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Abstract

In this paper we are interested in some properties related to the solutions of non-local diffusion equations with divergence
free drift. Existence, maximum principle and a positivity principle are proved. In order to study Holder regularity, we apply
a method that relies in the Holder-Hardy spaces duality and in the molecular characterisation of local Hardy spaces. In these
equations, the diffusion is given by Lévy-type operators with an associated Lévy measure satisfying some upper and lower
bounds.
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1 Introduction

We study in this article a class of non-local diffusion equations with divergence free drift of the following form:

0f(x,t) = V- (v0)(x,t) + LO(x,t) =0,
0(x,0) = bo(x), (1)

with div(v) =0 and ¢ € [0,T].

This type of transport-diffusion equations is a generalization of a well-known equation from fluid dynamics. Indeed,
in space dimension n = 2 if £ = (—A)® is the fractional Laplacian, with 0 < a < 1/2, and if v = (—R20, R16)

where R; o are the Riesz Transforms defined in the Fourier level by Ej\ﬁ(f) = 7%5(5) for 5 = 1,2, we obtain the

quasi-geostrophic equation (QG), which has been recently studied by many authors with different approaches and
with a variety of results, see [1], [6], [12], [4], [5], [I4] and the references there in for more details.

Inspired by the work of Kiselev and Nazarov [12], it is possible to study the Hélder regularity of the solutions of the
(QG)1/2 equation by a duality-based method. The aim of this article is to generalize this method to a wider family of
operators and we will consider here Lévy-type operators under some hypothesis that will be stated in the lines below.
This class of operators corresponds to a natural generalization of recent works where some results are obtained for
different operators using quite specific techniques: for example see the article [I3] where the operator’s kernel satisfies
some similar bounds to those imposed in our hypothesis.

In this paper we will mainly consider problems of existence of the solutions, a maximum principle, a positivity
principle and of course we will study Holder regularity of the solutions of equation ().

Let us start by describing our setting in a general way. This framework will be made precise later on.

e In the formula (1) we noted 0 : R™ x [0,7] — R a real-valued function, where n > 2 is the euclidean dimension.

e The drift (or velocity) term v is such that v : R™ x [0, 7] — R™ and we will always assume that div(v) = 0 and
that v belongs to L ([0, T; bmo(R™)). Recall that local bmo(R™) space is defined as locally integrable functions
f such that

1 1
sup —/ |f(z) — felde < M and sup —/ |f(z)|dxe < M for a constant M;
iBi<1|Bl Jp iB1>11Bl JB
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we noted B(R) a ball of radius R > 0 and fp = \_lé’l (x)dz. The norm || - |lpmo is then fixed as the smallest
B(R)
constant M satisfying these two conditions.

e The operator £ is a Lévy operator which has the following general form called the Lévy-Khinchin representation

formula:
=) €T 9 a; an(:C) xTr) — T — . €T
L)) =4 VI + 3 e o o @ = =)y VI @] 1),

where b € R™ is a vector, a, ; are constants (note that the matrix (a; x)1<; k<n should be positive semi-definite)
and IT is a nonnegative Borel measure on R™ satisfying II({0}) = 0 and

. min(1, [y|*)II(dy) < +oo. (2)

o~

In the Fourier level we have Z?(f ) = a(§) f(§) where the symbol a(-) is given by the Lévy-Khinchin formula

n

o) (1 e gy §]l{|y|<1}(y)) II(dy), where ¢(£) = Z a;j k€& 3)

jk=1

a<s>:ib~s+q<s>+/

R

Our main references concerning Lévy operators and the Lévy-Khinchin representation formula are the books [9], [10]
and [16]. See also the lecture notes [I1] for interesting applications to the PDEs.

We need to make some assumptions over the Lévy operator considered before. First we will set b =0 and a; = 0.
We assume then that the measure II is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure, so this measure
can be written as II(dy) = 7(y)dy, this hypothesis is important as it simplifies considerably the computations. We will
also require some symmetry in the following sense: 7(y) = w(—y). Finally, the most crucial issue concerns estimates
over the function 7 and we will assume the inequalities:

aly ™ < wly) <ely " over y| <1, (4)

0< 7(y) <elyl™*  overy > 1, (5)
where c1,ca,c3 > 0 are positive constants. We need to define the values of the parameters «, 3,9 and we will study
the following cases:

(a) 0<a<f<1l/2and0<éd<1/2,
(b) 0<a=p=§6<1/2,

(¢) a=pf=1/2and 0 < 6 < 1/2,
d) a=p=6=1/2.

The choice of these bounds is mainly technical and it will be explained in Remark [[LT] below.

Note that these two conditions (@) and (B) imply the next pointwise property which will be useful in the sequel
0 <7(y) < ecally "2 + |y "% for all y € R™ and ¢4 > 0. (6)

We observe now that these assumptions for the function = imply that the operator £ and its symbol a(-) can be
rewritten in the following way:

n

£(f)(@) = vp. / [f(2) - f(z — )] n(w)dy (7)
and

al€) = / (1 = cos(é - ) (y)dy. (8)
R\ {0}

As we can see, the properties of the operator £ can be easily read, in the real variable or in the Fourier level, by the
properties of the function 7.

In order to have a better understanding of these properties it is helpful to consider an important example which is
given by the fractional Laplacian (—A)“ defined by the expression

() = flz —y)

(A @) =ve. [ S

R

dy, with0<a<1/2.



Note that we have here 7(y) = |y|~"~2% and 7 satisfies @) and (G]) with o = 3 = §, so this example corresponds to the

cases (b) and (d) stated above. Equivalently, we have a Fourier characterisation by the formula (—/A-F F(E) = |€)22f(€)
so the function a(§) is equal to |€[>*.

With this example we observe that the lower bound in ) guarantees a diffusion or regularization eﬁec like
(—A)* and this is an important assumption for the function 7. Indeed, in some general sense, only the part of the
integral (7]) near the origin is critical as 7 satisfies (Bl). We note also that the upper bounds given in @) and (&) imply
the property (2)) since in any case we have 3,6 < 1/2.

Remark 1.1 As the previous example shows, when o = = & we obtain the fractional Laplacian (—A)® and thus
the equation (dl) studied here can be considered as a linearization of the quasi-geostrophic equation where we have an
interesting competition between this operator and the drift term. In the framework of this equation it is classical to
distinguish three regimes: super-critical if 0 < ao < 1/2, critical if a« = 1/2 and sub-critical if 1/2 < a < 1, from which
only the two first are of interest since in the sub-critical case the reqularization effect is in some sense “stronger” than
the drift, see [3] for more details.

This explains the upper bound given for the parameters «, 3,0. The main reason to divide our study following the
cases (a)-(d) is technical as some of the results stated below are valid in some special cases.

Let us consider more examples: it is shown in Theorem 3.7.7 of [9], that each continuous negative definite function
a(-) can be writen in the form (@), so under hypothesis [{@l) and (B]) we can obtain a large class of operators that are
in the scope of this work. In the paper [13] another approach is given: the assumptions for the function 7 are quite
similar but they are stated in a different way, furthermore the authors of this article only consider the case a« = =9
in their hypothesis, so our framework is slightly more general. However they allow dependence of the function 7 in
the x variable and in the time variable ¢. A further work could follow this path, assuming for example in formula (7))
that 7 = m(x,y,t) instead of 7 = w(y). Note that some amount of work is already done in this direction, see chapter
4 and Definition 4.5.10 of [9] for more information.

Presentation of the results

We assume from now on that the operator £ is of the form (7). We will work with a function 7 satisfying the hypothesis
@) and (@) with the parameters «, 3,0 satisfying (a)-(d) unless otherwise specified.

In this article we present some results concerning non-local diffusion equation ([Il). Maybe the three first of them
are well known for different mathematical communities, so perhaps the only novelty here is the use of the bmo space.
Nevertheless we will give the proofs for the sake of completness.

Theorem 1 (Existence and uniqueness for L? initial data) If 6y € LP(R™) with 1 < p < 400 is an initial data,
then equation () has a unique weak solution § € L>([0,T]; LP(R™)).

Theorem 2 (Maximum Principle) Let 0§y € LP(R™) with 1 < p < 400 be an initial data, then the weak solution
of equation (1) satisfies the following mazimum principle for all t € [0,T]: |0(-,t)||zr < ||6o]lLr-

Theorem 3 (Positivity Principle) Let S and ¢ be the parameters given in cases (a)-(d). Let ﬁ(ﬁ&) <p<+oo
and M > 0 a constant, if the initial data 0y € LP(R™) is such that 0 < 0y < M then the weak solution of equation (1)

satisfies 0 < O(x,t) < M for all t € [0,T].

Our main theorem is the following one which is a generalization of a duality method used in the framework of the
quasi-geostrophic equation. With this method we obtain a small regularity gain, but for technical reasons we need to
consider here the cases (c) and (d).

Theorem 4 (Ho6lder regularity) Let £ be a Lévy operator of the form (7) with a Lévy measure m satisfying hypoth-
esis [{)) and (@) with a = =1/2 and 6 < 1/2 or o= 3 =0 = 1/2. Fiz a small time Ty > 0. Let 6y be a function
such that 6y € L>°(R™). If O(x,t) is a solution for the equation (), then for all time Ty < t < T, we have that 0(-,t)
belongs to the Holder space C7(R™) with 0 < v < 2§ < 1 in the case (¢) or 0 <~ < 1 in the case (d).

The plan of the article is the following: in the section [2] we study existence and uniqueness of solutions with initial
data in LP with 1 < p < +00. Section[3is devoted to a positivity principle that will be useful in our proofs and section
[ studies existence of solution with 8y € L. In section [l we study the Holder regularity of the solutions of equation
(@ by a duality method.

Ithe term “diffusion” must be taken in the sense of the PDEs considered by analysts.



2 Existence and uniqueness with L? initial data.

In this section we will study existence and uniqueness for weak solution of equation () with initial data 6, € LP(R™)
where p > 1. We will start by considering viscosity solutions with an approximation of the velocity field v, and we will
prove existence and uniqueness for this system. To pass to the limit we will need a further step that is a consequence
of the maximum principle.

Remark 2.1 Since the velocity v is a data of the problem, it is equivalent to consider —v instead of v, thus for
simplicity we fix velocity’s sign as in equation (I0) below. The same proofs are valid for equation ().

2.1 Viscosity solutions

Before passing to further computations, we give an approximation for functions that belong to the bmo space that will
be very useful in the sequel.

Lemma 2.1 Let f be a function in bmo(R™). For k € N, define fi by

Then (fr)ken converges weakly to f in bmo(R™).

A proof of this lemma can be found in [I8]. Having this result in mind, we can begin our study of Theorem [Il For
this, we will work with the following approximation of the equation (I):

0i0(x,t) + V - (ve 0)(x,t) + LO(z,t) = eAO(x, )
9(1" 0) = 90(1') (10)
div(v) =0 and v € L*™([0,T]; L>(R")).

where v, is defined by v. = v * we with w.(z) = e "w(x/e) and w € C§°(R™) is a function such that / w(z)dr = 1.
RTL
Here L is a Lévy operator of the form () with hypothesis @) and (&) with «, 8, satisfying the bounds given in the

cases (a)-(d). Following [6], the solutions of this problem are called viscosity solutions.

Note that the problem (I0) admits the following equivalent integral representation:
t t
0(x,t) = 20y (x) — / eEE=IAY - (v, 0)(x, 5)ds — / =92 L0 (x, 5)ds, (11)
0 0

In order to prove Theorem [I, we will first investigate a local result with the following theorem where we will apply
the Banach contraction scheme in the space L>°([0, T]; LP(R™)) with the norm || f||zec(zry = sup [|f(-, )| L».
t€[0,T]

Theorem 5 (Local existence) Let1 < p < +o0 and let 6y and v be two functions such that 0y € LP(R"), div(v) =0
and v € L=([0,T']; L>(R™)). If the initial data satisfies ||0o||z» < K and if T" is a time small enough, then (I1)) has
a unique solution @ € L*([0,T']; LP(R™)) on the closed ball B(0,2K) C L*°([0,T']; LP(R™)).

Remark 2.2 Observe that we fized here the velocity v such that v € L>([0,T']; L= (R™)). This is not very restrictive
since by Lemma 21l we can construct a sequence vy, € L>(R™) that converge weakly to v in bmo(R™).

Proof of Theorem [3. We note L.(0) and N?(0) the quantities

t t
Lo(0)(z,t) = / =2 Lh(x,5)ds  and  NP(0)(z,t) = / eSE=IAY . (v, 0)(z, s)ds.
0 0

We begin with general remarks concerning these two formulas. For the first expression we have:



Proposition 2.1 If f € L*°([0,T"]; LP(R™)), then

ILe()l oo ey < CR(T" &) | fll oo (r) (12)
where ®(T' ) = (T/;;B + TZ(;S); (T/;;a); (Tslll//; +1"+ T/;;(s) and (Tlll//;) for the cases (a)-(d) respectively.

Proof. We write

= sup
Lp o<t<T”

t t
/ es(tfs)AEf(u s)ds / Lf *hep—g)(-,5)ds
0 0

where h; is the heat kernel on R™. By the properties of the Lévy operator £ we can write Lf * ho—s) = f * Lhop—g)
and then we obtain the estimate

[ Le ()l oo ey = sup

0<t<T" Lo

t t
LDl < swp [5G urlChugmslords < Wfliwwy sup [ [Chamglids. (13
0<t<T’"JO o<t<T” Jo

We need now to study the quantity ||Lh.;—g)| 11, for this we will use Besov spaces and a short lemma. We recall that
for 0 < s <1 and 1 < p < 400, homogeneous Besov spaces B;’p(R”) may be defined as

1/p
—y)P )
s,p — d d(E .
By (/ /n IyI”“”S Y

Lemma 2.2 Let L be a Lévy operator satisfying the hypothesis stated above.
(a) If0 << B<1/2and0 <& < 1/2 then, for all f € B (R")NBXY (R™) we have | Lf| 11 < £ 1| g2+ Fll 20
In particular we have for the heat kernel | Lho—g) || < C([e(t — )77 + [e(t — 5)]79).

/1

Now, here is the lemma:

(b) If a =p=105<1/2, we have L = (=A)* and thus ||Lhe—s |2 < Cle(t —s)] 7.

(c) fa=pB=1/2and 0 <5 < 1/2 we have ||Lf||1 < C(I(=2)Y2 |l + || fllzr + HfHBfé,l) where the quantities
above are assumed to be bounded. In particular we have ||Lhe—g || < C([e(t — )] 7Y% + 14 [e(t — )] 7).

(d) If o =p=05=1/2, we have L = (—A)'/? and thus || Lhe—s)||r < Cle(t — s)]7Y/2.

Proof of the lemma. By homogeneity the cases (b) and (d) are straightforward. If 0 < a < 8 < 1/2 and
0 <6 <1/2, using @) and (@) we obtain

flx) = f(= —y
et < [ f MO TE iy [ DTG0 a1 g+ 151

Ifa=p=1/2and § < 1/2, we simply write

e A B L L Ly I U B R T
fl@) = flz—y) -
= /n P /{ys1} g 175301
Now, since (—A)Y2f(z) = v. %dy it is easy to obtain that
RTL
[ e [ ADZLEE Dy b < -2 2 + O s
" i<ty lyIm T N

Finally, by homogeneity and since the heat kernel h; is a smooth function, we obtain the wished estimates for this
function. m

With these estimates at our disposal for the quantity |[Lhe—g) |71, we obtain for (I3) -after an integration in
time and following the different cases- the inequality || L.(f)||oc(zry < CP(T",€)| f| Lo (1) and the Proposition 2Tlis

proven. |

For the term N? we have:



Proposition 2.2 If f € L>°([0,T"]; LP(R™)) and if v € L*([0,T"]; L>°(R™)), then

v T/
INE (Il o= ey < C\f — ollzoe ) 1 Fll ey (14)

Proof. We write:

/t AT (v ) (-, 8)ds /t Vo (Ve f) * he(—s) (-, 8)ds
0 0

INGDlemizry = sup o<t
Lr Lr
t t
< sup /”Uaf('aS)HLPHVhE(tfs)HletSS sup /Hva('aS)HLOC 1 Co9)llo Cle(t = 5) 7" 2ds
o<t<T" Jo 0<t<T" Jo
! —1/2 1
< lollzoe ooy ||f||L°°(Lp)O<S?<pT,/O Cle(t = )72ds < Cyf —llolle =) 1f | o (1r)

To finish the preliminary remarks we note, that since e**2 is a contraction operator, the estimate ||e*® f||» < || f|lz»

is valid for all function f € LP(R™) with 1 < p < +o0, for all ¢ > 0 and all £ > 0. Thus, we have
152 fll oo oy < 1 f Lo (15)
Now we can use the Banach contraction scheme: we construct a sequence of functions in the following way
Onir(z,t) = 200 (x) — Le(0n)(2,t) — NY(0,) (2, 1)
and we take the L>° LP-norm of this expression to obtain
161l oo 2oy < €= 00ll o (o) + 1L (@)l Low(zry + INE (On) | Lo (1)
Using estimates (I2]), (I4) and (I3) we have

11/2

T
10ns1llze(zr) < 0l +C (@(T’,a + m”vlm(m)) 160l 0 209

Thus, if ||6p]|» < K and if we define the time 7’ to be such that C ((I)(T/,E) + TE;;/;HUHLm(Lm)) < 1/2, we have by

iteration that [0y 41||pe(rr)y < 2K: the sequence (0,,)nen constructed from initial data fp belongs to the closed ball
B(0,2K). In order to finish this proof, let us show that 6,, — ¢ in L°°([0,T']; LP(R")). For this we write

||9n+1 - 9n||L°°(LP) < HLE(QH - enfl)HL“(LP) + HN:(GH - enfl)HL“(LP)

and using the previous results we have

11/2

T
||9n+1 - en”Loo(Lp) S C ((I)(T/’E) + W'UHL&(LN)) Hen - Hn_lHLoc(Lp)

so, by iteration we obtain

11/2

T n
||9n+1 - Hn”Loo(Lp) S |:C ((I)(T/’E) + W'UHLOO(LOC))] ||91 - GOHLOC(LP)

hence, with the definition of 7" it comes ||0n41 — Onllro(rry < (2)" 101 — Ool|(Lr). Finally, if n — +oo, the

sequence (0, )nen convergences towards 6 in L>°([0,T"]; LP(R™)). Since it is a Banach space we deduce uniqueness for
the solution 6 of problem (III). The proof of Theorem [lis finished. |

Corollary 2.1 The solution constructed above depends continuously on the initial value 0y.

Proof. Let ¢g,00 € LP(R™) be two initial values and let ¢ and 6 be the associated solutions. We write
0(z,t) — p(a,t) = 2 (0o(x) — po(2)) — Le(0 — @) (@, 1) = N2 (0 — p)(,1)
Taking L°°LP-norm in formula above and applying the same previous calculations one obtains

10— @lloe ey < 160 — wollr + Coll0 — @l Lo (Lr)

This shows continuous dependence of the solution since Cy = C (CID(T’, e)+ ,1;/1;//22H'U||L00(L00)) <1/2. [ ]



Remark 2.3 (From Local to Global) Once we obtain a local result, global existence easily follows by a simple
iteration since problems studied here (equations ({1) or (I0)) are linear as the velocity v does not depend on 6.

We study now the regularity of the solutions constructed by this method.

Theorem 6 Solutions of the approxzimated problem (I0) are smooth.

Proof. By iteration we will prove that 6 € ﬂ Le([0, t]; Wg’p(R”)) for all k& > 0 where we define the
0<To<Ty <t<To<T*

Sobolev space W*P(R") for s € R and 1 < p < 400 by || fllyirer = [[(=A)*?f]||1». Note that this is true for k = 0. So

let us assume that it is also true for £ > 0 and we will show that it is still true for k£ + 1.

Set t such that 0 < Ty < T1 <t < Ty < T* and let us consider the next problem

t t

DAY . (y, 0)(z, s)ds — / =2 Lh(x, 5)ds

To

Bz, 1) = -G (x, Ty) — /

To

We have then the following estimate

b, S EETNOCT

. e

t
/ eSE=IAL(-, 5)ds

To

t
/ eE=IAY . (v, 0)(-, s)ds

To

i

"

Loo(W "5+ 7)
Now, we will treat separately each of the previous terms.

(i) For the first one we have

k41 k41

e=C=TI20(, To)| L gr, = 160, To) * (—A) T heeoryyllze < 100, To) Lol (=A)F hege—my 20

where h; is the heat kernel, so we can write

k41

Je=(t=T20(., Ty)| < CJ(, To) o sup { e — To)) = 51}

. k41
Loo (W5 )

(ii) For the second term, one has

t t
e(t—s)Ax7 | . )
\/T GECTCETE [ A RO
t
k41
< [(=A)™= [V ~(ve 0) *hs(th)]HLPdS

t

< C HUE 9("8)”1/1/

T s)]_% ds.
Note now that we have here the estimations below for N > k/2
lwebCo)l 5 < NeCos)llenm 100, )l 5.0 < Ce™N ()= 10C, 8l ;5.

hence, we can write

(iii) Finally, for the last term we have

t =N sup {[s(t — )"

B[
—_
—
L
»

¢
/ IR L (v, 0)(-, 5)ds

To

< Ol e, [
L= (Wi ) O s I,

IN

¢
/ =2 Lh(-, 5)ds

To

t
» / (~A)50( ) % L~ D) hey|| ds
To

Lp

t
160G, )50 (=) The(—s) || L1ds

To

IN

now, applying Lemma to the function (fA)%hE(t_s) we obtain by homogeneity that

1£(=A)  heqp—s |22 < Gt — 9))



1445 1t4a 1446

(=)~ 5" +e@—)]"52); ([e(t—5))"75); (let—s)) " T+ [e(t—9)] " +[e(t—5)]757)

where g(e(t—s)) =
_%) or the cases (a)-(d) respectively. So we obtain:

and( (t—s)
t
‘/ =B LY(, 5)ds
To

Now, with formulas (i)-(iii) at our disposal, we have that the norm ||6||

S OOt / sup {(<(t — 5)): 1} ds.

L (W™ 2 'P)

. k+1 __is controlled for all € > 0: we have
Loe(W™27P)
proven spatial regularity.

Time regularity follows since we have

k

o)+ (5—2@9)) (x, t)+,c<§:k >( 1) =cA <§; >(x .

Remark 2.4 The solutions 0(-,-) constructed above depend on e.

2.2 Maximum principle and Besov regularity

The maximum principle we are studying here will be a consequence of few inequalities, some of them are well known.
We will start with the solutions 6(-, -) obtained in the previous section:

Proposition 2.3 (Viscosity version of Theorem [2) Let 0y € L?(R™) with 1 < p < 400 be an initial data, then
the associated solution of the wiscosity problem (I0) satisfies the following mazimum principle for all t € [0,T):
16C, )llze < (6ol e

Proof. We write for 1 <p < +oc:

%He(-,t)ngp - p/Rn |9|p‘29(5A9 LV (0.0) — w) dz = pe /R 10/P~20A0dz — p/}Rn 1017~ sgn (0) LOda

where we used the fact that div(v) = 0. Thus, we have

d
£||9(~,t)|\’zp —p&:/}R 0P~ 20 A0dx er/R 0|7~ sgn(0)LOdx = 0,

and integrating in time we obtain

10(-,¢ pE// o)~ 29A9dmds+p// 1017~ sgn(0)Lodads = |66, (16)

To finish, we have the following lemma

t
Lemma 2.3 The quantities —pE/ |0P~20A0dx and p/ / 0|7~ sgn(0)LOdxds are both positive.
R" o Jr»

Proof. For the first expression, since e**2 is a contraction semi-group we have ||e**2 f||z» < ||f||z» for all s > 0 and

all f € LP(R™). Thus F(s) = ||e*2 f||» is decreasing in s; taking the derivative in s and evaluating in s = 0 we obtain
the desired result. The positivity of the second expression follows immediately from the Strook-Varopoulos estimate
for general Lévy-type operators given by the following formula (see remark 1.23 of [I1] for a proof, more details can
be found in [I9] and [20]):

C{LIOP?, |6177) < (L8, 161"~ sgn(8)) (17)
To conclude it is enough to note that (L|0[P/2,|9[P/?) = ||£%|9|p/2||2L2 > 0, where the operator £2 is defined by the
formula (£2 f) (€) = a® (§)(£). u

Getting back to (), we have that all these quantities are bounded and positive and we write for all 1 < p < +o0:

160G, )llze < |60l zo-

Since ||0(-,t)| e = [16(-,t)|| L, the maximum principle is proven for viscosity solutions. |
p——+o00

In order to deal with Theorem Pl we will need some aditional results. Indeed, a more detailed study of expression
([IG) above will lead us to a result concerning weak solution’s regularity.



Lemma 2.4 If the function 7 satisfies the conditions (4)) and (3), then we have for the cases (a)-(d) the following
pointwise estimates on the symbol a(-) for all & € R™:

1) a(§) < €7 +[¢[*
2) |€** < a(§) +C.

Proof. We use the Lévy-Khinchin formula to obtain |£[?¥ = / (1 —cos(y-¢)) ly| " "2*dy. Tt is enough to apply
R7\{0}
the hypothesis {), (@) and to use the inequality (@) to conclude. [ ]

Theorem 7 (Besov Regularity) Let £ be a Lévy-type operator of the form (7) with hypothesis (4)) and [3) for the
measure ™ with «, 8,0 satisfying the bounds given in the cases (a)-(d). Let 2 < p < 400 and let f : R® — R be a
function such that f € LP(R™) and

/ |f(2)[P2f(2)Lf(z)dx < +o0, then f€ B;a/p’p(R").
Proof. We will prove the following estimates valid for a positive function f:
1 gesnn < CUP g < U2+ [ 1F@P 2 @) ) (13)

The first inequality can be found in [2], so we only need to focus on the right-hand side of the previous estimate. For
this, we will start assuming that the function f is positive.

Using Plancherel’s formula, the characterisation of L2 via the symbol a2 (¢) and Lemma 2.4 we write

172 = 1P = / gl P < / (a2 (&) + CPIfr2(E) P < e (172132 + 163 £7/2)32)

R

Now, using the Strook-Varopoulos inequality ('] we have
[P PP VN i PP (Ve +c/ frfLfda
RTL

So inequality (I8)) is proven for positive functions. For the general case we write f(z) = fi(x) — f—(z) where fi(z)
are positive functions with disjoint support and we have:

[ @t @es@ae = [ pertnecsed s [ @t e @a 9
- | fr(@)P2 (@) Lf - (x)da — o f-@)P 2 f(x)Lf 1 (x)da

We only need to treat the two last integrals, and in fact we just need to study one of them since the other can be
treated in a similar way. So, for the third integral we have

Fe@P @)L (de = [ @) / (@) — f-W)n(z — y)dydz
Rn R

n

filap? / i (@) (@) — Fo(@)f— )z — y)dyde
]Rn RTI,

However, since f and f_ have disjoint supports we obtain the following estimate:

f@)P 2 fr(x) Lf—(x)de = — f+(90)p72/ [f+ (@) f-(y)]m (2 — y)dydz < 0
Rn Rn

n

Recalling that 7 is a positive function we obtain that this quantity is negative as all the terms inside the integral are
positive. With this observation we see that the last terms of (I9)) are positive and we have

[ farn@er@de s [ f @@L @ < [ F@P @)L @) < 4o

n



Then, using the first part of the proof we have fi € Bﬁ“/p’p (R™) and since f = fy — f_ we conclude that f belongs

to the Besov space Bﬁ“/p’p (R™). [ |

Proof of Theorem [3. We have obtained with the previous results a family of regular functions (6()).5 €
L>=([0, T]; LP(R™)) which are solutions of (I0) and satisfy the uniform bound [|6)(-,)||z» < ||6o||Lr-
Since L>([0,T]; LP(R™)) = (Ll([O,T];Lq(R”)))/, with % + % = 1, we can extract from those solutions #(°) a sub-
sequence (0;)geny which is s-weakly convergent to some function 6 in the space L°°([0,T]; LP(R™)), which implies
convergence in D'(RT x R™). However, this weak convergence is not sufficient to assure the convergence of (ve ) to
v 6. For this we use the remarks that follow.

First, using remark we can consider a sequence (vg)geny with v as in formula (@) such that vy, — v weakly
in bmo(R™). Secondly, combining Proposition and Theorem [l we obtain that solutions 6 belongs to the space

L=([0,T); LP(R™)) N LY([0, T); B2*/PP(R™)) for all k € N.

To finish, fix a function ¢ € C3°([0,T] x R™). Then we have the fact that w6y € L'([0,T]; B2*/PP(R")) and
Oyply, € L1([0,T7; Bp—NvP(R”))_ This implies the local inclusion, in space as well as in time, @}, € Wﬁ;‘/p*p C sz/p’Q
so we can apply classical results such as the Rellich’s theorem to obtain convergence of vy 8y to v 6.

Thus, we obtain existence and uniqueness of weak solutions for the problem (Il) with an initial data in 6y € L?(R™),
2 < p < oo that satisfy the maximum principle. Moreover, we have that these solutions 6(x,t) belong to the space

L([0, T); LP(R™)) 0 LP(0, T); B*/P7 (R™)). u
Remark 2.5 These lines explain how to obtain weak solutions from viscosity ones and it will be used freely in the
sequel.

3 Positivity principle

We prove in this section Theorem [3 Recall that by hypothesis we have 0 < )9 < M an initial datum for the equation
@) with ¢y € LP(R™) and ﬁ(ﬂé) <p < +oo.

To begin with, we fix two constants, p, R such that R > 2p > 0. Then we set Ag r(x) a function equals to M /2
over |z| < 2R and equals to ¥ (z) over |z| > 2R and we write By r(x) = ¢o(z) — Ao, r(x), so by construction we have

wo(m) = AO,R(.T) + BO,R(,T)
with ||AO,RHL°° < M and ||BO,R||L°° < M/2 Remark that AO,R;BO,R € LP(R”)

Now fix v € L*([0, T]; bmo(R™)) such that div(v) = 0 and consider the equations

OAR(x,t) + V- (vAR)(z,t) + LAg(x,t) =0, O Br(z,t) + V- (vBg)(x,t) + LBr(z,t) =0
and (20)
AR(z,0) = Ao r(x) Bg(z,0) = Bo,r(z).

Using the maximum principle and by construction we have the following estimates for ¢ € [0, T:

[Ar( )]l Lr 140, rllz» < [[%ollze + CMRYP (1 < p < +o0) (21)

IN

[AR( )]z~

IN

[[Ao,rllLe < M.

IBr(- )z < |[BorllLe < M/2.
where Agr(z,t) and Br(x,t) are the weak solutions of the systems (20).
Lemma 3.1 The function ¥(x,t) = Ag(x,t) + Br(z,t) is the unique solution for the problem

Op(x,t) + V- (v)(x,t) + Ly(z,t) =0

Y(x,0) = Ao,r(x) + Bo,r(7).
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Proof. Using hypothesis for Ar(z,t) and Bgr(z,t) and the linearity of equation ([22)) we have that the function
Yr(x,t) = Ag(x,t) + Br(z,t) is a solution for this equation. Uniqueness is assured by the maximum principle and
by the continuous dependence from initial data given in corollary 2] thus we can write (x,t) = ¢¥g(z,t). |

To continue, we will need an auxiliary function ¢ € C§°(R™) such that ¢(x) = 0 for |x| > 1 and ¢(x) = 1if |z] < 1/2
and we set p(x) = ¢(x/R). Now, we will estimate the LP-norm of p(z)(Agr(x,t) — M/2) with p > n/2min(5, §), where
B and ¢ are the parameters of the hypothesis for the function 7 in the cases (a)-(d). We write:

Ole ARG = M/ = b [ [pl)(Arat) = M2 (pla)(Arlat) = 11/2)

x O (p(x)(Ag(z,t) — M/2))dx (23)
We observe that we have the following identity for the last term above
O(p(z)(Ar(z,t) = M/2)) = =V -(p(x)v(Ar(z,t) — M/2)) = L(p(x)(Ar(z,t) — M/2))
+ (Agr(z,t) — M/2)v-Vo(z) + [L, 0]Ar(z,t) — M/2Lp(x)

where we noted [L, ¢] the commutator between £ and . Thus, using this identity in ([23]) and the fact that div(v) =0
we have

OleCAR(-0) = M/ = = [ [ple)(Antant) = M/2 (ola) Anle.t) ~ M/2)
X L) (An(z,6) — M/2)de (24)
+ 0 [ @) dnlzt) - M/ (oo An(art) - M/2)
X (1£.¢)An(a,1) = M/2Lp(a)) do
Remark that the integral () is positive so one has
Ol ()(Ar( )~ M/ < v [ Jele)(Anant) = M/ (ola) Anle.t) ~ M/2)

x ([£, plAr(x,t) — M/2Lp(x)) dx

Using Holder’s inequality and integrating in time the previous expression we have

le()(Ar(-t) = M/2)IIL, < IISO(')(AR(uO)M/?)I’Zer/O <|[E,<P]AR(~,S)|LP+IM/2E<P|Lp)dS (25)

The first term of the right side is null since over the support of ¢ we have identity Agr(x,0) = M/2. For the second
term ||[£, p]Ar(-, s)||;» we will need the following lemma

Lemma 3.2 For 1 < p < 400 we have for the cases (a)-(d) the following inequality:

1L, Q] AR (-, 8)|l o < C(R™?% + R™2)| Ao, rl|Lr-

Proof. We have [L, p]Ag(z,s) = / (o(z) — 0@ — y))Ar(z — y, s)m(y)dy and we divide our study following the
different cases (a)-(d).

For the case (a), where 0 < a < < 1/2 and 0 < § < 1/2, or in the case (b) where 0 < o = =9 < 1/2, we
proceed as follows. We begin with the case p = +00 and we write:

2 plantes) < [ DB+ [ DA Any. )y (26)

11



Again, it is enough to study one of these two integrals since the other can be treated in a totally similar way. We
write:

dy

lo(x) — p(y)] lo(x) — p(y)] lo(x) — o(y)]
P Y Ar(y, s)ldy = / P = 2 Ar(y, )|dy+/ ) Y ARy, s)|dy
/R” |z — y|nt28 (o—y|>Rr} |z —y[" 28 {o—yl<r}y |z —y|"+28
|Ar(y, s)l IVl |z —yl
< 2||90||Lw/ 1ArW s g IVl — 911 4y, 5) 1y
{o—y|>R} [T —y[" 2P {o—yl<r} |T—y|"T20
1 _ |AR(y, s)]
< 2ellildnC, o)l [ e dy R [ _Arw: )l
{lz—y|> Ry |7 — y[*T2P {la—y|<ry | — y[*T201
< 20|¢ll=l|AR(-, 8)|l =R + C||Ag(-, 8)|| L= R < CR™?%||Ag g 1.

Then, with the d-part in inequality (206]) we have
1L, @l AR (s 8)| = < C(R™* + R7*)| Ag,g| Lo

The case p = 1 is very similar. Using inequality (26]) we have

/ [[£, p]AR(x,s |dx</ / y|n+2ﬁ||AR(y, |dydx+/ / WPHF(%HAR@, s)|dydx

We only estimate one of the previous integrals.

le(x) — o)l |Ar(y, )|
|Ar(y, s)ldydz < Cllp|lL= 2 dyda
/n /71 |-T_ |n+26 n J{|z—y|>R} |.T— |"+25
A
‘R / / | R(y,233| Mrw ),
n J{|lz—y|<R} |‘T _y|n+
< Cllgllz=llAr(, ) R + CllAg(: 8)ll.r R < CR™|| Ao gl

With the other integral, we obtain
112, ¢l Ar(, 8)llr < C(R™ + R™%)|| Ao, 1
Finally, the case 1 < p < 400 is obtained by interpolation. See [§] or [I8] for more details about interpolation.

For the remaining cases (c) and (d) (i.e. if a=p=1/2and 0 <d < 1/2 or a = f =0 = 1/2), the result will be
a consequence of the Calderén’s commutator inequality (see [8]) and the maximum principle. |

Now, getting back to the last term of (25]) we have by the definition of ¢ and the properties of the operator L the
estimate:

|M/2Lp||L» < CMR™P(R™28 4+ R™29),
We thus have

le() (AR, t) = M/2)|}, < C(R™ + R) / (le,R||Lp+MR”/p)ds.

Observe that we have at our disposal estimate (2I]), so we can write

le()ARC, D) = MG, < CUR™ + R™) (|ltolr + M)

Using again the definition of ¢ one has / |AR(-,t) — M/2|Pdz < Ct(R™?" + R=%) (||1/10||LP + MR"/”). Thus, if
B(0,p)

R — +o00 and since p > we have A(x,t) = M/2 over B(0, p).

()

Hence, by construction we have i(x,t) = Ag(z,t) + Br(x,t) where ¢ is a solution of (22)) with initial data
1o = Ao r + Bo,r, but, since over B(0, p) we have A(z,t) = M/2 and ||B(-,t)||r < M/2, one finally has the desired
estimate 0 < ¢(x,t) < M. [ ]
4 Existence of solutions with a L* initial data

The proof given before for the positivity principle allows us to obtain the existence of solutions for the fractional
diffusion transport equation (II) when the initial data 6y belongs to the space L (R™). The utility of this fact will

12



appear clearly in the next section as it will be used in Theorem [

Let us fix 0ff = 0y1 g(o,r) With R > 0 so we have 6§ € LP(R™) for all 1 < p < 400. Following section 2] there is a
unique solution A% for the problem

00F +V - (v0f) + LOF =0
0% (x,0) = 05 (x)

div(v) =0 and v € L*([0, T]; bmo(R™)).

such that 6% € L>°([0,T]; LP(R")). By the maximum principle we have |07(-,t)||zr < |0f]zr < vnllf0] L~ R™P.
Taking the limit p — +00 and making R — +o0o we finally get

160G, )|z < Cllfo[ o~

This shows that for an initial data 6y € L>(R™) there exists an associated solution § € L*([0,T]; L>°(R")).

5 Holder Regularity

In this section we are going to prove Theorem [l It is very important to note that we will work only with the cases (c)
and (d): from now on the operator £ is assumed to be of the form (7)) with an associated Lévy measure 7 satisfiying
the hypothesis @) and (@) with a = =1/2and 0<d<1/20ra=0=5=1/2.

We will now study Holder regularity by duality using Hardy spaces. These spaces have several equivalent char-
acterizations (see [3], [7] and [I§] for a detailed treatment). In this paper we are interested mainly in the molecular
approach that defines local Hardy spaces.

Definition 5.1 (Local Hardy spaces h°) Let 0 < o < 1. The local Hardy space h?(R™) is the set of distributions
f that admits the following molecular decomposition:

F=> At (27)
JEN
where (A;)jen is a sequence of complex numbers such that 3,y [Aj|7 < +o00 and (¢;)jen is a family of r-molecules
in the sense of definition[5.2 below. The he -nornf is then fixed by the formula
1/o

[ £llne = inf < (D017 B EDIP

JeN JEN
where the infimum runs over all possible decompositions (27).

Local Hardy spaces have many remarquable properties and we will only stress here, before passing to duality results
concerning h? spaces, the fact that Schwartz class S(R™) is dense in h? (R™).

Now, let us take a closer look at the dual space of the local Hardy spaces. In [7] D. Goldberg proved the following
important theorem:

Theorem 8 (Hardy-Hélder duality) Let ;75 <o <1 and fixy = n(L —1). Then the dual of local Hardy space
h?(R™) is the Holder space CY(R™) fized by the norm

f@) = f)|

fller = [ fllzee + sup
[fller = 111 S Tl

This result allows us to study the Holder regularity of functions in terms of Hardy spaces and it will be applied to the
solutions of the equation ().

1/c
Remark 5.1 Since 17 < o < 1, we have 3 oy [N < (ZjeN |)\j|0) thus for testing Hoélder continuity of a

function f it is enough to study the quantities |{f, ;)| where ©; is an r-molecule.

2it is not actually a norm since 0 < o < 1. More details can be found in [7] and [I§].
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Since we are going to work with local Hardy spaces, we will introduce a size treshold in order to distinguish small
molecules from big ones in the following way:

1_
o

Definition 5.2 (r-molecules) Set .25 < o <1, definey = n(
An integrable function v is an r-molecule if we have

1) and fix a real number w such that 0 <y <w < 1.

o Small molecules (0 < r < 1):

/ [(2)||x — zo|“dax <7977, for zp € R" (concentration condition) (28)
|]| Lo < = (height condition) (29)
Y(x)dr =0 (moment condition) (30)

Rﬂ.

e Big molecules (1 <r < +00):

In this case we only require conditions (28) and (29) for the r-molecule v while the moment condition (30Q) is
dropped.

Remark 5.2
1) Note that the point zo € R™ can be considered as the “center” of the molecule.

2) Conditions (28) and (29) imply the estimate ||¢||pr < Cr~7 thus every r-molecule belongs to LP(R™) with
1 <p<+oo.

3) In this definition, we find convenient to show explicitely the dependence on the Hélder parameter 7y instead of o.

The main interest of using molecules relies in the possibility of transfering the regularity problem to the evolution of
such molecules:

Proposition 5.1 (Transfer property) Let ¢ (x,s) be a solution of the backward problem
351/1(%5) = -V [’U(SC,t*S)’l/}(:L‘,S)] 7‘61/)(1'55)
U(x,0) = o(z) € L' N LX(R") (31)

diviv) = 0 and v e L>®([0,T]; bmo(R™))

If O(z,t) is a solution of (1) with 6y € L>°(R™) then we have the identity
A O(z, t)y(x,0)dz = A 0(x,0)(x,t)dx.
Proof. We first consider the expression
0s A 0(z,t — s)Y(z,s)dx = / —0s0(x,t — s)(x, s) + 05 (x, 5)0(x,t — s)dx.

Using equations () and (BII) we obtain

0s /n O(z,t — s)yY(z,s)de = /n =V - [(v(z,t — $)0(z,t — s)]P(x, s) + LO(z,t — s)(x,s)

— V[t — sppla, )] Ot — ) — Lab(r, $)6(x, t — 5)da.
Now, using the fact that v is divergence free and the symmetry of the operator £ we have that the expression above

is equal to zero, so the quantity

Oz, t — s)(x, s)dx
]R'n.

remains constant in time. We only have to set s = 0 and s =t to conclude. |
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This proposition says, that in order to control (6(-,t), ), it is enough (and much simpler) to study the bracket

(6o, 9 (-, 1))

Proof of Theorem [l Once we have the transfer property proven above, the proof of Theorem Hlis quite direct
and it reduces to a L' estimate for molecules. Indeed, assume that for all molecular initial data 1y we have a L' control
for (-, t) a solution of [BI), then Theorem M follows easily: applying Proposition B with the fact that 6, € L>(R™)
we have

|<9("t)a1/10>| = e(w,t)’t/JO(l‘)d.T

R

- 0z, 0)¢(x, t)dx| < |[o| L[|, )l L2 < +oo. (32)

From this, we obtain that 6(-,t) belongs to the Hélder space CY(R™).

Now we need to study the control of the L' norm of ¢(:,t) and we divide our proof in two steps following the
molecule’s size. For the initial big molecules, i.e. if » > 1, the needed control is straightforward: apply the maximum
principle and the remark [£.212) above to obtain

1
1Bollzo= (D)l < llollz<l[ollzr < € 6ol
but, since r > 1, we have that [(8(-,t),10)| < o0 for all big molecules.

In order to finish the proof of this theorem, it only remains to treat the L' control for small molecules. This is the
most complex part of the proof and it is treated in the following theorem:

Theorem 9 For all small r-molecules (i.e. 0 < r < 1), there exists a time Ty > 0 such that we have the following
control of the L*-norm.

ot <CTZT (To <t <T),
with 0 < v <26 < 1.

This theorem will be proven in sections (.11 and

Accepting for a while this result, we have then a good control over the quantity || (:,¢)||z: for all 0 < r < 1 and
getting back to ([B2) we obtain that [(0(-,t),10)| is always bounded for Ty < t < T and for any molecule ¢y: we have
proven by a duality argument the Theorem @l |

Let us now briefly explain the main steps of Theorem [0l We need to construct a suitable control in time for the
L'-norm of the solutions (-, t) of the backward problem (BI]) where the inital data v is a small r-molecule. This
will be achieved by iteration in two different steps. The first step explains the molecules’ deformation after a very
small time sg > 0, which is related to the size r by the bounds 0 < sg < er with € a small constant. In order to
obtain a control of the L' norm for larger times we need to perform a second step which takes as a starting point the
results of the first step and gives us the deformation for another small time s;, which is also related to the original
size r. Once this is achieved it is enough to iterate the second step as many times as necessary to get rid of the depen-
dence of the times sg, 51, ... from the molecule’s size. This way we obtain the L' control needed for all time Ty < t < T.

5.1 Small time molecule’s evolution: First step

The following theorem shows how the molecular properties are deformed with the evolution for a small time sg.

Theorem 10 Set o, v and w three real numbers such that 15 < o <1, v = n(% —Dand0<y<w<2<1in
the case (¢) or 0 <y <w < 1 in the case (d). Let 1(x,so) be a solution of the problem

Oso¥(x,80) = =V - (v)(z,s0) — LY(x,80)
¥(z,0) = to(z) (33)

div(v) = 0 and v € L>*([0,T];bmo(R™)) with SI[1OpT] lv (-, $0)|lbmo <
so€l0,

If v is a small r-molecule in the sense of definition [52 for the local Hardy space h(R™), then there exists a positive
constant K = K (u) big enough and a positive constant € such that for all 0 < so < er small we have the following
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estimates

[ e solie -~ sl de < (o Kso) (31)
loCso)llz < ﬁ (35)
[[%(-, s0)][ 1 m (36)

where vy, denotes the volume of the n-dimensional unit ball.

The new molecule’s center x(sg) used in formula (34)) is fized by

7' (s0) = Tp, = lE}T‘/B v(y, s0)dy where B, = B(z(sp),1). (37

Remark 5.3
1) The definition of the point x(so) given by (37) reflects the molecule’s center transport using velocity v.

2) Remark that it is enough to treat the case 0 < (r + Ksg) < 1 since so is small: otherwise the L' control will be
trivial for time sy and beyond: we only need to apply the mazximum principle.

The proof of this theorem follows the next scheme: the small concentration condition (B4]), which is proven in the
Proposition (2] implies the height condition (B3] (proved in Proposition[533]). Once we have these two conditions, the
L' estimate (B6]) will follow easily and this is proven in Proposition 5.4l

Proposition 5.2 (Small time Concentration condition) Under the hypothesis of Theorem [I0, if vg is a small
r-molecule, then the solution ¥ (x,s) of (33) satisfies

[ 1wt solle — a(so)ds < (4 Ko

for x(so) € R™ fized by formula (37) and with 0 < sg < er.

Proof. Let us write Qo(z) = |x — z(s0)|“ and ¢ (z) = ¢4 (x) — _(z) where the functions 14 (x) > 0 have disjoint
support. We will note ¢4 (z, so) solutions of B3)) with 14 (x,0) = ¥4 (x). At this point, we use the positivity principle,
thus by linearity we have

[¥(2, 50)| = |¥+(,50) — - (z,50)] < (2, 50) + Y- (, 50)
and we can write

/]R" |’L/J(.Z‘,So)|Qo($)d$ < /]R" Q/J-i-(szO)QO(ZC)dzT + /Rn w_(.Z‘,So)Qo(l‘)dl‘

so we only have to treat one of the integrals on the right side above. We have:

I = |0s Qo ()4 (z, s0)dx
RTL

- / 00 () (2,50) + 0(2) [V - (094 (7, 50)) — L34, 50)] dr

— |~ V9(0) 00 (2 50) + (o) [V (0 50)) — L 0] da

Using the fact that v is divergence free, we obtain

I =

[ 900(@) - (0= o (50)) 2 50) — Qo) £ (5 s0)d

Since the operator £ is symmetric and using the definition of 2’(sg) given in ([B7) we have

I< C/n |z —2(s0)[“ " o — Tp, |9+ (, 50)|d +c /Rn |£Q0(2)] |14 (2, 50)|dax . (38)

11 I2

We will study separately each of the integrals I; and I3 in the Lemmas and below. But before, we will need
the following result
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Lemma 5.1 Let f € bmo(R"™), then
bmo

1) for all 1 < p < 400, f is locally in LP and ﬁ/ |f(z) — felPdz < C|f|%
B

2) for all k € N, we have |forg — 5| < Ck||f|lbmo where 28B = B(z,2*R) is a ball centered at a point = of radius
2kR.

For a proof of these results see [1§].

Lemma 5.2 For integral I, above we have the estimate Iy < Cp r~177.

Proof. We begin by considering the space R™ as the union of a ball with dyadic coronas centered around z(sg), more
precisely we set R" = B, U Ukz 1 Er where

B, ={zeR": |z —x(so)| <r} and Ep={zecR":r2" 1 < |z —x(s)| <r2*} for k>1, (39)

(i) Estimations over the ball B,. Applying Holder’s inequality to the integral I p, we obtain

L g, = / |z — 2(50)[“ o — Vg, |[4 (z,s0)[dz <l —2(s0)|* Lo, (40)
' i)
X |lv="0g,llL=(B,) |¥+(; 50)llLa(B,)

(2 3

where % + % + % =1 and p, z,q > 1. We treat each of the previous terms separately:
e First observe that for 1 < p < n/(1 —w) we have for the term (1) above:
llz = 2(s0)1* [ Lo (p,) < Cr/PH,
e By hypothesis v(-, s0) € bmo and applying the Lemma Bl we have |[v — 7B, [|1=(B,) < C|B"*|Jv(-, 50) lbmeo-
Since sup ||v(-, S0)|lsmo < p, we write for the term (2):
SoE[O,T]

v =, l|:(5,) < Cpur"/>.

e Finally for (3) by the maximum principle we have [[¢4 (-, 50)| La(B,) < |+ (-, 0)||za; hence using the fact that
1 is an r-molecule and remark [5.212) we obtain

1/q 1 1V
Hw-i-("SO)HL"(Br) < C|:T_’Y:| |:Tn+’Y:| ’

We combine all these inequalities together in order to obtain the following estimation for (40I):
ILBT <Cu oo, (41)

(ii) Estimations for the dyadic corona Ej. Let us note I1.g, the integral

Bpe= [ o= a(so)l* o = s, | 50l o
Ey
Since over By we haved |z — 2(so)|* =1 < C2M@=Dpe=1 we write

Lp, < C2F@-hpw-t </ IvfﬁBﬁkH?/u(x,So)ldiEﬁL/ Vs, 5Br2k||1/)+($750)|d$)
Ey

Ey

where we noted B,x = B(x(sg),72¥), then

ILEk < CQk(w_l)Tw_l / |U _EBT2k||w+($’SO)|d.T+/ |5BT —EBT2k||’L/J+(.’L',So)|d£E :
Bk B, ok

3recall that 0 < v < w < 25 < 1.
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Now, since v(+, s9) € bmo(R™), using the Lemma [5.1] we have |vp, — | < Ckl|v(-, 50)|lbmo < Ckp and we can

write
B

< 250 (s (o) oo v — T || oo, + ™)

B, ok

r2k

[v =B, Iy (2, s0)ldx + Chpl[v (-, So)lu)

where we used Holder’s inequality with 1 < ag < ﬁ and maximum principle for the last term above. Using
again the properties of bmo spaces we have

I, < C2H D0 (1 (4 Ol I Ol | Byt [ o 8)llomo + Chpar ™)

Let us now apply the estimates given by hypothesis for |[¢4(-,0)||1, ||¥+(-,0)||z= and |[v(-, s0)||omo to Obtain

5Lg, < Cokn—n/aotw=1)pw=l1=y 4 Coklw=1}  po=1=7

Since 1 < ag < ﬁ, we have n —n/ag + (w —1) < 0, so that, summing over each dyadic corona Ej, we have
> L, <Cur ' (42)
k>1
Finally, gathering together the estimations (4I]) and (42]) we obtain the desired conclusion. [ |

Lemma 5.3 For integral I3 in inequality (38) we have the estimate Iy < Cr@=177,

Proof. As for the Lemma [5.2] we consider R” as the union of a ball with dyadic coronas centered on z(sg) (cf. (B9)).

(i) Estimations over the ball B,. We write, using the maximum principle and the hypothesis for ||ty (,0)|| pee:

Bn, = [ 180 = as0) )l oso)lde < [ Cosollim [ 1]~ a(s0)*ldz

™ B’V‘

040l [
{lz|<r}
/ . / 2 — |2 — y|*Ix(y)dy
{lz|<r} "

We use now the hypothesis @) and (@) for the function 7 in the case (c¢), i.e. a =8 =1/2and 0 < § < 1/2, in

order to obtain
w _o|w
7,,77’7,7’7/ Vp/ |:C| LZ'+1 y| dy
{Ia1<r} (yi<yy 1yl

< (12,33 =+ 12,33)- (43)

IN

vp. [ llol” = o~ g}ty dy\dx

dzx.

IN

IN

I B,

e [ [ o,
{|z|<r} n |y|

We start studying the first term I g1 above. Recalling that

w z|¥Y — |z —y|¥ o
(~8)/2((af*) = vp. | "M%dym L (44)

by homogeneity and using the fact that 0 < r < 1 we obtain:

I g1 < petnl / |z|w*1dz+/ / W(ﬁydm — Opwtn—1
{lzI<1} {lzl<1} J{lyl>1/7} |yl

For the second term I, ps we will proceed as follows. First, by homogeneity we obtain

w —
12 B5 _ rern 25/ / ||1"| |f_26 y| |dyd1'
{lz|<1} Jr" ly|"

18



(i)

Then we decompose this integral I in the following way

l|2]* — |z — y|] / / 2] — |z —y|]
I = / / 29 dyda + 9 dyda
al<ty Jwi<y WP (ei<iy Jyisy "2

{zl<1} \o<lyl<1 [yl {lyl<1} (zl<1} \J{lyl>1}

Since 0 < v < w < 2§ < 1, it is not complicated to see that

N

I < C sup M dr +C (45)
{]z|<1} \o<|y|<1 |y

and that this latter quantity is bounded. Then, getting back to {@3) we write Ir p, < C(r“=7=1 4 po=7728),
Recalling that we are working with small molecules, i.e. that 0 < r < 1, we obtain r*~20=7 < r%~1=7 50 we

finally have
IQ7BT S CTW_W_I.

The case (d), when a = 8 = § = 1/2, is easier since (—A)'/2(|z|*) = |z[*~!. Thus, in any case we can write:

B, = [ 1 = a(s0) )10 (o, s0)lde < Croi. (46)
B

r

Estimations for the dyadic corona Ej. We start with the case (¢) whena=8=1/2and 0 < < 1/2:

g, = / |L(|z = x(50)[*)[[9o4 (x, s0) |dz < [[th4 (-, s0)l| L1 sup [L(|x — 2 (s0)|”)]
FEy zEE}
w _o|w w _w
< ( s |vp. / i el P S / lal — Iz — yl*| dy)
r2k—1<|z|<r2k {lyl<1} ly|™ r2k—1<|z|<r2k JRn |y|™
I2,Ei IZ,E)‘z
Let us start with I Bl by homogeneity and using the formula ([@4]) we obtain
w _oy|w
L < sup ||t +C(r2k)“’_1( sup / ||| Lﬁ—l vl |dy)
k r2k—1<z|<r2k 1<|z|<2J {|y|>1/r2k—1} |y|

We only need to study the last term of this expression. If 0 < 72F~1 < 1, the integral above is immediately
bounded by a constant. The case when 1 < r2¥~1 is treated as follows:

w | e oy, (] e P g e
1<lel<2 Jly>1r2n-y fy[M 1<lel<2\J(1roirapy<ry lyP [yl
1<yl
w _ _|w
< sup ( sup M)m@’“nc
1<]z|<2 \0<]y|<1 Y]

Thus we obtain I g1 < C(r2%)~~1(1+1In(2*71)).

The term I, ps is easier: applying essentially the same ideas used in the formulas (43)- (@) above and by homo-
geneity we have I2,E,‘§ < C(TQk)W*%_

Finally, we obtain the following inequality for I g, :
Lp, < Cr 7 ((r25)“ 1 (1+1n2"1)) + (r2k)“=2)
Since 0 < 7 < w < 2§ < 1, summing over k& > 1, we obtain ZIZEk <Cr ™7 (r‘*’*l + r‘*’*%). Repeating the same

k>1
argument used before (i.e. the fact that 0 < r < 1), we finally obtain

Y Lp, <Cr7 (47)

k>1

19
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The case (d) is straightforward since we have £ = (—A)Y? and (—A)Y?(|z|¥) = |z~ .
In order to finish the proof of Lemma [5.3] we combine together the estimates (48] and (@7T). [ |

Now we continue the proof of the Proposition Using the Lemmas and [5.3] and getting back to estimate
[B]) we have
< Cu+ 1)

Osq /n Qo (2)h4 (x, s0)dx

This last estimation is compatible with the estimate (34) for 0 < sy < er small enough: just fix K such that
Cp+1) <K(w-9). (48)

Indeed, since the time sq is very small, we can linearize the formula (r + Ks¢)“~7 in the right-hand side of ([34]) in
order to obtain 5
6= (o Koo 1 (14 [ (= 7)]2).
T
Finally, taking the derivative with respect to so in the above expression we have ¢’ ~ r“~!1=7K(w — «) and with
condition (48] Proposition [5.2] follows. |

Now we will give a sligthly different proof of the maximum principle of A. Cérdoba & D. Cérdoba. Indeed, the
following proof only relies on the concentration condition proved in the lines above.

Proposition 5.3 (Small time Height condition) Under the hypothesis of Theorem [I0, if ¥(x,so) satisfies the
concentration condition ([37)), then we have the following height condition

1

||1/J(a SO)HLOc S W

(49)

Proof. Assume that molecules we are working with are smooth enough. Following an idea of [6] (section 4 p.522-523)
(see also [9] p. 346), we will note T the point of R™ such that ¥ (T, so) = ||¥(:, s0)||L. Thus we can write, by the
properties of the function 7 (recall that we assumed a =3 =1/2and 0<d<1/20ora==0=1/2):

6, s0) — W(T — y, 50)|m(y)dy < — / [¥(, s0) — ¥y, 50)]

{[Z—y|<1} [T — y["*!

d
L oso)lo < - / dy<0.  (50)

For simplicity, we will assume that ¢ (Z, sg) is positive. Let us consider the corona centered in T defined by
C(Rl,RQ) = {y eR": R < |f* y| < RQ}
where 1 > Ry = pR; with p > 2 and where R; will be fixed later. Then:

/ ’L/J(T, SO) _w(yas())dy > / w(fa SO) _w(yﬂso)
{[T—y|<1} [T — y[mH! " Je(Ry,R2) [T — y["*!

Define the sets By and By by By = {y € C(Ry1, R2) : ¥(T, s0) — ¥(y,s0) > 2¢(T,s0)} and By = {y € C(Ry, R2) :
’l/)(f, So> — ’L/)(y, 80) < %’L/)(f, 80)} such that C(Rl, RQ) = By U Bs.

dy.

We obtain the inequalities

Z,S0) — ,S Z,S0) — ,S T,Ss x,Ss
/ ¥( _0) fi?f O)d > ¥( _0) fi?f O)dy > U( n+01) |By| = ¥( n+01) (IC(R1, R2)| — |Ba)).
C(R1,Rz2) [T —yl By |7 —y 2R, 2R,
Since Re = pR; one has
x,80) — y S T,s n n
[ pEm gy o PO (0 - DR - (2] (51)
C(Ri,R:) 1Tl 2p" L RY

where v,, denotes the volume of the n-dimensional unit ball.
Now, we will estimate the quantity |Bs| in terms of ¥(Z, sg) and R; with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4 For the set By we have the following estimations
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1) if [T — x(s0)| > 2Ra then Ci(r + Kso)Y (T, s0) 'R > |Bal.
2) if |T — z(s0)| < R1/2 then Ci(r + Kso)* (T, s0) 'Ry > |Bal.

3) if Ry /2 < |T — x(s0)| < 2Ry then (Calr + Kso)*~7 R~ (T, 50)~1) /% > | Bal.

Recall that for the molecule’s center zy € R™ we noted its transport by z(so) which is defined by formula (B7]).

Proof. For all these estimates, our starting point is the concentration condition (B4):

s 2 [ ool = sl = [ sl —stso)Fay = D5 [y —atsa)ay,

n

We just need to estimate the last integral following the cases given by the lemma. The first two cases are very similar.
Indeed, if | — x(so)| > 2Rz then we have

min —x(s0)|” > RS = p“RY
yEBQCC(Rl,R2)|y (so)[¥ = Ry = p” Ry
while for the second case, if |T — x(sg)| < R1/2, one has
w

min — x(s)|¥ > =L.
y€B2CC(R17R2)|y ( 0)| A

Applying these results to ([B2)) we obtain (r + Ks¢)“~ 7 > @prﬂBﬂ and (r + Ksp)¥™ 7 > @g—swﬂ, and
since p > 2 we have the desired estimate

Ci(r 4 Ksg)w™7 < 2(r + Ksp)“ ™7

"/)(fv SO>R(1U N pww(fv SO>R(1U

Z |B2| Wlth Cl = 21+w- (52)

For the last case, since R1/2 < |T — x(s0)| < 2R2 we can write using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

/ Iy = =(so)“dy > |’ ( / - z<50>|-wdy)1 (53)

Now, observe that in this case we have By C B(x(sg),5R2) and then

/ ly — x(s0)| “dy < / ly — x(s0)|"“dy < vn(5pR1)" ™.
B> B(z(s0),5R2)

Getting back to(G3]) we obtain
[ v aso)ldy = |Bafo o)
B2
We use this estimate in (52) to obtain

Cy (7“ + KSo)w/Qi’Y/QR?p_w/Q
w(fa 50)1/2

> |Byl, (54)

where Cy = (2 x 5" "“v,,p"~*)/2. The lemma is proven. [ ]

With estimates (B2)) and (B4) at our disposal we can write
(i) if |T — z(so)| > 2Rz or |T — z(so)| < R1/2 then

Lo Pty = s (v -y - S )
C(R1,R>) " 1

7y g

(ii) if R1/2 S |f— $(So)| S 2R2

— _ = w/2—~/2 pn/2—w/2
/ 1/)(1'750> 1/}(y;50)d > 1/}(an0) (vn(pn N 1) n CQ(T+KSO) Rl )
C(R1,R2)

|f _ y|n+1 = 2pn+lR’ll’l+1 1 w(f’ 50)1/2
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(w=2) -
Now, if we set Ry = (r + K so) e Y(T, so)ﬁ and if p is big enough such that the expression in brackets above is
positive, we obtain for cases (i) and (ii) the following estimate for (&I)):

[ U ) gy > Ot Ko (@ 50)
C(R1,R2) |9C - y|

where C' = C(n, p) = vn(p nfl);p;iﬁ"(g’p )7 < 1isasmall positive constant. Now, and for all possible cases considered

before, we have the following estimate for (B0):

1
1+ n+w

d _(w—y)
25 1P Cos0)llzoe < =Clr+ Kso) ™= |l s0)l e
Solving this differential inequality with initial data ||¢)(-,0)|[z < 7~™77, we obtain ||[{)(-, s0)||L= < (r + Kso)~ " +7).

The proof of Proposition [5.3]is finished for regular molecules. In order to obtain the global result, remark that, for
viscosity solutions ([I0), we have that A6(Z, sg) < 0 at the points T where 6(-, sg) reaches its maximum value. See [6]
for more details. |

We treat now the last part of Theorem

Proposition 5.4 (First L' estimate) If ¢ (x,s0) is a solution of the problem ([F3), then we have the following L*-

norm estimate:
Un

|¥(, 50)]| L2 < m-

Proof. We write

/ (i, s0)|da / (. s0) | de + / (s s0)de
" {lz—=z(s0)|<D} {lz—=z(s0)|>D}

on D" 1) 50)|| 1~ + D~ / p(, 50) |1 — (s0)[“

IN

Now using ([@9) and ([34) one has:
Dn
(r+ Kso)" ™

/ [(z, s0)|de < v, + D7 “(r+ Kso)*™”

where v,, denotes the volume of the unit ball. To continue, it is enough to choose correctly the real parameter D to

obtain
Un

(-, s0)lz1 < m

5.2 Molecule’s evolution: Second step

In the previous section we have obtained deformed molecules after a very small time sg. The next theorem shows us
how to obtain similar profiles in the inputs and the outputs in order to perform an iteration in time.

Recall that we consider here a Lévy-type operator £ of the form (7)) with an associate Lévy measure 7 that satisfies
hypothesis @) and ([B]) with the following values of the parameters «, 3, 0:

() a=pg=1/2and 0 <6 < 1/2,
d) a=p=5=1/2.

Theorem 11 Set v and w two real numbers such that 0 < v < w < 2§ < 1 in the case (¢) or 0 < v < w < 1 in the
case (d). Let 0 < s; < T and let y(x,s1) be a solution of the problem

8511/}(56751) = -V (’U 1/})(35751) - E’l/)(zﬂ 51)
Y(x,0) = ¥(x,sp) with so > 0 (55)

div(v)= 0 and v € L*([0,T];bmo(R™)) with SFPT] lo(, s1)lomo <
s$1€(S0,
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If (x, s0) satisfies the three following conditions

1 Up,
- s L —
(T+KSO)77,+’Y ||1/}( O)HLl (7’+KSO)’Y

where K = K(u) is given by [48) and so is such that (r + Kso) < 1. Then for all 0 < s1 < er small, we have the
following estimates

/n [ (2, s0)llz — 2(s0)[“da < (r+ Ks0)*77;  [|9(;50)| L~ <

| eslle =s(s)de < (s Kso+50)) (56)
1

||1/J(,S1)HL°° < (7’+K(80+81))n+7 (57)

leC sl < - (58)

(7’ + K(sp + 51))7

Remark 5.4

1) Since sy is small and (r+Kso) < 1, we can without loss of generality assume that (r+ K (so+s1)) < 1: otherwise,
by the maximum principle there is nothing to prove.

2) The new molecule’s center x(s1) used in formula (58) is fized by

Po0) = T, =gy [ olwsi)dy

Bfl (59>
z(0) = x(so).
And here we noted By, = B(x(s1), f1) with f1 a real valued function given by
f1 = (7’ + KSO). (60)

Note that by remark 1) above we have 0 < f; < 1.

We will follow the same scheme as before: we prove the concentration condition (B6]), with this estimate at hand we
will control the L>° decay in Proposition and then we will obtain the suitable L' control in Proposition B.7

Proposition 5.5 (Concentration condition) Under the hypothesis of Theoreml[Id), if (-, so) is an initial data then
the solution ¥ (x, s1) of (B4) satisfies

/n [ (2, s1)llz = 2(s1)[“da < (r+ K(so + 1))

for x(s1) € R™ given by formula [53), with 0 < s1 < er.

Proof. The calculations are very similar of those of Proposition the only difference stems from the initial data
and the definition of the center x(s1). So, let us write Qy(z) = |x — x(s1)|¥ and ¥(x) = ¢4 (x) — _(x) where the
functions ¢4 (x) > 0 have disjoint support. Thus, by linearity and using the positivity principle we have

[V(x,81)] = Y4 (2, 81) — - (z,51)] < by (x,81) + Y (2, 51)
and we can write

/ (i, 1) (2)de <

so we only have to treat one of the integrals on the right-hand side above. We have:

Vel ) Q@)de + [ (o0 (@)

I =

s, /n Q1 (2)Y+ (2, 51)da =V (z) -2’ (s1)Y+ (2, 81) + (@) [=V - (v (2, 81)) = L4 (2, 51)] d

Rn

Using the fact that v is divergence free, we obtain

I= Vi (z) - (v — 2" (s1))94 (2, 51) — Qi (2) Loy (2, 51)da

Rn

w

Finally, using the definition of z'(s1) given in (B9)) and replacing Q4 (z) by |z — x(s1)|¥ in the first integral we obtain

I<e [ o=l o = a, o o s)ldo e [ 160 @) 04 o) lde. (61)
R™ Rn

11 I2

We will study separately each of the integrals I; and I in the next lemmas:
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Lemma 5.5 For integral I we have the estimate I; < C,u(r + KSO)Wi’Yil_

Proof. We begin by considering the space R™ as the union of a ball with dyadic coronas centered on x(s7), more
precisely we set R" = By, U(J,~; Er where

By = {zeR":|z—a(s1)| < fu}, (62)

B, = {zeR": f12" <z —a(s))| < f12%} for k> 1.

(i) Estimations over the ball By, . Applying Holder’s inequality on integral I; we obtain

I, = /B |z — 2(s1)[* " o =T, [+ (z,s1)|dz - < llz = 2(s0)|* " Locay,)
f1

(€0)

x v =B, =B 19+ 81) | Lacm,,)

(2) (3)

where % + % + % =1 and p, z,q > 1. We treat each of the previous terms separately:

e Observe that for 1 < p < n/(1 —w) we have
w— n w—1
Iz = a0l luem,,) < CHPTT

e We have v(-, s1) € bmo(R"), thus |[v—7p,, |L:(B,,) < C|By, [Y#|v(+, 51)||bmo- Since  sup  |Jv(-, 81)||bmo < ft
s1€[s0,T)
we write

v =75, I8,y < Cf1 7 p.

e Finally, by the maximum principle for L? norms we have |1+ (-, s1)||za(s,,) < [[¥(-, 50)|/1+; hence we obtain

194 (50l pagzy,y < 19, s0) 1N (- s0)

We combine all these inequalities in order to obtain the following estimation for I; g e

Lip,, < CufT YT i s) A0 s0) 1.

(ii) Estimations for the dyadic corona Ej. Let us note I g, the integral

Bpe= [ o als)l* Mo = o, [ 50l da.
Ey
Since over Ej, we have |z — z(s1)|“~ < C2F@=D 71 we write

L, < O2F@-Djge-t (/ |U—53(f12k)||¢+(96,81)|d$+/ [Us,, —53(f12k)||¢+(%81)|d$>
o E

k

IN

Ok pr=l (/ [0 = T (g0 [ (@, 51)|d
B(f12%)

+/ [UB,, 53(f12k)||7/1+($751)|d$> .
B(f12%)
where B(f12F) = {z € R" : |z — x(s1)| < f12F}).

Now, since v(-,s1) € bmo(R"), using the Lemma 5.1l we have [Up, — Ug(s,2¢)| < Cklv(-, 51)llbmo < Chp. We
write

IN

I g,

oot ( | = Tagan s + Cku||w+(-,81)lu>
B(f12*)

IN

O £ (9 (s)leallo = Tp(om | o + Chp [95.(50)ll22 )
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where we used Holder’s inequality with 1 < ag < ﬁ and maximum principle for the last term above. Using

again the properties of bmo spaces we have

I, < C2H9D £t (g (s) A% 1964 (o) 1527 BUR2) 20 o, 59 oo + Chall 5021 )

Since ||v(+, $1)|lpmo < p and since 1 < ag <

7T=T)» We have n(l —1/ap) + (w — 1) < 0, so that, summing over
each dyadic corona Fj, we obtain

> he < O (OO s A G so) 527 + £ sl )

k>1

We finally obtain the following inequalities:

L = I1,Bfl+zf1,Ek (63)
E>1
n(l-—1 w—1 1 1—1
< Cp PO (o) 1A (- s0) |1

(a)

+Ou [ RO T g so) A% Gy so) [ 1o 4 F2 719, s0)| 1
(b) (c)

Now we will prove that each of the terms (a), (b) and (c) above is bounded by the quantity (r + Kso)w_v_l:
e for the first term (a) by the hypothesis on the initial data (-, s9) and the definition of f; given in (G0) we have:

fln(lfl/Q)erlew(,,SO)”LIQHQ/J(’ so)|| 42 Ve < (r+KSO)[n(l—l/q)+w—1]—%—(n+v)(1—1/q) _ (r—i—Kso)w_v_l.
e For the second term (b) we have, by the same arguments:
f{l(l—l/ao)wfl”w( 50) Hl/aon( 30)||1 1/ao < (T+KSO)[n(l—l/%)-i‘w—l]—%—(M‘V)(l—l/ao) _ (T—FKSO)W_V_I.
e Finally, for the last term (c) we write
FMC sl < feTN o Kso) = (4 Kso)*
Gathering these estimates on (a), (b) and (c¢), and getting back to (@3] we finally obtain

I < C,u(r + Kso)wgyil.

The Lemma is proven. [ ]

Lemma 5.6 For integral Iz in the inequality [€1]) we have the following estimate Iy < C(r + Kso)w_v_l.

Proof. As for the Lemma [5.5] we consider R™ as the union of a ball with dyadic coronas centered on z(s1) (cf. ([G2))).
(i) Estimations over the ball By,. We will follow closely the computations of the Lemma 5.3l We write:

B, = [ 16(e el s o) ldn < [0 Gl [ 1800 (o) )lds

By,

IN

o+ 50) /

{lz|<f1}

vp. [ ol = e - y|w1w<y>dy\ .

In the case (c¢) when v = =1/2 and § < 1/2 we write:

|z[* — |z —y|* Nzl — |z =yl
L, < [¥+(,50)lLe< / V.p./ — o7 —dy|dz + ey dydz
! o<y | Jum<y ot flal<py Jen Yt

Following exactly the same arguments used in Lemma with the formulas [@3])-([@H), i.e. essentially by homo-
geneity, we have

I g, < Cll4 (- 50)| o= ( nw=l . prtw=20)

25



Since 0 < 26 < 1, recalling that by the definition of the function f; we have the estimate 0 < f; < 1, we obtain
fem2077 < 97177 The case (d) is straightforward since £ = (—A)Y/2 and (—A)Y2(|z]*) = |z]«~ L.

Thus, in any case, we can write:
Loy, < CHT M 50) [ ooe (64)

(ii) Estimations for the dyadic corona Ej. Here we have

B = [ 6o~ a0 s slds < ool s v [ ol = b - ol lat.

f12F 1<z < fr2k

In the case (c) we have:

fr2km1<z|< f12F

|z — |z —y|* / ||| — |z — y|“]
v.p./ ———dy| + — ey | .
{Jyl<1} |y["+t n |y|n+20

Again, by homogeneity and following the same lines of the Lemma [5.3] above, we have

I, < Cllog(, 50l ((129)7H (1 + In(2871)) + (f127)< %)

Lg, < |[Y4(,s0)lz sup (

Since 0 < v < w <20 <1 we have w—1 < 0 and w — 2§ < 0 and thus, summing over k > 1, we obtain

ZIQ,Ek <C(ff '+ ff)fw) [, s0)l| -

k>1

Repeating the same argument used before (i.e. the fact that 0 < f; < 1), we finally get

Y Lm SCHTHWE )l (65)

k>1

For the case (d), we obtain the same inequality by homogeneity.
To finish the proof of the Lemma [5.6l we combine (64)) and (65) and we obtain

L=Dp, +3 b <C| {7 o (so)llz~ + £ 19 (. 50) s

= (d) ©

Now, we prove that the quantities (d) and (e) can be bounded by (r + Kso)w_v_l.

e For the term (d) we write f;" 77 |¢(-, s0)||Le < f1T97H(r + Kso) (") = (r + Kso)

e To treat the term (e) it is enough to apply the same arguments used to prove the part (c¢) above.

w—y—1

Finally, we obtain

I =1, + Z Ly, <C(r+ KSO)W_V_l
k>1

The Lemma is proven. [ ]

Now we continue the proof of the Proposition Using the Lemmas and and getting back to the estimate
(1) we have
<CO(u+1) (r+ Kso)* 77 (66)

0. | @ (s

This estimation is compatible with the estimate ([Bf) for 0 < s; < er small enough. Indeed, we can write ¢ =
(r+ K(so + s1))“~" and we linearize this expression with respect to si:

¢~ (r—+so) " <1 +E(w—1) (r —S:So)>

Taking the derivative of ¢ with respect to s; we have ¢/ = K(w —v)(r + Kso)w_v_l and with the condition (@8] on
K (w — v) we obtain that (G6]) is bounded by ¢" and the Proposition 5.5 follows. |

Now we write down the maximum principle for a small time s; but with a initial condition (-, s¢), with s > 0.
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Proposition 5.6 (Height condition) Under the hypothesis of Theorem [[dl, if ¥(x,s1) satisfies the concentration
condition (20), then we have the following height condition
1

S o < .
I )l <

Proof. The proof follows essentially the same lines of the Proposition Indeed, since we have assumed that the
concentration condition (B8] is bounded by (r + K(sp + $1))“~7, we obtain in the same manner and with the same
constants:

Itk

d _(w-)
d—ﬁll¢(~781)|\m < =C(r+K(so+s1))” = [[¢(,81)] poe

To conclude, it is enough to solve the previous differential inequality with initial data [|1(-,0)||p= < (r + Ksg)~ ()
to obtain that |[1)(-, s1)||z~ < (7 + K(sq + s1)) ="+, .

The crucial part of the proof of Theorem [[1] is given by the next proposition which gives us a control on the
L'-norm for a time sqg + s;.
Proposition 5.7 (Second L!'-norm estimate) Under the hypothesis of Theorem (I1l) we have

Un

(r+ K(so + 51))7

(s sl <
Proof. This is a direct consequence of the concentration condition and of the previous height condition. ]

5.3 The iteration

In sections 5.1l and we studied respectively the evolution of small molecules from time 0 to a small time sg and
from this time so to a larger time so + s; and we obtained a good L' control for such molecules. It is now possible to
reapply the previous Theorem [l in order to obtain a larger time control of the L' norm. The calculus of the N-th
iteration will be essentially the same.

Theorem 12 Set vy and w two real numbers such that 0 < v < w < 20 < 1 in the case (¢) or 0 <y < w < 1 in the
case (d). Let 0 < sy <T and let y(x,sn) be a solution of the problem

OspW(z,8n) = =V - (v)(z,sn5) — LY(z, 5N)
’L/J(.T, 0) = ’L/J(.T, SN_1) with sy—1 >0 (67)

div(v)= 0 and ve L*([0,T];bmo(R™)) with  sup lo(, sn)|lbmo < 1

sn€[sn—1,T]

If Y(x, sy—1) satisfies the three following conditions

/ [Y(z, sny—1)l|lz —z(sy-1)[“de < (r+K(so+--+sny-1))"""
1 Un
(7‘—|—K(80+---+SN_1))"+’Y ) Hw(-,SN—l)HLl S (T+K(So+~~~+SN,1))'Y

l9(ssn-1)llz= <

where K = K(u) is given by (48) and sy is such that (r + K(so +---+ sn)) < 1. Then for all 0 < sy < er small,
we have the following estimates

/n [h(z, sn)llz —z(sw)|?de < (r+ K(so+ - +sn))“7 (68)
1
(r+ K(so+ - +s3)""

Un

(7’+K(so+~~~+sN))'y

(s sn)ll Lee

IN

[9(ssn)ller <

Remark 5.5

1) Again, since sy is small and (r + K(so + -+ + sn-1)) < 1, we can without loss of generality assume that
(r+K(so+--+sn)) < 1: otherwise, by the mazimum principle there is nothing to prove.
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2) The new molecule’s center x(sn) used in formula (68) is fized by

Slon) = gy = [ o)y
Biy

z(0) = x(sn-1).
And here we noted By, = B(x(sn), fn) with fx a real valued function given by

IN=0+K(so+ - +sn-1))- (70)
Note that by remark 1) above we have 0 < fn < 1.

(69)

The proof of Theorem will follow exactly the same steps given in the proof of Theorem [} we start with
the concentration condition studied in Proposition and we continue with the Height condition in Proposition [5.9]
finally, the L' bound will be an easy consequence of these two estimates.

Proposition 5.8 (Concentration condition) Under the hypothesis of Theorem[I2, if (-, sn—1) is an initial data
then the solution (z,sn) of [67) satisfies

/n [U(z,sn)|lz —2(sn)|“de < (r+ K(so+ -+ s5))7

for z(sny) € R™ fized by formula (69), with 0 < sy < er.

Proof. Follow the same lines given in the proof of Proposition Write Qn(z) = |z — x(sN)|‘*’ and ¥(z)
Y1 (x) — ¥_(x), by linearity and using the positivity principle we have |[¢(z,sn)| = |4 (z,sn) — Y (z, sN)]
Yy(x,sy) + - (z,sny) and we may consider the formula:

Osy / Qn (2)4 (x, sy)dx

IN I

I =

=1L —Van(x) -2 (sn)+ (2, 58) + QA (2) [V - (v (2, 8n)) — Ly (2, s3)] doe

Using the definition of 2’(sy) given in (69) and replacing Qn(x) by |z — z(sy)|“ in the first integral we obtain

ISC/‘W*z@WVﬂW*@%W4WJMWWH/‘MQW@W4WJWWW (71)
n Rn

h po
We will study each of the integrals I; and I in the next lemmas:
Lemma 5.7 For integral I we have I; < C[L(T +K(so+--+ stl))“)*'yfl'

Proof of the lemma. It is enough to repeat the same steps of the previous Lemma [B.5] just consider R™ =
By UUgs1 Ex where

By ={z eR": |z —z(sn)| < fn}, Ep={z cR": fy2" 1 < |z —a(sy)| < 28} for k> 1. (72)

In order to obtain the desired inequality, use exactly the same arguments, the maximum principle and the hypothesis
of Theorem ]

Lemma 5.8 For integral I in inequality (71]) we have the following estimate
w—y—1
b= [ L@ sx)lde < O+ K(sa o+ sw-0) 7
RTL

Proof of the lemma. As for Lemma 5.7, we consider R™ as the union of a ball with dyadic coronas centered on
z(sn) (cf. [@2)). It is then enough to repeat the corresponding estimates of the sj-case given in Lemma [5.6 [ |

Now we continue the proof of the Proposition Using the Lemmas (.7 and and getting back to the estimate

() we have
<O(p+1) (r+ Ko+ +sx-1)) 7 (73)

0 [ (@)oo

This estimation is compatible with the estimate (68]) for 0 < sy < er small enough. Indeed, we can write ¢ =
(r+K(so+---+sn))¥ 7 and we linearize this expression with respect to sy:

(T+K(So+"'+5N1)))

Taking the derivative of ¢ with respect to sy we have ¢’ ~ K(w —)(r + K(so + -+ + sN_l))w_7_1 and with the
condition [@8) on K(w — ) we obtain that (73] is bounded by ¢’ and the Proposition [5.8] follows. [ |

¢~ (r+K(so+-+sn-1)*" (”K(w—v)
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Proposition 5.9 (Height condition) Under the hypothesis of Theorem 13, if v (x, sn) satisfies concentration con-
dition (68), then we have the next height condition
1

I )l < o

Proof. The proof follows essentially the same lines of the Proposition 5.3l Indeed, since we have that concentration
condition (G8) is bounded by (r + K(so+ -+ sn))“~ 7, we obtain in the same manner and with the same constants:

d _ o= I+
Ton 190G sn)llee < =Cr 4 Kso+ oo+ sn)) ™ w7 [0 sv) "
Solving this differencial inequality we obtain || (-, s5)||z~ < (7 + K(sq + - - - + sn))~ (7). [ ]

Proposition 5.10 (L'-norm estimate) Under the hypothesis of Theorem [12 we have

Un,
(sl < (74)
(T+K(So+"'+SN))’Y
Proof. This is a direct consequence of the concentration condition and of the previous height condition. |

End of the proof of Theorem [@. We have proved with the Theorem [0 that is possible to control the L'
behavior of the molecules 1 from 0 to a small time sg, from time sg to time s; with Theorem [I1I] and by iteration
from time sy_1 to time sy with Theorem[I21 We recall that we have s; ~ er for all 0 < i < N, so the bound obtained
in (74) depends mainly on the size of the molecule r and the number of iterations N.

We observe now that the smallness of r and of the times sy, ..., sy can be compensated by the number of iterations
N in the following sense: fix a small 0 < r < 1 and iterate as explained before. Since each small time s, ..., sy is of
order er, we have sg + - -+ + sy ~ Ner. Thus, we will stop the iterations as soon as Nr > Tp.

Of course, the number of iterations N = N(r) will depend on the smallness of the molecule’s size r, and more

specifically it is enough to set N (r) ~ 22 in order to obtain this lower bound for Nr.

Proceeding this way we will obtain [|¢(-, sn)|[zr < CT, 7 < +o0, for all molecules of size . Note in particular
that, once this estimate is available, for bigger times it is enough to apply the maximum principle.

Finally, and for all 7 > 0, we obtain after a time Ty a L' control for small molecules and we finish the proof of the
Theorem |
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