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Hodge-theoretic analysis on manifolds with boundary, heatable

currents, and Onsager’s conjecture in fluid dynamics

Khang Manh Huynh

Abstract
We use Hodge theory and functional analysis to develop a clean approach to heat flows and Onsager’s
conjecture on Riemannian manifolds with boundary, where the weak solution lies in the trace-critical

1
Besov space By ;. We also introduce heatable currents as the natural analogue to tempered distributions
and justify their importance in Hodge theory.
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1 Introduction
1.1 Omnsager’s conjecture
Recall the incompressible Euler equation in fluid dynamics:
WV +div(VeV) =—gradp inM
divV =0 in M (1)

where

W,y =0 on OM

(M, g) is an oriented, compact smooth Riemannian manifold with smooth boundary, dimension > 2
v is the outwards unit normal vector field on OM.
I CRisanopeninterval, V:I — XM, p: I x M — R.



Observe that the Neumann condition (V,v) = 0 means V' € Xy, where X is the set of vector fields
on M which are tangent to the boundary. Note that when V' is not smooth, we need the trace theorem to
define the condition (see Subsection 5.2).

Roughly speaking, Onsager’s conjecture says that the energy ||V (¢,-)||; . is a.e. constant in time when V'
is a weak solution whose regularity is at least % Making that statement precise is part of the challenge.

In the boundaryless case, the “positive direction” (conservation when regularity is at least %) has been
known for a long time [Eyi94; CET94; Che+08]. The “negative direction” (failure of energy conservation
when regularity is less than %) is substantially harder [LS12; LJ14], and was finally settled by Isett in his
seminal paper [Isel8] (see the survey in [LS19] for more details and references).

Since then more attention has been directed towards the case with boundary, and its effects in the
generation of turbulence. In [BT17], the “positive direction” was proven in the case M is a bounded domain
inR"and V € L3C**Xy (o > %) The result was then improved in various ways [DN18; Bar+18; BTW19].
In [NN18], the conjecture was proven for V in L} B§ X (a > %) along with some “strip decay” conditions
for V and p near the boundary (more details in Subsection 3.2). Most recently, the conjecture was proven as

part of a more general conservation of entropy law in [Bar+19], where M is a domain in R, V € L?ﬁé{SMOZ{

(where §§{3Mox is a VMO-type subspace of Bé/o?;.'{), along with a “strip decay” condition involving both
V and p near the boundary (see Subsection 3.2).

Much less is known about the conjecture on general Riemannian manifolds. The key arguments on flat
spaces rely on the nice properties of convolution, such as div (T x ¢.) = div (T) * ¢, where T is a tensor field

and ¢, &40, do is a mollifier, or that mollification is essentially local. This “local approach” by convolution
does not generalize well to Riemannian manifolds. In [IO15] — the main inspiration for this paper — Isett
and Oh used the heat flow to prove the conjecture on compact Riemannian manifolds without boundary,

for Ve L?Bic(N)% (where B:;’%)C(N)
situation becomes more complicated when the boundary is involved. Most notably, the covariant derivative
behaves badly on the boundary (e.g. the second fundamental form), and it is difficult to avoid boundary
terms that come from integration by parts. Even applying the heat flow to a distribution might no longer be
well-defined. This requires a finer understanding of analysis involving the boundary, as well as the properties
of the heat flow.

In this paper, we will see how we can resolve these issues, and that the conjecture still holds true with

the boundary:

1
X is the By . -closure of compactly supported smooth vector fields). The

Fact. Assuming M as in Equation (1), conservation of energy is true when (V,p) is a weak solution with
1
Ve LB Xn.

It is not a coincidence that this is also the lowest regularity where the trace theorem holds. We also
note a very curious fact that no “strip decay” condition involving p (which is present in different forms for
the results on flat spaces) seems to be necessary, and we only need p € L{ (I x M) (see Subsection 3.3
for details). One way to explain this minor improvement is that the “strip decay” condition involving V
naturally originates from the trace theorem (see Subsection 3.3), and is therefore included in the condition
Ve L?Bf’ 1%, while the presence of p is more of a technical artifact arising from localization (see [Bar+19,
Section 4]), which typically does not respect the Leray projection. By using the trace theorem and the heat
flow, our approach becomes global in nature, and thus avoids the artifact. Another approach is to formulate
the conjecture in terms of Leray weak solutions like in [RRS18], without mentioning p at all, and we justify
how this is possible in Subsection 3.3.

A more local approach, where we assume V' € LfBi C(N)% as in [IO15], and the “strip decay” condition as

1
in [Bar+19, Equation 4.9], would be a good topic for another paper. Nevertheless, B3 Xy is an interesting



space with its own unique results, which keep the exposition simple and allow the boundary condition to be
natural.

1.2 Modularity

The paper is intended to be modular: the part dealing with Onsager’s conjecture (Section 3) is relatively
short, while the rest is to detail the tools for harmonic analysis on manifolds we will need (and more). As
we will summarize the tools in Section 3, they can be read independently.

1.3 Motivation behind the approach

Riemannian manifolds (and their semi-Riemannian counterparts) are among the most important natural
settings for modern geometric PDEs and physics, where the objects for analysis are often vector bundles
and differential forms. The two fundamental tools for a harmonic analyst — mollification and Littlewood-
Paley projection via the Fourier transform — do not straightforwardly carry over to this setting, especially
when the boundary is involved. Even in the case of scalar functions on bounded domains in R™, mollification
arguments often need to stay away from the boundary, which can present a problem when the trace is nonzero.
Consider, however, the idea of a special kind of Littlewood-Paley projection which preserves the boundary
conditions and commutes with important operators such as divergence and the Leray projection, or using
the principles of harmonic analysis without translation invariance. It is one among a vast constellation of
ideas which have steadily become more popular over the years, with various approaches proposed (and we
can not hope to fully recount here).

For our discussion, the starting point of interest is perhaps [Str83], in which Strichartz introduced to
analysts what had long been known to geometers, the rich setting of complete Riemannian manifolds, where
harmonic analysis (and the Riesz transform in particular) can be done via the Laplacian and the heat
semigroup €', constructed by dissipative operators and Yau’s lemma. Then in [KRO6], Klainerman
and Rodnianski defined the L?-heat flow by the spectral theorem and used it to get the Littlewood-Paley
projection on compact 2-surfaces. In [IO15], Isett and Oh successfully tackled Onsager’s conjecture on
Riemannian manifolds without boundary by using Strichartz’s heat flow. These results hint at the central
importance of the heat flow for analysis on manifolds. But it is not enough to settle the case with boundary,
especially when derivatives are involved. Some pieces of the puzzle are still missing.

To paraphrase James Arthur (in his introduction to the trace formula and the Langlands program), there
is an intimate link between geometric objects and “spectral” phenomena, much like how the shape of a drum
affects its sounds. For a Riemannian manifold, that link is better known as the Laplacian — the generator of
the heat flow — and Hodge theory is the study of how the Laplacian governs the cohomology of a Riemannian
manifold. An oversimplified description of Fourier analysis on R™ would be “the spectral theory of the
Laplacian” [Str89], where the heat kernel is the Gaussian function, invariant under the Fourier transform
and a possible choice of mollifier. Additionally, the Helmholtz decomposition, originally discovered in
a hydrodynamic context, turned out to be a part of Hodge theory. It should therefore be no surprise
that Hodge theory is the natural framework in which we formulate harmonic analysis on manifolds, heat
flows and Onsager’s conjecture. Wherever there is the Laplacian, there is harmonic analysis. Historically,
Milgram managed to establish a subset of Hodge theory by heat flow methods [MR51]. Here, however, we
will establish Hodge theory by standard elliptic estimates, from which we develop analysis on manifolds
and construct the heat flow. Most notably, Hodge theory greatly simplifies some crucial approximation
steps involving the boundary (Corollary 70), and helps predict some key results Onsager’s conjecture would
require (Theorem 15, Subsection 7.4, Subsection 8.3). That such leaps of faith turn out to be true only
further underscore how well-made the conjecture is in its anticipation of undiscovered mathematics.



For those familiar with the smoothing properties of Littlewood-Paley projection as well as Bernstein
inequalities [Tao06, Appendix A], the rough picture is that ' =~ PS%' While the introduction of
curvature necessitates the change of constants in estimates, and the boundary requires its own considerations,
it is remarkable how far we can go with this analogy. Regarding the properties we will need for Onsager’s
conjecture, there is a satisfying explanation: the theory of sectorial operators in functional analysis. This,
together with Hodge theory, the theory of Besov spaces and interpolation theory, allows us to build a
basic foundation for global analysis on Riemannian manifolds in general, which will be more than enough to
handle Onsager’s conjecture.

Hodge theory and sectorial operators, in their various forms, have been used in fluid dynamics for a long
time by Fujita, Kato, Giga, Miyakawa et al. (cf. [FK64; Miy80; Gig81; GM85; BAE16] and their references).
Although we will not use them for this paper, we also ought to mention the results regarding bisectorial
operators, H* functional calculus, and Hodge theory on rough domains developed by Alan MclIntosh, Marius
Mitrea, Sylvie Monniaux et al. (cf. [McI86; DM96; FMMO98; AMO04; MMO08; MMO09a; MM09b; GMM10;
Shel2; MM18] and their references), which generalize many Hodge-theoretic results in this paper. Alternative
formalizations of Littlewood-Paley theory also exist (cf. [HMYO08; KP14; FFP16; KW16; BBD18; Tanl§]
and their references). Here, we are mainly focused on the analogy between the heat flow and the Littlewood-
Paley projection on LP spaces of differential forms (over manifolds with boundary), as well as the interplay
with Hodge theory.

Lastly, we also introduce heatable currents — the largest space on which the heat flow can be profitably
defined — as the analogue to tempered distributions on manifolds (Subsection 7.4). In doing so, we will realize
that the energy-conserving weak solution in Onsager’s conjecture solves the Euler equation in the sense of
heatable currents. This is an elegant insight that helps show how interconnected these subjects are. Much
like how learning the language of measure theory can shed light on problems in calculus and familiarity
with differential geometry simplifies many calculations in fluid dynamics, the cost of learning ostensibly
complicated formalism is often dwarfed by the benefits in clarity it brings. That being said, accessibility is
also important, and besides providing a gentle introduction to the theory with copious references, this paper
also hopes to convince the reader of the naturality behind the formalism.

1.4 Blackboxes

Since we draw upon many areas, the paper is intended to be as self-contained as possible, but we will
assume familiarity with basic elements of functional analysis, harmonic analysis and complex analysis. Some
familiarity with differential and Riemannian geometry is certainly needed (cf. [Lee09; Cha06]), as well as
Penrose notation (cf. [Wal84, Section 2.4]). In addition, a number of blackbox theorems will be borrowed
from the following sources:

1. For interpolation theory: Interpolation Spaces [BL76] and “Abstract Stein Interpolation” [Voi92]
2. For harmonic analysis and elements of functional analysis:

e Singular Integrals and Differentiability Properties of Functions. (PMS-30) [SteT71]

e Partial Differential Equations I [Taylla]

e Recent developments in the Navier-Stokes problem (Chapman € Hall/CRC Research Notes in
Mathematics Series) [Lem02]

3. For Besov spaces: Theory of Function Spaces; Theory of Function Spaces II [Tril0; Tri92)

>

. For Hodge theory: Hodge Decomposition—A Method for Solving Boundary Value Problems [Sch95]



5.

For semigroups and sectorial operators: One-parameter semigroups for linear evolution equations
[Eng00] and Vector-valued Laplace Transforms and Cauchy Problems: Second Edition (Monographs
in Mathematics) [Are+11]

The first three categories should be familiar with harmonic analysts.

1.5

For the specialists

Some noteworthy characteristics of our approach:

An alternative development of the (absolute Neumann) heat flow. In particular, the extrapolation
of analyticity to L? spaces does not involve establishing the resolvent estimate in Yosida’s half-plane
criterion (Theorem 39), either via “Agmon’s trick” [Agm62] as done in [Miy80] or manual estimates as
in [BAE16]. Instead, by abstract Stein interpolation, we only need the local boundedness of the heat
flow on LP, which can follow cleanly from Gronwall and integration by parts (Theorem 71). In short,
functional analysis does the heavy lifting. V\lfe also managed to attain W1 P-analyticity assuming the

Neumann condition (Subsection 7.3), and B}i ;-analyticity via the Leray projection (Subsection 8.3).

We do not focus on the Stokes operator in this paper, but our results (Subsection 7.3, Subsection 8.3)
do contain the case of the Stokes operator corresponding to the “Navier-type” / “free” boundary
condition, as discussed in [Miy80; Gig82; MMO09a; MM09b; BAE16] and others. This should not be
confused with the Stokes operator corresponding to the “no-slip” boundary condition, as discussed in
[FK64; GM85; MMO8] and others. See [HS18] for more references.

For simplicity, we stay within the smooth and compact setting, which, as Hilbert would say, is that
special case containing all the germs of generality. An effort has also been made to keep the material
concrete (as opposed to, for instance, using Hilbert complexes).

Heatable currents are introduced as the analogue to tempered distributions, and we show how they
naturally appear in the characterization of the adjoints of d and ¢ (Subsection 7.4).

A refinement of a special case of the fractional Leibniz rule, with the supports of functions taken into
account, is given in Theorem 54.

For the proof of Onsager’s conjecture, there are some subtle, but substantial differences with [IO15]:

— In [IO15], Besov spaces are defined by the heat flow, and compatibility with the usual scalar
Besov spaces is proven when M is R™ or T™. Here we will use the standard scalar Besov spaces
as defined by Triebel in [Tril0; Tri92], and prove the appropriate estimates for the heat flow by
interpolation.

— The heat flow used by Isett & Oh (constructed by Strichartz using dissipative operators) is gen-
erated by the Hodge Laplacian, which is self-adjoint in the no-boundary case. In the case with
boundary, there are four different self-adjoint versions for the Hodge Laplacian (see Theorem 61),
and we choose the absolute Neumann version. There are also heat flows generated by the
connection Laplacian, but we do not use them in this paper since the connection Laplacian
does not commute with the exterior derivative and the Leray projection etc. The theory of
dissipative operators is also not sufficient to establish LP-analyticity and W' -analyticity for all
p € (1,00), so we instead use the theory of sectorial operators, which is made for this purpose.



— The commutator we will use is a bit different from that in [IO15]. This will help us eliminate
some boundary terms. We will also avoid the explicit formula and computations in [I015, Lemma
4.4], as they also lead to various boundary terms. Generally speaking, the covariant derivative
behaves badly on the boundary.

e A calculation of the pressure by negative-order Hodge-Sobolev spaces (Subsection 8.2).

e More results will be proven for analysis on manifolds than needed for Onsager’s conjecture, as they
are of independent interest. For the sake of accessibility, we will also review most of the relevant
background material, with the assumption that the reader is a harmonic analyst who knows some
differential geometry.

It is hard to overstate our indebtedness to all the mathematicians whose work our theory will build upon,
from harmonic analysis to Hodge theory and sectorial operators, and yet hopefully each will be able to find
within this paper something new and interesting.

2 Common notation

It might not be an exaggeration to say the main difficulty in reading a paper dealing with Hodge theory
is understanding the notation, and an effort has been made to keep our notation as standard and self-
explanatory as possible.

Some common notation we use:

e A <,y B means A < CB where C > 0 depends on z and not y. Similarly, A ~,_, B means
A <p—~y Band B S, -y A. When the dependencies are obvious by context, we do not need to make
them explicit.

e Ny, Nj : the set of natural numbers, starting with 0 and 1 respectively.

e DCT: dominated convergence theorem, FTC: fundamental theorem of calculus, PTAS: passing to a
subsequence, WLOG: without loss of generality.

e TVS: topological vector space, NVS: normed vector space, SOT: strong operator topology.
e For TVS X, Y < X means Y is a subspace of X.
e L(X,Y) : the space of continuous linear maps from TVS X to Y. Also £L(X) = L(X, X).

e C°(S — Y): the space of bounded, continuous functions from metric space S to normed vector space

Y. Not to be confused with C? (S — Y), which is the space of locally bounded, continuous functions.

loc
o [[zlpa) = [zl x+[|Az| x and ||mHE(A) = ||Az|| y where A is an unbounded operator on (real/complex)
Banach space X and x € D(A). Note that ||~HB(A) is not always a norm. Also define D(A>®) =
Nken, D(A").

e For 6 € (0, 7], define the open sector 57 = {z € C\{0} : |argz| < d},X; = -SF D={z€C:|z| <
1}. Also define X& = (0,00) and X5 = —%§.

e B(x,r): the open ball of radius r centered at x in a metric space.

e S(R"): the space of Schwartz functions on R™, S(Q): restrictions of Schwartz functions to the domain
QcCR™

There is also a list of other symbols we will use at the end of the paper.



3 Omnsager’s conjecture

3.1 Summary of preliminaries

At the cost of some slight duplication of exposition, we will quickly summarize the key tools we need for the
proof, and leave the development of such tools for the rest of the paper. Alternatively, the reader can read
the theory first and come back to this section later.

Definition 1. For the rest of the paper, unless otherwise stated, let M be a compact, smooth, Riemannian
n-dimensional manifold, with no or smooth boundary. We also let I C R be an open time interval. We write
Mo, = {x € M : dist(z,0M) < r} for r > 0 small. Similarly define M>,, M., My, ., etc. Let M denote
the interior of M.

By musical isomorphism, we can consider XM (the space of smooth vector fields) mostly the same
as Q' (M) (the space of smooth 1-forms), mutatis mutandis. We note that XM, X (OM) and %M‘BM are
different. Unless otherwise stated, let the implicit domain be M, so X stands for XM, and similarly QF for
QFM. For X € X, we write X” as its dual 1-form. For w € Q', we write w as its dual vector field.

Let Xoo (M) denote the set of smooth vector fields of compact support in M. Define QF, (M) similarly

(smooth differential forms with compact support in M ).

Let v denote the outwards unit normal vector field on M. v can be extended via geodesics to a smooth
vector field 7 which is of unit length near the boundary (and cut off at some point away from the boundary).

For X € XM, define nX = (X,v)v € XM|,,, (the normal part) and tX = X|,,, — nX (the
tangential part). We note that tX and nX only depend on X|aM7 so t and n can be defined on %M|6M7
and t (XM]|,,,) == X(0M).

For w € OF (M), define tw and nw by

tw(Xl, ...,Xk) = w(tXl, ...,th) VXJ‘ eXM,j=1,...,k

and nw = w|y,, — tw. Note that (nX)b =nX’"VX € X.
Let V denote the Levi-Civita connection, d the exterior derivative, § the codifferential, and
A = — (dd + 0d) the Hodge-Laplacian, which is defined on vector fields by the musical isomorphism.
Familiar scalar function spaces such as LP, W™ (Lebesgue-Sobolev spaces), B, , (Besov spaces),
C%“ (Holder spaces) (see Section 5 for precise definitions) can be defined on M by partitions of unity
and given a unique topology (Subsection 5.2, Subsection 6.1.2). Similarly, we define such function spaces for
tensor fields and differential forms on M by partitions of unity and local coordinates (see subsection 6.1).

1
For instance, we can define L?X or B3, X.

1 1
Fact 2. Vo € (3,1),Vp € (1,00) : WHPX — B} X —=LPX and C*°X = B, X — B§ X — Bé’li (cf.
Subsection 5.2, Subsection 5.4)

Definition 3. We write (-,-) to denote the Riemannian fiber metric for tensor fields on M. We also
define the dot product

{{0,0)) = /M (0,0) vol

where o and 6 are tensor fields of the same type, while vol is the Riemannian volume form. When there
is no possible confusion, we will omit writing vol.

We define Xy = {X € X: nX =0 } (Neumann condition). Similarly, we can define Q%,. In order
to define the Neumann condition for less regular vector fields (and differential forms), we need to use the
trace theorem.



Fact 4. (Subsection 5.2, Subsection 6.1.2) Let p € [1,00). Then

. BE1 (M) — L? (0M) and Bil.’{M —» LPXM|8M are continuous surjections.
o Vme Ny : BZ;F%%M — Bg}1XM|aM — Wm’p%MfaM is continuous.
Also closely related is the coarea formula:

Fact 5. (Theorem 53) Let p € [1,00), r > 0 be small and f be in BEJ(M):

1. {[0,7) =R, p—=||fll;» is continuous and bounded by C'|| f
L (8M>p) B

1 for some C > 0.
o
2 1Ml ~atr M1 0 1Ly~ [0 vont [
rl0 ..
8 N o aae,avey S AN 1 and [ Fllpocare, avey = I1flLr(ors,avg), where avg means normalizing

p,1
the measure to make it a probability measure.

i )0
4. Let f € LP(I = By, (M), then [|fll R Il e Lo e, avey = Il o Loonrave) -

1
7By (M)
1
Analogous results hold if f € B} X. (Subsection 6.1.2)

1 1
Therefore, we can define spaces such as B Xy = {X € BJ;X: nX =0 } and W13Xy. However,
something like L2X would not make sense since the trace map does not continuously extend to L2X.

Definition 6. We define P as the Leray projection (constructed in Theorem 68), which projects X onto
Ker (div’ 3€N>' Note that the Neumann condition is enforced by P.

Fact 7. Vm € Ny, Vp € (1,00), P is continuous on W™PX and P (W™PX) = W™Pcl (Ker (div}xN))
(closure in the W™P-topology). (Subsection 6.4)

We collect some results regarding our heat flow in one place:

Fact 8 (Absolute Neumann heat flow). There exists a semigroup of operators (S(t)),~q acting on Upe(1,00) LPX
such that

1. S(tl) S(tz) = S(t1 +t2) th,fz Z 0 and S(O) =1.
2. (Subsection 7.2) ¥p € (1,00),VX € LPX :
(a) St)X € Xn and 0, (S(t)X) = AS(t)X Vt > 0.
(b) SH)X = S (to) X ¥to > 0.
() ISOX Iy S (1) % 1K1 ¥ € No, e € (0,1).
LT‘
(d) S(t)X — X.
3. (Subsection 7.3) Vp € (1,00),VX € WhPXy :

(a) |SOX yymire Smp (%)? | X1[yy1.p ¥m € No,Vt € (0,1).



whr
(b) SHX —— X.
4. (Theorem 76) S (t)P =PS (t) on W™PX ¥m € Ny, Vp € (1,00),Vt > 0.
5. (Subsection 7.2) ((S(t)X,Y)) = (X, S()Y))Vt > 0,¥p € (1,00),VX € LPX,VY € LV X.

These estimates precisely fit the analogy e/ ~ P -+ where P is the Littlewood-Paley projection.
We also stress that the heat flow preserves the space of tangential, divergence-free vector fields (the range
of P), and is intrinsic (with no dependence on choices of local coordinates).

Analogous results hold for scalar functions and differential forms (Section 7). We also have commutativity
with the exterior derivative and codifferential in the case of differential forms (Theorem 73). Loosely speaking,
this allows the heat flow to preserve the overall Hodge structure on the manifold. All these properties would
not be possible under standard mollification via partitions of unity.

Note that for X € X, X ® X is not dual to a differential form. As our heat flow is generated by the
Hodge Laplacian, it is less useful in mollifying general tensor fields (for which the connection Laplacian is
better suited). Fortunately, we will never actually have to do so in this paper.

We observe some basic identities (cf. Theorem 58):

e Using Penrose abstract index notation (see Subsection 6.2), for any smooth tensors Ty, 4, , we
define (VT), =ViTu, o, and divT = VT, a,.-

ay...ag

e For all smooth tensors Ty, . .q, and Q. .\, "

/ vl (Talmainal...ak):/ viTal...ainalmak"'/ TalmakviQial.“ak:/ ViTal.Hainalmak
M M M oM

e For X e Xy, YeX, feC®M):

1. fMXf:fMdiv(fX fodlv faM fX,v) — fodivX:ffodivX
2. [, (div(X ® X),Y) = — [, X®X,VY)

o (VoVe—VVo) T = —Rape' Tk — Rabo? T 31 + Rap T 51 + Rapi” T 1, for any tensor Ty,
where R is the Riemann curvature tensor. Similar identities hold for other types of tensors. When
we do not care about the exact indices and how they contract, we can just write the schematic
identity (V,V, — V,V,) T, = R+T. As R is bounded on compact M, interchanging derivatives is
a zeroth-order operation on M. In particular, we have the Weitzenbock formula:

AX =V, V'X + R+« X VX € XM (2)

e For X e PL?X,Y € X, Z € X,f € C> (M) :
L [, Xf=0
2. [y (VxY,Z)=—[,,(Y,VxZ) .
There is an elementary lemma which is useful for convergence (the proof is straightforward and omitted):

Lemma 9 (Dense convergence). Let X,Y be (real/complex) Banach spaces and Xo < X be norm-dense.
Let (T})en be bounded in L(X,Y) and T € L(X,Y).
If le‘o — Txo Vxg € Xg then TjI —TxVre X.

10



Definition 10 (Heatable currents). As the heat flow does not preserve compact supports in M , it is not
defined on distributions. This inspires the formulation of heatable currents. Define:

o I0F = QF, = colim{(ng (K),C™ topo) K c M compact} as the space of test k-forms with
Schwartz’s topology'! (colimit in the category of locally convex TVS).

o 9'0F = (_@Qk)* as the space of k-currents (or distributional k-forms), equipped with the weak*
topology.

e INOF = {w e O : nA™w = 0,ndA™w = 0 ¥m € Ny} as the space of heated k-forms with the
Frechet C™ topology and %y QF = (@NQk)* as the space of heatable k-currents (or heatable
distributional k-forms) with the weak* topology.

e Spacetime test forms: 7 (I,Q%) = C° (I1,9f)) = colim{(C® (11,0, (K)),C> topo) : Iy x K C
Ix M compact} and Zy (I,Qk) = colim{(Cffo (Il, .@NQk) ,C® topo) : I; C I compact}.

e Spacetime distributions 2 (I,QF) = 2 (I,QF)", 74 (I,QF) = 95 (I,Q%)".

In particular, 2y X is defined from 25Q! by the musical isomorphism, and it is invariant under our heat flow
(much like how the space of Schwartz functions S(R™) is invariant under the Littlewood-Paley projection).
By that analogy, heatable currents are tempered distributions on manifolds, and we can write

(SN, X)) = ((A, S (t) X)) VA € Z\X,VX € DXVt >0
where the dot product ((-,-)) is simply abuse of notation.
Fact 11. Some basic properties of InX and D\ %:
o ((AX,Y)) = ((X,AY)) VX,Y € InX. (Theorem 58)

o S(H)A € INX YVt > 0,VA € D\ X. (Subsection 7.4, a heatable current becomes heated once the heat
flow is applied)

Xoo C In% and is dense in LPX Vp € [1,00). Also, LPX — DX is continuous ¥p € [1,00].

PB§,X = PB§, Xn, PWL2X = PW'"%Xy and PONX < InX. (Subsection 6.4)

o WhPcl(ZnX)=WLPXy Vp € (1,00) (Subsection 7.3), Bil—cl (PInX) = ]P’Bfili"N (Subsection 8.3)

o VX € InX : S()X % X and 8, (S()X) = AS(t)X = S(E)AX Vt > 0. (Theorem 32, Subsec-
tion 7.2)

(Subsection 7.2, Subsection 8.3) ¥t € (0,1),Ym,m’ € No,Vp € (1,00),VX € InX:

m!

LASOX yymamr o S (3) 7 1 X Ny

L+ﬁ
2. HS(t)X| m+m/+% rg (%) wee ||XHW7”;P'

p;1

3. 3 ) S X |y + Is@x1

S 11X

1
P
1 B,y

when m > 1 and X € P9y X.

ST

1

B3 1
By dense convergence (Lemma 9), this means S(t) X ~i—’01+ X VX e PBJ XnN.
. ;

IConfusingly enough, “Schwartz’s topology” refers to the topology on the space of distributions, not the topology for Schwartz
functions.
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Corollary 12 (Vanishing). VX € P’Bél.’{N E 1S (s) X | yy1.3 =19 0.
B 1 510
Remark. So, for U € LIPBS, Xx: [U(1)] , 32 Ho’s IS@U s |, o s or

This pointwise vanishing property becomes important for the commutator estimate in Onsager’s conjecture
at the critical regularity level %, while higher regularity levels have enough room for vanishing in norm (which
is better).

Proof. For Y € PYyX, as s > 0 small 53 ||S(s Wlyis S < 53 1Y 1 yas % 0. Then note
53 [1S(8) X |yp1s < ||XH 1 VX € IP’B3 1Xn, so we can apply dense convergence (Lemma 9). O

31

3.2 Searching for the proper formulation

Onsager’s conjecture states that energy is conserved when V has enough regularity, with appropriate condi-
tions near the boundary. But making this statement precise is half of the challenge.

Definition 13. We say (V,p) is a weak solution to the Euler equation when

e Vel (I,PL?X),pe Li (I x M)

loc loc

o VX € CX (I, X00) :f [}y V.00 X) + (VO V,VX) + pdivX = 0.

The last condition means 9,V + div(V ® V) + grad p = 0 as spacetime distributions. Note that V@V €
Li. (I,L'X) so it is a distribution.

The keen reader should notice we use a different font for time-dependent vector fields.

There is not enough time-regularity for FTC, and we cannot say

<<v<t1>,x>>—<<v<to>,x>>=/1<<V®vvx> //pdwxvxwoo

to

But we can still use approximation to the identity (in the time variable) near tg,t1, as well as Lebesgue
differentiation to get something similar for a.e. to,¢;. By using dense convergence (Lemma 9) and modifying
I into Iy C I such that |[I\Iy| = 0, we can say V € CP (Io, (LQ%, Weak)) <Ly, (I, sz) .

We do not have V € C?

P (I,L?X), so energy conservation only means 0, IlV(t)Hizx> =0 as a distribu-

tion. In other words, the goal is to show

@ @ a = ovy e e

Next, having the test vector field X € C° (I, X9) can be quite restrictive, since the heat flow (much like
the Littlewood-Paley projection) does not preserve compact supports in M. We need a notion that is more
in tune with our theory.

Definition 14. We say (V,p) is a Hodge weak solution to the Euler equation when V € L?
p € LL.(IxM)and

(I,PL2X%),

loc

VX € C (I, %N) : // V,0.X) + (VO V,VX) +pdivd =0

Now this looks better, since X is invariant under the heat flow. However, this is a leap of faith we will need
to justify later (cf. Subsection 3.3).

12



As PX < Xy, we can go further and say V is a Hodge-Leray weak solution to the Euler equation
when V € L (I,PL?X) and

VX € C° (I,PX) : // W,0,X) + (Ve V,VX) =0
IxM

This would help give a formulation of Onsager’s conjecture that does not depend on the pressure, similar to
[RRS18].

Next, we look at the conditions for V and p near M. In [BT17], they assumed V € L}C%*Xy with
o€ (%, 1). In [NN18], they assumed V € LfBg’ioo% (a € (%, 1)) with a more general “strip decay” condition:

2 —~ 0
i ||V||LfL3(M<T,avg) ||<V7V>||L§L3(M<T,avg) >0
~ rl0
||p|| ||<V7I/>HL§L3(M<r,avg) 0.

L2 L3 (Mo, ave)
In [Bar+19] (the most recent result), they assumed V € L3B§/{§MO% (see the paper for the full definition),

along with a minor relaxation for the “strip decay” condition:

()0

7‘,1,0

LiLt (M[g,%],avg>

a1 - . .
When V € LB X, [V, )5 (arey v — 1V 1/>||L3L3(6M avg) Py Fact 5. This motivates our

formulation later in Subsection 3.5, where we put V € L;PB 3,1.’{ N-

3.3 Justification of formulation
We define the cutoffs
Py (x) = W, (dist (z,0M)) (3)

where 7 > 0 small, ¥, € C*([0, 00), [0,00)) such that 1j s,) > ¥, > 1jo,z} and [ W ||

Then V() = f,(z)v(z) where | f,(z)] < 1 ~ and supp ¢, C M.
Let (V,p) be a weak solution to the Euler equation and « € (3,1). Define different conditions:

OON’I‘

1. Ve LdCooxy.

2 ~ 0
2. Ve L?B??,oox and ||V||L?L3(M<r,avg) ||<V’V>HL§’L3(]W<T,avg) — 0.

3. Ve L3BS Xn.
4. (V,p) is a Hodge weak solution.

5. V is a Hodge-Leray weak solution.

Theorem 15. We have (1) = (2) = (3) = (4) = (5).
1
Proof. By Fact 2, CO%¥y = B XN — B§ XN < B3 ;Xy. Then by the coarea formula,

H<V V>||L3L3(M<T,avg) ~ ||VHL3L3(M<7 ,ave) ||<V V>HL3L3(M<T avg) ~J H ||LSBé x ||<V7’I;>HL‘?L3(M<T,avg)
3,1

13



So for V € LIB3 X: Vs 1o (aro, ave) 1V D) s 150ty ave) — 0 = [V 0) 3 ogonry =
0 <= nV=0.

As (4) = (5) is obvious, the only thing left is to show (3) = (4). Recall the cutoffs ¢, from
Equation (3).

Let Iy C I be bounded and X € C® (I1,Xn), then (1 —,) X € C° (I,X), and so by the
definition of weak solution:

0= / / (1= ,) (V. 8X) + (V, Ty (1 — 1) X)) + pdiv (1 — ,) X)
IxM
- / / (1= ) (V. 0, X) + (V, V) + pdiv &) — / / (V. V) (V. X) + p (X, V5,))
IxM IxM

We are done if the first term goes to zero as r | 0 . So we only need to show the second term goes
to zero. Since Vi, = f,.v and supp ¢, C M., we only need to bound

'//IIXMQ, fr 0,0y (V, X) +pfr (X, 7)

1 ~
Xl Lo aae,y + - 0l Lr (ryscnaey KX D) e poc (s

1 ~
5; ||V||L§’L3(M<,.) (v, ) ||L§’L3(M<,.)

S ||V‘|LfL3(M<T,avg) ||<V7D>‘|L%L3(M<T,avg) ||X|‘L%L3(M<T,avg) + ||p||L1(11><M<T) ||<X’ §>||Lf°COv1(M<T)

Remark. Interestingly, as Subsection 3.5 will show, no “strip decay” condition involving p seems to be
necessary. See the end of Subsection 1.1 for a discussion of this minor improvement.

We briefly note that when M = §), it is customary to set dist (x, dM) = oo, and 1, = 0, Ms, = M = M,
M., =0, and ZNXM = 9XM = XM.

3.4 Heating the nonlinear term

Let U,V € BS%JZ{. Then U ® V € L'X and div (U ® V) is defined as a distribution. To apply the heat flow

to div (U ® V'), we need to define (div (U ® V))b so that it is heatable.
Recall integration by parts:

(div (Y @ Z), X)) = — (Y ® Z, VX)) +/ ,Y)(Z,X) ¥X,Y,Z € X (M)
oM
Observe that for X € X, even though ((div (U ® V), X)) is not defined, [,, (v,U)(V,X) — ((U®V,VX))
is well-defined by the trace theorem. So we will define the heatable 1-current (div (U ® V))b by

((div(U®V),X)) = —<<U®V,VX>>+/8M (v, U)(V,X) VX € Zn%X (X is heated)

It is continuous on Py X since |{((div (U@ V), X))| < HU||B% ||V||B% HX||B% + U s IV s VX 5. By
3,1 3,1 3,1

the same formula and reasoning, we see that (div (U ® V))b is not just heatable, but also a continuous linear

functional on (X (M) ,C topo).

14
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On the other hand, we can get away with less regularity by assuming U € PL2X. Then we simply need
to define ((div(U® V), X)) =—-((U®V,VX)) VX € X.
In short, (div (U ® V)) is heatable when U € PL2X and V € L2X. Consequently, by Theorem 15, when

1
(V,p) is a weak solution to the Euler equation and V € L;O’B?ilx]v: (V,p) is a Hodge weak solution and

[0,V +div(V @ V) + gradp = 0 in Z} (1,X) .| (4)

3.5 Proof of Onsager’s conjecture

For the rest of the proof, we will write e*® for S(t), as we will not need another heat flow. For ¢ > 0 and
vector field X, we will write X¢ for 2 X.

We opt to formulate the conjecture without mentioning the pressure (see Subsection 3.3 for the justifi-
cation).

Theorem 16 (Onsager’s conjecture). Let M be a compact, oriented Riemannian manifold with no or smooth
1

boundary. LetV € L}PB3, Xy such that VX € C° (I, PX) : [}, (V, 0:X)+(V @ V,VX) = 0 (Hodge-Leray
weak solution).
Then we can show

@ vena=ov e e
Consequently, ((V(t),V(t))) is constant for a.e. t € I.

As usual, there is a commutator estimate which we will leave for later:
/n ((aiv @ ow™ u)) - /n ((div (U* @U*) ,U>))
I I
= div (U @ U)> U 7/ div (U @ u>)" ue)) 20 5
[ @sw ur))  [o({aw @ o)) ®)

for all U € L3PBS, Xx,n € C (I),

Notation: we write div (U @ U)° for (div (U @U))° and VU for V (U°) (recall that the heat flow does
not work on tensors U @ U and VU). Compared with [I015], our commutator estimate looks a bit different,
to ease some integration by parts procedures down the line.

Remark. For any U in PL2X, div (U ® U)b is a heatable 1-current (see Subsection 3.4). In particular, for
e >0, div(U®U)® is smooth and

(div(U®U),Y)) = — (U U,V (V) VY € X (6)

Consequently, Equation (5) is well-defined.

Theorem 17 (Onsager). Assume Equation (5) is true. Then [, 1'(t) ((V(t),V(t)))dt = 0.

Proof. Let ® € C°(R) and @, 79, 50 be a radially symmetric mollifier. Write V¢ for €2V (spatial
mollification) and V, for @, x V (temporal mollification). First, we mollify in time and space

1/, pcr,. .. L [,
3 [ ) P i s [ vz

15



Then we want to get rid of the time derivative:

5 [ s v == [ o vy == [ v+ [ v

I I

Then we use the definition of Hodge-Leray weak solution, and exploit the commutativity between
spatial and temporal operators:

5 [z = [waomnvoy = [, v)

—— [ (v @), ] ve vy as (1), € O (1,P3)
— [l @V, vew)
_ —/In<<<W25)T LVev),))

As there is no longer a time derivative on V, we get rid of 7 by letting 7 | 0 (fine as V is L? in time).
Recall Equation (6):

%/n’«vivs» _ —/n<<v (), V@ 1)) =/77<<V5,div(V®V)E)>

I I I
= /77 (V. div (V@ V7)) + 0:(1) (commutator estimate)
I
= [ 9y <o = [ /vs(' ') 0.(1) = 0.(1) s VF € PR
I
So ,fI ((V,V)) = lim o hmTw 5 f] ((VE,VeE)) = hrnsw 5 f[ ((Ve,VeE)) = 0

The proof is short and did not much use the Besov regularity of V. It is the commutator estimate that
presents the main difficulty. We proceed similarly as in [TO15].

Let U € L3PBS, Xy. By setting U(t) to 0 for ¢ in a null set, WLOG U(t) € PBJ, X V¢ € I. Define the
commutator

Wit s) = div (U(t) @ UL))> — div (u > U (t)zs)s

When ¢ and s are implicitly understood, we will not write them. As div (U(t) @ U(t)) solves (95 — 3A) X =
0, we define N' = (95 — 3A) W. Then W and N obey the Duhamel formula:

Lemma 18 (Duhamel formulas).

1. W(t,s) %0 in DX and therefore in 9'X. Furthermore, W(-,s) 90 in Dy (1,%) and therefore

in 9' (1,X) (spacetime distribution,).

2. For fized to € I and s > 0: f:./\/‘(to,a):i(s_a) do =% W (to, s) in DX

Proof.
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1. Let X € X, X € CF (I, InX) . It is trivial to check (with DCT)

() S, 7 (X)) ~ (U0 2UE, 7 (X)) 0

/I<<U®U,V(X3S)>>_/I<<uzs U,V (X*))) =20

2. Let ¢ > 0. By the smoothing effect of €52, W(to,-) and N (o, ) are in C2_((0,1], ZnX). As

(GSA)SZO is a Cp semigroup on (H™-cl(ZnX), || gm) ¥Ym € Ny, and a semigroup basically
corresponds to an ODE (cf. [Taylla, Appendix A, Proposition 9.10 & 9.11]), from 9, W =
3AW + N for s > e we get the Duhamel formula

Vs >e: Wl(tg,s) =W (t0,5)3(s_5) +/ N(to,a)g(s_g) do

(78
So we only need to show W (tg, )3(5 2 JIO —T50. Let X € 98 X.
E.

<<X,W (t0,5)3(3_5)>> - <<X3<S*€>, div (U (to) @ U (to))3€>> _ <<X3<8*€>,div (u (t0)*
= = ((V(X¥) U (to) U (t0))) + ({7 (X372 U (1) @ U (to)* >>

O

From now on, we write f(;+ for lim, o f; Then

/Idtn(t) (W (t,s /dtn / da<<N(t’a)3<s_a)’u(t)s>>

To clean up the algebra, we will classify the terms that are going to appear but are actually negligible in
the end. The following estimates lie at the heart of the problem, showing why the regularity needs to be at
least %, and that our argument barely holds thanks to the pointwise vanishing property (Corollary 12).

1

2

ko
Lemma 19 (3 error estimates). Define the k-jet fiber norm |X| ;. = <Z |V(3)Xf2> VX € X (more
j=0
details in Subsection 6.1.1). Then we have
s 20 |2 4s5—20 50
1. frnl fo, do [y u ‘Jl u |J1 —0
s o2 s—20 sl0
2. J; |77|f0+ o [op U] 4t |J2 —0

3. fI Il foi do faM |Z/{2"’ ’u20|J1 ’1/{45_20’J1 &) 0

s 1 s
Proof. Define A (t,s) = s3 ||t (t)* s Then for s > 0 small: |[U (¢)°| 1+1 SR U (t)2 - <
(%)%A(t,s) and H||A(tv‘7)”L°°< ’ . 0, by Corollary 12. We also note that [|U (¢)°|| e hS
P a<s |13 Bs

2 a
12 s

(5)3 Z/[(t)2 W13

Now we can prove the error estimates go to 0:

S(HA®Rs).

~
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1.
* 0'2 S—40 * ag 2 S—z0
S [ [ el s [ e et
I 0+ M I 0+
</dt|(t)|/sd N %A(t2)2A(t4 20)
ol — (o S — 40
oSO ! 1 % 1 % 2 3 sl0
27 [dtp)] | do (= A(t,250)2 A(t,4s — 2s0) < [t AL 2. =50
I 0+ ag 2—0' o<4s
2.
° 20 |2 4s—20 < ° 20 |2 4s—20
F AR A i T P AT A i PP e (PR
A A
~ 0+ B3, XM By P xM
s 1
< 2 At 4s—2
< fa In(t)HIU(t)IIB% o e (5 ) Atas =2
A(t,4s — 2s0) < %, A -
= fa ool [ o ()aws -0 s [amoneor, | e,
S ) HnAtaan |, =0
L?Bsfl(M Lf’
3.
Jl [ [,
I 0+ oM
B R 7 O i
~ B3, XM +§3€M B, 3xM
1 \?
< [ dt A(t,20)A(t,4s — 2
< farmonuon, [ () (505) 420415~ 20)
1 \?
/dt In ()] |l (¢ ;/ ( > ( ) A(t,2s0) A (t,4s — 2s0)
B3 o 2_¢o
<famoluol , 1Aco R, <y (14, |, 20
~Jr B3, Lo $B3, ’ L3cus L3
U
Note that

N (t,0) = (0, — 3A) (— div (U*” ®u20)") = —2div (AU* @U*)7 — 2div (U* @ AU*)7 + 2Adiv (U7 @ U>)°

Finally, we will show
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Proof. Integrate by parts into 3 components:

/In<<W(s),LIS>> :/Idtn(t)/oida<</\/(t,a)3(s_"),L{(t)5>>:/Idtn(t) /Oida<</\/<t,a),u(t)4s—3v>>

=2/n/ da<<Au2“®u2",v(u45*2”)>>+2/n do ((U* @ AU,V (U*727)))
I 0+ I

0+
—z/n/ do ((U*” @ U7,V (AU 7))
1 0+

Note that for the third component, we used some properties from Fact 11 to move the Laplacian. It
also explains our choice of W.

We now use Penrose notation to estimate the 3 components. To clean up the notation, we only
focus on the integral on M, with the other integrals 2 [; 7 f05+ do (+) in variables t and o implicitly
understood. We also use schematic identities for linear combinations of similar-looking tensor
terms where we do not care how the indices contract (recall Equation (2)). By the error estimates

above, all the terms with R or v will be negligible as s | 0, and interchanging derivatives will be a
free action. We write = to throw the negligible error terms away. Also, when we write (Vjul)‘“‘% ,

we mean the heat flow is applied to U, not VU (which is not possible anyway).
First component:

/ (AU U™,V (Uh) W / ViU (') (V)
RJ’/ (VU VYT 0) " / (VU2 (Tt TV ) >

- [y @ @
Second component:

/A ) U @ AU,V (U27)) = AWWS/%) + /N [ (W9)* (Vv (V)"
z/ (U)*7 (nziuy*® jw)‘“‘%—/ (V) (i VU

- /M @) (VU (Vv )
For the third component, note V (R U) = VR*U + R+ VU

7/ <u2c7 ®u207v(Au45720 W / Z/{J 20 ul 20 (V VZV ul)4s 20
M

w0 @ (Y V)
o [ ) (LR T )

W / (Vi)™ )™ (Viv,u)*
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" / @) (VU (Vi)
M

Add them up, and we get 0 as 2 [, 7 [;, do () 490, O

So we are done and the rest of the paper is to develop the tools we have borrowed for the proof.

4 Functional analysis

4.1 Common tools
We note a useful inequality:

Theorem 20 (Ehrling’s inequality). Let X,Y, X be (real/complex) Banach spaces such that X is reflexive
and X — X is a continuous injection. Let T : X — Y be a linear compact operator. Then Ve > 0,3C: > 0:

[Tz]ly < ellzlx +Celll g Vo e X

Remark. Usually, X is some higher-regularity space than X (e.g. H! and L?). The inequality is useful
when the higher-regularity norm is expensive. We will need this for the LP-analyticity of the heat flow
(Theorem 71).

Proof. Proof by contradiction: Assume ¢ > 0 and there is (z;),cy such that [[z;]|y = 1 and
|Tx;lly, > €+ jllzjllg. Since X is reflexive, by Banach-Alaoglu and PTAS, WLOG assume

Tj = Too. Then Taj = Two and a; = 2. As T is compact, PTAS, WLOG Ta; — T

So |T2sclly > limsup; ., (e +j|lz;ll ) > 0 and x; 25 0. Then z; = 0 and . = 0, contradict-
ing [Ty > 0. .

Definition 21 (Banach-valued holomorphic functions). Let € C C be an open set and X be a complex
Banach space. Then a function f : Q@ — X is said to be holomorphic (or analytic) when Vz € Q :
f'(2) = limp W exists. The words “holomorphic” and “analytic” are mostly interchangeable,
but “analytic” stresses the existence of power series expansion and can also describe functions on R for which
analytic continuation into the complex plane exists.

Theorem 22 (Identity theorem). Let X be a complex Banach space and Xo < X closed. Let  C C be
connected, open and f : Q — X holomorphic. Assume there is a sequence (Zj)jeN such that z; = z € Q and
f(Z]) S XO V] Then f(Q) - X().

Proof. Let A € X* such that A(Xy) = 0. Reduce this to the scalar version in complex analysis. [

In fact, many theorems from scalar complex analysis similarly carry over via linear functionals (cf. [Rud9l,
Theorem 3.31]).

4.2 Interpolation theory

We will quickly review the theory of complex and real interpolation, and state the abstract Stein interpolation
theorem. Interpolation theory can be seen as vast generalizations of the Marcinkiewicz and Riesz-Thorin
interpolation theorems.
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Definition 23. An interpolation couple of (real/complex) Banach spaces is a pair (Xp, X;) of Banach
spaces with a Hausdorff TVS X such that Xy — X', X7 — & are continuous injections. Then Xy N X; and
Xy 4+ X1 are Banach spaces under the norms

2]l x,nx, = max (Hx”XO , Hx||X1) and ||zflx,x, = x=$0+i£f7xjexj zollx, + llz1lx,

Let (Yp,Y1) be another interpolation couple. We say T : (Xo,X1) — (Yo,Y7) is a morphism when

T e L(Xo+X1,Yo+Y1) and T € L(X,,Y;) for j = 0,1 under domain restriction. That implies T €

L(XoN X1,YyNY1) and we write T € L ((Xo, X1), (Yo, Y1)). Wealso write £ ((Xo, X1)) = £ ((Xo, X1) , (X0, X1))-
Let P € £((Xo,X1)) such that P2 = P. Then we call P a projection on the interpolation couple
(X07X1)~

Definition 24. Let (Xj, X1) be an interpolation couple of (real/complex) Banach spaces. Then define the
J-functional:

J: (0,00)XXole — R
(t,z) — [zl x, +tllzllx,

For 0 € (0,1),q € [1, 0], define the real interpolation space

(Xo,Xl) 0, = ZUJ' . Uj S X() N Xl, (27j9J(2j’uj))jEZ c l?(Z)
JEZ
which is Banach under the norm ||x||(XO7X1)91q = I:i%fu‘ H2*j9J(2j,uj)Hl?. Note that »; ., u; denotes a

JEL
series that converges in Xg + Xj.

e When ¢ € [1,00] and 2 € X N Xy, note that Vj € Z:x = ), _, 6p;jo and
. —i0 ;i . —i0 i(1—6 1-6 0
Iy i, < I0E 2770727, 2)| = it 2757 al, + 2070 o]y, | oo 1
The last estimate comes from AM-GM and shifting j so that ||z ~ 27 ||z|| ., . Note that the implied

constants do not depend on # and q.

e By considering the finite partial sums le\<jo uj, we conclude that Xy N X; is dense in (X, X1), q
when ¢ € [1,00).

e Let (Yp,Y7) be another interpolation couple and T € L ((Xo, X1), (Yo, Y1)). For 6 € (0,1),q € [1, 0],

define Xy 4 = (Xo, X1)y, Yo, = (Yo0,Y1)g - Then T € L(Xg,4,Yp,q) and

1-6 0
||T||c(xg,q,yg,q) §ﬁ9ﬁqﬁT HTHL(XO,YO) ||TH£(X1,Y1)

where the implied constant does not depend on 6 and ¢. This can be proved by a simple shifting
argument.

e If P is a projection on (Xg, X7) then (PXO,PXl)G’q = P(Xo,Xl)oﬂ.

Remark. There is also an equivalent characterization by the K-functional, which we shall omit. This theory
can also be extended to quasi-Banach spaces. We refer to [BL76; Tril0] for more details.
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Definition 25. Let (Xp, X1) be an interpolation couple of complex Banach spaces.
Let @ = {z € C: 0 < Rez < 1}. We then define the Banach space of vector-valued holomorphic/analytic
functions on the strip:

[t]—o00

Fxo.x, = 1f € C°(Q — Xo + X1) : f holomorphic in €, I£@) x, + 1 f (L +dt)llx, — 0}

with the norm || ||z, = max (supyep || (it)l|x, - supser /(1 + by, )-
For 6 € [0,1], define the complex interpolation space [Xo,X1]o = {f(0) : f € Fx,,x,}, which is
Banach under the norm

el = oot llmg
f(0)==
e When z € Xo N X;\{0} , 0 € [0,1], ¢ > 0, define f.(z) = es(zz’ez)m. By the freedom in
X X1
choosing ¢, we conclude ’
. 16 0 . —0%)  —ep? 1-0 10 1-0 .10
Il 0t < B0 el v, 15 Nl < i mmae (000 ) a5 o, =l D,

e When 6 € [0, 1], by Poisson summation and Fourier series, we can prove that

N
FRox, = {e€* Ze)‘jzxj :NeN,C>0) Rz e XonXi}
j=1

is dense in Fx, x, (cf. [BL76, Lemma 4.2.3]). This implies X, N X; is dense in [Xo, X1]s.
There is a simple extension of the above density result. Let U be dense in Xg N X; and define
A(Q) ={¢p € C%(Q2 — C) : ¢ holomorphic in 2}. Then

N
FLox = {9 6i(2)u; - N €N,C > 0,¢; € A(Q),u; € U}

j=1
is dense in Fx, x,. This will lead to the abstract Stein interpolation theorem.

e Let (Yp, Y1) be another interpolation couple and T € £ ((Xo, X1), (Yo, Y1)). Then for 6 € [0, 1], almost
by the definitions, we conclude

1-6 0
170 2 eas, o ity < Il o) 1T 1% s )

e If P is a projection on (Xg, X1) then [PXo, PX1]9 = P [Xo,X1]0

Remark. A keen reader would notice that we use square brackets for complex interpolation, and parentheses
for real interpolation. One reason is that the real interpolation methods easily extend to quasi-Banach
spaces, while the complex interpolation method does not. There is a version of complex interpolation for
special quasi-Banach spaces, which is denoted by parentheses (cf. [Tril0, Section 2.4.4]), but we shall omit
it for simplicity.

Blackbox 26 (Abstract Stein interpolation). Let (Xo, X1) and (Yo, Y1) be interpolation couples of complex
Banach spaces and U dense in XoNX;y. Let @ ={z € C:0 < Rez < 1} and (T(z))
mappings T(z) : U — Yy + Y1 such that

.cq be a family of linear

1. VueU: (Q— Yo+ Y1,z T(2)u) is continuous, bounded and analytic in €.
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2. For j=0,1andu € U: (R—Yj,t = T(j+it)u) is continuous and bounded by M; ||ulx, for some
M; > 0. '

Then for 6 € [0, 1], we can conclude
IT@) vy vy, < Mo~ My el Ve €U

Consequently, by unique extension, we have T'(0) € L([Xo, X1]y, [Yo,Y1]y)-
Proof. See [Vo0i92], which is a very short read. O
Remark. We will only use Stein interpolation in Subsection 4.3.

4.3 Stein extrapolation of analyticity of semigroups

We are inspired by [Facl5, Theorem 3.1.1] (Stein extrapolation) and [Facl5, Theorem 3.1.10] (Kato-Beurling
extrapolation), and wish to create variants for our own use. We will focus on Stein extrapolation, since it is
simpler to deal with.

There exists a subtle, but very important criterion to establish analyticity /holomorphicity:

Blackbox 27 (Holo on total). Let @ C C be open and X complex Banach. Let f : Q — X be a function.
Assume N < X* is total (separating points) and f is locally bounded.
Then f is analytic iff Af is analytic VA € N.

Proof. This is a consequence of Krein-Smulian and the Vitali holomorphic convergence theorem, and
we refer to [Are+11, Theorem A.7]. O

Remark. Tt will quickly become obvious how crucial this criterion is for the rest of the paper. Let us briefly
note that an improvement has just been discovered by Arendt et al. [ABK19] (the author thanks Stephan
Fackler for bringing this news).

Corollary 28 (Inheritance of analyticity). Let Q C C be open and X,Y be complex Banach spaces where
j: X <= Y is a continuous injection. Let f : Q — X be locally bounded. Then f is analytic iff j o f is
analytic.

Proof. Tm(j*) is weak*-dense, therefore total. O

Corollary 29 (Evaluation on dense set). Let X,Y be complex Banach spaces with Xo < X. Let Q C C be
open and f: Q — L(X,Y) be a function. Assume Xo < X is weakly dense and f is locally bounded.
Then f is analytic <= Vxg € Xo, f(-)xo: Q=Y is analytic.

Proof. Consider Nx, = span{y* o evy, : ¢¢g € Xo,y* € Y*} < L(X,Y)*. It is total as Xy is weakly
dense. Use Blackbox 27. O
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4.3.1 Semigroup definitions

As mentioned before, we assume the reader is familiar with basic elements of functional analysis, including
semigroup theory as covered in [Taylla, Appendix A.9].

Unfortunately, definitions vary depending on the authors, so we need to be careful about which ones we
are using.

Definition 30. For § € (0,7], define =7 = {z € C\{0} : |argz| < §}, X5 = -X], D={z€C: |z| < 1}.
Also define & = (0,00) and X5 = —X¢.

Let X be a complex Banach space.

(T'(t))e>0 C L(X) is called:

e a semigroup when T : [0,00) — £(X) is a monoid homomorphism (T'(0) = 1,T(t1 +t2) = T(t1)T(t2))
e degenerate when T : (0,00) — L£(X) is continuous in the SOT (strong operator topology).

e immediately norm-continuous when 7" : (0,00) — £(X) is norm-continuous.

e Cj (strongly continuous) when 7" : [0,00) — £(X) is continuous in the SOT.

e bounded when T'(]0,00)) is bounded in £(X), and locally bounded when T'(K) is bounded VK C
[0,00) bounded. (so Cy implies local boundedness by Banach-Steinhaus, and the semigroup property
implies we just need to test K C [0,1))

(T(Z))zezgu{o} C L(X) is called
e a semigroup when 7 : 5§ U {0} — £(X) is a monoid homomorphism.
e Co when V&' € (0,6),7 : £ U {0} — L(X) is continuous in the SOT.

e bounded when T (X)) is bounded V&' € (0,6) and locally bounded when T(K) is bounded YK C
Z;, bounded. (so Cp implies local boundedness, and the semigroup property implies we just need to
test K C DN YY)

e analytic when 7: ¥ — £(X) is analytic

s

We say (T'(t))¢>0 is analytic of angle 6 € (0,5
analytic and locally bounded. If furthermore (T(z))2626+U (0} is bounded, we say (1'(t))¢>0 is boundedly
analytic of angle J.

] if there is an extension (T(Z))zezju{o} C L(X) which is

Remark. A subtle problem is that when (T'(¢)):>0 is bounded and analytic, we cannot conclude (T'(¢)):>0 is
boundedly analytic (cf. [Are+11, Definition 3.7.3]).

Blackbox 31. If (T'(t))i>0 is a Co semigroup which is (boundedly) analytic of angle 6 € (0,%], then
(T(Z))zezgu{o} is a Cy, (bounded) semigroup.

Proof. The semigroup property comes from the identity theorem, and Cy comes from the Vitali
holomorphic convergence theorem. We refer to [Are+11, Proposition 3.7.2]. O

Theorem 32 (Sobolev tower). Let (e!4);>q be a Cy semigroup on a (real/complex) Banach space X with
generator A (implying A is closed and densely defined). Then ¥Ym € Ny, D(A™) is a Banach space under
the norm ||z o gmy = llzllx + Sy ||Akm||X, and D(A™) is dense in X.
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As e and A commute on D(A), we conclude that (')
semigroup on D(A™) and ||e y < e ) vt > 0.
is (boundedly) analytic on X, (e

507 after domain restriction, is also a Cy

tAHL(D(Am tAHL(X

Lastly, if X is a complex Banach space and (etA) is also

“Dizo

>0
(boundedly) analytic on D(A™) after domain restriction.

Proof. Most are just the basics of semigroup theory (cf. [Taylla, Appendix A.9]). We only prove
the last assertion. All we need is commutativity: if (etA)
to show e*4A = Ae*4 on D(A).

By Blackbox 31, (BZA)ZGE}U{O} is a Cy semigroup. Therefore Vo € D(A),Vz € E; :

: zA
>0 18 extended to (e )zez:}u{o}’ we want

tA tA tA
et —1 et —1 et —1
A Ar = e#4 [ X-lim x| = X-lime*4 r = X-lim Ay
t10 t t10 t t10 t

The last term implies e*Az € D (A) and e*A Ax = Ae*“x. Then use Corollary 28 and Corollary 29
to get analyticity. O

4.3.2 Simple extrapolation (with core)

Lemma 33. Let U, X be complex Banach spaces and U — X be a continuous injection with dense itmage.

1. Let (T'(t))i>0 C L(X) be locally bounded and T(t)U < U Vt > 0. Assume (T'(t))i>0 is a Cy semigroup
on U. Then (T(t))>0 on X is also a Cy semigroup.

2. Let (T(z>)z625+u{0} C L(X) (where § € (0,%]) be locally bounded and T(2)U < U Vz € XF . Assume
(T(Z))zezgu{o} is a Co, analytic semigroup on U. Then (T(Z))zezgru{o} on X is also a Cy, analytic
semuigroup.

Remark. The assumption of local boundedness on X is important. We will also use this result in Subsec-
tion 7.3 to establish the W1 P-analyticity of the heat flow.

Proof. The semigroup property comes from the density of U in X.

To get Cp on X, use the local boundedness on X and dense convergence (Lemma 9).
For analyticity in (2), use Corollary 29. O

Lemma 34 (Core). Let A be an unbounded linear operator on a (real/complex) Banach space X and E <
D(A). E is called a core when E is dense in (D(A), H~||D(A)).
If A is the generator of a Cy semigroup on X, E is dense in X and e!*E < E, then E is a core.

Proof. Let x € D(A). Then there is (;);.y in £ such that z; 2, 2. Tt is trivial to check

1 [t Ilpay 1 [ . Il o a
- 6‘5Al’j ds —22 = ey ds —22
tJo j—oo 1 Jy t10

as <65A|D(A))s>o is |||l pa)-continuous. Note that fg esAx; ds is in the ||| p(4)-closure of E by the

Riemann integral. O
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Theorem 35 (Simple extrapolation with core). Let (Xg, X1) be an interpolation couple of complex Banach
spaces and Xy = [Xo, X1]o for 6 € (0,1].

Let (T(t));>0 C £((Xo0,X1)) . Assume that on Xo, (T(t)),~ is bounded.

Assume that on X, (T(t));q is a Co semigroup, boundedly analytic of angle § € (0, 5] with generator
Al.

Assume Im € Ny : (D(A}"), ||'||D(A;n)) = (XoN X1, [l x,nx,) = Xo are continuous injections with
dense images.

Then on Xg, (T'(t)),>o is a Co semigroup, and boundedly analytic of angle 6.

Remark. The existence of a convenient core like D(A7") is usually a trivial consequence of Sobolev embedding.
We can replace bounded analyticity on X; and Xy with analyticity, and boundedness on X, with local
boundedness via the usual rescaling argument (V&' € (0,6) C (0,%),3Cs > 0 : e % *T(z
1Vz € X}).

The existence of a core allows conditions on Xy and X; to be more general than those in [Fac15, Theorem

)Hz(xl) Se

3.1.1] (which requires immediate norm-continuity on Xj), and actually be equivalent to those in [Facl5,
Theorem 3.1.10] (though Kato-Beurling covers more than just complex interpolation). Once again, the
assumption of (local) boundedness on X is important.

We will use this result to establish the LP-analyticity of the heat flow in Subsection 7.2.

Proof. Let U = D(AY"). Then U is Banach as A; is closed. Obviously U < Xj is a continuous
injection with dense image, and (T(z))zezju{o} is a Cp, bounded, analytic semigroup on U (via
Sobolev tower).

By Lemma 33, (T'(t)),~, is a Cp, bounded semigroup on Xy. Also by Lemma 33, to get the
desired conclusion, we only need to show (T<Z))zezgr§u{0} is locally bounded in £(Xy).

Fix ¢’ € (0,6). We use abstract Stein interpolation. Define the strip 2 = {0 < Re < 1}. Let
a € (=0,0"), p>0,ueU and

L(z) = T(pe'**)u ¥z € Q

Note that U < Xy N X; is dense. We check the other conditions for interpolation:

e As U < Xy and U — X; are continuous, (2 — Xo + X1, z + L(z)u) is continuous, bounded
on  and analytic on Q (as L(2)u € X; — Xo + X7).

e For j=0,1 (R— X;,s— L(j +is)u) is

— continuous since U < X is continuous.

— bounded by C; ||uHXJ for some Cj v > Osince (T'(t)), is bounded on X, and (T(te™))
is bounded on Xj.

t>0

Then by Stein interpolation, we conclude {T'(pe?®) : p > 0,a € (=6',6")} = T(Sd5) C L(Xp) is
bounded. O

4.3.3 Coreless version

There is an alternative version which we will not use, but is of independent interest:

Theorem 36 (Coreless extrapolation). Let (Xg, X1) be an interpolation couple of complex Banach spaces
and Xg = [Xo, X1]g for 0 € (0,1].
Let (T'(t));>o C £ ((Xo,X1)) be a semigroup. Assume that on Xo, (T'(t));>, is bounded and degenerate.
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s

Assume that on X1, (T'(t));> s a Co semigroup, boundedly analytic of angle & € (0, 5] with generator
Ay
Then on Xg, (T'(t));>q 18 a Co semigroup, boundedly analytic of angle 04.

Remark. The differences with the previous version are underlined. Again, via rescaling we can replace
bounded analyticity on X; and Xy with analyticity, and boundedness on Xy with local boundedness. The
conditions on X and X are still a bit more general than those in [Facl5, Theorem 3.1.1], which requires
immediate norm-continuity on Xy. In practice local boundedness on X, can usually come from global
analysis, while degeneracy can come from Sobolev embedding and dense convergence (Lemma 9). Immediate
norm-continuity is harder to establish.

Note that Theorem 36 is not as general as [Fac15, Theorem 3.1.10] (which removes the need for degeneracy
and covers more than just complex interpolation), though it is markedly easier to prove.

Proof. By interpolation, (T'(t)),, is a bounded semigroup on Xj.
Let U = Xo N X;. Obviously (7'(t)), is a bounded semigroup on U.
Then observe that Yu € U,Vt,tg > 0:

I(T(t) — T(to) ully, < I(T() = T(to)) ully,” I(T() — T(to)) ull, < T - T(te)) ul,

Since 6 # 0, we have T (t)u % T(to)u. As (T'(t)),~, is bounded on Xy and U is dense in Xy, we
—to e

conclude (T'(t)),~, is Co on Xy by dense convergence (Lemma 9).
Fix &' € (0,6). We use abstract Stein interpolation. Define the strip Q = {0 < Re < 1}. Let
a€ (=46,48"), p>0,ueU and
L(z) = T(pe"**)uVz € Q

Note that U = Xg N X;. We check the other conditions for interpolation:

e As U — Xy and U — X are continuous, (Q — Xo + X1, 2 +— L(2)u) is continuous, bounded
on Q and analytic on Q (as L(z)u € X7 — Xo + X1).

e For j =0,1 (R — Xj,s— L(j +is)u) is
— continuous since (7'(t)), is degenerate on X, and (T(tem))t>0 is Cp on Xj.

— bounded by Cj 1 [|ul| x, for some Cj 1 > 0since (T'(t)), is bounded on Xo and (T(tem))t>0
is bounded on Xj. B

By Stein interpolation, {T'(pe?®) : p > 0,a € (=¢',8")} = T(S};) C L(Xg) is bounded.
Finally, we just need to show (T(Z))zezgéu{o} is analytic on Xy. Let w € U. Then

(25+ - X1 2> Xo+ X1,2— T(z)u)
is analytic. Therefore (Xj5 — Xg < Xo + X1,z — T(2)u) is analytic, while (j5 — X,z — T(2)u)

is locally bounded, so we can use Corollary 28 to conclude (E;’é — X,z — T(z)u) is analytic. As
U is dense in Xy, by corollary 29, we conclude (Ejé — L(Xg),z— T(z)) is analytic. O

4.4 Sectorial operators

Recall that if (7'(t)),~, is a Cp semigroup on a complex Banach space X, then it has a closed, densely
defined generator A, and T(t) = €' is exponentially bounded: ||| <-4 e“* for some C' > 0. Then
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VCE{Re>C}:C€p(A) and
1
C—Ax

(cf. [Taylla, Appendix A, Proposition 9.2])
This means that the resolvent ﬁ is the Laplace transform of the semigroup ef4. This naturally leads

/ e ety dt Vo € X
0

to the question when we can perform the inverse Laplace transform, to recover the semigroup from the
resolvent. This motivates the definition of sectorial operators, which includes the Laplacian.

Unfortunately, there are wildly different definitions currently in use by authors. The reader should study
the definitions closely whenever they consult any literature on sectorial operators (e.g. [Lun95; Haa06;
Are+11; Eng00]).

Definition 37. Let A be an unbounded operator on a complex Banach space X. For 6 € [0, 7), we say A is

o(A)C %,
sectorial of angle 6 (A € Sect(f)) when ¢ < 0,7 — ) : M(A,w) =

e quasi-sectorial when da € R : A — a is sectorial.

acutely sectorial when A € Sect(f) for some 6 € [0, T)

acutely quasi-sectorial when da € R : A — a is acutely sectorial.

For r > 0,n € (%, ), we define the (counterclockwise-oriented) Mellin curve
Trm = e"r,00) U e "r, 00) U retl=mml

Remark. Depending on the author, “sectorial” can mean any of those four, and that is not taking sign
conventions into account (some authors want —A to be sectorial), as well as whether A should be densely
defined. The term “quasi-sectorial” is taken from [Haa06].

In particular, letting the spectrum be in the left half-plane means we agree with [Eng00; Lun95] and
disagree with [Are+11; McI86; Haa06]. This is simply a personal preference, of being able to say “the
Laplacian is sectorial”, or “generators of Cj analytic semigroups are acutely sectorial”. Also, for bounded

tA

holomorphic calculus, e!® morally comes from (e'* )Zeg( A) which is bounded in the left half-plane.

In keeping with tradition, here is the usual visualization:
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Figure 1: Acutely sectorial operators

Blackbox 38. A generates a Cy, boundedly analytic semigroup on complex Banach space X if and only if
A is densely defined and acutely sectorial.

When that happens, 36 € (0, %) and n € (5, ) such that (etA)tzo extends to (eCA)cezju{o} and
1 1
A = — etF —— dz V¢ eXi,vr>0
i )y, 2 A

Also ¥t > 0,Vk € Ny : e"(X) < D(A>), ||A*e" || Stk ]%: and OF (et x) = AFeldr Vo € X.

Remark. This is the aforementioned inverse Laplace transform. The Mellin curve and the resolvent estimate
in the definition of sectoriality ensure sufficient decay for the integral to make sense. As it is a complex line
integral and the resolvent is analytic, the semigroup becomes analytic.

A trivial consequence is that D(A°) is dense in X and therefore a core.

When A is densely defined and acutely quasi-sectorial, a simple rescaling e!(4=® = e~teet4 implies
(e!) 10 18 a Co, analytic semigroup.
k
Proof. See [Eng00, Section II.4.a]. The curious figure ’t“—: comes from AFet4 = (Ae%A) . O

Theorem 39 (Yosida’s half-plane criterion). A is acutely quasi-sectorial if and only if 3C > 0 such that
o {Re > C} C p(4)

¢ [l <
Ae{Re>C}
Remark. This is how the LP-analyticity of the heat flow is traditionally established. Yet proving the resolvent
estimate is nontrivial, as it is quite a refinement of elliptic estimates, so we choose not to do so. Interestingly,
we will instead use this for the Bé ;-analyticity of the heat flow in Subsection 8.3, though that case is especially
easy since we already have analyticity at the two endpoints L? and W13,
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Proof. We only need to prove <. Recall the proof of how p(A) is open: VA € p(A), B (

-1
) c
p(A). Applying this allows us to open up {Re > C'} and get C + E,J{ C p(A) for some 71 € ( g,

By choosing n near 7, the resolvent estimate is retained.

Definition 40. Let A be an unbounded operator on a Hilbert space X. Then A is called

e symmetric when (Az,y) = (z,Ay) Vz,y € D(A), or equivalently, A C A* (where A and A* are
identified with their graphs).

e self-adjoint when A = A*. This implies 0(A4) C R (cf. [Taylla, Appendix A, Proposition 8.5]).
e dissipative when Re (Az,z) < 0Vz € D(A).

When A is dissipative, VA € {Re > 0},Vz € D(A) : Re (A — A) z,2) > Re (Az,z) so ||(A — A) z|| > Re A ||z].
—1
Recall how p(A) is proved to be open: VA € p(A),B( ) ﬁ” ) C p(A). Consequently, if A is
dissipative and Iy € {Re > 0} N p(A4), we can conclude {Re > 0} C p(A).

Theorem 41 (Dissipative sectoriality). Assume X is a complex Hilbert space and A is an unbounded,
self-adjoint, dissipative operator on X. Then A is acutely sectorial of angle 0.

Remark. Though standard, this might be the most elegant theorem in the theory, and later on will instantly
imply the L?-analyticity of the heat flow in Subsection 7.1. The theorem can also be proved by Euclidean
geometry. When X is separable, we can also use the spectral theorem for unbounded operators.

Proof. As A is self-adjoint, C\R C p(A). By dissipativity, we conclude o(A) C (—o0,0]. Also by
self-adjointness, Re (Az,z) = (Az,x) < 0Vx € D(A).
Arbitrarily pick 6 € (Z, 7). We want to show Hﬁ H <plvzen).
Let 2z € X and u = —“52. As [(u,z)| < ||ul|y ||z x, we want to show ||u||§( <o |1 (u,x)|. Note
that
1 (u,z) = 1 (u, (z — A)u) = (u,u) — 1 (Au,u)
z z z
WLOG assume ||ully = 1. Then we want 1 <o |1 — 1 (Au,u)|. Note that — (Au,u) > 0 and
—1 (Au,u) € B} . Then we are done since

1
‘1 - (Au,u)| > dist(0,1+ ) > 0.

By Euclidean geometry, we can even calculate dist(0,1 + $7). We will not need it though. O

5 Scalar function spaces

Throughout this section, we work with complex-valued functions.

51 OnR"

Definition 42. Here we recall the various (inhomogeneous) function spaces which are particularly suitable
for interpolation. They are defined as subspaces of S'(R™) with certain norms being finite:

30



1. Lebesgue-Sobolev spaces: for m € No,p € [1,00]: || f[[yyrm.p(mn) ~ > HV"”'pr where V¥ f € LP

are tensors defined by distributions. It is customary to write H™ for W™2.

2. Bessel potential spaces: for s € R, p € [1,00]: ||f||HS,p(Rn) ~ ||<V>Sf||p where (V) = (1 — A)% is
the Bessel potential.

Bs @ ~ [IP<ifll, + HNS ||PNf||leq where

N>1

Py and P<y (for N € 2Z) are the standard Littlewood-Paley projections (cf. [Tao06, Appendix Al).

3. Besov spaces: for s € R,p € [1,00],¢ € [1,00]: | f]

4. Triebel-Lizorkin spaces: for s € R,p € [1,00), ¢ € [1,0]: || f]

Fy &) ™ ||P§1f||p+HNS 1PN Fllus, Hp

Remark. As there are multiple characterizations for the same spaces, we only define up to equivalent norms.
Of course, the topologies induced by equivalent norms are the same.

In the literature, “Fractional Sobolev spaces” like W*? could either refer to B, , (Sobolev—Slobodeckij
spaces) or H*P. We shall avoid using the term at all. There are also some delicate issues with F75  which
we do not need to discuss here (cf. [Tril0, Section 2.3.4]).

Blackbox 43. Recall from harmonic analysis (cf.[Tril0, Section 2.5.6, 2.3.3, 2.11.2] and [Lem02, Part 1,
Chapter 3.1]):

o WmP(R™) = H™P(R™) for m € Ng,p € (1,00).
o F5,(R") = H*P(R") for s € R,p € (1,00).

e B (R") — W™P(R") — B (R") for m € No,p € [1,00].

o0

S(R™) is dense in W™P(R™), By (R") and F; ,(R") for m € Ny, s € R,p € [1,00),q € [1,00).

Bs .
p,min(p,q)

(R™) — F;,Q(R”) — B*

p’max(p’q)(R”) forseR,pe[l,0),q € [1,0)].

(Bs ,(R™))" =B *, (R") for s € R,p € [1,00),q € [1,00).
(F5 ,(R™M)" =F.* (R") for s € R,p € (1,00),q € (1,00).

5.2 On domains

Definition 44. A C*° domain () in R" is defined as an open subset of R™ with smooth boundary, and
scalar function spaces are then defined on Q. If Q C S C €, let function spaces on S implicitly refer to
function spaces on 2. This will make it possible to discuss function spaces on, for example, Mﬁ Bg~(0,1),
or compact Riemannian manifolds with boundary.

Obviously, Sobolev spaces are still defined on domains by distributions. The big question is finding a
good characterization for B , and F , on domains, when the Fourier transform is no longer available. This
is among the main topics of Triebel’s seminal books. Let us review the results:

Definition 45. Let  be either R™, or the half-space R"}, or a bounded C*° domain in R"™.
Then B, ,(Q2) and F}; () can simply be defined as the restrictions of By ,(R") and F; (R") to 2 and

£l ) = E{IF g, oy F € By y(R"), Flg = f} for s € Rip.q € [1,00]

/]

F @) = inf{||F| o (&") FeF;, (R"), Flg=f} forseR,pe[l,00),q € [1,]
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A more useful characterization is via BMD (ball mean difference). Let 71, f(2) = f(2+h) be the translation
operator and Ay, f = 7, f — f be the difference operator. Then for m € Ny, we can define A" = (A,)™ as
the m-th difference operator. As we need to stay on the domain €, define

1
Vr(x,t) = E(B(x,mt)ﬁﬁfx) forz € Q,t>0,m e Ny

So V™(z,t) C B(0,t), x + mV™(x,t) C Q and Al f(z) is well-defined when h € V™ (x,t). Also note for
te (0,1): |[V™(x,t)| ~q,m t". Then by [Tri92, Section 3.5.3, 5.2.2]:

1. For m € Ny,p € [1,00],q € [1,00],s € (0,m),r € [1,p] :

/1 (7)

By @ ~ Ifll, + Ht_s HAZlf(m)||Lz(ﬁdh,vm($,t))‘

Lzl La(Ldt,0,1))

We carefully note here that m > s (the difference operator must be strictly higher-order than the
regularity), and that the variable ¢ is small, which will play a big role in Theorem 54. We also note
that this is different from the classical characterization via differences ([Tril0, Section 3.4.2], [Tri92,

Section 1.10.3]) which analysts might be more familiar with:

/1

e ~ 17l + 17 187 @)y |

La(Hs,B(0,1))

where A}’ f(x) is the same as A} f(z), but zero wherever undefined, and m € Ny,p € (1,00),q €
[1,00],s € (0,m).

2. For m € Ny,p € [1,00),q € [1,00],s € (0,m),r € [1,p] :

I1/1

JAR £ @)y (o)

T

s @ ~ I, + Ht_s

Lo(:00) g q)

Blackbox 46 (Diffeomorphisms and smooth multipliers). Every diffeomorphism on R™ preserves (under
pullback) the topology of

e WFP(R") for k € Ng,p € [1,00]
o B: (R") for s € R,p € [1,00],q € [1,00]
o F,(R") fors € R,p € [1,00),q € [1, 0]
Also on the same spaces, for ¢ € CX(R™), f+— ¢f is a bounded linear map .

Remark. This allows us to trivially define function spaces on compact Riemannian manifolds with boundary
via partitions of unity and give them unique topologies.

Proof. For W*? it is trivial. For Bj , and Fj , see [Tri92, Section 4.3, 4.2.2] and [Tril0, Section

2.8.2]. O

Blackbox 47 (Extension and trace). Let Q be either the half-space R} or a bounded C*> domain in R™.

1. Stein extension: There exists a common (continuous linear) extension operator € : WHFP(Q) —
WHP(R") for all k € Ng,p € [1,00]
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2. Triebel extension: For any N € Ny, there exists a common (continuous linear) extension operator
N such that
(a) €N : B5 (Q) = By (R™) for all |s| < N,p € [1,00],q € [1, <]

N . s s n

(b) €Y : Fy (Q) = Fj (R™) for all |s|] < N,p € [1,00),q € [1, 0]

3. Trace theorems: Let n > 2.

1
(a) Forp € [1,00],q € [1,00],5 > % By (Q) = By, (8Q) is a retraction (continuous surjection
with a bounded linear section as a right inverse).

o1
(b) Forpe[l,00),q € [1,00],5 > % D Fy o, (Q) = By p” (09) is a retraction.

1
¢) (Limiting case) For p € [1,00), B?{(Q) — LP(0Q) and WH1(Q) — LY(0Q) are continuous
p,1
surjections.

1
Remark. It is important to note that we do not have the trace theorem for, say, Bf,(€2) (cf. [Sch11, Section

3)
Proof.
1. See [Ste71, Section VI.3].
2. See [Tri92, Section 4.5, 5.1.3].

3. See [Tril0, Section 2.7.2, 3.3.3] and the remarks.

Corollary 48. Let §) be either the half-space R or a bounded C* domain in R".
o 7 (2) = W™P(Q) for m € No,p € (1,00).
o B (Q) = WmP(Q) — B () for m € No,p € [1,00].
o S(Q) is dense in W™P(2), F5 (Q) and Bj () for m € Ng, s € R,p € [1,00),q € [1,00).
® By in(a) () = Fp (@) = By Lip.) () for s €R,p € [1,00),q € 1, 00]

p,min

Remark. When © is a bounded C* domain, S(Q2) = C*°(Q).

Proof. Use Triebel and Stein extensions. O

5.3 Holder & Zygmund spaces

Definition 49. Let 2 be either R", the half-space R’} or a bounded C* domain in R™. Recall some L*
type spaces:

e Holder spaces: for k € Ny, @ € (0, 1],

1 llcra@y = [fllcra) + |r,(§l|i}l(c [Dﬂf] C0.0(Q)

where [g]co.a () = SUPgy, ZE!
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e Zygmund spaces: for s > 0, define €*(Q) = B3, (©2) . Then for m € Ny, s € (0,m):

A f)|
~sup | f]+ sup BT
L5°((0,1)) o<ihl<leca P

\|Azlf($)||L;°(vw(x,t)) H

[P o

It is well-known (cf. [Tril0, Section 2.2.2, 2.5.7, 2.5.12, 2.8.3]) that
L4 ||f||¢k+u(Q) ~ ”fHCk + max|g|=k ’|D5fH€a(Q) for k € No,a S (0, 1]
o [[fllgr+aay ~ Ifllra for k € No,a € (0,1).

* | fgl €s(Q) S S

Note that C%!, C' and ¢! are different.

G|l g for s > 0.

¢s

5.4 Interpolation & embedding

Blackbox 50 (Interpolation). Let Q be either R", the half-space R} or a bounded C*° domain in R™.
Throughout the theorem, always assume 0 € (0,1),s9 = (1 — 0)sg + 0s1.

1. (B, (Q), B3 (Q))e,q = B;¢,(Q) for so # s1,5; € R,p € [1,00],¢;,q € [1,00].

D,q0 p,q1

Eyo (), F3t (Q))qu = B, (Q) for so # s1,s; € R,p € [1,00),q;,q € [1,00].

(£ g

2. (B;&qo(Q),B;i’ql(ﬂ))&ps = By ,, () for so # s1,8; € R,p; € [1,00],q; € [1,00],1%9 = 1;;_09 + 1;% =
1-0 . 0
90 q1

3. [B;g’qo (Q)’ B;},th (Q)}e = B;g,qe (Q) a’nd [F;lf(()),qo <Q)’ F;lfll,m (Q)]e = F;ﬁ,qe (Q)

forsj € R,p; € (1,00),q; 6(1,00),1%9: 1};)94—1%,% o q%.

f1—9+9

1
Po Po p1’

5. (Wmop(Q), WmiP(Q)), , = Bpla (1) for m; € No,mg # ma,p € [1,00],q € [1,00], mg = (1 —6) mg +
Gml,

4. [LPo (), L7 (Q)]g = L (Q) for pj € [1,09],

Proof.
1. Extension operators and [Tril0, Section 2.4.2].
2. Extension operators and [BL76, Theorem 6.4.5].
3. Extension operators and [Tril0, Section 2.4.7].
4. Extension by zero and [BL76, Section 5.1.1]

5. Recall B (2) — W™P(Q) — B, () for m € No,p € [1,00]. Then apply 1.

O

Blackbox 51 (Embedding). Let Q be a bounded C*° domain in R™. Assume oo > sg > s1 > —oo. Then
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1. B (Q) < B3t (Q) is compact for p; € [1,00],q; € [1,00], =

_ So—$81
Po,q0 P1,91 > 0 p

’ p1 0 n

Fo  (Q) — F3r (Q) is compact for p; € [1,00),q; € [1,00], p% > p% — So=%

Po»40 P1,41 n
2. By () = Byt () is continuous for p; € [1,00],q € [1, 0], pi = plo —
F3o () = Fjt () is continuous for p; € [1,00),q; € [1,00], pll = p% — s

Proof.
1. See [Tril0, Section 4.3.2, Remark 1] and [Tril0, Section 3.3.1].

2. See [Tril0, Section 3.3.1].

Corollary 52. Let 2 be a bounded C*° domain in R™. Then

_ Mmo—my .

1. For mj € Ng,mg > mi,p; € [1,00], 2 1~ o n
W () < Bl () < By (@) 5 W (©) is compact
mo—(mi+a) .

2. FormjeNO,m0>m1,p0€[1,00],&6(0,1),0>pi0— -
Wmopo(Q) — Byo_ () — BIiE*(Q) = C™0(Q) is compact.
1
8. Form € Ny, p € (1,00) : W™P(Q) — B]" (Q) < B} () — LP(99) is compact.
Remark. These include the Rellich-Kondrachov embeddings found in [Ada03, Theorem 6.3], so the Besov

embeddings generalize Sobolev embeddings.

5.5 Strip decay

Some notation first: let 2 be a C*° domain in R™ or a compact Riemannian manifold with or without
boundary. Define Q5, = {x € Q : dist(z,99Q) > r} where dist(xz,0Q) = oo if 90 = (. Similarly define
Q>ry Qs Qppy )

When |Q] < 0o and p € [1,00), we write

im0 = 1 azcgan = (,177) " = s ([ 17)

By convention, we set [|f||;u(q ave) = If(2 )||L°o(d£ ) = [fllp=(q)- The implicit measure is of course the

Riemannian measure. In such mean integrals, the domain becomes a probability space.
Theorem 53 (Coarea formula).

1. For any h € R", the translation semigroup (T1),>o is a Co semigroup on W™P(R"™), By (R™) and
N 1
Fy (R") form € Ng, s € R,p € [1,00),q € [1,00). Consequently, for p € [1,00) and f € B} (R") ,

([O,oo) — Lp(]Rnfl),t — Tththn_l)

is continuous and bounded by C' || f|| 1 for some C > 0.
BP (R™)

p,1
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2. Let Q be a bounded C*° domain in R™ (or a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary). Let
p € [1,00). Then for f € Bﬁl(ﬂ) and r > 0 small:

(a) ([O,r) - R,p— ||fHL,,(3Q>p)) is continuous and bounded by C ||fHB% @ for some C > 0.

p,1

() 1o,y ~r

171200 0

rl0
(c) Hf”Lp(QST,an) Sor ||fHB% @ and HfHLP(QST,an) B ||f||L:D(BQ7an)'
p,1

rJ0

1
(d) LetI C R be an open interval and§ € LP(I — BZ(2)),then ||f|| 1 P ||fHth:Lp(Q§man) —

p,1 LYBP,(9Q)
Hf”LfLP(aQ,avg) ’

5. Letp € [1,00), f € WP(Q), show that [|fll oia_.) S 71 flwrnao,y + 77 1fllLo(aq) for v >0 small.

Proof.

1. Use the density of S(R™) and Lemma 9.
2.

(a) By partition of unity, geodesic normals, diffeomorphisms and the smallness of r, reduce
the problem to the half-space case, which is just 1).
1 _
(b) Approximate f in B} ; by C°°(2) functions. This is the well-known coarea formula, which
corresponds to Fubini’s theorem in the half-space case. Note that || f|[,,(gq. ) is defined
by the trace theorem. See [Cha06, Section IIL.5] for more details.

(¢) For r small, |Q.| ~ |0Q]r and |0Qs.,.| ~ |09, so

< sup

11 r 0z mv) ~ (175000 1) gy <520

[T —

rl0 N .
and H ||f||Lp(aQ>man)‘ o Hf||Lp(897avg) by continuity in a).

LE((0,r),avg)

(d) Dominated convergence.

3. By the trace theorem, WLOG f € C*°(Q). By partition of unity and diffeomorphisms, WLOG
Q =R} ={(x,y) : x € R""',y > 0}. Then

v ~ 505Dl g0, | S | 10076y + 1,00

50 || £

1
S [[CECTEd

1
+ 77 £ (% 0)ll g

L%

Ly([o,r))

The first term Hllayf(xvp)lng([07r]) H‘?AF

S.z r ||ayf||Lp(Q<7) SO we are done.

50 || £

O

Theorem 54 (Product estimate). Let M be a bounded C*° domain in R™ (or a compact Riemannian
manifold with boundary). Assume r > 0 small, f. € C°(M) with support in M. Then for p € (1,00),
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15l ip ay Stimr el a9l arcery + 1l Il oo ar

Remark. The theory of product and commutator estimates (Kato-Ponce, Coifman-Meyer etc.) has a long
and rich history which we will not recount here (cf. [KP88; Tao07; GO14; NT19]). However, for our intended
application, f, has very small support and we want to use ||g|/zr(as_,,) instead of ||g||zr(ar) to control the
product. Unfortunately there does not seem to be much, if at all, literature on this issue. This theorem will
only be used for Theorem 86, and is not necessary for Onsager’s conjecture.

Proof. By diffeomorphisms, partition of unity, and geodesic normals, WLOG assume M = m with
Mo, ={zeR":0<z, <r}.
Recall ||gllze(zp=a) S ”9”13;,/{’(1&1) V0 < a < oo where [|g||zr(z,=a) = |9]lLr ({zerm:2,=a}) 18 defined
by the trace theorem.

WLOG, assume [|f,||, < 1. Recall the characterization of Besov spaces by ball mean difference
(BMD) and write V(z,t) for V1(z,t) (see Equation (7)). Then

180 (£r9) @)y v o)

1
frg / ~ fr.g +”tpn
| HB;{’(M) | HL”(M) LP (M) L(4E (0,1))

The term || f-g||z»(ar) is easily bounded and thrown away. For the remaining term, we use the
identity Ay (frg) = Anfrg + mhfrApg to bound it by

o

Apfr(@) o (via x’ Frlloo 1ARG (@) || L1 (v (2 ‘
AR (@) L2 (v (2,00 9(@) ) PP [frlloo 1ARG(X) | 22 (v (2.t 2200 | et oy

The second term here is just || fr|| L Hg||B1/p( so throw it away. For the remaining term, by using
p,1

(M)
||'||Lp(M) S ||'HLP(M<4T,) + ||'HLp(M>4T,) and

HHAth(x)”L}l(V(Lt))g(x)‘ S H”Ahfr(x)HL}L(V(z,t))H )||9($)||L§(M<4T)

LE(M<4,,~) Lio (M<47*

we are left with

_1_,
I8 g anlalzrareny + 637 1805 @y v oo

Le(M=an) Iz (4t 0,1))

Throwing away the first term, we have arrived at the important estimate: what happens on Mxy4;..
It will turn out that the values of g on M~4, are well-controlled by ||g||Bl/p(M). To begin, recall f,
p,1

is supported on M., and use the crude geometric estimate

IB(J?,LL) N M<T'|

—-n —-n r
AR @) L vy =@ 2 (v ) S B, D) N Lo, Vo € My, Vt € (3r,1)

Note that t > 3r comes from ¢ > z,, —r > 4r — r. So we have used the “room” from 4r to get an
O(r)-lower bound for ¢. By z,, < r + t, we now only need to bound

r

9(@&

r

LE (Mar 1)) L1(4t (3r,1))
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Obviously, we will integrate g on x,-slices (using p > 1):

1

=r

r 1 1
g9(z)— —llg - S gl g Sreligllpy
o0 P L Yo loll 5o

1
-1G)
L34, (3r,1)) t

LE(May ry4]) LP([4r,00))

Then we are done (using p < 00):

T\
L1 (3r,1)) (E)

6 Hodge theory

We stick closely to the terminology and symbols of [Sch95], with some careful exceptions.

6.1 The setting

Definition 55. Define a J-manifold as a paracompact, Hausdorff, metric-complete, oriented, smooth
manifold, with no or smooth boundary.

Note that this means Bg~ (0, 1) is not a d-manifold (as it is not complete), but Bgn(0,1) is.

For the rest of this paper, unless mentioned otherwise, we work on M which is a compact Riemannian
n-dimensional d-manifold (where n > 2), and use v to denote the outwards unit normal vector field on 9M.

As before, define M., = {x € M : dist(z,0M) > r}, and similarly for M>,, M<., M|, ., etc.

For r > 0 small, the map (OM x [0,7) = M<,, (z,t) — exp,(—tv)) is a diffeomorphism, which we call
a Riemannian collar. Then v can be extended via geodesics to a smooth vector field 7 which is of unit
length near the boundary (cut off at some point away from the boundary, but we only care about the area
near the boundary).

Let vol stand for the Riemannian volume form orienting M and voly for that of OM. Let y: OM — M
be the smooth inclusion map and ¢ stand for interior product (contraction) of differential forms. Note that
for a smooth differential form w, j*w only depends on w| aar SO by abuse of notation, we can write

volg = (¢, vol)
where ¢, vol € Q"1 (M) |, . Additionally, the Stokes theorem reads [, dw = [,,, *w for w € Q"~1(M).

6.1.1 Vector bundles

Let F be a real vector bundle over M with a Riemannian fiber metric (-, -)g.
Define

e I'(F) : the space of smooth sections of F
e I'.(F) : smooth sections with compact support (so I'.(F) = I'(F) since M is compact)
e ['yo(F) : smooth sections with compact support in M (the interior of M).

Remark. We are following [Sch95], where Hodge theory is also formulated for non-compact M. In the book,
T'oF is used instead of I'ggF to denote compact support in M. As that can be confused with having zero
trace, we opt to write I'golF instead.
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Then on T'.(FF), define the dot product
(0.0 = [ (0.0l
M

and |o|p = /{0, 0)p. Then for p € [1,00), LPT'(F) is the completion of I'c(F) under the norm

lollzore) = Mo lel Logan

Let V¥ be a connection on F. Then for ¢ € I'(F), V¥o € I'(T*M ® F) and we can define the fiber metric

<a ®o,B® 9>T*M®]F = <a7 ﬂ>T*M <0, 9>IE‘
In local coordinates (Einstein notation):

<VF0, VF9>T*M®F = <dxi ® V]fo, da? ® V]I;U>F = <dmi7dmj>T*M <V]fo7 V§9>F = g¥ <VIE0, VIJEH>F

For higher derivatives, define the k-jet fiber metric

(0, 9>JW _ Z <(V]F) () o, (V]F)(j) 6‘>

0<j<k

(® T~ M)®F

and |o| jrp = /(0,0) jup- Then we have Cauchy-Schwarz: [(c,0) jip| < |0 jip 0] i -
Then for m € Ng,p € [1,00), we define the Sobolev space W™ PI'(F) as the completion of I'.(F) under
the norm

HUHWWPF(F) = |||U|J""IFHL1>(M)

It is worth noting that |o

gmp> Up to some constants, does not depend on VF. Indeed, assume there is
another connection V¥, then VF — VF is tensorial:

(vgi - %{?{) (fo)=f (vgi - 65&) (0) = (v@x - ﬁﬁx) (0) for f € C®(M),o € T(F), X € XM

So there is a C°°(M)-multilinear map A : XM ®¢eepry I'(F) — T'(F) such that (VI)F( — 6&) (o) =
A(X,0). By the compactness of M and the boundedness of A, we conclude |o| ;g gr ~ 0] jmp = Therefore
the topology of W™PT'(F) is uniquely defined.

Definition 56 (Distributions). Set 2T (F) = Ty (F) as the space of test sections and 2'T (F) = (2T (F))"
the space of distributional sections. As usual, in the category of locally convex TVS, 2T (F) is given
Schwartz’s topology as the colimit of {I' (F), : K C M compact}, where I' (F) ;. := {oc € I' (F) : suppo C
K} has the Frechet C*° topology.

6.1.2 Compatibility with scalar function spaces

We aim to show that the global definitions of Sobolev spaces in Subsection 6.1.1 are compatible with the
definitions of Sobolev spaces by local coordinates.

Let (o, Uq),, be a finite partition of unity, where U, is open in M and 1), is supported in U,. Normally
in differential geometry, U, is diffeomorphic to either R N Bgx (0, 1) or Br~(0,1). However, it is problematic
that the half-ball does not have C*° boundary, so we use some piecewise-linear functions and mollification
to create a bounded C'*° domain.
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Figure 2: Smoothing the corners

So WLOG, U, is diffeomorphic to the closure of a bounded C*° domain in R", and scalar function spaces
are well-defined on U, (recall Definition 44). Note that supp 1, might intersect with OM.

For U, chosen small enough, the bundle F on U, is diffeomorphic to U, x F (where F is the typical fiber
of F).

Let (eg) 5 be the coordinate sections on supp 9., and cut off such that supp ¥, C (supp e%) Csuppeg C
Uqa. Let 0 € I'(F) . Then there exist ¢§(0) € C2°(Ua) such that supp c§ (o) C suppda, a0 = 3 5cj(0)ed

and
o= Z c3 (0)65
a,B

Now, observe that |o|z ~ " [¥a0| and

Nl
ol

[Yao|p = ZCB o)cg (o eﬁ,eg,>F ~ Z‘cg(o)f

8,8’ B
To see this, let * € supp, and <eg,eg,>F (x) = Bpp(x). Then By(u,v) = 4 5 ugvs Bgp(v) is a
positive-definite inner product, which induces a norm on a finite-dimensional vector space, where all norms

are equivalent. Then simply note B, (u, u) is continuous in variable x € supp ¥4
Also, in local coordinates, there are slﬁ € C°(U,) such that V]Feﬁ =2, szﬁeg‘ on supp ¥4. Then

V¥ (4e0) Za cz(o)es + ch(a)szﬂe,y Zd o)eg where dj(0) = 0;cg(o) + Zcf;(a)sf
By v

So o] jip ~ 2ap €GO + 220 5.4 [ (0)] ~ 20 g 15 (0)] + 220 5.4 10ic ()]

Similarly ‘U|Jm]F ~ Za’g Ekgm ‘V(k)cg(‘f)‘~
So for m € Ny, p € [1, 00),

o llym.» ~ Z Hcg(U)HW"%P(Ua,]R)

Now define So = (cg(a))

projection on [, 8 C>(U,). Note that P depends on the choice of partition of unity. By looking into the
definitions of R and S, we can extend this to have P = SR as a continuous projection on [], 5 LY(U,) and

and R (cg) — 3, 5¢4e. Then RS = 1 on T(F) and P := SR is a

a,p

HP (Cﬁ ~ Z HCﬂHWm 2 (Uy) for m € NOap € [1 OO] CB S Wm’p(U )

vﬂHH Wmop(Uq)

The keen reader should have noticed we never mentioned the case p = oo in Subsection 6.1.1 as we
defined W™PI(F) by the completion of smooth sections, and C°°(M) is not dense in W™ >(M). Now,
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however, by using local coordinates, we are justified in defining W™PI'(F) = {>_, 5 cfed : cg € W™P(U,)}
for m € Ng, p € [1, 00] with the norm defined (up to equivalent norms) as

> cges =18 cfed
a,B

W T P M., Wmr(Ua)

Then By T'(F) and F; I'(F) can be defined similarly. In other words, for m € No,p € [1,00],q €
[1,00],s > 0:

o WP (F)~ P Ha,,@ Wmp(U,)
o BT ()= PIL, ;B (U)
o Iy L (F) =PI, 5 F;4(Ua), p# 0

By using Blackbox 46, we can show the Banach topologies of these spaces are uniquely defined (independent
of the choices of 1, U, ). For convenience (such as working with Holder’s inequality), we still use the Sobolev
norms WP (m € Ng,p € [1,00)) defined globally in Subsection 6.1.1.

All theorems from section 5 that worked on bounded C'*° domains carry over to our setting on M, mutatis

1
mutandis. For instance, B I'(F) — L* I'(F)|,,, is a continuous surjection and

Bj,\I(F) = (L°T(F), W'*I(F)), |

Moreover, for p € (1,00), LPT'(F) is reflexive. By Holder’s inequality, (L?T (F))* = L¥'T' (F) for p € (1,00).

6.1.3 Complexification issue

A small step which we omitted is complexification. As T is a real vector bundle, the previous definitions only
give WL (F) ~ P[], s W™P(Uq,R) for m € No,p € [1,00]. In working with real manifolds, differential
forms/tensors and their dot products, we always assume real-valued coefficients for sections, but whenever
we need to use theorems involving complex Banach spaces or the theory of function spaces, we assume an
implicit complexification step. Fortunately, no complications arise from complexification (see Section A for
the full reasoning), so for the rest of the paper we can ignore this detail. When we want to be explicit, we
will specify the scalars we are using, e.g. RW"™PI'(F) versus CW™PT'(F).

6.2 Differential forms & boundary

Unless mentioned otherwise, the metric is the Riemannian metric, and the connection is the Levi-Civita
connection.

For X € XM, definenX = (X,v)v € XM]|,,, (the normal part) and tX = X|,,,—nX (the tangential
part). We note that tX and nX only depend on X|BM’ so t and n can be defined on .’{M|6M, and by abuse
of notation, t (XM|,,,) == X(OM).

For w € QF (M), define tw and nw by

tw(Xq, ..., Xi) = w(tXy, ..., t Xk) VX; € XM,j=1,..,k

and nw = wly,, — tw. By abuse of notation, we similarly observe that t (Q* (M)’aM) =5 QFOM) =
7 (28 (M)| ) = 5% (QF (M),
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Recall the musical isomorphism: X (Y,) = (X,,Y,) and (w},Y,) = w,(Y}) for p € M,w, € T M, X, €
T,M.,Y, € T,M.

Recall the usual Hodge star operator x : QF(M) == Q"~*(M), exterior derivative d : QF(M) —
QFL(M), codifferential & : QF (M) — QF~1(M), and Hodge Laplacian A = — (dd + dd) (cf. [Taylla,
Section 2.10] and [Sch95, Definition 1.2.2]).

We will often use Penrose abstract index notation (cf. [Wal84, Section 2.4]), which should not be
confused with the similar-looking Einstein notation for local coordinates, or the similar-sounding Pen-
rose graphical notation. In Penrose notation, we collect the usual identities in differential geometry (cf.
[Lee09)):

For any tensor Ty, _q,, define (VT),, = VTy, 4 and div] = VT iay. .ax-

(dw)pay..ap = (B +1) %[bwalmak} Vw € QF(M) where V is any torsion-free connection.
(&‘J)al...ak,l = _vbwba1~~ak—1 = _(divw)almak—lvw € Qk(M)

(VaVe = VioeVa) T = —Rapo T 1 — Rabo’ Tkt + Rapk® T 51 + Rapi® T g for any tensor 7%y,
where R is the Riemann curvature tensor and V the Levi-Civita connection. Similar identities hold
for other types of tensors. When we do not care about the exact indices and how they contract, we
can just write the schematic identity (V,V, — V,V,)T%;; = R*T. As R is bounded on compact
M, interchanging derivatives is a zeroth-order operation on M.

For tensor T, .. q,, define the Weitzenbock curvature operator

k
RiC(T)al...ak = 22 v[ivaj]Tal...aj,liajurl...ak = ZRajaTal...aj,laaj+1...ak - Z RajualUTal...U...p,...ak

j=1 j .
where Ry, = R.op° is the Ricci tensor. The invariant form is

Ric(T) (X1, ...X}) = Z (R(95, Xa)T) (X1, ey Xa1, 0", Xoi1, -, Xi) VX € XM

a

where 9° = ¢¥9; and R(8;,0;) = V;V;—V,;V,; (Penrose notation). Note that (R(9a, )04, 0:) = Rabed-
Special cases include Ric(f) = 0 Vf € C>®°(M) and Ric(X), = R.,°X, VX € XM (justifying the
notation Ric).
In local coordinates

Ric (w) = da? A (R(9;,0)w - 9") Yw € QF (M),

where - stands for contraction (interior product). Then we have the Weitzenbock formula:
Aw = V;Viw — Ric(w) Yw € QF (M)

where V;Viw = tr(V2w) is also called the connection Laplacian, which differs from the Hodge
Laplacian by a zeroth-order term. The geometry of M and differential forms are more easily handled
by the Hodge Laplacian, while the connection Laplacian is more useful in calculations with tensors and
the Penrose notation.

For tensors Ty,. a, and Qq,..q,, the tensor inner product is (T,Q) = Ty, . 4, Q% *. But for
w,n € QF(M), there is another dot product, called the Hodge inner product, where

(w1 = 75 o)
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So |w|, = \/%|w| Then we define ((w,n)) = [, (w,n) vol and ((w,n)), = [, (w,n), vol. Recall that
w A xn = (w,n), vol Yw € QF(M),Vn € QF(M). Also

({dw,m)) 5 = ({w,m)) 5 Yw € Qbo(M),Vn € Q55" (M)

So (-,-), is more convenient for integration by parts and the Hodge star. Nevertheless, as they only
differ up to a constant factor, we can still define W™PQF(M) (m € No,p € [1,00)) by (-,-) as in
Subsection 6.1. Finally, by the Weitzenbock formula and Penrose notation, we easily get the Bochner
formula:

%A (W) = %vivi (w,&)) = (Aw,w) + [Vl + (Ric (@) )

Remark. In [Sch95], the conventions are a bit different, with A = (d§ + dd) , A = —V,; V!, R" = — Ric and
N the inwards unit normal vector field. Also the difference between ((-,-)) and ((-,-)), is not made explicit
in the book. We will not use such notation.

Lemma 57. Some basic identities:

Vw e QF (M) i tw=0 < 7*w=0. Similarly, nw =0 <= 1w =0.

(tX)" = ¢(X°) VX € XM

Jtw = J'w, tw = 1, (1’ Aw), nw = 1" A w, tlwAn) =tw Aty Yo € QF(M),Vn € QY (M)

(b)) = (b b)) = (s b)) Voo, € (M)

t (xw) = * (0w), 0 (xw) = * (tw), *dw = (=1 T § xw, %6w = (=1)" d * w, *Aw = A xw Yw € Q¥(M)
7 tdw = g dw = d®M y*w = dOM y*tw Yw € QF (M)

Let w € QF(M). If tw =0 then tdw = 0. If nw = 0 then néw = 0.

Lw =t (Lw) = t,nw Yw € QF(M)

7" (w A1) = (*w, 7% 1,m) , volg Yw € QF(M),Vn € QFL(M)

Proof. We will only prove the last assertion. Observe that 7* (vol) = 0so vol |gy; = nvol = 1” A, vol.
Recall voly = 7*(1, vol) and tQ* = 5*QF 5o the problem is equivalent to proving

V' Atw At xn = (tw,te,n), vol on M
Simply observe that ti,n = ¢, n and
VP Atw At (+n) = 10 Atw Aoy = <Vb A tw, n77>A vol = <1/b Atw, v’ A LUT]>A vol = (tw, ¢, ), vol

O

Theorem 58 (Integration of tensors and forms by parts).

1.

For tensors Ty,...q;, and Qa,...apis

/ Vz (Tal...ainalmak):/ viTalmainalmak"_/ e ZQzal .ag _/ ViTal...ainalmak
M M oM

(8)
In other words, [, (VT,Q)vol+ [, (T,divQ)vol = [, (v&T,Q)vols.
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2. Forpe (1,00),w € RWLPQF 5 e RWLP QFHL .
((dw,m)pn = {{w,0m) o + ((F"w, 7" 0wm)) o (9)

where ((7*w, 7*t,m)) = faM (7w, 7% tum) 5 vola.
3. Forpe (1,00),w € RW2PQF(M),n € RWL2'QF (M) :

D(w,n) = ((=Aw,m)) 5 + ({7 twdw, 7°m)) y — (776w, 7" tum)) o (10)

where D(w,n) = ((dw,dn)) , + ((0w, 6n)) \ is called the Dirichlet integral.

Proof.
1. Let Xt = Tay..an Q-9 Then it is just the divergence theorem.

2. By approximation, it is enough to prove the smooth case.

/8 e ) vl = /a ) = /M 4w A*)
- / duo A3 + (—1)F / w A dxn = ({du, ), — (e 6n)) 5
M M

3. Trivial.

6.3 Boundary conditions and potential theory
Definition 59. We define:
e Q8 (M) ={we Q¥(M) : tw = 0} (Dirichlet boundary condition)
e QF (M) ={we QM) :tw=0,téw =0} (relative Dirichlet boundary condition)
o Q% (M) ={weQ*M):nw=0} (Neumann boundary condition)
e OF (M) ={weQ*M):nw=0,ndw =0} (absolute Neumann boundary condition)
o QK (M) = Q% (M)NQk (M) (trace-zero boundary condition)
o HF(M) = {we Q*(M):dw=0,5w=0} (harmonic fields)
o HE (M) =HF(M)NQkE (M) (Dirichlet fields)
o HE (M) =HF(M)N Q% (M) (Neumann fields)

Remark. In writing the function spaces, we omit M when there is no possible confusion. Note that QfF,
(compact support in M ) is different from Q.

We can readily extend these definitions to less regular spaces by replacing w € QF with, for example,
w € BB%, 1QF. Boundary conditions are defined via the trace theorem, and therefore require some regularity.

1
For example, Bg"lQ’fv makes sense, while L2Q%, and H'QF . do not make sense.
Observe that L2-cl (%) (closure in the L? norm) is just L2Q* since Qf; is dense in L2Q*.
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Most of these symbols come from [Sch95]. Note that in [Sch95], the difference between L?X and L?-cl(X)
(where X is some space) is not made explicit.

Function spaces of type p = oo are problematic since the smooth members are not dense (see Corollary 48).
For instance, W>°QF £ W™>_cl(Q*) in general.

A special case is when k& = 0: Q% (M) = QM) = C°(M) and QY (M) = Q%(M). Indeed,
the conditions for QY - and Q) . are what analysts often call “Dirichlet” and “Neumann” boundary
conditions respectively.

In fluid dynamics, the condition for QY is also called “impermeable”, while Q} is “no-slip”. On the other
hand, Qf .y is often given various names, such as “Navier-type”, “free boundary” or “Hodge” [MM09a;
Mon13; BAE16]. The consensus, however, seems to be that Q}_  should be called the “absolute boundary
condition” [Wu91; Hsu02; COQ09; Baul7; Ouy17], which explains our choice of naming.

Lemma 60. We have Hodge duality:
o % QB (M) = QuR(M), 2 QF (M) = QPoF (M), % 0 HE (M) = Hiy " (M).
o Vyx(xw) =*(Vxw), w|y = |w|, forwe Q* X € XM.

o Form € Ny,p € [1,00), we have x : W™PQE (M) == WmPQuF(M), %+ WmPQF (M) ==

WmPQpEl v (M).

We stress that harmonic fields are harmonic forms, i.e. Aw = 0, but the converse is not true in general.
Theorem 61 (4 versions). Let w € Q¥(M) be a harmonic form. Then w is a harmonic field if either

1. tw=0,nw =0 (trace-zero)

2. tw = 0,tdw = 0 (relative Dirichlet)

3. nw = 0,ndw = 0 (absolute Neumann)

4. téw = 0,ndw =0 (Gaffney)

Proof. Trivial to show D(w,w) = 0 via integration by parts. O

Remark. The four conditions correspond to four different versions of the Poisson equation Aw = 7 (cf.
[Sch95, Section 3.4]), and four ways we can make A self-adjoint. In this paper, we will just focus on the
absolute Neumann Laplacian and the absolute Neumann heat flow.

Gaffney, one of the earliest figures in the field, showed that the Laplacian corresponding to the 4th bound-
ary condition is self-adjoint and called it the “Neumann problem” (cf. [Gaf54; Conb4]). We, however, feel the
name “Neumann” should only be used when its Hodge dual is Dirichlet-related (for instance, the Dirichlet
potential vs the Neumann potential, to be introduced shortly). Therefore, absent a better rationalization or
convention, we see no reason not to honor the name of the mathematician.

In the same vein, some authors consider the 1st condition to be the “Dirichlet boundary condition”
(following the intuition from the scalar case, where the trace and the tangential part coincide). By the same
reasoning as above, we choose not to do so in this paper.

Blackbox 62 (Dirichlet/Neumann fields). HY (M) and HX, (M) are finite-dimensional, and therefore com-
plemented in RW™PQF(M) ¥Ym € Ny, p € [1, 00].

Remark. All norms on H%, are equivalent, so we do not need to specify which norm on H% we are using at
any time.

These are very nice spaces, yet they often prevent uniqueness for boundary value problems. We almost
always want to work on their orthogonal complements, where Hodge theory truly shines.
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Proof. See [Sch95, Theorem 2.2.6]. O

Corollary 63. Vm € Ny, p € [1, 00|, there is a continuous projection Py, , : RW™PQF — HE, such that

e it is compatible across different Sobolev spaces, i.e. Py po(W) = Py p (W) if w € WmoroQk N
WmpQF,

o 1 — P, RWmPQF — Wmp (”;'-Lﬂ“\,)L = {w e WmPQF : ((w,¢)), =0V € HE} is also a compatible

projection.

Proof. Define the continuous linear map Z,, ; : WmPQk s (H?\r )* where
T p0(6) = ({0, 6)), Vo € My, Veo € WMPQH

Then note that (¢1,¢2) — ((¢1,¢2)), is a positive-definite inner product on H%;, so Z,,
HY = (HY)". We also observe that Im7p|7{,;V

continuous inverse J : (Hlfv)* =25 HX,. Then we can just set Py, , = J 0L, As we defined Z,, ,,
by ({-;-))as Pm,p is compatible across different m, p. O

7P|7.UI€\] :
does not depend on m,p, so we can define the

Remark. From now on, for w € W™PQ*. we can decompose ‘ w=PNw+ PN | where PNw = wyk € HE;
PNL

1 e . . .
and w = w( )J_ e wmp (’H?\,) . The decomposition is natural, i.e. continuous and compatible across

HY
different Sobolev spaces. By Hodge duality, similarly define PP and PPL . Note PVLWLrQk < WirQk
and PNLW2PQE O < WERRQE

Blackbox 64 (Potential theory). For m € Ng,p € (1,00), we define the injective Neumann Laplacian

Ay : PNEW™TRPQE L — PNEWTPQF
as simply A under domain restriction. Then (—AN)_1 is called the Neumann potential, which is bounded
(and actually a Banach isomorphism). Ay can also be thought of as an unbounded operator on PNLW™mPQk,
By Hodge duality, we also define the Dirichlet counterparts Ap and (fAD)fl.

Proof. See [Sch95, Section 2.2, 2.3] O

Remark. Because duality is involved, we stay away from p € {1,00}. Amazingly enough, this is the only
elliptic estimate we will need for the rest of the paper. One could say the whole theory is a functional
analytic consequence of elliptic regularity (much like how the Nash embedding theorem is a consequence of
Schauder estimates, following Giinther’s approach [Taol6]).

There are many identities which might seem complicated, but are actually trivial to check and helpful
for grasping the intuition behind routine operations in Hodge theory, as well as its rich algebraic structure.

Definition. We write d,. as d restricted to W1PQ% and §. as § restricted to WLPQX; for p € (1, 00). We will
prove in Subsection 7.4 that they are essentially adjoints of 6 and d. Let us note that Ay = — (dd. + d.d)
on PNLW2PQF .

Corollary 65. Let p € (1,00). Some basic properties:

1. PPLs =6 and PNLd =d on WHPQF,
PNLs, =6, on Wl’pQﬁ, and PPLd, =d, on WLPQ’B.
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2. (=Ap) 10 =0(=Ap)"" on PPLWIPQOF and (~An)"'d=d(—Ax)"" on PNLWLrQF,
(=AN) "6, = 6. (=AN) " on PNLWIPQE and (~Ap) ' d. = de (~Ap)~" on PPLWLrQk

3. 6 = 6PPL = §PNL gnd d = dPPL = gPNL on WhPQF,

4. dod = d (6d+ dS) = d(—A).
6d5 (—Ap) "t =5 on PPLWLPQF and dsd(—An)~! = d on PNLWLPQF,

5. d(WPQE () =d (WHPQE) nWhPQk § (W2rQE o) =6 (W2PQh) nWirQi !,
d (WS’pQ]}iom N) S WQ’Z)QE:&N’ Y (WB’pQ}Iiom D) < WQ’pQﬁ(:nllD‘

Remark. A good mnemonic device is that Ay is formed by d and d., so (—A N)*1 commutes with d and 6.
Proof.
1. Integration by parts.

2. Just check that the expressions are defined by using 1).

The rest is trivial. O

6.4 Hodge decomposition

We proceed differently from [Sch95], by using a more algebraic approach in order to derive some results not
found in the book. There will be a lot of identities gathered through experience, so their appearances can
seem unmotivated at first. Hence, as motivation, let’s look at an example of a problem we will need Hodge
theory for: is it true that Wz’pﬂﬁomN is dense in WHPQX, for p € (1,00)? The problem is more subtle
than it seems, and it is true that the heat flow, once constructed, will imply the answer is yes. But we
do not yet have the heat flow, and it turns out this problem is needed for the W'P-analyticity of the heat
flow itself. This foundational approximation of boundary conditions can be done easily once we understand
Hodge theory and the myriad connections between different boundary conditions.

Let w € W™PQF (m € Ng,p € (1,00)). In one line, the Hodge-Morrey decomposition algorithm is

w=ded (—Ap) " PPLw 4 6.d(—AN)T PV YW 4wy

where PPLw = w(Hk L,PNLw = w 2k )L are defined as in Corollary 63, and wyr is simply defined by
D N

subtraction. This is the heart of the matter, and the rest is arguably just bookkeeping.

Note that if w € W'PQF, dw = déd (—Ay)" " PNLw + dwyre = dPNLw + dwye = dw + dwye. So
dwyr = 0 and similarly dwyr = 0, justifying the notation. A mild warning is that we do not yet have
WhrHE = Wip_cl (Hk)

As we will keep referring to this decomposition, let us define

o Py =d.6(—Ap) ' PPL. Then Py = d, (~Ap) ' 6PPL =d. (—Ap)~" 6 on WHPQF,
o Py =0.d(—Ax)""PNL Then Py =6, (—An) "' d on WEHrPQE.
e Ps=1—P —Ps.

We observe that the decomposition 1 = P; + Ps + P3 is natural (continuous and compatible across different
Sobolev spaces) since all the operations are natural. In particular, P; (for j € {1,2,3}) is a zeroth-order
operator, and if w is smooth, so is Pjw by Sobolev embedding. Recall that tw = 0 implies tdw = 0, while
nw = 0 implies néw = 0 (Lemma 57).
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Theorem 66 (Smooth decomposition). Some basic properties of P; on Ok

1. P16 =0 on QL and Pod = 0 on QF1L,
P1:P2:0 on’Hk.

2. P3d. =0 on Q’]“\,H and Pzd. =0 on Q’B_l.

3. PjP; = 6;;Pi. Therefore QF = @?:1 P (QF).

I P4 (00) < 081 < PO (01) < 0P (01,,.) < 0
Py (OF) = 6, (QF1) = 5, PVL (QKFY) = 6.dPNL (QF, ) < QK.
Po(a) -

5. Q @ VP (QF) is ((-,-)) p-orthogonal decomposition.

Proof.

1. On Q1 P15 =d, (—Ap) ' 66 = 0.
Let € H*. Then Py = d. (—Ap) ™" 1 =0.

2. We just need P26, = 6. on Qf\,“. Indeed, P2d. = d.d (—AN)_1 8PN+ = §.d6. (—AN)_1 PNL =
§PNL =6..

3. By 1), PoPy = P1Py = P1P3 = PoP3 = 0. By 2), P3Py = P3Py = 0. Then observe
Py = (P + Py + P3)Py = P2. Similarly, P? = P; and P2 = Ps.

4. Recall Ps (Qk) < H*. It becomes an equality since P, (7—[’“) =P (’Hk) =0.
Similarly, obviously Py (Qk) = d. PP+ (QﬁomD) <d. (Qllg—l). It becomes an equality since
Pgd =0 and Pgdc =0.

5. Trivial.

To extend this to Sobolev spaces, we will need to use distributions and duality.
Corollary 67 (Sobolev version). Some basic properties of P; on W™PQF (m € No,p € (1,00)):
1. ((Pjw,d)) ) = ({w, P;id)) , Yw € W™PQF V€ Qf.j=1,2,3
2. P16 =0 on WmtLrQk+l gnd Pod = 0 on WmHLrQk-1,
3. Py =Py =0 on WTLPHF and WmPcl (HF).
4. P36 =0 on WHLPQRF and Pad. = 0 on WmHLrQh-t
5. P;P; = 6;P;. Therefore W™PQF = EBJ VP (WmrQk).

6. P3 (meQk) = WmpHk form >1 and W™P-cl (Hk) form > 0.
Po (WmPQF) = 6, (WmHLPQRTY) = 6. dPNE (WmH2rQf ) .
PL(WmPQF) = d, (WmHLeQ ) = d PP (Wmt2eQf o).

7. tP; =0 and nPy = 0 on WmtLrQOk,

8. Forp>2, WmrQk = @?:1 P; (W™PQF) is ((-,-)) ,-orthogonal decomposition.
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9. Wr-cl (d, (2571)) = do (W 10051) and Wro-cl (6 (57)) = 8, (W ek,
Wmtlp ] (’Hk) = Wmtlpyk,

10. d=d(Py + Pa+ P3) = dPy = dPN+ = PNLd op WmHLPQF,
Consequently, ndPy (W™mT2rQf ) =nd (Wm2PQF ) =0, and Py (WmT2rQE ) < WmT2eQpF .
We also have

d (Werl,kafl) — dP, (Werl,kafl) —d (Werl,le]CV*l) _ dprJ- (Werl,PQl]CV*l)
11. 6. = Pab. on WmHLPQK and

PQ (Wm+1,ka) _ 5(: (Wm+2,pQ§:V+1) — (;Cd’PNJ' (WerS,pQ{clomN) _ 5C7DNJ_ (Wm+2,ka+1 )

hom N
Remark. Note that LP-cl (H¥) (p € (1,00)) is defined, while LPH* is not.
Proof.

1. Observe Piw € de (WmHLPQLY)  Pow € 6. (WMHLPQRHY)  Pyw € W™ P-cl (H¥). Simply
show d. (WmH’pQ’B_l) Lo, (Q?V'H), WmP_cl (’H,k) 1 d. (Q%‘l), and so forth via integration
by parts.

2. WmHLPQRHL = JymtLe_c] (QFF1),

3. The case W™P-cl (HF) is trivial. For w € W™ TLPHF ((Prw, ), = ((w, P19)), = 0V € O
since W HLPHE | d,(Q%7Y) (integration by parts).

4. Letw € WmHLPQRH! Then ((Psdew, @)y = (0w, P3d)) 4 = 0 Vo € Qf since 5, (WmHLPQR) L
HE.

The rest is trivial. O

To connect Hodge decomposition to fluid dynamics, we will need the Friedrichs decomposition:
Py = (PN +PN) Py = PyY + PS5
where
o PY :=PNPy =PN = P3PV (as PNLP;, = P and PNLPy = Py)
o Pg = PNIPy = PPNt

We similarly define PP, PS$° via Hodge duality. Note that ex and co stand for “exact” and “coexact” (and
we will see why shortly).

Then we define P := P4’ + P, as the Leray projection. Then 1 = (P§*+Py) + (PY +P2) =
(PS* + P1) + P is called the Helmholtz decomposition.

Theorem 68 (Friedrichs decomposition). Basic properties of P, P on W™PQF (m € Ng,p € (1,00)):
1. PS* = do(—An)"IPSE on WMPQF,
2. P§ (WmPQF) = WPl (H*) nd (WmThrQi=t),

3. (P§*+P1) (WmPQF) = d (WmHtrQk=1) = d (WmHLrQRTt) = apNt (WmHlrQist).
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4. IP’(W’””’Q’“) = (Pév +P2) (Wm’ka) = Ker <5C’Wm,q9k ) when m > 1 and W™P-cl (Ker (5C|Qk ))
when m > 0.

5. (Ps+P2) (W””’Qk) = Ker ( when m > 1 and WPl (Ker (6|Qk)) when m > 0.

5|WM«JQ’<)

6. PNLP = Py = PPNL on WmPQF,
Therefore dP = dPVLP = dPy = d = dPNL = PNLd on WmHLrQk,

7. P (Wm+27pQI}€xom N) S PQ (Werz’pQﬁom N) & H?V < Wm+2$pQ]l§om N~

Proof.

1. OnQF: §d(—An)"'P§* = 6(—An)"HdP§* = 0,50 P§* = (—A)(—An) " 'P§* = dé(—An) PS5
Then we are done by density.

2. PNd=PsPNd=0as PNtd =d.

3. Pad =0 and PY¥d = 0.

4. We first prove the smooth version. Let w € Ker (6C|Q§“v>' Then ((Piw, Piw)), = ((Piw,w)), =
0 as Ker (5C|Q’fv) 1 d(Qkfl), so Piw = 0. Similarly, P§*w = 0. Then (’Pév +772) OF =

Ker (5C|Q'fv)'
For W™PQ¥k  the case W™P-cl (Ker (66|Qk )) is trivial. Then assume m > 1 and w €
N

zi;k(éf)‘.wm'm%) . We can show Piw = P5*w = 0 as distributions since Ker (6C‘mem,;v) 1
5. Just note that Ker (6|Wm=mk) € dC(Q]z,*l) and argue similarly.
6. Easy to check that PNJ‘P:){V =PNPNL =0 and PNLP, = P,PNL = P,.
7. Trivial.
O

Remark. Similar results for P2, PS° hold by Hodge duality. When M has no boundary, H* = H% = Hk, so
Py =Py =Pb.
A simple consequence of the Hodge-Helmholtz decomposition is that

Ker (5C|Q,;,V> (fpé\f + 7)2) (Qk) (Ps + P1) (Qk) B Ker (d’Qk)

b () P2 (@) (P +P0) () ~ d(@)
This can be rewritten as| HY (M) = H%, (M) = Hky (M, d) | (Hodge isomorphism theorem) where HEy (M, d) :=
Ker(d‘ﬂk) . . Ker<5c ak |
oty 18 called the k-th de Rham cohomology group, and H? (M) := RGO is called the k-th

absolute de Rham cohomology group. In particular, 3 (M) := dim H%, (M) = dim HAy (M, d) is called

Ker| d.

k
2hH

the k-th Betti number of M. Note that the Hodge dual of H?~* (M) is H* (M) := RGN
c\*D

relative de Rham cohomology group.

, the k-th
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We can also define right inverses (potentials) for d, §,d.,d. (see Subsection 8.1).

In many ways, Hodge theory reduces otherwise complicated boundary value problems into purely alge-
braic calculations. A standard Hodge-theoretic calculation related to the Euler equation is given later in
Subsection 8.2. We can also derive a general form of the Poincare inequality:

Corollary 69 (Poincare-Hodge-Dirac inequality). Let w € PNLW™HLPQR (m € Ng,p € (1,00)). Then
HWHW7n+1,p ~ HdW”Wm,p + ||5cw||wm,p
and we have a bijection

fPNLWm-&-l,pQ]fV dDé. d (Wm+1,ka) ® 6c (Wm+1,pQ$cv) — (Pl + Pézr) (Wm,ka+1) ® PQ(Wm’ka_l)

In particular, | (d & 6.)~" (dn, 5.v) = Py (n — v) + v Vg, v € PNLWmHLPQk |

Proof. Observe that
o PNLymtLpQk 8%, gpNL (WmtLrQk ) & 5. PNE (WmHLPQE ) is a continuous injection.
o APNL (WmHLpQk ) = d (Wm+LpQF) = (P, + PgX) (Wm»QE+1) by Corollary 67.
o 5PNL (WmHLeQk ) = 5, (WmF1PQk ) = Py (W™ PQF—1) by Corollary 65 and 67.

By open mapping, we only need to prove d®Jd. (the injective Hodge-Dirac operator) is surjective:
let n,v € PNLW™TLPQk - We want to find w € PNLW™ PO such that dw = dn, §.w = d.v. By
the restriction d.w = d.v, the freedom is in choosing

¥ :=w—v e PVLKer (6C|Wnl+1xPQ’;V) = PNLP(W™TLPQOF) = Py (WmHLPQOF)

such that dw = dv + d¥ = dn. In other words, we want ¥ such that d = d(n —v) and P = 9.
Then we are done by setting ¢ = Pz (n — v). O

Remark. We note that a less general version of the Poincare inequality was used in [Sch95] to establish the
potential estimates in Blackbox 64 as well as Blackbox 62. A more general version [Sch95, Lemma 2.4.10]
deals with the case p > 2. Our version here only requires p € (1, 00).

Among other things, the inequality allows the following approximation of boundary conditions, which
will play a crucial role for the W1 P-analyticity of the heat flow in Subsection 7.3.

Corollary 70. Let p € (1,00).
1 Wk = d (WrhsLy) @ Ker (Gl qx ) and O = d (5 y) @ Ker (dc]gy )-
2. LP-cl (d (QﬁOIIIN)> =d (Wl’pQIICV) =d (Wl}ka) :
3. Wheel (W2PQk, ) = WLrQk |
Proof.

1. Because PWHPQF < WhPQk  we conclude PW1PQF = PWLPQK . Meanwhile, (P + P§*) WLPQk =
(1 —P)WhrQk < WHPQK so (Py + P§<) WhPQk < d (W2PQh ) nWirQk = d (WPQp L ).
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2. LP-cl ((P1 + P$) QK = (P1 + P§¥) LP-cl (Q4H1) = (P + P§¥) LPQF+L.

3. We are done if WhP-cl (PNQF ) = PNLWLrOk
Recall Py (o) < Qomn and 6c (Q%) = 6. PN (QF, .. v) by Corollary 67, so by the
formula of (d® d.)”" from Corollary 69:

(d®6) " [d(Womn) ® 0 ()] = (A& 8.) " [dPV (Qfn) @ 3PV (o n)] = PVEQE L n
So

Wheel (PNLQE L v) = (d @ 8.) 7" [LP-cl (d (Qfomn)) @ LP-cl (8. (%))]
= (d® )" [d(WHPQP) @6, (WHPQK)]
_ lewl,pQ]]ﬂ:\]

6.5 An easy mistake

Let p € (1,00),w € QF . In other words, nw = 0 and ndw = 0. Using intuition from Euclidean space, it
is tempting to conclude V,w = 0, but this is not true in general.

We will not use Penrose notation but work in local coordinates on OM, with 01, ...0,_1 for directions on
OM and 0,, for the direction of . Let {aq,...,ar} C {1,...,n — 1}. Observe that ndw = 0 implies

0= (dw)nal...ak = OnWay...a + Z(il)aaiwnalmaﬂmak = OnWa;...q;

2

since wpa,..a;...a, = 0 on OM. Then recall Opwq, ... = (Vnw)al___ak +I'xw where I' xw is schematic for some
terms with the Christoffel symbols. As I is bounded on M, we conclude [tV,w| < |w| and [tV,w|, S |w|a
on OM. Then

wd (Jw?) =V, (w,w) = 2(V,w,w) =2 ({tV,w,w)

so |V, (lw?)| £ lw|? on @M. This will be important in establishing the LP-analyticity of the heat flow in
Subsection 7.2.

7 Heat flow

As promised, we now obtain a simple construction of the heat flow. We still work on the same setting as in
Subsection 6.1.

7.1 L2-analyticity

Recall that Ay is an unbounded operator on RPYLL2Q% and (—Ax) "' is bounded. It is trivial to check
that (—Ax)~" is symmetric, therefore self-adjoint. Then Ay is also self-adjoint. Then for w € D(Ay) =
PNLH2OF o ((Ayw,w)), = —D(w,w) < 0. So Ay is dissipative. Therefore, by a complexification

argument , A% is acutely sectorial of angle 0 by Theorem 41 and (em%> - is a Cy, analytic semigroup on
>0

CPNLL20F. By Blackbox 38, we can derive some basic facts about 2w :

e For m € Ny, D(AW) < PNLH?MQF and [|ARw]| > ~ [lw||gzm ~ HWHD(N/VL) Yw € D (A%}) by poten-

tial estimates. Recall that (e!2~),_ on (D(AR), ||| 2m) is also a Cy semigroup by Sobolev tower

t>0
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(Theorem 32).

e For t > 0, by either the spectral theorem (with a complexification step) or semigroup theory, et~
is a self-adjoint contraction on RPVLL20F with image in D(AS) < PNLQOF by the analyticity of

(%)
s>0

o Vw € PNLL2QOk, ((0,00) — PNLQF etANw) is C*°-continuous by Sobolev tower. Let m € Ny,

then 9" (e'®Vw) = ARe'™¥w and || AN w|| o ~ [|ARE AN W], Somi-t T |0l 2

Next we define the non-injective Neumann Laplacian Z; as an unbounded operator on L?QF with
D(Ay ) =D(AR) @ Hk and Ay = AR @0 Vm € Ny. By using either the spectral theorem or checking

the definitions manually, Z;/ is also a self-adjoint, dissipative operator. Then we also get an analytic heat
flow, and Ay = Ay @ Ok, With AN = etAx g Idyyy -

Recall that for m € No,p € (1,00) ,w € W™PQ* : [[w||yyrm.p ~ ||73NJ‘wHWmm
not need to specify the norm on H%; as they're all equivalent. Then the previous results for Ay can easily

be extended to E :

+ HPN‘”HH’;\, where we do

e For m € Ny, D(Ay ) < H*™QF and Vw € D(Ax ): HAN wHL2 ~ HPN%JHHQM and HWHD(ANN"‘) ~

llw|| gy2m - Recall (etm) on D(Em) is also an a Cj semigroup. (Sobolev tower)
>0
tAy

e For ¢t > 0, by either the spectral theorem (with a complexification step) or semigroup theory, e is

a self-adjoint contraction on RL?QF, with image in D (Em> < QF.

o Yw € L2QF, ((0, ) — QF t etﬂw) is C'*°-continuous by Sobolev tower. Let m € Nj, then

. e —
o (etANw> =Apy e®Vw and

By these estimates, we conclude that etAn 12 PNy p (LQQ’“) (Kodaira projection). In fact, this is
how Hodge decomposition was done historically.

PVl Somt o [PV + [P
HE, T Ty L? HE,

etANw‘

~ ‘

etANrPNJ_wH

H2m H2m

7.2 LP-analyticity

Though we could use the same symbols Ay and Z]\/f for the Neumann Laplacian on LP, that can create
confusion regarding the domains. Let them still refer to the unbounded operators on RPNLL2QOF and RL2QF
as before. However, e~ and e¢*2~ are compatible across all LP spaces (as we will see).

First we note that Qf, < D <Em) so D (Em) is dense in L? Vp € (1,00).
Then for LP-analyticity, we make a Gronwall-type argument (adapted from [IO15, Appendix A] to handle
the boundary).

Theorem 71 (Local boundedness). For p € (1,00),s € (0,1) and u € D (&;OO) :

eS| <y Jul,
p
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Proof. By duality and the density of D (Z;OO) in L2 N LP, WLOG assume p > 2. By complex
interpolation (with a complexification step), WLOG assume p = 4K where K is a large natural

number.
Let U(s) = e*AN¥u, so 9,U = AU and

0, (|U|*) = 2K |U |2 (2AU, U) "L 2k | U452 (A (U2) = 2|VU|? = 2 (Ric (U), U>)

So
o, [ U1 < QK/ U[S2A (JU2) + Onr.i (/ |U|4K>
M M M

Let f=|U|>. AsU € D (K;X) <QF ns IVuf] S f on OM by Subsection 6.5. By Gronwall,
we just need [y, fPETIAS S [, f25 (pseudo-dissipativity). Simply integrate by parts:

(AL PE0) = = (df d (f570)) + (Vo £2570)
- o ()
= ot eou ([, )

Let F' = |f|*. So for any ¢ > 0, we want C. > 0 such that [,, F? <e [, |dF|2 + C: [, F2.
This follows from Ehrling’s inequality, and the fact that H'(M) — L?(0M) is compact. O

So (etz\‘;>t>0 can be uniquely extended by density to L?QF + LPQF and etANN‘me € L (LPQF). With
a complexification step and an appropriate core chosen by Sobolev embedding, local boundedness on LP
implies LP-analyticity for all p € (1,00) by Theorem 35.

Let A, be the generator of (etm> on LPQF. By the definition of generator, A, = /A\I\//' on D (EOO)

t>0
In our terminology, AE is acutely quasi-sectorial. But we want a more concrete description of D(A,).

Lemma 72. Letp € (1,00). Then (D(Ap), ”'”D(A,,)) ~ (W2PQE v I llwzs) and WPl (D (A\;;oo)) =
W2?leliomN'
Proof. Observe that Yu € D (K;OO> : PNLyu € D(AY) and

el = [ B~ [Pl +P =l 2Pl ~ [P+l ~ Tl

Then |-[Ipca,) ~ [I-lly2s since D (ZX[OO) is a dense core in (D(Ap)7 H'HD(Ap)) (see Lemma 34).
This also implies D(A,) = W?P-cl (D (Z;OQ)) = W2P-cl (D (AR)) @ ’}-[?V,
A
Recall that D (A%) < (PYEW2PQE v - lye) =5 (PNLLPQF |||l ,»)- Since LP-cl (AxD (A%)) =

LP-cl (D (A%)) = PNLLPOF, we conclude W2P-cl (D (A%)) = (—Ay) "' (PNLLPQF) = PNLW2rQE o
and we are done. O

eSANU

So for p € (1,00),s € (0,1) and u € LPQF: ‘ .. eSANUHWW < % [[wll,

by complex interpolation (with complexification), using [CLP,CW?*?], = [CF},,CF2,], = CFy,.
1 , 2]1 ,

< +llull,. That implies
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Obviously, D (Ago) ={weQf i AmweWrPQF = VmeNy}=D (E];OO> by Sobolev embedding.
Additionally, by the density of D (A;O) in LP, we can show by approximation that

t&;; — t&; POk » Ok >
<<e w,n>>A <<w,e 77>>A Ywe LPQ¥ ne LP Q% pe (1,00),t >0
This implies that etANPNL — PNLtAN on WmpQF iy € N, ¥p € (1, 00).

7.3  WlP-analyticity

We first observe that W'P-cl (D (Z;OO)) = Whr-cl (W“’—cl (D (Z;OO») = Whecl (W2PQE v) =
WtrQk by Corollary 70 and Lemma 72.
Because we will soon be dealing with differential forms of different degrees, define Q(M) = @ _, Q*(M)

as the graded algebra of differential forms where multiplication is the wedge product. We simply define
WmeQ(M) = @p_o W™PQF(M), and similarly for B, Fs  spaces. Spaces like Qp (M), Qoo (M) or

Py’
W™POQhomn are also defined by direct sums. The dot products (-,-), and ((-,-)), are also definable as the

sum from each degree. Also define H(M) = @,_, H"(M).
As an example, w € L2Q (M) and n € L2Q (M) would imply wAn € L*Q (M). We also recover integration
by parts:

((dw,m)) = (W, 6m)) 5 + ((J"w, 7 ), Yw € RWYPQ (M), ¥y € RWS'Q (M), p € (1,00)

Then we can set D (K&) = H?*Opom v and D (A4y) = W2PQuom n (p € (1,0)), and previous results such
as sectoriality or the Poincare inequality still hold true in this new degree-independent framework, mutatis
mutandis.

Theorem 73 (Commuting with derivatives I). Let p € (1,00).
1. 0c (D (A7) < D (47°) and d (D (47°)) < D (A7)

2. Letw € D(A,) = W?PQuom N and D € {d, 6., 0.d,dS.}. Then fort>0: Dethny = etAvDuw.

Proof.

1. Let ne D (Ago). Obviously dn € W2PQunom v, 50 dA™n € W2PQom v ¥Vm € No.
Observe that nn = 0 implies nén = 0, and ndy = 0 implies nddn = 0. But nAnp = 0 so
ndén = 0 and we conclude 8.7 € W2PQpom v. Similarly, 6.A™n € W2PQuom v ¥Vm € Ny.

2. Let ¢ > 0. Note that De'Avw € D (AF).

Y T G AT N N tAN
Then & =Le!Any Anet®Nw so 8, (@etANw) = DANeAYw = AyDet®Nw. Therefore
R0

ehg’;Detmw = @e(“rh)mw VvVt > 0,YVh >0

~—L? . AT C® AT
Note that Det+tMAN, =y DehANy since etTMANy = hBN ),
10 £10

- . » — — 2,p
On the other hand, AN DetAN i—0> AN Dw as AN w %) w (why we need w € D(A,)).

So @ehmw = eh&;@w Yh > 0.
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We can extend this via complexification. For w € QWQ’thomN, DCetAR W = AV DCw V> 0.

By LP-analyticity, 3o = a(p) > 0 such that (eZA is a C, locally bounded, analytic semigroup

)zez+u{0}
on CLPQ. Then by the identity theorem, ®Ce ZANw = e 2 DCw vz € .

Theorem 74 (W1 P-analyticity). (eZAFV> u(0} is a Co, analytic semigroup on CW'PQy.
ze€XLU{0

Proof. Note that (D(AS), |||l 2») is dense in (CWPQu, |||l yy1.,) by Corollary 70.
So by Lemma 33, we just need to show (eZA%r) cL (CWLPQN) and is locally bounded.

zextu{o}
So it is enough to show

2AC c
eSSl ue D(A9), ¥z e DOTE

Consider PN+,

ezg;uuwl S lullyrn Yu € PNED (AS) V2 e DN XY
Recall e!AvPNL = PNLAN from Subsection 7.2. By the Poincare inequality (Corollary 69):

eZBFNuH Hdcezﬁvu + "JSGZAKU ezgdcu + eZBFNéfu
wl.p P p p
S [ldCul], + HaCuH [ullyre Yu € PNED (AS) ¥z eDNEY
O
Corollary 75. Let w € WYPQu and ® € {d,6.}. Then fort >0 : Detdy = AN Dy,
. An, . whr
Proof. Same as before, but with e/~ w T w. O
t

Let Ay, be the generator of (et&;)po on WhPQy. Then A, and A, agree on D (A2) by the definition
of generators, so A, = An on D (Z;OO) By potential estimates, ||'||D(A1,,,) ~ [[|lys» on D (K];OO)
and therefore on ||-[|;s., -cl (D (Z]_\;Oo)) = D (Ai,). By the same argument as in Lemma 72, D (4, ) =
(—an) " (PYEWLPN) oy = D (A3T).

Theorem 76 (Compatibility with Hodge-Helmholtz). Let m € Ng,p € (1,00),t > 0. By Corollary 75 and
Corollary 67:

o ctAnd (WmHlrQy) =d (etTNWWLPQN) < d(Qn) =d(Q).
o ctANG, (WmHrQy) =6, (etANN Wm“vaN) <50 () = 60 (Qmomn)-
As AN = 1 on v Hy, we finally conclude etAN (P$*+P1) = (P$+P1) AN AN, = PoetAN gpd

eANPN = PNty — PN on WmrQ (M). Also, e!ANP = PetA~ on WmPQ (M) where P is the Leray
projection.

56



By the definition of generators,
A (P +P1) = (P§"+P1) Ay, P Ay = AxPY = 0,P2Ay = AyP, = AxP = PAy
on D(A,) = W3PQpomn -
We briefly note that in the no-boundary case, we have Q = Qx = Qpomn, B; = AVD = A, 2P = Piett

on W™PQ, P A = AP, on W2PQ.
Remark. The operator ]P’A\;h with the domain PD(A,), is a well-defined unbounded operator on PL?Q). By

our arguments, its complexification is acutely sectorial, and PKE = E,eﬂpﬂ = ¢!V on PLPQ. Other

authors call it the Stokes operator corresponding to the “Navier-type” / “free” boundary condition [Miy80;
Gig82; MMO09a; MM09b; BAE16].

7.4 Distributions and adjoints

Like the Littlewood-Paley projection, the heat flow does not preserve compact supports in M. So applying
the heat flow to a distribution is not well-defined. This can be a problem as we will need to heat up the
nonlinear term in the Euler equation for Onsager’s conjecture. For the Littlewood-Paley projection, we fixed
it by introducing tempered distributions. That in turn motivates the following definition.

Definition 77. Let I C R be an open interval. Define

e 20F = Qf, = colim{(Qf, (K),C> topo) : K C M compact} as the space of test k-forms with
Schwartz’s topology (colimit in the category of locally convex TVS).

o P'0F = (@Qk)* as the space of k-currents (or distributional k-forms), equipped with the weak*
topology.

e INOF =D (Em> as the space of heated k-forms with the Frechet C'* topology and .%’VQ’“ =
(.@NQ’“)* as the space of heatable k-currents (or heatable distributional k-forms) with the
weak™ topology.

e Spacetime test forms: 2 (I,Qk) =¥ (I, Q’go) = colim{(Cé’O (Il,Q’go(K)) , O topo) 1 x K C
Ix M compact} and Dy (I,QF) = colim{(C (I, Zn*),C> topo) : I; C I compact}.

e Spacetime distributions 2 (I,QF) = 2 (I,QF)", 2} (I,QF) = 95 (I,Q%)".

Obviously 20F A PnQF, so there is an adjoint Z)QF RNy 9% Unfortunately, Im(4) is not dense so ¢*
is not injective. Nevertheless, we will make ¢* the implicit canonical map from 2} to 2’. In particular,
wj @—N> 0 implies w; Z, 0. Similarly, 2 (I, Qk) — 9N (I, Qk) and P} (I, Qk) -9 (I, Qk)

By Sobolev tower (Theorem 32), we observe that etﬂd) Z—o} dVp € DNOF.

For A € 20,QF t >0 and ¢ € Z5QF, we define etAN A (¢) = A (et&; (;5). As A is continuous, Img, m; €

Ny such that [A (¢)| < [|¢llcmo S 1@l gymy - Then for t > 0 and ¢ € P02 ‘et&;/\(qﬁ)‘ < Het&;qﬁHH Stmy
ol = AN A € L20F and eV A = e3ANeEAN A € POk
Also, for p € (1,00) and w € LPQF, !~y is the same in LPQF and 2y QF.

Remark. We note an important limitation: though heated forms are closed under d and é by Theorem 73,
because of integration by parts, we cannot naively define § or A on heatable currents.
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Analogous concepts such as Zp and 2}, can be defined via Hodge duality for the relative Dirichlet heat
flow.

Recall the graded algebra Q(M) = @ _, (M) from Subsection 7.3. We can easily define 2, ZnQ
etc. by direct sums. )

For A € 2/, and ¢ € PN, we can define 669NA(¢) = A (d¢) and dZN A (¢) = A (6.¢). These will be
consistent with the smooth versions, though we take care to note that

(677w, 0)) = {(w,dd))y = ((w, D) + (1w, 7))y Yw € WP, 6 € InQp e (Loo)  (11)

So 50%’ agrees with 6. on WPQy as defined previously. In particular, Z;QN = — (d%V 50@5" + 56%V d@;,) is
well-defined on 2.

Note that 67~ A cannot be defined since there is ¢ € PnS2 such that d.¢ is not defined.

For convenience, we also write A (¢) = ((A, ¢)), (abuse of notation) and A® = e*2~ A for ¢ > 0. Observe
that for all A € Z\Q, ¢ € InQ:

(d (A%) 8))y = (A%, 8005 = (A, (00) D)y = (A6 (@) = (( (43 0) 10) )

Then d (A%) = (a7 A)E and similarly 6. (A%) = (67% A)E VA € 24,0

Problem (Consistency problem). For p € (1,00), we have LPQ) — 23Q and LPQ — 2'Q), and we can
identify Z,Q N LPQ = 2'Q N LPQY = LPQ). Let d?" and dZ~ be d defined on 2’ and P} respectively. For
w e LPQ, if dZ'w € 2'QN LPQ) |, the question is whether we can say dZNw € D50 N LS.

More explicitly, if o,w € LPQ and ((a, ¢0)), = ((w,0c00)), Voo € P9, can we say ((a, @), =
((w,000)), Vo € InQ? The answer is yes, and the method is analogous to some key steps in Subsec-
tion 3.3 and Subsection 8.3.

Recall the cutoffs ¢, from Equation (3).

Lemma 78. Let p € (1,00) and ¢ € WHPQK. Then (1 — 1) ¢ LTPO> ¢ and §. (1 — ) @) LTPO> 0c.

Proof. In Penrose notation,

de ((1 - "/}r) ¢)(l1»--ak—1 =-V ((1 - wr) ¢)ia1--~ak—1 = Vil/}r(bial...ak_l - (1 - 1/17") Viﬁbial...ak_l
= 66 ((1 - wr) ¢) = vard) + (1 - wr) 5c¢ = frbﬁ(z) + (1 - 'l/)r) 5c¢

Then we only need f,.t5¢ LTT)) 0. As ty¢ = 0 on OM, by Theorem 53, || friz¢l|, S L ol poar,) S
N .

~

rl0
||LD¢HW1,p(M<T) — 0. O

Then we can conclude {w € LPQ(M) : dZ~w € LP} = {w € LPQ(M) : d7' w € L*}.
Recall that for an unbounded operator A, we write (A4, D(A)) to specify its domain.

Theorem 79 (Adjoints of d,0). For p € (1,00), the closure of (d,Q2(M)) as well as (d, ZnQ(M)) on
LPQ (M) is dp» where D(dp») = {w € LPQ(M) : d?Vw € LP} = {w € LPQ(M) : dZ'w € LP}.

By Hodge duality, the closure of (6, (M)) as well as (6, ZpQ2(M)) on LPQ (M) is §r» where D(6r») =
{we LPQ(M) : §%7pw € LP} = {w € LPQ(M) : 67 w € LP}.
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Define and Then 0., 1» is the closure of (8, InQ (M)) as well as (6, 7 (M)).

Also, D (6¢,1r) = {w € LPQ(M) : 5?;%;2 € LP}.
Simalarly, d..p» is the closure of (d, Z2pQ(M)) and (d, 2Q(M)). Also, D (dc,rr) = {w € LPQ(M) :
@/
470w € L7},

* *
5C7LP = de/ dchP = 5Lp/ .

Proof. Firstly, it is trivial to check dp» is closed and (d, 2 (M)) is closable (w; L% 0 and dw L, 7
would imply n = 0 since dw; Z, 0). Then let w € D(drr). We can conclude (w®,d(w®)) =
/ € P P /
(wg, (d@Nw> ) % (w, d@Nw). This also gives the closure of (d, Zn§2 (M)).
£
Then let G (3..1r) < LPQ @ LPQ be the graph of 8. r». Similarly for G (d,,) < LP'Q @ L' Q.
Write J(z,y) = (—y, z). By the definition of adjoints, J (G (d¢.1r)) = G (dL,,/)l. Then observe that

((L’” & LP)-cl{(-0:0,0) : ¢ € @Q})l = {(w1,w2) € L @ L7 : {(w1,0.0)) o = ((w2,0)), Vo € 29}
= {(wi,ws) €LY S L” 1wy =d” w1} =G (dy)

Then G (6¢,r) = (LP @ LP)-cl{(¢,6.0) : » € 22}. Do the same for ¢ € ZyQ. Finally, by the
definition of adjoints:

D (be.rv) = {w € LPQM) : [({w,dpw $) 5| S |6l ¥¢ € D (dp)}

Ql € £ € £
- {w € LPUM) : |77 (6)] = |, 6y | = |{(w, (g D)Wy | S 6% 1w 6 € D (dgyr) Ve > o}
= {w € LPQ(M) : |67 w (¢)‘ <l o Vo € @NQ} = {we LPQ(M) : 67N w e 1P}
For the third equal sign, we implicitly used the fact that et&;(;ﬁ % d Vo € DNOF. O

In particular, WPQy = WP-cl (Z5Q) < D (8, 1»). Similarly, W'PQp < D (d. 1»). This makes our choice
of notation consistent.

Interestingly, a literature search yields a similar result regarding the adjoints of d and § in [AMO04,
Proposition 4.3], where the authors used Lie flows on the domain M which is bounded in R™, as well as
zero extensions to R™ to characterize D(dp») and D (d},). In [MM09a, Equation 2.12], for n € D(dL»), the

authors defined vV n € By jQ(OM) = (B;’,’p/Q (8M)> (p € (1,00)) by

(v vy = (0. dw))s = (67 nw)) Ve € Q ()

which is reminiscent of Equation (11). Note that ((v V n, 7*w)) , is abuse of notation (referring to the natural
Trace

, 1
pairing via duality). Recall from Blackbox 47 that WP Q (M) = F), ,Q(M) — Bj, ,Q(M) |8M has a
bounded linear section Ext, so it is possible to choose w such that ||7*w|| 1~ ||w|y1.,» and therefore v V7
B
PP

is well-defined with

loval s~ s eVl S Il + [0
Bow  wew o) Ly

7 ll 1/p =1

p’p’
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Of course, for n € WIPQ, vV 7 = 5*1,m. We can now show an alternative description of D (d. 1»):

Theorem 80. For p € (1,00), D (dc,r) = {n € LPQ(M) : (5?1/\[77 e LP} = {n € LPQ(M) : 67y €
LP and vV n =0}.

Proof. Assume n € LPQ(M) and 6?1,\[77 € LP. Then Ja € LPQ(M) : o = 6?§Vn = 67'y. By the
definition of v V1, ((a,w)), + (¥ V 0, J*w)) , = ((n,dw)), Yw € Q(M). By the definition of 5;@3"77,
((a,w))p = ((n,dw)), Yw € INQ. So ((¥Vn,7*'w)), = 0Vw € ZnQ. Recall that Ext (the right
inverse of Trace) is b?unded7 SO Bp%,’p/—cl (7" (9nQ))) xt 7 (WhP-cl (25 Q)) = 7 (WHPQy (M)) Ext
7 (WhPQ(M)) = Bp;,’p,Q (OM). Therefore v vV n = 0.

Conversely, now assume 1 € LPQ(M), 5@/77 = € LP and v V71 = 0. Then by the definition of
vV forn e D(0rr), ((o,w)), = ((n,dw)), Yw € Q(M). The formula also holds for w € Zx, and

therefore 5?”77 =« € LP. O

This result agrees with [MMO09a, Equation 2.17]. Our characterization of the adjoints of d and § further
highlights how heatable currents are truly natural objects in Hodge theory, independent of the theory of
heat flows. )

In particular, it is trivial to show PLPQ) = LP-cl Ker (5C|QN) ={neD(d.rr): 57Ny = 0} for p € (1, 00).

Remark. The name “heatable current” simply refers to the largest topological vector space of differential
forms (and hence vector fields) for which the heat equation can be solved (i.e. heatable), and once we
apply the heat flow a heatable current becomes heated. The name “current” for distributional forms was
introduced by Georges de Rham [Rha84], likely with its physical equivalents in mind, and has since become
standard in various areas of mathematics such as geometric measure theory and complex manifolds.

It is not easy to search for literature dealing with the subject and how it relates to Hodge theory. They are
mentioned in a couple of papers [BB97; Tro09] dealing with “tempered currents” or “temperate currents”
on R™ — differential forms with tempered-distributional coefficients. Yet the notion of “tempered” — not
growing too fast — does not make sense on a compact manifold with boundary. Arguably, it is the ability to
facilitate the heat flow, or the Littlewood-Paley projection, that most characterizes tempered distributions
and makes them ideal for harmonic analysis. For scalar functions, much more is known (cf. [KP14; BBD18S;
Tan18] and their references). In the same vein, various results from harmonic analysis should also hold for
heatable currents.

7.5 Square root

We will not need this for the rest of the paper, but a popular question is the characterization of the square
root of the Laplacian.

By the Poincare inequality, PN H'QX; is a Hilbert space where the H!-inner product can be replaced
by (w,n) + D(w,n) (the Dirichlet integral). The space is dense in PNLL2Q*. Define A as an unbounded
operator on PN+L20% where

D (A) = {w e PYTH'QY : [D(w,n)| <o Inlly ¥ € PYHQY}

and ((Aw,n)), = D(w,n) Yw € D(A),Vn € PNLH'QK . Easy to check that ((Aw,n)), =D ((—AN)fl Aw,n)

vn € PNLHIQK,. Therefore w = (—AN)_l.AOJ e PNLH2QF o and Aw = (—Apy)w Yw € D(A), so
A C —Ap. Tt is trivial to check D (—Ayx) < D(A), so A= —An.
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By Friedrichs extension (cf. [Taylla, Appendix A, Proposition 8.7], [Tayl1b, Section 8, Proposition
2.2]), we conclude that

CPVEEIQY = [CPMEL2R, (D (AF). lp(ag))]

(2 (V-45) o)

By direct summing, we can extend the result to Ay to get

.= [CPYELQR, (CPNleﬂﬁomN]%
2

10k _ [ 720k 20k _ VAT 1. __
CH'Qy = [CL*Q", CH Qo] <D< AN) S| ”D(\/TR,))
We note that the norms are only defined up to equivalent norms, and ||-[| 4, is not the same as H-||E(A)
(see Section 2). This difference is not always made explicit in [Taylla; Tayl1lb].

7.6 Some trace-zero results

Although we will not need them for the rest of the paper, let us briefly delineate some results regarding the
trace-zero Laplacian (cf. Theorem 61) which are similar to those obtained above for the absolute Neumann
Laplacian. We begin by retracing our steps from Corollary 63.

Define Hf (M) = HE, (M) NHE (M). Obviously, H§ (M) is finite-dimensional and we can define P° and
POL the same way we did for PN and PN+ in Corollary 63. When M has no boundary, P°+ = PN+ and
PV =PN =P;.

It is a celebrated theorem, following from the Aronszajn continuation theorem [AKS62|, that
HE (M) = 0 when every connected component of M has nonempty boundary (cf. [Sch95, Theorem 3.4.4]).
When that happens, P =1 and P° = 0.

Blackbox 81 (Potential theory). For m € Ng,p € (1,00), we define the injective trace-zero Laplacian
AO . POLWm—‘rQ,pQIg N Polwm,pgk

as simply A under domain restriction. Then (—Ao)fl is called the trace-zero potential, which is bounded.
Ao can also be thought of as an unbounded operator on POLW™PQE.

Proof. We only need to prove the theorem on each connected component of M. So WLOG, M is
connected. If OM = (), we are back to the absolute Neumann case in Blackbox 64. When M # (),
P =1 and we only need to show the trace-zero Poisson problem (Aw,w|,, ) = (1,0) is uniquely
solvable for each n € W™PQF. This is [Sch95, Theorem 3.4.10]. O

Consequently, we have a trivial decomposition
w =P w4+ P =ds (—Ag) " P w + dd (—Ag) " POw + POw

for w € W™PQF m € Ny, p € (1,00). This decomposition is not as useful as the Hodge-Morrey decompo-
sition (Subsection 6.4) since the the first two terms are not orthogonal. However, it does mean that, when
PO = 0, every differential form is a sum of exact and coexact forms.

Forw € POLW™+2rQk m e Ny, p € (1,00), we also have w = (=Ag) ' (—Ag)w = (=)™ (dbw + ddw)
50 ||w|lyymize ~ [[0wW|lyymirp + [|dw|yyms1.p- This trick is not enough to get the full Poincare inequality
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@l ~ [[0wll, + [|dw]|,, and therefore [Sch95, Lemma 2.4.10.iv] might be wrong.

As (—Ao)_1 is symmetric and bounded on PO-L20% we conclude Ag is a self-adjoint and dissipative
operator on P°+L2QF with the domain D (Ag) = PLHZQE. This means A§ is acutely sectorial on
CPY-L2Q".

Next we define the non-injective trace-zero Laplacian AVO as an unbounded operator on L2QF with
D (Aom) = D (AD) © HE and Ay = A &0 Vm € Nj. Again, A§ is acutely sectorial on CL?>QF and

—m ) —
HWHD(KO"‘) ~ ||| gram Yw € D (Ao ) ,Vm € N;. In particular, D (Ao) =P H2QE @ HE = H2QF.

For LP-analyticity, observe that on dM: |V, (Jw[?)| =2[{(V,w,w)| =0 < w|? Vw € W2PQk vp € (1, 00).
So we argue as in Theorem 71, and LP-analyticity follows.

Remark. The operator ]P’ANO, with the domain H 29’5 NPL2QF, is a well-defined unbounded operator on
PL2QF. Tt is called the Stokes operator corresponding to the trace-zero/no-slip boundary condition, as

discussed in [FK64; GM85; MMO08] and others. It lies outside the scope of this paper. For more information,
see [HS18] and its references.

8 Results related to the Euler equation

8.1 Hodge-Sobolev spaces

We will have need of negative-order Sobolev spaces when we calculate the pressure in the Euler equation.

Recall the space of heatable currents 24 (defined in Subsection 7.4). Note that PV is well-defined on
.@J,\,Q by <<791\MA7 ¢>>A = <<A, PNL¢5>> VA € Z\Q, V¢ € InQ. Same for PV, and we can uniquely identify
PNA € Hy VA € Z3Q.

Similarly, P (Zx2) < 2n (use Theorem 76 and Theorem 68), so P, 1—P = (P; + P$*) and Py = P—PV
are well-defined on 2} Q.

For all p € (1,0), define Dy = d? +5C%V on PN+ 2. Q and Dy = d7~ +5?§V on 254 as the injective
and non-injective (Neumann) Hodge-Dirac operators.

By the Poincare inequality (Corollary 69), it is easy to check that DN"])NL_@NQ :PNLgNQ = PNLoNQ

is bijective. Consequently, so is Dy on PNL2,.Q.
Observe that Ym € No,Vp € (1,00) ,Va € PNLWm»Q (M), 318 = (Dy) ' o € PNLW™ POy and

1Bl wmere ~ Nlellyms =148 + 6cBllyrms ~ dBllymp + 8Bl m.n (12)

because PNLW™PQ) = d (Wm“’pQ) @ b (Wm"’l’pQN) is a direct sum of closed subspaces (corresponding
to Py + P$* and Ps).

Note that we do not have d%VDN = DNd@}V, but d%D?V = DJQ\,d@}V = —A]?,Nd@}V is true.
Definition 82. For m € Z,p € (1,00), let W™? (Dy) := (Dy) " (PNLLPQ) = {a € PNLZLQ -
(Dy)" o € LPQ} and W™P (B;) = W™P(Dy) & Hy. They are Banach spaces under the norms
el oy = 1DON)™ @l pog @nd Bl () 7= 1PV Bl (pyy + 1P Bl

In a sense, these are comparable to homogeneous and inhomogeneous Bessel potential spaces. We can

extend the definitions to fractional powers, but that is outside the scope of this paper.
Tt is trivial to check that Ha||Wm,p(ﬁ) ~ lallymeg Yoo € ZnQ,Vm € Ny, Vp € (1,00).

Theorem 83. Some basic properties of W™P (EE)
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. 9N is dense in WP (51;) VYm € Z,¥p € (1,00).
W (Z)E) — WPl (Zn) Ym € No, Vp € (1, 00).

8] 5y +
wmr(Dy)
7 ’ 1\ —1 ’ o \ —1 ,
Then Py = 5£Nd9N (—AﬁN) PpNL = 509N (—Aﬁ”) d?y and P = Py + PN are of order 0 on

Wwmp (D})

57 180y s () Y8 € W7 (D) ¥m € Z,¥p € (1,0)

N

W (D)

. (Wm’p (m))* = w—mp (51;) Ym € Z,Vp € (1,00) via the pairing <a,¢>W,,,,L,p(ﬁ),wm,p/(5];) =

(DN"PNra, DEPYE9))y + ((PYa, PY6))
Proof.
1. Because D3} (PN+2nQ) = PN 2nQ is dense in PNLLPQ.
2. We only need WP (Dy) = PNLWwmp (5;) < WmP-cl (PN 9nQ). Let a € PNEW™ P (5;)
and of = €A~ as usual. Then D7 (af) = (DRa)" LTPO> DRa. So DN"DR (af) = of WT";’p>
13 €.
a by Equation (12).
3. Let DY'PNLB € LP. Then DRPNL3 € PNLWLPQy by Equation (12).

When m = 2k (k € Z): ||[dD3¥PNLB||, ,+||6.DIFPNLB|,, ~ ||[dDFPNLB + 6. DFPNLB]|,, =
[DFHPNEB -

When m =2k +1 (k € Z): DJQ\;“PNL,B € PVLW2PQuom v and

|DndDYPNEB| L, + ([ DnoDRFPYLB, = [|6.dDFPNB| , + [|ds. DR PV 5|,
~ 6dDXFPNEB + do DY PNLB|, = |DATPPNAB L,

DR

4. Simply observe that (W™ (Dy))* = W= (Dy) via the isomorphisms W™? (Dy) -
b

iz

PNLLPQ and W—# (Dy) =5 PNLLVQ.
O

Remark. We briefly note that Dy with the domain PN+HQy is self-adjoint on PV L2Q and its complex-
ification is therefore “bisectorial”. For more on this, see [McI86; McI10; MM18].

Corollary 84. Assume U € PL?X. Define div(U @ U) € 35X by ((div(U @ U), X)), == — (U@ U, VX))
VX € InX.

Ifpe (1,00) and U® U € LPT (TM ® TM), then ||div(U @ U)bHWfl,p(DNN) ST U -

Proof. For n € Q (M), write n, for the part of 7 in Q*. Let ¢ € ZxQ, then

[({Dy'PYaivU e U),6)) | = [((UeU, v (D'PY6)}))| S IV @ Ul 18]

A‘i
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This implies div(U®U)” € W—1P (51;> Then observe |<<diV(U @UY, ¢>>A} - ’<<U UV (¢)§>>‘ :
1T @ Ul 0l (5

8.2 Calculating the pressure

D (1%
In this subsection, we assume that 9;V + div(V ® V) + grad p LY 0,VeL (I,PL2X),p € Li, (I x M).
This is true, for instance, in the case of Onsager’s conjecture (see Subsection 3.3 and Subsection 3.4).

We first note that HQ = H® = {locally constant functions}. Then we can show V uniquely determines

p by a formula, up to a difference in H, (dp is always unique). It is no loss of generality to set p = PN-1p
(implying [,, p = 0).

1. Assume V@V € LIW™HLPT (TM @ TM) for some m € Ng,p € (1,00),q € [1,00].

D (1,%)

Let w = div(Y ® V)*. Then dZ~p (P —1)w e L{W™PQL. By the Poincare inequality (Corol-

lary 69), there is a unique f € L{PNLW™TLPQY such that df = (P— 1) w ) d?~p. An explicit
formula is f = —Rqw where Ry := PNL6 (—=Ap) ' PPL 4 PNLs (—An) "' PS* is the potential for d.

We aim to show f = p. Let ¢ € C2° (I, ZnQ°). Then because Q0 = P, (Q°) @ P (Q%), we conclude
PNLy = §5.¢ where ¢ := d (—Ay) " PNLy € 02 (I, ZyQ') and

(Foda = [ (EPYR0)) = [ (oo = [ W ody = [ ((a%p,0)) = [ (o)
A / Jtenom= | N

Therefore p =  and [ [l sygm-rr < lollzzmmn S 1V @ Vi agmran |

2. Assume V@V € LILPT (TM @ TM) for some p € (1,00),q € [1,00].

Let w = div(V@ V). Then dZvp 72LY)

T (1,%)

(P—1)we LIW-1P (5;) by Corollary 84 and Theorem 83.

Then fdc@j\’d@&p
5?;%)‘

578 (1 - P)w = 67%w € LIW 2P (5;) and p = — D26, w, 50 [Ipl 110 S

< . <
siw-n() S Nlmgwr0(57) S IV &Vl

/ 722 -1
Remark. Tt is also possible to define Rj, := d7~ (fA%N) PNL on 23,Q and have R, = (D;,1 — Rac) pNL
on 2\, This would then imply HRda”WmH,p(B;) < ||a||Wm1p(~) Yoo € WP (5;) ,Ym € Z,¥p €

Dn
(1,00).

8.3 On an interpolation identity

1
Let p € (1,00). We are faced with the difficulty of finding a good interpolation characterization for By Q.
1
We do have B} 1§} = (LPQ, WLPQ) 1, (complexification, then projection onto the real part), but our heat
>

1
flow is not analytic on CWPQ. The hope is that By Qy = (L”Q, W“’QN) and our first guess is to try

to find some kind of projection. Indeed, the Leray projection yields

1 )
pol

PB!,Q = (PLPQ,PW'PQ) (13)

,1

T =
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and the heat flow is well-behaved on PWPQ = PWLPQy (Theorem 68, Theorem 76). By interpolation, P
is Bp%’l—continuous, so nP : BEJQ — L”Q|BM is continuous and IP’BP%JQ = IP’BEJQN.

This is enough to get all the Besov estimates we will need for Onsager’s conjecture.

Additionally, it is true that the heat semigroup is also Cy and analytic on (C]P’BE 19~ by Yosida’s half-

plane criterion (Theorem 39). Unlike the LP-analyticity case, here we already have analyticity on the 2
endpoints, so the criterion simply follows by interpolation. Alternatively, observe that there exists C' > 0

t (A(JCV - C) e (a5-9) < oo for V € {CPLPQ, CPW1PQx}. Therefore it also holds
L(V)

such that sup;-

1
for V.= CPB,,Qn by interpolation, and that is another criterion for analyticity ([Eng00, Section 1T, Theorem
4.6.c]).

Unfortunately, this does not tell us about the relationship between (LPQ, W“’QN) and Bli 19N

11
o
1
Obviously (LZ’(L Wl’i"QN)l | = By QN by the density of WLtPQy. The other direction is more delicate.
1, .
Interpolation involving boundary conditions is often nontrivial. The reader can see [Gui91; Lof92; Amal9]
to get an idea of the challenges involved, especially at the critical regularity levels N 4 %.
Nevertheless, there are a few interesting things we can say about these spaces.

Definition 85 (Neumann condition on strip). For vector field X and r > 0 small, with ¢, as in Equation (3),
define
nX=¢. (X,v)vand t,.X =X —n,. X

Then define Xy, = {X € X : (X,7) = 0on M., }. Similarly we can define W™ ?Xy , and B, Xy, by
setting ||(X, §>||L1(M<T) = 0. We note that L3Xy, makes sense since the definition does not require the
trace theorem, unlike L3X ; which is ill-defined.

Some basic facts:
1. t,X < Xnz
2. t,=1land n, =0on Xy,

3. tzt, =t,

[V

~

4t Xllwmo Srmp [ Xl for m € No,p € [1, 00]

5 W™PXy, and B XN, are Banach for m € No,p € [1,00],5 > 0,q € [1, 00]

t,=1
6. B;?S%N,r — (Wmo,p%N’%7Wm1,p%N’%)6’q — Bg}g:{]\[’% for 6 € (O, 1),m]‘ € Ng,mg # m1,p €
[1,00],q € [1,00], mg = (1 — 0) mg + Om.

Remark. The last assertion is proven by the definition of the J-method, and it works like partial interpolation.
The reader can notice the similarity with the Littlewood-Paley projection (P< NP N = P N ). The hope is

that t,.X 0 X ina good way for X € Xy.

A subtle issue is that for X € BJ'¢Xn, [|X]|

kK <, |\X||B;ngm. The implicit

(W"Lo,prY% 7W7”1,1va’§)
0,q

constant which depends on r can blow up as r | 0.
Define B;,qx]\ﬂo_i_ = B;q—cl (Ur>0 smallB;qu,r) and Wm’prp_;,_ = W™P_cl (Ur>0 Smanwm’p%]\/,r).
Then we recover the usual spaces by results from Subsection 5.5:

Theorem 86. Let p € (1,00):
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1. LPXNor = LPX, WhPXy oy = WHPX Y.
2. B;;%,1}:N,0+ = Bp%’l%N.
Proof.
1. Let X € LPX. Then n, X % 0 by shrinking support. If X € W1PX, then by Theorem 53

e Xl = e (X Dl nr,y S el arey I D o ar ey + 10l oo 16X D)llipranar

1 ~ ~ ~ rl0

S XD o arey + I D wrware,y S X P lwrnare,y = 0

2. Let Y € B"13€ As BOOOO = (L%, Wh>)

~

and 1, € W1 we conclude ||¢.||
0 B

=
8=

95 Nl < (2)7
Then by Theorem 53 and Theorem 54 :

1\ 7
’I‘Y 1 <ﬂr T ES Yv~ P 7|l oo Y,~ -+ S Yv~ P Y -
0y S g TP a2 o S (3) I Piagars +1 I3
< Y, D)0 +IY] 2 S 1Y) 1
S I inarcaey + W3 S IV

Therefore ||n, Y| B/ does not blow up as r | 0. Then we make a dense convergence argument:
Bl/p

assume X € B 1 XN and let X; € X such that X p—1> X, then [|(X; 1/>HLP(8M) 2% .

Note that we do not have nX; = 0. By Theorem 53:

4 1
e XG0 1 S e X1 7 0 Xy

1
P
BP

1

1
SICG Erary (1r e

1 1 1
6PN Eaqar + IO 15 o)

1
- 1\~ — T U
S Ay (5) "+ 1Py V5 M

5 re’ ||<vag>|‘wl,p(]\/[<r) + H<Xja V>||Lp(aM) + ||<Xj7;>HW1‘p(M<T)

So limsup, o [, X5 1 < (X5l 000y and
p,1
limsup [[n, X|| 1 <limsup|n, (X — X;)|| 1 +limsup|n,X;|| 1
ri0 By rl0 Bly om0 By
SIX =X 1+ (X5 )L ony
p 1
As j is arbitrary, let j — oo and limsup,. g [0, X]| =0.

1
P
BPJ

O

These results hold not just for vector fields, but also for differential forms once we perform the proper
modifications: for differential form w, define n,w = 1, 7° A (tpw), tyw = w —n.w, WPQF = {w € WmPQF .
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1 1
tyw = 0on M.}, replace (X,V) with (yw in the proofs etc. In particular, B;lQﬂ“V’OJr = B;lQﬁ, for

p € (1,00).
A Complexification

Throughout this small subsection, the overline always stands for conjugation, and not topological closure.

Let RX be a real NVS, then a complexification of RX is a tuple (CX, RX fg (CX) such that

1. CX is a complex NVS.

2. ¢ is a linear, continuous injection and ¢(RX) @ ip(RX) = CX.

3. lo(@)llex = llzllpx and lo(z) +id(y)llcx = llo(z) = id(y)llcx Yo,y € RX.

The last property says |||y is a complexification norm. By treating $(RX) as the real part, Vz € CX,
we can define Rz, Iz as the real and imaginary parts respectively, so z = Rz+iSz. Then define 7 = Rz —iSz.
So Az =AzZVze CX,V\ e C.

Construction A standard construction of such a complexification is CX = RX ®g C. As RX is a flat and

free R-module, 0 - R — C E\» R — 0 induces 0 — RX cf) CXx 3» RX — 0 as a split short exact sequence
and CX = ¢(RX) @ i¢p(RX). Then we can make ¢ implicit and not write it again. The representation
z = x + iy = (x,y) is unique. Easy to see that any two complexifications of RX must be isomorphic as
C-modules.

We define the minimal complexification norm (also called Taylor norm)

|z +iy||p == sup |lzcos® —ysinb|px = sup ||§)‘Eei‘9 (x + iy)HRX Va,y € RX
0€[0,27] 0€[0,27]
Any other complexification norm is equivalent to ||-||;.
Proof. Let |||z be another complexification norm. Then ||Re® (z + iy)HRX = || Re® (z + iy)HB <
|2 + iyl p (minimal) and ||z + iyl z < [zllpx + [Ylpx = R (@ +iy)llpx + IR (=i (@ +iy))llzx <
2|z + iyllp- O
So the topology of CX is unique. It is more convenient, however, to set ||z + iylcx = [[(z,9)lzxerx =

'l
(||x\|]§x + ||y||f§X> * Vz,y € RX. Easy to see that any two complexifications of RX must be isomorphic as

complex NVS, so we write ‘ CX =RX®rC ‘ from this point on, and if RX is normed, so is CX. Obviously,
if RX is Banach, so is CX, and when that happens, we call (RX,CX) a Banach complexification couple.

Real operators Let (RX,CX) and (RY,CY) be 2 Banach complexification couples.

e An operator A : D(A) < CX — CY is called a real operator when D (A) = CRD(A) and
AR (D (A)) < RY. In particular, A(x,y) = (Az, Ay) Vz,y € RX.

e An unbounded R-linear operator T : D(T) < RX — RY has a natural complexified version TC =
T @r 1c : CX — CY where D (T€) = CD(T). Obviously TC is a real operator and we write

(RX,CX) ICN (RY, CY).
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— D(T®) =D (T®) and T%Z2 = TCz Vz € CX.
— T is closed <= T¢C is closed. Same for bounded, compact, densely defined.

e For any unbounded C-linear operator A: D (A) < CX — CY such that D (A) = CR (D (A)), define 2
C
R4 = (Ro (Alppa))

C
34 = (30 (Alppa) )
Then A = RA + iSA. We can see that A isreal < RA = A < $A4 = 0. Also, A is bounded

<~ RA,3A are bounded.

real operators

T,7°
Spectrum For (RX,CX) <—)> (RY,CY), define

e p(T):=p(T),0(T) =0 (TC).
o pr(T):={A € R: \—T is boundedly invertible} and or(T) := R\pr(7T).

If ¢ € C and ¢ — T is boundedly invertible, so is { — TC. So ¢ (T) = o (T) and p(T) = p(T).
For A € R, A — T® is boundedly invertible <= X\ — T is boundedly invertible. So pr(T) = p(T) NR and
or (T)=0(T)NR.

Semigroup T generates an R-linear Cjy semigroup <= TC generates a C-linear Cy semigroup. When
that happens, (etT)C =T,
Proof. When either happens, 7' and T are densely defined. Also, T'— j and T — j are boundedly
invertible for j € N large enough, so T and TC are closed. Easy to use Hille-Yosida to show both T

and TC must generate Cjy semigroups.
As in the proof of Hille-Yosida, define the Yosida approximations T; = Tﬁ, TJC = TC%TC =
]

-1
J
(Tj)c. As Tj and TJ(»C are bounded, (etTi)C = etTy by power series expansion. Then (etT)C = etT"

as e’ = lim;_, €77 pointwise. O

Hilbert spaces Let RH be a real Hilbert space with inner product (-,-). Then CH is also Hilbert with

the inner product

(x1 +iy1, w2 +iy2) oy = (1, %2) + (Y1, y2) +1 (Y1, 22) — (21,¥2)) Vo;,y; € RH

1
Then ||z + iy|lcy = <||x||%H + ||y||§H> * Vz,y € RH, consistent with our previously chosen norm.

Also, (21, 22)cpy = (22, 21) ¢y V21,22 € CH.
Let (A, AC) :(RH,CH) — (RH,CH) be unbounded.

e A is symmetric <= AC is symmetric. When that happens, (Az +iAdy,z +iy)cy = (Az,z) +
(Ay,y) Yo,y € RH.

o C(RH @ RH) = CH & CH and G (AS) = CG (A) (graphs). Also C (G (A)L> =G (A%
e Ais self-adjoint <= AC is self-adjoint. When this happens, o(4) = o(A®) C R.
o A is dissipative <= AC is dissipative.

For more information on complexification, see [Glii17, Appendix C].
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Nomenclature

Y, fr cutoffs on M living near the boundary, page 13

et the absolute Neumann heat flow, defined for the proof of Onsager’s conjecture, page 14
L ((Xo, Xo) , (Yo, Y1)) morphisms between interpolation couples, page 20

(X(),X1)9,q real interpolation, page 21

[Xo,X1], complex interpolation, page 21

W™P  Sobolev spaces, page 30

B, , Besov spaces, page 30

F;,  Triebel-Lizorkin spaces, page 30

¢5(Q)) Zygmund spaces, page 33

Qo {x € Q:dist(z,00) <r}, page 34

Hf||Lp(Qvan) integration on probability space , page 34

v outwards unit normal vector field on OM, page 37

v extension of v near OM, page 37

7 7:0M — M is the smooth inclusion map, page 37

L interior product (contraction) of differential forms, page 37

volg  volume form of M, page 37

I'(F), T'.(F), Too(F) the space of smooth sections of F with different support conditions, page 38
({0,0)) dot product on I'(F), page 38

RW™P CW™P real and complexified versions of function space, page 40
XM  set of smooth vector fields on M, page 40

t tangential part, page 40

n normal part, page 40

QF (M) set of smooth differential forms on M, page 41

Xg, wf) musical isomorphism, page 41

* Hodge star, page 41

) codifferential, page 41

A Hodge Laplacian, page 41

Raped  Riemann curvature tensor, page 41

Ric Weitzenbock curvature operator, page 41
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(T, Q) tensor inner product, page 42

(w,m) 5 » ({w, M), Hodge inner product, page 42

D(w,n) Dirichlet integral, page 43

k. QF . different Dirichlet conditions for differential forms, page 44

Qk. kv different Neumann conditions for differential forms, page 44

HE, "H%, Hﬁfv harmonic fields, then with Dirichlet and Neumann conditions, page 44
L2-cl(+) closure under L? norm, page 44

PN, pNL pD PPL patural orthogonal decomposition, page 45

Ay injective Neumann Laplacian, page 45

(=Anx)"", (=Ap)~" Neumann and Dirichlet potentials, page 45

dc,d. adjoints of d and §, page 46

Piw, Pow, Psw the component projections in Hodge decomposition, page 47
PN, P, PP Ps° Friedrichs decomposition, page 49

P Leray projection, page 49

Z]; non-injective Neumann Laplacian, page 52

A, generator of heat flow on LP, page 53

A1, generator of heat flow on WP, page 55

IOk, 20 QF heated forms and heatable currents, page 56

Dy, /D\]; the injective and non-injective (Neumann) Hodge-Dirac operators, page 65
W™P (Dy), WmP (Z/)E) Hodge-Sobolev spaces, page 65

CY,T® complexification of spaces and operators , page 68
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