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THE GLOBAL CAUCHY PROBLEM FOR THE EULER-RIESZ EQUATIONS

YOUNG-PIL CHOI, JINWOOK JUNG, AND YOONJUNG LEE

ABSTRACT. We completely resolve the global Cauchy problem for the multi-dimensional Euler—Riesz equa-
tions, where the interaction forcing is given by V(—A)~7/2p for some o € (0,2). We construct the global-
in-time unique solution to the Euler—Riesz system in a H*® Sobolev space under a smallness assumption on
the initial density and a dispersive spectral condition on the initial velocity. Moreover, we investigate the
algebraic time decay of convergences for the constructed solutions. Our results cover the both attractive
and repulsive cases as well as the whole regime o € (0, 2).
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1. INTRODUCTION
In the present work, we are interested in the global-in-time Cauchy problem for the Euler—Riesz equations:
dp+V-(pu) =0, (x,t) eRI xR,

1.1
Oe(pu) + V- (pu®@u) + cpV(p?) = ApVA™p, -

subject to initial data:
(p(z,0),u(x,0)) = (po(),uo(x)), =z € Rda
where p = p(x,t) and u = u(x,t) denote the density and velocity of the fluid at time ¢ and position
x, respectively. Here, the Riesz operator A® is defined by (—=A)*/2, s € R, and in the current work we
concentrate on the case
o € (0,min{d, 2}).
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Note that the case 0 = 2 corresponds to the classical Euler-Poisson system. Here, v > 1, cp is a nonnegative
constant, and \ is a constant. Depending on the sign of A, the forcing term describes the attractive (A > 0)
and repulsive (A < 0) interactions.

The pressureless case (cp = 0) is introduced and rigorously derived in [35] as a mean-field limit of
the second-order system corresponding to Newton’s law with Riesz interactional potential. The rigorous
derivation of the system (1) with the isothermal pressure (y = 1) from the Vlasov—Riesz—Fokker—Planck-
type equation is studied in [I3]. The relation between (1) and the fractional porous medium equation is
also investigated in [I0] through a relaxation limit.

One of the main difficulties in analyzing the Euler system arises from the finite-time singularity formation.
More precisely, no matter how smooth and small the initial data are, the equations may develop a singularity
in finite time. In the repulsive case (A < 0), the system (L)) has a dissipative effect from the interactions.
However, even in that case, it is known that the system () has a singularity formation. We refer to
[6, @, 32] B3], B4] for the study of the finite-time breakdown of smoothness of solutions to the Euler, Euler—
Poisson, or Euler-Riesz equations. Thus, for the global-in-time existence of solutions, it is natural to take
into account solutions with lower regularities, for instance, measure-valued solutions, entropy weak solutions
[3, 4, 18] 25] BT} [37]. We refer to [8] and references therein for a general survey of the Euler equations.

Some of the previous works on the global existence of regular solutions for the Euler—Poisson system,
(T with o = 2, can be summarized as follows. In the case of zero background state, the critical thresholds
phenomena, that lead to global regularity or finite-time blow-up of regular solutions, in the one-dimensional
Euler—Poisson system with and without pressure are observed in [36] and [19], respectively. In the presence
of the constant background state, the global-in-time existence of regular solutions to the one-dimensional
Euler-Poisson is studied in [21], and two and three-dimensional cases are dealt with in |20} 27, [30].

For the Euler—Riesz system (1), the local-in-time well-posedness is established in a recent work [9].
Roughly speaking, the interaction force in (II)) can be regarded as VA= p ~ |V|1=9p in terms of regularity.
This observation shows that establishing the well-posedness theory of ([LI)) is more challenging in the case
o € (0,1). In fact, this regularity issue is already addressed in 7, [IT], [12] for the Vlasov—Riesz system. Since
the case o = 1 plays a critical value and has physical meaning as well, motivated from [2] [5 [26], we call that
particular case the Manev potential and divide the regime 0 < o < 2 into two parts:

(i) 1 <o <2 (sub-Manev potential case) and
(i) 0 < o <1 (super-Manev potential case).

In the current work, we study the global-in-time existence and uniqueness of regular solutions to the
system (). In the presence of linear damping in velocity and constant background state, the global-in-
time existence and uniqueness of regular solutions are obtained in [14] and [I5] in the repulsive and attractive
interaction cases, respectively. However, in the undamped case, as mentioned above it is not expected to
have the global existence of regular solutions for general initial data due to the lack of dissipations. Thus,
inspired by [Il 17, 23] 24], we analyze sufficient conditions on initial data that ensure the global-in-time
existence of regular solutions. More precisely, we consider a sufficiently small, regular initial density and a
dispersive spectral condition on the initial velocity that causes fluid particles to spread. In this framework,
the global-in-time Cauchy problem for the Euler system with sub-Manev interactions, i.e. (ILI]) with ¢p > 0,
A= =1, and o € [1,2) is discussed in a recent work [I16].

1.1. Main results. Our main results are two-fold. First, we investigate the global well-posedness of the
pressureless, repulsive Euler-Riesz equations, i.e. the system (I with ¢cp = 0 and A = —1. Secondly,
we investigate the global well-posedness of Euler—Riesz equations with pressure, i.e. the system (LI]) with
cp > 0.
To state our results, we consider the Burgers’ equation:
ow+v-Vo=0, (z,t)cRI xRy,

1.2
v(z,0) = vo(z), x€RL (12)

For s > % + 1, we define the space F* as
E*:={z € C(RERY) : Vz € L™ and V2 € H %},

Here, V¥ denotes the k-th order gradient.
We then recall from [I] the following result for the Burgers’ equation.
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Proposition 1.1. Suppose that vy € E® satisfies
there exists >0 such that dist(Sp(Dvo(z)),R_) >¢e Vz e R?, (1.3)
where SpA denotes the spectrum of a matriz A. Then the following holds:

(i) The system [L2) has a global-in-time classical solution corresponding to the initial datum vo(z) such
that

Vv € CI(Ry; H279)  for §j=0,1.
(ii) Moreover, there exists a function K € Cp(R? x Ry ;RY x RY) such that the relation

]Id K(ZE, t)
\Y% t) = 1.4
v(e,t) = 1 1 +1)2 (1.4)
holds for any (x,t) € R x R,. Here, Iy stands for the d x d identity matriz and K satisfies
| K (t)]] e §k¢(1+t)%‘f forany 0<l<s—1 (1.5)
for some constant ky > 0. In particular, we get
d TrK (x,t
Vv, t) = () (1.6)

1+t (1+t)2°
Here, the symbol Tr denotes the trace of a matrix.
(iii) If V2vg is bounded, then we have
IV20(t) = < CO+ )72
1.1.1. Pressureless case. In the absence of pressure, i.e. cp = 0, by introducing n := /p, we reformulate the
system (L)) as

1
On+u-Vn+-nV-u=0, (x,t)eR" xRy,
in+u-Vn+onV-u (x,t) 4 )

Opu+u - Vu = A\VA™7(n?)
with the initial data:
(n(z,0),u(z,0)) = (no(x) := /po(x),uo(z)), = €R
Note that in the pressureless and attractive Riesz interaction case, i.e. ¢p = 0 and A = 1, we would
deduce from the linear analysis that (7)) is ill-posed when o < 2, see [9] Section 2| for details. Therefore, in
the absence of pressure, we only deal with the repulsive case. For simplicity of presentation, we take A = —1.
Then our main theorem in the pressureless and repulsive case is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Letd > 1, o € (0,min{d,2}), and s > max {2, 3 +1}. Suppose that the initial data (ng,uo)
satisfy

(i) there exists vg € E**! satisfying (L3) and uo — vo is small in H**3 and
(i) ng is small in H*.
Then there exists a unique global-in-time regular solution (n,u —v) to (L) satisfying
neCRy;HY) and uw—veCRy; HTE).
Furthermore, one also has the following temporal decay estimates: for anyt >0
In(®)llge < CO+HFFmMEEE) vee (o]

and

I = w)®lze < CO+pE 5= vee o5+ %} .
Here C > 0 is independent of t.

Due to the strong singularity in the Riesz interaction potential, it is required to find some cancellations
of top-order terms in the estimates. Clearly, it depends on the reformulation and regularity of solution
spaces. We discover that the transformation n = /p and the regularity of solutions (n,u —v) € H* x H st3
well capture the required cancellations of terms with highest-order derivatives. Here the sharp commutator
estimates and various Sobolev inequalities are crucially employed. In addition to that, we analyze the
stabilizing effect from the repulsive Riesz interaction potential to get a proper dissipation rate for n. Then
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this together with using a dispersive effect from the condition on the initial velocity vy € E* provides the
global regularity of solutions and the temporal decay estimates.
Remark 1.1. Here, we provide some remarks on the temporal decay.

(i) We can rewrite the temporal decay of n in Theorem [I1] as
In(®)ll e < C(1 4 1)~ minfi=5%.0} (1.8)
for £ €[0,s]. When d > o+2, equivalently 1 — d_T‘T < 0, (L) does not give any decay estimate when

! < d_T‘T — 1. Howewver, once we use the conservation of mass:

[n(®)]lz2 = lInoll 2
(see Lemma [31] below), and combine this with (L8) when ¢ = s to yield
(@)l e < €+ 5= mmlzo 520 (19)

via a simple interpolation.
(ii) From Theorem [Tl and ([L9), we use the interpolation argument to obtain temporal decay estimates
in LP for 2 <p < oo:

= ) (Ol < O+ i—min{1 %57
and
In()|lLe < C(1 +t)" =9 -min{z(5-5)0-%2).0}
fort > 0.

1.1.2. The case with pressure. We next consider the pressured case, i.e. cp > 0. We set cp = 1 without loss
of generality. In this case, we introduce the sound speed n := kp? with

2 -1
—ﬁ and :y:—7 ,
v—1 2

and reformulate system (1)) as the following symmetric form:

om+u-Vn+4nV-u=0, (z,t)€R? xRy,

\ (1.10)
Ou+u-Vu—+4nVn = AVA™n7

with initial data

(n(z,0),u(z,0)) = (no(x) := k(po(x))7, uo(z)), = €R%L
Before we state our main results for the system (L)) with ¢p = 1, we intrdouce the following assumption
(A) on the initial data and parameters s,~, and o:

(A1) There exists vg € E**! satisfying ([3) and ug — vp is small in H®.
(A2) ng is small in H®.
(A3) If % is not an integer, assume that
- 2 n 1
s<——40—-.
v—1 2
We first state our main theorem for system ([I]) with the attractive or repulsive sub-Manev interactions
(1<o<2).

Theorem 1.2. Let d > 2, 0 € [1,2), and s > g + 1. Suppose that the initial data (ng,vo) and system
parameters s,vy, and o satisfy standing assumption (A). Then there exists a unique global-in-time reqular
solution (n,u —v) to (ILIQ) regardless of the sign of X satisfying

ne€CRy;H®) and u—veCC(Ry;H®).
Furthermore, we have the following temporal decay estimates:
Hn(t)HHl < C(l + t)%—é—min{17d('v;1)}

and

(= 0)(®)]] e < C(1 4 1) min{L =)

for all ¢ € [0,s] and t > 0. Here C > 0 is independent of t.
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Remark 1.2. We provide some remarks on the result of Theorem [ 2
(i) Since we are assuming o > 1, we naturally exclude the case d =1 in Theorem [L2.

(ii) The case o =2 in Theorem[IZA can also be covered by the argument in this paper.

(iii) For the case o € [1,2], authors in [I7] studied the global well-posedness result of ([(LIQ) in the solution
space (n,u—v) € C(Ry; HENH*NL®NLY) x C(Ry; H2NH* N L>®) for some q > 1 under the same
conditions on d, s, and vy of Theorem [[.A Compared to that result, our result deals with the system
(CIQ) in a usual Sobolev space, and we are also able to provide the HY decay estimates of u — v for
0<t<2.

Finally, in the super-Manev potential case (0 < o < 1), we separately present our main results in the
repulsive (i.e. A = —1) and attractive (i.e. A = 1) cases, respectively.

Theorem 1.3 (repulsive case). Let d > 1, o € (0,1), and s > max{2+ , % + 1}. Suppose that the initial
data (ng,vo) and system parameters s,7, and o satisfy standing assumption (A). Moreover, we assume that
1<~v<2and

2(d—o) .
<14+ ——= d=1,2.
y<lt ==
Then there exists a unique global-in-time regular solution (n,u —v) to ([(LIQ)) in the repulsive case A = —1

satisfying
ne€CRy;H?) and u—veC(Ry; H?).
Furthermore, one also has the following temporal decay estimates:

”n(t)”He S C(l + t)gflfmin{L d(’Y;l) , LFTU}

and P
= 0)(®)ll e < O+ 1) minl S5 52

for all ¢ € [0,s] and t > 0. Here C > 0 is independent of t.

Theorem 1.4 (attractive case). Let d > 1, o € (0,1) and s > max{3 — %, % + 1}. Suppose that the initial

data (no,vo) and system parameters s,~y and o satisfy standing assumption (A). We further assume that
1<y<2-7 and

2
1+—— o d>3.
v< +0’—|—2 ifd=

Then there exists a unique global-in-time regular solution (n,u —v) to (LIQ) in the attractive case A = 1
satisfying
ne€CRy;H®) and u—velC(Ry;H®).

Furthermore, one also has the following temporal decay estimates:

ln()] ge <COA+ t)%*f*min{L

d(y—1)
p

and -
(= 0)(O) | e < C(1 + ¢)%~C-min{t 557}

for all ¢ € [0,s] and t > 0. Here C > 0 is independent of t.

As briefly mentioned above, in the super-Manev potential case (0 < o < 1), we lose some differentiability
of the interaction force VA™7p. Thus, the classical energy estimates as in the sub-Manev case would not
be directly applicable to that case. In the repulsive case, we utilize the arguments developed in Section
LI for the pressureless case; we combine H*-estimates of (n,u — v) with the weighted H*~ %-estimates of
n to cancel out the repulsive interaction force term arising from the H-estimates of u — v. On the other
hand, the attractive case is more delicate, and it is essential to use a dissipation effect from the pressure
appropriately to handle the attractive super-Manev interaction forces. Since the interaction potential is of
a slightly lower order than the pressure, we employ the regularity-tuning iteration argument developed in
[15], see Section for details. This enables us to handle the attractive super-Manev interaction term by
the pressure term. Again, the proofs strongly rely on the energy method based on the sharp commutator
estimates for the fractional Laplacian and various Sobolev embeddings.

Remark 1.3. We also provide some remarks concerning all the results in Theorems[L.2H1.7]
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The different conditions on s are used in each theorem.

The conditions on 7y in Theorems LI cover the range 1 <~ < 1+ 2 when d > 3.

If we impose an assumption 1 <~y < 2— 7 for Theorem[L.3 in the repulsive case, then all conditions
of v are automatically satisfied when d > 1, and the decay estimates are exactly the same as that of
Theorem [1.4) for the attractive case.

If % s not an integer, n7-1 is handled by LemmalZ3 in the homogeneous Sobolev space, and thus

the additional condition s < % 40— % is required in Theorems[IZHI 4 otherwise it is controlled

by @) below without any further assumptions. In this regard, no additional condition is required
in Theorem [Tl

To prove the uniqueness, we do not require any additional condition on s when o € [1,2). Howewver,
in the case o € (0,1), we need the additional conditions s > 24 § and s > 3 — § for repulsive
(A = —1) and attractive case (A = 1), respectively.

By the classical interpolation argument, a global-in-time regular solution (n,u —wv) to (LI0) satisfies

the following L? decay estimates:
(a) For1 <o <2 and X\ = %1, we have

In(®)]|r < C(1 + )7 —min{1 5272}

and -
d . d(y—1
l(u = 0))llzr < OO+ 17T
if max{d, %} < p < oo under the same conditions of Theorem [L.2
(b) For 0 <o <1 and A = —1 (repulsive case), we obtain
H ( . ) —0o
In()zr < C(1+ ty7 0 {n S 52
and -
: d(y=1) d—o
I = )@)llze < O+ 05T 50
if max{d, %, %} < p < oo under the same conditions of Theorem [L.3.
(¢) For0 <o <1 and A =1 (altractive case), we duduce

()| Lr < C(1 + t)5—min{1. 5072}

and
i d(y=1)
(= 0) ()| < C(1+ 1) 7mm {15
if max{d, %} < p < oo under the same conditions of Theorem [1.7]
Here C' > 0 is independent of t. Note that similar estimates hold for any p € [2,00] but they might

not be decay estimates depending on the choice of p.

(vii) The decay rate of (n,u—v) observed in Theorems[L2 and[IF] coincides with that of solutions to the

compressible Euler equations, see [23], 24].

1.2. Organization of the paper. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section[2 we list useful

inequalities and provide a Gronwall-type lemma. Sections [B]and M are devoted to establishing global-in-time

well-posedness and temporal decay estimates of regular solutions to the Euler—Riesz system without and

with pressure, respectively.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we present several technical lemmas that will be used throughout this paper.

Lemma 2.1. (i) Let s >0, r € (1,00) and p1,p2,q1,q2 € (1,00]. Then we have

IA* (DL S NN fllzesllgliza + [[f[Lrz[[Ag]l Lo (2.1)

/5P P q 1784 r_ 1,1 _ 1,1
for fe WsPLNLP2 and g € L "W Z,wherer—pl—i—ql—m—i—(h.

(i) Let s >0. If f e WY N H® and g € L° N H* ', then we obtain

If: A%0gll2 S NNl gellglinee + IV Fllzeollgll o (2.2)
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(iii) Let s > 1. If f € W2 N H* and g € L™ N H*2, then we get

ILf, A°lg = sVf - A2Vl L2 SN fll e llgllze + 11V fllzellgl gro—o- (2.3)
(iv) Let 0 <o < 1. IfA'=7f € L™ N H% and g€ W2, then we deduce
IVA=E, flgllce SIA fllo=llAZglzz + 1f] g0 1A gl 2. (2.4)

(v) Let 1< s <2, then the following inequality holds
A%, flgllez S IA el AT gllre + IV fllo A gll e + [[gA° f| 2 (2.5)
for Af,Vf € L>*, and gA°*f € L?. Moreover, when 0 < s < 1, we have
IA®, flglle S IIA™ flleel| A" gllL2 + [[gA° fl 2

for any s1 < s.
Here a < b represents that there is a positive constant such that a < Cb.

Proof. For the Kato—Ponce inequality (i) we refer to [22]. The inequalities (ii) and (iii) are found in [Il [I7].
The commutator estimates of the form (iv) and (v) follow from the fractional Leibniz inequality obtained in
[29]. In fact, it follows from [29] that

[A°05,(fg) — fA°On,g — gA° O, fll12 S (I fllLra [[A g Lr-
holds for —1 < s < 0 and sy, $3 € [0, s+ 1] and p1,p2 € [2, 00] with s+1 = 51+ s2 and % =
this with s1 =1 -0, s = Z, p1 = 00, and py = 2, then we have

IVA™2 (fg) = FYA™3gll2 = VAT 2 (fg) = [VA" 29— gVA~ 5 fllr2 + [|gVA™2 f| 2
SIAT fll=lAZ gl e + [IVATEfI| 2allgll o
L

1_
2

SIAT il llAZgllze + £l g0 1AE gl 22

thanks to the Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev inequality. Thus we obtain (Z4]).
To show (v), we recall that the following inequality holds for s > 0 and p € (1, c0):

1 1
IA*(fg) = D —0%fA™g— Eaﬂg/&s’ﬂfllmSCIIAslfIILwIIA”glle

|| <s1 |B]<s2

11 .
o T Applying

e
2d

whenever s1,s2 > 0 with s1 + so = s. Here, «, 8 denote the multi-index and Aoy = i_‘o‘|8g‘(|§|s)ﬁ(§). In
the case 1 < s < 2, we use the above with taking s; = 1 to get

1
1A%, flglle S 1A (Fg) = 0N = gA flle + D 10°FA g L2 + [lgA° 22
laj<1 lar|=1
SIA e [A  gllL2 + [V fllze[|A° " gl L2 + [lgA fl 22
SIA f e lIA T gl 2 + [V F o 1A gl 2 + [|gA° £l 2

from the fact that |A®%g|lL2 < [|[A*%g||r2. On the other hand, in the case 0 < s < 1, it is not difficult to
check that a similar process yields

1A% flgllze S 1A fllLe<|A°7 gl 2 + [[gA° f| 2
for s1 < s. O

For the uniqueness of solutions, we need to estimate the term |[[Av||r~ due to the use of the inequality
23). Here, we would like point out that ||Av| L cannot be controlled by ||Vv||r-. To handle this difficulty,
we provide the following lemma which, in particular, gives Av € L*°.

Lemma 2.2. Let s > 0. If f € HE Tt N H5T57¢ then we have

1 1
185l < ClIE A1,
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Proof. From [28, Lemma 2.1], it follows that
s sp dyg Al dig o7 1 1 1
1A fllzee < CHIEP SNl < CHIER T IR T FllEe = O g NI g
by Young’s inequality. O

Due to the structure of our reformulation, we also need to employ the Sobolev inequality for the compo-
sition of functions presented in the lemma below. For the proof, we refer to [I].

Lemma 2.3. Leta>1and0<s<a+1/2. If f € L™ ﬁHS, then we have
LA s S WNGZF I e
Finally, we provide a Gronwall-type lemma below.

Lemma 2.4. Let Y € AC(R4;R,) satisfies the following differential inequality

Y (t) Nyl

d a 2
O <Y O T L e

ZY(t) + ——
dt ()+1+t

) aete Ry (2.6)

for some C* = C*(N) > 0, any positive integer N and cp = 0,1. If a > 1, b; > 0, and ¢; < ab; for
i=1,...,N, then there exists M = M (a,b;,c;, C*) such that if Y(0) < M, then we have
Y(t) < =2 £t Y(0), Vt>0
~(1+1t)e ’ -7
Proof. The case N = 1 is already shown in [I, Lemma 4.1]. Following a similar argument as in [1], we extend
it to any positive integer N. Let us set

Z(t) = (1 + )% Y (2)
and then (Z.6]) implies

N
d *t *t
Ez(t) < C*(l+t)ae—%y2(t)_i_c*e—?—HCPZ(l_’_t)aJrcl’lebiJrl(t)
=1
C*t N C*b;t
:C*(l+t)fael—+t22(t)+O*CPZ(1+t)ciflfabie—l+Z Zbi"rl(t)'
1=1

To use the bootstrap argument, for any T° > 0 we assume that
Z(t) <27y Vtel0,T], (2.7)
where Zy := Z(0). Then it yields that

N
d X .
—Z(t) <4C*(1 + t)_“ec 23 + Cep E (1+ t)ci_l_“biec bi (220)1’”1.

dt ,
i=1
Taking integration over [0, 7], we obtain
4C*eC” N b1 C b
Z(t)< Z Zg(1—(1+t)'e ——ZyT (L= (L)
()< 2o+ —250-(1+1) )+cp; e 2GRN R
AC*eC" N gbit1oCth (28)
<(1 Z z)z
_( + a—1 O+CP; ab; — ¢; 0 0

for @ > 1 and ab; > ¢;. When Zy = 0, it is trivial to get (Z1). Otherwise, we take Zy > 0 sufficiently small
so that
40*eC" N obi+1 o Cbi .
Z —_— 77 < 1.
a—1 0+CP; ab; — ¢; 0

if b; > 0. Hence, ([2.8)) implies (2.7 for any T' > 0. This completes the proof. O
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3. PRESSURELESS EULER—RIESZ SYSTEM

In this section, we show a priori estimates for the system (7)) with repulsive case A = —1. First, for
simplicity, we set w := u — v, then the system (7)) can be rewritten as follows:

1 1
8tn+w-Vn+v-Vn+5nV-w+§nV-v:O, (z,t) € REx Ry, (3.1)
w4 w-Vw+v-Vw+w- Vo =—-VA"n2.

3.1. A priori estimates. We first provide a priori estimates for smooth solutions to ([B1).

3.1.1. H® x H*t% bound estimates.

Lemma 3.1. Let (n,w) be a smooth solution to B1) decaying sufficiently fast at infinity. Then we have

d
E””HN =0,
d ~3 [wllz2 —o (2
Gl + T2 wlze S [l folze + 495 + VA ()22,
and for s > 1,
d s+min{0,Z +1— 4}
— X0 = 2= X5
dt + 1+¢ ’
Xs,o ||n||L°° ||wHL°°
< \Y °°Xsa'+ \Y% oo 7s T :
S IVl Xo + 19l ollie + (25 + Gy 8rmE ¥ iR
(Inll o + 1wl ge-reg) [Vl Lo [Vw|pe
(1 +t)3 (1 +t)s+l—% (1 +t)s+1+%—%’
where X2, 1= w5 +4nl2,.
Proof. First, we deduce from (B1)); that
d
@ ) |n|* dz = 0.
To estimate ||w]| 12, we see that
1d 2 —0(,,2
—— lwde =— [ w(w-Vw)dz — w(v - Vw)dx — w(w-Vv)de — [ wVA™7(n?)dx
2dt Jga R4 Rd R4 R4
1 1
= —/ (V-w)|w|2dx+—/ (V- v)|w|? dx
2 Rd 2 R4
=[Pl s [ e wde - [ wvaT )
Ut Jea T @02 Jp T Y e
2 L §- 2 c 2 2
< [[Vwllze lwlize + i—_'_tHw”L2 + m”wﬂm + lwllL2 VAT (n7)]| L2

which gives the desired result.
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Next, we show the highest-order estimates for (n,w). By applying A® to [B1])1, we estimate

1d

- s, |2 s s
5 7 Rd|An| dx + = /A (nV - AMw) dz

“‘\x

(w-VA®n )dx—/ An(v-VA°n)dz + s Z / An Ogv - VORA* 20

1<k<d

—l/ A*n A (nV - v)dx—|—/ Asn[w,As]-Vnd:r—l—l/ A’n[n, A*]V -wdx
2 Rd 2 Rd

+

%\

A’n ([v, A%l Vn—s Z Ov - V@kAS_2n> dx

¢ 1<k<d

7
:ZE:];
=1

First, direct computations using (L6) give

d
5 C
L < C||Vw|| g |n|? d I 2 2 .
LSOVl nly, and < 2l ol
For I5, (4] implies
> AV = - A (- A2V02
1<k<d 1<k<d 1<k<d
z Kk; -2
_ 2y K g,
141 1 Shed (1+4+1)

where K, denotes the kth row vector of K (k=1,...,d). Then we combine this with z = A°n to get

I3 =35 Z / A°ndgv - VoA 2n

1<k<d
= AsnfPdr + —— Asn Ky, - A2V Ogn dx
1+t/ A% 1 +1)2 1<;<d k k
s 9 C
<2 a2
< — Il + el
where C' > 0 only depends on || K||ze.
For I, we use (L6l to get
g C
2
I < =2 Il + g ol (=K + 1K o )

due to ([ZI)). For the rest, we use (Z2)) and ([Z3)) to obtain

Is < Cllnll g (IVellze l[wl g + Vol L0l 42),
Is < Cllnll g (IVwllze |[nll g + IVAllLe<wlg.),  and
Ir < Clinl e (vl g IV nlloo + V20 Lo 172 o)

Here, Proposition [[LT] deduces that

IVl S (1407 and ol e S (0402 K e S 1+ 05
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for £ > 1. Thus, combining these all together with (L) yields
Sl +
2dt

1/ nA*nV - AM°wdx
2 Rd

1+t
[Inll?

n”HS + (1 —I—t)2 (3.2)

Il lnlge-s . [IVRlz
+ + + all .

Next, we apply A°T2 to (3.1 and use the fact that A% is a self-adjoint operator to obtain

S IVwllzelnl, + 11Vnllzellw] .

1d
2 dt

:_/ AS+%w(w-VAS+%w)dx—/ AT 2w(v - VAST2w) da
R R

|AS+ 2w|*dr + / Asw - VA®(n?) dx
Rd

+(s+ 2 Z / AT 2w v - VO A T2 2w dx

1<k<d

—/ AS+%’LUAS+%(U)'VU)CZI+/ AT 2w [w, A*TE] - Vw dx
R4 Rd

—i—/ AT Ey ([U,ASJr |- Vw — Z 8kv : V(?kASJr%*Qw) dx.
Rd

1<k<d
We use a similar argument to the estimates for n in the above and get

1d s+5+1-—

2 2 2 s s
sgllers + — Il +o+/AwVA()

- ) [
S IVl lwlirg + T2

|w| L wll o149 IVw]||
+ 2+S+%7% + 1+t 3 + S+1+077 Hw||H5+d'
(1+f) (1+t)

To eliminate the last term on the left-hand side of the above, we use the integration by part to observe that

/ Asw - VA (n?)dx = 2/ ANw - A°(nVn)dx
R4 Rd

= 2/ nA°w - VA’ ndr — 2/ Aw - [n, A®*]Vn dx
Rd R?

= —2/ A°nANw - Vndr — 2/ nA°nV - AMwdr — 2/ Aw - [n, A°]Vndzx,
R Rd R

and thus we obtain

< ClIVallpeollwll g 0]l grs

Afw - VA (n?) dz + 2/ nA*nV - Awdx
R4

Rd
where we used (22). Thus it follows that
s+g+1-
B iz —2 AnV - Awd
s + T R g -2 [ nany v
lwli%.r g
SIVwlzslwlferg + 1Vl ellwll g lInl g + a ft) ; (3.3)

wl| 7,00 W| prs—1+2 Ywl| 700
+<( lwle=  Jwlgeres | Vol >|w||Hs+%.

14 t)2tstg—3 (1+¢)3 (14¢)s+1+8-%

Finally, we set
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X3 o = wllferg +4lnlF.,
and from [B3.2) and B3], we have
Ld o s+min{0,g+1—g}X2
2dt *° 1+1¢ 59
2

< IVl X2, + 190l il Koo + 5550

[nl e [l gre=s Valle= |
(14+8)2rs=5  (1+1)3  (14¢)s+1-5 )7

( lollee  Wolgrrs IVl )X

(1+p2ts=sts  (1+8)°  (14¢)t-s+s
and this gives the desired estimate. O

3.1.2. Temporal decay estimates. We next investigate a priori temporal decay estimates of solutions. For
this, inspired by [II, [I7], we introduce

042 -4 1 ———1
Ty, (t) = (1 + t) T Hn(t)HW@l,pl and Wey,po (t) = (1 + t) : ”w( )HWerPQ
for £1 € [0, 5], {2 € [0,5 + ], and p1,p2 € [2,00]. For simplicity, we write n,, := ng,p, and wy, := wop,. We

also define )

2

Y, o(t) = (wf+%72(t) + 4n§72(t)> and  Z(t) = na(t) + wa(t) + Ya o ().
Then the following lemma is obtained by using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality.

Lemma 3.2. Ifs > % + 1, we have the following relations:

a d %+1 1 %+1
< F -2 < T8 s+g
Noo(t) S ”s,2(t) Ny (), W1,00(t) S ws+%,2(t) Wy (t),
%*1 1_L+1 S+ 1- ng
n1,00(t) S Mg 3 t)ny  ° (1), ws2(t) < w5+<f z(t) Wg * (1),
s—1 1 s+7 1_%
ns—1.2(t) Sngs (H)ns (t), ws—1tg2(t) Swep g o(Hwy 7 (D),
d_(o-1) s—$4o-1
n%(t) Sngo® (H)ng ° () when o> 1.

In particular, each term on the left-hand side of the inequalities above is bounded by CZ(t) with a constant
C > 0 independent of t.

Then our main result of this subsection can be stated as follows.

Proposition 3.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem [I1] be satisfied. For T > 0, suppose that (n,w) is a
smooth solution to BI)) on the time interval [0,T] decaying sufficiently fast at infinity. Then we have

d Cio Z(t)
ZZ(t :
aZO+ 15 (1+16)2

where Cy,» = 1 +min{452, 1} > 0.
Proof. First, it follows from Lemma [3.1] that

Z(t) < Z(t)?* +

14 e
il T2 =0
T Ty ™
and 4 5
w2 —d_q —o(, 2
— < o — 14+t A .
a2 T T S, w2+(1+t)2+( +1)7 2 VAT (n7) || 2

Here, we divide it into two cases, 0 < 0 < 1 and 1 < 0 < 2. In particular for 1 < ¢ < 2, the condition on o
naturally implies d > 2.
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e (Case A: 0 < o < 1) Here, we use the Gagliardo—Nirenberg interpolation inequality and (2] to get

1— _1l-o
o s P

IVA=T(n*)|[ 2 S lIn?|l 2 L
1=0o 1—1=¢
S (Inllgslinllzee) = (Inllzeellnllz2)
< T £ n2-£\1T
N (sl e IR (AT el
d+(1-0) 2_g+<w>
=Cllnll,. = lnllz.
which implies
$+0-0) _ 4+0-0)
A+ 5 VAT )2 Snep® my
Hence, we deduce from the above estimates that
d Cio Z(t)
— —Z < Z(t)*. 3.4

e (Case B: 1 < 0 < 2) In this case, we first use Hardy—Littlewood—Sobolev inequality to get

IVA= ()2 S Il oy S lInllzellnll,
L2

o—1

and use Lemma [B.2] to yield

d—(o-1)

(L+8) 2 VA7 ()2 Snana St ny

Thus, we also have ([B]) in this case.

Finally, the highest-order estimate in Lemma [3.I] implies

d 1 in{1, =<
dy +min{1, 5%}
dt 1+t

Yoo

}/s,a' + Noo + Weo + Ns—1,2 + w571+%,2 + N1,00 + W1,00
(1+1¢)2 '

5 wl,ooYs,o’ + T1,00Ws,2 +

By Lemma [B.2] it immediately follows that

d Ci.o

_YSO'
dt ™ +1—|—t

Z(t)
1+62

Therefore, we collect all the estimates to yield the desired result. g

Yoo S Z(t)? +

3.2. Proof of Theorem [I.1l Now, we present the proof of Theorem [I1]

e (Global-in-time existence and temporal decay) First, we combine Lemma Bl with the arguments in [I6] to
deduce the local-in-time existence of regular solutions to ([BI]). For the global-in-time existence, we deduce
from Proposition 3] that

d Cuo ) Z(t)
T2+ 1itZ(t) < Cy <z (t) + m) (3.5)

for some constant Cy > 0 independent of ¢. Here, Cy, = 1 + min{1, d*T"} If
Z(0) ~ [[nollzr= + llwoll o+ 5
is sufficiently small, then by applying Lemma 24 to 3] with a = Cy,, > 0, we deduce
e
e (I+1t)
Z(t) < ——rnr—
() = (1+41¢)Cao

This shows that the desired global existence and temporal decay estimates in Theorem [I.1]

Z(0) Vit>D0.
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e (Uniqueness) Here, we show the stability in L?-Sobolev spaces which also implies the uniqueness. For
i=1,2,let (n;,w;) be the solution to (BI]) constructed in the above on the time interval [0, 7] corresponding
to the initial data (n; 0, w;0). Then we first have

1d
id—Hnl — n2||2L2 = —/ (n1 — na)(wy +v) - V(ng — ng) dx —/ (n1 — na) (w1 — we) - Vng dx
t Rd R4
1 1
- 5/ (n1 — n2)2V (wg +v) dx — 5/ (n1 — n2)n1 V- (w1 — ws) du.
R4 Rd
Here, integration by parts gives

1d
S glm — nal|72 < C(|V(w1 +0)|[ = + [ V(wa 4 v)|| L) 01 — nal|7a

+ [|VnallLee 1 — na| p2||w1 — w2 + Cllna || e |n1 — nal|2{| V(w1 — wa)| 2

< C(llny — nallZ2 + lwr — wallF1),

where we used Young’s inequality and C' = C(T) is a positive constant. We also see

1d
§%Hw1 —wy3. = —/ (w1 —ws) - [(w1 —ws) - V(wy +v)]dz —/ (w1 —wa) - [(w1 +v) - V(wg — we)] dx
R4 Rd
- /d(wl —wsy) - VAT ((n1)? — (n9)?) da
R
so that
1d
5 ggllwr = wa[F2 < C(IV(w1 +v)|lLe + [V (we + )| o) [wr — wa |72
+ Jlwy — wa 2 [ VAT (1) = (n2)?)| L2
Note that

[(n1—n2)(n1+mn2)l| o if o€(1,2),
[VA=7((n1)? = (n2)?)| 22 < Lzt
[(n1 —n2)(n1 + n2)l 1o it o€(0,1).

1
In the case o € [1,2), the Sobolev embedding H°~! «— L 357 implies
IVA™7((n1)? = (n2)*) |2 < Cllna — nal|g1 -
For the case o € (0,1), we get the similar result by using (2I). Thus, we obtain
7
dt
The above estimate ([B.6]) forces us to estimate higher-order derivatives of solutions. Below, we provide
the estimates of [[n1 —n2l|;x and [Jw1 — wal| ;144 . Here we remark that there is a difference of Z-regularity

between ny — ny and wy — wo like our solution space. In order to close the estimates of uniqueness, it is
required to cancel top-order terms which appear in the estimates for |[n; — na| ;1 and [Jw — wal| ;145 -

Afln1 = nal|72 + lwr — w2l|72) < Cllwr — wal|7z + Cllna — na| 7. (3.6)

We begin with the estimate for ||n; — na|| 1.

1d
——H&(nl — TL2)||%2 = —/ 81(711 — ng)&-(wl — w2) . V’nz dr — 81(711 — n2)(w1 — UJQ) . &Vng dx
2dt R4 R4
1
— 81(711 — ng)(?i(wl =+ U)V . (n1 — n2) dx + —/ [8Z(n1 — TLQ)]QV . (’LU1 — w2) dx
R 2 R4
1

— —/ 81(711 — nz)aﬂllv . (’LU1 — ’LUQ)d{E
Rd

2
1
— Z / 81(77,1 - ng)(nl - ng)V . 8Z(w1 + wag + 2’0) d.I
Rd
1
- — / 81(77,1 — ng)(nl + ng)V . 8Z(w1 — w2) dI
4 Jpa
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Then we have

1d
=—10i(n1 = n2)|172 < Cling — nall g [lwr — wall gy + [Iny — nal g [(w1 — w2)0 Vna ||
2 dt
1
+ C||n1 — 77/2”%{1 - Z / 8i(n1 — ng)(m + ng)V . 8i(w1 — wg) dzx.
Rd
Note that
w1 = wa| L= V02| 12 it d=1,
(w1 —w2)0;Vnal[r2 < leon — w2||L% ”vzan%a it d=2, (3.7)
||w1 — UJQH 1 ||V2TL2||Ld if d Z 3.
L2 4d

From the following Sobolev embeddings
H'< L>® and H®*< H?> whend=1,

H'% L3 and H®* < H** < W?™5  whend=2
for small 6 > 0 with s > 24§, and

1

H'<s L3 7 and H5<—>H%+lﬁHzt—>W2’d when d > 3

for s > 1+ %l, we arrive at
||(w1 - ’wg)aiVTLgHLz S Cle — ’LU2||H1.

Hence we use Young’s inequality to obtain

1d
S gln = g%, < Cllna —nal|3 + Cllwr — wa| 3
! (3.8)
= [+ )V = na) V(T (= )
Rd
We also estimate [|wi — wz| ;145 as
1d e a
Sl = w5 g = — /d AE (wy = ws) - AT E [(wi — wg) - V(ws + )] da
R

— / AH%(wl — ws) -AH%[(wl +v) - V(wy —wsy)]dx
Rd

- /]R ATE (wy —wy) - VAT E ((m1)? = (n2)?) da

d

=: ZJZ-.

i=1
For Ji, one uses (Z1)) and the similar arguments employed in (877) to get

AT (w1 — w2) - V(wsz +0)]|| 2
||w1 —’LU2||Loo||A1+%V(w2+U)||L2 if d=1
lwr = wall 2 [[ATEV(wy +0)|| 20 if d=2 (39

Jwr —wa| o |AYFEV (we +v)|[pa if d>3

L2 4d

SIATE (wr — wa)l|2 [V (w2 +0)][ L~ +
< Cllwy — w2||H1+%a

where we used
fd i fed . o d fed
wo € Ht% and ve H*S nH*P s nH2 TS,

and 0 > 0 is taken to be small so that s > 2 + §. Thus, we have
J1 < Cllwy — w245

Here C' = C(T) is a positive constant.
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For .Ja, we apply (Z.35) with f =w; +v, g = V(w1 —ws), and s = 1 + § so that

Jo = —/ AYE (W — ws) - ( [AH%, wy 4 v| - V(wy — w2)> dx
R

1 o
tg [T+ o)A (wn — wn)P de
Rd
< C(IA(wr +v)[[poe + [V (wr + v)[[poe) lwr — wall? 1
- (3.10)
+ Cllwi — wal| g A2 (w1 +0) - V(wr — wy)| 2
1/2 1/2
< Cllwn ol V3, o+l 5l = wllg
+CIATE (wr + )| 2 [lwr — w2l
< Ole - w2||21+%
for sufficiently small € > 0, where we used Lemma and H2=% < L.
For J3, one uses the argument used in (1) to get
IV - (V(n1 +n2)(n1 = n2))[z2 < V(1 = n2) - V(i +n2)| 22 + [|(n1 — n2)V?(n1 + n2)| 2
< C|n1 — nallm,
and this implies
J3 = ., V- (w1 - wz)A2((n1 — nz)(nl + ’ng)) dx
R
= V(V - (w1 —ws)) - V[(n1 — na)(n1 + na)| dx
R
=/ V(V - (w1 —w2)) - (n1 +n2)V(ng —ng)de — . V(w1 —w2)V - (V(ng +na)(ng — ng)) de
R R
< ., V(V : (w1 - ’wz)) : (n1 + ng)V(nl — nz) dx + C||w1 - w2||H1 H?’Ll — 7’Lz||H1.
R
Thus, we arrive at
1d 2 2 2
g gllwr —w2llarg < Cllwr —wallfaeg + Cllny = n2flzn
+ . V(V . (wl — ’wz)) . (m + ng)V(nl — nz) dLL',
R
and we deduce from ([B:8)) that
d
i (4“”1 - ”2”?'{1 + [Jwy — w2||§{1+%) < O(||ny — n2|3p + |lwr — w2||§{1+%). (3.11)
Therefore, we combine ([B.0) with BII) to yield
d

i (i = n2llzn 4 lwr = w25 ) < Cllim = nallin + un = w2l i),
and subsequently Gronwall’s lemma gives
In1 = n2llF + [lwy = wal|2 14 g < Clnwo = n20llE + [lwio — w20l g),

which implies the desired uniqueness result.

4. EULER—RIESZ SYSTEM

In this section, we give a priori estimates for system (LI0). Similarly as before, we let w := u — v to
rewrite the system ([LI0) as follows:

on+w-Vn4+v-Vn+4nV-w+4nV-v=0, (x,t)€RI xRy, ()
1
1
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with 4 = (v — 1)/2. Here, the lower order estimates for ([@I]) proceed in the same way regardless of the
choice of ¢ and the sign for the potential A = +1.
We first start with estimates of H®-norm of solutions.

Lemma 4.1. Let (n,w) be a smooth solution to [EI) with N\ = £1 decaying sufficiently fast at infinity.
Then we have

d d(7-3 [l 22
otz + L= ol < v s + 12
d -4 [Jw]| 2 1
gl + el S 1Vellelfwlle + G705 + Inlleal Fnlles + VAT ()l
and
1d < — 2 + min{dy, 1} <
——X2 s~ 5+ min{dy }Xf A ANw- VAS_‘T(n%)da:
2dt 14+t Rd
<5 X2
< (|I|IV oo \Y% )X 5
S IVl +190]1) K2 + 25
[nllz= + [[wllz= | lInllg +l1wllga—r | [V + [Volr= &
(14t)2ts—% (1+1)3 (1+4¢)5+1-% >
Y2 . 2 2
where X3 = |wll%,, + [Inll3. -

Proof. First, we readily observe that

1d o, (1 5 1 )
2t Jou ™ dx_(z 7) ™ Y w)d:“r(z 7)/Rd”(v v)de

d(¥-3) Clinlza
< - 2 *dz+C w|nl? L.
< 17 /Rdn x + C||Vwl| L |In||72 + +1)°

For the L2-estimate of w, the similar estimates give the desired estimate.
For highest-order estimates, we apply A® to ([@I) to see that

WA°n+w-VA°n+v-VA°n—s Z Oev - A5720,Vn +AnV - A*w + AA®(nV - v)
1<k<d
= [w,A°] - Vn + ([’U,AS] -Vn—s Z O - AHakvn) + Y[, A°]V - w
1<k<d
and
0N w+w- VA w+v- VA w—s Y v+ A 20 Vw+ A*(w - Vo) + nVAn

1<k<d

1

= AVA*77(n7) + [w,A°] - Vw + [n, A°|Vn + ([’U,AS] -Vw —s Z v - AHaka).
1<k<d

By using the same argument as shown in Lemma [B], we deduce that

1d

Ld sty
2.di

2
Il + 222

Inll%. + :Y/Rd An(nV - Nw) dz

]| | oo || s Vnl peo

S IVl pellnll. +

(1+1)2 (141)2ts=5  (1+8)3  (14¢)+H1-2
+ Vol llwl gallnl g
and
1d 9 s—-%4—1 9 N s s s s—oy L
§E|\w|| e +17—|—t”wHH —l—v/RdA w- (nVA n)dx — X RdA w- VA7 (n7)dz

< vaHLw”sz + ”szs + Hw||L°° + ”wHHS*l + ||vw||L°° Hw”
~ s (1+t)2 (1+t)2+s—% (1+t)3 (1+t>5+1_% s+
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Moreover, using the integration by parts gives

¥ [ An(nV-ANw)de+75 [ Aw- (VA n)dz| S [|[Va|pe|n|| g l|lw]l s
R4 R4
and thus, we arrive at
1d < — 2+ min{dy,1}
Ldgo ooyt minddi i go 3 [ poy wa o (n?)da
2dt 1+t ]Rd
<5 X2
< o <)X .
S (IVulim + [9nl) 82 + 350
[llze + wlze | Inllges + 0l [VAllee + [Vole= ) &
(14t)2Fs—% (1+1)3 (1+4¢)5+1-3% °
as desired. 0

Now, we deal with three cases:
(i) 1 <o <2 (Theorem [L2]),
(ii) 0 < o < 1 with the replusive potential, i.e. A = —1 (Theorem [L3]),

(ili) 0 < o < 1 with the attractive potential, i.e. A =1 (Theorem [L[4]).

As mentioned in Introduction, the case (i), sub-Manev interaction potential case, is already taken into
account in [I7] regardless of the sign of A. However, our solution space is different from that of [I7], see
Remark [[.2 (iii), and for the completeness of our work, we leave its proof in Appendix [Al Thus, in the rest
of this section, we provide details of the estimates for cases (ii) and (iii).

4.1. Repulsive interaction case. In this subsection, we present the global well-posedness of (@Il with
the repulsive potential when o € (0,1). Since the lowest-order estimates are given in Lemma [£1] we only
need to obtain the highest-order estimates.

Lemma 4.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem [[.3 be satisfied. For T > 0, suppose that (n,w) is a smooth
solution to @) with A = —1 on the time interval [0, T] decaying fast at infinity. Then we have

1d (s, 1 . — 44 min{dy,1,%2Y [~ 1 .
_ (XSQ + = n%2|AS_§n|2dq/’) + 573 Hlln{ i 2 } (XSQ + ~—2/ n%72|As_7n|2 dZC)
Y 7" JRd

2 dt R 1+t
~o X2
< \V4 o \V4 oo ) X -8
S (IVwlles +19nl) X2 + 5725
Inllzoe + lwllzee  nllgres + lwllgres | [Vl + [Vl | &
(1+t)2+s—% (1+1)° (1+1)t1=3 ’
||n||HS,% ||n||HS,%,1
+ (|vw|L°"|n|H$% +||vnHL°°Hw”HS*% + (1—|—t)2 + (1—|—t)3

4+(1-0) 4+(-0)

nlre~ + (1 +1)||Vnl|lL 1_9 1 o = 1-27%
Inllz= + (1 + ][ Vn| °°>|n|zx Il ges + 320l e Wllis o il ol

(1+t)2s=5-3

where X2 := ||lw|/%, + ||n|%..

Proof. We use (22) and Lemma [Z3] to get

o 1
/ Aw - VASff(n%)dx - 7/ n7 'Afw - VA ndx
R Y JRe
1
<=z
5

11 11
< Clwllg. (19l In? oo + 19 0F )zl - )

Aw - [AT77, n%fl]Vn dx
R4

1_9
< CIVal<lInl foe 10l oo lwll g
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where we used s <%+U—%.

Now, we observe that

1 d a -2 1
——/ n%_2|AS_§n|2dI+872/ 2|AS_7n|2d33——/ n3TIVAST 0 Aw da
Rd Y JRrd

272 dt F2(1+1)
72/l - 5 7]l e
< V’LU oo [[MV]] prs—Z + H 2
< (vl limlgs + G+ .
| Vn| e ]l og 1 19 '
+”vnHL°°Hw”HS*% + (1+t)1+5*%*% + (111 t)23 7l Zoe ||”||HS*%
1og B0 g $10-0
Flnllg lInll 227 Al 7 vl gellwll g

for > 2. Here we postpone the proof of (3] to Appendix [Bl for the smoothness of reading.
Then we gather Lemma 1] (£2), and (@3) to yield

1d 1 - — 4 4+ min{d¥,1, %52 o
<Xs + = n%—2|As2n|2dx) 4 §—3 +m1n{ Y } <X2—|— _/ n%—2|A575n|2 dI)
72 Jra

2dt 2 JRa 1+t
<, X2
< . <)X 2
S (Ve + [Vl =) X3 + TENE
[nlle + [wllpee | [Inllges + lwllgamr | ([VRllLe + V][ 5
(14t)2Fs—% (1+1)3 (1+41¢)5+1-3% )

ol ol g0
- <|Vw|Lw|n||Hsg+|Vn||Loo|w||Hsg+ T

15 1, £+0-0) _410-0)
[l Lo 172l o +lInllZoe lInll 770 Al =77

[nllpe + (1 + )Vl L~
(14t)2rs—5-%

which is our desired estimate. O

I7ll e 10l g7

Now we investigate a priori temporal decay estimates. Similarly to the previous section, we introduce

~ é———l ~ fo—-% 1
1y py (8) := (L + 07 7 In() e and Wey py (1) := (1 +8)7 72 lw(t) ez e (4.4)

for ¢, € [0, ], ¢2 € [0, s], and p1, p2 € [2,00]. We also write n,, = Ny p, and Wy, = wpp, for simplicity. We
then define

V(t) = (@a(t) +72,(0) " and Z(t) = (7(0) + @(0) + V2(1) " (4.5)

Then similarly to Lemma [3.2] we get the following lemma using the Gagliardo—Nirenberg interpolation
inequality.

Lemma 4.3. If s > % +1 and ¢ € [0, s|, we have the following relations

. i1 gm - JEESU

Froo(t) STz (D7 © (1), Broo(t) STz (D@ © (1),
s—¢ ’ " st e

hroal) S s (075 (1), Weoealt) S @oy ()5 (1),

In particular, each term on the left-hand side of the inequalities above is bounded by C’Z(t) with a constant
C > 0 independent of t.

Now we present a priori temporal decay estimates of solutions.

Proposition 4.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem be satisfied. For T > 0, suppose that (n,w) is a
smooth solution to [ with X = —1 on the time interval [0,T] decaying sufficiently fast at infinity. Then
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we have
1d -~ Ciory = ~ Z2(t) 7 (1) 7% (t)
——(Z2t) + W(t)) + =2ZL(Z2(t) + W () S Z3(t) +
i PO W)+ TEF PO WOV S PO+ G5+ T+ e
with Cq s, = 1+ min{1, d, d_TU}, where
1 t 2(s—2-1) "
W(t) = %/ 77,%_2|A575n|2 dx.
Y R
Proof. Tt follows from Lemma [£.1] that
d_ 1+d5_ o
Z < "2
@t T R e Ty
and
1
d _ 2 o _ 0 ~ ~ [[VAT7(n7)]|re
el L G, < nva AR 7JNL?
dtw2+ 1+twgww1,oow2+ (1+t)2 + N1,00N2 + (1—‘,—15)%""1 .
Here, we use Lemma [2.3] to estimate
—oy(, % 5-1 E—i—l-i—%—2—i—<7~l_l~
IVAT7(n3)[|r2 S lInll e [Inllgr-e S (14827777705 N0,
and it gives
~1
d . - Cd,;V _ - =9 Z3
— (M +wse) + —=L (Mo +w2) S Z2°(H) + —. 4.6
g (P2 +W2) + 570 (M2 +2) S Z°(F) R (4.6)
Then, Lemma [£.2] leads us to get
1d [y (148)2s—2-D .
- }/52 ( + )~ 2 / n%—2|As—§n|2dI
2 dt ’72 R4
or [~ 1+¢)26s—5-1 .
+ 4o YS2+—( i )~ § / n3 A5 n)? d
1 + t 72 R
< ('[171 + ﬁl )1"}2 + }752 + (ﬁoo + ﬁ)/oo + ﬁl,oo + '[El,oo + ﬁ571,2 + {17571,2)5;5
~ATE s (1+1)2
1, 1_o 3+0-0) | F+0-0)
N (W1,00Ms— g2+ M 0oWs—g2) Moo Ts—g2+Too Ty 5y Ty ° ° Wsolls2
(1+8)2773
~ ~ - ~ L2
(oo + 100 + Ns—g 2+ T3 12) N Mg 2
(1+t)* 73
Moreover, thanks to Lemma 3] we obtain
1d (=g (148)265-D -
S0 | Y (Gl )~ § / n 2N 5n|? dx
2 dt 72 Rd
d
dony (o, L4126 570 / L ooihs—2 12
— 1Y, - 74 A d 4.7
+1+t<5+ 72 Rdn | zn|* dz (4.7)
- Z2(t 73 VA
,SZB(t)‘f‘ ()2 ;()1 : -
A+02 @+ 7 Q+07 7
O

Hence we combine (L0) with @) to yield the desired estimate.

Proof of Theorem[L.3. As we previously did, we separately show the global-in-time existence and uniqueness

of solutions.
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e (Global-in-time existence and temporal decay): For the local-in-time existence, we may proceed as we did
in Section Bl For the global existence, we note that the density n is nonnegative and hence

1+¢)2(6—5-1 .
W(t)=—( ha )ﬂ - / n 2|A* 52 dz > 0.
]Rd

5
This together with Proposition 1] implies

1

Z2(¢) 215 (1) L 2w

1d Cyq
-~ ZP(t) + =122 (1) S 23(t) + 7 T
( ) ( ) ( ) (1 +t)2 (1 +t)2—o-—§ (1 +t)4 o—z

2dt 1+4+1¢

where Z2(t) := Z2(t) + W (t). Then it follows that

d Ca,on

—Z(t
dt )+ 1+t

q.w

Z(t)§01<z2(t)+ 2, 2ozt )

Q+8)? 146277 (1+0*
for a constant C; > 0 independent of ¢. If Z(O) is sufficient small, then
2(0) = (Z2(0) + W(0))2 < Z(0) + W2(0) < Z(0) + Z% (0) < CZ(0) (4.8)

for = > 2, since

2=

1 1-2 ~1
W) == [ g A Enof do S nall; < ol S Z%00)
R4

Then we apply Lemma 24 with a = Cq,, 4 so that

Z(t) < 26%20 V>0 4.9
0 < 37520 , (49)
whenever
d— 1
0<min{1,dﬁ,—0} (f—1),
2 gl
or equivalently
2 2(d— o)
n<l4+——, 1+ ——=
ennf3s 2y 10 20=2)
due to
2(d — o) - 2(d — o)
d+o d
We note that % > 2 implies v < 2, from wh1ch~y<1+— is true if o < 1. Moreover,
2(d —
2<1+M — 30 <d.
d+o

Hence the condition of v is required as 1 < v < 2 and

2(d —
7<1+(7U) ifd=1,2.

d+o
Therefore, (@A) together with ([LJ)) implies
0, it 2t
~ 61+t ~ 7_1 el+t ~
Z(t) < Z(0) + Z(0)7 <—Z(0) Vt>0
()% o (20 + 207 < T 20 v

due to Z(t) = (22(t)+ W (t))"/2 < Z(t), and this concludes the desired global existence and temporal decay
estimate of solutions.

e (Uniqueness): As we presented in Section B, we show the stability in L2 N H'*% spaces. For i = 1,2, let
(ni, w;) be the strong solution to [@I]) with A = —1 on time interval [0, 7] corresponding to the initial data
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(ni0,w;0). We first see that

§E||n1 — a2, = —/ (n1 — na)(wy — wsa) - Vng dx — ﬁ/ (n1 —n2)*V - (wa +v) da
R R

1
+ 5/ (n1 —n2)?V - (w1 +v)de — ﬁ/ (n1 —n2)nm V- (w1 — we) dz
R4 R4

< C(lny = nall7e + lwr — wal|72) — ﬁ/ (n1 —no)n 'V - (w1 — we) de.
Rd
Then integration by parts gives

1d -
3gpllm el < O (I = ol + = walls) + 7

n1V(ny — na) - (w; — we) du.
Rd

For [Jw; — wal|r2, we have

gl —walffe = = [ =) (wr = wa) - Viwn + 0)do = [ (=) (w14 0) - Vs = o)) do

—’y/d(wl —ws) - (g —nz)-Vnzdx—’y/dnl(wl—wg)~V(n1 —ng)dx
R R

‘/ (w1 —wz) - VA~ ((n1)7 — (n2)7) da,
Rd

and this deduces

Y 1 1
Szl = wal|72 < Clfwr = wa|72 + [In1 = nal|72) + lwi — wa||2[VA™7((n1)7 = (n2)7)| L2
— ’~}// nl(wl — ’w2) . V(n1 — n2) dzx.
Rd
Hence, we have
d
7 (In1 = na2ll72 + llwr —wa||72) < Cllwr — wa[72 + Cllny — no|7-
Y 1 1
+ [Jwr = wa| 2| VAT ((n1)7 = (n2)7)]| 2
Here, for any a > 0, we can write
ny—n2 1
(n1)* = (ng)” = a/ (ng +7)* Vdr = a(ng — nz)/ (ng + (ny —ng)7)* L dr. (4.10)
0 0
Once we set Fy(ni,ng) = (n2 + (n1 — ng)T)%il, the similar argument employed in (B.3)) gives
A7 [(n1 = n2) Fs(n1,na)lll e S |AT7 (1 = n2)l| L2 | F5(na, o) | o
71 = na|pe [A' 7 F5 (1, m2) | 12 if d=1
oIl IR ) e i d=2 (g
In1 = nal| o [IA'"7F5(n1,no)llpa if d>3
L3

< C|n1 — nall g,

where we used

APy (n1, n2)llpa S [1F5(ny,na)ll g o < Clllmallzee + Inallzee) (Il g o + lIn2ll g )
which follows from Lemma 23] with the condition 452 — o < % when d > 3 and it holds under (A3)l. Hence
we get

VA~ ((m)F = (n) D= < € [ |4l = ) (1 = P+ )Y | dr < Cllns = sl

IThe lower dimensional cases d = 1,2 can be easily shown in a similar way



EULER-RIESZ EQUATIONS

where we used the integral versions of Minkowski inequality. Thus, we arrive at
d

77 (In1 = nafz + flon —wa[72) < Cllws —ws72 + Cllna = 2|7
For higher-order estimates, we estimate
1d

5 dt”nl — n2||§[1+% = —/ A1+% (nl - nz)AH% ((’UJ1 —+ 1}) . V(nl — TLQ)) dx
Rd
- / AFE (ny — no)ATTE (wy — wo) - Ving) dx
Rd

— :y/ A1+%(n1 — n2)A1+% (n1V . (w1 — UJQ)) dx
R

- ”y/ A2 (ng — ng) A2 (ny — no)V - (wy +v)) dx
Rd

4
=: Z Kli-
i=1
For K11, one uses the similar argument for (310) to get

K11 < Cni —na||

2
H'TS"
For Kj5 and K14, we proceed similarly to ([3.9) and obtain

Ki2 < Cllny = nal v g [lwr — w2l ;prg  and  Kig < Cfng — n2||§{1+%

For K3, one uses (2.1) and similar estimates for (3I0) to see
Kz = —?/ A5 (0 — n2)([A1+%7 m|V - (w1 — w2)) dx
R4

- ﬁ/ A E (g —n2)na V- AR (wy — ws) da
Rd

< OHTLl — 7’L2||H1+% ||1,U1 — U]2||H1+% - ’7/ A1+%(7’L1 — ’ng) ny V- AlJr%(wl — U}Q)de
Rd

Thus we gather the estimates for K;;’s to attain

1d

sl — alfes < Clm = naf

2vg + Cllwr — w3

H'tS
— ﬁ/ ATS (ng —n2)n1 V- A3 (wy — wsy) dz.
]Rd
Next, we estimate w; — ws in H*% as follows:

1d

5wt — w2l %1 g = —/ AE (w1 —wz) - AME (w1 +0) - V(wr — ws)) dz
R4

A (wy — wy) - A2 ((wy — wa) - V(wg + v)) da
Rd

— 5 [ AYE(wp —wy) - AMTE(ny V(ng — no))da
R4

— ﬁ/ AH%(wl —wy) - A1+%((n1 —n2)Vng) dx
Rd
- 1+2 . 1—-2 1 - 1
A2 (wy —wa) - VA2 ((n1)7 — (n2)7)) da
Rd

5
== ZKzl
i=1

Here, we use the similar estimates for (3.9) and BI0) to get
Koy < Cllwy — wol|?

23

(4.12)

(4.13)

2irgy Ko S Cllwr —wel? g, and Koy < Cllwr — well jieg 01— nafl g
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For Ky3, we use the integration by parts, (Z3]), and similar arguments used in (B.10) to obtain
Vn A2 (wy — ws) - AtE (n1 —n2) dx

A1+%(w1 — ’wz) . ([A1+%, nl] V(?’Ll — ’ng)) dx + ’7
]Rd

]Rd
+ ﬁ/ nV - A1+%(w1 — wg)AH%(nl —ng)dx
]Rd

Koz = —%

< COllwy — wal| javg 01 — n2ll g + ﬁ/ V- A5 (wy — wa) A2 (ng — ny) da.
R4

For Ks5, we see that

V()7 — (n2)7) = %(nl)%ilv(nl —ng) + %((m)%fl - (nz)%fl)Vnz (4.14)
so that
Kos = | VYV (w1 —ws)-V((n1)7 — (ng)7))dw

Rd
1 1
= / (nl)?_lvv . (w1 — wg) . V(nl — n2) dIE
R4

v
— l (w1 — we . n1 %_1 — (N9 %_1 no X
LV = w9 ()3 = )] o

v
From (£I0) with o = % — 1, (1), and (A3), we deduce that

1 1
K25 < 5/ (nl)& 1VV . (wl — ’LU2) . V(nl — ng) dr + Cle — w2||H1+% ||’n1 - n2||H1+%
Rd

Then we collect all the estimates for Ks;’s to get

1d
[Jw — w2||§.{1+% < Cllwr — w2||§{1+% + [l — ”2||§{1+%

2dt
+ :y/ AT (ng —na)ng V- AT (wy — wo) da (4.15)
Rd
1
+ :/ (nl)%_lvv . (’LU1 — U)Q) . V(nl — ng) dx.
7 JRe
Now, we combine (LI3) with [@IH) to have
d 2 2 2 2
= (i = mal g + lhwr = wall%g ) < € (Imn = malnig + s = wal%1g)
4.16)
1 (
+ 5/ (nl)%_lvv (w1 —ws) - V(ng — ng) du.
Rd

To conclude the estimates, we additionally estimate
1d
2t L, ()7 IV o) de

3 Lo

- /le(nl)%_2V(n1 —ng) - V((wy +v) - V(ny —n2) + (w1 — wz) - Vng) dx

2

— ’7/ (nl)%_2V(n1 — n2) -V (n1V . (w1 — wg) + (n1 — n2) . V(w2 + v)) dx
Rd

S OHTLl — 7’L2||%_11 + Cle — w2||§{1 — :Y/d(nl)%_lv(nl — ”2) -VV - (’UJ1 — ’w2) d.I,
R

where we used the similar arguments for [@I3]).



EULER-RIESZ EQUATIONS 25
We combine this with (£I6) to arrive at
d 1 1
(|n1 ”2”21*% + flwr — w2||ill+% + 7 /Rd(nl)” *|V(n1 — na)|? dw)

dt
<Clny — n2|‘§{1+% + Cllwy — w2|‘§{1+%

and together with (II2]), we obtain

d 1 1_9
dt <|7’L1 7’LQ||§_11+% + ||w1 — w2||§{1+% + ? ‘/Rd(nl)’Y |V(7’Ll - n2)|2 dl’)
< Clny = nal3 1 g + Cllwr — w3115,
and it implies the desired uniqueness result. 0

4.2. Attractive interaction case. In this part, we consider the Euler system with attractive super-Manev
interactions, i.e. ([@I) with A = 1 and o € (0,1). For the same reason as in the repulsive case, we only
provide the highest-order estimates of solutions.

Proposition 4.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem [I7] be satisfied. Let (n,w) be a smooth solution to (A1)
with A\ = 1 decaying sufficiently fast at infinity. Then we have

%* s—EZ 2
2dt< Z”k/ Tl dw)

+m1n{d7,1} A w2
—|— T Z ~2k/ 2 w|* dx

~ X2
< (IVwl| L= + | Vn| =) X2 -
N(” w”L +|| nHL ) s T (1+t)2
[nll = + [wllz= | Inllge-s +llwllg  [VRlr= + [Volz= | £
(1+ t)2+5_% (1+1¢)3 (1+ t)s+l—% s

ko
k(1-2)
VRl Yl (ol .- oo Il aesne + [0l s 0]z )

pole

+1 $+1-0
5=
s—

Z’, Inll ZIINIILoo ||w|\ o Infl o, eene

+lnll

ko
K(t-2) ol o5 V]| ol o5 -1
+Z”n”L°° wll .- #g ( 42 (L4t F+i-2 BEE

+n H(’“““

where )282 = ||w|\§{ + HnH?{ and ko is the minimum integer value of k such that

20-0) _,  2s=2)

IVnlizelwl e loll . gosne

(k0+1 —2)+1

ol tge Vol tage

Hs+1

To handle the attractive super-Manev interaction potential, we shall use the regularity-tuning iteration
argument proposed in [I5]. We write

Ro(k) = /Rdnk(%*w— Tw- AT OV (nT) d

and

Pok) =% /R ) nFGDNE . AF (V) de

for any integer 0 < k < 2;@ and 0 <o < 1.
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Then we need to show the following two lemmas. Since their proofs are rather technical, for the smoothness
of reading, we postpone them to Appendices and [C.2] respectively.

Lemma 4.4. Let the assumptions of Theorem[1.7] be satisfied. Then we have

1 (k+1)(2—
Rs(k)—gps(kﬂ) S lInfl e IIanlLoollwIIHMTv||n||H5,%
(k+1)(%-2)
+ Inll poe Vol llwll .- wne 0]l . @ine
(k+1) (2 —2) %“’” d“"’

+lInllL~ Inll s el wll o sg lInl] o be

for any integer k € [0, 2 —2].

Lemma 4.5. Let the assumptions of Theorem [1]] be satisfied. Then we have

_d
1d RGN T 2y 22T 2+1/ n* 32| A ) da
2dt S 1+t Jpa
k(% -2)
< Cllnl 2 ||Vw||L°°||w||2. kg

K(2—2) l[wll - s5g | Vw| 1o [wl] o sg
—+ C n O;Y Wl . ko
|| ||L || ||H k2 < (1—|—t) (1—|—t)s_k70+1_% (1—|—t)
— Ps(k) + Rs(k)
for any integer k € [1, @)
Now, we are ready to show the proof of Proposition 1.2
Proof of Proposition [[-2 From Lemma Tl with A = 1, let us recall that
li;@ 4 + min{d7, 1}X2
2dt”° 1+t
X—z
o oo X
S (Vull + [9nl=)%2 + 55 @17)
n||pee + ||w| Lo | zrs—1 + ||wl| g Vn|pe + [|[Vw|re | =
(Il £l ”dL 7]l o ||3||H v IValle £ d”L T+ R (0).
(14t)2ts—3 (14+1) (1+t)t1-2

Now we shall use the iteration argument based on Lemmas [£.4] and First, we apply Lemma (4] with
k =0 and then Lemma [£.5 with £ = 1 so that

(1-2)
Rs(0) < Clinllg IVnllpoellwll g Il g0 +

dt1-0

2)
+ Ol IIHIIHS 7 Il

diq_
FF+l—0o

(1-2)
Clinllgs “IVnllzoellwll go-g Il 4o-

1
el gelimllzre + =3P (1)

(1-2) (1-2)
< Clnllgt NValpeel[wll gs Il oo + Clinll % ~[IVn|lLe|lw]| 4o-g 10l 55
(1-z) e o 2
+Clnllpx lnll 47 lIn ||L2 l|wll g IInIIHs+CIIn||Loo IIVwIILwlle g
lwll 75 V]| o ] o5
C 7 o H” " 2 H°™ 2
=+ ||n||L HwHH 3 < (1—|—t)2 (1+t)57%+17% (1—|—t)3

1 d

12 ys—2 19 S~
P A5 2 dr —
272 dt /Rdm AT * ol d 73(

1
+ ?RS(D'

F2(1+t)

d
4+1

/ TL%_2|AS_%’LU|2 dx
Rd
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We will repeat this process until the order of derivative on n3 in Rs, which is s — (k+2) + 1, becomes less

than s. Thus, we let kg be the smallest integer satisfying

2(1—o0) 2(s—1)

< ko< for 3—o < s.

Once we repeat the process up to kg times, we arrive at

ko
k(£-2)
Ra(0) < Ol 3 I (e o ey Y

di1-0 di1-0 ko )
+C||n|| LT ||n||L2 T Z” ||Loo |w|| —=Do Hn”[{“%
k=1
lwl o xe | Vw]| e lwll o xg s 418
C J . H H 2 ( )
+ ZH HL [l skT( (141)2 (1+t)5*%"+1*% (141¢)3
d
_ k(2-2)ps—ke 12 s—5+1 k(L—2) ps—ke 12
Z (27% dt/ n |A®772 dx'i_i:yzk(l_'_t) Rdn |[A* 2 w|* da

1
+ %Rs(kO)'

Since s — M +1 < s, we now use ([2:2) and Lemma 23 to get

1 o
Rs(ko) = ~/ nko(3 =2 s =547y . As— 05 (n7'Vn) dx
7 JRrd
:i/ nko(3—2) ps="47, -[AS_(’CO;M’ ni! |Vndx
7 JRrd
+i/ nko (G =2+3 -1 7= 5% A= 20y gy
7 JRrd
ko(% 1 4.19
SIS ol _sge (01, qagoe 190l + 190 elinl, gz ) 419
(ko+1)(%-2)+1
£ ) o S —
(ko+1)(1—2)
< Il IValz=llw] . e lInll . coge
k0+1)(_72
+ ol _sgellnl .oz
Therefore, we combine (17, [I8), and [@II) to get the desired result. O

Following the notations in (£4)-(Z£H]), we combine Lemma Il with Proposition Z2lto deduce the following

a priori estimates.

Proposition 4.3. Let the assumptions of Theorem be satisfied. For T > 0, suppose that (n,w) is a
smooth solution to (&) with X\ =1 on the time interval [0, T] decaying sufficiently fast at infinity. Then we

have
%di +ZWk (Zz(t)-i-;wk(t))

_ Z2 " ko Z2+k(%—2) " ko+1 23+k(%—2) t
s 20 O 0
(1 +t)2 Pt (1 + t)2+k(2fa'7§) — (1 + t)k(2fa'7§)

with Cg e = 1+min{1, dy}, and ko given as in Proposition .3 Here,

1+¢)2(6—5-1 .
Wk() %/ nk(%_2)|AS_%w|2daz>O.
Rd

-
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Proof. From Lemma 1] it is again clear that

2=

Cio - N ~
Tig + W) + —2T (fig + Wa) S Z2(t) +

% i - (4.20)

d ( Z5
dt ) -5

For the highest-order estimate, we first note that Lemma [£3] still holds. Then we can rewrite the results
in Lemma as

1d [~ :
2 |y?
(7242

k s_d_
0 (1+t)2( 2 1) / k(*_2)|A5** |2 dx
— ,7219 Rl

. ~ ko 2(s—<4—1)
1+ min{dy, 1} &, 2(14¢)™ / K(L-2)| As—k2 o
S— SRR Ve - 7 5 A= d
+ 1+t s +; A2k (1 41) Rdn | wl” de

_ = Y2 Noo + Woo + Ms—1,2 + Ws—1,2 + N1,00 + W1 >
< . o Y2 s 00 oo s—1, s—1, 00 00 Y;
S (W1,00 + 11, )S+(1+t)2+( e
k(£-2) [ - ~ ~
i Z Noo (ws_(k—21)5)2ns_(k+21)a72 + w57%12n57%72)
’ (1+ t)k(2—<f—%) (4.21)
k(£-2) _ -
dt1-0o 1 di1-0 ko no<(,7 )wsi(k—l)zr g My (=D)o o
~ s5—0 s—o 2 4 2 ?
+ Ts— 0,2 YS! — (1 + t)k(Z*U*%)
ko 7 (7_2){[) k (15 E +w +W. & )
n Z 00 s—kz 2 s—E2 2 1,00 s—kz—12
= (1 g)PHhEmem)
_(kot1)(2-2) . ~ ~(ko+1)($-2)+1 ~
Noo ni, Oow koa 2 ns (k0;2)g72 Noo ws ko_012 7’LS+1 (k0#2»2)a 2
(1 + t)(k0+l)(2 (7—7 + (1 + t)(k0+l)(2 0_7
Then, it follows from [@20) and [@2T]) that
1d N T4+ min{dd 1} (5 es
id_ Z2 +ZWk)+ Tt’ (22 +ZWk>
k=1 k=1
_ 23 . 22 . ko Z’2+k(%—2) N ko+1 Z3+k(%—2)
~ (14+1)? = (14 )>HhCo=3) L= (4 pkCo—3)
This concludes the desired estimate. ]

Proof of Theorem[I] Similarly to previous theorems, we split the proof into two parts.

e (Global-in-time existence and temporal decay) For the local-in-time existence, we also proceed as in

Section B For the global existence, since Z(t), Wy(t) > 0 for any ¢ € [0,T] and k € [1, ko], by Proposition
L3l we deduce

d = Cio =
Z Ca

~ ko Z\1+k(1—-2) ko+1 Z2+k(1—-2)
~ Z(t Z(t zZ
Z(t) S 02 <Z2(t) 4 ( ) ( ) B B )

_l’_
(1+1)2 ;(1“)”’“(2*"*%) = (1 4 ko)

where Z(t) := (Z2(t) + ZZD:I ﬁ//k(t))%. Here Cy > 0 is independent of . If Z(0) < ¢ for sufficient small
e > 0, then

z
E

2(0) +Zwk )T < Z(0) + Y Wi (0) < (ko + 1Z(0) < (ko + e
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since

o T o 1 k(%72) s— ko 2
SW(0)=> = | ng AT Fwglda
k=1 =1 | JR
"o k(L -2)
< Z [noll 7= ||w0||i~lsfxﬂ

2(s—1-kg) 2(s—1- ko)

-2) = =
<§ ol lwollzn = Mlwoll,
k=1

< ZZ2+k(772 < ZQ( )

for k < ko < @ Then we use Lemma [Z4] with Z(t) replaced by Z(t) and a = CN'dyg to get

Cot Cot
~ ~ 2eTH  ~ 2(ko+ 1)e™ ~
Z)<Zt) < ———Z(0) < ———————Z7(0) Vt>0
()— ()—(1_|_t)a ()— (1+t>a () -
if
ko < (1 +k (— - 2>> min{1, dy},
v
or equivalently
. 2 2(d— o)
< 1 1 4.22
ol mln{ +a—|— —1 +d(2—l)} (4.22)
for every k =1,...,kg. From the condition v < 2 — 7, we see that the second one on the right-hand side of
([£22) is always true, and the first one is also removed for any k if d = 1,2. Thus (#22) holds whenever
2
1+ —7 if d>3
y<1l+ R 1 >

under v < 2 — 7. Hence, we have the desired global existence and temporal decay estimates.

e (Uniqueness): We again show the stability in L?-Sobolev spaces. For i = 1,2, let (n;,w;) be the regular
solutions to (1) with A = 1 on time interval [0, 7] corresponding to the initial data (n;0,w;). Then we
proceed as the repulsive case to arrive at the following L2-estimate:

d
7 (Ilny = nall7e + llwr — wal|72) < Cllwy — well7z + Cllny — na |7 (4.23)
Moreover, we get

d
(= alyeeg 4 llwr = wlang ) < C (llm = mall3peng + fwor = w3 )

dt 3¢ 1 1 (424)
-I—/ A*" % (wy —wo) - VA2 F ((ny)7 — (n2)7) da
Rd
from the similar argument for (£I6), we use the following replacement of (B3.9I):
1A% [(w1 — wa) - V(wz + )] 12
SNA*E (wr — w2) | 2|V (w2 + ) [ L=
lwr — wal| Lo ||A2~ 2V (wa 4 v)]| 12 if d<3 (4.25)
Hw1 —U)QH 1 ||A2’%V(w2—|—v)|| _d_ if d>4

< Cllwy —’LU2||H27%.

Here, we used H2~% < L* when d < 3 and

1
5O a d

25 oy [ 5-252 Het A2 W 2% when d > 4.

3
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To handle the last term in (£.24)), we proceed similarly to that of Proposition For k € NU {0}, we
introduce

R(k) := / (nl)(k‘Ll)(%*Q)HAQ* e (wy — ws) - VA*™ e (n1 — ng) du.
Rd
From (£I4), we employ the assertion (v) of Lemma 2] to get
/ A275 (wy — ws) - VA2 F ((n1)7 — (n2)7) da
Rd

/]R A*75 (wy —wa) - ([N, ()7 V(g — na))dz

+i/ A7 (wy — wy) - A2 F [((nl)%—l - (nz)%—l)vm} dx

-1

E 30, L 1 -~
< Cllws — wi] o5 (IIA(nf Vo lln — mall g + 4275 (n] >v<n1—n2>||m)+§n<o>

1_ 1_
+ Cllws = wa g || () F 7 = (n2)3 ") V|, e

+ Cllwy — we|

o
H?* 2

where we used Lemma 23] to get

_80, +-1 .
1A% (0} )V (1 = )2 < =0 Ol IV —mall 3 d =1
2 nf ny —n2)iLz _ 30 %71 .

A5 (ny )||L1?d§||v(n1—”2)|| —1 if d>2
L2 —4d

< Cllna —na| 2-3,

To estimate the second term in the last line above, we first employ the similar argument used in ([@25]) to
find
[(n1 = n2)Vnall oo S llnn — nall oo sg [[Vng| Lo

[n1 — ngl|Le [|[AZ~F Vngl| 12 if d<3
T4 I —nall o A2 FVn|| . if d>4 (4.26)
L35 L*"%

< Cllny —nall 25,

. 3_30‘

. 30 _d_
where we used ny € H® with s > max{3 — $,1+ 4} and HEt1=0 < W 2'2-% when d > 4.
In a similar way, we use ([LI0) and the Minkowski inequality to get

1((n1)7 ™" — (n2)7 =) Vna|

. 3a
H*™ %2

1
S C/ ||(n1 — ng)vngFﬁ(nl,ng)HHz,% dT
0

1
<C [ = n2)Vnall s |51, m) =
0

2

1 s .
Jo I = mal| Lo [Vna || Lo [|F5 (n1, m2) || o ap dT if d<
TN Sl —nall ([ Vnollpe A2 By (ny,ma)l| o dr it d >4,
12739 L*" 2

L2 d

where F5(n1,n2) := (na + (n1 — nz)T)%—z
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It is easy to check that Fy(ni,ng) € LN H?*~% N H%~° by Lemma 23 under (A3), and thus it follows

from (£26) that

1_ 1_
1((n2)7 ™" = (n2)7 ) V2|l yo-se S llny = mall g

Thus (ZZ4) leads to
d

1 -~
i Ulm = malag -l —wslfag ) < O (fm = mallfag +lhwn —wslfog ) + 2R0O). (427

Now, we proceed to the iteration argument; for £ > 1, we estimate
1d _ (k+1)o
3 [ A ) da
2dt R4

- _% /Rd((un +0) - V(n) A2 (wy — wy)[? da
S 3 = / (n1)* (3 72) - V(w4 0))| A2 55 (wy — wo)| d

)k(1_2)A27@(w1 — ws) AT (w1 +v) - V(wr —ws)) dx

S AT () ) - A2 ((wn — we) - V(we +v)) da

VG 2N () — ) - A2 (1 V(i — ) d

|
T~
S
=
S—
>
—~
2=

a

(9
—
S
—_

|
N
~—

3

=

|
N
%\5%\3
)
=

.

)G =2 A2 55 () —awp) - A2 () — o) Vinw)) da

.

1 o o

+ = / (nl)k(%_2)A2_ (k+21) (’UJ1 — ’w2) . Az_ (k+23) ((nl)%_1V(n1 — 712)) dI
Y JRre
1 o o

+= (nl)k(%_Q)Az_ (k+1) o (k+3)

=
2

P (wn = we) - AT () F T = (n2) 7 Ving) | de

.|.
Mo
N

s
Il
-

For Z,, one directly gets
Iz S C||w1 — w2||§{2,%.

For Z; with i = 3,4,6,7, we use (v) of Lemma 2] Lemma 22 and the similar arguments employed in ([Z25)
to yield

I3 < =T + Cllwr — w2||§{2,%, Zy < Cllwr — w2||§{2,% :Ze < Cllwr — w2 yo-g [[n1 — n2ll g2-g

2 )
and

R(k) + Cllwr — wall yo-g 01 — nall a-g -

2 =

For 75, we may write as

e

(k1)
2-

(’LU1 — U)Q) . [ ,nl]V(nl — ng) dx

V(n)FG =24 A2 () ) A2 () — ) da

- :Y/ A2 (w1 — ws) - [VAf%, (nl)k(%_2)+l} AQ*—(H;)U
R
— 4R(k —1).
We use Lemma 2771 (ii) and (v), Lemma 2] and ([24) to obtain

(n1 —n2)dx

Ts < Cllwr — wa yo-g n1 — noll yomg — AR(k = 1).
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For Zg, we deduce

Is < Cllwy — ’LUQHHzf%

1
(n1 — TLQ)VTLQ/ (7’L2 =+ (n1 — 7’L2)7’)§_2 dT
0 H"™

< Cllwy = w2 g [In1 = nall o5 -

Then we collect all the estimates for Z;’s to attain

d 1_ _ (kDo
= [ )G () — o) P d < Cllwy —ws 20 + Cllny =2l
dt Jra H H
(4.28)
—23R(k—1)+ %R(k)’
and choose the minimum ky satisfying (k“+2) > 1. Then, we combine ([£27) with [@28) to yield
d 1-2)| 2 Lo 9
2 [ —nal3ag + wr —was g +Z % nl 7 (w1 —w2)|" dx
<qmrﬂwm%,+qmr4mmk,+ykﬂk@@
< Cllwr —walf3og + Cllny = nal35- 5,
and we further combine this with (£23) to have
ko (ht1)
1 o _ o
pn <||n1 —nQHHQ,, +||w1 ’LU2||H2,, +Z ok / nl 2)|A2 T (wy —u}2)|2d$>
< Cllwr = walf3 o5 + Cllna - ”2||H2W
Finally, we apply Gronwall’s lemma to get the desired uniqueness. 0
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APPENDIX A. EULER SYSTEM WITH SUB-MANEV INTERACTIONS: 1 < o < 2 CASE

In this appendix, we present the H?® estimates of solutions in the case 1 < ¢ < 2, and from which we give
a proof of Theorem by obtaining a priori temporal decay. This proof is also available for o = 2.

Lemma A.1l. Let the assumptions of Theorem[L2 be satisfied. For T > 0, suppose that (n,w) is a smooth
solution to @I with A = %1 on the time interval [0, T] decaying fast at infinity. Then we have

d = s—%+min{l,dy} 5
—X. X
ae 1+1
- Xo e+ lwllee | lInllges + lwllge
< V’LU o + Vn oo Xs +
S IVl +19nl) Ko+ o + oy

[Vnll L= + [[Vw|[ =

1
e Il el

where )ZS = (JJw||%., + H”H2 )%
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Proof. From Lemma 1] let us recall that

1d — 4+ min{dy,1}
1dgo ompdminddi i go 3 [ ey was—o(n)
2dt 1+t Rd
< X2
< . =) X 2
S (IVul= +1Vall) B2 +
4 (Inlles A Hlwllze  inllgreos + lwllgrees | [Vl + [Vl ) &
s—2 3 s+1-42 s
(1 +t)>*+e=3 (1+1) (141¢)s+1-3
Then we use Lemma to get

/ Aw- VA (n7)dz < |Jwl) 4.
Rd

ifs>1+0cands< % + o — 1/2. Hence, we obtain

1 1
27 || go-orr S lwll eIl Lo NIl gro—osa

1dgy 5- 4+ min{dy,1} -,
141 3

S

(1+1¢)?
(Il wllze Il + ollgees |, [Vnlloe + Vel ) 5
(1+t)2+s—g (1 +1t)3 (1+t)s+1fg

- X2
S (IVwllze + [ Vnllz) X2 +

1 ~
+ Il e (1l oo Xs
which implies the desired result.

Now we provide a priori temporal decay in the case 1 < o < 2.

Lemma A.2. Let the assumptions of Theorem [ be satisfied. For T > 0, suppose that (n,w) is a smooth
solution to @) with A = 1 on the time interval [0, T] decaying fast at infinity. Then one has
d ~ Cur ~ - Z(t) 7% (t)
—Z(t)+ —LZ(t) S Z3(t) +
dt (*) 1+t ®5 270 1+ (14423

with Cq .~ =1+ min{1, dy} and Z is defined in (EB).
Proof. From Lemma 1] we follow the notation ([@4]) to obtain

d,_ 14+ min{l,dy} . . _ =~ Z(t) 77 (t)
a(”2+w2)+1—+t(”2+w2)§z (t) + 3
Next, we use the notation ([EH) and deduce from Lemma [AT] that
d~ 1+min{l,d7} -
— Yo+ ———Y;
dt + 1+t

~ ~ ayd i;s ﬁoo+woo+ﬁs—12+ms—l2+wloo+ﬁloo
< - oo}/s ) ) ) )
S (W00 +M1,00)Ys + A+0)7? TENE

[

—t-2_ i1
+ ngo N1,0oNs—0,2 + ngo Ns—o+1,2
o1 J
(1+t)27777
and we use Lemma 3] along with the relations

s—o+1

. . 11— s—o+1
Ns—or1,2(t) Sngo” (H)ng 7

s,2 (t)

5 ﬁsfcr,Q(t) S ﬁfg(t) fy ©
to yield
~ 1
d - 14 min{1,dy} & 5 Z(t) Z7(t)
SV + —— T Y ) < 221 +
dt ®) 1+t ®) ®) (1482 @+
Hence we combine this with (AJ]) to conclude the desired result.
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Proof of Theorem[I.2. We again deduce the local existence from the arguments in Section Bl For the global
existence, Lemma [A.2] shows

Z(t) Z7 (t)
a+07 1+ t)2‘“‘%>

with Cyq 4 = 14+ min{1,d7} for a constant C5 > 0 independent of t. By applying Lemma [2.4] to the above
with a = Cg ~, we have

2

7w+ %Z(t) <y (Z?(t) +

dt 14+t

~ 2em ~

20) < e 20 Vi20,

whenever
1
o < min{1, dy} <7 - 1> ,
Y

which is equivalent to

. 2 2(d— o)
7<mln{1+a—+1, 1+T}

It implies

1+ 25 if d>3,
v <
3—0 if d=2,

dueto%Hgd%fwhendZ?)andoe[lﬂ].

For the uniqueness, the estimates in the proof of Theorem [[L3] again gives

d
— (Iln1 = nall7s + llwr — w2ll72) < Cling — na||F2 + Cllwr — wal|7-

dt
1 1
+ Cllwr = w2l 2 [[VAT7((n1) 7 = (n2)7)|[ 2
< Cllny = a7z + Cllwy — wa| 7,
where we used Hardy—Littlewood—Sobolev theorem to get
IVA=7((n1)7 = (n2)7)l|z2 < Cll(n1) — (n2) 7| 1
Lzt~
1
< C|ny — na||r2 / (TL2+(7’L1—TL2)T)%_1 dri| |
0 [o—1
S CH?’Ll — n2||L2.
Thus, applying Gronwall’s lemma gives the desired result. 0

APPENDIX B. HIGHEST-ORDER ESTIMATES IN THE REPULSIVE CASE

In this part, we provide the details of proof of ([@3]). For this, we actually show

—— n%72|A€n|2dﬂc+—/ n%72|A€n|2 d:v—ﬁ/ n WA S A S da
2dt Rd 1 +t ]Rd ]Rd

32 C 19
< COllnfl Lo [Vwll e Inlfe + w5 2l 1 2], +

19
N — v .
(1+1)2 )2+é—% [l oo Il e

(14t

1_9 1_9
+ Cllnll foe VRl e lwll e lInll e + [Zee IVRllzo< 0]l gre

——1|In
(1+ t)l -5 ”
di(-0) d1(1-0)

C 1_9 L9 1—
+ m”nﬂzm [l e linll gre + ClinllZoo [l 7l

forany1<€§s—%.

Now, we observe that

1d
2dt Jpa

s—o s—o

||n||gf+% ||w|\Hf+%

s—0o

1/1
77,%_2|Aen|2 de = - <: - 2) / n 2o |A*n|* dx —|—/ n A A O dr =1 1y + 1.
2\7 Rd R¢
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For |1, we obtain

1 1 1
Iy :—l/ w-V(n77?) |A€n|2d$——/ v-V(n77%) |A'n|? do
2 Rd 2 R4
1

2

4
= E |11'.
i=1

Here, we easily estimate

1
- =(1- 2?)/ n 2V - w |A*n|? do — 5(1 - 2&)/ n 72V v |Afn|? da
R R

19
ha S 12l IVl e 0]l %

and
g ~

—dy 1_ c -2
o € 22 [ AP do el

Meanwhile, for |y, we get

ly = —/ n3 2N (w - VAn) da —/ n7 2 An(v - VA') da
Rd Rd

HZ/

1_ _
ny 2An v - VORLA 20 dx
1<k<d /R

- ’y/ ns " 2An A(nV -v) dx —|—/ n7 2\ [w, A*] - Vn dz
R4 Rd

—’y/ n%_lAénV-Aéwdaz—l—:y/ n%_zAgn[n,Aé]V~wdaz
Rd Rd

727! A Vn—¢ Ov - VoA ?n) d
—|—/Rdn n([v, ]1-Vn Z LU L n) T

1<k<d

8
=: E l2;,
i=1

and integration by parts implies
1 1_ L9
=5 [V (0F720) 1A% do < —tuy + Ol 2 T [l
R4

and

72 12
sl Lo (172l e

C
2 (I+1¢)

We also directly obtain

1 d
loo = —/ V- (n%*%) IAnf? do < —hg + —— / 3 2| Anf? dz +
]Rd 1 + t ]Rd

14 L 9,40 12 C -2, 19
|23§—1—+t Rdm |A"n| dw‘i‘mH”HZw 721 %.

and

dy 12150 12 c 372 02 31
log < ——— A de + —— Lo Il s 1K g :
2 Sy f,n Al dr TEE ll Zoe 1172l 50 + Il 2o I grelI72l] e

dy 1240 12 c 372 00
<2 2 AP de + ———— ||| i |||
= 1—|—t Rd n- | n| ‘I+ (1 +t)2 ”n“L ”nHHe +

Next, by using ([22)), ([Z3]), and Proposition [Tl we deduce

C

11
Wllnllzw [l e

1o
las + lo7 S [0l Lo [0l gre (IVRl oo lwl| e + [Vwl[ Lo (7] g7e)

and L,
lag S 17l oo 1Ml gre (19702l Los ([0 e + 1V 20| Los ([0l gre—s )

19 VR e 7] gre—
S lnll oo NIl e <(1+t)g+1_g + (1 ft)3 :
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Finally, we use ([24), the Gagliardo—Nirenberg—Sobolev inequality, and Lemma 23] to get
log = :Y/d VA~ (n%_lAgn) AT wde
R
:ﬁ/d ([VA—%, }Afn+m—1v/\f“ ).A“%wdx
R
< CIAT (3 oo A En g2 A B ]| 2 + Cllna g aas |A S0 2 A B o

+ ﬁ/ n T TIWAS S0 A S w da
R4

d+<1 o) 1 d4(-0) . .
e Pl o ||Af+2n||L2||A“fw||L2M/ P TIVAT R A de
%—2 %+(17”) 17%*’(170) o o 1 o o
< Ol f ol Wl A E A Bl +7 [ 03 A R A wda
]Rd

is not an integer. Hence we collect all the estimates

=

under the additional condition s < % +o0— % when
for l1;’s and lg;’s to yield the desired result.

ApPPENDIX C. HIGHEST-ORDER ESTIMATES IN THE ATTRACTIVE CASE

In this appendix, we present the proofs of Lemmas 4] and

C.1. Proof of Lemma [4.4l For k& > 0, we first see that

1 o
Rs(k)zi/ KE=2) ps=t 4 A5~ S (03 1) da
Y JRrd
:i/ ) U/ S SR B AV
Y JRrd
+i/ PG DL ps— By, -As_(kH)UVndx
Y JRrd
k(L2 1 1
< Al ol sg (1903 o linl,_wne + [ Vnlelind 2, _wina)  (©D)

—|—i/ (k+1)(—72)+1A5_7w A= Get2)s Un da
Rd

|2,

<Cln IVall e |wll foosg 0]l . 2o

" i / p(FHDGE =D A=) ps— e Vndzx,
Rd

v
where we use ([2:2) and Lemma 23] with the assumption (k+22)g <

On the other hand, we write as

4 Uet2)0 e

5 1s not an integer.

N[

s <

=
=

(k+1)(r

Lpk+1)= / pEED(G=2) 41 \s= 8582, g A S50 g
/ G2 A By A 55 ) Vnda

d
7(k+1)(r (k+1)(r
(V A® )AS T2 ndr

= e

/C-i-l
_ (k+1)o _ (k+l)o
/ Vi(n (4 1)( )'H)~AS > wAT T ndx

d

/ (k+1) AS_ e w - [AS_ e , n} Vndx

=

Esl

=

d

=

[A $v, n*H0(3- )+1}A5—7“”2“”n-/\5—%"wdx
]Rd
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1 _ ko _ (k+2)o
+/ G . VAT e
R
(k+1)o (k+1)o

_/ v(n(k+1)(%72)+1).As— 2w AT da
Rd

+/ pkHD(3-2) ps— 522, [ASJH;)U,TL} Vndx
R
4

by integration by parts. By using ([24]) and the Gagliardo—Nirenberg interpolation together with Lemma
2.3 we estimate J; as

55 [ATE G A ||
L2 H
S (I8 DG o GG Y il ol g
d
1 §+17(r l7 §+1 o
e e A P e [y 1 s
di1-o d+1—a
(k+1) 2 -
SISl T il Nl sl

We also get

(k+1)(1 -2
Js 4+ da < ) $EOG)

lwll .- wsne [Vallze=nll . oine

thanks to ([2:2)). Finally, we put %2 into (C)) and gather all the above estimates to yield the desired relation.

C.2. Proof of Lemma [4.5] We see that

1 d o
5& ) nk(%_2)|AS_%W|2dI
k /1 - - -
=z (? - 2)/ n’“(%*?)*latnms—%wﬁd:w/ 0P G DATE WA Qpw d
2 Yy Rd Rd
=: Ky + Ks.

We first rewrite K; as

o 1 o
K1 =——/ w-V(nk(%_2))|A57%w|2dx—E/ U-V(nk(%_z))ms*%wﬁdx
Rd

_5 <i - 2) / n*G (V. w) A w)? da
2 Rd

—kl<—— )/ n 7_2)(V 0)| A5 F w? da
2 Rd

Here we easily get

E(
Ki S Inflpe IIlelLoollwll2 .-

and

kY 1 -
K < — d <: - 2) / 7”Lk(%_2)|/\sf%w|2 de + ——
]Rd

i 527wl
’7 2

(1+ t)2 I
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Meanwhile, since s > 1 + %‘7, we find

1 1 -
Ko = ——/ nFG =2y . V(AT w]?) de — —/ nk(%fz)v-V(Ms_%wF) dx
2 Rd 2 Rd
k
+ <S—7U)/ PG DA Z Opv - A5~ 728kadx
Re 1<k<d

[ DA un T de [ DA () V) o
Rd Rd

—|—/ nFG =D A= ([v,ASikTo]-Vw— s—— Z Opv - A5~ Qaka) dx
R 1<k<d

— Ps(k) + Rs(k)

Z K21 + R (k)
For Ky and K22, it is easy to see

1 o 1 (e
Ko = ——/ G V(AT wf?) de = —/ n*G (V- w) A F wf? dr — Ky
2 ]Rd 2 ]Rd

and
1 1 -
Km:__/ P2y Y (AT | )dx:—/ WD (7 )| A F w]? do — Ky,
2 Rd 2 ]Rd
Thus, we get
k(L-2
Ki+ Kox < [lnll < [Vwlooe ],
and
d KL ko C k(L—2)
Ko+ Koo < ——— (=DA% 2de + ——||In|l 2 o ka-
o+ K < s [ DA e+ ol ol

For Koz and Koy, we estimate

k
Kag + Koy = (s — —U)/ FG =2 As= 4y E v - A*~F 729, Vw dx
27 Jou
1<k<d

— / nk(%_z)Asf%’wAS*%d(w - V) dx
Rd

k(:-2)
Il ol

ko
ko g
< _S 2 + / nk(%72)|As—7w|2dx+ ok
R4 H

- 1+t

For Kas and Kag, we use (Z2) and (23) to obtain
—92)

C
(141)2

k(L
Kas S [Inll

loll o s (V0] e ] e

and (1-2)
k(L-2
Koo < lInllp ~llwlloosg (10l o sg V0]l oo + [ V20] oo 0] e )

~2) V]| el .-t
< .o ko .
H HLoo ||wHHS,kT ((1+t)s_k2zr+1_g + (1_|_t)3

Therefore, we deduce that

d d—o ~
B e Y KIS
2 dt 1+t -

k(1-2)
< Ol [ Vwll s wll. g

k(L -2) [w]] o ne [ Vaw]| o [w]l o sg s
+OH7’LHL33 ||wHHs—kT°' < (1+t)2 + (1+t)57k70+17% + (1+t)

- Ps(k) + Rs(k)u
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which implies the desired result if d*T" —d > 0 (equivalently v <2 — 7).
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