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THE NON-CONSERVATIVE COMPRESSIBLE TWO-FLUID SYSTEM WITH

COMMON PRESSURE: GLOBAL EXISTENCE AND SHARP TIME

ASYMPTOTICS

LING-YUN SHOU, JIAYAN WU, LEI YAO, AND YINGHUI ZHANG*

Abstract. This paper concerns the global-in-time evolution of a generic compressible two-
fluid model in R

d (d ≥ 3) with the common pressure law. Due to the non-dissipative properties
for densities and two different particle paths caused by velocities, the system lacks the usual
symmetry structure and is partially dissipative in the sense that the Shizuta-Kawashima con-
dition is violated, which makes it challenging to study its large-time stability. By developing
a pure energy method in the framework of Besov spaces, we succeed in constructing a unique
global classical solution to the Cauchy problem when the initial data are close to their constant
equilibria. Compared to the previous related works, the main novelty lies in that our method
is independent of the spectral analysis and does not rely on the L

1 smallness of the initial
data. Furthermore, if additionally the initial perturbation is bounded in Ḃ

σ0
2,∞ type spaces

with lower regularity, the optimal time convergence rates are also obtained. In particular, the
asymptotic convergence of the non-dissipative components toward their equilibrium states is
first characterized.

1. Introduction.

1.1. Background and motivation. Multi-fluids are not only prevalent in nature but also play
an important role in various industrial applications, such as nuclear power, chemical processing,
oil and gas manufacturing. Although multi-fluid systems share certain similarities with single-
fluid models, they exhibit strong interactions and possess more complex structures, leading to
rich and distinct phenomena and posing significant challenges to the study of their dynamics.

In this paper, we consider the following two-fluid system modeling compressible fluids in R
d

(d ≥ 3): 



∂t(α
+ρ+) + div (α+ρ+u+) = 0,

∂t(α
+ρ+u+) + div (α+ρ+u+ ⊗ u+) + α+∇P+(ρ+) = div (α+τ+),

∂t(α
−ρ−) + div (α−ρ−u−) = 0,

∂t(α
−ρ−u−) + div (α−ρ−u− ⊗ u−) + α−∇P−(ρ−) = div (α−τ−),

(1.1)

where α+ ∈ [0, 1] and α− ∈ [0, 1] are the volume fractions of the fluids + and −, respectively,
satisfying α+ + α− = 1; ρ±(x, t) ≥ 0, u±(x, t) and P±(ρ±) denote the density, velocity and
pressure function of each phase, respectively. Moreover, τ± is the viscous stress tensor

τ± := µ±
(
∇u± +∇tu±

)
+ λ±div u±Id, (1.2)

where the constants µ± and λ± are shear and bulk viscosity coefficients satisfying the physical
restrictions

µ± > 0, 2µ± + dλ± ≥ 0. (1.3)
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The pressure function P± is assumed to be the general term

P±(s) ∈ C∞(R+), ∂sP
±(s) > 0 for s > 0. (1.4)

subject to the condition

P = P+(ρ+) = P−(ρ−). (1.5)

We are concerned with the Cauchy problem of the system (1.1) subject to the initial data

(α±, ρ±, u±)(x, 0) = (α±
0 , ρ

±
0 , u

±
0 )(x) → (ᾱ±, ρ̄±, 0), |x| → ∞, (1.6)

We also give the initial value of P :

P (x, 0) = P0(x) with P0 := P+(ρ+0 ) = P−(ρ−0 ). (1.7)

Here, ᾱ± and ρ̄± are positive constants fulfilling

P̄ = P̄+ = P̄− with P̄± := P±(ρ̄±). (1.8)

The system (1.1) is known as a two-fluid flow model with algebraic closure. For more infor-
mation about this model, we refer to [4, 5, 14, 16, 18] and references therein. Particularly, a nice
summary of the equations (1.1) was given in the introduction of Bresch–Desjardins –Ghidaglia–
Grenier [4], where they considered the case of density–dependent viscosities and capillary effects.
More specifically, they made the following assumptions:

• inclusion of density–dependent viscosities of the form (1.3) where µ±(ρ) = ν±ρ± and
λ±(ρ±) = 0;

• inclusion of a third order derivative of α±ρ±, which are so-called internal capillary forces
represented by the well-known Korteweg model on each phase.

When P±(ρ±) = A±(ρ±)γ
±

with A± > 0 and 1 < γ± < 6, they established global existence of
weak solutions in the 3D periodic domain. Later, Cui–Wang–Yao–Zhu [10] combined a detailed
analysis of the Green function to the linearized system with delicate energy estimates to the
nonlinear system to prove time-decay rates of classical solutions for the three-dimensional Cauchy
problem when the initial data are near their equilibria. Recently, Wu-Yao-Zhang [27] investigated
the stability and instability of the constant equilibrium state for the three-dimensional Cauchy
problem. It should be remarked that the internal capillary forces played an essential role in the
analysis of [4, 10, 27]. On the other hand, Evje–Wang–Wen [14] studied the two–fluid model (1.1)
with unequal pressures. More precisely, the following assumptions on pressures are made:

P+(ρ+)− P−(ρ−) = (ρ+)γ̄
+ − (ρ−)γ̄

−

= f(α−ρ−), (1.9)

where f is the so–called capillary pressure which belongs to C3([0,∞)), and is a strictly decreasing
function near the equilibrium satisfying

− s2−(1, 1)

α−(1, 1)
< f ′(1) <

η̄ − s2−(1, 1)

α−(1, 1)
< 0, (1.10)

where η̄ is a positive, small fixed constant, and s2± := dP±

dρ± (ρ+) represents sound speed of each

phase. Under the assumptions (1.9) and (1.10) on pressures, they obtained global existence
and decay rates of strong solutions when the initial data are close to their equilibria. Based
on results of [14], Wang–Wen–Yao [24] proved global well–posedness and exponential stability
for the initial boundary value problem. However, as indicated by the authors in [14] and [24],
assumptions (1.9) and (1.10) played a key role in their analysis and appeared to have an essential
stabilization effect on the model in question. For the case that the capillary pressure is a strictly
increasing function near equilibrium, namely f ′(1) > 0, the authors in [26] showed that the
constant equilibrium state of the two–fluid model (1.1) with unequal pressures is globally linearly
unstable and locally nonlinearly unstable in the sense of Hadamard. For the two–fluid model (1.1)
with common pressure (i.e. f ≡ 0) and without capillary effects, Bresch–Huang–Li [5] obtained
global existence of weak solutions and studied the vanishing of vacuum states for general initial
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data in the spatial real line when γ± > 1 by taking advantage of the fine embedding properties
in the one space dimension. However, it is difficult to study the global large-data weak solutions
for the multi-dimensional problem due to the lack of integrability of densities. Recently, by
exploiting the dissipation structure of the model and making full use of several key observations,
the authors in [28] first proved global existence and large-time behavior of classical solutions to
the 3D compressible two–fluid model with common pressure and without capillary effects when
L1 ∩H3-norm of the initial perturbation is sufficiently small. Very recently, based on this work,
the authors in [23] established the validity of the vanishing capillary limit.

In conclusion, due to the partially dissipation structure and the non-symmetric property of
the system (1.1), up to now, the global well-posedness result of [28] is the only one work on the
system (1.1). However, it should be mentioned that the analysis of [28] relies heavily on the L1

smallness of the initial perturbation. Indeed, the L1 smallness assumption ensures sufficiently fast
decay rates of the velocities, which play a key role in controlling the nonlinear terms involving
non-dissipative components, such as α±ρ±. To achieve these decay rates and enclose uniform
a priori estimates, the authors [28] combine energy methods with spectral analysis. Therefore,
a natural and important problem is to study what will happen about the global existence and
large-time stability of solutions for the system (1.1) when the initial data belong only to Lp with
some 1 < p ≤ 2. The main purpose of this paper is to give a positive answer to this issue. More
precisely, our main goal is to show the global existence and large-time stability of solutions for
the system (1.1) in R

d (d ≥ 3) supplemented with initial data close to a constant equilibrium in a
“minimal” regularity space based on the Littlewood-Paley theorem. Our method is independent
of the spectral analysis and does not rely on the L1 smallness assumption. Particularly, our main
results can be summarized as follows:

• When the initial perturbation is close to the equilibrium in Ḃ
d/2−2
2,1 ∩ Ḃ

d/2+1
2,1 (in the case

d = 3, this is weaker than Lp(R3)∩Hs(R3) with 1 < p < 3/2 and s = 5/2), we construct
a unique global solution to the Cauchy problem for (1.1) and derive some qualitative
L1 time integrability estimates of the dissipative components (P − P̄ , u+, u−) via a pure
energy argument.

• Under the additional assumption that the initial perturbation is bounded in Ḃσ0
2,1 with

−d/2 ≤ σ0 < d/2 − 2, which embeds into Lp(R3) (1 ≤ p < 3/2) for d = 3, we establish
optimal time convergence rates of the global solution to its equilibrium.

• When the Ḃσ0
2,∞-norm of the initial perturbation is sufficiently small, we derive higher-

order optimal time convergence rates. In addition, we prove the asymptotic stability of
the profile for the non-dissipative component α±ρ±, which is totally new as compared to
[28].

1.2. Main results. We define the energy functional

E(t) =‖α+ρ+ − ᾱ+ρ̄+‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
+ ‖P − P̄‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )

+ ‖(u+, u−)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
,

(1.11)

and the corresponding dissipation functional

D(t) =‖P − P̄‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖(u+, u−)‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )∩L̃2
t (Ḃ

d
2
+2

2,1 )
+ ‖div v‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
, (1.12)

where v is the two-phase effective velocity

v = (2µ+ + λ+)u+ − (2µ− + λ−)u−. (1.13)

Accordingly, the initial energy functional E0 is given by

E0 =‖α+
0 ρ

+
0 − ᾱ+ρ̄+‖

Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1

+ ‖P0 − P̄‖
Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
2,1

+ ‖(u+
0 , u

−
0 )‖

Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1

. (1.14)
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Since ρ± is determined by the common pressure P and α± depends only on α+ρ+ and P , one
can recover the information of (α±, ρ±) from E(t). Now, we are in a position to state our main
results.

Theorem 1.1. For any d ≥ 3, there exists a constant ε0 > 0 such that if the initial data fulfill

E0 ≤ ε0, (1.15)

then the Cauchy problem (1.1)–(1.8) admits a unique global strong solution (α+, α−, ρ+, ρ−, u+, u−)
satisfying





α± − ᾱ± ∈ C(R+; Ḃ
d
2−1
2,1 ∩ Ḃ

d
2+1
2,1 ),

(ρ± − ρ̄±, P − P̄ ) ∈ C(R+; Ḃ
d
2−2
2,1 ∩ Ḃ

d
2+1
2,1 ) ∩ L1(R+; Ḃ

d
2
2,1),

u± ∈ C(R+; Ḃ
d
2−2
2,1 ∩ Ḃ

d
2+1
2,1 ) ∩ L1(R+; Ḃ

d
2
2,1 ∩ Ḃ

d
2+1
2,1 ) ∩ L2(R+; Ḃ

d
2+2
2,1 ),

div v ∈ L1(R+; Ḃ
d
2+1
2,1 ),

(1.16)

and

E(t) +
∫ t

0

D(τ)dτ ≤ CE0, t ∈ R
+, (1.17)

for C > 0 a constant independent of time.

Remark 1.1. The partially dissipative structure and the non-symmetric property of the system
(1.1) lead to main difficulties in establishing uniform a priori estimates. In order to overcome these
difficulties, the authors in [28] used the Green functional analysis of the linearized system and
the two-phase effective velocity v given in (1.13) by resorting to the smallness of the perturbation
in L1(R3) ∩ H3(R3). Particularly, as mentioned before, the L1 smallness assumption played a
key role in the analysis of [28]. However, since the L1 smallness assumption is absent in our
case, it requires us to develop new thoughts. More precisely, in Theorem 1.1, we prove a new
global existence result for (1.1) and establish quantitative regularity estimates of solutions by
developing a pure energy method in the framework of Besov spaces. More specifically, based
on the Littlewood-Paley theorem and the use of Ḃσ

2,1 type norms, the L1 time integrability

(dissipation) estimates of u±, P − P̄ and v are obtained. Therefore, we succeed in removing the
L1 smallness assumption to close the energy estimates by a pure energy method. In fact, in the
case d = 3, one observes the following chain of embeddings:

L1(R3) ∩H3(R3) →֒ Lp(R3) ∩Hs(R3)(1 < p <
3

2
, s >

5

2
) →֒ Ḃ

− 1
2

2,1 ∩ Ḃ
5
2
2,1.

Remark 1.2. Note that the two-phase effective velocity v processes a dissipation regularity:

div v ∈ L1(R+; Ḃ
d/2+1
2,1 ), which is higher than the L1(R+; Ḃ

d/2−1
2,1 ∩ Ḃ

d/2
2,1 ) regularity of div u±

and plays a key role in our analysis. In addition, we observe that a regularity-loss phenomenon

appears in the dissipative structure, i.e. the Ḃ
d/2+1
2,1 regularity of the pressure P − P̄ can be

propagated globally in time; however, its dissipation regularity L1(R+; Ḃ
d/2
2,1 ) exhibits a lower

order index d/2.

Moreover, we have the optimal decay rates of the global solution to the Cauchy problem (1.45)

if the low-frequency part of the initial data is further bounded in Ḃσ0
2,∞ for σ0 ∈ [−d/2, d/2− 2)

as follows:

Theorem 1.2. For any d ≥ 3, let the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 hold, and (α+, α−, ρ+, ρ−, u+, u−)
be the corresponding global strong solution to the Cauchy problem (1.45) given by Theorem 1.1.

If the initial data further satisfy its low frequency part

(P0 − P̄ , u+
0 , u

−
0 )

ℓ ∈ Ḃσ0
2,∞, for σ0 ∈

[
−d

2
,
d

2
− 2

)
, (1.18)
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then it holds for any t > 1 that

‖(P − P̄ , u+, u−)(t)‖Ḃσ
2,1

≤ Cδ0(1 + t)−
1
2 (σ−σ0), σ ∈

(
σ0,

d

2
− 2

]
, (1.19)

‖(P − P̄ )(t)‖Ḃσ
2,1

≤ Cδ0(1 + t)−
1
2 (

d
2−2−σ0), σ ∈

(
d

2
− 2,

d

2

]
, (1.20)

‖(u+, u−)(t)‖Ḃσ
2,1

≤ Cδ0(1 + t)−
1
2 (

d
2−2−σ0), σ ∈

(
d

2
− 2,

d

2
+ 1

]
(1.21)

with a constant C > 0 independent of time and δ0 := ‖(P0 − P̄ , u+
0 , u

−
0 )

ℓ‖Ḃσ0
2,∞

+ E0.

When the smallness of the low-frequency part of the initial data in Ḃσ0
2,∞ is proposed, we can

also get the optimal time-decay rates of the global solution to the Cauchy problem.

Theorem 1.3. For any d ≥ 3, let the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 hold, and (α+, α−, ρ+, ρ−, u+, u−)
be the corresponding global strong solution to the Cauchy problem (1.45) given by Theorem 1.1.

There exists a constant ε1 such that if

δ1 := ‖α+
0 ρ

+
0 − ᾱ+ρ̄+0 ‖Ḃσ0+1

2,∞
+ ‖(P0 − P̄ , u+

0 , u
−
0 )

ℓ‖Ḃσ0
2,∞

≤ ε1, for σ0 ∈
[
−d

2
,
d

2

)
, (1.22)

then it holds for any t > 1 and 0 < ε << d
2 − 2− σ0 that

‖(P − P̄ , u+, u−)(t)‖Ḃσ
2,1

≤ Cδ1(1 + t)−
1
2 (σ−σ0), σ ∈

(
σ0,

d

2
− ε

]
, (1.23)

‖(P − P̄ )(t)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

+ ‖(u+, u−)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1

≤ Cδ1(1 + t)−
1
2 (

d
2−σ0−ε), (1.24)

‖(α+ρ+ −R+
∞, α−ρ− −R−

∞)(t)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

≤ Cδ1(1 + t)−
1
2 (

d
2−2−σ0−ε), (1.25)

with a constant C > 0 independent of time and the profile R±
∞ = R±

∞(x) is given by

R±
∞(x) := α±

0 ρ
±
0 (x) −

∫ ∞

0

div (α±ρ±u±)(t, x) dt. (1.26)

Remark 1.3. Due to the embedding Ḃσ0
2,∞ →֒ Lq(Rd) with σ0 ∈ [−d/2, d/2 − 2) and q =

2d/(d−2σ0) ∈ [1, d/2) Theorems 1.2–1.3 provide optimal time convergence rates for more general

initial data. In fact, the assumption Ḃσ0
2,∞ seems to be sharp (see [2, 3]). In particular, in the case

σ0 = −d/2, by (1.23)–(1.25) and an interpolation argument, we can recover the classical optimal
time convergence estimates in Sobolev spaces subject to the L1 assumption:

‖Λσ(P − P̄ , u+, u−)(t)‖Lp . (1 + t)−
1
2 (σ+d− d

p ), −d

2
< σ +

d

2
− d

p
<

d

2
, p ≥ 2,

and the almost optimal time convergence rate in the L∞ sense:

‖(P − P̄ , u+, u−)(t)‖L∞ . (1 + t)−
d
2+ε,

‖(α±ρ± −R±
∞)(t)‖L∞ . (1 + t)−

d
2+1+ε

for any 0 < ε << 1.

Remark 1.4. Although α±ρ± has no dissipation effect around the constant equilibrium state 1,
inspired by the work of Danchin [12] on the large-time behavior of viscous pressureless flows, we

establish the convergence rate (1 + t)−
1
2 (d/2−2−σ0−ε) of α±ρ± to the profile R±

∞. The shape and
asymptotic stability of the profiles R±

∞ are new in the study of the two-fluid model (1.1).
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1.3. Reformulation. Owing to the relation between the pressures of (1.1)3, one has

dP = s2+dρ
+ = s2−dρ

−, (1.27)

where s2+ = dP+

dρ+ (ρ+) > 0 and s2− = dP−

dρ− (ρ−) > 0, respectively, represent the sound speed of the

phases + and −. Following [4], we use the notation of fraction density R±, which is given by

R± := α±ρ±. (1.28)

Together with α+ + α− = 1, this implies that

dρ+ =
1

α+
(dR+ − ρ+dα+), dρ− =

1

α−
(dR− + ρ−dα−). (1.29)

In view of (1.27) and (1.28), one also has

dα+ =
α−s2+

α−ρ+s2+ + α+ρ−s2−
dR+ − α+s2−

α−ρ−s2+ + α+ρ−s2−
dR−. (1.30)

Consequently, substituting (1.30) into (1.27) leads to

dρ± =
ρ+ρ−s2±

R−(ρ+)2s2+ +R+(ρ−)2s2−
(ρ−dR+ + ρ+dR−). (1.31)

In addition, owing to (1.27) and (1.31), one can recover the common pressure differential dP as

dP = C(ρ−dR+ + ρ+dR−), (1.32)

where

C :=
s2−s

2
+

α−ρ+s2+ + α+ρ−s2−
. (1.33)

Since α+ + α− = 1, we know that

R+

ρ+
+

R−

ρ−
= 1, (1.34)

which implies

R− =
ρ−(ρ+ −R+)

ρ+
=

π−(P )(π+(P )−R+)

π+(P )
. (1.35)

Due to the inverse function theorem, π±(P ) exists for all P > 0 such that ρ± = π±(P ). Using
(1.5) and (1.28), we can represent α+ as

α+ = α+(R+, P ) = R+

π+(P ) , α− = α−(R+, P ) = 1− R+

π+(P ) . (1.36)

Therefore, one can recover the desired bounds for α±, ρ± and R− once we establish the estimates
of R+ and P . In particular, we know C = C(R+, P ).

On the other hand, one also can represent α±, ρ± and P in terms of (R+, R−). Indeed, note
that (1.5) and (1.35) ensure that

Ψ(ρ+, R+, R−) := P+(ρ+)− P−
( R−ρ

−

ρ+ −R+

)
= 0. (1.37)

Differentiating the above equation with respect to ρ+ gives

∂ρ+Ψ(ρ+, R+, R−) := s2+ + s2−
R−R+

(ρ+ −R+
)2 > 0.
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As a consequence of the implicit function theorem, ρ+ = ρ+(R+, R−) is the unique solution of
the ODE (1.37). Thus, it holds that






ρ+ = ρ+(R+, R−),

ρ− = ρ−(R+, R−) =
R−ρ+(R+, R−)

ρ+(R+, R−)
,

P = P (R+, R−) = P+(ρ+(R+, R−)),

α+ = α+(R+, R−) =
R+

ρ+(R+, R−)
,

α− = α−(R+, R−) = 1− α−(R+, R−).

(1.38)

Thus, we can also recover the bounds for α±, ρ± and P once the estimates of (R+, θ) have been
obtained.

Next, we give some reformulations of the original system (1.1). For brevity, in what follows we
set the background doping profile

ᾱ±ρ̄± = 1.

Denote

n± = R± − 1, θ = P − P̄ , (1.39)

and its initial values

n±
0 = α±

0 ρ
±
0 − 1, θ0 = P0 − P̄ . (1.40)

Then, the system (1.1) can be written as




∂tn
+ + u+ · ∇n+ + (1 + n+)div u+ = 0,

∂tn
− + u− · ∇n− + (1 + n−)div u− = 0,

∂tu
+ + u+ · ∇u+ + M1

ρ+ ∇n+ + M2

ρ+ ∇n− − ν+1 ∆u+ − ν+2 ∇div u+ = H+,

∂tu
− + u− · ∇u− + M1

ρ− ∇n+ + M2

ρ− ∇n− − ν−1 ∆u− − ν−2 ∇div u− = H−,

(n+, n−, u+, u−)|t=0 = (n+
0 , n

−, u+
0 , u

−
0 ),

(1.41)

where we used the notations

ν±1 =
µ±

ρ̄±
, ν±2 =

µ± + λ±

ρ̄±
, (1.42)

and 




M1 = Cρ−, M2 = Cρ+,

H± = g±1 (θ)∆u± + g±2 (θ)div u
± +

µ±(∇u± +∇tu±) · ∇α±

R+
+

λ±div u±∇α±

R±
,

g±1 (θ) =
µ±

ρ±
− ν±1 , g±2 (θ) =

µ± + λ±

ρ±
− ν±2 .

(1.43)

Note that both n+ and n− have no dissipation; however, θ = P − P̄ can be viewed as a
dissipative variable. To capture the dissipation of (θ, u+, u−), we use (1.32) and rewrite the
system (1.1) as follows:






∂tR
+ + div (R+u+) = 0,

∂tP + Cρ−div (R+u+) + Cρ+div (R−u−) = 0,
∂t(R

+u+) + div (R+u+ ⊗ u+) + α+∇P

= div
(
α+

(
µ+(∇u+ +∇⊤u+) + λ+div u+Id

))
,

∂t(R
−u−) + div (R−u− ⊗ u−) + α−∇P

= div
(
α−

(
µ−(∇u− +∇⊤u−) + λ−div u−Id

))
.

(1.44)
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The linearization of (1.44) reads





∂tn
+ + div u+ = −div (n+u+),

∂tθ + β+
1 div u

+ + β−
1 divu− = F1,

∂tu
+ + β+

2 ∇θ − ν+1 ∆u+ − ν+2 ∇div u+ = F+
2 ,

∂tu
− + β−

2 ∇θ − ν−1 ∆u− − ν−2 ∇div u− = F−
2 ,

(n+, θ, u+, u−)|t=0 = (n+
0 , n

−
0 , u

+
0 , u

−
0 ),

(1.45)

where the terms F1 and F±
2 are given by






F1 = −g+3 (n
+, θ)div u+ − g−3 (n

+, θ)div u−

− C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )ρ−u+ · ∇n+ − C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )ρ+u− · ∇n−,

F±
2 = −u± · ∇u± − g±4 (θ)∇θ + g±1 (θ)∆u± + g±2 (θ)∇div u±,

+
µ±(∇u± +∇⊤u±) · ∇α±

R±
+

λ±div u±∇α±

R±
,

(1.46)

where we defined the constants

β±
1 = C(1, P̄ )ρ̄±, β±

2 =
1

ρ̄±
, (1.47)

and the nonlinear functions g±i (1 ≤ i ≤ 4)




g+3 (n
+, θ) = C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )ρ−R+ − β+

1 ,

g−3 (n
+, θ) = C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )ρ+R− − β−

1 ,

g±4 (θ) =
1

ρ±
− β±

2 .

(1.48)

1.4. Difficulties and strategies. To investigate the global stability of solutions to the two-
fluid system (1.1), one employs techniques derived from partially dissipative hyperbolic-parabolic
systems

∂tW +

d∑

i=1

Ai(W )∂xiW −
d∑

i,j=1

∂xj

(
Bi,j(W )∂xiW

)
= Q(W ), (1.49)

where W ∈ R
n (n ≥ 2) is the unknown. These models describe the dynamics of physical systems

out of thermodynamic equilibrium, a common scenario in gas dynamics, where the dissipative
effect from the parabolic term does not affect all components of the unknownW ∈ R

n. To promise
its global stability, Shizuta and Kawashima [22] introduced a celebrated stability condition, called
the Shizuta-Kawashima (SK) condition, to characterize the interactions from the coupling of the
matricesAi andBi,j . Yong [31] formulated the notion of entropy, which provides a symmetrization
of Ai and extends these results to more general quasilinear systems. Qu and Wang [19] established
a global existence result for partially dissipative symmetric systems in Sobolev spaces, where
exactly one eigen-family is allowed to violate the (SK) condition.

However, for the reformulated system (1.45), the key difficulty lies in the nonlinear terms in
the equation (1.45)2 for θ:

−Cρ−u+ · ∇n+ and − Cρ+u− · ∇n−. (1.50)

In fact, such nonlinear terms break the symmetry of (1.45) and lead to a one-order regularity loss
in high frequencies which cannot be handled by usual commutator estimates. Moreover, finding
an entropy variable appears to be particularly challenging. Therefore, even though the linear part
of the reformulated system (1.45) seems to have a similar structure to that in [19], it remains
difficult to close the a priori estimates and establish global existence.
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To solve the nonlinear problem globally in time, as emphasized in many classical works [1, 11],
a key challenge arises from the essential Lipschitz requirement of the L1 time integrability for the
velocity u±, i.e.

∫ ∞

0

‖∇u±‖L∞ dt < ∞. (1.51)

This condition represents the minimal regularity control of the convective terms in the equation
for u±. On the other hand, to derive the upper bound of θ, which is necessary for typical
nonlinear terms, one has to address the L1(R+;L∞)-bound of the challenging source terms (1.50).
Consequently, the following key conditions must also be satisfied:

∫ ∞

0

‖u±‖L∞ dt < ∞, ‖R±‖L∞(R+;L∞) + ‖∇R±‖L∞(R+;L∞) < ∞. (1.52)

We now outline the main strategies for proving Theorems 1.1–1.3 concerning the global ex-
istence and large-time asymptotic behavior of strong solutions to (1.1)–(1.8) within the Besov
regularity framework. In the spirit of hypocoercivity (see [11]), we construct a localized Lyapunov

functional Lj(t) ∼ ‖∆̇j(θ,∇θ, u+, u−)‖2L2 for j ∈ Z such that

d

dt
Lj(t) + min{1, 22j}Lj(t) + 22j‖∆̇j(u

+, u−)‖2L2 . nonlinear terms
√
Lj(t). (1.53)

This reveals the sharp behaviors in different frequency regimes:

• In the low frequencies j ≤ 0, (θ,∇θ, u+, u−) exhibit the effect of heat diffusion, as expected
in spectral analysis (see [28]). To derive the bound of u± in (1.52), we shall establish the

L1(R+; Ḃ
d/2
2,1 )-regularity of (θ, u+, u−). Consequently, the maximal regularity estimates

of the heat equation indicate that the initial data have to belong to Ḃ
d/2−2
2,1 (see Lemma

3.3).
• In the high frequencies j ≥ −1, (θ,∇θ, u+, u−) behaves like a damping, while u± obeys
a heat diffusion. Thus, the dissipative structure exhibited in (1.53) enables us to obtain

the L1(R+; Ḃ
d/2
2,1 )-estimate for θ and L1(R+; Ḃ

d/2+1
2,1 )-estimate of u± required in (1.50)

-(1.51) (see Lemma 3.3).

Note that the linear term div u± in the equation of n± leads to a zero eigenvalue for the linear
system associated with (1.45), which implies that the classical (SK) condition does not hold. The
main observation here is that the equation of u+ can be viewed as a transport equation with the

source div u±, so at the Ḃ
d/2−1
2,1 ∩Ḃ

d/2
2,1 regularity level for n±, the above linear term div u± can be

controlled based on the L1(R+; Ḃ
d/2
2,1 ∩ Ḃ

d/2+1
2,1 )) bound of u± obtained in the above low-frequency

and high-frequency analysis. This allows us to establish low-order estimates without using the
method of Green’s function as in [28] (see Lemma 3.4).

Yet, the aforementioned low-frequency and high-frequency estimates are insufficient to derive

the Lipschitz bounds of R± in (1.52), or stronger Ḃ
d/2+1
2,1 -bound. To overcome this difficulty, we

perform the nonlinear energy estimates for the system (1.41) (see Lemma 3.5). More precisely, we

apply ∆̇j to (1.41) and rewrite the system as a quasilinear system (3.48) with some commutator

terms, and take advantage of L2 energy estimates for ∆̇j(n
+, n−, u+, u−) with suitably nonlinear

weights inspired by techniques from quasilinear symmetric hyperbolic systems (see [6, 8, 9, 29]).
However, due to the nonsymmetric part of (1.41), there are some challenging cross terms

∫

Rd

M1

ρ− div ∆̇ju
−∆̇jn

+ dx and

∫

Rd

M2

ρ+ div ∆̇ju
+∆̇jn

− dx, (1.54)

arising from the heterogenization of two velocities. To overcome this difficulty, we rewrite the
equations (1.41)1–(1.41)2 for n+ and n− in terms of the two-phase effective velocity v defined in
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(1.13) as follows:




∂tn

+ + u+ · ∇n+ + 1+n+

ν+
1 +ν+

2

div v +
ν−

1 +ν−

2

ν+
1 +ν+

2

(1 + n+)div u− = 0,

∂tn
− + u− · ∇n− − 1+n−

ν−

1 +ν−

2

div v +
ν+
1 +ν+

2

ν−

1 +ν−

2

(1 + n−)div u− = 0.
(1.55)

The above term involving n+divu− and n−div u+ can be used to cancel the challenging terms
(1.54). Consequently, we must control the additional terms involving div v in (1.55), which require

higher-order L1(R+; Ḃ
d/2+2
2,1 ) estimates. To achieve it, the key observation here is that v satisfies

a fine elliptic structure:

−∆div v = −div (ρ̄+∂tu
+ + ρ̄−∂tu

−) + good nonlinear terms. (1.56)

Thus, it suffices to establish the L1(R+; Ḃ
d/2
2,1 )-estimate for the time derivatives u±

t . To this end,
we introduce the effective variables

w± = β±
2 ∇θ − ν±1 ∆u± − ν±2 ∇div u±,

which allows us to express ∂tu
± = w± up to some nonlinear terms. Compared with [28], this

approach allows us to avoid the direct analysis of the initial data for u±
t which may require com-

patibility conditions. Since w± satisfy two Lemé systems (3.69) with sources in L1(R+; Ḃ
d/2−2
2,1 ),

we can apply the maximal regularity estimates to derive the L1(R+; Ḃ
d/2
2,1 )-bound for w±, which

in particular implies the desired estimate for u±
t (see Lemma 3.6). With these key observations

in hand, we can establish the global a priori estimates and prove the global existence of solutions
to the Cauchy problem (1.1). Based on the global existence result and the localized Lyapunov
functional inequality (1.53), we establish some new time-weighted energy estimates (see (4.21)
and (5.29)), which allow us to derive decay rates in Theorems 1.2–1.3 provided that the initial

perturbation additionally belongs to Ḃσ0
2,∞ type spaces with lower regularity.

The rest of the paper unfolds as follows. In Section 2, we explain the notations and briefly
recall the Littlewood-Paley decomposition, Besov spaces and Chemin-Lerner spaces. Section 3 is
devoted to the global existence and a priori estimates of solutions for (1.1)–(1.8). In Sections 4,
we establish the large-time behavior of global solutions under the additional condition (1.18), that
is, Theorem 1.2, while the time convergence rates are improved in Section 5 under the stronger
condition (1.22). Appendix A collects some useful lemmas for non-standard product laws and
the composition of functions that will be used throughout the text.

2. Preliminaries

We explain the notations used throughout this paper. C > 0 and c > 0 denote two constants
independent of time. A . B(A & B) means A ≤ CB (A ≥ CB), and A ∼ B stands for A . B
and A & B. For any Banach space X and the functions g, h ∈ X , let ‖(g, h)‖X := ‖g‖X + ‖h‖X .
For any T > 0 and 1 ≤ ̺ ≤ ∞, we denote by L̺(0, T ;X) the set of measurable functions
g : [0, T ] → X such that t 7→ ‖g(t)‖X is in L̺(0, T ) and write ‖ · ‖L̺(0,T ;X) := ‖ · ‖L̺

T (X).
We recall the Littlewood-Paley decomposition, Besov spaces and related analysis tools. The

reader can refer to Chapters 2-3 in [1] for the details. Choose a non-increasing smooth radial
function χ(ξ) compactly supported in B(0, 4/3) and satisfying χ(ξ) = 1 in B(0, 3/4). Then

ϕ(ξ) := χ( ξ2 )− χ(ξ) satisfies

∑

j∈Z

ϕ(2−j ·) = 1, Supp ϕ ⊂ {ξ ∈ R
d | 3

4
≤ |ξ| ≤ 8

3
}.

For any j ∈ Z, define the homogeneous dyadic blocks ∆̇j by

∆̇ju := F−1
(
ϕ(2−j ·)F(u)

)
= 2jdh(2j ·) ⋆ u, h := F−1ϕ,
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where F and F−1 are the Fourier transform and its inverse. Let P be the class of all polynomials
in R

d and S ′
h = S ′/P stand for the tempered distributions in R

d modulo polynomials. One can
get

u =
∑

j∈Z

∆̇ju in S ′
h, ∆̇j∆̇lu = 0, if |j − l| ≥ 2.

With the help of those dyadic blocks, we give the definition of homogeneous Besov spaces as
follows.

Definition 2.1. For d ≥ 1, s ∈ R and 1 ≤ p, r ≤ ∞, the homogeneous Besov norm ‖ · ‖Ḃs
p,r

on

R
d is defined by

‖u‖Ḃs
p,r

:= ‖{2js‖∆̇ju‖Lp}j∈Z‖lr .
• (i) If s < d

p (or s = d
p , r = 1), we denote

Ḃs
p,r : =

{
u ∈ S ′

h(R
3) : ‖u‖Ḃs

p,r
< ∞

}
,

which is a Banach space.

• (ii) If K ∈ N and if d
p + k ≤ d

p + k + 1 (or s = p
3 + k + 1, r = 1), we denote Ḃs

p,r as the

subset of u ∈ S ′
h such that ∂βu belongs to Ḃs−k

p,r while |β| = k.

• (iii) In particular, the Besov space Ḃs
2,2 is consistent with the homogeneous Sobolev space

Ḣs.

Next, we state a class of mixed space-time Besov spaces introduced by Chemin-Lerner [7].

Definition 2.2. For T > 0, s ∈ R and 1 ≤ ̺, r, q ≤ ∞, the space L̺̃(0, T ; Ḃs
p,r) is defined as

L̺̃(0, T ; Ḃs
p,r) :=

{
u ∈ L̺(0, T ;S ′

h) | ‖u‖L̺̃
T (Ḃs

p,r)
:= ‖{2js‖∆̇ju‖L̺

T (Lp)}j∈Z‖lr < ∞
}
.

Moreover, we denote

Cb(R+; Ḃs
p,r) :=

{
u ∈ C(R+; Ḃs

p,r) | ‖f‖L̃∞(R+;Ḃs
p,r)

< ∞
}
.

Note that due to Minkowski’s inequality, one can compare Chemin-Lerner norms with usual
Lebesgue-Besov norms ‖ · ‖L̺

T (Ḃs
p,r)

:

‖u‖L̺
T (Ḃs

p,r)
≤ ‖u‖L̺̃

T (Ḃs
p,r)

, ‖u‖L2
T (Ḃs

p,r)
≤ ‖u‖L̃2

T (Ḃs
p,r)

, ‖u‖L1
T (Ḃs

p,r)
= ‖u‖L̃1

T (Ḃs
p,r)

.

Furthermore, in order to restrict Besov norms to the low frequency part and the high-frequency
part associated with different dissipative structures, we often use the following notations for any
s ∈ R and p ∈ [1,∞]:






‖u‖ℓ
Ḃs

p,r
:= ‖{2js‖∆̇ju‖Lp}j≤0‖lr , ‖u‖h

Ḃs
p,r

:= ‖{2js‖∆̇ju‖Lp}j≥−1‖lr ,

‖u‖ℓ
L̺̃

T (Ḃs
p,r)

:= ‖{2js‖∆̇ju‖L̺
T (Lp)}j≤0‖lr , ‖u‖h

L̺̃
T (Ḃs

p,r)
:= ‖{2js‖∆̇ju‖L̺

T (Lp)}j≥−1‖lr .

Define
uℓ :=

∑

j≤−1

∆̇ju, uh := u− uℓ =
∑

j≥0

∆̇ju.

It is easy to check for any s′ > 0 that




‖uℓ‖Ḃs
p,r

. ‖u‖ℓ
Ḃs

p,r
. ‖u‖ℓ

Ḃs−s′
p,r

, ‖uh‖Ḃs
p,1

. ‖u‖h
Ḃs

p,r
. ‖u‖h

Ḃs+s′
p,r

,

‖uℓ‖L̺̃
T (Ḃs

p,r)
. ‖u‖ℓ

L̺̃
T (Ḃs

p,r)
. ‖u‖ℓ

L̺̃
T (Ḃs−s′

p,r )
, ‖uh‖L̺̃

T (Ḃs
p,r)

. ‖u‖h
L̺̃

T (Ḃs
p,r)

. ‖u‖h
L̺̃

T (Ḃs+s′
p,r )

.

(2.1)
Furthermore, one has 



‖u‖Ḃs

p,r∩Ḃs′
p,r

= ‖u‖ℓ
Ḃs

p,r
+ ‖u‖h

Ḃs′
p,r

, s < s′,

‖u‖Ḃs
p,r+Ḃs′

p,r
= ‖u‖ℓ

Ḃs
p,r

+ ‖u‖h
Ḃs′

p,r
, s > s′.

(2.2)



12 LING-YUN SHOU, JIAYAN WU, LEI YAO, AND YINGHUI ZHANG*

3. Global existence: Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1 pertaining to the global existence of the solution to the
Cauchy problem (1.1)–(1.8). We will first work on the reformulated system (1.45). Define the
energy functional

X (t) =‖n+‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
+ ‖θ‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖(u+, u−)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )

+ ‖θ‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

+ ‖(u+, u−)‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )∩L̃2
t(Ḃ

d
2
+2

2,1 )
+ ‖div v‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
,

(3.1)

and the corresponding initial energy functional

X0 =‖n+
0 ‖

Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1

+ ‖θ0‖
Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
2,1

+ ‖(u+
0 , u

−
0 )‖

Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1

. (3.2)

Note that (3.1) and (3.2) are, respectively, equivalent to E(t) + D(t) and E0 defined in (1.11)–
(1.14).

We establish the uniform-in-time a priori estimates as follows.

Proposition 3.1. For the given time T > 0, suppose that the strong solution (n+, θ, u+, u−) to

the Cauchy problem (1.45) defined in [0, T ) satisfies

‖(n+, θ)‖L∞
t (L∞) ≤ δ0, t ∈ (0, T ), (3.3)

for some uniform constant δ0 > 0. Then, it holds that

X (t) ≤ C0

(
X0(t) + (1 + X (t)2)X (t)2

)
, t ∈ (0, T ), (3.4)

where C0 > 0 is a constant independent of the time T > 0.

The proof of Proposition 3.1 consists of Lemmas 3.2–3.6 which will be proved in Subsections
3.1–3.5.

3.1. Low-frequency estimates for the dissipative components. We have the following
uniform estimates of (θ, u+, u−) at low frequencies. As emphasized before, we shall perform

d/2− 2 order energy estimates to derive the L1
t (B

d/2
2,1 ) bound of u±.

Lemma 3.2. Let T > 0 be any given time, and (n+, θ, u+, u−) be any strong solution to the

Cauchy problem (1.45) defined on t ∈ (0, T ) satisfying (3.3). Then, we have

‖(θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
+ ‖(θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

. ‖(θ0, u+
0 , u

−
0 )‖ℓ

Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1

+ (1 + E(t)2)E(t)2, (3.5)

where E(t) is defined through (3.1).

Proof. First, we construct a suitable localized Lyapunov functional to capture the coupled dis-
sipation structure of (1.45)2–(1.45)4. To this end, applying the operator ∆̇j to (1.45)2–(1.45)4
yields





∂t∆̇jθ + β+
1 div ∆̇ju

+ + β−
1 div ∆̇ju

− = ∆̇jF1,

∂t∆̇ju
+ + β+

2 ∇∆̇jθ − ν+1 ∆∆̇ju
+ − ν+2 ∇div ∆̇ju

+ = ∆̇jF
+
2 ,

∂t∆̇ju
− + β−

2 ∇∆̇jθ − ν−1 ∆∆̇ju
− − ν−2 ∇div ∆̇ju

− = ∆̇jF
−
2 .

(3.6)
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Taking the L2 inner product of (3.6)2, (3.6)3 and (3.6)4 with ∆̇jθ,
β+
1

β+
2

∆̇ju
+ and

β−

1

β−

2

∆̇ju
−, re-

spectively, we have

1

2

d

dt

(
‖∆̇jθ‖2L2 +

β+
1

β+
2

‖∆̇ju
+‖2L2 +

β−
1

β−
2

‖∆̇ju
−‖2L2

)

+
β+
1

β+
2

(
ν+1 ‖∇∆̇ju

+‖2L2 + ν+2 ‖div ∆̇ju
+‖2L2

)

+
β−
1

β−
2

(
ν−1 ‖∇∆̇ju

−‖2L2 + ν−2 ‖div ∆̇ju
−‖2L2

)

= (∆̇jF1|∆̇jθ)L2 +
β+
1

β+
2

(∆̇jF
+
2 |∆̇ju

+)L2 +
β−
1

β−
2

(∆̇jF
−
2 |∆̇ju

−)L2 .

(3.7)

To obtain the dissipation of θ, we deduce from (3.6) that

d

dt

(
(∆̇ju

+|∇∆̇jθ)L2 + (∆̇ju
−|∇∆̇jθ)L2

)

+ (β+
2 + β−

2 )‖∇∆̇jθ‖2L2 − β+
1 ‖div ∆̇ju

+‖2L2 − β−
1 ‖div ∆̇ju

−‖2L2

− β+
1 (div ∆̇ju

+|div ∆̇ju
−)L2 − β−

1 (div ∆̇ju
−|div ∆̇ju

+)L2

− ν+1 (∆∆̇ju
+|∇∆̇jθ)L2 − ν+2 (∇div ∆̇ju

+|∇∆̇jθ)L2

− ν−1 (∆∆̇ju
−|∇∆̇jθ)L2 − ν−2 (∇div ∆̇ju

−|∇∆̇jθ)L2

= (∇∆̇jF1|∆̇ju
+)L2 + (∇∆̇jF1|∆̇ju

+)L2

+ (∆̇jF
+
2 |∇∆̇jθ)L2 + (∆̇jF

−
2 |∇∆̇jθ)L2 .

(3.8)

It follows from (3.7) and (3.8) that

d

dt
E1,j(t) +D1,j(t) . ‖∆̇j(F1, F

+
2 , F−

2 )‖L2

√
E1,j(t), j ≤ 0, (3.9)

where for η1 ∈ (0, 1), we defined the Lyapunov functional

E1,j(t) =
1

2

(
‖∆̇jθ‖2L2 +

β+
1

β+
2

‖∆̇ju
+‖2L2 +

β−
1

β−
2

‖∆̇ju
−‖2L2

)

+ η1

(
(∆̇ju

+|∇∆̇jθ)L2 + (∆̇ju
−|∇∆̇jθ)L2

)
,

(3.10)

and the dissipation term

D1,j(t) =
β+
1

β+
2

(
ν+1 ‖∇∆̇ju

+‖2L2 + ν+2 ‖div ∆̇ju
+‖2L2

)

+
β−
1

β−
2

(
ν−1 ‖∇∆̇ju

−‖2L2 + ν−2 ‖div ∆̇ju
−‖2L2

+ η1(β
+
2 + β−

2 )‖∇∆̇jθ‖2L2 − β+
1 ‖div ∆̇ju

+‖2L2 − β−
1 ‖div ∆̇ju

−‖2L2

− β+
1 (div ∆̇ju

+|div ∆̇ju
−)L2 − β−

1 (div ∆̇ju
−|div ∆̇ju

+)L2

− ν+1 (∆∆̇ju
+|∇∆̇jθ)L2 − ν+2 (∇div ∆̇ju

+|∇∆̇jθ)L2

− ν−1 (∆∆̇ju
−|∇∆̇jθ)L2 − ν−2 (∇div ∆̇ju

−|∇∆̇jθ)L2

)
.

Note that the condition (1.3) ensures

ν±1 ‖∇∆̇ju
±‖2L2 + ν±2 ‖div ∆̇ju

±‖2L2 ≥ 1

ρ̄±
min{µ+, 2µ+ + λ+}‖∇∆̇ju

±‖2L2 . (3.11)
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Choosing η1 small enough and taking advantage of Bernstein’s lemma and the low-frequency
cutoff property, we can easily deduce by (3.10) and (3.11) that

E1,j(t) ∼ ‖∆̇j(θ, u
+, u−)‖2L2 , j ≤ 0, (3.12)

and

D1,j(t) & 22j‖∆̇j(θ, u
+, u−)‖2L2 j ≤ 0. (3.13)

Thence, in view of (3.12) and (3.13), we are able to divide (3.9) by (E1,j + ε2∗)
1
2 for ε∗ > 0,

integrate the resulting inequality over [0, t], and then take the limit as ε∗ → 0 to obtain

‖∆̇j(θ, u
+, u−)‖L2 + 22j

∫ t

0

‖∆̇j(θ, u
+, u−)‖L2dτ

. ‖∆̇j(θ0, u
+
0 , u

−
0 )‖L2 +

∫ t

0

‖∆̇j(F1, F
+
2 , F−

2 )‖L2dτ,

(3.14)

which implies
‖(θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 )
+ ‖(θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

. ‖(θ0, u+
0 , u

−
0 )‖ℓ

Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1

+ ‖(F1, F
+
2 , F−

2 )‖ℓ
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
.

(3.15)

Next, we analyze the nonlinear terms associated with F1, F2 and F3 as follows. Note that n±

do not exhibit dissipation. As a result, when estimating the nonlinear terms, we need to transfer
the time-integrability burden to θ or u±. Due to d/2 − 2 > −d/2 with d ≥ 3, we know that

the product law Ḃ
d/2−2
2,1 × Ḃ

d/2
2,1 →֒ Ḃ

d/2−2
2,1 holds. This, together with the estimate (A.8) for the

smooth composite function g±3 (n
+, θ) with g±3 (0, 0) = 0 and the condition (3.3), implies

‖g±3 (n+, θ)div u±‖ℓ
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
. ‖g±3 (n+, θ)‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )
‖divu±‖

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )

. ‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
‖u±‖

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

.

As ρ± = π±(θ + P̄ ) with π±(P̄ ) = ρ̄, one has

‖ρ−u+ · ∇n+‖ℓ
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )

. (1 + ‖ρ− − ρ̄‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)(‖u+ · ∇n+‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
+ ‖u+ · ∇n+‖

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 )
)

. (1 + ‖θ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖u+‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖n+‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
,

and
‖ρ+u− · ∇n−‖ℓ

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 )

. (1 + ‖θ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖u−‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖n−‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
.

Since n− = n−(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ ), similar computations also give

‖(C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )− C(1, P̄ ))ρ−u+ · ∇n+‖ℓ
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )

. ‖C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )− C(1, P̄ )‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

(1 + ‖ρ− − 1‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖u+ · ∇n+‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )

. ‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

(1 + ‖θ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖u+‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖n+‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
,

and
‖(C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )− C(1, P̄ ))ρ+u− · ∇n−‖ℓ

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 )

. ‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

(1 + ‖θ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖u−‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
.
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Combining the above estimates of F1, we arrive at

‖F1‖ℓ
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
. (1 + X (t)2)X (t)2. (3.16)

With regard to the term F2, the product estimate (A.3) gives

‖u± · ∇u±‖ℓ
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
. ‖u±‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 )
‖∇u±‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

. ‖u±‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
‖u±‖

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
. (3.17)

Employing the estimate (A.6) for the composition functions g±i (θ) (i = 1, 2, 4), we have

‖g±4 (θ)∇θ‖ℓ
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
. ‖g±4 (θ)‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖∇θ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
. ‖θ‖

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖θ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
,

and

‖g±1 (θ)∆u±‖ℓ
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
+ ‖g±2 (θ)∇div u±‖ℓ

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 )
. ‖θ‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 )
‖u±‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

.

The remainder is to analyze the composite term

µ±(∇u± +∇⊤u±) · ∇α±

R±
+

λ±div u±∇α±

R±
.

We only deal with ∇u±·∇α±

R± since the other is essentially the same. To this end, we decompose

∇u± · ∇α±

R±
= ∇u± · ∇h±(n+, θ) n±

n±+1 +∇u± · ∇h±(n+, θ), (3.18)

where h±(n+, θ) = α±(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ ) − α±(1, P̄ ). Using n− = n−(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ ), (A.3), (A.6)
and (A.8) , one has

∥∥∥
∇u± · ∇α±

R±

∥∥∥
ℓ

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 )

≤ ‖∇u± · ∇h±(n+, θ) n±

n++1‖
ℓ

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 )
+ ‖∇u± · ∇h±(n+, θ)‖ℓ

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 )

.
(
‖∇h±(n+, θ) n±

n±+1‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
+ ‖∇h±(n+, θ)‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )

)
‖∇u±‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

.
(
‖(n+, θ)‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖n+‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)
‖(u+, u−)‖

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

.

Collecting the above estimates concerning F2, we end up with

‖F+
2 ‖ℓ

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 )
. X (t)2 + X (t)3. (3.19)

Similarly, we get

‖F−
2 ‖ℓ

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 )
. (1 + X (t))X (t)2 . (3.20)

The details are omitted. Substituting (3.16), (3.19) and (3.20) into (3.15), we obtain (3.5) and
complete the proof of Lemma 3.2.

�

3.2. High-frequency estimates for for the dissipative components. In this subsection, we
establish the corresponding a priori estimates in the high-frequency regime.

Lemma 3.3. Let T > 0 be any given time, and (n+, θ, u+, u−) be any strong solution to the

Cauchy problem (1.45) for t ∈ (0, T ). Then it holds that

‖θ‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖(u+, u−)‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
+ ‖θ‖h

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

+ ‖(u+, u−)‖h
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )

. ‖θ0‖h
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

+ ‖(u+
0 , u

−
0 )‖h

Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1

+ (1 + X (t)2)X (t)2,
(3.21)
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where X (t) is defined in (3.1).

Proof. The proof is based on the construction of the Lyapunov functional at high frequencies
similarly as in Lemma 3.2. We rewrite (3.6) by





∂t∆̇jθ + β+
1 div ∆̇ju

+ + β−
1 div ∆̇ju

− = ∆̇jF1,

∂t∆̇ju
+ + β+

2 ∇∆̇jθ − ν+1 ∆∆̇ju
+ − ν+2 ∇div ∆̇ju

+ = ∆̇jF
+
2 ,

∂t∆̇ju
− + β−

2 ∇∆̇jθ − ν−1 ∆∆̇ju
− − ν−2 ∇div ∆̇ju

− = ∆̇jF
−
2 .

(3.22)

First, we take the L2 inner product of ∇(3.22)2 with ∇∆̇jθ to get

1

2

d

dt
‖∇∆̇jθ‖2L2 + β+

1 (∇div u+|∇∆̇jθ)L2 + β−
1 (∇div u−|∇∆̇jθ)L2 = (∇∆̇jF1|∇∆̇jθ)L2 . (3.23)

Next, by taking the L2 inner product of ∇(3.22)1, (3.22)2, and (3.22)3 with ∇∆̇jθ, ∆̇ju
+, and

∆̇ju
−, respectively, we get

d

dt
(∇∆̇jθ|∆̇ju

+)L2 − β+
1 ‖div ∆̇ju

+‖2L2 − β−
1 (div ∆̇ju

−|div ∆̇ju
+)L2

+ β+
2 ‖∇∆̇jθ‖2L2 − ν+1 (∆∆̇ju

+|∇∆̇jθ)L2 − ν+2 (∇div ∆̇ju
+|∇∆̇jθ)L2

= (∇∆̇jF1|∆̇ju
+)L2 + (∆̇jF

+
2 |∇∆̇jθ)L2 , (3.24)

and

d

dt
(∇∆̇jθ|∆̇ju

−)L2 − β+
1 (div ∆̇ju

+|div ∆̇ju
−)L2 − β−

1 ‖div ∆̇ju
+‖2L2

+ β−
2 ‖∇∆̇jθ‖2L2 − ν−1 (∆∆̇ju

−|∇∆̇jθ)L2 − ν−2 (∇div ∆̇ju
−|∇∆̇jθ)L2

= (∇∆̇jF1|∆̇ju
−)L2 + (∆̇jF

−
2 |∇∆̇jθ)L2 . (3.25)

Due to (ν±1 +ν±2 )(∇div ∆̇ju
±|∇∆̇jθ)L2 = ν±1 (∆∆̇ju

±|∇∆̇jθ)L2 +ν±2 (∇div ∆̇ju
±|∇∆̇jθ)L2 , there

are some cancellations of high order cross terms when we add (3.23), (3.24) and (3.25) with
suitably coefficients. Indeed, we have

d

dt

(1
2
‖∇∆̇jθ‖2L2 +

β+
1

ν+1 + ν+2
(∇∆̇jθ|∆̇ju

+)L2 +
β−
1

ν−1 + ν−2
(∇∆̇jθ|∆̇ju

−)L2

)
(3.26)

+
( β+

1 β
+
2

ν+1 + ν+2
+

β−
1 β−

2

ν−1 + ν−2

)
‖∇∆̇jθ‖2L2

− (β+
1 )2

ν+1 + ν+2
‖div ∆̇ju

+‖2L2 − β+
1 β−

1

ν+1 + ν+2
(div ∆̇ju

−|div ∆̇ju
+)L2

− β−
1 β+

1

ν−1 + ν−2
(div ∆̇ju

+|div ∆̇ju
−)L2 − (β−

1 )2

ν−1 + ν−2
‖div ∆̇ju

+‖2L2

= (∇∆̇jF1|∇∆̇jθ)L2 +
β+
1

ν+1 + ν+2
(∇∆̇jF1|∆̇ju

+)L2 +
β+
1

ν+1 + ν+2
(∆̇jF

+
2 |∇∆̇jθ)L2

+
β−
1

ν−1 + ν−2
(∇∆̇jF1|∆̇ju

−)L2 +
β−
1

ν−1 + ν−2
(∆̇jF

−
2 |∇∆̇jθ)L2 . (3.27)

Let

E2,j(t) =
1

2

(
‖∆̇jθ‖2L2 +

β+
1

β+
2

‖∆̇ju
+‖2L2 +

β−
1

β−
2

‖∆̇ju
−‖2L2

)

+ η2

(1
2
‖∇∆̇jθ‖2L2 +

β+
1

ν+1 + ν+2
(∇∆̇jθ|∆̇ju

+)L2 +
β−
1

ν−1 + ν−2
(∇∆̇jθ|∆̇ju

−)L2

)
, (3.28)
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and

D2,j(t) =
β+
1

β+
2

(
ν+1 ‖∇∆̇ju

+‖2L2 + ν+2 ‖div ∆̇ju
+‖2L2

)
+

β−
1

β−
2

(
ν−1 ‖∇∆̇ju

−‖2L2 + ν−2 ‖div ∆̇ju
−‖2L2

)

+ η2

(( β+
1 β

+
2

ν+1 + ν+2
+

β−
1 β−

2

ν−1 + ν−2

)
‖∇∆̇jθ‖2L2

− (β+
1 )2

ν+1 + ν+2
‖div ∆̇ju

+‖2L2 − β+
1 β

−
1

ν+1 + ν+2
(div ∆̇ju

−|div ∆̇ju
+)L2

− (β+
1 )2

ν+1 + ν+2
‖div ∆̇ju

+‖2L2 − β+
1 β

−
1

ν+1 + ν+2
(div ∆̇ju

−|div ∆̇ju
+)L2

− β−
1 β+

1

ν−1 + ν−2
(div ∆̇ju

+|div ∆̇ju
−)L2 − (β−

1 )2

ν−1 + ν−2
‖div ∆̇ju

+‖2L2

)
. (3.29)

In light of (3.11), (3.28) and (3.29), we choose η2 small enough and use Bernstein’s lemma to
deduce that, for any j ≥ −1,

E2,j(t) ∼ ‖∆̇j(∇θ, u+, u−)‖2L2 , (3.30)

and

D2,j(t) & ‖∆̇j(∇θ, u+, u−)‖2L2. (3.31)

Therefore, combining (3.7) and (3.23)–(3.31) we have

d

dt
E2,j(t) + E2,j(t) . ‖∆̇j(∇F1, F

+
2 , F−

2 )‖L2

√
E2,j(t), j ≥ −1. (3.32)

By similar argument as in (3.14), the inequality (3.32) becomes

‖∆̇j(∇θ, u+, u−)‖L2 +

∫ t

0

‖∆̇j(∇θ, u+, u−)‖2L2dτ

. ‖∆̇j(∇θ0, u
+
0 , u

−
0 )‖L2 +

∫ t

0

‖∆̇j(∇F1, F
+
2 , F−

2 )‖L2dτ.

(3.33)

Multiplying (3.33) by 2j(
d
2−1), taking the supremum on [0, t], and then summing over j ≥ −1, we

have

‖(∇θ, u±‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
+ ‖(∇θ, u+, u−)‖h

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )

. ‖(∇θ0, u
+
0 , u

−
0 )‖h

Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1

+ ‖(∇F1, F
+
2 , F−

2 )‖h
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
.

(3.34)

We estimate the nonlinear terms as follows. First, as Ḃ
d
2
2,1 is a algebra, one has

‖g+3 (n+, θ)div u±‖h
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. ‖g+3 (n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖divu±‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. ‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖u±‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
. X 2(t).

And similarly, it holds that

‖ρ−u+ · ∇n+‖h
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖ρ+u− · ∇n−‖h
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. (1 + ‖(ρ+ − ρ̄+, ρ− − ρ̄−)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)(‖u+ · ∇n+‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖u− · ∇n−‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)

. (1 + ‖θ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖(u+, u−)‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
. (1 + X (t))X (t)2 ,
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and

‖(C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )− C(1, P̄ ))ρ−u+ · ∇n+‖h
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖(C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )− C(1, P̄ ))ρ+u− · ∇n−‖h
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. ‖C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )− C(1, P̄ )‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

(1 + ‖ρ− − ρ̄−‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖u+ · ∇n+‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )− C(1, P̄ )‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

(1 + ‖ρ+ − ρ̄+‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖u− · ∇n−‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. ‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

(1 + ‖θ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖(u+, u−)‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )

. (1 + X (t))X (t)3.

Note that the Ḃ
d
2+1
2,1 -norm of n+ plays a key role in the above analysis. Thus, we have

‖F1‖h
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1))

. (1 + X (t)2)X (t)2. (3.35)

For the term F2, we first have

‖u± · ∇u±‖h
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
. ‖u±‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )
‖u±‖

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
,

and

‖g±4 (θ)∇θ‖h
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
. ‖g±4 (θ)‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖∇θ‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
. ‖θ‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖θ‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

.

A similar argument yields

‖g±1 (θ)∆u±‖h
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
. ‖g±1 (θ)‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖∆u±‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
. ‖θ‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖u±‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
,

and

‖g±2 (θ)∇div u±‖h
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
. ‖g±2 (θ)‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖∇divu±‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
. ‖θ‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖u±‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
.

It suffices to analyze

µ±(∇u± +∇⊤u±) · ∇α±

R±
+

λ±div u±∇α±

R±
.

We only deal with ∇u±·∇α±

R± since the other is essential the same. It holds by (3.18), (A.3) and
(A.8) that

∥∥∥
∇u± · ∇α±

R±

∥∥∥
h

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )

≤ ‖∇u± · ∇h±(n+, θ) n±

n±+1‖
h

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )
+ ‖∇u± · ∇h±(n+, θ)‖h

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )

.
(
‖∇h±(n+, θ) n±

n±+1‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
+ ‖∇h±(n+, θ)‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )

)
‖∇u±‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

.
(
‖∇h±(n+, θ)‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )
‖n±‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

+ ‖∇h±(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )

)
‖∇u±‖

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

.
(
‖(n+, θ)‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)
‖u±‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
.

Therefore, we arrive at

‖F+
2 ‖h

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )
. X (t)2 + X (t)3. (3.36)
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Similarly, it follows that

‖F−
2 ‖h

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )
. X (t)2 + X (t)3. (3.37)

Substituting (3.35), (3.36) and (3.37) into (3.34), we prove

‖(∇θ, u±‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
+ ‖(∇θ, u+, u−)‖h

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )
. ‖(∇θ0, u

+
0 , u

−
0 )‖h

Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1

+ X (t)2 + X (t)3. (3.38)

Finally, we establish the higher-order dissipation estimate of u±. In fact, (1.45)3–(1.45)4 can
be written by

∂tu
± − ν±1 ∆u± − ν±2 ∇div u± = −β±

2 ∇θ + F±
2 . (3.39)

The maximal regularity estimate (see Lemma A.7) applied to (3.39) gives rise to

‖u±‖h
L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1
)

+ ‖u±‖h
L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1
)

. ‖(u+
0 , u

−
0 )‖h

Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1

+ ‖θ‖h
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖(F+
2 , F−

2 )‖h
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )

. ‖(∇θ0, u
+
0 , u

−
0 )‖h

Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1

+ X (t)2 + X (t)3, (3.40)

where one has used (3.36), (3.37) and (3.38). This completes the proof of (3.21). �

3.3. The non-dissipative component: Low-order estimates. The uniform L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d/2−1
2,1 ∩

Ḃ
d/2
2,1 ) bounds of the non-dissipative component n+ are derived based on the dissipation estimates

of u+ exhibited in (3.5) and (3.21). However, it is not direct to derive the L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d/2+1
2,1 ) estimate

for n+ required in Lemma 3.3 using the equations of n±. This will be done in the next section
based on a (almost) symmetric argument.

Lemma 3.4. Let T > 0 be any given time, and (n+, θ, u+, u−) be any strong solution to the

Cauchy problem (1.45) defined on t ∈ (0, T ) satisfying (3.3). Then, we have

‖n+‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. ‖n+
0 ‖

Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
2,1

+ (1 + X (t)2)X (t)2, (3.41)

where X (t) and X0 are defined through (3.1) and (3.2), respectively.

Proof. Applying ∆̇j to the equation of n+ yields

∂t∆̇jn
+ + div ∆̇ju

+ = −div ∆̇j(n
+u+). (3.42)

Taking the L2 inner product of (3.42) with ∆̇jn
+ to get

1

2

d

dt
‖∆̇jn

+‖2L2 = −(div ∆̇ju
+|∆̇jn

+)L2 − (div ∆̇j(n
+u+)|∆̇jn

+)L2 . (3.43)

By using Hölder’s inequality and integrating over the time interval [0, t], we have

‖∆̇jn
+‖L2 . ‖∆̇jn

+
0 ‖2L2 +

∫ t

0

(2j‖∆̇ju
+‖L2 + ‖div ∆̇j(n

+u+)‖L2)dτ. (3.44)

Then, multiplying (3.44) by 2j
d
2 , taking the supremum on [0, t], and then summing over j ≥ −1,

we have

‖n+‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. ‖n+
0 ‖h

Ḃ
d
2
2,1

+ ‖u+‖h
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
+ ‖div (n+u+)‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

.
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Note that the linear term involving u+ has been addressed in Lemma 3.3. Due to the law (A.2)

and the embedding Ḃ
d
2
2,1 →֒ L∞, one handles the nonlinear term by

‖div (n+u+)‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. ‖n+‖L∞
t (L∞)‖u+‖

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
+ ‖u+‖L∞

t (L∞)‖n+‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )

. ‖n±‖
L∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
‖u±‖

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )

. X (t)2.

This, together with (3.21), shows that

‖n+‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. X0 + (1 + X (t)2)X (t)2. (3.45)

Similarly, we multiply (3.44) by 2j(
d
2−1) and then sum over j ≤ 0 to obtain

‖n+‖ℓ
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
. ‖n+

0 ‖ℓ
Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1

+ ‖u+‖ℓ
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖div (n+u+)‖ℓ
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )

. ‖n+
0 ‖ℓ

Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1

+ ‖u+‖ℓ
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖n+‖
L∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖u+‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. ‖n+
0 ‖ℓ

Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1

+ (1 + X (t)2)X (t)2, (3.46)

where (3.5) and (A.3) have been used. Combining (2.2), (3.45) and (3.46), we obtain (3.41). �

3.4. The non-dissipative components: Higher-order estimates. We are now in a position
to derive the estimate of the norm ‖(n+, θ)‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d/2+1
2,1 )

required in Subsection 3.2. In order to

overcome the difficulty caused by the lack of symmetry, we use the two-phase effective velocity

v = (ν+1 + ν+2 )u+ − (ν−1 + ν−2 )u−

to transfer a loss of derivative in (1.50).

Lemma 3.5. Let T > 0 be any given time, and (n+, n−, u+, u−) be any strong solution to the

Cauchy problem (1.45) for t ∈ (0, T ). Then it holds that

‖(n+, θ, u+, u−)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
+ ‖(u+, u−)‖

L̃2
t(Ḃ

d
2
+2

2,1 )

. X0 + X (t)
3
2 + X (t)2 + X (t)4 + ‖div v‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
,

(3.47)

where X (t) and v are defined in (3.1) and (1.13), respectively.

Proof. Initially, we apply the operator ∆̇j to (1.41) and write the resulting equations in terms of
a localized quasi-linear system with some commutator terms:





∂t∆̇jn
+ + u+ · ∇∆̇jn

+ + (1 + n+)div ∆̇ju
+ = T 1

j ,

∂t∆̇jn
− + u− · ∇∆̇jn

− + (1 + n−)div ∆̇ju
− = T 2

j ,

∂t∆̇ju
+ + u+ · ∇∆̇ju

+ +
M1

1

ρ+ ∇∆̇jn
+ +

M1
2

ρ+ ∇∆̇jn
−

−ν+1 ∆∆̇ju
+ − ν+2 ∇div ∆̇ju

+ = ∆̇jH
+ + T 3

j ,

∂t∆̇ju
− + u− · ∇∆̇ju

− +
M1

1

ρ− ∇∆̇jn
+ +

M1
2

ρ− ∇∆̇jn
−

−ν−1 ∆∆̇ju
− − ν−2 ∇∆̇jdiv u

− = ∆̇jH
− + T 4

j ,

(3.48)

where 




T 1
j = [u+, ∆̇j ]∇n+ + [n+, ∆̇j ]div u

+,

T 2
j = [u−, ∆̇j ]∇n− + [n−, ∆̇j ]div u

−,

T 3
j = [u+, ∆̇j ]∇u+ +

[
M1

1

ρ+ , ∆̇j

]
∇n+ +

[
M1

2

ρ+ , ∆̇j

]
∇n−,

T 4
j = [u−, ∆̇j ]∇u− +

[
M1

1

ρ− , ∆̇j

]
∇n+ +

[
M1

2

ρ− , ∆̇j

]
∇n−.

(3.49)
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Taking the L2 inner product of (3.48)1, (3.48)2, (3.48)3 and (3.48)4 with
M1

(1+n+)ρ+ ∆̇jn
+, M2

(1+n−)ρ+ ∆̇jn
−,

∆̇ju
+ and ∆̇ju

−, respectively, and integrating by parts, we have

1

2

d

dt

∫

Rd

(
|∆̇ju

+|2 + |∆̇ju
−|2 + M1

(1+n+)ρ+ |∆̇jn
+|2 + M2

(1+n−)ρ− |∆̇jn
−|2

)
dx

+ ν+1

∫

Rd

|∇∆̇ju
+|2dx+ ν+2

∫

Rd

|div ∆̇ju
+|2dx

+ ν−1

∫

Rd

|∇∆̇ju
−|2dx+ ν−2

∫

Rd

|div ∆̇ju
−|2dx

+

∫

Rd

(
M2

ρ+ ∇∆̇jn
− · ∆̇ju

+ + M1

ρ− ∇∆̇jn
+ · ∆̇ju

−
)
dx

.
∥∥∥∂t

(
M1

(1+n+)ρ+

)∥∥∥
L∞

‖∆̇jn
+‖2L2 +

∥∥∥∂t
(

M2

(1+n−)ρ−

)∥∥∥
L∞

‖∆̇jn
−‖2L2

+
∥∥∥div

(
M1u

+

(1+n+)ρ+

)∥∥∥
L∞

‖∆̇jn
+‖2L2 +

∥∥∥div
(

M2u
−

(1+n−)ρ−

)∥∥∥
L∞

‖∆̇jn
−‖2L2

+
∥∥∥ M1

(1+n+)ρ+

∥∥∥
L∞

‖T 1
j ‖L2‖∆̇jn

+‖L2 +
∥∥∥ M2

(1+n−)ρ−

∥∥∥
L∞

‖T 2
j ‖L2‖∆̇jn

−‖L2

+ ‖∆̇jH
+‖L2‖∆̇ju

+‖L2 + ‖∆̇jH
−‖L2‖∆̇ju

−‖L2

+ ‖T 3
j ‖L2‖∆̇ju

+‖L2 + ‖T 4
j ‖L2‖∆̇ju

−‖L2

+
∥∥∥∇

(
M1

ρ+

)∥∥∥
L∞

‖∆̇jn
+‖L2‖∆̇ju

+‖L2 +
∥∥∥∇

(
M2

ρ−

)∥∥∥
L∞

‖∆̇jn
−‖L2‖∆̇ju

−‖L2 . (3.50)

The challenge arises in overcoming the higher-order regularity in the cross terms
∫

Rd

M1

ρ− ∇∆̇jn
+ · ∆̇ju

− + M2

ρ+ ∇∆̇jn
− · ∆̇ju

+dx, (3.51)

which corresponds to the non-symmetric part of the system. To eliminate the loss of derivatives
of ∆̇jn

± in (3.51), we reformulate (1.41)1 and (1.41)2 by




∂tn
+ + u+ · ∇n+ + 1+n+

ν+
1 +ν+

2

div v +
ν−

1 +ν−

2

ν+
1 +ν+

2

(1 + n+)div u− = 0,

∂tn
− + u− · ∇n− − 1+n−

ν−

1 +ν−

2

div v +
ν+
1 +ν+

2

ν−

1 +ν−

2

(1 + n−)div u− = 0.
(3.52)

Then applying the operator ∆̇j to (3.52) to get




∂t∆̇jn
+ + u+ · ∇∆̇jn

+ + 1+n+

ν+
1 +ν+

2

div ∆̇jv +
ν−

1 +ν−

2

ν+
1 +ν+

2

(1 + n+)div ∆̇ju
− = T 5

j ,

∂t∆̇jn
− + u− · ∇∆̇jn

− − 1+n−

ν−

1 +ν−

2

div ∆̇jv +
ν+
1 +ν+

2

ν−

1 +ν−

2

(1 + n−)div ∆̇ju
+ = T 6

j ,
(3.53)

where 




T 5
j = [u+, ∆̇j ]∇n+ + 1

ν−

1 +ν−

2

[n+, ∆̇j ]div v +
ν−

1 +ν−

2

ν+
1 +ν+

2

[n+, ∆̇j ]div u
+,

T 6
j = [u−, ∆̇j ]∇n− − 1

ν−

1 +ν−

2

[n−, ∆̇j ]div v +
ν+
1 +ν+

2

ν−

1 +ν−

2

[n−, ∆̇j ]div u
−.

(3.54)

Taking the L2 inner product of (3.53)1 and (3.53)2 with

ν+
1 +ν+

2

ν−

1 +ν−

2

M1

(1+n+)ρ− ∆̇jn
+ and

ν−

1 +ν−

2

ν+
1 +ν+

2

M2

(1+n−)ρ+ ∆̇jn
−,

respectively, we have

1

2

d

dt

∫

Rd

ν+
1 +ν+

2

ν−

1 +ν−

2

M1

(1+n+)ρ− |∆̇jn
+|2 + ν−

1 +ν−

2

ν+
1 +ν+

2

M2

(1+n−)ρ+ |∆̇jn
−|2dx

+

∫

Rd

(
M1

ρ− div ∆̇ju
−∆̇jn

+ + M2

ρ+ div ∆̇ju
+∆̇jn

−
)
dx

.
∥∥∥∂t

(
M1

(1+n+)ρ−

)∥∥∥
L∞

‖∆̇jn
+‖2L2 +

∥∥∥∂t
(

M2

(1+n−)ρ+

)∥∥∥
L∞

‖∆̇jn
−‖2L2
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+
∥∥∥div

(
M1u

+

(1+n+)ρ−

)∥∥∥
L∞

‖∆̇jn
+‖2L2 +

∥∥∥div
(

M2u
−

(1+n−)ρ+

)∥∥∥
L∞

‖∆̇jn
−‖2L2

+
∥∥∥ M1

(1+n+)ρ−

∥∥∥
L∞

‖div ∆̇jv‖L2‖∆̇jn
+‖L2 +

∥∥∥ M2

(1+n−)ρ+

∥∥∥
L∞

‖div ∆̇jv‖L2‖∆̇jn
−‖L2

+
∥∥∥ M1

(1+n+)ρ−

∥∥∥
L∞

‖T 5
j ‖L2‖∆̇jn

+‖L2 +
∥∥∥ M2

(1+n−)ρ+

∥∥∥
L∞

‖T 6
j ‖L2‖∆̇jn

−‖L2 . (3.55)

Note that M1,M2, ρ
± and θ depend only on n± due to (1.38), and while n− can be represented

by n+ and n−. By the condition (3.3) with a suitably constant ε0, one knows that ‖(n+, n−)‖L∞

is sufficiently small. Consequently, there exist two positive constants c, C such that

0 < c ≤ M1

(1+n+)ρ+ , M2

(1+n−)ρ− ≤ C < ∞. (3.56)

By combining (3.50) with (3.55) and (3.56), integrating over [0, t] and then taking the square root
of both sides, we have

‖∆̇j(n
+, n−, u+, u−)‖L∞

t (L2) + ‖∇∆̇j(u
+, u−)‖L2

t(L
2)

. ‖∆̇j(n
+
0 , n

−
0 , u

+
0 , u

−
0 )‖L2 +

∥∥∥∂t
(

M1

(1+n+)ρ− , M2

(1+n−)ρ+

)∥∥∥
1
2

L1
t (L

∞)
‖∆̇j(n

+, n−)‖L∞(L2)

+
∥∥∥div

(
M1u

+

(1+n+)ρ− , M2u
−

(1+n−)ρ+

)∥∥∥
1
2

L1
t (L

∞)
‖∆̇j(n

+, n−)‖L∞
t (L2)

+
∥∥∥∇

(
M1

ρ+ , M2

ρ−

)∥∥∥
1
2

L∞
t (L∞)

‖∆̇j(n
+, n−)‖

1
2

L∞
t (L2)‖∆̇j(u

+, u−)‖
1
2

L1
t (L

2)

+ ‖∆̇j(H
+, H−)‖

1
2

L2
t (L

2)
‖∆̇j(u

+, u−)‖
1
2

L2
t (L

2)
+ ‖div ∆̇jv‖

1
2

L1
t (L

2)
‖∆̇j(n

+, n−)‖
1
2

L∞
t (L2)

+ ‖(T 1
j , T

2
j )‖

1
2

L1
t (L

2)
‖∆̇j(n

+, n−)‖
1
2

L∞
t (L2) + ‖(T 3

j , T
4
j )‖

1
2

L∞
t (L2)‖∆̇j(u

+, u−)‖
1
2

L1
t (L

2)

+ ‖(T 5
j , T

6
j )‖

1
2

L1
t (L

2)
‖∆̇j(n

+, n−)‖
1
2

L∞
t (L2). (3.57)

Multiplying (3.57) by 2j(
d
2+1), taking the supremum on [0, t], and then summing over j ∈ Z we

have

‖(n+, n−, u+, u−)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
+ ‖(u+, u−)‖

L̃2
t (Ḃ

d
2
+2

2,1 )

≤ ‖(n+
0 , n

−
0 , u

+
0 , u

−
0 )‖

Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1

+ ‖∂t(n+, n−)‖
1
2

L1
t (L

∞)
‖(n+, n−)‖

L̃∞(Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )

+ ‖∇(n+, n−)‖
1
2

L∞
t (L∞)‖(n

+, n−)‖
1
2

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
‖(u+, u−)‖

1
2

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )

+ ‖(u+, u−)‖
1
2

L1
t (W

1,∞)
‖(n+, n−)‖

L̃∞(Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )

+ ‖(H+, H−)‖
1
2

L̃2
t(Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖(u+, u−)‖
1
2

L̃2
t (Ḃ

d
2
+2

2,1 )
+ ‖div v‖

1
2

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
‖n±‖

1
2

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )

+
∑

j∈Z

(
2j(

d
2+1)‖(T 1

j , T
2
j , T

5
j , T

6
j )‖L1

t (L
2)

) 1
2 ‖(n+, n−)‖

1
2

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )

+
∑

j∈Z

(
2j(

d
2+1)‖(T 3

j , T
4
j )‖L1

t (L
2)

) 1
2 ‖(u+, u−)‖

1
2

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
. (3.58)

First, as n− = n−(n+, θ) and θ = θ(n+, n−), one has

‖n−
0 ‖

Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1

. ‖(n+
0 , θ)‖

Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1

. X0, (3.59)

‖n−‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
. ‖(n+, θ)‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
. X (t), (3.60)
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‖θ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
. ‖(R+, R−)‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
. (3.61)

Due to (1.41)1, (1.41)2 and (3.60), we obtain

‖∂tn±‖L1
t (L

∞) . ‖divu±‖L1
t(L

∞) + ‖u±‖L1
t(L

∞)‖∇n±‖L∞
t (L∞) + ‖∇u±‖L1

t(L
∞)‖n±‖L∞

t (L∞)

. ‖u±‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
+ ‖u±‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
‖n±‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
+ ‖u±‖

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
‖n±‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )

. X0 + (1 + X (t)2)X (t)2. (3.62)

With regard to the nonlinear terms for H±, we deduce that

‖H±‖
L̃2

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. ‖θ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖u±‖
L̃2

t (Ḃ
d
2
+2

2,1 )
+ ‖u±‖

L̃2
t(Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖n±‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
. X (t)2. (3.63)

To bound the terms T k
j with k = 1, 2, · · · , 6, we first consider T 1

j . Using (3.60) and the commu-
tator estimates in Lemma A.4, we have that

∑

j∈Z

(
2j(

d
2+1)‖(T 1

j , T
2
j , T

5
j , T

6
j )‖L1

t(L
2)

)

. ‖(θ, u+, u−, div v)‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
‖(n+, θ, u+, u−)‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
. X 2(t). (3.64)

Similarly, we have
∑

j∈Z

(
2j(

d
2+1)‖(T 3

j , T
4
j )‖L∞

t (L2)

)
. ‖(n+, θ, u+, u−)‖2

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
. X 2(t). (3.65)

Collecting (3.58)–(3.65) and using Young’s inequality, we have (3.47). �

3.5. The estimate of effective unknowns. In order to finish the proof, we shall establish a
higher-order dissipation estimate of the two-phase effective velocity v defined in (1.13). Note that
by (1.45), v satisfies the following elliptic system

div v = (−∆)−1div (−ρ̄+∂tu
+ + ρ̄−∂tu

− + ρ̄+F+
2 − ρ̄−F−

2 ). (3.66)

Then, since the degree of (−∆)−1div is −1, we have

‖div v‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
. ‖∂t(u+, u−)‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

+ ‖(F+
2 , F−

2 )‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. (3.67)

Then, one needs to analyze the regularity of the time derivatives u±
t . To this end, we introduce

an effective viscous flux

w± = β±
2 ∇θ − ν±1 ∆u± − ν±2 ∇div u±,

which allows us to write ut = w± up to some nonlinear terms. Compared with [28], this allows
us to avoid the direct analysis of the initial data for u±

t requiring the compatibility condition.

Lemma 3.6. Let T > 0 be any given time, and (n+, n−, u+, u−) be any strong solution to the

Cauchy problem (1.45) for t ∈ (0, T ). Then it holds that

‖div v‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
+ ‖(w+, w−, ∂tu

+, ∂tu
−)‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

. X0 + X (t)2 + X (t)4, (3.68)

where X (t) is defined in (3.1).

Proof. Taking the time derivative of system (1.45)3 and (1.45)4, we get the following Lamé system
for w±:

∂tw
± − ν±1 ∆w± − ν±2 ∇divw±

= β±
2 ∇(−β+

1 divu+ − β−
1 div u− + F1)− ν±1 ∆F±

2 − ν±2 ∇divF±
2 .

(3.69)
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where F1 and F±
2 are given in (1.46). Then, by making use of the maximal regularity estimate

(see Lemma A.7) for (3.69), we have

‖w±‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
+ ‖w±‖

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

. ‖θ0‖
Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1

+ ‖(u+
0 , u

−
0 )‖

Ḃ
d
2
2,1

+ ‖u±‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖F1‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
+ ‖F±

2 ‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

.
(3.70)

With the estimates (3.5), (3.16), (3.23) and (3.35) at hand, one gets

‖u±‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖F1‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
. E0 + (1 + E(t)2)E(t)2. (3.71)

Next, we analyze the last nonlinear term on the right-hand side of (3.70). Using (A.3) and (A.8)
yields

‖g±1 (θ)∆u±‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖g±2 (θ)∇div u±‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. ‖g±1 (θ)‖
L2

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖u±‖
L2

t (Ḃ
d
2
+2

2,1 )
+ ‖g±2 (θ)‖

L2
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖u±‖
L2

t (Ḃ
d
2
+2

2,1 )

. ‖θ‖
L2

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖u+‖
L2

t (Ḃ
d
2
+2

2,1 )
(3.72)

. ‖θ‖
1
2

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖θ‖
1
2

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖u+‖
L2

t (Ḃ
d
2
+2

2,1 )
. X (t)2. (3.73)

And similarly, we obtain

‖u± · ∇u±‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖g±4 (θ)∇θ‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. ‖u±‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖u±‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
+ ‖∇θ‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖θ‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. X (t)2.

It is sufficient to deal with ∇u±·∇α±

R± since the other terms are essentially the same. Recalling
(3.18), we get

∥∥∥∇u±·∇α±

R±

∥∥∥
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

.
∥∥∥∇u± · ∇h±(n+, θ) · n±

n±+1

∥∥∥
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖∇u±∇h±(n+, θ)‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

.(1 + ‖n±‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖n±‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
‖u±‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )

.X (t)2 + X (t)3.

Consequently, we have

‖F±
2 ‖

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

. X (t)2 + X (t)3. (3.74)

By (3.70), (3.74) and (3.71), it holds that

‖w±‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
+ ‖w±‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

. X0 + X (t)2 + X (t)4. (3.75)

Finally, we recover the desired estimate of ∂tu
±. Since

∂tu
± + w± = F±

2 ,

we conclude from (3.74) and (3.75) that

‖∂tu±‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. ‖w±‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖F±
2 ‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

. X0 + X (t)2 + X (t)4. (3.76)

Then, we obtain (3.68) holds by combining (3.67), (3.74), (3.75) and (3.76). This finishes the
proof of Lemma 3.6. �
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3.6. Global existence. In this subsection, we construct a local Friedrichs approximation (cf.
[1]) and extend the local approximate sequence to a global one by the uniform-in-time a priori
estimates established in Subsections 3.1–3.2. Then we show the convergence of the approximate
sequence to the expected global solution to the Cauchy problem for the system (1.1)–(1.8). Define

the Friedrichs projector Ėq by Ėqf := F−1(1CqFf) for f ∈ L2
q, where L2

q is the set of L2(Rd)

functions spectrally supported in the annulus Cq := {ξ ∈ R
d| 1q ≤ |ξ| ≤ q} endowed with the

standard L2 topology, and 1Cq is the characteristic function on Cq.
We now consider the following approximate problems (q ≥ 1) for (1.45):





∂tn
+ + Ėq(u

+ · ∇n+) + Ėq((1 + n+)div u+) = 0,

∂tn
− + Ėq(u

− · ∇n−) + Ėq((1 + n−)div u−) = 0,

∂tu
+ + Ėq(u

+ · ∇u+) + Ėq(
M1

ρ+ ∇n+ + M2

ρ+ ∇n−)− ν+1 ∆u+ − ν+2 ∇div u+ = ĖqH
+,

∂tu
− + Ėq(u

− · ∇u−) + Ėq(
M1

ρ− ∇n+ + M2

ρ− ∇n−)− ν−1 ∆u− − ν−2 ∇div u− = ĖqH
−,

(n±, u±)|t=0 = (Ėqn
±
0 , Ėqu

±
0 ).

(3.77)

Introducing the dissipative variable θ = P (n+, n−)− P̄ , we can rewrite (3.77) as





∂tn
+ + Ėq(u

+ · ∇n+) + Ėq

(
(1 + n+)div u+

)
= 0,

∂tθ + β+
1 div Ėqu

+ + β−
1 div Ėqu

− = F q
1 ,

∂tu
+ + β+

2 ∇Ėqθ − ν+1 ∆Ėqu
+ − ν+2 ∇div Ėqu

+ = ĖqF
+
2 ,

∂tu
− + β−

2 ∇Ėqθ − ν−1 ∆Ėqu
− − ν−2 ∇div Ėqu

− = ĖqF
−
2 ,

(n+, θ, u+, u−)(x, 0) = (Ėqn
+
0 , Ėqθ0, Ėqu

+
0 , Ėqu

−
0 )(x).

(3.78)

where the nonlinear terms H± and F+ are given by (1.43) and (1.46), respectively, and

F q
1 = −Cρ−Ėqdiv ((1 + n+)u+) + β+

1 Ėqdiv u
+ − Cρ+Ėqdiv ((1 + n−)u−) + β−

1 Ėqdiv u
−. (3.79)

It is classical to show that (Ėqn
+
0 , Ėqθ0, Ėqu

+
0 , Ėqu

−
0 ) satisfies (1.14) uniformly with respect to

q ≥ 1 and converges to (n+
0 , θ0, u

+
0 , u

−
0 ) strongly in the sense (1.14). Since all the Sobolev norms

are equivalent in (3.78) due to the Bernstein inequality, we can check that (3.77) is a system of
ordinary differential equations in L2

q×L2
q×L2

q×L2
q and locally Lipschitz with respect to the variable

(n+, θ, u+, u−) for every q ≥ 1. By virtue of the Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem (see [1, Theorem
3.2]), there exists a maximal time T ∗

q > 0 such that the problem (3.77) admits a unique solution

(n+,q, n−,q, u+,q, u−,q) ∈ C([0, T ∗
q );L

2
q). Then, (n+,q, θq, u+,q, u−,q) with θq = P (n+,q, n−,q) − P̄

solves (3.78) on [0, T ∗
q )× R

d.
Define the maximal time

Tq := sup{t ≥ 0 : X q(t) ≤ 2C0X0}, (3.80)

where X q(t) is the exact same as (3.1) but for (n±,q, θq, u+,q, u−,q), X0 is defined in (3.2) inde-
pendent of q, and C0 is given by Proposition 3.1. It is clear that 0 < Tq ≤ T ∗

q .

We claim Tq = T ∗
q . Otherwise, we assume that Tq < T ∗

q holds. Since (n+,q, n−,q, u+,q, u−,q) =

Ėq(n
+,q, n−,q, u+,q, u−,q), the orthogonal projector Ėq has no effect on the energy estimates for

(3.77)–(3.78) carried out in Lemmas 3.2–3.6. Due to ‖(n+,q, θq)‖L∞
t (L∞) . X q(t), one can let

X0 ≤ ε∗0 such that the condition (3.3) holds. Then, Proposition 3.1 ensures that

X q(t) ≤ C0X0 + C0

(
1 + X q(t)2

)
X q(t)2. (3.81)

By (3.81), we take

X0 ≤ ε0 :=
{
ε∗0, 1,

1

6C0

}

to derive

X q(t) ≤ 3

2
C0X0, 0 < t < Tq. (3.82)
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By (3.82) and the time continuity property, Tq is not the maximal time such that X (t) ≤ C0X0

holds. This contradicts the definition of Tq.
If T ∗

q < ∞, by (3.82) and Tq = T ∗
q , we can take (n+,q, θq, u+,q, u−,q)(t) for t sufficiently close to

T ∗
q as the new initial data and obtain the existence from t to some t+ η∗ > T ∗

q with a sufficiently
small constant η∗ > 0 by the Cauchy–Lipschitz theorem, which contradicts the definition of
T ∗
q . Therefore, we have T ∗

q = ∞, and {(n+,q, θq, u+,q, u−,q)}q≥1 is a global-in-time approximate
sequence.

Then, utilizing the uniform bound X q(t) ≤ C0X0 following a standard compactness argument
(see [1, Pages 458-459]), one can show that as q → ∞, (n+,q, θq, u+,q, u−,q) converges strongly to
a limit (n+, n−, u+, u−) which is a global-in-time solution to the Cauchy problem (1.45) satisfying
X (t) . X0. Let R± := n± + 1. Due to (1.38) and the implicit function theorem, we can obtain
the functions α± = α±(R+, R−), ρ± = ρ±(R+, R−) and P = P (R+, R−). It is not difficult to
check that (α±, ρ±, u±) is the desired global solution to the original Cauchy problem (1.1)–(1.8)
and fulfills the properties (1.16) and (1.17). To complete the proof of Theorem 1.1, we finally
prove the uniqueness issue below.

3.7. Uniqueness. It suffices to consider the reformulated system (1.41). For any given time
T > 0, let (n+

1 , n
−
1 , u

+
1 , u

−
1 ) and (n+

2 , n
−
2 , u

+
2 , u

−
2 ) be two solutions to (1.41) on [0, T ]×R

d subject
to the same initial data (n+

0 , n
−
0 , u

+
0 , u

−
0 ) and satisfying the regularities given by Theorem 1.1.

The difference

(ñ+, ñ−, ũ+, ũ−) = (n+
1 − n+

2 , n
−
1 − n−

2 , u
+
1 − u+

2 , u
−
1 − u−

2 )

solves




∂tñ
+ + u+

1 · ∇ñ+ + (1 + n+
1 )div ũ

+ = S̃1,

∂tñ
− + u−

1 · ∇ñ− + (1 + n−
1 )div ũ

− = S̃2,

∂tũ
+ + u+

1 · ∇ũ+ +
M1

1

ρ+
1

∇ñ+ +
M1

2

ρ+
1

∇ñ− − ν+1 ∆ũ+ − ν+2 ∇div ũ+ = S̃3,

∂tũ
− + u−

1 · ∇ũ− +
M1

1

ρ−

1

∇ñ+ +
M1

2

ρ−

1

∇ñ− − ν−1 ∆ũ− − ν−2 ∇div ũ− = S̃4,

(3.83)

where we denoted ρ±1 = ρ±(n+
1 , n

−
1 ), M

1
1 = (Cρ−)(n+

1 , n
−
1 ), M

1
2 = (Cρ+)(n+

1 , n
−
1 ) and





S̃1 = −ũ+ · ∇n+
2 − ñ+div u+

2 ,

S̃2 = −ũ− · ∇n−
2 − ñ−div u−

2 ,

S̃3 = −ũ+ · ∇u+
2 −

(
M1

1

ρ+
1

− M2
1

ρ+
2

)
∇n+

2 −
(

M1
2

ρ+
1

− M2
2

ρ+
2

)
∇n−

2

+
(

µ+

ρ+
1

− µ+

ρ+
2

)
∆u+

2 +
(

µ++λ+

ρ+
1

− µ++λ+

ρ+
2

)
∇div u+

2

+H+(n+
1 , n

−
1 , u

+
1 , u

−
1 )−H+(n+

2 , n
−
2 , u

+
2 , u

−
2 ),

S̃4 = −ũ− · ∇u−
2 −

(
M1

1

ρ−

1

− M2
1

ρ−

2

)
∇n−

2 −
(

M1
2

ρ−

1

− M2
2

ρ−

2

)
∇n−

2

+
(

µ−

ρ−

1

− µ−

ρ−

2

)
∆u−

2 +
(

µ−+λ−

ρ−

1

− µ−+λ−

ρ−

2

)
∇div u−

2

+H−(n+
1 , n

−
1 , u

+
1 , u

−
1 )−H−(n+

2 , n
−
2 , u

+
2 , u

−
2 ).

(3.84)

Applying ∆̇j to (3.76) yields





∂t∆̇j ñ
+ + u+

1 · ∇∆̇j ñ
+ + (1 + n+

1 )div ∆̇j ũ
+ = ∆̇j S̃1 + T̃ 1

j ,

∂t∆̇j ñ
− + u−

1 · ∇∆̇j ñ
− + (1 + n−

1 )div ∆̇j ũ
− = ∆̇jS̃2 + T̃ 2

j ,

∂t∆̇j ũ
+ + u+

1 · ∇∆̇j ũ
+ +

M1
1

ρ+
1

∇∆̇j ñ
+ +

M1
2

ρ+
1

∇∆̇j ñ
−

−ν+1 ∆∆̇j ũ
+ − ν+2 ∇div ∆̇j ũ

+ = ∆̇jS̃3 + T̃ 3
j ,

∂t∆̇j ũ
− + u−

1 · ∇∆̇j ũ
− +

M1
1

ρ−

1

∇∆̇j ñ
+ +

M1
2

ρ−

1

∇∆̇j ñ
−

−ν−1 ∆∆̇j ũ
− − ν−2 ∇∆̇jdiv ũ

− = ∆̇j S̃4 + T̃ 4
j ,

(3.85)
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with the commutator terms




T̃ 1
j = [u+

1 , ∆̇j ]∇ñ+ + [n+
1 , ∆̇j ]div ũ

+,

T̃ 2
j = [u−

1 , ∆̇j ]∇ñ− + [n−
1 , ∆̇j ]div ũ

−,

T̃ 3
j = [u+

1 , ∆̇j ]∇ũ+ +
[
M1

1

ρ+
1

, ∆̇j

]
∇ñ+ +

[
M1

2

ρ+
1

, ∆̇j

]
∇ñ−,

T̃ 4
j = [u−

1 , ∆̇j ]∇ũ− +
[
M1

1

ρ−

1

, ∆̇j

]
∇ñ+ +

[
M1

2

ρ−

1

, ∆̇j

]
∇ñ−.

(3.86)

Through applying the weighted energy method as in (3.50), we obtain

d

dt

∫

Rd

1

2

(
|∆̇j ũ

+|2 + |∆̇j ũ
−|2 + M1

1

(1+n+
1 )ρ+

1

|∆̇j ñ
+|2 + M1

2

(1+n−

1 )ρ−

1

|∆̇j ñ
−|2

)
dx

+ ν+1

∫

Rd

|∇∆̇j ũ
+|2dx+ ν+2

∫

Rd

|div ∆̇j ũ
+|2dx

+ ν−1

∫

Rd

|∇∆̇j ũ
−|2dx+ ν−2

∫

Rd

|div ∆̇j ũ
−|2dx

.
∥∥∥∂t

(
M1

1

(1+n+
1 )ρ+

1

,
M1

2

(1+n+
1 )ρ+

1

)
, div

(
M1

1u
+
1

(1+n+
1 )ρ+

1

,
M1

2u
−

1

(1+n−

1 )ρ−

1

)∥∥∥
L∞

‖∆̇j(ñ
+, ñ−, ũ+, ũ−)‖2L2

+
∥∥∥∇

(
M1

1

ρ+
1

,
M1

2

ρ−

1

,
M1

1

ρ−

1

,
M1

2

ρ+
1

)∥∥∥
L∞

‖∆̇j(ñ
+, ñ−)‖L2‖∆̇j(ũ

+, ũ−)‖L2

+ ‖div ∆̇j(ũ
+, ũ−)‖L2‖∆̇j(ñ

+, ñ−)‖L2

+
(
‖(T̃ 1

j , T̃
2
j , T̃

3
j , T̃

4
j )‖L2 + ‖∆̇j(S̃1, S̃2, S̃3, S̃4)‖L2

)
‖∆̇j(ñ

+, ñ−, ũ+, ũ−)‖L2 ,

Integrating (3.87) over [0, t], taking the square root of both sides and summing the resulting

estimate over j ∈ Z with the weight 2j
d
2 , we get

‖(ñ+, ñ−, ũ+, ũ−)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖(ũ+, ũ−)‖
L̃2

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )

.

(∫ t

0

(
‖(∂tn+

1 , ∂tn
−
1 ,∇n+

1 ,∇n−
1 ,∇u+

1 ,∇u−
1 )‖L∞‖(ñ+, ñ−, ũ+, ũ−)‖

Ḃ
d
2
2,1

+ ‖div (ũ+, ũ−)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

+
∑

j∈Z

2j
d
2 ‖(T 1

j , T
2
j , T

3
j , T

4
j )‖L2 + ‖(S̃1, S̃2, S̃3, S̃4)‖

Ḃ
d
2
2,1

)
ds

) 1
2

‖(ñ+, ñ−, ũ+, ũ−)‖
1
2

L̃∞(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

,

which, together with Young’s inequality, implies

‖(ñ+, ñ−, ũ+, ũ−)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖(ũ+, ũ−)‖
L̃2

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )

.

∫ t

0

(
‖(∂tn+

1 , ∂tn
−
1 ,∇n+

1 ,∇n−
1 ,∇u+

1 ,∇u−
1 )‖L∞‖(ñ+, ñ−, ũ+, ũ−)‖

Ḃ
d
2
2,1

+ ‖(ũ+, ũ−)‖
Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1

+
∑

j∈Z

2j
d
2 ‖(T 1

j , T
2
j , T

3
j , T

4
j )‖L2 +‖(S̃1, S̃2, S̃3, S̃4)‖

Ḃ
d
2
2,1

)
ds. (3.87)

Using the classical commutator estimates in Lemma A.4, we have
∑

j∈Z

2j
d
2 ‖(T 1

j , T
2
j , T

3
j , T

4
j )‖L2 . ‖(n+

1 , u
±
1 )‖

Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1

‖(ñ+, ñ−, ũ+, ũ−)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

. (3.88)

In addition, according to standard product laws and composite estimates in Lemmas A.3 and
A.5, the nonlinear terms can be handled as

‖(S̃1, S̃2, S̃3, S̃4)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

. ‖(n+
1 , n

−
1 , u

+
1 , u

−
1 , , n

+
2 , n

−
2 , u

+
2 , u

−
2 )‖

Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1

‖(ñ+, ñ−, ũ+, ũ−)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

. (3.89)
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Substituting (3.88) and (3.89) into (3.87) and then employing Grönwall’s inequality, we have

‖(ñ+, ñ−, ũ+, ũ−)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖(ũ+, ũ−)‖
L̃2

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
.

√
teCt‖(ũ+, ũ−)‖

L̃2
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
. (3.90)

Taking t ∈ [0, T1] with a suitably small time T1 ∈ (0, T ], we deduce that

‖(ñ+, ñ−, ũ+, ũ−)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖(ũ+, ũ−)‖
L̃2

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
= 0. (3.91)

The above argument can be repeated on [T1, 2T1], [2T1, 3T1],· · · , until the whole interval [0, T ] is
exhausted. Therefore, the proof of uniqueness has been finished. ✷

4. Time-decay rates (I): Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we show the optimal time decay rates of a strong solution to the Cauchy
problem in the case that ‖(θ0, u+

0 , u
−
0 )

ℓ‖Ḃσ0
2,∞

is only bounded.

4.1. Weighted Lyapunov estimates. Inspired by the works [15, 30] and the recent adaptation
[17], we have the time-weighted Lyapunov estimates of the solution (R+, θ, u±) to the Cauchy
problem (1.45).

Lemma 4.1. Let d ≥ 3 and σ0 ∈ [− d
2 ,

d
2 − 2), and let (n+, θ, u+, u−) be the global classical

solution to the Cauchy problem (1.45) given by Theorem 1.1. Then under the assumptions (1.15)
and (1.18), for any A > 1

2 (
d
2 − σ0), it holds that

‖τAθ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖τA(u+, u−)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )

+ ‖τAθ‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖τA(u+, u−)‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )

. tA− 1
2 (

d
2−2−σ0)(E0 + ‖(θ, u+, u−)ℓ‖L∞

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞)), t > 0. (4.1)

Proof. For any j ≤ 0, after multiplying the Lyapunov type inequality (3.9) by tA, we show

d

dt

(
tAE1,j(t)

)
+ 22jtAE1,j(t) . tA−1E1,j(t) + tA‖∆̇j(F1, F

+
2 , F−

2 )‖L2

√
E1,j(t), j ≤ 0.

This gives rise to

tA‖∆̇j(θ, u
+, u−)‖L2 + 22j

∫ t

0

τA‖∆̇j(θ, u
+, u−)‖L2dτ

.

∫ t

0

τA−1‖∆̇j(θ, u
+, u−)‖L2dτ +

∫ t

0

τA‖∆̇j(F1, F
+
2 , F−

2 )‖L2dτ. (4.2)

Then, multiplying by 2j(
d
2−2), taking the supremum on [0, t], and then summing over j ≤ 0, we

get

‖τA(θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
+ ‖τA(θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

.

∫ t

0

τA−1‖(θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ
Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1

dτ + ‖τA(F1, F
+
2 , F−

2 )‖ℓ
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
. (4.3)

To control the first term on the right-hand side of (4.3), we employ the interpolation argument

between weighted dissipation norm and the Ḃσ0
2,∞ norm. Let η0 ∈ (0, 1) be given by

d

2
− 2 = (1− η0)σ0 + η0

d

2
, (4.4)

and ε0 > 0 be a constant to be chosen later. We deduce from the real interpolation inequality
(A.1) that

∫ t

0

τA−1‖(θ, u+, u−)ℓ‖
Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1

dτ
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.

∫ t

0

τA−1‖(θ, u+, u−)ℓ‖1−η0

Ḃ
σ0
2,∞

‖(θ, u+, u−)ℓ‖η0

Ḃ
d
2
2,1

dτ

.

(∫ t

0

τA− 1
1−η0 dτ

)1−η0

‖(θ, u+, u−)‖1−η0

L∞
t (Ḃ

σ0
2,∞)

‖τA(θ, u±)‖η0

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

.
(
tA− 1

2 (
d
2−2−σ0)‖(θ, u+, u−)ℓ‖L̃∞

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞)

)1−η0

‖τA(θ, u±)ℓ‖η0

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )

. ε−1
0 tA− 1

2 (
d
2−2−σ0)‖(θ, u+, u−)ℓ‖L∞

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞) + ε0‖τA(θ, u+, u−)ℓ‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

.

On the other hand, taking advantage of the dissipative structure of (θ, u+, u−) for high frequencies
and the cut-off properties of frequencies, it is easy to verify that

∫ t

0

τA−1‖θh‖ℓ
Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1

dτ =

∫ t

0

τA−1‖θh‖1−η0

Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1

‖θh‖η0

Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1

dτ

.

(∫ t

0

τA− 1
1−η0 dτ

)1−η0

‖θh‖1−η0

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 )
‖τAθh‖η0

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 )

. ε−1
0 tA− 1

2 (
d
2−2−σ0)‖θ‖h

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

+ ε0‖τAθh‖h
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

,

and
∫ t

0

τA−1‖(u±)h‖ℓ
Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1

dτ .

∫ t

0

τA−1‖(u±)h‖1−η0

Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1

‖(u±)h‖η0

Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1

dτ

. ε−1
0 tA− 1

2 (
d
2−2−σ0)‖u±‖h

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )
+ ε0‖τAu±‖h

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
.

Hence, we have for any constant ε0 > 0 that
∫ t

0

τA−1‖(θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ
Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1

dτ

.

∫ t

0

τA−1‖(θ, u+, u−)ℓ‖
Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1

dτ +

∫ t

0

τA−1‖(θ, u+, u−)h‖
Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1

dτ

. ε−1
0

(
‖(θ, u+, u−)ℓ‖L̃∞

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞) + X (t)

)
tA− 1

2 (
d
2−2−σ0) (4.5)

+ ε0(‖τAθ‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖τA(u+, u−)‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
).

Concerning the nonlinear terms on the right-hand side of (4.3), we claim that

‖τA(F1, F
+
2 , F−

2 )‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
. X (t)(‖τAθ‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

+ ‖τA(u+, u−)‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
). (4.6)

Different from Lemma 3.2, we are able to analyze some nonlinear terms, e.g., g±1 (n
+, θ)div u±

and ρ−u+ · ∇n+ in L1
t (Ḃ

d/2−2
2,1 ) as the bounds of n+, θ and u+ have been established in Theorem

1.1. Arguing similarly as for proving (A.8), one may analyze F1 as

‖τAF1‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
. ‖τAg±3 (n+, θ)div u±‖

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 )

+ ‖τAρ−u+ · ∇n+‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
+ ‖τAρ+u− · ∇n−‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 )

+ ‖τA(C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )− C(1, P̄ ))ρ−u+ · ∇n+‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )

+ ‖τA(C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )− C(1, P̄ ))ρ+u− · ∇n−‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
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. ‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
‖τAdiv (u+, u−)‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )

+ (1 + ‖θ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖τA(u+, u−)‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. X (t)‖τA(u+, u−)‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

.

The other terms regarding F2 and F3 can be handled similarly, so we omit the details. Then,
putting (4.5) and (4.6) into (4.3) yields

‖τA(θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 )
+ ‖τA(θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

. ε−1
0

(
‖(θ, u+, u−)ℓ‖L̃∞

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞) + X (t)

)
tA− 1

2 (
d
2−2−σ0) (4.7)

+ (X (t) + ε0)
(
‖τAθ‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

+ ‖τA(u+, u−)‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )

)
.

We then turn to carry out the weighted estimates in high frequencies. For any j ≥ −1, we
show after multiplying the Lyapunov type inequality (3.32) by tA that

d

dt

(
tAE2,j(t)

)
+ tAE2,j(t) . tA−1E2,j(t) + tA‖∆̇j(∇F1, F

+
2 , F−

2 )‖L2

√
E2,j(t), j ≥ −1,

which implies

‖τA∆̇j(∇θ, u+, u−)‖L∞
t (L2) + ‖τA∆̇j(∇θ, u+, u−)‖L∞

t (L2)

.

∫ t

0

τA−1‖∆̇j(∇θ, u+, u−)‖L2dτ + ‖τA∆̇j(∇F1, F
+
2 , F−

2 )‖L1
t (L

2), j ≥ −1.

Thence, summing the above inequality over j ≥ −1 with the weight 2j(
d
2−1), we have

‖τA(∇θ, u+, u−)‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
+ ‖τA(∇θ, u±)‖h

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )

.

∫ t

0

τA−1‖(∇θ, u+, u−)‖h
Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1

dτ + ‖τA(∇F1, F
+
2 , F−

2 )‖h
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
.

(4.8)

By similar arguments as used in the high-frequency part of (4.5), we conclude that, for any
constant ε0 > 0,

∫ t

0

τA−1‖(∇θ, u+, u−)‖h
Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1

dτ . ε0X (t)tA− 1
2 (

d
2−2−σ0) + ε0‖τA(u+, u−)‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
. (4.9)

Also, the nonlinearities on the right-hand side of (4.8) can be estimated by

‖τAF1‖h
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1))

. X (t)(‖τAθ‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖τAu±‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
), (4.10)

and similarly,

‖τAF±
2 ‖h

L1
t(Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )
. X (t)(‖τAθ‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

+ ‖τAu±‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
). (4.11)

Therefore, it follows that

‖τA(∇θ, u+, u−)‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
+ ‖τA(∇θ, u±)‖h

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )

. ε−1
0 X (t)tA− 1

2 (
d
2−2−σ0) + (ε0 + X (t))(‖τAθ‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

+ ‖τA(u+, u−)‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
).

(4.12)

Furthermore, we are able to improve the regularity estimate of u±. Multiplying (1.45)3 and
(1.45)4 by tA, we get

∂t(t
Au±)− ν+1 ∆(tAu±)− ν+2 ∇div (tAu±) = θtA−1u± − β±

2 ∇(tAθ) + tAF±
2 (4.13)
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with the initial data tAu±|t=0 = 0. By virtue of Lemma A.7, we have

‖τAu±‖h
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
.

∫ t

0

τA−1‖u±‖h
Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1

dτ + ‖τAθ‖h
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
+ ‖τAF±

2 ‖h
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
, (4.14)

which, together with (4.9), (4.11) and (4.12), gives rise to

‖τAu±‖h
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
. ε−1

0 X (t)tA− 1
2 (

d
2−2−σ0) + ε0(‖τAθ‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

+ ‖τAu‖
L1

t(Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
). (4.15)

Finally, combining (4.7), (4.12) and (4.15), taking a suitable small constant ε0 and recalling
X (t) . X0 << 1, we conclude (4.1) and complete the proof of Lemma 4.1. �

4.2. Uniform evolution of the low-frequency regularity. In order to bound the term in
(4.1) and derive decay estimates, we need to establish the uniform Ḃσ0

2,∞ regularity evolution of
the solution for low frequencies. This is stated in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let (n+, θ, u+, u−) be the global solution to the Cauchy problem (1.45) by Theorem

1.1. Then, under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2, the following inequality holds:

‖(θ, u+, u−)‖L∞
t (Ḃ

σ0
2,∞) + ‖(θ, u+, u−)‖

L̃1
t(Ḃ

σ0+2
2,∞ )

≤ Cδ0, (4.16)

for δ0 := ‖(θ0, u+
0 , u

−
0 )

ℓ‖Ḃσ0
2,∞

+ X0 .

Proof. Since
‖(θ, u+, u−)‖h

L∞
t (Ḃ

σ0
2,∞)

+ ‖(θ, u+, u−)‖h
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0+2
2,∞ )

. ‖(θ, u+, u−)‖h
L∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
+ ‖(θ, u+, u−)‖h

L1
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

. X0,
(4.17)

it suffices to bound the low-frequency norms. Recall that the Lyapunov-type inequality (3.14)
holds. Multiplying (3.14) by 2jσ0 and taking the supremum on both [0, t] and j ≤ 0, we get

‖(θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ
L∞

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞)

+ ‖(θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0+2
2,∞ )

. ‖(θ0, u+
0 , u

−
0 )‖ℓḂσ0

2,∞
+ ‖(F1, F

+
2 , F−

2 )‖ℓ
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞)

. (4.18)

We first analyze ‖F1‖ℓL̃1
t (Ḃ

σ0
2,∞)

. It follows from (A.4) and (A.8) that

‖g±3 (n+, θ)div u±‖ℓ
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞)

. ‖g±3 (n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
‖divu±‖

L̃1
t(Ḃ

σ0+1
2,∞ )

. ‖u±‖
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0+2
2,∞ )

‖(n+, θ)‖
L∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
.

Along the same line of the above estimate, we have

‖ρ−u+ · ∇n+‖ℓ
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞)

+ ‖ρ+u− · ∇n−‖ℓ
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞)

. (1 + ‖(ρ+ − ρ̄+, ρ− − ρ̄−)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖(u+ · ∇n+, u− · ∇n−)‖L̃1
t(Ḃ

σ0
2,∞)

. (1 + ‖θ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖(u+, u−)‖
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0+2
2,∞ )

‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
,

and
‖(C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )− C(1, P̄ ))ρ−u+ · ∇n+‖ℓ

L̃1
t(Ḃ

σ0
2,∞)

+ ‖(C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )− C(1, P̄ ))ρ+u− · ∇n−‖ℓ
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞)

. ‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

(1 + ‖θ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖(u+, u−)‖
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0+2
2,∞ )

‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
.

Hence, by (1.17) we have

‖F1‖ℓL̃1
t (Ḃ

σ0
2,∞)

. X (t)‖u±‖
L1

t(Ḃ
σ0+2
2,∞ )

. (4.19)
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With regard to the terms in ‖F2‖ℓL1
t Ḃ

σ0
2,∞

, we also deduce that

‖u± · ∇u±‖ℓ
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞)

+ ‖g±4 (θ)∇θ‖ℓ
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞)

. ‖u±‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
‖∇u±‖

L̃1
t (Ḃ

σ0+1
2,∞ )

+ ‖g±4 (θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
‖∇θ‖

L̃1
t (Ḃ

σ0+1
2,∞ )

. X (t)‖(θ, u±)‖
L̃1

t(Ḃ
σ0+2
2,∞ )

and

‖g±1 (θ)∆u±‖ℓ
L̃1

t(Ḃ
σ0
2,∞)

+ ‖g±2 (θ)∇div u±‖ℓ
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞)

. ‖g±1 (θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖∆u±‖L̃1
t (Ḃ

σ0
2,∞) + ‖g±2 (θ)‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

‖∇div u±‖L̃1
t (Ḃ

σ0
2,∞)

. X (t)‖u±‖
L̃1

t(Ḃ
σ0+2
2,∞ )

.

In addition, it is easy to verify that

‖∇u± · ∇α±

R±
‖ℓ
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞)

≤ ‖∇u± · ∇h±(n+, θ) n±

n±+1‖
ℓ
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞)

+ ‖∇u± · ∇h±(n+, θ)‖ℓ
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0
2,∞)

. (‖(n+, θ)‖2
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖u±‖
L̃1

t(Ḃ
σ0+2
2,∞ )

. X (t)‖u±‖
L̃1

t (Ḃ
σ0+2
2,∞ )

.

Thus, we have

‖F±
2 ‖ℓ

L̃1
t (Ḃ

σ0
2,∞)

. X (t)‖u±‖
L̃1

t(Ḃ
σ0+2
2,∞ )

. (4.20)

Substituting (4.19) and (4.20) into (4.18) and using (4.17), we have

‖(θ, u+, u−)‖L∞
t (Ḃ

σ0
2,∞) + ‖(θ, u+, u−)‖

L̃1
t (Ḃ

σ0+2
2,∞ )

. ‖(θ0, u+
0 , u

−
0 )‖Ḃσ0

2,∞
+ X (t)‖(θ, u+, u−)‖

L̃1
t (Ḃ

σ0+2
2,∞ )

.

Making use of X (t) . X0 ≪ 1 and ‖(θ0, u+
0 , u

−
0 )‖Ḃσ0

2,∞
+ X0 ∼ δ0, we prove (4.16). The proof of

Lemma 4.2 is finished.
�

4.3. The gain of decay rates. Let the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 hold and (n+, θ, u+, u−)
be the global solution to the Cauchy problem (1.45) given by Theorem 1.1. For any A >> 1, it
follows by (4.1) and (4.16) that

‖τAθ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖τA(u+, u−)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−2

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )

+ ‖τAθ‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖τA(u+, u−)‖
L1

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )

. δ0t
A− 1

2 (
d
2−2−σ0). (4.21)

This implies that, for all t > 0,

‖θ(t)‖
Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
2,1

+ ‖(u+, u−)(t)‖
Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1

. δ0t
− 1

2 (
d
2−2−σ0). (4.22)

On the other hand, the left-hand side of (4.22) is uniformly bounded by E0 . δ0 due to (1.16).
Thus, we have

‖θ(t)‖
Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
2,1

+ ‖(u+, u−)(t)‖
Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1 ∩Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1

. δ0(1 + t)−
1
2 (

d
2−2−σ0), t > 0, (4.23)
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which in particular indicates that

‖θ(t)‖Ḃσ
2,1

. δ0(1 + t)−
1
2 (

d
2−2−σ0), σ ∈ [

d

2
− 2,

d

2
], (4.24)

‖u±(t)‖Ḃσ
2,1

. δ0(1 + t)−
1
2 (

d
2−2−σ0), σ ∈ [

d

2
− 2,

d

2
− 1]. (4.25)

For any σ ∈ (σ0,
d
2 − 2], it follows from (4.16), (4.23), and the interpolation inequality (A.1) that

‖(θ, u±)(t)‖Ḃσ
2,1

. ‖(θ, u±)(t)‖θ
Ḃ

σ0
2,∞

‖(θ, u±)(t)‖1−θ

Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1

. δ0(1 + t)−
1
2 (σ−σ0), σ ∈

(
σ0,

d

2
− 2

)
.

(4.26)

Finally, we establish the decay of higher-order regularity norms for u±. By applying the
maximal regularity estimate for (4.13), we have

‖τAu±‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
. ‖τA−1u‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )
+ ‖τAθ‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )
+ ‖τAF±

2 ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
.

Here we have

‖τA−1u±‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
.

(
‖u±‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )

)A−1
A

(
‖τAu±‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )

) 1
A

. X
A−1
A

0

(
(1 + t)A− 1

2 (
d
2−2−σ0)δ0

) 1
A

. (1 + t)A− 1
2 (

d
2−2−σ0)δ0,

and

‖τAθ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
+ ‖τAF±

2 ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
. (1 + t)A− 1

2 (
d
2−2−σ0)δ0,

due to (4.11) and (4.21). This implies that

‖u±(t)‖h
Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1

. δ0(1 + t)−
1
2 (

d
2−2−σ0). (4.27)

from which and (4.25) we arrive at

‖u±(t)‖Ḃσ
2,1

. ‖u±(t)‖ℓ
Ḃ

d
2
−2

2,1

+ ‖u±(t)‖h
Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1

. δ0(1 + t)−
1
2 (

d
2−2−σ0), (4.28)

for all σ ∈ (d2 − 2, d2 + 1]. By (4.23)–(4.28), we complete the proof of Theorem 1.2. ✷

5. Time-decay rates (II): Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section, our aim is to improve the time decay estimate obtained in Section 4. This
approach is developed by Danchin and Xu [13] pertaining to the compressible Navier-Stokes
equations. More precisely, we will capture the maximal decay properties and establish optimal
rates of the higher-order Ḃσ

2,1-norms (d/2− 2 < σ < d/2) of (θ, u±). This improvement allows us

to further study the large time convergence of the non-dissipative components R± toward their
non-trivial equilibrium states.

Define the time-weighted energy functional

Z(t) = sup
σ∈[σ0+ε, d2−ε]

‖〈τ〉
σ−σ0

2 (θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ
L∞(Ḃσ

2,1)

+ ‖〈τ〉αθ‖h
L̃∞(Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

+ ‖〈τ〉α(u+, u−)‖h
L̃∞(Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
(5.1)

with 〈t〉 := (1 + t2)
1
2 and α := 1

2 (
d
2 − σ0 − ε). In what follows, we need the following inequality

repeatedly:
∫ t

0

〈t− τ〉− 1
2 (σ−σ′

0)〈τ〉−σ∗

dτ . 〈t〉− 1
2 (σ−σ′

0), for 0 ≤ 1

2
(σ − σ′

0) ≤ σ∗, σ∗ > 1. (5.2)
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5.1. Bounds for the low frequencies. We first address the low-frequency estimates as follows.

Lemma 5.1. Let (n+, θ, u+, u−) be the global classical solution to the Cauchy problem (1.45)
given by Theorem 1.1. Then under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3, for any σ′

0 ∈ [σ0,
d
2 − 2), it

holds that

sup
σ∈[σ′

0+ε, d2−ε]

‖〈τ〉
σ−σ′

0
2 (θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ

L∞(Ḃσ
2,1)

. ‖(θ0, u+
0 , u

−
0 )‖ℓḂσ0

2,∞

+ ‖(n+, θ, u+, u−)‖
Ḃ

σ0+1
2,∞

Z(t).

(5.3)

Proof. By applying Grönwall’s inequality to (3.9), we get

‖∆̇j(θ, u
+, u−)‖L2 . e−c22jt‖∆̇j(θ0, u

+
0 , u

−
0 )‖L2 +

∫ t

0

e−c22j(t−τ)‖∆̇j(F1, F
+
2 , F−

2 )‖L2dτ,

which implies that, for any σ > σ0,

‖(θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ
Ḃσ

2,1
. t−

1
2 (σ−σ0)‖(θ0, u+

0 , u
−
0 )‖ℓḂσ0

2,∞
+

∫ t

0

(t− τ)−
1
2 (σ−σ0)‖(F1, F

+
2 , F−

2 )‖ℓ
Ḃ

σ0
2,∞

dτ,

(5.4)
where we used the fact that

sup
t≥0

∑

j∈Z

t
σ′

2 2jσ
′

e−C′22jt < ∞ for all σ′, C′ > 0.

On the other hand, the low-frequency cut-off property indicates that

‖(θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ
Ḃσ

2,1
. ‖(θ0, u+

0 , u
−
0 )‖ℓḂσ

2,1
+

∫ t

0

‖(F1, F
+
2 , F−

2 )‖ℓ
Ḃσ

2,1
dτ

. ‖(θ0, u+
0 , u

−
0 )‖ℓḂσ0

2,∞
+

∫ t

0

‖(F1, F
+
2 , F−

2 )‖ℓ
Ḃ

σ0
2,∞

dτ.

(5.5)

Combining (5.4) and (5.5), we deduce that, for any σ > σ0,

‖(θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ
Ḃσ

2,1
. (1 + t)−

1
2 (σ−σ0)‖(θ0, u+

0 , u
−
0 )‖ℓḂσ0

2,∞

+

∫ t

0

(1 + t− τ)−
1
2 (σ−σ0)‖(F1, F

+
2 , F−

2 )‖ℓ
Ḃ

σ0
2,∞

dτ.
(5.6)

In view of (A.4) and (A.8), we have

‖F1‖ℓḂσ0
2,∞

. ‖g±3 (n+, θ)div u±‖ℓ
Ḃ

σ0
2,∞

+ ‖ρ−u+ · ∇n+‖ℓ
Ḃ

σ0
2,∞

+ ‖ρ+u− · ∇n−‖ℓ
Ḃ

σ0
2,∞

+ ‖(C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )− C(1, P̄ ))ρ−u+ · ∇n+‖ℓ
Ḃ

σ0
2,∞

+ ‖(C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )− C(1, P̄ ))ρ+u− · ∇n−‖ℓ
Ḃ

σ0
2,∞

. (1 + ‖(n+, θ)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

)‖n+‖
Ḃ

σ0+1
2,∞

‖(u+, u−)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1

.

(5.7)

Similar computations show that

‖F+
2 ‖ℓ

Ḃ
σ0
2,∞

+ ‖F−
2 ‖ℓ

Ḃ
σ0
2,∞

. (1 + ‖(n+, θ)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

)‖(n+, θ, u)‖
Ḃ

σ0+1
2,∞

(‖θ‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

+ ‖(u+, u−)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1

).
(5.8)

According to the definition (5.1) of Z(t), it follows that

‖θ‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

+ ‖(u+, u−)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1

. ‖(θ, u+, u−)‖ℓ
Ḃ

d
2
−ε

2,1

+ ‖θ‖h
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

+ ‖(u+, u−)‖h
Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1

. 〈t〉−αZ(t).
(5.9)
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Since for suitably small 0 < ε << 1 and any σ0 < σ ≤ d
2 − ε,

α =
1

2

(
d

2
− σ0 − ε

)
> 1, 0 ≤ 1

2
(σ − σ0) ≤ α, (5.10)

we conclude from (1.16), (5.2) and (5.7)–(5.9) that

∫ t

0

(1 + t− τ)−
1
2 (σ−σ0)‖(F1, F

+
2 , F−

2 )‖ℓ
Ḃ

σ0
2,∞

dτ

. ‖(n+, θ, u+, u−)‖
L∞

t (Ḃ
σ0+1
2,∞ )

Z(t)

∫ t

0

(1 + t− τ)−
1
2 (σ−σ0)(1 + τ)−α dτ

. ‖(n+, θ, u+, u−)‖
Ḃ

σ0+1
2,∞

Z(t)(1 + t)−
1
2 (σ−σ0).

(5.11)

This, together with (5.6), gives rise to (5.3). �

5.2. Bounds for the high frequencies.

Lemma 5.2. Let (n+, θ, u+, u−) be the global classical solution to the Cauchy problem (1.45) given
by Theorem 1.1. Then under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3, it holds that, for α = 1

2 (
d
2 − σ0),

‖〈τ〉αθ‖h
L̃∞(Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

+ ‖〈τ〉α(u+, u−)‖h
L̃∞(Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
. ‖θ0‖h

Ḃ
d
2
2,1

+ ‖(u+
0 , u

−
0 )‖h

Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1

+ X (t)Z(t). (5.12)

Proof. By applying Grönwall’s inequality to (3.32), we get the damping structure in high fre-
quencies for j ≥ −1:

‖∆̇j(∇θ, u+, u−)‖L2 . e−ct‖∆̇j(∇θ0, u
+
0 , u

−
0 )‖L2 +

∫ t

0

e−c(t−τ)‖∆̇j(∇F1, F
+
2 , F−

2 )‖L2dτ,

(5.13)
where c > 0 is a uniform constant. Therefore, we get

‖〈τ〉α(∇θ, u+, u−)‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )

.
∑

j≥−1

sup
τ∈[0,t]

〈τ〉αe−cτ‖(∇θ0, u
+
0 , u

−
0 )‖h

Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1

+
∑

j≥−1

sup
τ∈[0,t]

〈τ〉α
∫ τ

0

e−(τ−w)2j(
d
2−1)‖∆̇j(∇F1, F

+
2 , F−

2 )‖L2dw

. ‖(∇θ0, u
+
0 , u

−
0 )‖h

Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1

+ ‖〈τ〉α(∇F1, F
+
2 , F−

2 )‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
,

(5.14)

where one has used

∫ t

0

e−c(t−τ)〈τ〉−αdτ . 〈t〉−α.
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To control the nonlinear terms (∇F1, F
+
2 , F−

2 ), remembering the uniform bounds in (1.16) ob-
tained in Theorem 1.1, we have

‖〈τ〉αF1‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. ‖〈τ〉αg±3 (n+, θ)div u±‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖〈τ〉αρ∓u± · ∇n±‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖〈τ〉α(C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )− C(1, P̄ ))ρ+u− · ∇n−‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖〈τ〉α(C(n+ + 1, θ + P̄ )− C(1, P̄ ))ρ−u+ · ∇n+‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. ‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖〈τ〉αu±‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ (1 + ‖θ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖n+‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
‖〈τ〉αu±‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )

+ ‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

(1 + ‖θ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)‖n+‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
+1

2,1 )
‖〈τ〉αu±‖

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )

. X (t)‖〈τ〉α(u+, u−)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
.

One observes that

‖〈τ〉αu±‖ℓ
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

≤ ‖〈τ〉αu±‖ℓ
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−ε

2,∞ )
= ‖〈τ〉αu±‖ℓ

L∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
−ε

2,∞ )
≤ ‖〈τ〉αu±‖ℓ

L∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

.

Thus, we have

‖〈τ〉αu±‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. ‖〈τ〉αu±‖ℓ
L∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−ε

2,1 )
+ ‖〈τ〉αu±‖h

L̃∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
2,1)

. Z(t).

Consequently, it holds that

‖〈τ〉αF1‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. X (t)Z(t). (5.15)

Arguing similarly as above, one deduces that

‖〈τ〉α(F+
2 , F−

2 )‖h
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )

. (1 + ‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

)(‖(n+, θ)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖(u+, u−)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
)

× (‖〈τ〉αθ‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

+ ‖〈τ〉α(u+, u−)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )

. X (t)Z(t). (5.16)

Substituting (5.15)–(5.16) into (5.14), we obtain

‖〈τ〉α(∇θ, u+, u−)‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
. ‖(∇θ0, u

+
0 , u

−
0 )‖h

Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1

+ X (t)Z(t). (5.17)

Next we will establish the gain of regularity and decay for the high frequencies of u±. It follows
from (1.45)3–(1.45)4 that

∂t(〈t〉αu±)− ν+1 ∆(〈t〉αu±)− ν+2 ∇div (〈t〉αu±) = α〈t〉α−2tu± − β±
2 ∇(〈t〉αθ) + 〈t〉αF±

2 . (5.18)

Then, by employing Lemma A.7 for (5.18) with α > 1, we have

‖〈τ〉αu±‖h
L̃∞(Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
. ‖〈τ〉α−1u±‖h

L̃∞(Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
+ ‖∇(〈τ〉αθ)‖h

L̃∞(Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )

+ ‖〈τ〉α(F+
2 , F−

2 )‖h
L̃∞(Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )
.

(5.19)

Owing to (5.17), it is easy to see that

‖〈τ〉α−1u±‖h
L̃∞(Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )
. ‖〈τ〉αu±‖h

L̃∞(Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
. ‖(∇θ0, u

+
0 , u

−
0 )‖h

Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1

+ X (t)Z(t), (5.20)
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and

‖∇(〈τ〉αθ)‖h
L̃∞(Ḃ

d
2
−1

2,1 )
. ‖〈τ〉αθ‖h

L̃∞(Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

. ‖(∇θ0, u
+
0 , u

−
0 )‖h

Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1

+ X (t)Z(t). (5.21)

Using the same argument for the proof of (3.35)–(5.16), we obtain

‖〈τ〉αF±
2 ‖h

L̃∞(Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1 )
. X (t)Z(t). (5.22)

It holds from (5.20)–(5.21) that

‖〈τ〉αu±‖h
L̃∞(Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
. ‖θ0‖h

Ḃ
d
2
2,1

+ ‖u±
0 ‖h

Ḃ
d
2
−1

2,1

+ X (t)Z(t). (5.23)

Combining (5.17) with (5.23), we end up with (5.12) and complete the proof of Lemma 5.2. �

5.3. Proof of Theorem 1.4. From the definition of Z(t), one knows that, for any σ0 < σ ≤ d
2−ε,

‖(θ, u+, u−)(t)‖Ḃσ
2,1

. ‖(θ, u+, u−)(t)‖ℓ
Ḃσ

2,1
+ ‖θ(t)‖h

Ḃ
d
2
2,1

+ ‖u±(t)‖
Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1

.
(
〈t〉− 1

2 (σ−σ′) + 〈t〉−α
)
Z(t) . 〈t〉− 1

2 (σ−σ0)Z(t).
(5.24)

In addition, it also follows that

‖θ(t)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

. ‖θ(t)‖ℓ
Ḃ

d
2
−ε

2,1

+ ‖θ(t)‖h
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

. 〈t〉− 1
2 (

d
2−σ0−ε)Z(t), (5.25)

‖u±(t)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1∩Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1

. ‖u±(t)‖ℓ
Ḃ

d
2
−ε

2,1

+ ‖u±(t)‖h
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

. 〈t〉− 1
2 (

d
2−σ0−ε)Z(t). (5.26)

Therefore, in order to justify the desired decay estimates, it suffices to bound the functional Z(t).
To this end, collecting the weighted estimates (5.3) and (5.12) and recalling the definition (5.1),
we obtain

Z(t) . δ0 + (‖(n+, θ, u±)‖
Ḃ

σ0+1
2,∞

+ X (t))Z(t). (5.27)

Due to (1.15) and (1.16), one knows that X (t) . X0 << 1. To derive the L̃∞
t (Ḃσ0+1

2,∞ ) bound of

n±, we have to require the smallness of δ1. Indeed, it follows from (3.44), (4.16) and (A.4) that

‖n+‖
L∞

t (Ḃ
σ0+1
2,∞ )

. ‖n+
0 ‖Ḃσ0+1

2,∞
+ ‖u+‖

L1
t (Ḃ

σ0+2
2,∞ )

+ ‖n±u+‖
L1

t(Ḃ
σ0+2
2,∞ )

. ‖n+
0 ‖Ḃσ0+1

2,∞
+ ‖u+‖

L1
t (Ḃ

σ0+2
2,∞ )

+ ‖n+‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
2
2,1)

‖u+‖
L1

t(Ḃ
σ0+2
2,∞ )

. (1 + X0)δ1 . δ1 << 1.

On the other hand, according to (1.16), (4.16) and the interpolation (A.1), one discovers that

‖(θ, u+, u−)‖
L∞

t (Ḃ
σ0+1
2,∞ )

. ‖(θ, u+, u−)‖L∞
t (Ḃ

σ0
2,∞) + ‖(θ, u+, u−)‖

L∞
t (Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1 )
. δ1 << 1.

Thus, we prove

‖(n+, θ, u+, u−)‖
Ḃ

σ0+1
2,∞

<< 1. (5.28)

By (5.27) and (5.28), the uniform bound of Z(t) is obtained:

Z(t) . δ1. (5.29)

In light of (5.25), (5.26) and (5.29), (1.23) and (1.24) are proved.
Finally, we investigate the large-time behavior of the non-dissipation components α±ρ± =

R± = n± + 1. We look at the equations of α±ρ±:

∂t(α
±ρ±) + div (α±ρ±u±) = 0.

Integrating this in time yields

α±ρ± = α±
0 ρ

±
0 −

∫ t

0

div (α±ρ±u±) dt. (5.30)
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Subtracting (5.30) from (1.26), we observe

α±ρ± −R±
∞ = −

∫ ∞

t

div (α±ρ±u±) dt. (5.31)

The integration term in (5.31) decays in time. In fact, making use of (1.16), (1.24) and (A.2), we
obtain

‖div (α±ρ±u±)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

. ‖u±‖
Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1

+ ‖(α±ρ± − 1)u±‖
Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1

. ‖u±‖
Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1

+ ‖α±ρ± − 1‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

‖u±‖
Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1

+ ‖α±ρ± − 1‖
Ḃ

d
2
+1

2,1

‖u±‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

. δ1〈t〉−
1
2 (

d
2−σ0−ε).

(5.32)

The combination of (5.31) and (5.32) gives rise to

‖(α±ρ± −R±
∞)(t)‖

Ḃ
d
2
2,1

.

∫ ∞

t

‖div (α±ρ±u±)(τ)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

dτ

. δ1

∫ ∞

t

〈τ〉− 1
2 (

d
2−σ0−ε)dτ

. δ1〈t〉−
1
2 (

d
2−2−σ0−ε),

(5.33)

which gives (1.25). Therefore, we have completed the proof of Theorem 1.3. ✷

Appendix A. Technical lemmas

We recall some basic properties of Besov spaces and product estimates which will be used
repeatedly in this paper. Remark that all the properties remain true for the Chemin–Lerner
type spaces whose time exponent has to behave according to the Hölder inequality for the time
variable.

The first lemma is the Bernstein inequalities, which in particular imply that ∆̇ju is smooth
for every u in any Besov spaces so that we can take direct calculations on linear equations after
applying the operator ∆̇j .

Lemma A.1. Let 0 < r < R, 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞ and k ∈ N. For any u ∈ Lp and λ > 0, it holds
{
Supp F(u) ⊂ {ξ ∈ R

d | |ξ| ≤ λR} ⇒ ‖Dku‖Lq . λk+d( 1
p−

1
q )‖u‖Lp,

Supp F(u) ⊂ {ξ ∈ R
d | λr ≤ |ξ| ≤ λR} ⇒ ‖Dku‖Lp ∼ λk‖u‖Lp.

Due to the Bernstein inequalities, the Besov spaces have the following properties.

Lemma A.2. The following properties hold:

• For s ∈ R, 1 ≤ p1 ≤ p2 ≤ ∞ and 1 ≤ r1 ≤ r2 ≤ ∞, it holds

Ḃs
p1,r1 →֒ Ḃ

s−d( 1
p1

− 1
p2

)
p2,r2 .

• For 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞, we have the following chain of continuous embedding:

Ḃ0
p,1 →֒ Lp →֒ Ḃ0

p,∞ →֒ Ḃσ
q,∞, σ = −d(

1

p
− 1

q
) < 0.

• If p < ∞, then Ḃ
d/p
p,1 is continuously embedded in the set of continuous functions decaying

to 0 at infinity;

• The following real interpolation property is satisfied for 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, s1 < s2 and θ ∈ (0, 1):

‖u‖
Ḃ

θs1+(1−θ)s2
p,1

.
1

θ(1 − θ)(s2 − s1)
‖u‖θ

Ḃ
s1
p,∞

‖u‖1−θ

Ḃ
s2
p,∞

, (A.1)
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which in particular implies for any ε > 0 that

Hs+ε →֒ Ḃs
2,1 →֒ Ḣs.

• Let Λσ be defined by Λσ = (−∆)
σ
2 u := F−

(
|ξ|σF(u)

)
for σ ∈ R and u ∈ Ṡ

′

h, then Λσ is

an isomorphism from Ḃs
p,r to Ḃs−σ

p,r ;

• Let 1 ≤ p1, p2, r1, r2 ≤ ∞, s1 ∈ R and s2 ∈ R satisfy

s2 <
d

p2
or s2 =

d

p2
and r2 = 1.

The space Ḃs1
p1,r1 ∩ Ḃs2

p2,r2 endowed with the norm ‖ · ‖Ḃs1
p1,r1

+ ‖ · ‖Ḃs2
p2,r2

is a Banach space

and has the weak compact and Fatou properties: If un is a uniformly bounded sequence

of Ḃs1
p1,r1 ∩ Ḃs2

p2,r2 , then an element u of Ḃs1
p1,r1 ∩ Ḃs2

p2,r2 and a subsequence unk
exist such

that unk
→ u in S ′ and

‖u‖Ḃs1
p1,r1

∩Ḃ
s2
p2,r2

. lim inf
nk→∞

‖unk
‖Ḃs1

p1,r1
∩Ḃ

s2
p2,r2

.

The following Morse-type product estimates in Besov spaces play a fundamental role in the
analysis of nonlinear terms:

Lemma A.3. The following statements hold:

• Let s > 0 and 1 ≤ p, r ≤ ∞. Then Ḃs
p,r ∩ L∞ is a algebra and

‖uv‖Ḃs
p,r

. ‖u‖L∞‖v‖Ḃs
p,r

+ ‖v‖L∞‖u‖Ḃs
p,r

. (A.2)

• Let s1, s2 and p satisfy 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞, − d
p < s1, s2 ≤ d

p and s1 + s2 > 0. Then we have

‖uv‖
Ḃ

s1+s2−d
p

p,1

. ‖u‖Ḃs1
p,1

‖v‖Ḃs2
p,1

. (A.3)

• Assume that s1, s2 and p satisfy 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞, − d
p < s1 ≤ d

p , − d
p ≤ s2 < d

p and s1+s2 ≥ 0.

Then it holds

‖uv‖
Ḃ

s1+s2−
d
p

p,∞

. ‖u‖Ḃs1
p,1

‖v‖Ḃs2
p,∞

. (A.4)

The following commutator estimates will be used to control some nonlinearities in high fre-
quencies.

Lemma A.4. Let p ∈ [1,∞) and − d
p − 1 ≤ s ≤ d

p + 1. Then it holds that
∑

j∈Z

2js‖[v, ∆̇j ]∂iu‖Lp . ‖∇v‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

‖u‖Ḃs
p,1

, i = 1, 2, · · · , d, (A.5)

for the commutator [A,B] = AB −BA.

We state the following result concerning the continuity for composition functions.

Lemma A.5. Let G : I → R be a smooth function satisfying G(0) = 0. For any 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

s > 0, and g ∈ Ḃs
2,1 ∩ L∞, it holds that G(g) ∈ Ḃs

p,r ∩ L∞ and

‖G(g)‖Ḃs
p,r

≤ Cg‖g‖Ḃs
p,r

, (A.6)

where the constant Cg > 0 depends only on ‖g‖L∞, G′, s,and d.

In addition, if g1, g2 ∈ Ḃs
p,1 ∩ L∞, then it holds

‖G(g1)−G(g2)‖Ḃs
p,1

≤ Cg1,g2(1 + ‖(g1, g2)‖
Ḃ

d
2
2,1

)‖g1 − g2‖Ḃs
p,1

, s ∈ (−d

2
,
d

2
], (A.7)

where the constant Cg1,g2 > 0 depends only on ‖(g1, g2)‖L∞, G′, s, p and d.

We recall the following lemma about the continuity of the composition of multicomponent
functions (see [21][Pages 387-388]).
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Lemma A.6. Let m ∈ N, 1 ≤ p, r ≤ ∞, s > 0, and G ∈ C∞(Rm) satisfy G(0, ..., 0) = 0. Then

for any fi ∈ Ḃs
p,r ∩L∞ (i = 1, ...,m), there exists a constant Cf > 0 depending on

∑m
i=1 ‖fi‖L∞,

F , s, m and d such that

‖G(f1, ..., fm)‖Ḃs
p,r

≤ Cf

m∑

i=1

‖fi‖Ḃs
p,r

. (A.8)

Furthermore, for any f1
i , f

2
i ∈ Ḃs ∩ Ḃ

d
2 , we have

‖G(f1
1 , ..., f

1
m)−G(f1

1 , ..., f
1
m)‖Ḃs

p,r
≤ C∗

f

(
1 +

m∑

i=1

‖fi‖
Ḃs

p,r∩Ḃ
d
2
p,r

) m∑

i=1

‖f1
i − f2

i ‖
Ḃs

p,r∩Ḃ
d
p
p,r

. (A.9)

Here C∗
f > 0 depends on

∑m
i=1 ‖(f1

i , f
2
i )‖L∞, F , s, m and d.

Finally, we also have the maximal regularity estimates for the Lamé system.

Lemma A.7. Let T > 0, µ > 0, 2µ + λ > 0, s ∈ R, 1 ≤ p, r ≤ ∞, and 1 ≤ ̺2 ≤ ̺1 ≤ ∞.

Assume that u0 ∈ Ḃs
p,r and f ∈ L̺̃2(0, T ; Ḃ

s−2+ 2
̺2

p,r ) hold. If u is a solution of
{
∂tu− µ∆u− (µ+ λ)∇div u = f, x ∈ R

d, t ∈ (0, T ),

u(x, 0) = u0(x), x ∈ R
d,

then u satisfies

min{µ, 2µ+ λ}
1
̺1 ‖u‖

L̃
̺1
T (Ḃ

s+ 2
̺1

p,r )
. ‖u0‖Ḃs

p,r
+min{µ, 2µ+ λ}

1
̺2

−1‖f‖
L̃

̺2
T (Ḃ

s−2+ 2
̺2

p,r )
.
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