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ON THE THREE-DIMENSIONAL NERNST-PLANCK-BOUSSINESQ SYSTEM

ELIE ABDO, RUIMENG HU, AND QUYUAN LIN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we analyze a three-dimensional Nernst-Planck-Boussinesq (NPB) system that de-

scribes ionic electrodiffusion in an incompressible viscous fluid. This new model incorporates variational

temperature and is forced by buoyancy force stemming from temperature and salinity fluctuations, enhancing

its generality and realism. The electromigration term in the NPB system displays a complex nonlinear structure

influenced by the reciprocal of the temperature that distinguishes its mathematical aspects from other electrod-

iffusion models studied in the literature. We address the global existence of weak solutions to the NPB system

on the three-dimensional torus for large initial data. In addition, we study the long-time dynamics of these weak

solutions and the associated relative entropies and establish their exponential decay in time to steady states.

Keywords: electrodiffusion, Nesnst-Planck-Boussinesq system, variational temperature, salinity, buoy-

ancy force, global weak solution, long-time dynamics

1. INTRODUCTION

Electrodiffusion of ions is a phenomenon that takes place in electrolyte solutions when charged ions are

transported in a fluid and undergo the influence of an electric field. Ionic electrodiffusion is prevalent in

various real-world applications, including but not limited to neuroscience [9, 21, 23, 27, 30, 31, 33, 34, 39],

semiconductor theory [7, 16, 29], water purification, desalination, and ion separation [6, 17, 24, 25, 45, 49],

and battery performance and longevity [42]. Recently, there has been a resurgence of interest in ionic

electrodiffusion, driven by advancements in the ability to precisely control ion transport through selectively

charged nanoscale membranes [10].

Within a fluid, the dynamics of ions are governed by three fundamental mechanisms: transport by the ve-

locity of the fluid, diffusion by the gradient of the ionic concentrations, and electromigration by the gradient

of the electric potential arising from the motion of ions. The electric field generated by the total charge den-

sity gives rise to electric forces that govern the fluid flow. These processes are mathematically described by

the Nernst-Planck (NP) equations [35,40] that are commonly coupled with various fluid systems depending

on the medium, including the Nernst-Planck-Navier-Stokes (NPNS) system in viscous fluids [2,8,10–15,26],

the Nernst-Planck-Euler (NPE) system in ideal fluids [5,19,41,47,48], and the Nernst-Planck-Darcy (NPD)

system in porous media [5, 20].

Although these models have been extensively studied over the last two decades, there are still many

unsolved related mathematical problems, especially under pragmatic physical aspects that have not been

taken into account in the literature. A critical constraint in the previously studied models is the exclusion

of temperature variations, which simplifies the mathematical challenges that could arise from the nonlinear

structure of the model but also limits its real-world application. In addition, the salinity resulting from the

variation of the ionic concentrations creates a buoyancy force that mainly affects the momentum but has also

been disregarded in the aforementioned studied models. In order to enhance our physical understanding of

such electrodiffusion phenomena, particularly in the context of groundwater and seawater [18, 28, 32, 44],

it is imperative to seek further investigations from mathematical and physical points of view. To this end,

we analyze a new model called the Nernst-Planck-Boussinesq (NPB) system, where the NP equations and

Boussinesq equations are coupled, capturing variations in temperature and accounting for buoyancy forces.
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1.1. Nernst-Planck-Boussinesq system. Electrodiffusion of N ions is described by the NP equations

∂tci +∇ ⋅ ji = 0, ji = uci −Di∇ci −Di
ezi

kBT
ci∇Ψ, i = 1, . . . ,N, (1.1)

where the nonnegative functions ci(x, t) denote the i-th ionic species concentration, and the flux, denoted

by ji, encompasses three components: advection, diffusion, and electromigration. Here x ∈ Ω ⊆ Rd is the

spatial variable and t ≥ 0 represents the time. The divergence-free function u(x, t) is the velocity field. The

positive constants Di, which can vary between different ionic species, denote their respective diffusivities.

Additionally, e refers to the elementary charge, the constants zi ∈ R denote the valences, kB is Boltzmann’s

constant, and T > 0 represents the absolute temperature. The electromigration form can also be written

as −Di
F zi
RT

ci∇Ψ, where F = eNA is the Faraday constant, R = kBNA is the molar gas constant, and NA

represents the Avogadro constant. The electric potential Ψ obeys Gauss’s Law (or Maxwell’s first equation)

and solves a Poisson equation

−ε∆Ψ = ρ, with ρ = eNA

N

∑
i=1

zici = F
N

∑
i=1

zici, (1.2)

where ε > 0 is a constant representing the dielectric permittivity of the solvent, and ρ is the charge density.

We refer the reader to [35] for a more detailed physical interpretation of the NP equations.

The velocity u and the temperature T obey the Boussinesq approximation:

β0(∂tu + u ⋅ ∇u − ν∆u) +∇p = −gβk⃗ − ρ∇Ψ, (1.3a)

∇ ⋅ u = 0, (1.3b)

β = β0(1 −αT (T − Tr) + αS(S − Sr)), (1.3c)

∂tT + u ⋅ ∇T − κ∆T = 0, (1.3d)

S =
N

∑
i=1

ciMi. (1.3e)

Here S is the salinity, β is the density, and Tr, Sr, β0 are the average (or reference) values of T , S, β,

respectively. For simplicity and without loss of generality, we assume β0 = 1. The quantities ν > 0 and

κ > 0 denote the viscosity and diffusivity, respectively, and Mi is the Molar mass of the i-th ionic species. In

the Boussinesq approximation, the density is taken to be constant in space and time (homogeneous) except

when it is multiplied by g, the gravitational acceleration. The nonnegative constants αT and αS appearing

in (1.3c) are expansion coefficients (see [32]). In particular, we assume that the temperature of the whole

system is around Tr, which makes the Boussinesq approximation a suitable model. In contrast with [32],

where the salinity S has its own evolution equation, our current model provides a framework in which S is

fully and solely determined and understood from the behavior of the ionic concentrations.

The Boussinesq system (1.3) coupled with the NP equations (1.1)–(1.2) will be referred to as the NPB

system. In this work, we address in detail the existence of global weak solutions to this model and their

long-time behavior on the three-dimensional torus T3 ∶= R3/Z3 with periodic boundary conditions.

When T ≡ Tr and αS = 0 in the NPB system, corresponding to the case that the variation of temperature

and the buoyancy force are ignored, one can combine gk⃗ = ∇(gz) with the pressure gradient to recover

the NPNS system. In other words, the NPNS system is a special case of the NPB system. A fundamental

distinction between the NPB and NPNS systems resides in the nonlinear nature of the temperature effects

when taken into consideration. In contrast with the NPB system where the temperature fluctuates and

majorly affects the motion of ions, the temperature in the formerly studied NPNS models was assumed to be

constant in both space and time, exerting no impact neither on the dynamics of the fluid nor on the evolution

of ionic concentrations. Another distinction lies in the inclusion of the salinity effects in the buoyancy term,

which introduces an additional contribution of the ionic concentrations to the momentum equation (1.3a).

The NPNS system has been intensely studied in various settings under different boundary conditions. The

existence of global weak solutions in 3D with blocking boundary conditions has been established in [15,22].
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Global existence for small initial data and forces was proved in [38, 40]. Under Robin boundary conditions

imposed on the electric potential and blocking boundary conditions imposed on the ionic concentrations,

the global existence and stability in 2D have been established in [8]. In [10], the authors considered the

2D case under various physical boundary conditions for ci and demonstrated the existence of smooth global

solutions that converge to steady states. The existence of strong solutions in 3D was established in [12] in the

case of two ionic species and many ionic species having equal diffusivities. In [14], the nonlinear stability

of Boltzmann states was obtained on 2D and 3D bounded domains while instabilities were reported in [36,

37, 46], depending on the boundary conditions obeyed by the potential and concentrations. In the periodic

setting, the long-time dynamics were explored in [1,3] and the analyticity of solutions was established in [2].

1.2. Main challenges and the strategies. The electromigration term ∇⋅(Di
ezi
kBT

ci∇Ψ) in (1.1) is a source

of main challenges in the analysis of the NPB system. An elementary scrutinization of the algebraic structure

of this term motivates a non-vanishing condition on the temperature T for the sake of avoiding a vanishing

denominator. This issue is tackled by assuming that the initial absolute temperature T0(x) is bounded from

below by a positive constant T ∗. This initial boundedness criterion is conserved in time, a fact that follows

by adapting the approach in [10] (employed to guarantee the nonnegativity of the ionic concentrations) to our

current model. Such an assumption is consistent with the Third Law of Thermodynamics and is universally

valid in practical applications.

Further major challenges arise from the super nonlinear aspect of the migration term. When the tem-

perature is invariant (constant), and the salinity effects are neglected, the model turns out to have a well-

understood dissipative structure in its most general setting (N ionic species with different valences and

diffusivities). In the latter situation, the time evolution of the entropy generated by E ∶= ∑N
i=1 ∫T3 ci log

ci
c̄i
dx

(where c̄i denotes the spatial mean of ci over T3) and ε
2
∥∇Ψ∥2

L2 amounts to the sum of two major compo-

nents: the term −∑N
i=1Di ∥ 1√

ci
(∇ci + ezici∇Ψ

kBT
)∥2

L2
≤ 0 which speeds up the loss of energy, and a forcing

term ∫T3 −u⋅∇ρΨdx that gets canceled via coupling with the spatial L2 time evolution of the velocity. A ma-

jor tool employed in this aforementioned derivation is integration by parts, which is temperature-insensitive

when T is spatially-independent. In the case of a variational temperature, the aforementioned technique

breaks down, and some nonlinear terms involving the temperature and its derivatives appear and beat the

dissipative structure of the system.

In this paper, we address the case of N ionic species with different valences but equal diffusivities, i.e.,

D1 = ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ = DN = D. This particular setting allows us to study the time evolution of the charge density

ρ via multiplying the concentration equations by NAezi and summing over all indices i ∈ {1, . . . ,N}, in

which case the diffusion terms −∑N
i=1DNAezi∆ci boil down to −D∆ρ, resulting in the following energy

evolution

ε

2

d

dt
∥∇Ψ∥2L2 + D

ε
∥ρ∥2L2 + N

∑
i=1

DNAz
2
i e

2

kB
∫
T3

1

T
ci∣∇Ψ∣2dx = −∫

T3

u ⋅ ∇ρΨ ∶= V. (1.4)

In parallel, we turn our attention to the evolutions of ∥u∥2
L2 and ∑N

i=1 ∫T3 ci log
ci
c̄i
dx, and we observe that

the former energy produces some bad terms that could be nontrivially controlled by the latter’s dissipation

and vice versa. While some expectedly unpleasant behavior arises from the electromigration term, some

unexpected mess occurs due to the salinity effects. More precisely, the velocity contributes to some crucial

cancellations in the coupled system (namely, it cancels V in (1.4)), provided that the integrals ∫T3 ucidx

are in good shape. However, as the ionic concentrations do not enjoy high regularity but are only invariant

in L1, we seek a decomposition of the product uci into u
√
ci
√
ci, estimate using Hölder’s inequality and

interpolation between L2 and H1. While the L2 norm of
√
ci remains constant in time, that of∇√ci requires

some challenging work to be fully dominated by the dissipation governing the evolution of the entropy E

and (1.4). We successfully tackle all these technicalities and construct weak solutions that are global in time

for large initial data. We point out that the ideas involved in this work are new and distinguish the analysis

of our system from that of the NPNS system.
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The existence of weak solutions is based on a regularization scheme of the NPB model by which the

nonlinearities and initial data are mollified. The smoothed-out systems have global C∞ solutions that are

bounded in specific Lebesgue spaces, uniformly in η. However, this uniform boundedness depends upon

a uniform-in-η control of the initial energies whose evolutions are addressed. In order to achieve such an

approximation, we prove new L logL estimates (Proposition 3.1) for standard mollification operators to

obtain good control of the initial mollified entropy. The proof is based on the concavity of the logarithmic

function and Fenchel’s inequality. In order to address the exponential decay in time of weak solutions(ci, u, T ) to their steady states (c̄i,0, Tr), we make use of logarithmic Sobolev inequalities and the Csiszar-

Kullback-Pinsker inequality. In addition, we state and prove a general result on the convergence of entropies

(Proposition 5.1) and apply it to establish the exponential decay in time of the entropy ∫T3 ci log
ci
c̄i
dx to 0.

Some size constraint on ci(0) is needed due to the salinity term through the buoyancy force.

In the general setting of different diffusivities, the nice structure −∑N
i=1DNAezi∆ci = −D∆ρ breaks

down, and the appearance of the crossing terms ∫T3 cicjdx is out of control. The usual entropy machinery

that is extensively used in the literature of NPNS systems does not apply to the NPB model due to the

spatially-dependent temperature. Such a more general setting for the NPB system needs further investigation

and falls beyond the scope of this paper.

1.3. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we introduce some notations that will be used throughout

this paper, and we state the main results. In Section 3, we construct an η-approximate regularization scheme

for the NPB system based on mollifications, address its global well-posedness, and establish estimates that

are uniform in η. In Section 4, we prove the main result on the global existence of weak solutions to the

NPB system. In Section 5, we study the long-time dynamics of the weak solutions obtained in Section 4 and

the corresponding entropies, and we establish their exponential decay in time to steady states. Finally, we

summarize the main results of this paper and present some interesting related open problems in Section 6.

2. MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Notations. Throughout the paper, C denotes a positive universal constant, and it may change from

step to step. When necessary, we denote by Ca,b,... a positive constant depending on a, b, . . . . For p ∈ [1,∞]
we denote by Lp(T3) the Lebesgue spaces of measurable functions f from T

3 to R (or R3) such that

∥f∥Lp = (∫
T3

∣f(x)∣pdx)1/p <∞ if p ∈ [1,∞), ∥f∥L∞ = ess sup
x∈T3

∣f(x)∣ <∞ if p =∞.

The L2 inner product is denoted by ⟨⋅, ⋅⟩. For s ∈ N, we denote by Hs(T3) the Sobolev spaces of measurable

functions f from T
3 to R (or R3) with weak derivatives of order s such that ∥f∥2Hs = ∑∣α∣≤s ∥Dαf∥2

L2 <∞.

We often write Lp and Hs instead of Lp(T3) and Hs(T3) for simplicity. For periodic function f we have

its Fourier series representation

f = ∑
k∈Z3

f̂ke
−2πik⋅x, with f̂k = ∫

T3

f(x)e2πik⋅x.
The Hs norm of periodic function f has an equivalent form ∥f∥2Hs = ∑k∈Z3(1 + ∣k∣2s)∣f̂k ∣2. We denote the

dual space of Hs by H−s for s ∈ N.

For a Banach space (X, ∥ ⋅∥X) and p ∈ [1,∞], we consider the Lebesgue spaces Lp(0, T ;X) of functions

f from X to R (or R3) satisfying ∫ T
0 ∥f∥pXdt <∞ with the usual convention when p =∞.

Denote by V ∶= {u ∈ C∞(T3) ∶ ∇ ⋅ u = 0, ∫T3 udx = 0} , and let H and V be the L2 and H1 closure of V .

Let Pσ be the Leray projection and A = −Pσ∆ be the Stokes operator. Then the domain D(A) = H2 ∩ V .

We denote dual spaces of V and D(A) by V ′ and D(A)′, respectively.
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By combining ∇p with gk⃗ = ∇(gz) as a new pressure gradient and taking D1 = D2 = ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ = DN = D, the

NPB system reads

∂tci + u ⋅ ∇ci −D∆ci −D e

kB
∇ ⋅ (zi 1

T
ci∇Ψ) = 0, (2.1a)

− ε∆Ψ = ρ =
N

∑
i=1

NAezici, (2.1b)

∂tu + u ⋅ ∇u − ν∆u +∇p = g (αT (T − Tr) − αS ( N

∑
i=1

ciMi − Sr)) k⃗ − ρ∇Ψ, (2.1c)

∇ ⋅ u = 0, (2.1d)

∂tT + u ⋅ ∇T − κ∆T = 0. (2.1e)

We denote the initial conditions of (ci, u, T ) by (ci(0), u0, T0). In the periodic case, the reference tempera-

ture Tr and reference salinity Sr are Tr = T̄ and Sr = ∑N
i=1 c̄iMi, where T̄ ∶= 1

∫T3 1dx ∫T3 Tdx = ∫T3 Tdx and

c̄i ∶= 1

∫T3 1dx ∫T3 cidx = ∫T3 cidx are invariant in time. These in turn give that ū = 1

∫T3 1dx ∫T3 udx = ∫T3 udx

is invariant in time. Therefore, ū0 = 0 implies that ū = 0 for any time.

From (2.1b), we have the following relation between Ψ0 and ρ0 in terms of ci(0):
−ε∆Ψ0 = ρ0 =

N

∑
i=1

NAezici(0).
Due to the periodic boundary conditions, we see that ∫T3 ρdx = 0 for all times from (2.1b). Therefore, we

need to impose a compatibility condition on the initial concentrations:

N

∑
i=1

NAezici(0) = 0. (2.2)

2.2. Main results. The following theorem concerns the global existence of weak solutions to (2.1) in T
3.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that ci(0) is nonnegative and satisfies the compatibility condition (2.2), and T0 is

bounded below by T0 ≥ T ∗ > 0. Assume that ∇Ψ0 ∈ L2, ci(0) ∈ L1, ci(0) log ci(0) ∈ L1, u0 ∈ H , and

T0 ∈ L3+δ for a fixed and arbitrarily small δ > 0. Then for any time T > 0 there exists a weak solution(ci, u, T ) to system (2.1) on [0,T ] satisfying

u ∈ L∞(0,T ;H) ∩L2(0,T ;V ), T ∈ L∞(0,T ;L3+δ) ∩L2(0,T ;H1),
ci ∈ L∞(0,T ;L1) ∩L2(0,T ;L 3

2 ) ∩L 4

3 (0,T ;W 1, 6
5 ), (2.3)

with the property that ci(x, t) ≥ 0 and T (x, t) ≥ T ∗ for a.e. (x, t) ∈ T3 × [0,T ], and such that

∫
T

0
(−⟨ci, ∂tφ⟩ − ⟨u ⋅ ∇φ, ci⟩ +D⟨∇ci + e

kB
zi
1

T
ci∇Ψ,∇φ⟩) dt = ⟨ci(0), φ(0)⟩, (2.4)

∫
T

0
(−⟨u,∂tϕ⟩ − ⟨u ⋅ ∇ϕ,u⟩ + ν⟨∇u,∇ϕ⟩) dt
= ⟨u0, ϕ(0)⟩ + ∫ T

0
(⟨g(αT (T − Tr) − αS( N∑

i=1
ciMi − Sr)), ϕ3⟩ − ⟨ρ∇Ψ, ϕ⟩)dt, (2.5)

∫
T

0
(−⟨T,∂tφ⟩ − ⟨u ⋅ ∇φ,T ⟩ + κ⟨∇T,∇φ⟩) dt = ⟨T0, φ(0)⟩, (2.6)

for any scalar test function φ and vector-valued test function ϕ such that φ,ϕ ∈ C∞([0,T ] × T3) with

φ(T ) = ϕ(T ) = 0 and ∇ ⋅ ϕ = 0, where Ψ and ρ satisfy (2.1b).

Remark 1. The L3+δ requirement for T0 is due to the cubic nonlinearity in the electromigration term.



6 E. ABDO, R. HU, AND Q. LIN

The next theorem is about the long-time dynamics for weak solutions to system (2.1).

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that (ci, u, T ) is a weak solution to system (2.1) obtained in Theorem 2.1. Then the

temperature T (t) decays exponentially in time to the initial average T0 = Tr in L2. Moreover, if the initial

averages of the concentrations ci(0) satisfy the size condition

max
i∈{1,...,N}

ci(0) ≤ DkBNAT
∗ν

4Cα2
S

= DRT ∗ν

4Cα2
S

,

where C is some constant depending only on the domain T
3, then ci(t) and u(t) decay exponentially in

time to ci(0) and 0 in L1 and L2, respectively, and the entropy ∫T3 ci log
ci(t)
c̄i

dx decays exponentially in

time to 0. In particular, if the salinity effect in the buoyancy is negligible, i.e., αS = 0, then the decay holds

unconditionally without any size assumptions on ci(0).
3. REGULARIZATION SCHEME

3.1. Mollifiers. We consider a family of standard periodic mollifiers {φη}η∈(0,1) with ∫T3 φη(x)dx = 1 for

all η ∈ (0,1), and we denote by Jη the convolution mollification operator Jηf = φη ∗ f = ∫T3 φη(x −
y)f(y)dy. To be more specific, {φη}η∈(0,1) are periodic smooth functions with Fourier series given by

φη = ∑k∈Z3 e−η∣k∣
2

e−2πik⋅x. It follows that (̂Jηf)k = ̂(φη ∗ f)k = e−η∣k∣2 f̂k. Moreover, Jη is bounded on all

Lp spaces for any p ∈ [1,∞] and uniformly in η, and it holds that

⟨Jηf, g⟩ = ∫
T3

Jηf(x)g(x)dx = ∫
T3

f(x)Jηg(x)dx = ⟨f,Jηg⟩, (3.1)

for any η ∈ (0,1) due to Fubini’s theorem. This implies that ∫T3 Jηfdx = ∫T3 fdx for any η ∈ (0,1).
We provide below L logL estimates, uniform in η, that will be used in the subsequent subsections:

Proposition 3.1. Let f ∈ L1(T3) be a nonnegative function with ∫T3 f log fdx < ∞. For any η ∈ (0,1), it

holds that

∫
T3

Jηf logJηfdx ≤ ∫
T3

f log fdx.

Proof. In view of the self-adjointness of the operators Jη, we have

∫
T3

Jηf logJηfdx = ∫
T3

fJη logJηfdx.
An application of Jensen’s inequality to the probability measure φηdy and the concave logarithmic function

yields the pointwise estimate

Jη logJηf(x) = ∫
T3

φη(x − y) logJηf(y)dy ≤ log (∫
T3

φη(x − y)Jηf(y)dy) = logJηJηf(x),
from which we infer that

∫
T3

Jηf logJηfdx = ∫
T3

fJη logJηfdx ≤ ∫
T3

f logJηJηfdx.
Since the Legendre transform of p log p − p + 1 is eq − 1 for p ≥ 0, it follows from Fenchel’s inequality that

pq ≤ p log p − p + eq for any p ≥ 0. By taking p = f and q = logJηJηf , we obtain the bound

∫
T3

Jηf logJηfdx ≤ ∫
T3

(f log f − f +JηJηf)dx = ∫
T3

f log fdx.

�
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3.2. The mollified NPB system. In order to study system (2.1), we consider the following mollified ver-

sion:

∂tc
η
i +Jηuη ⋅ ∇cηi −D∆c

η
i −D e

kB
∇ ⋅ (zi 1

T η
c
η
i∇JηJηΨη) = 0, (3.2a)

− ε∆Ψη = ρη =
N

∑
i=1

eNAzic
η
i , (3.2b)

∂tu
η +Jηuη ⋅ ∇uη − ν∆uη +∇pη

= g (αT (T η − T η
r ) − αS ( N

∑
i=1

c
η
iMi − Sη

r)) k⃗ −Jη (ρη∇JηJηΨη) , (3.2c)

∇ ⋅ uη = 0, (3.2d)

∂tT
η +Jηuη ⋅ ∇T η − κ∆T η = 0, (3.2e)

with initial conditions (cηi (0), uη0 , T η
0 ) = (Jηci(0),Jηu0,JηT0). Note that they are all smooth (in C∞(T3))

provided that ci(0), u0, T0 are L1 integrable. Here T
η
r = T η and S

η
r =

N∑
i=1

c
η
iMi. According to the property

of the mollifier, the conditions ci(0) ≥ 0, T0 ≥ T ∗ > 0, and u0 = 0 imply that c
η
i (0) ≥ 0, T

η
0 ≥ T ∗ > 0, and

u
η
0 = 0. Also, T η = T

η
0 = T0 and c

η
i = c

η
i (0) = ci(0) are invariant in time. Based on these observations,

together with property (3.1), we have uη = uη0 = 0, and thus uη ∈ H . The goal of this section is to study the

global well-posedness of system (3.2) and derive the uniform-in-η estimates for this system.

We start by addressing the global well-posedness of solutions to the mollified system (3.2).

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that ci(0) is nonnegative and satisfying the compatibility condition (2.2), and T0

is bounded below by T0 ≥ T ∗ > 0. Assume that ∇Ψ0 ∈ L2, ci(0) ∈ L1, ci(0) log ci(0) ∈ L1, u0 ∈H , and T0 ∈
L2. For each η > 0, consider system (3.2) with initial conditions (cηi (0), uη0 , T η

0 ) = (Jηci(0),Jηu0,JηT0).
Then for any T > 0, there exists a unique strong solution (cηi , uη , T η) to system (3.2) on [0,T ] such that

c
η
i , T

η ∈ C([0,T ];C∞(T3)), and uη ∈ C([0,T ];C∞(T3) ∩H).
Moreover, c

η
i (t) ≥ 0 and T η(t) ≥ T ∗ for any t ∈ [0,T ].

The proof of Proposition 3.2 will be presented in Appendix A.

The following proposition addresses the uniform-in-η boundedness of solutions.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that ci(0) is nonnegative and satisfying the compatibility condition (2.2), and T0

is bounded below by T0 ≥ T ∗ > 0. Assume that ∇Ψ0 ∈ L2, ci(0) ∈ L1, ci(0) log ci(0) ∈ L1, u0 ∈ H , and

T0 ∈ Lp for some p ≥ 2. Then the sequence of solutions (uη , cηi , T η) and the corresponding Ψη and ρη

satisfy the following uniform-in-η bounds:

∇JηΨη and
√

c
η
i are uniformly bounded in L∞(0,T ;L2) ∩L2(0,T ;H1),

uη are uniformly bounded in L∞(0,T ;H) ∩L2(0,T ;V ),
T η are uniformly bounded in L∞(0,T ;Lp) ∩L2(0,T ;H1),
Ψη are uniformly bounded in L2(0,T ;W 2, 3

2 ) ∩L 4

3 (0,T ;W 3, 6
5 ),

c
η
i and ρη are uniformly bounded in L2(0,T ;L 3

2 ) ∩L 4

3 (0,T ;W 1, 6
5 ).

Proof. We drop the superscript η to simplify notations (unless needed). The proof will be performed in

several steps.

Step 1. Bounds of T . The L2 and Lp norms of T satisfy

∥T (t)∥2L2 + 2κ∫ t

0
∥∇T (s)∥2L2ds = ∥T0∥2L2 , ∥T (t)∥Lp ≤ ∥T0∥Lp ,
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which imply that T η are uniformly bounded in L∞(0,T ;Lp) ∩ L2(0,T ;H1). Moreover, as Tr = T̄ is

invariant in time, we have the following Poincaré inequality

∥T − Tr∥2L2 ≤ Cp∥∇T ∥2L2 .

Taking the L2 inner product of the equation obeyed by T with T − Tr and using the Poincaré inequality

above, we obtain

1

2

d

dt
∥T − Tr∥2L2 + κ

Cp

∥T − Tr∥2L2 ≤ 0,

yielding the uniform bound

∥T (t) − Tr∥2L2 ≤ ∥T0 − Tr∥2L2e
− 2κ

Cp
t
. (3.3)

Step 2. Bounds of ∥∇JηΨ∥L2 and ∥u∥L2 . The ionic concentrations evolve according to the equations

∂t (eNAzici) +Jηu ⋅ ∇ (eNAzici) −D∆ (eNAzici) =D e2

kB
∇ ⋅ (NAz

2
i ci

1

T
∇JηJηΨ) ,

for all i ∈ {1, . . . ,N}. Summing over all indices i ∈ {1, . . . ,N}, we deduce that the charge density ρ evolves

according to

∂tρ +Jηu ⋅ ∇ρ −D∆ρ =D e2

kB

N

∑
i=1
∇ ⋅ (NAz

2
i ci

1

T
∇JηJηΨ) .

Here the diffusion term −∆ρ is obtained based on the fact that all ionic species have equal diffusivities.

Taking the L2 inner product of this latter equation with JηJηΨ and integrating by parts, we have

ε

2

d

dt
∥∇JηΨ∥2L2 + D

ε
∥Jηρ∥2L2 = −∫

T3

(Jηu ⋅ ∇ρ)JηJηΨdx −De2NA

kB
∫
T3

N

∑
i=1

z2i ci
1

T
∣∇JηJηΨ∣2dx.

The L2 norm of the velocity u satisfies

1

2

d

dt
∥u∥2L2 + ν∥∇u∥2L2 = −∫

T3

ρ∇JηJηΨ ⋅Jηu +∫
T3

(gαT (T − Tr)u3 − gαS( N∑
i=1

ciMi − Sr)u3)dx,
where we have used (3.1). Adding these evolution equations, integrating by parts, and using the divergence-

free condition obeyed by the velocity vector field, we obtain the cancellation law

∫
T3

(Jηu ⋅ ∇ρ)JηJηΨ +∫
T3

ρ∇JηJηΨ ⋅Jηu = 0.
The nonnegativity of the ionic concentrations and the positivity of the temperature imply that

DNA
e2

kB

N

∑
i=1
∫
T3

z2i ciT
−1∣∇JηJηΨ∣2 =DNA

e2

kB

N

∑
i=1
∥zi√ciT − 1

2∇JηJηΨ∥2L2 ≥ 0.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the Poincaré inequality, and the fact that ū = 0, we obtain

∫
T3

gαT (T − Tr)u3dx ≤ ν

4
∥∇u∥2L2 +C∥T − Tr∥2L2 .
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For the salinity term S, by applying the Poincaré inequality, the interpolation inequality, and the Sobolev

embedding W 1,1 ↪ L
3

2 , we obtain

∣∫
T3

gαS( N∑
i=1

ciMi − Sr)u3dx∣ ≤C N

∑
i=1
∥ci − c̄i∥

L
3
2

∥u∥L3 ≤ C
N

∑
i=1
∥ci − c̄i∥W 1,1∥u∥ 12

L2∥∇u∥ 12L2

≤C
N

∑
i=1
∥∇ci∥L1∥u∥ 12

L2∥∇u∥ 12L2 ≤ C∥√ci∥L2∥∇√ci∥L2∥u∥ 12
L2∥∇u∥ 12L2

≤C
N

∑
i=1
∥ci∥ 12L1

∥∇√ci∥L2∥u∥ 12
L2
∥∇u∥ 12

L2

≤ν
4
∥∇u∥2L2 +C N

∑
i=1
∥ci∥ 23L1

∥∇√ci∥ 43L2
∥u∥ 23

L2
,

(3.4)

where we have used ∇ci = 2(∇√ci)√ci. Combining the estimates above, we obtain that

d

dt
(ε ∥∇JηΨ∥2L2 + ∥u∥2L2) + 2D

ε
∥Jηρ∥2L2 + ν∥∇u∥2L2 + 2DNAe

2

kB

N

∑
i=1
∥zi√ciT − 1

2∇JηJηΨ∥2L2

≤C∥T − Tr∥2L2 +C N

∑
i=1
∥ci∥ 23L1∥∇√ci∥ 43L2∥u∥ 23L2 .

(3.5)

In order to control the second term on the right-hand side of (3.5), we consider the energies

Ei(t) = ∫
T3

ci(t) log ci(t)
c̄i

dx = ∫
T3

(ci(t) log ci(t)
c̄i
− ci(t) + c̄i)dx, E(t) = N

∑
i=1

Ei(t),
and study their evolutions.

Step 3. Bounds of E. In view of the algebraic inequality x logx − x + 1 ≥ 0 that holds for any x ≥ 0, one

has that c̄i ( cic̄i log ci(t)
c̄i
− ci

c̄i
+ 1) ≥ 0 and thus E ≥ 0. Differentiating Ei(t) in time, we have

∫
T3

(∂tci) log (ci
c̄i
)dx = ∫

T3

∂t (ci log ci

c̄i
− ci + c̄i)dx = d

dt
∫
T2

(ci log ci

c̄i
− ci + c̄i)dx,

which, together with the nonlinearity cancellation law

∫
T3

(Jηu ⋅ ∇ci) log ci

c̄i
dx = −∫

T3

(Jηu ⋅ ∇ log ci)cidx = −∫
T3

Jηu ⋅ ∇cidx = 0,
gives rise to the energy equality

d

dt
Ei =D∫

T3

∇ ⋅ (∇ci + e

kB
ziciT

−1∇JηJηΨ) log ci

c̄i
dx

= −D∫
T3

(∇ci + e

kB
ziciT

−1∇JηJηΨ) ⋅ ∇ci
ci

dx

= −D∫
T3

1

ci
(∇ci + e

kB
ziciT

−1∇JηJηΨ) ⋅ (∇ci + e

kB
ziciT

−1∇JηJηΨ)dx
+D∫

T3

1

ci
(∇ci + e

kB
ziciT

−1∇JηJηΨ) ⋅ ( e

kB
ziciT

−1∇JηJηΨ)dx
= −D XXXXXXXXXXX

∇ci + e
kB

ziciT
−1∇JηJηΨ√

ci

XXXXXXXXXXX
2

L2

+D∫
T3

(∇ci + e

kB
ziciT

−1∇JηJηΨ) ⋅ ( e

kB
ziT

−1∇JηJηΨ)dx.
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Summing over all indices i ∈ {1, . . . ,N} , we infer that

d

dt
E +D N

∑
i=1

XXXXXXXXXXX
∇ci + e

kB
ziciT

−1∇JηJηΨ√
ci

XXXXXXXXXXX
2

L2

=D
N

∑
i=1
∫
T3

(∇ci + e

kB
ziciT

−1∇JηJηΨ) ⋅ ( e

kB
ziT

−1∇JηJηΨ)dx
=D

N

∑
i=1
∫
T3

∇ci + e
kB

ziciT
−1∇JηJηΨ√

ci
⋅ ( e

kB
zi
√
ciT

− 1

2∇JηJηΨ)T − 1

2dx

≤D
2

N

∑
i=1

XXXXXXXXXXX
∇ci + e

kB
ziciT

−1∇JηJηΨ√
ci

XXXXXXXXXXX
2

L2

+ De2

2k2
B

∥T − 1

2 ∥2L∞ N

∑
i=1
∥zi√ciT − 1

2∇JηJηΨ∥2
L2

.

Since ∥T − 1

2 ∥L∞ ≤ 1√
T ∗

, the above yields

d

dt
E + D

2

N

∑
i=1

XXXXXXXXXXX
∇ci + e

kB
ziciT

−1∇JηJηΨ√
ci

XXXXXXXXXXX
2

L2

≤ De2

2k2
B
T ∗

N

∑
i=1
∥zi√ciT − 1

2∇JηJηΨ∥2L2 . (3.6)

Step 4. Combining estimates. Observe that the dissipation in (3.5) can control the right-hand side of (3.6).

We multiply (3.6) by 2kBNAT
∗ and add it to the energy inequality (3.5) to obtain

d

dt
(ε ∥∇JηΨ∥2L2 + ∥u∥2L2 + 2kBNAT

∗E) + 2D

ε
∥Jηρ∥2L2 + ν∥∇u∥2L2

+ De2

kB
NA

N

∑
i=1
∥zi√ciT − 1

2∇JηJηΨ∥2L2 +DNAkBT
∗

N

∑
i=1

XXXXXXXXXXX
∇ci + e

kB
ziciT

−1∇JηJηΨ√
ci

XXXXXXXXXXX
2

L2

≤C∥T − Tr∥2L2 +C N

∑
i=1
∥ci∥ 23L1

∥∇√ci∥ 43L2
∥u∥ 23

L2
.

(3.7)

In order to control ∥∇√ci∥L2 , we observe that

∥2∇√ci∥2L2 = ∥2∇√ci + e

kB
zi
√
ciT

−1∇JηJηΨ − e

kB
zi
√
ciT

−1∇JηJηΨ∥2L2

≤ 2∥2∇√ci + e

kB
zi
√
ciT

−1∇JηJηΨ∥2L2 + 2∥T − 1

2 ∥2L∞∥ e

kB
zi
√
ciT

− 1

2∇JηJηΨ∥2L2

≤ 2
XXXXXXXXXXX
∇ci + e

kB
ziciT

−1∇JηJηΨ√
ci

XXXXXXXXXXX
2

L2

+ 2 e2

k2BT
∗
∥zi√ciT − 1

2∇JηJηΨ∥2
L2

,

where we have used ∥T − 1

2 ∥L∞ ≤ 1√
T ∗

and 2∇√ci = ∇ci√ci
. By multiplying by DkBNAT ∗

4
on both sides above,

applying Young’s inequality to obtain C∥ci∥ 23L1∥∇√ci∥ 43L2∥u∥ 23L2 ≤ DNAkBT ∗

2
∥∇√ci∥2 + C∥ci∥2L1∥u∥2L2 , we

can infer from (3.7) that

d

dt
(ε ∥∇JηΨ∥2L2 + ∥u∥2L2 + 2kBNAT

∗E) + 2D

ε
∥Jηρ∥2L2 + ν∥∇u∥2L2 + DNAkBT

∗

2

N

∑
i=1
∥∇√ci∥2L2

+ De2

2kB
NA

N

∑
i=1
∥zi√ciT − 1

2∇JηJηΨ∥2L2 + DNAkBT
∗

2

N

∑
i=1

XXXXXXXXXXX
∇ci + e

kB
ziciT

−1∇JηJηΨ√
ci

XXXXXXXXXXX
2

L2

≤C∥T − Tr∥2L2 +C∥ci∥2L1∥u∥2L2 = C∥T − Tr∥2L2 +Cci(0)2∥u∥2L2 .

(3.8)
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Using Grönwall’s inequality and (3.3), and putting the superscript η back, we have for any t ∈ [0,T ] that

ε ∥∇JηΨη(t)∥2
L2 + ∥uη(t)∥2L2 + 2kBNAT

∗Eη(t) +∫ t

0
(2D

ε
∥Jηρη(s)∥2L2 + ν∥∇uη(s)∥2L2)ds

+ ∫ t

0

DkBNAT
∗

2

N

∑
i=1
∥∇√c

η
i (s)∥2L2ds +∫ t

0

De2NA

2kB

N

∑
i=1
∥zi√c

η
i (s)T η(s)− 1

2∇JηJηΨη(s)∥2
L2

ds

+ ∫ t

0

DkBNAT
∗

2

N

∑
i=1

XXXXXXXXXXX
∇cηi (s) + e

kB
zic

η
i (s)T η(s)−1∇JηJηΨη(s)√

c
η
i (s)

XXXXXXXXXXX
2

L2

ds ≤ C,
(3.9)

where C on the right-hand side depends only on time T and initial conditions ∥∇Ψ0∥L2 , ∥T0 −Tr∥L2 , ci(0),∥u0∥L2 , and E(0), and is independent of η. Here we have used Proposition 3.1 to obtain the control

Eη(0) = N

∑
i=1
∫
T3

c
η
i (0) log c

η
i (0)
c
η
i (0) =

N

∑
i=1
∫
T3

c
η
i (0) log cηi (0)dx − ci(0) log ci(0)

≤
N

∑
i=1
∫
T3

ci(0) log ci(0)dx − ci(0) log ci(0) = N

∑
i=1
∫
T3

ci(0) log ci(0)
ci(0) = E(0).

Step 5. Uniform bounds. Notice that ∥√c
η
i ∥2L2 = ∥cηi ∥L1 = cηi = cηi (0) = ci(0) is a constant, (3.9) yields√

c
η
i and ∇JηΨη are uniformly bounded in L∞(0,T ;L2) ∩L2(0,T ;H1), (3.10)

uη are uniformly bounded in L∞(0,T ;H) ∩L2(0,T ;V ).
For an arbitrary test function φ ∈ C∞, by subsequent applications of Hölder’s, the Sobolev, and the La-

dyzhenskaya inequalities, we have the following estimates:

⟨cηi , φ⟩ = ∫
T3

√
c
η
i

√
c
η
i φdx ≤ ∥√c

η
i ∥L3∥√c

η
i ∥L6∥φ∥L2 ≤ C∥√c

η
i ∥ 12L2∥√c

η
i ∥ 32H1∥φ∥L2 ,

⟨cηi , φ⟩ = ∫
T3

√
c
η
i

√
c
η
i φdx ≤ C∥√c

η
i ∥2L3∥φ∥L3 ≤ C∥√c

η
i ∥L2∥√c

η
i ∥H1∥φ∥L3 ,

⟨∇cηi , φ⟩ = ∫
T3

2
√

c
η
i∇
√

c
η
i φdx ≤ C∥∇√c

η
i ∥L2∥√c

η
i ∥L3∥φ∥L6 ≤ C∥√c

η
i ∥ 12L2∥√c

η
i ∥ 32H1∥φ∥L6 .

As W 1, 6
5 ↪ L2 in 3D, the above together with (3.10) yield that

c
η
i are uniformly bounded in L2(0,T ;L 3

2 ) ∩L 4

3 (0,T ;W 1, 6
5 ).

Thanks to (3.2b), one also infers that

ρη are uniformly bounded in L2(0,T ;L 3

2 ) ∩L 4

3 (0,T ;W 1, 6
5 ),

Ψη are uniformly bounded in L2(0,T ;W 2, 3
2 ) ∩L 4

3 (0,T ;W 3, 6
5 ).

�

Next, we address the uniform boundedness of the time derivatives of solutions to the mollified system.

Proposition 3.4. Suppose the same assumption on the initial conditions in Proposition 3.3 holds. Then the

sequence of time derivatives (∂tT η, ∂tu
η, ∂t
√
c
η
i + 1) satisfy

∂tT
η are uniformly bounded in L

4

3 (0,T ;H−1),
∂tu

η are uniformly bounded in L
4

3 (0,T ;D(A)′),
∂t

√
c
η
i + 1 are uniformly bounded in L1(0,T ;H−2).
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Proof. Step 1. Bounds of ∂tT
η. Taking the L2 inner product of equation (3.2e) with an arbitrary test

function φ ∈ L4(0,T ;H1) yields

∣⟨∂tT η, φ⟩∣ ≤ ∣⟨Jηuη ⋅ ∇T η, φ⟩∣ + κ ∣⟨∇T η,∇φ⟩∣ .
Thanks to Proposition 3.3, it follows that

∣⟨∂tT η, φ⟩∣ ≤ C∥uη∥ 12
L2
∥∇uη∥ 12

L2
∥∇T η∥L2∥φ∥H1 +C∥∇T η∥L2∥φ∥H1 <∞.

Therefore,

∂tT
η are uniformly bounded in L

4

3 (0,T ;H−1).
Step 2. Bounds of ∂tu

η. Considering φ ∈ L4(0,T ;D(A)), and taking the inner product of equation

(3.2c) with φ, we estimate ∣⟨∂tuη, φ⟩∣. A good control of the nonlinear term ∣⟨Jηuη ⋅ ∇uη, φ⟩∣ is obtained

by following a similar argument to the analogous term in the temperature evolution, and all the other linear

terms are easily manageable. The remaining nonlinear term in ρη can be estimated using Hölder’s inequality

and the Sobolev inequality followed by interpolation as shown below,

∣⟨Jη(ρη∇JηJηΨη), φ⟩∣ ≤ C∥ρη∥L2∥∇JηΨη∥L2∥φ∥H2 .

The latter is uniformly bounded thanks to Proposition 3.3. Therefore,

∂tu
η are uniformly bounded in L

4

3 (0,T ;D(A)′).
Step 3. Bounds of ∂tc

η
i . As for the concentrations c

η
i , we would consider estimates for ∂t

√
c
η
i + 1 instead

of ∂tc
η
i . Indeed, the equation satisfied by ∂t

√
c
η
i + 1 is given by

∂t

√
c
η
i + 1 = ∂tc

η
i

2
√
c
η
i + 1 =

1

2
√
c
η
i + 1 (−Jηu

η ⋅ ∇cηi +D∆c
η
i +D e

kB
∇ ⋅ (zi 1

T η
c
η
i∇JηJηΨη)) . (3.11)

The reason for considering
√
c
η
i + 1 instead of

√
c
η
i is to avoid a vanishing denominator. Note that (3.10)

implies that √
c
η
i + 1 are uniformly bounded in L∞(0,T ;L2) ∩L2(0,T ;H1). (3.12)

We consider a test function φ ∈ L∞(0,T ;H2). Taking the inner product of equation (3.11) with φ, inte-

grating by parts, and using Hölder’s inequality, the Sobolev inequality, and interpolation inequalities, we

estimate each term as follows. First for the diffusion term, one hasRRRRRRRRRRR∫T3

∆c
η
i√

c
η
i + 1φdx

RRRRRRRRRRR =
RRRRRRRRRRR−∫T3

∇cηi√
c
η
i + 1 ⋅ ∇φdx + ∫T3

∇√c
η
i + 1

c
η
i + 1 ⋅ ∇cηi φdx

RRRRRRRRRRR
=
RRRRRRRRRRR−2∫T3

∇√c
η
i + 1 ⋅ ∇φdx + 2∫

T3

∣∇√c
η
i + 1∣2√

c
η
i + 1 φdx

RRRRRRRRRRR
≤ C∥∇√c

η
i + 1∥L2∥∇φ∥L2 +C∥∇√c

η
i + 1∥2L2∥φ∥H2 ∥ 1√

c
η
i + 1∥L∞´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
≤1

≤ C∥∇√c
η
i + 1∥L2∥φ∥H1 +C∥∇√c

η
i + 1∥2L2∥φ∥H2 ,

which together with (3.12) yield that
∆c

η
i√

c
η
i +1

are uniformly bounded in L1(0,T ;H−2). As for the advection

term, we haveRRRRRRRRRRR∫T3

Jηuη ⋅ ∇cηi
2
√
c
η
i + 1 φdx

RRRRRRRRRRR = ∣∫T3

Jηuη ⋅ ∇√c
η
i + 1φdx∣ = ∣∫

T3

Jηuη ⋅ ∇φ√c
η
i + 1dx∣
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≤∥Jηuη∥L3∥∇φ∥L6∥√c
η
i + 1∥L2 ≤ C∥uη∥ 12

L2
∥uη∥ 12

H1
∥√c

η
i + 1∥L2∥φ∥H2 ,

implying that
Jηu

η ⋅∇cηi
2
√

c
η
i
+1

are uniformly bounded in L4(0,T ;H−2). Regarding the electromigration term, it

holds that RRRRRRRRRRR∫T3

∇ ⋅ ( 1
T η c

η
i∇JηJηΨη)√
c
η
i + 1 φdx

RRRRRRRRRRR
≤
RRRRRRRRRRR∫T3

1
T η c

η
i∇JηJηΨη√
c
η
i + 1 ⋅ ∇φdxRRRRRRRRRRR +

RRRRRRRRRRR∫T3

1

T η
c
η
i φ∇JηJηΨη ⋅ ∇

√
c
η
i + 1

c
η
i + 1 dx

RRRRRRRRRRR
≤∥ 1

T η
∥L∞∥cηi ∥L2∥∇JηJηΨη∥L3∥∇φ∥L6∥ 1√

c
η
i + 1∥L∞

+ ∥ 1

T η
∥L∞∥φ∥L∞∥ c

η
i

c
η
i + 1∥L∞∥∇JηΨη∥L2∥∇√c

η
i + 1∥L2

≤C∥cηi ∥L2∥∇JηΨη∥ 12
L2∥∇JηΨη∥ 12

H1∥φ∥H2 +C∥∇JηΨη∥L2∥∇√c
η
i + 1∥L2∥φ∥H2 .

By virtue of Proposition 3.3 and the uniform boundedness (3.12), it follows that
∇⋅( 1

Tη c
η
i
∇JηJηΨ

η)√
c
η
i +1

are uni-

formly bounded in L1(0,T ;H−2). The three estimates above together imply that

∂t

√
c
η
i + 1 are uniformly bounded in L1(0,T ;H−2).

�

Corollary 3.5. Suppose the same assumption on the initial conditions in Proposition 3.3 holds. Then there

exists a decreasing sequence of numbers {ηk}k∈N with lim
k→∞

ηk = 0 such that the sequence of solutions

(uηk , cηki , T ηk) satisfy

uηk ⇀ u in L2(0,T ;V ), uηk
∗⇀ u in L∞(0,T ;H), uηk → u in L2(0,T ;H),

T ηk
⇀ T in L2(0,T ;H1), T ηk ∗

⇀ T in L∞(0,T ;Lp), T ηk
→ T in L2(0,T ;Lp),√

c
ηk
i ⇀

√
ci in L2(0,T ;H1), √

c
ηk
i

∗
⇀

√
ci in L∞(0,T ;L2),√

c
ηk
i + 1→√ci + 1 and

√
c
ηk
i →

√
ci in L2(0,T ;L2),

c
ηk
i ⇀ ci in L2(0,T ;L 3

2 ) ∩L 4

3 (0,T ;W 1, 6
5 ).

Proof. The proof follows directly from Proposition 3.3, Proposition 3.4, the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, and

the Aubin-Lions compactness theorem. �

4. EXISTENCE OF GLOBAL WEAK SOLUTIONS

In this section, we prove our first main result, Theorem 2.1, about the existence of global weak solutions

to the original NPB system (2.1) in T
3.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. By virtue of Proposition 3.2, for each k ∈ N and ηk > 0 we know that the mollified

system (3.2) has a unique global smooth solution (cηki , uηk , T ηk). By Corollary 3.5, we know that they have

corresponding limits (ci, u, T ) with desired regularity as in (2.3). As c
ηk
i (x, t) ≥ 0 and T ηk(x, t) ≥ T ∗ for

all (x, t) ∈ T3 × [0,T ], it follows that ci(x, t) ≥ 0 and T (x, t) ≥ T ∗ for a.e. (x, t) ∈ T3 × [0,T ]. In addition,

from Proposition 3.3 and the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, we infer that there exists a limit function Ψ such

that Ψηk
⇀ Ψ in L2(0,T ;W 2, 3

2 ) ∩L 4

3 (0,T ;W 3, 6
5 ). We define ρ = ∑N

i=1 eNAzici and ρ̃ = −ε∆Ψ. Then by

uniqueness of limits we have ρ = ρ̃, and therefore −ε∆Ψ = ρ = ∑N
i=1 eNAzici.
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For any time T > 0 and any test function φ,ϕ ∈ C∞([0,T ] × T3) such that φ(T ) = ϕ(T ) = 0 and∇ ⋅ ϕ = 0, we take the space-time inner product of equations (3.2a), (3.2c), and (3.2e) with φ, ϕ, and φ

respectively over [0,T ] × T3. We obtain

∫
T

0
[⟨∂tcηki , φ⟩ + ⟨Jηkuηk ⋅ ∇cηki , φ⟩ −D⟨∆c

ηk
i , φ⟩ −D e

kB
⟨∇ ⋅ (zi 1

T ηk
c
ηk
i ∇JηkJηkΨηk), φ⟩] dt = 0,

∫
T

0
[⟨∂tuηk , ϕ⟩ + ⟨Jηkuηk ⋅ ∇uηk , ϕ⟩ − ν⟨∆uηk , ϕ⟩]dt
= ∫

T

0
[g⟨αT (T ηk − T ηk

r ) − αS( N∑
i=1

c
ηk
i Mi − Sηk

r ), ϕ3⟩ − ⟨Jηk(ρηk∇JηkJηkΨηk), ϕ⟩]dt,
∫
T

0
[⟨∂tT ηk , φ⟩ + ⟨Jηkuηk ⋅ ∇T ηk , φ⟩ − κ⟨∆T ηk , φ⟩]dt = 0,

Our goal is to show that as k →∞ all the terms converge to the desired limits, and thus prove (2.4)–(2.6).

Step 1. Convergence of linear terms. We first consider the convergence of ∫ T0 ⟨∂tcηki , φ⟩dt. Thanks to

Corollary 3.5 and by integration by parts, we have

∫
T

0
⟨∂tcηki , φ⟩dt = −⟨cηki (0), φ(0)⟩ − ∫ T

0
⟨cηki , ∂tφ⟩dt → −⟨ci(0), φ(0)⟩ −∫ T

0
⟨ci, ∂tφ⟩dt,

where we have used c
ηk
i (0) → ci(0) in L2 that follows from the convergence properties of mollifiers.

Similarly,

∫
T

0
⟨∂tuηk , ϕ⟩dt → −⟨u0, ϕ(0)⟩ −∫ T

0
⟨u,∂tϕ⟩dt, ∫

T

0
⟨∂tT ηk , φ⟩dt → −⟨T0, φ(0)⟩ −∫ T

0
⟨T,∂tφ⟩dt.

Integrating by parts and using the periodic boundary conditions, we have

−∫ T

0
⟨∆c

ηk
i , φ⟩dt = ∫ T

0
⟨∇cηki ,∇φ⟩dt → ∫ T

0
⟨∇ci,∇φ⟩dt,

thanks to Corollary 3.5. Analogously,

−∫ T

0
⟨∆uηk , ϕ⟩dt → ∫ T

0
⟨∇u,∇ϕ⟩dt, −∫ T

0
⟨∆T ηk , φ⟩dt → ∫ T

0
⟨∇T,∇φ⟩dt.

As T
ηk
r = T ηk = T ηk

0 = T0 = Tr and S
ηk
r =

N∑
i=1

c
ηk
i Mi =

N∑
i=1

c
ηk
i (0)Mi =

N∑
i=1

ci(0)Mi = Sr, thanks to Corollary

3.5, one obtains the convergence of the linear term

∫
T

0
⟨αT (T ηk − T ηk

r ) −αS( N∑
i=1

c
ηk
i Mi − Sηk

r ), ϕ3⟩dt → ∫ T

0
⟨αT (T − Tr) −αS( N∑

i=1
ciMi − Sr), ϕ3⟩dt.

Step 2. Convergence of advection terms. For the advection terms in the concentration evolutions, for each

i ∈ {1, . . . ,N} we bound

∣⟨Jηkuηk ⋅ ∇cηki − u ⋅ ∇ci, φ⟩∣
≤ ∣⟨Jηk(uηk − u) ⋅ ∇cηki , φ⟩∣ + ∣⟨(Jηku − u) ⋅ ∇cηki , φ⟩∣ + ∣⟨u ⋅ ∇(cηki − ci), φ⟩∣
≤ ∣⟨Jηk(uηk − u) ⋅ ∇φ, cηki ⟩∣ + ∣⟨(Jηku − u) ⋅ ∇φ, cηki ⟩∣ + ∣⟨u ⋅ ∇φ, cηki − ci⟩∣ ∶= A1 +A2 +A3.

The first two terms are mainly controlled via interpolation as follows,

(A1 +A2) ≤∥uηk − u∥L3∥∇φ∥L∞∥√c
ηk
i ∥2L3 + ∥Jηku − u∥L3∥∇φ∥L∞∥√c

ηk
i ∥2L3

≤C (∥uηk − u∥ 12
L2
∥uηk − u∥ 12

H1
+ ∥Jηku − u∥ 12L2

∥Jηku − u∥ 12H1
) ∥∇φ∥L∞∥√c

ηk
i ∥L2∥√c

ηk
i ∥H1 .

As a consequence of Proposition 3.3 and Corollary 3.5, one has

∫
T

0
(A1 +A2)dt
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≤C (∥uηk − u∥ 12
L2(0,T ;L2)∥uηk − u∥ 12L2(0,T ;H1) + ∥Jηku − u∥ 12L2(0,T ;L2)∥Jηku − u∥ 12L2(0,T ;H1))

× ∥∇φ∥L∞(0,T ;L∞)∥√c
ηk
i ∥L∞(0,T ;L2)∥√c

ηk
i ∥L2(0,T ;H1) → 0.

The latter convergence uses the mollifier property ∥Jηku − u∥L2(0,T ;L2) → 0. As for A3, we write

c
ηk
i − ci = (√c

ηk
i −√ci)(√c

ηk
i +√ci),

and estimate

∫
T

0
A3dt ≤C ∫

T

0
∥u∥L3∥∇φ∥L∞∥√c

ηk
i −√ci∥L3∥√c

ηk
i +√ci∥L3dt

≤C∥u∥ 12
L∞(0,T ;L2)∥u∥ 12L2(0,T ;H1)∥√c

ηk
i −√ci∥ 12L2(0,T ;L2)∥√c

ηk
i −√ci∥ 12L2(0,T ;H1)

× ∥√c
ηk
i +√ci∥ 12L∞(0,T ;L2)∥√c

ηk
i +√ci∥ 12L2(0,T ;H1)∥∇φ∥L∞(0,T ;L∞) → 0.

Therefore, we deduce that

∫
T

0
⟨Jηkuηk ⋅ ∇cηki , φ⟩dt → ∫ T

0
⟨u ⋅ ∇ci, φ⟩dt.

The convergence of advection terms in the momentum equation and the temperature evolution follows sim-

ilarly. Indeed the proof is simpler, as u and T have better bounds compare to ci. It follows that

∫
T

0
⟨Jηkuηk ⋅ ∇uηk , ϕ⟩dt → ∫ T

0
⟨u ⋅ ∇u,ϕ⟩dt, ∫

T

0
⟨Jηkuηk ⋅ ∇T ηk , φ⟩dt → ∫ T

0
⟨u ⋅ ∇T,φ⟩dt.

Step 3. Convergence of the electromigration term. Now we turn our attention to the convergence of the

electromigration term that majorly differs from the other electrodiffusion models studied in the literature.

This term in the NPB system has a super nonlinear aspect governed by the variance of the temperature in

space and time. In order to overcome the challenges arising from this technical issue, we exploit the L3+δ

regularity imposed on the initial temperature (which propagates uniformly in time). Indeed, we start by

performing the following decompositon,

∣⟨∇ ⋅ ( 1

T ηk
c
ηk
i ∇JηkJηkΨηk − 1

T
ci∇Ψ), φ⟩∣

= ∣⟨ 1

T ηk
c
ηk
i ∇JηkJηkΨηk − 1

T
ci∇Ψ,∇φ⟩∣

≤ ∣⟨( 1

T ηk
− 1

T
)cηki ∇JηkJηkΨηk ,∇φ⟩∣ + ∣⟨ 1

T
(cηki − ci)∇JηkJηkΨηk ,∇φ⟩∣

+ ∣⟨ 1
T
ci(JηkJηk∇Ψηk −∇Ψ),∇φ⟩∣ ∶= B1 +B2 +B3,

and then we estimate each of B1, B2, and B3 separetely.

From (3.9) we have
√
c
ηk
i

1√
T ηk
∇JηkJηkΨηk ∈ L2(0,T ;L2). Given δ > 0, letting δ1 = 4δ

1+δ and using

Hölder’s inequality, we bound B1 as follows,

B1 ≤∥ 1√
T ηk
∥
L∞

∥ 1
T
∥
L∞
∥T − T ηk∥L3+δ∥√c

ηk
i ∥L6−δ1 ∥√c

ηk
i

1√
T ηk
∇JηkJηkΨηk∥L2∥∇φ∥L∞ .

By the Gagliardo–Nirenberg interpolation inequality, it follows that

∥√c
ηk
i ∥L6−δ1 ≤ C∥√c

ηk
i ∥ 3

3+δ

H1 ∥√c
ηk
i ∥ δ

3+δ

L2 .

Recall that T ηk ≥ T ∗ and T ≥ T ∗, we have

B1 ≤ C∥T − T ηk∥ 2δ
6+2δ

L3+δ∥T − T ηk∥ 6

6+2δ

L3+δ∥√c
ηk
i ∥ 3

3+δ

H1
∥√c

ηk
i ∥ δ

3+δ

L2
∥
√
c
ηk
i√

T ηk
∇JηkJηkΨηk∥L2∥∇φ∥L∞ . (4.2)
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From Corollary 3.5, we have the strong convergence T ηk
→ T in L2(0,T ;L3+δ) when p = 3+δ. Integrating

B1 in time from 0 to T , and using Hölder’s inequality in time, we manage to control the terms in (4.2)

respectively by their time Lebesgue L
6+2δ
δ , L∞, L

6+2δ
3 , L∞, L2, and L∞ norms, and infer that ∫ T0 B1dt→ 0.

A standard interpolation argument allows us to estimate B2 as follows,

B2 ≤∥ 1
T
∥L∞∥√c

ηk
i −√ci∥L3∥√c

ηk
i +√ci∥L3∥∇JηkΨηk∥L3∥∇φ∥L∞

≤C∥√c
ηk
i −√ci∥ 12L2∥√c

ηk
i −√ci∥ 12H1∥√c

ηk
i +√ci∥ 12L2∥√c

ηk
i +√ci∥ 12H1

× ∥∇JηkΨηk∥ 12
L2∥∇JηkΨηk∥ 12

H1∥∇φ∥L∞ .
Integrating in time from 0 to T , applying Hölder’s inequality in time with exponents 4,4,∞,4,∞,4,∞, and

using Corollary 3.5, we infer that ∫ T0 B2dt→ 0.

As for B3, we observe that ∥JηkJηk∇Ψηk∥L2 ≤ ∥Jηk∇Ψηk∥L2 and apply Proposition 3.3 to deduce that{JηkJηk∇Ψηk}∞k=1 are uniformly bounded in L∞(0,T ;L2), and thus in L4(0,T ;L2). Therefore, there

exists a subsequence, also denoted by JηkJηk∇Ψηk (with a slight abuse of notation), that weakly converges

to some function in L4(0,T ;L2). We will show that this limit is actually ∇Ψ. By elliptic estimate we have

∥JηkJηk∇Ψηk −∇Ψ∥L2

≤∥JηkJηk(∇Ψηk −∇Ψ)∥L2 + ∥Jηk(Jηk∇Ψ −∇Ψ)∥L2 + ∥Jηk∇Ψ −∇Ψ∥L2

≤
N

∑
i=1

C∥cηki − ci∥L 6
5

+ 2∥Jηk∇Ψ −∇Ψ∥L2 .

The first term in the last line above can be controlled as follows,

∥cηki − ci∥L 6
5

≤∥√c
ηk
i −√ci∥L2∥√c

ηk
i +√ci∥L3

≤C∥√c
ηk
i −√ci∥L2∥√c

ηk
i +√ci∥ 12L2∥√c

ηk
i +√ci∥ 12H1 .

By applying the L
4

3 norm in time to ∥JηkJηk∇Ψηk −∇Ψ∥L2 , we obtain that

∥JηkJηk∇Ψηk −∇Ψ∥
L

4
3 (0,T ;L2)

≤C
N

∑
i=1
∥cηki − ci∥L 4

3 (0,T ;L 6
5 )
+ 2∥Jηk∇Ψ −∇Ψ∥L 4

3 (0,T ;L2)

≤C∥√c
ηk
i −√ci∥L2(0,T ;L2)∥√c

ηk
i +√ci∥ 12L∞(0,T ;L2)∥√c

ηk
i +√ci∥ 12L2(0,T ;H1)

+ 2∥Jηk∇Ψ −∇Ψ∥L 4
3 (0,T ;L2)

→ 0,

after making use of Proposition 3.3, Corollary 3.5, and convergence properties of mollifiers. Then by

the uniqueness of limits, we infer that JηkJηk∇Ψηk
⇀ ∇Ψ weakly in L4(0,T ;L2). Since 1

T
,∇φ ∈

L∞(0,T ;L∞) and ci ∈ L 4

3 (0,T ;L2), we exploit the weak convergence of JηkJηk∇Ψηk to ∇Ψ to con-

clude that ∫ T0 B3dt → 0. Combining the convergence results for B1, B2, and B3 yields

∫
T

0
⟨ 1

T ηk
c
ηk
i ∇JηkJηkΨηk ,∇φ⟩dt → ∫ T

0
⟨ 1
T
ci∇Ψ,∇φ⟩dt.

Step 4. Convergence of the electric forcing term. Finally, we prove the convergence of the electric term

forcing the Navier-Stokes equations. We have

∣⟨Jηk(ρηkJηkJηk∇Ψηk) − ρ∇Ψ, ϕ⟩∣
≤ ∣⟨Jηk((ρηk − ρ)JηkJηk∇Ψηk), ϕ⟩∣ + ∣⟨Jηk(ρJηkJηk∇Ψηk) − ρJηkJηk∇Ψηk , ϕ⟩∣
+ ∣⟨ρJηkJηk∇Ψηk − ρ∇Ψ, ϕ⟩∣ ∶= C1 +C2 +C3.
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For C1, by Hölder’s inequality and the interpolation inequality, one deduces

C1 ≤ C∥ρηk − ρ∥
L

3
2
∥Jηk∇Ψηk∥L3∥ϕ∥L∞

≤ C
N

∑
i=1
∥√c

ηk
i −√ci∥L3∥√c

ηk
i +√ci∥L3∥∇JηkΨηk∥L3∥ϕ∥L∞

≤ C
N

∑
i=1
∥√c

ηk
i −√ci∥ 12L2

∥√c
ηk
i −√ci∥ 12H1

∥√c
ηk
i +√ci∥ 12L2

∥√c
ηk
i +√ci∥ 12H1

× ∥∇JηkΨηk∥ 12
L2∥∇JηkΨηk∥ 12

H1∥ϕ∥L∞ .
As shown for B2, we deduce that ∫ T0 C1dt→ 0.

For C2, we compute

∫
T

0
C2dt ≤C∥ρ∥

L
4
3 (0,T ;L2)

∥Jηk∇Ψηk∥L4(0,T ;L3)∥Jηkϕ − ϕ∥L∞(0,T ;L6)

≤C
N

∑
i=1
∥ci∥

L
4
3 (0,T ;L2)

∥Jηk∇Ψηk∥ 12
L∞(0,T ;L2)∥Jηk∇Ψηk∥ 12

L2(0,T ;H1)

× ∥Jηkϕ − ϕ∥L∞(0,T ;L6) → 0,

where we have used the mollifier properties and Proposition 3.3.

Finally, thanks to the weak convergence of JηkJηk∇Ψηk
⇀ ∇Ψ in L4(0,T ;L2), as well as the regularity

ρ ∈ L 4

3 (0,T ;L2) and ϕ ∈ L∞(0,T ;L∞), we obtain ∫ T0 C3dt→ 0, as shown for the term B3.

Combining the aforementioned results for C1, C2, and C3, we conclude that

∫
T

0
⟨Jηk(ρηkJηkJηk∇Ψηk), ϕ⟩dt → ∫ T

0
⟨ρ∇Ψ, ϕ⟩dt.

Therefore, (ci, u, T ) is a weak solution to system (2.1) on [0,T ] in the sense of (2.4)–(2.6) and satisfying

the regularity (2.3). This finishes the proof. �

5. LONG-TIME DYNAMICS

Given a weak solution (u, ci, T ) to the NPB model obtained by Theorem 2.1, we study its long-time

dynamics and establish its convergence in time to the steady state (u#, c#i , T#) = (0, c̄i, T̄ ) = (0, ci(0), T0).
In addition, we address the decay of the entropy ∫T3 ci log

ci
c̄i
dx to 0.

5.1. Convergence of entropies. In this subsection, we address the convergence of sequences of entropies

in Lebesgue spaces.

Proposition 5.1. Let {fn(t, x)}∞n=1 be a sequence of nonnegative real-valued functions. Suppose the fol-

lowing holds:

(1) The sequence {√fn}∞n=1 converges in L2(0,T ;L2) to
√
f for some nonnegative function f ;

(2) The sequence {fn}∞n=1 is uniformly bounded in L
3

2 (0,T ;L 3

2 ), and f ∈ L 3

2 (0,T ;L 3

2 ).
For t ∈ [0,T ], define the sequence of entropies En(t) = ∫T3 fn log fndx. Then {En(t)}∞n=1has a subsequence

that converges to E(t) = ∫T3 f log fdx in L1(0,T ).
Proof. For n ∈ N and t ∈ [0,T ], we consider the remainders

Rn(t) = ∫
T3

∣fn log fn − f log f ∣dx
and bound Rn(t) by the sum of three terms, R1

n(t), R2
n(t), and R3

n(t), where

R1
n(t) = ∫

T3

∣√fn
√
fn log fn −√fn

√
f log fn∣dx,
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R2
n(t) = ∫

T3

∣√fn
√
f log fn −√fn

√
f log f ∣dx,

R3
n(t) = ∫

T3

∣√fn
√
f log f −√f

√
f log f ∣dx.

By the time-space Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the algebraic estimate x(logx)2 ≤ 1 + x 3

2 that holds for

nonnegative real numbers x ∈ R, we estimate

∣∫ T

0
R1

n(t)dt∣ ≤ (∫ T

0
∫
T3

(√fn −√f)2 dxdt) 1

2 (∫ T

0
∫
T3

(√fn log fn)2 dxdt)
1

2

≤ C (∫ T

0
∫
T3

(√fn −√f)2 dxdt) 1

2 (∫ T

0
∫
T3

(1 + f 3

2

n )dxdt)
1

2

,

where the right-hand side converges to 0 as n → ∞ due to the uniform boundedness of the functions fn in

L
3

2 (0,T ;L 3

2 ) and the convergence
√
fn →

√
f in L2(0,T ;L2). Similarly, ∫ T0 R3

n(t)dt converges to 0.

As {√fn}∞n=1 converges to
√
f in L2(0,T ;L2), we infer the existence of a subsequence {√fnk

}∞
k=1 that

converge to
√
f a.e. on [0,T ] × T3. Consequently, {fnk

}∞k=1 converges to f a.e. on [0,T ] × T3. For k ∈ N,

we define the sequences of functions

hnk
= ∣√fnk

√
f log fnk

−√fnk

√
f log f ∣, gnk

=√f (1 + f 3

4

nk
) +√fnk

(1 + f 3

4 ) .
We note that ∣hnk

∣ ≤ gnk
for all k ∈ N, all t ∈ [0,T ], and all x ∈ T3. Moreover, {hnk

}∞k=1 and {gnk
}∞k=1

converge respectively to 0 and 2
√
f(1 + f 3

4 ) a.e. on [0,T ] × T3. We will show that

∫
[0,T ]×T3

√
f (1 + f 3

4

nk
)dxdt → ∫

[0,T ]×T3

√
f(1 + f 3

4 )dxdt, (5.1)

∫
[0,T ]×T3

√
fnk
(1 + f 3

4 )dxdt → ∫
[0,T ]×T3

√
f(1 + f 3

4 )dxdt (5.2)

as k → ∞ and deduce from the Generalized Dominated Convergence Theorem that {∫ T0 R2
nk
dt}∞

k=1
con-

verges to 0. In order to prove (5.1), we decompose the difference Dk = ∫ T0 ∫T3[√f(f 3

4

nk
− f 3

4 )]dxdt into

the sum of two terms, D1
k and D2

k, where

D1
k ∶= ∫ T

0
∫
T3

√
ff

1

4

nk
(√fnk

−√f)dxdt and D2
k ∶= ∫ T

0
∫
T3

√
f
√
f (f 1

4

nk
− f 1

4)dxdt,
and we prove that {D1

k}∞k=1 and {D2
k}∞k=1 converge to 0 as k →∞. Indeed,

∣D1
k ∣ ≤ (∫ T

0
∫
T3

(√fnk
−√f)2dxdt) 1

2 (∫ T

0
∫
T3

f
3

2dxdt) 1

3 (∫ T

0
∫
T3

f
3

2

nk
dxdt) 1

6

in view of Hölder’s inequality, and so D1
k → 0. By making use of the algebraic identity (a 1

4 −b 1

4 )(a 1

4 +b 1

4 ) =√
a −√b that holds for any nonnegative real numbers a and b, we estimate

∣D2
k ∣ =
RRRRRRRRRRRRR∫

T

0
∫
T3

√
f
√
f

√
fnk
−√f

f
1

4

nk
+ f 1

4

dxdt

RRRRRRRRRRRRR ≤ ∫
T

0
∫
T3

√
f
√
f
∣√fnk

−√f ∣
f

1

4

dxdt

= ∫
T

0
∫
T3

f
3

4 ∣√fnk
−√f ∣dxdt ≤ (∫ T

0
∫
T3

(√fnk
−√f)2dxdt) 1

2 (∫ T

0
∫
T3

f
3

2 dxdt) 1

2

,

and thus {D2
k}∞k=1 converges to 0 as well. This gives the desired convergence property (5.1). The proof

of (5.2) is similar and thus is omitted. Therefore, {∫ T0 Rnk
dt}∞

k=1
converges to 0. This ends the proof of

Proposition 5.1. �
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Corollary 5.2. Given T > 0, the sequence Eη(t) = ∑N
i=1 ∫T3 c

η
i (t) log c

η
i (t)

c
η
i

dx has a subsequence that

converges to E(t) = ∑N
i=1 ∫T3 ci(t) log ci(t)

c̄i
dx strongly in L1(0,T ).

Proof. First notice that

∫
T3

c
η
i (t) log cηi dx = log cηi ∫

T3

c
η
i (t)dx = log ci ∫

T3

ci(t)dx = ∫
T3

ci(t) log cidx.
Then the result follows from Proposition 3.3, Corollary 3.5, and Proposition 5.1. �

5.2. Long-time dynamics. Now we present the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. First, recall that from (3.3) we have ∥T η(t) − T η
0 ∥2L2 ≤ ∥T0 − T0∥2L2e

− 2κ
Cp

t
for all η.

If T is a weak solution obtained by passing to the limit η → 0 from T η, we know from Corollary 3.5 that∥T η(t) − T η
0 ∥L2 → ∥T (t) − T0∥L2 strongly in L2(0,T ), thus a subsequence converges for a.e. t ∈ [0,T ].

Then it follows that for a.e. t ∈ [0,T ],
∥T (t) − T0∥2L2 ≤ ∥T0 − T0∥2L2e

− 2κ
Cp

t
.

Next, we address the decay in time and rate of convergence of the energy

Eη ∶= ε ∥∇JηΨη∥2L2 + ∥uη∥2L2 + 2kBNAT
∗Eη

by exploiting the dissipation

Dη ∶= 2D

ε
∥Jηρη∥2L2 + ν∥∇uη∥2L2 + DkBNAT

∗

2

N

∑
i=1
∥∇√c

η
i ∥2L2

that governs the time evolution of Eη, as shown in (3.8). In view of the Poisson equation −ε∆JηΨη = Jηρη,

we have the elliptic estimate

2D

ε
∥Jηρη∥2L2 ≥ 2Dε

Ce

∥∇JηΨη∥2L2 ,

and by the Poincaré inequality, one has

ν

2
∥∇uη∥2L2 ≥ ν

2Cp

∥uη∥2L2 .

Applying the logarithmic Sobolev inequality [4, Theorem 1] we obtain

DkBNAT
∗

4

N

∑
i=1
∥∇√c

η
i ∥2L2 ≥ DkBNAT

∗

4Cs

N

∑
i=1
∫
T3

c
η
i log

c
η
i

c̄i
dx = DkBNAT

∗

4Cs

Eη.

Now notice that the term ci(0)2∥u∥2L2 on the right-hand side of (3.8) tremendously destroys the decay of

energy. Instead, an application of the Poincaré inequality allows this term to get absorbed by the dissipation

under some size condition imposed on ci(0). In order to track such a condition, we revisit (3.4) and obtain

∣∫
T3

gαS( N∑
i=1

c
η
iMi − Sη

r )uη3dx∣ ≤ CαS

N

∑
i=1
∥cηi − cηi ∥L 3

2

∥uη∥ 12
L2
∥∇uη∥ 12

L2

≤CαS

N

∑
i=1
∥cηi − cηi ∥W 1,1∥∇uη∥L2 ≤ αS

N

∑
i=1
∥∇cηi ∥L1∥∇uη∥L2

≤CαS

N

∑
i=1
∥cηi ∥L2∥∇√c

η
i ∥L2∥∇uη∥L2 ≤ CαS

N

∑
i=1
∥cηi ∥ 12L1∥∇√c

η
i ∥L2∥∇uη∥L2

≤ν
4
∥∇uη∥2L2 +Cν−1α2

S

N

∑
i=1

ci(0)∥∇√c
η
i ∥2L2 ,

(5.3)
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where the constant C depends only on the domain T
3. If we impose the following size assumption on ci(0):

Cν−1α2
S max
i∈{1,...,N}

ci(0) ≤ DkBNAT
∗

4
⇔ max

i∈{1,...,N}
ci(0) ≤ DkBNAT

∗ν

4Cα2
S

, (5.4)

we can use the dissipation to absorb the terms on the right-hand side of (5.3).

Denoting by M ∶= min{2D
Ce

, ν
2Cp

, D
8Cs
}, combining the estimates above, and taking advantage of the

temperature decaying estimates (3.3), we rewrite (3.8) as

d

dt
Eη +MEη ≤ C∥T η − Tr∥2L2 ≤ C∥T η

0 − Tr∥2L2e
− 2κ

Cp
t
.

Letting M̃ ∶=min{M, κ
Cp
}, we end up with the energy inequality

d

dt
Eη + M̃Eη ≤ C∥T η

0 − Tr∥2L2e
−2M̃t.

Integrating both sides from 0 to t ∈ [0,T ], thanks to Proposition 3.1, we conclude that for any t ∈ [0,T ],
Eη(t) ≤ (Eη(0) +CM̃−1∥T η

0 − Tr∥2L2) e−M̃t ≤ (E(0) +CM̃−1∥T0 − Tr∥2L2) e−M̃t. (5.5)

If (ci, u, T ) is a weak solution obtained by passing to the limit η → 0 from (cηi , uη , T η), we infer from

Corollary 3.5 and Corollary 5.2 that up to a subsequence, ∥uη(t)∥L2 → ∥u(t)∥L2 in L2(0,T ) and Eη(t) →
E(t) in L1(0,T ). By passing to a further subsequence in η → 0, (5.5) implies that for a.e. t ∈ [0,T ],

∥u(t)∥2L2 +E(t) = ∥u(t)∥2L2 + ∫
T3

ci(t) log ci(t)
c̄i
≤ Ce−M̃t.

Finally, thanks to the Csiszar-Kullback-Pinsker inequality (see e.g. [43]), we have ∥ci(t) − ci(0)∥2L1 =∥ci(t) − ci∥2L1 ≤ CE(t), which leads to the exponential decay in time of ci(t) to ci(0) in L1. �

Remark 2. We point out that the size condition (5.4) can be dropped in the case of αS = 0, i.e., when

the salinity in the buoyancy force is negligible. Moreover, as kBNA = R ≈ 8.3 is of order O(1), the size

condition (5.4) makes sense in real-world applications.

6. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We introduce a new electrodiffusion model, the Nernst-Planck-Boussinesq (NPB) system, which incor-

porates variational temperature and buoyancy forces, enhancing its generality and realism compared to other

electrodiffusion models which assume constant temperature in space and time. From a mathematical point

of view, temperature variation in the NPB system brings forth a more complicated nonlinear structure in the

electromigration term. Due to the variation of temperature, the techniques employed for the NPNS system

(see, for example, [10]) are not applicable.

In the case of equal diffusivities for all ionic species, we successfully establish the global existence of

weak solutions to the NPB system with periodic boundary conditions in 3D, with initial conditions ∇Ψ0 ∈
L2, ci(0) ∈ L1, ci(0) log ci(0) ∈ L1, u0 ∈ H , T0 ∈ L3+δ for any arbitrary δ > 0, and under the assumptions

that ci(0) are nonnegative and T0 ≥ T ∗ > 0 (which follows from the Third Law of Thermodynamics). The

slightly higher regularity requirement for T0 is due to the cubic nonlinearity in the electromigration term.

Additionally, we study the long-time dynamics of weak solutions and establish the exponential decay in

time of (ci(t), u(t), T (t)) to (ci(0),0, T0) and of the relative entropy ∫T3 ci(t) log ci(t)
c̄i

to 0 under some

size constraint on the initial condition ci(0).
Many interesting open problems need further investigation for the NPB system. One such problem is the

existence of global weak solutions where the ionic species have different diffusivities. Another natural ques-

tion is whether the 3D NPB model has global weak solutions in the presence of boundaries with prescribed

physical boundary conditions. Also, the long-time dynamics of solutions to the NPB system without any

assumptions on ci(0) is an open problem.
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APPENDIX A. GLOBAL REGULARITY OF THE MOLLIFIED NPB SYSTEM

In this appendix we prove Proposition 3.2 on the global well-posedness of the mollified system (3.2). We

fix some η > 0, and drop the superscript η when there is no confusion. As for the initial data, we keep the

superscript η to distinguish between the mollified and unmollified initial data.

A.1. An iteration scheme. For each n ≥ 0, we consider the following iterative system

∂tc
(n+1)
i +Jηu(n+1) ⋅ ∇c(n+1)i −D∆c

(n+1)
i −D e

kB
∇ ⋅ (zi 1

T (n+1)
c
(n+1)
i ∇JηJηΨ(n)) = 0, (A.1a)



3D NERNST-PLANCK-BOUSSINESQ SYSTEM 23

− ε∆Ψ(n+1) = ρ(n+1) =
N

∑
i=1

eNAzic
(n+1)
i , (A.1b)

∂tu
(n+1) +Jηu(n) ⋅ ∇u(n+1) − ν∆u(n+1) +∇p(n+1)

= g (αT (T (n+1) − Tr) − αS ( N

∑
i=1

c
(n)
i Mi − Sr)) k⃗ −Jη (ρ(n)∇JηJηΨ(n)) , (A.1c)

∇ ⋅ u(n+1) = 0, (A.1d)

∂tT
(n+1) +Jηu(n) ⋅ ∇T (n+1) − κ∆T (n+1) = 0, (A.1e)

with initial conditions (cηi (0), uη0 , T η
0 ). The constants Tr = T η

0 and Sr =
N∑
i=1

c
η
i (0)Mi are fixed and indepen-

dent of the spatial-time variables and the index n. In addition, we set

c
(0)
i = cηi (0), u(0) = uη0, T (0) = T η

0 , −ε∆Ψ(0) = ρ(0) =
N

∑
i=1

eNAzic
(0)
i ,

which are all constants in time.

For n = 0, as u(0) is smooth and (A.1e) is a linear transport-diffusion equation with periodic boundary

conditions and smooth initial conditions, it has a unique smooth solution T (1) for any t ≥ 0. Moreover, as

T
η
0 ≥ T ∗, we have T (1) ≥ T ∗. Next, since equation (A.1c) is linear in u(1) and has smooth forcing terms

depending on T (1) and c
(0)
i , and u(1) is transported by a smooth velocity field Jηu(0), we infer the existence

of a unique smooth solution u(1) for any t ≥ 0. As T (1) ≥ T ∗, one has that 1

T (1)
is smooth. Since equation

(A.1a) is linear in c
(1)
i with all other functions in the equation being smooth, one can obtain a unique smooth

solution c
(1)
i for each i = 1,2, . . . ,N and for each t ≥ 0. In addition, following the argument in [10] and the

fact that ∫ t
0 ∥ 1

T (1)
∥2L∞∥∇JηJηΨ(0)∥2L∞dt′ is bounded for any t ≥ 0, we deduce that c

(1)
i ≥ 0.

Having constructed smooth solutions c
(1)
i , u(1), T (1), ρ(1), and Ψ(1) for the iteration n = 0, we can

proceed in the same manner and obtain another family of solutions c
(2)
i , u(2), T (2), ρ(2), and Ψ(2) corre-

sponding to the iteration n = 1. Repeating the same argument, one can obtain a sequence of smooth solutions

c
(n)
i , u(n), T (n), ρ(n), and Ψ(n) for each n ∈ N. In addition, it holds that T (n) ≥ T ∗ and c

(n)
i ≥ 0 for all

times t ≥ 0 and all n ∈ N. As T (n) = T η
0 and c

(n)
i = cηi (0) are invariant in time, one has u(n) = uη0 = 0.

A.2. Energy estimates. Having a sequence of solutions for n ∈ N, we now establish the energy estimates

that are needed to prove the global well-posedness and regularity of the mollified system. These estimates

will be performed in several steps.

Step 1. The bound for ∥T (n+1)∥L2 . By integrating by parts and using the divergence-free condition of

Jηu(n), the L2 norm of the iterative temperature T (n+1) evolves according to

1

2

d

dt
∥T (n+1)∥2L2 + κ∥∇T (n+1)∥2L2 = 0,

which implies that for any t ≥ 0,

∥T (n+1)(t)∥2L2 + 2κ∫ t

0
∥∇T (n+1)(s)∥2L2ds = ∥T η

0 ∥2L2 . (A.2)

Step 2. The bound for ∥c(n+1)i ∥L2 . The L2 norm of each concentration c
(n+1)
i satisfies

1

2

d

dt
∥c(n+1)i ∥2L2 +D∥∇c(n+1)i ∥2L2 = −D e

kB
∫
T3

zi
1

T (n+1)
c
(n+1)
i ∇c(n+1)i ∇JηJηΨ(n)dx,
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due to the divergence-free condition obeyed by Jηu(n+1). Applications of Hölder’s, Young’s, and the

Sobolev inequalities give rise to the energy inequality

1

2

d

dt
∥c(n+1)i ∥2L2 + 1

2
D∥∇c(n+1)i ∥2L2 ≤C ∥ 1

T (n+1)
∥2
L∞
∥∇JηJηΨ(n)∥2L∞∥c(n+1)i ∥2L2

≤C ( 1

T ∗
)−2 ∥JηJηΨ(n)∥2H3∥c(n+1)i ∥2L2 .

Using the smoothing properties of the mollifiers and employing a standard duality argument, one has

∥JηJηΨ(n)∥H3 ≤ Cη−3∥ρ(n)∥H−2 ≤ Cη−3∥ρ(n)∥L1 ≤ Cη−3
N

∑
i=1
∥c(n)i ∥L1 = Cη−3

N

∑
i=1

c
η
i (0), (A.3)

where the last equality follows from the nonnegativity of the ionic concentrations c
(n+1)
i and the fact that

their spacial means are invariant in time. Consequently, one can infer that

1

2

d

dt
∥c(n+1)i ∥2L2 + 1

2
D∥∇c(n+1)i ∥2L2 ≤ Cη−6 ( 1

T ∗
)−2 N

∑
i=1

c
η
i (0)2∥c(n+1)i ∥2L2 =∶ C̃∥c(n+1)i ∥2L2 ,

where C̃ is a constant independent of space and time. By Grönwall’s inequality, for any t ≥ 0 we have

∥c(n+1)i (t)∥2L2 +∫ t

0
D∥∇c(n+1)i (s)∥2L2e

C̃(t−s)ds ≤ ∥cηi (0)∥2L2e
C̃t. (A.4)

Step 3. The bound for ∥u(n+1)∥L2 . The L2 norm of the iterative velocity u(n+1) satisfies

1

2

d

dt
∥u(n+1)∥2L2 + ν∥∇u(n+1)∥2L2 = − ∫

T3

Jη (ρ(n)∇JηJηΨ(n)) ⋅ u(n+1)dx
+ ∫

T3

(gαT (T (n+1) − Tr)u(n+1)3 − gαS( N∑
i=1

c
(n)
i Mi − Sr)u(n+1)3 )dx.

By making use of the mean-free property obeyed by u(n+1), and applying Hölder’s, Young’s, the Poincaré

and the Sobolev inequalities, we have

1

2

d

dt
∥u(n+1)∥2L2 + ν∥∇u(n+1)∥2L2

≤C( N

∑
i=1
∥c(n)i ∥L2∥∇JηJηΨ(n)∥L∞ + ∥T (n+1)∥L2 + N

∑
i=1
∥c(n)i ∥L2)∥u(n+1)∥L2

≤C(N∑
i=1
∥c(n)i ∥2L2 + ∥T (n+1)∥2L2) + ν

2
∥∇u(n+1)∥2L2 ,

where the second inequality follows from the uniform-in-time bound (A.3) for the mollified iterative po-

tential. As c
(n)
i obeys the same estimate derived for c

(n+1)
i in (A.4), and thanks to the uniform-in-time

boundedness of the iterative temperatures in L2 described by (A.2), the latter differential inequality boils

down to

d

dt
∥u(n+1)∥2L2 + ν∥∇u(n+1)∥2L2 ≤ C(∥cηi (0)∥2L2e

C̃t + ∥T η
0 ∥2L2).

An application of Grönwall’s inequality yields

∥u(n+1)(t)∥2L2 + ν ∫ t

0
∥∇u(n+1)(s)∥2L2ds ≤ ∥uη0∥2L2 +C(∥cηi (0)∥2L2e

C̃t + ∥T η
0 ∥2L2t). (A.5)

Step 4. Bounds for the time derivatives. In order to obtain good controls of ∂tT
(n+1), ∂tc

(n+1)
i , and

∂tu
(n+1) in appropriate Lebesgue spaces, we take the inner product of equations (A.1a) and (A.1e) with a
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scalar test function φ ∈ L2(0,T ;H1), and (A.1c) with a vector-valued test function ϕ ∈ L2(0,T ;V ). By

Hölder’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality, we infer that

∣⟨Jηu(n+1) ⋅ ∇c(n+1)i , φ⟩∣ ≤ C∥Jηu(n+1)∥L3∥∇c(n+1)i ∥L2∥φ∥L6 ≤ Cη∥u(n+1)∥L2∥∇c(n+1)i ∥L2∥φ∥H1 .

Thanks to the uniform-in-time bounds (A.4) and (A.5), it follows that Jηu(n+1) ⋅ ∇c(n+1)i ∈ L2(0,T ;H−1).
Similarly, we can show that Jηu(n) ⋅ ∇u(n+1) ∈ L2(0,T ;V ′) and Jηu(n) ⋅ ∇T (n+1) ∈ L2(0,T ;H−1). As

for the electromigration term, we integrate by parts and use the potential bound (A.3) to estimate

∣⟨ 1

T (n+1)
c
(n+1)
i ∇JηJηΨ(n),∇φ⟩∣ ≤C ∥ 1

T (n+1)
∥
L∞
∥c(n+1)i ∥L2∥∇JηJηΨ(n)∥L∞∥∇φ∥L2

≤C 1

T ∗
η−3

N

∑
i=1

c
η
i (0)∥c(n+1)i ∥L2∥φ∥H1 .

Consequently, we conclude that ∇⋅( 1

T (n+1)
c
(n+1)
i ∇JηJηΨ(n)) ∈ L∞(0,T ;H−1). The remaining terms can

be estimated in a similar fashion. As a result, one has

{∂tc(n)i , ∂tT
(n)} are uniformly bounded in L2(0,T ;H−1),

{∂tu(n)} are uniformly bounded in L2(0,T ;V ′).
A.3. Existence of weak solutions. The proof of the existence of weak solutions follows similarly to the one

in Section 4, and is indeed much simpler since the sequence of solutions (in n) to the iteration scheme (A.1)

have better estimates compared to the sequence of solutions (in ηk) to the mollified system (3.2). Therefore,

we omit the details here.

A.4. Regularity of solutions. We fix η > 0 and again drop the superscript η except for the initial conditions.

For any s ∈ N, consider a multi-index α ∈ N3 such that ∣α∣ ≤ s. Then the Hs evolution of T reads

d

dt
∥T ∥2Hs + 2κ∥∇T ∥2Hs = − ∑

0≤∣α∣≤s
⟨Dα(Jηu ⋅ ∇T ),DαT ⟩.

AsJηu is divergence-free, we have ⟨Jηu⋅∇DαT,DαT ⟩ = 0. We use the Hölder and the Sobolev inequalities

to bound RRRRRRRRRRRR ∑0≤∣α∣≤s⟨D
α(Jηu ⋅ ∇T ),DαT ⟩RRRRRRRRRRRR =

RRRRRRRRRRRR ∑0≤∣α∣≤s ∑0<β≤α⟨D
βJηu ⋅Dα−β∇T,DαT ⟩RRRRRRRRRRRR

≤C ∑
0≤∣α∣≤s

∑
0<β≤α

∥DβJηu∥H2∥Dα−β∇T ∥L2∥DαT ∥L2 ≤ Cs,η∥u∥L2∥T ∥2Hs .

(A.6)

Thus it follows that

d

dt
∥T ∥2Hs + 2κ∥∇T ∥2Hs ≤ Cs,η∥u∥L2∥T ∥2Hs .

Application of Grönwall’s inequality and the regularity criterion u ∈ C([0,T ];L2) (that holds for any

T > 0) yields

∥T (t)∥2Hs + 2κ∫ T

0
∥∇T (s)∥2Hsds ≤ Cs,η,T ,∥u0∥L2 ,∥T0∥L2

, (A.7)

for any t ∈ [0,T ]. Here we have used the fact that ∥uη0∥L2 ≤ ∥u0∥L2 and ∥T η
0 ∥Hs ≤ Cs,η∥T0∥L2 . Typically,

as the initial condition T
η
0 ∈ C∞(T3), one can perform the estimate above for any s ∈ N and eventually

conclude that

T ∈ C([0,T ];C∞(T3)). (A.8)
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Next, we address the time evolution of the Hs norms of the concentrations ci. These are described by

d

dt
∥ci∥2Hs + 2D∥∇ci∥2Hs = − ∑

0≤∣α∣≤s
⟨Dα(Jηu ⋅ ∇ci),Dαci⟩ −Dezi

kB
∑

0≤∣α∣≤s
⟨Dα( 1

T
ci∇JηJηΨ),Dα∇ci⟩.

The first nonlinear term on the right-hand side can be estimated similarly as in (A.6), and one can getRRRRRRRRRRRR ∑0≤∣α∣≤s⟨D
α(Jηu ⋅ ∇ci),Dαci⟩RRRRRRRRRRRR ≤ Cs,η∥u∥L2∥ci∥2Hs .

For any m ∈ N and ∣α∣ = m, the derivative Dα( 1
T
) consists of terms whose denominators are Tm′ with

m′ ≤m + 1, and whose numerators are the product of derivatives of T with order at most m. Thanks to the

fact that T ≥ T ∗ and (A.7), one can conclude that

∥Dα( 1
T
)∥

L∞
≤ C ∥ 1

T
∥
Hs+2

≤ Cs,η,T ,∥u0∥L2 ,∥T0∥L2 ,T ∗ .

By Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, and using an estimate similar to (A.3) with 3 replaced by

s + 2, we have RRRRRRRRRRRRD
ezi

kB
∑

0≤∣α∣≤s
⟨Dα( 1

T
ci∇JηJηΨ),Dα∇ci⟩RRRRRRRRRRRR ≤D∥∇ci∥

2
Hs +C∥ci∥2Hs ,

where the constant in the last step depends on s, η, ∥u0∥L2 , ∥T0∥L2 , and ci(0). Hence, the Sobolev Hs norm

of ci obeys

d

dt
∥ci∥2Hs +D∥∇ci∥2Hs ≤ C∥ci∥2Hs ,

which, together with Grönwall’s inequality, implies that

∥ci(t)∥2Hs +D∫ T

0
∥∇ci(s)∥2Hsds ≤ C, (A.9)

for any t ∈ [0,T ]. As c
η
i (0) ∈ C∞(T3), the above is true for any s ∈ N, and therefore,

ci ∈ C([0,T ];C∞(T3)), for i = 1,2, . . . ,N. (A.10)

Finally, the Hs evolution of u reads

d

dt
∥u∥2Hs + 2ν∥∇u∥2Hs

= − ∑
0≤∣α∣≤s

⟨Dα(Jηu ⋅ ∇u),Dαu⟩ − ∑
0≤∣α∣≤s

gαS ⟨Dα ( N

∑
i=1

Mi(ci − cηi (0))) ,Dαu3⟩
+ ∑

0≤∣α∣≤s
gαT ⟨Dα (T − T η

0 ) ,Dαu3⟩ − ∑
0≤∣α∣≤s

⟨DαJη (ρ∇JηJηΨ) ,Dαu⟩.
(A.11)

The first nonlinear term on the right-hand side can be estimated similarly as in (A.6), and one obtainsRRRRRRRRRRRR ∑0≤∣α∣≤s⟨D
α(Jηu ⋅ ∇u),Dαu⟩RRRRRRRRRRRR ≤ Cs,η∥u∥L2∥u∥2Hs .

By Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, we haveRRRRRRRRRRRR ∑0≤∣α∣≤s gαS ⟨Dα ( N

∑
i=1

Mi(ci − cηi (0))) ,Dαu3⟩RRRRRRRRRRRR +
RRRRRRRRRRRR ∑0≤∣α∣≤sgαT ⟨Dα (T − T η

0 ) ,Dαu3⟩RRRRRRRRRRRR
≤C(1 + N

∑
i=1
∥ci∥2Hs + ∥T ∥2Hs) +C∥u∥2Hs .
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Using in addition the bound (A.3), we estimateRRRRRRRRRRRR ∑0≤∣α∣≤s⟨D
αJη (ρ∇JηJηΨ) ,Dαu⟩RRRRRRRRRRRR ≤ C

N

∑
i=1
∥ci∥2L2 +C∥u∥2Hs .

Combining the estimates above for the right-hand side of (A.11), one has

d

dt
∥u∥2Hs + 2ν∥∇u∥2Hs ≤ C(1 + N

∑
i=1
∥ci∥2Hs + ∥T ∥2Hs) +C(1 + ∥u∥L2)∥u∥2Hs .

By Grönwall’s inequality and thanks to (A.7) and (A.9), we deduce that

∥u(t)∥2Hs + 2ν ∫ T

0
∥∇u(s)∥2Hsds ≤ C,

for any t ∈ [0,T ]. As u
η
0 ∈ C∞(T3), the above is true for any s ∈ N, and therefore,

u ∈ C([0,T ];C∞(T3)). (A.12)

A.5. Uniqueness of solutions. Fix η > 0 and let (u1, c1i , T 1) and (u2, c2i , T 2) be two smooth solutions

to system (3.2) with the same initial conditions (uη0 , cηi (0), T η
0 ). Denote their difference by (u, ci, T ) =

(u1 −u2, c1i − c2i , T 1−T 2), and let ρ = ρ1 −ρ2 ∶= N∑
i=1

eNAzi(c1i − c2i ) and p = p1−p2. Then (u, ci, T ) satisfies

∂tci +Jηu ⋅ ∇c1i +Jηu2 ⋅ ∇ci −D∆ci +D e

kB
∇ ⋅ (zi T

T 1T 2
c1i∇JηJηΨ1)

−D e

kB
∇ ⋅ (zi 1

T 2
ci∇JηJηΨ1) −D e

kB
∇ ⋅ (zi 1

T 2
c2i∇JηJηΨ) = 0,

− ε∆Ψ = ρ =
N

∑
i=1

eNAzici,

∂tu +Jηu ⋅ ∇u1 +Jηu2 ⋅ ∇u − ν∆u +∇p
= g (αTT −αS

N

∑
i=1

ciMi) k⃗ −Jη (ρ∇JηJηΨ1) −Jη (ρ2∇JηJηΨ) ,
∇ ⋅ u = 0,
∂tT +Jηu ⋅ ∇T 1 +Jηu2 ⋅ ∇T − κ∆T = 0.

The L2 time evolution of (ci, u, T ) is given by

1

2

d

dt
(∥u∥2L2 + N

∑
i=1
∥ci∥2L2 + ∥T ∥2L2) + ν∥∇u∥2L2 +D N

∑
i=1
∥∇ci∥2L2 + κ∥∇T ∥2L2

=
N

∑
i=1

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣ − ⟨Jηu ⋅ ∇c
1
i , ci⟩ +D e

kB
⟨zi T

T 1T 2
c1i∇JηJηΨ1,∇ci⟩ −D e

kB
⟨zi 1

T 2
ci∇JηJηΨ1,∇ci⟩

−D e

kB
⟨zi 1

T 2
c2i∇JηJηΨ,∇ci⟩

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
− ⟨Jηu ⋅ ∇u1, u⟩ + ⟨g (αTT − αS

N

∑
i=1

ciMi) , u3⟩
− ⟨Jη (ρ∇JηJηΨ1) , u⟩ − ⟨Jη (ρ2∇JηJηΨ) , u⟩ − ⟨Jηu ⋅ ∇T 1, T ⟩ .

Thanks to Hölder’s inequality, Young’s inequality, and the Sobolev inequality, it follows that

N

∑
i=1
∣⟨Jηu ⋅ ∇c1i , ci⟩∣ + ∣⟨Jηu ⋅ ∇u1, u⟩∣ + ∣⟨Jηu ⋅ ∇T 1, T ⟩∣ + ∣⟨g (αTT −αS

N

∑
i=1

ciMi) , u3⟩∣
+ ∣⟨Jη (ρ∇JηJηΨ1) , u⟩∣ + ∣⟨Jη (ρ2∇JηJηΨ) , u⟩∣
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≤C (1 + N

∑
i=1
(∥c1i ∥H3 + ∥c2i ∥H3) + ∥u1∥H3 + ∥T 1∥H3)(∥u∥2L2 + N

∑
i=1
∥ci∥2L2 + ∥T ∥2L2) .

As T 1, T 2 ≥ T ∗, and thanks to (A.3), we have

N

∑
i=1

D
e

kB

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
∣⟨zi T

T 1T 2
c1i∇JηJηΨ1,∇ci⟩∣ + ∣⟨zi 1

T 2
ci∇JηJηΨ1,∇ci⟩∣

+ ∣⟨zi 1

T 2
c2i∇JηJηΨ,∇ci⟩∣

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
≤C (1 + N

∑
i=1
∥c1i ∥H3 + N

∑
i=1
∥c2i ∥H3)( N

∑
i=1
∥ci∥2L2 + ∥T ∥2L2) + 1

2
D

N

∑
i=1
∥∇ci∥2L2 .

Thus, it follows that

d

dt
(∥u∥2L2 + N

∑
i=1
∥ci∥2L2 + ∥T ∥2L2) + ν∥∇u∥2L2 +D N

∑
i=1
∥∇ci∥2L2 + κ∥∇T ∥2L2

≤C (1 + N

∑
i=1
∥c1i ∥H3 + N

∑
i=1
∥c2i ∥H3 + ∥u1∥H3 + ∥T 1∥H3)(∥u∥2L2 + N

∑
i=1
∥ci∥2L2 + ∥T ∥2L2) .

Due to Grönwall’s inequality and the regularity (A.8), (A.10), and (A.12) obeyed by both (u1, c1i , T 1) and(u2, c2i , T 2), we conclude that u = ci = T = 0, from which we deduce the uniqueness of solutions. This

completes the proof of Proposition 3.2.

(E. Abdo) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, SANTA BARBARA, CA 93106, USA.

Email address: elieabdo@ucsb.edu

(R. Hu) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, DEPARTMENT OF STATISTICS AND APPLIED PROBABILITY, UNIVERSITY OF

CALIFORNIA, SANTA BARBARA, CA 93106, USA.

Email address: rhu@ucsb.edu

(Q. Lin) SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL AND STATISTICAL SCIENCES, CLEMSON UNIVERSITY, CLEMSON, SC 29634, USA.

Email address: quyuanl@clemson.edu


	1. Introduction
	1.1. Nernst-Planck-Boussinesq system
	1.2. Main challenges and the strategies
	1.3. Organization of the paper

	2. Main Results
	2.1. Notations
	2.2. Main results

	3. Regularization Scheme
	3.1. Mollifiers
	3.2. The mollified NPB system.

	4. Existence of Global Weak Solutions
	5. Long-time Dynamics
	5.1. Convergence of entropies
	5.2. Long-time dynamics

	6. Concluding Remarks
	Acknowledgement
	References
	Appendix A. Global Regularity of the Mollified NPB System
	A.1. An iteration scheme
	A.2. Energy estimates
	A.3. Existence of weak solutions
	A.4. Regularity of solutions
	A.5. Uniqueness of solutions


