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On analyticity up to the boundary for critical

quasi-geostrophic equation

Tsukasa Iwabuchi

Mathematical Institute, Tohoku University
Sendai 980-8578 Japan

Abstract. We study the Cauchy problem for the surface quasi-geostrophic equations
with the critical dissipation in the two dimensional half space under the homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary condition. We show the global existence, the uniqueness and the
analyticity of solutions, and the real analyticity up to the boundary is obtained. We will
show a natural way to estimate the nonlinear term for functions satisfying the Dirichlet
boundary condition.

1. Introduction

We consider the critical surface quasi-geostrophic equations in the half space.

∂tθ + (u · ∇)θ + ΛDθ = 0, u = ∇⊥Λ−1
D θ, t > 0, x ∈ R

2
+, (1.1)

θ(0, x) = θ0(x), x ∈ R
2
+, (1.2)

where R
2
+ := {(x1, x2) ∈ R

2 | xn > 0}, ∇⊥ := (−∂x2
, ∂x1

), ΛD is the square root of the
Dirichlet Laplacian. The equations are known as an important model in geophysical fluid
dynamics, which is derived from general quasi-geostrophic equations in the special case
of constant potential vorticity and buoyancy frequency (see [24,26]). The purpose of this
paper is to show the existence of global solutions for initial data in scaling critical Besov
spaces, and the analyticity.

Let us recall existing results, where the space is the whole space. If we consider the
fractional Laplacian of the order α, (−∂2x)

α/2, with 0 < α ≤ 2, instead of the square
root of the Laplacian, then the case when α < 1, α = 1, α > 1 are called sub-critical
case, critical case, super-critical case, respectively. It is known that the global-in-time
regularity is obtained for the sub-critical case and the critical case. The sub-critical case
can be treated, by L∞-maximum principle, and the critical case is delicate. In the critical
case, the regularity with small data was proved by Constantin, Cordoba and Wu [5] (see
also Constantin and Wu [12]). The poroblem for large data case was solved by Caffarelli
and Vasseur [2], Kiselev, Nazarov and Volberg [23]. As another approach, Constantin and
Vicol [11] proved the global regularity by nonlinear maximum principles in the form of
a nonlinear lower bound on the fractional Laplacian. On the other hand, in the super-
critical case, the regularity only for small data is known (see [14]), and blow-up for smooth
solutions is an open problem.

In bounded domains with smooth boundary, the equations was introduced by Con-
stantin and Ignatova ([6, 7]). Local existence was shown by Constantin and Nguyen [10],
and global existence of weak solutions was proved by Constantin and Ignatova [7] (see
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also the paper by Constantin and Nguyen [9] for the inviscid case). An interesting ques-
tion here is how to understand the behavior of the solutions. A priori bounds of smooth
solutions was obtained by Constantin and Ignatova [6], and interior Lipschitz continuity
of weak solutions was studied by Ignatova [15]. Recently, Constantin and Ignatova [8]
considered the quotient of the solution by the first eigen function to investigate near the
boundary, and gave a condition to obtain the global regularity up to the boundary. Stokols
and Vasseur [27] constructed global-in-time weak solutions with Hölder regularity up to
the boundary. We should note from the viewpoint of smooth solutions that regularity
near the boundary is guaranteed for a short time to the best of our knowlegde. As for the
half space case, the possibility is pointed out in [6] when the support of the initial data is
away from the boundary.

In this paper, we consider the problem in the half space to show global-in-time regu-
larity, and furthermore, analyticity in spacetime. Initial data in our theorem can have
its support around the boundary. We will utilize the odd extention with respect to x2
technically, but the reason of the half space is just for the sake of the simplicity. Our
method is based on the one for the whole space, introducing Besov spaces associated
with the Dirichlet Laplacian. Related idea to handle product estimate can be found in
the paper [20], where the validity of bilinear estimates for functions with the Dirichlet
boundary condition is discussed. We should also remark that our domain, the half space,
is one of the simplest domains, and the odd reflection and the existing result in the whole
space R

2 imply the existence of solutions below formally, but the main subject here is
the behavior of functions on the boundary. We suppose to establish a method applicable
to more general domains in the future, and the purpose is to state theorems in intrinsic
framework.

We state two theorems. The first theorem concerns with the integral equation with the
small data, where it seems easier to explain the proof near boundary clearly. The second
theorem studies the data belonging to the largest scaling critical Besov space, where the
smooth functions exist dense. We here introduce a formal definition of Besov spaces,
which is defined precisely in section 2. For every function f ∈ L1(R2

+) +L∞(R2
+), let fodd

be defined by

fodd(x1, x2) :=

{
f(x1, x2) if x2 > 0,

−f(x1,−x2) if x2 < 0,

where this extention is justfied as a locally integrable function at least. Norm of our Besov
spaces can be understood through the spaces on the whole space by

‖f‖Bs
p,q(ΛD) = ‖fodd‖Bs

p,q(R
2), ‖f‖Ḃs

p,q(ΛD) = ‖fodd‖Ḃs
p,q(R

2).

We then have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. (Solutions of the integral equation with small data) Let θ0 ∈ Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD) be

sufficiently small. Then the integral equation

θ(t) = e−tΛDθ0 −

∫ t

0

e−(t−τ)ΛD

(
(u · ∇)θ

)
dτ, u = ∇⊥Λ−1

D θ

posseses a unique global solution θ such that

θ ∈ C([0,∞), Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD)) ∩ L

1(0,∞; Ḃ1
∞,1(ΛD)).
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Furthoermore, there exists C > 0 such that for any α, β1, β2 ∈ N ∪ {0},

tα+β1+β1‖∂αt ∂
β1

x1
∂β2

x2
θ(t)‖L∞(R2

+
) ≤ Cα+β1+β2α!β1!β2!,

and in particular, θ(t) is real analytic in space and time if t > 0.

Next theorem concerns with the initial data in the space corresponding to the largest
scaling critical Besov space Ḃ0

∞,∞(ΛD). We recall the the paper [30] by Wang-Zhang,

who take the data in the space defined by the completion of C∞
0 (R2). We can generalize

it to the Besov space B0
∞,∞(R2) with taking the completion with small high frequency

(see [19]). Under this motivation, we have:

Theorem 1.2. (Solutions in the largest scaling critical Besov space) Let θ0 ∈ B0
∞,∞(ΛD)

be such that

lim
j→∞

‖φj(ΛD)θ0‖L∞ = 0,
(
1−

∑

j≥0

φj(ΛD)
)
θ0 ∈ Ḃ0

∞,1(ΛD). (1.3)

Then the problem (1.1) and (1.2) possess a unique solution θ such that

θ ∈ C([0,∞), B0
∞,∞(ΛD)) ∩ L

1
loc(0,∞; Ḃ1

∞,∞(ΛD)),
(
1−

∑

j≥0

φj(ΛD)
)
θ ∈ C([0,∞), Ḃ0

∞,1(ΛD)).

Furthoermore, θ(t) is real analytic in space and time if t > 0.

Remark. (i) If we replace the first condition of (1.3) with the smallness of the high
spectral component

lim sup
j→∞

‖φj(λD)θ0‖L∞ ≤ δ, δ ≪ 1,

then we can also construct a unique solution such that θ is weak-* continuous in B0
∞,∞(ΛD)

with respect to t ≥ 0. We can regard the smallness as the possibility of only small shock
discussed in [11].
(ii) We impose the second condition of (1.3) to justify u = ∇⊥Λ−1

D θ ∈ X ′
D.

(iii) We will give a proof outline of global regularity based on the nonlinear muximum
principle. Uniform bound in the Hölder spaces similar to Theorem 3.1 in [4] enables us
to repeat the fixed point argument in a time interval of fixed length.

Let us give remarks for the proof of theorems. We apply a simple fixed point argument
to the the proof of Theorem 1.1, as in [16] and [19]. To this end, we will derive bilinear
estimates for (u · ∇)θ, which is crucial to understand how to estimate near the boundary
and contains the main idea of this paper. As for Theorem 1.2, we explain only proof
outline, since the main idea near the boundary is same as in the proof of the first theorem
and we can apply the proof in [19]. We also mention the linear estimates which was
established for more general framework (see [17]).

We here focus on the discussion of the validity of the bilinear estimate for (u · ∇)θ,
how to obtain smoothness measured by the Dirichlet Laplacian up to the boundary. A
standard argument would be to show

‖(u · ∇)θ‖Ḣs
p
≤ C(‖u‖Ḣs

p1

‖∇θ‖p2 + ‖u‖Lp3‖∇θ‖Ḣs
p4

), s > 0,
1

p
=

1

p1
+

1

p2
=

1

p3
+

1

p4
,
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and apply the bounddedness of the Riesz transform. However, this method causes a
problem from the boundary value of the functions in the right hand side because of x2
derivative, which yields ‖∂x2

Λ−1
D θ‖Ḣs

p1

, ‖∂x2
θ‖Ḣs

p4

= ∞ for large s, in general. On the

other hand, we investigate the boundary value of (u · ∇)θ itself which leads to a natural
estimate. We can then have a estimate in Besov spaces (see Propositiomn 3.2).

‖(u · ∇)θ‖Ḃs
p,1(ΛD) ≤ C(‖θ‖Ḃs

p1,1
(ΛD)‖θ‖Ḃ1

p2,1
(ΛD) + ‖θ‖Ḃ0

p3,1
(ΛD)‖θ‖Ḃs

p4,1
(ΛD)).

In a word, the most important point is: If θ satisfies the Dirichlet boundary condition, then
(u · ∇)θ does. It would be possible to apply this argument not only to the half space but
also to more general domains with smooth boundary. One can also find how derivatives
affect boundary value of functions with the Dirichlet and the Neumann Laplacian in the
papers [18,20], where the validity of product estimate for fg is discussed and we can not

expect it when s > 2+1/p. Briefly speaking, ∂x1
maps from Ḃ1

p,q(ΛD) to Ḃ
0
p,q(ΛD), but ∂x2

maps to Ḃ1
p,q(ΛD) to Ḃ

0
p,q(ΛN), where ΛN is the square root of the Neumann Laplacian.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we recall the definition of Besov spaces
associated with the Dirichlet Laplacian, and several properties to study the boundary
value of functions. We prove Theorem 1.1 in section 3, and explain idea of proof of
Theorem 1.2 in section 4.

Notations. We denote by −∆D the Dirichlet Laplacian on L2(Ω). We write x = (x1, x2).
For any function f on R

2
+, fodd, feven are odd and even extentions of f with respect to x2,

fodd(x) =

{
f(x) if x2 > 0,

−f(x1,−x2) if x2 < 0,
feven(x) =

{
f(x) if x2 > 0,

f(x1,−x2) if x2 < 0.

For multi-index α = (α1, α2) ∈ (N∪ {0})2, let ∂αx = ∂α1

x1
∂α2

x2
and |α| = α1 +α2. We denote

by ∆R2 the Laplacian on R
2, Gt = Gt(x) the Gauss kernel Gt(x) = (4πt)−1e−

|x|2

4t , and
et∆D the semigroup generated by the Dirichlet Laplacian

et∆Df =

∫

R2
+

(
Gt(x− y)−Gt(x+ y)

)
f(y) dy.

Let {φj}j∈Z be the dyadic decomposition of the unity such that φj is a non-negative
function in C∞

0 (R) and

supp φ0 ⊂ [2−1, 2], φj(λ) = φ0

(
λ

2j

)
,

∑

j∈Z

φj(λ) = 1 for any λ > 0.

Let ψ ∈ C∞
0 (R) be a non-negative function such that

suppψ ⊂ (−∞, 2], ψ(λ) +
∞∑

j=1

φj(λ) = 1 for any λ ≥ 0.

We write the Fourier transform and the inverse Fourier transform.

F [f ](ξ) =
1

2π

∫

R2

e−iξ·xf(x)dx, F−1[f ](x) =
1

2π

∫

R2

eix·ξf(ξ)dξ.
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The convolution f ∗ g is defined by the standard integral on R
2.

f ∗ g(x) =

∫

R2

f(x− y)g(y)dy.

We use the following notations for norms of spaces in space and time as follows.

‖f‖Bs
p,q(ΛD) =‖ψ(ΛD)f‖Lp(R2

+
) +

∥∥∥
{
2sj‖φj(ΛD)f‖Lp(R2

+
)

}
j∈N

∥∥∥
ℓq(N)

,

‖f‖Ḃs
p,q(ΛD) =

∥∥∥
{
2sj‖φj(ΛD)f‖Lp(R2

+
)

}
j∈Z

∥∥∥
ℓq(Z)

,

‖f‖Lr(0,∞;X) =
∥∥‖f(t)‖X

∥∥
Lr(0,∞)

, X = Lp(R2
+), B

s
p,q(ΛD), Ḃ

s
p,q(ΛD),

‖f‖L̃r(0,∞;Ḃs
p,q(ΛD)) =

∥∥∥
{
2sj‖φj(ΛD)f‖Lr(0,∞;Lp(R2

+
))

}
j∈Z

∥∥∥
ℓq(Z)

.

2. Preliminary

In this section, we recall the definition of the Besov spaces (see [22]), the boundedness
of the spectral multipliers (see [21,25,28]), several lemmas to justify an argument by the
odd or the even extention of f and its derivatives.

We start by defining the Dirichlet Laplacian −∆D, and spaces of test functions of
non-homogeneous type, XD, and of homogeneous type ZD, and their duals.

Definition. (i) Let −∆D be the Dirichlet Laplacian on L2(R2
+) defined by





D(−∆D) := {f ∈ H1
0 (R

2
+) |∆f ∈ L2(R2

+)},

−∆Df := −∆f = −

(
∂2

∂x21
f +

∂2

∂x22
f

)
, f ∈ D(−∆D).

(ii) Let XD = XD(R
2
+) be a space of test functions of non-homogeneous type such that

XD := {f ∈ L1(R2
+) ∩ L

2(R2
+) | pm(f) <∞ for all m ∈ N},

where

pm(f) := ‖f‖L1 + sup
j∈N

2mj‖φj(ΛD)f‖L1.

(iii) Let ZD = ZD(R
2
+) be a space of test functions of homogeneous type such that

ZD := {f ∈ XD | qm(f) <∞ for all m ∈ N},

where

qm(f) := pm(f) + sup
j≤0

2m|j|‖φj(ΛD)f‖L1.

(iv) Let X ′
D, Z

′
D be the topological duals of XD,ZD, respectively.

It was proved in [22] that the spaces XD, ZD are Fréchet spaces, and can regard their
duals X ′

D,Z
′
D as distribution spaces of non-homogeneous type and homogeneous type,

respectively, which are variants of the space of the tempered distributions and the quatient
space by the polynomials. We define Besov spaces associated with the Dirichlet Laplacian
on the half space as follows.

Definition. Let s ∈ R and 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞.
5



(i) (Non-homogeneous Besov space) Bs
p,q(ΛD) is defined by

Bs
p,q(ΛD) = {f ∈ X ′

D | ‖f‖Bs
p,q(ΛD) <∞},

where

‖f‖Bs
p,q(ΛD) := ‖ψ(ΛD)f‖Lp(R2

+
) +

∥∥∥
{
2sj‖φj(ΛD)f‖Lp(R2

+
)

}

j∈N

∥∥∥
ℓq(N)

.

(ii) (Homogenous Besov space) Ḃs
p,q(ΛD) is defined by

Ḃs
p,q(ΛD) := {f ∈ Z ′

D | ‖f‖Ḃs
p,q(ΛD) <∞},

where

‖f‖Ḃs
p,q(ΛD) :=

∥∥∥
{
2sj‖φj(ΛD)f‖Lp(R2

+
)

}
j∈Z

∥∥∥
ℓq(Z)

.

It is proved in [22] that the Besov spaces Bs
p,q(ΛD), Ḃ

s
p,q(ΛD) are Banach spaces and

satisfy standard properties such as lift properties, embedding theorems of Sobolev type
as well as the whole space case (see [29]). We here recall the uniform boundedness of
the frequency restriction operator φj(ΛD) and some fundamental property of the Besov
spaces for our purpose of this paper.

Lemma 2.1. ([21, 25, 28]) Let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Then

sup
j∈Z

‖φj(ΛD)‖Lp→Lp <∞.

In particular, we also have that for any ϕ ∈ C∞
0 ((0,∞)), there exists C > 0 such that

‖ϕ(2−jΛD)φj(ΛD)f‖Lp ≤ C‖φj(ΛD)f‖Lp

for all j ∈ Z and f with φj(ΛD)f ∈ Lp(R2
+).

Lemma 2.2. ([22]) (i) (Resolution of identity) For every f ∈ X ′
D, we have

f = ψ(ΛD)f +
∞∑

j=1

φj(ΛD)f in X ′
D.

For every f ∈ Z ′
D, we have

f =
∑

j∈Z

φj(ΛD)f in Z ′
D.

(ii) (A characterization of homogeneous spaces as a subspace of X ′
D) Let s < 2/p or

(s, p) = (2/p, 1). Then Ḃs
p,q(Λ) is equivalent to

{
f ∈ X ′

D

∣∣∣ ‖f‖Ḃs
p,q(ΛD) <∞, f =

∑

j∈Z

φj(ΛD) in X ′
D

}
.

Next, we show that functions that Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD)∩ Ḃ

m
∞,1(ΛD) is included in Cm(R2

+ ∪ ∂R2
+)

and the odd extention for x2 is in Cm(R2).

Lemma 2.3. Let m = 0, 1, 2, · · · and f ∈ Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD)∩Ḃ

m
∞,1(ΛD). Then ∂

α
x f is in L∞(R2

+)

and is extended to a continuous function in the closure of R2
+ provided that |α| ≤ m. In

particular, fodd is regarded as a function belonging to Cm(R2).
6



Proof. Let f ∈ Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD). We write f with the resolution of the identity and consider

the estimate in L∞(R2
+).

‖f‖L∞ ≤
∑

j∈Z

‖φj(ΛD)f‖L∞ = ‖f‖Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD) <∞.

Next, we estimate the first derivatives of φj(ΛD)f with each j ∈ Z, by the derivative
estimate for et∆D and the uniform boundedness in Lemma 2.1

‖∇φj(ΛD)f‖L∞ = ‖∇etj∆D(e−tj∆Dφj(ΛD))f‖L∞ ≤ C2j‖f‖L∞ <∞, tj := 2−2j,

which implies the uniform continuity of φj(ΛD)f with respect to x ∈ R
2
+. The continuity

and the following convergence∥∥∥f −
∑

|j|≤N

φj(ΛD)f
∥∥∥
L∞

≤
∥∥∥f −

∑

|j|≤N

φj(ΛD)f
∥∥∥
Ḃ0

∞,1(ΛD)
→ 0 as N → ∞

yield the uniform continuity of f , and we can then extend f as a continuous function up
to the boudary ∂R2

+. We may then have f ∈ L∞(R2
+) ∩ C(R

2
+ ∪ ∂R2

+).

Let f ∈ Ḃ0
∞,1(Λ) ∩ Ḃm

∞,1(ΛD) for m ≥ 0. Since we know e−tj∆Dφj(ΛD)f ∈ Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD)

can be extended to a continuous function on the closure of R2
+, we write φj(ΛD)f as a

convolution of the Gauss kernel and an odd function for x2.

φj(ΛD)f = etj∆De−tj∆Dφj(ΛD)f =

∫

R2

Gtj (x− y)
(
e−tj∆Dφj(ΛD)f

)
odd

(y) dy, (2.1)

where tj = 2−2j. It follows from Lemma 2.1 that for every mutiindex α with |α| ≤ m

‖∂αxφj(ΛD)f‖L∞ ≤C‖∂αxGtj‖L1‖e−tj∆Dφj(ΛD)f‖L∞

≤C2|α|j‖e−tj∆Dφj(ΛD)f‖L∞

≤C2|α|j‖φj(ΛD)f‖L∞ .

We have from the inequality above that

‖∂αx f‖L∞ ≤
∑

j∈Z

‖∂αxφj(ΛD)f‖Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD) ≤ C‖f‖

Ḃ
|α|
∞,1(ΛD)

,

∂αx f is extented to a continuous function in the closure of R2
+ and fodd is regarded as a

function on R
2. We can also see that ∂αx f is uniformly continuous in a similar way to the

previous case when m = 0.
Finally it is easy to see that the odd extention fodd is regarded as a function in Cm(R2),

since the last right hand side of (2.1) can be regarded as an odd function by taking x in
the whole space. ✷

Next lemma reveals that the spectral restriction operator ϕ(ΛD) is written by using the
Fourier transform and the odd extention, and relation between derivatives and smooth
odd or even extention.

Lemma 2.4. (i) Let ϕ ∈ C∞
0 ((0,∞)) and f ∈ L1(R2

+) + L∞(R2
+). Then

ϕ(ΛD)f =

∫

R2
+

(
F−1

[
ϕ(|ξ|)

]
(x− y)− F−1

[
ϕ(|ξ|)

]
(x1 − y1, x2 + y2)

)
f(y) dy

=F−1
[
ϕ(|ξ|)

]
∗ fodd

∣∣∣
R2
+

.

(2.2)
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(ii) Let f ∈ Ḃm
∞,1(ΛD) for all m = 0, 1, 2, · · · . Then

(∂x1
f)odd = ∂x1

fodd, (∂x2
f)even = ∂x2

(fodd).

Proof. We prove (i). Since the support of ϕ is away from the origin, there is ϕ̃ ∈
C∞

0 (0,∞) such that
ϕ̃(λ2) = ϕ(λ),

and let us consider ϕ̃(−∆D) instead of ϕ(ΛD), whose proof requires essentially same
argument. Therefore we will show that

ϕ̃(−∆D)f = F−1[ϕ̃(|ξ|2)] ∗ fodd

∣∣∣
R2
+

. (2.3)

We can also suppose that there exists j0 ∈ N such that

f =
∑

|j|≤j0

φj(ΛD)f, (2.4)

since
ϕ̃(−∆)f = ϕ̃(−∆)

∑

|j|≤j0

φj(ΛD)f

for sufficiently large j0.
We recall the spectral multiplier theorem with the bound by Hs norm (see [25, 28]),

and it holds that
‖ϕ̃(−∆D)‖L∞→L∞ ≤ C‖ϕ̃‖Hl(R) for l >

n

2
. (2.5)

Let us fix l > n/2. Our strategy is to approximate ϕ̃ by an polynomial, more precisely,
we utilize an analytic function. For every ε > 0, there exists ϕ̃ε such that the support of
the Fourier transform of ϕ̃ε is compact and

‖ϕ̃− ϕ̃ε‖Hl(R) < ε.

By the compactness of the Fourier support, there exists C > 0 such that

‖∇αϕ̃ε‖L∞ ≤ C |α|‖ϕ̃ε‖L∞ ,

and the Taylor expansion of ϕ̃ε has the convergence radius, infinity, for each point. We
take λ0 > 0 and write the Talor expansion

ϕ̃ε(λ) =
∞∑

k=0

ak(λ− λ0)
k,

where ak (k = 0, 1, 2, · · · ) are real numbers and the convergence of the series is uniform
on each bounded interval. It follows by the formula above that

ϕ̃(−∆D)f − F−1[ϕ̃(|ξ|)] ∗ fodd|R2
+

=ϕ̃(−∆D)f − ϕ̃ε(−∆D)f +
∞∑

k=0

ak(−∆D − λ0)
kf − F−1[ϕ̃(|ξ|)] ∗ fodd|R2

+
.

(2.6)

On the first two terms, we have from the boundedness of the spectral multiplier (2.5) that

‖ϕ̃(−∆D)f − ϕ̃ε(−∆D)f‖L∞ ≤ C‖ϕ̃− ϕ̃ε‖Hl(R)‖f‖L∞ ≤ Cε‖f‖L∞.

On the third and fourth terms, we note that

−∆Df ∈ L∞ if and only if lim
t→0

et∆Df − f

t
in L∞(R2

+) exists,
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and we know −∆Df ∈ L∞(R2
+) for f ∈ L∞(R2

+) since (2.4). We also have that

lim
t→0

et∆Df − f

t
= lim

t→0

et∆R2fodd|R2
+
− f

t
= −∆fodd|R2

+
in L∞(R2

+) exists,

where ∆R2 is the Lalacian on R
2. This implies that

∞∑

k=0

ak(−∆D − λ0)
kf =

∞∑

k=0

ak(−∆R2 − λ0)
kfodd

∣∣∣
R2
+

= F−1[ϕ̃ε(|ξ|)] ∗ fodd

∣∣∣
R2
+

.

This equality and the boudedness of the Fourier multiplier implies that
∥∥∥

∞∑

k=0

ak(−∆D − λ0)
kf − F−1[ϕ̃(|ξ|)] ∗ fodd|R2

+

∥∥∥
L∞

≤ C‖ϕ̃ε − ϕ̃‖Hl(R)‖f‖L∞ ≤ Cε‖f‖L∞.

Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, we obtain (2.3) by (2.6) and the two inequalities above.
The second statement (ii) follows from the equality (2.2) and a symmetric property of

the evenness and the oddness with respect to x2 taking x in the whole space R
2. In fact,

we can write

∂xk
f =

∑

j∈Z

∂xk
φj(ΛD)f =

∑

j∈Z

∂xk
F−1[φj(|ξ|)] ∗ fodd

∣∣∣
R2
+

, k = 1, 2,

and notice the radially symmetricity F−1[φj(|ξ|)](x) = F−1[φj(|ξ|)](|x|). For x1 derivative,
it is easy check that

∂x1
F−1[φj(|ξ|)] ∗ fodd =

∫

R2

x1 − y1
|x− y|

(
∂|x−y|F

−1[φj(|ξ|)]
)
(x− y)fodd(y)dy, x ∈ R

2

is odd for x2, which proves that

(∂x1
f)odd =

∑

j∈Z

∂x1
F−1[φj(|ξ|)] ∗ fodd = ∂x1

fodd in R
2.

For x2 derivative, we see that

∂x2
F−1[φj(|ξ|)] ∗ fodd =

∫

R2

x2 − y2
|x− y|

(
∂|x−y|F

−1[φj(|ξ|)]
)
(x− y)fodd(y)dy, x ∈ R

2

is even for x2, and hence,

(∂x2
f)even =

∑

j∈Z

∂x2
F−1[φj(|ξ|)] ∗ fodd = ∂x2

fodd in R
2.

✷

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

We prepare two propositions: The first proposition is about the linear estimate and the
second proposition studies bilinear estimates of (u · ∇)θ. We then prove Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 3.1. ([17, 19]) Let s ∈ R, 1 ≤ q, q1, q2 ≤ ∞.

(i) (Smoothing estimates) If s > 0 and f ∈ Ḃ0
∞,q(ΛD), then

‖e−tΛDf‖Ḃs
∞,q1

(ΛD) ≤ Ct−s‖f‖Ḃ0
∞,q2

(ΛD). (3.1)

(ii) (Maximal regularity) If f ∈ Ḃ0
∞,q(ΛD), then

‖e−tΛf‖B0
∞,q(ΛD) + ‖e−tΛf‖L̃1(0,T ;B1

∞,q(ΛD)) ≤ C‖f‖B0
∞,q(ΛD). (3.2)

9



If f ∈ L1(0,∞; Ḃ0
∞,1), then

∥∥∥
∫ t

0

e−(t−τ)ΛDf(τ) dτ
∥∥∥
L∞(0,∞;Ḃ0

∞,1(ΛD))∩L1(0,∞;Ḃ1
∞,1(ΛD))

≤ ‖f‖L1(0,∞;Ḃ0
∞,1(Λ))

. (3.3)

(ii) There exists a positive constant C such that

‖tβ1+β2∂β1

t Λβ2

D e
−tΛDf‖Ḃ0

∞,q(ΛD) + ‖tβ1+β2∂β1

t Λβ2

D e
−tΛDf‖L̃1(0,∞;Ḃ1

∞,q(ΛD))

≤Cβ1+β2β1!β2! ‖f‖Ḃ0
∞,q(ΛD),

(3.4)

for all f ∈ Ḃ0
∞,q(ΛD) and β1, β2 ∈ N ∪ {0}.

Remark. The proof of (i) and (ii) can be found in [17]. The inequality (ii) can be proved
in a similar way to the proof of Proposition 3.2 in [19]. Corresponding estimate to (3.4)
has the constant (β1 + β2)!, but it should have been β1!β2 for the proof of the analyticity.
It is possible to modify the proof to obtain β1!β2!, by estimating the derivative orders of
t, x separatelly.

Proposition 3.2. Let s ≥ 0. Then for every f ∈ Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD) ∩ Ḃs

∞,1(ΛD) and g ∈

Ḃ1
∞,1(ΛD) ∩ Ḃ

s+1
∞,1(ΛD)

∥∥∥
(
∇⊥Λ−1

D f · ∇
)
g
∥∥∥
Ḃs

∞,1(ΛD)

≤Cs+1

{
‖f‖Ḃ0

∞,1(ΛD)‖g‖Ḃ1
∞,1(ΛD) if s = 0,

‖f‖Ḃs
∞,1(ΛD)‖g‖Ḃ1

∞,1(ΛD) + ‖f‖Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD)‖g‖Ḃs+1

∞,1(ΛD) if s > 0.

(3.5)

Remark. In the whole space case, the inequality (3.5) is proved based by Bony para-
product formula [1],

(
∇⊥(−∆R2)−1/2f · ∇

)
g =

( ∑

k≥l+3

+
∑

l≥k+3

+
∑

|k−l|≤2

)(
∇⊥(−∆R2)−1/2fk · ∇

)
gl,

where fk = F−1[φj(|ξ|)] ∗ f and gl = F−1[φl(|ξ|)] ∗ g. In fact, the first two terms are
estimated by uniformity of the spectral multiplier. The third term needs an additional
argument by the divergenve free property from ∇⊥ and

(
∇⊥(−∆R2)−1/2fk · ∇

)
gl = ∇ ·

((
∇⊥(−∆R2)−1/2fk

)
gl

)
.

One can prove the dependence for the constant Cs+1 in (3.5) with respect to the regularity
number s ≥ 0 by estimating the paraproduct formula carefully, and we left it to the reader.
We admit the estimate in the whole space case in the proof of Proposition 3.2 below.

Proof. We may assume that f, g ∈ Ḃs
∞,1(ΛD) for all s ∈ R, since the intersection of

Ḃs
∞,1(ΛD) with all s is dense in Ḃs

∞,1(ΛD) for each s ∈ R. We write
(
∇⊥Λ−1

D f · ∇
)
g = −∂x1

(
(∂x2

Λ−1
D f)g

)
+ ∂x2

(
(∂x1

Λ−1
D f)g

)
, (3.6)

and handle the two terms separately, with Lemma 2.4 (ii). We need the odd extension
of the product above to take the norm of Ḃs

∞,1(ΛD). For the first term, we write by
10



Lemma 2.2 (i) and f ∈ Ḃs
∞,1(ΛD) for all s ∈ R

Λ−1
D f =

∑

j∈Z

F−1
[
|ξ|−1φj(|ξ|)

]
∗ fodd

∣∣∣
R2
+

= (−∆R2)−1/2fodd

∣∣∣
R2
+

in X ′
D,

and

∂x2
Λ−1

D f = ∂x2
(−∆R2)−1/2fodd

∣∣∣
R2
+

,

and notice that ∂x2
(−∆R2)−1/2fodd is even for x2. We then write the odd extention of the

above product
(
∂x1

(
(∂x2

Λ−1
D f)g

))

odd

=∂x1

((
∂x2

(
(−∆R2)−1/2fodd

))∣∣∣
R2
+

g

)

odd

=∂x1

((
∂x2

(
(−∆R2)−1/2fodd

))
godd

)
,

Similarly, we write the second term
(
∂x2

(
(∂x1

Λ−1
D f)g

))

odd

=∂x2

((
(∂x1

Λ−1
D f)g

)

even

)
= ∂x2

(
(∂x1

Λ−1
D f)odd · godd

)

=∂x2

(
(∂x1

(−∆R2)−1/2fodd) · godd

)
.

It follows from the above two equalities and the bilinear estimates in Besov spaces on the
whole space R

2 that
∥∥∥
(
∇⊥Λ−1

D f · ∇
)
g
∥∥∥
Ḃ0

∞,1(ΛD)
=
∑

j∈Z

∥∥∥∥F
−1[φj(|ξ|)] ∗ ∇ ·

((
∇⊥

(
(−∆R2)−1/2fodd

))
godd

)∥∥∥∥
L∞(R2)

≤C‖fodd‖Ḃ0
∞,1(R

2)‖godd‖Ḃ1
∞,1(R

2)

=C‖f‖Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD)‖g‖Ḃ1

∞,1(ΛD).

If s > 0, it holds that
∥∥∥
(
∇⊥Λ−1

D f · ∇
)
g
∥∥∥
Ḃs

∞,1(ΛD)
≤ CCs

(
‖f‖Ḃs

∞,1(ΛD)‖g‖Ḃ1
∞,1(ΛD) + ‖f‖Ḃ0

∞,1(ΛD)‖g‖Ḃs+1

∞,1(ΛD)

)
.

✷

Proof of Theorem 1.1. For the sake of the simplicity, we write

L∞Ḃ0
∞,1 := L∞(0,∞; Ḃ0

∞,1(ΛD)), L1Ḃ1
∞,1 := L1(0,∞; Ḃ1

∞,1(ΛD)).

Let Ψ be the right hand side of the integral equation,

Ψ(θ) := e−tΛDθ0 −

∫ t

0

e−(t−τ)ΛD

(
(u · ∇)θ

)
dτ, u := ∇⊥Λ−1

D θ.

Step 1. (Existence and space analyticity) Let a complete metric space X∞ be defined by

X∞ := {θ ∈ C([0,∞), Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD)) | ‖θ‖X ≤ ‖u0‖Ḃ0

∞,1(ΛD)},

where

‖θ‖X := sup
β=0,1,2,···

‖tβΛβ
Dθ‖L∞Ḃ0

∞,1∩L
1Ḃ1

∞,1

C2β+1
0 β!

,
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for some large constant C0, with the metric

d(θ, θ̃) := ‖θ − θ̃‖L∞(0,∞;Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD))∩L1(0,∞;Ḃ1

∞,1(ΛD)).

The main point is to prove that

‖Ψ(θ)‖X ≤ C‖θ0‖Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD) + C‖θ‖2X , for θ ∈ X∞ (3.7)

which implies Ψ(θ) ∈ X∞ provided that u0 is small in Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD). Hereafter, we estimate,

supposing the smallness.
By (3.4), the linear part is estimated by

‖e−tΛDθ0‖X ≤ C

(
sup

β=0,1,2,···

Cββ!

C2β+1
0 β!

)
‖θ0‖Ḃ0

∞,1(ΛD),

and we have the finiteness of the supremum in the right hand side for large C0. We turn
to estimate the nonlinear term, dividing the interval in half.

For the first-half time integral, it follows that by the smoothing effect (3.1)

∥∥∥tβ2Λβ2

D

∫ t/2

0

e−(t−τ)ΛD

(
(u · ∇)θ

)
dτ

∥∥∥
Ḃ0

∞,1(ΛD)

≤Cβ2β2! · t
β2

∫ t/2

0

(t− τ)−β1‖(u · ∇)θ‖Ḃ0
∞,1
dτ

≤Cβ2β2!

∫ t/2

0

‖(u · ∇)θ‖Ḃ0
∞,1
dτ,

and by the smoothing effect (3.1) and maximal regularity (3.3)

∥∥∥tβ2Λβ2

D

∫ t/2

0

e−(t−τ)ΛD

(
(u · ∇)θ

)
dτ

∥∥∥
L1(0,∞;Ḃ1

∞,1(ΛD))

≤Cβ2β2!
∥∥∥tβ2

∫ t/2

0

(t− τ

2

)−β1

‖e−
t−τ
2

ΛD(u · ∇)θ‖Ḃ1
∞,1
dτ

∥∥∥
L1(0,∞)

≤Cβ2β2!

∫ ∞

0

‖(u · ∇)θ‖Ḃ0
∞,1
dτ.

These inequalities above and the bilinear estimate (3.5) imply that

∥∥∥tβ2Λβ2

D

∫ t/2

0

e−(t−τ)ΛD

(
(u · ∇)θ

)
dτ

∥∥∥
L∞Ḃ0

∞,1∩L
1Ḃ1

∞,1

≤Cβ2β2!

∫ ∞

0

‖θ‖Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD)‖θ‖Ḃ1

∞,1(ΛD)dτ ≤ Cβ2β2!‖θ‖
2
X .
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As for the second-half time integral with β1 = 0, by maximal regularity (3.3) and the
bilinear estimate (3.5) give that

∥∥∥tβ2Λβ2

D

∫ t

t/2

e−(t−τ)ΛD

(
(u · ∇)θ

)
dτ

∥∥∥
L∞Ḃ0

∞,1∩L
1Ḃ1

∞,1

≤C

∫ ∞

0

(2s)β2

∥∥∥Λβ2

D

(
(u · ∇)θ

)∥∥∥
Ḃ0

∞,1(ΛD)
dτ

≤Cβ2

∫ ∞

0

sβ2

(
‖θ‖

Ḃ
β2
∞,1(ΛD)

‖θ‖Ḃ1
∞,1(ΛD) + ‖θ‖Ḃ0

∞,1(ΛD)‖θ‖Ḃβ2+1

∞,1 (ΛD)

)
dτ

≤Cβ2β2! · ‖θ‖
2
X

Therefore, we obtain (3.7) for large C0, and we can also prove that for θ, θ̃ ∈ X∞

d(θ, θ̃) ≤ C(‖θ‖X + ‖θ̃‖X)d(θ, θ̃) ≤
1

2
d(θ, θ̃), (3.8)

provided that ‖u0‖Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD) is sufficiently small. The fixed point argument yields the

existence of the solution, and the analyticity for x holds by the estimate of derivatives by
factorials.

Step 2. (With time analyticity) By the result of Step 1, we have Λβθ(t) ∈ Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD) for

all β = 1, 2, · · · if t > 0. Then we know the solution becomes smooth, and let us assume
the initial data θ0 ∈ Ḃs

∞,1(ΛD) for all s ≥ 0. Our argument is to construct a solution for
smooth data.

Let a complete metric space Y∞ be defined by

Y∞ := {θ ∈ C([0,∞), Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD)) | ‖θ‖Y ≤ ‖u0‖Ḃ0

∞,1(ΛD)},

where

‖θ‖Y := sup
β1,β2=0,1,2,···

(1 + β1 + β2)
4‖tβ1+β2∂β1

t Λβ2

D θ‖L∞Ḃ0
∞,1∩L

1Ḃ1
∞,1

C3β1+2β2−1
0 β1!β2!

,

for some large constant C0, with the metric

d(θ, θ̃) := ‖θ − θ̃‖L∞(0,∞;Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD))∩L1(0,∞;Ḃ1

∞,1(ΛD)).

Let us focus on the following estimate.

‖Ψ(θ)‖Y ≤ C‖θ0‖Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD) + C‖θ‖2Y , for θ ∈ Y∞

To this end, we will apply an induction argument for time derivatives. For β = 0, 1, 2, · · ·
we write

‖θ‖Y≤β
:= sup

0≤β1≤β, β2=0,1,2,···

(1 + β1 + β2)
4‖tβ1+β2∂β1

t Λβ2

D θ‖L∞Ḃ0
∞,1∩L

1Ḃ1
∞,1

C3β1+2β2+1
0 β1!β2!

.

When β = 0, the estimate is essentially proved in Step 1, modifying C0 larger to lead
to a boundedness with an additional factor (1 + β1 + β2)

4.
Let β ≥ 1 and assume that

‖Φ(θ)‖Y≤β−1
≤ ‖u0‖Ḃ0

∞,1
.
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The equation for tβ∂βt Ψ(θ) is

∂t
(
t∂βt Ψ(θ)

)
+ ΛD(t

β∂βt Ψ(θ))− βtβ−1∂βt Ψ(θ) + tβ∂βt (u · ∇)θ = 0,

the initial data of tβ∂βt Ψ(θ) is zero because of our smooth θ0, and we have the integral
equation

tβ∂βt Ψ(θ)(t) =

∫ t

0

e−(t−τ)ΛD

(
βτβ−1∂βτ Φ(θ)(τ)− τβ∂βτ

(
(u · ∇)θ

))
dτ.

Maximum regularity (3.3) implies that

‖tβ∂βt Ψ(θ)(t)‖L∞Ḃ0
∞,1∩L

1Ḃ1
∞,1

≤ C

∫ ∞

0

(
βτβ−1‖∂βτ Φ(θ)‖Ḃ0

∞,1
+ τβ‖∂βτ (u · ∇)θ‖Ḃ0

∞,1

)
dτ.

(3.9)
For the first integrand, we write the equation ∂τΦ(θ) = −ΛDΦ(θ) − (u · ∇)θ and apply
the assumption of the indection to the first term in the right hand side, and the Leibniz
rule, the bilinear esimate (3.5) for the second term. We then have that

C

∫ ∞

0

βτβ−1‖∂βτ Φ(θ)‖Ḃ0
∞,1
dτ

≤Cβ

∫ t

0

τβ−1‖∂β−1
τ Ψ(θ)‖Ḃ1

∞,1
dτ + Cβ

∫ ∞

0

τβ−1

β−1∑

γ=0

(β − 1)!

(β − 1− γ)!γ!
‖∂β−1−γ

τ θ‖Ḃ0
∞,1

‖∂γτ θ‖Ḃ0
∞,1
dτ

≤Cβ ·
C

3(β−1)+2+1
0 (β1 − 1)!

(1 + β)4
‖u0‖Ḃ0

∞,1
+ C

β∑

γ=0

C
3(β−1)+2
0 β!

(1 + β − 1− γ)4(1 + γ)4
‖u0‖

2
Ḃ0

∞,1

≤C
( 1

C0

+ ‖u0‖Ḃ0
∞,1

)C3β+1β!

(1 + β)4
‖u0‖Ḃ0

∞,1
.

As for the second term of the right hand side of (3.9), a similar argument to the second
estimate above implies that

C

∫ ∞

0

τβ‖∂βτ (u · ∇)θ‖Ḃ0
∞,1
dτ ≤ C

C3β+1
0 β!

(1 + β)4
· C0‖u0‖

2
Ḃ0

∞,1

.

Therefore we obtain that

‖Φ(θ)‖Y≤β
≤ ‖u0‖Ḃ0

∞,1
.

This together with (3.8) allows us to apply the fixed point argument and we have the
solution analytic in space and time.

We can also prove the uniqueness analogously to the paper [16] by introducing odd ex-
tention with respect to x2, where the uniqueness in C([0,∞), Ḃ0

∞,1(ΛD))∩L
1(0,∞; Ḃ1

∞,1(ΛD))
is proved without smallness. It follows from the uniqueness that the solutions in Step 1
and Step 2 concide. Overall, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. ✷

4. Proof outline of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we explain proof outline, since the argument is similar to the whole
space case, once we introduce odd extention of the equations. The essence of how to

14



introduce the odd extetnion is found in section 2. We write the odd extention of the
equations.

∂tθodd + (−∆D)
1/2θodd +

(
(u · ∇)θ

)
odd

= 0.

The odd extention of the nonlinear term becomes
(
(u · ∇)θ

)

odd
= (∇⊥(−∆R2)−1/2θodd · ∇)θodd.

Therefore, we have the equation in the whole space, and it is possible to apply the ar-
gument in the paper [19, 30] with a certain modification for the low spectral component
due to the second condition of (1.3) for the boundedness of the Riesz transform. We then
obtain a local-in-time unique solution in the whole space, analitic in space time for some
T0 > 0. The restriction to the half space gives the solution such that

θ ∈ C([0, T0], B
0
∞,∞(ΛD)) ∩ L̃

1(0, T0; Ḃ
1
∞,∞(ΛD)),

(
1−

∑

j≥0

φj(ΛD)
)
θ ∈ C((0, T0], Ḃ

0
∞,1(ΛD)),

and the uniqueness of the solution in the half space is also proved by odd extention and
the argument for the whole space.

We turn to prove the global-in-time regularity, based on the nonlinear maximum prin-
ciple (see [11] and also [4]). Let θ be the solution constructed as above. We notice that
for almost every t > 0, θ(t) ∈ Ba

∞,1(ΛD), 0 < α < 1, and T0 > 0 for the local existence is
taken such that

‖θ‖L̃1(0,T0;Ḃ1
∞,∞(ΛD)) ≪ 1,

and that we can extend the existence time as far as such kind of smallness holds for the
linear solution. We fix a time t0 ∈ (0, T0] and consider the data θ(t0). We here utilize
the uniform bounds in Hölder spaces (see Theorem 3.1 in [4]), and this implies that if
0 < a≪ 1/‖θ(t0)‖L∞ , then

sup
x 6=y

|θ(t, x)− θ(t, y)|

|x− y|a
≤ sup

x 6=y

|θ(t0, x)− θ(t0, y)|

|x− y|a
=:Mt0 , for all t ≥ t0, (4.1)

as far as the solution exists and is smooth. If we consider θ(t0) as a data, we have on a
short time interval [0, δ] that

‖e−tΛDθ(t̃ )‖L̃1(0,δ;Ḃ1
∞,∞(ΛD)) ≤ ‖e−tΛDθ(t̃ )‖L1(0,δ;Ḃ1

∞,1(ΛD)) ≤ Cδa‖θ(t̃ )‖Ḃa
∞,∞(ΛD) ≤ CδaMt0 .

Let us take δ sufficientlly small, and we see that it is possible to extend the existence time
of the solution longer than [0, t0], which is [0, t0+ δ]. Since the bound (4.1) is independent
of t, it is possible to repeat this procedure and we have the existence time [0, t0 + nδ] for
all n = 1, 2, · · · , which proves the global-in-time regularity of the solution. ✷
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