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SOLUTIONS TO THE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATION ON THE
HYPERBOLIC SPACE WITH INITIAL DATA IN L?

BRADEN BALENTINE

ABSTRACT. We study mild solutions to the Navier-Stokes equation on the n-dimensional
hyperbolic space H", n > 2. We use dispersive and smoothing estimates proved by Pierfe-
lice on a class of complete Riemannian manifolds to extend the Fujita-Kato theory of mild
solutions from R"™ to H"™. This includes well-posedness results for L” initial data in the
range 1 < p < oo, global in time results for small initial data, and LP norm decay results
for both u and Vu. As part of this, we extend to the hyperbolic space H" known facts
in Euclidean space concerning the strong continuity and contractivity of the semigroup
generated by the Laplacian. Also, we establish necessary boundedness and commutation
properties for a certain projection operator in the setting of H™ using spectral theory. This
work, together with Pierfelice’s, contributes to providing a full theory for mild solutions
on H"™. While the statements of the results are the same as in the Euclidean case, the
methods of the proofs are at times different.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we are concerned with the Navier-Stokes equation on the n-dimensional
hyperbolic space H" of constant sectional curvature —1, where n > 2. Specifically, we study
the theory of mild solutions to Navier-Stokes on H". To begin, let us recall the definition
of mild solutions to Navier-Stokes in the context of Euclidean space R".

On R", the Navier-Stokes equation is given by

Ou — Agnu+u-Vu+Vp=20

divu=0, wu(0,t)=a, (N-Sg-)

where u = (uq,ug, ..., uy) is the velocity of the fluid, p a scalar field denoting the pressure,
the condition div v = 0 means the fluid is incompressible, and the term u - Vu is given in
coordinates by
(u- Vu)j = u'du,
where we sum over the repeated index 1.
The mild solution approach was introduced by Fujita and Kato in [9] and Sobolevskii in
[32] and involves using the Leray projector Prn onto divergence free vector fields to rewrite

equation (N-Sgn|) as
8{[1/ — A]Rn’l,l, +PRn(U/ . VU) =0

N-Shn
divu=0, wu(0,t)=a, (N-Sg)

which can be considered as a non-linear perturbation of the heat equation on R™ (see, for
example, [9] and [I5]). Thus by using the heat semigroup e*#" and Duhamel’s formula,
the equation (N-Sgn|) can be converted into an integral equation

t

u(t) = 7 g — / et =B Pp (u(s) - Vu(s))ds, diva=0, (N-Sgn int)
0

which is then solved by means of fixed point methods in suitably chosen Banach spaces (or

equivalently, by Picard iteration). Solutions to this integral equation are referred to as mild

solutions.

We remark here that mild solutions were originally called “strong solutions” by Fujita
and Kato in [9] and as we will see from Kato’s results in [I5] , this is because local existence,
uniqueness, and smoothness results hold for mild solutions in all dimensions n > 2 with
initial data coming from a wide range of LP spaces. Additionally, in the case of suitably
small initial data, mild solutions are known to exist globally and decay estimates of certain
LP norms have been established. We review more of the literature concerning mild solutions
below.

The situation for mild solutions stands in contrast to the situation for Leray-Hopf weak
solutions of the form

u € L°°([0,T], L*(R™)) N L*([0, T], H'(R™)), (1.1)
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which are weak solutions of Navier-Stokes satisfying the global energy inequality
t
() Bz gy + 2 /0 V() 2y d5 < 10 2eggny, 0 <t ST, (1.2)

In the work of Leray [2I] and Hopf [12], global existence of weak solutions was shown for
dimensions n = 2,3 and in the case of R?, smoothness and uniqueness of these solutions is
well-known. However, unlike the situation for mild solutions and small initial data, questions
concerning global existence, uniqueness, smoothness, and time decay for L? norms remain
open for Leray-Hopf weak solutions in the case of R3.

1.1. The Navier-Stokes equation on H". Given that our goal is to extend the mild
solution theory presented by Kato in [I5] to the hyperbolic space H", we must first discuss
the proper formulation of on a complete Riemannian manifold (M, g). Specifically,
we must make a decision concerning how to generalize the Laplacian Ag» to a Riemannian
manifold, since in this context there is no canonical choice.

For instance, throughout the course of this work, we will consider the following operators:
the Laplace-Beltrami operator on functions defined by

1 0 0
By = divtemad £) = g (Vgle 50

where |g| denotes the determinant of the metric g; the Bochner Laplacian on the space of
rank (k,0) tensor fields, 7 (M), defined by

Apru=—-V*Vu fork=0,1,2...,

where V is the induced Levi-Civita connection on T¢*(M); and the Hodge Laplacian acting
on the space of differential k-forms QF (M) defined by

Agru= (d"d+dd*)u for k=0,1,2...,n.

We remark here that with the sign conventions adopted above, A, and Ap are negative
operators and A, is positive.

For functions, one can show all of the above Laplacians coincide (up to a plus or minus
sign).

However, though QF(M) C T#(M), the Bochner and Hodge Laplacians do not in general
agree for k-forms with k£ > 1 and are instead related by the Bochner-Weitzenbock identity
(see [14], for example). For our purposes, the 1-form version is sufficient, which is given by

A}Llu = —AB,lu + Ric u, (13)

where Ric : T*M — T*M is the Ricci operator on 1-forms.
Following Ebin-Marsden [6], we use yet another operator

L = —2Def*Def = —Ap, — dd* + 2Ric, (1.4)
where Def is the deformation tensor defined by Def u = £ (Vu+(Vu)T) and Def* its adjoint.
On H" with d*u = 0,
Lu=Apiju—(n—1)u,
thus the Navier-Stokes equation becomes
Ou—Apju+ (n—1u+Vsu+dp=0

N-Sgr
d*u=0, wu(0,t)=a, (N-Su-)
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where u is now a differential 1-form on M, since L as defined sends 1-forms to 1-forms. As
well, # represents the musical isomorphism (-)# : T*M — TM. See [3] for more on the
formulation of the Navier-Stokes equation on Riemannian manifolds.

As in [27] and in the spirit of equation ?N—S én ), we can write equation (N-Spn|) in pressure-

free form. To do this, we take d* of (N-Sgr|) and use the fact that d*u = 0 for a smooth

solution (u,p) of (N-Sgr|), which gives

— Agp+d*V, zu=0. (1.5)
Thus
dp = —d(—=Ay)'d* V #u. (1.6)
Therefore, we define an operator on T*H" by
P=1-d(-A,) 'd", (1.7)

which allows us to rewrite (N-Spgr|) as follows:
dyu — Lu + P (div(u® @ u?))’ =0

N-S
d*u=0, wu(0,t)=a, (N-Sgzor)

where we have also used the fact that V, zu = (div(u# @ u#))” when d*u = 0. Here, b
represents the musical isomorphism (-)* : TM — T*M.
Also, as in the case of R", we can then convert into the following integral
equation
u = up(t) + Gu(t), (1.8)

where
t
uo(t) = efa, Gu(t) = —/ elt=)lp (div(u# ® u#))b)(s) ds, d'a=0. (N-Sgu )
0 K

Note that in defining (N-Sg. ;)), we have used Strichartz’ result in [34] that Ap; is self-

adjoint on a complete Riemannian manifold (M, g), so that the semigroup e'” is well defined.
In subsequent sections, we will focus our attention on this integral formulation of the Navier-
Stokes equation on H™.

1.2. Overview of previous results. First we will overview some classical results concern-
ing mild solutions to Navier-Stokes on R™. Then we will examine some known results for
mild solutions to Navier-Stokes in the setting of a complete Riemannian manifold (M, g).

As mentioned, the theory of mild solutions to the Navier-Stokes equation goes back to
both 1959 and the results of Sobolevskii [32] and 1961 and the work of Fujita and Kato [9].
These works showed local existence and uniqueness results for the Navier-Stokes equation
on bounded domains in R? for initial data in L?, and in R3 for sufficiently regular initial
data.

Also in R? and for initial data in LP, p > 3, existence of local solutions in certain L°L?
spaces was shown for the full space R? by Fabes, Jones, and Riviere [7] in 1972, by Lewis
[22] for R3 in 1973, and by Fabes, Lewis, and Riviere [§] for bounded domains in 1977.
For more on the case R? and LP with p > 3, see also von Wahl [37] (1980), Miyakawa [26]
(1981), and Giga [11] (1986).

In 1980, Weissler [38] constructed local solutions for initial data in L3(R3). Then in 1984,
Kato [15] expanded on this result by presenting a rather complete theory for mild solutions
to Navier-Stokes with initial data in LP spaces, 1 < p < oo on the full space R™, n > 2. In
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this work, Kato also showed global well-posedness and LP-norm time decay properties in
the case of small initial data.

Related to Kato’s 1984 paper is a 1983 preprint by Giga that was cited by Kato in [15]
and eventually published in 1986 as [11], where Giga considered mild solutions to semilinear
parabolic equations of the form

ur + Au = Fu,

where A is an elliptic operator and F'u represents the nonlinearity of the equation. In
this work, Giga proved well-posedness results in LYLP spaces, where ¢ and p are chosen so
that the LYLP norm is either dimensionless or scaling invariant. Kato then used this to
prove a decay result for the L™(R™) norm of a mild solution to Navier-Stokes as part of the
aforementioned theory presented in [15].

In 1985, Giga and Miyakawa extended the results of Fujita and Kato [9] on bounded
domains in R? and R? from L? to a full LP theory for 1 < p < oo, while also getting rid
of the regularity requirement for the initial condition mentioned above for R3. The case
L3(D), where D C R? is an exterior domain, was established by Iwashita [13] in 1989.

For further information on mild solutions on R", see also [2, [7, 10} 17, [I8], 19, 23] 36].

Having surveyed some of the results concerning mild solutions to Navier-Stokes on Eu-
clidean space, we now collect together the well-posedness and time decay results of Kato
for R™ from [15], which we will subsequently extend to H".

Theorem 1.1. [I1],15] Let a € L™(R™) with diva =0 and n > 2.
(K1) Then there is T > 0 and a unique solution u of (N-Sgr|) such that

t(%_%)u € BC([0,T),LYR"™)) for n<gq< oo, (1.9)

10-3) o e BC([0,T), LYR™)) for n<q< o, (1.10)

with values zero att = 0 except for ¢ =n in , in which case u(0) = a. As well,
u has the additional property
n2

1 1
we L'((0,T1), LY(R™))  with ~ = = — -

— n<qg<
r 2 2q 4 n

—: (1.11)

for some 0 < Ty <T.

(K2) There is A > 0 such that if [|a|| pn@ny < A, then the solution from (K1) is global and
we may take T ="T) = co.

(K2') In the situation (K2) where the solution u is global, we have

1 T
““éo/o u(t)]| ey dt = 0. (1.12)

(K3) Ifa € LP(R™) N L™(R™), where 1 < p < n, then the solution given by (K1) has the
following additional properties.

u € BC([0,T»), LP(R™) N L™(R")), (1.13)

t2Vu € BC([0, Ty), LP(R™) N L™(R™)), (1.14)

for some 0 < Tpr <T.
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(K4) There is some 0 < Ay < A such that if ||lal|pngny < A1, then the solution in (K3) is
global and we may set T =T1 = Ty = 0o. Moreover, for any finite ¢ > p,

&%) w ¢ BO([1, 00), LI®™), (1.15)

tG5=5+3) Tu € BO(([1, 00), LI(R™)), (1.16)
provided that the exponent of t is smaller than 1 (separately for each of u and Vu),
otherwise the exponent should be replaced by an abritrary number smaller than 1,
but close to 1.

(K4") In the situation (K4) where the solution u is global, we have

Jim Ju(t) | Lr @gn) = 0. (1.17)

Remark 1.1. The property (1.11) in (K1) for the free solution ug is owed to Giga, who
proved the result in [I1]. Kato then extended the result to the full solution v and used this
to prove the norm decay result (1.12)) in (K2').

Remark 1.2. The result (K2'), combined with the energy inequality, which holds for any
smooth solution (u,p) of (N-Sgr|) by the structure of the equation, can be used to show

Tim [u(t)]| 2qze) = O, (118)

which answered an open question of Leray’s in [20] and [21I] concerning decay of the L?
norm for dimension 2, at least for the case of mild solutions and small initial data.

Remark 1.3. Leray’s question concerning decay of the L? norm for solutions in R™ for n > 3
is answered, at least for mild solutions and small initial data, by Kato’s result (K4'). In
particular, we have

Jim [Ju(t)] 2(ge) = 0. (1.19)

Moving now to the setting of a complete Riemannian manifold, we first mention the work
of Mitrea and Taylor in [25], where they considered the inhomogenous form of in
the setting of Lipschitz subdomains of compact Riemannian manifolds and proved local
existence and uniqueness results for mild solutions (see also [35]).

Then in [27], Pierfelice considered the Navier-Stokes equation on a class of non-compact
and complete Riemannian manifolds with positive injectivity radius and satisfying certain
curvature bounds (see [27] for details). In this setting, Pierfelice proved dispersive and
smoothing estimates for the semigroup e‘’ that parallel known dispersive and smoothing
estimates for the heat semigroup on R" (see [I5], for example). These estimates then allowed
Pierfelice to extend Kato’s well-posedness result (K1), specifically , and the global in
time result (K2) for small initial data to the setting of complete Riemannian manifolds
where the Ricci operator is a negative constant scalar multiple of the metric. We state the
result as follows, where ¢, (t) = C,max (t~"/2,1) for some constant C,, depending only on
the dimension.

Theorem 1.2. [27] Let a € L™(M) with d*a =0 and M a complete Riemannian manifold
where the Ricci operator is a negative constant scalar multiple of the metric g. Then there
exists T' > 0 and a unique solution u of Navier-Stokes on M such that

ea(t)”G8) P € BO([0,T), LUM)), n<q < oo, (1.20)
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where B > 0 depends on n and q and such that we have continuous dependence on the initial
data. Moreover, there is X\ > 0 such that if ||a||pnmny < A, then the solutions are global in
time. For n = 2, the solutions are global in time without any restriction on the size of the
initial data.

Examining and , we see that for 0 < ¢t < 1, Pierfelice’s result for H" coincides
with Kato’s in Theorem as well as the global in time result (K2). However, for
the large time regime ¢t > 1, Pierfelice’s result offers an improvement on Kato’s, giving
exponential decay in time as opposed to decay according to an inverse power of t. We also
note that Pierfelice’s result does not include ¢ = oo, whereas Kato’s does.

In fact, Pierfelice does more and extends Theorem to arbitrary non-compact and
complete Riemannian manifolds with positive injectivity radius and satisfying certain cur-
vature properties (see [27] for more information). In this case, it is required that the initial
data also satisfy

a € L"(M)n L*(M). (1.21)

As well, for global existence in this scenario, both the L™ and the L? norms are required
to be small, rather than just the L™ norm, though in dimension 2, global existence and
uniqueness is still possible for large data (see [27] for further details).

In what follows, we will show that Pierfelice’s dispersive and smoothing estimates proved
for the semigroup e’ on a specific class of Riemannian manifolds allow extension of Kato’s
Theorem to the setting of H", including all results about the total covariant derivative
Vu and all global in time decay results. However, as is the case for Pierfelice in [27], we do

not get the case ¢ = oo in ([1.9)) and (1.10).

1.3. Main results. The following theorems collect together the statements to be proven
and are essentially restatements of the results of Theorem in the context of H".

Theorem 1.3. Let a € L"(H"), n > 2, with d*a = 0. Then there exists T > 0 and a

unique solution u of (N-Sy.|) such that

=5y € BO((0,7), LIE™), n<q< oo (1.22)
"2 vu € BC([0,T), LY(H")), n<q< oo, (1.23)

both with values zero at t = 0 except for ¢ = n in (1.22)), in which case u(0) = a, and such
that we have continuous dependence on the initial data. Moreover, there is A > 0 such that
if llal|n@ny < A, then the solution is global in time.

Remark 1.4. This is Pierfelice’s Theorem given above for the case of H", though now
expanded to include information about Vu. As mentioned above, unlike the case of Kato’s
Theorem we do not have ¢ = oo in Theorem though we hope to study this case
further in future works.

Theorem 1.4. For the solution u and T > 0 from Theorem there exists some 0 <
Ty < T such that
1 n n?

1
ue L((0,Ty), LY(H")) with S5 g n<q<

. (1.24)

As well, there is Ay > 0 such that if ||a||pn@ny < A1, then Ty can be extended to +oo.
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Remark 1.5. As we will see in the course of the proof of Theorem the requirements
on r and q listed in are a consequence of the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem.
We also mention here that, as remarked by Stein in appendix B of [33], the Marcinkiewicz
interpolation theorem is valid if the underlying measure space R™ of LP(R™) is replaced by
a more general measure space, such as H".

Theorem 1.5. For the case in Theorem [1.5 when the solution u is global, we have

17T
TlggoT/o [u(t)[| L (gamy dt = 0. (1.25)

Remark 1.6. Theorem implies, with the same argument as outlined by Kato in [I5] and
discussed above, that

i [Ju(t)] (e = 0. (1.26)

Theorem 1.6. Let a € LP(H™) N L™ (H") with d*a = 0 and where 1 < p <mn, n > 2. Then
the solution given by Theorem[1.3 has the following additional properties.

uwe BC(0,T), LP(H") N L"(H")), (1.27)

t'2vu € BO([0,T), LP(H™) N L"(H")), (1.28)

and such that we have continuous dependence on the initial data. Moreover, if ||al|pn(mn) <
A, then the solution is global in time.

Remark 1.7. Though ||al|n(gny is required to be small for global existence and uniqueness
in Theorem there is no restriction on the size of [|a||z»mny. This is the same as the
situation for R"™.

Theorem 1.7. For the case in Theorem[I.6l when the solution u and its derivative Vu are
global, the following decay estimates on u hold for any p < q < oco:

(&%) ue Bo(l,00), LIE™Y)  if -, (1.29)
2p 2q
157 =3) 0 € BO(L. o0), LO(H" if Lo s 1.30
(o). LE) i 5o (1.30)
, n n n n
where p’ is chosen such that p < p' <mn, p' <gq, and 5 g < 1, but such that o 20
p q p q
1s arbitrarily close to 1.
Furthermore, we have the following decay estimates on Vu for any p < ¢ < oo:
n_n 1
tE-57) vy € BO((1, 00), LUH f - o< 1.31
AEVue BO(L oo LE) i -y <l (1))
n _n 1
G5 ) vy € BO(L, 00), LO(EP o> 1.32
p ueBC(Loo) L) if g-z+g=l (13)
1
where p’ is chosen such that p < p’ < n, p' < ¢, and % — zﬁ + 5 < 1, but such that
P q
1
2%9’ — 2%] + B s arbitrarily close to 1.

Theorem 1.8. For the case in Theorem [1.0 when the LP solution u and its derivative Vu
are global,

T [u(t)]| sy = 0. (1.33)
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Remark 1.8. Theorem implies, as in the case of R?, that

T (0] 2y = O (1.34)
As well, in the course of proving Theorem we will explicitly show
[u(t) = e all oy = O(/?), (1.35)
where w > 0 is any real number satisfying
w<min{1,n—",”—1}. (1.36)
pp

Thus, as shown by Kato in [I5] for the case of R™, on the hyperbolic space H", we have that
the decay rate of |[u(t)||»(un) is at least as fast as the slower of [|e"“al| fpqn) and tw/2,

Remark 1.9. It is enough to prove the results of Theorems and for L*>=([0,7)) in
time. Indeed, the main ingredient in extending from L*°([0,T")) to BC([0,T")) in time in
the Euclidean setting R™ is the strong continuity of the heat semigroup e**®" on LP(R") for
1 <p < 0 (see, for example, [9], [LT], [15], and Chapter 5 of [36]). Thus if it is known that
the corresponding semigroup e*” in the setting of H" is strongly continuous, the extension
from L*°([0,T)) to BC([0,T)) follows just as it does in the Euclidean case. Therefore, in
the appendix, we prove the semigroup e' is not only strongly continuous, but contractive
on LP(H™) for 1 < p < oc.

1.4. Comparing and contrasting the cases for R and H". As we have remarked, in
[27], Pierfelice proved dispersive and smoothing estimates for the semigroup et that are
analogous to well-known estimates for the heat semigroup on R", and then expanded Kato’s
results and (K2) from Theorem to the setting of a class of complete Riemannian
manifolds containing H".

Thus it is our hope that this current work, where we extend the rest of Kato’s Theorem
to the setting of H", can be taken together with Pierfelice’s [27] to provide as complete a
picture as possible of the mild solution theory in LP for the Navier-Stokes equation

However, though the obtained statements of the results on H" are the same as the ones
on R”, there are some notable differences in our methods that are worth mentioning.

One such difference involves how to handle the term Gu. The estimates used by Kato
in [I5] for this term differ from our estimates to be presented in Section [2]in that, Kato’s
estimates involve norms of both v and Vu. Thus in running his Picard iteration argument
for the solution u, Kato necessarily requires information about norm bounds and decay
rates for both u and Vu.

In our approach, we found this unnecessary, at least for proving Theorems - for u
itself. More precisely, by exploiting the fact that

Vzu = (div(u? @ u™))’

whenever d*u = 0 and using a general smoothing estimate of Pierfelice stated in [27] for
the divergence of tensors in TM ® T'M, we are able to derive estimates on the term Gu
involving only norms of u, and thus are able to prove all of the results for v in Theorems
[1.3] - [1.6] without knowing any information about V.

Moreover, because Kato’s estimates for Gu intertwine both v and Vu, Kato has to run

concurrent iteration arguments for both v and Vu in establishing (1.9) and (1.23) from
Theorem Our approach is simplified in that, once (1.22)) from Theorem is known



10 B. BALENTINE

for finite ¢ > n, both the result for ¢ = n and the derivative result for all finite
q > n can be established by a straightforward application of Grénwall’s inequality.

Similarly, for proving (K3) in Theorem Kato again returns to the sequence of Picard
iterates and runs convergence arguments for both v and Vu. In the same way as discussed
above, we are able to avoid this by again using from Theorem for the case ¢ > n
and Gronwall’s inequality.

Another benefit of this simplified approach based on Gronwall’s inequality is that, whereas
the times T in (K1) and T} in (K3) from Theorem [I.1] may be different, with 7y < T
possible, we are able to prove our Theorems and using the same time of existence
T. Additionally, while the smallness requirements A in (K2) and A; in (K4) of Theorem
may satisfy A\; < )\, we are able to prove our Theorems [I.I] and [L.6] with the same .

However, for proving Theorem [1.4] we have so far found no way around either a fixed
point argument or Picard iteration, for the proof requires different techniques altogether,
such as the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem and the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev lemma.

Also, as far as we can tell, to prove Theorems and it is necessary to use estimates
for the term Gu in the spirit of Kato that involve norms and decay rates of both v and
Vu, for at certain moments, the powers of ¢ appearing on Vu in Theorems and are
required for the convergence of various time integrals appearing throughout the work.

To be more explicit, without using any information concerning Vu, it is possible to prove
a version of Theorem that is almost identical, but where the right hand side of each

inequality defining n, p, and ¢ in (1.29) - (1.32) has a 1/2 in place of the 1. Then splitting
the term Gu = Gyu + Giu, where

1
Gou(t) = —/0 e~ t=9)lp (div(u @ u))(s)ds

Gru(t) = — /1t e~ t=9)lp (div(u @ u))(s)ds,

we were able to use this modified version of Theorem |1.7| to show that ||Gou(t)|Lr@n — 0
as t — oo.

But the difference of 1/2 mentioned above in the right hand sides of the defining inequal-
ities of this modified version of Theorem proved insufficient to show the convergence
G1u(t)|| pn — 0 as t — oo, and thus necessitated a method similar to that used by Kato
n [I5]. We explore this issue further in the author’s thesis to see if the convergence of Giu
to 0 in LP can still be established in the modified setting discussed above.

We also mention here some differences in the semigroup theory between the cases for
R™ and H". On Euclidean space R", it is well-known that the Laplacian Agrn generates a
strongly continuous semigroup e/2#" (see, for example, Chapter 9 of [16]). However, for the
semigroup e'’ studied in this current work, the strong continuity is not automatic, and, as
far as we are aware, has not been shown elsewhere for the case H". Therefore, we prove
this fact in the appendix, as mentioned above.

Additionally, in the more general setting of H", necessary facts such as the LP bounded-
ness of the projection P defined by and the commutation of P and the semigroup et”
are not obvious and without the availability of Fourier transform methods, we must instead
resort to spectral theory to prove these results.

1.5. Organization of the article. The rest of the article is structured in the following
way. In section [2] we establish notation, present modified versions of Pierfelice’s dispersive
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and smooth estimates for the semigroup e*’, state and prove functional theoretic proper-
ties concerning the operators P and L, and prove necessary estimates on the term Gu in
(N-Spzn i)

With these estimates, we then prove Theorem in Section 3| using the method of Picard
iteration. Specifically, we use Picard iteration to show for the case ¢ > n, and once
this is established, we prove for the case ¢ = n and the derivative result using
Gronwall’s inequality, as discussed above.

To prove Theorem we first follow the ideas of Giga in [11], which involves the
Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem to prove for the free solution ug in .
Then, we return to the sequence of Picard iterates and use induction and the Hardy-
Littlewood-Sobolev lemma to extend the result to the solution wu.

Following this, in Section [} we use Theorem [I.4] to prove Theorem [I.5] Then, as pre-
viously discussed, we again apply the result (1.22)) for ¢ > n together with Gronwall’s
inequality in Section [6] to prove Theorem

Finally, in Section [§] we combine the results of Theorems and to prove
Theorem [1.8 and to do this, we must derive estimates on the term Gu different than those
appearing in Section [2 and that are analogous to the estimates used by Kato in [15].

Acknowledgments. The author would like to sincerely thank his thesis advisor Magdalena
Czubak for suggesting the problem, for her patience, and for the many helpful conversations
throughout the course of the research.

2. NOTATION AND ESTIMATES USED

In this section, we first establish notation and then state the aforementioned dispersive
and smoothing estimates of Pierfelice from [27] for the semigroup e'*. Following this, we
must discuss and prove some functional analytic properties of the operator P defined by
, specifically that it is a bounded operator from LP to LP and that it commutes with
the semigroup et”.

Both of these facts are discussed in [27], though in the more general setting of that work,
Pierfelice must rely on the general Riesz transform boundedness results derived by Lohoué
in [24]. For our more specific setting of H", which is a rank-one symmetric space, things
are simpler and we can instead rely on the boundedness results for Riesz transforms shown
by Strichartz in [34].

With these dispersive and smoothing estimates stated and the required functional analytic
properties of P established, we then prove estimates on the term Gu in and its
derivatives, which will be essential to our proofs of Theorems -

To begin, we define some constants that appear in the subsequent dispersive and smooth-
ing estimates. Here and in the rest of the paper, a constant depending on the fixed param-
eters ay, ag, ..., a is denoted by C(ay,ag,...,ax). For fixed n,p,q > 0, define

v(n,p,q) = 5;[(]13 - ;) +3<1_;)}’

B1(n,p,q) = v(n,p,q) + co,
2.1
ﬁQ(nvp): 46’“<1_1> +007 ( )
P P

Bs(n,p,q) = = [v(n,q,q) +v(n,p,q)] + co,

N |
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where cg is a positive constant bounding the Ric operator and the constant §,, > 0 depends
only on the dimension n (for more information on ¢y and 4y, see [27] and [31]).
As well, going forward, we will use the notation

LP(H™) (or sometimes just LP)

to denote LP spaces for functions, forms, and tensors alike and if the distinction is important
or necessary at any point, it will be noted.

With this notation established, we can now present the following dispersive and smooth-
ing estimates shown by Pierfelice in [27] for uy(¢) and the specific case M = H".

Theorem 2.1. [27] For all times t > 0 and a € LP(H"),

[0 ()| paggeny < Cn(t)(%_i)e_wl("’p’q)HGHLP(Hn), 1<p<g<oo; (22
Vo ()] 1o g1y < C max(t~2,1) e~ 2P || a|| 1 ggny, 1<p<oo; (2.3)
[0 )| g < a5 %) et B2 ]y, l<p<g<oo;  (24)

where c,(t) = C(n)maz (t™/2,1). Moreover, for all tensors Ty € LP(TH" @ T*H"), we
have the following general smoothing estimate

1_1,1)
HetLv*TOHLq(Hn) < Cn(t)(p ‘1+”)€ t,BS(nypv‘Z)HTOHLp(Hn)’ 1< D < g < oo. (25)

To prove Theorems - it suffices to use a simplified form of Theorem ({2.1]). Specif-
ically, by definition of Pierfelice’s constant ¢, (t), estimates using Theorem especially

global in time estimates, will require considering separate cases where 0 < ¢ < 1 and ¢t > 1.
To avoid the technical difficulties presented by this and given that the inverse powers of
t found in Theorem are sufficient to prove our desired results, we instead use the
following, which is in the spirit of the estimates used by Kato in [15].

Theorem 2.2. For all timest > 0 and a € LP(H"),

HUO(t)HLq(H") < C(n7p7 C]) t_a(;_%) ||a||LP(H")7 1< p < q < o0 (26>
[Vuo(D)]] o ey < Clr,0) 12l o iany 1< p<oo; (2.7)
V60| o < Clrpra) G755 ] Loy, 1<p<q<oo.  (28)

Moreover, for all tensors Ty € LP(TH" @ T*H"™), we have the following general smoothing
estimate

|50 Ty | oy < Cpog) 2G5 8) Ty o, l<p<q<oo (29

Proof. To prove this modification of Theorem 2.1} it suffices to show that for o, 3 > 0, there
exists a uniform constant C'(o, #) such that
tO'

B < (C(0,B) forallt>0. (2.10)
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Letting f(t) = ;—;, elementary calculus shows that f achieves a global maximum on the
interval (0,00) at t = o/ with value

Clo.) = flo/3) = (5) e (2.11)

g
Thus to conclude, we apply this result to the various exponents of ¢ and the 8;’s from ([2.2))
- (2.5)), using the fact that e=%* < 1 when handling the case 0 <t < 1. O

Finally, we must prove estimates on the term Gu appearing in (N-Sy,./ . .|) which will be
crucial to our subsequent application of Picard iteration. To do this, we must prove some
useful facts about the operator P defined in , the first of which is that it is a bounded
operator on LP(T*H"). To that end, we recall the following theorem of Strichartz from [34],
which concerns the boundedness of Riesz transforms for functions on rank one symmetric
spaces.

Theorem 2.3. [34] Let M, a complete Riemannian manifold of dimension n, be a rank-
one symmetric space. Then for any 1 < p < oo, V(—Ag)*l/2 is a bounded operator from
LP(M), the space of LP functions on M, to LP(T!M), the space of LP tensor fields of rank
(1,0).

Using Theorem we state and prove the following boundedness result for P on H" as
a corollary.

Corollary 2.4. The operator P = I — d(—A,)~1d* is a bounded operator on LP(QL(H")),
1 <p<oo.

Proof. Fix 1 < p < oo. Since H" is a symmetric space of rank one (see for example [5]),
Theorem [2.3] applies for this manifold. Moreover, since P is defined as the identity minus
the differential operator d(—A,)~td*, it suffices to prove the LP boundedness of this latter
term.

First we observe that the adjoint of d(—A,)~1/? is

(d(=29) %) = ((—8g)12) d" = (-ay) 12,

where we have used that (—A) is positive and self-adjoint by [34], which in turn implies
its square root (—A,)~!/2 is self-adjoint by the Spectral Theorem (see [4], [28], or [30], for
example).

As we have previously shown, for a function f, the total covariant derivative V f is given
by

Vf=df,

so that

IV i = [ (VL5172 ¥

:/ g(df, df)P/? dv (2.12)

= ||df||zjip(Hn)-

Hence Theorem also shows d(—Ag)*l/ 2 is a bounded operator from LP functions to LP
differential 1-forms on H"™. Explicitly, we have the following

ld(=a9) 2|, < Cp), (2.13)
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where || - ||op denotes the operator norm.

As well, letting p’ denote the Holder conjugate of p, we also have by Theorem that
d(—A,)~1/% is a bounded operator from L? functions to L?" differential 1-forms. And since
[d(—Ag) "1 2|0p = || (d(—Ag)_l/Q)*Hop, the dual operator

(=Ag) 20" = (d(=2g)12)" (2.14)

is thus a bounded operator from L? differential 1-forms (the dual space of L¥" differential
1-forms) to L functions (the dual space of L functions), which therefore gives

[(=2g) 2], < CW). (2.15)
Finally, since the Spectral Theorem and functional calculus allow us to write
(=8g) 7" = (=0g) 2 (=0y) 2,
by (2.14) and (2.15), we have that for v € LP(Q!(H)),
| d(—Ag)fld*UHLp(T*Hn) < C(p)CW")lull Lo (01 amy)- (2.16)
We conclude that d(—Ay)~1d* is a bounded operator on LP(Q'(H")), and thus so is P. [

Having shown P is bounded on LP(Q!(H")) for 1 < p < oo, we can now show P commutes

with the semigroup e‘”.

Lemma 2.5. On H", e!l'P = Pet for any t € R.

Proof. For a fixed t € R, the function e’ : R — R is Borel measurable on R and since we
have shown in Corollary that P is bounded on the Hilbert space L?(T*H"), it suffices
by the Spectral Theorem to show

LP =TPL, (2.17)

where the domains D(P), D(L), D(LP), and D(PL) are all taken to be C°(T*H") (see, for
instance, Theorem 4.11 in Chapter X of [4]).

Since we are not assuming any divergence free condition here, we must use the full
definition of L given in , which for H" can be written as

L= —AHJ - dd* - 2(?’L - 1) (218)

Therefore, letting v € C°(T*H"), and using that dAg, = Apgi1d and d*Apy =
Ap p—1d*, we have

LPu = L(u— d(—Ay) " 'd*u)
= Lu+ Ap1d(—Ay) ' u + dd*d(—Ay) tdru + 2(n — 1)d(—A,) td*u
= Lu+dApo(—Ay) ' u+ d(—Ay)(—=Ay) td*u + d(—Ay) "t (2(n — 1)u)
= Lu+d(—Ay)(—=Ay) td u+ d(—Ay) N (=A ) d* u + d(—=Ay) "t (2(n — 1)u)

= Lu+d(—Ay) (=AY d*u+ d(—Ay) "t dd u + d(—A,) Trd* (2(n — 1)u) (2.19)
= Lu+d(—Ay) A odiu+ d(—Ay) " dd u + d(—A,) TrdF (2(n — 1)u)

= Lu+d(—Ay) ' d* Apju+ d(—Ay) R dd u + d(—A,) TrdF (2(n — 1)u)

= Lu —d(—Ag)'d*( — Agau —dd*u — 2(n — 1)u)

= Lu—d(—A,)'d*Lu
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O

With Lemma in hand, we next show the following useful and necessary result for the
divergence of a solution u defined by the integral equation ((1.8)).

Proposition 2.6. If u is defined by , then d*u = 0.
Proof. 1t follows by the definition of the operator PP that for a 1-form w,
d*(Pw) = d*w — d*d(—A,) " d*w
=d'w— (—Ag)(—Ag)_ld*w

2.20
=d'w—d'w (2.20)
=0.
As well, for our initial condition a € L™(H"),
Pa =a—d(—A,) " 'd*a = a, (2.21)
since d*a = 0. Thus by Lemma |2.5
t
d*u(t) = d*e'fa — d* / elt=s)lp (div(u ® u))(s)ds
0
t
= d*ett(Pa) — /0 d* IR (div(u @ u)) (s) ds (2.22)
t
= d*Pe'ta — / d*Pelt=)L (div(u ® u))(s)ds
0
=0,
where we have used (2.20)) in the last step. O

With these facts about the operator P established, we can now state and prove the
following important estimate on the term Gu(t), which will be used often in the sequel.

Lemma 2.7. Let u be defined by equation (1.8). Then Gu and VGu satisfy the following
estimates for 0 <y < a4+ ( <n.

1
. t at¢ 1
|Gu(t)|| sy < Cln, .7, C)/O (t=s)"" = [lu(s)lpnsalluls)ll Lo/ ds, (2.23)
(2)
¢ ot
1Gu(t) — Go(t)l| o/ < C(n,aa%é)/ t—s)" 2 (lullpgse + Wl gnsa) lu = vl ase ds,
" (2.24)
(3)

at(—y+1

t
IVGu(t)||pn/y < C(n, a7, C)/O (t—s)" 2 )l pnallVuls) e ds, — (2.25)

@)
IVGu(t) = VGot)lor, < Clnvarr.0) [ (1= 855

+ |Vl pselju — v||Ln/a) ds. (2.26)

[ell prsa IV = V| e



16 B. BALENTINE
Proof. We first observe that by Proposition if u is defined by (L.8]), then d*u = 0, so
that we may move freely back and forth between

Vsu and  (div(u® @ u?))’

as needed, since these expressions are equal whenever d*u = 0. Next we observe that for
TeTH"® T*H",

VT = —div(T7%), (2.27)
so that (2.9) implies
_n(1 141
HetLdlv(T#)HLq(Hn) <C(n,p,q)t 2 (p q+n) ”T#HLp(Hn) 1<p<g<oo, (2.28)

for all tensors T# € TM ® T M, where now # represents the induced musical isomorphism
()# : TH" @ T*H" — TH" @ TH" (see, for example, [27

By commuting P and e(!=%)% according to Lemma using the LY boundedness of P
from Corollary and applying along with Holder’s inequality, we have that

n(l

¢ L
|Gu(t)|| agny < C(n,p, Q)/ (t— 8)75(57“) [u# @ u? (s)|| Lo (rn) ds
0 (2.29)

¢ —m(lyio141)
SC(n,u,)\,q)/O(t—S) 2N ()] o gy [ (8) [ ooy s,

where A, u > 0 and % + 1= %D and where we have also used that (-)# and (-)” are isomor-
phisms.
Taking this inequality and setting
n n n
g==, p=—, A=-, 2.30
gl o ¢ (230)

where 7 < a + ¢ < n, proves (2.23). As well, using the fact that
u”’ @ u — o @ o7 = u” @ (u—0v)* — (v—u)¥ v,

a slight modification of the argument leading to (2.23)) gives the difference estimate (2.24]).
The derivative estimate (2.25]) is simpler, for in this case we only need the L? boundedness
of P from Corollary and the following pointwise bound for C'* 1-forms vy, va:

9(V 301,V p02) < [Vor |, (2.31)

which can be shown much like it would in the Euclidean case by using geodesic normal
coordinates (here, |- | = +/g(-,")).

Indeed, using Corollary and the pointwise estimate , passing the covariant
derivative through the time integral defining Gu, applying estimate from Theorem
and using Holder’s inequality, we have

t
IVGu(@) ey < [ 96 EV (o)) e d
t mf1_1.1
Sc(nvpaq)/o(t_s) 2(p q+n)H‘quu|HLP(H”)

¢ —n(lpio1g1)
< C(ny i, M q) / (t— )8 G300 () | iy | V(5) 5 sy s,
(2.32)
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where as before, A\, u > 0 and i—l—% = ]13. We finish the proof of (2.25)) by once again setting

g=— p=-, AZE. (2.33)
It remains to show ([2.26]) and for this, we can proceed much as in the proof of (2.25]), again
using the pointwise estimate (2.31]) and the fact that

Vo #u — V20 =V, 2z (u - U) - V(v_u)#v-

3. PICARD ITERATION ON H" AND PROOF OF THEOREM [[.3]

3.1. Local existence for ¢ > n. We will solve (1.8) and thus prove Theorem by
Picard iteration. Starting with ug(t) = e*a, where a € L™(H") is the initial condition, we
construct the following sequence

Ugy+1 = ug + Gug, k=0,1,2,3,... (31)

Let 0 < § < 1 be fixed. We will first show by induction that the sequence defined by (3.1
exists and satisfies

tG%)wy € 2([0, 7], L5 (M), (3.2)
with norm
My = sup 168 Ol iy, K =0,1,23,. ., (33)
o<t<T

where 1" > 0 is to be chosen. For k = 0, we set p=n and ¢ =n/d in (2.6) to get

_(1_¢
Jeto (]| s gy < C128) 1~ fal . (3.4)
Thus
MO S C('n, 5)HQHLn(Hn) (35)

and is satisfied for k = 0.

Assuming now that is true for £ > 0, we next show it holds for k+ 1. Since the first
term in has just been estimated, we must estimate the term Gug(t) in the L™/ (H")
norm. To do this, we set a =vy=( =4 in , which gives

t
_ 2
|Gur ()| s ny < C(nﬁ)/o (t = )" (Jlur(8)l| poss )~ ds

— C(n, ) M2 /Ot(t— 5)~ 05972 (= (3-3)2 g (3.6)

t
< C(n, 5)M,§/ (t — 5)~ (14024140 g
0

To compute the terminal integral in this inequality, we use the Beta function (see, for
instance, [1]), which is defined for z,y € C with Re(z), Re(y) > 0 by

1
B(z,y) = /0 7271 — 1)V ar. (3.7)
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After performing the substitution 7 = s/t, the terminal integral in (3.6)) can be rewritten

as
t 1
/(t_s)_(1+5)/25_1+6d5:t_(;_g)/ 7'6_1(1—7')(1%6)_1d7‘
0 0 3.8
. Y
_ 19,
Hence
| Gur(®) s gy < Cln, o) M2 (373), (3.9)

where we have have absorbed the convergent Beta function B(5, 1—55) into the constant
C(n,d). Thus we have shown

t32) i (Ol s oy < Mo+ C, )M, (3.10)
which proves for k + 1 and leads to the recurrence inequality
My < My + C(n, ) M?. (3.11)
We claim this defines a bounded sequence { M} where
Mk<M:_2(Z’(1n,5)’ k=0,1,2,3,..., (3.12)
provided
My < ;, (3.13)
4C(n,9)

which is possible according to (3.3]) by choosing T' > 0 sufficiently small. Indeed, for the

base case, we have
1 1

< )
4C(n,0) ~ 2C(n,9)
so that if (3.12]) is true for & > 0, then by the recurrence inequality (3.11)),
My11 < Mo+ C(n, 6) M},

My <

1 1 2

< M5 T <2C(n, 5)) (3.14)
1

~ 2C(n,0)’

which verifies (3.12)) for £+ 1 and thus the entire sequence of norms {Mj}.
With 7" > 0 chosen so that (3.13]) holds, we next show (3.12) implies the sequence uy
defined by (3.1) converges uniformly. Define a new sequence

wk(t) :uk(t)—uk,l(t), ]{720,1,2,..., (3.15)
where u_1(t) = 0. We will prove by induction that for each k =0,1,2,...,

M (2C(n,8) M)k
) sy < 0T (3.16)

for some constant C'(n,d). For k = 0, we have by (3.12)) that My < M. Hence for 0 <t < T,

(OO o (®)llers ey = 07 o (Ol ey
< M,

(3.17)
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so that
”wO(t>HLn/6(Hn) S t_(l_é)/QM

M(2C(n, §)M)° (3.18)
— t(1=6)/2

Assuming that (3.16)) holds for k > 0, we estimate the (k + 1)-th term. Setting o =y =
¢ =9 in (2.24]) and using (3.12)), we can proceed as in (3.6]) to get

lwe+1(E)| Lrssny = llrsa (E) = wr (@) poss ny
= [|Gur(t) — Gui—1 ()| Lo/ (gm)

t
< C(n, 5)/0 (t = 8) "2 (g ()] poss + k1 ()] poss) wie(8) || s ds

t
< 20O [ (= s 02O 2 5) sy s
t
< (2C(n,6)M)(M(2C(n, 5)M)k)/ (t — 5)~(1F0)/24=(1=0)/2=(1=0)/2 g5
0

= (2C(n, 8)M)(M(2C (n, §)M)*) /Ot(t - S),(1+6)/2871+5 ds

M(2C (n, §)M)k+1
$+(1=9)/2 ’

(3.19)

where in the last step, we have computed the integral using the same Beta function compu-
tation as employed in and have absorbed the resulting convergent Beta function into
the general constant C'(n,d).
This verifies for all £ = 0,1,2... and since 2C(n,0)M < 1 by assumption, we
o0

[
have that Zwk converges uniformly and absolutely to 1-form w such that t(%fi)u €

=0
L ([0, T7, L™%(H")) and such that

k
u = lim E w;
k—oo o

= lim wuy.
k—o0

(3.20)

3.2. Uniqueness. Having concluded the local existence part of Theorem [1.2], we now deal
with uniqueness. Let a,a’ € L™(H") and suppose u and v are the solutions to ((1.8)) for these
initial data, with respective times of existence T' and T”. Then

u(t) = uo(t) + Gu(t),

v(t) = vo(t) + Gu(t), (3.21)

where ug(t) = e'Fa and vo(t) = e'’a’. Letting

w(t) = ult) - v(t),



20 B. BALENTINE

using dispersive estimate (2.6) and difference estimate (2.24) with « = v = ( = §, and

performing similar calculations as above, we have

oL , t _40) (-9
lw(E) | /s @my < lle(a—a ))||Ln/6(Hn) + C(n, 5)M/ (t—s)" 2 s lw(s)l /sy ds
) t (1-8)
= O, 6) 5" Jla — | gy + 1 /0 9(t,5)5 7 0(5)]| o/ g, s,
(3.22)

where g(t,s) = C(n,d0)M(t — s)~O+1)/25=(1=0)4(1=0)/2  Multiplying through by t(*=9)/2 in
the above gives

a=9)

¢ a5
t Hw(t)||Ln/5(Hn)SC’(n,é)]a—a'[Ln(Hn)—i—/o g(t,s)s™ 2 [Jw(s)||pn/smny ds,  (3.23)

and after applying Gronwall’s inequality, we get

(1-5) t
£ (1) sy < Cl,6) 0 — a/HLn(Hn)€XP< /0 ot s) ds), (3.24)
so that defining T = min{T, 7"},
t
sup +%7 ()] oy < Cn, 8)lla — | rexp / ot )
0<t<T 0

t
= C(n,8)||la — d||prexp( C(n, &) Mt~ 5)/2/ (t — 5)"OFD/24=(1=9) ds)
0

_c<n,5>ua_afumexp(c M(-9/2-(1- WB(a, 1;‘5>)

1—
= C(n,d)|la — d'||pnexp( C(n,d) MB<5 25>>

= C(n757 M)HCL - a/HL"v
(3.25)

where we have used the same Beta function~ computation as in (3.8). Thus in the case
where a = a’, (3.25) shows w = 0 in L>([0, T, L™9(H™)), so that u = v and we can take

T =T’ =T. This proves uniqueness.

3.3. Continuous dependence on initial data. Let ¢ > 0 and suppose a,da’ € L™ (H"). If
u is the solution constructed in the preceding sections for a with time of existence 7" and if v
is the corresponding solution for @’ with time of existence T”, then letting T' = min{T,T"},

our Gronwall estimate shows
sup t Hu( ) — (t)H\Ln/a(Hn) <C(n,é6,M)|la— a’HLn(Hn). (3.26)
0<t<T

Therefore, if a and a’ are such

lla —a'l|pngny < (3.27)

&
C(n,é6,M)’
then

sup
o<t<T

(@) = v(®)l[pnss < (3.28)
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which establishes continuous dependence on the initial data.

3.4. Global well-posedness. For global existence and uniqueness, we next observe by

virtue of (3.5)), (3.12)), and (3.13)) that if
1

i = g

then My < 1/4C(n,d) for any choice of T' > 0. In this case, the uniform convergence of wy
to u can be shown on the interval [0, c0).

(3.29)

3.5. The case q=n.

3.5.1. Local Existence. So far, we have shown existence and uniqueness of a solution u of
(1.8) satisfying

(5-3),, € L>([0,T),LY(H")), n<q< oo, (3.30)
since, given any ¢ > n, § = n/q satisifes 0 < 6 < 1 as assumed above. As well, we have

shown we can extend T to infinity if ||a||z» is sufficiently small. Therefore, it remains to
show that the limit u satisfies u € L™ ([0, T),L" (H”)) To that end, by (2.6 with ¢ = p = n,

[[uo ()| Lo ny < C(n)lall e gn)- (3.31)
Next, if T is chosen so that (3.13)) holds, then (3.2]) and (3.12)) imply
)| sy < MEG3), foro<t<T.
Hence, using (2.23) with o = 6 for a fixed 0 < § < 1 and v = ( = 1, it follows that
t
IGut)n iy < C(m0) [ =)

(5+1)
> Nul) s gy llus) || Ln amy ds

(3.32)
_(6+1) _(1-9)
2572 flu(s)| e ds.

< C’(n,é)M/O (t—s)

By combining this estimate with (3.31)) and using that u(t) = ug(t) + Gu(t), we have shown
that

_(6+1) (1—

t 5
HU(t)HLn(Hn)<C(n)|!a!Ln(Hn)+C(n,5)M/O(t—S) s 2 lu(s)|lpn@ny ds, (3.33)

so that by Gronwall’s inequality,

t _@+) (-9
|u() || n @y < C(n)|lall Ln@nyexp C(nﬁ)M/O(t—S) 2 sT 2 ds

5+1 1-46 (3.34)
< Cllallmgmenn( Cnonrn(“5 150 )
where we have made the substitution 7 = s/t. This shows
0+1 1-96
sup_[u(®)ll ey < C)lallpngeexp (Cn, )MB( 222, 222)), (3.35)
0<t<T 2 2

so that w € L°°([0,T),L"(H")). Moreover if ||a|[znn) satisfies the smallness condition
(3-29), then

)| s gamy < ME~373), for 0 <t < o
and the same arguments show u € L*([0, c0), L™(H")).
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3.5.2. Uniqueness and continuous dependence on initial data. For the case ¢ = n, the proofs
for uniqueness and continuous dependence on initial data are analogous to the proofs for
the case ¢ > n.

3.6. Well-posedness for Vu. It remains to prove ((1.23) holds for n < ¢ and for this, we
first take p = n in smoothing estimate (2.8)to get

_n(2_1
IV20(®) | aqiy < Cln, )t 2( )l s 556
< C(n,q)t "4 |lal| o (gny.-
Next, choose 0 < § < 1 such that

n

Note that if ¢ = n, then any 0 < § < 1 will work, whereas if ¢ > n, we can choose 0 < ¢ < %
and define n
d=14¢e——.
q
Then 0 < 6 < 1 and
B n < "
=1 5+:"1-%
Therefore, if T > 0 is chosen so that (3.13)) holds, then (3.2)) and (3.12)) imply for our
chosen § that

() sy < MEE"D20 for 0<t < T. (3.38)
Combining this fact and by taking v = ( = n/q and a = § in ([2.25)), it follows that
t
IV G0y < Clraa8) [ =912 () gy [T(3) 3

(3.39)
< C(n, ¢, )M / (6402002 7)o s,

Applying this estimate together with and using that Vu(t) = Vug(t) + VGu(t), we
have

t
£ 2 | Vu(t) | pogny < Cn,@)allpn gy + C(ny g, 5)M/O g(t,8)s' 2| Vu(s)|| paguam) ds,

(3.40)
where g(t,s) = (t — s)~(0tD/25 —(1=0)/241 =55 g7 14 25 By Gronwall’s inequality,
1—n
A ITuO iy < O lalongesn Cloan [ t,5)ds)
—z [ 5+1)/2— U520 143,
= C(n,q)|lal|LnEnyexp <C’n q,0 2@/(75— )"0/ 2= 2q ds>
0
—z [ s+1)/24(8+5-4) 1
= O, )l oo <0n w5 [ sy o))
0
_n ) n 1 1-9
= C(n,q)|la| p» Hn)exp<C’ n,q,0 2q¢ 1+2qB<2+2 33 ))
6 mn 1 1-9§
= Clna)lal ey (.0 (2 +2-350)
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As well, the assumption (3.37)) implies

LN S
52 27"

so that B(% + 2% — %, 17_5) converges.

We conclude that

_n d n 1 1-9
173 m < R Sy 2 _-2=°
Oiltlth quu(t)HLq(H )= C(n7 Q)HG’HL (H )exp<c(na Q)é)MB<2 + 2q 2’ 9 >>7
(3.42)

1
so that t' "2 Vu € Le([0,T), L(H")). Moreover, as we have previously argued, if [|a| . )
satisfies the smallness condition (3.29)), then we can take T = oo.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.4]

We now show the solution u found in the previous section satisfies Theorem[I.4] Following
closely the methods of Giga in [11], the first step is to show by induction that for some T} > 0
to be chosen later, the sequence (3.1)) satisfies

1 n n?

1
L7 ((0,Ty), LO(H" ith ~=-——
up € L7((0,71), LAW™) - with  Z=5 =0, n<q<

For the case k = 0, fix r and n < ¢ such that
1_(1_1\=» (4.2)
r \n q/2 '
and define a map U from L9(H") to functions on (0,71) by
Uf = lle" fll Lagan).-

Let n = n — ¢, where € > 0 is to be chosen below and such that n —e > 0. As well, define

7 by
1 1 1\n
B R P 4.3
r <n q> 2 “3)
We claim that U is of weak type (n,7). To see this, we must show
C n n r
m{T : |Uf(1)| >t} < (HthL(H)) , for every t > 0. (4.4)

Let 7 € {7 : |[Uf(7)| > t}. Then by (2.6) with n = p, we have
t <[Uf(7)]

= [l€™" fll Lagun)

1

_ _1l)n
< e qyr GO 5| L g,

_1
=C(n,e, )7 7 ||l pacan)»

which gives

<C(?’L, &, q)’f‘Lﬁ(H")>F
< r .
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From this it follows that
C(n,e, Ay \ "

and thus (4.4) is verified. We also get that U is of weak type (¢,00) by taking p = ¢ in
(2.6)), which gives

U£(t)] = lle"" fll paqan)
< C(n, )| fl paqan)-

2 _
" hen0<n_ 2772
n—2 n

-2
cen =2
n

Next we note that if ¢ < . Thus if we choose € so that

q(n —2)

n
(n,7) and (g, 00), noting that U is subadditive by Minkowski’s integral inequality, and using
that n < n < ¢ and n < 7, we can then apply the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem as
follows (see, for example, [33]): For 0 < § < 1, U is of strong-type (n1,71), where

1 1-6 6 1 1-6

then n —e > > 0, and it follows that n < 7. Having shown that U is of weak type

z 4.5
ny n qg 7 (4.5)

Solving for (1 — 0) in the first equation gives

-G

and combining this with the fact that

1_11n
Fo\n q)2’

the second equation in (4.5)) can be rewritten as

1 1 1
- = < - > n (4.7)
1 nooq)2
By definition, the pair (n,r) satisfies (4.7). Moreoever, since . < n < ¢ is assumed and
since
1 1 1 1 1 1
T n—e q/2 n q)2 r
we have 7 < r < co. From this we conclude U is of strong type (n,r).
With this fact estblished, we can then estimate the L"((0,7}), L?(H")) norm of ug in the
following way:

h tL 1/7"
N P —— [ [ 1l dt}
= HUCLHLT((O,Tl))
< C(n, g)llall prwmys
which gives ug € L"((0,T1), LY(H™)).
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Assuming now that (4.1)) is true for k, we prove it for for k£ + 1. To do this, we will use
the following simple corollary to the one-dimensional form of the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev
lemma (see [33], for example).

Lemma 4.1. Let 0 < T, 0<n <1, and 1 < X < p < 0o such that

1 1
" =5 (4.10)
and define I, by
B fs)
L@ =cw [ L (411)
Then
1L (Pl peo.1nyy < C s Mo,y (4.12)

Proof. Letting x[o,7,) denote the indicator function for the interval [0,71], we have by the
Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev lemma that

f(8)xp,r
() oy / Floloin(s)
|t — s|t=n Li(R)
(4.13)
< O, M X0, 2 (m)
= C(p, VI fllr¢o,m1))-
O
To apply this lemma, we take « = (=~ =n/q in to get
¢ (1, n
G O)lzsiny < Cl) [ (¢ = 57 E5) (o) s gam)
2
< Cn.9C/2—n/2q) [T (lur(s)lrogem)” (4.14)

La(H™
< e (—s-G-3)

= C(”?Q)I(l/2—n/2q (Huk HLq H"))(t)
Taking the preceding inequality and applying the L"((0,7})) norm as well as (4.12)), we get

HGUkHLT((O,Tl),LtI(H")) < C(n, Q)HI(I/Z—n/Qq)(Huk(')H%Q(H"))’

Lr((0,71))
, (4.15)
S C(”) q)H Huk(‘)”Lq(H")HLA((O,Tl))’
where
1 1 1 n 2
- —_2)== 4.16
Ao * <2 2q> r (4.16)
by (4.2)). Thus (4.15) becomes
|Gukl L (0,1), Lo @my) < C(n, @) || () 170 m)| Lr/2((0.10)) (417)

= C(n, )HukHLT((O,Tl),LLI(H"))'
Using (3.1), we so far have shown

lursallr o), Loy < luollorom).co@my) + C( @) llunlZro1y), Logemy): (4.18)
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which is structurally the same recurrence inequality as (3.11)). This has been shown to
define a bounded sequence as long as

1
lwoll L ((0,11), La(rny) < C0na) (4.19)

and since [|uo|| - ((0,7,),Le(5in)) is bounded as shown in (4.9), we can choose 71 < T sufficiently
small so that (4.19) holds. As well, since our sequence uy € L"((0,71), LY(H")) and since

uy converges to u in L>([0,7T), L1(H")) by (1.2)), we conclude u € L"((0,T}), L4(H")).
As for the global in time result, by (4.9) it follows that if

1
lall r @y < g

where this constant C'(n,q) is the product of the constants appearing in (4.15) and (4.9)),
respectively, then

(4.20)

1
l[uoll (0,11, La(rn)) < ) (4.21)

for any choice of T} > 0 and in this case, we conclude v € L"((0, 00), LY(H")).

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.5]
Writing the solution u from Theorem as
u(t) = up(t) + Gu(t)

in the usual way, we can estimate the term ug using dispersive estimate (2.2) with p = ¢ = n,
which gives

o (&) L (i) < C(n)e™ " ¥ lal| 1o (ny - (5.1)
Therefore,
e C(n)llall LrEny
im — s df < lim —— 2N =B (n)TY . )
Jim o [ (Ol di < Jim ZEELGE (10T <0 (52)
It remains to show ((1.25)) for Gu. To do this, we fix 0 < kK < 1/n, so that by Theorem

u € LY%((0, 00), L1728 (H™)), (5.3)
Thus writing [|u(t)[| pn/a-26 @ny = f(t) € LY%((0,00)) and taking y = 1 and o = ¢ = 12

in (2:23), we get

t
Gt lininy < C) [ (¢ =902 o)l g S s (5)

As well, by the results of Section 3] we have that

(1—2k)
sup t(%_ 2 )Hu(t)
0<t<o0o

1 gy < M- (5.5)

so that (5.4) becomes
1_ (1-2k)

t
||Gu(t)||Ln(Hn)§C(n,m)M/0(t—s)_(l_%)s_(z #2) f(s) ds

t
= C(n, /-{)/0 (t —s)" 02 s  f(5) ds.
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Next we use the following formula for computing the derivative of an integral involving the
variable of differentiation both in the bounds of the integral and in the integrand:

9(t)

h(t,s)ds = h(t,g(t))g'(t) + /0 gth(t’ s)ds. (5.7)

d [9®
dt Jo

Noting that the integrand in the final integral appearing in (5.6 can be rewritten as

_s 2K
(=0 = 2 (S ) (5:5)

we can then integrate (5.6)) from 0 to 7" and apply the differentiation result (5.7) to get

T T rt o (t_$)2n .
/0 [Gu(®)]| L (gn) dt<C(n;H)M/O /0 (‘%(%8 f(s)) ds dt

Conw) (Td [1) o
:%/0 dt/o (t—s)* s " f(s)dsdt (5.9)

T
=C(n,k) /0 (T — 5)*s7" f(s) ds
= C(n, k) (I; + I1),

where 0 < 7 < T and

L= [ (@=spsrp(s)ds,
/0 (5.10)

T
I, = / (T — 5)* s " f(s) ds.

We estimate theses integrals separately, starting with I-. Applying Holder’s inequality and
using that f(t) € L'/*((0,00)), we have

I, = (T = sy s f(s) d
/0 (T — )25~ f(s) ds
T21~c —K d
< /Os f(s)ds
T 11—k T K
sl [Temea] | [l (.11)
T 1-x 00

gT%[/O sl“nds] [/0 |f(s)|idsr

= C(R)T* 72| £l L1/n ((0.00))
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Next we estimate I1.. Applying Holder’s inequality again and integrating,

T
I, = / (T — s)* 57" f(s) ds.

T . 1-k
< Tl | [ 7 s

1-2k

2K 1-2x —x
=T HfHLl/H((T,T)) [T I-k — T 1-k ]

K 1-2K 51 g
< T sy [T
= THfHLl/K((.,—’T))-

(5.12)

Thus dividing (5.9) by 7" and taking the limit supremum, we have by the above estimates
on I, and II, that

_ e : k—1_1-2
thllpT/O |Gu(t)|| gy dt < C(n, &) Timsup [T 772 | 110,00y + 11 p2m(ry)]

T—oo T—oo

= C(n, B) [ f 1 L1/s ((r,00)

(5.13)
. 1 1
where we have used that 2k —1 < 0 since k was chosen such that 0 < Kk < — < 3 Moreover,
n
the lefthand side of (5.14)) is independent of 7, thus
1 /7 1 /7
lim sup / |Gu(t)| pn(mny dt = lim limsup / |Gu(t) | 1 (g1 dt
T— o0 T 0 T=00 T 400 T 0 (5 14)

< Tli_}rglO C(n, /f)”fHLl/”((T,OO))
=0,

since f(t) € LY*((0,00)).

6. PROOF OF THEOREM

6.1. Local well-posedness. If a € LP(H")N LP(H") for 1 < p < n, then a unique solution
u exists for some T' > 0 and such that u satisfies ((1.22)) with ¢ = n. Thus to prove Theorem
we must first show u satisfies ((1.27)) and for this, we first set ¢ = p in (2.6)), which gives

|uo ()|l e @ny < C(n,p)llall Lo n)- (6.1)
If T is chosen so that (3.13)) holds, then for any 0 < é < 1 and any 0 <t < T,
() s gy < MEE7O/2, (6.2)

Thus using (2.23) with o = v = % and ¢ = §, with 0 < § < 1 small enough so that

n/p+ 6 < n, we have

(5+1)
2 [[uls)| prss gy lw() | o rany ds

1Gu() | o) < Cln,p, ) /0 (t—s)
(6.3)

(o+1) _ (A-9)
s 2 ||lu

t
< C(n,p, 5)M/O (t—s) 2 ()| Lo (ramy ds-
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Taking this estimate together with (6.1)) and using that u(t) = ug(t) +Gu(t), we have shown
that

G+ _(a-

t 5
’u(t)HLP(Hn)<C(nap)HaHL"(H”)"‘C(n,n5)M/O(t_s)_ 2857 2 lu(s)||pn(mny ds, (6.4)

so that by Gronwall’s inequality,

t _@+) (-9
|u() || e @ny < C(n,p)|lall Ln@nyexp C(n,pﬁ)M/O(t—S) 2 sT 2 ds

(6.5)
0+1 1-90
< Clnplal ey Clnp s (T3 150 ) )
where we have made the substitution 7 = s/t to compute the Beta integral. This shows
o+1 1-6
sup_||u(t)||zeny < C(n)|lallpn@nyexp|{ C(n, O)MB( ——,—— ],  (6.6)
0<t<T 2 2

so that u € L>([0,T), LP(H")). As well, if ||a|| zn n) satisfies the smallness condition ([3.29)),
then
18
)| s gamy < ME~373), for 0 <t < o0
and we conclude u € L*([0, 00), LP(H")).

6.2. Continuous dependence on initial Data. Let a € LP(H") N L™(H") and let u
be corresponding solution from Theorem with time of existence T. As well, let d' €
LP(H"™) N L™(H") and let v be the corresponding solution from Theorem with time of
existence T’. Let T = min{T,T"}.

Let 0 < 6 < 1 be such that n/p+ 6 < n. By , both u and v satisfy

(1-8) -
sup 2 [[ul| pnysny < M, (6.7)
0<t<T
(1-9) -
sup t = [0l pu/sny < M, (6.8)
0<t<T

where, letting M,, denote the uniform bound on the sequence {uy} from Theorem and
M, that for {vy}, we define M = max{M,, M,}. Using these facts and applying (2.24]) with
a =9 and ( =~ =n/p as well as (2.6) with p = ¢ = n, we have

lu(t) = v(®)]z» < e (a — ') L» + C(n,p, 5)/0 (t—s)"

(5+1)
2 (flull gnss + N1l poss)llw = vl[Lr ds

(8+1) (1=9)

¢
SC’(n,p)Ha—a’HLp+20(n,p,5)M/(t—s) 2 s 2 |lu—vlpeds.
0
(6.9)

Apply Gronwall’s inequality, the above computation implies

~ t p—
u(t) = v(®)]| Loy < C(np)la — o[l zogmyexp <2c<n,p, 8) N / (t—s)~ T s T ds>
0

0+1 1-9

S e b Gy

= C(n,p, 57 M)Ha - a/HLp(Hn)
(6.10)
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Therefore, given € > 0, if
€

!/
la —a'|l ppny < m7
then
[u(t) = v(@)|| Lo @) < e
This shows continuous dependence on the initial data in the space L ([0,T), LP(H")) and
since continuous dependence on the initial data was already shown for LOO([O, T), L™(H™))

in Theorem we conclude it holds in L ([0, T), LP(H") N L™(H")) as well.

6.3. Well-posedness for Vu. The proof for showing (1.28)) proceeds almost exactly as in

the proof for (1.23) in Theorem though here we choose ¢ = p in (2.7) to estimate ug
and to estimate Gu, we apply (3.2)) and (3.12) together with (2.25)), where v = { = n/p and
a =0, where 0 < 0 < 1 is chosen so that a +(=3d+n/p<n

7. PROOF OF THEOREM [1L.7]

Assuming the solution u and its derivative Vu from Theorem are global, we first
prove ([1.29) and in order to do this, we must prove a modified version of estimate ([2.23))
appearing in Lemma Using that d*u = 0 to write

Gu(t) = — /Ot e (t=s)Lp (Vysu)(s)ds (7.1)

and letting 1 < r < ¢ < 0o, we have by our dispersive estimate (2.6, the L" boundedness
of P shown in Corollary the pointwise estimate (2.31]), and Holder’s inequality that

ds

1Gu()|| oy < C(n,r,q)/o (t — 5)~3 G| Vu(s) ugs) | -

t —m(ip1o1) (7.2)
SC(?%M,/\,Q)/l(t—S) 2N IXT ()] Ly [ V() [ o amy s,

where p, A > 0 and i + % = % Then, setting

where v < a + ( < n, we get

_atC—y

¢
IIGU(t)HLn/v(Hn)SC(n,amC)/O(t8) 2 [u(®) | sy VUl poseny ds. (7:3)

With the estimate ([7.3]) established, we fix ¢ such that p < ¢ < oo and first suppose

— o
2p 2
It follows by (2.6]) that
n(l_1
63 G o (O] ey < C.5.) Nl ey (7.4
which proves the desired decay rate for ug. For estimating Gu, we chose 0 < § < 1 such
Dot ys<o (7.5)

b q
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and observe that by taking ¢ = n/d in (1.23) from Theorem
IV ()| Lossamy < Cln,6)t 02,

As well, by Theorem and our assumption that u is global in time, ||u(t)||»(gn) is bounded
for 0 <t < co. Thus setting

in (7.3)), we have

n 6_E
G403 u() iy | V245 | 3 g

N|=

t
1Gu(®) | o) < Cln,py,) /0 (t—s)

t
< C(n,p,q, 5)/ (t — 3)_%(;—1-6—5) §—1+0/2 g
0

1

< Clnp g, o) G3) [ (1 r) 3 (40-5) 021 g (7.6)

n n

< C(n,p,q, 0~ (55)

= ctnpanB(51- 3 (L1 es))r (55

(1- T)(l—%(%—%+5))—175/2—1 ds

/01
i

where we have used the substitution 7 = s/t to compute the Beta integral. As well, by our

assumption ([7.5]),

so both arguments appearing in the Beta function in are greater than zero, as required
for convergence. Thus Gu has the desired decay rate and this fact combined with shows
(1.29)).
Next we prove ([1.30]), where in this case, we assume
n n

— = — >1. .
2p  2q — (7.7)

Choose 0 < € < min{l, %(1 + %)} and define

o = qn
2(1—e)g+n’

Then
n n
— — —=1-e<1,
2 2q ©

and this quantity can be taken arbitrarily close to 1 by choosing € small enough . We next

claim p < p’ < n. For the first inequality, note that by (7.7)),

n n
0<l-e<l1<———.
y “2p 2q
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Rearranging this, we get

201—¢) 1
p n q
_2(1-e)g+n (7.8)
qn
1
= ]7’
which implies p’ > p. To show the second inequality p’ < n, we use that
1 n
<(1+2),
"3 ( i q)
which after rearrangement implies
1 2(1 — 1
1_20-9 1
n n q
_ 20 —¢e)g+n (7.9)
qn
1
prg ]77

so that p’ < n follows.
Having shown that p < p’ < n, it follows by interpolation that, if the initial condition
a € LP(H™) N L™(H"), then a € LP (H"). So as long as

P <q, (7.10)

then the steps used to derive ((1.29)) are valid for p’ in place of p, which verifies ((1.30]). Thus
it remains to show ([7.10)), but since 0 < ¢ < 1 by definition, then 0 < 2(1 — ¢)/n, giving

1 2(1-— 1
1 _20-9 1

q n q
_20-¢)gtn (7.11)
an
1
= ]?’

so that p’ < q.
The decay estimates for Vu are proved in an analogous way.
8. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.§]

To prove Theorem we must show (1.33]). By taking p = ¢ in Pierfelice’s original
dispersive estimate (2.2]), we have

[u0®l oaany < €72 all oy (8.1)

Taking a limit as ¢ goes to infinity and using that

/Bl(n7p7p) = 62n|:]89 (1 - ]19):| +co > 0,



MILD SOLUTIONS TO NAVIER-STOKES ON THE HYPERBOLIC SPACE 33
it then follows that
t1i>ngo Huo(t)HLp(Hn) = 0 (82)
To handle the limit of the LP norm of Gu, we first claim that

|Gu®)]] 1oy =0t “?) as t— oo, (8.3)

where w is any positive number satisfying
w<min{1,n—n,n—1}. (8.4)
pp
To prove (8.3), we begin by splitting Gu(t) = Gou(t) + Giu(t), where

Gou(t) = — /1 e~ (t=s)lp (div(u ®@u))(s)ds
° (8.5)
Gru(t) = — /1 e~ (t=s)lp (div(u ® u))(s)ds.

Employing the same steps used to derive ([8.22)), we have a similar estimate for Gou given
by

_atC=y

1
|Gow(®) || Ln/vny < Cn, a,%é)/o (t—s)" 2 luls)l prsal[Vuls)l prsc ds,— (8.6)

where again, v < a + { < n. Setting
a:w—i—ﬁ—l, ’y:ﬁ, (=1, (8.7)
p p
then a > 0 since p < n is assumed and
n
a+C:w+§<n, (8.8)
since w < n — % is assumed. As well,

n_n
at+t(=w+—>—=1. (8.9)
p p

Applying these choices for «, v and ( in and using ([1.23)) from Theorem with
p=q,

1
IGou(®)]| Lo (pn) < C(n,w,p)/ (t = )" 2 [Ju($)| e ny [ Vuls) || n ) ds
0 (8.10)

1
< Clnwop) [ (=5 F (o) e ds.
0
Therefore, we must estimate the term [|u(s)|| ,n/a gny and for this we claim

()| /e ny = (9(8_(1_“)/2) as s — 0. (8.11)
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To show (8.11]), we consider first the case where 0 < o < 1. Here, n/a > n, so that by
applying Theorem with ¢ =n/a,

11-a)

HU(S)HL”/O‘(H") S C(n’w’p)s_Q
= C , s 2 (1—0)—2-‘1-1)
(n,w,p)s (8.12)
(l-w) =n_1
=C(n,w,p)s” 2z sz 2
< C(n,w,p)s*(lgw as s — 0,

n 1
where in the last line we have used that p < n, which in turn implies 2 " > 0, so that
p

N

s% 2 <1 for0<s<1.
Next we consider the case o > 1. Since n/a < n, we can apply the results of Theorem
with p = n/a to get

Hu(S)HLn/a(Hn) < C(naw7p)
) (8.13)
< C(n,w,p)s” 2 as s — 0,

(A-—w)

sincefor0<s<landw<1,1<s 2
Having shown (8.11]), we return to estimating Gou and to do so, we will use the incomplete
Beta and Hypergeometric functions, which are defined in [1] as follows.

Definition 8.1. The incomplete Beta function By(,a,b) is defined for x > 0 and a,b > 0
by

B,(a,b) = /Ox n* (1 —n)Ldn. (8.14)

Definition 8.2. The Hypergeometric function oF) is defined for for |z| < 1 by

o F1(a,b;c; 2) :Zii., (8.15)

where (q),, is the rising Pochhammer symbol

(®n:{1 n=0 (8.16)

qlg+1)---(g+n—1) n > 0.

Also shown in [I] is the following relationship between the incomplete Beta function and
the Hypergeometric function, which we state as a lemma.

Lemma 8.1. [I] The incomplete Beta function B,(a,b) and the Hypergeometric function
oF1 are related by the following identity

a

B;(a,b) = %QFl(CL, 1—b;a+1;x). (8.17)
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Thus Starting from (8.10)) and employing (8.11]), we have
1
IGou(®)]| o (gn) < C(n,w,P)/O (t = )72 [|u() | posagunys™/* ds

1
S C(n’ W,p)/ (t — 8)7%57(17‘*})/2871/2 ds
0

w

1
= C(n,w,p)/ (t—s) 25 1Hw/2 g
0
1/t )
= C(n,w,p)/ (1—7) 277 1H9/2 g
Ol/t (8.18)
= C(n,w,p)/ 79271 — 1) (1-5)-1 ds
0

w w
= (7<717°u717)131/t <: 1- )

277 2
2t—w/2 w w w 1
= 21022
(7<7l7uj7p) w 2 ]( 2; 2 ) + 2 7t:>

w w w 1
:C t_w/zF **1 —_—, =
(7laUJ72)) 241 <i27 9 31+ 2 7t )'

where we have used the substitution 7 = s/¢, the definition of the incomplete Beta function
(8.1), and Lemma Given that we will eventually take a limit as ¢ — oo, we can safely

assume t > 1 so that the Hypergeometric function appearing in the last line of (8.18])
converges. Moreover, by combining the series definition of 9 F} in ({8.2) with the estimate

(8.18]), we have

w w w w 1
[Gou(®)lzrar) < Clnwplt %o (5,514 551 )

o ~ 8.19)
($)a(8), 17 (
=C(n,w,p)t 2<1+ e ”)
nz‘: 1+%), n

As well, since

lim (), (5), 7" _ 0, (8.20)

t—xnn_l ( +-%)n n!
we conclude that

|Gou(t)|| ony = O(t™/?) as ¢ — oo. (8.21)

It still remains to estimate Giu(t) and the same steps leading to show that

+C—v

t
1G1u() || Lo/ ny < Cn, 017%()/1 (t—s)7 2 luls)l prsalVuls)lprsc ds. (8.22)

Thus by setting
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in (8.22)), it follows that

t
|Gru(t)]| Loy < O(n,p,w)/1 (t = 8) " (u($)]| /o sy | V() | Lo i1y ds
(8.23)

t
< C’(n,nw)/1 (t =)™ u(s) | oo aao s,

where in the second step we used Theorem [1.6| specifically result ([1.28]). Next we will apply
the results (1.29) and (L.30) from Theorem [1.7)to estimate the term [[u(s)|| o/ gn) and in

doing so, there are two cases to consider.

For the first case, suppose
n o w

———<1 8.24
o 2 < (8.24)
which would allow us to estimate [|u(s)||n/w(gn) according to (1.29) by taking ¢ = n/w. By

our assumptions on w, we must also have

w<n— 2. (8.25)
p
But by rearranging the inequality (8.24)), we get the following lower bound for w,
D 9cuw, (8.26)
p
thus for w to satisfy both (8.25) and (8.25]), we require
Docn-2 (8.27)
p p
This latter inequality, after rearrangement, is equivalent to
2n
<p. 8.28
n+ 2 P ( )

But % < 1 if and only if n < 2, so if we want all 1 < p < n, the original assumption
n

(8.24) forces n = 2. As we are aiming to prove Theorem for general n > 2, we must

then omit the possibility (8.24)).
Having ruled out the first case, we now consider the second case by supposing

n  w
— ——=2>1. 8.29
w27 (8.29)
Applying result ([1.30]) in this case gives
()l ooy = O~ 5%, (3.30)
where p’ is chosen such that p < p’ < n, p’ < ¢, and oo 1, but such that noon
2p’  2q 2p"  2q
is arbitrarily close to 1. Returning to the computation in (8.23), we then have
! 2 .—1/2
1G1u(®)|| Lo ny < C(n,p,w)/l (t =)™ 2 w(s)|| o gony ds
! 2.—1/2 —(L—H)
< C(n,p,w)/ (t —s) /25712472 ™2 ) (s (8.31)
1

t _(L_£+l)
SC(n,p,w)/(t—s)_‘”/Qs w272/ (g,
1
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Since the term
n w

L _Z 8.32
2" 2 ( )
is less than 1 but arbitrarily close to 1 by construction, we can achieve
1
Y (8.33)

2 2 2
So to finish verifying the claim (8.3)), consider the following lemma used by Kato in [15].

Lemma 8.2. If0<a<1<bandt>1, then

t
/ (t —s) "% Cds < C(a, b)t ™ (8.34)
1
We apply this lemma to the final integral in (8.31f) with
w n w 1
=—<landb=——-—=-+=->1
a 2 <1lan w2 + 5 > 1,
so that
|G1u(t)|| Lo uny < C(n,p,w) /t(t — s)_w/2s_(2ip’_%+%) ds
Lp(H?) =~ y s ) (835)
< C(n,p,pl,w)t /2.
This shows
|G1u(t)| ony = O ™/?) as ¢ — oo, (8.36)
implying
1Gu )l e@ny < |Gou(®)|| ey + 1Gru)]] Lo @y
Cw/o (8.37)
=O@t™/?) as t— o0,
which verifies ({8.3)).
Thus to conclude the proof Theorem it follows by (8.2)) and (8.3]) that
T (Ol oy < Jim (io(t) | zogsny + |1GU(D] o)
= lim O(t™%/?) (8.38)
t—0o0
= 0.
More over, as discussed in the remark following the statement of Theorem [I.8] the result
(8.37) above implies
lu(t) = e all pogmy = |Gu(®)|| Loy = OF/?) as t — oo, (8.39)

so that u decays at least as fast as the slower of t=*/2 and ||e*Lal| LP(H")-

APPENDIX A. STRONG CONTINUITY OF THE SEMIGROUP e‘L

In this section, we prove e'’ is a contractive and strongly continuous semigroup on

LP(T*H™), 1 < p < oo. To do so, we first state two definitions, a theorem, and a corollary
from [29].

Definition. [29] Let X be a Banach space, ¢ € X. An element ¢ € X* that satisfies
14llx+ = |l¢llx and £(p) = ||p||% is called a normalized tangent functional to ¢.
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Remark A.1. As mentioned in [29], every ¢ € X has at least one normalized tangent
functional by the Hahn-Banach Theorem.

Remark A.2. For a o-finite measure space (X, %, m), it is straightforward to check that for
any u € LP(X), 1 < p < oo, there exists a normalized tangent functional given by

(= clu|P~?u, (A.1)

—p/p’

where ¢ = HquLp(X) and p’ is the Holder conjugate to p.

Definition. [29] A densely defined operator A on a Banach space X is called accretive if
for each ¢ € D(A),

Re(¢(Ap)) >0 (A.2)
for some normalized tangent functional £ to ¢.

With these definitions in hand, we can now state a Theorem from [29], as well as a useful
corollary, which will be the main tools in showing contractivity and strong continuity of e*”
on LP(H"), 1 <p < o0.

Theorem A.1. [29] A closed operater A on a Banach space X is the generator of a strongly
continuous and contractive semigroup e~ if and only if A is accretive and

Ran(hAo +A) = X (A.3)
for some Ay > 0.

Corollary A.2. [29] Let A be a closed operator on a Banach space X such that both A
and its adjoint A* are accretive operators. Then A generates a strongly continuous and
contractive semigroup e tA,

We now state the main result to be proven.

Theorem A.3. For H", n > 2, the unique self-adjoint extension of L, which will also be
denoted by L, generates a contractive and strongly continuous semigroup e on LP(T*H")
for all1 <p < 0.

Proof. Since the extension L is self-adjoint by Strichartz’ work in [34], it suffices by Corollary
to show —L is accretive. To that end, let uw € LP(T*M), 1 < p < oco. Then

<\u]p_2u, Lu) = (\u\p_zu, Apiu) —(n— 1)(\u\p_2u,u>, (A.4)

where (-, -) represents the duality pairing. The term (n — 1)(|u[P~?u,u) > 0, so if —Agu
is accretive for 1 < p < oo, then (|ulP~2u, Apiu) <0 and it follows that

(Ju|P~u, Lu) < 0. (A.5)

Therefore, if —Ap ; is accretive on LP(T*M) for 1 < p < oo, then —L is also accretive on
LP(T*M) for all 1 < p < oo and by Corollary el extends to a strongly continuous
semigroup on LP(T*M) for all 1 < p < oo.

So to conclude the proof, we must show that —Ap ju is accretive for 1 < p < co. In
the author’s thesis, we prove that Ap; generates a contractive and strongly continuous
semigroup on LP(T(M)) for 1 < p < oo and any complete Riemannian manifold (M, g),
where k = 0,1,2,3,...,n. Therefore, by Theorem —Ap is accretive on LP(T*H") for
1<p<oo.

O
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