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LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS FOR FRACTIONAL REGULARIZATIONS OF
HYPERBOLIC SYSTEMS OF EQUATIONS

FELIPE ANGELES

ABSTRACT. We establish a local well-posedness theory for a class of hyperbolic quasilinear evolution systems
with fractional dissipation and non-local commutators of the fractional Laplacian. The analysis is motivated
by the compressible isentropic Navier-Stokes equations with fractional diffusion and the compressible Euler
alignment system with singular communication weights. Our approach does not rely on the cancellation
condition previously used to recover the coercivity of the highest-order non-local terms. Instead, we exploit
the self-adjointness of the fractional Laplacian together with an elementary algebraic identity for commuta-
tors of Fourier multipliers. Combined with the non-homogeneous Littlewood-Paley theory, these ingredietns
yield the coercive structure and remains applicable for systems with variable coefficients. We further show

that the associated solution operator fails to satisfy Banach’s contraction principle. To overcome this diffi-

culty, we establish a Holder continuity estimate of order %, combine it with the Aubin-Lions compactness

theorem and a tail-control argument, that yields the relative compactness of the solution operator, allowing
the application of Schauder’s fixed point theorem. The resulting theory provides local existence for arbitrary
fractional orders « € (0,1) and identifies the obstacles for the local uniqueness of solutions in the presence
of fractional commutators.

1. INTRODUCTION

The present work deals with the local well-posedness of the following Cauchy problem for a nonlinear
system of evolution equations

A" (U)o, U + AV (U)0;U + D(U)U + B(U)A**U + H(U)[A**, G(U)|LU = 0,

1.1
Ul¢=o = Up, 1)

where the notation A” = (=A)?/? and the summation convention have been used. Here, U stands as the
variable to be determined and is such that U = U(z,t) € RY for all (z,t) € R¢ x [0, 7], for some T > 0.
The coefficients A°(U), AJ(U), D(U), B(U), H{U) and G(U) are real matrices of order N x N and L is
a constant real matrix of the same order. The fractional Laplace operator A%2* := (—A)® is the Fourier
multiplier with symbol [£]?®, namely

F (A1) (&) = 1€ F(©)
Equivalently, for functions defined on R¢,

_ 92ar da
A f(z) = co P. V. Mdy, O<a<l, c¢q4:= w. (1.2)
a |z —ylire g
® 72 |[(—a)|

We use the notation
(A%, flg == A**(fg) — fA*%g,

for the commutator of the operator A2,
The system (|1.1) is motivated by two classes of compressible fluid models involving non-local dissipation
mechanisms. Although arising from different physical contexts, both systems contain fractional diffusion
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operators and lead naturally to quasilinear hyperbolic-parabolic type systems coupled with non-local com-
mutator terms.

The first corresponds to the compressible isentropic fluid dynamics equations in space (z € RY d=1,2, 3)
with a non-local diffusion mechanism modeled by the fractional Laplace operator, namely

Orp+V - (pv) =0, (1.3)
dt(pv) + V- (pv @) = —Vp — puoA?*v, (1.4)

where p = p(z,t) is the mass density, v = (v1,..,va)(x,t) € R? is the velocity field, p is the pressure. The
constant pg > 0 denotes the viscosity coefficient.

The system (1.3)-(1.4) was introduced by S. Wang and S. Zhang in [IT]. The authors consider the Cauchy
problem for hen the pressure satisfies a power law and % < a < 1 in three space dimensions. For
initial data in H* sufficiently close to a constant equilibrium state, the authors established global existence
of smooth solutions together with optimal time-decay estimates. In a subsequent work [12], the regularity
assumptions on the initial data were significantly relaxed. More precisely, local well-posedness was established
for initial data in H3**! when % < a < 1. Furthermore, under this assumptions, a global well-posedness
theory is established for small initial data, where solutions converge to a constant steady state exponentially
in time.

It is important to highlight that, although the analysis in [I1] is carried out for § < a < 1, the local
existence argument extends to the hypo-dissipative regime 0 < o < %, and the proof follows along the same
lines with only straightforward modifications.

A second source of motivation for this paper is the compressible Euler system with singular velocity
alignment, known as the Euler alignment system, describing the flocking behaviors of large animal groups,
namely

ep+V - (pv) =0,

Ot(pv) +V - (pv @) + Vp(p) = —Bpv — p/Rd oz —y)(u(z) — u(y))p(y)dy, (15)
where
$(z) = I:flf‘ﬁ (1.6)

The pressure is given by the power law p(p) = p” with v > 1, and the damping coefficient 8 > 0.

The integral term in represents the non-local velocity alignment, where ¢ is called the communi-
cation weight, measuring the strength of the alignment interactions. Such systems arise as hydrodynamic
descriptions of agent-based models for self-organized dynamics (see, [5], [9]).

In [3], L. Chen, C.Tan and L. Tong consider the initial value problem for near the constant equilibrium
state (pc,ve) = (1,0). Following [I0], the authors introduce the change of variables,

o= O’(p) = 2./7 : 1 7 ’
= = o
4£(p 2 ]-) v > ]-v

and reformulate (1.5 into the following equivalent system

2

v—1
2

-1
8ta+u-Va+<7 cr%—\f'y>v~u:O7
(1.7)

fuactu ut (150 V7) Vo = —fu - A X ul(p(o) - 1),



subject to the initial data
oli=0 = a(po), uli=0 = uo.

The authors establish local and global energy estimates in Sobolev spaces (see,[3l Lemma 3.1, Lemma
3.2 and Theorem 2.2]). In particular, their local well-posedness theory requires initial data in H*® with
s> 2 + max{1,2a}.

The analysis in [3] relies crucially on a cancellation property, showing that the commutator contribution
[A%2% u](p(c) — 1) is controlled by the dissipation generated by A?®u. More precisely, after applying the
operator A® to system and performing the standard energy estimates, one encounters the contribution

J = <AS {[AQa,u](p(U) — 1)} 7ASu>L2 . (1.8)
After expanding the commutator and integrating by parts, one obtains
J = _/ (p(o) = DA Tu - A*Tudz + R,
Rd

where the remainder satisfies

RI < 0ll(p — 1) AT

ul| 2

for some function 6 € L?([0,T]). Therefore, there is a cancellation of the term

/ ul¥t(p(o) — 1) - A5T*udz,
Rd

which itself cannot be controlled. On the other hand, it is easily seen that the contribution from the term
R is absorbed by the dissipation. The key observation is that the high-order contribution

- / (p(0) — 1A Ty - A oudy
]Rd

combines with the dissipative term

f/d |AST oy da,
R

—/ plo)| AT da.
Rd

Since p(o) remains positive, one obtains the coercive estimate

yielding

/ (o)A ou2da > P Aoy, with  pmin(t) i= inf p(o(a, ) > 0.
Rd 2 rcRd

Therefore, the coercive contribution is obtained from a precise combination between the commutator and
the dissipative terms. As a consequence, this cancellation mechanism is highly sensitive to the particular
structure for the equation. For instance, if the sign of the commutator contribution were reversed, the
resulting coercive term would become

/ (2 — p(a)) AT - A5 *udz,
Rd

which is positive under the additional assumption ||p||L= < 2. Such condition can be expected in a global
theory for initial data sufficiently close to a constant equilibrium, but it is not natural in a general local
well-posedness framework with arbitrary initial data. Likewise, if 2J replaces J, the coercivity requires
the stronger lower bound ppnin > % Therefore, this cancellation argument relies heavily on the constants
involved in the structure of the non-local terms.
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A natural question is whether the commutator contribution J, can be controlled directly, without the
cancellation mechanism described above. In principle, such an approach would not depend on the particular
coefficient structure of the equation. Given that

A% u)(p(o) = 1) = [A*F2 ) (p(0) = 1) — [A, u]A**(p(0) — 1),

the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality together with standard commutator estimates for the fractional Laplacian
(see, (3.6)), imply

171 < 01(p — L)1 [ (p(0) = D)l 2, (L9)

for some 6 € L?([0,T]). However, when < a < 1, this estimate requires additional regularity for the

density. As a consequence, it cannot be used to close the energy estimates.

2. OBJECTIVES AND RESULTS

We investigate the local well-posedness of the Cauchy problem associated with . We assume a block
structure of the matrix coefficients that is reminiscent of the structure of a quasilinear hyperbolic-parabolic
composite system of evolution equations (see, [6]). In particular, there is a partition U = (u, v)T € RFExR™,
where v is the variable that experiences the fractional diffusion and u is the hyperbolic variable. We assume
that the constant matrix £ is either the identity matrix Iy or

{ Opxr Opxm
ﬁN o ( ‘CO @mxm > ’ (21)

where L is a constant m x k matrix. The choice £ = L is designed to capture the structure of the Euler
alignment system, where the nonlocal conmmutator acts only through the hyperbolic variables. In section
the reader will find the matrix coefficients that allow system to be written in the form .
By contrast, the choice £ = Iy corresponds to a situation in which both the fractional dissipation and the
commutator act directly on the diffusive variable v. It is naturally associated with evolution equations of
the form

v + A0 + [A**, Glv = 0.
Moreover, it is motivated by the following situation of a system of equations
AU, + AV (U)0;U + D(UYU + A2*(B(v)U) = 0. (2.2)
Since
A?*(B(v)U) = B(v)A**U + [A**, B(v)]U,
it is possible to write this system in the form .

Motivated by the previous discussion, the present work has three main objectives:

(O1) To establish a local well-posedness theory for a class of quasilinear systems with fractional dissipation
of arbitrary order o € (0, 1), assuming only initial data in H*® with s >  + 1.

(0O2) To develop a method that yields the coercive structure of the non-local contributions, which does
not rely on the cancellation condition and remains applicable in the variable coefficient setting.

(03) To develop a local well-posedness theory for hyperbolic quasilinear systems coupled with dissipa-
tion terms involving fractional commutators, in situations where the classical contraction mapping
principle is unavailable.
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Regarding (O2), the analysis in [3] avoids estimates of the form by exploiting the self-adjointness
of A® in L2. This allows the authors to use the cancellation property and recover the required coercive
estimates. In contrast, the present work follows a different route. While the self-adjointness of A2 is used to
derived the L? energy estimate (see theorem , the high order analysis does not rely on the cancellation
argument. Instead, we develop a collection of new commutator estimates that make it possible to control
the highest order non-local contributions and recover the necessary coercive structure (see theorem [7.1)).

The commutator estimates developed in theorems and are based on the following simple, yet
fundamental, commutator identity. Consider two Fourier multiplier operators Ty and T» with corresponding
symbols p; and pg, respectively. Assume that Ty f = F~1(p1f) and Tof = F~1(paf) are well-defined on a
class of sufficiently smooth functions f. Notice that

T[Ty, flg = To[T1, flg + [Tz, f]T1g — [T1, f]T2g. (2.3)

In this decomposition, the last two commutator terms can be estimated by standard techniques, reducing
the analysis to the term T[Ty, f]g. Consequently, if T is bounded on LP, the remaining contribution can
be estimated through the corresponding commutator estimates for 7.

This identity is a central observation of this work and we apply it several operators, including the non-
homogeneous dyadic block Aj;, the Friedrichs’ mollifier J¢, differential operators D7, and the fractional
Laplacian A% (see section |4)).

Applying the identity (2.3 together with the non-homogeneous Littlewood-Paley decompoposition, we
first establish the commutator estimates of theorem This result provides one of the main ingredients for
theorem where we derive estimates required to control terms of the form . The same strategy also
leads to the commutator estimate in theorem [£:3] This estimate is the key ingredient in proving the energy
estimates for solutions of .

We next discuss objective (O3). The coercivity and energy estimates described above provide the a priori
bounds for the well-posedness of the linearized problem. The main remaining issue is to construct solutions
to the nonlinear system. Nonetheless, our analysis reveals an additional dificulty that does not arise at the
level of the energy estimates. Although the local existence argument in [3] is described as standard and
its proof is omitted, the presence of the fractional commutator prevents the solution map from satisfying
contraction type estimates. More precisely, the non-local contribution

[A2* G(UY]LU — [A%*, G(U?)|LU?,

cannot be controlled in the topology of the low norm to obtain a contraction type estimate (see the discussion
prior to theorem .

An alternative to the classical contraction mapping principle was developed in [I]. There, it is shown
that, for quasilinear hyperbolic-parabolic systems of evolution equations with coupling in the linearization,
the energy estimates cannot directly yield a contraction inequality for the solution operator. Nonetheless,
by going to a second iteration to the solution operator, the author establishes a contraction-type inequality
(referred to as a Fibonacci contraction), which leads to the local existence of solutions.

The present setting, however, falls outside the scope of that theory. The Fibonacci contraction method
requires the nonlinear terms to have one differential order less than the dominant term in the equation. In
contrast, the fractional commutator [A%2¥, G(U)]LU has the same differential order as the fractional diffusion
A22U. Consequently, the argument of [I] cannot be applied.

To overcome this difficulty, we establish a Holder continuity estimate of order 1/2 for the solution operator
(see theorem [9.1)). This regularity is sufficient to apply the Aubin-Lions lemma on bounded domains. We
then combine this local compactness with a tail control argument (i.e. a tightness of the L?-norm) to
recover compactness on the whole space RY, thereby establishing the relative compactness of the solution
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operator (see lemma . Consequently, Schauder’s fixed point theorem applies, which in turn implies the
local existence of solutions (see section .

The tightness of the L? norm proved during the proof of lemma [8] is motivated by Leray’s compactness
argument for weak solutions of the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations, as presented for instance in
[, Chapter 12]. The argument developed here, however, is more general. It is formulated for abstract
quasilinear systems and depends only on three fundamental ingredients: the L? energy estimates, the Aubin-
Lions compactness theorem, and the Kato-Ponce-Li commutator estimates (see, lemma [4)). Consequently,
the argument for the tightness of the L? norm is driven by the structure of the energy estimates rather than
by the specific form of the underlying equations.

It is worth mentioning that, when £ = Ly, our regularity assumptions on the initial data required for the
local well-posedness theory coincide with those assumed in [3], namely s > % + max{1,2a}. By contrast,
when £ = Iy, the regularity assumptions can be relaxed to s > % + 1, independently of the order of the
fractional diffusion. This is a consequence of the fact that, in the second case the commutator acts only on
the variable that experiences the regularizing effect of the fractional diffusion. This compensates the loss of
regularity produced by the commutator contribution.

Finally, the uniqueness theory also reflects the lack of a contraction property. In the absence of fractional
commutator terms, the energy estimates lead to the standard contraction inequality, yielding local unique-
ness. On the other hand, in the presence of commutators, the Holder continuity of the solution map is not
enough to imply uniqueness. As a consequence, the local uniqueness of solutions can only be established
under additional assumptions, such as the smallness of the initial data in H® (see theorem [12.1]).

In section we apply our results to the particular cases of the Navier-Stokes equations l) and
the Euler system with velocity alignment .

3. BAsic LEMMAS
Let m € Ny. We denote Hm .= ﬁm(Rd) as the Banach space,
H™RY :={f € L®(R?) | Vu € H" 1 (R%)},

with norm || f[lz = [| ]|z + |V £ ]lm—1. When m = 0 we define H® := L and || f|lg = || f||zo. The following
result can be found in [4].

Lemma 1. If s > g the space H® is an algebra under point by point multiplications. That is, if f,g € Hs
their product fg belongs to H® and

Ifglls < Clifllsllglls,

where C' is a constant independent of f and g. More generally, if f € H* and ge H",0<r <s, then
fg€ H", and

Ifgll- < Clifllsllgllr,

where C' is a constant independent of f and g.
The following result provides chain rule estimates (see, [6] and [4] for example).

Lemma 2. Let s > 1 be an integer and assume that v = (v1,...,uN) € H®. Let F = F(v) be a C*®-function
of v € RN, Then for 1 < j <s, we have D, F(v) € H'~1 and

ID2F ()| -1 < CM(1+ [ollpee)’ ™ [ Dol o1, (3.1)

where C'is a positive constant and M := 3, ;- sup{|DFF ()| | [v] <X = |Jv||z=}.



A simple but useful consequence of these lemmas is the following result.

The following results provide product estimates for fractional Sobolev spaces and a generalization to the
chain rule estimates in lemma [2 but for fractional derivatives.
Lemma 3. Let o > 0.

(i) There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that, for any u,v € H° N L,
vz < C([lullLe< vl ze + ullge([v]lLe); (3.2)
similarly, if u,v € H° N L™,
[uvl|go < C (ullLesllvll o + llull go[vll ) - (3.3)

(ii) Assume that 1 < p1,ps < 00 and 1 < p,pa,p3 < 00 satisfy
1 1 1 1 1

p Pt P2 P3 P4
Suppose that u € LP1, A°u € LP3, v € LP* and A°v € LP2. Then A%(uww) € LP and there is a
universal constant C' > 0 such that

1A% (uo)l|ze < C (lull ey A7 rz + [|A70| Los [[0]| rs) (3-4)

(iii) Assume that u,v € H?. If o € (0,1] and p € (1,00), there is a positive constant C' (depending on
o), such that

1A, ufvl[r < ClIA%ul| Lo [[0]| Lo (3.5)
If, on the other hand, o > 1, there exists a positive constant C (depending on o) such that
A7, wJv]lLe < C (|1 Dullped |A 0l 2o + A7l Los 0] zes) - (3.6)

In order to state the particular cases of the Kato-Ponce-Li inequality used throughout this work (see [8],
Theorem 1.2, eq. (1.6)]), we first introduce the following notation. Let o > 0. For any pair of given functions
f and g we define its Kato-Ponce-Li commutator as

1
Ko(f,9) = A7(fg) = > FiD" A7, (3.7)
1B]1<o
where, for any multi-index 3, the operator A%? is defined via Fourier transform as
A7Fg(€) = AP (€)g(e) with A%H(§) := i~ LD (1g]°).

Observe that if o € (0,1) we have that K, (f,g) = [A?, f]g. The following result can be found in [8, Theorem
1.2, eq. (1.6)].

Lemma 4. Let 0 > 0 and 1 < p < oo. Then, there is a positive constant C = C(d, o) such that, for any
[9€S,

1Ko (f, 9Lz < CIA? fllzmollgllire, (3.8)
In particular, if o € (0,1], it holds that
1A, flgllLz < ClIAT fllLee gl L2 (3.9)
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Lemma 5. Let s > 0. Suppose that g € H* N L™ and f € C*)(Range(g)). Then f(g) € H* N L>® and there
is a constant C > 0 depending on s and ||g|| e, such that

1D2f(9)llL2 < Cll flle

D3gllre. (3.10)
In particular, for s € (0,1],
[A*F (@2 < Clifllers

where the constant C depends only on s and ||g||Le-

Asg||L27

Now, we establish the Sobolev embedding theorem.
Lemma 6. The space H*(R?) embdes continuously in the Lebesgue space LP(R?), if 0 < s < % and 2 <p <
24
4. COMMUTATOR ESTIMATES

In this section we establish some commutator estimates involving the operators D7, A7 and Je = ne * -
We constantly make use of the following estimates: Assume that f € H? for any o € [o,s + «]. Then, if
a+ 8]+ r € [a, s + a] we have that,

IA"DA - < [ €1+ 1€RY I o P

< (o
lg]>1

[ leeeii©Pds+ [ e fPag
l¢l<t

and thus,
IA“DP fllar < C U + 11l el -
Similarly, if |8 +r € [a, s + o] with |5] > 1,
IDPfllzzr < CUFllgra + £l el -

Theorem 4.1. Let s > 4 + 1 be an integer and a € (0,1). Assume that f € H* N HsNH* and g € H™

for some integer 1 < m < s. Then, for any multi-index v with |y| = m, there is a positive constant C,
depending only on o, m, d and s such that,
DY, Agllae < C Ul e + 17 gore) gl (4.1)

Proof. First, we apply the non-homogeneous dyadic blocks A; to obtain the decomposition
A {[D7, flg}t = DY {[A;, flg} + (D7, f1A;9 — (A, f1D7g
= K + K + K,
so that,
2% A5 {[D7, flg} lz2 < 2%k ||z + 27 1KCh |2 + 27| K}l p2 for all j € Z.

By standard commutator estimates (see, [2, Lemma 2.97] and [4, Proposition 1.5.10]), there is a positive
constant

K312 < CIVF =2 V| Ajgll 2 and  |[K3|p2 < C27|V fl| e[| D7g]l 2,
The assumptions, V.f € H*" ! and s — 1 > %, imply that

2%, {[D", flg} 2 < 21 lzs + CUl e (2 DAl o + 27 Vgl ). (42)



In order to estimate IC{ we use the Leibniz rule to decompose it as

K] = D{[8y, flg} = 185, fID"g + D CpM(B.4),

0<B<y

where Cg , = Wlﬁ)' and for each 8 € Ny, with 0 < 8 <7,

M(B.j) = 8 (DD Pg) — DD P A g.
Note that the first term in K7 and fICg,; coincide, so that

2K 2 < C2C VIV fll e |DVglle + D Cpn 2 IM(B, ) - (4.3)

0<B<y

Although the terms within M (S, j) are commutators of the dyadic block operator A;, we cannot apply to
them the standard commutator estimate (|2, Lemma 2.97]) since it requires the L> control on DI f for
|B] > 1. Instead, we use a combination of the fractional Leibniz rule and the Sobolev embedding theorem to
obtain proper estimates for these terms. Observe that

>0 CoIMPBA)e < Y Coy [PU1ADYD g le + 2DV ID PNyl e] (g
0<B<y 0<B<y

For the terms with || = 1 apply the fractional Leibniz rule (3.4 with p3 = py =4, p1 = 00 and ps = 2,
D7 fDY gl o < C (IA*DP fllal| DY glls + | D fll = |A* DY Pyl 2) -

If d = 3 the Sobolev embedding theorem yields,

S C (AN e + 1 2] Ngllerm + 1V fllzee gl )

ID?fD7 Pyl gra < C (IA*DO fll D Pgllrs + D7 £l A2 DY P ]| 2)

and

ID? DY Fg|l 2 < |ID? fll1a | D7 Pgllzs < CID flla [|D” gl a1
S CU e + 11121 lgllzrm.

Since 2 + a < 3 < s, we obtain that

for all § € N¢ with |3| =1,
1/2
> DD PG | < D7D Pgllra 4+ DD gl (4:3)
j>-1

< Ol e + 11 gzs)

|9 2
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Similarly, by the fractional Leibniz rule with p; = 4 for all i = 1,2,3,4 and the embedding H' <« L%, it
holds that

for all B € N¢ with 2 < || <m —1,
1/2
> 25|A(DP fDT P g)|[7 < C(ID° Fla D gl + IA* D fll e | D7 P gl
j>—1
+ [|DP fllas |A“DY P gl 1 )
< C(IVfllam-tliglmm-1 + Ul go + 1F 1 gmeallgl -
+ IV fllgm-1llgll )
SCUVAlam— + 1 e + 1l gmee) llgllzm

For the case in which 8 = v in (4.4) we have to distinguish the cases |[y| = 1,2 < |y| < s—1 and |y]| = s.
The fractional Leibniz rule combined with the embedding H' — L%, yields

DY flluw A%l + (0D Flas gl iyl =m=1
R | 7
IA* @7 fg)le= < {||D7f||H1||Aag||H1+|AQDVf||H1||g||H1 i 2<y=—m<s— 1.

If || = m = s, we use the fractional commutator estimate (3.5) and the fact that s >  + a, to obtain
[A* (D fg)llz> < [I[A%, D7 flgllr2 + |1D7 fA%g]| 2
< Ol fllgrmeallgliee + 1A gm 1A%l 2

< Clllfll e + 1N grsalllgll zre-
Therefore, for any 1 < |y| < s, the following estimate holds

S A D)z | < ClL e + 1 1ol (47)

j>—1
By applying Hélder’s inequality in the second term of (4.4), we obtain the following estimates
for all B € N§ with 8] =1, |[|DfD"PAjg 12 < C|IVfl|1=27"""1 A ]| 2 (4.8)

and
for all B € N¢ with 2 < || <m — 1,

ID? D P Ajgllrz < ID°fllpal D7 P Ajgllzs < CIID? flla | D2 Ajglla (4.9)

< Cllflga + 1l gora] 271D gl 2
Similarly, if g = v we have

IV flle= B9l i yf=m=1
ID7fAgll> <C 5 1D fla A9l i 2<|y[=m<s—1,
D7 218791 m=|y|=s.

Since s > % + 1, for any 1 < |y| < s, we deduce that
ID7fAjgll < ClUF g B9l mrm—s < CUFNl g 27TV A g 2 (4.10)
As a consequence of (4.8]), (4.9) and (4.10) we obtain the estimate

> Co 2D FD P Aglle < C ([ f g + 1l grova) 27 A g o
0<B<y
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By applying this estimate in (4.4)) and using the resulting inequality in (4.3]), we infer that

20K |2 < C2 V|V f || |DVgll 2 + D Cpp2[|A;(DP DY P g)]| e
0<p<y (4.11)
+ C (1l e+ 1F 1l grosa) 22T AG g 2.

Therefore, by using estimate (4.11]) in (4.2)) yields
2912407, flg} ez < C U fllgra + 1f 1l o) [2j(a71)\|9||Hm + 2O A g2

+ Y G 2N (D7 D7 Pg)| e

0<B<y
Finally, since « € (0,1), estimates (4.5)), (4.6) and (4.7) imply that
1/2
> 2298 {[D, flg} |17
j>—1
1/2 1/2
<O (I fllga + 1l gesa) || D 227070 lgllem + | D 27019 A g7 + llgllzm
i>—1 i>—1
< C Ul go + 1Sl gesa) Nlgllem,
where the constant C depends on «, d, m and s. We conclude the result. |

Theorem 4.2. Let s > 4 + 1 be an integer, v € N¢ with |y| = m € [1,s] and o € (0,1) be given. Assume
that G € H N H** N H* is a p X p matriz-valued function and that w € H™, h € H* are RP-valued
vector fields. Then, there is a positive constant C, depending only on a,m,d and s such that the following
statements hold:

(I1) If we H™t* then

(DY {[A*, Glw} b)Y o | < C UG g + G ave) (ol Bl e + [[Aw]| gz [ 2]l 2) (4.12)
(12) If a € (0,3] and w € H™, then
(DY {1A*, Glw} h) o | < CUIG o + G o) [l 2] e (4.13)

(I3) Ifa € (3.1), s > % + 20 and w € H™, then estimate remains valid.
Proof. We begin with the identity
D7 {[AQQ, G]w} = A**{[D7, Glw} + [A**,G]D"w — [D7, G]A**w.
Consequently, by the self-adjointness of A%,
(DY {[A**, Glw} ,h),, = (A“{[D",Glw},A%h) > + ([A**,G]D w, h) ,, — {[D7,GIA**w, h),,
L+ I + I3,
Observe that, in all cases, estimate implies that,
1| <C (Gl o + Gl gova) 1wl m [ 2] e
For I, we use the self-adjointness of A2* in order to have
Iy = —(D'w,[A**,GT]h) ,
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and thus,
|Io| < [|DYwl|2[|[A**, G TR 2.

Assume that a € (O7 %] By setting 0 = 2a < 1 in lemma we obtain the existence of a constant
C = C(a) > 0 such that,

1A%, G "kl L2 < CIA** G|z || 2. (4.14)

On the other hand, if « € [%, 1), 1 < 0 = 2a < 2 and the Kato-Ponce-Li inequality in Lemma 4] yields the
estimate

d
|A%*(GTh) — GTA**h — Z 0,GTA*™% h| 2 < O|A**G| Bamol|b| Lz

j=1
Then, by the triangle inequality
d
1A%, @Al < CIA*Gllparolibllzz + D [|0,GT AR .,

Jj=1

< C[IA**Glpaollbllzz + VGl [ A2 R 2] -

(4.15)

Using the embedding L}, (R%) N H%2 <y BMO and the assumption s > % + 1, we obtain the existence of a
constant C' > 0 such that, for every a € (0,1),

1A Gllaro < CIA® Gl arz < CIG ausg < C UG o + Gl rs0)
As a consequence of and , for any a € (0,1), there is a constant C' > 0 such that,
1A%, GTIhl 2 < C (1G] o + 1 Gllgera) A ] 2.
Therefore, for any « € (0,1),
(2| < CUIG] o + Gl grove) ]| zrm

We prove estimates (4.12)) and (4.13)) under the assumptions (I1) and (I2). Apply the standard commutator
estimates for D7 ([4, Proposition 1.5.10]) in I3 to obtain,

13| < CIIVG| A% W] grm— || ]| 2

hll e

and thus, the embedding H*~! < L yields,

hHLZ 0<a

hHLz Lou

| A%w]| grm L

|I3] < C|| VG| { ] e

After combining the estimates for I1, Iy and I3, the statements in (I1) and (I12) follow.
Now assume that o € (%, 1) and s > g + 2a. By the Leibniz rule,

Iy=— Z Cp (D°GDY"PA**w, h) , .
0<pB<y
We split this sum according to the size of |3]:
I3 =131+ 132+ 133
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where
Iyii=— > Csr(D°GDV PN w,h),,, Lip:=— Y  Czy(D’GD"PAw,h),,
B<y B<y
|81=1 2<|8I< -1

and I33:=— <D'YGA2O‘w, h>L2 .

Here and below, empty sums are understood to be zero. By using the self-adjointness of A* we can write
1371 as

g =~ ) Coop (D7 PAw, AN (DG h))
B<y
[Bl=1
and thus, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the commutator estimate in lemma [ it follows that
T3] < Y Cy s DY PAw|| 2 (|[[A%, DPGTIR] 2 + | DPG T AR 12)

B<y
[8]=1

< Cllwllam (IA*VG|[ Lo Al L2 + VG oo |A] ) -

Since, by hypothesis, G € H*t® and VG € H*~! we infer that VG € H*T*~1 which in turn implies that
A®VG@G € H?!. Therefore, by the embedding H*~! « L,

[A*VG| L < CIAVG| o1 < C([|Gll ga + [|Gll grota)
and thus,
31| < C(|Gll o + (|Gl grosa Mwll e [[2]] e

For I35, we write

I3g:=— Z Cs (D7 PA**w, DPGTh),,
By
2<|BI< || -1

and since, |3] > 2, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies the estimate

s2l < Cllwlmn Y IID°G Az,

By
2<|BI< vl -1
By applying Holder’s inequality with p = ﬁ and q = % we obtain

%
IDPGTh|g2 < (/ |D5G|de> (/ h|d23ada:>
R4 Rd

Given that « € (%, 1) and d = 2,3, it holds that, 2 < g < 6 and we can apply the continuous embeddings
H® < L7% and H' < L% to the right-hand side of the last inequality and thus obtain,

IDPGTh| L2 < CIIDPG| i |[B]l ra-
Since, in I3 9, |8] < |y| — 1, we conclude that
s 2| < CUIGl go + Gl grava ) lwll e 12| 2o
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For I3 3 we have to distinguish three cases, namely, |v| =1, 2 < |y| < s —1 and |y| = s. We assume first
that |y| = 1 and proceed as in the estimate for I3 1, that is,
I3 = [(A%w, AY(DYG T h)) 1, | < Cllw] s (|A*V G p< ||l 22 + VG p< Al 12e)
< (IGl ga + Gl o)l |2 e
If 2 <|y| < s —1 we argue as in the estimate for I3 5,
[I3.3] = [ (A**w, DYG "y, | < Clfwl| 2| DYG | o | 2] e
< (IG1ga + G o)l zrm {12l e

Finally, if |y| = s we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to obtain,

|I3,3] < [|IDYGA**w|| 2 |[h| £z < |DYG||p2]|A**wl| Lo ||| 22
Therefore, by the assumption s > % + 2a, we apply the embedding H*~2% <+ L* and thus,

1I3,3] < (1G]l g + 1G] grose) ][ 1] 22

Hence, for any 1 < |y| =m < s,
Is.3] < (1G]l o + Gl o) w0l ] e
Thus, statement (I3) is satisfied. This concludes the proof. ]

Theorem 4.3. Let s > % + 1 be an integer, m € Ny with m € [0,s] and o € (0,1) be given. Assume that

Ge H*NH**NH*® is a square matriz of order p and v € H™ 1is a vector field with range in RP. There is
a positive constant C' depending only on d, s and a such that,

1A%, Glgllam < CIG o + Gl grosa) 0]

Proof. First observe that
1A, Glollzm < Y 1D I GlodIFa = D Y 227(|A;D7{{J, Glo}||7a. (4.16)

Iyl=m Iyl <mj>—1

Hence, we concentrate on estimating the L? norms of A;DY{[J.,G]v} for each j > —1 and v € N¢ with
|7] < m. Observe that, for each j > —1 we have,

A;DH{Je, Glo} = Aj{Je[D7, Glo} + Aj{[Je, GID v} — A{[D7, GlJev}
= L] + L+ L.

In order to estimate each term Lf;, we apply the block operator A; into each commutator to obtain a second
decomposition as follows,

L1 =Je (D[4}, GJo} + [D7, GlA v — [Aj,GID"v),

£y =JA]A;,GID"} + [J., G]A;Dv — [A;, G)I. D,

Ly = D'{[A;,GlIv} + [DY,G]A;Jev — [A;, G1JDVv.
By the commutator estimates for the operators DY and A; (see, [2, Lemma 2.97] and [4] Proposition 1.5.10]),

2% £ ll2 < 27| D7{[A, G}z + ClIVG | =27 TN Ajo]| 2 + C2 V| VG| oo || D70 2
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Observe that the first term in E{ coincides with IC{ defined in the proof of theorem and thus, by ,
2]l < CUIC o + 1G] se) (2D 0l g2 + 210 Ao

+ D G208 (D°GDY )|,

0<B<y
Then, as a consequence of (4.5)), (4.6) and (4.7, it follows that
1/2
> 2%|L]|f7 < CUGl o + G s l0]l -
j=—1

The same estimate can be obtained for L’é.
The commutator estimates for the operator A; (see, [2, Lemma 2.97]), yield

2 L5l|12 < CUIG o + 1G]l jgo+)2* " ID V0] 12 + 27 [Je, G1A; D] 2.

Observe that we cannot apply the commutator estimates for the operator J. (see, [4, Section 1.5.4]) directly
to the remaining term in the last inequality, since it would yield upper bounds involving ||v|| grm+«. Instead,
we treat this term by a duality argument. Indeed, set h = A;D7v and use the self-adjointness of J. on L?
to show that

([Je, Glhy @) 2 = —(h, [Je,GT]@) 2 for every ¢ € L.
Then, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and by [4, Lemma 1.5.2], we have
{[Je, G, @) 12| < Mlhll -2 I[Je, Gl < CIIVGllze< [loll 2Bl -1,
for some positive constant C' independent of i, G and ¢. Hence,
[[Je;Glhllz = sup  [{[Je, Glh, ) 2| < C|[VG|| Lol -1 (4.17)

llell2=1

Consequently,
25631z < OGN s + 1Ceva) (271Dl g2 + 2 35D 1)
< C(C] o + 1 ere) (2D M0 + 210 A

< C(IG] o+ 1GNese) (2 ol e + 27 A0 22)
Therefore,
1/2
> 27457 < OGN go + Gl gore) 0] 2.
j>—1

After collecting all the estimates for ﬁ{, ﬁ%, Eé and using (4.16]) we conclude the result. ]

Theorem 4.4. Let o € (0,1) be given and let s > %-I— 1 be an integer. Assume that G is p X p matriz-valued
function and that w is a RP-valued vector field. Then, there is a positive constant C' depending only on d, s
and o such that the following statements are satisfied.

(i) Ifwe H and G € H*, then
A% Je, Glwl[ 2 < Ol G| 5.

and ||[A*~%[J., Glw||zz — 0 as e — 0.

I — (4.18)
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(i) Set so :=max{l,2a}. Ifs> % +s,, G € H*® and w € H %, then
[1A*Je; Glwl| L2 < CGl gallw| ro-2a (4.19)

and ||A*~¥[Je, Glw||gz — 0 as e — 0.
(iit) If G € H* N H* N H*t* and w € H® we have that

1A= (Te, Glwllze < CUIG o + |Gl gese) ] 25 (4.20)

and ||ASTY[J., Glw||rz — 0 as e — 0.

Proof. (i) Let us first assume that w € H*~* and notice that,
AT, Glw = J[A*™*, Glw + [J, GIA* ™ %w — [A*~%, G]Jw.
By the fractional Leibniz rule and the duality argument that led us to it follows that,
1A= Je, Glwll Lz < C ([VGpe AT w2 + [IATG e [wlze + VG Lo |A*w] 1) -

Then, estimate (4.18) is a consequence of applying the Sobolev embedding H*™! < L into the last
inequality.

(i1) Now assume that s > % + s, and w € H* . Let {¢,,} C S such that ¢,, — w in H* *>. Since,
om € H°™%, we apply the decomposition

AT e, Glpm = T[N, Glom + [Te, GIA ™Y, — [A°7%, Gl eom
Then, as in step (2), for each m € N it holds that,
1A*=*(Te, Glomllze < C (Gl golemll mra-a=s + 1A Gl L2 pml L) ,
Therefore, by the embeddings H* ™% < L*>® and H* % «— H*~%~! we obtain that
[A*7 e, GlomllLz < ClG| gallom| ge—ea  forall m e N.
Consequently, for every ¢ € S and m € N, it holds that,
[(Je, Glom, A°7¢) 2] = [(A°"[Je, Glom, d) 2| < Cl|G|l 5.
Since, [Je, Glom — [Je, Glw in L?, for any € > 0, it follows that
[([Je, Glw, A" %) 2] < C||Gl g |wll ro-sa |9l 2, forall ¢ €S.

The estimate (4.19) now follows by the Riesz representation theorem.
(#491) Assume that w € H®. Since
[A*T*[Je, Glw| L2 < [|A*[Je, Glwl| &+,

(4.20) is a consequence of theorem (4.3
Now, we prove the convergence assertion in case (iii). Let {¢,,} C S such that, ¢, — w in H®. In order
to prove the convergence to zero in L%, we fix m € N and use the following decomposition,

AS+Q[J67 Glom = Je[As+av Glom + [Je, G]ASJra‘pm - [A8+aa Glleom
=: Ife—l-fgfe—fg?e.

Pmllme=sallllLe-

By [4, Lemma 1.5.2], I". — 0 in L* as € — 0. Meanwhile, since A*t*(Gp,), GAST ¥, and A*T%p,, belong
to L2, it follows that

J AT GCom) = AT (Gom), J(GA*Tp,) = GA*Tp,, and GA*T*J.p,, — GA* T,
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in L? as e — 0. Furthermore, by the fractional Leibniz rule combined with the embedding H*~! < L™ we
have the estimate

A (Glepm) — A (Gom)lz2 < C (1G] L lepm — mll geve + 1G] erallTepm — mllme-1)
which goes to zero as € — 0. Therefore, for each m € N it holds that
lim (177, — I3".) = lim (JA™(Gipm) — A (Glepm) — Je(GAF ) + GA*T T o)
= A*T(Gop) — AT (Gom) — GA* T, + GAT 0, =0 in L2
Finally, observe that, as a consequence of ,
[A*F[Te, Glw = A (Je, Glopm|l 2 < CIG] o + |Gl greva) | — @il s

and the result follows. The convergence statements in (i) and (i¢) are obtained by the same argument,
replacing A5t by A*~% and by using estimates (4.18) and ([4.19)), respectively. |

Theorem 4.5. Let s > g + 1 be an integer and o € (0,1) be given. Assume that f € He N H N H+ and
g € H™ for some m € N with 1 < m < 's. Then, there is a positive constant C' depending only on o, m, d
and s, such that

1A%, Flgllmm-1 < CUIfllga + IF grera) gl (4.21)
Proof. First, notice that if m = 1 the result follows directly from the L? estimates for the commutator of
A%, Indeed, if 0 < a < % we use (3.9) and if% < a < 1 we apply (3.6) with p1 = 00, po =2, p3 =ps =4

together with the embedding H' < L*.
Then, we assume 2 < m < s. Given that

1A%, flgllm-1 < C(I[A*, flgllze + [A™ A, flglr2),
it is enough to prove the required estimate for the term A™~[A2% f]g. By using the identity

ATTHAR, flg = [A™THER flg — [ATTY f]A%g,

the result reduces to estimate the L? norm of each commutator separately. If 2 < m < s — 1 we proceed as
in the case above. If, on the other hand, m = s we apply (3.6) with p1 = oo, p2 = 2, ps = 2 and py = ©
together with the embedding H?® — L. O

5. BASIC ASSUMPTIONS FOR LINEARIZED FRACTIONAL SYSTEMS

In this section we establish the basic structural assumptions for the following linearized system of equa-
tions,
AND)9,U + A (U)d;U 4+ D(UYU + B(U)A**U + H(U)[A**, G(U)|LU = F, (5.1)
The initial data is prescribed at ¢t = 0,
Ult=o = Up. (5.2)

Here, U denotes the unknown variable and is such that U = U(z,t) € RN for all (z,t) € R? x [0,T], for
some T > 0. For each U € O, an open convex set of RV the coefficients A°(U), A¥(U) D(U), B(U), H(U)

and G(ﬁ) in (5.1) are real matrices of order N x N and L is a constant real matrix of the same order. We
make the following assumptions for the linear system (5.1)).

Condition 1. (C1) The functions A°(U), Ai(U), D(U), B(U), H(U) and G(U) are smooth in U € O.

(C2) AO((:]) is real symmetric and positive definite for Ueo.
(C3) AY(U) are real symmetric for each U € O.
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(C4) There is a partition in the vector functions UeO andU e RN so that,
Ulz,t) = (@,0) (z,1), and Ulz,t) = (u,0)" (a,t),

with U(z,t),u(z,t) € RE, 5(z,t),v(x,t) € R™ and N =k +m, for any (x,t) € R? x [0, T].
(C5) For each U € O, B(U) > 0. Moreover, B(U) is of the form,

B0 =( o midh ) 63

where Bo(l?) is a real symmetric positive definite matrix of order m x m for all U € O and there is
a positive constant g > 0 such that,

forall ve H®, (Bo(U)A**v,v)2 > polA%0]|22.
(C6) There are matrices Hy and Go of order m x m that are smooth functions only on v € R™ such that
for any U € O,

H(D) = ( 82*’; 2’;% ) and G(T) = ( 82*’; g’;?g; ) (5.4)

(C7) L is a constant square matriz of order N.

Condition 2. Let s > 4 + 1 be an integer and a € (0,1] be arbitrary. For (u,v) = (u,0)(z,t), given
functions on Qr, we assume the following conditions.
(A1) (u,0) € C([0,T); H®), v € L*([0,T); H*+2).
(A2) du € C([0,T); H™Y). If o € [,1], we assume that 9,v € C([0,T]; H*~2*) N L*([0,T); H*~') and, if
on the other hand, o € (0, %), we assume that 0,0 € C([0,T]; H*~') N L*([0, T); H*~1).
(A3) (u,0)(z,t) € Oy for any (z,t) € Qr, where O1 is an open bounded convex set in RN satisfying
0, cO.

Remark 1. Observe that, by conditions (A2) and (C3) there are positive constants ag = ag(O1) and a; =
a1(01) such that,

forall t€[0,T), aolV[]> < (A°(UM))V,V)gn < ar|V]?

In the following sections we assume that the constant matrix £ is either the identity matrix Iy or the
matrix £ defined in (2.1)). In the second case, for every U = (u,v)" € RY with u € R* and v € R™, we have

_ @kxl N
ENU— ( L:()’UJ ) e RY. (55)
We show that the estimates for the commutator term in (5.1) can be absorbed by the dissipation if, in
addition to condition [I} one of the following hypotheses holds:

(E1) £L=1Ix.

(E2) L= Ly and o € (0, 3].

(E3) L=Ly,a€(,1) and s > ¢ + 20. Furthermore, AY(U) has the block structure

= AAU) Opxm
2@ = (g0 G ).

where AY(U) and A3(0) are real symmetric, positive definite matrices of order k x k and m x m for
all U = (@,0) € O.
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To establish the well-posedness of the linear Cauchy problem 1 , we introduce the following as-
sumptions, which will be assumed throughout the next section.

(L1) s> % +1is and integer and o € (0, 1) is fixed but arbitrary.
(L2) U = (u,v) " satisfies condition [2 Moreover, we fix a constant M > 0 such that

|Ut)||gs <M for all te[0,T]. (5.6)

(L3) Condition |1]is satisfied with one of the hypothesis (E1)-(E3).
5.1. Preliminary estimates. For convenience, we collect the following estimates, which will be used re-
peatedly throughout the remainder of the paper. Let A = A(U) denote any of the matrix coefficients in

(5.1) and assume that U satisfies condition [2{ and the uniform bound (5.6).
First note that, since s — 1 > %, the Sobolev embedding theorem combined with ([5.6)), yield

(U @#)||Le < kaM, forall e [0,T]. (5.7)

By the smoothness of A, A(U) € L®(R% x [0,T]). Moreover, since U € Oy, there is a positive constant
c4(0q), such that

[AU) [z < ca(O1).

Let m € [1,s] be an integer. As a consequence of the chain rule estimates (3.1]) in [2| and (5.7)), there is a
positive constant C, for which

[VEAU)|| grm-1 < C|| A

cmon 1+ M)™ VU | ggm-r.
Hence, there is a positive constant Cy = C'4(O1, M), such that
JAT )] gim < €a(O1) + Ca(O1, M)M  for all t € [0, 7).
Define
C(01, M) = SipCA(Ol) + Ca(O1, M)M,
where the supremum is taken over the set of all matrix coefficients A in . Similarly, for every o € [0, s]

we use the fractional chain rule estimates in (3.10]) to ensure the existence of a constant C' = C(O;) such
that

AT )l - < CONTE) |- for all ¢ € [0,T].
Assume that V € H™. Then, by the Sobolev product estimates
AV | gm < C(O1, M)|[V || . (5.8)

Let G = G(U) be as in condition [1| and let U = (u,7)7 satisfy condition [2| By the chain rule estimates

(3.10) together with condition (C6), we have
GO e + NGO | gete < 1Go(@)] e + |G @)l s
N R (5.9)
< C(0) (1T 11a + 3721 ) -

These constants may vary from line to line throughout the proofs. Whenever convenient, they will be denoted
by C;(O1, M). In particular, all the coefficient estimates appearing below can be expressed in terms of the
generic constant C'(Oy1, M).



20 F. ANGELES

6. APPROXIMATE LINEARIZED SYSTEM

In this section, we establish the well-posedness of the linear Cauchy problem (5.1)-(5.2).

6.1. Smoothing through Friedrichs’ mollification. First, we approximate the solutions of (5.1))-(5.2])
by means of the Friedrichs’ mollifier, namely,

Jou=F 1 (0) = ne * u.

Let {€,}n—oo be a sequence of positive real numbers such that, €, — 0 as n — oo. We consider the following
approximation of system (5.1)),

8U, + (A(0)) [J( 3(0)9;3e, U, )+JE,L( (I, U )+J6n (B((?)AQO‘JenUn)

+ 3, (HO)I, A2, GOLI, U, ) | = (A°@0) 71, (F),
(LSn)
for the unknown U, = (uy,v,) ", with u,(z,t) € R¥ and v, (z,t) € R™ for all (z,t) € R? x [0, 7] and initial
data,

Unlt=o = J¢, Up. (6.1)
In order to prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions for (LSn|) we need the following lemma.

Lemma 7. Let L = L(t), t € [0,T] be a family of linear bounded operators in a Banach space X and let
LeC([0,T];B(X)). Then, for any vo € X and f € C([0,T]; X) the problem

V() = Ltp(t) + £, ¢ € (0,T),

0) = o0 (6.2)

has a unique solution v € C((0,T); X) N C* ([0,T); X). This means in particular that the derivative v'(t)
exists with respect to the norm of X in (0,T) and the equation in (6.2)) is satisfied pointwise.

Proposition 1. Assume that conditions[l] and[q are satisfied and that F € C([0,T]; H®) for some o € [0, s].
Then, for each fized t € [0,T)], the mapping L(t) : H®> — H* defined as

Vo (AN, (A0)90., V) — (A°0) I, (DO, V) = (AA0) 7., (BO)A*I,, V)
— (A°0) e, (H@)., [, GO)ILI., V),
is continuous and L € C([0,T); B(H®)). Moreover, (A°(U))"1I., (F) € C([0,T); H*).

Proof. First, we estimate the H® norm of each term separately by using the Sobolev product estimates [I]

@), (A @03,V < CHA @) 147 (D) .13, 0

< 0(017M):||8jv|

(6.3)

Hs—1.

Similarly,
H(A%ﬁ))-lﬂen (p@3.,V)||,,. < COLIDIV 1

H (A%(T))" 1., (B(U)Aza,]]enV)HHs < C((’)l,M)e%HA%‘VHHS_m,
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and

|c@) 1, (B 3> ¢@)1.,2v),

Hs

< (01, M) (10, A*(GO)e, £Vl + e, (GEO)A* I, LV) |2 (6:5)
1
< C(OhM)eTa”V”HS
By combining , and we conclude that
1 1
sup sup |[L@®)V|gs < C(O1, M) ( + m) . (6.6)
t€[0,T H‘YHGHil €n €

In particular, this implies that L € L*°([0,T]; B(H®)). It remains to show that L(¢t) — L(to) in B(H?) if
t — to for any t,tg € [0,7]. Define Lo(t) := A°(U(t))L(t). For any V € H® with ||V|gs = 1, the same
estimates that led us to (6.3])-(6.5)) yield

[1Lo(6)V = Lo(to) V| s

2a
€n

d
< S I O®) - AT (to)) o + DT ) = DO . + 1B ®) = BO o)) e
+H@(0) ~ HO o)) 1.1 (42, GO O, £V 1+ [T 00 .15, 147, GO0) = GO o)) £V 1

d
<Y 14T @) - ATt = + D) = DO(to)) . + 1B ~ BO o). 5z

20
€n

- - 1 . _ 1
+HIHU®)) = HU(t))llg-C(O1, M) 55 + [GU() = G(U ()l g C(O1, M) .-
The smoothness of the coefficients combined with condition [2 imply that A°, A%, D, B, H,G € C([0,T]; f[s)
(see,[I, Lemma 7.2]). Therefore, we infer that

VVe ];Is7 with ||V||Hs =1, ||L0(t)V — LO(tO)VHHS —0 as t—t (67)
and since

IE@OV = Lito)VIime < ||((A°T @) = (AT (t0))) ) Lo(t)V |

[ @)z - LotV |
< C(01, M) (I(A°(T (1) = (AT () N ILOVllae + Lo}V = Lo(to)V )
and yield that L € C([0,T); B(H®)). Finally, for any ¢,t, € [0,T],
(AT )73, (1) = (A°(T () Do, F(t0) |-

< @) = (AT o). = IF@ e+ AT ) 7. < 1O — Fto) e

The proof now follows. |

Theorem 6.1. There is a unique solution U, of the Cauchy problem (LSn|) that belongs to the space
C([0,T); H¥) NCY((0,T); H®) and satisfies the equation pointwise.
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Proof. By proposition [I} we can view (LSn|) as the Cauchy problem (6.2]) and thus, by lemma [7] there is a
unique U,, € C([0,T]; H*) NC*((0,T); H*) such that U, (0) = J., Uy and
d

7 Un =Lt + (A%U))~ ., F € C((0,T); H").

7. ENERGY ESTIMATES FOR FRACTIONAL SYSTEMS

In this section we prove the well-posedness of the linear Cauchy problem (5.1)-(5.2). It will be useful to
introduce, for any o € [0, s] and any « € (0, 1), the vector space

X3 ={U=(u,v) € L>([0,T); H?) | v € L*([0,T); H"*)},
and for any U € X, o 1, we define

Eg o (U(t) = lU1)1F- +/0 [Av(7) | Godr for t€[0,T].

Moreover, we define X, 1 = C([0,T]; H°) N X2 Observe that, under the norm, E,,r(U) :=

oo, T
supseo,r) Lo,a(U(1)), X35, 1 and Xo o1 are Banach spaces.

Definition 7.1. Assume condition is satisfied under one of the hypotheses (E1)-(E3). Let U satisfy
condition E For a fixred a € (0,1), we introduce the family of operators {Al ﬁ}weNg’ defined as follows. Let

v € N& and let U = (u,v) " be such that the expressions below are well defined. For each t € [0,T], we set
(A SU)(t) = B(U()A** DU (t) + H(T () D {[A?a, G(ﬁ(t))]w(t)}
+ (DY, H@@)A%, GO 0)LUW).
For the regularized problem , we similarly introduce the family of operators {Al:%’}’YENS defined by

(AVE U)(t) = B(U(t)A* DI, U(t) + H(U(t)) D {Jen [A2 G((}(t))]q]]enﬁU(t)}

+ 3, (107 HO )] {1, (4%, GO0, UMD } ) -

Theorem 7.1. Assume conditions (L1)-(L3) hold. Then, there exists a nonnegative function w € L*([0,T]),
depending only on U, M and Oy, such that for any integer m € [1,s], the following statements hold.

(1) IfU € Xgia,a,T’

> (AT 0. 070 @) = B IOl —w@IU@Fe forall te0.T). gy

[v|<m
(ii) If U € X s
z; <(Al’%,]]enU)(t),D"YJIETLU(t)>L2 > %HAQJETLv(t)H%Im —w(t)H,]]EnU(t)qum for all te[0,T]. (7.2)
yI<m

Proof. We first prove (i). Fix an integer m € [1,s] and let U € X2, , p- Observe that, by condition (C5),
we have

> (BoA D", D7) 2 > 10| A Fon-

[v|<m
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Therefore, by taking the inner product in L? between .AZ (7U and D7U, we obtain

> (A1 00, D0 = oAl + Y ¢+ Y Dy

)

lv[<m [v|<m [y|<m
where
Cy:=(HD" {[AQO‘, GILU} ,D'YU>L2
and
D, := (([D", H] {[\**,G]LU}) ,D"U)
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality together with the commutator estimates for D7, we have
Dy | < IVH | g1 [[A**, GIU || grm—1 | DVU| 2.

Then, by using estimate (4.21)) together with (5.9) and the assumption (5.6)), we obtain
D] < C(O1, M) (M + [0 o) | U [ (7.3)

Now, let LU = (y,w) € R¥ x R™. As a consequence of condition (C6), we have
Cy = (D{[A**, Golw}, H) D"v) , .

Assume condition (E1) is satisfied. Then, w = v. Consequently, by applying estimate (4.12)) in theorem
with G = Gy, w=v and h = H] D"v, we obtain

1Cy1 < C(IGoll o + 1Goll gresa) (l0llzz 1HG DY vp e + [|A0] o || Hy D70l 2) -

Using the characterization of the H* norm, together with the Kato-Ponce-Li inequality in Lemma [ and the
estimate in (14.1) we obtain that

|Hy D0l ge < [|Hy D012 + |A® (Hy D) || 2
< [|Hol|||D70| g2 + [|[A%, Hy |D70| 2 + || Hy A“D7]| 2
< |[Hol|ze ([[D|[z2 + [A“DYv]|L2) + |[A“Ho || oo [[ D7 0] 2

< (| Holl o~ + 1A Ho | yo) (1D 0]l 12 + [ A D70 12) 7.4)
< C (I1Holl + 1Holleqo,zy ey + MHolleqo,zy ey ) (1D 702z + IA° D70 12)
< C(O1, M) (D70l 2 + | A“ Do 2)
Applying the previous estimate together with , yields
€yl < C(O1, M) (M + [[3llgeve) (1T 13+ [T [z 1A ] 1) - (75)

By Young’s inequality, for any ey > 0 there is a constant C'(O1, M, €p) such that
~ ~ €0 o
Cal + D4 < C(O MY(M + [Bl| o4 ) [U N 7rm + C(Or, M, €0)(M? + [0 3704 [U 7 + 2 [A%0l1 -
Choosing €y > 0 sufficiently small, yields

Z <(AZL’UvU)(t)’DPYU(t)>L2 > %HAQ’U(t)”%{m —W(t)”U(t)”%{m

[vl<m
Here, the function w : [0,7] — Ry is defined by
w(t) 1= C1(O1, M) (M + M? + |[5(t)[| e+ + [[0(8)|77+) (7.6)
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for some constant C1 (O, M). Moreover w € L1([0,T]) as a consequence of condition [2| This concludes the
proof under the assumption (E1).
Observe that, under the assumptions (E2) and (E3), it follows from (5.5)) that w = Lou. Therefore,

Cy = (D" {[A2a,G0]£0u} ’HJD%U>L2

where Lou € H™ for any 1 < m < s, since Ly is constant. By applying estimate (4.13]) in theorem it
holds that

Co1 < C (IGollggo + 1Goll grese) 1U [z | Hg DYl 175-

Proceeding as in the previous case and using (7.4]), we recover estimate (7.5)). Therefore, (7.1) holds with w
given by (7.6).

The proof of (ii) is analogous. The only difference is that the terms C, and D., are replaced by
Covy = (HD™W,, (A, G, LU} D3, V),

€n

and
Dy = (Ie, (D7, H{I., [A**,G)J., LU}, DT, U)) -

The estimate for D,, , is obtained as in the treatment of D,, yielding (7.3]). Concerning C,, -, condition (C6)
and the self-adjointness of J., on L? imply

Cn,“/ = <D’Y[A2a7GO]Jenw7JEn (H(—)FD’YJGTLU)>L2 :

Therefore, the same argument used in the estimate for C, yields (7.5). This completes the proof of the
theorem. 0

Theorem 7.2. Assume conditions (L1)-(L3) are satisfied. Define py : [0,T] — R as
pa() = 14 M+ M+ [[5(8) | oo + 15[ 0 + 10T ()] 1o

which, by Condition@ belongs to L'([0,T]). Let F = (fi,f2)T : RT x [0,T] — RF x R™ satisfy f1 €
C([0,T); H™YYN L3([0,T]; H™) and f2 € C([0,T); H™2*)N L%([0,T); H™~%). Assume moreover that Uy €
H™. Let Uy = (upn,vy) € C([0,T]; H*)NC((0,T); H*) be the unique solution of the Cauchy problem (LSn)-
. Then, for every t € [0,T] the following estimate holds

t
U (8)]|Fm +/0 AT v (7)||2pmdT < K (£)®7(Up, F, 1), )
where
K(t) := Cy(0,)eC2(©O1:M) Jo m(s)ds

for some positive constants Cy = Co(O1), Ca(O1, M) and

t
@' (U, F,t) = || Uo7 +/0 (£ (D + 12 (T )

In particular, for every integer m € [1,s], every n € N, and every t € [0,T], the estimate
E?n,a,T(JEn Un(t)) < K(t)(bZL(U(% F’ t) (78)
holds.
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Proof. Let U, be the unique solution to the Cauchy problem (LSn|). For simplicity, we omit the dependence
of the coefficients on U. Let m € [1,s] be an integer and v € N¢ satisfy |y| < m. We apply the operator DY
to the linear system (LSnl) to obtain

0:D"Uy, + (A%) e, (A10;D71e, Un) + (A") "' Je, (DDYIe, Un) + (A") e, (A7 5T, Un)

€n €n

- - B (7.9)
+ (AR, + R, = (A")"'D"]., F + [D7,(A%) I, F.
where,
(A9)7'R! = (A% 71D, ([D7, A%)0;0c,Un) + (A%~ 1D, ([D7, BIA**], Uy)
+ (AO)*JQ, ([D7, DlJe,Un),
R, =D, (A%) " {Je, (A70,0c,Un) } + (D7, (A°) '] {Jc, DI, Un}

+ [D“*, “{J., BA**I., U, }

and

R}, =D, (A°) 7" {J., (HI., [A**,G]Ic, LU,) }
We multiply equation (7.9) by A° and take L2-inner product with D U,,. Since J., is self-adjoint on L? and
each matrix A7 is symmetric, we obtain
. 1 .
<"H6 (Aja D’YJE ) D’YU >L2 = <A38’D7Je, U’ruD’YJe Uvn>L2 = _§<(8jAJ)D7Je"Un7D’YJE,,LUn>L2
(Je, (BA**D"]. U,), DU, > = (BA**DV]., U,, DI, Uy,) 2

€n

(Je, (DD, Up), D1, Upn) 2 = (D DVJenUn,D Je,Un)r2.
Hence, by taking the inner product in L? between (7.9) and DU, and using conditions (C5) and (C6)
together with the definition of (AZ iJen U,) (see theorem we obtain

1d

2dt
where

<AOD7U"’ DU, > <(Al,ﬁjen Un), D'Je,vn)r2 = Any + Bny — Loy — Tny — May, (7.10)

Anq = (DVF, D], Un) 2 + (A°[D7, (A°) e, F, DUy 1 s

Bnﬁ = 7<(8-Aj)D7J€ Un, DI, Up) 2 — (DDJ, Uy, DV, U)o + = <(8tA0)D7U DU,)

< 3 DTUn) 1

L27

‘—7”’7_<A0R’2yn7 >L2’
Mo, =(A°RS . DU,) .

Let us estimate each term separately. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
1 . 1
ol < (510549 + 1Dl + 5104°0 = ) 1DTr .
Therefore, there is a positive constant C' = C'(Oy) such that
Bl < C (14 10T e + M) |D70y 3. (7.11)

To estimate Z,, 4 and J,,, we apply the commutator estimates for D7 to obtain

1 Zols [T < C(O1, M) (1UnllFm + [1Unll AT, vallrm) - (7.12)



26 F. ANGELES

By the symmetry of A° in condition (C2), it follows that
My = (ID7, (AN {3, (HI., [A%, GJI., LU}, (A% DV, U,

Observe that the previous term has the same structure as D, , in the proof of theorem @ Therefore,
proceeding exactly as in the estimate for D,, , (see, (7.3)), we obtain

My < C(O1, M) (M + [[0] gro+e) [ Unllpm-

Applying the coercivity inequality (7.2)), together with the estimates for By, , Z,, ~, Jn~ and M, , in (7.10)
and summing over || € [0, m], we obtain the following estimate

m

ld Ho
53 2 (A°DUL D) 1, + B AT vl — w(®)| Ul
o (7.13)
<D MAunl + COL M)A+ M+ [0 gove + [10:Unll o) (1Unllzm + 1Unllm | A Te, va [ )
[v|=0
Since F' = (f1, fo) ", we have that,
> Anyl <> (DY f1, DT un) 2| + (D7 fa, DV Ie, vn) 2]
lv[=0 IvI=0
(7.14)

< N Allamllunlmm + 1 f2llz2lonllze + > (DY f2, DVJe,vn) 12|
lv|=1
< (Mfillam |Unllam + [ f2ll m-a[1Unllm 4+ |A*Te, vn | 7rm]) -

Then, using the definition of w given in ([7.6]) and applying Young’s inequality in the right hand side of ([7.13)
and (7.14) we obtain

d i Mo

— > {ADU,, DU, + AT, v

dt et 2 (7.15)
< CL O, M) [ Aillfm + I f2llFrm—o + (@)1 Un 7]

for some positive constant C; = C1(O1, M). If we integrate this inequality in the interval [0, ¢] with ¢ € (0, T
and use Remark[I] we can assure the existence of positive constants ap = ao(01) and a1 = a1 (O;) such that,

t
Mo a
ao||Un(t)\|%1m+—2 /0 |A%Te vy (T)||%ymdT

< a1|[Uo|[7m + Cl(Ol,M)/O A O + 12 + w2 (DU ()7 | d

Then, a standard application of Gronwall’s inequality yields estimate with
a1(0q)
min {ag(01), &}
Finally, estimate follows from the standard inequality,
[ JUn ()l zrm < [|Un(t)]
valid for every ¢t € [0,T] and € > 0. O

CO(Ol) = (716)

Hm™,
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The next results establish the convergence of {U,,} to a strong solution of (5.1]) under one of the assump-
tions (E1)-(E3). We will repeatedly use the following observation: for any o € R, § € (0,1] and f € H?,
we have that,

1@es, = Te) e = /R (L) Aensn€) = Tend) P2 ensn€) = Mend) P11 ()7 de

< Q=% [ (4R ensnd) — Tea)I O i

< @ P E lensy — al® [ (14 162)° 16 P
< Co(6)len+p = enl* |l | Frass,
with Co(8) := (2]|7]| )| V7|9 . Similarly, since 7(0) = 1, the same argument yields
[Je,, =D e < Col®)e (1 17gas- (7.18)

Theorem 7.3. Under assumptions (L1)-(L3), let U, = (un,v,) be the unique solution of (LSul) associated
with data

Upe H®, f1eC(0,T}; H~" )N L*([0,T); H®), fy € C([0,T); H**>*) N L*([0,T]; H*~*).
Then, there exists U € Nye[0,5)Xo,a,7 such that,
Je,Up—=U in Xoar foral o€l0,s). (7.19)

Proof. We only treat the case corresponding to hypothesis (E1), since the proofs under assumptions (E2)
and (E3) follow along the same lines. For any p € N, we define V,, , := U,4, — U,, and, in particular,
Zn,p = Untp — Un. Subtracting the equations satisfied by U, 1, and U, we obtain

Aoatv'ﬂ’p + "]]en+p (AjajJ€n+p V’ﬂ,p + DJen+p Vnwp + BAQO‘JEHJrP Vnm + HJ6n+p [A2a7 G]an+p Vnm) = F"'?ap
Vn7p t=0 — (Jenﬂg - “]]Gn)UO

(7.20)
where the source term is given by

F:l)ip = (‘]]e'rz+p —Je )(F) - (J6n+p - Jen)(AjajJGnUn) - (Jenﬂ, —J., ) (DI, Uy)
= Tewsp = e )(BA*Te, Un) = Je,, (H(Je, i, = Je, )N, Gle, Un)
= Uy = Je,) (HIe, [A*,G1Ie, Un) = Je,ry, (A0 (e, — e, )Un) (7.21)
o J€n+p (D(“Henﬂa - an)Un) o Jﬁnﬂa (BAQQ(J%H» o J%)Un)
—Jensy (HIe,y, [0, Gl(Je,,, = Je)Un)

a La £2,a\T 1« 2,a : k m ;
Moreover, we decompose Fy ) = (f,'0, fi5) where f, o and fr o take values in R* and R™, respectively.

According to theorem the sequence {U,} satisfies the estimate,
¢
U ()% +/ AT, v (T)||3:dT < K(8)®%,(Uy, F,t) for all t € [0,T]. (7.22)
0
Furthermore, since V,, , satisfies (7.20), we may apply m = s — 2 in (7.8)) to obtain,

t
forall t€0,T], |Jens,Vop(t)lirae + / AT, 2np (T) | 3pamedT < K(8)®5% (Vi p(0), FS o, t). (7.23)
0

n,p’
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We first prove that, as a consequence of (7.22)) and (7.23)), Je, ., Vn,, converges to zero as n — oo with respect
to the norm of the space X¢°, , 7. Employing (7.17) with o = s —2 and § = 1, together with the Sobolev
product estimates, we obtain

1£ap lzze—2 < Colentp — €nl (I fallzrs—1 + 1470;3¢, Unllgro=1 + | DIe, Unll o)
147 Ty, = Je)OUnll -2 + 1DWepy, — Je,)Unllms-2 (7.24)
< CoC(Or, M)lentp — enl (L frll a1 + 1Un | z5) -

To estimate ,%;g we apply (7.17) with 0 = s — 2 — o and § = «, combined with conditions (C5) and (C6),
to obtain

£ 5 lers-2-a < Co(@)C(O1, M)en+p — enl® (1 f2ll -2 + [|Unllre) + Co(a)lentp — €n|* | BoA**Te,, vl pr-2
+ [ Ho(eoy, = Je JIN*, Golde, vn | ro-2-o + Co(a)|entp — €a|*[| HoJe, [A**, Golde, vn o2
+ |‘B0A2Q(Jen+p = Je)vnllge-2-a + [ Hoe, ., [A2a7G0](Jen+p —Je)vnllgs-2-a.
In view of the embedding H*~2 — H*2~% and the Sobolev product estimates, we have
1 £25 Ers-2-a < Co(a)C(O1, M)entp — en|® (| foll o2 + |Unllm=) + C(O1, MRS, (7.25)

with
Ry = Ty, = Je) A, Golle, vall o2 + 1A% (Jey, — T Jvnll o2
+ 1 ey, [A%, Gol(Jenyy = Je)vnll o2
We first consider the case « € (0, %] Applying with 0 = s — 2 and § = 1, implies that
Ry, < Colentp — enl (I[A°, Gole, vnll e + A% 0n] o) + [A** (Go(Je,y, — Ten)on) [lare-
+ HGO(Jén+p - an)A2avn||Hs—2
< C(01, M) (Colentp — enlllvnllzs + (Tens, = Te, Jvnllmre-1)
< C(01, M)Coléntp — enlllvnlla--
On the other hand, if a € (%, 1), weset c=s—2and § =2 —2a in . Thus,
RS, < Col2 — 20 enp — €022 (A2, Golle, 0l o0 + A2, 17020
+ [|A% (G(J(Jen+p - Jen)”n) lre-2 4+ [[Go(Je,y, — e ) N> 0| o2
< Cp(2 —2a)|€ntp — €n|* 2 (HAQO‘(GOJenUH)HHsza + |GoJe, A2y || gro—20 + C(Ol,M)”AQa’UnHHs—?a)
+1GoJes, — Jen )Unll me
< Col2 = 20) et — €al22 (C(OL, M) |vallie + [GoJe, A% 0y 7222
+ C(O1, M)||(Je,,y, — T, )vnllms-

Applying the fractional Leibniz rule (3.4) with p; = oo, p2 = 2 and p3 = ps = 4, and using the Sobolev
embedding H' < L*, we obtain

1GoJe, A% vyl pro—20 < ||Gode, Aol 2 + [|A*72* (GoJe, A**vy) || 2
< C(O1, M)||A** 0| 2 + [|Goll oo [[onl| s + [|A > Gol| L] A** vy, | 4
< C(O1, M)||vn |z + Cl|A*2*Gol| g2 | A* ¥ 1.
Since 2a > 1, we have ||[A*72°Gyl| g1 < C(Oq, M), which yields
1Gode, A%*vy || ro—20 < C(O1, M)||vn]| 115

(7.26)
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Hence, for a € (%, 1),
R?Lé,p < C3(01,M) (|6n+p - €n|2_2a‘|vn”H5 + ||(J6n+p - Jen)vn”HS) . (7.27)
Substituting (7.26) and (7.27) into (7.25)), we arrive at
Hfﬁjalle—?—a < 03(017M) (‘fnﬂ) - 6n|a + |6n+p - En|2_2a + |6n+p - enl) (||f2HHS—2 + ||Un||H5)
+ C3(0x, M)H(Jen+p —Je )onllme-

Since €, — 0, we may assume that |€,4+p, — €,] < 1. Combining (|7.24]) and (7.28]) with (7.23), we obtain, for
any t € [0,T7],

(7.28)

t
Wi, Vo ()32 + / 1A e, 2 p (7)][2posdr

T
< K(T) | Cilensp — enl*|| Ul +/O (I frp (T2 + ||f§:§(f)lquza)d71

T
< K(T)
0

Cilen+p — enl* (IIUollizs + Cs(OhM)Q/ (L (7 + IUn(T)I?{s)dT>

T
+ C3(01, M)? (Jenty — eal® + lensy — en[2272) A (2P 5r-e + [ Un(7)Ilz-) dr

T
+ 03((91,M)2/ [Tenir —Jen)vn(r)@,sdrl .
0
Therefore, there exists a positive constant Cy(O1, M), such that

t
1Jew s, Vi (D)2 + / 1A, ., 20 p (7)ol
0

< 04(017M)K(T) (‘En-‘rp - €n|2a + |€n+p - 6n|2(2_2a)) (QZ(UO’ Fa T) + Tts[l(l)%] ||Un(t)||?{*>
€10,

T
4 Cu(01, M) / 1Terss — T Jon(0)]3godr
0

Notice that we cannot apply (7.17)) to the last term of the previous inequality (with ¢ = s and § = «), since
the energy estimate ((7.7)) only provides control on J., A%v, and not on A%v,,. Nonetheless, observe that for
every t € [0,T], |(Je,,, — Je,.)vn ()| s — 0 as n — oo and

1Tersy = T )on Ol < 2loa()lFe < 2K(T)®(Uo, F,T).

In consequence, by the dominated convergence theorem,

T
/ ||(.,]]€n+p—Jen)’l)n(T)H%IsdT%O as mn — oo.
0

The previous estimate implies that
T
sup |[|Je, ., Vi (8) 772 +/ [A“Te, 2 p(T)||3rs2dT — 0 as n— oo forany peNg.  (7.29)
te[0,T] 0
Using the triangle inequality, it holds that
Es—27a,T(~]]en+pUn+p - JenUn) < Es—la,T(JenerVnm) + ES—2,a,T((Jen+p - v]]en)Un)-



30 F. ANGELES

By (7.29), Es—2.0,7Je,.,Vnp) = 0 as n — oo, uniformly in p € Ng. Furthermore, by (7.17) with o = s — 2
and 6 = 1 and the bound in ([7.22)),

tel0,T

T
E52—27a,T((°]]€n+p —Je,)Un) < ‘en-&-p - 6n|2 ( sup | HUn(t)H%IS*l +/0 ||Ao‘vn(7')||%,51d7'>

< lentp — €2 K(T)®5(Up, F,T) =0 as n — oo.

Hence, for any p € No, Es_20,17Jc,,,Untp — Je,Un) — 0 as n — oo. Since, by theorem {Un} C
C([0,T); H®), we conclude that {J., U,} is a Cauchy sequence in X,;_2, 7. Consequently, JEHU }is a
Cauchy sequence in X, o 1 for every o € [0,s — 2].

It remains to consider the case o € (s — 2,s). Let @ € (0,1) be such that 0 = (1 — 0)(s —2) + 0s. By
the interpolation between non-homogeneous Sobolev spaces and Hélder’s inequality with p = (1 — 8)~! and
q= 0*1, we have, for any ¢ € [0, T],

W T Un(8) = T, U (8)) < 1T, Un(t) = e U (O] 2201, Un(8) = ey, U (8)]|37
/ 1A (Je 0 (T) = Jep V(T >>||§}.1:f’|\Aa<Jenvn<v>fJEmvmm)H%? dr
< NI Un(t) = T, Un (O 220N, Un () — Jem ()12

+(/ A e tn(7) — T 0m()) Hd) ( / 1A% ey 7) = Dy o) e )

The bound in shows that {J., U,} is bounded in X oo 1> while the previous argument proves that it
is Cauchy in Xs_5 o 7. Hence, by interpolation, we deduce that E2(J., U, (t) — Je,,Un(t)) — 0 as n,m — oo
for any ¢t € [0,T]. Therefore, {J., U,} is a Cauchy sequence in X, o 1 for every o € [0, s), which concludes
the proof. O

0

The next theorem shows that the limit U(u,v) obtained in theorem is a strong solution of ([5.1)),
provided that the initial data have H?® regularity.

Theorem 7.4. Assume that Uy € H*, fi € C([0,T); H*~1) N L2([0,T); H®) and fo € C([0,T]; H*72*) N
L2([0,T); H*=%). Under assumptions (L1)-(L3), there exists a solution U = (u,v) of (5.1)-(5-2)) in the space
X5, NC([0,T); H) with dyu € C([0,T]; H°~') and dyv € C([0,T]; H*~**) for any o € [0,5). Furthermore,
U satisfies the estimate

B o(U(1) < K)oy (Uo, F.t) (7.30)

m,x

for all integers m € [1,s] and t € [0,T]. If, in addition, o € (0,1], then dyv € C([0,T]; H*~1) for every
o€[0,s).

Proof. We begin by establishing the convergence of the sequence {9;U,} in a suitable space. By theorem

6.1] the difference V,, , = Uy,+p, — U, satisfies (7.20) pointwise in C([0,T; H®), with source term given by
(7.21)). Taking the H*~3-norm in (7.20)) and using the Sobolev product estimates, we obtain

0.V, ,pIIHb o < fupllas—z + 1f2p lae—s + C(O1, M) [IJe,s, Vapllzre—2 + e, Vapllga—1] . (7.31)
By estimate ,
10: Vi pllprs=s < N F25 s s + CoC(O1, M)lensp — enl(I fill -1 + |Unl1+)
+ C(OlvM) [HJEn,erVTL,PHHS*Z + ||“]]€n+pvnp - ] .
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Combining the Sobolev product estimates with (7.17) with 0 = s — 3 and § = 1, and applying the resulting

estimate to all terms in ,211;'; except the last one, we obtain

128l o5 < CoC(O1, Mlentp — nl (1 fallie2 + [Tnllie) + C(O1, M)A, Go (T, — Tenonllareo-
Expanding the commutator in the remaining term and applying the triangle inequality, yields
I[A%, Gol(Jensy = Je)vnllms—s < C(O1, M)||(Je,,1,, — e, )vnll a1
Thus, (7.17) with 0 = s — 1 and § = 1, implies that
128l es < CoC(O1, M)lentp — enl (I fall o2 + [Tnll2).
Hence,

tSE(l)F;] 10:Vap ()| i15—3 < C3(O1, M)l€ntp — enl(ll filleqo,rpsm5-1) + I f2lleqo,mp;m5—20) + |Unlleo,1);54))
€,

+C3(01, M) [Je,.., Vaplleqo i are—2) + ey, Vaplleqo, e -
(7.32)
Since theoremimplies that Je,,,Va,p = 0in C([0,T]; H?) for every o € [0, s), and theorem 7.2|shows that
{U,} is bounded in C([0,T]; H?), estimate yields that {9;U,} is a Cauchy sequence in C([0,T7]; H*3)
for any o € (0,1). Therefore, by , there exists U € Nyejo,5)C([0,T]; H) and V € C([0,T]; H*=3) such
that

Jo, Uy —=U=(u,v) in C([0,T); H°) forany o €[0,s) and U, =V in C([0,T]; H*™?).
(7.33)
Moreover, by theorem the identity,

t
JenUn(t) _JenUn(O) :/ JenatUn(T)dT
0

holds in the space C([0,T]; H*~3) for any n € N. By taking the limit in the norm of the space C([0,T]; H*~3)
and using (7.33)), it follows that,

U(t)—U():/OtV(T)dT in C([0,T); H*?),

which implies that 0,U = V.
We now show that U is a solution of the Cauchy problem (5.1))-(5.2) by passing to the limit in each term
of equation (LSn]) in the space H*~3. Using (7.18) with 0 = s — 3 and J = 1, we obtain

[ Je, (4701, Upn) — A10;U || re=s < ||(Je,, — DAT0;0e, Upllge-s + || A70;(Je, Uy — U) || pro—s
< C(01, M) (Coen||Unllpre-1 + [1Je, Un = Ullra—2)
and
13c,, DJe, Uy — DU |05 <C(O1, M) (Coenl|Unll - + e, Un = Ullsro-s)
13e, BA* I, Uy — BA*U| -5 < C(O1, M) (CoeallUn - + |36, Un = Ullsro-)
Similarly, for the commutator term,
IJe, (HIe,[A**, GI.,Uy) — HA**, GIU || gre-s
< |(J6n - H)HOJen [AZa, GO}JenUnHH“3 + ||H0(Jen - I[)[AmvG'O]“]]enUn”HS*3 + HHO[AQO[aGO](JenUn - U)HHS*?’
< C(O1, M) (Coenll[A>*, GolJe, Unll - + A, Gol (B, U — U) 1+-5)
< C1(01, M) (Coen|[Unllms + [1Je,Un = Ullge-1) -
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The right hand side of each of the previous inequalities converges to zero when n — oo by ([7.33]) and the
uniform boundedness of {U,,} in L*°([0,T]; H*). Finally, the assumptions of the theorem imply that

lim ||v]]€nF — F||C([O,T];HS*3) =0 and lim ||J€W/U0 - U()HHsfa =0.
n—oo n—oo

Moreover, by ([7.33)
nh—>H;o ||A08tUn - AoatU||c([07T];Hs—3) =0.

Therefore, U is a solution of equation that satisfies the initial condition in the space C([0, T]; H*~3).

Now, by theorem the sequence {U,} is bounded in the space X%, 7, which implies that, for each
t €10,T], {J.,Un(t)} is weakly convergent (up to a subsequence) to some U? in H® and A®J,, v, is weakly
convergent to some v, in the space L?([0,t]; H*). However, by theorem the convergence J. U, — U =

(u,v) in Xy o7 for every o € [0, s), implies that U* = U(t) and v, = A%v. Hence, for any ¢ € [0, 7],

t t
OO + [ 1A% g < it (10O + [ 1800 () e
0 0

and thus, estimate (7.30) holds whenever m = s. If m € [1,s) NN, pass to the limit in (7.7) and (7.30)

follows.

Now assume that a € (0,1] and let 0 € [0,s). In this case, the embedding H?~2* < H°~! implies
that, fo, BA?**U and H[A%*,G]U belong to the space C([0,T]; H°'). Since U is a solution of (5.1]), it
follows that U € C([0,T]; H°) N C'([0,T]; H°~') for every o € [0,s). On the other hand, if a € [§,1) the
previous conclusion remains true for the first component u of U, that is, u € C([0,T]; H°)NC([0,T]; H*~1).
Meanwhile, for the second component v of U, we can only guarantee that v € C([0, T); H°)NC* ([0, T]; H° ~2%)

and the result follows. O

Theorem 7.5. Assume conditions (L1)-(L3) hold. Let U € X%, 7 be a solution of the Cauchy problem
(5.1)-(5.2) corresponding to the data

Up€ H*, f1€C([0,T); H*")YNL*([0,T]; H*), fo€C([0,T); H*2*) N L*([0,T]; H*~®).
Then, for any t € [0,T),

t

ERa(U(0) < KC) [ 100l + [ IF()[aar] (7.34)
and

EZ,(U(t) < K@t)®5,(Uo, F, ). (7.35)
Furthermore, if U € C([0,T); H?) for some o € [0,s), then U € C([0,T]; H®).
Proof. We begin by proving the low-order estimate (7.34). The argument follows the standard L2-energy
method. To avoid repetition, we only detail the treatment of the term
A, 5U() = BO®)A2U () + HT(0)A*, GO ()]LU(L),

since all remaining contributions are estimated exactly as in the proof of theorem By condition (C5),

we have

(A gU®.U®) > pollA®|a + (HO @A, GUOILU @), U@)) - (7.36)
Therefore, it remains to estimate the commutator contribution.
Assume first that « € (0, %] Then, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality together with lemma || imply that

[(H[A**,GILUU) , | < O H| ]| A** G || U] 22
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Since 0 < 2a < 1, we use the embedding H*~% — L to obtain,
[(HIA**,GILU,U) 1, | < CO)IG] grova U122 (7.37)
On the other hand, if a € (%, 1) we use the method developed for the term I» during the proof of theorem
Let LU = (y,w) € R¥ x R™. First observe that, by condition (C6),
(HIN**,GILU,U) ,, = (Ho[A**, Golw,v) ,, -
Then, by the self-adjointness of the operator A%2%, we have
(Ho[A**, Golw, V), =— (w, [A*®, GJ](HJQ)))LQ
and thus, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality it follows that
| (Ho[A?*, Golw,v) | < [L]|IU] 2 [I[A**, Go |(Hq v)]| 2
By using (3.7)), the triangle inequality and the commutator estimate (3.8)) we have
1
@DBGJAQQ’B(HOTU)
! .
< C (A% Gllp=|Hg vlrz + VGl = [|[A** 7 (Hy v)l|z2) -
We use the embeddings H*™® < L and H*™! < L* to control the terms |A?*G| =~ and |VG| L,
respectively, and since ||[A2*~(H v)||z2 < C||A®(H{ v)||z2, the commutator estimate (3.9)) implies that
1A%, Gg1(Hy )llz2 < C(IGoll e + 1Goll gresa) (I Hollz= [0l 22 + [[A%, H Jol|z2 + | Holl oo || A%]|2)
< C(O1, M)([|Goll gra + 1G N o) 0] e
Therefore, by (5.9), it follows that
(JHIA™, GILU,U) ., | < C(O1, MM + [ 1o+ ) |U 0] 2o (7.39)
Using (7.37)) in the case « € (0, %] and ([7.38]) in the case a € (%, 1), and then applying Young’s inequality
in (7.36)), yields

(A, G J(H vz < [Kaa(Gg, H v)|l2 + | D
0<B<L2cx

(A, 5UD.U®) | = B A(®) 3 - w®IU @),

where w € L*([0, T)) is defined as in (7.6)). Combining the previous estimate with the L?-energy identity and
applying Gronwall’s inequality yield.

We now turn to the proof of . By applying the operator J. to we obtain that J U satisfies the
following Cauchy problem

A%9,J.U + A19,J.U + DJ.U + BA**J .U + H[A**,G]L] .U = A°F. + A’K.

(7.39)
JGU‘tzo = JEU07
with
Fo = (A)ULF + [, (A% F — (1, A0,V — (3., DU — I, BIA®T,
K= —[Jc, HIAN**(GLU) — HA**([I., G|1LU) + [J., HGIA** LU,
and where we have set, A’ = (A%)"147, B = (A°)~1B, D = (A°)~1D and H = (A°)~'H.
Let us show that K. € L([0,T]; H*=®) for any € > 0. Since
Il < W0 FAP GO e+ WA (e GIOD) o + I O e

= Ko+ K2+ K2,
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we treat each term separately. Observe that, by the duality argument ,
K} < O (|0, HIA*(GLU)|| 2 + [[Be, HIA*(GLU) | 7o)
< C(IH| 7. A (GLU) =+ + 1Te, HIN*(GLU)| 7o) -
For K2 we use the fractional Leibniz rule ,
K2 < C([H|p=|A*[Je, GILU || mr+ + [H] gro-o | A**[Je, GILU | 1) -
Then, we apply theorem with m = s for the first term in the right hand side of the last inequality. Thus,
K2 < C(01, M) [(IG] gro + 1G]] ) IU 1= + 1A% [T, GILU| ] (7.42)

and let K2 := [[A?*[J., G]LU| .
Assume first that hypothesis (E1) holds. Then,

©k><1
G()'U

which implies that A2*GLU € L?([0,T]; H5~%). Therefore, by applying statement (i) in theorem to the
second term in the right hand side of ([7.41]) we obtain

K} < O|[H|| 7. |A*(Gov) |1+

(7.41)

G/:U:GU:< )eLQ([O,T];H”‘*)

Then, by the fractional Leibniz rule,
1A%*(Gov)llas-1 < C (|Govllrz + | Govll grosa)
< C(IGollz=lvlize + IGollLellvll goso + [|Goll gosallvl Loe)
< CllGoll s (Ivll s + vl za+e) + CllGoll gosallv]

HS .
Consequently,
K! < C(01, M) (o]l ova + [0l zosallU]|a2) - (7.43)
Furthermore, by the block structure in conditions (C5)-(C6) and the triangle inequality
K¢ < ||A*(Gov)||pee + [GoA®*v]| L=

Since v, Gov € L2([0, T); H**), it holds that A%*v, A2%(Gov) € L?([0,T]; H*~®). Therefore, the embedding
H*~* < L and the fractional Leibniz rule imply that

K¢ < O(|Gov)| gera + |Gollpe vl zro+e)
< C(1Gollze ol e+e + 1Goll gosallvllLoe)
< C(On, M)([ollg+a + [0l gava Ul 12)
By using this estimate in we obtain that
K2 < C(01, M) [(M + |[0]l g+ ) Ul z= + [[0]| grea] - (7.44)
If, on the other hand, one of the assumptions (E2) or (E3) hold true, we have

@kxl
Goﬁo’u

Then, A22GLNU € C([0,T); H*~%>) and we can apply statement (ii) of theorem to the second term in
the right hand side of ([7.41]) to obtain that

K! <C|H| 7.

GLU = GLNU = < ) e c([0, T); H*).

GoLoul s < C(O1, M)|[U| 1= (7.45)
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For the term K2, the embedding H*~% — L yields the estimate
K < [|[A*(GoLou)| L= + [|GoA* Lou|
< C(O01, M)||U]| =
Hence, by , estimate (7.44]) remains true. The estimates for K2 are similar to those for K!. Therefore,

by combining estimates (7.43), (7.44)) and (7.45) we conclude that, under any of the assumptions (E1)-(E3),
the following estimate holds

Ke < C(O1, M) [(M + [[0]l grove + DU s + [0l rove] - (7.46)

Since U satisfies condition [2|and U € X% it follows that K. € L2([0,T); H5—2).
Now, let us show that

T
/ | K (t)]|%-adt —0 as €— 0. (7.47)
0

Notice that, K!(t) and K3(t) converge to zero for almost all ¢t € [0,7]. In fact, this is an immediate
consequence of theorem statement (¢) yields the convergence under hypothesis (E1), while statement
(49) yields the same conclusion under hypotheses (E2) and (E3).

Now, as we previously showed, it holds that

K? < C(01, M) (K + K7)
with K2 := ||A%2*[]., G]LU|| L~ and K? := |A%[J., G]LU | g=. Since
K2 < ||[Je, GILU || grr + | A" [T, GILU| 2
and LU € C([0,T]; H®) under any of the hypotheses (E1)-E(3), statement (iii) in theorem [4.4] together with
[4, Lemma 1.5.2] imply that K?2(t) — 0 for almost all ¢ € [0, 7.

Finally, consider the term K?2. If hypothesis (E1) is satisfied we use conditions (C5)-(C6) together with
the embedding H*~% — L to obtain

K¢ < OA**[Je, Golvllga—o < C ([lTe, Golvll gz + A [Te, Golvl2) -

Therefore, as a consequence of [4, Theorem 1.5.6] and statement (i7i) in theorem we conclude that
K.(t) — 0 for almost all ¢ € [0,T]. The same conclusion is obtained under hypotheses (E2) and (E3).
Indeed, in this case we use the embedding H*~ %« — L to obtain

K} < C|[Je, GILNU || s

Then, the conclusion follows by [4, Theorem 1.5.6]. Therefore, K (t) — 0 for almost all ¢ € [0,7T] and thus,
by (7.46)), the dominated convergence theorem yields ((7.47)).
Applying the coercivity estimate ([7.1)) with U replaced by J U, and combining it with the energy argument
used in the proof of theorem [7.2] we obtain
E2 (JU(t) < K(t)®5,(JUo, A°F. + A°K.,t) (7.48)
for all t € [0,T]. Since the fractional Leibniz rule and the embedding H*~ < L* imply that
|ACK ][ oo < C(O1, M)|| K| proe,

it follows from that A°K. — 0 in L?([0,T]; H*~).

To establish the convergence of F,, write AF, = (ff, f5) € R¥ x R™. Observe that, as a consequence
of conditions (C5)-(C6), the nonzero components of A°[J., BJA?*U are contained in the second block f5.
Therefore, by the convergence properties of J. (see, [4, Theorem 1.5.1 and Lemma 1.5.2]) it follows that
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ff — f1in L%([0,T); H*). For the second component, statement (i) in theoremyields A°[J., BJA**U — 0
as € — 0 in L%([0,T); H*~%) and thus, f5 — fo in L%([0,7]; H*~%) as € — 0. Hence, for every t € [0, 7],

5 (J Uy, AYF. + A°K,t) — @5 (U, F,t) as € — 0.

Therefore, passing to the limit in as € — 0 yields estimate , which proves the first assertion of
the theorem.

Finally, if U € C([0,T]; H?) for some o € [0, s) it follows that J.U € C([0,T]; H®) for any € > 0. Let €5 > 0
and €2 > 0 and observe that J.,U — J.,U satisfies with source term A°(F,, — F.,) + A%(K,, — K,)
and initial data J., Up — J¢,Up. Then, the energy method yields the estimate,

d

@EE,Q(JQU@) = 1,U(1) < CL(On, M) [IIf1 (1) = f22 (@)l + 152 (1) = f5> @)l Fee

+ | AYK e, (1) = AKey (D) |[7e-a + ()13, U () = T, U (1[I ] -
By integrating this inequality and using (7.47) it follows that

sup B2 (J,U(t) —J,U(t)) =0 as e5,ea — 0.
telo, 7]

Consequently, {J.U}¢so is a Cauchy sequence in C([0,T]; H®) and thus, U € C([0,T]; H®). O

Theorem 7.6. Let 1 < m < s be an integer and assume that Uy € H™, fi € C([0,T); H™ Y)NL2([0,T]; H™)
and fo € C([0,T); H™~2*) N L*([0,T); H™~*). Under conditions (L1)-(L3), the Cauchy problem (5.1)-
admits a unique solution U = (u,v) in the space Xy 1. Moreover, dyu € C([0,T); H™™1), dv €
C([0,T); H™22) N L2([0,T]; H™*) and U satisfies the estimate

E2 L(U(t) < K(t)®)(Uo, Fyt) for all t€0,T].
Proof. We consider the sequence {U,,} of solutions of

AYND)9,U!, + AV (U)0,;U!, + D(U)U., + B(U)A**U!, + H(U)[A**, G(U)]LU., = ]
U, li=o0 = Je, Up.

e B,
(7.49)

Thanks to theorems and U, = (ul,,v},) is a well-defined element of the space X, o . Moreover,

Owul, € C([0,T); H*~') and Oy, € C([0,T7; HS’%‘) NL*([0,T]; H*=*). Set V,, ,:=U,,, — U,, and note that

n-+p
V,, p satisfies the following Cauchy problem,
D)V, + AT (T)O; VL, + DOV, + BO)A2V. + H(D)[A2, GO)LV., = (Je.,, — I, ) F,
Vri,p|t:0 = (Ener - IEn)U(%

In consequence, for every 1 < m < s we have the estimate,
B2 (Vip(®) < KOB ((ers, — I )0, (ers, — T JEE) forall £€ (0,7 (750)

By the assumptions on F' and the dominated convergence theorem, the right hand side of goes to
zero as n — oo. Thus, for any a € (0,1), {U}} is a Cauchy sequence in X, 7. Therefore, there exists
U € X1 such that U, — U in X, 7. Passing to the limit in shows that U is a solution of
-. The uniqueness is a consequence of the energy estimates. The regularity properties of d;u and
dyv follow directly from equation (5.1)), the regularity of U, and the assumptions on F. O
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8. INVARIANT SETS UNDER ITERATIONS AND BOUNDEDNESS ON THE HIGH NORM

In this section, we establish the local well-posedness of the initial value problem for the quasilinear
counterpart of (5.1]), namely, system (1.1)). We use the following assumption.

Condition 3. Uy € H® and Uy € Og, where Oy is a bounded open convex set in RN such that Oy C O.

Definition 8.1. Let s > % + 1 be an integer and o € (0,1) be given. We denote by X, o 1r(O1, M, M) the
set of functions U= U(a: t) € O satisfying condztzonl and such that

E2 (U(t) < M? forall te[0,T] (8.1)
and

/ 10.U(7)|13e—1dr < M?  for all t € [0,T), (8.2)

where M and My are constants.

The first objective of this section is to determine Oy, M, M; and Ty > 0 (< T) such that for U e
Xs,a,1,(01, M, M), the Cauchy problem,

AYU)9,U + A (U)8;U + D(U)U 4+ B(U)A**U + H(U)[A**, G(U)|LU = 0, 53)
Ult=0 = Uy, .
has a unique solution in X o 7, (O1, M, My). That is, X o 1, is invariant under the solution map, U U.

Proposition 2. Assume that condition |1| is satisfied with one of the hypotheses (E1)-(E3). Moreover,
assume that Uy € H® satisfies condition , Let U € X, o7(01,M, M) and let U be a solution of (8.3
satisfying (8.1) with M replaced by M. Then, there is a positive constant C3(Oq, M) > 0 for which

/ 10, () B vdr < Co(O1, MYTE [t 4+ 14 0] (8.4)

Proof. Since Ue Xs,0,7(01, M, M;) and U is a solution of (8.3), theorem implies that we can take the
norm of §,U in the space H*~!. Then, by the Sobolev product estimates,

10.U | ro=1 < C(O1, M) (||U ]| = + [|[A** 0| gro=1 + [|[A*Y, GILU || 1) - (8.5)

Under any of the hypotheses (E1)-(E3), LU € C([0,T]; H®). Therefore, we can apply estimate (4.21)) in (8.5]).
Thus,

10:U | 711 < C(O1, M) [[|U = + 1A%V =1 + (1G]l oo + G resa)1U 21+
< Ca(O1, M) (Ul s + 1A% zrs + [[0] gove [T 4] -

By integrating and using the uniform bounds for U and U it follows

/||atU|\H< Jdr < Ca(O1, M [/ (e ||Hsd7'+/ 1A% HHSdH—/ AT ()2,

< Cu(Oy, )[M t+ M+ M M2]

U()|g-dr

= C4(Oy, M)D [t+1+ M?]
This concludes the proof. O
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Now, fix a constant d; > 0 so that 0 < §; < d¢ := d(Op, 00) and take
07 = §; — neighborhood of Oy, (8.6)
M = /2Co(O1)|Uo || = (8.7)

Theorem 8.1. Assunle condition [3 holds true. There is a positive constant Ty depending on &y, 61 and
|Uollr= such that, if U € X o010(O1, M, M1) with O1 and M defined by - , the Cauchy problem
(8-3) has a unique solution U = (u,v) in the same set Xg o 1(O1, M, My).

Proof. The existence of a unique solution to the Cauchy problem (8.3]) follows from with m = s. By
using the energy estimates we have

E2 (U(t)) < Co(0)eC2©rM) Jo m(midr |57 12, (8.8)

where,

t t
[ ey = [ [ve M4 A2 Tl + 150 By + 10D ()] dr
0 0
t 1/2 t
< [+ M4 M2y 202 2 (/ ||atU(T)||§,S_1dT> +/ 15(r) 13 dr
0 0

t
S (O Y S T RS Y +/ 15| ndr
0
In consequence, since v € L?([0,T]; H5T) there is Ty > 0 such that
C1(0LM) [0 pi()dr < o

and thus, by (8.8),

sup B2, (U(t)) < 2Co(01)|Up|l3 := M2,
te[0,To]

Then, by applying proposition [2[ with M = M it holds that
To
/ 10U (7)|3e—2dT < Ca(O1, M)M? [Ty + 1 + M?].
0

Therefore, if we take 0 < Ty < 1 and define M; as
M = C4(O1, M)M?[2 + M?),
condition ([8.2) is satisfied. This estimate gives

t t
U ) = U0 < [ 100 umdr < rt [ 10,00l < moi T30
0 0
Hence, by taking Ty > 0 such that /fs_lTOl/QMl < 41, we conclude that U(z,t) € Oy for all (z,t) € Qr,. O

9. HOLDER CONTINUITY IN THE LOW NORM

According with theorem for every Ue Xs,a.1,(01, M, My) there is a unique U € X; o 1, (O1, M, M;)
that satisfies the Cauchy problem ({8.3]). Hence, the solution map
771 . Xs,a,Tg (Ola M; Ml) — Xs,a,Tg (017 M; Ml),

~ 9.1
U~ U, (0.1)
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is well-defined. Observe that X o 1, (O1, M, M1) C Ys_1 o.1,, Where
Yitam = {U = (u,v)" € L*([0,To]; H*™1) | A% € L*([0, Tp); H*1)}.

The purpose of this section is to prove that the solution map 7, is continuous when X, o 1, (01, M, M) is
endowed with the topology induced by Ys_1 o7,

Consider [71, U? ¢ Xs,0,1,(01, M) and the corresponding 7:1((71) = U; and 7;((72) := U, also in
X .0,1,(01,M). Then, the difference U' — U? =: U satisfies

AYUNYOU + AN (UYO;U + D(UYU + B(UYA?*U + H(UY A%, G(UY))LU = F*2 4+ ['2 (9.2)
with,

(A2 (T1) "1 FL2 = — [Zj oY - & (ﬁ?)} a,U? — [ﬁ(ﬁl) - ﬁ(ﬁ?)] U? - [E(ﬁl) ~ B0 A2v2, 0s)

(AT L2 = = A = (0| (822, GOILU? — AT, GO - G02)]LU?

and initial data, Uli=g = 0. Here, for every matrix coefficient A, we have used the notation, Z((}K) =
(AY(UY)~LA(U?Y) for £ =1,2.

At first sight, one might attempt to establish a contraction estimate for the solution operator 7, in the
norm of the space X2, , 7, by applying the energy method to the difference U' — U?. The main obstacle
to this approach is the non-local contribution

Nig = HU?)[A*, GUY) — G(U?))LU?,

which appears in the source term L2 of ([9.3). In order to obtain a contraction estimate, one would need a
bound of the form

To
| reatr < COLA I - T, (9.4)
where f(Tp) — 0 as Tp — 0. A natural idea is to invoke standard commutator estimates. However, such
estimates typically involve quantities of the form |V(Go(9') — Go(9?))| L=, which cannot be controlled in
the norm of the space X2°; , . Therefore, the standard commutator theory does not lead to the desired
contraction estimate.
To better understand the difficulty, let us temporarily assumed that H and A° are constant matrices. In
this situation, the triangle inequality combined with the fractional Leibniz rule and the embedding H*~1 —
L, yield the estimate

IV 2l rema-a < [H] (IA**(GEY) = GE))LU?) | ge-1-a + [(GE) = G@*)A** LU | fro-1-0)

L 9.5
< C(0,M)|U - U?| )

oo .
Xs—l,a,TO

This estimate is sufficient to prove the Lipschitz continuity of the solution map. Nonetheless, it does not
contain the small factor f(7Tp) required above and therefore fails to establish a contraction inequality. In
the general case, the variables coefficient H(U?) introduces and additional difficulty. Indeed, applying the
fractional Leibniz rule yields

N[l re1-a < [H ()| A%, GU") = GULU? | o1

+ HU?) | o [[A%, GO = GUP)LU?| .
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The first contribution can be handled as in (9.5). The second one, however, involves the higher order norm
[[A?*,G(U") — G(U?)|LU?| Lo, and cannot be controlled solely in terms of the norm of X¢°, , 7, . Conse-
quently, neither the standard commutator estimates nor a direct Leibniz rule argument yield a contraction

estimate.

The next theorem establishes a Holder continuity estimate of order 1/2 for the solution map with respect to
the norm Ys_1 o 7,. Although a Lipschitz continuity estimate can be obtained in certain simplified situations,
the Holder estimate is more naturally adapted to the compactness argument developed below.

Theorem 9.1. Let o € (0,1). There is a constant C3(O1,M,Ty) > 0 such that for any (71,[72 €
Xs.0.1,(01, M) and any t € [0, Tp],

I Te(T2(t) = Ta (T ()37 +/ A% (01 () = va(7)) | Fs-rdr
0 (9.6)

t _ t 1/2
< C3(01, M, Tp) (/O ||U1(T)7U2(T)||§,5_1dT+TO/O |Aa(61(7)@”2(7))|§{5_1d7) .

In particular, the mapping To : Xs 0,1,(0O1, M) = Xs.0,1,(O1, M) is Hélder continuous of order 1/2 in the
topology of the space Ys_1 o1, -

Proof. For any U',U% C Xs 01,01, M) set Ut = T.(UY) and U2 = T,(U?). Since U = U' — U?, is
a solution of (9.2) with (9.3), we can apply the energy method described in theorem to any value of
a € (0,1) (see estimates (7.15)) in order to obtain that,

%”U(t)”?qkl+HAaU(t)H%Isﬂ§C2(017M) X_:IJw(t)I+IICW(t)I+u1(t)IIU(t)||%sf1 ; (9.7)
lv1=0
where,
T, (t) == (DYFY2(t), D U(t)) 2 and K, (t) := (DTLY2(t), DYU(t)) 2.

After integrating in the interval [0, Tp] and using Gronwall’s inequality, we arrive at the estimate

2 t ()21 dr 5(O1 "5 .
||U(t)||HS—1+/(; [A%0(T) [[fgerdT < 2C2(O ,M)/O ;O|~7fy(t)+|’@(t) dt (9.8)

for all ¢t € [0,Tp]. It remains to estimate the source contributions Jy and K. The treatment of 7, is
relatively straightforward. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Sobolev product estimates, we have

Ullgrs—s + [ DW") = DO o 10 o1 [ U 122

s—1 d
dSTIFHMI<C DY NAUY = A O goai U 1o
j=1

[v[=0
+H|Bo(TU") = Bo(U?)| o1 A2 0% gre—s ||U||Hs-1)
< C1(O1, )T = U?|| o1 (| U || 11+ + A2 || ro=2)|U || o1

Since U’ € Xs,a.1,(01, M), we obtain
s—1
S 17,(0)] < 2MC1 (O, M) (M + [A202 o) [T = T2 s (9.9)
[v]=0

Thus, the terms 7, can be controlled directly in terms of the norm ||U" — 62||y571$a‘T0.
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The situation is different for the commutator contribution contained in K. Indeed, a direct estimate would
require controlling G(ﬁ b~ G(ﬁ %) at a regularity level that is not available in the topology of Ys_1,4.7,. To
overcome this difficulty, we integrate by parts in the higher order contributions. This allows us to transfer
derivatives away from G(U') — G(U?), thereby reducing the regularity required on U — U?2.

Let LU? = (y%,w?) € RF x R™. We begin by isolating the contributions that can be estimated directly.
As consequence of condition (C6), we have that

s—1 s—1
D@1 < > (DY {[Ho@") — Ho()] [A**, Go(@)]w?}, Do), |
[v|=0 [v|=0

s—1

+ Y (DY {Ho(3*)[A*, Go(0") — Go(#?)]w?}, D), |

lv=0
= Koo + K3,

For estimating k! _; we first apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and then estimate (4.21)) to obtain
Koo S [HUY) = HU?)|| g [A%, Go(@)]w? || o1 | U s
< C (O, MUY = U ge=1 (1Go(@) | o + 1Go @) grasa) 12|z U o1

Since ||U7| g+,

|U7 || grs < M it follows that
KLy <2M2C1(Or, M)||U" = U?|| e (M + | A2 || o) (9.10)
In order to estimate the term K2_; we first observe that,

K2, < K3, + K2

with
K= 3 (D7, HoIA, Gol) — G, D7)
[v|=0
and
Kooy = § [((DY[A**,Go(v") — Go(0?)|w?, Ho(9*) T Dv) | .
[v[=0

For the term K3_,, the commutator estimates for D7 together with the Sobolev embedding theorem imply
that

K31 < C(O1, M)|[A**,Go(0") — Go(0)]w? || gro=2 | Ul 7=
The term K2_; contains the highest-order derivatives falling on the commutator. To estimate K2_; we write

v =mn+ B with || = 1 for every v € N¢ with |y| > 1 and use integration by parts to obtain

Ky = [([A%, Go(3Y) — Go(@)]w?, Ho(7%) Tv) |

s—2
+ 57 (DPIA, G (@) — Go(#)w?, D7 (Ho(#2)T D)) |
|B8=0

< C(O1, M)[|[A**, Go(0") — Go(0)Jw? || r=—2|U | -
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Then, by the triangle inequality, the Sobolev product estimates and the fractional Leibniz rule it follows that
I[A%*, Go(@") — Go(0?)]w?|| o2 < [A** (Go(B") — Go(0?)) w?|| o2 + || (Go (@) — Go(¥?)) A**w?|| o2
< C ((Go(@") = Go(@)w? | g2 + (G(@") = G(@))w?|| jg-2+20)
+1Go(@") = Go (@) o1 [IA**w?|| -2
< C(|Go(@) = Go(@®)l o1 1U 1= + 1Go (@) = Go(®)l] e-2saa |U? ||
+ [|Go(@") = Go(@®) ]| = | U?|
and thus, by we obtain that

Hs—2+2cx)

1A%, Go () = Go (@2 | o2 < C(O1, MM (T = T2l sre- + 5" = Pl|pge-2420 )
In consequence, by combining the estimates for £3_; and K*_; we conclude that

K2 | < C1(Oy, M)2M? (||z71 — U?|| o1 + 0" — 27 HS,W) . (9.11)

Therefore, by(9.10) and (9.11)), we have
s—1
> 1 (1)) S2MPC1 (01, M) [(1+ M + AT o) [T = T2
[v|=0

By using and (9.12) in the right hand side of , we obtain that

t t
U@ + / |A0(r)|2po - dr < 2MCy(Or, M) / (M + A2 ()| gt |T () — T2(0) ol

oo+ [0t — 2]

HS*2+2<1} (9.12)

1) |UNT) = U*(7)|| g dr

t
M2y (0, M) [ | ar i
0

t
+ / 1A% (@ (7) — ()] Hszdf}

0
for all t € [0,Tp]. Then, Holder’s inequality yields

%{s—ld’r

U2 + / JA%(r)|

t 1/2 t 1/2
< (04, M) ( / <M2+||A%2<T>|zs+||A%1||%Is>dr) ( / ||U1<T>—U2<r>%,“df)

+ Cy(Oy, M2 (/Ot 1A% (3 (r) — 62(7))”%,5@7)1/2.

Since U',U? € X, o.1,(O1, M, M), it holds that

1/2
U ()] zsldT)

t t
bt [ 1A yeosdr < CalO1, M)A 4 ) (/ 10%() - 0*()
0 0

- exon i ([ e - 52(7))||?151d7)1/2

for all ¢ € [0,7y]. Consequently, estimate follows. O
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10. COMPACTNESS: TIGHTNESS OF THE L? NORM

In the following result we establish the relative compactness of the solution mapping 7, : X o1, (01, M, M) —

Xs,0,1,(01, M, M7) with respect to the topology of Ys_1.471,- The proof relies on three ingredients: The

Aubin-Lions lemma, a uniform control of the L?-tails of the family U, = 7;((~fn), and the Kato-Ponce-Li
commutator expansion. More precisely, if w is a scalar valued function and V' is a vector field, then

1
WAV = A2 (WV) = Koo (w, V) = Y =DIwA’V, (10.1)
0<|B|<2a

where K, (w, V) was defined in lemma
Lemma 8. Let o € (0,1). The set To (X501, (01, M)) C Xs,0,1,(O1, M) is relatively compact in Ys_1 o1, -

Proof. Fix a € (0,1) and consider the sequences {U,},{U,} C Xs.a,1,(01, M) where U, = 7.(U,) for all
n € N. By the definition of X o 1,(O1, M), the weak convergence properties of Hilbert spaces and the
Banach-Alaoglu theorem, we can extract a sub-sequence {Uy,;} C {Un} and some U € X, 7, such that

Unjy = U in L([0,To); H®),
A%, = A% in L*([0,Ty); H*), (10.2)
8tUn(J) — 875(] in L ([0 To] H*®™ 1)

In consequence, by the lower semicontinuity of the norms,

To
o4 F— / A ()| dr

To (10.3)
< lim inf <||Un<j>||%m([omm> " / |A%n<j><r>||%{sdr> < M2
and
To To
/0 10U |2 < lijrg%gf/o 18Unyy (7)|gonddr < M2. (10.4)
Moreover, the weak* convergence in ([10.2)) implies that
Uny =~ U in L*([0, To; H). (10.5)

Now, let By be a ball of radius N € N centered at zero and consider the compact embedding H*(By) <<
H*~Y(By). By the Aubin-Lions lemma, there is a sub-sequence {U, (k)}k C {Un(j)} such that

Uy = U in L2([0,To]; H*H(B1)),
by the uniqueness of the weak limit and (10.5). Then, we apply the Aubin-Lions lemma to {Ui( k)} to extract
a second sub-sequence {Ufl(k)}k C {U,, }x with the property that

Uy = U in L2([0, To); H*(By)).

Therefore, a combination between the Aubin-Lions lemma and a diagonal argument yield the existence of a
sub-sequence {Uy,x)} C {Uy(;)} such that,

forany N €N, U,k —U in L*([0,Tp); H* '(By)) as k— oo. (10.6)
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Let us show that U,y — U in L2([0, Tp); L?). Let ¢ € D(R?) be equal to 1 on the unit ball B;(0) and, for
N €N, let ¢n(z) = ¢(£) and Up v = (1 — ¢n)Uniy. Since Upry = Ta(Un@ry), for any & € N it holds
A (Un1)0e Uiy + A (Una3)) 05Uniy + D(Urai)) Ungy
+ B(Up (i) N** Uiy + H (Un i) [N, G (U 1)) LUy = 0,
Un(iyli=0 = Up.

For any matrix coefficient A, we introduce the notation, A = A(T}n(k)) and Ax v = (1—¢n)Ar. Multiplying
the above equation by 1 —¢nx > 0 and use the decomposition U,y = Uk, N + ¢nUpr) in every term except
AU, yields

A0 Uk N + Ai’NajUk,N + D nUin + Bi(1 = on)N*Upy + Hi(1 — ¢ ) [A**, Gi] LU v
= —(1 - ¢N)ALO; (dNUngiy) — (1 — 6n) Di(dnUni)) (10.7)
— (1= ¢n) Hi[A*, GRlL(SNUn(y)-

Before applying the energy method to this equation, observe that the coefficient (1 — ¢ )By no longer
satisfies the structural assumptions of condition I To recover the required form of the diffusion term, we
apply (10.1) with w =1 — ¢ and V' = U, (), so that

1
(1 — d)N)AQaU A2aUk N — Kga( — ¢N7 Un(k)) — Z f'Dﬁ(l — d)N)AQa’ﬁUn(k).
0<|p|<2a

Similarly,
(1 — on)[A%, Gr]LUg n = [A**, (1 — ¢N)GE] LUk N + Koa(l — ¢n, G LUk N)

- > —Dﬁ N )A**P (G LUk n).

O<,3<2a
By using these identities in (10.7]) we conclude that Uy n satisfies the following Cauchy problem

AV0Uk N + Ai,NajUk,N + Dy NUp. N + BeA** Ui n + Hi[A**, Gy N]LUk N = Fi N + Wi N,

(10.8)
Uk, Nt=0 = (1 — ¢~ )Uo,
with,
Fion = —(1 = ¢n) A Uy (1) (N8 Unry) — (1 = d8) D (Uni)) (o Uiy
— (1= ¢N)H Uy )IA*, G(Un (1)) £(ENUn(iy)
and
Wi~ = BrKoo (1 — N, Upry) + HrKoa (1 — én, Gr LUk N)
+ Bk Z EDﬁ(l — (bN)AZa’BUn(k) + Hk Z EDB(l — ¢N)A2Q’B(Gk£U}c’N).
0<|8[<L2a 0<|8]L2a
Then, by the L? energy estimate (7.34)), we have
To
Uen Ol + [ 180 () edr
(10.9)

To
< C(01, M) [H(l — on)Uol|7 +/O | Fen (P)l[72 + Wi, w (7)][72d7 | -
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By the triangle inequality,

To
| 1B oledr
0

To

To _
<2 / 11— ) A9 (T 1) (e Uiy — b0 (1) [Zaddr + 2 / 11 = )47 (T )05 (U (7)) |2
42 [0 - o)D) (6nUnity — 630N D)o +2 [ 10 = 6)D T )6V (7) [
0 0
To
2 / 11— ) (T ) A2, G (T (S8 Uniry — ST Badlr

+2 / 11 = o) H (i) (A2, G (T £ (o U (7)ol

and since ﬁn(k) € X 01,(01, M, My), for all k € N, the Sobolev product estimates imply that

To

To To
/0 | Fye,n (T)|[72dT < C(O1, M) /0 (1 = on)V(ENUnry —¢NU)(T)||2L2dT+/O 1(1 = ¢n)V(onU(7))||72dr

To

To

+ / 11 = é8) (DnUniay — o) (P)|Zadlr + / 11— dn)bnT (7) [2adr
To

+ / (1 = o)A, CRIL(GxUngry — SnU) (1) 2o

+ / "L = 6n) A2, GUlL(ONT (7)) [2dr |
0

(10.10)
In particular, observe that, for each NV € N, the Sobolev product estimates together with the fractional
Leibniz rule and the Sobolev embedding yield,

[(1—¢n)[A%, G(ﬁn(k))]ﬁwNUn(k) —oNU)(7) |2

o 1A2G (T )l b Uy — U)o 0<a<l
A G T2 [ Uity — U et IVG Tl I (G5 gy — DDl & < <1
b Ungey — U2 0<a<l
< C(O, M . 2 10.11
<00 ){ 163 Unger = Dllires 4+ 1022 (G Ungy — Uz L <@ <1, (10.11)

In order to estimate the last term in (|10.10f) we first apply the triangle inequality,

11 = o)A, GRIL(ONU) |2 < (1 = ¢n) AN (GRL(ONU)) |22 + [|[(1 — on)GeA** L(¢NTU) || >
< (1 = on)A**(GRL(PnU))l| > + C(O1, M)|[[(1 — ¢n)A** (nU) | 12
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For each term in the right hand side of the last inequality we apply (10.1) and then, as a consequence of
lemma [4] and the Sobolev product estimates, we obtain

11 = o)A (GrL(dnU)) L2 < [[A** (1 = on)GRL(OND))|| 12 + IK2a (1 = én, GrL(OnT))] 2

> —Dﬁ 1— on)A* P (G(Upry) o8 U)

0<|B\<2a

L2
< C(01, M) (II(1 = on)onUl = + A% (1 = o)l lonUl 2 + V(1 = o)l L lon Ul )

and
(1 = on)A** (dnU)|2 < C (I(1 = on)¢nUl gz + 1A (1 = on) = lonUl 2 + V(1 = )l lonU |l a1) -
Thus,

(1 = o)A, GLIL(oNT) || 2
< C(01, M) (|(1 = ¢n)oNUll 2 + 1A (1 = o) [ l|onUllLz + [|IV(L = én) || L l[onUll ) -

Now, take the limsup,,_,, in (10.10) and observe that, as a consequence of (10.6)), (10.11]) and (10.12)),

(10.12)

To

To To
lim sup / | Fyn (7)|22dr < C(Oy, M) ( / 11— o) V(SnU (D)) [2adr + / 11— éx)nU ()| padir

k—o0

To

To
A= ol [ IonU @ edr + V0 - owlE [ ||¢NU<T>||%1dT>
0 0

holds for any N € N. By expanding the derivative V(¢nU) and using the formulas,

N2a
(2m)¢

I[- 26l and [[V(1—¢n)lle = N1V L,
(10.13)

IA%*(1 = pn) Lo = N2 A poe =

we find a constant Cy = C4(O01, M, d, ¢, ) > 0 such that

To To
fimsup [ B (n)Fadr < Co | [0 = amU)IEs + (01~ 6x) VU () 2
0 0

k—o0

To
+/0 V(1 = ¢n)Ull72 + |(1 = ¢n) DU 72 + V(1 = ¢n)VU (7)1 72 + [ D*(1 = on)U (7)[[72dr

1 1 To )
+ Nia +ﬁ o ||U(T)||H1d7'

To
/O 11 = on)U(D)I72 + (1 = ¢n)VU(T) |72 + [|(1 = ¢n) DU (7)||72d7

1 1 1 T )
+ Nia + 2 N2 + N4 0 NU(T) g dr| -

< (4
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Therefore, as a consequence of (|10.3)), for any N € N it holds that

To 1 1 1
limsu/ F. n(T 2dT<C<++>TM2
kﬁoop A H k’N( )||L2 4 Nia N2 N4 0

(10.14)
+Cy

To
/0 11 = on)U ()72 + (1 = ¢n) VU (7)1 72 + [|(1 — ¢N)D2U(T)||2L2d71 :

Similarly, by lemma [4 and the Sobolev product estimates it follows that

To To To
| 1Wen @)l < (010 <||A2“<1—¢N>%w | Wi+ 190 - oni [ ||Un<k><7>||%pd7>.

Therefore, by using (10.13) and that {U,u)} C Xsa,1,(O1, M) we conclude that, for each N € N the
estimate

N4« ﬁ m
holds for all £ € N. Therefore, by using (10.14)) and (10.15), in estimate (10.9) we obtain

To ) ) 1 11
/ [Win (T)[|72d7 < CaM=Ty < +—+ > (10.15)
0

To To
1im8up/0 [ Uk, v (7)||72dT < 04/0 (10 =m)U )72 + 11 = o) VU (D) 72 + (1 = ¢n) DU (7)||72) dr

k—o0

1 1 1
+0 (37 + 37 T+ 0l

(10.16)
Now, let us show that U, ) — U in L?([0,Tp); L?) as k — oo. For every k, N € N we have that,

To

To
/O [Unry (7) = U(7)|[2d7 < 2/0 (lon Unaiy = UYD72 + (1 = &n5) Ungry — U)(7)172) dr

To To To
<2 [/ 1o Uny = U)()1Z2dr +/ Uk (7) [ +/ (1 = ¢N)U(T)|I2L2dT]
0 0 0

In particular, (10.6) implies that, for any N € N, ¢nU,xy — ¢nU in L*([0,Tp); L*) and therefore, by
(110.16)),

To
limsup/ |Uniy (T) — U(7)||72dr
0

k—o00

To
< 04/0 (1@ =M U )72 + 11 = on)VU(T) |72 + (1 = ¢n) DU (7)|72) dr

1 1 1
e, KM T N4> ToM? + ||(1 — én)Uo| 2

which is valid for any N € N. Since U € L*([0,Tp]; H®) and s > 2, the dominated convergence theorem
implies that

To
/ 11— g DU ()| =0, £=0,1.2,
0
as N — oo. Likewise,

(1 —én)Us|lzz — 0.
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Therefore, given € > 0 we can find N € N sufficiently large so that

To

limsup/ [Un(y (7) = U(7)|]2d7 < €. (10.17)

k—oc0 0

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that U,y — U in L*([0, To); L?).
Next, we upgrade the convergence to the space L2([0,Tp]; H*™1). Let 6§ =

L? and H?®, we have

s—

~ L By interpolating between

To To
—0
Uy = D)2 pemrdr < [ Uy = DO N Unry — U) (1) |2 dir
0 0

Applying Hélder’s inequality and using (10.3)), we obtain
To
</0 1(Unwy = U)(T)H?qsdT)

To To
/ 1Ty = O)(0)[gerdr < (/ 1(Ungey = U)(T)%zﬂ”)
0 0
To 1-6
< (4ToM?)° </ 1(Ungey = U)(T)Iizﬂ“) :
0

Hence, (10.17)) implies that U,y — U in L?([0,To]; H*~1). Finally, let us consider the sequence {A%v, )},
where Uy (k) = (Un(k), Un(r)). Interpolating between the homogeneous Sobolev spaces H~ and H*" !, with
0= ﬁ, ylelds

1-60 0

T(] TO
« « _9 [0
/0 A (v ry — 0)(7)|[22dr < / 1A (wagay — ) (A A (Wny — 0) ()12, dr

T 1-6 T
s(/ ||<vn<k>v><r>||%2dr> (/ ||A“<vn<k>v><r>||z“d7>

Using again (10.3)) together with (10.17)), we deduce that A%v, ) — A% in L?([0,To]; L?). Finally, inter-
polation between L? and H*~!'*® shows that the convergence actually shows in L2([0 : Tp]; H*~!). Indeed,

. _ s—1 .
choosing 6 = e we obtain

0

T() TO
« « _0 «
/0 1A% gy — V) ()| Zomrdr < / 1A% (Unry — ) ()]3S A (0ny — 0) (7)o rsadr

To 1-6 To
< (/0 A (Vn(r) — U)(T)H%sz) (/O A (W (r) — U)(T)HQHsdT)

Combining this estimate with (10.3)) and the previous convergence result gives A%v,,(y — A%v in L2([0,Tp); HY).
Therefore, Uy, (xy — U in Y,_1 o 1,. Consequently, 7o (X o 1, (01, M, My)) is relatively compact in Ys_1,q,71,
which completes the proof. (I

0

11. LOCAL EXISTENCE: THE FIXED POINT ARGUMENT

In this section we use Schauder’s fixed point theorem to deduce the local existence of solutions for the
Cauchy problem . However, this theorem cannot be applied directly to 7o : Xs—1,0,1, (01, M, M1) —
Xs—1,0,1, (01, M, M) because Xs_1.q,1, is n0t a closed set with respect to the topology of Ys_1 o, m,- There-
fore, we show that 7, can be extended to the closure of its domain and then apply Schauder’s fixed point
theorem to this extension. Finally, we recover the required regularity for the solution by using the energy
estimate.



49

Definition 11.1. Let o € (0,1) be given. Assume that O1 and M are defined by and (8.7)), respectively
and that Ty > 0 and M, satisfy the conditions of theorem [8l Define X as the set of all functions
V= (w,2)" of (x,t) € Qr, with w € R* and z € R™ such that

Ve L0, T} HY), =& L([0, Tols H*),

, . (11.1)
0V € L¥([0,To]; H*™%), V(x,t) € O1 forall (z,t) € Qmy,

and for all t € [0, Tp],
t
B2 (V(t)) < M? and / 10V (1) 2o dr < M. (112)
0

Proposition 3. The set X, is the closure of Xs o,1,(O1, M, M7) with respect to the topology of Ys_1,a.1, -
Furthermore, Xoo can be characterized as the set of all vectors U € Y,_1 o1, for which there is a sequence
{Uk} C Xo—1,0,1(01, M, M1) and V € Ys_1,a,1, such that

Uk —U and E(Uk) —V in YS*LOATO' (113)

Proof. Let V € Xy_1.4.1,(01, M, Mq). Then, there is {Vy} C X 0.1,(01, M, M;) such that V}; — V in
Yi_1,a,1,- Since {V4} is bounded and satisfies and (8.2), we can extract a subsequence {Vy(;)} C {V}
that satisfies , and with V replacing U. Since Tj satisfies theorem it follows that
V(z,t) € Oy for all (x,t) € Qp,. Hence, V € X. On the other hand, let V € X,. Consider the sequence
Vi := Je, V with e, — 0. Since 0,V € L%([0,T); H*~1) it follows that V € C([0, Tp]; H*~!). Consequently,
Vi € C([0,Tp]; H®) for all k € N. It is easy to verify that {V4} satisfies and (11.2). Therefore,
{Vi} C Xs.0.1,(01, M, M7). Moreover, by the standard properties of the mollifier J., V', combined with the
dominated convergence theorem it follows that Vi, — V in Ys_1 o.1,. Thus, Xoo = Xs_1,0.1, (01, M, My).
In order to prove the second statement, let X be the set of vectors in Y,_q o 7, that satisfies ((11.3)).
Then, by the first part of the proposition and the definition of Xy, we have that Xy C X,,. On the other
hand, let V € X. Then, there is {Vi} C X, o.1,(O1, M, M) such that Vi, — V in Y,_1 o1, Then, by the
Holder continuity described in and the embedding, L>°([0,Ty]; HS~1) — L2([0, To); H*~1), we deduce
that {7, (Vi)} is a Cauchy sequence in Yy 1 4.7,- In consequence, there is V € Ys_1 4.1, such that
holds and thus, X, C Xp. This concludes the proof. O

In the next result we establish the existence of an extension of 7, to the closure of its domain.

Proposition 4. There is an extension To,co 0f Ta to the set Xo defined as To,0o(U) =V, where U and V
satisfy (L1.3)) with the following properties:

(1) The mapping U nTa—w> V' is well defined in the sense that it is independent of the Cauchy sequence
that satisfies Uy, — U. Moreover, U and V satisfy the following Cauchy problem

AY(U)o,V + AT(U)9,;V + D(U)V + B(U)A**V + H(U)[A**,G(U)|LV =0,

(11.4)
Vl]i=o = Up.
(2) There is a positive constant Cs5(Oq, M, Ty) such that
||7:1’OO(U1) — R’W(UQ)H%Sfl,Q,TO < 05(01,M, TO)HUI —Us Yio1,a.7, fO’f’ all Ul, Us € X (11.5)

(3) Ta,00(Xoo) C Xoo and To,00(U) = To(U) for allU € X, o 1,(O1, M, My).
(4) Ta,00(Xoo) is relatively compact with respect to the topology of Ys_1,a,1,-
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Proof. Let U € X. Then, there is {Ux} C X501 and V in Y,y o 1, such that Uy — U and T, (Ux) =V
in Ys_1 o1, By the definition of T, if we set Vi, := T, (Uy), we have that

AY(UL) OV, + AV (UL)0; Vi, + D(Uy,) Vi + B(Ug)A2*Vy, + H(U)[A%Y, G(U) LV}, = 0,
Vili=o = Uo,

holds for all £ € N. By taking the limit when k& — oo and using the convergence in we find that
V satisfies the Cauchy problem . If there is another sequence {ﬁk} C Xs.0,1,(01, M, M) such that
ﬁk — U and Vk = R(ﬁk) S VinyY then, as in the previous lines, V satisfies . Since V, Ve Xeos
we can apply the energy method to conclude that Es o 1, (V — 17) = 0. Therefore, V =V and Te,00 18
well-defined. This concludes (1).

Next, we prove statement (2). Let U;,Us € Xo. Then, there are sequences {Uy} and {Usx} in
Xs,0,1,(01, M, M7) and vectors V1,Va € Yi_q o1, such that Uy, — Ui, Usy — Us, To(Ur k) — Vi and
Ta(Uz k) — Va. As a consequence of and the embedding L>([0,Tp]; H*™') < L2([0,Tp); HS™1), it
holds that

1Ta(Uk) = Ta(Uz,p)llve 1 am, < Cs(O01, M, To)|[Urk — Uzilly, 1 0r, forall keN.

By taking the limit when k — oo, follows.
The proof of statement (3) follows immediately from the definition of 7T, ~ and proposition

Finally, we prove statement (4). Observe that, Ty 00(Xoo) C Ta(Xs a1, (01, M, M7)) holds as a conse-
quence of ([11.3). Therefore, lemma [§]implies that the closure of T4, 00 (Xo) is contained in a compact set in
Ys_1,a,1,- The result follows. O

(11.6)

Theorem 11.1 (Local existence). Let a € (0,1) and s > % + 1 be an integer. Assume that condition |1 is
satisfied with one of the hypotheses (E1)-(E3). Assume that Uy € H*® satisfies condition[3 Then, there is
To > 0 and solution U = (u,v) to the Cauchy problem (1.1) in the set X o 1,(O1, M, My).

Proof. First, define O; and M as in and (8.7)), respectively. By theorem there is Ty > 0 such that
the solution map 7o : X5 a1, (O1, M, M1) = X o1, (01, M, M) is well defined. Consider the extension 74, oo
of T, to the set X, defined in proposition {4} It is easy to verify that X, is a convex set. Consequently,
by proposition [d} we can apply Schauder’s fixed point theorem to conclude the existence of a fixed point
Uso € Xoo of Ta0o. Thus, Too,0(Us) = Us and, as a consequence of statement (1) in proposition [4] Us,
satisfies the Cauchy problem

A% (Us)0Uso + A7 (Uso)0;Uso + D(Uso)Uso + B(Uso)A**Use + H(Uso ) [A**, G(Unso)| LU = 0,
Usolt=0 = Up.
Since Uso € Xoo, theorem [7.5| implies that Uy, € C([0,To); H®). Hence, Uy € Xs,a,1,(O1, M, My). O

12. UNIQUENESS

Given the lack of a contraction type inequality for the solution map associated with system (L.1)), we can
only show uniqueness of solutions under the assumption of smallness of the initial data.

Theorem 12.1. Let s > g—i— 1 be an integer and let o € (0,1) be given. Assume that condition 18
satisfied with a constant matric H = H.. Let Uy € H® satisfy condition[3 and define O1, M and M, as in
section @ Then, there is Ty > 0, such that the Cauchy problem has a unique solution U = (u,v) in
Xs,a,1, (01, M, M) if one of the following conditions holds true:

(i) H.=Oy.
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(ii) One of the hypotheses (E1)-(ES3) is satisfied with the constant matrices H. # Oy and A° = A% > 0.
Moreover, let kyq be de norm of the embedding H® — L whenever o > g and define the constant

A Keaa if (E1) holds,
K/(ajsad) = { Ks—soud Zf (EQ) or (Eg) hOldS-

Assume the following condition is satisfied,
0 < wp := 2Co(O1)|H *C%(O1, M, s,0)k*(a, 5,d)|L]* M? < 1, (12.1)
where C(O1, M, s, «) is the constant in (14.2) witho =s—1—a.

In particular, the solution satisfies the energy estimate,
t
1)1 +/ [A%v(7)[|FdT < 2Co(O1)||Uoll3ye  for any ¢ € [0, To). (12.2)
0

Proof. Define O1, M and M; as in section [§] Then, by theorem there exists Ty > 0 and a solution
U = (u,v) € X501,(01,M, M) of that satisfies for all t € [0,Tp]. It remains to show the
uniqueness. Let U' and U? be two different solution of the Cauchy problem in X 0,1,(01, M, M).
Then, as in and , U := U! — U? satisfies the equation

ANUMOU + AN (UYHO;U + D(UYU + BUYA?*U + H[A*, G(UYLU = Fi o+ Q1.
with
(AY(UY)IFY? = — [Zj(Ul) - Zj(UZ)] 9;,U* — [D(U") — D(U*)]| U — [B(U") — B(U?)] A**U*?
(A°(UN)7'QM? = —H [A**, G(U") — G(U?)|LU?

Now, by the block structure in condition (C5), we have that F12 = (A%(UY))~1(f}*?, fy°?) where (f;°%, f,7°) €
RF x R™. Therefore, by the energy estimates with m = s — 1,

t
sup UG Frecs + [ 1A% = o)) gordr
r€[0,4] 0 t (12.3)
<200(0) | (I8l + 13O +1Q )

Since U, U? € X, o.1,(01, M, M), the Sobolev product estimates imply that,
1F12 () le-1 < C(OL M)M|UY = UP| o (12.4)
and
122l mre1-a < C(O1, M) (MUY = U?|| gos + [|[Bo(U?) = Bo(UNIA**0? || ro-i-a) -
The last term requires the fractional Leibniz rule,
I[Bo(U?) = Bo(UM)IA**0?|| pre-1-o
< C(IBo(U?) = Bo(U) | re-1-a [A**0?|| o + [[Bo(U?) = Bo(U")|| = [[0* | r-)
and since, s — 2 — a > 0, we have
[Bo(U?) = Bo(UN)1}az1-a < CIIV(Bo(U?) = Bo(U")) || 3:-2-
By the embedding H*~* <, L*° we obtain the estimate
£ 2 o1 < C(O1, MU' = U?[| g1 (M + A% 512 . (12.5)
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If we assume (i), Q% = 0 and thus, by using (12.4) and (12.5) in (12.3)) we obtain

t
sup HU<TM@F_1+1/“nAa<v1—-v%<Tth-1dT
T€10,t] 0

t
<O M) swp [ e+ [ Il
T€[0,t] 0
Since lim¢_,q fot |A%v?(7)||%.dT = 0, there is 0 < T} < Tp such that
t
0 < sup {tJr/ ||Ao‘v2(7')||%lsd7'} <1.
t€[0,T4] 0

Therefore, it follows that Ul = U? on [0, T;]. Then, by the uniform continuity of f(t) = fot A2 (7) || gsdr,
we can iterate the argument with initial data in ¢t = 77,277, .. and thus, uniqueness follows in [0, Tp].
Now assume that (ii) holds. Then, A°(U') = A2 and thus,

1@V 2| pre-1-a < [He| (IA%, G(UY) = GU)ILU?| 2 + | [A**, G(UY) = G(U?)]LU?|
< |H| (I(GUY) = GU) LU || = + [(GU') = G(U*)A**LU?| 2
A%, GUY) ~ GULU? s
Since s —1 > 2 and U? € Xs,0,1,(01, M, My) we have
1Q 2 ro-1-a < |He| (Ca(O1, M)M|UY = U?[|gro-1 + [[[A**, G(UY) = GULU?|| gro-1-a) -
By using the identity
AN GUY) — GUP)ILU? = [A1H GUY) — GUP)LU? — A1, G(UY) — G(U?)|A**LU?,
together with condition (C6) and fractional Leibniz rule we obtain
I[A**,G(UY) = GULU? || jge-1-a
< C(|IV(Go(v') = Go(v*)l|a|A*7* LU || 1o + [|Go(v!) = Go(v?) ]| fra-r4a | LU || Lo
+[IV(Go(vh) = Go(v*)) |24 [ A>T LU || s + [|Go(v) — Go(v?)l| gro-1-a [A**LU? | ) -
Then, by the embeddings H' < L* and H® — L* it follows that
I[A**,G(UY) = GULV? || jge-1-a
< [1Go(vh) = Go(w) 2| LU || 1= + |Go(v") = Go(0*) | gre-ssa [ LU 1
+|1Go(v!) = Go(0*) | jro-a-al|A**LU?|| L.
Therefore, the embedding H°~! — H? and estimate yield
I[A**, G(UY) = GULU?| fra-1-a
< Cq(01,M,s,a) (|U" = U?|| gre=1 |LIM + A% (0" = 0*) || ge=r [L|M + [U' = U?|
Observe that, under any of the hypotheses (E1)-(E3), the following bound is true,
1A LU| e < k(s d)|£] (A0 |1e + U2

go-1[|[A**LU?|| ) -

i)
Thus,
A%, GUY) = GU)LU? | fpe-a-a
< Cq(01, M, s,a)k(a, d)|L] ([M + |A“V*|| =] U = U || grs—1 + A (0" = 0*)|| gro-1 M)
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and the following estimate holds
1@ 2| rs-1-a < [He|Ca(O1, M, 5,0) (M + (a, s,d)|L|[M + [A“® | r:]) U = U?|| o
+ |He|Ca(O1, M, s,a)k(c, 5,d)|[L|M||A% (v* — )| go1.
Consequently,
t t
200(00) [ 1Q"2)er-ar < €O sup [T |14 [ 1A
0 0

T€[0,t] (126)

t
+wo / 1A (! — 02) (7)ol
0

By using estimates ((12.4)), (12.5) and (12.6]) in (12.3)) together with the assumption (|12.1]), we conclude that

t
sup [0 < OO M) s W e [ 1A%
T€[0,t] T€[0,t] 0

Then, as in case (i), uniqueness follows. O

13. APPLICATIONS TO FRACTIONAL COMPRESSIBLE FLUID DYNAMICS

13.1. Hypo-dissipative isentropic Navier-Stokes equations. In this section we apply the previous
results to fractional regularizations of physical examples provided that the initial data Uy differs from a
constant state U, by an H?® function.

Consider the following system of equations,

A°(V)B,V + AI(V)3;V + D(V)V + B(V)A**V =0 (13.1)
with initial data satisfying that,
V(©)-U.€ H®
for some constant state U, € O for which, we assume the condition,
Condition (W). D(V)U. =0 for all V € O.

Typically, such system is not given in symmetric form, that is, it does not satisfy the assumption of
symmetry in conditions (C2), (C3) and (C5). Nonetheless, if the system corresponds to a fractional regu-
larization of a hyperbolic system of balance laws, a Friedrichs’ symmetrizer might exist. That is, a smooth
symmetric matrix function S = S(V) > 0 such that, S(V)A°(V), S(V)AI(V) and S(V)B(V) are symmetric
and S(V)A°(V) > 0 for all V € O. Then, by introducing the variable U = V — U, and defining,

ANU) == S(U + U)A(U + U,), A(U) := S(U + U)A' (U + U,), D(U) := D(U + U,)

(13.2)
and B(U) := B(U + U,),

a quasilinear system of the form (13.8)) that satisfies condition [1|is obtained. Let us consider the fractional
regularization of the three dimensional compressible isentropic Navier-Stokes equations given by (1.3). We
make the following assumption,

Condition (T). The pressure field p varies within the domain D ={p € R | p> 0}, p > 0 and p € C>(D).
The fluid satisfies that, p'(p) > 0.
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Consider the vector state of variables V' = (p, v)T € Oy C R* where Oy is an open convex set defined as
Ov ={(p,v)T €R* | p>0 and veR3}.

Assume that U, = (p.,0) € Oy. Then, the variable U = (,v) ", defined as U = V — U, takes values in the
open convex set

O:{(W7U)T€R4\77>—pc and veR?’}.

In order to obtain the quasilinear form (I3.1)), we first provide the coefficients A°(V), B(V) and the
symbol, A(&;V) = Z?Zl AI(V)E; for any € = (&1, ..,&q) € ST and V = U + U, with U € O. We have that,

(n+ po)ls ) . BUAUY) = ( " ) : (13.3)

where I; denotes the identity matrix of order d x d, and all the empty spaces refer to zero block matrices of
appropriate sizes, and

AU +U,) = ( !

) f ‘v : ((77 + p%& (n+pe)éa N+ pe)és

Tie. ._ pP(n+pe) (m+p)§-v 0 0

AGU+T) = ép’(n + pe) 0 (N4 pe)é - v 0 ' (134)
&p'(n+ pe) 0 0 (n+pc)é-v

Furthermore, the diagonal matrix function
P (ntpe)
S(U + Uc) — n+pe I (13.5)
3

is a Friedrichs’ symmetrizer for system (1.3)) and thus, by (13.2), its quasilinear symmetric form is determined
by the following coefficients,

P’ (ntpe) 0
AU = o , BU)= ( ) (13.6)
(1 + pe)ls frols
and
Ptede .y &p'(n+pe) &P+ pe) & (n+ pe)
/
A& U) = | &P/t pe) (n+pe)-v 0 0 : (13.7)
&ap'(n+ pe) 0 (n+pe)§ v 0
&p'(n+ pe) 0 0 (1 + pe) - v
Thus, the quasilinear form of — is
AY(U)O,U + A1(U)0,;U + B(U)A**U =0 (13.8)

with coefficients given by (13.6)) and (13.7]). As a consequence of theorem and statement (¢) in theorem
12.1] we have the following result.

Theorem 13.1. Let s € N be such that s > % + 1 and assume that o € (0,1) is given. Let condition (T)
hold true. Suppose that the initial data satisfies Uy = (po — pe,vo) € H® and inf,crs po(xz) > 0. Then,
there are positive constants Ty > 0, M and My, and an open conver bounded set O1 compactly contained
in O such that the Cauchy problem for the quasilinear form of -, that is, with coefficients
and ([13.7), has a unique solution U = (p — p.,v) € C([0,Tp); H*) with v € L*([0, Ty]; H*T*) in the
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set X a1, (01, M, My) with ;p € C([0,Tp]; H*~Y) and dyv € C([0,To); H*~2%). In particular, the solution
satisfies the energy estimate

To
sup (o= p) Ol + [ w0l de < 2.
t€[0,To] 0

Moreover, if a € (0, 1], we have that dyv € C([0,Tp]; H*™1).
]

13.2. Compressible Euler system with singular velocity alignment. Let us consider system
with kernel given by with d = 3 and N = 4. As in the previous example, we consider a constant state
of mas density p. > 0 and the change of variables n = p — p.. Then, by using , the non-local velocity
alignment term can be reformulated as

(@) | ¢z —y) (@) = v@)pu)dy = —pe(n(z) + pe) A**v(w) = (n(x) + pe)|A* o]
Consequently, system takes the quasilinear form
A’(V)B,V + AI(V)8;V 4+ D(V)V + B(V)A*V + H(V)[A2*,G(V)]LsV =0 (13.9)

where V = U + U, with U, = (p.,0)". In this case, the coefficient A°(U + Ug) and the first order symbol
A(& U + U,) coincide with those given in (13.3)) and (13.4). The remaining coefficients are the following:

~ 0 ~ 0

B<U+Uc)':( pc<n+pc>ﬂg)’ H<U+U€":< <n+pc>ﬂg)’
00 0 0

~ 0 0 0 ~ 0

GU+U) = | %1 w 0 | DOHU) ;:( 6(n+pc)113>
0 0 0 us

and the constant matrix £4 is given as

Ly:= (13.10)

= == O
o O OO
(o= e B B )
[en e R M)

In particular, notice that U, satisfies condition (R).

Although is a Friedrichs’s symmetrizer for system (13.9), it does not place the system within the
framework of condition [I Indeed, the matrix product S(U + U.)H (U + U,) fails to satisfy condition (C6),
since its nontrivial block depends on the hyperbolic variable 7. In order to correct this problem we propose
the symmetrizer as the following diagonal matrix function

P’ (n+pe)
SU+U,)=| e R
(n+pe) 3

Then, system (1.5)) can be written in the quasilinear symmetric form
AY(U)O,U + A1(U)0,;U + B(U)A**U + H(U)[A**,G(U)| LU =0 (13.11)
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with coefficients given by

ANU) =SU +U)A (U + Uc) =14, B(U):=S8{U +U)B(U +U,) := ( ! pels )

D) :=S8(U +U)DU +U.,) : 3l >7 H(U)::S(U+Uc)fI(U+UC)::<O : )7
3 3 (13.12)
0 O 0
L 0 U1 0
GU) := 0 0 0
0 O
and
Hothle., gEOt) grim) grOm
- & P’ (ntpe) v 0 0
AU) =SU+U)AEU +U,) = y: ’gntfp 0 £v 0 (13.13)
vlnbe)
p )
8 Fpc 0 0 §-v
In particular, notice that By(U) := p.I3 and thus, for any v € H* we have
<BO(U)A2°‘U,U>L2 > pel|A%v||2s. (13.14)

Therefore, with these coefficients, condition [I]is satisfied. Hence, we have the following result.

Theorem 13.2. Assume that o € (0,1) is given and set s, := max{1l,2a}. Let s € N be such that
s> g + Sao. Let condition (T) hold true. Suppose that the initial data satisfies Uy = (po — pe,vo) € H® and
inf,egrs po(x) > 0. Then, there are positive constants Ty > 0, M and My, and an open convexr bounded set
O1 compactly contained in O such that the Cauchy problem for the quasilinear symmetric form of , that
is, with coefficients given by and (13.13)), has a solution U = (p — p.,v) € C([0,Tp]; H®) with
v € L2([0,Ty]; H*+?) iin the set Xs o 1,(O1, M, My) with dyp € C([0,To]; H*~1) and dyv € C([0, Ty]; H5~2%).
In particular, the solution satisfies the energy estimate

To
sup [1(p— pe)O[%- + / A w(t)|2.dt < M.
tG[O,T()] 0

Additionally, if o € (0,1], we have that dyv € C([0,Tp); H*~'). Furthermore, there is a small parameter
no > 0, such that if

1(po = pe;vo) s < o, (13.15)
the solution is unique among all solutions in X o 1, (O1, M, My) with the same initial data.

Proof. The existence statement follows directly from theorem Thus, it remains to verify the uniqueness
criterion given by condition (12.1)) in statement (i¢) of theorem
Observe that, since A° = I; we may choose ao(O1) = a1(O1) = 1 and, by (13.14)), j10 = p.. Consequently,

from ([7.16) and (8.7)), we obtain

1 /
00(01) mln{l Pc} and M = min {1 Pe } H PC7UO)||HS~
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Moreover, |H| = |£| = v/3. Therefore, in this case, the parameter wy in (12.1)) is given by

3/2
1
wo = 18 ( }> CZ(O1, M)K* (e, s,d)[|(po = pe; vo) |7+

mln{l,

Next, observe that ||[DG(v)||p~ < 1 and D*G(v) = 0 for all £ > 2. Then, ||DG|/¢is-1-0) < 1 and, by the
chain rule estimates and theorem we obtain

IDG ()l gg-1-a < CIDG|gie-1-ar (1 + [P0l g =) [0ll -1

<O+ (ks alUllm)* "= )U ||z
< C(1 4+ (ks,aM)*~ 1) M.

Therefore, as a consequence of (|14.6)), we can take
C(O1, M) i= max{[| DG(v)| Lo, | DG(0) | fro-1-a}-

We now choose

—1/2 —1
B 2 I 1 1
Mo = mm{l e} 2C’ 2k4.4" 18K%(a,5,d) \ min {1, &}

so that Cq(O0q, M) < 1. Substituting this bound into the expression for wy, we obtain 0 < wg < 1. Therefore,
condition ([12.1)) is satisfied, and the uniqueness statement follows from theorem m ]

14. APPENDIX

Lemma 9. Assume that condition@ is satisfied. Let G be a smooth function ofﬁ = (u,v) € O.
(a) Letr >0 be given. There is a positive constant C, depending on d = 2,3 and r such that

pramyre 0.1, [ [FGOONO]d€ < Ol

(b) For every 0 < o < s, it holds that G(U) € c([0,T7; HY).
(¢) Moreover, if o € (0,1] we have that, A°G(U) € C([0,T]; L>°) and there are two positive constants
Cy = C1(d) and Cy = Cs(d, s,0) such that

ts[lépT]HA" (TW)llz < CHEO) oo,y 1) + C2I G e o, r1551+)- (14.1)
€

(d) Assume that G = G(¥) and let o € [0, s+a]. Let U* = (0,0")7 and U? = (42,7)7 satisfy condition
@. Then, there is a positive constant C(O1, M, o) such that

IG@") = G@)] e < Ca(O1, M, 0) (|[0" =8| e + [[7" = 0% L) - (14.2)

Proof. Since U € C([0,T]; H?) for s > % + 1, the fractional chain rule estimates |5 assure that, for any
€ (0, s], there is a constant C' = C(o, ||G||¢1e1) > 0 such that

forall t € 0,7, |GU ) ga < Clo,1Glet) 1T lleqo,rysrr-
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Then, for any r > 0,

[ |re@ene|a= [ |Fedan|ere-ae
B.(0) B-(0)

"

1/2
|£|—25d§> .
0)

For the case d = 3 take § = 1 and for d = 2, 6 = 1/2 and assertion (a) follows.
In order to prove the continuity of the mapping G(U) : [0,T] — H? we consider the following formula,

< O, |Gl 1T lleqpo,ry: ) (/B

GT0) = G0 (t) = [ -G (0t) +m(T0) = Tt dr

_ /0 DUt 10)dr [T(0) ~ Tt)]
where U(T;t, o) := U(to) + 7(U(t) — U(to)). Then, by ([B3),

1T (t) = Uto)ll 70
b (14.3)
U@ = U(to)ll -
H(T

(GO @) - GO ()0 < H || Dottt

+ ‘ /01 DG(U(T; t, to))dr

Observe that DG(U(T;t,ty)) € L>(]0,1] x R? x [0,7]) and thus, the first term in the right hand side of
(14.3) goes to zero if t — to in [0, T]. Since U € C([0,T]; H®), it is enough to obtain a uniform bound on the
term

in order to conclude. First, observe that, for any t,tg and 7 € [0, 1], [U(7;t,%0)| < 2||[7||C([0’T];Hs) so that, the
range of the function [0, 1] x [0, T] = U(T;,to) lies within a compact set of RYV. Hence, for any § > 0, there
is a positive constant M (d) > 0 such that |DG||cs) < M(J) when restricted to R(U(7;t,tp)). Therefore, by
the fractional chain rule estimates, for any d > 0 there are positive constants C(d) and M (J) such that,

. )
Ho

/1 DGU(T;t, to))dr
0

for all t,to € [0,7) and 7 € [0,1],  [IDGU(Tt,t0) 35 < COMO) T leqorpmy.  (14.4)

Now, it is easy to show that

F (/01 DG(U(T;t,tO))dT> = /Olf(DG(U(T;t, to)))dr.

Therefore, by Jensen’s inequality and (14.4) it follows that, for any o € (0, s] there are two positive constants
C(o) and M (o) such that for any t,ty € [0, 7],

In consequence, by taking the limit when ¢ — t¢ in the right hand side of (14.3)), the result follows.

2 1
20 . 2 T
< [ eeE e o) ©F drig

< O(U)QM(U)Q||[7||g([0,T];HS)'

/1 DGU(T;t,to))dr
0

(14.5)
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Now assume that o € (0,1]. By the continuity of F : L' — L> and Hélder’s inequality, for any ¢ € [0, 7]
we have,

IAG(U ()| 1= < [FATGU®)))] 11

S/ Ifl"lf(G(ﬁ(t)))(f)ld£+/ €17 [F(GT @)~ de
g1<1

1€1>1

1/2
< \a(B1 () 2IGT ) o + (/ . |£|2(“’)d€> IGT )]l gy -

€l

Since s—o > %7 the last integral is finite and (14.1)) follows. Moreover, by the fractional chain rule estimates,
there is a constant C' = (o, s,d) > 0 satisfying that,

S NGOz~ < Clors )T leqoryons
In the same manner, for any t, o € [0,7] it holds that
IA°GT (1) — A GO (1)~ < IF(GT®) ~ FGD (1))l
< C(o,5,d) (GO @) = GO (t0))l - + IGT®) = GOtz ) -

By the continuity proven in (b), we reach the conclusion.

Finally, to prove (d) let U L U2 e O be arbitrary states with second components 2' and 72, respectively.
By using the same argument that lead us to (14.3) we obtain the es timate

/01 DGWmr| 17" =%l + H/ol pawinr

where V(1) = Uy +7 (0! —02). The result is now a consequence of the fact that DG(V(7)) € L>=(R% x [0, T] x

0, 1]) and (T3). 0
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