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Abstract

The classical solution of the 3-D radiative hydrodynamics model is studied in H
k-norm

under two different conditions, with and without heat conductivity. We have proved the
following results in both cases. First, when the H

k norm of the initial perturbation around a
constant state is sufficiently small and the integer k ≥ 2, a unique classical solution to such
Cauchy problem is shown to exist. Second, if we further assume that the L1 norm of the initial
perturbation is small too, the i-order(0 ≤ i ≤ k− 2) derivative of the solutions have the decay

rate of (1 + t)−
3
4
−

i
2 in H

2 norm. Third, from the results above we can see that for radiative
hydrodynamics, the radiation can do the same job as the heat conduction, which means if the
thermal conductivity coefficient turns to 0, because of the effect of radiation, the solvability
of the system and decay rate of the solution stay the same.

Keywords: Radiation hydrodynamics; Optimal decay rate; Spectrum analysis

1 Introduction

The key aim of studying the radiation hydrodynamics is to understand the motion of compress-
ible fluids including radiation effects. The importance of thermal radiation in physical problems
increases as the temperature is raised. At moderate temperatures, the role of the radiation is
transporting energy by radiative processes. At higher temperatures, the energy and momentum
densities of the radiation field may become dominate the corresponding fluid quantities. In this
paper, we consider a radiative hydrodynamics model of the compressible Navier-Stokes equations
coupled with an elliptic equation for radiative flux, which is used to describe the motion of viscous
and heat-conducting fluids with radiative effects. This model always can be used to simulate, for
instance, nonlinear stellar pulsation, supernova explosions and stellar winds astrophysics and so
on. The compressible radiative hydrodynamics system takes the form of





ρt + div(ρu) = 0,

(ρu)t + div(ρu⊗ u) +∇P = 2µdiv (D (u)) + µ′∇divu,

(ρE)t + div(ρuE + uP ) + divq = κ∆θ + div (2µD (u) · u+ µ′divu u) ,

−∇divq + q +∇
(
θ4
)
= 0,

(1.1)
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Here ρ, θ, vectors u, q ∈ R
3 are respectively the mass density, absolute temperature, velocity

field and radiative heat flux. Constants µ, µ′ > 0 denote coefficients of viscosity and κ > 0 is heat
conduction. For ideal polytropic gases, the specific total energy E, the pressure P and the internal
energy e are prescribed as that

E = e+ 1
2 |u|

2, P = Rρθ, e = Cvθ, (1.2)

where A > 0 and R > 0 are the specific gas constants, Cv denotes specific heat at constant volume.
The fluid is considered to be Newtonian, so D (u) takes the form as

D (u) =
1

2

(
∇u + (∇u)T

)
, (1.3)

In this paper, we consider the system (1.1)–(1.2) in space (x, t) ∈ R
3 × R

+ with initial data
that

(ρ,u, θ)(0,x) = (ρ0,u0, θ0)(x) for x ∈ R
3, (1.4)

and the far field behavior that

(ρ,u, θ)(t,x) → (ρ̄, 0, θ̄) as |x| → 0, t ≥ 0, (1.5)

without loss of generality, we set ρ̄ = θ̄ = 1 in the following paper.
Due to the importance of radiative hydrodynamics in mathematics and physics, there is a lot

of literature devoted to the mathematical theory of it. In one-dimensional case, the radiation
have a quite good effect on the system. Even if we eliminate the heat conduction and viscosity,
unlike the Cauchy problem of one-dimensional compressible Euler equation whose smooth solutions
must blow up in finite time, the Cauchy problem of system (1.1) can still guarantee a unique global
smooth solution while the initial date is sufficiently smooth and perturbation is small. The relevant
study is abundant, one can refer to Kawashima et al. [10, 11], Lin and Goudon [17] for the global
existence of classical solutions and Deng and Yang [2] for pointwise structure. About the stability
of elementary waves, one can refer to Lin et al. [18] and Lattanzio et al. [12] for the shock wave, [16]
for rarefaction wave and [24] for viscous contact wave. As for the composite of several elementary
waves, there are Fan et al. [4] about two viscous shock waves, Rohde et al. [20] about rarefaction
and contact waves, Xie [28] about viscous contact wave and rarefaction waves. With additional heat
conduction and viscosity, Hong [7] has studied the large-time behavior toward the combination of
two rarefaction waves and viscous contact wave. Under this circumstance, large initial perturbation
problem can be considered. About the relevant work, we refer to Li and Wang [15] and Zhang and
Zhao [30]. In multi-dimensional case, see [3] for the global existence of the weak entropy solution,
[25] for pointwise estimates of the global classical solutions, [8] for the asymptotic stability of
planar rarefaction wave, [23, 31] for radial symmetric classical solutions in an exterior domain and
a bounded concentric annular domain, [5, 6] for decay rates of the planar rarefaction waves. Close
to our topics, Wang and Xie [26] obtained the global existence of the classical solution and the
decay rate by energy method.

In this paper, we have three main results. First, we improve the work in [26] in which, the
global existence of the classical solution is obtained under the assumption that initial data is small
enough in Hk(k ≥ 4) and the thermal conductivity coefficient κ 6= 0. We obtain the same global
existence while k ≥ 2. Furthermore, the same results is proved for the case that κ = 0. Second,
with additional assumption that the L1-norm of the initial data is sufficiently small, we obtain the
decay rate of the solutions which is the same as that for the corresponding linear system. Such
decay rate is known as the optimal decay rate for the nonlinear system. (With further assumptions
on the initial data, we can also obtain the lower bound of the decay rate.) The method we use to
derive the optimal decay rate improves that in [19] and [14]. The strategy in [19] is not allow us
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to obtain the optimal decay rate of higher derivatives and that in [14] although enable us to derive
the optimal decay rate for higher older derivatives, we cannot get the optimal decay rate for k− 2
order derivative, when the initial data belongs to Hk(k ≥ 4). Because there is no decay in k and
k− 1 order derivatives. We overcome such difficulties by applying inductive method and treat H2

norm of the derivatives as a whole unit to obtain the decay rate of k and k − 1 order derivatives.
The reason why optimal rate for k − 2 order derivate is so important is that it is the best result
we can get because of the application of Duhamel’s principle. Third, we can see from the results
above that for radiative hydrodynamics, the radiation can do the same job as the heat conduction,
which means if the thermal conductivity coefficient turns to 0, because of the effect of radiation,
the solvability of the system and the decay rate of the solutions stay the same. We state our main
results in the following Theorems.

Theorem 1.1. If there exists a small enough constant ǫ1 > 0 such that the initial data satisfies

‖(ρ0 − 1,u0, θ0 − 1)‖H2 ≤ ǫ1,

the Cauchy problem (1.1)–(1.5) admits a unique global solution V = (ρ,u, θ, q). When κ 6= 0, the
solution V satisfies

ρ− 1 ∈ C
(
[0,∞);H2

(
R

3
))

∩ C1
(
[0,∞);H1

(
R

3
))

,

(u, θ − 1, q) ∈ C
(
[0,∞);H2

(
R

3
))

∩ C1
(
[0,∞);L2

(
R

3
))

,

∇ρ ∈ L2
(
[0,∞);H1

(
R

3
))

, ∇(u, θ), q ∈ L2
(
[0,∞);H2

(
R

3
))

and

‖(ρ− 1,u, θ− 1, q)(t)‖2H2 +
∫ t

0 ‖∇ρ(τ)‖2H1 + ‖∇(u, θ)(τ)‖2H2 + ‖q(τ)‖2H2dτ

≤ C ‖(ρ0 − 1,u0, θ0 − 1)‖2H2 .

When κ = 0, the solution V satisfies

(ρ− 1, θ − 1, q) ∈ C
(
[0,∞);H2

(
R

3
))

∩ C1
(
[0,∞);H1

(
R

3
))

,

u ∈ C
(
[0,∞);H2

(
R

3
))

∩ C1
(
[0,∞);L2

(
R

3
))

,

∇(ρ, θ) ∈ L2
(
[0,∞);H1

(
R

3
))

, ∇u, q ∈ L2
(
[0,∞);H2

(
R

3
))

and

‖(ρ− 1,u, θ− 1, q)(t)‖2H2 +
∫ t

0
‖∇(ρ, θ)(τ)‖2

H1 + ‖∇u(τ)‖2
H2 + ‖q(τ)‖2

H2dτ

≤ C ‖(ρ0 − 1,u0, θ0 − 1)‖2
H2 .

Theorem 1.2. If there exists a small enough constant ǫ2 > 0 such that the initial data satisfies

‖(ρ0 − 1,u0, θ0 − 1)‖L1∩Hk+2 ≤ ǫ2, ( for any integer k ≥ 0)

then there exists a positive constant C such that

‖∇i(ρ− 1,u0, θ − 1)(t)‖2 ≤ C(1 + t)−
3
4− i

2 ‖(ρ0 − 1,u0, θ0 − 1)‖L1∩Hi+2 (0 ≤ i ≤ k),

‖∇jq‖ ≤ C‖∇j+1θ‖ (0 ≤ j ≤ k + 1), for any t ≥ 0.
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Theorem 1.3. If there exists a small enough constant ǫ3 > 0 such that the initial data satisfies

‖(ρ0 − 1,u0, θ0 − 1)‖L1∩Hk ≤ ǫ3, ( for any integer k ≥ 2)

C′‖ρ0 − 1‖2L1 − c′0‖(u0, θ0 − 1)‖2L1 > Cǫ23

where constants C′ and c′ shall be determined in Proposition 3.7. Then there exist two positive
constants a′1, a

′
2 such that the solutions (ρ,u, θ, q) satisfy

a′1(1 + t)−
3
4 ≤ ‖(ρ− 1,u, θ − 1, divq)(t)‖ ≤ a′2(1 + t)−

3
4 , for any t ≥ 0.

In this paper, due to the complexity of the model, we can not get an explicit expression of
Green’s function for the semigroup of linearized system, which makes it difficult to analyze the
spectral and establish the optimal time decay rates. In order to overcome this difficult, according
to [13], we have to analyze and decompose carefully the semigroup of the corresponding linearized
system in order to deal with the system (1.1). To this end, we first analyze the property of etA(ξ)

at both lower frequency and higher frequency respectively. And on that basis, then we analyze the
asymptotical expansions of λi, Pi(i = 1, 2, 3, 4) and etA(ξ) for both lower and higher frequencies,
which plays a very important role in our later analysis.

The rest of this paper is arranged as follows. We obtain the global existence of the classical
solutions to 3-D radiative hydrodynamics in section 2. In section 3, we shall perform the spectral
analysis on the linearized system. Finally, the optimal decay rate of the nonlinear system will be
derived in section 4.

Notation. For notational simplicity, throughout this paper, Lq(R3)(1 ≤ q ≤ ∞) stands for the
usual Lebesgue space on R

3 with norm ‖ · ‖Lq and Hk(R3)(k ∈ N) the usual Sobolev space in the
L2 sense with norm ‖ · ‖k. For simplicity, we introduce ‖ · ‖ = ‖ · ‖L2(R3), ‖( · , · , · )‖Lq(R3) =
‖ ·‖Lq(R3)+‖ ·‖Lq(R3)+‖ ·‖Lq(R3) and |||·||| = ‖ ·‖L∞(R3). The inner-product in L2(R3) is denoted by
〈 , 〉. We denote by C(I;Hp(R3)) the space of continuous functions on the interval I with values
in Hp(R3) and L2(I;Hp(R3)) the space of L2-functions on I with values in Hp(R3). We introduce
A . B if A ≤ CB holds uniformly for some positive constant C and similarly for A & B.

2 Global existence

2.1 Reformulation of the problem

We assume that the equilibrium state of the radiation hydrodynamic model (1.1) is trivial,
taking the form of that

ρ̄ = 1, ū = 0, θ̄ = 1, q̄ = 0. (2.1)

Let n = ρ− 1, m = θ − 1. Then [n,u,m, q] satisfies that





nt + divu = S1,

ut +R∇n+R∇m− µ∆u − (µ+ µ′)∇divu = S2,

Cvmt +Rdivu+ divq − κ∆m = S3,

− 1

4
∇divq +

1

4
q +∇m = S4,

(2.2)
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where 



S1 =−ndivu− u · ∇n,

S2 = − u · ∇u− n

n+ 1
[µ∆u+ (µ+ µ′)∇divu] +R

(
1− m+ 1

n + 1

)
∇n,

S3 =− Cvu · ∇m−Rmdivu− κ
n

n+ 1
∆m+

2µ

n+ 1
D(u) : D(u)+

µ′

n+ 1
(divu)

2
+

n

n+ 1
divq,

S4 =− 3

2
∇(m2)−∇(m3)− 1

4
∇(m4).

(2.3)

The corresponding initial data is given by that

(n,u,m)(0,x) = (n0,u0,m0)(x) for x ∈ R
3. (2.4)

We need to derive the a priori estimates of the solutions (n,u,m, q) ∈ X(0, T ;N) (T > 0,
N > 0) to the initial boundary value problem (2.2)–(2.4). Here we define the sets

X1(t1, t2;N) :=
{
(n,u,m, q)

∣∣∣ E1(t1, t2) ≤ N2; n ∈ C
(
[0,∞);H2

(
R

3
))

∩C1
(
[0,∞);H1

(
R

3
))

,

(u,m, q) ∈ C
(
[0,∞);H2

(
R

3
))

∩ C1
(
[0,∞);L2

(
R

3
))

,

∇n ∈ L2
(
[0,∞);H1

(
R

3
))

, ∇(u,m), q ∈ L2
(
[0,∞);H2

(
R

3
)) }

,

X2(t1, t2;N) :=
{
(n,u,m, q)

∣∣∣ E2(t1, t2) ≤ N2; u ∈ C
(
[0,∞);H2

(
R

3
))

∩ C1
(
[0,∞);L2

(
R

3
))

,

(n,m, q) ∈ C
(
[0,∞);H2

(
R

3
))

∩ C1
(
[0,∞);L2

(
R

3
))

,

∇(n,m) ∈ L2
(
[0,∞);H1

(
R

3
))

, ∇u, q ∈ L2
(
[0,∞);H2

(
R

3
)) }

,

for constants N , t1, and t2 (t1 ≤ t2), where

E1(t1, t2) := sup
t∈[t1,t2]

‖(n,u,m, q)(t)‖22 +
∫ t2

t1

(
‖∇n(τ)‖21 + ‖∇(u,m)(τ)‖22 + ‖q(τ)‖22

)
ds,

E2(t1, t2) := sup
t∈[t1,t2]

‖(n,u,m, q(t)‖22 +
∫ t2

t1

(
‖∇(n,m)(τ)‖21 + ‖∇u(τ)‖22 + ‖q(τ)‖22

)
ds.

As usual, the global existence of solution to system (2.2) can be obtained by combining the local
existence result with the a priori estimates.

Proposition 2.1 (Local existence). If the initial data (n0,u0,m0) ∈ H2(R3) satisfies that

inf
x∈R3

{n0(x) + 1} > 0,

there exists a positive constant T0 depending on Ei(0, 0) such that the initial value problem (2.2)
has a unique solution (n,u,m, q) ∈ Xi(0, T0; 2N) which satisfies

inf
x∈R3,0≤t≤T0

{n(t,x) + 1} > 0.

(i = 1 as κ 6= 0; i = 2 as κ = 0)
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Proposition 2.2 (A priori estimate). Let the initial data (n0,u0,m0) ∈ H2(R3). Suppose that the
initial value problem (2.2) has a solution (n,u,m, q) ∈ Xi(0, T ; ǫ), where T and ǫ are some positive
constants and ǫ is small enough. Then there exists a positive constant C, which is independent of
T such that

Ei(0, T ) ≤ C ‖(n0,u0,m0)‖2 ,
where i = 1 as κ 6= 0; i = 2 as κ = 0.

Theorem 1.1 follows from Proposition 2.1 and 2.2 by the standard continuity argument. The
proof of Proposition 2.1 is standard, so we omit it here and one can refer to works [9, 11, 22] for
the details. Proposition 2.2 shall be proved in Subsection 2.2.

2.2 Proof of a priori estimates

In this subsection, we are going to present the proof of proposition 2.2. For later use, we list
some Sobolev inequalities and Strauss Lemma as follows

Lemma 2.3 (cf.[1]). Let f ∈ H2(R3). Then

(i) ‖f‖L∞ ≤ C‖∇f‖1;

(ii) ‖f‖L6 ≤ C‖∇f‖;

(iii) ‖f‖Lq ≤ C‖f‖1, 2 ≤ q ≤ 6.

Lemma 2.4 (cf.[21], Lemma 3.7). Let M(t) be a non-negative continuous function of t satisfying
the inequality

M(t) ≤ b1 + b2M
γ(t),

in some interval containing 0, where b1 and b1 are positive constants and γ > 1. If M(0) ≤ b1 and

b1b
1

γ−1

2 <

(
1− 1

γ

)
γ− 1

γ−1 ,

then in the same interval

M(t) <
b1

1− 1
γ

.

In what follows, a series of lemmas on energy estimates are given. Firstly, the basic energy
estimate is obtained in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5 (basic energy estimate). Under the assumption of proposition 2.2, there exist a suf-
ficiently small constant δ (0 < ǫ1 ≪ δ ≪ 1) and a positive constant C, which are independent of t
such that

d

dt

(
‖(n,u,m)‖2 + δ 〈u,∇n〉

)
+ ‖(∇u,∇n, q, divq)‖2 + κ‖∇m‖2 ≤ Cδ‖(∇m,∇2u)‖2. (2.5)

Proof. we compute that (2.2)1Rn + (2.2)2 · u + (2.2)3m + (2.2)4 · q and integrate the resultant
equality over R3 to get

1

2

d

dt
‖(
√
Rn,u,

√
Cvm)‖2 + µ‖∇u‖2 + (µ+ µ′)‖divu‖2 + κ‖∇m‖2 + 1

4
‖q‖2 + 1

4
‖divq‖2

≤
∫

R3

S1Rndx+

∫

R3

S2 · udx+

∫

R3

S3mdx+

∫

R3

S4 · qdx. (2.6)
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The four terms on the right side can be estimated as follows. For the first term, we have it from
Lemma 2.3 that

∫

R3

S1Rndx . ‖n‖L3‖n‖L6‖divu‖+ ‖n‖L3‖u‖L6‖∇n‖

. ‖n‖1‖∇n‖‖divu‖+ ‖n‖1‖∇u‖‖∇n‖

. ‖n‖1
(
‖∇n‖2 + ‖divu‖2

)
+ ‖n‖1

(
‖∇u‖2 + ‖∇n‖2

)

. ǫ
(
‖∇u‖2 + ‖∇n‖2

)
. (2.7)

The other three terms can be estimated similarly.
∫

R3

S2 · udx .‖u‖1‖∇u‖2 + ‖n‖L∞‖∇u‖2 + ‖u‖L∞‖∇n‖‖∇u‖+ ‖n‖L∞‖divu‖2

+ ‖u‖L∞‖∇n‖‖divu‖+ ‖(n,m)‖1‖∇n‖‖∇u‖

.ǫ1
(
‖∇u‖2 + ‖∇n‖2 + ‖divu‖2

)
, (2.8)

∫

R3

S3mdx .‖u‖1‖∇m‖2 + ‖m‖1‖∇m‖‖divu‖+ ‖n‖L∞‖∇m‖2 + ‖m‖L∞‖∇n‖‖∇m‖

+ ‖m‖L∞‖∇u‖2 + ‖m‖L∞‖divu‖2 + ‖n‖1‖∇m‖‖divq‖

.ǫ1
(
‖∇m‖2 + ‖divu‖2 + ‖∇n‖2 + ‖∇u‖2 + ‖divq‖2

)
, (2.9)

∫

R3

S4 · qdx .
(
‖m‖L∞ + ‖m‖2L∞ + ‖m‖3L∞

)
‖∇m‖‖q‖ . ǫ1

(
‖∇m‖2 + ‖q‖2

)
. (2.10)

Substituting (2.8), (2.9) and (2.10) into (2.6), we obtain

d

dt
‖(n,u,m)‖2 + ‖(∇u, q, divq)‖2 + κ‖∇m‖2 ≤ Cǫ1‖∇(m,n)‖. (2.11)

Finally, we shall estimate ‖∇n‖2. We multiply (2.2)2 by ∇n to get

〈
R
m+ 1

n+ 1
∇n,∇n

〉
+

d

dt
〈u,∇n〉

=− 〈divu,nt〉 −R 〈∇m,∇n〉 − 〈u · ∇u,∇n〉+ µ

〈
1

n+ 1
∆u,∇n

〉

+ (µ+ µ′)

〈
1

n+ 1
∇divu,∇n

〉
,

which combined with (2.2)1 leads to

‖∇n‖2 + d

dt
〈u,∇n〉 . |||n+ 1||| ‖divu‖2 + |||u||| ‖∇n‖‖divu‖+ ‖∇m‖‖∇n‖+ |||u||| ‖‖∇u‖∇n‖

+ ‖∆u‖‖∇n‖+ ‖∇divu‖‖∇n‖

.ǫ1
(
‖∇u‖2 + ‖∇n‖2

)
+ ‖∇m‖2 + ‖∇2u‖2. (2.12)

We shall multiply (2.12) by δ, add the resultant inequality to (2.11) and the proof is completed.

Now we are going to drive the estimates for higher order derivatives separately in two different
cases, which are κ 6= 0 and κ = 0.
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Lemma 2.6 (κ 6= 0). Under the assumption of proposition 2.2, there exist a sufficiently small
constant δ (0 < ǫ1 ≪ δ ≪ 1) and a positive constant C, which are independent of t such that

d

dt


‖∇(n,u,m)‖21 + δ

∑

|α|=1

〈∂α
xu,∇∂α

xn〉


 + ‖∇(n, q)‖21 + ‖∇2(u,m)‖21 ≤ Cǫ1‖∇u‖2. (2.13)

Proof. For each multi-index α with 1 ≤ |α| ≤ 2, we apply ∂α
x to (2.2)1 − (2.2)4, multiply them by

R∂α
xn, ∂α

xu, ∂
α
xm, ∂α

xq respectively, add the resultant equalities together and integrate them over
R

3 to get that

d

dt
‖∂α

x(
√
Rn,u,

√
Cvm)‖2 + µ‖∇∂α

xu‖2 + (µ+ µ′)‖div∂α
xu‖2 + κ‖∇∂α

xm‖2 + 1

4
‖∂α

xq‖2 +
1

4
‖div∂α

xq‖2

=

∫

R3

∂α
xS1 R∂α

xndx+

∫

R3

∂α
xS2 · ∂α

xudx+

∫

R3

∂α
xS3 ∂α

xmdx+

∫

R3

∂α
xS4 · ∂α

xqdx

=

∫

R3

∂α
xS1 R∂α

xndx−
∫

R3

∂α−1
x S2 · ∂α+1

x udx+

∫

R3

∂α
xS3 ∂α

xmdx+

∫

R3

∂α
xS4 · ∂α

xqdx

:= I1 + I2 + I3 + I4. (2.14)

Then we estimate Ii (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) respectively. The first one is I1.

I1 .

∫

R3

|n div∂α
xu ∂α

xn|+ |divu∂α
xn∂α

xn|+
∑

|β|=1(|α|=2)

∣∣div∂β
xu ∂α−β

x n ∂α
xn
∣∣

+
1

2
u∇

[
(∂α

xn)
2
]
+ |∂α

xu∇n∂α
xn|+

∑

|β|=1(|α|=2)

∣∣∂β
xu∇∂α−β

x n∂α
xn
∣∣ dx

. |||n||| ‖div∂α
xu‖ ‖∂α

xn‖+ |||divu||| ‖∂α
xn‖2 +

∑

|β|=1(|α|=2)

∥∥∂α−β
x n

∥∥
L3

∥∥div∂β
xu
∥∥
L6 ‖∂α

xn‖

+ |||divu||| ‖∂α
xn‖2 + ‖∇n‖L3‖∂α

xu‖L6‖∂α
xn‖2 +

∑

|β|=1(|α|=2)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∂β
xu
∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∥∥∇∂α−β

x n
∥∥ ‖∂α

xn‖

.‖∇n‖1‖div∂α
xu‖‖∂α

xn‖+ ‖∂α
xn‖‖∇divu‖1‖∂α

xn‖+ ‖∇n‖1‖∇2divu‖‖∂α
xn‖(|α| = 2)

+ ‖∂α
xn‖‖∇divu‖1‖∂α

xn‖+ ‖∇n‖1‖∇∂α
xu‖‖∂α

xn‖+ ‖∇2n‖‖∇2u‖1‖∂α
xn‖(|α| = 2)

.ǫ1

(
‖∇|α|+1u‖2 + ‖∇|α|n‖2 + ‖∇2u‖2|1

)
. (2.15)

Now we derive the estimate for I2.

I2 .

∫

R3

∣∣u∇∂α−1
x u∂α+1

x u
∣∣+

∑

|β|=1(|α|=2)

∣∣∂β
xu∇∂α−1−β

x u∂α+1
x u

∣∣+
∣∣n∆∂α−1

x u∂α+1
x u

∣∣

+
∑

|β|=1(|α|=2)

∣∣∂β
xn∆∂α−1−β

x u∂α+1
x u

∣∣+
∣∣n∇div∂α−1

x u∂α+1
x u

∣∣

+
∑

|β|=1(|α|=2)

∣∣∂β
xn∇div∂α−1−β

x u∂α
xu
∣∣+ |(m,n)|

∣∣∇∂α−1
x n∂α+1

x u
∣∣

+
∑

|β|=1(|α|=2)

∣∣∂β
x(n,m)∇∂α−1−β

x n∂α+1
x u

∣∣ dx

. |||u||| ‖∇|α|u‖‖∂α+1
x u‖+ ‖∇u‖L3 ‖∇u‖L6 ‖∂α+1

x u‖(|α| = 2) + |||n||| ‖∆∂α−1
x u‖‖∂α+1

x u‖

+ ‖∇n‖L3‖∆u‖L6‖∂α+1
x u‖(|α| = 2) + |||n||| ‖∇div∂α−1

x u‖‖∂α+1
x u‖
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+ ‖∇n‖L3‖∇divu‖L6‖∂α+1
x u‖(|α| = 2) + |||(m,n)||| ‖∇∂α−1

x n‖‖∂α+1
x u‖

+ ‖∇(m,n)‖L3‖∇n‖L6‖∂α+1
x u‖(|α| = 2)

.ǫ1

(
‖∇|α|+1u‖2 + ‖∇|α|u‖2 + ‖∇|α|n‖2

)
. (2.16)

The third term I3 is estimated as follows,

I3 .

∫

R3

1

2
u∇

[
(∂α

xm)
2
]
+ |∂α

xu∇m∂α
xm|+

∑

|β|=1(|α|=2)

∣∣∂α−β
x u∇∂β

xm∂α
xm

∣∣+ |mdiv∂α
xu∂

α
xm|

+ |∂α
xmdivu∂α

xm|+
∑

|β|=1(|α|=2)

∣∣∂α−β
x mdiv∂β

xu∂
α
xm

∣∣+
∣∣n∆∂α−1

x m∂α+1
x m

∣∣

+
∑

|β|=1(|α|=2)

∣∣∂β
xn∆∂α−1−β

x m∂α+1
x m

∣∣+ |∂α
x [D(u) : D(u)] ∂α

xm|

+ |∂α
xn [D(u) : D(u)] ∂α

xm|+
∑

|β|=1(|α|=2)

∣∣∂β
xn∂α−β

x [D(u) : D(u)] ∂α
xm

∣∣

+
∣∣∣∂α

x

[
(divu)2

]
∂α
xm

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣(divu)2 ∂α

xn∂α
xm

∣∣∣+
∑

|β|=1(|α|=2)

∣∣∣∂β
xn∂α−β

x

[
(divu)2

]
∂α
xm

∣∣∣

+ |∂α
xndivq∂α

xm|+ |ndiv∂α
xq∂

α
xm|+

∑

|β|=1(|α|=2)

∣∣∂α−1−β
x ndiv∂β

xq∂
α
xm

∣∣

. |||divu||| ‖∂α
xm‖2 + ‖∇m‖L3‖∂α

xu‖L6‖∂α
xm‖+ |||∇u||| ‖∇2m‖2(|α| = 2)

+ |||m||| ‖div∂α
xu‖‖∂α

xm‖+ ‖∂α
xm‖ |||divu||| ‖∂α

xm‖+ ‖∇m‖L3‖∇divu‖L6‖∂α
xm‖(|α| = 2)

+ |||n||| ‖∆∂α−1
x m‖‖∂α+1

x m‖+ ‖∇n‖L3‖∆m‖L6‖∂α+1
x m‖(|α| = 2)

+‖∂α
xm‖ |||∇u||| ‖∇|α|+1u‖+ ‖∂α

xm‖‖∇2u‖L3‖∇2u‖L6‖(|α| = 2)

+‖∂α
xn‖‖∂α

xm‖ |||[D(u) : D(u)]|||+ ‖∇n‖L6‖∇u‖L6‖∇2u‖L6‖∂α
xm‖(|α| = 2)

+‖∂α
xm‖ |||divu||| ‖∇|α|divu‖+ ‖∂α

xm‖‖∇divu‖L3‖∇divu‖L6‖(|α| = 2)

+‖∂α
xn‖‖∂α

xm‖
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣(divu)2

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣+ ‖∇n‖L6‖divu‖L6‖∇divu‖L6‖∂α

xm‖(|α| = 2)

+‖∂α
xn‖ |||divq||| ‖∂α

xm‖+ |||n||| ‖div∂α
xq‖‖∂α

xm‖+ ‖∇n‖L3‖∇divq‖L6‖∂α
xm‖(|α| = 2)

. ǫ1

(
‖∇2u‖21 + ‖∇|α|m‖2 + ‖∇|α|+1u‖2

+‖∇|α|+1m‖2(κ 6= 0) + ‖∇divq‖21 + ‖∇|α|divq‖2
)
. (2.17)

Finally, we derive the estimate for I4 as follows,

I4 .

∫

R3

∂α
x

(
3

2
m2 +m3 +

1

4
m4

)
div∂α

xq dx

. ǫ1‖∇|α|m‖‖∇αdivq‖+ ǫ1‖∇m‖L3‖∇m‖L6‖∇|α|divq‖(|α| = 2)

. ǫ1

(
‖∇|α|m‖2 + ‖∇|α|divq‖2

)
. (2.18)
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Substitute (2.15), (2.16), (2.17) and (2.18) into (2.14) and take the sum in terms of α to have

d

dt
‖∇(n,u,m)‖21 + ‖∇2 (u,m) ‖21 + ‖∇q‖21 + ‖∇divq‖21 . ǫ1

(
‖∇u‖2 + ‖∇n‖21

)
. (2.19)

To make up for the dissipation of n, we apply ∂α
x to (2.2)2, multiply it by ∇∂α

xn and integrate the
resultant equation over R3, where |α| = 1. Then we have

〈
R
m+ 1

n+ 1
∇∂α

xn,∇∂α
xn

〉
+

d

dt
〈∂α

xu,∇∂α
xn〉

=− 〈∂α
xdivu, ∂

α
xnt〉 −

〈
∇n∂α

x

m+ 1

n+ 1
,∇∂α

xn

〉
−R 〈∇∂α

xm,∇∂α
xn〉 − 〈∂α

xu · ∇u,∇∂α
xn〉

− 〈u · ∇∂α
xu,∇∂α

xn〉+ µ

〈
1

n+ 1
∆∂α

xu,∇∂α
xn

〉
+ µ

〈
∆u∂α

x

1

n+ 1
,∇∂α

xn

〉

+ (µ+ µ′)

〈
1

n+ 1
∇div∂α

xu,∇∂α
xn

〉
+ (µ+ µ′)

〈
∇divu∂α

x

1

n+ 1
,∇∂α

xn

〉
,

which combined with (2.2)1 leads to

‖∇∂α
xn‖2 + d

dt
〈∂α

xu,∇∂α
xn〉

. |||n+ 1||| ‖∂α
xdivu‖2 + ‖divu‖L3‖∂α

xn‖L6‖∂α
xdivu‖+ |||u||| ‖∇∂α

xn‖‖∂α
xdivu‖

+ ‖∇n‖L3‖∂α
xu‖L6‖∂α

xdivu‖+ ‖∇n‖L3‖∂α
x(m,n)‖L6‖∇∂α

xn‖

+ ‖∇∂α
xm‖‖∇∂α

xn‖+ ‖∇u‖L3‖∂α
xu‖L6‖∇∂α

xn‖+ |||u||| ‖∇∂α
xu‖‖∇∂α

xn‖

+ ‖∆∂α
xu‖‖∇∂α

xn‖+ ‖∂α
xn‖L3‖∆u‖L6‖∇∂α

xn‖+ ‖∇div∂α
xu‖‖∇∂α

xn‖

+ ‖∂α
xn‖L3‖∇divu‖L6‖∇∂α

xn‖.

That is

‖∇∂α
xn‖2 + d

dt
〈∂α

xu,∇∂α
xn〉

. ǫ1
(
‖∇2u‖2 + ‖∇2m‖2 + ‖∇3u‖2

)
+
(
‖∇2u‖2 + ‖∇2m‖2 + ‖∇3u‖2

)
. (2.20)

We take the sum of (2.20) in terms of α, multiply it by δ and add the resultant inequality to (2.19),
which complete the proof.

We obtain the estimates for q and its higher order derivatives in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.7. Under the assumption of proposition 2.2, there exists a positive constant C, which
is independent of t such that

‖q(t)‖22 + ‖divq(t)‖22 . ‖∇m(t)‖21 (2.21)

Proof. First, multiply (2.2)4 by q and integrate over R3 to get

‖q(t)‖2 + ‖divq(t)‖2 . ‖∇m(t)‖2 (2.22)
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Then, for each multi-index α with 1 ≤ |α| ≤ 2, we apply ∂α
x to (2.2)4 and multiply it by ∂α

xq and
integrate the resultant equation over R3 and we obtain that

‖∂α
xq‖2+‖div∂α

xq‖2

.

∫

R3

∂α
x(m+ 1)4div∂α

xq dx

.
∣∣∣∣∣∣4(m+ 1)3

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 〈∂α
xm, div∂α

xq〉+
∣∣∣∣∣∣12(m+ 1)2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
〈 ∑

|β|=1(|α|=2)

∂β
xm∂α−β

x m, div∂α
xq

〉

.‖∂α
xm‖‖div∂α

xq‖+ ‖∇m‖L3‖∇m‖L6‖div∂α
xq‖(|α| = 2)

.ǫ1‖div∂α
xq‖2 + ‖∇|α|m‖2. (2.23)

The lemma holds from (2.23) combined with (2.22).

Next, we are going to drive the estimates for higher order derivatives when κ = 0.

Lemma 2.8 (κ = 0). Under the assumption of proposition 2.2, there exists two sufficiently small
constants δ (0 < ǫ1 ≪ δ ≪ 1) and a positive constant C, which are all independent of t such that

d

dt


‖∇(n,u,m)‖21 + δ

∑

|α|≤1

〈∂α
xu,∇∂α

xn〉


+ ‖∇(n,m)‖21 + ‖∇u‖22 ≤ Cǫ1‖∇u‖2. (2.24)

Proof. For each multi-index α with 1 ≤ |α| ≤ 2, we apply ∂α
x to (2.2)1 − (2.2)3, multiply them by

R∂α
xn, ∂α

xu, ∂
α
xm respectively, add the resultant equalities together and integrate them over R3

to get that

d

dt
‖∂α

x(
√
Rn,u,

√
Cvm)‖2 + µ‖∇∂α

xu‖2 + (µ+ µ′)‖div∂α
xu‖2 +

∫

R3

∂α
xdivq∂

α
xm dx

=

∫

R3

∂α
xS1R∂α

xn dx+

∫

R3

∂α
xS2 · ∂α

xu dx+

∫

R3

∂α
xS3∂

α
xm dx

=

∫

R3

∂α
xS1R∂α

xn dx−
∫

R3

∂α−1
x S2 · ∂α+1

x u dx+

∫

R3

∂α
xS3∂

α
xm dx

:= I1 + I2 + I3. (2.25)

The estimates for Ii (i = 1, 2, 3) we have in the proof of Lemma 2.6 still hold here. So we take the
sum in terms of α to get

d

dt
‖∇(n,u,m)‖21 + ‖∇2u‖21 +

∫

R3

∇divq · ∇m+∇2divq · ∇2m dx

. ǫ1
(
‖∇u‖2 + ‖∇n‖21 + ‖∇m‖21 + ‖∇divq‖21

)
. ǫ1

(
‖∇u‖2 + ‖∇n‖21 + ‖∇m‖21

)
. (2.26)

Here, we have used (2.23) in the last inequality. Then, we multiply (2.2)4 by ∇m and integrate
the resultant equation over R3 to get

‖∇m‖2 −
∫

R3

∇divq · ∇m dx . ‖q‖2. (2.27)
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For each multi-index α with |α| = 1, we apply ∂α
x to (2.2)4 and multiply it by ∂α

xq and integrate
the resultant equation over R3 to get

∫

R3

4(m+ 1)3 (∇∂α
xm)2 dx−

∫

R3

∂α
x∇divq · ∇∂α

xm dx

=−
∫

R3

∂α
xq · ∇∂α

xm dx−
∫

R3

12(m+ 1)2∂α
xm∇m · ∇∂α

xm dx

=−
∫

R3

divq (∂α
x)

2
m dx−

∫

R3

12(m+ 1)2∂α
xm∇m · ∇∂α

xm dx

. ‖divq‖‖∇2m‖+ ‖∇m‖L3‖∇m‖L6

∥∥∇2m
∥∥

. ǫ1
∥∥∇2m

∥∥2 + ‖divq‖.

Take the sum of last inequality in terms of α to obtain that

∥∥∇2m
∥∥2 −

∫

R3

∇2divq · ∇2m dx . ‖divq‖2. (2.28)

With (2.5), (2.27) and (2.28), we have

‖∇m‖21 −
∫

R3

∇divq · ∇m dx−
∫

R3

∇2divq · ∇2m dx . ǫ1‖∇n‖. (2.29)

By adding (2.29) to (2.26), we obtain that

d

dt
‖∇(n,u,m)‖21 + ‖∇2u‖21 + ‖∇m‖21 . ǫ1

(
‖∇u‖2 + ‖∇n‖21

)
. (2.30)

Finally, we carry out the same method that we use in Lemma 2.6 to add the dissipation of n,
which completes the proof.

The estimates for q and its higher order derivatives can be obtained in the same way as that
when κ 6= 0. Now the proof of Proposition 2.2 has been accomplished.

3 Spectral analysis of the linearized system

By applying div to (2.2)4, we have that

divq = −4 (1−∆)
−1

∆m− (1−∆)
−1

∆
(
m4 + 4m3 + 6m2

)
. (3.1)

Substitute (3.1) into (2.2)3 to get





nt + divu = R1,

ut +R∇n+R∇m− µ∆u− (µ+ µ′)∇divu = R2,

Cvmt +Rdivu− κ∆m− 4 (1−∆)
−1

∆m = R3,

(3.2)
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where 



R1 =−ndivu− u · ∇n,

R2 = − u · ∇u − n

n+ 1
[µ∆u+ (µ+ µ′)∇divu] +R

(
1− m+ 1

n+ 1

)
∇n,

R3 =− Cvu · ∇m−Rmdivu− κ
n

n+ 1
∆m+

2µ

n+ 1
D(u) : D(u)+

µ′

n+ 1
(divu)

2
+

n

n+ 1
divq + (1−∆)

−1
∆
(
m4 + 4m3 + 6m2

)
.

(3.3)

For brevity, we use U = [n,u,m] to denote the solution to the linearized homogeneous system
that 




nt + divu = 0,

ut +R∇n+R∇m− µ∆u − (µ+ µ′)∇divu = 0,

Cvmt +Rdivu− κ∆m− 4 (1−∆)
−1

∆m = 0,

(3.4)

with initial data

(n,u,m)(0,x) = (n0,u0,m0)(x) for x ∈ R
3. (3.5)

In terms of the semigroup theory for evolutionary equation, the solution U = [n,u,m] of linear
problem (3.4)–(3.5) can be expressed as

Ut = BU , U(0) = U0, t ≥ 0, (3.6)

which gives rise to
U(t) = S(t)U0 := etBU0, t ≥ 0. (3.7)

What left is to analyze the properties of the semigroup S(t) through the Fourier transform A (ξ)
of the operator B. By applying the Fourier transform to system (3.6), we obtain

{
Ût = A (ξ) Û ,

Û(0) = Û0,
(3.8)

where

A(ξ) =




0 −iRξT 0

−iRξ −µ|ξ|2I − (µ+ µ′)ξ ⊗ ξ −iRξ

0 −i R
Cv

ξT − κ
Cv

|ξ|2 − 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)


 , (3.9)

and here I is identity matrix.
We can express the solution (3.6) in terms of the semigroup S(t) as

U(t) = S(t)U0 = etBU := F−1
(
etA(ξ)Û0

)
, (3.10)

A(ξ) = B̂(ξ), ξ ∈ R
3. (3.11)

The eigenvalues of the matrix A(ξ) can be computed from the determinant

det (A(ξ)− λI) = −
(
λ+ µ|ξ|2

)2
g
(
λ, |ξ|2

)
= 0, (3.12)
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where

g
(
tλ, |ξ|2

)
=λ3 +

[
κ

Cv

|ξ|2 + (2µ+ µ′)|ξ|2 + 4|ξ|2
Cv (|ξ|2 + 1)

]
λ2

+

[
(2µ+ µ′)

κ

Cv

|ξ|4 + (2µ+ µ′)
4|ξ|4

Cv (|ξ|2 + 1)
+

(
1 +

R2

Cv

)
|ξ|2
]
λ

+
κ

Cv

|ξ|4 + 4|ξ|2
Cv (|ξ|2 + 1)

, (3.13)

which implies

λ1 = λ1 (|ξ|) , λ2 = λ2 (|ξ|) , λ3 = λ3 (|ξ|) , λ4 = −µ|ξ|2(with multiplicity 2). (3.14)

We assume that λ1,2,3 6= −(2µ + µ′)|ξ|2. (Otherwise, the root −(2µ + µ′)|ξ|2 has higher multi-
plicity, which, however, leads to no difficulties for our following analysis.) The corresponding right
eigenvectors Ri(i = 1, 2, · · · , 5) are




|ξ|2
λ1

iξ1

iξ2

iξ3
R
Cv

|ξ|2

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ1







|ξ|2
λ2

iξ1

iξ2

iξ3
R
Cv

|ξ|2

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ2







|ξ|2
λ3

iξ1

iξ2

iξ3
R
Cv

|ξ|2

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ3







0

ξ3

0

−ξ1

0







0

− ξ1ξ2ξ3
ξ21+ξ23

ξ3

− ξ2ξ
2
3

ξ21+ξ23

0




and the corresponding left eigenvectors LT
i (i = 1, 2, · · · , 5) are




R|ξ|2
λ1

iξ1

iξ2

iξ3
R|ξ|2

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ1







R|ξ|2
λ2

iξ1

iξ2

iξ3
R|ξ|2

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ2







R|ξ|2
λ3

iξ1

iξ2

iξ3
R|ξ|2

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ3







0

ξ3

0

−ξ1

0







0

− ξ1ξ2ξ3
ξ21+ξ23

ξ3

− ξ2ξ
2
3

ξ21+ξ23

0




If λ1 6= λ2 6= λ3, the semigroup Ĝ(t, ξ) = etA(ξ) is expressed as

etA(ξ) = (R1, R2, R3, R4, R5)




eλ1t

eλ2t

eλ3t

e−(2µ+µ′)|ξ|2

e−(2µ+µ′)|ξ|2







L1

L1·R1

L2

L2·R2

L3

L3·R3

L4

L4·R4

L5

L5·R5




(3.15)

= eλ1tP1(ξ) + eλ2tP2(ξ) + eλ3tP3(ξ) + eλ4tP4(ξ), (3.16)
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where the project operators Pi(ξ) (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) can be computed as

P1(ξ) =




R|ξ|2
(

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ1

)

λ1(λ1−λ2)(λ3−λ1)

i

(

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ1

)

ξT

(λ1−λ2)(λ3−λ1)
R|ξ|2

(λ1−λ2)(λ3−λ1)

iR

(

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ1

)

ξ

(λ1−λ2)(λ3−λ1)

(

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ1

)

λ1

(λ1−λ2)(λ1−λ3)
ξξT

|ξ|2
iRλ1ξ

(λ1−λ2)(λ3−λ1)

R2

Cv
|ξ|2

(λ1−λ2)(λ3−λ1)

i R
Cv

λ1ξ
T

(λ1−λ2)(λ3−λ1)
λ2
1+(2µ+µ′)|ξ|2λ1+|ξ|2

(λ1−λ2)(λ1−λ3)




,

P2(ξ) =




R|ξ|2
(

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ2

)

λ2(λ1−λ2)(λ2−λ3)

i

(

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ2

)

ξT

(λ1−λ2)(λ2−λ3)
R|ξ|2

(λ1−λ2)(λ2−λ3)

iR

(

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ2

)

ξ

(λ1−λ2)(λ2−λ3)

(

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ2

)

λ2

(λ2−λ1)(λ2−λ3)
ξξT

|ξ|2
iRλ2ξ

(λ1−λ2)(λ2−λ3)

R2

Cv
|ξ|2

(λ1−λ2)(λ2−λ3)

i R
Cv

λ2ξ
T

(λ1−λ2)(λ2−λ3)
λ2
2+(2µ+µ′)|ξ|2λ2+|ξ|2

(λ2−λ1)(λ2−λ3)




,

P3(ξ) =




R|ξ|2
(

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ3

)

λ3(λ3−λ1)(λ2−λ3)

i

(

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ3

)

ξT

(λ3−λ1)(λ2−λ3)
R|ξ|2

(λ3−λ1)(λ2−λ3)

iR

(

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ3

)

ξ

(λ3−λ1)(λ2−λ3)

(

κ
Cv

|ξ|2+ 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1)

+λ3

)

λ2

(λ1−λ3)(λ2−λ3)
ξξT

|ξ|2
iRλ3ξ

(λ3−λ1)(λ2−λ3)

R2

Cv
|ξ|2

(λ3−λ1)(λ2−λ3)

i R
Cv

λ3ξ
T

(λ3−λ1)(λ2−λ3)
λ2
3+(2µ+µ′)|ξ|2λ3+|ξ|2

(λ1−λ3)(λ2−λ3)




,

P4(ξ) =




0 0 0 0 0

0
ξ23

ξ21+ξ23
0 − ξ1ξ3

ξ21+ξ23
0

0 0 0 0 0

0 − ξ1ξ3
ξ21+ξ23

0
ξ21

ξ21+ξ23
0

0 0 0 0 0




+




0 0 0 0 0

0
ξ21ξ

2
2

|ξ|2(ξ21+ξ23)
− ξ1ξ2

|ξ|2
ξ1ξ

2
2ξ3

|ξ|2(ξ21+ξ23)
0

0 − ξ2ξ1
|ξ|2

ξ11+ξ23
|ξ|2 − ξ2ξ3

|ξ|2 0

0
ξ1ξ

2
2ξ3

|ξ|2(ξ21+ξ23)
− ξ2ξ3

|ξ|2
ξ22ξ

2
3

|ξ|2(ξ21+ξ23)
0

0 0 0 0 0




=




0 01×3 0

03×1 I − ξξT

|ξ|2 03×1

0 01×3 0


 .

Here we have applied the following identities that

L1 · R1 = |ξ|2


 |ξ|2

λ2
1

− 1 +
R2

Cv
|ξ|2λ1

λ1

(
κ
Cv

|ξ|2 + 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1) + λ1

)2




= |ξ|2


 |ξ|2

λ2
1

− 1 +
λ2
1 + (2µ+ µ′)|ξ|2λ1 + |ξ|2

λ1

(
κ
Cv

|ξ|2 + 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1) + λ1

)2




= |ξ|2
κ

Cv
|ξ|4

λ1
−
(
2µ+ µ′ + κ

Cv

)
|ξ|2λ1 − 2λ2

1

λ1

(
κ
Cv

|ξ|2 + 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1) + λ1

) =
|ξ|2 (λ1 − λ2) (λ3 − λ1)

λ1

(
κ
Cv

|ξ|2 + 4|ξ|2
Cv(|ξ|2+1) + λ1

)
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and Li · Ri(i = 2, 3), which can be obtained in the similar way. From (3.13), we can derive the
estimates of the eigenvalues as follows by applying the implicit Function Theorem.

Lemma 3.1. For a sufficiently small ǫ > 0 and a sufficiently large K > 0, we have

(i) when |ξ| < ǫ, λi (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) has the following expansion that





λ1 = − κ+4
R+Cv

|ξ|2 +∑∞
j=2 aj |ξ|2j ,

λ2 = −
(

2µ+µ′

2 + κ+4
2Cv

R
Cv+R

)
|ξ|2 +

∑∞
j=2 b2j |ξ|2j+

i
(√

R + R2

Cv
|ξ|+∑∞

j=2 b2j−1|ξ|2j−1
)
,

λ3 = λ∗
2 (complex conjugate ) ,

λ4 = −µ|ξ|2 (with multiplicity 2 ) ;

(ii) when ǫ ≤ |ξ| ≤ K, λi (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) has the following spectrum gap property that

Re(λj) ≤ −C, for some constant C > 0 ;

(iii) when |ξ| > K, λi (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) has the following expansion that





λ1 = − R
2µ+µ′ +

∑∞
j=1 cj |ξ|−2j ,

λ2 = −(2µ+ µ′)|ξ|2 +∑∞
j=0 dj |ξ|−2j ,

λ3 = − κ
Cv

|ξ|2 +∑∞
j=0 ej |ξ|−2j,

λ4 = −µ|ξ|2 (with multiplicity 2 ) .

(3.17)

(Here aj , bj , cj, dj , ej are real constants.)

We omit the proof here, which is similar to that of Theorem 2.1− 2.3 in [13].

From the estimates above, we have it for a sufficiently small |ξ| and some positive constants
d1, d2 that

P2(ξ)e
λ2t + P3(ξ)e

λ3t

∼P2(ξ)e
−d1|ξ|2t [cos (d2|ξ|t) + isin (d2|ξ|t)] + P3(ξ)e

−d1|ξ|2t [cos (d2|ξ|t)− isin (d2|ξ|t)]
∼e−d1|ξ|2t [cos (d2|ξ|t) (P2 + P3) + isin (d2|ξ|t) (P2 − P3)] . (3.18)

So we need to derive the following lemma by applying the estimates for the eigenvalues above and
the proofs are same as [27, 29], we omit it here.

Lemma 3.2. For a sufficiently small |ξ|, we have the following estimates for Pi(ξ) (i = 1, 2, 3)
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that

P1(ξ) =




O(1) iO(ξT ) O(1)

iO(ξ) O(ξξT ) iO(ξ)

O (1) iO
(
ξT
)

O(1)


 ,

P2(ξ) + P3(ξ) =




O(1) iO(ξT ) O(1)

iO(ξ) O(ξξ
T

|ξ|2 ) iO(ξ)

O (1) iO
(
ξT
)

O(1)


 ,

P2(ξ)− P3(ξ) =




iO(|ξ|) O(ξ
T

|ξ| ) iO(|ξ|)

O( ξ
|ξ|) iO(ξξ

T

|ξ| ) O( ξ
|ξ|)

iO (|ξ|) O
(

ξT

|ξ|

)
iO(|ξ|)


 .

Similarly, we have the following two lemmas

Lemma 3.3. When |ξ| ≥ K, we have Pi(ξ) (i = 1, 2, 3) have the following estimates:

P1(ξ) =




O(1) iO( ξT

|ξ|2 ) O( 1
|ξ|2 )

iO( ξ
|ξ|2 ) O(ξξ

T

|ξ|4 ) iO( ξ
|ξ|4 )

O
(

1
|ξ|2
)

iO
(

ξT

|ξ|4
)

O( 1
|ξ|2 )


 ,

P2(ξ) =




O( 1
|ξ|4 ) iO( ξT

|ξ|4 ) O( 1
|ξ|2 )

iO( ξ
|ξ|4 ) O(ξξ

T

|ξ|4 ) iO( ξ
|ξ|2 )

O
(

1
|ξ|2
)

iO
(

ξT

|ξ|2
)

O(1)


 ,

P3(ξ) =




O( 1
|ξ|2 ) iO( ξT

|ξ|2 ) O( 1
|ξ|2 )

iO( ξ
|ξ|2 ) O(ξξ

T

|ξ|2 ) iO( ξ
|ξ|2 )

O
(

1
|ξ|2
)

iO
(

ξT

|ξ|2
)

O(1)


 ,

Lemma 3.4. When ǫ ≤ |ξ| ≤ K, we have it for some positive constant c that
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣etA(ξ)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ ≤ ce−ct (3.19)

Proof. When ǫ ≤ |ξ| ≤ K, there are some complicated cases, like we cannot find five linearly
independent eigenvectors or there are changes in the multiplicity of eigenvalues. However, we can
see that we already have two linearly independent eigenvectors for λ = −(2µ+µ′)|ξ|2. Even in the
most extreme case that λ = −(2µ+ µ′)|ξ|2 with multiplicity 5 has no other linearly independent
eigenvectors, the Jordan normal form of A(ξ) has a 4× 4 Jordan block and we can still have it for
some positive constant c that

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣etA(ξ)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ . (1 + t)3e−Ct ≤ ce−ct,

where C is the same constant in Lemma 3.1 (ii).
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Next, we will obtain some refined Lp−Lq time-decay properties for U = (n,u,m). To achieve
that, we first make the time-frequency pointwise estimates for n̂, û, m̂ as follows.

Lemma 3.5. Let U = (n,u,m) be the solution to the linearized homogeneous system (3.4)–(3.5).
Then there exist constants ǫ > 0, c > 0, C > 0 such that for all t > 0, |ξ| ≤ ǫ,

|(n̂, û, m̂) (t, ξ)| ≤ c exp
(
−c|ξ|2t

)
|(n̂0, û0, m̂0) (ξ)| (3.20)

and for all t > 0, |ξ| ≥ ǫ,

|(n̂, û, m̂) (t, ξ)| ≤ c exp (−ct) |(n̂0, û0, m̂0) (ξ)| (3.21)

Proof. In order to get the upper bound of (n̂, û, m̂) (t, ξ), we need to obtain the estimate for

Ĝ(t, ξ), which is the Fourier transform of Green function GtB(t,x). By direct computation, we

can verify the exact expression of Ĝ(t, ξ), which is that

Ĝ(t, ξ) = etA(ξ) = eλ1tP1 + eλ2tP2 + eλ3tP3 + eλ4tP4.

For each element of Ĝ(t, ξ), by applying Lemma 3.1–3.4, we have
∣∣∣Ĝij

∣∣∣ ≤ ce−c|ξ|2t, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 5, as |ξ| ≤ ǫ, (3.22)

∣∣∣Ĝij

∣∣∣ ≤ ce−ct, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 5, as ǫ ≤ |ξ| ≤ K, (3.23)

∣∣∣Ĝij

∣∣∣ ≤ ce−ct, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 5, as |ξ| ≥ K. (3.24)

Thus, from (3.22), we have it for |ξ| ≤ ǫ that

|n̂(t, ξ)| =
∣∣∣Ĝ11n̂0(ξ) +

(
Ĝ12, Ĝ13, Ĝ14

)
· û0(ξ) + Ĝ15m̂0(ξ)

∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣Ĝ11

∣∣∣ |n̂0(ξ)|+
∣∣∣
(
Ĝ12, Ĝ13, Ĝ14

)∣∣∣ |û0(ξ)|+
∣∣∣Ĝ15

∣∣∣ |m̂0(ξ)|

≤ ce−c|ξ|2t |[n̂0(ξ), û0(ξ), m̂0(ξ)]| ,

|û(t, ξ)| =
∣∣∣
(
Ĝi1

)
n̂0(ξ) +

(
Ĝij

)
· û0(ξ) +

(
Ĝi5

)
m̂0(ξ)

∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣
(
Ĝi1

)∣∣∣ |n̂0(ξ)|+
∣∣∣
(
Ĝij

)∣∣∣ |û0(ξ)|+
∣∣∣
(
Ĝi5

)∣∣∣ |m̂0(ξ)|

≤ ce−c|ξ|2t |[n̂0(ξ), û0(ξ), m̂0(ξ)]| (i, j = 2, 3, 4),

|m̂(t, ξ)| =
∣∣∣Ĝ51n̂0(ξ) +

(
Ĝ52, Ĝ53, Ĝ54

)
· û0(ξ) + Ĝ55m̂0(ξ)

∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣Ĝ51

∣∣∣ |n̂0(ξ)|+
∣∣∣
(
Ĝ52, Ĝ53, Ĝ54

)∣∣∣ |û0(ξ)|+
∣∣∣Ĝ55

∣∣∣ |m̂0(ξ)|

≤ ce−c|ξ|2t |[n̂0(ξ), û0(ξ), m̂0(ξ)]| ,

which prove (3.20). By applying the same method, (3.21) follows from (3.23) and (3.24) directly.
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.5.

Proposition 3.6. Suppose that U = [n,u,m] is the solution to the Cauchy problem (3.4)–(3.5).
Then, for any integer k ≥ 0, U satisfies the following time-decay property that

∥∥∇k(n,u,m)(t)
∥∥
L2 ≤ ck(1 + t)−

3
4− k

2

(
‖(n0,u0,m0)‖L1 +

∥∥∇k(n0,u0,m0)
∥∥) (k ≥ 0),

∥∥∇k(n,u,m)(t)
∥∥
L2 ≤ c′k(1 + t)−

3
2

(∥∥∇k−3(n0,u0,m0)
∥∥+

∥∥∇k(n0,u0,m0)
∥∥) (k ≥ 3).
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Proof.
∥∥∇ku(t)

∥∥
L2 . ‖|ξ|kû(t)‖L2

. ‖|ξ|kû(t)‖L2(|ξ|≤ǫ) + ‖|ξ|kû(t)‖L2(|ξ|≥ǫ),
(3.25)

From Lemma 3.5, on the one hand, it holds for any t > 1 that

‖|ξ|kû(t)‖L2(|ξ|≤ǫ) .

(∫

{|ξ|≤ǫ}
|ξ|2ke−2c|ξ|2t |(n̂0, û0, m̂0)|2 dξ

) 1
2

. |||(n̂0, û0, m̂0)|||
(∫

{|ξ|≤ǫ}
|ξ|2ke−2c|ξ|2tdξ

) 1
2

ζ=t
1
2 ξ

====== |||(n̂0, û0, m̂0)|||
(∫

{|ζ|≤ǫt
1
2 }

t−k− 3
2 |ζ|2ke−2c|ζ|2dζ

) 1
2

. (1 + t)−
3
4− k

2 ‖(n0,u0,m0)‖L1 .

On the other hand, it is also true for any t > 1 when k ≥ 3 that

‖|ξ|kû(t)‖L2(|ξ|≤ǫ) .

(∫

{|ξ|≤ǫ}
|ξ|2ke−2c|ξ|2t |(n̂0, û0, m̂0)|2 dξ

) 1
2

. (1 + t)−
3
2

∣∣∣
(
|ξ|2t

) 3
2 e−c|ξ|2t

∣∣∣
(∫

{|ξ|≤ǫ}
|ξ|2k−6 |(n̂0, û0, m̂0)|2 dξ

) 1
2

. (1 + t)−
3
2

∥∥∇k−3(n0,u0,m0)
∥∥ .

As for high frequency, we have that

‖|ξ|kû(t)‖L2(|ξ|≥ǫ) . e−ct‖|ξ|k(n̂0, û0, m̂0)‖L2(|ξ|≥ǫ)

. e−ct‖∇k(n0,u0,m0)‖L2(|ξ|≥ǫ).

From the conclusion above, we get the estimate for ‖∇ku‖L2. Similarly, the estimates of
‖∇kn‖L2 and ‖∇km‖L2 can be obtained. This completes the proof of Proposition 3.6.

Proposition 3.7. Suppose that U = [n,u,m] is the solution to the Cauchy problem (3.4)–
(3.5).Then there exist two constants a1, a2 > 0 such that

a1(1 + t)−
3
4 ≤ ‖ (n,u,m) (t)‖ ≤ a2(1 + t)−

3
4 . (3.26)

Proof. Dute to Proposition 3.6, we only to show the lower bound of time-decay rates for the solution
under the assumptions of 1.1. We prove ‖n‖ ≥ a1(1 + t)−

3
4 first, and the other two estimates are
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similar. Firstly, by the Plancherel’s theorem, we know

‖n‖2 = ‖n̂‖2 =
∥∥∥Ĝ11n̂0 +

(
Ĝ12, Ĝ13, Ĝ14

)
· û0 + Ĝ15m̂0

∥∥∥
2

≥
∫

|ξ|<ǫ

∣∣∣Ĝ′
11n̂0 +

(
Ĝ′

12, Ĝ
′
13, Ĝ

′
14

)
· û0 + Ĝ′

15m̂0 + R̂ · Û0

∣∣∣
2

dξ

≥ 1

2

∫

|ξ|<ǫ

∣∣∣Ĝ′
11n̂0 +

(
Ĝ′

12, Ĝ
′
13, Ĝ

′
14

)
· û0 + Ĝ′

15m̂0

∣∣∣
2

dξ −
∫

|ξ|<ǫ

∣∣∣R̂ · Û0

∣∣∣
2

dξ

:=
1

2
T1 − T2.

Here, (
Ĝ11, Ĝ12, Ĝ13, Ĝ14, Ĝ15

)
=
(
Ĝ′

11, Ĝ
′
12, Ĝ

′
13, Ĝ

′
14, Ĝ

′
15

)
+ R̂,

and R̂ is the remainder terms which are in the same order as |ξ| or higher. From Proposition 3.6,
it holds that

T2 ≤ C(1 + t)−
5
2 ‖U0‖2L1.

As for T1, we have that

T1 ≥ 1

2

∥∥∥Ĝ′
11n̂0

∥∥∥
2

− 2

[∥∥∥
(
Ĝ′

12, Ĝ
′
13, Ĝ

′
14

)
· û0

∥∥∥
2

+
∥∥∥Ĝ′

15m̂0

∥∥∥
2
]

:= T3 − T4.

It follows from (3.18), Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.6 for some positive constants C and c′0 that,

T4 ≤ C

∫

|ξ|<ǫ

|e−d1|ξ|2t|2|û0|2 + |e−d1|ξ|2t|2|m̂0|2dξ ≤ c′0(1 + t)−
3
2 ‖(u0,m0)‖2L1 .

And the term T3 satisfies for t > 1 that

T3 =
1

2

∫

|ξ|<ǫ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
e−

κ+4
R+Cv

|ξ|2t + e
−
(

2µ+µ′
2 + (κ+4)R

2Cv(Cv+R)

)

|ξ|2t
cos



√
R +

R2

cv
|ξ|t



∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

|n̂0|2dξ

& ‖n0‖2L1

∫

|ζ|<ǫ
√
t

∣∣∣∣∣∣
e−

κ+4
R+Cv

|ζ|2 + e
−
(

2µ+µ′
2 + (κ+4)R

2Cv(Cv+R)

)

|ζ|2
cos



√
R+

R2

cv
|ζ|

√
t



∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

t−
3
2 dζ

& ‖n0‖2L1(1 + t)−
3
2

∫

|ζ|<ǫ
√
t

∣∣∣∣∣∣
e−

κ+4
R+Cv

|ζ|2 + e
−
(

2µ+µ′
2 + (κ+4)R

2Cv (Cv+R)

)

|ζ|2
cos



√
R+

R2

cv
|ζ|

√
t



∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

dζ

:= C‖n0‖2L1(1 + t)−
3
2

∫

|ζ|<ǫ
√
t

|f(|ζ|2, t)|2dζ

:= C‖n0‖2L1(1 + t)−
3
2F (t),
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where one can verify that f(y, t) is continuous with respect to (y, t) and F (t) is a non-negative,

continuous function.For simplicity, let κ+4
R+Cv

= σ1,
2µ+µ′

2 + (κ+4)R
2Cv(Cv+R) = σ2 and

√
R+ R2

Cv
= σ3,

then

f(|ζ|2, t) = e−σ1|ζ|2 + e−σ2|ζ|2cos
(
σ3|ζ|

√
t
)
.

We claim that there exist C(ǫ,K) > 0 such that F (t) ≥ C(ǫ,K) uniformly for t > 0. Clearly,
this is true, when 1 < t ≤ K ( K is a sufficiently large positive constant such that ǫ

√
K − 1

2σ1
>

2π
σ3

√
K

and we define M = ǫ
√
K ). when t > K, we just need to show that there exists a nonzero

measure set on which the function value of f(|ζ|2, t)| is not zero. In fact, we have that

F (t) =

∫

|ζ|
√
t<ǫt

∣∣∣e−σ1|ζ|2 + e−σ2|ζ|2cos
(
σ3|ζ|

√
t
)∣∣∣

2

dζ

≥
∫
{

ζ

∣∣∣ σ3
√

t

2σ1
<σ3|ζ|

√
t<Mσ3

√
t, cos(σ3|ζ|

√
t)≥0

} e−2σ1|ζ|2dζ

≥ c

∫
{

ζ

∣∣∣σ3
√

t

2σ1
<σ3r

√
t<Mσ3

√
t, cos(σ3r

√
t)≥0

} r2e−2σ1r
2

dr

≥
M − 1

2σ1

4
M2e−2σ1M

2

=: C(ǫ,K). (3.27)

Thus, we derive that

T3 ≥ C′‖n0‖2L1(1 + t)−
3
2 ,

where C′ depends on C(ǫ,K) and is independent of t. Then we have that

T1 ≥ (1 + t)−
3
2

(
C′‖n0‖2L1 − c′0‖(u0,m0)‖2L1

)
,

and here we let c0 =
c′0
C′ . From the estimates above, we conclude it for t > 1 that

‖n‖ = ‖n̂‖ ≥ a1(1 + t)−
3
4 .

Similar to n, we can conclude

‖m(t)‖ = ‖m̂(t)‖ ≥ a1(1 + t)−
3
4 .

As for u, similar to (3.27), we need to prove there exists a positive constant C such that
∫

|ζ|
√
t<ǫt

∣∣∣e−σ2|ζ|2sin
(
σ3|ζ|

√
t
)∣∣∣

2

dζ > C.

we omit the details here. Since the upper bound is given by Proposition 3.6, the proof is completed.

4 Decay rate of the nonlinear system

Lemma 4.1. If there exists a small enough constant ǫ2 > 0 such that the initial data satisfies

‖(ρ0 − 1,u0, θ0 − 1)‖L1∩Hk+2 ≤ ǫ2, ( for any integer k ≥ 0)
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then there exists a positive constant Ck such that

‖∇i(n,u,m)(t)‖2 ≤ C(1 + t)−
3
4− i

2 ‖(n0,u0,m0)‖L1∩Hi+2 , (0 ≤ i ≤ k) (4.1)

‖∇jq‖ ≤ C‖∇j+1m‖ (0 ≤ j ≤ k + 1), for any t ≥ 0. (4.2)

Proof. We define the energy functional

Fk(t) = ‖∇k(n,u,m)(t)‖22 + δ
∑

k≤|α|≤k+1

〈∂α
xu,∇∂α

xn〉 (t).

Here δ > 0 is a fix small constant which can be decided in the same way as that in Lemma 2.5,
2.6 and 2.8. It can be noticed that Fk(t) is equivalent to ‖∇k(n,u,m)(t)‖22, that is there exists a
constant C > 1, such that

1

C
‖∇k(n,u,m)(t)‖22 ≤ Fk(t) ≤ C‖∇k(n,u,m)(t)‖22.

We define

Gk(t) = sup
0≤τ≤t

{
k∑

i=0

(1 + τ)
3
2+iFi(τ)

}
.

Now we use the inductive method to prove that

Gk(t) . ‖(n0,u0,m0)‖2L1∩Hk+2 +G2
k(t). (4.3)

First, we show that (4.3) holds for k = 0. From Duhamel’s principle, it holds that

(n,u,m)(t,x) = etB(n0,u0,m0)(x) +

∫ t

0

e(t−τ)B (R1,R2,R3) (τ)dτ, (4.4)

where etB is the linearized solution operator. By applying the linear estimate on (n,u,m)(t,x)
in Proposition 3.6, we have

‖(n,u,m)(t)‖ ≤ C‖U0‖L1∩L2(1 + t)−
3
4 + C

∫ t

0

(1 + t− τ)−
3
4 ‖(R1,R2,R3)(τ)‖L1∩L2dτ (4.5)

The nonlinear source terms can be estimated as follows.

‖(R1,R2,R3)(t)‖L1 . ‖(n,u,m)(t)‖1‖(n,u,m)(t)‖2 . (1 + t)−
3
2G0(t), (4.6)

‖(R1,R2,R3)(t)‖ . ‖(n,u,m)(t)‖22 . (1 + t)−
3
2G0(t). (4.7)

Here, the nonlinear term (1−∆)
−1

∆
(
m4 + 4m3 + 6m2

)
can be estimated by using Hausdorff-

Young inequality, such as

∥∥∥(1−∆)
−1

∆
(
m4 + 4m3 + 6m2

)
(t)
∥∥∥
2

.

∥∥∥∥
|ξ|2

|ξ|2 + 1

(
m̂4 + 4m̂3 + 6m̂2

)
(t)

∥∥∥∥
2

.
∥∥∥|ξ|2

(
m̂4 + 4m̂3 + 6m̂2

)
(t)
∥∥∥
2

.
∥∥∇2

(
m4 + 4m3 + 6m2

)
(t)
∥∥2 . ‖m(t)‖22.

Substitute (4.6) and (4.7) into (4.5) to get

‖(n,u,m)(t)‖ ≤ C‖U0‖L1∩L2(1 + t)−
3
4 + CG0(t)

∫ t

0

(1 + t− τ)−
3
4 (1 + τ)−

3
2 dτ

. (1 + t)−
3
4 (‖U0‖L1∩L2 +G0(t)) , (4.8)
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where we have used that

∫ t

0

(1 + t− τ)−
3
4 (1 + τ)−

3
2 dτ

=

∫ t
2

0

(1 + t− τ)−
3
4 (1 + τ)−

3
2 dτ +

∫ t

t
2

(1 + t− τ)−
3
4 (1 + τ)−

3
2 dτ

≤(1 +
t

2
)−

3
4

∫ ∞

0

(1 + τ)−
3
2 dτ + (1 +

t

2
)−

3
2

∫ t

t
2

(1 + t− τ)−
3
4 dτ

.(1 + t)−
3
4 + (1 + t)−

5
4 − (1 + t)−

3
2 . (1 + t)−

3
4 .

From (2.5), (2.13) and (2.24), we have

d

dt


‖(n,u,m)‖22 + δ

∑

|α|≤1

〈∂α
xu,∇∂α

xn〉


+ ‖∇(n,u,m)‖21 ≤ 0,

which leads to

d

dt


‖(n,u,m)‖22 + δ

∑

|α|≤1

〈∂α
xu,∇∂α

xn〉


+ ‖(n,u,m)‖22 ≤ ‖(n,u,m)‖2. (4.9)

Then (4.9) can be rewritten as

d

dt
F0(t) + F0(t) ≤ ‖(n,u,m)‖2. (4.10)

Hence, by using the Gronwall’s inequality, (4.10) and (4.8), we have that

F0(t) ≤ F0(0)e
−t + C

∫ t

0

e−(t−τ)‖(n,u,m)(τ)‖2 dτ

. F0(0)e
−t +

∫ t

0

e−(t−τ)(1 + τ)−
3
2 dτ

(
‖(n0,u0,m0)‖2L1∩L2 +G2

0(τ)
)

. (1 + t)−
3
2

(
F0(0) + ‖(n0,u0,m0)‖2L1∩L2 +G2

0(t)
)

. (1 + t)−
3
2

(
‖(n0,u0,m0)‖2L1∩H2 +G2

0(t)
)
,

which indicates that

G0(t) . ‖(n0,u0,m0)‖2L1∩H2 +G2
0(t).

Now assume (4.3) holds for some positive integer i (0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1) and from Strauss Lemma 2.4,
we know that Gi(t) is bounded. Now it is left to prove (4.3) also holds for i+1. Here we let i ≥ 3,
since when 1 ≤ i ≤ 2, (4.3) can be proved by the same procedure below. First, we estimate the
nonlinear terms as follows.

‖(R1,R2,R3)(t)‖L1 . ‖(n,u,m)(t)‖1‖∇(n,u,m)(t)‖1 . (1 + t)−
3
4− 5

4Gi+1(t),

‖∇i+1(R1,R2,R3)(t)‖ . (1 + t)−
3
4− 1

2− 3
4−

i+1
2 Gi+1(t) . (1 + t)−

3
4−

i+1
2 Gi+1(t),

‖∇i−2(R1,R2,R3)(t)‖ . (1 + t)−
3
4− 1

2− 3
4−

i−1
2 Gi+1(t) . (1 + t)−

3
4−

i+1
2 Gi+1(t).
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From Proposition 3.6 and Duhamel’s principle, we have that

‖∇i+1(n,u,m)(t)‖ ≤ C
(
‖(n0,u0,m0)‖L1 + ‖∇i+1(n0,u0,m0)‖

)
(1 + t)−

3
4−

i+1
2

+C

∫ t
2

0

(1 + t− τ)−
3
4−

i+1
2

(
‖(R1,R2,R3)(τ)‖L1 + ‖∇i+1(R1,R2,R3)(τ)‖

)
dτ

+C

∫ t

t
2

(1 + t− τ)−
3
2

(
‖∇i−2(R1,R2,R3)(τ)‖ + ‖∇i+1(R1,R2,R3)(τ)‖

)
dτ

. (1 + t)−
3
4−

i+1
2

(
‖(n0,u0,m0)‖L1 + ‖∇i+1(n0,u0,m0)‖

)

+

∫ t
2

0

(1 + t− τ)−
3
4−

i+1
2 (1 + τ)−

3
4− 5

4Gi+1(τ)dτ +

∫ t

t
2

(1 + t− τ)−
3
2 (1 + τ)−

3
4−

i+1
2 Gi+1(τ)dτ

. (1 + t)−
3
4−

i+1
2

(
‖(n0,u0,m0)‖L1 + ‖∇i+1(n0,u0,m0)‖+Gi+1(t)

)
. (4.11)

(When 1 ≤ i ≤ 2, we don’t need to divide the nonlinear estimate into two parts.) With the
methods that are used in Lemma 2.6 and 2.8, we can get it for some positive constant C that

d

dt


‖∇i+1(n,u,m)‖22 + δ

∑

i+1≤|α|≤i+2

〈∂α
xu,∇∂α

xn〉


+ ‖∇i+2(n,u,m)‖21

≤ ‖∇i+1(R1,R2,R3)(t)‖‖∇i+1(n,u,m)(t)‖,
which leads to

d

dt


‖∇i+1(n,u,m)‖22 + δ

∑

i+1≤|α|≤i+2

〈∂α
xu,∇∂α

xn〉


+ ‖∇i+1(n,u,m)‖22

≤ ‖∇i+1(R1,R2,R3)(t)‖‖∇i+1(n,u,m)(t)‖ + ‖∇i+1(n,u,m)(t)‖2.
And that is

d

dt
Fi+1(t) + Fi+1(t) . (1 + t)−

3
2−(i+1)

(
‖(n0,u0,m0)‖2L1 + ‖∇i+1(n0,u0,m0)‖2 +G2

i+1(t)
)
.

Hence, by using the Gronwall’s inequality, we have that

Fi+1(t) . Fi+1(0)e
−t +

∫ t

0

e−(t−τ)(1 + τ)−
3
2−(i+1)

(
‖U0‖2L1 + ‖∇i+1U0‖2 +G2

i+1(τ)
)
dτ

. (1 + t)−
3
2−(i+1)

(
Fi+1(0) + ‖U0‖2L1 + ‖∇i+1U0‖2 +G2

i+1(t)
)
,

which indicates that

(1 + t)
3
2+(i+1)Fi+1(t) . ‖U0‖2L1 + ‖∇i+1U0‖22 +G2

i+1(t). (4.12)

Now add (4.3) to (4.12), we have

Gi+1(t) . ‖U0‖2L1∩Hi+3 +G2
i+1(t),

which completes the induction. With Strauss Lemma 2.4, we can see that Gk(t) is bounded, which
leads to (4.1). Apply ∂α

x (0 ≤ |α| ≤ k+1) to (2.2)4, multiply it by ∂α
xq and integrate the resultant

equation over R3 to get

‖∂α
xdivq‖2 + ‖∂α

xq‖2 ≤ 4‖∂α
x∇m‖2 + ‖∂α

x∇
(
m4
)
‖2 + 4‖∂α

x∇
(
m3
)
‖2 + 6‖∂α

x∇
(
m2
)
‖2.

We can see the fact from (4.1) that the nonlinear terms decay faster than the linear term 4‖∂α
x∇m‖2,

which gives (4.2).
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Lemma 4.2. If there exists a small enough constant ǫ3 > 0 such that the initial data satisfies

‖(n0,u0,m0)‖L1∩Hk ≤ ǫ3 ( for any integer k ≥ 2),

C′‖n0‖2L1 − c′0‖(u0,m0)‖2L1 > Cǫ23,

where constants C′ and c′ are determined in Proposition 3.7. Then, there exist two positive con-
stants a′1, a

′
2 such that

a′1(1 + t)−
3
4 ≤ ‖(n,u,m, divq)(t)‖ ≤ a′2(1 + t)−

3
4 , t ≥ 0.

Proof. From Duhamel’s principle, it holds that

‖(n,u,m)(t,x)− etB(n0,u0,m0)(x)‖ ≤
∫ t

0

‖e(t−τ)B(R1,R2,R3)(τ)‖dτ

.

∫ t

0

(1 + t− τ)−
3
4 ‖(R1,R2,R3)(τ)‖L1∩L2 dτ

Now with Lemma (4.1), the nonlinear source terms can be also estimated as

‖(R1,R2,R3)(t)‖L1 . ‖(n,u,m)(t)‖22 . (1 + t)−
3
2 ‖(n0,u0,m0)‖2L1∩H2 ,

‖(R1,R2,R3)(t)‖ . ‖(n,u,m)(t)‖22 . (1 + t)−
3
2 ‖(n0,u0,m0)‖2L1∩H2 .

So we have

‖(n,u,m)(t,x)− etB(n0,u0,m0)(x)‖ ≤ Cǫ23

∫ t

0

(1 + t− τ)−
3
4 (1 + t)−

3
2 dτ

thus, from Proposition 3.7, we know

a1(1 + t)−
3
4 − Cǫ23(1 + t)−

3
4 ≤ ‖(n,u,m)(t)‖ ≤ a2(1 + t)−

3
4 + Cǫ23(1 + t)−

3
4 . (4.13)

As for divq, we can see it from (3.1) that

‖divq(t)‖2 − 4 ‖m(t)‖2 . ‖divq(t)‖2 − 4

∥∥∥∥
|ξ|2

|ξ|2 + 1
m̂(t)

∥∥∥∥
2

.

∥∥∥∥
|ξ|2

|ξ|2 + 1

(
m̂4 + 4m̂3 + 6m̂2

)
(t)

∥∥∥∥
2

.
∥∥(m4 + 4m3 + 6m2

)
(t)
∥∥2 . (1 + t)−3‖(n0,u0,m0)‖L1∩H2 ,

which combined with (4.13) provides the estimate for divq. Let a′1 =
a1−Cǫ23

2 and a′2 = 2
(
a2 + Cǫ23

)
.

Now the proof is completed.

Finally, it is easy to see that Theorem 1.1 follows from Proposition 2.1 and 2.2; Theorem 1.2
comes from Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2 indicates Theorem 1.3.
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