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An application of spectral localization to critical SQG on a ball

Tsukasa Iwabuchi

Mathematical Institute, Tohoku University
Sendai 980-8578 Japan

Abstract. We study the Cauchy problem for the quasi-geostrophic equations in a unit
ball of the two dimensional space with the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition.
We show the existence, the uniqueness of the strong solution in the framework of Besov
spaces. We establish a spectral localization technique and commutator estimates.

1. Introduction

We consider the surface quasi-geostrophic equation in a unit ball.

∂tθ + (u · ∇)θ + ΛDθ = 0, u = ∇⊥Λ−1
D θ, t > 0, x ∈ B, (1.1)

θ(0, x) = θ0(x), x ∈ B, (1.2)

where B := {(x1, x2) ∈ R2 | x21 + x22 < 1}, ∇⊥ := (−∂x2 , ∂x1), ΛD is the square root of the
Dirichlet Laplacian. The equations are known as an important model in geophysical fluid
dynamics, which is derived from general quasi-geostrophic equations in the special case
of constant potential vorticity and buoyancy frequency (see [27,29]). The purpose of this
paper is to establish the well-posedness.

Let us recall several known results, where the space is the whole space R2. If we consider
the fractional Laplacian of the order α, (−∂2x)

α/2, with 0 < α ≤ 2, instead of (−∂2x)
1/2,

then the case when α < 1, α = 1, α > 1 are called sub-critical case, critical case, super-
critical case, respectively. It is known that the global-in-time regularity is obtained for
the sub-critical case and the critical case. The sub-critical case can be treated, by L∞-
maximum principle, and the critical case is delicate. In the critical case, the regularity
with small data was proved by Constantin, Cordoba and Wu [3] (see also Constantin and
Wu [10]). We also refer on approach in the framework of Besov spaces to [15, 18, 34] The
problem for large data case was solved by Caffarelli and Vasseur [1], Kiselev, Nazarov and
Volberg [26]. As another approach, Constantin and Vicol [9] proved the global regularity
by nonlinear maximum principles in the form of a nonlinear lower bound on the fractional
Laplacian. On the other hand, in the super-critical case, blow-up for smooth solutions is
an open problem, and the regularity only for small data is known (see e.g. [12]).

In bounded domains with smooth boundary, the equations was introduced by Con-
stantin and Ignatova ([4,5]). Let us focus on the critical case. Local existence was shown
by Constantin and Nguyen [8], and global existence of weak solutions was proved by
Constantin and Ignatova [5] for the critical case (see also the paper by Constantin and
Nguyen [7] for the inviscid case). An interesting question here is how to understand the
behavior of the solutions; A priori bounds of smooth solutions was obtained by Con-
stantin and Ignatova [4], and interior Lipschitz continuity of weak solutions was studied
by Ignatova [14]. Recently, Constantin and Ignatova [6] considered the quotient of the

Mathematics Subject Classification: 35Q35; 35Q86
Keywords: quasi-geostrophic equation, critical dissipation, bounded domain
E-mail: t-iwabuchi@tohoku.ac.jp

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.07810v1


solution by the first eigen function to investigate near the boundary, and gave a condition
to obtain the global regularity up to the boundary. Stokols and Vasseur [31] constructed
global-in-time weak solutions with Hölder regularity up to the boundary. We should note
from the viewpoint of smooth solutions that regularity holds for a short time to the best
of our knowlegde. As for the half space case, the odd reflection reduces the problem to
the whole spaces case completely, and the analyticity up to the boundary is obtained
(see [19]).

In this paper, we study the existence of solutions for initial data in the critical Besov
spaces Ḃ0

∞,q associated with the Dirichlet Laplacian, where critical space comes from the
scaling invariant property in the case when the domain is the whole space. Namely, the
transformation θλ(t, x) = θ(λt, λx) (λ > 0) maintains the equation (1.1) and we have

‖θλ(0)‖X ≃ ‖θ(0)‖X for all λ > 0,

for X = L∞(R2), Ḣ
2
p
p (R2), Ḃ

2
p
p,q(R2). It would be natural that these spaces on domains

have some critical structure locally in time at least. We prove the existence of local
solutions for arbitrary data and global solutions for small data.

We state our main result for initial data in Ḃ0
∞,1 to explain the essence of this paper

simply, and mention that Ḃ0
∞,q, q > 1, case follows as well as the whole space case. We also

see that in the case when q = 1 the functions in Ḃ0
∞,1 is continuous up to the boundary,

and the boundary condition is understood by the boundary value of continuous functions.
We introduce the definition of Besov spaces. Let φ0 be such that φ0 ∈ C∞

0 (R) and

supp φ0 ⊂ [2−1, 2], φ0(λ) = φ0

(
λ

2j

)
,

∑

j∈Z

φ0

(
λ

2j

)
= 1 for any λ > 0,

and we define

φj(λ) = φ0

(
λ

2j

)
, λ ∈ R.

For s ∈ R and 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞, Ḃs
p,q = Ḃs

p,q(ΛD) is defined by

Ḃs
p,q = Ḃs

p,q(ΛD) =

{
f ∈ Z ′

D

∣∣∣ ‖f‖Ḃs
p,q

=
{∑

j∈Z

(
2sj‖φj(ΛD)f‖Lp

)
q
} 1

q

<∞

}
,

where Z ′
D is a space of tempered distribution, and we explain the precise definitions in

subsection 2.1.

Theorem 1.1. For every θ0 ∈ Ḃ0
∞,1(ΛD), there exists T > 0 such that the equation (1.1)

with the initial condition (1.2) has a unique solution θ such that

θ ∈ C([0, T ], Ḃ0
∞,1) ∩ L

1(0, T ; Ḃ1
∞,1), ∂tθ ∈ L1(0, T ; Ḃ1

∞,1),

and θ is continuous with respect to t ≥ 0, x ∈ B, and

lim
|x|→1

θ(t, x) = 0 for t ≥ 0.

If θ0 is small in Ḃ0
∞,1, then the solution θ exists globally in time.

Let us give some remarks to prove theorems. Our idea is to establish a method based
on that in the case of the whole space ([18, 34]), replacing Fourier transformation with
spectral decomposition, and the difference is that we have several problems, how to control
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or understand boundary value of functions satisfying the Dirichlet boundary condition.
Our starting point is the spectral multiplier theorem, which is boundedness of the operator
ϕ(−∆D) in L

p, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ for all ϕ in the Schwartz class in the real line, and our ingredient
is applying spectral localization (see Proposition 2.9) and commutator estimates (see
Proposition 3.2). The spectral localization in this paper is a bound from below, more
precisely, at a maximum point x0 of |ψj(ΛD)f |

ΛDψj(ΛD)f(x0) sign f(x0) ≥ c2j‖ψj(ΛD)f‖L∞ ,

where ψj(Λ) is an operator restricting the spectrum around 2j . We remark that this is
possible for other domains. This kind of localization when the domain is the whole space
is established in [34], and it can be generalized in domains as in Proposition 2.9. The
commutator estimate in this paper is a bilinear estimate,

∑

j∈Z

∥∥∥
[
∇⊥Λ−1

D f · ∇, ψj(ΛD)
]
g
∥∥∥
L∞

≤ C‖f‖Ḃ1
∞,1

‖g‖Ḃ0
∞,1
.

However it seems very difficult to estabilish by Littlewood Paley dyadic decomposition as
in the whole space, while we can avoid by using a resolution of unity such that

1 =
∑

j∈Z

(
1

1 + 2−2j−2λ2
−

1

1 + 2−2jλ2

)
=:

∑

j∈Z

ψj(λ), λ > 0,

since the resolvent have a property that
[
∇⊥Λ−1

D f · ∇,
1

1− 2−2j∆D

]
g

=
−2−2j

1− 2−2j∆D

(
(∇⊥∆DΛ

−1
D f · ∇) + 2(∇⊥∇Λ−1

D f · ∇)∇
) 1

1− 2−2j∆D
g,

and the right hand side is justfied if g does not have weak derivatives, where −∆D denotes
the Dirichlet Laplacian. We also see the equivalency of the norm defined by the dyadic
decomposition and the resolvent for s close to zero, and the commutator estimate can
be expected. It is also important in the argument above that if f, g satisfy the Dirichlet
boundary condition and are smooth, then (∇⊥Λ−1

D f · ∇)g does and

(∇⊥Λ−1
D f · ∇)g = (1− 2−2j∆D)

−1(1− 2−2j∆D)
(
(∇⊥Λ−1

D f · ∇)g
)
.

Finally, we mention basic tools; maximum regularity estimates in Lemma 2.5 below (see
also [16]), bilinear estimates in Proposition 2.11. In this paper, we give a simple proof
for boundedness of second derivative near L∞ space in Lemma 2.8 by using the explicit
formula of (−∆D)

−1 in a ball, but it would be possible to consider other smooth bounded
domains.

It is also possible to obtain a similar result with initial data in Ḃ0
∞,q with q > 1, by

introducing spaces, whose norms are defined by

‖f‖L̃p(0,T ;Ḃs
∞,q)

:=
∥∥∥
{
2sj‖φj(ΛD)f‖L1(0,∞;Lp(R2

+))

}

j∈Z

∥∥∥
ℓq(Z)

.
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Theorem 1.2. (i) Let 1 ≤ q < ∞. For every θ0 ∈ Ḃ0
∞,q(ΛD), there exists T > 0

such that the equation (1.1) with the initial condition (1.2) has a unique solution

θ such that

θ ∈ C([0, T ], Ḃ0
∞,q) ∩ L̃

∞(0, T ; Ḃ0
∞,q) ∩ L̃

1(0, T ; Ḃ1
∞,q), ∂tθ ∈ L̃1(0, T ; Ḃ1

∞,q),

If θ0 is small in Ḃ0
∞,q, then the solution exists globally in time.

(ii) Let q = ∞. For every θ0 ∈ Ḃ0
∞,∞ such that ‖φj(ΛD)θ0‖L∞ → 0 (j → ∞), the

same existence result holds.

This kind of local existence when the domain is the whole space is established by Wang-
Zhang [34] (see also [18]). It is possible to modify the proof of Theorem 1.1 to handle the
case when q > 1 in a similar way to [18, 34]. We left the proof for readers.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we recall the definition of Besov spaces
associated with the Dirichlet Laplacian, and several properties for the boundary value
of functions, such as spectral localization, commutator estimates. In section 3, we prove
Theorem 1.1. In appendix, we discuss the equivalence of the Besov norms defined by the
dyadic decomposition and the resolvent when the regularity is close to 0.

Notations. We denote by −∆D the Dirichlet Laplacian on L2(Ω) and on distribution
space Z ′

D defined in section 2. We write x = (x1, x2). Let {φj}j∈Z be the dyadic decom-
position of the unity such that φj is a non-negative function in C∞

0 (R) and

supp φ0 ⊂ [2−1, 2], φj(λ) = φ0

(
λ

2j

)
,

∑

j∈Z

φj(λ) = 1 for any λ > 0.

{ψj}j∈Z is another resolution of identity such that

1 =
∑

j∈Z

(
1

1 + 2−2j−2λ2
−

1

1 + 2−2jλ2

)
=:

∑

j∈Z

ψj(λ), λ > 0.

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

‖f‖Ḃs
p,q(ΛD) =

∥∥∥
{
2sj‖φj(ΛD)f‖Lp

}

j∈Z

∥∥∥
ℓq(Z)

,

‖f‖Lr(0,∞;X) =
∥∥‖f(t)‖X

∥∥
Lr(0,∞)

, X = Lp(R2
+), Ḃ

s
p,q(ΛD).

We define the Sobolev spaces Hs by the Besov spaces

Hs = Ḃs
2,2, s ∈ R.

We write the domain of the functions only when the function space on the whole space is
used, for instance Bs

p,q(R
2), where we will use the theory on R2. When the domain is the

ball B, then we omit it. The kernel of (−∆D)
−1 (see e.g., [13]) is defined by

(−∆D)
−1(x, y) =

1

2π
log |x− y| − Φ(x, y),

where

Φ(x, y) =
1

2π
log

(
|x|

∣∣∣y −
x

|x|2

∣∣∣
)
. (1.3)

We write
B := {x ∈ R2 | |x| < 1}, Bc := {x ∈ R2 | |x| ≥ 1},
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and χB, χBc the characteristic functions on B,Bc, respectively. On the whole space R2,
we denote by −∆R2 ,ΛR2, the Laplacian and the square root of the Laplacian defined
by the Fourier transform defined in the space of tempered distribution. We denote by
−∆D,ΛD, the Dirichlet Laplacian and the square root of the Dirichlet Laplacian.

2. Preliminary

In subsection 2.1, we recall the definition of Besov spaces in [22]. In subsection 2.2, we
introduce spectral multiplier theorem together with derivative estimates and smoothing
property such as maximum regularity for e−tΛD . In subsection 2.3, inequalities for the
spectral localization is estabilished. In subsection 2.4, the commutator estimates are
proved.

2.1. Besov spaces. We recall the definition of the Besov spaces (see [22]). We start by
defining the Dirichlet Laplacian −∆D, and spaces of test functions, Z, of homogeneous
type. We here notice that the infimum of the spectrum is strictly positive, since we
consider the bounded domain with the Dirichlet condition, and the spaces of homogeneous
and non-homogeneous types are equivalent. We just adopt the homogeneous type for a
simple notation in our proof.

Definition. (i) Let −∆D be the Dirichlet Laplacian on L2(B) defined by




D(−∆D) := {f ∈ H1
0 (B) |∆f ∈ L2(B},

−∆Df := −∆f = −

(
∂2

∂x21
f +

∂2

∂x22
f

)
, f ∈ D(−∆D).

(ii) Let ZD be a space of test functions such that

ZD := {f ∈ L1 ∩ L2 | qm(f) <∞ for all m ∈ N},

where
qm(f) := sup

j∈Z
2m|j|‖φj(ΛD)f‖L1.

(iii) Let Z ′
D be the topological duals of ZD.

It was proved in [22] that the space ZD is a Fréchet space, and can regard their duals
Z ′

D as distribution spaces, which are variants of the space of the tempered distributions
and the quatient space by the polynomials in the whole space. We define Besov spaces
associated with the Dirichlet Laplacian on the unit ball as follows.

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

p,q(ΛD) is defined by

Ḃs
p,q = Ḃs

p,q(ΛD) := {f ∈ Z ′
D | ‖f‖Ḃs

p,q(ΛD) <∞},

where

‖f‖Ḃs
p,q(ΛD) :=

∥∥∥
{
2sj‖φj(ΛD)f‖Lp(R2

+)

}

j∈Z

∥∥∥
ℓq(Z)

.

It is proved that Ḃs
p,q(ΛD) is a Banach space and satisfies standard properties such

as lift properties, embedding theorems of Sobolev type as well as the whole space case.
We here recall the uniform boundedness of the frequency restriction operator φj(ΛD) and
some fundamental property of the Besov spaces for our purpose of this paper. This is
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possible, since operators φj(Λ) (j ∈ Z) restrcting the spectrum are uniformly bounded in
Lp for all 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ (see Lemma 2.4 for more details).

We here write several properties which are needed in the proof.

Lemma 2.1. Let |s| < 2 and 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞. Then

f =
∑

j∈Z

φj(ΛD)f in Z ′
D, ‖f‖Ḃs

p,q
≃

{
∑

j∈Z

(
2sj‖ψj(ΛD)f‖Lp

)q
} 1

q

,

for all f ∈ Ḃs
p,q.

We prove Lemma 2.1 in Appendix A.

Lemma 2.2. Let 1 ≤ p, q, r ≤ ∞. Then

‖f‖Lp ≤ ‖f‖Ḃ0
p,1
, ‖∇f‖L∞ ≤ C‖f‖Ḃ1

p,1
, (2.1)

‖Λs
Df‖Ḃ0

p,q
≤ C‖f‖Ḃs

p,q
for s ∈ R, (2.2)

‖f‖Ḃ0
p,q

≤ C‖f‖
Ḃ

2( 1r−
1
p )

r,q

, (2.3)

‖f‖Ḃ0
∞,1

≤ C‖f‖Ḃs
∞,q

for s > 0. (2.4)

Proof. The first inequality of (2.1) is obtained by the resolution of the identity in
Lemma 2.1 and the triangle inequality, and the second inequality is proved by the reso-
lution and the gradient estimate (2.11). The lifting property, the embedding theorem is
already known in [22]. The validity of the last inequality (2.4) is due to the infimum of
the spectrum being positive and an elementary boundedness in the sequence spaces. ✷

Lemma 2.3. (i) Every f ∈ Ḃ0
∞,1 is regarded as a continuous function up to the

boundary and f ≡ 0 on the boundary.

(ii) Let f, g ∈ L∞ and fk = φk(ΛD)f , gl := φl(ΛD)g for k, l ∈ Z. Then (∇⊥ΛDfk ·∇)gl
is regarded as a continuous function up to the boundary and is equal to zero on

the boundary.

We give a direct proof of Lemma 2.3 by using the formula of (−∆D)
−1 in appendix B,

since the proof seems elementary. One can also find the orthogonality due to ∇⊥ and ∇
for for functions in H1

0 on smooth bounded domain in [8].

2.2. Spectral multiliers and smoothing property of e−tΛD . We recall boundedness
of the spectral multipliers and gradient estimates. We mainly refer [23], but there are a
plenty of literature on this field, and one can refer to [21, 28, 33] for the theory.

Lemma 2.4. ([23]) (Boundedness of spectral multiplers) Suppose that ψ and its all deriva-

tives are bounded and that ϕ belongs to the Schwartz class in the real line and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞.

Then δ, C > 0 exist such that

‖ϕ(2−2j(−∆D)‖Lp→Lp ≤ C‖(1−∆R)
d+1
4

+δϕ(·)‖L2(R). (2.5)

Furthermore,

‖ψ(−∆D)ϕ(2
−2j(−∆D)‖Lp→Lp ≤ C‖(1+| · |2)

3d
8
+ d

4
+δ(1−∆R)

d+1
4

+δψ(22j ·)ϕ(·)‖L2(R). (2.6)

We recall maximum regularity estimate.
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Lemma 2.5. ([16]) For every θ0 ∈ Ḃ0
∞,1

‖e−tΛθ0‖L∞(0,T ;Ḃ0
∞
,1)∩L1(0,T ;Ḃ0

∞,1)
≤ C‖θ0‖Ḃ0

∞,1
. (2.7)

If u ∈ C([0, T ], Ḃ0
∞,1)∩L

1(0, T ; Ḃ1
∞,1) and f ∈ L1(0, T ; Ḃ0

∞,1) satisfy ∂tu ∈ L1(0, T ; Ḃ1
∞,1),

∂tu+ Λu = f , then

‖u‖L∞(0,T ;Ḃ0
∞,1)∩L

1(0,T ;Ḃ1
∞,1)

≤ C‖u(0)‖Ḃ0
∞,1

+ C‖f‖L1(0,T ;Ḃ0
∞,1)

. (2.8)

We also use the boundedness of the resolvent.

Lemma 2.6. For every 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞

sup
j∈Z

∥∥(1− 2−2j∆D)
−1
∥∥
Lp→Lp <∞. (2.9)

Proof. Let f ∈ Lp and φ̃0 ∈ C∞
0 (R) be such that

supp φ̃0 ⊂ [2−1, 2], φ̃0(λ
2) =

∑

j≤0

φj(λ), λ > 0.

We use the resolution

1 = φ̃0(2
−2jλ2) +

∑

k>j

φj(λ), for λ > 0.

By (1 + λ2)−1φ̃0 ∈ C∞
0 (R) and the boundedness of the spectral multipliers (2.5),

‖(1− 2−2j∆D)
−1f‖Lp

≤‖(1− 2−2j∆D)
−1φ̃0(−2−2j∆D)f‖Lp +

∑

k>j

‖(1− 2−2j∆D)
−1φk(ΛD)f‖Lp

≤C‖f‖Lp +
∑

k>j

C

1 + 2−2j+2k
‖f‖Lp ≤ C‖f‖Lp.

✷

We use the boundedness of the derivatives.

Lemma 2.7. ([23]) Let m = 0, 1, 2, · · · , and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Then

‖Λm
Dφj(ΛD)f‖Lp ≤ C2mj‖φj(ΛD)f‖Lp, (2.10)

‖∇φj(ΛD)f‖Lp + ‖φj(ΛD)∇f‖Lp ≤ C2j‖φj(ΛD)f‖Lp. (2.11)

Lemma 2.8. (i) There exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖∇2(−∆D)
−1f‖L∞ ≤ C‖f‖Ḃ0

∞,1
, for f ∈ Ḃ0

∞,1. (2.12)

When 1 < p <∞,

‖∇2(−∆D)
−1f‖Lp ≤ C‖f‖Lp, for f ∈ Lp. (2.13)

(ii) Let f, g ∈ L∞ and fk := φk(ΛD)f , gl := φl(ΛD)g (k, l ∈ Z). Then

∇⊥fk · ∇gl ∈ H1
0 and (−∆D)

(
∇⊥fk · ∇gl

)
∈ L2. (2.14)

7



Proof. By Φ(x, y) = Φ(y, x) (see (1.3) for the definition) and a change of variable
y 7→ y/|y|2, we write

(−∆D)
−1f(x)

=
1

2π

∫

{|x|<1}

(
log |x− y|

)
f(y) dy −

1

2π

∫

Bc

(
log |y|−1 + log |x− y|

)
f
( y

|y|2

) dy

|y|4

=
1

2π

∫

R2

(
log |x− y|

)(
χBf(y)−

χBc

|y|4
f
( y

|y|2

))
dy +

1

2π

∫

Bc

log |y|

|y|4
f
( y

|y|2

)
dy,

and an extention to R2

F (y) := χBf(y)−
χBc

|y|4
f
( y

|y|2

)
, y ∈ R2.

By considering R2 and the boudedness of the Riesz transform (see e.g. Stein [30]),

‖∇2(−∆D)
−1f‖L∞ ≤‖∇2(−∆R2)−1F‖L∞(R2) ≤

∑

j∈Z

‖∇2(−∆R2)−1φj(ΛR2)F‖L∞(R2)

≤C‖F‖Ḃ0
∞,1(R

2).

(2.15)

The real interpolation Ḃ0
∞,1(R

2) = (BMO−2(R2), BMO2(R2)) 1
2
,1 (see e.g. [32]) implies

that

‖F‖Ḃ0
∞,1(R

2) ≤

∫ ∞

0

t−
1
2 inf
F=F1+F2

( ∥∥(−∆R2)−1F1

∥∥
BMO(R2)

+ t ‖(−∆R2)F2‖BMO(R2)

)dt
t
.

Here we restrict the decomposition F = F1 + F2 to F1, F2 such that

Fj = χBfj(y)−
χBc

|y|4
fj

( y

|y|2

)
, j = 1, 2,

where f1, f2 are functions satisfying f = f1 + f2 in the ball B. We then have

∥∥(−∆R2)−1F1

∥∥
BMO(R2)

=

∥∥∥∥(−∆R2)−1F1 +
1

2π

∫

Bc

log |y|

|y|4
f1

( y

|y|2

)
dy

∥∥∥∥
BMO(R2)

=
∥∥∥ ˜(−∆D)−1f1

∥∥∥
BMO(R2)

≤ C‖(−∆D)
−1f1‖L∞ ≤ C‖f1‖Ḃ−2

∞,1
,

where

˜(−∆D)−1f1(x) =





(
(−∆D)

−1f1

)
(x) for x ∈ B,

−
(
(−∆D)

−1f1

)( x

|x|2

)
for x ∈ Bc,

and

‖(−∆R2)F2‖BMO(R2) ≤ C(‖f2‖L∞ + ‖∇f2‖L∞ + ‖(−∆D)f2‖L∞) ≤ C‖f2‖Ḃ2
∞,1
.

By the real interpolation Ḃ0
∞,1 = (Ḃ−2

∞,1, Ḃ
2
∞,1) 1

2
,1, we conclude

‖F‖Ḃ0
∞,1(R

2) ≤ C

∫ ∞

0

t−
1
2 inf
f=f1+f2

(
‖f1‖Ḃ−2

∞,1
+ t ‖f2‖Ḃ2

∞,1

)dt
t
≤ C‖f‖Ḃ0

∞,1
,

which proves (2.12). The boundedness in Lp, 1 < p <∞, follows from a similar argument
and the boundedness of the Riesz transform (see e.g. [30]) in the whole space.
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Next, we write

fk = (−∆D)
−1
(
−∆Dfk

)
, gl = (−∆D)

−1
(
−∆Dgl

)
,

and the boundary value of∇⊥fk·∇gl can be checked by the explicit formula of (−∆D)
−1(x, y)

and its derivatives (or the orthogonality of ∇⊥ and ∇ (see [?Constantin??])), and it
yields that ∇⊥fk · ∇gl is continuous up to the boundary and ∇⊥fk · ∇gl = 0 on the
boundary. We can also see from a similar argument to (2.15) and the spectral multiplier
theorem (2.10)that

‖∇2fk‖L4 ≤

∥∥∥∥∥∇
2(−∆R2)−1

(
χB(−∆D)fk −

χBc(−∆D)fk(
·

|·|2
)

|y|4

)∥∥∥∥∥
L4(R2)

≤C‖(−∆D)fk‖L4 ≤ C22k‖fk‖L4 ,

and gl satisfies the same inequality, with replacing 22k by 22l. By the Hölder inequality
and the gradient estimate (2.11), we conclude that

‖∇(∇⊥fk · ∇gl)‖L2 ≤‖∇2fk‖L4‖∇gl‖L4 + ‖∇fk‖L4‖∇2gl‖L4

≤C(22k+l + 2k+2l)‖fk‖L4‖gl‖L4 <∞,

and ∇⊥fk · ∇gl ∈ H1
0 . Also, (−∆D)f ∈ L2 follows from

(−∆D)(∇
⊥fk · ∇gl) =∇⊥(−∆D)fk · ∇gl − 2∇∇⊥fk · ∇∇gl +∇⊥fk · ∇(−∆D)gl,

‖(−∆D)(∇
⊥fk · ∇gl)‖L2 ≤C(23k+l + 22k+2l + 2k+3l)‖fk‖L4‖gl‖L4 <∞.

✷

2.3. Spectral localization.

Proposition 2.9. Let ψj(λ) := (1 + 2−2j−2λ2)−1 − (1 + 2−2jλ2). There exists c > 0 such

that for every f ∈ L∞ and j ∈ Z, we have at a maximum point x0 of |φj(ΛD)f |∣∣∣
(
ΛDψj(λD)f

)
(x0)

∣∣∣ ≥ c2j‖ψj(ΛD)f‖L∞. (2.16)

Proof. We write fj = ψj(ΛD)f for the sake of simplicity, and we may assume positivity
fj(x0) = ‖fj‖L∞ ≥ 0 at the maximum point x0, unless we may consider the case when
fj(x0) is negative and it suffices to replace f by −f . We choose a constant c1 > 0 such
that

λ = c1

∫ ∞

0

t−
3
2 (1− e−tλ2

)dt, for λ > 0,

and write

ΛDfj(x0) = c1

∫ ∞

0

t−
3
2 (fj(x0)− et∆Dfj(x0))dt.

We here notice that the integrand above is non-negative, since the L∞ norm of et∆Dfj is
non-increasing. By a change of variable t 7→ 2−2jt,

ΛDfj(x0) = c12
j

∫ ∞

0

t−
3
2 (fj(x0)− et2

−2j∆Dfj(x0))dt.

We write

et2
−2j∆Dfj =

(∑

l<j

+
∑

l≥j

)
ψl(ΛD)e

t2−2j∆Dfj =
ψj(ΛD)

1 + 2−2jΛ2
D

et2
−2j∆Dfj+

∑

l≥j

ψl(ΛD)e
t2−2j∆Dfj ,
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and apply the spectral multiplier theorem (2.6) to have that
∥∥∥∥

ψj(ΛD)

1 + 2−2jΛ2
D

et2
−2j∆Dfj

∥∥∥∥
L∞

≤ Ce−ct‖fj‖L∞ = Ce−ctfj(x0),

and ∥∥∥∥∥
∑

l≥j

ψl(ΛD)e
t2−2j∆Dfj

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞

≤C
∑

l≥j

22j

22l
e−ct‖fj‖L∞ ≤ Ce−ctfj(x0).

We can then find a half line [a,∞) independent of j such that

‖et2
−2j∆Dfj‖L∞ ≤

1

2
fj(x0), for t ∈ [a,∞).

We then obtain that

ΛDfj(x0) ≥ c12
j

∫ ∞

a

t−
3
2

(
fj(x0)−

1

2
fj(x0)

)
dt =

(
c1
2

∫ ∞

a

t−
3
2dt

)
2j‖fj‖L∞ ,

which completes the proof. ✷

Corollaly 2.10. Let θ, f be smooth functions satisfying ∂tθ + ΛDθ = f . Then

∂t‖ψj(ΛD)θ‖L∞ + c2j‖ψj(ΛD)θ‖L∞ ≤ ‖f‖L∞. (2.17)

Proof. At a maximum point of |ψj(ΛD)f |, we apply Lemma 3.2 in [34] (see also
Lemma 2.2 in [18]) to the time derivative and Proposition 3.11 to the fractional Laplacian,
and obtain (2.17). ✷

2.4. Bilinear estimate.

Proposition 2.11. For every f ∈ Ḃ1
∞,1 and g ∈ Ḃ1

∞,1
∥∥(∇⊥f · ∇)g

∥∥
Ḃ0

∞,1
≤ C‖f‖B1

∞,1
‖g‖Ḃ1

∞,1
. (2.18)

Moreover, for every f ∈ Ḃ0
∞,1 and g ∈ Ḃ1

∞,1
∥∥(∇⊥Λ−1

D f · ∇)g
∥∥
Ḃ0

∞,1
≤ C‖f‖Ḃ0

∞,1
‖g‖Ḃ1

∞,1
. (2.19)

Proof. By the decomposition of the unity, we write

fj := φj(ΛD)f, gj = φj(ΛD)g,

(∇⊥f · ∇)g =
∑

j,k,l∈Z

φj(ΛD)
(
∇⊥fk · ∇gl

)
,

and we divide into the two cases when j ≥ max{k, l} and j < max{k, l}.
We start by the case when j ≥ max{k, l}. It follows from the term in the domain of

the Dirichlet Lalacian (see (2.14)) that

φj(ΛD)
(
∇⊥fk · ∇gl

)
= Λ−2

D φj(ΛD)
(
(−∆D)

(
∇⊥fk · ∇gl

))
.

We then apply the Leibniz rule to −∆D and the inequalities in Lemmas 2.7, 2.8 to have

‖φj(ΛD)
(
∇⊥fk · ∇gl

)
‖L∞ ≤C2−2j(23k+l + 2k+3l)‖fk‖L∞‖gl‖L∞
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By the inequality above, we estimate
∑

j≥max{k,l}

‖φj(ΛD)
(
∇⊥fk · ∇gl

)
‖L∞

≤C
∑

j≥max{k,l}

2−2j23k‖fk‖L∞2l‖gl‖L∞ + C
∑

j≥max{k,l}

2−2j2k‖fk‖L∞23l‖gl‖L∞

≤C
∑

j∈Z,k′≥0

2−2j23(j−k′)‖fj−k′‖L∞‖g‖Ḃ1
∞,1

+ C
∑

j∈Z,l′≥0

2−2j‖f‖Ḃ1
∞,1

23(j−l′)‖gj−l′‖L∞

≤C
∑

k′≥0

2−2k′‖f‖Ḃ1
∞,1

‖g‖Ḃ1
∞,1

+ C
∑

l′≥0

2−2l′‖f‖Ḃ1
∞,1

‖g‖Ḃ1
∞,1
.

We next consider the case when j < max{k, l}, by dividing into two cases k > l and
k ≤ l. When k > l, it follows from ∇⊥fk · ∇gl = ∇⊥

(
fk∇gl

)
and (2.11) that

∑

j<k,k>l

‖φj(ΛD)
(
∇⊥fk · ∇gl

)
‖L∞

=
∑

j<k,k>l

‖φj(ΛD)∇
⊥ ·

(
fk∇gl

)
‖L∞ ≤ C

∑

j<k,k>l

2j‖fk‖L∞2l‖gl‖L∞ ≤ C‖f‖Ḃ1
∞,1

‖g‖Ḃ1
∞,1
.

Analogously,
∑

j<l,k≤l

‖φj(ΛD)
(
∇⊥fk · ∇gl

)
‖L∞

=
∑

j<l,k≤l

‖φj(ΛD)∇
(
(∇⊥fk)gl

)
‖L∞ ≤ C

∑

j<l,k≤l

2j2k‖fk‖L∞‖g‖Ḃ1
∞,1

≤ C‖f‖Ḃ1
∞,1

‖g‖Ḃ1
∞,1
.

We obtain the first inequality (2.18). The second inequality follows from the lifting
property (2.2). ✷

2.5. Commutator estimates.

Proposition 2.12. Let 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and

ψj(λ) := (1 + 2−2j−2λ2)−1 − (1 + 2−2jλ2)−1 =
3

4
·

2−2jλ2

(1 + 2−2j−2λ2)(1 + 2−2jλ2)
.

Then there exists C > 0 such that
{
∑

j∈Z

∥∥∥(∇⊥Λ−1
D f · ∇)ψj(ΛD)g − ψj(ΛD)

(
(∇⊥Λ−1

D f · ∇)g
)∥∥∥

q

L∞

} 1
q

≤ C‖f‖Ḃ1
∞,1

‖g‖Ḃ0
∞,q
,

(2.20)

{
∑

j∈Z

∥∥∥(∇⊥Λ−1
D f · ∇)ψj(ΛD)g − ψj(ΛD)

(
(∇⊥Λ−1

D f · ∇)g
)∥∥∥

q

L∞

} 1
q

≤ C‖f‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,∞

‖g‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,q

.

(2.21)

Proof. We utilize the Littlewood-Paley dyadic decomposition {φj}j∈Z, and the resolu-
tion of the identity

f =
∑

k∈Z

φk(ΛD)f =
∑

k∈Z

fk, g =
∑

l∈Z

φl(ΛD)g =
∑

l∈Z

gl.
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We mainly discuss the proof of the second inequality (2.21), since the first one (2.20) can
be handled rather easier.

We write f = Sjf + (1− Sj)f and start by an easier part having (1− Sj)f . The term
with (1 − Sj)f does not require some cancellation due to commutator and we estimate
two terms in the left hand side of (2.21) separately. The first term in the left hand side
of (2.21) is estimated by using (2.10) and (2.11)

{
∑

j∈Z

∥∥∥(∇⊥Λ−1
D (1− Sj)f · ∇)ψj(ΛD)g

∥∥∥
q

L∞

} 1
q

≤C

{
∑

j∈Z

(∑

k>j

‖∇⊥Λ−1
D fk‖L∞

∑

l∈Z

‖∇ψj(ΛD)gl‖L∞

)q
} 1

q

≤C

{
∑

j∈Z

(
2−

1
2
j
(
sup
k>j

2
1
2
k‖fk‖L∞

)∑

l∈Z

2l
2−2j+2l

(1 + 2−2j+2l)2
‖gl‖L∞

)q
} 1

q

≤C‖f‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,∞

{
∑

j∈Z

(∑

l∈Z

2
1
2
(l−j)2−2|j−l| · 2

1
2
l‖gl‖L∞

)q
} 1

q

≤C‖f‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,∞

‖g‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,q

.

For the second term in the left hand side of (2.21), we decompose g = Sjg + (1 − Sj)g
and have that for the term with Sjg

{
∑

j∈Z

∥∥∥ψj(ΛD)
(
(∇⊥Λ−1

D (1− Sj)f · ∇)Sjg
)∥∥∥

q

L∞

} 1
q

≤C

{
∑

j∈Z

(∑

k>j

‖fk‖L∞

∑

l≤j

2l‖gl‖L∞

)q
} 1

q

≤C

{
∑

j∈Z

(
2−

1
2
j‖f‖

Ḃ
1
2
∞,∞

)q(
2

1
4
j
)q ∑

l≤j

(
2

3
4
l‖gl‖L∞

)q
} 1

q

≤C‖f‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,∞

{
∑

l∈Z

∑

j≥l

(
2−

1
4
j
)q(

2
3
4
l‖gl‖L∞

)q
} 1

q

≤ C‖f‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,∞

‖g‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,q

.
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For the term with (1−Sj)g, we write the divergence form, (∇⊥Λ−1
D (1−Sj)f ·∇)(1−Sj)g =

∇ ·
(
(∇⊥Λ−1

D (1− Sj)f)(1− Sj)g
)
, and by (2.11)

{
∑

j∈Z

∥∥∥ψj(ΛD)∇ ·
(
(∇⊥Λ−1

D (1− Sj)f)(1− Sj)g
)∥∥∥

q

L∞

} 1
q

≤

{
∑

j∈Z

{∑

j′∈Z

∥∥∥ψj(ΛD)φj(ΛD)∇ ·
(
(∇⊥Λ−1

D (1− Sj)f)(1− Sj)g
)∥∥∥

L∞

}q
} 1

q

≤

{
∑

j∈Z

{∑

j′∈Z

2j
′

2−2|j−j′|
∥∥(∇⊥Λ−1

D (1− Sj)f)(1− Sj)g
∥∥
L∞

}q
} 1

q

.

We then have that
{
∑

j∈Z

{∑

j′∈Z

2j
′

2−2|j−j′|
∥∥(∇⊥Λ−1

D (1− Sj)f)(1− Sj)g
∥∥
L∞

}q
} 1

q

.

≤C

{
∑

j∈Z

(∑

j′∈Z

2j
′

2−2|j−j′| · 2−
1
2
j‖f‖

Ḃ
1
2
∞,∞

∑

l>j

‖gl‖L∞

)q
} 1

q

=C‖f‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,∞

{
∑

j∈Z

(∑

j′∈Z

2(j
′−j)2−2|j−j′|

∑

l′>0

2−
1
2
l′2

1
2
(j+l′)‖gj+l′‖L∞

)q
} 1

q

≤C‖f‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,∞

‖g‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,q

.

We next consdier the remainder part having Sjf , and in this case we need a cancellation
due to the commutator. Since the first term in the left hand side belongs to the domain
of the Dirichlet Lalacian, the Dirichlet Laplacian can act on it. We then note that

(∇⊥Λ−1
D Sjf · ∇)

1

1− 2−2j∆D

g

=
1

1− 2−2j∆D

(1− 2−2j∆)(∇⊥Λ−1
D Sjf · ∇)

1

1− 2−2j∆D

g

=
1

1− 2−2j∆D
(∇⊥Λ−1

D Sjf · ∇)g

+
−2−2j

1− 2−2j∆D

(
(∇⊥ΛDSjf · ∇)

1

1− 2−2j∆D
g + (∇⊥∇Λ−1

D Sjf · ∇∇)
1

1− 2−2j∆D
g
)

=:
1

1− 2−2j∆D
(∇⊥Λ−1

D Sjf · ∇)g +Rj(f, g),

and we can write

(∇⊥Λ−1
D Sjf · ∇)ψj(ΛD)g − ψj(ΛD)(∇

⊥Λ−1
D Sjf · ∇)g = Rj+1(f, g)− Rj(f, g),

and it suffices to estimate {∑

j∈Z

‖Rj(f, g)‖
q
L∞

} 1
q

.
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We apply the boundedness of the resolvent (2.9), the boundedness of spectral multipliers
with the first and the second derivatives (2.11) and (2.12) to have that

‖Rj(f, g)‖L∞

≤C2−2j

{
∑

k≤j

22k‖fk‖L∞

∑

l∈Z

2l

1 + 2−2j+2l
‖gl‖L∞ +

∑

k≤j

2k‖fk‖L∞

∑

l∈Z

22l

1 + 2−2j+2l
‖gl‖L∞

}

≤C‖f‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,∞

2−2j

{
2

3
2
j ·

∑

l∈Z

2
1
2
j ·

2
1
2
(l−j)

1 + 2−2j+2l
2

1
2
l‖gl‖L∞ + 2

1
2
j
∑

l∈Z

2
3
2
j 2

3
2
(l−j)

1 + 2−2j+2l
2

1
2
l‖gl‖L∞

}

≤C‖f‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,∞

{
∑

l∈Z

2−
1
2
|l−j|‖gl‖L∞ +

∑

l∈Z

2−
3
2
|l−j|‖gl‖L∞

}
≤ C‖f‖

Ḃ
1
2
∞,∞

∑

l∈Z

2−
1
2
|l−j|‖gl‖L∞ ,

By taking the ℓq norm of the term above, we obtain (2.21). We argue for the first inequality
(2.20) here, since this part is crucial. Similarly to the above,

‖Rj(f, g)‖L∞

≤C‖f‖Ḃ1
∞,1

2−2j

{
2j ·

∑

l∈Z

2l

1 + 2−2j+2l
‖gl‖L∞ +

∑

l∈Z

22l

1 + 2−2j+2l
‖gl‖L∞

}

≤C‖f‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,∞

∑

l∈Z

(
2−|l−j| + 2−2|l−j|

)
‖gl‖L∞ .

and by taking the ℓ1 norm and the Young inequality, we conclude (2.20). ✷

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let the initial data θ0 ∈ Ḃ0
∞,1. Let {θn}

∞
n=1 be defined by for n = 1






∂tθ1 + ΛDθ1 = 0,

θ1(0) =
∑

j≤1

φj(ΛD)θ0, (3.1)

and for n = 2, 3, · · ·




∂tθn + ΛDθn + (∇⊥Λ−1
D θn−1 · ∇)θn = 0,

θn(0) =
∑

j≤n

φj(ΛD)θ0 =: θ0,n, (3.2)

It is easy to see that θ1 is well-defined, since it is a linear solution and we need to prove
the existence of θn for n ≥ 2 for given θn−1.

Proposition 3.1. For every θ0 ∈ Ḃ0
∞,1, T > 0 exists such that there exists a function

θn ∈ C([0, T ), Ḃ0
∞,1) ∩ L1(0, T ; Ḃ1

∞,1) satisfying ∂tθn ∈ L1(0, T ; Ḃ1
∞,1) and the equation

(3.1) for n = 1, the equation (3.2) for n ≥ 2.

Proof. The case when n = 1 follows obviously due to maximum regularity estimate
(2.7) in the time interval [0,∞), and let n ≥ 2 and we assume that a solution θn−1 exists
such that θn−1 ∈ C([0, T ), Ḃ0

∞,1)∩L
1(0, T ; Ḃ1

∞,1) satisfying ∂tθn−1 ∈ L1(0, T ; Ḃ1
∞,1), where

the existence time T will be disscussed later to be independent of n.
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We now show the existence of θn. It is possible to obtain a local solution, where the
existence time depends on n by Galerkin approximations (see [5, 8]), but we give a self-
contained proof to make the independency for the existence time clear in our framework.
To this end, we approximate solutions by θε, a solution of the following equation.

{
∂tθε + ΛDθε − ε∆θε + (∇⊥Λ−1

D θn−1 · ∇)θε = 0,

θn(0) = θ0,n,
(3.3)

where ε > 0. We construct a solution θε ∈ C([0, T ], H2)∩C1([0, T ], H1) of (3.3), to obtain
a solution θn of (3.2) by passing to the limit as ε → 0. We mainly discuss in the case
when n = 2 with several estimates possible to be applied to the cases when n ≥ 3.

Step 1 (Solution in a short interval [0, Tε] when n = 2). We consider the integral
equation

θε(t) = e−t(ΛD+εΛ2
D)θ0,n +

∫ t

0

e−(t−τ)(ΛD+εΛ2
D)
(
(∇⊥Λ−1

D θn−1 · ∇)θε

)
dτ, with n = 2. (3.4)

It is easy to check that

‖θ0,n‖H2 ≤ C22n‖θ0‖L2 ≤ C22n‖θ0‖L∞ <∞.

Also, it is not difficult to show the following inequality
∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0

e−(t−τ)(ΛD+εΛ2
D
)
(
(∇⊥Λ−1

D f · ∇)g
)
dτ

∥∥∥∥
H2

≤
CT

1
2

ε
1
2

‖f‖L∞(0,T ;H2)‖g‖L∞(0,T ;H2).

In fact,

‖e−(t−τ)(ΛD+ελ2
D)‖H1→H2 ≤ C

(
(t− τ)ε

)− 1
2 ,

and by the Hölder inequality, (2.1), (2.3), (2.4), (2.13)

‖(∇⊥Λ−1
D f · ∇)g‖H1 ≤C

(
‖∇∇⊥Λ−1

D f‖L4‖∇g‖L4 + ‖∇⊥Λ−1
D f‖L∞‖∇2g‖L2

)

≤C
(
‖f‖Ḃ1

4,1
‖g‖Ḃ1

4,1
+ ‖f‖Ḃ0

∞,1
‖g‖H2

)

≤C‖f‖Ḃ2
2,2
‖g‖Ḃ2

2,2
,

which prove the inequality above. We can then apply the Banach fixed point theorem to
obtain a solution θε ∈ C([0, Tε], H

2) of (3.4), and it satisfies ∂tθε ∈ C1([0, Tε], H
1), where

Tε ≤ ε/(C‖θ0,n‖H2)2, with n = 2.
Step 2 (A priori estimate when n = 2). Suppose that θε is a solution of (3.4) in the time

interval [0,∞). For sufficiently small δ > 0, we prove that there exists T > 0 independent
of ε such that

‖θε‖L1(0,T ;Ḃ1
∞,1)

≤ 2δ.

ψj(ΛD) acting on the equation, we write

∂tψj(ΛD)θε + ΛDψj(ΛD)θε − ε∆Dψj(ΛD)θε + (∇⊥Λ−1
D θn−1 · ∇)ψj(ΛD)θε

=(∇⊥Λ−1
D θn−1 · ∇)ψj(ΛD)θε − ψj(ΛD)

(
(∇⊥Λ−1

D θn−1 · ∇)θε

)

=
[
∇⊥Λ−1

D θn−1 · ∇, ψj(ΛD)
]
θε.

(3.5)
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For almost every t, at a maximum point of |ψj(ΛD)θε|, it follows from −∆Dψj(ΛD)θε
having the same sign as ψj(ΛD)θε and Corollary 2.10 that

∂t‖ψj(λD)θε‖L∞ + c2j‖ψj(ΛD)θε‖L∞ ≤
∥∥∥
[
∇⊥Λ−1

D θn−1 · ∇, ψj(ΛD)
]
θε

∥∥∥
L∞

,

which yields that

‖ψj(ΛD)θε‖L∞ ≤ e−ct2j‖ψj(ΛD)θ0‖L∞ +

∫ t

0

e−c(t−τ)2j
∥∥∥
[
∇⊥Λ−1

D θn−1 ·∇, ψj(ΛD)
]
θε

∥∥∥
L∞

dτ.

(3.6)
By summing over j ∈ Z and applying (2.21), we have

‖θ(t)‖Ḃ0
∞,1

≤C‖θ0‖Ḃ0
∞,1

+ C
∑

j∈Z

∫ t

0

∥∥∥
[
∇⊥Λ−1

D θn−1 · ∇, ψj(ΛD)
]
θε

∥∥∥
L∞

dτ

≤C‖θ0‖Ḃ0
∞,1

+ C

∫ t

0

‖θn−1‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,1

‖θε‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,1

dτ

≤C‖θ0‖Ḃ0
∞,1

+ C‖θn−1‖
L2(0,t;Ḃ

1
2
∞,1)

‖θε‖
L2(0,t;Ḃ

1
2
∞,1)

.

(3.7)

Also, by multiplying (3.6) by 2j and taking the L1 norm for time variable and the ℓ1 norm

‖θε‖L1(0,T ;Ḃ1
∞,1)

≤C‖e−ctΛDθ0‖L1(0,T ;Ḃ1
∞,1)

+ C

∫ T

0

‖θn−1‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,1

‖θε‖
Ḃ

1
2
∞,1

dτ

≤C‖e−ctΛDθ0‖L1(0,T ;Ḃ1
∞,1)

+ C‖θn−1‖
L2(0,T ;Ḃ

1
2
∞,1)

‖θε‖
L2(0,T ;Ḃ

1
2
∞,1)

.
(3.8)

We then take δ > 0 such that

δ + C(2δ)2 ≤ 2δ,

and T > 0 such that

Cmax

{
‖e−ctΛDθ0‖L1(0,T ;Ḃ1

∞,1)
,
(
‖θ0‖Ḃ0

∞,1
+ (2δ)2

) 1
2

‖e−tΛDθ0‖
1
2

L1(0,T ;Ḃ1
∞,1)

, (2δ)2
}

≤ δ.

(3.9)
We have from (3.8) that

‖θε‖L1(0,T ;Ḃ1
∞,1)

≤ δ + C(2δ)2 ≤ 2δ, with n = 2. (3.10)

Step 3 (Independent existence time of ε when n = 2). By Step 1 above, it is sufficient to
have a boundedness in H2 independent of ε, n. Λ2

D = −∆D acting on the equation (3.3),
we have

∂tΛ
2
Dθε+Λ(Λ2

Dθε)+(∇⊥Λ−1
D θn−1 ·∇)Λ2

Dθε = 2(∇∇⊥Λ−1
D θn−1 ·∇)∇θε+(∇⊥ΛDθn−1 ·∇)θε.

Multiplication by Λ2
Dθε, integration over the domain and the Hölder inequality give

1

2
∂t‖θε‖

2
H2 ≤

1

2
∂t‖θε‖

2
H2 + ‖θε‖

2

H
5
2

≤‖∇∇⊥Λ−1
D θn−1‖L∞‖∇2θε‖L2‖Λ2

Dθε‖L2 + ‖∇⊥ΛDθn−1‖L2‖∇θε‖L∞‖Λ2
Dθε‖L2

≤C‖θn−1‖Ḃ1
∞,1

‖θε‖
2
H2 + C‖θn−1‖H2‖θε‖Ḃ1

∞,1
‖θε‖H2 .
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By the Young inequality and integrating over a time interval, when 0 ≤ t ≤ T ,

‖θε‖
2
H2

≤‖θ0‖
2
H2 + C

∫ t

0

(
‖θn−1‖Ḃ1

∞,1
‖θε‖

2
H2 + ‖θε‖Ḃ1

∞,1
‖θn−1‖

2
H2 + ‖θε‖Ḃ1

∞,1
‖θε‖

2
H2

)
dτ

≤‖θ0‖
2
H2 + C‖θε‖L1(0,T ;Ḃ1)‖θn−1‖

2
L∞(0,T ;H2) + C

∫ t

0

(
‖θn−1‖Ḃ1

∞,1
+ ‖θε‖Ḃ1

∞,1

)
‖θε‖

2
H2dτ,

and the Gronwall inequality implies that

‖θε(t)‖
2
H2

≤
(
‖θ0‖

2
H2 + C‖θε‖L1(0,T ;Ḃ1

∞,1)
‖θn−1‖

2
L∞(0,T ;H2)

)
exp

{
C

∫ t

0

(
‖θn−1‖Ḃ1

∞,1
+ ‖θε‖Ḃ1

∞,1

)
dτ

}
.

For T > 0 defined by (3.9), we have from (3.10) that

‖θε(t)‖
2
H2 ≤

(
‖θ0‖

2
H2 + C · 2δ · (2δ)2

)
exp {C(2δ + 2δ)} , as long as 0 < t ≤ T,

which yields the existence of θε ∈ C([0, T ], H2) for all ε > 0.
Step 4 (Convergence as ε→ 0 and the existence of θn when n = 2). Let 0 < ε′ < ε and

the difference of θε − θε′ satisfies

∂t(θε − θε′)+ΛD(θε − θε′)− ε∆D(θε − θε′)− (ε− ε′)∆Dθ
′
ε + (∇⊥Λ−1

D θn−1 ·∇)(θε − θε′) = 0.

The L2 inner product with −∆D(θε − θε′) gives

1

2
‖θε(t)− θε′(t)‖

2
H1 ≤

∫ t

0

(
(ε− ε′)‖θ′ε‖H2‖θε − θε′‖H2 + ‖∇∇⊥Λ−1

D θn−1‖L∞‖θε − θε′‖
2
H1

)
dτ

≤2(ε− ε′)T sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖θε‖H2‖θε′‖H2 + C

∫ t

0

‖θn−1‖Ḃ1
∞,1

‖θε − θε′‖
2
H2dτ.

The Gronwall inequality implies that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖θε(t)− θε′(t)‖
2
H1 ≤4(ε− ε′)T sup

t∈[0,T ]

exp
{
C‖θn−1‖L1(0,T ;Ḃ1

∞,1)

}

→0 as ε, ε′ → 0,

which implies that {θε}ε satisfies a Cauchy condition, and we then obtain a limit function
in C([0, T ], H1) and the uniform boundedness yields it also belongs to L∞(0, T ;H2) ∩

L∞(0, T ; Ḃ0
∞,1) ∩ L1(0, T ; Ḃ1

∞,1) and the time derivative is in L1(0, T Ḃ0
∞,1). By taking

ε → 0 for the integral equation (3.4) in the topology of L∞(0, T ;L2), we have that the
limit function is a solution of (3.2), and hence we obtain θn with n = 2.

Step 5 (The case when n ≥ 3). We use an induction argument. It is possible to argue
analogously to Steps 1, 2, 3, 4 and we obtain θn under a assumption that θn−1 exists
as a solution of (3.2) with n replaced by n − 1 such that it belongs to C([0, T ], H2) ∩

L∞(0, T ; Ḃ0
∞,1) ∩ L

1(0, T, Ḃ1
∞,1), where the existence time T is same as Step 3. ✷

Proposition 3.2. Let θn be obtained in Proposition 3.1. Then there exists T0 ≤ T such

that θn converges in L∞(0, T0; Ḃ
0
∞,1) ∩ L1(0, T0; Ḃ

1
∞,1) as n → ∞, and the limt func-

tion, θ, is a unique solution of (1.1) with the initial condition (1.2) in L∞(0, T0; Ḃ
0
∞,1) ∩

L1(0, T0; Ḃ
1
∞,1).
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Proof. Similarly to (3.5), we write

∂tψj(ΛD)(θn+1 − θn) + ΛDψj(ΛD)(θn+1 − θn) + (∇⊥Λ−1
D θn · ∇)ψj(ΛD)(θn+1 − θn)

=
[
∇⊥Λ−1

D θn · ∇, ψj(ΛD)
]
(θn+1 − θn)− ψj(ΛD)

((
∇⊥Λ−1

D (θn − θn−1) · ∇
)
θn

)
.

(3.11)

We argue similarly to (3.6), (3.7), (3.8), but we apply a commutator estimate (2.20) for
the first term in the right hand side of the equality above instead of (2.21), and a bilinear
estimate (2.19) for the second term.

‖θn+1 − θn‖L∞(0,t;Ḃ0
∞,1)∩L

1(0,t;Ḃ1
∞,1)

≤C‖φn+1(ΛD)θ0‖L∞ + C

∫ t

0

‖θn‖Ḃ1
∞,1

‖θn+1 − θn‖Ḃ0
∞,1
dτ + C

∫ t

0

‖θn − θn−1‖Ḃ0
∞,1

‖θn‖Ḃ1
∞,1
dτ.

We here write
Dn+1(t) := ‖θn+1 − θn‖L∞(0,t;Ḃ0

∞,1)∩L
1(0,t;Ḃ1

∞,1)

and then obtain by the inequality above that

Dn(t) ≤ C‖φn+1(ΛD)θ0‖L∞ + C‖θn‖L1(0,t;Ḃ1
∞,1)

(Dn+1(t) +Dn(t)).

We may have

C‖θn‖L1(0,T ;Ḃ1
∞,1)

≤
1

2
by taking the time interval shorter if necessary, and it yields that

Dn+1(t) ≤ 2C‖φn+1(ΛD)θ0‖L∞ +
1

2
Dn(t).

We deduce that

lim
n→∞

n∑

k=2

(θk − θk−1) + θ1 in L∞(0, T ; Ḃ0
∞,1) ∩ L

1(0, T ; Ḃ1
∞,1)

exists, and let us define θ by the limit above. We can also prove that θ belongs to
C([0, T ]; Ḃ0

∞,1) and satisfies ∂tθ ∈ L1(0, T ; Ḃ0
∞,1) and the equation ∂tθ+ΛDθ+ (∇⊥Λ−1

D θ ·
∇)θ = 0.

The uniqueness of solutions follows from an argument starting by a similar equality to

(3.11) for the difference of two solutions θ, θ̃ with the same data, which implies

‖θ − θ̃‖L∞(0,T ;Ḃ0
∞,1)∩L

1(0,T ;Ḃ1
∞,1)

≤C
(
‖θ‖L1(0,T ;Ḃ1

∞,1)
+ ‖θ̃‖L1(0,T ;Ḃ1

∞,1)

)
‖θ − θ̃‖L∞(0,T ;Ḃ0

∞,1)∩L
1(0,T ;Ḃ1

∞,1)
.

Therefore, we conclude the existence and the uniqueness of the local solution. ✷

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Local existence of solutions follows from Proposition 3.2, and
Lemma 2.3 proves the zero boundary value. We also see that global existence for small
data holds, since the constants, C, appearing in the proofs of Propositions 3.1, 3.2 are
independent of the time interval and we can have the global existence result. ✷

Remark. We here introduce an alternative simple proof for the intepolation index q = 1
by using the integral equation, seeking a fixed point of the integral equation.

θ(t) = e−tΛDθ0 −

∫ t

0

e−(t−τ)ΛD

((
∇⊥Λ−1

D θ · ∇
)
θ
)
dτ.
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Let

Ψ(θ) := e−tΛDθ0,n −

∫ t

0

e−(t−τ)ΛD

((
∇⊥Λ−1

D θ · ∇
)
θ
)
dτ,

X := L∞(0,∞; Ḃ0
∞,1) ∩ L

1(0,∞; Ḃ1
∞,1).

We then have from maximum regularity estimate (2.7), (2.8) and the bilinear estimate
(2.19) that

‖Ψ(θ)‖X ≤C‖θ0‖Ḃ0
∞,1

+ C

∫ ∞

0

∥∥∥
((

∇⊥Λ−1
D θ · ∇

)
θ
)∥∥∥

Ḃ0
∞,1

dτ

≤C‖θ0‖Ḃ0
∞,1

+ C‖θ‖2X ,

‖Ψ(θ)−Ψ(θ̃)‖X ≤C(‖θ‖X + ‖θ̃‖X)‖θ − θ̃‖X ,

which allows to apply contraction argument. We conclude the global existence for small
initial data.

Appendix A. Equivalency of two resolutions

Proof of Lemma 2.1. The resolution with {φj}j∈Z follows from Lemma 4.5 in [22]. We
write

‖f‖ ˜̇Bs
p,q

:=

{
∑

j∈Z

(
2sj‖ψj(ΛD)f‖Lp

)q
} 1

q

,

and show the equivalency of the norm defined by {ψj}j∈Z, where we see

ψj(λ) =
3

4
·

2−2jλ2

(1 + 2−2j−2λ2)(1 + 2−2jλ2)
.

Let Φj := φj−1 + φj + φj+1, which satisfies φj = Φjφj. It follows from the resolution by
{φj′}j′∈Z and the boundedness of the spectral multiplier that

‖f‖ ˜̇Bs
p,q

≤

{
∑

j∈Z

(∑

j′∈Z

2sj‖ψj(ΛD)Φj′(ΛD)φj′(ΛD)f‖Lp

)q
} 1

q

≤C

{
∑

j∈Z

(∑

j′∈Z

2sj
2−2j+2j′

(1 + 2−2j+2j′)2
‖φj′(ΛD)f‖Lp

)q
} 1

q

≤C

{
∑

j∈Z

(∑

j′∈Z

2−(2−|s|)|j−j′| · 2sj
′

‖φj′(ΛD)f‖Lp

)q
} 1

q

≤ C‖f‖Ḃs
p,q
.

Conversely, we have from the resolution by {ψj′}j′∈Z that

‖f‖Ḃs
p,q

≤

{
∑

j∈Z

(∑

j′∈Z

2sj‖Φj(ΛD)φj(ΛD)ψj′(ΛD)f‖Lp

)q
} 1

q

.

For N ∈ N to be fixed later, we divide the sume over j′ ∈ Z into two cases of |j− j′| ≤ N
and |j − j′| > N . For the first case, the uniform boudedness of φj(Λ) implies that a
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constant CN depending on N exists such that




∑

j∈Z

( ∑

|j−j′|≤N

2sj‖Φj(ΛD)φj(ΛD)ψj′(ΛD)f‖Lp

)q






1
q

≤ CN‖f‖ ˜̇Bs
p,q

.

We estimate the second case,




∑

j∈Z

( ∑

|j−j′|>N

2sj‖Φj(ΛD)φj(ΛD)ψj′(ΛD)f‖Lp

)q






1
q

≤





∑

j∈Z

( ∑

|j−j′|>N

2−2j′+2j

(1 + 2−2j′+2j)2
· 2sj‖φj(ΛD)f‖Lp

)q






1
q

≤ C‖f‖Ḃs
p,q

∑

|j′|>N

2−2|j′|.

The three inequalities above yields that

1− C

∑

|j′|>N

2−2|j′|


 ‖f‖Ḃs

p,q
≤ CN‖f‖ ˜̇Bs

p,q

,

and we obtain the converse inequality by taking N sufficiently large. ✷

Appendix B. Boundary value of (∇⊥Λ−1
D f · ∇)g

Proof of Lemma 2.3 (i). Let f ∈ Ḃ0
∞,1. Then we have from Lemma 2.1 and Ḃ0

∞,1 →֒ L∞

that

f =
∑

j∈Z

φj(ΛD) in L∞.

We write

φj(ΛD)f(x) =(−∆D)
−1
(
Λ2

Dφj(ΛD)f
)
(x)

=

∫

{|y|<1}

( 1

2π
log |x− y|+ Φ(x, y)

)(
Λ2

Dφj(ΛD)f
)
(y) dy,

and see that
(
Λ2

Dφj(ΛD)f
)
is in L∞ by the boundedness of the spectral multiplier (2.10).

Therefore, the integral above can be regarded as a continuous function for |x| ≤ 1 and it
is easy to check that the integral is zero when |x| = 1. ✷

Proof of Lemma 2.3 (ii). Since Φ(x, y) = Φ(y, x), we write

2π(−∆D)
−1(x, y) = 2π∂x1

( 1

2π
log |x− y| − Φ(x, y)

)
=
x1 − y1
|x− y|2

−
x1 −

y1
|y|2

|x− y
|y|2

|2
.

When x = (0, 1),

2π∂x1

( 1

2π
log |x− y| − xΦ(x, y)

)
=

−y1
|x− y|2

−
−y1

|y|2|x− y
|y|2

|2

∣∣∣
x=(0,1)

=
−y1

|x− y|2
−

−y1
|x|2|y − x

|x|2
|2

∣∣∣
x=(0,1)

= 0.
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Therefore, when x = (0, 1)

(∇⊥Λ−1
D fk · ∇)gl =

(
∇⊥(−∆D)

−1(ΛDfk) · ∇
)
(−∆D)

−1(Λ2
Dgl) = 0.

We also see that the domain and the derivative
(
∇⊥Λ−1

D (·) · ∇
)
(·) are invariant under the

rotation and we see that (∇⊥Λ−1
D fk · ∇)gl is zero on the boundary. ✷
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[31] L. F. Stokols and A. F. Vasseur, Hölder regularity up to the boundary for critical SQG on bounded

domains, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 236 (2020), no. 3, 1543–1591.
[32] H. Triebel, Theory of function spaces, Monographs in Mathematics, vol. 78, Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel,
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