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Abstract

We study the following Cauchy problems for semi-linear structurally damped o-evolution models:
et + (—A)7u+ p(—A)us = f(u,up), w(0,z) = ug(x), us (0, ) = uy (x)

with o > 1, > 0 and § € (0,5). Here the function f(u,u;) stands for the power nonlinearities |u|” and
|ug|P with a given number p > 1. We are interested in investigating L' estimates for oscillating integrals
in the presentation of the solutions to the corresponding linear models with vanishing right-hand sides by
applying the theory of modified Bessel functions and Faa di Bruno’s formula. By assuming additional L™
regularity on the initial data, we use (L™ N L?) — LY and L7 — L9 estimates with ¢ € (1,00) and m € [1, q),
to prove the global (in time) existence of small data Sobolev solutions to the above semi-linear models from
suitable function spaces basing on L? spaces.
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loss of regularity, Gevrey smoothing
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1. Introduction
In this paper, we consider the following two Cauchy problems:
et 4+ (—A)7u 4 p(—A)us = |ul?, w(0,x) = ug(x), us (0, ) = ui(x) (1)

and
wi 4 (=A)7u 4 p(=A)u; = |ug]”, w(0, ) = uo(x), us(0,2) = ui () (2)

with ¢ > 1, p > 0 and 6 € (0,5). The corresponding linear models with vanishing right-hand side are
wp + (= A)7u+ p(=A)uy = 0, u(0,2) = ug(x), us(0,2) = u(x). (3)

Recently, there are several papers (see, for instance, E, , @]) concerning the special case ¢ = 1 to the linear
Cauchy problems (@), that is, to

ug — Au + M(_A)éut =0, U(O’ ,T) = UO(‘r)a ut(ov‘r) = ul(‘r) (4)

with 6 € (0,1]. In particular, in [14] the authors divided the phase space into two parts including suffi-
ciently small and sufficiently large frequencies in order to study Fourier multipliers with oscillations in the
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representation of the solution to ([@]). More in detail, to do this there appeared two main strategies in HEI]
They applied heavily radial symmetry combined with the theory of modified Bessel functions (see also ﬁ])
and took into considerations the connection to Fourier multipliers appearing for wave models, respectively,
for small frequencies and large frequencies. Consequently, having L' estimates for oscillating integrals was
to conclude LP — L7 estimates not necessarily on the conjugate line for the solutions to (). In the case of
semi-linear structurally damped wave models (@) with o = 1 and & € (0, 1] (see [d]), the authors proved the
global (in time) existence of small data solutions in low space dimensions by using classical energy estimates,
i.e., estimates on the base of L? norms. In addition, in ﬂg] some suitable high frequencies L? — L? estimates
for the solution to (@) have been obtained for § € (0, ). Meanwhile, in the remaining case o € [,1) the
authors developed these estimates relying on some techniques in ﬂﬂ] Then, some global (in time) existence
results of small data solutions were presented for “parabolic like models” corresponding to ([{l) with o = 1
and 0 € (0,3).

More recently, the use of (L' N L?) — L? estimates to (@), i.e., the mixing of additional L' regularity for
the data on the bas1s of L? — L? estimates was investigated in ﬂa to study semi-linear o-evolution models ()
and ([2) with 6 = Z. The effective tools that the authors applied were results from Harmonic Analysis such
as Gaghardo-Nlrenberg inequality, fractional powers and embeddings into L (see also HE Some classical
versions of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality can be found, for example, in Né, , 13]. Moreover, another
approach in M] was to derive sharp LP — L7 estimates, with 1 < p < ¢ < o0, to the linear models (@) and
some L7 estimates for the solutions and some of their derivatives, with ¢ € (1, 00), to the semi-linear models
@) and (@) in the case with 6 € [0, §]. In particular, here the authors found an explicit way to obtain these
estimates by using the Mlkhhn—Hormander multiplier theorem for kernels localized at high frequencies. Due
to the lack of L! — L' estimates, they used two different strategies to look for the global (in time) existence
of small data solutions to semi-linear models. On the one hand, they took account of additional L' N L>
regularity in the first case with 6 = . Additional L" N L7 regularity, on the other hand, was replaced for
any small 7 and large ¢ in the second case with ¢ € (0, §).

The motivation of this paper is to derive LP — L7 estimates for solutions to @) with 1 < p < ¢ < oo.
Then, by mixing additional L™ regularity for the data on the basis of LY — L? estimates with 1 < m < ¢ < o0,
we prove the global (in time) existence of small data solutions to semi-linear models () and () as well.
For this reason, the first main goal of the present paper is to get L' estimates for oscillating integrals in the
presentation of solutions to ([B]) by using the theory of modified Bessel functions and Faa di Bruno’s formula
(see, for instance, ﬂﬁ, ]). It is reasonable to apply Faa di Bruno’s formula since the connection to Fourier
multipliers appearing for wave models fails to o-evolution models. The second main goal of this paper is to
use different strategies allowing no loss of decay and some loss of decay combined with loss of regularity to
deal with semi-linear problems (1) and (2I).

Loss of regularity (see, for example, ﬂil, @, E, @]) is a well-known phenomenon describing the effect
that the regularity of the obtained solutions to semi-linear models is less than those of the initial data.
This phenomenon appearing in our global (in time) existence results is due to the singular behavior of
time-dependent coefficients in the estimates of solutions to the linear models localized to high frequencies
as t — +0. However, we can compensate this difficulty by assuming higher regularity for the data.

Loss of decay is understood when the decay rates in estimates of the solutions to semi-linear models are
worse than those given for the solutions to the linear models with vanishing right-hand side. Additional
benefits of allowing loss of decay (see B]) are to show how the restrictions to the admissible exponents p
could be relaxed. In this paper, some new tools from Harmonic Analysis (see HE]) play an important role
to prove our global (in time) existence results.

The scheme of this paper is organized as follows:

e In Section 2, we state the main results. In particular, in Section 2.1 we state LP — L7 estimates not
necessarily on the conjugate line for solutions to ([B]). In Section 2.2, we state our global (in time) existence
results of small data solutions to () and () without loss of decay and with loss of decay combined with
loss of regularity.



e In Section 3, we present estimates for the solutions to ([B]). We devote to the proof of L' estimates, L>
estimates and L" estimates, respectively, in Sections 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3. Finally, in Section 3.4 we state
L? — L7 estimates assuming additional L™ regularity for the data with ¢ € (1,00) and m € [1,¢).

e In Section 4, we prove our global (in time) existence results to () and ().
e In Section 5, we state some concluding remarks and open problems.

For the ease of reading, in this paper we use the following notations.

Notation 1. We write f < g when there exists a constant C > 0 such that f < Cg, and f ~ ¢g when
UBSWINEE

Notation 2. H%Y and H*?, with a > 0 and ¢ € (1,00), denote Bessel and Riesz potential spaces based
on L4. The abbreviations <D>a and |D|* stand for the pseudo-differential operators with symbols <§ >a and
|€]*, respectively.

Notation 3. We denote [s]T := max{s,0} as the positive part of s € R, and [s] :=min{k € Z : k> s}.
Notation 4. We introduce the spaces A;, , := (L™NH*7) x (L™N H[s"’]+*q) with the norm

I(uo, ua)llag, , = llwollzm + luoll s + luallzm + llunll gre-a+ o

Here s >0, ¢ € (1,00) and m € [1,q).

Notation 5. We fix the constants so := (2 + [%])(c — 26), ng := 6;5:22(‘; and n; = %7%—6).

2. Main results

2.1. LP — L9 estimates not necessarily on the conjugate line
Theorem 1. Let 6 € (0,%) in (@) and 1 < p < q < co. Then, the solutions to ([3) satisfy the following
LP — L9 estimates:

n

t—(2+[%])(2%—1)%—75(1—%)—%||UO||LP +tl—(1+[%])(2%—1)%—%(1—%)—2%HulHLP if t e (0,1],

H|D|au(ta ')HLq /S {

t7 7 =TI ug|| o + 17T 7T || if £ € [1, 00),

1= OHED (G =D 2 =35 =)= 5% ||y | o + ¢t~ CHED G D3 =350 =35 |juy || o if ¢ € (0, 1],

775 107220 ||ug| o + £ T A7 26 5 |y || 1 if £ € [1, 00),

H|D|aut(ta ')HLq 5 {

where 1 + % = % + %, for any non-negative number a and for alln > 1.

2.2. Global (in time) existence of small data solutions

60—20

4mq(oc—9)
o—20 :

In the following statements we use sg := (2 + [%])(O’ —20), ng := and np := par
In the first case, we obtain solutions to (Il) from energy space on the base of L.

Theorem 2-A. Let g € (1,00) be a fized constant and m € [1,q). We assume the conditions [%] < no and

max {n — “n+mo, 4m(o — 6}

>1 5
P + n—2m(o —90) 5)
Moreover, we suppose the following conditions:
2
pE[i,oo) if n < qo, Orpe{i, r }ifné(qo, qa] (6)
m m’' n—qo qg—m

Then, there exists a constant € > 0 such that for any small data

(uo,u1) € A7 20 satisfying the assumption ||(uo, ur)|| yors0 <€,
’ m,q
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we have a uniquely determined global (in time) small data energy solution (on the base of L?)
u € C([0,00), H*) N C*([0,00), LY)

to ). The following estimates hold:

1——n (11
;) lze S (4075 (g, w) | g0, (7)
[ID7u(t, ), S @ + ) DTy ||(u0,u1)||Afn+;g, (8)
__n _1y__6
et Mza S (482500725 (g, )| g0, ©)

wherelJr%:%Jri.

m

Theorem 2-B. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2-A, if condition (3) is replaced by n > ny, then we
have the same conclusions of Theorem 2-A. But the estimates (7)-(9) are modified in the following way:

[(IDI7ut, ), ut )|, < 1+ 3 (55 0-D) (g, ) (10)

|| o+s0
Am.q

_ n _1
et e S (14 )12 C D (g, )| o0 (11)

In the second case, we obtain Sobolev solutions to ().
Theorem 3-A. Let g € (1,00) be a fized constant, m € [1,q) and 0 < s < 0. We assume the conditions
[%} <ng and

max {n — “n+ms, dm(o — §)}

> 1 12
P + n—2m(o —0) (12)
Moreover, we suppose the following conditions:
q . q n . ¢*s
pE {—,oo) ifn<gs, orpe [—, } ane(qs, } (13)
m m’'n—qs qg—m
Then, there exists a constant € > 0 such that for any small data
(uo,u1) € A5F20 satisfying the assumption H(u07u1)”Afnf2° <e,
we have a uniquely determined global (in time) small data Sobolev solution
u € C([0,00), H*?)
to ). The following estimates hold:
< -5ty (1-3)
e, Yo S (140" 750D (g, u) o, (14)
H|D|5u(t, .>||Lq /S (1 + t)l—z(an;a) (1—%)_2(6576) H(uo, ’LL1>HA;+ZO, (15)

11, 1
wherelJrEf;JrE.
Theorem 3-B. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3-A, if the condition (I3) is replaced by n > nq, then
we have the same conclusions of Theorem 3-A. But the estimates (I4)-(13) are modified in the following
way:
1

14Dt ), ut, M|, < (0 + 1) 020 0D g, )

(16)

AnLe
In the third case, we obtain solutions to (Il) belonging to the energy space (on the base of L?) with a
suitable higher regularity.



Theorem 4-A. Let ¢ € (1,00) be a fized constant, m € [1,q) and 0 < s < 0 + %. We assume that the
exponent p satisfies the conditions p > 1+ [s — 0| and

max {n — “n+ms, 4m(o — §)}

>1 , 17
P + n—2m(o —0) (17)
where [%] < ng. Moreover, we suppose the following conditions:
pE {g,oo) ifn<gs, orpe [i,lJr 17 } ifn € (qs,qs+ ama } (18)
m m n —qs qg—m
Then, there exists a constant € > 0 such that for any small data
(uo,ur) € Aye0 satisfying the assumption ||(uo, ur)|| yo+20 <,
9 m,q
we have a uniquely determined global (in time) small data energy solution
u € C([0,00), H*9) N C*([0, 00), H*~7)
to (). The following estimates hold:
Jut, Mlpe S (14829 O (g, u)| oo (19)
I[DlPu(t, )], S +t)1-2<515)<1—%>——2<;5) Il (o, uz)l Ao (20)
—_n __(1—1y__5
lwe(t, e < (1+8) sy (1-2)— %5 ||(“0’“1)||Af$§0’ (21)
— . n_ __(1—1ly_s-o+25
H|D|5 Uut(ta')HLq < (1+t)1 sy (1- )~ 55 H(uo,u1)|Afu+Zg, (22)

1_ 1, 1
wherelJrEf;JrE.

Theorem 4-B. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4-A, if condition (I7) is replaced by n > ny, then we
have the same conclusions of Theorem -A. But the estimates (I9)-(22) are modified in the following way:
[UDPu(t, ), ult, Dl 0 < (1403 0750 g, ) (23)

H_Af;rso )

HUDI (), et ) || S (1877 05 (g, )| oo (24)
Anmiiq

Finally, we obtain large regular solutions to () by using the fractional Sobolev embedding.

Theorem 5-A. Let s > o + 4. Let q € (1,00) be a fived constant and m € [1,q). We assume that the
exponent p satisfies the conditions p > 1+ s — o and

max {n — “in+ms, 4m(o — §)}

1 25
p>1+ n—2m(o — 0) ’ (25)
where [%] < ng. Moreover, we suppose the following conditions:
peE [i, oo) and n > 2m(o — 9). (26)
m

Then, there exists a constant € > 0 such that for any small data
(uo,u1) € A5F50 satisfying the assumption H(uo’ul)HAf,f,Zo <e,
we have a uniquely determined global (in time) small data energy solution

u € C([0,00), H*9) N C*([0, 00), H*~79)
5



to (). Moreover, the estimates (19)-(23) hold.

Theorem 5-B. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5-A, if the condition (23) is replaced by n > nq, then
we have same conclusions of Theorem 5-A. But the estimates [I9)-(23) are modified in the following way:

|| (ID[u(t, ), u(t, )|, S (1 +t)%(1——2<£5>(1—%>) (w0, ur)| g0, (27)

n

[ (UDI et ), et ) [ S @+ 0T (g, ). (28)

Finally, we obtain large regular solutions to (2] by using the fractional Sobolev embedding.

Theorem 6-A. Let s > o + 2. Let g € (1,00) be a fired constant and m € [1,q). We assume that the
exponent p satisfies the conditions p > 1+ s — o and

max {n — “n+m(s — 26), 2m(20 — 36)}

1 29
p>1+ n — 2m(o — 20) ’ (29)
where [%] < ng. Moreover, we suppose the following conditions:
pE [i, oo) and n > 2m(o — 29). (30)
m

Then, there exists a constant € > 0 such that for any small data
(uo,u1) € A5F20 satisfying the assumption H(“O’“l)”Afo;O <eg,

we have a uniquely determined global (in time) small data energy solution
u € C([0,00), H**) N C*([0, 00), H*~77)

to ([@). Moreover, the estimates (I9)-(22) hold.

Theorem 6-B. Under the assumptions of Theorem 6-A, if the condition (29) is replaced by n > nq, then
we have the same conclusions of Theorem 6-A. But the estimates (I9)-(22) are modified in the following
way:

1Dt ), ult, )| o S (4870 (g, ua) | g0 (31)

H(|D|sfffu,g(t, 9, ug(t, '))Hm < (1 +t)%(1—72<a’:5>(1—%>) ||(uo,u1)|\A;f30. (32)

Remark 2.1. There appears a loss of regularity s of the solutions in all the above theorems with respect
to the initial data. The phenomenon appears due to the application of some estimates for solutions to (Bl
on the basis of L? with ¢ € (1,00), to treat the semi-linear models [Il) and (). We will see this later in
Proposition 371

Remark 2.2. For the estimates of the solutions to () and (), in the above theorems A there appear the
same decay rates as in the estimates for the solutions to (B]), i.e., no loss of decay appears. However, if we
want to simplify some restrictions to the exponent p, for example, (@), then we pay with further conditions
for space dimension n, namely n > n; in the theorems B. Moreover, we can see that the decay rates for the
solutions to the semi-linear models, for example in ([I0) and (III), are worse than those for solutions to the
corresponding linear models, i.e., some loss of decay appears. This phenomenon is related to some of the
used techniques in our proofs.



Remark 2.3. Let us compare our results with some known results. First, to the linear models (@), in the
special case of ¢ = 1 one may show that the decay estimate for the solution itself appearing in Theorem 1 is
almost the same as the corresponding one obtained in ﬂﬂ] if we consider the case of sufficiently large space
dimensions n. If we set formally § = § in Theorem 1, then we can see that our results coincide with those
in ﬂﬂ] To the semi-linear models (), by putting o = 1, ¢ = 2 and m = 1 we observe that the admissible
exponents p in Theorem 2-A are less flexible than those in ﬂa] for space dimensions n = 2,3,4. However,
in comparison with ﬂa] we want to point out that Theorem 2-A completely bring some flexibility for both
p and n, in general, due to the flexible choice of parameters o, §, ¢ and m (see also some of the examples

below).
Example 2.1. In the following examples, we choose m =1, ¢=05,0 =2 and § = %:

e If n = 3, then using Theorem 2-A we obtain p € (1—23, oo).

e Ifn=3and s = %, then using Theorem 3-A we obtain p € (%, oo).
e Ifn=3and s = g, then using Theorem 4-A we obtain p € (%, oo).
e If n =5 and s = 5, then using Theorem 5-A we obtain p € [5,00).

e If n =3 and s = 5, then using Theorem 6-A we obtain p € [5, 00).

Example 2.2. In the following examples, we choose m =1, ¢=4, 0 =2 and § = %:

e If n =9, then using Theorem 2-B we obtain p € [4,9].

e Ifn=9and s= %, then using Theorem 3-B we obtain p € [4, 5].

e [fn=9and s = g, then using Theorem 4-B we obtain p € [4, c0).
e If n =8 and s = 5, then using Theorem 5-B we obtain p € (4, 00).
e If n =9 and s = 5, then using Theorem 6-B we obtain p € (4, 00).

3. Estimates for the solutions of the linear Cauchy problem

Using partial Fourier transformation to (Bl), we obtain the following Cauchy problem for v(¢,§) =
Fose(u(t, ), vo(€) := Fumye (uo(2)) and v1(€) 1= Fyoe (u1(2)):

vee + €[ ve + (€770 = 0, v(0,€) = vo(€), ve(0,€) = v1(€). (33)

We can choose without loss of generality p = 1 in ([33]). The characteristic roots are

Mz = () = 5~ 167 + /e — aigfer).

The solution to ([B3) is presented by the following formula (here we assume A; # A2):

/\16)‘2t . )\26)\1t e)qt . ekgt ~ N
v(t,§) = ————vo(§) + < —v1(§) = Ko(t,§)vo(§) + K1 (t, v (§)- (34)
)\1 — )\2 )\1 - )\2
Taking account of the cases of small and large frequencies separately, we have
LAy~ €27 Ay ~ (€], A1 = Ag ~ ¢ for small [¢], (35)
2. Ao~ — €% £dl€]7, A — Ay ~ i[¢] for large [¢]. (36)

We now decompose the solution to ([B]) into two parts localized separately to low and high frequencies, that
is,

u(t, x) = uy(t, ) + ur—y (¢, x),
where

ux(t, ) = F7H (x([€)o(#,€)) and us—x(t,2) = F~1((1 = x(|€)v(t,6)),

with a smooth cut-off function x(|£|) equal to 1 for small |£| and vanishing for large ||.
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3.1. L' estimates
3.1.1. Small frequencies

Our approach is based on the paper ﬂﬂ] According to the treatment of Propositions 4 and 5 in ﬂﬂ], with
minor modifications in the steps of the proofs we obtain the following L' estimates for small frequencies.

Proposition 3.1. The estimates

1 fort € (0,1],

—1 a1’
[F= (16" Kox(1€D) (1 )| 11 S {t<—) fort € [1,00),

t fort e (0,1],
72 for t € [1,00),

1P (el BaxIED) & )]0 < {

hold for any non-negative number a.

3.1.2. Large frequencies
Proposition 3.2. The following estimates hold in R™ for any n > 1:

- t=CHEDEG D=5 for t € (0,1],
™ e fort e [1, 00),

|7 (1 o1 = xle) ) )

[ for € (0,1],
1 ~ e_Ct fO'f’ te [1700)7

|7 (1 (= X)) )|

where ¢ 1s a suitable positive constant and a is an arbitrary non-negative number a.

In order to obtain the desired estimates for the norm of the above Fourier multipliers localized to large
frequencies, we can re-write

: o 1
. ) 1 ) sin (|§| 1 — qemes t)
61" Ko(t,€) = =315 g["cos (j&17 /1 — qremomaat) + e 1 gl )
41¢] 2|¢lo /1 — ‘Wﬁ

and

sin (€174 /1 — st
€19 K (1,€) = e bt g il mer= ) (38)
|§|G 1- 4‘5‘21(;745

Hence, it seems to be reasonable to divide the proof into two steps. In the first step we derive L' estimates
for the oscillating integrals

1 e lePe ¢ 20 Sin(c2l€] 1)
ot (el D 1 ),

and

Pt (eeH 4 €22 cos(calél"0)(1 - x(1€]) ).

where 5 > 0, ¢1 is a positive constant and ¢y # 0 is a real constant. In the second step, we estimate the
following two oscillating integrals:

R opsin (c2l€|7F(IENY)
(el e (1= x(€D))

)

and

B (e e cos (calél” 7€) (1 - x(1€D)),

1
fUéD = ”17W'

8
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Lemma 3.1. The following estimates hold in R™ for anyn > 1:

HF*l (601625t|§|2ﬁ%(1 _ X(|€|))) (t, )‘

- t—(2+[%])(25 D+ %4555 25 fO?“tE (0 1]
Lt~ e fort € [1,00),

with B > 0 and c is a suitable positive constant. Here c1 is a positive and co # 0 is a real constant.

Proof. We follow ideas from Proposition 4 in ﬂﬂ] Many steps in our proof are similar to those from
Proposition 4 devoting to small frequencies, nevertheless we will present the proof in detail to feel changes
related to our interest for large frequencies. Let us divide the proof into two cases: t € [1,00) and ¢ € (0, 1].
First, in order to treat the first case ¢ € [1,00), we localize to small |x| < 1. Then we obtain immediately
the exponential decay. For this reason, we assume now |z| > 1. We introduce the function

1(t,2) 1= FH (7o e sin(e €]7) (1 — x() ) 0, 2).

Since the functions in the parenthesis are radially symmetric with respect to &, the inverse Fourier transform
is radially symmetric with respect to z, too. Using modified Bessel functions we get

I(t,x) = c/ e—crtp28—0 sin(car7t) (1 — X(r))r"_lj%_l(r|x|)dr. (39)
0

Let us consider odd spatial dimension n = 2m+-1,m > 1. By introducing the vector field X f(r) := - (%f(r))
as in ﬂﬂ] we carry out m + 1 steps of partial integration to obtain

I(t,x) = N /000 Or (Xm (675”2% sin(car7t) (1 — x(r))Tw*”Qm)) sin(r|z|)dr. (40)

|z

A standard calculation leads to

m j+1
= Z Z / oIt ko—eir®’t ak(sin(cy“"t) (1 — x(r)))rw*”j sin(r|z|)dr
i=0 k=

1 -
iy

+

C]k / 8727]667617"2% 8f+1(sin(02rgt)(1 - X(T)))Tw*”ﬂ- sin(r|x|)dr
0

Q

INgE

+ Jk / ag;—ke—wz“t ok (sin(cy““t)(l - x(r)))r%_““_l sin(r|z|)dr
0

Il
_
a-

7 0

with some constants c;;. For this reason, we only need to study the integrals
> Jj+1—Fk 701’)“2575 k . o 2B8—0+47j o3
I n(t, x) := 0’ e 0, (sm(czr t)(1 - X(T)))T sin(r|z|)dr. (41)
0

Due to the large values of r, we can see that on the support of 1 — x(r) and on the support of its derivatives
it holds

25 25
|8£67c17" t| 5 e—cr trl(2§fl)tl,

i(sin(czrgt)(l - X(T))) ‘ < rlo=D¢ for | = 0, ,m.
Hence, we imply for large r, j = 0,--- ;m and k=0, --- ,j the estimates

87]“'+17k67c1r25t 8f(sin(czr"t)(1 _ X(T)))TQﬁfaJrj’ < o1t 141 20(j4+ 1) +h(0—20)+28—1
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on the support of 1 — x(r) and on the support of its derivatives. By splitting of the integral () into two
parts, we get on the one hand

‘ /z\m\ aiﬂrlfkefclr”t 87]_“(5111(027’015)(1 _ X(T))) 2B—o+j Sm( |:c|)d7’ e—ct (42)
0

N| |25

for some constant ¢ > 0. On the other hand, we can carry out one more step of partial integration in the
remaining integral as follows:

‘ / 8£+1_ke_clT26t aff ( sin(cor?t) (1 — X(r)))r%_‘”’j sin(r|x|)dr‘
T

1 . .
S Tl 8ﬁ+1_k6_0”26t af(sin(cy"”t)(l - X(r)))r%_"ﬂ cos(r
X T:2La:\
1 o0 . . . 1 .
b o (e o (sintear ) (1= x()) )70 ) costrfal)| dr S e (43)
x x
for some constant ¢ > 0. Here we also note that for all j =0,--- ;m and k=0, --- , 7 we have the estimates

‘ar (8£+1—ke—clrz‘staf ( sin(cart) (1 _ X(T)))T2,6’—a+j) < e—c1r P tyj+2,.20(j+1)+k(0—28)+28-2

Therefore, from @) to @3) we have produced terms |z|~("+2%) and |z|~("*1) which guarantee the L'
property in 2. Summarizing, implies for all ¢ € [1,00) and n = 2m + 1 the estimates:

[ (oo™ o= sinfealelon (1 = x(ieh) ) )

< e for some ¢ > 0.
L (|lz[>1)

Let us consider even spatial dimension n = 2m,m > 1 in the first case t € [1,00). Carrying out m — 1 steps
of partial integration we obtain

I(t,z) = W% / X (e sin(ear) (1= x(r) 282 L) o (]

0
m— Joe) m—1
Z |:L-|2m 2/ 87]“( o tsm(cﬂ £)(1 —x(r)r**" U)T]HJO (rlz))d Z cili(t,x).  (44)
j=0 0 j=0

Applying the first rule of modified Bessel functions for ¢ = 1 and the fifth rule for ¢ = 0 from Proposition
B after two more steps of partial integration we have

Iy(t,z) = L /100 Or (& (675”2% sin(car?t) (1 — X(T))Tw*")r) Jo(r|z|)dr. (45)

|z["
Noting that for large r and all j = 0,--- ,m we have the inequality

7 (e‘cﬂ%t sin(car7t) (1 — x(r))rQB_") < emartyipilo—1)+2B-0

Hence, we get
28 _
5 e—cir tt2ra+2ﬁ 1

Oy (3r (efcl,«%t sin(car?t) (1 _ X(T))Tzﬁfa) r)

on the support of 1 — x(r). Now using the estimate |Jy(s)| < Cs~2 for s > 1 we conclude

‘ /100 Oy (GT (e_c”%t sin(cor?t) (1 — x(r))r%_“)r) jo(r|x|)dr‘
<

o0 204 281 1 1 5 o 25y 933 1 +
N/ e 2po 26 —dr = —+t / em e 25y < ——e7¢ (46)
1 (rlz[)2 lz|z 1 |z|2
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for some constant ¢ > 0. Therefore, from (@3] and ([@@) we have
1 Zo(t, )| L1 (je)>1) S € for all t € [1,00), and some constant ¢ > 0.

Let j € [1,m — 1] be an integer. By using again the first rule of modified Bessel functions for p = 1 and the
fifth rule for p = 0 from Proposition 5.7 and carrying out partial integration we can re-write I; (¢, ) in (@)
as follows:

Ii(t,z) = _m%/o O (82“ (e_c”%t sin(cor?t) (1 — X(r))r%_”)rjﬂ)jo(r|:zz|)d7°

B ufém / o (03 (7™ sin(eart) (1 = x(1) 27~ )1 ) Jo(rfaf)dr
0

Applying an analogous treatment as we did for Iy = Iy (¢, z) implies

17, (¢, ')HLl(\r\Zl) Se “forallte [l,0)and j=1,---,m—1,

where ¢ is a suitable positive constant. Therefore, we have the following desired estimate for all ¢ € [1, 00)
and n = 2m:

HF‘1 (e—“‘f‘%‘flﬁlw"’ sin(ca|€]7t) (1 — x(I«EI))) (t, .)}

< e~ for some constant ¢ > 0.
Li(|z|=1)

Let us turn to the second case t € (0, 1]. By the change of variables £ = t_%n we get

o (e—c1\£\25t|§|2ﬂ—0 sin(cal€]8) (1 — x(l&l))) (t,x
n+28

= =R (e P sin(ealn| 74 ) (L X H ) ) (117 F ).

Hence, we have

HF—1 (e—“‘f‘%tlslm‘“ sin(co|€]7t) (1 — x(l&l))) (t, .)‘

X

=75 |t (e 2 sin(eo | ) (1= (" F D) ) 2| -
For this reason, we only need to study the Fourier multiplier in the form

H(t,) = P (eme 17 g 25— sin(eal |76~ ) (1 = x(¢=F ) ) (8, ).
First, we localize to small |z| < 1. Then, we derive immediately
[H ()| ag<y S

Therefore, we may conclude for |z| < 1 the estimate

[ (et e singealetn (0 —xClen)) )|, o S0
We assume now |z| > 1. Using modified Bessel functions we shall estimate

H(t,z) = C/OO e 28 7 sin(ecar?t )(1 - (tiﬁr))rnfljg,l(ﬂﬂ)dr. (47)
0

Let us consider odd spatial dimensions n = 2m + 1,m > 1. Then, carrying out m + 1 steps of partial
integration we re-write (@) as follows:

L > m( —cir?® 1— _ _% 28—0+2m .
H(t,x) = PR / O (X (e sin(ear?t! ™25 ) (1 — x(t" 25 7))r )) sin(r|z|)dr
= Z Cjk / ot te —err? ak(sm(cyﬂ 1) (1 - x(t_%r)))rfrk”ﬂ_” sin(r|z|)dr. (48)

1<j+k<m+1, j, kzo

11



In order to estimate the function H (¢, z) we use the following auxiliary estimates:

—e1r? e s
’aje_mrﬂl N - 26 lfj B 07 26
T ~) e—ar (7,267j + rj(2571)> 5 e—cir 7,257j(1 4 7,26)]'71 lf] _ 1, cem

o4l—2 e o
}82 sin(CQT"tl_z%)’ < rt o ifj =0, .
PO It e (po T T2 ) oIl (T4t ) T i =1, m.

From the above estimates we may derive

sy {1 A

ok (1 +r0t1**)k Vifk=1,-

Hence, we have

T- 167617025(95 (sin(czr"tk%)(l — X(t*%r)))rﬁrwf?ﬁ*”

e—o1r? 1= 55 20426~ Y1 +r2)if k=0,
6751T25t1757’26+2ﬁ (1 + Tat17—>k+j 1 if bk = 1

<

~

7

where we also note that |¢| € [1,00), that is, r € [t35,00) and 7£~25 > 1. Now, let us devote to k = 0. By
splitting the integral in (@) into two parts, on the one hand we obtain the following estimate for s <

2\ -
oMl 4
‘/1 8ﬁ+16_0”2 sin(cor?t )(1— x(t~ 2157"))7"3"'25_” sin(r|x|)dr
35
o (2l 1 1 =35
< 41=35 25+25 1 20\7 < 1—5% <
St /tza (1+77)dr St (|$|26+2ﬁ + |$|26(j+1)+2,6) ~ g2+ (49)
On the other hand, carrying out one more step of partial integration we derive
oo 1 28 1 19 .
} It sin(ear?t! T3 ) (1 — x(t 28 7)) rI T2~ sm(r|:z:|)d7°}
o
1 . X )
< m 8ﬂ+16_°”2 sin(cort! ™2 )(1 — X(t_Tlar))rJ”ﬂ_” cos(r|z|) )
T=3fa]
1 > i+1 _—cyr2? 1— — L i+28—0
+ Tl T(@ﬁ e™ " sin(cortt T3 ) (1 — x(t 25 7) )1 )cos(r|:z:|)‘d7‘
X i
B
tl_ioo 4725 254252 264j+1 tm3 Y srepn T e 25(j42)+28—2
S 7] / e AT RO (] 4 p20) it gy < 7] (/ r +B—dr+/ e p200+2)+20- dr)
X _m X _m 1
2z 2z
1 (o) 20128 £ 1 s ] 1 "
IS S (—; WTM)’ (50)
= log(e + |a]) if 20+ 28 =1 ||z
where we also note that
T(ai”rlefcm? SIH(CQT - )(1 —X(t727157“))7“j+2ﬁ70)‘ 5 efclr tlfﬁr2§+2ﬁ 2(1 +T26)]+1
For k=1,---,m, after an analogous treatment as we did for £k = 0 we get
el di+ie —e1r? ok 4 ikt 2B—o (43 (1= 55)
‘ 8 (sm(cy“ ') (1 — x (¢ 26r)))r sin(r|z|)dr| < e (51)
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and

o0
‘ oitle —ar? ak(sm(cy" ' )(1 —x(t_%r)))rj"’kwﬁ_" sin(r|z|)dr
fal
1 1
(k+j+1)(1— %) -
= (s * o) o2
where we can see that
(0 e O (sim(ear e ) (1= x(1 ) )RR ) S mer R 221 g g,

Hence, from [@R) to (52) we have produced terms |z|~("+20+28) and |z|~("*2) which guarantee the L'
property in 2. For this reason we arrive at for all ¢ € (0,1] and n = 2m + 1 the following estimates:

HF*1 (e*“'f'mtlslwﬂ’ sin(cal€[#) (1 — x(I«EI))) (t) .)‘

< g mAR(G-D+75
Lt (|z|>1)

Let us consider even spatial dimensions n = 2m,m > 1. Carrying out m — 1 steps of partial integration we
re-write (A7) as follows:

H(t,z) = IIQ% / mel(efclﬂ sin(cor?t' %) (1 — (f%r))rw*ﬂ?m*l)jo(r|z|)dr
x|em-
m—1 25 m—1
= Z |x|2m 2/ 8i( A sin(cerott )(1— (tfflér))rwfg) J+1J0 (r|x|)d Z c; L (t
7=0 7=0

Using the first rule of modified Bessel functions for ;4 = 1 and the fifth rule for x4 = 0 from Proposition [5.1]
and performing two more steps of partial integration we get

1 o0
Io(t, )] = —/
22 J,

We can see that for j = 1,--- ,m we have

Or (& (670”26 sin(cpr?ti=25) (1- X(f%?"))rwfg)r) Jo(r|x|)|dr

%(676”2 sin(cpr”t' %) (1~ (f?l“?"))rwfg)’ S e I (1 ol F )T (p20420 -0 4 26
on the support of 1 — X(tfflﬂ“) and on the support of its derivatives. Therefore, we may conclude
&« (a'r (67617“2 SIH(CQT )(1 — (tfflg,r)),rQﬁ*a') )

Since |Jo(s)| < C for s € [0,1] we obtain for t25 < ‘—i‘ the estimate

L

/\I\
1
t25

< efclr t177(1+7"gt1 )(7’26+2ﬁ71 +T2ﬁ71>.

GT(GT(e_C”z sin(ear?t! %) (1 — x(t~ 25r)) 2= U) )Jo rlz|) }dr

sl

g - 1
StTF /1 e (1 + ot =% )2 gy (smce r? <1 forr < )
35 ||
1
Sttt /m P2 dp 4 42055 /‘ rot28-1gy
t35 ¢35
oy [T $20-45) . ,
< tz(l—g)/1 p2B—14o—25 g | ] (Since P20-0 < 1% for p > tﬁ)
t25
1 1 1
2(1-%5) 2(1-35)
<t (|x|0725+2ﬁ + |x|a+2ﬁ) S B0 (53)

13



Moreover, we use |Jo(s)| < Cs™7 for s > 1 to conclude

/jo O (& (6_0”26 sin(cor?t' 725 ) (1 — X(t_Tlér))rQﬂ_”)r) jo(r|x|)‘dr
Tal

tl_% o0 25 1_< 2542 3 2 3
5—| B / e~ (14 ro ) (P20 280 gy
xl2 1
To]
1_ o 1 ) 2(1—Z 2(1—=& 1 i 2(1-%&
5 t ifs T'QB_%dT + t ;5 5 t 125 / T2ﬂ—%+a’—26dr + t ;5 (Since 7«26_(7 S tl—%)
aF o W SR S ol
21-2)(_1 1 . 1
NG 25)(E+W) ifo—26+28# 1 <5 L ) -
Y B logle + Jal) if 0 — 25+ 26 = 4 - CEEC s

|2

Hence, from (E3) and () we have produced terms |z|~("+3) and |z~ ("+~20+25) which guarantee the L
property in x. Summarizing, we arrive at the estimate

[ To(t )| Lt (jay>1) S 2072 for all ¢ € (0,1].
Let j € [1,m — 1] be an integer. Then, repeating the above arguments we also derive for ¢ € (0, 1]
115t )zt ogz1y S t9H05).

Therefore, we have proved that for all ¢ € (0,1] and n = 2m the following estimates hold:

HFfl (efcl|s|2%|§|zﬁfa sin(eslé7) (1 — x(lél))) @ .>‘

< = (M) (G -1+ 755"
Li(je|>1) ™

Summarizing, the proof to Lemma B.1]is completed. O

Remark 3.1. In the proof of Lemma 3Tl we explained our considerations for n > 2. Nevertheless, repeating
the steps of the proof for odd spatial dimension we conclude that the statements of this lemma also hold
for n = 1. Here in the latter case we notice that we only carry out partial integration with no necessity to
introduce the vector field X f(r) as we did in (@0) and @S).

Following the proof of Lemma [B.1] we may conclude the following L! estimates, too.
Lemma 3.2. The following estimates hold in R™ for anyn > 1:

t=CHEDGE D=5 for t € (0,1],
e fort € [1,00),

<

~

HFfl (efq\g\wqazﬁ cos(ca|€]7t) (1 — x(lél)))(t, -)’

Ll
where > 0 and c is a suitable positive constant. Moreover, ¢1 is a positive and co # 0 is a real constant.

Finally, we consider oscillating integrals with a more complicated oscillating integrand. We are going to
prove the following result.

Lemma 3.3. The following estimates hold in R™ for anyn > 1:

[ (eener s L lLTUED () iy )ie,

1€l f(I€1)
1
fUED = (1 1gpo 0’

8 >0 and c is a suitable positive constant. Moreover, ¢1 is a positive and co # 0 is a real constant.
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Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to the proof to Lemma B.Il For this reason, we only present the
steps which are different. Then, we shall repeat some of the arguments as we did in the proof to Lemma B.1]
to conclude the desired estimates.

First, let us consider |z| > 1 and ¢ € [1,00). In order to obtain exponential decay estimates in both cases
of odd spatial dimensions n = 2m + 1 and even spatial dimensions n = 2m with m > 1, we shall prove the
following estimates on the support of 1 — x(r) and on the support of its derivatives:

sin (cy"f(r)t)
TG

(1 - X(T)))‘ < PRk for k= 1,---,m,

1
f(r)z\/l—m-

Indeed, we shall apply Faa di Bruno’s formula as a main tool. We divide the proof of the above estimates
into several sub-steps as follows:

Step 1:  Applying Proposition B8 with h(s) = /s and g(r) = 1 — 2r=2(0=20) ye get

where

k
L (myt+etm 1 ooasy—i\™
faff(r)!,%’ > g(r)B=(mtt k)H(_ZT 2(0—20) ])
1-my+-+k-mr=k,m; >0 J=1
3
< —2(0—=20)(m1+-+mp)—k < .~k ( . R <1 - 1)-
N Z T <r since e g(r) <1 for r >

1-mi+-+k-mp=k,m;>0

An analogous treatment gives

1
oF (=) | st for k=1, m. 55
T(f(r)) < 77" for yrer M (55)
Step 2:  Applying Proposition B8 with h(s) = sin(cq s) and g(r) = 77 f(r)t, we obtain
k .
‘87]? sin (CQTUf(T)t) | 5 ’ Z sin (CQTGf(T)t) (mq+---+my) H (a:,]‘ (Tgf(r)t)) 3J
1-mi+---+k-mr==~k, m; >0 J=1

k j .
P VI (O 3C T (GO
1-mi+-+k-mp=k, m;>0 j=1 =0
k
< > [[rem < > R ()t kRl (56)

1-myi+-+kmr=k,m;>0 j=1 1my+--+k-mp=k, m; >0

Hence, from (55) and (56]) using the product rule for higher derivatives we may conclude

ok (sin (ch‘Tf(r)t)
" f(r)
Next, let us turn to the case |x| > 1 and ¢ € (0,1]. In order to prove the desired estimates by using similar

ideas as in the proof to Lemma B we need to assert the following auxiliary estimates on the support of
1
1 — x(t~25r) and on the support of its partial derivatives:

)‘ < e for k=1,---,m.

)

sin (cor? f(r)t'==s)
(=

)’ <ok (1 oS i k=1, m

where

flr) = \/1 - it“a% r=2(c—28),
15



Indeed, we shall divide our proof into several sub-steps as follows:

Step 1:  Applying Proposition E8 with h(s) = /s and g(r) = 1 — 1t75 2 =2(0=29) e obtain

0k 1) 5| > i +’"'“’H( )

1-mi+--+k-mrp=k, m;>0

o—25 ) . 3 1
S Z (t s T_2(U_25))m1+ e~k (smce 1 <g(r)<1lforr> t216)
1-mi+--+k-mp=k, m; >0

<k Z (tle_ér)*Q("*Q‘S)(mlJF"'Jka) <k (since t=p > 1 forr > t%).

1-mi+---+k-mr=k, m; >0

In an analogous way we may derive the estimates

8f(%)’§rik fork=1,---,m

Step 2:  Applying Proposition B8 with h(s) = sin(cp s) and g(r) = r7 f(r)t' =25, we derive
\af sin (cor? f(r)t' =) ’
< ‘ Z sin (cor? f(r)t' = %) (mat--rtme)

1-my+--+k-mp=k, m; >0

;’5))"”

H'Ea-

J

4 > I G c;-ra—j“aif(r))m”'

1-myi+-+k-mrp=k, m;>

J
k
< Z H(tlfﬁrafj)mj <t1 ok Z (tlfﬁ/rg)mlJr...erkfl

1-mq+-+k-mp=k,m; >0 j=1 1-my+---+k-mp=k, m; >0

SETH PR (14 ()R S e (14 )

Hence, from (&) and (B8] using the product rule for higher derivatives we may conclude

sin (cor? f(r)tt=2s) _e g Lo gyk-1
BRI b e

Summarizing, the proof of Lemma is completed.

Following the steps of the proof to Lemma we may prove the following statement, too.
Lemma 3.4. The following estimates hold in R™ for any n > 1:

_ t=CHEDGE D=5 for t € (0, 1],
Lt~ e fort € [1,00),

| Pt (e g2 cos (calel £(1EDE) (1 = x(I€D) ) (&)

/ 1
f(|§|): 1—W,

B >0 and c is a suitable positive constant. Moreover, ¢y is a positive and co # 0 is a real constant.

where

(58)

Proof of Proposition[32. Thanks to the relation (37), to prove the first statement we choose 26 = a + 24
and 283 = a, respectively, in Lemmas and B4l Moreover, using the relation (B8] and replacing 25 = a in

Lemma we can conclude the second statement.

16
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Finally, from the statements of Propositions 3.1 and B.2, we may conclude the following L' estimates.
Proposition 3.3. The following estimates hold in R™ for any n > 1:

t=CHENGEG D55 fort € (0,1],
£ @D for t € [1,00),

1P (€17 Ro) 2.1 N{

A=A+ ED(FH-D—35 fort e (0 1]
. aK . s 4]y
H (|€| ) HLl ~ {tlm fort € [1,00),

for any non-negative number a.

3.2. L™ estimates

Proposition 3.4. The following estimates hold in R™ for any n > 1:

R . 1 fort € (0,1],
[F= (€1 Kox(1€D) ()| oo < {tz(ff‘is) fortE 1, 00),

|77 (lel*Ro(1 = x(€h) ) ()|, S5 for € (0,00),

t forte (0,1],
A fort e [1,00),

[E=L(lel* Kix(1€D) ¢, )| o 5{

|77 (161K (1 = x(gh) ) (8|, S #4775 for t € (0,00),

L

for any non-negative number a.
Proof. First, taking account of the representation for K we can re-write it as follows:

Rt 6) Al =Pt {temf e OVIE =AIER7 gg for small |¢],
1\b =€ N 1\

AL — Az teMt [1 e VAP It gy for large [€].

For the sake of the asymptotic behavior of the characteristic roots in ([B5]) and [B0]), we arrive at
‘K1(t,€)‘ S te= 1€, ’Ko(t,f)‘ < e~ ™t for small €],
[Ka(t,©)] < te” 7 [Ko(t,6)] £ 7167 for large [¢]

where c is a suitable positive constant. Hence, we may conclude all the desired statements.

From Proposition 3.4 the following statement follows immediately.

Proposition 3.5. The following estimates hold in R™ for any n > 1:

R 5 fort € (0,1]
F_l aK t.- < n+a : ,
|7 (11" Ko) (¢, )| oo S {t fort € [1,00),

=% for t € (0,1],
) fort e [1,00),

1P (e ) ()] S {

for any non-negative number a.
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3.8. L" estimates

From the statements of PropositionsB.3land B3] by applying an interpolation argument we may conclude
the following L" estimates.

Proposition 3.6. The following estimates hold in R™ for any n > 1:

§ {t—(2+[%]>(%—1>%—%<1—%>—% ift € (0,1),
L’V‘ ~J

I KoY e 5 sy =0y 414 (1, 00),

[F=H (g1 Ka) )]

- tl—(lt[%])(%l—l):—aé’—s(l—?)—% if t € (0,1],
L~ ) e -8 " if t € [1,00),

for all r € [1,00] and any non-negative number a.

Proof of Theorem 1. In order to prove the first statement, we only apply Young’s convolution inequality
and use the statements in Proposition 3.6l Taking account of some estimates related to the time derivative,
we note that

5,:[30 == —|§|2UK1 and 8,5}31 - KO - |£|26K1.

Then, applying again Young’s convolution inequality and Proposition B.6] we may conclude the second
statement. Hence, the proof of Theorem 1 is completed. O

3.4. LY — LY linear estimates with additional L™ regularity for the data
Proposition 3.7. Letd € (0, %) in (3), ¢ € (1,00) and m € [1,q). Then the Sobolev solutions to [3) satisfy
the (L™ N L) — L9 estimates
DG g e + = CHIED ] o paore 3£ € 0,1),
|||D|au(t, '>||Lq < (1 + 1) 2 7 (1= 2)— 5555 ||U0||meHavq
__n_(1_1y__ a .
+(1 + t)l 2(0—5)(1 r) 2(c—9) ||u1||meH[a—a]+,q th c [1, oo>,
t_(2+[%])(2l§_1)(||u0||meHa+o,q + HUlHLnLﬁHQ,q) th S (0, 1],
n 1 a+28
D1ty ) o S 4 (1 +8)7 505 C D735 [lug|| pon oo

n a+28
+1 4+ )T DD | e it € [1,00),

and the LY — L9 estimates
D, ], < 47 P E Dol e 17 CHEDES "D i, 9 € (0,1),
u . _ a __a .
LN\ (A 4+ 4779 gl mrea + (1 + ) 7T |un || a0 if t € [1,00),

t_(2+[%])(%—1)(||uo||Ha+a,q + HulHH‘W) ift € (0,1],
__a+25 1—_at2s .
(L+1)" 29 |lug|| gatoa + (L+1)" 2= [Jus || gaa if t € [1,00),

1Dt ), N{

11, 1 .
where 1 + 1=rtm for any non-negative number a and for alln > 1.

Proof. In order to obtain the (L™ N L?) — L7 estimates, we estimate the L? norm of the low-frequency part
of the solutions by the L™ norm of the data, whereas its high-frequency part is estimated by using the
L% — L7 estimates. Thanks to Propositions [3.1] and B4l we derive

<{1ifte(0,1],

1771 (1] Kox (1€D) (¢, )|

Lr N ) s -9 — 305 if ¢ € [1,00),

tif t € (0,1],
73w 1=0) =265 if ¢ € [1, 00),

1P (el Bax(IgD) &), < {
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for all r € [1,00] and any non-negative number a. Therefore, applying Young’s convolution inequality and
using the suitable regularity of the data ug and u; depending on the order of a, we may conclude all the
desired estimates for the solution and some its derivatives. |

Remark 3.2. The singular behavior of the time-dependent coeflicients for ¢ — +0 in the above estimates
brings some difficulties in the treatment of the semi-linear models () and (). However, to avoid this
difficulty in the proof of global (in time) existence results, we can compensate this singular behavior by
assuming additional regularity of order sy for the data ug and u;. For this reason, there appears a loss of
regularity with respect to the initial data. We obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.1. Let § € (0,%) in @), ¢ € (1,00) and m € [1,q). Then the solution to (@) satisfies the
following (L™ N L) — LY estimates:

1DIu(t, )| 1y S (14 8)" 7T ED 755 | om0

+ (1072 DT | ot

n a+28
1D (2, (14 1) 7@ D725 ug| o gratossoua

M

_ e +25
+ (1 + )T 7300 ||y || o greteonas

wherel+%:l+%,foranyt>0andforalanl.

T

4. Proof of the global (in time) existence results

4.1. Philosophy of our approach

In this section, we will apply the estimates for the solutions to (B]) from Proposition B to prove the global
(in time) existence of small data solutions to the semi-linear models ({]) and (2]). By using the fundamental
solutions Ky and K defined in Section 3 we write the solutions to (B]) in the form

It x) = Ko(t, ©) %5 ug(z) + K1 (t, ) %4 up (z).

Since we are interested in dealing with semi-linear models with constant coefficients in the linear part,
applying Duhamel’s principle leads to the following formal implicit representation of the solutions to ()

and (2):
u(t,x) = Ko(t, x) %, uo(x) + K1(t,x) %5 uq(x / Ki(t —7,x) % f(u,u)dr =: u'™(t, ) +u™(t, 2),

where f(u,ut) = |ul? or |us[P. We choose the data space A and introduce the family {X (¢)}+~¢ of solution
spaces X (t) with the norm

ullx () := sup (fl(T)_lﬂu( Wea + fo,s(7) " |IDIPulr, )|
0<r<t

+ F3() M uelr, Vs + Faa () PPl ).
Moreover, we introduce the family {Xo(t)}+>0 of space Xo(t) := C([0,¢], H*>?) with the norm

lullxo = sup (A1) ulr s + Bald) ™ [IDFu(r,]l,,).
0<r<t

where

_ﬁ(l—%) f25( ): (1—|—7‘)1_2(an75)(1_%)_2(55*5), (59)

s—o+426

fa(r) = (L4 )= D=7=5 fy (1) = (14 1) T D5 (60)
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We define for all ¢ > 0 the operator N : w € X(t) — Nu € X (¢) by the formula
Nu(t,z) = Ko(t,x) %5 ug(x) + K1(t, x) %, uy(x / Ki(t —7,2) %y f(u,u)dr.

We will prove that the operator IV satisfies the following two inequalities:
[INullx ) S [luo, wn)lla =+ llullf, ) (61)
INu = Nollx ) S llu = vllxo00) (lull5 iy + 10115 ) (62)

Then, we apply Banach’s fixed point theorem to gain local (in time) and global (in time) existence results
as well.

Remark 4.1. We can see that by plugging a = s in the statements from Corollary B} from the definition
of the norm in X (¢) we conclude

Hulon(t) < ”(uo’“l)”AfJ,Z"’ for s > 0. (63)
For this reason, to complete the proof of (GI)) we need to show the following inequality:
nl
[Ju HX(t) S el - (64)

Now we are ready to prove our theorems from Section 2.2.

4.2. No loss of decay
Proof of Theorem 2-A: s = 0. We introduce the data space A := A‘,’nf;" and the solution space

X(t) :=C([0,t], H7) n C*([0, ], LY),

where the weight f4 ¢(7) = 0. First, let us prove the inequality ([64). In order to control u™, we use two
different strategies for 7 € [0,[t — 1]7] and 7 € [[t — 1]T,¢t]. In particular, we use the (L™ N L) — L1
estimates if 7 € [0, [t — 1]7] and the LY — LY estimates if 7 € [[t — 1]T,¢] from Proposition Bl Therefore,
we derive for j,k = 0,1 and (j, k) # (1,1) the following estimates:

ko+2j8

] -1+ .
T O P R T el 1G9
0

P
Wl pmepadr

t
+/ (t )1 (1+[%] __1) (k+J)25H|u(T >|pHquT
[

t—1]+

Hence, it is necessary to require the estimates for |u(7,2)|P in L™ N L9 and L9 as follows:

[T, WP e S Nl Mo + (7, ), and [l )P o = lulr, -

Applying the fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality from Proposition [5.] we can conclude

[u(r, 1+ 1)~ zmte= PV |||

2l Hmm S

P 5 (14 7P

Wl e S >Hu|\xo(7),

provided that (@) is satisfied. From both estimates we may conclude

ko+255

. [t_1]+ n 1 n
[o1DPe | S My [ (1t = r) TR 1 a0

n

t
+ |u|§'@<t>/[t I A
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The key tool relies now in Lemma Bl Because of the condition (H]), applying Lemma 1] by choosing

= 1+ 52 (1 1) + 5228 and 8 = —p + gty (p — 1) we get

ko+255

ft—1]* in)
/ (1 4t — 7_)17 2((1”;5) (1*%)* Z(fféf (1 + T)pim(pil)dT S (1 + t)lfz(gn,(;) (1*%)7 2(0-0) |
0

Moreover, since the condition [%] < ng holds, it follows
n
551 - -1
=+ 2 (e +9) 55 >

t 1
/ (t — 7Yl OHED(H D=+ 5 g < / PI=(HED(H D=+ g < 1.
[t—1)+ 0

and

Therefore, we can estimate

ko+255

t
/ (t — 7)1~ EDE D=+ 55 (1 4 T)P—m(——qp)dT < (14 t)l_z(an—éa)(l_%)_ 3o 5)
[t—1]*

Finally, we conclude for 5,k = 0,1 and (j, k) # (1,1) the following estimate:

1—1 ko+2j58
(A=) =553 ull%, -

1D )| S 0+ 8)' 20
From the definition of the norm in X (¢), we obtain immediately the inequality (G4]).

Next, let us prove the estimate (62). Using again the (L™ N L?) — L7 estimates if 7 € [0, [t — 1]T] and the
L9 — L7 estimates if 7 € [[t — 1]T,¢] from Proposition B7, we derive for two functions u and v from X (t)
the following estimate:

ko425

) -1+ .
071D (Nu(t,) — No(t, ) ||, < / (141t —7)' "m0 | |u(r, )P - Jo(r, )

W oy adr

t
+ / (t — 7)1~ OHED(SG D=+ 55 |[w(r, )P = |o(r, )P . d7
[t—1]+
By using Holder’s inequality, we get
[lu(r, )P = [o(r, P || o S T, ) = o e (e + o)),

[[lu(r, )P = Jo(r, HLmNHU( ) = o7, M zme ([u(r, ) + 0 ()

Analogously to the proof of (GIl), applying the fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality from Proposition

B to the terms
(T, ) = v(7 )L, [l oo, ()l

with 7 = ¢gp or n = mp we may conclude the inequality ([62)). Summarizing, the proof of Theorem 2-A is
completed. O

Proof of Theorem 3-A: 0 < s < 0. We introduce the data space A := A‘SJ”O and the solution space
X(t):=C([0,t], H*7),

where the weights f3(7) = fa,5(7) = 0. We can see that X((¢) and X (¢) coincide in (62)) and (©4). In order
to prove these two inequalities, we use the (L™ N L?) — L? estimates if 7 € [0, [t — 1]7] and the LY — L¢
estimates if 7 € [[t — 1], t] from Proposition [B77 Therefore, we obtain for k£ = 0,1 the following estimates:

bourte )< [ (14t )T O D
lIor @) ) t=) [T [—

t
[ (e D (e
[

t—1]+

21



and

t—1]* . .
Hm“wmew»wUsA (14t —7) "o D=5 ||u(r, )P — o7 dr

t
+/ (t — 1)~ OHED (5
[t 1]+

In an analogous way as we did in the proof of Theorem 2-A, we may conclude for £ = 0,1 the following
estimates:

) ')|pHmeLq

ks
26

(7 )P = Jo(r, )P odr

4 n 1—1y___ks
H|D|k‘sunl HLq < (1 + t) —sessy (1= 2) 5025 ||U||1)7((t)’

|||D|ks (Nu(t,-) — No(t,- )||Lq <1 +t) s 5 (1= 1) = 5255 f|lu — ”HX(t)(”U”X(t) + ||v||X(t))

provided that the conditions (I2) and ([3)) are satisfied. From the definition of the norm in X (¢) we obtain
immediately the inequalities ([64]) and ([62)). Summarizing, the proof of Theorem 3-A is completed. O

Proof of Theorem 4-A: 0 < s <o+ %. We introduce the data space A := A*T50 and the solution space

m,q
X(t) := C([0,t], H*9) n C*([0,t], H*~72).
First, let us prove the inequality (G4]). We have to control the norms

Hunl(t’ ')Han Hu?l(ta ')Han H|D|Sunl(ta ')HLq’

“Dls o nl ’.)HLQ-

In the same way as we did in the proof of Theorem 2-A, we may conclude the following estimates:

" (£, )| ze S (1+8) 72D O fuf (65)
18rum (2, ) o S (L4 8) 2T OO (66)

provided that condition () is fulfilled and

} ifn e (qs, quin] (67)

pe {i,oo) if n <gs, orpe€ {i,
m m’'n —qs

Now, let us turn to estimate the norm H |D[Fum(t, ) HLq' We use the (L™NLY)— L4 estimates if 7 € [0, [t—1]T]
and the L7 — L7 estimates if 7 € [[t — 1]T,t] from Proposition B to derive

[t-1]" n 1 s
|||D|Sunl(t7 ')HLQ S / (L+t- T)l = 177w H|u('r, ')|p||LanmHsfowda
0
t
R A el [TC T P
[t=1]*
The integrals with |||u(7, -)[?||, .. and ||[u(7,-)[?|| , will be handled as we did to get (BF). To estimate the
integral with [||u(r, -)|p||H5,g,q, we shall apply Proposition 53] for the fractional chain rule with p > [s — o]

and Proposition 5.1 for the fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality. Therefore, we obtain

1lr, WP gromoa S lluCm e (1D 70lr, )| o

5w<nW1WG“HWP Hp”%n e 1D u(r

\;/
~
ENS)

5<1+Tf‘f£ﬂ“%ﬁb‘fﬁﬂnmuaﬂ,
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where

—1 1 1 1 1 1 1 — —
P +—=- 9(11:2(—7—)6[071]7 91]2:2(_7_4’8 U)G[S 0—71:|.
q1 q2 q s s S

These conditions imply the restriction

l<p<1+ ifn>gqs, orp>1ifn<gs. (68)
n—qs
As a result, we can conclude
s, n - 1—1)— 5=

[Tl O S B e i ol [ e (69)

In the same way we also get

o m n ]_1ly_s—o+25

1Dt (¢, )| o S (L4 8)' 750 O 750 fluf ) (70)

Summarizing, from (65) to (66), ([@J) to (70) and the definition of the norm in X (¢) we obtain immediately
the inequality (G4).

Next, let us prove the inequality ([62]). Following the proof of Theorem 2-A, the new difficulty which appears

is to estimate the norm |||u(7,-)[” — |v(7,-)|?|| ;;._,.,- By using the integral representation

lu(r,2)|P — |v(T,z)|P = p/o (u(T, x) — v(T, z))G(wu(T, x) + (1 —w)ov(r, x))dw,
where G(u) = ulu[P~2, we obtain

dw.
La

H|u(77 NP = Jo(r, .)|PHH576’q < /01 H|D|5*G<(u(7—, ) — (T, .))G(wu(T, )4+ (1 — w)o(r, )))’

Thanks to the fractional Leibniz formula from Proposition (.2l we can proceed as follows:

[lu(r, )P = o7, )P gooa S NDIT (ulr, ) = v(7,)) || 11 /0 |G (wu(r, ) + (1 = w)o(r,)) || ., de

Lr4dw

llu(r, ) = v(r, )[ors /O 11D~ Gwu(r, ) + (L — w)o(r, )]
S D= ) = 7, oy (I Ik, + 02 )

+lulr ) = o7 llers /0 [P~ G wu(r, ) + (1 = w)u(r, ) || ., dw,

where

1 1 1 1 1

r1 T2 T3 T4 q

Employing the fractional Gargliardo-Nirenberg inequality from Proposition [5.1] implies

[ID1*=7 (u(r, TN S M) = o )%, Hlulr, ) = v ) ™,
IIU(T,')Hme S llu(r, )%, lulr, )L,
u(r, ) = v(7, ors S lulr,-) = o %, ) = ol )™,
where
n/1 1 s—o s—o n/1 1 n/1 1
=—(-—-— 1 = |- — 1 =—(-—-— 1].
o s(q T1+ n )E[ s }’ 02 s(q TQ(]?*l))E[O, J; 03 s(q Tg)e[o’ )



Moreover, since w € [0, 1] is a parameter, we may apply again the fractional chain rule from Proposition (3]
with p > 14 [s — o] and the fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality from Proposition 5.1l to conclude

|||D|S_UG(wu(T, )4 (1 —w)v(7‘,~))HLr4
< HWU( T, ) + (1 —w U(T, )H;ZIQ |D|s_a (wu(Ta )+ (1 - W)U(Ta )) HL"‘G
< lwu(r, )+ (1= w)o(r, G2 flwu(r, ) + (1= wpolr, ) fr D0,

where

—2 1 1 1 1 1 1 — —
P +—=— 95:2(_7_)6[051]5 QGZE(_7_+S O—)€|:S 071:|.
5 T6 T4 S s

Hence, we derive

1
/0 H|D|5_‘7G(wu(7, )+ (1 —w)u(r, )) ||Lr4dw
S (1l Mo + 100 o) 2% (e, Yo+ o, )| na) ©72E0 70,

Therefore, we conclude

_s—o 1 -1
[, )P = o, )P oo S (L 7)P 7200 o730 725 | — v oy (e )+ 0l )

where we note that

—1 s—o
91+( *1)92—934’(1) 2)95+96 S( q o )

Summarizing, we have shown the estimate

H|D|S(Nu(t, ) — No(t HLq < th) — 5 (1= )= 5% HU*U”Xo(t)(”u”XO(t) + ||vHXU(t))

By the same treatment, we may derive

s—o o 1—1)— 5ot -1 -1
D120 (Nu(t, ) = No(t,)) || e S 1+ 875 75055 Ju = v g0 (Il ¢y + 10050

From the definition of the norm in X (¢) we have completed the proof of (62)). Summarizing, Theorem 4-A
is proved completely. O

Remark 4.2. In this remark, we want to clarify the possibility to choose actually the parameters g1, g2,

r1, -+ ,7r¢ and 6, - , 0 as required in the proof to Theorem 4-A. First, let us see that we can choose ¢, ¢
-1, 1 1 1 11 _

such that et =9 ba = (E — —) € 10,1}, b4, = %(5 -t 520 ¢ [£=2 1], thanks to the following

conditions:

2<p<1+ if n>gqs, or p>2ifn <gs. (71)

n—qs

Namely, we can describe the requirements on 6,, and 6,4, in terms of conditions on ¢; and ¢» as - € [— -2 l]

n’q
1!
and — € [ -7, ; } Combining the second condition on g2 and the expression q% = i pq we can obtain

the condltlon on q; as since p > 2. Hence, in order to guarantee the existence of ¢; and ¢ it is

1 —_
o S n(p I .
sufficient to intersect the two condition intervals for ¢; to become non-empty. For this reason we have the

following condition:
o

n(p—1)’

S
- <
n

=

which implies immediately (7).

For the choice of r; and r9 such that %—i—% = %, 01 = %(%—%—1—5;”) S [%, 1}, 0y = %(i—ﬁ) S
[0, 1], we can repeat exactly the above arguments to find (7)) by r; in place of g2 and r5 in place of pq_ll.
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Let us devote now to explain the existence of suitable parameters r3,--- ,1rg and 6s,--- , 0. In the first
step, our goal is to clarify r3 and r4 such that -+ - = % and 03 = %(% — Tz) [0, 1] By re-writing
% = % — % we can express the condition on 03 equlvalent to the condition on r4 as E € [0, ﬂ. Therefore,
choosing 74 in the above admissible range we can take r3 to guarantee 63 € [0,1]. In the second step,
taking account of the conditions 65 = %(% — TL) € [0,1] and 6 = %(% - % + S;") € [5;", 1}, we can

re-write the conditions on 75 and r¢ as + € [l -2, l} and L+ € [l -2, l], respectively. Moreover, using
T ¢ n’gq T q n’gq
1 s

the sum - = pT—_f + % and the obtained condition TL € [0, 7] we can express the condition on r¢ in an

equivalent way as the condition on 75, in particular —6 <2 —(p- 2)% since p > 2. Hence, in order to

7o

ensure that we get a non-empty range for the parameter rg we need to have the second condition for r5 as

(p—2)Lt < 2 _ 1 Tinally, we have to check the conditions on p and n coming from the requirement on
T5 n

the non—uempty admissible range for r5, that is,

1 s s+o 1
oot )

qg n
which follows immediately again from (7). Summarizing, we have shown that (1)) is sufficient to guarantee
the possibility to choose suitable parameters ¢1, g2, 71, -+ ,7¢ and 61, -- , g in the proof to Theorem 4-A.

Proof of Theorem 5-A: s> o + %. We introduce both spaces for the data and the solutions as in Theorem
4-A. We can repeat exactly, on the one hand, the estimates of the terms |u(r,-)? and |u(7, )P — |v(7, )P in
L™ and L? as we did in the proof to Theorem 4-A. On the other hand, let us devote to estimate the above
terms in H5~ 4 by using results on fractional powers and the fractional Sobolev embedding.

In the first step, let us begin with H|u(7‘ We apply Corollary [5.1] for fractional powers with

Pl v
s—o € (%,p) and Corollary 5.2l with a suitable s* < %. Therefore, we obtain

-1
(T, )P oo S Wt M el MG S lr, M re-oa (a7, e o+ () amaa)”™

Applying the fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality from Proposition 5.1 we have

9 _1y__s—o

(s M ggo-oa S ulr M E | IDPu(r, )| S (14 7) 25 0707 25 | )
0 . mn (q_1y___s*

(T, M g o S N, ) e 92H|D|S u(r, )| S ( (1+ 7)) a1 3ms 1wl xo(r)s

;
where 0; =1 — % and 6y = s? Hence, we derive

1, WP || fromra S (14 7P 2050 A= 2=0 =C= D0 = ||u| x, )

—smie=sy (P—1)
S A+ ||u||X0(7—))

if we choose s* = % — ¢ with a sufficiently small positive number ¢.

Next, let us estimate the norm |||u(7,-)[” — |v(7,)|?|| ;. .., Then, repeating the proof of Theorem 4-A and

using the same treatment as in the first step, we get

—_n _(phq
[[u(r, )P = [0 | oo S (47775005 P — 0] ) (lules by + 01500
provided that p > 2 and p > 1 4+ s — 0. Summarizing, the proof of Theorem 5-A is completed. O

Proof of Theorem G-A: s > o + %. We introduce the data space and the solution space as in Theorem 4-A.
In the proof of this theorem, the space X(t) is replaced by the space X (¢) in both inequalities (62]) and
@4). First, let us prove the inequality (G4). In order to control u™, we apply the L™ N L9 — L9 estimates
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on the interval [0, [t —1]*] and L7 — L7 estimates on the interval [[t — 1]T,¢] from Proposition B Hence,
we get

|ut(7—’ ')|pHmequT

t
[ e, g
[

t—1]+

-1+ .
ottt [ ety
0

We have

e (7, WPl o S Mt ) + e (7, M aw, and [[ue(, ) P|| L = (7, M-

Applying the fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality from Proposition 5.1l implies

e (T )P e S 1+ 7)PA- #’J)_%)HUHQ(T),

_mn (1 _1y__&_
e, Pl 5 1+ sz =
provided that p € [%, oo) since s > o + %. Therefore, we derive
[t-1* 5
(s )HL"<||“||X(t/ 1+t -7 =m0 1 4 PG -an) 7 )gr
0
t
+”“”§<(t>/ (t — ) OHEDGEG D (1 4 7P 2w (= an) =355
[t—1]*

Because of condition (29), after applying Lemma B.1] with

n

a:,1+m(1—%) and ﬂp(lﬁLﬁ(%mLp)jLaﬁé)’

we get
= 1 n 1
1+t — ) 2o ) g ppPU-swts Grmp) =70 5)d7'< 1+ ) e =5)
(L+t—7) (1+7) +1)!
0

Moreover, since the condition [%] < ng holds, it follows 1 — (1 + [%]) (% — 1) > —1. Therefore, we can
estimate

t
/ (t — T)l_(H_[%])(?%_l)(l + T)p(l_ﬁ(#_ﬁ)_%)ch- 5 (1 + t)l_z(an;a) (1_%)_
[

t—1)+

Hence, we arrive at the following estimate:
n 15t (1—
(e S (146725 D u ). (72)
In the same way, we also conclude
n 1——n _(1—1y__9o
0™ (t, e S (14670 D775 ). (73)

Now, let us devote to estimate the norm ||| D[*u"(t, -)HLq. We derive

’ ')|pHmeLqu5*°,da

[t—1]* n 1 s
|| |D|Sunl(t7 ')HLQ < /0 (I+t- 7_>1— o=y (1= %)~ 55=% || |ue (T

t
+/ (t — ) CHEDGEE Dy (7, YP|| Lo fro—oadT-
[t-1]+
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The integrals with |||u(r, ')|p||Lanq ) ~)|p||Lq will be handled as before to get ([[2). To estimate
the integral with H|ut(7', ~)|p||H37m, we apply Corollary BT for fractional powers with s — o € (%,p) and

Corollary 5.2 with a suitable s* < %. Therefore, we obtain

and |[[Ju(7

1 p—1
e (7, )N o oo S N M oo lle (7, ) S el ) gramona (e e o + lue(r, M gga—oa)™
After applying the fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality from Proposition .11t follows

0 —_n __(1-1 __s*
e (7, Mo S e (m, M IDI= e (7, )|, S (7)o D775 537 | ),

* .
where ¢ = *—. Hence, we derive

G € e e e s [

S +7)P (17m(#*%)*m)”u”§((7)7

if we choose s* = % — ¢, where ¢ is a sufficiently small positive. Analogous to the above arguments we may
conclude

s, mn = 1—
DI, )|, S (140 DS 2, (74)
In the same way, we also obtain
o n n 1_1y_s—o+25
D] Mg S @+ Tz DTG (75)

From (72)) to (70 and the definition of the norm in X (¢) we obtain immediately the inequality (GZ)).

Next, let us prove the inequality (62)). The difficulty appearing is to cope with estimating the term
| e (7, ) [P = e (T, ~)|p||H37m. Then, repeating the proof of Theorem 4-A and using the same treatment as
in the above first step, we get

s (o= 17% e 1
[1D]* (Nu(t,-) = No(t, ) || o S (1487205 73055 [ — v x ) (Jul %) + ol%)-
By the same treatment, we may conclude
s—o sty (1-1)— szt 1
IIDI=7 0 (Nu(t, ) = No(t, ) || S (148750 DTy — of o (lulld + Iol%d)-

From the definition of the norm in X (¢) we have completed the proof of (62)). Summarizing, Theorem 6-A
is proved completely. O

4.3. Loss of decay

In this section, we show how the restrictions to the admissible exponents p appearing in all the theorems
A can be relaxed. We will use some decay rates for solutions or some of their derivatives to the semi-linear
models which are worse than those given for the solutions to the corresponding linear models with vanishing
right-hand side to treat the semi-linear models () and (@), that is, we allow a loss of decay. This strategy
comes into play to bring some advantage to weaken the restrictions to the admissible exponents p. In
particular, we shall modify the weights in (59)) and (G0) to create a loss of decay in the following way:

AT) = fo (1) = (L4 7) T TR (1) 1= fo, (1) = (L4 1) e T e e

and
. mn (1_1y__95 . _ n _1\_s—o+26
f3(1) i= feu (1) = (1 + 7')1 n (1-7) -7 +53, f4,s(7') = f&us(T) =1+ 7‘)1 2o (1=3) =55 +84
for some positive constants ¢; with j = 1,---,4. Here these constants stand for the loss of decay in
comparison with the corresponding decay estimates for the solutions to (B]).
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Proof of Theorem 2-B: s = 0. We follow the proof of Theorem 2-A. Having in mind we fix the data space
and the solution space as in Theorem 2-A, but we use the different weights where the weight f., s(7) = 0.
In order to prove the inequality (GII), repeating the proof of Theorem 2-A we derive the following estimate:

||aJ|D|’“’Nu HLG

B o ko+2;58
S ()3 D75 (g, un) | oo

ko+255

[e—1]" . . .
+ ||u||§(0(t) / (1 +t— 7_)1_2(075) (1_7)_ 2(c—0) (1 + T)P—m(P—1)+P(829mp+81(1—9mp))d7.
0

t
g [ ORI s st

T

Now we fix the constant &1 := (1—%)(—1+ﬁ(1—%)). Due to n > ny, it follows —1+ﬁ(1—l) > 1

and e is positive. Next we choose g5 = ﬁ +¢e1 and €3 = %. Then, we have

n _ ko+2j8
||8J|D|k”]\7u HLq < (1+t) —sen (1 - 2(o— §) H(u07u1)|ug+50

ko4245

[t-1]* n 1 n 1
+ [1ull o / (L4t =) 7m0 7560 (14 1) s (0
0

t
% (t)/ (t — 7)1 = OHED G D=5 (1 1 7)1 39 (=D gy
-1+

Applying Lemma 5] by choosing o = —1 + ﬁ (1 ;) + k‘z:Qf;é and = — (0"75) (1 — %), we get

[t 1] n 1 o+2j n 1 n 1
/ (1 4t 7_)1—2(075)(1—;)—);(;,5; (1 + T)l—m(l—;)dT 5 (1 + t)l—m(l—;).
0
Following the same arguments we used in the proof to Theorem 2-A, the condition [%} < ng implies
t
/ (t — ) - OHEDEG D=0+ 55 (1 4 T>172(<1n7—5)(17%)d7— <(1+ t)lfﬁ(lfi).
[t=1]*
Finally, we conclude the following estimates:
Fe (D THIN(T, e S (147 ([l (o, ua)lla + lulli, )
Jera (1) H[IDI7Nu(r, )|, S (L+1)” EZII(UO,M a+ @487 ull, ),
Fe (1) IONU(T, e S (1+ )77 | (o, wn)l|a + el -

From the definition of the norm in X (¢), we obtain immediately the inequality (6I]). An analogous treatment
as we did in the proof of Theorem 2-A and the above arguments give the following estimates:

Jer (1) THINu(r, ) = No(r, )llee S (1+5) 7 [Ju = vllxoe (IIUIlé}O(t) + [0l 1))
Feaa (1) THIIDI7 (Nul7, ) = No(r, ) || 1o S (1467 lu = wllxo e (1l ) + 19015 1))
Fea ()7 H[@e(Nu(r, ) = No(r,)) || o S lw = wllxo o (leley iy + 10115 1))-

From the definition of the norm in X (¢), we obtain immediately the inequality (62]). Summarizing, the proof
of Theorem 2-B is completed. O

Proof of Theorem 3-B: 0 < s < 0. We follow the proofs of Theorems 3-A and 2-B. Having in mind we fix
the data space and the solution space as in Theorem 3-A, but we use the different weights where the weights
fea(T) = fers(7) = 0. Now we fix the constant &1 := (1 — %)( -1+ ﬁ(l —1)). Next we choose
g9 = ﬁ + £1. Then, following the proofs of Theorems 3-A and 2-B we can prove Theorem 3-B. O
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Proof of Theorem 4-B: 0 < s < o+ 2. We follow the proofs of Theorems 4-A and 2-B. Having in mind we
fix the data space and the solution space as in Theorem 4-A, but we use the different weights. Now we

fix the constant &1 := (1 - %)( -1+ ﬁ(l - %)) Next we choose g5 = ﬁ + €1, €3 = % and
€4 = 52_(;71%5 . Then, following the proofs of Theorems 4-A and 2-B we can prove Theorem 4-B. O

Proof of Theorem 5-B: s > 0 + %. We follow the proofs of Theorems 5-A and 2-B. Having in mind we fix
both spaces of data and solution as in Theorem 5-A, but we use the different weights. Now we fix the
constant €1, and choose ¢; with j = 2,---,4 as in the proof of Theorem 4-B. Then, following the proofs of
Theorems 5-A and 2-B we can prove Theorem 5-B. |

Proof of Theorem 6-B: s > 0 + %. We follow the proofs of Theorems 6-A and 2-B. Having in mind we fix
the data space and the solution space as in Theorem 6-A, but we use the different weights. Now we fix
the constant ¢ := (1 — %)( -1+ ﬁ(l — l)) Next we choose £1 = 0, g9 = ﬁ, €3 = ﬁ + ¢ and

€4 = 52_((::?)5 + €. Then, following the proofs of Theorems 6-A and 2-B we can prove Theorem 6-B. O

5. Concluding remarks and open problems

Remark 5.1. (Semi-linear visco-elastic damped o-evolution models) In this paper, we presented (L™ N
L) — L9 and L7 — L9 estimates for solutions and its derivatives to the model [B]) to prove the global (in
time) existence of small data Sobolev solutions to the semi-linear models (@) and @) with § € (0, ). It
can be expected that the same approach could be applied to obtain L' estimates for oscillating integrals,
simultaneously, (L™ N L7) — L9 and L7 — L9 estimates for solutions and its derivatives to the model ([B]) with
0 € (%,0) and the so-called visco-elastic type damped case § = o as well. We remark that the properties of
the solutions to (1) and () change completely from (0, %) to (§,0]. In particular, we want to distinguish
between the “parabolic like models” (§ € [0,5)) and “o-evolution like models” (6 € (5, 0]) according to
expected decay estimates. Hence, the following semi-linear models are of our interest:

e+ (=A) 7w+ p(=A) up = flu,ur), u(0,2) = ug(@), ue(0,2) = u(x) (76)

with 0 > 1, u > 0 and 0 € (§,0]. In a forthcoming paper, we will study the global (in time) existence of
small data Sobolev solutions from suitable spaces on the base of L? by assuming additional L™ regularity
for the initial data to (76]).

Remark 5.2. (Time-dependent coefficients) A next challenge is to obtain (L™ N LY) — L9 and LY — L1
estimates for solutions to structurally damped o-evolution models with time-dependent coefficients. These
estimates are key tools to prove global (in time) existence results to semi-linear models. Hence, it is
interesting to study the following Cauchy problem:

uge + (—A)7u + b(t)(—A)‘sut =0, u(0,2) = ug(x), ut(0,2) = uy(x) (77)

witho > 1and ¢ € (0,0). Here the coefficient b = b(t) in (77) should satisfy some “effectiveness assumptions”
as in [11].

Remark 5.3. (Gevrey smoothing) We are interested to understand to which Gevrey space the solutions
to @) belong to. For this reason, we will use our estimates with L? norms and assume for the Cauchy data
(ug,u1) € H x L?. The study of regularity properties for the solutions allows to restrict our considerations to
large frequencies in the extended phase space. First, we recall the following definition of the Gevrey-Sobolev
space regularity (see, for instance, E, |ﬂ])

Definition 5.1. A given function u : R™ — R belongs to the Gevrey-Sobolev space I'**P if and only if
there exist positive constants a, s and a constant p such that

exp (a{€)* ) (&) Foye(u)(€) € L2
Moreover, by I'*P we denote the inductive limit of all spaces T'**?, that is, T*F =], T">".
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Then we may conclude the following statement.

Theorem 7. Let us consider the Cauchy problem (3) with § € (0,%). The data are supposed to belong
to the energy space, that is, (ug,u1) € H° x L?. Then, there is a smoothing effect in the sense, that the
solution and its derivatives belong to the Gevrey-Sobolev space and the Gevrey space, respectively, that is,

u(t,”) € T2 and |D|7u(t,-), ue(t,-) € T75°° for all t > 0.

Proof. Using the asymptotic behavior of the characteristic roots for large |¢| in (B3] and (B6) we find
(Kol < e, || < Je e and [0,y | < Jg]7e 67 jou | < eelel,

for some positive constant ¢. Hence, by the representation of the solutions ([B4]) we can easily see that the
following relations hold for high frequencies:

/ exp (2e€P0) €127 (1 — X ()]l €)2de < / €27 o (€) e + / fon (€) e
R™ Rn R™

[ e (el = x@utOF s < [ IePhon@Pde + [ (o)

Therefore, we may conclude immediately all the desired statements. O
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Appendix A

A.1. Fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

Proposition 5.1. Let 1 < p,po,p1 < o0, 0 > 0 and s € [0,0). Then, it holds the following fractional
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality for all uw € LY N HY :
1-6 6
lullgry < el o el

1 _1.s

where 0 = 0,4 (p, po,p1) = 24" and £ <9 <1.

1 o
TR
For the proof one can see [10].

A.2. Fractional Leibniz rule

Proposition 5.2. Let us assume s > 0 and 1 <r < 00,1 < p1,p2,q1,q2 < 00 satisfying the relation

1 1 1 1 1
-_—=—t — = — 4 —.
r o p1 P2 q1 q2

Then, the following fractional Leibniz rule holds:
D (wo)llzr S [DPullzes [vllzes + [Jull Lo || [D]v]| Loz
for any u € H;l NLT and v € H;Z N LPz.
These results can be found in [d)].

A.3. Fractional chain rule
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Proposition 5.3. Let us choose s > 0, p > [s] and 1 < 7,711,192 < 00 satisfying % =214 L Tetus

denote by F(u) one of the functions |u|P, 4|u|P~1u. Then, it holds the following fractional chain rule:

D[ F (@)l < l[ullf D] ul| e
foranyue L™ N HfZ
The proof can be found in [16].
A.4. Fractional powers

Proposition 5.4. Letp > 1,1 <r < oo and u € H, where s € (%,p). Let us denote by F(u) one of the
functions |u|P, £|u|P~tu with p > 1. Then, the following estimate holds:

-1
IE ()l S [l g llullZs
Corollary 5.1. Under the assumptions of Proposition [54] it holds: | F(u)| z. < [lull g ulh=".

The proof can be found in [5].
A.5. A fractional Sobolev embedding

Proposition 5.5. Letn>1,0<s<n, 1 <q¢g<r<oo, a< qﬂ, where q/ denotes conjugate number of q,

and v > =2, a > v satisfying % = % + #=1==. Then, it holds:

[l 1Dl < el 0, that is o], < 1l D],

for any u € HSY, where H>? = {u : |D|*u € LY(R™, |2|*9)} is the weighted homogeneous Sobolev space of
potential type with the norm |lu| zs.a = (||| [D]*wl|,,-

The proof can be found in [17].

Corollary 5.2. Let 1 < g < o0 and 0 < 51 < % < s. Then, for any function v € H*1 N H29 we have

lullzoe S lull greva + lull groz.a-
Proof. By choosing o« =~ =0 and s = s; in Proposition [5.5] we get

1 1
lullzr < H|D|51uHLq, where o= 5 — %1

Since s9 — 1 > %, we can conclude

lullzee < Nl goa-enir S ullpr + [|IDI*2 7 ul

e S PP al| o+ 1D,
Hence, the proof of Corollary 5.2 is completed. O
A.6. Modified Bessel functions
Proposition 5.6. Let f € LP(R™), p € [1,2], be a radial function. Then, the Fourier transform F(f) is
also a radial function and it satisfies

Fu€) = FU© = [ gl T a(rlédr, gllel) = f(o),

0

where ju(s) = Jé—ﬁs) is called the modified Bessel function with the Bessel function J,(s) and a non-negative
integer (.
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Proposition 5.7. The following properties hold for the modified Bessel functions:
1. sdoJu(s) = Juor(s) — 2ud(s),
2. dsJu(s) = —sJ,41(s),
3. J:%(s) = \/gcoss and j%(s) = \/g“%,
4. [Ju(s)| < CemlImul if s <1, and J,(s) = Cs™2 cos (s—br—2)+ O(|s|=2) if |s| > 1,

2
5. Jupi(r|z]) = lelzﬁ Ju(r|z]), 7 #0, x #0.

A.7. Faa di Bruno’s formula
Proposition 5.8. Let h(g(z)) = (ho g)(x) with x € R. Then, we have

d"” n! e
— (mi+ma+- +mn) (])
dx”h( 9(@ )) _Zml!llmlmg!Q!’”?~~~mn!n!mnh H
Jj=1
where the sum is taken over all n- tuples of non-negative integers (my,ma, -+ ,my,) satisfying the constraint

of the Diophantine equation: 1-m1+2-mo+---4+n-my, =n.
For the proof one can see |§].

A.8. Useful lemma
Lemma 5.1. Let o, 8 € R. Then:

. (1 + )~ min{eB} if max{a, B} > 1,
I(t) ::/ (I+t—7)"*1+7)Pdr <L (A 4t)-midebllog(2+¢)  if max{a, B} =1,
0 (1+t)l-ap if max{a, B} < 1.

Proof. Let us divide the interval [0,¢] into [0,¢/2] and [¢/2,¢]. Tt holds
1
5(1—1—15) <14t—s<1+tforanyse]l0,t/2],
1
5(1—1—15) <14 s<1+4tforanys e [t/2,t].

Hence, using the change of variables when needed we get
t/2 t
I(t) ~ (1+t)’“/ (1+T)*ﬁd7+(1+t)*ﬁ/ (1+t—71)"%dr
0 t/2

t/2 t/2 ) t/2
— (1+t)_0‘/ (1+T)_'6d7+(1+t)_5/ (1+7)"%dr ~ (1+t)—mm{aﬁ}/ (14 7))~ maxteBlgr,
0 0 0

Therefore, the proof of Lemma [5.]is completed. O
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