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BGK MODEL FOR MULTI-COMPONENT GASES NEAR A GLOBAL
MAXWELLIAN

GI-CHAN BAE, CHRISTIAN KLINGENBERG, MARLIES PIRNER, AND SEOK-BAE YUN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we establish the existence of the unique global-in-time classical
solutions to the multi-component BGK model suggested in [47] when the initial data is
a small perturbation of global equilibrium. For this, we carefully analyze the dissipative
nature of the linearized multi-component relaxation operator, and observe that the par-
tial dissipation from the intra-species and the inter-species linearized relaxation operators
are combined in a complementary manner to give rise to the desired dissipation estimate
of the model We also observe that the convergence rate of the distribution function in-
creases as the momentum-energy interchange rate between the different components of
the gas increases.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study the existence and the asymptotic behavior of the BGK model for
multi-component gases suggested in [47]:

OFy +v -V Fy = ny(Mig — F1) +nap(Mig — Fr),
(1.1) O Fy +v -V Fy = na(Mag — Fp) +ny(May — Fh),
Fi(x,v,0) = Fip(x,v), Fy(x,v,0) = Fy(z,v).
The distribution function Fj(z,v,t) denotes the number density of i-th species particle at

the phase point (z,v) € T? x R? at time ¢t € RT for i = 1,2. The intra-species Maxwell
distributions in the BGK operator M; are defined as

n; lv — U;|? .
M;i = ———exp iyl (i=1,2).
271'% mi

Here m; (i = 1,2) denotes the mass of a molecule in the i-th component, which we assume
that my > mg throughout the paper without loss of generality. The number density n;, the
bulk velocity U;, and the temperature T; of the i-th particle are defined by

ni(a,t) = / Fy(a, 0, ),
R3

1
Ui t) = — / Fy(e,v, tyvdo,
RS

n;
Ti(z,t) = 3 . Fi(x, v, t)m;|v — U; 2 dv.

Key words and phrases. Multi-component gases, BGK model for multi-component gas mixtures, Boltz-
mann equation for multi-component gas mixtures, nonlinear energy method, classical solutions, asymptotic
behavior.
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The inter-species Maxwellian distributions are defined by

where the inter-species bulk velocities Uys, Us1 and the inter-species temperatures Tis, To1
are defined by

Uwy = 6U1 + (1 — 8)Us,
Uy = m(l — 6)U1 =+ (1 — m(l — 5)) Us,
mo m2

and

Tip = wTi + (1= w)Ty +7|Uz = U],

1 mi 2
T51 = (1 —W)Tl + wls + gml(l —6) m—(é— 1)+1+6 -y |U2—U1| .
2

Here, the free parameter § and w denote the momentum interchange rate and the temper-
ature interchange rate, respectively. In (L)), n;(M;; — F;) (i = 1,2) are the intra-species
relaxation operators for i-th gas component, while n;(M;; — F;) (i # j) are the inter-
species relaxation operators between different components of the gas. We note that the
inter-species relaxation operators describe the interchange of the macroscopic momentum
and the temperature between two different species of gas. These relaxation operators satisfy
the following cancellation properties:

/ (Mi; — F) (1, mv,m; o) dv =0, i=1,2

R3

/ (M2 — F1)dv =0, / (Mo — Fy)dv = 0,
R3 R3

/ nl(M12 — Fl)mlvdv + / nz(./\/lzl — Fg)mgvdv =0,
R3 R3

/ 7’L1(M12 — Fl)m1|v|2dv —|—/ ng(./\/l21 — Fg)m2|v|2dv = O,
R3 R3

leading to the following conservation laws of the density, total momentum, and total energy:

d d
— Fi(x,v,t)dvde = — Fy(x,v,t)dvdz = 0,
dt T3 xR3 t T3 xR3
d
(1.2) — (Fi(z,v,t)miv + Fo(z,v,t)maov) dudx = 0,
dt T3 xR3
d
— (Fy(z,v,t)my [v]* + Fa(z, v, t)ma|v|*) dvdz = 0.
dt Jps g3

To ensure the positivity of all temperatures, the free parameters w, §, and  are restricted

to

my
1”1&§5<1, 0<w<1,
mao

and
ogwg%(l—a){(uﬂ)aﬂ—@].

ma ma
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For more details, see [47].

The main goal of this paper is to establish the global-in-time classical solution of the
mixture BGK model when the initial data is close to global equilibrium. For this, we
consider the following global equilibrium for each particle distribution function:

3 2
(v) = 1o T pi2(v) = n2o
M1 )
Vo Vo
We then define the perturbations fi (k = 1,2) by Fy, = pr + /1 fr and rewrite the mixture
BGK model () in terms of f; as

Oifr+v-Vefi = Lua(f1) + Li2(f1, f2) + T (f1) + Ti2(f1, f2),
Ocfo+v-Vafo = Laa(fo) + Lai(f1, f2) + Ta2(f2) + Ta1(f1, f2).

On the R.H.S, L1; and Lgs denote the linearized part of the intra-species relaxation opera-
tors:

3
N
e 2,

(1.3)

Lk (fx) = nko(Pefre — fr), (B =1,2),
where Py is the L? projection onto the linear space spanned by

NN NN

The linearized operators for inter-species interactions Lo and Lo; are given by

Lia(f1, f2) = nao(Prf1 — f1)

+ ngg {(1 - 5)2224 (\/Z:;z\/%<f2,62i>[,g - <f17€1i>Lg) €1
+(1-w) (\/Z::;Uz,e%hg - <f17615>L5> 615],

Lo1(f1, f2) = nio(Pafo — f2)

+ n1o [m(l -5 > (\/ @1/%0“176101:5 - <f2,€2i>Lg> e2i
m2 a<ica NV MOV TN
+(1-w) (\/ Z—jz<f17615>L3 - <f27625>L3) 625},

for 0 < §,w < 1 and {eg;}1<i<s is an orthonormal basis spanned by {‘/uk, U/ |v|2‘/uk}
for k = 1,2. Finally, I'11, I'sa, I'12, and I's; are nonlinear perturbations. For detailed
derivation of ([L3]), see Sec. 2.
We introduce
L(f1, fa) = (L1 (f1) + Li2(f1, f2), L2a(f2) + L21(f1, f2)),
and
L(f1, f2) = T (f1) + Ti2(f1, f2), Ta2(f2) + Tau(f1, f2)),

to rewrite (L3)) in the following succinct form:

(Or +v - Vi) (f1, f2) = L(f1, f2) + T(f1, f2).

To state our main result, we need to set up several notations.

e The constant C in the estimates will be defined generically.
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e ()2 and ()2 denote the standard L? inner product on R} and T3 x R3,
respectively.

bz = [ F@at)dv, (Fadiz, = [ faoglevdods.

o ||-llzz and || - || 2 . denote the standard L* norms in R} and T3 x R, respectively:

1= ([ 1r@Ra) s s, = ([ If@oPa)

e We define an L? inner product between two vectors (f1, f2) and (g1, g2) as

(o) (ol = [ A(o) + fao)aao)do
(ot oz, = [ fil@odan(e.o) + e oloa(a,o)dvde

e The standard L2 norm of a vector denotes

I (F(@0), 96z, ||Lz=(/ @) + g0 >|2dv) ,

1
3
[ (f(@,v), g(z,v)) L2, = </ |f(z,0)]* + |g(x,v)|2dvd:1:>
T3 xR3
o We use the following notations for multi-indices differential operators:

a = [op, 01, 02,03], B =[B1, B2, 5],

and

83 _ 8(10 91 92 §as aﬁl 852 aﬁ3

1 T2 TT3 VU1 U2 TU3

e We employ the following convention for simplicity.
95 (f1, f2) = (95 f1, 05 f2)-
e We define the high-order energy norm En, n,(f1(t), f2(t)):
e hO.L0)= S 105(A0. L) 3 .

|a|<N1, [B|<N2
Ni1+No=N

For notational simplicity, we use £(t) to denote En, N, (f1(t), f2(t)) when the depen-
dency on (N7, N3) is not relevant.

We are now ready to state our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let N > 3. We set the macroscopic quantities of the initial data to the
same with that of the global equilibria:
1 1
/ Fyo(x,v) mv dvdx :/ g (V) mv dvdz,
T3 xR3 T3 xR3

my|v|? mi|v]?

for k = 1,2. We define fro as Fxo = pr + /xfro- Then there exists € > 0 such that
if Eny.No(f10s f20) < €, then there exists a unique global-in-time classical solution of (L))
satisfying
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e The two distribution functions are non-negative:
Fy(z,v,t) = pr + ik fr. > 0.

e The conservation laws hold (L2).
e The distribution functions converge exponentially to the global equilibrium.:

5N17N2 (f17 fQ)(t> < Oe_nthquz (flOa f20)'

In the case of No = 0, that is, if Eny,0(f10, f20) < €, we have the following more
detailed convergence estimate:

Enyo(f1, f2)(t) < Cemmmin{(1=0).(=w)}t e (10, fag).

o Let (f1, f2) and (f1, f2) be solutions corresponding to the initial data (fio, f20) and
(f10, f20), respectively, then the system satisfies the following L? stability:

I(fi = fis f2 = F2)llzz, < Cll(fio = fros foo = f20)llz2 -

Remark 1.2. The convergence rate in the case of Ny = 0 shows that the higher interchange
rate (6 and w close to 0) gives the faster convergence rates.

The most important step is the identification of the dissipation mechanism of the lin-
earized multi-component relaxation operator. To investigate the dissipative property of L,
we decompose the linearized inter-species relaxation operator L;; (i # j) further into the
mass interaction part Lllj and the momentum-energy interaction part ij:

Lis(f1) = n20(Pifi — f1), Ly (f2) = nio(Pafa — f2),

L35(f1, f2) = nao [(1 —9) Z (\/ @\/ E<f2762i>l/g - <f17€1i>L3) €1
2<i<4 Ni2p Y T2

+(1-w) <\/ Z—;z<f2,625>L3 - <f17€15>L%> 615],
L3, (f1, f2) = mo [:—;(1 -8 Yy (\/ Z—jz\/ Z—iﬁl,euhg - <f2,€2i>Lg) €2i
2<i<d

+(1-w) < H<f1,615>L3 - <f27€25>L3> 625],

2
n10

and

so that Lo = L}, + L3, and Loy = L}, + L3,. We first derive from an explicit computation
that the intra-species operator L;; and the mass interaction part of the inter-species operator
Li, and Li; give rise to the following partial dissipative estimate:

((L11 + L}Q)f17f1>L§,U + ((L22 + La1)f2, fa)rz
= —(n10 +n20)||(I = P, I — P2)(f1, f2)||2L§,U'

We note that the dissipation estimate above is too weak in that it involves 10-dimensional
degeneracy, which is 4-dimensional bigger than the 6-dimensional conservation laws in (L2]).
It is the additional dissipation from the momentum-energy interaction parts L3,, L3; of the
inter-species operators L2 and Lo; that make up for the deficiency:

(L, f1)rz , + (L3y, fo) 12, < —min {(1 = 8), (1 = w)} (n10 + n20)
x (1P P) (1 232, = IPC )3 )

(1.4)

(1.5)
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where P is an orthonormal L? x L? projection on the space spanned by the following 6-
dimensional basis

{(V1,0), (0, /i2), (mrvy/x, mav /i), ((ma|of* — 3)y/pan, (mefv]* = 3)/1i2) }.

Then partial dissipation estimates (L)) and (LX) complement each other to give rise to the
following multi-component dissipation estimate for L:

(L(fr. f2)s (Fr fo)bnz, < =m0+ mao) (max{d,w}| (1 = P T = Po)(fu, fo)l13z

+min {(1—6), (1 —w)}|[(I - P)(flva)”%a,v)-

The dissipation estimate (L6]), together with further analysis on the degeneracy part
through the standard micro-macro decomposition, provides the following full coercivity de-
pending on the interchange rates:

(L0 (f1, £2)),0%(f1, f2)) 12, < —nmin{(1 =8), (1 —w)} Y [(0*(f1, f2) IZ2,

lal<N

Due to the presence of the momentum interchange rate § and the energy interchange rate w
between different components in the dissipation estimate, we see that the larger interchange
rate (when ¢ and w are close to zero) leads to the stronger dissipation, and therefore, the
faster convergence to the global equilibrium:

S 00, fo(0)[F < A== ST 5% £ 0), £2(0))]3; -

la]<N la|] <N

1.1. Literature review. We start with a review of the mathematical results of the mono-
species BGK model. Perthame established the first result on global weak solutions for a
general initial data in [52]. In [53], the authors considered weighted-L> bounds to obtain
the uniqueness. Desvillettes considered the convergence to equilibrium in a weak sense
[26]. Ukai proved the existence of the stationary solution on a finite interval with inflow
boundary condition in [67]. In [75], the L° work in [52] is generalized to an weighted LP
space. Classical solutions near-global equilibrium is constructed in [7] using the spectral
analysis of Ukai [66], and by using the nonlinear energy method of Yan Guo [38,[39,40]
n [71]. The nonlinear energy method is then employed further to study several types
of BGK models [5,[6,44][71,[73l[74]. Saint-Raymond considered the hydrodynamic limits
of the BGK model in [58,[59]. For the numerical study of the BGK model, we refer to
[8, 14, 14122, 23|24, 251148, [56157].

Various BGK models to describe the dynamics of multi-component gases are proposed in
the literature. Examples include the model of Gross and Krook [37], the model of Hamel [43],
the model of Greene [35], the model of Garzo, Santos and Brey [33], the model of Sofonea
and Sekerka [60], the model by Andries, Aoki and Perthame [I], the model of Brull, Pavan
and Schneider [I7], the model of Klingenberg, Pirner and Puppo [47], the model of Haack,
Hauck, Murillo [42], the model of Bobylev, Bisi, Groppi, Spiga [13]. The BGK model for
gas mixtures has also been extended to the ES-BGK model, polyatomic molecules, chemical
reactions, or the quantum case; See for example [4} 1112, 36,4648 [55,[62,[72]. For the
applications of the mixture BGK models, we refer to [8,9]14]27, 2831, [54,56]. For the
existence of the BGK model of gas mixtures, the mild solution was established in [45].
In [49], by constructing an entropy functional, the authors can prove exponential relaxation
to equilibrium with explicit rates. The strategy is based on the entropy and spectral methods
adapting Lyapunov’s direct method.
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A review of the multi-species Boltzmann equation is in order. In [39], the author estab-
lished the global existence for the mixture of a charged particle described by the Vlasov-
Maxwell-Boltzmann equation. The mild solution and uniform L' stability are obtained
in [41]. A mass diffusion problem of the mixture and the cross-species resonance is studied
for a one-dimension case in [61] based on the work in [50]. In [I6], the author constructed the
global-in-time mild solution near-global equilibrium for the mixture Boltzmann equation.
The Vlasov—Poisson—Boltzmann equation was considered in [30] about large time asymptotic
profiles when the different-species gases tend to two distinct global Maxwellians. In [32],
the existence and uniqueness are constructed in spatially homogeneous settings when an
initial data has upper and lower bounds for some polynomial moments. The authors in [15]
obtained some energy estimates.

For physical or engineering references on the studies on multi-component gases at the
kinetic level, we refer [23l511[60/GIL636465,68.70]. Some general reviews of the Boltzmann
and the BGK model can be found in [10}18,[19]20]21129.34169].

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. 2, we linearized the system (LI} to obtain
([@T3). In Sec. 3, we derive the dissipation estimate of the linearized relaxation operator. The
local-in-time classical solution is constructed in Sec 4. In Section 5, The full coercivity of L is
recovered when the energy norm is sufficiently small. Lastly, we establish the global-in-time
classical solution in Sec 6.

2. LINEARIZATION OF THE MIXTURE BGK MODEL

2.1. Linearization of the mixture Maxwellian. In this part, we linearize the inter-
species Maxwellian M1, and Ms;. We first define the macroscopic projection on Lf) and
state the linearization result of the mono-species local Maxwellian M.

Definition 2.1. We define the macroscopic projection operator Py in L2 for k = 1, 2:

Pf = i/ o i+ 2 [ oy - oy
T / Flmalol? = 3)y/rdu(milv]? — 3) /.
TEo

We denote 5-dimensional basis as (i = 2, 3,4)

1 mi k|’U|2
2.1 = — i =1 —Vi_1/ ik, =
( ) €k1 \/n_ko M, €k nkov 1V Mk €ks = \/m \/ k-

The 5-dimensional basis set {e1;}i=1,... 5 and {eg; }i=1,... 5 construct an orthonormal basis
in L2, respectively. So, we can write

P f= Z <f;eli>L3€1i7 and Pof = Z <f762i>L362i'

1<i<5 1<i<5
Lemma 2.2. [71] The mono-species BGK Maxwellian My, is linearized as follows:

Mk (Fr) = e + /16 Pr fro + Ve T (frs fr)s

where the nonlinear term Ty (fk, fk s given by

i (frs fr) =

Z k@?l/k971]€97 L]C@?Lk@
\/_

1<”<5 Rij(nio, Tro)

X (frseri)rz (fr,erj) L2,
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for k=1,2. The function P;j(z1,--- ,x5) denotes a generic polynomial depending on (x1,- - ,5)
and R;j(x,y) denotes a generic monomial R;;(x,y) = x™y™, where n,m € NU {0}.

Proof. The linearization of the mono-species BGK Maxwellian My, is in [71] for the case
ngo = 1 and my = 1. For a general ngy and my, the linearization of My is a special case
of the linearization of Mj2 and My with the choice § = w = 1 (See (2ZI0) and 21T,
respectively). O

Proposition 2.1. The multi-species BGK Mazwellians M1 and May are linearized as
follows:

Mio(F) = p1 + Pifiy/pr + (1 —96) Z (”Z—;zw%ﬁz,emﬁg—<f1,e1i>L3) e1iy/p1

2<i<4

+(1-w) (\/ Z—:z<f2,625>L3 - <f1,615>L3) e1sv/i1 + iil12(f1, f2),

and
- Mg /120 [T2 AN RN
M1 (F) = pa + Pafoy/p2 + p— (1-9) QS;SLL < o \ (fi,e1i)r2 — (f2, 621>Lv> e2i/12

+(1-w) <\/ Z—jz<f17615>L3 - <f27€25>L3> e25/H2 + /12la1 (f1, f2)-

We give the precise definition of the nonlinear terms I'1a and a1 in Section[2.2

Proof. We first define a transition of the macroscopic fields:
(2.2) Nk = an + (1 — 9)7’Lko, nngkg = anUk, Gkg = 9Gk,
where
3n. Tk + mung|Ukl? — 3ng
= 75 ,
for £ = 1,2. We also denote multi-species macroscopic fields as
Uizg = 6Urg + (1 — §)Usy,

Gy

m m
Uz = —1(1 —0)Uig + (1 — —1(1 - 5)) Uz,
mo ma

23 g
T199 = wThg + (1 — w)Tag + v|U20 — Unel”,

1
To19 = (1 — w)Tu-) + wTlhy + <§m1(1 — 5) <Z—;(5 — 1) +1+ 5) — 'y) |U29 — U19|2.

Then we consider the multi-species BGK Maxwellians M5 and My, which depend on 6:

nig |v — Utze]? N2 |v — Ua1g|?
MIQ(Q) - 73 eXp <_W 9 M21(9) - 73 eXp —W .
27 Lize mq 9 L2160 mo
my

The definition of nkg, Ukg, Tke gives
(nko, Ukg, Tho) lo=1 = (e, Ur, Tke),  and  (nre, Ure, Tro) |o=0 = (nko, 0, 1),
so we have

Mi2(1) = Mz, Mi2(0) = pa,
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and
Mo (1) = Ma1, Ma21(0) = pa,

where we used Ujog = U219 = 0 and Tio9 = To10 = 1. We apply the Taylor expansion to
M12(6‘) and M21 (9)

1

Mia(1) = pg + Mi5(0) + M5 (0)(1 — 6)de,
0
and
Mo (1) = po + M5, (0) + MG (0)(1 — 6)de.
0

By the chain rule, we compute the linear term Mj;(0):

d Uip, G Uz, Gog)\
(2.4) Méj(O)z( (19, 19010, 1279”297”29 26, 20))

<3(n19, n10U10, G0, N26, N29U26, G20

) —1
V %l 0 )
0(n1g, U1g, Thg, n2g, Usg, T2g) (Viersa.10 Tiasman 20 720 M (0)) 0=0

for (4,7) = (1,2) or (2,1). Although M3 does not depend on nz, we use the above form for
the convenience of the calculation. In this proposition, we focus on the linear term M/4(0)
and MY, (0). The exact form of the nonlinear terms will be presented in Section The
remaining proof proceeds by stating some auxiliary lemmas below. O

Lemma 2.3. [71] Let us define

30T +mn|U|? — 3n

G
V6
Then we have
1 0 0 0 0
U, n 0 0 0
_ 9n,nU,G) _ Us 0 n 0 0
6(”7 U7 T) U3 0 0 n 0 ,
3T+m|U|?>—3 2nUim 2nUsm 2nUsm  3n
V6 V6 V6 V6 V6
and
1 0 0 0 0
) _U 1 0 0 0
J = M _ _O 0 % 0 0
o(n,U.T) i 0 0 1 0
mlUP=3T43 _2mU; _2mUs _2mUs \ﬁl
3n 3 n 3 n 3 n 3n

Proof. In the case of m; = 1, it is proved in [71], and by the same explicit calculation, we
can extend the result for general m;. We omit it. O
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2.1.1. Linearization of Mia. We first consider the calculation of M/4(0) in (2.4).
Lemma 2.4. We have

a-/\/112( ) 1 (9./\/112(6‘)
= ) 2 ~arr = 5 I
M) Onig  |g—g 710 i @) OUie  |g—o vt
(9./\/112( ) o m1|v|2 -3 (9./\/112(6‘) - _
(3) 8T19 9—o =w 9 K1, (4‘) 8U29 9—o - (1 6)m1’l)/141,
(9./\/112(9) o . TI”L1|U|2 -3
®) =7, o (I —w)=——F—m.

Proof. For readability, we ignore the dependence on 6.
(1) By an explicit computation, we have
oM 1
- 2 _ 1 v,
1 ni
(2) Note that both Uy2 and Ty2 depend on U;. So that, the chain rule gives
OMis  OUjp OMis  0T12 OM1g

oU, _ oU;, oU, | 0U, 0Ti
Y

12 31 m1|’U—U12|2
(U —T) (=2 4 v = Vol
Mz —2v(Us 1) ( 5 Tr + 277, Mz

= (5m1
12

(3) An explicit calculation gives
8./\/112 8T12 8./\/112 3 1 m1|v — U12|2
= =w| st —%m— | M2
0Ty 0Ty 0Ti2 2Tio 2T12
(4) Similar to case (2), both Uy and T2 depend on Us.
OMiz _ OUrz OMi n T OM;2
Uy — 0U, 8U12 Uy 0Ty,

U
= (L= 8)ma = Mo £+ 2y(Us — U7) (—5—+

(5) By an explicit computation, we have

8./\/112 . 8T12 8./\/112 _ 3 1 m1|v— U12|2
o, oh 0T, w)< M.

Substituting

(2.5) (n16, Uro, Thg, Uzg, T2o)| o, = (10, Uro, Tr0, Uao, Tao) = (n10,0,1,0,1),
and

(2.6) Ui26lp=0 = Uz216l9=0 = 0, T1260l9=0 = T210l0=0 = 1,

on the above computations, we get the desired result.
O

Now we proceed with the proof of Proposition 2] for Mi2(F'). By the definition of the
transition of the macroscopic fields ([2:2)) and the definition of the basis (Z1), we have

d(nwke, nkoUko, Gre)

2
(2.7) de (/ fk\/_dv/ fk’U\/_dv/ fkmk|v| \/_du)
= ((frrex1)r2, (s en2) 2, (frrers) L2, <.fk,€k4>L%, (frsens)rz)




BGK MODEL FOR MULTI-COMPONENT GASES NEAR A GLOBAL MAXWELLIAN

for k = 1,2. For notational brevity, we define

O(nko, nkoUro, Gro)

J =
o O(nio, Uko, Tho)

Then applying Lemma 23] gives

and

(2.8) (3(7119,nleUle,Gw,n%nz@Uz@,029))_1
0(n1g, Uig, The, n26, Uzg, To0)

-1
_ { J1g ’9:0 710 ]
=0 0 J20 }9:0
where we used

1 _1

Ji 0 J 0
2.9 = 1 .
(29) [ 0 Jo ] [ 0 Jz_l ]
We substitute ([277)), (2.8) and Lemma 24 into (24) to obtain

12(0) = /fl\/_dv—l—&mlvm/ J1vy/pado

m1|v|2—3 \/7 / m1|v|
,/ 1dv
n10 R3

(1 MV

+7/ fovy/lizdv

m1|v|2 -3 \/5 / malv)? — 3
+(1-w ———— /padv.
( 3n20 Jps /> V6 e

Using the definition of the basis in (21J), we simplify it as follows:

(2.10)  Mi5(0) = (fr,enn)pzenny/mr+8 > (frs e zenin/in +w(fi, e15) 12 e15y/i1

2<i<4

n n
(1-9d \/ 10\/ Z (f2, €2i)r2e1i0/11 +(1—w)un—m<f27€25>L3615\/M1-
2 9<i<4 20

Adding and subtracting the following term

(1-9) Z (f1,eri)rzeriv/pm + (1 —w)(f1, e1s) L2 e15y/fi1,

2<i<4

1500) = PLfi/im + (1-0) > (\/Z—;\/Z—;fz,emm - <flv€1i>L%) euvin
2<i<4
+0-0) (/22 oy canhaz - (v rnhag ) exsm

This completes the proof for the linearization of M.

gives

11
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2.1.2. Linearization of Ma1. Now we consider the calculation of Moy in (24).

Lemma 2.5. We have

OMa1g 1 IMa10 < mi >
1 = — Lo, 2 =[(1——(1—=19) ) mavpue,
(1) vl (2) s oy mz( ) | mavpo
8./\/1219 m2|v|2 — 3 (9./\/121(-) mi
— _° =—(1-9
( ) 8T29 —o w 2 H2, ( ) aUlO 9—o m2( )m2vlu27
OMa1g malv]? — 3
5 =1-w)—
6) et =00
Proof. (1) By an explicit computation, we have
oM 1
- 2= L v,
T2 no

(2) Note that Uy and T»; depend on Us. The chain rule gives
OMa1  OUsz OMay n 0T OMoy
8U2 o 8U2 8U21 BUQ 8T21 '

So we differentiate

6U21 8/\/121 —(1— m v — U

= 1-9
8U2 8U21 ( mg( ))m2 Tgl M217
and
(9T21 (9./\/121 1 mi
=2 1-6)—(0-1 1+6) —
8U2 8T21 (3m1( )<m2( )+ + ) 7)
31 m2|v — U21|2
X (U2 Ul) ( 5 Tor + 2T221 Mo
(3) We have

(9./\/121 (9T21 8/\/121 31 m2|v — U21|2
= = st | Ma1.
T, 0Tz 0T 2 Tor 9TZ
(4) Since both Us; and T5; depend on Uy,
OMa1 _ OUz OMa L 9151 OMa

U, ~ 9Uy AUy  OU; 0Ty |

we compute

0Uz1 OMa1 — my v — U
T 9T, m—2(1 — §)ma o Moy,
and
8T21 8./\/121 1 mq
=2 (zma-0) (e -1)+1 -
90, 0To, (3m1( 0) <m2 (6—1)+ +5) ’y)
31 m2|v — U21|2
X (UQ — Ul) <_§T_21 2T221 M21.
(5) We have

8./\/121 8T21 8./\/121 3 1 m2|v — U21|2
= =(1-w) 42— el
8T1 6T1 8T21

Similar to Lemma [Z7] substituting (Z35) and (Z6]) on the above calculations gives desired
results. O
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Substituting (7)), (2.8), and Lemma 23] into (24) yields

21(0) = / fo/tizdv + ( (1_5)7”2%/ fav/Hiadv

20
ma |v \/5 / mg |v
w— ,/ 2 dv
ngo R3

m—l— )Ymavps
+ 2( /flv,/,uldv

mg|v|2 -3 \/5 / m1|v
1- 1d
(L —w) =5 » Ml =3 .

Using the notation of the basis in [21)), it is equal to

51(0) = (f2, e21) L2 €21\/1i2
+ (1 - Z—:(l - 5)) D (fareai) p2eaiv/ia +w(f2, €25) 12 €25/11a

2<i<4

(2.11) n
—(1-9 \/ 20\/ Z (fi,e1:) L2 €2/ 12
2<1<4
n
+(1—W)\/n—jz<f17€15>L3625\/M2-

Adding and subtracting the following term

ZL(1 - ) > (foreai)r2eaiv/in + (1= w){fa, €25) 12 €25/ 1z,

m
2 2<i<4

gives

51(0) = P2 fa/2

: Z_;(l B 6)29254 <\/Z:j2 Z_j<fl’eli>L3 - <f2’e2i>L3> e2iy/1i2
+(1-w) (\/Z:jz<f1’el5>L3 — (fa,e25) 1 ) 25 /173,

This completes the proof for the linearization of Ma;.

2.2. Linearization of the mixture BGK model. In this part, we linearize the mixture
BGK model ([II). Applying the linearization of the BGK Maxwellian Lemma and
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Proposition 1] we substitute Fy = puq + /p1f1 on (ILI)); and divide it by /1 to have

Ocfr+v-Vofi=n(Pifi — f1+—/ — 0)do)

+na(PLf1 — / M7, — 0)do)

+na [(1—5) Z (1/@\/—0[27621')% —<f17€1i>Lg) €1
2<i<4 20 ¥ 12
+(1-w) (1/ Z—;z<f27625>1:3 - <f1,€15>Lg) 615}

Splitting ng by ng = (ng — nko) + nko,

(2.12) N = N — Nko + Nko = / fev/Bdv + ngo = /Mo (fr, ex1) L2 + ko,
R3
we can have the following linearized equation:

(2.13) Oifr+v-Vefi = Lua(fi) + Li2(f1, f2) + T (f1) + Ti2(f1, f2),

where L11(f1) = n1o(Pifi — f1). The linear term Lj5 is decomposed as Lia = Li, + L3,
with Liy = nao(P1f1 — f1). And L2, denotes the linear term describing the interchange of
momentum and temperature of each species as follows:

L15(f1, fa) = n2o {(1 —48) Y (\/ m\/ m(fmemhg - <f1,€1i>L3> an
2<i<4 20 Y T2
+(1-w) <\/ Z_;z<f2’625>L3 - <f1,615>Lg) 615}

The nonlinear terms I';; and I'12 denote

(2.14)

i (f) = (1 = ma0)(Pufy — f1) +ni—— /M )(1 - 0)do

Ci2(f1, f2) = (n2 — n2o)(Prf1 — f1) +n2—/ 0)(1 — )do

+ (n2 — n2o) {(1— (UZ;E\/ (f2,e2i)r2 — (f1,e1)r ) 1i
2<i<4
+(1-w) (\/ Z:O (fa,e2s)r2 — <f1=€15>Lg> 615}
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Similarly, we substitute Fo = po + /pizf2 on ([LI)2 and divide it by ,/uz2 to have

1
Ocfo+v-Vaofo=na(Pafo— fo+ \/%/0 My (0)(1 — 6)dh)

1 1
+n1(Pafo— fo+ —/ Mz (0)(1 — 0)dh)

+nl|: 1_ (Mn20“ fluelz L2 — f27621> ) 2i
2<1<4
+(1-w) <\/ @<f1,615>L3 - <f27€25>L§> 625],
n1o

which yields
(2.15) Ouf2+v - Vafa = Laa(f2) + L3, (f1, f2) + Ta2(f2) + Ta1(f1, f2),

where Loo(f2) = nao(Paf2 — f2). The linear term Lo also decomposed as Loy = L3, +
L3, with LY, = n1o(Paf2 — f2). And L3, denotes the interchange of the momentum and
temperature between other species.

La(f1. f2) = mo [:1 (-0 >, (\/ . \/ . (fr.evi)r2 — <f2,ezi>Lg) e2i
2 a<ica NV MOV U
+(1-w) < nao —(f1,e15)12 — <f27€25>L%> 625]-
V n10

The nonlinear terms I'ss and I'y; denote

Tas(f2) = (ns — nso)(Pofa — f2) + nz—— / MLy (0)(1 - 0)db

D21(f1, f2) = (n1 — nao)(Pafz — f2) +n1—/ 0)(1 — 6)do

+(n1—n10)[ (1-6 <1/n20 f1,€11 2 — (f2,e2)r > %
2<7,<4 M0
+ (1 -w) (\/ Z—jz<f1,615>Lg - <f27€25>L%) 625]-

Overall, we can write the linearized mixture BGK model () as

Oifr+v-Vefi = Lii(f1) + Li2(f1, f2) + T1a(f1) + Ti2(f1, f2),
(2.16) Ocf2 +v - Vyfa = Lao(f2) + La1(f1, fo) + T22(f2) + La1(f1, f2),
fl(a:,v,()):flo(:zr,v), fQ(ZE,’U,O):fzo(:E,’U).
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where f190 = (Fio — p1)/+/p1, and faog = (Foo — p2)/y/it2. The linearized mixture BGK
model ([2T6]) satisfies the following conservation laws.

Vi fi(z, v, t)dvde = Vi fa(z, v, t)dvde = 0,
T3 xR3 T3 x R3
(2.17) / (V1 fi(z, v, t)ymiv + /g fo(x, v, t)mev) dvde = 0,
T3 xR3

/3 s (Vi fi(z, v, tyma|v]? + a2 fo (2, v, t)ma|v|?) dvdz = 0.
T3 xR

3. DISSIPATIVE PROPERTY OF THE LINEARIZED RELAXATION OPERATOR

In this part, we investigate the dissipative property of the linearized multi-component
relaxation operator. For simplicity of the notation, we denote the linear operator and the
nonlinear perturbation as the vector forms:

Ly = L (f1) + Li2(f1, f2),
Ly = Las(f2) + Lai(f1, f2),

and

'y =T(f1) + Taa(fi, f2),
Iy = Tao(f2) + Tar(f1, f2),

then we can write (Z13) and (215 as
(3.1) (Or +v - V) (f1, f2) = L(f1, f2) + T(f1, f2),

where L(f1, f2) = (L1,L2) and T'(f1, f2) = (I'1,T2). We also define the following 6-
dimensional orthonormal basis:

1 1

E = Vi, 0 Ey = ——(0,+/

1 \/n_l()( 1, 0), 2 \/n_zo( VH2),

1
Ei: i— ) i— ) ':374757
m(mlv 24/ K1, M2V 2\/M2) (Z )
1

Bi—e— = 2 _3) . 2_3)/u3) .

6 \/m ((m1|v| ) M1 (m2|v| ) M?)

We also denote E; = (E}, E?) for i = 1,---,6. The macroscopic projection operator for

mixture can be written as

P(fi,f2) = Y {(f1, f2), Bi) 12 B

1<i<6
The following is the main result of this section.

Proposition 3.1. We have the following dissipation property for the linear operator L:

(L(f1, f2), (fr, f2))zz, < —(nao + n2o)(max{5aw}||(f = P11 = P)(f1, f2)72

Fmin{(1-8). (-} (- P )3 )
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Proof. By an explicit computation, we have
(3.2)
(L(f1, f2), (fro f2)hez, = (Lufu, fi)ez, + (Lafa fo)rz
—(n1o +noo)|(I = Pr, I = Po)(f1, fo)llea, + (L3a, Az, + (L3, fo) iz,

We decompose the proof in the following 4-steps.
(Step 1:) We consider the dissipation from the momentum and temperature interchange
part of the inter-species linearized relaxation operator. We claim that

<L%27 fl>L% + <L§15 f2>L% <0,
and the equality holds if and only if

/ flv\/_dv_—/ fov\/pizdv,

nio
and

= fl(m1|v|2 —3)Vuidv = i/ f2(ma|v]? — 3)\/p2dv.
n20 JR3

110
e Proof of the claim: By the definition of L2, in ([2.14)), we have

(L3, fi)rz = (1— (\/ nlo\/ f2,€2z Yoz — (f1,e1i)r ) (f1,e1i)r2m20
2<1<4
+(1-w) (\/ Z:O (f2,e25)r2 — (f1,e15)L ) (f1,e15)L2n20

=1 + Is.
Similarly,

(L 217f2>L2 - m1(1— ( /120 / fl,elz — (f2,€2i)L ><f2=€21>L2n10
2<i<4 110
+ Z—;(l —w) <1/Z_j2<f17615>L3 — (fo,ea5) L, > <f27625>L2n10

By an explicit computation, we have

2
I + I3 = —(1 = 0)nao Z ( [T [T <f27e2z>L <f17€1i>L5)
2<i<4 20 V M2

(3.3)
1 1 2
= —(1 — 5)7’)@171107120 —/ fQ’U\/EdU - —/ flv\/Edv S O,
n20 Jr3 nio Jrs
and
(3.4)

2
n
L+ 1y =—(1—w)n (\/ n;z (f2,€25)L2 — <f1,€15>L3)

nion 1 1 2
= —(1-w)— (— / Fa(malv]* = 3)/fadv — — / f1(m1|v|2—3)x/_u1dv>
n20 JR3 ni1o Jrs

<0.
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which proves the claim of this step.
(Step 2:) To estimate the gap of the macroscopic projection (Pi, P;) with P, we compute
the following term:

|(Pr, P2)(f1, f2) — P(f1, f2)||2L§,U'

We note that the element of (Py, P2)(f1, f2) can be written as the linear combination of the
following 10-dimensional basis:

{(\//1'_17 0)7 (07 \/E)v (U\/E, 0)7 (07 U\//T2)7 (|U|2\//1'_17 O) ) (07 |’U|2\/p,_2)}
so that (Pp, Po)P = P. Therefore,
I(Pr, Po)(fr, f2) = P(fr, )72, = II(Pr Po)(fu, f)llZ = IP(frs fo)llZ -

Since we have

/RS | Py fel 2dv = i </ fk\/u_kdv> + = (/ fkv\/_dv>

= ([ simdor —3>de) |

67%0

and

1 S| 2
[optba = ([ pvima) 4 ([ gy

2
1
( . flmlvw/uldv—i—/g fgmng/ugdv>
IR IR

minio + Mmango

1 2 / 2 >2
_— mi|v|* —3 dv + ma|v|® — 3 dv |
o ([ S = 3)vado+ [ fomlof - 3) 7
which follows directly from explicit computations, we can write
I(Pufrs Pofo)llZe = I1P(fr, fo)llfe | = I + 115,

x,v

where

2
IIl minio (/ flmlv\/_dv) + maonoo (/ f2m2v\/_dv)

1 2
. - d d
(3.5) 1710+ TaTi0 ((/Rs fimivy/pado + /}R3 formav\/pi2 v) )

1 maon2o minio :|
= mivy/pdv — | ——— mav~/hadv
minio + Manzo [ V' minio fl ! \ manag f2 2
(3.6)

I, = r— (/ fi(my|v)? — 3)\/_dv> + (/ f2(ma|v)? — 3)\/_dv>

6”20

2
2 2
m <(/ f(malo]* = 3) ,/—dv+/ f(malv> = 3) @dv) )

2

1 nzo/ 2 nlo/ , }
Jido — [T I
6n10+6n20 |:\/n>10 Sulmalol” = 3)indv n20 JR3 fa(malv] )\/N_2 V



BGK MODEL FOR MULTI-COMPONENT GASES NEAR A GLOBAL MAXWELLIAN 19

(Step 3:) In this step, we compare (L%Q,flﬁgv + <L§1,fg>L§ with [[(Pr, P2)(f1, f2) —
P(f1, f2)||32  computed in (Step 1) and (Step 2), respectively. We claim that

(Lf2, f1>L§,v + <L§17f2>L§,v < —min{(1-9), (1 —w)} (n1o + n20)

3.7
o x (1P Po) (1 )3, = IP( )2, ) -

which is equivalent to

1 1

. 11 1) < — -
(3.8) (n1o +noo) (I + 112) < max{l—&’l—w

} (I + I3) + (1o + Lb)],

where I; (i = 1,2,3,4) are defined in Step 1, and II; (i = 1,2) are defined in (33) and (B.6]).
We first compare Iy with Is + I4. Multiplying (n1g 4+ nao) on (3.6]) yields

(n10+n20)~”2=%[ 120 fl(m1|v|2—3)\/_dv—\/ 10/ fa2(malv]? —3)\/_dv ,

n10
which is equal to — = (I + 1) by @B.4):
1
(39) (nl() + 77/2())][2 = —E(IQ + 14)

Secondly, we compare I1; with I; + I3. We multiply (n10 + n20) on (3.3)

n1o + N2o mMan2o minio
nig + nog)ll; = [ fimivy/pidv — / famav/1 dv]
( ) minio +mango |\ minio Jrs \/ manag

1 [ 2120 flmlv\/_dv— Mo fgmg’U\/—d’U]

T me minio mMan2g

where we used the assumption my > mo. From B3], we compute

2
1 1
—mao(Iy + I3) = (1 — §)mimanionag (—/ fovy/padv — —/ flv\/ﬂldv)
n20 Jgr3 nio Jrs
which means that

1
(3.10) (’n10 + nzo)Ifl < _m(jl + Ig).

Combining the estimates ([3.9) and (B10) yields the desired estimate (B.8]).
(Step 4:) Finally, we go back to the estimate ([2]). Applying 1) on (B2)) yields

(L(f1, f2), (f1, f2)) 2, < (1o + na2o) (||(P17P2)(f17f2)||%§,v - ||(f17f2)||%g,v)
— min {(1 - 5), (1= )} (m10 +n20) (P, B)(frs f2) 3, — IPCAL )32 )
So that,
(L(f1, f2), (1, f2)) 1z,

n10 + N20

< =l F2)N72 |+ max{s, w}H(Pr, Po)(f1, f)l1Z2
+min{(1 = 0), (1 = w)} [P(f1, f2)72
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Finally, by splitting 1 = max{d,w}+min{(1 — §), (1 — w)} on the coefficient of ||(f1, f2)||2,
we conclude that

(L(f1, f2), (f1, f2)) 12 —(n1o + n20)(max{6’w}”(l ~Pul= R, f2)”2L§’v
Fmin{(1-8). (-} |- P f)l% )

Lemma 3.1. The kernel of the linear operator L satisfies

KerL = Span{(\/ﬂ_lv 0), (0, \//72)7
(mavy/pr, mavy/z), ((mafo]? = 3) /i, (mefo]? — 3)/u2) }-

Proof. We prove the following equivalence condition.

<L(f17f2)a(f17f2)>Liyu =0 <~ L(fl;f2):0

(«=) This is trivial.

(=) By Proposition 3.1 (L(f1, f2), (f1, f2))rz , = 0 implies (f1, f2) = P(f1, f2). Now it is

enough to show that L(P(f1, f2)) = 0. By direct computation,

L(P(f1, f2)) = (n1o + n20)((P1, P2)(P(f1, f2)) — P(f1, f2))
+ (L3 (Pf) + L3, (Pf)).

The first term is equal to 0 since (P, P2)P = P. From (Step 1) of Proposition B.Il we can
observe that A; = Ay = 0 implies L3, = L3, = 0 where

" no / frovimdo = _/ fropade
Ay = [ bl =)o = —— [ falmalof = 3)

n1o

Thus we want to prove that A1 = A> = 0 when (f1, f2) = P(f1, f2) = 221 <j<6((f1: f2), Ek) 2 By
From the orthogonality of the basis E} with v;\/p1,

Ay

nlo/R Z ((f1, f2), Ek>L2Ek} \/_dv——/]R Z (1, f2), Ek>L2Ek} vi/liadv

n
1<k<6 20 1<k<6

= ((f1, f2), Bit2) L2 <L/ E} oviy/pidy — — i2+2vi\/u_2dv> ,
R3 R3

nio 20

for i = 1,2,3. By definition of E; 2, we have

((f1, f2); Eit2) 2 (
ni1o R3

A =
Vminig + manag

1
mlvfuldv - mgv?ugdv) =0.
20 JRr3
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Similarly, we compute

A2 = o /Rs > [((f1, f2), Br) 12 Ei] (malv]* = 3)y/piadv

n
10 1<k<6

1
_—/ Z [{(f1, f2), Bx) 12 ER] (ma|v]® — 3)y/izdv
20 JR? | 52
((f1,f2), E6)r2 ( 1 / ) ) 1 , , )
= | — ma|v|* — 3 dy — — molvl2 — 3 dv
e Ty \rtrg Jaa (P10 =3V mdv = 2o | (mafol” = 3)°pa

where we used
/ (mg|v)? = 3)%pidv = / (mZ|v]|* — 6m;|v|* + 9)pidv = 6n4p.
R3 R3

Thus, L?,(Pf) = L3,(Pf) = 0. Therefore, we conclude that L(P(f1,f2)) = 0 and the
kernel of L is spanned by the basis of P. This completes the proof. g

Remark 3.2. Note that in the extreme cases § = 1 or w = 1, we have
efFord=1land0<w<1

KerL = span{(y/p1,0), (0, /r2), (v4/11,0), (0, vy/12)
((mafo]® = 3)y/p1, (malv]? = 3)\/i2) }.
eFor0<f{<landw=1
KerL = span{(y/1t1,0), (0, v/12), (mivy/p1, mavy/H2),
([olvE,0), (0, vf* Virz) }-
e foro=w=1
KerL = span{(y/p1,0), (0, /r2), (v4/11,0), (0, vy/12)
(lo*v/a,0) , (0, [vl* VVizz) }-

However, since § = 1 or w = 1 corresponds respectively to the cases where no interchange
of momentum or temperature occurs. We exclude the cases in the paper sequel.

4. LOCAL EXISTENCE

In this section, we prove the local-in-time existence of the mixture BGK model. We start
with estimates of the macroscopic fields.

4.1. Estimate of the macroscopic fields.

Lemma 4.1. For sufficiently small E(t), there exists a positive constant C' > 0, such that
(1) [nro(z, ) = nio| < CVE(D),
(2) [Uigo(, )] < OVE),
(3) | Tijo (. t) = 1| < CVE(),

fork=1,2 and (i,7) = (1,2) or (2,1).
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Proof. We recall the estimates for the mono-species macroscopic fields in [71]:

|n;€9(;v,t) —nk0|, |Uk9(x,t)|, |Tk9($,t) — 1| < C\/S(t).
Therefore, from the definition of U1ag, Us1g, T12¢, and T in 23]), we have

|U12g| < 0|Urg] + (1 — 0)|Uzg| < C/E(R),
Uniol < TL(1 = 8)|Uns] + (1 S 6)) Uss| < CVED,
mo ma

|Ti20] = w|Thg| + (1 — w)|Tag| + 7|Usg — Ug|* < CVE(t) + CE(2),

and
[To10] = (1 — w)|The| + w|Toe| + (%ml(l —9) (:—:(5 -1)+1+ 5) — 7) |Usp — Usgl?
< CVE() + CE®),
for sufficiently small £(t). O

Lemma 4.2. For|a| > 1 and sufficiently small E(t), there exists a positive constant Co > 0,
such that

(1) [0%nko (2, t)| < Call0* fillL2,
(2) 0°Usjo (@, )| < Ca D> 0™ fll 3,

o1 <l
(3) 10°Tijo(z,0)| < Ca D 0™ fillez +Ca D 0% (f1. f)lZ2
jor <l s <o

for k=1,2 and (i,5) = (1,2) or (2,1).
Proof. We recall [23)) and use the following estimates from [71]:
@41)  19%mme(@ ), [0°Uke(@, )], [0°Tho(w,8)] < Ca >0 fellea (k=1,2),
|| <|ex]
to get
0% Utzo| < 610°Unol + (1 = 9)|0°Usg| < Ca Y 110 (1, f2) 22

jon [<lal
m m
0ol < (1= 90l + (1= (1 -9)) [0°Vasl < C 3 10 (s ol
2 2 ja1]<lal
and
|8QT129| = w|8aT19| + (1 — w)|8°‘T29| + 78“|U29 — U19|2,
|8aT219| = (1 — w)|6aT19| + w|6"‘T29|
my

+ (lml(l —4) (—(5 —1)+1+ 5) - w) 9°(Usp — Uno|*.

3 mao
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Then by Young’s inequality and using (@1)2, we have
0°|Usg — Urol> = > 20" (Uzg — Usg) - 0°*(Uzg — Unp)

a1 tas=a

<Co Y 0% (1, )7,

lar|<|e|

which gives desired result. |

4.2. Estimate of the nonlinear term. We now consider the estimates of nonlinear per-
turbation T

Lemma 4.3. There exist non-negative integer X, v, &, and general polynomial Py, satisfying

Pim(n19, n2g, Urg, Usg, Th9, T2g, v — Uijp)

{V%H o Hao)Mig (0)}im = M ()
5 ’ A 3 J ?
o ”10”59Tij0
where Py (1, ,&n) = Zk akxlfl e xﬁ” and the indices ki,--- , k, are non-negative inte-

ger, ij =12 orij =21, and 1 < I,m < 10.

Proof. The estimates of M12(6) and Ma;(0) are similar. We only consider the former case.
We compute

—1
d(n19,n19U10, G169, 120, n29U20, Gze))
d(n1g, Uig, Trg, 129, Usg, Tog)

x v("191U197T191n297U291T29)M12(6‘)'

V(H,y Hag)M12(0) = <

Then, as in ([29]), we have
Jg 0
V(HlﬂxH%)Mu(o) = 0 J2—91 X V(n197U19,T197n297U29,T29)M12(9)
_ [ Jw V(n16,U10,T19)Mi2(0) ]
T35V (n2g Usg Tog) Mi2(6)

Applying the same process once more time, we get
Jg 0
V%Hle,Hze)Mu(e) = |: 60 J2701 ]

Ji'Vv Mi2(0)
X Vin " 10 (n16,U10,T10)7 ¥ 12 7
(110U Tio mzaUao Tao) [ T0'V (n20,Uz0 T20) M12(6)
where the second line on the R.H.S. is equal to
v(nwwa,Tw) (J1191v(n191U197T19)M12(9)) v(nw,UwyTw) (J2}1v(n297U291T29)M12(9)) ] )
V(n297U29,T29) J19 v(n19,U197T19)M12(9)) v(n29,U297T29) ‘]20 V(n297U29,T29)M12(9))

Thus we get

T; T;
2 11 12
V(Hle H29)M12( ) [ T21 T22 :| ’

where

Tij = Jiglv(me, Usio,Ti0) (JJO v("]97 Ujo,T, M12( ))
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for 4,5 = 1,2. Each T;; is a 5 x 5 matrix. For simplicity, we only consider the (1,1) and
(1,2) components of V%Hw H29)M12(9). We can treat other components similarly. Recall

that the first row of Ji" is (1,0,0,0,0), so that
9 OMis(0) 0
{V?Hw,Hze)Ml?(e)}ll = —

Onig Onig  Onig
Now we consider the (1,2) component of V%Hlesze)Mlg(e) which is inner product of the first
row of J;,' whichis (1,0,0,0,0), and the second column ofV(nmUw1T19){erlv(nw1U197T19)M12(9)}.
Thus, we only need (1,2) component of V(nw,Uw’Tw){Jl_elv(nw7U197T19)M12(9)}:

(Vi oy M12(0) 112 = [V .10 {16 Vimotie. 1) Mi2(0)}] 1

(4.2) e
— 8Tlg [J191v(n191U19,T19)M12(9):|2'

The second component of [erlv(nw1U197T19)M12(9)] is equal to the inner product of the
second row of J;,' and V(n16.U10,T16)M12(0):

_ Uiy 1
[‘]lelv(nw,Ule,Tw)Mu(eﬂ 9 = < _1’ —,0,0, O> ) v(n197U197T19)M12(9)
_ UigoMi2(0) | 1 OMi2(0)

Nie mN16

L Mia(0)) =0

nie

nig  Onig nig  OUrie
Substituting this into (£2) gives

0 Ui1p OM (0 1 OMis(0
(Vs 120 Mi2 () 112 = (_ 10 IMia(6) | 1 M >)

Onig nig  Onig nig  OUig
_ Ui (9./\/112(9) _ Ui1g 62./\/112(6‘) _ L (9./\/112(9) i 62./\/112(6‘)
n%e 8711(.) 160 871%9 n%e 8U119 160 8n198U119'
Then, from Lemma 24 (1) and (2), we have
Uiie
(Vi 12 Mi2(0) 112 = s, Ma2(6)
1 v — Ujgg ( 31 mll'U_U129|2>)
+—(dmi——— - 29Uz - U —= + Mi2(0).
nig ( Y T (U2 = Uho) 2T120 2T, 12(6)
We observe that (1,2) component of V%Hm H%)Mlg(@) is expressed in the form presented
in this lemma. 0

We are now ready to estimate the nonlinear terms. The intra-species part is established
in [71]:

Lemma 4.4. [71] For sufficiently small E(t), we have the following inequality for k =1, 2.
OSTw( )z <C S 10™ fullua 9% il za gl oo

[ar|+|az[<|a

So we focus on the inter-species part.

Lemma 4.5. Let N > 3 and |a| + |8] < N. For sufficiently small E(t), we have
(08T )2 <C Y 110" (fr, Sl 21082 (frs f2) 2 gl o,

[ |+]az|<|ef

for (i,7) = (1,2) or (2,1).
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Proof. We only consider the I'15 since the estimate of I'yq is similar. Therefore, we focus on
the estimates of the nonlinear terms Iy and I's;. For convenience, we divide I'15 into three
parts:

T2 =T124 + T2 + Toc,
where

Ii2a = (n2 —n20)(PLf1 — f1),

1 1
Top = nz\/—ﬂ_l/o MY, (0)(1 — 6)de,

= —nlo m i — €1i)712 | €14
Tiac = (02 = )| (1 ) by (22 2 oo = (o) e
+(1-w) <\/ o (fase2s)p2 — <f17€15>L%> 615]-
n20

We first write I'12p5 in a concise form before we delve into the estimate. For this, compute
applying the chain rule twice on Mj;:
M;(0)
_ i <dn91 dMU + d(nglUgl) d./\/lw + dG91 dMU
do db dngl do d(nalUgl) do dGel
dTLgQ dMU d(n92U92> dMU dG92 d./\/llj
do d?’ng do d(nggUgg) do dGeg >

= (n1 — n10,n1U1, G1,m2 — nag, n2Us, Go) {V2 Mij(o)}

(n16,m10U160,G10,n20,m20U260,G20)

X (n1 —nio,n1U1, G1, ng — ngg, nals, G2).
Therefore, if we define
(4.3) Hy, = (ng, ni Uy, Gi), and  Hyo = (nko, nroUro, Gro),

we can rewrite I'1op as
n2

Vv H1
1

x / {V%Hle,Hze)Mij(e)} (1 —=0)do(H1 — Hio, Hz — Hzo).
0

T = (Hy — Hio, Hy — Hao)"

Now we estimate each part of I'yo.
o Estimate of I'1o4: We take a derivative 82‘ on I'io4:

0§T10a = Y Cay0™ (ng —n20)05*(PLf1 — f1).

a1 tas=«

From (2.12), we have
(4.4) 0%(n2 —n2o) < Cl0 f2| 2.

For an estimate of the macroscopic projection P fi, since dgei; has an exponential decay,
we get

108 P11l = 190510 fill 2 < Cll0° frll L2
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Thus we have

(4.5) O3 (PLfr = 1), )22 < C (10° fulla + 108 fullez) gl -
Combining (£4) and [@.3H), we obtain
O5Ti2asghiz <C 3 10" fallaz (10° fullez + 1052 filz2) ez

[a1|+]oz|+]|BI<N

o Estimate of I'j5-: We take a derivative 85‘ on I'1ac:

05T120 = Z Co, 0% (N2 — n20)

a1tas=a

[nio [m
X 1-946 — —8a2,i2—8a2,i28 3
[( )2;4( n2g m2< friexidig = (0% N1, en >L”> o
110 / yas as
+(1-w) (\/ p— (0% fa, €25) 12 — (O f1,615>Lg) 35615]-

Since each e1; and es; has exponential decay for ¢ =1, -+ ,5, we can have
(4.6) (0% f1,e1i)rz < Cl0* fil L2, (0% fa, e2i)p2 < Cll0% fal| 2,
and

(4.7) (Operi,g)r2 < Cllgllrz (Ope2i, g)r2 < Cllgll L.

Thus by using (£4), 6], and @), we get
(05T120,9)12 < C Z 107 fall 2 1072 (f1, f2)ll 2 [l gl 2-

a1 [+]az|<|c]
e Estimate of I'155: Taking Bg‘ on I'1op gives

05T 128 = Z Ca,0%°n20°* (Hy — Hio, Hy — Ha)”
> ai=a

! 1
X /0 95* {ﬁvﬁHle,Hw)Mm(@)} (1 =0)d80** (H1 — Hao, Hz — Hap).

By the definition of Hy in (£3), applying (Z71) yields

9% (Hy, — Hyo) = 0% (nk — nio, Uk, Gr) = ((0% frr eni)pz, -+ (0% i, ers)r2)
for k =1,2. Thus we have
(4.9) |0 (Hy, — Hro)| < C||0° fil 2

(4.8)

For notational simplicity, we set

1
o 1 s
Aim = /o 95 {MV(HWHZG)MH(@)}WL (1—6)do.
Then by Lemma A3, we can write it as
1
1 m ) 7U ,U 71_' 71_' , U — U
(4.10) Apy = / 05 P (1110, 1120 16; 20 519 20,V 120)
0 VI YTy

./\/112(9)} (1 —6)de.
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By the product rule, we have

9o {le(nw,nw, Uis,Uzg, Thg, T2, v — Ui2g) }
B

A U 13
nignge L’

126

=Co Y, {le(aalnw, 90%nag, 0**Urg, 0% Uzg, 0*° T19, 0 T2g, 05" (v — Ui29))
S ai=a

x 0% - 3 }
ngnig Tra
If |o;| < N — 2, then by Sobolev embedding H? CC L* and Lemma 2 we have
0% (2, )] + [0%Uo(z, )| + |0 Tho (x, £)| < Cl0% ficllrz < VE@).

Since N > 3, there is at most one «; that exceeds N — 2. Thus, for sufficiently small £(t),
we have

9o {le(nw,nw, Uis,Uzg, Thg, T2, v — Ui2g)
B A 13
n1gN59T1o9

} < CVEM™ fll 2 Pim (v).

Substituting it in (AI0) yields

v—Upg|?  may|v|?
A < CVE)0 f|| 12 Prim (v)0F exp <_| 126/ I 1|v] )

9 Ti20 4
my

Similarly, the derivative of the exponential part can be bounded as follows:

v—Uil?  mil|v)?
J5 exp <—| 120] + 1 |>

9 Ti26 4
my

9Ti26 4
m

v— U2 mqlv]?
< CVE)|0° £l 2 Pim (v) exp (_I 120°  maf] )

By Lemma [41] (3), a sufficiently small £(¢) guarantees Ti29 < 3/2, so that
2m1|v — U129|2 + m1|v|2>

(Aitm,g)r2 <C HP(U) exp (—

. )| el

4.11 ma|v — 4Uq2¢|?

( ) <C HP(U) exp (—% + 2m1|U129|2> ||gHL3
L3

< Cllgllzz,

where we used ¢2™1U120* < ¢ for sufficiently small £(t). Substituting #3) and @II) on
(A1) gives the desired result. O

4.3. Local existence. In this part, we prove the existence of a local-in-time classical solu-
tion of the mixture BGK model (1.

Theorem 4.6. Let F1g = p1 + J/u1fio = 0 and Fog = po + /zfoo > 0. There exists
T, > 0 and My > 0 such that if £(0) < %, then there exists a unique local-in-time solution
(Fy, Fy) of (L) such that

(1) The distribution functions Fy(z,v,t) and Fy(z,v,t) are non-negative.



28 GI-CHAN BAE, CHRISTIAN KLINGENBERG, MARLIES PIRNER, AND SEOK-BAE YUN

(2) The high-order energy E(t) is uniformly bounded:

sup E(t) < M.
0<t<T.

(3) The high-order energy is continuous in t € [0,T%).
(4) The conservation laws ZIT) hold for all t € [0,T%).

Proof. We define an iteration of the mixture BGK model (.1 as follows:
W v Vo PP = ny (F]) (M1 (FT) — F)

+ o (F) (Muz(FT', F3) — FT'HY,
OFy T + v VPt = ng(F3) (Moo (Fy) — Fy )

+ o (F) (Mo (FT F3) — Fy ),

and F"M(2,v,0) = Fio(z,v) and Fy™'(z,v,0) = Fy(x,v) for all n > 0. We start the
iteration with F{(z,v,t) = Fio(z,v) and FY(z,v,t) = Fy(x,v).

We split F' = p1 ++/p1f1, and F3' = ps +/pa f3 for all n € N and use the linearization
of the Maxwellian given in Proposition 2. and Lemma to get

Oufitt v Va I = (mo +mao) (PUT = FI70) + Lha(f £5) + T (1) + Daz(f £5),
Of3 ™ 0 Vo f3 T = (n1o + noo)(Pafs — f37) + Ly (', £3) + T2 (f3) + Taa (f1 f3)-

Then the local existence can be constructed by the standard argument as in [39]. The key
ingredient is the uniform control of the high-order energy norm in each iteration step. So
we only prove the following auxiliary lemma below. O

Lemma 4.7. Let £(0) < 22, Then there exists T, > 0 and My > 0 such that E(f™(t)) < My
for alln >0 and t € [0,T].

Proof. We take 03 on each side of ([2.13) and (2.13)):
aaatfnJrl +v-Va aﬁ fn+1 Zanrk n+l _ (nlO + n20)(aﬁplaaf1 aﬁ fn+1)

+ 0§ L3, (f1 f3) + 05T (fT) + 05T1a (1, f3),

and
atfn-l-l +u- V aB fn—i-l + Zaaik gz—i-l (nlO + n20)(aﬁp2aaf2 aﬁ fn-i-l)

+O§L3, (f1. f3) + 05T a(f3) + 05 Tan (1. f3),

where ky = (1,0,0), k2 = (0,1,0), k3 = (0,0,1), and k1 = (0,1,0,0), ka = (0,0,1,0),
ks = (0,0,0,1). We then take the inner product with o "H.

w

1d
2 dt

(4-12) <3ﬁplaaf1 73/3fn+1>L§ » <3/3L§2(f1 af2) 33fn+1>

+ (08T (1), 08 F1 Y 12, + (05T (ST, £5), 05 [T )z
L4 DL+ I+ L+

— 08 72+ (no +moo)|OF /1 72 = —Z A RN S Ha V7Y
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Applying the Holder inequality on I, we have
3

I = Z<aa+{; T og A e

z,
=1

ki
< Z 105 fr e N0 7 ez,
=1

< Y oA,

la|+|BI<N
Since Jgeq; and Ogeg; have exponential decay,
105 P10 'l 22, < Callo* 'Lz,
Thus Young’s inequality implies

= (DsPi0° f1,08 1 )2, < CallO™ AR+ CIOB A

To estimate I3, we take 9F on L2,:

95 LTy (f1, f2) = nao [(1 -8 > <\/ %2“%@“&&20% - <3af1a61i>Lg) dger
2<i<4

+(1—-w) ( 710 (e fasea5)r2 = (0% f1,e15)1 ) 5[3615]

n20
and apply the Holder inequality:

= (5 Lo (f1 ), 05 F1 ez, SC/TB (10 3 llz2 + CllO* f'll 12 ) 105 £ | 12 dew
< OO (7 f)llez N0 7 ee -

Since I and I5 are similar, we only consider I5. Applying Lemma 5 we have
b= O5Te( ).05 1 e, <0 3 [ e )l

loa |+ | <] |
< (0% (f1 S5 2108 77 | 2 dev.

Without loss of generality, we assume that |a;| < |az|. Then the Sobolev embedding
H? cc L™ implies

Is = (05T 12(f1, 2, aﬁfn+1>

2
> ||5“1(ff7f§’)||Lgm> 198 £+ 2.

e |<e]
Combining the estimate from I, to I5, and taking °, ;5 <y on @I2), we have

1 n n
5 Z a”aﬁf le||L§YU+(7”L10+TL20) Z 105 f1 +1||L§m

(4.13) lal+]8I<N lal+]8I<N

< OE™M(t) + CE™TL(t) + C\/EM (t)\/EnTL(t) + CE™(1)\/EMHL(1).

Similarly,

1 d (6% n n
3 Z EII(% f3 “Ilig,v + Z (n10 + 120)[|05 f3 +1||L§,v
(4.14) lal+|BI<N lal+|BI<N

< OE™M(t) + CE™TL(t) + C\/EM(t)\/EnTL(t) + CE™(1)\/EMFL(1).
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Combining [@I3) and [@I4) yields
1d
5n+1( ) + (n10 + n20)gn+1(t) < O(‘:n(t) + anJrl(t)

2dt
+ C\/ENDETFL(R) + CE™M(t)\/EF(2).

We integrate in time to get
5n+1(t) < gnJrl(O)

+ / t (05”(5) O™ (s) + CVEND)VETL(L) + CEM1) gn+1(t)) ds.
0

We now apply an induction argument. We have £°(0) < % from the assumption. Assume
we have

(4.15)

sup E"(t) < Mo, E"TH(0) < Mo/2.
0<t<T.

Then, from (I5), we see that

My
sup E"THt) < — + CT.My+ CT, sup E"T'(¢)
0<t<T. 0<t<T.

+ CT/ M, sup EMH1(t) + CT My | sup Enti(t
\/ 0<t<T, \/ o<t<T.

By using Young’s inequality, we have

M,
(1-3CT.) sup EMY(t) < =24 20T. My + CT, M.
0<t<T, 2
Therefore, for sufficiently small T}, and My > 0, we can derive

sup E"TH(t) < My.
0<t<T.

This completes the proof. 0
5. COERCIVITY ESTIMATE

We write the macroscopic part P(f1, f2) of the distribution function (f1, f2) as
P(flva) = al(xvt) (V/leo) + CLQ(.I,t) (07 V IUQ) + b(xvt) v (ml\/:ulamQ\/ IUQ)
+ c(z, t)[o]* (may/pa, may/i2)

where
ar(x,t) = niko/ Sr/pedv
o W</ fi(ma|v]* = 3) \/_dv+/ fa(ma|v|? —3)\/_dv>,
b(x,t) = e ——E— (/R'f fimivy/pidv + /}R3 fgmg’l)\/u_zd’l}> ,
clat) = g ( [, sl =3)viwdo+ [ pmafof - 3>m—2dv) ,

for £k = 1,2. We substitute
(f1, f2) = (I = P)(f1, f2) + P(f1, f2),
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into (3] to get
{0 +v -V} P(f1, f2) = {0 +v- Vo = LY = P)(f1, f2)

+ (T (f1) + Ti2(f1, f2), P22 (f2) + Tai(f1, f2))-
We write L.H.S. of (5.2)) in the following form:

(5.2)

{ (Opar + v - Vgar) (v/111,0) + (Oraz + v - Vzaz) (0, /p2)

+ v - Oib(miv/fir, may/liz) + Z 0;0;(0g,bj + Op, bi) (m1/i1, may/112)

1<i<j<3

3 Db+ 000 (ma R, ma /) + o]0 - Vel V. mm}

1<i<3

as a linear expansion with respect to the following 17 basis:

{(Vi1,0), (0, /p2), v(v/h1, 0), v(0, v/ 12),
vivj (ma /i, mav/piz), vlof? (ma/in, me/1iz) 3

Therefore, comparing both sides of (5.2]), we obtain the following system:

(5.3)

0ray = la1 + ha1,
Oraz = la2 + ha2,
Op; a1 + m10sb; = lp1i + hps,
Op; a2 + ma0ib; = lp2i + hp2,
Oz, bj + Op,bi = lppi + howi, (1 # 7)
0z;bi + Orc = lpei + hocis
Op,c = lei + hes,

31

where (la1, la2, lb1i, (b2is lobis lbeis Lei), and (Ra1, haz, hti, Pb2i, Pobi, Pieis hei) are the coefficients

corresponding to the expansion of [ and h:

U(f1, f2) = {0 +v - Vi — LY = P)(f1, f2),
h(fi, f2) = @1(f1) + Ti2(f1, f2), To2(f2) + Ta1(f1, f2)),

with respect to (.3]). For brevity, we denote

3
I=1la1 +la2 + Z (lors + lv2i + lobi + loei + lei)
i=1
i 3
h=ha1 + haz + > (hori + hozi + hobi + huei + hei) -
i—1

Lemma 5.1. We have

/Tr3 ar(x,t)dz = /TS az(z,t)de = /TS b(z,t)dr = /Tr3 c(z, t)dz = 0.

Proof. This follows from the conservation laws ([ZI7) and the definition of a1, as, b, and ¢

in (&.I).

O
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Lemma 5.2. [39] Let 0 < |a| < N with N > 3, then we have

10%illz2 + l0%aallza + 1002 + Notcliz < 30 (10°Tlza + 0°Fllsz ) -
la|<N-1

Proof. The proof can be found in [39] page 620, Proof of Theorem 3]. We omit it. O

Lemma 5.3. For sufficiently small energy norm E(t), we have

1) > 10Uz, <C Y7 T =P (i, f)llez,

la|<N-1 la|<N
Z ||8°%||L§’v <CvM Z 10%(fr, f2)llzz ,
la|<N la|<N

Proof. (1) The proof can be found in [39, page 616, Lemma 7]. We omit it.
(2) Let us define {e;}17, be the orthonormal basis corresponding to the basis (5.3)). Then
we can write

17 17
e; =Y Ciej,  h(fi, ) =D (hef)r2e],
j=1 i=1
so that
> CiiCrilhie}) e,
1<i,j<17
forn=1,---,17. For the estimate of h, we compute

H/aah<f1,f2>e:dv H/a Ty (f2)(Jol* /i) do H/aarm F1. o) (ol /7)o

H [Tt 2ol Vi)

H/a Lo (f2)(Jv]*/1iz)dv

for k = 0,1,2,3. For sufficiently small £(t), by Lemmalﬂ, we have

<c

2
Le lon | +laz| <o

10 finll L2110 il 12

H [Tl i

L2

Similarly, we have from Lemma

| [ortigoletvama] <c ¥

2
Le lon[+|oz| <ex]

10 (fo, f)ll L2110 (o, fin) Il 2

)

%

for I # m. Without loss of generality, we assume that |a1| < |as| and apply the Sobolev
embedding H? CC L™ to obtain

S 0Rle, <00 S sup (07 (. fo)lles S0 0% (1. fo)les

la|<N la|<|az| €T laz|<N

< OVE() Z 10%Cfr, f2)llzz

la|<N

which gives desired result. O

’
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We are now ready to derive the full coercivity estimate. By Lemma 5.2 we have

SPGB, < Y (l0%anls + 10%as]3, + 07013, + l07cls )

la|<N la|<N

< Y (10°03; + 10°RI: ) -

lal<N-1

We then apply Lemma to get

Z 10 P(f1, f2)||%§’v

lal<N

<C Y ||(I—P)8a(f1,f2)||%§’v—|—C\/M > 10 (fr, )12 -

la|<N lal<N

Adding Z (I — P)0“(f1, f2)||32 on each side, we obtain
lo| <N
C+1

[e% 2
Z 10%(fr, f)llzz , < T_ovi

lal<N

>° 1= PYO" (i )2,

lal<N

Combining it with the estimate in Proposition Bl we derive the following full coercivity
estimate

(5.4)  (LO°(f1 f2),0°(Ju )z, < —nmin{(1—6),(1-w)} 3 [0°(fu, f2) 32 .

la|<N

when £(t) is sufficiently small.

6. GLOBAL EXISTENCE

In this section, we extend the local-in-time solution to the global one by establishing a
uniform energy estimate. Let (f1, f2) be the classical local-in-time solution constructed in
Theorem We take 9 on (ZI3) and take inner product with 9*f; in L2 ,, to have

1d

6.1) 510 fillie | = (0" Lua(f1), 0 fi)rz , + (0% Laa(fr, f2),0% Fi)pz,,

x,v

+(0%f1,0%(T'11 + T12)) e -
Similarly, we get from (210 that

d
62 FElO Rl = O L) 0 s+ 0 L ). 0% oz,

+ (0% f2,0%(L22 + T'21)) 2 -

Combining (6.1)) and ([6.2]) yields

1d
> 5l fllze, < (LO°(fr, f2), 0% (Fr f2))iz,
k=12

+(0%f1,0%(T1n + Ti2))rz | + (0% f2,0%(Ta2 + Ta1))rz -
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Then the first term of the R.H.S is controlled by the full coercivity estimate (B.4]), and the
nonlinear terms on the second line are estimated by Lemma [£.4] and Lemma

Z : : (2 dt”a‘)‘kaLQ Y +77m1n{(1 — 6), (1 —w)} ||6afk||%§,v>
la|<N k=1,2
< Coy/Enio(t) D 10%(f1, f2)l1Ze -

la|<N

For My satisfying Theorem and (B4, we define

2 : 1_52 1— 2
M— %,”mm{( )2’( w)?} . T = sup{t|Enolt) <2M} > 0.
2 4.00 teR+ ’

We restrict our initial data to satisfy the following energy bound:
Eny0(0) < M < 2M.

Once we define

n=Y S 10°ful3s .

la|<N k=1,2

then y(t) satisfies

y'(t) + 2nmin {(1 = 6), (1 — w)}y(t) < 2Coy/En, 0(t)y(?)
< mmin {(1 —4), (1 —w)}y(?).
Thus we obtain
y(t) < emmmin{(1=0),(=w)}ty () < 4(0) < M < 2M,
and which is possible only when T = co. Note that this also gives
Do O (frE), fa (D)2, < e OGN P9 (£1(0), f2(0)) 72
lo|<N la| <N

Now we consider the general case of f having momentum derivatives. Taking 9§ on (ZI3)
and (ZI3) and applying an inner product with 95 f1 and 0 f2, respectively, we have

3
||55f1||L2 A o+ 008 Ailld = =D (95T f1, 08 fi)ra

=1
+ (n10 + n2o)(0s PrO 1,08 f1) 12, + (95 LT5(f1, f2), 05 Fi) 12,

x

+ (05 (T11(f1) + T12(f1, f2)), 05 f1) L2

z,v’

2 dt
(6.3)

and
3
2dt||3/3fz||L2 L+ (o +n20)[05 fall7 == ( (0574 f2,08 f2) 12,
(6.4) =l
+ (n10 + n20)(0 Pa0° f2, 08 fa) 12, + (05 L31 (f1, f2), 0F fa) 1z,

+ (05 (T22(f2) + T21(f1, f2)), 05 f2) 2

s
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Combining ([6.3]) and (64), and applying the Holder inequality and Young’s inequality, we
can obtain

5 (3005132 + o+ 20105 0l )

k=1,2

1 o C o 2
<> Zna T, + 3 D0 10 fulEs, + CER, (),

k=1,2 i=1 k=1,2

for some positive constant e satisfying (n1g + n29)/2 > € > 0. We sum this over |f| =m+1
and multiply both sides with en,,:

€Nm d
Z Z ( D) dtHaﬁka[ﬁu+€77m(n10+’n20—26)H65fk||L2 )

|Bl=m+1 [k=1,2

m e} Cm [e%
< Y = ZZH@* Selle, 4 T 3 10 el + CER, 15 (®)

|Bl=m—+1 k=1,2 i=1 k=1,2

Combining the previous cases |5] < m, the R.H.S of the inequality can be bounded by the
energy En, g with |5] <m and En, 0. Thus, we can conclude from induction that

3
Y ( m+1dt 195 fullzz +77m+1|55fk||L2u) < Oy (8-

la|+|BI<N k=1,2

|B|<m+1
Applying the same continuity argument as to when 8 = 0, we can construct the global-in-
time classical solution. We mention that when |3] = 0, the parameter 79 depends on 1 —§
and 1 —w, and Cy = 1/2. But when |8| > 1, both C,,+1 and 7,,+1 depend on the parameter
m- That is why we cannot extract a decay rate depending explicitly on the parameter §
and w when the velocity derivatives are involved. For the uniqueness of the solution and L?
stability, we can follow the standard arguments in [38,[B39L40L[7T]. This completes the proof.
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