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Global dynamics for the generalized
chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes system in R?
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Abstract

We consider the chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes system with generalized fluid dissipation in
R3:

on+u-Vn=An—V-(x(c)nVe),
Oic+u-Ve=Ac—nf(c),
Ou+u-Vu+ VP = —(—A)%u — nVe,
V-u=0,

which describes the motion of swimming bacteria or bacillus subtilis suspended to water
flows. First, we prove some blow-up criteria of strong solutions to the Cauchy problem,
including the Prodi-Serrin type criterion (a > %) and the Beirao da Veiga type criterion
(a > %) Then, we verify the global existence and uniqueness of strong solutions for
arbitrarily large initial fluid velocity and bacteria density for o > % Furthermore, in the
scenario of % <a< %, we establish uniform regularity estimates and optimal time-decay
rates of global solutions if the L?-norm of initial data is small. To our knowledge, this is
the first result concerning the global existence and large-time behavior of strong solutions

for the chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes equations with possibly large oscillations.

Keywords. Chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes system; Generalized dissipation; Blow-up criteria; Global
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we explore mathematical representations that capture the behavior of oxygen,
swimming bacteria, and viscous, incompressible fluids.We consider the Cauchy problem of the
chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes system with generalized fluid dissipation:

on+u-Vn=An—V-(x(c)nVe),
Oic+u-Ve=Ac—nf(c),
ou+u-Vu+ VP =—(—A)*u—nVe,
V-u=0,

(1.1)

supplemented with the initial condition
(n(t,z), c(t,x),u(t,z)) |t=0 = (no(z),co(x),uo(x)), =z=€ R3. (1.2)

Here n = n(t,x) : Rt x R? = R, c=c(t,z) : R* xR® = Rt u =u(t,z) : R* x R? = R? and
P = P(t,z) : RT xR3 — R, respectively, denote the density of the bacteria (cell) population, the
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concentration of the oxygen (chemotactic signal), the velocity of the fluid and the pressure. f(c)
and x(c) stand for the oxygen consumption rate and the chemotactic sensitivity respectively.
¢ = ¢(x) denotes the potential function produced by different physical mechanisms. In addition,
(—=A)* with a > 0 is the Laplace operator, which is defined by

(SA)TF(E) = 1P F©).

When o = 1, (1.1) becomes the classical chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes equations. Usually, one
refers the system to the chemotaxis-Stokes equation when the convection term u - Vu is absent
in (1.1)3. The classical chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes equations was introduced by Tuval et al. [47]
to describe the dynamics of swimming bacteria or bacillus subtilis. According to experiments,
the process involves bacteria moving towards areas with a higher concentration of oxygen as a
source of energy. The movement of these bacteria also affects the motion of the surrounding
fluid, due to their weight. Furthermore, both the bacteria and the oxygen are transported
through the water by a convective motion.

It should be noted that (1.1) with fractional Laplacian operators (0 < o < 1) is physically
relevant. Replacing the standard Laplacian operator, these fractional diffusion operators model
the so-called anomalous diffusion, a topic that has been extensively explored in physics, prob-
ability theory, and finance (see, for instance, [1,19,35]). The deployment of fractional diffusion
operators in (1.1) enables the study of long-range diffusive interactions. In addition, (1.1) with
hyper-viscosity (« > 1) is employed in turbulence modeling to regulate the effective range of
non-local dissipation and to make more efficient numerical resolutions (see, e.g., [15]).

Before going into further discussion of the chemotaxis fluid models, we would like to mention
that the classical model for cell motion was proposed by Patlak [38] and Keller and Segel
[23,24]. Tt consists of the dynamics of cell density n = n(t, z) and the concentration of chemical
attractant substance ¢ = c(t, x):
on = An —V - (nx(c)Ve), (13)

orc = Ac — ac + bn, .

where x(c) is the chemotatic sensitivity, and a and b are the decay and production rate of the
chemical, respectively. The system (1.3) has been extensively studied by many authors, and a
comprehensive list of partial results can be found in [2,26,40,53,58] and references therein.

Then, we recall the three-dimensional generalized incompressible Navier-Stokes equations

(1.4)

ou+u-Vu+ VP =—(—A)%,
V.-u=0.

When a = 1, the system (1.4) reduces to the classical incompressible Navier-Stokes equations.
Global weak solutions with finite energy were constructed in the celebrated works by Leary [29]
and Hopf [17]. There are two types of blow-up criteria, namely, for maximal existence time
T* > 0, the Prodi-Serrin type criterion (see [41,44])

T,
/|wmﬁ:+m
0

with % + 3 <1 and 3 < g < o0, and the Beirdo da Veiga type criterion (cf. [48])

T,
/|Ww;a=+m
0



with % + g < 2 and % < q < 0. Both of these criteria are important tools for studying the
regularity of weak and strong solutions to the Navier-Stokes equations, and have been used
extensively in the literature. For more relevant work, interested readers can partially refer
to [4,31,42,43] and references therein. In addition, o = % is often referred as Lions’ critical
exponent. For a > %, the existence of a global classical solution has been established in [30].

For general o < %, the existence and regularity results can be found in, e.g., [9,11,13,62,63].

The classical chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes equations, i.e., « = 1, have been studied extensively
with many significant results. Quite a lot of important progress has been made on initial
boundary value problems for the chemotaxis-(Navier)-Stokes system, cf. [5, 22,27, 33, 39, 46,
49-52, 55-57,59-61, 66| and references therein. Concerning the Cauchy problem, Duan et al.
[10] studied the global existence and decay rates of classical solutions over R3, provided that
the initial datum (ng,co,up) is a small smooth perturbation of the constant state (n.,0,0)
with no, > 0 in H3(R?). Moreover, by constructing some proper free energy functional and
deriving some uniform a priori estimates, the authors [10] also derived the global existence
of weak solutions to the Cauchy problem over R?. Immediately afterwards, by deriving an
entropy, proposing a regularization of the system and a compactness argument to pass to the
limit, Liu and Lorz [32] proved the global existence of weak solutions for the three-dimensional
chemotaxis-Stokes system, i.e., without the convective term u - Vu. Lorz [34] showed the global
existence of weak solutions in R? with small initial L2-norm. Zhang and Zheng [65] established
global well-posedness for the Cauchy problem of the two-dimensional chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes
equations by introducing the Zygmund spaces and then establishing the estimates of ||n(t)|| LiogL
and |c(t)||g:. Chae, Kang and Lee [7] obtained the local existence of regular solutions with
(no,uo) € H™(RY) and ¢ € H™ 1 (RY) with s > 3 and d = 2,3. In [8], they also presented some
blow-up criteria and constructed global-in-time solutions for the three-dimensional chemotaxis-
Stokes equations under the some smallness conditions of initial data. For the Cauchy problem of
the self-consistent chemotaxis-fluid system, Carrillo et al. [6] established some blow-up criteria
of classical solutions and proved the global well-posedness for the two-dimensional case. In
addition, they [6] also obtained the global weak solution with small ¢ for the three-dimensional
chemotaxis-Stokes flow. Recently, Zeng, Zhang and Zi [64] investigated the enhanced dissipation
and blow-up suppression for the two-dimensional Patlak-Keller-Segel-Navier-Stokes system near
the Couette flow (also refer to He [16] and Hu, Kiselve and Yao [18] in different contexts).

When the fractional effect is taken into account, to our knowledge, there are few mathemati-
cal results for chemotaxis-fluid systems so far. We refer to [28,67] in the case that the fractional
diffusion appears in the population density equation. Concerning the chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes
equations (1.1), Nie and Zheng [36] studied the global well-posedness in the two-dimensional
case where the damping effect of the logistic source was used.

However, although considerable progress has been made for the global-in-time evolution of
the chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes equations in three dimensions, all of these results are concerned
with weak solutions or strong solutions under the small H*(R3)-initial data with s > 3. The
purpose of this paper is to develop new blow-up and global existence results for the Cauchy
problem (1.1)-(1.2), which admit a class of large data in H?(R?) and especially hold for the
case of classical chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes system. More precisely, the first result of this paper,
i.e., Theorem 1.1, shows the local well-posedness of strong solutions to (1.1)-(1.2) for general
initial data. Then, in Theorem 1.2, we study the mechanism of possible finite time blow-up
and prove the Prodi-Serrin type criterion for any o > %, in which the restriction coincides with
the regularity theorems for the generalized Navier-Stokes equations. Theorem 1.3 is devoted to
the Beirdo da Veiga type criterion for any o > % Using the criteria established previously, we
derive the global well-posedness for a large initial fluid velocity in the case o > %. Finally, for
the remainder case 3 < a < 2, we develop a new energy argument to control the high-order

2 1
norms of solutions by some powers of the L?-norm of (ng, co,ug). This enables us to derive a



unique global strong solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) and also obtain the optimal
time-decay rates if the L?-norm of initial data is small but higher order norms may be arbitrarily
large, i.e., Theorem 1.4.

Main results. Throughout this paper, we assume that the initial data (ng, cg, uo) fulfills
ng, co > 0, V-ug=0. (1.5)
With regard to x, f and s, we require
X € Wie(RT),
FEWRTRY), f(0)=0, f(s)20 for s>0, (1.6)
Vo € W2 (R3).
We first give the local well-posedness of strong solutions to the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2).

Theorem 1.1. Let a > &. Assume that (1.5)-(1.6) hold, and the initial data satisfies (no, co, uo)
€ H?(R®). Then, there exists a mazimal time Ty > 0 such that the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2)
admits a unique strong solution (n,c,u) satisfying

(1.7)

n,ce C([0,T,); H*(R3) N L2(0,T,; H' N H3(R?)),
u € C([0,T,); H2(R3)) N L2(0, T; H* N H2T(R?)).

Then, we establish some time extensibility criteria of strong solutions with respect to dif-

ferent fractional fluid dissipation exponent. We first state a criterion of Prodi-Serrin type for
(1.1)-(1.2).

Theorem 1.2. Let o > %, and the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 hold. If the maximal existence

time T, of the solution (n,c,u) to the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) is finite, then it holds that

Ts
~/0 (Hnl Z;‘n + ”ul 2242) dt = +00 (1'8)

for any (pi, q:)(i = 1,2) satisfying

2 3 2c 3 3 3
_+_§17 _+_§2a_17 3<Q1§+007 maxs-< 5,
2 P2 Q2 2 2a-1

} <g<oo. (1.9

Next, we also obtain the blow-up criterion of Beirao da Veiga type for (1.1)-(1.2).

Theorem 1.3. Let o > %, and the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 hold. If the maximal existence

time T, of the solution (n,c,u) to the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) is finite, it holds that

Ty
| et + 19ulis) de = +oc (1.10)
0
for any (pi,q;) (i = 1,2) satisfying
2 3 2 3 3
—+ — <1, —a+—§2a, 3 < q1 < oo, max{l,—}<q2§oo. (1.11)
P q1 P2 q2 2

Remark 1.1. For the classical chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes equation (o = 1), Chae, Kang and
Lee [8] proved the Prodi-Serrin type criterion with p1 = 2, 1 = oo in (1.11); Carrillo, Peng
and Xiang |6] showed the a criterion with ||n||}y, in (1.8) replaced by ||Ve||l7y, . Theorem 1.2
encompasses the classical case a = 1 as presented in [8]. The restriction o > % coincides
with the sharp condition for regularity theorems of the generalized Navier-Stokes equations (eg.
cf. 19,11-14,20]).



Remark 1.2. There are some possible extensions for our blow-up criteria. First, if% <a< %,
then similar computations verify that |n||7%, in (1.8) can be replaced by ||[Ve||7s, . Next, our
results can be extended to the chemotazis-Stokes system. In this case, the criteria (1.8) and
(1.10) can be relazed to

T
/ H?’L| :21‘11 dt = +o0,
0
and

T,
/ HVC”ZI)}qldt = Fo09,
0

respectively. Here (p1,q1) satisfies p% + q% <land3 < q < +oo..

In addition, we state some results about the global-in-time existence and stability. For

a > 2 we prove the global existence of the strong solution under the smallness of ||co||z.

Compared to conventional dissipation o = 1, our research requires only ¢y to be small, rather
than all initial data (ng, co, up). This implies that strong dissipation with a > % has a favorable

impact.
Theorem 1.4. Let a > 2. Assume that (1.5) and (1.6) hold, and (ng, co, ug) satisfies (no, co, uo)
€ H?(R®). Additionally, there exists a generic constant 6o > 0 such that if

l[coll e < o, (1.12)

then there exists a unique global strong solution (n,c,u) satisfying

{n,c € ([0, T); HA(®?)) N L2(0, T; ' 0 H3(RY) (1.13)

u e C([0,T); H3(R?)) N L*(0,T; H* N H*>T*(R3))

for any time T > 0.

Finally, under a mild condition of small energy, we have the global existence and optimal
time-decay rates of strong solutions to the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) in the case % <a< %.

Theorem 1.5. Let 3 < a < 5. Assume (1.5)-(1.6) and further that ¢ fulfills x|V €
W2(R3) and |x|*T*V¢ € L*°(R3). In addition, suppose that the initial data (ng,co,uo)
fulfills ng, co € L*(R3) and (no, co,up) € H*(R3). There exists a constant 61 > 0 such that if

[ (n0, co, wo)[ 2 < 61, (1.14)
then the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) admits a unique global strong solution (n,c,u), which sat-
isfies

Sup (72, ¢, )| 32 +/ 1(Vn, Ve, A%) |3 dt < Cll(no, co, uo)l|2- (1.15)
teR 0

Furthermore, the following time-decay estimates hold:

[(n,e))lr < CL+1)"20"2) 1< p< oo,

1(Vn, Ve) ()]l < C(1+1)7 1,
(1.16)

[A®u(t)|| L2 < C(141)72.



Remark 1.3. Theorem 1.5 provides the first result on the global existence of strong solutions
subject to initial data that are of small L?-energy but possibly large oscillations. In particular,
even for the classical well-established case of o = 1, our findings present novel insights, as the
quantity ||(no, co,uo)|| gz n [10] was supposed to be sufficiently small. Moreover, our method
allows to obtain uniform bounds with respect to time and establish the decay estimates.

Remark 1.4. The time-decay rates in (1.16) are optimal. In fact, the rates of ng and co
coincide with the sharp rates of the heat equation under the L'-assumption of initial data, and
the rates of ug are the same as those of the fractional heat equation subject to the initial data
in L*>(R3). For the sharpness of the rates, one can refer to, e.g. |4].

In what follows, we will make some illustrations for the proof of Theorem 1.5. Our goal is to
establish uniform regularity estimates and extend the local solution to the global one. However,
due to the fact that the system (1.1) does not possess a dissipative free energy, it is difficult to
obtain uniform-in-time evolution without the smallness in H2(IR?). To overcome this, we claim
following refined bounds

t _da
Vel + ]2 +/ Va5 dr < 1. (1.17)
0

Such a condition is weaker than higher order smallness assumptions based on the classical
linearization argument (e.g., cf. [10]). Under (1.17), we are able to derive some Lyapunov
inequalities and study the large-time stability. First, it is observed that the L2-energy of c is
uniform with respect to time due to f > 0, and n satisfies

1d
gallnlliz + (1= Ol Vel o)l VnlZ. < 0.

This leads to the uniform L2-estimate of n in view of (1.17). In addition, the uniform LZ2-
estimate of u can be obtained based on Hardy’s inequality and the estimates of n at hand (see
Lemma 4.2). At the H!-regularity level, we obtain the following inequality:

1d
S IVellZa + (1 = Cllull2a) | Acl 2z < Va3,

and
1d 3
§EHVHII%2 +(3 ~ Cli(Ve, w)||7a)|Anll7: < CV3el|7: Va7,

which allow us to capture the desired H'-norms for ¢ and n under the condition (1.17). Fur-

4o .
thermore, it should be noted that the L/~ (H')-norm of u is a scaling-invariant quantity for
the generalized incompressible Navier-Stokes equations and plays a key role in controlling the
convective term - Vu in (1.1). Indeed, we obtain

1d
2dt

4
Ta-3t2

IVullZs + [A*Vul[f. < Cl[Vali. + ClA%u|Z: + C[Vaul 3

This, together with (1.17) and the L? dissipation estimates of n and u, implies the uniform
H'-bound of u (see Lemma 4.3). With these, we also obtain the uniform bounds of the solution
at the H 2_regularity level (cf. Lemma 4.4). By making use of these estimates and interpolation
between L? energy and higher order norms, we succeed in performing a bootstrap procedure and
justify (1.17) uniformly in time. Finally, based on these uniform bounds and Lyapunov-type
arguments, we obtain the time-decay estimates of the global solution.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some notations
that are used throughout the paper. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of regularity criteria



in Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. In Section 4, we first show Theorem 1.4 about the global existence

for a > % in Subsection 4.1. Then, under the weaker dissipation (% <a< %) and the mild

assumption of small L?-energy, we establish the uniform regularity estimates of global strong
solutions with large oscillations in Subsection 4.2 and further obtain the time-decay estimates
in Subsection 4.3. In Section 5, we discuss some possible extensions and problems. Section 6 is
the appendix concerning the proof of the local well-posedness in Theorem 1.1.

2 Preliminaries

First, we list some notations that are used frequently throughout the paper.

Notations. Throughout this paper, C' > 0 denotes some constant independent of the time,
and Cp > 0 is a constant which may depend on the time 7. F(f) and F~!(f) stand for the
Fourier transform and the inverse transform of the function f. Sometimes we write

AT = (—A)F = F1 (|§|2"]-"(-)), s eR.

Let W*P(R3) with 1 < p < oo, s € R be the standard fractional exponent Sobolev space on R?
with equivalent norms

[ fllwer ~ [|(Id = A)2| Lo ~ || fllLe + |Af]|r-

Especially, when p = 2, H*(R?) is the Sobolev space of exponent s on R3 with the standard
norm

Il = ([ a+ eI ae)” < oo

and the inner product

()= [+ 1Py Flom@ ds.

Furthermore, we denote H*(R?) with s € R the homogeneous Sobolev space endowed with the
norm

1
S N 2 S
1 5= [ PIFOR ) ~ 14
We need the following generalized Sobolev type estimate.

Lemma 2.1. Let 0 < a<3,1<g<p< > and % + % = %. There exists a constant C > 0
such that if u € 8’ is such that f is a function, then

l[ullr < CIA%ul| Lo (2.1)
Next lemma is devoted to the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality.

Lemma 2.2 (Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality). For 1 < r < oo, 1 < m < 00, 0 < a < 3,
0<60<1ando <s, assume A*u € L™(R3) and A*u € L"(R3). If

then
A7l Lo < Ol A || Fm [ A%ul 1. (2.2)



Proof. By [37] or [3, Chapter 1], one has for any 1 < ¢,r < o0, 0 < s, and 6 € [0,1] and
L-g=04+(1-0)(; - %) ifue LYR?) and A*u € L"(R?). Then A%u € L(R?) and

P
17wl e < Cllullfo | A%ull 7 (2:3)

If let ) )

o
42— = 2.4
3w (2.4)
and 16 1-9

=y (2.5)

p g r
then by Lemma 2.1 and (2.3), we obtain (2.2). It can be easily checked that %—% =0(L—-2)+
(1—6) (£ — £) holds due to (2.4) and (2.5). O

Remark 2.1. We would like to point out that Lemma 2.2 is valid in all dimensions, meaning
that for 1 <r <oo,1<m<o0,0<a<n,0<60<1ando <s, if we assume A%u € L™(R")
and A*u € L™ (R™) and If

then
1Al gy < CIAUN G m oy A0 1 oy

We also need the Moser-type product laws for fractional Laplacian operators. The first
estimate (2.6) is due to Kato-Ponce [21] and Kenig-Ponce-Vega [25] and the second one (2.7)
can be found in [3, Corollary 2.55].

Lemma 2.3. The following statement holds:

o Let s > 0and 1 < p < oo. Ifu € LP* NW*P2(R3) and v € LP N W*P*(R®) with
1 < p1,Dp2,ps3, p3 < 00 satisfying % = pil + p% = p% + p%, then we have uv € W*P(R3) and

[A°(uo)|[Lr < Cllullzes [|A*0]| o2 + Cl[Aul[Lrs[|0]| Lra- (2.6)

o Let 51,59 satisfy —% < 81,8 < % and s1+s3 > 0. Ifu € HSI(RP’) and v € H52(R3), then
we have uv € H' 52~ 3(R3) and

[AT 2275 (uv)|| 2 < Cf|AT ul| 2| A% 0]| 2. (2.7)

Finally, we recall Hardy’s inequality for fractional norms (see [3, Page 91]).

Lemma 2.4. Let 0 < s < 3. For anyv € H*(R®), it holds that

(/R (@) d:v)% < O A% 2. (2.8)

5 |$|2s

3 Regularity criteria

In this section, we aim at investigating the mechanism of possible finite time blow-up for
the generalized chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes model (1.1), which enables us to study the global
existence if the corresponding norms of these criteria can be controlled.



3.1 Proof of Theorem 1.2

We will give the proof of Theorem 1.2. We prove the theorem by contradictory arguments.
Assume that the maximal time T is finite, and (1.8) is not true, i.e.,

T

Bye= Jim [ (Il + ) di < oo (3.)

for any (p;, q;)(i = 1,2) satisfying (1.9). Then, once the H?-norm of the solution (n, ¢, u) to the
Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) is bounded when ¢ is close to T, one can show that the assumption
T, < 400 will lead to a contradiction with the maximality of T, in accordance with the local
well-posedness result (Theorem 1.1).

In the following, we establish the key estimates of solutions. The proof is divided into three
steps.

e Step 1: L%-estimates of n and H'-estimates of ¢, u.

In this step, our goal is to get
T
teS(l(l)pT](HnHiz +l(e,w)|7) +/0 (IVallZ + IVellzpn + [IA%ulFn) dt < C(By, T) - (3.2)

for any 0 < T' < T} and some constant C(Bq,T) > 0.
To begin with, we give some uniform estimates. It follows from the classical maximum
principle that

n(t,x) >0, 0 <c(t,z) <|lcollp~, (t,x)€[0,T] x R3. (3.3)

In addition, by taking the inner product of (1.1), by ¢ and using f(c) > 0, we arrive at
T
sup [|c]|7- +/ IVellz: dt < [leolZ-- (3-4)
te (0,7 0

In the following, we divide the proof of (3.2) into the cases & > 1 and 2 < o < 1 several
times.

o (Casel: a>1

Now, we perform the L?-estimate of n and the H'-estimates of ¢, u. First, we multiply
(1.1); by n, integrate the resulting equation by parts, and then derive

1d

5 lnlE +19nl3: = [ x(@nve: Vnda
R3

< _sw o (@lVallzzlnlallVel

>~ 291
0<c<||coll oo 1=2

q

91-3

3
< O[Vall gl [ Vell 5 11Vl 1

2491

1 1 z
< 5lIvnlizs + ;1Aclzz + Clinl 2 Vel 7,

where we have used (3.3), 3 < ¢1 < oo, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.2) and the fact
that

1Agllzz < [IV2gllz2 < CllAgl 2, Vg € H. (3.5)



Due to ;s < pu, it thus follows that

d
Zlnlze +1Vnlz. < IIACIILz +CA A+ [InlZe) Vel Za. (3.6)

Furthermore, we multiply both sides of (1.1), by —Ac and integrate the resulting equation

to obtain
1d

Sdq —|Vell3: + || Ac|3: = / (u-Ve)- Acdx —|—/ nAcf(c) dz. (3.7)
RS R3

Due to 2 so it follows from (2.2) and (3.5) that

/ (u-Ve) - Acdz
R3

< ullealIVell 2oz, | Ac]]z2

<C||U||qu||VCIIL32 ||V20|| 2[|Ac] 2
2q2

< —IIACH%z + Cllull 72" 1 Vell 72

||AC||L2 + O+ ullF) Vel 72
And by (3.3), it is easy to verify that

1
[ ndes@ds] < JIaclt+ s IRl

0<s<]|eol|r oo

Hence, we have
d
EIIVCII%Q +llAcllZ: < OO+ llullFa) I VellZz + ClinllZa. (3.8)

We are going to analyze the velocity u. For the third equation in (1.1), one has
3l + 1Al == [ won¥6 < Julls + CIVOl< Il (39)

To deal with the H!'-estimates of u, we multiply both sides of the third equation of (1.1) by
—Awu and integrate by parts, and then have

B dt ||Vu||L2 + AT |3, / Au-nVodr + [ Au-(u-V)udz. (3.10)
R3

For the terms on the rlght hand side of (3.10), we first deduce from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality (2.2) and 2‘“ < p; that

/ Au-nVeodx
R3

<Vl Aullzz [0l L2

1—1

< Clveliz® A+ | ] (3.11)

< Z”AQ-HUHL? +C|VulZ + CllnlZ..

10



Similarly, it holds by (2.2) that

3
= E / up(Oipuj - Ojuy + Opuj - Oyuy) de
R3

i.j k=1
< Cllullpe [[Vull L[| Aull (3.12)

< Cllullzee [ Vull 2 A% | 20 Vull g2 | A% 127

Au - (u-Vude
R3

1 1
< ZIIAQHUIIQH + Ol 7o |V 2,

where we used a > 1, and the constants r1, ro and 6 satisfy

1 1 1
TR L
w3 =0(3—3)+01-0)(3-5)
12 11 1 atl
So3=0(3-3)+01-0)(3—%)
which can be rewritten as
ry = 042 ry = 22 i<9=1—i<1+3)
2o — 3’ 4903 p2 T 20 G2
In order to promise 1 < r1, 72 < oo and 0 < 6 < 1, one requires min{%, 20[371} < qo < 00.
Substituting (3.11) and (3.12) into (3.10), we conclude that
d
EIIWII%Q + A 22 < CllnllZe + 1+ [Jull 7o) IVl Ze- (3.13)

The combination of (3.6), (3.8), (3.9) and (3.13) yields
i v 2 2 l vn. A 2 1 A 2
(10, V3 + ) + 31T, A3 + 2 1A%
< CA+[InllZa + llull) (1 (n, Ve)lIZe + [lullF),

which, together with (3.1), (3.5) and Gronwall’s lemma, yields

T
sup (I Vo) + uln) + [ (1(Tn VO3 + [Aulf)
te(0,T] 0

< Ce“PH([[(no, Veo) 72 + [luollF)
for any 0 < T' < T. This together with (3.4) yields (3.2) in the case a > 1.

o C(Case 2: %<a<1

In this case, we are able to obtain the inequality (3.6) for n as in Case 1. Regarding the
estimates of ¢, the second term on the right-hand side of (3.7) can be handled in the same way
in Case 1. To deal with the remainder on the right-hand side of (3.7), one has

/(u-Vc)-Acda::—/ (Vc-Vu)-Vcdaz—/ (u- V%) - Vedz
R3 RS

R3

:/ V2¢: Vucdz,
R3

11



derived from V - u = 0 and integration by parts, so it holds by (2.2), (3.3) and (3.5) that

< lell e IVull 22 [ V]| 2

/ (u-Ve) - Acdz
R3

_a 1
< Clicollzoe l[ull 2" IVASul 737 [[Ac] L2

1 1
< 7lAcliz + ZIVAullZ: + ClulZs,
Therefore, we gain

d 1
Veliz +l|Aclz: < SIVA%ullZz + Cll(n, w)]7s. (3.14)

Furthermore, we are going to establish the H'-estimates of w. In fact, multiplying both
sides of the third equation of (1.1) by —Aw and integrating by parts, one has

1d
——||Vull2: + [|[VA“u||22 = / Au-nVedr + Au - (u - V)udz. (3.15)
2 dt R3 R3

The first term on the right-hand side of (3.15) is analyzed by

Au-nVeodx

= ‘/ Vu - V(nVe) dz
R3
< IVullzzllnll 2 V2@l + [Vull 2| Vnl| 2 Vol L~ (3.16)

R3

1
< C|Vullz: + Cllnlzz + Z1IVallZ..
As A7 is self-adjoint for any o > 0, one deduces from V - u = 0 and (2.2) that
’ Ay - (u-V)ud:z:’ = ’/ AT A - AT iy (u @ u) da
R3 R3
< ClIVA u 12| A*7(u @ u)]| 2.
Note that the product law (2.6) and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.2) implies that

1A= (u @ u) L2 < Cllull o> IIAQ’C‘UIIL 20 < Cllul| oo |Vl 120 VA 2,

a2 —

where 6 = L (14 2) — 1 fulfills
a g2

-2 2—-« 1 1 1 1+«
= — =l=-—-=)(1-9 = — 0.
e (3a) o0+ (-5

Since 125 < p2 due to (1.9), we obtain

1 2
| [ Au - Vyude| < SIVAulfa + Cllul 52 IVl
R
1 «@
< 5IVA“ule + O + llul.) [ Vul 2.
It thus follows that

d 1
1Vuliz +1VA%ullZe < CO+ |lull ) VulZe + ClinlZe + 51 VnIlZ:. (3.17)
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Collecting the estimates (3.6), (3.11) and (3.14) and (3.17) and thence applying (3.1) and
Gronwall’s lemma, we arrive at

T
sup (||(n, Ve)llze + [[ulln) + / (1(Vn, V2|22 + [Aul30) dt
te (0,7 0

< TP Y(||(no, Veo) |22 + luollFn)-

Together with (3.4), we thus establish (3.2) for all @ > 2.

e Step 2: H'-estimates of n and H?-estimates of c, u.

In this step, we claim that for any 0 < T' < T, there exists some constant C'(Bi,Ty) such
that

T
sup [[(Vn, V2, V2u)|[% + / 1(V2n, Ve, A°F20)|[2, dt < C(By, To). (3.18)
+€(0,T] 0

Despite the H'-estimate of ¢ obtained in Step 1, it is not enough to control the chemotaxis
term V - (x(c)nVe) in (1.1),. To this end, we first establish the H?-estimate of ¢. Applying A
to (1.1), yields

OAe — AAc = —A(u-Ve) — A(nf(c)). (3.19)
Multiplying (3.19) by Ac, we obtain
1
E%HACH%2 +||VAC|3, = / VAc-V(u-Ve)dr + / VAc-V(nf(c))dz. (3.20)
R3 R3

In view of (2.2) and Sobolev’s inequality, the terms on the right hand side of (3.20) can be
analyzed as

VAc-V(u-Ve)dz
R3

< IVAc| L2 (I[Vull e Vel 2o + [lull L[| V¢l 2)

2 I3 (3.21)
< C|| VA2 (nAa*lun T Nl 2T 92l g2 + ul e ||Ac||Lz)
1
< ZIVACE: + Clulfos | Ac:,
and
VAc-V(nf(c))dz
R3
<IVAclz( s [fIIValz+  sup |fS) Il Velre )
0<s< eoll o0 0<s<]|coll oo (3.22)

1 1
< CIVAc| 2 (IVrllzz + [0l 2 Vol Z: [ Acl )
1
< 7IVAClz + ClIValz: + C(lnlz: + [ VnllZ2) | AclZe.

Substituting (3.21) and (3.22) into (3.20), one has

d
lAcliz +1VACl: < C(lInlzz + 1VnlZe + lulfas) [ Aclzz + ClIVRIZ:,
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which, together with (3.2) and Gronwall’s inequality, implies that, for any ¢t € (0,7) with
0<T<Ty,

T
sup (72l [Vl de
te(0,T] 0

T
< CeXP{/ (IVnllZe + [lull o) dt + T sup ||”||2L2} (3.23)
0 te(0,T)

T
: <||V260|%2 +/ Va7 dt) < C(B1,T).
0
Next, we are ready to bound Vn. Taking the L?-inner product of (1.1), with An yields

1d 1
571 VPllZe + 1 An]Ze < SlAnIT: + u- VnlZe + [V - (x(e)nVe)|Za. (3.24)

Since a > %, we can use (2.2) and the Young inequality to obtain
lu-Vnlfs < llulli<Vnll. < C(lulls + 1A u]Z2) | Vnll7.,
and the last term in (3.24) can be controlled by

IV - (x(e)nVo)llz: <C  sup X' (s)[IVellgslInlZe
0<s<|eol| oo

+C  sup  x()|(IVnl|Z2 [ Vell7e + Inl Ll V2ellZs)

0<s<||coll oo

< C(IV2ellzz + IV2ellZ)I VnlZ.

Hence, using Gronwall’s lemma and the estimates (3.2) and (3.23) at hand, for any 0 < T < T,
we obtain

T
sup [Vl + / V202, di
t€(0,T] 0 (3.25)

T
< O|| Vo[22 - exp {/ (IV2ellzs + Vel + llullfs + A ull72) dt} < OBy, T).
0

Regarding the estimates of u, applying A to both side of (1.1), and then taking the inner
product of the resulting equation by Au, we have

1d o
Sl AulZ + (A% A3
(3.26)
= / VAu-V((u-Vu)u) de + / VAu-V(nVe)dx.
R3 R3
To proceed with the estimate, we deal with the two terms at the right hand side of (3.26)
respectively. For any o > %, we note that

3
/ VAu-V((u-V)u)de = Z / Diiju™0; (uFOpu™) da
R3 R3

i,4,k,m=1
3 3
= — E / &-iumajjukakum dr —2 E / aiiumajukajkum d.I,
ij,kym=1"F ijk,m=1"%
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so it follows from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.2) that

/ VA - V((u- V)u) de| < 3)|Vul 2] V2ul 2
RS

23 3
< ClIVull 2| V2l > |A*ul 75

1 _da
< 1A% T + IVl 3577 ([ VPl
1 24« 2 2 2 a+1 (4a—§§1(a+1) (401741;;(2&«#1)
AT ullze + O V7ullz2 [A a2 [[ull p2

IN

1
< 7107 T + C (14 AT ul7e + ullZe) [ AulZa.

(3.27)
For the second term at the right hand side of (3.26), in the case a@ > 1, one gets from the
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.2) that

[ VA Vave)ds| < [V ul| Vol
« ﬁ 27% .
< CIA2u)| 757 [u] 3277 + CIVS] e 0] (3.28)
1 «
< A 22, + C (JullZs + [nlfs) -

As for the case @ < 1, one also has

VAu-V(nVe)dr| < |[A*'VAu| 2 ||A* ™V (nVe)| L2
R3

< CJA%Aul| L2 [|[A*=*(nV )] | 2 (3.29)

1
< 1A% 2Lz + Clinllze,

where we have used

1—2

14272 (nV o) L2 < ClInVo| [V (V) 12 * < ClIVEllwa ]2,

derived from (2.2) and 1 < 2 — a < 2. The combination of (3.26), (3.27), (3.28) and (3.29)
yields

d o
T AullZe + A AulZe < C (14 [lullras) 1Aullze + C (lullZz + [Inl5)

Hence, thanks to Gronwall’s inequality, (3.2), (3.6), (3.25) and [[Agllg2 ~ [|[V?g|[z> for any
g € H?, there holds that, for any 0 < T < T},

T
sup [[V2ul|2 + / A2y 2, di
te(0,T] 0

T
< Cexp { | @l + ) dt}
0
T
| IVPuollZe + T sup ([lullzz + [InllF) +/ IV2nl7z dt | < C(By, ),
te(0,T] 0
which, as well as (3.23) and (3.25), yields (3.18).
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e Step 3: H?-estimates of n.

Finally, it suffices to show that, for any 0 < T < T,

T
s [0l + | Ivtniea < o). (3.30)
te(0,T

To achieve it, we first apply A to (1.1); and then perform the L?-energy estimate to have

2dt||AnHL2+||VAn||L2 / VAn-V(u-Vn+V - (x(c)nVe)) dx

(3.31)
< ZIIVANIlp + OV (u-Vn)[2 +IVV - (x(c)nVe)) |22,
where the second term on the right-hand side of (3.31) can be estimated as
IV (u- Vn)llZ < [VullLollVnllZs + llullV2n]Z:
< C|VPullZaVallzn + ull3lIV2nl .
Note that
VY- (x(e)n Vo)l < [x" (@)l Vel*n + 2[x ()l V2el[Veln + 21X/ (¢)[[ Ve[ Vn] (3.32)

+Ix()V2n| Ve + [x ()| Vn|[VZel.
By (3.32) and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we handle the last term on (3.31) as follows
IVV - (x(e)nVe)Z: < OO+ llelg=)lnllz: 1 VelZ-.
Thus, Gronwall’s inequality, together with (3.2) and (3.18), leads to (3.30).

The combination of (3.2), (3.18) and (3.30) gives rise to the required bounds to extend the
solution (n, c,u) beyond Ty. Thus, we finish the proof of Theorem 1.2.
3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3

Similarly, we show Theorem 1.3 towards a contradiction. Assume that the maximal time T

is finite, and (1.10) fails, i.e.,

By = hm/ IVl + [IVaulP2,) di < +o0 (3.33)

for any (p;,q;)(i = 1,2) satisfying (1.11). Our goal is to show that for any 0 < T < T, the
H?-norms of (n, c,u) can be bounded by some constant depending on T, and Bg, and therefore
the solution can be extended beyound T, which leads to the contradiction.

First, one deduces from (1.1),, (3.3) and (2.2) that

5l +19nl3: = [ x(@nvVe: Vnda
]R3

< sup [x(IIVallrzln] 2a Vel
0<e<||coll oo Lu—2

<C||Vn|\L2||n||L ' IIVnH 2| Vel L

a1
§||Vn|\m + CHVCIIZIJ Inl[72,
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which, together with q?(ils < p1 (see (1.11)), leads to

d
T Inllze + [Valze < CO+ Vel )]s

Hence, it follows from (3.33) that
T
sup [l + [ [ValEs dr < TP (331
te (0,7 0

for any 0 < T < Ti.
Then, recall that (3.9) holds. Arguing similarly as in (3.14) in all the rangle o > 1, one has

d 1 it
IVelzz +l1Aclze < Cll(n w7z + AT ul|Ze. (3.35)

We now deal with the H'-estimates of u. As in (3.10), we have

1d

——||Vul|2: + [[A*T |3, = / Au-nVodr + [ Au-(u-V)udz.

2dt R3 R3

We estimate every term on the right-hand side of the above equality as follows. Arguing

similarly as in (3.16), one has

Au-nVodr
RS

< C|IVullZe + CllnllZ: + ClIVnlZ..

After integrating by parts as in (3.12) and using divu = 0 and the Gagliardo—Nirenberg in-
equality (2.2), we deduce that

Au - (u-V)ude
R3

< [Vullis

< OVl Loz [ Vul]? 2,
La2—1

a 2(1-0
< OV poz | V|| | AV 35~

1. a 1
< gl |7z + CI VU] o [ Vull,

where § =1 — 2(1% satisfies - < p due to (1.11). It thus holds that

d [e3%
ZIVuliz + 1A% iz < CO+ [ Vull ) [ Vuliz + Clinlzz + ClIVallZ:, (3.36)

Adding (3.9), (3.35) and (3.36) together and then using Gronwall’s inequality, (3.33) and (3.34),
one has

T
teS(l(l)pT](IIVCIIQLz + [lull ) +/0 (IV2ellZz + A%l F) dt < C(T, Ba).

Finally, repeating the same arguments as in Subsection 3.1, Steps 2-3, we are able to establish
the higher-order estimates

T
sup ||(n,c,u)|| %2 -I—/ ([(Vn, Vo) |32 + [[A%ul|32) dt < C (T, Ba), 0<T<Ts.
te (0,7 0
For the sake of simplicity, we omitted the details here.

Thus, based on the above estimates and Theorem 1.1, one can extend the solution (n, ¢, u)
beyond T,. This contradicts the fact that T is the maximal time for existence. The proof of
Theorem 1.3 is thus complete.
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4 Global existence and time-decay estimates

In this section, we aim to prove some global existence results under some suitable initial
assumptions. First, it is shown that when « is greater than or equal to Lions’s index %, the
local solution can be extend to a global one once ||co||L= is suitably small. Then, for the range
% <a< %, under a initial mild small condition (1.14), we not only prove the global existence but
also establish the uniform-in-time estimates, which enable us to study the large-time behavior
of the solution.

4.1 Proof of Theorem 1.4

In order to prove (1.4), we justify the blow-up criterion stated in Theorem 1.3 as follows.

Lemma 4.1. Let (n,c,u) be a strong solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) on [0,T%)
obtained in Theorem 1.1. Then there exists a constant §o = do(p) such that if T is finite and
(1.12) follows, then it holds for any 0 < T < Ty that

sup ||n[[- < Cr
te (0,7 (4'1)

for any r € (1,00) and some uniform constant C,..
Furthermore, we have

T
|l de < o, (42)
0
where Cp, is a constant depending on Ty, and p, q satisfy
20 3 3 6 1 3 3
—+-==, 2<¢q< —<a<—-, 2<¢q< > —. 4.3
p+q > Ses g5 for 5 <a<3 g< oo for « 5 (4.3)

Proof. If ||co||pee < 0 with some suitably small 6* > 0, then we are able to obtain (4.1)
according to the coupling structure of (1.1),-(1.1),. The proof can be done by the following
similar arguments as in the works [8, Proposition 2| or [45, Lemma 3.1]. For the sake of
simplicity, the details are omitted here.

We then deal with the estimates of u. Given the L%-estimate of n due to (4.1), it follows
from (3.9) that

T
sup ||ul[72 + 2/ [A%ul|Z2 dt < e (|luol|7. + CCT). (4.4)
te[0,T) 0

Hence, for 6 =1 — 3(1 — %) such that

)7 p(1_9)227

N | =
wl| e

0
— S+ (1-0)(

Q| =

one has

T T T
—6
/Hw%ﬁéo/ﬂwﬁm%ﬂg)ﬂSOstw%/HNM@ﬁSOm
0 0 te (0,7 0

derived from (4.4), the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality (2.2). This completes the proof of
Lemma 4.1. O
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Proof of Theorem 1.4 Suppose a > % and that (ng,co,ug) satisfies the conditions in

Theorem 1.4. By virtue of Theorem 1.1, there exists a maximal time 7T, > 0 such that a
unique strong solution (n, ¢, u) to the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) exists on [0, T%).

We claim T, = co. Indeed, if T, < o0, then for any 0 < T < Tk, (n, u) satisfies the estimates
(4.1) and (4.2) obtained in Lemma 4.1. In fact, for (p,q) that satisfies (4.3) such that (4.2)
follows, we can take (p2,¢2) = (p,q) in (1.9) due to the fact that 3 < 2o — 1 for any o > 2.
Therefore, the estimates (4.1) and (4.2) contradict the blow-up criterion in Theorem 1.2, so
(n,c,u) is a global strong solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) that fulfills the properties
(1.13).

4.2 Proof of Theorem 1.5: Global existence

In this subsection, we shall prove the global existence part in Theorem 1.5 if the initial
L? energy of (no, co,up) is small but the highest-order norm of initial data can be arbitrarily
large. Our proof is based on elaborate energy estimates, the bootstrap argument as well as
interpolation inequalities.

To achieve the global existence, the key ingredient is to establish the following uniform a
priori estimates.

Proposition 4.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem 1.5 hold. Define
80 = H(nO; Co, uO)H%?a 82 = ||(V27’L0, VQC@? VQUO)”%%
and

Spx = sup  ([f () +If (&) + [x() + X' ()] + X" (s)])- (4.5)

0<s<[lcoll oo
For any 3 < a < 3, suppose that (n,c,u) is a strong solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2)
defined on [0,T) satzsfying

t 4o
SElVells + llullfs + [ IVulla™ dr < My, (4.6)
0

for any 0 < t < T and some generic constant My > 0 given by (4.9), (4.13), (4.16), (4.22)
and (4.26) below. Then, there exists a constant 61 depending only on Sy, ||(1+ |2])V|lw2.e,
12|tV | L= and ||(VZno, VZco, VZug)||2 such that if (1.14) holds, then for any 0 <t < T
we have

1
30Vl + it + [ IVl ar < Lok, (4.7

The proof of Proposition 4.1 relies on the uniform estimates obtained in Lemmas 4.2-4.4
below.

Lemma 4.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.1, if (4.6) holds with some constant
My > 0, then for allt € (0,T), we have

sup |[(n,c,u HLz —I—/ [(Vn,Ve, A%u )||L2 7 < C1,6&0, (4.8)
T€(0,t]

Crg = C(L+|||2[*Vli).
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Proof. We recall that c satisfies (3.4) which is uniform in time. Taking the inner product of
(1.1); by n, we derive

1d
33l + [Vl = [ n¥n- Vex(e) da,
R3

According to the Sobolev embedding and 0 < ¢ < ||¢g| L, one has

1o < C1Sp Vel La [Vl 22,

/ nVn-Vex(d)dz| < sup  x(5)|Vllz | Vel zolin]
]RS

0<s<]lcoll oo
where the constant Sy, is given by (4.5). Therefore, we arrive at

1d

s lInlz + (1= CiS7alIVels) [ Vnli3 < 0,

where Cy > 0 is a generic constant. As long as (4.6) holds with
1

My < 4.9
0= (201)27 ( )
remembering ||Ac||?, ~ ||[V3¢||3., we are able to deduce that
t
sup [l + [ [9nl3sdr < ol (4.10)
7€(0,t] 0
On the other hand, from (1.1), and Hardy’s inequality in Lemma 2.4, one has
1d o
gl + 8%l = = [ 090 uds
< l+ay mHﬂ} _u
< el Vel | == .
1 o «
< 51A%u]Ze + Cllla Vel E V72,
which, as well as (4.10), yields
t
ullZ- +/0 [A%u[Z2 d7 < Juollzz + Clllz[* TVl L Inol 7.
Hence, we end up with (4.8).
O

Lemma 4.3. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.1, if we have (4.6) with some constant
My >0 and let & < 1, then for all t € (0,T), it holds that

t
sup [|(Vn, Ve, Vau)||72 +/ ([[(V?n, Ve, VA®u)||32) dT
0

7€(0,1] (4.11)

1
< Cog.pn(l+E)E7,
where Ca 4,7, 15 given by
Coppont = C(L+ 87, )1+ [[(1+ |2]T*) Vo)

for some universal constant C' > 0.
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Proof. From (1.1

~—

5, it holds that

| =

1
IVellZe + | AclZz < flu- Vel7a + [Inf()ll7: + 5l Ac] 7.

N =
S

t

Regarding the first nonlinear term, one has
lu-Velz> < lullfslIVell7e < Callullysl|AclZ (4.12)

for some constant Cy > 0. Due to f(0) = 0, we can write f(c) = f(c)c with f(c) = fol 1/ (6c)de.
Therefore, the second nonlinear term is handled by

Inf(e)IZ2 < SF \lnlLsllellis < CSFllellzsVallL:

< 0257 \lleoll 2 V2 eoll 2| Vnl| 72,

12 1 2 1 1
where we noted |||z < Clle[|.]|c]l < ClleollZzllcollf~ < Clleol|2:]V¢ol|2- Thus, together
with (3.3)-(3.4), we arrive at

1d
5 7 lIVellze + (1= CaflulZs)l|Acllze < C2SF  Nleoll 2 [V2eol 2 | VnlIZe.
Let M, satisfy
1
My < —. 4.13
< 5 (1.13)

This leads to

t t
sup [|Vel|2s + / V222 dr < (Vo[22 + 2Co Mool 22 | Vcoll 2 / Va2, dr
t 0 0

7€ (0,1] (4.14)

< [ Veoll72 +2C2 Mollco| 21|V coll 2 Ch, o,

where (4.6) and (4.8) have been used.
To establish the estimate of n, one takes the inner product of (1.1); with An to obtain

1d 3
——||Vnl| = — C5(57 ,[IVell3: 23) ) 1An|3
5l + (5 - CalshAVelts + 1ul3)) 142 ws)
< C5(S% + St IVl Va7,
where C'5 > 0 is a generic constant, and we have used Young’s inequality,
Cllu-Vnllz. < Cllullz:[Vallze < CsllullZslAn|z.,
and
ClV(x(e)nVe)|Za
< OSF (InllZ=IV2cll72 + [Vnll7l[VelZs + I Vel zellnll7e)
< C83, (IVall 2 V0] 2 V3¢l 72 + ClIVnl|72 Vel Fs + [ V2ell72 ] Vnll72)
1
< (3 +CaStlTels ) IAnIE: + Ca(st + 1 OIVelfa [Vl
We recall (4.6) and let My be such that
1
My < 1y (4.16)



Thus, it follows from (4.8), (4.14) and (4.15) that

s [Vt + [ [Vl ar

TE,

t
4.17
< | VnollZs +2C5 (5%, + S Sl(lp]HVCHZzz/ V]2 dr (4.17)
T7€(0,t 0

< ||V7’Lo||%2 + 203(5]%7)( + S;)X)(||VCO||2L2 + 2CQMQ||CO||L2||v200||L201)¢(€0)2017¢(€0.

Finally, we are ready to establish the L2-estimates of Vu. Taking the inner product of (1.1),
with Au, we have

L\ Vull2s + [A°Vu|2, = /Vanb) Vude— [ V(u-Vu): Vudz, (4.18)

2 dt s

We handle the first term on the right-hand side of (4.18) in two cases. In the case 1 < a < 2,
one deduces from Hardy’s inequality (2.8) and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.2) that

/ V(nV¢) : Vudz
R3

= —/ nV¢ - Audr
R3

S el Vollpe| || I Aul e

<CIIIwIV¢|ILwIIVn||L2IIUI| Hlll3

H1+o¢

In the case % < a < 1, one also has

/ V(nV¢) : Vudx
R3
< (Va2 96ll2~ M2l Vol ) [Vull»

<O+ [z Vol IIVnIIL‘zIIuIIHa ull

H1+o<

Hence, for all % <a< %, we gain

1 [e3
< 718°VulZz + Ol + [2) VOl L [VnlZ2 + Cllullf..  (4.19)

/ V(nVe¢) : Vudz
R3

Now the second term on the right-hand side of (4.18) is analyzed as follows. Using the duality
of H? and H~? for any o € R, we have

[ A e yude] < 1l g Vs < OISl g2l Vo
R3
One deduces from V - u = 0, the product law (2.7) and the interpolation inequality (2.2) that

-1

- Vull oo = [ldiv (@ w)ll oo < [lu@ul oo < Cllull? ;4 < Clully, Ll 3

= i-% Hitor
Here we note that % < 2 due to o > %. It thus follows that
/ V(u-Vu) : Vudz| < ||Aull o |u- Vull gi-a
RS
< Cllull . lull 2 (4.20)

Hita

_da
< ZIIA‘“VUII%z + OVl 57 [V 7.
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Putting (4.19) and (4.20) into (4.18) gives rise to
d o da_ o
ZIVullZ: + [A°Vullz: < Cl(1+ [2)) Vol [IVnllZz + Cllulf. + ClIVu T

Integrating the above inequality over [0, ¢], we infer that there exists a universal constant Cy > 0
such that

t
sup [|Vul2s + / 1ASVul2 dr
7€(0,t] 0

t t
< [Vuols + Call(L + |2 Ve / IVn]|2, dr + / lul,. dr
+c4/ Jull 2275 dr s ||w||L2
This, as well as (4.6) and (4.8), implies that

1 t
L sup [Vl +2 / 1AV a2, dr

2 te(0,7] (4.21)
< [[Vuollz + Ca(1 + |1 + [2]) Vl|7 ) Cr.o0,
when My in (4.6) satisfies
1
My < —-. 4.22
o< 30 4.22)

Recall that & < 1. Combining (4.14), (4.17), (4.21) and the fact that ||(Vno, Vg, Vug) |32 <
11
CEZEF due to (2.2), we conclude (4.11) and thus complete the proof of Lemma 4.3. O

Lemma 4.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.1, if (4.6) holds with some constant
My >0 and let & < 1, then for all t € (0,T), we have

¢
sup [|(V3¢, V2u)||2: + / [(V3¢, VZA“u)||22 dT < O(Eg + C3.4, 1.1 (1 + E3)), (4.23)
7€(0,t] 0

and

t
sup |[V*nl|3. +/ V30|32 dr < CeCoorx(1HED) g, (4.24)
T€(0,] 0

where C is a generic constant, and C3 ¢ r, denotes some constant depending only on Sy g,

11+ 2 )Vl [IV2Sll and [[|2] Vo] Lo
Proof. We first perform the L%-estimates of VZc. One deduces from (1.1), that

S lIAcl: + VA3

:/ VAC~V(nf(c))d:1:—|—/ VAc-V(u-Ve)dx
RS

.
< VA + I - (1f (@32 + CIV - (- Vo) 3.
Here by f(0) = 0 and (2.2) one can verify that
IV (f DIz < €53 (el Valda + [nl~ [ Vel?:)
< 083, (IllBell Vrll 2| An] o2 + [ Vil 2] V20l ]| Vel 32
< O3 J|An s + O3 || Vel 12 Vn -,
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and
IV (u- Vo7 <[IVulZ=lVellFe + [lull 76l Vel 7

< C|IVullZ2 [ V2ell 2| Viel| 2
1
< IVAC: + ClIVull2 (Ve 7.

Here Sy, is given by (4.5). Thus, it follows that

d

TlAclze +[IVAC]Z

< 57l Anlie + OS5\ [IVellz2Vnlliz + ClIVul .| V2ellZ-,
which, together with (4.8) and (4.11), leads to

¢ ¢
sup ||V20||%2 —|—/ ||V3’c||2L2 dr < ||V200||2L2 + CS%X/ ||V2n||2L2 dr
7€(0,¢] 0 0

¢
—I—CS%X sup ||Vc||iz/ |Vn||3z dr
T€(0,t] 0

t
+C sup ||vu||§2/ V2¢||2. dr (4.25)
7€(0,¢] 0

<|IV2eollze + CSF\ Corx (1 + E2)E5
+ CS%XC;d,yf’XOl&b(l + 82)2802
3
+CC3 45 (14 E2)%E3 .

Then, applying Au to (1.1), and then taking the inner product of the resulting equation by
Au, we have

d a
Tl AullZ: + A% AullZ:

N =

= VAu-V((u-Vu)de — [ Au-A(nVe)dz.
R3 R3

Similarly to (3.27), one can show

/ VAu-V((u-V)u)dr
RS

23 3
< 3| Vul 2| V2ull e * | ul| 75

1 _da
< gIVEA%ulZz + CIIVul 57 IV 0l 7.
Moreover, due to a < 2 < 2 + «, one deduces from (2.2) and (2.8) that

Au - A(nV) dz

R3

IN

n
| Au] 12 (||v2n||L2||v¢||Loo 2l V6l + |

el 70l )

AN

1 (e «
SIIA® AulZz + ClIA ] 72
+ CIVol L V2072 + CUIV@llL + 12 V2Rl L) V22
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Therefore, we get

Al + 1A Al
< OVl 757 V2l + ClAu 3
+ IVl L + 2]Vl L) I VRllTe + ClIVOl L I VR 122,
which, together with Gronwall’s inequality, (4.8), (4.11) and (4.6) with M, satisfying
My < 1, (4.26)

gives rise to

t
sup [V2ulfs + [ [92A%ulsdr
7€(0,t] 0

Lo :
< Cel 1T (g 3+ [ Al dr
0
t
V0l + 12l70l3) [ [9l3 dr
t 0 (4.27)
Vol [ 195 ar)

< C(||V2uo||%2 + A+ V2@l + 2]V 0] Lo ) Criso

+ 190l Corn (14 E0E7 )

Due to (4.25) and (4.27), (4.23) follows.
Finally, it suffices to have the higher estimates of n. By (1.1);, (3.32) and Gagliardo-
Nirenberg-Sobolev inequalities, one has

1d
2 dt
<IV(u- Vn+ V- (x(e)nVo)) |-

< CVullZs[IVnlzs + Cllull<V*nl1Z:

+ 83 (Inl = IVel o + Il 3923 IV eli3s + [ Vell eI Vnl: )

1
1An||Z: + 5[V AR 7.

+ 083, (IV2nlalVelZe + 1Vl 1 V2ele + lInl3« Vel 32 )
1
< £ IVAR|3: +CS} V2l V2n)32 + ClIVull 2 92ull 12| 9203

+ 083, (IVnl 21 P20l 22 Vel 8o + Va3 P2l 21V 2elZa + Vel 9%l
+ O3 Va2 [P0 2|Vl 3.
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Using Gronwall’s inequality, we end up with

1/t
sup HVQnH%z + 3 / ||V3n||2L2 dr
T€(0,t] 0

<e

CS}, sup ||V3c|2, [§ Vel dr t
R <|V2n0||L2+C sup [[Vulze sup. 1V2ul| 2 / 1V2nl[22 dr
€(0, 0

T7€(0,t T

1
2 7
+CShy s Vel ( / |Vn||L2dr> ( / |v2n|izdf)

#0853, swp [Vnlfs s [Vl / V322 dr
TG

+OS, sup [Vl / V202, dr

T€(0,t

1
2 t
+CS%, sup [[VnllL: (/ ||V2n||2L2dt) /||V3c||2L2dt).
7€(0,1] 0 0

Combining the above estimate with (4.11), (4.25) and (4.27), we obtain the desired estimates

of n in (4.24) and thus complete the proof of Lemma 4.4.
O

Proof of Proposition 4.1: According to Theorem 1.2, the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) has
a unique strong solution (n,c,u) on [0, T%), where T, > 0 is a maximal existence time. Let My
be a generic constant given by (4.9), (4.13), (4.16), (4.22) and (4.26).

By virtue of Lemmas 4.2-4.3 and the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality in Lemma 2.2, there
holds that

L3 1
lull3s < Cllull 2| Vullz= < CC} C§¢ a1+ EF)EG < = Mo,
provided that we let
11 1\"3
& < oy i=min {1, (6CCL,CF (1 +€)) " Mo}, (4.28)

In accordance with Lemmas 4.2 and 4.4 as well as the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we also
have

1 3
StxlVelzs < CSF el 1V2ell 7

I

3
P

< csj%ﬁxcﬁd,((sz +Caprx(1+ 53))) & <

as long as
&0 < b5 := min {1, (605, C ((52 4 Cyp (14 E )))
To enclose the condition (4.6), it suffices to justify

/ HVUH“‘* Sdr < MO.
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In the case 1 < a < —, we observe that ;%5 — 2a = %:éa) > 0. We thence take advantage

of the interpolation inequality (2.2) and combine (4.8) and (4.11) together to obtain

t 2a(5—4a)
/|vmm;%h<c>¢pnmew3 /nvm
0

2a(5—4a)
< sup HVU||L4°‘ ’ sup. HUHL / A7 dr
T€(0, TE

< C(C2,¢,f,x(1 + 52)) ‘*Ef;f;") (C1,¢50)a

a(5—4a) a(5—4a)

< OCT o 5773 (14 &) 5 &

1
< =-M,
=6 0,
iffor1§a<§wetake
a(5—4da) a(b—4a) _é
Eo < b5 =min {1, (6CC7,C, 7% (14+&) 57 ) “Mo}. (4.30)

As for the case 2 < o < 1, one has 129 — 2(1 + ) = 2(312‘7:;)10‘2) > 0. We thus conclude that

t 2(3+a—4a?) (14a)
/ HVUHEZ Pdr < C sup ||Vull . R / IVu HL dr
0

7€(0,t)
2( 3+o< 4o¢ 1
<C sup [Vall,s _swuw /HAMWLM
7€(0,t) TE

< 0(62,¢,f,x(1 + 52)) %7?)“ (C1,¢50>a

a(b—4a)

< CCP,Cy it (L4 &) s gg

1
< =M,
=% 0,
when
a(5—4a) a(5—4a) 7é
o < 0y = min{l, (Gcc1 oS (14 &) e ) MO}. (4.31)

Based on above estimates, we choose & < g := min{dy, d2,d3}. Thus, the estimate (4.7) is
true for all [0,7}), and therefore the bounds in Lemma 4.2-4.3 are valid. A standard continuity
argument implies T, = oo and that (n,c,u) is indeed a global strong solution to the Cauchy
problem (1.1)-(1.2) satisfying the uniform estimates (1.15). To complete the proof of Theorem
1.5, we will establish the decay estimates (1.16) in the next subsection.

4.3 Proof of Theorem 1.5: Time-decay estimates

This subsection is devoted to the time-decay part in Theorem 1.5. Let 3 < < 2. Under
the assumptions of Theorem 1.5, we consider the global solution (1, ¢, u) to the Cauchy problem
(1.1)-(1.2) given by Subsection 4.2.

Under the conditions ng,ug € L', integrating (1.1); and (1.1), over [0,¢] x R® and using
(3.3), we obtain

Inllze = lnollzr, el = lleollpr, €20 (4.32)
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Now we show the LP-decay estimates of n and ¢. For all 2 < p < oo, we perform the

LP-energy estimates for (1.1); as follows

d 4(p—1
D, + 22 Yyontz,

<p(p—1) / X(€)Ven?=1 V| dz
R3

<2pp-1)  swp X(OIVellzsln® || oo Vn® | 2

0<c<||collroe

< O||Vel s Vn? | 2.
Since ||Vc|| s is suitably small due to (4.8), (4.23) and

1 1
IVellze < Cllel 2211Vl 7. << 1,

it follows that

-1
%nvn%n%z <0.

d 2
T, +
In view of (4.32) and the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality (2.2), we have

6(p—1)

6(p—1)

_4 8 6p=1)
)7, = In® 2. < Cllngllzpil IVl 2 < Cllnoll 777 | VnE | 2 .
p

Putting (4.35) into (4.34) leads to the differential inequality

<0

)

d 56D
i, +C(lmlt,)

from which we infer
Inllr < CA+8) 308 |ngllr, 2<p< oo

In addition, using Holder’s inequality gives

21 2-2 —3(1-1)
Inlle < lnllz: lnll.” <CA+67207%  1<p<2.
A similar argument yields

lellr < CL+)7207%), 1 <p< oo

The details are omitted.

(4.33)

(4.34)

(4.35)

(4.36)

(4.37)

Next, we are going to establish the higher-order decay estimates of n and c¢. Multiplying

(1.1); by An and integrating it by parts yield
1d
2dt

where the nonlinear terms are analyzed as

lu - Vnll7z < [lullZsVnlis < CllullZs]|An|Z.,

and

IV (x(e)nVe)[[7 < ClinlLsllVellze + ClVellZsVallZe + CllnlZe|IV2ellZ

1
IVnllZ: + [An|7z < [lu- VnllZ: + [V - (x()nVo)l[7z + 5 An]Z,

< ClnllZeV2ellZ2 + lInll e[ V2nllL2) | Acll7z + ClI Vel Zs [ An 2.
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Hence, there holds that

d
1Vnlze + (1= Cll (Ve w)l7a) | AnllZ:
< C(Inll7s1V%ellZ2 + Il Lol V20| 22) [ Acl|7-

(4.38)

This requires an estimate of ¢ at the H I_regularity level. To achieve it, one deduces from (1.1),

that
1d

2 dt
The first nonlinear term has been estimated in (4.12). We recall that f(¢) = f(¢)c with
fle) = fol f'(6c) df due to f(0) = 0. Therefore, the second nonlinear term can be handled by

1
IVellZ2 + [Acllzz < fJu- Vell —/ nf(c)Acdz + || Ac|Z..
R3

‘/nf(c)Acdaz < +

f(e)eVn - Vedz
R3

/]RS nf'(c)Ve-Vedz
< ClIVallzsllell 5 Vel s + Clinll 5 [IVell7o
< Cll(m, 0l 5 Az + Cllell, 5 [ An]Z..
It thus holds that

%||VC||2L2 +(1=Cl(n, 0l 3 = Clluls)llAclZz < Clell g [|An]|7-. (4.39)
Adding (4.38) and (4.39) together, we get

d
VR, Vo2
+ (1= Clm ol 5 = CITe w) s = Cllal3alV2el3e = Clall ol Vnllz2 ) [(An, A < 0.

Recall that in Lemma 4.2, the L2-norm of ||(n, ¢,u)||2, can be bounded by C4 4€ which can be
suitably small, while Lemma 4.4 implies that the norms ||V?n/| ;2 and ||V2¢| > are uniformly
bounded in time. Furthermore, we have (4.33) and

1 2
I(n, o)l 5 < Cll(n, Al (s 0)ll72 << 1,
1 1
Inllzs < Cllnll221V?nll7. << 1,
3 1
lull o < CllullfIV2ullf> << 1.

Therefore, we obtain the energy inequality

d
S (Ve V)2 + I (Ac, An)2: < 0.

The Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality (2.2) and (4.32) ensure that
2 5 5
1(Ve, Vn)|[2 < Cli(e, n)l| L[| (Ac, An)l| 7. < Cl[(Ac, An) 7.

Thus, we get

d 2 2 \TF
(Ve V)| + (Ve Vn)l3a) " <0
Solving this differential inequality, we have the decay of (V¢, Vn) as follows

1(Ve, V)|l 2 < C(1+1)" %,
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We finally deal with the estimates of u. Taking the inner product of (1.1), with A%y leads

to
1d

2dt
Multiplying (4.40) by ¢, we arrive at

1
IA%ullZ: + A% ullZe < SIA*ullZe + [lu- Vul7z + [nVell7:. (4.40)

d
= (B1A% )3 ) + A% ul}e < tlu- VulFs +tInVe|3..

By virtue of the product law (2.7) with s1 = 3 —a, s = a and a < 3 —a < 1+ a, it holds
that

tu- Vula < Cllull 5 t1A%u]32 < Clu] A2,

2‘ .
HenHl+o

And Hardy’s inequality in Lemma 2.4 guarantees that

2
= Ct|Vn|2. < C(1+1)"%.

n
Vol < NletVolit] |

Hence, it follows that

d [e7 @ o _3
= (B1A% )32 ) + 1A ule < Clluld a AUl + L+ 672,
Employing Gronwall’s inequality yields
t t 2 ¢ 3
tA“ulf3 +/ T A% ||}, dr < Celo IMlani+a dT/ (1+7)"2dr <C. (4.41)
0 0

which, together with Sobolev’s embedding theorem, gives

lull s < IA%u]l g2 < C(L+1)77.

3—2a

Furthermore, one also has

1—3(i_1
lullze < lul,

<o+ =w0GTE) 2<p<

3
“ 4.42
[3— 2« 3— 2« ( )

By (4.36)-(4.37) and (4.41)-(4.42), we conclude (1.16) and complete the proof of Theorem 1.5.

5 Conclusion and extensions

In this work, we first study the mechanism of possible finite time blow-up of strong solu-
tions to the Cauchy problem of the generalized chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes system in spatially
three dimensions. Based on these criteria and some uniform a-priori estimates, we then prove
some new global existence results. In particular, we establish uniform-in-time evolution and
large-time behavior of global solutions for initial data with small L? energy and possibly large
oscillations. We discuss some possible extensions and questions below.

(1) Fractional diffusion effect on the population density equation. Our method may be applied
to the study of the following chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes system:

on+u-Vn=—(—=A)n— V- (x(c)nVe),
Oic+u-Ve=Ac—nf(c),

ou+u-Vu+ VP =—(—A)*u—nV,
V.u=0.
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Here the exponent 8 will influence the blow-up mechanism and regularity estimates of the pop-
ulation density n. We expect that a result similar to Theorem 1.4 holds without the smallness
of the L>®-norm for ¢y in (1.12) when § is suitably large.

(2) Global weak solutions. The global existence of weak solutions to (1.1)-(1.2) is well expected.
However, the uniqueness of weak solutions is open, which is similar to the classical Navier-Stokes
equations. It is possible to study the uniqueness and regularity issues assuming the quantities
in (1.8) or (1.10) are bounded in a finite time-interval. Furthermore, it also would be interesting
to study the large-time behavior of global werak solutions to the Cauchy problem. To this end,
one may apply the Fourier spilitting method, cf. e.g., [4,54]

(3) Enhanced dissipation phenomena. When the solution is close to some non-trivial stationary
state, for example, the Couette flow, the enhanced dissipation phenomena have been studied in
the recent works [16,64] and references therein. It would be interesting to adapt the methodology
in [16,64] to be able to deal with the system (1.1) even in 2D. We also expect that this mechanism
can relax the smallness of the L?-norm for initial data in (1.14) using the argument in the proof
of Theorem 1.5.

6 Appendix: Local well-posedness

In this appendix, we prove Theorem 1.1 concerning the local well-posedness to (1.1)-(1.2)
with general initial data. Our work can also cover all the dissipation exponent o > % In
particular, we extend the previous works [6,10] on the local well-posedness for the chemotaxis-
Navier-Stokes system in the case @ = 1, without assuming that the initial data is suitably small

or higher order regularity of cy.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 We split the proof into four steps.

e Step 1: Construction of approximate sequence

Set (n°, %, u® P%) = (0,0,0,0). We consider the following iterative approximate system for
j=>0:
oIt — AnItl = —J . Vnd — V- (x(J)n/Vd),

QT — AT = —ud - VeI —nd f(d), (6.1)
Ot + (=AYt 4+ VPITL = —4J - Vud — nIVe, '
Vuwtl =0

with
(17 (2,0), ! (2, 0), w7+ (2,0)) = (no(a), eo (), uo (x)).

Notice that the system (6.1) is linear with respect to (n/™! /1 47 *1) so the existence
and uniqueness of solutions are evident. Hence, by induction, we will verify uniform regularity
estimates of the sequence {(n/, ¢/, u’, P7)}52, in t € (0,Ty] for a short time T determined in
Steps 2 and 3.

e Step 2: Uniform estimates.

To begin with, we first claim that there exists a time T > 0 such that for all j > 0,

sup ||’ [| L < [lcoll e,
te(0,To] (6'2)

31



and
sup ”(njacjauj)”%p +/ H(V”JaVCJvAauJ)H%P dt < 2”(”07007’”’0)”%—12' (63)
te(0,To) 0
In addition, we mention that the main difficulty lies in analyzing the high order nonlinear term
V- (x()n'Vd),

which requires the smallness of L?(0,Tp; H?)-norm of Vc¢/. To achieve it, we let c;, be the
solution to the linear problem

Orer, — Acp, =0, crli=o0 = co.
It is easy to verify that
To
sup fecls +2 [ Ve e de < ol
t€(0,To] 0

This implies that %ir% IVerll 20,7312y = 0. Thus, for some small constant Ry to be chosen
—

later, one can find a time T, > 0 such that

TRO
/ |Ver |32 dt < Ry. (6.4)
0

We thus further claim that for all j > 0 and Tj € (0,7g,), the following uniform estimate for
the error ¢/ — ¢z, holds:

To .
/ IV (¢? —cp) |32 dt < R. (6.5)
0
In view of (6.4)-(6.5), we have
/ Vel |32 dt < 2Ry. (6.6)
0

Our goal is to find some small Ty and Ry such that (6.2)-(6.3) and (6.5) indeed hold for all
j > 0. It is clear for j = 0,1. We assume, by induction, that (6.2)-(6.3) and (6.5) hold for any
fixed j > 1.

We now justify (6.2)-(6.3) and (6.5) for j+ 1. First, one can achieve (6.2) using the standard
maximum principle for the transport-diffusion (6.1),. By the standard energy estimates for the
uniformly parabolic equations (6.1),- (6.1),, we obtain

14 |
2dt
</ > (=ul - Vnd = V- (x()nI V) o da

- 3
B o<i¢l<2

(nd T I T2, + |[(Vnd T VT A% T |12,

A(t)

B—u? -V —nd f(I))0P T dx .7
+/1‘§3 Za( J .V if(@)N9PIH d (6.7)

0<|B]<2

B(t)

+/ Z I (—u? -Vl —nIVe) - 0ut da,
R3
0<|v|<2

c(®)
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where C = (Cl7 <27 C?))a B = (617ﬁ27ﬁ3) and Y= (71772773)-
Lert C denote some constant only depending on ||co|| e, f, x and V¢. Using (6.2) and the

Gagliardo—Nirenberg-Sobolev inequalities, we obtain

A(t) <5IIVR I + Clln 72 + Cllw? - Vil [ + ClIV - (x()n? V) [
6.8)

1 _ _ _ _ _ (

<1V e + Cl? 5= lIVR [5 + OO+ ) 107 1 Ve [,

and
1 , , 4 , S
B(t) §§||VCJ+1II%2 + CllH 72 + Cllw? - V|7 + Clln f(?) |3 69)
1 _ _ _ _ _ .
§§||V0”1||§12 + W 12 IV e + Clin? g2 1 17

With regards to C(t), we consider two cases o > 1 and % < a < 1 separately. For a > 1, it is
direct to get

1. 4 4 4 1, s
C(t) S§Iluj+1llfqz +Cllw? -V | B + Ol Vo Fa + A w [,

i | (6.10)
<7 e + SIA e + Cllw [z + Clin? e
In the case 1 < a < 1, it follows from (2.2) and (2.6) that
1 ; 1, ) . .
C(t) < SIAMW 2 + 2 [0 s + Clled - Vs + I Vo3
+Cll @ w4
L _ _ (6.11)
<IN 4 2 3+ Ol e + Ol s
, ‘ o, 12010
+ Ol e o 3 1A 53,
where we used the fact that, due to (2.2) and (2.6),
w9 @ u|| oo <2/ || Lo 1] gro—a < Cllw || g2 [|u?]| Gy | A7 | },°
with 0 =2—1 € (0,1).
Then, we substitute (6.8)-(6.11) into (6.7), and get
d _ _ _ . _
N7 I T e 4 [[(Vn? T VT AT T s
<Cl@T* T ) s+ Clled 5 A 57
+C (I3 + w2 + [ 2107 3 + U+ 1 )10 172 V5132
for some 6 € (0,1). Let Xy := ||(no, co, uo)||%2. By virtue of Grénwall’s inequality, it thence

holds that

sup [|(nI L, w3 + / (TR, T, A% s dt
t€(0,To] 0

(148 i12(1—6;
<eTo (Xo+C sup |56 A 17500 2, o) T
t€(0,To]

+C(+ sup [[W!|F2) sup [I(n?,u)|FTo
t€(0,Ty] t€(0,To]

FO0+ swp 9% sup ||nﬂ‘||§p||ch||%z<0,To;Hz)>,
t€(0,To] t€(0,To]
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which, together with (6.3) and (6.6), gives rise to

sup ||(n]+1,c7+1,u3+1)||§{2+/ (VR T el T AT |12, dt
te(O,TO] 0

< eCTo (Xo +OX2TY + C(1+ Xo)XoTo + (1 + XO)XORO)
S 2”(”07 Co, UQ)H%{Q,

provided that we first choose

1
Ry = ———,
07 51+ X)X
and then take
T, < T in d Tr log 2 ! 1
= min , -, , .
0="1 Ro» 108 (5Cx2)5 5CXo(1+ o)

In order to justify (6.5), we consider the error equation
O —ep) = AT —cp) = —u! - VI —nI f(J), (T —cp)|i=o0 = 0. (6.12)

Performing H?2-energy estimates for (6.12) and using (6.2)-(6.3), we can derive

. TO .
sup || —ep |3 +/ V(2T —cp)||3 dt
t€(0,To) 0

TO B B B B
< / ud - Vel + 1 F()|% dt
0

<C sup ([w|lm=llllaz + 07 g2l |l ) To

t€(0,To)
< CXyTy
< Ry,
as long as we let
TQ S T2 = &
CXy

Hence, when Ty < min{T}, T}, we conclude that the uniform bounds (6.2)-(6.3) and (6.6) hold
true for any 5 > 0.
In addition, taking div to (6.1);, we have

AP = V! . V! + V- (n? V),
from which we infer

||vpj+1||L2(0,To;H2) < CHVU,J . vuj||L2(0,T0;H1) + ||njV¢||L2(07TO;H2)
< C||VUHL2(0,T0;H2)||V“j||L°°(0,T;H1) + CHnjHLQ(O,TD;H2) (6.13)
< C(1+To) || (no, co, o) || 372

e Step 3: Convergence and existence.
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In order to obtain the convergence of the approximate equations (6.1) to the original equa-
tions (1.1), one needs to establish the strong compactness of the sequence {(n’,c?,u’, P7)}32,
in a suitable sense. To this end, we set

W (t) = |In? = H[Te + I — 7 7 + ! — w7,
XI(t) = V(! —n? L + V(e = + 1A () — w7,
YI(t) = [|(n?, ¢ u?) |3

We take the difference between j + 1 and j for Eq. (6.1), and attain

O (Tt —nd) — A(nI*tt —nd) = -/ - Vnd + /1. Vni~!
T (I IVE) 4 T - (e 1V,
O (Tt — ) — At — &) = —u? - VI = f(d) +ui ™t - VeI~ 4 nd=Lf(7Y),
O (Wt — ) + (=A)* (W —wl) + V(PIHL — PJ)
=—ul -V + w71 V™t —nIVe +ni~1Ve,
V-uitl =0.

Similar to Step 2, we use standard energy estimates to obtain

3"+ X S0 £ SO+ OO0 Y0+ (6.14)

+ |Ju? - Vad = T E (1,3,
272

H-aTa€
_ )0 ag(
laett.) = 1, ae(

where

)

)
).
In (6.14), the case of a > % can be directly controlled. However, one needs to handle the

specific case of % <a< % due to the weaker dissipation. To this end, by means of the product
inequalities in Lemma 2.3, we get

N[ N[
oW Njw

)

! - Vud —u? ™Vl T e

0 [ T R [ e (e | s
<t — gVl g+ 0 — ) el
S WX (1) +Y7H(D).

By means of the uniform estimates (6.2)-(6.3) obtained in Step 2, we have

d__ . . ‘
EWJH(L‘) <WITH ) + C(1 + X)W (1),  j>1, (6.15)
where we recalled Xy := ||(no, co, uo)||%2. This, combined with Gronwall’s inequality, yields
sup WiTH(t) < C(1+ Xp)e™Ty sup W(s).
te(0,To] te(0,To]

Therefore, we take

1
To < min{Ty, T, Ty} with T3 := min {logQ’ m}
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such that

which means that there exists a limit (n,c,u) such that as j — oo, (n?,c/,u?) converges to
(n,c,u) strongly in in L°°(0,T; L?(R3)) x L>(0,T; H'(R?)) x L>=(0,T; L*(R3)). In addition,
in light of (6.13), there exists a limit VP such that , up to a subsequence, VP’ converges to
VP weakly in L?(0,T; H?(R?)) as j — oo. Thus, (n,c, u) solves the system (1.1) in the sense
of distributions on [0,7p] x R3. Thanks to the uniform estimates obtained in Step 2, Fatou’s
property implies

T
sup ||(n,c,u)| g2 +/ [[(Vn, Ve, Aau||§{2 dt < CH(no,co,uo)H%{z.
t€(0,To) 0

Hence, (n,c,u) is a strong solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2). Furthermore, by a
standard argument one can show 9n, dcc, dyu € L?[0,Tp; H'(R3)). This together with Aubin-
Lions Lemma implies that n,c,u € C([0,T]; H?(R?)).

e Step 4: Uniqueness.

It suffices to prove the uniqueness. Let (n?,c?, u), i = 1,2 are two strong solutions to the
Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.2) satisfying (1.7) for given time T' > 0 and supplemented with the
same initial data. Then, similar to the calculations of (6.15) in Step 3, we can obtain

d
(" =n® ul = w4 (" = *)7n)

<CA+ (", n?, ul u?)[Fn + (e, AFR) (" —n?ut —u?)||7s + [[(c! = )lFn)
for any t € (0,T]. Thus, Gronwall’s lemma implies
(n', et ut)(t, ) = (n?, 2, u?)(t,z) forae. (t,z) € R®x[0,T).

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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