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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the model describing viscous incompressible liquid crystal
flows, which is called the Beris-Edwards model in the half-space. This model is a coupled
system by the Navier-Stokes equations with the evolution equation of the director fields Q.
The purpose of this paper is to prove the linearized problem has a unique solution satisfying
the maximal LP -L9 regularity estimates, which is essential for the study of quasi-linear
parabolic or parabolic-hyperbolic equations. Our method relies on the R-boundedness of
the solution operator families to the resolvent problem in order to apply operator-valued
Fourier multiplier theorems. Consequently, we also have the local well-posedness for the

Beris-Edwards model with small initial data.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we will study the Beris-Edward model for nematic liquid crystals:

(0 — A)u+ Vp + BDiv(A — a)Q = f(u,Q) in (0,7) x RY

(O —A+a)Q — BD(u) = Gu, Q) in (0,7) x Rf
divu =0 in (0,7) x RY (1)
u=nh, DNQ=H on (0,T) x RY
u(()) = Uo, Q(O) = QO in Rfa
with
N 2
(DivA)g = Y 0;Ar; VARV RN k=1, N.
j=1

Liquid crystals are a state of matter intermediate between the solid state and the liquid state:
such substances flow like liquids but they are strongly anisotropic. As the name suggested, the
model was introduced by Beris and Edward in [4]. Here u: (0,7) x RY — RY and p: (0,T) x
Rf — R for T' > 0 are respectively the velocity field of the particles and the pressure of the
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material, while Q: (0,7) x RY — So(N,R) was introduced by [8] in order to measure the
anisotropy of the substance, where

So(N,R) = {A e RV \ AT = A, tr(A) = o} :

where AT and trA are respectively the transpose and the trace of a matrix A
N
(A7), =4k Gk=1...,N), wA=Y Ay,
j=1
and where Rf and R} are respectively the half-space and its boundary, i.e.
RY = {(x’,xN) ceRVI xR ’ TN > 0} ,

RY = {(x’,xN) e RV XR‘.Z‘N :O}.

Moreover, £,a,b,c e R, = %, h: (0, 7) x RY = RN, H: (0,T) x RY — RN’

)

(1,Q) = ~(w¥)uDiv 265 @ (Q+ 47 ) = (6 + DEQ+ (1 - QH - VQ © Q| -ADinL[F(@]

6(1,Q) = ~(u-V)Q+E(D()Q+ QD) + W (w)Q~ QW (1) 26 (Q+ 37 ) @: Vut LIF (@)L

W(u) = % (Vu— VTu) ; D(u) = % (Vu+ VTU) , FQ) =0Q% - c|Ql*Q,
N
VQOVQlik= Y 0;QupthQas jk=1,...,N,
a,f=1

H=AQ — aQ + bL[Q?] — ¢|Q*Q,

where Id is the identity matrix of RY 2, |A] and A: B of two symmetric matrices A, B € RY ’

are respectively the Frobenius norm and his associated scalar product

N
A: B:=tr (BTA) = ) BjA

ij=1

Jis

N
Al =VA A= | > A2,
ij=1
and where
LIA]=A- tr(A)ﬁ.
N

The Beris-Edwards model was mathematically studied by several authors. Concerning the
case £ = 0, the first result was obtained by Paicu and Zarnescu [I7]. They proved the existence
of global weak solutions in RY with N = 2,3 as well as weak-strong uniqueness for N = 2. An
improved result of [17] in R? was established in [7]. Huang and Ding [13] proved the existence of
global weak solutions with a more general energy functional in R3. Abels, Dolzmann, and Liu
[2] proved that the classical Beris-Edwards model, fluid viscosity depends on the @-tensor, has
a unique local solution in a bounded domain with Dirichlet boundary conditions. The global
well-posedness was proved by Luo, Li, and Zhao [15] in a bounded with Dirichlet boundary
conditions under the assumption viscosity is sufficiently large. Xiao [25] proved the global



well-posedness in a bounded domain. The author constructed a strong solution in the LP-L?
maximal regularity class.

On the other hand, concerning the model with general parameter £, Abels, Dolzmann, and
Liu [I] showed the unique existence of a strong local solution and global weak solutions with
higher regularity in time in the case of inhomogeneous mixed Dirichlet/Neumann boundary
conditions in a bounded domain. Liu and Wang [I4] improved the spatial regularity of solutions
obtained in [I] and generalized their result to the case of anisotropic elastic energy. The global
well-posedness and long-time behavior of the model in the two-dimensional periodic case was
investigated by Cavaterra et al. [6]. In [I8] Schonbek and Shibata proved the global well-
posedness and the decay properties in the LP-L? maximal regularity class for the simplified
model, which means that the linear terms AQ — a@ are removed from the first equation of (TI).
Shibata and the second author obtained in [16] the unique existence and the decay properties
of a strong global solution in the same solution spaces as [18] for the Beris-Edwards model.

As far as we know, there is no result relating to the well-posedness for boundary value
problems in unbounded domains even if £ = 0. In this paper, we prove the LP-L? maximal

regularity for the linearized system in Rf :

Ou— Au+ Vp+ BDiv(A —a)Q = f in Ry x Rf

0Q — (A —a)Q — D(u) =G in Ry x RY
divu =0 in Ry x Rf
u=h, DNQ=H 0nR+><RéV
u(0) = uo, Q(0)=Qo in RY.

For this purpose, R-boundedness of the solution operator families to the resolvent problem is
a key issue. Moreover, we prove the LP-L9 maximal regularity yields the local well-posedness
for the system () with small initial data in RY.
1.1 Notations
In this section, we summarize the symbols and functional spaces used through the paper.

Let 6 € (0, %) and r > 0, then we can define

Yo ={2€C\ {0} | |Arg(z)] < m—0}

and
2917« = {Z € Xy | |Z| > T}.

We will denote Ny = NU {0}, Ry = (0,+00) and R_ = (—00,0). For any ¢ € (1,00) we
denote the dual exponent ¢’ = #. For any multi-index a € N}Y we write

lo| = a1 + -+ an,
a [65] QN
D* = 9% .90,

For any k € Ny, for any Q C R¥ open set and for any function f: @ — R, g: @ — RY and
A: Q = RY” we denote

VEf=(Df ||| =k), VFg=(D;|la|=k j=1,...,N),

VFA=(D*Ay; ||a| =k, £,j=1,...,N).



We will also denote C*°(€2) the space of infinitely differentiable functions in Q and C2°(Q) the
C*°(Q)-functions with compact support.
Let F and F~! denote the Fourier transform and the Fourier inverse transform, respectively,

which are defined by setting

7r) = Flflr) = / W, FA() = / ¢ f(r)dr.

o

Let X,Y be two Banach spaces, then we denote with £(X;Y") the linear bounded operators
between X and Y. We will write £(X) when ¥ = X.

Let p,q € (1,00), m € Ny and s € R, then we will denote L(2), W™4(Q) and B; ()
respectively the Lebesgue, the Sobolev and the Besov spaces and we will denote || - [|L¢(q),
| [lwm.acq) and || [| s () their norms. We will denote H™ () := W™ *(Q).

Let s € (0,1) and pye (1,00), then we recall the definition of

Hy(R) = {v € LPR) | F7 (1 + |7[2)*/2F o] € LP(R) |

with the norm

ol ey = | F71 [(1+ 171272 |

LP(R)

Let now A C R open, then we define
H3(A) == {ve LP(A) |30 € H3(R) such that 04 = v},

with the norm

vl s a) = 51;1; 0]l 25 ()

|
Moreover, let X be a Banach space, then we denote L?((a, b); X ), W™P((a,b); X) and H*((a,b); X)
the previous spaces function for X-valued functions for any (a,b) C R.

Let N € N, Q CR¥ openset, 0 < k < s <m and p,q € [1,00], then we recall the definition
of the Besov spaces

B, (@) = (WH (Q), W™ (), .

with s = (1 — 0)k + Om.

Let g € (1,00) then we denote

Jo(RY) = {f e L1 RYRY) | (£,V9) =0, vpe My (RY)},

iy RY) = {pe L, (RY) | Ve € L7 (RY;RY) }.

loc

Finally, in the paper we will use C' to indicate a constant which depends on the parameters
of the problem. In the statements we will use C(a,b,...) to underline the dependence from

a,b, ..., otherwise we will use the symbols
f(@) S g(x) & 3C st f(z) < Cg(x)

f(@) Z g(x) & 3C st f(x) = Cy(x)
f(z) ~g(r) & 3C s.t. f(zx) = Cg(x).



1.2 R-boundedness and main results

The main purpose of the paper is to prove the LP-L9 maximal regularity for the linearized

system
ou— Au+Vp+ BDiv(A —a)Q = f in Ry xRY
hQ — (A —a)Q — BD(u) =G in Ry x RY
divu =0 in Ry x RY (2)
u=h, DNyQ=H on R, x RY
u(0) = uo, Q0) =Qo in RY,
with

hof: Ry xRY RN, G H: Ry x RY — Sy(N,R),
ug: RY - RY, Qo: RY — So(N,R)
in some suitable function spaces. We will start from the study of the resolvent system:

(A= A)u+ Vp+ BDiv(A —a)Q = f in RY

A+a—A)Q—-pD(u)=G in RY 3)
divu = 0 in RY
u=h, DyQ=H on RY.

As is done in [19], [20], [21], [18] and [16], we need to introduce the notion of R-boundedness:

Definition 1.2.1.

Let X and Y be two Banach spaces, then we say that a family .# C £(X,Y) is R-bounded
if there is C' > 0 and p € [1,00) such that, for any m € N, for any T; € ., for any z; € X
with j = 1,...,m and for any sequence {r;(z)}L, of independent, symmetric, random {—1,1}-

valued variables on [0, 1] it holds
P P
1 m 1 m
/ Z ri(2)T;(z;)|| dz<C Z ri(z)x;|| dz.
0
Y b

The minimal C it is called R-bound of .# and it is denoted by R(.¥).

We will prove in the case f = G = 0 that the solutions for (3) can be written as (u,p, Q) =
ox(h, H), with
{(r0:) Pr | N €Xg,} £=0,1

R-bounded for any 6 € (90, %) and r > 0 for some 0y > 0. In fact, the R-boundedness will be
crucial not only for the study of solution for the resolvent system (B]), but also for the existence

of the linear evolution system (2I).

We are now ready to state the main result of the paper, that is the LP-L% maximal regularity

result for the linearized system (2)):

Theorem 1.2.2. Let N >2,a >0, 8 € R and p,q € (1,+00) with % + i < 2, then there is
Y0 > 0 such that for any v > 7o, for any f,G,h, H with hxy =0 on RY and

e 'fe L (Ry; LY (RY;RY)), e77'G e LP (Ry; WH (RY; So(V,R))),

2 2
e 'he (HY? (Ry;W2he (RY;RY)), e H e () HY? (Ry; W20 (RY; So(NV,R)))
=0 =0



and ug € Bay P (RY;RN) N J,(RY), Qo € Bap?/P(RY; So(N,R)) such that
ug — h(0) = DnyQo — H(0) =0 on RY,

there is a solution (u,p, Q) for @), unique up to additive functions c(t) on the pressure term
p, with p(t) € ITI; (RY) for a.e. t>0 and

2 2
e Mue (VHY? Ry W (RY;RY)), e'Q € () HY? (R W29 (RY; So(N,R)))
=0 =0

e ""Vp € LP (Ry; LY (RY;RY)),

with

2 2
Z ||€_7tu||HzlJ/2(R+;W2—l,q(R$)) + Z He_thHH;/2(R+;stzﬂ(Rf)) T He_vtvaHLP(R%LQ(R{;’)) <
=0 =0

2
<O e e Bl gy vy + 1€ Flir@eszayy + 17" Gllimwiaey
=0
Hluoll gza—1/m gy + 1Qoll 3270 vy | »

for some C = C(a, B,p,q,N) > 0.

The conditions
ug — h(0) = DnyQo — H(0) =0 on RY

are called compatibility conditions, while hy = 0 on R follows by the divergence-free condition
of u. We notice that it is reasonable to take the trace for ug and DyQo thanks to the condition
% + % < 2 (see Theorem 6.6.1 of [3]). As we will see later in the paper, the resolvent estimate
will follow from the proof of Theorem and, in particular, from the R-boundedness of the
map ¢ we introduced before:

Theorem 1.2.3. Let N > 2, a,7 > 0, B € R, 0 € (6, T) with tanfy > ‘%‘ let ¢ € (1,00),
let f € LYRY;RY), G € WH(RY; So(N,R)), h € W24(RY;RY) with hy = 0 on RY' and
H € W»4(REY; So(N,R)), then for any X\ € Sg,, there is a solution (u,p,Q) for (@), unique
up to additive constants on the pressure term p, with u € W2{(RY;RY), p € ﬁ; (RY) and
Q € W3YRY, So(N,R)), moreover there is C = C(a, 8,0,7,q,N) > 0 such that

<

| (N, 12 7, D2 | <
La(RY)

VPl oy + || (MEQ.IAIVQ. NE D%, DQ) |

La(RY)

<c [||f||Lq(M) (e va)| || AR, ), D2 )|

Lq(Rf)] '

Later in the paper, as an application of Theorem[[L2.2], we will prove the local well-posedness

La(RY)

for the system () with small initial data:

Theorem 1.2.4. Let N > 2, £,b,c € R, a > 0, let p € (2,00) and q € (N,00), then we can
findeo >0 and T = T(g) > 0 such that for any € < &g, for any h, H with hy =0 on R}’ such
that

2 2
he (VHY? (0,7); Wb (RY;RY)), H e () HY? ((0,7); W1 (RY; So(N,R)))
=0 =0



for any ug € J,(RY) N BiS P (RYRY), Qo € B,*/P(RY; So(N,R)) and
ug — h(0) = DnQo — H(0) =0 on RY,

with
HUOHng—l/m(Rﬁ) + HQOHB;";Z/P(Rf) <eg,

we can find a solution (u,p,Q) for (@), unique up to additive functions c(t) on the pressure
term p, with p(t) € ITI;(Rf) for a.e. t € (0,T) and

2
we (VHY? ((0,7); W (RY;RY)), Vp e LP ((0,7); L9 (RY;RY)),
1=0
2
Q€ () Hy” (Ry; WP (RY; So(N,R)))
1=0
moreover we can find C = C(&,a,b,¢,p,q, N) > 0 such that

||U||H;((0,T);L0(M)) + ||u||LP((O,T);W2vf1(]Rﬂ\r’)+

+||Q||H},((O,T);W1vq(]Rf)) + ”Q”LP((O,T);W&‘I(]Rf)) +IVDlleo,1);Lamyy) <
2

S C Z ||h”H;/2((O,T);W27l’q(Ri])) + ||H||HL/Z((O,T);W2—l,q(R£\rI)) + ||u0||B§’(;71/P)(R£) + ||QO||BS;2/:D(R¢]) .
=0

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we study the existence of a solution for the
system (2 composed with the partial Fourier Transformation in Rf ; in Section 3 we prove the
R-boundedness of the solution for (2)) and the consequent proof of Theorem [[Z3} in Section 4
we prove Theorem and finally in Section 5 we prove Theorem [[2.4]

2 Existence and uniqueness of the solution for the Fourier

System

2.1 Solution formula for the Fourier System

As we said in the introduction, we firstly focus on the resolvent system (@) with f = G = 0,

that is
(A=A)u+Vp+ BDiv(A —a)Q =0 in RY

A+a—A)Q—-8D(u)=0 in RY @)
divu =0 in Rf
u=h, DnQ=H on RY.
Let us take the partial Fourier Transformation
(¢, zN) ::/ eyl ay)de € eRNTY any >0
RN-1
of the system (@):
N-1 R
A+ €2 = DX +i&p+ B Y i€(~I€']° + DX — a)Qji
k=1
N-1 (5)
A+ 1€]> = DX)in + Dnp+ B> iéw(—€']> + DX — a)Qna
k=1
+BDw (—|¢'P + DY — a)Qnn =0,



N—-1
Z i&eln + Dyiy = 0, (6)
k=1

(/\+ |§/|2 - D?V +a)@jk - g(lfjak +Z§kaj) =0 (jvk = 17" '5N7 1)5

A+ I - Dy + @ - Dligin + Dyi) =0 G=1...N-1, (D
A+ 1€']> = D% + a)Qnn — BDnTN = 0,
Wk (0) = hy, DnQir(0) = Hj (jk=1,...,N). (8)

In order to find the solution formula of the systems (@), (6) and (7), we multiply the first
equation of (B)) by i{; and sum with respect to j:

N-1
Y O+ = Dyyigsa; — ¢ 1P
j=1
N-1 N—1 (9)
+B8 > it (—|¢']* + DX — a)Qjk + B Y i& Dn (€[> + D — a)Qjn = 0.
Jik=1 j=1

Applying Dy to the second equation of (Bl), we have

(A +[¢'|* = D) Dntn + DX P
Pl . 112 2 A 2 112 2 A (10)
+8Y " ign(—1€'? + DX — a)DnQuik + BDX(—I€'] + D} — a)Qun = 0.
k=1

The summation of ([@) and (I0) gives us

N-—1
(—€P+D3)p+B > igjic(—|¢> + D% — a)Qjx
j,k=1

N-1 N (11)
+28 ) i DN (=€) + DY — a)Qin

j=1
+ BD% (€12 + D} — a)Qnn =0,

where we have used (6) and the fact that @ is a symmetric matrix. Then applying (A + |¢/]* —
D3 + a) to () and using (@) and (), we get
(=1€'* + DR)A+[E']* = DY +a)p = 0. (12)
Thanks to (@), (@), and (), p and Q can be eliminated from (5):
(=1¢'* + DY) L(Dn)i = 0, (13)
where
Lt)= A+ =) A +a+ €] - %) + %2 (= [€'1")? = alt* — |€%)) -
Then applying (—[¢'|? + D% )L(Dn) to (@), we have
A+1¢'* = DX + a)(—[¢']” + D) L(DN)Q = 0. (14)
In term of (I2), (I3), and (I4), we prove that
Uy = Ade=Aov  Alemlamn 4 A2emlemn (=1 ... N)
Qjx = Ajre 4N 4 Pe~Born 4 QL emlion 4 Q% emloon (jk=1,...,N) (1)
p=Ce %N 4 De=Barn



are solutions of the systems (@), (6) and (7), where

A:|€/|a B, = V)‘+a+|€/|27

and Lq 2 are the roots of L(t) with Re(Lq,2) > 0. It can be seen that

where z1 2 are the roots of

L(2)

In particular,

[L12(N ) = 1€ + 21,2(N),

2

:(A—z)()\+a—z)+%(22—az).

2A+a(l+ 2/2) £ /(2 + a(1+ 52/2))2 — AA(A + a)(1 + B?/2)

21,2 =

2(1+5%/2)

2A +a (14 6%/2) + \/(12 (14 B82/2)* — 22282

2(1+462/2)

Moreover, the coefficients of ([H) satisfy the following relationships:

AY = —AligC o j=1,...,N -1
A% =2"tAC

(Ly — L1) { BJ (L1 + L) — A’B — A’L1 Ly} A]

=~ {(B2 - L3)B; — La(BuLz — A%)(h; — AN} (B2~ 13) j=1,...

AL =

" NLo— Ly Ly— 1L,

AL, —A 1

T

(Ly — L) { B3 (L1 + Ly) — A’B. — A’L1 Ly} A

= {(B2~ LY)E; — La(BaLy - A%)(h; — AD} (B2~ 13) j=1,....,N-1

Ay

_AL-AL
" NL; L1 Ly Ly

Ajp = —BA YA+ a)7ligi&C jk=1,...,N—1

T

ANk:ﬂ)\il(A#*a)ilAi&cC k=1,...,N—1
ANN = —6)\_1()\ + a)_lAQC

iR AL +i€ AL
1k:6(€’“ J 5; 3 k=1,...,N—1
! 2(B; — L7)
Bligr Ay — L1Ay)
QL. = k=1,...,N—1
Nk 2(B2 — LY)
Ql :7ﬂL1A}V
N B2 - L
i€p A2 + i€ A7
2k:ﬂ(§k j 5; k) k=1, N-—1
’ 2(B; — L3)
o Blig A% — Lo A7) L
— =1,...,.N—1
e 2(B2 — L3) Y
2 _ 5L2A?v
VW TR L
1 .
P =g (AAjk + LiQY + L2Q% + ij)

(17)

(18)

(19)

(20)

(23)

(24)

(25)



T A h
<11+72) =71t (26)

Lg — L1 L2 - Ll
6)\ N-—1
D= B (; i€ Pny — BaPNN> , (27)

where

. N—-1
2i€; B, 24 .
Ej= ﬂ;A D — 5 ( > ik Ajk — BaAjN>

k=1

+i&; Z LAl 2 Nz_:l,s Ho — B H. (28)
’Lja:12Ba+La ﬂ ] k115K atljN | »
A? , A(BZ+ A?)

Li(Ly — A)
B2 2
Lo(Ly — A)
B2 12

Ly 2 (
T
Lo

2

I =8 {QAle (B5+AQ)(L%+A?)}+

2B,
2 2 2 2
{2A2L2 (Ba+A )(L2+A )},
2B,

B2 + A?)(L2 + A2)

2B,

2 2 2 2 -
(Ba +A )(L2 +A )}:|Z§/ . h/,

+ 8

n=|s

2B,
=N B2 + A2 N—-1 N N—-1 N
2 . e
Hl = A HNN — aTa Z ’ngHjN + Z ’L&jl&kij,
j=1 7,k=1
It is possible to write explicitly the value of the coefficients of (IH), anyway these formulas are

complicated and, in the paper, we will use just the relations from (7)) to (BII).

Our next task is to prove, as we anticipated, that

(uvpa Q) = d))\(h’ H)v

with {¢x}x R-bounded. In order to do so, we need some estimates over the coefficients of (I3]).
We will do it more specifically in Section 3. In this section, we will prove that the relations
from ([I7) to (BI) give us a solution for the Fourier system from (@) to (8). This is not so easy
for the presence of the functions:

1 I
Ca()‘agl) = X (Il + L272L1) )

Ao\, &) = B3(Ly + Ly) — A2B2 — A%L, L.

As it can be seen from the relations from () to ([BI]), it is crucial that these two quantities
are different from zero in order to have a well-defined solution. This will be the main aim of
the section. Before going on, we notice that, if § = 0, then L;(\) # Lo(X\) for any A € Xy,
otherwise

a(l+ B%/2)
V218
a(148%/2)

The value n = ERVCTT is a positive real number, so it belongs to ¥y for any 6 € (0, %) For

Li(\) =Ly()) & A=+

this reason, in the following, we will separate the case A # n and the case A\ = 7.

10



2.2 The case A\ # 17

We want to prove that C, and A, do not vanish for any A € ¥y, and £’ € RN for some
RS (0, %) and 7 > 0. The idea is the following: let us suppose h = H = 0 and let A and &
such that Cq (), &) = 0, then (26]) gives no conditions over the coefficient C. In other words, we
expect the value of C' to be not unique for such a choice of A and &’. For this reason, we prove

a uniqueness result for the Fourier system:

Lemma 2.2.1. Let

~

a(f/, ')5 Q(&la ')5 ]3\(5/5 ) € COO((Ov +OO>> N H2((07 +OO)>
be a solution for the systems (A), (6) and (@) with a > 0, § € R and with initial conditions
4(0) =0, DnQ(0) =0,

let 6 € [0, %) with tanfy > |—\/2i, let A\ € Sg, theni = Q = 0. Moreover p(&') = 0 for any
§#0.

Proof.
Thanks to () and (@), for any k =1,..., N we have that

N-1
Y i&(— 1€ —a+ DR)Quj + D (~I¢']° — a+ DX)Qun =
j=1
(32)
N-1 R 3
= A D i€Qn + DnQun | + 5 (€' — DR
j=1
Now we use the fact that
Qs = B+ a+1¢* = Dnfven) " (D(w))s.
where (A + a + [¢'|> = Dnfye,) ' f is the only solution in H2((0,+00)) of the system
Ata+ [P -=D{v=f an€(0,+00)
DN’U(O) =0.
It is easy to see that
v = ()‘ +a+ |€/|2 - D?V\Neu)ilf = ()\ +a+ |£l|2 - D?V)ilEeUen[f]|(0,+oo)a (33)

where (A + a + |¢/|? — D?)~ ! is the resolvent for D? in R and Eeye,[f] is the even extension of

f. In particular, it can be seen that (A + a + |€/|* — D?) 71 Eepen[f] is still an even function in

xn. If we use (B2)) in (@) we gain

2 N-1 o
ot (14 ) 1€ = D3] @ i+ 920 X 160+ 112 — Divh) ™ Dl +
=1

+ BPADN (A +a+ ¢ = Diye) D)y =0 (k=1,...,N—1)
32 Nl —
ok (145 ) (67 = D20+ Dp+ 23 X i+ 0+ 117 = Divbva) ™ Dl +

j=1

+B2ADN(A+ a+ |€' = Datyen) "D(W)yy =0 (k= N).
(34)

11



Thanks to the divergence free condition, we also have that

—

(I¢']* = D})a = —2Div(D(w)). (35)

Let us multiply the k-th row of (34) for 4y in the sense of L?((0,+0o0)) for any k = 1,..., N

and then we sum the rows:

[e’e) 2 [e’e)
A/ [u?dz N + (1 + %) / |€'12[a)? + | DnulPdey+
0 0

N-1 o0 0 L
+> / i€ purdry + / Dpunday+
k=170 0

Nt _ (36)
—J =
+AB Y / &N+ a+|€'* = Dniye) ' D(u) - Gden+
=170
s [T /12 155N =
+AB / DnA+a+[£']" — DN|New)” D(u) -udzy.
0
Firstly, we notice that
coN-1 o o /N-1
Z i§xpur, + Dypundrn = */ p (Z ik Ui + DNaN> dxy =0, (37)
0 k=1 0 k=1

where we’ve used that 1(0) = 0 and (6)). Let us pass to the last terms of ([B8):

0 —7 — o _ —_— =
[ i€ 0ot €Dyt D e =~ [ ko€ Da) D) Frudey.
0 0

Analogously, using the condition #(0) = 0, we achieve

/ Dy (Ota+ € P=Dyyen) " D(a) diy = — / (\ta-+EP—Dy,n) " D(w) -Dudzy.
0 0
Therefore

—j _—~—_N

/ &M+ a+|¢]> = Dninen) 'D(w) -@+DnA+a+ |¢]° = Dyiye,) ' D(u) - Udzy =
0

—— [t a [ - Datvo) Dl Tude,
0

where we recall A: B = tr(BT A) for any A, B € RN’ It is easy to check that A: B = 0 when

A is symmetric and B is anti-symmetric, so

p———

= _/0"0()\+a+ Ik _DN?Neu)_llmi Dla)da.

Now, thanks to (B3] and the Plancherel Identity applied in x5, we have that

- 7% /]RO‘ +ta+ |§/|2 - D?V)_lEeven [5(\@] Eeven [m]de =
1 &  ———
=5 3 [t a1 = D) Buven (DT} Beven D) ey =
2j,k:1 R
1 & — —
=5 3 [ [ at 1€ ~ DR B D)) P [Beven D]y,

jk=1

12



where Fx(f) is the Fourier Transformation in zx. Since

_ F
Fallu—22,) o) = TXLEY,
for any v € L%(R) and for any p € C\ R_, then
-3 Z /]:N )\ +a+ |€ |2 D2 even[@]jk} ]:N [Eeven[D/(\u)]jk} de =

],k 1

___/\ “)]HngN.

Ata+ ¢+ &%
On the other hand, thanks to (B5), we can repeat the same argument for the free gradient part:

/ (€ ~ D3 Tdaw =2 [ DD -Taay =
0 0

o0 —_— —_— 2
:2/ D(u): D(uw)dzy _/|Eem |2de_/‘fN o {D(u)”‘ dén.
0

Therefore, if we come back to (B6l), we gain that

A/OOO adry+ [ [<1+ ﬁ;) _ 2<A+a:f;'|2+s%v>] | [Beven [DG)]][[ den = 0. (39)

Now we notice that

HB_Q B B2\ g Ba+[€']> +£%)
2 2 Fa+ ¢ +£3) 20 +a+|¢'2+ &%)

If A € R, then A > 0 and (BY)) implies © = 0 a.e. in (0,400). Otherwise, we can take the
imaginary part of (38 we gain

ImA/OOO a?dzy = /le <2(A+aif;|2 +§]2v)) ’]-‘N [En [5@)” ‘25N_ (39)

It can be seen that

( A ) CImMNa+ ¢ +€3)
Ata+ g2+ &% IAN+a+ €2+ &2

therefore

/O°°|a|2dm / B la+ ¢ + &) [ [Beven [D (u)m?d&v_ (40)

20 +a+ |2+ &%
Applying Q) to [BY) we get

2 232 -
/]R {(1 * 52 ) a 2|)\+a|—i>-\||§|2 +§12v|2} ‘]'—N [Eeven [D(U)H ’2d§N =0.

Let us suppose for the moment that

p 252 o .
(1+7)_2|/\+a+|§/|2+§]2v|2>0 VE = (', én) ERY. (41)

In this case, it has to happen that

—

Fn|Eeven[D(w)])(€) =0 for ae. £ € RY,

13



and, thanks to ({0}, we get also in this case & = 0 a.e. on (0,00). On the other hand, we have
now that for any k,j = 1,..., N the function Cjkj resolves

(A+a+ > = DX)Qi =0 in (0,+00)
DnQij(0) =0

and it is well-known that it implies @kj =0.
Finally, if &’ # 0, we can find §; # 0 for some j =1,..., N — 1. In this case, if we turn back to
the j-th row of (B) we have that p(¢’) = 0 for any £’ # 0. Finally, in order to verify property
1) we can notice that, if we denote

1 1

= = R
/(@) A+a+z|2  (ReA+a+x)? + ImA? reR

then

~—L— Rel> —a
max f(x) = ‘/\T“‘
>0 Tz Red < —a.

By standard analytic arguments and the condition tan 6 > |ﬁ—‘ it can be seen that

62
max f(|¢*) <1+ -
EERN

ﬁ2| |2

We are now ready to prove that C,, A, # 0 for the case A # n:

Proposition 2.2.2. Let a >0, 3# 0 and 0 € (0, g) with tan 6 > \/— let us suppose that the

coefficients of (I) satisfy (I3), (I3), (Z1), conditions from (Z3) to (Z5) and (Z7), then (G, D, Q)

defined as in ([I2) is the only solution of the Fourier System and

AaN€), CaM ) A0 VE e RV VA e X\ {n},

a 2
where n = %

Proof.

Let h = H = 0 a let us suppose by contradiction that there are A € Yo\ {n} and ¢ € RVN-!
such that A,(A\, &) = 0 or Co(N,€') = 0. Our claim is that we can find a solution of ({), (@),
(@) and (®) different from 0. If we prove it, we get the contradiction with Lemma 221

In our first calculation, we will consider C, A} and A7 for k =1,..., N —1 as free variables and
we will substitute the other parameters according to the relationships in hypothesis. With this

partial substitution, many of the equations of the systems (@), (6)), (@) and () are satisfied. In

particular, we want to find C, A} and A? for k =1,..., N — 1 which solve the linear system

N-1

i D+ A8 Py — ABBoPiy =0 k=1,...,N -1
j=1

N-1

i€p Ay, — LAy =0
k=1 (42)
N-1

i€ A7 — Ly A% =0
k=
A)+ AL+ A7 =0 k=1,...

—

14



Let us see that the third equation depends from the fourth equation of [#2) and the definition

of A%, for j =0,1,2 in (I7), () and EI):

N-1 N-1 N-1
D AR — LAy = = i AY = Y i&Aj + LoAY + LoAy =
k=1 k=1 k=1
ALy —A)  A(L,— A
= (L — A)AY + (Lo — L) Ay = [ ( 5 ) Al 5 oo
So we reduce to the system
N—-1
D+ A8 &Py — ABBuPiy =0 k=1,...,N—1
j=1
N—-1 (43)
> it A) — LAy =0
k=1
AL+ AL+A4; =0 k=1,...,N—1.

Thanks to the relationships (I7)), (), ), from @23) to [25) and (27), we can rewrite the
system ([43) in the following way:

OélldN_l OéQIdN_l ’L'acfl Allc
i(fl)T 9%71 A Ai =0on—1;
Idn_q Tdn_1 —i)\71€/ C

where 0, is the 0 vector of R for any d € N and

AP [A(Bu—A)? | Lo(A2+ L3~ 3B,La + B2)(Li — A)  Li(A> + L3 — 3B,L; + B2)(La — A)
T B [TEEoa 2(B2 — L3)(Lz — L) 2(B2 — L3)(L2 — L) ’

 AB2Ly(A% — B,Ly) _APLo(A® = Bul) , _ LiA(Lz — A)
N BB T T oB.(B2-12) AIa-IL1)

Let us call M the previous matrix. By a computation we get

det M = (~1)¥L(a; — an) N2 [AQ (% + ac) + Ao —a2)] . (44)

It can be seen that:
B2N(La — L1) A,

T BB - LB - 1Y)
[6%) ﬁQLQ(AQ — BaLQ)
—tac= >
) 2B, (B2 — L2)
P [ABy — AP ALy(A? 413 - 3B,Ly + B2)(Ly — A) AL \(A? + [ ~3B,Ly + B2)(Ly — A)
By | B:-A 2(B; — L3)(L2 — L1) 2(B7 — L)(L2 — L1)
Finally
LlA(LQ — A) BA IQ
AQ(% )7—2——17.
v tac)+ N — L) (a1 — a2) B, 1+L2—L1
This tell us that, if A, =0 or C, = 0, we can find C, A,lC and Ai different from 0 which resolves
the systems (B), (@), (@) and (&), which contradicts Lemma 2:2.11 O
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2.3 The case A =1

In this chapter, we will suppose a > 0. If we admit the case A = 7, we need to rewrite the

representation formula (I5):

Uy = Age_A“’ + (Ap + A2)e~troN + A2(Ly — L1)M(La, L1, zN),
Qrj = Agje= 4" + PrjePeoN +(Qf; 4+ Q7;)e "N + QF;(La — Li)M(La, L1, 2n),
p = Ce A%N 4 De=Barn,
where
e—’Ylt _ e—VZt
M(’yla’yQat) - v'71,2 S (C, Yt € R.
Y1 — 72

Let us call Lo := L1(n) = La(n), then we claim that the representation formula for the solution

is
Up = A%eiAzN + A,lcefL“zN + AizNefL“IN,

Qrj = Apje AN 4 PjePemn 4 QL e™t0mN + QF wye booN (45)

D= Ce A"~ 4 DeBatn

where
AY = lim AY(N) = AQ(n), (46)
A—n

) et BEG k<N
A= lim AL+ N =17 (47)

o - ZC k=N,

n
A = = lim (La(X) — Li(V) AR (\) =
A—n

- A [(Bi - Lg) {(Bi — L) Ex — Lo(BaLo — A?)(hy — ng)H k<N (48)

7A(LO*A)571~§/.TL/ k:N,
n
Ajy, = ;IE}] Aji(N) = Aji(n), (49)
BligkA] +i&A})  BLo(i6k AT +i&; A7) ihen
2(B2 - Lg) (B2 - Lg)? ’
~ e A1 A1 2 2\ 42 : 12
L Jim O, (N 402, ()\) = Bligr Ay — LoAy) | Bl(Ba + Lg)Af, — 2i&kLoAy] N
Qi = i Qi+ Q5 (Y) 2(B2 — L2) 2(B2 — L2)? k<J
Lo Al B2 + [2)A2
_ﬁ20 N2 ﬁ( a2+ 02)2N ]{;:j:N,
Ba - LO (Ba - LO)
(50)
Bli&x A7 + i€ AF) .
2Bz~ L3) PR
~2o s B 2 _ 5(151@11?\/ —Logi) .
ik = ;I_%(LQO\) Li(N)@j,(A) = 2(B2 12 k<j=N (51)
BLy A% .
_ = = N
B2 12 k=g=N
Pjk = [m Pji(A) = Pjr(n), (52)
D = lim D(\) = D(n), (53)
A—n
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and where

Ay = lim A, = 2B3Ly — A’B? — A?L2. (54)
A—n
~ 2i6B, ~ 24 (= - - LAy, 2 (H - .
Ep = 2 D — 5 ; i§jArj — BaArn +Z§k73a L, B ; §Hyj — Batljn |
(55)
C = lim C(\), (56)
A—=n
Everything is well-defined because
B B B\
C(\) =A"1c,(\ 1{—+’H )\].
ey R

It can be seen that

Io _ 4ﬂA2Ba [LlLQ(Bg + L1Ly) — ABg(Ll + Lo)]
Lo-Lr 2B,(B2 — L3)(B2 — L3)

B(B2 + A?)[(BZ + A?)L1Lo(Ly + Ly) — AB2(LT + L1Loy + L3 + A?) + ALy Lo(L1 Ly — A%)]
2B, (B2 — L) (B2 - L3) ’

h 28A%B2(L1 + L) B(B2+ A%)[B2(L3 + L1La + L3) + A2B2 — L3L3 + A?L, Lo]

Ly~ L, (B2-L)(BZ- L) 2B, (B2 — L3)(BZ — L3)

Therefore there is limy_,, C(\). If we call

Co = lim Ca(N), (57)

A—n

~ . () ~ .
= 1 _— = 1 =
e T - Loy T i =) o3
then
C=A"'C [h+ Hil.
Moreover L2 = A% + z, where
B 2n+a(l+8%/2) a n

a+572) 3 1rpp et

2= 21(n) = 22(n)

Therefore A < Lo < B, and
Ay = B3(B,Lo — A?) + Lo(B? — A%Lg) > 0.

As before, we need to prove that Ca # 0 using again Lemma 22Tt

Proposition 2.3.1. Let a > 0, 5 # 0, then 5,1(5’) £ 0 for any & € RN~ and the functions
giwen by ([4£9) are solution of the system from (3) to (J) for A =n.

Proof.
As in the previous section, we want to use the relations from (gl to (B3) in order to rewrite
system from () to (8) as a

M - (Cv Allcv Ai)T’
with M = M. (¢') a matrix of suitable dimension. Let us suppose for simplicity h=H=0.In
this case

u=limu, @Q=1lm@, p= limp.
A—n A—=n A—=n
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It is easy to prove that for any o € N we have

D% limy_,,y AV (N)e —Ary — limy_,,, DAY (A —Azy

) Je
]k()\)e Az — lim,\_m D%A]k()\)e_AZN
DS limy_yyy Pjj(N)e™Baon —1im,\_mDaPJOk( Ye~ Bawn

(NeBeoy =limy_,, D% D(N\)e By

D% limy

D¢ limy ., D

Dfy (lim ) (A (A >+A2( ))e™FE ) = limy .,y DY (Al(/\)+A2( ))e~Lazn (59)
D% (hmm< L) + Q3 )e B ) = Ty DR Q1 (A) + @2, (\))eEe
DO‘ (hm)\_m ( )(e—LgmN e—leN)) _ lm,\_mD A2()\)(e leN e—LQmN)
Dy, (hmm Q2N (e o — b)) = limy Ly DR Q3N (611 — e~ bamw),

Using these identities and the fact that (4, p, @) is a solution for the system for any A # 7, we
can prove, repeating the strategy of Proposition 2.2.2] that

i&hacC + a1 AL + a2 A7 =0 k=1,....N—1
N-1 N _
i€p Ay — LoAN + A% =
> m
N-1 _
> g AR — LoAR = 0.
k=1
with
~ . - .oag(N) —ar (A
dc = )\hg}? ac(N), ap = ;13}7 a1(A), agi=— ;13}7 %,

and aq, as, o be the same of the proof of Proposition2.2.2] Let us see that the second equation
of (60) depends linearly by the other conditions:

N-1 ~ ~ _
> ik A} — LoAy + A} =
k=1
L 0 A(Lg— A) ~ . 0 A(Lg— A) ~
=— ) gAY + LoAY — =0 = —AAY + LoAy - ————C =0.
n n
k=1

Finally, if we also substitute the formulas {@7) and (@8] in (@), our system becomes

e (o @\ a2 — _ _
{sz(ac—i- )C—i—agAk 0 k=1,... N-1 1)

LoA(Lo—A) ~
Zk . ’Lka2 0 (no ) =0

The matrix associated to (61 is

e (P e 50
< IN\T 0 0o—
i(€) Lol L

If we turn back to the matrix M of Proposition[2.2.2] we can notice that det M = (—1)N-1det M,
with
a1 = a27
Qg = 07
ac = ac + %,
A = LoA(Lo=4)
n )

A=n.
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So, using the formula ([@4]), we get that
— @ LoA(Lo — A)
det M = ozévf2 [AQ (ac + ﬂ) + Mag
n

Now we notice that

lim ay(3) = lim %@Q(A) —Li(\) +ar(N) = .
N A (ao - @) + 7%’4(670 — Az, =
= fm 4* (53 000) + S 1)~ s =
= im -22%e,00 = -2206,

We are now ready to conclude: let us suppose by contradiction that exists ¢ € RNYN~1 s.t.
C~a(§’ ) = 0, then by the calculation we have just done, we have that M is a singular matrix
and, in particular, we can find (5, Zﬁ)T € ker M. This means that we can find C' and gi not,
zero which solve the system (B0) with h=H=0. Then, again by the calculation we have
made so far, we can find a solution (, Cj,ﬁ) of systems from (@) to (8) with h=H=0and it
contradicts Lemma [ZZZ1] Therefore C, # 0 for any ¢ € RV—1,

On the other hand, since Ca # 0 for any & € RN~L, then (u,p, @) is the limit as A\ — n of
(u,p, @) of () for any ¢ € RV~1. We already know that the functions of the previous chapter

are solutions so, thanks to (B9)), we conclude that also these new functions solve systems (@) to

@. O

3 Resolvent Estimate

3.1 Lower bound for C, and A,

In this section, we start the proof of Theorem [[LZ3] in particular we want to prove that
(u,p, Q) = dx(h, H) with {¢»}r a R-bounded family of functions. Firstly, we need an esti-
mate for the functions C, and A, extended to the case A = 7, that is

1 7
X(Il+ 2 ) A#n

Ly—L
Ca= 1 2 11
lim~ (7, + —— ] A=
AIE%A<1+L2—L1> T
B3(Ly + Lo) — A’B2 — A*Ly Ly AN#n

Ao = Jim B3(Ly + Ly) — A’B? — A’L1Ly, A=
—n

Let us start from the estimates of z; for j = 1, 2:
Lemma 3.1.1. Let a > 0 and 8 € R, let z; = )\Z—_‘fa for 5 =1,2, then
~ |Al=oo 2—ilfV2 . Aot 2 +i|B]V2
1 ———— 2z = > 22 Zy 1= ————.
2(1+5) 2(1+%)

Moreover, let 6 € (0, %) and r > 0, there are K, = Kp(a,B,7) >0 and Ky = Kp(a, 8) such
that

Km <|Z(M| <Ky VA€, j=1,2.
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Proof.
It is easy to prove that z; — z_ and Zy — z4 as |A\| — 4+00. Now we notice that z; # 0 for any
A € Yg i by definition of z; we have that

2
()\fzj)(AnLa—zj)Jr%(z?fazj):0 VAES, j=1,2. (62)

J

Let us suppose by contradiction that exists A € Xy, such that z;(A) = 0 for some j = 1,2.
Therefore, turning back to (G2)), we should have that

A(A+a) =0,

which is impossible if A € ¥g,. Moreover, since the limits are different from 0 for any g € R,

by continuity in A we can conclude. o

In the previous section, we have proved that C, and A, are always different from 0. Since
these two functions are also regular, it means that they assume values far from 0 in every
compact of Xy, x R¥~1. Now we want to study the behaviour when X or ¢ go to infinity. In

order to do so, we will use a Laurent series with a special kind of rest term:

Definition 3.1.2.
Let o € Z and let A C C, then we denote

000 (A, t7) = {g()\, t)

sup |g(A, )|[¢* 222 o} ,
€A

00(A, 1) = {g()\, t)

_a It|=0
sup |g(\, 1)[[¢] 7 o}.
A€A

It is easy to see that such a symbols satisfy the rules of standard Landau Symbols:
Lemma 3.1.3. Let o, € Ny and A, B C C then
1) If B> a, then 0so(A,t78) C 00 (A, 17%) and oo(A, %) C 0 (A, t%);
2) If BC A, then 0 (A,t7%)) C 00o(B,t7%) and og(A,t*) C 0o(B,t*);
3) We have that
7000 (A, 17%) = 00 (A, 7TP), 1P0g(A,1%) = 0g(A, tP);
4) Let f(X) be s.t. supyeq |[f(N)| < C, then
FN)0so (A, 17%) C 00o(A,17%),  f(A)oo(A, 1) C 00(A,17);
5) We have that
000 (A, 1Y) + 000 (A, 177 C 0o (A, ¢~ ™HBH)  60(A, 1) 4 09(A, t7) C 0p(A, {0,

6) We have that
F(t) € 00(A,12) & F(1/1) € 0nel(A, 7).

The idea is the following: we rewrite C, and A, in dependence of A and ¢ = t(),&’). We will

take the Laurent series with respect with ¢ using the rest expressions we have just introduced:
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Proposition 3.1.4. Let a,r > 0, § # 0 and 0 € (90,%) with tanfy > 1Bl we can find

f}
M = M(a, 8,0,r) > 0 such that
inf Ca(N\, &) > M.
cerv ¥y, ICa(A )] =
Proof.
We have already notice that
I, 4B8A?B,[L1L2(B2 + L1Ls) — AB2(Ly + Lo))
Ly—Ly 2B.(B? - L3)(B2 — L3)

 B(Ba + A*)(BE + A*)LiLo(Ly + La) — ABZ(L? + L1 Lo + L3 + A®) + AL1 Ly (L1 Lo — AQ)]
2B, (B2 — L?)(B2 — L2)

Therefore it can be seen that, for any A € Xy and for any ¢ € RV~1, we have

¢l
I)\,’A+}‘<>\,| , 63
1( 5) /8( a’) 1 \/}\——f—a ( )
L VYane)=p0nta) R 2o m oy F] (AL (64)
L2 7 Ll 2 2 2 2 ’ \/m )
where
2 (2152 tV/ 1+ ¢2 e )
Fi(\t) =t — — ,
10 e
oy = 22 [VE+ZVE + 2+ 1+ VE+ Z2VE +2) —t(P + D) (VE + 21 + VE + )]
2 (1=21)(1 = 2) ’
) 22+ 1)V + V2 + (V2 + VIR + 2)
]:2 (Avt) = ~ ~ )
2\/ﬁ2 (1 —Zl)(l—ZQ)
O = L2+ 1)+ D)2+ 21 + 22 +VEE+ Ve + zQ)
A WEF1(1—7)(1 — %)
4 t2t2 + DV + 2V + (V2 + 2V + 22 — 1)
Fs(\t) = — - — ,
2\/ t2 + 1(1 — Zl)(l — ZQ)
where we recall that z; = ;—;a Let us call ¢(\, &) = \)% The idea of the proof is to study

the behaviour of C, when [t(), £')] — 400 and when £(), ¢’) is bounded. For what concerns the
first part, it is sufficient to take the Laurent expression of F; and }‘g for 5 =1,2,3,4. In fact

1-21
. / A t
B2+ Z = 1/2 z 2 ZCZ ( 1/2> + f (T/z) VN € Np,
j Z; zZ;

with C; € R and f(x) € 000 (|2|72Y). Now we notice that

t
f (m) € 000 (297,_, tiQN) Ve 297,_ :
.
J

let € > 0, then we can find M > 0 such that

2N . .
f <~1/2> ‘ S ) v Z
Zj z

t
~1/2
j

> M.

t
/()

1/2
J

Then, for any |t| > MK}W/Q, we have that

t ~
f ~1/2 = Sup |ZJ|N
Z] AGEQ,T

21

2N
sup [¢[*
)\GEQJ‘

< Kle.

~1/2
Zj



Moreover, thanks to point 4 of Lemma B.1.3] we have that

2 0n (S0, t2N) C 0 (Sg,,t72N) YN € N,

Therefore

N 121
B+ Z = E Ci| = | + 00 (Zo.r,t7*N) VN €No.
z
=1

J

Similarly it can be done the same for F; and ]-'g with j = 1,2,3,4 and it can be seen that

4 ~ ~
;i Z122
Fi+Y F=- - = + 000 (Xp,r, 1). 65
1 jzzl 2 2(1 . Zl)(l . ZQ) ( 0, ) ( )
We have already noticed that C,(\, &) = Z&FU F, (X 1(\,¢')) where
4 .
Fu(\t) == Fi(\ ) + Y Fi(At) VA LeC.
j=1
In particular
A+a)
. N B( - . _
et 1O > it PR 0| > K0, RO
Let
M:= inf |F,(\ )],
teC,\EXp -

S0, it is sufficient to prove that M > 0. Let us suppose by contradiction that M = 0. In this
case we can find {A,,t,} such that F,(\,,¢,) — 0 as n — +o00. Thanks to (3]

2122
2(1—21)(1 — 22)

|t|—=+oo

Fo(M\t) + 0.

sup
AEZg

In particular, for any € > 0, we can find 0 < Ry = R1(¢) such that

2(1—2z1)(1 — z2)

F,(\t) + <e.

sup
[t|I>R1, \€Xp

Thanks to Lemma BT T]it is easy to see that 1 S |1 —%;| S1and 1 < |25 S 1for any A € X
and for j = 1,2. Therefore, choosing ¢ sufficiently small, we can find R; > 0 such that

inf |F,(\ ¢ t e BS .
Ae“%e,r' (A )] >0 VteBg,

Since M = 0, it has to happen that |t,| < R; for any n € Ny. Less then subsequences, we can

suppose t, — t e C. We can distinguish two cases:

e If |\,| < Ry for some Ry for every n € Ny, we can suppose that
An — :\\ S 2917«,
less then subsequences. In particular, by continuity of F', we should get

F,(\D = lm F,(An,tn)= inf_ Fy(\t)=0,

n——+oo teC, A€,

which contradicts Propositions EZZ2 (when A # 7) or 23] (when A = 7).
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e Let us suppose, less then subsequences, that |\,| = 400 as n — +00. Since the depen-

dence of F,, from X\ and a derives from z; and Zs, we can also write
F.(\t) = (zl(a An), Z2(a, An), t)

for a suitable function F. We have already pointed out in Lemma B.T1] that z; — 24 =
2&1}@@' as |A| = +00 so, by continuity of F', we have that
F(Z1(a, M), Za(a, An), tn) 2252 Fz, 24, 0).

Now we notice that F(z_,z4,t) = Fy(1,t) for any t € C. The case a = 0 and A = 1 is

still described in Proposition 2.2.2] so we get a contradiction as before.

O

Proposition 3.1.5. Let a,r > 0, § # 0 and 0 € (90,g) with tanfy > \ﬂ[‘, we can find
M = M(a, B,0,r) > 0 such that

ffeRNi?fAEE |Aa()\’€/)| 2 M.
) o,r

Proof.

The idea of the proof is the same as before: it can be seen that

AaN &) = (A + a)?Ga (M t(N, E))

with (), &) = &L and

CaMt) =B+ 1)2(VE+ 2+ V2 +5) -2 +1) - 2V + V2 + 5.

Taking the Laurent expression for G, we get as before that

Ga(\t) = 26> 4+ 000 (S0 1, ).

Therefore, we have that |G, (A, t)] — +00 as |t| — +oo. In particular, it remains far from 0
uniformly in A € ¥y ,. On the other hand, thanks to Propositions 2.2.2] and 2.3.1] we know
that A, (X, &) # 0 for any A € Xy, and ¢’ € RV~L. Finally, we can conclude as in the previous

proposition. O

3.2 Fourier Multipliers

In order to get the LP-L? maximal regularity, we need to know the behaviour of the derivatives of
the coefficients in £’ and A. For this reason, we introduce these two classes of Fourier Multipliers
(see [21]):

Definition 3.2.1.

Let 6 € (0,%), let 7 > 0, let m(¢, A): RV=1\ {0} x £y, — C be a C* function in ¢’ and a C*
function in 7 € R\ {0}, where A\ = v + ir. If there is s € R such that, for any ¢ € RV~1 and
for any A € ¥, it holds

Dgm(, M| S (AF+1+[¢) 7 vaeny,
Dgromm(e', | < (M + 1+l va e N,
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then we say that m(&’,\) is a Fourier Multiplier of Order s with type 1. Conversely, if
for any ¢’ € RV~! and for any \ € %y, it holds

Dgm( N < (NE+1+[€00¢17% Vo e Ny,

Dgroem(e V| < (AL + 1+ [)1¢171 va e Ny

then we say that m(¢’, \) is a Fourier Multiplier of Order s with type 2. We will denote
M0, the set of the Fourier multipliers of order s and type .

Remark 3.2.2. In this chapter we will follow the approach used in [2I]. In this paper, the
definition of Fourier Multiplier is stated with |A|Z + || as right-hand side of the inequality.
Anyway, in the following, we will consider the case of A € ¥, with » > 0 so, it is easy to see
that [A|Z ~ [A]Z + 1.

The Fourier Multipliers satisfy the following algebraic rules:
Lemma 3.2.3. Let s;,s20 € R, 1 =1,2,0 ¢ (0, g) and r > 0, then

1. If m; € My, 1,07, then mimo € Msy45,1,0.r;

2. If m; € Ms, 0., then mimg € Ms, 15,2055

3. If m; € Ms, 2,0y, then mimo € Ms, 15,20

The proof follows by the definition of Fourier Multipliers. From now on, our aim will be to

rewrite the coefficients of the solution formula of (@, p, @) in (I8) as a combination of Fourier
Multipliers. Some results are already known:
Lemma 3.2.4. Leta >0, 6 € (0,%), then

1. By € Ms10,0 for any s € R;

2. A% € Msp0,0 for any s > 0.

The proof of this lemma can be found in [2I] (Lemma 5.2) changing A with A + @ and using

the next well-known lemma:
Lemma 3.2.5. Let 6 € (0, g), a>0and X € Xy, then
A+ a] > CO (A + ).

Now we need to understand that L; for j = 1,2 is a Fourier Multiplier. In order to do so,

we will need some lemma. The first is a technical one:
Lemma 3.2.6. Let z € C with Re(z) >0, let a > 0, then
|z + al 2 |z| + a.

Proof.

We can divide the proof in two cases:

o If Arg(z) < 7, then z = |z|(cos @ + isin ) with cosf > g Therefore

|z + a| = \/(|z|cos€—|—a)2 + |2]2sin? 0 > |z| cosO + a = |z| + a.
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o If Arg(z) > F, then sin > @ and Rez > 0, so

|z 4+ o] = \/(Rez+a)2 + |2|2 sin% 6 > \/042 + 2250?60 > a + |z|sinf > |z| + a.

O

In the paper, we will need not only to prove that L; is a Fourier Multiplier, we will also
need an estimate for L7 with s € R. In particular, for the case s < 0, we will need an estimate
from below of L;. The strategy will be the same used for C,, A,: we need firstly to prove that
Li(\ &) #0 for any A € 3y, and & € RN L

Lemma 3.2.7. Leta > 0, 7 > 0, 8 € R, 6 € (O,g) and A € Xg,, if 0 € (OO,g) with

tan 6y > % or if ReX > —5, then z;  R_ for j =1,2.

Proof.

Let us suppose by contradiction that z; = —a? for some o € R and j = 1,2 and for some
A € g . So, by definition of z;, we have that

52

5 (a* 4 aa?) = 0. (66)

A+ N+ a+a?) +
If we take the imaginary part of (GO) we get
ImA(ReA + a4 o®) + (ReX + o) ImA = ImA(20® + 2Re) + a) = 0.

If I'mA = 0, then ReX = X\ > 0 and we have a contradiction with (G8). So, if ReA > —§, we

have a contradiction. Otherwise, let us suppose

a
A=—a®—~.
Re o =g

Let us take now the real part of (66]):

ot (1 + ﬂ—Q) +a? <2Re>\+ a <1 + %)) + ReA(ReX + a) — (ImA\)? = 0.

2
Therefore
2 2 2 2
(ImA\)? = a* (1 + %) + a? [2042 + %a} + (foz2 - g) (foz2 + g) = % [044 + aa®] — az.
Combining these two information and with standard analytic arguments, we get that
B2 .4 2 2
tan® 0 < [ImAP? 5 [of + aa?] *Zar < 5_2
| ReA|? at +aa? + 4 2
which contradicts the hypothesis on 6. O
As a consequence, we get that L; = /|| 4+ z; # 0.

Lemma 3.2.8. Let a,r >0, 3 € R and 0 € (6y, T) with tan gy > %\ and \ € X, then

Re(Lj) = C(a,8,0,r) (NF+1+1¢]) j=1,2
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Proof.
Let ¢ € R¥=! and X\ € Xy, then

1
Re (Ie+3) = syl + o+ € + Ress

Let t .= |§,|; , then

2512

1
zj|2 zj Rez;
Re(V|§’IQ+Z’):|J 24 L 424 —L =
! V2 £ £
1 2 2
NEE \/(152 N Rezj) N Imz; e Rezj-
V2 e e e

Taking the Laurent expression in ¢, we get

Re (1/|gf|2 T zj> = 2|2t + 000 (So.r, 1).

1 1 2 (INZE 4 a2
M+ ad ] = el ("— +t>.

1
|21

On the other hand

Moreover, from Lemma BT and 325 we have

A2 +a2  [ME +ad

= = — |z <1
|25 2 IA+alz
Therefore Re(L;)
e(L:
———— = G(\, t(\,€)),
[AlZ +az + ¢
with
1 2 Z5 2 Rez;
ﬂ\/‘t T T T
G\ t) = — =14 00(Zp,r, 1). (67)
M2 +a? 4t

1
2512

Let us see that ReL; # 0 for any ¢’ € RV and X € 3y ,: if ReL; = 0 for some j = 0,1 then
zj = —|¢'|* —a® for some a € R

and this contradicts Lemma B.2.7 Finally, we can conclude: let us suppose by contradiction
that

inf |G| = 0.
AEEQVT, teC

Thanks to (67), we know that G remains far from 0 uniformly in A € 3y, as [t| = +o0. On
the other hand we have just seen that Re(L;) # 0 for any ¢ € RN~! and \ € m. Finally, we
can get the contradiction as in the proof of the Proposition (8.I.4) (to be noticed that Lemma
B2 is true also when a = 0). In this way we proved that

[ReL;| > C(a, B,0,7) (1A% +1+¢')).

On the other hand, by definition of L;, Re(L;) > 0 for any choice of A € ¥y and j = 1,2.

Therefore we conclude.
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We are now ready to prove the estimate for L;:
Lemma 3.2.9. Let a,r >0, 3 € R and 0 € (6y, T) with tan gy > %\ then

1. For any X € ¥y, we can find Cy,Cy > 0 depending on a, 3,0, r such that

Ci(]Al+1) < |z (V[ < Co(]A +1) G =1,2;

2. For any A € X¢, we can find C1,Cy > 0 depending on a, 3,0,r such that

A +1) < Ata—z[<C(A+1) j=1,%
3. For any & € RN=Y for any A € Xy, for any s € R and for any o € Névfl we have
DEL) < Cla,8.0.7) (INE +1+11) s
4. For any & € RN=1, for any X\ € 3y, and for any a € Név_l we have

1 1-|al
D (r0:Ly)| < Cla. B,0,7) (INF +1+1¢1)

Proof.
For the first point, it is sufficient to notice that, thanks to Lemma [3.2.5]
Zj —
‘ A+1 ' @i

and from Lemma B.I.T we know that 1 < |Z;| < 1. For what concerns the second point, it is
sufficient to see that
Ata—zj=A+a)(l-%)

and using the limits for Z; from Lemma B.T.T we get also that 1 < [1—7%;| < 1. So using Lemma
3.2.5] we conclude also the proof of the second point. In order to prove the third point, we can

use Bell’s Formula:

|l
IDELS S D I D(ET + 2)] > DG (€12 +2)| -+ [DENIE ) + 2)], (68)
=1 art+tar=a, |a|>1
where f(z) := 2*/2. We know from Lemma that
ILj| = Re(Lj) 2 A% +a* + [¢].
Moreover, it’s easy to see that

IDE(E'2 + 2))| S (MZ + a2 +[¢)?711 va e NY L.

In fact, the inequality is obvious for |a| > 2, while the other cases follow by a simple computation

and from the estimate of z; we have just proved. Finally, turning back to (G8]), we have that

|a
; s— 1 1 —lay 1 1 “la
DL S |L| Y (A2 +a2 + [¢)2 ol (A2 + a2 + |¢))2 1l <

=1 ar+ o =a, || >1
o o o

< Z(l)\|§ +a? + |£/|)s—2l(|)\|§ + a2 + |£l|)21—\o¢| _ (|)\|§ +a? + |£/|)s—|a\-
=1
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Finally, let us study 70, L; for j =1,2:

L — 70,2 iTzé- - Im)\z}
Ton; 2L, 2Ly

From the previous point we have then
D¢ (18- Lj)| S (IA17 +a? + &)~ 7 1 ImAz)). (69)

So, in order to conclude, we need to estimate the last term uniformly in A:

, 1 5o 2732
Z. = .
J 2(1 + 52/2) \/a2(1 + ﬁ2/2)2 — 2)\2ﬁ2
If 3 =0, then |70-z;| < |A|. Otherwise,

, 1 P(WﬁAL

TTAEER) [T )

2
where 7 = % € R. We can now notice that

Im\=—Im(n—\).

Therefore L
2| 8] ImA||A ImA|Z |\
Imazt| < 2tma) + YA ) HmAE AL
n? = A%[2 I+ Al2
Since n > 0, we can use Lemma So, for any § € R
[70r25) S IN < (A1 +a% + )7 ¥j=1.2. (70)
Finally, applying the previous estimate in ([69)), we conclude. O

Now, we need to rewrite C, in a different way from the previous chapters: we already know

that ) .
— (72
Cu, 2\ ( 1+ L2 — Ll) )
with 12 A( 2\ 42
B: +
Ti=f—t _Jop2 A Za T8
1 BBg — A2 { Ba } )
_ Ll —A) [, 0 (BZ + A%)(L? + A?) Lo(Li —A) [ 1o (B2 + A%)(L3 + A?)
=B (24 - 3B B AL~ o5

It will be useful in the following to underline the differences hided inside Z; and Zs. It can be
seen by a calculation that
LT pANBI- A
Lo— L4 B.(B, + A)?
+ BAB, (L1 — A)(Ly — A)[(B2 + L1A)(L1 — A) 4 Ly(A* — B2))
B.(B2 — L3)(B: — L3)
B(Ba — A)?[(A2B2 + A2L 1Ly — B2L Loy + L3B%)(A — L1) +2A%L (B2 — A?)]
2B4(B7 — LT)(B} — L3) '

+

+ (71)

+

As a consequence of Lemma [B.2.4 and Lemma 229 we have that many factors of (7)) are

Fourier Multipliers.
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Lemma 3.2.10. Let a,r >0, BER, 6 € (6o, 5) with tan 6y > 'f}‘ let j = 1,2 then

1. (A+By) € 120.:;
2. (Lj+A) el 10y;

3. (Lj + Ba)_l S %_1,1797T,‘

L;—A Lj—B, L;j—A L;j—Bas B,—A . .
4 B2 L2’ Bz LZa ng*AQ’ Bé*AZ B2G,Li € %—1,1,9,7‘ fO?" any j, k= 1) 27
a

5. (‘?}ﬁsj) , (Aira)s € Moq1,0,r for any s =1,—1 and for any S1,S2 = Bq, L1, La;

6. 5% € Mp2.0,r for any S = By, L1, Ls.
Proof.

The first point is proved in Lemma 5.2 of [2I]. The proof of the second and third points is
almost the same, using that

|L; + A| > Re(L; + A) > Re(L;) 2 |\|? +a? +[¢'|.
For what concerns the fourth point, let j, k = 1, 2, then

Lj—A L3-A 1
B2-1? B2-L2L;+A

We already know that (L; + A)~ € .#_11,9,». On the other hand

_ A2 .
A 2

B;-Li T Afa—z

and thanks to Lemma [3.2.9] we have }

Br= . Moreover

L3 — A® 7072, (it — 70r21) (L3 — A?)
70, 52 = .

~L;) B:-L} (Bf — L})?

We have already seen in (70) that

|70-2;| SN V5 =1,2.

L?—A?

Therefore, as before, we have that ‘T@T (ﬁ)‘ < 1. The other results can be proved in the
a k

same way. The last two points are obvious. o
Thanks to the previous lemma and (7I)) we can prove that C; ! is a Fourier Multiplier:

Lemma 3.2.11. Let a,r >0, 8 # 0 let 6 € (6, %) with tan @ > ‘%‘ then we can find L > 0
and p; (&' N) € M1, and m; € M1 20, for j=1,...,L such that

L

pi (€, N)m; (&, A).

Moreover, C;' € My 2,0,
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Proof.

The first part of the result comes from the decomposition of C, we have made in (7I]) and the
Lemmas B23] B24 and B2T0 In particular, C, € #p2.,. Let now s € N, then by Bell’s
Formula we have

]

IDECI <D 1Ca > | DE*Cal -+ | DE/ Cal.

=1 a1 +...ta=a, |ag|>1

Now, using that C, € #p 2,0,» and Proposition B.I.4, we get that
IDgCf| S €71 WseN, VaeNYL
Now we notice that
70.C,
cz

Therefore, using again that C, € .#y 2,6, the previous estimate with s = 2 and the Leibniz

70,C; ' =

Formula we get
D (ro-C;H S Y 1DET0-CallDLCT? S 171,
Bty=a
O

Let us pass to A,. As for C,, it convenient to rewrite A, in order to highlight the cancella-

tions:
Ao = BX(B,L1 — A%) 4 Ly(B3 — A’Ly) =
= B3(Ly — B,) + B3(B? — A?) + LyB,(B? — A?) + L, A*(B, — L1) =
= (Bg - AQ)(Bg + L2Ba) + (Ba - Ll)[AQ(L2 - Ba) + Ba(A2 - Bg)] =
= Bu(B? — A?)(Ly + L) — A*(B, — L1)(B4 — La).
Lemma 3.2.12. Let a,r >0, 8 # 0 and 0 € (6, T) with tanfy > ‘%‘ then we can find L > 0,
p;i(&',N) € My, and mj € Mai9,r for j=1,...,L such that

L

Aa=+a)d pi(€, )m; (A &),

j=1
Moreover, (A +a)A;t € M 210,

Proof.

Thanks to the decomposition we just made and the Lemma 32,10l we have the formula we are
looking for. In particular, /\’i”a € M1, Thanks to Lemma 327 we have that
Mo 1,0, Moreover, we know from Proposition B.1.5] that

A,
OtaBz ©

Aa(\ 1)
(A + a)B2

AESp ., &' ERN -1
Let now s € N, then by Bell’s Formula

(A+a)B? ) 3
Dg | ———*2
3 ( A,

A, s
a - <
De ((Ha)Bz) =

A, Aq
ai a a (T <
De <B§<A+a>)‘ ‘Dﬁ’ (Bz<x+a>>‘ ~

]

|Aa|—(s+l)
<> )3
=1

—(s+1
a A+ al () art...ta=a, |ag|>1
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1 1 o
S (A2 +az +[¢])71o.

0 Aq 78 A, B 1T A,
"\ (A +a)B2 Ata (A +a)BY

Therefore, using that Aq =€ Mo 1.0,» and the Leibniz Formula, we get

A
a __ Sl <
‘Df (757(<A+a>33))’~
A A
Y a B

A+a)B2\ B Aq (A +a)’B?
70r ( A, =\ Gy A2

Now we notice that

V1035 S (AE +at 4 jy

< > IDLB?

Bt+y=a

Now we notice that

Finally, using Leibniz Formula, we get

(A +a)B2
DgT0; | ———2 )| <
e 7O < 1 <

a

0 (v, (2 ) )| P (B2 )| s vt + gt

Therefore % € Mp,1,0,-- This concludes the proof, because

A

>

Bt+y=a

A A B?
+a _ (A a)B2 B%e e

Aa Aa
O
Also the term Fj deserves a special treatment: it can be seen by a calculation that
o~ N o~
By = Bie W+ > BV Hj, (72)
Gl=1
with £pi¢’ - h = LZELI and
L B2 + A?)(L? + A2 L B2 + A?)(L3 + A?
o _ 8 L (g, BN L (g (B AN AY
Ly—1Ly |B?2—-L7 2B, B2 - L 2B,
B n 2AB,
pie{ 5 | et
2((LeBi — A’By)(L1 — A) + (AL Ly + AB,L1)(A— B,)]  AB.+ LiL, } N
(Bg _AQ)(Ba+L1)(Ba+L2) (Ba+L1)(Ba+L2)
2(B2(L1 + L2) — A?B, + L1L2yB,) N B, }
(Bg - A2)(Ba + Ll)(Ba + L2) (Ba + Ll)(B + L2)
B 5 2i¢y, B2
ElNN = A a k=1,...,N —1;
A Tam o amy LNk
Hj;n (Bg + A2)Z€kl£JB 4Z£ji€k3a 2B, .
E Y = — ok Vi, k=1,...,N—1;
‘ BaC.  BmE-A p ok ET LT
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B - ’5ﬂ’fnglg ﬂ?gé’f“j;) - %igﬂm - %iaajk Wikl =1, N —1;
5 242 N 2[(LeB2 — A%2B,) (L1 — A) + (AL 1Ly + AB,L1)(A — B,))]
(Ba + A)2 (Ba + Ll)(Ba + L2)(B¢% - A2)
AB, + L1Lo

Bt L0)(Ba + La)

Moreover, for what concerns &, the internal parenthesis are the same of ﬁ, SO

En

_ BA{(Ba — L3)[2BaL1 (A — L1) + L3(By — L) + L3(Ba — L1)] — L1 La(By — A)? — B2(L, — A)?}

(BZ — L)(BZ — L3)

| B(Bu — A[-A’B? ~ L LoA® — BY(I} + LiLy + 13) + L3L3]
2B.(B7 — LY)(B3 — L3)

Lemma 3.2.13. Let a,r >0, 8#0 and 0 € (90, %) with tan 6y > %, then

1. &, = Amg + mq with mg € %0,1,9,7" and my1 € //1711917«,'
2. Be %0721917«

The proof follows from the previous decomposition and Lemmas [3.2.3] 3.2.4] and B.2.10)

3.3 Setting and technical lemmas

We are near to the proof of the main theorem of the resolvent part. Let us start writing the

solutions in a different way: for any k= 1,..., N, we have
Uy = AVe A7y 4 Ale~Tren 4 p2p—Leon —
= AYe AN 4 (A} + AR)e” PN + A} (Ly — L1)M(La, Ly, ay) =
= (A + Af + ADe™ N + (A} + A7) (L1 — AAM(Ly, A, zn) + A7 (Ly — L1)M(Lg, Ly, zn),

where
e—’hﬂcN _ e—’YzﬂcN

M(y1,72,2N) = V1,72 € C.
Y1 — 2

Thanks to the boundary conditions, we have that

A+ AL+ A2 =Ty, Vk=1,...,N.
Therefore
Up = hpe A 4 (hy, — AQ)(Ly — A)M(Ly, A, zn) + A2 (Ly — Ly)M(La, Ly, 2n) =
= hi(e™ AN 4 M(Ly, A, on ) (Li— A)) =AY (L — A)M(Ly, A, o)+ A7 (La—Li)M(L, Ly, o) =
= /]{ke_leN — Ag(Ll — A)M(Ll, A,.’L'N) —|— Ai(LQ — Ll)M(LQ, Ll,.’L'N).
Now we use the Volhevic trick (see [23]): as an example, let us take v: RY — R such that
olw) = F1 [M(E \)g(¢,0)e €N

with Re(y) > 0, where F~! is the Fourier inverse transform in the tangential components.

Then we can rewrite v as
o) = 7| [ 0y (M€ V(€' ) D) |
0

What we will see in this section is that these kind of functions are strongly related with the

R-boundedness of the solution:
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Lemma 3.3.1. Let a,r >0, 5 € R and 0 € (90, %) with tan 6y > %, then for any ¢ = 0,1,
ji=12 ac€ Név_l and for any A € ¥g , it can be found d > 0 such that

1 —|Oz‘ _ % N
g (ro) e o] < (INE 1) e )y,
1 ’
1DE (10:) MLy, A, zn)| S ((|)\|*% + 1) or xN) /| lalgm (A4,
ol (i} pisle
|D§‘/(78¢)4M(L2,L1,:€N)| < ((|)\|*% +1) or ZEN) (|>\|% 14 |§/|) . d(\/\| T14e |).

The proof of these estimates, can be gained using Lemma [3.2.9 and following the proof of
Lemma 5.3 of [21].

Lemma 3.3.2. Let a,r > 0, f € R, 6 € (0, %) with tanfy > ‘% let ¢ € (1,00), let my €

Mo,0,r, M2 € Mo2,0,r and M3 € M1 2,0,r, let us define the following operators in E(Lq(Rf)):

(Ki(Ng)(@) = Jo7 Fe [mi (X &) (N7 + 1e= o mg(e yn))(a')dyn
(K2(Ng)(x) = [y~ Fe ' [ma(A, &) Ae™ v TumIg(e! yy))(a)dyn

(K3(Ng)(x) =[5~ Fetma(\ &) A2 M(L1, A,z + yn)g(€ s yn)) (2 )dyn
(Ka(Ng)() = Jo7 Fe [ma (X €)A(AE + 1)M(L, A, an + yn)G(E yn)l (@) dyn
(Ks(\g)(x) =[5~ Fe 't ma(A\ &) A2 M(La, L, zn + yn)g (€ yn)| (2 )dyn
(Ke(Ng)(@) =[5~ Fer lmi (A €) (Al + DM(La, Ly, zn +yn)g(E yn))(2')dyn
(K7(Ng)() =[5~ Fe' [ma(X €)= + 1)AM(La, Li, 2n + yn)g(' s yn)] (') dyn
(Ks(Ng)(x) =[5~ Fetma(\ &) AM(La, L1, an + yn)g(& yn)] (¢ )dyn

Then, for £ =0,1, for h=1,2 and for j,s =1,..., N the sets
{T0) (Kn(N) | A € So.r }
are R-bounded, where the R-bound doesn’t exceed a constant C = C(0,r, N, q).

The proof can be done following the one of Lemma 5.4 of [21].

Lemma 3.3.3. Let a,7 > 0, B € R, 0 € (90,§) with tanfy > %, let ¢ € (1,00), let ky €
M_11,0 k2 € M_220r, ks € M_120, and ks € My1,0,r, let us define the following operators

in L(LIRY)):

(Li(N)g)(x) = [y° Fo ' k(A & )e FrlentumIg(e yn))(a)dyn

(La(N)g) () = [o° Fel[ka (A, &) Ae™ I extum)g(e! yn)](2')dyn
(Ls(N)g)(x) = [o° Fel koA &) A2M(Ly, A, zn + yn)G(€ yn) (2" dyn
(LaNg) (@) = [;° Fe k2 (N, €)AINEM(Ly, A, 2y + yn)g(€ yn)) (2" )dyn
(Ls(N)g) (@) = [o° Feo' [ka(A €)YM(La, Ly, wn + yn)g(E yn)] (@) dyn
(Le(N)g) () = [o° Fal[ks(A, €)VAM(La, Ly, an + yn)g(E yn)) (¢ )dyn-

Then, for £ =0,1, fork=1,...,6 and for j,s=1,..., N the sets
{0 ALV [ A €Zar},  {(T0) (VLe(N) | A € So,r}
{O) INED; L) [N € Tur ), {(70n) (DD Lk(N) | A € S0},
are R-bounded, where the R-bound doesn’t exceed a constant C = C(0,r, N, q).

The proof can be done following the proof of Lemma 5.6 of [2I] and using Lemma
It is now clear the reason beyond the Volhevic trick and the study of the Fourier Multipliers.
What we will do in the proof of Theorem [[2.3]is to verify that our solution is a combination
of functions like the one of Lemma [3.3.31
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3.4 Proof of Theorem [1.2.3

We are ready to prove the existence of the solution by R-boundedness. Before, we state Propo-
sition 3.4 of [9] and Theorem 3.3 of [10]:

Lemma 3.4.1. Let XY, Z be three Banach spaces,

1. Let T and S be two R-bounded families of functions in L(X;Y), then T + S is still an
R-bounded family of functions in L(X;Y) with

R[:(X;Y) (T-i— 8) < RL(X;Y)(T) + RL(X;y)(S);

2. Let T and S be two R-bounded families of functions in L(X;Y) and L(Y; Z) respectively,
then ST is still an R-bounded family of functions in L(X; Z) with

Rex;2)(ST) < Reyiz) (S)Reixivy(T).
Lemma 3.4.2. Let m € #My29,0 in RN for any 6 € (0, %), then
RL(W‘IY"’(]RN)) (L(A>> S C(Qa Na 9) n= 07 15

where
LIS = F7 (m(0,9](9) -

We have already noticed that the case § = 0 is special for our problem: when g = 0, the
system (@) can be perfectly splitted in a Stokes system for « and a Laplace problem for @ and

it is easy to prove with the same approach the R-boundedness results for these problems:

Proposition 3.4.3. Let N > 2, ¢ € (1,00), 7 > 0, 0 € (0,2), X\ € Xy, and let h €

WQ’Q(Rf;RN) with hy = 0 on RY, then we can find a unique solution (u,p) of
A=Au+Vp=0 inRY
divu =0 mn Rf
u=nh on RY
with w € W»9(RY;RN) and p € HX(RY) and
u= A [DQh, I\ Vh, |A|h} ,

with
A(N) € Hol (Sg,; LW>9(RY;RY)))

and we can find K > 0 such that

Reamyy ({70 SCVAN) |7 € R, A=y +ir}) <K =01

where S(\) = (D2, A2V, \).

Proposition 3.4.4. Let N > 2, g€ (1,00), 7> 0,0 € (0, g), A€ Xy, and let H € WH4(REY),

then we can find a unique solution v of

A=Ap=0 inRY
Dyv=H on Rév
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with v € WH4(RY) and
v= A\ [D?H, NEVH, |>\|H} :

with
A(N) € Hol (Sg,0; LWHYRY); W4(RY)))

and we can find K > 0 such that
Re(ra@y)?) ({(T@T)ES()\)A()\) ‘ TER, A=~v+ m—}) <K (=0,1

where S(A) = (D3, A2 D2, AV, A2).
We are finally ready to prove the main theorem:

Theorem 3.4.5. Let a,r > 0, B € R, 0 € (05, %) with tanfy > Ll let g € (1,00), let
h € W24RY;RYN) and H € W24RY; So(N,R)), then we can find a unique (u,p, Q) which

solves
(A= A)u+ Vp+ Div(A —a)Q =0 in RY

A+a—A)Q —BD(u)=0 in RY
divu =0 m Rf
u=h, DnQ=H on RY,

with u € W2(RY;RY), p € ﬁ; RY) and Q € W3URY; So(N,R)); moreover, let us call
X o= L9 (RYGRYHNY) o 19 (RYRYHY) o oo (RY;RVHY)

then
(14, @) = (AWN), BO) [D2(h, 1), BV (0, 1), 1N, )]

with
A(N) € Hol (Sg,05 £ (X; W24 (RY; RY)))

B(\) € Hol (X9,r; L (X;S0(N,R)))),
and we can find Ky, Ko > 0 such that

Re(xv) ({(TaT)fsl(A)A(A) ’ TER, A=~ 27‘}) <K, (=0,1

Rexiva) ({(Ta,)fSQ(A)B(A) ‘ TER, A=+ n}) <Ky (=0,1,
where S;(\) = (D2, A2V, \), So(N) = (D3, A2 D% AV, \?) and
vi= L (RY;RY) < L (RYRY) x 17 (RYGRY)
Yo = L4 (RY;RY) x L9 (RYRY) x L9 (RY;RY') x 17 (RY;RY).

Proof.
From Propositions and B.4.4] we have already the result for 8 = 0. So, from now on, we
will suppose 8 # 0. Let kK < N, the we have already seen that

Up, = hpe 215N — AQ(Ly — A)M(Ly, A, xx) + A2(Ly — L1)M(La, Ly, zn).
It can be seen by (20) that

{(B2 ~ L) By~ Lu(BaLn — A%)(hi — A} (B2 — 13)
B3(Ly + Ly) — A2B2 — L, L, '

Af(Ly — L) =

35



Using the Volhevic trick (see [23])
14 0o
ue= DU = | Ft [0y (BE e B ) [y
k k- o ¢ YN yYN YN
m=1

> uEn(Ly — A) , ~
—/ Fo! [c’m (%—z)iﬁ’ “h(E yn) M(L1, Aoy +yzv))} dyn+
0 a

*/ Fo! [% (;Cg—kAA%Ll — AHyN (€ yn)M(L1, Ay + yN)):| dyn+
0 a

N—-1 .

© L — A)(B2 + A?) -~

-> / Fea' {GyN (;CgkA( ! ié “ )'ngHjN(glayN)M(LlaAaxN+yN)):| dyn+
j=1 0 a a

N-1 o0 .
- Z / Fo! {% (;Cg—kA(Ll — A)i&;i&§ Hp (', yn)M(L, A, oy + yN)ﬂ dyn+
Gl=1 0 a

2

e B? - [2)(B? - L2 V-
- [ o (BB B i R )M Lo ) )| et
0 a

oo 32 _ L2 B2 _ L2 -
*/ Fa' [% <( . 121( . 2)E;fNNHNN(f/vyN)M(LZaLh:CN erN))} dyn+
0 a

N-1

o} BQ_LQ BQ_LQ PN

-3 [T o (BRI o € (L L + ) ) |
j=1"0 “

N-—1
© B2 — L3)(B2 — L2) i, ~
-3 [ o (BB g ¢ (L Lo + o) )| i+
gi=1"0 ‘

e Ly(B,L1 — A?)(B? — L)~
Jr/ ]:5_1 [ayzv < 1 : 1 )(B, 2)hk(§/7yN)M(L2,L1,ZEN erN))] dyn+
0 a

> i, ER L1 (ByLy — A% (B2 — L3) .., ~
7/ -75_/1 |:ayN (ka h 1( 1 )( a 2)15/'h/(g/,yN)/M(LQ,Ll,Z‘N+yN)>:| dyN+
0

AC,AA,

> ) Li(BoL1 — A?)(B? — L3)A? ~
- [ o (G BB A B I By ML Lo+ o)) | i+

0 a a

—1 .

R Li(ByLy — A?)(B2 — L3) (B2 + A?) . ~

- Z/ Fo! [% (;CgkA 1(Baly 1 X 2) ( 5 )ZngjN(flayN)M(L%LlaxN+yN)):| dyn+

=1 0 a a a

N

—1 .
< Li(ByLy — A% (B2 - L3) . .. =~
Fot {%N (}\ZC&A 1(Baly 1 i Q)Zgjlngjl(f/ayN)M(LQaLlaxN+yN))} dyn-
=1 0 a a

The idea will be to see every U} with m = 1,...,14 as one of the operators of Lemma [3.3.3]

The proof is almost the same for every term, so we see just few of them:
0 ~ ~
Uy, = _/ Fo! {aywhk(flayN)e_Ll(mNﬂN) - L1hk€_L1(ZN+yN)} dyn.
0

Using the identity 1 = H%iJQAQ, we have that

N—-1 .
T | VAta — & - i > -
Z/{% = _/O ‘7:5’1 = a N +aayNhk(€/;yN)e Li(zn+yn) _ %ZﬁjayNhk(ﬁ',yN)Ae Li(zn+yn) dyn+

j=1

o0 I - Li o
0 a

a
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We already that

VAi+a Ly ij 9
B R € M_1,1,0,r a1 € Mop2,6.r By € M2,

Therefore, using Lemma we get the R-boundedness for U}

We will repeat a similar argument for all the terms:

4 [i&kEn(L1 — A) . ~
up = [t | 0, € ML Ao -+ )| o+
0 a

o 1 ifkgh(Ll - A) . T —Li(zNn+yn
*/o Fa [Tzs'-h@',ym (~e ") =AMLy, Aoy ) | du

where we used the identity
GZNM(Ll, A, ZCN) = —e_leN — AM(Ll, A, .’L'N).

Now we notice that I 4L Ard
1—A L1 — a
h\ = g h\ S %71117077«. (73)

Therefore:

N-1 L.
2 0y [i€ki&iEn(L1 — AVAI+a ~—— ~ :
uk - J_Zl /0 ]:fl |: )\CaA2|A|%Bg )\+aayNh](€ ?yN)Al)\| M(LlaA):EN +yN) dyN+

<y [i&kEn(Ly — A) | ~ 5
_/O ]:E/ [ /\CaABg Zfl . ayNh/(gl’yN)A M(LlaAaxN + yN) dyN+

S i&4i&En(Ly — A) -
+ Z/ ]—“/1{ S A a AR (€ ) (A v +A2M(L1,A,zN+yN))} dyn.
j=1 0 a a

Using (73) with Lemmas B.2.4] B2.11] and B.2.13] we have that

) En(L1 —A) V)
Z%,C;l, h(l)\ ), |AFGG%O,2797T, B2 € M1,

Therefore we can apply Lemma [3.3.31 From the definition of E,? and Lemma [3.2.9

i&.En mi(X,§)
ACa Bz _ A2

Ep = mo(X, &) + i

with mg € Ay 2,6,» and my € #1,2,6,». Therefore

16 7/°°f_1 i€, (A +a)(B; — L3)(Bs — L)Enmo (M, £)
F o ¢ AANCo(A + a)

i€ 0y (€ yn) AM (Lo, L1, + ym] dynt

_ /°° 1 [@Ek(k +a)(B; — L3)(B7 — L)mi (A, €)

AL (B2 — A2 (A + a) i Oy W (E' yn)AM (Lo, Ly, an +yN):| dyn+

_|_

% j 5(B2— L3)(B? - L2 ' >
/ Fol [Z‘fk()\‘f'a) ( a 2)( a 1)5hm0()\af )\/mié-/.hl(é-/’yN)Ae—LZ(ZN"ryN) dyn+
0

BZANCo(A + a)A

N—

J

/°° 7o [i&c(A +a)(Bi = L3)(B} — L)Enmo (A, €)
g/
0

Wi o ot Trpen —La(zn+yn)
S A 20N +YN
Bg,-’4aACa,(A + G)A 16-716 h (6 ayN) € dyN+

j=1

0 ; 32 _ 712 2 712 / R
+/ ]_-g/l [ng(A + a) (Ba LQ)(Ba Ll)ml (/\75 )\//\—Jrazf’ . h/(g/,yN)Aele(zNerN) dyN+
0

B2A,(B2 — A2)(A+a)A
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N-1 . .

~ ~ A+ Bg_LQ Bg_LQ )‘al B AN — T

_ Z/O ]:5,1 |:’L§k( Cg(QA (B22)(A2)(>\+1)a7;2( g)ZEJ ’ijlf -h (6 ,yN)Ae Lo( N+yN):| dyn—+
j=1 avta a

i\ +a) 3 (B2 — L2)(B2 — L2)& Limo PSS s

+ | Fit e & VA ai& B (€, yn)|N2AM(Ly, L1,z + dyn+
0 3 i BgAa)\Ca()\+a)A|)\|% 5 (& yN)| | ( 2 1 N yN) YN
< [\ +a)(B2—-L3)(B2—-L3)E Limgy .. .., ~
f/l ( a 2 a 1 /. h/ / A2 L L d

+/0 13 BgAaACa()\—i—a) (19513 (5 7yN) M( 2, 1;1'N+yN) YN+

< i +a)d (B2 - 13)(B2 — L) Ly L2 s
+ | Fit e e A+ aif - B (&, yn)|NZAM(Ly, Ly, xn + dyn+

/0 o s fa AT RN AMEa Ly ) | da
* —1 (>‘ + a)(Bg - L%)(Bg - L%)lel Y NPy 2
/ -h A Lo, L d
+/0 Fe { B2AL (B2 — A2)(> 1 a) i&ri€ - W yn)AM(L2, L1, an +yn) | dyn+
Thanks to Lemmas and we have that
i€ Bi— LY BZ—L3 ., A+ a)Li&, (A+a)i§En (A+a)Limi (A + a)mqig;
e ) ,Lg Mo, ) ) ) 6%0,2,9,7‘)
A )\ )\+a Aa Aa Aa Aa
Vaita 0+a)2& A+a)im (A +a)%i&; (A+a)2l, cu
|)\|% ) Aa ) Aa ) Aa ) Aa ) 0,2,0,r
A+ a)e, (A+a)m _
( i ) h,( A) L e M09, By €M 210,
Then we can apply Lemma B33 We can divide Uy = Z/l,f’l +Z/l,§’2 +Z/l,§’3. The terms Z/l,f’l and
L{S’Q can be treated as before. For what concerns L{]f’g
=~ 204t - -1 '\ -

U;f’g = 7/0 ]'—5/1 ﬂBa()\+a1)Aa VA + adyy Hin (€, yn) M (Lo, L1, zn +yn) | dyn+

BAB.(\ + o)A &0y Hun (€', yn)AM(La, L1, zy + yN)} dyn+

© T2\ +a) (B2 — L2)(B2 — L2) ,~ i
+/ ]:5,1{ ( i ol Q)BgHjN(f/ayN) (6 La N+yN)+L1M(L2,L1,SCN+yN))] dyn.
0

BA+a)B, A,
Moreover
B2—-L? A\ a)(B2-L13) L i€
a @ _— W4 T M T B_l M- T
Nta ™ "B, € Ao, A € AMo,2,, o € 1,1,0,

Then we can apply Lemma [3.3.3
When k = N then hy = 0 and

iy = —AN (L1 — AM(L1, A, xn) + A% (Lo — L)) M(La, L1, xN) =

AC(L; — A A(L1 — A
:—¥M(L1,A,x;v)+%

and we can conclude as before. Let us pass now to QQ: @ solves the system

CM(Lg, Ly, xn) + i€ - W' M(La, L1, o)

A+a—A)Q=pD(u) in RY
DnyQ =H on RY.

Then using Proposition[3.Z4 and the R-boundedness of u that we have just proved, we conclude.
O
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Remark 3.4.6. Considering the proof just done, it can be seen that S;(\) can be switched
with S;(7y) for j = 1,2, where A = v+ it (look at the proof of Lemma 5.6 of [21]).

Let us focus on the resolvent estimate for the system

(A=A)u+Vp+ Div(A —a)Q = f in RY

A+a—-A)Q—-pD(u)=G in RY
divu =0 in Rf
Uzy=0 =N, DNQzy—0=H on RY.

The resolvent estimate for the case f = G = 0 follows just from the R-boundedness of the
solution (u,p, Q) (see m = 1 of the definition [[2.1]). The case with f,G # 0 is a consequence
of Theorem

Corollary 3.4.7. Let a,r > 0, p € R, 0 € (Ho,g) with tanfy > %, let ¢ € (1,00), let
f e LYRY;RY) and G € WH(REY; So(N,R)), then for any X € g, we can find u €
W24RY;RN), p € }AIql (RY) and Q € W34(RY, So(N,R)) solution of the system

(A =A)u+Vp+ Div(A —a)Q = f in RY

(A\+a—-A)Q-BD(u) =G in RY -
divu =0 in RY
Uay=0 =0, DNQlay=0=0 on RY,
moreover
1 2 3 1, 3
2 3 1 <
[ (W v D2a) |+ 190 + [(WEQ TR INED?Q.D%Q) <

La(RY)

< C(a,ﬂ,@,T,q,N) |:|f|Lq(]Rf) + H(|A|%G’ VG)HL‘I(]RN):| .
T

Proof.
From [16] we know that (74) admits a solution in RY. Let

Ald—A: LYRY; RY)xWHI(RY; So(N,R)) — W2IRYN; RY)x HY(RY; R)x W4(RY; So(N, R)),

be the operator correspondent to the system (74) in RY. Then our solution (u,p, @) will be

the summation of (v, p1, V1) and (ve, p2, Va), where
(v1, p1, V1) = (A = A) (B[], Em[G)),
where E,, Ej; are suitable extensions from Rf to RN and (vg, pa, V2) is the solution of

(A= A)vy +Vps + BDiv(A —a)Vo =0 in RY

A+ a—A)Vo—BD(v2) =0 in Ri\_f
divve =0 in Rf
Vg = 7U1|1N:0, DNV2 = 7DNV1\1N:O on Rév

It can be seen that, if choose E, and E); as it follows

_ Eepenlfr] k=1,...,N—1
Ev[fk] - { Eodd[fN] =N

Eeven[ij] ],k:h’b,N—l

E [G]— Eodd[GNk] ]:N, kzl, .,N—l
MR FEoadlGjn]  j=1,....N—-1, k=N
Eeven[GNN] ]:k:N,
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then (v1 - en)zy=0 = 0, so we can really find (ve, p2, Va) which resolves the previous system.
By construction (u,p, Q) solves () in RY and thanks to the resolvent estimate for (A — .A)~!

in [T6] we conclude. O

The uniqueness is a consequence of the existence result:

Corollary 3.4.8. Leta,r >0, B € R 6 € (Ho,g) with tanfy > %, let g € (1,00), let f €
LY RY;RY) and G € WHI(RY; So(N,R)), then for any A € Sg,,. there are u € W21(RY; RY),
pE }AI; (RY) and Q € W3(RY, So(N,R)) unique solution of (74), up to additive constants on

the pressure term p.

Proof.
For the uniqueness we use a duality argument: we can rewrite our system in the following way:

()\f (1+ %) A)u+Vp+ﬂ)\Din:f+ﬂDivG in RY

A+a—A)Q—-p5Du) =G in RY
divu =0 in Rf
Uz n=0 = 0, DNQ|mN:0 =0 on Rév.

It can be seen now that the adjoint system is

(X—(1+%2)A)u+Vp+6Din:f-i-ﬁDivG in RY

A +a—-A)Q —FAD(u) =G in RY
divu =0 in Rf
Ulzn=0 = 0, DNQ|zN:O =0 on Rév

which can be rewritten as

(A= A)u+Vp+EDiv(A—a)Q=f in RY

- B = o
A+ a—A)Q — BAD(u) = \G in RY (75)
divu =0 in RY

Uzy=0 =0, DNQzy—0 =0 on RY.

Now we notice that (78] admits a solution: the previous system is equivalent to

(XfA)UnLVanﬂDiV(Afa) (%) =f in Rf

K +a—A) (%)fﬂD(u):G in RY
divu =0 in RY
Ulzny=0 = O’ DNQ'IN:O =0 on Rév

So, (u,p, Q/X) is the solution of ([74) with (f, G). Since (7)) admits a solution, we can conclude
with the uniqueness: let (u,p, Q) be a solution of ([74) with f = G =0, let ¢ € C°(RY;RY)
and ¢ € C°(RY; So(N,RY)) and let (v, p, V) be the solution of (75) with f = ¢ and G = ¢.
Therefore,

J

u~¢dz+/RNQ:Edz:/ﬂwlr(X—(1+ﬂz/2)A)v+Vp+ﬂDiVde+

N
+ +

+ Q: A +a— AV —BAD(v)dz.

N
R

Thanks to the boundary conditions on u and @ and thanks to divu = 0 we get

= / A= (1+B*/2)A)u - vdx — D(u): Vda+
R

N N
+ R
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“h

Using the system solved by (u,p, @) and the property dive = 0 we get

A+a—A)Q: de—l—ﬁ)\/ DivQ - vdzx.

N N
+ R

=— BADivQ - vdx — ﬁ/ D(u): Vdx + B D(u): Vdx + 6)\/ DivQ - vdx = 0.
RY RY RY RY
So, u, @ = 0 a.e. and from the first equation of (74) it follows that Vp = 0. O

Finally, thanks to Theorem [3.4.5] and Corollaries 3.4.7 and B.4.8, we get Theorem [[L2.3} we
have already proved the estimate for u and (). For what concerns p, it is sufficient to see that

Vp = (A — Nu + Div(a — A)Q = (A — Nu — BADivQ + %2AU in RY,

therefore

HVPHLG(]M) S |>\|||U||LG(R$) + ||D2U||LG(R$) + |)\|||VQHLQ(R$)-

4 [P-L? maximal regularity

4.1 Semigroup Setting

Let us pass to the evolution problem. We focus on the linear one

ou—Au+ Vp+ BDiv(A —a)Q = f in Ry x RY

0Q — (A —a)Q — D(u) =G in Ry x RY

divu =0 in Ry x RY (76)
u=0, DnyQ=0 on Ry x RY

u(0) = uo, Q(0)=Qo in RY,

The first standard step for the study of a linear evolution system, is to prove the existence of

the semigroup corresponding to the operator of the system. The linear resolvent system

(A= A)u+ Vp+ BDiv(A —a)Q = f in RY

A+a—-A)Q—-pBDu) =G in Rf (77)
divu =0 in Rf
u=0, DnyQ=0 on RY.

is not written in the semigroup setting: we need to express p as a bounded linear operator with
respect to v and @ and we also need to erase the divergence-free condition. From (7)) we have
that

(Vp, V) = (—Au+ Au — fDiv(A — ald)Q + f, V) Yy € HL(RY).

Thanks to divergence-free condition on u, we have then
(Vp, Vi) = (Au— ADiv(A — ald)Q + £, V) Vi € HL(RY).
Then we can use Theorem 2 and 3 of [I1]:

Theorem 4.1.1.
Let g € (1,+00), let N > 2, then for any f € LY(RY;RY) there is a unique w € ﬁ;(Rf) which
satisfies the Neumann weak problem

(Vr, V) = (£, V) VeeHL (RY),
with

”vaLq(Rf) S HfHLq(]Rf)-
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As a consequence, we get a representation formula for Vp:

Corollary 4.1.2. Let ¢ € (1,400), N > 2, a,r >0,  €R, 0 € (Go,g) with tan 6y > %,
A€ Xy, and let

(1.9.Q) € W21 (RN RY) x H} (RY) x W (Y (N, 1)),

be the solution of {T4) with f € LYRY;RY) and G € WH(RY;So(N,R)), then Vp =
VEKa(u,Q) + VE.(f), where VK a(u, Q) is the only solution in ﬁ; RY) of

(VEA(u,Q), Vi) = (Au — BDiv(A - ald)Q, V) V€ Hy (RY),
and VK.(f) is the only solution in ITI; (RY) of
<VK€(f)a V(P> = <fa V(,D> V(P S ﬁ;/ (Rﬁ) .

Proof.
By hypothesis, we know that there is p € ﬁ; (RY) which resolves (IZZI)AWith f—VK.(f) in the
place of f. If we multiply the first equation of (77) by Vi with ¢ € qu, (Rf), we get

(A=A)u+ Vp+ pDiv(A —ald)Q,Vy) = (f — VK.(f), V) =0.

Therefore
(V5, V) = (Au — ADiv(A — ald)Q, Vi) .

So, thanks to Theorem T Vp = VK a(u,Q). On the other hand, we also know that the
solution of (T7) is unique, so Vp = Vp + VK (f). O

We can now consider the reduced system

(A= A)u+VKa(u, Q)+ BDiv(A —a)Q = f — VK (f) in RY
A+a—A)Q—-pD(u) =G in RY (78)
u=0, DnQ=0 on RY,

This system is written in the semigroup setting, but before we need to prove that it is equivalent
to the system (70):

Corollary 4.1.3. Let q € (1,400), N > 2, a,7r >0, B €R, 0 € (Ho,g) with tan @y > %,
A€ g, and f € Lq(Rf;RN) and G € Wl’q(Rf; So(NV,R)), then (u, Q) solves (78) if and only
if (u,p, Q) solves [T4) with Vp =VKa(u,Q)+ VE.(f). In particular, the solution for ([Z8) is
unique.

Proof.

We have already seen that the solution of (T7) is a solution for (8). On the other hand, we
only need to check that, if (u, @) is a solution for (78]), then w is divergence-free: let us multiply
the first equation (78) with V¢ with ¢ € f[;, (RY)

(A=B)u+ VKa(u, Q) + SDiv(A — ald)Q, V) = (f — Kc(f), Vi) .
By definition of K4(u, Q) and K.(f) we have then
AMu, Vo) =0 Vy € ITI;,(Rf).

Which implies (thanks to the Dirichlet boundary conditions on u) that divu = 0. O
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We are now ready to introduce the semigroup:

Proposition 4.1.4. Let us call A the operator which defines the resolvent system (Z8) for

a>0and B ER, let g € (1,00) and let us define the space

then (A, D(A)) is the generator of an analytic semigroup {T(t)}1>0 on X,, where

with

Moreover, there is vo > 0 such that for any t > 0 it holds

I17(t)(uo, Qo)llx, < Clg, N,70)e!|(uo, Qo)llx,
0.7 (t) (w0, Qo) x, < C(g, N, 7o)t~ e (uo, Qo) x,
0:T(t)(uo, Qo)llx, < Clg, N,70)e™*|(uo, Qo)ll p(a)

The proof follows from Corollary 1.1.21 and standard semigroup arguments.

X = Jq (RY) x WH (R So(N, R)) ,

D(A) =D, (A) x Da(A),

Du(A) = Jy (BY) 0 {v € W2 (BY:RY) [0 = 0 BY)

4.2 Linear Evolution problem

We recall the evolution problem

Ou — Au+ Vp+ BDiv(A —a)Q = f
2Q — (A —a)Q — BD(u) =G

divu =0
u = h, DNQ =H
u(0) = uo, Q(0) = Qo

Dy(A) = {V e W4 (RY; So(N,R)) | DNV =0 R }.

(u07 QO) S Xq
(UOa QO) S Xq
(UQ, QO) S D(.A)

in Ry x Rf
in Ry x Rf
in Ry x Rf
on R, x RY
in RY.

(79)

(80)

The aim of this section is to find a solution for (0). In order to find it, we will consider the

following systems:

Opur — Auy + Vpy + BDiv(A — a)Q1 = f1
Q1 — (A —a)Q1 — BD(u1) = G4

divu; =0
Ui (0) = 05

Q1(0) =0

. N
in R+.

dius — Aug + Vpg + BDIvV(A —a)Q2 =0 in R x RY

Q2 — (A —a)Q2 — BD(u2) =0

divug =0

U2 = h’2;

8,5U3 — A’LLQ, + Vpg + ﬂDlV(A — a)Q3 =0
0:Q3 — (A —a)Q3 — BD(uz) =0

divug =0

D,Q2 = Hy

uz =0, DnQ@3=0

uz(0) = ug,

Q3(0) = QY
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inRxRi\_f
inRfo

in R+ X ]RN
n RJ’_ X RN
n RJ’_ X RN

on R x RY;

in Ry X Rf
in Ry X Rf
in Ry x Rf
on R, x RY
in RY.

(81)

(83)



Firstly we will find a solution for all these systems and then we will use the results to get the
existence for the general linear problem (80). Let us start from the second system. We need to

introduce the Laplace Transformation:

LA = [ LU0 =5 [ M A=yt

- 2T
Remark 4.2.1. It follows from the definition that
LIFIA) = Fle " f@l(r);  L7HfIE) = " F ),

where F is the 1-dimensional Fourier Transformation. Moreover

L0 = / MO, f(t)dt = A / e f(b)dt,

R R

_ % / AN F(N)dA = LT AF(V](E).

Thanks to this remark, applying the Laplace Transformation to the system (82), we get

aLTHS()

that Lx[(u, p, Q)] solve the resolvent system (B]). We already know that such a system admits
a solution, but we want to transfer the resolvent estimate we got in the previous section to the
linear evolution estimate we need. In order to do so, we will use again the R-boundedness and
the following Theorem:

Definition 4.2.2.
We say that a Banach space X is a UMD Space, if the Hilbert Transformation H is bounded
on LP(R; X) for some p € (1,00), where

T e—0+ t—s

H(f)(t):l lim / &ds teR.
|[t—s|>e
Theorem 4.2.3. Weis’ Theorem [2]]]
Let X, Y be two UMD spaces and p € (1,00), let m € C*(R\ {0}; L(X;Y)) be such that
Reixiy) ({(T@T)em |7 e R\{0}}) <ke £=0,1,
let Tpp: F'D(R; X) — S'(R;Y) defined as
Tin¢ = F " [mFlg]],

where D and S are respectively the distributional and the tempered functions spaces, then T,
can be extended as an operator from LP(R; X) to LP(R;Y) with

T fll e rsy)y < C(0) (ko + k) fll e @ x)-
In the following, we will use these operators:
Ayif = L7 [NELIAN)] = ' F [NEF e ] ke N,
By the Mikhlin theorem it can be easily seen that

e Ao = e~ Pl oy k€.
Finally, we define
Hy (A) = {velLl (A)]eMve H;(A)} Vs >0, pe (1,00),

loc
with the norm

= le™"

[0l s cay : vllmg(a)

for any A C R open set. We are now ready to prove the existence and the estimate for the

system (82):
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Proposition 4.2.4. Leta, 3,7 > 0 and p,q € (1,400) then for any he, Ha such that he-en =0
in RY, ha(t) = Ha(t) = 0 when t < 0 and

hy € ﬂ HZ2 (R w2 b (RY;RY)), Ha e ﬂ HYZ2 (Ry W24 (RY; So(N,R))),
then we can find (uz, p2, Q2) solution for (83) with pa(t) € ﬁ; (Rf) for a.e. t >0 and
up € ﬂHW R; W2ha (RY;RY)), Qo€ ﬂHW R; W31 (RY; So(N,R))),

Vep2 € LE (R; L (RY;RY)),
such that

ZHUQHHL/Z(]R w2— lq(]RN)) +Z||Q2||HL/Z(R W3- lq(]RN))
=0

2
+> ||7l/2u2HLﬁ(]R;W?*lvq(]Rf)) + Z H’71/2Q2||L2(R;W3*lvq(Rf)) + 172 0:Qall Lo ®; Laqry )+
=0 1=0

2

FIVap2ll Lz ®; Loy y) < CZZ; 1Ch2, H2)ll iz ot may )

for some C > 0.

Proof.
If we apply the Laplace transformation to the system (82]), thanks to Remark .21l we get that

(A= A)L[uz](N) + VLps)(A) + BDiv(A — a)L[Qa)(\) =0 in RY

(A+a— A)L[Qa](N) — BD(Lluz] (X)) =0 in RY
divLlug](A) =0 in RY
Lluz)(\) = LIho)(N),  DL(Q2)(N) = LIHa)(N) on RY.

If we call G := (D?(hg, H2), Ay 1V (ha, H2), Ay 2(h2, H2)), then we know from Theorem
that for any A € C with ReX > 0,

(Lluz] (), LIQ2](AN) = (A(A), BOV))LIGI(A) - VA € T,

We define then
(u2, Q2) = LT[(AN), B(N))L[G](N)]
for ReX > 0. Thanks to Remark [4.2.1]

(u2, Q2) = "' F [(AN), BO) Fle™ (D (ha, Ha), Ay 1V (ha, Ha), Ay 2(ho, H2))]] -

Moreover, since hy = Hy = 0 for ¢ < 0, then £[G] is holomorphic for ReA > 0 and, by Cauchy’s
Integral Theorem, we get that for any fixed v > 0

(u2, Q2) (71 +i7) = (u2,Q2)(v2 +1i7) V1,72 > 0.

So, using Theorem B.4.5] we can apply Theorem [£.2.3

[(D3uz, Ay 1 Vs, Ay 2u2)l e m;pary )+
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H(D3Q2, Ay 1 D3Q2, A2V Q2, Ay 3Q2) | o (ki 0z ) < ClIG| Lz (o0,

with C' > 0 which depends on 7. Analogously, thanks to Remark [3.4.6], we have that
[(D2us, v/*Vpus, Yu2) |l Lz ®; La(rY)) +
+||(D335Q2a71/2D§Q2aWvaV%QzaVéatQ2)||L?,(R;Lq(Rf)) < CllGll e Lay))-
Finally, we define pa(z,t) == K4(ua(t), Q2(t)), where for a.e. t >0
(VEa(u2(1), Q2(1)), Vip) = (Aus(t) — BDIV(A — a)Qa(1), Vi) Voo € Hy (RY).
Then, by construction, (usz, p2, Q2) solves (82)) and
VD2l 2 R; pary)) < C(ﬂ)”(atubDi“?)”Lﬁ(R;Lq(M))JF

H0:VaQall Lz rirawy)) S IGllLe@;Laey))-

We conclude here the estimate, because, as we have noticed before, we can estimate the LP-
norm of e~ "*A, G with the Hﬁ/»f-norm of G and the same we can do for the norms of » and

Q. O
Let us pass to the first system (8I). Here the result is already known:

Theorem 4.2.5. (Theorem 2.1, [16])
Leta>0,B8€R, v >1,p,q€ (1,0), let

fe Lt Ry Lt (RYRY)), G e Lt (Ryswhe (RVRY)),
2(1—-1 N.mpN N 3-2 N.mpN?2
v € BTV (RYRY) 010, (RY), Vo € BE2 (RN RY'),
then we can find a unique (v, p, V') which solves

(0 — A)v+ Vp+ BDiv (AV —a (Id — Ltr(V))) = f in Ry x RV

(0 — AWV +a(V—Ltr(V)) — BD(v) =G in Ry x RY (84)
dive =0 in Ry x RY
v(0) =vo, V(0)=1Vp in RN

with p(t) € ITI; (RN) for a.e. t >0 and
2 2 ,
ve (HY? (Re; W2 be (RN RY)), Ve (| HY? (R+; Wb (RN;RN )) ,
=0 =0

such that
2 2
; ||’U||HILJ{5(]R+;W2*1’G(]RN)) + ; ||V||H;{3(]R+;WS—L,L1(RN)) + ||Vp||Lg(]R+;Lq(]RN)) S
Sz @yize@yy) + Gl e @ swra@yy) + [voll gza—1/m gy + Vol ga—2/o gy

Remark 4.2.6. We notice that, if tr(G) = 0 and tr(Vp) = 0, then tr(V') solves

(0 — A)tr(V) =0 in Ry x RY
tr(V)(0) =0 in RV,

Therefore, tr(V) = 0.
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Finally, we pass to the third system (83]). We already know that there is a unique solution
(u3,Q3) = T(t)(u3, Q3), so we just need to prove that the solution satisfies the estimate wanted.

Firstly we need an interpolation lemma:

Lemma 4.2.7. Let Q CRY a uniform C? open set, then
1l 22wy S W llLe@wa) + 10 f Il e @:La),

191 5172 w20 0y S N9llzr@ws.a@) + 10wl e @mwra@)-

The proof of the first estimate comes from Proposition 1 of [I9]. The other one can be

proven similarly. We are now ready to prove the estimate for (us, @3):

Proposition 4.2.8. Let a > 0 and 3 € R and p,q € (1,00), let (us, Qs3) = T(t)(ud, Q3) be the
solution of (83), let us call
Dy,p = (anD(-A))k%,pa
let (u3, Q3) € Dyp, then for any v > 2o we have that
2 2

Z ||u3||Hé{5(R+;LQ(Rf)) + Z ||Q3||H;{3(R+;WS—L,‘I(]R£)) + ||v$p3||L§’,(]R;L<I(]Ri’)) 5 H(ug’ Qg)HDp,q’
=0 =0

where X, and D(A) are defined in Propostion and o comes from Proposition [{.1.4}

The proof is the same of Theorem 3.9 of [20]. Now we state this lemma which follows from
the theory of [22]:

Lemma 4.2.9. Let X1, X5 be two Banach spaces such that X5 is dense in Xy, then
LP(Ro5 X2) N WP (Ro5 X1) € C (10,00 (X1, X2)y 1)
with
sup lul(x1. X201/ S NullLe@yixa) + [ullwrr @, ix,)-
We are now ready to prove the existence and the estimate for (80), i.e. Theorem [[L2.2

Proof of Theorem [L.Z.2.
We write the solution as

(u,p, Q) = (u1,p1, Q1) + (u2, p2, Q2) + (u3, p3, Q3),

where (u1,p1, Q1) is the solution of 1) with (f1,G1) = (Ey[f], Em[G]), where E, and Ej; are
the extension operators defined as in the proof of Corollary B4 (u2,p2, Q2) is the solution of
®2) with (he, H2) = (Ep[h — u1], Eo[H — Dn@1]), where Ej is the 0-extension on ¢ < 0 and
where (us, p3, Q3) is the solution of [83) with (u3,Q3) = (ug — u2(0),Qo — Q2(0)). We notice
that:

e The existence of (uy,p1, Q1) follows from Theorem and Remark €.2.6}

e Thanks to the choice of f; and Gp, we have that divu; = 0 for a.e. (t,z) € Ry x
RY . Therefore, the existence of (uz, p2, Q2) comes from the fact that the N-component of

uy is equal to 0 on RY';
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e The existence of (us,ps, Q3) comes from Proposition from Lemma we know
that (uze™)(0) = us(0) € Byl /P (RY) and (Q2e7)(0) = Q2(0) € By (RY);

moreover, if we call

BTV (RY) = (v e BXYP®RY) [0 =0 RY ),

3—2 _
B PRY) = {V e B3YP(RY) | DyV =0 RY},

then it is well-known (see Theorem 2.7 of [12]) that

(w0 — u2(0), Qo — Q2(0)) € (J,(RY) N BIY 5P (®Y)) x By P (RY) € Dy e

Let us call now

2 2

Iy = Z ||uk||Hl/2(]RJr w2-La(RY)) + Z ||Qk||Hl/2(]R+ Wa—La(RY)) + ”vmpkHLp (Ry;La(RY))
=0

for k =1,2,3. From Theorem [4.2.5] we know that
I Sl e ey sLaRY)) T Gl e ey s a(RY))-
From Proposition [£.2.4] we get that

I S ZH —ui, H — DNQl)”Hl/z(RJNWz La(RY)) <h +Z [|(h, H) ”HL/Q(]R+ w2-ta(RY))”
=0

For what concerns the third term, thanks to Proposition [£2.8 we have that

I3 < [[(uo — u2(0), Qo — Q2(0))|p, ,, -

From Lemma [£.2.9] we also have that
200} s gy + 1Q200) g )

S ||€7'Ytu2”LP(RJr;W?’q(Rf;RN)) +le™ (v + 3t)u2||Lp(R+;Lq(R$;RN))+
+||67’YtQ2”LP(]RJr;WS,‘?(]Rf;]RNz)) +lle™ (v + 81t)Q?”Lﬂf‘(1R+;W1’Q(1R%1RN2))'

Now we notice that

_ 1, _
e 7tu2||Lv(R+;Lq(M)) < %He 7t7u2||LP(R+;Lq(Rf)) S
2

Z || ”HL/Q(]RJr w2-La(RY)) + ||f||LP(R+,Lq(RN)) + ||G||L (R ;Wha(RY))
=0

where we have used Proposition[ .24l In the same way we can get the other estimates. Finally,
we conclude by the uniqueness: since (80) is a linear system, it is sufficient to see that (u, p, Q) =
0 when f =G =h=H = uy = Qp = 0. This follows by the semigroup theory:

(u, Q) = T(t)(uo,Qo) =0 = Vp=Ka(u,Q)=0.
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5 Proof of Theorem 1.2.4

Finally, we conclude with an application of Theorem [[L2.2 let us consider the general Beris-
Edward model:

(O — A)u+ Vp + BDiv(A —a)Q = f(u,Q) in (0,7) x RY

(0 — A+a)Q — BD(u) = G(u, Q) in (0,7) x RY

divu =0 in (0,7) x RY (85)
u=h, DNQ=H on (0,T) x RY

u(0) = ug, Q0) =Qo in RY,

where

(1,Q) = ~(w¥)uDiv 265 @ (Q+ 47 ) = (6 + DEQ+ (1~ QH - VQ © Q| -ADinL[F(@)]
6(1.Q) = - (wV)Q+E(DWQ+ QD) + W)@~ QW (w26 (@ + 57 ) Qs Vurt LIF(@L

N
(Vu—V"u), [VQOVQLr= Y. 9;QupdkQas jk=1,...,N,

a,B=1
H=AQ —aQ +bL[Q%] — c|Q*Q, F =0bQ* - c|Q*Q,

where €, a,b,c € R, 8 = 2% and

W(u) =

N~

I 2
L[A] = A - tr(A)Nd VA e RN,

We recall the following two results from Theorem 2.1 and 2.2 of [5]:

Theorem 5.0.1.
Let NeN, pe[l,o0], ¢,q1 € [1,00] and s > s1, then

By, (RY) = By, (RY).
Moreover, if m € N, then
Bl (RN) — WP (RY) — B (RY).

We are now ready to prove Theorem [[2.7}

Proof of Theorem [1.23)

The strategy is to use the Contraction theorem: let us define
[ (u, Q)| = ||U||H;((0,T);L0(M)) + HUHLP((O,T);Wqu(Rf))+

+||Q||H;((O,T);W1vq(]Rf)) + HQHLP((O,T);WM(M))-
Let T' € (0, 1], then we can define also

Y1 = Hy((0,7); LYRYRY)) N LP((0, T); W2(RY; RY));
Yé = H;((Oa T)7 Wl’q(Rﬁ; SO(Na R))) N LP((O’ T)7 Ws’q(Rﬁ; SO(Na R)))
Let w > 0. We will apply the theorem on the space

Yo ={(,W)e1 x Y | (v, W)l € w; vj—0 = uo, Wie=o = Qo, }-
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We consider the function ¢: (v, W) € Y, = (u, Q) € Y1 x Y3 which solves

(O — A)u+ Vp + BDiv(A — a)Q = f(E1(v), E2(W)) in (0,T) x RY

(O — A +a)Q — BD(w) = G(E(v), Ex(W)) in (0,T) x RY
divu =0 in (0,7) x RY
w=Es(h), DnQ = Es(H) on (0,T) x RY
u(0) =ug, Q0) =Qo in RY,

with p(t) = Ka(u(t), Q(¢)) and
&1(v) = Er[v — T1(t)(uo, Qo)] + ¥ (¢)T1([t]) (w0, Qo).

Eo(W) = Ep[W — T (t)(uo, Qo)] + 1 (t)Ta(|t]) (uo, Qo),
E3(h) = Er[h — T1(t)(uo, Qo)] + »(t)T1(|t])(uo, Qo),
E4(H) = BEp[H — DNTa(t)(uo, Qo)] + ¥ () DnTa([t]) (uo, Qo)

where ¥(t) is a C*°(R) function equal to 0 for ¢ < —2 and equal to 1 for t > —1, (T1(¢), T=(t)) =
T'(t) is the semigroup associated with the linearized problem (83) and

0 t<0

Er(f) = f@) t€(0,T)
f2T —t) te(T,2T)
0 t>2T.

We have taken the extension Er of (v, W)—T(t)(uo, Qo) and of (h, H)— (T(t), DNT'(t))(uo, Qo)
because when the function f we are extending satisfies f(0) = 0, then Ep[f] € H,(R) with

0 t<0
. o f(t) te(0,7)
AWEr(f) = —0,f(2T —t) te (T,27T)
0 t>27T.

In order to find such (u,p, Q) we have to check that f(&1(v),E (W), G(&1(v),E2(W)), Es(h)
and &4(H) satisfies the conditions of Theorem [[L2.2 let us start seeing that

||€_’Ytg3(h)HLP(]R;WQ’Q(Rf)) + ||€_7t53(h)||H;(R;Lq(M)) S
S Ml ee o, mywz ey + 10l a0, 1) aayy) +
+He " Ta(t) (w0, Qo) Lo, sw2a ey + e T1(t) (w0, Qo) s, Lae))-
Thanks to Proposition [£2.8 we get that
lle= T (t)(uo, Qo)llLr®, s w2amy)) + e Ty (t)(uo, Qo)ll 3y ;e ®y)) S
S HUOHBg’(;—l/m(M) + HQOHBg;Z/v(M)-
Finally, thanks to Lemma 2.7 for £ = 0, 1,2, we have that

lle="*&5(R) (86)

”Hﬁ“(R;WH’q(M)) S ”h”Hf;”((o,TxWH’q(Rm te
On the other hand
le™ " Ex(H) || Lomwezamryyy + 16" Ea(H) | gy mpawyy) S
+ P +
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S H Lo, mywza@yy) + 1H | m1o,m);0@y)) +
+||e™ " DT (t) (uo, Qo)ll Lo, ;w2amy)) + le™"* DNT(t) (uo, Qo)ll 3 ;o (my))-
Again, thanks to Proposition [£.2.8, we get that

le™""T(8) (w0, Qo)ll Lo (g swsa gy + ™ Ta(t) (w0, Qo) iy ey swro(eyy) S

5 ||u0||B§’(;71/p>(Rf) + ||QO||B:;',;2/F(]R£\:)'
So

—~t
He K 54(H)HHﬁ/Z(R;W%LQ(Rf)) 5 HHHHﬁ/Z((QT);W%Lq(Rf)) +e.

Now, we list the main non-linearities that arise of f(u,Q): let j,k, ¢ =1,...,N
Li(u) = (u-V)u, I2(Q) = 0;xQ0:Q, I3(Q) = 0;QQQ
L(Q) = 0;QQ I;(Q) = 9;QQ% I(Q) = 9;QQ%, I(Q) = 9;QQ*
I(Q) = Q0jkeQ, Ir(Q) = Q%00 Q;
Next, we list the main non-linearities of G(u, Q): let j,k,¢=1,...,N
1T (u, Q) = 0;Qu, Ilx(u,Q) = Qoju, II3(u,Q) = Q*ju, I1,(Q)= Q% II;(Q)= Q>
Therefore, we need to estimate
||€_7t1k(51(v)752(W))||LP(R+;L<:(M)) k=1,....,8
—~t o
le™ Lo (Ex(v), EsW )l Loy swramyyyy £=1,...,5.
We will write in details just some of the estimates: let us start with the estimates of I;:
1E1(0)VE() [ Laczy) < €1 @)oo ) 1E1(0) [wrayy S NELO)Ty1a ey,

where we have used Sobolev embedding with ¢ > N. Therefore

le ™ €1 (0)VE W) e szaayy) S Ne™ 1 ) Binaary o) = €™ HE ) Eana,swraqan)

By definition of £ we have that

||67§t81(v)||%2P(R+;W170(Rf)) S ||U||izp((01T);W1,q(Rf)) + ||675tT1(t)(U0a QO)||%ZP(R+;W1,q(R$))-
For what concerns the first term:

1 _x
STrlem=" & ()7

< T o]} <
- Lo ((0,T);Whe(RY)) ~ Lo (Ry;WHa(RY)) ~

2
||U||L2p((0,T);W1’Q(Rf))

1 2 2
ST (e a2 @y + e a0 2 @ pa@ry))

where we have used Lemma [£.2.9] and the fact that, since p > 2, by Theorem [B.0.1] then

(LIRY), WHI(RY)),_, = BiG VP(RY) = By (RY) = WHI(RY).

On the other hand

||€_EtT1(t)(u0’Q0)||2L2P(R+;W1’G(Rf)) S ||€_ZtT1(t)(U0aQ0)||2Loo(R+;W1,q(Rf)) S e

where we have used Lemma [£.2.9] and Proposition [£.2.8 Finally, we get

||€77t11(51(1)))”LP(]R;LQ(]R$)) S+ Tr (w46, (88)
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Let us pass to I5: as before
||€_Vtajk52(W)aég2(W)||LP(R+;LQ(R5)) S ||e_§t82(W)||%2P(]R+;W2x'J(]Rﬂ\r7)) S

S Tl/p||e_§tg2(W)||%oo(R+;W2,q(Rf)) + [le T T2 (t) (uo, QO)||%m(R+;W2,q(Rf))-

We use Lemma 27 noticing as before that, since p > 2, by Theorem B0 we have the
embedding
(WHIRY), WHURY)) 1 _1 /., = BEHP(RY) = W29(RY).

So we get
||677t12(SZ(W))||LP(R+;LQ(R1)) SeE¥+Tr (w?4e). (89)

The estimate for I3 is similar: with the same strategy we get that
670,85 (W)Ea(W)Okea (W) | oy oy < e F €0 s, gy <

2 2
STVPe 3t52(W)||iao(R+;W2,q(Rf)) + e 6tT2(t)(U07QO)||iw(R+;W2,q(Rf))-

Then we repeat the argument for I and I3. The estimate for I, with £ = 4,5,6,7 is the same
as before. Therefore, let us pass to Ig:

e & (W)0ikeE2 (ML, oy < / NELW) v 1E2 V) s <

< e e

Lo (Ry;Wha(RY)) le™=" & (W)

Lr(Ry;W3a(RY))”
Since p > 2, we can use Sobolev embeddings:
He_at‘cfé(W)||L°C(]R+;W1vq(Rﬂ\r’)) S He_ath(W)||W1/2«P(]R+;W1vq(]Rﬂ\r’)) S
S le™ 2 Bp[W — Ta(t) (uo, Qo)lllwr /20 swraeyy) + 1€ = Ta(t) (w0, Qo)llwr/2.o ey swio @y y)-
For what concerns the second part, we can just use the inequality
He_EtTQ(t)(anQ0)||W1/2«P(R+;W1vq(Rf)) < ”e_EtT?(t)(UOaQO)||H;(R+;WLQ(R$)) Se.

From the definition of E+ we have that

IE2[fll oy wra@yy) S 1 lLeqo,mywra@yyy, BT Mm@, wiawy)y) S 1 layo,r)wraey))-

So, since
W2P(Ry) = (LP(Ry), HE(R4))1/2,p,

By interpolation we have that
-
le™2* Ex[W — To(t)(uo, Qolllwrrze @, ;wrawyy) S W —Ta(t) (o, Qo) llw/20 (0, 1)W1 @Y)) <

SIWllwrzoo,mywra @y + 1T2() (wo, Qo)llwr2m 0,1y w0 @)
In particular

p —
W1y oy o ryyy) =

T T W) = WSy T 7 [|[E2(W)(E) — EaW) ()1 10
:/ / W (&) = W)y, (R*)dtds:/ / [E2(W) () = E2(W)(s)llyy, ®)
o Jo | o Jo |

[ sp/2+1 £ s[p/z+1
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Since p > 1, we have that (W) € Co’l_l/p(RJr;Wl’q(Rf;RNz)), =)

T T
2—2
”W||€V1/2,p((07T);W1,q(Rf)) S ||€2(W)||25(R+;W1’Q(Rf))/O /0 It — 5|p/ dtds.

We also know that p > 2, so p/2 —2 > —1 and

T T T T—s T
/ / |t — s|P/?"2dtds = / / |t[P/22dtds ~ / (T — s)P/271 — (—s)P/?7Nds ~ TP/2.
o Jo 0 J-s 0

S TP E(W

||W||€V1/2,p((OyT);leq(]Rf)) )||€{;(R+;W1vq(Rf))'

Similarly,

[T2() (w0, Qo)llw/2((0,m);wraeY)) S T"/2|| Ty (t) (uo, Qo)ll 1y r W (ry))-

Therefore,
||€_7t18(52(W))||LP(R+;L<:(R¢’)) SeE2+ T2 (WP +€7).

The estimate for Iy is the same, so we pass to the I1;:

||€77t3j52(w)51(v)H]ZP(R%WM(R%) :

N
S e OE WG DN 5 oy + € BELNRE) D, yagany) S
k=1

S [ IO a1 (0 e

So we can repeat the argument for Iy and we get
_ 1
le="" 11, (51(U)a52(W))||LP(R+;WM(RQ’)) S+ T (w2 + 52) ‘
Let us pass to I15:

[e™ 7" E2(W)D; €1 (v)||LP(R+;W1vq(Rf)) < |le77* (W) 056 (U)||LP(R+;LQ(R5))+

+Z e E2(W) ik () Loy spaqeryy) + €™ OrE2 (W)€ (V)| o r, Lary))-

For what concerns the second term, we can repeat the argument of I7;. For the other one

(90)

||€_7t82(W)8jk51(U)||LP(]R+;LQ(]RN)) S e e (W )||L°°(]R+;W1vq(]Rﬂ\r’))He_atgl(U)llLP(]RJr;Wqu(]Rf))'

Then we can repeat the argument of I5, so

||€7’YtIIQ (51 (’U), 52(W))||LP(R+;W1,LI(R$)) < 24+ Tw (w2 + 62) .

(92)

Repeating this kind of arguments also with I3, Iy and I5, if ¢ < 1, using (86]), (87) and (8])

to ([@2), we get
2

60, W)||lr < C (Z 1Ces )L g2 0 mysa-eqayyy + €+ T7 (@08 + 0 + w0 + 0%+ e)
£=0

with C' > 0 which doesn’t depend on w, e and T'. So, if we take w € R such that

2
¢ (Z 10 Bl g2 0 ryswa—e iy + E) :

£=0

SRS
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and we choose T' > 0 sufficiently small such that it holds

CT# (w2+w3+w4+w5+5) < %’

then the function ¢ is well-defined and ¢: Y,, — Y,,. Now, if we take (v1, W1), (va, Wa) € Y,,, it
can be seen as before that exists M > 0 independent from w,e,T such that

(01, W1) = dlva, Wa)llr < M (2 +T7 (w -+ 62 0+’ +2)) [[(vr, Wh) = (v, W) .

So, choosing e, T <« 1 sufficiently small, ¢ is a contraction on Y,, and therefore we have a

solution. The uniqueness follows from the contraction theorem. O
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