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CONVERGENCE TO EQUILIBRIUM FOR
A DEGENERATE THREE SPECIES REACTION-DIFFUSION SYSTEM

SAUMYAJIT DAS AND HARSHA HUTRIDURGA

ABsTrACT. In this work, we study a reaction-diffusion system for three species. The nonlinearity in the
system comes from an underlying chemical reaction. Our main objective is to understand the long time
behaviour of solutions to this reaction-diffusion system when there are degeneracies. More precisely, we treat
cases when one of the diffusion coefficients vanishes while the other two diffusion coefficients stay positive.
‘We prove convergence to equilibrium type results. In all our results, the constants appearing in the decay
estimates are explicit.

1. INTRODUCTION

Reaction-diffusion equations are among the most widely used differential equations in applications. These
equations govern the evolution (in time) of species concentrations at various spatial locations that are simul-
taneously diffusing and undergoing chemical reactions. We consider a reaction-diffusion model that concerns
the three species X1, Xo and X3 undergoing the following reversible reaction:

X1+ Xo = X3

The spatial domain is taken to be a bounded domain © C RY with C?*¥ boundary with v > 0. For the
unknown a,b,c : [0,7) x Q@ — R, representing the concentrations of 3 species X7, Xo, X3 respectively, the
reaction-diffusion model is given by the following system of partial differential equations:

ora — dyAa = c— ab in (0,7) x Q,
Ob —dyAb=c—ab in (0,7) x Q,
(1) Oc —dcAc=ab—c in (0,7) x Q,
n-Vea=n-Vyb=n-Vye=0 on (0,7) x 09,
a(0,-) = ag; b(0,-) = bo; ¢(0,-) = o in €.

Here n(x) denotes the outward unit normal to Q at the point = € Q. The initial data ag, by, ¢y are taken to
be smooth and the diffusion coefficients d,, dp, d.. are taken to be nonnegative. When the diffusion coefficients
are strictly positive (referred to, now onwards, as the non-degenerate setting), it is well-known that a unique
strictly positive global-in-time C*° solution exists for the above model [Pie04, Piel0], where the positiveness
comes from the quasi-positive nature of the rate function [Ama85, QS19, Rot06]. The large time behaviour
of solutions to (1) in the non-degenerate setting was addressed in [DF06] using the method of entropy. In
this method, a Lyapunov functional (termed entropy) is found for the evolution equation. The negative
of the time derivative of this entropy functional is referred to as the entropy dissipation functional. The
entropy dissipation functional is then related back to the relative entropy via a functional inequality. This
will then be followed by a Grénwall type argument to deduce convergence of relative entropy to zero. A
Criszar-Kullback-Pinsker type inequality that relates relative entropy and the L'-norm helps the authors in
[DF06] to prove the convergence to equilibrium in the L*(£2)-norm and that the decay is exponentially fast
in time. In the proof of [DF06], uniform boundedness of the solution (a,b,c) to (1) plays an important role.
This uniform bound is available in the non-degenerate case.

In this paper, we discuss the large time behaviour of solutions to couple of degenerate cases (i.e when
one of the species stops diffusing) of the three species model (1). Our work is heavily inspired by [EMT20]
which dealt with a four species degenerate model where one of the species stops diffusing. The authors
in [EMT20] demonstrated a so-called indirect diffusion effect wherein an effective diffusion is felt by the
non-diffusive species, thanks to interplay between the diffusion from diffusive species and the underlying
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reversible reaction. Our work demonstrates that a similar indirect diffusion effect is present in the above
three species model in the presence of degeneracies. The two degenerate reaction-diffusion systems that we
study in this article are:

Ora — dgAa =c— ab in (0,7) x Q,
Ob=c—ab in (0,7) x Q,
(2) Orc —dc.Ac=ab—c in (0,7) x Q,
n-Vea=n-Vyb=n-Vye=0 on (0,7) x 90

a(0,+) = ap; b(0,-) = by; ¢(0,+) = co in Q

and

Oa —doAa=c—ab in (0,7) x Q,
O —dpyAb=c—ab in (0,7) x Q,
(3) Oic=ab—c in (0,7) x Q,
n-Vea=n-Vyb=n-Vye=0 on (0,7) x 90

a(0,-) = ap; b(0,-) = by; ¢(0,-) = ¢y in Q

Here, the initial data are assumed to be smooth and strictly positive. The diffusion coefficients d,, d. in (2)
and the diffusion coefficients d,, dp in (3) are assumed to be strictly positive. The existence of a smooth
positive solution to (2) was proved in [DF15, Theorem 3.1] for all smooth initial non-negative data. The
existence of a smooth positive solution to (3) was proved in [DF15, Theorem 3.2] for all smooth initial non-
negativee data if the dimension N < 3. The authors in [DF15], however, prove the existence of a weak global-
in-time positive solution to (3) in any arbitrary dimension. The process of establishing various estimates in
the article [EMT20] has greatly motivated us to establish similar kind of estimates in dimension larger than
three for the degenerate case (2) corresponding to d, = 0. We further use various Neumann Green’s function
results from [FMT19, Rot06, Mor83, CK15], to get various estimates specifically for dimensions less than
four.
Observe that both the models (2) and (3) satisfy the following mass conservation properties:

(4) 0 < M|Q| =: /Qa(t,x) +e(t,x) = /Qa((),:z:) +¢(0,x)
5) 0 < My|Q| =: /

Q

b(t,x) + c(t,x) = / b(0,z) + ¢(0, x)

Q

An equilibrium state (@0, boo, €0 ) associated with these models should also satisfy these conservation prop-
erties. Hence we should have

(6) (oo + Coo = M7, boo + Coo = My
Moreover, at equilibrium the rate function should vanish, i.e.
(7) Coo = Oooboo

The relations (6) and (7) put together leads to a quadratic equation for ¢, whose only admissible non-
negative solution is

1 1
(8) Coo = 5 (1 4+ My + Mp) — 5\/(1 + My + M3)? — AM; M.

From now onwards, we will be considering this unique homogeneous equilibrium state (oo, boo, Coo)-
Some Notation:

e For any function f: 2 — R we denote the average of f as

— 1
f= w/ﬂf@)dx
e Q= (7,T)xQand Q = (0,t) x Q



e For a,b, ¢ non-negative, we define A := /a; B := Vb C = V/¢. The deviations from their averages
are denoted by
So:=A—A; ép:=B-B; 6c:=C-C.
We consider the following entropy functional associated with (2) and (3):

) Ela,b,c) = /Q(a(lna )4+ 1)+ (b= 1)+ 1) + (e(lne—1)+1).

While studying (2) in dimensions N > 4, we have been able to arrive at large time asymptotics of the solution
only under certain closeness assumption on the non-zero diffusion coefficients. The precise assumption is the
following:

Assumption 1. The non-zero diffusion coefficients d, and d. are said to satisfy the closeness assumption

if

2 |da — de| !
10 do —de| < Zpre— d )’
(10) <o MM G Geon@, V)

)

where the constants Cfﬁgc o and Csor(2, N, p ), are the parabolic reqularity constant (see Theorem 12 in

the Appendiz) and the second order reqularity constant (see Theorem 11 in the Appendiz), respectively.

Now we are going to state our two main results.

Theorem 1. For N > 4, let (a,b,c) be the solution to the degenerate system (2). Let (aoo,boo, Coo) be the
associated equilibrium state given by (6)-(8). Let the nonzero diffusion coefficients d,, d.. satisfy the closeness
condition (10). Then, for any given positive ¢ < 1, there exists a time T. and two positive constants Sy and
Sy such that for t > T., we have

1 2 2 1 (9 + 2\/_) —~S,(1 131161
a— oo +—— b - buo +— le—coo < oS 2(1+1)
For N < 4, let (a,b,c) be the solution to the degenerate system (2). Let (oo, boosCoo) be the associated

equilibrium state given by (6)-(8). Then, for any given positive ¢ < 1, there exists a time T. and two
positive constants Sz and Sy such that for t > T., we have

1 2 1 2 1 2 (9+2v2) —Su(14t) "
2M1Ha—aoo||p(g)+2—]V[2Hb—boo||p(g)+mllc—cml\p(g) < m e ! :
Theorem 2. Let N < 3 and let (a,b,c) be the solution to the degenerate system (3). Let (oo, boos Coo) be

the associated equilibrium state given by (6)-(8). Then, for any given positive e < 1, there exists a time T
and two positive constants S5 and Sg such that for t > T, we have

) 1 O+2v2) o - 5
_ 2 _ 2  e— 2 et
a - o 4 b= b + ¢— oo < e '
ST, H ”Ll(Q) A H ||L1(Q) (Ml + M2) ” HLI(Q) (3 + 2\/—)|Q|

Now based on solutions of two degenerate systems we define two different entropy dissipation functional
which will be related to the entropy functional by a sign of time derivative.

We define the following positive entropy dissipation functionals for d, =0 and d. = 0:

For d, =0
2 2
D(a,b, c) /'V“| +d, / Vel /ab—c)ln(a—b).
c
(11) For d. =0
|Val? / Vb2 / ab
D(a,b,c) / de 5 —l—Q(ab )ln(c)

Using classical Poincaré inequality, taking C(€2) as the Poincaré constant of the domain, and on the last
term application of the following algebraic inequality

(z —y)(Inz —Iny) > 4(v/z — Vy)% Va,y >0, yields:



D(a,b,c) > ||5C||i2(sz) +4[|AB — OH%%Q) for d =0,

5 2 dc
o) 10allL2q) + ISl0)]
(12)

da 2 db
D(a, b,¢) Zm 194112 @) + m”‘SBHi%Q) +4[AB = C|l72(q) for d. = 0.

An application of Poincaré-Writinger inequality (see Lemma 7 in the Appendix) for the dimension N >4
gives us for dp = 0,
dc
P( ) %2 " P(Q)
and the same inequality for dimension N = 1,2, 3, gives us for d, = 0,

D(a,b,c) >

2 0 +AB = Cl32(0

4da 4dc 2
D(a,b,c) > Q) )+ PO y +IAB = Cll720)
where P () is the Poincaré-Writinger constant (see Lemma 7 in the Appendix).

A similar application of Poincaré-Writinger inequality for N > 4 gives us for d. = 0,

4d, 9 4dy 9
P10 43, )+ Py 19917 2

and the same inequality for the dimension N = 1,2, 3, gives us for d. = 0,
4d, 4dy,

D(avbvc) P(Q )||6AHLG Q)+ P(Q)

where P () is the Poincaré-Writinger constant (see Lemma 7 in the Appendix)

2
D(a,b,c) > a) +|AB = Cll720)

16811760 + IAB = C|1Z2(0

Furthermore for both the cases we have the following relation between the two functional by the time

derivative i.e J
—(E(CL, bv C) - E(CLOO, b007 COO)) = —D(CL, bv C)

dt
Furthermore consider the function I'(z,y) = iinfg ?;J)FQ ; we see that we can find a Constant Ct > 0; such

that T'(z,y) < Crmax{1,In %} We are going to represent difference between entropy by this function. We

can write:

E(a,b,¢) — E(aso, boos Coo)
= /Q D(a, a0 )(A — As)? + /Q D(b,boo)(B — Bso)? + /Q T(c,co0)(C — Cuo)?

< Crmax {1,In(||a]| L) + 1)+|Inax| }[|A - Aoo”%mz)
+Crmax {1,In (||b]| g () + 1) + | Inboo| }| B — BOOH%Q(Q)
+Cpmax {1, (el ey + 1) + el HIC = CoolBey

Now for degeneracy d, = 0, we derive in Lemma 4 and for degeneracy d. = 0, we derive in Proposition
8 that the growth of the species varies polynomially with time, which leads us to the following relation: for
some positive constant C; > 0, and time sufficiently large time i.e t > T, where € > 0,

E(CL, b, C) - E(aom boo, Coo)
<Ci(1+ f)e(HA — Acoll72() + I1B = Booll20) + IC — Coo”%?(sz))
Now we have from [DF06]; 3Cgp > 0, depending only on the domain and equilibrium point such that:
IV AZ — Aoo”%mz) +|VB? - Boo”%mz) +[Ve? - 000”%2(52)
SOEB(H(SAH%%Q) + H5BH%2(Q) + H(SCH%?(Q) +C - ABH%?(Q))

This indicates that we will able to apply Gronwall inequality if we somehow link entropy dissipation with
the missing term [[05(/72(q, for dy = 0 case and similarly with the missing term [|d¢|[72q) for de = 0 case.
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So to obtain exponential decay in convergence type of results our goal is to relate entropy dissipation with
the missing term.

We will relate the missing term with entropy dissipation in Proposition 4 for d, = 0 case in dimension
N > 4, and proved the same for d, = 0 case in dimension N = 1,2, 3 in Proposition 5 in the following way:

N-—2

D(a,b,¢) >C(1+1)" 51 |6p] 72y N >4
D(a,b,c) >C(1+ )73 (05]13q) N=1,23

To prove this we require an estimate of L2 (€2) norm of b for N > 4 and an estimate of L2 (Q) norm of
b for N =1,2,3. These estimates are the Key Estimates of our article. It turns out our Key estimates
are the following;:

=z

-2

A

e For N >4 HbHL'IQ\L(Q) < K(l—l:t)N—l r
e For N =1,2,3; HbHL%(Q) < K(1+t)s

which are proved in Lemma 2, Proposition 3 and Lemma 3. The proof of this key estimate for N =1,2,3
is an application of Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality whereas for N > 4 we need to have some extra closeness
condition(10) on the other two non-zero diffusion coefficients d,,d.. This extra condition helps us to get
evolution of space integral of diffusive species a and ¢, with time or more specifically in unit interval of time.
It turns out if d, and d, satisfies closeness condition(10) for dimension N > 4, we have the following result
for p > N:3 Cy > 0 independent of time, such that

lallzeo, . )+ lelze@, ) < Co VT >0

This above result is proved in Lemma 1, and this will help us to prove our key estimate for dimension
N > 4. Similarly we will able to prove time dependent evolution of space integral of diffusive species for
degenerate d, = 0 case in dimension N = 1,2, 3, in Proposition 3 and Lemma 3. The relation for dimension
N =1,2,3 for d, = 0 case is described below:for some natural number uc > 0,

lall Lo, .0y + Lo,y < Ke(L+7)HC V720
In this article our calculations are inspired from the article [EMT20].

For d. = 0, we will relate entropy dissipation with dc. In this article for d. = 0 we consider the dimension
N < 4. Although we will establish our result only for dimension N = 3, for dimension N = 1,2,4 all the
calculations are similar. In Proposition 9 We establish the following relations between entropy dissipation
and 0¢:

. ;n _ — —
D(a,b,c) > C(1+1)73 (| A = A|| 72 + | B = Bll12(q) +IC — Cli2(0))

To prove this we need a particular integral estimate of species a, which we will establish in Lemma 6. The
particular relation is the following:

~ 1
lall 3 o < CA+ 1 ¥E>0.

This is the key estimate for the degenerate case d. = 0; to establish this we will use the following estimate
(see Lemma 5): 3Cq > 0 independent of time such that;

T T
//aQSOQ(l—i-T);//bQSCsz(l+T) VT >0
0 Q 0 Q
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These results along with Gronwall inequality will help us to show entropy functional for both degeneracy
cases d, = 0 and d. = 0 decays sub-exponentially with time. On the other hand an application of Cziszar-
Kullback-Pinsker Inequality provides us the following lower bound of entropy functional; [DF06]

3+2v2)|0
E(a,b,¢) — E(aoo, boos Coo) > %”a _ %OH%I(Q)
2M;(9 + 2v/2)
(3 +2v2)|9] 2 (3+2v2)[Q ,
+ SR b = b3y + e
2009+ 2/3) oo Gn anye + v 20

Combining all these we arrive at the main results of our article i.e Theorem 1 and Theorem 2.

2. THE CASE OF d, =0

The idea is to connect entropy dissipation with the missing 5 term in (12) so that we can apply Gronwall
inequality to have a sub-exponential decay. We begin by proving an uniform integrability estimate for ¢ and
¢ in a parabolic cylinder of unit height. A similar estimate was obtained for a degenerate four species model
in [EMT20, Lemma 3.12, p.4343].

Lemma 1. Let p > N > 4 and let p’ be its Holder conjugate. Let (a,b,c) be the solution to the degenerate
system (2) and let the nonzero diffusion coefficients dg,d. satisfy the closeness condition (10). Then there
exists a Cy > 0, depending only on the initial condition and the dimension N, such that

lallLe(@, 1) + llellLe@, 40 < Co VT > 0.

Proof. Define d := %. We can rewrite the equations corresponding to concentrations a and ¢ in (2) as

Oa —dAa = c—ab+ (d, — d)Aa,
(13)

Oc —dAc=ab—c+ (d. — d)Ac.
Let ¢ : [0,00) — [0,1] be a smooth function such that ¢(0) = 0 and

o(r) =1 for z € [1, 00)
0< ¢ () <M for z € [0, c0)
for some constant M > 0. For an arbitrary 7 > 0, consider ¢, : [1,00) — [0,1] defined as ¢, (s) := ¢(s — 7)
for s € [1,00). Then, the product ¢, (t)a(t,x) satisfies
¢ (pra) — dA (¢ra) = adrdr + ¢r(c — ab + (dy — d)Aa) in Q40
¢-Va-n=0 on 0Q; 49
¢ (T)a(r,z) =0 in O
Making the change of variable t; = ¢ — 7 in the above equation yields

Oy (07 (t1 + 7T)a(ty + 7,2)) — dA(dr (81 + T)a(ty + 7, 2))
=a(ty + 7,2)0, ¢r(t1 +7) + 7 (t1 + 7)(c — ab+ (dg — d)Aa) in Qo2
or(t1 +7)Va(ty + 7,2) - n=0 on 9 2
¢ (0+7)a(0+7,2) =0 in Q

(14)

Similarly, the concentration c satisfies the following boundary value problem:

Oy (or (t1 + T)e(ts + 7, ) = dA(d7 (t1 + T)e(ty + 7, 7))
=c(t1 +7,2)0, ¢ (t1 + 7) + - (t1 + 7)(ab — ¢ + (de. — d)Ac) in Qg2
¢r(t1 +7)Ve(ts +1,2) - n=0 on 08 2
¢r(0+7)c(0+7,2) =0 in Q

(15)



Let G4 denotes the Green’s function associated with the operator 9; —dA with Neumann boundary condition.
Then, we can express the solutions to (14) and (15) as follows:

t1
b1t + Talts + 7, 1) = / / Galts, 5,2, y)a(s + 7, 9)Bsbr (s + 7) dy ds
0 Q

(16) .
+ / A Ga(t1,s,2,9)p-(s+ 7)(c —ab+ (d, — d)Aa)(s,y) dy ds
0
and
ty
(br (tl + T)C(tl + 7, ,T) = / / Gd(tla S, T, y)C(S + 7, y)as(br(s + T) dy ds
(17) 0 Q

ty
+ / Ga(t1,8,2,9)p- (s + 7)(ab — c+ (d. — d)Ac)(s,y) dy ds
0o Jo

Let us fix a non-negative 6 € L” (Qo2). Let ) be the solution to

8t11/1(t1, I) + dA1/)(t1,$) = —G(tl, I) for (tl,.I) S 9072
(18) Vip(ty,z) -n=0 for (t1,z) € (0,2) x 0Q
¥(2,2) =0 for z € Q

Applying the second order regularity estimate (see Theorem 11 in Appendix A for further details) to the
above equation yields

2OSOR(Qa Na p/)

(19) 8]0y < 2261

Multiplying the expression (16) by 6 and integrating over time and space yields

2
/ /¢T(t1 + 1)a(ty + 7,2)0(ty, ) de dty
0 JQ

ty
Q

2
:/ / (/ Gd(tl,s,iv,y)a(s—i-T,y)as¢f(s—|—T)dyds) 0(t1,x) dz dty
o Ja \Jo

ty
Q

+/02/Q (/0 Gd(tl,S,x,y)¢r(s+T)(c—ab—|—(da—d)Aa)(s,y)dyds) Oty z) du dty

Substituting for € in terms of ¢, using (18), in the second term on the right hand side of the above expression
followed by integration by parts yields

2
/ / 6oty + T)alts + 7,2)0(t, 2) dz dty
0 Q

—/02/9 (/Ot /Q Ga(ty, s, 2, y)a(s +7,y)0s¢r (s +7) dyds> O(t1, z) dx dt
+/02/Q </Ot /Q (O, — dA) Galt1, 8,2,y) (¢-(s +7)(c — ab+ (do — d)Aa)(s,y)) dyds> W(ty, z) de diy

Using the property of the Green’s function, we get

2
/ ¢ (t1 +71)a(ty + 7, 2)0(t1, x) de dty
0
ty
Q

Q
2
:/ / (/ Gd(tl,s,way)a(s+Tay)5s¢f(s-i-T)dyds) 0(t1,x) de dty
o Ja \Jo

2
+ / or(t1 + 7)(c —ab+ (dg — d)Aa)(t1, 2)Y(t1, x) de dty
0o Jo
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A further integration by parts in the second term on the right hand side of the above expression yields

2
/ /¢T(t1 +T)a(t1 + 7, :c)@(tl,:v) dax dty
0 Q

(20) < 161lo (2.

Lp(Qoyg)

t1
/ / Gd(tl,S,.I,ZJ)CL(S-FT, y)aS¢T(S+T) dde
0 Q

+ / O (t1 + 7)((c — ab) ¢ + (do — d)aA))(t1, x) da dtq,
0o Jo

where we have also used Holder inequality to bound the first term on the right hand side.
The following Green’s function estimate is available from [Mor83][CK15]: there exists a constant Ky > 0,
depending only on the domain, such that

K _llz—yl?
1 ﬂe H(tl,ys) = gd(t1—5,x—y),
(47T(t1 —S))2

for some constant x > 0 depending only on () and the diffusion coefficient d. Note that

loall 12 0, ) < Ko

for some constant K5 > 0. Observe that there exists a ¢ < p such that
1 1 1

p 1+% ¢

Hence, applying the Young’s convolution inequality we obtain

Using this estimate and the estimate of At from (19) in (20), we arrive at

t1
/ Galtr, 5,2, y)a(s + 7, y)0sdr (s + 7) dy ds
0 Q

< . . .
) HgdHLH%(Qw) la(-+7,-)0s ¢+ ( +T)||Lq(szg,2)

S K2 Ha( + T, )as¢‘l’( + T)HLQ(QO,Q)

2
/ /¢T(t1 + 71)a(ty + 7,2)0(ty, x) de dty
0o JQ

2
(21) < Ka a4 7000+ Dl Bl gy + [ [ 6t +7) (e = ab) ) (1, ) ot
0
/ |da B d0|
+Csor($%, N, p )m 6=+ 7)al- + 7, )l o.0) 191lLe (0.0

Performing a similar set of computations on the equation (17) for ¢, ¢ yields

2
/ /¢T(t1 + 7)e(ty + 7, 2)0(ty, x) de dty
0o JQ

2
(22) < K e+ 7,)0507 (- + T)llna(aq ) 101lLe (0.0) + /0 /QQST(tl +7) ((ab—c)¥) (t1,z) dzdty

|dq — d|
+ OSOR(Qvap/)m @7 (- 4+ T)el- 4+ 7, )L o) 10lLe (00.0)

Adding the inequalities (21) and (22) and using positivity of a and ¢ yields

2
/ Or(t1 +7) (a+c) (ty + 7,2)0(t1, z) de dty
0o Jo

S K (a+c) (-4 7,)0s0- (- + T)llLaag.z) 191l (00.0)

|do — de|
+ CSOR(Q,N,P/)W [or(-+7) (a+c) (47 )lLoay ) 10l (0.0)
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As 1 < ¢ < p, there exists a € (0, 1] such that

Hence by interpolation, we have

e < AN IAIR ¥F € LINLL
Using the above interpolation inequality and a duality argument, we obtain
(23)

Ko M® M0«
H(br( +T)(G+C)(' +T7')||LP(QO,2) S ( 2 ! | |

1-— CSOR(Qa N7pl)%

) ||(a—|—c) ('+T=')6S¢T( +T)HLP (Q0,2)

To obtain bounds which are independent of 7, let us take

KoM M Q™
¢ - 2MMFOH o A=l

(1 - CSOR(Qa N7 pl)%

for n € NU{0}.

nont1)

As 7 > 0 is arbitrary, we deduce from (23) that
Bry1 < CBLe for n € N.

Consider the set
A= {n € N such that §, < Bn+1}.

Observe that 3, < Ca for all n € A. Hence we deduce that
B, < max {BO, cw }
Observe that the sum of concentrations a + ¢ satisfies the following differential equation:
O(a+c)—A(pula+¢)=0 in Qr,

Vae(a+¢)-n=0 on [0,T] x 092,

(a+¢)(0,2) =ao+ co € LP(Q) in €,
where p : Qp — R defined as follows:

dya .
wu(t,x) = (7a——::j c> (t,x) for (t,z) € Qp.
Observe that p satisfies
0 < min{dg,d.} < p(t,z) < max{d,,d.} for all (¢,x) € Qrp.

As the diffusion coefficients d,, and d,. satisfy the closeness condition (10), employing the p*" order integrability
estimate [CDF14, Proposition 1.1, p.1186] (see Theorem 12 from the Appendix for the precise statement),
we arrive at

|dc - d | C}djaj‘%f'gc .’

Bo = lla+cllLriny,) < | 1+ max{d,,d.} llao + collre ()

Satle p/

Hence we deduce
PRC
|d - d | Cda+dc '

1
ag + ¢ , Co
9 _ |d d |O]d3a]igc H 0 OHLP(Q)

B, < max 1+ max{d,,d.}

P’
Hence there exists a constant Cp, independent of 7, such that
lallLe (@, 1) + llellLr@, ) < Co V7 >0.
O

The following lemma derives the key integrability estimate for the concentration b which will play an
important role in our analysis.



Lemma 2. Let p > N > 4 and let p' be its Holder conjugate. Let (a,b,c) be the solution to the degenrate
system (2) and let the nonzero diffusion coefficients dg,d. satisfy the closeness condition (10). Then there
ezists a constant K3 > 0, depending only on the initial data and the dimension N, such that

168, 4 ) < K (14 H¥T V>0
Proof. Recall that b solves the equation
O:b = ¢ — ab.
Non-negativity of @ and b implies that
ob <ec.
Integrating over (0,t) yields

b(t,z) < bo(x) —|—/0 c(s,x)ds

Raising it to the power N and employing Jensen’s inequality, we obtain

t N t
(b(t. ) < 281 ((bo<x>>N+ ([ ets.oras) ) <210 (o) + [ (el as)
0 0
Integrating the above inequality in the x variable over §2 yields
N - - N N
(24) 15 My < 287+ (Iolli (o) + el ) )
According to Lemma 1, for any p > N and for any 7 > 0, we have
||CHLP(QTYT+1) < Co,
where the constant Cy > 0 depends only on the dimension N, the domain €2 and the initial data. Holder
inequality yields

p—N
p

lelin @,y < lellie,, oy 1€
Hence we deduce that for any ¢ > 0,

N(p—N)

N
lellr g,y < Co' 192 (L+1).

Using this in (24) yields

N(p—N)

166, My <280+ DY (ol gy 121+ C 12177 (1+1))

Define a constant K3 > 0 as follows:

N(N:l) _ N N N(p—N)
Ky "= 2V (0™ (ol 121+ CY 1017

Thus we arrive at
N

—1 1
[0t vy < K37 (Ma|Qf) V=2 (1 +¢)

Note that
« 11—« “th _N—2
N 1 wi a_N—l'

2
N
Hence by interpolation, we have

This yields the following estimate:

=2 1
L% (@) <16 v iy 100 ) @)

2
S

< Kz (1+t)~=1.

O

Unlike the case of dimension N > 4, we are able to obtain L2 (©)-norm estimates on b(t, ) without any
closeness assumption on the diffusion coefficients d, and d. in the case of dimensions N < 3. Next, we prove
such an estimate and more in dimension three followed by a similar result in dimensions one and two.

10



Proposition 3. Let (a,b,c) be the solution to the degenerate system (2) in dimension N = 3. Then, there
exist constants K, K. > 0 and pu. € N, independent of time, such that

(2, ')”L%(Q) < K(1+1)3 for t >0,

o, SKe  forr=0,

Be
lell 7o, ) < Kl +1) for >0,

lall, 2

Proof. Recall that the solution (a, b, ¢) to the degenerate system (2) satisfies the following estimate:

t b
/ / <4da‘V\/E‘2+4dc|v\/5|2+(ab—c)ln (a_)) dzds < E(ag, by, co) — E(a,b,c) < E(ao, by, co),
0o Ja ¢

where F is the entropy functional defined in (9) and (@0, boo, Coo) is the homogeneous equilibrium state
defined by (6)-(8). The above estimate along with the mass conservation properties (4)-(5) results in

T42 T+2
(25) / H\/a(t7 .)Hi\/l,z(ﬂ) dt S K4 a‘nd / H\/E(t7 ')Hi\/l,z(g) dt S K4 fOI' a‘ny T 2 07

where K4 > 0 is the following constant

E(a07 b07 CO) + E(a’oa bOa CO)
4d, 4d,.

Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality says that there exist constants K5 = K5(Q, N) and K¢ = Kg(Q, N,r,q)

where N is the dimension and 1 < p, ¢, < +o00 such that for nonnegative integers j < m,

K4 =

+2M; |9 4 2Ms |

| D? u||Lp(Q) < K; ||Dmu||LT(Q) Hu||Lq(Q + Ko [lull oy  for any u € L9(Q2) satisfying D™ u € L"(Q2).

Furthermore, the various parameters in the above inequality satisfy

1 J 1 m 11—« J
= B d ~ <a<l
PR il Al o N=%=
Applying the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality for \/a by taking r =2, m=1,7=0,N =3,g=2 and a = %

yields
2
H\/E(t ’ HL%(Q) < Ks HV\/— HL?(Q H\/— HEQ(Q) + K H\/E(t, ')HL2(Q)
Raising it to the power i ylelds

4 10 10
< 23K3 ||V\/_ ||L2(Q) H\/_ ||E2(Q) +2%K63 ||\/a(t7)H;2(Q)

7 10 4 4 7 10 10 10
:2§K53 ||v\/_ ||L2(Q) Mls |Q|3 +2§K63 M13 |Q| 3

10

vait )| %
Q

3 ()

Take an arbitrary 7 > 0 and integrate the above inequality from 7 to 7 + 2 in the ¢ variable to get
T+2 10 7 10 4 4 10 10 10 10
/ [Vatt ) Py ) dt < 29KG7 Ka My 1Q]F +25 K My 107
3
-
where we have used the apriori bound (25). Similarly, we can obtain the following estimate for \/c:
T+ _0 7 10 4 4 10 10 10 10
/ [Vt Py g, 0 < 2K KoMy Q18 + 25 K My (9]
L3
-
Define a constant K7 > 0 as follows:
7 10 4 4 g9 10 10 10\ %
Ky = (2@1{53 Ky M7 Q8 + 25 K7 M | )
We have thus arrived at the following integrability estimates:

(26) <K; and |

Hal|L%(QT,T+2) < < K; witht>0.

L%(QT,T+2) -
Recall that non-negativity of a, b implies 0;b < ¢ which in turn implies that

b(t,x) < bo(x) —I—/O c(s,x)ds.

11



Raising the above inequality to the power % yields

(b(t, )’ 2%<1+t>% <<b0< )’

t 5
—|—/ (c(s, )3 ds).
0
Integrating the above inequality over € yields

/Q(b(t,x))% de <23 (141)3 (/Q dx—!—/ / c(s,x) dxds)

1+(¢]
2 2
<23(1+1¢)3 IIbollLoo(Q 12 + Z IICH*

wlen
ot

2rr1)
5
<23 (1+0)3 (Iboll{w o) 192+ (1 +t>K73)
281+ )% (ol o) 191+ K7
Define a constant Kg > 0 as follows:
5 5
Kg = ||bo||ﬁm(9) |Q| + K73
We have thus arrived at the following integrability estimate:
(27) bt )P, < Ks(l+6)5  fort>0.
L3(Q)
Note that
2 3« n 1—-« “h o 5
- =— w =-.
3 5 1 6
Hence by interpolation, we have
1008, 3y < 10Ny by < K DS 101F (140)%,

L5 ()
thanks to the estimate (27) and the mass conservation property (5).
As a is a positive subsolution of the parabolic equation d:a — d,Aa < ¢, integrability estimation (11)
yields
lalzes0u) < Crp@da)lel 3, ) < Crp(@ da)Kr

Consider 0 < © € C2°(£0,2)(space of all compactly supported smooth function) satisfies

—[0,6 + deAp] =O Qoo
Von=0  (0,2) x 60
$(2) =0 Q

We have ¢ > 0, and the following estimates for a constant Cy, 4, > 0( ¢ € (1, 00), arbitrary)[Piel0][Amag5]

16t La(e0.2) + 1A La(2) + sup, [¢(s)lLa) + 1llLag0.2)x00) < CaclOllLa(an..)-
se|0,

We derive the following estimate of ¢, through integration by parts:

‘/Qo,z O z/Qcmb(O) — /Qw(at —dA)eo

:/§ZCO¢(O)+/Q()2(6t —d,A)ag = /Q(Co-l-ao)¢(0)+/Qwaat¢+/ﬂwadaA¢

<||@0 + collr@) 16(0) || Loy + llallzr (o) 19:ll Lo ) + dallallLr(@o.0) 1AG] La(e.0)-

Choose q = ,i.e., Holder conjugate of 4.5,duality estimate yields

llell s (00.2) < llao + collzas(a) +2Cqa.llall Las(qq.2)-
Choose Ko1 = max {(Crg + 2Cq,a,)(Q, da) K7 + |Jag + col| L4.5(q) }, we have the following estimate

lallLasoy + llellLaso) < Koi-
12



Let ¢ : [0,00) — [0,1] be a smooth function such that ¢(0) = 0 and
o(r) =1 for z € [1, 00)
0<¢'(z) <M for z € [0, 00)

for some constant M > 0. For an arbitrary 7 > 0, consider ¢, : [1,00) — [0, 1] defined as ¢-(s) := ¢(s — 1)
for s € [1,00). Then, the product ¢, (t)a(t,z) satisfies

O (pra) — doA (pra) = abrdr + ¢ (c — ab) in Q40

¢-Va-n=0 on 0Q; 42
¢-(T)a(r,x) =0 in Q
Let ((t, ) be the solution to the following initial boundary value problem:
¢ — daAC = adsr + bre Qr s
V(-n=0 0y r49
() =0 Q
By employing the maximum principle for the heat equation and exploiting the positivity of a, b, we deduce
(28) or(t,z)a(t,z) < ((t.x) for (t,x) € Qr r42.

Employing the integrability estimate for ¢ available from [CDF14, Lemma 3.3] (see Theorem 11 from the
Appendix for the precise statement), we deduce that

€] < Cr5(Q,da, s) |adidr + drc|. s

where the second inequality is a consequence of the properties of smooth function ¢ and the integrability
estimates on a and ¢ from (26). Thanks to the pointwise bound (28), we in particular (taking s = 2) have

< 2C]E(Q,da)(1 + M)K7 for 7 > 0.

2) < 2CrE(Q,da, s)(1+ M)K7 for any s < 5,

Le(Qr rq42) = L5 3(Qr,r

<
lall g o\ oy SISILs @, oy
Hence we deduce for 7 > 0,

(29)  lall, 4 ) +2C15(Q,da) (1 + M)K7 < Ko1 +2C15(0, da) (1 + M) K7 =: Ky.

L@ S Il q,

Furthermore, integrating the estimate (27) in the time variable from 7 to 7 4+ 1 helps us obtain

[[b]]. = <2K5(1—|—7’) = Kijo(1+4+7) for 7 > 0.

L3 (i) =
Observe that an application of the Hoélder inequality yields
Il g, < lallfy o0l < KRR
Using the smooth function ¢ defined earher, remark that the product ¢, (t)c(t, z) satisfies
Ot (Prc) — deA (7€) =cOrdr + dr(ab — ) in Q10
¢-Ve-n=0 on 0Q; 42
¢ (T)e(r,2) =0 in O
where ¢-(s) := ¢(s — 1) for s € [1,00) with 7 > 0. Thanks to the positivity of ¢, employing the maximum

principle for the heat equation and the integrability estimate from [CDF14, Lemma 3.3] (see Theorem 11
from the Appendix for the precise statement), we arrive at

HﬁbrcHLs(Q < Cre(de, s) [[cdipr + ¢T@bHL%

T’T+2) QT T+2)

L37 +2)}

gcfE{Mncnﬁlmwﬂ Ao+l o}

T, T+2

< Crp {Mllel g, +labll 4

L'n

< Crp { MM} K + 2K Ky (1+7)3 )
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45
for any s < (5) 27 Taking s = 2 leads to
(5—37) 4

el g

S Kll(l +7')%
+2)

where K11 := Crp(£,d.) max{MMngéﬂKg%Kl%O}. Hence we deduce

[lell < lell +K11(1+T)% < Ko |Q|% +K11(1+T)% for 7 > 0.

9 9
L3 (Qr,741) L3 (Qo,1)

Again, exploiting the relation 0;b < ¢, we arrive at
9 5 5 2 a7 9 18
101 g < 28+ 0F (bollin oy 121+ 0+ DEED) < Kis1+0)F
thus deducing

ol

5K13\° 92
”b”L%(QT,TH) = ( 23 ) (1 +r) for 7 2 0.

Holder inequality results in

4
5Ki3\° 02
< < K 5
labll 3, .y Slolligq 0 PllLg o, < 9( 23 ) ()=,

3
< g)g, employing the maximum principle for the
4,

Lemma 3.3| (see Theorem 11 from the Appendix

where we have used the bounds obtained earlier. As %
heat equation and the integrability estimate from [CDF1
for the precise statement) as before, we get

llell. z <K14(1+T)% for 7 > 0.

L2(Q +1)
O

In our above proof Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality played an important role. We will use the same
technique to get this L3 () integral estimation of b for N=1,2 case.

Lemma 3. Let a,.b,c be the solution of the degenerate system-(2) in dimension N = 1,2, then there exists
constants K, K. > 0 and some p. € N, independent of time, such that:

1Bl 5 < KA +7)E 720
oo o < Kl 4705 720
||C||L3»5(QT,T+1) < Ke(1 4 7)He; >0

Proof. Similar as in the proof of proposition-3, we are going to use Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality which says
there exists a constant depending on the domain Co = C5(€2, N) N be the dimension , for 1 < p, ¢,r < 400

| D7 Vall o) < Coll D™Vl g oy IVall 1ty + Co( N, 7.0) [V all ooy

where, %z%—i—(%—%)a—i—% and %gagl

For N=2 take r=2,m =1, =0, q:2ando¢:lweget

IValltaq) < 2°CIVVall3a IVall3aq +2°Co IVallaq)

We have just like in theorem 3 V7 >0
T+2

T+2
/ IVallyio < Kis / IVel3s) < K

T

Where K, = (a‘ziab“ c0) 4 (a?i’cb“’co) + 2M1Q + 2M>€). Integrating from 7 to T + 2

T4+2
~ 4
/ IVal| 11y < 2°C3 MPQPP Ky 4 2*Cy MY

14



T4+2
~ 4
[ Wellbuo < 2CiMROP Ky + 216"}

Take Ks = (2'CLM2|QIPE, + 24Cy" MM)3, we have, Vr > 0

lallzz@, o) < Koy lelli2q, 40) < K2
Applying Hoélder inequality we get for all 7 > 0,
1 1
(30) ||a||L%(QT,T+2) S 2K2|Q|67 ||c||L%(QT,T+2) S 2‘[{2|(2|G
Rest of the proof is just like the proof of proposition 3. We will get K > 0 such that for ¢ >0
2 5
[0l ) < KO+ 03
Now for N=1 we take, r =2,m =1, =0,¢q =2 and o = % and like in the previous N=2 case a similar
approach gives us 3 K >0,K.> 0 and 1e € Nj such that for 7 >0
HbHL%(Q)SK(l—l—T)E; 7>0
lallzssca, o) < Ke(L+7)Hes 72>
lellzas, 1) < Ke(14 1)k T>0

O

Now above proposition-1 and proposition-3 will help us to relate entropy dissipation with the missing
term Jp. Furthermore the integral estimates of ¢ will provide us polynomial growth for the solutions too.
We begin by the polynomial growth in the next theorem.

Lemma 4. Let a,b,c be the solution of degenerate system-(2). Furthermore let for p > %, there exists a
constant K. > 0, and some u. € N, independent of time, such that:

lall e, ) + lellir, ) < Ke(L4+7)He, Y7 >0
Then there exists constant Ko, and p € N, such that:
llall oo (0,) <Hoo(1 +1)H; Yt >0
bl o) SKoo(l+8)";  VE>0
llell oo () SHoo(1 +1)H; vt >0

Proof. Cnsidering ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 1] be a smooth function such that ¢(0) = 0; (b‘[l ooy = Land ¢ € [0, My).
Let’s denote ¢, (s) = ¢(s — 7), then:

Opra — dyApra =¢.a+ ¢, (c — ab) in Q0
Vora.y =0 on 09 19
(bTa(Tu :E) =0 n Q
Then from integrability estimation(appendix-11) we have:
prallLo(a, .. 0) <Cre( N, p)ldra+ drcllirq, . .)
(31) lallzoe (@i 10) SC1E(SL N, p)(1 + M) Kc(1 +7)He
Furthermore from the relation partial;b < ¢ using jensen inequality we get for some p; € N
HbHL:D(Q) <Ki(1+t)™

Integrating with respect to time variable from 7 to 7 4+ 1, we will get some po € N

bl e (g, 10y < Ko(1 4 7)H2
This along with relation-(31) implies for some 3N

N+2
llabllLra, 1) < Ks(147); p> e

15



Considering the same smooth cutoff function ¢

O prc — deAdrc =¢-c + ¢r(ab— c) in Q42
Vorey =0 on 0Q; 42
ore(r,z) =0 in Q

Then from integrability estimation(appendix-11) we have:

prcllLoea, . ta) <Cre(Q, N,p)lldrc+ ¢rabllLrq, 1)
(32) lell e (@ 41,r12) SCIE(Q N, p)(1+ M) (K. + K3)(1 + 7)kethe
Now again from the relation 9;b < ¢ using jensen inequality we get for some puy € N
[0l Lo,y < Ka(1 +12)H
This along with supremum estimates of a((31)) and ¢((32)) gives us the required result, that there exists
constant K, and p € N, such that:
lallLe (o) SKoo(L+8)"; V620
[0l o< (02,) SKoo(1 4+ )" vt =>0
<

llell oo () <Hoo(1+1)H; Yt >0

Note for N > 4, if d,, d. satisfying closeness condition for p > N > %, the assumption in the theorem-4
is automatically satisfied(proposition-1), however the assumption holds true also for N = 1,2, 3 without any
closeness condition. U

Next we show the integral estimate of b, as in lemma-2 and proposition-3, helps us to relate the missing
term dp with the entropy dissipation functional. The relation is described in the following proposition:

Proposition 4. Let N > 4 and let (a,b, c) be the solution to the degenrate system (2). Let the nonzero dif-
fusion coefficients dq, d. satisfy the closeness condition (10). Then the entropy dissipation D(a,b,c) satisfies

 N-2
(33) D(a,b,c) =2 K(1+1t)" N1 (H5A||i2(ﬂ) + H5B|\i2(9) + H5C|\i2(ﬂ)) fort >0,

where the positive constant K depends only on the dimension N, the domain ), the constants My and Ms in
the mass conservation properties (4)-(5) and the nonzero diffusion coefficients d, and d..

Proof. We rewrite the entropy dissipation functional as
ab
(34) D(a,b,c) =4d, | |VA? dz +4dc/ IVC)? dz + / (ab— c) 1n< ; ) dz.
Q Q Q

We recall an algebraic identity which says that for all p, ¢ > 0, there holds (p—¢) (Inp —Inq) > 4 (\/1_9 — \/5)2
Using this algebraic identity in the last term and employing the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality (see Theorem
7 from the Appendix for the precise statement) for the first two terms of the above dissipation functional
yields

4d,

(35) D(a,b,c) > L% ) PO

+4[|AB — C”i?((l) ,

4d,
P(Q ) L8 ()

where P(Q) =C (Q, 13_1_\72) is the Poincaré constant. From the above inequality, it follows that

o oal? .
PQ) ") T PO )

for any 0 <n < 4. As a consequence of the Holder inequality, the inequality (35) leads to

(36) D(a,b,c) > +1|AB = Cl{2(q)

L3z ()

4d, | F
P(Q)

| 4de Q"%
) P(Q)
16
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It is apparent from the above lower bound that a term involving |6 B”iz () is missing. To arrive at a lower
bound involving this missing term, we fix an arbitrary constant € > 0 (to be chosen later) and distinguish
two cases: a case corresponding to

(37) max {84l 22 0y 166 22y } < €
and another case corresponding to
(38) maxx { 842 gy » I19c1IE2cay } > <

We first treat the case corresponding to (37). Observe that
148 = Clliaa) = 104+ 7) B = (5 +0) [gao) = | (AB =) + (Boa = 60) [

We recall an algebraic identity which says that for all p,q € R, there holds (p — ¢)? > % — ¢?. Using this
algebraic identity in the above equality, we obtain

1,— —2
HAB - C”i?(ﬂ 25 HAB - CHL2(Q - ”BéA - 50”?}((2)

g HAB Ollz2gq — 2 1B3allf20) = 2 10¢ 12y

thanks to the algebraic identity (p — ¢q)? < 2p? + 2¢? for p,q € R. Employing the Hélder inequality in the
second and third terms of the lower bound in the above inequality results in

— N
o gy~ 21U 0Cl? s,

1,— —12
|AB = C|If 2 > B [AB = C| 2y — 2110l
Next, using the key integrability estimate on ||b(t, -)||L%(Q) from Lemma 2 yields

N-—2

1,— —2
(39)  |[AB = Cl[f2q) > 5 [AB =Tl 2 — 2K (1 + D)™ |

o~ 219 0

(Q Lz ()

In order to relate the above lower bound to [[05][12(q,, we further analyse the following term:
- =2
I4B = Ol[12 g,
Note that if A > /g, then
- =2 —
(40) 4B — CHL2(Q) >e||B- BHL2(Q)
To see this, factorising AB as C(1 + u(z)), we get
—2 —2

o s _ c c'— TR0
78 Tl =TI and (8= B = = e =l oy < S0 < L

On the other hand, let us consider the case when A < \/z. Note that
2 2z A2 Az 1
Ialltae =191 (7 - 7°) = T <e (14
where we have also used the fact that we are dealing with the case |0 A||L2 () < € Observe that

Cc? -

‘6CHL2 Q) — =02+ A2 - A%~ |Q| ||5C||L2(Q

2
2M1—5<1+—),
1€2]

thanks to the mass conservation property (4), the bound on A2 from above and the fact that ||5c||i2(9) <e

)

Now, using the algebraic identity (p — q)? > % — ¢?, we arrive at

9] Y AR 2
4B =Clfag = 5 (T —22"F) = =2 (Ml —¢ (1 + @> = 25M2)
17



. —2 .
where we have used the aforementioned lower bound for C”, the mass conservation property (5) and that
A < \/e. Let us now choose

M,y 1

41 = — .
(41) ST [+ 2+ 200

With the above choice of ¢, we obtain

_ _ My |2
(42) HAB_CH;(Q) SELTLAS

—2
=4 = 4M2 HB - BHL2(Q) ’

where we have used the observation (43) from earlier. Using (40) and (42) in (39) and (36) helps us deduce
that

D(a.b.) > (mo 2 K (1405 ) 1Al gy + (s — 20190 ) 1ol g+ e 135112
a,0,c) = P(Q) — 4713 A LN Q(Q) P(Q) —an C Q(Q) ne B L2(Q)
for the case A > /¢ and that

4da N-2 4dc 2 M1 2
> _ N—1 P
D(a,b,¢) > (P(Q) 20Ky (1+)% ) 18l 22, o, + (P(Q) ) 1561 4% o + 75375 195 Ty

for the case A < /. Next, observe that by taking

n(t) = 2mm{d“’d0f} (1+1t)~~=1
P(@) (K + 10 ) +1

we obtain
My |9 M, )
t) |6 .
2|Q + 4+ 4M; Q| 8M; ) 195l

Observe that the above choice of n does satisfy 0 < n < 4. Hence we deduce in the case corresponding to
(37) that

D(a,b,c) > min {

1 1
D(a,b,c) = §D(a, b,c)+ ED(CL, b, c)

2 2
2d, [0V 2.0 1 My |9 M )
>— |0 — |0 — t) |6
e P(Q) || AHLQ(Q) + P(Q) || C||L2(Q) + 2 min 2 |Q| L4+ 4M2 |Q|7 8M2 77( ) H BHLz(Q)

—2
> Ka(1+ 073 (|0allE ) + 19812 + 10clFz())

for all £ > 0, where

K1 := min

2, Q"% 24,107 F . { M, |9 Ml} min{d,, de, 2}
2 5m 2
P() P() 210| +4 - 4M2 Q" 8M: f | p(q) (K3+|Q|%) 1

The case corresponding to (38) is relatively simpler. Observe that

2

41Q~
Davbe) = L min o, de) max {184 13 o
2
selo F sel ¥ s
> W min {da,dc} Z W min {da;dc} ||B — B||L2(Q) y

where the final inequality is thanks to the following observation:

112 2 ) 2
(43) |B = Bl[ 120y = I1BllL2 (@) = B2l < IBllL2 () = IbllLi ) < M219],
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which is a consequence of the mass conservation property (5). Hence we deduce in this case that

1 1
D(a,b,c) = §D(a,b,c) + §D(a,b,c)

2 2 2
2d, Q7™ 2 2d. Q™™ 2 2¢ Q7Y min{d,,d.} 2
> '
et P(Q) H5A||L2(Q) + P(Q) |‘6C|‘L2(Q) + P(Q)Mg |Q| ||6B||L2(Q)
_ N-2
> Ka(1+1) "5 (10ala(q) + 195112 + 10020 )

for all ¢ > 0, where

R 2, Q"% 2d.|Q|"F 2 ]Q|”F min{d,,d.}
PR UTPO) T PO T P@IL )

Taking K := min{/Cy, K2} yields the desired result. O

It should be noted that a result similar to that of Proposition 4 can be found when the dimension N < 4.
As in the proof of the above proposition, employing the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality in the expression (34)
for the entropy dissipation for the case of N < 4 yields

4da 2 4dc 2 2
D(a,b,c) > P [10allLs (o) + Q) 0clis) +411AB = Cllrz(g) -

Arguing exactly as in the proof of Proposition 4 and exploiting the bound
> 5
||b(t=')HL%(Q) < K(1+1)8 for t >0,

obtained in Proposition 3 and Lemma 3 helps us prove the following result. To avoid the repeat of arguments,
we skip its proof. The key point to be noted, however, is that this result is unconditional in the sense that
the nonzero diffusion coefficients are not assumed to satisfy the closeness condition (10).

Proposition 5. Let N < 4 and let (a,b,c) be the solution to the degenrate system (2). The entropy
dissipation D(a,b,c) satisfies

_5 2 2 2
D(a,b,c) > S(1+1t)"° (||5A||L2(Q) + 11082 (o) + ||5C||L2(Q)) fort >0,

where the positive constant S depends only on the dimension N, the domain €2, the constants My and M in
the mass conservation properties (4)-(5) and the nonzero diffusion coefficients d, and d..

Next, we derive a sub-exponential decay estimate for the relative entropy.

Proposition 6. Let N > 4 and let (a,b,c) be the solution to the degenerate system (2). Let (aoo,boo, Coo)
be the associated equilibrium state given by (6)-(8). Let the nonzero diffusion coefficients dg,d. satisfy the
closeness condition (10). Then, for any given positive € < 1, there exists a time T. and two positive constants

S1 and Sy such that

l—e
(44) E(a,b,¢) — E(too, boo, Coo) < Sy e~ S2FD N for t > T..

Proof. The relative entropy reads

E(a,b,¢) — E(Gso, oo, Coo) = /

(alna —a— axp Nt + as0) dx—i—/ (bInb — b — boo Inbog + boo) d
Q

Q

+/ (clnec—c— cooIncCoo + Coo) da.
Q

Using the relation (7), the above expression for the relative entropy becomes

b
E(a,b,c)—E(aoo,boo,coo):/ (alni—a—i-aoo) dx—i—/ (bln——b+boo> dz
Q Qoo Q boo

—|—/ (clni—c—i—coo) dx.
Q Coo
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Let us define a function ® : (0,00) x (0,00) — R as follows:
zIn (%) —zr+4vy

(46) o) =3 (vi-va?

2 for x = y.

It can be shown (see [DF06, Lemma 2.1, p.162] for details) that the above defined function satisfies the
following bound:

(47) I'(z,y) < Co max{l,ln (g)}

for some positive constant Cy. Next we rewrite the relative entropy as

E(a,b,c)—E(aoo,boo,coo):/Q(a,aoo)(A—Aoo)2dx+/

(b, boo)(B — Boo)? dx + / B(c, o0 )(C — Co)? dua.
Q Q

Q
Note that for any p > % and g > 0, we have
Inp—Ing <In(l1+|p|) +|lngl <1+1In|p| + |lng|
and for any 0 < p < % and ¢ > 0, we have
Inp—Ing < |lng|.
This helps us arrive at
E(a,b,¢)—E(as0, boo, Coo)

2 2 2
<Ci(1+In(1+1)) (HA — Axllt2(0) + 1B = Boolliz) + 1€ — COO”L?(Q))
for all ¢ > 0, where the positive constant C; is given by
Cy:=Cs (14 |Inas|+ Inboo| + [Incoo| + |In Koo | + 1) -

Here the constants K., and p are the ones appearing in the L°°(£;) bounds on the concentrations from
Lemma 4. The factor (1 +1n(1+1¢)) in the above estimate of the relative entropy is due to the fact that
Lemma 4 says that at least one of the concentrations has a polynomial (in time) bound on its L>°-norm. It
should be noted that having an uniform (in time) bound on all of the concentrations gets rid of this time
factor. In [DF06], the authors prove the following bound

2 2 2
A= Ax|lt2(0) + 1B — Beolliziq) + 1€ — Cxlliz(q)
2 2 2 2
< G (16412 ) + 19212 @) + 10c 2y + 4B = Cllfaay)

exploiting only the conservation properties (4)-(5). Furthermore, the constant Cs in the above bound depends
only on the equilibrium states Ao, Boo, Coo and the constants My, Ms from the conservation properties (4)-
(5) (see [DF06, Lemma 3.2, p.168]| for precise expression for the constant). We thus arrive at the following
bound for the relative entropy using (48) and (49):

E(a,b,¢)—E(a0o, boo, Coo)
<C3(1+1In(1+1)) (HéAH?ﬂ(Q) + H(SBH%P(Q) + H50|‘i2(52) +[AB — C”i%sz))

(48)

(50)

where the positive constant C3 := C1C5. Hence, thanks to the lower bound (33) obtained in Proposition 4
and the lower bound (35), it follows from (50) that

N —

E(a,5,¢) — B boor o) < Cs (1 +In(1 + t>>max{%, i} (1 + 0¥ D(a,b,0).

S

Note that for any given positive € < 1, there exists a time 7, such that
In(1+1¢t) < (1+¢)51 for all t > T..

Hence we have

E(a,b,¢) — E(oo, boo, Coo) < Cy(1 + 1) N2te
20
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where the constant Cy := C3max {%, i} Recall that we have

% (E(a,b,¢) — E(Gco, boos o0)) = —D(a, b, c) for all ¢ > 0.

Thus we have

d 1 _ate
pr (E(a,b,¢) — E(to; boos Co)) < - (14+8)" V21 (E(a,b, ¢) — E(aoo, bo, Cs0)) for all t > Tk.
4

Integrating the above differential inequality, we obtain
E(a’(ta ')a b(tv ')7 C(ta )) - E(aOOa b007 COO)

l—e l—¢
< (B(a(T, ), b(Tx, ), e(Te, ) — Eass, boo, o)) €~ Gatia W1 o= gty (14 VT

l—¢
N—-1

—Ti(os Ty (1)
S (E(a07 b07 CO) - E(aooa b007 Coo)) e Call—9)e Call-e)
We have thus proved the sub-exponential decay (44) of relative entropy with the following explicit constants:

81 = (E(ao, bo, co) — E(am,bm,cm))e*%
N -1
$=Ga9

O

A result similar to that of Proposition 6 can be found when the dimension N < 4. The proof goes along
similar lines and we skip it in the interest of space. The proof banks on the lower bound for the dissipation
functional obtained in Proposition 5. The key point to be noted, however, is that this result is unconditional
in the sense that the nonzero diffusion coefficients are not assumed to satisfy the closeness condition (10).

Proposition 7. Let N < 4 and let (a,b,c) be the solution to the degenerate system (2). Let (Goo,boo, Coo)
be the associated equilibrium state given by (6)-(8). Then, for any given positive ¢ < 1, there exists a time
T. and two positive constants Sz and Sq such that

1—¢
E(a,b,¢) — E(too, boos Coo) < S3 e~ S4(1+)70 for t > T..
We are now equipped to prove our main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem 1. We have already obtained sub-exponential decay (in time) of the relative entropy in
Proposition 6 (for dimension N > 4) and in Proposition 7 (for dimension N < 4). Hence the sub-exponential
decay in the L'-norm is a direct consequence of the following Cziszar-Kullback-Pinsker type inequality that
relates relative entropy and the L'-norm:

(3+2v2) |0 2 (3+2v2) |0 )
E(a,b,c) — E(too, boo, Coo) > —F—— = ||a — oo —— ||b — b
(a C) (a C ) 2M1 (9+2\/§) H(l a ”Ll(ﬂ) 2M1 (9+2\/§) || ||L1(Q)
B2 o e
(M + M) (9 +2v2) I

The proof of the above functional inequality is available in [DF06, Lemma 3.3, p.173] which exploits the
conservation properties (4) and (5). O

3. THE CASE OF d. =0

In this section, we shall devote our attention to the study of the degenerate model (3) which corresponds
to the vanishing of the diffusion coefficient d.. The existence of a smooth positive solution to (3) was proved
in [DF15, Theorem 3.2] for all smooth initial non-negative data if the dimension N < 3. Our main objective
of this section is to understand the large time behaviour of solutions to (3). Here, we choose to present our
computations when the dimension N = 3. Analogous results hold true in dimensions one and two as well.
Note that we have the entropy equality

d
T (E(a,b,¢) — E(tco, boo, €o0)) = —D(a, b, c) for all ¢t > 0,
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where (a, b, ¢) is the solution to the degenerate model (3) and (@, boo, Coo) is the corresponding equilibrium
state given by (6) and (8). The dissipation functional D in the above equality is given by

b
D(a,b,c):4da/ IVAJ? dx+4db/ \VB[* da:—l—/(ab—c)ln (a_> dz.
Q Q Q ¢

We arrive at the following straightforward lower bound for the dissipation:
4d,, 4dy,
(51) D(a,b,c) = ) 16alEo0) + Brey PO 16517 () + 4148 = Cltz(q)

thanks to the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality and an algebraic identity which says that for all p,q > 0, there
holds (p — ¢) (Inp —Ing) >4 (\/p — \/6)2 An application of the Holder inequality leads to

4d, 10| ~5
P(Q)

4dy |05

(52) D(a, b, C) > W

2
10allL2 @) + ||5B||L2(Q +4[|AB - CHL2 ()

It is apparent from the above inequality that the term involving ||5c||i2 (o s missing from its lower bound.

A similar scenario was handled in the previous section while dealing with the missing ||0 B”iz (o) term. Our
strategy was to derive polynomial (in time) bounds on the supremum norms of the concentrations. Here too,
we will adapt a similar approach. Note, however, that the proofs of most results in this section markedly
differ from the proofs in the previous section. We begin with a time-dependent L!() estimate on certain
combinations of the concentrations. This result is inspired by [DFPV07, Theorem 3.1, p.495]. Our proof
argues along similar lines as in [DFPV07] while keeping track of the polynomial (in time) bound.

Lemma 5. Let N < 3 and let (a,b, c) be the solution to the degenerate system (3). Then, there exist positive
constants ¢1 and Uy such that for all t > 0, we have

/t/ (QQ(S,JJ) +a(s,z)c(s, a:)) deds <0 (141),

o Ja

/ / (52(8, x) + b(s, z)c(s, :v)) drds < lo (1+1).
0 JQ

Proof. Adding up the equations for a and ¢ in the degenerate model (3), we obtain

(53) O (a+c)—dyAa = 0.

Let H € CX(Q) be arbitrary and let Z := “i‘; . Now consider the following backward parabolic problem:

—O0w —ZAw=HVZ  inQr,
(54) Vw-n(z) =0 on 0€)r,
w(T,z) =0 for z € Q.

In this duality approach, the idea is to multiply the equation (53) by the solution w to the backward problem
(54) followed by an integration over r leading to

_/Qw(()w) (ao(z) + co()) dx—/OT/Q(a—i—c)@twdxdt—/OT/QdaaAwd:vdt:0,

thanks to integration by parts. Using the equation satisfied by w in (54), we deduce the following:

T
[ [ ety HVZasat= [ w(0.0) (ao(e) + cofe) do < 00,200 0 + ol
0 Q Q

where the inequality is due to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Our next objective is to get an estimate for
[Jw(0, )||L2 (q)- To that end, multiply the evolution equation by —Aw and integrating with respect to the
spatial variable yields

Awdyw dz +/ Z(Aw)? dz = — [ HVZAwdz.
Q Q
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Performing an integration by parts in the first term on the left hand side (while using the homogeneous
Neumann boundary condition from (54)) and employing Young’s inequality for the term on the right hand
side yields

1d

———/ |Vawl|? dx+/Z(Aw)2 dxgl/Hde—i-l/Z(Aw)2 dz.

Integrating the above inequality on the interval (0,7") in the time variable results in

T T
(56) |V (0, z)|? dx—i—/ /Z(Aw)2 dxdtg/ H?dzdt.
Q 0 Q 0 Q

Hence, invoking Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality, we get

/Q (w(O,w) - ﬁ/ﬁw(O,y) dy>2 dz < P(Q)/Q [Vw(0, ) dz,

where P(Q) is the Poincaré constant. Note that integrating the evolution equation in (54) over Qg yields

T T
/w(O,x)dx:/ /ZAwd:z:dt—l—/ HVZ dx dt
Q 0o Jo o Jao

T 3 T 3
< / /Z(Aw)2 dedt| + / /H2dxdt H\/Z‘
0 Ja 0 Jo
V7|
L2(Qr)
thanks to the estimate from (56). Using the fact that Z < d,, we deduce

2
(57) </Qw(0,:1:) dx) <4d, T [H 200y -

Hence we obtain

1 2 2 2
lw(0,z)|* dz < 2/ (w(O,:z:) —— [ w(0,y) dy> de + — </ w(0, ) dx) < (2P(2) + 8d,T) |\H||ig(QT) )
Q Q 12| Jo 12| \Ja

thanks to (56) and (57). Going back to (55), we have thus obtained

L2(Qr)

<2 H|ps

Qr)

/ ' [ a0 HVZazar < (2P@)+84.1) o + ol 1o
Since the above inequality holds true for arbitrary H € C2°(2), we deduce by duality that
/T /Q (a+c)® Zdzdt < (2P(Q) + 8daT) ||ao + coll} g
Substituting for Z in the a%ove inequality, we arrive at

T
2P(Q) + 8d,

/ / (a® +ac) dzdt < (%) lao + collga(ay (1 +1).

o Jo a

Proceeding exactly as above but working with the equation satisfied by b + ¢, we can obtain

T
2P(Q) + 8d
//(b2+bc) ardr < (2O T8DY 1y e (14 T).
0o Jo dyp

This concludes the proof. O

Lemma 6. Let N < 3 and let (a,b,c) be the solution to the degenerate system (3). Then, there exist positive
constants U3, 04, 07 such that

wl=

llatt M g ) < s (1 +1) for t >0,

ol

16t ), g < o (1)

le(t, Myay < e (L+8)  for t>0.
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Proof. Multiplying the equation for a in (3) by @ and integrating in space and time variables yields

/a dz +d, / /|Va| dezds < = /agdx—i—/ /acdxds,
0 Jo

where we have used the fact that a,b are non-negative. The estimate from Lemma 5 helps us get

(58) lla(t, ')||i2(9) +da ||Va||L2(Q ) S HCLOHL2(Q) +20 (1+1).
As

1 1

3, 1-5_2

1 2 3’

interpolation leads to the following bound:

1 2 Lo 3
la(t, I, g o < lalt ME g lalt, )Eaq) < MF 1207 (laollfzq) + 261 (1+1)
L2(Q) () ()

wl=

where we have used the mass conservation property (4). Taking ¢35 := (Ml [¢] (Ha0||i2(ﬂ) + 251)) . we have
thus shown
1
la(, )l 3 o) < fs (1 +1)7 for ¢ > 0.

<O+ for t>0,

ol

with the constant ¢4 = (MQ 19] (||b0||ig(ﬂ) + 262)) . It follows from (58) and the estimate from Lemma 5
that

t
(59) Anwam;mwus&u+w

A similar estimate holds for ||b||ig(07t;H1(Q)) as well. By Sobolev embedding we have

(60) lla(t, sy < 6 llalt, )l q) - 16Ct; )l ) < €6 16(E, )l o)

Exploiting the non-negativity of ¢, observe from (3) that ¢ satisfies the inequality d;c¢ < ab. Hence we have

(dmxn3§22<@ﬂxﬁi+(AZK&@b@JﬂmQ%)§2%1+ﬂ2(@d@f%14%a@10Msx»3mﬁ,

thanks to Jensen’s inequality. Integrating the above inequality in the x variable yields

t
3 3 3
wm»umnsfu+w20@mmn+Anw@»mmnm)

Employing the Holder inequality leads to the following bound

t
3 3 1 1
et Mze < 221 +1)° (|CO||L3(Q) +/0 lla(s, Ifeqy 16(s; )Ifeq) ds)
t
2 2 3 1
<2°(1+1¢) (|CO||L3(Q) + 5/0 (Ha(s, ')HLG(Q) + [b(s, ')||L6(Q)) ds) ’

where we have applied the Young’s inequality. Hence it follows from (59) and (60) that
et Mysey < (148 fort >0,
for some constant ¢7 O

Our next task is to obtain polynomial (in time) growth estimates on the solution in the supremum norm.
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Proposition 8. Let N < 3 and let (a,b,c) be the solution to the degenerate system (3). Then, there exist
positive constants Ko, and p such that for all t > 0, we have

lall e (0, < Koo (1+1)"
1Bl () < Koo (1+1)"
el () < Koo (1+1)"

Proof. Let G4, denote the Green’s function associated with the operator 9; — d,A with Neumann boundary
condition. We can express the solution a as follows:

(61) a(t,z) = a(t,x) + /0 /Q Ga, (t —s,z,9) [c — ab] (s,y) dy ds,

where a solves the following initial boundary value problem:
Oa —d,Aa =0 fort >0,z €9,
Va-n(x)=0 for t > 0, x € 09,
a(0,z) = ag for z € €.

We recall the following Gaussian bound on the Neumann Green’s function (see [Mor83, Theorem 2.2, p.37]):
there exist positive constants Cg, x such that
1 e lz—ul?

—e ") =ig(t—s,x—y
(t—s)% ( )

Also see [CK15, Theorem 3.1, p.639] for general parabolic operators. As a consequence we have the following
bound on the solution a to the above homogeneous problem:

(63) lla(t, ')”LP(Q) <Cs ||a0||LP(Q)

for some positive constant Cg, independent of time, and for any p > 1. In (61), the positivity of @ and b
leads to

(62) |Gda(t_87x7y)| <Cm

t
alta) <ata)+ [ [ Gt~ so)e(s.y) dyds,
0 /o
Using the aforementioned Gaussian bound, we arrive at
t
ofta) alt) + [ [ gt s y)els.g)dyds,
0 Jo

Computing the L” norm in the x variable, the above inequality leads to

t
[la(t, ')HLP(Q) <Cs ||G“OHLP(Q) +/0 gt —s, ')”LT(Q) l[e(s, ')”Lq(Q) ds,

thanks to the bound (63), the Minkowski’s integral inequality and the Young’s convolution inequality with
1 1 1
1+-==+-=.
p roq
Therefore, there exists a positive constant Cy n,, such that

t
_N(1_ 1
(64) wammammm@+%wﬁaﬂ>prmmmmm

Taking ¢ = 3 and p = oo in the above bound, we obtain

t
_N
HWMM@S%WW@+%MAUﬂ)G$MMm@

t
< Cs llaoll e o) + OH,N,T/O (t—5)" % (1+5)ds,

thanks to the bound from Lemma 6. Hence we arrive at
18— N

lallgm ) < Kool + )5
25




for some positive constant K.,. Arguing along exactly same lines, we can obtain an estimate of b in the
supremum norm as well. Again, exploiting the positivity of ¢, we have from (3)

c(t,x) < co(w) —I—/O a(s,x)b(s,x)ds.

The above supremum norm estimates on a and b will help us arrive at the supremum norm estimate for ¢ as
well. O

Recall from the lower bound in (52) that the term involving |[0c||;2(q) is apparently missing. Similar to
Propositions 4 and 5, we now derive a lower bound for the dissipation functional involving this missing term.

Proposition 9. Let N < 3 and let (a,b,c) be the solution to the degenerate system (3). Then the entropy
dissipation D(a,b,c) satisfies

1
(65) D(a,b,c) > Kc(141)"3 (||5A|‘i2(sz) + H5B||i2(sz) + ||5C||iz(sz)) fort >0,

where the positive constant K. depends only on the domain 2, the constants My and Ms in the mass con-
servation properties (4)-(5) and the nonzero diffusion coefficients d, and dy.

Proof. Tt follows from (51) that

4d, 4d
(66) D(a,b,9) = 55 18allEs) + 5 0 b) 1951500y + 1 IAB = Cll3q)

for any 0 <7 < 4. In order to relate the dissipation functional to the missing ||d¢|[;z2(q, term, we work on
the following term:

[AB = Cll12() -
Note that we have

|AB — OHL2(Q) = H(‘SA +4) (o5 + B) — CHL2(Q)

Y

1,—— — 2 — 2
2 HAB - OHL2(Q) -3 HA(SBHLQ(Q) -3 HBaAHL2(Q) —30a 53”52(9) ’

where we have used the following algebraic identities that hold for all p, ¢, € R:

2
%—qz and (p+q+r)? <3P+ +r?).

Using the mass conservation property (4), we have

(p—q)°>

/A(t,x)d:vg nE (/ a(t,x)dx) < |0 ME)}F — A< ME.
Q Q

Similarly, we have B < M %. Hence we arrive at
1 2 1 2 2
HAB C||L2 Q) ||AB C||L2(Q) — 3M7? H63”L2(Q) —3M7 ||5A||L2(Q) -3 ||5A 6B||L2(Q)'
Employing the Holder inequality in the last three terms in the above lower bound leads to
1 2 2 1 2 2 2
[AB = CllL20) = 5 HAB Cllizqy = 3M7 1921 165ls() = 3M3 |27 [0allioi) = 31641l 5 o 198]Ls(@)
Using the algebraic identity (p — q)? < 2(p? + ¢?) in the last term of the above lower bound, we obtain

—3M:2

|AB = Cll2q) = 5 [AB - C||

1 2
o —3M; |9

1
5 L2(Q)

—6HA2

3( 2 ”(SB”iﬁ(Q) :
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By employing triangular inequality in the last term of the above lower bound, we arrive at

1,—— 2 1 1 2
|AB = Cllyaqqy = 5 I[AB = Cllpaggy — 1947 (3047 + 601 ) 19510 0y — 305 191F 641 oo
2
~6lall, 5 g 1951200y
1, ,—— 2 1 1
> S AB = Cllpaq — (121F (3MF +601) + 665 (1+1)*)
thanks to the estimate on HaHL 3@ from Lemma 6. Now we claim that
||Z§_C||L2(Q) HC C||L2(Q)'
To see this, factorising C' as A B(1 + u(x)), we get
—= 2 —2=2— —12 —2=2—
AB = Cllfay =A B 1210 and  [[C=Clliaqy =A B =Ttz <A B 1210,

Putting it all together we arrive at
2 1 1 2 1 2 2
1AB ~ Cllyaqay > 5 10clEam — (1947 (83F +60) + 665 (1 4+0)% ) 16512 0y — 3MF 191% 5al120 -

Hence it follows from (66) that

Diabe) > (e g0} 0}
a7 ,C - P(Q) T] 2

n 2
+ 5 l19clltz (g

+ (% 1 (|Q|% (3M§ +6M1) +6£3(1+t)%)) |

(67)
2
@

Let us take
4min{d,,dp, 1}

P(Q) (3M§ Q% + |0 (3M§ +6My ) +63) +1
Then, it follows from (67) that the dissipation functional has the following lower bound:
1
(68) D(a,b,¢) 2 7(t) |¥clliag)

Observe that the above choice of 7 clearly satisfies 0 < n < 4. To conclude our proof, we write

(1+1)75.

D(a,b,c) = %D(a,b,c) + %D(a,b,c)
> 2da|Q|_7 2dy, |Q|
- PO P(Q)

where we have used the lower bound from (66) for the first term while the lower bound from (68) for the
second term. Hence we have proved (65) with the constant IC. given by

1
[6allLz(q) + H63”L2(Q + 77( ) ||5C|‘i2(sz) ;

2d, || F 24, |03 min {dq, dy, 1}
PO PO peo) (3ng j0F +10)F (3MF +60y) +665) +1

K. := min

O

Thanks to the lower bound in (65), we can derive a sub-exponential decay estimate for the relative entropy.

Proposition 10. Let N < 3 and let (a,b,c) be the solution to the degenerate system (3). Let (aoo,boo, Coo)
be the associated equilibrium state given by (6)-(8). Then, for any given positive € < 1, there exists a time
T. and two positive constants S5 and Sg such that

(69) E(a,b,¢) — E(aso, boos Coo) < Sse” s(14+0) 5" for t > T..

The proof of the above proposition is exactly similar to the proof of Proposition 6. Hence we skip the proof.
Note that the constants S and Sg appearing in (69) depend on the constant K. (appearing in Proposition
65), the constants K., and p (appearing in Proposition 8). Finally, we are all equipped to prove our main
result of this section.
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Proof of Theorem 2. We have already obtained sub-exponential decay (in time) of the relative entropy (69)
in Proposition 10. Hence the sub-exponential decay in the L'-norm is a direct consequence of the following
Cziszar-Kullback-Pinsker type inequality that relates relative entropy and the L'-norm:

(+203) 0 L (B2 :
E b —FE ooabomoo Y — Uoo P S e———— — b
(CL, 70) (CL c ) OM, (9+2\/§) Ha a ||L1(Q) oM, (9+2\/§) || ||L1(Q)
S LN
(Ml + Mz) (9 + 2\/5) collL(Q) -

The proof of the above functional inequality is available in [DF06, Lemma 3.3, p.173] which exploits the
conservation properties (4) and (5). O
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APPENDIX A. SOME USEFUL RESULTS

Lemma 7 (Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality). There exists a positive constant P(QY), depending only on Q and
q, such that

PO |VSIlEe@ 2 £ =Tl for all £ € H'(R),

where
2N
m for N > 3,
4= €[1,00) for N =2,

€ [1,00) U {0} for N =1.
We refer to P(Q2) as the Poincaré constant.
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Theorem 11 (Second Order Regularity and Integrability estimation). Let d > 0 and let 7 € [0,T). Take
0 € LP(Qr 1) for some 1 < p < 400. Let ¢ be the solution to the backward heat equation:
Op + dAY = —0 for (t,x) € Q- 1,
Vi -n(z) =0 for (t,x) € [1,T] x 09,
(T, z) =0 for x € Q.

Then, there exists a positive constant Csor, depending only on the domain ), the dimension N and the
exponent p such that the following maximal regularity holds:

Csor
(70) 1A lLe(rz) < == 0llLe(orr)-
Moreover, if 6 >0 then (t,x) > 0 for almost every (t,x) € Q1. Furthermore, we have
N +2 (N+2)p
If p< then 1Yl 0y < CrE 10000, 1) Jor all s < Niz-2p
() N+2
If p=—— then  |[¥llLua, ) < CrellbllLoq, ) forall s<oo

where the constant Crg = Crp(T — 7,Q,d,p, s) and

(72) if p> N

2
then H1/JHL00(QT1T) <Cie HGHLP(QT,T) :

The proof of (70) can be found in [Lam87, Theorem 1]. We refer to the constant Csor as the second order
regularity constant. Proof of the estimates (71) can be found in [CDF14, Lemma 3.3] and the estimate (72)
was derived in [Tan18, Lemma 4.6]. We refer to the constant Crp as the integrability estimation constant.

Theorem 12 (p™ order integrability estimation). Let p € (2,00) and let p’ be its Hélder conjugate. Let
M(t,x) be such that the following holds

QSM(t,IE)S@ V(tv'r)EQTa
for some fized positive constants 0,0. Let 1pg € LP(Q)) and let 1) be a weak solution to
oy — A (My) =0 for (t,x) € Qr,
Vi -n(z) =0 for (t,z) € [0,T] x 09,
¥(0,2) = o(x) for z € Q.
Then the following estimate holds

1
HwHLP(QT) <(1+0Koop)T? |WOHLP(Q) )
where the constant Kg o is given by

CEEC, (952)

1-CHE, (%57)

—0
provided we have Offé_)cpl (®_> <1
e,

Koop =
,0,p 2

Here, the constant Cf ﬁc 1s the best constant in the following parabolic regularity estimate:
c
||A¢||Lp’(QT) < Oﬁﬁ Hf”LP/(QT) )

where ¢, f :[0,T] x Q = R are any two functions such that f € LP (Qr) and they satisfy

Orp+1rAp=f for (t,z) € Qr,
Vo-n(x)=0 for (t,z) € [0,T] x 09,

o(T,z) =0 for x € Q.
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It has to be noted that Cfic < oo for r > 0 and CSQRC < % and depends only on r, p/, the domain and

on the dimension, i.e it is independent of time. Moreover, as C’f RC < 0, if we take the difference between

f and © sufficiently small, then we have the required property that

0—-40
cre, (250) <1

Proof of the above theorem can be found in [CDF14, Proposition 1.1].
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