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Abstract

We discuss the Lagrangian-Eulerian framework for hydrodynamic models and provide a proof of
Lipschitz dependence of solutions on initial data in path space. The paper presents a corrected version
of the result in [I].

1 Introduction

Many hydrodynamical systems consist of evolution equations for fluid velocities forced by external
stresses, coupled to evolution equations for the external stresses. In the simplest cases, the Eulerian
velocity u can be recovered from the stresses o via a linear operator

u=U(c) (1)
and the stress matrix o obeys a transport and stretching equation of the form
0o +u-Vo =F(Vu,0),

where F' is a nonlinear coupling depending on the model. The Eulerian velocity gradient is obtained

in terms of the operator
Veu = G(o), (2)

and, in many cases, G is bounded in Holder spaces of low regularity. Then, passing to Lagrangian
variables,
T=00X

where X is the particle path transformation X (-,¢) : R? — R?, a volume preserving diffeomorphism,
the system becomes

X =UX,T), 3)
8157' = T(X, 7').
with
UX,7)=U(roX Yo X, "
T(X,7)=F(G(ro X Yo X,1).
In particular, 7 solves an ODE
d
—7="F(g,7) ()

dt
where ¢ = V,u o X is of the same order of magnitude as 7 in appropriate spaces, and so the size
of 7 is readily estimated from the information provided by the ODE model, analysis of G and of the
operation of composition with X. The main additional observation that leads to Lipschitz dependence
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in path space is that derivatives with respect to parameters of expressions of the type encountered in
the Lagrangian evolution (@),

UroX HoX, G(roX 1) oX,

introduce commutators, and these are well behaved in spaces of relatively low regularity. The Lagrangian-
Eulerian method of [2] formalized these considerations leading to uniqueness and Lipschitz dependence
on initial data in path space, with application to several examples including incompressible 2D and
3D Euler equations, the surface quasi-geostrophic equation (SQG), the incompressible porous medium
equation, the incompressible Boussinesq system, and the Oldroyd-B system coupled with the steady
Stokes system. In all these examples the operators U and G are time-independent.

The paper [I] considered time-dependent cases. When the operators U and G are time-dependent,
in contrast to the time-independent cases studied in [2], G is not necessarily bounded in L>(0,T; C%).
This was addressed in [I] by using a Holder continuity o € C#(0,7;C®). While this treated the
Eulerian issue, it was tacitly used but never explicitly stated in [I] that this kind of Hoélder continuity
is transferred to o from 7 by composition with a smooth time-depending diffeomorphism close to the
identity. This is false. In fact, we can easily give examples of C functions 7 which are time-independent
(hence analytic in time with values in C*) and diffeomorphisms X (¢)(a) = a+ vt with constant v, such
that ¢ = 70 X! is not continuous in C“ as a function of time. In this paper we present a correct
version of the results in [I]. Instead of relying on the time regularity of 7 alone, we also use the fact
that G is composed from a time-independent bounded operator and an operator whose kernel is smooth
and rapidly decaying in space. Then the time singularity is resolved by using the Lipschitz dependence
in L' of Schwartz functions composed with smoothly varying diffeomorphisms near the identity.

A typical example of the systems we can treat is the Oldroyd-B system coupled with Navier-Stokes
equations:

Ou —vAu =H (div (6 —u®u)),
V-u=0,
oo +u-Vo = (Vu)o + o(Vu)' — 2ko + 2pK ((Vu) + (Vu) 1),
u(z,0) = up(x),o(x,0) = go(x).

Here (z,t) € R? x [0,7). The Leray-Hodge projector H = I+ R ® R is given in terms of the Riesz
transforms R = (Ry, ..., Ra4), and v, pK, k are fixed positive constants. This system is viscoelastic, and
the behavior of the solution depends on the history of its deformation.

The non-resistive MHD system

(6)

O —vAu =H(div (b®b—u®u)),
V-u=0,
V.b=0, (7)
Ob+ u - Vb = (Vu)b,
u(z,0) = ug(x),b(x,0) = bo(x).

can also be treated by this method. The systems (@) and (7)) have been studied extensively, and a
review of the literature is beyond the scope of this paper.

2 The Lagrangian-Eulerian formulation

We show calculations for (B]) in order to be explicit, and because the calculations for (7) are entirely
similar. The solution map for u(z,t) of (@) is

u(z,t) =Ly (ug)(x, t) + / Gu(t—s) * (H(div (0 —u®@u))) (x,s)ds. (8)
0
where ) o,
L)) = g v vofe) = [ omge o iy )



Thoroughout the paper we use

(z) = 1 o \Z\f
P = ) §
The velocity gradient satisfies
t
(Vu)(z,t) = L,(Vug)(x,t) —|—/ (9u(1—s) * (HVdiv (0 — u ® u))) (z, s)ds. (10)
0

We denote the Eulerian velocity and gradient operators

U(f) (1) = / (9ot * Heliv £)(z, 5)ds,
(11)

G(1)w.8) = [ (Gur—o) « Vv ), ).

Note that for a second order tensor f, G(f) = V,U(f) = R® R(U(V,f)). Let X be the Lagrangian
path diffeomorphism, v the Lagrangian velocity, and 7 the Lagrangian added stress,

= — = X
VS T (12)

T=00X.

We also set

g(a,t) = (Vu)(X(a,t),t) =L, (Vug) o X(a,t)

13
+G (o X ") oX(a,t) —U (Vs (v®v)o X)) 0 X(a,t). (13)
In Lagrangian variables the system is
X(a,t) —(1—}—/ V(X,T,a,s)ds,
14
T(a,t) = oo(a /'TXTCLS (14)
v(a, V(X,1,t)

where the Lagrangian nonlinearities V, T are

V(X,7,a,s) =L,(ug) o X(a,s)+ (U ((7’ —v®uv)o Xﬁl)) o X (a,s), (1)
T(X,7,a,5) = (97 + 79" = 2kT + 20K (g + g")) (a, 5),

and ¢ is defined above in ([I3]). The main result of the paper is

Theorem 1. Let 0 < o < 1 and 1 < p < oo, be given. Let also v1(0) = u1(0) € C1TP and
v9(0) = uz(0) € C1F*P be given divergence-free initial velocities, and c1(0),02(0) € CP be given
initial stresses. Then there exists Ty > 0 and C' > 0 depending on the norms of the initial data
such that (X1, 711, v1), (X2, T2,v2), with initial data (Id,01(0),u1(0)), (Id, 02(0),u2(0)), are bounded in
Id + Lip(0, To; C1TP) x Lip(0, To; C*P) x L>=(0,Tp; C*T*P) and solve the Lagrangian form (1) of
(@8). Moreover,

X2 = Xl Lipgo, 1;01 0wy T 1172 = T1ll Lipgo,mps000my + 102 = V1ll oo (0,1, 010 m)

(16)
< C(lluz(0) = u1(0)[l 144, + 172(0) = 71 (0) ], ,,)

Remark 1. The solutions’ Lagrangian stresses T are Lipschitz in time with values in C*. Their
Lagrangian counterparts o = 7o X% are bounded in time with values in C® and space-time Hélder
continuous with exponent o. The Eulerian version of the equations (@) is satisfied in the sense of
distributions, and solutions are unique in this class.



The spaces C*P are defined in the next section. The proof of the theorem occupies the rest of
the paper. We start by considering variations of Lagrangian variables. We take a family (X, 7.) of
flow maps depending smoothly on a parameter e € [1,2], with initial data u.o and o.. Note that

ve = 0s X.. We use the following notations

d
e = X0 X 1 gl = Zc9e
€

d
Xl= =X, ne=XoX 1,

de
d
[——
Ve = Gt
oe=Tc0 X,
d
T = ETG’(SG =7loX 1,
and p p
u/eO = &ué(o)aaeo = & E(O>

We represent

2
Xg(a,t) —Xl(a,t) :/ Xéde,
1

2
ma(ast) — mi(a,t) = / rode,
1

*d
walast) = wlast) = [ Svide
1 €

where
X/_/t—dVdS _/t—deer’
e — o dE € y, e = 0 dE € 05707

Ve = V(XE,TE), T = T(XEaTe)-

We have the following commutator expressions arising by differentiating in e ([I], [2])):

(g (U(re 0 X 0 Xe)> o X' = [ Vi, Ul(o0) + V),

where
[775 : vwaU](UE) =1 Vz (U(oe)) = U (ne - vaE)

and

d
(d—U(vE ®onX€1)oXE> ngl
€

= [ - Vi, U(ue @ ue) + U((v) @ ve +ve @) 0 X71).

We note, by the chain rule,
V.V =(V.X)g.

Consequently, differentiating V., g. and the relation ([24]) we have

d
(_V€> ° Xe_l =ne - (Ly(Vauep)) + LV(u/ep)
+[ne - Vi, Ul(0e — ue @ ue) + U0 — (v) @ ve +ve @) o X1,
ge = L(Vyuep) 0o X + G(oe) 0 Xe — U(Vy(ue ® ue)) o X,
geo Xe_l =Ne - Lo (V2 Vaueo) + Lu(ku/e,o) + e - Vi, Gl(0e) + G(de)
—[Me - Vo, U] (Vo (ue ® ue)) — U (Vg ((v; ® Ve + Ve @) 0 Xe_l)) ,

d
&(Vave) = (VaXé)ge + (vaXe)gév

d
. Te = gire+ 9eml + 7lgl +7e(g)" = 2k7/ + 20K (9. + (90)7)-

(17)



3 Functions, operators, commutators

We consider function spaces
P = C*(RY) N LP(RY) (26)

with norm
10y = 1oy + 11 oo gy (27)

for a € (0,1),p € (1,00), C**+*(R4) with norm

||f||Cl+0<(]Rd) = HfHLw(Rd) + ||Vcho<(1Rd) ) (28)
and
clitor = ot RY) n whe(RY) (29)
with norm
1 say = I llgrsa ey + 1 s gy - (30)

We also use spaces of paths, L>°(0,T;Y) with the usual norm,

£l 0.2y = sup [IF@O)lly (31)
te[0,T)
spaces Lip(0,T;Y) with norm
1/(t) = f()lly
I lLiporvy = sup ————— +[[fll g (0,1, (32)
Lip(0.T5Y) t#s,t,5€[0,T] [t — s L= OTY)

where Y is C%P or C***P in the following. We use the following lemmas.
Lemma 1 ([2]). Let0<a<1,1<p<oo. Letn € C*(R?) and let
(K)(w) = PV. [ Ko =)o)y (33)

be a classical Calderon-Zygmund operator with kernel k which is smooth away from the origin, homo-
geneous of degree —d and with mean zero on spheres about the origin. Then the commutator [n -V, K]
can be defined as a bounded linear operator in C*P and

- V,Klollgan <C ||77Hcl+o<(Rd) lollcow - (34)

Lemma 2 (Generalized Young’s inequality). Let 1 < ¢ < oo and C > 0. Suppose K is a measurable
function on R* x R?® such that

sup | [K(w,y)ldy <C, sup [ |K(z,y)|dr <C. (35)
z€RI JRA yeR JRd

If f € L1(RY), the function Tf defined by
Tf(z)= K (@, y) f(y)dy (36)
is well defined almost everywhere and is in LY, and [|[Tf||., < C||f]l -

The proof of this lemma for 1 < ¢ < oo is done using duality, a straightforward application of
Young’s inequality and changing order of integration. The extreme cases ¢ = 1 and ¢ = oo are proved
directly by inspection.

For simplicity of notation, let us denote

Mx =1+ X = Id]| oo g ;0140 - (37)



Theorem 2. Let0 < a< 1,1 <p<oo andletT > 0. Also let X be a volume preserving diffeomor-
phism such that X —1d € Lip(0,T;C**). Then

HT © X_lHLco(o,T;Cw) < HT”L"O(O,T;C“’P) M. (38)
If X' € Lip(0,T; C1*+®), then
| X’ OX*lHLm(O,T;CHa) < IX M poo (0,101 M2, (39)
If v € Lip(0,T; W1P), then
||U o X ||Loo(oyT;W1,p) < HU”LOO(O,T;WLP) Mx. (40)
If in addition 8, X', 0; X exist in L°°(0,T; C*T%), then

—1 1+3a
HXI o X HLip(O,T;CO‘) < ||XI||Lip(O,T;Cl+0‘) HX - IdHLip(O,T;Cl+°‘) MX . (41)

Proof.

[roX (42)

71||LPOL°° =7l zrape
and, denoting the seminorm

= s @70
atbaber? @ —b|*

we have

[roX '), < rt)], [VeX " O]|5n < FO]0 Q411X = 1w opcree)®.  (43)

[e3%

Note that this shows that the same bound holds when we replace X ~! by X. For the second and third
part, it suffices to remark that

V(X0 X1 = ((VoX) oX‘l)’1 (VoX")o X1 (44)

and the previous part gives the bound in terms of Lagrangian variables. For the last part, we note that

(X (XN, 0) — X (X (@, 9),9))
1 (45)
- / (2 X") (XN, 87), B7) + (0 X7 (2, B,)(VaX') (X N, B7), Br)) dr,
0
where
Br =7t +(1—7)s. (46)
Now noting that
KX == (0 X) o X)) ((VaX) o X7 (47)
we have
X o X ()~ X o XA (s)]
, , 143 (48)
< (||3tX o< (0,7:00) F 10X || oo (0,700 X ||Loo(o,T;cl+a)) (1 +|X - Id”Lw(o,T;cHa))
so that
/ —1 / 1+3a
X" 0 X7 Lipo.mv00) S NX Npipo,zicneey 1X =Tl Lipgo 1 (1 +IX - Id”m(o,:r;cw))
(49)
O



Theorem 3. Let 0 < a < 1,1 < p < oo and let T > 0. There exists a constant C independent of T
and v such that for any 0 <t < T,

I (o)l oo (0,1:00m) < C llwolla s

L (w0}l o= 0,710y < C N0l

(50)
L, (Vo) ()]l g, < b l[uollq,p »
||LU(VUO)|IL°°(O,T;C°"P) <C ||u0||1+a,p
hold.
Proof.
1Ly (u0) )l pp < Ngwellpr luolla,, = lluolly
L, (o) O)ly 10 < Ngwtll o 1wolly 40 = [0l yap
C (51)
AT 0) Dy < 19810l 0l = 7 el
1L (Vuo) ()l p < Ngutllpr Vuolly,, < lluollifqy -
O
Theorem 4. Let 0 < a < 1,1 <p < oo and let T > 0. There exists a constant C such that
T\ 2
||]U(U)||L°°(O,T;C°¢1P) <cC <;) ||U||L°°(O,T;Co<vp) : (52)
Proof.
t
0Ol <C [ [t 1 176 0
0
c [t 1 C (53)
<-—= —ds ||U||Loo(o,T;ca,p) < _;\/T”U”LOO(O,T;CQ’P) :
vz .Jo (t—8)2 V2
O

Theorem 5. Let 0 < a < 1,1 <p < oo and let T > 0. There exist constants C1,Cs depending only
on a and v, and Cs(T, X),Cy(T, X) such that

I o X Dlocn < O X Tl pacnen 17Oy (4 CEE)
FC2 17|l Lip(o,rs000y Ca(T, X)
where C5(T, X) and C4(T, X) are of the form CT?2 (||X —1d||Zip0 104y + I1X — Id||iip(01T;cl+a)).
Proof. Since G = (R ® R)HI" where
t
F(ToX_l) = / Agy(t,s) * (ToX_l(S))dS, (55)
0

we can replace G by I'. Then I'(7 o X ~1) can be written as

Do X0 = [ Aguosy (o X7 () = (ro X ) (1) ds
(56)

t
+/ Agy(i—s) * (To X7 (t)ds.
0
But .
| s 70 X 0)ds = 70 X710) = g s (o X )0 (57)
0

7



so the second term is bounded by 2 ||7|| (o 7,car)y M by Theorem 2l Now we let
7o X Yx,8) — 70 X Ya,t) = Ay7(w,5,t) + Ao7(2, 5, 1),

where
Ai7(z,s,t) = 7(X Ya, 8),8) — 7(X " (z,5),1),
AoT(x,8,1) = T(X_l(:zr, s),t) — T(X_l(x,t), t).

But since
HAlT(Sat)”Coe,p <t

— s|M¥ HTHLip(o,T;CW) )

by the proof of Theorem 2] we get

Ct
< W ”THLip(O,T;CQ’P) My,

a,p

t
/ Agy(1—s) ¥ A17(s,t)ds
0

On the other hand,

t t
/ Agy(t—s) * DoT(s,t)ds = / K(z,z,t,s)7(2,t)dzds,
0 0 JRrd

where
K(Ia z,t, S) Agu(t—s) (I - X(Zv S)) - Agl/(t—s) (.I - X(Zv t))
We use the following lemma.

Lemma 3. K(z,2,t,5) is L' in both the x variable and the z variable, and

CHX IdHsz(OTL“’)

sup | K (-, z,t,8) || 1, sup [|[ K (z, -, 8, 8)|[ 12 <
z x |t—$|2l/2

Proof. We define
d
S(x) = dgre~l=® (|:v|2 - 5)

so that
= (4dnv(t — s —(5+1) 7:17 .
(Agu(t—s)) (4 (t )) S <(4(t_s))%>
Then
K(z,2z,t,8)|dz= [ (47v(t — s _(%‘H)SL(Z’SZ —Si(z’t)l
[ 1Kzt = [ -s) (o) = S de
= dnv(t — s _(%-H)SLZJI_SLW_IS) d
[mii-s) o) 5 >] y
— (vt — N L= (E) [ sy — 5 [ u— (X—Id)(iv—(4(t—sl))%u,t—s)>
it =) / ) < (4v(t —s))2

However, for each u

(X —1Id)(z — (4v(t — s))2u, t — s)

<

Sw)— (u (X — 1)@ — (vt — ) but - S)>
(4v(t — 5))2

X sup{|VS(u —2)| ]z <

(vt —s))?

}

It — s|2 .
< NX =1 pipo,7 1) T

‘ (X —Id)(z — (v(t — s))Eu,t — s)
(4v(t —s))*

and we have

’ (X —Id)(z — (dv(t — 5))3u,t — s)

(Av(t —5))*

(62)

(63)

(67)



and obviously
S(u) = sup |(VS)(u—2)| (70)
zSCT%

is integrable in R?%; because VS is Schwartz,

Cq
<
for some constant Cy, but if |z| < CT2, then |u — z|> > |ul> — C2T and
(V8)(u— ) < Tt (72)

(1+C°T + [u?)?

and the right side of above is clearly integrable with bound depending only on d and 7. Therefore, we
have

[ 1K@zt 9)ldz <[t = s (X = 14075 CALT). (73)
Similarly,
J A R = L SI P
(4v(t —s))2 (4v(t —s))2 (74)
-1 *(EJrl) X(sz)_X(Zat)
= | @mv(t—s)) 7 27 18(y) = S(y + —)|d
(4v(t —s))2
and again we have
X(z,8) — X(z,1) 11 1
=) < X Wl = sl < CT ()
Therefore, we have the bound
/ K (2, 2)|dz < [t = 5| 72073 (X = 1d)[| iy 0 1) C(d, T). (76)
O

From Lemma [3] and generalized Young’s inequality, we have

t
H/ Agy(t—s) * Do7(s,t)ds
0

o ([t\*
<< ((—) ||X—1d||Lip<o,T;cm>> Il oty - (77)

LeALee VY

For the Holder seminorm, we measure the finite difference. Let us denote oy, f (z,t) = f(x+h,t)— f(z,t).
If |A] < t, then

t t
on </ Agy(t—s) * AQT(S,t)dS) :/ On(Agy(t—s)) ¥ AaT(s,t)ds. (78)
0 0
If 0 <t — s < |hl|, then H5hA9u(t—s)HL1 <2 HAgu(t*S)HLl < % and since
[A27 (s, )| oo < [t = s|* | X = 1d| 40,701+ 0) 1Tl oo 0,7,000) (79)
we have
t C
/ | 5h(Agu(t—s)> * Aot (s, t)ds < E|h|a X — IdHLip(o,T;cHa) ||7'||Loo(o,T;ca,p) . (80)
t— =S

If |h| <t — s < t, then following lines of Lemma [3 65, (Ag,1—s)) is a L' function with

Clh|

160 (Agu(i—s))[| 1 < i )E



and we have

t—|h|
/ On(Agy(t—s)) * D7 (s, t)ds
0

s

1 a (82)
< V% X — Id”sz(o T;C1+a) H7'||Loo 0,T;C») |h|2 t a < %,
> o 1
CX 10 0 s 17l iy MIEE > 4.
If |h| > t, then we only have the first term. Therefore, we have
1 K C(a) o
= On </0 Agy(t—s) * AQT(S,t)dS) i < - 1X = 1d|[7ip00,7501+0) 1T oo (0,75000) - (83)
We note that
7@l ap < IO g p + Il Lipo, 720000 - (84)
To summarize, we have
-1
[T(ro0X >HL°°(O,T;CO<~P)
1 o 1 o
< 0(0) (143 ) 1X =1 0 meeey [T Ol + €@ (143 ) 1X = Wl oo T o i
1
C(Oé) T\? « 4
+T (;) max{[ X — Id||Lip(0,T;Cl+0<) X - Id”Lip(o,T;cHa)}(”T(O)”a,p +T HTHLip(O,T;C"‘vP))7
(85)
and this completes the proof. O

Theorem 6. Let 0 < a < 1,1 < p < 0o and let T > 0. Let X' € Lip(0,T;C**®) with ;X' €
L°(0,T; CY9). There exists a constant C such that

[[X oXx~ ' V,U] (U)HLOO(O,T;CQ’p)

T % T 1+3a / (86)
<C ) T 1X =1l ipo, 7010y | Mx " NX | Lipo, 1oy 101 Lo 0,1, 0000
Proof. First, we denote
n=XoX % (87)
Then we have
[7-V, U] (o)(t)
t t
=n(t)- V/ Gu(t—s) ¥ Hdivo(s)ds — / Gu(t—s) ¥ Hdiv (n(s) - Vo(s))ds
0 0
t t
= [n(t) - V,H]/ Gu(t—s) * divo(s)ds + H/ (Vauu—s)) * (V-n(s)a(s)) ds (88)

“H / (VVua-0)) * (1(s) = n(t)) o(s)ds
+H / TV gur-5))  0(5) = (TVgu(s— ) * (0(E)o(s)) ds,
whete (VVgy(u ) (1(5) = 1()0 (), 1(t) - (VVau0—s)) # 0(5), and (VVgye_s)) % (9(s)(s)) represent
D (@000 %) (:(5) = i (D) ().
I (89)

Z 1i(t) (0:0;9u(1—s)) * o5k (s), and respectivelyz (00390 (1—s)) * (i (s)Tjk(s)).

.3

10



The first term is bounded by Lemma [I] and the second term is estimated directly

1
t\?2
< OOl (2) olumoircnn
a,p s (90)

t 2
S C (;) ||77||L00(01T;Cl+04) ||0'||L°°(O,T;CO¢1P) i
a,p

H[n(t) -V, Hj /Ot Gu(t—s) * divo(s)ds

[ [ P (7 n(shotos

The third term is bounded by
Ct

W ||77||Lip(o,T;ca) ||U||Loo(o,T;ca,p) (91)

by the virtue of Theorem 2l For the last term, note that

(1) - (VVgu(t-s) % 0(5) = (VVu(e—s)) * (n(t)o(s))) (x)

1 92
= VVg—s(2)z - (/ Vn(z — (1 — )\)z,t)d)\) oz —z,8)dz 62
Rd 0
and note that VVg,;_s) (2)z is a L' function with
C
VVG—5(2)z < — %5 (93)
[VV G0 s ()2 TR
Therefore,
H (n(t) : (vv.gv(tfs)) * U(S) - (vv.gv(tfs)) * (’I](t)U(S))) Ha,p
C (94)
S —— In@lcrve llo(s)lla,p
(v(t—s))>
so that the last term is bounded by
1
t 2
¢ () WOlern lollmronn (95)
We finish the proof by replacing n by X’ using Theorem O

Theorem 7. Let 0 < a < 1, 1 < p < oo and let T > 0. Let X' € Lip(0,T;C**%) with 0, X' €
L%(0,T; CY*%). There exists a constant C(«) depending only on « such that

H (X' oX L. V,G] (TOX_I)HL“’(O,T;CQ’p)

/ / i (96)
< (XN poe 0, 1,0140) + I X M Lipo 10140y T2 )R

where R is a polynomial function on (||| ;.0 r.ca): X —1dll ;07,0140 whose coefficients depend
on a, v, and T, and in particular it grows polynomially in T and bounded below.

Proof. Again we denote n = X’ o X~!. Also it suffices to bound
-V, I (toX ) =n(t) VI (roX ) =T (n-V(roX 1)) (97)
where T is as defined in (53]), since
[n-V,Gl=(R® R)H[n-V,T]+[n() V,(R® R)H|T (98)
and the second term is bounded by Lemma [Il For the first term, we have

-V,IT(roX Nt) =L + I+ I3+ I, + I + I, (99)
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where
L = /0 n(t) - (VAGu—s) * (T X7H1))) = VAgy—s) * (n(t)T 0 X (1)) ds,
b= [ 00) - (VAgosy  (ro X7 () =70 X71(1)
—VAgG,(1—s) * (n(t) (7‘ o X !s)—To Xﬁl(t))) ds,

L= - / VAG,(- * ((1(5) = (8)) (70 X71(5))) ds, (100)
L —/0 Agy(e—s) * (V- (n(s) = n(t)) 70 X~ X(s)) ds,

Is = /0 Agyi—sy * (V-n(t) (To X71(s) =m0 X (1)) ds,

o = =L (Vo n(0)r 0 X710 = g+ (V- (07 0 X1

First, I1 + Ig can be bounded:

1 _ _
I +Is = — (W(t) -V (gut * (T oX 1(t))) -V (gvt * (W(t)T oX 1(t))))
v X (101)
— vt * (V-n(t) (ro X_l(t)))
and the first term is treated in the same way as (@2). Since the first term is
1 ! _
- (/Rd Vi (y)y - / Vil — (1= Ny, )\ (1o X71) (z —y, t)dy> (102)
0
and
IVgue )yl < C, (103)
the C*P-norm of the first term is bounded by
C _
B ||77(t)||cl+a HT oX 1(15)”0[)1,- (104)
The C*P-norm of the second term is also bounded by the same bound. Therefore,
¢ o
1+ Tl oizi0mmy < o MEP IX ooy 17l e 0 15 (105)
The term I3 is bounded due to Theorem [2l Since n € Lip(0,T; C*) we have
C(T\?
||I3||L°°(01T§CQ’P) < ; (;) M;(+40¢ HX - Id”Lip(O,T;C“*“) (106)

||X/||Lip(O,T;Cl+O‘) ”THLO"(O,T;C"‘*P) :

The terms Iy, and I5 are treated in the spirit of Theorem We treat LP N L* norm and Holder
seminorm separately. For the term I5, we have

¢
I = / Aduieosy * (V- 1(t) (Arr(s,8) + Agr(s, 1)) ds (107)
0
where A7 and Ay7 are the same as (B9). From the same arguments from the above,

H/Ot Agut—s) * (V- n(t)A17(s, 1)) ds

Ct
< W ||77||L°°(0,T;cl+a) ||T||Lz'p(0,T;CO<~P) M.

ap (108)
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On the other hand,

By + (7 -0 807(5,8) (2) = | (K (o.2:9) (T 1) (X(2.0).0)
+Agv(tfs)(x - X(Zv t)) ((V : 77) (X(Zv 8)7 t) - (V ’ 77) (X(Zv t)v t)))dzv
where K is as in ([G3]). Then as in the proof of Lemma[3] by the generalized Young’s inequality we have

(109)

t
H | g = (V- n02a7(s.0) ds
0

S ClrOll ponpe 1l Lo (o, 1,01+0)
p oo
Lrol (110)

e £\ 2 3
IX = 1dll pipo,ricrvey | 5o+ 55 ) + o5 1K = 1dlLip0mcrvay | -

For the Holder seminorm, we repeat the same argument in the proof of Theorem [, using the bound
(BI). Then we obtain

t
on (/ Agy(t—s) * AgT(S,f)dS)
0

|h|* Lo
1 2 (111)
C(a) t\? t o
< v 1+ v + v X — Id”Lip(o,T;cHa) ||7'||Loo(o7T;ca,p) ||77||Loo(o,T;cl+a) .
Therefore,
C(o) t)? 3 42a
251l e (0, 7,000y < - <1 +t+ (;) (1 + X - Id”up(o,T;cHa)) My (112)
HX/HLOO(O,T;CHQ) ||T||Lip(O,T;CO"P) :
The term I4(t) is treated in the exactly same way, by noting that
V- (0ls) = 10) = VaX TN (A0TaX (5,) + VX QWX )
+ (VX 71(s) = Vo X 7H(1) + (VaX 0 X71) (1),
where as in (B9)
A1V X (7,5,t) = Vo X (X Nz, 5),8) — Vo X' (X (2, 5),1), (114)
AoV X' (2,8,1) = Vo X' (X H2,8),t) — Vo X' (X (2, 0), 1),
and
Ve (XN z,8) = X '(2,1) = (VX 0 X71) (2,1) (Vo (X —1d)) (X (2,1),t — 5) (115)
so that
Ve X71(6) = VX 7H0) g < = 811X = Tl o iy MAT2 (116)
Also note that
1A2Vu X' (5, ) e < VX' Ol X — 1S 07,0 £ — 1 (117)
so that .
/ Agui—s) * (VaX71(s) 1 (A2VaX'(s,8))7 0 X '(s)) ds
0 Cap
C(a) o (Y N o (118)
< - <1 +¢" + <;> M)1(+2 X — IdHLip(O,T;CHa)
||X/||L°°(O,T;Cl+0<) ||T||L°°(O,T;C"<vp) .
The final result is
C(a) t) o
s, < — (1 +t+ (;) M ||X/||LOO(O7T;CHQ) ||r||Lm(07T;Ca,p) w19)
119

t
+O;M)1<+3a ||X/||Lip(O,T;Cl+0<) ||7'||L°°(0,T;(Jw) :

13



Finally, I can be bounded using the combination of the technique in Theorem Bl and Theorem @l First,
we have

IQ(.I,t) =
t 1
[ L 98aea v ([ 91t = 0= N ar@urte - 5.0 ) dyas (120)

t 1
+/ VAg(1—s)(x —2) - (¥ — 2) - (/ Vn(Az + (1 — Nz, t)d (As7(z, s, t))) dzds.
o Jrd 0
Then applying the argument of the proof of Theorem [6] the first term is bounded by

;th’é H77HLD<>(0,T;CI+Q) HT”Lip(O)T;CO‘xT’) . (121)

The second term is treated using the method used in Theorem By changing variables to form a
kernel similar to (G3]), and applying generalized Young’s inequality, the LP N L° norm of the second
term is bounded by

1 2
Cla) |, t?2 t 4
— (f + (;) + (;) )(1+||X_Id|Lip(o,T;CI+a)) 9l oo (0, 7,014y 1T oo (0,7 Lo 100 -

(122)
Finally, the Holder seminorm of the second term is bounded by the same method as Theorem [Bl The
only additional point is the finite difference of V7 term, but this term is bounded by a straightforward
estimate. The bound for the Holder seminorm of the second term is

C(a) £\ [t
« a «
T(m (1) +(2) >||X—Id|up<o,w+a> Il orscsey Il mscony - (123)

To sum up, we have

C(a) t)’ 4 [l
150, < S <1+t+ (2) ) (141X ~ Moo ME

(124)
HX/HLOO(O,T;CIM) HTHLip(O,T;C"‘vP) :
If we put this together,
-1 -1
H [X'oX™H-V,G](roX )HLOO(O,T;CW)
< ClX e o i0140) M2 DT 0 XN Lo 0 10009 (125)

1
+(HX/HL°°(0,T;CI+O<) + ||X/HLip(o,T;cl+a) T2)F1 (v, 00 X, 17l Lipgo 700wy » T)

where Fj depends on the written variables and grows like polynomial in T, |[7(|;;, 7.cer), and
X —1d|[1;(0,7,c1+ay- The bound on I'(7 o X 1) is given by Theorem [l O

4 Bounds on variations and variables

Using the results from the previous section we find bounds for variations and variables. For simplicity,
we adopt the notation
M.=1+|X— IdHLOO(O,T;Cl+<’<) . (126)

First, we bound £V.. Note that X.(0) = Id, so X/(0) = 0 and by Theorem [ and since X/ €
Lip(0,T; C1T*P) we have

HXé”Loo(o,T;cHa) <T ||Xé||Lip(0,T;Cl+avP) )

o (127)
[nellca <t H'XIHL'LP(O7T;CI+OHP) M.
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Then by the Theorem Bl we have

T\2
e 'LV(VIUQO)HL""(O,T;C“P) <€ <;> M HXéHLip(O,T;C”Q’P) ”uévOHHa,p’ (128)
HLV(UI@O)HLOO(O,T;C%P) <C HulﬁvoHa,p :
By Theorem [6] we have
e - VU] (0 = e @ )| <c (T)ﬁ(T) M2+
e Vax, Oe — Ue Ue oo Cap) - - €
n Lo°(0,T;C%P) v v (129)
||Xé||Lip(O,T;Cl+O‘) [7e —ve ® Ue||Loo(o,T;ca,p) )
and by Theorem [l we have
T\ 2
€ ! € € ! Xil < - Ma
||U (6 — (V. ® ve + ve @ VL) 0 X, )HLOO(O,T;C%P) < O(y) 6 (130)
||7'e/ - (vé @ Ve + Ve @ vé)||L<>0(o7T;ca,p) .
Therefore,
d
Ve < Cllucoll,,
€ Mlpee(o,micor) ’ (131)

+51 (T)(”Xé”Lip(o,T;cHa,p) + ||vé||Loo(o,T;ca,p) + ||Ué,0||aﬁp + ”TE/”Lip(o,T;ca,p))Ql

where S1(T') vanishes as T2 as T — 0 and Q) is a polynomial in lweolly 1 op 1Xe =1l Lipo 1,01 +00)s
[7ell £os 0,700y A0 [|Vell fow (o 7,capy» Whose coefficients depend on v. Similarly,

”gEHLoo(o,T;ca,p) < Mx ||u0||l+o¢7p + O X - Id||zip(07T;Cl+a) ||UE,0||a1p +52(T)Q2, (132)

where S5(T') vanishes as T2 as T — 0 and Qs is polynomial in 71l Lipo, 7500wy a0 | X = 1d || 10 7, 0140
whose coeflicients depend on « and v. Also

||92||Loo(o,T;ca,p) < O(HU;,oHHmp + X - Id||%ip(0,T;Cl+a) HTE/,0||a7p) (133)
+S3(T) XN Lip(o,1c1+awy + Haé,oHa,p 17 Lipo,rs00m) + 1Vell oo (0,701 400y ) @

where S3(T') vanishes as T% as T — 0 and Q3 is polynomial in lueolliap 1X =1d]| Lipo,mcreens
U7l Lipo,7500my> B0 [[Ve]l oo (o 7,01+0.0), Whose coefficients depend on v and a. Then we have

d
b

e < TIXl pipgo, 7501+ 196l Lo 0,73 000) T Me |9l oo (0,750000) (134)

Lo (0,T;C:P)

and

Te

<2l e ooy (el iy + 20K)
L(0,T;CP) (135)

17l g o iy (196l zoe 0. 0mm) + 28) -

da
de

5 Local existence
We define the function space P; and the set Z,
Py = Lip(0, T; C*T*P) x Lip(0,T; C*P?) x L*>(0,T; C1T*P)
dXx (136)

I = {(X,T,'U) : ||(X _Id7T7U)||7)1 < P,’U = E}7
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where I' > 0 and T > 0 are to be determined. Now, for given uy € C'+*P divergence free and oy € C“P
we define the map
(X,7,0) = S(X,1,0) = (X", 7% o) (137)

where
X"e(t) —Id+/ V(X (s),7(s),v(s))ds,

Frew _UO+/ T(x u(s))ds, (138)

=V(X,1,0).

If (X —1d,7,v) € P1, then (X" —1d, T"ew,vnew) € P; for any choice of T' > 0. Moreover, we have
the following:

Theorem 8. For given ug € C1T%P divergence free and oo € CP, there is a T' > 0 and T > 0 such
that the map S of [I38) maps T to itself.

Proof. 1t is obvious that %X"ew = v"¥. For the size of S(X, 7, v), first note that if (X —Id, 7,v)p, <T
then

)

Applying Theorem [3] and Theorem ] we know that

||V||L°°(O,T;CD"P) < ||u0||o¢,p + Al (T)Bl(r7 ||u0||o¢,p ) ||0-0||a,p)7 (140)

where A;(T) vanishes like Tz for small T > 0 and By is a polynomial in its arguments, and some
coeflicients depend on v. We estimate

||g||L°°(O,T;CO‘xP) S ||u0||1+a7p + ClFa ||UO||a1p + A2(T)B2(F7 ||u0||1+a1p ) ||O.0||a7p)7 (141)

where C is as in Theorem [}l depending only on « and v, A3(T') vanishes in the same order as A;(T)
as T — 0, and Bj is a polynomial in its arguments, and some coefficients depend on v and a. From
24) we conclude

VIl 0,r:01 0y < Kill[tolli 1o, + T Mloolla,p) + As(T)Bs(T [[uolly 14 - o0l ), (142)

where K is a constant depending only on v and «, and A3 and B3 have the same properties as previous
A;s and B;s. Now we measure 7. From (84) and the previous estimate on g we have

TN o 0,700 0y < Ba(lluolly 0, (0K + lloolla ) + lloolla,, (T [loolly , + PET® + k)

(143)
+A4B47

where K> is a constant depending on v and «, and A4 and By are as before. Since a < 1, we can
appropriately choose large I' > ||ool|, ,, + [luoll; 1, , and correspondingly small 2> T >0 so that the

right side of (IZ2) and ([43) are bounded by £. Then [(X"** —1d, e )| < T O

We show now that S is a contraction mapping on Z for a short time.

Theorem 9. For given ug € C*t*P divergence free and oy € C*P, there is a T and T > 0, depending

only on [luoll; 4, and |[ool| such that the map S is a contraction mapping on T =Z(T',T), that is

a,p’

1
[S(X2, 72,v2) — S(X1,71,v1)[p, < 3 (X2 — X1,72 — 71,02 —v1)p, - (144)

Proof. First from Theorem B we can find a I" and Ty > 0, depending only on the size of initial data,
say
N = max{[[uolly 4, [00]la 1} (145)
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which guarantees that S maps Z to itself. This property still holds if we replace Ty by any smaller
T > 0. In view of the fact that Z is convex, we put

X = (2 — E)Xl + (6 - 1)X2,

Te=2—-€emn+(e—1)m,1<e<2. (146)
Then (Xe, 7e,ve) € Z, ve = (2 — €)v1 + (€ — 1)va, U0 = g, and oe o = 0p. This means that
X! =Xy - X1,v, =va —v1,u g =0,0, , = 0. (147)
Then from the results of Section ] we see that
d
[ i, S 0 Silliacrsen + o =t luzionn
+ |2 — Tl”Lip(O,T;COHP))Si (T)QL (D),
1A Lipo,ricrveny < (1X2 = X1l Lipgo,micrany + 1102 = V1l Lo 0, 7500.0) (148)

+Im2 = 11ll Lip(o, 75009 S2(T)Q5(T),

17ell Lipo,ricomy < (X2 = Xill Lipgo, 7 crvany + 112 = Vill Lo (0,7, c0m)
172 = 7ill Lipgo, 7500 S5 (T) Q3 (L),

where X/ and 7, are defined in @0), S} (T),S5(T), S4(T) vanish at the rate of T2z as T — 0, and
Q1 (), Q5(T), Q5(T") are polynomials in I', whose coefficients depend only on v and «. By choosing
0 < T < Tp small enough, depending on the size of Q}(I')s, we conclude the proof. O

We have obtained a solution to the system (6] in the path space P; for a short time, that is, we
have (X, 7,v) satisfying v = dd—f and satisfying (I4]). We also have Lipschitz dependence on initial data,
Theorem [T1

Proof. We repeat the calculation of the Theorem [@ but this time u_, = u1(0) — u2(0) and o ; =

1(0) — 02(0). Then we choose T small enough that S/(Tp)Q} (') < 4. O
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