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Abstract
In this paper, we study the Cauchy problem for the generalized Keller-Segel system with the cell

diffusion being ruled by fractional diffusion:

Ou+Au+ V- (uVy) =0 in R™ x (0,00),
A =u in R x (0,00),
u(z,0) = uo(z), in R”.

In the case that 1 < a < 2, we prove local well-posedness for any initial data and global well-posedness

+ﬂ
P(R™) with 1 < p < 00, 1 < ¢ < 00, and analyticity

for small initial data in critical Besov spaces B;Z
of solutions for initial data ug € B;Z+%(R") with 1 < p < 00, 1 < ¢ < co. Moreover, the global
existence and analyticity of solutions with small initial data in critical Besov spaces B;’f‘l (R™) is also
established. In the limit case that a = 1, we prove global well-posedness for small initial data in
critical Besov spaces B;’TFE (R™) with 1 < p < oo and B;olyl (R™), and show analyticity of solutions
e (R™) with 1 < p < oo and B;OTI(]R")7 respectively.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we are concerned with the nonlinear nonlocal evolution equations generalizing the well-

known Keller-Segel model of chemotaxis:

Ou+ Au+ V- (uVy) =0 in R™ x (0, 00),
—AYp=u in R™ x (0, 00), (1.1)
u(z,0) = up(x), in R™

where n > 2, u and ¢ are two unknown functions which stand for the cell density and the concentration

of the chemical attractant, respectively, and the anomalous (normal) diffusion is modeled by a fractional
power of the Laplacian with 1 < a < 2. The positive operator A% = (=A)% is defined by
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A simple alternative representation is given through the Fourier transform as A“f = F~L[|E|*Ff(€)],
where F and F~! are the Fourier transform and the inverse Fourier transform, respectively.

Obviously, the choice & = 2 in the system (II]) corresponds to a simplified system of

0w — Au = =V - (uV)) in R™ x (0, 00),
) — A = u—h in R" x (0, 00), (1.2)
u(z,0) = uo(x), P(x,0) =1o(r) in R™.

The system (L2]) is a mathematical model of chemotaxis, which is formulated by E.F. Keller and L.A.
Segel [31] in 1970, while it is also connected with astrophysical models of gravitational self-interaction of
massive particles in a cloud or a nebula, see Biler, Hilhorst and Nadzieja [6].

In biology, chemotaxis is the directed movement of an organism in response to ambient chemical gra-
dients that are often segregated by the cells themselves. The system ([2]) describes the manner in which
cellular slime molds aggregate owing to the motion of the cells, which move towards higher concentration
of a chemical substance which they produce themselves. In those cases where the chemical products are
attractive (and they are called chemoattractants), they lead to the phenomenon known as chemotactic
collapse: the cells accumulate in small regions of space giving rise to high density configurations. This
phenomenon exhibits that the system (2] admits finite time blowup solutions for large enough initial
data. It was actually conjectured by Childress and Percus [18] that in a two-dimensional domain  C R?,
there exists a threshold cg such that if the initial mass m = fQ uo(x)dz < ¢p, then the solution exists
globally in time, while if m = fQ uo(x)dx > ¢p, then the solution blows up in finite time. For various
simplified versions of the Keller-Segel system (L2), the conjecture has been essentially verified, see [26] 27]
for a comprehensive review of these aspects. Jager and Luckhaus [30] considered the system ([2]) with
Neumann boundary conditions in a bounded domain Q C R?, and showed that for sufficiently small
‘5—1“ fQ ug(x)dz, there exists a unique smooth global positive solution, while for large ‘5—1“ fQ ug(x)dz, there
exists radial solutions which explode in finite time. Herrero and Valdzquez [24] 25] studied the system
(C2) with no-flux boundary conditions on a disk, and showed by the method of matched asymptotic
expansion that there exists a nonnegative radial initial data (ug,vo) with [, ug(2z)dz > 87 such that
the solution (u,1)) corresponding to the initial data (ug, o) blows up only at the origin in finite time
and u has a Dirac delta-type singularity at the origin. Biler [4], Gajewski and Zacharias[23], Nagali,
Senba and Yoshida [40] subsequently proved global existence of nonnegative solution under the condi-
tion [, ug(2)dz < 4w, and existence of radial solutions on a disc under the condition [, uo(x)dz < 8.
Moreover, there exists a detailed description of the asymptotic behaviour of solutions of ([2]) in the case
Jquo(z)dr < 8w to [I5], in the limit case [, uo(x)dz = 87 to [14] and in the radially symmetric case to
[8,[9]. For more results related to this topic, we refer the reader to see [10} 20} 36l 37, [39] 47].

Since the chemical concentration 1 is determined by the Poisson equation, the second equation of
(L)), gives rise to the coefficient V1) in the first equation of (LI, when 1) is represented as the volume

potential of u:

L uw.t) g n>3
Dlst) = (~A) ulayt) = { T T e B 2

—5= Jpe u(y, t)log|z —yldy, n=2,

where w,, denotes the surface area of the unit sphere in R", the system ([ZI]) is essentially equivalent to
the following differential-integral Fokker-Planck system:

¢
uw=e"N g — / e DAY L WV (—A) " Lu)dr. (1.3)
0

tA”

where e~ = F e 1" F]. We may find the solution of (I3) by using the contraction mapping



argument for the mapping u — F(u) with
¢
F(u) := e ug —/ e DAY L WV (=A) L) (1) dr.
0

The invariant space for solving the integral equation (3] requires us to analyze the scaling invariance
property of the system (LII). Set

ur(z,t) == N u(Ax, \“t), x(x,t) := X*"2(Ax, A\Yt).

Then if u solves (ILT)) with initial data uo (1) can be determined by u), so does uy with initial data ugy
(1 can be determined by uy), where ugx(z) := A*ug(Az). In particular, the norm of ug € B;?Jr% (R™)
(1 <p,q < o0) is scaling invariant under the above change of scale.

Note that in the case of classical Brownian diffusion a = 2, the solvability of the systems (LI) has
been relatively well-developed in various classes of functions and distributions, such as the Lebesgue space
LY(R™)N L% (R") by Corrias, Perthame and Zaag [19], the Sobolev space L*(R™) N W?22(R") by Kozono
and Sugiyama [32], the Hardy space H!(R?) by Ogawa and Shimizu [41], the Besov space BRQ(RQ) by
Ogawa and Shimizu [42], the Besov space B,, z: g (R™) and Fourier-Herz space By 2(R™) by Iwabuchi [29],
and the pseudomeasure space PM™?(R") by Biler, Cannone, Guerra and Karch [5]. We refer the reader
to see Lemarié-Rieusset [35] and the references therein for more results.

For general fractional diffusion case 1 < a < 2, the system (1) was first studied by Escudero in
[21], where it was used to describe the spatiotemporal distribution of a population density of random
walkers undergoing Lévy flights. Moreover, the author proved that the one-dimensional system (L)
possesses global in time solutions not only in the case of @ = 2 but also in the case 1 < a < 2. Biler
and Karch [7] proved existence and nonexistence of global in time solutions of () in critical Lebesgue
space L= (R") for 1 < a < 2. Biler and Wu [I1] established global well-posedness of the system (L))
with small initial data in the critical Besov spaces B%EQ(RQ) for 1 < @ < 2. Wu and Zheng [45] proved
a local well-posedness with any initial data and global well-posedness with small initial data in critical
Fourier-Herz space 33720‘ (R™) for 1 < o < 2 and 2 < ¢ < 00, and proved ill-posedness in B;Q(R”) and
B;fq(R") with @ = 2 and 2 < ¢ < co. Zhai [49] proved the global existence, uniqueness and stability
of solutions with small initial data in critical Besov spaces with general potential type nonlinear term.
Parts of these results were also proved for the system of two fractional power dissipative equations, please
refer to [111, [38] [44] and the references therein.

In this paper, we aim at studying well-posedness and Gevrey analyticity of the generalized Keller-Segel
system (LLI)) with initial data in critical Besov space Bp,q P(R™) for 1 <a<2and1<p,q< oo The
first novelty of this paper is that we resort the Fourier localization technique and the Bony’s paraproduct
theory to address well-posedness issues of the system (L)) in critical Besov spaces either B (R") with
l<a<2or Booyl(R") with o = 1. These critical spaces are marginal cases adapted to the system
(LI). The second novelty of this paper is that we use the Gevrey class regularity to prove analyticity
of the system (LI). The choice of this argument is motivated by the work of Foias and Temam [22]
for estimating space analyticity radius of the Navier-Stokes equations (similar results were extended by
many authors to various equations, see [1| 2 [12] [13] 28, B3] for more details). Our result characterizes
space analyticity radius of solutions and has an important physical interpretation: at this length scale
the viscous effects and the nonlinear inertial effects are roughly comparable, below this length scale the
Fourier spectrum decays exponentially. As a consequence of analyticity result, we obtain temporal decay
rates of higher order Besov norms of the solutions.

Now we state the main results of this paper as follows.

Theorem 1.1 Letn > 2,1 < a < 2. Assume that ug € qu 7 (R™) with 1 < p,q < oo. Then we have

the following results:



(i) (Well-posedness for 1 < p < oo) Let 1 < p < oco. Then there exists a T* = T*(ug) > 0 such that
the system (L)) has a unique solution u € Xp», where

T oo . T OTE mn T ., S n T *x, 1S n
Xr« = L>®(0,T*; Bpq " (R"))N L0, T ;Bp}q(R )N LP2(0,T ;Bpfq(R ) (1.4)
with
31:—1+ﬁ+€, 522—14—2—5, plzi, p2 = @ , O<e<a-—1.
P P a—1+¢ a—1—c¢

If T* < oo, then

(w701

o 7 o = OQ.
e (Bpl)NLTE (Byly)

T

Moreover, if ug € Bp_,? R™) is sufficiently small, then T* = cc.

(i) (Analyticity for 1 < p < oo) Let 1 < p < co. Then the solution obtained in (i) satisfying
1
et My e Xy, (1.5)

where the operator Ay is the Fourier multiplier whose symbol is given by |£]1 = [&1] + -+ + |&nl-

Moreover, if ug € B;;ﬁLE (R™) is sufficiently small, then T™* = co.

(1ii) (Well-posedness for p=00) Let 1 < o < 2 and p = o0, suppose that ||uo||Bw1 is sufficiently small.
Then the system (1)) has a unique solution u satisfying Y

u € L%(0,00; B (R™)) N L*(0, 00; BY, 4 (R™)). (1.6)
(iv) (Analyticity for p=o00) Let 1 < oo < 2 and p = oco. Then the solution obtained in (iii) satisfying
1 ~ . ~ .
et My e L7°(0, 00; B (R™)) N LY (0, 005 B, 4 (R™)). (1.7)

(v) (Decay rate for 1 < p < o0) For anyoc > 0,1 <p < oo orp =00 and q =1, the global solution
obtained in (i) and (i) satisfying
AU g < CotE o], v (1.9

p,q p,q

where Cy = ||A%e™2 |11

Remark 1.1 We mention here that Bourgain and Pavlovié [I7] proved ill-posedness for the 3D Navier-
Stokes equations in Bo’ol)oo(R3). Subsequently, Yoneda [48] proved ill-posedness in some function spaces,
which are larger than BZ',(R®) but smaller than B3, (R%) with 2 < ¢ < co; Wang [43] finally proved
ill-posedness for the 3D Navier-Stokes equations in Bgofq (R3) for all 1 < ¢ < 2. Note that when o = 2,
Bgo{q(R") for the Navier-Stokes equations corresponds to Bo_o%q(R") for the system (I.1I), therefore, we
cannot expect the well-posedness of the system (L)) in B;?Q(R”) for 1 < ¢ < oo. However, when
1 < a < 2, Theorem [T shows that the system (L) is well-posedness in B_? (R™).

Remark 1.2 We emphasize here that the exponential operator etéAl is quantified by the operator Aq,
whose symbol is given by the I! norm |£]; = Y°1" | |&], rather than the usual operator A = v/—A, whose
symbol is given by the I> norm |¢| = (37, |&[%)2. This approach enables us to avoid cumbersome
recursive estimation of higher order derivatives and intricate combinatorial arguments to get the desired
decay estimates of solutions, see [46, [50].

Remark 1.3 The method we use to prove well-posedness of ([[L1)) in critical Besov space B,; 3 e (R™) is
the Chemin mono-norm method, which is different from the methods used in [29] and [49].

Corresponding to Theorem [[L1] in the case o = 1, we obtain the following results.



Theorem 1.2 Letn > 2, a = 1. Assume that ug € B;i+E(R") with 1 < p < 0o. Then we have the
following results:

(i) (Well-posedness for 1 < p < oo) Let 1 < p < oo, suppose that ||u0||371+% is sufficiently small.
p,1

Then the system (1)) has a unique solution u satisfying

we Lo0,00; B, 7 (RM). (1.9)

(i) (Analyticity for 1 < p < oo) Let 1 < p < oco. Then the solution obtained in (i) satisfying

n
P

1 ~ . —
¢ My e L0000 B, ) 7 (R™)). (1.10)

(i11) (Well-posedness for p = oo) Let p = oo, suppose that Huo||]_f~rl1 is sufficiently small. Then the

system (L) has a unique solution u satisfying
u € £7(0, 00 B (R™) 1 E1(0, 005 B, 4 (R™)). (1.11)
(iv) (Analyticity for p = o0o) Let p = co. Then the solution obtained in (iii) satisfying
Ty L*(0, 00; B (R™) N L0, 003 BY, 1 (R™)). (1.12)

(v) (Decay rate for 1 < p < oo) For any o > 0 and 1 < p < oo, the global solution obtained in (i) and
(i) satisfying
AU 2y < Cot™ ol 1 (113)

p,1 Pl

where Cy = ||[A%e 2 || 1.

Remark 1.4 In the case a = 1, since the dissipative operator e~ ztA

is not strong enough to dominate
the operator "1, we need to define Gevrey operator more carefully. Notice the fact that 5-|¢[1 < $|¢|
for all £ € R™. Thus the Gevrey operator can be defined by ez thiy,

Before endinglthis section, let us sketch, for example, the proof of analyticity part in Theorem [I.11

Setting U(t) = et*A1u(t). Then we see that U(t) satisfies the following integral equation:

1 N to1 a1 N 1 1 1
R B e e e (GNRLC) P
0

1 a
Note that since e'® 11t can be dominated by e~ !¢ if |¢] is sufficiently large, the behavior of the linear

1
toa A —tA™

term e ug closely resemble that of e " yy. In order to tackle with the nonlinear term, we resort

to [34] and [2] to find out the nice boundedness property of the following bilinear operator:
1 1 1
Bi(f.g) = M (e A fett )

= _(2710" /n /n eim.(£+n)eté(|£+77\1—\Eh—\mnf(g)g(g)dgdn'

Based on the desired properties of B:(f, g), we can modify the argument of the proof of well-posedness
results in Theorem [[LT] to obtain Gevrey regularity.

This paper is organized as follows: We shall collect some basic facts on Littlewood-Paley dyadic
decomposition theory and various product laws in Besov spaces in Section 2, then prove Theorem [[.T] in
Section 3, and Theorem [[.2] in Section 4.



2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notations
In this paper, we shall use the following notations.

e For two constants A and B, the notation A < B means that there is a uniform constant C' (always

independent of x,t), which may vary from line to line, such that A < CB.
e For x = (1, ,z,) € R", we denote |z|, = (Jz1/P + - + |xn|p)% and |z| = |z|2.
e The operator A; is the Fourier multiplier whose symbol is given by |1 = |&1] + - -+ + [€n)-

e For a quasi-Banach space X and for any 0 < T < oo, we use standard notation LP(0,7T; X) or
L%.(X) for the quasi-Banach space of Bochner measurable functions f from (0,7) to X endowed

with the norm

=

S IF Gt edt)

SUPogthHf('vt)HX for p=co.

for 1<p< o0,
||f||L§(X) =

In particular, if T'= oo, we use || f||Lr(x) instead of || f||z_(x)-
e For any function space X and the operator 7 : X — X, we denote
TX = {Tf: feX} and |fllrx == |Tf|x.
e The linear space of all multipliers on L? is denoted by M, and the norm on which is defined by

1 £llam, = sup{ I F [fFglllze = Vg€ SR™), llgllre =1}.

2.2 Littlewood-Paley theory and Besov spaces

The proof of Theorems [[.T] and are formulated by the dyadic decomposition in the Littlewood-Paley
theory. Let us briefly explain how it may be built in R™. Let S(R™) be the Schwartz class of rapidly
decreasing function, and §'(R™) of temperate distributions be the dual set of S(R™). Let ¢ € S(R™) be
a smooth radial function valued in [0, 1] such that ¢ is supported in the shell C = {¢ e R", 2 < [¢] < £},
and

D (279 =1, Ve RM{0}.

JEZ
Then for any f € S'(R™), we set for all j € Z,
Ajf=9@27D)f and S;f:= Y Aif. (2.1)

k<j—1
By telescoping the series, we have the following homogeneous Littlewood-Paley decomposition:
f=Y_A;f for feS'R")/PR"),
JEZ
where P(R™) is the set of polynomials (see [3]). We remark here that the Littlewood-Paley decomposition

satisfies the property of almost orthogonality, that is to say, for any f,g € S'(R™)/P(R"), the following
properties hold:

AiAjfEO if |’L—j|22 and Al(sj_lfA]g)EO if |’L—j|25 (22)

Using the above decomposition, the stationary/time dependent homogeneous Besov space can be

defined as follows:



Definition 2.1 Let s € R, 1 < p,q < 00 and f € S'(R™), we set

1

(Zjez 2jsq||Ajf||%p) Y for 1< q< o0,

17115, , = |
supjez 27°|[A; fl e for q=oc.
Then the homogeneous Besov space B;q(R”) is defined by

o Fors << (ors=2if q=1), we define

By, R ={res®): |fl

5 < oo}.
Bp,q

e lfkeNand 2 +k<s<Z+k+1(ors=2+k+1ifqg=1), thenB;q(R”) is defined as the
subset of distributions f € S'(R™) such that 9° f € S'(R™) whenever |3| = k.

Definition 2.2 For 0 < T < o0, s < % (resp. s € R), 1 <p,q,p < oco. We define the mized time-space
E”(O, T, B;q(R”)) as the completion of C([0,T]; S(R™)) by the norm

o
Q-

T
1 0zg g, = | 222 </ IIAjf(-,t)Il’ipdt> < oo

JEZ
with the usual change if p = oo or ¢ = co. For simplicity, we use HfHZp(B,S ) instead of Il fll7e (B )
t\"p,q N Ep.q

In what follows, we shall frequently use the following Bony’s homogeneous paraproduct decomposition,
which is a mathematical tool to define a generalized product between two temperate distributions (see

[16]). Let f and g be two temperate distributions, the paraproduct between f and g is defined by

Trgi= S;1fB9=>_ > ApfAjg.

JEZ JET k<j—2

Formally, we have the following Bony’s decomposition:

where

R(f,9)=Y_, >, AjfAg.

JEZ |j—j'I<1

2.3 Essential lemmas

For the convenience of the reader, we recall some basic facts of the Littlewood-Paley theory, one may
refer to [3], [34] for more details.

Lemma 2.3 ([3], [34]) Let B be a ball, and C be a ring in R™. There exists a constant C' such that
for any positive real number A, any nonnegative integer k and any couple of real numbers (p,r) with

1 <p<r<oo, we have

supp F(f) CAB = sup 0% f|rr < CFFINFG=D ), (2.3)
|| =k
supp F(f) CAC = C_l_’“A’“IIfIILPS‘SlllykllaafllmSC”W“HJ“HLP- (2.4)



Lemma 2.4 ([3], [34]) Let f be a smooth function on R™\{0} which is homogeneous of degree m. Then
forany s e R, 1 < p,q < o0, and

n n
s—m<—, or s—m=— and q=1,
p p

the operator f(D) is continuous from B;)Q(R") to st);]m (R™).

Lemma 2.5 ([44]) Let C be a ring in R™. There exist two positive constants k and KC such that for any

p € [1,00] and any couple (t,\) of positive real numbers, we have

supp F(f) CAC = [ fllze < Ke ™| f| L. (2.5)

3 The case 1 < a < 2: Proof of Theorem [1.1]

In this section we prove Gevrey analyticity of the system (L)) in critical Besov space B; :11 G (R™) with
l<a<2,1<p<ooandl <g<oo. The proof is based on an adequate modification of the proof of
local in time existence with any initial data and global in time existence with small initial data to the
system (L)), thus we begin with the detailed proof of the first part of Theorem [T11

3.1 The case 1 < p < oo: Well-posedness

In this subsection, we intend to establish local well-posedness with any initial data and global well-
posedness with small initial data to the system (L)) in critical Besov space B;;HE (R™) for 1 < p < 0.
Firstly we are concerned with the Cauchy problem of the fractional power dissipative equation:

Oyu + A*u = f, zeR” t>0,

u(x,0) = uo(z), x€R™ 3-1)

Proposition 3.1 ([II]) Let s e R, 1 < p,q,p1 < o0 and 0 < T < 0. Assume that ug € B;yq(R") and
fell (BZZEW(R”)). Then B1) has a unique solution u € ﬂ Lp (Bp q (R")) In addition, there

l
exists a constant C > 0 depending only on o and n such that for any p1 < p < o0, we have

Il s, < Ol + 11 rsee) (3.2
In particular, if f € E%F(B;q(R”)), then we have
el Zoe (s nZn syt < C(lluoll, , + “f”flT(Bi;,q))' (3.3)

Next, by using in a fundamental way the algebraical structure of the system (LII), we establish the

following crucial bilinear estimates in time dependent Besov spaces.

Lemma 3.2 Let s > 0, 1 < p < oo, 1 < q,p,p1,p2 < oowith%z p%"'p%' Then for any € > 0,
0< T < o0, we have
—1 -1 0. .
||uV(—A) U"‘UV(—A) u”L%(BS < ||U||L91(Bs+E)H ||Lp2(B p s)

o= N0l g (3.4)

PQ(B

Moreover, if we choose € =0, then B4) also holds for g = 1.



Proof. Thanks to Bony’s paraproduct decomposition, we have
uV(=A) v+ oV(=A) tu =1 + I + I, (3.5)
where
=3 AjuV(=A) S0+ AV (=A) T S g

J'€L
= Z SjruV(=A)rAjv + S0V (=A) T A
J'€L
= Z Z Aj/uV(—A)_lAjnv + Aj/’UV(—A)_lAj//u.
J'EL | —5"|<1
In the sequel, we estimate I; (i = 1,2,3) one by one. For I;, we need only to deal with the first term
djrer Aj;uV(—A)~1S; _1v, while the second one can be done analogously, thus using the facts 2] and
22), and applying Holder’s inequality and Lemmas 23] and 24 one has

18, 37 85V (=8) 'S ilinim S S0 1Ayl 1 IV (=A) Sy roll ez ey

J'eL 5" —jl<4
14+2)k

S S A ulpawey Y 2R Al ez )
|3/ —j|<4 k<j/ —2

SN Ay ulpe ey Y 272 RN Ao o )
[/ —jl1<4 k<j’—2

< Z 2 s] 2(S+€J ||A /u||Lp1(Lp)||U||~ 71+27€). (36)
57 —j1<4 B

Multiplying (3.6 by 27, then taking /¢ norm to the resulting inequality, we obtain
-1
1> Ajyuv(-A4) Sy—10llze sy ) S ||U||z;1(f3;;s)||U||Z,,2(B—1+%—s),
j'ez T Pp.q

which implies that

Iz sy ) S ulg e 10y oreie) + Il g ot Il 355 (3.7)

Similarly, for the first term of I, applying Holder’s inequality and Lemmas[2.3] and 2.4] again, we see that

18; Y S auV(=A) Ayl S Y. D 2%k||Alcu||1:;2(m)2fj 1850l Lox (v

J'eL 5/ —j|<4 k<j’'—2

SO > 2RISR A ) o 1y 27 1A 0l o1 1y
\J —jl<4k<y =2

S Y 2l a, 0l por ey [l ”me +3-e) (3.8)
\J —jl<4

which yields directly that

. AV A L oll~ < .
||j/zejzsguluw 8 Agollzg g ) Sl ooregs oz g

Thus,

Lo + [Jul] -

Lp2(B 1+ —e ||'U||LP1 Bs+£) (39)

2l 55, S Wz oo 1ol

Now we tackle with the most difficult term I3. Based on careful analysis of the algebraical structure of
the system (L1]), we can split I3 into the following three terms for m =1,2,--- |n

13 = K1—|—K2—|—K3, (310)



where

=3 Y (A A ) (0u(-2) A

J'EL|j -5 <1

=YY 2 (A A (0.5(-A) A ) b

jIGZ Ij/_jlllgl

=2 > am{((—A)flﬁj/u)Aj”U}-
J'EL|j —5"|<1
Moreover, since Ko can be treated similarly to K3, we treat K7 and K3 only. We first consider the case
2 < p < o0, by using Hélder’s inequality and Lemmas and [Z4] it follows from (Z2)) that there exists
Ny € N such that

1A Kllgon S 25759 5 ST (=) Al g oy 10 (—A) Ao o g

J'2j—No |j'—j"|<1
< 9(2+3)7 Z Z —2-s—2)i' 9(s+e) A, ’UHL’” LP)2( 1+2—¢)j" A; uv||Lpg(Lp)
J'23—No |5/ —35"|<1

~ERED D A IS P
J'2j—No

Sipn_e . A1
L’;Q(Bp,(lf” ) (3.11)

||AjK3||L;,(LP) < o(1+3)3 Z Z ||(_A)*lAj/uHL;l(Lp)||Ajuv||LpT2(Lp)
J'2j—No |5/ —3"|<1

< o(1+3)i Z Z 2(*1757*)J o(ste) J' ||A ’u||L"1(Lp)2( 142 —e)j /”AjNUHL;?(Lp)
j'>j—No ‘jl*-”|<1
< 9—sj Z 9—(1+s+2 )@’ —3)g(s+e)s’ ||A /u”Lpl(Lp ||’U|| Cyn_ .. (3.12)
j’>75—N, Bp.q ’ )
7' 23—No
On the other hand, in the case that 1 < p < 2, we choose 2 < p’ < oo such that % + 1% =1, it follows
that

1A K | g ey S 225730 % " S (=A) T Ayl por (1 10 (=) T Ao oz 1y
J'2j—No |j'—j"|<1

S22 S S oG A 127 Al o 1y
J'2j—No |j'=3"1<1

2(2+n—*) Z 9= (2+n+s—2)5" 9(s+e)j’ 1A, /u”Lpl(Lp)Q( 145 —e)f’ 1A, /UHLPz (LP)

3'Z3—No
—sj —(2+nts—2)(" =) o(s+e)i' || A, n
<27 ‘/>‘Z 2 AR ||A] U‘HL’;}(LP)||U||L;2(B;Z+5*E)- (3.13)
j'2j—No
18 Ksllg ey S 207797 30 30 IR Agulam o 185wl g2 wr)

J'2j—=No |5/ —j"|<1

LD DI DI s C VO TN prapp

J'23=No [j'—j"|<1

SoMn=i N g e 9l | A o (1) 2 TN A0 oz 1y
3'>2j—No
< 9% Z 9= (I4n+s—2)(5" =) g(s+e)j’ 1A, 'U||L”1 Lv) vl 1t . (3.14)

J/>j—No L Bpa ")
Note that under the hypotheses of Lemma [3.2] we have

245+ >0, l+s+—>0,24n+s——>0, 1l4n+s——>0.
P P P P
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Then we infer from the estimates (BII)—(BI4) that for all 1 < p < oo,

1502525, S Nz ooy Wl e (3.15)

Hence, plugging (3.7), (39) and BI0) into (B.H), we get (3.4). We complete the proof of Lemma B2 O

Now we are in a position to prove well-posedness of the system (L)) in the case that 1 < o <2 and
1 < p < 0. Define the map

F:ou(t) = e ™y — /Ot e~ t-MATY . (uV(=A)" ) (r)dr (3.16)

in the metric space (I = [0,7T)):

Dr = {u: Iz gpniee o) 1 4w v) =l =vlzp ez @) |
with
n n « «
1=—1+—+4¢, s9=—-14——-¢, pp=———, pp=——, 0<e<a-1
P P a—1+e¢ a—1—c¢
Applying Proposition B.Iland Lemma [3.2] by choosing p = 5%, for any u,v € Dz, we see that
—tA®
IFClzg2 sgrnEzp g e wollzzr g nzge gz + 10V (8 ull gy ey
—tA™ 2
S Ie™ wollzg aprnrze iz + 1W0Zg e nzee (8:17)
and
d(F(u), F(v)) < nd(u,v). (3.18)

Based these two estimates B.I7) and ([BI8)), applying the standard contraction mapping argument (cf.
[34]), we can show that if we choose T is properly small, then F is a contraction mapping from (D, d)
into itself, we omit the details here. Therefore, there exists u € Dy such that F(u) = w, which is a unique
solution of the system (I.I)). Moreover, by Proposition Bl we have

2
el ey S Mol oy + Nl e iy S ol o+

Thus the solution u can be extended step by step and finally there is a maximal time 7™ such that
we L0, T Byg 7 (R™) N L7 (0,T7; BY, (R™)) N L2(0, T"; B3, (R™).

If T* < oo and ||u||Lp1 (B2 ) < 00, we claim that the solution can be extended beyond the

LNLE2 (B2
maximal time T*. Indeed let us con51der the integral equation

u(t) = e= DA y(T) - /t e~ DAY L (uV (=A) L) (7)dr. (3.19)
T

As we have proved before, we can show that if we choose T' sufficiently close to T*, then

Hu(t)HEPI(T,T*;B;}q)ﬁfW(T,T*;BZ?) <Nl gor (7,7, BiL)NLr2(T,T*;B%,)

+ ||u||% (3.20)

LeL(T, T*; Byl )NLr2 (T, T*;B32,)"

Note that [3.20) is analogous to ([B.IT), which yields immediately that the solution exists on [T',T*]. This

is a contradiction to the fact that 7% is maximal. Moreover, observe that if ||u0|| Satd is sufficiently

small, we can directly choose T' = oo in BI7) and BIJ]), which yields global well posedness of (L)
with small initial data. We conclude the proof of the first part of Theorem [T.11

11



3.2 The case 1 < p < co: Gevrey analyticity

+§(

In this subsection, we prove analyticity of the system (1)) with initial data in B, * (R™) with 1 < a < 2

and 1 < p < co. We first recall the following two elementary results.

1 1 1
Lemma 3.3 (Lemma 3.2 in [2]) Consider the operator E,, := e~ [(t=s)+se—telh for 0 < 5 < t. Then
E, is either the identity operator or is the Fourier multiplier with L' kernel whose L'-norm is bounded

independent of s and t.

i [e3
Lemma 3.4 (Lemma 3.3 in [2]) Assume that the operator F, := e'® 8 —=3tA% for ¢ > 0. Then F, is the
Fourier multiplier which maps boundedly LP — LP for 1 < p < oo, and its operator norm is uniformly
bounded with respect to t > 0.

Proposition 3.5 Let s e R, 1 <p< o0, 1 <qg,p1 <00 and 0 < T < oco. Assume that ug € B;q(R")
~ 1 .5+ X — ~ 1 . o
and f € LY (et‘”\lB;q”1 Q(R")). Then BI)) has a unique solution u € p1<r;<ooL§(etQA1B;Zp (R™)).
In addition, there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on « and n such thiatifor any p1 < p <00, we
have
[l

ea < O(uollg,, + £ ) (3.21)

- 1 1 s+ —a
Lg"(etaApryqp) Lg*l(etaApr,qpl )
Proof. Since Proposition 3] has already ensured that (3I)) has a unique solution wu, it suffices to prove

1 1
that the inequality ([3.23) holds. For this purpose, setting U(t) = e A1u(t), then applying Aje!™ 1 to
(BI) and taking LP norm to the resulting equality imply that

1A U@z < et 2 Aug o + | /Ot e M= AL £ ()| . (3.22)
It follows from Lemmas 3.4 and that there exists k > 0 such that
e A A gl g = [l M N A
Slle ™ Ajuolle £ e Ajuo] - (3:23)

Notice the fact that we can rewrite

5 Ay —(t—7)A% f—T)E A E —t AL H[(—T)E AL — ST A ESTAY sEA
e 1=(E=7)AY _ —[(t—m) e re —ta A [(f-7) e A — 5T AT = 5T AT T A

It follows from Lemmas and [34] that
R N L Ny T
< /0 e =TI A TN )| (3.24)
Combining (3:23) and [B3.24), we see that

. ¢ . N
[A;U0) e S e Ajuol| e +/ e =T A e M f (7)o dr (3.25)
0

Taking L”([0,7T]) norm to (325 and using Young’s inequality,

) 1 i
1 — e R T\ 7 1— e rp22WT
. < - - . - @@
18U e. (1) S ( 27 ) 1A juol| e + < PPCTY

b‘,_.

2 1
185" M ()l por oy, (3:26)

where % +1= -t p%' Finally, multiplying 205+%)7 and taking the 19 norm to (.26, we conclude that

e

U < - e T 9259 (| A q
| ||Z;(B::%)N | ———— ) @9)AuolLe)

K
JEZ P

12



1
q

T i Yol ‘
+ Z <T> (2( +p1 )”A_]et A1f||L;1(Lp)>

JEZL

By Ity

which leads to (321)) . O

1
We also need to establish the corresponding result as Lemma in terms of the operator e!® 1.

Lemma 3.6 Let s > 0,1 < p < o0, 1 < ¢q,p,p1,p2 < oowith%: p%"'p%' Then for any € > 0,
0< T < o0, we have
_ —1 _ —1 <
[uV(=A)" v + vV (-A) UHZ;(BtéAlB [u ”zm(mA13+5 [[v IILPQ(,MIEH 32,
+|| HZPQ taA B 1+ﬁ75 || ||ZP1( téAlB;i}s)' (327)

Moreover, if we choose e = 0, then B.21) also holds for g = 1.

1 1
Proof. Set U(t) = e!*Mu(t), V(t) = e!*Mu(t). Then, as Lemma B2 we use Bony’s paraproduct

decomposition to get

1 1 1 1 1 1
et M (uV(—A)_lv—l—vV(—A)_lu) =et*M (et* MpUe t* My (—A) WV ettt My te AlV(—A)_lU)
=J1 4+ Jo + Js, (3.28)
where
. téAl 7téA1 . 7téA1 _ —-1¢. 7téA1 . 7téA1 _ —-1¢q. .
Jri=etM Y e AjUe V(-A)"1S; 1V +e AjVe V(-A)"1S, ., U;
J'ET
. téAl 7téA1 . 7téA1 _ —1 . 7téA1 . 7téA1 _ —1 . .
Ja:=e Z e Sy_1Ue V(-A)T"A;V +e Si_1Ve V(=A)" A U;
J' €L
1 1 1 1 1
= MY N T et MA UMY (—A) T AV e M A Ve T MY (= A) T AT

J'EL | —5"1<1

To estimate the terms J; (¢ = 1,2,3), we use an idea as in [33] and [I], and consider the following bilinear

operator Bi(f,g) of the form

Bu(f.g) = ' M(e M fet M g)

@ / . / et e et ekl -1l () ) dedn, (3.29)

Note that we can split the domain of integration into sub-domains, depending on the sign of ;, of n;
and of 6] + nj- Indeedu for S = ((la" . 7<n)7 n = (Mlu' o 7Mn)7 Vv = (Vlu' o 71/77,) € R” such that Siy Miy
v; € {—1,1}, we denote

:{ 977120 221,27777/}’
=8 p&i >0, i=1,2,--- ,n}
vi={&+n: vi(§&+mn)=>0, i=1,2,---,n}.

ISERSINS

Let xp be the characteristic function on the domain D. Then we can rewrite B.(f, g) as

Bil£:9) = o / / e My, et (Sl F(€)x0, Gn)dédn.

13



By this observation, we introduce the monodimensional operators:

+o0 R 0 A
Kifim g [ et Kafe g [ i@

— 00
and

1

“+oo . 1 A
/ e 2 (&) de i g1y = —1.
27

Lt,61,€2f = f lf €182 = 1; Lt JE1, €2f
Moreover, for t > 0, we define the operators
Zt,c,p. = KﬂlLt1§11#1 R...Q0 K,unLt,cn,,un' (330)

We mention here that the above tensor product (3.30) means that the j—th operator in the tensor
product acts on the j—th variable of the function f(zi,...,,). Then an elementary calculation yields
the following identity:

Bi(f,g9) = Z K, ®...0K, (Zt,cnuth,c,ug)- (3.31)

S, vE{—1,1}%3
;
Noticing that for £ +n € D,, £ € D, and n € D, e'* (I€+nh=Igli=1m11) must belong to the following set:
1 1 1
E = {1,e 2" Gtmh o2t lah =2t nih -y — 1,9 ... n}.

Moreover, it is clear that xp., Xp,, Xp, € My, and every element in E are the Fourier multipliers on
LP(R™) for 1 < p < oo, which yield that the operators K and Z; ., defined above are combinations of
the identity operator and of the Fourier multipliers on LP(R™) (including Hilbert transform). Hence, the
operators K and Z;,, are bounded linear operators on LP(R") for 1 < p < oo, and the corresponding
operator norm of Z; . ,, is bounded independent of ¢ > 0. Moreover, for 1 < p, p1,p2 < o0,

. 1 1 1
1Be(fsa)lee SN Ztcuf Zeswglloe S| flleellgllore with —4 —=—.
b1 b2 p

Since the nice boundedness property of the bilinear operator B;(f, g), we can follow the proof of Lemma
to complete the proof of Lemma B4l Indeed, we take the first term of J; as an example:

A6t A 3 et M AL Ut Mg (— A) LS V|
;€ e jue 7/ =1V Lo (LP)

J'E€L
=14 > " Bo(A; UV (=A) 1S4 V) Lo er
J'EL
S D K6 ® 9K (ZecnByUZuc sV (=D)7 S5 -aV)| o 1
3" —3j1<4
5 Z HZt&MAj’U”L"Tl(LP)”Zt,g,Vv(_A)ilsj/—IVHLl;z(Loo)
77 —j1<4
S Z HZt,c,uAj’UHL;l(LP) Z 2(71+%)k||Zt,§,Vv(_A)_1AkV”L"T2(LP)
|57 —jl<4 k<j'—2
S Y 18Ul ex vy > 28k2(71+%76)k||A/€V||L§,2(LP)
77 —j1<4 k<j'—2
Z 27 gl te) 14; ’U”L”l Lp ||V||Z,J2 71+%76)-
15—l <4 Frs
The other terms can be established analogously, thus we get the desired estimate ([3.27]). O

14



Combining Proposition and Lemma [3.0] returning to the mapping (B.I0]), we obtain

1
[[F (w) | 1 1 S et A AT

1 _ 1 Ug||7e1 s Fpo s
Zl;l (et ™M1 Bglq)le;g (et> M B;Qq) OHLPT1 (Bp,lq)mLpT2 (Bp?q)

+[[uV (=A) "l

B U S
Lyt (e * M Bplg)NLA? (e M ByY
t A
< 1€ 7 || 7o1 o1 yFe2 o
~ || O||L§11 (BP}Q)QL;2(BT’;2Q)
(3.32)

2
+||U||~p Lo L
Lot (et M Byl )NLy? (e * M By%

Based on the above estimate ([3.32), by applying the standard contraction mapping argument, we complete

the proof, as desired.

3.3 The case 1 < a <2 and p = co: Well-posedness

In this subsection, we focus on the limit case p = co. We first aim at establishing the following result.
Lemma 3.7 For 1l < a < 2, we have
||uV(—A)_1v + UV(_A)_IUHZ}(B;‘;) N ”u”ZgO(B;‘fl)||U||Z%(Bgoy1) + Hu”Z%(Bgo,l)HU”Zg"(B;fQ)' (3.33)

Proof. Following from Lemma 3.2 by applying Holder’s inequality, Lemmas and 24 we estimate
the terms I; (i =1,2,3) as follows:

18T e~ S > (18l IV (=2) " 85 10l (1)

7" —jl<4

118Vl 23 1) IV (= 2) 1Syl

Y (||Aj’u||L}(L°°) D 2@ RRTOR Ay poo (poey

3 —31<4 K<j -2
1Al Y 2072 R A e re) )
k<j -2
S2lmhi Y- (||Aj'u||L3;(Loo)||U||z§o(g;(§l) + ||Aj/v||L3g(Loo)||u||z§o(3;o(§l)) :
5 —1<4

This along with Definition leads to

1z 20y S Mullzise, ) Ilze ey + Iz Wz, - (3.34)

Similarly, for I, we obtain

18520 L=y Z 277 Z (||Aku||L}(Lw)||Aj’U||L;>°(L°°)+||Akv||Lg(Loo)||Aj’“||Lg°(Loo)>

[5—jl<4 k<j -2
S 207 3 27 (J Ayl lull gy o) + 1Al lollzy g0 )
|7/ —3]<4

which yields directly to

12lzy 520y S Mullzise, ) Ilze s + Ilze @) Wz, (3.35)

To treat with the remainder term I3, as Lemma 3.2 we split I3 = K1 + Ko + K3 form = 1,2,--- ,n, and
consider K7 and K3 only. We infer from Hélder’s inequality, Lemmas and 2.4] that

1A K Ly S27 % D =2 Ayl o) [0 (=) 7 Agrol| e (100

J'23—No |j'—j5"|<1
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S290 % Y 27V A ulpie 2 1Al e ey

J'2j—=No |j'—j"|<1

<290 29 A ull ey Il e

3'2j—No
SAV S 2D Ayl g ol e e, (3:36)
J'2j—No ’

1A Kl iy S27> o 2 A ull e A0l e
J'2j—=No |j'—j"|<1

SN 20 Al oy [Vl e 5
3'>3—No ’

< gla=Dyj Z 2(“*2)“'4)||Aj/u||L}(Loo)||U||zgo(3;oal)- (3.37)
§'25—No ’

Under the assumption 1 < a < 2, we have & — 3 < 0 and o — 2 < 0. Hence, putting the above estimates
(B36) and (B37) together, and multiplying 21~ to the resulting inequality, then taking I! norm implies
that

||I3||Z}(Bi;‘f) S HUHZ}(BSOJ)HU”Z?"(B;‘?J' (3.38)
Thanks to B34), 338) and B3]), we get 333). The proof of Lemma [B7 is complete. O

In order to prove the third part of Theorem [, we consider the resolution space L (BO_OO‘1 (R™) N
L}(BY, 1(R™)). Then, for the mapping (3I6), we infer from Proposition Bl and Lemma 7 that

IF ()| g (2o nEise, ) S eollpe, + [0V (=2) ullgy g1

S ol pzo, + llullz (3.39)

S(BL)NLHBY, )
As before, applying the standard contraction mapping argument, we can show that if ||ug|| 5- = is suffi-
ciently small, then F is a contraction mapping from some suitable metric space into itself, this leads to
that the system (L)) admits a unique solution in u € L,?O(BOOJ(R")) NL! (Bgoyl(R")). We complete the

proof, as desired.

3.4 The case 1 < a <2 and p = oco: Gevrey analyticity

1
Set U(t) := et®Mu(t). Then U(t) satisfies the following integral equation
1 o troa o 1 1
U(t) = et M=t —/ [eta/‘l—“—ﬂf\ V- <e—TQA1U-e—”AIV(—A)—lUﬂ (7)dr. (3.40)
0

1 a

Consider the linear part, since the symbol e!® [€1=3I¢l" is uniformly bounded for all ¢ and decays ex-
ponentially for |£| > 1, when localized in dyadic blocks in the Fourier spaces, the Fourier multiplier
1 a
F, = et® M =2tA" maps uniformly bounded from L™ to L™ for all ¢ > 0. Then, by Young’s inequality,

we have
3 Ay —tA®

e N o e ez S e H ™ wolzpearype ) S lwollgs,

For the nonlinear, by proceeding the same line as the proof of Lemma [3.6] and observe that in general,
the operators K¢ and Z; , defined in Lemma do not map L* to L* boundedly. However, when
localized in dyadic blocks in the Fourier spaces, these operators are bounded in L*°. Therefore, we can

16



follow the calculations line by line from [B.34) to (B38) in the proof of Lemma 37 to deal with the
nonlinear term, and finally together with the estimate of the linear term ensure that

[lu(t)

S lluoll e, + llul?)

2
R o U SR
Ltoo(etchl B;‘?‘I)OL}(etD‘Al Booo,l) Lfo(eto‘AlB;fﬁ)ﬂL%(eto‘AlBgOJ)

This completes the proof, as desired.

3.5 Decay rate of solution

In this subsection, we show the decay rate estimates of solutions obtained in Theorem [[.T} The proof is

based on the following result.

1
Lemma 3.8 For all 0 > 0 and 1 < o < 2, the operator A%e 1M 4s the convolution operator with a
kernel K,(t) € L*(R™) for all t > 0. Moreover,

1Ko (t)|2 < Cot™%. (3.41)

Proof. It suffices to consider the operator A%¢ =21 and its kernel k, (&) = |¢|7e~ 1€l due to the general
case can be obtained by using the scaling: & — t=£. It is clear that ke (&) = |¢]7e 1€ € LY. Thus k, is a
continuous bounded function. Moreover, if o > 0, we introduce a function ¢ € S(R™) so that 0 ¢ Supp ¢

and } .y $(27¢) = 1. Then, |£]7¢(€) € S(R™), and if we write [€|7¢(€) = D, (£) and § = 1= 50 #(27),
then we have

ko (€) = 302778, (27€)e €l 4 6(¢) €] e 1€

Jj=0
Hence,
kollr <D 2797 @ oo | FH e ) [ + [ FHOE)IEI7e ) 11 < oo
j=0
We complete the proof of Lemma [3.8 O

Now the existence parts of Theorem [Tl tell us that if the initial data ug is sufficiently small in critical
Besov space B;;JFE(R") foreither l <a<2, l<p<xwandl <g<oworl<a<2 p=ocoand
g = 1, then the solution is in the Gevrey class. Consequently, for all o > 0, applying Lemma 3.8 we get

the following time decay of mild solution in terms of the homogeneous Besov-norm:

1 1
A°ul(t i = A° —ta Ay to Ay t Cam
A7 u( )IIBM+p [A7e e Mu( )IIBM+p
1
< Ot e M) s
Bpq "
< CotF fualov. (3.2

This completes the proof, as desired.

4 The case a = 1: The proof of Theorem

In this section, we consider the case a = 1 of the system ([T]) with initial data in critical space B; i v (R™)
(1 <p < 0). The global well-posedness with small initial data and Gevrey analyticity will be established

in the case that 1 < p < co and p = co.
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4.1 The case 1 < p < oo: Well-posedness

We first recall some time-space estimates for solutions of the linear evolution equation:

ou+ Au = f(z,t), zeR™ t>0,

u(z,0) = uo(x), x e R, @y

Proposition 4.1 ([28]) Let s € R, 1 < p,g < 00 and 0 < T < oo. Assume that ug € B;yq(R”) and
fe E%F(ng(R”)) Then @I) has a unique solution u € E%’(B;q(R")) N Z%F(Bgzl (R™). In addition,

there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on n such that

HUHZTO:J(BS )ﬁL (BS+l <C(HUOHBS +HfHL1 Bs ))' (4'2)

Now for any initial data ug € B + ? (R™), we consider the resolution space E;’o (Bp_ i+5 (R™)). Slightly

modifying the proof of Lemma Eﬂ we get the following result.

n

Lemma 4.2 For any u,v € L°(B T ), we have

p,1

A1 ~_A)! n <
[P (=2) 0+ 00 (A) Ml o) Sl g oll oo (43)

Proof. We calculate the estimation of I; as follows:

1A Ll S Y (||Aj/u||Lg°(Lp)||V(—A)715j/flv||Lg°(Loo)

7" —jl<4

180l e e [V (=2) Sy rull e )
S Y (Iapulizan > 27 M Al e rny

7/ —7]<4 k<j'—2
+ ||Aj/v||Lt°°(Lp) Z 2(_1+%)k||Aku”Lt°°(LP))
k<j'—2
S D0 (Iapullran ol s + 180l Lewnllull v ) (4.4)
. X Ly( B 1 ) L (B 1 )
7' —31<4 P P,

Multiplying 2(71H3)7 o ([@4), then taking ! norm to the resulting inequality, we get

< _ian _ian . 4.5
Il ity S Nl oo ol e (4.5)

Similarly, for I,

||Aj[2||L§0(Lp)S Z ( Z 2]“2(*14’%)]“||A]C’U,||L§0(Lp)2_j ||Aj/’v||L§o(Lp)
[77—3l<4 k<j’ -2

+ > AT A e a2 Ayl e e )

E<j —2
DS (||Aj/v||Lgo<m>||u||Z o, I8l el (BH%)), (4.6)
|5 —jl<4 Lo B

which leads directly to

L. .42 < . _ignm _ L _ayn . 4.7
ol vy S Ml e Wl e, (47)
Moreover, for the remainder term I3 = K1 + Ko + K3 for m = 1,2,--- ,n. In the case that 2 < p < oo,

K, and K3 can be estimated as follows (K3 can be done analogously):

1A Kll ey S 2597 30 30 (=) Ayl p o) 100 (= 2) T Agrvll e 1y

J'2j—No |j'—j"|<1
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<261 Z Z 27| A joul| o ()27 |80l Lo (1)

J'2j—=No |j'=j"|<1

<207 N g ORI A e 1y 2R A Lo (1)

J'2j—No
—nyg _ 2nN(i s _ ny g/
< 9(-5)i Z o= (1+2) (i —5) o(—1+2); ||Aj/u||L?o(Lp)||v||LOO(B,1+%). (4.8)
j'>j—No t (Pp1

1A Ks ] ooy S 20407 %" S (=) A pe o) | A e (1)

J'2j—=No |j'=35"|<1

nyg _2n ;! _ ny s/ _ nyi/
$20HE N oo A | oo £y 2B Ao oo 1)

Jj'2j—No
—_ny, _2n S _ ny s/
< 9= Z 9(=2)(4' =) 9(~1+2)j ||Aj/u||L?o(Lp)||v||LOO(B,1+%). (4.9)
j’'2j—No t (Pp1

In the case that 1 < p < 2, there exists 2 < p’ < oo such that % + ﬁ =1 such that

1A K [ peomy S 2357973 0 3 T (=A) " Arull e oy 19m (=) T Ao e (1)

J'2j—No |j'—5"|<1
(24n—"1)5 (=24+n(E=2))F" | A . =" IA
S2 v 2 P | Agul ey 277 [ A0l Lor ey
j'>j—No |3’ —5"|<1

S 2+ =3I Z R S ||Aj’“||L§°(LP)2(71+%)j ||Aj’v||Lfl(Lp)

Jj'2j—No
S 2(1_%)j Z 2*(n+1)(j’7j)2(—1+%)j'HAjluHLtOO(Lp)||’U||Loo(371+%). (410)
3'25=No toet

18Kyl Lo (zoy S 207757 S N [(=A) T Al pe oy 1A 0| 5o 1)
3125 No |j'—3"|<1

<2042 ST 9 2RI A ]| e 1y 2 Ao e

Jj'2j—No
5 2(1_%).7 Z 27n(j,7j)2(_1+%)j/||Aj/u||Lt°O(Lp)||U||Lao(371+%). (411)
3'>5—No taTel

Thus, putting the above estimates (L8)—(ZI1]) together, we obtain for all 1 < p < oo,

T p—

< ian Liyn . 4.12
N N M (412)

F(Byy 7)) LE(B,y P
Combining (L1, [@7) and @I2), we conclude that [@3]) holds. The proof of Lemma [£2 is complete. O

Based on Proposition 1] and Lemma .2 consider the mapping (BI0]), we obtain

F - _ipn < o V(—A -1 - _14n

[ (U)HL;?O(BP’TP) ~ HUOHBP,TP [uV(=A) UHL;?O(BP’TP)
< |lu 1+ +||u 2 _14n . 4.13
<l 0||Bp’i+p | ||Zt (BP’TT’) ( )

Thus, if ||u0||371+% is sufficiently small, we can prove that F is a contraction mapping from some suitable

p,1
. . N . . . . T o142
metric space into itself, which implies that the system (LI]) admits a unique solution in Ly°(B,, ; 7 (R")).

The proof is complete, as desired.
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4.2 The case 1 < p < o0: Gevrey analyticity

tA tAy

Note that when a = 1, the dissipation term e™"* is not strong enough to overcome the operator e

Therefore, we need to define the Gevrey operator more carefully. Let
U(t) = e "™Muft).

Then U (t) satisfies the following integral equation

t
U(t) = emnthi—thy, —/ [eznml (t=mAy . (e*%TAlU-e*%TAIV(—A)*lU)} (r)dr. (4.14)
0

Notice that the operator ezt —3tA

is a Fourier multiplier which maps uniformly bounded from LP(R"™)
to LP(R™) for 1 < p < oo. Moreover, its operator norm is uniformly bounded with respect to any ¢ > 0
because the symbol eantleli—2tlé] g uniformly bounded and decays exponentially for all || > 1. Therefore,

by Proposition ], the linear term can be treated with

||62ntA1 —tA OH 1em < ||6 QtAu0||~ 71+%) < ||u0||B—1+%. (4.15)

LOO(B ) Lt (Bp,l p,1

For the nonlinear term, we rewrite

ezntAl (t—7)A :eﬁ(t—r)Al—(t—T) eznTAl

tAy—31t

Thus, based on the nice boundedness properties of the operator ez 2tA and the bilinear operator

B:(f, g) of the form

th(f7 ) — eZntAl( tAlfe—ﬁtAlg),

we can proceed along the lines of the proof of Lemma[£2]to obtain the Gevrey analyticity of the solution.
Indeed, the bilinear operator Bt( f,9) has a similar expression as (B31), moreover, the corresponding
operators K and Zt ., are bounded linear operators on LP(R™) for 1 < p < oo, and the corresponding

operator norm of Zt&# is bounded independent of ¢ > 0, thus, for 1 < p, p1,p2 < co, we still have
1 1 1

1Be(fsa)lee SN Zecuf Zecwglloe S| flleellgllore with —4 —=—.
b1 b2 p

This completes the proof, as desired.

4.3 The case p = co: Well-posedness

Note that the resolution space Efo(Bo_oll(]R")) can not be adapted to the system (LI when p = oo.
Therefore, in the case p = 0o, we consider the resolution space Zfo(Bgoll(R”)) NL! (BY 1(R™)). Firstly,
from Proposition 1] we see that

||€ UOHLOO B! )le( 1)~ ||u0||B L (4-16)

Secondly, from Lemma [B.7] we get

N e S L SO (@.17)
Hence, consider the mapping (3.I6), we deduce from Proposition @1}, (@I6) and (ZI7) that
PNz (-1 )i, ) S Iuoll gz, + 1V (=A) " ullgy g
< ol + 10025 ez (119

This reveals that, through the standard contraction mapping argument, if ||uol| B, is sufficiently small,
then F is a contraction mapping from some suitable metric space into itself, wh1ch means that the system
(CI) admits a unique solution in L (BX'L(R™)N L%(Bgml(R”)). The proof is complete, as desired.
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4.4 The case p = oo: Gevrey analyticity

To treat the Gevrey analyticity of solution in the case p = oo, it suffices to prove that the following a
priori estimate holds:

1 4A S tA 2
ez ul®ze s pnmrcse, o) S lollar, + e ul®ze sz sy, ) (4.19)

Since the symbol ezntléh—3tlel g uniformly bounded in R™ and decays exponentially for sufficiently large
|€] > 1 with respect to all ¢ > 0, the estimation of linear part is straightforward due to the fact that
when localized in dyadic blocks in the Fourier spaces, the operator ezn A1 —2tA

from L to L™ with respect to ¢t > 0. Thus,

maps uniformly bounded

LtA;—tA —3tA
llez ™ R uollzee 52 prmase, ) S e uwollze 52 i g, ) S llwollsz,- (4.20)

For the nonlinear part, following the proofs of Lemmas and 3.7 the only difficulty arises from the
following bilinear operator gt( f,g) of the form

Bi(f,g) = ezt (e”2ath feznthi g)

is not bounded from L x L to L*°, more precisely, the corresponding operators I~(§ and Z&# in (331))
do not map L*° to L*> uniformly bounded. However, when localized in dyadic blocks in the Fourier
spaces, these operators are bounded in L°°. Therefore, we can follow the calculations line by line from
B34) to (B38) with « =1 in the proof of Lemma [377] to complete the estimation of the nonlinear term,
which along with [@20), we arrive at [@II9). The proof is complete, as desired.

4.5 Decay rate of solution

In this subsection, we show the decay rate estimates of solutions obtained in Theorem Based on
Lemma [3.8, we can show that for all ¢ > 0, the operator Ae2atM1 g the convolution operator with a
kernel K, (t) € L*(R") for all t > 0. Moreover,

1Ko ()] < Cot™, (4.21)

where Cy = [|[A%¢~2:%1]|,,. Now we know that the existence parts of Theorem imply that if ug €
o1

B (R™) (1 < p < o0) is sufficiently small, then the solution is in the Gevrey class. Consequently, for

D1
all o > 0, applying ([{21), we get
HAUU(t)HB*H% = ||A‘Te_ﬁm1eﬁmlu(t)HBfH%
p,1 p,1
< Cot™flemn™Mu(t)]  1in
B,,
< Cot™uol| 142 (4.22)
B,,

We complete the proof of Theorem [[L2] as desired.
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