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ON THE WELL-POSEDNESS OF A NONLINEAR DIFFUSIVE
SIR EPIDEMIC MODEL

CURTIS HOLLIMAN AND HARRY PRIETO

ABSTRACT. This work considers an extension of the SIR equations from epidemiology that
includes a spatial variable. This model, referred to as the Kermack-McKendrick equations
(KM), is a pair of diffusive partial differential equations, and methods developed for the
Navier-Stokes equations and models of fluid dynamics are adapted to prove that KM is well-
posed in the homogenous Sobolev spaces with exponent 0 < s < 2.

1. INTRODUCTION

The outbreak of the COVID-19 pandemic galvanized the efforts to improve the predictive
power of the mathematics modeling the spread of disease. The most well-known of these models
is given by the SIR equations. The present paper considers an extension of these equations
that includes a spatial variable. These equations, which we call the Kermack-McKendrick
equations (KM), change the SIR model from a set of ordinary differential equations (ODESs)
into a coupled pair of diffusive partial differential equations (PDEs). We investigate the well-
posedness of KM using methods that were originally developed for fluid dynamics, in particular
for the Navier-Stokes equations (NS).

The SIR model was pioneered by W. Kermack and A. McKendrick in [20] and is an example
of a compartmental model. In their original formulation, the population is partitioned into
the disjoint groups, or compartments, consisting of the susceptible (.5), infectious (I), and
recovered (R) individuals. These quantities are strictly functions of time ¢, and the ODEs
they give rise to, called the SIR-equations, are given by

§'(t) = S,
I'(t) = BSI — ul, (1.1)
R(t) = pl.

Here 8 and p are constants representing the transmission and recovery rates, respectively. For
a detailed description of the basic assumptions of the model and the technical underpinnings
that lead to its equations we refer to [5], [18], [21], [27]. For a review of the history of the SIR
equations, the interested reader may consult [2]

Since its inception, most of the attention has concentrated on using the SIR model to
understand disease transmission, and over the years important applications to public health
have been found [29]. A prime example of this is vaccination, where the transition rate between
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2 On the well-posedness of a nonlinear diffusive SIR epidemic model

compartments is accelerated, since vaccinated individuals can be immediately placed in the
R, (recovered) compartment. Kermack and McKendrick applied their model to the 1906
bubonic outbreak in Bombay [2], but the model has also been employed in a wide variety of
circumstances such as the evolution of the dengue outbreaks in Cuba (1997) and Venezuela
(2000) [16], the classical swine flu in the Netherlands (1997-1998) [26], and many others.

Considerable work has been devoted to improving the SIR model itself. Notably, the original
model has been expanded by the addition of more compartments. For instance, along with the
traditional three compartments, some models also include incubation and latency periods (E)
[21]. More recently, some models have incorporated compartments to account for immunization
and vaccination in populations [11], [30].

The descriptive and predictive power of the model has been applied to the COVID-19
pandemic. The great interest generated by the topic and its timely nature are evidenced by
the explosion of the literature on the subject. For a few applications of the SIR model in this
context, we refer the readers to [1], [7], [14].

One fundamental issue in using the SIR equations to model a pandemic, however, is that
it completely ignores spatial information. As compared to a localized disease outbreak, the
location and concentration of affected individuals in a global setting would most certainly
contribute to the time evolution of the model. With this issue in mind, a generalized compart-
mental SIR model is constructed by allowing individuals to move via random walks. For an
investigation of random walks in this context, we refer the reader to [25], and for the founda-
tional work on Brownian motion, which lies at the core of these diffusion processes, we refer
the reader to [8]. According to these models, an individual moves randomly in a direction
with the amplitude of the Brownian motion equalling Dg and Dy for the Susceptible and
Infected individuals, respectively. After taking an expected value, these constants become the
coefficients in the diffusion linear symbol, and we obtain the equations

S, = DgAS — BSI,

(1.2)
I, = D;AT + BSI — pl.

It is worth noting that if there is no displacement of the individuals, then Dg = Dy = 0, and
we obtain the original SIR equations. A detailed description of how to obtain (1.2) appears in
[6], and is reviewed in [9], [10]. Additionally, the traveling wave solutions of (1.2) have been
investigated in [3], [17], [23], [28].

In this work, we will assume the spatial dimension in (1.2) to be one. Additionally, we make
the change of variables u(z,t) = S(x\/Dg/B,t/3) and v(x,t) = I(x+/D;/B,t/5) to obtain
a slightly simpler non-dimensional version of (1.2). In this new version, the coefficient for
the linear v term will be —pf which we will relabel as —u. We refer to this new system of
equations as the Kermack-McKendrick equations (KM), and they are given by

Ut + UV — Uy = 0,
UVt — UV — Vg — v = 0, (1.3)
u(z,0) = p(x), wv(z,0)=v¢(x), te[0,T),zecR.

We will approach the initial value problem (ivp) posed by (1.3) using theory developed in the

study of diffusion equations in fluid dynamics. To that end, we adapt the methods developed
and applied in [4], [16], [19]. Specifically, we investigate the well-posedness of KM in the sense
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of Hadamard. In order to rigorously state what we mean by well-posedness, we must also
state precisely what spaces we are taking the initial data and solutions to be in. We will take
the initial data ¢, to be in the homogeneous Sobolev spaces H®, and the solution « to be in
the intersection of H® and the time-weighted L* spaces, which we will call X*. The precise
definitions of these spaces are provided for the reader in (2.1) and (2.2), respectively.

The idea of well-posedness was introduced in [15], and we say that the KM equations are
well-posed with initial data in (p, 1)) € H® x H® and solution in (u,v) = W(p,v) € X° x X,
if the following three conditions hold:

I) Existence. For any initial data (¢,v) € H® x H®, there exists a solution (u,v) €
X% x X® to KM.
II) Uniqueness. The solution (u,v) = W (p, ) is unique in the space X*® x X*.
I1I) Continuity/Stability. The solution map W : H® x H® — X* x X* is continuous.

With this definition in mind, we now state the primary result of this work.

Theorem 1. Let 0 < s < 2,0 < T < é and (p,) € H*® x H® satisfying the smallness
condition

1
. . <
H(goﬂb)HstHs — 180(0[,’

where the constants Cy and Cy, are given in Propositions 1 and 2, respectively. Then the KM
ivp (1.3) has a unique solution (u,v) € X*®x X*. Moreover, the solution map, W : H* x H® —
X?® x X* which takes (¢,1) — (u,v), is Lipschitz continuous.

(1.4)

The proof of Theorem 1 revolves around the techniques developed in [19] to prove the
well-posedness of the Navier-Stokes (NS) equations

ur + (u- V)u+ pAu+ Vp =0,

1.5
divu =0, (15)

where p is the pressure of the fluid, and p its viscosity. Here, the Brownian motion amplitudes

n (1.2), Dg and Dy, act in a similar manner as the viscosity coefficient  in NS. The strategy
that was implemented for NS was built on the foundations developed in [12] and consisted
in showing that the associated integral operator had a fixed point in a suitable space. These
ideas have also been used in other hydrodynamic equations as such the viscous Burgers (vB)
equation

Us + Uty + gy = 0, (1.6)
which was examined in [4], and the k-Burgers equation
wr + uFug + gy =0, k=1,2,3,---. (1.7)

which was investigated in [16].

Outline of the paper. The present paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we provide
a number of preliminaries, including the definitions of our function spaces as well as linear
estimates for the diffusion operator. In section 3, we first reformulate KM as a fixed point
problem and then prove that this associated integral operator is a contraction mapping. In
section 4, we provide a proof of the bilinear estimate that was needed in order to establish the
contraction in section 3.
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2. PRELIMINARIES AND LINEAR ESTIMATES

In this section, we set up our notation and collect the basic estimates that will be used in
the course of proving the main result.

Notation. We say A < B if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that A < CB. If A < B
and B < A we write A ~ B.

Function Spaces. The spaces that we will use are the combination of homogeneous Sobolev
spaces and time-weighted LP spaces, and we briefly provide a definition of these spaces and
their norms.

We begin with the homogenous Sobolev space, H*, which is a subspace of the Tempered Dis-
tributions where the following norm is finite. We take the the Riesz potential D, = (—92)'/2,
or equivalently, the Fourier multiplier given by E;f &) =€ \f(ﬁ ), and then define the H*-norm
as

1/2
g = D3l = ([l pag) " (21)

Next, we define our time-weighted L spaces. For any fixed T', o > 0, we define the subspace
C*((0,T);LP) € C((0,T);LP) by

Ce((0,T); LP) = {u € C((0,T); LP) : sup t*|ul|ze < 0o and lim t¥||ul|ze = o}.
te(0,T) =07

For given s,a,p we can now define X5P = H* N C§((0,T); L?); however, in our particular

case, there is a relationship between s and « that arises in our proof of the Bilinear Estimate

needed for Theorem 1. We thus will restrict our attention to

o=_-——.

2 4

Additionally, the only p that we will utilize is p = 4 as it also arises in the Bilinear Estimate

after applying the generalized Holder’s inequality in L?. In view of these choices, we define
1_s

X° = X%2~74 and take the norm to be

. 1
|ullxs = sup |lullgs + sup t*||ulps, where o= - —

(2.2)
t€(0,7) te(0,T) 2

o

Finally, since we are working with two simultaneous equations, we define our norms on the
product spaces in the usual fashion. For pairs, we have

162, D) s seprs = Mo llgrs + 90l g
()l xsxxs = [lullxs + [[vllxs.
The Diffusion Operator and Linear Estimates. We begin by considering the diffusion
equation
Wt + Wee = 0,

w(0,x) = wo(x). (2:3)

We take the solution operator S of (2.3) as the Fourier multiplier given by

—

S(t)p() = e 5(€).
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Before we proceed with our estimates regarding the operator .S, we state the well-known Hardy-
Littlewood-Sobolev inequality for the convenience of the reader. For a proof of this estimate,
we refer the reader to [22], §4.3.

Lemma 1 (Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev). Suppose that 0 < o < 1, 1 < o < p < 1/ax and g
satisfies
1

=-—a.
p

If f € LP, then D;*f € L9 (where D, = (—82)'/? is the Riesz potential) and there exists a
constant C' = C(«, p) such that

Q| =

1D, fllze < C|lf] Lo (2.4)

We now consider three estimates for S that will be used throughout this work. The first is
an LP-L9 estimate that can be found in [13].

Lemma 2. Let S(t) be the solution operator for the heat equation (2.3) with initial data ¢
and 1 < g <p<oo. Then fort > 0 we have the estimate

1,1

_le1_1
IS@)¢lle < (4mt) 72| s, (2.5)
Lemma 3. For s > 0, there exists a positive constant cs such that
1Dz S0 f] 2 < st/ £]] 2

Proof. By Parseval’s identity and Holder’s inequality, we have

D551 = o lie F@) o < ol 7] 20

< —
27
We see that the L®-norm of |¢]"e~¢*t is now easily bounded by

s

s g2 $\z, s
el el < (5) 172 @7)

We can then continue bounding (2.6) by using (2.7) to get

1 S \5 _s S \2, s
ID2S@) f]]2 < g(g) 51 ll,e = (@) 2| f]] -
We see then that taking cs = ( %)% we obtain our desired estimate. O

Proposition 1 (Linear Estimate). For 0 < s < 2, the mapping ¢ — S(t)p, where S is the
solution operator to the diffusion equation, continuously maps H® — X°, and we have the
inequality

15(#)ellxs < Cellell - (2.8)
where the constant Cy depends on s and T.

Proof. From the definition of the X®-norm, we have

[1S@¢llxs = sup [|S(t)ellgs + sup t¥S(t)e| La-
te(0,7) te(0,7)



6 On the well-posedness of a nonlinear diffusive SIR epidemic model

The first term is handled with the usual methods using Plancherel’s Theorem and the definition
of the diffusion solution operator S. Indeed, we have

s —t&2| ~ S|
IS@)ell. = /R €176 15 (€)1 7de < /R €1%1B(&)Pde = [l
Thus, the first term has the upper bound

sup |[[S@)pllgs < sup ol
t€(0,T) t€(0,T)
For the second term, we begin by restricting our attention to the quantity under the L*-norm.
Applyling the Riesz Derivative and its inverse with exponent 1/4 gives us

IS@)ellps = 1D VDS ()| -

Now we apply the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev Lemma, or Lemma 1, with p = 2,¢ = 4 and
a=1/4to get

1DZ V4D S ()¢l e < 1D S ()| -

Next, we again apply the Riesz Derivative along with its inverse, both with exponent s/2, after
which we can apply Lemma 3 with the corresponding o = 1/4 — s/2. Note that this Lemma
requires a > 0, which corresponds to our hypothesis 0 < s < 1/2. We thus get

IDY*S()¢|| 12 = IDY**2D32S ()| 12 S /54 D3Pl 12 = 735 g -
Using this upper bound for the L*-norm of S(t)¢, we get the time-weighted norm to be

sup 7[[S()plls S

~

sup 174 ET | .

b 07

From the definition of the X* space, we have a = 1/2 — s/4 which implies that the exponent
for tis o — % +3= %. Thus, we have the upper bound

sup 12V ||y < T3l gy
te(0,T)

Putting our results together for each term gives the desired inequality (2.8), where the associ-
ated constant with the upper bound depends on s and T'. O

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

We begin by first reformulating the KM equations as a fixed point problem and then proving
that the associated integral operator is a contraction. The Banach Contraction Mapping
Theorem then implies the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the KM ivp. After this
task is accomplished, we prove that the solution map W is Lipschitz continuous.

Reformulating (1.3) as a fixed point problem. We begin by taking the Fourier trans-
form in the spatial variable of both sides of the u and v equations in (1.3). Additionally, using
the properties Dyl = 1&u and deu = 0,4, we get

o+ 1w+ 2u =0,
00 — 1w + 204 uv = 0.
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Next, we isolate the terms corresponding to the linear heat equation on the left-hand side and
multiply by the integrating factor e'¢”. The integrating factor allows us to then write the left-
hand side of each equation as an exact derivative as for instance 8 (e6° @) = e€” (0,4 + £2u).
We thus obtain

O (e'€’7) = —e
8t(et52ﬁ) = € <@ — ,uﬁ).

We now integrate both equations from 0 to ¢ using the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and
the initial data specified in (1.3) to get

t
e’ h — P = —/ 'S uvar
0

t
G = / S (@ — i)'
0

Next we move the initial data to the right-hand side of each equation and multiply both sides
of both equations by et Finally, applying the inverse Fourier Transform gives us

1 : . 1 . b e
u(x,t) = 27r/ e”ge_tgcpdﬁ— 27r/ 61156_t62(/ e E2uvalt')d£,
R R 0

1 . ~ 1 . t ’ o P
v(x,t) = By / e e 4 27r/ emge_th(/ e!'e? (uv — /w)dt’).
R R 0

We see further that using the solution operator to the heat equation S, we can also rewrite
these equations as

u(z,t) = S(t)p — /0 St —t)(uv)dt',

v(z,t) = S(t)y + /0 St —t") (uv — pv)dt’.

With the desired form of our equations obtained, we define the operators
t
Ti(u,v) = S(t)p — / St —t") (uv)dt, (3.1)
0

To(u,v) = S(t)y + /0 St —t"(uv — pw)dt'. (3.2)

We note here that the initial data ¢,y are assumed to be fixed in this construction. Should
the dependence on the initial data be needed, such as in the proof of Lipschitz continuity, we
will denote the operator with an appropriate subscript, for instance 77 = Ti . Finally, we
take T to be the two component operator

T(u,v) = (Tl(uav)aT2(u7U))' (33)
We now can rewrite our equation as
(u,v) = T(u,v). (3.4)

Our next objective will be to demonstrate that T" has a fixed point using the Banach Fixed-
Point Theorem. One of the key ingredients we will need to establish a contraction is the
following Bilinear Estimate, which is proved in the next section.



8 On the well-posedness of a nonlinear diffusive SIR epidemic model

Proposition 2 (Bilinear Estimate). Let 0 < s < 2. Then there ezists a constant C, > 0
such that for f,g € X°® we have

| [ s tnsaar

We now show the contraction, which completes the proof of well-posedness under a smallness
asummption.

o S Ol fllxsllgllxs- (3.5)

Proposition 3 (Contraction). Let 0 < s < 2, T < &, p= S—éb, (1) € H® x H® satisfying
the smallness condition

1
. . < .
H(‘va)HstHs = 1800y (3 6)

where the constants Cp and Cy are given in Propositions 1 and 2, respectively. Then the
operator T' defined in (3.3) maps T : B(0,p) — B(0,p), where B(0, p)={(u,v) € X* x X*:
|(u,v)||xsxxs < p} and is a contraction mapping.

The key to proving this proposition lies in the Bilinear Estimate, Proposition 2, whose proof

can be found in the next section. We further note that the hypothesis on s comes from the
Bilinear Estimate.

Proof. We begin by first demonstrating that 7" : B(0, p) — B(0, p). Noting that
1T (u, ) [ x5 x x5 = (T2 (w, v)]| xs + [ T2(u, v)] x5,

we proceed by examining the terms on the right-hand side separately.
Estimating ||7%(u,v)|xs. We have
t
173 (w0 = [[S(8)e / S(t —t')(uv)dt’
0

)

XS

¢
< HS(WHX + H / S(t — ') (uv)dt!
S 0
For the first term, we use Proposition 1, which gives us

1S(t)¢llxs < Collell s

The second term is bounded using Proposition 2, giving us

H /O "t — ) (uv)dt’

X5

o = Ovllullxslollxs = Cyp”. (3.7)

Therefore, we get
HTl(U,U)”Xs S CZHQOHHS +Cbp2- (38)
Estimating 75(u,v). We have

)

Xs

t t
< HS(t)wHX + H / St — Y wo)dt'|  + “H/ St — t')dt
° 0 ° 0
Again, the linear term is estimated using Proposition 1, giving us

1S@®)Y[lxs < Cell¥ll s (3.9)

Tt = s+ [ (- ) — )t

X Xs
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The second term was already estimated in (3.7). Thus, we will restrict our attention to the
third term, leaving out the coefficient of u for the moment. We begin with the definition of
the X*-norm, noting that we will reinsert the constant p at the end of the computation. We
have

Looking at the expression under the supremum, we see that for the Sobolev term we have

| [ s-tmar],, < [ st
=/(/m%*f uww@ “a
< [([1ermeyra)

:/O ol odt. (3.10)

We can now apply the Mean-Value Theorem, which tells us that for some t* € (0,T'), we have
t
| Wl = o)
Taking the supremum over ¢ € (0,7") thus gives us

sup H/ S(
te(0,T)

For the time-weighted L*-term, we first obtain an upper bound by passing the norm into the
integral. We then apply the LP—L9 Linear Estimate, Lemma 2, with p = ¢ = 4.

+ sup t¢
te(0,T)

S S

= sup H
te(0,T)

7

_< sup tfut)llgs T sup o] ..
te(0,T) te(0,T)

t
< sup to‘/ l|lv]| padt’.
te(0,17) Jo

te(0,7) L4

Again, we will apply the Mean-Value Theorem, giving us for some t* € (0,7,

sup t* H’UHL4dt sup t*t*||v(t*)| padt’.
te(0,T) te(0,T)

To bound this above and remove the dependence on t*, we note that t* = (¢*)*(t*)1=% and
0 < a < 1. Then we use the fact that t* < T< and (t*)!'=* < T'~®, Thus we get

sup t“t*Jo(t*)||pa < T sup ()o@t |pa < T sup t*]|v]pa.
te(0,T) te(0,7) te(0,T)

t
0

Putting these results together, (3.9) and (3.11), we get
ITo(w,w)llx < Collgll e + Cop? + T, (3.12)

Thus we can conclude

. S HTlvlxs < uTp. (3.11)



10 On the well-posedness of a nonlinear diffusive SIR epidemic model

Estimating ||T'(u,v)||xsxxs. Putting our results together, (3.7) and (3.12), we get
1T (u, )l xsxxs = [Ta(u, v)||xs + ([ Ta(u, 0) | x5,
S CZH(¢7,¢])HHS><HS + QCbPQ + NTpa

where C} is the constant associated with the upper bound from Lemma 1 and C} is the constant
associated with the Bilinear Estimate, Proposition 2. Now using the hypothesis, p = ﬁ and
T < &, we see that

1 1
Coll(@.) ez + 200" + 1T < Coll (2. 8) i + 26455 ) + -

)
= Gl ) e + o
Thus, in order for T' to map B(0, p) into B(0, p), we must have
1
CellCo, V)l e rrs < 5P

which is equivalent to our hypothesis

1
S —
H(%T/})”stHs — 180@0{7

Contraction. Recalling that the initial data (¢, ) are fixed, we take two pairs of functions
(ug,v1), (ug,v2) € X* x X* and compute the norm of T'(uy,v1) — T(ug,v2). We break this
computation down by first examining the component operators 77 and T5.

Estimating the 7} difference. We add and subtract a mixed term ujve and regroup
terms to obtain

¢
Ty (uy,v1) — Th(u2,v2) = —/ S(t—t) <u1v1 — u2v2>dt’,
0

_ /Ot S(t—t) <u1(v1 - v2))dt’ _ /Ot S(t— t/)<U2(U1 - u2)>dt’,

We now examine this difference in the X?® norm. After applying the triangle inequality, we
use Bilinear Estimate, Proposition 2, to further bound the nonlinearities. We get

(T (u1,v1) — T (uz,v2)| x5

< H /Ot S(t — t/) <u1(?)1 — ’Uz))dt, - + H /Ot S(t — t,) (vg(ul — u2)>dt’

< Gblluallxslvr = vallxs + Chllvallxs[lur — wallxs.

)

Xs

Now using the hypothesis that both ||u1]|xs and ||va]|xs are bounded by the constant p, and
recalling that the norm on the product space is the sum of the norms, we get

1T (w1, v1) — Th(ug, v2)||xs < pChl|(u1 — uz,v1 — v2)|| xsxx5- (3.13)

Estimating the 75 difference. We first break up the integral to separate the linear term,
giving us

To(uy, v1) — Ta(ug,ve)

t t
= / S(t — t/) (ulvl — UQU2>dt — / S(t — t’)u(vl — 'I}Q)dt/.
0 0
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The first term under the X°® norm is precisely the same as that of 77. Thus, adding and
subtracting a mixed term and then applying the Bilinear estimate leads to the same result.
Thus we get

| T2(u1,v1) — To(ug, v2)] xs
t
< pCyl| (w1 — 2, v1 — va)|lxoxxe + “H/ S(t—1')(vy — UQ)dt’HXS. (3.14)
0

To estimate the linear term, we begin with the definition of the X®-norm, noting that we will
reinsert the constant p at the end of the computation. We have

t
H/O St~ ) o — vt

t
= sup H/ St —t)(vy — vg)dt’H .+ sup t¢
te(0,T) H®  e(0,1)

/St—t V1 — U2 dtH

The expression under the supremum can be bounded in precisely the same fashion as (3.10),

t t
H/ S(t — 1)~ va)it |, g/ o1 — vall ot
0 He 0

We can now apply the Mean-Value Theorem, which tells us that for some t* € (0,7"), we have

t
/ [o1 = w2 godt’ = t*]Jor (£) = v2(t*) | 3. -
0

Taking the supremum over ¢ € (0,7") thus gives us

giving us

sup H/ St —t")(vy — vo)dt’ H < sup t*[|vr(t*) — w2 ()| jyss
te(0,T) te(0,T)
<T sup |jvr —v2|l - (3.15)
te(0,T)

For the time-weighted L*-term, we apply the LP—L? Linear Estimate, Lemma 2, with p = g = 4.

sup t“

t
/ S(t—t) (v — UQ)dt’H < sup to‘/ [S(t—t')(v1 — v2)||padt’,
te(0,7) L

te(0,T)

< sup to‘/ lvr — vl padt’.
te(0,T)

Again, we will apply the Mean-Value Theorem, giving us for some t* € (0,7,
oup 1 [0 el = sup € o () = o)
t€(0,T) t€(0,T)
To bound this above and remove the dependence on t*, we note that t* = (+*)*(+*)17% and

0 < a < 1. Then we use the fact that t* < T< and (+*)!=* < T'~®. Thus we get

sup %t |lu1(t*) —va(t*) e < T sup (#%)¥[|vr(t*) — v2(t") || p4,
te(0,T) te(0,7)

<T sup t%¥||vi — va a. (3.16)
te(0,T)
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Putting everything together, (3.15) and (3.16), we get the estimate for the term of T, as

<uT( sup |lvr —vallps + sup t%]jvr — va z4),
X te(0,T) t€(0,7)

S 2[,LTH1)1 —'UQHXS. (317)

y /Ot S(t— 1) (vy — vo)dt

Finally, we obtain the full estimate for T as (3.14), where the second term is bounded by
(3.17). Hence

T2 (u1,v1) — To(uz, ve)||xs < (pCp + 2uT)||(u1 — uz,v1 — v2)|| xsx x5 (3.18)

Combined Estimate for the T difference. Putting together our estimates for 77 and
T5, namely, (3.13) and (3.18), we have

1T (w1, v1) = T(uz, v2) | x5 x5
= [T (w1, v1) = T (uz, v2)| xs + | T2(ur, v1) — Ta(uz, v2)| x+,
S (QpCb—i—QMT)H(ul — U2,V1 —UQ)HXSXXS. (319)
Our hypotheses that p = 3—& and T' < é now allow us to conclude that
2pCy +2uT < 1,
and thus T is indeed a contraction mapping. O

With the proof of Proposition 3 complete, we now are ready to prove Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. We see that the fixed point from Proposition 3 gives us the existence and
uniqueness of the solutions to KM ivp (1.3), thus we restrict our attention to proving that the
solution map W is Lipschitz continuous.

Let (¢1,11), (w2,%2) € H® x H®, and (u1,v1), (uz,v2) € X°* x X*® be the corresponding
solutions to the KM initial value problem with these initial data respectively. Thus, for W the
solution operator to KM, our objective is to estimate the difference

W (p1,91) = W(p2,¥2) || xsxxs = || (u1,v1) — (u2,v2) | xs% x5 (3.20)

We see that we can reframe this question using the operator T established above in (3.3). To
use T', however, we must have fixed initial data. Thus we will assume that 7" in this instance
uses the initial data (¢,) = (0,0). Thus, we can rewrite the difference inside of the norm in
(3.20) as

W (1, 91) = W(p2,¢2) = (SE)(p1 = #2), S() (1 = ¢2)) + (T(u1, v1) = T(ug, v2)).
We therefore can now rewrite (3.20) as

W (p1,91) — W(pa, ¥2) [ xsxxs
<[(S@) (w1 = p2), S(t) (1 — ¥2))lxsxxs + (T (w1, v1) — T(uz, v2)| xsx x5

For the first term on the right-hand side, we use our linear estimate from Lemma 1, giving us

1(S(@)(p1 = #2), S() (1 = 2))lxsxxs < Cll (w1 = 92,91 = Do)l g gy



C. Holliman and H. Prieto 13

For the second term, we will use the work from proving that T is a contraction. Setting our
contraction constant as C' = 2pCy, + 2uT < 1, we use (3.19) to give us

[(T(u1,v1) — T(ug, v2)|| xsxxs < Cf[(ur — u2,v1 — v2)|| xsx x5,
= C|[W(p1,91) — W(p2,¥2)|xsxxs-
Thus, we get

W (p1,91) — W(p2, P2) | xsxxs
< Coll(p1 — 02,01 = V2)|l s s + ClIIW (01, %1) — W (02, 92) | x5 % x5

Simplifying this inequality, gives us
Cy
W (p1,91) — W(p2,¥2)|| xsxxs < m”(% — 02,01 — V2) || frs o frs

which implies that W is Lipschitz continuous. O

4. BILINEAR ESTIMATES

We begin with a proof of Proposition 2. This proof in turn requires analogous estimates in
H* and the time-weighted L*-space, which were proved in Lemma 5.

Proof of Proposition 2. Starting with the definition of the X*-norm, and passing the norms
inside the integrals to bound above, we get

| [ st

< sup / HS (t—t)(fg) H dt’ + sup ta/tHS(t—t’)(fg)

te(0,7) te(0,T)

"I dt'.
L4

We now apply Lemma 5 to each term on the right-hand side of this equation. For the first
term, we get

sup / |st-t)ra@)|, at's sup 21 fleallglss. (4.1)
te(0,T) 1e(0,T)
For the second term, we have
sup ¢ / |se-e)s9)] ¢ < e (4.2)
te(0,T) )

Combining (4.1) and (4.2), we get

| [ se-o0

NS sup 2|l pallgllze,
X te(0,T)

< (swp Ul ) (s gl ),
te(0,T) te(0,T)
< [[fllx=llgllxs
The constant associated with the upper bound comes from Lemma 5, and as its particular
value is used to establish the Contraction in Theorem 1, we label it as Cj,. O

To complete the argument for Proposition 2, we use the following beautiful calculus estimate
related to the Beta distribution. A proof is given in [16], A.2.
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Lemma 4. Let 0 < a, b<1landr =a+b—1 with 0 <r <1, then we have the following
bound

t
Blab.t)= [ (1= 9) "y dy < copt ™ (43)
0

With this estimate in hand, we now proceed to compute the following estimates on the
components of the X*-norm, which completes our arguments.

Lemma 5. Let f and g € X®, with 0 < s <2 and 0 <t < T < co. Then the following
inequalities hold

t
su>/H5@—”“@H¢M5 sup_ 2%l e llgll e, (4.4)
t€(0,T) Jig re(0.7)
aup 1 [~ 0050 v 5 sup 20 uslole @s)
te(0,T) T)

Proof. The argument for each of these estimates follows similar lines, but we examine each
one separately.

Estimating (4.4).

)
/Ot Hs(t - t/)(fg)HHsdt' _ /Ot HD;ES(t B t/)(fg)‘ L

We now apply Lemma 3, which requires s > 0, to obtain

[ pzsa -0 at < [ @035 ar

Next, the generalized Holder inequality allows us to break the L? norm in the integrand into

Using the definition of the Riesz Derivative, we begin with

a product of L* norms, giving us

t s t R
/@—ﬂvW@ﬂMWWs/@—ﬂvWWWﬂwwmw.
0 0

We now multiply and divide by (¢#)2* and then pull out the factor (+)2*||f(t')||z4|lg(#')|| 1+ by
taking a supremum over time. This gives us the upper bound

t t

[ = 3 @lo@) e < suwp 2@ Ila@lz [ (¢~ ¢)7HE) 2o (@o)
0 te(0,T) 0

The remaining integral can now be handled by Lemma 4. The choice of multiplying and

dividing by (¢')2® is now apparent as this allows us to satisfy the hypothesis for r = 5+2a—1.

Noting that we require 0 < r < 1, we see that our definition of o = % — 7 gives us

S s 1 s

g T2 2 T\37 3 0
We see here that this r restriction is always satisfied regardless of the value of s. The additional
requirements of Lemma 4 are satisfied so long as we take 0 < s < 2 and 0 < o < 1/2. Thus

for a constant that only depends on s, as we have « a function of s, we get

t
/ (t—t")"2(t) 72t < c,.
0
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We therefore further bound (4.6) by

t
sup £ 5(Ollelg(Olle [ (6= )F@) 20 <er sup LSO algft)s
te(0,T) 0 te(0,T)
This chain of inequalities thus establishes (4.4).

Estimating (4.5). Before estimating the full expression on the left-hand side of (4.5) we
first estimate its integrand. To accomplish this, we begin by using Lemma 2 which is the LP-L9
Heat Kernel Estimate and the generalized Holder inequality to get

1S(t =) (Fo) e S (= )5 IF (Vg2 S (6 =) UFE) 2allg(t)) 1o
This upper bound for ||S(t —t')(fg)||;+ thus gives us

¢
sup 1 / s - )79, d < s e [ - )@ Ilo@) it @)
te(0,T) te(0,T) 0
While our constructlon would suggest examining 0 <a<i 5, we in fact are able to prove this
estimate for 0 < < ; though the values of o > 2 are unused To continue estimating (4.7),
our argument splits based into the cases where 0 < a < 7 and 7 <a< 7 The strategy in
both cases is similar, with the difference lying in the quantlty we multlply and divide by in
order to utilize Lemma 4.

The case 0 < a < 7 . In this case we multiply and divide by (¢ )g inside the integrand
and then pull out the factor of (t’) | f &) zallg(t)| L+ by taking a supremum over time. We
thus get

t 1
sup ta/ (t =)= [LF ) e llg @) padt’

te(o,7) Jo

7 N4

< swp [ swp OO lo@)l] [~k )
te(0,T) t'€(0,t) 0

The integral in (4.8), can now be handled with the Beta distribution estimate, Lemma 4. We

see that the corresponding r will be r =1/8 +7/8 — 1 = 0, and therefore

t 1 7
/ (t—t)"s(t) " sat’ < 1.
0

To handle the composition of suprema, we first note that as a > 0, we have t* < T¢. Then the
interior supremum can be bounded above by taking the supremum to be over the full interval
(0,T). Putting these estimates together gives us

sup to‘[ sup (t,)g||f(t/)||L4||g(t,)||L4}/(t—t) %(t )_%dt,

te(0,T) t'e(0,t)

7

ST Sﬂp)t8 1F @ lzallg @)l e

t )

Thus, so long as 0 < 2a < 7/8 we see that #5722 will be positive, and we thus continue our

estimation by multiplying and dividing by t*®. After bounding above by pulling out the factor
7

of t572%, we get
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7 T_
T sup t5|f(O)llpallg®t)a <T5=* sup 2| f(t)]l1allg(t)]l a-
te(0,T) te(0,T)

Chaining these inequalities gives us (4.5).
The case % <a< %. To continue bounding (4.7), we follow a similar approach to the
above case but alternatively multiply and divide by (¢')?®. We thus obtain

t
_1
sup t‘“/o (t =)= IS Lallg@) ] padt!

te(0,T)

t

1

< sup o[ sup (P uelo@)lae] [ - by ar. 49
te(0,T) t'e(0,t) 0

Our hypothesis of % <a< % in this case satisfies the requirement of Lemma 4. We see that
for r = %+2a— 1 to satisfy 0 < r < 1 is equivalent to 1—76 <a< %. Thus the Beta distribution
estimate implies that we have

t
/ (t _ t/)—%(tl)—Qadtl 5 t_%_ZOH_l.
0

Continuing our estimation on (4.9), and noting that a« —r = £ — a, we get

t 1
sup [ sup (A ala(@)ls] [ =078 @)oar

te(0,T) €(0,¢t)
7—a o
< sup 1570 sup (0717 allg()] ] (4.10)
te(0,T) t'e(0,t)

To bound the exterior supremum, we see that our hypothesis in this case implies that %—a > 0.
We therefore get

I _« a T« «
sup 457 sup ()2 () allg(®)ls | < T3 sup 2 £()]allg()] 2.
te(0,T) t'e(0,t) te(0,T)

Chaining these inequalities thus gives us (4.5). O
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