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1 Introduction and main results

Let O be a simply connected and bounded open set in R? with C?!-boundary. We
choose some Ry > 0 such that O C B, = {z € R*||z| < Ro} and fix it. Let 2
be the exterior domain to O, i.e., 2 = R*\ O. In this paper we are concerned with
the initial-boundary value problem of the magnetohydrodynamic system (the Ohm-
Navier-Stokes system) concerning the velocity v = (v (z,t), va(x,t), vs3(x,t)), pressure
p = p(x,t) and magnetic field B = (By(z,t), Bo(z,t), B3(z,t)) in £2 x (0, 00):

(v, —Av+ (v-Vv+Vp+BxculB=0 in 2 x(0,00),
B, + curlcurl B+ (v-V)B—(B-V)v=0 in 2 x(0,00),

divv=0, divB=0 in 2 x(0,00), (MHD)
v=0, v-B=0, curlBxv=0, on 92 x (0,00),
v(z,0)=a, B(z,0)=0» in (.
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Here a = (ai(x),as(z),a3(x)) and b = (bi(z)), ba(x),bs(z)) are the prescribed ini-
tial data for the velocity and magnetic field, respectively and v = (vq, v, 13) is the
unit outer normal on df2. The magnetohydrodynamic system is known to be one
of the mathematical models describing the motion of the incompressible viscous and
electrically conducting Newtonian fluids. This system is a coupled system of the
Navier-Stokes system, Maxwell’s equations and Ohm’s law under the MHD approxi-
mation (see e.g., Landau and Lifshitz [14]).

On the nonstationary problem of the magnetohydrodynamic system, there are
many works when 2 = R3 or 2 is bounded. For example, Ladyzhenskaya and
Solonnikov [I3], Duvaut and J.-L. Lions [4] and Sermange and Temam [19]. However,
all of the works above are done in the L? setting. While on the other hand, Yoshida
and Giga [24] studied (MHD) when € is bounded by analytic semigroup approach
similar to Giga and Miyakawa [{] and they constructed the unique global strong
solution if the initial data (a,b) are sufficiently small in sense of L. In the exterior
domain case, Kozono [I2] showed the energy decay of the weak solution of (MHD).
As far as the author knows, there has been no work on a global in time existence of
strong solution to (MHD) when €2 is exterior domain.

For the nonstationary problem of the Navier-Stokes equations for the motion of
the viscous incompressible fluids, T. Kato [I1] showed the global solvability of the
Cauchy problem if initial velocity a is sufficiently small with respect to L™-norm
(n > 2 denotes the dimension). The argument of Kato is based on the estimates of
various L%-norm of the Stokes semigroup (in the whole space, the Stokes semigroup
is essentially the same as the heat semigroup e’®). In particular, the L%-L" type
estimates for such semigroup play a crucial role in his argument. The result of Kato
was extended to the case of n-dimensional exterior domain (n > 3) by Iwashita [I0].
Iwashita showed the L9-L" estimates for the Stokes semigroup in exterior domain
which will be introduced later and solved the initial boundary value problem of the
Navier-Stokes equations in exterior domain by using Kato’s iteration scheme. In view
of Kato and Iwashita, if the initial value (a,b) are small enough in the sense of the
L3-norm, we can expect that (MHDI) admits a unique global strong solution. Indeed,
as mentioned before Yoshida and Giga [24] succeeded in constructing the global L3-
solution when €2 is bounded domain. Thus, our main purpose of the present paper is
to show an existence theorem of global strong solution for (MHDI).

Since the main point of the argument of Kato and Iwashita consists of the study of
the linearized problem. Therefore in order to treat (MHDI) by such argument, we have
to study the linearized problems of (MHDI) and investigate the properties of solutions
to such problem. If we linearize (MHDI), we obtain two systems of equations. The
first one is system of the Stokes equations and the second one is the following linear



diffusion equations with the perfectly conducting wall:

u; + curlcurlu =0, divue=0 in 2 x (0,00),
v-u=0, culuxv=0 on 0f2 x (0,00), (1.1)
u(z,0) =b in 2.

For the nonstationary Stokes equations, we already had the L9-L" estimates due to
Iwashita, thus what we have to do here is to get the L-L" estimates for the solutions
of ().

To state main results of this paper precisely, at this point we shall introduce
notation used throughout this paper. We use the following symbols for denoting the
special sets, Bp = {x e R¥||z| < R}, Sp={z € R®*||z| =R}, Drr={r e R}| L <
‘JI| S R}, \QR = QQBR, (9[23 =02 U SR.

Let D be any domain in R3. For 1 < ¢ < oo, LY(D) denotes the usual Lebesgue
space on D, W™(D) denotes the usual L-Sobolev space of order m, and C§°(D) is
the set of all infinitely differentiable functions in D with compact support in D. For
function spaces of vector valued functions, we use the following symbols:

LQ(D) = {f - (fl?anfB) ‘ fj € Lq(D)>] - 1a273}a
likewise for W™4(D), C°(D). Moreover we define a function space L% (D) as follow:

Ly(D) = {f € L*(D)| supp f C Br}.

For the differentiation of three-vector of functions f = (f1, f2, f3) and the scalar
function p we use the following symbols: 0,p = Op/0z;, pr = Op = Op/0t, Vp =
(alpa ana a?)p)?

3
divf =Y _0;f;, cwlf = (0ofs — sfo,05f1 — O1fs,01fo — Oaf),

J=1

V=0 f[lal =m).

oo

oo

line.

In order to give an operator theoretic interpretation of (MHDI), here we shall
introduce the well known Helmholtz decomposition of L(Q2). First, we shall introduce
the following function space:

Cor(2) ={f € CF(£2) | div f = 0 in £2}.

Let 1 < g < 0o. As is well known that the Banach space L?(2) admits the Helmholtz
decomposition (see Miyakawa [17], Galdi [0, Chapter I1I] and Simader and Sohr [21]):

LY(2) = L1(2) & GU(£2), & : direct sum.
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Here

Li(0) = 708?0(9)”'”1;@1(9)7
GUN) ={f € LYN)| f = Vp for some p € L] _(2)}.

loc

Since 0f2 is C*!-hypersurface, the solenoidal space LZ({2) is characterized as (see
e.g., Galdi [6])

Li(2)={feLi(2)|divf=0in 2, v-f=0on 0f2}. (1.2)
Let P = P, o be a continuous projection from L?((2) onto LZ((2) and then

[P a2y < Coll fllLaca (1.3)

for any f € L?((2). Let us define the linear operators A = A, , and M = M, , as

follows:
D(A) = LL(2) nW>U(02) N W (1),

Av = —PAwv for v € D(A),
DM) = LL(2)N{B € W*(2)| curl B x v =0 on 002},
MB = curl curl B for B € D(M).
The operator A is usually called the Stokes operator with non slip boundary condition.
We note that the operator M is mapping from D(M) to L1(f2). By using A and M,

(MHDI) is rewritten by the following Cauchy problem of abstract evolution equations
in the Banach space LZ(2) x LZ(2):

dz—gf) + Av(t) + Pl(v(t) - V)v(t) — (B(t) - V)B(t)] = 0, £ 0,
%ft) + MB(t) + (v(t) - V)B(t) — (B(t) - V)v(t) =0,  ¢>0, (ACP)

v(0)=a, B(0)=b.
Here we have used the well known formula:

2
B xcurlB=—(B-V)B + V|2B‘ :

The second term in the right hand side of the above relation is eliminated by the
Helmholtz projection P. According to Miyakawa [I7] and Borchers and Sohr [3],
—A generates a bounded analytic semigroup (e=*1);>¢ on LZ(£2) and according to
Miyakawa [I6] and Shibata and Yamaguchi [20] the operator —M also generates a



bounded analytic semigroup (e=*M);>o on L2(§2). Therefore, by virtue of Duhamel’s
principle, [ACP)) is converted into the following system of integral equations:

v(t) = e a — / e~ =94 Pl(v(s) - V)v(s) — (B(s) - V)B(s)] ds,
°, (INT)
B(t) = e ™Mb — i e~ IM[(p(s) - V)B(s) — (B(s) - V)v(s)] ds.

For notational simplicity, we set vo(t) = e *a, By(t) = e Mb,

ﬂumwz—/e*ﬂ@wwwww@—w@»WB@wa

Glo, BJ(t) = —/0 e IM(u(s) - V)B(s) — (B(s) - V)v(s)] ds.

Our aim of this paper is deduced to solve ([NTJ) by contraction mapping principle
(or Kato’s iteration scheme). In order to do this, we need L?-L" estimates for the
semigroups e~ and e*M.

We are now in a position to state our main results. The first result is concerning
Li-L" estimates for the semigroup e~*M.

Theorem 1.1 (L% L" estimates).

(i) Let 1 < g <r <oo and q # oco,r # 1. Then there ezists a constant C = Cy, >0
such that

_3(1_1
lem ™ Flroy < O 2G| Fliagy, t>0
for any f € Li(12).
(ii) Let 1 < q <r <3, r#1. Then there exists a constant C = C,, > 0 such that
_3(1_1)_1
IVe M fllire) < O 3G 72 Fliag), t>0
for any f € Li(12).

The basic idea to prove Theorem [Tl is similar to that of Iwashita [I0] for the
Stokes semigroup. Iwashita’s idea is based on the local energy decay property of the
semigroup near the obstacle O. Such local energy decay estimate for e=** is obtained
by Shibata and Yamaguchi [20] (see also [23]).

Theorem 1.2 (local energy decay [20]). Let 1 < g < co. For any R > Ry , there
exists a constant C' = Cy g > 0 such that

_ _3
le™ ™ Fllwaagan) < C2 N fllLa), t>1,

for any f € L2(£2) N LE(£2).



The following theorem by Iwashita [I0] is concerning the L%-L" estimates for the
Stokes semigroup, which is refined by Maremonti and Solonnikov [I5] and Enomoto
and Shibata [B] (see also Giga and Sohr [§]).

Theorem 1.3 (L% L" estimates for the Stoke semigroup [5l, Bl 10, 15]).
(i) Let 1 < g <r < oo and q # oo,r # 1. Then there ezists a constant C = Cy, >0
such that s
e Flliriy < O 2D fllgay, +>0
for any f € Li(12).
(i) Let 1 < q <r < 3. Then there exists a constant C' = C(q,r) > 0 such that

_3(1_1)_1
IVe Fllr < O 3G flpa), ¢>0

for any f € Li(12).

Finally, applying Theorem [Tl and Theorem we obtain an existence theorem
of global in time strong solution for (MHDI) with small initial data.

Theorem 1.4 (Global existence). There exists an n = n({2) > 0 such that if
(a,b) € L3(02)x L3(2) satisfies ||(a,b)||3 < n then (MHD) has a unique global strong
solution (v(t), B(t)) € BC([0,00); L3(£2) x L2(£2)) which possesses the followings:

lim [|(v(t), B(t) — (@, b))|[132) =0,
lim #2721 | (v(t), B())|| ooy

t—+0

+ tg%ténwv(t), B())|l1s) =0 for3 < q < oo;
1,3
|0(t), B)lwey =0 (£275)  for3<g<oc, (1.4)

IV (0(t), BE) oy =0 (174). (L5)

as t — o0o. Here BC(I; X) denotes the class of X-valued bounded and continuous
function on interval I.

Remark 1.5. We do not require any smallness assumption on the initial data for
proving the local in time existence of solution to (MHD).

Below, in section 2l we prepare the well known Bogovskii’s lemma and some lemmas
which will be used in the latter sections. In section Bl we shall prove Theorem [T
with aid of L?-L" estimates for the heat kernel, Theorem and cut-off technique.
By using Theorems [Tl and [C3, we prove Theorem [l in section Hl



2 Preliminaries

In this section, we prepare some useful lemmas which will be used in the latter
sections. In Section Bl we will prove Theorem [CT] by cut-off technique. In order to
keep the divergence free condition in cut-off procedure, we are due to the well known
lemma by Bogovskii [2] (see also Galdi [6, Chapter I11]). In order to state Bogovskii’s
lemma, we shall introduce the function spaces W™4(D) and W79(D) as follows:

Wma(D) = Ce(D) ",
Jima(py = {f € 1ma(D) ‘ / () do = 0} |
D
Here D stands for a bounded domain in R? with smooth boundary dD. We note that
W%4(D) = LY(D).

Lemma 2.1. Let 1 < g < 0o and let m be a non-negative integer. Then there exists

a bounded linear operator B = Bp : W™4(D) — Wm+1’q(R3) such that

supp B[] C D,
divB[f] = f in R®.
To use Lemma 2], we shall rely on the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let1 < ¢ < 0o, R > L > Ry and let p(z) € C°(R?) such that p(x) = 1
for|z| < L and p(z) =0 for |z| > R.

(i) If u € W>U(R®) and w satisfies the condition: divu = 0 in R3, then (V) u €
W?L’q(DL’R).

(ii) Ifu € W>1(£2) and u satisfies the conditions: divu =0 in 2 andv-u =0 on
902, then (V) -u € W24(Dy, g).

Next, we shall introduce the results in the case of bounded domain D. From
Akiyama, Kasai, Shibata and Tsutsumi [I], it follows the following proposition.

Proposition 2.3. Let 1 < q < co. Assume that 0D € C*'. Then for any f € L(D)
there exists a unique solution uw € W>%(D) of the following system:

u—Au=f in D,
curlu x v =0 on 0D,
v-u=>0 on 0D,

which satisfies the estimate:

lullw2apy < Cllfllap)-



Next we shall introduce the resolvent estimate. The resolvent problem corre-
sponding to (IT)) is given by the following Laplace system:

AMu—Au=Ff in (2,
curlu xv=0 on 012, (2.1)
v-u=0 on 02,

The following theorem obtained by Akiyama, Kasai, Shibata and Tsutsumi [I] is
concerned with the resolvent estimate for (Z1I).

Theorem 2.4. Let 1 < g<o0,0<e<n/2andd > 0. Set
Ys={AeC\{0}]|arg\| <m—¢, |\ >0}

Then, for any f € LL(2) and X € X5, @) admits a unique solution u € W>9(£2)

possessing the estimate:

Al Loy + lwllw2a2) < Cesll Fllza)- (2.2)

On the linear operator M, defined in Section [, we quote the following theorem
due to Shibata and Yamaguchi [20].

Theorem 2.5. Let 1 < ¢ < oo, ¢ = q/(q — 1) and M be an adjoint operator of
M. Then we have M, = M.

3 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

In this section we shall prove Theorem [Tl Our proof is based on the ideas due to
Iwashita [I0] and Hishida [9]. Here and hereafter 7'(¢) denotes the analytic semigroup
generated by —M,, i.e., T(t) = e M. Given f € L1(2), we set u(t) = T'(t)f. Then
u(t) solves the following initial-boundary value problem:

u—Au=0, divu=0 in 2 x(0,00),
v-u=0, culuxv=0 on 902 x (0,00), (3.1)
u(x,0)=f in .

Here we have used the well known formula:

Au = Vdivu — curl curl u. (3.2)



1st step

As a first step, we shall show the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let 1 < g < oo and R > Ry + 3. Then there exists a C' = Cyopr > 0
such that

3
10. () fllwraen) + [ T@) Fllwzaen) < O 2| fllaw)
for anyt > 2 and f € L1(12).
Proof. Since we consider the case when t > 2, we set
g=T()f, w(t)=T()g =T(t+1)f. (3.3)
By (22, the analytic semigroup theory (see e.g., Pazy [I8]) and (BII), we have

lgllw2a@) < CllifllLoe), g€ DM), :
v(t) € C([0,00); W1(£2)) N C*((0, 00); L(12)), (3.5)

vi—Av =0, divv=0 in 2 x(0,00),
v-v=0, culvoxr=0 on 09 x (0,00), (3.6)
v(z,0)=g in 2.

Let v € C*(R3) such that ¢(z) =1 for |[z| > R+ 1 and ¢(x) = 0 for |x] < R. By
[B2) and Lemma B2 we have (V) -g € W24(Dp gy1) and therefore by Lemma P11

we have

BDR,R+1[(V¢) : g] S W?”q(R?)% supp BD37R+1[(V¢) : g] C DR,R-H;
div ]BDR,R+1[(V¢> 'g] = (V’(ﬂ) g,
IBpp pi: [(VY) - glllwsams) < C| FllLan)- (3.7)

In what follows, for notational simplicity, we use the abbreviation B = Bp, .-
Let E(t) be the Gaussian kernel, namely,

= T = L ex —@
B = Elet) = rew (<) 39

and set
h=1vg-B[(Vy) g, w=E{)xh= W/

By (B4l) and (B1), we see that

h € W2(R),
divh =0 in R3,
h=g, |z|]>R+1,
[Pllw2a@s) < Coll fllzae)-

9



Applying Young’s inequality to w(t) and using (B3), we obtain

w(t) € C([0, 00); W4(R%)) N C([0, 00); LY(R?)), (3.10)

w;— Aw =0, divw=0 inR?x (0,00), w(0)=h, (3.11)

V9w @) < Cor(1+ 073G fll ey, G=1,2, £ 1,
_3(1_1\_

w2 @s) + |V () | sy < Cor(1 462G Y £l gy (3.12)

provided that 1 < ¢ < < 0o. Since divw = 0, by Lemma BTl we have (V) - w(t) €
C([0,00); W24(Dg ry1)), and therefore we set

2(t) = v(t) — Yw(t) + B{(V) - w(?)]. (3.13)
Then, from (BH) and (BI0) and Lemma 2] we obtain

2(t) € C((0, 00); W29(2)) 11 C1([0, 50); L/(52)). (3.14)
zi—Az=F(t), divz=0 in £ x(0,00),
v-z=0, culzxvr=0 on 952 x(0,00), (3.15)
z(0) = 2 in {2

where we have set

F(t) = 2Vw(t) - VY + (Ap)w(t) + (0, — A)B[(VY) - w(?)],

20— g~ vh+ (Vo) h] (310
We shall show that
F(t) € C([0,00); LL(£2)), supp F(t) C Drp+1 for any t >0, (3.17)
IE@llzoe) < COL+ ) fllzaa, (3.18)
zo € D(M,), zo=0 forz & Bry, (3.19)
zollw2a(2) < C| fllLace)- (3.20)
In fact, since
(0 — A)(Yw(t)) = =2Vw(t) - Vi — (Ap)w(?),
by Lemma we have
div F(t) = —div{(0; — A)(Yw(t))} + (0 — A) divB[(V¥) - w(t)]
= —(0: — A)[div (Yw(t)) — (V) - w(t)] = 0, (3.21)

because divw(t) = 0. Obviously, supp F(t) C Dgg+1. In particular, we have v -
F(t) = 0 on 012 for any t > 0, which combined with (L) and BZI]) implies that

10



F(t) € Li(f2) for any t > 0. Clearly, by BH) and BI4), F(t) € C([0,00); LY(12)),
which completes the proof of (BIM). By Lemma T and BI2) with r = oo, we have

IE (O La2) < CollIVEIVw(@)l o) + I[AY|w(t)]| L)
+ VY- w(t)[wra) + (VY- wilt) | Lo}
< Cor{llw(®)|[wre@s) + [wi(t) | oo s }
3

< Cor(L+18)7 2 fl Lo
By (B3) we see that g = ¢h for © ¢ Br,;. Furthermore, supp B[(Vv) - h] C Dg ri1.
Therefore, by B3) we have divzy = 0 in 2, ||2ol|lw2a) < Cyl|fllLa) and zo = 0
for x € Bryi. Since zg = g for |z| < R, g = T(1)f implies that v - 2o = 0 and
curl zg X v = 0 on 9f2. These facts imply that zo € D(M,). Therefore we get (B11),
BI¥) and BI9).

By (B1d), BI0) and (BI7) and Duhamel’s principle, we have

zt)=Tt)zo + /OtT(t — s)F(s)ds. (3.22)

Let t > 1. In view of (BI7) and (BI9), we can apply Theorem (local energy
decay) to estimate z(t), and then we have

t
_3 _1
Iz lwoagan < Crt™ 420l o) + / (t— 8) E | F ()| ooy ds
=t (3.23)

t—1
_3
+/ (t —5)"2[|F ()| zae) ds.
0
Here we have used the standard estimate of analytic semigroup:

_1
IT(@) fllwra) < CE 2| FllLoo)

for any 0 < ¢t <1 and f € L4({2), which follows from (Z2). By using BIJ), (B20)
and (B23) we obtain

_3
Iz () lwraonn < CE 5[ fllna) ¢ 1. (3.24)

Applying (BI2) with r = co and Lemma 1] we have

1w (t)[wra@r,y) < Collw(t) lwreoms) < Cyt™ 2 || Fll o),
IB[(VY) - w(t)]lwran,,) < Coll (V) - w(t)|| Laps) < Collw(t)]| Lo s
_3
< Cgt™ 2 || | Lage),

11



which combined with (B13) and (B24) implies that
_3
o(®)llwratonss < Cut 5 Fllise) for any ¢ > 1 (325)

Now, we shall estimate d;v(t). Recalling that v(t) = T(t + 1) f € C?([0,00); D(M)),
differentiating (Bl with respect to ¢ variable, we have

@’Ut — A'Ut = 0, div Ve = 0 in 2 x (0, OO),
v-v,=0, curlv,xv =0 on 92 x (0,00), (3.26)
Vim0 =¢' in (2,

where g’ = 0;T(t+1) f|i—o. Since g’ € D(M) and ||g'||w2a(2) < Cql| fllLe(2), applying
the same argument as above to ([B20), we get

_3
100 (Ollwra(eznny < Cat™ 5 £ lzs(en. (3.27)

Finally we shall estimate the second derivative of v(t). In order to do this, we
shall use Theorem 4 with A = 1. Let ¢ € C5°(R?) such that p(x) =1 for |z| < R
and p(z) =0 for || > R+ 1/2. Put

vi(t) = po(t) = B[(Ve) - v(1)].

Here and in the followings, we use the abbreviations B = Bp,, , .- By Lemma E.TI
and Lemma P22 we have

vi(t) =v(t) in 2, divei(t)=0 in £ (3.28)
According to (B8), (B28) and the fact that v,(t) = 0 for x & Bry1/2, we have

’Ul(t) — A’Ul(t) = G(t), div V1 = 0 in QR—H X (0, OO),
v-v(t) =0, curlvy(t) xv =20 on 0f2g1 x (0,00),

where
G(t) = pv(t) =B[(Ve) -v(t)] = 2Vu(t) - Vo — (Ap)u(t) + AB[(V) - v(t)] + 0 (2).
By Proposition we have
o1 () lw2a@psn) < NGO Lo (3.29)
Applying (B2H) and (B2Z7), we have
3
1G(D)l[La(per) < Cat 2| Fll o),
which combined with (B28) and ([E29) implies that
3
o) llw2a(2r) < Cort 2| fllLa)- (3.30)
Combining [B3)), B21) and ([B30), we complete the proof of the lemma. O

12



2nd step

At this step, we shall show the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let 1 < ¢ < oo and f € Li(§2). Then we have the following two

estimates: sl s
1T fllzr ) < Cq,rt_ﬁ(f?)llfHLqm) Jor any ¢t > 2 (3.31)

provided that ¢ <r < oo and 3(1/q—1/r) <2 and
INT () fllaey < Cat 2|1 llzagy  for any t =2 (3.32)

provided that 1 < q < 3.

Proof. In view of Lemma Bl it suffices to estimate T'(t)f in 2\ Bgr for t > 2. Set
v(t) =T+ 1)f = T(t)g with g = T(1)f. Let p(z) € C(R3) so that p(z) = 1
for [x] > R —1 and ¢(x) = 0 for |z| < R — 2. In view of Lemma 22 we set
w(t) = pv(t) — B[(Vy) - v(t)] and then by (B8) and Lemma Bl we have

w,— Aw=K(t), divw=0 in R?®x(0,00),
{ w(0) = wy (3.33)
where
K(t) = =2Vu(t) - Vo(t) — (Ap)v(t) — (0 — A)B[(Ve) - v(1)], (3.34)

wo = pg — B[(Vy) - g].

Here and hereafter B = Br_o 1. Since w(t) = v(t) for |x| > R, it suffices to
estimate (B34). Employing the same arguments as in the proof of (BI1) and BI9),
we get

div K(t) = 0,divw, =0 in R (3.35)
supp K (t) C Dr—o 1. (3.36)

Let E(t) be the Gaussian kernel: ([BX). In view of (B3H), employing the same
argument as is the proof of (B22), we have

t
w(t) = E(t) + wo + / Bt — s) + K(s)ds. (3.37)
0
Applying Young’s inequality, we have

. _3(1_1\_J
IVIE() % ol @) < Cant 3G 73 0]l poges) (3.38)
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forany t > 0,7 >0and 1 < g <r <o0, and
IE(t) * @llwzams) < CE 2|l lwraqes) (3.39)
for 0 < t < 2. Recalling that v(t) = T(t + 1) f, by Z2) we have
100 ()] o) + [0 (D) [[w2a(2) < Coll Fll Lo (3.40)
for 0 < ¢t < 2. From B4), B3d), (B40), Lemma T and Lemma B, we have

_3
K (&) lwrags) + [ K@)l 22@s) < O +8) 72| flla), 1<v<q, (3.41)
|wollza@s) < C|[fla(e)- (3.42)

Set
LL(t) = E(t) * wo, 12@):/0 Bt — s) « K(s) ds.

By B38) and [B42) we have

1@l < Cort 261 linca) s
IVA®) o) < Cot 1 f 0o |
Let ¢ > 1 and r,y be numbers such that
qg<r< oo, 3(3—%)<2, 1<7<min(q,g). (3.44)

Then by the Sobolev embedding theorem, (B3¥), (B39) and (BZ41]) we have
t
a(®)lrss) < o [ B = 5) 5 K(5) sy ds
t—1
t—1
+ / |E(t —s) * K(s)| 13 ds
0
t
<Cor [ (=) K lwrages ds
t—1

t—1

t—1 ,
<0, {t‘fq + / (t—s) 2G4 5) % ds} Il oey.  (3.45)
0

14



Observe that

0

where we have used the change of variable, t — s = 7 in the second term in the last
relation. When 0 < s <t/2, 1+t — s> 1+ s, we have

t—1
/ (t—s) 2GH)(1 4 5) % ds < 2, (1 +3
0
< 2C,,(1+1)27)

because 3v/2 > 1 holds by (B:44)), which combined with (BZ%) implies that

_3(1_1
L)l @) < Cort 3G9 || £l Loy for any ¢ > 1 (3.46)

provided that ¢ <r < oo and 3(1/¢ — 1/r) < 2. From (BZ2) and [BZ3) we have

IV L ()| pows) < Cot ™2 || £ || o) (3.47)

By (B38) and (B we have

VL0l < € [ (0= 90+ bl F o
(3.48)

+qu/ (t = 5) 2G04 )% dsl| Fllogen.

Observe that

/Ot_l(t —5)"3(3-3)-

ol
—~
—_
+
w
S~—
[v]
=]
IS
»
AN
FQ
)
é-\ﬁ
4~ o~
~ —~
+
~
|
»
S~—
wleo
—
2
[~}
S~—
|
—
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If 1 < ¢ <3, then 3/2¢ —1/2 > 0, and therefore
t—1
JARGEE,
0

which combined with (B48) implies that

N
NI

(24

NI

—L ,
) / (14+s) = ds
0

S Cq77(1 + t)_%7

N | =+

(1+4s) 2ds < C,, (1 +

IV Ea(0)l| sy < Cot 2| Fllzagy, £ 21 (3.49)
provided that 1 < g < 3. The proof is completed. O

3rd step
We consider the case when 0 < ¢t < 2. We shall prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let 1 <g<oo and 0 <t <2 and f € LL((2). Then we have

_3(1_1
1T Fllerion < Cort 2G| f oo, 1<g<r<oo, (3.50)

1

_3(1_1)\_1
INT@) £l i) < Cort™ 20772 Fll oo, l<g<r<oco.  (351)

Proof. For any real number s € (0,2), by complex interpolation theorem we have
W4(0) = [L9(02), W>4(02)]s with s = 20 (see e.g., Triebel [22]). From ([Z2) we have

IT() fll a2y < Call Fllzace), (3.52)
1T (1) fllwzace) < Cot 1 fllzaa) (3.53)
for 0 < t < 2. Therefore interpolating (B52) and (B53) for s = 26 we obtain

IT#) fllwsa2) < Cast 2| Fllaco)- (3.54)
From the Sobolev embedding theorem and [B54), for s = 3(1/q — 1/r) we have

(11

ITO)F 127y < Cort G|l 10(e) (3.55)

for0<t<2and1<q<r<oo By B52) and BE3) we have

1 1 1
IVT @) fllza) < CITE Fll 2o ITO F 2oy < CE2 [ FllLoge) (3.56)
for 0 < t < 2. Therefore, by (B2H) and ([B58) we obtain
t\ t
e ()

L7(02) 2 2

< Coot 2™ £

1
2

9Tl < V7 (5 +5) 7

Lr($2)

16



for 0 <t <2.
Finally we shall consider the L* estimate. For 3 < ¢ < oo, by using Sobolev’s
inequality:
]|z () < Cllulliyraa)lwllzaln)

with § = 3/q and (B23) and ([B35H) we have
_3
IT(t) fllze2) < Cqt™ 2| £ Lo (3.57)

for 0 < t < 2. Next we consider the cases when 1 < ¢ < 3/2 or 3/2 < ¢ < 3. Let
3/(k+1) < q < 3/k with k = 1,2. We set {q/}}_, in such a way that 1/g1 =
1/qe—1/3 ((=0,1,...,k—1) with gy = ¢. Since 1 < ¢ < 3, we see that 3 < g < oc.
Therefore by using (BR17) with ¢ = ¢ and (B5H) with r» = ¢, we obtain
_ 3
< Ct 2

IO Ao = |7 (5) 7 (5) £ o r(3)

_3 _z(;_g> _3
< Ct 2wt 2\a " w) || f || Loy = Ct 24 || f]| ooy

L9k (Q)

for ¢ > 0. This implies (BRD) for 1 — 3/q € Ng. When 1 — 3/¢q € Ny, we choose r in
such a way that ¢ < r < oo and 1 —3/r & Ny. Then, by [B23) with ¢ = r and (B57)

we have
£\ [t
Ol <6 (3) |7 (3) 7
t

t _zi _%(%_l) 3
<a(s) (5) Moo < Cot F e

2
for 0 <t < 2. Hence we get (B5H) for 1 < ¢ <r < oco. The proof is completed. [

3

Lr(2)

3

4th step

Now, we shall complete the proof of Theorem [CI Combining Lemma and
Lemma B3 we have

_3(1_1
IT@) Fllzr < Cont™ G Fllzage (3.58)

for any ¢t > 0 and f € L2({2) provided that 1 < ¢ < r < oo and 3(1/q — 1/r) <
When 1 < ¢ <r <ooand 3(1/¢—1/r) > 2, we choose numbers ¢;, j =1,2,...,0—
in such a way that ¢ =g <@ <@ <--- < q-1 <q=rand 3(1/¢n1—1/gn) <

17



for m =1,2,..., (. Repeated use of (B58) implies that

IO i = |75+ 1) 7

N —— L™(£2)
£ times
o) e t
SC(]Z:(H—I Z T Z+"'+Z f
N LU—1(0)
£ — 1 times

and therefore we have [BA8) for any ¢ > 0 and f € LZ(2) provided that 1 < ¢ <r <
0.
Now we consider the case when ¢ = 1. For any ¢, € Cg5,(§2), by Theorem

and (BA8) we have
(T(t)p,%)al = [(@. T()al < llelln@ I TOBll=2) < Cllell@t* ¥ )
where ' = r/(r — 1), and therefore we have
_é(l_l)
1Tl < Ct 20D gl (3.59)

Since Cg2,(£2) is dense in L} (£2), by the density argument we have (B5d) for any
o € LL(0) = Coo (@) e,
Combining (B32) and (BXE]), we obtain

INT()Fllza) < Cat™ 2| Fll Lo (3.60)

for any ¢t > 0 and f € LZ({2) provided that 1 < ¢ < 3. Combining [B5S), (B29) and
B50), we have

t t 1 t
w0t =7 (5)7 (5)4],,, =0 |7 ()
L ()
< Cppt 5 G 73 flLage-

L (@)

for any ¢t > 0 and f € L4(f2) provided that 1 < ¢ < r < 3, r # 1. This completes
the proof of Theorem [I
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4 Proof of Theorem 1.4

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [L4l For notational simplicity, we use
the abbreviation || - ||; which stands for || - ||ze(). At first employing the argument
due to Kato [II] for the Cauchy problem of the Navier-Stokes system, we shall solve

the integral equations ([INTJ) by contraction mapping principle.
In order to do this, we introduce the following symbols:

[W]e.qt = sup s*v(s)]lg,
0<s<

[v]: = [v]izs 5 + [V]1 5
vl = [v]os: + [¥]1 oo, + [V]

29

with some fixed real number § € (0,1). As an underlying space, we set

I = {(v(t), B(t)) € BC([0,00); L5(£2) x Ly (£2)) |
lim {{(v —a, B = b)loz: + [(v, B)l1 oo, + [(v, B)]:} = 0,

t—0+ 2’

sup [|(v, B)[|e < 2M]|(a, b)[s},

where M will be determined later (see ([EL8) below). Set
’Uo(t) = e_tAa, Bo(t) = €_th,
'vo(t)) <F[v, Bj (t))
d(v,B)(t) = + )
B0 = 5i0) * (Gio 510
We shall prove that there exist positive constants M and 7 such that if

(@, b)[|s <,

then ® becomes a contraction map from Z,; into itself.
At the beginning, we shall show that
tl_lg(l)}r[(vo —a,By— b)]0,3,t =0,

tl—i}(r)}i-[[(vo’ BO)]]t = 07 tl_i)I(I)}’_[(’Uo, BO)]%,oo,t = 0.

(4.3)

In fact, for any € > 0 there exists a pair (a, b.) € Cg5,(£2) x C§5%,(€2) so that ||(a, b) —
(ac,b.)||3 < €. Therefore, by the L3-boundedness of the semigroups (Theorems [T]
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and with ¢ = r = 3), we see that

[(vo(t), Bo(t)) — (a,b)||s < [[(e(a — ac),e™™(b—b.))||s
+ H(e_tAajE —a., e ™Mb, —b)||s + ||(ac — a,b. — b)||3
< (Ce+ H(e_tAa,E —a., e Mp, — b)|ls

t
< el
_C’e—i—/o ds(e

< Ce+ Ct||(ae, be) |l w2s (o)

ds
3

_SACLG, 6_5Mb6)

Therefore we have
lim [(’UO — a, BO — b)]073,t < Ce.

t—0+

This implies (E4), because € is chosen arbitrarily. By similar manner, we have

1-5 15, _ _
7 || (vo(t), Bo(t))lls <7 [[(e"(a — ac), e ™™ (b - bo))]s
+7 (e Mac, e M) s
< Cl(a—aq,b—b)|s+ Ctz"% || (ac, b,

< Ce+ Ctr % ||(a., b,

with some r € (3,3/9), which implies

tl_l)lg}i_[’vo,Bo]lgiégi < Ce. (46)
From similar calculation, we see that
Jim (00, Boly o, < Ce, lim (Voo Bolyy <Ce (47)

Since € is chosen arbitrarily, by (6) and (1) we have (LH).
By Theorems [l and [3 one can easily see that

[(wo, Bo)ll: < Ml|(a,b)|[s for any ¢ > 0 (4.8)
with some constant M. In particular, from [EH), @T) and ([EX), we see that
(’Uo(t), Bo(t)) c IM

Now, we shall estimate the nonlinear terms F'[v, B](t) and G[v, B](t). In order to
do this, we prepare the following inequality essentially due to the Holder inequality:

l((s) - V)u(s)]| s, < lluls)l|s[[Vo(s)lls < Cs™ 2 [ul,[o], (4.9)
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for any 0 < s < t. By Theorem and the Li-boundedness of the Helmholtz
projection ([L3]), we have

1Pl B0l < [ e Plw(s) - V)os) = (B(s) - V) B)]lads
< [(t= 9 D) VW)L, + IBE) - VIBE) ) ds

=¢/ (t= )2 ([o(s)lls[|Vo(s)ls + [|B(s)|| ]|V B(s)]s) ds.

By similar manner with Theorem [[T], we have
t
s
|Glv, B]()]ls < C/O (= s)2([[lv(s)[s[[VB(s)lls + [ B(s)]|z Vo (s)]]s) ds.

From the above two estimates and (EEJ), we obtain
I(F[v, B))(t), Glv, B](t)ls < C/Ot(t — 5)72[|(v(s), B(s)) || V(v(s), B(s))|s ds
<0 [-s b asl. B
=CB <1 — g g) [(v, B)]:, (4.10)

where B(q,r) denotes the beta function. From similar calculations, we obtain the
following estimates:

|(F[v, B](t),G[v,B](t)H% < C/Ot(t - s)‘%s—1+% ds[(v, B)]?

<CB (% g) 52 (v, B)] (4.11)
IV (F[v, B](t), G[v, B](t)|[s < C i (t — )" 57145 ds[ (v, B)[2

<CB (1%5 g) t=2[(v, B)]?: (4.12)
|(F'v, B](1), Glv, B](1)[|c < C i (t—s)" 3 s 13 ds[(v, B)]?

<cB (12;5 g) 3[(v, B)]2 (4.13)
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From (E10), @TD), (ETY) and EI3), we have
Hence, from (fR) and (EI4), we have

|®(v, B)l < M|(a.b)lls + Cl(v, B, (4.15)
(0. B) ~ (@.b)loas + [®(v. B)]; ., + [(v, B)],

< [('UO —a, Bo - b)]073,t + [(’UO, BO)] Lot -+ [[(’Uo, BO)]]t + C[[(’U, B)]]? (416)

2

Therefore, if (v, B) € Iy, then by (1), @2), &), EH), EID) and EIG), we

obtain

[2(v, B)ll: < M||(a, b)[|s + 4CM?*|[(a, b)|l5  for any t > 0, (4.17)
lim ([®(v, B) — (a,b)]o, + [®(v, B)]1 ., + [®(v, B)];) = 0. (4.18)

t—0+ 2

Choose an n > 0 in such a way that
4CMn < 1. (4.19)
Then by [IT7) we have
(v, B)|l: < 2M||(a,b)||s for any ¢t >0 (4.20)

provided that [|(a, b)||s < n, which combined with ([I8) implies that ®(v, B) €
provided that (v, B) € Zy;. This shows that ® is a mapping from Z,; into itself. By
using (EE9), Theorems [Tl and and employing the same argument as in the proof

of (EE14), we have

[®(v1, B1) = @(v2, B

< C([(v1, B1)]: + [(v2, B2)]e)[(v1, B1) — (v2, Ba)]: (4.21)
<4CMl|(a, b)|[3]|(v1, B1) — (v2, Ba)|l:

for any (vy, By), (v2, By) € Zy. If we choose an 7 > 0 in such a way that

1
then it follows from ([EZ2]]) that ® is a contraction map from Z, into itself if [|(a, b) |5 <
n. Therefore, there exists a unique fixed point (v(t), B(t)) € Zy; of ®, which solves
(NT). The uniqueness of solutions to ([NT)) holds for any (v(t), B(t)) € Zy.
Namely, if (vi(t), Bi(t)), (va(t), Ba(t)) € Iy satisfy the integral equations (INTJ)
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with the same initial data (a,b) € L3(§2) x L3(£2) with ||(a,b)||3 < n, then we have
(v1(t), B1(t)) = (va(t), Ba(t)) for any t > 0.

Now we shall show sharp asymptotic behavior of the global in time strong solution:
([CA) and (CH). In order to do this, at first we shall show the following:

lim |[(v(2), B(t))|[s = 0 (4.22)

t—o00

Given 0 < v < 1/2, we take 3/2 < ¢ < 3 such that v = 3/2¢ — 1/2. Given
(a,b) € C§5,(£2) x C5%.(2) with [|(a,b)||s < n, let (v(t), B(t)) be solution of ([[NTI).
Then applying the LI-L3 estimate and the L3/2-L? estimate for e~** and e *M to
(NT) and using the Holder inequality, we have

[(w(t), B(®))ls
< Ct7|(a, )l + C/O (t = )72 [|(v(s), B(s))[l5]|V (v(s), B(s))]}s ds

t
< Ct (@b, +C / (t—s) 357752 ds[(v, B)] 0,V (v, B, 4,
0

_ 11
<cr{i@ol,+ €5 (5.5 -7) 1@ bl Bla |
which implies that

(v, B)l,3: < Cll(@,b)][; + Cli(a, b)|[s[(v, B)]3.-

Since choosing 7 > 0 smaller if necessary, we may assume that C||(a,d)|s < 1/2
provided that ||(a,b)||s < n, we have

(v, B)l,.3: < 2C]|(a, b)[|,-

This implies that ([£2J) holds for any initial data (a,b) € Cg%,(£2) x Cg%,(2) with
I(a.b)]s < 1.

For general (a,b) € L3(2) x L3(Q) with ||(a,b)|ls < n and any ¢ > 0, we
choose a. and b, in such a way that ||(a. — a,b. — b)||3 < e. Choosing ¢ > 0
smaller if necessary, we may assume that [|(a.,b.)|s < n for any ¢ > 0. Since
|(@e, be)||s < n, the corresponding solution of ([[NTJ) satisfies ({L22). Combining this
fact and continuous dependence of solution: L3 (£2)x L3(Q) 3 (a,b) — (v(t), B(t)) €
BC([0,00); L3(£2) x L3(€)), we have

(o), Bi)ls < [[(v(t) = ve(t), B(t) = Be(1))lls + [|(ve(t), Be(1)) |3
< Ce+ Cll(ve(t), B(t))[s-

Since € is arbitrary and (v.(t), B(t)) satisfies (L22)), we get (E22)) for any initial data
(a,b) € Lo (£2) x L3(Q) with [[(a, b)||s < 7.
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By the interpolation inequality, we get

e (o), BO), < Iw(), Ba)IS (#1100, BO))
< C,ll(@. b} w(e), B

with 1/¢ = 6/3, which together with (Z2J) implies that (L)) for 3 < ¢ < co. Here
we have used the global boundedness of t'/2||(v(t), B(t))||oc Which is guaranteed by
the fact that a pair (v(t), B(t)) is global solution of ([NTJ) with property (1) and
(2). Finally, we shall prove () for ¢ = oo and (CH). In order to do this, we
rewrite ([N'J) as follows:

t
2

v(t) = e_%Av(t/2) - / e_(t_S)AP[('v(s) -V)v(s) — (B(s) - V)B(s)] ds,

B(t) = e‘%MB(t/2) = Z e~ E=IM(y(s) - V)B(s) — (B(s) - V)v(s)] ds.

2

Then by Theorems [Tl and [[3 we obtain
I(0(t), B(t)) |l <Ct2 [[(v(t/2), B(t/2))]],
+C/ (t = 5) "4 (w(s), B(s)[ls| V(v(5), B(s))|l3 ds

and
IV (v(t), B(t))|ls < Ct2 [|(v(t/2), B(t/2))ll
+0L(t—8)_3II('U(S),B(S))IIGHV('U(S),B(S))Hgds

2

Therefore combining the above two estimates and |V (v(t), B(t))||s < Ct~/2||(a, b)|s,
we obtain

£ ([[(v(8), B() oo + 1V (w(1), B(1))5)
< C(v(t/2), B(t/2))lls + Cll(a,b)ls sup_s%[|(v(s), B(s))]ls

t/2<s<t

for ¢ > 0. Therefore, from [@22) and (L) with ¢ = 6, we have (L)) for ¢ = co and
(C3). This completes the proof of Theorem [l
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