2206.11039v3 [math.AP] 20 Dec 2023

arXiv

Global existence and optimal decay rate of weak solutions to

the co-rotation Hooke dumbbell model

*

Wenjie Deng' * Zhaonan Luo'f and Zhaoyang Yin"?*
"Department of Mathematics, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510275, China
2Shenzhen Campus of Sun Yat-sen University, Shenzhen 518107, China

Abstract

In this paper, we mainly study global existence and optimal L? decay rate of weak solutions to
the co-rotation Hooke dumbbell model. This micro-macro model is a coupling of the Navier-Stokes
equation with a nonlinear Fokker-Planck equation. Based on the defect measure propagation
method, we prove that the co-rotation Hooke dumbbell model admits a global weak solution
provided the initial data under different integrable conditions. Moreover, we obtain optimal time
decay rate in L? for the weak solutions obtained by the Fourier splitting method.
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1 INTRODUCTION

[Referenced 26

1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the Hooke dumbbell model of polymeric fluids [2] 6] [14]:

O+ div (u @ u) — vAu+ VP =div 7(¢), divu =0,
(1.1) O + div (ugh) — a dive[Vy(75)tee] = divglo(u) - qy] + plep,
() = Jpaq® Vlbdg —1d, U = 3|q]*, oo =Y,

where u(t,z) stands for the velocity of the polymeric liquid and (¢, x,q) denotes the distribution
function for the internal configuration. Here z € R? or T¢ and polymer elongation ¢ € R?, which
means that the extensibility of the polymers is infinite. In addition, the parameters a, p and v are

T T
= w and deformation tensor D(u) = w.

nonnegative constants. Denote rotation (u)
In general, taking o(u) = Vu, while o(u) = Q(u) for the co-rotation case.

It is universally known that the system (II]) can be used to described the fluids coupling polymers.
The system is of great interest in many branches of physics, chemistry, and biology, see [2, [6]. In this
model, a polymer is idealized as an “elastic dumbbell” consisting of two “beads” joined by a spring
that can be modeled by a vector q. The polymer particles are described by a probability distribution
U(t, x,q) satisfying that [,,¢(t,z,q)dqg = [p.todq, which represents the distribution of particles’
elongation vector ¢ € R?. Moreover, stress tensor 7 is generated by the polymer particles effect. One

can derive the following Oldroyd-B equation from system (L) with fRd Yodg =1 :

du+u-Vu+VP=div 7T+ vAu, divu=0,
(1.2) T +u-V1+ar+ Q(Vu,7) = bD(u) + pAr,

u|t:0 = Uo, T|t:0 =170,

with Q(Vu,7) = 7Q(u) — Qu)7 + b (D(u)T + 7D(u)) and the co-rotation case means b = 0. One can
refer to [2 [0 24 26] for more details.

1.1. Reviews for the polymeric fluid models

Owing to its importance and challenging, the polymeric fluids have been extensitively investigated
in recent decades. In the following paragraphs, we will review some impressive results from the
mathematical analysis of the polymeric fluid models.

Take v > 0 and p = 0 in systems (I and (L2). The local well-posedness in Sobolev spaces with
potential U(q) = (1 — |g|?)* 77 for o > 1 was firstly investigated by M. Renardy [29]. Later, the local
existence of a stochastic differential equation with potential U(q) = —klog(1 — |¢|?) and k > 3 for a
Couette flow was proven by B. Jourdain et al. [I5]. By virtue of defect measure propagation method,
P. L. Lions and N. Masmoudi [21] showed the strong convergence of an approximating sequence and
constructed global weak solutions for the Oldroyd-B model in the co-rotation case. Furthermore,
global weak solutions to the FENE model and the FENE-P model were established by similar methods
(see [25l [26]). By establishing new a priori estimation for 2D Navier-Stokes system and a losing
derivative estimate for the transport equation, J. Y. Chemin and N. Masmoudi [3] gave a sufficient

condition of non-breakdown for an incompressible viscoelastic fluid of the Oldroyd type. We remark



1 INTRODUCTION

that these estimates are of great significance for proving the strong solutions of viscoelastic fluids.
Under the co-rotational condition, the global well-posedness for 2D polymeric fluid models without
any small assumptions on the initial data was obtained by N. Masmoudi et al. [27]. In addition, Z.
Lei et al. [16] advanced a new method to improve the blow-up criterion for viscoelastic systems of
Oldroyd type given in [3]. We mention that this new method is much simpler and can be extensively
used to solve other problems involving the prior losing derivative estimate.

Take v = 0 and p > 0 in systems (II)) and ([L2)). T. M. Elgindi and F. Rousset [8] proved global
regularity for the 2-D Oldroyd-B type model ([2)). Later on, T. M. Elgindi and J. Liu [9] obtained
global strong solutions of ([L2) under small initial data in Sobolev spaces when d = 3. Regarding
the 2-D co-rotational Oldroyd-B type model and its corresponding Hooke dumbbell model, the global
existence with a class of large initial data was proven by W. Deng et al. [5].

The long time behavior for polymeric fluid models is of great concern by N. Masmoudi [I1]. Take
v >0 and p = 0 in system (). The long time decay of the L? norm to the incompressible Hooke
dumbbell models was studied by L. He and P. Zhang [13]. They founded that the solutions tends to
the equilibrium by (1 + t)_% when the initial perturbation is additionally bounded in L'. Recently,
the L? decay of the velocity u to the co-rotational FENE dumbbell model with potential U(R) =
—klog(l — (%)2) was studied by M. Schonbek [32]. She proved that velocity u tends to zero in L?
by (1+1t)~5%2 (d > 2) with the additional assumption that ug € L'. Moreover, she conjectured that
the sharp decay rate should be (1 —i—t)_%. However, she failed to prove it because she could not use the
bootstrap argument as that of [30] caused by the additional stress tensor. More recently, this result
was improved by W. Luo and Z. Yin in [22] 23], wherein they showed that the optimal long time decay
rate of velocity u in L? is (1 + t)_%. Regarding the 2-D Oldroyd-B type model (L2]) with » = 0 and
p >0, W. Deng et al. [5] showed the long time decay rate in H' for the global solutions constructed
by T. M. Elgindi and F. Rousset in [§].

1.2. Main results

Let o(u) = €. One can verify that (0, ) with 1 (q) = e~ 219 is a trivial solution of system ().
Take v =a =1 and g = 0 in system (LI)). Considering the perturbations near the global equilibrium

"/J_woo
VYoo

u=u and g=

we can rewrite system (L)) as follows :

Ou~+div (u®@ u) — Au+ VP =div 7(g), divu=0,
(1.3) Org + div (ug) — Lg = w%.odivq[ﬂ Qoo
T(g) = fRd q® ung1/100dq,

where Lg = w%.odivq [Veg¥ool.

Definition 1.1. Set ¢ € Z([0,T) x A) and ® € 2 ([0,T) x A x R?) where A =T or R, then (u, g)
is said to be a weak solution for system (L3)) if the following conditions hold for any T > 0 :
(a) The velocity field u satisfies :

we C([0,T); L2) N L=([0,T); L*) N L0, T; HY).
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dg

T3 the pressure P satisfies :

For any q € [1,00) and r =
P e LY([0,T);W>Y)n L*([0,T); W"Y) N L([0,T); L") + C([0,T); L?).
Moreover, the stress tensor T and the probability distribution g satisfies :
7€ C([0,T); L), g€ C([0,T);L*(L?), Vqg € L*([0,T); L*(£?)).

(b) For any text function ¢ and ®, it follows that

/ / u- (O +u- Vo) — VuVe + P div pdzdt + / uppodxr = / / 7(g) : Vipdzdt,
R JA A R JA

and
/ / Voo g(0rP +u - V@) — Vygthoo - V@ + Q- qhoog - Vo Pdgdadt = —/ / Voo goPodqdz.
RJA JRA A JRd

Our main results can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let d = 2,3 and A = T? or R Assume that a divergence-free field ug € L2,
Jga 90¥sodq = 0 and (q)go € (L* N L>)(L?). Then system ([L3) admits a global weak solution (u,g) in
the sense of Definition[Idl Moreover, w € L=(RT; L2)NL?(R*; H'), (g)g € C ([0, 00); (L? N L=)(L?))
and (q)Vqg € L? (RT; L2(L£?)).

Remark 1.3. It follows from Lemma[27] (see Section 2 below) that ||(g)gollz2(z2) < C|IVqgollr2(c2)-
Taking a divergence-free field ug € L* and Vqgo € (L* N LP)(L?) for some p > 4, global existence of
system ([L3]) can be proven by the same way as the proof of Theorem[.4. However, the method shown
in theorem above does not achieve the same result for the more critical cases p € (2,4), which needs to
be solved by deriving a new renormalized equation introduced in Section 4. The main result is given in

the following theorem.

Theorem 1.4. Let d = 2,3 and A = T¢ or R%.  Assume that a divergence-free field ug € L2,
Jra 90tscdq = 0 and Vego € (L* N LP)(L?) for some p > 2. Then system ([L3) admits a global
weak solution (u,g) in sense of Definition D Furthermore, u € L>°(R*; L?) N L2(R*T; HY), (q)g €
C([0,00); (L* N LP)(L?)) and V49 € C([0,00); (L? N LP)(L?)).

Remark 1.5. Take g = 0, then the Hooke dumbbell model ([L3) is reduced to the Navier-Stokes
equation. Theorems [L.2 and cover the J. Leray celebrated results about global existence of weak
solutions to the Navier-Stokes equation [17, [18, [19]. When d = 2, the high integrability of g yield the

results about uniqueness and further regularity, see [27)].

Theorem 1.6. Let d = 2,3 and A = R?. Let (u,g) be global weak solution constructed in Theorem
[L2 or Theorem[I.4} Suppose ug € L' and go € L*(L?), then there exist constants ¢ and C' such that

(1.4) lullz < C(L+8)~% and ||g||lp2(eey < Ce 2.

Moreover, if [p,uodz # 0 and ||(uo,||gollz2)||2 < & for some small constant &, then there exists a
constant ¢ such that

(1.5) lull g2 > e(1+ )74,

Remark 1.7. In [31], M. Schonbek proved that (1+t)~% (d = 2,3) is the optimal decay rate in L2 for
the Navier-Stokes equations with the additional low frequency condition ug € L*. Theorem [I.@ covers

the M. Schonbek results of optimal decay rate in L? of weak solutions to the Navier-Stokes equation.
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1.3. Motivation and main idea

An open problem raised by N. Masmoudi in paper [26] is whether the Hooke dumbbell model admits
a global weak solution to the general initial data in L?(R%) ?

For the general case where o(u) = V(u), N. Masmoudi cannot use the same method as that of
[26] to exclude the possibility of concentrated measures in nonlinear limits without the estimate of the
L?(R4) norm to the stress tensor 7(g). There seems to be a long way to go from the conservation law
of the known stress tensor 7(g) to its desired L?(R?%)-norm estimate. So far, there is still no effective
method to address this issue.

For the co-rotation case where o(u) = 2, due to the infinite elongation of the micro quantity ¢
in the main nonlinear term V, - (0(u) - ¢¥o0g), it may lead to the generation of micro concentrated
measures in the nonlinear limit. Secondly, unlike the handling of the dissipation term in paper [21], the
microscopic dissipation term £(g) may also lead to the generation of micro concentrated measures. In
the renormalization equation, the sum of the concentrated measures generated by £(g) is not known
to be positive or negative, which cannot be treated as an absorption term in the final estimation.
To compensate for the lack of regularity at the microscopic level, we need to establish new a prior
estimates using microscopic weights and construct new renormalization factors to obtain the required

nonlinear limits under lower integrable initial conditions.

In this paper, we mainly focus on the following two issues :

1. Whether the Hooke dumbbell model admits a global weak solution to the general initial data
under the co-rotation case ?

2. How to derive the decay rate of weak solutions obtained and further prove that the decay rate

derived is optimal ?
Our main strategy for the two issues above are as follows :
Firstly, we focus on the analysis of the compactness of the velocity field u :

As done in Section 2, we decompose velocity field u = uy + us 4+ ug, where w1, us, and ug satisfy
the heat equations (1)), (@2), and @3] coupled with different nonlinear terms, respectively. Based
on known energy conservation, we can derive an estimate of u - Vu in Lebesgue space. By using
the standard heat kernel estimation, the estimates of u; and us up to the second-order derivative
in Lebesgue space can be obtained. From the compact embedding theorem, it is easy to obtain the
strong convergence properties of Vu; and Vuy in Lebesgue space. However, for the velocity field ug,
the available prior estimates can only guarantee the boundedness of stress tensor 7(g) in the Lebesgue
space. Therefore, the external force div 7(g) coupled by the heat equation (€3] is only bounded in the
first-order negative Lebesgue space merely. According to the standard heat kernel estimation, what
we can obtain merely is the estimate of uz up to the first derivative in Lebesgue space, which is not
sufficient to ensure the strong convergence property of Vus in Lebesgue space. Anyway, div 7(g) does
lead to the lack of compactness in the first-order derivative of the velocity field Vu.

Therefore, in order to obtain the weak convergence of the nonlinear term V- (o(u) - ¢¥o0g), what

we can rely on is the strong convergence of probability distribution g.
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Secondly, we focus on the analysis of the compactness of the probability distribution g :

Consider defect measure 7 such that [g" — g|*> — 7. We next aim to obtain n = 0. Our first
step is to derive the possible defect measures that may arise in nonlinear convergence. There are the
concentrated measures p derived from |V(u™ — u)|? and & derived from macroscopic dissipation term
|V49™ — V9%, followed by the oscillated measures « derived from stress tensor |7" —7|? and 3 derived
from mesoscopic coupling term (q)g"Vu™ — (q)gVu. Below, we provide different strategies for initial

conditions under different integrability.
For the case of initial data (q)go € (L> N L>)(L?) :

Referring to the significant mathematical discovery by P. L. Lions regarding the effective viscous

pressure Peg (see [10, 20]), the following measure’s identity is derived by renormalizing the equation
@3), :
di
n= —/ Bji 7~ Villhoodq.
ze {a) 7

This measure’s identity can eliminate the concentration of measure p. That is to say, the measure p
derived from |V (u™ —u)|? is an oscillated measure indeed. Based on the measure’s analysis in detail by

virtue of the measure’s identity above, the following effective inequality of measures can be obtained :

(f d<f1>2|6|2¢oodq>% S [ s

According to the inequality obtained, it can be inferred that the oscillated measure 7 is the largest
among the oscillated measures involved. In other words, the oscillated measures «, § and p can all
be controlled by 7. In order to observe the dynamic behavior of oscillated measure 7, an attempt was
made to identify the developmental equation that fRd NYoodq satisfies. By renormalizing the equation
(T3),, a sufficiently integrable renormalization equation satisfied by f]Rd NYsodq is derived:

. 4 i
00 ( [ wowia) v ([ minda) 4 20lan = [ By = 55 e Vignda € L)
R R R4 (q)
Moreover, Lemma [2.8 admits a unique Diperna-Lions flow X (¢, 2) such that

0
EX(t, x) = u(t, X (t,x)).

According to Mild formulation shown in Lemma 29 and [, niecdg € L>((0,T) x A) in hand, it can
be inferred that

ae. x €A, / NMboodq(t, X (t,z)) € BV(0,T).
R4

That is to say, we can observe the dynamic behavior of 1 point by point under Diperna-Lions flow
X(t,z). Tt is continued to process the equation satisfied by fRd NMYoodq. Based on the inequality of

measures mentioned above, we deduce that

/ B — B35) B ey < 1)) Vg 2 / Mneda, ae. x € A.
Rd <Q> Rd
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Combining the developmental equation satisfied by [L. 7tocdq, [pa Mhscdq(t, X (t,x)) satisfies the fol-

lowing inequality under the Diperna-Lions flow X (¢, z) :

0< [ imdatt. X0 5 [

NoYoodq - elo KO)Vaglirzds g e e A,
Rd

where we have thrown the concentrated measure ||| rq(q) away during the estimation process above
since its positive. According to fRd NoYeodq = 0 and the uniqueness of Diperna-Lions flow X (t,x),
the standard transport equation theory ensures fRd Npoodq = 0, or equivalently n(t,z) =0, (t,z) €
[0,T] x A.

For the case of initial data V,go € (L?> N L?)(L?), for some p € (2,0) :

Unlike the first case mentioned above, [,,7Vscdq ¢ L°°((0,T) x A) under lower integrable initial
data. It is difficult to carry out n = 0 by observing fRd NMpoodq through the Mild formula under
Diperna-Lions flow. Therefore, we need to reconstruct a new renormalization factor and derive its
renormalization equation with sufficient integrability to adapt to the conditions required by the Mild
formula. Let’s consider the renormalization equation satisfied by the oscillated measure N derived
from ||¢g"(|%: + 1 :

1
8tN+div(uN)+—/ |ng|22/100dq+/ Kthoodqg =0, N? = ||g|\%2+/ NMoodq + 1.
N Rd ]Rd ]Rd

Although it seems impossible for p # oo to derive the boundedness of the L*°((0,7) x A)-norm
Jad oo dq
L

of fRd NMVsodq, a wonderful idea is to consider the renormalization factor instead, which

naturally satisfies the boundedness in L>°((0,7") x A). According to renormalization shown in Section

3 in detail, the following equation satisfied by W is obtained :

Jra Moodq o Jgamboody .
Oy <T + div UT + 2615(I)1+ Gs

1

9 i f Noodq
= W/Rd(ﬂji — Bij) 7 Vigiboedq + QWT /Rd IV49/2toodq € LH(LY).

{9)
In general, the measure sequence Gy generated by the microscopic dissipation term £(g) cannot be
controlled by n and would converge to a certain concentrated measure. However, its positive or
negative is unknown, which implies that the limit of G5 cannot be treated as what the concentrated
measure ||k p(q) does in the first case. Fortunately, through our newly established a prior estimate
with microscopic weight V,, we have compensated for the lack of integrability of G5 at the microscopic
level, which allowing measure sequence G5 to eventual%ly codrjlvirge to a non-negative integrable function.
kd Moo dq
N7

It is continued to process the equation satisfied by . Based on the inequality of measures

mentioned in the first case, we deduce that

i a Noodq
/Rd(ﬁji — Bij) 1 Vigiscdy + 2‘[RT /Rd Vag*tocdy

(@)
1{(0) Va9l 7 ) Jpa Mboody

1
N2

a.e. v €A.

< (1aVagle + 193 "
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Combining the developmental equation satisfied by Jue %""’dq, Jae %@wdq (t, X (t,x)) satisfies the follow-
ing inequality under the Diperna-Lions flow X (¢,z) determined by u :

ae. v €A.

< el < Jra Yooy O I IV gl ds

-oN ~ llgollZz + Jra motoody + 1
According to f]Rd NoYsodq = 0 and the uniqueness of Diperna-Lions flow, the standard transport
W(t x) = 0, or equivalently n(t,z) = 0, (¢t,z) € [0, T] x A by modifying

the values of the sequence involved on a null set.

equation theory ensures

Regarding the global weak solutions obtained under different integrability mentioned above, their
long-time behavior is also studied. Overall, we have proven the exponential decay rate for ||g||z2(,2)
and the optimal decay rate for ||ul| ;2. Firstly, we obtain initial logarithmic decay rate for v in L? by
additional energy estimates with micro weight and the Fourier splitting method. Then, by virtue of the
logarithmic decay rate and the time weighted energy estimate, we improve the decay rate to (1+ t)_%.
Finally, for certain initial data, the lower bound on the decay rate in L? for the corresponding velocity
u is established, which implies that the decay rate we obtained is optimal.

1.4. Organization

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some notations and give
some preliminaries which will be used in the sequel. In Section 3, we derive some priori estimates for
system (L3). In Section 4, we present the compactness on velocity u and probability distribution g.
In Section 5, we present optimal decay rate in L? for global weak solutions of system (L3) by virtue

of the Fourier spiltting method.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we will introduce some notations and useful lemmas which will be used in the sequel.
We are only concerned with the case A = R?, since the periodic case is more easier. For p > 1, we

denote by LP the space

£ = (A1 = [ vl < o).

We will use the notation LP(£9) to denote LP[R%; £] :

LP(LY) = {f|I flLr(cay = (/Rd (/Rd woo|f|qdq>q dac) < oo}

We now introduce the Littlewood-Paley decomposition theory and and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces.

Proposition 2.1. [, [/, [12] Let C be the annulus {¢ € R : 2 < |¢| < 8}, There ewist radial functions
X and @, valued in the interval [0,1], belonging respectively to 2(B(0,3)) and 2(C), and such that

VEER?, x(+ D 92798 =1,

720

Ve e RA{0}, > p(277¢) =1,

JEZL
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5= 4'l = 2= Supp ¢(277) N Supp @(277) =0,
j = 1= Supp x() NSupp p(277:) = 0.
The set C = B(0, %) + C is an annulus, then
lj—j'|>5=2/cn2/'C=0.

Further, we have

VEER!, <O+ PRI,
j=0
ve e RA(0), 3 < Y gt g <1
JEZ

F represents the Fourier transform and its inverse is denoted by # 1. Let u be a tempered distribution
in S'(R?). For all j € Z, define

Aju=0if j <=2, A ju=F ' (xFu), Aju=F 1 p@277)Fu) if j >0, Sju= Z Ajiu.

J'<ij

Then the Littlewood-Paley decomposition is given as follows:

u = Z Aju in S'(RY).

JEL
Let s € R, 1 < p,r <oo. The nonhomogeneous Triebel-Lizorkin Space F}, is defined by
B {ue S ullrg, = |17 Au)lle | < oo

In particular,
H = Fy = {ue 8 full = |(Aj);lle |, < o0}

and
BMO i= £, = {u€ 8" Jullsnio = ||| (Aju)llecs |, _ < oo,

with duality H'" = BMO. The following embedding hold
H' < L' and L>™ < BMO.

If {u;}2_, satisfies div uy = 0 and V x uy = 0, then there exists a positive constant C' such that
[u - uzll3r < Cllual|z2||uzllL2.

Moreover, denote Ry be Riesz operator such that ﬁk = I% Then for n > 2, there exists a positive
constant C,, such that for f € H'(R™), we have

(2.1) Co M 1R f lar < I fllaer < Coulllflls + Y 1R l20)-
m=1

Note that the homogeneous Triebel-Lizorkin Space is defined by F;T and H*® = F252

We now introduce some notations about Lorentz spaces.
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Proposition 2.2. Let f be a measurable function on a measure space (X, 1) and0 < p,q < oco. The
distribution function of f is defined as dy(a) = p({x € X ¢ |f(x)| > a}). The decreasing rearrangement
of f is defined as f* =inf{s > 0:d(s) <t}. Set

(2 (1 70) " 2)7 it g < oo,

supt%f*(t) if g= o0,

>0

and Lorentz space Ly, (X, p) = {f : || fllzr.a < 0o}. Note that LPP = LP. Suppose 0 < ¢ < r < 00,

then there exists a constant Cp 4, such that

(2.3) [fllzrr < Cpgrllfllzea

The interpolation lemma is as follows.

(2:2) 1l =

Lemma 2.3. [28] Denote that A*f = F 1 (||*F f). Letd > 2, p € [2,+00) and 0 < 5,81 < 82, then
there exists a constant C such that

1A Fllze < CIA FI 0 IA FIIZs,

where 0 < 0 <1 and 0 satisfy

1 1

5 —;) :Sl(l —9)+982
Note that we require that 0 < 8 <1 and 0 < s; < s when p = 0.

s+d(

The following lemma allows us to estimate distribution g.
Lemma 2.4. [T]] Let g € L?(L?) with fRd g¥oodq = 0. There exists a positive constant C such that
(2.4) @)gllz2(cz) < ClIVagllLaezys  llalPglliziez) < Cll @) Vaglle ez,

The following lemma is useful for showing optimal decay rate.
Lemma 2.5. [7] Let r1 > 1,79 € [0,r1]. Then there exists a positive constant C' such that

fot(l +5)72e” (=9 ds < C(ry)(1 + 1) 772,
Ji(L 4+t —s) " (1 +8)""2ds < Cr1, ) (1 +1)772.

We give a commutator lemma, which is useful in renormalization process as that of [18].
Lemma 2.6. Let Q C R? be an arbitrary domain. Assume
(2.5) ferL? and e WH(Q;RY)

be given functions with YL bounded in any K CC Q. Then

(2.6) 1[Vq (FYEN: = Vo ([F50EY) iy < CHD NSl c2lVE w2 sray,
and
(2.7) (Vo (fEN: = Vo ((F5vE!) = 0in LK) as e — 0.

Here v+ [v]g = 0° x4 v is smoothing operator with

il
elz2-1

X
6‘8($) = E_de(—) and 0=——7F— 1{\1\S1}'
€ Jpa el —1dx

10
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Proof. To begin with, we observe that the following quantity

(2.8) (Vo (F2N)]5 = Vo (1505

is well defined on K whenever ¢ is sufficiently small. Moreover, (Z1) holds for any f € C°°, which
is dense in L'(K). According to Banach-Steinhaus theorem, we ensure (Z7)) by showing the bound
24). To this end, we write

(29) Vo (F93)) = Va ((1505") =~V v
10— ohEl (g — »
4 [ rlg- 9 PO 025 9

According to Minkowski’s inequality, we infer that

vE(q) —yE g —2)

E

(2.10) / flg==2) Vgt (|2])|zldzda < O fll 22 (03 w2 (oma)-
K JR4

This completes the proof of Lemma . O
The following proposition is a straightforward consequence of Lemma .

Proposition 2.7. Let Q C R? with d > 2 be an arbitrary domain. Let

g€ C([0,T); L*(Q,£%) and Vg€ L*(0,T;L*(2, L?)),
we L*(0,T;W'2(Q)) and he L' (0,T;L'(Q, L)),

satisfy

(2.11) drg + divy(qu) — Lg=h in 2 ((0,T) x QA x Q),

with Lg = w%ovq - (Vyg¥oo). Then we have

(212)  9:B(g) +divs (Blg)u) — LB(g) + B (9)[Vag* = B'(9)h in 7 ((0,T) x 2 x Q),
where we take B € C?[0,00) such that [ZI2)) makes sense.

Proof. Firstly, we prove (ZI2)) for any B € 2(0,00). Applying the regularizing operators v — [v]
to both sides of (21I1]), we obtain

a
(2.13) olgls  + Valgls - u—Llgl5 , = [h]5 , + 8 +7° ae on O,
for any bounded open set O C O C (0,T) x R? x R? provided ¢ > 0 small enough with
(2.14) s° = [Lgl5 4 — Llgl5 . € L1(0),
re =div, {[(gw)]5, — ([9)z.40) } € L'(O).
It follows from the proof of Lemma that

b e _pe 4 . 1
(2.15) [f1/foo]q [f]qq/}00 =0 in L (0) as —0.
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3 PRIORI ESTIMATES

Set F' = V, 91 € L2. Notice that

(2.16)  s° = [Fw%o]é - [F]Zw: +divg ([FYL]; — [FIus) + 95 divg ([Vegvolg — [Vaglteo) -

According to Lemma [2.6] we thus deduce that
s+ =0 in L'Y(O) as e —0.
Multipling B,([g];q) to both sides of ([2I3)), we obtain

(2.17) 0B (l95.4) + VaB (l9)5) - u— LB (l9)5.,,) + B ([95.,) [Valgls 4/
= ([Pls g +5°+7°) B ([9)5.,) »

which yields [2I2) for B € 2(0,00) by passing € — 0. For any given B € C?[0,00) such that ([2I12)
makes sense, take B,, € 2(0, 00) which is uniformly bounded and converges to B uniformly on compact

sets in [0, 00). The proof of Propositon 27is completed by using Lebesgue’s convergence theorem. [

Lemma 2.8. [26](Existence of Diperna-Lions flow) If u € L%(0,T; HY(R?)) and div u = 0. Then
there exists a unique flow X (t,to,x) such that for all tg € (0,T) and t — X(t,to,x) is absolutely

continuous for a.e. x € R% and satisfies

(2.18) {%ﬁmm@—umxwmw»tewjx

X(to, to, JJ) =XT.
Moreover, for all t,ty € (0,T), the map x — X (t,to,x) is measure-preserving.

Lemma 2.9. [20](Mild formulation) Assume that u € L* (0,T; Hy(2)) and that X (¢, ) is its Diperna-
Lions flow. Let f € L> ((0,T) x Q), fo € L>(Q) and h € L' ((0,T) x Q). The following three systems
are equivalent :

Of+u-Vf>hin2((0,T)xQ),
219 {f@—&@zh@%
(2.20) HLF (X (#2))] > h(t, X (t,2)) in 7'((0,T) x ),
ft=0,2) > fo(z),
(2.21) { LIf(t, X (t,2))] > h(t, X (t,x)) in 2 ((0,T)) for a.e. x€Q,
f(t:OaI) > fO( )

In this case, we also have that f(t, X (t,z)) € BV (0,T; M()) and that for a.e. x € , the function
f(t, X (t,z)) € BV(0,T) and h (t, X (t,x)) € L'(0,T).
3 Priori estimates

Proposition 3.1. [27] Let d > 2. Assume that (u, g) is smooth solution of system ([[3)) with ug € L2,
Jpa 90¥sodq = 0 and gy € L*(L?), then

(3.1) HUHL;O(N) + HUHLZ‘T(Hl) < luollzz + Cllgollz2(22),

12



3 PRIORI ESTIMATES

and

(3.2) lgllrsez2c2)) + IVagllLz 2c2)) < llgollz2(c2)-

Moreover, if go € LP(L?), then we obtain

(3.3) 9l Lse(zr(c2)) < llgollLr(c2),
for any p € [1, o0].
We establish additional weighted energy estimates in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let d > 2 and p € [2,00]. Assume (u,g) is smooth solution of system (L3 with
fRd Go¥eodq = 0 and {q)go € LP(L?). There exists a positive constant C such that

(34) @) gll Lz (o (c2)) < @) gollLr(c2)eC"

Moreover, if p = 2, then there exists a positive constant C' such that

T
(3.5) @) glLze (2 (e +/0 K@) Vaglizcydt < Cla)gollZa ez

Proof. Taking £? inner product with (q)2giss to system ([L3),, we infer that

Ld

(3.6) 5 7

@))% + %U-Vll@glliz —/ Eg-woog<q>2dq=/ divy (g - g¥eo) - (g)gdg.
]Rd ]Rd

It follows that

(3.7) /d divy (g - g¥ss) - (q)%gdg = 0,
R
and
(3.8) —/ Eg~¢oog<q>2dq:/ <q>2|ng|2¢oodq+/ qul2¢oodq—d/ 9*Yocdy.
R4 R4 R4 R4
Combining (3:6), (3.6) and B8], we obtain
1 d 2 1 2 2 2 2
(3.9) §all<q>g|\gz +gu V@) gllze + 1K) Vegllze + llagllze = dllgllz2,

which implies that

Ld

(3.10) S

1
la)glize + 5u- Villoglz: < dl{ngllZ-

Multiplying ||<q>g|\1;2 to BI0), we deduce that

1d

(3.11) @

1
@)l %2 + P VK@) gllz: < dli{a)gll--

Integrating over RY with respect to x, we have

1d
(3.12) @l s < Aol sy

13
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Applying Gronwall’s inequality to (312), we conclude that

(3.13) K@) gl g (zrie2y) < I@)gollLriezye™

for any p € [2,00]. Moreover, integrating ([3.9) over [0, 7] x R? and using (BI]), we obtain

T
(3.14) a9l e 12 (c2) +/0 @) Va9l Z2(c2)dt < Cll(a)golI 72 (z2)-
We thus complete the proof of Proposition O

The following new energy estimates play a key role in the proof of the equi-integrability of ||V qgl|%..

Proposition 3.3. Let d > 2. Assume (u,g) is smooth solution of system ([[3)) with initial data
Vqg0 € LP(L?) for some p € [2,00]. Let ng go¥oodq = 0. There exists a positive constant C' such that

(3.15) IVagllLeer(c2y) < [IVagollLo(c2)-

Moreover, if p = 2, then there exists a positive constant C' such that

T
(3.16) IVaal e + | 19300Exends < IValaqeny

Proof. Applying V, to system (L3), and taking £? inner product with V,gts, , we infer that

1d

1
(3'17) EEqugH%? + 5“ : VHngH%g - / ViLyg YoV egdq
Rd

= /Rd 2 <w%ovq ~ (qu%)) V1 9¥eodq.
According to the antisymmetry of 2, one can arrive at
/R "V (w%o% : (quwoo)) Vo gthoodyq = /R V(049 — VM aai9) Vogieoda
- /R d (Q*6,Vig + Q% q,Vilg)VEgaedg
(3.18) —~ /Rd (% (51.q5 + 0tar)g + Q*qrqi V') Vigthoedg = 0.

By virtue of Lemma 2.4] we deduce that
1 1
/Rd \z (1/}—% : (ngwoo)) Vgthoodq = /Rd (¢—Vq (VqVagtheo) — ng) Vqghoodq

:Aymmwwwwm—wm%
(3.19) =~ VagllZe = Vagl|Z=-

We infer from system ([3),, (BI8) and 3I3J) that
Ld
2 dt
Analogously, for any p > 2, we conclude that
1d
pdt

1
(3.20) IVaglze + Su - VIVaglze + Va9l z2 + [ Vagllze = 0.
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4 COMPACTNESS

which implies [|[VqgllLerr(22)) < [[Vqgollr(c2). Moreover, integrating B20) over [0,T] x R, we
obtain eventually

T
(3.22) Va9l Zee (r2(c2)) +/O V291|722 dt < [IVqg0l|72(c2)-
The proof of Proposition B.3]is completed. O

Lemma 3.4. [I8] Let d = 3. Assume u € L5(L?) N L3.(H"), then

(3.23) HUHL%(Lﬁ) < o0,

with o € [2,00] and B = 3234. It also follows that

(3.24) lu®ullpsry, NuVullLy sy < oo,
with ¢ € [1,00], r = 35’—32 and v € [1,2], 6 = %. Moreover, we have
(3.25) ||uVuHL1T(L%’1) < 00.

The following property is crucial to obtain the weak compactness of the velocity u.

Proposition 3.5. [1] Let d = 3. Assume div u =0 and u € L(L?) N L3 (H"), then

(3.26) A~ div(u - Vu) € LA(Wh 0 LAWY 0 LL(L),
with g € [1,00) and r = 3332.

Proof. 1t follows that 9;(0;u’) = 0 and V x Vu' = 0. According to Proposition 2] we infer that
(3.27) ALV @0y g oy < CIORI 5y < Ol g
which implies that A~'div(u - Vu) € LL.(W?'). Similarly, we obtain

(3.28) AT Vdiv(uVa)| 2 3y < Cllull g w2 Vel L2 22)-

This leads us to get that A~ div(u-Vu) € L3(Wh1). Moreover, applying Lemma B4 we deduce that

(3.29) |A™ div div(u ® w)zary < Cllu®ullpa oy

Thus we have A~'div(u - Vu) € LL(L"). O

4 Compactness

4.1. Compactness on the velocity u

In this section, we only consider the case A = R? and d = 3, since the other case is more easier. We

firstly spilt w into uy + us + w3, where w1, us and ug solve respectively

(1) Opur — Aug + VP = —div (u @ u),
' div uy = O, U1|t:0 = O,

15



4 COMPACTNESS

and

42) { Oz — Ausg + V Py = 0,

div U9 = 0, U2|t:0 = Uo,
where P is a given harmonic function and

{ dyus — Aus + VP = div 7(g),

(4.3) ;
div us = 0, ’U,3|t:0 =0.

Let’s recall the following compactness property.

Lemma 4.1. [I8,[19] Assumeu™ € Cr(L2)NLF (L?)NLA(H"), then there exists u € L (L?)NLA(HY)

such that for any K CC R3, u™ = u in LL(LP(K)) with q € [2,00) and p < 3534.

Then we introduce different compactness on velocity u; with ¢ = 1,2, 3. For more details, one can
refer to [18] [19].
Proposition 4.2. Let {u"},en € LF(L?) N LA(HY) and {g"}nen € LF(L*(L?)). Assume u}, u}
and uf solve systems (@), (A2) and [@3]), respectively. Then there exist uy,us and ug such that

(4.4) ul' = u; € LL(LP(K)), i=1,3 and ul — ug € LF(L?) N LA(HY),
with K CC R%, q € [2,00) and p < %. Moreover,
(4.5) Vul — Vuy € L3(LP(K)) N LL(L™(K)),

with po < 2 and ro < 3.
Proof. Using standard L? energy estimate to system [@3) with g™ € L3°(L*(£?)), we obtain
(4.6) uf € Wp (L2) N LS (L2 N LA(HY) and Py = A~Ydiv div 7" € L (L?).

We infer from compact embedding theorem that there exists uz such that u — uz € C(0,T; W ~52(K))
for any positive e. By virtue of interpolation inequality, we deduce that uf — ug € LL.(LP(K)) with
K ccR% qge2,00) and p < %. According to system ([€2]) and Duhamel’s principle, we obtain

t
(4.7) ul = etuf —|—/ =AY PR ds.
0

Taking harmonic functions P’ = [Pg]w% such that P} — P, € H? we deduce that there exists
uy € L3F(L?) N L3(H') such that uf — us € L§(L?) N L3(H') — L%(LP(K)). Notice that u} =
u™ — (uf + u}), there exists uy € L5(L?) N LA(H') such that uf — u; € LL(LP(K)). Moreover,
applying Leray projector P = Id — A7V div to system (&I]), we infer from Duhamel’s principle that

t
(4.8) ult = / e=)APdiv(u™ @ u™)ds.
0

According to Lemma[34}, we have div(u"®@u™) € L2.(HY)NLL(L3Y) — L (L) with k € (1,2) and r =
725~ . Then we deduce that uf € L (TW27), which implies that uf' € LL(Whro) with rg < 3. By virtue
of compact embedding theorem and u; € L3-(H'), we have Vu — Vu; € L2.(LPo(K)) N LA (L™ (K))

with pp < 2 and rg < 3. The proof of Proposition [£.2]is finished. O

Thus the compactness of u; with ¢ = 1,2,3 implies that (u, g) satisfies system (L3)); in the sense
of Definition [T}
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4 COMPACTNESS

4.2. Compactness on the polymeric distribution g

According to the compactness of u has been discussed in Proposition and the boundness of g in
L?(L£?), we infer that
div (u"g") — div (ug) € 2'([0,T] x R® x R?).

The main difficulty is to prove that the following weak compactness holds :
(4.9) Vo (749" o) = V- (Qgthe) € 2'([0,T] x R® x R?).
According to Proposition 1.2 we infer that
Vg [Vl +u3)g" Vo] = Vg - [V(u1 4+ u2)gtse] € .@/([0, T) x R? x R3).
Therefore, we are now concerned with uz. We begin with the following equi-integrability for {g"},en.

Proposition 4.3. Assume that {V,g"}nen is bounded in LZ(L*(L?)) and {g"}nen is bounded in
L ((L? N LP)(L%)) for some p > 2. Then {|g™|*}nen is equi-integrable in Li.(L*(L')).

Proof. Applying Lemma 2.3, we have

3 _1 2
(4.10) ||gn||L;(LM(Lm)) < OHgn”Zl%)(sz(ﬁ))qugn”i%(m(ﬁz)),
for r = 3(4"j ) and m = 1% ;2 € (2, ) It follows from Chebyshev inequality that

(4.11) 1 dqdzdt < C 2050 A(=2)
s |g | Yoo {lg" |2¢0o > M} AGAT Tllg" ”LT(Lm Lm))Hg || % (L2(L£2)) ™o

which implies that

T
(4.12) / / 19" [Pthoc1{gn |2 > arydgdadt — 0 as M — oc.
0 Jr3 JR3 ’ -
This completes the proof of Proposition 3] . O

The proof of Theorem :
According to Propositions [3.1] and , we introduce the following defect measures :

[V (uf —u3)|* = p € M(x),
lg" — gl> = n e LF (L' N L>=)(LY),
(4.13) |T" —7]* = € LFP (L' N L) with o < [, neody,
Voo |Va(g™ = 9)|* = & € M(z,9),
(@)9"Vuy — (q)gVus + € LF(L*(L?)) with |8] < (q)\/Ey/T,

where M(-) and M(,-) are the spaces of bounded measure on R and R? x R3, respectively. Note

that all measure inequalities hold in the sense of almost everywhere. For simplify, we omit the notion
a.e. here. Recalling that u% and ug solve the system (@3], we obtain

) { SOuu3? = SA (|ugf?) + [Vl ? + div (uf Py) = div(ug ™) = Tr (7(Vug)").

20 usl® — LA (Jusl?) + [Vus|? + div (usPs) = div(ust) — Tr (1(Vug)") .
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4 COMPACTNESS

Passing to the limit in (@I4]) and using the convergence properties already shown in (£13)), we obtain

1 1 . .
(4.15) §8t|u3|2 — §A (Jus?) + [Vus|® + p + div (usPs) = div(usr) — Tr (1(Vus)")
ViU
/]Rd iy Ve
Thus (£13) minus (@I4) leads to
VU
(4.16) p= —/ ﬁjiq oo dy,
R4 (q)

which implies that p € L4(L'). According to [I3J), we infer that
ViU

This gives u < Ca < C ng NM)sodq. Therefore, we conclude that

1

(4.18) ( /. %%dg) T <ovn < /. nwmdqf <c [ mnds

Taking £2 inner product with g™ to system ([3)),, we infer that
(4.19) Oellg™ 122 + div (u"[|lg" | 22) + 2[|Vag" |22 = 0.

Passing to the limit in ([ZI9) and using ([@I3]), we obtain

420 0 (ol + [ oaa) + v (u (ol + [ moda) ) + 2050l + 2l =
R* R

According to system (I3]), Proposition 2.7 and (£I3]), we deduce that

(a.21) gl +div (ulgle) + 20t = [ (B = B0 75 Vigcda

By using (@I8), (£20), (@21)) and Propositions Bl B2, one can arrive at

(4.22) 9, /Rs Mocdg + div (u /Rs m/foodq) + 2|kl pmiq) = /Rg (Bij — Bji) %Végwmdq € Lp(Ly).

We infer from Lemmas and that

423) 0 [ vda-tiv ([ noda) < ClOVagler [ mimds ac.oe®
R3 R3 R3

and thus

(4.24) / Moodq(X (t,z)) < / Motbeodq - €C o 10V asdllezds g o g e R,
R3 R3

where t > 0 and X is the unique a.e. x € R? flow such that

(4.25) X =u(t,X), X(0,z)=uz.
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For each t € [0, T], according to Proposition [3.2] and Minkowski’s inequality, we deduce that

t t
(4.26) H / ) Vg9l c2dsll 2 < / 140) Vg9l 2 c2yds < oo.
0 0

Then e Jo I(0Vagllc2ds < o0 implies Jpa Mbocdq(X (t,2)) = 0 a.e. z € R® with [, m0¥scdq = 0. Using
the invariance of Lebesgue measure, we conclude that n = 0 a.e. (x,q) € R3 x R3 for all t > 0 and
hence g™ converges strongly to g. This completes the proof of Theorem .2 O

In the process of constructing renormalization equation shown in Theorem [[L4] the main difficulty
is to prove that the sum of measures produced by |V,g"|? is positive with lower integrability of V,g™.

Thanks to the new energy estimates in Proposition B.3] we obtain the equi-integrability of |g"|? and
Va9 %

Proposition 4.4. Assume that {V,9"}nen is bounded in L ((L* N LP)(L?)) for some p > 2 and
{V2g" }nen is bounded in L7.(L*(L?)), then {|V 49" [*}nen is equi-integrable in Li(L'(L")).

Proof. Taking m = % with m € (2,42], we deduce that

g ot N\
(4 27) HV "” <C / (/ HV n||3_%|‘v2 n|‘3%_3d >3(m2) ”
. - < i
q9 L;(ifz) (Lm(L£m)) 0 RS q9 g2 q9 2
n|m=3 2 ps—2
S Cqug ||L%9(Lp(£’2))||vqg ||L,21-(L2(£2))’

which implies that V,¢" € L' (L™(L™)) with m; = 22~ > 2. By virtue of Chebyshev inequality,

3(m—2)

one can arrive at

n n 2_% n — 2
as) /{ gy 1V P < Ol IV ey M

q9" oo 2
which implies that
T
(4.29) / // V9" [Poodqdzdt — 0 as M — .
0 {‘vqgn|2¢w2M}

This completes the proof of Proposition 4] . O

Lemma 4.5. Let the conditions in Proposition [{-4) be fulfilled. Suppose that

(4.30) V49" 122 = I VqgllZ2 + &,
and

IVqg" 172 IVagllZo .
e A=slg 2P~ TolalZ?
with &, ks € L (L' N L%) for some p > 2, then
(4.32) ks ~ k€ L¥(LY) as 6§ —0.

Vag™ 1%

Proof. It’s sufficient to prove that | —————£=—
f P (+ollg™12,)°

—IVeg™|22| — 0 € LF(L') as 6 — 0. Firstly, we
deduce that
[Vag" |22
2
(1+0llgn(IZ)

IVag™ 17 n n
= L (819" 2= + 201l9"(1Z2)

(4.33) 5
(1+6llgn(I72)

- qu9n||2£2
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< ||vqgn||2L21{||ng"|\f:2>M} + 3M6[|g" 172 2y
Applying Chebyshev inequality, one can arrive at
2—4 2
(4.34) /R3 ||vq9n|‘%21{|\ng"||2ﬂ2>M}d$ < ||ng"|\%p(£g)||ng"HL2&2) Chs

This together with ([@33]) implies that

\Va i 2
(4.35) sup / ”LH“Q —IVyg"||22|dx — 0 as & — 0.
te(0,7] /&3 | (14 6[|g"||%.)
We thus complete the proof of Lemma . O

The proof of Theorem [1.4] :
According to Propositions [3.1] B.2] [3:3] and [£.4] we obtain the following defect measures:

|V (uf —us) > = p € M(z),
lg" —g|* = ne Ly (L' nL2)(LY),
(4.36) " — 72 =~ a e L¥ (L' NL¥) with a < [p. nacdy,
V(9" —g) P = ke Ly (L' N L%)(LF)) with m = 52=32,
(@)g"Vug — (q)g"Vus + 5 € Ly (L (£?)) with 8] < (q)/E/T.

Extracting subsequences if necessary, for each § € (0, 1), we assume that

912 iz 1
437 — +7757 OSTI(;S_u
(4.37) T P T ;
) Volee | WVapllhs e
(1+6[lg™]1%) (1+46lgl|%2)
(4.39) 19712 + 1 — N with N = \/ ol + [ g 1.
R

Taking £2 inner product with g"¢s to system (L3)),, we infer that
(4.40) Oullg™ 122 +div (u]|g"[122) +2[|Veg" (22 = 0.

Denote that 77 = [ps NVscdq and & = [ps kthsodq. Passing to the limit in 40) and using the conver-
gence properties in (36) and [39), one can arrive at

1
(4.41) N +div (ulN) + N </ IV 49|*oodq + Fg) =0.
R3
Multiplying (1 + 5Hg”||i2)72 to ([E40), we infer that

n||2 ni2 9 V ni2
(4.42) 615L‘f122+div (u g Hﬁz2 )+ [Vqg" |2 0
1+ 6[lg™|z- L+ 6952 (1+ 6]lg71%.)

20



4 COMPACTNESS

Passing to the limit in (L42)) and using [@3T), (£3]), we deduce that
glI7%: . : glI7%: . IVqgl|Z2 "
(4.43) Oy <7 +7s5 ) +div (u| —=F=5 +17s +2———5 - + 255 = 0.
T+ 3T T+ 3l (1 + 3912
According to Proposition [2.7] , we obtain

2 2 v 9
(4.44) @Lﬁﬂhv <u ||9ng2 )+2 Vgl i
1+5H9”L2 1+6||gH£2 (1_’_5"9”22)
1

9 i
- L+ 0lglE)? /R (Bji = Bij) <T;>vqg¢oodq_

Therefore, ([L43]) minus ([@44) leads to

1
(1+6llglZ2)?
Combining (A1) and [@AH), we conclude that

(4.45) O + div (ufjs) + 2ks = / (Bji — ﬁij)ﬂvégﬂfoodq
]RS

(q)

s . s 2 2. (1 +5|9||252)2/ oG i
(446) 6,5 N2 + div (’U,NQ) + N2 Rs N4 KR = N2 - (ﬁgz Bzg) <q> ngwoodq

2775 2
— odq.
- R

According to Lemma 3], passing ¢ to 0 leads to

4 div (L I/ gy
(4.47) (9th + div (uN2)+2(N2 N4)I€— N2 /}Rs(ﬁﬂ Bw)<q>vqgwoodq
27 2
+N4 /]R3|ng| 1/} q

Notice that # — s >0and 0 <

IN

1. According to ([@I8) and Proposition B:2] we infer that

. OVagllZ2\ 7
(148) Oy + v (ugly) < © (1 Vaaller + T2 ) T e rhat),

According to Lemmas 28 and 2.9 with % € L(L*®), we conclude for any ¢ > 0 that

Ui

W(X(t’x)) < LGCHCH K@) Vagollz2ds ¢ ¢ 7 € R3 |

= lgoll2e + 70 + 1

where X is the unique a.e. € R3 flow such that

(4.49)

(4.50) X =u(t,X), X(0,2)=uz.

For each t € [0,T], it follows from Proposition and Minkowski’s inequality that

t t
(4.51) II/0 {a) Vgl Z2ds]| 1 S/O @) VagllZz(z2)ds < oo,

which implies that € Jo {@VaslZ2ds < oo e 2 € R3 and thus %(X(t,x)) =0 a.e. z € R? with
flo = 0. Using the invariance of Lebesgue measure, we deduce that n = 0 a.e. (7,q) € R? x R? for all
t > 0 and thus complete the proof of Theorem [I.4] O

Remark 4.6. In Theorems [[.2 and [ we obtain global existence of system (L3) with additional
energy estimates. Global existence of system ([[3)) with standard energy estimations in Bl is an
interesting problem. However, the technique in this paper fails to solve this problem and we would get

further research in the furture.
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5 OPTIMAL DECAY RATE

5 Optimal decay rate

The proof of Theorem :
By density argument, we assume that (u,g) is smooth solution of system ([3]). We first prove the
exponential decay rate of g in L?(£?). Taking L?(£?) inner product with g to system ([3))2, we infer

d
(5.1) ZlI9l1Zz 2y + 20 VagllZz 2y = 0.
According to Lemma [24] we have
(5-2) cllglz> < IVqgllZ-,

which implies that

(5:3) lg1320z2) < llgoll3aznye .
Applying Holder inequality, we obtain
(5.4) 7122 < Cllgll2aze) < Ce.

Then we prove the optimal L? decay rate for velocity u. The proof is divided into three steps. To
start with, we get initial time decay rate lnfl(e +1) for u in L? for any [ € NT by the Fourier splitting
method. Then, by virtue of the time weighted energy estimate and the logarithmic decay rate, we
improve the time decay rate to (1 + t)’%. Finally, we establish the lower bound of long time decay
rate in L? for velocity u, which implies that the decay rate we obtained is optimal.

Step 1 : Taking L? energy estimate to (T3),, we deduce that

d
(5.5) Zlullzz + 1Vulf: < Clir|a.

Define Sp(t) = {£: [¢]? < C’d%} with f(t) = In®(e+t) and the constant Cy large enough. According

to Schonbek’s strategy, we have

f'(t) 2 2
5.6 C U d Vull5..
(56) R o ORIV
We infer from (4] and (0] that
d f'@) f'@®) ; 2
(5.7) Gl + CalziSults < Cuts /s()(t) [i(€)|2de + Ce2e,

Taking Fourier transform with respect to 2 in system (L3]), one can arrive at

G+ F (u- Vu) + €20 +igP = i€ - 7,
(5.8) gt +F (u-Vg) — L(§) = divg (=F (- q9¢)) ,
i€ 7= —i€ a=0.

Multiplying @ to system (G.8);, we get

(5.9) alaf* < 7P+ ClF (e u).
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5 OPTIMAL DECAY RATE

Taking £2 inner product to system (58], with §, we obtain

(5:10)  FillgliZze + 2/ VaglZe < C/d Voo |F (u- Vg)[* dg + C/dwoo |7 (V- i) da.

R R
Applying Lemma 24 we have

2

(5.11) = ([ 0o Vi) < €19l

R
Adding (&9) to A x (&I0) with A large enough and integrating & over Sy(t), we deduce that
512 [ OP e Nalkas < [ ol s Mol +C [ / P 0 w)ds'de

SO(t) So(t
t t
[ el VaPaasie e [ ] e (Fu g Pagasla
So(t) R4 0 JR

So(t

Under the assumptions in Theorem [[.G, we get

(5.13) /s (t) lio|® + [|Gol|Z2d€ < / dg - |[|aol® + 11911721 Lo scey)
o(t

So (t

< (LD (ol + ol cn)

According to Minkowski’s inequality and B]), we have

t
(5.14) / /|ﬂ( u)|*ds’d¢ = // |F (u @ u)|*déds’
So(t) 0 So(t
sc/ d&/ 17w © ) 2]
So(t) 0

< Cln (e +1).

Using div v = 0 and (3]), we obtain

t
. 2 / -
1) [ [ el vopaatac< e [t [ [ 2Rl

So(t

<c ({;((f))) o [ 1l ol
<o(7)

Applying Proposition B2l and Lemma [Z4] we infer that

t t
(5.16) /S | / [ ol F g Pagasiae <c [ ae / / ool Z (V- qg) 2l e dgdls’
o(t d

()

<c( (f))) / IVull22 | (a)gl 2 cxyd

SO(f((f)))
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5 OPTIMAL DECAY RATE

Combining the estimates for (512), we conclude that

(5.17) / lu(t, €)]2de < Cln~ (e +t).
So(t)
According to (57) and (IEH), we deduce that
(5.18) Sl + Gl < coul D m e v,

By performing a routine procedure, one can arrive at
(5.19) [ull2: < Cln~t(e+1t).

Using the initial decay (EI9), we improve the time decay rate in L? by using bootstrap argument.

(5.20) /s@ / . (0 ® u)2dsde < C <J;(%)) Ot [ Lads’

<C @,((;))g /Ot In"?(e + s')ds’

< Cln~3(e +1).

Then the proof of (5I8) implies that
(5.21) [ull2: < Cln~3(e+t).

Step 2 : Define S(t) = {¢: [£]? < Cy(1 +t)~ '}, which will be useful to prove polynomial decay. By
Schonbek’s strategy and (54), we infer that

Cq Ca_

d
5.22 — |||
(5.22) allulte + Tl 3e < 5

[t + ce
S(t)
By performing a routine procedure as (512)), one can arrive at

t
623 [ OP + NglEde < [ il + Algoleg + € [ [P wPasas
S(t) S(t) s(t) Jo

t t
+/\/ / ¢w|ﬁ(u-vg)|2dqu’d§+A/ / Voo F (Vu - qg)?dqds’d€.
s(t) Jo JRrd S(t) Jo JRrd
Under the additional assumption in Theorem [[.6] we deduce that
(5.24) / | iol? + Al e < / 8l + Mol s
t t)

<C(1+1)°2 (HuoHLl + AllgollZ: 52))

and

(5.25) / / \F (1 u)2dsde < C(1 + ¢ -%/ ul|42ds'.
S()

Using div v = 0 and (BI), we have

t t
(5.26) / / Voo F (- Vg)Pdqds’'dé < C(1 1 1)~ / el 19222, d5"
sy Jo Jrd 0
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5 OPTIMAL DECAY RATE

<C+t) =~
Applying Proposition 3.2l and Lemma [Z4] we obtain

t
ean [ ] piF o) agass < c o / Il ah 3o s
t R

<C(l+1)"

N\Q.

Combining the estimates for (5:23), we conclude that

(5.28) / it €)2de < C <(1 L)1) *%/ |u|L2ds>
S(t)
According to (5:22) and (528)), we deduce that
AT
(5.29) gpllullze + = HUHLz < CCa(1+1)” 1+ HUHdeS :
Multiplying (1 +#)2+! to (5.29) and integrating over [0, ], one can arrive at
" t s’
(5.30) (1415 u2. < Ot+C/ / [ul|2ds"ds'.
0o Jo

Define M(t) = sup (1+ )% |ul|?2(s"). Using (E2I) and (E30), we deduce that
s'€(0,t]

t
(5.31) M) <C —I—/ M(s)(1+ )" 2In3(e+ s )ds'.

0
Applying Gronwall’s inequality, then we get M (¢) < C' for any ¢ > 0, which implies that
(5.32) Jull2 < C(1+1t) 1.

Step 3 : We end up with establishing the lower bound of L? decay rate. Taking Leray projector P

and Fourier transformation with respect to = in system (L3, we infer that
(5.33) iy + €20 = iPr — P(u - V).
Integrating over [0, ¢] with respect to s, one can arrive at
2 t 2 — —_—
(5.34) o =e 1 G0 + / e ISP t=)ie[Pr — P(u @ u)]ds.
0

Under conditions of Theorem that fRd updx # 0, we can choose a ball B containing the origin

such that ging Uy > co for some positive constant c¢y. Denote that dy = cc0 for some ¢ small enough.
€

According to Minkowski inequality, we deduce that

3 3 t U
(535) (L |fa|2d§) > (‘/B e_|£|2t|a0|2d§> _‘/O |‘e—\5\2(t_s)i§[PT—P(u@uﬂHLz(B)ds

3 t o
> < / e'f'2t|ao|2ds> = [ 1), 1B — ) o
B 0 Ld=2
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t
> do(1 + )4 —/ (tt=)% (Il o, + luoul e, )ds
0

Denote that
E*P = || (uo, llgollc2) |12l (o, ligollc2) 1172
and .
_d
Bd_/o att=9)F (Il o, + luoul e, )ds

Under conditions of Theorem [[L6 we can take ||(uo, ||go||z2)||L2 small enough such that

onl + E%v% +E171 _i_E%)é < @

- 20

For d = 3, we infer from (532), Lemma 25 and Proposition Bl that

t k 1 2
(5.36) Bo< [ @t (rlhlrlEs + Jul | Vul2) ds
0

[V

t
< CEs3(141t)"1 —i—CEl’l[/ (14+t—5)"2(1+1t)" 2ds]
0

< V(1 41)75,

=0
2
Consider the critical case d = 2, we need more integrability in time for |[Vul|zz. Let’s recall the L?
energy estimate as follows,
d

(5.37) Zlullzz + 1Vulze < Clira.
Multiplying (1 + )z to (5.37), we obtain

d 1
(5.38) 07 ulfe + 1+ 02| Vullfs < CO+ 02 752 + 5(1+1) 7% Jul7:

dt
Integrating over [0,t) with respect to s, we infer from (&4]) and ([&32) that

t
(5.39) (1+8)7 ||ul2. +/ (14 5)%||Vul|2.ds < CE*°,
0
For d = 2, applying Lemma 25 (532) and (539), we deduce that
t
(5.40) By < / (L4t —=8) 7% (|72 + [[ull 2| Vel 1) ds
0

1

t t
SCEOJ/ (1+t—s)_§e_°td8+CE%’é[/ (1+t—s) (1 +1)"3ds]
0 0

=

According to (B.33), (£.30) and (5.40), we conclude that

> d .
(5.41) lulle = ([ faPag) = Pa+ot,

which implies that the decay rate we obtain is optimal. g
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