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GLOBAL LARGE SOLUTION TO NAVIER-STOKES AND SQG EQUATIONS WITH

TIME OSCILLATION

YIRAN XU AND HAINA LI

Abstract. In this paper, we consider the model of 3D incompressible Navier-Stokes equations and 2D
supercritical Surface Quasi-Geostrophic equations with time oscillation in the nonlinear term. We obtain
that there exists global smooth solution of these two equations for any initial data u0 ∈ H2.

1. Introduction

We investigate the global well-posedness of the three-dimensional incompressible Navier-Stokes equa-
tions with time oscillation in the nonlinear term. The system is described by:






∂tu−∆u+ b(Nt)u · ∇u +∇p = 0,

∇ · u = 0,

u(t, x)|t=0 = u0(x).

(1.1)

Here, u denotes the velocity field and p represents the scalar pressure function of the fluid, ensuring
the divergence-free condition of the velocity field. The function b : [0,+∞) → R satisfies the condition:

(1.2) ‖b‖L∞ +

∣∣∣∣
ˆ t2

t1

b(τ)dτ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ M, ∀t2 > t1 > 0,

where M > 0. It is noteworthy that b(t) = sin t satisfies this condition.
Initially, let us revisit the classical Navier-Stokes system for incompressible fluids in three dimension:





∂tu−∆u+ u · ∇u+∇p = 0,

∇ · u = 0,

u(t, x)|t=0 = u0(x),

(1.3)

here we simplify the viscosity to 1.
Notable advancements have been made concerning global existence results. The seminal work by [17]

demonstrated the existence of at least one global weak solution satisfying energy estimates for any initial
data with finite energy. However, the uniqueness of this solution in R3 remains indeterminate. Fujita-
Kato partially addressed the construction of a globally unique solution in [11, 12], permitting a unique

local-in-time solution with sufficiently small initial data relative to viscosity in Ḣ
1
2 (R3), L3(R3) spaces.

This result was further extended to Ḃ
−1+ 3

p
p,∞ spaces by Cannone, Meyer and Planchon in [3]. Later, the

theorem established by Koch and Tataru in [14] (2001) asserts the global well-posedness of the system
when ∂BMO norm is small.

Until now, the inquiry into whether smooth initial data with finite energy can lead to a finite-time
singularity in the three-dimensional (3D) incompressible Navier-Stokes equations is still an open focal
point of the Millennium Prize problems [4].

A series of findings leverage the unique structural properties of the Navier-Stokes equations (1.3),
where certain geometrical invariances in the initial data persist under the Navier-Stokes flow. We refer
for instance to [15], [16], [19], [22], [24], where special symmetries (like helicoidal or axisymmetric without
swirl) allow to prove global well-posedness for any large data.

In addressing the challenges posed by high oscillatory initial data problems in (1.3), Chemin and Ping
Zhang established the global existence of solutions [8]. Chemin and Gallagher conducted a series of
investigations. In [5], they constructed a global solution with strong oscillation of initial data

uN
0 = (Nuh(xh) cos(Nx3),−divhuh(xh) sin(Nx3)),(1.4)

which was subsequently extended to R3 in [6]. Later, the gradual variation of initial data in the vertical
direction for the Navier-Stokes equations was explored by [7]. More recently, Yanlin Liu and Ping
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Zhang [18] demonstrated the existence of a global strong solution with solenoidal initial data for the
system (1.3).

In this paper, our central investigation pertains to the global well-posedness of the system delineated
by equation (1.1), wherein time oscillations are present within the nonlinear term. Our methodological
approach relies on the bootstrap argument, supplemented by the implementation of a modifier operator.
The principal theorem of our study is expressed as follows:

Theorem 1.1. For any large data u0 ∈ H2(R3), there exists N0 = N0(||u0||H2(R3)) ≥ 1 such that for

any N ≥ N0, the equation (1.1) admits global smooth solution.

Remark 1.2. Our method in proof Theorem 1.1 is useful to give a shorter proof of global existence of
Navier-Stokes equations (1.3) with highly oscillatory data like (1.4).

In this manuscript, we also utilize the two-dimensional supercritical Surface Quasi-Geostrophic (SQG)
equations with time oscillations to showcase the applicability of our proof methodology. For a compre-
hensive examination of the global well-posedness of these equations, we direct the reader to the works
of [2], [9], [10], [13], [21], [23].

We now precisely delineate the 2D supercritical Surface Quasi-Geostrophic equations under scrutiny
in this study:

{
∂tθ + b(Nt)∇⊥(−∆)−

1
2 θ · ∇θ + (−∆)

α
2 θ = 0,

θ(t, x)|t=0 = θ0(x),
(1.5)

where ∇⊥ = (−∂2, ∂1), α ∈ (0, 1) and θ = θ(t, x) is a scalar function of x ∈ R2 and t > 0, representing
the potential temperature. Here, the function b shares the same conditions as the function utilized in the
3D incompressible Navier-Stokes equations. Leveraging a series of Lemmas, we can readily derive a result
analogous to that of the Navier-Stokes equations. The statement of the theorem is presented below:

Theorem 1.3. For any large data θ0 ∈ H2(R2), there exists N0 = N0(‖θ0‖H2(R2)) ≥ 1 such that for any

N ≥ N0, the equation (1.5) admits global smooth solution.

2. Preliminaries

Now we start to prove some inequalities which will be used several times in the proof of the main
propositions. Lemma 2.1 will be used in Section 3, and Lemma 2.2 will be used in Section 4.

Lemma 2.1. Let u : R3 → R3 be a vector function, it holds that
ˆ T

0

‖∇u‖L∞(R3)‖u‖Ḣ2(R3)‖u‖Ḣ3(R3)dt . ‖u‖
1
4

L∞

T
L2(R3)

(
‖u‖

11
4

L∞

T
Ḣ2(R3)

+ ‖u‖
11
4

L2
T
Ḣ3(R3)

)
,(2.1)

ˆ T

0

‖∇u‖L∞(R3)‖u‖Ḣ1(R3)‖u‖Ḣ3(R3)dt . ‖u‖
3
4

L∞

T
L2(R3)

(
‖u‖

9
4

L∞

T
Ḣ2(R3)

+ ‖u‖
9
4

L2
T
Ḣ3(R3)

)
,(2.2)

ˆ T

0

‖∇u‖L∞(R3)‖u‖Ḣ1(R3)‖u · ∇u‖Ḣ1(R3)dt . ‖u‖
3
2

L∞

T
L2(R3)

(
‖u‖

5
2

L∞

T
Ḣ2(R3)

+ ‖u‖
5
2

L2
T
Ḣ3(R3)

)
.(2.3)

Proof. Before proving the above estimates, we first give the useful inequalities by applying Gagliardo-
Nirenberg interpolation.

‖u‖L∞(R3) . ‖u‖
1
2

L2(R3)‖u‖
1
2

Ḣ3(R3)
,(2.4)

‖∇u‖L∞(R3) . ‖u‖
1
6

L2(R3)‖u‖
5
6

Ḣ3(R3)
,(2.5)

‖u‖Ḣ1(R3) . ‖u‖
2
3

L2(R3)‖u‖
1
3

Ḣ3(R3)
,(2.6)

‖u‖Ḣ1(R3) . ‖u‖
1
2

L2(R3)‖u‖
1
2

Ḣ2(R3)
,(2.7)

‖u‖Ḣ2(R3) . ‖u‖
1
3

L2(R3)‖u‖
2
3

Ḣ3(R3)
.(2.8)

Combining with (2.5), (2.8) and Young’s inequality, the following inequality holds true
ˆ T

0

‖∇u‖L∞(R3)‖u‖Ḣ2(R3)‖u‖Ḣ3(R3)dt . ‖u‖
1
4

L∞

T
L2(R3)‖u‖

3
4

L∞

T
Ḣ2(R3)

‖u‖2
L2

T
Ḣ3(R3)

. ‖u‖
1
4

L∞

T
L2(R3)

(
‖u‖

11
4

L∞

T
Ḣ2(R3)

+ ‖u‖
11
4

L2
T
Ḣ3(R3)

)
,
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which completes the proof of (2.1).
According to (2.5)-(2.7) and Young’s inequality, we obtain

ˆ T

0

‖∇u‖L∞(R3)‖u‖Ḣ1(R3)‖u‖Ḣ3(R3)dt . ‖u‖
3
4

L∞

T
L2(R3)‖u‖

1
4

L∞

T
Ḣ2(R3)

‖u‖2
L2

T
Ḣ3(R3)

. ‖u‖
3
4

L∞

T
L2(R3)

(
‖u‖

9
4

L∞

T
Ḣ2(R3)

+ ‖u‖
9
4

L2
T
Ḣ3(R3)

)
,

hence we obtain the estimate in (2.2).
On account of (2.4)-(2.6) and (2.8), we have the following results with the application of paraproduct
theory [1] and Young’s inequality,

ˆ T

0

‖∇u‖L∞(R3)‖u‖Ḣ1(R3)‖u · ∇u‖Ḣ1(R3)dt

≤
ˆ T

0

‖∇u‖L∞(R3)‖u‖Ḣ1(R3)

(
‖u‖L∞(R3)‖u‖Ḣ2(R3) + ‖u‖Ḣ1‖∇u‖L∞(R3)

)
dt

.

ˆ T

0

(
‖u‖

3
2

L2(R3)‖u‖
1
2

Ḣ2(R3)
‖u‖2

Ḣ3(R3)
+ ‖u‖2

Ḣ1(R3)
‖∇u‖2L∞(R3)

)
dt

. ‖u‖
3
2

L∞

T
L2(R3)‖u‖

1
2

L∞

T
Ḣ2(R3)

‖u‖2
L2

T
Ḣ3(R3)

. ‖u‖
3
2

L∞

T
L2(R3)

(
‖u‖

5
2

L∞

T
Ḣ2(R3)

+ ‖u‖
5
2

L2
T
Ḣ3(R3)

)
,

therefore we complete the proof of (2.3). �

Lemma 2.2. Let θ : R2 → R be scalar function, α ∈ (0, 1), it holds that

ˆ T

0

‖θ‖
Ḣ

2+ α
2 (R2)

‖∇θ‖L∞(R2)‖θ‖Ḣ2(R2)dt . ‖θ‖
α
4

L∞

T
Ḣ

α
2 (R2)

(
‖θ‖

12−α
4

L2
T
Ḣ

2+α
2 (R2)

+ ‖θ‖
12−α

4

L2
T
Ḣ2(R2)

)
,(2.9)

ˆ T

0

‖θ‖Ḣ1+α(R2)‖∇θ‖L∞(R2)‖θ‖Ḣ1(R2)dt . ‖θ‖
1
2

L∞

T
Ḣ

α
2 (R2)

‖θ‖
1
2

L∞

T
L2(R2)

(
‖θ‖2

L2
T
Ḣ

2+α
2 (R2)

+ ‖θ‖2
L2

T
Ḣ2(R2)

)
,(2.10)

ˆ T

0

‖∇θ‖2L∞(R2)‖θ‖2Ḣ1(R2)dt . ‖θ‖L∞

T
L2(R2)‖θ‖

α
2

L∞

T
Ḣ

α
2 (R2)

(
‖θ‖

6−α
2

L2
T
Ḣ

2+α
2 (R2)

+ ‖θ‖
6−α

2

L2
T
Ḣ2(R2)

)
,(2.11)

ˆ T

0

‖∇θ‖2L∞(R2)‖θ‖L2(R2)‖θ‖Ḣ2(R2)dt . ‖θ‖L∞

T
L2(R2)‖θ‖

α
2

L∞

T
Ḣ

α
2 (R2)

(
‖θ‖

6−α
2

L2
T
Ḣ

2+α
2 (R2)

+ ‖θ‖
6−α

2

L2
T
Ḣ2(R2)

)
.(2.12)

Proof. To prove the above estimates, we need a series of inequalities equipped with Gagliardo-Nirenberg
interpolation.

‖∇θ‖L∞(R2) . ‖θ‖1−
α
4

Ḣ
2+α

2 (R2)
‖θ‖

α
4

Ḣ
α
2 (R2)

,(2.13)

‖θ‖Ḣ1(R2) . ‖θ‖
1
2

Ḣ2(R2)
‖θ‖

1
2

L2(R2),(2.14)

‖θ‖Ḣ1+α(R2) . ‖θ‖
1
2
+α

4

Ḣ
2+α

2 (R2)
‖θ‖

1
2
−

α
4

Ḣ
α
2 (R2)

.(2.15)

Combining with (2.13) and Young’s inequality, the following inequality holds true

ˆ T

0

‖θ‖
Ḣ

2+α
2 (R2)

‖∇θ‖L∞(R2)‖θ‖Ḣ2(R2)dt ≤ ‖θ‖
α
4

L∞

T
Ḣ

α
2 (R2)

‖θ‖2−
α
4

L2
T
Ḣ

2+ α
2 (R2)

‖θ‖L2
T
Ḣ2(R2)

. ‖θ‖
α
4

L∞

T
Ḣ

α
2 (R2)

(
‖θ‖

12−α
4

L2
T
Ḣ

2+α
2 (R2)

+ ‖θ‖
12−α

4

L2
T
Ḣ2(R2)

)
,

which completes the proof of (2.9).
According to (2.13)-(2.15) and Young’s inequality, we obtain

ˆ T

0

‖θ‖Ḣ1+α(R2)‖∇θ‖L∞(R2)‖θ‖Ḣ1(R2)dt ≤ ‖θ‖
1
2

L∞

T
Ḣ

α
2 (R2)

‖θ‖
1
2

L∞

T
L2(R2)‖θ‖

3
2

L2
T
Ḣ

2+ α
2 (R2)

‖θ‖
1
2

L2
T
Ḣ2(R2)

. ‖θ‖
1
2

L∞

T
Ḣ

α
2 (R2)

‖θ‖
1
2

L∞

T
L2(R2)

(
‖θ‖2

L2
T
Ḣ

2+ α
2 (R2)

+ ‖θ‖2
L2

T
Ḣ2(R2)

)
,
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hence we obtain the estimate in (2.10).
On account of (2.13) and (2.14), we have the following results with the application of Young’s inequality,

ˆ T

0

‖∇θ‖2L∞(R2)‖θ‖2Ḣ1(R2)
dt ≤ ‖θ‖

α
2

L∞

T
Ḣ

α
2 (R2)

‖θ‖L∞

T
L2(R2)‖θ‖

2−α
2

L2
T
Ḣ

2+ α
2 (R2)

‖θ‖L2
T
Ḣ2(R2)

. ‖θ‖
α
2

L∞

T
Ḣ

α
2 (R2)

‖θ‖L∞

T
L2(R2)

(
‖θ‖

6−α
2

L2
T
Ḣ

2+ α
2 (R2)

+ ‖θ‖
6−α
2

L2
T
Ḣ2(R2)

)
,

therefore we complete the proof of (2.11).
Due to (2.13), (2.14) and Young’s inequality, we arrive at
ˆ T

0

‖∇θ‖2L∞(R2)‖θ‖L2(R2)‖θ‖Ḣ2(R2)dt ≤ ‖θ‖L∞

T
L2(R2)‖θ‖

α
2

L∞

T
Ḣ

α
2 (R2)

‖θ‖2−
α
2

L2
T
Ḣ

2+ α
2 (R2)

‖θ‖L2
T
Ḣ2(R2)

. ‖θ‖L∞

T
L2(R2)‖θ‖

α
2

L∞

T
Ḣ

α
2 (R2)

(
‖θ‖

6−α
2

L2
T
Ḣ

2+ α
2 (R2)

+ ‖θ‖
6−α
2

L2
T
Ḣ2(R2)

)
,

thus we have done the proof of (2.12). �

Lemma 2.3. Let fǫ(x) = (f ⋆ ρǫ) (x), where ρǫ(x) = ǫ−dρ(x/ǫ) is a modifier, then for m,m1,m2 ∈ N

satisfying m = m1 +m2, we have the following estimates:

‖fǫ‖Ḣm(Rd) ≤ ǫ−m2‖f‖Ḣm1(Rd),

‖∇mfǫ‖L∞(Rd) ≤ ǫ−m2‖∇m1f‖L∞(Rd).

Proof. It follows from the property of modifier that

‖fǫ‖Ḣm(Rd) ≤
(
ˆ

Rd
x

(
ˆ

Rd
y

|∇m1

x f(x− y)|2|∇m2

y ρǫ(y)|dy
)

·
(
ˆ

Rd
y

|∇m2

y ρǫ(y)|dy
)
dx

) 1
2

≤ ǫ−
m2
2 ‖f‖Ḣm1(Rd)

(
ˆ

Rd
y

|∇m2

y ρǫ(y)|dy
) 1

2

≤ ǫ−m2‖f‖Ḣm1(Rd),

where in the first line we have used Hölder inequality.
Similarly, it is clear that

‖∇mf ǫ‖L∞(Rd) ≤ ‖∇m1f‖L∞(Rd)

∥∥∥∥∥

ˆ

Rd
y

∇m2

y ρǫ(y)dy

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞

≤ ǫ−m2‖∇m1f‖L∞(Rd),

which completes the proof. �

Remark 2.4. In [20], authors also yield similar results in Lemma A.1.

Next, we give the following inequality which will be used in the proof of Proposition 3.1 and Proposition
4.1.

Lemma 2.5. Let fǫ(x) be mentioned in Lemma 2.3, then it holds that for ∀s ∈ (0, 1],

‖f − fǫ‖L2(Rd) ≤ ǫs‖f‖Ḣs(Rd).

Proof. The trick of the proof is the application of Minkowski’s inequality. Due to the definition of modifier
and fractional Sobolev space, it is evident that for s ∈ (0, 1),

‖f − fǫ‖L2(Rd) =



ˆ

Rd
x

∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

Rd
y

(f(x)− f(x− y)) ρǫ(y)dy

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dx




1
2

≤
ˆ

Rd
y

|y| d2+sρǫ(y)

(
ˆ

Rd
x

|f(x)− f(x− y)|2
|y|d+2s

dx

) 1
2

dy

≤
(
ˆ

Rd
y

ˆ

Rd
x

|f(x)− f(x− y)|2
|y|d+2s

dxdy

) 1
2
(
ˆ

Rd
y

|y|d+2sρ2ǫ(y)dy

) 1
2

= ǫs‖f‖Ḣs(Rd).
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Moreover, for s = 1, we obtain directly by Newton-Leibniz formula,

‖f − fǫ‖L2(Rd) ≤ ǫ

ˆ

Rd
y

ρǫ(y)

(
ˆ

Rd
x

(
ˆ 1

0

∇f(x+ ty)dt

)2

dx

) 1
2

dy

≤ ǫ

ˆ

Rd
y

ρǫ(y)



ˆ 1

0

(
ˆ

Rd
x

(∇f(x+ ty))
2
dx

) 1
2

dt


 dy

= ǫ‖∇f‖L2(Rd).

Hence, an easy result is given. �

3. Global large solution to 3D incompressible Navier-Stokes equations with time

oscillation

Before giving the proof of Theorem 1.1, we firstly give a useful proposition which is indispensable
in the theorem proving process. For simplicity, we introduce the following notation:

Lp
TX = Lp(0, T ;X).

Proposition 3.1. Let u be a solution of (1.1) and denote

(3.1) XT = ‖u‖2
L∞

T
Ḣ2(R3)

+ ‖u‖2
L2

T
Ḣ3(R3)

,

then we have

(3.2) XT . ‖u0‖2Ḣ2(R3)
+

1
3
√
N

(
‖u0‖

3
4

L2(R3)X
9
8

T + ‖u0‖
3
2

L2(R3)X
5
4

T + ‖u0‖3H2(R3)

) 1
3 ‖u0‖

1
6

L2(R3)X
11
12

T .

Proof. Multiply ∆2u as test function on (1.1) and integral over dx, we get

1

2
∂t‖∆u(t)‖2L2(R3) + ‖∆u(t)‖2

Ḣ1(R3)
= −b(Nt)

ˆ

R3

∇ · (∆(u ⊗ u)) ·∆udx−
ˆ

R3

∇p ·∆2udx.(3.3)

Since u is divergence free, we obtain that the second term on right hand-side equals 0, i.e.
ˆ

R3

∇p ·∆2udx = −
ˆ

R3

p ·∆2(∇ · u)dx = 0.

For the first term on the right hand-side, we compute as follows:
ˆ

R3

∇ · (∆(u ⊗ u)) ·∆udx =
∑

i,j

ˆ

R3

∂i
(
∆(ujui)

)
∆ujdx

=
∑

i,j

ˆ

R3

(
∂i
(
∆ujui

)
∆uj + ∂i

(
uj∆ui

)
∆uj + ∂i

(
∇uj · ∇ui

)
∆uj

)
dx

=
∑

i,j

ˆ

R3

(
∂i
(
∆uj

)
ui∆uj + ∂iu

i∆uj∆uj + ∂i
(
∆ui

)
uj∆uj

+∂iu
j∆ui∆uj +∇(∂iu

j) · ∇ui∆uj +∇(∂iu
i) · ∇uj∆uj

)
dx.

Applying divergence free property again, one has

∑

i,j

∂i
(
∆ui

)
uj∆uj =

∑

j

∆

(
∑

i

∂iu
i

)
uj∆uj = 0.

We also note that
ˆ

R3

∂i
(
∆uj

)
ui∆ujdx = −

ˆ

R3

∆uj∂iu
i∆ujdx−

ˆ

R3

∆ujui∂i
(
∆uj

)
dx,

which implies that
ˆ

R3

∂i
(
∆uj

)
ui∆ujdx = −1

2

ˆ

R3

∆uj∂iu
i∆ujdx.

Thus we have
ˆ

R3

∇ · (∆(u ⊗ u)) ·∆udx

=
∑

i,j

ˆ

R3

(
1

2
∂iu

i∆uj∆uj + ∂iu
j∆ui∆uj +∇(∂iu

j) · ∇ui∆uj +∇(∂iu
i) · ∇uj∆uj

)
dx.
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Now we take integral over time about the equality (3.3), we have

1

2
‖∆u(T )‖2L2(R3) −

1

2
‖∆u0‖2L2(R3) +

ˆ T

0

‖∆u(t)‖2
Ḣ1(R3)

= −
∑

i,j

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

b(Nt)

(
1

2
∂iu

i∆uj∆uj + ∂iu
j∆ui∆uj +∇(∂iu

j) · ∇ui∆uj +∇(∂iu
i) · ∇uj∆uj

)
dxdt

Let uǫ(t, x) = (u(t) ⋆ ρǫ) (x), where ρǫ(x) = ǫ−3ρ(x/ǫ) is a modifier. Then we divide the right hand-side
into two parts,

RHS = I + J ,

where

I :=−
∑

i,j

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

b(Nt)

(
1

2
∂iu

i
(
∆uj∆uj −∆uj

ǫ∆uj
ǫ

)
+ ∂iu

j
(
∆ui∆uj −∆ui

ǫ∆uj
ǫ

)

+
(
∆uj∇(∂iu

j)−∆uj
ǫ∇(∂iu

j
ǫ)
)
· ∇ui +

(
∆uj∇(∂iu

i)−∆uj
ǫ∇(∂iu

i
ǫ)
)
· ∇uj

)
dxdt,

J :=−
∑

i,j

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

b(Nt)

(
1

2
∂iu

i∆uj
ǫ∆uj

ǫ + ∂iu
j∆ui

ǫ∆uj
ǫ +∇(∂iu

j
ǫ) · ∇ui∆uj

ǫ +∇(∂iu
i
ǫ) · ∇uj∆uj

ǫ

)
dxdt.

Applying the fact that |f − fǫ| . ǫ sup |∇f |, we firstly estimate the first term of I as follows,

−
∑

i,j

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

1

2
b(Nt)∂iu

i
(
∆uj∆uj −∆uj

ǫ∆uj
ǫ

)
dxdt . M

∑

i,j

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

|∂iui|
∣∣∆uj∆uj −∆uj

ǫ∆uj
ǫ

∣∣ dxdt

. M
∑

i,j

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

|∂iui|
(∣∣∆uj(∆uj −∆uj

ǫ)
∣∣+
∣∣∆uj

ǫ(∆uj −∆uj
ǫ)
∣∣) dxdt.

For the first sum on the right hand-side, applying Hölder inequality and Lemma 2.5 we can deduce that

∑

i,j

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

|∂iui|
∣∣∆uj(∆uj −∆uj

ǫ)
∣∣ dxdt ≤

∑

i,j

ˆ T

0

‖∂iui‖L∞(R3)‖∆uj‖L2(R3)‖∆uj −∆uj
ǫ‖L2(R3)dt

≤ ǫ
∑

i,j

ˆ T

0

‖∂iui‖L∞(R3)‖∆uj‖L2(R3)‖∇3uj‖L2(R3)dt.

Concerning the second sum on the right hand-side, an argument similar to the first sum shows that

∑

i,j

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

|∂iui|
∣∣∆uj

ǫ(∆uj −∆uj
ǫ)
∣∣ dxdt ≤ ǫ

∑

i,j

ˆ T

0

‖∂iui‖L∞(R3)‖∆uj
ǫ‖L2(R3)‖∇3uj‖L2(R3)dt.

Using similar estimate, we obtain that

I . ǫM

ˆ T

0

‖∇u‖L∞(R3)‖∇2u‖L2(R3)‖∇3u‖L2(R3)dt

. ǫM‖u‖
1
4

L∞

T
L2(R3)

(
‖∇2u‖

11
4

L∞

T
L2(R3) + ‖∇3u‖

11
4

L2
T
L2(R3)

)

≤ ǫM‖u0‖
1
4

L2(R3)X
11
8

T ,

where in the second inequality we use (2.1).
For the term J , without loss of generality, we only show the estimate of the third term of J . We integral
by parts over dt to get

−
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

b(Nt)∇(∂iu
j
ǫ) · ∇ui∆uj

ǫdxdt = − 1

N

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

∂t

(
ˆ t

0

b(Nτ)dτ

)
∇(∂iu

j
ǫ) · ∇ui∆uj

ǫdxdt

=
1

N

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(
ˆ t

0

b(Nτ)dτ

)
∂t
[
∇(∂iu

j
ǫ) · ∇ui∆uj

ǫ

]
dxdt − 1

N

ˆ

R3

(
ˆ t

0

b(Nτ)dτ

)
∇(∂iu

j
ǫ) · ∇ui∆uj

ǫdx|t=T
t=0

=: J 1 + J 2.
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As for the term J 1, we write

J 1 =
1

N

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(
ˆ t

0

b(Nτ )dτ

)
∇(∂iu

j
ǫ) · ∇(∂tu

i)∆u
j
ǫdxdt+

1

N

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(
ˆ t

0

b(Nτ )dτ

)
∇(∂i∂tu

j
ǫ) · ∇u

i∆u
j
ǫdxdt

+
1

N

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R3

(
ˆ t

0

b(Nτ )dτ

)
∇(∂iu

j
ǫ) · ∇(ui)∆(∂tu

j
ǫ)dxdt =: J 1

1 + J 1
2 + J 1

3 .

To treat the term J 1
1 , we make use of the fact that ∂tu = ∆u− P(b(Nt)u · ∇u), where Pf := f −∇∆−1(∇ · f)

representing Leray projection. Thus we have

J 1
1 ≤ M

N

ˆ T

0

‖∇
(
∆u

i − P(b(Nt)u · ∂iu
)
‖L2(R3)‖∇(∂iu

j
ǫ)‖L2(R3)‖∆u

j
ǫ‖L∞(R3)dt

.
M

N

ˆ T

0

‖u‖Ḣ3(R3)‖uǫ‖Ḣ2(R3)‖∆uǫ‖L∞(R3) + ‖∇P(u · ∇u)‖L2(R3)‖uǫ‖Ḣ2(R3)‖∆uǫ‖L∞(R3)dt.

Applying Lemma 2.3 and the property of Leray projection, we have

J 1
1 .

M

Nǫ2

ˆ T

0

‖u‖Ḣ3(R3)‖u‖Ḣ1(R3)‖∇u‖L∞(R3)dt+
M

Nǫ2

ˆ T

0

‖u · ∇u‖Ḣ1(R3)‖u‖Ḣ1(R3)‖∇u‖L∞(R3)dt.

For the rest term J 1
2 and J 1

3 , we simply note that

J 1
2 + J 1

3 .
M

N

ˆ T

0

‖∇2 (∆uǫ − P(b(Nt)uǫ · ∇uǫ)) ‖L2(R3)‖∇u‖L2(R3)‖∇2
uǫ‖L∞(R3)dt

.
M

N

ˆ T

0

‖uǫ‖Ḣ4(R3)‖u‖Ḣ1(R3)‖∇
2
u
ǫ‖L∞(R3) + ‖∇2

P(uǫ · ∇uǫ)‖L2(R3)‖u‖Ḣ1(R3)‖∇
2
u
ǫ‖L∞(R3)dt

.
M

Nǫ2

ˆ T

0

‖u‖Ḣ3(R3)‖u‖Ḣ1(R3)‖∇u‖L∞(R3)dt+
M

Nǫ2

ˆ T

0

‖u · ∇u‖Ḣ1(R3)‖u‖Ḣ1(R3)‖∇u‖L∞(R3)dt,

where in the last line we use Lemma 2.3. Therefore, combining (2.2) and (2.3) in Lemma 2.1, we conclude that

J 1
.

M

Nǫ2
‖u‖

3
4

L∞

T
L2(R3)

(
‖u‖

9
4

L∞

T
Ḣ2(R3)

+ ‖u‖
9
4

L2
T
Ḣ3(R3)

)
+

M

Nǫ2
‖u‖

3
2

L∞

T
L2(R3)

(
‖u‖

5
2

L∞

T
Ḣ2(R3)

+ ‖u‖
5
2

L2
T
Ḣ3(R3)

)

.
M

Nǫ2

(
‖u0‖

3
4

L2(R3)
X

9
8

T + ‖u0‖
3
2

L2(R3)
X

5
4

T

)
,

here in the last line we use energy inequality,

(3.4) ‖u‖2L∞

T
L2(R3) +

ˆ ∞

0

‖u(t)‖2
Ḣ1(R3)dt ≤ 2‖u0‖2L2(R3).

As for the term J 2,

J 2 =− 1

N

ˆ

R3

(
ˆ t

0

b(Nτ )dτ

)
∇(∂iu

j
ǫ) · ∇u

i∆u
j
ǫdx|t=T

t=0 .

According to Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality,

‖u‖L∞(R3) . ‖u‖
1
4

L2(R3)
‖u‖

3
4

Ḣ2(R3)
,

combining with Höder inequality and Lemma 2.3, it is obvious that
ˆ

R3

|∇2
u0,ǫ||∇u0||∆u0,ǫ|dx ≤ ‖∇2

u0,ǫ‖L∞(R3)‖∇2
u0,ǫ‖L2(R3)‖∇u0‖L2(R3)

≤ ǫ
−2‖u0‖L∞(R3)‖u0‖Ḣ2(R3)‖u0‖Ḣ1(R3)

. ǫ
−2‖u0‖

1
4

L2(R3)
‖u0‖

7
4

Ḣ2(R3)
‖u0‖Ḣ1(R3)

. ǫ
−2‖u0‖3H2(R3),

and applying (2.7), we infer
ˆ

R3

|∇2
uǫ(T )||∆uǫ(T )||∇u(T )|dx ≤ ‖∇2

uǫ(T )‖L2(R3)‖∆uǫ(T )‖L∞(R3)‖∇u(T )‖L2(R3)

≤ ǫ
−2‖u(T )‖Ḣ2(R3)‖u(T )‖L∞(R3)‖u(T )‖Ḣ1(R3)

. ǫ
−2‖u(T )‖

3
4

L2(R3)
‖u(T )‖

9
4

Ḣ2(R3)

. ǫ
−2‖u0‖

3
4

L2(R3)
X

9
8

T .

Thus, we get

J 2
.

M

Nǫ2

(
‖u0‖3H2(R3) + ‖u0‖

3
4

L2(R3)
X

9
8

T

)
.
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Therefore, we arrive at

‖∆u(T )‖2L2(R3) +

ˆ T

0

‖∆u(t)‖2
Ḣ1(R3) . ‖u0‖2Ḣ2(R3) + ǫM‖u0‖

1
4

L2(R3)
X

11
8

T +
M

Nǫ2

(
‖u0‖

3
4

L2(R3)
X

9
8

T + ‖u0‖
3
2

L2(R3)
X

5
4

T + ‖u0‖3H2(R3)

)
.

As a result, it suffices to gain the expression of XT :

XT ≤ sup
0≤t≤T

‖∆u(T )‖2L2(R3) +

ˆ T

0

‖∆u(t)‖2
Ḣ1(R3)

. ‖u0‖2Ḣ2(R3) + ǫM‖u0‖
1
4

L2(R3)
X

11
8

T +
M

Nǫ2

(
‖u0‖

3
4

L2(R3)
X

9
8

T + ‖u0‖
3
2

L2(R3)
X

5
4

T + ‖u0‖3H2(R3)

)
.

Taking ǫ =

(
‖u0‖

3
4

L2(R3)
X

9
8

T + ‖u0‖
3
2

L2(R3)
X

5
4

T + ‖u0‖3H2(R3)

) 1
3
(
N‖u0‖

1
4

L2(R3)
X

11
8

T

)− 1
3

, we gain that there exists a

constant C > 1 such that

XT ≤ C

(
‖u0‖2Ḣ2(R3) +

M
3
√
N

(
‖u0‖

3
4

L2(R3)
X

9
8

T + ‖u0‖
3
2

L2(R3)
X

5
4

T + ‖u0‖3H2(R3)

) 1
3

‖u0‖
1
6

L2(R3)
X

11
12

T

)
.

�

Now, we are at the position to give a proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Denote a set

T := sup{T : Xt ≤ 2C‖u0‖2H2(R3), ∀t ∈ [0, T ]}.(3.5)

It is obvious that T > 0. Now we claim that T = ∞, otherwise taking N0 = 500M3C8
(
‖u0‖H2(R3) + 1

)4

such that N ≥ N0, we have

XT ≤ 3C

2
‖u0‖2H2(R3),

which yields a contradiction. Thus, we can derive that the set T = +∞.
Consequently, for any T > 0,

‖u‖2
L∞

T
Ḣ2(R3)

+ ‖u‖2
L∞

T
Ḣ3(R3)

≤ 2C‖u0‖2H2(R3),

which means the equation (1.1) admits global smooth solution. �

4. Global large solution to 2D supercritical Surface Quasi-Geostrophic equations

with time oscillation

Proposition 4.1. Let θ be a solution of (1.5) and denote

(4.1) X̃T = ‖θ‖2
L∞

T
Ḣ2(R2)

+ ‖θ‖2
L2

T
Ḣ

2+ α
2 (R3)

,

then we have

X̃T .

(
‖θ0‖2Ḣ2(R2)

+
1

N
α

4+α

(
‖θ0‖L2(R2)X̃T + ‖θ0‖1+

α
2

L2(R2)X̃
6−α
4

T + ‖θ0‖1+
α
4

L2(R2)X̃
8−α

8

T + ‖θ0‖H2(R2)

) α
4+α ·

·‖θ0‖
α

4+α

L2(R)X̃
12−α
8+2α

T

)
.(4.2)

Proof. Multiply ∆2θ as test function on (1.5) and integral over dx, we get

1

2
∂t‖∆θ(t)‖2L2(R2) + ‖∆1+α

4 θ(t)‖2L2(R2) = −b(Nt)

ˆ

R2

∇⊥(−∆)−
1
2 θ · ∇θ∆2θdx.(4.3)

For the term on right hand-side, integral by parts, we write

− b(Nt)

ˆ

R2

∇⊥(−∆)−
1
2 θ · ∇θ∆2θdx

= −b(Nt)

ˆ

R2

∆
(
∇⊥(−∆)−

1
2 θ · ∇θ

)
∆θdx

= −b(Nt)

ˆ

R2

∇⊥(−∆)−
1
2 θ · ∇(∆θ)∆θdx + b(Nt)

ˆ

R2

∇⊥(−∆)−
1
2 θ · ∇θ∆θdx

+ b(Nt)

ˆ

R2

(−∆)−
1
2∇(∂2θ) · ∇(∂1θ)∆θdx − b(Nt)

ˆ

R2

(−∆)−
1
2∇(∂1θ) · ∇(∂2θ)∆θdx.
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For the first term, considering integral by parts, we compute as follows:

− b(Nt)

ˆ

R2

∇⊥(−∆)−
1
2 θ · ∇(∆θ)∆θdx

= b(Nt)

ˆ

R2

∇ ·
((

∇⊥(−∆)−
1
2 θ
)
∆θ
)
∆θdx

= b(Nt)

ˆ

R2

∆θ∇ ·
(
∇⊥(−∆)−

1
2 θ
)
∆θdx + b(Nt)

ˆ

R2

∇⊥(−∆)−
1
2 θ · ∇(∆θ)∆θ.

Since ∇ · ∇⊥ = 0, we obtain that the first term equals 0, i.e.

−b(Nt)

ˆ

R2

∇⊥(−∆)−
1
2 θ · ∇(∆θ)∆θdx = b(Nt)

ˆ

R2

∇⊥(−∆)−
1
2 θ · ∇(∆θ)∆θdx = 0.

Now we take integral over time about the equality (4.3), we have

1

2
‖∆θ(T )‖2L2(R2) −

1

2
‖∆θ0‖2L2(R2) +

ˆ T

0

‖∆1+α
4 θ(t)‖2L2(R2)

=

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

b(Nt)∇⊥(−∆)
1
2 θ · ∇θ∆θdxdt +

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

b(Nt)(−∆)−
1
2∇(∂2θ) · ∇(∂1θ)∆θdxdt

−
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

b(Nt)(−∆)−
1
2∇(∂1θ) · ∇(∂2θ)∆θdxdt,

Let θǫ(t, x) = (θ(t) ⋆ ρǫ) (x), where ρǫ(x) = ǫ−2ρ(x/ǫ) is a modifier. Then we divide the right hand-side
into two parts,

RHS = I+ J,

where

I = −
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

b(Nt)
(
∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 θ · ∇θ∆θ −∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 θǫ · ∇θ∆θǫ

)
dxdt

+

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

b(Nt)
(
(−∆)−

1
2∇(∂2θ) · ∇(∂1θ)∆θ − (−∆)−

1
2∇(∂2θ) · ∇(∂1θǫ)∆θǫ

)
dxdt

−
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

b(Nt)
(
(−∆)−

1
2∇(∂1θ) · ∇(∂2θ)∆θ − (−∆)−

1
2∇(∂1θ) · ∇(∂2θǫ)∆θǫ

)
dxdt,

J = −
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

b(Nt)∇⊥(−∆)
1
2 θǫ · ∇θ∆θǫdxdt +

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

b(Nt)(−∆)−
1
2∇(∂2θ) · ∇(∂1θǫ)∆θǫdxdt

−
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

b(Nt)(−∆)−
1
2∇(∂1θ) · ∇(∂2θǫ)∆θǫdxdt.

Without loss of generality, we only show the estimate of the first term of I and J, the estimates of the
other terms are similar, we omit the details.
For the first term of I, applying Hölder inequality, Lemma 2.3 and 2.5 we deduce that

−
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

b(Nt)
(
∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 θ · ∇θ∆θ −∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 θǫ · ∇θ∆θǫ

)
dxdt

= −
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

b(Nt)
(
∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 θ · ∇θ∆θ −∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 θǫ · ∇θ∆θ

)
dxdt

−
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

b(Nt)
(
∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 θǫ · ∇θ∆θ −∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 θǫ · ∇θ∆θǫ

)
dxdt

≤ M

(
ˆ T

0

‖∇⊥(−∆)
1
2 (θ − θǫ) ‖L2(R2)‖∇θ‖L∞(R2)‖∆θ‖L2(R2)dt

+

ˆ T

0

‖∇⊥(−∆)
1
2 θǫ‖L2(R2)‖∇θ‖L∞(R2)‖∆θ −∆θǫ‖L2(R2)dt

)

. ǫ
α
2 M

ˆ T

0

‖θ‖
Ḣ

2+α
2 (R2)

‖∇θ‖L∞(R2)‖θ‖Ḣ2(R2)dt

. ǫ
α
2 M‖θ0‖

α
4

L2(R2)X̃
12−α

8

T ,
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where in the last line we use inequality (2.9) and energy inequality

‖θ(t, ·)‖2LTL2(R2) + 2

ˆ T

0

‖θ(s, ·)‖2
Ḣ

α
2 (R2)

ds ≤ ‖θ0‖2L2(R2).

Using similar estimate, we obtain that

I . ǫ
α
2 M‖θ0‖

α
4

L2(R2)X̃
12−α

8

T .

For the first term of J, we integral by parts over dt to get

−
ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

b(Nt)∇⊥(−∆)
1
2 θǫ · ∇θ∆θǫdxdt =

1

N

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

(
ˆ t

0

b(Nτ)dτ

)
∂t[∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 θǫ · ∇θ∆θǫ]dxdt

− 1

N

ˆ

R2

(
ˆ t

0

b(Nτ)dτ

)
∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 θǫ · ∇θ∆θǫdx

∣∣t=T

t=0

=: J1 + J
2.

As for the term J1, we write

J
1 =

1

N

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

(
ˆ t

0

b(Nτ)dτ

)
∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 (∂tθǫ) · ∇θ∆θǫdxdt

+
1

N

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

(
ˆ t

0

b(Nτ)dτ

)
∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 θǫ · ∇ (∂tθ)∆θǫdxdt

+
1

N

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

(
ˆ t

0

b(Nτ)dτ

)
∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 θǫ · ∇θ∆(∂tθǫ) dxdt

=: J11 + J
1
2 + J

1
3.

To treat the term J11, we make use of the fact that ∂tθ = −(−∆)
α
2 θ − b(Nt)∇⊥(−∆)−

1
2 θ · ∇θ, thus we

have

J
1
1 = − 1

N

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

(
ˆ t

0

b(Nτ)dτ

)(
∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 (−∆)

α
2 θǫ

)
· ∇θ∆θǫdxdt

− 1

N

ˆ T

0

ˆ

R2

(
ˆ t

0

b(Nτ)dτ

)
b(Nt)∇⊥(−∆)

1
2

(
∇⊥(−∆)−

1
2 θǫ · ∇θǫ

)
· ∇θ∆θǫdxdt

=: J11,1 + J
1
1,2.

According to Hölder inequality, Lemma 2.3 and (2.10), we yield

J
1
1,1 ≤ M

N

ˆ T

0

‖∇⊥(−∆)
1+α
2 θǫ‖L2(R2)‖∇θ‖L∞(R2)‖∆θǫ‖L2(R2)dt

≤ M

Nǫ2

ˆ T

0

‖θ‖Ḣ1+α(R2)‖∇θ‖L∞(R2)‖θ‖Ḣ1(R2)dt

.
M

Nǫ2
‖θ0‖L2(R2)X̃T ,

with the application of (2.11), we have

J
1
1,2 ≤ M2

N

ˆ T

0

‖∇⊥(−∆)−
1
2

(
∇⊥(−∆)−

1
2 θǫ · ∇θǫ

)
‖L2(R2)‖∇θ‖L∞(R2)‖∆θǫ‖L2(R2)dxdt

≤ M2

N

ˆ T

0

(
‖∇2θǫ‖L∞(R2)‖∇θǫ‖L2(R2) + ‖∇2θǫ‖L2(R2)‖∇θǫ‖L∞(R2)

)
‖∇θ‖L∞(R2)‖∆θǫ‖L2(R2)dt

≤ M2

Nǫ2

ˆ T

0

‖∇θ‖2L∞(R2)‖∇θ‖2L2(R2)dt

.
M2

Nǫ2
‖θ0‖1+

α
2

L2(R2)X̃
6−α
4

T .

Without loss of generality, applying the same method, it is easy to check

J
1
2 .

M

Nǫ2
‖θ0‖L2(R2)X̃T +

M2

Nǫ2
‖θ0‖1+

α
2

L2(R2)X̃
6−α
4

T ,

J
1
3 .

M

Nǫ2
‖θ0‖L2(R2)X̃T +

M2

Nǫ2
‖θ0‖1+

α
2

L2(R2)X̃
6−α
4

T ,
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we omit the details here.
Hence, we have

J
1 .

M

Nǫ2
‖θ0‖L2(R2)X̃T +

M2

Nǫ2
‖θ0‖1+

α
2

L2(R2)X̃
6−α
4

T .

As for the term J2,

J
2 = − 1

N

ˆ

R2

(
ˆ t

0

b(Nτ)dτ

)
∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 θǫ · ∇θ∆θǫdx

∣∣t=T

t=0
.

According to Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation,

‖θ0‖L∞(R2) . ‖θ0‖
1
2

Ḣ2(R2)
‖θ0‖

1
2

L2(R2),

combining with Hölder inequality and Lemma 2.3, it is obvious that
ˆ

R2

|∇⊥(−∆)
1
2 θ0,ǫ||∇θ0||∆θ0,ǫ|dx ≤ ‖∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 θ0,ǫ‖L∞(R2)‖∇θ0‖L2(R2)‖∆θ0,ǫ‖L2(R2)

≤ ǫ−2‖θ0‖L∞(R2)‖θ0‖Ḣ1(R2)‖θ0‖Ḣ2(R2)

≤ ǫ−2‖θ0‖
1
2

L2(R2)‖θ0‖Ḣ1(R2)‖θ0‖
3
2

Ḣ2(R2)

. ǫ−2‖θ0‖3H2(R2),

and applying (2.13), we infer
ˆ

R2

|∇⊥(−∆)
1
2 θǫ(T )||∇θ(T )||∆θǫ(T )|dx ≤ ‖∇⊥(−∆)

1
2 θǫ(T )‖L2(R2)‖∇θ(T )‖L∞(R2)‖∆θǫ(T )‖L2(R2)

≤ ǫ−2‖θ(T )‖Ḣ2(R2)‖∇θ(T )‖L∞(R2)‖θ(T )‖L2(R2)

. ǫ−2‖θ(T )‖Ḣ2(R2)‖θ(T )‖
1−α

4

Ḣ
2+α

2 (R2)
‖θ(T )‖

α
4

Ḣ
α
2 (R2)

‖θ(T )‖L2(R2)

. ǫ−2‖θ(T )‖
α
4

Ḣ
α
2 (R2)

‖θ(T )‖L2(R2)

(
‖θ(T )‖

8−α
4

Ḣ2(R2)
+ ‖θ(T )‖

8−α
4

Ḣ
2+α

2 (R2)

)

. ǫ−2‖θ0‖1+
α
4

L2(R2)X̃
8−α

8

T .

Thus, we get

J
2 .

M

Nǫ2

(
‖θ0‖3H2(R2) + ‖θ0‖1+

α
4

L2(R2)X̃
8−α
8

T

)
.

Using similar estimate, we obtain that

J .
M

Nǫ2

(
‖θ0‖L2(R2)X̃T + ‖θ0‖1+

α
2

L2(R2)X̃
6−α

4

T + ‖θ0‖1+
α
4

L2(R2)X̃
8−α
8

T + ‖θ0‖3H2(R2)

)
.

Therefore, we arrive at

‖∆θ(T )‖2L2(R2) +

ˆ T

0

‖∆1+α
4 θ(t)‖2L2(R2)

. ‖θ0‖2Ḣ2(R2)
+ ǫ

α
2 M‖θ0‖

α
4

L2(R2)X̃
12−α

8

T +
M

Nǫ2

(
‖θ0‖L2(R2)X̃T + ‖θ0‖1+

α
2

L2(R2)X̃
6−α
4

T + ‖θ0‖1+
α
4

L2(R2)X̃
8−α

8

T + ‖θ0‖3H2(R2)

)
.

As a result, it suffices to gain the expression of X̃T :

X̃T ≤ sup
0≤t≤T

‖∆θ(T )‖2L2(R2) +

ˆ T

0

‖∆1+α
4 θ(t)‖2L2(R2)

. ‖θ0‖2Ḣ2(R2) + ǫ
α
2 M‖θ0‖

α
4

L2(R2)
X̃

12−α
8

T +
M

Nǫ2

(
‖θ0‖L2(R2)X̃T + ‖θ0‖1+

α
2

L2(R2)
X̃

6−α
4

T + ‖θ0‖1+
α
4

L2(R2)
X̃

8−α
8

T + ‖θ0‖3H2(R2)

)
.

Taking ǫ =

(
‖θ0‖L2(R2)X̃T + ‖θ0‖1+

α
2

L2(R2)
X̃

6−α
4

T + ‖θ0‖1+
α
4

L2(R2)
X̃

8−α
8

T + ‖θ0‖3H2(R2)

) 2
4+α

(
N‖θ0‖

α
4

L2(R2)
X̃

12−α
8

T

)− 2
4+α

,

we gain that there exists a constant C > 1 such that

X̃T ≤ C

(
‖θ0‖2Ḣ2(R2) +

M

N
α

4+α

(
‖θ0‖L2(R2)X̃T + ‖θ0‖1+

α
2

L2(R2)
X̃

6−α
4

T + ‖θ0‖1+
α
4

L2(R2)
X̃

8−α
8

T + ‖θ0‖3H2(R2)

) α
4+α

·

·‖θ0‖
α

4+α

L2(R)
X̃

12−α
8+2α

T

)
.

�
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Now, we are at the position to give a proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Applying the same proof method as Theorem 1.1, we can easily arrive at the
following results: for any T > 0,

‖θ‖2
L∞

T
Ḣ2(R2)

+ ‖θ‖2
L2

T
Ḣ

2+ α
2 (R3)

≤ 2C‖θ0‖2H2(R2),

which means the equation (1.5) admits global smooth solution. �
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