arXiv:2408.07571v1 [math.AP] 14 Aug 2024

STABILITY FOR THE 2^1_2 -D COMPRESSIBLE VISCOUS NON-RESISTIVE AND HEAT-CONDUCTING MAGNETOHYDRODYNAMIC FLOW

XIAOPING ZHAI, YONGSHENG LI, AND YAJUAN ZHAO

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we are concerned with the initial boundary values problem associated to the compressible viscous non-resistive and heat-conducting magnetohydrodynamic flow, where the magnetic field is vertical. More precisely, by exploiting the intrinsic structure of the system and introducing several new unknown quantities, we overcome the difficulty stemming from the lack of dissipation for density and magnetic field, and prove the global well-posedness of strong solutions in the framework of Soboles spaces H^3. In addition, we also get the exponential decay for this nonresistive system. Different from the known results [23], [24], [42], we donot need the assumption that the background magnetic field is positive here.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

1.1. Model and synopsis of result. The small data global well-posedness problem on the three dimensional (3D) non-isentropic compressible viscous non-resistive magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) equations remains a challenging open problem. Mathematically the concerned MHD equations are given by ∂_t ρ + div(ρv) = 0, ρ(∂_t v + v · ∇v) − μΔv − (λ + μ)∇divv + ∇P = (∇ × B) × B,

ρC_ν (∂_t ϑ + v · ∇ϑ) + Pdivv − κΔϑ = 2μ|D(v)|^2 + λ (divv)^2, ∂_t B − ∇ × (v × B) = 0, divB = 0, (ρ,v,ϑ,B)|_{t=0} = (ρ_0,v_0,ϑ_0,B_0).

(1.1)

Here, ρ, v, ϑ, B denotes the density, velocity field, temperature and magnetic field of the MHD fluids, respectively. The parameters μ and λ are shear viscosity and volume viscosity coefficients, respectively, which satisfy the standard strong parabolicity assumption, μ > 0 and ν := λ + 2μ > 0.

C_ν is a positive constant and κ > 0 is the heat-conductivity coefficient. The fluid is assumed to obey the ideal polytropic law, so the pressure P = Rρϑ for a positive constant R. The deformation tensor D(v) =^1_2 ( ∇v+(∇v)^T ) . The compressible MHD equations model the motion of electrically conducting fluids in the presence of a magnetic field. The compressible MHD equations can be derived from the isentropic Navier-Stokes-Maxwell system by taking the zero dielectric constant limit [20].

When the effect of the magnetic field can be neglected or B = 0, (1.1) reduces to the compressible Navier-Stokes equations. Some early works on the global existence theory and uniqueness

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35Q35, 35A01, 35A02, 76W05. Key words and phrases. Global solutions; Non-resistive compressible MHD; Decay rates. 1

of the initial value problem of compressible Navier-Stokes equations when the solution is perturbed near the equilibrium state were obtained by Matsumura and Nishida [25–27]. Moreover, Matsumura and Nishida [25] obtained that the time-decay rate of the solution in the H^2 norm is −^3_4 provided that the initial perturbation is sufficiently small in H^4 ∩ L^1. Then the global wellposedness and time-decay estimates for this equations have been studied by many researchers, see [10, 14, 15, 19, 40, 41] and the references therein. Recently, Wang and Wen [34] investigated the full compressible Navier-Stokes equations with reaction diffusion, and gave the results of global well-posedness and some optimal decay estimates of the solutions in the whole space.

When ρ = ϑ =const, (1.1) becomes the incompressible MHD system without magnetic diffusion. For the incompressible MHD equations with full dissipation or partial dissipation, the global well-posedness and many other properties have been studied, see [1, 2, 4, 16, 28, 30, 32, 39] and the references therein. When ϑ =const, Hu and Wang [12] studied the global existence and large-time behavior of solutions to MHD equations (1.1) with full dissipation in a bounded domain Ω ⊂ R^3 with initial-boundary conditions. And then the system (1.1) with full dissipation for the isentropic case has been studied in many papers, for examples, [8, 35, 38] and soon on. Recently, Wu, Wang and Zhang [35] obtained the upper optimal decay rates for higher order spatial derivatives of the solution:

‖∇(ρ − 1)‖_H1 + ‖∇v‖_H1 + ‖∇B‖_H1 ≲ (1 + t)^{− 34 ( 2p −1)− 12} ,

where p ∈ [1,2]. For the non-resistive compressible MHD equations, Li and Sun [22] obtained the existence of global weak solutions for the motion of fluids takes place in a bounded regular domain Ω ⊂ R^2 . Very recently, Dong, Wu and Zhai [7] considered the 2^1_2 -D compressible viscous non-resistive MHD equations and established the upper optimal decay rates of the solution.

For the non-isentropic case, the full compressible MHD equations have attracted the interests of many physicists and mathematicians (see, e.g., [3, 11, 29, 31, 36, 37] and the references therein). Recently, by using a priori estimates and the continuity argument, Huang and Fu [13] obtain the global-in-time solution of the 3D non-isentropic MHD system, where the initial data should be bounded in L^2 and is small in H^2. At the same time, they got the optimal decay estimates of the highest-order derivatives:

‖∇^k(ρ − 1,v,ϑ − 1,B)‖_L2_{(R}3_) ≲ (1 + t)^{− 34 − k2} , k = 0,1,2.

By assuming that the motion of fluids takes place in the plane while the magnetic field acts on the fluids only in the vertical direction, Li and Sun [23] obtained the existence of global weak solutions with large initial data for the non-resistive MHD system. Then, Li [21] proved the global well-posedness of the three-dimensional full compressible viscous non-resistive MHD system in an infinite slab R^2 × (0,1) with strong background magnetic field. Li, Xu and Zhai [24] obtained the global small solutions of the MHD equations without magnetic diffusion in T^3 when the initial magnetic field is close to a background magnetic field satisfying the Diophantine condition much lately. This paper focuses on the small data global well-posedness problem for a very special 2^1_2 -D compressible non-resistive MHD system. The motion of fluids takes place in the plane while the magnetic field acts on fluids only in the vertical direction, namely

ρ^{def}= ρ(t,x_1,x_2), v = (v^1(t,x_1,x_2),v^2(t,x_1,x_2),0)^{def}= (u,0),

ϑ^{def}= ϑ(t,x_1,x_2), B^{def}= (0,0,m(t,x_1,x_2)).

Then (1.1) is reduced to ∂_t ρ + div(ρu) = 0,

ρ(∂_t u + u · ∇u) − μΔu − (λ + μ)∇divu + ∇P + 1 2 ∇m^2 = 0, ρC_ν (∂_t ϑ + u · ∇ϑ) + Pdivu − κΔϑ = 2μ|D(u)|^2 + λ (divu)^2, ∂_t m + div(mu) = 0, (ρ,u,ϑ,m)|_{t=0} = (ρ_0,u_0,ϑ_0,m_0).

(1.2)

Clearly (ρ^{(0)},u^{(0)},ϑ^{(0)},m^{(0)}) with ρ^{(0)} = 1, u^{(0)} = 0, ϑ^{(0)} = 1, m^{(0)} = 0 solves (1.2).

1.2. Main result. From now on, attention is focused on the system (1.2) for (t,x) ∈ [0,∞) × T^2 with the volume of T^2 normalized to unity, |T^2| = 1.

For notational convenience, we write ∫ T^2

ρ_0 dx = ρ̄, ∫ T^2

ρ_0u_0 dx = 0. (1.3) In addition, we assume, for some positive constant e_0, that ∫ T^2

ρ_0ϑ_0 dx + 1 2 ∫ T^2

ρ_0|u_0|^2dx + 1 2 ∫ T^2

|m_0|^2 dx = e_0. (1.4) Owing to the conservation of total mass, total momentum, and total energy, we have, for any t ≥ 0, that ∫

T^2

ρ(x)dx = ρ̄, ∫ T^2

ρ(x)u(x)dx = 0, (1.5) ∫ T^2

ρϑ dx + 1 2 ∫ T^2

ρ|u|^2dx + 1 2 ∫ T^2

|m|^2 dx = e_0. (1.6) The main result of the paper is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that the initial data (ρ_0,u_0,ϑ_0,m_0) satisfy (1.3), (1.4) and (ρ_0 − ρ̄,u_0,ϑ_0 − ϑ̄,m_0) ∈ H^3(T^2) with c_0 ≤ ρ_0,ϑ_0 ≤ c^{−1}_0 (1.7) for some constant c_0 > 0. If there exists a small constant ε such that ‖ ‖(ρ_0 − ρ̄,u_0,ϑ_0 − ϑ̄,m_0) ‖ ‖_{H3} ≤ ε, then the system (1.2) admits a unique global solution (ρ − ρ̄,u,ϑ − ϑ̄,m) such that (ρ − ρ̄,m) ∈ C(R^+ ; H^3), (u,ϑ − ϑ̄) ∈ C(R^+ ; H^3) ∩ L^2(R^+ ; H^4).

Moreover, for any t ≥ 0, there holds ‖ ‖(u,ϑ − ϑ̄ ) ‖ ‖_{H3} ≤ C_1e^{−C}1^t , for some pure constant C_1 > 0.

2. PRELIMINARIES This section provides several functional inequalities to be used in the proof of our main result.

We first recall a weighted Poincaré inequality first established by Desvillettes and Villani in [5]. Lemma 2.1. Let Ω be a bounded connected Lipschitz domain and ρ̄ be a positive constant. There exists a positive constant C, depending on Ω and ρ̄, such that for any nonnegative function ρ satisfying ∫ Ω ρdx = 1, ρ ≤ ρ̄,

and any u ∈ H^1(Ω), there holds ∫ Ω ρ ( u − ∫ Ω ρudx

)_2

dx ≤ C‖∇u‖^2_{L2} . (2.1)

In order to remove the weight function ρ in (2.1) without resorting to the lower bound of ρ, we need another variant of Poincaré inequality (see Lemma 3.2 in [9]).

Lemma 2.2. Let Ω be a bounded connected Lipschitz domain and p > 1 be a constant. Given positive constants M_0 and E_0, there is a constant C = C(E_0,M_0) such that for any non-negative function ρ satisfying M_0 ≤ ∫ Ω ρdx and ∫ Ω ρ^pdx ≤ E_0,

and for any u ∈ H^1(Ω), there holds

‖u‖^2_{L2} ≤ C [ ‖∇u‖^2_{L2} + (∫ Ω ρ|u|dx )_2] .

Lemma 2.3. ([18]) Let s ≥ 0, f ,g ∈ H^s(T^2) ∩ L^∞(T^2), it holds that ‖ f g‖_Hs ≤ C(‖ f ‖_L∞ ‖g‖_Hs + ‖g‖_L∞ ‖ f ‖_Hs ).

Lemma 2.4. ([18]) Let s > 0. Then there exists a constant C such that, for any f ∈ H^s(T^2) ∩ W^{1,∞}(T^2), g ∈ H^{s−1}(T^2) ∩ L^∞(T^2), there holds ‖[Λ^s, f · ∇]g‖_L2 ≤ C(‖∇ f ‖_L∞ ‖Λ^sg‖_L2 + ‖Λ^s f ‖_L2 ‖∇g‖_L∞ ).

Lemma 2.5. ([33]) Let s > 0 and f ∈ H^s(T^2) ∩ L^∞(T^2). Assume that F is a smooth function on R with F(0) = 0. Then we have

‖F( f )‖_Hs ≤ C(1 + ‖ f ‖_L∞ )^{[s]+1}‖ f ‖_Hs ,

where the constant C depends on sup_{k≤[s]+2,t≤‖ f ‖} L∞ ‖ ‖ ‖F^{(k)}(t) ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞} .

At the last part of this subsection, we are devoted to proving the following Poincaré type inequality for θ = ϑ − 1. 4

Lemma 2.6. Let (ρ,u,ϑ,m) be smooth solutions to (1.2) satisfying (1.5), (1.6) and

c_0 ≤ ρ,ϑ ≤ c^{−1}_0 , (2.2) then we have the following estimate

‖θ‖^2_{L2} ≤C‖∇θ‖^2_{L2} +C‖∇u‖^4_{L2} +C‖φ‖^2_{L2} , (2.3) where θ = ϑ − 1

Proof. Without loss of generality, we set e_0 = 1 in (1.6). From (1.5) and (1.6), one has ∫ T^2

ρ(x)dx = 1, ∫ T^2

ρ(x)u(x)dx = 0, (2.4) ∫ T^2

ρϑ dx + 1 2 ∫ T^2

ρ|u|^2dx + 1 2 ∫ T^2

|m|^2 dx = 1. (2.5)

Now, it’s easy to deduce from (2.2) that

‖θ‖^2_{L2} ≤C‖ √ ρθ‖^2_{L2} =C ∫ T^2 ρ | |θ − ∫ T^2

ρθ dx + ∫ T^2

ρθ dx | |^2 dx ≤C ∫ T^2 ρ | | |θ − ∫ T^2

ρθ dx | | |^2 dx +C ∫ T^2 ρ | | | ∫ T^2

ρθ dx | | |^2 dx. (2.6)

By Lemma 2.1, ∫ T^2 ρ | |θ − ∫ T^2

ρθ dx | |^2 dx ≤ C‖∇θ‖^2_L2 . (2.7)

Thanks to (2.5), we have ∫ T^2

ρθ dx = ∫ T^2

ρ(ϑ − 1)dx = − 1 2 ∫ T^2

ρ|u|^2dx − ∫ T^2

ρdx − 1 2 ∫ T^2

|m|^2 dx + 1 = − 1 2 ∫ T^2

ρ|u|^2dx − ∫ T^2

φ dx.

Then the last term in (2.6) can be bounded as follows, ∫ T^2 ρ | | ∫ T^2

ρθ dx | |^2 dx = | | ∫ T^2

ρθ dx | |^2 ≤ | | 1 2 ‖ √ ρu‖^2_{L2} + ‖φ‖_L2 | |^2 ≤C ( ‖u‖^4_{L2} + ‖φ‖^2_{L2} ) . (2.8)

Due to ∫ T^2 ρudx = 0, one can deduce from Lemma 2.1 that ‖( √ ρu)(t)‖^2_{L2} ≤ C‖∇u(t)‖^2_{L2}, which combines with Lemma 2.2 furhter implies that

‖u(t)‖^2_{L2} ≤ C‖∇u(t)‖^2_{L2}. (2.9) From (2.8) and (2.9), we get ∫ T^2 ρ | | ∫ T^2

ρθ dx | |^2 dx ≤ C‖∇u‖^4_L2 +C‖φ‖^2_L2 . (2.10)

Inserting (2.7) and (2.10) in (2.6), we obtain (2.3). This completes the proof of Lemma 2.6. □

3. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1 This section is devoted to proving Theorem 1.1. The proof is long and is thus divided into several subsections for the sake of clarity.

3.1. Local well-posedness. Given the initial data (ρ_0 − ρ̄,u_0,ϑ_0 − ϑ̄ ,m_0) ∈ H^3(T^2), the local well-posedness of (1.2) could be proven by using the standard energy method (see, e.g., [17]). Thus, we may assume that there exists T > 0 such that the system (1.2) has a unique solution (ρ − ρ̄,u,ϑ − ϑ̄,m) ∈ C([0,T];H^3). Moreover, 1 2 c_0 ≤ ρ(t,x),ϑ(t,x) ≤ 2c^{−1}_0 , for any t ∈ [0,T ]. (3.1) We use the bootstrapping argument to show that this local solution can be extended into a global one. The goal is to derive a priori upper bound. To initiate the bootstrapping argument, we make the ansatz that sup t∈[0,T ]

(‖ρ − ρ̄‖_H3 + ‖u‖_H3 + ‖ ‖ϑ − ϑ̄ ‖ ‖_{H3} + ‖m‖_{H3} ) ≤ δ ,

where 0 < δ < 1 obeys requirements to be specified later. In the following subsections we prove that, if the initial norm is taken to be sufficiently small, namely ‖(ρ_0 − ρ̄,u_0,ϑ_0 − ϑ̄,m_0)‖_H3 ≤ ε, with sufficiently small ε > 0, then sup t∈[0,T ]

(‖ρ − ρ̄‖_H3 + ‖u‖_H3 + ‖ ϑ − ϑ̄ ‖ H^3 + ‖m‖H^3 ) ≤ δ 2 . The bootstrapping argument then leads to the desired global bound.

3.2. Energy estimates for (ρ − ρ̄,u,ϑ − ϑ̄ ,m). We first show the energy estimates which contains the dissipation estimate for u and ϑ − ϑ̄ only. Without loss of generality, let ρ̄ = ϑ̄ = 1 and define a^{def}= ρ − 1, θ^{def}= ϑ − 1.

Then, we can rewrite (1.2) into the following form ∂_t a + divu + u · ∇a + adivu = 0, ∂_t u − div(μ̄(ρ)∇u) − ∇(λ̄(ρ)divu) + ∇φ + ∇θ = f_1, ∂_t θ − div(κ̄(ρ)∇θ) + divu = f_2, ∂_t m + u · ∇m + mdivu = 0, (a,u,θ,m)|_{t=0} = (a_0,u_0,θ_0,m_0),

(3.2)

where φ = a + 1 2 m^2, μ̄(ρ) = μ ρ , λ̄ (ρ) = λ + μ ρ , κ̄(ρ) = κ ρ , and f_1 = − u · ∇u + I(a)∇φ + μ∇I(a)∇u + (λ + μ)∇I(a)divu − θ∇J(a), (3.3)

f_2 = − div(θu) + κ∇I(a)∇θ + 1 1 + a ( 2μ|D(u)|^2 + λ (divu)^2 ) , (3.4) 6

with I(a) =^a_{1+a} and J(a) = ln(1 + a).

In this subsection, we shall prove the following crucial lemma. Lemma 3.1. Let (a,u,θ,m) ∈ C([0,T];H^3) be a solution of (3.2), then there holds 1 2 d dt ‖(a,u,θ,m)‖^2_H3 − 1 2 d dt ∫ T^2 a 1 + a

(Λ^3a)^2dx + μ ‖∇u‖^2_H3 + (λ + μ)‖divu‖^2_H3 + κ ‖∇θ‖^2_H3 ≤ C ( (1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 )(1 + ‖u‖_H3 )‖u‖_H3 + ‖(φ,u,θ)‖^2_H3 ) ‖(a,u,θ,m)‖^2_{H3} . (3.5) Proof. At first, we can use the standard energy method to get the L^2 estimates, here we omit the details. Let s = 1,2,3, and Λ = √ −Δ. Applying operator Λ^s to the equations of (3.2) and then taking L^2 inner product with (Λ^sa,Λ^su,Λ^sθ,Λ^sm) yield 1 2 d dt ‖(Λ^sa,Λ^su,Λ^sθ,Λ^sm)‖^2_L2 − ∫ T^2

Λ^sdiv(μ̄(ρ)∇u) · Λ^sudx − ∫ T^2

Λ^s∇(λ̄ (ρ)divu) · Λ^sudx − ∫ T^2

Λ^sdiv(κ̄(ρ)∇θ) · Λ^sθ dx = − ∫ T^2

Λ^s(u · ∇a + adivu) · Λ^sadx − ∫ T^2

Λ^sdivu · Λ^sadx − ∫ T^2

Λ^s∇φ · Λ^sudx − ∫ T^2

Λ^s∇θ · Λ^sudx + ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_1 · Λ^sudx + ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_2 · Λ^sθ dx − ∫ T^2

Λ^sdivu · Λ^sθ dx − ∫ T^2

Λ^s(u · ∇m + mdivu) · Λ^sbdx − ∫ T^2

Λ^sdivu · Λ^smdx. (3.6)

Due to ∇φ = ∇a + m∇m and the cancellations ∫ T^2

Λ^sdivu · Λ^sadx + ∫ T^2

Λ^s∇a · Λ^sudx = 0, ∫ T^2

Λ^sdivu · Λ^sθ dx + ∫ T^2

Λ^s∇θ · Λ^sudx = 0,

we can further rewrite (3.6) into 1 2 d dt ‖(Λ^sa,Λ^su,Λ^sθ,Λ^sm)‖^2_L2 − ∫ T^2

Λ^sdiv(μ̄(ρ)∇u) · Λ^sudx − ∫ T^2

Λ^s∇(λ̄(ρ)divu) · Λ^sudx − ∫ T^2

Λ^sdiv(κ̄(ρ)∇θ) · Λ^sθ dx = − ∫ T^2

Λ^s(u · ∇a + adivu) · Λ^sadx − ∫ T^2

Λ^s(m∇m) · Λ^sudx + ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_1 · Λ^sudx + ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_2 · Λ^sθ dx − ∫ T^2

Λ^s(u · ∇m + mdivu) · Λ^smdx. (3.7) 7

The second term on the left-hand side can be written as − ∫ T^2

Λ^sdiv(μ̄(ρ)∇u) · Λ^sudx = ∫ T^2

Λ^s(μ̄(ρ)∇u) · ∇Λ^sudx = ∫ T^2

[Λ^s, μ̄(ρ)∇]u · ∇Λ^sudx + ∫ T^2

μ̄(ρ)∇Λ^su · ∇Λ^sudx. (3.8)

Due to (3.1), we have for any t ∈ [0,T ] that ∫ T^2

μ̄(ρ)∇Λ^su · ∇Λ^sudx ≥ μc_0 2 ‖ Λ^{s+1}u ‖_2 L^2 . (3.9)

For the first term on the right-hand side in (3.8), we first rewrite this term into ∫ T^2

[Λ^s, μ̄(ρ)∇]u · ∇Λ^sudx = ∫ T^2

[Λ^s, (μ̄(ρ) − μ + μ)∇]u · ∇Λ^sudx = − ∫ T^2

[Λ^s, μI(a)∇]u · ∇Λ^sudx. (3.10)

Bounding nonlinear terms involving composition functions in (3.10) is more elaborate. Throughout we make the assumption that sup t∈R^+ ,x∈T^2 |a(t,x)| ≤ 1 2 (3.11)

which will enable us to use freely the composition estimate stated in Lemma 2.5. Note that H^3(T^2) → L^∞(T^2), condition (3.11) will be ensured by the fact that the constructed solution about a has small norm. It follows from Lemma 2.5 that ‖I(a)‖_Hs ≤ C‖a‖_Hs and ‖J(a)‖_Hs ≤ C‖a‖_Hs , for any s > 0. (3.12) Then, using the fact H^2(T^2) → L^∞(T^2), with the aid of Lemmas 2.4 and (3.12), we have | | ∫ T^2

[Λ^s, μI(a)∇]u · ∇Λ^sudx | | ≤ C ( ‖∇I(a)‖_L∞ ‖Λ^su‖_L2 + ‖∇u‖_L∞ ‖Λ^sI(a)‖_L2 ) ‖∇Λ^su‖_L2 ≤ C ( ‖I(a)‖_H3 ‖Λ^su‖_L2 + ‖∇u‖_L∞ ‖I(a)‖_H3 ) ‖∇Λ^su‖_L2 ≤ μc_0 4 ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}u ‖ ‖^2_{L2} +C ‖a‖^2_{H3} ‖u‖^2_{H3} . (3.13)

Inserting (3.9), (3.10) and (3.13) into (3.8) leads to − ∫ T^2

Λ^sdiv(μ̄(ρ)∇u) · Λ^sudx ≥ μc_0 4 ‖ Λ^{s+1}u ‖_2 L^2 −C ‖a‖ 2 H^3 ‖u‖ 2 H^3 . (3.14)

Similarly, we have − ∫ T^2

Λ^s∇(λ̄ (ρ)divu) · Λ^sudx ≥

(λ + μ)c_0 4 ‖Λ^sdivu‖^2_L2 −C ‖a‖^2_H3 ‖u‖^2_H3 (3.15) and − ∫ T^2

Λ^sdiv(κ̄(ρ)∇θ) · Λ^sθ dx ≥ κc_0 4 ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}θ ‖ ‖^2_{L2} −C ‖a‖^2_{H3} ‖θ‖^2_{H3} . (3.16) 8

Hence, plugging (3.14)-(3.16) into (3.7), we obtain 1 2 d dt ‖(Λ^sa,Λ^su,Λ^sθ,Λ^sm)‖^2_L2 + μc_0 4 ‖ Λ^{s+1}u ‖_2 L^2 +

(λ + μ)c_0 4 ‖Λ^sdivu‖^2_L2 + κc_0 4 ‖ Λ^{s+1}θ ‖_2 L^2 ≤ − ∫ T^2

Λ^s(u · ∇a + adivu) · Λ^sadx − ∫ T^2

Λ^s(m∇m) · Λ^sudx + ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_1 · Λ^sudx + ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_2 · Λ^sθ dx − ∫ T^2

Λ^s(u · ∇m + mdivu) · Λ^smdx +C ( ‖u‖^2_H3 + ‖θ‖^2_H3 ) ‖a‖^2_H3 .

(3.17)

To bound the first terms on the right-hand side of (3.17), we rewrite ∫ T^2

Λ^s(u · ∇a) · Λ^sadx = ∫ T^2

[Λ^s, u · ∇]a · Λ^sadx + ∫ T^2

u · ∇Λ^sa · Λ^sadx. (3.18)

By Lemma 2.4, there holds | | | ∫ T^2

[Λ^s, u · ∇]a · Λ^sadx | | | ≤C ‖[Λ^s,u · ∇]a‖L^2 ‖Λ^sa‖L^2

≤C(‖∇u‖_L∞ ‖Λ^sa‖_L2 + ‖Λ^su‖_L2 ‖∇a‖_L∞ )‖Λ^sa‖_L2

≤C ‖u‖_H3 ‖a‖^2_H3 . (3.19)

By integration by parts, we have | | | | ∫ T^2

u · ∇Λ^sa · Λ^sadx | | | | ≤C ‖∇u‖L^∞ ‖Λ^sa‖^2L^2 ≤ C ‖u‖H^3 ‖a‖^2H^3 . (3.20)

From (3.18)-(3.20), we get | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^s(u · ∇a) · Λ^sadx | | | ≤C ‖u‖_{H3} ‖a‖^2_{H3} . (3.21)

In the same manner, there holds | | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^s(u · ∇m) · Λ^smdx | | | | ≤C ‖u‖H^3 ‖m‖^2H^3 . (3.22)

Similarly, ∫ T^2

Λ^s(mdivu) · Λ^smdx + ∫ T^2

Λ^s(m∇m) · Λ^sudx = ∫ T^2

[Λ^s, mdiv]u · Λ^smdx + ∫ T^2

[Λ^s, m∇]m · Λ^sudx + ∫ T^2

mdivΛ^su · Λ^smdx + ∫ T^2

m∇Λ^sm · Λ^sudx = ∫ T^2

[Λ^s, mdiv]u · Λ^smdx + ∫ T^2

[Λ^s, m∇]m · Λ^sudx + ∫ T^2

mdiv(Λ^smΛ^su)dx = ∫ T^2

[Λ^s, mdiv]u · Λ^smdx + ∫ T^2

[Λ^s, m∇]m · Λ^sudx − ∫ T^2

Λ^smΛ^su · ∇mdx. (3.23)

It follows from Lemma 2.4 that ∫ T^2

[Λ^s,mdiv]u · Λ^smdx ≤ C ‖u‖_H3 ‖m‖^2_H3 (3.24) 9

and ∫ T^2

[Λ^s,m∇]m · Λ^sudx ≤ C ‖u‖_H3 ‖m‖^2_H3 . (3.25)

For the last term in (3.23), there holds ∫ T^2

Λ^smΛ^su · ∇mdx ≤C ‖Λ^sm‖_L2 ‖Λ^su‖_L2 ‖∇m‖_L∞

≤C ‖u‖_H3 ‖m‖^2_H3 . (3.26)

Hence, combining with (3.22)–(3.26), we can get | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^s(u · ∇m + mdivu) · Λ^smdx + ∫ T^2

Λ^s(m∇m) · Λ^sudx | | | ≤C ‖u‖_{H3} ‖m‖^2_{H3} . (3.27)

Next, we have to bound the most trouble term ∫ T^2

Λ^s(adivu) · Λ^sadx = ∫ T^2

[Λ^s, adiv]u · Λ^sadx − ∫ T^2

adivΛ^su · Λ^sadx. (3.28)

By Lemma 2.4, we have | | | |− ∫ T^2

[Λ^s, adiv]u · Λ^sadx | | | | ≤ C ‖u‖H^3 ‖a‖^2H^3 . (3.29)

Then, we have to deal with the last term on the right hand side of (3.28). In fact, for s = 0,1,2, we can bound this term directly as follows | | | |− ∫ T^2

adivΛ^su · Λ^sadx | | | | ≤C ‖a‖L^∞ ‖Λ^sdivu‖L^2 ‖Λ^sa‖L^2

≤C ‖a‖_H2 ‖divu‖_H2 ‖a‖_H2

≤C ‖u‖_H3 ‖a‖^2_H3 . (3.30)

However, if s = 3, the term ‖divu‖_H3 must appear which will lose control. To overcome the difficulty, we deduce from the first equation of (3.2) that

divu = −

∂_t a + u · ∇a 1 + a , from which we have − ∫ T^2

aΛ^3divu · Λ^3adx = ∫ T^2

aΛ^3

(∂_t a + u · ∇a

1 + a ) · Λ^3adx = ∫ T^2

aΛ^3

( ∂_t a 1 + a ) · Λ^3adx + ∫ T^2

aΛ^3

(u · ∇a 1 + a ) · Λ^3adx

def=D_1 + D_2. (3.31)

For the first term D_1, there holds

D_1 = ∫ T^2

aΛ^3

( ∂_t a 1 + a ) · Λ^3adx = ∫ T^2 a 1 + a

Λ^3(∂_t a) · Λ^3adx + ∫ T^2 a 2 ∑_{ℓ=0}^{Cℓ}3^{Λℓ∂}t^{aΛ3−ℓ( 1}_{1 + a}^{) · Λ3adx} = 1 2 ∫ T^2 a 1 + a

∂_t (Λ^3a)^2 dx + ∫ T^2 a 2 ∑_{ℓ=0}^{Cℓ}3^{Λℓ∂}t^{aΛ3−ℓ( 1}_{1 + a}^{) · Λ3adx} = 1 2 d dt ∫ T^2 a 1 + a

(Λ^3a)^2 dx − 1 2 ∫ T^2 1 (1 + a)^2

∂_t a(Λ^3a)^2 dx + ∫ T^2 a 2 ∑_{ℓ=0}^{Cℓ}3^{Λℓ∂}t^{aΛ3−ℓ( 1}_{1 + a}^{) · Λ3adx. (3.32)}

Using the first equation of (3.2), we can bound the second term on the right hand side of (3.32) as − 1 2 ∫ T^2 1 (1 + a)^2

∂_t a(Λ^3a)^2 dx = 1 2 ∫ T^2 1 (1 + a)^2

(u · ∇a + adivu + divu)(Λ^3a)^2 dx ≤C ( (1 + ‖a‖_L∞ )‖∇u‖_L∞ + ‖∇a‖_L∞ ‖u‖_L∞ )‖ Λ^3a ‖ ‖^2_{L2} ≤C ( 1 + ‖a‖_H3 ) ‖u‖_H3 ‖a‖^2_H3 . (3.33)

By the Hölder inequality, the last term in (3.32) can be controlled as ∫ T^d a 2 ∑_{ℓ=0}^{Cℓ}3^{∇ℓ∂}t^{a∇3−ℓ( 1}_{1 + a}^{) · ∇3adx}

≤ C ‖a‖_L∞ ‖ ‖∇^3a ‖ ‖_{L2} ( ‖∂_t a‖_L∞ ‖ ‖∇_3( 1 1 + a )‖ ‖_{L2}

+ ‖∇∂_t a‖_L3 ‖ ‖∇_2( 1

1 + a )‖ ‖_{L6} + ‖ ‖∇^2∂_t a ‖ ‖_{L2} ‖ ‖∇( 1 1 + a )‖ ‖_{L∞} ) ≤ C ‖a‖_L∞ ‖ ∇^3a ‖ L^2 ‖∂t a‖H^2 (‖ ∇^3a ‖ L^2 + ‖ ∇^2a ‖ H^1 + ‖∇a‖H^2 ) ≤ C ‖∂_t a‖_H2 ‖a‖^3_H3 .

Using the fact that H^2(T^d ) is Banach algebra, we get

‖∂_t a‖_H2 ≤ C ‖u · ∇a + adivu + divu‖_H2 ≤ C(1 + ‖a‖_H3 )‖u‖_H3 .

Hence, we have ∫ T^2 a 2 ∑_{ℓ=0}^{Cℓ}3^{Λℓ∂}t^{aΛ3−ℓ( 1}_{1 + a}^{) · Λ3adx ≤ C(1 + ‖a‖}H3^{)‖u‖}H3^{‖a‖3}H3^{. (3.34)}

Combining (3.33) with (3.34) gives

D_1 ≤ 1 2 d dt ∫ T^2 a 1 + a

(Λ^3a)^2 dx +C(1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 )‖u‖_H3 ‖a‖^2_H3 . (3.35) 11

For the term D_2, we get that

D_2 = ∫ T^2

aΛ^3

(u · ∇a

1 + a ) · Λ^3adx = ∫ T^2 a 1 + a

Λ^3(u · ∇a) · Λ^3adx + ∫ T^2 a 2 ∑_{ℓ=0}^{Cℓ}3^{Λℓ(u · ∇a)Λ3−ℓ( 1}_{1 + a}^{) · Λ3adx}

=D_{2,1} + D_{2,2}. (3.36)

We can use the commutator to rewrite D_{2,1} into

D_{2,1} = ∫ T^2 a 1 + a [ Λ^3, u · ∇ ] a · Λ^3adx + ∫ T^2 a 1 + a u · ∇Λ^3a · Λ^3adx.

Thanks to Lemma 2.4, we get | | | ∫ T^2 a 1 + a [ Λ^3, u · ∇ ] a · Λ^3adx | | | ≤C ‖ ‖ ‖ a 1 + a ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞} ‖ [Λ^3,u · ∇]a ‖ L^2 ‖ Λ^3a ‖ L^2 ≤C ( ‖∇u‖_L∞ ‖ ‖Λ^3a ‖ ‖_{L2} + ‖ ‖Λ^3u ‖ ‖_{L2} ‖∇a‖_{L∞} ) ‖ ‖Λ^3a ‖ ‖_{L2}

≤C ‖u‖_H3 ‖a‖^2_H3 .

By using the integration by parts, we have | | | | ∫ T^2 a 1 + a u · ∇Λ^3a · Λ^3adx | | | | ≤C ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖div

( au

1 + a ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞} ‖ ‖Λ^3a ‖ ‖^2_{L2} ≤C ( ‖∇u‖_L∞ + ‖u‖_L∞ ‖∇a‖_L∞ )‖ Λ^3a ‖ ‖^2_{L2} ≤C ( 1 + ‖a‖_H3 ) ‖u‖_H3 ‖a‖^2_H3 ,

from which we get

D_{2,1} ≤ C ( 1 + ‖a‖_H3 ) ‖u‖_H3 ‖a‖^2_H3 . (3.37)

Thanks to the Hölder inequality, we can get

D_{2,2} = ∫ T^2 a 2 ∑_{ℓ=0}^{Cℓ}3^{Λℓ(u · ∇a)Λ3−ℓ( 1}_{1 + a}^{) · Λ3adx}

≤C ‖a‖_L∞ ‖ ∇^3a ‖ L^2 ( ‖u · ∇a‖_L∞ ‖ ‖∇^3 ( 1 a + 1 )‖ ‖_{L2}

+ ‖∇(u · ∇a)‖_L3 ‖ ‖∇^2 ( 1 1 + a )‖ ‖_{L6} + ‖ ∇^2(u · ∇a) ‖ L^2 ‖ ‖∇ ( 1 1 + a )‖ ‖_{L∞} ) ≤C ‖a‖_L∞ ‖ ‖∇^3a ‖ ‖_{L2} ‖u · ∇a‖_{H2} ( ‖ ‖∇^3a ‖ ‖_{L2} + ‖ ‖∇^2a ‖ ‖_{H1} + ‖∇a‖_{H2} )

≤C ‖u‖_H3 ‖a‖^4_H3 ,

which combines with (3.37) implies that

D_2 ≤ C(1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 )‖u‖_H3 ‖a‖^2_H3 . (3.38)

Inserting (3.35) and (3.38) into (3.31) leads to − ∫ T^2

aΛ^3divu · Λ^3adx ≤ 1 2 d dt ∫ T^2 a 1 + a

(Λ^3a)^2 dx +C(1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 )‖u‖_H3 ‖a‖^2_H3 . (3.39) 12

Consequently, taking the estimates (3.29), (3.30), and (3.39) into (3.28), we get − ∫ T^2

Λ^s(adivu) · Λ^sadx ≤ 1 2 d dt ∫ T^2 a 1 + a

(Λ^3a)^2 dx +C(1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 )‖u‖_H3 ‖a‖^2_H3 . (3.40)

In the following, we bound the terms of f_1 in (3.17). To do this, we write ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_1 · Λ^sudx = A_1 + A_2 + A_3 + A_4 + A_5 (3.41)

with

A_1^{def}= − ∫ T^2

Λ^s ( u · ∇u ) · Λ^sudx,

A_2^{def}= ∫ T^2

Λ^s ( I(a)∇φ ) · Λ^sudx,

A_3^{def}= ∫ T^2

Λ^s ( μ∇I(a)∇u ) · Λ^sudx,

A_4^{def}= ∫ T^2

Λ^s ( (λ + μ)∇I(a)divu ) · Λ^sudx,

A_5^{def}= − ∫ T^2

Λ^s ( θ∇J(a) ) · Λ^sudx.

The term A_1 can be bounded as in (3.21) to get | |A_1 | | ≤ C ‖u‖^3_{H3} .

By Lemmas 2.3 and (3.12), we have | |A_2 | | ≤C ( ‖∇φ‖_L∞ ‖I(a)‖_Hs−1 + ‖∇φ‖_Hs−1 ‖I(a)‖_L∞ )‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}u ‖ ‖_{L2} ≤ μc_0 64 ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}u ‖ ‖^2_{L2} +C ‖a‖^2_{Hs−1} ‖φ‖^2_{H3} +C‖I(a)‖^2_{H2} ‖φ‖^2_{Hs} ≤ μc_0 64 ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}u ‖ ‖^2_{L2} +C ‖a‖^2_{H3} ‖φ‖^2_{H3} .

Similarly, | |A_3 | | + | |A_4 | | ≤C(‖∇I(a)‖_{L∞} ‖Λ^su‖_{L2} + ‖∇I(a)‖_{Hs−1}‖∇u‖_{L∞} ) ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}u ‖ ‖_{L2} ≤ μc_0 64 ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}u ‖ ‖^2_{L2} +C ‖a‖^2_{H3} ‖u‖^2_{H3} and | |A_5 | | ≤C(‖∇J(a)‖_{L∞} ‖θ‖_{Hs−1} + ‖∇J(a)‖_{Hs−1} ‖θ‖_{L∞} ) ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}u ‖ ‖_{L2} ≤ μc_0 64 ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}u ‖ ‖^2_{L2} +C ‖a‖^2_{H3} ‖θ‖^2_{H3} .

Inserting the bounds for A_1 through A_5 into (3.41), we get | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_1 · Λ^sudx | | | ≤ 3μc_0 64 ‖ Λ^{s+1}u ‖_2 L^2 +C ‖u‖ 3 H^3 +C ‖(φ,u,θ)‖ 2 H^3 ‖a‖ 2 H^3 . (3.42)

Finally, we have to bound the terms in f_2. we first rewrite ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_2 · Λ^sθ dx = A_{11} + A_{12} + A_{13} 13

with

A_{11} = − ∫ T^2

Λ^sdiv(θu) · Λ^sθ dx,

A_{12} = κ ∫ T^2

Λ^s(∇I(a)∇θ) · Λ^sθ dx,

A_{13} = ∫ T^2

Λ^s ( 1 1 + a

(2μ|D(u)|^2 + λ (divu)^2) ) · Λ^sθ dx.

Due to Lemma 2.3, we obtain ∫ T^2

Λ^s(θdivu) · Λ^sθ dx ≤C ‖θdivu‖_Hs ‖θ‖_Hs

≤C (‖θ‖_L∞ ‖divu‖_Hs + ‖divu‖_L∞ ‖θ‖_Hs )‖θ‖_Hs ≤C ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}u ‖ ‖_{L2} ‖θ‖^2_{H3} + ‖u‖_{H3} ‖θ‖^2_{H3} ≤ μc_0 16 ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}u ‖ ‖^2_{L2} +C(‖u‖_{H3} + ‖θ‖^2_{H3} )‖θ‖^2_{H3} ,

where we have used the inequality

‖divu‖_Hs ≤ C‖Λ^{s+1}u‖_L2 .

By a similar derivation of (3.21), there holds ∫ T^2

Λ^s(u · ∇θ) · Λ^sθ dx ≤ C ‖u‖_H3 ‖θ‖^2_H3 .

Then we get the bound of A_{11}

|A_{11}| ≤ | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^s(θdivu) · Λ^sθ dx | | | + | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^s(u · ∇θ) · Λ^sθ dx | | | ≤ μc_0 16 ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}u ‖ ‖^2_{L2} +C(‖u‖_{H3} + ‖θ‖^2_{H3} )‖θ‖^2_{H3} .

It follows from Hölder inequality, Lemma 2.3 and Young’s inequality that

|A_{12}| = | | | |κ ∫ T^2

Λ^s(∇I(a)∇θ) · Λ^sθ dx | | | | ≤C ( ‖∇I(a)‖_L∞ ‖Λ^sθ‖_L2 + ‖∇I(a)‖_Hs−1 ‖∇θ‖_L∞ )‖ Λ^{s+1}θ ‖ ‖_{L2} ≤ κc_0 32 ‖ Λ^{s+1}θ ‖_2 L^2 +C ( ‖∇a‖^2_L∞ ‖Λ^sθ‖^2_L2 + ‖a‖^2_Hs ‖θ‖^2_H3 ) ≤ κc_0 32 ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}θ ‖ ‖^2_{L2} +C ‖a‖^2_{H3} ‖θ‖^2_{H3} .

For the bound of A_{13}, it follows from the fact H^2(T^2) is Banach algebra that

|A_{13}| = | | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^s ( 1 1 + a

(2μ|D(u)|^2 + λ (divu)^2) ) · Λ^sθ dx | | | | ≤C ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 1 + a

(2μ|D(u)|^2 + λ (divu)^2) ‖ ‖ ‖_{H2} ‖ Λ^{s+1}θ ‖ L^2 ≤C ( 1 + ‖I(a)‖_L∞ )(‖ |D(u)|^2 ‖ ‖_{H2} + ‖ ‖(divu)^2 ‖ ‖_{H2} ) ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}θ ‖ ‖_{L2} ≤ κc_0 32 ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}θ ‖ ‖^2_{L2} +C(1 + ‖a‖^2_{H3} )‖u‖^4_{H3} . 14

Hence, we have | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_2 · Λ^sθ dx | | | ≤|A^{11}| + |A^{12}| + |A^{13}| ≤ μc_0 16 ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}u ‖ ‖^2_{L2} + κc^0 16 ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}θ ‖ ‖^2_{L2} +C ( ‖u‖_H3 + ‖a‖^2_H3 + ‖θ‖^2_H3 ) ‖θ‖^2_H3 +C ( 1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 ) ‖u‖^4_H3 . (3.43) Finally, inserting (3.21), (3.27), (3.40), (3.42) and (3.43) into (3.17) and then summing up (3.17) over 1 ≤ s ≤ 3, we obtain 1 2 d dt ‖(a,u,θ,m)‖^2_H3 − 1 2 d dt ∫ T^2 a 1 + a

(Λ^3a)^2dx + μ ‖∇u‖^2_H3 + (λ + μ)‖divu‖^2_H3 + κ ‖∇θ‖^2_H3 ≤ C ( (1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 )(1 + ‖u‖_H3 )‖u‖_H3 + ‖(φ,u,θ)‖^2_H3 ) ‖(a,u,θ,m)‖^2_{H3} .

Consequently, we prove Lemma 3.1. □

3.3. Energy estimates for (φ,u,θ). In this subsection, we shall give the energy estimates for the unknown good function φ, We need to reformulate (3.2) in terms of variables φ, u and θ. Precisely, one has ∂_t φ + divu = f_3, ∂_t u − div(μ̄(ρ)∇u) − ∇(λ̄(ρ)divu) + ∇φ + ∇θ = f_1, ∂_t θ − div(κ̄(ρ)∇θ) + divu = f_2, (φ,u,θ)|_{t=0} = (φ_0,u_0,θ_0),

(3.44)

with

φ^{def}= a + 1 2 m^2,

f_3^{def}= −u · ∇φ − φdivu − 1 2 m^2divu,

and f_1 is defined in (3.3), f_2 is defined in (3.4). Then, we will present the energy estimates for (φ,u,θ) in the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let (φ,u,θ) ∈ C([0,T];H^3) be a solution to the system (3.44), then there holds 1 2 d dt ‖(φ,u,θ)‖^2_H3 + μ ‖∇u‖^2_H3 + (λ + μ)‖divu‖^2_H3 + κ ‖∇θ‖^2_H3 (3.45) ≤ C ( ‖(a,u)‖_H3 + (1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 )‖u‖^2_H3 + ‖m‖^4_H3 + ‖(a,φ,θ)‖^2_H3 ) ‖(φ,u,θ)‖^2_{H3} .

Proof. We start with the L^2 estimate. Taking inner product with (φ,u,θ) for the equation (3.44), we obtain 1 2 d dt ‖(φ,u,θ)‖^2_L2 − ∫ T^2

div(μ̄(ρ)∇u) · udx − ∫ T^2

∇(λ̄ (ρ)divu) · udx − ∫ T^2

div(κ̄(ρ)∇θ) · θ dx = ∫ T^2

f_3 · φ dx + ∫ T^2

f_1 · udx + ∫ T^2

f_2 · θ dx, (3.46)

where we have used the following cancellations ∫ T^2

divu · φ dx + ∫ T^2

∇φ · udx = ∫ T^2

divu · θ dx + ∫ T^2

∇θ · udx = 0. 15

For the last three terms on the left hand side of (3.46), we get by integration by parts and (3.1) that − ∫ T^2

div(μ̄(ρ)∇u) · udx = ∫ T^2

μ̄(ρ)∇u · ∇udx ≥ μc_0 2 ‖∇u‖^2_L2 , (3.47) − ∫ T^2

∇(λ̄ (ρ)divu) · udx = ∫ T^2

λ̄ (ρ)divu · divudx ≥ (λ + μ) c^0 2 ‖divu‖^2_L2 , (3.48) and − ∫ T^2

div(κ̄(ρ)∇θ) · θ dx = ∫ T^2

κ̄(ρ)∇θ · ∇θ dx ≥ κc_0 2 ‖∇θ‖^2_L2 . (3.49)

Next, we shall estimate each term on the right hand side of (3.46). First, it follows from integration

by parts and the Hölder inequality that | | ∫ T^2

f_3 · φ dx | | ≤ | | | ∫ T^2

(u · ∇φ) · φ dx | | | + | | | ∫ T^2

(φdivu) · φ dx | | | + 1 2 | | | ∫ T^2

m^2divu · φ dx | | | ≤C ‖divu‖_L∞ ‖φ‖^2_L2 +C ‖m‖^2_L∞ ‖divu‖_L2 ‖φ‖_L2 ≤ (λ + μ) c_0 16 ‖divu‖^2_L2 +C(‖u‖_H3 + ‖m‖^4_H3 )‖φ‖^2_L2 . (3.50)

For the first term in f_1, | | | ∫ T^2

u · ∇u · udx | | | ≤ C ‖∇u‖_L∞ ‖u‖^2_L2 ≤ C ‖u‖^3_H3 . (3.51)

Thanks to (2.9) and Lemma 2.5, we have | | | ∫ T^2

I(a)∇φ · udx | | | ≤C ‖I(a)‖_L∞ ‖∇φ‖_L2 ‖u‖_L2 ≤ μc_0 32 ‖u‖^2_L2 +C ‖I(a)‖^2_H2 ‖φ‖^2_H1 , ≤ μc_0 32 ‖∇u‖^2_L2 +C ‖a‖^2_H3 ‖φ‖^2_H3 , (3.52) μ | | | ∫ T^2

∇I(a)∇u · udx | | | + (λ + μ) | | | ∫ T^2

∇I(a)divu · udx | | | ≤ C ‖∇I(a)‖_L∞ ‖∇u‖_L2 ‖u‖_L2 ≤ μc_0 32 ‖∇u‖^2_L2 +C ‖∇I(a)‖^2_H2 ‖u‖^2_L2 ≤ μc_0 32 ‖∇u‖^2_L2 +C ‖a‖^2_H3 ‖u‖^2_H3 , (3.53) and | | | ∫ T^2

θ∇J(a) · φ dx | | | ≤C ‖∇J(a)‖_L∞ ‖θ‖_L2 ‖φ‖_L2

≤C ‖a‖_H3 ‖φ‖_L2 ‖θ‖_L2

≤C ‖a‖_H3 ( ‖θ‖^2_H3 + ‖φ‖^2_H3 ) . (3.54)

Combining with (3.51), (3.52)-(3.54) gives | | | ∫ T^2

f_1 · udx | | | ≤ μc_0 16 ‖∇u‖^2_L2 +C ( ‖(a,u)‖_H3 + ‖a‖^2_H3 ) ‖(φ,u,θ)‖^2_H3 . (3.55) 16

In the following, we bound the terms in f_2. To do so, we write | | | ∫ T^2

f_2 · θ dx | | | = 3 ∑_{i=1}^A2i^{(3.56)}

with A_{21}^{def}= − ∫ T^2

div(θu) · θ dx, A_{22}^{def}= κ ∫ T^2

(∇I(a))∇θ · θ dx,

A_{23}^{def}= ∫ T^2 ( 1 1 + a

(2μ|D(u)|^2 + λ (divu)^2) ) · θ dx.

The term A_{21} can be bounded as

|A_{21}| ≤ | | ∫ T^2

u · ∇θ · θ dx | | + | | ∫ T^2

θdivu · θ dx | | ≤C ‖u‖_L∞ ‖∇θ‖_L2 ‖θ‖_L2 +C ‖θ‖_L∞ ‖divu‖_L2 ‖θ‖_L2 ≤ κc_0 32 ‖∇θ‖^2_L2 +

(λ + μ) c_0 16 ‖divu‖^2_L2 +C ( ‖u‖^2_H3 + ‖θ‖^2_H3 ) ‖θ‖^2_L2 .

For term A_{22}, by Lemma 2.5 and the Young’s inequality, we have

|A_{22}| ≤ C ‖∇I(a)‖_L∞ ‖∇θ‖_L2 ‖θ‖_L2 ≤ κc_0 32 ‖∇θ‖^2_L2 +C ‖a‖^2_H3 ‖θ‖^2_H3 .

Similarly, for the term A_{23}, there holds

|A_{23}| = | | | ∫ T^2 ( 1 1 + a

(2μ|D(u)|^2 + λ (divu)^2) ) · θ dx | | | ≤C(1 + ‖I(a)‖_L∞ )‖∇u‖_L∞ ‖∇u‖_L2 ‖θ‖_L2 ≤ μc_0 16 ‖∇u‖^2_L2 +C(1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 )‖u‖^2_H3 ‖θ‖^2_H3 .

Plugging A_{21}-A_{23} into (3.56), we get | | | ∫ T^2

f_2 · θ dx | | | ≤ μc_0 16 ‖∇u‖^2_L2 +

(λ + μ) c_0 16 ‖divu‖^2_L2 + κc_0 16 ‖∇θ‖^2_L2 +C ( (1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 )‖u‖^2_H3 + ‖(a,θ)‖^2_H3 ) ‖θ‖^2_H3 . (3.57) Inserting (3.50), (3.55) and (3.57) into (3.46) and using (3.47)-(3.49), we arrive at a basic energy inequality 1 2 d dt ‖(φ,u,θ)‖^2_L2 + μ ‖∇u‖^2_L2 + (λ + μ)‖divu‖^2_L2 + κ ‖∇θ‖^2_L2 ≤ C ( ‖(a,u)‖_H3 + ‖(a,θ)‖^2_H3 + ‖m‖^4_H3 + (1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 )‖u‖^2_H3 ) ‖(φ,u,θ)‖^2_H3 . (3.58) Next, we are concerned with the higher energy estimates. Applying Λ^s with 1 ≤ s ≤ 3 to (3.44) and then taking L^2 inner product with (Λ^sφ,Λ^su,Λ^sθ) yields 1 2 d dt ‖(Λ^sφ,Λ^su,Λ^sθ)‖^2_L2 − ∫ T^2

Λ^sdiv(μ̄(ρ)∇u) · Λ^sudx − ∫ T^2

Λ^s∇(λ̄ (ρ)divu) · Λ^sudx − ∫ T^2

Λ^sdiv(κ̄(ρ)∇θ) · Λ^sθ dx = ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_3 · Λ^sφ dx + ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_1 · Λ^sudx + ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_2 · Λ^sθ dx. (3.59) 17

The last three terms on the left hand side of (3.59) can be dealt from (3.14)-(3.16) that 1 2 d dt ‖( Λ^sφ,Λ^su,Λ^sθ )‖_2 L^2 +

μc_0 4 ‖ Λ^{s+1}u ‖_2 L^2 +

(λ + μ)c_0 4 ‖Λ^sdivu‖^2_L2 + κc_0 4 ‖ Λ^{s+1}θ ‖_2 L^2 ≤ C ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_3 · Λ^sφ dx +C ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_1 · Λ^sudx +C ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_2 · Λ^sθ dx +C ( ‖u‖^2_H3 + ‖θ‖^2_H3 ) ‖a‖^2_H3 . (3.60)

We now estimate successively terms on the right hand side of (3.60). To bound the first term in f_3, we rewrite it into ∫ T^2

Λ^s(u · ∇φ) · Λ^sφ dx = ∫ T^2

[Λ^s, u · ∇]φ · Λ^sφ dx + ∫ T^2

u · ∇Λ^sφ · Λ^sφ dx.

Then according to Lemma 2.4 and integration by parts, we have | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^s(u · ∇φ) · Λ^sφ dx | | | ≤C ‖[Λ^s, u · ∇]φ‖_L2 ‖Λ^sφ‖_L2 +C ‖divu‖_L∞ ‖Λ^sφ‖^2_L2 ≤C ( ‖∇u‖_L∞ ‖Λ^sφ‖_L2 + ‖Λ^su‖_L2 ‖∇φ‖_L∞ ) ‖Λ^sφ‖_L2

≤C ‖u‖_H3 ‖φ‖^2_H3 . (3.61)

For the second term in f_3, it follows from Lemma 2.3 that ∫ T^2

Λ^s(φdivu) · Λ^sφ dx ≤C ( ‖divu‖_L∞ ‖φ‖_Hs + ‖divu‖_Hs ‖φ‖_L∞ ) ‖Λ^sφ‖_L2 ≤ μc_0 64 ‖∇u‖^2_{H3} +C‖φ‖^4_{H3} . (3.62)

Similarly, we have ∫ T^2

Λ^s(m^2divu) · Λ^sφ dx ≤C ( ‖divu‖_L∞ ‖m^2‖_Hs + ‖divu‖_Hs ‖m^2‖_L∞ ) ‖Λ^sφ‖_L2 ≤ μc_0 64 ‖∇u‖^2_{H3} +C ‖m‖^4_H3 ‖φ‖^2_H3 . (3.63)

Collecting (3.61)-(3.63), we can get | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_3 · Λ^sφ dx | | | ≤ μc_0 32 ‖∇u‖^2_H3 +C ( ‖u‖_H3 + ‖φ‖^2_{H3} + ‖m‖^4_H3 ) ‖φ‖^2_H3 . (3.64)

We get by a similar derivation of (3.42) and (3.43) that | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_1 · Λ^sudx | | | ≤3μc^0 16 ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}u ‖ ‖^2_{L2} +C ‖u‖^3_{H3} +C ‖(φ,u,θ)‖^2_{H3} ‖a‖^2_{H3} (3.65) and | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_2 · Λ^sθ dx | | | ≤ μc_0 16 ‖ Λ^{s+1}u ‖_2 L^2 +

κc_0 16 ‖ Λ^{s+1}θ ‖_2 L^2 +C ( ‖u‖_H3 + ‖a‖^2_H3 + ‖θ‖^2_H3 ) ‖θ‖^2_H3 +C ( 1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 ) ‖u‖^4_H3 . (3.66)

Plugging (3.64)-(3.66) into (3.60) and combining with (3.58), we arrive at the desired estimate (3.45). This completes the proof of Lemma 3.2. □ 18

3.4. Dissipation estimates for (φ,u,θ,G). Next, we find the hidden dissipation of φ. We rewrite (3.44) into ∂_t φ + divu = f_3, ∂_t u − μΔu − (λ + μ)∇divu + ∇θ + ∇φ = M(a,u,θ,φ), ∂_t θ − κΔθ + divu = N(a,u,θ), (φ,u,θ)|_{t=0} = (φ_0,u_0,θ_0),

(3.67)

where

M(a,u,θ,φ)^{def}= −u · ∇u + I(a)∇φ − I(a) ( μΔu + (λ + μ)∇divu ) − θ∇J(a), (3.68)

N(a,u,θ)^{def}= −div(θu) − κI(a)Δθ + 1 1 + a ( 2μ|D(u)|^2 + λ (divu)^2 ) , (3.69)

with I(a) =^a_{1+a} and J(a) = ln(1 + a). Denote

G^{def}= Qu − 1 ν Δ^{−1}∇φ (3.70)

with Q = ∇Δ^{−1}div and ν = λ + 2μ > 0. Then, we find out that G satisfies

∂_t G − νΔG = 1 ν Q u + Q M − ∇θ + 1 ν Δ^{−1}∇ f_3. (3.71)

The goal of this subsection is to establish the dissipation estimates for (φ,u,θ,G).

Lemma 3.3. Let (φ,u,θ,G) ∈ C([0,T];H^3) be a solution to the system (3.67) and (3.71), then there holds 1 2 d dt ‖(φ,u,θ,G)‖^2_H3 + ‖φ‖^2_H3 + ‖(∇u,∇θ,∇G)‖^2_H3

≤ C ‖(a,u)‖^2_H3 ‖(∇u,∇θ)‖^2_H3 +C ( ‖(a,u)‖_H3 + ‖(a,φ,u,θ)‖^2_H3

+ ‖m‖^4_H3 + ‖a‖^2_H3 ‖u‖^2_H3 ) ‖(φ,u,θ)‖^2_H3 . (3.72)

Proof. For s = 0, we can follow the derivation of (3.58) to get the desired estimates, here we omit the details. For s = 1,2,3, applying Λ^s to the above equation (3.71), and taking the L^2-inner product with Λ^sG give 1 2 d dt ‖Λ^sG‖^2_L2 + ν ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}G ‖ ‖^2_{L2} ≤ C | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^sQ u · Λ^s Gdx | | | +C | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^s∇θ · Λ^sGdx | | | +C | | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^{s−1} f_3 · Λ^sGdx | | | | +C | | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^sQ M · Λ^s Gdx | | | | . With the aid of the Young inequality, we obtain 1 2 d dt ‖Λ^sG‖^2_L2 + ν 2 ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}G ‖ ‖^2_{L2} ≤ C (‖ Λ^{s−1}Qu ‖ ‖^2_{L2} + ‖Λ^sθ‖^2_{L2} + ‖ ‖Λ^{s−2} f_3 ‖ ‖^2_{L2} + ‖ ‖Λ^{s−1}M ‖ ‖^2_{L2} ). (3.73)

By using the fact divQ u = divu, 19

we infer from the first equation in (3.67) and (3.70) that φ satisfies a damped transport equation

∂_t φ + 1 ν φ = −divG + f_3.

For the above equation, we get by a similar derivation of (3.73) that 1 2 d dt ‖Λ^sφ‖^2_L2 + 1 ν ‖Λ^sφ‖^2_L2 = − ∫ T^2

Λ^sdivG · Λ^sφ dx + ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_3 · Λ^sφ dx.

The last term on the right hand side of the above equality can be bounded the same as (3.64) | | | ∫ T^2

Λ^s f_3 · Λ^sφ dx | | | ≤ε‖∇u‖^2_{H3} +C(‖u‖_{H3} + ‖φ‖^2_{H3} + ‖m‖^4_{H3} )‖φ‖^2_{H3} ,

from which, we have 1 2 d dt ‖Λ^sφ‖^2_L2 + 1 2ν ‖Λ^sφ‖^2_L2 ≤ε‖∇u‖^2_{H3} +C ‖∇G‖^2_H3

+C(‖u‖_H3 + ‖φ‖^2_H3 + ‖m‖^4_H3 )‖φ‖^2_H3 . (3.74) From the third equation in (3.67), we get 1 2 d dt ‖Λ^sθ‖^2_L2 + κ 2 ‖ ‖Λ^{s+1}θ ‖ ‖^2_{L2} ≤ C(‖Λ^su‖^2_{L2} + ‖ ‖Λ^{s−1}N ‖ ‖^2_{L2} ). (3.75)

From (3.73), (3.74) and (3.75), by multiplying suitable large constant lead to 1 2 d dt ‖(φ,θ,G)‖^2_H3 + ‖φ‖^2_H3 + ‖∇θ‖^2_H3 + ‖∇G‖^2_H3

≤ Cε‖∇u‖^2_{H3} +C‖u‖^4_{H3} +C ‖u‖^2_H3 +C ‖ f_3‖^2_H1 +C ‖(M,N)‖^2_H2 +C(‖u‖_H3 + ‖φ‖^2_{H3} + ‖m‖^4_H3 )‖φ‖^2_H3 , (3.76) where we have used the fact from Lemma 2.6,

‖θ‖^2_H3 ≈ ‖θ‖_L2 + ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ3} ≤ C ( ‖∇θ‖^2_{L2} + ‖∇u‖^4_{L2} + ‖φ‖^2_{L2} + ‖∇θ‖^2_H3 ) . Using the fact that H^2(T^2) is Banach algebra, the nonlinear terms in (3.76) can be estimated as follows. Due to

‖u · ∇φ‖^2_H1 + ‖φdivu‖^2_H1 ≤ C ‖u‖^2_H2 ‖∇φ‖^2_H2 +C ‖φ‖^2_H2 ‖divu‖^2_H2 ≤ C ‖u‖^2_H3 ‖φ‖^2_H3 , and ‖ ‖m^2divu ‖ ‖^2_{H1} ≤ C ‖m‖^4_{H3} ‖u‖^2_{H3} ,

we obtain ‖ f_3‖^2_H1 ≤ C(‖φ‖^2_H3 + ‖m‖^4_H3 )‖u‖^2_H3 . (3.77) From (3.68) and (3.69), by using Lemma 2.5, we get

‖M‖^2_H2 ≤C ‖u‖^2_H2 ‖∇u‖^2_H2 +C ‖a‖^2_H2 ‖∇φ‖^2_H2 +C ‖a‖^2_H2 ‖∇u‖^2_H3 + ‖a‖^2_H2 ‖θ‖^2_H3 ≤C ‖(a,u)‖^2_H3 ‖∇u‖^2_H3 +C ‖(φ,θ)‖^2_H3 ‖a‖^2_H3 (3.78) and ‖N‖^2_H2 ≤C ‖u‖^2_H2 ‖∇θ‖^2_H2 +C ‖θ‖^2_H2 ‖divu‖^2_H2 +C ‖I(a)‖^2_H2 ‖∇θ‖^2_H3 +C(1 + ‖I(a)‖^2_H2 )‖∇u‖^4_H2 ≤C ( (1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 )‖u‖^2_H3 + ‖θ‖^2_H3 ) ‖u‖^2_H3 +C ‖(a,u)‖^2_H3 ‖∇θ‖^2_H3 . (3.79) Inserting (3.77)-(3.79) into (3.76) leads to 1 2 d dt ‖(φ,θ,G)‖^2_H3 + ‖φ‖^2_H3 + ‖(∇θ,∇G)‖^2_H3 ≤ Cε‖∇u‖^2_{H3} +C ‖u‖^2_H3 +C ‖(a,u)‖^2_H3 ‖∇θ‖^2_H3 +C ‖θ‖^2_H3 ‖a‖^2_H3 +C ‖(a,u)‖^2_H3 ‖∇u‖^2_H3 +C ( (1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 )‖u‖^2_H3 + ‖θ‖^2_H3 ) ‖u‖^2_H3 +C ( ‖(a,φ,u)‖^2_{H3} + ‖u‖_H3 + ‖m‖^4_H3 ) ‖(φ,u)‖^2_H3 . (3.80) The previous estimate (3.45) gives 1 2 d dt ‖(φ,u,θ)‖^2_H3 + μ ‖∇u‖^2_H3 + (λ + μ)‖divu‖^2_H3 + κ ‖∇θ‖^2_H3 ≤ C ( ‖(a,u)‖_H3 + (1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 )‖u‖^2_H3 + ‖m‖^4_H3 + ‖(a,φ,θ‖^2_H3 ) ‖(φ,u,θ)‖^2_{H3} . (3.81) Thus, multiplying the above inequality (3.81) by a suitable large constant and then adding to (3.80), we can finally get that 1 2 d dt ‖(φ,u,θ,G)‖^2_H3 + ‖φ‖^2_H3 + ‖(∇u,∇θ,∇G)‖^2_H3 ≤ C ‖(a,u)‖^2_H3 ‖(∇u,∇θ)‖^2_H3 +C ( ‖(a,u)‖_H3 + ‖(a,φ,u,θ)‖^2_H3 + ‖m‖^4_H3 + ‖a‖^2_H3 ‖u‖^2_H3 ) ‖φ,u,θ‖^2_H3 .

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.3. □

3.5. Bootstrap argument. In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1. For any (a_0,u_0,θ_0,m_0) ∈ H^3(T^2), we can prove the local well-posedness of (3.2) by using the standard energy method. To prove the global well-posedness, the aim is on the global bound of (a,u,θ,m) in H^3(T^2). We use the bootstrapping argument and start by making the ansatz that sup t∈[0,T ]

‖(a,u,θ,m)‖_H3 ≤ δ , (3.82)

for suitably chosen 0 < δ < 1. The main efforts are devoted to proving that, if the initial norm is taken to be sufficiently small, namely ‖(a_0,u_0,θ_0,m_0)‖_H3 ≤ ε, with sufficiently small ε > 0, then sup t∈[0,T ]

‖(a,u,θ,m)‖_H3 ≤ δ 2 .

Under the assumption of (3.82), we infer from (3.72) that 1 2 d dt ‖(φ,u,θ,G)‖^2_H3 + ‖φ‖^2_H3 + ‖(∇u,∇θ,∇G)‖^2_H3

≤ Cδ (δ^3 + δ + 1)‖(φ,u,θ)‖^2_H3 +Cδ^2 ‖(∇u,∇θ)‖^2_H3 , (3.83) where we use the fact

‖φ‖^2_H3 = ‖ ‖ ‖a + 1 2 m^2 ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 H^3

≤ ‖a‖^2_H3 + 1 2 ‖ m^2 ‖_2 H^3 ≤ ‖a‖ 2 H^3 + 1 2 ‖m‖^4_H3 ≤ Cδ^2.

Denote E (t) =‖(φ,u,θ,G)‖^2_H3 and D(t) = ‖φ‖^2_H3 + ‖(∇u,∇θ,∇G)‖^2_H3 .

Thanks to Lemma 2.6, there holds ‖θ‖^2_H3 ≈‖θ‖_L2 + ‖θ‖^2_{Ḣ3} ≤C ( ‖∇θ‖^2_{L2} + ‖∇u‖^4_{L2} + ‖φ‖^2_{L2} + ‖∇θ‖^2_H3 ) ≤C ‖∇θ‖^2_H3 +Cδ^2 ‖∇u‖^2_H3 +C ‖φ‖^2_H3 . (3.84) From (2.9) and (2.3), choosing δ small enough in (3.83) implies that d dt E (t) + 1 2 D(t) ≤ 0. (3.85) On the one hand, notice that G is a potential function, the following Poincaré inequality holds ‖G‖_L2 ≤ C ‖∇G‖_L2 , from which and (3.84) give rise to E (t) ≤ CD(t).

Then we get d dt E (t) + cE (t) ≤ 0.

Solving this inequality yields E (t) ≤ Ce^{−ct} . (3.86) Hence, we get ∫ t 0 (‖ φ(t^′) ‖ ‖^2_{H3} + ‖ ‖u(t^′) ‖ ‖^2_{H3} + ‖ ‖θ(t^′) ‖ ‖^2_{H3} )dt^′ ≤ C. (3.87)

Due to 1 2 c_0 ≤ ρ ≤ 2c^{−1}_0 , we have c̃_0 ≤ 1 1 + a

≤ c̃^{−1}_0 . 22

Hence, there holds 1 2 ‖a‖^2_H3 − 1 2 ∫ T^2 a 1 + a

(Λ^3a)^2 dx ≥ C ‖a‖^2_H3 ,

from which and Lemma 3.1, we have

‖(a,u,θ,m)‖^2_H3 ≤ ‖(a_0,u_0,θ_0,m_0)‖^2_H3 +C ∫ t 0 ( (1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 )(1 + ‖u‖_H3 )‖u‖_H3 + ‖(φ,u,θ)‖^2_H3 ) ‖(a,u,θ,m)‖^2_H3 dτ. (3.88)

From (3.86) and (3.87), exploiting the Gronwall inequality to (3.88) implies that

‖(a,u,θ,m)‖^2_H3 ≤C ‖(a_0,u_0,θ_0,m_0)‖^2_H3 exp { C ∫ T 0 ( (1 + ‖a‖^2_H3 )(1 + ‖u‖_H3 )‖u‖_H3 + ‖(φ,u,θ)‖^2_H3 ) dτ }

≤Cε^2.

Taking ε small enough so that Cε ≤ δ /2, we deduce from a continuity argument that the local solution can be extended as a global one in time. Consequently, we complete the proof of our main theorem.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT.

The first author of this work is supported by the Guangdong Provincial Natural Science Foundation under grant 2022A1515011977. The third author of this work is supported by the China Postdoctoral Science Foundation under grant 2023TQ0309.

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.

Data availability statement: Data sharing not applicable to this article as no datasets were generated or analysed during the current study.

REFERENCES

[1] H. Abidi, P. Zhang, On the global solution of a 3-D MHD system with initial data near equilibrium, Commun.

Pure Appl. Math., 70 (2017), 1509–1561.

[2] Y. Cai, Z. Lei, Global well-posedness of the incompressible magnetohydrodynamics, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 228 (2018), 969–933.

[3] G. Chen, D. Wang, Global solutions of nonlinear magnetohydrodynamics with large initial data, J. Differ. Equ., 182 (2002), 344–376.

[4] W. Chen, Z. Zhang, J. Zhou, Global well-posedness for the 3-D MHD equations with partial diffusion in the periodic domain, Sci. China Math., 65 (2022), 309–318.

[5] L. Desvillettes, C. Villani, On the trend to global equilibrium for spatially inhomogeneous kinetic systems: the Boltzmann equation, Invent. Math., 159 (2005), 245–316.

[6] B. Dong, J. Wu, X. Zhai, Stability and exponential decay for the compressible viscous non-resistive MHD system, Nonlinearity, 37 (2024) 075012(27pp).

[7] B. Dong, J. Wu, X. Zhai, Global small solutions to a special 2^1_2 -D compressible viscous non-resistive MHD system, J. Nonlinear Sci., 33 (2023), 21.

[8] B. Ducomet, E. Feireisl, The equations of magnetohydrodynamics: on the interaction between matter and radiation in the evolution of gaseous stars, Commun. Math. Phys., 266 (2006), 595–629. 23

[9] E. Feireisl, Dynamics of viscous compressible fluids, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2004. [10] Y. Guo, Y. Wang, Decay of dissipative equations and negative Sobolev spaces, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 37 (2012), 2165–2208.

[11] X. Hu, D. Wang, Global solutions to the three-dimensional full compressible magnetohydrodynamic flows, Comm. Math. Phys., 283 (2008), 255–284.

[12] X. Hu, D. Wang, Global existence and large-time behavior of solutions to the three-dimensional equations of compressible magnetohydrodynamic flows, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 197 (2010), 203–238.

[13] W. Huang, S. Fu, The Cauchy problem for the nonisentropic compressible MHD fluids: optimal time-decay rates, Math. Methods Appl. Sci., 46 (2023), 9708–9735.

[14] X. Huang, J. Li, Z. Xin, Global well-posedness of classical solutions with large oscillations and vacuum to the three-dimensional isentropic compressible Navier-Stokes equations, Commun. Pure Appl. Math., 65 (2012), 549–585.

[15] Q. Jiu, Y. Wang, Z. Xin, Global classical solution to two-dimensional compressible Navier-Stokes equations with large data in R^2 , Phys. D, 376 (2018), 180–194.

[16] Q. Jiu, H. Yu, X. Zheng, Global well-posedness for axisymmetric MHD system with only vertical viscosity, J.

Differ. Equ., 263 (2017), 2954–2990.

[17] S. Kawashima, System of a hyperbolic-parabolic composite type, with applications to the equations of Magnetohydrodynamics, Ph.D. thesis, Kyoto University, 1984.

[18] T. Kato, Liapunov functions and monotonicity in the Euler and Navier-Stokes equations, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1450. Springer, Berlin (1990).

[19] Z. Lei, Z. Xin, On scaling invariance and type-I singularities for the compressible Navier-Stokes equations, Sci.

China Math., 62 (2019), 2271–2286.

[20] F. Li, H. Yu, Optimal decay rate of classical solutions to the compressible magnetohydrodynamic equations, Proc. R. Soc. Edinb. A, 141 (2011), 109–126.

[21] Y. Li, Global well-posedness for the three-dimensional full compressible viscous non-resistive MHD system, J.

Math. Fluid Mech., 24 (2022), 28.

[22] Y. Li, Y. Sun, Global weak solutions to a two-dimensional compressible MHD equations of viscous non-resistive fluids, J. Differ. Equ., 267 (2019), 3827–3851.

[23] Y. Li, Y. Sun, On global-in-time weak solutions to a two-dimensional full compressible nonresistive MHD system, SIAM J. Math. Anal., 53 (2021), 4142–4177.

[24] Y. Li, H. Xu, X. Zhai, Global smooth solutions to the 3D dimensional compressible viscous non-isentropic magnetohydrodynamic flows without magnetic diffusion, J. Geom. Anal., 33 (2023), 246.

[25] A. Matsumura, T. Nishida, The initial value problem for the equations of motion of compressible viscous and heat-conductive fluids, Proc. Japan Acad. Ser. A Math. Sci., 55 (1979), 337–342.

[26] A. Matsumura, T. Nishida, The initial value problem for the equations of motion of viscous and heat-conductive gases, J. Math. Kyoto Univ., 20 (1980), 67–104.

[27] A. Matsumura, T. Nishida, Initial-boundary value problems for the equations of motion of compressible viscous and heat-conductive fluids, Comm. Math. Phys., 89 (1983), 445–464.

[28] R. Pan, Y. Zhou, Y. Zhu, Global classical sulutions of three dimensional viscous MHD system without magnetic diffusion on periodic boxes, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 227 (2018), 637–662.

[29] X. Pu, B. Guo, Global existence and convergence rates of smooth solutions for the full compressible MHD equations, Z. Angew. Math. Phys., 64 (2013), 519–538.

[30] M. Sermange, R. Temam, Some mathematical questions related to the MHD equations, Commun. Pure Appl.

Math., 36 (1983), 635–664.

[31] K. Shi, T. Tang, Uniform regularity for the nonisentropic MHD system, Glas. Mat. Ser. III , 57 (2022), 281-290. [32] A. Suen, D. Hoff, Global low-energy weak solutions of the equations of three-dimensional compressible magnetohydrodynamics, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 205 (2012), 27–58.

[33] H. Triebel, Theory of function spaces, Monogr. Math., Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, Boston, 1983. [34] W. Wang, H. Wen, Global well-posedness and time-decay estimates for compressible Navier-Stokes equations with reaction diffusion, Sci. China Math., 65 (2022), 1199–1228.

[35] G. Wang, J. Wang, Y. Zhang, Optimal large time behaviour of the 3D compressible magnetohydrodynamics equations with large initial data, Nonlinearity, 35 (2022), 5593–5620.

[36] Y. Wang, Z. Xin, Existence of multi-dimensional contact discontinuities for the ideal compressible magnetohydrodynamics, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 77 (2024), 583–629.

[37] Y. Wang, Z. Xin, Global well-posedness of the inviscid heat-conductive resistive compressible MHD in a strip domain, Commun. Math. Res., 38 (2022), 1–27.

[38] G. Wu, Y. Zhang, W. Zou, Optimal time-decay rates for the 3D compressible magnetohydrodynamic flows with discontinuous initial data and large oscillations, J. Lond. Math. Soc., 103 (2021), 817–845.

[39] J. Wu, Y. Zhu, Global solutions of 3D incompressible MHD system with mixed partial dissipation and magnetic diffusion near an equilibrium, Adv. Math., 377 (2021), 107466.

[40] Z. Xin, S. Zhu, Well-posedness of the three-dimensional isentropic compressible Navier-Stokes equations with degenerate viscosities and far field vacuum, J. Math. Pures Appl., 152 (2021), 94–144.

[41] X. Zhai, Z. Chen, Long-time behavior for three dimensional compressible viscous and heat-conductive gases, J.

Math. Fluid Mech., 22 (2020), 38.

[42] X. Zhai, S. Zhang, Global well-posedness and large-time behavior for a special 2^1_2 D full compressible viscous non-resistive MHD system, preprint.

(X. Zhai) SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, GUANGDONG UNIVERSITY OF TECHNOLOGY, GUANGZHOU, 510520, CHINA

Email address: pingxiaozhai@163.com

(Y. Li) SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, SOUTH CHINA UNIVERSITY OF TECHNOLOGY, GUANGZHOU, 510640, CHINA

Email address: yshli@scut.edu.cn

(Y. Zhao) HENAN ACADEMY OF BIG DATA, ZHENGZHOU UNIVERSITY, ZHENGZHOU, 450001, CHINA Email address: zhaoyj 91@zzu.edu.cn (Corresponding author)