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Abstract

This paper is concerned with the four-component Keller—-Segel-Stokes system mod-

elling the fertilization process of corals:

pe+u-Vp=2Ap—V-(pS(z,p,c)Vc) — pm, (z,t) € Q x (0,T),
me+u- Vm = Am — pm, (x,t) € Qx (0,T),
¢t +u-Ve=Ac—c+m, (x,t) € Qx (0,T),
u=Au—VP+ (p+m)Vep, V- -u=0, (xz,t) € Q2 x(0,T)

subject to the boundary conditions Ve -v = Vm - v = (Vp — pS(x,p,c)Ve) - v = 0
and u = 0, and suitably regular initial data (pg(z), mo(z), co(x), uo(z)), where T € (0, co],
Q) C R?is a bounded domain with smooth boundary 9€2. This system describes the spatio-

temporal dynamics of the population densities of sperm p and egg m under a chemotactic
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process facilitated by a chemical signal released by the egg with concentration ¢ in a fluid-
flow environment v modeled by the incompressible Stokes equation. In this model, the
chemotactic sensitivity tensor S € C?(Q x [0,00)2)3*3 satisfies |S(z, p,c)| < Cs(1 + p)~*
with some Cg > 0 and o > 0. We will show that for @ > %, the solutions to the system
are globally bounded and decay to a spatially homogeneous equilibrium exponentially as
time goes to infinity. In addition, we will also show that, for any « > 0, a similar result
is valid when the initial data satisfy a certain smallness condition.
Keywords: Keller—Segel-Stokes; tensor—value sensitivity; global boundedness; decay prop-
erty.
AMS Subject Classification: 35B65; 35B40; 35K57; 92C17; 35Q92.

1 Introduction

Chemotaxis, the directed movement caused by the concentration of certain chemicals, is ubiqg-
uitous in biology and ecology, and has a significant effect on pattern formation in numerous
biological contexts [13, 22]. The first mathematically rigorous studies of chemotaxis were car-
ried out by Patlak [24] and Keller-Segel [16]. The latter work involves the derivation of a
system of PDEs, now known as the Keller—Segel system, which, despite its simple structure,
was proved to have a lasting impact as a theoretical framework describing the collective be-
havior of populations under the influence of a chemotactic signal produced by the populations
themselves [2] 12} 30, B1]. In contract to this well-understood Keller—Segel system, there seem
to be few theoretical results on nontrivial behavior in situations where the signal is not pro-
duced by the population, such as in oxygenotaxis processes of swimming aerobic bacteria [26],
or where the signal production occurs by indirect processes, such as in glycolysis reaction and
tumor invasion [7), 23| [5].

In this paper, we study a chemotaxis—fluid system modelling coral fertilization. Specifically,

we are concerned with a Keller-Segel-Stokes system



(

pr+u-Vp=2Ap—V-(pS(x,p,c)Vc) — pm, (x,t) € Qx (0,7),

my +u - Vm = Am — pm, (x,t) € 2 x (0,7,

ct+u-Ve=Ac—c+m, (x,t) € Qx (0,T), (L.1)

u=Au—VP+(p+m)Ve, V-u=0, (x,t) € Qx (0,7),

(Vp—pS(z,p,c)Ve) - v=Vm-v=Vec-v=0u=0, (x,t) € 0Q x (0,T),
((z,0)=po(z), m(z,0)=mo(2), c(z,0) =co(x), u(z, 0) =uo(z), = € Q,

where T' € (0,00], Q C R? is a bounded domain with smooth boundary 9, the chemotactic
sensitivity tensor S(z, p, c) = (s;;(x, p,c)) € C*Q x [0,00)?), 4,7 € {1,2,3}, and ¢ € W2>(Q).

This PDE system describes the phenomenon of coral broadcast spawning [9, [10, [17, [I8],
where the sperm p chemotactically moves toward the higher concentration of the chemical ¢
released by the egg m, while the egg m is merely affected by random diffusion, fluid transport
and degradation upon contact with the sperm. Meanwhile, the fluid flow vector u, modeling
the ambient ocean environment, satisfies a Stokes equation, where P = P(x,t) represents the
associated pressure, and the buoyancy effect of the sperm and egg on the velocity, mediated
through a given gravitational potential ¢, is taken into account. We note that the use of the
Stokes equation instead of the Navier—Stokes equation is justified by the observation that the
fluid flow is relatively slow compared with the movement of the sperm and egg. We further
note that the sensitivity tensor S(x, p, ¢) may take values that are matrices possibly containing
nontrivial off-diagonal entries, which reflects that the chemotactic migration may not necessarily
be oriented along the gradient of the chemical signal, but may rather involve rotational flux
components (see [36, B7] for the detailed model derivation).

A two-component variant of (L)) has been used in the mathematical study of coral broad-
cast spawning. Indeed, in [I7, 18], Kiselev and Ryzhik investigated the important effect of

chemotaxis on the coral fertilization process via the Keller—Segel type system of the form

pr+u-Vp=~Ap—xV-(pVc) — pp?, (1.2)
0=Ac+p
with a given regular solenoidal fluid flow vector w. This model implicitly assumes that the

densities of sperm and egg gametes are identical, and that the Péclet number for the chemical
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concentration c is small which allows us to ignore the effects of convection on ¢. The authors
showed that, for the Cauchy problem in R?, the total mass fRZ p(x,t)dr can become arbitrarily
small with increasing x in the case ¢ > 2 of supercritical reaction, whereas in the critical case
q = 2, a weaker but related effect within finite time intervals is observed. Recently, Ahn et al.
[1] established the global well-posedness of regular solutions for the variant model of ([.2)) with
¢ +u-Ve=Ac—c+ pinstead of 0 = Ac+ p. They also proved that [, p(z,t)dz (d = 2,3)
asymptotically approaches a strictly positive constant C'(y) which tends to 0 as x — oo.

In [8], Espejo and Suzuki studied the three-component variant of (L.Tl)
(

pr+u-Vp=2Ap—xV-(pS(x,p,c)Ve) — pp?,

c+u-Ve=Ac—c+p, (1.3)

u + Kk(u-V)u = Au— VP + pVo,
V-ou=0

in the modeling of broadcast spawning when the interaction of chemotactic movement of the
gametes and the surrounding fluid is not negligible. Here the coefficient x € R is related to
the strength of nonlinear convection. In particular, when the fluid flow is slow, we can use the
Stokes instead of the Navier—Stokes equation, i.e., assume x = 0 (see [6, 21]). It should be
mentioned that the chemotaxis—fluid model with ¢; + u - Ve = Ac — ¢p replacing the second
equation in ([L.3]) has also been used to describe the behavior of bacteria of the species Bacillus
subtilis suspended in sessile water drops [26]. From the viewpoint of mathematical analysis,
this chemotaxis—fluid system compounds the known difficulties in the study of fluid dynamics
with the typical intricacies in the study of chemotaxis systems. It has also been observed that
when & = S(x, p, ¢) is a tensor, the corresponding chemotaxis—fluid system loses some energy-
like structure, which plays a key role in the analysis of the scalar-valued case. Despite these
challenges, some comprehensive results on the global-boundedness and large time behavior of
solutions are available in the literature (see [3, (19, 20} 25, 27 29, 33|, [34] 85] for example). It

has been shown that when S = S(z, p, ¢) is a tensor fulfilling

Cs

S(@, p,c)| < A+

for some a > 0 and Cs > 0, (1.4)

the three-dimensional system ([L3)) with g = 0, kK = 0 admits globally bounded weak solutions
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for a > 1/2 [27], which is slightly stronger than the corresponding subcritical assumption
a > 1/3 for the fluid-free system. As for @ > 0, when the suitably regular initial data (pq, co, uo)
fulfill a smallness condition, (L3]) with = 0, kK = 1 possesses a global classical solution which
decays to (po, po, 0) exponentially with py = \ﬁ1| Jo, polz)daz [38].

Removing the presupposition that the densities of the sperm and egg coincide at each point,

Espejo and Suzuki [9] looked at a simplified version of (L)) in two dimensions, namely,

pe+u-Vp=~Ap—xV-(pVc) — pm,
my+u-Vm = Am — pm, (1.5)
OzAc+k0(m—i/md:E) with /cdx:(),

€ Jo Q

and showed that [, po(z)dz > [, mo(x)dz implies that m(z,t) vanishes asymptotically, while
Jo p(z, t)dx — |—512‘(fQ po(z)dz — [, mo(x)dx) as t — oo, provided that y is small enough and u

is low. In two dimensions, Espejo and Winkler [10] have recently considered the Navier—Stokes

version of ([L.TI):
pr+u-Vp=~Ap—V-(pVc)—pm,
my +u-Vm = Am — pm,

(1.6)
¢ +u-Ve=Ac—c+m,

\ w+k(u-V)=Au—-VP+ (p+m)Ve, V-u=0,

and established the global existence of classical solutions to the associated initial-boundary

value problem, which tend towards a spatially homogeneous equilibrium in the large time limit.
Motivated by the above works, we shall consider the properties of solutions to the system

(1) in the three-dimensional setting. In particular, we shall show that the corresponding

solutions converge to a spatially homogeneous equilibrium exponentially as t — oo as well.

Throughout the rest of the paper, we shall assume that

p

po € C°(Q2), po >0 and py # 0,
mo € C°(Q), my > 0 and mg Z 0,
co € WH*°(Q), ¢o >0 and ¢y Z 0,
| w € D(AP) for all § € (2,1),

where A denotes the realization of the Stokes operator in L?(2). Under these assumptions, we

shall first establish the existence of global bounded classical solutions to (ILLI]):
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Theorem 1.1. Suppose that (L), (L7) hold with o > 5. Then the system (1) admits a

global classical solution (p, m,c,u, P), which is uniformly bounded in the sense that for any

RS (%, 1), there exists K > 0 such that for all t € (0, 00)
o)l ooy + M (s )|z (@) + lle(s Dllwreo) + [[A%u(, )|l r20) < K. (1.8)

Then, we establish the large time behavior of these solutions as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, the solutions given by Theorem 1.1

satisfy
P 1) = poo, M, 1) = Mo, (-, 1) = My, u(-,t) = 0 in L=(Q) as t — oo.

Furthermore, when [, po # [, mo, there exist K >0 and 6 > 0 such that

p(t) = poollrz@) < Ke™™, (1.9)
(-, t) = Moo| L) < Ke™, (1.10)
e, 1) = Mol oo () < Ke™™, (1.11)
[l )| ooy < Ke™, (1.12)
where pWZﬁ{pro—meo}Jr, moo:%{f prO}

According to the result for the related fluid—free system, the subcritical restriction o > %

W=

seems to be necessary for the existence of global bounded solutions. However, for a <
inspired by [3 [38], we investigate the existence of global bounded classical solutions and their
large time behavior under a smallness assumption imposed on the initial data, which can be

stated as follows:
Theorem 1.3. Suppose that (L4) hold with « =0 and [, po # [, mo. Further, let N =3 and

Po € (%700% qo € (N7 OO) foon > meO; Cmdpo € (%700); Qo € (N7 OO) Zf pro < meO'

Then there exists € > 0 such that for any initial data (py, mo, Co, uo) fulfilling (1) as well as
[P0 — pocllzro) <&, Mo — Mool <& |[Veollivgy <&, uollivi <e,

(L)) possesses a global classical solution (p, m, c,u, P). Moreover, for any oy € (0, min{\;, ms+
Poo}), @z € (0,min{ay, N, 1}), there exist constants K;, i = 1,2,3,4, such that for allt > 1,
ait

[m (-, 1) — Mool ey < K17, |p(-,t) = pos o) < Kae™,

HC(,t) — moonloo(Q) S ng—a2t7 ||U(, t)HLoo(Q) S K4€_a2t.
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Here N} is the first eigenvalue of A, and )y is the first nonzero eigenvalue of —A on Q under

the Neumann boundary condition.

Remark 1.1. In Theorem 1.3, we have excluded the case [, po = [, mo. Indeed, in this case,

some results of Cao and Winkler [4] suggest that exponential decay of solutions may not hold.

Remark 1.2. It is observed that the similar result to Theorem 1.3 is also valid for the Navier—

Stokes counterpart of (1.1) upon slight modification of the definition of 7" in ([3.53]) and (B.87)).

As mentioned above, compared with the scalar sensitivity S, the system (ILT]) with rotational

tensor loses a favorable quasi-energy structure. For example, we note that the integral

/pln,o+a/|Vc|2+b/|u|2
0 0 0

with appropriate positive constants a and b plays a favorable entropy-like functional in deriving
the bounds of solution to (6. However, this will no longer be available in the present situation
(see [10]). To overcome this difficulty, our approach underlying the derivation of Theorem 1.1

will be based on the estimate of the functional

lp(, OllZ2(@) + e O 2y + 1Vl D122
In addition, the proof of the exponential decay results in Theorem 1.2 relies on careful analysis

of the functional

G(t) ::/Q(p—ﬁ)2+a/g(m—m)2+b/g(c—5)2+c/9pm

with suitable parameters a,b,c > 0. Indeed, it can be seen that G(t) satisfies the ODE:
G'(t) + 6:G(t) < 0 for some §; > 0, and thereby the convergence rate of solutions in L?(Q) is
established. At the same time, in comparison with the chemotaxis—fluid system considered in
[3, B8], due to
e ]za@ < Cr (14 360) e w] 1ugey

for all w € L(Q) with [, w = 0, —pm in the first equation of (LT gives rise to some difficulty
in mathematical analysis despite its dissipative feature. Accordingly it requires a non-trivial
application of the mass conservation of p(x,t) — m(z,t).

The plan of this paper is as follows: In Section 2, we give a local existence result and some
useful estimates. In Section 3, in the case of S vanishing on the boundary, we investigate the

existence and large time behavior of global bounded classical solutions under the assumption
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of either v > é or smallness of the initial data. In the last section, on the basis of certain a

priori estimates, we give the proofs of our main results.

2 Preliminaries
In this section, we first recall a result on the local existence of classical solutions, which can
be proved by a straightforward adaptation of well-known fixed point argument (see [29] for
example).
Lemma 2.1. Suppose that (L4), (L7) and

S(x,p,c) =0, (z,p,c)€ 0 x[0,00)x [0,00) (2.1)

hold. Then there exist Tpa. € (0,00] and a classical solution (p, m, ¢, u, P) of (L1]) on (0, Thaz)-
Moreover, p,m,c are nonnegative in Q X (0, Tyae), and if Tree < 00, then for € (3,1),
limy 7y, (100G, Do) + M, 8) @) + (e ) lwreo@) + [|APu(:, )| 12(0)) = oo. This solu-
tion is unique, up to addition of constants to P.

The following elementary properties of the solutions in Lemma 2.1l are immediate conse-
quences of the integration of the first and second equations in ([.T]), as well as an application

of the maximum principle to the second and third equations.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that (L), (LT) and (21) hold. Then for allt € (0, Tmaz), the solution
of 1)) from Lemma (21 satisfies

o, Ol < llpoller@y,  Im )o@ < llmollzr @), (2.2)
t

/0 (-, s)m(-, s)|| L1 @yds < min{]|pol| 1), [moll @)} (2.3)

1p( )iy — [Im (-, t) i) = lleollzi@) — [mollzr @), (2.4)
t

Im(-, )1 72(0 +2/ IVm(-, s)[122yds < llmollZ2iq, (2.5)
0

(-, 1) ||y < [lmollze @, (2.6)

()| o) < max{||mo|| Lo (), lcoll (@) }- (2.7)

3 Proof of Theorems for S =0 on )

In this section, we shall consider the case in which besides (I.4)), the sensitivity satisfies S =0
on J€). Under this hypothesis, the boundary condition for p in (L)) actually reduces to the

homogeneous Neumann condition Vp - v = 0.



3.1 Global boundedness for S =0 on 92

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that (L), (L7), @2I) hold with oo > §. Then for any € > 0, there exists
K(g) > 0 such that, for allt € (0, Taz), the solution of (1)) satisfies

d 1
T 1PC Oz + S IV DlL2) < ellAe( D)lIZ2a) + K (). (3.1)

Proof. Multiplying the first equation of (LII) by p, we obtain

C2 p2
2 . <= 2 4 2
th/p +/ Vol /pS(x p,c)VpVe /pm /\V/JI /Q(Hp)zawc\ - (3.2)

Now we estimate the term 073 Jo $|Vc|2 in the right hand side of ([32). In fact, if o > 2,

C—§/p72|Vc\2 <5/\Vc|4+K(e) (3.3)
2 Jo (1+p)2 — Ja 7

while for o € (%, %),

C’% /02 2 Cg/ 292 2 Cfsl‘ / 4—4 / 4
B v < = AV, @ V . 4

On the other hand, by Lemma and the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality, we get
| 19el* < Cox {Iaclillclm +lellime ) < Conllaciag +1) (35
and

—Ada Ao (4—4a) X 4— 4a 1-X2) «
/ P4 = 1ol ) < Can {IVol5ha = IolSE " ™ + ol }

with Ay = Z j:a Due to a € (

1.3), we have (4 — 4a)As < 2 and thus

1
d—da 2
- \Y K 3.6
= it < g [1vor+x, (36)
by the Young inequality. Combining ([3:2)-([3.6]), we readily have (3.

Lemma 3.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma [31, there exists a positive constant C' =

C(myo, co) such that for allt € (0, Tas), the solution of (L)) satisfies

d

Vel 720y + 21IVe( D72y + 1Al D72y < K(Vul- 1) 72 + 1) (3.7)
Proof. Multiplying the c-equation of (I.I) by —Ac, we obtain

s v+ [1ac+ [ 1ver <= [maes [wevoac (3)
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1
§/|m|2+1/|Ac|2—/Vc-(Vu-VC)
0 0 0

1 1 €
< ||m||%2(9) + Z||AC||2L2(Q) + 2_€||Vu||2L2(Q) + §||VC||i4(Q)-

By (B.5) and taking € = in the above inequality, we have

1
2CL N
3 |7l 18+ [ 19 < Iy + ConlVule +

which along with (23] readily ensures the validity of (3.7]).

Lemma 3.3. Under the assumptions of Lemma[31, the solution of (1)) satisfies

d
1) [z + IV, D)2y <K (lloC, )2 +1) (3.9)

d
V(1) 32 + [ AuC Dl <K (loC8) IR +1) (3.10)
for all t € (0, Tpaz) for a positive constant K.

Proof. Testing the u-equation in ([I.T]) by u, using the Holder inequality and Poincaré inequality,

5 |l [0 = [ e mvo-u

< |Volle@llp + mll 2@ llull 2

we can get

1
< §||VU||%2(Q) + K1 ([lpll 20 + lImllZ20))s
which together with (2.5) yields (8:9). Applying the Helmholtz projection P to the fourth

equation in ([IZTJ), testing the resulting identity by Au and using the Young inequality, we have

2dt/ \AZUP /|Au\2: —/P[(p+m)v¢] - Au
Q Q
1
<5 [P sl [ p [
2 Ja Q Q
which yields (8.10), due to (Z3)) and the fact that [, |Vul> = [, |Azul2,

Lemma 3.4. Under the assumptions of Lemma [3.1], one can find C' > 0 such that for all
t € (0, Thaz), the solution of (1)) satisfies

oG Oz + Vet D L2y + [l D)) < K.
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Proof. By the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality
2 2
ol < Can (1901152 0115y + Nollinen)
and (B.1)), for any € > 0, there exists K(¢) > 0 such that
d oo 2 1 2 2
il + llPllze ) + 7 IVAlz ) < ellAcllza) + Kile). (3.11)

Adding (8.9) and (B.I0), and by the Poincaré inequality, one can find constants K; > 0,
1 = 2,3,4, such that

d
HUH%Z(Q) + ||VUH%Z(Q)> +K2(||u||2L2(Q) + HVU||2L2(Q))

= < Ky (ol +1)
dt ] ) (3.12)
< §||VP||L2(Q) + Ky
Recalling ([3.7)), we get
d 2 2 2 2
Vel + 201Velag + 1Al < K (IVulfg +1). (3.13)
Now combining the above inequalities and choosing ¢ = ;(725, one can see that there exists some

constant Kg > 0 such that

Y(t) = llp(, )z + luC, )iz + éIIVC(-,t)IIiz(m
satisfies Y'(t) + 0Y (t) < Kg, where § = min{1, £2}. Hence by an ODE comparison argument,
we obtain Y'(¢) < K7 for some constant K7 > 0 and thereby complete the proof.
With all of the above estimates at hand, we can now establish the global existence result in
the case S = 0 on 052.
Proof of Theorem 1.1 in the case S = 0 on 0f). To establish the existence of globally
bounded classical solution, by the extensibility criterion in Lemma 2.1] we only need to show

that

lp( Ol o) + M )|l oy + e ) l[wr oy + [[A%u(- )| 20y < Ko (3.14)
for all ¢ € (0, T}q) With some positive constant K7 independent of T},,,. To this end, by the

estimate of Stokes operator (Corollary 3.4 of [32]), we first get

[ulle@) < Kallullwiso) < K3 (3.15)
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with positive constant K3 > 0 independent of T4z, due to ||p||z2) < Ky and ||m||peq) < K4
from Lemma [3.4] and Lemma [2.2] respectively.
By Lemma 2.1 of [I5], Lemma [B4] and the Young inequality, we have
sup  [|Ve|[rx(@) < Ks(1+  sup  [[m—u-Vc| )
t€(07Tma:c) tE(O,Tmax)

< Ks(1+  sup  (||m|lza) + llullzs@) Vel L2)))
t€(0,Tmaz)

1 5
SHs(+ s (Il + ulln Vel oo Vel o)
e stmax

5
< Ke¢(1+ sup  [[Ve|fxig)
t€(0,Tmac)

which implies that  sup  [|Ve(-,t)||r=() < K7. Along with (2.7) this implies |[c(-, ) ||w1.@) <
te(0,Tmax)
Ks. Furthermore, applying the variation-of-constants formula to the p—equation in (1) and

by Lemma [3.4] we get
t
ol Lo~ (o) §||€tA,00||L°<>(Q)+/ 1472V - (pSVe + pu)|| () ds
0
t
_TN (t—s
<lpnllimiey + Co [ (L (= 9) e pSVe + pu)scords
0
t
ZTy (i—s
<loullmiey + Ko [ (1 (= 5) D0 ol
0
' TN (=) Al B 3
<lpullmiey + Ko [ (1 (6= 5) D ol ol
0

1
<llpollL=(@) + Ko sup  |[pll;(q)

s€(0,Tmaz)

1 00

with Kjp = K9 sup ||p||zz(Q)/ (1+ s_%)e_’\lsds, where we have used V - u = 0. Taking
t€(0,Tmax) 0

supremum on the left side of the above inequality over (0, T,q:), We obtain

1
sup ||pllzee) < llpollze@ + Ko sup - |Ipll gy,
t

te(omiaz) €(0,Tmax
and thereby  sup ||pl|z~@) < K11 by the Young inequality. Finally, by a straightforward
te(0,Tmax)
argument, one can find Kj5 > 0 such that sup [ A%l 2@ < Kiz. The boundedness

te(omiaz)
estimate (314 is now a direct consequence of the above inequalities and this completes the

proof.
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3.2 Large time behavior for S =0 on 0f2

This section is devoted to showing the large time behavior of global solutions to (ILT]) obtained
in the above subsection. In order to derive the convergence properties of solution with respect

to the norm in L?(Q), we shall make use of the following lemma. In the sequel, we denote
f= ﬁ Jo f(z)dz.
Lemma 3.5. (Lemma 4.6 of [10]) Let X > 0, C' > 0, and suppose that y € C*([0,00)) and

h € C°([0,00)) are nonnegative functions satisfying y'(t) + Ay(t) < h(t) for some A > 0 and all
t>0. Then if [["h(s)ds < C, we have y(t) = 0 as t — oo.

By means of the testing procedure and the Young inequality, we have

G [0 =2 [ (0= D@~ V(oS Ve) ~u- Vo —pmpm) (310
=2 [ Vo +2 [ pS(a.p e V=2 [ (p=p)om— pm)
<= [1Vok+ 11 [ 19 =2 [ (p=p)om,
%/ﬂ(m—ﬁf:2/9(m—m)(Am—u~Vm—pm+p—m) (3.17)
:2/Qm(Am—u-Vm)—Q/Q(m—m)(pm—p—m)
<=2 [ [vmf =2 [ (m=m)pm
%/Q(C—E)ZZQ/Q(C—E)(AC—U-VC—(C—E)—l—(m—m)) (3.18)

:2/Qc(Ac—u-Vc)—2/9(0—5)2+2/Q(C—E)(m—m)

<=2 [ v~ [(e=op+ [ m-mp,
%/ﬂluIQ:—2/9|Vu|2+2/9(p+m)v¢-u—2/9vp-u (3.19)

=—2/Q|Vu|2+2/9(p—ﬁ+m—mw¢-u

<2 [ [vuf+ K, (/Q\p—mm—mzf (/Q|u|2)é

s—/Q|Vu\2+Ks (/Q|p—ﬁ\2+/ﬂ\m—m\2)v

where V - u = 0, u |9go= 0 and the boundedness of u, V¢ and S are used.
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Lemma 3.6. Under the assumptions of Lemma[3 1],
(0 =P)(s )l Loe(@) = 0
[(m —m) (-, £)[| ey = 0
(¢ =2)(; D)l (@) = O

[l D)l o) = 0

Proof. From (B.16)-([3.19), it follows that

d
o (p p)’ /|Vﬂ|2+K1/|VC| +2p/pm

pr (m m)? —2/|Vm|2+2m/pm

d

ast — 0o,
ast — 0o,
ast — 0o,

ast — oo.

jt (c—7)? —2/|Vc\2 /c—c) +/(

o Jwe s [roae e (f1o-t+ [ im- m|2)

(3.20)
(3.21)
(3.22)

(3.23)

Since [, [m —m[* < Cp|[Vm||32q) and [ [ pm < Ky by [2.3), an application of Lemma

to (B.21)) yields

|m(-,t) —m(t)||r2) = 0 ast — oco.

[ [t =mpas <&, [~ 19mlayis <

Since

the application of Lemma 3.5 to (3:22)) also yields

[e(-,t) — E(t>HL2(Q) —+0 ast—o00

and

/ Vel < / / m — P + / co— T2 < K.
0 Q

(3.24)

(3.25)

(3.26)

(3.27)

Furthermore, by B.27), [, |p — 7* < G| Vpll72(q) and I Jo pm < Ky, Lemma 33 implies

that

lp(-,t) = P(t)||22() = 0 ast — oo,

| Il <Gy [ 190l < K

14

(3.28)

(3.29)



Hence from [3:25), 329), [, |u* < Cp||Vu||%2(Q) and Lemma B3] it follows that
u(-, )| 2@ = 0 ast — oo (3.30)
as well as [[° [|Vul72q) < Ks.

Now we turn the above convergence in L?(Q) into L*(Q) with the help of the higher
regularity of the solutions. Indeed, similar to the proof of |lc(-,%)|[w1e@) < K in Theorem
1.1 in the case S = 0 on 0Q, [[m(-,t)||wre@ < Kio can be proved since |p(-,t)||r=() +
[m (-, t)|| L) < Ky for all t > 0 in (3.14). Hence from (3.14)), there exists a constant /;; > 0
such that |m(-, 1) =m(t) [lwre@) < K, [c(-, 1) =e(t) lwre@) < K, [lul, 0)[lwrs@) < K for
all t > 1. Therefore by (324)), (326) and (B.30), the application of the interpolation inequality

yields
3 2
i = gy < € (I = Tll eyl = 7l + lm = o) >0 s £ = o0,
le(-t) = ()|l o) = 0, JJu(-s )|z = 0 as t — oo.

In addition, similar to Lemma 4.4 in [10] or Lemma 5.2 in [3], there exist ¥ € (0,1) and

constant K12 > 0 such that ||p|| < Kjp for all ¢ > 1, which along with (3.28))

P8 @x[t,t+1])
implies that [|p(-,) —p(t)|lc,.@ — 0 ast — oo and then, by the finite covering theorem,

Ip(-t) = B() || o) = 0 ast — oo,

By very similar argument as in Lemma 4.2 of [10], we have
Lemma 3.7. Under the assumptions of Lemma[3.1],
P(t) = poo, M(t) = Ms, C(t) = my ast— oo
with pe = {Po = Mo}+ and moes = {Mg — Po}+
Proof. From (2.3]) and (2.5), we have
/t lpm|lpi@) — 0 ast — oo, (3.31)
t—1

t
/ IVm|[Z2q) — 0 ast— oo. (3.32)
t—1

On the other hand,
t t t
[ temlioy= [ [ pm—m+ [ [ pm
t—1 t-1Ja t-1.JQ

15



t
> - / o+ )Lz llm — Tl ey + 1 /
z—K/ IVmllee +|ﬂ|/
>

i ( /| ||vm||m) vial [ pom

Inserting (B.31)) and (B.32) into the above inequality, we obtain
t
/ p-m—0 ast— oo. (3.33)
t—1

Now if pg — g > 0, (2.4]) warrants that 5 —m > 0, which along with (3:33) implies that
t

m>(s)ds — 0 ast— oo. (3.34)

t—1
Noticing that m(s) > m(t) for all t > s, we have 0 < m(t)? < ft ,m*(s)ds —+ 0 ast — oo,

and thus p — p, as t — oo due to (2.4)). By very similar argument, one can see that
p— 0ast— oo and m — my as t — oo in the case of pg — Mg < 0. Finally, it is observed
that c(-,t) = me in L*(Q) as t — oo is also valid (see Lemma 4.7 of [10] for example) and
thus ¢(t) — me as t — oo by the Holder inequality.

Combining Lemma with Lemma [3.7, we have

Lemma 3.8. Under the assumptions of Lemma[31, we have
P 1) = Poo, M(+,1) = Moo, (-, 1) = Moo, u(-,t) = 0 in L(Q) ast — oo.

Now we proceed to estimate the decay rate of ||p(-,t) — poollzo()s [[Mm (1) = Mool Lo
le(,t) — coollzooy, and [Ju(:,t)|| L) when [, po # [, mo. To this end, we first consider its
decay rate in L?(€2) based on a differential inequality.

Lemma 3.9. Under the assumptions of Lemma [3.1] and fQ po # fQ mg, for any € > 0, there

exist constants K(g) > 0 and t. > 0 such that fort > t.,
() = poo| + (1) = Moo| <K ()e™Pmtme=alt, (3.35)
1E(t) — M| <K (g)e™ minthlpectmec=e)}t, (3.36)
Proof. For the case fQ pPo > fQ mg, we have p,, > 0 and m,, = 0. By Lemma [3.8 there exists

t- > 0 such that p(z,t) > ps — ¢ for t > t. and z € Q, and thereby 4 [ m = — [, pm <

—(poc —€) Jm for t > t., which implies that m(t) < Tge (P —e)(t=te) for ¢t > t.. Moreover, due

16



to 7 =M + poo by (Z4), we have |5(t) — poo| = m(t) < Tge~P==5)t=%)  for ¢ > t.. As for the

e (moo—e)(t—te) for ¢ > ¢

3

case [, po < [, Mo, similarly we can prove that [mi(t) — me| =7 <
Furthermore, by the third equation of (L), we have & [ (c—mu) = [,(m—me) = [ (c—mo),
and thereby [G(t) — myo| < K (g)e™ min{lpetmec—e}t,

Proof of Theorem 1.2 in the case S = 0 on 0€). By Lemma and Lemma 3.8, we

have
p(-,t) —p(t) = 0, m(-,t) —m(t) = 0, p(-,t) = poo, M(-,t) = Ms in L>(2) as t — oo,

which implies that for any e € (0, 224™=) there exists t. > 0 such that |p(-,t) — p(t)] < e,

Im(-,t) —m(t)] < e, p(-,t) + m(-,t) > poo + Moo — € for all t > ¢, and z € Q. Hence from

(3.16)-([3.19), we have

d
G Loz 1908 <m0 [ Ve 2 [ m, (3.37)
0
c;lt (m —m) —|—2/|Vm|2<25/pm (3.38)
d (c—7) +2/|Vc\2 /c—c) </(m—m)2, (3.39)
0

/ o+ [ 9 < 8 ([0 [ ) (3.40)

for t > t., as well as

d

o pm / (Am —u-Vm —pm)+m(Ap —V(pS(x,p,c)Vec) —u-Vp— pm)]

:—Q/Vme—/(pu-Vm—l—mu-Vp)+/,05(:B,p,c)Vc-Vm—/pm2—/p2m
0 0 Q 0 0
§/\Vp|2+2/|Vm|2—/u-V(pm)+K3/|Vc\2—/pm(p+m)
0 Q Q Q 0
1
< [1VoP+2 [ [V 4 Ko [ Ve = (o ) [ pm, (3.41)
0 Q 0 Q

where V- u =0, u |sgo= 0 and the boundedness of p are used.

On the other hand, by Poincare’s inequality, there exists Cp > 0 such that

L v =co [o=pr. [ [onf=cp [ mn-mp,
/Q\vcﬁch/ﬂ(c—z) | /Q\Vu|2ZC’p/Q(u—ﬂ)2.
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Therefore combining the above inequalities, and taking e < Pl

the functional G(t) := fQ(p—ﬁ)szg—; Jo(m=m)*+ K, [,(c—¢)*+a [, pm satisfies the ordinary

differential inequality £G(t) + 6:G(t) < 0 with §; = min{“2, 1, 2= =} which implies that
5
lo(-8) = Pllzz) + [m(-,t) =l 20y + le(- £) = @llrz) < Ce 2" (3.42)
Moreover, by 342) and BA0), [|u(-,t)|r2@) < Ce " for some d, > 0. At this position,
combining (3.42) with Lemma 3.9 we can find d3 > 0 such that
(o) = pocllzzay + Im(- 8) = mocllz2i@) + lle(- 8) = mocll2(0) < Ce™™". (3.43)
Hence as in the proof of Lemma 3.6, we can obtain the decay estimates (1.9)—(1.12) by an

application of the interpolation inequality, and thus the proof is complete.

3.3 Exponential decay under smallness condition

In this subsection, we give the proof of Theorem 1.3 under the assumption that S = 0 on 0f).

The proof is divided into two cases (Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2).
3.3.1 The case [,po > [,m0o

In this subsection we consider the case fQ pPo > fQ mo, 1.€., Poo > 0, My, = 0.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that (L4) hold with a = 0 and [, po > [,mo. Let N =3, py €

(%, N), qo € (N, ]év_pgo). There exists € > 0 such that for any initial data (po, mo, co, wo) fulfilling

(T2 as well as
[P0 — poollzro) <€, |lmollzw@ <&, [[Veolliv) <& uollive <,
(TI) admits a global classical solution (p, m, c,u, P). In particular, for any oy € (0, min{ A1, poo}),

ay € (0,min{ay, A}, 1}), there exist constants K;, i = 1,2, 3,4, such that for all t > 1

(-, )| oo () <Kre™, (3.44)
19 1) = pooll o) <Eae™, (3.45)
le(, ) [lwre@) <Kze™, (3.46)
[u(, )| L) SKae™ 2. (3.47)

Proposition 3.1 is the consequence of the following lemmas. In the proof of these lemmas,

the constants C; > 0,4 =1, ..., 10, refer to those in Lemma 1.2 and Lemma 1.3 of [28], Lemma

18



2.3 of [3], Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 of [I1], respectively. We first collect some easily verifiable
observations in the following lemma:
Lemma 3.10. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 and o = fooo <1 + s_%> e~ "%ds,

there exist My > 0, My > 0 and € > 0 such that

Cs + 20201(]@(“01”1‘9'%7%)0 < %, M <1, (3.48)
12C,C10(Cls+4C5CoClol [ VD) oo 62y (M + Cy +Cy | Q700 + 4e<1+01+01‘9|%7%>0))5 <1, (3.49)
CUCraCs My ey o) < T (3.50)
30100, Cs(My + Cy + C1|Q 70 "m0 ) Mye < % (3.51)
3C10C4Cs(M; + Cy + Cy Q70 ™1 ) (1 + 2CoCh0|| V| oo oy (M + Cy + Cy Q7010 +
4e(HC1HCRIT Yo y) - < Tl‘ (3.52)
Let

[(o=m) (-, ) =€ (po—=m0) ooy < Mre(14% s~ P)ement

T 25up{ T € (0, Thna)| for all 0 € [qo, 00, t € [0,7); (3.53)

IVe(-, )| Loy < Mae(1+ t72)e~t for all t € [0,7).

By (1.7) and Lemma 21, 7' > 0 is well-defined. We first show 7' = T,,,,. To this end, we
will show that all of the estimates mentioned in (B.53)) is valid with even smaller coefficients on
the right hand side. The derivation of these estimates will mainly rely on LP — L7 estimates
for the Neumann heat semigroup and the fact that the classical solutions on (0, 7},.,) can be

represented as

(p—m)(-t) =e'*(po — mo) —/0 IV - (pS(w, p,c)Ve) +u- V(p—m))(-,s)ds,  (3.54)

t
m(-,t) =emg — / e =92 (pm — u - Vm)(-, s)ds, (3.55)
0
t
(-, 1) =P Vg + / et AN (1y —y- Ve) (-, 5)ds, (3.56)
0
t
u(-,t) =e g + / e AP ((p + m)VE) (-, s)ds (3.57)
0

for all ¢ € (0, T)4z) as per the variation-of-constants formula.
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Lemma 3.11. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1, for allt € (0,T) and 0 € [qo, 0],
-4 i—%) —a1t
[(p—=m) () = pocllroge) < Mae(1+t 270 7 )e™

Proof. Since €' pso = ps and fQ(po — My — Poo) = 0, the definition of 7" and Lemma 1.3 of [2§]
show that
1(p —m) (-, 1) = poollo()
<[[(p =m)(-,t) — etA(Po - m0)||L9(Q) + ||€m(ﬂo — Moy — Poo)||L0(Q)

1

N L1y —N(1_1y —Ait
<Mye(14+t" 20 2)e™ ™ 4+ Cy (141220 7)([lpo — pos|lzro@) + Imollzro @))€

1

for all ¢ € (0,T) and 6 € [qo, 00|, where M3 = M; + Cy + C1|Q|%_%.
Lemma 3.12. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1, for any k > 1,

(- D)llcr@y < Mallmollee™=" for allt € (0,7) (3.58)
with o = [Z(1 4 s 0 )e~1%ds and My = Mo,

Proof. Multiplying the m-equation in (LT)) by km*~! and integrating the result over Q, we get
4 [omP < —k [, pmF on (0,T). Since —p < |p—m — poo| =M — poe < —poo + |p — m — pso],
Lemma [B.17] yields

d
—/m’“S—k‘poo/m’“rkf/mklp—m—pool
dt Q Q Q

< —k:poo/m’“+kl|p—m—poo!|L°°(ﬂ>/mk
Q Q

_N i
< —kpso / mF + kEMse (1 +t 2P0> e‘alt/m
Q Q

N
and thus [;,m* < [ mfexp{—kpoot + kMye [}(1 + s %0 )e1%ds} < ||m0||lzk(me’f(M305—P°°t).
The assertion ([3.58) follows immediately.

Lemma 3.13. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1, there exists Ms > 0 such that

(-, )| o) < Mse <1 + t_%Jr%) e~ forallt € (0,T).

Proof. For any given ay < A}, we fix p € (ag, \}). By (B.51), Lemma 2.3 of [3], Theorem 1 and

Theorem 2 of [11], we obtain
[ )| Lo ()
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¢
SC(jt—?(%_%)6_Mt”uOHLN(Q)‘l‘/ ||6_(t_5)A73((p+m)V(I>)(-,s)||Lq0(Q)ds (359)
0
_ﬁ<i_;> oy t (t—s) .
<Cgt 2 \N /et !IUOIILN<Q)+CG/ e MNP ((p+m — pFm)VO)(-, 5)| oo ()ds
0

¢
1N -
<Cgt 2+2q06_ut||u0“LN(Q)+CGC9HV(I)HL°°(Q)/ eI (p+m = pFm)(-, )| o) ds,
0

where P(p + mV®) = p+ mP(V®P) = 01is used. On the other hand, due to oy < ps, Lemma
BI1 and Lemma show that
o+ m — 5T+ 5) e
=[l(p =m —p—=m)(-,s) +2(m =m)(-, 8)| Lo () (3.60)
<[[(p = m = poc) (- 8) | oo () + 2| (m = M) (-, 8)|| L0 (@)
, _E(L_L) _
<Mze(l4s 2'p0 a0’)e 18
with M{ = M3 + 4e*37¢. Combining ([3.59) with (8.60) and applying Lemma 1.2 of [28], we
have
[, E)] oo
1N , t _7(7_L> .
<Cot™ 5 fugll vy + CoCall VRl iy [ (14578 )jemsemntt=ag
0
m{01_N (1 _1
<Ot 455 ¢ ugl| (0 + CoCoCaoll V]| oy Mpe(1 + 101 F (5 7o )t
<Cot™ 7 20 e M e + 206CoChol| V| oo (o) Mice ™
i N —ast
<Mze(1 4+t 2720 )e 2",
where M5 = Cg + 2C5CoC10|| V|| oo (o) M7 and % <pi0 — qio) < 1 is used.

Lemma 3.14. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1, for allt € (0,7,
Ve, )| e @) < %8 (1 + t_%> e,
Proof. By (3.50) and Lemma 1.3 of [2§], we have
Vel )| ) < €D Veo| L) + /Ot Vel A"V m —w - V) (-, 5)|| L= ds
< Cy(1+t72)e” M|V || vy + /t Ve EDm(- 5) || Loo(eyds
0

t
—i—/ [Vel=A Dy . V(- 5)|| oo (yds. (3.61)
0

21



Now we estimate the last two integrals on the right hand side. From Lemma 1.3 of [28], Lemma

with k = qp, Lemma 1.2 of [2§] and the fact that ¢y > N, it follows that

N
2q0

D=

t t
Ve A || oo oy ds SC’Q/ (14 (t—s)"2 20 )e” WD) | 1oy ) ds (3.62)
0 0

%ag ) e~ a+D(E=9) g=poos g

t
SCQM4€/ (1 + (t — 8)_%_
0
<CyCroMy(1 + tmin{o’%_% )ae_alt
§202010M4(1 + t_%)ee_alt.
On the other hand, by Lemma 2.3 of [3], Lemma B.13] and the definition of T', we obtain

t
/ Ve ™A Dy . V|| oo () ds
0

N
240

t 1
302/ (L4 (t — )72 20 )e” M DE gy . V|| oo (o ds (3.63)
0

t 1
§02/ (14 (t—5) 72 %0 )eGatD(=—9) |2l Lao (o) [ Vel oo () s
0

t

<Oy My Mye? / (14 (t— )72 30 )e~MHD=9) (1 4 573 % 200 ) (1 4 573 )e(1Fa2)sgg
0

N

2qq

t
§302M5M2€2/ e—(,\1+1)(t_s)€—(a1+a2)s(1 + (t — S)—%— o)(1+ s 1+%)d5
0
<3C5Ch0 My Mse(1 + t_%)e_o‘lt.
From (B.61)-([.63), it follows that

||VC||LOO(Q (Cg + 202010M4 + 302010M2M5€)(1 + t_%)€€_a1t

M,
< S+ thee,

due to the choice of Mj, M5 and ¢ satisfying (3.48]), (8.49), and thereby complete the proof.

Lemma 3.15. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1, for all 0 € [qy, 0] and t € (0,T),

N1 1

M —Q
1Gp—m)(- ) = € (oo — mo) [ oy < (1 + 2 0”0t

Proof. According to ([8.54)) and Lemma 1.3 of [28], we have
1o = m)(-,t) = € (po — m0) [ o(0

/|wts (P8 p, €)VE) + - V(p — m)) (-, ) o ds
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t t
S/ ||6(t_S)AV-(pS(x,p,C)VC)(-,8)||Lem)d8+/ 12V - ((p = m — poc)u) (-, 8)l| oy ds
0 0
t 1 1
§C4Cs/ (14 (t = )7 =@ ) (-, ) o @) | Vel ) oo ds
0

t 1 1
+Cl / L+t —s) 22w ) e D u(p —m — po) (-, 8) || Lo 0y ds
0

Now we need to estimate I; and I,. Firstly, from Lemma B.11] and Lemma B.12] we obtain

lpC8) L) < (= m = poo) (s )| Lo (@) + M- )l oo @) + [l Pooll L0 (@) (3.64)

N

< Mye(1+ 5% Goman) e 4

with Mg = (OO0 )0 + poo| Q] , which together with Lemma B4 and Lemma 1.2 of
[28] implies that
t
I < C4OSM6/ (14 (t—5) 722G~ )e= M=) | Ve poo (s (3.65)
0

¢ 1
< C4CSM6M2€/ 1+ (t—s) 2 20w 0))eME=9)(] 4 g73)e 1%
0

t
+ 3M7M252/ (1+(t— s)_%_ﬂ%_%))(l + S_5_?(%_%))6_2a186_)\1(t_5)d8
0

with M; = C4CgsMs, where we have used (3.50) and (B3.51) and =~ — - < L. On the other

Po q0 N
hand, from Lemma B.11] and Lemma B.13] it follows that

t 1
I = 04/ (14 (=) 727270 e M p—m — po | oo | oo 0y s
0
LD\ A (t—s) ~2 %355~ g )~ (a1ta2)s
o #)e (1+s 2720 20)e ds
My = N1
< Sle@ 4t 2ot (3.66)

where we have used (8.52]) and pio - qio < . Hence combining the above inequalities leads to

our conclusion immediately.

23



Proof of Theorem 1.3 in the case S = 0 on 0, part 1 (Proposition 3.1). First
we claim that T = T},.,. In fact, if T' < T,,.,, then by Lemma [3.14] and Lemma [3.15, we have

IVe(, 1) poy < M2e(1 4 t77)e 1t and

M —«
1o = m)(-,1) = € (po = o) [ Loy < —re(L 172 0070 jem et

for all 6 € [go,00] and t € (0,7), which contradicts the definition of 7" in (853). Next, we

show that T},,, = oo. In fact, if T},,, < 0o, we only need to show that as t — T,,,4.,
lpCs )| ooy + [l )l o) + e B lwri) + 1A% (-, 1) 20) — o0

according to the extensibility criterion in Lemma 211

Let to := min{1, %222} Then from Lemma BIZ there exists K; > 0 such that for ¢ €
(to; Trmaz),
(-, t)|| o) < Kie P>t (3.67)
Moreover, from Lemma [3.11] and the fact that
19(+1) = iy < (o = m)(-+) = prcll iy + I )
it follows that for all t € (tg, Tinas) and some constant Ky > 0,
p(1) — prcllimiey) < Kae™™, (3.65)
Furthermore, Lemma [3.14] implies that there exists K% > 0 such that
[Ve(-, )| 1oy < Kie™ 2" for all t € (to, Tax)- (3.69)

On the other hand, we can conclude that ||c(-, )| o)+ [|A%u(-, )| 12(0) < C for t € (to, Tnaz)-

In fact, we first show that there exists a constant Mg > 0 such that
[A%u(-, 1) || p2g) < Mge™ % (3.70)
for tg <t < Thnae- By (B51), we have
1A u( )z < 1A% ugll2(0) + /Ot 1A%~ AP ((p+ 1m0 = poc) V) (-, 5) | p2 (e s
According to Lemma 2.3 of [3], ||APe~uq || 12(q) < Cse || APug|| 2o for all ¢ € (0, Thaz). On

the other hand, from Lemma 2.3 of [3] and Lemma BIT] it follows that there exists M > 1

such that
t
/ HAﬁe_(t_s)AP((p +m — poo)VO)(+, 8) HLz(Q)ds
0
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w2 (b s _
SCoCs|| V| Loy |2 >0 /e (= 9)7P(l(p = m = poo) ()l aoiy + 2l (-, 5) oo o) ds
0

Q=2 - t C(i— _ ML 1y
<CyC5[| V| oo ()| 20 M/ et — 5) (14577 0w )em M ds
0

1 1

-2 .
<C5CHChol| V| e 0|25 Mot (1 4 014 F =)y

min{0,1-8- 5 (L -1y}

Q=2 A
<C5CoCh0|| VB e (| 20 Mem0 (1 + 1, P a0’y

for tg <t < Tynae. Hence combining the above inequalities, we arrive at (3.70).
Since D(A%) — L>*(Q) with 8 € (¥,1), we have
4
w(e, )| ooy < Kae @2t for some Ky > 0and t € (0, Thus )
)
Now we turn to show that there exists K4 > 0 such that
e(, )] o) < Kie 2" for all t € (0, Trnas)-
Indeed, from (B.50), it follows that
t
¢l ooy < ||€t(A_1)CO||Loo(Q) +/0 e A= (m — - V)| e yds
t
< el + [ 1Sl ) ~oyds
0
t
+/ et} (A=D)y, . Ve, 8)| L (o)ds.
0
An application of ([3.58)) with k& = oo yields
t t
/ ||6(t_8)(A_1)m(', S)”LOO(Q)dS < / e_(t_8)||m(-, S)HLOO(Q)ds
0 0
t
< ||mOHL°°(Q)M4/ e~ (t=5) g=poos jg
0
S M4Cm€_a2t.
On the other hand, from (3.7I) and (B.69), we can see that
t t
[0 el ayds < [ e o |9l s
0 0
t
< K§K4/ em2025¢=(1=9) g
0

S KéK40106_a2t.

(3.71)

(3.72)

(3.73)

(3.74)

(3.75)

Hence, inserting (B.74)), (3.79) into (B.73)), we arrive at the conclusion ([3.72). Therefore we have
Tnae = 00, and the decay estimates in (3.44)(B.47) follow from (B.67)-([B.72), respectively.
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3.3.2 The case [,po < [,m0

In this subsection we consider the case fQ po < fQ mg, i.e., My > 0, poo = 0.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that (L4) hold with « = 0 and [, po < [,mo. Let N =3, po €
(%, N), q € (N, %). Then there exists € > 0 such that for any initial data (pg, mo, co, Uo)
fulfilling (LT) as well as

[pollLro@) <&, llmo — Maollwo@) <€, [[Veallovo <& luolliv) <e,

(LI) admits a global classical solution (p, m, c,u, P). Furthermore, for any oy € (0, min{A;, ms}),

az € (0, min{aq, A}, 1}), there exist constants K; > 0, i =1,2,3,4, such that

[m(-,t) — Moo || () < Kie Y, (3.76)
o0, )| () < Kae™ ™, (3.77)
le(-,t) = Moo llwies (@) < Kze 2, (3.78)
(-, 8)] oo < Kye 2. (3.79)

The proof of Proposition 3.2 proceeds in a parallel fashion to that of Proposition 3.1.
However, due to differences in the properties of p and m, there are significant differences in the
details of their proofs. Thus, for the convenience of the reader, we will give the full proof of
Proposition 3.2.

The following can be verified easily:
Lemma 3.16. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.2, it is possible to choose My > 0, My >

0 and € > 0 such that

C3 < %, CyChro(1+C1 + 01|Q|%_% + M) < %, (3.80)
18CyCsCho(1 + 2CoCio(1 + Cy + C1|Q70 0 + 2M) || VP ooy )e < 1, (3.81)
20, + (min{1, |Q[}) " < % 240, CsChoMoe < 1, (3.82)
24C,4C1oCs(1 + 2CoCho(1 + Cy + Cy|Q|70 10 + 2M) | VP o)) < 1, (3.83)
240, C10(1 + Oy + C1|Q7 "m0 + My)e < 1, (3.84)
12C,CsChoMy Mo < 1, (3.85)

11 11 1
C1oCeCy(1+C1+C1 Q]P0 20 ) (142CeCho(14C1+C1| 2|70 0 +2M1)||V(I)||L°°(Q))5<ﬂ~ (3.86)
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Similar to the proof of Proposition 3.1, we define

T£5upT€ (0, Tonas) | ||, ) | (@) < Mie(1+1 2G5 )1t w9 € [go, 0], (3.87)
Ve, )| ooy < Mae(1+t72)e= for all ¢ € [0, 7).

By Lemma 2.1 and (1.7), T" > 0 is well-defined. As in the previous subsection, we first show
T = T4z, and then T),,. = oo. To this end, we will show that all of the estimates mentioned in
(B87) are valid with even smaller coefficients on the right hand side than appearing in (3.87).
The derivation of these estimates will mainly rely on LP — L? estimates for the Neumann heat
semigroup and the corresponding semigroup for Stokes operator, and the fact that the classical

solutions of (1)) on (0,7) can be represented as

(m —p)(-, t)=e"™(mg — p0)+/0 eI - (pS(x, p, c)Ve) —u-V(m — p))(-,s)ds, (3.88)

t
plest) = ¢ — [T (S, ) — - Vot ) s)ds, (3.89)
0
t
c(-,t) =@ Vg + / A=D1y — - Ve)(-, 8)ds, (3.90)
0
t
u(-,t) = e Auy + / e~ =IAP((p +m)VD)(-, s)ds. (3.91)
0

Lemma 3.17. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.2, we have

1

_N(1 1
1(m = p) (-, t) — Mol o) < Mae(1 412 G 0))eont

for allt € (0,T) and 0 € [qo, 0.

Proof. Since €®(My — py) = me and [,(mo — po — Me) = 0, from the Definition of 7" and

Lemma 1.3 of [2§], we get
||(m - p)(> t) - moo”L"(Q)

<[|(m = p) (-, 1) — e (mo — po)ll oy + [l (mo — po) — € mcc |l o0

1

_Ne1 _ 1
Sg(l +t 2 (PO 9))6_a1t + Cl(l +t 2 (PO ‘9))(H/)0||LPO(Q) -+ Hmo — mOOHLp()(Q))e_)\lt
1 1 _E(L_l) —ant
<(I+C1 4+ C1lQro a0 )e(1 4+t 20 07)e”™

for all t € (0,7T") and 6 € [qo, 00]. This lemma is proved for M3 =1+ C; + C'1|Q|%_%.
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Lemma 3.18. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.2, we have

Im(-,) = Mol oy < Mac(1+ 1~ 2" 0) et for allt € (0,T),0 € [go, ).
Proof. From Lemma [B.17 and the definition of T, it follows that

[, 1) = oo Loy <[ (m = p = moo) (5 D)oy + (Do)

<(Ms+ My)e(1+t 2
The Lemma is proved for My = M3 + M;.
Lemma 3.19. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.2, there exists Mz > 0 such that
(e, 6)|l gy < Mae(1+¢ 2+ %6)e=2t  for all t € (0,T).
Proof. For any given ay < A, we can fix p € (g, \}). By (8.91]), Lemma 2.3 of [3], and noticing
that P(V®) = 0, we obtain that
[u(-, )|l Lo (o)

5 (X —a5) —nt g4
SCﬁt 2'N a’eH ||U()||LN(Q)+/ ||€ s P((p—l—m)VCD)(,s)Hqu(Q)ds (392)
0
t
Nl _ 1
<Cot FF B ol + CoCo | Mo+ m = )9l ey | VP s
0

t
_1, N
<Gt e ol oy + Lol lmiay [N m = ma) s
0
By Lemma [B.I8 and the definition of 7', we get
1o+ m = m) (- 8) Ly =l0m = me) () [y + oG, @y (3.93)
<(My + My)e(1 + 8_7(%_%))6_018.
Inserting (3.93)) into ([3.92)), and noting %(pio - qio) < 1, we have
[, )] oo (@)
— 3+ g0 o it ' -5(=-2) t
SCGt 27290 g7H HUOHLN(Q) —|—C(509(M4—|—M1)||V(I)HL0<>(Q)€/ (1"‘8 2P0 90 )6_0{186_“( _s)dS
0
_ly N min{0,1-& (L -1y} ot
SC@T, 2 2w0e¢ ® HUOHLN(Q)—|—C(509010(M4+M1)HV(I)||L00(Q)€(1+t 2'po 90 )6 2
SCﬁt_%+%€6_Mt + 20609010(M4 + M1)||V(I)||Loo(g)€6_a2t
—Mye(1 + 13 25 )t
Wlth M5 = Cﬁ —|— QCGCQCH)(M4 —|— M1)||VCI>||Loo(Q)
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Lemma 3.20. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.2, we have
M.
V(- )|l o) < 725(1 +t72)e ™t for all te(0,T).
Proof. From (3.90) and Lemma 1.3 of [28], we have

t
IVe(, D)ooy < 12V Veo|[1=(0) +/0 Ve =D (m —u - Ve) (-, 5) || 1 ds
t
1, _ ) (A
< Cs(1+172)e ()\1+1)t||VCO||LN(Q)+/ VA0 (m = mog) (-, ) || e (@ ds
0

t
+/ |Vell=9A Ny . (-, 8)|| ooy ds- (3.94)
0

A-1)

In the second inequality, we have used Velt=5)( Moo = 0.

From Lemma 1.3 of [28], Lemma [3.18 Lemma 1.2 of [2§], it follows that
¢
J IV )5
0

t
S@/ (14 ( — )72 20 )~ D) || (m — m)(-, )| oo (e ds (3.95)
0

§02010M45(1 + tmin{O,%—%})e— min{aq,\+1}¢
<CyCroMye(1 + t_%)e_o‘lt.
On the other hand, by Lemma 1.3 of [28], Lemma [3.19 and the definition of 7', we obtain

t
/ | Velt=9 A1y . ve(-, S)|| Lo () ds
0

t
g@/ (1+ (t — 5)727 20 )e~MHDE) gy . (-, )] pao oy ds (3.96)
0

N

t
§C2/ (1 + (t _ S)_%_%)e—(kﬁ—l)(t—s)||u(,’ 8)||qu(9)||VC(',S)||L<><>(Q)d5
0

N
q

t

<Co M5 Mpe? / (14 (t— 5) 7 T )e D=9 (1 4 75730 ) (1 4 573 ) (ert02)s
0
2 ! A4 _1_ N 1N

<3CyMsMse / e~ MiHDt=s)gm(ataz)s(] 4 (4 _ 6)727 20 ) (1 45 20 )ds

0
§302M5M201082(1 + t_%)e_ min{1+1,a1+az}t
<3Cy M5 MyCipe®(1 + t_%)e_alt.

Hence combining above inequalities with (3.80), (3.81]), we arrive at the conclusion.
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Lemma 3.21. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.2, we have
M MLy ot
1p( )| Loy < 7{—:(1 +t v e M forallt € (0,T), 0 € [qo, 0]
Proof. By the variation-of-constants formula, we have

t
p('> t) :et(A_mw)pO - / e(t_s)(A_mw)(V ’ (p3(7 Ps C)VC) —u- Vp)(a S)dS
0
t
4 [0~ )ds
0
By Lemma 1.3 of [28], the result in Section 2 of [14] and noticing oy < min{\;, my }, we obtain

1o( )l ooy

<e"="(||e"* (po — Po)llzoey + [P0l o)) / et EmIT - (pS (-, p, ) V) (-, 8) || ooy ds
t
+/ ||e(t—8)(A—moo)(u.Vp)(.’S)HLG(Q)dS_l_/ ||6(t—s)(A—moo)p(moo_m)(.’S)HLQ(Q)dS
0 0
S8y o Catmea)ty - g Moot
<Ci(L+t 20 e [P0 = PollLro(@) + (min{1, [Q}) Foe™ "¢
t 1N 7_1 -
+C4Cs/ (L4 (t—s) 722t~ 0))emCatmedt=2)| ol oy )| V|| ooy ds
0
t t
- / et AT (pu) (-, 8)]| ogyds + / et A=) pmg — ) (-, 8)]| o s
0 0
<(2C) + (min{1, |Q[}) 70 ) (1 + ¢ 2 o~ ))eemont
' =3 T (2 =)\~ (A1 +meo)(t—s)
+CiCs [ (14 (t—s) 2 20 e I pl| oo (o |V el oo (0 s
0
t
+C4/ (1_|_ (t_ S)_§_7 %_*)) —(A1+moeo)(t—s) ||p||L0<>(Q HUHL‘ZO(Q ds
0

t SN (LB e (t-9)
+C | (14 (t—s) 2w 6/)e M= |l Lao () || — Moo || Loo () ds
0

< 30405010M1M2€ (1 + tmln{O —% %—%)})e— min{\1,2a1 }t
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Similarly, by (3.:84]) and (3.85]), we can also get

t
I < 3C’4M1M452/ (1+ (t— )77 3@ 9))emmoelt=s)g=2005(1 4 s™50 00 ) ds
0

< 304,CroM; M,e? (1+ ¢min{0, ) %_%)})6_ min{moc, 20

respectively, where the fact that ¢y € (N, %) warrants —ﬂ + i > —1 is used. Hence the

N/ 1 1
combination of the above inequalities yields ||p(-,?)||Lo) < M15(1 + t_7(_0_§))e_a1t.
Lemma 3.22. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.2, we have

SNy
[(m = p) (-, t) — €™ (mo — po)|| Loy < =(1 4+ 757 for § € [gy, 00],t € (0, 7).

N ™

Proof. From (B.88)) and Lemma 1.3 of [2§], it follows that
[(m —p)(-,t) — A(mo _pO>HL9(Q
< [ 1 (0 o)) = Tlom = ) s
< / 2T - (S ) V)9 anayds + [ eIAY - (m— p— ) ) s

w0~ ) e M| o, 8)]| pao oy | Vel 8)]| ooy ds

t
G / (L (t =) 20 eI fulm — p = mog) (-, 5)| e ds
0
From the definition of 7" and (B.86]), we have

t
[1 §C4CSM1M252/ (l—l—(t—S)_E_? %_—)) A1 (t— S)(l_‘_s_%_%(%—%))e—ﬁxlsds
0

N .
S 30403010M1M2€2(1 + tmm{O — 5 %_5)})6_ min{A1,2aq }t
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On the other hand, from Lemma [3.17 Lemma and ([B.87), it follows that

1 1

t 1
I :04/ (1+(t—s)_ﬁ_f(%_g))e_’\l(t_s)ﬂm—p—moo||Loo(Q)||u||qu(Q)ds
0
s [* CLON(L_ay N 1y N
< 2C,M3Mse /(1+(t—s) 272l T ) e MU= (] 4 5720 )T (1 4 5 2 20 )e T2 s
0

t
< 6C4M3M582/ (1 + (t . S)_%_E %—%))(1 —FS_% % %—%))e—)\1(t—s)e—(a1+a2)sd8
0

IN
D
0
(=)
a
=
=
o
N
CbI
£
=}
—_~
>
by
Q
=
+
Q
N
—
<
—~
[a—
_|_
~
£
=}
—~
=
vl
SIe
|
3
=
~—

Combining the above inequalities, we arrive at ||(p — m)(-,t) — " (po — mo)|| o) < 5(1 +

By the above lemmas, we can claim that T" = T),,,. Indeed, if T" < T,,.., by Lemma

322, Lemma B21] and Lemma B20, we have ||(m — p)(-,t) — e®(mg — po)|lro) < (1 +
SN 1 M _E(L_l) et M 1\ ot
t 2 ?)em M p(-, 1) || oy < Fre(I+t 2\ 9 )em 1 aswell as ||Ve(-, 1) pe@) < F2e <1+t 2)6 o

for all @ € [go, 00] and ¢ € (0,T), which contradict the definition of 7" in (8.8T). Next, the further

estimates of solutions are established to ensure T,,, = 0o.

Lemma 3.23. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.2, there exists Mg > 0 such that

Tma:c
HABU(,t)HLQ(Q) < €M6€_a2t fOT’t - (t(], Tmax) with tg = 1’I111’l{ 6 1}

Proof. For any given as < A, we can fix y € (ag, \}). From (391, it follows that
1A% u(-, 1)l 20) < 1A% o]l 2y + /Ot 1A% CIP((p 4+ m — mo) V) (-, )| 2y ds.
In the first integral, we apply Lemma 2.3 of [3], which gives
A% ugl| ey < C5I= 1 [lugl| vy < CslQ 5 1~ Pemle
for all t € (0, 7). Next by Lemma 2.3 of [3], Lemma B.I7 and Lemma B.21T], we have

t
/ JAP AP (o 4 1 — M) V), ) 2y ds
0

w2 [t _
SCoCs |V oo e [€2] >0 /6 D (t—s5) P (Im(-, 8) = p(-s 8) =Mool a0 @) +2[| (-, 8) | oo ) ) s
0
t
§Mé5/ e_”(t_s)(t—s)_ﬁ(l%—s_% %_qlo))e_o‘lsds
0

SMéEClo(l + t_1)€_a2t,
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90 —2

where Mé = (Mg + Ml)CgC5||v¢||Loo(Q)|Q| 240,
|APu(-, )| 12y < eMge2" for t € (to, Trax)-

Therefore there exists Mg > 0 such that

Lemma 3.24. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.2, there exists My > 0 such that ||c(-, t)—
Mool Loe(@) < Mre™t for all (ty, Tinaz) with to = min{fmee 1},
Proof. From (3.90) and Lemma 1.3 of [28], we have

t
(€ = 1m0) (-, 1) | Lo () < Cre™[leo — Mooz (@) + /0 1A (m — mag) (-, 5) || Lo @ ds

+ /t [ A Dey - Ve(-, 8)|| oo (o) ds. (3.97)
0
By Lemma 1.3 of [28], Lemma [B.I8 we obtain
/Ot 1= ED (m = mo) (- 8)l| 1= (@ ds <Ch /Ot(l (= 5)70)e” || (m — moe) (- 8)| ooy
<C,ChoMyee ", (3.98)
On the other hand, by Lemma 1.3 of [28], Lemma and Lemma [3.20, we get
/Ot e AN Vel )| o ayds <Cy /Ot(l +(t — 5)"20)e I |u - Ve(-, 5)| ooy ds
<C /Ot(l + (= 5)7H0)e” I ul-, 5) | oo | Vel )| ey

<60, M5 MyChgee™ 2, (3.99)
Therefore combining the above equalities, we arrive at the desired result.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 in the case S = 0 on 0f), part 2 (Proposition 3.2). We now
come to the final step to show that 7},,, = 0co. According to the extensibility criterion in Lemma
2.1}, it remains to show that there exists C' > 0 such that for ¢y := min{%, 1} <t < Thas

lp( )|z + [Im ()l Looo) + el ) llwrse) + [|A7u(, )| 12(0) < C.
From Lemma [3.18 and Lemma B.21] there exists K; > 0, i = 1,2, 3, such that
I (-, t) — Mmool < Kie™™ [lo(, 8]y < Kae™™, [ Ve, t)][p) < Kze™ ™
for t € (to, Tymaz). Furthermore, Lemma implies that ||c(-,t) — Moo |lwreo) < Kie™ !
with some K} > 0 for all t € (to, Traz). Since D(AP) — L*=(Q) with 8 € (£, 1), it follows
from Lemma 323 that |ju(-,t)||ze(q) < Kie™®?" for some Ky > 0 for all t € (t, Tinas). This

completes the proof of Proposition 3.2.
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Before we move to the next section, we remark that the following result is also valid by
suitably adjusting € > 0 for the larger values of pg or ¢q.
Corollary 3.1. Let N = 3 and [, po # [,mo. Further, let py € (5,00), qo € (N, 00) if
Jo po > [omo, and py € (%,oo), qo € (N,00) if [opo < [, mo. There exists e > 0 such that

for any initial data (po, mo, co, wo) fulfilling (LT) as well as
[P0 — pocllzro) <&, [Imo — Mos|lLo) <&, |[Veaollivigy <&, uollivi <e,

(CI) admits a global classical solution (p, m, c,u, P). Moreover, for any oy € (0, min{ Ay, moo +

Poo}), o € (0,min{ay, Ny, 1}), there exist constants K; i = 1,2,3,4, such that for all t > 1
Hm(-,t> - mooHLOO(Q) < Kle—mt’ ||p(-,t) _ PooHLOO(Q) < ng_alt,

o5 8) = mocllwroea) < K™, lul-, £)]| 1) < Kae™*.

4 Proof of main results for general S

In this section, we give the proof of our results for the general matrix-valued S. This is
accomplished by an approximation procedure. In order to make the previous results applicable,
we introduce a family of smooth functions p, € C§°(£2) and 0 < p,(z) < 1 for n € (0,1),
lim, 0 p,(z) = 1 and let S, (z, p, c) = p,(z)S(x, p, ¢). Using this definition, we regularize (1))

as follows
Pt + ty - Vpy = Dpy =V - (p,8,(x, py, )V ey) — pymy,

(

(my)e + uy - Vi, = Am,, — pymy,

(cp)t +uy - Ve, = Acy — ¢ +my, (4.1)
(

8017 :amﬁ:%zo’ UnIO

\ ov ov ov
with the initial data

pn(2,0) = po(x), my(z,0) =me(z), c(z,0) = cy(x), and u,(z,0) =up(z), z€Q. (4.2

It is observed that S, satisfies the additional condition S = 0 on 0€2. Therefore based on the
discussion in Section 3, under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3, the problem
(4.1)-(4.2) admits a global classical solution (p,, m,, ¢,, u,, P,) that satisfies

ait ait

12 (-, 8) = Mool Lo (@) < K1e™™, oy (1) = ool (@) < Kae™,
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lea(-s8) = maclwroeey < Ko™, lug(,8) (@) < Kae™ .

for some constants K;, i = 1,2,3,4, and t > 0. Applying a standard procedure such as in
Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.6 of [3], one can obtain a subsequence of {n;};en with n; — 0 as
J — oo such that p, — p, m,, — m, ¢;; = c,uy, — u in C’Z’Cg(ﬁ x (0,00)) as j — oo for
some ¥ € (0,1). Moreover, by the arguments as in Lemma 5.7, Lemma 5.8 of [3], one can also

show that (p,m,c,u, P) is a classical solution of (1.1) with the decay properties asserted in

Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3. The proofs of Theorems 1.1-1.3 are thus complete.
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