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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 Hölder continuity estimate of order 1
2
, 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 α ∈ (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

A0(U)∂tU +Aj(U)∂jU +D(U)U +B(U)Λ2αU +H(U)[Λ2α, G(U)]LU = 0,

U |t=0 = U0,
(1.1)

where the notation Λσ = (−∆)σ/2 and the summation convention have been used. Here, U stands as the
variable to be determined and is such that U = U(x, t) ∈ RN for all (x, t) ∈ Rd × [0, T ], for some T > 0.
The coefficients A0(U), Aj(U), D(U), B(U), H(U) and G(U) are real matrices of order N × N and L is
a constant real matrix of the same order. The fractional Laplace operator Λ2α := (−∆)α is the Fourier
multiplier with symbol |ξ|2α, namely

F
(
Λ2αf

)
(ξ) = |ξ|2αf̂(ξ)

Equivalently, for functions defined on Rd,

Λ2αf(x) = cα P.V.

∫
Rd

f(x)− f(y)

|x− y|d+2α
dy, 0 < α < 1, cα :=

22αΓ(α+ d
2 )

π
d
2 |Γ(−α)|

. (1.2)

We use the notation

[Λ2α, f ]g := Λ2α(fg)− fΛ2αg,

for the commutator of the operator Λ2α.
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
1
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2 F. ANGELES

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 (x ∈ Rd, d = 1, 2, 3)
with a non-local diffusion mechanism modeled by the fractional Laplace operator, namely

∂tρ+∇ · (ρv) = 0, (1.3)

∂t(ρv) +∇ · (ρv ⊗ v) = −∇p− µ0Λ
2αv, (1.4)

where ρ = ρ(x, t) is the mass density, v = (v1, .., vd)(x, t) ∈ Rd is the velocity field, p is the pressure. The
constant µ0 > 0 denotes the viscosity coefficient.

The system (1.3)-(1.4) was introduced by S. Wang and S. Zhang in [11]. The authors consider the Cauchy
problem for (1.3)-(1.4) when the pressure satisfies a power law and 1

2 < α ≤ 1 in three space dimensions. For

initial data in H4 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 H3α+1 when 1

2 < α ≤ 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 [11] is carried out for 1
2 < α ≤ 1, the local

existence argument extends to the hypo-dissipative regime 0 < α ≤ 1
2 , 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

∂tρ+∇ · (ρv) = 0,

∂t(ρv) +∇ · (ρv ⊗ v) +∇p(ρ) = −βρv − ρ

∫
Rd

ϕ(x− y)(u(x)− u(y))ρ(y)dy,
(1.5)

where

ϕ(x) :=
cα

|x|d+2α
. (1.6)

The pressure is given by the power law p(ρ) = ργ with γ ≥ 1, and the damping coefficient β ≥ 0.
The integral term in (1.5) represents the non-local velocity alignment, where ϕ 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 (1.5) near the constant equilibrium
state (ρc, vc) = (1, 0). Following [10], the authors introduce the change of variables,

σ = σ(ρ) :=

{
ln ρ γ = 1,

2
√
γ

γ−1 (ρ
γ−1
2 − 1) γ > 1,

and reformulate (1.5) into the following equivalent system

∂tσ + u · ∇σ +

(
γ − 1

2
σ +

√
γ

)
∇ · u = 0,

∂tu+ u · ∇u+

(
γ − 1

2
σ +

√
γ

)
∇σ = −βu− Λ2αu− [Λ2α, u](ρ(σ)− 1),

(1.7)
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subject to the initial data

σ|t=0 = σ(ρ0), u|t=0 = u0.

The authors establish local and global energy estimates in Sobolev spaces (see,[3, Lemma 3.1, Lemma
3.2 and Theorem 2.2]). In particular, their local well-posedness theory requires initial data in Hs with
s > d

2 +max{1, 2α}.
The analysis in [3] relies crucially on a cancellation property, showing that the commutator contribution

[Λ2α, u](ρ(σ) − 1) is controlled by the dissipation generated by Λ2αu. More precisely, after applying the
operator Λs to system (1.7) and performing the standard energy estimates, one encounters the contribution

J := −
〈
Λs
{
[Λ2α, u](ρ(σ)− 1)

}
,Λsu

〉
L2 . (1.8)

After expanding the commutator and integrating by parts, one obtains

J := −
∫
Rd

(ρ(σ)− 1)Λs+αu · Λs+αudx+R,

where the remainder satisfies

|R| ≤ θ∥(ρ− 1, u)∥Hs∥Λs+αu∥L2

for some function θ ∈ L2([0, T ]). Therefore, there is a cancellation of the term∫
Rd

uΛs+α(ρ(σ)− 1) · Λs+αudx,

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

−
∫
Rd

(ρ(σ)− 1)Λs+αu · Λs+αudx

combines with the dissipative term

−
∫
Rd

|Λs+αu|2dx,

yielding

−
∫
Rd

ρ(σ)|Λs+αu|2dx.

Since ρ(σ) remains positive, one obtains the coercive estimate∫
Rd

ρ(σ)|Λs+αu|2dx ≥ ρmin

2
∥Λs+αu∥2L2 , with ρmin(t) := inf

x∈Rd
ρ(σ(x, t)) > 0.

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∫

Rd

(2− ρ(σ))Λs+αu · Λs+αudx,

which is positive under the additional assumption ∥ρ∥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 ρmin > 1

2 . 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

Λs[Λ2α, u](ρ(σ)− 1) = [Λs+2α, u](ρ(σ)− 1)− [Λs, u]Λ2α(ρ(σ)− 1),

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

|J | ≤ θ∥(ρ− 1, u)∥Hs∥Λs+2α−1(ρ(σ)− 1)∥L2 , (1.9)

for some θ ∈ L2([0, T ]). However, when 1
2 < α < 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 (1.1). 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)⊤ ∈ Rk×Rm,
where v is the variable that experiences the fractional diffusion and u is the hyperbolic variable. We assume
that the constant matrix L is either the identity matrix IN or

LN :=

(
Ok×k Ok×m

L0 Om×m

)
, (2.1)

where L0 is a constant m× k matrix. The choice L = LN is designed to capture the structure of the Euler
alignment system, where the nonlocal conmmutator acts only through the hyperbolic variables. In section
13.2, the reader will find the matrix coefficients that allow system (1.5) to be written in the form (1.1).
By contrast, the choice L = IN 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

vt + Λ2αv + [Λ2α, G]v = 0.

Moreover, it is motivated by the following situation of a system of equations

Ã0(U)Ut + Ãj(U)∂jU + D̃(U)U + Λ2α(B̃(v)U) = 0. (2.2)

Since

Λ2α(B̃(v)U) = B̃(v)Λ2αU + [Λ2α, B̃(v)]U,

it is possible to write this system in the form (1.1).
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 α ∈ (0, 1), assuming only initial data in Hs with s > d

2 + 1.
(O2) 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.
(O3) 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 (1.9) by exploiting the self-adjointness
of Λα 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 Λ2α is used to
derived the L2 energy estimate (see theorem 7.5), 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 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3 are based on the following simple, yet
fundamental, commutator identity. Consider two Fourier multiplier operators T1 and T2 with corresponding
symbols p1 and p2, respectively. Assume that T1f = F−1(p1f) and T2f = F−1(p2f) are well-defined on a
class of sufficiently smooth functions f . Notice that

T1[T2, f ]g = T2[T1, f ]g + [T2, 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 T2[T1, f ]g. Consequently, if T2 is bounded on Lp, the remaining contribution can
be estimated through the corresponding commutator estimates for T1.

This identity is a central observation of this work and we apply it several operators, including the non-
homogeneous dyadic block ∆j , the Friedrichs’ mollifier Jϵ, differential operators Dγ , and the fractional
Laplacian Λσ (see section 4).

Applying the identity (2.3) together with the non-homogeneous Littlewood-Paley decompoposition, we
first establish the commutator estimates of theorem 4.1. This result provides one of the main ingredients for
theorem 4.2, where we derive estimates required to control terms of the form (1.8). The same strategy also
leads to the commutator estimate in theorem 4.3. This estimate is the key ingredient in proving the energy
estimates for solutions of (1.1).

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

[Λ2α, G(Ũ1)]LU1 − [Λ2α, G(Ũ2)]LU2,

cannot be controlled in the topology of the low norm to obtain a contraction type estimate (see the discussion
prior to theorem 9.1).

An alternative to the classical contraction mapping principle was developed in [1]. 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 [Λ2α, G(U)]LU has the same differential order as the fractional diffusion
Λ2αU . Consequently, the argument of [1] cannot be applied.

To overcome this difficulty, we establish a Hölder 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 L2-norm) to
recover compactness on the whole space Rd, thereby establishing the relative compactness of the solution
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operator (see lemma 8). Consequently, Schauder’s fixed point theorem applies, which in turn implies the
local existence of solutions (see section 11).

The tightness of the L2 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
[7, 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 L2 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 L2 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 L = LN , our regularity assumptions on the initial data required for the
local well-posedness theory coincide with those assumed in [3], namely s > d

2 + max{1, 2α}. By contrast,

when L = IN , the regularity assumptions can be relaxed to s > d
2 + 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 Hölder 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 Hs (see theorem 12.1).

In section 13.2, we apply our results to the particular cases of the Navier-Stokes equations (1.3)-(1.4) and
the Euler system with velocity alignment (1.5).

3. Basic Lemmas

Let m ∈ N0. We denote Ĥm := Ĥm(Rd) as the Banach space,

Ĥm(Rd) := {f ∈ L∞(Rd) | ∇u ∈ Hm−1(Rd)},

with norm ∥f∥m̂ = ∥f∥L∞ +∥∇f∥m−1. When m = 0 we define Ĥ0 := L∞ and ∥f∥0̂ = ∥f∥L∞ . The following
result can be found in [4].

Lemma 1. If s > d
2 the space Ĥs is an algebra under point by point multiplications. That is, if f, g ∈ Ĥs

their product fg belongs to Ĥs and

∥fg∥ŝ ≤ C∥f∥ŝ∥g∥ŝ,

where C is a constant independent of f and g. More generally, if f ∈ Ĥs and g ∈ Hr, 0 ≤ r ≤ s, then
fg ∈ Hr, and

∥fg∥r ≤ C∥f∥ŝ∥g∥r,

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, ..., vN ) ∈ H̃s. Let F = F (v) be a C∞-function
of v ∈ RN . Then for 1 ≤ j ≤ s, we have DxF (v) ∈ Hj−1 and

∥DxF (v)∥Hj−1 ≤ CM(1 + ∥v∥L∞)j−1∥Dxv∥Hj−1 , (3.1)

where C is a positive constant and M :=
∑

1≤k≤j sup{|Dk
vF (v)| | |v| ≤ λ = ∥v∥L∞}.
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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 σ > 0.

(i) There exists a universal constant C > 0 such that, for any u, v ∈ Hσ ∩ L∞,

∥uv∥Hσ ≤ C (∥u∥L∞∥v∥Hσ + ∥u∥Hσ∥v∥L∞) ; (3.2)

similarly, if u, v ∈ Ḣσ ∩ L∞,

∥uv∥Ḣσ ≤ C (∥u∥L∞∥v∥Ḣσ + ∥u∥Ḣσ∥v∥L∞) . (3.3)

(ii) Assume that 1 ≤ p1, p4 ≤ ∞ and 1 < p, p2, p3 < ∞ satisfy

1

p
=

1

p1
+

1

p2
=

1

p3
+

1

p4
.

Suppose that u ∈ Lp1 , Λσu ∈ Lp3 , v ∈ Lp4 and Λσv ∈ Lp2 . Then Λσ(uv) ∈ Lp and there is a
universal constant C > 0 such that

∥Λσ(uv)∥Lp ≤ C (∥u∥Lp1∥Λσv∥Lp2 + ∥Λσu∥Lp3 ∥v∥Lp4 ) (3.4)

(iii) Assume that u, v ∈ Ḣσ. If σ ∈ (0, 1] and p ∈ (1,∞), there is a positive constant C (depending on
σ), such that

∥[Λσ, u]v∥Lp ≤ C∥Λsu∥Lp∥v∥L∞ . (3.5)

If, on the other hand, σ > 1, there exists a positive constant C (depending on σ) such that

∥[Λσ, u]v∥Lp ≤ C
(
∥Du∥Lp1 ∥Λσ−1v∥Lp2 + ∥Λσu∥Lp3∥v∥Lp4

)
. (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 σ > 0. For any pair of given functions
f and g we define its Kato-Ponce-Li commutator as

Kσ(f, g) := Λσ(fg)−
∑
|β|≤σ

1

β!
DβfΛσ,βg, (3.7)

where, for any multi-index β, the operator Λσ,β is defined via Fourier transform as

Λ̂σ,βg(ξ) = Λ̂σ,β(ξ)ĝ(ξ) with Λ̂σ,β(ξ) := i−|β|Dβ
ξ (|ξ|

σ).

Observe that if σ ∈ (0, 1) we have that Kσ(f, g) = [Λσ, f ]g. The following result can be found in [8, Theorem
1.2, eq. (1.6)].

Lemma 4. Let σ > 0 and 1 < p < ∞. Then, there is a positive constant C = C(d, σ) such that, for any
f, g ∈ S,

∥Kσ(f, g)∥L2 ≤ C∥Λσf∥BMO∥g∥L2 , (3.8)

In particular, if σ ∈ (0, 1], it holds that

∥[Λσ, f ]g∥L2 ≤ C∥Λσf∥L∞∥g∥L2 . (3.9)
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Lemma 5. Let s > 0. Suppose that g ∈ Hs ∩ L∞ and f ∈ C[s](Range(g)). Then f(g) ∈ Hs ∩ L∞ and there
is a constant C > 0 depending on s and ∥g∥L∞ , such that

∥Ds
xf(g)∥L2 ≤ C∥f∥C[s]∥Dsg∥L2 . (3.10)

In particular, for s ∈ (0, 1],

∥Λsf(g)∥L2 ≤ C∥f∥C[s]∥Λsg∥L2 ,

where the constant C depends only on s and ∥g∥L∞ .

Now, we establish the Sobolev embedding theorem.

Lemma 6. The space Hs(Rd) embdes continuously in the Lebesgue space Lp(Rd), if 0 ≤ s < d
2 and 2 ≤ p ≤

2d
d−2s .

4. Commutator estimates

In this section we establish some commutator estimates involving the operators Dγ , Λσ and Jϵ = ηϵ ∗ ·.
We constantly make use of the following estimates: Assume that f ∈ Ḣσ for any σ ∈ [α, s + α]. Then, if
α+ |β|+ r ∈ [α, s+ α] we have that,

∥ΛαDβf∥2Hr ≤
∫
Rd

|ξ|2α(1 + |ξ|2)r|ξ|2|β||f̂(ξ)|2dξ

≤ C0

[∫
|ξ|≤1

|ξ|2α|f̂(ξ)|2dξ +
∫
|ξ|≥1

|ξ|2(s+α)|f̂(ξ)|2dξ

]
and thus,

∥ΛαDβf∥Hr ≤ C [∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣs+α ] .

Similarly, if |β|+ r ∈ [α, s+ α] with |β| ≥ 1,

∥Dβf∥Hr ≤ C [∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣs+α ] .

Theorem 4.1. Let s > d
2 + 1 be an integer and α ∈ (0, 1). Assume that f ∈ Ḣα ∩ Ĥs ∩ Ḣs+α and g ∈ Hm

for some integer 1 ≤ m ≤ s. Then, for any multi-index γ with |γ| = m, there is a positive constant C,
depending only on α, m, d and s such that,

∥[Dγ , f ]g∥Hα ≤ C (∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣs+α) ∥g∥Hm . (4.1)

Proof. First, we apply the non-homogeneous dyadic blocks ∆j to obtain the decomposition

∆j {[Dγ , f ]g} = Dγ {[∆j , f ]g}+ [Dγ , f ]∆jg − [∆j , f ]D
γg

=: Kj
1 +Kj

2 +Kj
3,

so that,

2jα∥∆j {[Dγ , f ]g} ∥L2 ≤ 2jα∥Kj
1∥L2 + 2jα∥Kj

2∥L2 + 2jα∥Kj
3∥L2 for all j ∈ Z.

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

∥Kj
2∥L2

≤ C∥∇f∥L∞2j(m−1)∥∆jg∥L2 and ∥Kj
3∥L2 ≤ C2−j∥∇f∥L∞∥Dγg∥L2 ,

The assumptions, ∇f ∈ Hs−1 and s− 1 > d
2 , imply that

2jα∥∆j {[Dγ , f ]g} ∥L2 ≤ 2jα∥Kj
1∥L2 + C∥f∥Ĥs

(
2j(m−1+α)∥∆jg∥L2 + 2j(α−1)∥g∥Hm

)
. (4.2)
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In order to estimate Kj
1 we use the Leibniz rule to decompose it as

Kj
1 = Dγ {[∆j , f ]g} = [∆j , f ]D

γg +
∑

0<β≤γ

Cβ,γM(β, j),

where Cβ,γ = γ!
β!(α−β)! and for each β ∈ N0, with 0 < β ≤ γ,

M(β, j) := ∆j(D
βfDγ−βg)−DβfDγ−β∆jg.

Note that the first term in Kj
1 and −Kj

3 coincide, so that

2jα∥Kj
1∥L2 ≤ C2(α−1)j∥∇f∥L∞∥Dγg∥L2 +

∑
0<β≤γ

Cβ,γ2
jα∥M(β, j)∥L2 . (4.3)

Although the terms within M(β, j) are commutators of the dyadic block operator ∆j , we cannot apply to

them the standard commutator estimate ([2, Lemma 2.97]) since it requires the L∞ control on D|β|+1f for
|β| ≥ 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<β≤γ

Cβ,γ2
jα∥M(β, j)∥L2 ≤

∑
0<β≤γ

Cβ,γ

[
2jα∥∆j(D

βfDγ−βg)∥L2 + 2jα∥DβfDγ−β∆jg∥L2

]
(4.4)

For the terms with |β| = 1 apply the fractional Leibniz rule (3.4) with p3 = p4 = 4, p1 = ∞ and p2 = 2,

∥DβfDγ−βg∥Ḣα ≤ C
(
∥ΛαDβf∥L4∥Dγ−βg∥L4 + ∥Dβf∥L∞∥ΛαDγ−βg∥L2

)
.

If d = 3 the Sobolev embedding theorem yields,

∥DβfDγ−βg∥Ḣα ≤ C
(
∥ΛαDβf∥H1∥Dγ−βg∥H1 + ∥Dβf∥L∞∥ΛαDγ−βg∥L2

)
≤ C ([∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣ2+α ] ∥g∥Hm + ∥∇f∥L∞∥g∥Hm)

and

∥DβfDγ−βg∥L2 ≤ ∥Dβf∥L4∥Dγ−βg∥L4 ≤ C∥Dβf∥H1∥Dγ−βg∥H1

≤ C [∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣ2 ] ∥g∥Hm .

Since 2 + α < 3 ≤ s, we obtain that

for all β ∈ Nd
0 with |β| = 1,∑

j≥−1

22jα∥∆j(D
βfDγ−βg)∥2L2

1/2

≤ ∥DβfDγ−βg∥L2 + ∥DβfDγ−βg∥Ḣα

≤ C (∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣs) ∥g∥Hm .

(4.5)
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Similarly, by the fractional Leibniz rule with pi = 4 for all i = 1, 2, 3, 4 and the embedding H1 ↪→ L4, it
holds that

for all β ∈ Nd
0 with 2 ≤ |β| ≤ m− 1,∑

j≥−1

22jα∥∆j(D
βfDγ−βg)∥2L2

1/2

≤ C
(
∥Dβf∥H1∥Dγ−βg∥H1 + ∥ΛαDβf∥H1∥Dγ−βg∥H1

+ ∥Dβf∥H1∥ΛαDγ−βg∥H1

)
≤ C (∥∇f∥Hm−1∥g∥Hm−1 + [∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣm+α ]∥g∥Hm−1

+ ∥∇f∥Hm−1∥g∥Hm)

≤ C (∥∇f∥Hm−1 + ∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣm+α) ∥g∥Hm

(4.6)

For the case in which β = γ in (4.4) we have to distinguish the cases |γ| = 1, 2 ≤ |γ| ≤ s − 1 and |γ| = s.
The fractional Leibniz rule combined with the embedding H1 ↪→ L4, yields

∥Λα(Dγfg)∥L2 ≤ C

{
∥Dγf∥L∞∥Λαg∥L2 + ∥ΛαDγf∥H1∥g∥H1 if |γ| = m = 1,
∥Dγf∥H1∥Λαg∥H1 + ∥ΛαDγf∥H1∥g∥H1 if 2 ≤ |γ| = m ≤ s− 1.

If |γ| = m = s, we use the fractional commutator estimate (3.5) and the fact that s > d
2 + α, to obtain

∥Λα(Dγfg)∥L2 ≤ ∥[Λα, Dγf ]g∥L2 + ∥DγfΛαg∥L2

≤ C∥f∥Ḣm+α∥g∥L∞ + ∥f∥Ḣm∥Λαg∥L∞

≤ C[∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣs+α ]∥g∥Hs .

Therefore, for any 1 ≤ |γ| ≤ s, the following estimate holds∑
j≥−1

22jα∥∆j(D
γfg)∥L2

 ≤ C[∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣs+α ]∥g∥Hm . (4.7)

By applying Hölder’s inequality in the second term of (4.4), we obtain the following estimates

for all β ∈ Nd
0 with |β| = 1, ∥DβfDγ−β∆jg∥L2 ≤ C∥∇f∥L∞2j(m−1)∥∆jg∥L2 (4.8)

and
for all β ∈ Nd

0 with 2 ≤ |β| ≤ m− 1,

∥DβfDγ−β∆jg∥L2 ≤ ∥Dβf∥L4∥Dγ−β∆jg∥L4 ≤ C∥Dβf∥H1∥Dγ−β∆jg∥H1

≤ C [∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣs+α ] 2
j(m−1)∥∆jg∥L2 .

(4.9)

Similarly, if β = γ we have

∥Dγf∆jg∥L2 ≤ C

 ∥∇f∥L∞∥∆jg∥L2 if |γ| = m = 1
∥Dγf∥H1∥∆jg∥H1 if 2 ≤ |γ| = m ≤ s− 1,
∥Dγf∥L2∥∆jg∥L∞ m = |γ| = s.

Since s > d
2 + 1, for any 1 ≤ |γ| ≤ s, we deduce that

∥Dγf∆jg∥L2 ≤ C∥f∥Ḣm∥∆jg∥Hm−1 ≤ C∥f∥Ḣm2j(m−1)∥∆jg∥L2 . (4.10)

As a consequence of (4.8), (4.9) and (4.10) we obtain the estimate∑
0<β≤γ

Cβ,γ2
jα∥DβfDγ−β∆jg∥L2 ≤ C (∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣs+α) 2

j(m−1+α)∥∆jg∥L2 .
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By applying this estimate in (4.4) and using the resulting inequality in (4.3), we infer that

2jα∥Kj
1∥L2 ≤ C2(α−1)j∥∇f∥L∞∥Dγg∥L2 +

∑
0<β≤γ

Cβ,γ2
jα∥∆j(D

βfDγ−βg)∥L2

+ C (∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣs+α) 2
j(m−1+α)∥∆jg∥L2 .

(4.11)

Therefore, by using estimate (4.11) in (4.2) yields

2jα∥∆j {[Dγ , f ]g} ∥L2 ≤ C (∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣs+α)
[
2j(α−1)∥g∥Hm + 2j(m−1+α)∥∆jg∥L2

]
+
∑

0<β≤γ

Cβ,γ2
jα∥∆j(D

βfDγ−βg)∥L2 .

Finally, since α ∈ (0, 1), estimates (4.5), (4.6) and (4.7) imply that∑
j≥−1

22jα∥∆j {[Dγ , f ]g} ∥2L2

1/2

≤ C (∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣs+α)


∑

j≥−1

22j(α−1)

1/2

∥g∥Hm +

∑
j≥−1

22j(m−1+α)∥∆jg∥2L2

1/2

+ ∥g∥Hm


≤ C (∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣs+α) ∥g∥Hm ,

where the constant C depends on α, d, m and s. We conclude the result. □

Theorem 4.2. Let s > d
2 + 1 be an integer, γ ∈ Nd

0 with |γ| = m ∈ [1, s] and α ∈ (0, 1) be given. Assume

that G ∈ Ḣα ∩ Ḣs+α ∩ Ĥs is a p × p matrix-valued function and that w ∈ Hm, h ∈ Hα are Rp-valued
vector fields. Then, there is a positive constant C, depending only on α,m, d and s such that the following
statements hold:

(I1) If w ∈ Hm+α, then

|
〈
Dγ
{
[Λ2α, G]w

}
, h
〉
L2 | ≤ C (∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α) (∥w∥Hm∥h∥Hα + ∥Λαw∥Hm∥h∥L2) . (4.12)

(I2) If α ∈ (0, 1
2 ] and w ∈ Hm, then

|
〈
Dγ
{
[Λ2α, G]w

}
, h
〉
L2 | ≤ C(∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)∥w∥Hm∥h∥Hα . (4.13)

(I3) If α ∈ ( 12 , 1), s >
d
2 + 2α and w ∈ Hm, then estimate (4.13) remains valid.

Proof. We begin with the identity

Dγ
{
[Λ2α, G]w

}
= Λ2α {[Dγ , G]w}+ [Λ2α, G]Dγw − [Dγ , G]Λ2αw.

Consequently, by the self-adjointness of Λα,〈
Dγ
{
[Λ2α, G]w

}
, h
〉
L2 = ⟨Λα {[Dγ , G]w} ,Λαh⟩L2 +

〈
[Λ2α, G]Dγw, h

〉
L2 −

〈
[Dγ , G]Λ2αw, h

〉
L2

=: I1 + I2 + I3.

Observe that, in all cases, estimate (4.1) implies that,

|I1| ≤C (∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α) ∥w∥Hm∥h∥Hα .

For I2 we use the self-adjointness of Λ2α in order to have

I2 = −
〈
Dγw, [Λ2α, G⊤]h

〉
L2
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and thus,

|I2| ≤ ∥Dγw∥L2∥[Λ2α, G⊤]h∥L2 .

Assume that α ∈
(
0, 1

2

]
. By setting σ = 2α ≤ 1 in lemma 4, we obtain the existence of a constant

C = C(α) > 0 such that,

∥[Λ2α, G⊤]h∥L2 ≤ C∥Λ2αG∥L∞∥h∥L2 . (4.14)

On the other hand, if α ∈ [ 12 , 1), 1 ≤ σ = 2α < 2 and the Kato-Ponce-Li inequality in Lemma 4 yields the
estimate

∥Λ2α(G⊤h)−G⊤Λ2αh−
d∑

j=1

∂jG
⊤Λ2α,ejh∥L2 ≤ C∥Λ2αG∥BMO∥h∥L2 .

Then, by the triangle inequality

∥[Λ2α, G⊤]h∥L2 ≤ C∥Λ2αG∥BMO∥h∥L2 +

d∑
j=1

∥∥∂jG⊤Λ2α,ejh
∥∥
L2

≤ C
[
∥Λ2αG∥BMO∥h∥L2 + ∥∇G∥L∞∥Λ2α−1h∥L2

]
.

(4.15)

Using the embedding L1
loc(Rd)∩ Ḣd/2 ↪→ BMO and the assumption s > d

2 + 1, we obtain the existence of a
constant C > 0 such that, for every α ∈ (0, 1),

∥Λ2αG∥BMO ≤ C∥Λ2αG∥Ḣd/2 ≤ C∥G∥
Ḣ2α+ d

2
≤ C (∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)

As a consequence of (4.14) and (4.15), for any α ∈ (0, 1), there is a constant C > 0 such that,

∥[Λ2α, G⊤]h∥L2 ≤ C (∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α) ∥Λαh∥L2 .

Therefore, for any α ∈ (0, 1),

|I2| ≤ C(∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)∥w∥Hm∥h∥Hα .

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

|I3| ≤ C∥∇G∥L∞∥Λ2αw∥Hm−1∥h∥L2

and thus, the embedding Hs−1 ↪→ L∞ yields,

|I3| ≤ C∥∇G∥Hs−1

{
∥w∥Hm∥h∥L2 0 < α ≤ 1

2 ,
∥Λαw∥Hm∥h∥L2

1
2 < α < 1.

After combining the estimates for I1, I2 and I3, the statements in (I1) and (I2) follow.
Now assume that α ∈ (12 , 1) and s > d

2 + 2α. By the Leibniz rule,

I3 = −
∑

0<β≤γ

Cβ,γ

〈
DβGDγ−βΛ2αw, h

〉
L2 .

We split this sum according to the size of |β|:

I3 = I3,1 + I3,2 + I3,3
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where

I3,1 := −
∑
β≤γ
|β|=1

Cβ,γ

〈
DβGDγ−βΛ2αw, h

〉
L2 , I3,2 := −

∑
β≤γ

2≤|β|≤|γ|−1

Cβ,γ

〈
DβGDγ−βΛ2αw, h

〉
L2

and I3,3 := −
〈
DγGΛ2αw, h

〉
L2 .

Here and below, empty sums are understood to be zero. By using the self-adjointness of Λα we can write
I3,1 as

I3,1 = −
∑
β≤γ
|β|=1

Cβ,γ

〈
Dγ−βΛαw,Λα(DβG⊤h)

〉
L2

and thus, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the commutator estimate in lemma 4 it follows that

|I3,1| ≤
∑
β≤γ
|β|=1

Cγ,β∥Dγ−βΛαw∥L2

(
∥[Λα, DβG⊤]h∥L2 + ∥DβG⊤Λαh∥L2

)
≤ C∥w∥Hm (∥Λα∇G∥L∞∥h∥L2 + ∥∇G∥L∞∥h∥Hα) .

Since, by hypothesis, G ∈ Ḣs+α and ∇G ∈ Hs−1 we infer that ∇G ∈ Hs+α−1, which in turn implies that
Λα∇G ∈ Hs−1. Therefore, by the embedding Hs−1 ↪→ L∞,

∥Λα∇G∥L∞ ≤ C∥Λα∇G∥Hs−1 ≤ C(∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)

and thus,

|I3,1| ≤ C(∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)∥w∥Hm∥h∥Hα .

For I3,2, we write

I3,2 := −
∑
β≤γ

2≤|β|≤|γ|−1

Cβ,γ

〈
Dγ−βΛ2αw,DβG⊤h

〉
L2

and since, |β| ≥ 2, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies the estimate

|I3,2| ≤ C∥w∥Hm

∑
β≤γ

2≤|β|≤|γ|−1

∥DβG⊤h∥L2 .

By applying Hölder’s inequality with p = d
d−2α and q = d

2α we obtain

∥DβG⊤h∥L2 ≤
(∫

Rd

|DβG| d
α dx

)α
d
(∫

Rd

|h|
2d

d−2α dx

) d−2α
2d

.

Given that α ∈ ( 12 , 1) and d = 2, 3, it holds that, 2 < d
α < 6 and we can apply the continuous embeddings

Ḣα ↪→ L
2d

d−2α and H1 ↪→ L
d
α to the right-hand side of the last inequality and thus obtain,

∥DβG⊤h∥L2 ≤ C∥DβG∥H1∥h∥Ḣα .

Since, in I3,2, |β| ≤ |γ| − 1, we conclude that

|I3,2| ≤ C(∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)∥w∥Hm∥h∥Hα .
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For I3,3 we have to distinguish three cases, namely, |γ| = 1, 2 ≤ |γ| ≤ s − 1 and |γ| = s. We assume first
that |γ| = 1 and proceed as in the estimate for I3,1, that is,

|I3,3| = |
〈
Λαw,Λα(DγG⊤h)

〉
L2 | ≤ C∥w∥H1 (∥Λα∇G∥L∞∥h∥L2 + ∥∇G∥L∞∥h∥Hα)

≤ (∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)∥w∥H1∥h∥Hα .

If 2 ≤ |γ| ≤ s− 1 we argue as in the estimate for I3,2,

|I3,3| = |
〈
Λ2αw,DγG⊤h

〉
L2 | ≤ C∥w∥H2∥DγG∥H1∥h∥Ḣα

≤ (∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)∥w∥Hm∥h∥Hα .

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

|I3,3| ≤ ∥DγGΛ2αw∥L2∥h∥L2 ≤ ∥DγG∥L2∥Λ2αw∥L∞∥h∥L2 .

Therefore, by the assumption s > d
2 + 2α, we apply the embedding Hs−2α ↪→ L∞ and thus,

|I3,3| ≤ (∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)∥w∥Hs∥h∥L2 .

Hence, for any 1 ≤ |γ| = m ≤ s,

|I3,3| ≤ (∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)∥w∥Hm∥h∥Hα .

Thus, statement (I3) is satisfied. This concludes the proof. □

Theorem 4.3. Let s > d
2 + 1 be an integer, m ∈ N0 with m ∈ [0, s] and α ∈ (0, 1) be given. Assume that

G ∈ Ḣα ∩ Ḣs+α ∩ Ĥs is a square matrix of order p and v ∈ Hm is a vector field with range in Rp. There is
a positive constant C depending only on d, s and α such that,

∥Λα[Jϵ, G]g∥Hm ≤ C(∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)∥v∥Hm

Proof. First observe that

∥Λα[Jϵ, G]v∥2Hm ≤
∑

|γ|≤m

∥Dγ{[Jϵ, G]v}∥2Hα =
∑

|γ|≤m

∑
j≥−1

22αj∥∆jD
γ{[Jϵ, G]v}∥2L2 . (4.16)

Hence, we concentrate on estimating the L2 norms of ∆jD
γ{[Jϵ, G]v} for each j ≥ −1 and γ ∈ Nd

0 with
|γ| ≤ m. Observe that, for each j ≥ −1 we have,

∆jD
γ{[Jϵ, G]v} = ∆j{Jϵ[Dγ , G]v}+∆j{[Jϵ, G]Dγv} −∆j{[Dγ , G]Jϵv}

=: Lj
1 + Lj

2 + Lj
3.

In order to estimate each term Lj
k, we apply the block operator ∆j into each commutator to obtain a second

decomposition as follows,

Lj
1 = Jϵ (Dγ{[∆j , G]v}+ [Dγ , G]∆jv − [∆j , G]Dγv) ,

Lj
2 = Jϵ{[∆j , G]Dγv}+ [Jϵ, G]∆jD

γv − [∆j , G]JϵDγv,

Lj
3 = Dγ{[∆j , G]Jϵv}+ [Dγ , G]∆jJϵv − [∆j , G]JϵDγv.

By the commutator estimates for the operators Dγ and ∆j (see, [2, Lemma 2.97] and [4, Proposition 1.5.10]),

2jα∥Lj
1∥L2 ≤ 2jα∥Dγ{[∆j , G]v}∥L2 + C∥∇G∥L∞2j(|γ|−1+α)∥∆jv∥L2 + C2j(α−1)∥∇G∥L∞∥Dγv∥L2 .
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Observe that the first term in Lj
1 coincides with Kj

1 defined in the proof of theorem 4.1 and thus, by (4.11),

2jα∥Lj
1∥L2 ≤ C(∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)

(
2(α−1)j∥Dγv∥L2 + 2j(|γ|−1+α)∥∆jv∥L2

)
+
∑

0<β≤γ

Cβ,γ2
jα∥∆j(D

βGDγ−βv)∥L2 .

Then, as a consequence of (4.5), (4.6) and (4.7), it follows that∑
j≥−1

22jα∥Lj
1∥2L2

1/2

≤ C(∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)∥v∥Hm .

The same estimate can be obtained for Lj
3.

The commutator estimates for the operator ∆j (see, [2, Lemma 2.97]), yield

2jα∥Lj
2∥L2 ≤ C(∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)2

(α−1)j∥Dγv∥L2 + 2jα∥[Jϵ, G]∆jD
γv∥L2 .

Observe that we cannot apply the commutator estimates for the operator Jϵ (see, [4, Section 1.5.4]) directly
to the remaining term in the last inequality, since it would yield upper bounds involving ∥v∥Hm+α . Instead,
we treat this term by a duality argument. Indeed, set h = ∆jD

γv and use the self-adjointness of Jϵ on L2

to show that

⟨[Jϵ, G]h, φ⟩L2 = −⟨h, [Jϵ, G⊤]φ⟩L2 for every φ ∈ L2.

Then, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and by [4, Lemma 1.5.2], we have

|⟨[Jϵ, G]h, φ⟩L2 | ≤ ∥h∥H−1∥[Jϵ, G⊤]φ∥H1 ≤ C∥∇G∥L∞∥φ∥L2∥h∥H−1 ,

for some positive constant C independent of h, G and φ. Hence,

∥[Jϵ, G]h∥L2 = sup
∥φ∥L2=1

|⟨[Jϵ, G]h, φ⟩L2 | ≤ C∥∇G∥L∞∥h∥H−1 . (4.17)

Consequently,

2jα∥Lj
2∥L2 ≤ C(∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)

(
2(α−1)j∥Dγv∥L2 + 2jα∥∆jD

γv∥H−1

)
≤ C(∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)

(
2(α−1)j∥Dγv∥L2 + 2j(|γ|−1+α)∥∆jv∥L2

)
≤ C(∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)

(
2(α−1)j∥v∥Hm + 2jm∥∆jv∥L2

)
.

Therefore, ∑
j≥−1

22jα∥Lj
2∥2L2

1/2

≤ C(∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)∥v∥Hm .

After collecting all the estimates for Lj
1, L

j
2, L

j
3 and using (4.16) we conclude the result. □

Theorem 4.4. Let α ∈ (0, 1) be given and let s > d
2 +1 be an integer. Assume that G is p×p matrix-valued

function and that w is a Rp-valued vector field. Then, there is a positive constant C depending only on d, s
and α such that the following statements are satisfied.

(i) If w ∈ Hs−α and G ∈ Ĥs, then

∥Λs−α[Jϵ, G]w∥L2 ≤ C∥G∥Ĥs∥w∥Hs−1 (4.18)

and ∥Λs−α[Jϵ, G]w∥L2 → 0 as ϵ → 0.
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(ii) Set sα := max{1, 2α}. If s > d
2 + sα, G ∈ Ĥs and w ∈ Hs−sα , then

∥Λs−α[Jϵ, G]w∥L2 ≤ C∥G∥Ĥs∥w∥Hs−sα (4.19)

and ∥Λs−α[Jϵ, G]w∥L2 → 0 as ϵ → 0.

(iii) If G ∈ Ḣα ∩ Ĥs ∩ Ḣs+α and w ∈ Hs we have that

∥Λs+α[Jϵ, G]w∥L2 ≤ C(∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)∥w∥Hs (4.20)

and ∥Λs+α[Jϵ, G]w∥L2 → 0 as ϵ → 0.

Proof. (i) Let us first assume that w ∈ Hs−α and notice that,

Λs−α[Jϵ, G]w = Jϵ[Λs−α, G]w + [Jϵ, G]Λs−αw − [Λs−α, G]Jϵw.

By the fractional Leibniz rule and the duality argument that led us to (4.17) it follows that,

∥Λs−α[Jϵ, G]w∥L2 ≤ C
(
∥∇G∥L∞∥Λs−α−1w∥L2 + ∥Λs−αG∥L2∥w∥L∞ + ∥∇G∥L∞∥Λs−αw∥H−1

)
.

Then, estimate (4.18) is a consequence of applying the Sobolev embedding Hs−1 ↪→ L∞ into the last
inequality.

(ii) Now assume that s > d
2 + sα and w ∈ Hs−sα . Let {φm} ⊂ S such that φm → w in Hs−sα . Since,

φm ∈ Hs−α, we apply the decomposition

Λs−α[Jϵ, G]φm = Jϵ[Λs−α, G]φm + [Jϵ, G]Λs−αφm − [Λs−α, G]Jϵφm

Then, as in step (i), for each m ∈ N it holds that,

∥Λs−α[Jϵ, G]φm∥L2 ≤ C
(
∥G∥Ĥs∥φm∥Hs−α−1 + ∥Λs−αG∥L2∥φm∥L∞

)
,

Therefore, by the embeddings Hs−sα ↪→ L∞ and Hs−sα ↪→ Hs−α−1 we obtain that

∥Λs−α[Jϵ, G]φm∥L2 ≤ C∥G∥Ĥs∥φm∥Hs−sα for all m ∈ N.

Consequently, for every ϕ ∈ S and m ∈ N, it holds that,

|⟨[Jϵ, G]φm,Λs−αϕ⟩L2 | = |⟨Λs−α[Jϵ, G]φm, ϕ⟩L2 | ≤ C∥G∥Ĥs∥φm∥Hs−sα ∥ϕ∥L2 .

Since, [Jϵ, G]φm → [Jϵ, G]w in L2, for any ϵ > 0, it follows that

|⟨[Jϵ, G]w,Λs−αϕ⟩L2 | ≤ C∥G∥Ĥs∥w∥Hs−sα ∥ϕ∥L2 , for all ϕ ∈ S.

The estimate (4.19) now follows by the Riesz representation theorem.
(iii) Assume that w ∈ Hs. Since

∥Λs+α[Jϵ, G]w∥L2 ≤ ∥Λα[Jϵ, G]w∥Hs ,

(4.20) is a consequence of theorem 4.3.
Now, we prove the convergence assertion in case (iii). Let {φm} ⊂ S such that, φm → w in Hs. In order

to prove the convergence to zero in L2, we fix m ∈ N and use the following decomposition,

Λs+α[Jϵ, G]φm = Jϵ[Λs+α, G]φm + [Jϵ, G]Λs+αφm − [Λs+α, G]Jϵφm

=: Im1,ϵ + Im2,ϵ − Im3,ϵ.

By [4, Lemma 1.5.2], Im2,ϵ → 0 in L2 as ϵ → 0. Meanwhile, since Λs+α(Gφm), GΛs+αφm and Λs+αφm belong

to L2, it follows that

JϵΛs+α(Gφm) → Λs+α(Gφm), Jϵ(GΛs+αφm) → GΛs+αφm and GΛs+αJϵφm → GΛs+αφm
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in L2 as ϵ → 0. Furthermore, by the fractional Leibniz rule combined with the embedding Hs−1 ↪→ L∞ we
have the estimate

∥Λs+α(GJϵφm)− Λs+α(Gφm)∥L2 ≤ C (∥G∥L∞∥Jϵφm − φm∥Ḣs+α + ∥G∥Ḣs+α∥Jϵφm − φm∥Hs−1) ,

which goes to zero as ϵ → 0. Therefore, for each m ∈ N it holds that

lim
ϵ→0

(
Im1,ϵ − Im3,ϵ

)
= lim

ϵ→0

(
JϵΛs+α(Gφm)− Λs+α(GJϵφm)− Jϵ(GΛs+αφm) +GΛs+αJϵφm

)
= Λs+α(Gφm)− Λs+α(Gφm)−GΛs+αφm +GΛs+αφm = 0 in L2.

Finally, observe that, as a consequence of (4.20),

∥Λs+α[Jϵ, G]w − Λs+α[Jϵ, G]φm∥L2 ≤ C(∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)∥w − φm∥Hs

and the result follows. The convergence statements in (i) and (ii) are obtained by the same argument,
replacing Λs+α by Λs−α and by using estimates (4.18) and (4.19), respectively. □

Theorem 4.5. Let s > d
2 + 1 be an integer and α ∈ (0, 1) be given. Assume that f ∈ Ḣα ∩ Ĥs ∩ Ḣs+α and

g ∈ Hm for some m ∈ N with 1 ≤ m ≤ s. Then, there is a positive constant C depending only on α, m, d
and s, such that

∥[Λ2α, f ]g∥Hm−1 ≤ C(∥f∥Ḣα + ∥f∥Ḣs+α)∥g∥Hm . (4.21)

Proof. First, notice that if m = 1 the result follows directly from the L2 estimates for the commutator of
Λ2α. Indeed, if 0 < α ≤ 1

2 we use (3.9) and if 1
2 < α < 1 we apply (3.6) with p1 = ∞, p2 = 2, p3 = p4 = 4

together with the embedding H1 ↪→ L4.
Then, we assume 2 ≤ m ≤ s. Given that

∥[Λ2α, f ]g∥Hm−1 ≤ C(∥[Λ2α, f ]g∥L2 + ∥Λm−1[Λ2α, f ]g∥L2),

it is enough to prove the required estimate for the term Λm−1[Λ2α, f ]g. By using the identity

Λm−1[Λ2α, f ]g = [Λm−1+2α, f ]g − [Λm−1, f ]Λ2αg,

the result reduces to estimate the L2 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 = ∞, p2 = 2, p3 = 2 and p4 = ∞
together with the embedding Hs ↪→ L∞. □

5. Basic assumptions for linearized fractional systems

In this section we establish the basic structural assumptions for the following linearized system of equa-
tions,

A0(Ũ)∂tU +Aj(Ũ)∂jU +D(Ũ)U +B(Ũ)Λ2αU +H(Ũ)[Λ2α, G(Ũ)]LU = F, (5.1)

The initial data is prescribed at t = 0,

U |t=0 = U0. (5.2)

Here, U denotes the unknown variable and is such that U = U(x, t) ∈ RN for all (x, t) ∈ Rd × [0, T ], for

some T > 0. For each Ũ ∈ O, an open convex set of RN , the coefficients A0(Ũ), Aj(Ũ) D(Ũ), B(Ũ), H(Ũ)

and G(Ũ) in (5.1) are real matrices of order N ×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 A0(Ũ), Aj(Ũ), D(Ũ), B(Ũ), H(Ũ) and G(Ũ) are smooth in Ũ ∈ O.

(C2) A0(Ũ) is real symmetric and positive definite for Ũ ∈ O.

(C3) Aj(Ũ) are real symmetric for each Ũ ∈ O.
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(C4) There is a partition in the vector functions Ũ ∈ O and U ∈ RN so that,

Ũ(x, t) = (ũ, ṽ)⊤(x, t), and U(x, t) = (u, v)⊤(x, t),

with ũ(x, t), u(x, t) ∈ Rk, ṽ(x, t), v(x, t) ∈ Rm and N = k +m, for any (x, t) ∈ Rd × [0, T ].

(C5) For each Ũ ∈ O, B(Ũ) ≥ 0. Moreover, B(Ũ) is of the form,

B(Ũ) =

(
Ok×k Ok×m

Om×k B0(Ũ)

)
, (5.3)

where B0(Ũ) is a real symmetric positive definite matrix of order m×m for all Ũ ∈ O and there is
a positive constant µ0 > 0 such that,

for all v ∈ Hα, ⟨B0(Ũ)Λ2αv, v⟩L2 ≥ µ0∥Λαv∥2L2 .

(C6) There are matrices H0 and G0 of order m×m that are smooth functions only on ṽ ∈ Rm such that

for any Ũ ∈ O,

H(Ũ) =

(
Ok×k Ok×m

Om×k H0(ṽ)

)
and G(Ũ) =

(
Ok×k Ok×m

Om×k G0(ṽ)

)
(5.4)

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

Condition 2. Let s > d
2 + 1 be an integer and α ∈ (0, 1] be arbitrary. For (ũ, ṽ) = (ũ, ṽ)(x, t), given

functions on QT , we assume the following conditions.

(A1) (ũ, ṽ) ∈ C([0, T ];Hs), ṽ ∈ L2([0, T ];Hs+α).
(A2) ∂tũ ∈ C([0, T ];Hs−1). If α ∈ [ 12 , 1], we assume that ∂tṽ ∈ C([0, T ];Hs−2α) ∩ L2([0, T ];Hs−1) and, if

on the other hand, α ∈ (0, 1
2 ), we assume that ∂tṽ ∈ C([0, T ];Hs−1) ∩ L2([0, T ];Hs−1).

(A3) (ũ, ṽ)(x, t) ∈ O1 for any (x, t) ∈ QT , where O1 is an open bounded convex set in RN satisfying
O1 ⊂ O.

Remark 1. Observe that, by conditions (A2) and (C3) there are positive constants a0 = a0(O1) and a1 =
a1(O1) such that,

for all t ∈ [0, T ], a0|V |2 ≤ (A0(Ũ(t))V, V )RN ≤ a1|V |2

In the following sections we assume that the constant matrix L is either the identity matrix IN or the
matrix L defined in (2.1). In the second case, for every U = (u, v)⊤ ∈ RN with u ∈ Rk and v ∈ Rm, we have

LNU =

(
Ok×1

L0u

)
∈ RN . (5.5)

We show that the estimates for the commutator term in (5.1) can be absorbed by the dissipation if, in
addition to condition 1, one of the following hypotheses holds:

(E1) L = IN .
(E2) L = LN and α ∈ (0, 1

2 ].

(E3) L = LN , α ∈ (12 , 1) and s > d
2 + 2α. Furthermore, A0(Ũ) has the block structure

A0(Ũ) =

(
A0

1(Ũ) Ok×m

Om×k A0
2(ṽ)

)
,

where A0
1(Ũ) and A0

2(ṽ) are real symmetric, positive definite matrices of order k × k and m×m for

all Ũ = (ũ, ṽ) ∈ O.
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To establish the well-posedness of the linear Cauchy problem 5.1-(5.2), we introduce the following as-
sumptions, which will be assumed throughout the next section.

(L1) s > d
2 + 1 is and integer and α ∈ (0, 1) is fixed but arbitrary.

(L2) Ũ = (ũ, ṽ)⊤ satisfies condition 2. Moreover, we fix a constant M > 0 such that

∥Ũ(t)∥Hs ≤ M for all t ∈ [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(Ũ) denote any of the matrix coefficients in

(5.1) and assume that Ũ satisfies condition 2 and the uniform bound (5.6).
First note that, since s− 1 > d

2 , the Sobolev embedding theorem combined with (5.6), yield

∥Ũ(t)∥L∞ ≤ κdM, for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (5.7)

By the smoothness of A, A(Ũ) ∈ L∞(Rd × [0, T ]). Moreover, since Ũ ∈ O1, there is a positive constant
cA(O1), such that

∥A(Ũ)∥L∞ ≤ 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

∥∇xA(Ũ)∥Hm−1 ≤ C∥A∥Cm(O1)
(1 +M)m−1∥∇Ũ∥Hm−1 .

Hence, there is a positive constant CA = CA(O1,M), such that

∥A(Ũ(t))∥H̃m ≤ cA(O1) + CA(O1,M)M for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Define

C(O1,M) := sup
A

cA(O1) + CA(O1,M)M,

where the supremum is taken over the set of all matrix coefficients A in (5.1). Similarly, for every σ ∈ [0, s]
we use the fractional chain rule estimates in (3.10) to ensure the existence of a constant C = C(O1) such
that

∥A(Ũ(t))∥Ḣσ ≤ C(O1)∥Ũ(t)∥Hs for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Assume that V ∈ Hm. Then, by the Sobolev product estimates 1,

∥A(Ũ)V ∥Hm ≤ C(O1,M)∥V ∥Hm . (5.8)

Let G = G(Ũ) be as in condition 1 and let Ũ = (ũ, ṽ)⊤ satisfy condition 2. By the chain rule estimates
(3.10) together with condition (C6), we have

∥G(Ũ)∥Ḣα + ∥G(Ũ)∥Ḣs+α ≤ ∥G0(ṽ)∥Ḣα + ∥G0(ṽ)∥Ḣs+α

≤ C(O1)
(
∥Ũ∥Hs + ∥ṽ∥Hs+α

)
.

(5.9)

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

Jϵu = F−1 (η̂ϵû) = ηϵ ∗ u.

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

∂tUn + (A0(Ũ))−1
[
Jϵn
(
Aj(Ũ)∂jJϵnUn

)
+ Jϵn

(
D(Ũ)JϵnUn

)
+ Jϵn

(
B(Ũ)Λ2αJϵnUn

)
+ Jϵn

(
H(Ũ)Jϵn [Λ2α, G(Ũ)]LJϵnUn

)]
= (A0(Ũ))−1Jϵn (F ) ,

(LSn)
for the unknown Un = (un, vn)

⊤, with un(x, t) ∈ Rk and vn(x, t) ∈ Rm for all (x, t) ∈ Rd × [0, T ] and initial
data,

Un|t=0 = JϵnU0. (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
L ∈ C ([0, T ];B(X)). Then, for any v0 ∈ X and f ∈ C([0, T ];X) the problem

v′(t) = L(t)v(t) + f(t), t ∈ (0, T ),

v(0) = v0,
(6.2)

has a unique solution v ∈ C((0, T );X) ∩ C1 ([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 1 and 2 are satisfied and that F ∈ C([0, T ];Hσ) for some σ ∈ [0, s].
Then, for each fixed t ∈ [0, T ], the mapping L(t) : Hs → Hs defined as

V
L7−→ −(A0(Ũ))−1Jϵn

(
Aj(Ũ)∂jJϵnV

)
− (A0(Ũ))−1Jϵn

(
D(Ũ)JϵnV

)
− (A0(Ũ))−1Jϵn

(
B(Ũ)Λ2αJϵnV

)
− (A0(Ũ))−1Jϵn

(
H(Ũ)Jϵn [Λ2α, G(Ũ)]LJϵnV

)
,

is continuous and L ∈ C([0, T ];B(Hs)). Moreover, (A0(Ũ))−1Jϵn (F ) ∈ C([0, T ];Hs).

Proof. First, we estimate the Hs norm of each term separately by using the Sobolev product estimates 1,∥∥∥(A0(Ũ))−1Jϵn
(
Aj(Ũ)∂jJϵnV

)∥∥∥
Hs

≤ C∥(A0(Ũ))−1∥Ĥs∥Aj(Ũ)∥Ĥs∥Jϵn∂jV ∥Hs

≤ C(O1,M)
1

ϵn
∥∂jV ∥Hs−1 .

(6.3)

Similarly, ∥∥∥(A0(Ũ))−1Jϵn
(
D(Ũ)JϵnV

)∥∥∥
Hs

≤ C(O1,M)∥V ∥Hs∥∥∥(A0(Ũ))−1Jϵn
(
B(Ũ)Λ2αJϵnV

)∥∥∥
Hs

≤ C(O1,M)
1

ϵ2α
∥Λ2αV ∥Hs−2α ,

(6.4)
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and ∥∥∥(A0(Ũ))−1Jϵn
(
H(Ũ)Jϵn [Λ2α, G(Ũ)]JϵnLV

)∥∥∥
Hs

≤ C(O1,M)
(
∥JϵnΛ2α(G(Ũ)JϵnLV )∥Hs + ∥Jϵn(G(Ũ)Λ2αJϵnLV )∥Hs

)
≤ C(O1,M)

1

ϵ2α
∥V ∥Hs

(6.5)

By combining (6.3), (6.4) and (6.5) we conclude that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup
V ∈Hs

∥V ∥Hs=1

∥L(t)V ∥Hs ≤ C(O1,M)

(
1

ϵn
+

1

ϵ2αn

)
. (6.6)

In particular, this implies that L ∈ L∞([0, T ];B(Hs)). It remains to show that L(t) → L(t0) in B(Hs) if

t → t0 for any t, t0 ∈ [0, T ]. Define L0(t) := A0(Ũ(t))L(t). For any V ∈ Hs with ∥V ∥Hs = 1, the same
estimates that led us to (6.3)-(6.5) yield

∥L0(t)V − L0(t0)V ∥Hs

≤
d∑

j=1

∥Aj(Ũ(t))−Aj(Ũ(t0))∥Ĥs

1

ϵn
+ ∥D(Ũ(t))−D(Ũ(t0))∥Ĥs + ∥B(Ũ(t))−B(Ũ(t0))∥Ĥs

1

ϵ2αn

+ ∥H(Ũ(t))−H(Ũ(t0))∥Ĥs∥Jϵn [Λ2α, G(Ũ(t))]JϵnLV ∥Hs + ∥H(Ũ(t0))∥Ĥs∥Jϵn [Λ2α, G(Ũ(t))−G(Ũ(t0))]JϵnLV ∥L2

≤
d∑

j=1

∥Aj(Ũ(t))−Aj(Ũ(t0))∥Ĥs

1

ϵn
+ ∥D(Ũ(t))−D(Ũ(t0))∥Ĥs + ∥B(Ũ(t))−B(Ũ(t0))∥Ĥs

1

ϵ2αn

+ ∥H(Ũ(t))−H(Ũ(t0))∥ĤsC(O1,M)
1

ϵ2αn
+ ∥G(Ũ(t))−G(Ũ(t0))∥ĤsC(O1,M)

1

ϵ2αn
.

The smoothness of the coefficients combined with condition 2 imply that A0, Aj , D,B,H,G ∈ C([0, T ]; Ĥs)
(see,[1, Lemma 7.2]). Therefore, we infer that

∀ V ∈ Hs, with ∥V ∥Hs = 1, ∥L0(t)V − L0(t0)V ∥Hs → 0 as t → t0 (6.7)

and since

∥L(t)V − L(t0)V ∥Hs ≤
∥∥∥((A0(Ũ(t)))−1 − (A0(Ũ(t0)))

−1
)
L0(t)V

∥∥∥
Hs

+
∥∥∥(A0(Ũ(t0)))

−1(L0(t)− L0(t0))V
∥∥∥
Hs

≤ C(O1,M)
(
∥(A0(Ũ(t)))−1 − (A0(Ũ(t0)))

−1∥Ĥs∥L(t)V ∥Hs + ∥L0(t)V − L0(t0)V ∥Hs

)
,

(6.6) and (6.7) yield that L ∈ C([0, T ];B(Hs)). Finally, for any t, t0 ∈ [0, T ],

∥(A0(Ũ(t)))−1JϵnF (t)− (A0(Ũ(t0)))
−1JϵnF (t0)∥Hs

≤
∥∥∥(A0(Ũ(t)))−1 − (A0(Ũ(t0)))

−1
∥∥∥
Ĥs

1

ϵs−σ
n

∥F (t)∥Hσ + ∥(A0(Ũ(t0)))
−1∥H̃s

1

ϵs−σ
∥F (t)− F (t0)∥Hσ .

The proof now follows. □

Theorem 6.1. There is a unique solution Un of the Cauchy problem (LSn) that belongs to the space
C([0, T ];Hs) ∩ C1((0, T );Hs) and satisfies the equation pointwise.
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Proof. By proposition 1, we can view (LSn) as the Cauchy problem (6.2) and thus, by lemma 7, there is a
unique Un ∈ C([0, T ];Hs) ∩ C1((0, T );Hs) such that Un(0) = JϵnU0 and

d

dt
Un = L(t)Un + (A0(Ũ))−1JϵnF ∈ C((0, T );Hs).

□

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 σ ∈ [0, s] and any α ∈ (0, 1), the vector space

X∞
σ,α,T :=

{
U = (u, v) ∈ L∞([0, T ];Hσ) | v ∈ L2([0, T ];Hσ+α)

}
,

and for any U ∈ Xσ,α,T , we define

E2
σ,α(U(t)) := ∥U(t)∥2Hσ +

∫ t

0

∥Λαv(τ)∥2Hσdτ for t ∈ [0, T ].

Moreover, we define Xσ,α,T := C([0, T ];Hσ) ∩ X∞
σ,α,T . Observe that, under the norm, Eσ,α,T (U) :=

supt∈[0,T ] Eσ,α(U(t)), X∞
σ,α,T and Xσ,α,T are Banach spaces.

Definition 7.1. Assume condition 1 is satisfied under one of the hypotheses (E1)-(E3). Let Ũ satisfy
condition 2. For a fixed α ∈ (0, 1), we introduce the family of operators {Aγ

α,Ũ
}γ∈Nd

0
, defined as follows. Let

γ ∈ Nd
0 and let U = (u, v)⊤ be such that the expressions below are well defined. For each t ∈ [0, T ], we set

(Aγ

α,Ũ
U)(t) := B(Ũ(t))Λ2αDγU(t) +H(Ũ(t))Dγ

{
[Λ2α, G(Ũ(t))]LU(t)

}
+ [Dγ , H(Ũ(t))][Λ2α, G(Ũ(t))]LU(t).

For the regularized problem (LSn), we similarly introduce the family of operators {Aγ,n

α,Ũ,
}γ∈Nd

0
defined by

(Aγ,n

α,Ũ,
U)(t) := B(Ũ(t))Λ2αDγJϵnU(t) +H(Ũ(t))Dγ

{
Jϵn [Λ2α, G(Ũ(t))]JϵnLU(t)

}
+ Jϵn

(
[Dγ , H(Ũ(t))]

{
Jϵn [Λ2α, G(Ũ(t))]JϵnLU(t)

})
.

Theorem 7.1. Assume conditions (L1)-(L3) hold. Then, there exists a nonnegative function ω ∈ L1([0, T ]),

depending only on Ũ , M and O1, such that for any integer m ∈ [1, s], the following statements hold.

(i) If U ∈ X∞
s+α,α,T ,∑

|γ|≤m

〈
(Aγ,

α,Ũ
U)(t), DγU(t)

〉
L2

≥ µ0

2
∥Λαv(t)∥2Hm − ω(t)∥U(t)∥2Hm for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (7.1)

(ii) If U ∈ X∞
s,α,T ,∑

|γ|≤m

〈
(Aγ,n

α,Ũ
JϵnU)(t), DγJϵnU(t)

〉
L2

≥ µ0

2
∥ΛαJϵnv(t)∥2Hm − ω(t)∥JϵnU(t)∥2Hm for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (7.2)

Proof. We first prove (i). Fix an integer m ∈ [1, s] and let U ∈ X∞
s+α,α,T . Observe that, by condition (C5),

we have ∑
|γ|≤m

⟨B0Λ
2αDγv,Dγv⟩L2 ≥ µ0∥Λαv∥2Hm .
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Therefore, by taking the inner product in L2 between Aγ

α,Ũ
U and DγU , we obtain∑

|γ|≤m

〈
(Aγ

α,Ũ
U)(t), DγU(t)

〉
L2

≥ µ0∥Λαv∥2Hm +
∑

|γ|≤m

Cγ +
∑

|γ|≤m

Dγ ,

where

Cγ :=
〈
HDγ

{
[Λ2α, G]LU

}
, DγU

〉
L2

and

Dγ :=
〈(
[Dγ , H]

{
[Λ2α, G]LU

})
, DγU

〉
L2 .

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality together with the commutator estimates for Dγ , we have

|Dγ | ≤ ∥∇H∥Hs−1∥[Λ2α, G]U∥Hm−1∥DγU∥L2 .

Then, by using estimate (4.21) together with (5.9) and the assumption (5.6), we obtain

|Dγ | ≤ C(O1,M) (M + ∥ṽ∥Hs+α) ∥U∥2Hm . (7.3)

Now, let LU = (y, w) ∈ Rk × Rm. As a consequence of condition (C6), we have

Cγ =
〈
Dγ{[Λ2α, G0]w}, H⊤

0 Dγv
〉
L2 .

Assume condition (E1) is satisfied. Then, w = v. Consequently, by applying estimate (4.12) in theorem
4.2 with G = G0, w = v and h = H⊤

0 Dγv, we obtain

|Cγ | ≤ C (∥G0∥Ḣα + ∥G0∥Ḣs+α)
(
∥v∥Hm∥H⊤

0 Dγvn∥Hα + ∥Λαv∥Hm∥H⊤
0 Dγv∥L2

)
.

Using the characterization of the Hα norm, together with the Kato-Ponce-Li inequality in Lemma 4 and the
estimate in (14.1) we obtain that

∥H⊤
0 Dγv∥Hα ≤ ∥H⊤

0 Dγv∥L2 + ∥Λα
(
H⊤

0 Dγv
)
∥L2

≤ ∥H0∥L∞∥Dγv∥L2 + ∥[Λα, H⊤
0 ]Dγv∥L2 + ∥H⊤

0 ΛαDγv∥L2

≤ ∥H0∥L∞ (∥Dγv∥L2 + ∥ΛαDγv∥L2) + ∥ΛαH0∥L∞ ∥Dγv∥L2

≤ (∥H0∥L∞ + ∥ΛαH0∥L∞) (∥Dγv∥L2 + ∥ΛαDγv∥L2)

≤ C
(
∥H0∥L∞ + ∥H0∥C([0,T ];Ḣα) + ∥H0∥C([0,T ];Ḣs)

)
(∥Dγv∥L2 + ∥ΛαDγv∥L2)

≤ C(O1,M) (∥Dγv∥L2 + ∥ΛαDγv∥L2)

(7.4)

Applying the previous estimate together with (5.9), yields

|Cγ | ≤ C(O1,M) (M + ∥ṽ∥Hs+α)
(
∥U∥2Hm + ∥U∥Hm∥Λαv∥Hm

)
. (7.5)

By Young’s inequality, for any ϵ0 > 0 there is a constant C(O1,M, ϵ0) such that

|Cγ |+ |Dγ | ≤ C(O1,M)(M + ∥ṽ∥Hs+α)∥U∥2Hm + C(O1,M, ϵ0)(M
2 + ∥ṽ∥2Hs+α)∥U∥2Hm +

ϵ0
2
∥Λαv∥2Hm .

Choosing ϵ0 > 0 sufficiently small, yields∑
|γ|≤m

〈
(Aγ

α,Ũ
U)(t), DγU(t)

〉
L2

≥ µ0

2
∥Λαv(t)∥2Hm − ω(t)∥U(t)∥2Hm .

Here, the function ω : [0, T ] → R+ is defined by

ω(t) := C1(O1,M)
(
M +M2 + ∥ṽ(t)∥Hs+α + ∥ṽ(t)∥2Hs+α

)
(7.6)
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for some constant C1(O1,M). Moreover ω ∈ 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 = L0u. Therefore,

Cγ :=
〈
Dγ
{
[Λ2α, G0]L0u

}
, H⊤

0 Dγv
〉
L2

where L0u ∈ Hm for any 1 ≤ m ≤ s, since L0 is constant. By applying estimate (4.13) in theorem 4.2, it
holds that

|Cγ | ≤ C (∥G0∥Ḣα + ∥G0∥Ḣs+α) ∥U∥Hm∥H⊤
0 Dγv∥Hα .

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

The proof of (ii) is analogous. The only difference is that the terms Cγ and Dγ are replaced by

Cn,γ :=
〈
HDγJϵn

{
[Λ2α, G]JϵnLU

}
, DγJϵnU

〉
L2

and

Dn,γ :=
〈
Jϵn
(
[Dγ , H]{Jϵn [Λ2α, G]JϵnLU}, DγJϵnU

)〉
L2 .

The estimate for Dn,γ is obtained as in the treatment of Dγ , yielding (7.3). Concerning Cn,γ , condition (C6)
and the self-adjointness of Jϵn on L2 imply

Cn,γ =
〈
Dγ [Λ2α, G0]Jϵnw, Jϵn(H⊤

0 DγJϵnv)
〉
L2 .

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

Theorem 7.2. Assume conditions (L1)-(L3) are satisfied. Define µ1 : [0, T ] → R+ as

µ1(t) := 1 +M +M2 + ∥ṽ(t)∥Hs+α + ∥ṽ(t)∥2Hs+α + ∥∂tŨ(t)∥Hs−1

which, by Condition 2, belongs to L1([0, T ]). Let F = (f1, f2)
⊤ : Rd × [0, T ] → Rk × Rm satisfy f1 ∈

C([0, T ];Hm−1)∩L2([0, T ];Hm) and f2 ∈ C([0, T ];Hm−2α)∩L2([0, T ];Hm−α). Assume moreover that U0 ∈
Hm. Let Un = (un, vn) ∈ C([0, T ];Hs)∩ C1((0, T );Hs) be the unique solution of the Cauchy problem (LSn)-
(6.1). Then, for every t ∈ [0, T ] the following estimate holds

∥Un(t)∥2Hm +

∫ t

0

∥ΛαJϵnvn(τ)∥2Hmdτ ≤ K(t)Φm
α (U0, F, t), (7.7)

where

K(t) := C0(O1)e
C2(O1,M)

∫ t
0
µ1(s)ds,

for some positive constants C0 = C0(O1), C2(O1,M) and

Φm
α (U0, F, t) := ∥U0∥2Hm +

∫ t

0

(
∥f1(τ)∥2Hm + ∥f2(τ)∥2Hm−α

)
dτ.

In particular, for every integer m ∈ [1, s], every n ∈ N, and every t ∈ [0, T ], the estimate

E2
m,α,T (JϵnUn(t)) ≤ K(t)Φm

α (U0, F, t) (7.8)

holds.
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Proof. Let Un be the unique solution to the Cauchy problem (LSn). For simplicity, we omit the dependence

of the coefficients on Ũ . Let m ∈ [1, s] be an integer and γ ∈ Nd
0 satisfy |γ| ≤ m. We apply the operator Dγ

to the linear system (LSn) to obtain

∂tD
γUn + (A0)−1Jϵn(Aj∂jD

γJϵnUn) + (A0)−1Jϵn(DDγJϵnUn) + (A0)−1Jϵn(A
γ

α,Ũ
JϵnUn)

+ (A0)−1R1
γ,n +R2

γ,n = (A0)−1DγJϵnF + [Dγ , (A0)−1]JϵnF.
(7.9)

where,

(A0)−1R1
γ,n := (A0)−1Jϵn

(
[Dγ , Aj ]∂jJϵnUn

)
+ (A0)−1Jϵn

(
[Dγ , B]Λ2αJϵnUn

)
+ (A0)−1Jϵn ([Dγ , D]JϵnUn) ,

R2
γ,n := [Dγ , (A0)−1]

{
Jϵn(Aj∂jJϵnUn)

}
+ [Dγ , (A0)−1] {JϵnDJϵnUn}

+ [Dγ , (A0)−1]
{
JϵnBΛ2αJϵnUn

}
and

R3
γ,n := [Dγ , (A0)−1]

{
Jϵn
(
HJϵn [Λ2α, G]JϵnLUn

)}
We multiply equation (7.9) by A0 and take L2-inner product with DγUn. Since Jϵn is self-adjoint on L2 and
each matrix Aj is symmetric, we obtain

⟨Jϵn(Aj∂jD
γJϵnUn), D

γUn⟩L2 = ⟨Aj∂jD
γJϵnUn, D

γJϵnUn⟩L2 = −1

2
⟨(∂jAj)DγJϵnUn, D

γJϵnUn⟩L2 ,

⟨Jϵn(BΛ2αDγJϵnUn), D
γUn⟩L2 = ⟨BΛ2αDγJϵnUn, D

γJϵnUn⟩L2 ,

⟨Jϵn(DDγJϵnUn), D
γJϵnUn⟩L2 = ⟨DDγJϵnUn, D

γJϵnUn⟩L2 .

Hence, by taking the inner product in L2 between (7.9) and DγUn and using conditions (C5) and (C6)
together with the definition of (Aγ

α,Ũ
JϵnUn) (see theorem 7.1) we obtain

1

2

d

dt

〈
A0DγUn, D

γUn

〉
L2 + ⟨(Aγ

α,Ũ
JϵnUn), D

γJϵnvn⟩L2 = An,γ + Bn,γ − In,γ − Jn,γ −Mn,γ , (7.10)

where

An,γ = ⟨DγF,DγJϵnUn⟩L2 +
〈
A0[Dγ , (A0)−1]JϵnF,DγUn

〉
L2 ,

Bn,γ =
1

2
⟨(∂jAj)DγJϵnUn, D

γJϵnUn⟩L2 − ⟨DDγJϵnUn, D
γJϵnUn⟩L2 +

1

2

〈
(∂tA

0)DγUn, D
γUn

〉
L2 ,

In,γ =
〈
R1

γ,n, D
γUn

〉
L2 ,

Jn,γ =
〈
A0R2

γ,n, D
γUn

〉
L2 ,

Mn,γ =
〈
A0R3

γ,n, D
γUn

〉
L2 .

Let us estimate each term separately. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

|Bn,γ | ≤
(
1

2
∥∂jAj∥L∞ + ∥D∥L∞ +

1

2
∥∂tA0∥L∞

)
∥DγUn∥2L2 .

Therefore, there is a positive constant C = C(O1) such that

|Bn,γ | ≤ C
(
1 + ∥∂tŨ∥Hs−1 +M

)
∥DγUn∥2L2 . (7.11)

To estimate In,γ and Jn,γ we apply the commutator estimates for Dγ to obtain

|In,γ |, |Jn,γ | ≤ C(O1,M)
(
∥Un∥2Hm + ∥Un∥Hm∥ΛαJϵnvn∥Hm

)
. (7.12)
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By the symmetry of A0 in condition (C2), it follows that

Mn,γ =
〈
[Dγ , (A0)−1]

{
Jϵn
(
HJϵn [Λ2α, G]JϵnLUn

)}
, (A0)−1DγJϵnUn

〉
L2 .

Observe that the previous term has the same structure as Dn,γ in the proof of theorem 7.1. Therefore,
proceeding exactly as in the estimate for Dn,γ (see, (7.3)), we obtain

|Mn,γ | ≤ C(O1,M) (M + ∥ṽ∥Hs+α) ∥Un∥2Hm .

Applying the coercivity inequality (7.2), together with the estimates for Bn,γ , In,γ , Jn,γ and Mn,γ in (7.10)
and summing over |γ| ∈ [0,m], we obtain the following estimate

1

2

d

dt

m∑
|γ|=0

〈
A0DγUn, D

γUn

〉
L2 +

µ0

2
∥ΛαJϵnvn∥2Hm − ω(t)∥Un∥2Hm

≤
m∑

|γ|=0

|An,γ |+ C(O1,M)(1 +M + ∥ṽ∥Hs+α + ∥∂tŨn∥Hs−1)
(
∥Un∥2Hm + ∥Un∥Hm∥ΛαJϵnvn∥Hm

) (7.13)

Since F = (f1, f2)
⊤, we have that,

m∑
|γ|=0

|An,γ | ≤
m∑

|γ|=0

|⟨Dγf1, D
γJϵnun⟩L2 |+ |⟨Dγf2, D

γJϵnvn⟩L2 |

≤ ∥f1∥Hm∥un∥Hm + ∥f2∥L2∥vn∥L2 +

m∑
|γ|=1

|⟨Dγf2, D
γJϵnvn⟩L2 |

≤ (∥f1∥Hm∥Un∥Hm + ∥f2∥Hm−α [∥Un∥Hm + ∥ΛαJϵnvn∥Hm ]) .

(7.14)

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

d

dt

m∑
|γ|=0

〈
A0DγUn, D

γUn

〉
L2 +

µ0

2
∥ΛαJϵnvn∥2Hm

≤ C1(O1,M)
[
∥f1∥2Hm + ∥f2∥2Hm−α + µ1(t)∥Un∥2Hm

] (7.15)

for some positive constant C1 = C1(O1,M). If we integrate this inequality in the interval [0, t] with t ∈ (0, T ]
and use Remark 1, we can assure the existence of positive constants a0 = a0(O1) and a1 = a1(O1) such that,

a0∥Un(t)∥2Hm +
µ0

2

∫ t

0

∥ΛαJϵnvn(τ)∥2Hmdτ

≤ a1∥U0∥2Hm + C1(O1,M)

∫ t

0

[
∥f1(τ)∥2Hm + ∥f2(τ)∥2Hm−α + µ1(τ)∥Un(τ)∥2Hm

]
dτ

Then, a standard application of Gronwall’s inequality yields estimate (7.7) with

C0(O1) :=
a1(O1)

min
{
a0(O1),

µ0

2

} . (7.16)

Finally, estimate (7.8) follows from the standard inequality,

∥JϵUn(t)∥Hm ≤ ∥Un(t)∥Hm ,

valid for every t ∈ [0, T ] and ϵ > 0. □
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The next results establish the convergence of {Un} to a strong solution of (5.1) under one of the assump-
tions (E1)-(E3). We will repeatedly use the following observation: for any σ ∈ R, δ ∈ (0, 1] and f ∈ Hσ+δ,
we have that,

∥(Jϵn+p
− Jϵn)f∥2Hσ =

∫
Rd

(1 + |ξ|2)σ|η̂(ϵn+pξ)− η̂(ϵnξ)|2−2δ|η̂(ϵn+pξ)− η̂(ϵnξ)|2δ|f̂(ξ)|2dξ

≤ (2∥η̂∥L∞)2−2δ

∫
Rd

(1 + |ξ|2)σ|η̂(ϵn+pξ)− η̂(ϵnξ)|2δ|f̂(ξ)|2dξ

≤ (2∥η̂∥L∞)2−2δ∥∇η̂∥2δL∞ |ϵn+p − ϵn|2δ
∫
Rd

(1 + |ξ|2)σ|ξ|2δ|f̂(ξ)|2dξ

≤ C0(δ)
2|ϵn+p − ϵn|2δ∥f∥2Hσ+δ ,

(7.17)

with C0(δ) := (2∥η̂∥L∞)1−δ∥∇η̂∥δL∞ . Similarly, since η̂(0) = 1, the same argument yields

∥(Jϵn − I)f∥2Hσ ≤ C0(δ)ϵ
2δ
n ∥f∥2Hσ+δ . (7.18)

Theorem 7.3. Under assumptions (L1)-(L3), let Un = (un, vn) be the unique solution of (LSn) associated
with data

U0 ∈ Hs, f1 ∈ C([0, T ];Hs−1) ∩ L2([0, T ];Hs), f2 ∈ C([0, T ];Hs−2α) ∩ L2([0, T ];Hs−α).

Then, there exists U ∈ ∩σ∈[0,s)Xσ,α,T such that,

JϵnUn → U in Xσ,α,T for all σ ∈ [0, 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 Vn,p := Un+p − Un and, in particular,
zn,p := vn+p − vn. Subtracting the equations satisfied by Un+p and Un, we obtain

A0∂tVn,p + Jϵn+p

(
Aj∂jJϵn+p

Vn,p + DJϵn+p
Vn,p +BΛ2αJϵn+p

Vn,p +HJϵn+p
[Λ2α, G]Jϵn+p

Vn,p

)
= Fα

n,p

Vn,p|t=0 = (Jϵn+p
− Jϵn)U0

(7.20)
where the source term is given by

Fα
n,p := (Jϵn+p − Jϵn)(F )− (Jϵn+p − Jϵn)(Aj∂jJϵnUn)− (Jϵn+p − Jϵn)(DJϵnUn)

− (Jϵn+p
− Jϵn)(BΛ2αJϵnUn)− Jϵn+p

(
H(Jϵn+p

− Jϵn)[Λ2α, G]JϵnUn

)
− (Jϵn+p

− Jϵn)
(
HJϵn [Λ2α, G]JϵnUn

)
− Jϵn+p

(
Aj∂j(Jϵn+p

− Jϵn)Un

)
− Jϵn+p

(
D(Jϵn+p − Jϵn)Un

)
− Jϵn+p

(
BΛ2α(Jϵn+p − Jϵn)Un

)
− Jϵn+p

(
HJϵn+p

[Λ2α, G](Jϵn+p
− Jϵn)Un

)
(7.21)

Moreover, we decompose Fα
n,p = (f1,α

n,p , f
2,α
n,p )

⊤ where f1,α
n,p and f2,α

n,p take values in Rk and Rm, respectively.
According to theorem 7.2, the sequence {Un} satisfies the estimate,

∥Un(t)∥2Hs +

∫ t

0

∥ΛαJϵnvn(τ)∥2Hsdτ ≤ K(t)Φs
α(U0, F, t) for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (7.22)

Furthermore, since Vn,p satisfies (7.20), we may apply m = s− 2 in (7.8) to obtain,

for all t ∈ [0, T ], ∥Jϵn+p
Vn,p(t)∥2Hs−2 +

∫ t

0

∥ΛαJϵn+p
zn,p(τ)∥2Hs−2dτ ≤ K(t)Φs−2

α (Vn,p(0), F
α
n,p, t). (7.23)
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We first prove that, as a consequence of (7.22) and (7.23), Jϵn+p
Vn,p converges to zero as n → ∞ with respect

to the norm of the space X∞
s−2,α,T . Employing (7.17) with σ = s − 2 and δ = 1, together with the Sobolev

product estimates, we obtain

∥f1,α
n,p ∥Hs−2 ≤ C0|ϵn+p − ϵn|

(
∥f1∥Hs−1 + ∥Aj∂jJϵnUn∥Hs−1 + ∥DJϵnUn∥Hs−1

)
+ ∥Aj(Jϵn+p − Jϵn)∂jUn∥Hs−2 + ∥D(Jϵn+p − Jϵn)Un∥Hs−2

≤ C0C(O1,M)|ϵn+p − ϵn| (∥f1∥Hs−1 + ∥Un∥Hs) .

(7.24)

To estimate f2,α
n,p we apply (7.17) with σ = s − 2 − α and δ = α, combined with conditions (C5) and (C6),

to obtain

∥f2,α
n,p ∥Hs−2−α ≤ C0(α)C(O1,M)|ϵn+p − ϵn|α (∥f2∥Hs−2 + ∥Un∥Hs) + C0(α)|ϵn+p − ϵn|α∥B0Λ

2αJϵnvn∥Hs−2

+ ∥H0(Jϵn+p
− Jϵn)[Λ2α, G0]Jϵnvn∥Hs−2−α + C0(α)|ϵn+p − ϵn|α∥H0Jϵn [Λ2α, G0]Jϵnvn∥Hs−2

+ ∥B0Λ
2α(Jϵn+p

− Jϵn)vn∥Hs−2−α + ∥H0Jϵn+p
[Λ2α, G0](Jϵn+p

− Jϵn)vn∥Hs−2−α .

In view of the embedding Hs−2 ↪→ Hs−2−α and the Sobolev product estimates, we have

∥f2,α
n,p ∥Hs−2−α ≤ C0(α)C(O1,M)|ϵn+p − ϵn|α (∥f2∥Hs−2 + ∥Un∥Hs) + C(O1,M)Rα

n,p (7.25)

with

Rα
n,p := ∥(Jϵn+p

− Jϵn)[Λ2α, G0]Jϵnvn∥Hs−2 + ∥Λ2α(Jϵn+p
− Jϵn)vn∥Hs−2

+ ∥Jϵn+p [Λ
2α, G0](Jϵn+p − Jϵn)vn∥Hs−2 .

We first consider the case α ∈ (0, 1
2 ]. Applying (7.17) with σ = s− 2 and δ = 1, implies that

Rα
n,p ≤ C0|ϵn+p − ϵn|

(
∥[Λ2α, G0]Jϵnvn∥Hs−1 + ∥Λ2αvn∥Hs−1

)
+ ∥Λ2α

(
G0(Jϵn+p − Jϵn)vn

)
∥Hs−2

+ ∥G0(Jϵn+p
− Jϵn)Λ2αvn∥Hs−2

≤ C(O1,M)
(
C0|ϵn+p − ϵn|∥vn∥Hs + ∥(Jϵn+p

− Jϵn)vn∥Hs−1

)
≤ C(O1,M)C0|ϵn+p − ϵn|∥vn∥Hs .

(7.26)

On the other hand, if α ∈ ( 12 , 1), we set σ = s− 2 and δ = 2− 2α in (7.17). Thus,

Rα
n,p ≤ C0(2− 2α)|ϵn+p − ϵn|2−2α

(
∥[Λ2α, G0]Jϵnvn∥Hs−2α + ∥Λ2αvn∥Hs−2α

)
+ ∥Λ2α

(
G0(Jϵn+p

− Jϵn)vn
)
∥Hs−2 + ∥G0(Jϵn+p

− Jϵn)Λ2αvn∥Hs−2

≤ C0(2− 2α)|ϵn+p − ϵn|2−2α
(
∥Λ2α(G0Jϵnvn)∥Hs−2α + ∥G0JϵnΛ2αvn∥Hs−2α + C(O1,M)∥Λ2αvn∥Hs−2α

)
+ ∥G0(Jϵn+p − Jϵn)vn∥Hs

≤ C0(2− 2α)|ϵn+p − ϵn|2−2α
(
C(O1,M)∥vn∥Hs + ∥G0JϵnΛ2αvn∥Hs−2α

)
+ C(O1,M)∥(Jϵn+p

− Jϵn)vn∥Hs .

Applying the fractional Leibniz rule (3.4) with p1 = ∞, p2 = 2 and p3 = p4 = 4, and using the Sobolev
embedding H1 ↪→ L4, we obtain

∥G0JϵnΛ2αvn∥Hs−2α ≤ ∥G0JϵnΛ2αvn∥L2 + ∥Λs−2α
(
G0JϵnΛ2αvn

)
∥L2

≤ C(O1,M)∥Λ2αvn∥L2 + ∥G0∥L∞∥vn∥Hs + ∥Λs−2αG0∥L4∥Λ2αvn∥L4

≤ C(O1,M)∥vn∥Hs + C∥Λs−2αG0∥H1∥Λ2αvn∥H1 .

Since 2α > 1, we have ∥Λs−2αG0∥H1 ≤ C(O1,M), which yields

∥G0JϵnΛ2αvn∥Hs−2α ≤ C(O1,M)∥vn∥Hs .
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Hence, for α ∈ ( 12 , 1),

Rα
n,p ≤ C3(O1,M)

(
|ϵn+p − ϵn|2−2α∥vn∥Hs + ∥(Jϵn+p − Jϵn)vn∥Hs

)
. (7.27)

Substituting (7.26) and (7.27) into (7.25), we arrive at

∥f2,α
n,p ∥Hs−2−α ≤ C3(O1,M)

(
|ϵn+p − ϵn|α + |ϵn+p − ϵn|2−2α + |ϵn+p − ϵn|

)
(∥f2∥Hs−2 + ∥Un∥Hs)

+ C3(O1,M)∥(Jϵn+p
− Jϵn)vn∥Hs .

(7.28)

Since ϵn → 0, we may assume that |ϵn+p − ϵn| < 1. Combining (7.24) and (7.28) with (7.23), we obtain, for
any t ∈ [0, T ],

∥Jϵn+p
Vn,p(t)∥2Hs−2 +

∫ t

0

∥ΛαJϵn+p
zn,p(τ)∥2Hs−2dτ

≤ K(T )

[
C2

0 |ϵn+p − ϵn|2∥U0∥2Hs +

∫ T

0

(∥f1,α
n,p (τ)∥2Hs−2 + ∥f2,α

n,p (τ)∥2Hs−2−α)dτ

]

≤ K(T )

[
C2

0 |ϵn+p − ϵn|2α
(
∥U0∥2Hs + C3(O1,M)2

∫ T

0

(∥f1(τ)∥2Hs + ∥Un(τ)∥2Hs)dτ

)

+ C3(O1,M)2
(
|ϵn+p − ϵn|2α + |ϵn+p − ϵn|2(2−2α)

)∫ T

0

(
∥f2(τ)∥2Hs−α + ∥Un(τ)∥2Hs

)
dτ

+ C3(O1,M)2
∫ T

0

∥(Jϵn+p
− Jϵn)vn(τ)∥2Hsdτ

]
.

Therefore, there exists a positive constant C4(O1,M), such that

∥Jϵn+pVn,p(t)∥2Hs−2 +

∫ t

0

∥ΛαJϵn+pzn,p(τ)∥2Hs−2dτ

≤ C4(O1,M)K(T )
(
|ϵn+p − ϵn|2α + |ϵn+p − ϵn|2(2−2α)

)(
Φs

α(U0, F, T ) + T sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥Un(t)∥2Hs

)

+ C4(O1,M)

∫ T

0

∥(Jϵn+p
− Jϵn)vn(t)∥2Hsdτ.

Notice that we cannot apply (7.17) to the last term of the previous inequality (with σ = s and δ = α), since
the energy estimate (7.7) only provides control on JϵnΛαvn and not on Λαvn. Nonetheless, observe that for
every t ∈ [0, T ], ∥(Jϵn+p − Jϵn)vn(t)∥Hs → 0 as n → ∞ and

∥(Jϵn+p
− Jϵn)vn(t)∥2Hs ≤ 2∥vn(t)∥2Hs ≤ 2K(T )Φs

α(U0, F, T ).

In consequence, by the dominated convergence theorem,∫ T

0

∥(Jϵn+p
− Jϵn)vn(τ)∥2Hsdτ → 0 as n → ∞.

The previous estimate implies that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥Jϵn+p
Vn,p(t)∥2Hs−2 +

∫ T

0

∥ΛαJϵn+p
zn,p(τ)∥2Hs−2dτ → 0 as n → ∞ for any p ∈ N0. (7.29)

Using the triangle inequality, it holds that

Es−2,α,T (Jϵn+pUn+p − JϵnUn) ≤ Es−2,α,T (Jϵn+pVn,p) + Es−2,α,T ((Jϵn+p − Jϵn)Un).
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By (7.29), Es−2,α,T (Jϵn+p
Vn,p) → 0 as n → ∞, uniformly in p ∈ N0. Furthermore, by (7.17) with σ = s− 2

and δ = 1 and the bound in (7.22),

E2
s−2,α,T ((Jϵn+p − Jϵn)Un) ≤ |ϵn+p − ϵn|2

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∥Un(t)∥2Hs−1 +

∫ T

0

∥Λαvn(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ

)
≤ |ϵn+p − ϵn|2K(T )Φs

α(U0, F, T ) → 0 as n → ∞.

Hence, for any p ∈ N0, Es−2,α,T (Jϵn+p
Un+p − JϵnUn) → 0 as n → ∞. Since, by theorem 6.1, {Un} ⊂

C([0, T ];Hs), we conclude that {JϵnUn} is a Cauchy sequence in Xs−2,α,T . Consequently, {JϵnUn} is a
Cauchy sequence in Xσ,α,T for every σ ∈ [0, s− 2].

It remains to consider the case σ ∈ (s − 2, s). Let θ ∈ (0, 1) be such that σ = (1 − θ)(s − 2) + θs. By
the interpolation between non-homogeneous Sobolev spaces and Hölder’s inequality with p = (1− θ)−1 and
q = θ−1, we have, for any t ∈ [0, T ],

E2
σ,α(JϵnUn(t)− JϵmUm(t)) ≤ ∥JϵnUn(t)− JϵmUm(t)∥2(1−θ)

Hs−2 ∥JϵnUn(t)− JϵmUm(t)∥2θHs

+

∫ t

0

∥Λα (Jϵnvn(τ)− Jϵmvm(τ)) ∥2(1−θ)
Hs−2 ∥Λα (Jϵnvn(τ)− Jϵmvm(τ)) ∥2θHsdτ

≤ ∥JϵnUn(t)− JϵmUm(t)∥2(1−θ)
Hs−2 ∥JϵnUn(t)− JϵmUm(t)∥2θHs

+

(∫ t

0

∥Λα (Jϵnvn(τ)− Jϵmvm(τ)) ∥2Hs−2dτ

)1−θ (∫ t

0

∥Λα (Jϵnvn(τ)− Jϵmvm(τ)) ∥2Hsdτ

)θ

.

The bound in (7.22) shows that {JϵnUn} is bounded in X∞
s,α,T , while the previous argument proves that it

is Cauchy in Xs−2,α,T . Hence, by interpolation, we deduce that E2
σ(JϵnUn(t)− JϵmUm(t)) → 0 as n,m → ∞

for any t ∈ [0, T ]. Therefore, {JϵnUn} is a Cauchy sequence in Xσ,α,T for every σ ∈ [0, s), which concludes
the proof. □

The next theorem shows that the limit U(u, v) obtained in theorem 7.3 is a strong solution of (5.1),
provided that the initial data have Hs regularity.

Theorem 7.4. Assume that U0 ∈ Hs, f1 ∈ C([0, T ];Hs−1) ∩ L2([0, T ];Hs) and f2 ∈ C([0, T ];Hs−2α) ∩
L2([0, T ];Hs−α). Under assumptions (L1)-(L3), there exists a solution U = (u, v) of (5.1)-(5.2) in the space
X∞

s,α,T ∩C([0, T ];Hσ) with ∂tu ∈ C([0, T ];Hσ−1) and ∂tv ∈ C([0, T ];Hσ−2α) for any σ ∈ [0, s). Furthermore,
U satisfies the estimate

E2
m,α(U(t)) ≤ K(t)Φm

α (U0, F, t) (7.30)

for all integers m ∈ [1, s] and t ∈ [0, T ]. If, in addition, α ∈ (0, 1
2 ], then ∂tv ∈ C([0, T ];Hσ−1) for every

σ ∈ [0, s).

Proof. We begin by establishing the convergence of the sequence {∂tUn} in a suitable space. By theorem
6.1, the difference Vn,p = Un+p − Un satisfies (7.20) pointwise in C([0, T ];Hs), with source term given by
(7.21). Taking the Hs−3-norm in (7.20) and using the Sobolev product estimates, we obtain

∥∂tVn,p∥Hs−3 ≤ ∥f1,α
n,p ∥Hs−2 + ∥f2,α

n,p ∥Hs−3 + C(O1,M)
[
∥Jϵn+p

Vn,p∥Hs−2 + ∥Jϵn+p
Vn,p∥Hs−1

]
. (7.31)

By estimate (7.24),

∥∂tVn,p∥Hs−3 ≤ ∥f2,α
n,p ∥Hs−3 + C0C(O1,M)|ϵn+p − ϵn|(∥f1∥Hs−1 + ∥Un∥Hs)

+ C(O1,M)
[
∥Jϵn+p

Vn,p∥Hs−2 + ∥Jϵn+p
Vn,p∥Hs−1

]
.
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Combining the Sobolev product estimates with (7.17) with σ = s− 3 and δ = 1, and applying the resulting
estimate to all terms in f2,α

n,p except the last one, we obtain

∥f2,α
n,p ∥Hs−3 ≤ C0C(O1,M)|ϵn+p − ϵn|(∥f2∥Hs−2 + ∥Un∥Hs) + C(O1,M)∥[Λ2α, G0](Jϵn+p − Jϵn)vn∥Hs−3 .

Expanding the commutator in the remaining term and applying the triangle inequality, yields

∥[Λ2α, G0](Jϵn+p
− Jϵn)vn∥Hs−3 ≤ C(O1,M)∥(Jϵn+p

− Jϵn)vn∥Hs−1 .

Thus, (7.17) with σ = s− 1 and δ = 1, implies that

∥f2,α
n,p ∥Hs−3 ≤ C0C(O1,M)|ϵn+p − ϵn|(∥f2∥Hs−2 + ∥Un∥Hs).

Hence,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∂tVn,p(t)∥Hs−3 ≤ C3(O1,M)|ϵn+p − ϵn|(∥f1∥C([0,T ];Hs−1) + ∥f2∥C([0,T ];Hs−2α) + ∥Un∥C([0,T ];Hs))

+ C3(O1,M)
[
∥Jϵn+p

Vn,p∥C([0,T ];Hs−2) + ∥Jϵn+p
Vn,p∥C([0,T ];Hs−1)

]
.

(7.32)
Since theorem 7.3 implies that Jϵn+p

Vn,p → 0 in C([0, T ];Hσ) for every σ ∈ [0, s), and theorem 7.2 shows that

{Un} is bounded in C([0, T ];Hs), estimate (7.32) yields that {∂tUn} is a Cauchy sequence in C([0, T ];Hs−3)
for any α ∈ (0, 1). Therefore, by (7.19), there exists U ∈ ∩σ∈[0,s)C([0, T ];Hσ) and V ∈ C([0, T ];Hs−3) such
that

JϵnUn → U = (u, v) in C([0, T ];Hσ) for any σ ∈ [0, s) and ∂tUn → V in C([0, T ];Hs−3).
(7.33)

Moreover, by theorem 6.1, the identity,

JϵnUn(t)− JϵnUn(0) =

∫ t

0

Jϵn∂tUn(τ)dτ

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

U(t)− U0 =

∫ t

0

V (τ)dτ in C([0, T ];Hs−3),

which implies that ∂tU = 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 Hs−3. Using (7.18) with σ = s− 3 and δ = 1, we obtain

∥Jϵn(Aj∂jJϵnUn)−Aj∂jU∥Hs−3 ≤ ∥(Jϵn − I)Aj∂jJϵnUn∥Hs−3 + ∥Aj∂j(JϵnUn − U)∥Hs−3

≤ C(O1,M) (C0ϵn∥Un∥Hs−1 + ∥JϵnUn − U∥Hs−2)

and

∥JϵnDJϵnUn −DU∥Hs−3 ≤C(O1,M) (C0ϵn∥Un∥Hs−2 + ∥JϵnUn − U∥Hs−3)

∥JϵnBΛ2αJϵnUn −BΛ2αU∥Hs−3 ≤ C(O1,M) (C0ϵn∥Un∥Hs + ∥JϵnUn − U∥Hs−1)

Similarly, for the commutator term,

∥Jϵn
(
HJϵn [Λ2α, G]JϵnUn

)
−H[Λ2α, G]U∥Hs−3

≤ ∥(Jϵn − I)H0Jϵn [Λ2α, G0]JϵnUn∥Hs−3 + ∥H0(Jϵn − I)[Λ2α, G0]JϵnUn∥Hs−3 + ∥H0[Λ
2α, G0](JϵnUn − U)∥Hs−3

≤ C(O1,M)
(
C0ϵn∥[Λ2α, G0]JϵnUn∥Hs−2 + ∥[Λ2α, G0](JϵnUn − U)∥Hs−3

)
≤ C1(O1,M) (C0ϵn∥Un∥Hs + ∥JϵnUn − U∥Hs−1) .
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The right hand side of each of the previous inequalities converges to zero when n → ∞ by (7.33) and the
uniform boundedness of {Un} in L∞([0, T ];Hs). Finally, the assumptions of the theorem imply that

lim
n→∞

∥JϵnF − F∥C([0,T ];Hs−3) = 0 and lim
n→∞

∥JϵnU0 − U0∥Hs−3 = 0.

Moreover, by (7.33)

lim
n→∞

∥A0∂tUn −A0∂tU∥C([0,T ];Hs−3) = 0.

Therefore, U is a solution of equation (5.1) that satisfies the initial condition (5.2) in the space C([0, T ];Hs−3).
Now, by theorem 7.2, the sequence {Un} is bounded in the space X∞

s,α,T , which implies that, for each

t ∈ [0, T ], {JϵnUn(t)} is weakly convergent (up to a subsequence) to some U t in Hs and ΛαJϵnvn is weakly
convergent to some vα in the space L2([0, t];Hs). However, by theorem 7.3, the convergence JϵnUn → U =
(u, v) in Xσ,α,T for every σ ∈ [0, s), implies that U t = U(t) and vα = Λαv. Hence, for any t ∈ [0, T ],

∥U(t)∥2Hm +

∫ t

0

∥Λαv(τ)∥2Hmdτ ≤ lim inf
n→∞

(
∥Un(t)∥2Hm +

∫ t

0

∥Λαvn(τ)∥2Hmdτ

)
and thus, estimate (7.30) holds whenever m = s. If m ∈ [1, s) ∩ N, pass to the limit in (7.7) and (7.30)
follows.

Now assume that α ∈ (0, 1
2 ] and let σ ∈ [0, s). In this case, the embedding Hσ−2α ↪→ Hσ−1 implies

that, f2, BΛ2αU and H[Λ2α, G]U belong to the space C([0, T ];Hσ−1). Since U is a solution of (5.1), it
follows that U ∈ C([0, T ];Hσ) ∩ C1([0, T ];Hσ−1) for every σ ∈ [0, s). On the other hand, if α ∈ [ 12 , 1) the

previous conclusion remains true for the first component u of U , that is, u ∈ C([0, T ];Hσ)∩C1([0, T ];Hσ−1).
Meanwhile, for the second component v of U , we can only guarantee that v ∈ C([0, T ];Hσ)∩C1([0, T ];Hσ−2α)
and the result follows. □

Theorem 7.5. Assume conditions (L1)-(L3) hold. Let U ∈ X∞
s,α,T be a solution of the Cauchy problem

(5.1)-(5.2) corresponding to the data

U0 ∈ Hs, f1 ∈ C([0, T ];Hs−1) ∩ L2([0, T ];Hs), f2 ∈ C([0, T ];Hs−2α) ∩ L2([0, T ];Hs−α).

Then, for any t ∈ [0, T ],

E2
0,α(U(t)) ≤ K(t)

[
∥U0∥2L2 +

∫ t

0

∥F (τ)∥2L2dτ

]
(7.34)

and

E2
s,α(U(t)) ≤ K(t)Φs

α(U0, F, t). (7.35)

Furthermore, if U ∈ C([0, T ];Hσ) for some σ ∈ [0, s), then U ∈ C([0, T ];Hs).

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

Aα,ŨU(t) := B(Ũ(t))Λ2αU(t) +H(Ũ(t))[Λ2α, G(Ũ(t))]LU(t),

since all remaining contributions are estimated exactly as in the proof of theorem 7.2. By condition (C5),
we have 〈

Aα,ŨU(t), U(t)
〉
L2

≥ µ0∥Λαv∥2L2 +
〈
H(Ũ(t))[Λ2α, GŨ(t)]LU(t), U(t)

〉
L2

. (7.36)

Therefore, it remains to estimate the commutator contribution.
Assume first that α ∈ (0, 1

2 ]. Then, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality together with lemma 4 imply that

|
〈
H[Λ2α, G]LU,U

〉
L2 | ≤ C∥H∥L∞∥Λ2αG∥L∞∥U∥2L2 .
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Since 0 < 2α ≤ 1, we use the embedding Hs−α ↪→ L∞ to obtain,

|
〈
H[Λ2α, G]LU,U

〉
L2 | ≤ C(O1)∥G∥Ḣs+α∥U∥2L2 . (7.37)

On the other hand, if α ∈ (12 , 1) we use the method developed for the term I2 during the proof of theorem

4.2. Let LU = (y, w) ∈ Rk × Rm. First observe that, by condition (C6),〈
H[Λ2α, G]LU,U

〉
L2 =

〈
H0[Λ

2α, G0]w, v
〉
L2 .

Then, by the self-adjointness of the operator Λ2α, we have〈
H0[Λ

2α, G0]w, v
〉
L2 = −

〈
w, [Λ2α, G⊤

0 ](H
⊤
0 v)

〉
L2

and thus, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality it follows that

|
〈
H0[Λ

2α, G0]w, v
〉
L2 | ≤ |L|∥U∥L2∥[Λ2α, G⊤

0 ](H
⊤
0 v)∥L2 .

By using (3.7), the triangle inequality and the commutator estimate (3.8) we have

∥[Λ2α, G⊤
0 ](H

⊤
0 v)∥L2 ≤ ∥K2α(G

⊤
0 , H

⊤
0 v)∥L2 +

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

0<β≤2α

1

β!
DβG⊤

0 Λ
2α,β(H⊤

0 v)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2

≤ C
(
∥Λ2αG∥L∞∥H⊤

0 v∥L2 + ∥∇G∥L∞∥Λ2α−1(H⊤
0 v)∥L2

)
.

We use the embeddings Hs−α ↪→ L∞ and Hs−1 ↪→ L∞ to control the terms ∥Λ2αG∥L∞ and ∥∇G∥L∞ ,
respectively, and since ∥Λ2α−1(H⊤

0 v)∥L2 ≤ C∥Λα(H⊤
0 v)∥L2 , the commutator estimate (3.9) implies that

∥[Λ2α, G⊤
0 ](H

⊤
0 v)∥L2 ≤ C(∥G0∥Ḣα + ∥G0∥Ḣs+α)

(
∥H0∥L∞∥v∥L2 + ∥[Λα, H⊤

0 ]v∥L2 + ∥H0∥L∞∥Λαv∥L2

)
≤ C(O1,M)(∥G0∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)∥v∥Hα .

Therefore, by (5.9), it follows that〈
|H[Λ2α, G]LU,U

〉
L2 | ≤ C(O1,M)(M + ∥ṽ∥Hs+α)∥U∥L2∥v∥Hα . (7.38)

Using (7.37) in the case α ∈ (0, 1
2 ] and (7.38) in the case α ∈ ( 12 , 1), and then applying Young’s inequality

in (7.36), yields 〈
Aα,ŨU(t), U(t)

〉
L2

≥ µ0

2
∥Λαv(t)∥2L2 − ω(t)∥U(t)∥2L2 ,

where ω ∈ L1([0, T ]) is defined as in (7.6). Combining the previous estimate with the L2-energy identity and
applying Gronwall’s inequality yields (7.34).

We now turn to the proof of (7.35). By applying the operator Jϵ to (5.1) we obtain that JϵU satisfies the
following Cauchy problem

A0∂tJϵU +Aj∂jJϵU +DJϵU +BΛ2αJϵU +H[Λ2α, G]LJϵU = A0Fϵ +A0Kϵ

JϵU |t=0 = JϵU0,
(7.39)

with

Fϵ := (A0)−1JϵF + [Jϵ, (A0)−1]F − [Jϵ, A
j
]∂jU − [Jϵ, D]U − [Jϵ, B]Λ2αU,

Kϵ := −[Jϵ, H]Λ2α(GLU)−HΛ2α([Jϵ, G]LU) + [Jϵ, HG]Λ2αLU,

and where we have set, A
j
= (A0)−1Aj , B = (A0)−1B, D = (A0)−1D and H = (A0)−1H.

Let us show that Kϵ ∈ L2([0, T ];Hs−α) for any ϵ > 0. Since

∥Kϵ∥Hs−α ≤ ∥[Jϵ, H]Λ2α(GLU)∥Hs−α + ∥HΛ2α([Jϵ, G]LU)∥Hs−α + ∥[Jϵ, HG]Λ2αLU∥Hs−α

=: K1
ϵ +K2

ϵ +K3
ϵ ,

(7.40)
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we treat each term separately. Observe that, by the duality argument (4.17),

K1
ϵ ≤ C

(
∥[Jϵ, H]Λ2α(GLU)∥L2 + ∥[Jϵ, H]Λ2α(GLU)∥Ḣs−α

)
≤ C

(
∥H∥Ĥs∥Λ2α(GLU)∥H−1 + ∥[Jϵ, H]Λ2α(GLU)∥Ḣs−α

)
.

(7.41)

For K2
ϵ we use the fractional Leibniz rule (3.3),

K2
ϵ ≤ C

(
∥H∥L∞∥Λα[Jϵ, G]LU∥Hs + ∥H∥Ḣs−α∥Λ2α[Jϵ, G]LU∥L∞

)
.

Then, we apply theorem 4.3 with m = s for the first term in the right hand side of the last inequality. Thus,

K2
ϵ ≤ C(O1,M)

[
(∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)∥U∥Hs + ∥Λ2α[Jϵ, G]LU∥L∞

]
(7.42)

and let K4
ϵ := ∥Λ2α[Jϵ, G]LU∥L∞ .

Assume first that hypothesis (E1) holds. Then,

GLU = GU =

(
Ok×1

G0v

)
∈ L2([0, T ];Hs+α)

which implies that Λ2αGLU ∈ L2([0, T ];Hs−α). Therefore, by applying statement (i) in theorem 4.4 to the
second term in the right hand side of (7.41) we obtain

K1
ϵ ≤ C∥H∥Ĥs∥Λ2α(G0v)∥Hs−1 .

Then, by the fractional Leibniz rule,

∥Λ2α(G0v)∥Hs−1 ≤ C (∥G0v∥L2 + ∥G0v∥Ḣs+α)

≤ C (∥G0∥L∞∥v∥L2 + ∥G0∥L∞∥v∥Ḣs+α + ∥G0∥Ḣs+α∥v∥L∞)

≤ C∥G0∥Ĥs(∥v∥Hs + ∥v∥Hs+α) + C∥G0∥Ḣs+α∥v∥Hs .

Consequently,

K1
ϵ ≤ C(O1,M) (∥v∥Hs+α + ∥ṽ∥Hs+α∥U∥Hs) . (7.43)

Furthermore, by the block structure in conditions (C5)-(C6) and the triangle inequality

K4
ϵ ≤ ∥Λ2α(G0v)∥L∞ + ∥G0Λ

2αv∥L∞ .

Since v,G0v ∈ L2([0, T ];Hs+α), it holds that Λ2αv,Λ2α(G0v) ∈ L2([0, T ];Hs−α). Therefore, the embedding
Hs−α ↪→ L∞ and the fractional Leibniz rule imply that

K4
ϵ ≤ C(∥G0v∥Hs+α + ∥G0∥L∞∥v∥Hs+α)

≤ C(∥G0∥L∞∥v∥Hs+α + ∥G0∥Ḣs+α∥v∥L∞)

≤ C(O1,M)(∥v∥Hs+α + ∥ṽ∥Hs+α∥U∥Hs)

By using this estimate in (7.42) we obtain that

K2
ϵ ≤ C(O1,M) [(M + ∥ṽ∥Hs+α)∥U∥Hs + ∥v∥Hs+α ] . (7.44)

If, on the other hand, one of the assumptions (E2) or (E3) hold true, we have

GLU = GLNU =

(
Ok×1

G0L0u

)
∈ C([0, T ];Hs).

Then, Λ2αGLNU ∈ C([0, T ];Hs−sα) and we can apply statement (ii) of theorem 4.4 to the second term in
the right hand side of (7.41) to obtain that

K1
ϵ ≤ C∥H∥Ĥs∥G0L0u∥Hs ≤ C(O1,M)∥U∥Hs . (7.45)
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For the term K4
ϵ , the embedding Hs−sα ↪→ L∞ yields the estimate

K4
ϵ ≤ ∥Λ2α(G0L0u)∥L∞ + ∥G0Λ

2αL0u∥L∞

≤ C(O1,M)∥U∥Hs .

Hence, by (7.42), estimate (7.44) remains true. The estimates for K3
ϵ are similar to those for K1

ϵ . 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

Kϵ ≤ C(O1,M) [(M + ∥ṽ∥Hs+α + 1)∥U∥Hs + ∥v∥Hs+α ] . (7.46)

Since Ũ satisfies condition 2 and U ∈ X∞
s,α,T it follows that Kϵ ∈ L2([0, T ];Hs−α).

Now, let us show that ∫ T

0

∥Kϵ(t)∥2Hs−αdt → 0 as ϵ → 0. (7.47)

Notice that, K1
ϵ (t) and K3

ϵ (t) converge to zero for almost all t ∈ [0, T ]. In fact, this is an immediate
consequence of theorem 4.4: statement (i) yields the convergence under hypothesis (E1), while statement
(ii) yields the same conclusion under hypotheses (E2) and (E3).

Now, as we previously showed, it holds that

K2
ϵ ≤ C(O1,M)

(
K4

ϵ +K5
ϵ

)
with K4

ϵ := ∥Λ2α[Jϵ, G]LU∥L∞ and K5
ϵ := ∥Λα[Jϵ, G]LU∥Hs . Since

K5
ϵ ≤ ∥[Jϵ, G]LU∥H1 + ∥Λs+α[Jϵ, G]LU∥L2

and LU ∈ C([0, T ];Hs) under any of the hypotheses (E1)-E(3), statement (iii) in theorem 4.4 together with
[4, Lemma 1.5.2] imply that K5

ϵ (t) → 0 for almost all t ∈ [0, T ].
Finally, consider the term K4

ϵ . If hypothesis (E1) is satisfied we use conditions (C5)-(C6) together with
the embedding Hs−α ↪→ L∞ to obtain

K4
ϵ ≤ C∥Λ2α[Jϵ, G0]v∥Hs−α ≤ C

(
∥[Jϵ, G0]v∥H2 + ∥Λs+α[Jϵ, G0]v∥L2

)
.

Therefore, as a consequence of [4, Theorem 1.5.6] and statement (iii) in theorem 4.4 we conclude that
Kϵ(t) → 0 for almost all t ∈ [0, T ]. The same conclusion is obtained under hypotheses (E2) and (E3).
Indeed, in this case we use the embedding Hs−sα ↪→ L∞ to obtain

K4
ϵ ≤ C∥[Jϵ, G]LNU∥Hs .

Then, the conclusion follows by [4, Theorem 1.5.6]. Therefore, Kϵ(t) → 0 for almost all t ∈ [0, T ] and thus,
by (7.46), the dominated convergence theorem yields (7.47).

Applying the coercivity estimate (7.1) with U replaced by JϵU , and combining it with the energy argument
used in the proof of theorem 7.2, we obtain

E2
s,α(JϵU(t)) ≤ K(t)Φs

α(JϵU0, A
0Fϵ +A0Kϵ, t) (7.48)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Since the fractional Leibniz rule and the embedding Hs−α ↪→ L∞ imply that

∥A0Kϵ∥Hs−α ≤ C(O1,M)∥Kϵ∥Hs−α ,

it follows from (7.47) that A0Kϵ → 0 in L2([0, T ];Hs−α).
To establish the convergence of Fϵ, write A0Fϵ = (f ϵ

1 , f
ϵ
2) ∈ Rk × Rm. Observe that, as a consequence

of conditions (C5)-(C6), the nonzero components of A0[Jϵ, B]Λ2αU are contained in the second block f ϵ
2 .

Therefore, by the convergence properties of Jϵ (see, [4, Theorem 1.5.1 and Lemma 1.5.2]) it follows that
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f ϵ
1 → f1 in L2([0, T ];Hs). For the second component, statement (i) in theorem 4.4 yields A0[Jϵ, B]Λ2αU → 0
as ϵ → 0 in L2([0, T ];Hs−α) and thus, f ϵ

2 → f2 in L2([0, T ];Hs−α) as ϵ → 0. Hence, for every t ∈ [0, T ],

Φs
α(JϵU0, A

0Fϵ +A0Kϵ, t) → Φs
α(U0, F, t) as ϵ → 0.

Therefore, passing to the limit in (7.48) as ϵ → 0 yields estimate (7.35), which proves the first assertion of
the theorem.

Finally, if U ∈ C([0, T ];Hσ) for some σ ∈ [0, s) it follows that JϵU ∈ C([0, T ];Hs) for any ϵ > 0. Let ϵ1 > 0
and ϵ2 > 0 and observe that Jϵ1U − Jϵ2U satisfies (7.39) with source term A0(Fϵ1 − Fϵ2) + A0(Kϵ1 −Kϵ2)
and initial data Jϵ1U0 − Jϵ2U0. Then, the energy method yields the estimate,

d

dt
E2

s,α(Jϵ1U(t)− Jϵ2U(t)) ≤ C1(O1,M)
[
∥f ϵ1

1 (t)− f ϵ2
1 (t)∥2Hs + ∥f ϵ1

2 (t)− f ϵ2
2 (t)∥2Hs−α

+ ∥A0Kϵ1(t)−A0Kϵ2(t)∥2Hs−α + µ1(t)∥Jϵ1U(t)− Jϵ2U(t)∥2Hs

]
.

By integrating this inequality and using (7.47) it follows that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E2
s,α(Jϵ1U(t)− Jϵ2U(t)) → 0 as ϵ1, ϵ2 → 0.

Consequently, {JϵU}ϵ>0 is a Cauchy sequence in C([0, T ];Hs) and thus, U ∈ C([0, T ];Hs). □

Theorem 7.6. Let 1 ≤ m ≤ s be an integer and assume that U0 ∈ Hm, f1 ∈ C([0, T ];Hm−1)∩L2([0, T ];Hm)
and f2 ∈ C([0, T ];Hm−2α) ∩ L2([0, T ];Hm−α). Under conditions (L1)-(L3), the Cauchy problem (5.1)-
(5.2) admits a unique solution U = (u, v) in the space Xm,α,T . Moreover, ∂tu ∈ C([0, T ];Hm−1), ∂tv ∈
C([0, T ];Hm−2α) ∩ L2([0, T ];Hm−α) and U satisfies the estimate

E2
m,α(U(t)) ≤ K(t)Φm

α (U0, F, t) for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. We consider the sequence {U ′
n} of solutions of

A0(Ũ)∂tU
′
n +Aj(Ũ)∂jU

′
n +D(Ũ)U ′

n +B(Ũ)Λ2αU ′
n +H(Ũ)[Λ2α, G(Ũ)]LU ′

n = JϵnF,
U ′
n|t=0 = JϵnU0.

(7.49)

Thanks to theorems 7.4 and 7.5, U ′
n = (u′

n, v
′
n) is a well-defined element of the space Xs,α,T . Moreover,

∂tu
′
n ∈ C([0, T ];Hs−1) and ∂tv

′
n ∈ C([0, T ];Hs−2α) ∩ L2([0, T ];Hs−α). Set V ′

n,p := U ′
n+p − U ′

n and note that
V ′
n,p satisfies the following Cauchy problem,

A0(Ũ)∂tV
′
n,p +Aj(Ũ)∂jV

′
n,p +D(Ũ)V ′

n,p +B(Ũ)Λ2αV ′
n,p +H(Ũ)[Λ2α, G(Ũ)]LV ′

n,p = (Jϵn+p
− Jϵn)F,

V ′
n,p|t=0 = (En+p − En)U0.

In consequence, for every 1 ≤ m ≤ s we have the estimate,

E2
m,α(V

′
n,p(t)) ≤ K(t)Φm

α

(
(Jϵn+p − Jϵn)U0, (Jϵn+p − Jϵn)F, t

)
for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (7.50)

By the assumptions on F and the dominated convergence theorem, the right hand side of (7.50) goes to
zero as n → ∞. Thus, for any α ∈ (0, 1), {U ′

n} is a Cauchy sequence in Xm,α,T . Therefore, there exists
U ∈ Xm,α,T such that U ′

n → U in Xm,α,T . Passing to the limit in (7.49) shows that U is a solution of
(5.1)-(5.2). The uniqueness is a consequence of the energy estimates. The regularity properties of ∂tu and
∂tv follow directly from equation (5.1), the regularity of U , and the assumptions on F . □
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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. U0 ∈ Hs and U0 ∈ O0, where O0 is a bounded open convex set in RN such that O0 ⊂ O.

Definition 8.1. Let s > d
2 + 1 be an integer and α ∈ (0, 1) be given. We denote by Xs,α,T (O1,M,M1) the

set of functions Ũ = Ũ(x, t) ∈ O satisfying condition 2 and such that

E2
s,α(Ũ(t)) ≤ M2 for all t ∈ [0, T ] (8.1)

and ∫ t

0

∥∂tŨ(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ ≤ M2
1 for all t ∈ [0, T ], (8.2)

where M and M1 are constants.

The first objective of this section is to determine O1, M , M1 and T0 > 0 (≤ T ) such that for Ũ ∈
Xs,α,T0(O1,M,M1), the Cauchy problem,

A0(Ũ)∂tU +Aj(Ũ)∂jU +D(Ũ)U +B(Ũ)Λ2αU +H(Ũ)[Λ2α, G(Ũ)]LU = 0,

U |t=0 = U0,
(8.3)

has a unique solution in Xs,α,T0
(O1,M,M1). That is, Xs,α,T0

is invariant under the solution map, Ũ 7→ U .

Proposition 2. Assume that condition 1 is satisfied with one of the hypotheses (E1)-(E3). Moreover,

assume that U0 ∈ Hs satisfies condition 3. Let Ũ ∈ Xs,α,T (O1,M,M1) and let U be a solution of (8.3)

satisfying (8.1) with M replaced by M . Then, there is a positive constant C3(O1,M) > 0 for which∫ t

0

∥∂tU(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ ≤ C3(O1,M)M
2 [

t+ 1 +M2
]

(8.4)

Proof. Since Ũ ∈ Xs,α,T (O1,M,M1) and U is a solution of (8.3), theorem 7.6 implies that we can take the
norm of ∂tU in the space Hs−1. Then, by the Sobolev product estimates,

∥∂tU∥Hs−1 ≤ C(O1,M)
(
∥U∥Hs + ∥Λ2αv∥Hs−1 + ∥[Λ2α, G]LU∥Hs−1

)
. (8.5)

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

∥∂tU∥Hs−1 ≤ C(O1,M)
[
∥U∥Hs + ∥Λ2αv∥Hs−1 + (∥G∥Ḣα + ∥G∥Ḣs+α)∥U∥Hs

]
≤ C4(O1,M) [∥U∥Hs + ∥Λαv∥Hs + ∥ṽ∥Hs+α∥U∥Hs ] .

By integrating and using the uniform bounds for U and Ũ it follows∫ t

0

∥∂tU∥2Hs−1dτ ≤ C4(O1,M)

[∫ t

0

∥U(τ)∥2Hsdτ +

∫ t

0

∥Λαv(τ)∥2Hsdτ +

∫ t

0

∥Λαṽ(τ)∥2Hs∥U(τ)∥2Hsdτ

]
≤ C4(O1,M)

[
M

2
t+M

2
+M

2
M2
]

= C4(O1,M)M
2 [

t+ 1 +M2
]
.

This concludes the proof. □
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Now, fix a constant δ1 > 0 so that 0 < δ1 < δ0 := d(O0, ∂O) and take

O1 = δ1 − neighborhood of O0, (8.6)

M =
√
2C0(O1)∥U0∥Hs (8.7)

Theorem 8.1. Assume condition 3 holds true. There is a positive constant T0 depending on δ0, δ1 and

∥U0∥Hs such that, if Ũ ∈ Xs,α,T (O1,M,M1) with O1 and M defined by (8.6)-(8.7), the Cauchy problem
(8.3) has a unique solution U = (u, v) in the same set Xs,α,T (O1,M,M1).

Proof. The existence of a unique solution to the Cauchy problem (8.3) follows from 7.6 with m = s. By
using the energy estimates we have

E2
s,α(U(t)) ≤ C0(O1)e

C2(O1,M)
∫ t
0
µ1(τ)dτ∥U0∥2Hs , (8.8)

where,∫ t

0

µ1(τ)dτ =

∫ t

0

[
1 +M +M2 + ∥ṽ(τ)∥Hs+α + ∥ṽ(τ)∥2Hs+α + ∥∂tŨ(τ)∥Hs−1

]
dτ

≤
[
(1 +M +M2)t+ t1/2M2

]
+ t1/2

(∫ t

0

∥∂tŨ(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ

)1/2

+

∫ t

0

∥ṽ(τ)∥2Hs+αdτ

≤
[
(1 +M +M2)t+ t1/2M2

]
+ t1/2M1 +

∫ t

0

∥ṽ(τ)∥2Hs+αdτ

In consequence, since ṽ ∈ L2([0, T ];Hs+α) there is T0 > 0 such that

eC1(O1,M)
∫ T0
0 µ1(τ)dτ ≤ 2

and thus, by (8.8),

sup
t∈[0,T0]

E2
s,α(U(t)) ≤ 2C0(O1)∥U0∥2Hs := M2.

Then, by applying proposition 2 with M = M it holds that∫ T0

0

∥∂tU(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ ≤ C4(O1,M)M2
[
T0 + 1 +M2

]
.

Therefore, if we take 0 < T0 < 1 and define M1 as

M2
1 := C4(O1,M)M2[2 +M2],

condition (8.2) is satisfied. This estimate gives

|U(x, t)− U(x, 0)| ≤
∫ t

0

∥∂tU(τ)∥L∞dτ ≤ κs−1

∫ t

0

∥∂jU(τ)∥Hs−1 ≤ κs−1T
1/2
0 M1.

Hence, by taking T0 > 0 such that κs−1T
1/2
0 M1 ≤ δ1, we conclude that U(x, t) ∈ O1 for all (x, t) ∈ QT0

. □

9. Hölder continuity in the low norm

According with theorem 8.1, for every Ũ ∈ Xs,α,T0(O1,M,M1) there is a unique U ∈ Xs,α,T0(O1,M,M1)
that satisfies the Cauchy problem (8.3). Hence, the solution map

Tα : Xs,α,T0
(O1,M,M1) → Xs,α,T0

(O1,M,M1),

Ũ 7→ U,
(9.1)
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is well-defined. Observe that Xs,α,T0
(O1,M,M1) ⊂ Ys−1,α,T0

, where

Ys−1,α,T0
:= {U = (u, v)⊤ ∈ L2([0, T0];H

s−1) | Λαv ∈ L2([0, T0];H
s−1)}.

The purpose of this section is to prove that the solution map Tα is continuous when Xs,α,T0
(O1,M,M1) is

endowed with the topology induced by Ys−1,α,T0
.

Consider Ũ1, Ũ2 ∈ Xs,α,T0
(O1,M) and the corresponding Tα(Ũ1) := U1 and Tα(Ũ2) := U2 also in

Xs,α,T0(O1,M). Then, the difference U1 − U2 =: U satisfies

A0(Ũ1)∂tU +Aj(Ũ1)∂jU +D(Ũ1)U +B(Ũ1)Λ2αU +H(Ũ1)[Λ2α, G(Ũ1)]LU = F 1,2 + L1,2 (9.2)

with,

(A0(Ũ1))−1F 1,2 := −
[
A

j
(Ũ1)−A

j
(Ũ2)

]
∂jU

2 −
[
D(Ũ1)−D(Ũ2)

]
U2 −

[
B(Ũ1)−B(Ũ2)

]
Λ2αU2,

(A0(Ũ1))−1L1,2 := −
[
H(Ũ1)−H(Ũ2)

]
[Λ2α, G(Ũ1)]LU2 −H(Ũ2)[Λ2α, G(Ũ1)−G(Ũ2)]LU2

(9.3)

and initial data, U |t=0 = 0. Here, for every matrix coefficient A, we have used the notation, A(Ũ ℓ) =

(A0(Ũ ℓ))−1A(Ũ ℓ) for ℓ = 1, 2.
At first sight, one might attempt to establish a contraction estimate for the solution operator Tα in the

norm of the space X∞
s−1,α,T0

by applying the energy method to the difference U1 − U2. The main obstacle
to this approach is the non-local contribution

N1,2 := H(Ũ2)[Λ2α, G(Ũ1)−G(Ũ2)]LU2,

which appears in the source term L1,2 of (9.3). In order to obtain a contraction estimate, one would need a
bound of the form ∫ T0

0

∥N1,2(τ)∥2Hs−1−αdτ ≤ C(O1,M)f(T0)∥Ũ1 − Ũ2∥2X∞
s−1,α,T0

, (9.4)

where f(T0) → 0 as T0 → 0. A natural idea is to invoke standard commutator estimates. However, such
estimates typically involve quantities of the form ∥∇(G0(ṽ

1) − G0(ṽ
2))∥L∞ , which cannot be controlled in

the norm of the space X∞
s−1,α,T0

. 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 A0 are constant matrices. In
this situation, the triangle inequality combined with the fractional Leibniz rule and the embedding Hs−1 ↪→
L∞, yield the estimate

∥N1,2∥Hs−1−α ≤ |H|
(
∥Λ2α((G(ṽ1)−G(ṽ2))LU2)∥Hs−1−α + ∥(G(ṽ1)−G(ṽ2))Λ2αLU2∥Hs−1−α

)
≤ C(O1,M)∥Ũ1 − Ũ2∥X∞

s−1,α,T0
.

(9.5)

This estimate is sufficient to prove the Lipschitz continuity of the solution map. Nonetheless, it does not
contain the small factor f(T0) required above and therefore fails to establish a contraction inequality. In

the general case, the variables coefficient H(Ũ2) introduces and additional difficulty. Indeed, applying the
fractional Leibniz rule yields

∥N1,2∥Hs−1−α ≤ ∥H(Ũ2)∥L∞∥[Λ2α, G(Ũ1)−G(Ũ2)]LU2∥Hs−1−α

+ ∥H(Ũ2)∥Ḣs−1−α∥[Λ2α, G(Ũ1)−G(Ũ2)]LU2∥L∞ .
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The first contribution can be handled as in (9.5). The second one, however, involves the higher order norm

∥[Λ2α, G(Ũ1)−G(Ũ2)]LU2∥L∞ , and cannot be controlled solely in terms of the norm of X∞
s−1,α,T0

. Conse-
quently, neither the standard commutator estimates nor a direct Leibniz rule argument yield a contraction
estimate.

The next theorem establishes a Hölder continuity estimate of order 1/2 for the solution map with respect to
the norm Ys−1,α,T0

. Although a Lipschitz continuity estimate can be obtained in certain simplified situations,
the Hölder estimate is more naturally adapted to the compactness argument developed below.

Theorem 9.1. Let α ∈ (0, 1). There is a constant C3(O1,M, T0) > 0 such that for any Ũ1, Ũ2 ∈
Xs,α,T0

(O1,M) and any t ∈ [0, T0],

∥Tα(Ũ2(t))− Tα(Ũ1(t))∥2Hs−1 +

∫ t

0

∥Λα(v1(τ)− v2(τ))∥2Hs−1dτ

≤ C3(O1,M, T0)

(∫ t

0

∥Ũ1(τ)− Ũ2(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ + T0

∫ t

0

∥Λα(ṽ1(τ)− ṽ2(τ))∥2Hs−1dτ

)1/2

.

(9.6)

In particular, the mapping Tα : Xs,α,T0
(O1,M) → Xs,α,T0

(O1,M) is Hölder continuous of order 1/2 in the
topology of the space Ys−1,α,T0

.

Proof. For any Ũ1, Ũ2 ⊂ Xs,α,T0
(O1,M) set U1 = Tα(Ũ1) and U2 = Tα(U2). Since U = U1 − U2, is

a solution of (9.2) with (9.3), we can apply the energy method described in theorem 7.2 to any value of
α ∈ (0, 1) (see estimates (7.15)) in order to obtain that,

d

dt
∥U(t)∥2Hs−1 + ∥Λαv(t)∥2Hs−1 ≤ C2(O1,M)

 s−1∑
|γ|=0

|Jγ(t)|+ |Kγ(t)|+ µ1(t)∥U(t)∥2Hs−1

 , (9.7)

where,

Jγ(t) := ⟨DγF 1,2(t), DγU(t)⟩L2 and Kγ(t) := ⟨DγL1,2(t), DγU(t)⟩L2 .

After integrating in the interval [0, T0] and using Gronwall’s inequality, we arrive at the estimate

∥U(t)∥2Hs−1 +

∫ t

0

∥Λαv(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ ≤ 2C2(O1,M)

∫ t

0

 s−1∑
|γ|=0

|Jγ(t)|+ |Kγ(t)|

 dt (9.8)

for all t ∈ [0, T0]. It remains to estimate the source contributions Jγ and Kγ . The treatment of Jγ is
relatively straightforward. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the Sobolev product estimates, we have

s−1∑
|γ|=0

|Jγ(t)| ≤ C

 d∑
j=1

∥Aj(Ũ1)−Aj(Ũ2)∥H̃s−1∥U2∥Hs∥U∥Hs−1 + ∥D(Ũ1)−D(Ũ2)∥H̃s−1∥U2∥Hs−1∥U∥Hs−1

+∥B0(Ũ
1)−B0(Ũ

2)∥H̃s−1∥Λ2αv2∥Hs−1∥U∥Hs−1

)
≤ C1(O1,M)∥Ũ1 − Ũ2∥Hs−1(∥U2∥Hs + ∥Λ2αv2∥Hs−1)∥U∥Hs−1 .

Since U j ∈ Xs,α,T0
(O1,M), we obtain

s−1∑
|γ|=0

|Jγ(t)| ≤ 2MC1(O1,M)
(
M + ∥Λ2αv2∥Hs−1

)
∥Ũ1 − Ũ2∥Hs−1 . (9.9)

Thus, the terms Jγ can be controlled directly in terms of the norm ∥Ũ1 − Ũ2∥Ys−1,α,T0
.
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The situation is different for the commutator contribution contained inKγ . Indeed, a direct estimate would

require controlling G(Ũ1)−G(Ũ2) at a regularity level that is not available in the topology of Ys−1,α,T0 . To
overcome this difficulty, we integrate by parts in the higher order contributions. This allows us to transfer

derivatives away from G(Ũ1)−G(Ũ2), thereby reducing the regularity required on Ũ1 − Ũ2.
Let LU2 = (y2, w2) ∈ Rk × Rm. We begin by isolating the contributions that can be estimated directly.

As consequence of condition (C6), we have that

s−1∑
|γ|=0

|Kγ(t)| ≤
s−1∑
|γ|=0

|
〈
Dγ
{[

H0(ṽ
1)−H0(ṽ

2)
]
[Λ2α, G0(ṽ

1)]w2
}
, Dγv

〉
L2 |

+

s−1∑
|γ=0

|
〈
Dγ
{
H0(ṽ

2)[Λ2α, G0(ṽ
1)−G0(ṽ

2)]w2
}
, Dγv

〉
L2 |

=: K1
s−1 +K2

s−2.

For estimating K1
s−1 we first apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and then estimate (4.21) to obtain

K1
s−1 ≤ ∥H(Ũ1)−H(Ũ2)∥H̃s−1∥[Λ2α, G0(ṽ

1)]w2∥Hs−1∥U∥Hs−1

≤ C1(O1,M)∥Ũ1 − Ũ2∥Hs−1

(
∥G0(ṽ

1)∥Ḣα + ∥G0(ṽ
1)∥Ḣs+α

)
∥U2∥Hs∥U∥Hs−1 .

Since ∥Ũ j∥Hs , ∥U j∥Hs ≤ M it follows that

K1
s−1 ≤ 2M2C1(O1,M)∥Ũ1 − Ũ2∥Hs−1

(
M + ∥Λ2αṽ1∥Hs−1

)
(9.10)

In order to estimate the term K2
s−1 we first observe that,

K2
s−1 ≤ K3

s−1 +K4
s−1,

with

K3
s−1 :=

s−1∑
|γ|=0

∣∣〈[Dγ , H0(ṽ
2)][Λ2α, G0(ṽ

1)−G0(ṽ
2)]w2, Dγv

〉
L2

∣∣
and

K4
s−1 :=

s−1∑
|γ|=0

∣∣〈Dγ [Λ2α, G0(ṽ
1)−G0(ṽ

2)]w2, H0(ṽ
2)⊤Dγv

〉
L2

∣∣ .
For the term K3

s−1, the commutator estimates for Dγ together with the Sobolev embedding theorem imply
that

K3
s−1 ≤ C(O1,M)∥[Λ2α, G0(ṽ

1)−G0(ṽ
2)]w2∥Hs−2∥U∥Hs−1 .

The term K4
s−1 contains the highest-order derivatives falling on the commutator. To estimate K4

s−1 we write

γ = η + β with |η| = 1 for every γ ∈ Nd with |γ| ≥ 1 and use integration by parts to obtain

K4
s−1 :=

∣∣〈[Λ2α, G0(ṽ
1)−G0(ṽ

2)]w2, H0(ṽ
2)⊤v

〉
L2

∣∣
+

s−2∑
|β|=0

∣∣〈Dβ [Λ2α, G0(ṽ
1)−G0(ṽ

2)]w2, Dη
(
H0(ṽ

2)⊤Dβ+ηv
)〉

L2

∣∣
≤ C(O1,M)∥[Λ2α, G0(ṽ

1)−G0(ṽ
2)]w2∥Hs−2∥U∥Hs .



42 F. ANGELES

Then, by the triangle inequality, the Sobolev product estimates and the fractional Leibniz rule it follows that

∥[Λ2α, G0(ṽ
1)−G0(ṽ

2)]w2∥Hs−2 ≤ ∥Λ2α
(
G0(ṽ

1)−G0(ṽ
2)
)
w2∥Hs−2 + ∥

(
G0(ṽ

1)−G0(ṽ
2)
)
Λ2αw2∥Hs−2

≤ C
(
∥(G0(ṽ

1)−G0(ṽ
2))w2∥H2 + ∥(G(ṽ1)−G(ṽ2))w2∥Ḣs−2+2α

)
+ ∥G0(ṽ

1)−G0(ṽ
2)∥Ĥs−1∥Λ2αw2∥Hs−2

≤ C
(
∥G0(ṽ

1)−G0(ṽ
2)∥Ĥs−1∥U2∥Hs + ∥G0(ṽ

1)−G0(ṽ
2)∥Ḣs−2+2α∥U2∥L∞

+ ∥G0(ṽ
1)−G0(ṽ

2)∥L∞∥U2∥Ḣs−2+2α

)
and thus, by (14.2) we obtain that

∥[Λ2α, G0(ṽ
1)−G0(ṽ

2)]w2∥Hs−2 ≤ C(O1,M)M
(
∥Ũ1 − Ũ2∥Hs−1 + ∥ṽ1 − ṽ2∥Hs−2+2α

)
.

In consequence, by combining the estimates for K3
s−1 and K4

s−1 we conclude that

K2
s−1 ≤ C1(O1,M)2M2

(
∥Ũ1 − Ũ2∥Hs−1 + ∥ṽ1 − ṽ2∥Hs−2+2α

)
. (9.11)

Therefore, by(9.10) and (9.11), we have

s−1∑
|γ|=0

|Kγ(t)| ≤2M2C1(O1,M)
[(
1 +M + ∥Λ2αṽ1∥Hs−1

)
∥Ũ1 − Ũ2∥Hs−1 + ∥ṽ1 − ṽ2∥Hs−2+2α

]
(9.12)

By using (9.9) and (9.12) in the right hand side of (9.8), we obtain that

∥U(t)∥2Hs−1 +

∫ t

0

∥Λαv(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ ≤ 2MC1(O1,M)

∫ t

0

(M + ∥Λ2αv2(τ)∥Hs−1)∥Ũ1(τ)− Ũ2(τ)∥Hs−1dτ

+ 2M2C1(O1,M)

[∫ t

0

(
1 +M + ∥Λ2αṽ1(τ)∥Hs−1

)
∥Ũ1(τ)− Ũ2(τ)∥Hs−1dτ

+

∫ t

0

∥Λ2α(ṽ1(τ)− ṽ2(τ))∥Hs−2dτ

]
for all t ∈ [0, T0]. Then, Hölder’s inequality yields

∥U(t)∥2Hs−1 +

∫ t

0

∥Λαv(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ

≤ C2(O1,M)

(∫ t

0

(M2 + ∥Λαv2(τ)∥2Hs + ∥Λαṽ1∥2Hs)dτ

)1/2(∫ t

0

∥Ũ1(τ)− Ũ2(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ

)1/2

+ C2(O1,M)t1/2
(∫ t

0

∥Λα(ṽ1(τ)− ṽ2(τ))∥2Hs−1dτ

)1/2

.

Since Ũ1, U2 ∈ Xs,α,T0
(O1,M,M1), it holds that

∥U(t)∥2Hs−1 +

∫ t

0

∥Λαv(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ ≤ C2(O1,M)(Mt1/2 +M)

(∫ t

0

∥Ũ1(τ)− Ũ2(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ

)1/2

+ C2(O1,M)t1/2
(∫ t

0

∥Λα(ṽ1(τ)− ṽ2(τ))∥2Hs−1dτ

)1/2

for all t ∈ [0, T0]. Consequently, estimate (9.6) follows. □
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10. Compactness: tightness of the L2 norm

In the following result we establish the relative compactness of the solution mapping Tα : Xs,α,T0
(O1,M,M1) →

Xs,α,T0
(O1,M,M1) with respect to the topology of Ys−1,α,T0

. The proof relies on three ingredients: The

Aubin-Lions lemma, a uniform control of the L2-tails of the family Un = Tα(Ũn), and the Kato-Ponce-Li
commutator expansion. More precisely, if ω is a scalar valued function and V is a vector field, then

ωΛ2αV = Λ2α(ωV )−K2α(ω, V )−
∑

0<|β|≤2α

1

β!
DβωΛ2α,βV, (10.1)

where Kσ(ω, V ) was defined in lemma 4.

Lemma 8. Let α ∈ (0, 1). The set Tα (Xs,α,T0
(O1,M)) ⊂ Xs,α,T0

(O1,M) is relatively compact in Ys−1,α,T0
.

Proof. Fix α ∈ (0, 1) and consider the sequences {Ũn}, {Un} ⊂ Xs,α,T0
(O1,M) where Un = Tα(Ũn) for all

n ∈ N. By the definition of Xs,α,T0
(O1,M), the weak convergence properties of Hilbert spaces and the

Banach-Alaoglu theorem, we can extract a sub-sequence {Un(j)} ⊂ {Un} and some U ∈ Xs,α,T0
such that

Un(j)
∗
⇀ U in L∞([0, T0];H

s),

Λαvn(j) ⇀ Λαv in L2([0, T0];H
s),

∂tUn(j) ⇀ ∂tU in L2([0, T0];H
s−1).

(10.2)

In consequence, by the lower semicontinuity of the norms,

∥U∥2L∞([0,T0];Hs) +

∫ T0

0

∥Λαv(τ)∥2Hsdτ

≤ lim inf
j→∞

(
∥Un(j)∥2L∞([0,T0];Hs) +

∫ T0

0

∥Λαvn(j)(τ)∥2Hsdτ

)
≤ M2

(10.3)

and ∫ T0

0

∥∂tU∥2Hs−1dτ ≤ lim inf
j→∞

∫ T0

0

∥∂tUn(j)(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ ≤ M2
1 . (10.4)

Moreover, the weak∗ convergence in (10.2) implies that

Un(j) ⇀ U in L2([0, T0];H
s). (10.5)

Now, let BN be a ball of radius N ∈ N centered at zero and consider the compact embedding Hs(BN ) ↪→↪→
Hs−1(BN ). By the Aubin-Lions lemma, there is a sub-sequence {U1

n(k)}k ⊂ {Un(j)} such that

U1
n(k) → U in L2([0, T0];H

s−1(B1)),

by the uniqueness of the weak limit and (10.5). Then, we apply the Aubin-Lions lemma to {U1
n(k)} to extract

a second sub-sequence {U2
n(k)}k ⊂ {U1

nk
}k with the property that

U2
n(k) → U in L2([0, T0];H

s−1(B2)).

Therefore, a combination between the Aubin-Lions lemma and a diagonal argument yield the existence of a
sub-sequence {Un(k)} ⊂ {Un(j)} such that,

for any N ∈ N, Un(k) → U in L2([0, T0];H
s−1(BN )) as k → ∞. (10.6)
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Let us show that Un(k) → U in L2([0, T0];L
2). Let ϕ ∈ D(Rd) be equal to 1 on the unit ball B1(0) and, for

N ∈ N, let ϕN (x) = ϕ( x
N ) and Uk,N = (1− ϕN )Un(k). Since Un(k) = Tα(Ũn(k)), for any k ∈ N it holds

A0(Ũn(k))∂tUn(k) +Aj(Ũn(k))∂jUn(k) +D(Ũn(k))Un(k)

+B(Ũn(k))Λ
2αUn(k) +H(Ũn(k))[Λ

2α, G(Ũn(k))]LUn(k) = 0,

Un(k)|t=0 = U0.

For any matrix coefficient A, we introduce the notation, Ak = A(Ũn(k)) and Ak,N = (1−ϕN )Ak. Multiplying
the above equation by 1− ϕN ≥ 0 and use the decomposition Un(k) = Uk,N + ϕNUn(k) in every term except

Λ2αUn(k), yields

A0
k∂tUk,N +Aj

k,N∂jUk,N +Dk,NUk,N +Bk(1− ϕN )Λ2αUn(k) +Hk(1− ϕN )[Λ2α, Gk]LUk,N

= −(1− ϕN )Aj
k∂j(ϕNUn(k))− (1− ϕN )Dk(ϕNUn(k))

− (1− ϕN )Hk[Λ
2α, Gk]L(ϕNUn(k)).

(10.7)

Before applying the energy method to this equation, observe that the coefficient (1 − ϕN )Bk no longer
satisfies the structural assumptions of condition 1. To recover the required form of the diffusion term, we
apply (10.1) with ω = 1− ϕN and V = Un(k), so that

(1− ϕN )Λ2αUn(k) = Λ2αUk,N −K2α(1− ϕN , Un(k))−
∑

0<|β|≤2α

1

β!
Dβ(1− ϕN )Λ2α,βUn(k).

Similarly,

(1− ϕN )[Λ2α, Gk]LUk,N = [Λ2α, (1− ϕN )Gk]LUk,N +K2α(1− ϕN , GkLUk,N )

−
∑

0<β≤2α

1

β!
Dβ(1− ϕN )Λ2α,β(GkLUk,N ).

By using these identities in (10.7) we conclude that Uk,N satisfies the following Cauchy problem

A0
k∂tUk,N +Aj

k,N∂jUk,N +Dk,NUk,N +BkΛ
2αUk,N +Hk[Λ

2α, Gk,N ]LUk,N = Fk,N +Wk,N ,

Uk,N |t=0 = (1− ϕN )U0,
(10.8)

with,

Fk,N := −(1− ϕN )Aj(Ũn(k))∂j(ϕNUn(k))− (1− ϕN )D(Ũn(k))(ϕNUn(k))

− (1− ϕN )H(Ũn(k))[Λ
2α, G(Ũn(k))]L(ϕNUn(k))

and

Wk,N := BkK2α(1− ϕN , Un(k)) +HkK2α(1− ϕN , GkLUk,N )

+Bk

∑
0<|β|≤2α

1

β!
Dβ(1− ϕN )Λ2α,βUn(k) +Hk

∑
0<|β|≤2α

1

β!
Dβ(1− ϕN )Λ2α,β(GkLUk,N ).

Then, by the L2 energy estimate (7.34), we have

∥Uk,N (t)∥2L2 +

∫ T0

0

∥Λαvk,N (τ)∥2L2dτ

≤ C(O1,M)

[
∥(1− ϕN )U0∥2L2 +

∫ T0

0

∥Fk,N (τ)∥2L2 + ∥Wk,N (τ)∥2L2dτ

]
.

(10.9)
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By the triangle inequality,

∫ T0

0

∥Fk,N (τ)∥2L2dτ

≤ 2

∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )Aj(Ũn(k))∂j(ϕNUn(k) − ϕNU)(τ)∥2L2dτ + 2

∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )Aj(Ũn(k))∂j(ϕNU(τ))∥2L2dτ

+ 2

∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )D(Ũn(k))(ϕNUn(k) − ϕNU)(τ)∥2L2dτ + 2

∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )D(Ũn(k))ϕNU(τ)∥2L2dτ

+ 2

∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )H(Ũn(k))[Λ
2α, G(Ũn(k))]L(ϕNUn(k) − ϕNU)(τ)∥2L2dτ

+ 2

∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )H(Ũn(k))[Λ
2α, G(Ũn(k))]L(ϕNU(τ))∥2L2dτ

and since Ũn(k) ∈ Xs,α,T0
(O1,M,M1), for all k ∈ N, the Sobolev product estimates imply that

∫ T0

0

∥Fk,N (τ)∥2L2dτ ≤ C(O1,M)

[∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )∇(ϕNUn(k) − ϕNU)(τ)∥2L2dτ +

∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )∇(ϕNU(τ))∥2L2dτ

+

∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )(ϕNUn(k) − ϕNU)(τ)∥2L2dτ +

∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )ϕNU(τ)∥2L2dτ

+

∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )[Λ2α, Gk]L(ϕNUn(k) − ϕNU)(τ)∥2L2dτ

+

∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )[Λ2α, Gk]L(ϕNU(τ))∥2L2dτ

]
.

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

∥(1− ϕN )[Λ2α, G(Ũn(k))]L(ϕNUn(k) − ϕNU)(τ)∥L2

≤ C

{
∥Λ2αG(Ũn(k))∥L∞∥ϕN (Un(k) − U)∥L2 0 < α ≤ 1

2 ,

∥Λ2αG(Ũn(k))∥L2∥ϕN (Un(k) − U)∥L∞ + ∥∇G(Ũn(k))∥L∞∥Λ2α−1(ϕN (Un(k) − U))∥L2
1
2 < α < 1

≤ C(O1,M)

{
∥ϕN (Un(k) − U)∥L2 0 < α ≤ 1

2 ,
∥ϕN (Un(k) − U)∥Hs−1 + ∥Λ2α−1(ϕN (Un(k) − U))∥L2

1
2 < α < 1.

(10.11)

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

∥(1− ϕN )[Λ2α, Gk]L(ϕNU)∥L2 ≤ ∥(1− ϕN )Λ2α(GkL(ϕNU))∥L2 + ∥(1− ϕN )GkΛ
2αL(ϕNU)∥L2

≤ ∥(1− ϕN )Λ2α(GkL(ϕNU))∥L2 + C(O1,M)∥(1− ϕN )Λ2α(ϕNU)∥L2 .
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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

∥(1− ϕN )Λ2α(GkL(ϕNU))∥L2 ≤
∥∥Λ2α ((1− ϕN )GkL(ϕNU))

∥∥
L2 + ∥K2α(1− ϕN , GkL(ϕNU))∥L2

+

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

0<|β|≤2α

1

β!
Dβ(1− ϕN )Λ2α,β(G(Ũn(k))ϕNU)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2

≤ C(O1,M)
(
∥(1− ϕN )ϕNU∥H2 + ∥Λ2α(1− ϕN )∥L∞∥ϕNU∥L2 + ∥∇(1− ϕN )∥L∞∥ϕNU∥H1

)
and

∥(1− ϕN )Λ2α(ϕNU)∥L2 ≤ C
(
∥(1− ϕN )ϕNU∥H2 + ∥Λ2α(1− ϕN )∥L∞∥ϕNU∥L2 + ∥∇(1− ϕN )∥L∞∥ϕNU∥H1

)
.

Thus,

∥(1− ϕN )[Λ2α, Gk]L(ϕNU)∥L2

≤ C(O1,M)
(
∥(1− ϕN )ϕNU∥H2 + ∥Λ2α(1− ϕN )∥L∞∥ϕNU∥L2 + ∥∇(1− ϕN )∥L∞∥ϕNU∥H1

)
.

(10.12)

Now, take the lim supk→∞ in (10.10) and observe that, as a consequence of (10.6), (10.11) and (10.12),

lim sup
k→∞

∫ T0

0

∥Fk,N (τ)∥2L2dτ ≤ C(O1,M)

(∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )∇(ϕNU(τ))∥2L2dτ +

∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )ϕNU(τ)∥2H2dτ

+ ∥Λ2α(1− ϕN )∥2L∞

∫ T0

0

∥ϕNU(τ)∥2L2dτ + ∥∇(1− ϕN )∥2L∞

∫ T0

0

∥ϕNU(τ)∥2H1dτ

)

holds for any N ∈ N. By expanding the derivative ∇(ϕNU) and using the formulas,

∥Λ2α(1− ϕN )∥L∞ = N−2α∥Λ2αϕ∥L∞ =
N−2α

(2π)d
∥| · |2αϕ̂∥L1 and ∥∇(1− ϕN )∥L∞ = N−1∥∇ϕ∥L∞ ,

(10.13)

we find a constant C4 = C4(O1,M, d, ϕ, α) > 0 such that

lim sup
k→∞

∫ T0

0

∥Fk,N (τ)∥2L2dτ ≤ C4

[∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )U(τ)∥2L2 + ∥(1− ϕN )∇U(τ)∥2L2dτ

+

∫ T0

0

∥∇(1− ϕN )U∥2L2 + ∥(1− ϕN )D2U(τ)∥2L2 + ∥∇(1− ϕN )∇U(τ)∥2L2 + ∥D2(1− ϕN )U(τ)∥2L2dτ

+

(
1

N4α
+

1

N2

)∫ T0

0

∥U(τ)∥2H1dτ

]

≤ C4

[∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )U(τ)∥2L2 + ∥(1− ϕN )∇U(τ)∥2L2 + ∥(1− ϕN )D2U(τ)∥2L2dτ

+

(
1

N4α
+

1

N2
+

1

N4

)∫ T0

0

∥U(τ)∥2H1dτ

]
.
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Therefore, as a consequence of (10.3), for any N ∈ N it holds that

lim sup
k→∞

∫ T0

0

∥Fk,N (τ)∥2L2dτ ≤ C4

(
1

N4α
+

1

N2
+

1

N4

)
T0M

2

+ C4

[∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )U(τ)∥2L2 + ∥(1− ϕN )∇U(τ)∥2L2 + ∥(1− ϕN )D2U(τ)∥2L2dτ

]
.

(10.14)

Similarly, by lemma 4 and the Sobolev product estimates it follows that∫ T0

0

∥Wk,N (τ)∥2L2dτ ≤ C(O1,M)

(
∥Λ2α(1− ϕN )∥2L∞

∫ T0

0

∥Un(k)(τ)∥2L2 + ∥∇(1− ϕN )∥2L∞

∫ T0

0

∥Un(k)(τ)∥2H1dτ

)
.

Therefore, by using (10.13) and that {Un(k)} ⊂ Xs,α,T0
(O1,M) we conclude that, for each N ∈ N the

estimate ∫ T0

0

∥Wk,N (τ)∥2L2dτ ≤ C4M
2T0

(
1

N4α
+

1

N2
+

1

N4

)
(10.15)

holds for all k ∈ N. Therefore, by using (10.14) and (10.15), in estimate (10.9) we obtain

lim sup
k→∞

∫ T0

0

∥Uk,N (τ)∥2L2dτ ≤ C4

∫ T0

0

(
∥(1− ϕN )U(τ)∥2L2 + ∥(1− ϕN )∇U(τ)∥2L2 + ∥(1− ϕN )D2U(τ)∥2L2

)
dτ

+ C4

[(
1

N4α
+

1

N2
+

1

N4

)
T0M

2 + ∥(1− ϕN )U0∥2L2

]
.

(10.16)
Now, let us show that Un(k) → U in L2([0, T0];L

2) as k → ∞. For every k,N ∈ N we have that,∫ T0

0

∥Un(k)(τ)− U(τ)∥2L2dτ ≤ 2

∫ T0

0

(
∥ϕN (Un(k) − U)(τ)∥2L2 + ∥(1− ϕN )(Un(k) − U)(τ)∥2L2

)
dτ

≤ 2

[∫ T0

0

∥ϕN (Un(k) − U)(τ)∥2L2dτ +

∫ T0

0

∥Uk,N (τ)∥2L2dτ +

∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )U(τ)∥2L2dτ

]
In particular, (10.6) implies that, for any N ∈ N, ϕNUn(k) → ϕNU in L2([0, T0];L

2) and therefore, by
(10.16),

lim sup
k→∞

∫ T0

0

∥Un(k)(τ)− U(τ)∥2L2dτ

≤ C4

∫ T0

0

(
∥(1− ϕN )U(τ)∥2L2 + ∥(1− ϕN )∇U(τ)∥2L2 + ∥(1− ϕN )D2U(τ)∥2L2

)
dτ

+ C4

[(
1

N4α
+

1

N2
+

1

N4

)
T0M

2 + ∥(1− ϕN )U0∥2L2

]
which is valid for any N ∈ N. Since U ∈ L∞([0, T0];H

s) and s ≥ 2, the dominated convergence theorem
implies that ∫ T0

0

∥(1− ϕN )DℓU(τ)∥2L2 → 0, ℓ = 0, 1, 2,

as N → ∞. Likewise,

∥(1− ϕN )U0∥L2 → 0.



48 F. ANGELES

Therefore, given ϵ > 0 we can find N ∈ N sufficiently large so that

lim sup
k→∞

∫ T0

0

∥Un(k)(τ)− U(τ)∥2L2dτ ≤ ϵ. (10.17)

Since ϵ > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that Un(k) → U in L2([0, T0];L
2).

Next, we upgrade the convergence to the space L2([0, T0];H
s−1). Let θ = s−1

s . By interpolating between

L2 and Hs, we have∫ T0

0

∥(Un(k) − U)(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ ≤
∫ T0

0

∥(Un(k) − U)(τ)∥2(1−θ)
L2 ∥(Un(k) − U)(τ)∥2θHsdτ.

Applying Hölder’s inequality and using (10.3), we obtain∫ T0

0

∥(Un(k) − U)(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ ≤

(∫ T0

0

∥(Un(k) − U)(τ)∥2L2dτ

)1−θ (∫ T0

0

∥(Un(k) − U)(τ)∥2Hsdτ

)θ

≤ (4T0M
2)θ

(∫ T0

0

∥(Un(k) − U)(τ)∥2L2dτ

)1−θ

.

Hence, (10.17) implies that Un(k) → U in L2([0, T0];H
s−1). Finally, let us consider the sequence {Λαvn(k)},

where Un(k) = (un(k), vn(k)). Interpolating between the homogeneous Sobolev spaces Ḣ−α and Ḣs−1, with
θ = α

s−1+α , yields∫ T0

0

∥Λα(vn(k) − v)(τ)∥2L2dτ ≤
∫ T0

0

∥Λα(vn(k) − v)(τ)∥2(1−θ)

Ḣ−α
∥Λα(vn(k) − v)(τ)∥2θ

Ḣs−1dτ

≤

(∫ T0

0

∥(vn(k) − v)(τ)∥2L2dτ

)1−θ (∫ T0

0

∥Λα(vn(k) − v)(τ)∥2
Ḣs−1dτ

)θ

.

Using again (10.3) together with (10.17), we deduce that Λαvn(k) → Λαv in L2([0, T0];L
2). Finally, inter-

polation between L2 and Hs−1+α shows that the convergence actually shows in L2([0 : T0];H
s−1). Indeed,

choosing θ = s−1
s−1+α , we obtain∫ T0

0

∥Λα(vn(k) − v)(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ ≤
∫ T0

0

∥Λα(vn(k) − v)(τ)∥2(1−θ)
L2 ∥Λα(vn(k) − v)(τ)∥2θHs−1+αdτ

≤

(∫ T0

0

∥Λα(vn(k) − v)(τ)∥2L2dτ

)1−θ (∫ T0

0

∥Λα(vn(k) − v)(τ)∥2Hsdτ

)θ

.

Combining this estimate with (10.3) and the previous convergence result gives Λαvn(k) → Λαv in L2([0, T0];H
s−1).

Therefore, Un(k) → U in Ys−1,α,T0 . Consequently, Tα(Xs,α,T0(O1,M,M1)) is relatively compact in Ys−1,α,T0 ,
which completes the proof. □

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 (1.1). However, this theorem cannot be applied directly to Tα : Xs−1,α,T0

(O1,M,M1) →
Xs−1,α,T0(O1,M,M1) because Xs−1,α,T0 is not a closed set with respect to the topology of Ys−1,α,T0 . There-
fore, we show that Tα 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.
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Definition 11.1. Let α ∈ (0, 1) be given. Assume that O1 and M are defined by (8.6) and (8.7), respectively
and that T0 > 0 and M1 satisfy the conditions of theorem 8.1. Define X∞ as the set of all functions
V = (w, z)⊤ of (x, t) ∈ QT0 with w ∈ Rk and z ∈ Rm such that

V ∈ L∞([0, T0];H
s), z ∈ L2([0, T0];H

s+α),

∂tV ∈ L2([0, T0];H
s−1), V (x, t) ∈ O1 for all (x, t) ∈ QT0

,
(11.1)

and for all t ∈ [0, T0],

E2
s,α(V (t)) ≤ M2 and

∫ t

0

∥∂tV (τ)∥2Hs−1dτ ≤ M2
1 . (11.2)

Proposition 3. The set X∞ is the closure of Xs,α,T0
(O1,M,M1) with respect to the topology of Ys−1,α,T0

.
Furthermore, X∞ can be characterized as the set of all vectors U ∈ Ys−1,α,T0

for which there is a sequence
{Uk} ⊂ Xs−1,α,T0

(O1,M,M1) and V ∈ Ys−1,α,T0
such that

Uk → U and Tα(Uk) → V in Ys−1,α,T0
. (11.3)

Proof. Let V ∈ Xs−1,α,T0(O1,M,M1). Then, there is {Vk} ⊂ Xs,α,T0(O1,M,M1) such that Vk → V in
Ys−1,α,T0

. Since {Vk} is bounded and satisfies (8.1) and (8.2), we can extract a subsequence {Vk(j)} ⊂ {Vk}
that satisfies (10.2), (10.3) and (10.4) with V replacing U . Since T0 satisfies theorem 8.1, it follows that
V (x, t) ∈ O1 for all (x, t) ∈ QT0 . Hence, V ∈ X∞. On the other hand, let V ∈ X∞. Consider the sequence
Vk := JϵkV with ϵk → 0. Since ∂tV ∈ L2([0, T ];Hs−1) it follows that V ∈ C([0, T0];H

s−1). Consequently,
Vk ∈ C([0, T0];H

s) for all k ∈ N. It is easy to verify that {Vk} satisfies (11.1) and (11.2). Therefore,
{Vk} ⊂ Xs,α,T0

(O1,M,M1). Moreover, by the standard properties of the mollifier JϵkV , combined with the

dominated convergence theorem it follows that Vk → V in Ys−1,α,T0
. Thus, X∞ = Xs−1,α,T0

(O1,M,M1).
In order to prove the second statement, let X0 be the set of vectors in Ys−1,α,T0

that satisfies (11.3).
Then, by the first part of the proposition and the definition of X0, we have that X0 ⊂ X∞. On the other
hand, let V ∈ X∞. Then, there is {Vk} ⊂ Xs,α,T0(O1,M,M1) such that Vk → V in Ys−1,α,T0 . Then, by the
Hölder continuity described in (9.6) and the embedding, L∞([0, T0];H

s−1) ↪→ L2([0, T0];H
s−1), we deduce

that {Tα(Vk)} is a Cauchy sequence in Ys−1,α,T0
. In consequence, there is V ∈ Ys−1,α,T0

such that (11.3)
holds and thus, X∞ ⊂ X0. This concludes the proof. □

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

Proposition 4. There is an extension Tα,∞ of Tα to the set X∞ defined as Tα,∞(U) = V , where U and V
satisfy (11.3) with the following properties:

(1) The mapping U
Tα,∞7−−−→ V is well defined in the sense that it is independent of the Cauchy sequence

that satisfies Uk → U . Moreover, U and V satisfy the following Cauchy problem

A0(U)∂tV +Aj(U)∂jV +D(U)V +B(U)Λ2αV +H(U)[Λ2α, G(U)]LV = 0,

V |t=0 = U0.
(11.4)

(2) There is a positive constant C5(O1,M, T0) such that

∥Tα,∞(U1)− Tα,∞(U2)∥2Ys−1,α,T0
≤ C5(O1,M, T0)∥U1 − U2∥Ys−1,α,T0

for all U1, U2 ∈ X∞. (11.5)

(3) Tα,∞(X∞) ⊂ X∞ and Tα,∞(U) = Tα(U) for all U ∈ Xs,α,T0
(O1,M,M1).

(4) Tα,∞(X∞) is relatively compact with respect to the topology of Ys−1,α,T0
.
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Proof. Let U ∈ X∞. Then, there is {Uk} ⊂ Xs,α,T0
and V in Ys−1,α,T0

such that Uk → U and Tα(Uk) → V
in Ys−1,α,T0 . By the definition of Tα, if we set Vk := Tα(Uk), we have that

A0(Uk)∂tVk +Aj(Uk)∂jVk +D(Uk)Vk +B(Uk)Λ
2αVk +H(Uk)[Λ

2α, G(Uk)]LVk = 0,

Vk|t=0 = U0,
(11.6)

holds for all k ∈ N. By taking the limit when k → ∞ and using the convergence in (11.3) we find that

V satisfies the Cauchy problem (11.4). If there is another sequence {Ũk} ⊂ Xs,α,T0
(O1,M,M1) such that

Ũk → U and Ṽk := Tα(Ũk) → Ṽ in Y then, as in the previous lines, Ṽ satisfies (11.4). Since V, Ṽ ∈ X∞,

we can apply the energy method to conclude that Es,α,T0(V − Ṽ ) = 0. Therefore, Ṽ = V and Tα,∞ is
well-defined. This concludes (1).

Next, we prove statement (2). Let U1, U2 ∈ X∞. Then, there are sequences {U1,k} and {U2,k} in
Xs,α,T0

(O1,M,M1) and vectors V1, V2 ∈ Ys−1,α,T0
such that U1,k → U1, U2,k → U2, Tα(U1,k) → V1 and

Tα(U2,k) → V2. As a consequence of (9.6) and the embedding L∞([0, T0];H
s−1) ↪→ L2([0, T0];H

s−1), it
holds that

∥Tα(U1,k)− Tα(U2,k)∥Ys−1,α,T0
≤ C5(O1,M, T0)∥U1,k − U2,k∥Ys−1,α,T0

for all k ∈ N.

By taking the limit when k → ∞, (11.5) follows.
The proof of statement (3) follows immediately from the definition of Tα,∞ and proposition 3.

Finally, we prove statement (4). Observe that, Tα,∞(X∞) ⊂ Tα(Xs,α,T0
(O1,M,M1)) holds as a conse-

quence of (11.3). Therefore, lemma 8 implies that the closure of Tα,∞(X∞) is contained in a compact set in
Ys−1,α,T0 . The result follows. □

Theorem 11.1 (Local existence). Let α ∈ (0, 1) and s > d
2 + 1 be an integer. Assume that condition 1 is

satisfied with one of the hypotheses (E1)-(E3). Assume that U0 ∈ Hs satisfies condition 3. Then, there is
T0 > 0 and solution U = (u, v) to the Cauchy problem (1.1) in the set Xs,α,T0

(O1,M,M1).

Proof. First, define O1 and M as in (8.6) and (8.7), respectively. By theorem 8.1, there is T0 > 0 such that
the solution map Tα : Xs,α,T0(O1,M,M1) → Xs,α,T0(O1,M,M1) is well defined. Consider the extension Tα,∞
of Tα to the set X∞ defined in proposition 4. It is easy to verify that X∞ is a convex set. Consequently,
by proposition 4, we can apply Schauder’s fixed point theorem to conclude the existence of a fixed point
U∞ ∈ X∞ of Tα,∞. Thus, T∞,α(U∞) = U∞ and, as a consequence of statement (1) in proposition 4, U∞
satisfies the Cauchy problem

A0(U∞)∂tU∞ +Aj(U∞)∂jU∞ +D(U∞)U∞ +B(U∞)Λ2αU∞ +H(U∞)[Λ2α, G(U∞)]LU∞ = 0,

U∞|t=0 = U0.

Since U∞ ∈ X∞, theorem 7.5 implies that U∞ ∈ C([0, T0];H
s). Hence, U∞ ∈ Xs,α,T0(O1,M,M1). □

12. Uniqueness

Given the lack of a contraction type inequality for the solution map associated with system (1.1), we can
only show uniqueness of solutions under the assumption of smallness of the initial data.

Theorem 12.1. Let s > d
2 + 1 be an integer and let α ∈ (0, 1) be given. Assume that condition 1 is

satisfied with a constant matrix H = Hc. Let U0 ∈ Hs satisfy condition 3 and define O1, M and M1 as in
section 8. Then, there is T0 > 0, such that the Cauchy problem (1.1) has a unique solution U = (u, v) in
Xs,α,T1(O1,M,M1) if one of the following conditions holds true:

(i) Hc = ON .
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(ii) One of the hypotheses (E1)-(E3) is satisfied with the constant matrices Hc ̸= ON and A0 = A0
c > 0.

Moreover, let κσ,d be de norm of the embedding Hσ ↪→ L∞ whenever σ > d
2 and define the constant

κ(α, s, d) :=

{
κs−α,d if (E1) holds,
κs−sα,d if (E2) or (E3) holds.

Assume the following condition is satisfied,

0 < ω0 := 2C0(O1)|Hc|2C2
G(O1,M, s, α)κ2(α, s, d)|L|2M2 < 1, (12.1)

where C(O1,M, s, α) is the constant in (14.2) with σ = s− 1− α.

In particular, the solution satisfies the energy estimate,

∥U(t)∥2Hs +

∫ t

0

∥Λαv(τ)∥2Hsdτ ≤ 2C0(O1)∥U0∥2Hs for any t ∈ [0, T0]. (12.2)

Proof. Define O1, M and M1 as in section 8. Then, by theorem 11.1, there exists T0 > 0 and a solution
U = (u, v) ∈ Xs,α,T0(O1,M,M1) of (1.1) that satisfies (12.2) for all t ∈ [0, T0]. It remains to show the
uniqueness. Let U1 and U2 be two different solution of the Cauchy problem (1.1) in Xs,α,T0

(O1,M,M1).
Then, as in (9.2) and (9.3), U := U1 − U2 satisfies the equation

A0(U1)∂tU +Aj(U1)∂jU +D(U1)U +B(U1)Λ2αU +Hc[Λ
2α, G(Ũ1)]LU = F1,2 +Q1,2,

with

(A0(U1))−1F 1,2 := −
[
A

j
(U1)−A

j
(U2)

]
∂jU

2 −
[
D(U1)−D(U2)

]
U2 −

[
B(U1)−B(U2)

]
Λ2αU2

(A0(U1))−1Q1,2 := −Hc[Λ
2α, G(U1)−G(U2)]LU2

Now, by the block structure in condition (C5), we have that F 1,2 = (A0(U1))−1(f1,2
1 , f1,2

2 ) where (f1,2
1 , f1,2

2 ) ∈
Rk × Rm. Therefore, by the energy estimates with m = s− 1,

sup
τ∈[0,t]

∥U(τ)∥2Hs−1 +

∫ t

0

∥Λα(v1 − v2)(τ)∥Hs−1dτ

≤ 2C0(O1)

∫ t

0

(
∥f1,2

1 (τ)∥2Hs−1 + ∥f1,2
2 (τ)∥2Hs−1−α + ∥Q1,2(τ)∥2Hs−1−α

)
dτ.

(12.3)

Since U1, U2 ∈ Xs,α,T0(O1,M,M1), the Sobolev product estimates imply that,

∥f1,2
1 (τ)∥Hs−1 ≤ C(O1,M)M∥U1 − U2∥Hs−1 (12.4)

and

∥f1,2
2 ∥Hs−1−α ≤ C(O1,M)

(
M∥U1 − U2∥Hs−1 + ∥[B0(U

2)−B0(U
1)]Λ2αv2∥Hs−1−α

)
.

The last term requires the fractional Leibniz rule,

∥[B0(U
2)−B0(U

1)]Λ2αv2∥Hs−1−α

≤ C
(
∥B0(U

2)−B0(U
1)∥Ḣs−1−α∥Λ2αv2∥L∞ + ∥B0(U

2)−B0(U
1)∥L∞∥v2∥Hs

)
and since, s− 2− α > 0, we have

∥B0(U
2)−B0(U

1)∥2
Ḣs−1−α ≤ C∥∇(B0(U

2)−B0(U
1))∥2Hs−2 .

By the embedding Hs−α ↪→, L∞ we obtain the estimate

∥f1,2
2 ∥Hs−1−α ≤ C(O1,M)∥U1 − U2∥Hs−1

(
M + ∥Λαv2∥Hs

)
. (12.5)
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If we assume (i), Q1,2 = 0 and thus, by using (12.4) and (12.5) in (12.3) we obtain

sup
τ∈[0,t]

∥U(τ)∥2Hs−1 +

∫ t

0

∥Λα(v1 − v2)(τ)∥Hs−1dτ

≤ C(O1,M) sup
τ∈[0,t]

∥U(τ)∥2Hs−1

[
t+

∫ t

0

∥Λαv2(τ)∥2Hs

]
.

Since limt→0

∫ t

0
∥Λαv2(τ)∥2Hsdτ = 0, there is 0 < T1 ≤ T0 such that

0 < sup
t∈[0,T1]

[
t+

∫ t

0

∥Λαv2(τ)∥2Hsdτ

]
< 1.

Therefore, it follows that U1 ≡ U2 on [0, T1]. Then, by the uniform continuity of f(t) =
∫ t

0
∥Λαv2(τ)∥Hsdτ ,

we can iterate the argument with initial data in t = T1, 2T1, .. and thus, uniqueness follows in [0, T0].
Now assume that (ii) holds. Then, A0(U1) = A0

c and thus,

∥Q1,2∥Hs−1−α ≤ |Hc|
(
∥[Λ2α, G(U1)−G(U2)]LU2∥L2 + ∥[Λ2α, G(U1)−G(U2)]LU2∥Ḣs−1−α

)
≤ |Hc|

(
∥(G(U1)−G(U2))LU2∥H2 + ∥(G(U1)−G(U2))Λ2αLU2∥L2

+ ∥[Λ2α, G(U1)−G(U2)]LU2∥Ḣs−1−α

)
.

Since s− 1 ≥ 2 and U2 ∈ Xs,α,T0
(O1,M,M1) we have

∥Q1,2∥Hs−1−α ≤ |Hc|
(
CG(O1,M)M∥U1 − U2∥Hs−1 + ∥[Λ2α, G(U1)−G(U2)]LU2∥Ḣs−1−α

)
.

By using the identity

Λs−1−α[Λ2α, G(U1)−G(U2)]LU2 = [Λs−1+α, G(U1)−G(U2)]LU2 − [Λs−1−α, G(U1)−G(U2)]Λ2αLU2,

together with condition (C6) and fractional Leibniz rule we obtain

∥[Λ2α, G(U1)−G(U2)]LU2∥Ḣs−1−α

≤ C
(
∥∇(G0(v

1)−G0(v
2))∥L4∥Λs−2+αLU2∥L4 + ∥G0(v

1)−G0(v
2)∥Ḣs−1+α∥LU2∥L∞

+ ∥∇(G0(v
1)−G0(v

2))∥L4∥Λs−2−αLU2∥L4 + ∥G0(v
1)−G0(v

2)∥Ḣs−1−α∥Λ2αLU2∥L∞
)
.

Then, by the embeddings H1 ↪→ L4 and Hs ↪→ L∞ it follows that

∥[Λ2α, G(U1)−G(U2)]LU2∥Ḣs−1−α

≤ ∥G0(v
1)−G0(v

2)∥H2∥LU2∥Hs + ∥G0(v
1)−G0(v

2)∥Ḣs−1+α∥LU2∥Hs

+ ∥G0(v
1)−G0(v

2)∥Ḣs−1−α∥Λ2αLU2∥L∞ .

Therefore, the embedding Hs−1 ↪→ H2 and estimate (14.2) yield

∥[Λ2α, G(U1)−G(U2)]LU2∥Ḣs−1−α

≤ CG(O1,M, s, α)
(
∥U1 − U2∥Hs−1 |L|M + ∥Λα(v1 − v2)∥Hs−1 |L|M + ∥U1 − U2∥Hs−1∥Λ2αLU2∥L∞

)
.

Observe that, under any of the hypotheses (E1)-(E3), the following bound is true,

∥Λ2αLU2∥L∞ ≤ κ(α, d)|L|
(
∥Λαv2∥Hs + ∥U2∥Hs

)
.

Thus,

∥[Λ2α, G(U1)−G(U2)]LU2∥Ḣs−1−α

≤ CG(O1,M, s, α)κ(α, d)|L|
([
M + ∥Λαv2∥Hs

]
∥U1 − U2∥Hs−1 + ∥Λα(v1 − v2)∥Hs−1M

)
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and the following estimate holds

∥Q1,2∥Hs−1−α ≤ |Hc|CG(O1,M, s, α)
(
M + κ(α, s, d)|L|[M + ∥Λαv2∥Hs ]

)
∥U1 − U2∥Hs−1

+ |Hc|CG(O1,M, s, α)κ(α, s, d)|L|M∥Λα(v1 − v2)∥Hs−1 .

Consequently,

2C0(O1)

∫ t

0

∥Q1,2(τ)∥2Hs−1−αdτ ≤ C1(O1,M) sup
τ∈[0,t]

∥U(τ)∥2Hs−1

[
t+

∫ t

0

∥Λαv2(τ)∥2Hs

]
+ ω0

∫ t

0

∥Λα(v1 − v2)(τ)∥2Hs−1dτ

(12.6)

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

sup
τ∈[0,t]

∥U(τ)∥2Hs−1 ≤ C(O1,M) sup
τ∈[0,t]

∥U(τ)∥2Hs−1

[
t+

∫ t

0

∥Λ2αv2(τ)∥2Hs

]
.

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

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 U0 differs from a
constant state Uc by an Hs function.

Consider the following system of equations,

Ã0(V )∂tV + Ãj(V )∂jV + D̃(V )V + B̃(V )Λ2αV = 0 (13.1)

with initial data satisfying that,

V (0)− Uc ∈ Hs

for some constant state Uc ∈ O for which, we assume the condition,

Condition (W). D̃(V )Uc = 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 )A0(V ), S(V )Aj(V ) and S(V )B(V ) are symmetric
and S(V )A0(V ) > 0 for all V ∈ O. Then, by introducing the variable U = V − Uc and defining,

A0(U) := S(U + Uc)Ã
0(U + Uc), A

j(U) := S(U + Uc)Ã
j(U + Uc), D(U) := D(U + Uc)

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

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 = {ρ ∈ R | ρ > 0}, p > 0 and p ∈ C∞(D).
The fluid satisfies that, p′(ρ) > 0.
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Consider the vector state of variables V = (ρ, v)⊤ ∈ OV ⊂ R4 where OV is an open convex set defined as

OV = {(ρ, v)⊤ ∈ R4 | ρ > 0 and v ∈ R3}.

Assume that Uc = (ρc, 0) ∈ OV . Then, the variable U = (η, v)⊤, defined as U = V − Uc takes values in the
open convex set

O = {(η, v)⊤ ∈ R4 | η > −ρc and v ∈ R3}.

In order to obtain the quasilinear form (13.1), we first provide the coefficients Ã0(V ), B̃(V ) and the

symbol, Ã(ξ;V ) :=
∑d

j=1 Ã
j(V )ξj for any ξ = (ξ1, .., ξd) ∈ Sd−1 and V = U +Uc with U ∈ O. We have that,

Ã0(U + Uc) :=

(
1

(η + ρc)I3

)
, B̃(U + Uc) :=

(
0

µ0I3

)
, (13.3)

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

Ã(ξ;U + Uc) :=


ξ · v (η + ρc)ξ1 (η + ρc)ξ2 (η + ρc)ξ3

ξ1p
′(η + ρc) (η + ρc)ξ · v 0 0

ξ2p
′(η + ρc) 0 (η + ρc)ξ · v 0

ξ3p
′(η + ρc) 0 0 (η + ρc)ξ · v

 . (13.4)

Furthermore, the diagonal matrix function

S(U + Uc) =

(
p′(η+ρc)
η+ρc

I3

)
(13.5)

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

A0(U) =

(
p′(η+ρc)
η+ρc

(η + ρc)I3

)
, B(U) =

(
0

µ0I3

)
(13.6)

and

A(ξ;U) :=


p′(η+ρc)
η+ρc

ξ · v ξ1p
′(η + ρc) ξ2p

′(η + ρc) ξ3p
′(η + ρc)

ξ1p
′(η + ρc) (η + ρc)ξ · v 0 0

ξ2p
′(η + ρc) 0 (η + ρc)ξ · v 0

ξ3p
′(η + ρc) 0 0 (η + ρc)ξ · v

 . (13.7)

Thus, the quasilinear form of (1.3)-(1.4) is

A0(U)∂tU +Aj(U)∂jU +B(U)Λ2αU = 0 (13.8)

with coefficients given by (13.6) and (13.7). As a consequence of theorem 11.1 and statement (i) in theorem
12.1, we have the following result.

Theorem 13.1. Let s ∈ N be such that s > d
2 + 1 and assume that α ∈ (0, 1) is given. Let condition (T)

hold true. Suppose that the initial data satisfies U0 = (ρ0 − ρc, v0) ∈ Hs and infx∈R3 ρ0(x) > 0. Then,
there are positive constants T0 > 0, M and M1, and an open convex bounded set O1 compactly contained
in O such that the Cauchy problem for the quasilinear form of (1.3)-(1.4), that is, (13.8) with coefficients
(13.6) and (13.7), has a unique solution U = (ρ − ρc, v) ∈ C([0, T0];H

s) with v ∈ L2([0, T0];H
s+α) in the
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set Xs,α,T0
(O1,M,M1) with ∂tρ ∈ C([0, T0];H

s−1) and ∂tv ∈ C([0, T0];H
s−2α). In particular, the solution

satisfies the energy estimate

sup
t∈[0,T0]

∥(ρ− ρc)(t)∥2Hs +

∫ T0

0

∥Λαv(t)∥2Hsdt ≤ M2.

Moreover, if α ∈ (0, 1
2 ], we have that ∂tv ∈ C([0, T0];H

s−1).

□

13.2. Compressible Euler system with singular velocity alignment. Let us consider system (1.5)
with kernel given by (1.6) with d = 3 and N = 4. As in the previous example, we consider a constant state
of mas density ρc > 0 and the change of variables η = ρ − ρc. Then, by using (1.2), the non-local velocity
alignment term can be reformulated as

−ρ(x)

∫
Rd

ϕ(x− y)(v(x)− v(y))ρ(y)dy = −ρc(η(x) + ρc)Λ
2αv(x)− (η(x) + ρc)[Λ

2α, v]η.

Consequently, system (1.5) takes the quasilinear form

Ã0(V )∂tV + Ãj(V )∂jV + D̃(V )V + B̃(V )Λ2αV + H̃(V )[Λ2α, G̃(V )]L4V = 0 (13.9)

where V = U + Uc with Uc = (ρc, 0)
⊤. In this case, the coefficient Ã0(U + UC) and the first order symbol

Ã(ξ;U + Uc) coincide with those given in (13.3) and (13.4). The remaining coefficients are the following:

B̃(U + Uc) :=

(
0

ρc(η + ρc)I3

)
, H̃(U + Uc) :=

(
0

(η + ρc)I3

)
,

G̃(U + Uc) :=


0 0 0 0
0 v1 0 0
0 0 v2 0
0 0 0 v3

 , D̃(U + Uc) :=

(
0

β(η + ρc)I3

)

and the constant matrix L4 is given as

L4 :=


0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0
1 0 0 0
1 0 0 0

 . (13.10)

In particular, notice that Uc satisfies condition (R).
Although (13.5) is a Friedrichs’s symmetrizer for system (13.9), it does not place the system within the

framework of condition 1. Indeed, the matrix product S(U + Uc)H̃(U + Uc) fails to satisfy condition (C6),
since its nontrivial block depends on the hyperbolic variable η. In order to correct this problem we propose
the symmetrizer as the following diagonal matrix function

S(U + Uc) =

(
p′(η+ρc)
(η+ρc)2

1
(η+ρc)

I3

)
.

Then, system (1.5) can be written in the quasilinear symmetric form

A0(U)∂tU +Aj(U)∂jU +B(U)Λ2αU +H(U)[Λ2α, G(U)]L4U = 0 (13.11)
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with coefficients given by

A0(U) := S(U + Uc)Ã
0(U + UC) = I4, B(U) := S(U + Uc)B̃(U + Uc) :=

(
0

ρcI3

)
D(U) := S(U + Uc)D̃(U + Uc) :=

(
0

βI3

)
, H(U) := S(U + Uc)H̃(U + Uc) :=

(
0

I3

)
,

G(U) :=


0 0 0 0
0 v1 0 0
0 0 v2 0
0 0 0 v3


(13.12)

and

A(ξ;U) := S(U + Uc)Ã(ξ;U + Uc) =


p′(η+ρc)
(η+ρc)2

ξ · v ξ1
p′(η+ρc)
η+ρc

ξ2
p′(η+ρc)
η+ρc

ξ3
p′(η+ρc)
η+ρc

ξ1
p′(η+ρc)
η+ρc

ξ · v 0 0

ξ2
p′(η+ρc)
η+ρc

0 ξ · v 0

ξ3
p′(η+ρc)
η+ρc

0 0 ξ · v

 . (13.13)

In particular, notice that B0(U) := ρcI3 and thus, for any v ∈ Hα we have〈
B0(U)Λ2αv, v

〉
L2 ≥ ρc∥Λαv∥2L2 . (13.14)

Therefore, with these coefficients, condition 1 is satisfied. Hence, we have the following result.

Theorem 13.2. Assume that α ∈ (0, 1) is given and set sα := max{1, 2α}. Let s ∈ N be such that
s > d

2 + sα. Let condition (T) hold true. Suppose that the initial data satisfies U0 = (ρ0 − ρc, v0) ∈ Hs and
infx∈R3 ρ0(x) > 0. Then, there are positive constants T0 > 0, M and M1, and an open convex bounded set
O1 compactly contained in O such that the Cauchy problem for the quasilinear symmetric form of (1.5), that
is, (13.11) with coefficients given by (13.12) and (13.13), has a solution U = (ρ− ρc, v) ∈ C([0, T0];H

s) with
v ∈ L2([0, T0];H

s+α) in the set Xs,α,T0
(O1,M,M1) with ∂tρ ∈ C([0, T0];H

s−1) and ∂tv ∈ C([0, T0];H
s−2α).

In particular, the solution satisfies the energy estimate

sup
t∈[0,T0]

∥(ρ− ρc)(t)∥2Hs +

∫ T0

0

∥Λαv(t)∥2Hsdt ≤ M2.

Additionally, if α ∈ (0, 1
2 ], we have that ∂tv ∈ C([0, T0];H

s−1). Furthermore, there is a small parameter
η0 > 0, such that if

∥(ρ0 − ρc, v0)∥Hs ≤ η0, (13.15)

the solution is unique among all solutions in Xs,α,T0
(O1,M,M1) with the same initial data.

Proof. The existence statement follows directly from theorem 11.1. Thus, it remains to verify the uniqueness
criterion given by condition (12.1) in statement (ii) of theorem 12.1.

Observe that, since A0 = I4 we may choose a0(O1) = a1(O1) = 1 and, by (13.14), µ0 = ρc. Consequently,
from (7.16) and (8.7), we obtain

C0(O1) =
1

min
{
1, ρc

2

} and M :=

√
2

min
{
1, ρc

2

}∥(ρ0 − ρc, v0)∥Hs .



57

Moreover, |H| = |L| =
√
3. Therefore, in this case, the parameter ω0 in (12.1) is given by

ω0 = 18

(
1

min
{
1, ρc

2

})3/2

C2
G(O1,M)κ2(α, s, d)∥(ρ0 − ρc, v0)∥2Hs .

Next, observe that ∥DG(v)∥L∞ ≤ 1 and DkG(v) = 0 for all k ≥ 2. Then, ∥DG∥C[s−1−α] ≤ 1 and, by the
chain rule estimates and theorem 8.1, we obtain

∥DG(v)∥Ḣs−1−α ≤ C∥DG∥C[s−1−α](1 + ∥v∥s−1−α
L∞ )∥v∥Ḣs−1−α

≤ C(1 + (κs,d∥U∥Hs)s−1−α)∥U∥Hs

≤ C(1 + (κs,dM)s−1−α)M.

Therefore, as a consequence of (14.6), we can take

CG(O1,M) := max{∥DG(v)∥L∞ , ∥DG(v)∥Ḣs−1−α}.

We now choose

η0 :=

(
2

min
{
1, ρc

2

})−1/2

min

 1

2C
,

1

2κσ,d
,

1

18κ2(α, s, d)

(
1

min
{
1, ρc

2

})−1


so that CG(O1,M) ≤ 1. Substituting this bound into the expression for ω0, we obtain 0 < ω0 < 1. Therefore,
condition (12.1) is satisfied, and the uniqueness statement follows from theorem 12.1. □

14. Appendix

Lemma 9. Assume that condition 2 is satisfied. Let G be a smooth function of Ũ = (ũ, ṽ) ∈ O.

(a) Let r > 0 be given. There is a positive constant C, depending on d = 2, 3 and r such that

for any t ∈ [0, T ],

∫
Br(0)

∣∣∣F(G(Ũ(t)))(ξ)
∣∣∣ dξ ≤ C(d, r)∥Ũ∥C([0,T ];Hs).

(b) For every 0 < σ ≤ s, it holds that G(Ũ) ∈ C([0, T ]; Ḣσ).

(c) Moreover, if σ ∈ (0, 1] we have that, ΛσG(Ũ) ∈ C([0, T ];L∞) and there are two positive constants
C1 = C1(d) and C2 = C2(d, s, σ) such that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥ΛσG(Ũ(t))∥L∞ ≤ C1∥G(Ũ)∥C([0,T ];Ḣσ) + C2∥G(Ũ)∥C([0,T ];Ḣs). (14.1)

(d) Assume that G = G(ṽ) and let σ ∈ [0, s+α]. Let Ũ1 = (ũ, ṽ1)⊤ and Ũ2 = (ũ2, ṽ2)⊤ satisfy condition
2. Then, there is a positive constant CG(O1,M, σ) such that

∥G(ṽ1)−G(ṽ2)∥Ḣσ ≤ CG(O1,M, σ)
(
∥ṽ1 − ṽ2∥Hσ + ∥ṽ1 − ṽ2∥L∞

)
. (14.2)

Proof. Since U ∈ C([0, T ];Hs) for s > d
2 + 1, the fractional chain rule estimates 5 assure that, for any

σ ∈ (0, s], there is a constant C = C(σ, ∥G∥C[σ]) > 0 such that

for all t ∈ [0, T ], ∥G(Ũ(t))∥Ḣσ ≤ C(σ, ∥G∥C[σ])∥Ũ∥C([0,T ];Ḣs).
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Then, for any r > 0,∫
Br(0)

∣∣∣F(G(Ũ(t)))(ξ)
∣∣∣ dξ =

∫
Br(0)

∣∣∣F(G(Ũ(t)))
∣∣∣ |ξ|δ|ξ|−δdξ

≤ C(δ, ∥G∥C[δ])∥Ũ∥C([0,T ];Hs)

(∫
Br(0)

|ξ|−2δdξ

)1/2

.

For the case d = 3 take δ = 1 and for d = 2, δ = 1/2 and assertion (a) follows.

In order to prove the continuity of the mapping G(Ũ) : [0, T ] → Ḣσ we consider the following formula,

G(Ũ(t))−G(Ũ(t0)) =

∫ 1

0

d

dτ
G
(
Ũ(t0) + τ(Ũ(t)− Ũ(t0))

)
dτ

=

∫ 1

0

DG(U(τ ; t, t0))dτ
[
Ũ(t)− Ũ(t0)

]
,

where U(τ ; t, t0) := Ũ(t0) + τ(Ũ(t)− Ũ(t0)). Then, by (3.3),

∥G(Ũ(t))−G(Ũ(t0))∥Ḣσ ≤
∥∥∥∥∫ 1

0

DG(U(τ ; t, t0))dτ
∥∥∥∥
L∞

∥Ũ(t)− Ũ(t0)∥Ḣσ

+

∥∥∥∥∫ 1

0

DG(U(τ ; t, t0))dτ
∥∥∥∥
Ḣσ

∥Ũ(t)− Ũ(t0)∥L∞ .

(14.3)

Observe that DG(U(τ ; t, t0)) ∈ L∞([0, 1] × Rd × [0, T ]) and thus, the first term in the right hand side of

(14.3) goes to zero if t → t0 in [0, T ]. Since Ũ ∈ C([0, T ];Hs), it is enough to obtain a uniform bound on the
term ∥∥∥∥∫ 1

0

DG(U(τ ; t, t0))dτ
∥∥∥∥
Ḣσ

,

in order to conclude. First, observe that, for any t, t0 and τ ∈ [0, 1], |U(τ ; t, t0)| ≤ 2∥Ũ∥C([0,T ];Hs) so that, the

range of the function [0, 1]× [0, T ] 7→ U(τ ; t, t0) lies within a compact set of RN . Hence, for any δ > 0, there
is a positive constant M(δ) > 0 such that ∥DG∥C[δ] ≤ M(δ) when restricted to R(U(τ ; t, t0)). Therefore, by
the fractional chain rule estimates, for any δ > 0 there are positive constants C(δ) and M(δ) such that,

for all t, t0 ∈ [0, T ] and τ ∈ [0, 1], ∥DG(U(τ ; t, t0))∥Ḣδ ≤ C(δ)M(δ)∥Ũ∥C([0,T ];Hs). (14.4)

Now, it is easy to show that

F
(∫ 1

0

DG(U(τ ; t, t0))dτ
)

=

∫ 1

0

F(DG(U(τ ; t, t0)))dτ.

Therefore, by Jensen’s inequality and (14.4) it follows that, for any σ ∈ (0, s] there are two positive constants
C(σ) and M(σ) such that for any t, t0 ∈ [0, T ],∥∥∥∥∫ 1

0

DG(U(τ ; t, t0))dτ
∥∥∥∥2
Ḣσ

≤
∫
Rd

∫ 1

0

|ξ|2σ |F (DG(U(τ ; t, t0))) (ξ)|2 dτdξ

≤ C(σ)2M(σ)2∥Ũ∥2C([0,T ];Hs).

(14.5)

In consequence, by taking the limit when t → t0 in the right hand side of (14.3), the result follows.
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Now assume that σ ∈ (0, 1]. By the continuity of F : L1 → L∞ and Hölder’s inequality, for any t ∈ [0, T ]
we have,

∥ΛσG(Ũ(t))∥L∞ ≤ ∥F(ΛσG(Ũ(t)))∥L1

≤
∫
|ξ|≤1

|ξ|σ|F(G(Ũ(t)))(ξ)|dξ +
∫
|ξ|≥1

|ξ|σ|F(G(Ũ(t)))(ξ)||ξ|s−σ|ξ|−(s−σ)dξ

≤ λd(B1(0))
1/2∥G(Ũ(t))∥Ḣσ +

(∫
|ξ|≥1

|ξ|−2(s−σ)dξ

)1/2

∥G(Ũ(t))∥Ḣs .

Since s−σ > d
2 , the last integral is finite and (14.1) follows. Moreover, by the fractional chain rule estimates,

there is a constant C = (σ, s, d) > 0 satisfying that,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥ΛσG(Ũ(t))∥L∞ ≤ C(σ, s, d)∥Ũ∥C([0,T ];Hs).

In the same manner, for any t, t0 ∈ [0, T ] it holds that

∥ΛσG(Ũ(t))− ΛσG(Ũ(t0))∥L∞ ≤ ∥F(G(Ũ(t)))−F(G(Ũ(t0)))∥L1

≤ C(σ, s, d)
(
∥G(Ũ(t))−G(Ũ(t0))∥Ḣσ + ∥G(Ũ(t))−G(Ũ(t0))∥Ḣs

)
.

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

Finally, to prove (d) let Ũ1, Ũ2 ∈ O1 be arbitrary states with second components ṽ1 and ṽ2, respectively.
By using the same argument that lead us to (14.3) we obtain the es timate

∥G(ṽ1)−G(ṽ2)∥Ḣσ ≤
∥∥∥∥∫ 1

0

DG(V(τ))dτ
∥∥∥∥
L∞

∥ṽ1 − ṽ2∥Ḣσ +

∥∥∥∥∫ 1

0

DG(V(τ))dτ
∥∥∥∥
Ḣσ

∥ṽ1 − ṽ2∥L∞ , (14.6)

where V(τ) = ṽ2+τ(ṽ1− ṽ2). The result is now a consequence of the fact that DG(V(τ)) ∈ L∞(Rd× [0, T ]×
[0, 1]) and (14.5). □
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Email address: felipe.angeles@iimas.unam.mx


	1. Introduction
	2. Objectives and results
	3. Basic Lemmas
	4. Commutator estimates
	5. Basic assumptions for linearized fractional systems
	6. Approximate linearized system
	7. Energy estimates for fractional systems
	8. Invariant sets under iterations and boundedness on the high norm
	9. Hölder continuity in the low norm
	10. Compactness: tightness of the L2 norm
	11. Local existence: The fixed point argument
	12. Uniqueness
	13. Applications to fractional compressible fluid dynamics
	14. Appendix
	Acknowledgments
	Bibliography

