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Abstract

Through Borel summation methods, we analyze the Boussinesq equations for
coupled fluid velocity and temperature fields:

ur — vAu = —Plu - Vu — aes®] + f (1)
O; — pAB = —u - VO.

We prove that an equivalent system of integral equations in the Borel variable
p € R dual to 1/t has a unique solution in a class of exponentially bounded
functions, implying the existence of a classical solution to (Il) in a complex
t-region that includes a real positive time axis segment. For analytic initial
data and forcing, it is shown that the solution is Borel summable, implying
that that formal series in powers of ¢ is Gevrey-1 asymptotic, and within
the time interval of existence, the solution remains analytic with the same
analyticity strip width as the initial data and forcing. We also determine
conditions on the integral equation solution that improve the estimate for
existence time.

Keywords: Bousssinesq equation, Borel summability

1. Introduction

We consider the Boussinesq equations for coupled fluid velocity and tem-
perature fields derived under the assumption that the temperature induced
density has negligible effect on momentum but causes a significant buoyant
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force. The corresponding evolution equations for u : R? x Rt — R? and
O : RY x Rt — R for dimension d = 2,3 in non-dimensional form are:

u —vAu = —Plu-Vu—ae©l+ f |,  wu(z,0) = ug(x) (2)
©; — pAO =—u-VO | 0O(x,0) = 6y(z)

where P = [ — VA™Y(V.) is the Hodge projection operator to the space of
divergence free vector fields, ey is the unit vector aligned opposite to grav-
ity, the parameter a is proportional to gravity, and (u,©) are the nondi-
mensional fluid velocity and temperature fields. We assume the initial con-
ditions uy and the forcing f are divergence free and, for the sake of sim-
plicity, assume f to be time independent, although time dependence with
some restrictions can be accommodated in a similar framework. Using stan-
dard energy methods, see for instance [22], existence of Leray type solu-
tions in L>(0, T, L*(R%)) N L?(0, T, H(R?)) follows easily for any T' > 0.
In R? a unique classical global solution can be shown to exist for all time
In [4], local existence and uniqueness for Boussinesq equation are shown in
LP(0, T, L4(R%)) for d < p < oo and g+§ < 1. In R? there is a unique solution
under the additional assumption that the solution lies in L>(0,T, H'(R?)),
see |4]. The case where p = 0 has also been considered in the literature, and
global well-posedness is proved proved in [17] for 2 — d.

In the problem above, the existence of classical solutions, globally in
time, remains an open problem as it is for the limiting (a — 0) Navier Stokes
equation (NSE) in 3-D. Control of a higher order energy norm (like the H*
norm of velocity) has remained a serious impediment despite extensive study
of NSE. This motivates one to look for alternate formulations of existence
that do not rely on energy bounds.

The primary purpose of this paper is to show that the Borel based meth-
ods, developed earlier in [10] and [13] in the context of Navier-Stokes equa-
tion, can be extended to other evolutionary PDEs (partial differential equa-
tions) such as the Boussinesq equation. This provides an alternate exis-
tence and uniqueness theory for a class of nonlinear PDEs. In this formu-
lation, the question of global existence of solution to the PDE becomes one
of asymptotics for known solution to the associated nonlinear integral equa-
tions. While the asymptotics are still difficult, it is interesting to note that
an accelerated representation [13] (see () in the ensuing) for the related NSE
results in a positive limiting kernel as n — oo, where majorization may be
possible in terms of solution to a simpler integral equation. We also show



(Thm [2.3) here how information about solution to the integral equation on
a finite interval in the dual variable for specific initial condition and forcing
may be used to obtain better exponential bounds in the Borel plane implying
a longer existence time for classical solutions to the associated PDEs.

Borel summability has been an active area of research. A vast literature
has emerged recently in Borel summability theory, starting with the funda-
mental contributions of Ecalle (see e.g. [14] and [15]) whose consequences
are far from being fully explored, and it is impossible to give a quick account
of the breadth of this field (See for example [5] for more references). There
has also been work in characterizing all small solutions for a generic system
of ODEs [6] or difference equations [3]. There has been work on PDEs as
well, starting with linear equations [19], [2] followed by general results for a
class of nonlinear system of PDEs in complex sectors [7], [8]. A Borel based
approach has also led to analysis of complex singularities for a specific PDE
[9]. Recent developments include Navier-Stokes initial value problem (see
[13], [12], [11]). Recently [20], numerical schemes have been suggested for
nonlinear PDEs, based on a Borel plane reformulation. Thus, it is clear that
the Borel based approach of the present paper is likely to have both theoret-
ical and practical value. A bi-product of the present Borel based approach is
that many analyticity properties of the PDE solution readily follow without
additional arguments. For instance, the time analyticity for 9‘%% > « follows
from (4) after noting the solution to the integral equation is exponentially
bounded in p. While such analyticity results may also be obtained through
other methods, see [18] and [16], it follows more readily from the current
method. We also prove that the classical H%(R?) solution, which is unique,
has the Laplace transform representation given here, provided initial data
and forcing in the Fourier-space are in L' N L*°. Furthermore, for analytic
initial data and forcing, we prove that the formal expansion in powers of ¢
is Borel summable and hence Gevrey-1 asymptotic for small ¢. As far as
we know, these results are new and have not been obtained earlier for the
Boussinesq equations though it is likely that these results can also be ob-
tained through other methods. In the latter case, it is also shown that the
associated power series in the Borel plane has a radius of convergence inde-
pendent of size of initial data and forcing when initial data and forcing have
a fixed number of Fourier modes; this is useful in computing the solution in
the Borel plane.



2. Main Results

We first write the equations as integral equations in time in Fourier space.
We denote the Fourier transform operator by F, the Fourier transform of f
by f , and % the Fourier convolution. As usual, a repeated index j denotes the
sum over j from 1 to d. Py is the Fourier transform of the Hodge projection

and has the representation
P.=(1- .
' ( Lk )

Formal derivation] based on inversion of the heat operator in Fourier space
in (2) leads to the following integral equations:

alk, t) = — / PR (zkjpk[aj;a — aes®(k,7) — f(k:)) dr  (3)

0
+ e VR G (k)

t
O(k,t) = — / eIk (t=7) (ikj[y;é](k,f)) dr + e MO (k).

0

Definition 2.1. We introduce the norm || - ||, g for some 3 >0 and v > d:
1 £l = suﬂg(l + k|| f(k)|, where f(k) = F[f(-)](k).
€
Definition 2.2. We also use the space L' N L with the norm defined by

e =mx{ [ 1701k s 701}

keRd

In cases when results hold either for || - ||, or || - ||p1aLe norm, we will
use || - ||y for brevity of notation.

We assume ||(1 + |k])2(tio, ©0)||y < o0 and ||f||y < oo in what follows.
If||-[|n =1 s and 5 > 0 then the initial condition and forcing are real
analytic in x in a strip of width at least .

"While at this stage derivation is formal, in the space of functions where existence is
proved, it will become clear that the integral and differential formulations are equivalent.



Theorem 2.1. (Bgussz’nesq Euxistence and Uniqueness)

If || (1+]-1)*(to, Oo) ||y < o0 and || f||n < oo, then the following statements
hold:

i) The Boussinesq equation, (@) has a solution (i, ©)(k,t) such that ||(i, ©)(-, )|y <
oo for §R% > w for w sufficiently lm’g(E

i1) The solution has the Laplace transform representation

(8, 0)(k, ) = (ii0, O0) (k) + / (. 8) (k. p)etdp ()

where (]3[, Q) is the unique solution to a set of integral equations in the space
where ||(H,S)(-,p)llye™? € L'(0,00). The corresponding (u,©)(x,t) =
F (1, ©) k)](:c t) is analytic in t for R > w and for B > 0 is analytic
mn T for any t € [0, %) i a strip of wzdth B, where initial data and forcing
are analytic.

iii) Further, this solution satisfies ||[(1 4+ | - |)2(@, ©)(-, )|y < oo for
t € (0,w™Y), implying at least the same reqularity as initial conditions.
Moreover, (u,©)(x,t) solves (3) and is the unique Boussinesq solution in
L>(0,T, HX(RY)) when initial data and forcing in Fourier space satisfy given
assumptions.

iv) A sufficient condition for global existence of smooth solution is that
e~ ?||(H,S)(-,p)||lv € L'(0,00) for any w > 0.

Remark 2.3. If instead we assume |[|(1 + | - |2)(ﬂo,é0)||L1(Rd) < oo and

||f||L1(]Rd) < 00, then we have a unique solution to (Bl for which ||(u, é)HLl(Rd) <
oo for t € (0,w™). Using the arguments of Lemma for L'(R?) norm
alone, the solution is shown to be in the space where ||(1+|-[2)(a(-, 1), ©(-, t) || £t (ra)y
is finite for ¢ € [0,7] and solves (2) as well. What is not known is whether
the corresponding (u, ©) in the physical z-space is in L>(0, T, H*(R?)).

Remark 2.4. The guaranteed existence time 7' = w™' depends on [|(1 + | -
)2 (@, ©0) ()|l v and ||f||x. This condition is likely to be weakened using an
accelerated version of the Borel transform as in [13], i.e. using an alternate
representation for n > 1:

(8, 0) (k. 1) = (10, o) (k) + / (7, 8) (k, e dg (5)

2 is large enough so that (27) in the ensuing holds, where (i1,©,), defined in (2,
depends on the initial data and forcing



Further, we expect to prove, that in the periodic case (x € T?) without
forcing, for any specific initial condition, global solutions of the PDE implies
that there exists n sufficiently large so that w for the associated integral
equation solution is arbitrarily small, a result already known [13] for the 3-d
Navier-Stokes.

Theorem 2.2. (Borel Summability)

i) For B > 0, i.e. for analytic initial data and forcing, the Boussinesq
solution (u, ©) is Borel summable int™", i.e. there exists (H,S)(x,p) analytic
in p in a neighborhood of {0} URT, exponentially bounded for large p and
analytic in x for [Im x;| < for j=1,---,d such that

(u,©)(z,t) = (up, Op)(z) + /OOO(H, S)(x, p)e P/tdp. (6)

In particular, ast — 07,
(U, @)(l’,t) u0>@0 _I' Z Um, m ;

where | (U, Om)(x)| < mlAgDE with constants Ay and Dy generally depen-
dent on the initial condition and forcing through Lemma[{.4)

it) Further, if initial data and forcing have a finite finite number of Fourier
modes, then the solution (f[, S)(k,p) has a power series in p with radius of
convergence Dy is independent of the size of initial data and forcing.

Remark 2.5. In the case § > 0, we do not need the restriction v > d. If
||t|],5 < 0o, then for 5’ € (0, ) we have for any n € N, ||0|],1q45 < 0.

Remark 2.6. When the the radius of convergence Dy is independent of size
of initial condition and forcing, as is definitely the case for initial conditions
and forcing with finite Fourier modes, the solution can be found conveniently
on [0, po] through a power series. More generally, for specific initial conditions
and forcing, the solution in [0, po] may be obtained numerically with rigorous
error bounds similar to NSE [13]. In the following Theorem 23] we obtain
revised estimates on w and therefore existence time of PDE solution, based
on integral equation solution on [0, po.



Let (H,S)(k,p) be the solution to (IT) provided by Lemma BIIl Define

A H,9)(k f R+
(H, )@ (k, p) = (#, 5)(k, p) for p € (0, po] © -
0 otherwise
and
O p) = R [ G GO ) + 200 2R
v | 2kl
mlnpp()
NP, G (a) / /
2|k|\/* (2, 2') PileaS™ (k, p')dp (8)
e min(p,2po) ) A T2 21k /D)
S(s) k‘,p = i) g C’C/ va(a) k‘,p, dp/—l—QG) k —\/
(k) 2[k|/1p Jo (GG k. P) (k) 2\k[ /7D
where
GO () = — Pylaig ;40 @ + H W30 + A 15

G2 (k,p) = ~[a 45 + HV56, + i 18],

Notice if (H, S)@ (k, p) is known, then H® (k, p), S© (k, p), Gg»l}’(a)(k,p), and
Gg-z]’(a)(k, p) are also known functions. Also, recall u; and O, are quantities
based on the initial condition and forcing given in (I2).

Theorem 2.3. (Revised Exponential Estimates). For some wy > 0, assume
€1, By and b are functionals of the forcing f, initial condition (i, ©y), and
the solution (H,S) to the set of integral equations (I8) on a finite interval
[0, pol, determined from the relations:

b [ eSSy ©)
Po
PO
€1 =B+ By + / e "By (p)dp, (10)
0
where
By(k) = Cy sup |G(z, %)/, B, = 2 sup |k|Bo(k)||(iio, Oo) ||,
po<p’'<p keRd



By = 2 sup |k|Bo(k)||(H, S) (-, p)||n, Bs = sup |k|Bo(k), By = asup By(k).

keRd keRd keRd

Then, over an extended interval R™, the solution satisfies the relation

H(ff(»p),ﬁ(-,p))ﬂ e € L' (0, 00)

N

for any w > wy satisfying

w > €1 + 24/ B3b.

Remark 2.7. The implication of the above theorem is that if solution (H, S),
restricted to [0, po] is known, through computation of power series in p or oth-
erwise, and if the corresponding functionals € and Bsb are small, as is the case
for sufficiently rapidly decaying (H,S) over a large enough interval [0, po),
then existence for Boussinesq PDE solution in a long interval (0,w™!) is guar-
anteed. It is to be noted that rigorous error control of computed solution in
[0,po) is expected as for 3-d NSE [13]; this leads to a revised bound on w
that can translate to a longer existence time.

3. Local Existence and Uniqueness of Solution

3.1. Formulation of Integral Equation: Borel Transform

Our goal is to take the Borel transform and create equivalent integral
equations. To ensure smallness in ¢ for small ¢ and avoid dealing with delta
distribution in Borel transform, it is convenient to define h and w so that

(1, ©) (K, t) = (ito, O) (k) + (h, 8) (k. 1).
For ([3]), we define
g = Pulhy#h 4 hykiio + o %h) and g = [h;#8 + b0 + g %3]  (11)
and

iy (k) == —v|k|*tip — ik; Py[iio ;%00] + aPele2O0] + f (12)
O, (k) := —pulk|*0¢ — ik; (19 ;%6).



Using these in (3)), we obtain integral equations:

R ¢ , 1— —v|k|?t
Bk ) :/0 oIk (=) (—z’kjg][-” _pk[ae2g]) (k,s')ds' + <7VT]€|2 iy

(13)

; I T PN B L A
s(k:,t):—zk‘j/o e g; ' (k,s")ds" + TRE O1.

We seek a solution as a Laplace transform,
(u5)(e) = [ (.3) (hop)e'dp
0

With this goal, we take the formall inverse Laplace transform in 1/¢:

£ =5 [ T fs)evds,

210 Jo—ino

where c is chosen so that for Res > ¢, f is analytic and has suitable asymp-
totic decay. We define

1 1 c+ioco
HY (p, ' k) = / {2— / 7 expl—v[kPr (1 - s) + (p - p’s_l)T]dT} ds.
p/p LT Je—ico
(14)

Then (I3) becomes

A p A A
H(k,p) =/ HY) (p,p/, k) (—iij?](k,p’)dp’+Pk[a625](k,p’)) dp'  (15)
0

_ e—l/\k|2t
+ay (k)L <1VW) ()

A ] p , R , R B 1— e—u\k|2t
Sk, p) = —ik; / H (p, o', k)GP (e, p)dp + 4 (k)L™ <W> (p).
0

'While the derivation of the integral equation in p is formal, we prove later (Lemma
BI2) that the unique solution to the integral equation in the Borel plane generates a
solution to the Boussinesq equation through Laplace transform.



In the above, GAf;z = £‘1[g;’2]. Specifically,
G = Pyl % H + Hy#ig+ H; * H) and G = [ig j#S + H;%0,+ H; 5] (16)

where * denotes the Laplace convolution followed by Fourier convolution (or-
der is unimportant). We now make the observation that our kernel H®)(p, p', k)
has a representation in terms of Bessel functions. Namely,

HO (.1l K) = 162, 2) = T W) + K2 A()

where J; and Y; are the Bessel functions of order 1, z = 2|k|,/vp, and
2" = 2|k|y/vp’. In similar spirit, we have

2J1(2) .4 1 — e vkl
z £ v|k|? (p)-

These assertions are proved in the appendix in|Appendix A.lland[Appendix A.2|
Thus, our integral Boussinesq equation becomes

it = [ EEZD (G0 f) + aPufas o)) '+, 2
7

ik i+ 26,02

Stk.p) =g | 9GO G +26,(0 7,

where ¢ = 2|k|\/up, and (' = 2|k|\/up’. Abstractly, we may write the set of
equations (I7) as o o
(H,S)(k,p) = N[(H, 5)|(k, p)- (18)

Remark 3.1. By properties of Bessel functions |G(z, z)| is bounded for all
real nonnegative 2’ < z. (The approximate bound is 0.6, see [10]). The
asymptotic properties of Bessel functions for small z also show |G(z, 2')/z| is
bounded for all real nonnegative 2’ < z.

To prove Theorem 2.1 we will show N is contractive in a suitable space,
o (H,S) is Laplace transformable in 1/t. Then from Lemma [3.12]

<m@mw=w@mm+lﬂi@w@aW@

satisfies () for % (1/t) large enough. Furthermore, we show (u,©)(z,t) =
F(a,0)(-,t)](x) is a classical solution to the Boussinesq problem.

10



3.2. Norms in p

Recall the norm || - ||x in k is either the (v, 5) norm given in Definition
2.1 for some > 0 and v > d or the L' N L> norm.

Definition 3.2. For a > 1, we define

111 = sup(1+ p*)e || £ (-, p)| |-
p>0

Definition 3.3. We define A® to be the Banach space of continuous function
of (k,p) for k € R? and p € RT for which || - ||* is finite. In similar spirit,
we define the space A of locally integrable functions for p € [0,L), and
continuous in k such that

L
1A1ls = / |17, p)l|wdp < oo.

Definition 3.4. Finally, we also define A$ to be the Banach space of con-
tinuous functions in (k,p) for k in R? and p € [0, L] such that

AIZ = sup |[f(p)llv < oo
pE[O,L]
3.3. Ezistence of a Solution in Dual Variable

We need some preliminary lemmas. Recall, d = 2 or d = 3 denotes
the dimension in x or its dual k. Often constants appearing in subalgebra
bounds will depend on dimension. We will explicitly state the dependence
when defining them and suppress the dependence elsewhere.

Lemma 3.5. If ||9],5 and |||, 5 < oo for v > d and k € R, then

||f1>T<ZZJ| |%B < CO(d)||@| |%B| |7~ZJ| |%B>

where
; 1 T2+
Ch(2) = 2”“/ — dK = and
0(2) e AE T = oD =)
~ 1 Tt
Co(3) = QVH/ — dk = .
o(3) vew AT = =D =207 =3)

11



PROOF. The d = 3 case can be found in [10] and the d = 2 case is basically
the same. From the definition of || - ||, 5 and the fact that e PIFIFk=F1) <
e Akl we have

o] < Mol allollg [ (1 DA o= KR

k'e€R?2

Split the integral into two domains |k'| < |k|/2 and its complement to show

/ ! dk’ < i / . dk'
werz (LH )Y+ =K = (T4 k) Jpere (1+|K|)

2+ 2
(L+ [k (y = 1)(y—2)

where polar coordinates and integration by parts are used to evaluate the
last integral.

Corollary 3.6. If ||0]|n, |||y < oo, then for Cy = Cy(d) chosen such that
Co=Cy for N=(v,8),v>d and Cy =1 for N = L' N L™=, we have

|[o%d[| v < Coll0]|w ][] |-

Lemma 3.7. Also, notice that
|(Pth) P@)| <117 )l

PROOF. P, is the projection of a vector onto k=.

Lemma 3.8. With Cy as defined in Corollary [34, appropriately modified
for d =2 or 3, and constants

7TC(]
Cy=——+——— sup G(z,2") and C5 = ma  sup
min(y/v, \/1t) z€R+70§z’§z‘ (2,2 2€R+,0<2/<2

G(z,2")

z

)

we have the following bounds on the norm in k for the operator N defined in

(I8). Let ¢ := (H,S). Then

Ve, )]l < % Op(llcb(-,p/)llzv *|loC, )l

12



+ o, Bollallot )l ) do'+ 1in, @)l + Ca [ 1ISC.l ey’ (19

and
Gy

= "+ 11622 )

(20)

IV, p) = NP, )| <

e [|ot — $BI(., \\N+H<ao,éo>uNu¢m B, )|y
e / kR )|y’

PRrROOF. From [1], |/1(z)/z| < 1/2 for z € RT and

2 0004)

From Corollary 3.6, we have

< [|(@1, ©1)|l-

N

[[aol#(H, 8) + | H (w9, ©0) + | H| 2(H, 5)||w <
126y I(it0, o) II(H, S) (- p)l v + Coll A, )l * 1L, ), p) ]
Then using Lemma 3.7 and Schwartz inequality, we obtain
15 (G G < 2Co k] (116G, 2l #1602l + 1o, Oo)lllé #)l )
Now (3] follows. To obtain (20) notice that
H gl — AP0l = 12 (o0 - o)) 4 (1 - P e (21)

From (2I)) we get
| zot — P 1oR| < oo = 62 = (oMl + N0 l)

Combining this bound and using Lemma [3.7] as in the first part of the proof,

we get (20).

13



Lemma 3.9. For f,§ e A% A2 or A
11 2011 < MoColl F1111g]]
£ 39115 < Coll FIITTa11T
1f2all7 < LGollAlIF 19T
where My ~ 3.76 - - - s large enough so
P 2
/ (14 p*)ds < M,
o (1+8)(1+(p—s)?)

This means the Banach spaces listed in the norms section form subalgebras
under the operation . The properties listed are independent of dimension
except for a change in Cj showing up due to the Fourier convolution. The
proof is in [10]. The basic idea is that k and p act separately in the norm. So,
we need only consider how the p portion of the norm effects [ u(p)v(p—s)ds.

The following lemma expands the bounds in Lemma [3.8 to bounds in p
in some of our other norms.

Lemma 3.10. Let ¢ := (f], 5’) On A$, the operator N satisfy the following
mequalities

VTS < Cov/ma~ 2 {(ll6l1)? + (o, Go)ll w17 }
+ a7l O1)llx + o ColISE (22)

and

IV (@) = M(gP)[|§ < Cov/ma™ 2 {(JI6M]17 + [16]]7)

(167 = 62112) + (a0, Oa)lIw6t” — 213} + 0~ 515 — $PI|7. (29)
Similarly, for A7, we have

IVIBIIIE < VI {L(0l1) + 110, S0 In 10115}

+ ||(ﬁ1,©1)||N + LC3||S||C£o (24)

and
IV = NP5 < CovI {L (1M1 + [16™1]15)
(Il = 62[15%) + (a0, o)l wllot — 627 } + LCalIS™ = SE|J5,  (25)

14



PROOF. For the space A{ and any L > 0, we note that

L
/ || (an, 1) Iwdp < o~ [|(an, O1)l v
0

and

L
/ e Pp2dp < T (1) a V2 = /ra~ V2.
- 2
0

We further notice that for y(p’) > 0, we have

L » L , L ,
/ e~ Py~ t/2 < / y(p’)dp’) dp = / y(p')e ? < / e opr )p‘l/zdp) dp’
0 0 0 o’

L L L
< [Career ([Festas) < [y vRa . o
0 0 0

L p R R
[ ( / ||S<-,p'>||Ndp') dp < o112,
0 0

Then, using 26) in ([I3) and the idea in Lemma B3 that [ e=?[(||g||n *
[[A]|n)(p)ldp < J|g]IT]|R]]T, we have

Similarly,

L
| e mIN G )llvdp < Covma 2 {101, 5 2
0
+ 11 GOl )T} + 07 (i, O1) L+ 0~ IS5

This proves (22). Further, from (20)), it also follows that

L
| e W) = Ml < Covma™ (105 + 1167)17)
0
ot = 6217+ 110, Go)lln [ — 67} + ' C5l151 — 5.

This proves (23).
Now, we consider A°. We note that for p € [0, L], we have

'p—lﬂ / py(ﬂ)dpf' < s OIVE

pe(0,L]

15



We recall from Lemma that
<L < sup Iyl(p)|> ( sup Iyz(p)l) :
p€[0,1] p€l0,L]

y(p) = l|o( )l * |6 (-, p)|| v + || (0, o)l vl (-, p)| |
and y1(p) = y2(p) = ||o(-, )|~

/0 " ()alp — 5)ds

Taking

(24) follows from (I9]). To get the bound in (23]), we will choose
y() = (" [[w + [167]|w) * | = &]|  + [[ (o, O0)l[n[¢" — &[],
u1(p) = 10" +116%|v, and wa(p) = |8 — 67|

now using (20) the proof follows.

Lemma 3.11. Equation [{I7) has a unique solution in AY for any L >0 in
a ball of size 2w | (111, ©1)||n for w large enough to guarantee

G
Co/T

where (U1, ©1) is given in (I3). Furthermore, the solution also belongs to A
for L small enough to ensure

2Co/mw Y2 {2w‘1||(111, 01)||x +|(@0, ©0)||n + —1/2} <1 (27)

o o C
20, L'/? {2L||(u1,@1)||N+ || (tig, ©0)|| v + C3L1/2} < 1. (28)

2
Moreover, lim,_+ (H, S)(k,p) = (11, 01) (k).

PROOF. The estimates in Lemma imply that N maps a ball of radius
2w |(ti1, ©1)|| v in A% into itself and is contractive when w is large enough
to satisfy (27). Similarly, N maps a ball of size 2||(d;,01)||y in A3 into
itself and is contractive when L is small enough to satisfy ([28). Therefore,
there is a unique solution to the Boussinesq integral system of equations in
the ball. Furthermore, A C AT, so the solutions are in fact one and the
same.

16



Moreover, applying ([25) with (1, S = (H,S) and (A2, 512 = 0, we
obtain

e CYCELSNCNEE S
Gt { LI )5)? + o W1 S} + LClISIE

o0

Since ||(H, S)||$° is bounded for small L, letting L — 0,

H(ﬁ, S)(k,p) — (711(]{;)2J12(Z>7(;)1(]{;)2J1g(c>>

As lim,_,02.J1(2)/z = 1, for fixed k, lim,_o(H, S)(k,p) = (i1,01) (k).

oo

L

3.4. Proof of Local Fxistence for Boussinesq PDE

We have unique solutions to our integral equation, (IH]). We show in the
following Lemma that the solution’s Laplace transform gives a solution
to (@), which is analytic in ¢ for R > w. Lemma below shows that
any solution of () with [|(1 4 |- )2(@,©)(-,t)||xy < oo is inverse Fourier
transformable with (u, ©) solving (2)). Lemma below ensures that ||(1+
1-)2(@, ©)(-, )| |x < co. Thus, combining these results, we have (u, ©)(z, t) =
FHt,0)(k,t) is a classical solutions to (2).

Lemma 3.12. For any solutions (H,S) of (I3) such that ||(H,S)(-,p)||x €
LY (e=“Pdp) the Laplace transform

(1, ©) (k. 1) = (119, ©o) (k) +/ (1. 8)(k. p)e'dp
0
solves (@) for R(1/t) > w. Moreover, (i, ©)(k,t) is analytic for t € (0,w™1).

PROOF. Recall ([I4),

1 1 c+1i00
wwnﬁmz/’{ t/ 7ﬂmmWw%4@—$+@—m*mw}@

o /p L2700 Jeino

Let Gy = _ikjé.[jl} + Pi(aeyS) and Gy = —ikjégz}. Changing variable p'/s —
p’ and applying Fubini’s theorem gives

P N ~
/ (%W (p, 1 k)G (K, '), HY (p, ', k) Gk, p’)) dp/ (29)
0

17



1 P, R
= [ [ (Gt o = o). Calb T 0 = 500 o s,
0 0

where for p > 0

c+100
7w (p,s, k) = 1 / T_lel’p[—l/|k5|27‘_l(1 — s) + prldr.

2mi oo

Taking the Laplace transform of (29) with respect to p and again using
Fubini’s theorem yields

00 1, ~
[ e [ (G2 - s ). Gl A2 (o — /5.8 ) sdfdsdy
0 0 0

1
_ / (61(k, ST (1, 5, k), Gl st) Tt 5, K)) ds,
0

where g(k,t) = L[G(k,)](t™) and I(t,s, k) = LIZ(-,s,k)](t"). By assump-
tion, ||(H,S)(-,p)||xv € L'(e “Pdp) and ||(7g, Op)||xv < oo. From the def-
inition of Gy] given in (I6) and Lemma it follows that G are Laplace
transformable in p, for ¢ € (0,w™!). Thus,

g1 := —ik;Pe[hj*h + hi¥io + tio %h] + Pylaesd]

gs ‘= —Z]Cj[thg’ -+ }AL >T<(':‘)0 -+ UOJ*S]

We also have
[(u) (t, s k’) _ te—l/“gPt(l—S)‘

Recalling the integral equations for (f[ .S ) given in (IH), we have

R 1 — e vIkPt N 1 — e Hlk?t

1
:t/ ( —v|k|2t(1—s) Gk, st), e —v|k|2t(1—s) s (k, st))d
0

_ /0 t( g, (k, ), o, 5)) ds.

Therefore, we directly verify (i, ©)(k,t) = (g, Oo)(k) + (h, §)(k,t) satisfies
@B). Moreover, analyticity in t follows from the representation

(@, 0)(k, 1) = (i, Op) (k) + /0 h (H s) (k, p)e—P'tdp.

18



Lemma 3.13. (Instantaneous smoothing) Assume ||(tig, ©o)||ly < oo and
|f]|x < co with N either L* N L®(RY) or (v, 8) with v > d, § > 0. For the
solution, (i1, ©) known to exist by Lemma 311 for t € (0,T] with T < w™,
we have ||(1+ |- )2(@, ©) (-, t)||y < oo fort € (0,T].

PROOF. Our goal is to bootstrap using derivatives of (u,©). Consider the
time interval [, T] for € > 0 and T' < w™!. Define

Ve(k) = sup |(@,0)|(k,1).

e<t<T
Since |(a, ©)(k,t)| < |(t, O0) (k)| + [o7 |(H, S)(k,p)|e~ dp,
1Ve(®)|x < 10, ©0) (R)[w + [[(H, 8)(k, p)|[{ < oo

On [¢,T] for € > 0,
) t
a(k, t) = e "FPtay (k) — / —vkl( (zk: PyJij#i] + aPyles0] — f) dr
0

t
é(k,t) _ e‘“'k‘%éo(/{:) _ i/{:j/ e HIkI(t=7) {(ﬂ]%é)(lﬁj)} dr.

0

Therefore,

|k (@, )(k‘ )] < ‘ Uo,@o ’\/mm (v, ) supze -2 4 |f|/ |kle™ min(v, ) k| (t=7) 1 -
t
+ (f/o + %;%) / \kﬁe—min(muﬂkﬁ(t—r)dr
0
Noticing that

1

min(v, 1)

t
/ |k|2e—min(u,u)\k|2(t—r)d7 <
0

and

' in ()| [2(6—7) l—e™ T
ke mmmp ST dr < su - ,
L <o\ )

it follows that

. c .
[1k172s2]| . < 5510, o)1+

1 ~ 12 ~ r
oo (CollVolI + 1%l + VT FlLy) < oo

19



In the same spirit, for ¢ € [5,T7], we have

t

k1) = =Pt e/2) / e W) (Pyfiagalikya] + acs®)(k,7) — F(R)) dr

€/2
. 24 A b k2e-n .
Ok, t) = e MOk, ¢ /2) — i / B {(aj;kj@)(k,f)}df,
€/2

where we used the divergence free conditions k - 4 = 0. Multiplying by |k|?
and using our previous bounds, we have for t € [, T
(i, O)(k. ¢/2) 1 -
u, ,€ - sup ze
(t — €/2) min(v, p) 2213

t
+ (‘/5/2%‘]{;“/5/2 + ‘k“/;/Q -+ |f‘) / |]{3|26_mm('j’u_lo)|k‘2(t—7)d7_
€/2

K[| (@, ©)(k, 1)] <

Hence,

’ ((CO ‘

I [

C oA
2 € S_H(UO,@O)HN_I'
N €

min (v, )
All the terms on the right hand side are bounded, which gives |(1 1+|E))2Ve| v <
co. Further, as € > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that |[(1+]-])3(@, ©)(-,t)||xy < oo

for t € (O,T].

Remark 3.14. We note that the smoothness argument in = of the previ-
ous Lemma can be easily extended further to show H(l + |k)4VL

is finite
N
provided ||(1 + |k|?)f]|w, is finite. Since € > 0 is arbitrary, this implies in-

stantaneous smoothing two orders more than the forcing.

Lemma 3.15. Given (i, ©) a solution to [3) such that ||(1+|-])2(4, ©) (-, t)||x <
o fort € (0,w™), then (u,©) € L®[0,w™, H*(RY)] solves (3).

PROOF. Suppose (i, ©) is a solution to (@) such that |[(1+]-|)2(d, ©)(- SH)llv <
oo fort € (0,w™t). We notice that by our choice of norms, (1+]|-|)%(@, ©)(-,t) €
L*(R?) for any t € (0,w™!). Indeed for N = (v, 8), we have

6_2B‘k|

/<1+|k:|>\< O) (k. D2dk < ||(1+ | - )|, ><-,t>||i,5/de

20



As v >d, [ gpme " Mdk < co. For N = L' 0 L> we have,

/(1+|k|) (@, ©) (k. )| *dk < /(1+|/€|) (@, ©)(k, t)ldksuﬂgi(lﬂk\) (@, ©) (k. 1).
€

So, [|(L+[- (@, 0) (- )l |2y < [|(14-1)*(@ ©) (-, )| rrpoe(ray- Thus, by

well known properties of the Fourier transform (u,0) = F~'(, O)(z,t) €

L>(0,w™t, H3(RY)). As (@, 0) solves @), (i, ©) is differentiable almost ev-

erywhere and

Qs + Vk[*0 = —ik; P %) + aPyles©)] + f
O, + plk|*6 = —ik;[0,;#0], ke R? teR*.

Further, (i, ©,;)(k,t) € L™(0,w™", L*(RY)) since (1 + |k|)%(a, ©)(k,t) €
L®(0,w™", L*(RY)). Hence, (u, ©)(z,t) = F (i, 0)(x, ) solves

uy — vVAu = —Plu - Vu — aey®] + f(x)
O, — pAB = —u - VO.

Proof of Theorem 2.1k Suppose ||(1+]])%(i., Op)||v < 00 and || f||x < 0.
Then from the definition of (4, ©;) in (I2)) we see ||(u1,01)||ny < 00, since

(a1, &)l < max(v. o) ||[k[2(io, €0)||  + Colloll |kl io. ©0)]|
+alloll + ]l

Therefore, when w is large enough to ensures ([27), LemmaB I gives (H, S)(k, -)
is in L'(e“Pdp). Applying Lemma B.12, we know for ¢ such that 9‘%% > w,
(H, S)(k, p) is Laplace transformable in 1/t with (2, ©)(k,t) = (i, ©o) (k) +
(iL, $)(k,t) satisfying Boussinesq equation in the Fourier space, (3]). Since
I(H,8)(-,p)||v < oo, we have ||(4,0)(t)||y < oo if RY > w, and i) is
proved. Moreover, Lemma shows that (u, é) is analytic for §R% > w and
has the representation

(8.0) (k. ) = (i1, 00)(2) + / (. ) (k. p)e P dp

proving ii). For iii), Lemma B.I3 shows that |[(1 + |- |)?

(4, 0) (-, )| | < o0
for t € [0,w™") while Lemma B.I5 shows that (u, ©)(z,t) € L*

(
(0,7, H*(R7))
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solves (2). Moreover, (u, ©)(z, t) is the unique solution to [2) in L>(0, T, H*(R?))
as classical solutions are known to be unique, [22]. Finally, suppose (H,S)(k, -)

is in L'(e *Pdp) for any w > 0. By Lemma B.I2] we know for any ¢ >

0, (H,S)(k,p) is Laplace transformable with (i, ©)(k,t) = (i, Oo)(k) +
(iz, $)(k,t) satisfying Boussinesq equation in the Fourier space, (). Further,
appealing to instantaneous smoothing Lemma the solution is smooth.
Thus, if (H,S)(k,-) is in L'(e"“Pdp) for any w > 0, then a smooth global
solution exists and iv) is proved.

4. Borel-Summability

We now show Borel-summability of the solutions guaranteed by Theorem
2. for 8 > 0. This requires us to show that the solutions (f], S)(k,p) to the
Boussinesq equation in Borel space is analytic in p for p € {0} UR™. First,
we will seek a solution which is a power series

(H,9)(k,p) — (2,0 i ai, st (30)

=1

Remark 4.1. We will use induction to bound the successive terms of the
power series. Many of these bounds have constants depending on the dimen-
sion in k as before. For brevity of notation the dependence on dimension is
suppressed after introducing the constants.

For the purpose of finding power series solutions, (7)) is not a good rep-
resentation. By construction, ZG(z, 2') satisfies [pd,, + 20, + v|k|*]y = 0 with
7G(2,7') — 0 and 0, (gg(z, z’)) — % as p’ approaches p from below. Hence,
we have the equivalent equations

P8y + 20, + v|k[1H = ik, G + aPy[6,5] (31)
POy + 20, + plk[2)S = ik; G

We substitute ([30) into ([BI) and identify powers of p' to get a relationship
for the coefficients. We will use the fact that

{In!
| no_ I+n+1
b (l4+n+1)! '
For [ = 0, we have
2HW = —ik; Py ;%00 + tig j*01] — v|k|*0y + Pylae,©,] (32)
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QS[l] = —Zk?] [ﬁLj;‘éO + ﬁ07j%él] - :U“|k|2®1
For [ = 1, we have

6HP + v|kPHY = —ik; P[50 + 0% HY + @y j40,] + PilaesSY) (33)
652 + ,u|/{:|2gm = —ik; [S’][,l];éo + ﬂo7j§<g[l} + 111,]‘%(;)1].
More generally, for [ > 2, we have

-2

Z l — l1 - 1) H[ll];([f[[l—h—l]]
J

I+ 1)1+ 2)HF = —p|kPHY — ik, P,

(34)

1
—ik; Pyliio * HU + AV%a, + T, SRHU 4 ZHl Usd) + PylaesSY]

; ; 200 =1 = 1)
(L4 1)1+ 2)SH = | k[281 — ik, [Z MH]%SU_h_u]

!
=1
(35)
1 g~
Definition 4.2. [t is useful to define a n-th order polynomial, call it Q,,,

A A N 1 A
—ik; [ g #S1 + H][-”@@o + 7@1,]@5“_1}

Definition 4.3. [t is also useful to define the constant
M; = max(v, u).

4.1. Estimates on the Solution in the Borel Plane
Lemma 4.4. If ||(tg, ©)||y+28 < 00 for v > d and f > 0, then there are
constants Ag, Do > 0 not depending on | or k such that

. OBk
2+ 1)

Furthermore, the solutions guaranteed to exist in Lemma ([3.11]) have conver-
gent power series representations in p, and for |p| < (4Dy)™*

((HW, W) < e=AKL 40 DL(1 + |K]) (36)

(H,9)(k.p) = Z 51k
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To prove this lemma we will establish bounds for (H", S1) using induc-
tion.

Lemma 4.5. For the base case, we have

A e PN Qy(Blk|) Ao Dy

(AW S0 (k)| < L+ k)9 (37)
for
AoDo = (i1, ©0)ll (Col (. B0l + M+ a5?)
PRrROOF. From (32) and Lemma B.7, we get
G, S0 < (b, Ol s 39
2(1+ |k|)

+ 2G| (00| 1 80)lls +allBulla)

The result now follows after noting that Qs(8|k|) =4 + 28|k| + £(B]k[)*.

For the general terms we will need a series of lemmas, which depend on

the Fourier inequalities developed in [Appendix B| bounding the terms that
appear on the right side of (34]).

Lemma 4.6. Assume that (HU, SW) satisfies (30) for 1 > 1. Then we have,

|k|2|(1ﬁ[[l]’§[l])| < 6AgDhe M Qy 15(B]k])
(+1)0+2) — BOA+]k)RI+3)2

PROOF. The proof follows from (36) directly by noting that for y > 0

y2 Qo (y)
(2l+2)(20+1)

(20 + 2)(21 + 3)?
(+1D)I+2)20+1) =

< Qo42(y) and

Lemma 4.7. Suppose (H", SW) satisfies ([38) for I > 1. Then both

by (Peliin #11), 1 45 ) and ‘k;j (Pu(A%a0), 1136 ) ‘
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are bounded by

90, AgDhe PRI+ 1) (1 + 2)
234(21 + 3)2(1 + |k|)”

Similarly, suppose (HI=1, SU=1Y satisfies (38) for | > 2. Then both

27| (Gio, ©0)| |, Qau42(|8k])-

; (Pk(al,j;ﬁ“—”),al,j:kS*“—IQ’ and ‘k;j (A s, 1) V0,)

are bounded by

9077TA0Dé_16_B‘k|l(l + 1)le(|ﬁ/€|)
26421+ 1)2(1 + |k|)”

27|(d1, ©1)| |,

PROOF. We use the estimate (B@) on (IEIW,S’V]) and [Appendix B.5| in R?
with n = 0 to get

L K|+
|kj120j§<(]f[[l]7§m)| < ||710H'yﬁ AOD (‘ ‘/ e ’ Q2l(ﬁ‘k/‘)dk/>
| a (2l+1) werd (14 [KD)Y(1+ |k —K|)
||| |1,540 Df Z 22— m| " o= BUK [ +k—K') |
- (20+1)? — m! vent (L4 K (L + |k — K]0

ﬁk/|mdk/

C77T||UOH’Y ﬁAoDl 276 Blk|
(204 1)2BH1 + |k|)

2'Crr||io|],540 Dhe 1M
= @+ 1D)BALH+ [k

2221 ™ (m + 2) Q2 (BIk])

(I +2) Qau42(B1K]).-

The first part of the lemma now follows noting (21(%% <9forl>1. The
second parts is proved similarly.

Lemma 4.8. Let | > 3. Suppose (H"), Sl and (=101 SU=1=hl) sqtisfy
@B8) forly =1,...,0—2. Then

-2
ll!(l —1- ll)! [h] Frl—1— l1] Gll—1-11]

=1

1s bounded by

o _Qa(BIk)

v+3 2
3L A2DEN (1 + [K|) R
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N

PROOF. The proof is similar to that in [10] with W] replaced by (W21, Q[2]).
For more details see [10] and [21].

Lemma 4.9. Forl = 2 we have,

2]
‘(H )| — 52(1+ |/{J|) B2 Bd

C A
+aoDua + L, enuiﬁ) .

gy < MQu(BIR) <6A0D0M1 299Cqm Ao Dy | (iio, Oo) .5

Thus, (H?, S®) satisfies (36]) for

6DOM1 279077TD0
7 + D(]CL + T

PROOF. We start from (B3). For the first term we use Lemma For
the second term, appearing in (39), we use our induction assumption and

Q2(5ﬁ4|k‘) < Q‘*(zi'k‘). For the next term, we use Lemma [£.7l For the last terms,

Ik QA
< o

Co

Dj > H(u07@0)||75+A6”(@17@1)“3,6' (39)

apply Corollary [3.6] and use

Proof of Lemma [4.4] The base case is proved picking Dy large enough so
39) and (37) hold. For general [ > 2 suppose (H™, SI™) satisfies (36) for
m=1,...,1. We estimate terms on the right of (34 and (35]), using Lemma
1.6, A7, and .8 and the fact that Qu(y) < 1/4Qq42(y), to get

|(I:I[H-1}7 Sv[l+1})| <

AoDy ' Qa2 (Blk]) {6D0M1 aDy n 279077TD0||(@ o)l

ey \ @ Tz g N Solhs
279077'('(2[ + 3) A 2’Y+3C7A0

Tau ot gl O b

AgDlHte P
< (1+|k|)7(2l+3)2Q2l+2(5|k|)

where Dy has been chosen large enough so

279077TD0
434

|[(t1,©1)]]+,5

62 + 2 + 66{ H('ELO,@O>||%5 +

7+1

{ 6D0M1 G,D() 279077TD0
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(21+3)2
@+1)2(1+2)

B0) satisfied for any [ > 1. So, S0° (HWU SW)(k)p' is convergent for |p| <

p; since Qu(B[k[) < 4lePF/2. By construction of the iteration, (H,S) —

(i11,01) = S22 (HB, SUY(k)p! is a solution to (3I) which is zero at p = 0.
However, we know there is a unique solutions to (BI) which is zero and
p = 0 in the space A7°, which includes analytic functions at the origin for L
sufficiently small. Thus, for (H,S) the solution guaranteed by Lemma B1T]
we have

We also used < 1 in the above. Thus, by induction, we have

A

(H,8)(k,p) = (g, 01) (k) + > _ (4", ) (k
=1

4.2. Estimates on 0(H,S)(k, p)

We now want to develop estimates on 8117(}17 ,S)(k,p) in order to show
that we can analytically extend our solutions along R™ with a radius of
convergence independent of center pg along R™. Combining this with the fact
that the solutions are exponentially bounded will give Borel summability.

Definition 4.10. Forl > 1 we define,

Lemma 4.11. If ||(tig, O¢)||y42,5 < 0o for and § > 0, then there are con-
stants A, D > 0 not depending on I, k or p such that

e“'PePIRIADY  Qy(|K])

((HY, SU)(k, p)| < L+ p2) (1 + k] (20 +1)2

(40)

where w' = w + 1 for w chosen as in Lemmal 311, We will prove the lemma
by induction, and as before we will develop several lemmas to establish the
bound.

For [ = 0, we use Lemma [3.11] which says that for w sufficiently large

G 2e Ak ||(dy, ©,) |
H.9)(k,p)| < 71/ 1.8
((H,S)(k,p)| < A+ 5
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We chose w’ = w + 1 and recall Definition [4.10 to get

(9, 50 (5, )] < 2 Ol

ST A0 Y .

and the base cases of [#Q) is proved for A = 3||(i1,01)|].5-
For the general case (I > 1) we take 9} in (BI) and divide by I!, to obtain

pHU+(14+2) H v k[P HY = (—ik; Py[tio ;41 + i j*0o) — v[k[*@) 10

P i — L=l =D gy
_Zk]Pk / Hj (',p—S)*H[O}(',S)dS—FZ*Hjl ('ao)*H[_l_l}('ap)
0 =1 :
1 ~ A =1 NI A o N
—ik; Pk[j(ulj*H[l_”%—H][l 1}*u1)+H]m*u0+u07j*H[l]+5171u17j*u1]—I—Pk(aegSm)

(42)

-1
LW —=0L -1 A
/THI 5)%8"(:, 5)d +§:ii—7%——lﬂﬁcmﬁ5““”«m4

=1

—ik;

A

— ik~ (ug RS 4 Hl 156,) + Hy[l]q‘éo + g %SV 4 611 ;%64 (43)

o~ =

Denote the right hand side of these four equations by RY for m = 1 and 2
respectively.

Lemma 4.12. For anyl > 0 and for some absolute constant C, if(f[[l], SM)
satisfies ([Q), and is bounded at p = 0 then

o AMLKIRICE Sy (e
C Sup |(R[1[],R[l])|—|— 1| | ‘( 75 )( 7O>|

l+1 S«H—l} k <76
(H )Pl < oes P : (+1)(+2)

PROOF. The proof is in [10] under Lemma 4.4. The lemma is dependent
only on the operator D which is the same in our case.

Lemma 4.13. Suppose (H, SU) satisfies [@Q) for 1> 1. Then
s (Puliio #H17), g S”)’ and [k; (P(A3a0), %560 |
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are bounded by

(14 1)23ADle=Alk+w'p
20+ 1)1+ p*) (1 + |k])7

C4||(ti0, ©0)| |, Qoi2(|8K]),

s ) A A -
TJ <Pk(ﬁ17j>T<H[l_1]),ﬁ17j>T<S[l—1]> and 7] <pk(H[z Usdy), HY 1]%@1>

are bounded by

l2/3ADl—16—B\k|+w’p
2 =11 +p*) A+ |k])

01||(ﬁ1a©1)||wl Qu(|Bk|),

and )
e“Pe BIMLADY  Qy(|BK)

(1+p2) 1+ k)Y (21 +1)2
In the above, Cy = Cy(d) is defined in[Appendiz_B.8

| Pi(aex S| < a

PROOF. For the first inequality, we use ([@0) and then apply [Appendix B.§]
to get

(1+p%)ePlkytio %(HY, SU)|

AD! . o~ BUK |+ k—k]) i
< || S — ' '
< Cl(l+1)2/3H“0||%ﬂ VQ21+2(BV€D-

(20 4+ 1)(1 + |k])

The other inequalities are proved similarly and the last is simply the state-
ment of the assumed bound.

Lemma 4.14. Suppose (H®, SW) satisfies [@Q) for 1 > 1. Then

k. N A N A
= (Pu(HC 0380 p)), HY ”<~,o>*s[°}<-,p>)'

15 bounded by
(l + 1)2/3A2Dl—le—ﬁ|k\+a’p
N0 = 1)(1 + B (1 + p?)

Qi (Bk|).
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PROOF. Using (@) with p = 0 and (@I)) with A = 3||(ti1, ©,)||,. along with
[Appendix B.8| we get

oo K ol a
(L4 e | UL 0051, S p)]|

_ A2pl-1 e BUK|+|k—F'])

— (20— 1)2| /kleRd (L+ K1+ |k — K]
12/3 A2 i1 Bk
(20— 1)(1 + |k|)

- Qoo (BIK/)dK

Scll 7Qzl(ﬁ‘k‘)

From this the lemma follows after using Lemma 3.7

Lemma 4.15. Suppose (H!"), S and (FU-1-1, SU-b=11y satisfies [@Q) for
I =1,...,0—2 where l > 2. Then for Cg = 82 and C; = C7(d) given in
[Appendiz  B."7, we have

-2

LI(l—=1 = 1)! - ST £ S all—lh—
by >0 IR (0 o)ttt ), B 0)350 ”<-,p>)'

=1
1s bounded by

e Pk 1Qx(Blk|)
31 +p?) (1 + [k) (20 +3)2

0807277TA2D1_1

The proof is the same as in [10] the only difference is a change in the constants
arising when [Appendix B.7]in R? or R3 is applied.

Lemma 4.16. Suppose (H", SW) satisfies @Q) for 1 > 0. Then

p A A A A
by / (PAY(p = )3, ), B p = )25, 5) ) ds
(l+1)2/36—ﬁ\k|+w’p
(20 + (1 + [F) (1 +p?)

In the above, My, defined in Lemma[3.9, is such that

< C1 My A2D! Qa2(Blk]).

/P 1 ds < Mo
o I+(—s5)?2)1+s%)  ~ 1L4+p*
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ProoF. Using ({0) for the first inequality and [Appendix B.§ and Lemma
for the second, we have

ki /” (P’f(Hgm( p— )RS 8)), (' (- p— 8)%5’[0}(-,8))) ds| <

. A2D! o= BIK |+ |k—k'| o’ (p—s)+'s N
M e //,E]Rd 1+ (p—s) )(1+52)(1+|k/\)v(1+|k—m)»y921(5| [)ds

(I + 1)2/3ePlkl+ep
2L+ DA+ [E) (1 +p?)
Lemma 4.17. We have
5 (Pulio i), 0401 ) + &y (Pelin o), i 560 ) |

20, |k|ePIF
— (LR

. |k:|e—5““|00 o
kj (Pk(ul,j*ul)aul,j*G)l)’ < WH“M @1||»2y,5-

Proor. This follows directly from Corollary and Lemma 3.7

< C; My A2D!

Qai+2(Bk])-

|| (0, ©0)|[+,5| (1, O1)]l,

Lemma 4.18. For the case l = 1, we have

QUJ/pe_Blk‘AD

rrl1] gl
‘(H ,S )(kvp)‘ < (1+p2>(1+‘]{;‘)’7

(| BKI),

where
o - 2 \l(@y. €
AD >C F ||(U0a 90)“75“( @1)”%6 + Ml@”(ul? @1)“’%5
) aA
+C MyA —|—201A||(U0a@0)||75+ 4

Proor. Lemma with [ = 0 tells us that
(™M, SU)(k, p)| < Cs sup |(RY, BY)(k, )|

p’'€[0,p]
since (H, S(k,0) = 0. We use Lemma EI3, Lemma Z.I6, and Lemma
[4.17 to bound the terms appearing in R,,s.

. . 20| k|e=PIF|
(B9, RO (k, p))| < 2Colkle

e (A DI [CRC RN
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e~ Blkl+w'p
A ) 2
Ae-Blkl+'p P8Ikl 4
T+ 22U+ ey

|k|2ePIk
(1+ (k)

+ My [1(81,01)[,5 + C1 Mo A

+2C4 | (2, ©0) ||,

The lemma now follows since 4|k| < % and |k|? < %

Proof of Lemma [4.17] Lemma F.18 and (A1) prove the base case. Sup-

pose, for the purpose of induction, that for [ > 1 ({@0) holds. Then by Lemma

[4.12 we need only prove a bound for |(R£”, 1%[2”)| whose terms we bounded in
the previous lemmas.

TN AD1e=Blkl+w'p CLMyAD(1 + 1)2/3(21 + 3)2
(R, B < : AP )RS

k
A ara s a2l D{ @+ 1)
CLA(L+1)3(20 +3)2  CsCr27m Al CUIP3||(1y, 01)]|45(21 + 3)?2

4020 —1) 1234 201021 — 1)
. A (I +1)%3(21 + 3)? Co\r A g aD(20+3)?
+2C1D||(u07 GO)H%ﬁ 20+ 1 + 2551,1 ABH(UD @1>||7,B + 4(2l i 1>2

We also note that as (H", S1) satisfies (@0),

|k|2\(ﬁ[”,§[”)(k,0>|< |k[>e "M AD' Qu (B]K|)
I+1)(1+2) T+ DI+ 2)(1+ |E)r(20 + 1)?

ADl ek 6
=@ ap sy e

Here, we used the following two facts

?/2 Qau(y)

(20 + 2)(20 + 3)?
@ +2)(20+1) =6

I+ +2)20+1) =~

< Qg42(y) and

Thus, for D chosen, independently of [, k, and p, large enough so

CiMpAD(2l +3)2  CLA(21 + 3)? CsCr2r Al
(+D)@+1) 40+ D2 —1) 12841+ 1)
Ci[| (@1, ©1)|],5(21 + 3)? ((21+3)°
2(1+ 1)PB11/3(20 — 1) (+12+1)

D* >Cs {

+ 2C D||(t, éO)H%B
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Co
A2/

(@0) holds and the lemma is proved.
As Qu(BIk|) < 4lelPH/2,

+ 2501175

oA aD(2l + 3)2 oD
(an, G2, + —2PE+3) }

M, —
41+ 1)%3(20+1) e

(H,8)(k,p;po) = Y _(H", 5" (, po)(p — po)’ (44)
=0

is convergent for |p — po| < ﬁ where D is independent of py. Moreover,
the following lemma proved in [10] says that these series are indeed local
representations of the solution (H,S)(k,p).

Lemma 4.19. The unique solution to (31]) satisfying (f[
anteed in Lemmal3. 11 has a local representation given by
po € RT. So, the solution is analytic on Rt U {0}.

Proof of Theorem i) Using LemmaITand the fact that ||g||~ <
|19]|z1 we know that

' . 87TA(4B)l wpo
|(H"Y, SY)(z,po)| < B(20+1)2(1 4 p)

[l gl BrA{4B) e
|D(HY, S%) (2, po)| < B2l +1)2(1 +p3)

< 16w A(4B)lewro
~ A2+ 1)2(1 + pj)

|D*(HY, S)(x, po)

and the series (@) converges for [p — po| < ;5. By Lemma the series is
the local representation of the solution guaranteed to exist by Lemma [B.11
which is zero at p = 0. Combining this with the facts that the solution is
analytic in a neighborhood of zero and exponentially bounded for large p,
recall (H, S € A¥), implies Borel summability in 1/t. Watson’s Lemma then
implies as t — 0"

(U, ®>(x7t> Uo,@o _'_ Z um7
m=1

where |(t, O,)(2)] < mlAgDJ* with constants Ay and Dy generally depen-
dent on the initial condition and forcing through Lemma [4.4l
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5. Extension of Existence Time

We have shown by Theorem 2.1] that there is a unique solution to ()
within the class of locally integrable functions, which are exponentially bounded
in p, uniformly in x. Further, the solution (f[ , g)(k, p) generates a smooth
solution to the Boussinesq equation for ¢ € [0,w™!) where w is the expo-
nential growth rate of the integral equation (7)), and we showed that the
solution is Borel summable. The question of global existence is then reduced
to a question of exponential growth for the integral equation solution. If
(]3[ .S )(k,p) grows subexponentially, then global existence follows. The ex-
ponential growth rate w previously found is suboptimal and ignores possible
cancellations in the integrals. If we improve the estimates, we get a longer
interval of existence. Here we present two examples of cases which can result
in longer interval of existence.

5.1. Improved Radius of Convergence
When the initial data and forcing are analytic Borel summability given
in Theorem implies that

(H.8)(k.p) = D (07,6 () L = Sl Oy ) - (45)

has a finite radius of convergence depending on the size of the initial data
and forcing. However, in the special case when the initial data and forcing
have only a finite number of Fourier modes the radius of convergence is in
fact independent of the size of the initial data or f. The argument allows
forcing to be time dependent.

Proof of Theorem ii) For small time

(u,©)(k,t) = (@, ) (k) + D (al™), O (k
m=1
Fk,t) = fO 4+ Z F ()t
m=1
where by ([3) for m >0

(m+ a1 = fiml — p|k2al™ — ik, P, (Z g.”:ka[m—”> + aPy(e,0)
=0
(46)
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Suppose the initial data and forcing have a finite number of Fourier modes.
Let K1 = max(supyc,ppeaio 601 |kl SUPLe () [k])- Then by induction on &
we have supyc ., atm gy [k < (m+1) K. Taking the || - [|, s norm of both
sides of (6]) with respect to k and writing

am = [|@™, 05, b = [If™ s,
we obtain
e S (b + M [ [BPICal, © |
“m+1 .8
+ 3 [l @m0, ety -+ aay,
—o V.8

b aa =
< -+ KiM Day, + 2K,C, m—t-
_m+1+m+1+ 1 1(m+ )CL + 1 o;ala I
Consider the formal power series yo(t) 1= > ~_| @t™, where ag = ag and
G b | @m o ge2ng 0 4 1)a,, 4+ 2K, C Xm: (47)
m41 = m Ay, Q)] -
£ e 1My 1Co 10m—1

=0

Clearly, ap, < @, 50 yo(t) majorizes ||(i, ©)(-,t)||,s. If we multiply both
sides of ([AT) by t™ and sum over m, then

) i N 0o b, + a,, i m o -
Zam+1t = Z <TH +K12M1(m+1)am+2chozalam_l) t.
m=0 =0

m=0
In other words, yo(t) is a formal power series solution to

1 5 a [*
;(y — ) = w + ?/ y(r)dr + KM, (ty)' + 2K,Coy?,
0

where w(t) =3, ni’—’ht""”. With the change of variables s = 1/t, we have

1/s
—Klely'+2KlCos_ly2+(Klels_l—1)y+(s‘1w+do)+as/ y(T)dr = 0.
0
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A singularity of B(y(s)) in the Borel plane exhibits itself as an exponential
small correction to yg. So, we let y = yo + ¢ and construct the equation for

0:
1/s
—K2M, 0" + 2K,Cos™ (62 + 2ypd) + (KiMys™ — 1)0 + as / §(t)dr = 0.
0

If we assume ¢ is exponentially small, then to leading order the equation is
—K12M15/ + [(4K10(]S_1a0 + (K%Ml)S_l - 1} 0= O,

which yields

—2,5 1 ~ —1,,—1
5N6_K1 M 884aoC'oK1 M +1‘

So, the radius of convergence of B(y) is at least K;2M; ' which is inde-
pendent of the size of initial data as claimed. As y majorizes our solution
(i1, ©)(k,t) the radius of convergence of (A7) is independent of the size of
initial data or forcing as well.

5.2. Improved Growth Estimates Based on Knowledge of the Solution in [0,
p0].

Let (H,S)(k,p) be the solution to (IIE) provided by Theorem 2.1l Re-
call the definitions of (H,S)@® and (H, S) glven by (@) and (8) and the
functionals in (@) and (I0). Now, let (H,S)® (H S) — (H,8)@. 1t is
convenient to write the integral equation for (H S YO for p > po,

A p A
HO(k,p) = = / G(z.2) (ik; G (k.9 + Pilead® (kop' ) dp' + HO) (k. )
Po
(48)
ik

po

"G, NGOk, p')dp' + 5 (k, p),

GOk, p) = — Pyl 400 + A5t + A 20O + 4P A@ 1+ 4 o)
GOk, p) = ~[ 45 + HP500 + HV 15O + AP 15 4 F¥ 50)),

We also define

ROk, p) = ik; (G, GPYO (k, p) + aPyleaS® (k, p)). (49)
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Proof of Theorem [2.3] We note that
1RO (k)| < (1Kl [Jaol#1(CE 30| + 018 (o, ©0)| + 21 (. ) 2](F, $))
HHOLI, SO +al ) (k,p),

where | - | is the usual euclidean norm. Let ¢ (p) = ||(H, S)®(-, p)||,.5. Then

I

< Bo(k) - (|k| [||ao||w<p> + 0 ()| (it0, o)l + 211, 51,5+ v(p)
+U(p) * ¥ (p)] + avo(p)) (k, p) = (Bi + Bz * 1 + Bsyp * ¥ + Bur)) (p).

Taking the (7, ) norm in k£ on both sides of ([@8) and multiplying by e™“?
for w > wp > 0 and integrating from pg to M gives

(EY)O (k, p) + aPylead® (k, p)]). (i“ (G2 ><k,p>)

V7,8

L,,OM-—/M —wPah(p dp</ / (Bih + Bo % 4 + Batp % 4 + Byab) (p)dp'dp
+ /,, e Pyl (p)dp < / / e (Byah + By % 10 + By x b + Byt (p)dpdyp’
+/po e=“P) (p)dp < — /po P (Bi + By % ¢ + By x ¢ + Bu) (p')dp
+ / : =P (p)dp,

Ppo

where ¥ = ||(H, $)®)(-,p)||,.,5. Recalling that 1 = 0 on [0, po], we note
that for any u

[ awin= [ v [T

Using this, we obtain

1 M=po _
Lpoar < — {(31 +/ e~ “PBa(p)dp) Lpg,nr + BsLiy, vy + B4LP07M}+bw '
0

<w M {er Ly + BsL2 b+ bw
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For
e <w and (e —w)? > 4Bsb,

we get an estimate for L,, »s that is independent of M. Namely,

1
LPO’M S 2—133 |:(,d — €1 — \/(61 - w)2 - 4ngi| .

So, ||(H,S)(-,p)||ys € L'(e~*?dp), and the solution to the Boussinesq
exists for t € (0,w™") for w sufficiently large so that

w>wy and w > e+ 24/Bsb.

Equivalently, we could choose our original w, large enough so that wy, >
€1 + 2v/Bsb. This completes the proof of Theorem 2.3

Appendix A. Bessel Function Representation of the Kernel

Lemma Appendix A.1l. The kernel G(z,2') given by
G(z,2") =2 (= (2)Y1(2)+Yi(2) Ji(2")), where z = 2|k|\/vp and 2" = 2|k|\/vp’
satisfies 2G(z,2') = HW (p,p', k) with H®) given by (T4).

Proof. We will show that H®)(p, p’, k) solves (pd,, + 20, + v|k|*)H®) = 0 for
0 < p’ < p with the condition that H")(p,p’, k) — 0 and ’HI(,V) (p, 0, k) — %
as p’ approaches p from below.

First, we notice that

! rp/p
M%nmng/ F(n)ds,
1

where

/ 1 1 .
o=ty (1) (1-3), P =5 [t
D S 2m Jo

and C' is the contour starting and coe™™ turning around the origin in coun-
terclockwise direction and ending at ooe™. In the appendix of [13], it is
shown that F' is entire, F'(0) = 1, and F satisfies nF"(n) + F'(n) + F(n) = 0.
We will use these facts as given. As F' is continuous and the interval of
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integration shrinks to length zero, H")(p,p’,k) — 0 as p’ tends to p from
below. For p > p/, H") is twice differentiable in p as F' is twice continuously
differentiable. Moreover, we have

1 1 1 rp/p d
H (p.pf k) = —]—)7‘[(”) (' k) + ]—)F(O) + % / F'(Tl)d—Zd&
1

F"(n) dn 2d8
dp ’
where the second equality uses that Z—Z = v|k|? (1 — %) is p independent.

Thus, as F(0) = 1, we have ’H;(,V) (p, 0, k) — % as p/ tends to p from below.

We notice that )
dn\" _ nvlk]*  vik[*(s —1)dn
dp) — p P ds
So, integrating by parts and using nF"(n) + F'(n) + F(n) = 0, we have

P () as

p
PIY v|k|2(s — 1)
— —(F' S B S
p / 7 (Fm)=——"—=ds

|2y P k2 e
= [ s+ PERE [T s = —olan
1 1

/

v v ’ p/ p/p
)y = =)+ POk = Z) 4+ /

/

/ p/p
)y + 1Y = POl =)+ /

In other words, p?—lg;) + 27—[15;”) + v|k|?H®™ = 0, and the lemma is proved.

Lemma Appendix A.2. We also have the representation in terms of Bessel
functions
1 — e vkl 2J1(2)
L —— = :
< v|k|? (p) z

PRrROOF. Notice that by contour deformation the contribution from T’lclz is
zero. Factoring out |k|,/vp in the exponent and using the change of variables

VP s w, we have
[k|v/v ’

1— —v|k|2r1 -1 ctico |k|/Tp(w—w~1) J
L (6— (p):—_/ ‘ dw = 2712,

v|k|? 270 Joino |k|\/vp z
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Appendix B. Fourier Inequalities in Two Dimensions

In the appendix of |10], Fourier inequalities are developed in R3. We
present the counterparts to those inequalities for R? here. Where a lemma is
referenced from this section, we use either the R? or R? version as appropriate.
The basic idea is that in 2-d [Appendix B.4| below differs by a constant from
3-d case. All other lemmas are basically the same for R? or R3 once the
change in [Appendix B.4|is taken into account.

Definition Appendix B.1. Define the polynomial

Lemma Appendix B.2. For all y > 0 and integers n > m > 0, we have
g / e UeDI+0ne=Dl P (411 — pl)dp < mlnl Qs (y).
0

Proof can be found in [10].

Proposition Appendix B.3. Let n be an integer no less than 0 andr > 0
and p > 0 fixed. Then

2
i - 4
/ e 7l p —re®|df < 2mePe P (1 — p|) + fe—m—rpnﬂ(‘p —rl).
0

Proor. Case 1. Suppose 0 < r < 2. Then for all 6,
lp—r| <lp—re?| <lp—r|+|r—re’| < |p—r|+4.

We also notice, for x > 0,

n!
(z+1)" Zxﬂ T <Y @ = Pua). (B.1)
j=0 ’

Further, for x, a > 0,

l.jmm

ZE'+& zj a xj
Z sz, S L eyt (B2

j=0 m=0 j=m m=0 j=0 j=0

| /\
|
|



Thus,
= e < S (o= 1l + 395 < Pu(lp - 1)
- ]
7=0
and o
/ e_‘p_’"ew”p —re?|"df < 2mede”IPTIP, (|1 — p)).
0

So, the proposition holds in this case.
Case 2. Suppose r > 2. Let 6, € (0,%) be such that |r —re’| = 1. We split
our integral into three pieces. For 6 € [0, 6],

p—r| <lp—re’| <lp—r|+|r—re’| < |p—r[+1.

Applying (B)) with z = |p — r| gives,

% 0 ; 27
2/ e~lPrel | p — re®"df < ?e_‘p_”Pn(\r —pl). (B.3)
0
Suppose 6 € [0, 7 — 61]. Let 2 = [p—re’| = \/(p— )2 + 2pr(1 — cos?).
Then df = pfgfl 5. However, since 0 € [0, 7 — 0],
1 1 1
< o (B.4)

rsinf — rsinf; rf;sinf;

61 /3
sinf; — sin(w/3)

Now, notice that 6,7 > |r —re¥t| = 1 and < 2since 0, € [0, Z].

Hence,
do — zdz < 2zdz
prsin 6 p

and

m—01 B ' 4 |p—ret(m—01)|

2/ e~ IPrel p — retf|ndh < —/ e * 2" dz (B.5)
01 P J|p—rei®1]
4

A (Papallp = e et - By — re I erlore )
p

We bound the positive contribution as in (B:2) by

4 ; _lp—ret 4 lp—rp 4e lp—p
P 1 (|p—re® e 1P QI'S;PnH(\p—ere ’ ‘S;Pnﬂup—rwe o=,

(B.6)
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For 6 € [ — 6y, 7], we again use (B.]) and get
o= 1" < ([ = re ™) 4 1)" < P,(|p = re==o)

and

|p—re| = \/p? — 2pr cos(m — 01) + r2 + 2pr(cos(m — 6) — cosf) > |p—rel™0).

So,

™ i . 2 i(m— l
2/ 6_\p—re 9||p . T€z€|nd9 < ge—lﬁ—m( 91)|Pn(‘p — rel(w_el)‘). (B.7)
T—01

Now, we notice that [p — re’™%)| > p, so

P, _ Tei(w—el) 1 n+l _ Te’i(ﬂ—@l) j—1
p P J!

n o W(r—01Y|7 ]
Zn‘zn+1|p 7"6. )| >Pn(‘p—7”€l(7r_91)‘).

Thus,

(o 2 . m ;
lporet o) <_;pn+1<|p—mz<w—01>|>+§Pn<|p—rel<ﬂ-9l>|>) <0. (BS)

Adding the contributions from (B.3), (B.H), and (B.7) and using (B.6) and
(B.8) gives

g p . o 4e
2 / g = re g < LB (I = pl) + e P =),
0

(B.9)
As all values of r fall into one of these three cases, the proposition is proved.

Lemma Appendix B.4. If m and n are integers no less than —1, then

ol [ e g mlg — g < Crld)n(m+ 1+ 1D1Qnsa(lal),
q'eR

where C7(2) = 6me® + 4e and Cr(3) = 2.
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PrROOF. We note that we may assume without loss of generality that m < n
since a change of variables ¢ — ¢ — ¢’ switches the roles of m and n. Write
q=pe?, ¢ =re" and § = o — ¢. Let I be the integral on the left hand side.
Then switching to polar coordinates gives

00 2 ) )
I = p/ / ep_’"_‘p_’"ew'rm\p — re®|"rdrdd.
o Jo

For n > 0, using Proposition |[Appendix B.3|above gives,

0o P, _
I< /)/ ePrrmtlemle=rl (9P P (1p — 7|) + 4€Mdr.
0 p

Now, we let p = 7. Then dp = % and —|p— 1| = —p(p—1)sgn(p — 1), so

Poga(plp —1))
+1 ; dp.

I < pm+3 / 6—p([)—1)(1+sgn(f)—1))[~)m+1 (27T€3Pn(p|[~) . 1|) +4e
0

Applying [Appendix B.2| gives

I <271 p(m + D) Qpinia(p) + de(m + D(n + 1)!Quinys
< (67 + 4e)(m + D11+ 1)1 Qpermas(o),

where the last inequality follows as m < n, so

m-+n—+2 2m+n+2_jpj m~+n+3 2m+n+3_jpj

P 1l T — 1)!
< Quints(p)(m +n+3) < 3(n+1)Qimints(p).
For n = m = —1, we use a slightly different approach. Assuming ¢ is not

zero, we split the integral over two regions, a ball of radius 3|q|/2 centered at
zero and its compliment. For the compliment region we have |¢ —¢'| > |q|/2,
SO

! / 1
‘q|/ elal=ld'l=la=d'| / / dq'
lq’|>31ql/2 |d'|lq — ¢

21 o)
< 26|q|/2/ / e "drdf = 4re”1 < 4.
0 J3lql/2
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For the interior region we have

Iq] elal=ld'I-la—d'| / 1 — dq < |q‘/ TT— ! - dq'.
0'1<3/dl /2 l¢'llg — ¢'| g1<slal/2 14'l1g = ¢/l
1 /A . .
We now note that f\qf\gs\q\/z ‘q,Hq_q,‘dq is bounded. Without trying to be

precise we can bound the integral by 137 by spitting the region into two disks
of radius |g|/2 centered at 0 and ¢ and the compliment, call the compliment
D. We have

1 9 1
/ g < = —dq <.
i<lal2 1€lla — ¢ 4| Jig<tal/2 1]

Similarly,

1
/ ———dq < 2m.
—ql<lal/2 14'llq — ¢

Finally,

1 4 4
/7/ /dqlﬁ—zqulg—z dg' < 9m.
p ldllg — ¢ la1* Jp 191* J\q1<31q1/2

Thus,
/ / 1
4| /e|q|_q I~le=e ‘mdq/ < 137l|q| + 47 < 137 (|q| + 2) = 137Q1(|q|)

for all nonzero ¢q. Hence, the lemma is proved with C7(2) = 6me3 + 4e.

Lemma Appendix B.5. For any v > 1 and nonnegative integers m and
n, we have
e~ BUK|+|k—FK'])
wera (1+ [K[)7 (1 + |k — K]
Crr27e AlklimIn|
B+ LK)

||

(B (81K — K|)"dk

(m 41+ 2) Qmpni2(BK]).

PROOF. The proof is the same as the proof for 3-d given in [10] after using
our new bound in [Appendix B.4]
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Lemma Appendix B.6. For any vy > 2 andn € N — 0, we have
=B [+k—H")
wera (L+ [K)7(1 + |k — K'))
CEW2Ve‘mk

[kl

Bk — k)" dk

n+ DUBIEDS S~ (BIK)Y

3(
< - - 19, k
>~ ﬁd_l(]_ + |k‘|),\/ {(n ) Q +1(ﬁ| |) + 252/3 = ]I
PROOF. We split the region into two integrals f|k,‘§|k‘/2—|—f|k,|2‘k|/2. In the
outer region, we have (1 + |£'|)™" <27(1 + |k|)77, and in the inner, we have
(I+|k—FK|)77 <27(1+|k|)~". We use this and v > 2 for the first inequality
and [Appendix B.4| for the second to get a bound for the outer region

|k:|/ WD  pa
w2 (L 1K) (1 + [k — K[)
27 e =Bl

< ——F1¢q
Tl .

C-27e—BIkl
< e D).

e\q\—lq’\—lq—q’l‘q —¢|""2dq

In the inner region, we also use (1 + |k'|)~" < (|k'|)~2+%/3, a change to polar
coordinates as in the proof of [Appendix B.4] and integration by parts to get

e BUK [+lk—k])
wisiilz (L IRV + [k = K))
27 =PIkl ||
< q
BA1+2/3(1 + k) lg'|<|ql/2

276_6“6‘ /p/2 /27r p—r—|p iGI
— p e T—|p—Tre
BRI+ 1K) o Jo

27e~ M % —142/3(5__ 3
< ﬁd—1+2/3(1+|k:|)“f/ r (2me’pP,(lp —r|) + 4ePi1(|p — r|)dr
0

|kl

180k — K)["dK

elal=ld'l=la—=d'| |q/|—2+2/3|q — ¢|"dg’

p— re "2 23404y

97— Blk| 5 "yt ,
1 142/3N P [ 14230 i
< BT/ (1 £ [R])7 2me’nlp j;o il T (1 —7)dr

n+1

j 1
46(77, + 1)|p2/3 Z % / ,r,~—1+2/3(1 _ ,,’Z)]df»)
j=0 7" 70
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n+l

2ﬁ/6_ﬁ‘k| -3 p7
1,2/3
< A R 2 m(n+1)!p E_ il

The proof of the remaining lemmas is the same in 2-d as in 3-d after the
change in bound given in[Appendix B.6and can be found in [10]. Whenever
Lemma 6.8. is invoked in [10] the 2-d proofs use [Appendix B.6]

Lemma Appendix B.7. For any v > 1 and nonnegative integers ly,lo >
0, we have

eBUE|=[K'|=|k—K])

k K k— i\’
M J e T Th = R 220 PIFD Qe (BIR=F)
Crr27e Bk
= m(?ll + 2l + 1)(2[1 + 205 + 2)(2[1 + 205 + 3)Q2l1+2l2+2(5|k’|).

Lemma Appendix B.8. Ify>2 andl >0, then

|| o—BUK|+Ik—K') / ,
/k R ( = Qu(|B(k — K)|)dk
‘e

(I+1)2/3 T+ K (1+ k=K
C e Bkl
< m@l + 1) Qoi12(Blk)),
where )
C1 = Cy(d) = 6C7n23~3 4 Cor27p=4+t 4 5005—1.
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