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∞,∞ initial data

Ke Chen,∗ Quoc-Hung Nguyen†

December 24, 2021

Abstract

In this paper we study the Peskin problem in 2D, which describes the dynamics of a 1D
closed elastic structure immersed in a steady Stokes flow. We prove the local well-posedness for

arbitrary initial configuration in (C2)Ḃ
1
∞,∞ satisfying the well-stretched condition, and the global

well-posedness when the initial configuration is sufficiently close to an equilibrium in Ḃ
1

∞,∞. Here

(C2)Ḃ
1
∞,∞ is the closure of C2 in the Besov space Ḃ1

∞,∞. The global-in-time solution will converge
to an equilibrium exponentially as t → +∞. This is the first well-posedness result for the Peskin
problem with non-Lipschitz initial data.

1 Introduction and main results

Fluid structure interaction (FSI) problems in which a deformable structure interacts with a surround-
ing fluid are found in many areas of science and engineering. In this paper, we consider the problem
of an elastic filament immersed in a two dimensional Stokes fluid. It is inspired by the numerical
immersed boundary method introduced by Peskin [32, 33] to study the flow patterens around heart
valves. The numerical study for such FSI problems has attracted a lot of interests, which gives birth
to wide applications in physics, biology and medical sciences [22,27,34]. The Peskin problem is named
after Peskin in honor of his seminal contributions.

Let Γ be a simple closed curve which partitions R
2 into two regions, the interior of the curve,

Ω+ and the exterior Ω− = R
2\Ω+. Let Γ be parameterized by vector valued function X(t, s) =

(X1(t, s), X2(t, s)) ∈ R
2. Here s ∈ T := R/(2πZ) is the material coordinate and t ≥ 0 denotes time.

For fixed s, X(t, s) moves with the local fluid velocity. Suppose further that the elastic structure has
force density F (X(t, s)) with the form

F (X) = ∂s(T (|∂sX |)τ(X)),

where T is the tension and τ(X) = ∂sX
|∂sX| is the unit tangent of the boundary Γ. Denote u the fluid

velocity and p the pressure. The Peskin problem reads





−∆u = −∇p in R
2\Γ(t),

∇ · u = 0 in R
2\Γ(t),

JuK = 0 on Γ(t),

J
(
∇u+∇uT − pId

)
nK = F (X)

|∂sX| on Γ(t),

∂tX = u on Γ(t).

Here n is the outward unit normal to the free boundary Γ(t) and J·K denotes the jump across Γ:

JUK = U+ − U−,

where U± denotes the limiting value of U evaluated on Γ from the Ω± side.
Consider the particular case where each infinitesimal segment of the filament behaves like a

Hookean spring with elasticity coefficient equal to 1, we have T (x) = x and the force density can
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be written as F (X) = ∂2sX . In this case the Peskin problem can be equivalently written as the
following contour equations [25, 28]

∂tX(t, s) =

ˆ

T

G(X(t, s)−X(t, σ))∂2sX(t, σ)dσ, (1.1)

G(x) =
1

4π

(
− log |x|Id +

x⊗ x

|x|2
)
, x = (x1, x2) ∈ R

2\{0},

where G is the fundamental solution of the 2D Stokes problem. It is easy to check that if X(t, s)
is a solution, then for any λ > 0, Xλ(t, s) = λ−1X(λt, λs) is also a solution. Under this scaling,

Ẇ 1,∞, BMO1 and Ḣ
3
2 are critial spaces.

The analytical study of the Peskin problem was initiated in [25,28]. Lin and Tong [25] proved the

local well-posedness for arbitrary H
5
2 data. Their proof relies on energy arguments and an application

of the Schauder fixed point theorem. They also proved the global existence result and exponential
decay towards equilibrium when the initial configuration is sufficiently close to the equilibrium. Tong
[37] also established global well-posedness of a regularized Peskin problem and proved the convergence
as the regularization parameter diminishes. Mori, Rodenberg and Spirn [28] extended the results
in [25], they established a local well-posedness result for initial data in C1,γ with γ > 0 (see also [35]).
These spaces are subcritical under the scaling of the Peskin equation. For the well-posedness in critical
spaces, Garcia-Juarez, Mori and Strain [20] proved the global well-posedness result with initial data
in the Wiener space F1,1 and sufficiently close to the stationary states. Their result holds for two
fluids with different viscosity. More recently, Gancedo, Belinchón and Scrobogna [21] considered a toy
model of the Peskin problem and proved a global existence result in the critical Lipschitz space.

There are also a lot of analytical studies on FSI problems considering an elastic structure interacts
with a fluid (see [6, 7, 13, 14, 24]). The Peskin problem is essentially simpler than other FSI models
mentioned above. It is interesting to study the behavior of the Peskin problem and to consider whether
the results can be extended to more complicated models.

The Peskin problem has many similarities with the Muskat problem. The Muskat equation models
the evolution of the interface between two different fluids in porous media whose dynamics are governed
by Darcy’s law. The Muskat equation in 2 dimension reads

∂tz(s) =
1

π

ˆ

R

(z1(s)− z1(s− α))

|z(s)− z(s− α)|2 (∂sz(s)− ∂sz(s− α))dα,

where z(s) = (z1(s), z2(s)) is the interface. The analysis of the Muskat equation can be traced back
to the work of Córdoba, Córdoba and Gancedo [16], which proved the local existence in Hk (k ≥ 3)
under the Rayleigh-Taylor condition and the arc-chord condition. See also [1, 15, 19, 26, 30, 31] for
further developments on this problem. There are a large amount of studies (see [2,5,10–12,17,18] and
references therein) considering the Muskat equation in the graph case (i.e. z(s) = (s, f(s))), which
can be written as

∂tf(s) =
1

π

ˆ

R

α∂sδαf(s)

α2 + (δαf(s))2
dα,

where we denote δαf(s) = f(s)− f(s− α). We can rewrite the equation as

∂tf(s) +
Λf(s)

1 + (f ′(s))2
= F (f(s)),

where F (f) is the remainder nonlinear term and Λ = (−∆)
1
2 is the fractional Laplacian in R. The

main part of the Muskat equation is nonlinear and degenerate when the initial data is not Lipschitz,
which makes the problem more difficult (see [3,4] for more discussion). Up to now, the well-posedness
of the Muskat equation in BMO1 is still open. On the other hand, the Peskin problem reads

∂tX +
1

4
ΛX +

1

4

(
0 −H
H 0

)
X = N(X),

where H is the Hilbert transform and N(X) denotes remainder term. Fortunately, the main part
is linear and non-degenerate, which makes it possible to establish the well-posedness in Ḃ1

∞,∞. We
introduce the main ideas of this paper in the following.
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The main difficulty is to choose a function space to work in. To solve this problem, we consider
the following toy model:

∂tf(t, s) +
1

4
Λf(t, s) = |Λσf(t, s)| 1

σ , 0 < σ < 1, (1.2)

Here we denote Λσ = (−∆)
σ
2 . Note that f will be like ∂sX in the Peskin problem. The solution of

the above model has the formula

f(t, s) =

ˆ

K(t, s− s′)f0(s
′)ds′ +

ˆ t

0

ˆ

K(t− τ, s− s′)|Λσf(τ, s′)| 1
σ ds′dτ,

where K is the kernel associate to ∂t +
1
4Λ (see Section 2 for more discussion). By classical regularity

argument, to control the nonlinear part of the solution, one needs ‖Λbf‖
L

1
b
T L∞

<∞ for some b ∈ [σ, 1).

However, for any m ∈ Z
+, b ∈ (0, 1), there holds

‖∂ms K(t, ·)‖L1 ∼ t−m and ‖ΛbK(t, ·)‖L1 ∼ t−b.

Generally speaking, ‖Λb(K ∗ f0)‖
L

1
b
T L∞

is not finite for f0 ∈ L∞ (even for f0 ∈ C0). To fix this, we

observe that
‖δαΛb−ε′K(t, ·)‖L1 . min

{
1, |α|t−1

}
t−(b−ε′),

for 0 < ε′ < b
2 . Moreover, there holds

∥∥∥min{1, |α|t−1}t−(b−ε′)
∥∥∥
L

1
b
T

. |α|ε′ ,

which implies

sup
α

∥∥∥δαΛb−ε′(K ∗ f0)
∥∥∥
L

1
b
T L∞

|α|ε′ . ||f0||Ḃ0
∞,∞

.

Here Ḃ0
∞,∞ is the Besov space with index (0,∞,∞). We will explain more details of this estimate in

Lemma 3.1. This motivates us to define a new norm in which we move the derivative in space outside
the integration in time. More precisely, we introduce a space GT of functions in [0, T ]×R with norm

‖h‖GT = sup
0≤µ≤ 2

3

2ε′≤b≤θ−µ−ε′

sup
α∈R

‖tµδαΛb−ε′h‖
L

1
b
T L∞

|α|µ+ε′
,

where θ is a constant close to 1 and ε′ ≪ 1− θ. For any T > 0, we also define a space G̃T of functions
in R with norm

‖g‖G̃T
= ‖K(t, ·) ∗ g‖GT .

We denote G̃ = G̃+∞ for simplicity. We prove that

G̃ = Ḃ0
∞,∞,

in Lemma 3.1. We say h ∈ G1
T , g ∈ G̃1

T if h′ ∈ GT , g
′ ∈ G̃T respectively. We note that Ḃ0

∞,∞ is a

critical space of the toy model (1.2), and Ḃ1
∞,∞ is a critical space of the Peskin problem (1.1).

The known results of the Peskin problem are established under the so-called well-stretched as-
sumption, which means that

κ(X0) = sup
s1 6=s2

|s1 − s2|
|X0(s1)−X0(s2)|

< +∞, (1.3)

where |s1 − s2| = infk∈Z |s1 − s2 − 2kπ| is the distance between s1 and s2 on the torus. In critical
spaces, it is most difficult to prove the propogation of the well-stretched condition. To overcome this,
we introduce a quantity

Qh(T ) = sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup
α,s∈(−π,π)

(
|α|ε′

|t|ε′
∣∣∣∣

1

|∆αh(t, s)|
− 1

|∆αh(0, s)|

∣∣∣∣

)
, (1.4)
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where ∆αh is a slope defined in (1.5) and ε′ is a small positive constant. In fact, if we have QX(T )
finite and X(T ) ∈ C1+ε0 at time T for ε0 > ε′, then X satisfies the well-stretched condition at time
T (see Lemma 2.8).

We organize the paper as follows: In the remaining part of this section, we reformulate the problem
and state the main results of the paper. In Section 2 we introduce some preliminary lemmas. We
establish the regularity theory for the nonlinear parabolic equation in Section 3. Applying the results
in Section 3, we estimate the nonlinear terms in Section 4. Finally, we finish the proof of the main
theorems in Section 5.

1.1 Formulation

To simplify the notation, we suppress the time variable and denote

∆αX(s) =
δαX(s)

α
, ∆̃αX(s) =

δαX(s)

α̃
, (1.5)

EαX(s) = X ′(s− α)− ∆̃αX(s),

where δαX(s) = X(s)−X(s− α) and α̃ =
(
1
2 cot

(
α
2

))−1
. Note that

1

2
cot
(α
2

)
=

1

α
+

∞∑

n=1

(
1

α+ 2nπ
+

1

α− 2nπ

)
.

Hence for any periodic function f : T → R, there holds

ˆ

T

f(α)
dα

α̃
=

ˆ

R

f(α)
dα

α
. (1.6)

The Hilbert transform of f is defined as

Hf(s) = 1

2π

ˆ

T

cot
(α
2

)
f(s− α)dα =

1

π

ˆ

R

f(s− α)
dα

α
.

We introduce the fractional Laplacian operator Λ defined by

Λf(s) = Hf ′(s) =
1

π

ˆ

T

δαf(s)

4 sin2(α/2)
dα.

It is easy to check that Λ̂f(ξ) = |ξ|f̂(ξ). For any σ ∈ (0, 1), we also define the operator Λσ by

Λ̂σf(ξ) = |ξ|σ f̂(ξ). (1.7)

There holds Λσf = Cσ

´

R

δαf
|α|1+σ dα. By a change of variable and integration by parts in (1.1) we get

∂tX(s) =

ˆ

T

∂αG(δαX(s))X ′(s− α)dα = −
ˆ

T

∂αG(δαX(s))δαX
′(s)dα,

where we used the fact that
´

∂αG(δαX(s))dα = 0. Further computation leads to

∂tX(s) =
1

4π

ˆ

T

δαX(s) ·X ′(s− α)

|δαX(s)|2 δαX
′(s)dα

− 1

4π

ˆ

T

X ′(s− α)⊗ δαX(s) + δαX(s)⊗X ′(s− α)

|δαX(s)|2 δαX
′(s)dα

+
1

2π

ˆ

T

δαX(s)⊗ δαX(s)

|δαX(s)|4 (δαX(s) ·X ′(s− α))δαX
′(s)dα.

Note that when |α| ≪ 1, one has

δαX(s) ·X ′(s− α)

|δαX(s)|2 ∼ 1

2
cot
(α
2

)
.
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This motivates us to extract a Hilbert transform from the first term and use cancellations between
the second and the last term. More precisely, one has the formula

∂tX(s) +
1

4
ΛX(s) = N(X(s)), (1.8)

where

N(X) =
1

4π

ˆ

R

∆̃αX · EαX

|∆̃αX |2
δαX

′dα

α
− 1

4π

ˆ

R

EαX ⊗ ∆̃αX + ∆̃αX ⊗ EαX

|∆̃αX |2
δαX

′ dα

α

+
1

2π

ˆ

R

∆̃αX ⊗ ∆̃αX

|∆̃αX |4
(
∆̃αX · EαX

)
δαX

′ dα

α
.

We also used (1.6) to transfer the integral on T to R. Note that without specified, all the integrals in
the rest of the paper should be understood as principal value integrals over R. For simplicity in later
estimates, we write the nonlinear terms as

N(X(s)) =
∑ ˆ

H(∆̃αX(s))EαXi(s)δαX
′
j(s)

dα

α
. (1.9)

where the sum is for some i, j = 1, 2 and H(x) =
xi1xi2xi3

|x|4 , i1, i2, i3 = 1, 2. Moreover, it is easy to

check that

∑ ˆ

R

H(∆̃αX(s))EαXi(s)
dα

α
=

ˆ π

−π

(
∂αG(δαX(s))− 1

2
cot

α

2

)
dα = 0. (1.10)

We fix two constants in our proof

θ = 1− 10−1010 , ε′ = 10−10(1− θ).

We also introduce some notations that will be used throughout the paper. We use the notation a . b,
which means that there exists an absolute constant C > 0 such that a ≤ Cb. With a slight abuse of
notation, the value of the absolute constant C may be different from line to line. The mixed norm
‖ · ‖Lp

TLq means first take Lq norm in space variable x ∈ R and then take Lp norm in time variable
t ∈ [0, T ].

1.2 Formulation near the steady state

It is easy to see that the Peskin problem has translation, rotation and dilation invariance. Moreover,
the only stationary mild solutions of the Peskin problem are circles in which the material points are
evenly spaced [25, 28]:

Z(s) = Aer +Bet + C1ex + C2ey, A2 +B2 > 0,

where

er =

(
cos(s)
sin(s)

)
, et =

(
− sin(s)
cos(s)

)
, ex =

(
1
0

)
, ey =

(
0
1

)
.

For later reference, we denote Ṽ the above set of circular equilibria and V the linear space spanned
by the above 4 basis vectors. To state our results, we first introduce some notations. For U,W ∈
L2(T,R2), we define the standard L2 inner product as:

〈U,W 〉 :=
ˆ

T

U(s) ·W (s)ds.

Let P be the L2 projection on to the space V and Π its complementary projection:

PX =
1

2π

∑

ℓ=r,t,x,y

〈X, eℓ〉 eℓ, ΠX = X − PX.

We linearize the equation around stationary solutions. The linearized operator of the equation (1.8)
at Z ∈ Ṽ is given by

LZX =
d

dǫ

(
1

4
Λ(Z + ǫX)−N(Z + ǫX)

)∣∣∣∣
ǫ=0

=
1

4
ΛX −DN(Z)X, (1.11)

5



where we denote DN(Z)X = d
dǫN(Z + ǫX)

∣∣
ǫ=0

. It is easy to check that the linearized operator has

translation and dilation invariance. Moreover, denote Os =

(
cos(s) sin(s)
− sin(s) cos(s)

)
. Let ēr = Os0er,

one has
Lēr = Os0LerOT

s0 .

For simplicity, denote L = Ler . We can check that

Lw =
1

4
Λw +

1

4

(
0 −H
H 0

)
w.

Note that Os0LOT
s0 = L. Hence the linearized operator has rotation, translation and dilation invari-

ance. More precisely, there holds

LZ = Ler = L, for any Z ∈ Ṽ.
Consider the equation

∂tw +
1

4
Λw +

1

4

(
0 −H
H 0

)
w = F ∈ R

2.

We can write the equation in terms of Fourier series

∂tŵ1,n +
1

4
|n|ŵ1,n − 1

4
i sgn(n)ŵ2,n = F̂1,n,

∂tŵ2,n +
1

4
|n|ŵ2,n +

1

4
i sgn(n)ŵ1,n = F̂2,n.

Let v(s) = OsΠw(s). Then for any n ∈ Z\{0} one has

v̂1,n =
ŵ1,n−1 + ŵ1,n+1

2
+
ŵ2,n−1 − ŵ2,n+1

2i
,

v̂2,n =
ŵ1,n+1 − ŵ1,n−1

2i
+
ŵ2,n−1 + ŵ2,n+1

2
.

It is easy to check that

∂tv̂1,n +
1

4
|n|v̂1,n =

1

2
(F̂1,n−1 + F̂1,n+1) +

1

2i
(F̂2,n−1 − F̂2,n+1),

∂tv̂2,n +
1

4
|n|v̂2,n =

1

2i
(F̂1,n+1 − F̂1,n−1) +

1

2
(F̂2,n−1 + F̂2,n+1),

which is equivalent to

∂tv +
1

4
Λv = OsΠF. (1.12)

Hence we obtain

L =
1

4
O−1

s ΛOsΠ =
1

4
ΠO−1

s ΛOs.

From above we directly obtain

PL = 0, and ΠL = L. (1.13)

We can rewrite the Peskin equation (1.8) as

∂tX + LX = N(X), N(X) = N(X) + LX − 1

4
ΛX. (1.14)

For any stationary solution W ∈ Ṽ , one has

0 = −LW +N(W ) = N(W ). (1.15)

Moreover, by the definition (1.11) and (1.14) we have for any W ∈ Ṽ and any U

DN[W ]U = DN [W ]U + LU − 1

4
ΛU = 0. (1.16)

Let X be a solution of (1.14). Denote Y = ΠX and Z = PX , then (1.13) leads to

∂tY + LY = ΠN(Y + Z),

∂tZ = PN(Y + Z).
(1.17)
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1.3 Main results

For any vector valued function f(t, s), denote

κf (t) = sup
τ∈(0,t)

κ(f(τ, ·)),

where κ is defined in (1.3). For simplicity, let κ0 = lim infϑ→0 κ(X0 ∗ ρϑ), where ρϑ is the standard
mollifier. We also denote κ(t) = κX(t). We state the main results as follows.

Theorem 1.1 (Local existence) For any r > 0, there exists ξ0 = ξ0(r) > 0 such that for any initial
data X0 ∈ L∞ with κ0 ≤ r, if ‖X ′

0‖G̃T∗
≤ ξ0 for some T ∗ ∈ (0, 1), then the Cauchy problem of (1.1)

has a solution X ∈ C([0, T ∗];L∞) satisfying

‖X ′‖GT∗ ≤ 2ξ0, κ(T ∗) ≤ 2κ0.

Moreover, we have sup0<t≤T∗ tk‖X ′(t)‖Ċk ≤ Ckξ0 for any k ∈ Z
+.

Thanks to the above theorems and Lemma 6.2, we deduce immediately the following local well-

posedness results with (C2)Ḃ
1
∞,∞ initial data. Here we denote (C2)Ḃ

1
∞,∞ as the closure of C2 in

Ḃ1
∞,∞.

Corollary 1.2 For any initial data X0 ∈ (C2)Ḃ
1
∞,∞ ∩ L∞ satisfying κ0 < ∞, and any ξ0 ≪ 1, there

exists T ∗ > 0 such that the Cauchy problem of (1.1) has a solution X ∈ C([0, T ∗];L∞) satisfying

‖X ′‖GT∗ ≤ 2ξ0, κ(T ∗) ≤ 2κ0.

Moreover, we have sup0<t≤T∗ tk‖X ′(t)‖Ċk ≤ Ckξ0 for any k ∈ Z
+.

Following is global existence of (1.1) in Ḃ1
∞,∞ = G̃1.

Theorem 1.3 (Global existence) For any c0 ∈ (0, 1), there exists ξ1 > 0 such that if the initial data
X0 = Y0 + Z0 ∈ L∞ satisfies Z0 ∈ V, ‖Z ′

0‖L∞ ∈ [c0, c
−1
0 ]; lim infϑ→0 κ(Y0 ∗ ρϑ + Z0) ≤ c−1

0 and
‖Y ′

0‖G̃ ≤ ξ1, then the Cauchy problem of (1.1) has a solution X = Y +Z ∈ C([0,+∞);L∞) satisfying
for some T0 > 0
1)

‖Y ′‖GT0
≤ 2ξ1, sup

τ∈[0,T0]

|‖Z ′(τ)‖L∞ − ‖Z ′
0‖L∞| ≤ ξ1, κ(T0) ≤ 4c−1

0 .

2)

sup
0<t≤T0

tk‖X ′(t)‖Ċk ≤ Ck, ∀k ∈ Z
+, ‖Y (T0)‖

Ċ
3
2
≤ ξ

1
4

1 .

3) There exists a circle Z∞ ∈ Ṽ such that for t ≥ T0, there holds

‖Y (t)‖
Ċ

3
2
≤ Cξ

1
4

1 e
− t

4 , ‖X(t)− Z∞‖
Ċ

3
2
≤ Cξ

1
4

1 e
− t

4 .

Proposition 1.4 (Uniqueness) Let X, X̄ ∈ G1
T be solutions of equation (1.8) on [0, T ] with κX(T ) +

κX̄(T ) < +∞. If

(1 + κX(T ) + κX̄(T ))
2
(‖X ′‖GT + ‖X̄ ′‖GT ) ≪ 1,

then there holds
‖X ′ − X̄ ′‖GT . ‖X ′

0 − X̄ ′
0‖G̃T

.

The above proposition implies the uniqueness of the solution in Theorem 1.1, Corollary 1.2 and
Theorem 1.3.
Our result is related to the work of Koch and Tartaru [23] about the well-posedness of Navier-Stokes
in BMO−1. They proved that for initial data u0 with ‖u0‖BMO−1 ≪ 1, the Navier-Stokes equation

∂tu−∆u+ u · ∇u +∇p = 0,

div u = 0,
(1.18)

has a unique solution u in X so that

‖u‖X . ‖u0‖BMO−1 .

7



Here the space X is equipped with the norm

‖u‖X := sup
t>0

√
t‖u(t, ·)‖L∞ + sup

x,R

(
ˆ R

0

 

B(x,
√
R)

|u(t, y)|2dydt
) 1

2

,

where
ffl

B(x,
√
R) = |B(x,

√
R)|−1

´

B(x,
√
R) . Koch and Tartaru [23] used the following characterization

of the BMO−1 norm (see also [36, 39]):

‖u0‖BMO−1 ∼ sup
t>0

√
t‖et∆u0‖L∞ + sup

x,R

(
ˆ R

0

 

B(x,
√
R)

∣∣et∆u0(y)
∣∣2 dydt

) 1
2

.

Moreover, the problem (1.18) is strongly ill-posed in Ḃ−1
∞,∞, proved by J. Bourgain and N. Pavlovic [9].

In Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3, we prove that the Peskin problem is well-posed in Ḃ1
∞,∞.

2 Preliminaries

We denote Ċk, k = 0, 1, 2, · · · the space of functions with k-th continuous derivative. Let γ ∈ (0, 1).
A function h ∈ Ċk is in the Hölder space Ċk+γ if

‖h‖Ċk+γ = sup
s6=s′

|h(k)(s)− h(k)(s′)|
|s− s′|γ <∞.

We introduce the following Hölder estimates for periodic functions.

Lemma 2.1 For any function f : R → R, if f is 2π-periodic, there holds
1) For any 0 < l1 < l2,

‖f‖Ċl1 . ‖f‖Ċl2 .

2) For any 0 < γ < 1,

sup
α,s

|δαf(s)|
|α|γ + sup

α,s

|δαf(s)|
|α̃|γ . ‖f‖Ċγ .

3) For any 0 < γ < 1,

sup
α,s

|Eαf(s)|
|α|γ + sup

α,s

|Eαf(s)|
|α̃|γ . ‖f‖Ċ1+γ .

Proof. 1) For any α ∈ (−π, π) and γ ∈ (0, 1), one has supk∈Z

1
|α+2kπ|γ ≤ 1

|α|γ . The function f is

periodic, hence it is easy to check that

sup
α,s

|δαf(s)|
|α|γ = sup

α,s∈(−π,π)

|δαf(s)|
|α|γ .

Hence for 0 < γ1 ≤ γ2 ≤ 1,
‖f‖Ċγ1 . ‖f‖Ċγ2 .

Furthermore, for any s ∈ R there exists s0 such that f ′(s0) = 0, |s− s0| ≤ π. Hence for any γ ∈ (0, 1)

|f ′(s)| = |f ′(s)− f ′(s0)| . ‖f ′‖Ċγ .

Hence ‖f ′‖L∞ . ‖f ′‖Ċγ . We repeat the above procedure with f replaced by f ′, f ′′, · · · , we obtain 1).
2) Observe that supα∈(−π,π)

α
α̃ . 1. Hence

sup
α,s

|δαf(s)|
|α̃|γ . sup

α,s∈(−π,π)

|δαf(s)|
|α̃|γ . ‖f‖Ċγ .
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3) Recall the definition (1.5), one has

sup
α,s

|Eαf(s)|
|α|γ . sup

α,s

1

|α|γ
∣∣∣∣f ′(s− α)− δαf(s)

α

∣∣∣∣+ sup
α,s

|δαf(s)|
|α|γ . ‖f‖Ċ1+γ ,

where we also used 1). Similarly we have

sup
α,s

|Eαf(s)|
|α̃|γ . ‖f‖Ċ1+γ .

The proof is complete.

Lemma 2.2 Let θ1 ∈ (0, 1). For any function f : R → R and any 0 < ε0 <
1
2 min{θ1, 1 − θ1}, there

hold
||Λθ1f ||L∞ . (||f ||Ċθ1−ε0 ||f ||Ċθ1+ε0 )

1
2 , (2.1)

||f ||Ċθ1 . ||Λθ1f ||L∞ . (2.2)

Proof. Recall the definition of the fractional Laplacian (1.7), we have for any λ1 > 0

|Λθ1
1 f(s)| .

(
ˆ

|z|≤λ1

+

ˆ

|z|≥λ1

)
|δzf(s)|

dz

|z|1+θ1
|λ1|ε0 ||f ||Ċθ1+ε0 + |λ1|−ε0 ||f ||Ċθ1−ε0 .

Choosing λ1 =
(
||f ||−1

Ċθ1+ε0
||f ||Ċθ1−ε0

) 1
2ε0

we get (2.1).

To prove (2.2), we only need to prove ‖Λ−θ1g‖Ċθ1 . ‖g‖L∞. Observe that

∣∣δαΛ−θ1g(x)
∣∣ .

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

g(y)

(
δα

1

| · |1−θ1

)
(x− y)dy

∣∣∣∣ . ‖g‖L∞

ˆ

∣∣∣∣
1

|y|1−θ1
− 1

|y − α|1−θ1

∣∣∣∣ dy . ‖g‖L∞|α|θ1 .

Hence we get (2.2).

Lemma 2.3 For any function f, g : R+ × R → R, γ ∈ (0, 1) and p ∈ (1,+∞), denote f̃(t, α) =
∆̃αf(t, 0), if f is 2π-periodic in space, there hold
1)

sup
α,y

‖f̃(α) − f̃(y)‖Lp
T

|α− y|γ . sup
α

‖δαf ′‖Lp
TL∞

|α|γ ,

2) Let 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
and 0 < γ′ < γ, then

sup
α,y

∥∥∥|δαg′(0)||f̃(α)− f̃(y)|
∥∥∥
Lp

T

|α− y|γ .

(
sup
α

‖δαf ′‖Lp1
T L∞

|α|γ′

)(
sup
α

‖δαg′‖Lp2
T L∞

|α|γ−γ′

)
,

where |α− y| = infk∈Z |α− y − 2kπ| denotes the distance of α and y on T.

Proof. 1) Without loss of generality, assume |α| < π and |α| ≤ |y|, we have

f̃(α)− f̃(y) =

(
1

2
cot
(y
2

)
− 1

y

)
ˆ −y

0

f ′(s)ds−
(
1

2
cot
(α
2

)
− 1

α

)
ˆ −α

0

f ′(s)ds

+
1

y

ˆ −y

0

f ′(s)ds− 1

α

ˆ −α

0

f ′(s)ds.

Hence by Minkowski’s inequality we obtain

‖f̃(α) − f̃(y)‖Lp
T
.

∣∣∣∣
1

2
cot
(α
2

)
− 1

α

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
ˆ −y

−α

‖f ′(s)‖Lp
T
ds

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
1

2
cot
(α
2

)
− 1

α
− 1

2
cot
(y
2

)
+

1

y

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
ˆ −y

0

‖f ′(s)‖Lp
T
ds

∣∣∣∣

+
1

|y|

∣∣∣∣
ˆ −y

−α

‖f ′(s)− f ′(−α)‖Lp
T
ds

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
ˆ −α

0

‖f ′(s)− f ′(−α)‖Lp
T
ds

∣∣∣∣
|α− y|
|α||y| .
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Note that
∣∣ 1
2 cot

(
α
2

)
− 1

α

∣∣ . 1 and
∣∣∣12 cot

(
α
2

)
− 1

α − 1
2 cot

(
y
2

)
+ 1

y

∣∣∣ . |α− y|. Moreover, because f is

periodic, there holds

‖f ′(s)‖Lp
T
. sup

z

‖δzf ′‖Lp
TL∞

|z|γ .

Hence

‖f̃(α)− f̃(y)‖Lp
T
.

(
|y − α|+ |y − α||y|γ

|y| +
|α|γ |y − α|

|y|

)
sup
z

‖δzf ′‖Lp
TL∞

|z|γ

.|y − α|γ sup
z

‖δzf ′‖Lp
TL∞

|z|γ .

Then we have the result.
2) By 1) there holds

‖f̃(α)− f̃(y)‖Lp1
T

. |y − α|(|y|+ |α|)γ′−1 sup
z

‖δzf ′‖Lp1
T L∞

|z|γ′ .

Hence by Hölder’s inequality we obtain

∥∥∥|δαg′(0)||f̃(α)− f̃(y)|
∥∥∥
Lp

T

. |α|γ−γ′ |y − α|(|y|+ |α|)γ′−1

(
sup
α

‖δαf ′‖Lp1
T L∞

|α|γ′

)(
sup
α

‖δαg′‖Lp2
T L∞

|α|γ−γ′

)

. |y − α|γ
(
sup
α

‖δαf ′‖Lp1
T L∞

|α|γ′

)(
sup
α

‖δαg′‖Lp2
T L∞

|α|γ−γ′

)
.

This implies 2) .

Lemma 2.4 For any function f, g : R → R, denote g̃(α) = ∆αg(0). Then for any σ ∈ (0, 1) and
0 < ε < 10−3min{1− σ, σ}, there holds

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

f(α)(∂αg̃)(α)dα

∣∣∣∣ . ‖Λσf‖L∞‖Λ1−σ+εg‖
1
2

L∞‖Λ1−σ−εg‖
1
2

L∞ .

We postpone the proof in the appendix. Applying Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality in the
proof of Lemma 2.4, we have

Remark 2.5 For any function f, g : R+ × R → R, denote g̃(α) = ∆αg(0). Then for any σ ∈ (0, 1),
p > 1 and 0 < ε < 10−3min{1− σ, σ}, there holds

∥∥∥∥
ˆ

f(α)(∂αg̃)(α)dα

∥∥∥∥
Lp

T

. sup
α

ˆ

min
+,−

{
‖δzf(α)‖Lp1±

∥∥∥‖Λ1−σ+εg‖
1
2

L∞‖Λ1−σ−εg‖
1
2

L∞

∥∥∥
Lp2∓

} dz

|z|1+σ
,

where p1±, p2± satisfies 1
p = 1

p1+
+ 1

p2−
= 1

p1−
+ 1

p2+
.

Lemma 2.6 For any function g : [0, T ]×R → R, and any b, σ ∈ (0, 1), p ∈ (1,∞), if b+ σ ≤ 1− ε′

100 ,
there holds

sup
α

‖δαg‖Lp
TL∞

|α|b+σ
.

(
sup
α

‖δαΛσ−εg‖Lp
TL∞

|α|b+ε

) 1
2
(
sup
α

‖δαΛσ+εg‖Lp
TL∞

|α|b−ε

) 1
2

,

where 0 < ε < 10−3min {b, σ, ε′}.

Proof. Denote g1 = Λσ−εg, g2 = Λσ+εg, l1 = b+ σ − ε, l2 = b+ σ + ε, then

g(x) = c

ˆ

δz(Λ
−bg)(x)

dz

|z|1+b
= c

ˆ

|z|≤λ

δz(Λ
−l1g1)(x)

dz

|z|1+b
+ c

ˆ

|z|≥λ

(δzΛ
−l2g2)(x)

dz

|z|1+b
.
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Then

δαg(x) = c

ˆ

|z|≤λ

ˆ

δα

(
1

| · |1−l1

)
(x−y)δzg1(y)

dydz

|z|1+b
+c

ˆ

|z|≥λ

ˆ

δα

(
1

| · |1−l2

)
(x−y)δzg2(y)

dydz

|z|1+b
.

It is easy to check that
ˆ

∣∣∣∣δα
(

1

| · |1−lk

)
(y)

∣∣∣∣ dy . |α|lk , k = 1, 2.

Hence by Minkowski inequality we obtain

‖δαg‖Lp
TL∞ . |α|l1

ˆ

|z|≤λ

‖δzg1‖Lp
TL∞

dz

|z|1+b
+ |α|l2

ˆ

|z|≥λ

‖δzg2‖Lp
TL∞

dz

|z|1+b

. |α|l1λε sup
z

‖δzg1‖Lp
TL∞

|z|b+ε
+ |α|l2λ−ε sup

z

‖δzg2‖Lp
TL∞

|z|b−ε

. |α|b+σ

(
sup
z

‖δzΛσ−εf‖Lp
TL∞

|z|b+ε

) 1
2
(
sup
z

‖δzΛσ+εf‖Lp
TL∞

|z|b−ε

) 1
2

,

where we take λ =

(
|α|l1 supz

‖δzg1‖L
p
T

L∞

|z|b+ε

)− 1
2ε
(
|α|l2 supz

‖δzg2‖L
p
T

L∞

|z|b−ε

) 1
2ε

. Then we obtain the result.

Lemma 2.7 For any function f : [0,+∞) → R, let B, T > 0, p ∈ (1,∞), then for any r, σ ∈ [0, 1]
such that 1

p < r + σ < 1, there holds

∥∥∥∥
ˆ t

0

1

(t− τ)r
min

{
1,

B

t− τ

}
f(τ)dτ

∥∥∥∥
Lp

T

. Bσ‖f‖Lq
T
,

where q = p
1+(1−r−σ)p .

Proof. Note that min
{
1, B

t−τ

}
.
(

B
t−τ

)σ
. Then we have

∣∣∣∣
ˆ t

0

1

(t− τ)r
min

{
1,

B

t− τ

}
f(τ)dτ

∣∣∣∣ . I1−r−σ(f1[0,T ])(t),

where Ia is the Riesz potential in R which satisfies ‖Ia‖Lq1→Lq2 . 1 with a+ 1
q2

= 1
q1

and q1 ∈ (1, 1a ).
Then we get the result.

Recall the definition of Qw(t) in (1.4). The following is a key lemma to prove the propogation of the
well-streched condition.

Lemma 2.8 For any function w(t, x) : R+ × R → R
2. Denote κw(t) = supτ∈(0,t) supα,s

|α|
|δαw(τ,s)| . If

there exists 0 < ε < 1
100 min{κw(0), κw(0)−1} such that

Qw(t) ≤ ε, and ‖w(t)‖
Ċ

3
2
≤ εt−

1
2 for any t ∈ [0, T ].

Then there holds
κw(T ) ≤ 2κw(0).

Proof. For any t ∈ [0, T ], by Qw(t) ≤ ε one has for any α

sup
s

1

|∆αw(s)|
≤ κw(0) +

(
t

|α|

)ε′

ε.

If |α| ≥ t, then we obtain sup |∆αw|−1 ≤ 2κw(0). It remains to consider |α| ≤ t. Note that for any
|β| ≤ |α|

|∆αw(t, s)−∆βw(t, s)| ≤ 2‖w‖
Ċ

3
2
|α| 12 ≤ 2

( |α|
t

) 1
2

ε.
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Hence

|∆βw(t, s)| ≥
(
κw(0) +

(
t

|α|

)ε′

ε

)−1

− 2

( |α|
t

) 1
2

ε.

We can take |α| = t in the right hand side, which leads to

|∆βw(t, s)| ≥ (κw(0) + ε)
−1 − 2ε ≥ 1

2
κw(0)

−1.

Then we complete the proof.

The following are some elementary properties of the function H(x) which will be used to estimate N
and N in section 4.

Lemma 2.9 Let H be as defined in (1.9). Then for any A1, A2, A3, A4 ∈ R
2\{0}, there holds,

|H(A1)| .
1

|A1|
, |H(A1)−H(A2)| .

(
1

|A1|2
+

1

|A2|2
)
|A1 −A2|, (2.3)

|(H(A1)−H(A2))− (H(A3)−H(A4))| (2.4)

.




4∑

j=1

1

|Aj |2


 |(A1 −A2)− (A3 −A4)|+




4∑

j=1

1

|Aj |3


 |A3 −A4| (|A3 −A1|+ |A4 −A2|) ,

|DH(A1, A2)| .




2∑

j=1

1

|Aj |3


 |A1 −A2|2, (2.5)

|DH(A1, A2)−DH(A3, A4)| .




4∑

j=1

1

|Aj |3


 |(A1 −A2)− (A3 −A4)| (|A1 −A2|+ |A3 −A4|) (2.6)

+




4∑

j=1

1

|Aj |4


 |A3 −A4|2 (|A3 −A1|+ |A4 −A2|) ,

where we denote DH(A1, A2) = H(A1)−H(A2)− (A1 −A2) · ∇H(A2).

3 Regularity of the Nonlinear Parabolic Equation

Consider the regularity of the following parabolic equation

∂tf(t, x) +
1

4
Λf(t, x) = G(t, x), (t, x) ∈ R

+ × R,

f(0, x) = f0(x).
(3.1)

We have the kernel

K(t, x) = F−1
(
e−

t|ξ|
4

)
(x) =

8t

t2 + 64π2x2
,

where F−1 is the inverse Fourier transform in R. The solution to system (3.1) has the formula

f(t, x) =

ˆ

K(t, x− y)f0(y)dy +

ˆ t

0

ˆ

K(t− τ, x− y)G(τ, y)dydτ

:= fL(t, x) + fN (t, x).

It is easy to check that K(t, y) > 0 and
´

R
K(t, y)dy = 1. Moreover, we have the following properties

for the kernel

‖δα∂kxK(t, ·)‖L1 . min
{
1, |α|t−1

}
t−k, (3.2)

‖δα∂kxHΛγK(t, ·)‖L1 . min
{
1, |α|t−1

}
t−(k+γ), (3.3)

for k = 0, 1, 2, γ ∈ (0, 1).
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Lemma 3.1 Let G̃ be the function space associate to the norm ‖ · ‖G̃, then

G̃ = Ḃ0
∞,∞.

Proof. Recall the definition of ‖ · ‖G̃

‖h‖G̃ := sup
0≤µ≤ 2

3

2ε′≤b≤θ−µ−ε′

sup
α∈R

‖tµδαΛb−ε′(K(t, ·) ∗ h)‖
L

1
b
∞L∞

|α|µ+ε′
.

We have the following characterization of Ḃ0
∞,∞ (see [8, 38]):

‖h‖Ḃ0
∞,∞

:= sup
t>0

t‖Λ(K(t, ·) ∗ h)‖L∞ ∼ sup
t>0

tγ‖Λγ(K(t, ·) ∗ h)‖L∞ , ∀γ > 0.

Step 1. We claim that for any γ1, γ2 > 0,

sup
t>0

tγ1+γ2‖Λγ1(K(t, ·) ∗ h)‖Ċγ2 ∼ ‖h‖Ḃ0
∞,∞

. (3.4)

It is easy to check that

sup
t>0

tγ1+γ2‖Λγ1(K(t, ·) ∗ h)‖Ċγ2 . ‖h‖Ḃ0
∞,∞

.

for any γ1, γ2 > 0. Moreover, for any g

||Λγ3K(1, ·) ∗ g|| . ||g||Ċγ2 ∀γ3 > γ2.

Then, for any γ > γ1 + γ2,

‖Λγ(K(1, ·) ∗ h)‖L∞ . ‖Λγ1(K(
1

2
, ·) ∗ h)‖Ċγ2 . sup

t>0
tγ1+γ2‖Λγ1(K(t, ·) ∗ h)‖Ċγ2 ,

where we used the fact that K(t, x) = t−1K(1, x/t). Hence we obtain

‖h‖Ḃ0
∞,∞

∼ sup
t>0

tγ‖Λγ(K(t, ·) ∗ h)‖L∞ . sup
t>0

tγ1+γ2‖Λγ1(K(t, ·) ∗ h)‖Ċγ2 ,

which implies (3.4).
Step 2. For simplicity, we denote

f(t, x) = K(t, ·) ∗ f0(x).

Note that for any t1, t2 > 0,
f(t1 + t2, x) = K(t1, ·) ∗ f(t2)(x).

We have

K(t, ·) ∗ f0 =
2

t

ˆ
t
2

0

K(t− τ, ·) ∗ f(τ, ·)dτ.

Hence for any α ∈ R\{0},

‖δαΛ
1
4 f(t, ·)‖L∞ .

1

t

ˆ
t
2

0

‖K(t− τ, ·) ∗ Λ 1
4 δαf(τ, ·)‖L∞dτ

.
1

t

ˆ
t
2

0

‖Λ 1
4 δαf(τ, ·)‖L∞dτ, (3.5)

where we use the fact that ‖K(t, ·)‖L1 = 1 for any t > 0. By Hölder’s inequality we obtain

ˆ
t
2

0

‖Λ 1
4 δαf(τ, ·)‖L∞dτ . t

1
2 ‖Λ 1

4 δαf(τ, ·)‖L2
tL

∞ . t
1
2 |α| 14 ‖f‖G̃.
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Combining this with (3.5) and (3.4), we obtain

‖f0‖Ḃ0
∞,∞

. ‖f0‖G̃ .

Now we prove that

‖f0‖G̃ . ‖f0‖Ḃ0
∞,∞

. (3.6)

Let µ, b be such that 0 ≤ µ ≤ 2
3 , 2ε

′ ≤ b ≤ θ − µ− ε′. We have

‖δαΛb−ε′(K(t, ·) ∗ h)‖L∞

(3.4)

.
‖h‖Ḃ0

∞,∞

tb−ε′
min

{
1,

|α|
t

}
.

Hence

‖tµδαΛb−ε′(K(t, ·) ∗ h)‖
L

1
b
∞L∞

. ‖h‖Ḃ0
∞,∞

(
ˆ |α|

0

t
µ−b+ε′

b dt

)b

+ ‖h‖Ḃ0
∞,∞

|α|
(
ˆ ∞

|α|
t
µ−b+ε′−1

b dt

)b

. |α|µ+ε′‖h‖Ḃ0
∞,∞

,

which implies (3.6). This completes the proof.

Remark 3.2 From Lemma 2.6, one can check that for any function h : [0, T ] × R → R and any
µ, b, b1 such that 0 ≤ µ ≤ 2

3 , 2ε′ ≤ b ≤ θ − µ− ε′, µ+ b+ ε′ ≤ b1 ≤ 1 + b− ε′, there holds

sup
α∈R

‖tµδαΛb1h‖
L

1
b
T L∞

|α|µ+b−b1+1
. ‖∂xh‖GT .

Lemma 3.3 Consider equation (3.1) with G(t, x) = ∂xN(t, x), then the solution f satisfies for any
T > 0

‖f‖GT ≤ ‖f0‖G̃T
+ CM(T ),

where we denote

M(T ) := sup
0≤µ≤ 2

3

θ−ε′≤µ+a≤1−ε′

sup
β

‖tµδβN(t, x)‖
L

1
a
T L∞

|β|µ+a
. (3.7)

Proof. By definition, we have ‖fL‖GT ≤ ‖f0‖G̃T
. It remains to prove that

‖fN‖GT ≤ CM(T ). (3.8)

We have

fN(t, x) =

ˆ t

0

ˆ

K(t− τ, x− y)∂xN(τ, y)dydτ =

ˆ t

0

ˆ

HΛ1−θK(t− τ, x− y)ΛθN(τ, y)dydτ.

Fix b, µ such that 0 ≤ µ ≤ 2
3 and 2ε′ ≤ b ≤ θ − µ− ε′. One has

∣∣∣δαΛb−ε′fN (t, x)
∣∣∣ .

ˆ t

0

¨

|δαHΛ1−θ+b−ε′K(t− τ, x− y)||δβN(τ, y)|dβdydτ|β|1+θ
.

Recalling (3.3), one has

ˆ

|δαHΛ1−θ+b−ε′K(x− y, t− τ)|dy .
1

(t− τ)1−θ+b−ε′
min

{
1,

|α|
t− τ

}
.

Hence we obtain

‖tµδαΛb−ε′fN‖L∞ .

¨ t

0

tµ + (t− τ)µ

(t− τ)1−θ+b−ε′
min

{
1,

|α|
t− τ

}
‖δβN(τ, ·)‖L∞

dτdβ

|β|1+θ
,
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where we also use the fact that tµ . τµ +(t− τ)µ for any τ ∈ (0, t). Applying Lemma 2.7 one obtains

∥∥∥∥
ˆ t

0

τµ‖δβN(τ, ·)‖L∞

(t− τ)1−θ+b−ε′
min

{
1,

|α|
t− τ

}
dτ

∥∥∥∥
L

1
b
T

. |α|σ±‖τµδβN‖
L

q±
T L∞ ,

∥∥∥∥
ˆ t

0

‖δβN(τ, ·)‖L∞

(t− τ)1−θ+b−ε′−µ
min

{
1,

|α|
t− τ

}
dτ

∥∥∥∥
L

1
b
T

. |α|σ±‖δβN‖Lp±
T L∞ ,

where σ± = µ+ ε′ ± ε′

2 , p± = (µ+ ε′ + θ − σ±)−1 and q± = (ε′ + θ − σ±)−1. Then we have

‖tµδαΛb−ε′fN‖
L

1
b
T L∞

.

ˆ

min
+,−

{
|α|σ±‖δβN‖

L
p±
T L∞

} dβ

|β|1+θ
+

ˆ

min
+,−

{
|α|σ±‖τµδβN‖

L
q±
T L∞

} dβ

|β|1+θ

.|α|µ+ε′
∑

+,−

(
sup
β

‖δβN‖Lp∓
T L∞

|β|θ± ε′
2

+ sup
β

‖τµδβN‖Lq∓
T L∞

|β|θ± ε′
2

)

.|α|µ+ε′M(T ),

which implies (3.8). This completes the proof.

Lemma 3.4 For any µ ∈ [0, 23 ] and any function N : R+ × R → R, there holds

sup
t∈[0,T ]

ˆ t

0

τµ

(t− τ)µ

ˆ

‖δβN(τ, ·)‖L∞
dβ

|β|1+θ
dτ . T 1−θM(T ),

where M(T ) is defined in (3.7).

Proof. By Hölder’s inequality we have for any µ ∈ [0, 23 ],

ˆ t

0

τµ

(t− τ)µ

ˆ

‖δβN(τ, ·)‖L∞
dβ

|β|1+θ
dτ . T 1−θ−ε′ sup

β

‖τµδβN‖
L

1

θ−µ+ε′

T L∞

|β|θ+ε′

ˆ

|β|≤T

dβ

|β|1−ε′

+ T 1−θ+ε′ sup
β

‖τµδβN‖
L

1

θ−µ−ε′

T L∞

|β|θ−ε′

ˆ

|β|≥T

dβ

|β|1+ε′

. T 1−θM(T ).

The proof is complete.

To study (1.17), we consider the system

∂tw + Lw = F ∈ R
2, (3.9)

where the operator L is defined in Section 1.2. Recalling (1.12), let v = Oxw, then each component
of v satisfies the equation (3.1) with nonlinear terms OxF (t, x). Hence

v(t, x) =

ˆ

K(t, x− y)v(0, y)dy +

ˆ t

0

ˆ

K(t− τ, x− y)OyF (τ, y)dydτ.

We obtain

w(t, x) =

ˆ

K̃(t, x− y)w(0, y)dy +

ˆ t

0

ˆ

K̃(t− τ, x− y)F (τ, y)dydτ, (3.10)

where we denote K̃(t, x) = K(t, x)OT
x .

For system (3.9), we have the following result, which is an analogy to Lemma 3.3.

Lemma 3.5 Consider the system (3.9) with w(0, x) = w0(x) and F (t, x) = ∂xN(t, x), then for any
T > 0, we have

‖w‖GT ≤ ‖w0‖G̃T
+ C sup

0≤µ≤ 2
3

θ−ε′≤µ+a≤1−ε′

sup
β

‖tµδβN(t, x)‖
L

1
a
T L∞

|β|µ+a
.
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4 Establish the main estimates

4.1 Estimate the nonlinear terms

Proposition 4.1 Let N be as defined in (1.8), then for any T > 0, there holds

sup
0≤µ≤ 2

3

θ−ε′≤µ+a≤1−ε′

sup
β

‖tµδβN(t, x)‖
L

1
a
T L∞

|β|µ+a
. (1 + κ(T ))

2 ‖X ′‖2GT
(1 + ‖X ′‖GT )

2.

Proof. Fix a and µ such that 0 ≤ µ ≤ 2
3 , θ− ε′ ≤ µ+ a ≤ 1− ε′. Recall that the nonlinear term can

be written as

N(t, s) =
∑ ˆ

H(∆̃αX(s))EαXi(s)δαX
′
j(s)

dα

α
.

We have

|δβN(t, s)| .
∣∣∣∣
∑ ˆ

H(∆̃αX(s))δβE
αXi(s)δαX

′
j(s− β)

dα

α

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
∑ ˆ

H(∆̃αX(s))EαXi(s)δβX
′
j(s− α)

dα

α

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
∑ ˆ

δβH(∆̃αX)(s)EαXi(s− β)δαX
′
j(s− β)

dα

α

∣∣∣∣
:=J1 + J2 + J3,

where we also used the fact that

∑ ˆ

H(∆̃αX(s))EαXi(s)δβδαX
′
j(s)

dα

α

(1.10)
= −

∑ˆ

H(∆̃αX(s))EαXi(s)δβX
′
j(s− α)

dα

α
.

Note that

EαX(s) = α∂α (∆αX(s)) + δαX(s)

(
1

α
− 1

α̃

)
.

We have

J1 .

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

H(∆̃αX(s))δαX
′
j(s− β)∂α[∆αδβXi(s)]dα

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

H(∆̃αX(s))δαX
′
j(s− β)δβδαX(s)

(
1

α
− 1

α̃

)
dα

α

∣∣∣∣
:= J1,1 + J1,2.

We first estimate J1,1. By (2.3), one has

sup
α

‖H(∆̃αX(t, ·))‖L∞ = sup
α∈(−π,π)

‖H(∆̃αX(t, ·))‖L∞ . κ(t), (4.1)

‖H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃α−zX)‖L∞ . κ(t)2‖∆̃αX − ∆̃α−zX‖L∞.

Let f(t, α) = H(∆̃αX(s))δαX
′(t, s− β), g(t, s) = tµδβX(t, s), there holds

|δzf(t, ·)(α)| . κ(t)‖δzX ′‖L∞ + κ(t)2‖∆̃αX − ∆̃α−zX‖L∞‖δαX ′‖L∞ .

For any p, q such that 4ε′ ≤ 1
p ≤ θ − ε′ and 2ε′ ≤ 1

q + µ ≤ 3
4 − ε′

2 , q ≤ 30, denote

Vq,µ(β) = ‖tµδβΛ
3+ε′

4 X‖
1
2

Lq
TL∞‖tµδβΛ

3−ε′

4 X‖
1
2

Lq
TL∞ ,

Up = sup
α,z

∥∥∥‖∆̃αX − ∆̃α−zX‖L∞‖δαX ′‖L∞

∥∥∥
Lp

T

|z| 1p
+ sup

z

‖δzX ′‖Lp
TL∞

|z| 1p
.

16



By Lemma 2.3 and Remark 3.2, it is easy to check that

Vq,µ(β) . |β| 1q+ 1
4
+µ‖X ′‖GT , Up . ‖X ′‖GT (1 + ‖X ′‖GT ). (4.2)

For any q > 1, we have

sup
α,s

‖δzf(t, ·)(α)‖Lq
T
. |z| 1q (1 + κ(T ))

2
Uq.

Applying Remark 2.5 with above f , g and parameters σ = 1
4 , p = 1

a , p1± = 4
1±ε′ , p2± = 4

4a±ε′−1 , we
obtain

‖tµJ1,1‖
L

1
a
T L∞

. sup
α,s

ˆ

min
+,−

{
‖δzf(t, ·)(α)‖

L
4

1±ε′

T

V 4

4a∓ε′−1
,µ(β)

}
dz

|z| 54

.(1 + κ(T ))2
ˆ

min
+,−

{
|z|± ε′

4 U 4

1±ε′
V 4

4a∓ε′−1
,µ(β)

} dz
|z|

(4.2)

. |β|µ+a (1 + κ(T ))
2 ‖X ′‖2GT

(1 + ‖X ′‖GT )
2. (4.3)

For J1,2, by (1.6) one has for any 2π -periodic function h

ˆ

h(α)

α̃

dα

α
=

ˆ π

−π

h(α)
dα

|α̃|2 . (4.4)

Hence

J1,2 .

ˆ

|H(∆̃αX(s))δαX
′
j(s− β)δβδαX(s)| dα|α|2

(4.1)

. κ(t)

ˆ

|δαX ′
j(s− β)δβδαX(s)| dα|α|2 .

By (2.2), we have

sup
α,s

|δβδαX(s)|
|α| 34

. ‖δβΛ
3
4X‖L∞. (4.5)

Hence

J1,2 . κ(t)

ˆ

‖δαX ′‖L∞
dα

|α| 54
‖δβΛ

3
4X‖L∞.

Applying Hölder’s inequality and Minkowski inequality we obtain

‖tµJ1,2‖
L

1
a
T L∞

. κ(T )

ˆ

min
+,−

{
‖δαX ′‖

L
4

1±ε′

T L∞
‖tµδβΛ

3
4X‖

L
4

4a−1∓ε′

T L∞

}
dα

|α| 54

. κ(T )
∑

+,−
|β|± ε′

4 sup
α

‖δαX ′‖
L

4

1±ε′

T L∞

|α| 1±ε′

4

‖tµδβΛ
3
4X‖

L
4

4a−1∓ε′

T L∞
.

By Remark 3.2, there holds

‖tµδβΛ
3
4X‖

L
4

4a−1±ε′

T L∞
. |β|µ+a± ε′

4 ‖X ′‖GT . (4.6)

Hence we get

‖tµJ1,2‖
L

1
a
T L∞

. |β|µ+a (1 + κ(T ))
2 ‖X ′‖2GT

.

Combining this with (4.3) we have

‖tµJ1‖
L

1
a
T L∞

. |β|µ+a (1 + κ(T ))2 ‖X ′‖2GT
(1 + ‖X ′‖GT )

2. (4.7)

Then we estimate J2. Note that X ′(s− α) = ∂α(δαX(s)) = ∂α(α∆αX(s)), hence we have

J2 .

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

H(∆̃αX)EαXi∂α[∆αδβXj ]dα

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

H(∆̃αX)EαXi∆αδβXj
dα

α

∣∣∣∣ .
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We can follow the estimates of J1,1 and J1,2 to estimate the above two terms, we conclude that

‖tµJ2‖
L

1
a
T L∞

. |β|µ+a (1 + κ(T ))
2 ‖X ′‖2GT

(1 + ‖X ′‖GT )
2.

For J3, by (1.6) we have

J3 =

∣∣∣∣
ˆ π

−π

δβ(H(∆̃αX))(s)EαXi(s− β)δαX
′
j(s− β)

dα

α̃

∣∣∣∣ .

By (2.3) we have for any α ∈ (−π, π)

|δβ(H(∆̃αX))(s)| . κ(t)2‖δβ∆αX‖L∞

(4.5)

. |α|− 1
4κ(t)2‖δβΛ

3
4X‖L∞.

Hence

J3 . κ(t)2‖δβΛ
3
4X‖L∞

ˆ

‖EαX‖L∞‖δαX ′‖L∞
dα

|α| 54
,

where we also used (4.5). Applying Hölder’s inequality, Minkowski’s inequality and (4.6) we obtain

‖tµJ3‖
L

1
a
T L∞

. κ(T )2
ˆ

min
+,−

{
|β|a+µ±ε′‖EαXδαX

′‖
L

4

1∓ε′

T L∞

}
dα

|α| 54
.

Note that

ˆ

|α|≤|β|
‖EαXδαX

′‖
L

4

1∓ε′

T L∞

dα

|α| 54
.


sup

α

‖δαX ′‖
L

8

1+ε′

T L∞

|α| 1+ε′

8




2

|β| ε
′

4 ,

ˆ

|α|≥|β|
‖EαXδαX

′‖
L

4

1∓ε′

T L∞

dα

|α| 54
.


sup

α

‖δαX ′‖
L

8

1−ε′

T L∞

|α| 1−ε′

8




2

|β|−ε′

4 .

Hence we obtain

‖tµJ3‖
L

1
a
T L∞

. |β|µ+aκ(T )2‖X ′‖3GT
. (4.8)

We conclude from (4.7)-(4.8) that

sup
β

‖tµδβN(t, s)‖
L

1
a
T L∞

|β|µ+a
. (1 + κ(T ))

2 ‖X ′‖2GT
(1 + ‖X ′‖GT )

2.

This completes the proof.

Proposition 4.2 Let N be as defined in (1.14), then for any T ∈ [0, 1], there holds

sup
0≤µ≤ 2

3

θ−ε′≤µ+a≤1−ε′

sup
β

‖tµδβN(t, x)‖
L

1
a
T L∞

|β|µ+a

.
(
1 + κ(T ) + sup

t∈[0,T ]

(‖Z ′(t)‖−1
L∞)

)5
(1 + ‖Z ′‖L∞

T L∞ + ‖Y ′‖GT )
5‖Y ′‖2GT

.

Proof. Note that by properties (1.15) and (1.16) one has

N(Y + Z) = N(Y + Z)−N(Z) =

ˆ 1

0

d

dr
N(rY + Z)dr =

ˆ 1

0

DN[rY + Z]Y dr,

DN[rY + Z]Y = DN[rY + Z]Y −DN[Z]Y = DN [rY + Z]Y −DN [Z]Y.

Then we obtain
N(Y + Z) = N(Y + Z)−N(Z)−DN [Z]Y.
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Recall the formula

N(X(s)) =
∑ ˆ

H(∆̃αX(s))EαXi(s)δαX
′
j(s)

dα

α
.

By a direct computation we obtain

N(X)−N(Z) =
∑ˆ

H(∆̃αX)EαXiδαY
′
j

dα

α
+
∑ ˆ

H(∆̃αX)EαYiδαZ
′
j

dα

α

+
∑ ˆ

[H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ)]E
αZiδαZ

′
j

dα

α
,

DN [Z]Y =
∑ˆ

H(∆̃αZ)E
αZiδαY

′
j

dα

α
+
∑ˆ

H(∆̃αZ)E
αYiδαZ

′
j

dα

α

+
∑ ˆ

DH̃ [Z]Y EαZiδαZ
′
j

dα

α
,

where we denote H̃(Z) = H(∆̃αZ), hence DH̃ [Z]Y = d
dǫH(∆̃(Z + ǫY ))

∣∣∣
ǫ=0

. Then we have

N(X) =
∑ ˆ

H(∆̃αX)EαYiδαY
′
j

dα

α
+
∑ ˆ

(H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ))E
αZiδαY

′
j

dα

α

+
∑ ˆ

(H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ))E
αYiδαZ

′
j

dα

α

+
∑ ˆ

(H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ)−DH̃ [Z]Y )EαZiδαZ
′
j

dα

α

:=

ˆ 4∑

k=1

Rk
dα

α
.

Denote

R̃1 = δβR1 −
∑

H(∆̃αX)EαYiδβY
′
j ,

R̃2 = δβR2 −
∑

(H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ))E
αZiδβY

′
j ,

R̃k = δβRk, k = 3, 4.

By (1.10) we have

ˆ (
H(∆̃αX)EαYi + (H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ))E

αZi

)
δβY

′
j

dα

α

=

ˆ

(H(∆̃αX)EαXi −H(∆̃αZ)E
αZi)δβY

′
j

dα

α
= 0.

Hence we have

δβN(X) =

ˆ 4∑

k=1

δβRk
dα

α
=

ˆ 4∑

k=1

R̃k
dα

α
.

Denote

P1 = −
∑

H(∆̃αX)EαYiδβY
′
j (· − α), P2 =

∑
H(∆̃αX)δβE

αYiδαY
′
j (· − β),

P3 = −
∑

[H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ)]E
αZiδβY

′
j (· − α),

P4 =
∑

(H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ))δβE
αYiδαZ

′
j .

Note that for any function f1, f2, f3,

|δβ(f1f2f3)− f1f2δβf3 − f1δβf2f3(· − β)| = |δβf1||f2(· − β)||f3(· − β)|,
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hence we have

|R̃1 −P1 −P2| =
∣∣∣δβR1 −

∑
H(∆̃αX)EαYiδβδαY

′
j −

∑
H(∆̃αX)δβE

αYiδαY
′
j (· − β)

∣∣∣
= |δβH(∆̃αX)| |EαY (· − β)| |δαY ′(· − β)| ,

|R̃2 −P3| =
∣∣∣δβR2 −

∑
(H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ))E

αZiδβδαY
′
j

∣∣∣

≤
(
|H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ)||δβEαZ|+ |δβ(H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ))||EαZ(· − β)|

)
|δαY ′(· − β)|,

|R̃3 −P4| =
∣∣∣δβR3 −

∑
(H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ))δβE

αYiδαZ
′
j

∣∣∣

.
(
|H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ)||δβδαZ ′|+ |δβ(H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ))||δαZ ′(· − β)|

)
|EαY (· − β)|,

|R̃4| = |δβR4| . |H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ)−DH̃ [Z]Y |
(
|EαZi||δβδαZ ′

j|+ |δβEαZi||δαZ ′
j(· − β)|

)

+ |δβ(H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ)−DH̃ [Z]Y )||(EαZiδαZ
′
j)(· − β)|.

Moreover, by Lemma 2.9 we have

‖δβH(∆̃αX)‖L∞

(2.3)

. κ(t)2‖δβ∆̃αX‖L∞ ,

‖H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ)−DH̃ [Z]Y ‖L∞

(2.5)

.
(
1 + κ(t) + ‖Z ′(t)‖−1

L∞

)5 ‖∆̃αY ‖2L∞,

‖δβ(H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ))‖L∞

(2.4)

.
(
‖δβ∆̃αY ‖L∞ + ‖∆̃αY ‖L∞(‖δβ∆̃αZ‖L∞ + ‖δβ∆̃αY ‖L∞)

)

×
(
1 + κ(t) + ‖Z ′(t)‖−1

L∞

)5
,

‖δβ(H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ)−DH̃ [Z]Y )‖L∞

(2.6)

.
(
‖δβ∆̃αY ‖L∞ + ‖∆̃αY ‖L∞(‖δβ∆̃αZ‖L∞ + ‖δβ∆̃αY ‖L∞)

)

× ‖∆̃αY ‖L∞

(
1 + κ(t) + ‖Z ′(t)‖−1

L∞

)5
.

From the above estimates we obtain

|R̃1 −P1 −P2| . κ(t)2‖δβ∆̃αX‖L∞‖EαY ‖L∞‖δαY ′‖L∞ ,

|R̃2 −P3|+ |R̃3 −P4| .
{
‖∆̃αY ‖L∞ (‖δβEαZ‖L∞‖δαY ′‖L∞ + ‖EαY ‖L∞‖δβδαZ ′‖L∞)

+
(
‖δβ∆̃αY ‖L∞(1 + ‖∆̃αY ‖L∞) + ‖∆̃αY ‖L∞‖δβ∆̃αZ‖L∞

)

× (‖EαZ‖L∞‖δαY ′‖L∞ + ‖EαY ‖L∞‖δαZ ′‖L∞)

}(
1 + κ(t) + ‖Z ′(t)‖−1

L∞

)5
,

|R̃4| .
(
1 + κ(t) + ‖Z ′(t)‖−1

L∞

)5 {‖∆̃αY ‖L∞‖EαZ‖L∞‖δαZ ′‖L∞

×
(
‖δβ∆̃αY ‖L∞(1 + ‖∆̃αY ‖L∞) + ‖∆̃αY ‖L∞‖δβ∆̃αZ‖L∞

)

+ ‖∆̃αY ‖2L∞(‖EαZ‖L∞‖δβδαZ ′‖L∞ + ‖δβEαZ‖L∞‖δαZ ′‖L∞)
}
.

Note that
´

(R̃1 −P1 −P2)
dα
α =

´ π

−π
(R̃1 −P1 −P2)

dα
α̃ . Hence

∣∣∣∣
ˆ (

R̃1 −P1 −P2

) dα
α

∣∣∣∣ . κ(t)2
ˆ π

−π

‖δβδαX‖L∞‖EαY ‖L∞‖δαY ′‖L∞
dα

|α̃|2

. κ(t)2
ˆ

‖δβδαX‖L∞‖EαY ‖L∞‖δαY ′‖L∞
dα

|α|2 .

By (4.5) we obtain

∣∣∣∣
ˆ (

R̃1 −P1 −P2

) dα
α

∣∣∣∣ . κ(t)2‖δβΛ
3
4X‖L∞

ˆ

‖EαY ‖L∞‖δαY ′‖L∞
dα

|α| 54
.
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Applying Hölder’s inequality and Minkowski inequality we obtain

∥∥∥∥tµ
ˆ (

R̃1 −P1 −P2

) dα
α

∥∥∥∥
L

1
a
T L∞

(4.9)

. κ(T )2
ˆ

min
+,−

{
‖tµδβΛ

3
4X‖

L
4

4a−1±ε′

T L∞
‖EαY δαY

′‖
L

4

1∓ε′

T L∞

}
dα

|α| 54
. |β|µ+aκ(T )2‖Y ′‖2GT

(‖Y ′‖GT + ‖Z ′‖L∞
T L∞),

where in the last inequality we follow the estimates of J3 in Proposition 4.1. We also use the fact

that ‖X ′‖GT . ‖Y ′‖GT +‖Z ′‖L∞
T L∞ . Then we estimate

∣∣∣
´

(R̃2 −P3) + (R̃3 −P4) + R̃4
dα
α

∣∣∣. From the

above discussion, it suffices to consider α ∈ (−π, π). Then ‖∆̃αf‖L∞ . ‖∆αf‖L∞ for any function f .
Note that Y is periodic, by Lemma 2.1 we have for any 0 < γ1 < γ2

‖Y ‖Ċγ1 . ‖Y ‖Ċγ2 .

Moreover, we have Z(t, ·) ∈ V , hence for any γ > 0,

‖Z‖Ċγ = cγ‖Z ′‖L∞ . (4.10)

Hence
ˆ

‖δβ∆αY ‖L∞‖EαZ‖L∞‖δαY ′‖L∞
dα

|α| . |β|a+µ‖Y ′‖2L∞‖Z ′‖L∞ .

Other terms can be estimated similarly, we conclude that

∣∣∣∣
ˆ (

(R̃2 −P3) + (R̃3 −P4) + R̃4

) dα
α

∣∣∣∣

. |β|a+µ
(
1 + κ(t) + ‖Z ′(t)‖−1

L∞

)5
(1 + ‖Z ′(t)‖L∞ + ‖Y ′(t)‖L∞)

3 ‖Y ′(t)‖2L∞ .

By definition, it is easy to check that for any T ∈ [0, 1], γ1 ≥ 0, and 2ε′ ≤ γ2 ≤ θ − ε′, there holds

‖Y ′‖
L

1
γ2
T Ċγ1

. ‖Y ′‖GT . (4.11)

Hence by Hölder’s inequality we obtain

∥∥∥∥tµ
ˆ (

(R̃2 −P3) + (R̃3 −P4) + R̃4

) dα
α

∥∥∥∥
L

1
a
T L∞

(4.12)

. |β|a+µ
(
1 + κ(T ) + sup

t∈[0,T ]

(‖Z ′(t)‖−1
L∞)

)5 (
1 + ‖Z ′‖L∞

T L∞ + ‖Y ′‖GT

)3 ‖Y ′‖2GT
.

It remains to estimate the main terms Pk =
´

Pk
dα
α , k = 1, 2, 3, 4. We first estimate

P1 = −
ˆ

H(∆̃αX)EαYiδβY
′
j (· − α)

dα

α
, P2 =

ˆ

H(∆̃αX)δβE
αYiδαY

′
j (· − β)

dα

α
.

Note that

δβY
′(s− α) = ∂α(α∆αδβY (s)),

δβE
αY (s) = α∂α (∆αδβY (s)) + δαδβY (s)

(
1

α
− 1

α̃

)
,

hence one has

|P1| .
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

H(∆̃αX)EαYi∂α(∆αδβYj)dα

∣∣∣∣+
ˆ

|H(∆̃αX)EαYiδαδβYj |
dα

|α|2 ,

|P2| .
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

H(∆̃αX)∂α (∆αδβYi(s)) δαY
′
j (· − β)dα

∣∣∣∣ +
ˆ ∣∣∣H(∆̃αX)δαδβYi(s)δαY

′
j (· − β)

∣∣∣ dα|α|2 .
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Here the last inequality follows from (4.4). To estimate the above terms, we can follow the estimates
of J1 in Proposition 4.1. We conclude that

‖tµP1‖
L

1
a
T L∞

+ ‖tµP2‖
L

1
a
T L∞

. |β|µ+a (1 + κ(T ))
2 ‖Y ′‖2GT

(1 + ‖Y ′‖GT + ‖Z ′‖L∞
T L∞). (4.13)

Then we estimate

P3 = −
ˆ

[H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αZ)]E
αZiδβY

′
j (· − α)

dα

α
.

Note that Y ′(s− α) = ∂α(α∆αY (s)). Hence

|P3| .
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

[H(∆̃αX(s))−H(∆̃αZ(s))]E
αZi(s)∂α(∆αδβYj(s))dα

∣∣∣∣

+

ˆ ∣∣∣[H(∆̃αX(s))−H(∆̃αZ(s))]E
αZi(s)δαδβYj(s)

∣∣∣ dα|α|2
=P3,1 + P3,2.

Let fs(t, α) = [H(∆̃αX(s))−H(∆̃αZ(s))]E
αZi(s), g(t, s) = tµδβYj(t, s). Then by (2.4) there holds

sup
s

|δzfs(t, ·)(α)| .
{(

‖∆̃αY − ∆̃α−zY ‖L∞(1 + ‖Y ′‖L∞) + ‖Y ′‖L∞‖∆̃αZ − ∆̃α−zZ‖L∞

)
‖EαZ‖L∞

+ ‖Y ′‖L∞‖δzZ ′‖L∞

}
×
(
1 + κ(t) + ‖Z ′(t)‖−1

L∞

)5
, (4.14)

where we also use the fact that ‖∆̃αY ‖L∞ . ‖Y ′‖L∞ . For any p, q such that 4ε′ ≤ 1
p ≤ θ − ε′ and

2ε′ ≤ 1
q + µ ≤ 3

4 − ε′

2 , q ≤ 30, denote

Ṽq,µ(β) = ‖tµδβΛ
3+ε′

4 Y ‖
1
2

Lq
TL∞‖tµδβΛ

3−ε′

4 Y ‖
1
2

Lq
TL∞ ,

Ũp = sup
α,z

∥∥∥‖∆̃αY − ∆̃α−zY ‖L∞‖EαZ‖L∞

∥∥∥
Lp

T

|z| 2p
.

By Remark 3.2, it is easy to check that

Ṽq,µ(β) . |β| 1q+ 1
4
+µ‖Y ′‖GT . (4.15)

By Lemma 2.3 and (4.10)we have

Ũp . sup
α

‖δαY ′‖Lp
TL∞

|α| 1p
sup
α

‖δαZ ′‖L∞
T L∞

|α| 1p
. ‖Y ′‖GT ‖Z ′‖L∞

T L∞ . (4.16)

Applying Remark 2.5 with above fs, g and parameters σ = 1
4 , p =

1
a , p1± = 4

1±ε′ , p2± = 4
4a±ε′−1 , we

have

‖tµP3,1‖
L

1
a
T L∞

. sup
α,s

ˆ

min
+,−

{
‖δzfs(t, ·)(α)‖

L
4

1±ε′

T

Ṽ 4

4a∓ε′−1
,µ(β)

}
dz

|z| 54
.

By Lemma 2.3 and (4.10), it is easy to check that for any p > 1

ˆ (
‖∆̃αZ − ∆̃α−zZ‖Lp

TL∞ + ‖δzZ ′‖Lp
TL∞

) dz

|z| 54
. ‖Z ′‖L∞

T L∞ .

Combining this with (4.11) one has

M±
1 : =

∥∥∥
(
‖Y ′‖L∞‖∆̃αZ − ∆̃α−zZ‖L∞‖EαZ‖L∞ + ‖Y ′‖L∞‖δzZ ′‖L∞

)∥∥∥
L

4

1±ε′

T

. |z| 1±ε′

4 ‖Y ′‖GT (1 + ‖Z ′‖L∞
T L∞)2.
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Moreover, by Hölder’s inequality, (4.16) and (4.11) we have

M±
2 : = sup

α

∥∥∥‖∆̃αY − ∆̃α−zY ‖L∞(1 + ‖Y ′‖L∞)‖EαZ‖L∞

∥∥∥
L

4

1±ε′

T

. |z| 1±ε′

4 Ũ 8

1±ε′
(1 + ‖Y ′‖

L
8

1∓ε′

T L∞
) . |z| 1±ε′

4 ‖Y ′‖GT ‖Z ′‖L∞
T L∞(1 + ‖Y ′‖GT ).

By (4.14) we have

sup
α,s

‖δzfs(t, ·)(α)‖
L

4

1±ε′

T

. (1 + κ(T ) + sup
t∈[0,T ]

(‖Z ′(t)‖−1
L∞))5(M±

1 +M±
2 ).

Hence we obtain

‖tµP3,1‖
L

1
a
T L∞

.

ˆ

min
+,−

{(M±
1 +M±

2 )Ṽ 4

4a−1∓ε′
,µ(β)}

dz

|z| 54
(1 + κ(T ) + sup

t∈[0,T ]

(‖Z ′(t)‖−1
L∞))5

.

(
ˆ

min
+,−

{
|z|±ε′ Ṽ 4

4a−1∓ε′
,µ(β)

} dz
|z|

)
(1 + ‖Y ′‖GT )(1 + ‖Z ′‖L∞

T L∞)2‖Y ′‖GT

× (1 + κ(T ) + sup
t∈[0,T ]

(‖Z ′(t)‖−1
L∞))5

(4.15)

. |β|µ+a(1 + κ(T ) + sup
t∈[0,T ]

(‖Z ′(t)‖−1
L∞))5(1 + ‖Z ′‖L∞

T L∞ + ‖Y ′‖GT )
3‖Y ′‖2GT

.

Then we estimate P3,2. By (2.3) we have

‖H(∆̃αX(t))−H(∆̃αZ(t))‖L∞ . ‖∆̃αY (t)‖L∞(κ(t) + ‖Z ′(t)‖−1
L∞)2 . ‖Y ′(t)‖L∞(κ(t) + ‖Z ′(t)‖−1

L∞)2.

Moreover, one has

ˆ

‖EαZ‖L∞‖δαδβY ‖L∞
dα

|α|2
(4.10)

. |β|µ+a‖Y ′‖L∞‖Z ′‖L∞.

Then

‖tµP3,2‖
L

1
a
T L∞

. |β|µ+a(κ(T ) + sup
t∈[0,T ]

(‖Z ′(t)‖−1
L∞))2‖Z ′‖L∞

T L∞‖Y ′‖2
L

1
2a
T L∞

(4.11)

. |β|µ+a(κ(T ) + sup
t∈[0,T ]

(‖Z ′(t)‖−1
L∞))2‖Z ′‖L∞

T L∞‖Y ′‖2GT
.

Hence we conclude that

‖tµP3‖
L

1
a
T L∞

. |β|µ+a(1 + ‖Z ′‖L∞
T L∞ + ‖Y ′‖GT )

3‖Y ′‖2GT

(
1 + κ(T ) + sup

t∈[0,T ]

(‖Z ′(t)‖−1
L∞)

)5
. (4.17)

Note that P4 can be estimated similarly as P2. Combining (4.9), (4.12), (4.13) and (4.17), we obtain
the result.

Recall the definition (1.4), denote Q(t) = QX(t). We have the following results.

Proposition 4.3 Let X ∈ G1
T be a solution of (1.1) on [0, T ], there holds

Q(T ) . (1 + κ(T ))4‖X ′‖GT (1 + ‖X ′‖GT )
2.

Proof. Note that

1

|∆αX(t, ·)(s)| −
1

|∆αX0(s)|
=

ˆ t

0

∂t

(
1

|∆αX(τ, ·)(s)|

)
dτ

≤ κ(t)2
ˆ t

0

|∆αΛX(τ, ·)(s)|+ |∆αN(X(τ, ·))(s)|dτ.
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By Hölder’s inequality we obtain

sup
α,t

|α|ε′

tε′

ˆ t

0

|∆αΛX(τ, ·)(s)|dτ . sup
α

‖δαΛX‖
L

1

1−ε′

T L∞

|α|1−ε′
. ‖X ′‖GT .

Moreover, Proposition 4.1 implies

sup
α,t

|α|ε′

tε′

ˆ t

0

|∆αN(X(τ, ·))(s)|dτ . sup
α

‖δαN‖
L

1

1−ε′

T L∞

|α|1−ε′
. (1 + κ(T ))2 ‖X ′‖2GT

(1 + ‖X ′‖GT ).

Hence one obtain

Q(T ) . (1 + κ(T ))4‖X ′‖GT (1 + ‖X ′‖GT )
2.

This completes the proof.

4.2 Smoothing effect

Let X ∈ G1
T be a solution to (1.8), (Y, Z) ∈ G1

T × C2
t,x be a solution to (1.17). We prove that for any

t ∈ (0, 1) and γ ∈ [10ε′, θ − 10ε′], there holds

‖X(t)‖Ċ1+γ . t−γ
(
‖X ′

0‖G̃t
+ (1 + κ(t))2‖X ′‖2Gt

(1 + ‖X ′‖Gt)
2
)
, (4.18)

‖Y (t)‖Ċ1+γ . t−γ
{(

1 + ‖Z ′‖L∞
t L∞ + ‖Y ′‖Gt

)5‖Y ′‖2Gt
(4.19)

× (1 + κ(t) + sup
τ∈[0,t]

(‖Z ′(τ)‖−1
L∞))5 + ‖Y ′

0‖G̃t

}
.

Denote X ′(t, s) = ∂sX(t, s). We have the formula

X ′(t, s) =

ˆ

K(t, s− y)X ′
0(y)dy +

ˆ t

0

ˆ

HΛ1−θK(t− τ, s− y)ΛθN(τ, y)dydτ

:= X ′
L(t, s) +X ′

N (t, s).

We write

X ′
L(t, s) =

ˆ

K(t− τ, s− y)X ′
L(τ, y)dy, τ ∈ (0,

t

2
).

By ‖K(t− τ, ·)‖L1 = 1, we obtain

‖δαX ′
L(t, ·)‖L∞ . ‖δαX ′

L(τ, ·)‖L∞ .

Take L
1
γ for τ ∈ (0, t

2 ) we obtain

tγ‖δαX ′
L(t, ·)‖L∞ . ‖δαX ′

L‖L1/γ

t/2
L∞ ,

which leads to

tγ‖X ′
L(t, ·)‖Ċγ . sup

α

‖δαX ′
L‖L1/γ

t/2
L∞

|α|γ . ‖X ′
L‖Gt . ‖X ′

0‖G̃t
.

On the other hand, we have

‖X ′
N(t)‖Ċγ

(3.3)

.

ˆ t

0

1

(t− τ)γ+1−θ
‖ΛθN(τ)‖L∞dτ.

Denote γ̃ = γ + 1− θ, we have

tγ̃‖X(t)‖Ċγ . t1−θ‖X ′
0‖G̃t

+

ˆ t

0

τ γ̃ + (t− τ)γ̃

(t− τ)γ̃

ˆ

‖δβN(τ, ·)‖L∞
dτdβ

|β|1+θ
.

Combining Lemma 3.4 with Proposition 4.1 we obtain

ˆ t

0

τ γ̃ + (t− τ)γ̃

(t− τ)γ̃

ˆ

‖δβN(τ, ·)‖L∞
dβdτ

|β|1+θ
. t1−θ (1 + κ(t))

2 ‖X ′‖2Gt
(1 + ‖X ′‖Gt)

2.
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Then one obtains

tγ̃‖X(t)‖Ċγ . t1−θ
(
‖X ′

0‖G̃t
+ (1 + κ(t))2‖X ′‖2Gt

(1 + ‖X ′‖Gt)
2
)
,

which yields (4.18). Similarly, recalling (3.10) we have the formula

Y ′(t, s) =

ˆ

K(t, s− y)Õ(s− y)Y ′
0(y)dy

+

ˆ t

0

ˆ

HΛ1−θK(t− τ, s− y)Õ(s− y)Λθ(ΠN(X(τ, y)))dydτ.

Following above estimates, Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 4.2 yield (4.19).

4.3 Higher regularity

In the following lemma, we suppress the time variable.

Lemma 4.4 Suppose κ(X) ≤ C∗, then we have for any m ∈ Z
+

1) If X ′ ∈ Ċm− 1
4 , then N ∈ Ċm+ 1

2 . In particular,

‖∂ms N‖
Ċ

1
2
. ‖X ′‖4m+2

Ċ
1
4

+ ‖X ′‖
4m+2

4m−1

Ċm− 1
4

, (4.20)

2) If X ′ ∈ Ċm, then N ∈ Ċm+ 7
8 . In particular,

‖∂ms N‖
Ċ

7
8
. ‖X ′‖8m+7

Ċ
1
8

+ ‖X ′‖
8m+7

8m

Ċm
,

where the implicit constants only depend on C∗ and m.

Proof. We note that the proof is essentially an analogy of the proof of Proposition 4.1. The main
difference is that we ignore the time variable in this lemma.

For simplicity, we only prove 1). The second one can be done similarly. Recall that

N(X(s)) =
∑ ˆ

H(∆̃αX(s))EαXi(s)δαX
′
j(s)

dα

α
.

We have

δβ∂
m
s N(X(s)) =

∑ ˆ

δβ∂
m
s (H(∆̃αX(s)))EαXi(s)δαX

′
j(s)

dα

α

+
∑ ˆ

H(∆̃αX(s))δβE
α∂ms Xi(s)δαX

′
j(s)

dα

α

+
∑ ˆ

H(∆̃αX(s))EαXi(s)δβ∂
m
s X

′
j(s− α)

dα

α
+R0

:= S1 + S2 + S3 +R0,

where we denote R0 the lower order remainder terms. For the first term, we have

|δβ∂ms (H(∆̃αX(s)))| .
m∑

k=1

(|∆̃α∂sX |m−k|δβ∆̃α∂
k
sX |)

. |β| 12 |α|− 1
2 (min{‖X ′‖

Ċ1− 1
4m

|α|− 1
4m , ‖X ′‖

Ċ1− 3
4m

|α|− 3
4m }m + ‖X ′‖

Ċm− 1
4
|α|− 1

4 ),

and

|EαXi(s)δαX
′
j(s)| . min{‖X ′‖2

Ċ
1
2

|α|, ‖X ′‖2
Ċ

1
4

|α| 12 }.

Hence

|S1| . |β| 12
ˆ

|α|≤λ

(‖X ′‖m
Ċ1− 1

4m
+ ‖X ′‖

Ċm− 1
4
)
dα

|α| 34
‖X ′‖2

Ċ
1
2

+ |β| 12
ˆ

|α|≥λ

(‖X ′‖m
Ċ1− 3

4m
+ ‖X ′‖

Ċm− 3
4
)
dα

|α| 74
‖X ′‖2

Ċ
1
4

. |β| 12λ 1
4 (‖X ′‖m

Ċ1− 1
4m

+ ‖X ′‖
Ċm− 1

4
)‖X ′‖2

Ċ
1
2

+ |β| 12 λ− 3
4 (‖X ′‖m

Ċ1− 3
4m

+ ‖X ′‖
Ċm− 3

4
)‖X ′‖2

Ċ
1
4

.
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Taking λ = [(‖X ′‖m
Ċ1− 1

4m
+ ‖X ′‖

Ċm− 1
4
)‖X ′‖2

Ċ
1
2

]−1(‖X ′‖m
Ċ1− 3

4m
+ ‖X ′‖

Ċm− 3
4
)‖X ′‖2

Ċ
1
4

, and applying

interpolation inequality and Young’s inequality, we obtain

‖S1‖L∞ . |β| 12 (‖X ′‖4m+2

Ċ
1
4

+ ‖X ′‖
4m+2

4m−1

Ċm− 1
4

).

Then we deal with S2, observe that

δβE
α∂ms X(s) = α∂α(∆αδβ∂

m
s X(s)) + δαδβ∂

m
s X(s)

(
1

α
− 1

α̃

)
.

Hence we have

S2 =
∑ ˆ

H(∆̃αX(s))∂α(∆αδβ∂
m
s Xi(s))δαX

′
j(s)dα

+
∑ ˆ

H(∆̃αX(s))δαδβ∂
m
s Xi(s)

(
1

α
− 1

α̃

)
δαX

′
j(s)

dα

α

:=S2,1 + S2,2.

Applying Lemma 2.4 with fs(α) = H(∆̃αX(s))δαX
′
j(s), g(s) = δβ∂

m
s Xi(s), and σ = 4

5 , we have

‖S2,1‖L∞ . ‖X ′‖
1
2

Ċ
4
5
+ε′

‖X ′‖
1
2

Ċ
4
5
−ε′

‖δβ∂ms Xi(s)‖
1
2

Ċ
1
5
+ε′

‖δβ∂ms Xi(s)‖
1
2

Ċ
1
5
−ε′

. |β| 12 ‖X ′‖
1
2

Ċ
4
5
+ε′

‖X ′‖
1
2

Ċ
4
5
−ε′

‖∂ms Xi(s)‖
1
2

Ċ
7
10

+ε′
‖∂ms Xi(s)‖

1
2

Ċ
7
10

−ε′
.

By interpolation inequality and Young’s inequality we obtain

‖S2,1‖L∞ . |β| 12 (‖X ′‖4m+2

Ċ
1
4

+ ‖X ′‖
4m+2

4m−1

Ċm− 1
4

).

For S2,2. Recall (4.4), one has

|S2,2| .
ˆ ∣∣∣H(∆̃αX(s))δαδβ∂

m
s Xi(s)δαX

′
j(s)

∣∣∣ dα|α|2

. |β| 12
(
ˆ

|α|≤λ

‖X ′‖
Ċm− 1

4
‖X ′‖Ċ1

dα

|α| 34
+

ˆ

|α|≥λ

‖X ′‖
Ċm− 1

2
‖X ′‖

Ċ
1
2

dα

|α| 32

)

. |β| 12
(
λ

1
4 ‖X ′‖

Ċm− 1
4
‖X ′‖Ċ1 + λ−

1
2 ‖X ′‖

Ċm− 1
2
‖X ′‖

Ċ
1
2

)
.

Let λ =
(
‖X ′‖

Ċm− 1
2
‖X ′‖

Ċ
1
2

) 4
3
(
‖X ′‖

Ċm− 1
4
‖X ′‖Ċ1

)− 4
3

. Applying interpolation inequality and Young’s

inequality again we obtain

‖S2,2‖L∞ . |β| 12 (‖X ′‖4m+2

Ċ
1
4

+ ‖X ′‖
4m+2

4m−1

Ċm− 1
4

).

Finally, observe that

δβ∂
m
s X

′
j(s− α) = α∂α(∆αδβ∂

m
s X

′
j) + ∆αδβ∂

m
s X

′
j.

We can estimate S3 and R0 similarly as we did for S2. We conclude that

‖δβ∂ms N(X(·))‖L∞ . |β| 12 (‖X ′‖4m+2

Ċ
1
4

+ ‖X ′‖
4m+2

4m−1

Ċm− 1
4

),

which leads to (4.20).

In the following, we prove that for any m ∈ Z
+,

tm− 1
4 ‖X ′(t)‖

Ċm− 1
4
. 1 ⇒ tm‖X ′(t)‖Ċm . 1, (4.21)

tm‖X ′(t)‖Ċm . 1 ⇒ tm+ 3
4 ‖X ′(t)‖

Ċm+3
4
. 1. (4.22)

26



We first prove (4.21). We have the formula

∂ms X
′(t, s) =

ˆ

∂sK(t/2, s− y)∂ms X(t/2, y)dy +

ˆ t

t/2

ˆ

∂sK(t− τ̃ , s− y)∂ms N(τ̃ , y)dydτ̃

:= (∂ms X
′)L(t, s) + (∂ms X

′)N (t, s).

For the linear part, we have

‖(∂ms X ′)L(t, ·)‖L∞ ≤ sup
s

ˆ

|∂sK(t/2, s− y)(∂ms X(t/2, y)− ∂ms X(t/2, s))| dy

.

ˆ

|∂sK(t/2, y)||y| 34 dy‖X ′(t/2)‖
Ċm− 1

4
. t−m,

where in the last inequality we used the fact that
ˆ

|∂sK(t, y)||y|σdy . t−(1−σ), ∀σ ∈ [0, 1). (4.23)

For the nonlinear part, we have

‖(∂ms X ′)N (t, ·)‖L∞ ≤ sup
s

ˆ t

t/2

ˆ

|∂sK(t− τ̃ , s− y)(∂ms N(τ̃ , y)− ∂ms N(τ̃ , s))| dydτ̃

.

ˆ t

t/2

ˆ

|∂sK(t− τ̃ , y)|y| 12 dy‖∂ms N(τ̃)‖
Ċ

1
2
dτ̃ .

By Lemma 4.4 we have

‖∂ms N(τ̃ )‖
Ċ

1
2
. ‖X ′‖4m+2

Ċ
1
4

+ ‖X ′‖
4m+2

4m−1

Ċm− 1
4

. t−m− 1
2 .

Combining this with (4.23), we obtain

‖(∂ms X ′)N (t, ·)‖L∞ . t−(m+ 1
2
)

ˆ t

t/2

(t− τ̃ )−
1
2 dτ . t−m.

Hence we obtain

tm‖∂ms X ′(t)‖L∞ . 1.

Then we prove (4.22). Note that

‖(∂ms X ′)L(t, ·)‖
Ċ

3
4
≤ sup

s

ˆ ∣∣∣Λ 3
4K(t/2, s− y)∂ms X

′(t/2, y)
∣∣∣ dy

.

ˆ

|Λ 3
4K(t/2, y)|dy‖∂ms X ′(t/2)‖L∞

(3.3)

. t−m− 3
4 .

Moreover, we have

|δα(∂ms X ′)N (t, s)| ≤
ˆ t

t/2

ˆ

|∂sK(t− τ̃ , s− y)(δα∂
m
s N(τ̃ , y)− δα∂

m
s N(τ̃ , s))| dydτ̃

. |α| 12
ˆ t

t/2

ˆ

|∂sK(t− τ̃ , y)|y| 34 dy‖∂ms N(τ̃ )‖
Ċ

7
8
dτ̃

. |α| 12 t−(m+ 7
8
)

ˆ t

t/2

(t− τ̃ )−
1
4 dτ . |α| 12 t−m− 3

4 ,

which implies
‖(∂ms X ′)N (t, ·)‖

Ċ
3
4
. t−m− 3

4 .

This completes the proof of (4.22).
Combining (4.21), (4.22) with (4.18), we obtain the following result

Lemma 4.5 Let X ∈ G1
T be a solution to (1.8) with initial data X0 ∈ G̃1

T . Then there holds

tk‖X ′(t)‖Ċk . 1, ∀k ∈ Z
+, t ∈ [0, T ].
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5 Proof of the main theorems

We first state the existence theorems for smooth initial data (see [25, 28]).

Theorem 5.1 Let γ > 1. Consider X0 ∈ Cγ satisfying κ(X0) ≤ r0 for some constant r0. Then there
exists T = T (‖X0‖Cγ , r0) > 0 such that the problem (1.1) admits a solution X ∈ C([0, T ];Cγ−ε) for
any ε ∈ (0, 1) and X(t) ∈ C∞ for any t ∈ (0, T ].

Theorem 5.2 Let γ > 1. There exists a constant ρ0 > 0 such that, for any X0 ∈ Cγ , if ‖ΠX0‖Ċγ ≤
ρ0‖PX0‖Ċ1 , then the solution to the Peskin problem (1.1) exists for all time and converges to a circle

Z∞ ∈ Ṽ. More precisely, for any 0 < ε < 1 and t ≥ 0 there holds

‖ΠX(t)‖Cγ−ε ≤ C‖ΠX0‖Cγ−εe−
t
4 , ‖X(t)− Z∞‖Cγ−ε ≤ C‖ΠX0‖Cγ−εe−

t
4 .

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Note that κ0 = lim infϑ→0 κ(X0 ∗ ρϑ) < +∞, hence there exists a
sequence {ϑm}m such that limm→+∞ ϑm = 0 and supm κ(X0 ∗ ρϑm) ≤ 2κ0. Denote X0,m = X0 ∗ ρϑm ,
where ρϑ is the standard mollifier. By Theorem 5.1, there exist T1 = T1(‖X0‖L∞ , κ0, ϑm) > 0

and a solution Xm ∈ C([0, T1]; Ċ
3
2 ) with initial data X0,m. Without loss of generality, let T2 =

sup
{
τ : Xm ∈ C([0, τ ]; Ċ

3
2 )
}
. Let T0 = min{T ∗, T2}. Denote κm(t) = κXm(t). By Lemma 3.3 and

Proposition 4.1, we have for any t ∈ [0, T0]

‖X ′
m‖Gt ≤C (1 + κm(t))

2 ‖X ′
m‖2Gt

(1 + ‖X ′
m‖Gt)

2
+ ‖X ′

0,m‖G̃T0

.

Fix 0 < ξ0 ≤ 10−10(2 + C̃ + κ0 + κ−1
0 )−10 for C̃ ≥ C. Denote

T̃0 = sup {t : t ≤ T0, ‖X ′
m‖Gt ≤ 3ξ0, κm(t) ≤ 3κ0} .

Note that ‖X ′
0,m‖G̃T0

≤ 3
2‖X ′

0‖G̃T∗
≤ 3

2ξ0. By continutity we have T̃0 > 0. We want to prove that

T̃0 = T0. By the standard bootstrap argument, it suffices to prove

‖X ′
m‖GT̃0

≤ 2ξ0, κm(T̃0) ≤ 2κ0. (5.1)

Then for any t ∈ [0, T̃0], we have

‖X ′
m‖Gt ≤4C (1 + 3κ0)

2
ξ20(1 + 2ξ0)

2 +
3

2
ξ0 ≤ 2ξ0.

It remains to estimate κm(t). We first obtain from Proposition 4.3 that t ∈ [0, T̃0]

QXm(t) ≤ C1(1 + κm(t))4ξ0 ≤ C1(1 + 3κ0)
4ξ0.

By (4.18) we obtain t ∈ [0, T̃0]

‖Xm(t)‖
Ċ

3
2
≤ C2t

− 1
2

(
‖X ′

0‖G̃t
+ (1 + κm(t))2‖X ′

m‖2Gt
(1 + ‖X ′

m‖Gt)
2
)

≤ C2t
− 1

2

(
3

2
ξ0 + 9(1 + 3κ0)

2ξ20(1 + 3ξ0)
2

)
≤ 2C2ξ0t

− 1
2 .

We fix C̃ ≥ 10(C+C1+C2) in the defintion of ξ0. Applying Lemma 2.8 with ε = 2(C1+C2)(1+3κ0)
4ξ0.

Then we obtain

κm(t) ≤ 2κ0, ∀t ∈ [0, T̃0],

which completes the proof of (5.1). Hence for any t ∈ [0, T̃0], there holds ‖X ′
m‖Gt ≤ 2ξ0, κm(t) ≤ 2κ0.

Hence T0 = T̃0.
Next we prove that T0 = T ∗. If this is not true, then T0 = T2. Then we have ‖X ′

m‖GT2
≤

2ξ0, κm(T2) ≤ 2κ0. Moreover, by the smoothing effect (4.18), one has

‖Xm(T2)‖
Ċ

3
2
+ε′ . T

− 1
2
−ε′

2 .
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Then applying Theorem 5.1, there exists δ > 0 such that Xm ∈ C([0, T2 + δ]; Ċ
3
2 ), which contradicts

the definition of T2. Hence Xm ∈ C([0, T ∗]; Ċ
3
2 ). Moreover, we have

||Xm||L∞
t L∞ ≤ C (1 + κm(t))2 ‖X ′

m‖2Gt
(1 + ‖X ′

m‖Gt)
2
+ C||X0||L∞ .

Hence ||Xm||L∞
T∗L∞ . ||X0||L∞ + 1. By standard compactness argument, we are able to pass to the

limit m → +∞ to get a solution X ∈ C((0, T ∗], Ċ
3
2 ) of the Cauchy problem (1.1) with initial data

X0. The solution also satisfies the above estimates. Moreover, Lemma 4.5 also implies that

tk‖X ′(t)‖Ċk .k ξ0, ∀k ∈ Z
+, t ∈ [0, T ∗].

Then we complete the proof of the theorem.

In the following, we give a proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. There exists a sequence {ϑm}m such that limm→+∞ ϑm = 0 and supm κ(Y0∗
ρϑm + Z0) ≤ 2

c0
. Denote Y0,m = Y0 ∗ ρϑm . Then X0,m = Y0,m + Z0 is smooth. By Theorem 5.1,

there exist T1 > 0 and a solution Xm = Ym + Zm ∈ C([0, T1]; Ċ
3
2 ). Without loss of generality, let

T2 = sup
{
τ : Xm ∈ C([0, τ ]; Ċ

3
2 )
}
. Denote κm(t) = κXm(t). For any t ∈ (0, 1), Lemma 3.5 and

Proposition 4.2 yield

‖Y ′
m‖Gt ≤ C

(
1 + sup

τ∈[0,t]

(‖Z ′
m(τ)‖−1

L∞) + κm(t)
)5

× (1 + ‖Z ′
m‖L∞

t L∞ + ‖Y ′
m‖Gt)

5‖Y ′
m‖2Gt

+ ‖Y ′
0,m‖G̃t

. (5.2)

Moreover,
‖X ′

m‖Gt ≤ ‖Y ′
m‖Gt + Ctε

′ ||Z ′
m||L∞

t L∞ , (5.3)

||Xm||L∞
t L∞ ≤ C (1 + κm(t))

2
(1 + ‖X ′

m‖Gt)
2‖X ′

m‖2Gt
+ ||X0||L∞ . (5.4)

Recalling Proposition 4.3 one has

QXm(t) ≤ C(1 + κm(t))4‖X ′
m‖Gt(1 + ‖X ′

m‖Gt)
2. (5.5)

Since ∂tZm = PN(Ym + Zm), so for any t ∈ (0, 1), there holds

∣∣∣‖Zm(t)‖
Ċ

1
2
− ‖Z0‖

Ċ
1
2

∣∣∣ . sup
α

‖δαN(Ym + Zm)‖L2
tL

∞

|α| 12
.

Recall that Zm = PXm ∈ V = span{er, et, ex, ey} belongs to a finite dimensional space. Hence all the
norms are equivalent. Specially, we have ‖Z‖Ċσ = cσ‖Z ′‖L∞ for any Z ∈ V . Combining this with
Proposition 4.2, we obtain

sup
τ∈[0,t]

|‖Z ′
m(τ)‖L∞ − ‖Z ′

0‖L∞ | (5.6)

≤C
(
1 + sup

τ∈[0,t]

(‖Z ′
m(τ)‖−1

L∞) + κm(t)
)5(

1 + ‖Z ′
m‖L∞

t L∞ + ‖Y ′
m‖Gt

)5
‖Y ′

m‖2Gt
.

Fix 0 < ξ1 ≤ (10 + C̃ + c−1
0 )−

100

ε′ for C̃ ≥ C and let T0 = min{T2, ξ
2
3

1 }. Define

T̃0 = sup
{
t : t ≤ T0, ‖Y ′

m‖Gt ≤ 3ξ1, κm(t) ≤ 5c−1
0 ,

sup
τ∈[0,t]

|‖Z ′
m(τ)‖L∞ − ‖Z ′

0‖L∞ | ≤ 2ξ1

}
.

Since κm(0) ≤ 2c−1
0 , we have T̃0 > 0. We want to prove that T̃0 = T0. By the standard bootstrap

argument, it suffices to prove for any t ∈ [0, T̃0]

‖Y ′
m‖Gt ≤ 2ξ1, κm(t) ≤ 4c−1

0 , sup
τ∈[0,t]

|‖Z ′
m(τ)‖L∞ − ‖Z ′

0‖L∞ | ≤ ξ1. (5.7)
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Note that ‖Y ′
0,m‖G̃t

≤ 3
2‖Y ′

0‖G̃ ≤ 3
2ξ1. Then (5.2) implies

‖Y ′
m‖Gt ≤ 9C3

(
2 + 7c−1

0

)5
(1 + 2c−1

0 + 3ξ1)
5ξ21 + ξ1 ≤ 2ξ1, ∀t ∈ [0, T̃0].

By (5.6) and using the fact that ‖Z ′
0‖L∞ ∈ [c0,

1
c0
], we have for any t ∈ [0, T̃0]

sup
τ∈[0,t]

|‖Z ′
m(τ)‖L∞ − ‖Z ′

0‖L∞| ≤ 9C3
(
2 + 7c−1

0

)5
(1 + 2c−1

0 + 3ξ1)
5ξ21 ≤ ξ1.

It remains to estimate κm(t). By (5.3) and (5.5), we have for any t ∈ [0, T̃0]

QXm(t) ≤ C(1 + κm(t))4
(
‖Y ′

m‖Gt + Ctε
′ ||Z ′

m||L∞
t L∞

) (
1 + ‖Y ′

m‖Gt + C||Z ′
m||L∞

t L∞

)2

≤ C
(
1 + 5c−1

0

)4 (
3ξ1 + Ctε

′

(1 + c−1
0 )
) (

1 + C + 3ξ1 + Cc−1
0

)2 ≤ ξ
ε′

2

1 .

Moreover, by (4.19) we have for any t ∈ [0, T̃0] and ε1 ∈ [0, ε′]

‖Ym(t)‖
Ċ

3
2
+ε1

≤ C1t
− 1

2
−ε1
{(

1 + ‖Z ′‖L∞
t L∞ + ‖Y ′‖Gt

)5
‖Y ′‖2Gt

×
(
1 + κ(t) + sup

τ∈[0,t]

(‖Z ′(τ)‖−1
L∞)

)5
+ ‖Y ′

0‖G̃t

}

≤ 2C1ξ1t
− 1

2
−ε1 . (5.8)

This leads to

‖Xm(t)‖
Ċ

3
2
≤ 2C1ξ1t

− 1
2 + C2‖Z ′

0‖L∞ ≤ ξ
ε′

2

1 t−
1
2 ,

for any t ∈ [0, T̃0], provided C̃ ≥ C + C1 + C2. Hence we can apply Lemma 2.8 with ε = ξ
ε′

2

1 , which
yields

κm(t) ≤ 2κm(0) ≤ 4c−1
0 ,

which completes the proof of (5.7). We obtain T̃0 = T0.

We claim that T0 = ξ
2
3

1 . If this is not true, then T0 = T2. One has κm(T2) ≤ 4c−1
0 . Moreover, by the

smoothing effect (4.19), we have

‖Ym(T2)‖
Ċ

3
2
+ε′ ≤ 2C1ξ1T

− 1
2
−ε′

2 .

Then ‖Xm(T2)‖
Ċ

3
2
+ε′

(5.7)

. T
− 1

2
−ε′

2 + c−1
0 + 1. Applying Theorem 5.1, there exists δ > 0 such

that Xm ∈ C([0, T2 + δ]; Ċ
3
2 ). This contradicts the definition of T2. Hence we have T0 = ξ

2
3

1 and

Xm ∈ C([0, T0]; Ċ
3
2 ). Note that T0 is independent of m. Moreover, by (5.4) one has, ||Xm||L∞

T0
L∞ .

||X0||L∞ + 1. By standard compactness argument, we are able to pass to the limit m → ∞ to get

a solution X ∈ C((0, T0], Ċ
3
2 ) of the Cauchy problem (1.1) with initial data X0. The solution also

satisfies the above estimates. Then we obtain 1) and 2) in Theorem 1.3. Moreover, by (5.8)

‖Y (T0)‖
Ċ

3
2
+ε′ ≤ 2C1ξ1T

− 1
2
−ε′

0 ≤ ξ
1
4

1 .

We can further choose ξ1 such that ξ
1
4

1 ≤ ρ0‖Z ′
0‖L∞. Applying Theorem 5.2 one gets 3) in Theorem

1.3. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Proposition 1.4. Denote W = X − X̄, we have

∂tW +
1

4
ΛW =

∑ ˆ (
H(∆̃αX)EαXiδαX

′
j −H(∆αX̄)EαX̄iδαX̄

′
j

) dα
α̃

:= Ñ(X, X̄).
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We have

Ñ(X, X̄)(t, s) =

ˆ

H(∆̃αX(s))EαXi(s)δαW
′
j(s)

dα

α
+

ˆ

H(∆̃αX̄(s))EαWi(s)δαX̄
′
j(s)

dα

α

+

ˆ

[H(∆̃αX)−H(∆̃αX̄)]EαX̄i(s)δαX̄
′
j(s)

dα

α
.

Following the estimates in Proposition 4.2, we obtain for any 0 < t < T ,

sup
0≤µ≤ 2

3

θ−ε′≤µ+a≤1−ε′

sup
β

‖tµδβÑ‖
L

1
a
T L∞

|β|µ+a

. (1 + κX(T ) + κX̄(T ))2 ‖W ′‖GT (‖X ′‖GT + ‖X̄ ′‖GT )(1 + ‖X ′‖GT + ‖X̄ ′‖GT )
5.

Hence one has

‖W ′‖GT ≤‖W ′
0‖G̃T

+ C‖W ′‖GT (1 + κX(T ) + κX̄(T ))
2

× (‖X ′‖GT + ‖X̄ ′‖GT )(1 + ‖X ′‖GT + ‖X̄ ′‖GT )
5.

By (1 + κX(T ) + κX̄(T ))
2
(‖X ′‖GT + ‖X̄ ′‖GT )(1 + ‖X ′‖GT + ‖X̄ ′‖GT )

5 ≪ 1, we obtain the result.

6 Appendix

We will prove Lemma 2.4. First, we need the following lemma:

Lemma 6.1 Denote

Φ0(x) =
1

|x|σ1
1|x|≤1 +

1

|x|σ2
1|x|>1

for some σ1 ∈ (−1, 1)\{0}, σ2 ∈ (0, 1). Let Φ : R → (0,∞) satisfy

3∑

m=0

|x|m
∣∣∣∣
dm

dxm
Φ(x)

∣∣∣∣ . Φ0(x), ∀x ∈ R\{0}. (6.1)

Then there holds

|(FΦ)(ξ)| + |ξ|
∣∣∣∣
d

dξ
(FΦ)(ξ)

∣∣∣∣ .
Φ0(1/|ξ|)

|ξ| .

Proof. We use the idea in [29, Proof of Lemma 3.8]. Let 1 =
∑+∞

n=−∞ χn(x) be the standard partition

of unity in R\{0}, where suppχn ⊂ {|x| ∼ 2−n} and | dm

dxmχn(x)| . 2nm for any m ∈ N. Then we have

(FΦ)(ξ) =

+∞∑

n=−∞

ˆ

χn(x)Φ(x)e
−ixξdx.

By (6.1), integrate by parts one obtains

|ξ|k
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

χnΦ(x)e
−ixξdx

∣∣∣∣ .
ˆ

|∂k(χnΦ)|dx . 2(k−1)nΦ0(2
−n),

for k = 0, 1, 2. Hence we obtain

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

χnΦ(x)e
−ixξdx

∣∣∣∣ . Φ0(2
−n)2−nmin

{
1,

2n

|ξ|

}2

.

Then by the definition of Φ0, it is easy to check that

|FΦ(ξ)| .
∞∑

n=−∞
Φ0(2

−n)2−n min

{
1,

2n

|ξ|

}2

.
Φ0(1/|ξ|)

|ξ| .
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Similarly, we have ∣∣∣∣
d

dξ
(FΦ)(ξ)

∣∣∣∣ .
Φ0(1/|ξ|)

|ξ|2 ,

this completes the proof.

Proof of Lemma 2.4. Let φ(ξ) = φ(|ξ|) be a smooth function in R\{0} satisfying

φ(|ξ|) =
{
|ξ|1−σ−ε, |ξ| ≤ 1,

|ξ|1−σ+ε, |ξ| ≥ 2.

Let g1 = Λφg, where Λφ is the Fourier multiplier with symbol φ(ξ), i.e. (Fg1)(ξ) = φ(ξ)(Fg)(ξ).
Then we have g = G ∗ g1, where G = 1

(2π)2F
(

1
φ

)
. We can choose φ such that the function 1

φ satisfies

condition (6.1) in Lemma 6.1 with Φ = Φ0 = 1
φ . Applying Lemma 6.1 we obtain

|G(x)| + |x|
∣∣∣∣
d

dx
G(x)

∣∣∣∣ .
1

φ(1/|x|)|x| ,

which implies

∣∣∣∣
dk

dxk
G(x)

∣∣∣∣ . min
{
|x|2ε, 1

}
|x|−k−σ−ε, k = 0, 1. (6.2)

Let f1 = Λσf , then f = cσ
|.|1−σ ∗ f1. We have

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

f(α)∂αg̃(α)dα

∣∣∣∣ .
∣∣∣∣
¨

f1(z)∂α

(
1

|α− z|1−σ

)
∆α(G ∗ g1)(0)dαdz

∣∣∣∣ (6.3)

. ||f1||L∞ ||g1||L∞

¨

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

∂α

(
1

|α− z|1−σ

)
(G(α − y)−G(y))

dα

α

∣∣∣∣ dydz.

We first prove that

E =

¨

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

∂α

(
1

|α− z|1−σ

)
(G(|α − y|)−G(|y|)) dα

α

∣∣∣∣ dydz <∞. (6.4)

Let χ(x) be a smooth positive symmetric function such that 1|x|≤1/2 ≤ χ ≤ 1|x|≤1. Then

1 = χ(4|α|/|z|) + (χ(|α|/(4|z|))− χ(4|α|/|z|)) + (1− χ(|α|/(4|z|)))
:= χ1 + χ2 + χ3,

1 = [χ(|α|/(4|y|))− χ(4|α|/|y|)] + [1− χ(|α|/(4|y|)) + χ(4|α|/|y|)]
:= ψ1 + ψ2.

One has

E1 =

¨

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

χ1∂α

(
1

|α− z|1−σ

)
(G(|α− y|)−G(|y|)) dα

α

∣∣∣∣ dydz

≤
˚

1|α|≤|z|/2
1

|z|2−σ
|G(|α− y|)−G(|y|)|dαdydz|α| .

Note that

|G(α − y)−G(y)| .min

{ |α|
|y| , 1

}
min

{
|y|2ε, 1

}
|y|−σ−ε

+ 1|α−y|≤ 1
2
|y|min

{
|α− y|2ε, 1

}
|α− y|−σ−ε. (6.5)
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Thus, we have

E1 .

˚

|α|≤|z|/2

1

|z|2−σ
min

{
1

|y| ,
1

|α|

}
min

{
|y|2ε, 1

}
|y|−σ−εdαdydz

+

˚

1|y|.|z|1|α|.|y|
1

|z|2−σ

1

|y| min
{
|α|2ε, 1

}
|α|−σ−εdαdydz

.

¨

1

|α|1−σ
min

{
1

|y| ,
1

|α|

}
min

{
|y|2ε, 1

}
|y|−σ−εdαdy

+

¨

|y|.|z|

1

|z|2−σ
min

{
|y|2ε, 1

}
|y|−σ−εdydz

.

ˆ

min
{
|y|2ε, 1

} dy

|y|1+ε
. 1.

Moreover, integrate by parts we have

E2 =

¨

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

χ2∂α

(
1

|α− z|1−σ

)
(G(|α− y|)−G(|y|)) dα

α

∣∣∣∣ dydz

≤
˚

∣∣∣∣
1

|α− z|1−σ
− 1

|y − z|1−σ

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣∂α

[
χ2ψ1

α
(G(|α− y|)−G(|y|))

]∣∣∣∣ dαdydz

+

˚

1

|α− z|1−σ

∣∣∣∣∂α
[
χ2ψ2

α
(G(|α − y|)−G(|y|))

]∣∣∣∣ dαdydz

:= E2,1 + E2,2.

By (6.2) we have

∣∣∣∣∂α
[
χ2ψ1

α
(G(|α − y|)−G(|y|))

]∣∣∣∣ .
1|α|∼|z|∼|y|

|z||α− y|1+σ+ε
min

{
|α− y|2ε, 1

}
,

∣∣∣∣∂α
[
χ2ψ2

α
(G(|α − y|)−G(|y|))

]∣∣∣∣ .
1|α|∼|z|

|z|
|y|−σ−ε

|y|+ |α| min
{
|y|2ε, 1

}
.

Moreover, there holds for any σ, γ ∈ (0, 1)

∣∣∣∣
1

|α− z|1−σ
− 1

|y − z|1−σ

∣∣∣∣ . |α− y|γ
(

1

|α− z|1−σ+γ
+

1

|y − z|1−σ+γ

)
.

Let γ > 0 such that σ − ε < γ < σ. Denote γ1 = 1− σ + γ, we have

E2,1 .

˚

|α|∼|z|∼|y|

(
1

|α− z|γ1
+

1

|y − z|γ1

)
min

{
|α− y|2ε, 1

}

|α− y|1+σ+ε−γ

dαdydz

|z| .

Hence

E2,1 .

¨

|z|∼|y|
min{|z|2ε, 1} dydz|z|2+ε

+

¨

|z|∼|y|

min{|z|2ε, 1}
|y − z|γ1

dydz

|z|1−γ+σ+ε

.

ˆ

min{|z|2ε, 1} dz

|z|1+ε
+

¨

|y|.|z|

1

|y|γ1
min{|z|2ε, 1} dydz

|z|1−γ+σ+ε

.

ˆ

min{|z|2ε, 1} dz

|z|1+ε
. 1.

Moreover, we have

E2,2 .

˚

min
{
|y|2ε, 1

}

|α− z|1−σ

1|α|∼|z|
|z|

|y|−σ−ε

|y|+ |z|dαdydz

.

¨

min
{
|y|2ε, 1

}

|z|1−σ

|y|−σ−ε

|y|+ |z|dydz .
ˆ

min
{
|y|2ε, 1

} dy

|y|1+ε
. 1.
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Finally we estimate

E3 =

¨

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

χ3∂α

(
1

|α− z|1−σ

)
(G(|α− y|)−G(|y|)) dα

α

∣∣∣∣ dydz

.

˚

|α|≥2|z|

1

|α|3−σ
|G(|α − y|)−G(|y|)|dαdydz.

By (6.5) we have

E3 .

˚

|α|>2|z|
min

{ |α|
|y| , 1

}
min

{
|y|2ε, 1

}
|y|−σ−ε dαdydz

|α|3−σ

+

˚

|α|>2|z|
1|α−y|≤ 1

2
|y| min

{
|α− y|2ε, 1

}
|α− y|−σ−ε dαdydz

|α|3−σ

.

¨

min

{ |α|
|y| , 1

}
min

{
|y|2ε, 1

}

|y|σ+ε

dαdy

|α|2−σ
+

¨

|α|.|y|

min
{
|α|2ε, 1

}

|α|σ+ε

dαdy

|y|2−σ

.

ˆ

min
{
|y|2ε, 1

} dy

|y|1+ε
. 1.

This completes the proof of (6.4).

We claim that

‖g1‖L∞ . ‖Λ1−σ+2εg‖L∞ + ‖Λ1−σ−2εg‖L∞ . (6.6)

To prove this, observe that

φ(ξ) =
χ(ξ)φ(ξ)

|ξ|1−σ−2ε
|ξ|1−σ−2ε +

(1− χ(ξ))φ(ξ)

|ξ|1−σ+2ε
|ξ|1−σ+2ε.

Denote φ1(ξ) =
χ(ξ)φ(ξ)
|ξ|1−σ−2ε and φ2(ξ) =

(1−χ(ξ))φ(ξ)
|ξ|1−σ+2ε . There holds

Fg1(ξ) = φ(ξ)Fg(ξ) = φ1(ξ)|ξ|1−σ−2εFg(ξ) + φ2(ξ)|ξ|1−σ+2εFg(ξ).

Hence

‖g1‖L∞ . ‖Fφ1‖L1‖Λ1−σ−2εg‖L∞ + ‖Fφ2‖L1‖Λ1−σ+2εg‖L∞. (6.7)

Set
φ0(ξ) = |ξ|ε1|ξ|≤1 + |ξ|−ε1|ξ|>1.

Then we have

3∑

m=0

|ξ|m
∣∣∣∣
dm

dξm
φ1(ξ)

∣∣∣∣ +
3∑

m=0

|ξ|m
∣∣∣∣
dm

dξm
φ2(ξ)

∣∣∣∣ . φ0(ξ), ∀ξ ∈ R\{0}.

By Lemma 6.1 we obtain

|(Fφk)(x)| .
φ0(1/|x|)

|x| , k = 1, 2.

Then we obtain

‖Fφ1‖L1 + ‖Fφ2‖L1 .

ˆ

|x|≥1

dx

|x|1+ε
+

ˆ

|x|≤1

dx

|x|1−ε
. 1.

This together with (6.7) implies (6.6). Combining (6.3), (6.4) and (6.6) we obtain

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

f(α)∂αg̃(α)dα

∣∣∣∣ . ‖Λσf‖L∞(‖Λ1−σ−2εg‖L∞ + ‖Λ1−σ+2εg‖L∞).
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For any λ > 0, denote fλ(α) = f(λα) and gλ(s) = g(λs). Then

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

f(α)∂αg̃(α)dα

∣∣∣∣ =
1

λ

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

fλ(α)∂αg̃λ(α)dα

∣∣∣∣

.
1

λ
‖Λσfλ‖L∞(‖Λ1−σ−2εgλ‖L∞ + ‖Λ1−σ+2εgλ‖L∞).

It is easy to check that for any γ ∈ (0, 1)

‖Λγfλ‖L∞ = λγ‖Λγf‖L∞ .

Hence we get
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

f(α)∂αg̃(α)dα

∣∣∣∣ . ‖Λσf‖L∞

(
λ−2ε‖Λ1−σ−2εg‖L∞ + λ2ε‖Λ1−σ+2εg‖L∞

)
.

Take λ =
(
‖Λ1−σ−2εg‖L∞‖Λ1−σ+2εg‖−1

L∞

) 1
4ε , we obtain the result.

Lemma 6.2 Let f(s) = h′(s) for some function h. Then for any η ∈ (0, 1) and T > 0, we have

‖f‖G̃T
. ‖f − f ∗ ρη‖G̃T

+ (T ε′ + T )η−3||h||L∞ ,

where ρη(x) = η−1ρ(xη ) is the standard mollifier.

Proof. For simplicity, denote fη(t, s) = f ∗ ρη. Fix b, µ such that 0 ≤ µ ≤ 2
3 , 2ε

′ ≤ b ≤ θ − µ − ε′.
We have

‖δαΛb−ε′(K(t, ·) ∗ fη)‖L∞ . η−3|α|µ+ε′‖h‖L∞.

Hence

sup
α∈R

‖tµδαΛb−ε′(K(t, ·) ∗ fη)‖
L

1
b
T L∞

|α|µ+ε′
. η−3T µ+b‖h‖L∞,

which implies ‖f ∗ ρη‖G̃T
. (T ε′ + T )η−3||h||L∞ . We complete the proof.

For initial data X0 ∈ (C2)Ḃ
1
∞,∞ ∩ L∞, we have limη→0 ‖X ′

0 −X ′
0 ∗ ρη‖G̃ = 0. For any ξ0 > 0, we can

choose η small enough and T ∗ = T ∗(η, ‖X0‖L∞) small enough such that

‖X ′
0 −X ′

0 ∗ ρη‖G̃ ≤ ξ0
3
, and (T ∗)ε

′

η−3||X0||L∞ ≤ ξ0
3
.

By Lemma 6.2, we have ‖X ′
0‖G̃T∗

≤ ξ0. Applying this to Theorem 1.1 we obtain Corollary 1.2.
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