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Abstract

In this article, we study the stability and large time behavior for an multi-
dimensional incompressible magnetohydrodynamical system with a velocity damping
term, for small perturbations near a steady-state of magnetic field fulfilling the Dio-
phantine condition. Our results mathematically characterize the background magnetic
field exerts the stabilizing effect, and bridge the gap left by previous work with respect
to the asymptotic behavior in time. Our proof approach mainly relies on the Fourier
analysis and energy estimates. In addition, we provide a versatile analytical framework
applicable to many other partially dissipative fluid models.

MSC(2020): 35Q35, 35L45, 35B40.

Keywords: Ideal MHD equations, damping, stability, decay estimates.

1 Introduction

The magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) equations characterize the motion of electrically con-
ducting flows such as electrolytes, liquid metals and plasmas, and play a foundational role
in geophysical and astrophysical fluids (see, for example, [1–4]). When resistive effects are
extremely weak, magnetic diffusion becomes negligible, leading to the so-called non-resistive
MHD system, which takes the form

∂tv + (−∆)αv + v · ∇v +∇p = b · ∇b,

∂tb+ v · ∇b = b · ∇v,

∇ · v = ∇ · b = 0,

v(x, 0) = v0(x), b(x, 0) = b0(x),

(1.1)

where v(x, t), b(x, t), and p(x, t) denote the velocity, magnetic field, and pressure, respec-
tively. The parameter α ≥ 0 characterizes the strength of velocity dissipation through the
fractional Laplacian (−∆)α; in particular, α = 0 corresponds to a damping effect model-
ing the frictional relaxation of the flow. System (1.1) describes plasmas that are strongly
collisional or have extremely small resistivity due to collisions. It is relevant when the char-
acteristic spatial scales are much larger than the ion skin depth and Larmor radius, and the
temporal scales are much longer than the ion gyration period, so that magnetic diffusion
can be neglected (see, e.g., [5–8]).
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Mathematically, system (1.1) shares key structural features with the Euler and Navier-
Stokes equations, while the magnetic coupling and the absence of resistivity introduce richer
dynamics and substantial analytical difficulties. Two fundamental issues concerning (1.1)
have attracted central attention. The first is the global well-posedness problem: Chemin et
al. [9] got the local well-posedness in critical Besov spaces, whereas the global existence of
classical solutions remains open even in two dimensions. The second is the stability problem
for perturbations around a background magnetic field. A background field, say

(v,b) = (0, b̃)

defines a family of steady states. Writing b for the perturbation b − b̃, one obtains the
perturbed MHD system with two extra terms

∂tv + (−∆)αv + v · ∇v +∇p = b̃ · ∇b+ b · ∇b,

∂tb+ u · ∇b = b̃ · ∇v + b · ∇v,

∇ · v = ∇ · b = 0,

v(x, 0) = v0(x), b(x, 0) = b0(x).

(1.2)

The stability problem for (1.2) is motivated by the physical observation- confirmed by
both experiments and numerical simulations-that magnetic fields can stabilize electrically
conducting fluids (see, e.g., [10–18]). Recent mathematical works have mainly focused on
two classes of background fields: (i) strong directional fields, for example, b = en along
the last coordinate direction in Rn, and (ii) Diophantine fields satisfying the non-resonance
condition

|b̃ · j| ≥ c

|j|r
, j ∈ Zn \ {0}, (1.3)

for some r > n − 1 and c > 0. The Diophantine condition holds for almost all b̃ ∈ Rn,
except when its components are rational or one of them vanishes [19]. Note that a strong
directional field does not satisfy the Diophantine condition.

For the viscous case α = 1 in (1.2), the stability problem under a strong background
magnetic field b has a long history. The analysis of well-posedness was initiated by Lin and
Zhang [20] for a related three-dimensional model (see also [21]), and was later extended by
Lin et al. [22] in two dimensions and by Xu and Zhang [23] in three dimensions. More results
on the stability and long-time behavior under strong magnetic fields can be found in [24–29].
The earliest rigorous progress in this direction can be traced back to Bardos et al. [30],
who proved the global well-posedness of the ideal incompressible MHD system for small
perturbations around a nontrivial equilibrium, showing that a sufficiently strong magnetic
field can suppress nonlinear interactions and prevent the formation of large gradients [31, 32].

For background fields fulfilling the Diophantine condition (1.3), Chen et al. [19] first
established global asymptotic stability in the three-dimensional periodic domain T3, proving
convergence in H4r+7(T3) for r > n − 1. Zhai [33] later refined this result in the case of
two dimensions T2, reducing the regularity to H(3+2β)r+5+(γ+2β)(T2) for arbitrary β, γ >
0, while Xie et al. [34] lowered the threshold to H(3r+3)+(Tn) for both two- and three-
dimensional settings. In our recent work [35], we further reduced the regularity requirement

to H(3+2r+
n
2 )

+

(Tn).
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For the inviscid case α = 0 in (1.2) with a strong background magnetic field, Wu et
al. [36] first analyzed the two dimensional system in the whole space, proving global stability
of small perturbations together with explicit long-time decay rates in various Sobolev norms.
Jo et al. [37] later improved these results by relaxing certain regularity assumptions and
extending the decay analysis. Du et al. [38] established exponential stability in a strip
domain R × [0, 1], while Jiang et al. [39] proved global existence and exponential decay of
classical solutions in a horizontally periodic strip domain T2 × [0, 1]. For further results on
inviscid systems with velocity damping, see [40–44].

More recently, Zhao and Zhai [45] investigated the three-dimensional inviscid system
corresponding to α = 0 in (1.2), namely,

∂tv + v + v · ∇v +∇p = b̃ · ∇b+ b · ∇b,

∂tb+ v · ∇b = b̃ · ∇v + b · ∇v,

∇ · v = ∇ · b = 0,

v(x, 0) = v0(x), b(x, 0) = b0(x),

(1.4)

and established the global stability and asymptotic decay of small perturbations on the
periodic domain T3. Inspired by [46, 47], in the present paper, we still study the model (1.4),
whereas on the n-dimensional torus Tn (n ≥ 2), and further improve the results with respect
to the global stability and asymptotic behavior in time.

To capture the essential decay structure and clarify the underlying dynamics, we first
study the corresponding linearized system:

∂tV −∆V = b̃ · ∇H,

∂tH = b̃ · ∇V,

∇ ·V = ∇ ·H = 0,

V(x, 0) = V0(x), H(x, 0) = H0(x),

(1.5)

whose decay properties provide the foundation for the nonlinear analysis. The following
theorem describes the decay behavior of the linearized system (1.5).

Theorem 1.1. Let n ≥ 2 and r > n− 1, and suppose that the background magnetic field b̃
adheres to the Diophantine condition. Assume that the initial data (V0,H0) ∈ Hm(Tn) for
some integer m ≥ 1 satisfy the mean-free conditions∫

Tn

V0 dx = 0,

∫
Tn

H0 dx = 0. (1.6)

Then the corresponding solution (V,H) to (1.5) fulfills

∥V(t)∥Hs(Tn) ≤

C(1 + t)−
1
2
−m−s

2r ∥(V0,H0)∥Hm(Tn), 0 ≤ s ≤ m− 1,

C ∥(V0,H0)∥Hm(Tn), s = m,
(1.7a)

∥H(t)∥Hs(Tn) ≤ C(1 + t)−
m−s
2r ∥(V0,H0)∥Hm(Tn), 0 ≤ s ≤ m, (1.7b)

where C > 0 denotes a constant independent of t.
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Remark 1.1. The work [35] investigated the viscous counterpart of (1.5), where the velocity
damping term V is replaced by the Laplacian dissipation −∆V. It was shown that for any
s ∈ [0,m],

∥V(t)∥Hs ≤ C(1 + t)
−
(

1
2
+m−s+1

2(1+r)

)
∥(V0,H0)∥Hm , (1.8a)

∥H(t)∥Hs ≤ C(1 + t)
− m−s

2(1+r) ∥(V0,H0)∥Hm , (1.8b)

which, compared with (1.7), shows that velocity damping yields faster decay than viscous
diffusion for all s ∈ [0,m− 1]. This difference arises because direct damping acts uniformly
on all frequency modes, while viscous diffusion becomes less effective at high frequencies
due to coupling with the magnetic field. A comparable mechanism has also been observed
in the Boussinesq system [47].

Our next theorem addresses the nonlinear stability for MHD equations (1.4).

Theorem 1.2. Let m ∈ N satisfy

m >


5, n = 2, 1 < r ≤ 3

2 ,

2 + 2r, n = 2, r > 3
2 ,

1 + 2r + n
2 , n ≥ 3, r > n− 1.

(1.9)

Suppose that b̃ fulfills the Diophantine condition, and that the initial data (v0,b0) ∈
Hm(Tn) satisfy

divv0 = divb0 = 0,

∫
Tn

v0 dx =

∫
Tn

b0 dx = 0,

and

∥v0∥Hm(Tn) + ∥b0∥Hm(Tn) ≤ ε, (1.10)

for a small enough constant ε > 0. Then the incompressible MHD system (1.4) admits a
unique global classical solution (v,b) with

v ∈ C
(
[0,∞);Hm(Tn)

)
∩ L2

(
[0,∞);Hm(Tn)

)
,

b ∈ C
(
[0,∞);Hm(Tn)

)
∩ L2

(
[0,∞);Hm−r−1(Tn)

)
,

satisfying the energy bound

sup
t∈[0,∞)

∥(v,b)(t)∥2Hm +

∫ ∞

0
∥v(t)∥2Hm dt+

∫ ∞

0
∥b(t)∥2Hm−1−r dt ≤ C∥(v0,b0)∥2Hm , (1.11)

and the decay estimate

∥(v,b)(t)∥Hs(Tn) ≤ C(1 + t)
− m−s

2(1+r) for any s ∈ [0,m]. (1.12)

Remark 1.2. Zhao and Zhai [45] established the global stability of system (1.4) for small
initial data in Hm(T3) with m ≥ 4r + 7 and r > 2, and proved the decay estimate

∥(v,b)(t)∥Hs(T3) ≤ C(1 + t)
− 3(m−s)

2(m−r−4) , s ∈ [r + 4,m). (1.13)
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Theorem 1.2 extends this result to n-dimensional periodic domains (n ≥ 2) and strength-
ens (1.13) in the following aspects:

(1) Lower regularity. The required initial regularity is reduced from H4r+7(T3) to

H(1+2r+ 3
2
)+(T3).

(2) Wider validity range. The decay estimate (1.12) applies to all Sobolev indices s ∈ [0,m],
extending the range s ≥ r+4 in (1.13) and yielding a complete low-to-high regularity decay
profile.

(3) Sharper decay exponent.

• When m = 4r + 7, both results give the same rate:

∥(v,b)(t)∥Hs(T3) ≤ C(1 + t)
− 4r+7−s

2(1+r) , s ∈ [r + 4, 4r + 7).

• When m > 4r+7, our estimate yields strictly faster decay for any fixed s. It is worth
mentioning that the temporal decay rates increase with m, i.e., the more regular the
initial data, the faster the temporal decay. In the limit m → +∞ (arbitrarily smooth
initial data),

lim
m→+∞

3(m− s)

2(m− r − 4)
= 3

2 , lim
m→+∞

m− s

2(1 + r)
= +∞,

showing that the algebraic decay exponent in (1.12) can become arbitrarily large in
magnitude (i.e., the decay becomes arbitrarily fast), while that in (1.13) saturates at
−3

2 . This highlights the fundamentally stronger algebraic decay achieved in Theo-
rem 1.2.

Remark 1.3. A notable property of the velocity-damped MHD system is uncovered: the
L2-norm decay rate of the solution is higher when the initial value has a higher degree
of regularity, whereas the Hm-norm decay rate remains unaffected. This behavior sharply
contrasts with that of classical parabolic system, where higher norms generally decay faster.

Remark 1.4. The method developed in this paper is dimension-independent, giving decay
estimates in Sobolev spaces of considerably lower regularity. Moreover, it is capable of being
readily extended to other PDEs with partially dissipative on the space Tn.

To conclude, we briefly discuss the motivations for studying the stability and decay of
the ideal MHD system with velocity damping from the following two aspects.

First, the velocity-damped model captures the essential coupling between velocity and
magnetic perturbations while avoiding additional dispersive or resistive effects, providing a
natural setting to explore the stabilizing influence of a constant background magnetic field.
This effect is analogous to the inviscid damping phenomenon for the Euler equations near
shear flows: although the b-equation in (1.1) contains no diffusion, perturbations around
b̃ induce phase mixing that suppresses nonlinear growth and yields decay at the linearized
level. As shown in (1.4), the linear structure involving b̃·∇b and b̃·∇v naturally arises from
the perturbative formulation of the system. This stabilization mechanism also resonates
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with the geometric perspective of Choffrut and Šverá [48], which reflects the diversity of
the properties of nearby steady states for the two-dimensional Euler flows; see also [49].

Second, system (1.1) is closely related to magnetic relaxation, a phenomenon first pro-
posed by Arnol’d [50] in 1974 and further developed by Moffatt [51, 52]. The magnetic
relaxation conjecture suggests that the magnetic field b asymptotically converges to a sta-
tionary Euler flow (or magnetostatic equilibrium), while the velocity decays due to kinetic
dissipation. Although the case α = 1 in (1.1) was emphasized in [51], Moffatt also antici-
pated that other dissipative mechanisms-including the velocity damping case α = 0-could
equally drive the relaxation process. In particular, the case α = 0 eliminates dependence on
diffusive effects, making it a natural setting for investigating magnetic relaxation. Recently,
Dai, Lai, and Zhang [53] established global stability and large-time decay for the magnetic
relaxation equations (MRE) on periodic domains Tn (n = 2, 3) under the Diophantine con-
dition. The present model (1.1) with α = 0 is closely connected to the MRE with γ = 0;
see also [54, 55] for related studies.

The organization of this work is as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminary
lemmas and tools, including Fourier multiplier estimates and properties related to the Dio-
phantine condition. In Section 3, taking advantage of spectral analysis, we give an integral
representation of the solution and obtain detailed kernel estimates through splitting the
frequency space into sub-domains. In Section 4, we prove the linear stability, while the
nonlinear stability is shown in the final Section 5.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we provide some preliminaries, including the properties of spatial averages
of the solution (v,b), Poincaré-type inequality, and a commutator estimate.

Lemma 2.1. Let (v,b) be a smooth solution to (1.4) fulfilling

divv0 = divb0 = 0,

∫
Tn

v0 dx =

∫
Tn

b0 dx = 0.

Then, for any t ≥ 0, one has∫
Tn

v(x, t) dx =

∫
Tn

b(x, t) dx = 0. (2.1)

Proof. Integrating the equation in (1.4) on Tn, we deduce

d

dt

∫
Tn

v dx−
∫
Tn

v dx+

∫
Tn

v · ∇v dx+

∫
Tn

∇p dx =

∫
Tn

b̃ · ∇b dx+

∫
Tn

b · ∇b dx,

and

d

dt

∫
Tn

b dx+

∫
Tn

v · ∇b dx =

∫
Tn

b̃ · ∇v dx+

∫
Tn

b · ∇v dx.
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By ∇ ·v = ∇ ·b = 0 and the periodic boundary condition, we infer by integration by parts
that ∫

Tn

v · ∇v dx =

∫
Tn

∇p dx =

∫
Tn

b̃ · ∇b dx =

∫
Tn

b · ∇b dx = 0,

and ∫
Tn

v · ∇b dx =

∫
Tn

b̃ · ∇v dx =

∫
Tn

b · ∇v dx = 0,

which implies

d

dt

∫
Tn

v dx+

∫
Tn

v dx = 0 and
d

dt

∫
Tn

b dx = 0.

Then, ∫
Tn

v dx = e−t

∫
Tn

v0 dx = 0 and

∫
Tn

b dx =

∫
Tn

b0 dx = 0.

This completes the proof.

In the following, we give a lemma involving fractional operators which act on zero-mean
functions. Note that the Fourier convention on the torus Tn = [0, 2π]n is given by

v̂(j) =
1

(2π)n

∫
Tn

v(x)e−ij·x dx, v(x) =
∑
j∈Zn

v̂(j)eij·x.

Lemma 2.2. Let v ∈ S ′(Tn) be a tempered distribution satisfying∫
Tn

v(x) dx = 0.

The operator Λs is defined in the Fourier sense through

Λ̂sv(j) = |j|s v̂(j),

then, for any s ∈ R, one gets ∫
Tn

Λsv(x) dx = 0.

Proof. The condition
∫
Tn v(x) dx = 0 implies v̂(0) = 0, then

v(x) =
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

v̂(j)eij·x,

which means
Λsv(x) =

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j|sv̂(j)eij·x.

Integrating on Tn yields∫
Tn

Λsv(x) dx =
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

|j|sv̂(j)
∫
Tn

eij·x dx.
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As
∫
Tn e

ij·x dx = 0 for each j ̸= 0, then∫
Tn

Λsv(x) dx = 0.

This finishes the proof of Lemma 2.2.

In what follows, we give the following Poincaré-type inequality under the Diophantine
condition.

Lemma 2.3. ([19, 56]) Let b̃ ∈ Rn be a given vector fulfilling the Diophantine condition
(1.3). For any s ∈ R, there exists a constant c such that if g ∈ Hs+r+1(Tn) satisfies∫
Tn gdx = 0, then

∥g∥Hs(Tn) ≤ c∥b̃ · ∇g∥Hs+r(Tn). (2.2)

At last, we list two frequently-used estimates. Their proofs can be found in [57, 58].

Lemma 2.4. Let l > 0, 1 ≤ p, p1, p2, q1, q2 ≤ ∞ and 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

q1
= 1

p2
+ 1

q2
. Then, there

exists a constant C > 0 such that

• for any f1 ∈ W 1,p1 ∩W l,q2 and f2 ∈ Lp2 ∩W l−1,q1,

∥Λl(f1f2)− f1Λ
lf2∥Lp ≤ C

(
∥∇f1∥Lp1∥Λl−1f2∥Lq1 + ∥f2∥Lp2∥Λlf∥Lq2

)
;

• for f1 ∈ Lp1 ∩W l,q2 and f2 ∈ Lp2 ∩W l,q1,

∥Λl(f1f2)∥Lp ≤ C
(
∥f∥Lp1∥Λlf2∥Lq1 + ∥f2∥Lp2∥Λlf1∥Lq2

)
.

3 Kernel estimates

In this section, we establish the integral estimates for the solution to (1.4) and get upper
bounds for the corresponding kernel functions by spectral analysis. Throughout this section,
we leverage ⟨·, ·⟩ to denote the standard inner product on Cn (n ≥ 2).

Proposition 3.1. Let (v,b) be a solution to system (1.4). Then (v,b) is capable of being
bounded as

|v̂| ≤
(
|Ĝ2|+ |Ĝ3|

)
|ψ̂0|+

∫ t

0

(
|Ĝ2(t− τ)||N̂(τ)|+ |Ĝ3(t− τ)||N̂1(τ)|

)
dτ,

|b̂| ≤
(
|Ĝ1|+ |Ĝ3|

)
|ψ̂0|+

∫ t

0

(
|Ĝ1(t− τ)||N̂(τ)|+ |Ĝ3(t− τ)||N̂2(τ)|

)
dτ,

(3.1)

where ψ0 := (v0,b0)
T , N = (N1,N2)

T , N1 := P(v · ∇v − b · ∇b), N2 := v · ∇b− b · ∇v
and P denotes the Helmholtz-Leray projection operator. The kernel functions Ĝ1, Ĝ2 and
Ĝ3 are expressed by

|Ĝ1| =
∣∣e−λ2t − e−λ1t

∣∣
|λ1 − λ2|

√
|λ1|2 + |b̃ · j|2 =: |Ĝ|

√
|λ1|2 + |b̃ · j|2,
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|Ĝ2| =
∣∣e−λ2t − e−λ1t

∣∣
|λ1 − λ2|

√
|λ1|2 + |b̃ · j|2

∣∣∣∣∣ b̃ · j
λ1

∣∣∣∣∣ =: |Ĝ|
√
|λ1|2 + |b̃ · j|2

∣∣∣∣∣ b̃ · j
λ1

∣∣∣∣∣ , (3.2)

Ĝ3 = e−λ1t,

where Ĝ represents

Ĝ :=
e−λ2t − e−λ1t

λ1 − λ2
(3.3)

with λ1 and λ2 denoting the roots of the characteristic equation

λ2 − λ+ |b̃ · j|2 = 0, (3.4)

i.e.,

λ1(j) =
1 +

√
1− 4|b̃ · j|2

2
, λ2(j) =

1−
√
1− 4|b̃ · j|2

2
.

When λ1 = λ2, (3.1) still holds if we replace Ĝ in (3.3) by

Ĝ = lim
λ2→λ1

e−λ2t − e−λ1t

λ1 − λ2
= te−λ1t.

Proof of Proposition 3.1 . Take the Helmholtz-Leray projection operator P := Id −
∇∆−1∇· to the velocity equation in (1.4)1 to get

∂tv + v − b̃ · ∇b+N1(v,b) = 0,

∂tb− b̃ · ∇v +N2(v,b) = 0,

divv = divb = 0,

(v,b)|t=0 = (v0,b0),

(3.5)

where
N1(v,b) = P(v · ∇v − b · ∇b), N2(v,b) = v · ∇b− b · ∇v. (3.6)

Executing the Fourier transform to (3.5), we have for j ∈ Zn \ {0} that ∂tv̂ + v̂ − i(b̃ · j)b̂+
(
I − j⊗j

|j|2

)(
v̂ · ∇v − b̂ · ∇b

)
= 0,

∂tb̂− i(b̃ · j)v̂ + v̂ · ∇b− b̂ · ∇v = 0.

(3.7)

Rewrite the system in vector form ψ̂ := (v̂, b̂)T to obtain

∂tψ̂ +Qψ̂ + N̂(v,b) = 0, (3.8)

where

Q :=

(
1 −ib̃ · j

−ib̃ · j 0

)
, N̂(v,b) :=

(
N̂1

N̂2

)
. (3.9)
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By virtue of Duhamel’s principle, the solution to (3.8) is written as

ψ̂ = e−Qtψ̂0 −
∫ t

0
e−Q(t−τ)N̂(v,b)(τ) dτ. (3.10)

As the characteristic polynomial of the matrix Q can be expressed as

det(Q− λI) = λ2 − λ+ |b̃ · j|2,

it has two eigenvalues λ1,2(j) with corresponding eigenvectors a1,2(j), defined by

λ1,2(j) =
1±

√
1− 4|b̃ · j|2

2
, a1,2(j) =

(
λ1,2

−ib̃ · j

)
.

Denote

A1 := (a1 a2), A2 := A−1
1 =

1

λ1 − λ2

(
1 λ2

ib̃·j
−1 − λ1

ib̃·j

)
=

(
b
T
1

b
T
2

)
.

Thus, we can diagonalize the matrix Q as

Q = A1

(
λ1 0
0 λ2

)
A2 = λ1a1b

T
1 + λ2a2b

T
2 ,

and the matrix exponential e−Qt can be expressed as

e−Qt = e−λ1ta1b
T
1 + e−λ2ta2b

T
2 .

Then, (3.10) becomes

ψ̂ = e−Qtψ̂0 −
∫ t

0
e−Q(t−τ)N̂ dτ

= e−λ1ta1b
T
1 ψ̂0 + e−λ2ta2b

T
2 ψ̂0 −

∫ t

0

(
e−λ1(t−τ)a1b

T
1 + e−λ2(t−τ)a2b

T
2

)
N̂(τ) dτ

= e−λ1t⟨ψ̂0,b1⟩a1 + e−λ2t⟨ψ̂0,b2⟩a2

−
∫ t

0
e−λ1(t−τ)⟨N̂(τ),b1⟩a1 dτ −

∫ t

0
e−λ2(t−τ)⟨N̂(τ),b2⟩a2 dτ, (3.11)

where we used the fact lmTn = l⟨n,m⟩ = ⟨n,m⟩l for any vectors l, m and n. However, we
find from (3.11) that, in the neighborhood of the set {1 = 4|b̃ · j|2}, the vectors b1 and b2

have singularity. To eliminate this singularity, we rewrite ψ̂ as

ψ̂ =(e−λ2t − e−λ1t)⟨ψ̂0,b2⟩a2 + e−λ1tψ̂0

−
∫ t

0
(e−λ2(t−τ) − e−λ1(t−τ))⟨N̂(τ),b2⟩a2 dτ −

∫ t

0
e−λ1(t−τ)N̂(τ) dτ.
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Then, we have for b̂ that

b̂ =⟨ψ̂, e2⟩

=(e−λ2t − e−λ1t)⟨ψ̂0,b2⟩⟨a2, e2⟩+ e−λ1t⟨ψ̂0, e2⟩

−
∫ t

0
(e−λ2(t−τ) − e−λ1(t−τ))⟨N̂(τ),b2⟩⟨a2, e2⟩ dτ −

∫ t

0
e−λ1(t−τ)⟨N̂(τ), e2⟩ dτ. (3.12)

Similarly, for v̂, we find

⟨a2, e1⟩ =
λ2

−ib̃ · j
⟨a2, e2⟩ =

ib̃ · j
λ1

⟨a2, e2⟩,

then

v̂ =⟨ψ̂, e1⟩

=
ib̃ · j
λ1

(e−λ2t − e−λ1t)⟨ψ̂0,b2⟩⟨a2, e2⟩+ e−λ1t⟨ψ̂0, e1⟩

−
∫ t

0

ib̃ · j
λ1

(e−λ2(t−τ) − e−λ1(t−τ))⟨N̂(τ),b2⟩⟨a2, e2⟩ dτ −
∫ t

0
e−λ1(t−τ)⟨N̂(τ), e1⟩ dτ.

(3.13)

Combining (3.12) and (3.13), we deduce

|b̂| ≤
∣∣∣(e−λ2t − e−λ1t

)
⟨ψ̂0,b−⟩⟨a2, e2⟩

∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣e−λ1tb̂0

∣∣∣
+

∫ t

0

∣∣∣(e−λ2(t−τ) − e−λ1(t−τ)
)
⟨N̂(τ),b−⟩⟨a2, e2⟩

∣∣∣ dτ +

∫ t

0

∣∣∣e−λ1(t−τ)N̂2(τ)
∣∣∣ dτ,

and

|v̂| ≤

∣∣∣∣∣ b̃ · j
λ1

(
e−λ2t − e−λ1t

)
⟨ψ̂0,b2⟩⟨a2, e2⟩

∣∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣e−λ1tv̂0

∣∣∣
+

∫ t

0

∣∣∣∣∣ b̃ · j
λ1

(
e−λ2(t−τ) − e−λ1(t−τ)

)
⟨N̂(τ),b2⟩⟨a2, e2⟩

∣∣∣∣∣ dτ +

∫ t

0

∣∣∣e−λ1(t−τ)N̂1(τ)
∣∣∣ dτ.

By the definitions of a2 and b2, for any f ∈ C2, we infer∣∣∣(e−λ2t − e−λ1t)⟨f ,b2⟩⟨a2, e2⟩
∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣e−λ2t − e−λ1t

∣∣∣ |b2||⟨a2, e2⟩||f |

=
∣∣∣e−λ2t − e−λ1t

∣∣∣
√
|λ1|2 + |b̃ · j|2

|λ1 − λ2|
|f |

= : |Ĝ1(j, t)||f |,

and ∣∣∣∣∣ b̃ · j
λ1

(e−λ2t − e−λ1t)⟨f ,b2⟩⟨a2, e2⟩

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣e−λ2t − e−λ1t
∣∣∣ |b2||⟨a2, e2⟩|

∣∣∣∣∣ b̃ · j
λ2

∣∣∣∣∣ |f |
11



=

∣∣e−λ2t − e−λ1t
∣∣

|λ1 − λ2|

√
|λ1|2 + |b̃ · j|2

∣∣∣∣∣ b̃ · j
λ1

∣∣∣∣∣ |f |
= : |Ĝ2(j, t)||f |.

Define

Ĝ3(j, t) := e−λ1t, Ĝ(j, t) :=
e−λ2t − e−λ1t

λ1 − λ2
.

Then

|Ĝ1(j, t)| = |Ĝ(j, t)|
√
|λ1|2 + |b̃ · j|2, |Ĝ2(j, t)| = |Ĝ(j, t)|

√
|λ1|2 + |b̃ · j|2

∣∣∣∣∣ b̃ · j
λ1

∣∣∣∣∣ .
Therefore,

|b̂| ≤ |Ĝ1||ψ̂0|+ |Ĝ3||b̂0|+
∫ t

0
|Ĝ1(t− τ)||N̂(τ)| dτ +

∫ t

0
|Ĝ3(t− τ)||N̂2(τ)| dτ,

and

|v̂| ≤ |Ĝ2||ψ̂0|+ |Ĝ3||v̂0|+
∫ t

0
|Ĝ2(t− τ)||N̂(τ)| dτ +

∫ t

0
|Ĝ3(t− τ)||N̂1(τ)| dτ.

We finish the proof of Proposition 3.1.

In what follows, we investigate the behavior of the kernel functions K̂1–K̂3. To this end,
we decompose the frequency space Zn \ {0} into three subsections.

Proposition 3.2. Splitting the frequency space Zn \{0} into the following three subregions:

S1 :=
{
j ∈ Zn \ {0} : 1− 4|b̃ · j|2 ≤ 0

}
,

S2 :=
{
j ∈ Zn \ {0} : 0 < 1− 4|b̃ · j|2 ≤ 1

4

}
,

S3 :=
{
j ∈ Zn \ {0} : 1− 4|b̃ · j|2 > 1

4

}
,

then, there exists an absolute constant C > 0 such that
|Ĝ1(j, t)|, |Ĝ2(j, t)| ≤ C|j|e−

t
4 , j ∈ S1,

|Ĝ1(j, t)|, |Ĝ2(j, t)| ≤ Ce−
t
8 , j ∈ S2,

|Ĝ1(j, t)| ≤ Ce−|b̃·j|2t, |Ĝ2(j, t)| ≤ C|b̃ · j|e−|b̃·j|2t, j ∈ S3,

|Ĝ3| ≤ e−
t
2 , j ∈ Zn \ {0}.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. To estimate |Ĝ1|, |Ĝ2|, and |Ĝ3|, we proceed in steps.

Step 1: Estimate for Ĝ(j, t). Recall that

Ĝ(j, t) :=
e−λ2t − e−λ1t

λ1 − λ2
.

12



In the following we estimate Ĝ(j, t) for each region S1, S2, and S3.

Case 1: j ∈ S1. Let

σ :=

√
4|b̃ · j|2 − 1,

so that λ1,2 =
1
2 ± iσ2 . Then, making use of Euler’s formula,

Ĝ(j, t) = e−
t
2 · e

iσ
2
t − e−iσ

2
t

iσ
= te−

t
2 ·

sin
(
σ
2 t
)

σ
2 t

.

The fact
∣∣ sin θ

θ

∣∣ ≤ 1 for all θ ∈ R means

|Ĝ(j, t)| ≤ te−
t
2 .

The classical inequality

zne−z ≤ Cn, for all z > 0, n ∈ N, (3.14)

with z = t
4 , n = 1, gives rise to

|Ĝ(k, t)| ≤ Ce−
t
4 .

Case 2: j ∈ S2. Note

− 3

4
≤ −λ1 =

−1−
√
1− 4|b̃ · j|2

2
< −1

2
, (3.15)

− 1

2
< −λ2 =

−1 +

√
1− 4|b̃ · j|2

2
≤ −1

4
.

By the standard mean-value theorem, there exists a point ζ ∈ (−λ1,−λ2) such that

|Ĝ(j, t)| =
∣∣∣∣e−λ2t − e−λ1t

λ1 − λ2

∣∣∣∣ = teζt.

The fact ζ ≤ −1
4 implies

|Ĝ(j, t)| ≤ te−
1
4
t ≤ Ce−

t
8 .

Case 3: j ∈ S3. The root −λ1 fulfills

−1 ≤ −λ1 = −1

2

(
1 +

√
1− 4(b̃ · j)2

)
< −3

4
. (3.16)

While the root −λ2 may go to zero and we rewrite it as

−λ2 = −1

2

(
1−

√
1− 4(b̃ · j)2

)
=

−2(b̃ · j)2

1 +

√
1− 4(b̃ · j)2

.
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As j ∈ S3 means 1
4 < 1− 4(b̃ · j)2 ≤ 1, one has

−4(b̃ · j)2

3
< −λ2 ≤ −(b̃ · j)2, λ1 − λ2 =

√
1− 4|b̃ · j|2 ≥ 1

2
.

Therefore,

|Ĝ(j, t)| ≤ C
(
e−

3
4
t + e−(b̃·j)2

)
≤ Ce−(b̃·j)2t.

Step 2: Estimates for |Ĝ1| and |Ĝ2|. Recalling from (3.2) that

|Ĝ1|2 = |Ĝ|2
(
|λ1|2 + |b̃ · j|2

)
,

|Ĝ2|2 = |Ĝ|2
(
|λ1|2 + |b̃ · j|2

) ∣∣∣∣∣ b̃ · j
λ1

∣∣∣∣∣
2

,
(3.17)

then we need to estimate the quantities |λ1|2 + |b̃ · j|2 and
∣∣∣ b̃·jλ1

∣∣∣2 in each region.

Estimate of |λ1|2 + |b̃ · j|2:

For j ∈ S1: Since 1− 4|b̃ · j|2 ≤ 0, there exists a constant C such that

|λ1|2 + |b̃ · j|2 = 2|b̃ · j|2 ≤ C|j|2.

For j ∈ S2 ∪ S3: Combing (3.15) and (3.16), we know that |λ1| ≤ C, and

|λ1|2 + |b̃ · j|2 ≤ C.

Estimate of
∣∣∣ b̃·jλ1

∣∣∣2:
For j ∈ S1: By the definition of λ1, one has∣∣∣∣∣ b̃ · j

λ1

∣∣∣∣∣
2

≤ C. (3.18)

For j ∈ S2: (3.15) implies |λ1| ∈
[
1
2 ,

3
4

]
, and the fact 0 < 1 − 4|b̃ · j|2 means (3.18) also is

true.

For j ∈ S3: From (3.16), we have |λ1| ∈
[
3
4 , 1
]
, then∣∣∣∣∣ b̃ · j

λ1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|b̃ · j|.
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Combining the above, we obtain

|λ1|2 + |b̃ · j|2 ≤

{
C|j|, j ∈ S1,

C, j ∈ S2 ∪ S3,

∣∣∣∣∣ b̃ · j
λ1

∣∣∣∣∣
2

≤

{
C, j ∈ S1 ∪ S2,

|b̃ · j|2, j ∈ S3.
(3.19)

Inserting the bounds for |Ĝ(j, t)| derived in Step 1 and (3.19) into (3.17), we obtain
|Ĝ1(j, t)|, |Ĝ2(j, t)| ≤ C|j|e−

t
4 , j ∈ S1,

|Ĝ1(j, t)|, |Ĝ2(j, t)| ≤ Ce−
t
8 , j ∈ S2,

|Ĝ1(j, t)| ≤ Ce−|b̃·j|2t, |Ĝ2(j, t)| ≤ C|b̃ · j|e−|b̃·j|2t, j ∈ S3.

Step 3: Estimate for |Ĝ3|. Since ℜλ1 =
1
2 for all j ̸= 0, we get

|Ĝ3| ≤ e−
t
2 , for all j ∈ Zn \ {0}.

For j ∈ S1,

|Ĝ3| =
∣∣∣e−λ1t

∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∣e− t
2 · e−i

√
4|b̃·j|2−1

2

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ e−
t
2 .

For j ∈ S2 ∪ S3,

|Ĝ3| = e−
t
2 · e−

√
1−4|b̃·j|2

2
t ≤ e−

t
2 .

Thus, for any j ∈ Zn \ {0}, we conclude that there exists a constant C such that

|Ĝ3| ≤ Ce−
t
2 .

This ends the proof of Proposition 3.2.

4 Linear stability

In this section, we establish the linear stability and derive the time-decay estimates for
system (1.5). Recall the linearized equations

∂tV +V − b̃ · ∇H = 0,

∂tH− b̃ · ∇V = 0,

divV = divH = 0,

(V,H)|t=0 = (V0,H0).

(4.1)

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Operating the operator Λs to (4.1)1 and (4.1)2, executing the L2

inner products with ΛsV and ΛsH, respectively, and summing the results, we have

1

2

d

dt

(
∥V∥2

Ḣs + ∥H∥2
Ḣs

)
+ ∥V∥2

Ḣs =

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇ΛsH) · ΛsV dx+

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇ΛsV) · ΛsH dx.
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By integration by parts and using divV = divH = 0, one easily checks that∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇ΛsH) · ΛsV dx+

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇ΛsV) · ΛsH dx = 0.

Consequently,

1

2

d

dt

(
∥V∥2

Ḣs + ∥H∥2
Ḣs

)
+ ∥V∥2

Ḣs = 0. (4.2)

Integrating (4.2) in time gives, for any 0 ≤ s ≤ m,

∥V(t)∥2
Ḣs + ∥H(t)∥2

Ḣs ≤ ∥V0∥2Ḣs + ∥H0∥2Ḣs . (4.3)

The above energy inequality ensures that for anym ≥ 0, the solution (V,H) to (4.1) remains
uniformly bounded in time. To derive decay rates, we consider the Fourier representation
provided by Proposition 3.1, which reads|V̂(j, t)|2 ≤

(
|Ĝ2(j, t)|2 + |Ĝ3(j, t)|2

)
|ϕ̂0(j)|2,

|Ĥ(j, t)|2 ≤
(
|Ĝ1(j, t)|2 + |Ĝ3(j, t)|2

)
|ϕ̂0(j)|2,

(4.4)

where ϕ0 := (V0,H0)
T . Combining (4.4) with the kernel estimates in Proposition 3.2 and

assuming (1.6), one can establish the time-decay properties of the Sobolev norms of V and
H.

Indeed, since (1.6) ensures that for all t ≥ 0,

V̂(0, t) = Ĥ(0, t) = 0, (4.5)

the zero-frequency component vanishes. Applying (4.4), (4.5), and the Plancherel theorem,
for any 0 ≤ s ≤ m, we infer

∥V(x, t)∥2
Ḣs ≤

∑
j̸=0

|j|2s|Ĝ2|2|ϕ̂0|2 +
∑
j̸=0

|j|2s|Ĝ3|2|ϕ̂0|2 =: I2 + I3, (4.6)

and

∥H(x, t)∥2
Ḣs =

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j|2s|Ĥ(j, t)|2

≤
∑
j̸=0

|j|2s|Ĝ1|2|ϕ̂0|2 +
∑
j̸=0

|j|2s|Ĝ3|2|ϕ̂0|2 =: I1 + I3.

Proposition 3.2 implies

I3 =
∑
j̸=0

|j|2s|Ĝ3|2|ϕ̂0|2 ≤ e−t
∑
j̸=0

|j|2s|ϕ̂0|2 ≤ e−t∥ϕ0∥2Ḣs . (4.7)

For the term I1, Proposition 3.2 and the Diophantine condition (1.3) yield

I1 ≤ C
∑
j∈S1

|j|2(s+1)e−
t
2 |ϕ̂0|2 + C

∑
j∈S2

|j|2se−
t
4 |ϕ̂0|2 + C

∑
j∈S3

e−2|b̃·j|2t|j|2s|ϕ̂0|2
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≤ Ce−
t
2 ∥ϕ0(x)∥2Ḣs+1 + Ce−

t
4 ∥ϕ0(x)∥2Ḣs + C

∑
j∈S3

e
− 2c2

|j|2r
t|j|2s|ϕ̂0|2.

By virtue of (3.14), the third term can be bounded as∑
j∈S3

e
− 2c2

|j|2r
t|j|2s|ϕ̂0|2

=
∑
j∈S3

e
− 2c2

|j|2r
t
(

t

|j|2r

)m−s
r

t−
m−s

r |j|2(m−s)|j|2s|ϕ̂0|2

≤t−
m−s

r ∥ϕ0(x)∥2Ḣm sup
j∈S3

e
− 2c2

|j|2r
t
(

t

|j|2r

)m−s
r

≤Ct−
m−s

r ∥ϕ0(x)∥2Ḣm ,

and

e
− 2c2

|j|2r
t|j|2s|ϕ̂0|2 ≤ |j|2s|ϕ̂0|2.

It follows ∑
j∈S3

e
− 2c2

|j|2r
t|j|2s|ϕ̂0|2 ≤C(1 + t)−

m−s
r ∥ϕ0(x)∥2Ḣm .

Through the above estimates, we deduce

∥H(t)∥2
Ḣs ≤ Ce−

t
2 ∥ϕ0∥2Ḣs+1 + Ce−

t
4 ∥ϕ0∥2Ḣs + C(1 + t)−

m−s
r ∥ϕ0∥2Ḣm . (4.8)

The estimate of I2 is given by

I2 ≤ C
∑
j∈S1

|j|2(s+1)e−
t
2 |ϕ̂0|2 + C

∑
j∈S2

|j|2se−
t
4 |ϕ̂0|2 + C

∑
j∈S3

|b̃ · j|2e−2|b̃·j|2t|j|2s|ϕ̂0|2.

By virtue of the Diophantine condition (1.3) and (3.14), the third term admits∑
j∈S3

|b̃ · j|2e−2|b̃·j|2t|j|2s|ϕ̂0|2

=
∑
j∈S3

(
|b̃ · j|2t

)
t−1e−2|b̃·j|2t

(
|b̃ · j|2t

)m−s
r
(
|b̃ · j|2t

)−m−s
r |j|2s|ϕ̂0|2

≤
∑
j∈S3

(
|b̃ · j|2t

)
t−1e−2|b̃·bj|2t

(
|b̃ · j|2t

)m−s
r

t−
m−s

r |j|2r
m−s

r |j|2s|ϕ̂0|2

=
∑
j∈S3

t−(1+
m−s

r )e−2|b̃·j|2t
(
|b̃ · j|2t

)(1+m−s
r )

|j|2m|ϕ̂0|2

≤t−(1+
m−s

r )∥ϕ0∥2Ḣm sup
j∈S3

e−2|b̃·j|2t
(
|b̃ · j|2t

)(1+m−s
r )

≤Ct−(1+
m−s

r )∥ϕ0∥2Ḣm .
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Since b̃ is fixed, one has

|b̃ · j|2e−2|b̃·j|2t|j|2s|ϕ̂0|2 ≤ |j|2s|ϕ̂0|2.

Therefore ∑
j∈S3

|b̃ · j|2e−2|b̃·j|2t|j|2s|ϕ̂0|2 ≤ C(1 + t)−(1+
m−s

r )∥ϕ0∥2Ḣm .

Thus, we get

∥V(t)∥2
Ḣs ≤ Ce−

t
2 ∥ϕ0∥2Ḣs+1 + Ce−

t
4 ∥ϕ0∥2Ḣs + C(1 + t)−(1+

m−s
r )∥ϕ0∥2Ḣm ,

which, together with (4.3) and (4.8), finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

5 Nonlinear stability

This section is devoted to the nonlinear stability presented in Theorem 1.2. For clarity, we
divide the processes into three parts.

5.1 A priori estimates

The local well-posedness of system (1.4) could be derived by the classical approaches, such
as the Friedrichs mollifier or Fourier cutoff techniques; see, for example, [59–61]. So it
suffices to present uniform a priori bounds to extend the local solution globally in time.

We first set the following modified energy functional

Qs(t) := a∥(v,b)(t)∥2Hs −
s∑

l=0

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇b)(t) · Λ2l−2v(t) dx, s ∈ [0,m], (5.1)

where a > 0 is a suitably chosen constant. We shall focus on the evolution of Qs(t).

We begin with handling the first term on the right-hand side of (5.1).

Proposition 5.1. Let (v,b) be a smooth global solution to (1.4). Let m > 2 + r + n
2 . For

any s ∈ [0,m] and t ∈ [0, T ], it follows that

1

2

d

dt
∥(Λsv,Λsb)∥2L2 + ∥Λsv∥2L2 ≤ C

(
∥∇v∥L∞ + ∥b∥2Hm−1−r

)
∥(Λsv,Λsb)∥2L2 . (5.2)

Particularly,

1

2

d

dt
∥(v,b)(t)∥2Hm + ∥v∥2Hm ≤ C

(
∥∇v∥L∞ + ∥b∥2Hm−1−r

)
∥(v,b)(t)∥2Hm . (5.3)

Proof. Executing the operator Λs to both sides of (1.4)1 and (1.4)2, operating the inner
products of the results with Λsv and Λsb, respectively, and then adding them together, we
deduce

1

2

d

dt

(
∥Λsv∥2L2 + ∥Λsb∥2L2

)
+ ∥Λsv∥2L2 =

6∑
j=1

Ij ,
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where

I1 = −
∫
Tn

Λs(v · ∇v) · Λsv dx, I2 =

∫
Tn

Λs(b · ∇b) · Λsv dx,

I3 = −
∫
Tn

Λs(v · ∇b) · Λsb dx, I4 =

∫
Tn

Λs(b · ∇v) · Λsb dx,

I5 =

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇Λsb) · Λsv dx, I6 =

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇Λsv) · Λsb dx.

Through direct computations and integrating by parts, we infer

I5 + I6 =

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇Λsb) · Λsv dx+

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇Λsv) · Λsb dx = 0.

Applying Lemma 2.4 and (1.4)3, one has

I1 = −
∫
Tn

Λs(v · ∇v) · Λsv dx = −
∫
Tn

[Λs(v · ∇v)− v · ∇Λsv] · Λsv dx

≤ C∥Λsv∥2L2∥∇v∥L∞ ,

I3 = −
∫
Tn

Λs(v · ∇b) · Λsb dx = −
∫
Tn

[Λs(v · ∇b)− v · ∇Λsb] · Λsb dx

≤ C∥Λsb∥L2 (∥Λsv∥L2∥∇b∥L∞ + ∥Λsb∥L2∥∇v∥L∞) ,

and

I2 + I4 =

∫
Tn

Λs(b · ∇b) · Λsv dx+

∫
Tn

Λs(b · ∇v) · Λsb dx

=

∫
Tn

[Λs(b · ∇b)− b · Λs∇b] · Λsv dx

+

∫
Tn

[Λs(b · ∇v)− b · Λs∇v] · Λsb dx

≤ C∥Λsv∥L2∥Λsb∥L2∥∇b∥L∞

+ C∥Λsb∥L2 (∥Λsv∥L2∥∇b∥L∞ + ∥Λsb∥L2∥∇v∥L∞) .

Making use of the Sobolev embedding

∥∇b∥L∞ ≤ C∥b∥Hm−1−r , with m > 2 + r +
n

2
, (5.4)

which, together with the preceding estimates, yields

1

2

d

dt

(
∥Λsv∥2L2 + ∥Λsb∥2L2

)
+ ∥Λs+1v∥2L2

≤C∥∇v∥L∞
(
∥Λsv∥2L2 + ∥Λsb∥2L2

)
+ C∥∇b∥L∞∥Λsu∥L2∥Λsb∥L2

≤C∥∇v∥L∞
(
∥Λsv∥2L2 + ∥Λsb∥2L2

)
+ C∥b∥Hm−1−r∥Λsv∥L2∥Λsb∥L2 .
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At last, the Young inequality results in

1

2

d

dt

(
∥Λsv∥2L2 + ∥Λsb∥2L2

)
+ ∥Λsv∥2L2

≤C∥∇v∥L∞
(
∥Λsv∥2L2 + ∥Λsb∥2L2

)
+ ε∥Λsv∥2L2 + Cε∥b∥2Hm−1−r∥Λsb∥2L2 .

Absorbing the ε-term into the left-hand side yields the desired result. So far, we end the
proof of Proposition 5.1.

Let us mention that, the norm ∥b∥Hm−1−r , which appears in Proposition 5.1, plays an
important role in estimating the nonlinear terms. To exploit how dissipation acts on b, in
what follows, we turn to the second term on the right-hand side of (5.1).

Proposition 5.2. Let m > 2 + r + n
2 , and let (v,b) be a smooth global solution to (1.4).

Then, for any s ∈ [0,m] and t ∈ [0, T ], it holds that

− d

dt

s∑
l=0

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇b) · Λ2l−2v dx ≤
(
1 + |b̃|2

)
∥v∥2Hs −

1

2

∥∥∥Λ−1(b̃ · ∇b)
∥∥∥2
Hs

+ C ∥(v,b)∥2Hs

(
∥∇v∥L∞ + ∥b∥2Hm−1−r

)
, (5.5)

where C > 0 is a constant depending only on fixed parameters.

Proof. Straightforward calculations give rise to

− d

dt

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇b) · Λ2l−2v dx = −
∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇∂tb) · Λ2l−2v dx−
∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇b) · Λ2l−2∂tv dx

=: II1 + II2.

To proceed, we first focus on estimating II1. Due to its complexity, II1 is further divided
into two parts, II11 and II12. After completing these estimates, we then turn our attention
to II2.

Estimate of II1: Using (1.4)2, we rewrite it as

II1 = −
∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇(b̃ · ∇v + b · ∇v − v · ∇b)) · Λ2l−2v dx

= −
∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇)(b̃ · ∇v) · Λ2l−2v dx−
∫
Tn

b̃ · ∇(b · ∇v − v · ∇b) · Λ2l−2v dx

=: II11 + II12.

For II11, thanks to the fact

(b̃ · ∇)Λ2l−2 = Λ2l−2(b̃ · ∇) for all l ∈ R,

and Plancherel’s theorem, we have

II11 = −
∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇)(b̃ · ∇v) · Λ2l−2v dx =

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇v) · (b̃ · ∇Λ2l−2v) dx
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=

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇v) · Λ2l−2(b̃ · ∇v) dx = ∥Λl−1(b̃ · ∇v)∥2L2

≤ |b̃|2∥Λlv∥2L2 .

To deal with II12, we consider the case l ≥ 1 and the case l = 0, respectively.

Case l ≥ 1. Applying integration by parts, Hölder inequality, Lemma 2.4, the Sobolev
embedding (5.4) and Young inequality, we infer

II12 = −
∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇)(b · ∇v − v · ∇b) · Λ2l−2v dx

= −
∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇)(b · ∇v − v · ∇b) · Λl−2(Λlv) dx

≤ C∥b̃ · ∇Λl−2(b · ∇v − v · ∇b)∥L2∥Λlv∥L2

≤ C(|b̃|)
(
∥Λl−1b∥L2∥∇v∥L∞ + ∥b∥L∞∥Λlv∥L2

)
∥Λlv∥L2

+ C(|b̃|)
(
∥Λl−1v∥L2∥∇b∥L∞ + ∥v∥L∞∥Λlb∥L2

)
∥Λlv∥L2

≤ C(|b̃|)∥∇v∥L∞
(
∥Λlv∥2L2 + ∥Λlb∥2L2

)
+ 1

4∥Λ
lv∥2L2 + C∥b∥2Hm−1−r∥Λlv∥2L2 ,

where, in the last line, we have applied (2.1), Plancherel’s theorem and the Fourier multiplier
property |j|l−1 ≤ |j|l for all |j| ≥ 1, giving rise to the facts ∥Λl−1v∥L2 ≤ ∥Λlv∥L2 and
∥Λl−1b∥L2 ≤ ∥Λlb∥L2 .

Case l = 0. In this case, the term Λ−2v involving a negative-order Sobolev norm, leads
to Lemma 2.4 inapplicable. To solve this, we instead resort to the L2-boundedness of the
Riesz transforms Ri = ∂iΛ

−1.

II12 = −
∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇)(b · ∇v − v · ∇b) · Λ−2v dx

= −
∫
Tn

b̃i∂iΛ
−1(bj∂jvk − vj∂jbk) · Λ−1vk dx

=

∫
Tn

b̃iRi(bj∂jvk − vj∂jbk) · Λ−1vk dx

≤ C∥b̃∥L∞ (∥Ri(bj∂jvk)∥L2 + ∥Ri(vj∂jbk)∥L2) ∥Λ−1vk∥L2

≤ C(|b̃|)∥b · ∇v∥L2∥Λ−1v∥L2 + C(|b̃|)∥v · ∇b∥L2∥Λ−1v∥L2

≤ C(|b̃|)∥∇v∥L∞∥b∥L2∥v∥L2 + C(|b̃|)∥∇b∥L∞∥v∥L2∥v∥L2

≤ C(|b̃|) ∥∇v∥L∞

(
∥v∥2L2 + ∥b∥2L2

)
+

1

4
∥v∥2L2 + C ∥b∥2Hm−1−r ∥v∥2L2 .

Thus, for any l ≥ 0,

|II1| ≤
(
|b̃|2 + 1

4

)
∥Λlv∥2L2 + C

(
∥∇v∥L∞ + ∥b∥2Hm−1−r

)(
∥Λlv∥2L2 + ∥Λlb∥2L2

)
. (5.6)
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Estimate of II2: Considering the first equation in (3.5), we integrate by parts to get

II2 = −
∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇b) · Λ2l−2
(
b̃ · ∇b+ v − P(v · ∇v − b · ∇b)

)
dx

= −∥Λl−1(b̃ · ∇b)∥2L2 −
∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇b) · Λ2l−2v dx

+

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇b) · Λ2l−2P(v · ∇v − b · ∇b) dx

=: II21 + II22 + II23.

For II22, thanks to Hölder and Young inequalities, one has

|II22| =
∣∣∣∣∫

Tn

(b̃ · ∇b) · Λ2l−2v dx

∣∣∣∣
≤ ∥Λl−1(b̃ · ∇b)∥L2 ∥Λl−1v∥L2

≤ ε∥Λlv∥2L2 +
1

4ε
∥Λl−1(b̃ · ∇b)∥2L2 .

Selecting ε = 3
4 gives

|II22| ≤
3

4
∥Λlv∥2L2 +

1

3
∥Λl−1(b̃ · ∇b)∥2L2 .

For II23, similar to II12, we split the cases l ≥ 1 and l = 0.

Case l ≥ 1. Making use of the boundedness of the Leray projection P on L2, Lemma 2.4,
the Sobolev embedding (5.4), Poincaré and Young inequalities, one deduces

|II23| ≤ ∥Λl−1(b̃ · ∇b)∥L2∥Λl−1(v · ∇v − b · ∇b)∥L2

≤ C∥Λl−1(b̃ · ∇b)∥L2

(
∥Λlv∥L2∥∇v∥L∞ + ∥Λlb∥L2∥b∥Hm−1−r

)
≤ C(|b̃|)∥Λlb∥L2∥Λlv∥L2∥∇v∥L∞ + C∥Λl−1(b̃ · ∇b)∥L2∥Λlb∥L2∥b∥Hm−1−r

≤ C(|b̃|)∥∇v∥L∞

(
∥Λlv∥2L2 + ∥Λlb∥2L2

)
+

1

6
∥Λl−1(b̃ · ∇b)∥2L2 + C ∥b∥2Hm−1−r ∥Λlb∥2L2 .

Case l = 0. In this case, we resort to direct L2 estimates,

II23 =

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇b) · Λ−2P(v · ∇v − b · ∇b) dx

≤ ∥Λ−2(b̃ · ∇b)∥L2 (∥v · ∇v∥L2 + ∥b · ∇b∥L2)

≤ C∥Λ−1(b̃ · ∇b)∥L2 (∥∇v∥L∞∥v∥L2 + ∥∇b∥L∞∥b∥L2)

≤ C(|b̃|)∥b∥L2∥v∥L2∥∇v∥L∞ + C∥Λ−1(b̃ · ∇b)∥L2∥b∥Hm−1−r∥b∥L2

≤ C(|b̃|)∥∇v∥L∞
(
∥v∥2L2 + ∥b∥2L2

)
+

1

6
∥Λ−1(b̃ · ∇b)∥2L2 + C ∥b∥2Hm−1−r ∥b∥2L2 .
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We conclude from the estimates of II21, II22 and II23 that, for any l ≥ 0,

|II2| ≤ −1

2
∥Λl−1(b̃ · ∇b)∥2L2 +

3

4
∥Λl+1v∥2L2

+ C
(
∥∇v∥L∞ + ∥b∥2Hm−1−r

)(
∥Λlv∥2L2 + ∥Λlb∥2L2

)
. (5.7)

Therefore, from (5.6), (5.7) and the assumption m > 2 + r + n
2 , we infer

− d

dt

s∑
l=0

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇b) · Λ2l−2v dx ≤
(
1 + |b̃|2

)
∥v∥2Hs −

1

2

∥∥∥Λ−1(b̃ · ∇b)
∥∥∥2
Hs

+ C ∥(v,b)∥2Hs

(
∥∇v∥L∞ + ∥b∥2Hm−1−r

)
.

So we finish the proof of Proposition 5.2.

With Propositions 5.1 and 5.2 at hand, we proceed to get the energy estimates. Set the
energy functional as

E2
m(T ) := sup

t∈[0,T ]
∥(v,b)(t)∥2Hm +

∫ T

0
∥v(t)∥2Hm dt+

∫ T

0
∥Λ−1(b̃ · ∇b)(t)∥2Hm dt.

Then, the following estimate holds.

Proposition 5.3. Let n ∈ N with n ≥ 2, r > n − 1, and m ∈ N fulfilling m > 2 + r + n
2 .

Suppose (v,b) is a smooth global solution to (1.4). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such
that

E2
m(T ) ≤ C(|b̃|)∥(v0,b0)∥2Hm + CE4

m(T ) + CE2
m(T )

∫ T

0
∥∇v(t)∥L∞ dt, (5.8)

for any T > 0.

Proof. Note that the modified energy functional defined in (5.1):

Qm(t) := a∥(v,b)(t)∥2Hm −
m∑
l=0

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇b)(t) · Λ2l−2v(t) dx.

Multiplying (5.3) by a := 1 + |b̃|
2 + |b̃|2

2 and adding 1
2(5.5), we deduce

1

2

d

dt
Qm(t) ≤ − a ∥v∥2Hm − 1

4

∥∥∥Λ−1(b̃ · ∇b)
∥∥∥2
Hm

+

(
1

2
+

|b̃|2

2

)
∥v∥2Hm

+ C∥(v,b)∥2Hm

(
∥∇v∥L∞ + ∥b∥2Hm−1−r

)
≤ − 1

4

(
∥v∥2Hm +

∥∥∥Λ−1(b̃ · ∇b)
∥∥∥2
Hm

)
+ C∥(v,b)∥2Hm

(
∥∇v∥L∞ + ∥b∥2Hm−1−r

)
.

(5.9)
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In addition, Lemma 2.3 and the Poincaré inequality yields

∥b∥Hm−1−r ≤ c∥b̃ · ∇b∥Hm−1 ≤ C∥b̃ · ∇b∥Ḣm−1

= C
∥∥∥Λm−1(b̃ · ∇b)

∥∥∥
L2

= C
∥∥∥Λ−1(b̃ · ∇b)

∥∥∥
Ḣm

≤ C
∥∥∥Λ−1(b̃ · ∇b)

∥∥∥
Hm

,

so that (5.9) is rewritten as

d

dt
Qm(t) +

1

2

(
∥v∥2Hm +

∥∥∥Λ−1(b̃ · ∇b)
∥∥∥2
Hm

)
≤ C∥(v,b)∥2Hm

(
∥∇v∥L∞ +

∥∥∥Λ−1(b̃ · ∇b)
∥∥∥2
Hm

)
. (5.10)

Thanks to Hölder, Poincaré and Young inequalities, we have∣∣∣∣∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇b) · Λ2l−2v dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |b̃| · ∥Λlb∥L2 · ∥Λl−1v∥L2 ≤ |b̃|
2

(
∥Λlb∥2L2 + ∥Λlv∥2L2

)
,

which means ∣∣∣∣∣
m∑
l=0

∫
Tn

(b̃ · ∇b) · Λ2l−2u dx

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |b̃|
2
∥(v,b)∥2Hm . (5.11)

Integrating (5.10) over [0, T ], and combining with (5.11) give rise to (5.8).

5.2 Global-in-time existence

This subsection is devoted to establishing the global existence part of Theorem 1.2. And
our main task is to control the critical term∫ T

0
∥∇v(t)∥L∞ dt,

appearing in the energy inequality (5.8).

Proposition 5.4. Let n ∈ N with n ≥ 2, and let m ∈ N so that m > 2+ n
2 . Suppose (v,b)

is a smooth global solution to (1.4). Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all
T > 0, ∑

j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j| |v̂(t, j)| dt

≤C∥v0∥Hm + C sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥v∥Hm

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j||v̂(t, j)| dt

+ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥b∥Hm

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|b̂(t, j)| dt+

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j||(b̃ · j)b̂(t, j)| dt. (5.12)
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Proof. Using Duhamel’s principle to (3.7)1 gives

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j||v̂(t, j)| dt ≤ J1 + J2 + J3 + J4, (5.13)

where

J1 :=
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j|e−t|v̂0(j)| dt,

J2 :=
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0

∫ t

0
|j|e−(t−τ)|v̂ · ∇v(τ, j)| dτdt,

J3 :=
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0

∫ t

0
|j|e−(t−τ)|b̂ · ∇b(τ, j)| dτdt,

J4 :=
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0

∫ t

0
|j|e−(t−τ)|(b̃ · j)b̂(τ, j)| dτdt.

Here we used the fact that |P̂f(j)| ≤ |f̂(j)| when bounding J2 and J3.

Firstly, we deal with the term J1. Noting that
∫ T
0 e−t dt ≤ 1, then

J1 ≤
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

|j| |v̂0(j)|.

Applying Hölder inequality and assuming m > 1 + n
2 , we have

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j| |v̂0(j)| ≤

( ∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j|−2m+2

)1/2( ∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j|2m|v̂0(j)|2
)1/2

≤ C ∥v0∥Ḣm ,

where C > 0 depends only on n and m.

For J4, we also have

J4 ≤
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j||(b̃ · j)b̂(t, j)| dt.

For J2, as ∇ · v = 0, we write

|v̂ · ∇v(t, j)| =
∣∣ ̂∇ · (v ⊗ v)(t, j)

∣∣ ≤ |j|
∣∣(v̂ ∗ v̂)(t, j)

∣∣, j ∈ Zn \ {0}.

Then we get that

J2 ≤
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j|2 |(v̂ ∗ v̂)(t, j)| dt.
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In what follows, using Young inequality for convolutions and Hölder inequality, we obtain
for m > 2 + n

2 ,

J2 ≤
∫ T

0

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j|2|v̂(t, j)|
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

|v̂(t, j)| dt

≤ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j|2|v̂(t, j)|

 ∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j||v̂(t, j)| dt


≤ C sup

t∈[0,T ]
∥v(t)∥Hm

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j||v̂(t, j)| dt,

here, as j ̸= 0, the Poincaré inequality has been used in the second line.

Similarly, for J3, it follows for m > 2 + n
2

J3 ≤
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j|2|(b̂ ∗ b̂)(t, j)| dt

≤ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥b∥Hm

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|b̂(t, j)| dt.

Combining the estimates J1, J2, J3 and J4 gives rise to (5.13), which finishes the proof of
Proposition 5.4.

To close the estimate in Proposition 5.4, it remains to bound the terms∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|b̂(t, j)| dt, and

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j||(b̃ · j)b̂(t, j)| dt.

The following proposition presents the corresponding estimate.

Proposition 5.5. Let n ∈ N with n ≥ 2 and m ∈ N fulfilling m > max{1+2r+ n
2 , 4+ n

2 }.
Suppose that (v,b) is a smooth global solution to (1.4). Then there exists a constant C > 0
such that for all T > 0,∑

j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|b̂(t, j)| dt+

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j||(b̃ · j)b̂(t, j)| dt

≤C∥(v0,b0)∥Hm + C sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥(v,b)(t)∥Hm

∫ T

0

∑
j

|j||v̂(t, j)| dt+
∫ T

0

∑
j

|b̂(t, j)| dt

 .

(5.14)

Proof. By virtue of (3.1)2, we arrive at∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|b̂(t, j)| dt
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≤
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|Ĝ1||ψ̂0| dt+

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0

∫ t

0
|Ĝ1(t− τ)||N̂(τ)| dτdt

+
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|Ĝ3||ψ̂0| dt+

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0

∫ t

0
|Ĝ3(t− τ)||N̂2(τ)| dτdt

=:J5 + J6 + J7 + J8. (5.15)

Similarly,

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j||(b̃ · j)b̂(t, j)| dt

≤
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j||b̃ · j||Ĝ1||ψ̂0| dt+

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0

∫ t

0
|j||b̃ · j||Ĝ1(t− τ)||N̂(τ)| dτdt

+
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j||b̃ · j||Ĝ3||ψ̂0| dt+

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0

∫ t

0
|j||b̃ · j||Ĝ3(t− τ)||N̂2(τ)| dτdt

=:I5 + I6 + I7 + I8. (5.16)

We begin with dealing with I7 and J7. Proposition 3.2 implies

J7 + I7 ≤
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
e−

t
2 |ψ̂0(j)| dt+ C(|b̃|)

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j|2e−

t
2 |ψ̂0(j)| dt

≤ C∥ψ0∥Hm , for m > 2 +
n

2
.

For I8 and J8, leveraging Proposition 3.2 and proceeding similarly as J2, we deduce for
m > 2 + n

2 ,

J8 + I8 ≤ C(|b̃|)
∫ T

0

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j|2|(b̂ ∗ v̂)(t, j)| dt

≤ C

∫ T

0

 ∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j|2|b̂(t, j)|

 ∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|v̂(t, j)|

 dt

+ C

∫ T

0

 ∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|b̂(t, j)|

 ∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j|2|v̂(t, j)|

 dt

≤ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥b(t)∥Hm

∫ T

0

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|v̂(t, j)| dt

+ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥v(t)∥Hm

∫ T

0

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|b̂(t, j)| dt
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≤ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥(v,b)(t)∥Hm

∫ T

0

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j||v̂(t, j)| dt+
∫ T

0

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|b̂(t, j)| dt

 .

In what follows, we shall handle J5 and I5, and divide the analysis into three cases: j ∈ S1,
j ∈ S2, and j ∈ S3:

J5 =
∑
j∈S1

∫ T

0
|Ĝ1(t, j)| |ψ̂0(j)| dt+

∑
j∈S2

∫ T

0
|Ĝ1(t, j)| |ψ̂0(j)| dt

+
∑
j∈S3

∫ T

0
|Ĝ1(t, j)| |ψ̂0(j)| dt =: J51 + J52 + J53,

and

I5 =
∑
j∈S1

∫ T

0
|j| |b̃ · j| |Ĝ1(t, j)| |ψ̂0(j)| dt+

∑
j∈S2

∫ T

0
|j| |b̃ · j| |Ĝ1(t, j)| |ψ̂0(j)| dt

+
∑
j∈S3

∫ T

0
|j| |b̃ · j| |Ĝ1(t, j)| |ψ̂0(j)| dt =: I51 + I52 + I53.

Through Proposition 3.2, we infer

|Ĝ1(t, j)| ≤


C|j|e−

t
4 , j ∈ S1,

Ce−
t
8 , j ∈ S2,

Ce−|b̃·j|2t, j ∈ S3.

(5.17)

Hence,

I51 + I52 ≤ C(|b̃|)
∑
j∈S1

∫ T

0
|j|3e−

t
4 |ψ̂0(j)| dt+ C

∑
j∈S2

∫ T

0
|j|e−

t
8 |ψ̂0(j)| dt

≤ C
∑
j∈S1

|j|3|ψ̂0(j)|+ C
∑
j∈S2

|j||ψ̂0(j)|

≤ C∥ψ0∥Hm , for m > 3 +
n

2
.

Similarly,

J51 + J52 ≤ C
∑
j∈S1

∫ T

0
|j|e−

t
4 |ψ̂0(j)| dt+ C

∑
j∈S2

∫ T

0
e−

t
8 |ψ̂0(j)| dt

≤ C
∑
j∈S1

|j||ψ̂0(j)|+ C
∑
j∈S2

|ψ̂0(j)|

≤ C∥ψ0∥Hm , for m > 1 +
n

2
.

For I53, using the Diophantine condition and the fact∫ T

0
qe−qt dt ≤ 1, ∀ q ≥ 0, T ≥ 0, (5.18)
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we obtain, for m > 1 + r + n
2 ,

I53 ≤ C
∑
j∈S3

∫ T

0
|j| |b̃ · j| e−(b̃·j)2t|ψ̂0(j)| dt

≤ C
∑
j∈S3

|j|
|b̃ · j|

∫ T

0
|b̃ · j|2e−|b̃·j|2t dt |ψ̂0(j)|

≤ C
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

|j|1+r|ψ̂0(j)| ≤ C∥ψ0∥Hm .

For J53, applying (5.18) yields

J53 ≤
∑
j∈S3

∫ T

0

1

|b̃ · j|2
(b̃ · j)2e−(b̃·j)2t||ψ̂0(j)| dt

≤ C
∑
j∈S3

1

|b̃ · j|2

(∫ T

0
|b̃ · j|2e−|b̃·j|2t dt

)
|ψ̂0(j)|

≤ C
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

|j|2r|ψ̂0(j)| ≤ C∥ψ0∥Hm , for m > 2r + n
2 .

Finally, to estimate I6 and J6, we write

J6 =
∑
j∈S1

∫ T

0

∫ t

0
|Ĝ1(t− τ, j)| |N̂(τ, j)| dτdt

+
∑
j∈S2

∫ T

0

∫ t

0
|Ĝ1(t− τ, j)| |N̂(τ, j)| dτdt

+
∑
j∈S3

∫ T

0

∫ t

0
|Ĝ1(t− τ, j)| |N̂(τ, j)| dτdt

=: J61 + J62 + J63,

and

I6 =
∑
j∈S1

∫ T

0

∫ t

0
|j||b̃ · j||Ĝ1(t− τ, j)| |N̂(τ, j)| dτdt

+
∑
j∈S2

∫ T

0

∫ t

0
|j||b̃ · j||Ĝ1(t− τ, j)| |N̂(τ, j)| dτdt

+
∑
j∈S3

∫ T

0

∫ t

0
|j||b̃ · j||Ĝ1(t− τ, j)| |N̂(τ, j)| dτdt

=:I61 + I62 + I63.
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For I61 + I62, when m > 4 + n
2 , combining (5.17), (3.6) and (3.9), by Young, Poincaré, and

Hölder inequalities, we obtain

I61 + I62 ≤ C
∑

j∈S1∪S2

∫ T

0
|j|3|N̂(t, j)| dt

≤ C

∫ T

0

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j|4
(
|v̂ ∗ v̂|+ |b̂ ∗ b̂|+ |v̂ ∗ b̂|

)
dt

≤ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥(v,b)(t)∥Hm

∫ T

0

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j| |v̂(t, j)| dt+
∫ T

0

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|b̂(t, j)| dt

 .

Similarly, for J61 + J62, one gets

J61 + J62 ≤ C(|b̃|)
∑

j∈S1∪S2

∫ T

0
|j| |N̂(t, j)| dt

≤ C

∫ T

0

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j|2
(
|v̂ ∗ v̂|+ |b̂ ∗ b̂|+ |v̂ ∗ b̂|

)
dt

≤ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥(v,b)(t)∥Hm

∫ T

0

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j| |v̂(t, j)| dt+
∫ T

0

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|b̂(t, j)| dt

 ,

for m > 2 + n
2 . Here we used the Poincaré inequality in the last step as j ̸= 0.

For the high-frequency region S3, when m > 2 + r + n
2 , we obtain

I63 ≤C
∑
j∈S3

∫ T

0
|j|1+r|N̂(t, j)| dt

≤C

∫ T

0

∑
j∈S3

|j|2+r
(
|v̂ ∗ v̂|+ |b̂ ∗ b̂|+ |v̂ ∗ b̂|

)
dt

≤C sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥(v,b)(t)∥Hm

∫ T

0

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j||v̂(t, j)| dt+
∫ T

0

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|b̂(t, j)| dt

 .

Similarly, for m > 1 + 2r + n
2 , one has

J63 ≤C
∑
j∈S3

∫ T

0
|j|2r|N̂(t, j)| dt

≤C

∫ T

0

∑
j∈S3

|j|2r+1
(
|v̂ ∗ v̂|+ |b̂ ∗ b̂|+ |v̂ ∗ b̂|

)
dt

≤C sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥(v,b)(t)∥Hm

∫ T

0

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|j||v̂(t, j)| dt+
∫ T

0

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

|b̂(t, j)| dt

 .
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Combining the above estimates for I5-I8 in (5.16) and for J5-J8 in (5.15) leads to the result
in Proposition 5.5.

We are now in a position to prove the global existence part of Theorem 1.2. Recall (5.8)
as

E2
m(T ) ≤ C(|b̃|)∥(v0,b0)∥2Hm + CE4

m(T ) + CE2
m(T )

∫ T

0
∥∇v(t)∥L∞ dt. (5.19)

To extend the solution globally, it suffices to control the last term on the right-hand side of
(5.19), i.e., ∫ T

0
∥∇v(t)∥L∞ dt.

By applying the Fourier transformation, we get for all t ≥ 0 that

∥∇v(t)∥L∞ ≤ C
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

|j| |v̂(t, j)|, ∥b(t)∥L∞ ≤ C
∑

j∈Zn\{0}

|b̂(t, j)|.

Hence,∫ T

0

(
∥∇v(t)∥L∞ + ∥b(t)∥L∞

)
dt ≤ C

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j| |v̂(t, j)| dt+ C

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|b̂(t, j)| dt.

Propositions 5.4 and 5.5 give that

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j| |v̂(t, j)| dt+

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|b̂(t, j)| dt ≤ C∥(v0,b0)∥Hm

+ C1 sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥(v,b)(t)∥Hm

 ∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|j| |v̂(t, j)| dt+

∑
j∈Zn\{0}

∫ T

0
|b̂(t, j)| dt

 , (5.20)

for some constant C1 > 0.

Taking the initial data sufficiently small as in (1.10), the last term on the right-hand
side of (5.20) could be absorbed into the left-hand side by a standard bootstrap argument.
Then,∫ T

0
∥∇v(t)∥L∞ dt ≤

∫ T

0

(
∥∇v(t)∥L∞ + ∥b(t)∥L∞

)
dt ≤ C∥(v0,b0)∥Hm , ∀T > 0. (5.21)

Substituting (5.21) into (5.19) and resorting to the smallness assumption (1.10) once again,
we know that

E2
m(T ) ≤ C(|b̃|)∥(v0,b0)∥2Hm + C2E

4
m(T ), (5.22)

for some constant C2 > 0.

To close the bootstrap, we assume

E2
m(T ) ≤ 1

2C2
. (5.23)
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Then (5.22) implies
E2

m(T ) ≤ C(|b̃|)E2
m(0),

where Em(0) := ∥(v0,b0)∥Hm . In addition, if the initial data are sufficiently small such that

E2
m(0) ≤ 1

4C2
,

then E2
m(T ) < 1

4C2
, which is consistent with (5.23) and therefore ends the bootstrap argu-

ment. This gives rise to

sup
t∈[0,∞)

∥(v,b)(t)∥2Hm +

∫ ∞

0
∥v(t)∥2Hm dt+

∫ ∞

0
∥b(t)∥2Hm−1−r dt ≤ C∥(v0,b0)∥2Hm , (5.24)

which implies the global-in-time existence of smooth solutions and the uniform bound (1.11)
in Theorem 1.2.

5.3 Temporal decay estimate

In this subsection, we verify the temporal decay estimate presented in Theorem 1.2. Let
(v,b) be a smooth global-in-time solution to (1.4). The proof depends on a time-weighted
energy method applied to the modified energy functional Qs(t) defined in (5.1).

Following the argument in (5.2), for any s ∈ [0,m] with m > 2 + r + n
2 , one gets

1

2

d

dt
∥(v,b)∥2Hs + ∥v∥2Hs ≤ C

(
∥∇v∥L∞ + ∥b∥2Hm−1−r

)
∥(v,b)∥2Hs . (5.25)

Combining (5.25) with (5.5), we have

1

2

d

dt
Qs(t) ≤ − a ∥v∥2Hs −

1

4

∥∥∥Λ−1(b̃ · ∇b)
∥∥∥2
Hs

+

(
1

2
+

|b̃|2

2

)
∥v∥2Hs

+ C∥(v,b)∥2Hs

(
∥∇v∥L∞ + ∥b∥2Hm−1−r

)
≤ − 1

4

(
∥v∥2Hs +

∥∥∥Λ−1(b̃ · ∇b)
∥∥∥2
Hs

)
+ C∥(v,b)∥2Hs

(
∥∇v∥L∞ + ∥b∥2Hm−1−r

)
.

(5.26)

Making use of Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3, together with Poincaré inequality, one infers∥∥Λ−1−rb
∥∥
Ḣs ≤

∥∥Λ−1−rb
∥∥
Hs ≤ c

∥∥∥b̃ · ∇(Λ−1−rb)
∥∥∥
Hs+r

= c
∥∥∥Λ−1−r(b̃ · ∇b)

∥∥∥
Hs+r

≤ c1

∥∥∥Λ−1(b̃ · ∇b)
∥∥∥
Hs

,

where c is the constant appearing in (1.3). Then (5.26) could be rewritten as

d

dt
Qs(t) ≤ −c∗

4

(
∥v∥2Hs +

∥∥Λ−1−rb
∥∥2
Ḣs

)
+ C∥(v,b)∥2Hs

(
∥∇v∥L∞ + ∥b∥2Hm−1−r

)
, (5.27)

where c∗ := min{1, 1
c1
}.
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Let M > 0 be a constant to be specified later such that a
M ≤ 1. It holds through

Plancherel’s theorem that

a

M
∥Λsb∥2L2 − ∥Λ−1−rb∥2

Ḣs

=
∑
|j|̸=0

( a

M
|j|2s − |j|2s−2−2r

)
|b̂(j)|2

≤ a

M

∑
a
M

>|j|−2−2r

|j|2s|b̂(j)|2

=
( a

M

)m−s
1+r

∑
a
M

>|j|−2−2r

(
M

a

)m−s
1+r

−1

|j|2s−2m+2+2r|j|2m−2−2r|b̂(j)|2

≤
( a

M

)m−s
1+r ∥Λm−1−rb∥2L2 ≤ C

M
m−s
1+r

∥b∥2Hm−1−r .

Hence, the first term on the right-hand side of (5.27) becomes

− c∗

4

(
∥v∥2Hs +

∥∥Λ−1−rb
∥∥2
Ḣs

)
=− c∗

4
∥v∥2Hs −

c∗a

4M
∥Λsb∥2L2 +

c∗

4

( a

M
∥Λsb∥2L2 −

∥∥Λ−1−rb
∥∥2
Ḣs

)
≤− c∗a

4Mc0

(
∥v∥2Hs + ∥b∥2Hs

)
+

C

M
m−s
1+r

∥b∥2Hm−1−r

≤− c∗

8Mc0
Qs(t) +

C

M
m−s
1+r

∥b∥2Hm−1−r , (5.28)

where we used (5.11), and the fact ∥b∥Hs ≤ c0 ∥Λsb∥L2 which follows from the Poincaré
inequality thanks to the mean-zero condition (2.1). Substituting (5.28) into (5.27) yields

d

dt
Qs(t) ≤ − c∗

8Mc0
Qs(t) +

C

M
m−s
1+r

∥b∥2Hm−1−r + C ∥(v,b)∥2Hs

(
∥∇v∥L∞ + ∥b∥2Hm−1−r

)
.

(5.29)

Taking M = a+ c∗t
8c0

m−s
1+r

and multiplying both sides of (5.29) with M
m−s
1+r , we infer

d

dt

(
M

m−s
1+r Qs(t)

)
≤ C ∥b∥2Hm−1−r + C

(
M

m−s
1+r Qs(t)

) (
∥∇v∥L∞ + ∥b∥2Hm−1−r

)
.

Then Grönwall’s inequality and (5.24) give the decay estimate (1.12). So far, we complete
the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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