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Existence, Uniqueness, Analyticity,
and Borel Summability of Boussinesq
and Magnetic Bénard Equations

Abstract Through Borel summation methods, we analyze two different vari-
ations of the Navier-Stokes equation —the Boussinesq equation for fluid mo-
tion and temperature field and the the magnetic Bénard equation which
approximates electro-magnetic effects on fluid flow under some simplifying
assumptions. In the Boussinesq equation,

ut—yAu:—P[u-Vu—aeg@]—i—f (1)
@t —,U/A@ = —U- V@,

where d = 2 or 3 is the dimension, u : R? x Rt — R? and © : R x Rt — R.
For the magnetic Bénard equation,

1
vy —vAv=—Plv-Vv— —B-VB] + f (2)
[1p

1
B,— —AB=—Plv-VB— BV,
uo

where v, B : R? x RT — R%.

This method has previously been applied to the Navier-Stokes equation
in [5], [7], and [§]. We show that this approach can be used to show local
existence for the Boussinesq and magnetic Bénard equation, either for d = 2
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or d = 3. We prove that an equivalent system of integral equations in each
case has a unique solution, which is exponentially bounded for p € R™, p
being the Laplace dual variable of 1/t. This implies the local existence of a
classical solution to () and (@) in a complex ¢-region that includes a real
positive time (¢)-axis segment. Further, it is shown that within this real time
interval, for analytic initial data and forcing, the solution remains analytic
and has the same analyticity strip width. Further, under these conditions,
the solution is Borel summable, implying that that formal series in time
is Gevrey-1 asymptotic for small t. We also determine conditions on the
integral equation solution in each case over a finite interval [0, pg] that result
in a better estimate for existence time of the PDE solution.

1 Introduction

We consider two variations of the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation. In
the first case, we consider the coupling of temperature field with fluid flow
under the assumption that the temperature induced changes in density have
negligible effects on momentum, but cause a significant buoyant force. The
corresponding Boussinesq equation for u : R x RT — R% and © : R x Rt —
R with d = 2, 3 are

us — vAu = —Plu-Vu —ae20]+ f ,  u(x,0) = up(z) (3)
O — pAO = —u-VO | O(z,0) = Oy(x)

where P = [ — VA~1(V) is the Hodge projection operator to the space
of divergence free vector fields and es is the unit vector aligned opposite to
gravity and parameter a is proportional to gravity. Here (u, ©) corresponds
to the fluid velocity and temperature field. Using standard energy methods,
see for instance [17], existence of Leray type solutions in L>(0, T, L?(R%)) N
L2(0,T, H'(R?)) follows easily for any 7 > 0. In R? a unique classical
global solution can be shown to exist for all time. Further, in R? there is
a unique solution under the additional assumption that the solution lies in
L*(0,T, H*(R?). In [2], local existence and uniqueness for Boussinesq equa-
tion are shown in LP(0, T, L4(R%)) for d < p < oo and % + % <1

For the second problem, we study the the viscous magnetic Bénard equa-
tion, or MHD equation, which arises in the motion of a magnetic fluid in
situations where displacement current and charge density variations are neg-
ligible [4]. The equations for v, B : R? x RT — R? are

1
vt—l/Av:—P[v~va%B~VB]+f , v(x,0) =vo(z) (4)
Bi— 4 AB=—Pu-VB—B-Vi] , B(x0)=Bo(x)
uo

where d = 2,3 as before, v is the fluid velocity, B is the magnetic field,
while v, p, p and o are constants related to fluid viscosity, density, magnetic
permeability and electric conductivity respectively. The question of regularity
of solutions to the MHD equation in two and three dimensions has been well
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studied. Duraut and Lions [9] constructed a class of global weak solutions and
a local class of strong solutions using energy methods in both two and three
dimensions. In the two dimensional case, uniqueness and smoothness were
established for all time. More generally, Sermange and Temam [I6] showed
existence in three dimensions in the class L°°(0, T, L2(R%))NL2(0, T, H'(R%))
and uniqueness assuming the solution lies in L>(0, T, H'(R?)). Many others
[10], [11], [18], and [3] have a variety of results improving regularity.

In both the problems above, the existence of classical solutions, globally
in time, remains an open problem as it is for the 3-D Navier Stokes equation.
Control of a higher order energy norm (like the H' norm of velocity) has
remained a serious impediment for a long time. This motivates one to look
at other formulations of the existence problem that do not rely on energy
bounds.

The primary purpose of this paper is to show that the Borel transform
methods, developed earlier in [5] and [§] in the context of Navier-Stokes equa-
tion, can be extended to determine classical PDE solutions for the Boussi-
nesq and magnetic Bénard equations. This provides an alternate existence
and uniqueness theory for a class of nonlinear PDEs for which the question
of global existence of solution to the PDE becomes one of asymptotics for
known solution to the associated nonlinear integral equations. While this
asymptotics problem is difficult and yet to be resolved, it is shown (Thm
24)) how information about solution on a finite interval in the dual variable
for specific initial condition and forcing may be used for obtaining better
exponential bounds in the Borel plane and therefore better existence time
for classical solutions to the PDEs.

Further, many analyticity properties readily follow from this representa-
tion. Time analyticity for ?R% > « follow from the solution representation.
We also prove that the classical H?(R?) solution, which is unique, has the
Laplace transform representation given here, provided initial data and forc-
ing are in L'N L in Fourier space. Furthermore, for analytic initial data and
forcing, we prove that the formal expansion in powers of ¢ is Borel summable
and hence Gevrey asymptotic for small ¢. In the latter case, it is also shown
that the associated power series in the Borel plane has a radius of conver-
gence independent of size of initial data and forcing when initial data and
forcing have a fixed number of Fourier modes, this is useful in computing the
solution in the Borel plane.

2 Main Results

We first write the equations as integral equations in Fourier space. We denote
by f the Fourier transform of f and % the Fourier convolution. The Fourier
transform operator is denoted by F. As usual, a repeated index j denotes the
sum over j from 1 to d. Py is the Fourier transform of the Hodge projection

and has the representation
P.=(1- .
' ( ZE )
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Moreover u, v, and B are divergence free. Formal derivationl] based on in-
version of the heat operator in Fourier space in (B]) leads to the following
integral equations:

a(k,t) = /0 e—vIEP =) (ikjpk[aj;afaezé](m) - f(k)) dr  (5)
+e I (k)

t
Ok.t) = —/ eIkl (=) (ik;j [4;40] (k, 7‘)) dr + e~ Gy (k)
0
and, for the magnetic Bénard equation (@), one obtains

o(k,t) = —/Ote—"lklzﬁ—ﬂ (ik:ij {uj*v — iéﬁé} (k,7) — f(k:)) dr (6)

+ e—l/|k|2t,&0(k)

— k%t ~

A t — k|2 (t—7 A A
Blk,t) = —/ e e (ik:jpk [@j:kB - Bj:ma] (k:,T)) dr + e o Bo(k).
0

Remark 21 We may assume the initial conditions ug in the Boussinesq
equation and vy, Bg for the Bénard equation, as well as the forcing f are
divergence free, since any mon-zero divergence part of f can be included in
a gradient term, which has been projected away. We assume f = f(x) to be
time independent for simplicity although a time dependent f with some re-
strictions may be treated in a similar manner. Additional forcing terms on the
temperature and magnetic equations can be accommodated in the formalism
here.

Definition 22 We introduce the norm || - ||y, for some 8 >0 and v > d by
1/l = ksuﬂgi(l + k)7 e f(k)], where f(k) = F[f()]()-
€
Definition 23 We also use the space L' N L™ with the norm defined by

lliscaoe =meax{ [ 1k, sup 7691

keRd
In the case when results hold either for || - ||, or || - ||L1nLe norm, we
will use || - || v for brevity of notation.
We assume [|(1 + |k])?(do, ©o)||n < 00, ||(1 + |k])2 (%0, Bo)||n < oo, and
[|flln < oo in what follows. If || - ||y = || - ||,8 and 8 > 0 then the initial

condition and forcing are real analytic in z in a strip of width at least .

1 While derivation is formal, in the space of functions where existence is proved,
it will be clear the integral and differential formulations are equivalent
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Theorem 21 (Boussinesq Ezxistence and Uniqueness)

IF||(1+1 - D%(di0, O)||n < oo and ||f||n < oo, then the following hold.

i) The Boussinesq equation (@) has a solution, (@i, ©)(k,t) such that ||(i, ©) (-, t
oo for §R% > w forw sufficiently large. Specifically, [{3) holds, where (11, 64 ),
defined in (I{)), depends on the initial data and forcing.

it) The solution has the Laplace transform representation

(8, 0) (k. 1) = (10, o) (k) + / ", 8) (ke dp )

where ( ,S) satisfies a set of integral equations that has a unique solution

for ||(H S’)(-,p)||Ne_“’p € L'(0,00). From this representation (u,©)(x,t) =
FY(a, 8)(k)](x,t) is analytic in t for RT > w. This implies that if B > 0
then (u, ©) is analytic in x in a strip of the same width as the analyticity
strip for the initial data and forcing for any t € [0,w™1).

iii) Further for this solution, ||(1+|-])2(4, ©) (-, t)||x < oo fort € (0,w™1).

Moreover, (u, ©)(z,t) solves (@) and is the unique solution in L>=(0,T, H*(R?)).

In other words, given any solution in H*(R?) to the Boussinesq equation for
which the initial data and forcing satisfy the given assumption then the solu-
tion has the representation (7).

i) A sufficient condition for global existence of smooth solution to the
Boussinesq equation is that e=“P||(H, S)(-,p)||n € L*(0,00) for any w > 0.

Theorem 22 (MHD Ezistence and Uniqueness) If ||(14]-|)%(0, Bo)||n < o0
and || f||n < oo, then the following hold.

i) The magnetic Bénard equation (@) has a solution (0, B)(k,t) such that
(8, B)(-, t)|| v < o0 for R1 > a for a sufficiently large. Specifically, ({{4)
holds, where (01, B1), defined in (I8), depends on the initial data and forcing.

it) The solution has the Laplace transform representation

(6, B)(k.1) = (i, Bo)(k) + / W, 0) (k. p)e " dp ®)

where ( Q) satisfies a set of integral equations that has a unique solution
for ||( Q)(-,p)llnve=2? € LY(0,00). From this representation (v, B)(z,t) =
(o, ( )](z,t) is analytic in t for R1 > o. This implies that if B > 0
then (U B) is analytic in x in a strip of the same width as the analyticity
strip for the initial data and forcing for any t € [0,a™1).

iii) Further for this solution, ||(1+|-])2(0, B)(-,t)||x < oo fort € (0,a™1).
Moreover, (v, B)(x,t) is the unique solution to ({) in L>(0,T, H*(R?)). In
other words, given any solution in H*(RY) to the MHD equation for which
the initial data and forcing satisfy the given assumption then the solution has
the representation (8).

i) A sufficient condition for global existence of smooth solution to the
magnetic Bénard equation is that e=°?||(W,Q)(-,p)||lx € L*(0,00) for any
o> 0.

NIv <
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Remark 24 If the initial condition and forcing are known to be in L' in
Fourier space but not necessarily to be in L°°, then we have a unique solu-
tion to [A) or (@) for which ||(ﬂ,é)||L1(Rd) < o0 fort € (0,w™1), respectively
||(’O,B)||L1(Rd) < oo fort € (0,a™t). This solution is smooth pointwise by
instantaneous smoothing and solves the corresponding equation (3) or ().
What is not known is whether the corresponding (u, ©) or (v, B) in the phys-
ical space is in L>=(0,T, H*(R?)).

Remark 25 The guaranteed existence time T = w™' or o™, depending

on the equation being considered, depends on ||(1 + |- )2(i0, ©0)()||n or
1|1+ )%(0, Bo)(-)||n- This condition can be weakened using an accelerated
version of the Borel transform as in [§], i.e. using an alternate representation
forn>1:

(@, O)(k, t) = (i1, O0) (k) + / T8 (ke dg )

Remark 26 Using an accelerated variable instead of p, as in {@) for n suf-
ficiently large, we expect to be able to prove that in the case without forcing
for the periodic case v € T, global solutions of the PDEs implies that the
growth rate a for associated integral equation solution is arbitrarily small, a
result already shown for 3-D Navier-Stokes [§].

Theorem 23 (Borel Summability) i) For analytic initial data and forcing
and 8 > 0 the solution to the Boussinesq equation, (u, ©), and the solution to
the magnetic Bénard equation, (v, B), are Borel summable in t. That is there
exists (H,S)(z,p) and (W, Q)(z,p) analytic in a neighborhood of {0} URT,
exponentially bounded and analytic in x for |Im(x)| < B such that

(1,0) (. 1) = (0, O0) () + / T, S) (@, p)e P dp (10)

and

(0, B) (1) = (10, Bo) (&) + / " (W,Q) (@, p)e "t dp. (1)

In particularly by Watson’s Lemma, as t — 07

]2

(u,0)(z,t) ~ (ug,Op)(x) + (U, Om) (2)t™

1

3
Il

and

WK

(v, B)(,t) ~ (vo, Bo)(x) + > _ (vm; Bm)(2)t"™,

3
Il

where |(wm, Om) (@) < mlAgDY* and |(vm, Bm)(z)] < m!AgDy* with con-
stants Ao, Ay, Do, and Dy generally dependent on the initial condition and
forcing through Lemma[7])

it) Further, if analytic initial data and forcing have only a finite number
of Fourier modes and 8 > 0, the solutions (H, S)(k,p) and (W,Q)(k, p) have
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radii of convergence independent of the size of the initial data and forcing.
In particularly, constants Ag, Ao depend on the initial condition and forcing
and constants Dgy, and Dy depend on the number of Fourier modes of the
initial condition and forcing but are independent of the size of initial data
and forcing.

Remark 27 In the case B > 0, we do not need the restriction v > d. If
l|]]y,8 < 00, then for B’ € (0,3) we have for any n € N, ||4||y4n,p < .

Remark 28 Besides the nature of early time asymptotics, the finite radius of
convergence of the series in p being independent of size of initial condition, at
least for data with finite Fourier modes, helps determine the solution in [0, po].
Knowledge of the solution on [0,pg] can be exploited (as in the following
Theorem [24) to compute a revised estimate on w and « for specific initial
data and forcing.

Let (H,S)(k,p) be the solution to ([23) provided by Lemma BTl Define

(H,S)(k,p) for p € (0,po] C RT
0 otherwise

(ﬁag)(a)(kap) = {

and
A oo min(p,2po) . J1(2|k|\/vD)
e k,p) = _ W g z’z/ G[.l]’(a) k, Ndp' + 20 (k) ————t—"
ar min(p,po) , 5@ , ,
" P, Yk d

+2|k| l/p/o G(z,2")Pylea (k,p")]dp
. ik min(p,2po) . A J1(2|k|\/1p)
§6) (k,p) = —dT G(6 NG (k,p )y + 261 (k) == —o——

(k. ) 2lklv/ip Jo e k) ) 2lklv/ip

where

G[»l]’(a)(k7p> = *Pk[ﬁo,ﬁﬁ(“) + ﬁj(»a);kﬂo + I'Aljga) :S(a)]
G (k, p) = [ 48 + A V36, + S 8],
Notice if (ﬁ,g)(“)(k,p) is known, then fl(s)(k,p), S’(S)(k,p), Gg-l]’(a)(k:,p),

and Gf}’(a)(k, p) are also known functions given by (2II). Also, recall @; and
O, are quantities based on the initial condition and forcing given in (I4).

Theorem 24 (Improved exponential estimates) Assume €1, Bs and b are
functionals of the forcing f, initial condition (G, o), and the solution (H, S)

to the set of integral equations (Z4)) on a finite interval [0,po], determined
from the following equations for any chosen wg > 0:

b [ L Ol

Po

Po
€1 =B8B1+Bs+ / e~“PBy(p)dp,
0
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where

Bo(k) =Co sup [G(z,2)/2], B =2 sup [k|Bo(k)]|(i0, Oo)||n
po<p’'<p keRd
By =2 sup |I<:|Bo(kz)||(f[,S’)(a)(-,p)HN, B3 = sup |k|Bo(k), By = a sup By(k).
keR4 keR? keR4

Then, over an extended interval, the solution satisfies the relation

|(ACp).5C.p)) || € L (e rap)
for any w > wq satisfying

w > €1 + 24/ Bsb,

where f € L'(e~“Pdp) means fooo |f(p)le~“Pdp < cc.

Remark 29 This means that if the solution (ﬁ, S’), restricted to [0, po], to
the integral equation equivalent to the Boussinesq equation is known, through
computation of power series in p or otherwise, and the corresponding func-
tionals € and Bsb are small, as is the case for sufficiently rapidly decaying
(H,S) over a large enough interval [0, po], then a long time interval of exis-
tence (0,w™1) for classical solutions to Boussinesq equation is guaranteed. A
specific choice of wg may be made to optimize the lower bound on w in the
above calculations. The point of Theorem s that solutions to the integral
equation over a finite interval in p (either in the form of a Taylor series in
p, as appropriate for analytic data and initial conditions, or in the form of
numerical calculations, where rigorous error control are expected similar to
3-D Navier-Stokes [§]) can lead to a revised asymptotic bounds on w which
translates into a longer existence time for the PDE.

Remark 210 A similar result holds for the magnetic Bénard equation with
the obvious changes.

3 Formulation of Integral Equation: Borel Transform

Our goal is to take the Borel transform and create equivalent integral equa-
tions. To ensure decay in 1/t and avoid dealing with delta distribution when
applying the Borel transform in 1/¢, it is convenient to define h, W, §, and ¢
so that

a(k,t) = do(k) + h(k,t) (12)
O(k,t) = Oy(k) + 5(k,t

ok, t) = to(k) + b (k,t
B(k,t) = Bo(k) + 4(k, 1)

For (), we define

g = —Plhysh + hyag + ao,;%h) (13)



Borel Summability of Boussinesq and MHD Equations 9

G = (%8 + hy#60 + g ;78]

and

1 (k) == —v|k|* 4o — ik; Py[io j*0o) + aPyle2Bo] + f (14)
él(k/’) = —,u|k:|2é0 - Z'kj(’aod*iéo).

Similarly, for (@), we define

f S 1 U fon
G5 1= = Pylig b + g + i) + ﬁpk [Boj*4 + §;*Bo + 4;*q]  (15)
i = = Pylo 4G + ;4Bo + t;4q] + Pl Bo j4ib + 4yi + g;4i]
and

. FO N 1 - 4 ;
V1 (k) = 7I/|k|2’l)0 — ’ijpk[voﬁj*’l)o — %Bo,j*BO] + f (16)

Bl (k) = 7E|k|2BO - ijpk [UO,j*BO - BO,j*'UO]-

Using these definitions in (B)) and (B) and integrating terms whose 7 depen-
dence appears only in the exponential, we obtain the integral equations

t 2 ’ [1] 1-— e_l/lklzt
h(k,t) = —ik:j/ e~ VIFT(t=5) (ﬁj (k,s") — Pylae2s](k, SI)) ds' + k]2 i
) v

(17)
R ' o 1 — e—nlkPtY
§(k,t) = —ik; [ e MK é)g][?](k:,s)ds—i— —5— | &1
0 k|

and

) 7 . L

w(k/’, t) — _lk;]/o\ e—V‘kP(t—S)g‘E_B](k’ S)ds + (W 'Ul (18)

¢ o= (o) kP
k) = ik [ e (o) MR (=) 514 -7 ™7 5
g(k,t) = zkj/o e~ W 9; (k,s)ds+< (o)1 )Bl.

In both systems, we seek a solution as a Laplace transform,
(o)t = [ (.8) Grp)e ey
0

(@)t = [ (1.Q) (e ap.
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With this goal, we take the formal [] inverse Laplace transform in 1/t of our
two equations. The inverse Laplace transform of f is given as usual by

c+ioco
L) = = / f(s)erds,

2% J oo

where ¢ is chosen so that for Res > ¢, f is analytic and has suitable asymp-
totic decay. We define

1 c+ioo
1
H(V)(p,p’, k) := / { / T teap[—v|kPr7 (1 — ) + (p — p/Sl)T]dT} ds.

o/ L2T0 S i

Then ([IT) becomes

N p R P .
H(k,p) = —ik; / H (p, 0, k)G (ke p)dp’ + / HY (p, 1/, k) Pilaea 8] (k, p)dp
0 0

(19)
1— €7V|k|2t
. 1
N P AR . Lf1- e—nlk|%t
$00) = it [ HO ol G )af + €097 (=5 ) )
0
and (I8) becomes

R ) p y N . _ 1— e_'/‘k‘2t
Wik.p) =iy [ HO . G ey + 01 1<7V|,€|2 ><p>
0
(20)

) o [T A g B (1= o) R
0 ’ (no)~1IK]

In the above, (3’;’2’3’4 = Eil[g;’2’3’4]. Specifically,

G = Pyl #H + Hykio + H; TH), @)
G = [0 ;48 + H;%60 + H; 18],

A~ N P Tr oA A SYERT | 1 ; %0 ) 4B 2,50
GEBl = Py[to, ;%W + Wkt + W, ;W] — ﬁpk[BO,j*Q +Qy*Bo + Q;.¢);

6%4] = Pk[’LA)OJ>T<Q + VAVj%BO + Wj :Q] — Pk[Boyj%W + Qj%’f)o + Qj IW]

! While the derivation of the integral equation is formal, we prove later (Lemma
[6T) that the unique solution to the integral equation in the Borel plane generates a
solution to the Boussinesq/magnetic Bénard equation through Laplace transform.
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where * denotes the Laplace convolution followed by Fourier convolution (or-
der is unimportant). We now make the observation that our kernel H®) (p,p’, k)
has a representation in terms of Bessel functions. Namely,

HO (.0, K) = TG0z, ) == T~ R (M) + V(2R ()

where J; and Y; are the Bessel functions of order 1, z = 2|k|,/vp, and
z' = 2|k|v/vp’. In similar spirit, we have

Py _ 671/|k|2‘r71
2J1( ) — £71 <1W> (p) (22)

z

These assertions are proved in the appendix in Lemma [@]] and Lemma [92)
Thus, our integral Boussinesq equation becomes

. k P ! N
H(k,p) 2|Z|\;T_/ G(z,2") el k: p’)dp’—i—mr/o @Pk[egT(k,p')]dp’
(23)
+2’LL1 )Jl(Z)
k; .
$0hp) == [ 9GO et ! +26, 1) 2L,

where ¢ = 2|k|\/up, and ¢’ = 2|k|\/up’. Abstractly, we may write the set of
equations (23] as
(H,8)(k,p) = N(H, 9)](k,p). (24)

Similarly, our integral MHD equation becomes

_ kT P A g o 1y T1E)
~3vip Jo G(2,2")G; (k. p")dp’ + 201 (k) E

N _ikjm/po > 2 Al Ja(
k,p) = VG (e, )y + 2B () 2
k) =B [" G OG0+ 280 2

W (k,p)

(25)

)

)

where Z = 2|k|\/op, 2 = 2|k|vvp, ¢ = 2|k|, /L, and ' = 2|k]| . Ab-

po?
stractly, we will denote the set of integral equations in (23] as

(W, Q)(k,p) = MI(W,Q)](k,p). (26)

Remark 31 By properties of Bessel functions |G(z,2")| is bounded for all
real nonnegative z’ < z. (The approxzimate bound is 0.6).

Remark 32 By properties of Bessel functions |G(z,2")/z| is bounded for all
real nonnegative z' < z.
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To prove Theorem 2] and 2], we will show A" and M are contractive in a
suitable space, so (I:I .S ) and (W, Q) are Laplace transformable in 1/¢. Then
Lemma [T tells us that (h, §) and (i, §) the Laplace transforms satisfy (I7)
and (I8) for R(1/t) large enough. This means that at least for small enough

3

(6.6) (k. 1) = (410, 60) + / )k, p)e P dp

solves the Boussinesq equation (B in the Fourier space with given initial
condition and

(6, B) (k. t) = (60, Bo) + /Ow(w,Q)(k,p)e—p/tdp

solves the magnetic Bénard equation (B]) in the Fourier space with given
initial condition. Furthermore, we show (u,©)(z,t) = F~'[(i, O)(-,1)](z)
(respectively, (v, B)(z,t) = F~ (6, B)(-,t)](z)) is a classical solution to the
Boussinesq (magnetic Bernard) problem.

4 Norms in p

Recall the norm || - || in k is either the (7, ) norm given in Definition
for some 3> 0 and v > d or the L' N L> norm.

Definition 41 For o > 1, we define

1119 = sup(1 + p*)e™?|| (-, p)||n-
p=>0

Definition 42 We define A% to be the Banach space of continuous function
of (k,p) for k € R? and p € R for which || - || is finite. In similar spirit,
we define the space AT of locally integrable functions for p € [0,L), and
continuous in k such that

L
17115 = / ||, p)l [dlp < .

Definition 43 Finally, we also define A} to be the Banach space of contin-
uous functions in (k,p) for k in R? and p € [0, L] such that

1117 = sup [If(p)llw < oo
p€E[0,L]

These norms are used in the analysis of the solutions to (23)) and (23]). The
norms are used to guarantee the solutions have the properties necessary to
insure their Laplace transforms satisfy the corresponding integral equations,
() and (@). Furthermore, to show Borel summability for analytic data and
forcing, more regularity in p is required than provided by || -||§. By proving
the solution is unique in the spaces A and A$, where one clearly contains
the other for finite L, we are assured of regularity in p.
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5 Existence of a Solution to (23] and (25

We need some preliminary lemmas. Recall, d = 2 or d = 3 denotes the dimen-
sion in z or its dual k. Often constants appearing in subalgebra bounds will
depend on dimension. We will explicitly state the dependence when defining
them and suppress the dependence elsewhere.

Lemma 51 If |[0]|,,5 and ||[]|,,5 < 0o for v > d and k € R?, then

||17>T‘UA’| |%ﬁ < Co(d)| |17| |%ﬁ||UA’||mﬁ7
where

00(2) — 2’y+1/ 1 dk/ _ 7T2’Y+2 .
were (14 [K])7 (v=1(r—2)

~ oyt 1 ' T2 +4
Co(3) =2 /k e T Goa 909"

Proof The d = 3 case can be found in [5] and the d = 2 case is basically the
same. For a detailed proof see [15]. From the definition of || - ||5 3 and the

fact that e AU IHE=F]) < o=BIFl we have

nd

1
D3| < e PR W / dk'.
| | > || ||’Yﬁ|| ||’Yﬁ R (1 + |k/,l|)’y(1 ¥ |k _ k"|)7

Split the integral into two domains |k’| < |k|/2 and its compliment to show

1

v+l 1
/ dk' < / —dk
weme (L+ W)Y (1+ [k — K[)7 (1 + k)Y Jyere (L4 [R])7
27 +2,

A+ k)T (v = 1)(v = 2)°

where polar coordinates and integration by parts are used to evaluate the
last integral.

Corollary 52 If [|9||n, |[®|[n < oo, then for Co = Co(d) chosen such that
Co = Cy for N = (v,8), v >d and Cy =1 for N = L' N L>, we have

[o%@]|nw < Collo]| w0 n-

Lemma 53 Also, notice that
[(Pth). P@)]| < 119l

Proof Py is the projection of a vector onto k.
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Lemma 54 With Cy as defined in Corollary [53, appropriately modified for
d =2 or 3, and constants
7TCO

Cr = —/——"F7—— sup |g(zazl)|’
mln(\/;a \//7) z€RT,0<2'<2

1 1
Cy=2m max(ﬁ, V/po) max(1, %)C’O sup 1G(z,2")],

zeR1,0<2'<z

Cs =T7a sup 1G(2,2")/2],
z€RT,0<2' <2

we have the following bounds on the norm in k, for operators N' and M
defined in (24)) and (28) respectively:

INTCT, 8)( )l < %/ (1B ).l = 1 $)C 0l
110 BN G S) )l ) do'+ . O1)l+Cs [ 115 e

(27)

MW, Q) Pl < g (II( Q) * 1W, Q)¢ )

+ ||(U07BO)”NH(WaQ)('vp/)”N) dp' + (01, B1)||v (28)

and
VT, SED](, p) = NS, S p)ly < (29)
% Op (1™, S ) L+ (1, S, p)l ) |1, S )
—(AE, S ()| o, €0l [, S, ) = (2, S vy
+03/ 181 — S8 )]
||M[<W“LQM><-,p>1 = MIOWEL QR p)]ll < (30)
j‘i (P, QU ) + [V, QBN )l ) + || 1, Q1) (- )

_(W[Q]aQ[Q])('ap/) N + ||({)O;BO)||N||(W[1]aQ[l])(ap/) - (W[Q]aQ[Q])('ap/)HNdp/'

Proof We will give the proof for (28) and (30). The two inequalities for (H, S)
are very similar. From [1], | J1(2)/z| < 1/2 for z € R* and

Z

H2 (a(k)‘h(g),&(k)‘”f))HN < 1t Bl (31)
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From Corollary B2] we have

150l (W7, Q)1 Ji(Go, Bo)+W 13 (W, @)l <
26010, Bo) Il Q). )l + Col W (o)l v * W, Q)P ] -
Similarly,

|BO|*A< (gaw> + |Q|;k (ﬁ,f)o) + |Q|I (g,W> < max <1, i) .
1p 1p 1p N 1p

(20|60, Bo)l Il 1W, @) (.2l + CollQC, )l = 10V, @), )l |

Then using Lemma B3] the two inequalities above, and Schwartz inequality
we obtain

145G G <aculifmax (1) (107, Q) = 10V, Q)

+ 1o Bl 10V, Q)2 ) -

Now, noticing that

(G(2:2) A A
k] < \/; Gj ) \/ﬁg(@( )G] )‘ S

1 A3l A
max(ﬁ, \/u0)|kj(G£_3]’G£_4])| sup  |G(z,2")]

z€R+T,0<2' <2

(23) follows directly. To obtain (30) notice that
i« 15701 Al 1712 % 137021 Al2ly _
Wi Q) — Wit Q) =
Wit ((W[ll,Q[l]) - (W[zl,Qm)) I Wy i g,
From which we get
”ij (Wi ol — Wj[z] I(W[Q]’Q[Q])HN <Gy ”(W“L@”) -~ (W[Q]’Q[Q])H

< (HHOVI, QUL + (17, Q) |y )

N

Similarly,

|

QY 1@, W) — QP (@ W|| < o || (i1, QM) — (2, Q) |

(11071, QU + 10712, Q) L)

N

Combining this bound and bounds using Lemma as in the first part of
the proof, we get ([B0).
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Lemma 55 For f,je A%, AS or AP
172911 < MoColl F11©]13]]©
1£ 29118 < CollF115]1911 1
159115 < LCo| 1115119115,

where My = 3.76 - - - is large enough so

P (1 +p*)ds
/o )t (p_sp - o

This means the Banach spaces listed in the norms section form subalgebras
under the operation ;. The properties listed are independent of dimension
except for a change in Cy showing up due to the Fourier convolution. The
proof is in [B]. The basic idea is that k and p act separately in the norm. So,

we need only consider how the p portion of the norm effects fo Yo(p—s)ds.

Lemma 56 (This lemma expands the bounds in Lemma[54 to bounds in p
in some of our other norms). On A{, the operators M and N satisfy the
following inequalities

IV, 8) 15 < Cav/ma™ 2 {(I(H, 9)II)2 + [0, ©0) v I (4, S)lI5 |
+a M [(@, O1)]|n + a7 ClIS]IF, (32)

MOV, QI < Cav/ma™ 2 {(10V, Q1IN + 1160, Bo)lIn 10V, Q)lIg |
a7l Bl (33)

and

IV (AHD, SE) N (BB, 5B <

Co/ra~ 2 { (AN, SM[Ig -+ (1(, 52 1¢) (1AM, $0) - (i, 52))1¢)

+ [[(@0, ©0)||w || (A, SH) — (AP, 3[2])”?} + a1 G| S - SEI
(34)

M, Q) - MOV, Q)5 <
Cav/ra 2 { (IO, QU 15+ 1072, Q5 ) (10! @ — (W

+ [1(80. Bo)lln || (W, QM) — (WL, QB | } (35)

Similarly, for A, we have

INUEL 811 < CV{ LI, S)IIF)? + | o, Go)Inl (A, S5 }

ol

7)
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+l(ar, ©1)llw + LCs|IS]IF,  (36)

MO, QIE < VI { LIV, QI + 110, Bo)lIn | (W, @)lIF }
+ 101, Bllv, (37)

and

(D, S0 A (i, S <
Cov/I {1 (JIC™M, S5 + 112, 215 (1AM, S — (2, 52 1)
+ [1(0, Go)lw| |1, §18) — (2], 5212} + chné“] - 5B, (39)

MOV, QU — M2, QB 32 <
CoVI{L (IO, QU + 1072, QEhyj ) (11w, QM) — (12, Qi) 32)
o+ 1150, Bo)l I (W1, QW) — (W, Q1 (39)
Proof For the space A{ and any L > 0, we note that

L
/ || (i1, 61) |dp < o[ (it1, 61) |y
0

and

L
/ efo‘ppfl/de <r <l) a2 = \/ra"V2.
- 2
0

We further notice that for y(p’) > 0, we have

L » L L
/ e orp=t/2 (/ y(p')dp’> dpz/ y(p')e (/ e‘“(p"")p‘l/de> dp'
0 0 0 o
L L L
< / y(p/)efap' (/ eassl/2ds> dp/ < / y(p/)efap' ﬂail/de’.
0 0 0

(40)

Similarly,

L L
/ (/ I8¢, ||Ndp) / 18C.7) |we e (/ e-a@-“dp) ay
0 p’
L L
- / 18C,7) |we e (/ d) dp' < o815
0 0
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Then, using @0) in 27) and the idea in Lemma [55 that [ e=°P[(||g||n *
[[Al[n) ()ldp < [|g]IF]AII, we have

L
| e In )y < covma {(l. 3) )
0
+ [|(dio, ©o)|| || (H, S”)II?‘} +at|(@1,01)|lv +a ' CslIS]IF. (41)
This proves ([32). Further, from (29)), it also follows that

L
| e IN G S )N S p) v <
0

[e3

Cav/ma /2 { (11, SMIg +||(F, $EH[|7 ) || (7rh, $1) — (A7, §12)

1
+ o, €0 v || (A1, 500) — (A2, 52|} a1 81 - S5 (42)
1

This proves (34). The inequalities for (W, Q) similarly follow from (28) and

Now, we consider .47°. We note that for p € [0, L], we have

P
‘p_m/ y(p')dp"é sup |y(p)|VL.
0

p€[0,L]

We recall from Lemma that

gL( sup |y1(P)|> ( sup |y2(p)|> :
p€[0,L] p€[0,L]

/p y1(s)y2(p — s)ds
0

Taking

y(p) = [I(H.8)(.p)lIn *|(H,9)(,p)lv + [I(@0, €0) || [|(H, 5) (-, )|
and y1(p) = y2(p) = (4, 9)(-, )|,

@B4)) follows from (27)). To get the bound in ([B8)) we will choose,

y(p) = (I1CAM, S0y + [|(A1, $2) | ) «
+ 110, Go)l I 1A, S1T) — (A, 52y

A S0y _ (g2 g2 H
(HE, 5T = (H=, 59|

now using (29) the proof follows. The bounds on (W,Q), B7) and (B9), are

proved in similar spirit.
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Lemma 57 Equation (23) has a unique solution in Ay for any L > 0 in a
ball of size 2w~ ||(@11,©1)||n for w large enough to guarantee

20y {2w (i, 00l + | (o, G0)l v + =2 = 1/2}<1 (43)

C\/_

where (i, 60,) is given in (T3). Similarly, equation (23) has a unique solution
in A for any L > 0 in a ball of size 2a=||(91, B1)||n for a large enough to
guarantee

201702 {207 |(61, Bo)lIn +11(30, Bo)ln | <1 (44)

where (01, By) is given in (IB). Furthermore, the solutions also belong to A3
for L small enough to ensure either

o . C
20,112 {2L||(u1,81)||N /(0. o)l + C—le/Q} <1 ()

or

20312 {2L||(61, By) | +11(50, Bo)llw | <1 (46)

depending on the equation being considered. Moreover, hmp_,0+( S)(k p) =
(d1,61)(k) and limy, o+ (W, Q)(k, p) = (i1, B1)(k).

Proof The estimates in Lemma imply that M maps a ball of radius
207 Y|(#1, By)||v in A$ into itself and is contractive when « is large enough
to satisfy (). Similarly, M maps a ball of size 2||(¢1, B1)||x in A into
itself and is contractive when L is small enough to satisfy ([46]). Therefore,
there is a unique solution to the Bénard integral system of equations in the
ball. Furthermore, A C A¢, so the solutions are in fact one and the same.
Similarly, A is contractive on a ball of radius 2w=!||(G1,01)||y in AY for
w large enough to satisfy @3) and a ball of size 2||(1, ©1)||x in AP for L
small enough to satisfy ([@3]). So, the Boussinesq integral system has a unique
solution in each of these spaces. Since A® C A, the solutions are in fact
one and the same.

Moreover, applying (B8) (respectively, [39)) with (A1, []) _ ( bt S)
(respectively, (W11, Q1) = (17,Q)) and (H, $) = 0 = (W, QR)), w
obtain

H(E ) (k,p) - (dl(k)%z(z),él(/g)%@) Y

L

CoL {L(ICE $)F)° + 0. O0)|Iw (. S) 5} + LCHISIIF
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CAL 2 { LW, Q)IIE)? + I1(do, Bo)lIn 0V, QIIE }-

Since ||(H, S)||3° and ||(W,Q)||3° are bounded for small L, letting L — 0,

81000 - (000922, 0109220 ) |
" v @ - (102242, 5,022 |

As lim,_,02J1(2)/z = 1, for fixed k, limp_>0(l:l, S)(k,p) = (Gi1,01)(k). Simi-
larly, for fixed k, lim,_,o(W,Q)(k,p) = (01, B1)(k).

6 Properties of the solutions

We have unique solutions to our two integral equations, (I9) and (20). We
show in the following Lemma [61] that these solutions Laplace transforms give
solutions to (&) and (6], which are analytic in ¢ for R1 > w (resp. ). Lemma
64 below shows that any solution of () with ||(1+]-])2(@, ©)(-,t)||ny < oo or
respectively (@) with ||(1 + | - [)2(8, B)(-,t)||ny < oo is inverse Fourier trans-
formable with (u,®) solving @) and (v, B) solving (@)). Lemma [62 below
insures that ||(14 |- )2(4, ©)(-, t)||n < oo and ||(1+|-)%(d, B)(-,t)||§ < .
Thus, combining these two results, we have (u,©)(x,t) = F~1(a,O)(k,t)
and (v, B)(z,t) = F~(0, B)(k,t) are classical solutions to (@) and (@) re-
spectively.

Lemma 61 For any solutions (H,S) and (W,Q) of (I9) and (20) such
that ||(H, S)(,p)lIlx € L'(e™“Pdp) and ||(W,Q)(,p)llxy € L'(e~*Pdp) the
Laplace transform

(8, 0) (k. 1) = (10, Go) (k) + / (L 8)(k, p)e P dp (47)

and

(8, B) (k. 1) = (30, Bo)(k) + / T . Q) (ko p)e P dp (48)

solve (@) for R(1/t) > w and (@) for R(1/t) > « respectively. Moreover,
(@1, 0)(k,t) is analytic for t € (0,w™1) and (0, B)(k,t) is analytic for t €
(0,71).

Proof We may write

1 ct+100
1
HY (p,p', k) =/ {—/ T lexpl—v|kPrH(1 - 5) + (p—p’sl)T]dT} ds
0 c

210 Joioo

since by contour deformation the integral with respect to 7 can be pushed
to 400 and is therefore zero for s € (0,p’/p). Let G1 = —ik:ng-l] + Pi(ae2S)
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and G; = —ik:jég-l] for | = 2,3, 4. Changing variable p’/s — p’ and applying
Fubini’s theorem gives

p ~ ~
| (19 0.5 0. 1 (. 0G0, (19)
0

1 P, .
= [ [ (e T s, Gt 9T 0 s 1)) i s
0 0
and

p N 1 N
/ (MO .0, k)G, ), H T2 (0,0, ) Gia () ) dpf (50)
0

1 D . . )
= / s {/ (Gg(kz,p’s)f(”) (p—17,s,k), G4(k3,p’s)I(u_a)(p -7, s, k)) dp’} ds,
0 0
where for p > 0

1 c+ioco
W (p,s, k) = = / rtexp[—v|k]Pr7 (1 — 5) + prldr. (51)

—100
Taking the Laplace transform of (#9]) and (B0) with respect to p and again
using Fubini’s theorem yields

o0 ) 1 N
/ e Pt {/ / (Gl(k,p/s)I(V) (p—1p,sk),Ga (k,p’s)I(‘“) (p—17,s, k)) sdp’ds} dp
0 0o Jo

1
= / (gl (ka St>I(V) (ta S, k)v g2(k7 St)I(“) (tv S, k)) ds
0

and
Tt LT ’ T (V) ’ A 1 AT() ’ ’
e”? (Gs(k,p $) IV (p —p', s, k), Ga(k,p's)L' e’ (p — p ,s,k)) sdp'ds ¢ dp
0 o Jo

1
= / (95(k, STt 5, K), Ga (R, st) 1) (1,5, K) ) ds,
0

where §(k,t) = L[G(k,)](t™Y) and I(t,s,k) = L[Z(-,s,k)](t"!). By as-
sumption [|(H,$)(,p)llx € L(edp), |(W.Q)(-p)lly € L}(e=7dp),
(0, B0)l|v < oo, and [|(29, Bo)||n < co. From the definition of G given
in (2I) and Lemma B it follows that G are Laplace transformable in p, for
t e (0,w ) orte (0,a7!) as appropriate. Thus,

gl = 7’LkJPk[il]>T<il + }Alj%’&o + ﬂoﬁjiil] + Pk[aegé]

go = —ikj []A”L]>T<§ + iLjiéo + ﬂ07j>T<§]

while in similar spirit (§s, §a)(k, t) is given by multiplying the right hand side
of ([IT) by ik;. We also have

IV, 5, k) = te~vIkFt=s) (52)
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Recalling the integral equations for (H,S) and (W, Q) given in (I9) and (20),
we have

) 1=kl 1— eIk
(h, 8)(k,t)— (ﬁl(k) (W) ,01(k) (W))

1
= t/ <e_”‘k‘2t(1_s)g1(kz,st),e_”‘k‘2t(1_s)§2(k,st)) ds
0

t
:/ (efwk\?(tfs)gl(k,S)vefv|k|2<t7s>g2(k75)) s
0

t
(,q)(k, 1) = / (7= g (ke 5), e M=) gy 1, s) ) ds
0

(ks 1 — eVl Bk 1 — e—(no) kIt
PO ) PO ) )

Therefore, we directly verify (i, ©)(k,t) = (i, ©0)(k) + (h, §)(k,t) satisfies
@) and (0, B)(k,t) = (o, Bo)(k) + (w0, §)(k,t) satisfies (@). Moreover, ana-
lyticity in ¢ follows from the representations

(0.0)(0k.0) = (a0, 60)(k) + [ (.8) (bp)eay
(0. B)0.0) = (o0 B} )+ [~ (1.Q) (ke

Lemma 62 (Instantaneous smoothing) Assume ||(tio, Oo)||n < 00, ||(90, Bo)||n <
00, and ||f||n < oo with N either L' 0 L>®(R%) or (v, 8) with v > d, 8 > 0.

For the solution (0,B) known to exist by Lemma [57 for t € (0,T] with

T < a1, we have ||[(1+]- |)2(6,B)(~,t)||N < oo fort € (0,T]. Respectively,
1@+ D2, 0) (-, t)||§ < oo fort e (0,T) with T < w™!.

Proof The two cases are similar, we present the Bénard case. Our goal is to
boot strap up using derivatives of (v, B). Consider the time interval [e, T| for
e>0and T < a!. Define

Ve(k) = sup_|(&, B)|(k,t).

Since |(0, B) (k. 1)] < |20, Bo) (k)] + [~ (W, Q)(k, p)le™**dp,

[IVe(B)l|5 < 11(%0, Bo) (k)| + [|(W, Q) (k, p) I < co.
On [, T] for € > 0,

t 1 . R .
o(k,t) = e VIF 5, (k) /O e VIRl (=) (ikjpk[@j:kﬁ - %Bj:kB](k,T) - f(k)> dr
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— k|2t k2 t—T A A
Blk,t) = e Bo(k)fz'kj/ e =2 ){Pk[ﬁj;B+Bj>@@](k,T)}dT.
0

. 1 L[t .
(o0, Bo) (1) | sup e 4[] [ Jble o Mg
emin(v, E) 2>0 0

t
+20pi0 / [P im0 g
0

Therefore,

|k[[(2, B) (K, 1)] <

Noticing that

¢ : TENTAEI 1
/ |k|267m1n(v,ﬁ)\ | (7T)d7_ <
0

min(v, H%)

and

t e~ ?
/ |k|€_ min(v, ua)lkl (t— T)dT < sup \/T -
0 2>0 \/_ min(v, o )

it follows that

- c . - N .
[1617es2|| . < =311G60, Bo)lin+ 5 (2CollVol i + VTl ) < oc.

1
min(v, #%T

In the same spirit, for ¢ € [§, 7], we have

t
ok, t) = e "5k, €/2) — // eIk (=) (unk(vj [k;0] —
€e/2

A~ — k%t t — 2(t—r A~ A~
B(k,t) = ¢ Li“i’B(k;,e/Q)—i/ e m T { Pulog kg B+ Byl o) (k7) | dr,
€/2

where we used the divergence free conditions k-9 =0 and k - B = 0. Multi-
plying by |k|? and using our previous bounds, we have for ¢ € [e, T

1 —Zz
sup ze
(t— ¢/2)min(r, L) 250

[k[%1(0, B) (k)] <

(@,B)(k,e/g)(

t
+(2‘7e/2>?llee/z+|f|)/ |26 min0n ) WP (=7 g
€/2

Hence,

N 1 N N o
K2V, <— Bo)llv+ == (2Co [Vepo| | IE1Vesa]| + A1)
|12V, o, Boll+ ey (20 Ve || Ve + Dl
All the terms on the right hand side are bounded, which gives ||(1+|k|)2Ve||x <
co. Further, as e > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that ||(1+|-|)2(, B)(-, t)||x < oo

for t € (0,T.



24 H. Rosenblatt, S. Tanveer

Remark 63 We note that the smoothness argument in x of the previous
|1+ [l *7

vided ||(1+ |k|2) ||, is finite. Since € > 0 is arbitrary this implies instanta-
neous smoothing two orders more than the forcing.

Lemma can be easily extended further to show

is finite pro-
N

Lemma 64 Given (i, ©) a solution to [@) such that ||(1+|])2 (@, ©)(-, t)||n <
oo for t € (0,w™Y), then (u,0) € L¥[0,w™ !, H?(R?)] solves (3). Respec-
tively, given (0, B) a solution to (@) such that ||(1+ |- |)2(d, B)(-,t)||n < o0
fort € (0,a™1Y), then (v, B) € L=[0,a~ !, H*(R?)] solves (7).

Proof The two cases are similar, we show the Boussinesq case. Suppose (, @)
a solution to (B such that ||(1+|-])2(@, ©)(-,t)||ny < oo for t € (0,w™1). We
notice that by our choice of norms, (1 + |- )2(a, ©)(-,t) € L*(R?) for any
t € (0,w™1). Indeed for N = (v, B), we have

(fa+mnia. ey opar) 2 <

. o281kl 1/2
I+ 1-D21(@, 0) (- 1)l (/ Wc”s) :

Asy>d, [ We’w‘k‘dk < oo. For N = L' N L™ we have,

/(1+|k|) (@, ©) (k. t)] dk</(1+|kl) (@, ©)(k, t)]dk sup (1+[k[)?|(, ©) (K, 1)].

keRd

So, [I(L+1-D*(@. ©) (Dl z2(za) < (1 +]-)?(@: ©)(, )l 11z (ze)- Thus, by
well known properties of the Fourier transform (u,©) = F~1(4,0)(x,t) €
L>(0,w™t, H2(R?)). As (1, ©) solves (), (4, 0) is differentiable almost ev-
erywhere and

Gy + v|k[*a = —ik;Pp[i;%0) + aPyle®) + f (53)

Oy + ulk*6 = —ikj[0;#6], keR? teRT.
Further, (i, 0;)(k,t) € L®(0,w™ !, L%(RY)) since (1 + |k|)2(d, O)(k,t) €
L>°(0,w™", L2(R%)). Hence, (u, O)(z,t) = F~ (4, 0)(x,t) solves
uy — vAu = —Plu - Vu — ae20] + f(x)
O — pAO = —u - VO.

Proof of Theorems [2T] and Suppose |[(1+ - )2 (@10, ©0)||nw < o0 and

||f]lx < co. Then from the definition of (i, ©1) in () we see ||(i1, 61)||n <
00, since

11, €0)l[v < max(r, 1) k20, 60) |+ Collollv |0, €0)||

+al|Oo|v + [ £l v
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Therefore, when w is large enough to ensures (@3), LemmaBZgives (H, S)(k, )
is in L'(e~*Pdp). Applying Lemma [6Il we know for ¢ such that 8‘%% > w,
(H,S)(k,p) is Laplace transformable in 1/t with (@, ©)(k,t) = (g, ©0) (k) +
(h, 8)(k,t) satisfying Boussinesq equation in the Fourier space, (B)). Since
I|(H,S)(-,p)||ly < oo, we have ||(@,O)(-,t)||y < oo if R > w, and i) is
proved. Moreover, Lemma [61] shows that (4, @) is analytic for %% > w and
has the representation

(8,0) (k. 1) = (610, 60) () + / . 9) (ke dp (54)

proving ii). For iii), Lemma B2 shows that ||(14]-])%(a, ©)(-,t)||x < cofort €
[0,w™!) while Lemma [64] shows that (u,©)(z,t) € L=(0,T, H*(R%)) solves
@). Moreover, (u, ©)(z,t) is the unique solution to @) in L>°(0, T, H?(R?)) as
classical solutions are known to be unique, [17]. Finally, suppose (H, S)(k, -)
is in L'(e~“Pdp) for any w > 0. By Lemma [BI} we know for any t >
0, (H,S)(k,p) is Laplace transformable with (@, ©)(k,t) = (i, O0)(k) +
(iL, 5)(k,t) satisfying Boussinesq equation in the Fourier space, (Bl). Further,
appealing to instantaneous smoothing Lemma the solution is smooth.
Thus, if (H, S)(k,-) is in L' (e~“Pdp) for any w > 0, then a smooth global so-
lution exists and iv) is proved. This shows the Boussinesq existence theorem.
The proof of Theorem 22]is very similar.

7 Borel-Summability

We now show Borel-summability of the solutions guaranteed by Theorem
21l and Theorem 22] for 8 > 0. This requires us to show that the solutions
(H,S)(k,p) and (W,Q)(k, p) to the Boussinesq and MHD equations, respec-
tively, are analytic in p for p € {0} UR™. First, we will seek a solution which
is a power series

(ﬁa S)(k,p) - ('&la él)(k) = Z(ﬁ[l]’ S’[l])(k)pl (55)
(W, Q)(k,p) — (i1, B1) (k) = Y (W, QU)(k)p'. (56)

Remark 71 We will use induction to bound the successive terms of the
power series. Many of these bounds have constants depending on the dimen-
sion in k as before. For brevity of notation the dependence on dimension is
suppressed after introducing the constants.

For the purpose of finding power series solutions, (23) and (25) are not
good representations of the equations. By construction, £G(z,2’) satisfies
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[POpp + 20, + v[k[ly = 0 with TG(2,2') — 0 and 9, (£G(2,2)) — 5 as p/
approaches p from below. Hence, we have the equivalent equations

POy + 20, + v|kP1H = ik; G + aPy[e25) (57)
[P0y + 20, + v|k|2)S = ik; G2
and
[pOpp + 20, + v|kPIW = ik; G (58)
[POpp + 20, + vIk[’)Q = ik/’jégﬂ-

We substitute (55) into (57) and (56) into (58) and identify powers of p to
get a relationship for the coefficients. We will use that 1 p' = p!*1/(1 +1).
We will also use the fact that

{In!
! no__ [+n+1
pp (I+n+1) '

For [ = 0, we have
Qﬁ[l] = 7’L'ijk [’(Al,lﬁj;kﬁo + ﬁO,j%'&l] — l/|l€|2ﬁ1 + Pk [aegél] (59)
23[1] = 7’“{3]'[’&11]'%@0 + ’lALOJ'%él] — ,LL|]€|2(:)1

and

oWl = —ik; P,

- l/|l€|2’LA)1
wp

AU, Byi.~ Bij. -
D1,5%0g + Vo, %01 — ( 0.g *Bq + ,ulpe] *B0>

(60)

A A A A A 1 A
201 = —ik; Py [in,57+Bo + 0,33 B1 — (Bu s + Bog#01)| — —[k2 B,
Lo
For [ = 1, we have

6H2 + v|k|2HY = —ik; P [HM %00 + @0 %0 + @y j#a) + PraeaSU]
(61)
6512 4 pulk[28W = —ik;[SM26 + d1g ;%51 + 4y ;56,]
and
6W 4 p|kPWU = —ik; P W 300 + 00 #WH + 0y 5%01]  (62)
+ ’L—JP]C [Q[l]*BO + BOJ*Q[H + Bl,j*Bl]
P ’
R 1 R TR A .
GQ[Q] + EU@FQ[I] = —’L'k/’ij[WJ[l]*BO + ’UO,j*Q[l] + Ul,j*Bl]

+ ik Po[QW 00 + Boj#W W + By j30.].
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More generally, for [ > 2 in the Boussinesq case, we have

I+ 1)1 +2HHY = —p|kPHY — ik; Py

-2
Z L' =1 - 1)!H[_ll]§<f{[ll11]‘|
! J
I1=1
(63)

N 1 1 N
—ik; Pyl g A" + Hsa0 + T JEy 2 (L ZH” Ust1) + Pylaea S

N N _ Wl =1, = 1)! - N
(L+ 1)1+ 2)801 = — k280 — ik [Z MHJMS[HIH]

I
l1:1
(64)
. A A A 1. A 1 ~n—11.
_ij [ U’OJ*SU] + H][l]*@O + 7’&1,]‘*5[[ 1] + YHj[l 1]*@1 ] .
In the MHD case, we have
1-2
% 4 . W =1 =D st
1+1] _ 2777l 1 1 [t1] I—1—1
1+ 1)+ 2)WIH = —p|kPWH — ik P | Y T Wihlgli-t-
=1
(65)

P PRI 1. " ik; .
+1A)07j>kW[l] + WJU]*’UO + 7’017]‘*W[l 1] + lW[l 1] ] + /L_Pk BOj *Q QB”*BO

-2

l*l -1 A 1
Z Wb 2 R glagi-tm 1 15, ;3001 + 1QU138, ]

Z Wl —1; —1)! W[ll] Oli-t-1

A 1 N
1+ 1) +2)Q" = ——|kPQM — ik; Py
uo = l!

T

(66)
1a-1]. £ ; A Atk All] 2
—W[l 1]*31 ] + ’ijpk [ Boyj*W[l] + Qg-l]*’l)o

A o N 1 ~
+io ;4Q1 + W]w%Bo + 7171,3'%@“71] Wi

YTy PR | AT i—t-1] , 1z [i-1] [i-1]
+ Z fQJ *W + YBLj W + Q *’U1 ]
I1=1

Definition 72 [t is useful to define a n-th order polynomial, call it Q,,,

n

7=0 I
Definition 73 [t is also useful to define constants

My = max(v, p)

1
My = max (1/, —)

wo

1
Ms=max|1,— .

Kp
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Lemma 74 If ||(il,O0)||42.5 < o0 and ||(60,Bg)||v+27[3 < oo fory >d
and B > 0, then there are constants Ay, Ao, Do, Do > 0 not depending on 1
or k such that

y & — — Q2l(|5k/’|)
gl Bkl 4. ! Qui(|BK])
|(H aS )l Se AODO(1+|k|) 7(21+1)2 (67)
A Bkl § 7 _, Qu(|Bk
(0710,Q0)] < M A, Dh1 + 1y 200D, (68)

Furthermore, the solutions guaranteed to exist in Lemma (57) have conver-
gent power series representations in p, and for |p| < (4Dg)~!

(H,8)(k,p) = (41,01)(k) + Z (a", S0y (k
and for |p| < (4Dg)~!

(Wvé)(kap) Ula +Z [l] Q
=1

To prove this lemma we will establish bounds for (A, SU) and (W, Q1)
using induction.

Lemma 75 For the base case, we have

e Py (Bk]) Ao Do

A Sk, p)| < 69
( k)| < =20 (69)
oy 0 Qy(B1k]) Ao D

W QWY (k, p)| < 2 00 70
070, k)| < s (70)
for
9 . LA 2
AoDo > 51I(in, 61,5 (CoBlI(io, €0)l b5 + M+ af?)
- 9 . .
AoDo > 51(in, Bu)l|y,sMaMs (14 Coll (2o, Bo)lls.s)
Proof From (£9), (60), and Lemma B3] we get
Blk|
7 gl < (kPN 6
(M, 50k ) <5y (K11, 80l 50 (71)
+ 2ol (a0, 60)| 161 B0l -+ alil.)
. . =Bkl Mo M. . .
[ <& AMs LB 2y ”B”
0700, QU) )| < G 1w Bl (|k| +aColH | (0. Bo)|
(72)

The result now follows from (1) and (72)) after noting that Qs(S8lk|) =
4+ 28k| + 1/2(B|k])?
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For the general terms we will need a series of lemmas, which depend heavily
on the lemmas developed in the Fourier inequalities section, bounding the
terms that appear on the right side of (63)) and (63]).

Lemma 76 Assume that (ﬁ[l],g[l]) satisfies [67) and ( Q[l]) satisfies
(63) for 1 > 1. Then we have,

k2 (1, S| _ 640 Dhe= 1M Qo (BlK])
(+1)(+2) = B2(L+]k)(20+3)

k2| (W1, Q)| _ 640 Dhe 1M Qo (BlK])
(+1)+2) = B2+ k)7 (20 +3)2

Proof The proof follows from (67)) or ([68) directly by noting that for y > 0

y*Qu(y)
@+ 2)2+1)

(20 +2)(21 + 3)?
I+ +2)20+1) —

< Qa42(y) and

Lemma 77 Suppose (HY, S satisfies (67) and (WU, QW) satisfies (G3)
for 1> 1. Then both

1 A A 1 .\ N
ki (Pt AHDY a3 m)‘ (P Al [ )‘
(l+1)(l+2) ]( k('U/OU* ),UO,]*S and (l )(l+2) k k( UQ), § *@0
are bounded by

. A 9077TA0D6€_B“€|
27 .
||(u0?@0)||’)’152/8d(2l+3)2(1+|k|),y Q2l+2(|6k|)
Similarly,

1 - A 1 - R .
|k (Pulbe AW, Py 4 m)‘ ,(P Was0y. PV UsB )‘
(l+1)(l+2) _]( k(UO,]*W )a k(UO,]*Q ) ’ (l+1)(l+2) 7 k(Wj *UO); k(Wj * O) )

1

' (Pk (Bo,j%Q[l]), Pk (BQ,]%W[”)) ‘, and

Al A Al s
T T I (@80, @)

are bounded by

9077'(‘140 06 —Blk|

27||(¢0, Bo)|-. P 9pd(20 + 3)2(1 + [k|)

Qa42(|K|).

Proof We use the estimate @7) on (H, 5l and Lemma in R? with
n =0 to get

o 341,810 < ol 2 (181 [ Ik ar
JROTHE 2l = ”’(gzﬂ) wera (L4 K (1+ [k — k)

_ ||UO||7,BAOD0 Z 92l— ’m / e~ BUK |+[k=K"]) |ﬁkjl|mdk/
=@+ 1)? m! wera (14K )7(1+ [k — k)
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Crl|do|]y,5A0 D527 e P!
(204 1)284(1 + |k|)

27077 |[o||4,5 Ao DhePI¥!
- (21 4+ 1)B(1 + |k|)Y

22” ™ (m 4+ 2)Qun2(Bl])

(I +2)Qa42(Bk]).

The first part of the lemma now follows noting (22183;7;% <9 forl>1. For
the other four terms, we use the estimate ([G8) on (W, Q) and Lemma 010
in R? with n = 0. Hence, the proof is the same as that given above with Ag

in place of Ay and Dy in place of Dy.

Lemma 78 Suppose (ﬁ[l’”,g[l*”) satisfies (67) and (W[lfl],Q[l’l]) sat-
isfies (G8) for 1 > 2. Then both

1

L A1 A sl 1 Sl=1]ae N Al—1]5 A
m ‘kj (Pk(’ll,lyj*H[l 1]),U17]*S[l 1])‘ and l(lTl) ‘kj (Pk(H[ ]*ul),Hj[ ]*@1)‘
are bounded by

9C7m Ao Dt e =PI Qo (| Bk
28420 4+ 1)2(1 + |k|)”

27[|(t1, ©1)|[+,8

Similarly,
. 1 o e
_ 1 -1y p o 20-) | L [k -1y, -1,
l+1 ‘k (Pk b1 AW IY), P(iy30 ))"l(l+1) ‘k] (Pk(Wj %), P (W] *Bl))‘,
1

j (Pk(Bl,j%Q - ),Pk(Bl,j%W[l_l]))‘ , and

5 (PQY B0, @ s

1
10+1) 10+1)

are bounded by

9C,mAg D e=PIFI Qo (| 8K|)
264(21 + 1)2(1 + |k|)Y

27([(91, B1) ||,
The proof is the same asAthat for Lemma [(7 with [ replAaces by I — 1 and
(tig, Bp) replaced by (i1,601) or (g, By) replaced by (01, By).

Lemma 79 Let I > 3. Suppose (AW Sy gnd (=101 Si-1-h]) gq4-

isfy @) and (W1 Q1Y and (Wl-1-hl QU-1-hly satisfy (GR) for I, =
1,...,1—2. Then

Z 11!(1 —; — ) <Pk(ﬁj[l1]§<ﬁ[z—1—zl]),Hj[ll];g[zq—zl])] '

1=1

J

ES)

s bounded by

_pir Qa(Blk])
+3 2l—1 Blk|
2 H3C, AZDL (1 + [K|) e Tl 337
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Similarly, both

ri—2
ll|lflfll)( (] 21371 A M)~ All—1—
k; 1 I—1—14] (1] Ali-1 11])
I+ 1)1 +2) > (W 3W ) Be(W;4Q )

Li;=1
and
ri—2
kj l1|(l—1—ll)'( All]~ All—1— Al A3 -1 —1—
P U i-1-uly p, (O] [1—1 11])
(+1)+2) 121 Il b(@7HQ ) Pr(Q T3 W )
Li1=

are bounded by

v oIk _L21(BIKI)

230, A2DV (1 + |k
C7 00 ( +| |) Bd(2l+3)

Proof The proof is similar to that in [5] with W] replaced by (W[ 2] QUZ]).
Ifl>3thenly =1—-1;—1>0forl; =1,. l—2andweapplyLemma
in R? giving,

11!
(20 + 1)2(20 + 1)2

J dfﬁ("“"*"“*’“’“(l+|k:’|>*7<1+|k—k’|>*792h<ﬁ|k/|>9%<ﬁ|k:—k:’|>dk’
k' eR

Crl IV AZDEY w2ve= PRl (21 — 1)(20) (21 + 1)
= (2l + 1)2(213 + 1)2 384(1 + |k|)Y

ll'lg

S () Qlal)| < n 5 A3 DG |k

Qa1 (Blk))-

SENNELL L LEN— W[ll] (WUZ],QUZ])

<

C’7A3Dé_17r27+1e*ﬁ‘k‘(21 —1)(2l+1) — 1111,!

ooy 2O 2 e e T o

lLi=

After noting that (l1'l2) <1, %LBE?};;)I) <4, and
> e S e
2 O+ 120 7 12 = B3

where C' = 1.0755--- < 3, the second inequality is proved. The others are
done in the same manner.

Lemma 710 Forl = 2 we have,

|(g[21, g[z])

< —PIFQ,(BIk|) [ 6A9gDo M, N 279C7 7 Ao Do || (ti0, O0)||.5
T 51+ k) B Bd
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C . ~
+AoDoa + —0||(u1,@1)||2,5>

(W, o)y <& —PIFQy(Bk)) <6AODOM2 N 27719C 7 M3 Ao Do|| (90, Bo) ||,

Atk P L
10220 o0, B )

Thus, (H?2!, SP1) satisfies (67) and (W2, QRl) satisfies (63) for

6D0M1 279077TD0 CO ~ A
D§ > ——— + Doa + —————||(it0, O0)||r.s + —=|(i11,01)[12 5 (73)
B B Ao
and
o 6DoMs  27T19CT MsDol| (0, B 2CoMs||(01, By )| |2
Dg > 02 2 7T IVlg C(I)H(’Uo, 0)”%5 n 0 3||(~ 1 1)||'y,ﬁ- (74)
B B Ao

Proof We start from (GII) or ([@2). For the first term we use Lemmal[76l For the
second term, appearing in (73) the Boussinesq case only, we use our induction

assumption and ngi“cl) < Q‘*(Q@kl). For the next term, we use Lemma [[7]

\k\ Q(ﬂ\k\)
< G

For the last terms, apply Corollary [52] and use

Proof of Lemma [T4] The base case is proved picking Dy and Dy large
enough so (73), (), ©9), and (Z0) hold. For general [ > 2 suppose (H™!, §lml)
satisfies [@2Z) and (W™, QI™) satisfies (G8) for m = 1,...,1. We estimate

terms on the right of ([@3), ([©4), ([€5), and (G8), using Lemma[76], [77] [78] and
and the fact that Qo (y) < 1/4Q24+2(y), to get

. R AoD5 Qoo (Blk|) (6DoMy  aDy  279C;mD A
1+1] &[i+1 oo Woait2 0y 0 7o, .
(e, gt < a2 GaueaCRD JOPCRh 20 Z9CD i, Gl
27 9077T(2l+3 A 2V+3C7A0
(l+2)(2l+1)2ﬂd||(ula@1)||%ﬂ + 475(1
Ao Dl eBIH
< @r kv o 22Ol
and
. . AgDS Qoo (BlK|) [ 6Do Mo 27+19C 7D
W[l+1] [1+1] < 070 2042 0 M 7 0
27+19C; (21 4 3)? . 274 Ay
s el Bl + T]}
AOD(Z)HefﬂIkI
< Tt k) vz eIk,
where Dg has been chosen large enough so
6D0M1 aDO 279077TD0 R A 27 9077TDO
{OPe T 4 200 ZOCTRO a0, Qo)+ T i B0l
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27O A
Jr#} < Dg

and Dy large enough so

6Dy Ms 27t19Cw Dy |, - 2H19C T

{ iz +M3[TH(UOaBO)Hmﬂ‘FWH(UhBl)Hmﬂ
2720, A -
o IR
(214-3)2

We also used [CESYEH ) < 1 in the above. Thus, by induction, we have
©7) and (68)) satisfied for any I > 1. So, Z[’il(f{[”, S (k)p! is convergent
for [p| < 4—})0 and Z;’il(W[”,Q[”)(l@)pl is convergent for [p| < 4—1150 since
Qui(Blk|) < 4lePIkI/2. By construction of the iteration, (H,S) — (i1,6:) =
S (HB S (K)pt is a solution to (57) which is zero at p = 0. Similarly,
(W,Q)—(01,B) = Z?;(Wm , Q) (k)p is a solution to (B8) which is zero at
p = 0. However, we know there are unique solutions to (57 and (G8) which
are zero and p = 0 in the space A7°, which includes analytic functions at

the origin for L sufficiently small. Thus, for (I:I .S ) and (W, Q) the solutions
guaranteed by Lemma 57 we have,

(A1, ) (k)p!

WK

(H,S’)(kj,p) = (alaél)(k) +

N
Il
N

(W, Q)(k,p) = (01, B1)(k) + Y (W, QW) (k)p'.

WK

~

1
Estimates on 6;,([:[, S)(k,p) and 8;,(W, Q)(k,p)

We now want to develop estimates on 8;([?, S)(k,p) and 8;(15/, Q)(k,p)
in order to show that the series about any p = py € R* is convergent. We will
proceed in the same spirit as above. That is to use induction to bound the
successive derivatives. Our goal is to show that we can analytically extend
our solutions along R* with a radius of convergence independent of center pg
along RT. Combining this with the fact that the solutions are exponentially
bounded will give Borel Summability.

Definition 711 Forl > 1 we define,

p) = SOL0V.Q)(k.p)
= (. Q)(k.p) — (01,51,
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Lemma 712 If ||(i9, ©0)||y+2.5 < oo and (80, Bo)||y42.5 < oo for and
B > 0, then there are constants A, D, A, D > 0 not depending on I,k or p
such that

e“'Pe=PIELADL  Qy(|8K])
(T+p2) (A + k)Y (204 1)
e Pe=BILAD  Qu(|Bk|)
(L+p?) (1 + k) (20 + 1)

|(H1, ST (k, p)| < (75)

(WL QU) (k. p)| < (76)

where w' = w+1 and o/ = a+1 for w and o chosen as in Lemmal[57. We will

prove the lemma by induction, and as before we will develop several lemmas
to establish the bound.

For I = 0, we use Lemma [61] which says that for w and « sufficiently large

2ePIEIH<P||(i1y, O1)|].5
(1 + [K[)

2e~ PlkITer|| (g, Bl)||vﬂ
(1 + [K[)7

|(H,8)(k,p)| <

(W, Q)(k,p)| <

We chose w’ = w + 1 and o/ = a + 1 and recall Definition [[11] to get

e PIMTP| (1, 01)l 1.5
(L+p) A+ k)T

o 3e PP (61, By)|
0] Alo] < 1, P1)1v,8

|(HOL, S0 (k, p)| < (77)

and the base cases of (TH) and (78) are proved for A = 3||(ii1,01)||,.5 and

A= 3[[(01, B1)], -
For the general case (I > 1) we take 9}, in (E7) or (58) and divide by !,
to obtain

pHU+(14+2) H 4|k PHY = (—ik; Py o j4tn + a,j4t0) — v]k|*t1) 610

p
—ik; Py,

-1
1 A ll!(l—ll—l)!Al A Prll—ly—
; HJU(-,p—s)*H[O](-,s)ds—i— E ﬁHJ[I]('aO)*HU Ll p)
=1
1
7’L.]€jpk[7(’&11j§<H[ ]+H[l 1]AA >+H[]*u0+U0 *H[]+5l 1u1j*u1]+Pk(a62SH)
(78)

PSY+(142) S 4 plk 251 = (—ikj [ti0,%61 + 111 ;%60] — M|k|2@1) 81,0
-1

l—l -1 .
~ik; [ / (¢ p = )51 Z : ][-“](nO)%S“’l”(»p)]
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(ur ;#8101 + A 7126,) + H360 + 110 ;481 + 61_1a4 ;56,]
(79)

o1
—ij[j

and
pW+(+2) W kPWl =

o iky _ in . n O .
<—’L'k/’ij[’lA}07j*’U1 + 'Ul,j*UO] + —ij[BO,j*Bl + Bl,j*BO] — V|k|21}1> (51,0

! l—l —1)! »
—ik; Py / W *W[O] s)ds +Z 1+ 1 W[ ](,0)*W[l_ll_1](-,p)1
11=1
1 120! LW —1—1 g
“P /Q p—$)*Q d8+2171)62“”( 0):QI " ”(-,m]
ll 1
—ik; Pk[l(vl Sl 1]+W[l Us )+W”*vo+vo AW 46, 101, 5%01]
ik
TP QU+ QT eB) + QB+ Bo QY + B i)
(80)
PR +(1+2)Q} Ikl QY

) . A ) A N 1 -
(zijk [0o,j%B1 + 1,j%Bo| + ik; Py [Bo,j%01 + B j%00] — E|k|2Bl> 01,0

; P (7] 2 A0] = WI—0 =Dy All—1;—1]
—ik; Py Wi p — 8)*Q (-,s)ds—l—szj (-,0)%Q! I¢,p)
0 =1 :
LA W(-1 -1 .
+7:1€ij / le]( )*W[O] d + Z 171)62[11]( >*W[ll11](.,p)]
0 =1
1
— ik, Pk[j(vl FQU-U +W[l ”*B )—i—W[]*BO—i—vO QU 4 6, 11)1J*Bl]
1 <
"'ikjpk[j(BlJ*Wl 1]+Ql s )+Q %o + Bo, j#WW + 6,21 By j401]

(81)

Identify the right hand side of these four equations by wa form=1,...,4

respectively.

Lemma 713 For anyl > 0 and for some absolute constant Cg, if (ﬁ[l], S[”)
satisfies (73), (W, QW) satisfies (78), and both are bounded at p =0 then

. My |E2|(HY, SW) (K, 0
sup |(R[1”,R[2”)|+ 1| | |( ) )( ) )|

l+1 Sl+1 k,p < 6
|(H )k, )| < (1+1)5/3 ' €[0,p] I+1)(1+2)
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Sl A MolE2I(WH. O (k
Cs sup |(Rg],R£1l])|+ 2 k2 |(WH, QY)( ,0)|-

W QU (k, p)| < ————
I (k. p)| (l+1)5/3p,€[01p] I+1)(1+2)

Proof The proof is in [5] under Lemma 4.4. The lemma is dependent only
on the operator D which is the same in our case. The idea of the proof is as
follows. We invert the operator on the left of ([8) with the requirement that

H is bounded at p = 0, obtaining

P
o (1 Jiy1(2) 4
Ak, p) = / L2[k|\/vp, 2lk|/vp R (k, p)dp'+2' 71 (1+1)! ;i(JHW(k,o»

where
L(z,2") =mz (D {*Jlﬂ(z)z/(lH)YlH(zl) + Z/(Hl)JlH(Z/)YlH(Z)} :

Then, we take a derivative with respect to p yielding

N klWv [P . Jiro(2) A
<1+1>H“+”<k,p>% [ eIk 2117 R 22 2 P2 A 0,
0

Using properties of Bessel functions, it is know that

Jit2(2)
Sl+2

1
<

221 + 1)
((+1) I+ 2

and that
C

zz/
2Lz, ) de €
| Sl < 2

where the constant is independent of [. Thus, after a change of variables,

. R C |k[2|H (k,0)|
L+ 1)HI (k)| < R :
(+ 1) ( p)I_p/sggp]I T 112

)

and the claim follows.

Lemma 714 Sup

kj <P]€(’CLQ,]‘§<IA{[”), ﬂ07j>T<S’[l]) ‘ and

k/’j (Pk (IA{J[Z]%’LALQ), IA{J[Z]%éo) ‘
are bounded by

(I + 1)2/3AD16—BIkI+w’p

C1| (o, Go)||.5 2+ 1)1+ p2)(1+ k)

Qor42(|Bk|).
Similarly,
‘kj <Pk('00,jg‘w[l])aPk(@O,j%Q[l])) ‘7

(kj (Pu(Bo 751, Py(Bo 1)) ( and (kj (Pu@)5B0), Pk(Qg,”:kf;o))(

by (PeOV o), POV 480)) |
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are bounded by

(I+ 1)2/Sgﬁle—6|k|+a/p

C||(90, Bo) || 20+ 1) (1 + p2)(1 + |k|)7

Qar42(|EK]).

We also have

e“'Pe=PIELADL  Qy(|8K])

811y <
PrlacaSTI < Oy A e @4 17

In the above, Cy = C1(d) is defined in Lemma[913

Proof For the first inequality, we use (78] and then apply Lemma [013 to get

2 o=p (ka0 (AT G < (14 AD! e PUKIHI-KD N
(I4p7)e™ Plkjio, ;% (H™, S| < ||Uo||mﬁm|k| ot AL RO =R Qui(BIK'|)dk
R AD!e—Blkl
SCl(l+1)2/3||u0||'y,,6 @+ D1+ k) Qai12(Bk|).

The other inequalities are similar except for the last which is simply the
statement of the assumed bound.

Lemma 715 Suppose (HU, S satisfies (78) and (W, QW) satisfies (70)
for 1 > 1. Then both

k; N A1 A Al k; A1 wn A1)~ A
'%(Pk(ulﬁj*H[l 1]),uLj*S[l 1]) and Tj (Pk(H][.l 1]*ul),Hj[.l 1]*(91)

are bounded by

12/3 ADV=1e—Blkl+w'p
(20 = (A +p?) (L + [K])

Cl”(ﬂlvélm%ﬁl Qai(|6K])-

Similarly,

k;

k. T AT IO AT 1] . A
'Tj (Pk(vl,j*w[l 1Y, P ;301 ”))‘, 7<Pk(wy Usoy), P (W] 1]*31))',

kj ATl—1] ~ A 1.
7 (Pk(QE-l i), P(@QY 1]*1)1))‘

k; o L
- (Pk(BLj*Q[l 1), Py(By j#W ”))‘, and

are bounded by

l2/3ADl7167ﬁ\kH’a’p
(20 = 1)(1 +p?)(L + |K[)

Cl||(171731>||mﬁl 5 Qo (| BK])-

The proof is the same as Lemma [[T4 with [ — 1 replacing I, (4, él) replacing
(tig, ©p), and (01, By) replacing (99, Bo).
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Lemma 716 Suppose (HU, S satisfies (78) and (W, QW) satisfies (70)
for 1> 1. Then

k; o ll— . - S
=L (P!, 051 p)), Y ”(-,o>*s[°1<-,p>)‘

is bounded by

(l + 1)2/3142[)1_16_5'“—’_0/;0
120 = 1)(1 + |k)Y (1 + p?)

Cl QQl(BlkD

We also have

% (Pk(W]u—u(,’O)W[m(.,p)),pk(W}l‘”(,0)%Q[°](-,p)))'
and

B (@000 ), @) 0y ) ) |
bounded by

(1+1)2/342 D1 1eBlkl+ap
Y1 + k) (1 +p?)

Qai(BIkl).

Proof We give the proof of one of the magnetic Bénard cases the others are
similar. Using (Z6) with p = 0 and (Z7) with A = 3||(91, B1)||,,3 along with
Lemma [0T3] we get

J

(1 4+ )7 | LI 0030, QU (- p)]|

A2pi-1 N o~ BUK |+1k—FK'|) o i
<7 —
= 1e-17 '/k T+ R+ ey 222D

12/3 A2 Dl—1 Bk
<Cy
120 — 1)(1 + |k|)Y

Qa1(BIk])

From this the lemma follows after noting (1 +1)2/3 > 1?/3 and using Lemma

Lemma 717 Suppose (H1), Sh1) and (AU-1-1 SU-b-11y satisfies (75)
and (Wl QWY and (Wl=t—1U QU-h=1) satisfies (70) forly =1,...,1—2

where I > 2. Then for Cs = 82 and C7 = C7(d) given in Lemma [913, we
have

-2
LWl =1 —1)! .- L ATl Al Al
gy Heh e 0 (P 011 p)), A (0038001 p) )
l1:1

is bounded by

e—Blkl+w'p 1Q2(B)k|)

CsC-27rA2D 1 )
shre 384(1 + p2) (L + [k|)" (20 + 3)2
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Both

-2

LI =1 —1)!
3 !

= (A 0 I ), P o>»z@“h”<~,p>>)‘

=1

and

li?ll!(l_ll_l)! All1] ~All=l1—1 All1] AR =1 —1
by 3 =D (5 Q1 0j3 Q). B(QY (0 5 )
=1

are bounded by

e~ Blkl+a’p 1Q2(B)k|)
3641+ p2)(1 + |k|)Y (20 +3)2

Cy C72V7TA2DZ_1
The proof is the same as in [5] the only difference is a change in the constants
arising when Lemma [012]in R? or R? is applied.

Lemma 718 Suppose (HU, S satisfies (78) and (W, QW) satisfies (70)
for1>0. Then

! 3 AT o S
kj/o (Pk(HJ[,l](.7p — s)*H[O](., S)),Hj[l](',p _ S)*S[O](~, s)) ds
(I 4+ 1)2/3c—Blkl+e'p
20+ 1)(1 + [k (1 + p?)

< Cy MyA%D!

Qar+2(Blkl).
Similarly,

and

k; /p (Pk(VAV]U](.’p — s)FW (., 5)),Pk(WJm(',p _ 5);‘@[0](',8))) ds
0

kj / : (PL@Y (.0 = £)2QU( ), PL(@QY (,p — s)iW1I(-,5)) ) ds

are bounded by

(14 1)2/3e=Blkl+a’p
20+ 1)1+ [k)7 (1 +p?)
In the above, My, defined in Lemmal®d, is such that

C1MA2D! Qa42(Bk]).

/p 1 My
ds < .
o I+m—3s)?)(1+s?) 1+ p?

Proof Using (7€) for the first inequality and Lemma [0T3] and Lemma [B55 for
the second, we have

<

k;j /p (Pk(WJ[l](-,p —5)*QU(-,5)), Pk(W][l]('vp — )W, S))) ds
0
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A2D! e~ BI I+IE—k'| o' (p—3)+a's o
/ / 2 2 ; —— Qi (B|K|)dsdk
2l+1 /eRd 1+ ) )(1—‘,—3 )(1+|k|)7(1+|k—/{;|)7

(14 1)%/3e=Plkl+ar
QI+ + k)71 +p?)

< C1 My A2D! Qar+2(0|k|)

The rest are computed in the same way.

Lemma 719 We have

k; (Pk(aoyj;al),ao,j:kél) + (Pk(alqj:kao),alyj;éo)

200|k?|€_’6 k| oA oA
< — © o]
< 2 Bl 0,60
N PN ~ A A |l€|€7ﬁ‘k‘00 R ~ 2
‘kj (Pk(ul,j*ul)vul,j*gl)‘ < W”lﬂ,gln%ﬁ.

Similarly, we have
By (Pe(Go400), Pilbo,#B1)) + by ((Palinsio), Pe(1,54Bo)) and
k; (Pk(Bw:kBl),Pk(Boﬁal)) s (Pk(BLj:kBO),Pk(BLj;@O))
bounded by

2C|k|e= P

0+ F) 180, Bo)ll,1(81, B1)l ], 6-

Finally, we have

' (Pk(’lA}17j>T<’lA}1),Pk(ﬁl,jiél))‘ and

j (Pk(él,jiél), Pk(Bl,j%l))‘

bounded by
Ae—Blkl+a'p 4Co Q4 (Blk])
(L+ kD) (1+p*) 2548

(81, B1)|I2 -

Proof The first two claims follow directly from Corollary (52l and Lemma B3]
The last uses the additional fact that

1Qu(BIK|)Co . 326]k(Co

> .
253 = 258 > Colkl
Thus,
kle=PIFlC, Ae PIEl+a's 4000, (BlK]) (. -
e % o, B2 < 0QaBkD 5, B,
(14 [k])Y 1+ k)" (1+p%) 2548

and the last claim follows.
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Lemma 720 For the case l =1, we have

40 &l e“'Pe=Blkl AD

U, 8 ) < s 218K,
o o'pe—BIEl 1)
(W, QM) (ke p)| < ——s Q,(|8k]),

(1+p?) (1 + [K[)7

where

C . oA oA 2 4
ADZC6(FOH(an@0)||v,ﬂ||(vla@1)||v,6+M1@||(U1a@1)||v,6

. A aA
+C1 Mo A® + 2C1 Al| (@, ©0)|],5 + T) )
-~ 200M3 N ~ ~ A 2M2 ~ >
AD >Cs ( [1(0, Bo)ll~.sl (01, B1)lly,6 + ?H(”lvBl)H%ﬂ

+2C1 M Mo A? + 4C1 M3 Al (b, Bo)ll.s ) -
Proof Lemma [[13] with [ = 0 tells us that

(1, 81k, p)| < Co sup [(RY), R (k, ')
p'€[0,p]

(W, QU)(k.p)| < Co sup [(BY, BY) (k)|
p'€[0,p]

since (H, S (k,0) = 0 and (W, Q) (k,0) = 0. In both cases, we use
Lemma [[T4] Lemma [[18] and Lemma to bound the terms appearing in
R,;s. The terms are kept in the same order as they appear in R,,s as much
as possible to help with organization.

200|k?|€_’6‘k‘

Al0] p[0] <
|(R1 aR2 )(k‘,p)| — (1+|k|>’7

(0, €0)lly.5l(@1, ©1)l ],

|k|2e—PIk —Blkl+w’p

YA+ kD)

€
A+ ey ) 20
Ae—BlkI+'p o' pe—Blk| 4
T a1 220D T o a e

+M (91, 01)]5,5 + C1 Mo A

+2C1]|(2l0, )|l

and

-10] A[0] 4Co M| k|e=PI¥l
Ry RV (K, p)| < /0
|( 3 44y )( 7p>| = (1+|k|)7
|k|2e— Ak
Myl
2+ (k)

180, Bo)ll.51(01, B)ll.6
e—Blkl+a’p
(14 [&])7(1 +p?)

Qo (|BKI).-

(01, B1)l|y,5 + 2C1 M3 Mo A Qa(Blk)
Ae—Blkl+cp
(1 +p*)(1+ |k[)

The lemma now follows since 4|k| < % and |k|? < Qﬂ% .

+ 401 M| | (90, Bo)| .5
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Proof of Lemma [f12] Lemmal[f20 and (77)) prove the base case. Suppose,
for the purpose of induction, that for I > 1 (75) and (7G) hold. Then by

Lemma [[13] we need only prove a bound for |(R[1l],R[2”)| and |(Rg],R£f])|
whose terms we bounded in the previous lemmas.
AD!=1e=Plkl+w'p C1 Mo AD(1 +1)%/3(21 + 3)?
3 ) Qau+2(Blkl)
(204 3)2(1 + p2)(1 + |k])7 (20 +1)
ClA(l + 1)2/3(21 + 3)2 CsCr27 1 Al n Cll2/3||(’&1, @Al)H%ﬂ(Ql + 3)2

I(RY, RN <

420 — 1) 12434 20(20 — 1)
. (14 1)%/3(21 + 3)? Coy A o aD(2l + 3)?
+2ClD||(u07@0)||77ﬁ 2l+ 1 +255l11A6||(u1’@1)|| B + 4(2[+ 1)2
and
S pll AD" e Plkrey . (26 MoAD( 1 1)2/5(21 + 3)2
(B BOL< s o+ iy 22 PR M @+ 1)
201 A(1+1)23(21 + 3)%  203C727m Al C11*/3|| (91, B1)||.5(21 + 3)?
41(21—1) 1244 121 — 1)
. A (1+1)2/3(21 + 3)? Coiiv & iio
4C, D) (00, B 2567 1 —— B .
+4C1D|[(%o, Bo)||+,5 ST + 551,1Aﬂ||(?}1a VI3,

We also note that as (HY, S satisfies (78) and (WU, QW) satisfies (76),

[K[21(HY, 5Tk, 0) _ _ |k[Pe= "M AD' Qu(Blk])
(+0)0+2)  ~ @+ D0+ + k)Rl +1)?

ADle=Plkl+a’p 6
= (20 + 3)2(1 + p2)(1 + |k|)7 Q2l+2(ﬂ|k|)@
and
[P0V, Q) (k, 0)] AD'e~Plkl+a’y 6
(I+1)(1+2) = 21+ 3)2(L+ p2) (1 + [K])" sz+2(ﬂ|k|)@.

Here, we used the following two facts

y? Qi (y)
@ +2)2 1 1)

(20 + 2) (21 + 3)?
I+ +2)204+1) —

< Qa42(y) and

Thus, for D and D chosen, independently of I, k, and p, large enough so

ClMoAD(Ql + 3)2 ClA(Ql + 3)2 CsCr27 Al
(I+1)(20+1) 41+ 1120 —1) " 12B4(1 4 1)5/3
| (i1, ©1)|1,5(2 + 3)° (2 +3)
2(1+ 1)5/311/3(21 — 1) (I+1)(20+1)
aD(21 + 3)? 6D
M, —
E TS R

D? >Cj {

+2C, D||(iio, ©0)||.5

+ 25611 (@, O3, + 5

Co
A25/3ﬂ
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201 Mo AD(21 +3)>  CLA(2l + 3)? CsCr27m Al
(1+1)(20+1) 20+ 1)I(20—1) 1241 4 1)3/3

Cul[(91, B1)|l,5(2L + 3)? Sl A (21 + 3)?
; 4C1D B S S
(l+1)5/3[1/3(2l_ 1) + Cl ||(’U0, O)H’%ﬁ (l+1)(2l+1)

D* >CsM; (

Co 6D
+ 5511Aﬁ 5/3||( ||7g)}+M2ﬂ2,
(@) and ([7@) hold and the lemma is proved.
As Qui(BIK|) < 4lelPHI2,
(H,8)(k,p;po) = >_(HU, SM)(k, po)(p — po)' (82)
=0

(W, Q) (k,p; po) = >_ (W, QM) (%, po)(p — po)’
=0

are convergent for [p — po| < 75 ( or respectively |p — po| < 55) where D
is independent of py. Moreover, the following lemma proved in [5] says that
these series are indeed local representations of the solution (H,S)(k,p) or
respectively (W, Q)(k:, D).

Lemma 721 The unique solution to [57) satisfying (H,8)(k,0) = 0 guar-
anteed in Lemma [57 has a local representation given by (I:I, S)(k,p;po) for
po € RT. So, the solution is analytic on RT U {0}. Similarly, the unique so-
lution, to (B8) satisfying (W, Q)(k,0) = 0 again guaranteed in Lemma[57 has
a local representation given by (W,Q)(k,p;po) for pg € RY and is therefor
analytic on RT U{0}.

Proof The proof is in [5].
Proof of Theorem [23]i) We prove the Boussinesq case. The MHD case

is the same with the obvious changes. Using Lemma [T12] and the fact that
llg|lLee < |g||z+ we know that

1 gl STA(AB)!ewro
|(H™, SY)(z, po)| < Boi T D01 D)
1 gl 8mA(4 B)lewpo

167 A(4B) ewPo
2(20 4 1)2(1+ p2)

|D2(H[l}’g[l] )(z, po)| < 3

and the series ([82) converges for |[p — po| < 75. By Lemma [72]] the series
is the local representation of the solution guaranteed to exist by Lemma (7]
which is zero at p = 0. Combining this with the facts that the solution is
analytic in a neighborhood of zero and exponentially bounded for large p,
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recall (H, S € A“), implies Borel Summability in 1/t. Watson’s Lemma then
implies as t — 0%

(u’@)(xat) ~ (an@O)(‘m) + Z(Uma@m

where |(Um, Om)(x)] < m!AgDF* with constants Ay and Dy generally depen-
dent on the initial condition and forcing through Lemma [74

8 Extension of existence time

We have shown by Theorem 1] and Theorem that there is a unique
solution to ([23) and (25) within the class of locally integrable functions,
which are exponentially bounded in p, uniformly in z. Further, the solutions
(H,8)(k,p) and (W,Q)(k,p) generate, in each case, a smooth solution to
the Boussinesq and magnetic Bénard equation for ¢ € [0,w™!) where w is
the exponential growth rate of the integral equation (23] or respectively, for

€ [0,a™!) where « is the exponential growth rate of the integral equation
(25). By Theorem 23]1), we know that the solution is Borel Summable. The
question of global existence in either problem can then be reduced to a ques-
tion of exponential growth for the integral equation solution. If (H, S)(k, p)
or (W, Q)(k, p) grow subexponentially, then global existence will follow. The
exponential growth rate w or a previously found is suboptimal and ignores
possible cancellations in the integrals. If we improve the estimates, we get
a longer interval of existence. One example of improvement is given in the
second part of Theorem 23] in the special case when the initial condition and
forcing have a finite number of Fourier modes, then the radius of convergence
in the Borel plane is independent of the size of initial data and forcing. We
then prove Theorem [24] which says that based on detailed knowledge of the
solution to the integral equation in [0, pg) given either by the power series at
p = 0 or by numerical calculation, if the solution is small for p towards the
right of this interval then w or a can be shown to be small.

8.1 Improved Radius of Convergence

When the initial data and forcing are analytic Borel summability given in
Theorem 23] implies that

T O - ~[m] Alm pm—l - ~[m Alm pm

(H,S)(k,p) Zm:1(u[ el ])(k’)m Zmz:o(u[ i ol +1])(/<?)m
(83)

(W,0)(k, p) = i Blml) )ﬂ _ i(@[mﬂ] Bimy ()P

P) — (m—1)! = ’ m!

has a finite radius of convergence depending on the size of the initial data
and forcing. However, in the special case when the initial data and forcing



Borel Summability of Boussinesq and MHD Equations 45

have only a finite number of Fourier modes the radius of convergence is in
fact independent of the size of the initial data or f. The argument allows
forcing to be time dependent.

Proof of Theorem [23] ii) We show the Boussinesq case the other begin
similar. For small time

(u, @) (x,t) = (u, O (2) + i I oM (z)tm

Flk,t) = 1O + Z Fm (k)
m=1

where by (@) for m >0

1 .
Alm41] & _ 2~[m] [Z]A A[m 1] [m]
u =i fimd = v|k[*a ik; Py <l§0u ) + aPy(e20!™)

) (84)

é[erl] _ :_1 7‘u|k|2é[m] (Z A[l]*é[ml]>] )
m

Suppose the initial data and forcing have a finite number of Fourier modes.
Let K1 = max(sup, c.,...a00, g0y [kl SUD ¢ cupp( ) |k]). Then by induction on
k we have supyc ,cam gim)y [k] < (m 4+ 1)K;. Taking the [[ - [[5,3 norm of
both sides of ([84]) with respect to k and writing

m = 1@, 055, b =115,

we obtain

1 ~
s S [+ () I, 600 |

+ aan,
V.8

+ 3 [l g b0, oty
=0

1
< by + K%(m +1)%a,, + K1C, + 2 m— m
—— max(v, p) K7 (m ) a K1Co(m )lgoala | +aa
< b —|— " 4 K? (v, w)(m + 1)am, + 2K, C E
max(v, u)(m am am—1.
m+1 +1 ! ! Ol « ! !

Now, consider the formal power series

o0
:Z&t

m=1

do ) (85)
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b m ~ -
Ayl = 1 + nji 7 + K? max (v, p)(m + 1)an, + 2K1C) ;alam_l.

Clearly, am < @m, 50 yo(t) majorizes ||(@, O)(-,t)||,.5. If we multiply both
sides of (8H) by ¢ and sum over m, then

oo o0 o0
_ bm + aa -
Z Am1t™ = Z %tm + K? max(v, 1) Z (m+ 1)amt™
m=0 m=0 m=0
o0 m
+2K1Co )Y i —t™
m=0 1=0

In other words, yo(t) is a formal power series solution to
1 - a ¢ 2 I 2
T —a0) =w+ < [ y(r)dr + Ky max(v, p)(ty) + 2K:1Coy”,
0

where w(t) = >~ %tm. With the change of variables s = 1/¢, we have

—Kimax(v, p)y + 2K1Cos 'y? + (KZ max(v, pu)s~t — 1)y

1/s
+ (s7rw + ag) + as/ y(r)dr = 0.
0

A singularity of B(y(s)) in the Borel plane exhibits itself as an exponential
small correction to yo. So, we let ¥y = yg + 6 and construct the equation for

o:
—K?max(v, 1)0" + 2K1Cos™ (0% + 2yo6) + (K7 max(v, p)s ™ — 1)8

1/s
+ as/ o(r)dr = 0.
0

If we assume 4 is exponentially small, then to leading order the equation is
— K max(v, n)8' + [(4K1Cos™ " ag + (K7 max(v,u))s~' — 1] 6 =0,
which yields

S~ e—KfQ max(u,u)*lsszxaoCOK;l max(u,u)*lﬂ.

So, the radius of convergence of B(y) is at least K; ?max(v, u)~! which is
independent of the size of initial data as claimed. As y majorizes our solution
(i1, 0)(k,t) the radius of convergence of (83) is independent of the size of
initial data or forcing as well.
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8.2 Improved growth estimates based on knowledge of the solution to 23] in
[Oa pO] .

Let (H, S)(k:,p) be the solution to 23] provided by Theorem 21l Define

o H,8)(k,p) for p € (0,p) € RF
H. 9@ (k) = (H, ! , 86
(H,5)" (K, p) {0 otherwise (%6)
and
k? . min(p,2po) R J1(2|k|v1/p)
)2 40) ! NGV (k, p )dp! +20y (k) =2
A N S A A T
mm(p,po) N
2|k|\/ / (2,2") Pele2S') (k, p))dp’
A ’ijﬂ' min(p,2po) a Jl 2 k 'up
SO (k,p) = 5= GG, ¢)G3 ' +261 (1) T )
RN 2l
where

%

Bl] (a )(k,p) _ _Pk['ao,j;‘f{(a) +H§“)%ao + I_AIJ@) :E[(a)]
G2 (a)( p) = —[io ;%5 + ﬁ](»a)%éo + I'AI](Q) £S5

J
are known functions depending on (I:I , S)(“)(k,p). Using these definitions,
we introduce the following functionals dependent on the initial condition,
forcing, and (H, S )@, Further, for any chosen wy > 0, define

"= wo/ e ||(H,8) (-, p)|5,5dp (87)
Po
Po
=B Bi+ [ B, (58)
0
where
Bo(k)=Co sup |G(z,2')/z], By =2 sup |k|Bo(k)||(i0, O0)|| N
Po<p’<p keRd
By = 2 sup [k|Bo(k)||(H, ) (-,p)lln, Bs = sup [k|Bo(k), Ba = a sup Bo(k).
keRd keRd keRd
Now, let (H = (H,8)— (H,8)®. It is convenient to write the integral

,S))
equation for (f[ S)®) for p > po,

P

G(z,2") (ik; GPO (k. p') + Pyleas® (k,p' )]) dpf
2|k:|,/_ o 7

(89)

HO (k,p) =

+ H® (k, p)
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tk;m

GO (1, phyap’ + S (k
N pUQ(CC) (k,p")dp’ + S (k. p),

S (k,p) =

where
GOk, p) = — Pl j#H® + H kg + B :HO + A 2@ + 4O g O]
GO (1 p) = ity ;55 + A58, + H® 250 4 4P 2@ L FO =50
We also define
RO (k,p) = ik (G, GO (k,p) + aPe[eaSP (kop)). (90)

Proof of Theorem We note that
RO, )| < (11l [laol#1(, $)| + [H |3 ](0, 80)| + 2/(H, $) | 2I(H, )
HHO| 2\, 8) O] + ol A®)) (K, p)

where | - | is the usual euclidean norm. Let ¢ (p) = ||(H, S)®) (-, p)||.5. Then

< Bo(k)-
V.8

(1k] [llto]1.5%p) + @) (0, O0)lly,s + 21, 8) Dl (p) + (p) + ¥(0)| + av:(p)) (k)
= (B1v + B * ¢ + By = ¢ + Batp) (p).

Taking the (v, ) norm in k on both sides of ([89) and multiplying by e~«?
for w > wp > 0 and integrating from py to M gives

z

H(—N b5 (G) b) + aPileas® (k). Z i (2><”<kp>>

M
Lyt -=/ eP(p dp</ / (Butb + Bo % 1 + Batb 3 + Baw) (¢')dp'dp
+ / P (p)dp < / / “P)e=v (Biap + By + b + By x b + Bu) (') dpdp!
Po Po

M
+/ =Py (p )dp<—/ e~ (B + By 1 + Bath + & + Buwp) (p')dp

Pbo Pbo

M
+ / P (p)dp,

Po

where ¢() = ||(H,8)®)(-,p)||,.5. Recalling that ¢ = 0 on [0,po], we note
that for any u

/ " emrp 0 u) (p)dp = / N / " er(syulp — s)dsdp

Po Po Po

-/ Y ps)es / U e u(p)pas.

Po 0



Borel Summability of Boussinesq and MHD Equations 49

Using this, we obtain

M—po
Lpomr < {(31 + / e “PBa(p)dp) Lyo,nr + BsL s + BaLy,, M}HM
0

w ! {eleo,M + B3L§mlvf} +bwt

For
€1 <w and (e —w)? > 4Bsb,

we get an estimate for Ly, s that is independent of M. Namely,

1
Lpomt < 52 28, [ —e — /(e —w)? — 4B3b} .

So, ||(H,S8)(-,p)||4.s € L'(e~“Pdp), and the solution to the Boussinesq
exists for t € (0,w™?) for w sufficiently large so that

w>wy and w > €1 + 24/Bsb.

Equivalently, we could choose our original wy large enough so that wg >
€1 + 2+/Bsb. This completes the proof of Theorem 241

9 Appendix

Lemma 91 The kernel G(z,z') given by

G(z,2') = 2/ (= J1(2)Y1i(2')+Y1(2) J1(2')), where z = 2|k|\/vp and 2’ = 2|k|\/vp’

satisfies TG (z,2') = HO) (p,p/, k) with
1 1 c+ioo
HO) (p, ol ) = / {— / rLeaplvlk2r (1 - ) + (p p'slde} ds

2w 00
where
1 1 1
nvlkl%( Sp) (1—>, F(n):—./ ¢l
D s 2mi Jo

and C is the contour starting and coe™™ turning around the origin in coun-
terclockwise direction and ending at ooe™
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Proof. We will show that H®) (p, p', k) solves (pdy, + 20, +v|k|?)H) = 0 for
0 < p’ < p with the condition that H™)(p,p’, k) — 0 and ’H}(,U) (p,p' k) — %
as p’ approaches p from below.

In the appendix of [§], it is shown that F' is entire, F(0) = 1, and F satis-
fies nF" (n)+F'(n)+F(n) = 0. We will use these facts as given. As F is contin-
uous and the interval of integration shrinks to length zero, H)(p,p’, k) — 0
as p tends to p from below. For p > p/, H(*) is twice differentiable in p as F
is twice continuously differentiable. Moreover, we have

1 1 P’ p/p’ dn
H(V) pap/ak = __H(V) pap/ak + ~F(0 + _/ F/ n —dS,
p ( ) p ( ) p (0) ) ()dp

)y _— W) / k|2 7p_/ / v/ " d_77 2d
(pHy)p = =M + F'(0)v[k["(1 p)+p : F"(n) o) @

where the second equality uses that Z—Z = v|k|? (1 — %) is p independent.

Thus, as F(0) = 1, we have ’H}(,V) (p,p', k) — 1—1) as p’ tends to p from below.
We notice that

d 1 d 12
(11,
dp s) p—sp’ dsp s

<@>2 _ 7’]1/|k|2 (1 N p/32 —p ) _ nylk|2_ ns @ _ 77V|k|2_V|I{?|2(S _ 1) @
dp p S(p — sp/) D p(p _ Sp/) ds » D ds

So, integrating by parts and using nF"(n) + F’'(n) + F(n) = 0, we have

/ p/p |2
(PHS)p + Hy :F’(O)V|k|2(1—%)+p’/ F"" () (—””' | )ds

L p

P/p/ d y|]{;|2(8 — 1)

/ !/
—p LRy g
JR O
B2y (/Y k2 PP
e L R U
1 1

In other words, p’;’-[fgl;) + 27—[}(,”) + v|k[*H®*) = 0, and the Lemma is proved.

Lemma 92 We also have the representation in terms of Bessel functions

vl (2
o <71 : )@)2‘” )

v|k|? z

Proof Notice that by contour deformation the integral of ﬁ is zero. Factor-

ing out |k|,/7p in the exponent and using the change of variables ‘;‘\/\2 — w,

we have

B 1— 671/|k|2‘r71 -1 c+i0o 67V|k|2‘r*1+pr
L | (D) = 5= —— At
v|k| 27 J, v|k|

—100
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_1 [etioe olklymp(w—wt)
== e—dw:2jl(z).
27” c—100 |k|\/ vp z

Fourier Inequalities in two dimensions

In the appendix of [5], Fourier inequalities are developed in R3. We present
the counterparts to those inequalities in R? here. Where a Lemma is refer-
enced from this section, we use either the R? version or R? version as appro-
priate for our two problems. The basic idea is that in 2-d Lemma [99] below
differs by a constant from 3-d case. All other lemmas are basically the same
for R? or R3 once the change in Lemma 03 is taken into account.

Definition 93 Define the polynomial

Remark 94 Integration by parts gives
z
/ e~ Tr"dr = —e *P,(2) + nl.
0

Lemma 95 For all y > 0 and nonnegative integers m, n we have

m-+j+1

1 n
mt [ oM P (y(1 = p))dp = min! Y| ————
y /0 P Pu(y(1 = p))dp ;)(mﬂ.Jrl)!
Proof Integration by parts gives

mlj!

/0 (1—p)yp™dp = m

The result now follows by a direct calculation using the definition of P, given
by Definition

Lemma 96 For all y > 0 and integers n > m > 0, we have

yi
gt

b?s

yH / e~ 2=V B, (y(p — 1))dp < 27" (m + )]
1 j=0

Proof This again follows from direct calculation and is the same as in [5].

Lemma 97 For all y > 0 and integers n > m > 0, we have
" / e~y Dtson(e=Dlymp (411 — pl)dp < mINIQ g1 (1).
0

Proof. This is a combination of the previous two lemmas after splitting the
integral at 1.
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Proposition 98 Let n be an integer no less than 0 and r > 0 and p > 0
fixed. Then

2m . )
/ ei|”7’”ew||p—rele|"d9 < 6me”PTIB, (Jr — p).
0

Proof Let f(§) = e~lp=r¢' ‘|p re?|™. Then notice that f’(0) = e"p_mle||p—
re? "2 prsin(0)(—|p—re? | +n). We want to maximize f(6), so we split into
two cases.

Case 1. Suppose r < p—n or r > p+n. As |p —re??| > n, f(6) reaches its
maximum at § = 0. Thus, [f(0)] < e~ lP="l|p —r|» < e~lP7IP,(|p —7|). If
n = 0 this is the only case to consider. For n > 1 we have a second case.
Case 2. Suppose p —n < r < p+ n. Now, f(6) is maximized for 6 such
that [p — re’®| = n. Hence, |f(0)| < e "n". Now, we use the fact that for
re(p—n,p+n)

— " Ballp =) e
lp—r| < |P T| € _ falp .
¢ Zo n+1)! n! + (n+1)!
J
So,
P.(lp—r])e "n" n" —lp—
nyn lp—] n lp—r] _
5O < et < et (BARZIDE Ty W < el (i)
where the last inequality uses e™"n" < n! and iy +1)' <5 <2Pu(lp— ).

Putting these two cases together bounds the integrand by 3e~1?=" P, (|p—r])
and the proposition follows.

Lemma 99 If m and n are integers no less than —1, then
ol [ W g Pl g’ < Cr@m(m 1)1 1)1l
q’eR

where C7(2) = 18 and C7(3) =2

Proof We note that we may assume without loss of generality that m < n
since a change of variables ¢’ — q — ¢’ switches the roles of m and n. Write
q=pe'?, ¢ =re* and § = p— ¢. Let I be the integral on the left hand side.
Then switching to polar coordinates gives

0 2m 0 )
I= p/ / eP—r—lp—re |7"m|p - Tew|"rdrd9.
o Jo
For n > 0, using Proposition @8 above gives,
o0 .
1< 67Tp/ P p — et (el TP, (|p — r|)dr
0
Now, we let p = £. Then dp = % and —|p —r| = —p(p — 1)sgn(p — 1), so

1< 6mpm+ / e=PP=D(L+sgn(p=D) GmHL P (15— 1)dp
0
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Applying Lemma 07 with m = m 4+ 1 and n = n gives
I <6mp(m+ Dn!Qpini2(p) < 18m(m+ 1)!(n+ 1)!'Qpmints(p),
where the last inequality follows as m < n, so

m+n—+2 m—+n+3

2m+n+2—jpj 2m+n+3—jpj
P q 1)
= J! =~ G-
< Qmtnts(p)(m +n+3) <3(n+1)Qmsnts(p).
For n = m = —1, we use a slightly different approach. Assuming ¢ is not

zero, we split the integral over two regions, a ball of radius 3|q|/2 centered at
zero and its compliment. For the compliment region we have |¢ —¢'| > |q|/2,
SO

’ ’ 1
|q|/ elal—ld'I-lg—d'| - —dq'
la’|>3q| /2 ¢'lla — ¢'|

2m o)
< 2€|Q|/2/ / e "drd) = dre 11 < 47
0 3lal/2

For the interior region we have

1
a4
¢1<3lql/2 19'la — ¢

/

|l 1
lq| elal—ld'l—la—d'l / /dq’g Iq]
lq'|<3lql/2 l9'llqg — d'|

We now note that flq/|§3\q\/2 mdq’ is bounded. Without trying to be

precise we can bound the integral by 137 by spitting the region into two disks
of radius |g|/2 centered at 0 and ¢ and the compliment, call the compliment
D. We have

1 2
/ el < = —dq < 2m.
1<lql/2 14'lla = d'| lal Jigr1<1q1/2 1]
Similarly,
1
/ ﬁdq/ < 2.
l'—al<lal/2 € lla — ']
Finally,

1 4 4
/ﬁdq’g—gqu’s—g/ dg' < 9.
p ld'lla—d| lal* Jp lq l¢|<3]q]/2

Thus,

lal=1q'|=la—d'| 1 )
|Q|/ mdq < 137q| + 4m < 18(|g| +2) = 18Q1(|q|)

for all nonzero ¢. Hence, the lemma is proved with C7(2) = 18.
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Lemma 910 For any v > 1 and nonnegative integers m and n, we have
e~ BUK |+|k=FK'])
wera (14 [K/)7(1+ |k — K[)7
Crr27ePlElmIn)
T B+ K]

K| (BIK )™ (Blk — K |)"dk!

(m +n+2)Qmint2(8]k]).

Proof The proof is exactly as in [5] using our new bound in Lemma [@9 The
idea is to split into two regions |k’| < |k|/2 and its compliment. In the ball,
we have
1 < B
(L [k = K)YA+ K1) 7 (14 [k]/2)7[BK |
and we use Lemma [@9 with m replaced by m — 1. In the compliment, we have

1 - B
(U4 [k =KD+ K1) — (L + |k[/2)]8(k = &)

and we use Lemma [99] with n replaced by n — 1.

Lemma 911 For any v > 2 andn € N—0, we have
e~ BUK[+]k—FK'])
wera (L4 [K)7(1+ [k = K])

Crm2YeBlkl 3n+1 '|q|2/3 = |‘I|j
—1)\!
< ﬁd_1(1+|/€|)7 (n—1)1Qn41(lql) + 262/3 jz )

|K| |B(k — )" dk’

Proof We again break into two integrals f‘k,|§|k|/2 + f‘k,|2|k|/2. In the outer
region, we have (1 + |[k'|)™7 < 27(1 + |k|)~7, and in the inner, we have
(I+]k—FK|)~7 <27(1+]k|)~". We use this and vy > 2 for the first inequality
and Lemma @9 for the second to get a bound for the outer region

o BUK [+|E—'])

: k—K|"dk'
u \k’|2|k|/2(1+|k/|)7(1+|kfk/|)v|ﬁ( )|
27e—BIH L -
ST 1 e AP
q'€
Con2e—Blk]

< m(” = 1)!Qn11(lql)-

In the inner region, we also use (1+ |k'[)™7 < (|k|)~2*2/3, a change to polar
coordinates as in the proof of Lemma Q9] and integration by parts to get

e~ BUK[+]k—FK'])
wi<iil2 (L + KDY (L + |k —K)7

- 27e Al 1 / elal=1d'1=la=a'l|/|=242/3| ¢ _ o/ |ndyf
BITIERBAH KDY i <lal2

k| Bk — K")|"dk!
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27— BIk| p/2 2w
B k[ / /

— re' "2 23 dgdr

27 Blk] /2 1423
< - _
- ﬁd—1+2/3(1+|k|)w6ﬂp/ r Pn(|p 7’|)d7"
27— Bl )
< Grnl p112/3 / 71+2/3 7V di
> ﬁd 1+2/3(1+|kz| n.p Z]' 7’) T
27— Bl pJ+

nl 2/3
- ﬂd 1+2/3(1+|k| ¥ 2 np Z ’

Lemma 912 For any v > 1 and nonnegative integers l1,lo > 0, we have

eBUkI=|K |~ [k—K"])

k K k—K'|)dK'
| | o (1 + |l€/|)’7(1 ¥ |k — k,|),y Q211 (ﬁ' |)Q212(ﬁ| |)
Crr2Y e~ Bkl
=~ m(2ll+212+1)(211+212+2)(2ll+212+3)Q2l1+2l2+2(ﬂ|k|)

The proof is exactly the same as in [5] with K = %ﬁ. The idea of the

proof is to use the definition of Qg;, and Qg, with Lemma [@I0 to bound the
left hand side by

201 +2l2
K30 222042 (54 9)(j 4+ 1)Qy42(1al)
j=0
201 +2l
< KQapqanr2(la) Y G+ 1) +2)
j=0

from which the result follows.

Lemma 913 Ifv > 2 and ! > 0, then

k| —B(K |+ k—K']) o
/k R ( = Qo (|B(k — K')[)dk
7= d

(1+1)2/3 1+ |ED)Y(1+ |k —FK))
Ce Pl
< W(Ql +1)Qa42(Blk|), (91)

where
1
C1 = C1(d) = 6Cw2Y 3413 4 Crr27 g~ 44! 4 5005*1.

Proof The proof is again the same as in [5] except when Lemma 6.8. is
invoked in [5] we use our Lemma The idea is to split into a few cases.
When [ = 0, the claim holds with C; = %Coﬁ’l. For [ > 1, we separate the
constant term

o= BUK [ +k—F]) Y Coe="!

k/’ v
M fo e TF P AT TR o2 < 2ﬂ(l+|kl)

Qar2(Bk]).
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Then, we use Lemma [O1T] to bound the terms of

K T (sl — 2%
| |/k’€R'i Ax Rk —wy 22 BIkD =27

and over bound the remaining sums to get the rest of the terms appearing
in Cl (d)
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