nonlinear

system (L3) corresponding to initial data (vy, uy) with small energy such that ||(vo, uo)|| < &,

LinH 31
where g9 > 0 is a small constant only depending on n, q,k and the constants y,u, A in the system.

Then (v,u) € L®(0, +00; H'31*K) and satisfies

+4 1-a (16)

1+4 144

”agVHLq <+ l‘)_%yl,q_%m’ 0<lal <1,

1
llee|lpg S (A +1)"72 a7

where y1 4 = n(1 — 1/q). The decay estimates in (L.6) are optimal.

Remark 1.1 The above optimal L? and L9 decays are formulated by means of the technical

n

—5,0) comes from the

Fourier analysis and the Green function method. The restriction of 1 € (-
following two main difficulties caused by the over-damping:



(i) The optimal decay of ||0%v|| for the linearized hyperbolic system of (L3) is slow,
1+4

9°G 111, Owoll = (1 + = Fr= 5 1 e (=1,0),
{n G118, O)voll ~ (1 + 1)~ € (-1,0) 0

2
105G 11(2, 0)vol| ~ |In(e + pIi-T, A=-1,
where G(t, s) is the Green matrix (see 2.2). One should be careful in calculating the estimates of
1 . . .
fo G(t, $)Q(s)ds involving general nonlinear terms Q(t).
(ii) The over-damping b(t) causes trouble in the estimates on b(t)é’;u . 8’;“\/, which is crucial for

the high-order energy estimates on ||0**'v|| in the closure of the a priori assumption.

Remark 1.2 The solutions to the linearized hyperbolic system of (L3) decay optimally slower
for the over-damping case. We may understand it as follows: when the over-damping is stronger

-C(1+n1

as A € [-1,0), the high frequencies decay faster as e (super-exponential), while the low

frequencies decay slower as

_CleR
e Clé] 1n(e+t)’

e CEPAT™  for 1 € (—1,0),
for critical A = -1,

and on the whole the solutions decay slower.

In order to formulate the decay estimates for all A € (—1,0) and especially for the critical case of
A = —1, we develop a time-weighted iteration scheme, which is a combined time-weighted energy
estimates and Green functions we build up in the above, to close the decay estimates.

Theorem 1.3 (Optimal decay estimates for 1 € (—1,0)) Forn >2, N > [5]+2and A € (-1,0),
there exists a constant gy > 0 such that the solution (v, u) of the nonlinear system (L3) corresponding
to small initial data ||(vo, wo)llp1ngy < €0 exists globally and satisfies

{Ilv(t, MsA+p777", . (1.8)

1+4 —/
(e )l s (L4757
The above decay estimates are optimal and consistent with the linearized hyperbolic system.

Remark 1.3 Theorem|[[ 1l shows the optimal decay rates of all derivatives of solutions ||0%v|| with
0 < lal < [5] + 1 and ||0%ull with O < |a| < [7], but A is restricted in (=5, 0). Based on Theorem
[L.1] applying the new developed time-weighted energy method, we further improve the optimal decay
rates of ||(v, w)|| in Theorem [[ 3 for all A € (—1,0) and n > 2. But for the optimal decay rates to the

derivatives of the solutions as A € (=1, —=25), they still remain open.

Theorem 1.4 (Optimal logarithmic decays for the critical case of 1 = —1) Forn >7, 1 = -1
and N > [%] + 2, there exists a constant &y > 0 such that the solution (v, u) of the nonlinear system
(L3) corresponding to small initial data ||(vo, wo)||pingny < &0 exists globally and satisfies

{uv(t, Il < |1n(e + 1),

n_1 (1.9)
le(t, Il < A+~ |In(e + )75z,

The above decay estimates are optimal and consistent with the linearized hyperbolic system.



Remark 1.4 For the critical A = —1, the optimal decay of ||v|| of the nonlinear Euler system (1.3))
is powers of the logarithmic function, i.e. |In(e + 1)|"%, which differs from the classical algebraical
decays. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first result that shows the optimal logarithmical
decays of the damped Euler equations.

All the above decay estimates are valid for the Euler equation (L.I).

Corollary 1.1 Forn>2and A € (—ﬁ, 0), there exists a constant gy > 0, such that the solution
(o, ) of the nonlinear system (I.1) corresponding to initial data (pg,uo) with small energy ||(og —

1, up)l| Linglss S €0 exists globally and satisfies

1+4 1+4

1050 = Dil s (1+07 575k, 0 <ol < 3]+ 1,
10%ul| < (1 + -t el e 0 < ja) < 2], (L10)

v, @)l z1en < 1.

The first two decay estimates in (i.e., the decay estimates on ||05(p — D|| with 0 < |a| < [5] + 1
and ||0%ul| with 0 < |a| < [3]) are optimal.

Forn>2,qge€l2,00), k>3+ [yl withy,,:=n(1/2-1/q), and A € (—#, 0), let (o, u) be the
solution to the nonlinear system (I3) corresponding to initial data (pg,ug) with small energy such
that ||(og — 1, up)| Lingls S €05 where g9 > 0 is a small constant only depending on n, g,k and the

constants vy, i, A in the system. Then (o — 1,u) € L™(0, +oc0; H [%]”‘) and satisfies

) (1.11)

1+ 1+
1030 = Dllze < (1 + =272k, 0 <ol <1,
1 1-1

lellzo < (140575,

where y1 4 = n(1 = 1/q). The decay estimates in (L1I) are optimal.

Corollary 1.2 Forn > 2, N > [5]+2 and A € (-1, 0), there exists a constant &y > 0 such that the
solution (p,u) of the nonlinear system (L3) corresponding to small initial data ||(po — 1, uo)|lpingy <
&g exists globally and satisfies

1-1

oG, x) = 1l s (1 + 157,
(e, 0l < (1+ 1)~ 50

The above decay estimates are optimal.

Forn>7, N > [%] + 2 and A = —1, there exists a constant gy > 0 such that the solution (p,u) of
the nonlinear system (I.3) corresponding to small initial data ||(po — 1, uo)||pingy < €0 exists globally
and satisfies

llotz, x) = 11l < e + )| 73,
et 0l < (1+ 1) [InCe + 7472

The above decay estimates are optimal.



The paper is organized as follows. We first leave the optimal decay estimates of the time-
dependent damped wave equations and the linearized system (2.4) into Appendix. In Section 2 we
formulate the optimal decay rates of the solutions with high-order derivatives up to [5]-th order for
the nonlinear system (L3) with A € (-2, 0). In Section 3, by developing a new approach combined
the Green function method with the time-weighted energy method, we further improve the optimal
decay rates of ||(v, u)|| for all A € (—1, 0). Finally, the critical case of A = —1 with optimal logarithmic

decays is considered in Section 4.

2 Green function method

In this section we apply the technical Fourier analysis and the Green function method to the study of
the asymptotic behavior of nonlinear system (L.3). We rewrite (I.3) as

v 0 =V-\ (v —u-Vv—wvV-u
£ S A el
and the solution can be expressed, by the Duhamel principle, as follows
v(t, x)\ (0, x) !
(u(t, x)) = G(1,0) (u(O, x)) + jo‘ G(t, $)Q(s, x)ds, 2.2)
where
_(Oi(s, %)\ _ (-u-Vv-—@vV - u _[Gus) G, s)
Q0 = (Qz(s, x)) g (—(u V- vav)’ Gt = (Gm(l, 9 G, s))‘

The Green matrix G(t, s) represents the evolution of the linear system starting from time s to ¢. It
should be noted that G(¢, s) # G(t — s,0) since the time-asymptotically growing damping (l-/:_t)l on
(s, 1) is completely different from the damping on (0, ¢ — s). Moreover, there is no explicit (matrix
exponential type) expression of the Green matrix G(t, s) due to the time-dependent coefficient b(¢). In
fact, the abstract expression of G(z, s) based on the Peano-Baker formula (see Proposition A.3 in [39]
for example) is

bl ¢ | T 1
Glt,) =1+ ) f A, ) f Altr, &)+ f At E)di - - dirdy,
k=1 N N S
with the non-commutative (A(t, £)A(s, &) # A(s, £)A(L, €) for general s # £) matrix

0 —ieT
ﬂ(t,é:) = _ltf __H 1 ’
(l+t)’1 nxn
where (-)T is the transpose of a vector. The exact time decay estimates of G(t, s) are shown in Theorem
B.2lin Appendix, where we write the Green function of time and space G(t, s; x, £) as G(t, s) for the
sake of simplicity. Here and hereafter, in order to emphasize the effect of time ¢ for a given function
v(t, x), we often simply write v(¢) instead of v(¢, x) if there is no confusion.



The linearized system of (I.3) (or @2.1)) is

0v+V-u=0,
H _
o+ Vv + (1+t)/1u—0, (2.3)
V=0 = vo(x),  ul=0 = uo(x).
Letu := A™'V-uand w := A~ 'curl u (with (curl u)’}‘. = 6xjuk - Bxkuj foru = (u',...,u")), see [33]

for example, where the pseudo differential operator A is defined by A%y := .Z~1(|&*D(€)) for s € R.
Then the linearized system (2.3)) is equivalent to

0;v+ Au =0,
o — Av + %uzo,
AR (2.4)
ow+—w=0,
1+t

V=0 = vo(x), uli=0 = up(x), Wwl=o = wo(x),

where ug(x) = A7'V - ug(x) and wo(x) = A~ lcurl up(x). We note that the estimates on (v,u) are
equivalent to the estimates on (v, u, w). From the equation (2.4))3, the vorticity w(z, x) of the linearized
system decays to zero super-exponentially (as wo(x)e‘“(“’)l_'l/ (-1 with A € [-1,0)), which is faster
than any algebraical decays. So we only consider the first two equations of (2.4)).
In order to formulate the optimal decay rates of the linearized system (2.4), we consider the
following two kinds of wave equations with time-dependent damping
0, xeR"Y

Btzv - Av+ —ﬂatv =
(1+1) (2.5)
V=0 = vi(x), 0vli=0 = v2(x),

and

a+0"
ul=o = ur(x),  Oul=o = u(x),

{at%t ~Mut a2 —u)=0, xer’,
(2.6)
which are satisfied by the solutions v(z, x) and u(z, x) of (2.4) respectively.

We show that the optimal decay rate of u(z, x) in the damped wave equation (2.6) is faster than
the optimal decay rate of v(z, x) in the wave equation (2.3)), and further we prove that u(z, x) in the
damped linear system (2.4) decays optimally faster than all the damped wave equations (2.3) and
2.6). Therefore, there are cancellations between the evolution of initial data if we regard u(z, x) in
the linear system (2.4]) as a solution of the wave equation ([2.6) with initial data u;(x) = up(x) and
uz(x) = Avo(x) — pup(x).

The optimal decay estimates of the time-dependent damped linearized system (2.4)), together with
the optimal decays of the wave equations (2.3) and (2.6)), are proved in Appendix (Theorem [A. ] and
Theorem by means of the technical Fourier analysis.

Compared with the under-damping case A € [0, 1) in [15], here the over-damping case A € [-1,0)
gives rise to two main difficulties in the decay estimates of the nonlinear system:



+4

(1) [0Vl decays slowly since [|G11(t, 0)voll = (1 + t)‘lT” for 4 € (-1,0) and ||G11(¢, 0)vgl| =~
|In(e + £)|"% for A = —1. One should be careful in calculating the estimates on fot G(t, s)Q(s)ds.
(i1) The high-order energy estimates on IIOEC"/ 243y, w)|| are deduced through energy method, but

a&n/2]+3

the estimate on || V|| needs the estimate

f b2y (r) - VoA 2y p),

where the over-damping coefficient b(r) = = u(l + A for A € [-1,0) is growing and causes

_H
(1+1)4
trouble for A near —1.

2.1 High-order energy estimates with over-damping

For the closure of the decay estimates of nonlinear system (L3)), we need to formulate high-order

energy estimates. Note that the over-damping coefficient b(¢) = is growing for 4 € [-1,0).

K
(1+0)1

Lemma 2.1 Let (vo,ug) € H'Z with k > 2, and (v,u)(x, 1) be the solutions of the nonlinear
system (L3) for t € [0, T] with a positive number T, and satisfy

1
00, 4O 312 < G075 @.7)
where 6y > 0 is a small number. Then it holds

!
1
2 2 2 2
0 I 0+ fo (—b(S)IIVv(s)IIH[%H_I + b(s)llu(s)IIH[%Hk)ds S 100,40l g,.00 1€10.7). (2.8)

Proof. The case of time-independent damping (i.e. 4 = 0) is proved in [34], and the under-damping
case 4 € (0,1) is proved in [15]. But, different from the previous studies, for the over-damping
case with 4 € [—1,0), here the main difficulty lies in the absence of uniform upper bound of the
over-damping coefficient. We divide the proof into four steps.

Step 1. For 0 < j < [5] + k- 1, we have

d . . .
0L P + bOIGsuI? < 10wl e - U0E VP + 110521, (2.9)

This can be proved by applying 8{; to (I.3) and then multiplying the resultant equations by ai(v, u),
summing them up and integrating it with respect to x over R”. Here we omit the details.

Step 2. By applying 8{;“ to (L3) with O < j < [5]+k— 1, and multiplying the resultant equations
by afl(v, u), and summing them up and integrating it over R, we have

d . . . .
N0 I+ OO wl? S 10wl e - A0E VP + 1107 ). (2.10)
Step 3. For 0 < j < [5] + k — 1, we can obtain

= f Vo105 VP < bl IHIBL wlPHIW, w1 (10 P +HIOE ). (2.11)

n
2
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In fact, this can be proved by applying Bi to (I3), and multiplying it by aiﬂv (specifically, Vaf;v),
utilizing (I.3); to dealing with the mixed space-time derivative term f 0lou - ﬁflv, that is,

1682902 + f 8,(0u) - V&lv + f b()du - Vil = f 8.0, - Volv,

f 8,(0%u) - Vﬁjv—j fafu vafv+faf'(v-u)-a,a{;v

=— fafu Voly — 105V - w)|I? + fa{c(v u)-8.0.

and

Applying Cauchy’s inequality to (2.11)), we then arrive at
d . : . . . .
v f Foaw - VO + 1105 VP < ANl + 105l + 1w, )l yegren - 0L P + 105 wl). (2.12)

Next, we multiply (2.12)) by ﬁ, for0 < j<[5]+k~—1,tohave

—— .V J - nalt 2
dt( 0 fﬁxu dlv) + PO

b’ (D) ; ; i el i+l 2 e
< 20 f|3xu VO] + b@)llosull” + 0 )||(9 ul* + 0] )||(V W s - (10 VI + 110y ull™)
1 ; ; 1 . .
a]‘*’l 2 bOIO’. 2, - 8]‘*'1 (e - a]‘*’l 2 a]‘*’l 2 ,
Nglb(t)” v VT + bOI0ull” + b(t)” P + ()||(V S| rai - (10 VI + 110y ull)

where £; > 0 is a small number. Therefore, for 0 < j < [%] + k-1, we have

J Jj+1
dr b(t)f VOV l?()”a F

<bOl%ull* + b()naf“ ul* + ()n(v )| g - (1057 VP + 1107 ). (2.13)

Step 4. Multiplying (2.13) by a small number &, > 0, summing it up with (2.9) and 2.10), we
have

[n/2]+k—-1

d 2 J J 2 2
OB 4 b()fau Vo, ) b()IIVVII et T OOy <0,

2

« T 5(82

provided with the a priori assumption (2.7). Let us choose &, > 0 to be small such that

| [n/2]+k 1
& f 6] u- Vaj
jzo b0)

then we obtain (2.8). The proof is completed. i

1
< 5o, ) [P

2

11



The most tricky part lies in the treatment of b(t)llaiull . ||6f;+1v|| in 2.11), where ||(9f1v||2 is the
only good term, therefore bz(t)||(9{;u||2 arises (if Cauchy’s inequality is applied) and grows faster than
b(t)ll(?f;ull2 in 2.9). This is the reason of the a priori assumption (2.7). We can prove that 2.7) is
satisfied for A near zero. However, the decay estimates required in (2.7)) are not true for A € [—1,0)
near —1, especially for the case A = —1. In fact,

105G 112, 0)voll ~ |In(e + HITEE, for A= 1,

and the decay condition ||[v(#)||gin21+2 < do(1 + 9~ in @Z.7) is not valid.

We can relax the decay condition of high-order estimates in (2.7) to a wider range of A. The
crucial point is to avoid the decay conditions of ||v(¢)||gw2+2. For application, we prove the following
inequality which can be regarded as a generalized Gronwall’s inequality with relaxation.

Lemma 2.2 (Gronwall’s inequality with relaxation) Assume that w(t), g(t), and H(t) are non-
negative functions, C, > C; > 0, 8 € (0, 1), n > 0, all are constants, and F (t) satisfies (note that F(t)
is not necessarily nonnegative)

ClH(t)—g(t) < F(t) < CoH(t) + g(0), (2.14)

and the following differential inequality

%F(r) +nF@t) < wH (1) + g(t), Vt>0, (2.15)

then
F(t) < max{F(0), stlop)((w(s)/n)m +g(s)(1 + 1/m)}. (2.16)

and
H(t) < max{F(0), sup ((w(s)/m)T7 + g(s)(1 + 1/m)}. (2.17)

5€(0,1)

Furthermore, if w(t) and g(t) are monotonically decreasing, then
_n; 1 L 1 _ny 1 L t 1 t
F(t) s F(0)e™ 2" + (mwl 7(0) + (1 + E)g(O))e 8" + le 9(5) + (1 + E)g(i) (2.18)

and

1

1 1 1 1 1 1
H()) < FO)e™#" + ( B0+ (14 )gO)e mwm(é) +(1+ E)g(é). (2.19)

— W
n1/(1-9)

Proof. We may assume that C; = % C,=2,and 0 = % Other situation follows similarly. For any

t > 0,if F(z) > F(0), then two cases happen: (i) F(f) = supy ) F(s), such that F’(¢) > 0; (ii) there
exists a number s € (0, 7), such that F’(s) = 0 and F(s) > F(¢). In both cases, we can find a number
s € (0,1], such that F’(s) > 0 and F(s) > F(t). Therefore, according to the differential inequality

@.13), we have

NF(s) < w(s)H2(s) + g(s) < %w%s) + 2H<s> +g(s) < %wz(s) + %UF(S) + (% + 1)g(1),
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which implies
F(t) < F(s) S @(5)/17° + g(s)(1 + 1/m).
This immediately guarantees (2.16). On the other hand, (2.14]) implies

H({t) < F(t) + g(1).

This together with (2.16) proves 2.17).
If w(r) and g(¢) are monotonically decreasing, then according to (2.15)) and Young’s inequality

%F(r) +nF(t) < w®OH (1) + g(1)

C
1/(1-6) 1
< —2(C1n)9/(1‘9>w (n+ 5 nH() + g(t)

_ 1 n
<— WY 4 —pF @) + (£ + Dg(f
< s 0+ 30 + G e,

we have
d 1y _ d n
() = ¢t (EF(t) + EF(t))

< o3 w"0-0(p) + (g + D)

2(Cym)?/1-0)
< (W10 0) + g(1)),

where we have slightly abused the notion “<” such that the inequality depends on 7 and 6 and the
dependence is clear. Integrating it with respect to ¢ over (0, t) gives

!
F@® < F(O)e_%t + f e_%(t_“')(wl/(l_e)(s) + g(s))ds
0

1

s !
< F(O)e‘gt + fz e_ft(wl/(l_e)(O) + g(O))ds + f e‘g(t_‘v)((wl/(l_e)(ﬁ) + g(i))ds
0 i 2 2

2

< FOe 4 (01100) + g@)e ¥ + 01 10) + 8(35),

since te~i' < e~¥!. Thus, (2.18) and are immediately obtained. The proof is completed. m|

We modify the high-order estimates Lemma [2.1] such that |[v(?)]] o does not necessarily decay
as fast as ﬁ. The key ingredient is to avoid the estimate on ||v(¢#)|| such that Step 1 in the proof of
Lemma[2.Tlis excluded.

Lemma 2.3 Let (v, ug) € HZ with k > 2, and let (v, u)(x, t) be the solutions of the nonlinear
system (L3) for t € [0, T] with a positive number T, and satisfy

10wl g1z < G0, MOl igroccr < 60%, t 0,71, (2.20)

where 6y > 0 is a small number and w(t) is a nonnegative decreasing function. Then it holds

VO I 13t S IV00. 80P 14, + 65 - 0%(1/2), 1 €10.T]. (221)
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Proof. According to the estimates (2.10) and (2.11)) in Step 2 and Step 3 of the proof of Lemma 2.1
for0 < j<[5]+k—1, wehave

d . .
Ené‘i“(v,u)n2 + b0 ull? < N, wllig1ea - 1077 P, (2.22)
and J
= f &u -V + 105 VP < bl - 107 vIl + 107 (2.23)

where we have used the a priori assumption (2.20) such that ||(v(?), u(2))|| 412 < 00 with a small 6.
Multiplying (2.23)) by a small number &; (only depending on the dimension #) such that

(i o] < Lo ~
5 f [0 - Vo] < 3104 VP + 10l

and making addition of &;-@2.23)+(2.22)), then we have
=2

E(||a§“(v,u)||2 + & f O - Vo) + bO0L ul + Ell0 P + 5 f &lu - vdly
) ) g2 ) ) ) )
<& b()|O%ul| - 11677 V)| + 71 f dlu - VoL + Sollol VP + 8,107 ul?
=3
. . . £ . . .
<E @Ol - 1167 V)| + 82811107 VIP + é—;naiunZ + 8ol VIR + &1160 ), (2.24)

where &, > 0 is another small number (only dependent on n) such that 5251||a{;“v||2 is dominated by
%élllaflvllz. Noticing that b(¢) is growing, & can be chosen small enough, and ¢ is small, too, we

rewrite (2.24) into

) ) ) = ) = ) g2 ) )
%(nai“(v, wIF + & f - Vo) + ZI0L ulP + S0l P + 2 f O - Vv
. ) 23
< &bl - 1107 I+ L1160l
&)
< bN0%ull - 10 (v, w)ll + 165ul?. (2.25)
Let

F@) = 100" v, w)l? + & f A -V, H@) =10 mwlP,  g() = 105ul?,

then !
SH(® = 8(1) < F(t) < 2H(1) + 8(0).

and

%F(t) " %F(t) < SowOH (1) + g(0),

with dpw(t) = b(t)ll(?{;ull decreasing, provided the a priori assumption (2.20). Applying the generalized
Gronwall’s inequality with relaxation in Lemma[2.2] we have
iy

H(D) = 10" ()P 5 FO)e™ + (55°(0) + g(0))e™ ' + 570(1/2) + 8(1/2).

The proof is completed. O
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2.2 Optimal L? decay estimates

We start with the optimal L'-L? decay estimates of the nonlinear system (L3 for the over-damping
case of 1 € [-1,0).

Lemma 2.4 For A € [-1,0)andt > s > Ty (Ty = 0 is a universal constant only depending on
the constants A and ), then there hold

103G11(2, )N < TG, ) - (llgllL, + 10 gI1™),
103G12(t, )N < (1 + ) - T 1 ) - (lglls, + 11011,
103Ga21(2, )N < (1 + DT -T2 1 sy - (gl + 101",

1 . N
10562201, 99l < (1) TH00e, ) - (I, + 104111 (2.26)
Furthermore,
103Gaa(t, )N S+ DA + )T - TTH2, 5) - (gl + 107 oI, (2.27)
o L+t _nypy
185621, )00l () - T, 5)

1
Ty O 9) - Gl + 181", (2.28)

where k > 2 can be chosen arbitrarily large and C, > 0 is a constant depending on k.

A1+ 9™ T2, 5) +

Proof. These estimates are simple conclusions of Theorem [B.2in Appendix. O

Lemma 2.5 For >0,y >0, and A € (—1,0), there holds

t (1 + )~ mint 34, max{14p, v} > 1,
f T2(1,5) - (1 + $)ds < (1 + 1)~ ™58 L In(e + ), max{1$18,v} = 1, (2.29)
’ (1 + 1) v 2B+, max{348,y} < 1.

Proof. This can be proved by dividing the interval of integration into (0, %) and (%, 2). For details, see
the first part of our series of studies [[15](Lemma 4.2) for example. O

We are now going to prove the optimal L'-L? decay rates in Theorem [T for the nonlinear system
(L.3).

Proof of Theorem The outline of proof is similar to that of the under-damping case A € [0, 1)
in Theorem 1.3 as we show in [[15]]. But the details are totally different.

Suppose that the local solution (v, u) exists for ¢ € (0, T). Since we are concerned with the large
time behavior, we may assume that the constant Ty = 0 in Lemma[2.4]l Denote the weighted energy
function by

1+4 1+4 1+4 1+1
E,:=sup { > (4 ErEllgn N (14l Dt gy,
1€(0.0)  <laj<[n/2]+1 0<lal<[n/2]
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Hntwg L+
(L + )" l0%ul|, Z (L+ )= "o,

lo|=[n/2]+1 lo|=[n/2]+2
1+2
(L+pF e, > ot wll,
l|=[n/2]+2 l|=[n/2]+3

where w2141, Win/21+2, and Op, 2142 are constants depending on n and A, and 7 € (0,7). We claim

that under the smallness of the initial data: ||(vg, ug)|| [ipplis < €0, there holds

En(i) < 605 er (Oa T)5 (2'30)

where gy > 0 and dp > 0 are some small numbers to be determined later.

The global existence and the a priori assumption are proved through the following three
steps. For the sake of simplicity, we take the case n = 3 for example. Other cases with n > 2 follow
similarly.

Step I: Basic energy decay estimates.

According to the Duhamel principle (2.2) and the decay estimates of the Green matrix G(z, s) in
Lemma2.4] we have

vl S||Q11(t,0)vo||+||Q12(t,0)u0||+j(; ||Q11(I,S)Q1(S)||ds+f0 IG12(2, $)O2(9)llds
<eo(1+07 " + fo r2(t,5) - (1Q1 I, + 101" )ds
+ fo 1+ 9 TE @ 5) - (102, + Q25N

—Ldy, 2 ' z —Led,
Seo(l+16)" 7"+ E; (D) 2, s)-(1+s) 2" 'ds
0

1+4

!
B f (1+ - T, 5) - (1 + 5)7 7" ds
0
<eo(l + 075 £ E2(0(1 + 15,

where we have used Lemma [2.3] (note that %n + % —A>1foralln >2and A € (-1,0)) and the

following decay estimates on ||Q(s)|[;1 and ||Q(s)|| (here and after, we use D/ := 9’ and we may also
write u as u for simplicity):

_Lea,
1Q1(9ll < 1DVl + vDull < lulllDVI] + [MIIDull € Ex(s)(1+ 5)~ 7"

1+4

_ld, 144
1Q2(9)ll < lluDullys + VDVl < llullllDull + IMIIDVI S En(s)(1 + 5)7 7"

+

For n = 3, we have

1 1 1+1 1
lu(s)lle < 1Dull2|D?ul]? < En(s)(1 + )~ 5 "7201%02),

1 1 1+1 3
V(e < IDVIZIDMVIZ < En(s)(1 + 5)~ 7 =20+

1 1 1+1 1
IDu(s)lo < IID?ull?||D?ull? < En(s)(1 + 5)~ & "7 3(@2tws),
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IDV(s)l| < IDPVIZIID3VI|Z S Ep(s)(1 + 5)~ 5 n2(144+03),
ID2u(s)ll < D ull2ID*ull? < En(s)(1 + s)" 5 77293,

ID*v(s)ll < IDVIEIDYIZ < En(s)(1 + 5)7 % 720,

and
_led, ded_ 1
101 ()l < luDv]| + vDull < |lllz=IDV]| + Wl |1Dull < E2(s)(1 + s)~ 2 "2 —2(lFe2)
_4d, 5
102()l < lluDul| + VDV < lfullp=|1Dul| + [Vl ||DVI| $ E2(s)(1 + 5) 2 "3+,
IDQ1 ()|l < |IDuDV|| + [luDV]] + IvD*ull < EX(s)(1 + s)~ 3",
IDQ,(s)I| < |luD*ull + \DuDul| + [WD|| + |[DvDvl| < EX(s)(1 + 5)™ 7 "0,
where
. 1+A4 03 1 3
011 = I+ —+ =, 14+A+=(1+w2), 1+ =1+
1 mln{ > > >+ W) T+ 2( )}

. 1 1 3 65
61> :mln{w2 to @) I+ @y +w3) L+ 2+ 2+ ). 1+ 2+ 5}.

Using the above estimates, we have
IDVOIl SIDG 11 (2, O)voll + IDG 12, Ol + fo DGt 901 ()lds + fo DGt H0x()ds
seo(l+1) 50 4 fo T 5) - (101 + IDQ1 (5
+ fo 4+ 90T (105l + IDQa(s))ds

t
1+4 1+4 n 1+1 :
Seo(1+1) 7" +E5(z)f T3, 5) - (1 + )" 2 nmintlonl g
0

t
* Bl f (1+ 5y - TH2(2,5) - (1+5) 75" F ds
0
Sgo(l + t)_¥n_% + Erzz(t)(l + t)_¥n_%’
provided that %n + min{1, 6} > 1. Similarly, we also have

ID*v(0)l| <IID*G11(t, 0ol + ID*Gra(t, O)uol| + fo ID*G11(2, )01 (s)llds + fo D2 G12(t, )Qa(s)llds
<eo(1+ 1)~ 50+ fo T2, 5) - (1Q1(5)ll + ID* Q1 (s)l)dss
+ fo (1+ sy -T2, 5) - (102(5)ll1 + ID?Qa(s)I)ds

1+4 ! n 144 :
<eo(1 + 070 4 B2 f [2%2(t,5) - (1 + )7 2 mminilol g
0
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t
+E5(z)f(1+s)1-r%+3(z, $) - (L4 )7 Fnmmint o2l g
0

<eo(1 + 1) 504D 4 g2y 4 gy~ 3 in (4,

provided that
1;1,1 +min{l, 6} > 1, lgﬂn +min{l, 6} > %n (1+2), 231)
1;1,1 + min{-34 L gt —A>1, lgﬂn + min{-34 Ld gy — A > %n +(1+2), '

where we have also used the following estimates
ID*Q1 ()| < DIl + |IDuDVl| + IDvDull + IIWD*ull < E2(s)(1 + )~ 3"~
ID? Qa(9)Il < lluD>ull + |1DuD?ull + WDV + IDvDl| < E2(s)(1 + 8)” 7",
with
! 1 1 3
621 = mln{z(l +w) + 63, 1+ At S(wr + w3), 1+ (1 + A+ 63) w3+ 7(1 + D),
1 1 3 1
0y = rnin{z(l twp) +ws,w + S (@2 +w3). 05+ Z(1+ D, 1+ 2+ (1 + 4+ w3)}.

The decay estimates on ||0%V|| for 0 < |a| < [%] + 1 are based on the optimal decay estimates on
109G 11(2, s)|| and 102G 12(2, 5)I| in (2.26). However, the estimates on [|[0YG2; (2, s)|| and [|0TG2(t, $)|| in
are insufficient for the optimal decay estimates on [[05u|| for O < |a| < [5]. In fact, we use the
optimal decay estimates in ([2.27]) to show the decay estimates on |[0%u|| for 0 < |a| < [%] in a similar
way as [[0%v]| for 1 < |o| < [%] + 1. One can check that the condition on the estimate of ||(9’;u|| for
0 < k < [5] is equivalent to the condition on the estimate of ||8’;+1v||. For example,

(Il <11Ga1 (2, 0)voll + 1G22, Ouoll + fo G212, )01 (s)llds + fo 1G22(t, $)Qa()ds
seo(l+ 1) 5" ¢ fo 1+ 0T, 5) - (11N}, + IDO1(9)IMds

+ fo 1+ D1+ ' TT2(1,5) - (1029, + IDQa ()" )ds

1-1

t
Seo(l+07 "7 + E)D) f (L+ 0 TE e s) - (14975 ds

1+4 1+4

+E3(t)f(1”)ﬁ(1+s)” T34z, 5)- (1 + ) 703 ds
0

_Mn_ﬂ 2 —Mn—u
Seo(l+86)"#"2 +E, O+~ +" 2,

Further, we use the decay estimates in (2.28) to show the decay estimates on ||0%u|| for [%] +1<
la| < [5]1+2 since the regularity required in (2.28) is one-order lower than that in (2.27). We note that
in this case the condition on the estimate of ||8’;u|| for [3]+1 < k < [5] + 2 is similar to the condition
on the estimate of ||6’;v||. We have

ID3Q1(s)I| < [uD*V]| + |1DuDV|| + | D*uD|| + |DvD3ull + |vD*ull < EX(s)(1 + 5)~ % "~01,
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ID*Qa(9)Il 5 lluD*ull + - - - + [D>uD?ull + |[vD*VI| + - - - + |D*D|| 5 EX(s)(1 + 5)” "%,

with

+A4 1+2 0
n+6;, —n+1+ >

8 2’
14 1 3
1 ne 501+ A4 65) + w3, 201+ D),

(1 1
031 = mln{z(l +wp). 3

1 1 1+24 1+2
63 = min{z(l +w2),§(w2 + w;3) + n+w3,Tn+ 1+ %,

1 1+A4
n+§(1+/1+93)+93, il

3 1 9
21+, al 3

n+1+/1+—}.
2

Therefore, we arrive at

ID*u()ll <IID*Ga1(t, O)voll + ID*Goa (2, O)ugl| + fo ID?Ga1(t, $)Q1(s)llds + fo ID*Gan(t, $)0a(s)llds
<eo(1 + 1)~ F -+l f (L+ ' -T2, 5) - (101l + ID* Q1 (s)I)ds
0

L+t oy 1 )
+j; (1 " S) T3z, 5) - ((1 + 524 T2, 5) + T + C I (¢, s))
(10201 + ID*Qa(s)IDds

i,
<go(1+1) a1

!
+ Ex(D) f (1 + 00 -TE3(1, 5) - (1 + 5y~ 3 - mintlo g
0

T 14+t _a 1
2 ) 21 12 K
'|'E‘n(l‘)‘f0 (m) -2 (t, S)((l +S) - (t, S)+ m +CKF (t, S))
. (1 + s)—%n—min{%,é)zz}ds
<eo(l + 1) 59 4 EX(p)(1 + 1) 5 ez,
provided that

+ wy,

%n
2 sty (2.32)

1J2rﬂn+m1n{1 =
== n+rn1n{1” 0y} >

Furthermore, we similarly have

1D u(t)l| SID?Gai(t, 0)voll + 1D Goa (2, Ouso | + fo DG (t, 5)01(s)llds + fo ID3Go(t, 5)0a(s)llds

<8O(1 + t) 4 n—§(1+/1)+/1

+ fo (L+ 0% -T2, 9) - (1Q1(8)ll + D> Q1 (s)I)ds

Ll+i\A 1 .
+f0(1+s) -T2 3(;,s).((1+s)2z.r2(t,s)+m+ckr (t,s))
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-(I1Q2(s)llr + ID* Qa(s)lDdss

<8()(1 +t) —n——(1+/l)+/l

+E3(z)f(1+z)ﬂ L1, 5) - (14 5)7 M0t g

+ E2(1) f T8 5) - ((1+ 97Tt 9) + + C I, 5))

[EESPNES IES
(1 +8) min{ 52+ 58, S nt03) g o

1
(1 + syt

senll+0)7 5700 4 B0 407 0

provided that
21+ -2 ws,

1+’ln+031 A= 1+/ln+(,l)3, (2.33)

1”n+6? ILﬂn—i—a)

Hence, the estimate on ||D3v|| is

mfwmﬂw@u@mmwwﬁgmuww+1ND@u@w@uwu+iﬂm@um@&uwu

<eo(1 + 1) 730D

ﬂﬁﬁﬁ@@n@mmywmgmmw

+fa+wm%%nm@mm+w@mmw
<ol + 1) F 30D

1+4

+ Eﬁ(z)f T33(t, 5) - (1 4 5)” minta e LA netsn) g g

+4 1+4

+E2(t)f(1 +s)/1 F2+4(t S) (1 +s)—m1n Tn T,Tln+932}ds
Seo(1 + t)_T” % 1 E2((1 + [)_T” 03

under the condition

3(L+2) 2 65,
Bn 405 + B2 +3) - 1> Hdn+ 65, (2.34)
1+/1

2n+63p—41>1.

1J3r/1’ w3 = 1+/1 3 and Wy = 1+/1n+ 1+/1

for the case n = 3. We note that the restriction on ws is (2.33)); such that w3 < B3 and Hp + 032 is

Combining the above conditions together, we fix 83 =

the decay rate of D3 Q5 (s)|l, where the worst term (decaying slowest) is [lvD*v|| restrlcted by [[Vl|ze.
For general dimension n, we have

D120, ()]l VDB v(s)l| < Wil - En(s)
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{HD[%Jvn% IDUEHY|T - Ey(s), for odd n,

IDB=1y|7 - DB L7 - B, (s), for even n,
R (1 9 L (1 gy i for odd 7,
LB - (14 9 Fr @D (1 @) forevenn,

1+1 1+1

~E2(s)-(1+s) 23",

Therefore, it suffices to take wyz.2 = uﬂn for general dimension of n. The condition @2.31));,
which is necessary for the optimal decay of D%, is 15171 + w3 + =5 1” -3 > 1forn = 3, and is

lyn + IZ’ln + IZ’ln > 1 for general n > 2. Thatis, (1 + )n > 1, Wthh is equivalent to A € (——,O).

The condition A € (—ﬁ, 0) is stronger than A € (—u 0).

Step 2: High-order energy estimates.

We note that the condition (2.7) in Lemma[2.Tlunder the a priori assumption 2.30Q) is 1”71 > =,
which is true for A € (=-17,0) and is false for A € (=1, —;23). Fortunately, the condition @.20) in

Lemma[2.3] under the a priori assumption (2.30)) is

1+24 .(1+4 . (1+4 1+4 1+4
n+m1n{T—/l,w[,,/2]+2}=mln{ 1 n+ > b n} -A,
which is true for all 1 € (=25, 0). Therefore, we can apply the high-order energy estimates of Lemma
R2.21]to get
IV 4100 S V00,00 ., + 550°(0), (2.35)

where oqw(t) = (1 + t)_%”” decays to zero.
Step 3: Closure of the a priori estimate (2.30).
We now combine the above estimates and choose gy > 0 and ¢¢ > 0 to be sufficiently small such
that
C(eg + 58 + dpw(t)) < dy,

where C > 0 is a universal constant. It suffices to choose Cdy < 1/4, and Cgy = d¢/2, and to consider
the problem starting form #y such that Cw(fg) < 1/4 since w(¢) decays to zero. We see that the a priori
estimate (2.30) holds for all the time 7 € (0, +c0).

Finally, we show that those estimates ([|0%v]| with O < |e| < [5] + 1 and [|0{u|| with O < |a| < [F])
are optimal. We take the estimate on ||v|| for example. According to the optimal decay estimates in
Lemma [2.4] and the energy estimates in Step 1 before, we choose the initial data (v, ) such that
|G 11(t, 0)vgl| decays optimally, then we have

VIl 2 IG11(2, 0)voll = [IG12(2, O)uyl| —j(: IG11(2, $)O1(s)llds —j(: IG12(2, $)O2(s)llds,

where [|G12(7, O)uol| decays faster than [|G11(z, 0)voll, and fot G112, s)Ql(s)IIds+f0t G 12(2, $)Q2(s)lld s
decays no slower than ||G;(¢, 0)vgl|. We note that Q,(¢, x) and Q»(t, x) are quadratic, and we rescale

the initial data as (e1vg, e1ug) with £; > 0 sufficiently small such that neither fot 1G11(t, s)O1(s)||ds
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nor fot 1G12(t, $)O2(s)|lds is comparable with ||G11 (¢, 0)vo|l. In fact, according to the proof in Step 1,
we have
_ L+l
IG11 (2, 0)e1voll = eo(1 +1)” 7+ ",

and

! !
fo IG11(t, Q1 (s)llds + fo IG12(t $)02(9)llds < EX6)(1+ D)™ 5" 21+ 5" <21+ ",

even though they are nonlinear. Therefore, ||v(¢)|| decays in the same order as ||G11(¢, 0)vg||. The proof
is completed. O
2.3 Optimal L7 decay estimates

We now turn to the L!-L¢ decay estimates of the nonlinear system (L.3)).
Lemma 2.6 Forq € [2,] and A € (—1,0), then

169G 111, )$(Ollze < T 0(t, 5) - (IlL, + 105> I,
162G 12(t, )P(Ollzs < (1 + sy - TV i ) - (gL, + 10 g,

182G (1, )P(Ollza 5 (1 + 1y - T @ gy (gL, + 10 g1,

1+¢

182G (t, )P < (I—H)” Tl 5y - (il + 10l g,

where yy 4 :=n(1 = 1/q), and w> 4 > y2 4 := n(1/2 — 1/q). Furthermore, it holds
1
102G (t, HP(Ollze <(1 + 1Y (1 + ) - T2 ) - gl + 8l 2,
1+1\2
17621, 3Ol () Tz, )

1 K al+1+w;
Ty G 9) - (gl + 100l

where k > 2 can be chosen arbitrarily large and C, > 0 is a constant depending on «.

A+ 2T 5) +

Proof. These estimates are conclusions of Theorem [B.2]in Appendix. O
We prove the optimal L7 decay estimates Theorem [[.2] of the nonlinear system (L.3).

Proof of Theorem Since A € (—-25,0) satisfies the condition in Theorem [T we see that the

n+2°

a priori assumption (2.30) in the proof of Theorem [L.1lis valid, which is based on the smallness of

the initial data ||(vg, uo)|| Lingles S &0 Here under the stronger condition ||(vg, &o)l| < gy, we

LinA 3
can enforce the decay estimates as follows. Denote the new weighted energy function by

1+4 1+1 1+4 1+4
Fy(f) := sup { Z (1+05 2 g, Z (1 + 1)@ 2 labe D=4 g0
1€(0)  <laj<[n/2]+1 0<lal<[n/2]
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Hntwg L+
(L + )" l0%ul|, Z (L+ )7 "o,

|v|=[n/2]+1 [n/2]+2<]al<[n/2]+k-1
1+2
(L+pE e, > e, wll,
[n/2]+2<lal<[n/2]+k-1 l|=[n/2]+k

where wyy and 6}, are constants depending on n and A. We claim that under the small initial data
condition ||(vg, u0)||leH[g1+k < &, there holds

Fy(f) < 60, Vi€(0,T), (2.36)

where g9 > 0 and &y > O are small constants to be determined.

We take, for example, the case n = 3 again. Note that forn = 3, y,, = 3(1/2 - 1/q) < 3/2 < 2.
We take k = 3 + [y24] = 4 and wy 4 = 2 > 4. We prove the estimate on [|0%v||zs with || = 1 in
(L.6). According to the Duhamel principle (2.2) and the L'-L¢ decay estimates of the Green matrix in
Lemmal[2.6l we have

IDv(D)l|a

SIIDgn(t,O)Volqu+||Dg1z(t,0)uollm+f IID§11(I,S)Q1(S)IIquS+f IDG12(1, $)Q2(5)lILads

1+1

Seo(1 + 1)~ Ena fl"y“’“(t $) - (1Q1()llr + ID™*>4 01 (s)ldss

+ fo (1+ syt T (1, 5) - (1Q2(3)lIt + IDF20 Qs (5))ds

1+1

t
144 A 144 .
Sgo(] + t)_%')’l,q_T + Fg(t)f l")’l,q+1(t’ S) . (1 + s)—%n—mln{l,é)ﬂ}ds
0

t
+ F2(1) f (1 + )t -TN0*2(1,5) - (1 4+ 5)” 3 minti ol g
1+4

Soo(1+ 1) 3™ F L F2((1 + 1) 307

with wy , = 2 > 4, provided that

1J”ln + min{1, 631} > %7 1%’1, 1J”ln +min{l, 631} > 1, (2.37)
15”71 + mln{”’l O3} — 1> Tyl,q + %, %n + mln{”’l O3} — 1> 1. ‘

Here, 1+’ln+931 and 1”n+032 are the decay rates of ID? Q1| and ||D? Q5 || under the a priori assumption
(2.36) (which is stronger than (2.30)) such that
ID*Q1 (Il s [uD*VIl + 1DUD> | + ID*uDvl| + [DvDull + IWD*ull < F2(s)(1 + 5y~ 2701,
ID*Qa(9)Il S [uD*ull + - + ID*uD?ull + WD + - + ID2WD]| < F2(s)(1 + 5)7 5770,
with

03 + 64
2 b

1 1
931 = min{i(l + a)z) + 94, E(wz + a)3) + 93, wy +
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1 3
S+ A+63) +ws, (L4 ) + wal,
(1 1 1
O3 = mln{z(l + wy) + Wy, E(wz + w3) + w3, Wy + §(w3 + wy),

3 1 1
71+ )+ 64,501 +/1+93)+93,1+/1+§(93+94)}.

Similar to the proof of Theorem [[Il where |[D?Q|| decays at the same rate as ||(v, u)||z~ since the
energy ID*(v, w)|| is only bounded, here ||D4Q|| decays at the same rate as ||(v, u)||z~ due to the bound-
edness of ||D°(v, u)|| and we take wy = 14L’ln. Then (2.37)) is equivalent to %n + %n + %n > 1,
that is, (1 + A)n > 1. The condition A > —-5 is stronger than (1 + )n > 1 for alln > 2.

The high-order energy estimate is similar to the Step 2 in the proof of Theorem [I.Il where the

restriction is the condition (2.20) in Lemma[2.3l Now it reads as

1+A4 1+2

+ { 1 } {1+/1 +1+/1 /11+/1}> 2
7 + min - A, _»1 = min n - A, nf > -4,
Win/2]+k-2 1 2 2
under the a priori assumption (2.36) with wy,2jk-2 = %n. It suffices to set A € (=25, 0). m]

3 Time-weighted iteration scheme

In this section we develop a new technique which is the artful combination of the time-weighted
energy method and Green function method to formulate the decay estimates of the over-damped
Euler equation. As shown in the above section, the Green function method is powerful in the optimal
decay estimates of the low-order energies but may have some troubles for the high-order energies.
Meanwhile, the classical weighted energy method is suitable for high-order energy estimates but the
decay rates are generally not optimal. Therefore, we combine these two methods together.

Denote as before b(r) = ﬁ with u > 0 and 4 € [-1,0), and

O1(t,x) =—-u-Vv—w@wvV - u, O (t,x) = —(u-VIu —wvVv.
We note that Q» is vector-valued, which should be written as Q,, but we slightly abuse the notion of

0O, for simplicity. We may also write u as u in the proof of this section for convenience. Rewrite the
nonlinear system into nonlinear wave equations

0%y — Av+ b(t) - 0y = 0,01 + b() - Q1 = V - 05, 3.1)

and
u — Au + 8,(b(t) -u) = 8,0, — V. (3.2)

3.1 Time-weighted energy estimates

The main idea of the time-weighted iteration scheme is to sacrifice the decay estimates of the low-

k
X

order energies (i.e., ||8{(9 (v,u)|| with j = 0,1 and k + j = m > 0) for better decay rates of high-order
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energies (i.e., ||8{8§(v, u)|| with j = 0,1 and k+ j = m + 1) in the time-weighted energy estimates, and
the optimal decay rates of the basic energy ||(v,u)|| are closed through the Green function method,
where those better decays of high-order energies are necessary.

We have the following time-weighted energy estimates for 4 € (-1, 0) (the critical case of A =
—1 will be treated separately in next section). Note that we replace the small negative constant in
the classical time-weighted energy method by a small positive constant §, such that the high-order
energies are decaying better but the estimates on the low-order energies are absent.

Lemma 3.1 For any nonnegative integer k, 1 € (—1,0), 6 € (0, Ly and || = k, there hold
d
- f E"(8,0%, V%, %) + f [(1 + 50180, + (1 + 0|V ]

< f (1+ 071 (0%)? + f 070,01 + b(t) - 01 = V- 02) - (1 + H'*™95,0% + py (1 + Y092,
(3.3)

and

% f E"(0,07u,VoSu,07u) + f [(1+ 010,05l + (1 + 1y~ |Votul’]

< f (1 + 072 9% 4 f 890,02 = VO1) - (1 + )799,0% + o (1 + £)™93%),  (3.4)
where uy > 0 and uy > 0 are constants and

EY(0,0%v, V0%, 3%) ~ (1 + (10,0 + [V + (1 + 1° (%),
E"“(8,0%u, V3%, 8%u) ~ (1 + 0)79(10,0% + |V8%ul*) + (1 + n7>1*°|8%)>.

Proof. Multiplying (3.I) by (1 + £)'**96,v + 1111 + H)**% with § € (0, 132) and p; > 0, we have
(similar to Proposition A.1 in Appendix A of [37])

d
- f [(1 + D510 + V) + 2u1(1 + 00w + (uib()(1 + D0 — (A + (1 + £y~ )?)

+ f [(=(1 + 2+ 8)(1 + DM + 2b(0)(1 + 0 — 201 (1 + M) 9
+ (=(1+ 2+ 6)(1 + " + 2011 + 1)) Vv

" f (A +6)(A +6 = Dy (1 + 072 = 9y b()(1 + 1y**O )2
-2 f @01 +b(1) - Q1 = V- 02) - (1 + D™ + i (1 + 1Y),

which can be simplified as

d
- f EY(0v,Vv,v) + f [(1+ D007 + Qui — (1 + A+ 6)(1 + )|V
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< f (1+6° 12+ f (0,01 +b(1)- 01 = V- 02) - (1 + )09 + i (1 + o),
where

E"(0;v,Vv,v)
= (1 + )00 + V) + 21 (1 + DM, + (i b(0)(1 + 0 — (A + S)r (1 + 0y 1)?

~ (1 + D072 + V) + (1 + 1%
Here we fix y; such that gy > 1+ 4+ 6 > 0.
Next, multiplying 3:2) by (1 + £)'=**%8,u + (1 + t)~*%u with § € (0, %) and u» > 0, we have
% f [(1 + D" 0(0,ul? + [Vul?) + 2ur(1 + £) ™ u - du
+ (uab(1 + D7 = (A + (1 + D™+ /(@) - (1401l
+ f [(=(1 = 2+ 6)(1 + )™ 1 2b()(1 + 1) — 205 (1 + 1))\ d,u)?
+(=(1 = A+ )1 + 07" 4 2ur(1 + 1)) Vu ]
+ f (=2 + 8) (=2 + 6 = Dup(1 + 1)™1072 — 3,(uab(£)(1 + £)™**0)
+ 20’ (O + 170 = 8,(0" ()1 + ') uf?

= 2[(8th —VOD - (1 +D"0u + (1 + )™ u).
We simplify the above equality as
%fEu(atu,Vu,u)_,_ f[(l +t)1_2’1+6|(9tu|2 + Q- (1= 2+ 0)1 +t)_ﬂ+5|Vu|2]
< [ =052+ 020 WP 4 (@102 =T (14004 a1 + 07w,
where

E"Qu, Vu,u) :=(1 + ) "010ul + |Vul?) + 2ux(1 + 1) u - du
+ (b1 + )™ — (A + (L + )™ 4+ (1) - (1 + )7 uf?
~(1 + 0" M00ul? + |Vul?) + (1 + )2 ul?.

We choose po > 0 such that gy > 1 — A + 6. Thus, the proof for the case of k£ = 0 is completed.
Differentiating 0%(3.1) and 6?(3.2)), and multiplying the resulting equations by (1 +1)!*4+99,6%v +

u1(1+099% and (1 + £)!7499,0% + p>(1 + £)~**° 3% respectively, we can prove (3.3) and (3.4) in

a similar procedure. The detail is omitted. O

Remark 3.1 Compared with the multiplier method developed by Todorova and Yordanov [37]

for the wave equation with variable coefficients (b(t) = ﬁ replaced by (lJrlIIW with a € (0, 1)) and
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the weighted energy method employed by Pan [29] for the wave equation with under-damping with
A € (0, 1), here for over-damping with A € [—1,0) we take the weights only dependent on time. The
reason is that for the over-damping case, the simple weights depending on time can take advantage
of the time-asymptotically growing over-damping, which turns out to be sufficient for the closure of
the decay estimates for all 1 € (—1,0).

Remark 3.2 The energy estimates (3.3) and (3.4) are deduced by rewriting both v and u as
solutions to time-dependent damped nonlinear wave equations. This differs from the approach in [29]
for under-damping case, where the estimates of u are formulated according to the equation (L3)),.
Here for the over-damping case we cannot apply the above procedure in [29] since the estimates on
||8’;u|| depends on at least one of ||8’;+1v|| and ||6’;+1u||, and other efforts should be made for the closure
of the weighted energy estimates.

We define the following time-weighted energy functions for N > [5]+2and 0 < k < N -1,

Oy (T) = s(lgp){z [(1+t)1+M f (10,0%v)* + Vo) (3.5)
te(0,T =k

1
+(1+n!7*° f (10,0%ul® + IVotuP) |}, (3.6)
and

Wit (T) := sgp){z | f ((1+ 010,00 + (1 + 1y |VoTP)
te(0,T lal=k

1
+ f [(1+z)1—“+5|atagu|2+(1+z)—ﬂ+5|vagu|2]]}2, (3.7)

which satisfies ‘PiH(t) > 1+ @iﬂ(t). We may assume that @y 1(T) > O (T) for all k£ > 1
and T. Otherwise, we can modify the definition of @, ;(7T"). The energy function @, (T) is defined
according to the time-weighted energy estimates in Lemma [3.1] but the decay estimates on ||v|| and
|lz]| are absent and insufficient for the closure of the energy estimates. Additionally, we define the
following weighted energy function

Wo(T) == sup {(1+0) T IMIl, (1 + 052 ). (3.8)

1€(0,T)

The energy estimates in Wo(7') will be closed through the Green function method instead of the time-
weighted energy method. There holds

N
l(vo, uo)ll v = Z D (0) + ¥o(0) = Dn(0) + Fo(0). (3.9)
k=1

According to Sobolev embedding theorem, we have

A+ 20 + 1+ 2 |Pulls < max Q) s Dy, 0<j<ln>3, (3.10)
1<k<[5]+2
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and
Led 6 JES I ESEY JEDEY) 148
T+ 274l + (A +D)2 7 % ullge + (A + )72 |0Vl + (1 + )72 |0 0| e
< max  Op(r) + Po(r) < ON@) + Pot), n=2. (3.11)

1<k<[51+2

We have the following iteration scheme based on Lemma [3.11

Lemma 3.2 (Time-weighted iteration scheme) For A € (—1,0) and 6 € (0, %), there holds
2 "2 2 ' -1-Hpis g2
D(1) + ; P1(s)ds <D(0) + ; (1+s)" 772 -Wo(s)ds
Tt
¢ [ @0+ 01- 701+ 9" 0 (1 4 5 s
0

+ f f (0,02 - VO - (1 + )" 8,u + (1 + s)"*u)ds. (3.12)
0

For any integer k > 1, there holds
! !
O (D) + f P2 (s5)ds < @7, (0) + f (1L+ ) P(s)ds
0 0

+ > f f 30,01 +b(s) - Q1 = V- 02) - (1 + )™ 8,0 + i (1 + )0 v)ds
0

lorl=k

+ Z fo f 8%;02 — VO1) - (1 + )199,0% + pr(1 + )0 0%)dss. (3.13)

lal=k
Proof. This is a simple conclusion of Lemma [3.1] with the notations @y (7), W(¢), and Wy (z) defined
by 3.5), 3.7), and B.8). O
3.2 A priori estimates involving inhomogeneous terms

We estimate the inhomogeneous terms in the inequalities (3.3) and (3.4) in Lemma 3.1l We first
consider the case of k£ = 0 and in order to extend the proof to a general case of k > 0 we should avoid
directly using the energy estimates of the second order derivatives (such as ||0,Vv||) in @.(¢), since
that would be (k + 2)-th order derivatives for general k > 0 and cause trouble in the closure of the
weighted energy estimates.

Lemma 3.3 There holds, for A € (—1,0) and 6 € (0, %), that

f (0,01 +b(t)- 01 = V- 02) - (1 + 03w + 1 (1 + 1))

+ f(é,Qz — VQI) . ((1 + t)l_/l‘*'lsatu +/12(1 + t)—/l+6u)

< O,J1(1) + (Wo(t) + Dy (8)) - WA(1) + Dy () - P20 - (1 + 7',
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provided that |||~ < y—ll (which is valid under the a priori assumption ®y(t) + Yo(r) < dp with a
small constant 6qy), where
J1(@0) < IVl - D).

Proof. The estimates of the two integrals are separated into two steps.
Step 1. We first estimate the term involving b(r) - O as follows

fb(z) 01 - (A + D9y + 1y (1 + £y0)

< f (- Vol + IV - al) - ((1 401 *900,0] + (1 -+ 1)

< f (IVallzs - vl + 119V - fael) - (1 + 018,01 + (1 + 1))
scDN(t)(l+t)—‘+*5(1+t)1+5f|v||a,v|+cb,v(t)(1+t)—‘+”(1+t)5fv2

+c1>N(t)(1+t)-“—§”(1+t)1+5f|u||a,v|+c1>N(t)(1+t)-“—§”(1+t)5f|u||v|

< ONO(+ 0221+ 0 () + 077 - Wo()(1 + 1)~ 5"
+DNOA+07 T (1 + 00 WO + 1) "
_Lelso 1+6 s _Led, 1
+ DN+ T+ 0 ()1 + 1) - P(r)(1 + 1) 52
_Lrjes P —Lrd, 1-a -y
+ DN+ 2 (1 +0° - Wo)(1 + 1) T2 - Wy(r)(1 + 1) 3
2 2 -1y 2 LAl g
< ON(OFR(D) + Dy(OF2(D)(1 + 1) 3" + Ou(OPR(O)(1 + 1)~ 7~ 23

+ DOV + D7 OOPR(0)(1 + 1) T,

where
1-1 141 [ 1-1 1+1 141 [ 141
R e mi e i e il Il B
1+ 8> 1+ 134,
1+ 84n-2>1+ 14,

foralln >2and A € (-1,0), and

1+A2 1+

A+ 1+ 1+4
— —_—n =
2

A
> (n—2)>1+T

for n > 3. For the case of n = 2, we modify the above estimate (replacing the inequality (3.10) by

(B.11D) as
flvV-ul (1 + 08,0

< f VIl |V - al - (1 + )19,

< (Po(t) + Oy)A +D = 5 (1 + ™ w1+ 077 PO+
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= (Po(1) + Oy()FHO(1 +1)7F.

Next, we calculate the term involving 9,0 as follows

f 8,01 - (1 + 00,y + (1 + )toy)
= f (=0 - Vv — @V - u) - (1 + D08, + uy (1 + )
+ f (—u - Vo) - (1 + D900 + i (1 + 1))
+ f (—wvV - d) - (1 + D00, + 1y (1 + M)
= I + 115 + I3
We have

Iy < (18l - IVl + 1001 - IV - mellz) - (1 + 8)¥0Ua, )| + (1 + Y]l

SO+ 2Oy +07 2 + VIO +07F - o1 +07 )

(A + D (1 + 07+ (1 + ()1 + 1)

< ONOPR(O)(1 + 1) T 4 Dy (OF2 (D1 + )73 4 Oy OPR(0)(1 + 1) T,

The crucial point in the estimates of /1, and /;3 is to avoid the direct estimates on Vo,v and V - d,u
through integration by parts such that

1
Iy = =51 +t)1”+5fu-V(atv)z—y1(1+t)ﬂ+5fvu-vatv

1
= 5(1+t)1+”+5f(v.u)(éyv)%rm(lH)Mﬁfatv-(u-Vv+vv-u)
<L+ 0"V - w107 + (1 + 8200l - (llel] - 19Vl + V1] - IV - aelle0)
<A+ D" D)1+ 072 W1 + 1y

+ (1 + 0" w1+

4, 1-4 _ 1446 _ 144 _1=a+6
(D@L + 0TI DL+ T + DL+ OO 1) 2)

< OO - (140727 + Oy + 07T 3 4 Dy (P21 + )71,

and
I3 = (1 + 1)1+4*0 fma,vv O — (1 + D)0 fmzv SO = 15 + I,
where

Yy = (1 + ' f @V(?) -
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S (L+ DMl - 19Vl - [|0.ull
<+ W)+ 01 ON@ (1 + 02 W, ()1 + 1)
< DNV + B aas X Dy (OPSO(1 + P B a2

1+6

The treatment of V - d,u in [ 113 is to rewrite (L3)); into

-V
V.o dwru-Vv (3.14)
1+ v

with 1 + @wv > 1/2 since ||v||z~ < 1/(y — 1) and then

(9t2v +0u-Vv+u-Vov N w(0v +u - Vv)o,v
1+ wv (1 + wv)?

V . 6[” = -
similar to the proof of Lemma 2.2 in [29]] but the most tricky parts and details are different. Therefore,

Ij; = —(1 + H!**0 f @iV - O

=1+t fwvé,v-

— (1 +p)l+tHo fwv@,v-

_. gl 12
=13 +13,

6[2\/ +0mu-Vv+u-Vov
1+ v
w(0,v +u - Vv)o,v
(1 + @wv)?

where

12 1+A+6
I3 S A+ 07l 101l - (10l + el VVllz=)llo v

S+ )" D1+ 077 B0+ 1)1+
< ONOP) - (L+0) 2.

The estimate on [ 13 18

2

0
Iy =(1+ t)““‘sfwvatv- A (1+ t)”“‘sfwvatv-
1+ v
u-vVo,

+ 1+t1+’”5f v -
( ) @row 1+ v

1 0:(0v)? o - Vv
_ 1445 L 00y 14246 it
=1+ 2fwv 1+wv+(1+t) fwvatv T

1 u - V(ow)?
1+2+6 2 YWY
+(1+1) > fwv —

8tu'vv
1 + wv

1 2
= o+ t)““‘% fwv (3rV) 1 f(atv) 1+/1+6)
1+A+6 8[” VV 1+ ,1+5 2 wvu
+(1+1) @V, - +1) @) - )
I+ 1+
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= 0,10 + 111,

where

) (atV)2

. < (1 + D"l 101 < IVl - D). (3.15)
+ wv

1
Ji(0) =1+ t)1+’1+6§ fwv

We see that T 1131 are integrals only involving first order derivatives and can be estimated in the similar
way as I11. This completes the proof of the estimates involving 9,0 .
We now consider the term involving —V - O, such that

f (=Y 02) - (1 + D08y + py (1 + 1))

= f(z D 0nu - dgu + @Yy V) - (1 + 000+ (1 + 1)
J=1 k=1

+ f(u WV ) - (1 + D90, + i (1 + )
+ f (V- V) - (1 + D900 + i (1 + 1)H0)
=: 121 + 122 + 123.
Similar to /11,

Ly < (IVallz=|IVal| + [Vl = IVl - (1 + D010l + (1 + )]l

+J

< ONOA + 522 (01 + 072 (1 + 0" (01 + 072 + (1 + )W) + 1)~ 5"
S ONOPID) - (1 + 073+ Dy(OPI(E) + ON()PG(0) - (1 + -5,

Integrating by parts implies that
Iy = f(u SV -uw) - (1 + D708, + i (1 + 6 v)
=— f(v cu)? - (1 + D08, + (1 + M)
- f(v cwyu - (1 + 0V + (1 + HHOV),

and

b = f @V - V) - (14D + (1 + 1))

=- f @ V> - (1 + )40, — f @V - (1 + )9V, = 2 f @V - (1 + £y,

All the above integrals not involving second order derivatives in /> and >3 can be estimated as I,
except for

Ly, =— f(V-u)u (1 + 0! 0v4,,
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Ly =— fvav (1 +'**0v4,v,
which need to be treated in the same procedure as / 113. Specifically, we have according to (3.14),

Ly =— f(v cwu - (1+0H0VH,y

0
:f Y. (1 + Vg, + -
1+ v

1 u
=§f1+m-(1+z)1+ﬂ+5V(atv)2+---

1

=3 [ @R

where we only write down the cubic terms involving second order derivatives and the integral in the

last equality only involves first order derivatives. According to (3.1)) and integration by parts
]213 = fwvAv 1+ t)1+/1+5atv +---=(1+ t)1+/1+6 fwvatv . atzv e

whose most tricky part is the same as / 1131 in/ 113. This completes the proof of the estimates involving
-V-0,.

Step 1. We turn to show the estimates of the second integral of this lemma. We may only focus
on the terms involving second order derivatives since the estimates on the others are similar to those
in the first step of this proof. We have

f (0,0, — VO - (1 + D" 00u + (1 + 1) u)
= f (= - V)ou) - (1 + ™90 ,u + (1 + 1) u)
+ f (—@vVaw) - (1 + 70 u + (1 + 1) u)
+ f (- V)VY) - (1 + D790 u + po(1 + 1) ou)+
+ f (@WV(V-u) - (1 +D""0u + (1 + ) u) + - -

:I3l+132+133+134+"'

We proceed as before such that

1

I =3 f (1+ 6" - V)oul* - f pa(1 + 1) (V- d,u)

1 _ _
=5 f (1 + 6"V - w)oul* + f pa(1 + 1) (Viul?)) - du,
and

Iyp=—(1+0) 49 f (@wvVo) - Ot + uo(1 + 1)~4*0 f @ - (V- (vu))
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=(1 + 1)!~9 fwvé,v(v Ou)+ - (3.16)

where the integral in the last inequality of is in the same form as / 113 but the signs are opposite
(such that this one is a good term) and the time-weight is stronger. It suffices to modify the definition
of J1(¢) in (3.13) by adding a negative integral, which does not affect the inequality J;(¢) < ||v||~ -@%(r)
in (3.13). We also have

Lz =—(1+p!™ f(V-u)Vv-atu—(l + 1)l ~Aro f(u-vv)-a,(v-u)
—fu2(1+z)—“5V|u|2-Vv
:—(1+t)1-“5f(u-vv)-at(v-u)+---
=(1 + )l f(u Ou) - 0,V u)+ -
=(1 +t)1_’1+6fu-(V-(8,u®8tu)— %Vla,u|2)+---
=—(1+pl* f((?tu®8tu)®(Vu)+(1+t)1_“‘5%fl(?tu|2(V-u)+---

where “©” denotes the summation of all the element-wise product of two matrices and we have used
the following identity for a general vector-valued function ¢ (we take ¢ = d;u)

(V010 =V (pag) - 3Viel (3.17)
The last integral I34 is estimated as follows
Ly =— (1 + !9 fw(V u)Vv - du — (1 + 0!~ fwv(V ‘u)- 0,V - u)
— (1 + 1)~ f @(V-w)(V - () +---

=—(1+t)1_’1+6fwv(V-u)-@t(V-u)+---

0
=(1 + t)l_’l+6fwv( Y8V u)
1+ ov
according to (3.I4) similar to the treatment of 1113. Here the integral in the last inequality of the
estimate of I34 is of the opposite sign compared with 1113 and hence is a good term. The proof is
completed. O

Remark 3.3 From the decay estimates in the proof of Lemma [3.3] we see that the inhomoge-
neous terms involving b(t) - Q1 and the terms involving vVv in Q, decay slowest since b(t) is time-
asymptotically growing and v decays slower than u.
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For general integer kK > 1, we proceed similarly to deduce the time-weighted energy estimates.
The following “tame” product estimate is needed.

Lemma 3.4 ([11,136]]) For1 < p < oo, 5 > 0, there holds

Nuvllwsr < llullz=lVilwse + [VI|ze llllwsr,

for functions u and v in L N WP,

Lemma 3.5 There holds, for integer k > 1, A € (—1,0), that 6 € (0, %), and |a| = k

f 878,01 + b(1) - Q1 = V- 02) - (1 + H'*99,0% + (1 + £y*°8%v)

+ f 0%0,02 = VO1) - (1 +1)'™°8,0% + pa(1 + H™09%)
< O (D) + (Wo(t) + Dy (D) - B2, (1)1 + D)7 + (W) + Dy(D) - B2 (1 + )~ HHHD,

under the assumption that ||v||p~ < ﬁ, where

Jir1(D) < Ml - 7, ().

Proof. For |a| = k> 1 and n > 3, we have

f b(t) - 3201 - (1 + H°8,0% + i (1 + N*08%)

k
< f (I - VAN + > 1000 - VATVl + WV - 9%ul) - (1 + 010,05 + (1 +0°1Tv)
j=1

S (A + 00,0 + (1 + D210V - (lell - IV + [Vl - [VOall)

15

S+ (1 + 07T + (1 + "1 +07F)

1-A+6 1+A+6

@O+ DT W (A + 07 + Oy + 07 P (L + 07T
< DOt OF i1 O+ 07 F + P DA+ 1)
< ‘I)N(l)\}’]%+1(l‘)(1 + z‘)_(‘zS + ‘I)N(l‘)\Pi(l‘)(l + t)—(l+/l+%)’

where we have used (3.10) and Lemma[3.4l The case of n = 2 follows similarly according to (3.11)
as follows

f b(t) - 3201 - (1 + H089,0% + i (1 + N*08%)

S (1 + 018,000 + (A + 01OV - (lells - VOV + VI - [V OTul])

1+

S+ D" W (O + 07 + (1 + 001+ )75

1+A+6

A(Po) + D)1 + D77 5 W (01 + 07 F
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+ (\PO(I) + (I)N(t))(l + [)_%_g . \Pk+l(t)(1 + l‘)_#)
< (Po() + Oy(E)Prst () Fra1 (D + )75 + Pu()(1 + 1) 2~ 9)
< (Wo() + @u(0) - WE, (01 + 1)7F + (Fo(1) + Dn(®) - WEO)(1 + 1) 11D,

The other integrals are treated in the same procedure as in the proof of Lemma[3.3] where all the
terms involving the (k + 2)-th order derivatives are estimated through integration by parts such that
W142(1) is not needed. O

3.3 Closure through Green function method
We employ the Green function method to deduce the basic energy estimates in W (#).
Lemma 3.6 There hold, for A € (—1,0), that

_ 1+ _l+a
IVIF < 110vo, uo)llpingz - (L + D" + oDy (@) - (1 +1) 7",

_led, 12 Lk, 1
leell < o, uollpinp - (1 + 577577 + (On(0) + o)D) - (L+1)" 7 "2,

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem [[. 1] but the a priori assumptions are different. Accord-
ing to the Duhamel principle (2.2)) and the decay estimates of the Green matrix G(z, s) in Lemma[2.4]
we have

IOl G112, 0)voll + IG12(. 0ol + fo IG11(, )Q1(9)llds + fo IG12(t, )Q2(s)llds
<o, w2 - (1 + 077+ fo 2t ) - (IQ I, + 101"
+ fo 1+ 9T, 9) - (102N, + 1Q2(s)"ds

1=A+6

!
<o, w)llipzz - (1+ 075" + WDy (8) f T3(r,5)- (1+8) 5" 2% ds
0

1+4+6

+ Wo(t)Dn(2) f 1+t 1+ s)_%"_ 2
0

ds
_ 142 _ 141
Slvo, uolipinz - (L + 077" + Wo()Pn(@) - (1 + 1) 75",

where we have used Lemmal[2.3] (note that

2 2

1+4 1+A+6 1+1 1+A+6 _ [
Tn+T—AZT+T—/1—1+2>1,

Lidp p 1o > B g 1ol = 4 25,
(3.18)

for all n > 2 and A € (—1,0)) and the following decay estimates on ||Q(s)||;:1 and [|Q(s)|| (here and
after, we use D/ := 8{6)

Q1 (D1 < [luDvlipr + llvDullzr < [lul[[|DvI] + (Il Dull
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1+6

< Wo(s)(1 + )7 573 Dy (s)(1 + s

_ 1A, 1-246
SWo()Dn(s)- (1 +s) ¢ 2,
Q20 < lluDullpr + [lvDvllp S llullllDull + |[vI[[IDv]]
< Wo(s)(1 + 8) Fm L dy(s)(1 +5) 2 + Wo(s)(1 +

1+4 1+A+6

S Wo(9)Pn(s) - (1 +5) 5" 2

+ Yols)(1 + s)~ it - Dy (s)(1 + s)_

The decay estimates on ||Q;|| and ||Q>|| are at least at the same rates as ||Q1||;: and ||Q»]];1 since the
estimates on ||Dv||;~ and ||Du||;~ decay at the same rates as ||Dv|| and ||Du|| according to and
(B.11D.
In order to deduce the optimal decay estimate on ||u|| we need to utilize the optimal decay estimate
on G, in (2.27), which needs ||DQ; ||, instead of ([2.26)), which only needs ||Q,||. We see that
IDQ2()II < lluD?ull + \DuDull + [IWD*Vi| + |DvDv]
< lull 1D?ull + | Dull = \Dull + Wl 1DV + 1DV]| = [|DvI]
Q% (s)(1 + 5)~1=4+0) 4 cbfv(s)(l + 5)"(IHA30), nx3,
(@ (s) + Po()(1 + )77 5 - Dy (s)(1 +
+0% ()(1 + )"0 4 @2 (s)(l + 5)"(+4+0)

1+ l+5

+(Dpn(s) + Pols)A + s)_1 “Opn(s)(1+5)" 2 n

B QL (s)(1 + 5)~I+4+0), n>3,
(@ (s) + Po(s)Dn(s) - (1 + ) 1++30 =2,

< (@n(s) + Po(s)y(s) - (1 + 57130 >,
according to (3.10) and (3.11). Therefore, we have

I
N

llee ()| S||Q21(I,O)V0||+||Q22(t,0)u0||+j0‘ ||Q21(I,S)Q1(S)||ds+j0‘ 1G22(2, )O2(s)llds
<0, uMlipip - (1+07 T+ fo 1+ 0T (2, 9) - (IQ1 I, + 1Q1()I"ds

+ f A+ D' 1+ 9" T2, 5) - (1029, + IDQa(9)"ds

1-

I~

1-A+6

! 1 nyq _ld, 1-6
+ ‘I’o(t)CDN(t)f A+ -T27 (@ s)-(1+s5) 4 2 ds
0

N|

Slvo, uo)llpiqgr - (1 + R

+ (O (D) + Po(0) Dy (D) f (1+ 01 + )4 T242(1, 5) - (1 + )" 1++39 g

A

Sl vos uoll g - (1 +f) R + (On@) + Po ()P (@) - (1 + 1) Exa

since
{11/1n+11+5 /IZHTA+1—§1+5_/1=1_/1+g>1’ 11/1n+1/1+6 /l>111 +IT/1’
3 _ 3 3 1+4 11
l+A+36-21=1-2+30>1, 1+/1+Z(5—2/1>%n+ == (319)
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for all n > 2 and 1 € (—1,0), except that the last inequality in (3.19) is not true for the case of
lyn >1-4+ %6. Fortunately, this case has already been proved in Theorem [[.11by means of the

Green function method (for A € (--%5,0), i.e., 1”71 > —A, which covers the exceptional case here).

n+2’
The proof is completed. O

Remark 3.4 The introducing of the positive constant 6 plays an important role in the closure of
the optimal decay estimate of ||v|| (especially for the case of n = 2) according to the condition (3.18))
in the proof of Lemma(3.6

We combine the above time-weighted iteration scheme and Green function method to close the
decay estimates for A € (—1,0).

Proposition 3.1 Forn > 2, N > [%] + 2 and A € (—1,0), there exists a constant gy > 0 such that
the solution (v,u) of the nonlinear system (1.3) corresponding to small initial data ||(vo, uo)l|p1 gy <
&o exists globally and satisfies

(@)l < (1+ 1)~ 52

{mmm<(1+0“T"ll (3.20)

The above decay rates are optimal and consistent with the optimal decay rates of the linearized
hyperbolic system.

Proof. We claim that the following a priori decay estimate
DOy (1) + Fo(t) < do, (3.21)

holds for all the time ¢ > 0, under the small energy assumption of initial data [|(vo, #o)ll 1ngy < €0,
where & and § are positive constants to be determined. In fact, Lemma[3.6] tells us that

Wo(T) < sup {(1+0) 7ML (1 + 05" 2 jull] < g0 + 63, (3.22)
te(0,T)

Substituting the estimates of inhomogeneous terms in Lemma [3.3 and Lemma into the time-
weighted iteration scheme (3.12) and (3.13) in Lemma [3.2] we have for integer 0 < k < N — 1
that

!
DI(t) + f P2 (5)ds
’ 4 141 ! i +4
s@%(O)+J1(t)+f(1+s)_1_7/”+6-‘1’(2)(s)ds+50f \P%(s)dswof(us)‘l‘T Pi(s)ds,
. 0 0 0
7 (D) + fo P2 (s)ds

3 ! t
s®i+l(0)+Jk+1(t)+f(1+s)_1_’l-‘1’,%(s)ds+5of‘Pi+1(s)ds+5of(l+s)_1_A-‘Pi(s)ds,
0 0 0
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where
J1®) $ IVl - DT S (@) + Po(0)) - D) S S @3 (2)
Jir1(D) S IVl - D7, () S (D) + Po()DL, , (1) S So@, (1)

We note that ¢y and gy are small such that the above inequalities can be simplified as
! ! 1+4
DI(t) + fo P2(s)ds < &5+ Wi (1) fo (1+s) 177 ds, (3.23)

t !
7 (D) + fo P2, (s)ds < &f + fo (1+ ) 7 P(s)ds. (3.24)

Multiplying (3.24) by small positive constants for 0 < k < N — 1, summing the resulting inequalities
up together with (3.23)), we have

73
Z D3(0) 5 &5 + W50 f 1+ ds < &2 + (g0 + 62)°,
1<j<N 0

according to the estimate (3.22). Therefore,
Dy (1) + Po(t) < &0 + 55 < o,

for positive constants &y and dp small enough.
We can show that the decay estimates (3.20]) are optimal in a similar way as the proof of Theorem
[L.1 just replacing the estimates on ||v|| and ||u|| by those in Lemma[3.6l The proof is completed. O

Proof of Theorem It is immediately proved from Proposition 3.1l O

4 Ciritical case of 1 = —1: optimal logarithmic decays

This section is devoted to the critical case of 4 = —1. We show the optimal decay estimates such that
|[v()|| decays as powers of In(e + ¢), that is, ||[v(?)|| = | In(e + t)l_%.

We start with the optimal decay estimates of the Green matrix for the critical case of 1 = -1,
which are special cases of Lemma[2.4] Here we write it down for the sake of convenience.

Lemma 4.1 For A = —1, there hold

1 ~3(5+f o
1056115 9900l < (1+In (2=)) gl + 10l

T+s
1+ l))—%(§+|a|+l)

156125, )00l s (1 + )7+ (1+1In (3 (gl + 8% I,

1+¢ )—%(g+|a|+1
1+

1356215 )90l 5 (4 + 07"+ (1+1In (3 U, + 10,
1+¢
1+s

199Gt 0N < (o) (1-+1n

Moreover,

))‘7(%+le)(”¢”21 + ”al;rl(ﬁ”h)‘ “4.1)

1+ t))—ﬁ(g+|a|+2)

106221, I < (1+ 0710 + 97+ (1+1n(——

s (lells, + 15 oI, (4.2)
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Proof. These estimates are simple conclusions of Theorem in Appendix. O
The following time decay estimate of the “convolution” type integral of two critical time decay

functions involving logarithm plays an essential role in the Green function method for A = —1.

Lemma 4.2 (Logarithmic time decay functions) For 8 > 0 and y > 1, there holds (we may
assume thatt > 1)

. | |In(e + £)|~mimBy=1 "y > 1,
N
[ emE) s o e s s s dndne vy, y=1 @)
0 ln(e + 1)|'~, y<1.

Proof. For y < 1, we have

fo (1+ 1n(11 : ;))‘B(l + 9 VIn(e + 5)|ds < fo(e + ) VIne + 5)| 7 ds

- In(In(e + 1)), vy =1,
“lnce + 0|7, y <1,

and

ft (1+ ln(%))_ﬁ(l + )V In(e + 5)| 7 ds
0

> ft (1 + 1n(11—:))_ﬂ(1 + ) Y1n(e + 5)|Vds

1

t
~ f (e + s) | In(e + s)[Vds
%

_ JIn(In(e® + 1)), vy=1,
"+, oy <.

For v > 1, we calculate the integral divided into (0,#*) and (#°,¢), where € € (0,1) is a small
constant to be determined, as follows

! 1+¢
fﬁ(mﬂ(lj_s

!
sf(e+s)_1|1n(e+s)|_7ds
1€

~ |In(e + )V ~ Jeln(e + )77V, (4.4)

))_'8(1 + ) 1n(e + 5)|Vds

and

fﬁ (1 + ln(%))_ﬂ(l +5) ! |In(e + )| Vds
0
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~ fotb (1+ ln(:i—;))_ﬂ(e +5)|In(e + 5)[Vds

tg ) j—
= fo (1 + ln(:i;)) ﬁd(y _11|1n(e + s)|—(y—1))

1 o t\\-Bt°
- [7— 1|ln(e+S)| r 1)(1 +ln(:_—:_-s)) ]0

l.é
B o _ e+ t\\—B-1
+f0 - TlIn(e + 5) =D + 5) 1(1 +ln(€+s)) ds. (4.5)

Now we fix € > 0 to be sufficiently small such that

i s
fo y/j1|1n(e+s)|—<7-1>(e+s)—1(1+1n(:+t)) P s

+ s

tS —
<[ () e e s

one of whose sufficient conditions is

| In(e + 9)|(1 + 111(::))_1 < % Vs € (0, 7).

y—1

|

It suffices to take % . < %, which is true for a small € € (0, 1). Now (4.3)) reads as

- —

fﬁ (1+ ln(%))_ﬁ(l + )V In(e + 5)| 7 ds
0

e+ t))—ﬂ]::

—

~ [y_—ll |In(e + s)|—(7—1)(1 + ln(e —

~ |In(e + )P = |In(e + """ VB ~ |In(e + )| P.

On the other hand, we can improve (4.4)) as

! 1+ 1\
f (1 +1n( il )) P+ 5y Y Ine + $)[7ds ~ |In(e + D[V,
jad

I+s
since
ft(1 I ()P0 4+ 97 Inge + 9l 7ds
I 1+s
3
> f (e +)'|Ine + 5)|7ds
2
~ |In(e + t/2)""" &~ |In(e + )"V
The proof is completed. O
We apply the time-weighted iteration scheme developed in Section[3]to the critical case of 1 = —1.
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Lemma 4.3 For any nonnegative integer k, 1 = —1, 6 € (0, %), and |a| = k, there hold
% f EY(8,0%v,Y9%, %) + f [(1+0)-|In(e + DI ,0%v* + (1 + 1)~ - | In(e + DI°|VO?V|*]
< f(l +0)7 - In(e + 01 (0W)?
+ f 890,01 + b(1) - Q1 = V- @) - (IIn(e + )°T10,0% + 1 (1 + 7' - |In(e + 1)°%), (4.6)
and
% f E"(8,;0%u,Vu,%u) + f [(1 +0° - |1In(e + DP18,0%* + (1 +1) - |In(e + 1)°|VI%ul*]
< f(l +1) - |In(e + 1)°|0%|
+ f 890,02 = VQ1) - (1 + 1% - |In(e + D°8,0% + (1 + 1) - | In(e + 1)|°0%), 4.7
where uy > 0 and up > 0 are constants and

E"(8;0%, V8%, 3%) ~ |In(e + 1)|°T1 (18,07 + [VOUV[) + | In(e + D°(8%v)?,
E"“(8,0%, V0%, 0%u) ~ (1 + 1)* - |In(e + D°(10,0%* + |[VO%ul*) + (1 + 1)* - |In(e + )°|0%.

Proof. This is proved by multiplying (3.1) by
In(e + DP°10,0% + (1 + 1)~ - | In(e + 1)]°0%
and multiplying (3.2)) by
(1+07?-|In(e + 1)°8,0% + (1 + 1) - | In(e + 1)|°0%u

with § € (0, %) and uj, o > 0. We note that the time-weight of 9,0%v is |In(e + H)I°*! instead of
|In(e + 1)|°. The reason is that the time-weights are chosen such that

A(InCe+ D™ H ~ 1+ - |In(e + )°,

and
3,((1+ 2 |In(e + HP) = (1 + 1) - | Ine + 1)]°.
The rest of the proof is similar to Lemma[3.1l We omit the details. O
We define the following time-weighted energies for the critical case of 4 = -1, N > [5] + 2 and
0<k<N-1,

Ot () = sup { > [lnce +nP*! f (10,0°v + Vv

€O0.1) " |55k
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1
+(1+0)7%-|Ine + D) f (10:0%ul” + |Vou)| )7, (4.8)
and

Wit (T) = Sgp){z | f [(1 +7) - [Ine + DI 8,0%v + (1 + ™" - [In(e + D’ [VO2?]
te(0,T lal=k

+ f [(1 +0° - |In(e + DP10,0%* + (1 + 1) - | In(e + z)|5|va;§u|2]]}%. 4.9)

We may assume that @y, (T) > Oy(T) for all k > 1 and 7. Similar to the case of A € (—1,0), here
for A = —1 the energy @, (T) is defined according to the time-weighted energy estimates in Lemma
43| but the decay estimates on ||v|| and |ju|| are absent. Therefore, we define the following weighted
energy

Wo(T) == sup {lIn(e +DIF VI, (1 +1) - [ In(e + )[F+2 ]}, (4.10)
1e(0,T)

The energy estimates in Wo(7') will be closed through the Green function method instead of the time-
weighted energy method. There still holds

N
l(vo, uo)llgv = Z D(0) + ¥o(0) = Dn(0) + Fo(0). (4.11)
k=1

According to Sobolev embedding theorem, we have

lIn(e + B T 19Vl + (1 + 1) - |In(e + £)[2 |3 al|

< max  D(r) < Oy(1), 0<j<1,n>3, 4.12)
1<k<[3142
and
1,0 1,96
[In(e + O1274 Wil + (1 + 1) - [In(e + 0127 Jul -
o+l [
+In(e + O 2 [0V~ + (1 +0) - [In(e + OI2[|0cul| .~
< max  Dp(f) + Po(t) < On() + Fo(), n=2. (4.13)
1<k<[5]+2
We have the following iteration scheme based on Lemma [4.3] for the critical case of 1 = —1.

Lemma 4.4 (Time-weighted iteration scheme) For A = —1 and 6 € (0, %), there holds
!
D) + fo Pi(s)ds
!
< DH0) + f (1+ 57" In(e + )I°"172 - ¥2(5)ds
0
!
+ f f (301 + b(s)- 01 — V- 02) - (IIn(e + P13 + (1 + 5+ Ine + )P v)ds
0
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+ f f(ath — VO - ((1+5)*|In(e + $)°0u + po(1 + 5) - | In(e + s)°u)ds, (4.14)
0

and for any integer k > 1, there holds
t
D, () + f YL, (s)ds
0
f
SO, (0) + f P2 (5)ds
0

) f f 0%(0:01 +b(s) - Q1 = V- Q2) - (IIn(e + )" 8,07 + 1 (1 + )" - [In(e + 5)°0%v)ds
0

o=k

) fo fag(a,Qz —VQ) - (1 + )% |In(e + )1°0,0%u + p2(1 + 5) - | Ine + $)°8°u)ds. (4.15)

=k

Proof. These are conclusions of Lemma [4.3] with the notations ®;(¢), ¥ (¢), and ¥ (r) defined by
#@.8), @.9), and @.10). We note that

f(l +07 " InCe + )P WP < A+ 07 - [Inte + D12 - vl - |In(e + 1|2
< +07" - [Inge + nI717E w20,
f(1 +0)-[In(e + DPul> < A+ 07" - In(e + D177 - |0%1> - (1 + )% - |Ine + £)|'*2
< +07" Jnge + 0P8 W),

The proof is completed. O
The inhomogeneous terms in the inequalities (4.6) and (A7) in Lemma [4.3] are estimated in a
similar way as Lemma[3.3]and Lemma[3.5]

Lemma 4.5 There holds, for 1 = =1 and 6 € (0, 3), that

f (0,01 +b(t)- 01 = V- 02) - (In(e + DI + 1 (1 + )" - [In(e + £)°v)
+ f (0,02 - VO - (1 +1)* - |Ine + )°du + o (1 + 1) - | In(e + D)°u)
< 10 + (Po(t) + Oy (1)) - PO + Dy (1) - Yo (1) - (1 + D7 - [In(e + 1) ¥,

provided that |||~ < y—ll (which is valid under the a priori assumption ®y(t) + Yo(r) < dp with a
small constant 6), where
Ji(0) < IVl - D).

Proof. Noticing that the only difference between this lemma and Lemma[3.3]is the time-weights, we
can prove the above decay estimates in the same way as before. Here we omit the details. O
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Lemma 4.6 There holds, for integer k > 1, 1 = —1, § € (0, %), and |a| = k,
fa;’(ath +b(1)- Q1 = V-0 - (lIn(e + DI 18,0% + (1 + 1)~ - |In(e + 1)|°8%V)
+ f 3%0,02 = VO1) - (1 + )% - |In(e + N°8,0%u + pup(1 + 1) - | In(e + £)|°0%u)
< Okt (0 + (Fo(0) + On(0) - W2, () - |In(e + DI + (Fo(t) + Dy (1) - ¥2(1) - | In(e + 1) 5,
under the assumption that ||v||p~ < ﬁ where
Ten1 () 5 Wil - @, (1),

Proof. This is proved in a similar way as Lemma[3.5]since the differences only lie in the time-weights.

m}
The basic energy decay estimates in Wy () are deduced by means of the Green function method.

Lemma 4.7 There hold for A = —1 and n > 7 that

IVl < 10, o)1 g2 - [1n(e + 0% + Po()Dp (D) - [In(e + D[4,
lell < 11v0, 20)llging - (1 + D"+ [In(e + 7577 + (Dy () + Po(d)Dy(e) - (1 + 07"+ In(e + )52

Proof. According to the Duhamel principle (2.2) and the decay estimates of the Green matrix G(z, s)

in Lemma 41| we have

IOl <lG11(2. 0)voll + IG12(t, 0ol + fo IG11(, )Q1(9)llds + fo IG12(t, )Q2(s)llds
<lvo. uo)llinz - 11n(e + 175 + fo r2(t,s) - (101N, + 1Q1()I"ds

+ fo 1+ 97" -T2 5) - (1029}, +11Q2(s)I")ds

Slvo, wollpiazz - [Ine + )4

! 1+¢ —% -1 _%_%
+‘I’0(t)CDN(t)f0 (1+ln(1+s)) ~(1+ 57" |In(e + 5) "5 2ds

' _ 1+ 1\~ L+ s
+‘Po(f)q)1v(f)f0(1 +5)7! -(1 +ln(m)) 22 In(e + s)| 4 2 ds

<o, w01z - 1n(e + D75 + Po(DDn() - | In(e + D)4,

where we have used Lemma[.2] (note that

n ) n
{z+5>1’ 7

no o+l
i+t 5 >0

(4.16)

+ I
|

—_
v

(=2
+
= Iz

\%
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forn > 5and ¢ € (2, 7)) and the following decay estimates on ||Q(s)l|.1 and [|Q(s)|| (we use D/ = 8{;)
1Q1(Mgr S luDVlgs + IvDul 1 < ldliDvl + IVl Due
S Wo(s)(1+ )7 - In(e + )72 - Dy(s) In(e + )~
+ Py(s)|Ine + )| F - Dy(s)(1 + )L - |In(e + 5)|3
< Wo()Pu(s) - (1+ 97 - [In(e + 972,
1Q2(3)lus 5 lluDull s + D1 < hell|Duc] + Il DV
< Wo(s)(1 + 5) - [In(e + 97572 - Oy (s)(1 + )7 - |In(e + 5)[~°
+Wo(s)In(e + )% - Oy(s) In(e + )T
< Wo(s)Dp(s) - | In(e + s)|_§_6$21_

The decay estimates on ||Q1|| and ||Q»|| are at least at the same rates as ||Q]|;1 and ||Q2||;1 since the
estimates on ||Dv|| .~ and ||Du|| ~ decay at the same rates as ||Dv|| and ||Du|| according to (4.12]).

We estimate ||DQ»|| for n > 3 as follows
IDQ:(s)I| < luD*ull + |DuDul| + [vD?*v|| + |DvDv||
< Nlullz=ID?ull + |Dull = |Dul] + Wl |D*V| + [|DV]| < |1DV]|
< D3 ()(1 + )72 - |In(e + )70 + DA(s) - | In(e + )]

< O3 (s) - [Infe + )7,
according to (4.12)). Therefore, we have

lle (@] SIIG21(I,())VoII+Ilgzz(t,())uoll+f0 II§21(I,S)Q1(S)IIdS+f0IIGzz(t,S)Qz(S)IIdS

1

<00, wo)llz gt - (1+07" - [In(e +Hl7472

+ fo L+ T 5) - 1L, + 101" ds
+ fo A+ 07" 1+ 97" -T2, 9) - (12N, + IDQ2 ()" )ds

_ _n_1
<o, uo)llptnp - (1 + 07"+ In(e + 1) 7572

FHOBO f (407 T80 s) - (1 + )7 - [In(e + 94 2ds
0

+ (O (D) + Yo (1) Dy (D) f A+07" 10+ -T2*2@, 5) - [In(e + 5)| 0 ds
0
Sllvo, wo)llpi gt - (1 + 1)~ - |In(e + t)l‘%‘% + (DOn (D) + Po)Pn(D) - (1 + 7" - |In(e + t)l“'"“%,

since
) 1
%+§>1’ %+ %+§’ (417)
o0+1>1, o+ +

forn > 7 and 6 € (3, 7). The proof is completed. O
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Remark 4.1 The restriction of n > T comes from the imperfect decay estimate of ||Q1ll1, which
lays a barrier on the decay estimates of ||(v,u)|l. From the view of the optimal decay estimates of
the linearized hyperbolic system, it is supposed that both |ud,v|| and ||vou|| decay as (1 + nt.
|In(e + t)l_%_l. We note that here in the proof of Lemma the estimate on |[ud,v|| decays as

o+l

2, which is close to the expected optimal decays since 6 € (0, 5); while the

n

estimate on ||vo.u|| decays at (1 + N~ In(e +1)|"3 %, which has at least a gap of | In(e + ! decay
to the expected optimal decays.

We combine the above time-weighted iteration scheme and Green function method to close the
decay estimates for 4 = —1.

Proposition 4.1 Forn >7, N > [5] + 2 and A = —1, there exists a constant &y > 0 such that the
solution (v,u) of the nonlinear system (I.3) corresponding to small initial data ||(vo, uo)llp1ngny < €0
exists globally and satisfies

(4.18)

IV < [Ine + 1) %,
lu()ll < (1+ 87" - |Ine + 1) 53.

The above decay rates are optimal and consistent with the optimal decay rates of the linearized
hyperbolic system.

Proof. The outline of this proof is similar to Proposition 3.1l for the case of A € (—1,0). We claim that
the following a priori decay estimate

Dy (1) + Fo(1) < 6o, 4.19)

holds for all the time ¢ > 0, under the small energy assumption of initial data ||(vo, ug)|[p1ngy < €0,
where g and & are positive constants to be determined. Lemma[4.7]tells us that for n > 7

Wo(T) < sup {Ine + DIF ML (1 +1)- [In(e + DIF 2 ull} < &0 + 83, (4.20)
te(0,7)

According to the time-weighted iteration scheme (.14) and (4.13) in Lemma [4.4] and the estimates
of inhomogeneous terms in Lemmal4.5]and Lemmal4.6] we have for integer 0 < k < N — 1 that

t
Oi(t) + f P2 (s)ds
0
t
< D0) + J1 (1) + fo (1+ 57" [In(e + )17 - Pi(s)ds
t t
+50f lIf%(s)dsﬂsofa+s)—1 |In(e + )74 - Wi(s)ds,
0 0

!
7, (1) + fo YL, (s)ds
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3 3 3
S @7 (0) + Jpp1 (1) + f P(s)ds + o f P2, (5)ds + & f P(s)ds,
0 0 0
where

Ji(®) < Ve - D) < (@n(D) + Po(0)) - D(2) < So®2(2)
Jir1(D) S Ml - @2, () S (Dy(0) + o) D, (1) S 5@, (1)

We simplify the above inequalities as (note that 6y and g are small)
! !
(1) + f P(s)ds < &%+ P3(0) f (1+ )7 [In(e + s)mx0-1=2.~2l g, (4.21)
0 0

t !
o7 (D + fo P2, (s)ds < &f + fo (1+ )7 P(s)ds. (4.22)

Multiplying (#.22)) by small positive constants for 0 < k < N — 1, summing the resulting inequalities
up together with (4.21)), we have

!
D @3 < &5+ W) f (1+ )7 - [In(e + )M™01=273ds < &2 + (89 + 63)°,
1<j<N 0

according to the estimate (4.20) and max{d — 1 — %, —ﬁ} < —1 for n > 5. Therefore,

Dy (1) + Po(D) < &0 + 65 < 8o,

for positive constants &y and ¢y small enough.
The optimal property of the decay estimates (4.18]) follows from the estimates on ||v|| and |ju| in
Lemma.7 through a similar procedure as in the proof of Theorem L1l i

Proof of Theorem The critical case of A = —1 is proved in Proposition 4.1l O

Appendix A Time-dependent damped wave equations

The optimal decay estimates of the time-dependent damped wave equations (2.3)) and (2.6) with over-
damping A € [—1,0) are formulated in the similar procedure to the under-damping case 4 € [0, 1) in
[15]], but modifications should be made. Here we sketch the main line of the diagonalization scheme
developed by Wirth [39 40] and exact decay behavior of the fundamental solutions. We would
highlight the differences between these two cases.

The Fourier transforms of the time-dependent damped wave equations ([2.3)) and (2.6)) are

{a%a + €29 + b, = 0, A
P(0,8) =916, 90,8 = 1),
and
{aﬁa +1€Pa + 8,(b(H)ir) = 0, A2)
a(0,8) = a1(6),  0,(0,¢) = (),
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where b(t) = (15_[)1 with 4 > 0 and A € [-1,0). The solutions can be represented in the form

2(t,6) = ©1(1,0,6)91(8) + ©3(1,0,5)D2(8), (A.3)
i1, &) = ©Y(1,0,5)i1 (£) + P5(2,0, )i (£), (A4)

with Fourier multipliers <I>;(t, s, &) and <I>?(t, s, &), j = 1,2, representing the evolution of initial data
starting from s < ¢. Let

B(t,£) 1= o2 h PO g),
(1, €) = e h POy g).

Then the equations in (A.I) and (A.2) are transformed into

i 1 1, .
[+ (IR - 0 - S 0)p =0 (A.5)
- 1 -

7+ (1P - bz(t)+ 5V ()i =0 (A.6)

Note that |/(7)| = W is dominated by b%(¢) ~ m as A € [—1,0). However, we will show that
the difference between m, (1, &) and m, (1, £) leads to a faster decay of the solution u(z, x) of (2.6) than
the solution v(¢, x) of 2.3).

We employ the diagonalization method developed by Wirth [39]/40] and we pay more attention to
the exact asymptotic behavior of different frequencies. For the sake of simplicity, we only write down
the analysis and diagonalization of the problem (A.3) and then we state the difference between the
two problems. The phase-time space (z, &) of the problem (A.3) is divided into the following parts:

(1, 8); NImy(t, &) = Nyb(1), my(t,£) = 0},

t={
hyp
ZV . {(I g) va(t) < ﬂ|mv([ é‘)l < va(t),mv(t, g) > 0}’
red : {(t f) \Y, mv(t é: | < SVb(t)
= {

(t,£); VImy(1, )] > &,b(1), m(1,§) < 0,1 > 1},

where ¢, > 0 is small and N, > ¢, tV > 0. There remains a bounded part {(z,&); +/|m, (%, &)|

g,b(t),my(t,&) < 0,¢t € (0, t:,u)} which is of no influence. The treatment of the zones, Zl‘:yp Z; " ere i

and Z}), is similar to that in [40], here we present the treatment of the elliptic zone Z;; in detail since

Zy

this part will determine the decay rates of solutions.
Note that the elliptic zone Z}, is expanding. For any fixed constant ¢q € (0, ut/2), we would call

high frequencies: (¢,&) € Z hyp or other mixed zones,
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low frequencies: (¢,&) € ZZH, €] < co,

where mixed zones are ZV , Zog» and Z with ] > co.
o welet Dy = —i0; and V := ({/Imy (1, E)[p, DT, where (-)T is the transpose
of a matrix or vector. Then the equation (A.3)) is converted into

In the elliptic zone Z”,

D, I ) —
D,V = [ Vimy (18] b (1, 8'] V = A, &)V, (A7)
Im,, (1, )|
Let |
(i —i L=
M_(l 1)’ M _2(1' 1)'
Then
—A(t,&) = M(D, — D(t,€) — R(t, )M, (A.8)
where

|, (2, £ (1.6) = D, \/Imv(t,f)l( 11 —1).

D, (=i
DI_( Dr)’ D(t’g)_( Imv(t,g)l)’ k.¢)= 2Imy (.6 \— 1

The diagonalization method developed by Wirth [39]140] is to proceed a step further,

Dy = D(t,8) = R(1, E)N1(1,6) = N1 (1,E)( D, — D(1, &) = Fo(1,£) — R1(1,6)), (A.9)

with

Wyr o D AR 1 _ bvmeon (1
NUE) = —gmaar (21 | Fo.8) =5 I (8] 1)’

and N, (t,&) = I + NV, &),
Ri(t,€) = = + NV, &) {(DND(1, &) - R(t, OND(1, &) + NV (2, ©)F (1, &)).

Now one can verify that ||R (¢, £)|lmax < W, whose integral with respect to time over any interval
(s, ¢) is uniformly bounded.

The following asymptotic analysis will be used to show the optimal decay rates of the solutions
P(t,€) and a(z, £) for equations (A.I) and (A.2). Note that for the over-damping case A € [—1,0), we
have b’(r) > 0, which is slightly different from the under-damping case A € [0, 1).

Lemma A.1 For (1,§) € Z}), there holds
0 \lmy ) b(t) 2 C1 b’(t)
Im,(,&)| + N —|é"— b(t) 0 + (8, 6)l, a0
3 \imy @8 b(t) 2 G b’(t) ’
Im,(t,6)| + —— i 2 > —|é"— b(t) 0 = (2, )|
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and for (1,€) € Z}), (the definition of zones in the phase-time space corresponding to it is completely
similar to that of v), there holds

(7. b
a8+ 2D 2D e 22 o)

I (1.6) ()
(A.11)
O I ol Mﬂ 2 C4
(8, )+ = —I¢] _b() ru(t, &),

where |r,(t,€)| < W and |r,(t,6)| < (1”)2 < such that the integrals of |r,(t,&)| and |r,(t, )| with
respect to time are uniformly bounded.

”lv t é é b= (t b (t N mu l, é: .= é: b= (f) + b (f

and in the elliptic zone Z}, or ZY,, my(t,£) < 0 and m > &,b(t), or my(t,£) < 0 and
m > ¢&,b(t), respectively. Then we have |m,(t,&)| = }Lbz(t) + %b’(t) — P > egbz(t),
Imy(1,€)] < 1H*(t) + $b/(1) < $b(2) since [b'(7)] is dominated by b*(t) and the elliptic zone is de-
fined within ¢ > 7, which can be chosen large. Therefore,

8] + SVimedl_ b0

2 /lmy(t,6) 2
_ (@ OF - 36%(0) . Ib(t)b' (1) + $b (1)
Vim (O] + 22 4G02 1) + b/ (1) — €1)
__ -l LAY HALAY 36" (1)
Vim, (@, 8)] +h<” Vi 6O+ 22 4020 + S0/ (1) - 1P T 400 + L) - Py

and
ool b —|¢f? b'(1)
( Im,, (1, &)| + N 7) —( PRI b([) + b(t))
y b(1) 1b’(r)) o b (1) ~ %b(r)b’(t)) . 107 (1)
V@ o1+ 22 b)) 7 MR + 3 (1) - ) DX 4020 + L (0) - 1P
=: ().

We estimate 7,(z, £) as follows

1z 1z
O AU LA
O+ 5L 2D+ 2D

+| I (1) ~ %b(t)b’(t)| | 100
AP + 3 - P b0 43020 + 3/ (1) — EP)
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<fﬁmgmo Jmmfl %®H®%0H®+Mﬁl+w%m
T (Vim @Ol + Z2)b(n) 4&wm+ﬁw%wwwm b2 (1)
P |=sbO+EP ol b@ R o)

< . + + +

b0 b + lm, @& B®) P2 b(r)  b(0)

BLAUN 58 N b’ (1) L)
R0 o B0 B0

b'o 1
b*(1) S =1

By noticing that which tends to zero as t — oo, we find that 7,(¢, £) can be split into

- 2_
(1, &) = [¢] b0 -w(t,€) + (8, 6),

with
b’ (1)* Ib”(t)l 1

b3 (1) " bxr) ~ (1 + 12

(2, )] <

and

-l 2 2
et B+ 22 *f .0 = e

since |w(t, )| < W and we can choose 7, large enough such that |w(z,£)| < 1/4. The proof of
(A.11)) follows similarly. m|

According to the asymptotic analysis of the frequencies, we can formulate the following esti-
mates. We note that for the over-damping case 4 € [—1,0), the elliptic zone Z; is expanding, which
differs from the shrinking elliptic zone for under-damping case.

Lemma A.2 The multiplies CD;(t, s,&) and CD']‘.(t, 5,8), j = 1,2, in the equations (A3) and (A.4)
have the following estimates: there exist co > 0, € € (0,1/2), C > 0, and T¢ = 0 (only depending on
uand A) such that

(i) For (t,£) € Z°, o 0 < s <1, and |g] < ¢, there hold

I@@&QSE%HHWZI®USQ<() et (A12)

for (t,¢) € Zﬁyp and 0 < s < t, there holds
(DY (1, 5,6)] + DY (1, 5, )] 5 &3 b,
and for (t,&) ¢ Z}Vlyp with 0 < s < t and |€| = cg, there hold

max{s,t¥}
—Ciel [1 v e dr—(5—e) & b(r)dr
Plnsolse s -0 | :

~CIEP [ o) BmdT=(5—8) h(‘r)d‘r
|®;(f,s,§)|$m e f (gb() 2 f ,
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where tv = sup{r; (t,¢) € Zﬁyp}.
(ii) For (t,§) € Z4, 0 < s < 1, and || < ¢y, there hold

Y, ,§)|<b((s)) O [t o 5, 6) 5 — () o~CIEP [/ (A.13)

for (t,¢) € Zl':yp and 0 < s < t, there holds

_(Ll_ 4
DU, 5,8)| + €Dt 5, £)] < "GO | b,

and for (t,£) ¢ Z!' with 0 < s < tand || = ¢, there hold

hyp

ax(s,/)
b(max(ss))  ~CléP fmdm,u sdr—(5-8) 1 pyar

DU 5.6 s~ e ,

|f|2 fmax(st”) b('r)dT (2 8)f ’sc b(‘l’)d‘r
|q) (t s, §)| ~ b([) 3 ,
where tf = sup(t; (1, €) € Z ).
( lll) For (t,6) € Z)), To < s < t, and || < ¢, the estimate (AI2) is optimal:

_ 1 1 _ T 1
L R (A1
with another universal constant C > 0.
(iv) For (t,¢) € ZY, To < s < t, and || < co, the estimate is optimal.:

u () —CleR M Lar u 1 —_ClE? [ Lgr
(5.0l 2 7 O Lm0k, 5,8) 2 e CUP [[ mmdr (A.15)

with another universal constant C > Q.

Proof. The estimates (i) with s = 0 was proved by Wirth in Theorem 17 of [40]. Here we focus on the
exact decay estimates of CD;(t, s,&) with 0 < s < ¢ for the application to nonlinear system (L3]) since
(D;(t, s,&) behaves different from (D;(t —5,0,&). The above estimates are proved in a similar way as
Lemma 2.3 in [13] for the under-damping case. Noticing that the elliptic zone Z),, is expanding with
respect to time, for the mixed part (¢,¢) ¢ Zgyp with 0 < s < t and |£] > cp, we apply the estimates
(A12) to CD;(t, 5, &) if s > tg. O

The above frequency analysis is used to show the following optimal decay estimates of the wave
equations (2.3) and (2.6). Note that the time decay function I'(z, s) is defined in (L.4).

Theorem A.1 (Optimal decay rates of linear wave equations) Let v(t, x) and u(t, x) be the so-
lutions of the Cauchy problems 2.3) and @2.6) corresponding to initial data (v(s, x), 0,v(s, x)) and
(u(s, x), 0:u(s, x)) starting from the time s, respectively. For g € [2,0], 1 < p,r <2and 1 € [-1,0),
we have

199vle <710, 5) - ([Jvcs. ], + |04

)
Lr
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+ (14 syt -l ) - (s, |y, + 88 as, ), ). (A.16)

and

1+1¢

0% ullza $(1—_’_s)/l D7ty ) - (“”(S’ ')”le + ”al;llﬂuwu(s’ ) Z)

+ (L4 oy Tl ) - (([aucs, ], + (|0 ducs, )

n): (A.17)

where vy, 4 :=n(1/p —1/q), and w4 > y,4 for (r,q) # (2,2) and w;y» = 0.

The decay estimates (A.160) and are optimal for all t > s > 0. Moreover, there exists
a Ty > 0 such that the decay estimates (A.16) and are element-by-element optimal for all
L>s>To
52 52T

Corollary A.1 Let v(t, x) and u(t, x) be the solutions of the Cauchy problems .3) and (2.6)
corresponding to initial data (v(0, x), 3,v(0, x)) and (u(0, x), 0;u(0, x)) respectively.
(i) Forq € [2,0], 1 < p,r <2 and A € (-1,0), we have

h

102Vlize (1 + 0~ 5 0rata ([0, ), 80, Y[, + [[@ 000, 1, 85 a0, )|},

), (A.18)
and

10%ullze <1+ 1) F 0D (110, ), a0, D, + @ u(0, ), 8 g0, N|},):

(A.19)
where y, 4 :=n(1/p —1/q), and w.q4 > y,q for (r,q) # (2,2) and w;, = 0.
(ii) For q € [2,00], 1 < p,r <2 and A = —1, we have
l0SVllze <l1n(e + t)|—%(7p,q+la|)
(00, ), 3000, )| an + @10, 9,8 900, ) i) A20)
and
10%l1e <1+ 67" - |In(e + 1) 2 WpartlaD
.(||(u(0, ), 0,u(0, '))Hlu N ”(al;xlmr,qu(o’ 3.8y 40.) ,Ll) A

where vy, , :=n(1/p —1/q), and w4 > v, 4 for (r,q) # (2,2) and w;» = 0.
The decay estimates (AI8), (A.19), (A.20) and (A.21)) are optimal.

Remark A.1 The decay estimate (A18) for s = 0 was first proved by Wirth [40] by developing
a perfect diagonalization method. For the application to nonlinear systems, we need to consider the
evolution of initial data starting from any s > 0 to t > s since the damping is time-dependent. One
of the main difficulties caused by the time-dependent damping is that the evolution of the initial data
starting from s > 0 to t > s is completely different form that starting from 0 to t — s, as can be seen

from the estimates (A.16) and (A17).
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Remark A.2 The two Cauchy problems and 2.6) decay with different rates. We note that
the function

1 _ p(+ )2
TenEn a1 e (=1,0),
+0)7
ot ) =1 ¢ 1) 2
x|
— e e,  1=-1,
|In(e + 1)|2

which satisfies ﬁaﬂp = Ay, is an asymptotic profile of 2.3), while y(t, x) := ¢(t, x)/ (ﬁ), which
satisfies 0y( (lf:—t)ﬂl’) = AY, is a good asymptotic profile of 2.6), and Y (t, x) decays faster than ¢(t, x).

Proof of Theorem The estimate (AI8) for s = 0 was proved by Wirth [40]. Here we focus
on the influence of s and show that u(#, x) decays optimally faster than v(¢, x). Note that (%)ﬂ decays

to zero since A € [-1,0) and

for the critical case 4 = —1. The results are proved through the same procedure as Proposition 2.1
in [15]] according to the optimal decay estimates on the Fourier multiplies (D;(t, s, &) and (D;f(t, s5,€) in
LemmalA72] i

Appendix B Time-dependent damped linear system
We next show the optimal decay estimates of the linear hyperbolic system (2.4).

Theorem B.1 (Optimal decay rates of linear hyperbolic system) Let (v(t, x), u(t, x)) be the so-
lution of the linear hyperbolic system [2.4) (the third equation of w(t, x) is neglected as it decays
super-exponentially) corresponding to the initial data (v(s, x), u(s, x)) starting from time s. There ex-
ists a universal constant Ty > 0 such that for g € [2,00], 1 < p,r <2, A €[-1,0), and t > s > Ty, we
have

102Vllze <TG, 5) - ([[vcs. |y, + 05 ves, |},

(14 sy Tl gy ([lacs, |, + [0 ucs, ], ). (B.1)
and
102l s(ll—:)” Tt ) - ((lucs, |, + [0 ucs, )])
(10t T ) (v, ), + [ ves, ), (B.2)

where y, 4 :=n(1/p —1/q), and w4 > y,4 for (r,q) # (2,2) and w5 = 0.
Moreover; u(t, x) decays faster than (B.2) if we assume one-order higher regularity as follows,

h
)

10%ullze (1 + 0y - T gy (s ), + [l vs,
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(L 0+ s T2, ) ((lucs, [, + 8 ucs, ). B3)

The decay estimate (B.2)) is improved by cancellation without one-order higher regularity as fol-

)
Lr

+(L+ 0+ s T2 ) (|fuCs, ), + (|0 ucs, )
1+1¢

+(
1+s

lows

102tz (1 + 0 - T gy ((lucs, ), + [JOv(s, )

)
Lr

)/1 Tratlelg ). ( ! 4 e—su((1+z)1*/‘—(1+s)1*/l))
(1+s5)!4

(s, + 10 us. ) (B.4)

where g, > 0 is a constant.

The decay estimate (B.1)) is element-by-element optimal for all % > s = Ty, the decay estimate
B3 is optimal with respect to v(s,x) for all 5 > s > Ty; the decay estimates (B.I) and (B.3) are
optimal for all t > s > 0 such that

10vls <741, ) - (s, o, + 055, o, + s, [, + o™ ucs, o)
and
10%lle =(1 + )yt - TYratlatl g gy
(vt + 1wt o, + fls. o, + 0 s, )

for some nontrivial initial data.
Theorem [B.Tlimplies the optimal decay estimates of the Green matrix G(z, s) in (2.2).

Theorem B.2 For g € [2,0], 1 < p,r <2, t > s > Ty (T is the universal constant in Theorem
B.]), and A € [-1, 0), we have

10%G11(1, HP(®Le < Tz, 5) - (gL, + 18 g2,
10°G1a(t, )P < (1 + sy - Tt gy (llgllL, + 1951,
102G (1, )Pz < (1 + D)% - TV gy (lglls, + (105 g1,

1
I

A

A
)Tl 5) - (gl + 1 gL,
where vy, 4 :=n(1/p —1/q), and w4 > y,4 for (r,q) # (2,2) and w;> = 0. Furthermore,
I+wy,
102Gt )P(D)lIza <1+ DXL + sy - T 201 gy (I, + 10 g,

1
e

1+5s

A

) T, )

1 K al+1+w;,
T Gl 9) - el + 18l gy,

where k > 2 can be chosen arbitrarily large and C, > 0 is a constant depending on «.

A1+ 9 T2t,5) +
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Proof. These estimates are conclusions of Theorem [B.Il The last estimate is proved according to
(B.4) and the following inequality

_ _ 1-1_ 1-1
1—* K(t, S) e e, ((1+1) (1+s)' ™) s CKa
since the super-exponential function decays faster than any algebraical decays. O

Corollary B.1 Let (v(t, x), u(t, x)) be the solution of the linear hyperbolic system (2.4)) (the third
equation of w(t, x) is neglected as it decays super-exponentially) corresponding to the initial data
(0, x), u(0, x)).

Forge[2,00], 1 < p,r <2, and A € (—1,0), we have

105Vlle ~(1+ 07 F 0D (o0, ], + (|95 v0, [, + [0, ), + [Jo"wco0,

h
)

and

10%ullze ~(1 + 1) 2 Opatlad=7"

(Ml + I w0, + a0, + J0E w0,

)
r)

Forge[2,00], 1< p,r<2, and A = -1, we have

195vlle ~Ine + 0207440 - ([[ug, [, + [Jol™ w00, 9, + [uc0, ]I, + 0™ uc0,)

h
v)

and

1
10%ullre ~(1 +1)~" - [In(e + £)|"20patlal+D

(v, + [l w0, + a0, + [l uco,)

)
L)

Remark B.1 The general solutions of the wave equation 2.6) (satisfied by u(t, x)) decay opti-
mally faster than those solutions of [2.3) (satisfied by v(t, x)); while in the linear system 2.4), u(t, x)
decays even faster.

Remark B.2 The decay estimate (B.2)) for u in the linear system 2.4) derived from the optimal
decay estimate (AID) in Theorem[A 1l is not optimal here since the initial data u(0, x) = uy(x) and
(0, x) = Avg(x) — uug(x) are not independent. Cancellation occurs and the decay rate increases
as in (B.3). However, the estimate is still of importance in the decay estimates of the nonlinear
system (L3) since the regularity required is one-order lower than in the estimate (B.3).

Proposition B.1 Ler (v(t, x), u(t, x)) be the solution of the linear system 2.4) corresponding to
the initial data (v(s, x), u(s, x)) starting from time s.
Forge[2,00], 1 < p,r<2, 1€[-1,0),andt > s > Ty where Ty > 0 is the constant in Lemma

A2 we have

02Vl STPrel(r, ) - ([lves. ), + (|8 vs, -

)
LV
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+ (4 U T (s, ), + 08 uts, ], ). (B.5)
and
1+1\2 al+w,
9uls (1) D) - (s, + 08 uts. )
(U T ) (s, + 08w ) (B.6)

where vy, 4 := n(1/p = 1/q), and w4 > .4 for (r,q) # (2,2) and wy, = 0. Moreover, u(t, x) decays
faster if we assume one-order higher regularity as follows,

102l <(1+ 0t T sy ((lugs, |, + 05 v(s, )

h
)

F A+ + 9 T2 ) ((lucs, o, + 08 |))). B

The decay estimate (B.3) is element-by-element optimal for all % > s = Ty, the decay estimate
(B.D) is optimal with respect to v(s, x) for all 5 > s > Ty, the decay estimates (B.3) and (B.7) are
optimal for all t > s > 0.

Proof. This is proved in a similar way as Proposition 2.2 in [[15] based on the optimal decay estimates
of the linear wave equations in Theorem[A.Tland the optimal decay estimates of the Fourier multiplies
in Lemmal[A.2l m|

We improve the decay estimates on [|d%u(t, -)||r« in Proposition [B.1] by taking advantage of
the cancellation between the initial data u(s, x) and d,u(s, x) = Av(s, x) — b(s)u(s, x) if we regard
u(t, x) as a solution of the wave equation (2.6).

Proposition B.2 (Decay rates improved by cancellation) Let (v(z, x), u(t, x)) be the solution of
the linear system (2.4) corresponding to the initial data (v(s, x), u(s, x)) starting from the time s. Then
forge[2,0],1 < p,r <2, and A €[-1,0), and fort > s > Ty (Top = 0 is the constant in Lemma

[A.2), we have

102(t, Mize <L+ 2y - Tl gy - (o, ), + 0 v(s, )

v)
LV

+ (L + 0+ b T2 ) ((luGs, |, + (108 ucs, )7,

1+1\2 | _ L
+ (1 - s) et gy . (m )
(sl + 10t ) (B.8)

where €, > 0 is the constant in the definition of different zones in the phase-time space, yp, =
n(1/p—1/q), and w4 > y.q for (r,q) # (2,2) and wr > = 0. The decay estimate (B.8) is optimal with
respect to v(s, x) for all 5 > s > Ty.

Proof. The outline of the proof is similar to Proposition 2.3 in [[15]. Here we omit the details. O
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Proof of Theorem The optimal decay estimates and (B.3) are proved in Proposition
[B.1land the decay estimate (B.4) improved by cancellation is proved in Proposition i
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