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LONG WAVELENGTH LIMIT
FOR THE QUANTUM EULER-POISSON EQUATION

HUIMIN LIU AND XUEKE PU

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider the long wavelength limit for the quantum Euler-
Poisson equation. Under the Gardner-Morikawa transform, we derive the quantum
Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation by a singular perturbation method. We show that the
KdV dynamics can be seen at time interval of order O(¢~3/2). When the nondimensional
quantum parameter H = 2, it reduces to the inviscid Burgers equation.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider a one-dimensional two species quantum plasma system made
by one electronic and one ionic fluid, in the electrostatic approximation [I1]. For simplicity,
we only consider the continuity and momentum equations and ignore the energy transport
equation, which are sufficient to describe the classical ion-acoustic waves [26]. The system
is governed by the following equations

atne + aw(neue) = 07 (113.)
O + Bw(niui) =0, (11b)
¢ 1 B (02 /ne
8tue + ueazue — E x¢ - @8mp + @8x ( \/n_e ) y (11C)
Dy + widpu; = —— P, (1.1d)

m;
026 = —(ne —ny), (1.1e)
€0

where n.; are the electronic and ionic number densities, u ; the electronic and ionic veloci-
ties, ¢ the scalar potential, m. ; the electron and ion masses, —e the electron charge, i = %,
where h is Planck’s constant and ey the vacuum permittivity. The electron fluid pressure
P = P(n.), modeled by the equation of state for a one dimensional zero-temperature Fermi
gas, is given by

2
p_ MmeUE,

32 n, (1.2)
where ng is the equilibrium density for both electrons and ions, and vp, is the electrons
Fermi velocity, related to the Fermi temperature T, by mevl%ﬁ = kBTF,, where kp is the
Boltzmann constant. Throughout this paper, we assume such a cubic law for the electron
fluid pressure, which is the most important significant physical case, as pointed out by
Jackson [9[13].

Equations (LIa)) and (LIL) represent conservation of charge and mass. Equations (LId)
and (LId) account for momentum balance. The third order term in (IId), proportional
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to h2, takes into account the influence of quantum diffraction effects. However, the motion
of ion can be taken as classical in view of the high ion mass in comparison to the electron
mass. Accordingly, (LId) contains no quantum terms. Finally, (LIe) is Poisson’s equation,
describing the self-consistent electrostatic potential.

Take the following rescaling,

_ Wy T — _ Te _ n;
'I:p—ea t:wpitv Ne = —, Ny = —,

VF, o no 1 3)
_ Ue _ Uj n e(b ( ’
Ue = — Uj = —, = ’

Cs Cs kBTF,

where wp, and w,,, are the corresponding electron and ion plasma frequencies and c; is the
quantum ion-acoustic velocity, given by

(noez)l/2 (71062)1/2 (HBTF6)1/2 14
Wp, = y Wp, = , Cs = . ( . )
Me€Q m;€p m;

In addition, consider nondimensional parameter H = hw,, /kpTF,. Physically, H is the ratio
between the electron plasmon energy and the electron Fermi energy. Using the new variables
and dropping bars for simplifying natation, we obtain from (Id)

Me H? 02\ /me
— = 0,0 — — z . 1.
m; (6tue + ueamue) 6w¢ neamne + 2 81} ( \/n—e ) ( 5)

Since m./m; < 1, we let the left-hand side of (L) to be zero and then integrate about x
with the boundary conditions n, = 1, ¢ = 0 at infinity, to obtain

1 1, H? _,
— Oz v/Me. 1.6
2 2”6 2 /—,),LE T Ne ( )
This last equation is the electrostatic potential in terms of the electron density and its
derivatives. Even when the quantum diffraction effects are negligible (H = 0), the electron
equilibrium is given by a Fermi-Dirac distribution and not by a Maxwell-Boltzmann one.

Applying the rescaling (L3) to (LI1D), (L.Id) and (LIe)), we have by dropping the bars

O + 0z (nju;) =0, (1.7a)
Ost; + U0ty = — 0y, (17b)
03¢ = ne — i, (1.7¢)

Equations ([L7a))- (I7d), together with (Z6]), provide a reduced model of four equations with
four unknown quantities, n;, u;, ne and ¢. This reduced model is the basic model to be
studied in the following, which will lead to the quantum Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation
@) under the Gardner-Morikawa transform [41[31].

Obviously, the reduced system (L8)-(L1) admits the homogeneous equilibrium solution
(ne,ni,uiy @) = (1,1,0,0). Global existence of smooth solutions around the equilibrium is
an outstanding difficult problem for the Euler-Poisson problem. Without quantum effects,
Guo [0] firstly obtained global irrotational solutions with small velocity for the 3D electron
fluid, based on the Klein-Gordon effect. Then, Jang, Li, Zhang and Wu [T4[1522] obtained
global smooth small solutions for the 2D electron fluid in Euler-Poisson system. Very recently,
Guo, Han and Zhang [9] finally completely settled this problem and proved that no shocks
form for the 1D Euler-Poisson system for electrons. For Euler-Poisson equation for ions, Guo
and Pausader [§] constructed global smooth irrotational solutions with small amplitude for
ion dynamics. For the Euler-Poisson system (7)) with quantum effects, there is no existence
result, to the best knowledge of the authors.



To access weakly nonlinear solutions for the quantum ion-acoustic system (L6)-(T1), a
singular perturbation method can be applied to the weakly nonlinear classical waves, which
finally leads to the quantum KdV equation. For details, see Section 2. To this aspect, one
may refer to the recent papers [I0|21L27]. In particular, Guo and Pu established rigorously
the KdV limit for the ion Euler-Poisson system in 1D for both the cold and hot plasma case,
where the electron density satisfies the classical Maxwell-Boltzmann law. This result was
generalized to the higher dimensional case in [27], and the 2D Kadomtsev-Petviashvili-1I
(KP-II) equation and the 3D Zakharov-Kuznetsov equation are derived for well-prepared
initial data under different scalings. Almost at the same time, [21] also established the KdV
limit in 1D and the Zakharov-Kuznetsov equation in 3D from the Euler-Poisson system.
Han-Kwan [12] also introduced a long wave scaling for the Vlasov-Poisson equation and
derived the KdV equation in 1D and the Zakharov-Kuznetsov equation in 3D using the
modulated energy method. For other studies for the Euler-Poisson system or related models,
the interested readers may refer to [21[3L[5L23124L 28], to list only a few. For derivation of
the KdV equation from the water waves without surface tension, see [29] and the references
therein.

In the present paper, we will continue to study the long wavelength limit for the reduced
system (7)) for ions with quantum effects. Under the Gardner-Morikawa transform, the
quantum KdV equation is derived when H > 0 and H # 2. But when H = 2, the quantum
KdV equation ([271) reduces to the inviscid Burger’s equation. The formal derivation of
the quantum KdV equation can be found in [II] and is given in the next section. The
main interest in this paper is to make such a formal derivation rigorous. To do so, we
need to obtain uniform (in €) estimates for the remainders (nép, nsp, uip) and then recover
the uniform estimates of ¢% from the relation (LG). To apply the Gronwall inequality to
complete the proof, we define the triple norm

IV, Ne, U)IE =11 (Ni; Ne, U) 72 + €l (95 Ne, 92U |2

1.8
AN, |2 + GNP + 0N, 2, (18)

which depends on the parameter € in the Gardner-Morikawa transform. But we regard H as a
fixed constant. After careful computations, we finally close the estimates in this triple norm,
which gives uniform (in €) estimates for the remainders (N;, N.,U) in H? and completes the
proof. The main result is stated in Theorem .5l Furthermore, this implies that

(ni —1)/€
sup (ne—1)/e | — KdV < Ck, (1.9)

—3/2
(U 7] u; /€ a2

for some C' > 0 independent of € > 0, for any fixed 7 > 0 of order O(1). Here the ‘KdV’
stands for the first approximation of (n;,n., u;) under the Gardner-Morikawa transform in
@T). Tt shows that the KAV dynamics can be seen at time interval of order O(e=%/2). The
result also applies to the case when H = 2, where the inviscid Burger’s equation is derived.

The results in this paper can be generalized to the following general cases. Firstly, for
definiteness, we let the electron pressure satisfies the cubic law in (LCZ), but the result
in this paper can be generalized to general y-law, which will lead to a different relation
between ¢ and n. in (LE). Secondly, the ion momentum equation (LId)) does not contain
ion pressure, which generally depends on ion density with the form P;(n;) = T;Inn;. This
paper corresponds to the cold ion case T; = 0. But the result in this paper can be generalized
to general case T; > 0, and indeed, the proof will be slightly simpler since in this case, the
system is Friedrich symmetrizable. The result in this paper can be also generalized to the
general y-law of the ion pressure, i.e., when P;(n;) = T;n] for v > 1. For clarity, we will not
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mention these general cases in the rest of the paper and concentrate on the case P(n.) ~ n?

in (2) and zero ion temperature case T; = 0.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present the formal derivation of the
quantum KdV equation ([Z7) and state the main result in Theorem In Section 3, we
present uniform estimates for the remainders in ([2I3]). The main estimates are stated in
Proposition B.1] and Finally, we complete the proof in Section 4.

2. FORMAL EXPANSION AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Formal KdV expansion. By the classical Gardner-Morikawa transformation [4[31]
v —er(x—1t), t—ert, (2.1)
we obtain from (L7) the parameterized system

€din; — Opny + Oy (nluz) =0,
€0ru; — Opuy + u;Opu; = —0y @, (22)
€029 = ne — n;,
where € is the amplitude of the initial disturbance and is assumed to be small compared with
unity and (L) is rescaled into the following relation

6= 1 n 1 eH

RN

We consider the following formal expansion around the equilibrium solution (n;, ne,u;) =
(1, 17 O),

o2 i

2) 4)

o 1+67’L(1) —l—eznl(» +€3n(3) _’_64”1( N
ne =1+ en(l) +e2nl® 4 egn(s) +etnl 4o (2.3)
U; = eul(- ) +€ ug2) + eBul(-?’) +€ ug4) +
Plugging ([Z3) into (L), we get a power series of €, whose coefficients depend on
(nz(-k),ngk), ugk)) for k=1,2,---
At the order O(1), the coefficients are automatically balanced.
At the order O(e), we obtain

—0y n(l) + 0, u(-l) =0, (2.4a)
(S0) el = —9,n(V, (2.4b)
0=nt - nl(-l). (2.4c)
This enables us to assume the relation
(Ly): M= ngl) = ul(-l), (2.5)

which makes (Z4]) valid and shows that the mode is quasi-neutral in a first approximation.
Then only ngl) needs to be determined.

At the order O(e?), we obtain
8m(-1) - Bwn(?) + aqu” + (91(1151)111(-1)) =0, (2.6a)
H2
(S1) (%u — Oy u ) 4 u( )&Cugl) = -9, —nMa,nH + Tag’nél), (2.6b)
82

x

n) =n® —n®. (2.6¢)



Differentiating ([2.6d) with respect to z, and then adding the resultant and (ZGal) to (2.6L)
(1)

; ~ satisfies the quantum Kortweg-de Vries equation
1
2
where we have used the relation ([23]). We note that the system (235]), ([Z71) are self-contained,
which do not depend on (n'” n$, u)) for j > 2. We also note that @7 is different from
the classical KAV equation due to the presence of the parameter H. When H # 2, it can be
transformed into the classical KdV equation, while when H = 2, it reduces to the inviscid
Burger’s equation, which is drastically different from the KdV equation. For derivation of
KdV from water waves, see [20].

Much of the properties of the KdV equation follow from the interplay between advection
and dispersion. One can see that the quantum effects can even invert the sign of dispersion
for large H. However, this sign is immaterial since we can apply the transform t — —¢,z —

x,nl(-l) — —ngl). This implies that for H > 2, the localized solutions (bright solitons) with

1)

together, we deduce that n.

H2
o +2nMant + Z(1 - T)agng” =0, (2.7)

;> 0 of the original equation correspond also to localized solutions, but with inverted
polarization (nl(-l) < 0, dark solitons) and propagating backward in time. But when H = 2,
the dispersive term vanishes, which eventually yields the formation of a shock in the Burger’s
equation. For details of the solitons, one may refer to [I1].

When H # 2, we have the following existence theorem [I8][19].

Theorem 2.1. Let H # 2 and §1 > 2 be a sufficiently large integer. Then for any given
initial data ngé) € H%(R), there exists T > 0 such that the initial value problem [21) has a
unique solution nz(-l) € Loo( — T, To; HS (R)) Furthermore, by using the conservation laws
of the KAV equation, we can extend the solution to any time interval [—T, 7).

There is also an existence theorem for H = 2, see [251[30].

Theorem 2.2. Let H = 2 and §2 > 2 be a sufficiently large integer. Then for any given
initial data nz(-(l)) € H%(R), there exists 7. > 0 such that the initial value problem [ZT) with
H =2 has a unique solution ntV e L (0,7:*; H# (R)) with initial data nz(-cl)).

2 @ (2

To find out the equation satisfied by (n;”,ne’,u;”’) assuming (ngl), nY, ugl)) is known

form ([2H) and (27), we express (n(z), nt?, ul@)) in terms of (nl(l), nt, u(l)) from (2.6]),

7 A

n® = ”1(2) + 020, (2.8a)
(EQ) : UZ(Q) = TL£2) +g(1)79(1) = _/ g(l)(tag)dga
0
o o), e

which makes ([26]) valid. Thus only ngz) needs to be determined.
At the order O(e?), we obtain

atn?) — amn?) + amu?) + am(ngl)ul(?) + ngz)ul(-l)) =0, (2.9a)
u® — 0,u® + 0, (W) = —9,n® — 8, (nMn)

2
(S2) —|—HT(8§TL£2) —28,nM?n) — nMa3nV), (2.9b)

K2

2
92n® 1 nM a2 4 (9,nD)2 — H i) — ) _ @ (2.9¢)
x'Ve e x've xPe 4 x've e . .
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Differentiating ([2.9d) with respect to z, and then adding the resultant and (2.90) to (2:9al)

(2)

together, we deduce that n;”’ satisfies the linearized inhomogeneous quantum KdV equation

1 H?
0n'? +20,(nMnl?) + 51~ T)a?’ =G0, (2.10)
where we have used ([Z8) and G depending on only n(l). Again, the system (ZI0) and

23) for ( 2 ) 4 )) are self contained, which do not depend on (n; @) &), ugj)) for j > 3.

K2

Inductively, at the order O(¢*), we obtain a system (Sy_;) for (ngkfl),ngkfl), fk 1)),

from which we obtain
(Ly) : ngk) = ngk) + =1, ul(-k) = nf + g(k_l), (2.11)

where h*=D and ¢~V depend only on (n$’) for 1 < j < k — 1. Thus we need only to

determine n( ) At the order O(e**1), we obtain a system (Si) for (ngk),ngk),ugk)), from
which we obtain the linearized inhomogeneous KdV equation for ngk)

5tn§k)+231(n§1)n§’“))+%(1 B2 500 — =1 >3 (2.12)

where G*~1 depends only on nl(-l), ”1('2)7 e ,ngkfl), which are “known” from the first (k —
1)t steps. Also, it is important to note that the system (ZII) and ZI2) for nz(-k), nék),ugk)
are self contained, which do not depend on (ngj),néj),ugj)) for j > k+ 1.

For the solvability of (ng ) P (k)) for k > 2, we state the following

)

Theorem 2.3. Let k > 2, §;, < §1—3(k—1) be sufficiently large integers and ngg) € H%(R).
Then when H # 2, the initial value problem (ZI2)) with initial data n£§ ) has a unique solution
nl(-k) € L>®(—7,7; H*(R)) for any 7 > 0. When H = 2, the initial value problem [2I2) has
a unique solution nz(-k) € L>(0,7,; H**(R)), where 7, is given in Theorem [Z2.

The proof of Theorem 2.3l is standard. Based on this theorem, we will assume that these

solutions (n; (k) né ), u; ) for 1 < k <4 are as smooth as we want. The optimality of 5 will

not be addressed in this paper.

2.2. Main result. To show that nz(-l) converges to a solution of the KdV equation as € — 0,
we must make the above procedure rigorous. Let (ne,n;,u;) be the solution of the scaled
system (1.3) of the following expansion

n; =1+ en(l) + eQn(z) + egng )+ e4n(4) + 3N,
ne =1+ en(l) + e2n, 22) + egn(e?’) el 24) + 3N, (2.13)
Ui (1) +€2u(2) +€3u(3) + 64u(-4) +€3U7

where (ngl) nt 11)) satisfies (Z4) and (2.3, ( i ) n ,ugk)) satisfies (ZII) and ([Z12)) for

2 <k <4, and (N;, N.,U) is the remainder. To simplify the notation slightly, we set

i =1 £ en® 1 2@ 1 Sn®),

e =n + en® + eQn(S) + 3, (2.14)
u; = u( ) + eu(2) +e ugg) + e3u(4).



After careful computations, we obtain the following remainder system for (V;, N, U),

where

1—
“ 15U + 0,0 Ni + €Ry = 0, (2.15a)
10U = —&azzve — 81N
H2 2 xr ~€ 2 2 e e
—{36(871)395]\]6— eanaN 3687’1,(8]\])
4 n3 n?2 n3
2 Ople €8 2¢3 1
€0atle g, 3(3 N3 — 62 9, N 92N, + —O°N,
8 8 8 ne
+%(R§ +R§)} + Ry, (2.15b)
20,1160, Ne + €2(0;N.)? + "€ 82N, + 921N, + R}
€
2 3 ~\3 2 ~ 92, 3,5
_H® [  12e (0z17¢) QN + 14€20,11. 0210 QN — RI0 O.N,
4 nd nd n2
18€(0,17.)? 7€2(0p1ie )? 7021,
—M(&Ne)“— M(ﬁ]\]e € %alte (9,N,)?
nd n3 n3
~ 4dedi. 1267 0,1 14 e
6‘9 e g2, — 220 (5 Ny 4 ﬂa N.O2N.
368 ne 3e? 7¢b
2 02N, — T (0:N)* + 3 (0:N)?02N, — g (82N)
3¢3 9!N. RI+R3) N.—N,
2 9NN, + Lalte T 3} = : (2.15¢)
n?2 Ne nd €2

—|—u(3 (0 u(2) + €0y u —|— € u( )) + ul(-4 Bwuz,
R2 = nel)a n{" +n(2 (Ox n (3 —i— €Dyl )

+n¥ (Oxne @ 4 ed,nt + ezn(4)) + n(4)ne, (2.16)
’R R3(ngl) nt? nl¥ ng4))

R3(eN. )
(ne 7 ne 7 n£3)7 ngl))?
( (3) ngl))

Ne 9

R3 R3(N )

where R% and Rg are smooth functions of N, and do not involve any derivatives of N.. The
mathematical key difficulty is to derive uniform in € estimates for the remainder (N., N;, U).
For convenient usage, we give the following

Lemma 2.4. For a = 0,1,--- integers, there exists some constant C' = C(||ng)||Hs) such

that

||R17Ré)2737R;,)2||H0‘ S Cu o = 07 17 Ty (217)
IR3| e < Cel|Nellgray, @ =0,1,--,

2.18
IR3 || e < C||Nellge, a=0,1,---, (2.18)
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and
|0, R3] = < Cel|@Nellgge, =01, -,

2.19
||8tR§’||Ha §C||8tNe||Ha, 0420,1,"' . ( )

Recalling the fact that H! is an algebra, the estimate for Lemma 24l is straightforward.
The details are hence omitted. Our main result of this paper is the following

n @ 1)

Theorem 2.5. Let §; be sufficiently large and (n;’,ne”’,u;’) € H® be a solution con-

structed in Theorem [21) for the quantum KdV equation with initial data (no, neo, uio) € H*
satisfying (Z3). Let (nl(-j),ngj),ul(-j)) € H% (i=2,3,4) be solutions of @II) and ZI2)
constructed in Theorem with initial data (nly,nly,ul)) € H% satisfying @II). Let
(Nio, Neo, Up) satisfy 2I8) and assume

nijg =1+ enz(-é) +ée2n

Neo = 1+ eng))

&+ + tnly) + ENg,

+ e2n(£) + e3n§’)) + e4n£é) + e?’Neo,

Ui = eul%) + e2uz(-§) + egugg) + e4uz(-§) + 63U0.
Then for any T > 0, there exists g > 0 such that if 0 < € < €, the solution of the EP system
@2) with initial data (nio, neo, wio) can be expressed as

n; =1+ entV +2n® + n® 4 etnl® EN;,

ne =1+ engl) + e2n£2) + €3n£3) + e4ng4) + N,
w; = eugl) + €2u§2) + eBuEB) + e4uz(-4) + €U,

such that for all 0 < e < €,

Sup{II(NiaNea U)llzz2 + €l (03 Ne, 070N 2 + (|05 NellZ2 + €107 Ne| 72

0,7]

+EOEN. 3 f <Cr (1+ I(Nio, Neo, Uo)ll3z + €ll (93 Neo, D200 )13 (220
+ (0L Noll3z + 02 Neoll3x + |05 Neol 132 ).

From (Z20), we see that the H2-norm of the remainder (N;, N, U) is bounded uniformly
in €. Note also the Gardner-Morikawa transform (2.1]), we see that

(ni —1)/e¢
sup (ne—1)/e | — KdV < Ce, (2.21)
o |\ /e e
for some C' > 0 independent of ¢ > 0. Here ‘KdV’ is the equation satisfied by the first
approximation (nz(-l), ngl), uz(-l)).
The basic plan is to first estimate some uniform bound for (N, U) and then recover the
estimate for N; from the estimate of N, by the equation ([2ZIH). We want to apply the
Gronwall lemma to complete the proof. To state clearly, we first introduce

I(Ne, U)IZ =[1(Ne, U) 1372 + €ll(93Ne, 30172 + €210z NellZ2 + €107 Nel| 2> + €0 Ne|| 2.
(2.22)
As we will see, the zeroth order, the first order to the second order estimates for (N,, U) and

the third order estimates for €(N,, U) all can be controlled in terms of ||(N., U)|?.
For convenience, we introduce the following lemma



Lemma 2.6 (Commutator Estimate). Let m > 1 be an integer, and then the commutator
which is defined by the following

V™, flg:==V"(fg) = fV™y, (2.23)
can be bounded by
V™, Agllee < IVl IV gllzee + V™ fllzes llgllzes, (2.24)

where p, pa2, ps € (1,00) and
1 1 1 1 1

P p_l b2 p3 P,
Proof. The proof can be found in [I,T6HIY], for example. O

3. UNIFORM ENERGY ESTIMATES

In this section, we give the energy estimates uniformly in e for the remainder (N., N;, U),
which requires a combination of energy method and analysis of the remainder equation
@I3). To simplify the proof slightly, we assume that (ZI5) has smooth solutions in [0, 7]
for 7. > 0 depending on . Let C be a constant independent of ¢, which will be determined
later, much larger than the bound [|(Ne, U)(0)]|? of the initial data. It is classical that there
exists 7 > 0 such that on [0, 7],

INil| 32, (N, U)IIZ < C. (3.1)

As a direct corollary, there exists some €; > 0 such that n. and n; are bounded from above
and below, say % <Ny, Ne < % and u; is bounded by |u;| < % when € < €;. Since R3, R3 are
smooth functions of N, there exists some constant C; = C4(eC) for any «, 8 > 0 such that

0% 0%, (R3,R3)| < C1 = Ca(C),

where C1(-) can be chosen to be nondecreasing in its argument. We will show that for any
given 7 > 0 there is some €y > 0, such that the existence time 7. > 7 for any 0 < € < ¢p.
The purpose of this section is to prove Proposition B.1] and Since the proof of Propo-
sition [3.I] will be almost the same to that of Proposition B2 we will omit the proof of
Proposition 31l In Subsection Bl we first show three lemmas that will be frequently used
later. In Subsection [3.2] and Subsection [3:3] we present and prove the two main propositions,
while estimates of some crucial terms are postponed to Subsection 3.4 and Subsection

3.1. Basic estimates. We first prove the following Lemma [3.1H3.3 in which we bound N;
and 9; N, in terms of N,.

Lemma 3.1. Let (N;, N.,U) be a solution to (ZI8l) and o > 0 be an integer. There exist
some constants 0 < €1 < 1 and C1 = C1(eC') such that for every 0 < € < €1,
CTHIOY NI <[|0F Nell® + el 02 Nel|* + €*[|og 2 Ne |2

(3.2)
+ E|02TEN||? 4 €|02TIN,||? < C1|| 0% N; |2
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Proof. When « = 0, taking inner product of (1.17¢) with N, and integration by parts, we
have

2p? 1
||Ne||2+€||8zNe||2+€ 4 /_(85N8)2
Ne
e2H?

e2H? 1
=2 /(ﬁe + €2N.)(0*N, )N, — 5 /(81—)8§N881N8 - /(a2 YO2N. N,
Ne
+262/8mﬁe(3z]\78)]\78 +e4/(8zNe)2Ne +e2/a§n~eN3 +e2/R§Ne

2 ~\3
B nze [ OB g, et [ O o, A,

4 4 3
31, (0p1ic)? (0p1ic)?
3 z x'te 2 4 zTle 2
— 3¢ / o2 (05 Ne)Ne — 18¢ / i (0xNe)*Ne + Te / o (0ZN.)N,
2,5 ~
+7eﬁ/a””z (05 Ne)®> N, — 4é? /6 1l (02N,)N, — 12¢€° /aﬂ”fe (0xN.)2N,
ne ne

a”e(a%v) 311/%(8N)

+ 1466/ an:”ea N.(92N.)N, —3en8/
+76/ (02N, )2(92N,)N —26/
/R2 e} +/N8Nz'

ZA

n(82N) —36/ — 0 Ne (93N )N,

(3.3)
Since % < Mne < % and H is a fixed constant, there exists a fixed constant C' such that

e2H?
4

/ L @22 > ez,
Ne

Thus the LHS of [3) is equal or greater than C(||Ne||? + €]|0:Ne||? + €2[|02N,||?). Next,
we estimate the RHS of [B3). For Ay, since 7, is known and bounded in L, there exists
some constant C' such that

Ay = € /(ﬁe + €2 N.)(92N,)N,

< C(1+ €[ Nellpo<) (€l Nell” + €| 0ZNe|1?)
< C(1+ €| Nefl ) (€| Nel|* + €*|0ZN[|*)
< C(1 4 €20)(€||No||? + €|02N.|1?)

< C(e|[Ne|? + (|2 N|I?),

where we have used Hélder’s inequality, Sobolev embedding H' < L°°, the priori assumption
() and Cauchy inequality.
Note that

Do (ni)‘ < C (€Oprie| + €20 Ne|) (3.4)
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and

%<%N§Ck+ﬂWMAH%Nm+ﬂ%MW- (3.5)

€

Since 0,1, 0%, are bounded in L>, similar to A;, we have
Agrr6,18~20 < Cr (€] Nel|” + |02 Ne||* + €[ 07N ||?).

Now we estimate A;7. By integration by parts, we obtain
3e3H? 01, 33H? [ 0,1,
Aip=-— 0y —=)02N.N, — =2 92N.O,N,.
1 4 /( n? )0; 4 / n2 °°

e e
Similar to (34), we have

D
N ( p; )‘ < C(1+ €30 Ne)). (3.6)

e

Similar to Ay, by applying Hélder’s inequality, Sobolev embedding H! < L*, the priori
assumption (B and Cauchy inequality again, we have

Az < C1(e| Ne||? + (|0 N||? + €2]|2N.|12).
The term As; can be similarly bounded by
Az1 < C1(€]|0xNe||* + €| 07 Ne|1?).
According to the form of R3 and R3 in (1.18), by applying Cauchy inequality, we have
Ay < C1||Ne ||
By Young inequality, we have

[N < aINP + Callvi
for arbitrary d > 0. Hence, there exists some €; > 0 such that for 0 < e < €1,
[Nl + €l| 0 Ne||? + €[ 07N ||* < Cy || Vi1 (3.7)

Taking inner product of (1.17c) with €d?N, and €20ZN,, applying Holder inequality and
integration by parts, we have similarly

el 0uNel|* + €| 0 Ne|* + e[| 0ZNe)|* < ChlINilI?, (3-8)
and
EIOZNN? + E[|3Ne|* + |93 Ne||* < Cu || N3, (3.9)
By the estimates (B7), (38) and (33), we obtain
INel” + €]|0sNe||? + €| 02N ||* + |03 N||* + €| 03Ne[|* < Cy || N3 (3.10)

On the other hand, from the equation ([2I5d), there exist some C' such that
INi[|* < CLUINEI® + €| 0aNell* + e[| 0ZN* + |07 Ne||* + e[| 0z Nel|?). (3.11)

Putting B7)-BII) together, we deduce the inequality for av = 0.

For higher order inequalities, we differentiate (2I5d) with 09 and then take inner prod-
uct with 92 Ne, €02T2N, and €202 N, separately. The Lemma then follows by the same
procedure of the case @ = 0. O
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Recall ||(Ne,U)|e in 222). We remark that only ||N;||g2 can be bounded in terms of
(Ne,U)|le and no higher order derivatives of N; are allowed in Lemma Bl In fact, we only
need 0 < o <2 in Lemma 3]

Lemma 3.2. Let (N;, N.,U) be a solution to (ZID). There exist some constants C and
Cy = C1(eC) such that

ledeNi|[* <C(INellzn + 1T 17 + ell 07N + €| 02N |1*

3.12
+ SJOLNI? + SN, ) + Ce, 312

and

€01 Nil|> <C1(INell 32 + U152 + €llO2Ne||* + €| 05 Ne ||
+ || O°N|| + e[| S N.||?) + Ce.

(3.13)
In terms of |(Ne,U)|e, we can rewrite 312) and BI3) as
ledeNi |7 < Coll(Ne, U)IIZ + Cee.
Proof. From (ZI5al), we have
GatNi = (1 — ui)(?tNi — nﬁwU — Eam’filU — Eam’lliNi — 62R1.

Since 3 < n; < 3 and |u;| < 1, taking L%-norm yields

edeNi|* < (1 = ui)0aNil|* + [n:0:U||* + €100 Ni||* + €[10:7:U||* + €| Ra ||
<C([0:Nill* + 10:U?) + Ce*(e + | Nil|* + |U?).

Applying Lemma Bl with o = 1, we deduce (B12). To prove BI3), we take 9, of (ZI5al)
to obtain

ledha Nill” < CUIU 3 + [Ni]32) + O / 0N ?[0.U[> + Cc*.
We note that
Ce®)|0:U |7 102N:]|* < Ce¥||U |32 ]I Nill7 < C(eC)U |32

Applying Lemma BT with o = 2, we deduce [B.I3). The Lemma then follows from Lemma
B1 O

Lemma 3.3. Let (N;, N.,U) be a solution to ZI3)) and o > 0 be an integer. There exist
some constants C; = C1(eC') and €1 > 0 such that for every 0 < e < €1,

005N + €010 Ne||* + €19,05 2 Ne |

3.14
+ €| 0T INL||2 + (| 0,09N.||? < C||8,0%N4||* + Ch. (3:14)
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Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 31l When a = 0, by first taking 0; of (2I5d)
and then taking inner product with 9; N, and integration by parts, we have

2H? 1
|\8tNe||2+e/ne(8tmNe)2+ < 4 /n—(ataiNe)2
2H2
_—e/(%neamNeatNe+6/(9tne(9§Ne(9tNe - ¢
e2H? 51 9 e H? 1,4
- /(6zn—e)6t6mN€6tNe— 1 /(&n—e)azNeatNe
62/8t(81ﬁ68mN6)8tN6+64/8t (81Ne)2)8tN€+62/8t(8§n~6Ne)8tNe

2 ~
/aﬂzgatzv LAy gPY /a Z "9, N.] 0N,

1
/ (05 )0,02 Ny, N
Ne

+ 146t /at mazv]atjv—?,e /a Oille ) N,)&yN,
/at Z (02 N)2] 9, N, + 7é* /a ’Q 02N, ]O;N.
e e (3.15)

2)9N, — 4¢° /a 2 2682N N
O

£0;NeO2N.| 0, N,

— 3ell/at (0s Ne)‘*]atzve

1o /at
[l

/atigaN 292N.|0,N, — 2¢° /at (02N.)?| 0, N

_ es/at n_gaINeagNe}atNﬁe /at n—g(R§+R§)]atNe}

+ / Oy IN;0: N,

25
i=1
Estimate of the LHS of @I5). Since 3 < n. < 3 and H is a fixed constant, there exists

a fixed constant C such that

2172
e/ne(amNe)2 + < f /ni(atagNe)Q > C(e||Opa Ne||* + €2[]0: 0% N.||?).

Thus the LHS of BIH) is equal or greater than C(||0;Ne||? + €|0sx Ne||? + €2]|0;02N.||?).
Next, we estimate the righthand side terms. For By, by applying Holder’s inequality, Cauchy

inequality and Sobolev embedding H' < L, we have
By =¢ / (Dp1ie 4+ €20, No )0y NeOr N,
< Ce(1+ €[]0z Ne| L) (€| 0 Ne || + €| 0y Ne [1?)
< C(eO)(el|@Ne||* + [0 Ne|)
< C1(el|ONell? + €|0ea Ne 1),
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where we have used (B]). Similarly,
By < Ci(e]|0Nell* + €*[|0raNe 1) + Ci.
By (31, Sobolev embedding theorem and Cauchy inequality, we have
B + By < Ci(e|ONe||* + €[ 01 Ne|* + €[ 0107 N |?),
where we have used (4] and (B.3).
FEstimate of Bs. Similar to (84]), we note that
011 < C(dau] + AN, (3.16)
Therefore, we have
Bs < (|0 Ne|| (€| 8uie]| L= + €| 8 Ne | o= ) |0 Ne |
< EC(C + |0 Ne ) |0 Ne |
< Ci(el|ONe|l? + €10 Ne1?) + 1.
Estimate of Bg. By direct computation, we have
01 (0x11e0y Ne) = O1z1ic0z Ne + 031101z Ne,
which yields that
10¢(0z11e02 Ne) | < (1|02 Nell + 1|02 Nell),
where C is a fixed constant. By applying Holder inequality and Young inequality, we have
B < C1(€]|0:Nel|? + € (|0 Ne||?) + C4.

By is similar to Bg.
Estimate of B7. We note that

||8t[(awNe)2]|| < C(HawNeHL“’Hathe”)'
Thus, we have
By < Ci(el|0:Ne]|* + [0 Ne 1),

thanks to Holder inequality, Cauchy inequality and Sobolev embedding H! < L® and (B1]).
Estimate of By. Since R} is known, thus by Cauchy inequality, we have

Bg < 01€||atNe||2 + .

Estimate of Bgg. By direct computation, we have

1 1 4
0| @.n| =0 () @+ 0N 0N

e €

Similar to (316, we have

O (%)‘ < C(e+ 3|OuNe|). (3.17)

Thus by applying Holder inequality, Sobolev embedding H! — L and (3.1 again, we have
1
ni
< O [0 Nel| o (€ + € (|0 Ne )| 0 Ne || + CeH[[ 0 Nel[7 o ([[0¢Nel| O Ne )

< C1(el|0eNe* + €| Ne||*) + Cr.

Bao < Ce' 04— (0: Ne) Il 0 Ne |
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The estimates of Big.13, B1s and By7 are similar to that for Bag.
Estimate of Ba1. By direct computation, we have

1

1
O {ﬁ(amNe)QagNe] =0, (n >(a N.)?92N, +— a N.O?N D1 Ne + — (a N,)29,02N..

e 6

Thus similarly, we have

By <Ceé® ||at[ (02 Ne)?2N] || |0 Ne |

e

<OS|0xNel|7 107 Nel oe (€ + €(18:Ne|) + (|02 Ne| o< [|05 Ne | oo || 81 Ne |
+ 1|02 Ne |7 [10:07 Ne ][0 Ne |

<Ci||Nell3r2 (1 + el 02 Ne||*)e| 9 Ne |1
+ C1(INellzr2 + €ll 07 Nel|*) (el Nell* + €| 0ra Ne [1*)
+ C1[Nell 2 (ell 0eNel|* + €]|0:07 Ne 1))

<C1(e)|0eNel|* + (|0 Ne||* + €*[10:05 Ne|?) + Chr.

The estimates of B4, B1g, B1g and Big are similar to that for Bo;.
Estimate of Bas. By direct computation, we have

O [izamNeagNe} =0, ( ) O Nz Ne + — 8mN Oz Ne + — a N.O92N,
ng n2

=: G+ Gy + Gs.
Thus Bs3 is divided three terms

365H2
Baz =

Z/G OtNe =: Bag1 + Baga + Bass.

The first two terms Bag; and Baga can be easily estimated by Cy(el|0;Ne||* + €2||0z Ne||?).
For the last term B3z, we integrate by parts and use Holder inequality, Cauchy inequality
and [BJ) again to obtain

3H2 5 2 2
< [ (0 )a Net — a N. ) 9,02N.8,N.

3H2

Bazz = —

/ — 0y NeOtOZN. Oy N,

<Ci(e ||<9zeNe||2 + €10t Ne|* + €| 0: 07 Ne| ),
where we also have used (34). Thus we have

Bas < Cr(e]|0iNel|* + €01 Ne|* + €°]|0:07 Ne||).-

Bss is similar to Bos.
Estimate of Bay. Since R% is known, by using (ZI9) in Lemma 24 we have

By < C1(1+ €l|0:Ne||?).

Estimate of Bas. Applying Young inequality, we have

Bay — / O NN, < AN + C. 9N,
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where for arbitrary small v > 0. Hence, we have shown that there exists some ¢; > 0 such
that for 0 < € < €1, we have

10eNe||? + €ll O Nell? + €007 Nl < Cll0N;|1* + Cr. (3.18)
Similarly, taking 0y, of ([ZI5d) and then taking inner product with €dy, Ne, we have
€O Nel* + €| 010 Ne | + €100 Ne|* < Co [0 Nil* + €llONe|* + Cr. - (3.19)
Taking 9,02 of ([ZI5d) and then taking inner product with ¢29,0%N,, we have

(007 Ne|* + |0 Ne I + €[10102 Ne|* <C, [0:N:|* + €| 01aNe ||

3.20
+ €||0:Ne || + Cy. (3.20)

Putting BI8), BI9) and B20) together, let C' = max{Cly,, Ca,,Co, }, we obtain
10eNel|* + €| Nel|* + €002 Nel|* + €2[|0:02 Ne||* + €| 0.0 Ne|* < Cll9:Ni|* + Cr.

Thus we have proven [BI4]) for « = 0. The case of a > 1 can be proved similarly. O

3.2. Zeroth, first and second order estimates. The zeroth, first and second order esti-
mates can be summarized in the following

Proposition 3.1. Let (N;, N.,U) be a solution to ZI5) and v =0,1,2, then

2 27172
sl + 55 | [ R e [Reervg e S [ ey

2 dt 2dt n; n; 4 i
leH? d (07 TIN,)? 1 2 H? 1 (3.21)
- M 7€) — (VT2 2 _ = (Aav+3 2 .
+ 2 4 dt {/ NN +€/ n; (0;7"Ne)™ + 4 /ngnZ (9;7"Ne) ]

<CL(L+ e (Ne, D)@ + I(Ne, U)IZ).-

This proposition can be proved after long tedious calculations, which can be done by the
same procedure that used in the proof of Proposition Hence we omit the details here
for simplicity.

3.3. Third order estimates.

Proposition 3.2. Let (N;, N.,U) be a solution to 2I5) then

fis2fi/&32/”_g4252H2/i52
cotau+ S8 | [ 2@ e [ 2 omvy+ S [ et

eeH? d 1 40 1, oo €H? 1 6~ 12 (3.22)
ts T m U (02N.) —l—e/n—i(amNe) +— / (0°N.) }

NNy n2n;

<C1(1+ E[(Ne, D)) (A + N(Ne, U)I?).-
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Proof. We take 93 of (2I5D) and then take inner product of ed2U. We obtain

||a3U||2 /83 (1 — )0, U)83U+e/63 (0,0, U)03U

/a neaN)83U+€H /838N /a (Bufie N,

/83 ) 8IN6)8§U—262/8§(8w7;88mNe)8§U
ne

n3
Oy, O,
3 e 2\ a3 2 3z’ a2 3
/5 0z Ne)?) 02U — 2e /8:5( 2 0;Ne)0,U (3.23)

n3
/33 ]\37 83U % /33 M)aﬁﬁ
7’L

3 4
62/33(%)83@+62/(83R;2)33U
11 ‘
=: ZE .
=1

FEstimate of the LHS of [B23]). First, we estimate the second term on the LHS of B23)).
Using commutator notation (2Z23]) to rewrite it as

2dt

—/83((1 —u;)0,U)02U = —/ (02,1 = u)0,U + (1 — u;) 03U ) 92U =: My + Mo
We first estimate M;. By commutator estimate of Lemma [2.6] we have
1103,1 = w0 U|| < 1102(1 = w) | 03U || + 1051 = wa) [[|0:U | oo -

Thus by Hélder inequality, Cauchy inequality and Sobolev embedding theorem H' — L°,
we have

1My | <|[[02,1 = u] o, U |03V ||
<C(+ [0:U||1=) (e 03U11%) + Ce(1 + €[ 03U |*) ([10:U |7 + €l 03U 1)
<Ci(1+ (U132 + elloZU11?) (1U| 7 + el 03U 1)
<C1(1+ € (Ne, D) I II(Ne, U)|I2,

(3.24)

where [|(N,, U)]||? is given in [Z22)). Next, we estimate M,. By integration by parts, we have

1

M| = |5 /am(1 —u)(820)?
< C(1+ |0:U] =) (e 3U|17) (3.25)
< CA+E|U]m2)(ellg2U]),

where we have used Sobolev embedding theorem H' < L. In light of ([3.24) and ([B3.25]), we
find the second term on the LHS of ([3.23)) can be bounded by C(1+4€2||(Ne, U)[|?)II(Ne, U)||?.
The third term on the LHS of [B23)) is bilinear in the unknowns and can be bounded by

6/3§(3mﬂiU)3§’U < U7 + eldUI%) < CI(Ne, U2

Next, we estimate of the RHS of (3.23)). We first estimate the terms F; for 3 <1 < 11.
Estimate of F3. Since Fj is bilinear in the unknowns, it can be bounded by

F3 < C(|Nell32 + ellOpNe||* + €l 02U %),
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where we have used Cauchy inequality.
Estimate of Fg. Using commutator notation ([223]), we write

¢"H? 3 1 3 13 3 3
B= /{[am, g 0N+ 502 ((0:N.)) JORU = B + Fao.
By commutator estimates (224]) in Lemma 2.6] we have
1 1 1
1002, —51 (e Ne) (| < 1102 (=5 )1 [107 (92 Ne)®) 1| + 1102 (5 ) |00 Nel| 2

By direct computation and Sobolev embedding theorem, we note that
1
192(—5) Iz < Cle+ €|0sNel|oe) < Cle+ €| Nel| ), (3.26)

and

L) <Cle + (0N + 2N,] + 92N, ])
n? (3.27)

+ 8(|0x N | + [0: N, ||0? N, |) + €20, Ne|?),

|93(

which yields that

1
19:3(

E)II <C(e+ €(||0xNe| + [|0ZNe | + |OZN|))
‘ 3.28
+ (100 Nel o 19 Ne | + 105 Ne | < 82N (3.28)
+ 69||81Ne||%°°||awNeH)-
By direct computation, we have
102 [(02Ne)?] | < C(l|07Nel|7 < 102 Ne |l + (|02 Nel| 7 |03 Ne ) (3.29)

Therefore, by [3.20), (328) and ([B.29), and using Holder inequality and Sobolev embedding
H' < L, we can obtain

Fa < Ci(1+ €[[(Ne, U)X+ [(Ne, D)D) (3.30)
On the other hand, by direct computation, we have
102 [0 Ne)*] | SC(|02Ne| 20 |05 N
+ ||61N6||L°° ||6£Ne||L°° ||65Ne|| + ||61N6||%°° ||8;1Ne||)
By applying Holder inequality and Sobolev embedding theorem again, we have
Fgo < C1(1+ E[[(Ne, DI I(Ne, U2 (3.32)
Adding the estimates (330) and (B32), we have
Fy < Ci(1+ E[[(Ne, DD II(Ne, U)]1Z.

(3.31)

The estimates of Fy ~ Fg are similar to Fg and can be bounded by
Fine < Ci(1+ E(Ne, DIDI(Ne, U)|I12.

Estimate of Fy. Using commutator notation (223]), we have

2H? 1 1
Fo=" /{[ag, —510: NI N, + Tag(amNeaj‘Ne)}agU =: Fy1 + Foo.
ne ne

2

By commutator estimates ([2:24]) of Lemma 2.6, we have

1 1 1
1102, —5102 NeOZ Nell < 102 (—5) 102 107 (9 NeOZNe) || + 1105 (=) 11102 NeOz Ne | s -
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By direct computation, we note that [|0,(2z)| 2, [02(-%)| and [|92(-5)|| have similar esti-
mates to (320), B27) and [B28)). Hence we have
107(0a NeOZNe)| < C([100 Nl oo 1|0z Nel + 1107 Ne [ o< |02 Nel])- (3.33)
Therefore, by Holder inequality and Sobolev embedding theorem, we obtain
Fy1 < C1(1+ (N, D)) (Ne, U2, (3.34)
where we have used (3.28), (327) and 28). On the other hand,
10(0: NeOZNe) | < C(|05 Nell o< |02 Ne | + 107 Nel| o |02 Nell + 97 Ne | 2= |07 Nell)-
Therefore, by applying Holder inequality again, we have
Fyz < C1(1+ E[|(Ne, U)ID)I(Ne, U)IZ. (3.35)
Adding the estimates (334) and (B3H), we have
Fy < Ci(1+ E(Ne, D) ID (N, D)2
Fy; is similar to Fy. From equation (ZI7) and (ZI8) in Lemma[24] we can obtain
Fio < C1(1+ E[[(Ne, U) DI (Ne, U)Z,
Fip < Ci(1+ €| (Ne, U)]])-
Estimate of F} + F5. By direct computation, we have

2 3
P+ F, :/ {ag(neaxzv ) — i82 (azNe) } 02U

Te

¢H2 9°N, e e
—/<n883N _Tn—> <9;§(J+/<Zc*2 9%n.0> N8> o'U

€ a=1

_ﬁ/ Zoﬁaﬁ< >a5 AN, | otU
i=1

Estimates of Ko and K3. By integration by parts, we have

2 2
Ky=— / (> C08 N0l "N+ CS0enedy N, )dU.

a=1 a=1

2 2
- / Zcﬁaﬁ+1 )07 PN +Zcﬁaﬁ 95O N)OU.
B=1 B=1 e

For K5, we have

K> < Ci(1+ (N, DI (Ne, U)IIZ

Combining (34), (3) and ([B3.27), we obtain
K3 < Ci(1+ E|[(Ne, U)IDI(Ne, U)IIZ,

where we have used Holder inequality and Sobolev embedding theorem.
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FEstimates of K. By (215al), we have
oiU _—{63(( — )0 N;) — €, 03N,

- Z CL0Pn;04PU — 03 (9,13,U) — ed3(9ptisN;) — e2a§R1}

6
=1

Accordingly, K is decomposed into

K = Z/n683]\] GZI 185N ZKlZ (3.36)

We first estimate the terms K;y; for 3 < i < 6 and leave K11 and Ki5 in the next two
subsections. By Lemma B.4] and Lemma in the next two subsections, we have

K1 < Ci(1+ E[[(Ne, D) + [(Ne, U)2),

ed n n? €2H?
e £ [ Me g3 2 e (AN.)? 4 5
K< 55 | [ R e [ Sy S [ 4 <6N>]

eeH? d 1 4 9 5 eH 9
—575[/%71}8”6) re [ ey / o 0N

+ 1L+ (N, DI+ I(Ne, D).
Estimate of K13. It can be decomposed that

o (5

When 8 = 1,2, K3 can be easily bounded by C4(1 + €2|||(N8, DI I(Ne, U)]I? by Hélder
inequality, Cauchy inequality and Lemma[3 1l When 3 = 3, by integration by parts, we have

) Z CPoln,0tPU.

2
Kis == [ (@200, ~ S0 )N 20, U

el

—/( 9N, — dj nl 08 N.)0%n;0,U

H? 1
—/( 93N, — = OGN O2ni02U
4 NeN
=: K31 + K32 + Ki33.

By direct computation, we have

o (7m)
Nehy

Therefore, by Hélder inequality, Sobolev embedding H' — L> and Lemma 3.1l we have
K131 < C1 (14 € (0o Nel[e + 10:Nil|Fe + 102U 17)) (€l ZNeN|* + 107N3]|* + €[ 97N ||)
< Cr(L+ E([NellFr2 + INillFr2 + 1U132)) (el 92 Ne I + 107 N:l|* + €07 Ne|1)
< Ci(1+ [[(Ne, DI (Ne, U2

On the other hand, by Holder inequality and Lemma[3.1] K132 and K133 can be bounded by
Ci(1+ E[|(Ne, U)I2) I (Ne, U)||Z. Thus K13 is bounded by C1(1 + e[[(Ne, U)[I2)[|(Ne, U)|IZ.

Os (Z-)‘ < C (e+ (|0 Ne| + |0:Ni])) - (3.37)

)
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Estimate of K14. By Holder inequality and Lemma Bl K14 can be bounded easily by
Cill(Ne, U)]12.
Estimate of K15. By applying integration by parts and [B37), we have

2
K15:—e/(8(n JOEN, —ia( 1

)02 Ne) 02 (027 N:)

elli

_ 4 eH? 6 2
/(maN T lazv)a (Do Ny)
<Ci(1+ EJ(Ne, DIDN(Ne, U)IIZ,

where we have used Holder inequality and the Lemma 311
Estimate of K14. Since Ry is known, thus we have

K15 < Ci(el|3Ne || + €| 92N |)).-
Summarizing all the estimates, we complete the proof of Proposition O
3.4. Estimate of K;;. Next we estimate K11 in (3.30).
Lemma 3.4 (Estimate of K11). Let (N;, N.,U) be a solution to (ZI5) then
K11 < Ci(1+ [ (Ne, D)D) (A + I(Ne, U)]12).

Proof. Recall that in ([8.30]),

Ky :/( 02N, —% ! 32Ne)33((1_“i)5wNi))

oy

When v = 0, 1, by Hélder inequality, Sobolev embedding H' < L>™ and Lemma [3.1]

—u;)0) TN,

Kuily=01 < Ci(1+ (e RUIP) INill 7> + ellO2Nel|* + €02 Ne|)
< Ci(1+ E[(Ne, D)) A + (N, D)D)

By integration by parts for v = 2 and ([3.37), we have

e H2 1
Kinls =3 [ (@200, ~ “-ou(

) )82N8)8zu18§N1

el

+ 3/( 84]\] - %n nagNe)&cul@gNl

+ 3/( 83]\] - %n e 35N8)8iu18§]\71

<C(1+ & (Ne, )| (Ne, U)|12,

where we have used Holder inequality and Lemma [B.1]
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In the following we estimate K1; for v = 3, by ([2I5d), we have
OaN; =03N, — €0p(ne02N.) — 26205 (0,11.0:Ne ) — €05 ((0:Ne)?) — €205 (921N )

2
— 29'RL + HT[— 126533((8 wie)’ o N . + 146484(Ma N,)
3,5 ~\2
- 3636;*(5“;‘6 0, N,) — 186733((8126) (0,1,)?) + 7etan (L0eie) Tg) 92N,
+ 7 664(a C(0:N.)?) —46364(6n”632N) 126933(8226 (0N.)?)
1100} (200, N2N) — 308 (PR GIN,) — 3692 (1 (0. N.)')
+ 76884(—3(8 N.)?92N.) — 26584(—2(82]\7) ) — 3658§(F8IN68§N6)
4 3
+6264(3n]:7) 264(R3T;R3)}
22
::ZFi .
i=1

Accordingly, Ki1|y=3 is decomposed into

22 n eH 22
K11|7:3:Z/(i8§N6—— 85N)(1—u1 Fi=) ;.
i=1 g i=1

Estimate of J;. By integration by parts, we have

J1=—3/(53N6)2am(w)+df /(84N) o, (L)

2 n; 8 NeNy;

By direct computation, we have

ne(l — u;)

T

1—’(1,1'

O O

)

el
Hence by Hélder inequality, Sobolev embedding H! <+ L> and Lemma [3.1] we have
Sy SO+ E(INellZe + I Nl + 1U172)) (el 02 Nel|* + [0 Ne|1?)
<C((A+ EI(Ne, U)IDN(Ne, U)IZ).
Estimate of Jo. By integration by parts, we have

JQZ_G/{(amM)mN eH? (8

n; 4 NeNy

DN, } Z C39%n, 85N,

a=0

— 21 _ w 3
- e/ [Ma;we el agNe} S C30ln. 95 PN,
B=0

n; 4 nen;
=:Jo1 + Joo.
Using the equation ([B.38]), and by Holder inequality and Sobolev embedding theorem,
Ja1 < O((1+ (N, DIDN(Ne, D).

< C (e+ €(|0:Ne| + [0:Ni| +10,U1)) - (3.38)
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When B = 0,1,2, Jagy can be easily estimated by C(1 + €2||(Ne, U)|?)||(Ne, U)||>. When
[ = 3, by integration by parts, we have

s = [ [0 ) i = 0, i),

Similar to (338]), we have

201 — 4.
8xw <C (e + €*(|0sNe| + |0:Ny| + [0:U]))
11 _ (3.39)
0y —2] <C (e + E(10:N:] +10:U1)) -

Therefore, Joo can be estimated by C(1 + €2[|(Ne, U)||?>)[|(Ne, U)[|?. As a result, Jo can
be estimated by C(1 + €2||(Ne, U)|*)||(Ne, U)||?. J3 ~ J5 can be also estimated by C(1 +
I (Ne, DIDI(Ne, U)|I2.

FEstimate of Ji7. Using commutator notation ([2:23]), we have

3etlH? c(1—uy H?1—u
Jir=— < /(n( _u)ﬁgNe—eT—uﬁi’Ne)

4 n; NeNy

1 1
X {[5;1, F](amNe)Al + Hai(amNe)Al} =:Jir1 + Jire.

e

By commutator estimates (2.24]), we have

1 . 1
H o] oo < o- (55)

By direct computation, we have

S ‘

n@@mwu\

1
o () | 1onv

I,

1
o (F) H gC(l + 3(||0xNe|| + |02 Ne|| + |02 N || + [|0XNe||)

+ (|0 Nel| Lo [10: Nell 2 + |02 Ne | = |07 N )

. ) ) ) (3.40)
(0 Nel o [O2Ne 4 19 Ne 3. 19 Nl
R A AT
and
2(0:Ne)*|| <C(|0:Ne|2 |02Ne|| oo || 02N
10200 Ne)* | SO0 Nl 02N, | e [ 92Ne | )

+ 110 Nel| Lo |02 Ne |70 07 Nel| + 1102 NeI7 o |0 Nel])-

Therefore, using (326), (340) and BAI), by Holder inequality and Sobolev embedding
theorem, we obtain

Jimt < C1(1+ E(Ne, D)) I(Ne, U)|IZ. (3.42)

On the other hand, by direct computation, we have
103(82Ne)* | <C(|102Ne |32 |02 Nell + 1102 Nell oo |97 Ne |7 0 |03 N |
+ [10: Ne |03 Nel|F oo + 1102 Ne |20 [102 Ne| o< [| 05 Ne | (3.43)
+ (102 Ne|| < |3 N -
Therefore, by applying Holder inequality again, we have
Jiz2 < C1(L+ [[(Ne, D)) N (Ne, D)2 (3.44)
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Adding the estimates (342) and (B44), we have
Jir < C1(1+ E[(Ne, U) I (Ne, U)IZ.

J7 ~ Jig, Ji2, Ji14 are similar to Ji7.
Estimate of Jig. Using commutator notation ([2.23]), we have

1 (1 —uy H?1 — u;
no=gen? [ (2o, - -1 to,)

n; 4 nen; °

1 1
X {[5;17 ﬁ](agNe)z + F@;‘((BﬁNeﬁ)} =: Jig1 + Ji92.

e

By commutator estimates ([2:24]), we have

1 1 1
1007, —5 (02 Ne)* || < 105 — 1= [10(0F Ne)? | + 10— 17 Ne 7o

€

By direct computation, we have
102(97Ne)? || < C|07Nel| o l| 03 Ne| + 92 Nel| L |92 Ne ). (3.45)

Therefore, using (3.26), B40) and ([B45), by Holder inequality and Sobolev embedding
theorem, we can obtain

Jig1 < C1(1+ [ (Ne, D)) I(Ne, U)I2 (3.46)
On the other hand, by direct computation, we have
102 (02Ne)? || < C|0z Nel| o< |0z Nell + 05 Ne || oe |02 Nel| + |92 Nel| L |0 Ne))-  (3.47)
Therefore, by applying Holder inequality again, we have
Jr92 < C1(1 + €[ (Ne, U)ID)I(Ne, U) |2 (3.48)
Adding the estimates ([3480) and (BA4]), we have
Ji9 < C1(1+ E(Ne, U)I)I(Ne, U)IZ.

J11, J13, J15, Jlg are similar to Jlg.
Estimate of Ja1.

€2 H? n eH? 1 OAN.
Joy = <N, — — PN (1 — u;)OH (=% =: J. Ja1a .
o= S [(0UN. - S 0IN(1  u) D) s s + Jang

By integration of parts twice and commutator notation ([2:23]), we have

27172 . . .
Ty = /("6(1 , “Z)ai’Ne+281(M)83N8+35(M)83N8>

4 n; n; n; r
2 1 L o6
x ([07, —]0;Ne + — O, N.).
e e
By commutator estimates ([2224]) of Lemma 2.6, we have

1 1 1
1102, =10z Nell < 1100 — | o< |07 Nell + 1107 — 10z Ne | o< -
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By direct computation, we have

195

Ne(l — u;
Pl )y < (et (0N + 19N + 0.01)

(2

3.49
(10 Nell 0Nl + 0Nl o< [0 + 10 Nl o< 0.0 B-49)
+ 102 Nell Lo 102 Nl + 102 Ni[ [0 Nill Lo + 10Ul L1102 U 1)) -
Therefore, by applying Holder inequality, Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma B.1]
Jorr < C1(1+ E[[(Ne, U)[[)I(Ne, U)]2-

By integration by parts and commutator notation (Z23]), we have

3174 . s
Toin = i [ (G0N, 4+ 0, (S OEN) (02 2 OAN + 2-0LN,)

=: Ja121 + Jo120.

el el

Similar to J2i11, using (326) and [B28), Sobolev embedding, Cauchy inequality and Lemma
311 we have

Jazr < Ci(1+ E(Ne, ) I(Ne, U)|IZ- (3.50)

By integration by parts, we have

34 1 1—wu 1 1
Toras = — = / <—8m(2—u) + —0a( )> (95 Ne)?

16 2 nin; Ne NeNy;
1 1—uy
+/am (-am( “ )> NN,
Ne NeNi

Note that

1 1 — Uy
1, (n—aa — >) e SOle+ (10:Nell e + 10:Nill e + 10U o)

e’y

+ (0Nl + 10 Nill e + 10013 o1
+ 102 NeDe Nill oo + (|02 NeDpUl| oo + |02 NiDoU || 1))
Thus, by B37), 339), Holder inequality, Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma B}
Jarzz < C(L+ | (Ne, D)) I(Ne, U)|I2- (3.52)
Adding the estimates (350) and BE5J), we have
Jor < Cr (1 + €[ (Ne, D)) N(Ne, U2

Jig and Jog are similar to Jo; and can be bounded by C(1 + €2||(Ne, U)[|H) (N, U)]|?
FEstimate of Joo. By using (2I7) and (ZI8) in Lemma [Z4] similarly we have

2z < C1(1 + E[|(Ne, U) DI (Ne, U)IZ.

The proof of Lemma (34) is then complete. O
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3.5. Estimate of Ki5. Next, we estimate Ko in (330).
Lemma 3.5 (Estimate of Ki2). Let (N;, N.,U) be a solution to [2ZI5)), then there holds

ed n e2H?
<——-— €93 2 4 5
Kip < 2dt[/m(amzve)+ /n(aN / (95N, ]

S anres [Lons E [a]
+ C1(1+ E[l(Ne, D2 (1 + [[(Ne, U)IZ),

Proof. Recall that in (3.30])

0 1
Ky = —e/( COPN, - T agzve) 8,05 N;.
4 nen;

By the ([ZI5d), we have

2 4
O8N, = DN, — c0,0° (n.0>Ny) + - atag(%)
— 2620,02(9,110: Ne) — €' 0,02 ((05Ne)?) — €20,02 (0217 Ne)
2
— 20,0%Rly + HT{ 126,08 (0 21l N . + 14e4ata3(ma N)
3,7 = \2 ~

- 363@33(8126 9,N,) — 1867@33((82’16) (0.N)?) + 7e4ata3((3n7”; ) 02N,)

6.5 43 (02Tl 338”62 95 43 (Ot 3
+ 7€°9,0; =3 S(0:Ne)?) — 460,03 (5= =50 °Ne) — 1267002 ( T (0:N) )
+ 1466(9,5(93(6””65 N.O2N,) — 363@83(3 Pl 93N, — 3611@33(—4(6 N

€ 8

+ 7686,5(93(—3(5 Ne)?0ZN.) — 2656t83(¥(62N )?) — 3658t6§(ﬁ81N683Ne)
Rl + R}
29 93 (3)
+ 29,08 (7n4 )}
22
== ZDZ .
=1

Accordingly, K15 is decomposed into

22
Ky = — Z /ne nelniajNe)Di ::;Ii.

Estimate of I .

3 eH? 5
I = —¢ ( (9N—— 6N)6t6N—Ill+Ilg.
n; 4 nen;

By integration by parts, we have
Ne 03 3
111 = —6/—(91NeatawNe
Uz

__ed [ne o3 2y Te \ /03
— 55 [ @+ 5 @,
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By direct computation, we have
195 i < O+ @ IONe e + 0N 1x): (3.53)
Thus by Sobolev embedding H! < L° and Lemma [B2H3.3] we have
5 [0 @EN? < o o (oI

< C1(1+ ([ Nel|* + €0 Ni[*)) (€| 0Z Nel|*)
< C1(1+ E[(Ne, DIDNNe, U]

Applying integration by parts again twice, we have
H%e? d 1 H? ¢
Iig = — ——— IiN,)? ——/8
12 4 2 dt / neni( )+ i
e2H?

)(0zNe)?

nez

1
/ Oy (——)OEN0:02 N,
NeTy;
=:lio1 + oo + 123 .

Note that the estimate of ||0, (- )|l is similar to that for ([.53), thus similarly I12o can

be estimated by O (1 + € |||(Ne, U)|||6)|||(Ne, U)|2. By @31), Sobolev embedding theorem
and Cauchy inequality, we have

Loy < C(1+ E([|0sNel[ + 1105 Nil| 7)) (2|0 Ne|? + €2[|ed: 03 Ne||*)
< C(1+ E(INellF2 + [Nl 32)) (€210 Ne|? + €2[|eds 07 Ne )
< Ci(1+ E[|(Ne, DI N(Ne, D)2,
where we have used Lemma Therefore, we obtain

2 .2
n<-so [ Reg - S50 [ ey -
+ Ci(1+ EJ(Ne, D2 (Ne, U)]I1Z.
Estimate of Io. Recall that
I, =¢ /( 03N, — %n - O5N)0LO2(ne02N,) =: Iog + Iaa .

Estimate of I»;. By integration by parts, we have
121 = 62/E8gN68t8§(n88§N8)
n;
S / %a;*zveatag(neagzve) / (0, —)331\] 8,02(ne02N,)
=: Is11 + I210.
Estimate of I11. By direct computation, we have
o [ M2 4 2 [ Me nanr 2
1211 = —€ —8IN€8tazNe — € —(6IN€) Btne
n; Uz
e / e 94N L0y (20,m. 03N, + 020 02N.,)
Uz

=:Io111 + o112 + Io113.
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Note that the estimate of ||8t(n§/nl)||Loo is similar to (BI)BI) thus by integration by parts,

2d
Iz111 = _%E —= /& )(O2N,)?
e d
< —55/ (34N) + C1(1 4 E(Ne, D)2 I(Ne, U) 2.

By Holder inequality, Cauchy inequality, Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma BII3.3]
we have

Iz + Io1z < C1(1+ E[(Ne, U)I2) I (Ne, U)I2.
By [B37) and direct computation, we have
s < C1(L+ E[[(Ne, D2 (L + [(Ne, U)]I2)-

Estimate of Is5. By direct computation, we have

SH? 1
122 = — ¢ / 85N88t8§(n88§]\]e)
4 NeM;

& H? 5 5 BB §5—h
- /n 0 N@t(ne8N+ZCg8mn881 N.)

B=1
3H2 1 3H2
__ ¢ . /—_agNeatagNe . ;i /n —0Opmne(O}N)?
SH? [N, >
S 4 / ZC??afnea;’—BNe)
NeNy —

= Ipo1 + Io22 + I993.

By integration by parts in ¢, we have

H?2e2 d 1 H< e 1
I = —_—-— —_ 5 2 _ 5 82 —_
221 42dt/ni(3N)+42/(3mN)3ti

Note that
1
10:— Il < C(e + €||0:Ni| 1<) (3.55)
Therefore, by Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma 3.2, we have

H22

1
TS @ < a1+ AN ) JOEN. )

< Ci(1+ E[[(Ne, DD I (Ne, U)]2.
Similarly, by Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma [3.2H3.3] we have
Inzy < C1(1+ €[|edeNe [ 71) (€202 Ne|?) < C1(1 + € [(Ne, U (Ne, U)]IZ.
By Cauchy inequality, Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma BIH33 we have
Inzs < Ci(1+ E[(Ne, U)IDI(Ne, V)]

Therefore, we have

ST 9w 4 2 dt
L+ DR+ (VD)

L<-Cd (34 )2 _iiﬁ/ (2,2 556)
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Estimate of I3.
eSH? eH? OIN,
Iy = — N, — 92N,)0,03
3 4 /(n 4 NN )0:0(= Te
Estimate of Is1. By integration by parts twice,
SH? e OEIN, e H? OEIN,
By == [ RN 0, () - S [ 0o, (202
4 n; n Uz

(&) ne

) = 131 —|— 132.

_EH? 94N,

€

/ DN (™) Oha(
T
= I311 + I312 + I313.

By direct computation, we have

)

3H? 1
I3 = — < /—32N€8t8§N6
Uz
ESH? [ ne. 5 5 4
— ;@MW%)&N+@—M8N+@m)3N)
=: Iy + I3112.
By integration by parts in ¢, Sobolev embedding, ([B.53) and Lemma B:2] we have
1e3H? d 5 S H? 5
I3111 = ~371 dt/ -(0;Ne) /6,5 (02 Ne)
1e3H? d
<- [ 5@+ €1+ NN DI D).
2 4 dt
Note that
1
19—l < Cle+ €[ AN =), (3.57)
and
1
”atwn_”L“’ < C(E + 63(||atNeHL°° + HawNeHL*"") + 66Hat]\fe”L“’ ”aﬂcNe”Lm)' (3-58)

By Sobolev embedding H' < L, Cauchy inequality and Lemma B.2H3.3 we have
I3z < CL(1+ E[(Ne, D)D) (1 + [|(Ne, U)]12).

Therefore, we obtain

1e3H? d 5 9 9 9
B <~ [ S OND?+ 1+ NN DL+ IV D)D)
By direct computation, we have
e3H? OEN,
Isio = — /64N o (n )0k (——5)
H?

e s 1 1 1 1
—_— 0 N0, (=2) (— 002N, + 0y — N, + 0, —0,0*N, + 0 —0*N,).
2 n;’ "MNe Ne Ne Ne
By Sobolev embedding, Cauchy inequality and Lemma [B:2H3.3] we have

I312 < C1(1+ | (Ne, D) 2) (1 + [(Ne, U)2),

where we have used B31), B57) and B58). I313 is similar to I312, thus we have
1e3H? d
2 4 dt

Iy < / -(07Ne)? + C1L(L + €[|(Ne, D) (X + I(Ne, U)IIZ)- (3.59)
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Estimate of Is3. By integration by parts we have

eSH? cH? 3
T2 = 4 T/nen 8( )
B e3H? ¢H? 6 5 8 N, e3H? ¢H? . 5 OEIN,
Ty T/nenlaNata(ne> 4 T/(anenl)aNata(ne)

=: I321 + I322.

By direct computation, we have

SH? cH? 1
I301 = — < = / SN,0,0°N.
4 4 NeN;

e3H? cH? 6 6 5
- T/nema N, ((at )OENe +2(0h - )a N,

+2(0, —)ata5zv + (02— )ata‘*zv + (22— )84N)

= I3011 + I3212.

By integration by parts in ¢, we have

1e3H? eH? d 163H2 eH?
I3211 :—————/ (36 )+ /3t

6
2 4 4 dt JOLNC)*.

Similar to [B53), ||0:(1/n?n;)| L~ has same bound with ||8t(ne/nl-)||Loo. Therefore, by
Sobolev embedding H' < L>™ and Lemma B.2H3.3l we have

e ng

1e3H? eH? 1
5 [ O N < O+ (0N, e + 00N ) |OEN P
< O+ E(Ne, D)) IHNe, U)]IZ.
By direct computation, we have
1
1000z — [l <C(e+ € (|0 Nellzoe + |0t Ne | L + [[0:97 Nell =)

+ (0N 1 [0 Nel| Lo + 10aNe|2 e + 10N || o 02N, [ 1) (3-60)

+EgHatNe”Lm”aﬂcNe”%m)'
By B24d), BX1), B58) and 360), we have

Isp12 < C1(1 + E[(Ne, D)1 + [(Ne, U)]IZ),

where we have used Sobolev embedding theorem, Lemma and Thus, we have

< 3SR o7+ G+ LI+ I D). (361
By integration by parts, we have
T390 = — sz djz /35]\7 (On eni)atag(a;live)
352 6112 /aGN (0, nelni)atax(ai]e\]e)
. 352 6112 /85N (02 elni)ataw(aijje)

= I3001 + I3299.
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By direct computation, we have

eSH? eH? 6 1 5 5
I3901 = 4 1 /8IN6(81 nem)(neata N, + (8,5 )8 N,

+ (s —)8t84N + (O )84N)

By B4), 337), B57) and [B358), Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma B2B3] we have
Izoy < O (L4 €[|(Ne, DI (L + [(Ne, U)[IZ).-

By direct computation, we have

192

oo <C(e+ €(||0:Nol| oo + 10 N;|l oo ) + €8 (1|0 Nel| 10w |0 N; || 1,0
neni)HL ( (Il IF3 | L) (1 |zl 13 (3.62)

+ 110z Nell 2o + 182 Nill70))-
Thus by B4), B50), (58) and [B62), Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma BIH3.3] we

have
Izazs < C1(1+ E[[(Ne, U)IE) (1 + [(Ne, U)12).
Therefore, we have
Loy < C1(1+ E[[(Ne, DI (1 + [(Ne, U)]2)- (3.63)
Adding 361 and (B63), we have
1e3H? eH? d / 1

2, (02Ne)? + CL(1 + E[[(Ne, D)) (A + |(Ne, U)IIZ). - (3.64)

Combining to (B:59) and (B.64]), we have

1e3H? d 1 1e3H? eH? d 1
I3 <— = — —85Ne2—————/—86Ne2
P=T927 4 dt/ni( 2 Ne) nznl( ) (3.65)

+C1(1+ E[(Ne, D) A + (N, U)2)-
Thus combining 54, B56) and [B:635]), we obtain

3

1d 9 ng 3 2 €2H2 1 4 2
Ii= 2 dt {/ (8 Ne ) / ng (aw e) N 4 / g (aw e)

i=1

1eH? d 1 1oy EH? [ 1
_ETE{/%W (93N, ”/n_i(afNe) +5 /nzn (O°N,) }
+ C1(1+ E[(Ne, DA + [[(Ne, U)I2).

By Lemma B.2H3.3] we have
Liser < Cr(1+ (N, U)I2)(L + I(Ne, U)]I2).

Estimate of I1g. By direct computation, we have

3H? s eH? 1 o a1 L1 ;
hs=2d /( SN — L LGN (D) (0N + A (0NN,

Nell; e e

=:Iig1 + lig2 -

FEstimate of I1g1. Using commutator notation (2:23), we have

83(8t(_4)(awNe)4 = [83 (9,5( 4)](81N6)4 + at(_4)63((8§N6)4)-



32 HUIMIN LIU AND XUEKE PU

By commutator estimate (2224]), we have
1 1
nd nd

Note that the estimate of |9y, ()| ze is similar to that for (3.58). We note that
||65(8$N€)4H S C(”awNeH%OOHazNeHL“’||85Ne|| + ||6wNe||%°°||8§Ne||)7 (366)

1
1102, 0 ()N (D Ne) || < 1101 ()| 102(Ba Ne) | + 10607 () 1[190 Nel|Zox -

€

and

18:02 (=)l < C(e + € ([ Ne| + Nl + 9ZNe|| + [|0ea Ne |

1
ng
+ 18:02N,|| + |8:02Ne ) + €4 (|02Ne||? + |0 Ne ||| 02 Ne | o

+ 102 Nell Lo [|Ota Nell + 10 Ne| e |0 Nell + |0:Ne@ Nell + [10sa Nell L= |02 Nell - (3.67)
4 |02 Nel| oo [|0:02NC|) + €°(]|0x Ne || 3,00 |02 Ne || + [|0: Ne || |02 Ne|| 1.

+ 10:Nell oo |02 Ne | o< |97 Ne || + 1820 Ne || 02 Ne |7

+ €20 Ne|| oo |02 Ne|7 |02 Ne ).

Thus by B5]), BE1), B66), B67) and B4, Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma
B23.3 we have

Ly < CL(1+ €(Ne, DI + [(Ne, U)[I2).
FEstimate of Ig2. Using commutator notation (2:23)), we have

1 1 1
8?(;(81]\]6)38151]\]6) = [827 H](amNe)gathe) + Fag((amNe)gathe)-

€ €

By commutator estimate (Z24)) of Lemma 2.6 we have

1 1
|| [‘ﬁa H](awNe)?’athe)H SHaﬂa(ﬁ)HL“’ ||8£((81N6)38t1Ne)”

€

1
+ 102 (=) 1102 Ne 700 |91 Ne | £oe -

By direct computation, we have
102((02Ne)* O Ne)ll < C (/100 Nel| Lo 107 NI | Ot Ne |
+ 1102 Nel| 2 e |03 Nel| o< |0t Ne |l + 1102 Ne |2 02 Ne| o< [| 007 Ne | (3.68)
+ 110 Nel[7. 0007 Ne ),
and
102((02Ne)* O Ne) || < C (1102 Ne| Lo |07 Nel| e |02 Nel | < |0 Ne|
+ |02 Nel|7 00 [0k Nell + 1102 Nel [ oo (|07 Nel|7 00 [|0: 92 N |
+ 1105 Nel[Zoe |02 Nell 2o [0 Nell + 1|02 Ne |20 1|03 Ne | o< 10:07 Ne |
+ 1102 Nel| 2o 02 Ne| oo (|00 Nel + (102 Nell7 [|0:07 Ne )
Thus by B26), 3:27), B6]) and (E69), Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma B.2H33]

we have

(3.69)

Ligz < Cr(1+ 2 (Ne, D)) (1 + [[(Ne, U)]12).
Therefore, we have

Is < Ci(1+ (N, D) (1 + I(Ne, U)IIZ).



33

The estimates of Ig ~ I11, I3 and I15 are similar to that for I;s.
Estimate of I»1. By direct computation, we have

3H? sy eHP 1 so 1 ;
I =2 /( OLNe — S o DN {0 0NN, + 3 D10 NLOING))
=: Io11 + In1a.

FEstimate of Is11. Using commutator notation ([2.23), we have

ag((at%)azzveagzve = [92, at%]amzveagzve + (at%)ag (0. N.O2N,).

€ € €

By commutator estimate (2.24) in Lemma 2.6l we have

1102,00(-)10. NLOEN. | S||3tz(—2)||L°°||82(8 NN

1005 1106 N 2 [Nl

n2
8
Note that the estimate of [0y (sz )| Lo is similar to that for (B58). By direct computation,

we note that

102(0: NeOZNe) || < C1|03 Nel| Los |03 Ne || 4 1102 Nell oo (|07 Ne|| + 107 Ne | Lo [|05 Nell),
(3.70)
and

185(9: NeOZNe) | < C (|03 Ne | oo |0 Nell + (1822 Nel| o |05 Nl + (|02 Ne | ov 05N ])-
(3.71)

Thus by B58), B67), B10), B7I) and FE1), Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma
B23.3 we have

Iy < Ci(1+ €[[(Ne, DI (1 + [(Ne, U)I2)-

Estimate of I312. Using commutator notation (m, we have
3H
Iy = / <3N, —

3H / Pegin, — I L gsn (102, 10,0, M08 N,)
4nenz mangt:ceze

N, 33{ ;0. N0 SN.)}

+ n—gatag(axzveagzve)}

=:I2121 + I2122.

By commutator estimate (2224]) in Lemma [2.G] we have

[lez ]@(8 NedZNe)| <10

e

)l 10201 (2. NN

n2
6

+1103( 2)””815(8 NedpNe)| L.

By direct computation, we have

1002 Nz Ne)[ Lo < C(|0k Nell oo l| 07 Nel| o + 102 Nel| < 10102 Ne | = (3.72)
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and
10:02(0: N Ne) || <C(/102 Ne | o< 0.0 Ne || + |02 Ne | L= [|0:0; Ne |
+ 102 Nel[ 2o 0007 Nel + 10z Nel | < | 0:07 Ne | (3.73)
+ (102 Ne [l o< |9 NI
Thus by (20), B41), B72) and B73), Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma B2H33]
Iz < Ci(1+ E[[(Ne, U)[) (1 + [(Ne, U)IZ).

By integration by parts, we have

3H? 1 eH? 1
Ip122 = — 1 66/{31(@)351\% - Ta o (—— e )JO2IN }0,02(0, NO2N.)

3 1 eH? 1
s /{ 9N, — —@agNe}atag(amNeaiNe).

neni 4

By direct computation, we note that 0, g has same estimate with (337), thus by (B73),
Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma B:I]-B:{I, we have

Izs < O (L + €[|(Ne, D) (L + [(Ne, U)[IZ).-

Therefore, we have

o < C1(1+ E[(Ne, D) (A + [(Ne, U)]I2),
and hence

Iy < C1(1+ E[[(Ne, DDA + [|(Ne, D))

The estimates of I1o, I14, I1g, I17, I19 and Iz are similar to that of I1g. According to the
Lemma [2.4] we have

Iy < C1(1+ €[[(Ne, DI + [|(Ne, D))

The proof of Lemma is then complete. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

Proof of Theorem [2.5] . Adding Propositions [B.1] with v = 0,1,2 and Proposition
together, we obtain

1d X 1d [ [ Me i g 2
51U + €l 02U22) + ﬁ{/n—;;@w +cloiN) }

Ld ne H? : i AT |2 4
+m{/e<—+8ne — ;mm +eloiN. )}

3H? d 2 A - o
MRS E{/n_i(;@f\fel + €[0;N| )}

H? d S
H™a i N2 6N62}
+ g it [ o + o)

<CA+ E[(Ne, DDA + (N, T)ID).-
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Integrating the inequality (@) over (0,¢) yields

I(Ne, U)(®)IIZ < CU(Ne, U)(O)]IZ + /O C1(1 + E(Ne, V1)1 + I(Ne, U)1Z)ds

SCllll(Ne,U)(O)lller/O C1(1+ )1+ |(Ne, U)]12)ds,

where C' is an absolute constant.
Recall that C; depends on |[(Ne,U)||? through €||(N.,U)||?> and is nondecreasing. Let
1 = C1(1) and Cy > C'sup, |(u%, ¢%)(0)]|2. For any arbitrarily given 7 > 0, we choose
C sufficiently large such that C' > ¢*“17(1 4 Cy)(1+ C}). Then there exists ¢y > 0 such that
eC' < 1 for all € < ¢y, we have

sup (N, U)Y(DIE < €247 (Cy + 1) < €. (42)
0<t<r

In particular, we have the uniform bound for (N,,U),

sup([[(Nes U) 2 + el (92N, D20 .2
ostsT (4.3)
+ @OIN |2 + ENOIN Nz + SN2 ) < C.

On the other hand, by Lemma Bl and ([£3]), we have

sup | N;ll3 < C.
0<t<r

It is now standard to obtain uniform estimates independent of € by the continuity method.
O
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