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OPTIMAL GEVREY REGULARITY FOR SUPERCRITICAL QUASI-GEOSTROPHIC
EQUATIONS

DONG LI

ABSTRACT. We consider the two dimensional surface quasi-geostrophic equations with super-critical dissipation.
For large initial data in critical Sobolev and Besov spaces, we prove optimal Gevrey regularity with the same
decay exponent as the linear part. This settles several open problems in [2} [3].

1. INTRODUCTION
We consider the following two-dimensional dissipative surface quasi-geostrophic equation:

00+ (u-V)0+vD'0 =0, ()€ (0,00) xR
u= R0 = (—R20, ng), Rj = Dilﬁj; (11)
9(0,$) = 90(‘r)7 T e Rza

where v > 0,0 < v <2, D = (—=A)2, D? = (—A)%, and more generally the fractional operator D = (—A)32
corresponds to the Fourier multiplier |£|%, i.e. D/S\f &) =€ |Sf(§) whenever it is suitably defined under certain
regularity assumptions on f. The scalar-valued unknown @ is the potential temperature, and u = D~!V+0
corresponds to the velocity field of a fluid which is incompressible. One can write v = (—R26, R16) where R;
is the j* Riesz transform in 2D. The dissipative quasi-geostrophic equation (1)) can be derived from general
quasi-geostrophic equations in the special case of constant potential vorticity and buoyancy frequency [19]. Tt
models the evolution of the potential temperature 6 of a geostrophic fluid with velocity u on the boundary of a
rapidly rotating half space. As such it is often termed surface quasi-geostrophic equations in the literature. If
6 is a smooth solution to (I.IJ), then it obeys the LP-maximum principle, namely

16t )lzr@2) < [Bollr@2),  t20,V1<p<oo. (1.2)

Similar results hold when the domain R? is replaced by the periodic torus T*. Moreover, if 6 is smooth and in
H~3(RR?), then one can show that

16 -3 gy < W60l -3 gy >0 (13)

More precisely, for the inviscid case v = 0 one has conservation and for the dissipative case v > 0 one has
dissipation of the H ~%-Hamiltonian. Indeed for v = 0 by using the identity (below P is a smooth frequency
projection to {|¢| < constant - 27})

1d

5|03t == [ Pes(6R0)- PosRbda,

one can prove the conservation of ||D_%9||§ under the assumption 6 € L?)m. The two fundamental conservation
laws (L2) and (L3) play important roles in the wellposedness theory for both weak and strong solutions. In
[24] Resnick proved the global existence of a weak solution for 0 < v < 2 in L{°L2 for any initial data 6y € L2.

In [I8] Marchand proved the existence of a global weak solution in L H, % for 0o € H, %(RQ) or L°LP for
0y € LP(R?), p > %, when v > 0 and 0 < v < 2. It should be pointed out that in Marchand’s result, the
inviscid case v = 0 requires p > 4/3 since the embedding L3 < Hz isnot compact. On the other hand for the
diffusive case one has extra LfH 3~ conservation by construction. In recent [8], non-uniqueness of stationary
weak solutions were proved for v > 0 and v < % In somewhat positive direction, uniqueness of surface quasi-
geostrophic patches for the non-dissipative case v = 0 with moving boundary satisfying the arc-chord condition
was obtained in [6].

The purpose of this work is to establish optimal Gevrey regularity in the supercritical regime 0 < v < 1.
We begin by explaining the meaning of super-criticality. For v > 0, the equation (LLI]) admits a certain scaling
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invariance, namely: if 6 is a solution, then for A > 0
Ox(t,z) = A0\t ) (1.4)

is also a solution. As such the critical space for () is H2~7(R?) for 0 < < 2. In terms of the L> conservation
law, (LTI is L°°-subcritical for v > 1, L*-critical for v = 1 and L*°-supercritical for 0 < v < 1. Whilst the
wellposedness theory for (L)) is relatively complete for the subcritical and critical regime 1 <~ < 2 ([I, @ 12]),
there are very few results in the supercritical regime 0 < v < 1 ([I4} [16, 23} [I1]). In this connection we mention
three representative works:

(1) The pioneering work of H. Miura [I7] which establishes for the first time the large data local wellposed-
ness in the critical space H277.

(2) The remarkable work of H. Dong [9] which via a new set of commutator estimates establishes optimal
polynomial in time smoothing estimates for critical and supercritical quasi-geostrophic equations.

(3) The deep work of Biswas, Martinez and Silva [3] which establishes short-time Gevrey regularity with
an exponent strictly less than v, namely:

sup ”e)\MDae(tv I S22y S 6ol S22y (1.5)
o<t<T Bp,q By.q
where 2 <p<oo,1 <g<ooand a<r.

Inspired by these preceding works, we develop in this paper an optimal local regularity theory for the super-
critical quasi-geostrophic equation. Set v =1 in ([ILI)). If we completely drop the nonlinear term and keep only
the linear dissipation term, then the linear solution is given by

Olinear(t, ) = (e 77 00)(t, 2). (1.6)

Formally speaking, one has the identity e*?” (Bhinear(t, -)) = 0o for any ¢ > 0. This shows that the best smoothing
estimate one can hope for is

167" Brinear (¢, )1 x < 11601l x, (1.7)

where X is the working Banach space. The purpose of this work, rough speaking, is to show that for the
nonlinear local solution to (L)) (say taking v = 1 for simplicity of notation), we have

Il =<7 (B(2, ) | x Seo 60l (1.8)

where €y > 0 can be taken any small number, and X can be a Sobolev or Besov space. In this sense this is the
best possible regularity estimate for this and similar problems.

We now state in more detail the main results. To elucidate the main idea we first showcase the result on
the prototypical L2-type critical H2~7 space. The following offers a substantial improvement of Miura [17] and
Dong [9]. To keep the paper self-contained, we give a bare-hand harmonic-analysis-free proof. The framework
we develop here can probably be applied to many other problems.

Theorem 1.1. Letv = 1,0 <y < 1 and 6y € H>™7. For any 0 < ¢y < 1, there exists T = T(v,0p,¢0) > 0
and a unique solution € COH>*~ 7N CYH'™ "N L?H?>=([0,T] x R?) to ) such that f(t,-) = e®PO(t,-) €
COH?* "N L?H?* = ([0,T] x R?) and
T
sup () + [ 156 de < Clollieo,
0<t<T 0
where C > 0 is a constant depending only on (v, €o).
Our next result is devoted to the Besov case. In particular, we resolve the problem left open in [3], namely

one can push to the optimal threshold o = 7. Moreover we cover the whole regime 1 < p < co.

2
T

Theorem 1.2. Letv=1,0<y<1,1<p<ooandl <q<oo. Assume the initial data 8y € B,l,;l’y (R?).
yt2
There exists T = T(v,00,p,q) > 0 and a unique solution § € C',?([O,T],B;yqv—k”) to (I such that f(t, ) =

_ 2
e3t079(t, ) € CO([0,T], By ") and

1
sup 12270t s < Clool] 1oz,
0<t<T Bpq " Bpq 7

where C > 0 is a constant depending on (v,p,q)-
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There are some promising evidences that a set of nontrivial multiplier estimates can be generalized from our
work. This will be explored elsewhere. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we collect
some preliminary materials along with the needed proofs. In Section 3 we give the nonlinear estimates for the
H?77 case. In Section 4 we give the proof of Theorem [[Il In Section 5 we give the proof of Theorem

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

In this section we introduce some basic notation used in this paper and collect several useful lemmas.
We define the sign function sgn(z) on R as:

1, z>0,
sgn(z) =< -1, 2 <0,
0, z=0.

For any two quantities X and Y, we denote X <Y if X < CY for some constant C' > 0. The dependence of
the constant C' on other parameters or constants are usually clear from the context and we will often suppress
this dependence. We denote X <z, ... z, Y if the implied constant depends on the quantities Zy,--- , Zn. We
denote X ~Y if X <Y and Y < X.

For any quantity X, we will denote by X+ the quantity X + € for some sufficiently small ¢ > 0. The
smallness of such € is usually clear from the context. The notation X — is similarly defined. This notation is
very convenient for various exponents in interpolation inequalities. For example instead of writing

1ol < 1712 g 191, 222
we shall write
I fallzr@y < Nfll2-w)llgll o+ @)- (2.1)

For any two quantities X and Y, we shall denote X < Y if X < ¢Y for some sufficiently small constant c.
The smallness of the constant ¢ (and its dependence on other parameters) is usually clear from the context. The
notation X > Y is similarly defined. Note that our use of < and > here is different from the usual Vinogradov
notation in number theory or asymptotic analysis.

We shall adopt the following notation for Fourier transform on R":

FNE =1©) = | f)e ™ de,

1

1 2y — eim~§ .
(F0)@) = o [ a(€)einae

Similar notation will be adopted for the Fourier transform of tempered distributions. For Schwartz f : R” — R,
g : R™ — R, the usual Plancherel takes the form:

1

[ @gais = o [ Foaoe

We shall denote for s > 0 the fractional Laplacian D® = (=A)*/? = |V|* as the operator corresponding to
the symbol [¢£]°. For any 0 < r € R, the Sobolev norm || f|| ;. is then defined as

11l e = 107 fll2 = [[(=2)"2 f 2.

We will need to use the Littlewood—Paley (LP) frequency projection operators. To fix the notation, let
¢o € C(R™) and satisfy

0<¢o<1, ¢o(&)=1 for|¢| <1, ¢o(€)=0 for |¢]>7/6.
Let ¢(€) 1= ¢o(€) — ¢o(2€) which is supported in § < |¢| < Z. For any f € S'(R"), j € Z, define
P () = 002776 f(€), Psjf = f — Peyf,
Pif(6) = 0(279€)f(6),  €eR™
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Sometimes for simplicity we write f; = P;f, f<; = P<;f, and fia) = Zagjgb f;j. Note that by using the
support property of ¢, we have P;P;y = 0 whenever |j — j'| > 1. For f € & with lim;_,_, P<;f = 0, one has
the identity
F=Yfi (&)
jez
and for general tempered distributions the convergence (for low frequencies) should be modulo polynomials.
The Bony paraproduct for a pair of functions f,g € S(R") take the form

fg= Z Jigli—1iv1) + Z fig<i—o + Zgifgifz-

€L i€ i€Z

For s € R, 1 < p,q < 00, the Besov norm || - |

Ufllpe = J1P0f o+ (252, 22 IRLAIE) M, g < oo
7t | IP<ofllp + supgsy 2% Pifllp, g = oo.

Bs , is given by

The Besov space B,  is then simply

B~ {7+ 1 €8 Iflay, < o).
Note that Schwartz functions are dense in B, , when 1 < p,q < oo.

Lemma 2.1 (Refined heat flow estimate and Bernstein, case 0 < v < 2). Let the dimension n > 1. Let
0<y<2andl<q<oo. Then for any f € L4Y(R™), and any j € Z, we have

e VP fllg < e[ Pifllg, VE>0, (2.2)

where ¢1 > 0 is a constant depending only on (v, n). For 0 <y < 2,1 < ¢q < oo, we have
| TP BRI e = PPl 1< 0 < o (23)
[ AVP Py sen(B e = x|l o= 1, (24)

where co > 0 depends only on (v, n).
The ¢ = oo formulation of 23 is as follows. Let 0 < v < 2. For any f € L*®(R"), if j € Z and
[(P; £)(xo)| = | Pj flloos then we have

sgn(P; f (wo)) - (AP f)(20) > c3277|| P floo, (2.5)
where cg > 0 depends only on (v, n).

Remark. For 1 < g < oo the first two inequalities also hold for v = 2, one can see Proposition[Z.5 and Proposition
27 below. On the other hand, the inequality ([2.4]) does not hold for v = 2. One can construct a counterexample
in dimension n = 1 as follows. Take g(z) = :(3sinz — sin3z) = (sinz)® which only has zeros of third order.

Take h(z) with A compactly supported in |¢| < 1 and h(z) > 0 for all z. Set
f(@) = g(x)h(z)

which obviously has frequency localized to || ~ 1 and have same zeros as g(z). Easy to check that || f]l1 ~ 1
but

/f%@%ﬂﬂ@ﬂw=0
R

Remark 2.2. For v > 0 sufficiently small, one can give a direct proof for 1 < ¢ < oo as follows. WLOG consider
g = P f with ||g|l; = 1, and let

10) = [ (9 glal g,
Rn
One can then obtain

10) = 10) = [ ([ Tgds)llade. Toa©) = s(ef og )a(e)
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Since g has Fourier support localized in {|¢| ~ 1}, one can obtain uniformly in 0 < s <1,

1Tsgllg Sn llgllg = 1.
Note that I(0) = 1. Thus for v < vo(n) sufficiently small one must have £ < I(y) < 2.

Remark. The inequality (23] was obtained by Wang-Zhang [20] by an elegant contradiction argument under
the assumption that f € Cy(R™) (i.e. vanishing at infinity) and f is frequency localized to a dyadic annulus.
Here we only assume f € L and is frequency localized. This will naturally include periodic functions and
similar ones as special cases. Moreover we provide two different proofs. The second proof is self-contained and
seems quite short.

Proof of Lemma[Z]l. For the first inequality and ([23)), see [15] for a proof using an idea of perturbation of the
Lévy semigroup. Since the constant co > 0 depends only on (v,n), the inequality (Z4) can be obtained from
23) by taking the limit ¢ — 1. (Note that since f; = P;f € L' and has compact Fourier support, f; can be
extended to be an entire function on C™ and its zeros must be isolated.)

Finally for (2.35]) we give two proofs. WLOG we can assume j = 1 and write f = P;f. By using translation
we may also assume zg = 0. WLOG assume || f||cc = f(z0) = 1.

The first proof is to use (2.2) which yields

(eI )©0) < e

where ¢ > 0 depends only on (v, n). Then since f = P; f is smooth and

t t s
f—e VI = / eIV fds = |V f — / (/ e VI 2 fdr)ds.
0 o Jo
One can then divide by ¢ — 0 and obtain
(IVI)(0) = e
The second proof is more direct. We note that f ¥(y)dy = 0 where v corresponds to the projection operator
Py. Since 1 = (P f)(0), we obtain

n+y 1- f 1- f
1=/w(y)(f(y)—1)dy§21;13(|¢(y)| Syt )/R Wg)dy Smn/ Wg)dy

Thus

(IVI7)(0) Zy.m 1.
O

In what follows we will give a different proof of ([Z3)) (and some stronger versions, see Proposition and
Proposition (Z7))) and some equivalent characterization. For the sake of understanding (and keeping track of
constants) we provide some details.

Lemma 2.3. Let 0 < s < 1. Then for any g € L?>(R™) with § being compactly supported, we have

1 lg(z) — g(y)? 2
L / 19@) = 9WE 4, — 192912,
2 RoxRe T — y[H2e 2

where Cas p, 15 a constant corresponding to the fractional Laplaican |V|2S having the asymptotics Cag n ~pn s(1—3)

for 0 < s < 1. As a result, if g € L*(R™) and || |V|*g||2 < oo, then

lg(2) — g )
sil=s) U I dwdy ~n |||V g3
( ) /Rann |z — y[nt2s Yy I1VI°gll2

Similarly if g € L*(R™) and [ Igl(m)_ig(y)lzdxdy < 0o, then

m7y|n+23

lg(x) — g(y)I?

o — g2 dxdy.

199l ~n s -5

R7 xR"”
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Proof. Note that

9ol = [ 9P @ = [ (o [ LD I g

€0 —z|>e |:E -

where Cas p, ~p s(1 — s). Now for each 0 < e < 1, it is easy to check that (for the case % < s < 1 one needs to
make use of the regularised quantity g(z) — g(y) + Vg(z) - (y — z))

| /| |W Yl < l(@)| + [Mg(@)| + [M(0g) ()] + |M(0%9)(),

where Mg is the usual maximal function. By Lebesgue Dominated Convergence, we then obtain

. g9(z) —g(y)
VlIg||? = Cosn hm/ / — “dyg(x)dx.
Hl | ”2 €50 " |y w|>e |J7 _y|n+25 ( )
Now note that for each € > 0, we have

Lo W=t lg(lde S [ ()] + IMg@Dlg(o)ids < .

Therefore by using Fubini, symmetrising in z and y and Lebesgue Monotone Convergence, we obtain

Mdmdy - EC n Mdzdy.

1
s 112 _ = :
I1V[°glls = 2025,71 11_1)% |z — y|nt2s ~ 972 |z — y[nt2s

|lz—y|>e
Now if g € L2(R") with || |[V|®g|l2 < oo, then by Fatou’s Lemma, we get

_ 2 _ 2
9@ = 9WP 10 < o1 — o) timing [ P229@) = Peagly)]

1- 5. dxd <n 1— s 2'
A =9) | gty < min o ey S s(1=8)[191°gl

On the other hand, note that

[P<yg(x) — P<jg(y)l < /Ig(w —2) =gy — 2)[2"7|¢(272)|d=> £ (/ lg(z — 2) 2)|22"‘]|¢(2J2)|d2> "
where ¢ € L' is a smooth function used in the kernel P< ;. The desired equivalence then easily follows. g
Lemma 2.4. Let 1 < g < oo. Then for any a, b € R, we have

(a—b)(jal*"%a = [b]17%b) ~q (la >~ "a — [b]2'b)?,
Alg—1)
e

(a=b)(la|"a — [b]*=?b) > (Jal® " a — b2 ~10)".

Proof. The first inequality is easy to check. To prove the second inequality, it suffices to show for any 0 < z < 1,
1+a29—x—g71 S 4g—1) ¢ —(q—2)*
(1 —r3 )2 = q2 - qz ’

Set t =z7 € (0,1). The inequality is obvious for ¢ = 2. If 2 < ¢ < 0o, then we need to show

te — 7% g2
< .
1-—t q

If 1 < ¢ < 2, then we need

e —ta 92—
< 4
1-—t q

Set n = min{%, 1- %} € (0,3). It then suffices for us to show the inequality

tn — tl-m

f(n):1—2n—ﬁ20.

Note that f(0) = f(1/2) = 0 and f"(n) = —(t" — t'=")(logt)?/(1 —t) < 0. Thus the desired inequality
follows. O
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Proposition 2.5. Let 1 < g < oo and 0 <y < 2. Then for any f € LY(R™) and any j € Z, we have

0l q _ 2
| AP ROIR IR o~ [P 1R

4

GBS

— - 1 J q 2
[P EDIP2r, e > e XYL EY)
Consequently if | Pjfllq = 1, then for any 0 < s <1,

11 (B f12 7 Pif)ll2 ~gn 27°. (2.7)

Also for any 0 < s <1,
V(1P f12)ll2 ~g.n 27°. (2.8)

Remark. In [I3], by using a strong nonlocal pointwise inequality (see also Cérdoba-Cérdobalf]), Ju Proved an
inequality of the form: if 0 <~y <2, 2<¢g< 00,0, |V|["0 € L9, then

— 2 X a
[awroon-aae = 2oz

A close inspection of our proof below shows that the inequality (2.6) also works with P;f replaced by 6. Note

that the present form works for any 1 < ¢ < co. Furthermore in the regime g > 2, we have % > % and

hence the constant here is slightly sharper.

Remark. The inequality (27]) was already obtained by Chamorro and P. Lemarié-Rieusset in [7]. Remarkably
modulo a g-dependent constant it is equivalent to the corresponding inequality for the more localized quantity
SV P; f)|P; f|92P; fdx. The inequality (28] for ¢ > 2 was obtained by Chen, Miao and Zhang [4] by using
Danchin’s inequality ||V (| Py f|9/2)||3 ~g,n || PLf||? together with a fractional Chain rule in Besov spaces. The key
idea in [4] is to show ||V Py, n, (|P1f]%?)[|2 = 1 and in order to control the high frequency piece one needs the
assumption ¢ > 2 (so as to use |V|!T€-derivative for ¢y > 0 sufficiently small). Our approach here is different:
namely we will not use Danchin’s inequality and prove directly || V| (| Py f|9/?)|2 2 1 for some s sufficiently
small (depending on (¢q,n)). Together with some further interpolation argument we are able to settle the full
range 1 < ¢ < oo. One should note that in terms of lower bound the inequality (Z38)) is stronger than (Z7).

Proof. WLOG we can assume j = 1 and for simplicity write P;f as f. Assume first 0 < v < 2. Then for
some constant Cs , ~, 7(2 — ), we have (the rigorous justification of the computation below follows a smilar
argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.3))

Javr DI s = . [ i / - e L INUH LY
Lo, / D21) =720 w)

o=yl

dg-1) 1 (IS~ f () = |12 () A=) o2 1p12-1 012

> 2D Se,, [ MBI IO gy — 22Dy i3,
where in the last two steps we have used Lemma 2.4 and Lemma [2.3] respectively. One may then carefully take
the limit v — 2 to get the result for v = 2 (when estimating |||V|2 (| f|2 ' f)||2, one needs to split into |¢] < 1
and [¢] > 1, and use Lebesgue Dominated Convergence and Lebesgue Monotone Convergence respectively).
By the simple inequality | |f|*~f(x) = [F|21f(y)| = |If1#(2) = |f|* (v)], we also obtain [[[V|Z(|f[2~*f)]> >
119712 (1£12)]]2-

Next to show (27, we can use Remark 22 to obtain |||V|*g||2 ~gn 1 for any 0 < s < so(n) and g = |f|2 71 f.
Since ||g]l2 = 1 and ||Vygll2 S¢,» 1, a simple interpolation argument then yields |||V|®g||2 ~4,» 1 uniformly for
0<s<1.

Finally to show (2.8]), we first use the simple fact that |\V(|g|)|\2 < ||Vgll2 to get

IVI10F13)]12 Sq L

It then suffices for us to show [||V|*(|f|2)]l2 =g 1 for 0 < s < so(g,n) sufficiently small. To this end we
consider the quantity

16)= [ 9Pl do.
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For 0 < s < 1 this is certainly well defined since [[|V[*(|fDllq S IIfllg + IVUfDIlg S 1. To circumvent the
problem of differentiating under the integral, one can further consider the regularized expression (later N — o)

In(s) = / V) Pen (D11 d
.
Then
Ins) = Ix0) = [ / (T3P (| f)d8F1* e, To(€) = 3¢ log é].

Define Tg(l)(f) = §¢15(log €]) - xj¢j<1/10 and T§(2) =T; — Tg(l). It is not difficult to check that uniformly in
0<5<3,

|| aa T(l < 1
sup ma n 1.
sup, max (€] *10g (757 (©)) =

Thus by Hérmander we get ||} 1)P<N(|f|)||q Snog |fllg = 1. For T( ) one can use ||Vf||q < 1 to get an upper
bound which is uniform in 0 < § < . Therefore ||TsP<n(|f])llg Sgin 1 for 0 < § < 2. One can then obtain for
0 < s < so(g,n) sufficiently small that 1 <I(s) < 3. Finally view I(s) as

I(s) = lim |V| (Q<n(IF(@Q<n (1) dar,

N —o00

where @v(f) = G(27N¢), and § € C° satisfies q(x) > 0 for any z € R (such g can be easily constructed by

taking ¢(z) = ¢(x)2 which corresponds to § = ¢ * ¢). By using the integral representation of the operator |V|*
and a symmetrization argument (similar to what was done before), we can obtain

I(s) ~qun IIVIE(SI)I3

and the desired result follows.

Lemma 2.6. Let the dimension n > 1 and 0 <y < 2. Suppose g € L>(R"™) and for some No > 0, €9 > 0
191172 1¢1> no) = €0||§||ig(Rn)-
Then there exists to = to(€g, No,7y) > 0 such that for all 0 <t < tg, we have
— v _1 i
le™" Vgl < ez 0N g]|.
Consequently if g € L*(R™) satisfies ||g]l2 = C1 > 0, |||[V|*gll2 = C2 > 0 for some s > 0, then for any 0 < v < 2,
there exists to = to(C1,Ca,v,n,8) >0, co = ¢o(C1,Ca,v,m,s) > 0, such that
le™ ¥ gll2 < 7" g2
Proof. WLOG assume ||g||L§ = 1. Then

el ) N - 3 .
/ e 29O Pde < 1= 11132 (1e)< o) + € 2WgH9||%2(|g|>1\/0) <l-e+e Mg <1—e+(1- 5’51\73)60 < ecolat,

where in the last two steps we used the fact e™® ~ 1 — 2z + ””2—2 for x — 0+. The inequality for g follows from

the observation that |||§|S§(§)||L§(|§|§No) < 1 for Ny sufficiently small. O

Proposition 2.7. Let the dimensionn > 1,0 <~y <2 and 1 < g < oo. Then for any f € LYR™), any j € Z
and any t > 0, we have

le™ 1" Py flly < =P g,
where ¢ > 0 is a constant depending on (v, n,q).
Proof. WLOG assume j = 1 and write P, f simply as f. In view of the semigroup property of e~IVI" it suffices
to prove the inequality for 0 < ¢t <, 4,» 1. Denote e !WI"f = K « f and observe that K is a positive kernel
with [ K(z)dz = 1. Consider first 2 < g < oo. Clearly

| [ K@=l < [ K-yl
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By Lemma and Proposition 25 we then get
— s — s 9 —
e Y1 < Nle™ YT F12)I15 < eI F114.

For the case 1 < ¢ < 2, we observe

2(q—1)

I [ K@= oli@ldylzs < 1 Ko - i@l T ([ K@= pli@lan) T .

2(q

< N[ K=l ) T o I Ko=)l @) e,

— Y q —
< e AN - 112
Thus this case is also OK. O

For the next lemma we need to introduce some terminology. Consider a function F' : (0,00) — R. We shall
say F' is admissible if F' € C*° and

F®(2)| <prpa™, YE>0,0<z < oo

It is easy to check that F(x) = zF'(z) is admissible if F is admissible. A simple example of admissible function
is F(z) = e~® which will show up in the bilinear estimates later.
Lemma 2.8. Let 0 <y <1 and o(§,m) = [£]7 + 9" —|{+n]Y for &, n € R", n> 1. Then for 0 < [{] < 1,
[n| ~ 1, the following hold:

(1) |8?850(€777)| Sa,ﬁ,'y,n |€|77‘a|7 fO’f’ any c, ﬂ

(2) |6§‘(o_m)| Say,mon 1€)==l for any m > 1 and any o.

(3) 19g(F(to))| Saqymn,F |71l for any o, t > 0, and any admissible F.

(4) |8§°‘85(F(t0))| Samypmr €719 for any o, B, and any t > 0, F admissible.

Remark 2.9. The condition || < 1, |n] ~ 1 can be replaced by 0 < |¢] <1, |n| ~ 1, |+ 1| ~ 1.

Remark. This lemma also highlights the importance of the assumption 0 < v < 1. For 0 < v < 1, note
that the function g(x) = 14+ 27 — (1 + 2)” ~ min{z", 1}. By the triangle inequality, this implies o(&,n) >
€17+ 0" = (€] 4+ |n])” Z min{|£|7, |n|”} which does not vanish as long as |£| > 0 and || > 0. However for v = 1,
the phase o(&,n) = |€] + || — |€ + 7] no longer enjoys such a lower bound since o = 0 on the one-dimensional
cone £ = An, A > 0.

Proof. WLOG we consider dimension n = 1. The case n > 1 is similar except some minor changes in numerology.
(1) Note that for [¢] < 1, |n| ~ 1, we have

a(&n) =€ - 7/01 [+ 0772 (n + 0€)do - €.
Observe that
Iyo (&, m) = (OK) - &,

where we use the notation OK to denote any term which satisfy

10802 (OK)[ <1, Va,B.
This notation will be used throughout this proof. Thus for any 8 > 1, a > 0, we have

0gopo (& m)| < lg* el
On the other hand, if 8 =0 and a > 1, then clearly

02 (& m) = 0 (1€ — & +n")| < lg] 1.

(2) Observe that for |{| < 1 and |n| ~ 1, we always have o(§,n) 2 |£|7. One can then induct on «.
(3) One can induct on a. The statement clearly holds for v = 0. Assume the statement holds for o < m and
any admissible F'. Then for « = m + 1, we have

Oy (F(to)) = 0f*(F(to) -0 - Oco),

where F(z) = xF'(z) is again admissible. The result then follows from the inductive assumption, Leibniz and
the estimates obtained in (1) and (2).
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(4) Observe that 9, (1) = —o720,0 = 0~2¢ - (OK), and in general for 8 > 0,

B l — —m—1l¢em |
an(g)_();;ﬁa ¢ - (OK).

Note that for 8 > 1 the summand corresponding to m = 0 is actually absent (this is allowed in our notation
since we can take the term (OK) to be zero). Similarly one can check for any admissible F' and ¢ > 0,

O (F (o) = Y Fulto)- (2

0<m<p

)™ - (OK),

where F,,, are admissible functions. This then reduce matters to the estimate in (3). The result is obvious.

|
3. NONLINEAR ESTIMATES: H2™Y CASE FOR 0 <y < 1
Lemma 3.1. Set A= D" and s =2 — .

| . D(e”""Rtg - Ve A f)D%eM fda| Sy llgll e 1S 11703 - (3.1)

If supp(g) C B(0, Ng) for some Ny > 0, then
| . D* (e Rbg- Ve A f)D* e fdx| Sy N2 S13Ngllz + 11 e 11 ov - llgllz - Ny, (3.2)
| . D*(e R [ - Ve gD fd| Sy (If 11, - Nelgllz + N2 £ 13192, (3.3)
| . D* (e Rbg - Ve g D% fdw| Sy No* 2| gl30F 1l 221 <anve)- (3.4)

Remark 3.2. Note that if f is localized to |¢| > Ny, then the term NZ**2|| f||2||g|l2 can be dropped in (32) and

B3).

Proof. We first show (3.I)). For simplicity of notation we shall write R'g as g. Note that in the final estimates
the operator R+ can be easily discarded since we are in the L? setting. On the Fourier side we have the
expression of the LHS as (up to a multiplicative constant)

/ j¢[*ee IMHET= g () - (€ = n) f(& = n) F(=€)dgdn.
Observe that by a change of variable &€ — 7 — £ (and dropping the tildes), we have

/ (€ — m€[2oe 1€ fe ) F(—€)de

1

=3 / ((6 = mlgf2eemt Il =1 — glg — pp2oetUE=IE=) e — ) f(—€)de.

Denote

5(&,m) = e tnl” <(§ _ n)|§|2se—t(\£—n\”—\£\”) —&le— n|2se—t(|£|”—|£—n|”))7
Nigt.g*) = [ 5Eng g€ — g (- )dean.
We just need to bound N (g, f, f). By frequency localization, we have

N(g, f,f)= Z(N(gqu, [irs )+ N(g>jro, fi, f) + N(gj—9,j+9), [5; f))-

J
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Rewriting ZJ N(g>j+97 f]u f) = ZJ N(gjv f<j—97 f)7 we obtain

N(g, f,f)= Z(N(Qq—g,fj,f) + N(gj, f<j—o, f) +N(g[j79,j+9]7fjaf))
j
= Z(N(gq—g, fis fi—2,542)) + N (g5, f<i—9, fij—24+21) + N(g;i—9.+91 [4> f§j+11)>
= Z(N(g<<j7f~j,f~j) + N(gmijs f<jy fg) +N(9~j,f~j,fgj)),

where g«; corresponds to |n| < 27, g.; means |n| ~ 27, and g<; means |n| < 27, These notations are quite
handy since only the relative sizes of the frequency variables n, £ and & — n will play some role in the estimates.
Note that we should have written g«; as g«o; according to our convention of the notation < but we ignore
this slight inconsistency here for the simplicity of notation.

1. Estimate of N(g«j, f~j, f~j). Note that |n| < 27, [€ —n| ~ [€] ~ 27. Tt is not difficult to check that in
this regime

l5(&,m)| < (€ —n)|E]*s —€le —n|*)| - et +lE=nl"=1€]") | l€|1€ = n)?* - |e—t(|n|”+|£—n|7—|£|”) _ e—t(\ﬁ\”ﬂn\”—\ﬁ—n\””
< 2% || + €€ — 77|2S|e*t(|nlw+|£*nlwflélw) _ e*t(\E\”HnW*\E*nW)L
To bound the second term, we shall use Lemma More precisely, denote é = 27Uy, =279, T = 207¢,
F(z) = e *. Clearly (recall in Lemma 28 o(&,n) = [€]7 + 0|7 — |€ +n|7)
=t(|n|"+E=n"=1€]") _ =T +IE+al"~7") F(Tg(g,ﬁ _ @)7

—tET T =le=nl") = p(To (€, 7). (3.5)

Consider for 0 < 6 < 1, the function G(0) = F(To(&,7 — 6£)). By Lemma [2.§, we have

G |</ 05(F(To(E.7— 6))/db - 8] < 1] =2 7],
Thus

5(&,m)| < 2%95 - .

Then by taking € = v below (note that 0 < v < 1), we get
1> Ngejs frogs fi)l D225 (I fjllz - (I [Dgsl * 1 5] ll2)
J J

< 222j5 Nfillz - D9l gra-e - N fnill gre)

< ol T2 05
Here in the second inequality above, we have used the simple fact that

1A Bl S 1AL 1Bl oz < e Allz Bl e,
if supp(A) C {[¢| < 1}, supp(B) C {|¢] ~ 1}, and 6 < 1.

2. Estimate of N(g~;, f«j, f~j). In this case |n| ~ |£| ~ 27, | — n| < 27. Since s =2 — v € (1,2), in this
regime we have

(&) S 1€ —nl2%7° +27|¢ — nf** < 227°1€ — ).
Then
| N (g fin £i)l S 2751 G551 * 1Dl 2 - Ml £sll2
j j

S 222js||g~j”f{% DSl ga-g millz S gl 1% g
J
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3. Estimate of N(g~;, f~j, f<;). In this case [n] ~ € —n| ~ 27, [¢] < 27, and

1> N (ggs frogs F)l S D0 22215551 # | foosll o ID fs
i i
S D27 lgsllallfosllz - MEM2 D gyl e - 272
i

fIE

5 ||g||HS ets e
Now we turn to [.2). Choose Jy € Z such that 270~ < Ny < 270, Clearly by frequency localization,
N(gvaf):N(gvf§J07f§J0)+ Z N(gvajvf’Vj)'

J: 29> Ny

For the first term we have
IN(9, F<ao F<a)l S NoT UG * 1 F<aollzge I f< o
< N lglla | £115-

For the second term we can use the estimate of N(g«j, f~j, f~;) and take € = 3 to get

Y N i Pl S D 2% U fgllz - (1Dl el fosl )

j:2j>>N0 j:2j>>N()
2_
Sl gs W1 ey - Mlgllz- No
The estimates of (B3) and (B:4]) are much simpler. We omit details. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.]]

To simplify numerology we conduct the proof for the case ¢y = 1/2.
Step 1. A priori estimate. Denote A = %DV and f = €46 (It will be clear from Step 2 below that f is smooth
and well-defined, and the following computations can be rigorously justified.) Then f satisfies the equation

Ouf = —%va — e (Rre M f - ve ).

Take Jo > 0 which will be made sufficiently large later. Set Ny = 2/°. Then

1d,, . 1 ez ol - ‘
3 (1D Pasuf1B) + S ID 3Py fI3 == [ DA (Rt Te A pDU P2 , fa.

Now for convenience of notation denote
N(g1,92.93) = /DS(RLe_tAgl Ve ' gy)Doe' gsda.

Denote fn, = P2 f and f; = f — fu. Then clearly
N(f, f, fn) = N(fn, fr, frn) + N(fo, fr, fr.) + N(fno fo, fr) + N fi, fo)-

By Lemma B and noting that || f;(t)[|l2 < e™Vot||60]2, we get (see Remark B2)
22

NG IS Wl 150y + Wl l ez Vo 2 NS00l + 1y - N3N0 6012
NN g

This implies for 0 <t < N, 7,
d s 1 s s+1
FUD P I8)+ (5 = D Po 2 ) 1D P 1B
< ea - (NG 10ollz + No ™7 [160]13) - 1D° Ps sy £ 113 + 3 NG* 2116013,
where ¢, c2,c3 > 0 are constants depending only on 7.
Step 2. Approximation system. For n =1,2,3,-- -, define (™ as solutions to the system
{atm”) = P (RP_,0™ . VP_,00") — D7),

9(")})5:0 = P<n90.
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The solvability of the above regularized system is not an issue thanks to frequency cut-offs. It is easy to check
that 6(™) has frequency supported in [¢| < 2". For any integer Jy to be fixed momentarily, it is not difficult to
check that

1d
= — / D*(R+P,0™ - VP,,00")D*e"A P2 | e P ;0" dx.

1 5
‘DSP>JoetA6(n)”§) + §||DS+§P>J06tA9(n)H§

Now fix Jy sufficiently large such that
ClHDSP>J090||2 < 1/10
By using the nonlinear estimate derived in Step 1 (easy to check that these estimates hold for #(™) with slight

changes of the constants ¢; if necessary), one can then find Ty = To(7,60p) > 0 sufficiently small such that
uniformly in n tending to infinity, we have

To
sup ||etADSe<n>(t,-)||2+/ et 4D+ 0 (1, )| 2dt < 1.
0<t< Ty 0

. i1 . . T 442 .
By slightly shrinking Tp further if necessary and repeating the argument for A = 34 = £ D7, we have uniformly
in n tending to infinity,

sup ||e%tAD59(") t )2 < 1.
0<t<To

Step 3. Strong contraction of ) in C?L2. Denote 7,41 = 0n11 — 60,. Then (below for simplicity of notation
we write —R* as R)
Onn+1 = Pant1(RP<nt1Mnt1 - VPeny1ns1) — D'nnya
+ Pept1(RPcnt16n - VPeni10n) — Pen(RP<nby - VPoy0,) (4.1)
+ Pent1 (RP<pi10n - VP y1mn41)
+ Pepi1t (RP<pi1mnt1 - VPeny16y).

By using divergence—freeﬁ

/(IE]) “Mpardr = —/(P<n+1(RP<n+19nP<n+19n) — P<n(RP<n9nP<n9n)> - Vnpi1dx.
Clearly
||P<n+1(RP<n+19nP<n+19n) - P<n(RP<n9nP<n9n)H2
< [ Pant1(R(Pant1 — Pen)b0nPeang10n) |2 + [| Pant1(RP<pOn(P<ngr — P<n)bn) |2
+ [[(P<nt1 = Pan)(RP<nbn Peny)||2
S 276013 + 27 B0l S 27T,
where we have used the uniform Sobolev estimates in Step 2. Note that || Vnut1lle S |0nllm2-~ +|0ns1 || g2+ S 1.
It follows that,
1d

§£H77n+1|\§ + | D3 ||3 < /(RP<n+177n+1 *VP<ni10n)P<pi1fnirdr + const-27"

S const 27" + /(RP<n+17’]n+1 . VP>JDP<n+19n)P<n+1T]n+1dI

+ /(RP<n+177n+1 : VP§J0P<n+19n)P<n+177n+ld$

S2 A llmnality gy VP s Pensaballz

4

+ 17113 - 227016512
S27" 4 ID2nrall3 - 1D°Pogybnlla + 227 70 3.

1One can avoid using the incompressibility and directly derive contraction in L? by using slightly more complicated arguments.
For simplicity of presentation we do not pursue this generality here.
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By using the nonlinear estimates in Step 2, one can choose Jy sufficiently large (one can slightly shrink Ty
further if necessary) such that the term ||D*Px j,0,||2 becomes sufficiently small (to kill the implied constant
pre-factors in the above inequality) and close the L? estimate. It is then easy to establish the desired strong
contraction of (™) — @ in CYL2.

Step 4. Higher norms. By using the estimates in previous steps, we have for any 0 < t < Tp,

||Dse%tA9H§ < limsup HDSe%tAP<N9||§ = limsup lim HDSe%tAP<N9(n)(t)H§ < B1 < o0,
N—oco - N—oo T—700 -

where the constant B; > 0 is independent of ¢.

It follows easily that for any 0 < s’ < s,

1D e (8 (t) = 6(t)) | Loz — 0, asn — oo,

This implies f(t) = e'40(t) € COH? for any s' < s. To show f € COH? it suffices to consider the continuity
at t = 0 (for t > 0 one can use the fact estAf e L H? which controls frequencies |¢| > t71/7, and for the
part [§] < t=1/7 one uses CYL2). Since we are in Hilbert space setting with weak continuity in time, the strong
continuity then follows from norm continuity at ¢ = 0 which is essentially done in Step 1.

5. NONLINEAR ESTIMATES FOR BESOV CASE: 0 <y <1

For o = (&, 1) we denote the bilinear operator
T(fo)@) = [ [ atem©atme= < dedn
Rd JRE

Lemma 5.1. Suppose supp(o) C {(&,n) : [§| < 1, C% < |nl < C1} for some constant C1 > 0. Let ng =

2d+[d/2]+1 and Qo = {(&,n) : 0 < |§] < 1, C% <|n| < C1}. Suppose o € C*°.(Q) and for some A; >0

loc

sup sup  [¢]n[1?|0g o) a(¢,m)| < Au.
ol <[d/2]+1 (€m) €90
|8]<2d

Then for any 1 < p; < 00, 1 < py < o0, f,g € S(RY),

IT6(f, 9llr Sa.cr,a101.00 [F 1o ll9lpss

here L = L 4+ L.
w T P1+;D2

Similarly if supp(a) C {(&,n) : C‘% < €| < Oy, C‘% < |n| < Cy} = Q for some constants Cy, Cy > 0. Suppose
o € CHMY(Qy) and for some A; >0

loc

sup sup  [¢[1*n|logal (& m)| < Ay
la|+]B]<4d+1 (€,m)€Q

Then for any 1 < p; < 00, 1 <ps < o0, f,g € S(RY),

ITo(f: 9llr Sa.6,.6,. 400100 1 o1 1952
1 4 1

1 _—
where = s

Proof. For the first case see Theorem 3.7 in [3]. The idea is to make a Fourier expansion in the 7-variable:

o) = 3oL [ olee T g T )

L L
kezd (=331

)

where L = 8C; and x € C°((—%,£)?) is such that x(n) = 1 for 1/C; < [n| < C;. A rough estimate on
the number of derivatives required is ng = 2d + [d/2] + 1. Note that » > 1/2 and (by paying 2d derivatives)
2dr > d so that the resulting summation in k converges in {"-norm. For the second case, one can make a Fourier

expansion in (&, 7). O

Remark 5.2. Fort >0,0< vy <1, j € Z, consider

A +Inl"=1€+nI7)

oo(&,m) = et X|&|~23 X|n|~29 X|e4n| <27 -
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By using the estimates ||f_1(et|5|7x|§|<<1)||1 = ||]-'_1(e|5|7x Dl Set (e < 1), ||]:_1(e_t‘5wx\g\~1)||1 S

lel<ty 77
e~ ¢t (C ~ 1), we have for any 1 < r,py, ps < oo with % = p% + p%?

23
1 Too (£, )l Svia € f lpallgllpe < 1o 9l

where ¢ > 0 is a small constant. Denote

=t +nl" = 1€+n]7)

o1(§,m) =e X|gl<2 X|n|~2i s

— Y Y v
oa(€,m) = e eIl
_ Y v ol
0_3(6777) —e t(1€17+nl7 =1&+n] )X\E\~2jX\7]\N2jX‘E+n|N2j'
By using Lemma [(.J] Lemma 2.8 and some elementary computations, it is not difficult to check that for any
%<r<oo,1<p1,p2<oo,with%:p%+p%,

16, (f, Dllr Sviprpea [flpillgllpey VI=1,2,3.
We shall need to use these inequalities (sometimes without explicit mentioning) below.
Fixt>0,j5€Z,0<vy<1, and denote
Bj(f.9) =[P;e'”" e """ R f] - Ve g
=Pjet?" (et REf Ve P g) — e P RLF .V Pg.
For integer Jy > 10 which be made sufficiently large later, we decompose
B;(f,9)
= Bj(f<s+2,9<iot+4) + Bi(f<iot2, 95 s0+4) + Bj(f>s042: 9<so+2) + Bji(f> 1042, 9> 7042)
= Bj(f<ior2,9<iora) + Bi(frro+2,7044) 9<go+2) + Bi(f<iot2, 9> 00+4) + Bi(f> 1014, 9<io2) + Bj(f> 1042, 9> J942)-

Lemma 5.3. Bj(f<j,12,9<s,+4) = 0 and Bj(fj42,J0+4]s 9<sotr2) = 0 for j > Jo +6. For j < Jo+ 6 and
1 <p<oo,

1Bj (f<o+2: 9o+ lp + 1Bi (fras2,s0 14 9<0+2) lp S €O (| Peggrao fl7 + 1 P<ao10913),
where ¢; > 0 depends on (Jo,p,7).

Proof. We only deal with B;(f<j,+2,9<J,+4) as the estimate for B;(f{s,+2,7,+4]» 9<Jo+2) is similar and therefore
omitted. Clearly for j < Jy + 6 (below the notation co—, p+ is defined in the same way as in (2.])),

_+D? 2
e P RY f< gtz - VPig< il S IR F<gorallps 27| P< ot 109)loo— S 27000 (| P< g0 112 + | P<sos 1091 2)-
Here p+ is needed for p = 1 so that the Riesz transform can be discarded. On the other hand for j < Jy + 6,
p p J
[Pt (e " R f gy - Ve ™ g< gy ra)lp Se T (| P<sygro I + 1 P<so+109117)-
O

Lemma 5.4. For j < Jp+6 and 0 <t <1,

—tD"Y

1B (f<iot2, 9> do+a)llp S c2lle F<sor2llpllgso+allp-

Forj>Jy+6,t>0and1<p< o0,
I1Bj(f<aor2s 9> ao+a)llp S c2 - 22°F (| P<gosa fFllpllag—2. 42 llp + c2(t + )| P<sgr2fllp - 27 [l gp—2,542) I,
where co > 0 depends on (p, Jo), and the notation 0+ is defined in the paragraph preceding (Z1).

Proof. The first inequality for j < Jp+6 is obvious. Consider now j > Jy+6. Observe that by frequency localiza-

tion Bj(f<so+2: 9> 1+4) = Bj(f<ro+2, P> o+a9[j—2,j+2))- We just need to consider Ty (R* f<jot2, VP5 1449 -2,j+2])
with €] <« 279, |n| ~ 27, and

a(&,m) = [p(277 (& +m))e UETHIIT=IERAT — 627 m)e ™51 | x ¢ i X s
= (¢(277 (€ +m)) — p(277m))eUHIITZERM g o
— (2T (e~ —lern) _ o—lel"

=:01(§,m) + 02(§, 7).

X|¢| <29 X|n|~27
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By Lemma [5.] it is easy to check that for some ¢3 > 0 depending on (Jp, p),
T, (R* f<ggt2, VP gytagj-2,42)lp S |1ORY f<soalloo—l19h-2.5421 o+ S 2 - 27| Pegorafllpllgy—2,+21 1o
On the other hand for o9, we introduce for 0 < 7 <1
F(r) = e WM +r(al"=I&t0") - Fy (1) = |+ 7€),

Then observe

1
F(1) - F(0) = F'(0) +/O F'(r)(1 — 7)dr
— (g 1l = ) + / F()2 ([ — 1€+ n[")2(1 — 7)dr

1 1
= te” g2 (- €) + eI / FY'(r)(1 = r)dr + / F(r)e(In]" = |& +nl")*(1 - 7)dr.
0 0

It is then clear that
— Y s
175, (leSJDJrQa VP>Jo+4g[j—27j+2])||:D Stlle P 8RLf§JO+2||oo '2”||9[j—2,j+2]||p
+2/0-1) 't||€_tD752RLf§Jo+2||oo—||9[j—2.j+2]||p+
+ 2= t2||67tDW82le§Jo+2||oof||9[j—2,j+2] llp+

Sea (E+ ) Psorafllp - 2771 g1—2,542lp-

Lemma 5.5. Let 1 <p<oo. Forj < Jy+6,0<t<1, we have

— Y
I1B5(f> so+4: 9<aor2)llp S calle™P fosorallpllg<sorallp-
For j > Jy+6 and any t > 0, we have
1B (f>t0+4, 9<aot2)llp S €2 - 27| P<gor2gllpll fij—2. 542 s
In the above ¢y > 0 depends on (v,p, Jo).
Proof. The estimate for j < Jy + 6 is obvious. Observe that for j > Jy + 6,
Bj(f> o+ 9<aot2) = Pyet? (e 7P RYPu goia fija 1oy - Ve P Peyyiag).
Thus by Lemma [5.1]

1B (f> 1044 9<do+2)lp S IR fii—2, 42 lp+ |V P<sor29llso— S €227 (| P< syragllpll fij—2,5+21 1p-

Lemma 5.6. Denote f* = f< .12, g" = g>jy12. Then for j > Jo, 1 <p < oo, 0 <y < 1, we have

h _h j h h j h h j k-2 rh h
1B;(f* 9")lp < 2771 f |‘Bl+%fw||g[j72,j+2]”p+2J’Y”g IIBH%ﬂIIfoz,m]IIp+2J > 2P lgr -
poee poee k>j+8

Proof. Write
Bj(f".g") = Bj(ij—wgh) + Bj(f[};—2,j+9]7gh) + Bj(f§j+9agh)

= B, (ij—m 9{}—2,j+2]) + Bj(f[}]l‘—2,j+9] ] 92‘—4) + Bj (f[];‘—2,j+9]79[};‘—4,j+12]) + Z Bj(fl?a gh)
k>j+10

1)+ @) +6)+ @)

Estimate of (1). We can write (1) = Tg(leﬁjfz, Vg ) with

h
[1—2,5+2]

§+mn .\ _ n., _ _ _
a(&,m) = (&( 57 )—(b(g))e Her+ Il ‘E+”'W)X|s|<<2j><|n|~2j—¢(§)(e HIEP+ " =1etn™) — e=HEM )y ¢ cos X e -
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By an argument similar to that in Lemma 5.4 we get
— ol 1 ¥ — — Y
Il S NOR S5 alloo-llgfs—2 s lp+ + tlle™ P ORY F2;_olloe - 277 lg) I + 2707V -t P PR 2 o)l oo llg} llp+
; — _ Y
+ 270D 2T PP REFL oo |l9] llp+
<2m||f I 1+——w||9[};‘—2,j+2}||p-
Estimate of (2). Clearly
Tipl _—tDY ch T
(2) :PjetD (R-e P f[j72,j+9] Ve P 9<j— 4)-

Thus

1)y S 12550l 1V 92 —alloo— < Nlg" I - 7+22”||f[J 2,j+9)lp-

Estimate of (3). Clearly

13)lp < 277" I 212 il

pao

Estimate of (4). We first note that

S Nl PR -V Piglly S 2N vz gl ool (5.1)
k>j5+10 Byl

On the other hand by using that R+ f is divergence-free, we have

Z PjetDWV . <(etDWRLf,?)(etDwg[}}cz,kjLz]))

k>3j+10 p
i1 £h h
S Z 27| fi ||2p||9[k72,k+2]||2p
k>;j+10
j k-2 ¢h h
S Z 2% (£ lp - Nlgwllp-
k>j+8

6. PROOF OF THEOREM
1— 2
Recall that initial data 6y € Bp,qwr”, 1<p<oo,0<y<landl<g< 0.

Lemma 6.1. Let x € C®(R?) and 6y € B} (R?) with 1 < p < 00, 1 < ¢ < o0, s > 0. Let (M), be a
sequence of positive numbers such that inf, /\ > 0. Then

lim_sup|| P> s, (X(\'2) Pent2bo ) |5, = 0.

Jo~>oon
Proof. Write f = x(\,'z), g = P<ni26o, then

f9=> (figei—2+gif<i—2+ £id:);

JEL
where g; = gj_2, j12)- Clearly
(2js||fjg<j72||p)lg(j2Jo) N ||9||p||32[5]+2f||oo(27j(2[s]+275))l§(j2,10) -0,
uniformly in n as Jy — oo. A similar estimate also shows that the diagonal piece f;§; is OK. On the other hand
(27| f<j—293llp)i2 52 00) S N Flloo (271 Pj0l1p )12 (j.00) — O,

uniformly in n as Jy — oc.
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Step 1. Definition of approximating solutions. Define 8(°) = 0. For n > 0, define the iterates #("*1) as
solutions to the following system

20t = —RE9() . vt — Dre(ntl) (1) € (0,00) x R?;
oY) = X(A\, ') P<pi260,

t=0

where x € C2°(R?) satisfies 0 < y < 1 for all o, x(z) = 1 for |#| < 1, and x(x) = 0 for |z| > 2. Here we
introduce the spatial cut-off x so that 8*+1) (¢t = 0) € H* for all £k > 0 when we only assume 6y lies in L? type
spaces. The scaling parameters \,, > 1 are inductively chosen such that A, > max{4X,_1,2"} and

1001l Lo (j2)> 2 an) < 27100,

Easy to check that
16+ 0) = 0 (O)lp S 27,
3

2
55

[0 (0) = 00 (0) 5, S 27T (6.1)

and by interpolation for 0 < § <1 —~ + =04,

Also by Lemma [6.1], we have

[0 FD(0) — 6] 1 2 =0, asn— oc.
B P

P,q
These estimates will be needed for the contraction estimate later.
Clearly we have the uniform boundedness of LP norm:

sup sup (07D (t)]], < sup || P<nt2bollp S 1[60]l,-
n>00<t<oo n>0

This will be often used without explicit mentioning below.
Step 2. Denote A = 2D7, f("*1(t) = et49(+1) (¢). Then

atf(nJrl) — _Af(nJrl) _ etA(RLeftAf(n) . veftAf(nJrl)).

One can view f("*1) as the unique limit of the sequence of solutions ( A +1))$:1

6tf7(7?+1) _ _Af7(711+1) _ etAPSm(RJ_e—tAf(n) . ve—tAP%m 7(7?+1))7
0] = X0 2) Pentato.

solving the reguarized system

By using the estimates in Section 2 (and the inductive assumption that f (n) ¢ CYH* for all k > 0), we can then
obtain f(*1) ¢ CY([0,T], H*) for all T > 0, k > 0. Write

t
f(n+l)(t) — e—tAf(n-i-l)(O) _ / e—(t—s)AesA(RJ_e—sAf(n) . Ve_SAf("H))ds.
0

By using the fact that f("), f(»+1) ¢ CYH* it is not difficult to check that
sup [|%fP ()], < 00, YT >0,k >0.
0<t<T

It follows that for any 7" > 0

sup (| f "V < sup [IDYFOTV, + et (Rem A Vet FHD)||, < oo

0<t<T 0<t<T
This together with interpolation implies f(**Y € C?([0,T], W¥*®) for any T > 0, k > 0. These estimates
establish the (a priori) finiteness of the various Besov norms and associated time continuity needed in the
following steps.

Step 3. Besov norm estimates. Denote f;"H) = ij("“). For any ey > 0, we show that there exists J;
sufficiently large, and T3 > 0 sufficiently small, such that

T TR
sup (2D S s eto i g2) < <o (6.2)
Clearly for each j € Z,
atfj§"+1) _ _%Dyf;nJrl) _ PjetA(RJ_e—tAf(n) . Ve_tAf(n+l)).
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Then by using Lemma 2.1] we get for some constants Cy>0,Cy >0,
(A ) + Cr27 £l < Col|[Pret, e AR £ Vet A FO ],

Take an integer Jy > 10 which will be made sufficiently large later. By using the nonlinear estimates derived
before (see Lemma [5:3H5.6), we then obtain

Ol < OO+ [ O N
where for some constants Cs > 0, Cy > 0, Cs > 0,
Nj = Li<ts - Cs - (IP<so1of 12 + [Pesosr0f TV + 110012) + Lis o6 - Ca - 27 (1 P<sora f Ol £ o)
+ s ste - Co (2 Py pa OISl + 8l Pegiaf Ol - 2710 )

n+1 n
+ C52]V(||P>Jo+2f( I 1+2—v||P>Jo+2f[J 2 g+2] ||p + ||P>Jo+2f( I ||Bl+2—v||P>Jo+2f[J 2,j+9]1lp ” )

p,00

n 1
+C520 7 VP g f 1 Po gy -
k>j5+8

Denote
LF D g, = @D Ve eetoiry, s )
One should note that by the estimates derived in Step 2, the above norm of f(”“) is finite. Then for 0 < T <1,
LF D g, < @D DO [p)is 3 50) + CRTN00lI2 + Cr - 273707 - e g1, - (1™ |1, + 1l 7,0)
CD T80l [L " g0 + Call £ s | £

where Cgi), Cf,? > 0 are constants depending on (Jy,7,p,q), C1, C2 > 0 are constants depending only on
(7,p,q), and C5 > 0 depends only on ~.
By Lemma [6.1] one can find Jy sufficiently large such that

. 1
9i(1=7+3) 1 £(n+1) . <
iglg( 157 O)lp)ie (5> 7o) 100C5”
1
Cr 27277101+ o) < 55
Fix such Jp and then choose T'= Ty < 1 such that
1 1
COT160]2 < ——=, C3-277.Ty < —, CP1y)0 —
Jo 0” OHp < 100027 3 < 100 Jo 0” OHP < 20
The inductive assumption is || £z, 7, < ﬁ. Then clearly
1 1 1 1 1 1
(n+1) < - 4= 4 fntD TN A G Y| 2| £(n41)
||f ||T0>J0 —_ 10002 + 10002 + 20||f ||T07J0 + 20 402 20||f ||T0>J0 + 4||f ||TO7J0'

This easily implies || £ V|7, 7, < ﬁ which completes the argument.
The statement (6.2) clearly follows by a slight modification of the above argument.

Step 4. Contraction in B, where so > 0 is a sufficiently small number.

Remark. We chose the space COBO+ since it contains LP and its norm coincides with the usual Chemin-Lerner

space LOOBSj‘)O (see ([63)). This way one can make full use of the smoothing effect of the linear semigroup on
each dyadic frequency block which is needed for this critical problem.

Set p(nt1) = fr+1) _ #(n) Then
am(nﬂ) _ _An(n-‘rl) _ etA(RJ_e—tAn(n) . ve—tAf(nJrl)) _ etA(RJ_e—tAf(n—l) . ve—tAn(nH))_
It is easy to check for 0 <t < Ty, J; € Z,
Ocll P2 Pllp Sy 0™l lLF " loom + 1F D oo IV
< Oy - (0™l + 0T V1p),
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where Cry, 5, is a constant depending only on (6o, Ji, 70,7, p,q). Here we used the estimates obtained in Step
3. On the other hand for j > J;, denoting n§"+1) = Pjn(™*1) | we have

OVl + Cr27 [0V, S [ PetA(REe A - Vet A D), 4 [|[Pret4, REemtA fm ] yemtAp(n
We now need a simple lemma.

Lemma 6.2. Let0<t<1,1<p< oo, J; >10. We have for any j > J1,

_ _ 2_g ; )
Pt (R - Ve A )y S 25| fy oy lolnll gzo, + 27 I giall - (2772 fillp )iz m2m)
J = j j k(2—s
+ 220D | Py, fllp - 2T Iz el + 2 lnllgzo. D 2567 fr—anra
k>j+4

A —tA —tA —tA ; .
1Pt (REe™ - Ve ) — REe™ A f - VP, < 2ﬂ||f>2J1||Bl+§ﬂ||77[j—2,j+2]||p +Cr - f<znllp - 2 2,521l
p,00
1 (142 — 1 k(22—
+Coy - thf<anllp - 27l + Inll o - 203N P fs sl + 2l gz, 328G Szl
k>j+4
where Cj, is a constant depending on J;.

Proof of Lemma[G.Z. For the first inequality we denote N;(g,h) = Pjet4(Rte tg - Ve *4h). By frequency
localization, we write

N;(n, f) = Nj(n<j-2, fj—2.44+21) + Ni(pj—zjsa)s f<jes) + D Ni(ms f—2,m42))-
k>jt+4

Clearly

; 2 _
IN;(n<j—2, fi—2.4+2)lp S 20| fy—2gelptIn<salloom S 2227 fy_a juayllnllmll pio.,

For the second term we split f as f = f<sj, + f>35,- Then

. Soe 2 2 1
|V (pi—2.5430 f<irs)llp S 27 Inpi—2.543 lp - (270 7+”)||fj||p)l?°(j22J1) + 237 | Pes g £l - 279% |2, 431l p-

For the diagonal piece, we have

k2 k(2
S N Finir)le S2 S 2 el sl £ Pl 3 250 f il
k>j+4 k>j+4 k>j+4

The second inequality is similar to Lemma 5.6l We omit repetitive details. O
It is clear that for any T > 0,
1™ o o o,y ~ 1P<1n™ Ve ooy + @ 0" Vllp )izt eefo.r), =2
= [P<in™ | e oo,y + @70 IS p)ise e eefo.r1,522) (6.3)

where the implied constant (in the notation “~") depends only on (sg,p).
By this simple observation, using Lemma 6.2l (6.2]), (61), and choosing first J; sufficiently large and then T}
sufficiently small, we obtain

n 1 n —nao
Int +1)||ch;?x, [0,11]) < §||77( )||ch;?oo([o,T1] + Co, - 2777,

where Cp, is a constant depending on (6, so,p,7,¢) and oo > 0 depends on (sg,v,p). This clearly yields the
desired contraction in the Banach space CP([0, 1], Bi,,).

Step 5. Time continuity in Bp,q . By the previous step and interpolation, we get f() converges strongly
to the limit f also in C?B;:l([O,Tl]) forany 0 <s' <1—7y+ 3 2 We still have to show f € COB1 e ?([0, T1])).

Since f(™ — f in CYLP we only need to consider the high frequency part. Denote s =1— v+ 12). By using the
estimates in Step 3 and strong convergence in each dyadic frequency block, we have for any M > 10,

Z 2qu||f]||L°°Lp ([0,71]) — nll{r;o Z 2]Sq||f n)HLcoLP ([0,71]) < Al < 00,
1<j<M 1<j<M
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where A; > 0 is a constant independent of M. Thus ||(fj)||l§L;?°L£(j21,te[o,Tl]) < 0o. Since P<y f € C?B;yq for
any M, and

1

. q
1P<atf — Penr fllooss S ( > 2jsq||fj||ngoLg> =0, asM' >M — oo,
M-2<G<M/+2

we obtain f € CYBj ,.
Remark. An alternative argument to show time continuity is to use directly ([6.2)) to get time continuity at ¢ = 0.

1— 2
For ¢ > 0 one can proceed similarly as the last part of Section 3 and show e€4! f € LfOB@qVJr’) for some €y > 0
small and use it to “damp” the high frequencies.

4z
Step 6. Set 0(t) = e *4 f(t,-). Clearly 0 € C?B,l,,qwr”. Recall §,, = et f,,(t,-). In view of strong convergence
of f, to f, we have 6,, — 6 strongly in C?B;:l forany 0 < ¢ <1—~+ %. Since for any 0 < tg < t < Ty we have

t
9(n+1)(t) _ e—(t—tO)D"’e(n-i-l)(tO) _/ V. e—(t—s)D"’ (RJ_H(n)e(n-i-l))(S)dS

to
Taking the limit n — oo yields

O(t) = e (10D g(¢) — / t Ve (9D (RL0(5)0(s))ds. (6.4)

to
It should be mentioned that the above equality holds in the sense of L? and even stronger topology. It is easy
to check the absolute convergence of the integral on the RHS since

IV - e C=IPN(RE0()0(5)) ]l < (8 = )7 HIDEIH(REO(5)0())lp < (8= ) HNOG)I% 2

Thus 6 is the desired local solution. One can regard ([€4) (together with some regularity assumptions) as a
variant of the usual mild solution. Note that 6; = P;0 is smooth, and one can easy deduce from the integral
formulation ([6.4) the point-wise identity:

010, = —DV0; — V - P;(0R:0).

From this one can proceed with the localized energy estimates and easily check the uniqueness of solution in

1—y+2 . .
CtOBppg ?. We omit details.

Remark. Much better uniqueness results can be obtained by exploiting the specific form of R+# in connection
with the H~1/2 conservation law for inviscid SQG. Since this is not the focus of this work, we will not dwell on
this issue here.
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