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LOW REGULARITY OF NON-L?(R") LOCAL SOLUTIONS TO
GMHD-ALPHA SYSTEMS

LORENZO RIVA AND NATHAN PENNINGTON

ABSTRACT. The Magneto-Hydrodynamic (MHD) system of equations governs
viscous fluids subject to a magnetic field and is derived via a coupling of
the Navier-Stokes equations and Maxwell’s equations. It has recently become
common to study generalizations of fluids-based differential equations. Here
we consider the generalized Magneto-Hydrodynamic alpha (gMHD-«a) system,
which differs from the original MHD system by the presence of additional non-
linear terms (indexed by the choice of a) and replacing the Laplace operators
in the equations by more general Fourier multipliers with symbols of the form

— €17 /g(l€]). In [Pennington, 2017], one of the authors considered the problem
with initial data in Sobolev spaces of the form H$2(R™) with n > 3. Here

we consider the problem with initial data in H$P(R") with n > 3 and p > 2,
with the goal of minimizing the regularity required to obtain unique existence
results.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is concerned with the generalized Magneto-Hydrodynamic alpha
(eMHD-«) system of equations, reported below in its full generality:

- 1
(1) Ow+(u-Vv+ Y viVu; — 1Ly + 5V |BI” = -Vp+ (B-V)B,
=1
2) 9B+ (u-V)B—(B-V)u—vLyB =0,
3) v=(1-0a’L3)u,
4) divu = divB =0,

(
(
(
(5) u(0,2) = ug(x), B(0,z2) = Bo(z), =z €R"
Since these equations govern the motion of fluids subject to a magnetic field, (al-
most) each term has a specific physical meaning: in the above, u is the fluid velocity,
B the magnetic field, and p the scalar-valued pressure of the fluid; for the constants,
v1 > 0 is the fluid viscosity, o > 0 the magnetic diffusion, and a > 0 a constant
coming from varying the Hamiltonian that originally gave rise to the standard
MHD equations (see |Linshiz and Titi, 2007]). Finally, the £; terms are Fourier
multipliers with symbol — [£]7* /g;(|€]), where g; is a positive scalar function and
v > 0.

The standard MHD system is the special case obtained when setting o = 0,
g1 =¢g2=1,and 73 = = 2, so that v = v and £; = L3 = A. The existence of

Date: 05/26/2020.
2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 35B65, 35A02, 76WO05.
Key words and phrases. generalized MHD-q, local existence, low regularity.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.14130v1

2 LORENZO RIVA AND NATHAN PENNINGTON

a global solution up to initial conditions is a classic result, at least in two dimen-
sions. Unfortunately, the presence of nonlinear terms makes the MHD equations
particularly complex to solve in arbitrary dimensions, and so a common strategy
has been to study modified versions of them.

One modification, termed Lagrangian Averaged MHD-« after the Lagrangian
Averaged Navier-Stokes equation, is obtained from Equations ([)-(@) by setting
Li=Afori=1,2,3 (v; =2 and g; = 1). Linshiz and Titi proved the existence of
a global solution for smooth initial data in three dimension [Linshiz and Titi, 2007].
Another version is obtained by setting a = 0 and g; = g = 1 and leaving the ~;’s
unspecified. Zhao and Zhu used these generalized operators to guarantee a global
solution to Equations ([I))-([)) in the case of n = 3, provided that g1 = go = g3 = 1,
m1 =72 =n/2, and 3 = 2 [Zhao and Zhu, 2014].

The first incorporation of a non-constant value for any g; appeared in [Tao, 2009],
where Tao proved the existence of a unique global solution to the generalized Navier-
Stokes equation (By = a = 0) when 73 = n/2+ 1 and when ¢; is a radial non-
decreasing function bounded below satisfying

the prototypical example of which is essentially a logarithm.

Wu obtained a similar result for the generalized MHD system in [Wu, 2011],
specifically showing that there is a unique global solution provided that wug, By €
H™2(R") with r >n/2+1;v1 >n/2+1, 72 >0, and 71 + 2 > 1; and g1, go are
non-decreasing, bounded below by 1, and satisfy

o ds
@) / NP O

This work was ultimately extended to the gMHD-« system in [Yamazaki, 2012],
where Yamazaki obtained a unique global solution in three dimensions provided
that v1 +v2 +v3 > 5, min{~1,v3} > v2 > 0, 73 + 271 > 3, and the g; satisfy

o ds
) Jer ;=
1 591(5)%92(s)g3(s)

In [Pennington, 2017], one of the authors considered a generalization of the equa-
tions in [Zhao and Zhu, 2014] with the incorporation of non-constant g;, i = 1,2, 3,
while still leaving £3 = A, and guaranteed a unique global solution.

In this paper we will extend those results for the case of v3 # 2 and non-constant
gs. We will particularly focus on the case of low-regularity initial data in a non-
L?(R") setting to then obtain, in the future, global LP(R™) solutions using an
interpolation technique, the details of which can be found in [Pennington, 2012]
and [Gallagher and Planchon, 2002].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to explaining
the notation we will use and some supporting results necessary for the algorithm.
Section 3 contains the main result (Theorem B]) of this paper and its proof. We end
this section with two important spacial cases of Theorem [3]

Theorem 1. Let g1, g2, 93 : [0,00) = R be non-decreasing functions bounded below
by 1 satisfying

9) 9P (s) < Cs7*
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fori=1,2,3 and 0 < k <n/241. Moreover, assume 0 < v3 <1 and p,q > n with
2p > q.

Then, for any divergence-free ug € LP(R™) and By € LI(R™), there exists a
unique local solution (u, B) to the generalized MHD-« system ()-(3) provided that

FY]T>6_’Y37
_ n
p

The condition (@) is a modification of the condition in the Mikhlin multiplier tho-
erem that is necessary for supporting estimates in Proposition ) and (&). The
functions that satisfy it are still essentially logarithms, the same type of functions

that satisfy (@l)- (8.

Theorem 2. Let v5 — 1 < % < s, 2"—q -1+ < 2"—p, and let p,q > n with
q < 3p/2. Moreover, assume that g1, gs,gs satisfy the inequality (). Then, for
each divergence-free ug € H™/?PP(R™) and By € H"/?T4(R™), there exists a unique
local solution (u, B) to the generalized MHD system from Equations ({)-[3) provided

that
n
7 >6-9 ——,
1 3 P

, > 1+ o
72 2p
Note that, in the statement of Theorem [ and 2 and in what follows, we use
x~ = x — € for some positive €, i.e. £~ denotes a number arbitrarily close to, but

strictly smaller than, x.

2. NOTATION AND SUPPORTING FACTS
We let H"™P(R™) be the usual Sobolev space, and we write [|f|,, to mean

£l zrr.0 @y and [ £, for [[f]| 1o @n)- Due to the nature of the procedure we will use,

we require that the solutions live in an auxiliary continuous-in-time space C:;Fmp (R™)
defined by

Chrp®") = {1 € CUOT), HP(®)) : |1y, < 0}
where T' > 0, a > 0, C'(X,Y) is the space of continuous maps X — Y, and
Fllgerp = sup t* | f(E)]],. , -
1 asrp sup IF @I,

Finally, we denote by C':;F;Typ (R™) the subspace of C..,. (R™) consisting of functions f
such that lim; o+ t*f(¢) = 0 and by BC(X,Y) C C(X,Y) the subspace of bounded
continuous maps X — Y.

The following are some supporting propositions that we will use throughout the
paper. This first one is a product estimate, the proof of which can be found in

Chapter 2 of [Taylor, 2000]:
Proposition 1. Ifr >0 and 1 < p < o0, then

17901 < € (1, N9l + 11 Nl )

where
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and pP1,P2,q1,492 € [1700]

The following is a useful Sobolev embedding which is a straightforward extension
of a result from Chapter 13 of [Taylor, 2011]:

Proposition 2. Let s > r and (s —r)p <n. Then

1fllrg < C U
provided that

g n p n

Our next result follows from a simple calculus exercise:

Proposition 3. If0 < a,b € R, then

¢
sup / (t—s) % bds < CT 727",
te[0, 7] J0

provided that a + b < 1.

Our final two propositions consist of an estimate for the semigroup e~ analogous
to similar results for the heat kernel e/~ and an estimate for the operator (1—L£;)~!.
The proofs of both propositions can be found in [Pennington, 2015]. We recall that
x~ is a number arbitrarily close to, but strictly smaller than, x.

Proposition 4. Let 1 < p; < ps < 00, 11 < 19, g(x) be a non-decreasing function

bounded below by 1 satisfying ’g(’“) (;v)’ <C |;C|_k for all1 <k <n/2+1. Then
ettt H™PH(R™) — H™ P2 (R™)

and

67, < e-irsresnsmnin

|fH’I"1,;D1 :
Note that it is this proposition which necessitates the requirements on the g;’s.

Proposition 5. Let 1 < p < oo, r € R, g(z) be a non-decreasing function bounded
below by 1 satisfying |g(k) (:1:)| <C |x|7k forall1 <k <n/2+1. Then

1=, < Clllss

3. MAIN THEOREM AND PROOF

In this section we state the most general form of the theorem and then proceed
with the proof.

Theorem 3. Let g1, g2, g3 : [0,00) = R be non-decreasing functions bounded below
by 1 satisfying
g"(s) < Os7F
fori=1,23 and 0 < k <n/2+4+ 1. Let ro,r1,72 > 0 and let po,p1,p2 > n with
po < p1 and pa < 2pg. Moreover, assume that
V3 —1<ro <3 <y,
r2 —1+73 <o,

n
rg <o < —,
P1
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2
2rq 2max{2,1+73 — E—i——n},
Po P
. { n 2n n }
ro <mng—,— — — ¢.
P2 P2 po
Then, for any divergence-free ug € H™P(R™) and By € H"™P2(R"™), there exists
a unique local solution (u, B) to the generalized MHD-o system ()-(3) provided that

_ _ 3n  3n
V>3- 20 — 75+ — — =,
Do p1
_ _ n 2n
> 12—y — —
D1 D2

_ n

Yo >1—1r9+ —.

Po
Note: Theorem [l may be recovered by setting ro = ro =0, 11 = 2, p := py = p1,
and g := po, while Theorem [2] may be recovered by setting ro = n/(2p), r1 = 2,

ra =n/(2q), p :=po = p1, and ¢ := pa.

Proof. For the sake of clarity and to highlight some technical details, the proof will
be divided in subsections. We first write the generalized MHD-« system in a more
helpful form. Without loss of generality, we set « = v; = v = 1. We pass to
divergence-free vector fields by applying the Hodge operator P to Equations (1))
and ([2) (more information about the Hodge operator can be found in Chapter 11
of [Lemarié-Rieusset, 2002]), and then we apply (1 — £3)~! to Equation (). By
noting that P, (1 — £3)~!, and 9; all commute since they are Fourier multipliers,
we obtain

- 1

dyut+P(1—L3) " ((u V)o+> v Vu; — (B V)B> —Liu=P (—Vp -5V |B|2>
i=1

An application of the divergence-free condition in Equation (@) allows us to rewrite

the terms of the form (z - V)y as div(z ® y). Note that x ® y is the matrix whose

(i,7) entry is x;y;, so that the product estimate in Proposition [I] applies to = ® y.

We then have the following system:

Opu+ P(1 — L3)7* (div(u ®v) + Z v;Vu; —div(B® B)> — Liu =0,
i=1

OB+ P (div(u® B) —div(B®u)) — L2B =0,

v=(1-Ls)u,

divu = div B =0,

’UJ(.’,E,()) :’UJO(I)a B(O,ZZ?) :BO(I)a r € R"™

An application of Duhamel’s principle shows that (u, B) is a solution to the sys-

tem if and only if (u, B) is a fixed point of the map ®(u, B) := (®1(u, B), ®2(u, B))
defined by

t
q)l(ua B) = etﬁluo - / e(tis)ﬁl (Wl(ua 1)) + WQ(U,’U) - Wl(Bv B)) dS,
0

t
Bafu B) i= ' Bo — [ et IE (Wafu, B) ~ Wa( B, w) d
0
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where

Wi (z,y) = P(1 - L3) ' div(z ® y),

Wa(z,y) = P(1 — L3)~ <Z y1V$Z> :

Ws(z,y) = Pdiv(z ® y).

By the contraction mapping theorem, it suffices to show that ® is a contraction
on the space X7 ar X Yr ar, where

XT,M = {f € BC ([05 T)a HToPo (Rn)) n C(alﬂ"lvpl (Rn)

and sup (Hf(t) - ewluoH

aup Ol ) <M

70,P0
and

Yroar = {f € BC([0,T), H™>"*(R")) and sup || f(t) — "> Bo| by < M}
(0.7) ’

for some 0 < T < 1 and M > 0.
Following the methods in [Pennington, 2013 [Kato and Ponce, 1994], we will
complete the proof by showing that

—_ a tL
I; = sup t™ ||e luoHrhpl < M/4,
t
I, = sup UL (W (u, v) + Wa(u,v) — Wi(B, B)) ds < M/4,
(0,1) T0,P0
t
Iy = sup / eU=L1 (T, (u, v) + W, 0) — Wi (B, B)) ds|| < M/4,
(0,T) 0 r1,p1
I, = sup =92 (Wy(u, B) — W3(B, u)) ds < M/4.
(0 T) T2,P2
We start with I;. If ¢ is in the Schwartz space, we have that
= s 2 € = 4 0,
0T .
< sup t ||eFt (ug — ¢ + sup t [[etF1e
o 1 [0 ), + 500 [,

< sup £ 47 Jlug — |
(0,T)

< o = @llrg po + T el py 5
provided that (by Proposition [))

T0,Po T1,P1

+ sup £ [l
(0,T)

T —T0 + L
0<a; = — PL 1
71
and pg < p1. We can choose ¢ so that |lug — ||, ,, is arbitrarily small, and then
we can choose 7' small enough to reduce 7% [|¢||,., p, SO that the sum of the two is

bounded by M/4.
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3.1. Iy and Is. Minkowski’s inequality gives us

Iy < Jy + Jo + J3,
I3 < Ky + Ko + K3,

where
¢ ¢
Jp = sup/ e=IEW, (u,v) ds, Kjp:= sup t“l/ et=IEW, (u, v)
(0,7)Jo 70,P0 0,7) 0
¢ ¢
Jy = sup/ e=IEW, (u, v) ds, Ky:= sup t“l/ et=DEW, (u, v)
(0,7)J0 70,P0 0,7) 0
t ¢
Jg = sup/ e(=)E19 (B, B) ds, Ks:= sup t“l/ (=)L) (B, B)
(0,7)Jo 70,P0 0,T) 0

We will show that each term is bounded above by CM?2T* for various values of
k > 0, which, since T' < 1, will imply I, I3 < M /4 provided that CM? < M/A4.

We begin our algorithm with J; and K7, showing the details of the calculations
and highlighting the choices of parameters. The argument for the other two pairs
of integrals is very similar, and the details will be omitted.

3.2. J; and K;. By Proposition[ .J; is bounded by

ds

vz —1,m

t
Jy < sup / (t — )~ (0= =D+n/m=n/20) /57 | W (u, )|
0, 7)Jo

provided that v; — 1 < rg and where 7 is an intermediate parameter that will
be specified later. Now we work towards bounding W1 (u, v), and an application of
Proposition [ gives us

(11 (u,v) o= |P(1—L3)~" div(u@v)”w <Clue|,, -

s, .

We chose a regularity of v; —1 when performing the semigroup estimate in order to
end up with a product in zero regularity, so that we can apply Holder’s inequality:
by Proposition [, if

1 1 1

10 —_— = — 4+ —,
(10) m P P
we have
[u@wvll, < Cllully vl <Cllully llull,-,, -

Note that Equation (I0) specifies the required value of m1. We obtain |ul| o <

wll,, », by Proposition 2if
1 1
(11) To<£and—/:__r_0;
Do p Po n
we also get ||u||»,3jp1 < ||U||T1)p1 by requiring that r; > ~5 . Combining the two

bounds gives us
(12) W (w, )l 7y, S Cllu@ o]y, <Clull

Note that Equations (I0) and () give us
1 1 1

7T1_P_0 b1 n

Jull

T0,P0 | T1,P1 "

T1,P1

ds,

T1,P1

ds,

T1,P1

ds.
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With this new bound on Wi (u,v), we come back to J; and see that

ds

|'Y::*117T1

t
Jigsm)/(t_Q*WWWQJHWm*WmVﬁ”MGwJM
0,1)Jo

t
_ )~ (ro—(vs —D+n/mi—n/po) /vy
< C(%l,l:zp)/o (t—s)7irem RO gy lullyy g, s
t
-C sup / (f _ S)—(ro—('y;—1)+n/7r1—n/P0)/Vf gt HU‘HTD o g9t Hu”T1 o ds
0,1 Jo ’ ’

t
<C ||u||0;mp0 ||u||al;n’p1 (Sou:%/o (t — S)_(”‘O_('Y3 —Dn/mi—n/po)/ Vi g—a1 g

)

< CMPT'=(ro=(vg —)4n/m—n/po) /1 —a1
where the last inequality holds by Proposition [3] if

Csro— (g D+ Loy
To — - — - —+mna
M 7 1 Do 7

_ 1 1 o n n n

=ro—(y3 —D)+n|l—+———= | ——4+ri—r0+—— —

Po DM n Po Po D1
n
(13) =l-ro+m—v +—.
Po

We further note that the requirement in (I3) also guarantees that the exponent on
T is positive, as desired.
We now turn our attention to Kj. Proposition dl guarantees that, if p; > =,

’ ds.

r1—ro+vys —1,7]

t
K, < Sup/ (t — 5)~ (1=t =rot35 = Debn/m=n/p) /A |17 (w, )|
(0,7)Jo

This time, we chose r{ — 79 + 753 — 1 in order to match the previous “jump” in
regularity from r¢ to y; — 1. Propositions [ and Bl give us
W1 (u, )] =[P~ £3)  div(u @)

r1—rot+vys —1,m) ri—ro+y; —1,m;

<Clluev|

’
T1—T0,T

S C (||u||r1—7‘07p/ ||v||p” + ||’U||r1—7‘0)q/ ||u||q”) )

provided that
1 1 1 1 1

oy d g
Four applications of Proposition [2]lead us to the following bounds:

149 Naully gy pr < Nl if ro < pﬁl and Z% _ pil -
(15) ol < 0l s o i 70 < 2495 and 1 pi S o0s
(16) Wl oy < I0llyng 70 < 2435 and L pi Shoos
a7l < llully, Hm<%mm%:£_%
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Combining the parameters specified by ([4)-({I7), we obtain
1_1 . 1 2=

/
T Po DP1 n

and

||W1 (u7v)||r1—r0+'y;—1)7ri S C ||'LL ®U||’I"17T0)7T/1 S C ||u||'r‘0,p0 ||u||'r‘1,p1 .

Moreover, the integrability requirement from Proposition [4] necessitates

and so
(18) ro < = <3 +”y3_> .

We can finally plug this bound into Kj:

/dS

r1—ro+vys —1,m)

t
Ky < sup t'“/ (t — )~ (= tmmrotos =Udn/m=n/p0 /A Wy (u, 0)|
(0,T) 0

ds

ro.po 1@y py

t
< C sup tal/ (t — S)—(rl—(r1—ro+’7§—l)+n/7r'1—n/p1)/Vf [|e]]
T (0,7) 0

s ull,, 5, ds

T0,P0 T1,P1

t
= (C sup t* / (t— s)_(rl_(Tl_T0+7§—1)+n/77'1—n/p1)/vf s ||ul|
(0,T) 0

S C ||u||0;r0,p0 ||U||

a1;71,P1

t
sup ¢4 / (t — S)—(Tl—(Tl—TO'W;—1)+n/77'1—n/171)/7fS—alds
(0,T) 0

< Cv]\42j-vl—(r1—(r1—ro-l-'y;—1)—1—71/71"1—n/po)/vf7

where the last inequality follows by Proposition 3] if

T — g =) 4+ = — 2 gy
re— (r1 —1r — — = — a
71 1 1 0T V3 Wi " 71 @1
1 1 2rg — Y= n n n
—TO_F)/g+1+n<_+_—07’73)——+7"1—7’0+———
Po D1 n P1 Po DP1
2n n
(19) :1—2T0—|—T1—|————.
Do p1

Note that, once again, the requirement that Proposition ] hold is sufficient to
guarantee that the exponent on T' be positive.

To summarize, here is the list of inequalities needed to obtain the desired bounds
on J; and Kji:

ro <3 assumption,

v5 —1< g semigroup estimate for Ji,

ri—ro+vy; —1<nr semigroup estimate for K
n

To < - ([,
Po

n
To < — (@4,

D1
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1
7‘0<§( +5) ).

ro < — + 737 (IZ:D,
0]
L2735 bound on ||u||v§ S
")/1_>1—’I”0+’I”1 Y3 +— (B),
po
2n  n
1—2T0—|—T1—|———— .
bo P1 @
After some obvious simplifications and after noting that ([[9) implies (3] since
2n  n _ . n
(1—2T0+T1+———>—(1—7‘0+T1—’73 +—>—’73 —T0+———>0
Po N Po bPo P
RHS of (1) RHS of (3

the list reduces to

Y3 —1 <1 <3 <7y,

n
T0<_7
P1
2n n
Y1 >1—2T0—|—T1—|————
Po D1

3.3. Jo and K5. We have

Jy = sup/ H =)L Y, (u, v)
(0,T)

ds < su / Wa(u,v) ds.
70,P0 (o, 71:’) ” 2 To po

We now work towards bounding W (u,v). We immediately see, thanks to Propo-
sition B that

[|Wa(u, v)]| P(l1—L3)” ZUZVul

To, ;Do

T0,Po

i (7 Vul

i=1

<C

T0—"73 PO

n
S OZ ||viVul-||p0
i=1
since g < v3 . Now the product estimate is nothing more than Holder’s inequality,
so if
1 n 1
po PP
we obtain

Wa(u, 0)l,, p, < CZHUZH Vil

< CZ ol IVull,.
=1

< Cllully- Tl -
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By Proposition 2] we have that
||u||'y;7p/ S C Hu||'y;-‘,-67p1 S C Hu”

where the first set of inequalities requires that

71,P1 and ”u”l,pu S C ”u”rl,pl ?

1 1
(20) O§ﬁ<£7 _/:__éu 7”1279?4’@
b1 p p1r n
and the second inequality requires that
1 1 -1
(21) — = — - o and m > 1.
p Y41 n
We finally obtain
2
[Wa(w, 0)ll, py < Cllully= p llully e < Cllully, ;-

We pause here to note that, without the presence of the space Cy,.ry p, (R?) in the
definition of X 5s, we would not be able to bound this W5 term.
Returning to Jo, we have

t
way/M%mwmmw
©0,7)Jo

t
<Csup [ Jul?,,, ds
(O,T) 0 T1,P1

¢
o —2a1 ,a a
= C(sol,l%))/o s s ull,, Ly 8™ ully, o, ds

t
2 —2a
< Cllullg, iy (sou%))/o §291 dg

)

< CM2T1—2111 ,
provided 2a; > 1, which is equivalent to
2 2
(22) AT > 2 — 2rg + 2 20
bpo D1

and we recall that

n n n 2n
—=—4—=—-B-r+L
Po Pp p p1

We choose § to be exactly

2
(23) Botom g2
bo D1
and so the two requirements in (20) become
2
(24) r>1—— L and 2 > 1495 — — + .
bPo N Po  p1

Turning to K, noting that we go down to ~5 instead of 79, we have

t
Ky = sup t‘“/ He(tfs)LIWg(u,v)
(0,T) 0

ds

T1,P1

t
< sup tal/ (t — s)~ (=25 +n/Po=n/P1) /W || Wy (u, v)|| ds
0

(0,T) Y3 sPo
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¢
< C sup t™ / (t — s)_(”_%’ +n/po=n/p1)/n flull,., m flull,., oy @S
(0,T) 0 ’ ’

t
— O sup tm / (t— 8)—(r1—v3 +n/po—n/p1)/71 g—2a1 gax ||“||r1 " 501 ||u||r1 o ds
(0,T) 0 ’ ’

t
< Ol sup [ (0= )T g

(0,1)
< 01\42111—(“—V;'i'n/ﬁz—"/lh)/vf—1117
where, by Proposition [3 the last inequality holds if
_ _.n n _
N>y =+ 2w
Po M
_ 3n 3n
(25) P L )
Po D1
Here is a summary of the inequalities needed to obtain the required bounds on
J2 and Kg!

lel (m)v
n n
rn>1-—+—
pPo D1

(21)
_ n 2n
2ri > 1+ ——+ — @4),
@2)
@5)

Do P1
2 2
71_>2r1—27“0+—n——n )
Do p1
_ _ 3n  3n
vy >3 —2r9g— 3 +— — —

Po D
By noting that
3n  3n 2n  2n non
(37“1—27“0—734-———) —(2r1—2r0+———) —r -y +———>0
Po D1 bo I Po N
RHS of (25) RHS of @2)
we conclude that (25) implies ([22), and so the list reduces to

2
2r12max{2,1+73—£—|——n},
Po

b1

_ _ 3n  3n
71 >3’I”1—2’I”0—’}/3+———.
Po p1

3.4. J3 and K3. Provided that ro — 1+ 5 <179 and % > plo, Proposition M gives
us

t
J3 = sup/ He(t_s)ﬁlwl(B,B) ds
(0,7)J0 70.Po
t
< sup / (t _ S)—(7‘0—(T2—1+7§)+R/F3—R/PO)/V; ||W1(B7B)||r2—1+’yg,ﬂ'3 ds.
0

(0,1)
Once again, applying Propositions [I] and [ gets us
IW1(B, Bl = ||P(1 - £3)" ' div(B® B)|

ro—1l4-; ,m3 ro—1+v;5 ,73
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<C|B®Bl,, .,
< OBl p, Bl

where the product estimate requires that ro > 0 and

1 1 1
- = 4 -
™ P2 P
Provided that
1 1
(26) T2<£and—12——r—2
b2 p P2 n
which combines with the previous equation to give
1 2 T2

3 N P2 n
we can bound [|B||,, by || B, ,, thanks to Proposition[2 Thus,
2

WL (B, B)ll, 1445 s < C Bz, p, -

Moreover, Proposition () requires that
11 2. n

Po 3 D2 n

which can be restated as
2
(27) rg < 2 1L
D2 Po

Plugging the bound for W7 (B, B) back into the integral gives us

J3 < sup
(0.1)
t
<c sup/ (t — 5)=(ro=(ra=1+35 J4n/ma—n/p0) 7 | BI2  ds
0.1 Jo r2,p2

t
< OB,y sup [ (= sy O e g
(0,7 J0

< Cf]w?Tl*(?“o*(w*1+'v§)Jrn/ﬂs*n/po)/'yf7

where once again the last inequality holds if
;> ( 1+75)+ A
v ro — (r2 — v - —
' T m po
2n n

:7“0—27“2—’Y§+1+___-
P2 Do

(28)
The same bounds for Wi (B, B) work in the case of K3, so that
¢
Ky = sup t‘“/ He(t’s)“Wl(B,B) ds
(0,T) 0 T1,P1
¢
< sup tal/ t— s —(r1—(ra—14v3 )+n/m3—n/p1)/v1 Wi(B, B . -
swp e [t IWAB.B),, 1y,

t
< O sup / (t — 5)~ (i —(ra= e Sn/mamn/p) AT | B2 g
(O,T) 0 T2,P2

t
/0 (t — S)*(ro*(rzflJr’m )+n/m3—n/po)/v; |[W1(B, B)||r271+'y§,7r

ds

ds
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t

S CUBIR,,y, smp 0 [ (1= )=t soni oo
(0,T) 0

< C]w?Tl*(?“l*(7“2*1+’Y:?)Jr"/ﬂs*"/Pl)/’Yeral7

which holds provided that

> ( 1+ ‘)+” -
r1 — (rg — —_—
71 1 2 V3 T 1
n 2n
(29) =r;—2rp—7vy; +1——+4+ —.
P1 D2

What follows is the list of inequalities needed to bound J3 and K3 as desired:

ro—1+4+7v3 <o
rg— 1473 <rp

semigroup estimate for Js,

semigroup estimate for Ks,

rg >0 product estimate,
. n 2n n
ro <mmn4q—,— — — _ ,
{Pz b2 Po} @5 - @D
n 2n
Y >ro—2ro—7v3 +1——+ — @3),
Po P2
2n  n
v >r1—2rg—7v3 +14+ — — — 29).
b2 p1

We see that ([29) suffices for (28] since

_ 2n n _ n 2n n n
ro—2rp—7v3 +1+———|—|ro—2rp—7vy; +1——+— ) =ri—rg+——— >0,
D2 b1 Do D2 Po P

RHS of ([29)

and so the list reduces to

RHS of 28)

ro — 143 <o,

. n 2n n
0<7ry <min{—,— — — >,

b2 P2 Po
_ _ 2n  n
v >T1—2rp—7v; +1+———.
b2 p1
3.5. Bounding I,. Applying Minkowski’s inequality to I, gives

Iy < Ly + Lo,
where

e L2 Wy (u, B)ds

T2,P2

t
Ly = sup/
(0,7)J0

t

Lo := sup /

(0,T)Jo

We can immediately note that, since W3 is not symmetric, Ly # Lo, but our

techniques will give the same bound for each. So, we set L := L; and proceed to
bound only L;. Proposition (] gives us

L2 Wy (B, u)ds

T2,P2

t
L< sup / (t _ S)—(rzf(r271)+n/ﬂ'4fn/P2)/'Y; ||W3(’U,,B)HT2_1 74 dS,
©0.1)Jo 7
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provided that 7%4 > plz.
Continuing with W5 (u, B), we obtain
[Ws(u, B)| = [[Pdiv(u® B)|
an application of Proposition [ gives us

0@ Bl my < C (Il pr 1Bl + 1Bl p, il )

<Clue B

ro—1,my ro—1,mq r2,74 )

as long as
1 1 1 1 1

___/ - =

TP P P2 g
We want to bound [[u® B, .. by [lull,, ,, IBll,, ,,, Which requires three applica-

tions of Proposition[2l First, we obtain [[ul|,, , < |lull,, ,, if

"n"

1 1
(30) OSTO—T2<£and—I—T—2:__T_O_
Po p n Po n

We further get [lull ., < [ul| provided that

To,Po
1 1
(31) T0<£and7:——T—0.
Do q bo n
The last embedding, || B||,, < ||B]],, ,, requires
1 1
(32) r2<£and7:——r—2.
p2 p p2 n

Combining Equations [B0)-([B2) together gives us
1 1 1

Ty Po P2 n
which is required to satisfy

1 1 1 1
(33) e i e
D2 T4 Po b2 n Po

This is the bound we were looking for:

||W3(U7B)||T2—1)ﬂ'4 = T2,p2

< C (Il pr 1Bl + 1Bl g Illy ) < Cllily 11

We can plug the above into L and obtain

t
L < sup / (t — S)f(1+n/w4fn/p2)/w§ |W3(u, B)|| ds
0

ro—1,m
(0.7) o

ds

T0,Po HBHTz,Pz

t
SCSUp/ (t_s)f(l+n/7r4*n/202)/’)’27 Hu”
(0,7)Jo

< Clul

t
_ o\~ (4n/ma—n/p2) /75
0:r0.70 ||B||0;T27p2 (SOHTP)/O (t—2s) 1=n/p2)/72 g

)

< OMP7t(Hn/ma=n/p2) /7y
which holds if

_ n n

vy > 14— — =

T4 P2

(34) =1—ro+ L.

Po
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The list of inequalities necessary to bound L is thus

n
0<rg—rog < —
Po

ro <

IN

n
D2

n
To —
Do

B EBE

_ n
Yo >1—r9g+ —
Po

3.6. Wrapping up. On one final note, we point out that since

3 3 2 2
(gn Corg—ny 430 _”) - <1 o4 2 ﬁ) P S U U
Po P1 Po b1 Po P1

RHS of ([25) RHS of ([I3)

we have that (28] implies (I9), and so the following is the definitive list containing
all the inequalities needed for I, I3, and Iy:

Y3 —1<ro <3 <y,
ro — 143 <o,

n
rg < 1o < —,
P1

_ n 2n
2r, 2max{2,1+73 ———i——},
Do p1

. {n 2n n}
ro <minq —,— — —
P2 P2 Do
3n  3n
Y1 >3T1—2T0—73 +——
Po P1
_ _ n 2n
v >1=2r9+r; —7y3 —— +—,
D1 D2
_ n
Yo >1—1rg+ —.
Do

The above inequalities coincide with those in Theorem [3] and so we are done. [
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