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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem for an inviscid compressible Oldroyd-B model in three
dimensions. The global well posedness of strong solutions and the associated time-decay estimates in
Sobolev spaces are established near an equilibrium state. The vanishing of viscosity is the main challenge
compared with our previous work [47] where the viscosity coefficients are included and the decay rates
for the highest-order derivatives of the solutions seem not optimal. One of the main objectives of this
paper is to develop some new dissipative estimates such that the smallness of the initial data and decay
rates are independent of the viscosity. In addition, it proves that the decay rates for the highest-order
derivatives of the solutions are optimal. Our proof relies on Fourier theory and delicate energy method.
This work can be viewed as an extension of [47].
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1 Introduction

The Oldroyd-B model is a widely used constitutive model to describe the motion of viscoelastic fluids. One
of the known derivations is that it can be derived as a macroscopic closure of Navier-Stokes-Fokker-Planck
system which is a micro-macro model describing dilute polymeric fluids in dumbbell Hookean setting, see
[7] and [3] for the incompressible case and the compressible case, respectively. The compressible Oldroyd-B
model in the space-time cylinder Q7 = R3 x (0,7 is stated as follows:

pt + div(pu) =0,

(pu)e + div(pu ®@ u) + VP(p) — pAu — (u + v)Vdivu = div(T — (kLn + 3n°)I),

e+ div(nu) = eAn, (1.1)
kAg Ao

. . T _ kAo 4o
T, + div(uT) — (VuT 4+ TV" u) = eAT + ) nl ) T,

where the pressure P(p) and the density p(x,t) > 0 of the fluid are supposed to be related by the typical
power law relation for simplicity:

P(p) = ap”
for some known constants a > 0, v > 1; u(z,t) € R® denotes the velocity field of the fluid. p and v are
viscosity coefficients satisfying p > 0, 2u 4+ 3v > 0. The polymer number density n(z,t) > 0 represents

the integral of the probability density function v which is a microscopic variable in the modelling of dilute
polymer chains, i.e.,

n(x,t) = /RS Y(x,t,q)dg,
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where 9 is governed by the Fokker-Planck equation. The extra stress tensor T(z,t) = (T; ;)(z,t) € R3*3, 1 <

i,7 < 3 is a positive definite symmetric matrix defined on Qr, and the notation div(uT) is understood as
(div(uT)), ; = div(uT;;), 1<i,j<3.

The constant parameter ¢ is the centre-of-mass diffusion coefficient and other parameters k, L, 3, Ag, A are all

positive and known numbers, whose meanings were explained in [3]. (1.1) is known as diffusive Oldroyd-B

model when the diffusion coefficient ¢ > 0. The corresponding micro-macro version of (1.1) can be referred

for instance to [2] and references therein.

Note that the centre-of-mass diffusion term is usually smaller than other effects ([5]). For such a reason, in
early mathematical studies of macroscopic Oldroyd-B model, the stress diffusion is omitted, see [44]. In this
context, [10] established the local existence theory for Dirichlet problem. Guillopé and Saut [23] obtained
the existence and uniqueness of global strong solution in the Sobolev space H*(2) for bounded domains
Q) € R? with a small initial data. Some other related results can be referred to [21, 43]. In exterior domains,
Hieber, Naito and Shibata [24] obtained a global existence and uniqueness of the solution provided the initial
data and the coupling constant are sufficiently small. Fang, Hieber and Zi [18] extended the work [24] to the
case without any smallness assumption on the coupling constant. The existence of a global-large-data weak
solution was established by Lions and Masmoudi ([36]) in the corotational derivative setting. For long-time
behavior of the solution, please refer to [25, 31]. There are also some interesting results on other macroscopic
model of Oldroyd type concerning viscoelastic flow introduced by Lin, Liu and Zhang ([35]), for example
[26, 29, 33] and others.

However, the center-of-mass diffusion can be physically justified to model the shear and vorticity banding
phenomena ([6, 9, 10, 13, 32, 37, 42]), although it is small. In this case, some interesting works have been
achieved. More specifically, the global-in-time existence of large-data solutions in two dimensional setting was
obtained by Barrett-Boyaval ([1]) for weak solutions and by Constantin and Kliegl ([11]) for strong solutions.
In three-dimensional setting, Bathory, Buli¢ek and Malek ([1]) proved the global existence of weak solutions
for a generalized rate-type viscoelastic fluids in bounded domains. For the inviscid case, Elgindi and Rousset
([17]) obtained the global existence and uniqueness of regular solutions in two dimensions with arbitrarily
large initial data when @ = Q(Vu, T) is omitted and with small initial data when @ # 0. We refer to [16]
for the three-dimensional case with small initial data. For the case of fractional Laplace, please refer to
[12]. Very recently, the second author, the third author and their collaborators ([31]) studied the long-time
behavior of the solutions and obtained some decay estimates. These results are concerned with homogeneous
fluids, i.e., the density is constant.

For the compressible case, there are a lot of fundamental problems which are still open. We recall some
mathematical results for compressible viscoelastic models, which have been the subject of related fields in
recent years. The well posedness in local time and global well posedness near an equilibrium for macroscopic
models of three-dimensional compressible viscoelastic fluids were considered in [19, 27, 28, 34, 45] (see [3]
for global existence of weak solutions). In particular, Fang and Zi ([19]) proved the local well posedness of
strong solutions to a compressible Oldroyd-B model and established a blow-up criterion. Soon afterwards,
the authors ([53]) obtained the global well posedness in critical spaces. Lei ([34]), Fang and Zi ([20]),
and Guillopé, Salloum and Talhouk [22] investigated the incompressible limit problem in torus, the whole
space and bounded domain, respectively. Very recently, Zhou, Zhu and Zi ([51]) obtained some time-decay
estimates of strong solutions. Zhu [52] obtained the global well posedness of small classical solutions to a
generalized inviscid compressible Oldroyd—B model in Sobolev space H® for s > 5. In [3], Barrett, Lu and
Siili not only showed the derivation of the compressible viscous Oldroyd-B model with stress diffusion (1.1)
via a macroscopic closure of a micro-macro model, but also proved the existence of global-in-time finite-
energy weak solutions with arbitrarily large initial data in two dimensions. The global-in-time existence of
solutions strong or weak with arbitrarily large initial data is unknown in three dimensions either with stress
diffusion or not. In two and three dimensional setting, Lu and Zhang ([40]) obtained the local-in-time well
posedness of strong solutions together with a blow-up criterion and weak-strong uniqueness. Very recently,
the second author and the third author ([17]) showed the global well posedness and optimal time-decay rates
of strong solutions for Cauchy problem in three dimensions. In critical Besov spaces, one can refer to [50].
Less is known concerning the vanishing of centre-of-mass diffusion and the inviscid case in (1.1) either for
global well posedness or for long time behavior, until very recently the first author, the third author and
their collaborator investigated the first case (i.e., ¢ = 0) in [38]. This work is devoted to the latter one which



is more challenging.
More precisely, we consider the case that p=v =0 in (1.1), i.e.,

pe + div(pu) =0,

(pu) + div(pu @ u) + VP(p) = div(T — (kLn + 3n*)1),

ne + div(nu) = eAn, (1.2)
kA Ao

T; + div(uT) — (VuT + TV u) = eAT + oM T

1.1 Reformulation of the problem

In this section, we give a reformulation of (1.2) to make the analysis more convenient right behind. In fact,
when ¢ = 0 and the viscosity coefficients are fixed, a similar reformulation was given in our previous work
[38]. Thus this section is a slight modification of the corresponding part in [38]. More specifically, multiplying
(1.2)3 by kI;;, we have

Then subtracting (1.3) from (1.2)4 yields that
A
(9,5(']1‘@ — kn]lij) + 0 ((Tij — kn]Iij)ul) — (aluile + Tilalu]‘) = €A(Tij — knﬂij) — 2—/\0(Tij — kn]lij). (1.4)
Further, denoting 7;; = T;; — knl;;, and conducting direct calculations, we can get
8luﬂl‘lj = (91111'7'1]‘ + k@lumlllj = 8lumj + kajum, (1.5)
and
Tilalu]‘ = maluj + k?]]lila[uj‘ = maluj + knaiu]‘. (1.6)
Putting (1.5) and (1.6) into (1.4) yields
A
8tTij + 8[(Tijul) — (8luile + m@luj) — kn(ajui + 8111,]) = E‘ATU — 2—)\07'17‘,
which is A
ot +div(ut) — (Vur +7V7u) — kn(Vu + V) = eAr — 57 (1.7)

Next, the term of the right-hand side in (1.2)2 can be transformed into the following form
0;(Tij — (kLn + 50 )iz) = 0; (73 + knlij — (kLn + 3n*)lij) = 9575 — 0; (k(L = 1)n + 3m°) ,
which together with (1.2)s implies that
(pu)e + div(pu @ u) + V (P(p) + k(L — 1)n + 3n°) = divr. (1.8)

Finally, combining (1.2)1, (1.8), (1.2)3 and (1.7) yields

pe + div(pu) =

(pu)y + div(pu ® ) + V(P(p) + k(L — 1)n + 3n°) = divr,
n + div(nu) = eAn, (1.9)

) = (Vur + 7VTu) — kn(Vu+ V7u) = sAr — 227,

d
7t + div(ur )

which is equipped with the following initial condition:

(P7U77777')($at)|t:0 = (p07u0777077-0)(x) — (ﬁ707ﬁ70)7 as |£L'| — OQ. (110)

Note that (1.9) is equivalent to the system (1.2) with the regularity of the solution in the present paper
and that it seems more convenient to consider (1.9) in the proof. Therefore we will state the main results
afterwards for the reformulated system (1.9) only.



1.2 Main Results
Our main results are stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1 Let L > 1, 3 > 0. Assume that (po — p,uo,n0 — 7, 70) € H3*(R®) for constants p,7) > 0. Then
there exists a positive constant 0 sufficiently small such that if

(P = ps w0, M0 — 7, 70) || 13 (R3) < 0, (1.11)
the initial-value problem (1.9)-(1.10) admits a unique global strong solution (p,u,n,T) which satisfies

(p — pyu) € C([0,00); H*(R?)), (pr,ur) € C([0,00); H*(R?)), p >0, 1> 0,
(n—1,7) € C([0,00); H*(R?)) N L*(0, 00; H*(R?)), (1, 7¢) € C([0,00); H'(R?)) N L*(0, 00; H(R?)).

Theorem 1.2 In addition to the conditions of Theorem 1.1, we assume that (po — p,uo,n0 — 7, divry) €
LY(R3). Then there exists a positive constant C' independent of t such that the solution (p,u,n,T) satisfies
the following time-decay estimates:

IVTT(t)|| L2 @sy < C(1+ H7i7%, m=0,1,2,
%

va(p_ﬁauvn_ﬁ)(t)||L2(R3) SC(l—i—t)iﬁi ) m205172537
IV3 ()| 2oy < C(L+1)75,

for any t > 0.

Remark 1.3 From (1.9)y and the conclusion in Theorem 1.2, one can observe that the decay rate of
V7]l L2(rs) is the same as that of |[V' ullL2(rs) where the mazimum of | is 2 according to the regular-
ity of the solutions. Therefore the decay rate of [|[V37(t)||L2ms) is not expected to be sharper.

We would like to introduce the main novelty of this work. Compared with [17] where the global well
posedness of strong solution for (1.1) with positive shear viscosity u is established subject to some smallness
assumptions, the vanishing of viscosity in the present paper will bring new challenges such as the loss of
regularity for the velocity. We introduce a good unknown 7;; = T;; —knl;; for ¢, = 1,2, 3 inspired by [38, 39]
and derive some new dissipative estimates of velocity from the equation of 7;; such that the smallness of the
initial data does not depend on the viscosity. This demonstrates that the coupling yields new dissipative effect
of the velocity satisfying the Euler equation only. Besides, the construction of the basic energy estimates in
H?3-norm relies strongly on the dissipative estimate of V*u due to the second term of the continuity equation
and the pressure term of the momentum equation. It seems impossible to get the dissipative estimate of V4u
in the non-viscous case. To handle the issue, inspired by [52], we use the variation of the continuity equation
divu = —%%Z” and integration by parts to transfer the derivative to other term. Concerning the optimal
time-decay estimates, the loss of dissipation of velocity due to the vanishing of viscosity is the main difficulty
compared with the viscus case in [47]. Delicate energy method and low-high-frequency decomposition is the
main tool in the proof. In this context, we observe that the reformulated equation of 7;; can produce the
dissipation mechanism of velocity such that the decay estimates do not rely on the viscosity, which is the
key to obtain the optimal time-decay estimates of the solution except for its highest order. It is unusual
that the optimal decay rate for the highest-order derivatives of the solution to some hyperbolic-parabolic
systems even as (1.1) with viscosity (see [17]) could be obtained. To get the dissipative estimate for the
hyperbolic quantities V¥p and V*7 where k = 3 is the maximal one, the usual energy method is to construct
the interaction energy functional between the second-order and the third-order. Therefore it implies the
decay rate for the third-order will be the same as that for the second-order. Here we use the low-high-
frequency decomposition and employ the high-frequency part of velocity at 2" order as a test function
of the equation of V2divr;;. The high-frequency quantity will make the damping term in the equation of
V2divr;; keep the desired order, see Section 4.4 for more details. This is different from our previous work [45]
for compressible Navier-Stokes equations with reaction diffusion where a new observation for cancellation of
a low-medium-frequency quantity was adopted to get the optimal time-decay estimate at the highest order,
see also [49] for a two-phase fluid model. In addition, to get the decay estimates of the low-frequency part to



the linearized system (A.1), we apply the Hodge decomposition to u and 7, and transfer the linearized system
into two system (A.2) and (A.3). We introduce some corrected modes different from [17] to overcome the
difficulties caused by the lack of dissipation of u. With the help of these estimates, the decay properties for
the low-frequency part of the solutions to the nonlinear system are obtained by using the Duhamel principle.
Combining the delicate energy estimates with the decay estimates of low-frequency part, we obtain the same
decay rates of the solution to (1.9) up to the second-order as those for viscous case, see [17]. Moreover the
decay rate for the third-order in the present paper is sharper.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we linearize the reformulated system which
will make the following analysis more convenient. In Section 3, the proof of the global well posedness of the
solutions will be given by using delicate energy method combined with the continuity technique. In Section
4, we establish some optimal time-decay estimates and finish the proof of Theorem 1.2.

2 Linearization of the reformulated system

To simplify the proof of the main theorems, we linearize the reformulated problem (1.9)-(1.10) as follows.
Taking change of variables by (p,u,n,7) — (p' + p, fu',n' + 7, 7) with 5 > 0 to be determined, the initial-
value problem (1.9)-(1.10) is written as below

py + Bpdivu’ = S,

P'(p
Buy + gp) Vo' +

k(L — 1~) + 25ﬁvn, B diYT _ s
p

4 B dive’ — eAn' = 83,

A
T+ ST — SAT = BRi(VY + VW) = S,

where

S] = —pdiv(p'u’),

P s P B -1t 200 +7) KL 1)+ %0
Sl — _BQU/'VU/_ _ _ ~ vp/_ N _ _ v,r]/
: T 5 ( PP p )
11
+ (——= — =)divr,
(p’+p p)

Sy = —pdiv(n'u’),
Sy = —Bdiv(u'7) + B(Vu'T + 7VTU) + BEkn (V' + V'),

with initial data
(o', ', 7)(2,0) = (py, ug, My, 70) () — (0,0,0,0), as |z] = oc.

Denote the scaled parameters and constants by

le\/P/—(pN), 7«2:w7 ry = 1 7ﬁ: Pl(ﬁ)

P'(p) P'(p) p
and define the nonlinear functions of p’ by
P(5) P +7)\ 1 1
h(P/):( ~— = )—, Q(P/):(t—ﬁ)—-
p pP+p 7B pp+p’ B

Finally, (we remove all / in the following system for brevity) we rewrite the system (1.9)-(1.10) with
linearized part on the left as
pt + ridivu = S,
ur + 11 Vp+raVn — radivr = So,
n: + prdivu — eAn = Ss, (2.1)

A
T + 2—/\07 — eAT — BER(Vu+ VTu) = Sy,



and
Sy = —pdiv(pu),

Sy =—pu-Vu+ h(p)Vp+ k(L —1)4+23n)Vn —divr| — ————nVn,
s (P)Vp+g(p) [(k(L — 1)+ 237) Vn ] 517"V 22)
S5 = —fdiv(u),
Sy = —Bdiv(ur) + B(Vur + 7V7u) + Bkn(Vu + V7 u),
with initial data
(p, u,m, 7) (2, ) [1=0 = (po, u0, M0, 70)(x) — (0,0,0,0), as || — oco. (2.3)

It is worth noticing that the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 can be translated into that for the solution
o (2.1)-(2.3).

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.1 via taking vanishing viscosity limit of (1.1). In fact, the global

existence and uniqueness of solutions to the corresponding viscous case has been achieved by the second

author and the third author in [47] where the smallness of initial data depends on the viscosity coefficients.

Therefore the aim in this section is to derive some a priori estimates globally in time subject to some smallness

of data independent of the viscosity coeflicients. We assume that pu,v < 1 in the section for simplicity.
After conducted a reformulation similar to (2.1), (1.1) can be converted to the following form.

pr + ridivu = S,
ur +1r1Vp+1reVn — rsdiv — p1 Au — poVdivu = 5’2,

e + Bn divu — eAn = Ss, (3.1)
A
Tt gyt — AT — BRi(Vu+ V) = Sy,
where
H nw+v
M1 = =, B2 = ~
p p
and

Sy == Bu-Vu+h(p)Vp+g(p) [(K(L — 1) + 23i) Vi) — divr] —

= (u+v)Bg(p)Vdivu,

ﬁnvn — uBg(p)Au (3.2)

We begin with a local existence and uniqueness result of the initial-value problem (3.1) and (2.3).
Proposition 3.1 (local existence and uniqueness) Assume that
(po; w0, 1m0, 70) € H*(R?), iélﬂgs{Po(iﬁ) + pymo(x) + 7} > 0.

Then, there exists a constant Ty > 0 depending on u, v and [|(po, uo, 10, 70)|| 73 (r3), such that the initial-value
problem (3.1) and (2.3) has a unique strong solution (p*",ut" nv 7#%) over R3 x [0, Ty], which satisfies

M”eameH%Rw,ﬁ”eanwH%Rm,gﬂw”+@M”+m>&
To

(ut" g ) € C([0, To); H3(R?)) N L2(0, Ty; HA(R?)),
(uéhl’, 77#’”, Tz‘fuyy) € C([Oa T0]7 Hl(Rg)) N L2(07 TO; H2(R3))7

where Qp,, = R x (0,Tp).



Proof. The proof can be achieved by using some standard iteration arguments, please refer for instance
o [19, 30, 40]. We omit the details for brevity. O

Proposition 3.2 (A priori estimate) Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, there exists a positive con-
stant & independent of i1 and v and at least bigger than 3 5 9 (determined by (3.55) for some 0 given by (1.11)),
such that if the strong solution of the initial-value problem (3.1) and (2.3) satisfies

1wt s ) ()l e < 6. (3:3)

for any t € [0,T], where 0 < T* < 400 is the mazimum existence time for the solution and T € (0,T*), then
the following estimates

t
[t g o) (8) s +/0 (I G a3 + IV (", 7)) [y ) ds (3.4)

20

t
[ Gl Fu s + paliva ) ds < Clao, s o) s < 5
0

holds for any t € [0,T].

Remark 3.3 A similar result has been obtained by the second author and the third author in [7] (Proposition
3.2) when & depends on p and v. Proposition 3.2 removes the dependence between § and the viscosity
coefficients, which gives the possibilities to take the vanishing viscosity limit.

Based on the Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, the global existence of solutions to the initial-value problem (3.1)
and (2.3) will be established with the help of the standard continuity arguments. Then, with the aid of
the uniform estimates (3.4) and some compactness arguments, we conclude that a subsequence of solutions
(pH¥ ubv v TH) converges to a limit (p,u,n,7) (in some strong sense) which is a strong solution to the
original problem (2.1)-(2.3). Therefore to prove Theorem 1.1, it suffices to prove Proposition 3.2 which will
be achieved step by step in the following lemmas.

Throughout the rest of the paper, we denote LP := LP(R3) and /fd:v = / fdz, and let C > 1

represent a generic positive constant that depends on some known constants but 1sR1ndependent of 0, 6, p,
v, t and T*.

Although the solutions usually depend on y and v, one can find that the following results and procedures
are applicable to the case p = v = 0. For brevity, we omit the superscripts throughout Lemmas 3.4-3.6.

Lemma 3.4 Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.1 and (3.3), the following estimate

1d h(p) + Bp
g 1ol s + 22 sl — [ S an)

K Aor r3e 3.5
+ B a3 + 22 |\dwu|\m+ s IVl + STl + e 97l 85)

<Co(|[Vpllz + I Vullze)
holds for any t € [0,T].

Proof. Applying derivatives V(¢ = 0,1,2,3) to the system (3.1), taking inner product with V*p, V*u,
g—%vfn and QEZ~VZT respectively, and then adding the results, we can obtain

d T3
i 1ls + el + 22 nles + 5= 1)

|~

AO T3 2 rs€

Lo T3y v 3.6
3 3517 17l + = IV (36)

+ ||Vl 7 + u2||divu|\§13 + B—ﬁllvnl\qu +



3
= /(v%‘1 Vi + VS, Vi +
£=0

298y Vin 4+ 2 ViS, - Vir) da.

B 2Bk

Before we estimate each term on the right-hand side of (3.6), it is worth noticing that the disappearance of
the viscous terms in the momentum equation (3.1)s leads to partial loss of regularity of velocity u. Hence,
to derive some uniform estimates independent of p and v, those terms containing the fourth derivative of
density p or velocity u can not be directly controlled. In the following proof, we will list them separately
and deal with them in detail.

Firstly, for the first term on the right-hand side of (3.6), by noticing the definition of S7, we have

3 3
Z/VZSH :Vipde = —BZ/Vediv(pu) Vipda
=0 =0

3
=— B/div(pu)p dz — ﬁ/Vdiv(pu) -Vpdx — Z/Védiv(pu) Vipda (3.7)
=2

3
= ZIM
i=1

The reason why we discuss ¢ separately here is to make the proof more concise when proving decay estimates
later in this article. We first deal with the lower derivative terms, I1; and I1o, using Holder inequality,
Sobolev inequality, Cauchy inequality and Lemma A.5, it holds that

1o < CO(|VplL: + [VullZ2), (3.8)

[Tu| < C(IVplrellullLs + llpll s [Vl 22) [ ol

and
[Lia| < C(IIV2pll 2llull s + [lpll s IVPull 22) IV pll s < C(IV?pllF2 + [ VPullZ2). (3.9)

Then, for I3, which can be divided into the following five terms.
Lz =— ﬁ/v2div(pu) :V2pda — B/V3div(pu) : V3pda (3.10)
=— ﬁ/V2diV(pu) :V2pda — B/V?’(u -Vp): Vipdr — B/V?’(pdivu) : Vi3pda
3
=— ﬁ/v2div(pu) :V2pder — B/u SVV3pVipds — B Z/cgvfu SV pVEpda
=1

2
— BZ/Cgvedivuvgfep :Vipdr — ﬂ/pv?’divu :V3pdr
£=0

5
= E I13¢'
i=1

Next, we turn to deal with the terms. In the same way, we first deal with the lower derivative terms, I3,
L1z, and Iy3,, using Holder inequality, Sobolev inequality, Cauchy inequality and Lemma A.5, it holds that

T3, + Tisy + iz | <C(IIV2pllzzllull s + llpllza | Viull 22) [V pl| o (3.11)
+ C(IIVull L= IV20l L2 + IV2ull 22| V2l Lo + IVPull 2| Vpll 2 ) [ V20 22
<C3(IV2pllz: + IV2ull2)-

Then, for the terms containing the fourth derivative, I3, and I;3,. On one hand, for Ii3,, by virtue of
integration by parts, Holder inequality and Sobolev inequality, we can directly deduce

By, =5 [ diva 96 do < CVullu= [9pI2- < OBVl (3.12)



On the other hand, for I3, by using (3.1);: dive = —228%V2 e can get

ri+Bp
pt+ﬁu-Vp) 3
L. = VBT ) Vv3pd
s ﬁ/p < 1+ Bp per

2
_ JRY ) 3—¢ 3 .3
_ﬁ;/(&,pv (pt + Pu-Vp)V (rl—l—ﬁ) Vpd:v—i—ﬁ/ T Vip: : V3pda
+[32/r1+ﬁpv3(u Vp): Vipdx
1
_ﬁZ/Cgpvg pi + Bu - Vp)V3~ é( s ) V%dx—l—ﬁ/ P V3p, : V3pda

2 P Ol 3—0 .3 2 P ) 3.3
+0 §/T1+ﬁpC3VU VV° = p:Vipde + /T1+Bpu VV?p: Vpdu.

Further, the second term and the last term on the right-hand side of (3.13) equal

éi/ 32_5/ 32_[3_2/, pu -
5| +ﬁp|v pl* dx o +ﬁp [V°pl© dz 5 dlv(r1 +Bp)|v p|” dz,

where we use integration by parts.
(3.13), combined with (3.14), Holder inequality, Sobolev inequality and Cauchy inequality, yields

[V2p|? da.

B d
I, < CO(IV2pllls + 9°ull3e) + 5 =

1 +ﬁp
Putting (3.11), (3.12) and (3.15) into (3.10) yields

pa
2dt ) r +[3p

hs < C5([V2pll3p + IVPull2) + V20]* da.

Now, substituting (3.8), (3.9) and (3.16) into (3.7), it holds that

|V3p|? da.

2dt

3

d
> [ V8 Ve < ool + [ Vul) + 5 4 [
=0 r1+ Bp

Secondly, the second term on the right-hand side of (3.6) equals

3
Z/VZSQ - Vi da
=0
3
:/gg-udx+/v§2;vudx+2/vf§2;v%dx
(=2
3
Z:ZIM.
=1

(3.13)

(3.14)

(3.15)

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

From (3.2), we first estimate o7 and I22. Using Holder inequality, Sobolev inequality and Cauchy inequality,

it holds that

I = / { = Bu-Vu+h(p)Vp+g(p)[(k(L — 1) + 237)Vn — divr| — nVn} - udz

23
Blo+7)
~ [ (wBglo)du+ (1) 8g(p) Vdiva) - uds

U
C(llullzallVullzz + R(p)l2allVellz2 + lg(p) 22 IV (7. 7) 22 + I p~||L3||V77HL2)”u”LG

(3.19)



+Cllg(p)l = (el Vulliz + (1 + v)divul72) + ClIVg(p) s (ul Vull 2 + (1 + v)l|divel L2 ) ul| 2o
<C3(IIVplz + IVullZz + VnlL: + IV 7IIZ2),

and

Ioo = / {ﬁu -Vu—h(p)Vp—g(p) [(k(L -1)+ 2377)V77 — diVT] + ﬁnVﬁ} - Audx (3.20)

+ [ (uBa(o) 0+ (u+ )Bg(p)Veliva) - Auds

n
<C(llullzslIVullzs + 1R ()l L2 [V pllze + Ng(p) L2V (7. 7)o + Hp+ [)HL?’HVWHLG)”VQUHL?

+Cllg(p)ll= (Wl VZull 2 + (1 + v) [ Vdivul| 12) | V2ul| 2
<Co(IV2pllzz + IV*ullz + IVnlZ: + [IVT]IZ2).

Is3 can be divided into the following five terms:
2
Io3 = / V2{ = Bu-Vu+h(p)Vp+ g(p) [ (k(L — 1) + 237) Vi — divr] — mnvn} :Viudr  (3.21)

3

=3 [ T (uBg(0)du + (a4 v)g(p)Viliva) : Vuda
=2

_ : 23

+ [V k(L — 1)+ 237)Vn — divr] — —2—nVn} : Viudz
/ {9(p)[(K(L —1) +237) V7 ] 57" n}

—I—/VB(—ﬁu -Vu) : Viude +/V3(h(p)Vp) : Viude

5
= E IQgi .
i=1

Then, we turn to deal with the terms Ip3,-I23,. For the terms Iz, -Ia3,, using Holder inequality, Sobolev
inequality, Cauchy inequality and Lemma A.5, we have

|La3, | <CIV?ull o[ Vull o + Jull oo [ VPul 2 + [V2R(0) [ 2o [V ol 2o + A0 Lo V20l 2] IV ull 2 (3.22)
+CIV29(0le IV, Tl e + lg(p) Lo IV (0, 7| 22| [V Pul| 2

U n
+ClIVH(—=)llze I Vllze + | 2o V20l 2] [ V20| 2

p+p p+p
<Cs(IIV2ullF + IV2pllzn + VP0]122 + VP7]I72),

L6

| <C [ (19290190 + Vo)Vl [V2ul) o +C [ o) (V2 + (e )] T diva) V2u o
+C 19991 (0] + o+ )| Velivad) [7°u] + 1929 (6) (1] V80 + (o + )] Tdival) V) d

+ /C|Vg(p)|(u|V2Au| + (p+ v)|V3divu|) [V3u| — Bg(p) (uVEAu + (1 + v)Vidive) : VPuda

<CIVg()lla=IV*ullf + Cllgp)ll s (I V:ull g + (i + w) [V dive ) [V 2 (3.23)
+Cllg(p)| = (el V*ullg2 + (1 + v)[|Vidivul 72)
<CO([V2ullzp + ulVHallZe + (1 + )| VPdivulZ,),

and

L3, | <C[IV29(0) L2V (0, D)l Loe + Mg ()L [V (0, 7)l| 2] | VPl 2 (3.24)

n n 4 3
+ oIV (—— V| L + || oo ||V V3u
[l (p+p)||L2|| nllz ”p+p”L V47l 2] |22
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<Co(IVpllzn + IVl + IV%nll + [V 7I172)-

For I»3,, using integration by parts, we can easily get
Iz3, = /V?’(—ﬂu -Vu) : Viudz (3.25)
= —BZ/CZVZU vV Viude + = P /dlvu|V3u|2 dx

< C|Vul g [ VPullZs + C|[V2ul| 2V
< Co|IVPulzs,

ul| g2

where we have used Holder inequality, Sobolev inequality and Cauchy inequality.
Then, we are going to deal with Io3, which can be split into the following two terms.

I3, = / V2 (h : Viude (3.26)
_Z/C \AVARLPR v3udx+/h(p)vv3p : Viuda.
For the last term in (3.26), using integration by parts and (3.1); again, we have

/h(p)VVgp : Viudz

- /Vh(p)V3p :Viude — /h(p)V3p : V3divu dz (3.27)
+ Bu-Vp
— [ Vh(p)V3 :V?’udx—l—/h Vi, v (AL VP dz,
[onov O G
where the observation that divu = pt:friub:p is crucial due to the loss of regularity of velocity, which can be

seen for instance in [52].
Further, processing method similar to Iy3,, the last term on the right-hand side of (3.27) can be deal

with like
+ fu-Vp

h(p) V3 pti);w d

[ro) ( ) Vs

= CEh( Vp) V3 (————) : V3pd 3.28

Z/ V(e B TV () Vs (3.2

h(p IR 3—4, . o3 _ﬁ/ h(p)u 3 12
+B;/7m+ﬂp©3v u-VV°~p: Vpdx 5 dlv(rl—l-ﬂp)'v pl* dz

1d [ hip)

1 h(p)
- v3 2 _/(7> v3 2d .
+5 r1+ﬁp| plPde 3 6 tl pl* da

Together with (3.26), (3.27) and (3.28), using Holder inequality, Sobolev inequality and Cauchy inequality,
we get

1d [ hip)
Ton. 2 112 3, 112 __/ 3124 9
o] < OBVl + [95ul) + 35 [ L9 (3.20)
Hence, substituting (3.22), (3.23), (3.24), (3.25) and (3.29) into (3.21), it holds that
By <CH(IV2ully + 90l + |90 + 197 ) + 55 [ M) \Gsppae (3:30)
- 2dt | ri+ fBp

+ OS5 (|| V*ull32 + (p+v)||V3divul|7.).

11



Now, putting (3.19), (3.20) and (3.30) into (3.18), we have

3
5 1d h(p)
;/VESQ : Viudz <C§([|Vullip + IVl 5z + IVnllss + 11IV7lis) + 3 / mw%ﬁdx
+ C8 (pl|V* |72 + (1 + v) || VPdivul|32).

Next, for the third term on the right-hand side of (3.6), using (2.2)3, we have

3 3
Z/vfsg Vindr = —ﬁZ/vfdiv(nu) . Vindz
£=0 £=0
3
=— ﬂ/div(nu) ndx — ﬂ/VdiV(nu) : Vndzx — ﬁZ/ngiv(nu) :Vinda
=2

3
= Z Igi.
i=1
For I31 and I35, similar to I and I, it is not hard to get

L1l < C(IVallzllull o + nll 2 | Vullz2) [nll e < CO(IVAIZ2 + [Vull72),

and
sz < C(IV*nll 2 llull s + Il sl V2ullL2)[[VnllLe < CO(IVnl172 + [IVull72).-

(3.31)

(3.32)

(3.33)

Thanks to Holder inequality, Sobolev inequality, Cauchy inequality and Lemma A.5, I33 can be controlled

like \
B =5 [V divim) : Vi do < O8IVl + [9ule).
=2

(3.34)

Note that we have used integration by parts in (3.34) to reduce the order of spatial derivative of velocity w.

Hence, combining with (3.32), (3.33) and (3.34) yields

3
> [ Visa: Vinde < OVl + [ Tulle).
£=0

Finally, for the last term on the right-hand side of (3.6), we have

3 3
Z/VESZ; :Virde :/5’4 : de+/VS4 : Vde—l—Z/VeSZ; :Virde
=0 =2
3
::ZIM'
i=1

(3.35)

Thanks to (2.2)4, and using Holder inequality, Sobolev inequality and Cauchy inequality again, I4; and Iy

can be controlled like

In :B/ (= div(ur) + (Vur +7V70) + kn(Vu + VTw)) : 7dz

<C(IVullezll(n, M)llcs + IV 7l L2 llwll za) 17| o
<CH(|[Vl[L2 + IVullZ2),

and

Iy =0 / V(= div(ur) + (Vur + 7V7u) + kn(Vu + V7)) : Vrda

12
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:B/ (div(ur) — (Vur +7V7u) — kn(Vu+ V') : Ardz (3.37)

SCV( ’ (7777-)
<Co(IV*7IIZz + IV2ullZ2).

‘)||V2THL2

For I,3, we will take advantage of the higher integrability of 7 to deal with each term on the right-hand side
through integration by parts. In other words, thanks to (2.2); again, I43 can be estimated as

3 3
Iz = Z/vl& Virde = —Z/VH& VAT dz
=2 =2

3
= BZ / VN (div(ur) — (Vur +7V7u) — kn(Vu + Vi) : VO AT da (3.38)

C(IV2ullzell(m, )llLs + V27 ollull o + IVull Lo [V (0, 7)[[£a) [ VE7 ] 2
+C(IVPull L2l (0, D)oo + VOl e llull L + 1Vull e[ V2 (n, 7)l] o) [ V7| 2
<CH(IV?ullFn + VP71 E0),

where we have used Holder inequality, Sobolev inequality, Cauchy inequality and Lemma A.5.
Owing to (3.36), (3.37) and (3.38), we get

3
Z/vf& Virde < C5(|Vul?s + | V7]|%). (3.39)

Finally, plugging (3.17), (3.31), (3.35) and (3.39) into (3.6), we then obtain the following inequality:

1d T3 h(p) + Bp
535 (e + Ll + 22l + 55zl = [ 2222V 2 a0)
. Ao T3 r3€
+ [Vl + paldivallys + 21Vl + 522l + e 97

<Co(IVpllze + IVullze + ||V77HH3 VTl + ul Vil + (1 + )| VPdivul|7.).

Choosing ¢ sufficiently small in the above inequality, (3.5) will be established. Thus, we complete the proof
of this lemma. O

In the following lemmas, we obtain some dissipation estimates of velocity v and density p which are
independent of the viscosity coefficients.

Lemma 3.5 Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.1 and (3.3), we then have the following estimate:

2

d

— Z/vfdiw :Viudzr + M(HWHHZ + || divul/%2) (3.40)
=0

A
<C(e+0)|Vpll + Cle+8)[VallZe + Cel VTl + 2—§CIITH§12.

Proof. Let ¢ =0,1,2. Applying operator V*div to the equation of (3.1)4 and V* to the equation of (3.1),
multiplying the results by V‘u and V¢divr, respectively, summing them up and then integrating it over R3,
we get the equality:

2
d
7 Z/VediVT : Viude + BEn(|| V|32 + || divel|%:)

2
=3 / (VidivSy — ’;—;’vfdm + eV AdivT) : Viuda (3.41)
£=0
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2
+y /(vfétz — VT — 1V g VEidivT + i VEAU + VT diva) - Vidivr da.
=0

First, by the definition of S, and S, integration by parts, Holder inequality, Sobolev inequality, Cauchy
inequality and Lemma A.5, it holds that

2 2
Z / védiVS4 : vfu doe = — Z/v@s4 . vf-l—ludx
=0 =0

2
=8 Z / Vi(div(ur) — (Vur + 7V7u) — kn(Vu+ V) : VF uda (3.42)
=0

<C(IVullezll(n, M)l + V7| 2llullLoe ) [Vl 2
+C(IV2ullz2ll (0 Dl o + IV2T L2l + [Vull 26V (7, 7)l]22) V20l 2
+C(IVPul 2l () Lo + V972 lull 2 + [1Vull o[ V2 (0, 7)]22) 1|V ul | 2
<Co(IIVullz + 1V752)

and
2 ~ ~ ~ ~
Z/vfs2 : Vidivr dz = /52 ~divr da — /52 : Adiv7dx+/v25‘2 : V2divr da,
£=0
where the terms on the right-hand side of the above equality can be controlled as
/ Sy - divr dz (3.43)
2
:/ (—Bu -Vu+ h(p)Vp+ g(p) [ (k(L — 1) + 237)V — divr| — 73)17V77> - divr dz

Blp+p
- / (1Bg(p)Au+ (1 +v)Bg(p)Vdivu) - divr do

n
<O[llullze=[IVull 2 + ()| = Vol 22 + l9(p) | L= IV (0, )| 22 + Hij ﬁIILwIIVnHLz] V7l
+ C(ulVull gz + (e +v)lldivullz2) (g (o)l = IV divT | 22 + |V g(p) || s | divT]| s )
<CO(|Vpll7z + [VullZz + [[ValZ: + V7|72 + [V27]|72),
— / Sy - Adivr dz (3.44)

:/ <Bu -Vu—h(p)Vp —g(p)[(k(L — 1) + 2377) Vi — divr| + )nVn) - Adivr dx

_ %
Blp+p
+ / (1Bg(p)Au + (1 + v)Bg(p)Vdivu) - Adivr dz

<C[[lullslIVullzs + 1) 311V 2l e + N9(p) | L3]IV (m, ) o + szﬁl\ml\vnllm] V37| 2
+ Cllg(p)ll o= (ll Aull 2 + (1 + v)|| Vdivul| 1) | AdivT]| .2
<O8(IV2pl 22 + IV2ull 72 + [IV20 22 + IV 7)1 30 ),
and
/ V28, : V3divr dz (3.45)

= / v? (—Bu -Vu+ h(p)Vp+ g(p) [ (k(L — 1) + 237) V — divr| — ﬁn%) : VAdivr dx

14



- /V2 (1Bg(p)Au + (1 + v)Bg(p)Vdivu) - V2divr dz
<Clllullp=IV3ul 2 + [V2ull 2ol Vul s + (o)L= V2ol £z + IV2R(p) | 6]V pll 2] V7l 2
n
+ Cllg(o) L= V2, ) 22 + V2 g ()| 6 IV (0, )| s + Hp+ p~||L°°||v377||L2] V37 22

+ CIIVQ( )HLGHWIILsHVSTIILz +Cllg(p) Lo (ullViull g2 + (o + )|V dival £2) [ VA7 2

+CVy(p )HL3 (ull V2l o + (o + )| Vdive] o) [ V7] 2
<CO(IVpllz + IVl + [IV20llZ2 + V27 (130)-

For the remaining two terms on the second line of (3.41), by using integration by parts, Hoder inequality
and Cauchy inequality, it is straightforward to show that

2
Z/ ( — ?—;VédiVT + EVZAdiVT) Vi de
Z_

2
A
= Z/ (2—)\OVZ7' - EVKAT) VA de (3.46)
=0

A
<CIVull gz (IV?7 || 2 + —OIITHHz)
ﬂkn
— | VullFz + CIV?7 |72 + o O||7]|3p2).-

Finally, the remaining terms in (3.41) can be estimated by using integration by parts, Holder inequality and
Cauchy inequality as follows

2
> / (=1 VT p — 1V 4 s VAdive + pn VEAU + po VE Ediva) - Vidivr da (3.47)

<CUIVpllgz + IVl a2 + V7l g2) IVT | 2 + e[ Vull3p + epol|divul|7e + Ce||Vdivr |7
<Ce||Vpll3: + Ce|| V% + Ce|| V|32 + Cel|divul|3: + Ce||VT|%s.

Plugging (3.42)-(3.47) into (3.41), then choosing ¢ sufficiently small yields

B

/VéleT Viudr + == (HVu||H2 + [|divel|32)

A
<C(e+0)[IVplli2 + Cle + )Vl fz + C[ VT Fa + 2—/(\)C||TH§12,
which is (3.40). Thus, the proof of Lemma 3.5 is complete. O

Lemma 3.6 Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.1 and (3.3), we then have the following estimate:

2
d r
pr Z/Veu VA pdr + %vaHi(z (3.48)
=0
<C(IVulli + IVallze + V7% + mllViullge + pel V2 divul|72).

Proof. Let £ =0,1,2. Applying operator V* to the equation of (3.1)2 and (3.1);, multiplying the results
by V*1p and —V*divu respectively, then summing them up and integrating it over R?, we get the equality:

2

d

o / Viu: VA pda + 11|Vl
=0
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2
= /(V"S‘Q — oV 4 1y Vidivr + 1 VAW + oV diva) - VA pda (3.49)
=0

~

2
+ Z/(—stl + Tlvldivu) : Vidivu da.
=0

Likewise for (3.43)-(3.45), from (3.2), Hoder inequality, Sobolev inequality, Cauchy inequality and Lemma
A5, the first line on the right-hand side of (3.49) can be controlled like

2
> / V:Sy : VA pda (3.50)
=0

2
2
= Z / vt (—ﬂu -Vu+ h(p)Vp+ g(p)[(k(L — 1) + 257) V — divr] — ﬁnvn) Vi pda
— p+0)
2
=3 [ Balp) St -+ )Bg(p) Vi) : T pda
£=0
<O (| Vullfrz + IVpll32 + 1Vl Fe + V752 + pl Vil 22 + (0 + v) [V divul|72) ,
and
2
Z /(—rzv”ln + r3Vidivr 4 VEAu + o VO diva) : VO pda (3.51)
£=0
<C (IValluz + V7l a2 + ml[V2ull gz + po||Vdival g2) |V pl| 2
T .
Szlllvpllip + O(IVallfz + V7132 + | V2ull3e + p2l| Vdivul|3: ).

Similarly, for the last line in (3.49), recalling the definition of Sy, using Hoder inequality, Sobolev inequality,
Cauchy inequality and Lemma A.5 again, we have

2
> / (—=V*S1 4+ Vidivu) : Vidivu da
£=0

2
= Z/(ﬂvgdiv(pu) + 1 Vidivu) : Vidivu dz (3.52)
=0
<O(IVull m2llpllLe= + IVl a2 l[ull L)Vl g2 + C| [Vl 32
<CO||Vpll72 + C|Vul[Fe-
Now, plugging (3.50)-(3.52) into (3.49), then choosing § sufficiently small yields

2

d 1 .

G2 [ Vs v pde t Tl < CAITulBn + [Vl + V73 + 9l + ol Vodival )
£=0

which is (3.48). Thus, we finish the proof of Lemma 3.6. O

In what follows, based on Lemmas 3.4-3.6, we are ready to prove Proposition 3.2.

Proof of Proposition 3.2: Combined with (3.5), €2(3.40) and ¢;(3.48), it holds that

1d Y .
2 g (1Pl + lulis + S Il + 5= Ile)

2 2
d £, . gltl £as
+E (61;Vu.v p+62;Vd1VT.VU—

1h(p) + Bp

H1 M2 .
2 11+ Bp 1V3p[?) da: + 7HVU||%{3 + 7Hdlvu||§{3
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T2 A r3€
+ IVl + @ Vulle + 22l + 55 e + e

V71

C((S + EQE)HVp”Hz + C((S + 61)||VUHH2 + 0(626 + e+ 5)|\Vn||H2 + C (62 + 61)HVTHH3 + 62 CHTHHz
+ M1€10||V4UHL2 + /LzechVsdiVUHLz.

Firstly, choosing a fixed positive constant € < %]ZZ‘T; , and then taking

. {Gzﬂkﬁ rof r3e 1 }
€1 < min

8C 7 16CB7 16C.Bk7" AC

and

. €171 T2 r3€ T3
€9 < min

8Ce’ 16CeBi’ 16C.Bkii” ACBk7

and finally choosing § sufficiently small, we obtain

3 35 (ol + s + 2l + olirle) (3.53)
+ % (61 gv% : V”lp + ezévzdi\w Vi — %%—Fﬁi/wvgpf) dzx + HVU”H% —|— HleU”H%
+ a1Vl + @ SVl + PVl + 5l + g VTl <0,
Next, integrating (3.53) over (0,t), we get
I+ / (@19l + e 2w + T IVl + gl + e Drle)ds  (350)

t
+ [Vl + L2 vl )as < 70),

where

N)I)—l

Tt) =5 (IplFs + llullzs + ||77||Hs + 2ﬂk~HT”H3)

2 1 h(p) + Bp
L, . x7l+1 £ s w4 312
+/(61€E_0§7 w:V p+62;:0v divr : V u-g " T Bp [V°pl )dx.

Since (3.3) and the smallness of §, e; and e, it is easy to check that J(t) is equivalent to

lolEzs + lullzzs + Inllzs + 7113

Moreover, by the virtue of (1.11) and (3.54), there exists a constant Cy independent of u, v, 0,0, ¢€, €1, €2,
and T, such that

(o, wsm, 7) (Bl 3 < C1 6.
Letting

C10 < 25, (3.55)

and then we can get (3.4) and complete the proof of Proposition 3.2. O

Due to the priori estimate stated in Proposition 3.2 and the standard continuity arguments, the following
estimate
(o, usm, 7)) ||z <9, Vtel0,T), (3.56)
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holds. Next, we only need to show T* = co. In fact, owing to Proposition 3.1 and the time-uniform estimates
stated in (3.56), it concludes that T* = oo. Thus, we get the global existence of solutions to the initial-value
problem (3.1) and (2.3).

Thanks to (3.4), we deduce that (pV, u? nt? ) (ph" ut””) and (", 71") are uniformly bounded
in L>°(]0,00); H3), L>(]0,00); H?) and L°°([0,00); H'), respectively. Moreover, (n*¥, ") is uniformly
bounded in L?([0,00); H*). Hence, there exists a subsequence (p*", ut", nv, 7#") such that

(0"t T S (pyun, ) in L([0,00); H),
(" 7)) 2 (n,7) in L2([0,00); HY),
(p,u,l/,u,u,v,n,u,v,ru,u) — (pvuaan) iIl ClOC([OvoO);Hl%)c)'

The regularity of the limit is good enough to ensure that (p,u,n,7) is a strong solution to the original
problem (2.1)-(2.3). Therefore the proof for the first part of Theorem 1.1, i.e., global existence, is complete.
By the standard energy method, we can prove that the solution in Theorem 1.1 is unique, provided that
[[(p, w,n, 7)(t)|| g is sufficiently small. Therefore, we finish the proof of Theorem 1.1.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this part, we are going to obtain the decay estimates of (p,u,n,7) to the original problem (2.1)-(2.3). To
do this, the strategy is to combine the energy method with the spectral analysis of the corresponding linear
system. The connection between the two aspects is the Duhamel’s principle.

Proposition 4.1 Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2, there is a constant C' independent of t such that
the solution (p,u,n,T) of initial-value problem (2.1)-(2.3) satisfies the following estimates:
IV (t)|| 2 @sy < CA+8)" 1%, m=0,1,2,
V7" (o, m) () laeey < CO+07H7%, m=0,1,23,
IV37 ()]l 2oy < CL+)71
for anyt > 0.
Proof. The proof of Proposition 4.1 consists of Propositions 4.10-4.13. a

4.1 Energy estimates
First of all, we are going to get the optimal time-decay estimate of |V (p,u,n)(t)]| 2.

Lemma 4.2 Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.2 and (3.3), there exist two small positive constants
€3 and €4 which will be determined in the proof of the lemma and Lemma 4.3, such that

1d T Bkn T9E r3Ao
557%1@) +63Z|\V2pllip + 64T|\V2u|\ip + 4B~|IV277||H2 + 8M3k~|\v 3= <0, (4.1)
where
Hi(t) =Volie + I Vullz: + T—%Ilvnl\fqz + T—3~IIVTII?{2
B 2k
2 2
. h(p) + Bp
+ [ (26 Viu: Vi + 2¢ Vidivr : Vi — 2220198 512) da.
/( 3; ’ 4; r1+ Bp Iveer)

Proof. Following arguments similar to the proof of Lemma 3.4 for the case £ =1,2,3 and = v = 0, one
has,

1d h(p) + Bp
\Y \Y vrl3. — | =532 d
2dt(l\ ol + |l u||H2+B~| 2615” 7372 / T Bp |V?p]? dx)
o€ Aprs T3E | o 19 (4.2)
vr v
2B~H nllFe + 4/\ﬁk~H 132 + 4ﬁk~” 7| %2

<Co(IV2pllzn + IV2ull3).
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In addition, for the case £ = 1,2 and = v = 0 in (3.40) and (3.48), we can get
2 _
d k
o ; / Vidivr : Viudz + %(Hv?uuip + || Vdivul[?) (4.3)

A
Cle+ )1Vl + Cle + O)IV?nllFn + Cel V37|50 + 2—)\OCIIVTII%1,
and

2
d T
G [9tus 9 pda + IVl < CITPul + CIT s + IV (4.4)
=1

Hence, €3(4.4) together with (4.2) and €4(4.3) yields

r3€
4pkn

- = o2 2 12¢ Aors
gdt%()m v pHHlm T w2 ullis + 557 N3k

30@¢+5mv%mHl+C@3+5mv%mHl+C@3+@¢+5mv%m§

IV*nllZ: + IV7l7e + V2713

Ap
+ Celes + €3)[| V37|13 + a5y C”VT”H1

Firstly, choosing a fixed positive constant € < %’;’g; , and taking

64[‘3]%7 o€ rs€
8C 16C B’ 16C.Bk7

€3 < min{

and

. €371 T r3e T3
€4 < min

8Ce’ 16CeBn’ 16C.Bki’ AC Bk
and finally choosing § sufficiently small, we get (4.1). O

Moreover, with Lemmas 4.2 and A.3, the following result holds.

Lemma 4.3 Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.2 and (3.3), we have

t
?h@)SSAEWhCD+C{/cfaﬁ*ﬁOWMH@2+HVUHﬁ2+HVnﬂ@Q(Qd& (4.5)
0

for some positive constant Cy independent of 0.
Proof. By Lemma A.3, we have
ol Vo"llz2 < [IV2pllzz, collVul(|ze < [IVPullr2, col Vi"l|Le < [[V2nllL2-

Thus, (4.1) leads to

h||L2+64 HV2 [ (4.6)

2 ~ 22
rc 1 Bknc
Ha(t) + e 2 Vo 2 + cag IVl + a2 |V

Q..|&.

1

2dt
T3 AO

8A\Bk7

’I”QECO

+ 867

IV 122 + ||V277||H2 + IV7lIZ < 0.

By adding ez 0 ”co Voh|2, + 64%7703HVULH%2 + T;;%g [Vn™||2. to both sides of inequality (4.6), we have

1d r
53}[ ()+€3&|\VPHH2+ €4

5770

roecd
861
||V77 ||L27

T3O
8Bk

IVl +

Va3 +

V717

roect

||V’U,L||%2 + 8[‘3~

r 02 C
<y PRt s 4+ e R0
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where we let ¢ € (0, 1].
Note that, by virtue of (3.3) and the smallness of §, €3 and g4, it is easy to check that H(¢) is equivalent
to
IVollZe + I VulZe + 1Valie + V7]

Then there exists a positive constant Cy > 0 such that
d
() + CaHa(t) < CIVp" |72 + CIVu|[7z + ClIVH" | 7.
By using Gronwall’s inequality, we get (4.5). O

In the same way, we show the following estimates of ||V2(p, u,n,7)(t)| g2 which are the basis for getting
the optimal decay estimate of ||V2(p,u,n)(t)|| Lz

Lemma 4.4 Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.2 and (3.3), there exist two small positive constants
€5 and € which will be determined in the proof of the lemma and Lemma 4.5, such that

98

457

T3O
8Bk

557—[2( )+€5—||VBPHL2 +€6 ||V3 172+ ==

<CO|V?ull3z + O3 V202,

||V377||H1 + ||V2 ||H1 (4.7)

where
Ho (1) =[V2p]|2 V2,12 T2 V25|12 "3 V2,2
2(t) =[IVopllz + IV7ullz + Bﬁ” iz + 2Bkﬁll gl

~ hip) +Bp
r1+ Bp

Proof. Following arguments similar to the proof of Lemma 3.4 for the case £ = 2,3 and © = v = 0, one
has,

+ / (265V2u : V3p + 2¢6V2divr : VZu [V3p|?) da.

ld 2 2 2 /h(P)‘FﬂP 3 12
- —_— d
5 g1 (1926l + V2l + 22090l + 52 L )
TQE AO T3 2 12 r3e 3 (48)
\Y \Y
+ 5oVl + SNV + o IV
<Co([V*ullFn + IVpll7)-
In addition, for the case £ =2 and = v = 0 in (3.40) and (3.48), we can deduce
—/V2d1v7 V2udz + (|\v3 122 + || V2divu||32) (4.9)
A
<C(e+0)[VPplZ: + C5||V2p|\%z + 00| VPul|Z2 + Cle+ 0)IVon|Zz + Ce VPrll3n + 2—§CIIV2TH%27
and
d
7 | Vi Vipde+ _HV3PHL2 < Co|[V2pllLz + ClIVPullze + ClIVnllZe + ClIV 7|72, (4.10)

Together with €5(4.10), (4.8) and €g(4.9) yields

1d s 5 ro€ Aprs T3¢
2dt7-[2()+65 LV ]2 + e 221 HV ullf: + o= 257 ANBk7 4Bk

<Cese||V3p||22 + CO||V2p|| % + cauv?uHHl + Ces||V3ul|22 + Cles + ese + )| V3|22

IVonlZ + V277 + Vo717

+C EGHV3T”H1 + CE5HV3T||L2 + €5y CHV2 ||L2
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Firstly, choosing a fixed positive constant € < %’Z’Z@l , and taking

e < min{eﬁﬂkﬁ 2% r3€ }
= 8C ' 16CB7° 1606k
and
66<min{ﬂ, o€ N r3€ N T3 N}
- 8Ce’ 16Cefn’ 16C Lkn’ 4C Lk
and finally choosing § sufficiently small, we get (4.7). O

Based on Lemmas 4.4 and A.3, the following result holds.

Lemma 4.5 Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.2 and (3.3), we have
alt) < (0 +.C [ D (I [V V) (s, (41

for some positive constant Co independent of 6.

Proof. By Lemma A.3, we have
ol V2p Mz < IV2pllL2, col V2|2 < [VPullLz, col V20" |2 < V20| L2

Thus, (4.7) leads to

1d r Bkhc? Bkn
§d—Hz<t>+ DIV s + 65 L + o 20D 2 3 + e T (4.12)
ToEc? r3 Ao
+ T+ 22 [l + W,,Hv%n%p < CBIVull3s + OOVl
By adding e50 ”CO V20512, + g 2540 ﬁknco [V2uk2, r;;;ﬁ [V2n=||2. to both sides of inequality (4.12), and
choosing § suﬁimently small, we have
ld Tlco 2 ﬂkn €0 o2 T2ECH 2 1 r3do oo 2
——H — |V \Y \Y \Y%
5 57alt) + s BRIVl + e L [Vl + SR+ S
ricg Bkncd rogc?
§65TO||V2pLH%2 + EGTOHVQ’UJL“%2 + 8677]0 ||V2UL||%2;

where we let ¢ € (0, 1].
Moreover, by virtue of (3.3) and the smallness of d, €5 and ¢, it is easy to check that Hs(t) is equivalent
to
IV2 el + V2l + V20l + V7[5

Then there exists a positive constant Cy > 0 such that
d ~
T Ha(t) + CoHa(t) < CV2p" |1z + CIV2u" |12 + ClI V0" |7

By using Gronwall’s inequality again, we get (4.11) directly. O

4.2 Decay estimates of the low-frequency parts

Next, with the help of Lemmas 4.3 and 4.5, we will study the decay rates of solution (p,u,n, 7). As it can
be seen from (4.5) and (4.11), we only need to analyze the low-frequency part (|| < ¢g) of (p, u,n).
Letting A be the following matrix of differential operators of the form

0 ridiv 0 0
A= Tlv 0 ’I”QV —T3
“1 o Bhdiv —eA 0 ’
0 —Bki(A+Vdiv) 0 4o _cA
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and setting -
U(t) == (p(t), a(t), (1), divr(t))" and U(0) := (po, uo, 7m0, divro)”,

we obtain from the linearized problem of (A.1) as below:

0,U+ AU =0, for t >0,
(4.13)

Ul],_, = U(0).
Applying the Fourier transform to (4.13) with respect to the z-variable and solving the ordinary differential

equation with respect to t, we have

U(t) = A(t)U(0),
where A(t) = et (t > 0) is the semigroup generated by the linear operator A and A(t)f := F (e ¢ f(£))

with
0 \/—_1T1€T 0 0
A - \/—_17”15 O \/—_17”25 —T3
© 0 V-187g" el¢l? 0

0 (P +&&) 0 (58 +elg)dy
Then, from Proposition A.2, we have the following result.

Lemma 4.6 For any integer m > 0, the following time-decay estimates for the low-frequency part, i.e.,

_3_m

IV (ABOUF(0) |22 < C(1L+ )75 F(U(0)]| 1, (4.14)

and
V™ (AU (0)]|2 < C(+1)"F|[U(0)] 2 (4.15)

hold for any t € (0, 00).

Remark 4.7 (4.14) and (4.15) are used to obtain the optimal time-decay estimates of ||(p, u, n, 7)(t)|| g2 and
IV2(p,usm, 7)) L2, respectively.

In what follows, based on the estimates in Lemma 4.6, we establish time-decay estimates for the low-
frequency part of solutions to the nonlinear problem (2.1)-(2.3). Denoting

U(t) = (p(t), u(t), n(t), divr (1),

then from (2.2), we have

0, U+ AU = S(U), for t >0,
(4.16)
U‘t:O =U(0),
where
S(U) = (Sl, Sg, Sg, diVS4)T.
Using the Duhamel’s principle, the solution of (4.16) can be stated as follows:
t
U(t) = A#)U(0) + / A(t — $)S(U)(s)ds. (4.17)
0

Lemma 4.8 Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2 and (3.3), for any integer m > 1, there exists a positive
constant C' such that

VUL (0] 2 <C(1+ )1 [U(0)] 1 (4.18)
e / L+t — ) 3 F (V0 m)($)lz2 + V(s 7)(8) e )ds

and

_3_m

VU @) <C(L+8)7 1 2 (U(0)]| 2 (4.19)
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+ O/O (1+1— 5)7%7%(|\(P7u,77)||L2HV(P,umn’)”m + IV, )| 22|Vl 12) (s)ds
+ C/O (14t —8)" 175 (| (0, 7)| 2| V2 2 + V27| 2 [Jul| 22 ) (5)ds

t
+c/ﬁ (Lt — )% (1o, )2 V2 0y 1y 1, 7l 2) (5)ds.

Remark 4.9 With the aid of (4.18) and (4.19), the optimal time-decay estimates of ||(p,w,n,7)(t)|| 7z and
V23 (p,u, m, 7)(t)|| 2 will be obtained, respectively.

Proof. From (4.17), using Lemma 4.6, we have
IV U ()]l 22

<V (ABUHO)]|,. + [T /0 At — $)S™(U)(s)ds|] (4.20)
<C(1+ )~ F(|U(0)]| s +c/0 (1+t—s) 12| S(U)(s) | 11 ds
<C(L+t)" 12 (|U(0)|| 11 +CO / L+t —s) T F([V(p,m)(8) ez + [V (u, 7)(5)] rr ) ds,

where we have used the fact that
[SU)l|r <CI(S1, 52, 3, divSs)(U)|| 2 (4.21)
<C (1o, w21V (0, ws 1, )| 2 + [V (0, D) 2 [Vl 22 + ([ (0, D) |22 (V2 ull 22 + V27 L2 [[ul| £2)-

Hence, (4.18) is obtained.
Moreover, for (4.19), using (4.17) and Lemma 4.6 again, we have

IV U (1)) (4.22)

<C |V (AU )], + O™ /0 T At — 5)SHU)(s)ds]| , + OV / At — 5)S*(U)(s)ds])

t
3

§0(1+t)*%*%IIU(0)IIL1+C/0§(1+t—S)*T%IIS(U)(S)HLIdSﬂLC/ (L4t =) %[ SU)(s)] r2ds,

k3
2

where

[I1S(U)|| 2 <C||(S1,S2, S3,diviSy)(U)|| 2 (4.23)
<C(I(p, w, a1V (o, wsm, Tl e + IV, D)l 2ol Vull Lo + [0, 7)o [V2ull L2 + V27| 2 lul| 2o )
<Cll(p.w, 0, )22V (p, w1, 7)| -

Thus, together with (4.21), (4.22) and (4.23), (4.19) can be obtained. O

4.3 Optimal decay rates of ||(p, u,n)(t)||zz and ||7(t)||m

In this subsection, we will obtain the time-decay estimates of (p, u,n, 7) with the aid of Lemmas 4.3, 4.5 and
4.8. Firstly, we consider the decay estimate of ||(Vp, Vu, Vn, V7T)(¢)|| 2.

Proposition 4.10 Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.2 and (3.3), we have

-

IVp®)llzz2 + (IVu@) a2 + V0@ 2 + V(@) 2 < C(L+1)77. (4.24)
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Proof. Owing to (4.5) and (4.18), we can obtain

t
Halt) <eC021(0) +C [ O (ITpH s + [Vuba + (V0P ) (5)ds
0
t

t s
<e=@194,(0) + C / e (1 4 5)"Fds 46 / em 0= ( / (1+s— ) 2Hy(s")ds')ds
0 0

0

t s
<C(1+1)"% + C&I(t)/ e‘cz(f—5>(/ (1+4s—s)"2(1+5) 2ds')ds
0 0

t
<Ccl+t) %y O5I(t)/ e=C2(t=9) (1 4 5)~3ds
0
<C(141)73% + COT(H)(1 + )73,
where Z(t) = sup (1+s)3H,(s).
0<s<t
Further, by virtue of the definition of Z(¢) and the smallness of §, we can obtain
I(t) <,
which is (4.24). We complete the proof of the proposition. O
Then, based on Proposition 4.10, we can obtain the next proposition.
Proposition 4.11 Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.2 and (3.3), we have
Ir(®)llze < C(L+6)7, (4.25)
_3
(s u,m)()][2 < C(A+1)75. (4.26)

Proof. Firstly, for ||7(t)|| 12, we multiply (2.1)4 by 27 and then integrate the resulting equation over R? to
obtain

%/|T|2d$+ %/|T|2dx+2€/|V7‘|2dx :2/54 : de+2ﬁkﬁ/(Vu+VTu) c7dr (4.27)

A
<5y +OTlEs + ClIVuls,

where we have used Cauchy inequality and the fact that
1Sallzz < llullzslVTllzs + [IVull2 (Il 2o + [l zee)-
Choosing ¢ sufficiently small in (4.27), it holds that
d A
& [ s+ 52 [ 1o do < vl

Further, using Gronwall’s inequality, the above inequality gives
2 20y 2 t a0 2
[(®)lz2 < Cem2277(0)]|Z + C/ ™2 79| Vu(s)||72ds
0

t
< Cem R 7(0) 32 + C/ e EI(1 4 5)Hds
0
<C(1+1t)3,

where we have used (4.24). Then we obtain (4.25).
Next, for ||(p,u,n)(t)||r2, thanks to (4.18), let m = 0, we find that

(o, s m, divr) H ()| 2 <C(L+ )73 (p, w, , divr) (0)]] 11 (4.28)
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—I—Cd/() (I+t— S)f%(HV(p,n)(s)HLz + ||V(U5T>(S)||Hl)d5
<C+n7 +C5/t(1+t—s)‘i(1+s)—ids
0
<C(1+1t)71,

where we have used (4.24).
In addition, by using Lemma A.3 and (4.24) again, we have

1
(o, dive) (1) 2 < =9, livr) ()] g2 < C(1+0)F (4.20)
0

Combining with (4.28) and (4.29), and owing to (A.32), we can get (4.26) directly. O

Further, the optimal decay estimates of second order for (p,u,n) and first order for 7 in the sense of L?
norm are obtained as below.

Proposition 4.12 Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.2 and (3.3), we have

IV2p(®) | + V20| + V20 @) | + V2O < COQ+1)7F, (4.30)
V()2 < CQ+t)75, (4.31)

Proof. Owing to (4.11), (4.20), (4.21) and Propositions 4.10 and 4.11, we can obtain
Ha(t) <e”“*'Ha(0) + C / O ([T R + [V s + V0P ) (5)ds
<e~P17y(0) + C/Ot e (=) (1 4 5)"5ds + C/Ot e_éz(t_s)(/os(l +s—8)2(1+ s)_%(s')ds’)ds
<C(1+1)"7 + c/t e=C2(=9)(1 4 g)"3ds
0
<C(1+1)73,
which is (4.30).

Finally, for (4.31), multiplying V(2.1); by 2V7 and then integrating the result equation over R?, similar
to (4.25), we get

d Ao
G [1vrae s 52 [ 197 do < €72l
Further, using Gronwall’s inequality, the above inequality gives

t
IVr(t)[3: < Ce™ 3 wr(0)]13: + C/ e B (=) V2u(s) [2.ds
0

t
< Cem R VT ()32 + C/ e B (1 4 5) 2ds
0
<C(+1) 3,
where we have used (4.30). Hence, we complete the proof of the proposition. O

4.4 Optimal decay rates of ||V3(p,u,n)(t)||z2 and ||[V27(t)|| 12

Inspired by [48, 49], we are going to study the optimal decay estimates of [|V3(p, u,n)(t)||z2 and | V27(t)| 2.
In the process, we have made full use of the benefit of frequency decomposition.
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Proposition 4.13 Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.2 and (3.3), we have

IV2p(t) 22 + [VPu®) 2 + Vi) 2 + IV (#)]|z2 < C(L+1) 75, (4.32)
IV27 (1) 2 < C(1+ 1)~ . (4.33)

Remark 4.14 The proof of Proposition 4.13 consists of Lemmas 4.15-4.16 below.

Lemma 4.15 Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.2 and (3.3), there exist two small positive constants
€7 and eg which will be determined in the proof of the lemma and Lemma 4.16, such that

1d AOT3 r3e

7‘28
573 sl )+€7 SR + 68 HV3 "1 + 557 HV477HL2 + 8/\ﬂkﬁHVgTH%z + 8ﬂkﬁ”v47”%2
<C(d + 67)||V3pLHL2 +C0+er+ eg)||V3uL||L2 + 0(67 + ege +0)[| V3|3, (4.34)
where
Ha(t) =0l + [Vl + 22|Vl + 7
+ / (267V?u : V3ph + 268V2div7' V23l — M|V3p|2) dex.
1+ Bp

Proof. Following some arguments similar to the proof of Lemma 3.4 for the case { = 3 and p = v = 0,
one has

1d r h(p) + Bp
- v V3 V3 V3 3 V3 2 _/ V3 2d
o (Il + IVul + 22| 90l - [ P92 da)
7'25 4 Aprs 3 12 r3e 4 112 (4.35)

SC5(||V3UII2L2 +1IV20lZ2),
where we have used the following inequality:

IV (

1
ry+ 3

p)IILz < CVpVpVpllrz + C|[V?pVpl 12 + C|[Vp| 2

< CIVpll3s + CIV?0ll sVl s + C|[V?pl 12
< Clpllz=lIV3pllrz + ClIV?pll 2 (I Vpll Lz + 1)

which is established by Hoélder inequality, sobolev inequality and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality.

In addition, applying operator V2div to the equation of (2.1); and V2 to the equation of (2.1)%, multi-
plying the results by V2u" and V2divr respectively, then summing them up and integrating it over R3, we
can get

% /VQdiVT : V2u do — Bk / V2 (A" +ul) + Vdiv(u" + ub)) : V2" da
= / (V2divS, — §—§V2div7 +eV2Adivr) : V" dx (4.36)
+ /(V2S'£I — V3" — V3l 4 3 V2dive ") - V3divr de,

where we have used the frequency decomposition (A.32). Then, similar to the case £ =2 and y =v =0 in
(3.40), we have

/ (V2divS, + eV Adivr) : V2u" da (4.37)

ﬁkn

(% + CO)IVPu[12 + COIVPul L2 + COI VP (. 7)1 22 + CV 72,
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and
/ (V28 — V3" — ra V30" + 3 V2dive") : V3divr da (4.38)
<e|V2p" 72 + CO|VPpll7 + OOl VPull7 + Cle + 0)| V2072 + Ce| V37|72

Finally, combined with Lemma A.3, the rest term of (4.36) can be deal with like

[ vy s Ve < VR |+ C P (4.39)

<Ce||VPullZz + Ce|VP[7-.

Together with (4.37), (4.38) and (4.39), using Holder inequality and Cauchy inequality, and choosing § and
e small enough, we can deduce from (4.36)

4 / V2divr : Vb dz + D0 (|\v3 P2, + [V 2dive®|[2.) (4.40)
e+ 0)||V3p"%. + 05||V3pL|| 2+ C|V3ul2, + Cle 4+ 6)||V39]|2: + C|| V37|21,
( L L L L H
where we have used the fact that

£z < I 502 + 1 22y VF € L2(R?).

Similarly, applying operator V2 to the equation of (2.1)2 and (2.1)?, multiplying the results by V3p"
and —V2divu respectively, then summing them up and integrating it over R?, we have

d
E/V% VM da + rl/V3(pL + ) V3ph da

= / (V2Sy — raV3n + r3Vidivr) : V3p" da (4.41)
+ /(—VQSf + 1 V3dive”) : V2divu de.

Further, from (4.41) and referring to the case { = 2 and p = v = 0 in (3.48), we can deduce the following
inequality:

d

dt

<CIVZp" (L2 + ClIVPullZ: + ClIVEn|L: + CIVP7 .

V2 V3 da + %||v3ph||i2 (4.42)

Hence, €7(4.42) together with (4.35) and eg(4.40) yields

1d A()Tg

r3€

’I”QE
350 + IV I + IV S IVl + SN s + o 9
<Clese +)V2p" |72+ C (6 + 67)I\V3pLIILz + C<6 + 57)HV3UHL2 +Ces||VPul |12
+ 0(67 + ege + 5)||V377||%2 + CeégHVST”%Il + C€7HV37'||%2.
Firstly, choosing a fixed positive constant € < 66 47521 , and taking
€7 < min €Ok Aors
T= 8C  16C\Bki
and
. Jem Aors T3€
€g < min ¢ ——, = ~ (>
8Ce’” 16C A \Bkn 8C . Lkn
and finally choosing § sufficiently small, we get (4.34). O

Moreover, with Lemmas 4.15 and A.3, the following result holds.
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Lemma 4.16 Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.2 and (3.3), we have
- t -
Hs(t) < e H3(0) + C/ = U (V2 h(|Ts + VPt |[Fe + V20" 122) (s)ds, (4.43)
0

for some positive constant Cs independent of 6.

Proof. By Lemma A.3, we have
e[ V20" |2 < V9] 2

Thus, (4.34) leads to

1d rocc? Aors
1d 13 h Vi3l 0
oMt )+e7 V3 |\L2+e8 H Iz + 250 8ABk]

<C(6+ 67)||V3pLHLz +C(6+er + es)IIVSuLIILz + Cler + ese + ) (IV3n" 132 + V30" [|25),

V20" 132 + V7]l (4.44)

By adding ez % [|V3p" (|2, + es 25| V3u |2, + raccg [V3n%||2. to both sides of inequality (4.44), taking

2p31)
TQEC ’I”QECO
< d
=508 ™ = ’Cepi
and choosing ¢ sufficiently small, we have
Bkn roecy Aors
2dtH3( )+67_HV3PHL2+68 Hv3 HL2+ 4/8~0||v3n||L2+ SAﬁkﬁ”vsTH%Q

<C||V?p" |22 + C|VPu" |22 + C||v377LHL2'
Moreover, it follows from integration by parts, the Young inequality and Lemma A.3 that
/ (V2u: V3" + V2divr : VZu") da
z/ ( — Vidivu : V2p" + V2divr : Vzuh) dx
1 2 4. 1 2 h 1 273 1 2, h
§§||V divau|z2 + §||V P2 + §||V divr|rz + §||V u|| 2
L o3 L o3 1 o3
<5 IVZullpz + S1VopllL2 + S IV 7l 2.
2 2 2
Hence, by virtue of (3.3) and the smallness of §, €7 and es, it is easy to check that Hs(¢) is equivalent to
V2ol 22 + IVPullZ2 + V20122 + V27122
Then there exists a positive constant C > 0 such that
d ~
o Ha(t) + CsHs(t) < ClIV2pH|[Le + CIIVPu®([F2 + CI V0" | 2.
By using Gronwall’s inequality, we get (4.43). O
With the help of Lemmas 4.15-4.16, we are ready to prove Proposition 4.13.

Proof of Proposition 4.13: Thanks to the case m = 3 in (4.19), (4.43), Propositions 4.10, 4.11 and 4.12,
we can obtain

- t -
Hs(t) <e”H3(0) + C/ em B (IV2 P 122 + VP12 + VP07 (172) (s)ds
0

5 t _ t % 9 8
<e”“515(0) + C/ e~ Cs=9) (1 4 5)"2ds + O/ (1) (/ (I+s—8)2(1+s) 2(s)ds')ds
0 0 0
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¢ 5 s 10
+ C'/ e~ Ca(t=9) (/ (I4+s—5s)31+s)"2(s')ds)ds
0 s

s
2

t -
<C(1L+1)2 + C/ e~ =91 4 5)" 2ds
0
<C(1+1t)"2,
which is (4.32).
Then, for (4.33), multiplying V(2.1)4 by 2V27 and then integrating the result equation over R?, similar
to (4.25) and (4.31), we get

d A
pn / |V27|? da + 2—/\0 / |V27|2 do < O||V3ul|2.
Using Gronwall’s inequality, the above inequality yields
t
IV ROl < Ce BT O)[3: + O [ e B9 Vou(s) s
0
t

< Ce 3 V27(0) 22 + c/ =39 (1 4 5)~3ds
0
<C+1)7%,

where we have used (4.32). Hence, we complete the proof of the proposition. O
Finally, based on Propositions 4.10-4.13, the decay rates of the solution stated in Proposition 4.1 is
obtained. Thus, We finish the proof of Theorem 1.2.

A Appendix
A.1 Estimates on the linearized system

Let us consider the following linear system for (p, @, 7, divT):
oy + rdiva = 0,
Uy +rmVp+roVn —radive =0,
i, + Bidivi — e A = 0, (A1)
A
divr, + 2—)\Odiv7‘— — eAdivr — Bkij(Au + Vdivi) = 0.

As it can be seen from (4.5), (4.11) and (4.43), to study the decay estimates of (p,u,n,7), we only need to
analyze the low frequency part (|€| < ¢o) of (p, @, 7, 7).

If we adopt A® := (—A)3 as the notation for the pseudo-differential operator defined by A*f :=
FLEP £(£)), we only need to study p, d := A~ 'diva and P := A~ 'curla, where curlga = 0;u’ — O;w; 1,
q := A~ 'divdivF and Pdiv7 := A~ 'curldiv7. Indeed, by the definition of P, we have

o =—-A"'Vd - A~ ldivPg,
divi = —A~'Vq — A~ 1divPdiv7.
We see that (p,d, 7, q) and (Pu,PdivT) satisfy

ﬁt + TlAd == O,

dy —riAp —roAip —r3q =0,

e + BiiAd — e AT = 0, (A.2)
A

q + 2—§q —elAq —2pknAd = 0,
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and
Pu; — r3Pdivy = 0,

Ao o (A-3)
PdivT: + ﬁPdIVT — eAPdivT — BknAPu = 0.
Applying Fourier transform to the linearized system (A.2) and (A.3), we arrive at
ﬁt + T1|€|Cz = 07
dy = r1[€|p = raléln — 134 = 0,
A ~ 7 A~ A4
e + Bilgld + el¢[* = 0, (A-4)
Ao ;
Qo+ 5y 0+ el€ + 28k7l¢[*d = 0,
and e o
Pa, — rsPdivy = 0,
S= Ap =—— 25 7= 12T (A'5)
PdivT: + ﬁPChVT + elg|*PdivT + BEkn|E|Pa = 0.
A.1.1 Estimates on (j,d, 7, §).
We introduce the following corrected modes different from those in [17]:
. 2X A
a=p+ Jeraraféligy + (e - 2B/€77—7°3)|€| I~ (A.6)
s 2
6=d+ A—Orgq, (A7)
o2 A
2 =i+ raBilellgy + (e ZBkn—T3)|§| ™4, (A8)
Then the system (A.4) can be rewritten as
N . 2D N .
a; +11/¢lo = —A—Orsf“lﬁknA1|§|30,
. A4AA o . L2 4\ .
o1 + ——rsBkilg]*6 — rilgla — rafélz = Z=rs (—Tsﬂkn — e~ (r2fi +1)A 1) €1°a
Ao Ao (A.10)

. 2\ -
2, + Bijl¢|o + ¢|¢Pz = E—TsﬁnAllflgq - —TsﬂQkHQAllél?’

. +[A
qr 2\

. 2BkﬁA—2T3)I§IQ]d — _2pkillele,

where the coefficient A; is defined by

-1

Ao .
A = N + (e QBkWA—OT3)|§|

From the corrected modes, it is not hard to find that the estimates of (a,0,2,q) can be easily translated
into the estimates of (p,d,7,q) for small |£]. Next, let us turn to study the estimates of (a,6,2,q). From
(A.10), we easily obtain

1d T . T2 N 4\ ~ A
—(|a]* + lof* + ~IZIQ) + ¢z + —mﬁlmIéIQIOI2
B B Ao

2 dt
4N = 2\ 4N . =
— S SRIAGPR08) + Spra (radhi -2 - (afi 4 )4 ) [€PRe@S) (A1)
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T2 2\

~ A 4A ~ A~
+ 5 a0 Re(@2) — ZZ P A€ Re(02).

B A
Multiplying (A.10); and (A.10); by 6 and a, respectively, yields

%Re@a) +rafellof — rilellal? — ralé|Re(s2) (A12)

4\ 2\ 4\ - N . T 4\ - R
——rgr1 Bk AL |6]* + == 3 <—T3ﬂk77 —&— (r2fn + T%)Al) |¢]*Re(qa) — ——r3Skij|¢|*Re(6 &).
- A Ao Ao Ap

Combined with (A.11) and —€|¢|x(A.12), it holds that

1d 2 2, T2 2 A S1e121a12 4 128421512 ﬂ . 20412
357 (8P + 10 + Z2[2]2 — 2€IRe(@o) ) + eleal? + |61 + (Gpraph - i )il
2 4\ 9 AT - o AR

:A—Org m —r3fki] — e — (rofi +13) A1 ) |€*Re(q6) — éra|é|*Re(2 ) (A.13)

4\ 22X 4\ .=
+ GA—OT3T15/€77A1|§| 6> — GA—07°3 (—7“35/“7 —e—(r2fn+ Tl)Al) £I’Re(q a)

~4 B = )\ .= g 2A =
+e—r3ﬁkn|§|3Re(oa) — —rgrlﬁknA1|§| Re(04a) + —2 —rgﬁnA1|§| Re(qz)
Ao A pn A
4\ N .
- ;_QA_rgﬁanQAﬂﬁlgRe(o 2)
2A 4\ 2 n x 2 a
:A—O’]"3 A_T3ﬁk,’7 — & — ('f'Qﬁ’r] + rl)Al |§| Re(qo) 67”2|§| R‘e( a) + IIl

It is natural to derive the estimates for those terms on the right-hand side of (A.13). First, the first two
terms can be controlled by

Ao

67”1

A ér
EilE1216/2 A21€12] 1G] + 2,2 2 A.14
SoraBklelof + o= ANl + GhiePlal? + 2 el (A.14)
where o) .
A = —AOT3 <A r3Bki) — e — (rof3i + r7) Ay >

Similarly, we can drive the bound of the last term.
11| < ClEP|(a, 2)]I(4, 0)] + Cle|*|o]. (A.15)

Substituting (A.14) and (A.15) into (A.13) yields

1d 2 2 T2 2 ~ X A
5 (18P + lof + 221 —2e|§|Re<ao>)

7"25 er2

“Em P + (5

o Ho
= s B

)|€| j2|* + (—Tsﬁkn—erl)lﬁl o/ (A.16)
AjleP? IIQI2+C|§| (a,2)[(q,0)] + Clé[*|of.

Now, we move on and derive the estimates of q as follows. Multiplying (A.10); by q and using Cauchy
inequality, we then obtain the following inequality:

1d o [A

. ~2 20 (A2 ~1e12 N =
5371+ |53 + (&~ 28k ) €| 1A = = 28k715 *Re(0d)

A 2 2
<o rahilePof + 2 prilelaP
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which implies

Ao 2A 240

1d,. A
Flal? + (20 + (e 29 2r - 2| laf < Srashalelof (A17)

Finally, combining with (A.16) and (A.17) yields

ld = 1€ T E E'f'
5 (180 1o + 22 o + la - 24lfRe(@o) ) + 3 Il + (2 - £ gPlal
2A _ 9 A12 Ap B 2)\ 2_Ao Ay PN 9
+ (Grap — PO + 58 + (e — 2805w — 32057 - A0 AR jaP (aa1s)

<Cl¢P|(a,2)||(a. )| + Cle|*|of.

_rie ArsBkq

T Aon }, and introducing the Lyapunov functional

Taking € := min{525=
L2 = |a|2+|o|2+ 512 2+ |a]? — 2¢|¢|Re(a o).

It is clear that, for [{| < %, we have £2

com

is equivalent to |al? + |6]% + E—%|i|2 + |@|?. Hence, from (A.18),
using Cauchy inequality, there exists a small positive constant ¢; <
e, k, Ao, B, M, A\, € and r; (i = 1,2,3) such that

depending only on the parameters

1d rle
: |€| a® +

2 2 0 21412
_ —|— < 0.
9 (gt ~com |§| | | TBﬁkW|§| |0| )\|§| |q| <0

4ﬁ~
Namely, we have
_ﬁgom + C |§| Ecom = 7 (Alg)

for some positive constant C5 independent of |¢]. Then it follows form (A.19) that for £ < ¢y
(@,6,2,@)(1)* < Ce™ I (a, 0,2, @) ()" (A.20)

Recalling the relation between (&, 6,2, §) with (5, d, 7, ¢) in (A.6)-(A.9), and thanks to (A.20), we can easily
deduce the following inequality holds.

(5, d, 7, )OP < Ce= O (3,d, 7, ) (O), for ¢] < 1. (A21)

db

A.1.2 Estimates on (E/DQ\Z,ED/diV\%)

We introduce the following corrected modes:

U ) —

v = Pu + —=ryPdivr, (A.22)
Ao

W = Pdivr, (A.23)

Then the system (A.5) can be rewritten as

R 2\ e 2 2A\ . .
Vi + A—rgﬁkn|§|2v + —7r3 (5 - A—Orgﬂkn)|§|2w =0,

Ao (A.24)
Ao 2\ N (1D 12
Wt+ﬁw+( OTBﬂkﬁ)m W+ BEj|¢*v = 0.
Multiplying (A.24) with v and W respectively and use Cauchy inequality, we have
1d 2\ 2\ 2\ .=
§d_| v+ —Tsﬁkﬁ|§| V[ =— " (e - —Tsﬂkn)|§| Re(w V) (A.25)
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A 2 2\ 2 -
<Ay "sPRIEPIVE + gogrers (e = Zors ki) 16 W,
and
1 d ~ 12 AO 2)\ ~ 2 A2 ~ 2 A A
W+ (52 + (e = ZrashipleP)w = ﬁknl§| Re(v W)
A
< s BRIEE W1 + 5 7ra Bhife | 917,
2)\
Together with (A.25) and (A.26), it holds that
Ld 2 A S1612)6)2
537 (V2 4+ 1) + < hiePlo)
Ao 2 _ AO 2\ 2\ TP B
— — 3Bk k7 — ——r3fk <0.
+ ) + (e AOTsﬁ Uk 5 7 — AoﬁkﬁT?’(a AOTsﬁ )€ | [w]* <0

By choosing |¢] < ¢a, which makes %—i— (5— rgﬁkn 2M3 Bk — Aoﬁk~r3( Orgﬁkﬁ)2)|§|2
true. Then, from (A.27), we have

1d

A A
2 N 1121602 1 220141214512
5 g (V17 + NP?) & Zorahile P19 + 2 IEPIwP <

Hence, there exists a positive constant C4 independent of |¢| such that

d N .
(P W) + Cule (9 + [w*) <0
Thanks to (A.28), we can deduce
(0. W)(B) < Cem @@ W) O, for [¢] < ea.
Further, from the definitions (A.22) and (A.23), (A.29) implies that, for |§| < cq,
|(Pa, Pdive)(t)|? < Ce™ 1€t (Pa, Pdivr) (0)/%.

A.1.3 Decay estimates of the low frequency part

(A.26)

(A.27)

do > dojg)2

(A.28)

(A.29)

(A.30)

Taking ¢y = min{cy, 2}, and combining with (A.21) and (A.30), we have the following proposition.

Proposition A.1 [t holds that, for |£] < co,

(5. d. 71, @) (&, )2 < Cem 2511 (5,d, 77, 4) (¢, 0) 2

and
|(Pa, Pdivy) (&, 1) < Ce2951E% (P, Pdiv) (€, 0) [,

for some positive constant Cs independent of &.

For the low frequency part, we have the following decay estimates for solutions to the linearized problem

(A1), (2.3).
Proposition A.2 [t holds that
10 (p, 1, 7, dive) ()| 2 < C(1+ )55 || (p, @, 7, dive) X (0)]| 1,

and
10 (5, 5, 7, dive) £ (1) | > < C(L+1)" 5 || (7, @, 7, divF)F (0) 2
for any |m| > 0.

33



Proof. By using Plancherel’s theorem and Proposition A.1, we have

107" (7, d 11, @) (D)l 22 = [1G€)™ By d, 7, @)l L2 (€] <o)

s(/ 2™ (p, d ﬁ)(f,ﬂl?d&) (A.31)
[€]<co

sc( / e2CsIEl* | 21ml o=2CsIEF A0 (5 d 7y 4)(€,0)] d§>
1€]<co
<C ( / B2 (1 4 ¢) Il =3 2181 (5, d,ﬁ,d)(€,0)|2d6>
|8|<covVI+E
<O+ (5,d, 71, ) (0)] 1=
<CU+6) 1% (5, d, 7, 9)(0)] 11

Moreover, we can also deduce

o ml
105 (P, d. 71, ) ()| 2 < C(L+8)" = ([ (5, d, 77, 4) (0)]| -
By similar calculations, we can get
|0 (Pa, Pdivy) L (t)]| 2 < C(1 + t)fﬁf@ [(Pa, Pdiv7T)(0)]| 1.

and
||8;”(]P@,]PdiVT) )]z < C(1 +t) ||(IP’u Pdiv7)(0)| 2.

Then, we finish the proof of Proposition A.2. O

A.2 Some useful inequalities
Let 0 < pp(€) < 1 be a function in C§°(R?) such that
L [gl<%
vo(§) =
© {o, €] > co.

where ¢y is a positive constant. Based on the Fourier transform, we can define a low and high frequency
decomposition (f%(z), f*(x)) for a function f(x) as follows

fH(@) = F o) f(€), and f"(x) = f(x) - f*(2). (A.32)
The following lemma can be obtained directly from the definition (A.32) and Plancherel’s theorem.

Lemma A.3 ([98]) If f € H™(R3)(m > 2) is divided into two parts (fL, f*) by the low and high frequency
decomposition (A.32). It holds that

g TRV P Loy < IV Fll L2,
for any integers my1 and ms with ms < mq < m.

Finally, the following elementary inequality will also be used.
Lemma A.4 ([15]) If a > 1 and b € [0,a], then it holds that

/t(l +t—5)"%1 +5)"ds < Ca,b)(1+1)7°
0

Lemma A.5 ([1/, /1]) Let m > 1 be an integer, then we have

IV (f)llLe@ny < Cllfllor @) IV gl Loz ey + ClIV™ fllLos ey |9l Loa grny s
where 1 < p,p; < 400, (i =1,2,3,4) and
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