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GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS TO THE CAUCHY PROBLEM OF 2D
NONHOMOGENEOUS MAGNETIC BENARD SYSTEM WITH LARGE
INITIAL DATA AND VACUUM

JIEQIONG Liu
School of Mathematics and Statistics, Zhengzhou University

ABSTRACT. This paper establishes the global well-posedness of strong solutions to
the nonhomogeneous magnetic Bénard system with positive density at infinity in the
whole space R2. More precisely, we obtain the global existence and uniqueness of
strong solutions for general large initial data. Our method relies on dedicate energy
estimates and a logarithmic interpolation inequality.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT
In this paper, we consider the nonhomogeneous magnetic bénard system on the whole
space R?, which reads as follows:
Op + div(pu) = 0,
O(pu) + div(pu ® u) — pAu+ VP = ples + b - Vb,
Ob—vAb+u-Vb—b-Vu =0, (L.1)
O(p0) + div(pub) — KAO = pu - es,
diva = divb = 0,

with the initial condition

(p7 puvpeab)(xvo) - (p05p0u07p090;b0)(‘r)7 S R27 (12)
and the far field behavior (in some weak sense)
(p,u,0,b)(z,t) = (p,0,0,0) as |z| = 00, >0, (1.3)

for some positive constant p. Here, the unknown functions p, w = (u',u?),b = (b*,0?), P
and 6 are the fluid density, velocity, magnetic field, pressure, and absolute temperature,
respectively. The positive constant p stands for the viscosity coefficient, and positive
constant « is the heat conducting coefficient, e; = (0, 1) denotes the vertical unit vector.

The magnetic bénard system describes the heat convection phenomenon under the
presence of the magnetic field, which plays an important role in engineering and physics.
The forcing term pfe; in the momentum equation (1.1), describes the action of the
buoyancy force on fluid motion, and pu - e; models the Rayleigh-Bénard convection in
a heated inviscid fluid. Due to their physical importance, wide range of applications
and mathematical challenge, the mathematical study of this system has attracted many
mathematicians.

When we don’t take into account (1.1),, that is # = 0, system (1.1) reduces to the
nonhomogeneous incompressible MHD equations, which have been widely studied. For
the case that the initial density has a positive lower bound, Gerbeau and Le Bris [8] and
Desjardins and Le Bris [9] studied the global existence of weak solutions of finite energy
in the whole space or in the torus, respectively. Lately, Chen et al. [2] established a global
solution for the initial data belonging to critical Besov spaces (see also [1]). On the other
hand, in the presence of vacuum, motivated by the work of Choe and Kim [5], Chen et
al. [4] obtained the local existence of strong solutions to the 3D Cauchy problem under
the following compatibility condition:

—/,LAUQ + VPO — bo . Vbo = \//)_Og (14)
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for some (Py,g) € H' x L?. With the help of a logarithmic type Sobolev inequality,
Huang and Wang [11] proved the global existence of strong solutions with general large
data on two-dimensional bounded domains under the condition (1.4). Meanwhile, by
using spatial-weighted method, the global large strong solution to the Cauchy problem
on the whole space R? with zero far field density was established by Lii et al. [14].

If the motion occurs in the absence of magnetic field, that is, b = 0, system (1.1)
reduces to the nonhomogeneous Bénard system. For the initial density allowing vacuum
states, Zhong obtained the global existence and uniqueness of strong solutions to the 2D
initial boundary value problem with general large data in [18] and the global existence
and uniqueness of strong solutions to the 3D Cauchy problem for suitable small initial
data in [19]. Recently, by weighted energy method, Zhong [17, 20] established the local
and gloabl existence of strong solutions to the 2D Cauchy problem by assuming that the
initial density decays not too slow at infinity. Meanwhile, the global large solution to the
2D Cauchy problem for the case of positive density at infinity was obtained by Li [12].

Let’s go back to the system (1.1). When p is a positive constant, which means the fluid
is homogeneous, the magnetic Bénard system has been extensively studied. Zhou et al.
[22] proved the global well-posedness of smooth solutions with zero thermal conductivity.
Cheng and Du [3] established the global well-posedness without thermal diffusivity and
with vertical or horizontal magnetic diffusion. The global regularity with horizontal
dissipation, horizontal magnetic diffusion and with either horizontal or vertical thermal
diffusivity was obtained by Ye [16]. When the density is not constant, the mathematical
analysis of (1.1) becomes more subtle. Zhong [21] established the local strong solution
to the two-dimensional Cauchy problem with zero far field state. Subsequently, Liu [13]
extended this local strong solution to global in time for large initial data. However,
whether the global strong solution to the 2D Cauchy problem with positive far field
density exists or not is still unknown. In fact, the purpose of this paper is to establish the
global strong solution to the Cauchy problem (1.1)-(1.3) for general large initial data.

Before formulating our main result, we first explain the notations and conventions used
throughout this paper. We denote by

/-d:v:/ - dx.
R2

For 1 <r < oo and k € N, the Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces are defined in a standard
way,

L7 = LT(RQ), Wk,’r‘ — Wk,’r‘(RQ), Hk — Wk,Q.
With the above preparation in hand, we now turn to state our main result.

Theorem 1.1. For constant q > 2, assume that the initial data (po > 0,ug, 0o, bo)
satisfies

(po—p) e H' nWh,

Vpouo € L?, Vugy € L? divug = 0,
Vpobo € L2, Vb, € L?,

by € H*, divby = 0.

(1.5)

Then, the problem (1.1)-(1.3) admits a unique global strong solution (p,w,0,b) such that
forany 0 <7< T < o0 and any 2 <r < g, it holds that

(p—p)eC(0,T); H nWh9), p, € L>=(0,T; L* N L"),

Vu,V60,Vb e L>=(0,T; H) N L*(0,T; H*)n C([0,T]; H'), VP € L>=(0,T; L?),

bec L>(0,T; H*) N L*(0,T; H*) N C([0, T); H?), (1.6)
pu, ph € C([0,T]; L?), Vu,, VO, Vb, € L*(7,T; L?),

VP, /pds, by € L°(0,T; L*) N L*(0,T; L?).
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Remark 1.1. It should be noted that our Theorem (1.1) holds for arbitrarily large
initial data and initial density with vacuum. In addition, we removed the compatibility
condition on the initial data for the global existence of strong solution by deriving some
time-weighted estimates.

We arrange the structure of this paper as follows: In Sec 2, we collect some elementary
facts and useful inequalities, which will be used in later analysis. Sec 3 is devoted to
deriving some necessary a priori estimates of different levels. In addition, the proof of
Theorem 1.1 will be given in Sec 4.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we shall collect some known facts and analytic inequalities that will be
used extensively in the later analysis.

We start with the local existence and uniqueness of strong solution to the problem (1.1)-
(1.3) with initial data satisfying (1.5), whose proof can be performed by using standard
procedures as in [21, 7]

Lemma 2.1. Assume that the initial data (po,wo, 6o, bo) satisfies (1.5). Then there exist
a small time Ty > 0 and a unique strong solution (p,u,0,b, P) to the problem (1.1)-(1.3)
in R? x (0, T).

Next, the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality will be used later frequently, whose

proof can be found in [15].

Lemma 2.2. For p € [2,00), 1 € (2,00), and s € (1,00), there exists some generic
constant C' > 0 which may only depend on p, r, and s such that for f € H'(R?) and
g € L*(R?) N DY (R?), we have

—2
115 < ClFIZIV A",
s(r—2)

2r
gl < Cllgl ;a2 Vgl 72

In deriving the higher a priori estimates, the classical regularity results for the Stokes
system in the whole space R? (see [10]) will play an important role, which can be stated
as follows.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that F € L™ with r € (1,00). Let (u, P) € H' x L? be the unique
weak solution to the following Stokes problem

—Au+VP=F, zcR?
divu = 0, r € R?, (2.2)
u(z) = 0, || = oo,

(2.1)

then (V2u,VP) € L" and there exists a positive constant C' depending only on p and r
such that
[V2ul . + VP < CIF|. . (2.3)

As pointed out in many papers, the difficulty of two-dimensional fluid dynamic equa-
tions in the unbounded domains comes from the critical spatial dimension. Therefore, it
seems difficult to obtain directly the LP-norm of the velocity just in terms of [|\/pu/ 12
and ||Vu|r2. In our setting, thanks to the positivity of the far filed state of density p,
we can obtain the following improved Poincaré-type inequality, which will be crucially
important. And we refer the readers to [12, Lemma 2.4] for the proof.

Lemma 2.4. For p > 0, assume (p — p) € L* with p > 0 and \/pv, Vv € L?, where v is
a scalar function or vector function. Then, we have

[oll72 < C(p, [lp = All =) (IvAvll 32 + [Vl 72). (2.4)

Furthermore, for 2 < p < oo, we have

2 1—2
[l < CllVPvliz: VUl " +1Voll2 (2.5)
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or

ol < CUIVPYIlL2 + VO]l 2)- (2.6)
Here and in what follows, we use C(f) to emphasize the dependence on the quantity f.
Finally, we end with the following logarithmic interpolation inequality due to Des-

jardins [6].

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that 0 < p < p and w € H', then we have
IVpullz: < CR)(L+ IVpull 1) [l g \/log(2 + [lul7)- (2.7)

3. A PRIORI ESTIMATES

In this section, we will establish some necessary a priori bounds of different levels for
strong solution (p, u, d,b) to the problem (1.1)-(1.3) to extend the local strong solution
to global-in-time. To this end, let 7' > 0 be a fixed time and (p,u,0,b) be the strong
solution to (1.1)-(1.3) on R? x (0, 7] with initial data (pg, wo, 09, bo) satisfying (1.5).

Before proceeding, we rewrite an equivalent form of system (1.1) if we assume that the
solution (p,u, d,b) is regular enough, which reads as follows:

pt+uvP:07
pur + pu - Vu — pAu + VP = ples + b - Vb,
b —vAb+u-Vb=b-Vu, (3.1)

PO + pu - VO — KAO = pu - e,
dive = divb = 0.
Throughout this section, we shall use the convention that C' denotes a generic positive
constant, which may depend on p, i, k, q, T and initial data.

We start with the following standard energy estimate and the LP-norm estimate of the
density.

Lemma 3.1. It holds that for 0 <T < T*,

sup ol < lpoll =, (3-2)

)

[Sup] lp—pllee <llpo—pllLe  for2<p<q, (3.3)
0,7
and

T
[sou;@](llx/ﬁul\iz+||\/59Hiz+llbl\iz)+ / (IVullz + [VO]72 + [VB]72)dt < C. (3.4)

Proof. Since (3.1), is a transport equation, it is easy to obtain (3.2). Moreover, (3.1),
along with pg > 0 gives

inf £) > 0. :
e p(z,t) >0 (3.5)

For positive constant p, we obtain from (3.1), that p — p satisfies a transport equation

(p=p)t+u-Vip—p) =0. (3.6)

Multiplying (3.6) by plp — p|P~?(p — p) and integrating over R? imply the desired (3.3).

Multiplying (3.1), by u, (3.1), by b, (3.1), by 6, and integrating by parts, we obtain from
the Holder inequality and the Cauchy inequality that

Ld

2 dt

—2 [ (- ex)dn < 2Vpul L VFe < IVFulie + [V

(plul? + b2 + b?)da + /(u|Vu|2 + K|V + 1| VB[2)da
(37)
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which together with Gronwall’s inequality gives
T
[SOH%(H\/MIIQH +Ilveolz: + [1bll72) +/0 (IVulZ> + [VOll7- + [VBl|72) dt < C. (3.8)
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.1. O

Remark 3.1. We can get from 2.4 and (3.4) that

lwlla = llullL2 + [[Vull2 < C([Vpul L2 + [[VulL2) + Cl[Vul|

3.9
< O Vul: +C. (3.9)

Next, the following lemma concerns the key estimate on the L>°(0,T'; L?)-norm of the
gradients of the velocity, magnetic field and absolute temperature.

Lemma 3.2. It holds that for all 0 <T < T* and each integer i € {0,1},
sup t(IVuliz + [ VOlI72 + [ V]|Z:)

T
+/O t* (IVpuelZz + [IVp0:IZ= + V2bIZ: + [|[Bl[Vb]]Z:) dt < C.

(3.10)
Proof. 1. Multiplying (3.1), by u; and integrating by parts over R?, we get
d
g% / |Vu|?dr + /p|ut|2dx
(3.11)
= —/pu-Vu-utdx—i—/b-Vb-utdx—i—/pH(ez cuy)de.
By Holder’s inequality and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have
}— [V wide) <|Vpulol Vel Tl
1
<qIvAwlli: + Clvpul:) Vuli (8.12)

1
<zlvowdlie + CllvoulLs | Vull 2 Ve 2.

In a similar way, we deduce from (3.4) that

} [ potes - wiyts| <l pullal Vol

1
< Vpudl2: + [1vVA9I2 (3.13)

1
<5 IVpwli: +C.
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By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and (3.1); yields
/b-Vb-utdx:—a/b~Vu~bda:+/bt~Vu~bdx+/b-Vu-btdx
= —%/b-Vu-bd:v—i—/(uAb—u-Vb—b-Vu)-Vu-bdx
—l—/b-Vu-(l/Ab—u-Vb—b-Vu)dx
< —% /b V- bdz + C||Ab| 12 b - Va2
+ Cllu)| e [|Vbl| 12|Vl ]| b] 2 + C[b - V|72
< —% /b - Vu - bdz + Z||Ab||2L2 +Clb- Va2

1 1 1 1
+ Clbll s l[ull 7| Vel 2o [V 2 [Vl | 72 VP20 7.

d v
<—— [b-Vu-bd
< dt/ Vu T+ 1
1 3 3
+ Cl1o]| allul 72 (VO] 2 [Vl £ [V £
d
<-= /b -V - bdr + %HAbH%z +C|1b122|| Vb 72

1 3 3
+ ClIVaul|72[IV2ul L2 + Cllbllallw] 71 [IVB] 2|Vl 2| V0] 7.

(3.14)
where we have used the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality
1 1 1 1
lullz~ < Cllullz:[Vullze,  IVullps < C V|72V ul| 7.
Inserting (3.12)-(3.14) into (3.11), we get from (3.4) that
d H 2 L 2
= (2|Vu| +b-Vu b)dw+2/p|ut| dz
v
<C(IVpulis + [Vul o)Vl 2| V¥ul 2= + 7)1 AB] 3 (8.15)
1 3 3
+C[[Vb[72 + ClIbl Lol 712 [ VBl 2 | Vel 2| V2| -
2. Multiplying (3.1), by 6; and integrating over R? lead to
5 dt / |VO|?dx +/ |0 > dz = —/pu -V -0, dx + /p(u - ez)0idz. (3.16)
By virtue of Holder’s inequality, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and (3.4), one has
] [ 90 buda| <|VBl 121 el 6]
X (3.17)
< IVPOuIZ: + Cllv/pul7a VOl 2| V20 2,
and
[ ot e)tud| <12l o
1
<7 IVAb 32 + CllVpul: (8.18)

1
§—||\/59t||2L2 +C.
Substituting (3.17) and (3.18) into (3.16), we obtain

=2 / V2dz + / pl6,2di < Cl|/pul|24[[V6] 12 V26| 2 + C. (3.19)
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3. Multiplying (3.1); by Ab and integrating over R?, it follows from Hélder’s inequality
and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality that

1d
2dt
§O/|Vu||Vb|2dx+O/|b||Vu||Ab|da:

/ |Vb|?dx + v||Ab||2.

<C|Vu| s | VBI[Ls + Cl Vel s [1b]| o | Ab] 2
4 2
<OVl s [ VO] 2 |Abl| 2 + [V o [[b] o | Ab] 12

Y1 Ab|12 2 1IVbl2 2 11|12 3.20
<—[|Ab||72 + C||Vul| ;]| V|72 + C|[Vul|1s]|bl 76 (3.20)

1%
<< 1Abl[72 + CIVaul|Zs + [ V|22 + Cllb] %6

1%
< IAb|[72 + ClIVull7: | V?ul 2 + CVb]|72 + Cl1b]1Z: [ V|7
< I1AB|Z> + ClIVaul|Z: [V L2 + C(1 + [[B]IZ2) V] L

<< I1Ab]Z + ClIVaul|7: [ Vul L2 + C[[Vb]|72,

SN AN

which combined with (3.15) and (3.19) leads to

d
- <§|Vu|2+ IVBlI3= + 5 1V6l3 +/b~w~bdx)

1 1 v
+ 5 Ivpwlzs + 5 IVA0l3 + 511 Ab3 (3.21)
<C(Vpulis + I Vul )|Vl 2 V20| 2 + Clly/pul 24 V0| 2|V 20 2
1 3 3
+O[[Vb| 12 + Clbl| Lo |wll 21 VO] 2| Vel £ | VP 2 + C.

Where
M(t) =: /(M|Vu|2 +2b-Vu- b+ k|V0|? + |Vb|?)dr,
satisfies L
S IVuliz +IVBIIZ: + Al VOl72 — Cilbl7s (3.22)
< M(t) < C[[VullZz + [ VBII72 + [ V|72,
owing to Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequlity, and following estimate:
2 [ b Vu-bds| <2|VulablE < §ITult - bl (323)

where C is a positive constant. 4.Acoording to (3.1),, and multiplying it by |b|?b,
integrating over R?, then we can get

1d

1
13 [ eltde + IBIVBIIE: + 3 1VI6P -

< [ b Vu obde < [Ful o o] B (3.24)

< 1IVIBPI: + CIula ol
which implies that

d

dt
then we apply Gronwall’s inequality,

/|b|4dw+4|||b||VblH%2 < C|VulLallbl7s. (3.25)

T
sup [[b] 7.4 +/ [[16]|Vb][72dt < C. (3.26)
[0,77] 0
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Recall that (u, P) satisfies the following Stokes system

—Au+ VP =pu; — pu-Vu+b-Vb+ phesy, in R?,
divu = 0, in R?, (3.27)
u(z) — 0, |z] = +o0.

Applying Lemma 2.3, we obtain from Héder’s inequality and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality that
V202 + ||V Pl 2
< Cllpwil[z2 + Cllpu - Vul[2 + C[|b - Vb|| 12 + C||pfez|| 2

3.28
< Cllvpudl| 2 + Cllypul 14|Vl s + Cl|b] VB[ L2 + Cll\/p0]| L2 (3.28)
1 1
< Cllivpudlc: + Cllvpul L (IVull 2Vl 72) + ClI[bI VB[] 2 + Cllv/p0] 2,
which implies that
IV2ullr2 + VP 2 < Cllypuel 2 + Clv/pullZa | Vel 2 (3.20)

+ Cll[bl[ VO[> + C.
Applying the classical elliptic estimates for 0
V20l 22 < [|pB¢ll 22 + [lpw - V0|22 + || pu - ez]| 2
1 1
< CllVpill = + Cllvpull (1Y) 2:1V26] 22) + Cllv/pull 2 (3.30)
1
< Cllvpbillz + Cllvpul74|VOll2 + 51V26ll 2 + C,
which implies that
IV20] 2 < Cllv/pbel|rz + Cllv/pull 24| VO 2 + C. (3.31)
Inserting (3.29) and into (3.21), and combined with (3.26) leads to
d

a(/u|vfu|2 +2b-Vu - b+ x|VOJ? +|Vb|?)dx

+llvpullz: + [1Vp:lZ2 + vIIAb]L:

< C(IVpulLs + I VullL) [Vl 2 (lvpuel 22 + |voullLa [Vl 2 + 118V 2)
+ Cllvpul Ll VOl (Ivebil L2 + CllvpulalVOll2) + Cl[ V|7
+ OVl fa (Al 2 + | Vaullal [ Vullze + BVl 22) ¥ [ Vb 22 + C

1
< sIvewliz + CllVoul | Vulzs + &l [Bl [ VBIIIZ: + O Va7

1
+ 5 IVP0:Z2 + CllVpull Ll VOl 72 + CIIVB| L2 + C.
(3.32)

Thus adding (3.26) multiplied by 4(Cy + 1) to (3.32), choosing ¢ suitably small, which
together with (2.7) in Lemma 2.5 gives rise to

d
E(M(t) + (Cr + )bl 74) + IVpwell iz + IVP0ell7> + vIIAb|| 7> + ||1b]|VB][|7
< Cllypullzs(IVuli2 + IVO]|Z2) + C|[Vul1. + C|IVb| 7> + C (3.33)
< C(1+ [|[Vul72log[2 + |Vull72)] IVl + [ VO]72)
+ C||Vul}s + C||Vb||}2 + C.

Put

F(£) =22+ M(t) + (C1 +1)|Ib 74
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Then, we deduce from (3.33) that

F1(8) < C(F(1)*log £(2), (3.34)
Dividing (3.34) by f yields
(log f(t))" < Cf(t)log f(t). (3.35)
We thus deduce from (3.35), Gronwall’s inequality, and (3.4) that
sup (| Va2 + IVB]7- + [|V6]72) < C.
sup (I VulEs + Vb1 + [901:) (3.36)

Integrating (3.33) with respect to ¢, we can obtain from (3.36) that

T
/0 (IvpwelZ> + IVP0lIZ> + [ Ad]Z> + [[[B][VB]||72)dt < C (3.37)

Multiplying (3.33) by ¢, performing similar technique to (3.34), one can also obtain
sup t([Vullz + [VBZ: + [ VO]22)
’ - (3.38)
+/O t(llvpuellze + [1VPbel|72 + [|Ad] 22 + [[[6]|VB|[[Z:2)dt < C.

The proof of Lemma 3.2 is completed. O

Remark 3.2. Based on Lemma 3.2, we obtain the following useful estimates. First, we
deduce from (2.7) that
Ivpulzs < C(p)(A + IIvpul c2)llull iy /log(2 + [lull3) < C, (3.39)

and
I[6[V0][[72 < [[b]|7:]IVB] 74 < C|[ VB[ + C|IV?[|b]|74

< Cllbell32 + Cllw - Vb3 + Cllb- Vulf3
< ClbllZ + Cllul 1< [ VBl[72 + ClIbl s | Vull7s (3.40)
< Cllbel|7e + Cllulls[Vull s + ClVul 2 [ Vul| 2
1
< Ol g2 + 5 IVula +C.
This together with (3.29) and (3.31) gives
IV2ullZz < Cllypuclzs + Cllvpullall Vel L2 + Clbl[Vb[|72 + C
< CllVpudllz= + Cl[bl|VB]||7 + C (3.41)
1
< Cllvpuwilzz + Clibelzz + 5 IVPullz: + C,

which implies
IV2ullZ. < Cllvpuellis + CllbellZ + C. (3.42)
Similarily, one has
IV20ll7 < Cllvpbellie + ClvpullZal VOl L2 + C
< Cllv/pb:ll7 + C-

Due to lack of the Choe-Kim type compatibility condition on the initial data, we derive
the time-weighted energy estimate of (\/pus, \/pfs, by).

(3.43)

Lemma 3.3. It holds that for all 0 <T < T,
[Souillg}t(llx/ﬁutlliﬁllx/ﬁ@tll%z +1be1Z2)
’ (3.44)

T
+ / {2 + V022 + [Vbi]122) < C.
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Proof. First, differentiating (3.1), with respect to ¢, we have
pu + pu - Vuy — Auy + VP,
= —piur — pru - Vu — puy - Vu + (p)rea + by - Vb + b - Vby.
Multiplying (3.45) by u; and integrating by parts over R? give
1d
2 dt
=— /pt|ut|2dx — /ptu -Vu - urdr — /put -Vu - uzdr

p|ut|2dx+u/|Vut|2d:1:

+ /(p@)t(eg cuy)dx + / b; - Vb - uidr + /b - Vb - urdx.
Next, differentiating (3.1), with respect to ¢, we get
PO + pu - VO, — kA0 = —pi0: — pru - VO — puy - VO + (pu - e2):.
Multiplying (3.47) by #; and integrating over R? yield
1d
2 dt
=— /pt6‘t2dx - /pt(u -V0)0,dx — /p(ut -V0)0,dx + /(pueg)t - Ord.
Finally, differentiating (3.1), with respect to t leads to
btt—f—U'Vbt—VAbt: —ut-Vb—bt-Vu—b-Vut.
Multiplying (3.49) by b; and integrating over R?, we obtain

1d
§E/|bt|2dx+y/|Vbt|2d:1:

Adding (3.48), (3.50) and (3.46), we deduce from the mass equation (1.1), that

Ld
2dt
:/div(pu)|ut|2d:1: + /div(pu)@fd:z: + /div(pu)(u -V - ug)de

p02dx + IQ/ AR

(plue|® + pb7 + |be)?) dz + / (1| Vue|* + K|VO,|* + v| Vb, [*) dz

+ /div(pu)(u -V0 - 0;)dx — /put -Vu - udxr — /p(ut - V0)0idx

+ 2/p9t(eg cug)dx + /div(pu)(@(@ cug))dx + /div(pu)(@t(eg ~u))dx
23"

(3.45)

(3.46)

(3.47)

(3.48)

(3.49)

(3.50)

(3.51)

Before proceeding further, we introduce the following useful conclusions. It follows from

(2.4) and (3.3) that

luellZ> < C (B, llpo = AllZ) (IVpwelZs + [ VaelZ2),
and
10el172 < C(5, llpo — AlIZ=)(Iv/POelZ2 + [ VO: 1 Z2).
This implies that
lullFn < Clllvpuellze + [IVue22),

and
16:01 7 < CUIVPb:lI 72 + [ VO:|72)-

(3.52)

(3.53)
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Now, we are ready to estimate the terms of the right-hand side of (3.51). By Holder’s
inequality, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, and (3.10), we get

| 1] = ’—/pu - V|ug)?dx
<2|lypulpallvpuel La |V 2

m 1

%HVWHQH + Cllyv/puil 72 lv/pu

L : b

20 Vuellz: + Clipll o IVpwell 72 [Jwel| 72

1Y 2 2

10 Vuellz> + Cllv/pull 72

’—/pu -V |0;|?dx

< 2|l\/pullLall\/p0] L4 ]|V O | 2

K 1 3

EHV&Hiz + Cllv/p0e| 7 [1/P0e ] 7.6

5 v 2 : 5ot

D VO[22 + Cllpll Lo (VPO 22 101 21

K
IV +C VAl

3
2
L6

IN

IN

IN

| /2] (3.54)

ININ

IN

|J3| = ’— /pu -V(u-Vu - u)de (3.55)

< [ olullVulluids + [ plul’IVullulds + [ plulVul[Vulds

< ol 2wl oo [ Vel 2l /Bl 2 + ol E e a2 19200 g e 2
ol oo all e [V 2 |V 1.

< Clull 21 Val3. Bl 2 + Cllull i 1 Vul . | V2ul| . | uel
+ Cllal V| 3.Vl 2 [V 2

< CIpulle + ClIVul. [V2ull}, + ClIVul i | V2ulf;,
+ OVl f [ V2|2, [Vl

8
3

H 2 2 5
< 1g IVelie + CllVouwill: + ClIVullz: (Iewl 2 + [Vl 2 + 18]Vl 22)

4 10
+CIVul 2 (IVpwdl 2 + IVl 2 + [[[6][ V]| 2) °

4
3

10
+ClIVall 2 (Iveull 2 + [ Vullz2 + [[[b][VB]][2) |

< 15 + CllVaulg + Cllbelt + C.

Jy = ‘—/pu-V(u-V@-@t)dx

< / plul[Vu| [0 |0, |dz + / plul2|V200;]dac (3.56)
+/p|u|2|V9||V9t|dx (3.57)
1
< Vol sl o [0l 5 [ V8 | /0 2 (3.58)
1
ol a2 V26 2 /6 2 (3.50)

+ ol [l 2o VOl L2l VO, 2 (3.60)
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| 5]

| J6]

|J7 + Js]

| Jo]

[J10]

[J11 + Ji2|

NONHOMOGENEOUS MAGNETIC BERNARD SYSTEM

< Cllall IV allf. | /50 21161 2117201 .
+ CllullE [Vl 926 e /A6 2
+ Cllull 2Vl V0l 2 V8|2

< CIVp0l 2 (1 + [Vl 2) Ve 5. V2l V6] 2. V261 2.
+ C(L+ [ Vull)3 [ V2ul £ IV ul 521V 2]/ 2
+ O+ [ Vul)¥ | Vul 121 V0] 12V, | 2

< 21983 + CllA0 L2l V2 926
+Clly/pul 2| V?ul 3| V20| 2 + C

< GIVOIE: + CllVaOI L + Cllv/pullts + lbell3 + C,
< |Vl 2|l y/pu 12

AN AN

< Ollpll i lIv/puel 22 Vel 3

< Ve + Cll Vo2,

< 190112 | /puel 1y /P00 1

< Olly/pul3s + Clly/abil13e

< Olly/puel Zally/puel o + Cll/pbil 2:11v/500 £

< Ollplf I pudllZal Vuel Z + Clipll i /P01 22904 1 s
< SlIVuillie + 1903 + Cllvoul?s + ClVaoil1.
< Ol 2 [ V8] 2 b

< C(/pule + [Vuel 1) [Bi]] s

< L5Vl + Cll B3 + Cllbe] 2 Vi |

< LVl + 15 1V6 32 + Cllvpud 3 + Cllbell3.
< Cllbgl| 74 V| 2

< Clbe]| 2]V | 12

< {1V + b,

< ‘2//)915(62 cug)dx

< Cllvpuclis + Cllvoblli,
< ’/pu -V(0(ez -uy))dz + /pu -V(0i(e2 - u))dx

<c / plul (e [V6] + [0]|Veae] + [l V6| + 64| V) de

< CllVpulallveudl s [IVOll 2 + Cliv/pull Lo (Vo8] o [V 2

+ CllvpulLs V0 2 + Cllvoull s |0l o IVl -

I K
< S IVl + 5 196112 + C llypudis + C IVl + C.
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Substituting the above estimates into (3.51), we obtain that

d
— (p|ut|2 + ph? + |bt|2) dzr + / (M|Vut|2 + K| VO;|* + 1/|Vbt|2) dz

dt (3.71)
<O(IVpb:lI72 + Cllvpudlzz + Cllbe|[22)* + C.
Multiplying (3.71) by ¢ gives
i (0] e+ 0 1)) + 1 Tl + 90+ VB
<Ct(llvouel|Zz + 1bel 2 + 1 VP0:l72)* + VPuel e + 1bell7z + V0172 + C.
Applying Gronwall’s inequality yields the desired (3.44). O

Lemma 3.4. Let g be as in (1.1), it holds that for all 0 <T < T* and all 2 <r < g,

T
sup (o= fllscw + o) + [ IVl + 9015 + 41 VBIG) < O
> 0
(3.73)

Proof. 1. Applying Lemma 2.3 with F = —pu; — pu - Vu + pbes + b - Vb, it follows from
Holder’s inequality, (2.1), (2.6), (3.4) and (3.10) that

IV2ullps < Clllpwellps + llpw - Vullps + [|p0l s + [|b- Vbl|4)
< CllVpuillps + CllullLs [Vl s + C[0] s + C[b]| s [ V| s
1 3 1 1
< Clvpulifllvowdl e + CO+ [ VullL2) [Vl 2.1V 74
+C(IvP0ll Lz + VOl 22) + C([1bllz + VB £2) (IVB] 2 + VD] 2)

1 1 3
< §||V2u||L4 + Cllvpuel i (el 2 + |V £2)  + CJ|Ab]| 2 + C,

(3.74)
which gives
1 3
IV2ull s < Cllv/puellze + || vowl 7l Val| 72 + | Ab]| 2 + C. (3.75)
In view of Sobolev’s inequality, (2.1) and (3.75), we obtain that
T
0
T
SC/ HVU||W1,4dt
0
T
<C [ (IVulus + V2l )de
0
T
<c [ (IVulze + [Vl o)de
0 (3.76)

T 1 3
<c / (L4 1Vl 22 + /el e + /Bl bl Tl Fo + [ Ab]I22)dt
0

3

T T
gc/ (ﬁ||\/ﬁut|\Lz)Z(t5||Vut||Lz)Z-tidt—i—C/ |Ab 2dt + C
0 0

v\
/ t7sdt] +C
0

2. Taking spatial derivative V on the transport equation (3.1), gives

Vp+(u-V)Vp+Vu-Vp=0. (3.77)

oolw

< sup(tlvpula) (¢ 1Vl ad)
T

)

<C.
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Multiplying (3.77) by p|Vp[P=2Vp for 2 < p < ¢, it is easy to find that

d
1Vl < CIVul L= [IVol s, (3.78)
which combined with Gronwall’s inequality and (3.76) gives
sup ||Vpl|» < C. (3.79)
(0,7]
This together with the earlier estimate (3.3) leads to
sup|lp — pllaiAwia < C. (3.80)
(0,77

In addition, for 2 < r < ¢, we deduce from the transport equation (3.1),, Hélder’s
inequality and (2.1) that

lpeller = llw- Volor < lull | o [[VollLa < Cllulla:[Vollzs, (3.81)
which together with (3.79) and (3.10) yields
sup [lpell o < C. (3.82)
[0,7]

)

Here we cannot verify the case of r = ¢ since the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.1)
fails for p = oo in the critical spatial dimension.
3. We infer from (3.27), (3.2), (3.79), (3.52), (3.10) and Sobolev’s inequality that

IVl + IVPIF <Cllpueldn + llow- Vuldn + 100117 + 116 VblIZ: + [ VulFn)
<Cllpwllz> + CIV(pun)lZ> + Cllpw - Vaul|72 + ||V (pu - Vu)||72
+Cllpfl L2 + CIV ()22 + Cllb- VbI|72 + C|[ V(b Vb)||7
<Clvpudliiz + ClIVolLalluel? 2 + Ol Vel + Cl[Vb] 1
+ CllullLe [ Vullz: + Cllulli-V?ullg + C[Vuli: + ClIVO]Z
+ CIIVpII%q||u||2Lq_zg7 IVulZ: + CllveollL: + CIIVpII%q|I9Hiq_gq§
+ Cbl[L< [ VulZ + ClIbl L [ V2b]Z: + Cl[Vull7.

<C|ly/pul|te + CllVuel|3s + C| Ab||1. + C,
(3.83)
which combined with the obtained estimates (3.10) and (3.44) yields

T
/ t|Vu||3dt < C. (3.84)
0

In a similar way, combining the well-known regularity theory of the elliptic equations
for # and b, we obtain that

T
/ (HIVB]2 + ¢ V)12 dt < C. (3.85)
0

Therefore, we finish the proof of Lemma 3.4.
O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

With Lemma 2.1 and all the a priori estimates obtained in Section 3 at hand, we shall
give a proof of Theorem 1.1.

In view of Lemma 2.1, there exists a T, > 0 such that the problem (1.1)-(1.2) has a
unique local strong solution (p,u,d,b, P) on R? x (0,7.]. We plan to extend the local
solution to global in time.

Set

T* £ sup {T|(p,u,0,b, P) is a strong solution on R* x (0,7]}. (4.1)
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First, for T, < T < T* with T finite, one deduces from that

Vu,V0,Vb e C([r,T); H'),

where we used the standard embedding

L>(r,T; H*) N H' (1, T; L?) < C([r, T]; H").

And it follows from (3.80) and (3.82) that

p—peC(0,T); H nwha), (4.2)
Owing to (3.2) and (3.4), we have
pu; = \/p-/puy € L*(0,T; L?). (4.3)
By (3.82) and the Sobolev’s inequality, we get
pru € L>(0,T; L?). (4.4)
Thus, we arrive at
(pu); = pus + pru € L*(0,T; L?), (4.5)
which combined with pu € L°°(0,T; L?) due to (3.4) and (3.2) gives rise to
pu € C(0,T; L?). (4.6)
Similarly, one has
pd € C(0,T;L?),be C(0,T;L?). (4.7)
Finally, if T* < oo, we can verify that
(pyu,0,b)(x, T") = tgrirrl (p,u,0,b)(x,T) (4.8)

satisfies the initial condition (1.5) at ¢ = T*. Thus, taking (p,u,6,b)(z, T*) as the
initial data, Lemma 2.1 implies that one can extend the strong solution beyond 7. This
contradicts the assumption of 7* in (4.1). Furthermore, the estimates as those in (1.6)
follow from Lemmas 3.1- 3.4. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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