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L2 decay estimates of weak solutions to 3D fractional

MHD equations in exterior domains
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Abstract

Consider three-dimensional fractional MHD equations in an exterior domain
with the Dirichlet boundary condition assumed. Asymptotic behaviours of
weak solutions to the three-dimensional exterior fractional MHD equations
are studied. L2 decay estimates of the weak solutions are obtained.

Keywords: Fractional MHD equations, asymptotic behaviours, weak
solutions, exterior domains.

1. Introduction

The traditional form of incompressible magnetohydrodynamic (MHD)
equations is expressed as (cf. [7, 11])

∂tu−∆u+∇(p+
1

2
|B|2) = −u · ∇u+B · ∇B, (1)

∂tB −∆B = B · ∇u− u · ∇B, (2)

∇ · u = 0, ∇ ·B = 0, (3)

for unknown velocity field u = (u1, u2, u3), magnetic field B = (B1, B2, B3)
and pressure p.

Mathematical investigations of the MHD equations are mainly assuming
the fluid motion in whole spaces so that Fourier transform can be adopted.
If the fluid domain Ω involves a boundary ∂Ω 6= ∅, mathematical difficulties
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arise in the understanding of the magnetic equation (2) (cf. [11, 6]), since
a suitable boundary condition with respect to the divergence-free condition
∇ · B = 0 and the integral involving the Laplacian −∆B = ∇×∇× B is

(∇× B)× n = 0 and B · n = 0 on ∂Ω, (4)

where n the normal vector field of ∂Ω.
In the present study, the smooth fluid domain Ω is exterior to the bounded

domain R3 \ Ω. For simplicity of analysis, the Dirichlet boundary condition

u = 0, B = 0 on ∂Ω, (5)

is adopted and thus the Stokes operator

A = −P∆

with the domain

D(A) =
{

w ∈ W 2,2(Ω)3; ∇ · w = 0, w|∂Ω = 0
}

,

is assumed. Here P is the Helmholtz projection operator mapping L2(Ω)3

onto the space

L2
σ(Ω)

3 = the completion of C∞
0,σ(Ω)

3 in L2(Ω)3,

where C∞
0,σ(Ω)

3 denotes the set of all divergence-free and compactly supported
smooth vector fields on Ω.

The corresponding exterior MHD problem with respect to the Dirichlet
boundary condition was studied by Liu and Han [8]. However there is little
literature on the exterior MHD problem involving fractional Stokes operators
in exterior domains. Therefore, it is the purpose of the present study to
provide a primary understanding of the fractional MHD equations

∂tu+Aαu = −P (u · ∇u) + P (B · ∇B), (6)

∂tB +AβB = −P (u · ∇B) + P (B · ∇u) (7)

in the exterior domain Ω, for 0 < α, β ≤ 1. The fractional operators are
denoted by the spectral presentation

Aκ =

∫ ∞

0

λκdEλ, (8)
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with the domain

D(Aκ) = the completion of D(A) under the norm ‖Aκu‖L2 + ‖u‖L2. (9)

Here Eλ represents the spectral resolution of the unit determined by the
operator A (see Yosida [16, page 313, Theorem 1]).

Definition 1.1. Let (u0, B0) ∈ L2
σ(Ω)

3×L2
σ(Ω)

3 and 0 < α, β ≤ 1. A vector
field (u,B) is called a weak solution of (6)-(7) associated with the initial
condition

u|t=0 = u0, B|t=0 = B0, (10)

if, for given T > 0, (u,B) satisfies the following the conditions

(u,B) ∈ L∞
(

0, T ;L2
σ(Ω)

3 × L2
σ(Ω)

3
)

∩ L2(0, T ;D(A
α
2 )×D(A

β
2 )),

∫ T

0

(−〈u(t), ∂tφ(t)〉+ 〈A
α
2 u(t),A

α
2 φ(t)〉)dt− 〈u(0), φ(0)〉

=

∫ T

0

〈u(t)⊗ u(t),∇φ(t)〉dt−

∫ T

0

〈B(t)⊗ B(t),∇φ(t)〉dt, (11)

and
∫ T

0

(−〈B(t), ∂tψ(t)〉+ 〈A
β
2B(t),A

β
2ψ(t)〉)dt− 〈B(0), ψ(0)〉

=

∫ T

0

〈u(t)⊗ B(t),∇φ(t)〉dt−

∫ T

0

〈B(t)⊗ u(t),∇φ(t)〉dt, (12)

where 〈·, ·〉 represents the inner product of L2
σ(Ω)

3 and (φ, ψ) denotes a test
function in

C1([0, T ];C∞
0,σ(Ω)

3 × C∞
0,σ(Ω)

3) with φ(T ) = 0 and ψ(T ) = 0.

We are now in the position to state the main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω be a smooth exterior domain of R3, 3
4
< α, β ≤ 1 and

(u0, B0) ∈ L2
σ(Ω)

3 × L2
σ(Ω)

3. Then (6)-(7) admit a global weak solution so
that

‖(u(t), B(t))‖L2 → 0 as t→ ∞. (13)
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Moreover, if the linear analytic semigroup has the algebraic decay property

‖(e−tAα

u0, e
−tAβ

B0)‖L2 ≤ Ct−γ, for t > 0, (14)

for 0 < γ < 1
2
when max{α, β} = 1 and 0 < γ ≤ 1

2
when max{α, β} < 1,

then the nonlinear solution (u,B) has the same algebraic decay property

‖(u(t), B(t))‖L2 ≤ Ct−γ, for t > 0. (15)

Theorem 1.1 will be proved by employing the spectral representation of
the exterior Stokes operator in the L2 space. The exterior Navier-Stokes flows
and related problems were studied by Masuda [9], Miyakawa [10], Borchers
and Miyakawa [1, 2, 3], Chen [5] and Chen, Kagei and Miyakawa [4]. Espe-
cially, when B = 0 and α = 1, Theorem 1.1 reduces to the L2 decay result
of the exterior Navier-Stokes flows given by Miyakawa [2]. L2 decay esti-
mates of weak solutions to the MHD equations (α = β = 1) in whole spaces
were studied by Schonbek et al [13] by applying the classic Fourier splitting
method from Schonbek [12].

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is shown in the following two sections. Section
2 is a collection of preliminary lemmas for the proof. Section 3 consists of
three subsections: existence of weak solutions, proof of assertion (13) and
proof of assertion (15).

2. Preliminaries

Let C and Cn be generic constants, which are independent of the quanti-
ties u, B, φ, ψ, t > 0 and x ∈ Ω, but they may depend on initial vector field
(u0, B0). However, Cn depends on the integer n ≥ 1, while C is independent
of n ≥ 1.

Following Sobolev imbedding is fundamental important in our analysis.

Lemma 2.1. (Miyakawa [10, Theorem 2.4]) Let 0 ≤ κ ≤ 1 and H
κ
2 denote

the completion of D(A) with respect to the norm ‖A
κ
2w‖L2. Then the Sobolev

imbedding

‖w‖Lr ≤ 2‖A
κ
2w‖L2, for w ∈ H

κ
2 , (16)

holds true with respect to

1

r
=

1− κ

2
+
κ

6
.
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Lemma 2.2. If 0 < κ ≤ 1 and w ∈ L2
σ(Ω)

3, then we have

‖Aκe−tAκ

w‖L2 ≤ t−1‖w‖L2; ‖e−tAκ

w‖L2 ≤ ‖w‖L2, (17)

‖∇e−tAκ

w‖L2 ≤ Ct−
1
2κ‖w‖L2. (18)

lim
t→∞

‖e−tAκ

w‖L2 = 0, (19)

This lemma is a simple consequence of the spectral representation ( see,
for example, Yosida [16, Page 313, Theorem 1]) and the property of Aκ being
positive and a self-adjoint operator.

Equation (17) is obtained as

‖Aκne−tAκ

w‖2L2 =

∫ ∞

0

λ2nκe−2tλκ

d‖Eλw‖
2
L2 ≤ t−2n‖w‖2L2, n = 0, 1, (20)

which also ensures the analytic property of the semigroup e−tAκ
.

Similar to (20), we have

‖∇e−tAκ

w‖L2 = ‖A
1
2 e−tAκ

w‖L2 ≤ Ct−
1
2κ‖w‖L2. (21)

and thus obtain (18).
Decay property (19) readily follows from (17), (18) and the density of

C∞
σ (Ω)3 in L2

σ(Ω)
3.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

3.1. Existence of weak solutions

With the use of the mollification operator

Jn = n(n +A)−1, (22)

for positive integers n, we construct approximation solutions to (6)-(7) by
solving the equations

∂tun +Aαun = P (JnBn · ∇Bn − Jnun · ∇un), un(0) = Jnu0, (23)

∂tBn +AβBn = P (JnBn · ∇un − Jnun · ∇Bn), Bn(0) = JnB0. (24)
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By the spectral representation and for w ∈ L2
σ(Ω)

3, we have

‖Jnw‖L2 ≤ ‖w‖L2, (25)

lim
n→∞

‖Jnw − w‖L2 = 0, (26)

and, for a constant Cn dependent of n and 3
4
< κ ≤ 1,

‖Jnw‖L∞ ≤ Cn‖w‖L2, ‖AκJnw‖L2 ≤ Cn‖w‖L2, (27)

after the use of Sobolev imbedding.
Now we show the existence of weak solutions approached by approximate

solutions in the space

L∞(0, T ;W 1,2
0,σ(Ω)

3 ×W
1,2
0,σ (Ω)

3),

where W 1,2
0,σ (Ω)

3 is the closure of C∞
0,σ(Ω)

3 in the Sobolev space W 1,2(Ω)3.

Theorem 3.1. For 3
4
< α, β ≤ 1 and (u0, B0) ∈ L2

σ(Ω)
3 × L2

σ(Ω)
3, then

(6)-(7) admit a weak solution.

Let us begin with the unique existence of the approximate solutions.

Proposition 3.1. For 3
4
< α, β ≤ 1, (u0, B0) ∈ L2

σ(Ω)
3 × L2

σ(Ω)
3, T > 0

and an integer n ≥ 1, then there exits a unique vector field (un(t), Bn(t)) on
[0, T ] so that

(un, Bn) ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 1,2
0,σ(Ω)

3 ×W
1,2
0,σ (Ω)

3)

and solves the integral equations

un(t)=e
−tAα

Jnu0+

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)Aα

P (JnBn(s)·∇Bn(s)−Jnun(s)·∇un(s))ds, (28)

Bn(t)=e
−tAβ

JnB0+

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)Aβ

P (JnBn(s)·∇un(s)−Jnun(s)·∇Bn(s))ds. (29)

Proof. To apply the contraction mapping principle with respect to a fixed
integer n ≥ 1 and a bound M > 0, we define the complete metric space

XT =
{

(u,B) ∈ L∞(0, T ;W 1,2
0,σ (Ω)

3 ×W
1,2
0,σ (Ω)

3);

(u(0), B(0)) = (Jnu0, JnB0), ‖(u,B)‖XT
≤M}
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with the norm

‖(u,B)‖XT
= ess sup

0≤t≤T

(‖(u(t), B(t))‖L2 + ‖∇(u(t), B(t))‖L2),

and the operators

Φn(u,B)(t) = e−tAα

Jnu0 +

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)Aα

P (JnB · ∇B − Jnu · ∇u)ds,

Ψn(u,B)(t) = e−tAβ

JnB0 +

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)Aβ

P (JnB · ∇u− Jnu · ∇B)ds.

Employing Lemma 2.2 and (25)-(27), we obtain that

‖e−tAα

Jnu0‖L2 + ‖∇e−tAα

Jnu0‖L2 + ‖e−tAβ

JnB0‖L2 + ‖∇e−tAβ

JnB0‖L2

≤ ‖u0‖L2 + ‖B0‖L2 + ‖e−tAα

A
1
2Jnu0‖L2 + ‖e−tAβ

A
1
2JnB0‖L2

≤ Cn(‖u0‖L2 + ‖B0‖L2) ≤
M

4
, (30)

provided that M is sufficiently large.
Therefore, for (u,B) ∈ XT , we use (25), (27) and Lemma 2.2 to produce

‖Φn(u,B)(t)‖L2 + ‖∇Φn(u,B)(t)‖L2

≤ ‖e−tAα

Jnu0‖L2 +

∫ t

0

‖e−(t−s)Aα

P (JnB · ∇B − Jnu · ∇u)‖L2ds

+‖∇e−tAα

Jnu0‖L2 +

∫ t

0

‖∇e−(t−s)Aα

P (JnB · ∇B − Jnu · ∇u)‖L2ds

≤
M

4
+ C

∫ t

0

(1 + (t− s)−
1
2α )(‖Jnu · ∇u‖L2 + ‖JnB · ∇B‖L2)ds

≤
M

4
+ C

∫ t

0

(1 + (t− s)−
1
2α )(‖Jnu‖L∞‖∇u‖L2 + ‖JnB‖L∞‖∇B‖L2)ds

≤
M

4
+ Cn(T + T 1− 1

2α )M2,

or

‖Φn(u,B)(t)‖L2 + ‖∇Φn(u,B)(t)‖L2 ≤
M

2
, (31)

for 0 < t ≤ T and T sufficiently small.

7



Similarly, for (u,B), (u′, B′) ∈ XT , we have the contraction property

‖Φn(u,B)(t)−Φn(u
′, B′)(t)‖L2 + ‖∇Φn(u,B)(t)−∇Φn(u

′, B′)(t)‖L2

≤ Cn(T + T 1− 1
2α )M‖(u,B)− (u′, B′)‖XT

≤
1

4
‖(u,B)− (u′, B′)‖XT

, (32)

when T is sufficiently small.
Arguing in the same manner, we have (31)-(32) with Φn replaced by

Ψn. Thus (Φn,Ψn) is a contraction operator mapping XT into itself, and
so (Φn,Ψn) admits a unique fixed point (un, Bn) ∈ XT satisfying integral
equations (28)-(29). We thus obtain local existence result. This integral
equation solution also solves the differential equations (23) and (24). This is
confirmed by the L2 theory of linear parabolic equation given by Simon [14],
which also ensures that

(un, Bn) ∈ L2
(

0, T ;D(Aα)×D(Aβ)
)

,

(∂tun, ∂tBn) ∈ L2
(

0, T ;L2
σ(Ω)

3 × L2
σ(Ω)

3
)

.

It is readily seem that the local solution can be extended globally, if

‖(un, Bn)‖XT
<∞, (33)

whenever (un, Bn) solves (23) and (24) on the open time interval [0, T ) for
T > 0. Indeed, taking the inner product of (23)-(24) with (un, Bn) and
integrating parts by the divergence free condition of Jnu and JnB, we have

〈∂tun, un〉+ 〈∂tBn, Bn〉+ 〈Aαun, un〉+ 〈AβBn, Bn〉 = 0. (34)

Hence, we have the energy inequality, after the integration with respect to t
and the use of (25),

‖un(t)‖
2
L2+‖Bn(t)‖

2
L2 + 2

∫ t

0

(‖A
α
2 un‖

2
L2 + ‖A

β
2Bn‖

2
L2)ds

≤ ‖Jnu0‖
2
L2 + ‖JnB0‖

2
L2 ≤ ‖u0‖

2
L2 + ‖B0‖

2
L2. (35)

This shows the uniform boundedness of ‖(un, Bn)(t)‖L2 .
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To obtain the boundedness of ‖∇(un, Bn)(t)‖L2, we apply (18), (27) and
(35) into (28)-(29) to produce

‖∇(un, Bn)(t)‖L2 ≤ Cn‖(u0, B0)‖L2

+Cn

∫ t

0

((t−s)−
1
2α +(t−s)−

1
2β)‖(un, Bn)‖L2‖∇(un, Bn)‖L2ds

≤ Cn + Cn

∫ t

0

((t− s)−
1
2α + (t− s)−

1
2β )‖∇(un, Bn)‖L2ds.

Hence, using the Gronwall inequality, we have the desired bound

‖∇(un, Bn)(t)‖L2 ≤ Cn exp(CnT
1− 1

2α + CnT
1− 1

2β ), 0 < t < T. (36)

Therefore, the combination of (35) and (36) gives (33). Thus the local solu-
tion (un, Bn) can be extended to the time interval [0, T ] for any T > 0. The
proof of Proposition 3.1 is complete.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. To obtain the weak solution existence, we need to
study the compactness of the sequence (un, Bn). For φ ∈ W

1,2
0,σ (Ω)

3, taking
the inner product of (28) with φ and integrating by parts, we have

〈∂tun, φ〉 = −〈Aαun, φ〉+ 〈JnBn · ∇Bn − Jnun · ∇un, φ〉

= −〈Aα− 1
2un,A

1
2φ〉 − 〈Jnun ⊗ un,∇φ〉+ 〈JnBn ⊗ Bn,∇φ〉

≤ (‖Aα− 1
2un‖L2 + ‖Jnun‖4‖un‖4 + ‖JnBn‖4‖Bn‖4)‖∇φ‖L2. (37)

It follows from Hölder inequality and Lemma 2.1 that

‖w‖L4 ≤ ‖w‖
1− 3

4κ

L2 ‖w‖
3
4κ

L1/( 12−
κ
3 )

≤ C‖w‖
1− 3

4κ

L2 ‖A
κ
2w‖

3
4κ

L2 , for κ >
3

4
. (38)

Therefore, by (25), (35) and an interpolation inequality, we see that (37)
becomes

‖∂tun‖W−1,2 ≤ C‖un‖
1
α
−1

L2 ‖A
α
2 un‖

2− 1
α

L2

+C‖un‖
2− 3

2α

L2 ‖A
α
2 un‖

3
2α

L2 + C‖Bn‖
2− 3

2β

L2 ‖A
β
2Bn‖

3
2β

L2

≤ C(‖A
α
2 un‖

2− 1
α

L2 + ‖A
α
2 un‖

3
2α

L2 + ‖A
β
2Bn‖

3
2β

L2 ). (39)

Arguing in the same manner as in the derivation of (39), we have

‖∂tBn‖W−1,2 ≤ C(‖A
β
2Bn‖

2− 1
β

L2 + ‖A
α
2 un‖

3
2α

L2 + ‖A
β
2Bn‖

3
2β

L2 ). (40)
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Thus, the combination of (35), (39) and (40) yields the boundedness of

∂tun, ∂tBn ∈ Lκ(0, T ;W−1,2(Ω)3) for κ = min{
2

2− 1
α

,
2

2− 1
β

,
4α

3
,
4β

3
} (41)

uniformly with respect to all n ≥ 1 for any fixed T > 0. It follows from (35)
that the sequence (un, Bn) is uniformly bounded with respect to integers
n ≥ 1 in the space

L∞(0, T ;L2
σ(Ω)

3 × L2
σ(Ω)

3) ∩ L2(0, T ;D(A
α
2 )×D(A

β
2 )). (42)

Therefore, (un, Bn) admits a subsequence, denoted again by (un, Bn), con-
verging to an element (u,B) in the space given by (42) in the following sense

(un, Bn) → (u,B) weak-star in L∞(0, T ;L2
σ(Ω)

3 × L2
σ(Ω)

3),

(un, Bn) → (u,B) weakly in L2(0, T ;D(A
α
2 )×D(A

β
2 )).

Furthermore, due to the compact result from Temam [15, Theorem 2.1 in
page 271], we see that

(un, Bn) → (u,B) strongly in L2(0, T ;L2(K)3 × L2(K)3),

for any compact set K ⊂ Ω. This convergence implies that (u,B) is a desired
weak solution solving (11) and (12).

The proof of Theorem 3.1 is complete.

3.2. Proof of assertion (13)

From the convergence of the sequence (un, Bn) in the previous subsection,
we see that

‖(u,B)(t)‖L2 ≤ lim inf
n→∞

‖(un, Bn)(t)‖L2 , (43)

for t > 0. Thus it suffices to show corresponding L2 decay estimates of the
approximate solutions (un, Bn) uniformly with respect to n ≥ 1. Therefore,
for simplicity of notation, we omit the subscript n for the approximate solu-
tions. Thus approximate equations (28) and (29) are rewritten, respectively,
as

u(t) = e−tAα

Jnu0 +

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)Aα

P (JnB · ∇B − Jnu · ∇u)ds, (44)

B(t) = e−tAβ

JnB0 +

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)Aβ

P (JnB · ∇u− Jnu · ∇B)ds. (45)
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According to the proof of (35), energy inequality (35) can be rephrased as

‖u(t)‖2L2 + ‖B(t)‖2L2 +

∫ t

s

(‖A
α
2 u(r)‖2L2 + ‖A

β
2B(r)‖2L2)dr

≤ ‖u(s)‖2L2 + ‖B(s)‖2L2, (46)

for 0 ≤ s < t.
Let us begin with the estimate of the nonlinear integrand of (44) in the

L2 norm. Applying the divergence-free property and integrating by parts,
we take a test function φ ∈ L2

σ(Ω)
3 to obtain

〈e−tAα

P (JnB · ∇B − Jnu · ∇u), φ〉

= 〈Jnu⊗ u,∇e−tAα

φ〉 − 〈JnB ⊗B,∇e−tAα

φ〉, (47)

Applying Hölder inequality to the previous identity and employing the esti-
mates (18), (25) and (38), we have

‖e−tAα

P (JnB · ∇B − Jnu · ∇u)‖L2

≤ Ct−
1
2α (‖Jnu‖L4‖u‖L4 + ‖JnB‖L4‖B‖L4)

≤ Ct−
1
2α (‖u‖

2− 3
2α

L2 ‖A
α
2 u‖

3
2α

L2 + ‖B‖
2− 3

2β

L2 ‖A
β
2B‖

3
2β

L2 ). (48)

With the application of (48), the L2 estimate of (44) becomes

‖u(t)‖L2 − ‖e−tAα

u0‖L2 (49)

≤ C

∫ t

0

(t− s)−
1
2α (‖u(s)‖

2− 3
2α

L2 ‖A
α
2 u(s)‖

3
2α

L2 + ‖B(s)‖
2− 3

2β

L2 ‖A
β
2B(s)‖

3
2β

L2 )ds.

Arguing in the same manner with the derivation of (49), we have the L2

estimate of (45) derived as

‖B(t)‖L2 − ‖e−tAβ

B0‖L2 (50)

≤ C

∫ t

0

(t− s)−
1
2β ‖u(s)‖

1− 3
4α

L2 ‖A
α
2 u(s)‖

3
4α

L2‖B(s)‖
1− 3

4β

L2 ‖A
β
2B(s)‖

3
4β

L2ds.

Integrating (49)-(50) respectively, we have
∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖L2ds+

∫ t

0

‖B(s)‖L2ds−

∫ t

0

‖e−sAα

u0‖L2ds−

∫ t

0

‖e−sAβ

B0‖L2ds

≤C

∫ t

0

∫ r

0

(r−s)−
1
2α (‖u(s)‖

2− 3
2α

L2 ‖A
α
2 u(s)‖

3
2α

L2 +‖B(s)‖
2− 3

2β

L2 ‖A
β
2B(s)‖

3
2β

L2 )dsdr

+ C

∫ t

0

∫ r

0

(r − s)−
1
2β ‖u(s)‖

1− 3
4α

L2 ‖A
α
2 u(s)‖

3
4α

L2‖B(s)‖
1− 3

4β

L2 ‖A
β
2B(s)‖

3
4β

L2dsdr.
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After changing the integration order and integrating with respect to r, we
have
∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖L2ds+

∫ t

0

‖B(s)‖L2ds−

∫ t

0

‖e−sAα

u0‖L2ds−

∫ t

0

‖e−sAβ

B0‖L2ds

≤ Ct1−
1
2α

∫ t

0

(‖u(s)‖
2− 3

2α

L2 ‖A
α
2 u(s)‖

3
2α

L2 + ‖B(s)‖
2− 3

2β

L2 ‖A
β
2B(s)‖

3
2β

L2 )ds

+ Ct1−
1
2β

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖
1− 3

4α

L2 ‖A
α
2 u(s)‖

3
4α

L2 ‖B(s)‖
1− 3

4β

L2 ‖A
β
2B(s)‖

3
4β

L2ds. (51)

By using Hölder inequality in (51) and then taking energy inequality (46)
into account, the L2 estimate becomes

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖L2ds+

∫ t

0

‖B(s)‖L2ds−

∫ t

0

‖e−sAα

u0‖L2ds−

∫ t

0

‖e−sAβ

B0‖L2ds

≤ Ct1−
1
2α t1−

3
4α

(
∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖
8α
3
−2

L2 ‖A
α
2 u(s)‖2L2ds

)

3
4α

+ Ct1−
1
2α t

1− 3
4β

(
∫ t

0

‖B(s)‖
8β
3
−2

L2 ‖A
β
2B(s)‖2L2ds

)

3
4β

+ Ct
1− 1

2β t
1− 3

8α
− 3

8β

(
∫ t

0

‖u‖
8α
3
−2

L2 ‖A
α
2 u‖2L2ds

)

3
8α
(
∫ t

0

‖B‖
8β
3
−2

L2 ‖A
β
2B‖2L2ds

)

3
8β

≤ C[t2−
5
4α + t2−

1
2α

− 3
4β + t2−

3
8α

− 7
8β ]‖(u0, B0)‖

2
L2 . (52)

On the other hand, it follows from (46) that

‖(u,B)(t)‖L2 ≤
1

t

∫ t

0

‖(u,B)(s)‖L2ds. (53)

Therefore, equation (52) becomes

‖(u,B)(t)‖L2 ≤
1

t

∫ t

0

‖e−sAα

u0‖L2ds+
1

t

∫ t

0

‖e−sAβ

B0‖L2ds

+ C(t1−
5
4α + t

1− 1
2α

− 3
4β + t

1− 3
8α

− 7
8β )

≤
1

t

∫ t

0

‖e−sAα

u0‖L2ds+
1

t

∫ t

0

‖e−sAβ

B0‖L2ds+ Ct−
1
4α , (54)
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since t > 1 is assumed due to the energy inequality (46) and

5

4α
− 1 ≥

1

4α
,

1

2α
+

3

4β
− 1 ≥

1

4α
,

3

8α
+

7

4β
− 1 ≥

1

4α
, (55)

due to α, β ≤ 1. This shows the desired L2 decay (13) due to Lemma 2.2.

3.3. Proof of assertion (15)

By assumption (14), equation (54) implies

‖(u,B)(t)‖L2 ≤ Ct−γ + Ct−
1
4α . (56)

Here, we only consider the case t ≥ 1, due to the uniform bound

‖(u,B)(t)‖L2 ≤ ‖(u0, B0)‖L2

given by (46). Hence, we obtain (15) when γ ≤ 1
4α
.

For γ > 1
4α
, since 1 ≥ α > 3

4
, we set p, q, r > 1 so that

1

p
+

3

4α
= 1,

1

q
+

3

4β
= 1,

1

r
+

3

8α
+

3

8β
= 1. (57)

By (14), (53), (46) and Hölder inequality , estimate (51) becomes

‖(u,B)(t)‖L2

≤ Ct−γ + Ct−
1
2α

(
∫ t

0

‖u‖
(2− 3

2α
)p

L2 ds

)

1
p
(
∫ t

0

‖A
α
2 u‖2L2ds

)

3
4α

+ Ct−
1
2α

(
∫ t

0

‖B‖
(2− 3

2β
)q

L2 ds

)

1
q
(
∫ t

0

‖A
β
2B‖2L2ds

)

3
4β

+ Ct−
1
2β (

∫ t

0

‖u‖
(1− 3

4α
)r

L2 ‖B‖
(1− 3

4β
)r

L2 ds)
1
r (

∫ t

0

‖A
α
2 u‖2L2ds)

3
8α (

∫ t

0

‖A
β
2B‖2L2ds)

3
8β

≤ Ct−γ + Ct−
1
2α

(
∫ t

0

‖u‖
(2− 3

2α
)p

L2 ds

)

1
p

+ Ct−
1
2α

(
∫ t

0

‖B‖
(2− 3

2β
)q

L2 ds

)

1
q

+ Ct−
1
2β

(
∫ t

0

‖u‖
(1− 3

4α
)r

L2 ‖B‖
(1− 3

4β
)r

L2 ds

)

1
r

. (58)

The desired decay estimate will be derived by a boot strap iteration
scheme. To do so, we begin with the step γ1 =

1
4α

so that

‖(u,B)(t)‖L2 ≤ Ct−γ1 . (59)
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Assuming the existence of γn so that 0 < γn < γ ≤ 1
2
for a positive integer n

and there holds the decay estimate

‖(u,B)(t)‖L2 ≤ Ct−γn , (60)

we will show that the previous estimate can be upgrade to the one involving
a power to be defined as −γn+1. Indeed, the application of (57) and (60) into
(58), we have

‖(u,B)(t)‖L2

≤ Ct−γ+Ct−
1
2α

(
∫ t

0

s−γn(2−
3
2α

)pds

)

1
p

+Ct−
1
2α

(
∫ t

0

s
−γn(2−

3
2β

)q
ds

)

1
q

+ Ct
− 1

2β

(
∫ t

0

s−γn(1−
3
4α

)rs
−γn(1−

3
4β

)r
ds

)

1
r

≤ C[t−γ + t−
1
2α (t

1
p
−γn(2−

3
2α

) + t
1
q
−γn(2−

3
2β

)) + t−
1
2β t

1
r
−γn(2−

3
4α

− 3
4β

)]

= C[t−γ+t1−
5
4α

−γn(2−
3
2α

)+t1−
2
4α

− 3
4β

−γn(2−
3
2β

)+t1−
3
8α

− 7
8β

−γn(2−
3
4α

− 3
4β

)], (61)

since 0 < 2γn < 1, α, β > 3
4
and

γn(2−
3

2α
)p = γn(2−

3

2β
)q = γn(2−

3

4α
−

3

4β
)r = 2γn < 1.

due to (57). Rewrite (61) as

‖(u,B)(t)‖L2 ≤ C(t−γ + t−an + t−bn + t−cn), (62)

with

an = (
5

4α
− 1) + γn(2−

3

2α
),

bn = (
2

4α
+

3

4β
− 1) + γn(2−

3

2β
),

cn =
3

8α
+

7

8β
− 1 + γn(2−

3

4α
−

3

4β
).

We see that

an − bn =
3

4α
−

3

4β
− 2γn(

3

4α
−

3

4β
) =

3

4
(
1

α
−

1

β
)(1− 2γn), (63)

an − cn =
7

8α
−

7

8β
− γn(

3

4α
−

3

4β
) =

3

4
(
1

α
−

1

β
)(
7

6
− γn), (64)

bn − cn =
1

8α
−

1

8β
+ γn(

3

4α
−

3

4β
) =

3

4
(
1

α
−

1

β
)(
1

6
+ γn). (65)
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This implies

an ≥ bn ≥ cn, when
1

α
−

1

β
> 0.

Hence we set

γn+1 = cn, for
1

α
−

1

β
> 0. (66)

This together with (62) gives

‖(u,B)(t)‖L2 ≤ Ct−γ + Ct−γn+1 . (67)

The definition of γn+1 shows

γn+1 = (
3

8α
+

7

8β
− 1)

n−1
∑

m=0

(2−
3

4α
−

3

4β
)m + γ1(2−

3

4α
−

3

4β
)n.

The limit of this summation is, as n→ ∞,

3
8α

+ 7
8β

− 1

1− (2− 3
4α

− 3
4β
)
=

3
8α

+ 7
8β

− 1
3
4α

+ 3
4β

− 1

{

= 1
2
, when β = 1,

> 1
2
, when β < 1.

Hence, there is a positive integer n0 so that γn0+1 ≥ γ. Thus (67) becomes

‖(u,B)(t)‖L2 ≤ Ct−γ + Ct−γn0+1 ≤ Ct−γ. (68)

On the other hand, when 1
α
− 1

β
≤ 0, we see from (63)-(65) that

an ≤ bn ≤ cn. (69)

We thus define γn+1 = an and so

γn+1 = (
5

4α
− 1) + γn(2−

3

2α
)

= (
5

4α
− 1)

n−1
∑

m=0

(2−
3

2α
)m + γ1(2−

3

2α
)n.

The limit of this summation is, as n→ ∞,

(
5

4α
− 1)

∞
∑

m=0

(2−
3

2α
)m =

5− 4α

6− 4α

{

= 1
2
, when α = 1,

> 1
2
, when α < 1.

(70)
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This together with (62) and (69) implies the existence of an integer n0 ≥ 1
so that γn0+1 ≥ γ and hence

‖(u,B)(t)‖L2 ≤ C(t−γ + t−γn0+1) ≤ Ct−γ . (71)

This gives (15) and completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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