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METASTABILITY FOR THE DISSIPATIVE QUASI-GEOSTROPHIC

EQUATION AND THE NON-LOCAL ENHANCEMENT

HUI LI AND WEIREN ZHAO

Abstract. In this paper, we study the metastability for the 2-D linearized dissipative quasi-
geostrophic equation with small viscosity ν around the quasi steady state θsin = e−νt sin y.
We proved the linear enhanced dissipation and obtained the dissipation rate. Moreover, the
new non-local enhancement phenomenon was discovered and discussed. Precisely we showed
that the non-local term re-enhances the enhanced diffusion effect by the shear-diffusion
mechanism.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we study the 2D dissipative quasi-geostrophic (QG) equation on the torus
T
2
δ =

{
(x, y) : x ∈ T2πδ, y ∈ T2π

}
with 0 < δ < 1:

(1.1)

{
∂tΘ+ ν(−∆)sΘ+ V · ∇Θ = 0,
V = (−R2, R1)Θ.

Here s ∈ (0, 1], ν > 0 is the dissipative coefficient, Θ : T
2
δ → R is a real-valued scalar

function represents the potential temperature, V is the fluid velocity and R1 = ∂x(−∆)
1

2 and

R2 = ∂y(−∆)
1

2 are the Riesz transforms in T
2
δ . The cases s > 1

2 , s =
1
2 , and s <

1
2 are called

sub-critical, critical, and super-critical respectively.
It is easy to see that the system (1.1) has a quasi steady state

θsin = e−νt sin y, Vsin = (e−νt cos y, 0).

To understand the long time behavior of the solution with initial data Θin close to sin y, it
is natural to introduce the perturbation Θ = θsin + θ and V = Vsin + U . Then (θ, U) solves
the following system:

{
∂tθ + Lν,s(t)θ = −U · ∇θ
U = (−R2, R1)θ,

where

Lν,s(t) = ν(−∆)s + e−νt cos y∂x(1− (−∆)−
1

2 ).

From which one can derive the linearized QG equation:
{
∂tθ + Lν,s(t)θ = 0

θ|t=0 = θin.
(1.2)

Taking Fourier transform in x of (1.2), we get that for α 6= 0

(1.3)

{
∂tθ̂ + ν(−∆α)

sθ̂ + iαe−νt cos y
(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
θ̂ = 0,

θ̂|t=0 = θ̂in.
1
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Here |α| ≥ c0 > 1 is the wave number and ∆α = ∂yy −α
2. We also denote the linear operator

by

Lα,ν,s = ν(−∆α)
s + iαe−νt cos y

(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
.

In this paper, we mainly study the long time behavior of the solutions to (1.3).

1.1. Historical comments. The 2-D dissipative quasi-geostrophic (QG) equation is de-
rived from the study of geophysical fluid dynamics [29] and attracted a lot of attention from
mathematicians as it it serves as a lower dimensional model of the 3-D Navier-Stokes equa-
tions [10]. The existence of global regular solutions for the sub-critical QG equation was
given by Constantin-Wu [11] and Resnick [30]. For the critical case, the global regularity
was proved independently by Kiselev-Nazarov-Volberg [22] and Caffarelli Vasseur [6]. While
for the super-critical case, whither solutions stay regular or can blow up is still open, and
Dabkowski-Kiselev-Silvestre-Vicol [15] proved global regularity for the slightly super-critical
QG equation. For more results about QG equation, we refer to [9, 21, 23].

Metastability is common in viscous fluid, which is a quasi-stable state of a dynamical system
other than the system’s state of least energy. A famous example is the Kolmogorov flow for
the 2-D incompressible Navier-Stokes equations. The previous studies [3, 14, 25, 28, 34] have
shown that the solution with initial data closed to (cos y, 0) will approach to the so called
bar states in a much shorter time than the diffusive time O( 1ν ). Then they dominate the
dynamics for very long time intervals. Afterwards they decay on the diffusive time scale. See
[2] for a similar phenomena for Burgers equation with small viscosity.

A reasons for metastability is the so called enhanced dissipation. It is sometimes referred to
by modern authors as the ‘shear-diffusion mechanism’. This decay rate is much faster than
the diffusive decay of e−νt. The mechanism leading to the enhanced dissipation is due to
the mixing. Generally speaking, the sheared velocity sends information to higher frequency,
the diffusion term ‘kill’ the information in the higher frequency. The degeneracy rate of
sheared velocity is corresponding to the lowest speed how the information moves to higher
frequency, which leads to the different enhanced dissipation rates [1, 4, 12, 32]. Also the
stronger diffusion gives stronger enhanced dissipation [19]. We refer to some recent results
for the enhanced dissipation phenomena of different flows in the fluid motions: Couette flow
[5, 8, 26, 27], Poiseuille flow [13, 16] and other flows [18, 24].

In this paper we proved the enhanced dissipation for the linearized dissipative QG equa-
tions. Moreover we discovered and studied the non-local enhancement phenome-

non, which means that, the non-local term re-enhances the enhanced dissipation.

1.2. Main results. Our first result is the linear enhanced dissipation for the critical case:

Theorem 1.1 (Critical case). Suppose that θ solves (1.2) with s = 1
2 . Then there exists

ν0 ≤ 1, c > 0, C > 1 such that for 0 < ν < ν0 and 0 ≤ t ≤ C−1ν−1, it holds that

‖θ 6=(t)‖L2(T2
δ)

≤ Ce−cν
3
5 t‖θin‖L2(T2

δ)

where θ 6=(t, x, y) = θ(t, x, y)− 1
2πδ

∫
T2πδ

θ(t, x, y)dy.

In order to show the non-local enhancement phenomenon, we also studied a toy model and
proved the following result.

Theorem 1.2 (Toy model). Suppose that θ solves
{
∂tθ + cos y∂xθ + ν(−∆)

1

2 θ = 0
θ|t=0 = θin.
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Then there exists ν0 ≤ 1, c > 0, C > 1 such that for 0 < ν < ν0, it holds that

‖θ 6=(t)‖L2(T2
δ)

≤ Ce−cν
2
3 t‖θin‖L2(T2

δ)

where θ 6=(t, x, y) = θ(t, x, y)− 1
2πδ

∫
T2πδ

θ(t, x, y)dy.

We also study the linearized subcritical QG which is similar to the linearized Navier-Stokes
equation. We find that the different non-local terms will affect the enhanced dissipation rate.

Theorem 1.3 (Subcritical case). Suppose that θ solves (1.2) with s = 1. Then there exists

ν0 ≤ 1, c > 0, C > 1 such that for 0 < ν < ν0 and 0 ≤ t ≤ C−1ν−1, it holds that

‖θ 6=(t)‖L2(T2
δ)

≤ Ce−cν
3
7 t‖θin‖L2(T2

δ)

where θ 6=(t, x, y) = θ(t, x, y)− 1
2πδ

∫
T2πδ

θ(t, x, y)dy.

1.3. Discussion. Let us first introduce the generalized linear operator

Lα,ν,s,s̃ = ν(−∆α)
s + iα cos y(1− (−∆α)

−s̃)

and

LS
α,ν,s = ν(−∆α)

s + iα cos y

with s, s̃ > 0. Let

Bα,s̃ = cos y
(
1− (−∆α)

−s̃
)
, BS = cos y,

Aα,s̃ = −[∂y, Bα,s̃] = sin y
(
1− (−∆α)

−s̃
)
, AS = −[∂y, B

S] = sin y.

We summary the results in the following table.

Operator Parameters Dissipation rate Equations Reference

(1) Lα,ν,s,s̃ s = s̃ = 1 e−cν
1
2 t Linearized Navier-Stokes [20, 33, 34]

(2) LS
α,ν,s s = 1 e−cν

1
2 t Transport diffusion [3, 19]

(3) Lα,ν,s,s̃ s = 1, s̃ = 1
2 e−cν

3
7 t Linearized sub-critical QG this paper

(4) Lα,ν,s,s̃ s = s̃ = 1
2 e−cν

3
5 t Linearized critical QG this paper

(5) LS
α,ν,s s = 1

2 e−cν
2
3 t Transport fractional diffusion this paper

Comparing the results listed above, we have the following observations:

• The non-local term in Case (1) does not affect the dissipation rate.
• The result (3) in comparison with result (1) and (2), indicates that the non-local
term accelerates the dissipation rate. Similar phenomenon happens in the fractional
diffusion case, which can be found in result (4) and (5). Actually the non-local term
is a compact perturbation to the non-self-adjoint operator LS

α,ν,s. However, the non-
self-adjoint operator is sensitive to the compact perturbations.

• The stronger diffusion term leads to the faster decay rate. Indeed by modifying our
proof, one can obtain that for 0 < s ≤ 1,

∥∥∥e
−tL

α,ν,s, 1
2

∥∥∥
L2→L2

. e−cν
3

3+4s t, |α| > 1,

and
∥∥∥e−tLS

α,ν,s

∥∥∥
L2→L2

. e−cν
2

2+2s t, α 6= 0.
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As for the second result in comparison with which in [19], we can remove the logarithm
loss by using suitable time weight.

• Our method works well for the transport fractional diffusion equation with general
sheared velocity (w(y), 0):

∂tθ + w(y)∂xθ + ν(−∆)sθ = 0, 0 < s ≤ 1.

One may easily modify our proof and obtain the following result:
Suppose that w ∈ C4(T) has only non-degenerate critical points, then it holds that

‖θ 6=(t)‖L2 ≤ Ce−cν
2

2+2s t‖θin‖L2 .

The paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we give a formal explanation of the re-
enhancing effect of the non-local term and show the main idea of the proof for the linearized
QG equation in critical case. In section 3, we introduce some important auxiliary lemmas
and give the energy estimates. In section 4, we establish the decay estimate and complete
the proof of Theorem 1.1. In section 5, we discuss the sub-critical QG and show the influence
of different diffusion term. In section 6, we study the toy model and clarify the non-local
enhancement.

Notations: Given a function f(x, y), we denote its Fourier transform in x-variable as

f̂(α, y) =
1

2πδ

∫

T2πδ

e−ixαf(x, y)dx,

and its Fourier transform in (x, y) as

f̃(α, β) = Fy

(
f̂(α, ·)

)
=

1

4π2δ

∫

T2
δ

e−ixα−iyβf(x, y)dxdy,

where α and β are the wave numbers. When no confusion can arise, we will short f̂(α, y)

and f̃(α, β) to f̂(y) and f̃(β).

2. Hypocoercivity and non-local enhancement

In this section, we give the main idea of the proof for the linearized QG equation in critical
case. By taking s = 1

2 of (1.3), we get that

∂tθ̂ + ν(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂ + iαe−νt cos y
(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
θ̂ = 0.(2.1)

Let

A = sin y
(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
, B = cos y

(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
, γ(t) = αe−νt,

and

Lν(α, t) = ν(−∆α)
1

2 + iγ(t)B.

Then (2.1) can be written as

∂tθ̂ + Lν θ̂ = 0.

The non-self-adjoint operator Lν can be regarded as a sum of a self-adjoint operator ν(−∆)
1

2

and a anti-self-adjoint operator iγ(t)B defining on a weighted Hilbert space equipped with a
special inner product

〈u,w〉∗ = 〈u,w − (−∆α)
− 1

2w〉,
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where

〈u,w〉 =

∫

T

u(y)w(y)dy, ‖u‖L2 = 〈u, u〉
1

2 ,

are the ordinary L2 inner product and L2 norm.
It is easy to check that the operators A and B are symmetric under this inner product,

〈u,Aw〉∗ = 〈Au,w〉∗, 〈u,Bw〉∗ = 〈Bu,w〉∗.

Let us also introduce the weighted L2 norm ‖u‖∗ = 〈u, u〉
1

2
∗ . For |α| > 1, it is clear that

(1− |α|−1)‖u‖2L2 ≤ ‖u‖2∗ ≤ ‖u‖2L2 .

2.1. Hypocoercivity. It is natural to introduce energy functional based on the hypocoer-
civity method [31]:

e(t) = ‖θ̂‖2∗ + λ1

∥∥∥(−∆α)
1

4 θ̂
∥∥∥
2

∗
+ λ2

〈[
(−∆α)

1

4 , B
]
θ̂, (−∆α)

1

4 θ̂
〉
∗
+ λ3

∥∥∥
[
(−∆α)

1

4 , B
]
θ̂
∥∥∥
∗
.

However the energy functional does not work well in our problem.
Let us introduce the modified energy function:

Φ(t) = E0 + a1ν
2t2E1 + a2ν

2t3E1 + a3ν
2t4E2,

where

E0 = ‖θ̂‖2∗, E1 = ‖∂y θ̂‖
2
∗, E1 = −

α

|α|
ℜ〈iAθ̂, ∂y θ̂〉∗, E2 = ‖θ̂‖2∗ − ‖Bθ̂‖2∗.

The key modifications are as follows. First of all, we introduce the time weighted norm
which reduces the required regularity of the initial data and is widely used in studying the
wellposedness theory in low regularity space [7, 17]. There are two types of terms in the
energy functional. Heuristically, one may say that the ‘pure’ terms E0 and E1 will mainly
feel the influence of the symmetric part in Lν , but that the ‘mixed’ term E1 will mainly feel
the influence of the antisymmetric part in Lν . Here we modified E1 and the corresponding
‘mixed’ term E1, so that technically we can avoid treating the commutator of two non-local
operators. The last modification is replacing the corresponding ‘pure’ term ‖Aθ̂‖∗ by E2
which is from the idea in [33]. Actually E2 behaves as ‖Aθ̂‖2∗ and it is conserved for inviscid
case (ν = 0).

2.2. Formal deduction. Next, we would like to give a formal mathematical explanation why
the non-local term re-enhances the enhanced dissipation by the ‘shear-diffusion mechanism’.
Let us simplify the energy functional by removing the time weight and define

E(t) = E0 + a1ν
b1E1 + a2ν

b2E1 + a3ν
b3E2.

Note that ‖ · ‖∗ behaves as the L2 norm and E2 behaves as ‖Aθ̂‖2∗ (see Lemma 3.2).

The commutator Aα, 1
2

= −[∂y, Bα, 1
2

] = sin y(1− (−∆α)
− 1

2 ) plays an important role in the

enhanced dissipation rate. Heuristically, due to the existence of nonlocal operator (−∆α)
− 1

2

in Aα, 1
2

, we have Aα, 1
2

≈ |D|−
1

2 and more generally Aα,s̃ ≈ |D|−s̃. While without the nonlocal

term, formally AS ≈ |D|−1. One may regard Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 6.1 as the evidences.
For a more precise description of the commutator Aα,s̃ or AS , we conjecture as follows:

Conjecture: Let λ be the eigenvalue of Lα,ν,s,s̃ with largest real part and θ̂λ be the corre-

sponding eigenfunction, i.e. Lα,ν,s,s̃θ̂λ = λθ̂λ. Then,

C−1
α ‖θ̂λ‖H−s̃ ≤ ‖Aα,s̃θ̂λ‖L2 ≤ Cα‖θ̂λ‖H−s̃ ,
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Let λ be the eigenvalue of LS
α,ν,s with largest real part and θ̂λ be the corresponding eigenfunc-

tion, i.e. LS
α,ν,sθ̂λ = λθλ. Then,

C−1
α ‖θ̂λ‖H−1 ≤ ‖AS θ̂λ‖L2 ≤ Cα‖θ̂λ‖H−1 .

Where Cα ≥ 1 is independent of ν.
Note that if s̃ = 1, both commutator Aα,1 and AS behave similarly, which also explain the

same enhanced dissipation rate for the linearized Navier-Stokes equation and its toy model.
With the above formal argument, by the definitions, formally we regard E0, E1, E1 and

E2 as ‖θ̂‖2L2 , ‖θ̂‖
2
Ḣ1

, ‖θ̂‖2
Ḣ

1
4

and ‖θ̂‖2
Ḣ−

1
2

respectively. To balance each part in the energy, we

may formally rewrite

E(t) ≈ ‖θ̂‖2L2 + a1ν
2k‖θ̂‖2

Ḣ1 + a2ν
k
2 ‖θ̂‖2

Ḣ
1
4

+ a3ν
−k‖θ̂‖2

Ḣ−

1
2

,

and in the sense of pairing,

E0 ≈ ν2kE1 ≈ ν
k
2 E1 ≈ ν−kE2 ≈ νk‖θ̂‖2

Ḣ
1
2

.

The time evolution of E0 and the ‘mixed’ term E1 give us that

d

dt
E0 = −2ν‖θ̂‖2

H
1
2

(≈ ν1−kE0),
d

dt
ν

k
2 E1 = ν

k
2 E2(≈ ν

3k
2 E0) + l.o.t.,

Thus we may expect that 1− k = 3k
2 which means k = 2

5 . As a result, we finally get

d

dt
E(t) ≤ −ν

3

5E(t),

which gives the enhanced dissipation rate.
While for the transport fractional diffusion with operator LS

α,ν, 1
2

, a similar argument gives

that

d

dt
ES(t) ≤ −ν

2

3ES(t),

which gives the enhanced dissipation rate. Here

ES(t) = ‖θ̂‖2L2 + b1ν
2

3‖∂y θ̂‖
2
L2 + b2ℜ〈iA

S θ̂, ∂y θ̂〉+ b3ν
− 2

3 ‖AS θ̂‖2L2

is the modified energy functional. The corresponding time weighted energy functional can be
found in section 6.

3. Energy estimates

In this section, we study the linearized equation (2.1) and establish the energy estimates
which will be used to prove Theorem 1.1.

Recall that

A = sin y
(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
, B = cos y

(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
,

and

E0 = ‖θ̂‖2∗, E1 = ‖∂y θ̂‖
2
∗, E1 = −

α

|α|
ℜ〈iAθ̂, ∂y θ̂〉∗, E2 = ‖θ̂‖2∗ − ‖Bθ̂‖2∗.

We are aiming to prove the following proposition.
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Proposition 3.1. Suppose that |α| ≥ c0 > 1. Then it holds that

d

dt
E0 =− 2νE 1

2

,

d

dt
E1 =− 2νE 3

2

− 2|γ|E1,

d

dt
E1 ≤2ν‖(−∆α)

1

4Aθ̂‖L2E
1

2
3

2

+ c2νE 1

2

− |γ|‖Aθ̂‖2L2 − c3|γ|
∑

β∈Z

2πβ2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2,

d

dt
E2 ≤− 2νE0 − ν‖(−∆α)

1

4Aθ̂‖2L2 + 2c4ν‖Aθ̂‖L2E
1

2

0 ,

where

E 1

2

= 2π
∑

β∈Z

((α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1)|θ̃(β)|2, E 3

2

= 2π
∑

β∈Z

β2((α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1)|θ̃(β)|2,

and c2, c4 are positive constants depending only on c0, and 0 < c3 ≤ 1
2 is an independent

constant.

3.1. Useful lemmas. Let us first introduce some important lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. If |α| ≥ c0 > 1, and (−∆α)
1

2 ψ̂ = θ̂, then

‖Aθ̂‖2L2 + 2π
∑

β∈Z

((α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1)|ψ̃(β)|2 ≤ E2 ≤ 2
(
‖Aθ̂‖2L2 + 2π

∑

β∈Z

((α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1)|ψ̃(β)|2
)
.

Proof. From the definition, we have

〈u,w〉∗ =
〈(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
u,
(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
w
〉
+
〈
(−∆α)

− 1

2u,
(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
w
〉
,

〈(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
u,
(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
w
〉
= 〈Au,Aw〉 + 〈Bu,Bw〉,

〈Bu,Bw〉 = 〈Bu,Bw〉∗ + 〈(−∆α)
− 1

2Bu,Bw〉.

It follows that

(3.1)
〈u,w〉∗ − 〈Bu,Bw〉∗

=
〈
(−∆α)

− 1

2u,
(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
w
〉
+ 〈Au,Aw〉 + 〈(−∆α)

− 1

2Bu,Bw〉.

As a result, it holds that

E2 =‖θ̂‖2∗ − ‖Bθ̂‖2∗

=〈(−∆α)
− 1

2 θ̂,
(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
θ̂〉+ 〈Aθ̂,Aθ̂〉+ 〈(−∆α)

− 1

2Bθ̂,Bθ̂〉

≥〈Aθ̂,Aθ̂〉+ 〈ψ̂,
(
(−∆α)

1

2 − 1
)
ψ̂〉

=‖Aθ̂‖2L2 + 2π
∑

β∈Z

((α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1)|ψ̃|2.

In the last equality, we use the Plancherel theorem.

To prove the upper bound, it suffice to estimate 〈(−∆α)
− 1

2Bθ̂,Bθ̂〉.
Let

û = (1− (−∆α)
− 1

2 )θ̂,
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then, by the fact that

( (α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1

(α2 + (β − 1)2)
1

2

)2
=
α2 + β2 + 1− 2(α2 + β2)

1

2

α2 + β2 + 1− 2β
< 1,

we deduce that

〈(−∆α)
− 1

2Bθ̂,Bθ̂〉 = 〈(−∆α)
− 1

2 cos yû, cos yû〉

=

∫

T

(−∆α)
− 1

2
eiy + e−iy

2
û ·

eiy + e−iy

2
ûdy

=
π

2

∑

β∈Z

|ũ(β − 1) + ũ(β + 1)|2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

≤π
∑

β∈Z

|ũ(β − 1)|2 + |ũ(β + 1)|2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

=π
∑

β∈Z

((α2 + (β − 1)2)
1

2 − 1)2|ψ̃(β − 1)|2 + ((α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2 − 1)2|ψ̃(β + 1)|2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

=2π
∑

β∈Z

( (α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1

2(α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2

+
(α2 + β2)

1

2 − 1

2(α2 + (β − 1)2)
1

2

)
((α2 + β2)

1

2 − 1)|ψ̃(β)|2

≤2π
∑

β∈Z

((α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1)|ψ̃|2.

This completes the proof of this lemma. �

Lemma 3.3. Under the same assumptions of Lemma 3.2, it holds that

E2 ≤c1

(
|α|

1

2 ‖Aθ̂‖2L2 +
∑

β∈Z

2π|α|
1

2β2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2
)
,

where c1 is a constant depending only on c0.

Proof. As Lemma 3.2 shows that

E2 ≤ 2
(
‖Aθ̂‖2L2 + 2π

∑

β∈Z

((α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1)|ψ̃|2(α, β)
)
,

it suffice to prove that

2π
∑

β∈Z

((α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1)|ψ̃(β)|2 ≤ C
(
|α|

1

2 ‖Aθ̂‖2L2 +
∑

β∈Z

2π|α|
1

2β2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2
)

for some constant C depends only on c0.
For |β| ≥ |α|, it is clear

((α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1)|ψ̃(β)|2 ≤ 2
|α|

1

2β2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2,

so we only need to focus on the case |β| ≤ |α|.
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However, when |β| ≤ |α|, it holds that
(
(α2 + β2)

1

2 − 1−
|α|

1

2β2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

)
|ψ̃(β)|2 =

(
α2 + β2 − |α|

1

2β2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

− 1

)
|ψ̃(β)|2 ≤ (|α| − 1)|ψ̃(β)|2,

so the problem reduces to the estimate of
∑

β∈Z,|β|≤|α|

(|α| − 1)|ψ̃(β)|2.

We start from the case |α| ≥ 100, for which |α| − 1 ≥ 9|α|
1

2 . We define

f(β) =





1, |β| ≤ |α|,

2− |β|
|α| , |α| < |β| ≤ 2|α|,

0, 2|α| < |β|,

and deduce that

(3.2)

∑

β∈Z,|β|≤|α|

(|α| − 1)|ψ̃(β)|2

≤
∑

β∈Z

(|α| − 1)|f(β)ψ̃(β)|2

=
1

2

∑

β∈Z

(|α| − 1)β|f(β − 1)ψ̃(β − 1)|2 − (|α| − 1)β|f(β + 1)ψ̃(β + 1)|2

=
1

2

∑

β∈Z

(|α| − 1)β
(
f(β − 1)ψ̃(β − 1)− f(β + 1)ψ̃(β + 1)

)

·
(
f(β − 1)ψ̃(β − 1) + f(β + 1)ψ̃(β + 1)

)

≤
1

4
|α|

1

2 (|α| − 1)2
∑

β∈Z

|f(β − 1)ψ̃(β − 1)− f(β + 1)ψ̃(β + 1)|2

+
1

4
|α|−

1

2

∑

β∈Z

|β|2|f(β − 1)ψ̃(β − 1) + f(β + 1)ψ̃(β + 1)|2

def
= I1 + I2.

From the definition of f , one can see that

I1 =
1

4
|α|

1

2 (|α| − 1)2
∑

β∈Z

|f(β − 1)ψ̃(β − 1)− f(β + 1)ψ̃(β + 1)|2

=
1

4
|α|

1

2 (|α| − 1)2
∑

β∈Z

∣∣∣f(β)ψ̃(β − 1)− f(β)ψ̃(β + 1)

+
(
f(β − 1)− f(β)

)
ψ̃(β − 1)−

(
f(β + 1)− f(β)

)
ψ̃(β + 1)

∣∣∣
2

≤
1

2
|α|

1

2 (|α| − 1)2
∑

β∈Z

f2(β)|ψ̃(β − 1)− ψ̃(β + 1)|2 + 2
(|α| − 1)2

|α|3/2

∑

β,|α|≤|β|≤2|α|

|ψ̃(β)|2

≤
2

π
|α|

1

2 ‖Aθ̂‖2L2 + 4|α|
1

2

∑

|β|≤|α|

|ψ̃(β)|2 + 10
∑

β∈Z

|α|
1

2β2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2.
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In the last inequality, we use the fact that

(3.3) |α|
1

2

∑

β∈Z

(
(α2 + β2)

1

2 − 1
)2
|ψ̃(β − 1)− ψ̃(β + 1)|2 ≤

4

π
|α|

1

2 ‖Aθ̂‖2L2 + 8|α|
1

2

∑

β∈Z

|ψ̃(β)|2.

Indeed, from the definition of A, we have

|α|
1

2 ‖Aθ̂‖2L2 = |α|
1

2 ‖ sin y
(
(−∆α)

1

2 − 1
)
ψ̂‖2L2

=|α|
1

2

∫

T

eiy − e−iy

2i

(
(−∆α)

1

2 − 1
)
ψ̂ ·

eiy − e−iy

2i

(
(−∆α)

1

2 − 1
)
ψ̂dy

=
π|α|

1

2

2

∑

β∈Z

∣∣∣∣
(
(α2 + β2)

1

2 − 1
)(
ψ̃(β − 1)− ψ̃(β + 1)

)

+
(1− 2β)ψ̃(β − 1)

(α2 + β2)
1

2 + (α2 + (β − 1)2)
1

2

+
(1 + 2β)ψ̃(β + 1)

(α2 + β2)
1

2 + (α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2

∣∣∣∣
2

≥
π|α|

1

2

2

∑

β∈Z

(1
2

∣∣∣
(
(α2 + β2)

1

2 − 1
)(
ψ̃(β − 1)− ψ̃(β + 1)

)∣∣∣
2
−
(
|ψ̃(β − 1)|+ |ψ̃(β + 1)|

)2)

≥
π|α|

1

2

4

∑

β∈Z

(
(α2 + β2)

1

2 − 1
)2
|ψ̃(β − 1)− ψ̃(β + 1)|2 − 2π|α|

1

2

∑

β∈Z

|ψ̃(β)|2.

Now we turn to the estimate of I2 in (3.2). It holds that

I2 =
1

4
|α|−

1

2

∑

β∈Z

|β|2|f(β − 1)ψ̃(β − 1) + f(β + 1)ψ̃(β + 1)|2

=
1

4
|α|−

1

2

∑

β∈Z

∣∣∣
(
f(β − 1)ψ̃(β − 1)− f(β + 1)ψ̃(β + 1)

)

+
(
(β − 1)f(β − 1)ψ̃(β − 1) + (β + 1)f(β + 1)ψ̃(β + 1)

)∣∣∣
2

≤
1

2
|α|−

1

2

∑

β∈Z

f2(β)|ψ̃(β − 1)− ψ̃(β + 1)|2 + 2|α|−
1

2

∑

β∈Z

|β|2f2(β)|ψ̃(β)|2

≤
1

4π
|α|

1

2‖Aθ̂‖2L2 +
1

2
|α|

1

2

∑

β∈Z

|ψ̃(β)|2 + 5
∑

β∈Z

|α|
1

2β2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2

≤
1

4π
|α|

1

2‖Aθ̂‖2L2 +
1

2
|α|

1

2

∑

β∈Z,|β|≤|α|

|ψ̃(β)|2 + 6
∑

β∈Z

|α|
1

2β2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2.

In the second last inequality, we used (3.3) and the fact that f(β) = 0 for |β| ≥ 2|α|.
From the above estimates, we have

∑

β∈Z,|β|≤|α|

(|α| − 1)|ψ̃(β)|2

≤
9

4π
|α|

1

2‖Aθ̂‖2L2 +
9

2
|α|

1

2

∑

β∈Z,|β|≤|α|

|ψ̃(β)|2 + 16
∑

β∈Z

|α|
1

2β2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2.
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Then, it follows from the fact |α| ≥ 100 and |α| − 1 ≥ 9|α|
1

2 that

∑

β∈Z,|β|≤|α|

(|α| − 1)|ψ̃(β)|2 ≤
9

2π
|α|

1

2 ‖Aθ̂‖2L2 + 32
∑

β∈Z

|α|
1

2β2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2.

For |α| < 100 and 0 < |β| < |α|, it is obvious that

(|α| − 1)|ψ̃(β)|2 ≤ 2000
|α|

1

2β2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2.

The rest is the case 1 < c0 ≤ |α| < 100 and |β| = 0. Similar to the proof of (3.3), we have

‖Aθ̂‖2L2 =‖ sin y
(
(−∆α)

1

2 − 1
)
ψ‖2L2

≥2π
∣∣(|α| − 1)ψ̃(0) −

(
(α2 + 4)

1

2 − 1
)
ψ̃(2)

∣∣2

≥π(|α| − 1)2|ψ̃(0)|2 − 2π
(
(α2 + 4)

1

2 − 1
)2
|ψ̃(2)|2.

It follows that

(|α| − 1)|ψ̃(0)|2 ≤
1

π(α− 1)
‖Aθ̂‖2L2 +

2000

α− 1

4|α|
1

2

(α2 + 4)
1

2

|ψ̃(2)|2.

Combining these results, we arrive at the conclusion of this lemma. �

Lemma 3.4. Under the same assumptions of Lemma 3.2, it holds that

ℜ〈(BA−AB)θ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗ ≤ −
1

C

∑

β∈Z

2πβ2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2,

where C > 0 is a independent constant.

Proof. By the definitions, it is clear that

BA−AB

=cos y
(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
sin y

(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
− sin y

(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
cos y

(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)

=
(
− cos y(−∆α)

− 1

2 sin y + sin y(−∆α)
− 1

2 cos y
)(

1− (−∆α)
− 1

2

)
.

A direct calculation shows that

cos y(−∆α)
− 1

2 sin y − sin y(−∆α)
− 1

2 cos y

=
(
(eiy + e−iy)(−∆α)

− 1

2 (eiy − e−iy)− (eiy − e−iy)(−∆α)
− 1

2 (eiy + e−iy)
)
/(4i)

=
(
e−iy(−∆α)

− 1

2 eiy − eiy(−∆α)
− 1

2 e−iy
)
/(2i)

=
((
e−iy(−∆α)

1

2 eiy
)−1

−
(
eiy(−∆α)

1

2 e−iy
)−1
)
/(2i)

=
(
(−∆α,1)

− 1

2 − (−∆α,−1)
− 1

2

)
/(2i)

=
(
(−∆α,−1)

1

2 − (−∆α,1)
1

2

)
(−∆α,1)

− 1

2 (−∆α,−1)
− 1

2 /(2i),

where

(−∆α,1)
1

2 = e−iy(−∆α)
1

2 eiy, (−∆α,−1)
1

2 = eiy(−∆α)
1

2 e−iy.
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From Fourier point of view, one can see that

Fy

(
(−∆α,1)

1

2 f̂
)
(β) = (α2 + (β + 1)2)

1

2 f̃(β).

It follows that

Fy

(
cos y(−∆α)

− 1

2 sin y − sin y(−∆α)
− 1

2 cos y
)

=
(
(α2 + (β − 1)2)

1

2 − (α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2

)
(α2 + (β − 1)2)−

1

2 (α2 + (β + 1)2)−
1

2 /(2i)

=2iβ
(
(α2 + (β − 1)2)

1

2 + (α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2

)−1
(α2 + (β − 1)2)−

1

2 (α2 + (β + 1)2)−
1

2 .

Thus, by using the fact that |α| > 1, one can deduce that

ℜ〈(BA−AB)θ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗

=ℜ
〈(

− cos y(−∆α)
− 1

2 sin y + sin y(−∆α)
− 1

2 cos y
)(

1− (−∆α)
− 1

2

)
θ̂, ∂yθ̂

〉
∗

=ℜ

〈
−
(
(−∆α,−1)

1

2 − (−∆α,1)
1

2

)
(−∆α,1)

− 1

2 (−∆α,−1)
− 1

2

(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

) θ̂
2i
,
(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
∂yθ̂

〉

=− 4π
∑

β∈Z

(α2 + (β − 1)2)−
1

2 (α2 + (β + 1)2)−
1

2

(α2 + (β − 1)2)
1

2 + (α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2

(
1− (α2 + β2)−

1

2

)2
β2|θ̃(β)|2

=− 4π
∑

β∈Z

((α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1)2

(α2 + (β − 1)2)
1

2 + (α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2

β2|ψ̃(β)|2

(α2 + (β − 1)2)
1

2 (α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2

≤−
1

C

∑

β∈Z

2πβ2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2.

This completes the proof. �

3.2. Energy estimate. Recall the energy functional

Φ(t) = E0 + a1ν
2t2E1 + a2ν

2t3E1 + a3ν
2t4E2,

where the coefficients a1, a2, a3 are determined in the proof. It is natural to study the time
evolution of the energy functional Φ(t):

d

dt
Φ(t) =

d

dt
E0 + a1ν

2t2
d

dt
E1 + a2ν

2t3
d

dt
E1 + a3ν

2t4
d

dt
E2

+ 2a1ν
2tE1 + 3a2ν

2t2E1 + 4a3ν
2t3E2.

Now, we are in a position to prove Proposition 3.1, and to estimate the time evolution of
E0, E1, E1 and E2.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. We only prove for the case α > 1, for which E1 = −ℜ〈iAθ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗
and γ > 0. The proof for α < −1 is the same.

Recalling that Lν(α, t) = ν(−∆α)
1

2 + iγ(t)B and E0 = ‖θ̂‖2∗ = 2π
∑
β∈Z

(α2+β2)
1
2 −1

(α2+β2)
1
2

|θ̃(β)|2,

we have

d

dt
E0 =2ℜ〈∂tθ̂, θ̂〉∗ = −2ℜ〈Lν θ̂, θ̂〉∗

=− 2νℜ〈(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂, θ̂〉∗ − 2γℜ〈iBθ̂, θ̂〉∗
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=− 2ν〈(−∆α)
1

4 θ̂, (−∆α)
1

4 θ̂〉∗

=− 4πν
∑

β∈Z

((α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1)|θ̃(β)|2 = −2νE 1

2

.

Here we use the fact that B is symmetric with respect to 〈·, ·〉∗.

For E1 = ‖∂y θ̂‖
2
∗ = 2π

∑
β∈Z

β2((α2+β2)
1
2 −1)

(α2+β2)
1
2

|θ̃(β)|2, one can deduce that

d

dt
E1 =2ℜ〈∂y∂tθ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗ = −2ℜ〈∂yLν θ̂, θ̂〉∗

=− 2νℜ〈(−∆α)
1

2∂y θ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗ − 2γℜ〈i∂y(Bθ̂), ∂yθ̂〉∗

=− 2νℜ〈(−∆α)
1

2∂y θ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗ − 2γℜ〈iB∂y θ̂, ∂y θ̂〉∗ + 2γℜ〈iAθ̂, ∂y θ̂〉∗

=− 2νℜ〈(−∆α)
1

2∂y θ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗ + 2γℜ〈iAθ̂, ∂y θ̂〉∗

=− 4πν
∑

β∈Z

β2((α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1)|θ̃(β)|2 + 2γℜ〈iAθ̂, ∂y θ̂〉∗

=− 2νE 3

2

− 2γE1.

Next, we turn to E1 and deduce that

(3.4)

d

dt
E1 =−ℜ〈iA∂tθ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗ −ℜ〈iAθ̂, ∂y∂tθ̂〉∗

=νℜ〈iA(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗ − γℜ〈ABθ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗

+ νℜ〈iAθ̂, (−∆α)
1

2∂y θ̂〉∗ + γℜ〈Aθ̂,B∂yθ̂〉∗ − γℜ〈Aθ̂,Aθ̂〉∗

=νℜ〈iA(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗ + νℜ〈iAθ̂, (−∆α)
1

2∂y θ̂〉∗

+ γℜ〈(BA−AB)θ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗ − γℜ〈Aθ̂,Aθ̂〉∗.

For the first two terms on the right hand side, we have

ℜ〈iA(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗ + ℜ〈iAθ̂, (−∆α)
1

2∂y θ̂〉∗

=2ℜ〈i(−∆α)
1

4Aθ̂, (−∆α)
1

4 ∂y θ̂〉∗ + ℜ
〈
i
(
A(−∆α)

1

2 − (−∆α)
1

2A
)
θ̂, ∂yθ̂

〉
∗

≤2‖(−∆α)
1

4Aθ̂‖L2E
1

2
3

2

+ ℜ
〈
i
(
A(−∆α)

1

2 − (−∆α)
1

2A
)
θ̂, ∂yθ̂

〉

∗
.

Due to the fine property of the communicator, the last term is a lower order term. Indeed,

recalling that û = (1− (−∆α)
− 1

2 )θ̂, one can deduce that
∣∣∣ℜ
〈
i
(
A(−∆α)

1

2 − (−∆α)
1

2A
)
θ̂, ∂yθ̂

〉
∗

∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣ℜ
〈
i
(
sin y(−∆α)

1

2 − (−∆α)
1

2 sin y
)
û, ∂yû

〉∣∣∣

=
1

2

∣∣∣
∫

T

i
(
sin y(−∆α)

1

2 − (−∆α)
1

2 sin y
)
û · ∂yûdy

+

∫

T

∂yû · i
(
sin y(−∆α)

1

2 − (−∆α)
1

2 sin y
)
ûdy

∣∣∣

=
π

2

∣∣∣
∑

β∈Z

iβ
(
(α2 + (β − 1)2)

1

2 − (α2 + β2)
1

2

)(
ũ(β)ũ(β − 1)− ũ(β − 1)ũ(β)

)
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−
∑

β∈Z

iβ
(
(α2 + (β + 1)2)

1

2 − (α2 + β2)
1

2

)(
ũ(β)ũ(β + 1)− ũ(β + 1)ũ(β)

)∣∣∣

=
π

2

∣∣∣
∑

β∈Z

iβ
1− 2β

(α2 + (β − 1)2)
1

2 + (α2 + β2)
1

2

(
ũ(β)ũ(β − 1)− ũ(β − 1)ũ(β)

)

−
∑

β∈Z

iβ
1 + 2β

(α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2 + (α2 + β2)
1

2

(
ũ(β)ũ(β + 1)− ũ(β + 1)ũ(β)

)∣∣∣

≤c2E 1

2

,

where c2 is a constant depends only on c0.
By using Lemma 3.4 to estimate the third term on the right hand side of (3.4), we conclude

that

d

dt
E1 ≤2ν‖(α2 − ∂2y)

1/4Aθ̂‖L2E
1

2
3

2

+ c2νE 1

2

− γ‖Aθ̂‖2L2 − c3γ
∑

β∈Z

2πβ2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃|2.

Here we emphasize that 0 < c3 ≤
1
2 is an independent constant.

For E2 = ‖θ̂‖2∗ − ‖Bθ̂‖2∗, by using (3.1) and the fact that B is symmetric, we have

d

dt
E2 =2ℜ〈∂tθ̂, θ̂〉∗ − 2ℜ〈B∂tθ̂, Bθ̂〉∗

=− 2νℜ〈(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂, θ̂〉∗ + 2νℜ〈B(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂, Bθ̂〉∗ − 2γℜ〈iBθ̂, θ̂〉∗ + 2γℜ〈iBBθ̂,Bθ̂〉∗

=− 2νℜ〈(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂, θ̂〉∗ + 2νℜ〈B(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂, Bθ̂〉∗

=− 2ν
(
ℜ〈(−∆α)

− 1

2B(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂, Bθ̂〉+ ℜ〈A(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂, Aθ̂〉+ ℜ〈θ̂, θ̂ − (−∆α)
− 1

2 θ̂〉
)
.

A direct calculation shows that

ℜ〈A(−∆α)
1

4 θ̂, Aθ̂〉

=〈(−∆α)
1

4Aθ̂, (−∆α)
1

4Aθ̂〉+ ℜ〈
(
A(−∆α)

1

2 − (−∆α)
1

2A
)
θ̂, Aθ̂〉

≥〈(−∆α)
1

4Aθ̂, (−∆α)
1

4Aθ̂〉 −
∥∥(A(−∆α)

1

2 − (−∆α)
1

2A
)
θ̂
∥∥
L2‖Aθ̂‖L2 .

Recalling that û = (1− (−∆α)
− 1

2 )θ̂, one can see that
∥∥∥
(
A(−∆α)

1

2 − (−∆α)
1

2A
)
θ̂
∥∥∥
2

L2

=
∥∥∥
(
sin y(−∆α)

1

2 − (−∆α)
1

2 sin y
)
û
∥∥∥
2

L2

=
π

2

∑

β∈Z

∣∣∣∣∣
(1− 2β)ũ(β − 1)

(α2 + (β − 1)2)
1

2 + (α2 + β2)
1

2

−
(1 + 2β)ũ(β + 1)

(α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2 + (α2 + β2)
1

2

∣∣∣∣∣

2

≤2π
∑

β∈Z

|ũ(β)|2 = 2π
∑

β∈Z

(
(α2 + β2)

1

2 − 1
)2

α2 + β2
|θ̃(β)|2

≤c24E0,

where c4 is a constant depending only on c0.
Similarly, we deduce that

ℜ〈(−∆α)
− 1

2B(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂, Bθ̂〉
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=ℜ〈B(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂, (−∆α)
− 1

2Bθ̂〉

=
1

2
〈cos y(−∆α)

1

2 û, (−∆α)
− 1

2 cos yû〉

+
1

2
〈(−∆α)

− 1

2 cos yû, cos y(−∆α)
1

2 û〉

=
π

2

∑

β∈Z

( (α2 + (β − 1)2)
1

2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ũ(β − 1)|2 +
(α2 + (β + 1)2)

1

2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ũ(β + 1)|2
)

+
π

2

∑

β∈Z

(
(α2 + (β − 1)2)

1

2 + (α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

)ℜ(ũ(β − 1)ũ(β + 1))

=
π

4

∑

β∈Z

(
(α2 + (β − 1)2)

1

2 + (α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

)|ũ(β − 1) + ũ(β + 1)|2

− π
∑

β∈Z

β(|ũ(β − 1)|2 − |ũ(β + 1)|2)

(α2 + β2)
1

2 ((α2 + (β − 1)2)
1

2 + (α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2 )

=
π

4

∑

β∈Z

(
(α2 + (β − 1)2)

1

2 + (α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

)|ũ(β − 1) + ũ(β + 1)|2

− π
∑

β∈Z

βℜ
((
ũ(β − 1) + ũ(β + 1)

)
·
(
ũ(β − 1)− ũ(β + 1)

))

(α2 + β2)
1

2 ((α2 + (β − 1)2)
1

2 + (α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2 )

≥−
π

4

∑

β∈Z

(α2 + β2)
1

2 |ũ(β − 1)− ũ(β + 1)|2

=−
1

2
‖(−∆α)

1

4Aθ̂‖2L2 ,

which means that

ℜ〈(−∆α)
− 1

2B(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂, Bθ̂〉+
1

2
‖(−∆α)

1

4Aθ̂‖2L2 ≥ 0.

As a conclusion, we arrive at

d

dt
E2 ≤− 2νE0 − ν‖(−∆α)

1

4Aθ̂‖2L2 + 2c4ν‖Aθ̂‖L2E
1

2

0 .

This complete the proof. �

4. Enhanced dissipation

In this section, we determine the coefficients a1, a2, a3 in

Φ(t) = E0(t) + a1ν
2t2E1(t) + a2ν

2t3E1(t) + a3ν
2t4E2(t),

and study the time evolution of Φ(t). Precisely, we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. If we take

a1 =
|α|−1

4c2(6c24 +
12c1
c3

)2
, a2 =

|α|−
1

2

8c2(6c24 +
12c1
c3

)3
, a3 =

1

8c2(6c24 +
12c1
c3

)4
,
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then for ν ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ t ≤ ν−
3

5 , it holds that

Φ(t) ≥ E0(t),
d

dt
Φ(t) ≤ −a3ν

3t4E0(t).

Proof. For the same reason to Proposition 3.1, we only prove for the case α > 1, for which
E1 = −ℜ〈iAθ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗ and γ > 0. The proof for α < −1 is the same.

With the help of Proposition 3.1, we deduce that

d

dt
Φ(t) ≤− 2νE 1

2

+ 2a1ν
2tE1 − 2a1ν

3t2E 3

2

− 2a1ν
2t2γE1

+ 3a2ν
2t2E1 + 2a2ν

3t3‖(−∆)
1

4Aθ̂‖L2E
1

2
3

2

+ a2c2ν
3t3E 1

2

− a2γν
2t3‖Aθ̂‖2L2 − a2c3γν

2t3
∑

β∈Z

2πβ2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2

+ 4a3ν
2t3E2 − 2a3ν

3t4E0 − a3ν
3t4‖(−∆)

1

4Aθ̂‖2L2 + 2a3c4ν
3t4‖Aθ̂‖L2E

1

2

0

=− (a2c2νE 1

2

− a2c2ν
3t3E 1

2

)

− (a1νE 1

2

− 2a1ν
2tE1 + a1ν

3t2E 3

2

)

−
((3a2 − 2a1γ)

2

2a3
νE 1

2

− (3a2 − 2a1γ)ν
2t2E1 +

1

2
a3ν

3t4‖(−∆)
1

4Aθ̂‖2L2

)

−
(
a1ν

3t2E 3

2

− 2a2ν
3t3‖(−∆)

1

4Aθ̂‖L2E
1

2
3

2

+
1

2
a3ν

3t4‖(−∆)
1

4Aθ̂‖2L2

)

− (a3ν
3t4E0 − 2a3c4ν

3t4‖Aθ̂‖L2E
1

2

0 +
1

2
a2γν

2t3‖Aθ̂‖2L2)

−
(1
2
a2γν

2t3‖Aθ̂‖2L2 − 4a3ν
2t3E2 + a2c3γν

2t3
∑

β∈Z

2πβ2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2
)

− (2− a2c2 − a1 −
(3a2 − 2a1γ)

2

2a3
)νE 1

2

− a3ν
3t4E0

def
= I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5 + I6 + I7 + I8.

Our analysis is based on the above inequality.
For ν ≤ 1 and t ∈ [0, ν−3/5], it holds that 1

3 |α| ≤ γ ≤ |α| and ν3t3 ≤ ν. By the definition,
it is easy to see that

E1 ≤ E
1

2
1

2

E
1

2
3

2

, E1 ≤ E
1

2
1

2

‖(−∆)
1

4Aθ̂‖L2 .

From Lemma 3.3 and the fact that c3 ≤
1
2 , we have

1

2
a2γν

2t3‖Aθ̂‖2L2 + a2c3γν
2t3
∑

β∈Z

2πβ2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2 ≥
c3
c1
|α|−

1

2 a2γν
2t3E2.
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Therefore, to ensure that all Ii for i = 1, . . . , 7 are negative, we obtain the following constraint
conditions:

a22 ≤
1

2
a1a3, a3 ≤

a2|α|

6c24
, a3 ≤

c3a2|α|
1

2

12c1
, a2 ≤

1

2c2
, a21|α|

2 ≤
a3
2
.

So we choose

a1 =
|α|−1

4c2(6c
2
4 +

12c1
c3

)2
, a2 =

|α|−
1

2

8c2(6c
2
4 +

12c1
c3

)3
, a3 =

1

8c2(6c
2
4 +

12c1
c3

)4

to fulfill the above conditions.
As a result, we have

d

dt
Φ(t) ≤ −a3ν

3t4E0(t).

From Lemma 3.2, one can see that

E1 ≤ E
1

2

1 ‖Aθ̂‖L2 ≤ E
1

2

1 E
1

2

2 .

As a22 ≤
1
2a1a3, it follows that Φ(t) ≥ E0(t). It completes the proof. �

Now we give the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. From Lemma 4.1, one can see that

Φ(t) ≤ Φ(0) = E0(0), ∀t ∈ [0, ν−3/5].

Next, we introduce a new energy functional which is defined on t ∈ [ν−3/5, ν−1]

Φ̃(t) = E0(t) + a1ν
4/5E1(t) + a2ν

1/5E1(t) + a3ν
−2/5E2(t).

It is easy to check that

d

dt
Φ̃(t) =− 2νE 1

2

− 2a1ν
9/5E 3

2

− 2a1ν
4/5|γ|E1 + 2a2ν

6/5‖(−∆α)
1

4Aθ̂‖L2E
1

2
3

2

+ a2c2ν
6/5E 1

2

− a2|γ|ν
1/5‖Aθ̂‖2L2 − a2c3|γ|ν

1/5
∑

β∈Z

2πβ2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2

− 2a3ν
3/5E0 − a3ν

3/5‖(−∆α)
1

4Aθ̂‖2L2 + 4a3c4ν
3/5‖Aθ̂‖L2E

1

2

0

≤− a3ν
3/5E0 − a1ν

7/5E1 − a2ν
4/5E1 − a3ν

1/5E2

≤− a3ν
3/5Φ̃(t).

Here a1, a2, a3 are given in Lemma 4.1.
It is clear that

Φ̃(ν−3/5) = Φ(ν−3/5) ≤ E0(0).

Then we have for t ≥ ν−3/5 that

E0(t) ≤ Φ̃(t) ≤ e−a3ν3/5(t−ν−3/5)Φ̃(ν−3/5) ≤ 2e−a3ν3/5tE0(0).

As a3 > 0 depends only on c0, the result of Theorem 1.1 follows immediately. �
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5. Sub-critical QG equation

In this section, we study the equation (1.3) with s = 1

∂tθ̂ − ν∆αθ̂ + iαe−νt cos y
(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
θ̂ = 0,(5.1)

which is the linearized sub-critical QG equation.
Now let

Lν,1 = −ν∆α + iγ(t)B.

Then (5.1) can be written as

∂tθ̂ + Lν,1θ̂ = 0.

Here we still use the notations

A = sin y
(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
, B = cos y

(
1− (−∆α)

− 1

2

)
, γ(t) = αe−νt,

as well as the inner product

〈u,w〉∗ = 〈u,w − (−∆α)
− 1

2w〉.

For the sub-critical case, we introduce the new energy functional with different time weight:

Φ1(t) = E0 + a1νtE1 + a2νt
2E1 + a3νt

3E2,

Where E0, E1, E1, E2 are consistent with the critical case,

E0 = ‖θ̂‖2∗, E1 = ‖∂y θ̂‖
2
∗, E1 = −

α

|α|
ℜ〈iAθ̂, ∂y θ̂〉∗, E2 = ‖θ̂‖2∗ − ‖Bθ̂‖2∗.

We have the following proposition:

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that |α| ≥ c0 > 1. Then it holds that

d

dt
E0 =− 2νE1 − 2ν|α|2E0,

d

dt
E1 =− 2νE2 − 2ν|α|2E1 − 2|γ|E1,

d

dt
E1 ≤− ν(2|α|2 + 1)E1 + 2ν‖A∂y θ̂‖L2E

1

2

2 − |γ|‖Aθ̂‖2L2 − c3|γ|
∑

β∈Z

2πβ2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2,

d

dt
E2 ≤− 2ν

(
E 1

2

+ ‖A∂y θ̂‖
2
L2

)
,

where

E 1

2

= 2π
∑

β∈Z

((α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1)|θ̃(β)|2, E2 = ‖∂2y θ̂‖
2
∗ = 2π

∑

β∈Z

β4((α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1)

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|θ̃(β)|2,

and 0 < c3 ≤
1
2 is an independent constant.

Proof. We prove the case α > 1. The proof for the case α < −1 is the same.
By using the symmetric property of B and following the idea in the proof of Proposition

3.1, we obtain that

d

dt
E0 =− 2ℜ〈Lν,1θ̂, θ̂〉∗ = 2νℜ〈∆αθ̂, θ̂〉∗ − 2γℜ〈iBθ̂, θ̂〉∗ = −2νE1 − 2ν|α|2E0,

and
d

dt
E1 =− 2ℜ〈∂yLν,1θ̂, θ̂〉∗ = 2νℜ〈∆α∂y θ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗ − 2γℜ〈i∂y(Bθ̂), ∂yθ̂〉∗
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=2νℜ〈∆α∂y θ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗ − 2γℜ〈iB∂y θ̂, ∂y θ̂〉∗ + 2γℜ〈iAθ̂, ∂y θ̂〉∗

=− 2νE2 − 2ν|α|2E1 − 2γE1.

For E1 = −ℜ〈iAθ̂, ∂y θ̂〉∗, by using Lemma 3.4 and the fact that B is symmetric, we have

d

dt
E1 =− νℜ〈iA∆αθ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗ − γℜ〈ABθ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗

− νℜ〈iAθ̂,∆α∂y θ̂〉∗ + γℜ〈Aθ̂,B∂yθ̂〉∗ − γℜ〈Aθ̂,Aθ̂〉∗

=− νℜ〈iA∆αθ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗ − νℜ〈iAθ̂,∆α∂y θ̂〉∗ + γℜ〈(BA−AB)θ̂, ∂y θ̂〉∗ − γℜ〈Aθ̂,Aθ̂〉∗

=− ν(2|α|2 + 1)E1 + 2νℜ〈iA∂y θ̂, ∂
2
y θ̂〉∗ + γℜ〈(BA−AB)θ̂, ∂yθ̂〉∗ − γℜ〈Aθ̂,Aθ̂〉∗

≤− ν(2|α|2 + 1)E1 + 2ν‖A∂y θ̂‖∗E
1

2

2 − γ‖Aθ̂‖2L2 − c3γ
∑

β∈Z

2πβ2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

|ψ̃(β)|2.

For E2 = ‖θ̂‖2∗ − ‖Bθ̂‖2∗, recalling the identity (3.1), one can deduce that

d

dt
E2 =2νℜ〈∆αθ̂, θ̂〉∗ − 2νℜ〈B∆αθ̂, Bθ̂〉∗ − 2γℜ〈iBθ̂, θ̂〉∗ + 2γℜ〈iBBθ̂,Bθ̂〉∗

=2νℜ〈∆αθ̂, θ̂〉∗ − 2νℜ〈B∆αθ̂, Bθ̂〉∗

=− 2ν
(〈

(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂, θ̂ − (−∆α)
− 1

2 θ̂
〉
−ℜ〈(−∆α)

− 1

2B∆αθ̂, Bθ̂〉 − ℜ〈A∆αθ̂, Aθ̂〉
)

≤− 2ν
(
E 1

2

+ α2‖Aθ̂‖2L2 + ‖A∂y θ̂‖
2
L2

)
.

Here we use the fact that

ℜ〈A∆αθ̂, Aθ̂〉+ ℜ〈(−∆α)
− 1

2B∆αθ̂, Bθ̂〉

=− α2‖ sin yû‖2L2 +
1

2

∫

T

sin2 y(û · ∂2y û+ ∂2y û · û)dy

−ℜ〈(−∆α)
1

2 cos yû, cos yû〉+ ℜ〈(−∆α)
− 1

2 [cos y, ∂2y ]û, cos yû〉

=‖ cos yû‖2L2 − (α2 + 1)‖ sin yû‖2L2 − ‖ sin y∂yû‖
2
L2

− 〈(−∆α)
1

2 cos yû, cos yû〉+ 2ℜ〈(−∆α)
− 1

2 ∂y(sin yû), cos yû〉 − 〈(−∆α)
− 1

2 cos yû, cos yû〉

≤ − (α2 + 1)‖ sin yû‖2L2 + 2ℜ〈(−∆α)
− 1

2∂y(sin yû), cos yû〉 − ‖ cos yû‖2L2 − ‖ sin y∂yû‖
2
L2

≤− α2‖ sin yû‖2L2 − ‖ sin y∂yû‖
2
L2 = −α2‖Aθ̂‖2L2 − ‖A∂y θ̂‖

2
L2 ,

where û = (1− (−∆α)
− 1

2 )θ̂.
This finishes the proof. �

Now we give the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Recall the energy functional

Φ1(t) = E0 + a1νtE1 + a2νt
2E1 + a3νt

3E2.
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By Proposition 5.1, we get that

d

dt
Φ1(t) ≤− 2νE1 − 2ν|α|2E0

+ a1νE1 − 2a1ν
2tE2 − 2a1|α|

2ν2tE1 − 2a1νt|γ|E1

+ 2a2νtE1 − a2ν
2t2(2|α|2 + 1)E1 + 2a2ν

2t2‖A∂y θ̂‖∗E
1

2

2

− a2|γ|νt
2‖Aθ̂‖2L2 − a2c3|γ|νt

2
∑

β∈Z

2πβ2|ψ̃(β)|2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

+ 3a3νt
2E2 − 2a3ν

2t3E 1

2

− 2a3ν
2t3|α|2‖Aθ̂‖2L2 − 2a3ν

2t3‖A∂y θ̂‖
2
L2 .

It is clear that

E1 ≤ ‖Aθ̂‖L2E
1

2

1 .

By using Lemma 3.3, we have

1

2
a2|γ|νt

2‖Aθ̂‖2L2 + a2c3|γ|νt
2
∑

β∈Z

2πβ2|ψ̃(β)|2

(α2 + β2)
1

2

≥
c3
c1
|α|−

1

2 a2γνt
2E2.

Lemma 3.2 gives us that

ν
3

2 t
5

2E0 ≤ (ν2t3E
1

2
1

2

)
(
νt2
(∑

β∈Z

((α2 + β2)
1

2 − 1)|ψ̃(β)|2
) 1

2

)
≤ (ν2t3E

1

2
1

2

)(νt2E
1

2

2 ).

Therefore, we can choose

a1 =
|α|−1

(
18c1
c3

)2 , a2 =
|α|−

1

2

2
(
18c1
c3

)3 , a3 =
1

2
(
18c1
c3

)4

to ensure for t ∈ [0, ν−
3

7 ] that

Φ1(t) ≥ E0(t),
d

dt
Φ1(t) ≤− a3ν

3

2 t
5

2E0(t).

Similarly, we introduce a new energy functional defined on t ∈ [ν−
3

7 , ν−1],

Φ̃1(t) = E0(t) + a1ν
4

7E1(t) + a2ν
1

7 E1(t) + a3ν
− 2

7E2(t),

which satisfies

d

dt
Φ̃1(t) ≤− a3ν

3

7 Φ̃1(t),

and

Φ̃1(ν
− 3

7 ) = Φ1(ν
− 3

7 ) ≤ E0(0).

Therefore, we conclude for t ∈ [ν−
3

7 , ν−1] that

E0(t) ≤ Φ̃1(t) ≤ e−a3ν
3
7 (t−ν−

3
7 )Φ̃1(ν

− 3

7 ) ≤ 2e−a3ν
3
7 tE0(0).

The assertion of Theorem 1.3 follows immediately. �
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6. Transport fractional diffusion equation

In this section, we consider the toy model:

∂tθ̂(t, α, y) + LS
α,ν, 1

2

θ̂(t, α, y) = 0,

where

LS
α,ν, 1

2

= ν(−∆α)
1

2 + iα cos y.

We define the energy functional

ΦS(t) = ES
0 (t) + a1ν

2t2ES
1 (t) + a2ν

2t3ES
1 (t) + a3ν

2t4ES
2 (t),

where

ES
0 = ‖θ̂‖2L2 , ES

1 = ‖∂y θ̂‖
2
L2 , ES

1 = −
α

|α|
〈i sin yθ̂, ∂yθ̂〉, ES

2 = ‖ sin yθ̂‖2L2 ,

Let us first introduce a new interpolation lemma.

Lemma 6.1. It holds that

‖θ̂‖2L2 ≤ 2‖∂y(cos yθ̂)‖L2‖ sin yθ̂‖L2 .

Proof. A direct calculation shows that,

−

∫

T

sin yθ̂∂y(cos yθ̂) + ∂y(cos yθ̂)sin yθ̂dy

=2

∫

T

sin2 y|θ̂|2 − sin y cos yθ̂∂yθ̂ − sin y cos y∂y θ̂θ̂dy

=2

∫

T

sin2 y|θ̂|2dy −
1

2

∫

T

sin 2y∂y|θ̂|
2dy

=2

∫

T

sin2 y|θ̂|2dy +

∫

T

cos 2y|θ̂|2dy

=

∫

T

|θ̂|2dy.

The results follow immediately. �

Now we give the proof for Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We start with some basic estimates, here we still focus only on the
case α > 1. It is easy to check that

d

dt
ES

0 = −2ν〈(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂, θ̂〉 − 2αℜ〈i cos yθ̂, θ̂〉 = −2νES
1

2

,

and
d

dt
ES

1 =− 2ν〈(−∆α)
1

2 ∂yθ̂, ∂y θ̂〉 − 2αℜ〈i cos y∂y θ̂, ∂yθ̂〉+ 2αℜ〈i sin yθ̂, ∂yθ̂〉

=− 2νES
3

2

− 2αES
1 .

Here we use ES
1

2

and ES
3

2

to denote 〈(−∆α)
1

4 θ̂, (−∆α)
1

4 θ̂〉 and 〈(−∆α)
1

4 ∂y θ̂, (−∆α)
1

4∂y θ̂〉 re-

spectively.
For ES

1 = −〈i sin yθ̂, ∂yθ̂〉, we have

d

dt
ES
1 =νℜ〈i sin y(−∆α)

1

2 θ̂, ∂yθ̂〉 − αℜ〈sin y cos yθ̂, ∂yθ̂〉
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+ νℜ〈i sin yθ̂, (−∆α)
1

2 ∂yθ̂〉+ αℜ〈sin yθ̂, cos y∂y θ̂〉 − αℜ〈sin yθ̂, sin yθ̂〉

=2νℜ〈i(−∆α)
1

4 sin yθ̂, (−∆α)
1

4 ∂y θ̂〉 − α〈sin yθ̂, sin yθ̂〉+ νℜ〈i[sin y, (−∆α)
1

2 ]θ̂, ∂y θ̂〉.

For the last term νℜ〈i[sin y, (−∆α)
1

2 ]θ̂, ∂yθ̂〉, it holds that
∣∣ℜ〈i[sin y, (−∆α)

1

2 ]θ̂, ∂yθ̂〉
∣∣

=
1

2

∣∣∣
∫

T

i
(
sin y(−∆α)

1

2 − (−∆α)
1

2 sin y
)
θ̂ · ∂y θ̂dy

+
1

2

∫

T

∂y θ̂ · i
(
sin y(−∆α)

1

2 − (−∆α)
1

2 sin y
)
θ̂dy
∣∣∣

=
π

2

∣∣∣
∑

β∈Z

iβ
(
(α2 + (β − 1)2)

1

2 − (α2 + β2)
1

2

)(
θ̃(β)θ̃(β − 1)− θ̃(β − 1)θ̃(β)

)

−
∑

β∈Z

iβ
(
(α2 + (β + 1)2)

1

2 − (α2 + β2)
1

2

)(
θ̃(β)θ̃(β + 1)− θ̃(β + 1)θ̃(β)

)∣∣∣

=
π

2

∣∣∣
∑

β∈Z

iβ
1− 2β

(α2 + (β − 1)2)
1

2 + (α2 + β2)
1

2

(
θ̃(β)θ̃(β − 1)− θ̃(β − 1)θ̃(β)

)

−
∑

β∈Z

iβ
1 + 2β

(α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2 + (α2 + β2)
1

2

(
θ̃(β)θ̃(β + 1)− θ̃(β + 1)θ̃(β)

)∣∣∣

≤4ES
1

2

.

Therefore, we get

d

dt
ES
1 ≤2ν‖(−∆α)

1

4 sin yθ̂‖L2E
S 1

2
3

2

+ 4νES
1

2

− αES
2 .

For ES
2 = ‖ sin yθ̂‖2L2 , we have

d

dt
ES
2 =− 2νℜ〈sin y(−∆α)

1

2 θ̂, sin yθ̂〉 − 2αℜ〈i sin y cos yθ̂, sin yθ̂〉

=− 2νℜ〈sin y(−∆α)
1

2 θ̂, sin yθ̂〉

=− 2νℜ〈(−∆α)
1

4 sin yθ̂, (−∆α)
1

4 sin yθ̂〉 − 2νℜ〈[sin y, (−∆α)
1

2 ]θ̂, sin yθ̂〉

≤ − 2ν‖(−∆α)
1

4 sin yθ̂‖2L2 + 4νE
S 1

2

0 E
S 1

2

2 ,

where we use the fact that
∣∣∣ℜ〈[sin y, (−∆α)

1

2 ]θ̂, sin yθ̂〉
∣∣∣ ≤ ‖[sin y, (−∆α)

1

2 ]θ̂‖L2E
S 1

2

2 ,

and

‖[sin y, (−∆α)
1

2 ]θ̂‖2L2

=

∫

T

(
sin y(−∆α)

1

2 − (−∆α)
1

2 sin y
)
θ̂ ·
(
sin y(−∆α)

1

2 − (−∆α)
1

2 sin y
)
θ̂dy

=
π

2

∑

β∈Z

∣∣∣
(1− 2β)θ̃(β − 1)

(α2 + (β − 1)2)
1

2 + (α2 + β2)
1

2

−
(1 + 2β)θ̃(β + 1)

(α2 + (β + 1)2)
1

2 + (α2 + β2)
1

2

∣∣∣
2

≤4ES
0 .
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As a result, we have

d

dt
ΦS(t) ≤− 2νES

1

2

+ 2a1ν
2tES

1 − 2a1ν
3t2ES

3

2

− 2a1ν
2t2αES

1

+ 3a2ν
2t2ES

1 + 2a2ν
3t3‖(−∆α)

1

4 sin yθ̂‖L2E
S 1

2
3

2

+ 4a2ν
3t3ES

1

2

− a2ν
2t3αES

2

+ 4a3ν
2t3ES

2 − 2a3ν
3t4‖(−∆)

1

4 sin yθ̂‖2L2 + 4a3ν
3t4E

S 1

2

0 E
S 1

2

2 .

It is clear that

ν2t2ES
1 ≤ νES

1

2

+ ν3t4‖(−∆α)
1

4 sin yθ̂‖2L2 , ν2tES
1 ≤ νES

1

2

+ ν3t2ES
3

2

.

Therefore, by using Lemma 6.1, we deduce that

ν2t2ES
0 ≤2ν2t2ES

2 + |α|
1

2 ν2t3ES
2 + |α|−

1

2 ν2tES
1

≤2ν2t2ES
2 + |α|

1

2 ν2t3ES
2 + νES

1

2

+ |α|−1ν3t2ES
3

2

≤2|α|
1

2 ν2t3ES
2 + 2νES

1

2

+ |α|−1ν3t2ES
3

2

.

(6.1)

In the last inequality, we use the following facts. When t ≥ 2, then

2ν2t2ES
2 ≤ ν2t3ES

2 ,

when t ≤ 2 and ν ≤ 1
8 , then

2ν2t2ES
2 ≤ νES

1

2

.

By using the same technique, for ν ≤ 1
8 and t ≤ ν−2/3, we have

4a3ν
3t4E

S 1

2

0 E
S 1

2

2 ≤ 4a3ν
2t2/5E

S 1

2

0 E
S 1

2

2

≤2a3ν
2t2ES

0 + 2a3ν
2t3ES

2

≤4a3ν
2t2ES

2 + 2a3|α|
− 1

2 ν2tES
1 + 4a3|α|

1

2 ν2t3ES
2

≤4a3ν
2t2ES

2 + a3νE
S
1

2

+ a3|α|
−1ν3t2ES

3

2

+ 4a3|α|
1

2 ν2t3ES
2

≤2a3νE
S
1

2

+ a3|α|
−1ν3t2ES

3

2

+ 8a3|α|
1

2 ν2t3ES
2

By choosing

a1 = 2−20|α|−1, a2 = 2−32|α|−
1

2 , a3 = 2−40,

we deduce for t ∈ [1, ν−
2

3 ] that

ΦS(t) ≥ ES
0 ,

and by (6.1),

d

dt
ΦS(t) ≤− 2−34|α|

1

2 ν2t3ES
2 − 2−2νES

1

2

− 2−22|α|−1ν3t2ES
3

2

≤− 2−35ν2t2ES
0 .

Similar to the proof of Theorem 1.1, we define on t ∈ [ν−2/3, ν−1] that

Φ̃S(t) = ES
0 + 2−20|α|−1ν2/3ES

1 + 2−32|α|−
1

2ES
1 + 2−40ν−2/3ES

2 ,
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which satisfies

d

dt
Φ̃S(t) ≤− νES

1

2

− 2−19|α|−1ν5/3ES
3

2

− 2−33|α|
1

2 ES
2 ≤ −2−35ν2/3Φ̃S(t),

and

Φ̃S(ν−2/3) = ΦS(ν−2/3) ≤ ES
0 (0).

Then it follows that for t ≥ ν−2/3

ES
0 (t) ≤ Φ̃S(t) ≤ e−2−35ν2/3(t−ν−2/3)Φ̃S(ν−2/3) ≤ 2e−2−35ν2/3tES

0 (0).

The result of Theorem 1.2 follows immediately. �
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