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1. INTRODUCTION

Motivated by the classical paper [6] by Koch and Tataru, we study the generalized Navier-
Stokes equation in R"
ue+ (u- V)u+ (=A)%u+Vp =0
V.u=0 (1.1)
u(z,0) = ug(x),
where o € (%, 1) is a real parameter. In [6], they study the case & = 1. For the case
a € (%, 1), heuristically speaking, the effect of the dissipative term is still stronger than the

transport term.
Note that (—A)* is the Fourier multiplier defined by the obvious way

(—A)eu(€) = [¢**a(E).
We use the Leray projection to rewrite the equation as
ur + (—A)%u = =VIINu, N(u) =u® u.

Now we denote the fractional heat semigroup by S(t) = e *=2)" without specifying the
domain, where

S(s)f(1) = F ( e ds) |
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Let ®(z) = F! (e"ﬁ'm), and ®,(z) = = ®(%£). Then the kernel of the fractional heat

tn

semigroup S(t) can be denoted by
© 1 (z) = (t22) " D(t 2 x) = D(t, x).
And the kernel satisfies the estimate below

t
[®(z, )] S

(tl/a + |x‘2>(n+2a)/2 )

which can be found in [2]. In particular, ®(¢, ) is integrable.

From now on, we only consider the case 2 < a < 1 unless other specified. Let now

Q(z, R) = B(0, R) x (0, R*). ’

Definition 1.1. Now we define the space of tempered distributions S'(R") with the following

norm L

|v]le = sup (R—<"+2—2a> / |S(t)v(y)|2dtdy)
Q(z,R)

z,R>0
is finite. And the space is denoted by &.

The above definition is motivated by some scaling invariance property and inspired from
[6]. Furthermore, when « € (%, 1), we could expect more properties than the case a = 1.
We use the fractional heat kernel to present an equivalent definition of Besov space:

Lemma 1.2. The norm of the homogeneous Besov space B2 is
4
[0]] g1-2a0e ~ sup 72 [|S()v(2) || oo em)
>0

when o € (3,1).

Note that the equivalence to the usual the definition of Besov space can be proved following
an analogous proof of [T, Theorem 5.3]. We defer the proof to next section.

The above discussion motivates the introduction of the spaces GX,GY of functions in
R™ x R4 with norms

_1
lullex = sup '~ 2 |[u(t)]| oo rny,
t>0

_1
[ Fllov = sup =L £(8) sy
>0
Actually, some of these function spaces are equivalent.

Theorem 1.3. For h € §'(R"), the following statements are equivalent:
(1) h(z) € B>
(2) h(z) € E.
(8) S(t)h(zx) € GX.
Moreover,
[h(2) | g1/a-200 ~ [[R(2)[|e ~ [[S(E)A(2)]ox-

And for simplicity, we denote B>, € by B.

We leave the proof to the following section.

Now we could state our main result for the wellposedness of generalized Navier-Stokes:
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Theorem 1.4. The generalized Navier-Stokes equations

w+ (u-Viu+ (=A)*u+Vp=0
V.ou=0 (1.2)
u(0) = g

have a unique small global solution in B for all initial data ug with V - ug = 0 which are
small in GX, where a € (3,1).

Corollary 1.5. The global solution constructed in Theorem[1.]) satisfies that
u(z,ty) € B
for each fized ty > 0.

Note that this corollary is not true for a = 1. In fact, the solution map is not continuous
in B>, See [3] for further discussion.

Acknowledgments. This note is written based on an undergraduate summer research
project supervised by Professor Sung-Jin Oh at Berkeley in 2021. The author would like to
thank him for introducing this topic and a lot of helpful discussions. Moreover, specially
thanks for his generous help remotely during the pandemic.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.3]
Thanks to scaling invariance, we present an important lemma at first.

Lemma 2.1.

1S (Hyuo(e)| < Ct~ 1726 ug|¢

Proof. First, we show some scaling property. Note that F(ug(Az)) = A" % ), then
(S(t)ug)(x) :/eixfe—tﬁ%@o(g) ¢ = ()\i> /6i)\23x-§6—t)\|f|2a,&\0()\21a§) 2
:/ei)\ﬁx{e—t)dflm%(g) dé = (S(t)\)vo)()\ix),

where vo(y) = ug(y/A2«) and A > 0. And from (1)), we have

: e 1
(e [ (sl drdy) - (R—W—Qa) [ [ iseouoiray dt)
Q(z,R) 0 B(z,R)

A ((A—QLR)—("”‘QQ)/ 1 |5(t)vo(y)l2dtd@/) )
Q(z,A\" 20 R)

(2.2)
where the last equality follows from a change of variable. Then taking supremum implies

(2.1)

D=

(1-L
luolls = A~ g
And note that [Jugl|e is translational invariant, thus it suffices to show

|5(1)UO(0)|3§ Clluolle-



Since
SOuOF = | [ 81— s -S| < [ 815 -pISu)w) d

then replace the right hand side by its time average, the inequality still holds that
272a
SO <2 [ [ a1 =5, ~9)l(S(s)u)) dy s
0 n
272a
SO e sl dyds
0 B

1 1
kezr (k2 :

Slluwolle | > sup  [@(1—s,—y)| | < lluolle

s€[0,2—29]
REL™ en( L k1
Van 2

where the last inequality comes from the kernel estimate

t
(tl/a + ‘x|2)(n+2a)/2

[@(x, 1) S

which can be found in [2]. Then the result follows.

Furthermore, it is straightforward that

(R—<"+2—2a> / |S<t>uo<y>|2dtdy)
Q(z,R)

1 e 1 1
= (Rz—za‘/ t=( “)dt> sup £35S (£ o (y) | oo S sup t072) 1S (1o (y) | oo,
0 t>0 t>0

1

where the last equality follows from the assumption that o € (%, 1). Thus we know
_1
[vlle NStggtl 2 || S(E)v(2)]] oo (mm (2.3)

are equivalent norms.

Now we prove Lemma [[L2 We state a more precise version of the lemma: Let o < 0,
f €S, (R"), S(t) = e " =2 is the fractional heat kernel, (the definition of S, can be found

in |1, Definiton 1.26]), then we have
supt™ % [|S(t) flle S I1fll sz < supt™ 2 [S(t)f] e (2.4)
>0 >0

Proof. The first inequality: By the Littlewood Paley decomposition characterization of
Besov spaces, (c.f. [I) f =3, Pif is true for f € S}, with P;f € L>(R") for j € Z and

|1 P fll o mny) = 2799€; where (€;)jez € (. We estimate the norm ¢~ 2a | S(¢) f| 1 by
£ [ S() P fllzoe < t7 3 || Py f .
Furthermore, we write

S(t)P;f =t 3 (t(=a)) S(t)(~A)~= P Pyf,



then since the kernel of (t(—A)a)% S(t) (Lemma [3.4]) and (—A)_%f’; = 2jN(—A)_%15j are
integrable, respectively, therefore we have

_o _o+N _N =
5| S ()P f |l S 2 |[(—A)7F PP f| 1
St 27N (A E Pl | P fll e S 27N Py f|

for N > 0. Hence, we know
S(t)f € L>(R™"), Vt>0
from the estimate above and the summablity of 3., 279N < o0,
Now we choose jy such that 4-Gothe <« ¢ < 4=70¢ and we choose N > —¢, then for j, > 0,

t72 || S(t) flle < C Z Q(jo_j)JGj + Cy Z 2(j0+1_j)(U+N)€j < é\;VHEjHZw(Z)-
J<jo J>Jo
Thus
Stlilgt_%HS(t)fHLw S 1 g
The second inequality: For each j, take some t such that 4-U+De < ¢ < 477
29|\ Py fllpee = 277 [t3a S(—t) Pt =32 S(t) f | < 27°C Sup ¢35 S(8) f | ooe

where the L' norm for the kernel of S(—t)P;, Vt € (4-U*+Ye 4799 are bounded by C uni-
formly. O

And note that sup,. 1720 ||S(t)ul|p~ < oo provided that |julle < oo by (Z3), this
implicityly implies %(§) in frequency domain has some decay properties near 0, that is,
limy oo [|S(t)ul| L — 0. For § € C° such that 6(£) behave like |[*" near 0, then we choose

some constant ¢ < % — ﬁ and compute as follows that

HH(tD)uHLoo 5 H /9(t£)et|§|2aezx5 dgHL}cHS(t)UHLw
Sl /Q(tf)etlglza(l + |x|2)%+5eiﬂc~£ deLgot%_l

1
St%—l—n

/ B(e)e! I (1 4 [ta|?) B H0eE de

Lge

<tﬁ_1+25
~Y

|x‘n+25/9(£)€t120‘520‘61':2{ df

Lge

<pra— 1420 '/’(1 — Ag)ET <9(€)6t1*20‘\€\2‘1> d{’

where the last inequality we use the fact t > 1 and 1 — 2a < 0. Then we see that u € S,
from the definition in [I, Definition 1.26, Page 22].

Therefore, the previously defined space £ is indeed the Besov space Béo_ 20,00 which com-
pletes the proof of Theorem L3l

1
Lge

Remark 2.2. A well known result by Bourgain-Pavlovic [3] had shown the illposedness of

Navier-Stokes when initial data is in BZ"*. Indeed, this does not contradict to our result
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here since (2)) is false for &« = 1. Hence we could not expect the wellposedness to be true for
B bee.

In the following sections, we denote both Biéa_zoo, & by B thanks to Lemma

3. PRELIMINARIES FOR SOME KERNEL ESTIMATES

As defined in previous section, the kernel of S(t) is ®(t,x) = (tza) "®(t"2ax). The
operator V is the parametrix for the inhomogeneous fractional heat equation with 0 Cauchy
data, that is, u = V f if and only if

ug + (—A)%u = f,u(0) = 0.
Then .
VA = [ St s)5(s)as
0

Hence the solutions to the fractional heat equation

Up + (_A>au = f7 U(SL’, 0) = uO(I)
are given by

u(z,t) = (S)uo)(x) + (V f)(x,1).
Then we intend to discuss the mild solution of the fixed point form generalized Navier-Stokes:

u(z,t) = S(t)ug(x) — (VVIIN (u))(x, t).

Now we consider the symbol m corresponding to the projection operator Il to the di-
vergence free vector fields, which is defined by its matrix valued Fourier multiplier m(D,),
where

Mu(x) = m(Dy)u = F~(m(n)i(n))
and its symbol m is given by
(m(n))ij = dij — ?;77;

Then the symbol m satisfies the Mihlin-Hormander condition
sup [1]*!|gym(n)] < Ca (3.1)
n#0

for all multiindices «; hence, m(D,,) is a singular integral operator.

Lemma 3.1. Let ®(x,t) as defined before in previous section, then combined with the Mihlin-
Hormander condition ([3.1]), we have the bound that

() ()] < L+ [z])~"

Proof. By definition, m(D,)®(z) = K %« ®, where K = (m)”. We use the Littlewood-Paley
decomposition to manipulate:

m(D,)® =Y m(D,)P® =Y K+,
kEZ keZ
where K = (m(n)P.(n))Y (an abuse of notation here, in Ky, P.(n) denotes the Fourier
transform of the kernel of Py), and here Py(n) is a cut-off (bump) function cutting off to
| ~ 2. Since Pof = f * ¢pr, where ¢pi(z) = 2¢(2"2), thus Pi(€) = ¢pi(8) =
P(277¢) = Py(27"¢).
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Now we let my(n') = m(28n")Pu(2%7'), then || ~ 1 and we can observe that my(n') =
m(n')Po(n') = mo(n'), thus my(n') also satisfies (B.I]) with the same constant C),. Note that

m(D)2 ()] < 3| (m© A& ) )]

Let @p(x) — (m(g)Pk(g)e—lfI“)v (), then

]_ : 2 an i x)n —~— _Aka|n|2a
(@) = G / MO P dE = / ! ()e I di
(3.2)
an ok ko) 2c
— i(2%z)m > —4ke ||
(277‘)"/6 mo(n)e dn.

Moreover, with N (assuming N is even) times integration by parts and applying the Mihlin-
Hormander condition (3.II), we have

[ e dn\ = (L )

[ = a @y e iy

1+|:L’| N/Z/‘ N/2 7’?[0(77)6_0‘77'2&) dn
<Cn(14|2z[)™ Z /‘aﬁf%(n)ua’ye—dmamn
IV[+IBISN
<ON(L+ )N+ |2))” Z / | 71Pl(1 + |p|)I2e=D) e—clnl> dn
w+|m<zv nl~1

SaCOn(L+ )Y (1 + 2™
Then use the estimate above, we could give a bound for ®;(z) in (B3:2)):
N (1 + 4ka)N

[@r(@)] < N2 (1 + 2% )
Then for Vk, there exists some constant such that
@i (2)] S On2" (1 + 282 ]) ™
and JKy sufficient large, Vk > Ky,
|Pk(2)] < On2"(1+ [2%a])~Ma7H" < Cy2™,
since%%Oasx%—i—oo
Now we take a fixed N > n and let ky € Z~ such that 27%0~1 < |z| < 27k then

m(Dy)®(z)| < Cn Y 2 (14 [262) N Sy Y- 280 [TV ) 2k )

kEZ k<ko k>ko
§N2k0n + 2k0(n—N)|l,|—N SN |x|—n

when |z| > 1. And for |z| < 1, we have

m(D.)a( \<0N<Z LS z’m) S 1

k>Kpn kE<Kpn
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Combining the cases for |z| > 1 and for |z| < 1, we have

(m(Da)®(2)] < (1+ ||)™"

Lemma 3.2. From Lemma [31], scaling shows that the kernel function k,(x) = 11® 1 of
I1S(t) satisfies

k()| < € (% + Jad)

Lemma 3.3. Similarly, we have bounds for the kernel of IINVS(t) that

—n—1

m(D,)V® 1 (z)] < C (t% + m)
Lemma 3.4. The kernel k(t, x) of(t(—A)a)% S(t) is integrable and its L* norm is uniformly

bounded.

Proof. By scaling property, it suffices to show ||k(1,z)||;1 < co. Let

) = (=8)"2R0(0) = o [ el e de

2](H+N) 2] Jja o
/ ¢ N Py (€)eHUIE g,

~ @n)r

Since

dn

/ gl P | < CuL+ )™ [ (1= 2, (1 Putpe <)
5 —cln|? M —M _—c
(14 |2]) Z/ e dn <. Car(1 4+ )M(1 4+ [2])~Me,

we have
1K ()] < Cpp27 N1+ [202]) "M (1 4 47) M=+
Then for || ~ 277, M > n+ N, we have
k(L 2)] = [(=2)"P(2)] < Y 1K (@)] < Car (Y 2004y 7 200Nt =) S |,
JEZL J<Jjo J>jo
And there exists J such that Vj > J, such that |K;(z)| < Cp277(1 4 |272])~ Then
k(o) <Y K@) < Cy Y 2 43y a7 <
JEZL i<J ji>J

Hence |k(1,2)| < (1 + |z|[)™ Y. In particular, k(1,z) is integrable. O

Now we devote a full section to the proof of Theorem [1.4]
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.4] AND COROLLARY

Let
V(u) = S(t)uo(x) — (VVIIN (u))(z, 1),
then we solve fixed point form of generalized Navier-Stokes:
Vu = u. (4.1)

For small initial data we want to solve this in GX using a fixed point argument. Since N
is quadratic, the small Lipschitz constant follows for small initial data if the nonlinearity
has the correct mapping properties. Hence the result is a consequence of the following two
lemmas:

Lemma 4.1. N maps GX into GY'.
Lemma 4.2. VVII maps GY into GX.

Since V'VII is linear, and from Lemmal@2] |[VVIIf|lax < C| fllay. We assume [Jug||z < €.
Then for u,v € Bgx(0,2eC),

1 (uw)llex < ISE)uo(@)llax + [IVVIN(u)llex < [luolls + Cllulléx < €+ Cllullz.
And
[W(u) = ¥(v)[lex < CIN(u) = N()llay < Cllu—vllex(ullex +llvllex) < 2eCllu —vllex.
Thus for € sufficiently small, namely €, < ﬁ, U maps to Bgx(0,2:C) to itself and is a
contraction mapping. Therefore, we apply the fixed point theorem and this completes the
proof of Theorem [I.4]

Now, we turn to the proof of these two lemmas. The proof of Lemma [£1lis obvious and
straightforward. Then for Lemma .2 we prove as follows.

Proof of Lemma [{.3. 1t suffices to prove the pointwise estimate

[VVILf (2,1)] < ct™072)|| fllay (4.2)

Step 1.Scaling. We claim that this estimate is scale invariant and translation invariant,
which is the motivation of the definition of function spaces. Now we check this property:
For (L2), suppose we have proved the result for ¢ = 1,2 = 0, then apply the result to

g(z,t) = f(Azax, At), by a similar argument to (Z2)), we have ||g||cy = A=Y f||cy and
VVIIg(0,1)

:/1 /né(s,y)VHg(—y,l—s) dy ds

—ma//n (5.9) (VIL))(VF (~9), A(L — 5)) dy ds

it [ as )TN0 - ) a0 ac)
/ [ @) (VI (). A~ 5)) dy s

Thus take A = ¢, then the estimate for (0, ¢) follows from the above scale invariance property.

And the translation invariance is obvious.
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Thus it suffices to prove
[VVILf(0,1)] < cllfllav- (4.3)

Step 2: Localization. Let x be the characteristic function of B(0,2) x [0,1]. Then
f=xf+ (1 —x)f. Clearly both components are still in GY. Since for g € GY,

Mate =) = 7 ( (5, - 55 ) st e).
then we calculate by Parseval indentity,
[ rmeate - war= [ e (5, - CECE g coag
= / ) (% %ﬁh(f)) (e dg = | (ILA) gle —y)dy.
Then we know from integration by parts and applying the equation above to V® and g,

(4.4)

t t
VVHg(x,t):/ /@(s,y)VHg(m—y,t—s)dsdy:/ /HV@D(S,y)g(aj—y,t—s)dsdy.
nJo nJo

Thus the kernel K of VVIIis K =1IV® 4 (y), then from Lemma 3.3, we know that

K (z,1)] < C(t2 + [2) ™" (4.5)
Then we claim that
IVVII(L = )l e < C sup / fldydt. (4.6)
z€R" JQ(x,1)

Take (xg,t) € Q(O0, 1) then
|VVH(1 — l’o,to)|

n+1)
<c | / to— )%tz —yl) 1w, 5)]dsdy
R7\ B(0,2)
<C / / ,8)| dsd
IZ . ) sy

ke(\rz | k|>2

1
<C sup / ] dy i o
Q1) Z (|k] —2)+t

GR"
v ke(Z2)m |k|>2

~ 1
=C sup/ fldydt | C + TR ——
oo 2 =y

reRr Re( ) k] >4

_ 1
ngup/ |f| dy dt <C+/ Y SRt dz) = sup/ |f| dy dt.
z€R™ J Q(x,1) |2|>3 (J2] —2) zeR™ J Q(x,1)

Thus we have verified the claim (@@]). Actually, the claim (4.6]) is much stronger than

(4.3) under the assumption that f supported outside B(0,2) x [0, 1] thanks to the following
10



observation:

—(n —Zx 1 Rza - —a x
R )/ 1y, t)| dtdy < W/ = C=2) dtsup 275 | £ )| oo
Q. R) 0 t>0 (47)

_1
= sup 2 £(, 1)l = | flloy-
>0
Hence, it suffices to look now at yf; namely, without any restriction in generality, we can
and do assume in the sequel that f is supported in B(0,2) x [0, 1].

Step 3: The pointwise estimate. We intend to show the pointwise estimate (4.3])
when f is supported in B(0,2) x [0,1]. Actually, it follows easily from the kernel bound

(43). Since
[VVILf(0,1)] S/n/oé ((1 —t)m + \y\>_("+1) .0l dedy
+/n /11 (=0 + |y|)_(n+1) £y, ) dt dy.

For the part of f in B(0,2) x [0,3] we can use the L' bound on f combined with the
boundedness of the kernel away from 0, that is,

3 s ~(n+1) 3
[ (a-omcw) " swnda) s [ irenlded < ler,
B(0,2) Jo B(0,2) Jo

where we use the observation (7)) in Step 2 here. For the part of f in B(0,2) x [3,1] we
can use the L* bound on f combined with the integrability of the kernel at 0, that is,

1 4 —(n+1)
L[ (a=ofm) " s aedy
2
1 4 —(n+1)
<oy [ [ (=05 1) ady
B(0,2) J

1 1 —(n+1)
Sty [ [ (a=oF i) " ey
B(0,2) J

—(n+1)
Then it suffices to check the integrability of ((1 — ) + |y|> near 0:

1 2a—1

/1 (=1 +| \)_("H) dt =2 /78 d
_ o Y =20 m S
0 o (s+ 1y

lyl g2a-1
-9 —(n+1—2a)/ ds <2a.B(2 1-9 —(n+1—2a)
aly| | gyt s2e (20, + a)ly| ,

which is integrable near y = 0 € R" when a € (%, 1).
Here we complete the proof of (43]). And this completes the proof of Theorem [[L4. O

To conclude, we prove the Corollary at the end.
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Proof of Corollary[1.3. Suppose u(zx,t) is the unique solution constructed above for small
initial data uo(z) € B.
For t <'ty, we have

_1 1—&
sup 12 [|S()u(-, to)lle Sty 2 [lul- to) |~ < flullex,

0<t<to

where we use the integrability of the kernel of S(t). For ¢t > tq, since

u(a,t) = S(t — to)u(z, to) — /t S(t — s)(VIIN(u))(x, s) ds,

which is equivalent to

S(t)u(x,ty) = S(to)u(z,t) + S(to)/o S(t — s)(VIINu)(z, s) ds — S(t) /0 O S(to — s)(VIINu)(z, s) ds

= S(to)u(x,t) + S(te)(VVINu)(z,t) — S(t)(VVIINu)(x, ty).
(4.8)
From Theorem [[.4 and Lemma [4.2] we know u(z,t) € GX, (VVIINu)(z,t) € GX, respec-
tively. Then applying (4.8)) and the fact that the kernel ®(tg,x) of S(t) is integrable, we
have

sup '~ 2 [|S(t)u(-, to) | 1= S [[ullax + |V VIINuflax + f;ltptl_i [S@)(VVIINu) (-, to)|[ e
0

t>to
(4.9)
Then we compute

172 || S(£) (VVIING) (-, to) ||

<t~ / (TIVS(t + to — ) (u(s) @ u(s)) ds]| 1=

<t'=3e // y, s)I* dyd
1 @y as
" t+t \)

0— S 2a—|—|x

Lge

<p-% /t/ L dyds| |lul?
- 1 1 1 Y GX
0 JRM g2mg <(t+t0—s)% +\x—y|)

Lge

<% / / anW lull2
R 7f2a+|y|

tl— )
/ —dy | Julzs
(2 +1y])
- dy) lulx S lullBy.
( ) (/n 1_'_‘ ‘ | \n+l GX GX

12



where the first inequality is the similar fact to (£4)), the second is by Lemma B3] the fifth
and last inequality follow from the choice of o € (3, 1) and ¢ > to. Then combined this result
with (4.9), we have

_ 1
sup ¢!~ 24 [|S(t)u(-, o)l S llullax + [VVIINullax + [lulléx < llullex + [lulléx-

t>to

Combining the two cases above, and we know
1
i§§t1 2 [[S(t)u( to) = < llullex + [lulléx

which completes the proof. O

5. FURTHER RESULTS ABOUT REGULARITIES

Motivated by [4], we study the regularity about the solution constructed by Theorem [L.4]
To state the results, we introduce some new notations.

Definition 5.1. For any nonnegative integer k, we introduce the space GX* which equipped
with the norm

lullaxr = sup  sup t0=25)+2q |05} - - O u(-, t)|| poe-
aj+-Fanp=k t>0

And note that GX° is the same as the definition for GX above. For simplicity, we denote
Vku:8§11~-~8§‘:u, o+ -+ oy, =k

Then
el = sup ¢172 35 | V¥ .

Theorem 5.2. For small initial data ||uo|lp < €, the solution constructed in Theorem
satisfies

#0202 VEy € GXO
for any k > 0. And this is equivalent to u € GX*.

Similar to Lemma [3:3] we have the general version that

Lemma 5.3. Similarly, we have bounds for the kernel of IIV*+1S(t) that
il N —(n+k+1)
VM (2)] < © (t?a + |:c|) .

In fact, we need a more precise estimate for the proof of the analyticity result:

Lemma 5.4. The kernel of IIV**1S(t) satisfies that

1
t\ 2a
|Vk+1n®t%($)‘ < CFfrat2a ((%) + \:c|>

for allt > 0,2z € R*, V¥! denote 0511 = -85:;V where By + -+ -+ B, = k.

—(n+1)

Before stating the proof, we need the following fact cited from [4].
13



Lemma 5.5. There exists some constant C' such that
[ (atle =l 04 ) dy < Ca ot fal)
for allz € R™ and 0 < a < b.
Proof of Lemma [5.4]. By scaling property, it suffices to prove
V()| < Ok (K 4 fa])

Since

VIO (2) = VH(I)(%, ) % V’“cb(%, ),
where
VIIR(Z, )| < O+ []) .
Then by Lemma [5.5] it suffices to prove

1 -1 1 —(n+1)
VRS a)| < CHUE (k7 4 fe])

From Lemma 34 then |[V®(3,2)| < C(1 4 |z[)™""" and then scaling implies

1 n+1 1 1
|V(I>(%,a7)| < Ck'ss (1+ |k2=a|)™" ' = C(k™ 2 + |z|)" . (5.1)
For fixed k£ > 0, we write
1 1 1
+1 . — . l .
v @(2k,x) vq>(2k, )*wp(%, ),

then we could use induction on [ > 0 by applying Lemma to get the estimate
1
VD (o 2)| < O'kas (k™2 + o)™,
where (B.)) is our induction hypothesis. Let [ = k, then we get our desired result. O

And from Lemma B.4] we know that the kernel of VS(t) is integrable, thus we have the
trivial estimate that

C
IVS(#)ullz~ < tt!lﬂ!lm- (5.2)

pret

Now we state two lemmas, which are the constituents of the proof of Theorem 5.2 We
first manipulate the linear terms.

Lemma 5.6. For k > 0, we have
1S (t)uollexr < Clluolls-

Proof. By the equivalence of norms that we have proved previously in the precise version
(2.4) of Lemma [[.2] we know that

1073435 | S () VFug | oo = [|[VPuo | y-r-a-1)00-
Then this lemma follows from the fact that V is bounded from BZ5® to BZ:1> for 1 > 0. [

Then for the nonlinear terms, we have
14



Lemma 5.7. For k > 1, we have

k—1
k
IB(u, v)llaxr < Colk)llullaxollvllaxo+Crllullaxollvllaxs+Callullaxllvllaxo+Ca D <z) [ullaxellvll g
=1

where
t
B(u,v)(z,t) = VIIV(u®v) = / S(t—s)IIV(u(-,s) @v(-, s) ds.
0
And for k =0, we have proved that || B(u,v)||gxe < Cllullgxo||lv|gxo-

Proof. Fix some m = m(k) which will be determined later. If 0 < s < (1 — =), we use

Lemma [5.4] to obtain
t(1—+=)
/ IVES(t — s)[TVu(s) @ v(s)| ds
0

-
5/ Ckk%/ k|u(y78)||1”(y> $)| — dde
0 SEDEN(CIEREET)

</t(1_7n)c«kk£/ | (y )||U(y7 )‘ dyds
0

n+1
\x—y\l
(t—s)ﬁ

3
—~

|
&

R‘

S

+

-

/‘\

Lt 5.3
<Ok ( T = “/ / [u(y, ( n)+|1 dy ds 53)
n( oy ey
(F+52 )
<Ckk2a @ k+n+1/ Z +1/ . ‘u(y7s)HU(y,S)|dyd8
qud L _'_ ‘Q| " yEx+B(t2a q,t2a)
Lo kAl kdndl 1 t(l__
SOk m ™ ey e SUD | luly, s)l[v(y, s)| dyds
t 22 t 2a gezn yEx+B t?_qt?_)
k41 kdn+l 1
SCH ke m e WHUHGXOHUHGXO-
Ift(1— L) <s <t we use (52) to obtain
1 K[k
95500 = V(e 0] S5 (§) I9ate )l 190t )l
(t—s)2 =5
- (5.4)
1 _k+da—2 [k
S 505 (1) lulloxlolloxs
(t—s)2 135

Therefore,

t

VES(t — s)[IV (u(s) ® v(s)) ds

‘ 1 d
+4a 2
a3 Ielelor
ta-L) (t — )2 =0

(5.5)

t(1-5)



Let

t
1 a—
I(k,m,t) :/ 715_“304 : ds,

ti-L) (t —5)2a

then
1 ! 1 1 k201 1 kttaz [* !
Ik,m,tzia/ —dz <t 2 (1——) =2 / 1—2)"2adz
ko) = ez | s e (- -2
= g(m)t~ 2
(5.6)
a— 2a0—1)k—(2a+1

where g(m) = (1 — %)_&a2 L. Take m = m(k) = g ), then g(m) — 0 as

m 2
k — oco. Thus |g(m)| < C are uniformly bounded. Therefore, Lemma [5.7] follows from (5.3)),

EH), E.6). O

Let GX* = NI_, GX' equipped with the norm || - ok = S0 o |l llgxt. Then Lemma 5.7]
implies that

1B(u, v)llexr < Co(k)[[ullaxol[vllaxot+Crllullaxolvllaxs+Cillullaxxl[vllaxo+C (k) [[ull o]

axr I g xrm

for any £ > 1. And we already know ||B(u,v)|gxo < C||u||lgxo||v||axo-
Now we define an approximating sequence

v =0, v’ =S(t)uo,
vt =00 4+ B(v,v7),

then for any k > 0, v; converges in GX* provided that v” is small enough in GX*. Moreover,
we need the following lemma to conclude the proof of Theorem

Lemma 5.8. Let ug be small enough in B, then for Yk > 0, there exist constants Dy, E,
such that

10l 5 < D

, ) 2. .
J+L _ || 2V

—~—

In particular, for any k > 0, v/ converges in GXF.

The proof is omitted, which is exactly the same with Lemma 4.3. in [4] with different

—_~—

formulation for B. Then the lemma implies that v/ to v converges in GX*, where v is the
solution in the sense of Theorem [[4], therefore this completes the proof of Theorem 5.2l

As a straightforward corollary of the theorem, we get the decay of space derivatives:

Corollary 5.9. If the initial data ||ug||p is small enough, then the solution constructed in

Theorem [1-]] satisfies
1
k
o < (———
foranyt >0 and k > 0.
16



6. ANALYTICITY OF THE SOLUTION IN SPACE VARIABLE

In this section, we prove the following result.

Theorem 6.1. If ||ug||s is sufficiently small, then the solution constructed in Theorem [1.]]
u 18 analytic in space variable.

By applying the Stirling’s formula, it suffices to prove
1
t1=55)+35
where C' is a constant independent of k. And by definition, we will establish the estimate
that

[V || oo < CFEF

Jullgxr S CF1ERY,

where k > K for some K sufficiently large.

Lemma 6.2.
k+2 (-t

IVES (@)oo < CF+2h 54~ 730) 735 g 5
Proof. Take N such that 2V ~ t_%, then
IVES (tuoll L <D IPHVES (#)uo) |l + Y 1P (VES(E)uo) || o

J<N j>N
<D IP(VES (o) = +C Y 27| P(VH2S (Huo) |-

J<N i>N

<D IVES(0) Pruglle= +C Y 27| (VH2S (1)) Pyuol| =

J<N j>N

1 k+2
k+2)\ 2
(o)) e (252
i<N J>N
k% 42\
Y 5ia-1) * 9—2j+j(2a-1)
Z(J 2 +CZ< . ) 2 )
<N i>N
ﬁ oNV(
t

Kk
)2 2a—1) —|—C(k+2) 2~ 2N+N(2a— 1))
t

<C'k+2||u ’|Bkk+2 ( k+§g—1 +t_k+272;1(2a71))

SO ol sh 5 4557

where the fourth inequality follows from applying (5.2) %k times, the fifth inequality follows
from the definition of Besov space and Theorem [L.3l O

Now we show the key result
lullgan < CFHRETL, (6.1)

by induction on k. Recall a combinatorial result from [5].
17



Lemma 6.3. Let 6 > 5, then there exists some constant C'= C(6) > 0, such that

5 () hit-tla 41710 < Clajel-

v<a
for all o € Nj.

From Lemma 5.7, we know

k-1
k
1B, v)[laxr < Co(k)|[ullaxollvllaxo+Cullullaxol[vlcxr+Cillulex[v]axo+C ) <l) [ullxillvllgxr-r-
=1
Now let us assume that (6.1]) is valid for 1,--- &k — 1, then for k, using the induction
hypothesis and applying Lemma [6.3] we have
kol kol
Z (l) llullaxil|wllaxr— < Z (l) Ol Oh1Y (e — )b—imt < oh=2pkL,
=1 =1
Then apply Lemma [6.2] we have
[ullaxr <[[S(Huollaxr + [|B(u, w)|gxn
SCH 5 |ugll s + Cok)lulE o + 2 ullxo ullgx + CE R

Theorem [[ 4l tells us ||u||gxo is small, so that the term 2C||u||gxo||u||gx* can be incorporated

into LHS. Note that ks« < kF=1 for all sufficiently large k. (For small &k, we could choose
C' large enough.) Thus the theorem follows from the construction of Cy(k) in (5.3]) and the

(2a—1)k—(20+1) k+1  k+tn+1

choice of m = m(k) =k~ =+=1  so that Cy(k) = C*k2a m 20 is of the form C*~1kF-1
from the proof of Theorem 5.2l Here we completes the proof.
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