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TIME-DECAY ESTIMATES FOR LINEARIZED TWO-PHASE

NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS WITH SURFACE TENSION AND

GRAVITY

HIROKAZU SAITO

Abstract. The aim of this paper is to show time-decay estimates of solutions
to linearized two-phase Navier-Stokes equations with surface tension and grav-
ity. The original two-phase Navier-Stokes equations describe the two-phase in-
compressible viscous flow with a sharp interface that is close to the hyperplane
xN = 0 in the N-dimensional Euclidean space, N ≥ 2. It is well-known that
the Rayleigh-Taylor instability occurs when the upper fluid is heavier than the
lower one, while this paper assumes that the lower fluid is heavier than the
upper one and proves time-decay estimates of Lp − Lq type for the linearized
equations. Our approach is based on solution formulas, given by Shibata and
Shimizu (2011), for a resolvent problem associated with the linearized equa-
tions.

1. Introduction

Let us consider the motion of two immiscible, viscous, incompressible capillary
fluids, fluid+ and fluid−, in the N -dimensional Euclidean space RN for N ≥ 2.
Here fluid+ and fluid− occupy Ω+(t) and Ω−(t), respectively, which are given by

Ω±(t) = {(x′, xN ) : x′ = (x1, . . . , xN−1) ∈ RN−1,±(xN −H(x′, t)) > 0}
for time t > 0 and the so-called height function1 H = H(x′, t). The fluids are thus
separated by the interface

Γ(t) = {(x′, xN ) : x′ = (x1, . . . , xN−1) ∈ RN−1, xN = H(x′, t)}.
We denote the density of fluid± by ρ±, while the viscosity coefficient of fluid± by
µ±. Suppose that ρ± and µ± are positive constants throughout this paper. That
motion of two fluids is governed by the two-phase Navier-Stokes equations where
surface tension is included on the interface. In addition, we allow for gravity to
act on the fluids. The two-phase Navier-Stokes equations was studied by Prüss
and Simonett [4], and they proved that the Rayleigh-Taylor instability occurs in an
Lp-setting when the upper fluid is heavier than the lower one, i.e., ρ+ > ρ−. In the
present paper, we assume that the lower fluid is heavier than the upper one, i.e.,
ρ− > ρ+, and show time-decay estimates of Lp−Lq type for some linearized system
as the first step in proving global existence results for the two-phase Navier-Stokes
equations when ρ− > ρ+.
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Let us define ṘN = RN
+ ∪RN

− for

RN
± = {(x′, xN ) : x′ = (x1, . . . , xN−1) ∈ RN−1,±xN > 0}.

This paper is concerned with the following linearized system of the two-phase
Navier-Stokes equations:





∂tH − UN |xN=0 = 0 on RN−1 × (0,∞),

ρ∂tU−Div(µD(U) − P I) = 0 in ṘN × (0,∞),

divU = 0 in ṘN × (0,∞),

−[[(µD(U) − P I)eN ]] + (ω − σ∆′)HeN = 0 on RN−1 × (0,∞),

[[U]] = 0 on RN−1 × (0,∞),

H(x′, 0) = d(x′) (x′ ∈ RN−1), U(x, 0) = f(x) (x ∈ ṘN ),

(1.1)

where σ is a positive constant called the surface tension coefficient and one has set
for the indicator function 1A of A ⊂ RN

ρ = ρ+1RN
+
+ ρ−1RN

−
, µ = µ+1RN

+
+ µ−1RN

−
.

Here U = U(x, t) = (U1(x, t), . . . , UN(x, t))T2 and P = P (x, t) respectively
denote the velocity field of the fluid and the pressure field of the fluid at position
x ∈ ṘN and time t > 0, while d = d(x′) and f = f(x) = (f1(x), . . . , fN (x))T are
given initial data. Note that eN = (0, . . . , 0, 1)T and I is the N×N identity matrix.
Let ∂j = ∂/∂xj for j = 1, . . . , N . Then

divU =

N∑

j=1

∂jUj , ∆′H =

N−1∑

j=1

∂2jH,

while D(U) is an N × N matrix whose (i, j) element is given by ∂iUj + ∂jUi. In
addition, for matrix-valued functions M = (Mij(x)),

DivM =




N∑

j=1

∂jM1j , . . . ,
N∑

j=1

∂jMNj




T

.

Let f = f(x) be a function defined on ṘN . Then [[f ]] = [[f ]](x′) denotes the
jump of the quantity f across the interface RN

0 = {(x′, xN ) : x′ ∈ RN−1, xN = 0},
that is,

[[f ]] = [[f ]](x′) = f(x′, 0+)− f(x′, 0−),

where f(x′, 0±) = limxN→0,±xN>0 f(x
′, xN ). Note that [[U]] = 0 on RN−1 implies

UN |xN=0 = UN (x′, 0+) = UN (x′, 0−). For the acceleration of gravity γa > 0, the
constant ω is given by

ω = −[[ρ]]γa = (ρ− − ρ+)γa,

which is positive when ρ− > ρ+.
The local well-posedness for the two-phase Navier-Stokes equations with Γ(t) as

above was proved in Prüss and Simonett [5, 6]. Note that the local well-posedness
holds for any positive constants ρ±, that is, the condition ρ− > ρ+ is not required.
Those results were extended to a class of non-Newtonian fluids in [1]. In addition,
[8] considered the two-phase inhomogeneous incompressible viscous flow without

2
M

T denotes the transpose of M.
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surface tension when gravity is not taken into account, and proved the local well-
posedness in general domains including the above-mentioned Ω±(t). If Ω±(t) are
assumed to be layer-like domains, then it is known that the global well-posedness
holds when ρ− > ρ+. In fact, it was shown in [11] in a horizontally periodic setting,
and also we refer to [12].

Let us recall Shibata and Shimizu [10]. They considered the following two resol-
vent problems:





λη − uN |xN=0 = d on RN−1,

ρλu−Div(µD(u) − pI) = ρf in ṘN ,

divu = 0 in ṘN ,

−[[(µD(u) − pI)eN ]] + (ω − σ∆′)ηeN = 0 on RN−1,

[[u]] = 0 on RN−1,

(1.2)

and also 



ρλv −Div(µD(v) − qI) = ρf in ṘN ,

div v = 0 in ṘN ,

[[(µD(v) − qI)eN ]] = 0 on RN−1,

[[v]] = 0 on RN−1.

(1.3)

We define the sector

Σε = {λ ∈ C \ {0} : | argλ| ≤ π − ε} (0 < ε < π/2),

where C is the set of all complex numbers. Let q ∈ (1,∞) and (d, f) ∈ Xq :=

W
2−1/q
q (RN−1) × Lq(Ṙ

N )N . In [10], they obtained the following results: there
exists a constant λ0(ε) ≥ 1 such that, for any λ ∈ Σε with |λ| ≥ λ0(ε), (1.2) admits

a unique solution (η,u, p) ∈ W
3−1/q
q (RN−1)×H2

q (Ṙ
N)N ×Ĥ1

q (Ṙ
N), which satisfies

‖(λη,∇′η)‖
W

2−1/q
q (RN−1)

+‖(λu, λ1/2∇u,∇2u,∇p)‖Lq(ṘN ) ≤ CN,q,ε,λ0(ε)‖(d, f)‖Xq ,

(1.4)
where

∇′η = (∂1η, . . . , ∂N−1η)
T, ∇p = (∂1p, . . . , ∂N−1p, ∂Np)T,

∇u = {∂juk : j, k = 1, . . . , N}, ∇2u = {∂j∂kul : j, k, l = 1, . . . , N};

for any λ ∈ Σε, (1.3) admits a unique solution (v, q) ∈ H2
q (Ṙ

N )N ×Ĥ1
q (Ṙ

N ), which
satisfies

‖(λv, λ1/2∇v,∇2v,∇q)‖Lq(ṘN ) ≤ CN,q,ε‖f‖Lq(ṘN ). (1.5)

These results hold for any ρ± > 0 and play a key role in proving time-decay
estimates of solutions for (1.1) in the present paper.

This paper is organized as follows: The next section introduces the notation
used throughout this paper and states the main results of this paper, that is, time-
decay estimates of solutions for (1.1). Section 3 gives the representation formulas
of solutions for (1.1) by means of the partial Fourier transform with respect to
x′ = (x1, . . . , xN−1) and its inverse transform. Section 4 analyzes the boundary
symbol appearing in the representation formulas given in Section 3. Section 5
shows our main result stated in Section 2 for a low frequency part. Section 6 shows
our main result stated in Section 2 for a high frequency part.
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2. Notation and main results

2.1. Notation. First, we introduce function spaces. Let X be a Banach space.
Then Xm, m ≥ 2, stands for the m-product space of X , while the norm of Xm

is usually denoted by ‖ · ‖X instead of ‖ · ‖Xm for the sake of simplicity. For
another Banach space Y , we set ‖u‖X∩Y = ‖u‖X + ‖u‖Y . Let N be the set of
all natural numbers and N0 = N ∪ {0}. Let p ≥ 1 or p = ∞. For an open set
G ⊂ RM , M ≥ 1, the Lebesgue spaces on G are denoted by Lp(G) with norm
‖ · ‖Lp(G), while the Sobolev spaces on G are denoted by Hn

p (G), n ∈ N, with norm

‖ · ‖Hn
p (G). Let H0

p (G) = Lp(G). In addition, C∞
0 (G) is the set of all functions

in C∞(G) whose supports are compact and contained in G, and C∞(I,X) is the
set of all C∞ functions on an interval I ⊂ R with value X . For any multi-index
α = (α1, . . . , αM ) ∈ NM

0 ,

∂αu = ∂αx u =
∂|α|u(x)

∂xα1
1 . . . ∂xαM

M

with |α| = α1 + · · ·+ αM .

Let q ∈ (1,∞) and Ĥ1
q (G) = {u ∈ Lq,loc(G) : ∂αu ∈ Lq(G) for |α| = 1}. Let

s ∈ [0,∞) \N and [s] be the largest integer less than s. The Sobolev-Slobodeckij
spaces on RN−1 are defined by

W s
q (R

N−1) = {u ∈ Lq(R
N−1) : ‖u‖W s

q (R
N−1) <∞},

‖u‖W s
q (R

N−1) = ‖u‖
H

[s]
q (RN−1)

+
∑

|α|=[s]

(∫

RN−1

∫

RN−1

|∂αu(x)− ∂αu(y)|q
|x− y|N+(s−[s])q

dxdy

) 1
q

.

Let us define a solenoidal space by

Jq(Ṙ
N ) = {u ∈ Lq(Ṙ

N )N : (u,∇ϕ)
ṘN = 0 for any ϕ ∈ Ĥ1

q′(R
N )},

where q′ = q/(q − 1) and

(a,b)
ṘN =

∫

ṘN

a(x) · b(x) dx =
N∑

j=1

∫

ṘN

aj(x)bj(x) dx.

Furthermore, we set

Xq =W 2−1/q
q (RN−1)× Lq(Ṙ

N )N , JXq =W 2−1/q
q (RN−1)× Jq(Ṙ

N ),

Yq = Lq(R
N−1)× Lq(Ṙ

N )N , JYq = Lq(R
N−1)× Jq(Ṙ

N ),

and also Y1 = L1(R
N−1)× L1(Ṙ

N )N .
Next, we define the partial Fourier transform with respect to x′ = (x1, . . . , xN−1)

by

û(ξ′, xN ) =

∫

RN−1

e−ix′·ξ′u(x′, xN ) dx′,

where i =
√
−1. Its inverse transform is also defined by

F−1
ξ′ [v(ξ′, xN )](x′) =

1

(2π)N−1

∫

RN−1

eix
′·ξ′v(ξ′, xN ) dξ′.

Finally, we introduce some constants and symbols. Let

θj = Tan−1

(
j

16

)
for j = 1, 2, λ1 = λ0(θ1), (2.1)
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where λ0(ε) is given in (1.4). In addition, we set

α =
ω

ρ+ + ρ−
=

(ρ− − ρ+)γa
ρ+ + ρ−

, β =

√
ρ+µ+

√
ρ−µ−

(ρ+ + ρ−)(
√
ρ+µ+ +

√
ρ−µ−)

. (2.2)

The integral path Γ0 is defined by

Γ0 = Γ+
0 ∪ Γ−

0 , Γ+
0 = {λ ∈ C : λ =

2λ1
sin θ1

+ sei(π−θ1), s : 0 → ∞},

Γ−
0 = {λ ∈ C : λ =

2λ1
sin θ1

+ se−i(π−θ1), s : ∞ → 0}. (2.3)

2.2. Main results. We first introduce the existence of solution operators for (1.1).
This immediately follows from the resolvent estimate (1.4) and the standard theory
of operator semigroups.

Theorem 2.1. Let q ∈ (1,∞) and ρ± be any positive constants. Let

T (t)(d, f) =
1

2πi

∫

Γ0

eλt(η(x′, λ),u(x, λ)) dλ,

with the solution (η,u) = (η(x′, λ),u(x, λ)) to (1.2). Then the following assertions

hold.

(1) For any (d, f) ∈ Xq, T (t)(d, f) ∈ C∞((0,∞),W
3−1/q
q (RN−1)×H2

q (Ṙ
N )N ).

(2) {T (t)}t≥0 is an analytic C0-semigroup on JXq.

(3) For any (d, f) ∈ JXq, (H,U) = T (t)(d, f) is a unique solution to (1.1) with

some pressure P ∈ Ĥ1
q (Ṙ

N ).

Let us define projections P1, P2 by

P1 : Xq ∋ (a,b) 7→ a ∈ W 2−1/q
q (RN−1), P2 : Xq ∋ (a,b) 7→ b ∈ Lq(Ṙ

N )N .

We set for (d, f) ∈ Xq

H(t)(d, f) = P1T (t)(d, f) =
1

2πi

∫

Γ0

eλtη(x′, λ) dλ,

U(t)(d, f) = P2T (t)(d, f) =
1

2πi

∫

Γ0

eλtu(x, λ) dλ. (2.4)

One now decomposes the solution (u, p) of (1.2) into a solution of parabolic
system and a solution of hyperbolic-parabolic coupled system as follows:





ρλuP −Div(µD(uP )− pP I) = ρf in ṘN ,

divuP = 0 in ṘN ,

[[(µD(uP )− pP I)eN ]] = 0 on RN−1,

[[uP ]] = 0 on RN−1,

(2.5)





λη − uHN |xN=0 = d+ uPN |xN=0 on RN−1,

ρλuH −Div(µD(uH)− pHI) = 0 in ṘN ,

divuH = 0 in ṘN ,

−[[(µD(uH)− pHI)eN ]] + (ω − σ∆′)ηeN = 0 on RN−1,

[[uH ]] = 0 on RN−1.

(2.6)
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It then holds that u = uP + uH and p = pP + pH . In addition, we set

UP (t)f =
1

2πi

∫

Γ0

eλtuP (x, λ) dλ, UH(t)(d, f) =
1

2πi

∫

Γ0

eλtuH(x, λ) dλ,

which implies

U(t)(d, f) = UP (t)f + UH(t)(d, f) for (d, f) ∈ Xq. (2.7)

For the parabolic part, we have the following theorem by the resolvent estimate
(1.5) and the standard theory of operator semigroups.

Theorem 2.2. Let r ∈ (1,∞) and ρ± be any positive constants. Then the following

assertions hold.

(1) For any f ∈ Lr(Ṙ
N )N , UP (t)f ∈ C∞((0,∞), H2

r (Ṙ
N )N ).

(2) {UP (t)}t≥0 is an analytic C0-semigroup on Jr(Ṙ
N ).

(3) Let j ∈ N0 and k = 0, 1, 2. For any t > 0 and f ∈ Jr(Ṙ
N ),

‖∂jt∇kUP (t)f‖Ls(ṘN ) ≤ Ct−j− k
2−

N
2 (

1
r−

1
s )‖f‖Lr(ṘN ),

where r ≤ s ≤ ∞ when k = 0, 1 and r ≤ s < ∞ when k = 2. Here C is a

positive constant independent of t and f .

To complete time-decay estimates for H(t) and U(t), we further decompose
(η,uH , pH) satisfying (2.6) as follows: for z1 = d and z2 = uPN |xN=0, let (ηk,uk)
be the solution to





ληk − ukN |xN=0 = zk on RN−1,

ρλuk −Div(µD(uk)− pkI) = 0 in ṘN ,

divuk = 0 in ṘN ,

−[[(µD(uk)− pkI)eN ]] + (ω − σ∆′)ηkeN = 0 on RN−1,

[[uk]] = 0 on RN−1.

(2.8)

It then holds that η = η1 + η2, uH = u1 + u2, and pH = p1 + p2. Let ϕ = ϕ(ξ′) be
a function in C∞(RN−1) and satisfy 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1 with

ϕ(ξ′) =

{
1 (|ξ′| ≤ 1),

0 (|ξ′| ≥ 2).

In addition, we set ϕA0(ξ
′) = ϕ(ξ′/A0) and ϕA∞

(ξ′) = 1 − ϕ(ξ′/A∞) for positive
constants A0 ∈ (0, 1) and A∞ ≥ 2. Let ϕ[A0,A∞](ξ

′) = 1 − ϕA0(ξ
′) − ϕA∞

(ξ′).
Together with these cut-off functions, we define for Z ∈ {A0, A∞, [A0, A∞]} and
for an integral path Γ

Ĥ1
Z(t; Γ)d =

ϕZ(ξ
′)

2πi

∫

Γ

eλtη̂ 1(ξ′, λ) dλ,

Ĥ2
Z(t; Γ)f =

ϕZ(ξ
′)

2πi

∫

Γ

eλtη̂ 2(ξ′, λ) dλ,

Û1
Z(t; Γ)d =

ϕZ(ξ
′)

2πi

∫

Γ

eλtû1(ξ′, xN , λ) dλ,

Û2
Z(t; Γ)f =

ϕZ(ξ
′)

2πi

∫

Γ

eλtû2(ξ′, xN , λ) dλ. (2.9)
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Furthermore, we set for S ∈ {H,U} and Γ0 given by (2.3)

S1
Z(t)d = F−1

ξ′ [Ŝ 1
Z (t; Γ0)d](x

′), S2
Z(t)f = F−1

ξ′ [Ŝ 2
Z (t; Γ0)f ](x

′). (2.10)

Noting (2.7), we see that the formulas in (2.4) satisfy

H(t)(d, f) =
∑

Z∈{A0,A∞,[A0,A∞]}

(
H1

Z(t)d +H2
Z(t)f

)
,

U(t)(d, f) =
∑

Z∈{A0,A∞,[A0,A∞]}

(
U1
Z(t)d+ U2

Z(t)f
)
+ UP (t)f . (2.11)

The following two theorems are our main results of this paper. The first one is
time-decay estimates for the low frequency part.

Theorem 2.3. Let 1 ≤ p < 2 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and suppose that ρ− > ρ+ > 0. Then there

exists a constant A0 ∈ (0, 1) such that the following assertions hold.

(1) For ξ′ ∈ RN−1 with |ξ′| ∈ (0, A0), let ζ± = ±iα1/2|ξ′|1/2−
√
2α1/4β(1±i)|ξ′|5/4

and

Γ̂±
Res = {λ ∈ C : λ = ζ± + |ξ′|6/4eis, s : 0 → 2π}.

In addition, for S ∈ {H,U} and (d, f) ∈ Yp, set

S1±
A0

(t)d = F−1
ξ′ [Ŝ 1

A0
(t; Γ̂±

Res)d](x
′), S2±

A0
(t)f = F−1

ξ′ [Ŝ 2
A0

(t; Γ̂±
Res)f ](x

′).

Then for any t ≥ 1

‖(H1±
A0

(t)d,H2±
A0

(t)f)‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ Ct−
4(N−1)

5 ( 1
p−

1
q )‖(d, f)‖Yp ,

‖(U1±
A0

(t)d,U2±
A0

(t)f)‖Lq(ṘN ) ≤ Ct−
4(N−1)

5 ( 1
p−

1
q )−

4
5 (

1
2−

1
q )‖(d, f)‖Yp ,

with some positive constant C independent of t, d, and f .

(2) For S ∈ {H,U} and (d, f) ∈ Yp, set

S̃1
A0

(t)d = S1
A0

(t)d− S1+
A0

(t)d− S1−
A0

(t)d,

S̃2
A0

(t)f = S2
A0

(t)f − S2+
A0

(t)f − S2−
A0

(t)f .

Let γ1 be a constant satisfying

0 < γ1 < min

{
1, 2(N − 1)

(
1

p
− 1

2

)}
.

Then for any t ≥ 1

‖(H̃1
A0

(t)d, H̃2
A0

(t)f)‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ Ct−
N−1

2 ( 1
p−

1
q )−

3
4γ1‖(d, f)‖Yp ,

‖(Ũ1
A0

(t)d, Ũ2
A0

(t)f)‖Lq(ṘN ) ≤ Ct−
N
2 (

1
p−

1
q )‖(d, f)‖Yp ,

with some positive constant C independent of t, d, and f .

Remark 2.4. Time-decay estimates for higher-order derivatives of the low fre-

quency part will be discussed in a forthcoming paper.

The second one is time-decay estimates for the high frequency part.

Theorem 2.5. Let q ∈ (1,∞) and j ∈ N0. Suppose that ρ− > ρ+ > 0. Then there

exist constants A∞ ≥ 2 and γ0 > 0 such that for any t ≥ 1 and (d, f) ∈ Xq

‖(∂jtH1
Z(t)d, ∂

j
tH2

Z(t)f)‖W 3−1/q
q (RN−1)

≤ Ce−γ0t‖(d, f)‖Xq ,

‖(∂jtU1
Z(t)d, ∂

j
tU2

Z(t)f)‖H2
q (Ṙ

N ) ≤ Ce−γ0t‖(d, f)‖Xq ,
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where Z ∈ {A∞, [A0, A∞]} and C is a positive constant independent of t, d, and f .

Here A0 is the positive constant given in Theorem 2.2

Recalling (2.11), we have time-decay estimates of solutions for (1.1) from Theo-
rems 2.2, 2.3, and 2.5 immediately.

Theorem 2.6. Let 1 < p < 2 ≤ q <∞ and (d, f) ∈ Xq ∩ JYp. Then for any t ≥ 1

‖H(t)(d, f)‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ Ct−min{ 4(N−1)
5 ( 1

p−
1
q ),

(N−1)
2 ( 1

p−
1
q )+

3
4γ1}‖(d, f)‖Xq∩Yp ,

‖U(t)(d, f)‖Lq(ṘN ) ≤ Ct−min{ 4(N−1)
5 ( 1

p−
1
q )+

4
5 (

1
2−

1
q ),

N
2 (

1
p−

1
q )}‖(d, f)‖Xq∩Yp ,

with a positive constant C independent of t, d, and f , where γ1 is the positive

constant given in Theorem 2.3.

3. Representation formulas for solutions

This section introduces the representation formulas for solutions of (1.1). In this
section, we assume that ρ± are any positive constants except for Lemma 3.4 (2)
below. Here we collect several symbols appearing in the representation formulas.
Let z0 = min{µ+/ρ+, µ−/ρ−}. For ξ′ = (ξ1, . . . , ξN−1) ∈ RN−1 and λ ∈ C \
(−∞,−z0|ξ′|2], we set

A = |ξ′|, B± =

√
ρ±
µ±

λ+ |ξ′|2, (3.1)

where we have chosen a branch cut along the negative real axis and a branch of the
square root so that ℜ√z > 0 for z ∈ C \ (−∞, 0]. In addition,

D± = µ±B± + µ∓A, E = µ+B+ + µ−B−, M±(a) =
e−Aa − e−B±a

A−B±
(a ≥ 0),

(3.2)
and also

F (A, λ) = −(µ+ − µ−)
2A3 + {(3µ+ − µ−)µ+B+ + (3µ− − µ+)µ−B−}A2

+ {(µ+B+ + µ−B−)
2 + µ+µ−(B+ +B−)

2}A
+ (µ+B+ + µ−B−)(µ+B

2
+ + µ−B

2
−). (3.3)

Except for D± and E, the above symbols are introduced in [10, (3.3), (3.8), (3.15)].
Furthermore, the following properties are proved in [10, Lemmas 4.7 and 4.8].

Lemma 3.1. Let ε ∈ (0, π/2) and ρ± be any positive constants. Then the following

assertions hold.

(1) For any ξ′ ∈ RN−1 \ {0} and λ ∈ Σε ∪ {0},
C1(|λ|1/2 +A) ≤ ℜB± ≤ |B±| ≤ C2(|λ|1/2 +A),

C1(|λ|1/2 +A)3 ≤ |F (A, λ)| ≤ C2(|λ|1/2 +A)3,

with positive constants C1 and C2 depending on ε, but independent of ξ′ and λ.
(2) Let s ∈ R and α′ ∈ NN−1

0 . Then for any ξ′ ∈ RN−1 \ {0} and λ ∈ Σε ∪ {0}
|∂α′

ξ′ A
s| ≤ CAs−|α′|, |∂α′

ξ′ B
s
±| ≤ C(|λ|1/2 +A)s−|α′|,

|∂α′

ξ′ E
s| ≤ C(|λ|1/2 +A)s−|α′|,

|∂α′

ξ′ (A+B±)
s| ≤ C(|λ|1/2 + A)sA−|α′|,
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|∂α′

ξ′ F (A, λ)
s| ≤ C(|λ|1/2 +A)3sA−|α′|,

where C is a positive constant depending on ε, s, and α′, but independent of ξ′

and λ.

From Lemma 3.1 and the Bell formula of derivatives of composite functions, we
have

Lemma 3.2. Let ε ∈ (0, π/2) and ρ± be any positive constants.

(1) Let s ∈ R and α′ ∈ NN−1
0 . Then for any ξ′ ∈ RN−1 \ {0} and λ ∈ Σε ∪ {0}

|∂α′

ξ′ D
s
±| ≤ C(|λ|1/2 +A)sA−|α′|, |∂α′

ξ′ (D+ +D−)
s| ≤ C(|λ|1/2 +A)sA−|α′|,

where C is a positive constant depending on ε, s, and α′, but independent of ξ′

and λ.
(2) Let θ, ν, τ > 0 and α′ ∈ NN−1

0 . Then there exists a positive constant Cα′,θ,

independent of ν and τ , such that for any ξ′ ∈ RN−1 \ {0}

|∂α′

ξ′ e
−ντAθ | ≤ Cα′,θA

−|α′|e−(ντAθ)/2.

3.1. A representation formula for the parabolic part. In this subsection, we
introduce a representation formula for solutions of (2.5). Note that (2.5) admits a

unique solution (uP , pP ) for λ ∈ Σε and f ∈ Lq(Ṙ
N )N , ε ∈ (0, π/2) and q ∈ (1,∞),

as discussed in Section 1. Since C∞
0 (ṘN ) is dense in Lp(Ṙ

N ) for 1 ≤ p < ∞, it

suffices to consider f ∈ C∞
0 (ṘN )N in what follows. Our aim is to prove

Proposition 3.3. Let ε ∈ (0, π/2) and ρ± be any positive constants. Suppose that

(uP , pP ) is a solution to (2.5) for some λ ∈ Σε and f = (f1, . . . , fN)T ∈ C∞
0 (ṘN )N .

Then there holds

ûPN(ξ′, xN , λ)|xN=0

=
∑

a,b∈{+,−}

N∑

j=1

∫ ∞

0

Φa,b
j (ξ′, λ)

A(A+Bb)F (A, λ)
Mb(yN )f̂j(ξ

′, ayN ) dyN

+
∑

a,b∈{+,−}

N∑

j=1

∫ ∞

0

Ψa,b
j (ξ′, λ)

ABb(A+Bb)F (A, λ)
e−BbyN f̂j(ξ

′, ayN) dyN .

Here ûPN (ξ′, xN , λ) stands for the partial Fourier transform of the N th component

of uP and

Φa,b
j (ξ′, λ) =

∑

|α′|+k+l+m=5
|α′|+k≥2

Ca,b
j,α′,k,l,m(ξ′)α

′

AkBl
+B

m
− ,

Ψa,b
j (ξ′, λ) =

∑

|α′|+k+l+m=5
|α′|+k≥2

C̃a,b
j,α′,k,l,m(ξ′)α

′

AkBl
+B

m
− ,

with constants Ca,b
j,α′,k,l,m and C̃a,b

j,α′,k,l,m independent of ξ′ and λ.

Proof. Let j = 1, . . . , N − 1 and J = 1, . . . , N in this proof. Although we follow
calculations of [10, Section 3], we will achieve a set of equations simpler than [10,
(3.6)] in what follows, see (3.24) below.
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Step 1. We compute ŵN (ξ′, 0−, λ) for the following resolvent problem:




ρλw −Div(µD(w) − rI) = 0 in ṘN ,

divw = 0 in ṘN ,

[[(µD(w) − rI)eN ]] = g on RN−1,

[[w]] = h on RN−1,

(3.4)

where g = (g1, . . . , gN )T and h = (h1, . . . , hN )T are suitable functions on RN−1

specified in Step 2 below. The restriction of w and r to RN
± are denoted by w±

and r±, respectively. Let us write the Jth component of w± by wJ± and observe
Div(µD(w±)) = µ±∆w± by divw± = 0 in RN

± . Then (3.4) can be written as




ρ±λwJ± − µ±∆wJ± + ∂J r± = 0 in RN
± ,

N−1∑

j=1

∂jwj± + ∂NwN± = 0 in RN
± ,

µ+(∂Nwj+ + ∂jwN+)|xN=0 − µ−(∂Nwj− + ∂jwN−)|xN=0 = gj on RN−1,

(2µ+∂NwN+ − r+)|xN=0 − (2µ−∂NwN− − r−)|xN=0 = gN on RN−1,

wJ+|xN=0 − wJ−|xN=0 = hJ on RN−1.

Let ŵJ±(xN ) = ŵJ±(ξ
′, xN , λ) and r̂±(xN ) = r̂±(ξ

′, xN , λ). Applying the partial
Fourier transform to the last system yields

ρ±λŵj±(xN )− µ±(∂
2
N − |ξ′|2)ŵj±(xN ) + iξj r̂±(xN ) = 0, ±xN > 0, (3.5)

ρ±λŵN±(xN )− µ±(∂
2
N − |ξ′|2)ŵN±(xN ) + ∂N r̂±(xN ) = 0, ±xN > 0, (3.6)

N−1∑

j=1

iξjŵj±(xN ) + ∂N ŵN±(xN ) = 0, ±xN > 0, (3.7)

µ+(∂N ŵj+(0) + iξjŵN+(0))− µ−(∂N ŵj−(0) + iξjŵN−(0)) = ĝj , (3.8)

(2µ+∂N ŵN+(0)− r̂+(0))− (2µ−∂N ŵN−(0)− r̂−(0)) = ĝN , (3.9)

ŵJ+(0)− ŵJ−(0) = ĥJ , (3.10)

where ĝJ = ĝJ(ξ
′) and ĥJ = ĥJ(ξ

′). Note that (3.5) and (3.6) are respectively
equivalent to

−µ±(∂
2
N −B2

±)ŵj±(xN ) + iξj r̂±(xN ) = 0, ±xN > 0, (3.11)

−µ±(∂
2
N −B2

±)ŵN±(xN ) + ∂N r̂±(xN ) = 0, ±xN > 0. (3.12)

From now on, we look for ŵJ±(xN ) and r̂±(xN ) of the forms: for ±xN > 0,

ŵJ±(xN ) = αJ±(e
∓AxN − e∓B±xN ) + βJ±e

∓B±xN , r̂±(xN ) = γ±e
∓AxN . (3.13)

Inserting these formulas into (3.11), (3.12), and (3.7)-(3.10) furnishes

−µ±αj±(A
2 −B2

±) + iξjγ± = 0, −µ±αN±(A
2 −B2

±)∓Aγ± = 0, (3.14)

iξ′ · α′
± ∓AαN± = 0, −iξ′ · α′

± + iξ′ · β′
± ±B±αN± ∓B±βN± = 0, (3.15)

µ+{αj+(−A+B+)− βj+B+ + iξjβN+}
−µ−{αj−(A−B−) + βj−B− + iξjβN−} = ĝj , (3.16)

[2µ+{αN+(−A+ B+)− βN+B+} − γ+]
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−[2µ−{αN−(A−B−) + βN−B−} − γ−] = ĝN , (3.17)

βJ+ − βJ− = ĥJ , (3.18)

where iξ′ · α′
± =

∑N−1
j=1 iξjαj± and iξ′ · β′ =

∑N−1
j=1 iξjβj±.

Let us solve the equations (3.14)-(3.18). By (3.15), we have

αN± = ± (iξ′ · β′
± ∓B±βN±)

A−B±
, iξ′ · α′

± =
A(iξ′ · β′

± ∓B±βN±)

A−B±
. (3.19)

By the first equation of (3.19) and the second equation of (3.14),

γ± = −µ±(A+B±)

A
(iξ′ · β′

± ∓B±βN±). (3.20)

Multiplying (3.16) by iξj and summing the resultant formulas yield

µ+{iξ′ · α′
+(−A+B+)− iξ′ · β′

+B+ −A2βN+}
− µ−{iξ′ · α′

−(A−B−) + iξ′ · β′
−B− −A2βN−} = iξ′ · ĝ′,

where iξ′ · ĝ′ = ∑N−1
j=1 iξj ĝj . Combining this equation with the second one of (3.19),

furnishes

µ+{−(A+B+)iξ
′ · β′

+ +A(B+ −A)βN+}
− µ−{(A+B−)iξ

′ · β′
− +A(B− −A)βN−} = iξ′ · ĝ′. (3.21)

In addition, by (3.17) and (3.20) together with the first equation of (3.19),

µ+{(−A+B+)iξ
′ · β′

+ −B+(A+B+)βN+}
− µ−{(−A+B−)iξ

′ · β′
− +B−(B− +A)βN−} = AĝN . (3.22)

Since it follows from (3.18) that iξ′ · β′
+ = iξ′ · β′

− + iξ′ · ĥ′ and βN+ = βN− + ĥN ,
it holds by (3.21) and (3.22) that

{µ+(A+B+) + µ−(A+B−)}iξ′ · β′
− − {µ+A(B+ −A)− µ−A(B− −A)}βN−

= −iξ′ · ĝ′ − µ+(A+B+)iξ
′ · ĥ′ + µ+A(B+ −A)ĥN =: G(g,h),

− {µ+(−A+B+)− µ−(−A+B−)}iξ′ · β′
−

+ {µ+B+(A+B+) + µ−B−(B− +A)}βN−

= −AĝN + µ+(−A+B+)iξ
′ · ĥ′ − µ+B+(A+B+)ĥN =: H(g,h). (3.23)

We have thus achieved

L

(
iξ′ · β′

−

βN−

)
=

(
G(g,h)
H(g,h)

)
, (3.24)

where

L =

(
µ+(A+B+) + µ−(A+B−) −µ+A(B+ −A) + µ−A(B− −A)

−µ+(−A+B+) + µ−(−A+B−) µ+B+(A+B+) + µ−B−(B− +A)

)
.

Then the inverse matrix L−1 of L is given by

L−1 =
1

F (A, λ)

(
L11 L12

L21 L22

)
,

where F (A, λ) is defined in (3.3) and

L11 = µ+B+(A+B+) + µ−B−(B− +A),
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L12 = µ+A(B+ −A)− µ−A(B− −A),

L21 = µ+(−A+B+)− µ−(−A+B−),

L22 = µ+(A+B+) + µ−(A+B−). (3.25)

Solving (3.24), we have

iξ′ · β′
− =

L11G(g,h) + L12H(g,h)

F (A, λ)
, βN− =

L21G(g,h) + L22H(g,h)

F (A, λ)
. (3.26)

Since ŵN (ξ′, 0−, λ) = ŵN−(ξ
′, 0, λ) = βN−, there holds

ŵN (ξ′, 0−, λ) = L21G(g,h) + L22H(g,h)

F (A, λ)
. (3.27)

Step 2. We compute the formula of ûPN (ξ′, 0, λ). Let

(ψ±, φ±) = (ψ1±, . . . , ψN±, φ±)

be solutions to the following whole space problems without interface:
{
ρ+λψ+ −Div(µ+D(ψ+)− φ+I) = F, divψ+ = 0 in RN ,

ρ−λψ− −Div(µ−D(ψ−)− φ−I) = F, divψ− = 0 in RN ,
(3.28)

where F = ρf . Set ψ = ψ+1RN
+
+ ψ−1RN

−
and φ = φ+1RN

+
+ φ−1RN

−
, and then

(ψ, φ) satisfies

ρλ−Div(µD(ψ)− φI) = ρf , divψ = 0 in ṘN .

In addition, [[φ]] = 0 as discussed in the appendix below. Thus (uP , pP ) are given
by uP = ψ + v and pP = φ+ q for a solution (v, q) to





ρλv −Div(µD(v) − qI) = 0 in ṘN ,

div v = 0 in ṘN ,

[[(µD(v) − qI)eN ]] = −[[µD(ψ)eN ]] on RN−1,

[[v]] = −[[ψ]] on RN−1.

We now see that by (3.27) with g = −[[µD(ψ)eN ]] and h = −[[ψ]]

v̂N (ξ′, 0−, λ) = L21

F (A, λ)

{
µ+(iξ

′ · ∂N ψ̂′
+(ξ

′, 0, λ)−A2ψ̂N+(ξ
′, 0, λ))

− µ−(iξ
′ · ∂N ψ̂′

−(ξ
′, 0, λ)−A2ψ̂N−(ξ

′, 0, λ))

+ µ+(A+B+)iξ
′ · (ψ̂′

+(ξ
′, 0, λ)− ψ̂′

−(ξ
′, 0, λ))

− µ+A(B+ −A)(ψ̂N+(ξ
′, 0, λ)− ψ̂N−(ξ

′, 0, λ))
}

+
L22

F (A, λ)

{
A(2µ+∂N ψ̂N+ − 2µ−∂N ψ̂N−)

− µ+(−A+B+)iξ
′ · (ψ̂′

+(ξ
′, 0, λ)− ψ̂′

−(ξ
′, 0, λ))

+ µ+B+(A+B+)(ψ̂N+(ξ
′, 0, λ)− ψ̂N−(ξ

′, 0, λ))
}
.

Since ûPN (ξ′, 0, λ) = ûPN (ξ′, 0−, λ) by [[uP ]] = 0, there holds

ûPN (ξ′, 0, λ) = ψ̂N−(ξ
′, 0, λ) + v̂N (ξ′, 0−, λ).
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Combing this property with the above formula of v̂N (ξ′, 0−, λ) and (A.1) in the
appendix below yields the desired formula of ûPN (ξ′, 0, λ). This completes the proof
of Proposition 3.3. �

3.2. Solution formulas for the hyperbolic-parabolic part. In this subsection,
we introduce solution formulas of (ηk,uk, pk), k = 1, 2, for (2.8). System (2.8) can
be written as





ρλuk −Div(µD(uk)− pkI) = 0 in ṘN ,

divuk = 0 in ṘN ,

[[(µD(uk)− pkI)eN ]] = (ω − σ∆′)ηkeN on RN−1,

[[uk]] = 0 on RN−1,

coupled with
ληk − ukN |xN=0 = zk on RN−1. (3.29)

In what follows, we apply the argumentation in Step 1 for the proof of Proposition
3.3 in the previous subsection. To this end, we set g = (0, . . . , 0, (ω−σ∆′)ηk)T and
h = 0 in (3.4). Then G(g,h) and H(g,h) in (3.23) are given by

G(g,h) = 0, H(g,h) = −A(ω + σA2)η̂k. (3.30)

Since h = 0, we have by (3.18)

βJ+ = βJ− (J = 1, . . . , N). (3.31)

Combining this relation with (3.26) and (3.30) furnishes

βN+ = βN− = − L22

F (A, λ)
A(ω + σA2)η̂k, (3.32)

and thus (3.13) gives

ûkN (0) = − L22

F (A, λ)
A(ω + σA2)η̂k.

Inserting this formula into (3.29) yields

λη̂k +
L22

F (A, λ)
A(ω + σA2)η̂k = ẑk.

Solving this equation, we obtain

η̂k =
F (A, λ)

L(A, λ)
ẑk, L(A, λ) = λF (A, λ) +A(ω + σA2)(D+ +D−), (3.33)

where we have used L22 = D+ +D− with D± = µ±B± + µ∓A given in (3.2). At
this point, we note the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. (1) Let ε ∈ (0, π/2) and ρ± be any positive constants. Then there

exists a constant δ0 ≥ 1 such that for any ξ′ ∈ RN−1 \ {0} and λ ∈ Σε with

|λ| ≥ δ0

|L(A, λ)| ≥ Cε(|λ|1/2 +A){|λ|(|λ|1/2 +A)2 + σA3},
|∂α′

ξ′ L(A, λ)
−1| ≤ Cα′,ε[(|λ|1/2 +A){|λ|(|λ|1/2 +A)2 + σA3}]−1A−|α′|,

where α′ ∈ NN−1
0 and Cε, Cα′,ε are positive constants independent of ξ′ and λ.

(2) Suppose that ρ− > ρ+ > 0. Let ξ′ ∈ RN−1 \ {0} and λ ∈ C with ℜλ ≥ 0. Then

L(A, λ) 6= 0.
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Proof. (1) See [10, Lemma 6.1].
(2) The proof is similar to [7, Lemma 3.2], so that the detailed proof may be

omitted. �

We continue to calculate the solution formulas for (2.8). By (3.32) and (3.33)

βN+ = βN− = − L22

L(A, λ)
A(ω + σA2)ẑk, (3.34)

while by (3.26), (3.30), and (3.31)

iξ′ · β′
+ = iξ′ · β′

− = − L12

L(A, λ)
A(ω + σA2)ẑk. (3.35)

It thus holds by (3.34) and (3.35) that

iξ′ · β′
± ∓B±βN± = −A(ω + σA2)

L(A, λ)
(L12 ∓B±L22) ẑ

k,

which, combined with (3.19) and (3.20), furnishes

αN± = ∓ 1

A−B±
· A(ω + σA2)

L(A, λ)
(L12 ∓B±L22) ẑ

k,

γ± =
µ±(A+B±)

A
· A(ω + σA2)

L(A, λ)
(L12 ∓B±L22) ẑ

k. (3.36)

By the first equation of (3.14) and the above formula of γ±, we have

αj± =
iξj

(A−B±)A
· A(ω + σA2)

L(A, λ)
(L12 ∓B±L22) ẑ

k (j = 1, . . . , N − 1). (3.37)

Noting gj = 0 for j = 1, . . . , N − 1, we have by (3.16), (3.31), (3.34), and (3.37)

βj+ = βj− =

− iξj(ω + σA2)

EL(A, λ)
[(µ+ + µ−)L12 + {µ+(A−B+)− µ−(A−B−)}L22] ẑ

k, (3.38)

together with E = µ+B+ + µ−B− given in (3.2).
Let us define for j = 1, . . . , N − 1

Ij±(ξ′, λ) = iξj(ω + σA2)(L12 ∓B±L22),

IN±(ξ
′, λ) = ∓A(ω + σA2)(L12 ∓B±L22),

Jj(ξ
′, λ) = −iξj(ω + σA2) [(µ+ + µ−)L12 + {µ+(A−B+)− µ−(A−B−)}L22] ,

JN (ξ′, λ) = −EL22A(ω + σA2),

where L11, L12, L21, and L22 are given in (3.25). Recall M±(a) in (3.2). Then, in
view of (3.13), we have achieved by (3.34), (3.36), (3.37), and (3.38)

ûkm±(xN ) =
Im±(ξ

′, λ)

L(A, λ)
M±(±xN )ẑk +

Jm(ξ′, λ)

EL(A, λ)
e∓B±xN ẑk (3.39)

for ±xN > 0 and m = 1, . . . , N , with the pressure p̂k±(xN ) = γ±e
∓xN (±xN > 0).

For the above η̂k, ûkm±(xN ), and p̂k±(xN ), we define

ηk = F−1
ξ′

[
η̂k(ξ′, λ)

]
(x′), ukm± = F−1

ξ′

[
ûkm±(ξ

′, xN , λ)
]
(x′),

pk± = F−1
ξ′

[
p̂k±(ξ

′, xN , λ)
]
(x′).
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Then setting

ukm = ukm+1RN
+
+ ukm−1RN

−
and pk = pk+1RN

+
+ pk−1RN

−
,

we observe that ηk, uk = (uk1 , . . . , u
k
N )T, and pk become a solution to (2.8). This

completes the calculation of solution formulas for (2.8).

3.3. Representation formulas for (1.1). In this subsection, we give the represen-
tation formulas of solutions for (1.1). To this end, we first consider H1

Z(t)d, H2
Z(t)f ,

U1
Z(t)d, and U2

Z(t)f given in (2.10). Together with Proposition 3.3, inserting η̂1 and

η̂2 of (3.33) into Ĥ1
Z(t; Γ)d and Ĥ2

Z(t; Γ)f in (2.9), respectively, yields

Ĥ1
Z(t; Γ)d =

ϕZ(ξ
′)

2πi

∫

Γ

eλt
F (A, λ)

L(A, λ)
dλ d̂(ξ′),

Ĥ2
Z(t; Γ)f

=
∑

a,b∈{+,−}

N∑

j=1

∫ ∞

0

(ϕZ(ξ
′)

2πi

∫

Γ

eλt
Φa,b

j (ξ′, λ)Mb(yN )

A(Bb +A)L(A, λ)
dλ

)
f̂j(ξ

′, ayN) dyN

+
∑

a,b∈{+,−}

N∑

j=1

∫ ∞

0

(ϕZ(ξ
′)

2πi

∫

Γ

eλt
Ψa,b

j (ξ′, λ)e−BbyN

ABb(Bb +A)L(A, λ)
dλ

)
f̂j(ξ

′, ayN) dyN .

Let us define for ±xN > 0 and m = 1, . . . , N

Û1
Z,m±(t; Γ)d =

ϕZ(ξ
′)

2πi

∫

Γ

eλtû1m±(ξ
′, xN , λ) dλ,

Û2
Z,m±(t; Γ)f =

ϕZ(ξ
′)

2πi

∫

Γ

eλtû2m±(ξ
′, xN , λ) dλ.

Together with Proposition 3.3, inserting û1m± and û2m± of (3.39) into Û1
Z,m±(t; Γ)d

and Û2
Z,m±(t; Γ)f , respectively, yields the following formulas: for ±xN > 0 and

m = 1, . . . , N

Û1
Z,m±(t; Γ)d =

ϕZ(ξ
′)

2πi

∫

Γ

eλt
Im±(ξ

′, λ)

L(A, λ)
M±(±xN ) dλ d̂(ξ′)

+
ϕZ(ξ

′)

2πi

∫

Γ

eλt
Jm(ξ′, λ)

EL(A, λ)
e∓B±xN dλ d̂(ξ′),

and furthermore,

Û2
Z,m±(t; Γ)f

=
∑

a,b∈{+,−}

N∑

j=1

∫ ∞

0

(ϕZ(ξ
′)

2πi

∫

Γ

eλt
Φa,b

j (ξ′, λ)Im±(ξ
′, λ)M±(±xN )Mb(yN )

A(Bb +A)F (A, λ)L(A, λ)
dλ

)

× f̂j(ξ
′, ayN) dyN

+
∑

a,b∈{+,−}

N∑

j=1

∫ ∞

0

(ϕZ(ξ
′)

2πi

∫

Γ

eλt
Ψa,b

j (ξ′, λ)Im±(ξ
′, λ)M±(±xN )e−BbyN

ABb(Bb +A)F (A, λ)L(A, λ)
dλ

)

× f̂j(ξ
′, ayN) dyN
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+
∑

a,b∈{+,−}

N∑

j=1

∫ ∞

0

(ϕZ(ξ
′)

2πi

∫

Γ

eλt
Φa,b

j (ξ′, λ)Jm(ξ′, λ)e∓B±xNMb(yN )

A(Bb +A)F (A, λ)EL(A, λ)
dλ

)

× f̂j(ξ
′, ayN) dyN

+
∑

a,b∈{+,−}

N∑

j=1

∫ ∞

0

(ϕZ(ξ
′)

2πi

∫

Γ

eλt
Ψa,b

j (ξ′, λ)Jm(ξ′, λ)e∓B±xN e−BbyN

ABb(Bb +A)F (A, λ)EL(A, λ)
dλ

)

× f̂j(ξ
′, ayN) dyN .

One defines

Û1
Z,m(t; Γ)d = (Û1

Z,m+(t; Γ)d)1RN
+
+ (Û1

Z,m−(t; Γ)d)1RN
−
,

Û2
Z,m(t; Γ)f = (Û2

Z,m+(t; Γ)f)1RN
+
+ (Û2

Z,m−(t; Γ)f)1RN
−
,

and then there holds the following relation between these formulas and Û1
Z(t; Γ)d,

Û2
Z(t; Γ)f given in (2.9):

Û1
Z(t; Γ)d = (Û1

Z,1(t; Γ)d, . . . , Û1
Z,N (t; Γ)d)T,

Û2
Z(t; Γ)f = (Û2

Z,1(t; Γ)f , . . . , Û2
Z,N (t; Γ)f)T.

Summing up the above argumentation, we have obtained the representation for-
mulas of H1

Z(t)d, H2
Z(t)f , U1

Z(t)d, and U2
Z(t)f given in (2.10) from the formulas of

Ĥ1
Z(t; Γ)d, Ĥ2

Z(t; Γ)f , Û1
Z(t; Γ)d, and Û2

Z(t; Γ)f as above. Furthermore, those repre-
sentation formulas of H1

Z(t)d, H2
Z(t)f , U1

Z(t)d, and U2
Z(t)f give the representation

formulas of solutions for (1.1) by the relation (2.11).
Finally, we introduce another useful formula of L(A, λ).

Lemma 3.5. Let L(A, λ) be given in (3.33) and set

LA(λ) = λ2 +
4AD+D−

(ρ+ + ρ−)(D+ +D−)
λ+ αA+ σ̃A3, σ̃ =

σ

ρ+ + ρ−
,

where D± and α are defined in (3.2) and (2.2), respectively. Then

L(A, λ) = (ρ+ + ρ−)(D+ +D−)LA(λ).

Proof. The desired relation follows from an elementary calculation, so that the
detailed proof may be omitted. �

4. Analysis of boundary symbol

We assume ρ− > ρ+ > 0 throughout this section and analyze mainly the bound-
ary symbol LA(λ) introduced in the last part of the previous section. Note that α
in (2.2) is positive by the assumption ρ− > ρ+ > 0.

4.1. Analysis of low frequency part. Recalling θ2, λ1 given in (2.1) and z0 =
min{µ+/ρ+, µ−/ρ−}, we define for A = |ξ′|

z±1 = −z0
2
A2 ± i

z0
4
A2, z±2 = λ1e

±i(π−θ2), (4.1)

and also

Γ̂±
1 = {λ ∈ C : λ = −z0

2
A2 +

z0
4
A2e±is, 0 ≤ s ≤ π

2
},

Γ̂±
2 = {λ ∈ C : λ = z±1 (1− s) + z±2 s, 0 ≤ s ≤ 1},
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Γ̂3 = {λ ∈ C : λ = λ1e
is, −(π − θ2) ≤ s ≤ π − θ2}. (4.2)

In addition, we set

FA(λ) = (λ− ζ+)(λ− ζ−), GA(λ) = LA(λ) −FA(λ),

where ζ± and LA(A) are given in Theorem 2.3 and Lemma 3.5, respectively. Then

GA(λ) =
4AD+D−

(ρ+ + ρ−)(D+ +D−)
λ+ σ̃A3

− 2
√
2α1/4βA5/4λ+ 2

√
2α3/4βA7/4 − 4α1/2β2A10/4 (4.3)

and the following lemma holds.

Lemma 4.1. There exists a constant A1 ∈ (0, 1) such that |FA(λ)| > |GA(λ)| for
A ∈ (0, A1) and λ ∈ Γ̂+

1 ∪ Γ̂−
1 ∪ Γ̂+

2 ∪ Γ̂−
2 ∪ Γ̂3.

Proof. Case 1: λ ∈ Γ̂+
1 ∪ Γ̂−

1 . Let λ = −(z0/2)A
2+(z0/4)A

2eis (−π/2 ≤ s ≤ π/2).
It is clear that

|FA(λ)| ≥ CA for A ∈ (0, A1),

with a sufficiently small A1 and a positive constant C independent of A and λ.
Next, we estimate |GA(λ)| from above. Since

D± = A

(
µ±

√
ρ±
µ±

(
−z0

2
+
z0
4
eis

)
+ 1 + µ∓

)
,

ℜ
(√

ρ±
µ±

(
−z0

2
+
z0
4
eis

)
+ 1

)
> 0,

there holds ∣∣∣∣
D+D−

D+ +D−

∣∣∣∣ ≤
|D+||D−|

(ℜD+) + (ℜD−)
≤ CA for A > 0.

One thus sees that

|GA(λ)| ≤ CA7/4 for A ∈ (0, 1),

which implies |FA(λ)| > |GA(λ)| for A ∈ (0, A1) when A1 is sufficiently small.

Case 2: λ ∈ Γ̂+
2 ∪ Γ̂−

2 . We consider λ ∈ Γ̂+
2 only. Let λ = z+1 (1 − s) + z+2 s

(0 ≤ s ≤ 1). We write λ = −a+ bi (a, b ≥ 0), that is,

a =
z0
2
A2(1− s) + λ1(cos θ2)s, b =

z0
4
A2(1− s) + λ1(sin θ2)s.

We then observe that

|λ− ζ±|2 = (−a+
√
2α1/4βA5/4)2 + (b ∓ α1/2A1/2 ±

√
2α1/4βA5/4)2

= a2 + b2 + αA∓ 2α1/2A1/2b+O(A5/4) as A→ 0. (4.4)

From this, we immediately see that there exists a constant A1 ∈ (0, 1) such that

|λ− ζ−| ≥ C(|λ|+A1/2) for A ∈ (0, A1).

Since 2α1/2A1/2b ≤ εαA+ b2/ε (ε > 0), choosing ε = 2/3 furnishes

a2 + b2 + αA − 2α1/2A1/2b ≥ a2 − 1

2
b2 +

1

3
αA. (4.5)

In addition,

b =
z0
4
A2(1 − s) + tan θ2 · λ1(cos θ2)s =

1

2

{
z0
2
A2(1− s) +

1

4
λ1(cos θ2)s

}
≤ 1

2
a,
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which implies

a2 − 1

2
b2 =

1

4
(a2 + b2) +

3

4
(a2 − b2) ≥ 1

4
(a2 + b2).

It thus holds by (4.4) and (4.5) that |λ − ζ+| ≥ C(|λ| + A1/2) when A is small
enough, and therefore

|FA(λ)| ≥ C(|λ| +A1/2)2 for A ∈ (0, A1). (4.6)

In particular,

|FA(λ)| ≥ CA1/2(|λ| +A1/2) for A ∈ (0, A1). (4.7)

Next, we estimate |GA(λ)| from above. By Lemma 3.2 and (4.3), we have for
A ∈ (0, 1)

|GA(λ)| ≤ C
(
A|λ|(|λ|1/2 +A) +A5/4|λ|+A7/4

)

= CA3/4
(
A1/4|λ|(|λ|1/2 + A) +A1/2|λ|+A

)
. (4.8)

Since |λ| ≤ λ1, one sees for A ∈ (0, 1) that

A1/4|λ|(|λ|1/2 +A) ≤ |λ|(|λ|1/2 +A1/2) ≤ λ
1/2
1 (|λ|+ λ

1/2
1 A) ≤ C(|λ| +A1/2)

and that A1/2|λ|+A ≤ |λ|+A1/2. Combining these inequalities with (4.8) furnishes

|GA(λ)| ≤ CA3/4(|λ| +A1/2) for A ∈ (0, 1),

which implies |FA(λ)| > |GA(λ)| for A ∈ (0, A1) when A1 is sufficiently small.

Case 3: λ ∈ Γ̂3. Let λ = λ1e
is (−(π − θ2) ≤ s ≤ π − θ2). Then

|FA(λ)| ≥ C for A ∈ (0, A1),

with a sufficiently small A1 and a positive constant C independent of A and λ.

Since (4.8) is valid for λ ∈ Γ̂3 when A ∈ (0, 1), there holds

|GA(λ)| ≤ CA3/4 for A ∈ (0, 1).

It therefore holds that |FA(λ)| > |GA(λ)| for A ∈ (0, A1) when A1 is sufficiently
small. This completes the proof of Lemma 4.1. �

By Lemma 4.1 and Rouché’s theorem, we immediately have

Proposition 4.2. Let A1 be the positive constant given in Lemma 4.1 and A ∈
(0, A1). Let K be the region enclosed by Γ̂+

1 ∪ Γ̂−
1 ∪ Γ̂+

2 ∪ Γ̂−
2 ∪ Γ̂3. Then LA(λ) has

two zeros in K.

Recalling Γ̂±
res given in Theorem 2.3, we prove

Lemma 4.3. There exists a constant A2 ∈ (0, 1) such that |FA(λ)| > |GA(λ)| for
A ∈ (0, A2) and λ ∈ Γ̂+

Res ∪ Γ̂−
Res.

Proof. We consider λ ∈ Γ̂+
Res only. Let λ = ζ+ + A6/4eis (0 ≤ s ≤ 2π). It is clear

that

|FA(λ)| ≥ CA8/4 for A ∈ (0, A2),

with a sufficiently small A2 and a positive constant C independent of A and λ.
Next, we estimate |GA(λ)| from above. It holds that

B± =

√
ρ±
µ±

ei(π/4)α1/4A1/4(1 +O(A3/4)) as A→ 0,
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which implies

D± =
√
ρ±µ±e

i(π/4)α1/4A1/4 +O(A) as A→ 0.

Therefore,

D+D−

D+ +D−
=

√
ρ+µ+

√
ρ−µ−√

ρ+µ+ +
√
ρ−µ−

ei(π/4)α1/4A1/4 +O(A) as A→ 0.

From this, recalling the definition of β given in (2.2), we have

4AD+D−

(ρ+ + ρ−)(D+ +D−)
λ = (−1 + i) · 2

√
2α3/4βA7/4 +O(A10/4) as A→ 0.

In addition,

−2
√
2α1/4βA5/4λ = −i · 2

√
2α3/4βA7/4 +O(A10/4) as A→ 0.

Combining these two formulas with (4.3) shows that

GA(λ) = O(A10/4) as A→ 0,

which implies |FA(λ)| > |GA(λ)| for A ∈ (0, A2) when A2 is sufficiently small. This
completes the proof of Lemma 4.3. �

We now obtain

Proposition 4.4. Let A1 and A2 be the positive constants given in Lemma 4.1 and

Lemma 4.3, respectively. Then there exists a constant A3 ∈ (0,min{A1, A2}) such

that the following assertions hold.

(1) Let A ∈ (0, A3). Then for the K in Proposition 4.2

Γ̂+
Res ⊂ K ∩ {λ ∈ C \ {0} :

π

2
< argλ <

3

4
π},

Γ̂−
Res ⊂ K ∩ {λ ∈ C \ {0} : −3

4
π < argλ < −π

2
}.

(2) Let A ∈ (0, A3) and K± be the regions enclosed by Γ̂±
Res, respectively. Then

LA(λ) has a simple zero denoted by λ+ in K+ and another simple zero denoted

by λ− in K−.

(3) Let L′
A(λ) be the derivative of LA(λ) with respect to λ. Then the inequalities

|L′
A(λ+)| ≥ CA1/2, |L′

A(λ−)| ≥ CA1/2

hold for A ∈ (0, A3) and a positive constant C independent of A.

Remark 4.5. The zeros λ± of LA(λ) satisfy

λ± = ζ± +O(A6/4) = ±iα1/2A1/2 −
√
2α1/4β(1 ± i)A5/4 +O(A6/4) as A→ 0.

When gravity is not taken into account, i.e. α = 0, the asymptotics of the zeros of

LA(λ) are obtained in [3].

Proof of Proposition 4.4. (1) The desired properties can be proved by an elemen-
tary calculation, so that the detailed proof may be omitted.

(2) The result follows from Lemma 4.3 and Rouché’s theorem immediately.
(3) Since L′

A(λ±) = F ′
A(λ±) + G′

A(λ±), one has the desired inequalities im-
mediately by direct calculations together with (4.3). This completes the proof of
Proposition 4.4. �



20 HIROKAZU SAITO

4.2. Analysis of high frequency part. Let us define

Λ(a, b) = {λ ∈ C : λ = x+ yi, −a ≤ x ≤ 0, −b ≤ y ≤ b} (a, b ≥ 0). (4.9)

We then have

Proposition 4.6. Let a, b > 0. Then there exists a sufficiently large positive

number Ahigh = Ahigh(a, b) such that the following assertions hold.

(1) For any A ≥ Ahigh and λ ∈ Λ(a, b),

C1A ≤ ℜB± ≤ |B±| ≤ C2A,

where C1 and C2 are positive constants independent of A and λ.
(2) For any A ≥ Ahigh and λ ∈ Λ(a, b),

|F (A, λ)| ≥ CA3, |L(A, λ)| ≥ CσA4,

where C is a positive constant independent of A, λ, and σ.

Proof. (1) See [7, Lemma 5.3].
(2) First, we estimate |F (A, λ)| from below. Since

B± = A+O(
1

A
) as A→ ∞, (4.10)

it holds that

F (A, λ) = 4(µ+ + µ−)
2A3 +O(A) as A→ ∞.

This implies the desired inequality for |F (A, λ)|.
Next, we estimate |L(A, λ)| from below. Recall the formula of LA(λ) in Lemma

3.5. The asymptotics (4.10) gives

D± = (µ+ + µ−)A+O(
1

A
) as A→ ∞,

which implies

LA(λ) = σ̃A3 +O(A2) as A→ ∞.

Thus, from the formula of L(A, λ) in Lemma 3.5, we see that

L(A, λ) = 2(µ+ + µ−)σA
4 +O(A3) as A→ ∞.

This yields the desired inequality of |L(A, λ)|, which completes the proof of Propo-
sition 4.6. �

Next, we consider A ∈ [M1,M2] for M2 > M1 > 0.

Proposition 4.7. Let b > 0 and M2 > M1 > 0. Then there exist a0 ∈ (0, 1) such
that the following assertions hold.

(1) For any A ∈ [M1,M2] and λ ∈ Λ(a0, b),

C1 ≤ ℜB± ≤ |B±| ≤ C2,

where C1 and C2 are positive constants independent of A and λ.
(2) For any A ∈ [M1,M2] and λ ∈ Λ(a0, b),

|F (A, λ)| ≥ C, |L(A, λ)| ≥ C,

where C is a positive constant independent of A and λ.
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Proof. (1) The desired inequalities can be proved by an elementary calculation, so
that the detailed proof may be omitted.

(2) By Lemma 3.1, we see that F (A, λ) 6= 0 for A > 0 and ℜλ ≥ 0. Then the
continuity of F (A, λ) and the compactness of [M1,M2]×Λ(0, b) implies there exists
an m := min{|F (A, λ)| : A ∈ [M1,M2], λ ∈ Λ(0, b)} > 0. Choosing a sufficiently
small a1 ∈ (0, 1), we see that F (A, λ) is uniform continuous on [M1,M2]×Λ(a1, b).
Thus there exists an a0 ∈ (0, a1] such that

|F (A, λ)| ≥ m

2
for (A, λ) ∈ [M1,M2]× Λ(a0, b),

which implies the desired inequality of |F (A, λ)| holds. Analogously, the inequality
for |L(A, λ)| follows from Lemma 3.4 (2). This completes the proof of Proposition
4.7. �

5. Time-decay estimates for low frequency part

This section proves Theorem 2.3. Suppose ρ− > ρ+ > 0 throughout this section.
Let us denote the points of intersection between λ = se±i(3π/4) (s ≥ 0) and Γ±

0

given in (2.3) by z±3 . Then we define

Γ̂±
4 = {λ ∈ C : λ = z±1 (1− s) + z±3 s, 0 ≤ s ≤ 1},

Γ̂±
5 = {λ ∈ C : λ = z±3 + se±i(π−θ1), s ≥ 0},

where z±1 are given in (4.1). Let A3 be the positive constant given in Proposition 4.4
and let A0 ∈ (0, A3). By Propositions 4.2 and 4.4 together with Cauchy’s integral
theorem, we see for the operators of (2.10) that

S1
A0

(t)d =
∑

a∈{+,−}

∑

j∈{Res,1,4,5}

S1
A0

(t; Γa

j )d, S1
A0

(t; Γa

j )d := F−1
ξ′ [Ŝ 1

A0
(t; Γ̂a

j )d](x
′),

S2
A0

(t)f =
∑

a∈{+,−}

∑

j∈{Res,1,4,5}

S2
A0

(t; Γa

j )f , S2
A0

(t; Γa

j )f := F−1
ξ′ [Ŝ 2

A0
(t; Γ̂a

j )f ](x
′),

(5.1)

where S ∈ {H,U}. Here we have used Γ̂±
1 in (4.2) and the symbols Ŝ 1

A0
(t; Γ̂a

j )d,

Ŝ 2
A0

(t; Γ̂a
j )f introduced in Subsection 3.3.

At this point, we introduce several lemmas used in the following argumentation.
From [7, Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4], we have the following two lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. Let c1, c2, d ≥ 0 and ν1, ν2 > 0. Then there exists a positive constant

C such that for any τ ≥ 0, a ≥ 0, and Z ≥ 0

e−c1(Z
ν1)τZde−c2(Z

ν2)a ≤ C(τd/ν1 + ad/ν2)−1.

Lemma 5.2. Let 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞ and r be the dual exponent of p. Suppose that

a > 0, b1 > 0, and b2 > 0.

(1) For f ∈ Lp(0,∞), xN > 0, and τ > 0, set

I(xN , τ) =

∫ ∞

0

f(yN )

τa + (xN )b1 + (yN )b2
dyN .

Then there exists a positive constant C, independent of f , such that for any

τ > 0

‖I(·, τ)‖Lq(0,∞) ≤ Cτ
−a

(
1− 1

b1q−
1

b2r

)

‖f‖Lp(0,∞),
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provided that b1q > 1 and b2r(1 − 1/(b1q)) > 1.
(2) For f ∈ Lp(0,∞) and τ > 0, set

J(τ) =

∫ ∞

0

f(yN )

τa + (yN )b2
dyN .

Then there exists a positive constant C, independent of f , such that for any

τ > 0

|J(τ)| ≤ Cτ
−a

(
1− 1

b2r

)

‖f‖Lp(0,∞),

provided that b2r > 1.

Next, we introduce time-decay estimates arising in the study of an evolution
equation with the fractional Laplacian.

Lemma 5.3. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞, θ > 0, and ν > 0. Then the following assertions

hold.

(1) For any τ > 0 and ϕ ∈ Lp(R
N−1)

‖F−1
ξ′ [e−ντ |ξ′|θ ϕ̂(ξ′)]‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ Cτ−

N−1
θ ( 1

p−
1
q )‖ϕ‖Lp(RN−1),

with a positive constant C independent of τ and ϕ.
(2) If it is assumed that 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 additionally, then for any τ > 0 and ϕ ∈

Lp(R
N−1)

‖e−ντ |ξ′|θ ϕ̂‖L2(RN−1) ≤ Cτ−
N−1

θ ( 1
p−

1
2 ),

with a positive constant C independent of τ and ϕ.

Proof. (1) See e.g. [2, Lemma 3.1] and [13, Lemma 2.5].
(2) The desired estimate follows from (1) and Parseval’s identity immediately,

so that the detailed proof may be omitted. �

Let Lp(R
n, X) be the X-valued Lebesgue spaces on Rn, n ∈ N, for 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞.

The following lemma is proved in [9, Theorem 2.3].

Lemma 5.4. Let X be a Banach space and ‖ · ‖X its norm. Suppose that L and

n be a non-negative integer and positive integer, respectively. Let 0 < σ ≤ 1 and

s = L + σ − n. Let f(ξ) be a C∞-function on Rn \ {0} with value X and satisfy

the following two conditions:

(1) ∂γξ f ∈ L1(R
n, X) for any multi-index γ ∈ Nn

0 with |γ| ≤ L.

(2) For any multi-index γ ∈ Nn
0 , there exists a positive constant Mγ such that

‖∂γξ f(ξ)‖X ≤Mγ |ξ|s−|δ| (ξ ∈ Rn \ {0}).
Then there exists a positive constant Cn,s such that

‖F−1
ξ [f ](x)‖X ≤ Cn,s

(
max

|γ|≤L+2
Mγ

)
|x|−(n+s) (x ∈ Rn \ {0}).

5.1. Analysis for Γ±
Res. In this subsection, we prove

Theorem 5.5. Let 1 ≤ p < 2 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and 〈t〉 = t + 1. Then there exists a

constant A0 ∈ (0, A3) such that for any t > 0 and (d, f) ∈ Yp

‖H1
A0

(t; Γ±
Res)d‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ C〈t〉−

4(N−1)
5 ( 1

p−
1
q )‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖H2
A0

(t; Γ±
Res)f‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ C〈t〉−

4(N−1)
5 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

4
5 (

1
p−

1
2 )‖f‖Lp(ṘN ),
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‖U1
A0

(t; Γ±
Res)d‖Lq(ṘN ) ≤ C〈t〉−

4(N−1)
5 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

4
5 (

1
2−

1
q )‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖U2
A0

(t; Γ±
Res)f‖Lq(ṘN ) ≤ C〈t〉− 4N

5 ( 1
p−

1
q )‖f‖Lp(ṘN ),

where C is a positive constant independent of t, d, and f .

Recalling A = |ξ′| and λ± given in Proposition 4.4, we define

B± =

√
ρ±
µ±

λ± +A2, D± = µ±B± + µ∓A, E = µ+B+ + µ−B−.

Then we immediately obtain

Lemma 5.6. There exists a constant A4 ∈ (0, A3) such that for any A ∈ (0, A4)

C1A
1/4 ≤ ℜB± ≤ |B±| ≤ C2A

1/4, C1A
3/4 ≤ |F (A, λ±)| ≤ C2A

3/4,

with positive constants C1 and C2 independent of ξ′, and also

|Φa,b
j (ξ′, λ±)| ≤ CA2+(3/4), |Ψa,b

j (ξ′, λ±)| ≤ CA2+(3/4),

|Im±(ξ
′, λ±)| ≤ CA1+(2/4), |Jm(ξ′, λ±)| ≤ CA1+(2/4),

with a positive constant C independent of ξ′, where a, b ∈ {+,−} and j,m =
1, . . . , N .

Let A ∈ (0, A4). Then, by Lemma 5.6, we have the following estimates for
the symbols of the representation formulas given in Subsection 3.3: for the height
function,

∣∣∣∣
F (A, λ±)

D+ +D−

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA1/2,

∣∣∣∣∣
Φa,b

j (ξ′, λ±)

A(Bb +A)(D+ +D−)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA5/4,

∣∣∣∣∣
Ψa,b

j (ξ′, λ±)

ABb(Bb +A)(D+ +D−)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA; (5.2)

for the fluid velocity,
∣∣∣∣
Im±(ξ

′, λ±)

D+ +D−

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA5/4,

∣∣∣∣
Jm(ξ′, λ±)

E(D+ +D−)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA,

∣∣∣∣∣
Φa,b

j (ξ′, λ±)Im±(ξ
′, λ±)

A(Bb +A)F (A, λ±)(D+ +D−)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA2,

∣∣∣∣∣
Ψa,b

j (ξ′, λ±)Im±(ξ
′, λ±)

ABb(Bb +A)F (A, λ±)(D+ +D−)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA7/4,

∣∣∣∣∣
Φa,b

j (ξ′, λ±)Jm(ξ′, λ±)

A(Bb +A)F (A, λ±)E(D+ +D−)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA7/4,

∣∣∣∣∣
Ψa,b

j (ξ′, λ±)Jm(ξ′, λ±)

ABb(Bb +A)F (A, λ±)E(D+ +D−)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA6/4. (5.3)

To prove Theorem 5.5, we introduce some technical lemma. Let us define the
following operators:

[KA0(t; Γ)d](x) = F−1
ξ′

[
ϕA0(ξ

′)

2πi

∫

Γ̂

eλtk(ξ′, λ) dλ d̂(ξ′)

]
(x′),



24 HIROKAZU SAITO

[Ka,b
A0,M

(t; Γ)f ](x)

=

∫ ∞

0

F−1
ξ′

[
ϕA0(ξ

′)

2πi

∫

Γ̂

eλtkM(ξ′, λ)Mb(yN ) dλ f̂ (ξ′, ayN)

]
(x′) dyN ,

[Ka,b
A0,B

(t; Γ)f ](x)

=

∫ ∞

0

F−1
ξ′

[
ϕA0(ξ

′)

2πi

∫

Γ̂

eλtkB(ξ
′, λ)e−BbyN dλ f̂(ξ′, ayN)

]
(x′) dyN , (5.4)

and also for ±xN > 0

[L±
A0,M

(t; Γ)d](x) = F−1
ξ′

[
ϕA0(ξ

′)

2πi

∫

Γ̂

eλtlM(ξ′, λ)M±(±xN ) dλ d̂(ξ′)

]
(x′),

[L±
A0,B

(t; Γ)d](x) = F−1
ξ′

[
ϕA0(ξ

′)

2πi

∫

Γ̂

eλtlB(ξ
′, λ)e∓B±yN dλ d̂(ξ′)

]
(x′),

[L±,a,b
A0,MM(t; Γ)f ](x)

=

∫ ∞

0

F−1
ξ′

[
ϕA0(ξ

′)

2πi

∫

Γ̂

eλtlMM(ξ′, λ)M±(±xN )Mb(yN ) dλ f̂ (ξ′, ayN)

]
(x′) dyN ,

[L±,a,b
A0,MB(t; Γ)f ](x)

=

∫ ∞

0

F−1
ξ′

[
ϕA0(ξ

′)

2πi

∫

Γ̂

eλtlMB(ξ
′, λ)M±(±xN )e−BbyN dλ f̂ (ξ′, ayN)

]
(x′) dyN ,

[L±,a,b
A0,BM(t; Γ)f ](x)

=

∫ ∞

0

F−1
ξ′

[
ϕA0(ξ

′)

2πi

∫

Γ̂

eλtlBM(ξ′, λ)e∓B±xNMb(yN ) dλ f̂(ξ′, ayN)

]
(x′) dyN ,

[L±,a,b
A0,BB(t; Γ)f ](x)

=

∫ ∞

0

F−1
ξ′

[
ϕA0(ξ

′)

2πi

∫

Γ̂

eλtlBB(ξ
′, λ)e∓B±xN e−BbyN dλ f̂(ξ′, ayN)

]
(x′) dyN .

(5.5)

Here it is assumed that the symbols

k(ξ′, λ), kM(ξ′, λ), kB(ξ
′, λ), lM(ξ′, λ), lB(ξ

′, λ),

lMM(ξ′, λ), lMB(ξ
′, λ), lBM(ξ′, λ), lBB(ξ

′, λ)

are infinitely many times differentiable with respect to ξ′ ∈ RN−1 \ {0} and holo-
morphic with respect to λ ∈ C \ (−∞,−z0|ξ′|2]. Then we have

Lemma 5.7. Let 1 ≤ p < 2 ≤ q ≤ ∞, 〈t〉 = t+1, and a, b ∈ {+,−}. Suppose that

Z(ξ′, λ) =
Z̃(ξ′, λ)

LA(λ)
for Z ∈ {k, kM, kB , lM, lB, lMM, lMB, lBM, lBB}

and that there exists a constant A5 ∈ (0, A3) such that for any A ∈ (0, A5)

|k̃(ξ′, λ±)| ≤ CA1/2, |k̃M(ξ′, λ±)| ≤ CA5/4, |k̃B(ξ′, λ±)| ≤ CA,

|lM(ξ′, λ±)| ≤ CA5/4, |l̃B(ξ′, λ±)| ≤ CA, |l̃MM(ξ′, λ±)| ≤ CA2,

|lMB(ξ
′, λ±)| ≤ CA7/4, |l̃BM(ξ′, λ±)| ≤ CA7/4, |l̃BB(ξ

′, λ±)| ≤ CA6/4,

with some positive constant C independent of ξ′. Then there exists a constant

A0 ∈ (0, A5) such that the following assertions hold.
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(1) For any t > 0 and (d, f) ∈ Yp

‖KA0(t; Γ
±
Res)d‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ C〈t〉−

4(N−1)
5 ( 1

p−
1
q )‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖Ka,b
A0,M

(t; Γ±
Res)f‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ C〈t〉−

4(N−1)
5 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

4
5 (

1
p−

1
2 )‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

‖Ka,b
A0,B

(t; Γ±
Res)f‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ C〈t〉−

4(N−1)
5 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

4
5 (

1
p−

1
2 )‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

with some positive constant C independent of t, d, and f .

(2) Let Γ = Γ+
Res or Γ = Γ−

Res. Then for any t > 0 and (d, f) ∈ Yp

‖L±
A0,M

(t; Γ)d‖Lq(RN
±
) ≤ C〈t〉−

4(N−1)
5 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

4
5 (

1
2−

1
q )‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖L±
A0,B

(t; Γ)d‖Lq(RN
±
) ≤ C〈t〉−

4(N−1)
5 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

4
5 (

1
2−

1
q )‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖L±,a,b
A0,MM(t; Γ)f‖Lq(RN

±
) ≤ C〈t〉− 4N

5 ( 1
p−

1
q )‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

‖L±,a,b
A0,MB(t; Γ)f‖Lq(RN

±
) ≤ C〈t〉− 4N

5 ( 1
p−

1
q )‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

‖L±,a,b
A0,BM(t; Γ)f‖Lq(RN

±
) ≤ C〈t〉− 4N

5 ( 1
p−

1
q )‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

‖L±,a,b
A0,BB(t; Γ)f‖Lq(RN

±
) ≤ C〈t〉− 4N

5 ( 1
p−

1
q )‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

with some positive constant C independent of t, d, and f .

Proof. We here consider

KA0(t; Γ
+
Res), K+,+

A0,M
(t; Γ+

Res), L+
A0,M

(t; Γ+
Res), L+,+,+

A0,MM(t; Γ+
Res),

only. The other cases can be proved analogously (cf. also [7, Subsection 4.1]).
Case 1: KA0(t; Γ

+
Res). By the residue theorem, we have

[KA0(t; Γ
+
Res)d](x

′) = F−1
ξ′

[
ϕA0(ξ

′)eλ+t k̃(ξ
′, λ+)

L′
A(λ+)

dλ d̂(ξ′)
]
(x′).

Recalling ℜζ± = −
√
2α1/4βA5/4, we write this formula as

[KA0(t; Γ
+
Res)d](x

′) = F−1
ξ′

[
ϕA0(ξ

′)e
ℜζ+

3 〈t〉e−
ℜζ+

3 〈t〉eλ+t k̃(ξ
′, λ+)

L′
A(λ+)

d̂(ξ′)
]
(x′).

Combining this formula with Lemma 5.3 yields

‖KA0(t; Γ
+
Res)d‖Lq(RN−1)

≤ C〈t〉−
4(N−1)

5 ( 1
2−

1
q )
∥∥∥F−1

ξ′

[
ϕA0(ξ

′)e−
ℜζ+

3 〈t〉eλ+t k̃(ξ
′, λ+)

L′
A(λ+)

d̂
]∥∥∥

L2(RN−1)
=: I1(t).

We choose a sufficiently small A0 so that

|e−
ℜζ+

3 〈t〉eλ+t| ≤ Ce
ℜζ+

3 〈t〉 on suppϕA0 ,

and thus we have by Parseval’s identity, Proposition 4.4, and the assumption for

k̃(ξ′, λ+)

I1(t) ≤ C〈t〉−
4(N−1)

5 ( 1
2−

1
q )‖ϕA0(ξ

′)e
ℜζ+

3 〈t〉d̂‖L2(RN−1). (5.6)

Since 0 ≤ ϕA0 ≤ 1, this implies

I1(t) ≤ C〈t〉−
4(N−1)

5 ( 1
2−

1
q )‖e(ℜζ+/3)〈t〉d̂‖L2(RN−1).
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Applying Lemma 5.3 to the right-hand side of the last inequality furnishes the
desired estimate for KA0(t; Γ

+
Res). This completes the proof of Case 1.

Case 2: K+,+
A0,M

(t; Γ+
Res). In the same way as we have obtained (5.6), we obtain

‖K+,+
A0,M

(t; Γ+
Res)f‖Lq(RN−1)

≤ C〈t〉−
4(N−1)

5 ( 1
2−

1
q )

∫ ∞

0

‖ϕA0(ξ
′)e

ℜζ+
3 〈t〉A3/4M+(yN )f̂ (ξ′, yN)‖L2(RN−1)dyN

=: I2(t).

We choose a sufficiently small A0 so that

|M+(yN )| ≤ CA−1/4e−cAyN on suppϕA0 (5.7)

for positive constant C and c. Then

I2(t) ≤ C〈t〉−
4(N−1)

5 ( 1
2−

1
q )

∫ ∞

0

‖e
ℜζ+

3 〈t〉A1/2e−cAyN f̂(ξ′, yN)‖L2(RN−1)dyN ,

which, combined with Lemmas 5.1 and 5.3, implies

I2(t) ≤ C〈t〉−
4(N−1)

5 ( 1
p−

1
q )

∫ ∞

0

‖f(ξ′, yN)‖Lp(RN−1)

〈t〉2/5 + y
1/2
N

dyN .

Since 1 ≤ p < 2, applying Lemma 5.2 to the right-hand side of the last inequality
shows that the desired estimate for K+,+

A0,M
(t; Γ+

Res) holds. This completes the proof
of Case 2.

Case 3: L+
A0,M

(t; Γ+
Res). In the same way as we have obtained (5.6), we obtain

‖L+
A0,M

(t; Γ+
Res)d‖Lq(RN−1)

≤ C〈t〉−
4(N−1)

5 ( 1
2−

1
q )‖ϕA0(ξ

′)e
ℜζ+

3 〈t〉A3/4M+(xN )d̂(ξ′)‖L2(RN−1) =: I3(xN , t).

By (5.7), we see that

I3(xN , t) ≤ C〈t〉−
4(N−1)

5 ( 1
2−

1
q )‖e

ℜζ+
3 〈t〉A1/2e−cAxN d̂(ξ′)‖L2(RN−1). (5.8)

When q = 2, it follows from (5.8) that
∫ ∞

0

I3(xN , t)
2 dxN ≤ C

∫ ∞

0

‖e
ℜζ+

3 〈t〉A1/2e−cAxN d̂(ξ′)‖2L2(RN−1) dxN

≤ C‖e
ℜζ+

3 〈t〉d̂(ξ′)‖2L2(RN−1).

Combining this with Lemma 5.3 yields the desired estimate of L+
A0,M

(t; Γ+
Res) for

q = 2. When q > 2, it follows from (5.8) and Lemmas 5.1 and 5.3 that

I(xN , t) ≤ C〈t〉−
4(N−1)

5 ( 1
p−

1
q )

‖d‖Lp(RN−1)

〈t〉2/5 + x
1/2
N

.

In this inequality, taking Lq norm of both sides with respect to xN ∈ (0,∞) fur-
nishes the desired estimate of L+

A0,M
(t; Γ+

Res) for q > 2. This completes the proof
of Case 3.

Case 4: L+,+,+
A0,MM(t; Γ+

Res). In the same way as we have obtained (5.6), we obtain

‖L+,+,+
A0,MM(t; Γ+

Res)d‖Lq(RN−1)

≤ C〈t〉− 4
5 (

1
2−

1
q )

∫ ∞

0

‖ϕA0(ξ
′)e

ℜζ+
3 〈t〉A

6
4M+(xN )M+(yN)f̂ (ξ′, yN)‖L2(RN−1)dyN
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=: I4(xN , t).

Combining this with (5.7) and Lemmas 5.1 and 5.3 yields

I4(xN , t)

≤ C〈t〉− 4
5 (

1
2−

1
q )

∫ ∞

0

‖e
ℜζ+

3 〈t〉Ae−cA(xN+yN )f̂ (ξ′, yN )‖L2(RN−1) dyN

≤ C〈t〉−
4(N−1)

5 ( 1
p−

1
q )

∫ ∞

0

‖f(ξ′, yN)‖Lp(RN−1)

〈t〉4/5 + xN + yN
dyN .

Lemma 5.2 thus yields the desired estimate for L+,+,+
A0,MM(t; Γ+

Res). This completes
the proof of Lemma 5.7. �

Combining Lemma 5.7 with (5.2) and (5.3) yields Theorem 5.5 immediately.
This completes the proof of Theorem 5.5.

5.2. Analysis for Γ±
1 . In this subsection, we prove

Theorem 5.8. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and 〈t〉 = t + 1. Then there exists a

constant A0 ∈ (0, A3) such that for any t > 0 and (d, f) ∈ Yp

‖H1
A0

(t; Γ±
1 )d‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ C〈t〉−

N−1
2 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

3
2 ‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖H2
A0

(t; Γ±
1 )f‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ C〈t〉−

N−1
2 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

1
2 (

1
p−

1
2 )−

3
4 ‖f‖Lp(ṘN ),

‖U1
A0

(t; Γ±
1 )d‖Lq(ṘN ) ≤ C〈t〉−

N−1
2 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

1
2 (

1
2−

1
q )−

3
4 ‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖U2
A0

(t; Γ±
1 )f‖Lq(ṘN ) ≤ C〈t〉−N

2 (
1
p−

1
q )‖f‖Lp(ṘN ),

where C is a positive constant independent of t, d, and f .

To prove Theorem 5.8, we start with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.9. There exists a constant A6 ∈ (0, A3) such that for any A ∈ (0, A6)

and λ ∈ Γ̂+
1 ∪ Γ̂−

1

C1A ≤ ℜB± ≤ |B±| ≤ C2A, C1A
3 ≤ |F (A, λ)| ≤ C2A

3,

with positive constants C1 and C2 independent of ξ′ and λ, and also

|Φa,b
j (ξ′, λ)| ≤ CA5, |Ψa,b

j (ξ′, λ)| ≤ CA5,

|Im±(ξ
′, λ)| ≤ CA3, |Jm(ξ′, λ)| ≤ CA3,

with a positive constant C independent of ξ′ and λ, where a, b ∈ {+,−} and j,m =
1, . . . , N .

Proof. See [7, Lemma 4.9] for B±. Then the desired estimates for Φa,b
j , Ψa,b

j , Im±,
and Jm follow from the estimates of B± immediately.

We now estimate |F (A, λ)|. Let λ ∈ Γ̂+
1 ∪ Γ̂−

1 . It is clear that |F (A, λ)| ≤ CA3

by |B±| ≤ CA. In what follows, we prove |F (A, λ)| ≥ CA3. Since λ = −(z0/2)A
2+

(z0/4)A
2eis for s ∈ [−π/2, π/2], there holds

F (A, λ) = A3F (1, ζ), ζ = −z0
2

+
z0
4
eis. (5.9)

It suffices to show that

F (1, ζ) 6= 0 for s ∈ [−π/2, π/2]. (5.10)
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Let s 6= 0. Then ζ ∈ Σε for some ε = ε(s). Therefore F (1, ζ) 6= 0, since
|F (1, ζ)| ≥ Cε for some positive constant Cε by Lemma 3.1.

Next, we consider s = 0. In this case, ζ = −z0/4 and set b± =
√
(ρ±/µ±)ζ + 1.

Then √
3

2
≤ b± < 1, (5.11)

and F (1, ζ) can be written as

F (1, ζ) = −(µ+ − µ−)
2 + (3µ+ − µ−)µ+b+ + (3µ− − µ+)µ−b−

+ (µ+b+ + µ−b−)
2 + µ+µ−(b+ + b−)

2 + (µ+b+ + µ−b−)(µ+b
2
+ + µ−b

2
−).

Since it follows from (5.11) that

− (µ+ − µ−)
2 + (3µ+ − µ−)µ+b+ + (3µ− − µ+)µ−b−

= −(µ2
+ + µ2

−) + 2µ+µ− + 3µ2
+b+ + 3µ2

−b− − µ+µ−(b+ + b−)

≥ −(µ2
+ + µ2

−) + 2µ+µ− +
3
√
3

2
(µ2

+ + µ2
−)− 2µ+µ− > 0,

we have F (1, ζ) > 0 for s = 0. Thus (5.10) holds, which implies |F (1, ζ)| ≥ C
for any s ∈ [−π/2, π/2] and a positive constant C independent of s. Therefore
|F (A, λ)| ≥ CA3 by (5.9), which completes the proof of Lemma 5.9. �

Note that |LA(λ)| ≥ CA for λ ∈ Γ̂+
1 ∪ Γ̂−

1 when A is small enough as seen in Case
1 of the proof of Lemma 4.1, and thus it follows from Lemma 5.9 that |L(A, λ)| ≥
CA2. By this inequality and Lemma 5.9, we have the following estimates for the
symbols of the representation formulas given in Subsection 3.3: for the height
function,
∣∣∣∣
F (A, λ)

L(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA,

∣∣∣∣∣
Φa,b

j (ξ′, λ)

A(Bb +A)L(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA,

∣∣∣∣∣
Ψa,b

j (ξ′, λ)

ABb(Bb +A)L(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C;

(5.12)
for the velocity

∣∣∣∣
Im±(ξ

′, λ)

L(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA,

∣∣∣∣
Jm(ξ′, λ)

EL(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C,

∣∣∣∣∣
Φa,b

j (ξ′, λ)Im±(ξ
′, λ)

A(Bb +A)F (A, λ)L(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA,

∣∣∣∣∣
Ψa,b

j (ξ′, λ)Im±(ξ
′, λ)

ABb(Bb +A)F (A, λ)L(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C,

∣∣∣∣∣
Φa,b

j (ξ′, λ)Jm(ξ′, λ)

A(Bb +A)F (A, λ)EL(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C,

∣∣∣∣∣
Ψa,b

j (ξ′, λ)Jm(ξ′, λ)

ABb(Bb + A)F (A, λ)EL(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
C

A
.

(5.13)

Now, recalling the operators difined in (5.4) and (5.5), we introduce the following
lemma (cf. [7, Lemma 4.10] for details).

Lemma 5.10. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 ≤ q ≤ ∞, 〈t〉 = t+1, and a, b ∈ {+,−}. Suppose that
there exists a constant A7 ∈ (0, A3) such that for any A ∈ (0, A7) and λ ∈ Γ̂+

1 ∪ Γ̂−
1

|k(ξ′, λ)| ≤ CA, |kM(ξ′, λ)| ≤ CA, |kB(ξ′, λ)| ≤ C,

|lM(ξ′, λ)| ≤ CA, |lB(ξ′, λ)| ≤ C, |lMM(ξ′, λ)| ≤ CA,

|lMB(ξ
′, λ)| ≤ C, |lBM(ξ′, λ)| ≤ C, |lBB(ξ

′, λ)| ≤ CA−1,
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with some positive constant C independent of ξ′ and λ. Then there exists a constant

A0 ∈ (0, A7) such that the following assertions hold.

(1) For any t > 0 and (d, f) ∈ Yp

‖KA0(t; Γ
±
1 )d‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ C〈t〉−N−1

2 ( 1
p−

1
q )−

3
2 ‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖Ka,b
A0,M

(t; Γ±
1 )f‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ C〈t〉−

N−1
2 ( 1

p
− 1

q )−
1
2 (

1
p
− 1

2 )−
3
4 ‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

‖Ka,b
A0,B

(t; Γ±
1 )f‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ C〈t〉−N−1

2 ( 1
p−

1
q )−

1
2 (

1
p−

1
2 )−

3
4 ‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

with some positive constant C independent of t, d, and f .

(2) Let Γ = Γ+
1 or Γ = Γ−

1 . Then for any t > 0 and (d, f) ∈ Yp

‖L±
A0,M

(t; Γ)d‖Lq(RN
±
) ≤ C〈t〉−

N−1
2 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

1
2 (

1
2−

1
q )−

3
4 ‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖L±
A0,B

(t; Γ)d‖Lq(RN
±
) ≤ C〈t〉−

N−1
2 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

1
2 (

1
2−

1
q )−

3
4 ‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖L±,a,b
A0,MM(t; Γ)f‖Lq(RN

±
) ≤ C〈t〉−N

2 (
1
p−

1
q )‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

‖L±,a,b
A0,MB(t; Γ)f‖Lq(ṘN ) ≤ C〈t〉−N

2 (
1
p−

1
q )‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

‖L±,a,b
A0,BM(t; Γ)f‖Lq(RN

±
) ≤ C〈t〉−N

2 (
1
p−

1
q )‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

‖L±,a,b
A0,BB(t; Γ)f‖Lq(RN

±
) ≤ C〈t〉−N

2 (
1
p−

1
q )‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

with some positive constant C independent of t, d, and f .

Combining Lemma 5.10 with (5.12) and (5.13) proves Theorem 5.8 immediately.
This completes the proof of Theorem 5.8.

5.3. Analysis for Γ±
4 . In this subsection, we prove

Theorem 5.11. Let 1 ≤ p < 2 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and 〈t〉 = t + 1 Then there exists a

constant A0 ∈ (0, A3) such that for any t > 0 and (d, f) ∈ Yp

‖H1
A0

(t; Γ±
4 )d‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ C〈t〉−

N−1
2 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

3
4γ1‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖H2
A0

(t; Γ±
4 )f‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ C〈t〉−N−1

2 ( 1
p−

1
q )−

1
2 (

1
p−

1
2 )−

3
4γ2‖f‖Lp(ṘN ),

‖U1
A0

(t; Γ±
4 )d‖Lq(ṘN ) ≤ C〈t〉−N−1

2 ( 1
p−

1
q )−

1
2 (

1
2−

1
q )−

3
4γ3‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖U2
A0

(t; Γ±
4 )f‖Lq(ṘN ) ≤ C〈t〉−N

2 (
1
p−

1
q )‖f‖Lp(ṘN ),

where C is a positive constant independent of t, d, and f . Here

0 < γ1 < min

{
1, 2(N − 1)

(
1

p
− 1

2

)}
, 0 < γ2 < min

{
1, 2N

(
1

p
− 1

2

)}
,

0 < γ3 < min

{
1, 2

(
(N − 1)

(
1

p
− 1

2

)
+

1

2
− 1

q

)}
.

Note that Γ̂+
4 ∪ Γ̂−

4 ⊂ Σθ2 for θ2 given in (2.1). By Lemma 3.1, we have for any

ξ′ ∈ RN−1 \ {0} and λ ∈ Γ̂4
+ ∪ Γ̂4

−

|Φa,b
j (ξ′, λ)| ≤ CA2(|λ|1/2 +A)3, |Ψa,b

j (ξ′, λ)| ≤ CA2(|λ|1/2 +A)3,

|Im±(ξ
′, λ)| ≤ CA(|λ|1/2 +A)2, |Jm(ξ′, λ)| ≤ CA(|λ|1/2 +A)2, (5.14)
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where a, b ∈ {+,−} and j,m = 1, . . . , N . In addition, similarly to (4.6), there holds

|LA(λ)| ≥ C(|λ|+A1/2)2

for a sufficiently small A and λ ∈ Γ̂4
+ ∪ Γ̂4

−, which, combined with |λ| + A1/2 ≥
(1/2)(|λ|1/2 +A1/4)2 and Lemma 3.2, furnishes

|L(A, λ)| ≥ C(|λ|1/2 +A)(|λ|1/2 +A1/4)4.

By this inequality together with (5.14) and Lemma 3.1, we have the following
estimates for the symbols of the representation formulas given in Subsection 3.3:
for the height function

∣∣∣∣
F (A, λ)

L(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
C

(|λ|1/2 +A1/4)2
,

∣∣∣∣∣
Φa,b

j (ξ′, λ)

A(Bb +A)L(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
CA(|λ|1/2 +A)

(|λ|1/2 +A1/4)4
,

∣∣∣∣∣
Φa,b

j (ξ′, λ)

ABb(Bb +A)L(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
CA

(|λ|1/2 +A1/4)4
; (5.15)

for the velocity
∣∣∣∣
Im±(ξ

′, λ)

L(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
CA(|λ|1/2 +A)

(|λ|1/2 +A1/4)4
,

∣∣∣∣
Jm(ξ′, λ)

EL(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
CA

(|λ|1/2 +A1/4)4
, (5.16)

and also ∣∣∣∣∣
Φa,b

j (ξ′, λ)Im±(ξ
′, λ)

A(Bb +A)F (A, λ)L(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA,

∣∣∣∣∣
Ψa,b

j (ξ′, λ)Im±(ξ
′, λ)

ABb(Bb +A)F (A, λ)L(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
CA

|λ|1/2 +A
,

∣∣∣∣∣
Φa,b

j (ξ′, λ)Jm(ξ′, λ)

A(Bb +A)F (A, λ)EL(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
CA

|λ|1/2 +A
,

∣∣∣∣∣
Ψa,b

j (ξ′, λ)Jm(ξ′, λ)

ABb(Bb +A)F (A, λ)EL(A, λ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
CA

(|λ|1/2 +A)2
. (5.17)

We now prove

Lemma 5.12. Let 1 ≤ p < 2 ≤ q ≤ ∞, 〈t〉 = t+1, and a, b ∈ {+,−}. Suppose that
there exists a constant A8 ∈ (0, A3) such that for any A ∈ (0, A8) and λ ∈ Γ̂+

4 ∪ Γ̂−
4

|k(ξ′, λ)| ≤ C

(|λ|1/2 +A1/4)2
, |kM(ξ′, λ)| ≤ CA(|λ|1/2 +A)

(|λ|1/2 +A1/4)4
,

|kB(ξ′, λ)| ≤
CA

(|λ|1/2 +A1/4)4
, |lM(ξ′, λ)| ≤ CA(|λ|1/2 +A)

(|λ|1/2 +A1/4)4
,

|lB(ξ′, λ)| ≤
CA

(|λ|1/2 +A1/4)4
, |lMM(ξ′, λ)| ≤ CA,

|lMB(ξ
′, λ)| ≤ CA

|λ|1/2 +A
, |lBM(ξ′, λ)| ≤ CA

|λ|1/2 +A
,

|lBB(ξ
′, λ)| ≤ CA

(|λ|1/2 +A)2
,
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with some positive constant of ξ′ and λ. Then there exists a constant A0 ∈ (0, A8)
such that the following assertions hold.

(1) For any t > 0 and (d, f) ∈ Yp

‖KA0(t; Γ
±
4 )d‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ C〈t〉−

N−1
2 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

3
4γ1‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖Ka,b
A0,M

(t; Γ±
4 )f‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ C〈t〉−

N−1
2 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

1
2 (

1
p−

1
2 )−

3
4γ2‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

‖Ka,b
A0,B

(t; Γ±
4 )f‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ C〈t〉−

N−1
2 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

1
2 (

1
p−

1
2 )−

3
4 ‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

with some positive constant C independent of t, d, and f .

(2) Let Γ = Γ+
4 or Γ = Γ−

4 . Then for any t > 0 and (d, f) ∈ Yp

‖L±
A0,M

(t; Γ)d‖Lq(RN
±
) ≤ C〈t〉−

N−1
2 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

1
2 (

1
2−

1
q )−

3
4γ3‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖L±
A0,B

(t; Γ)d‖Lq(RN
±
) ≤ C〈t〉−

N−1
2 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

1
2 (

1
2−

1
q )−

3
4 ‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖L±,a,b
A0,MM(t; Γ)f‖Lq(RN

±
) ≤ C〈t〉−N

2 (
1
p−

1
q )‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

‖L±,a,b
A0,MB(t; Γ)f‖Lq(ṘN ) ≤ C〈t〉−N

2 (
1
p−

1
q )‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

‖L±,a,b
A0,BM(t; Γ)f‖Lq(RN

±
) ≤ C〈t〉−N

2 (
1
p−

1
q )‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

‖L±,a,b
A0,BB(t; Γ)f‖Lq(RN

±
) ≤ C〈t〉−N

2 (
1
p−

1
q )‖f‖Lp(RN

a
),

with some positive constant C independent of t, d, and f .

Proof. We here consider KA0(t; Γ
+
4 ), K

+,+
A0,M

(t; Γ+
4 ), and L+

A0,M
(t; Γ+

4 ) only. The
desired estimates for

L±
A0,B

(t; Γ), L±,a,b
A0,MM(t; Γ), L±,a,b

A0,MB(t; Γ), L±,a,b
A0,BM(t; Γ), L±,a,b

A0,BB(t; Γ)

are proved in [7, Lemma 4.13], and Ka,b
A0,B

(t; Γ±
4 ) can be proved similarly to the

case of L±
A0,B

(t; Γ).

Case 1: KA0(t; Γ
+
4 ). Since λ = z+1 (1− s) + z+3 s for 0 ≤ s ≤ 1, there holds

[KA0(t,Γ
+
4 )d](x

′)

= F−1
ξ′

[
e−z0A

2〈t〉/8 · ez0A2〈t〉/8ϕA0(ξ
′)

2πi

∫ 1

0

eλtk(ξ′, λ)(z+3 − z+1 ) ds d̂(ξ
′)

]
(x′).

It thus holds that by Lemma 5.3, Parseval’s identity, and the assumption for k(ξ′, λ)

‖KA0(t,Γ
+
4 )d‖Lq(RN−1)

≤ C〈t〉−
N−1

2 ( 1
2−

1
q )

∫ 1

0

∥∥∥ϕA0(ξ
′)
ez0A

2〈t〉/8e(ℜλ)t

(|λ|1/2 +A1/4)2
d̂(ξ′)

∥∥∥
L2(RN−1)

ds =: I1(t).

We choose a sufficiently small A0 ∈ (0, 1) so that

ez0A
2〈t〉/8e(ℜλ)t ≤ Ce−z0A

2〈t〉/8e−cs〈t〉 on suppϕA0

for positive constants C and c. Then

I1(t) ≤ C〈t〉−
N−1

2 ( 1
2−

1
q )

∫ 1

0

e−cs〈t〉
∥∥∥ϕA0(ξ

′)
e−z0A

2〈t〉/8

(|λ|1/2 +A1/4)2
d̂(ξ′)

∥∥∥
L2(RN−1)

ds.

(5.18)
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Let 0 < δ < 2. Since

|λ|1/2 ≥ C(A
√
1− s+

√
s) for s ∈ [0, 1],

we see that

(|λ|1/2 +A1/4)2 ≥ (|λ|1/2)2−δAδ/4 ≥ C(
√
s)2−δAδ/4. (5.19)

Combining this inequality with (5.18) furnishes

I1(t) ≤ C〈t〉−
N−1

2 ( 1
2−

1
q )

∫ 1

0

e−cs〈t〉

√
s
2−δ

ds ·
∥∥e−z0A

2〈t〉/8A−δ/4d̂(ξ′)
∥∥
L2(RN−1)

≤ C〈t〉−N−1
2 ( 1

2−
1
q )−

δ
2

∥∥e−z0A
2〈t〉/8A−δ/4d̂(ξ′)

∥∥
L2(RN−1)

,

which, combined with Parseval’s identity and Young’s inequality, yields

I1(t) ≤ C〈t〉−
N−1

2 ( 1
2−

1
q )−

δ
2 ‖F−1

ξ′ [e−z0A
2〈t〉/8A−δ/4d̂(ξ′)]

∥∥
L2(RN−1)

≤ C〈t〉−
N−1

2 ( 1
2−

1
q )−

δ
2 ‖F−1

ξ′ [e−z0A
2〈t〉/8A−δ/4]‖Lr(RN−1)‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

where 1 + (1/2) = (1/p) + (1/r).

From now on, we estimate J1(t) := ‖F−1
ξ′ [e−z0A

2〈t〉/8A−δ/4]‖Lr(RN−1) by Lemma
5.4. By the Leibniz rule and Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, we have for any multi-index
α′ ∈ NN−1

0 and ξ′ ∈ RN−1 \ {0}
|∂α′

ξ′ (e
−z0A

2〈t〉/8A−δ/4)| ≤ Cα′A−(δ/4)−|α′|e−z0A
2〈t〉/16,

where Cα′ is a positive constant independent of ξ′ and t. Lemma 5.4 with σ =
1− (δ/4), L = N − 2, and n = N − 1 then furnishes

|F−1
ξ′ [e−z0A

2〈t〉/8A−δ/4](x′)| ≤ C|x′|−(N−1−(δ/4)) (x′ ∈ RN−1 \ {0}).
By direct calculations, we also have

|F−1
ξ′ [e−z0A

2〈t〉/8A−δ/4](x′)| ≤ C

∫

RN−1

e−z0A
2〈t〉/8A−δ/4 dξ′ ≤ C〈t〉−(N−1−(δ/4))/2,

and thus we obtain by these two inequalities

|F−1
ξ′ [e−z0A

2〈t〉/8A−δ/4](x′)| ≤ C

〈t〉(N−1−(δ/4))/2 + |x′|(N−1−(δ/4))
.

Let us choose the above δ so that

0 < δ < min

{
2, 4(N − 1)

(
1

p
− 1

2

)}
.

Then we have

J1(t) ≤ C〈t〉− 1
2 (N−1− δ

4 )+
N−1
2r = C〈t〉−

N−1
2 ( 1

p−
1
2 )+

δ
8 .

Hence
I1(t) ≤ C〈t〉−

N−1
2 ( 1

p−
1
q )−

3
8 δ‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

which implies the desired estimate for KA0(t; Γ
+
4 ) holds.

Case 2: K+,+
A0,M

(t; Γ+
4 ). In the same way as we have obtained (5.18), we obtain

‖K+,+
A0,M

(t; Γ+
4 )f‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ C〈t〉−

N−1
2 ( 1

2−
1
q )

×
∫ ∞

0

∫ 1

0

e−cs〈t〉
∥∥∥ϕA0(ξ

′)e−z0A
2〈t〉/8kM(ξ′, λ)M+(yN )f̂ (ξ′, yN )

∥∥∥
L2(RN−1)

dsdyN

=: I2(t).
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Since it holds by Lemma 3.1 that C1(|λ|1/2+A) ≤ |B++A| ≤ C2|λ|1/2 for A ∈ (0, 1)

and λ ∈ Γ̂+
4 , we see that

∣∣∣∣
1

B+ −A

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
B+ +A

B2
+ −A2

∣∣∣∣ ≤
C

|λ|1/2 ≤ C̃

|λ|1/2 +A
.

Therefore for A ∈ (0, 1) and λ ∈ Γ̂+
4

|M+(yN )| ≤ Ce−cAyN

|λ|1/2 +A
,

with positive constants C and c, which, combined with the assumption for kM(ξ′, λ)
and (5.19), furnishes

|kM(ξ′, λ)M+(yN )| ≤ C
A1/2e−cAyN

(|λ|1/2 +A1/4)2
≤ C

A1/2e−cAyN

(
√
s)2−δAδ/4

(0 < δ < 2).

One now sees that

I2(t) ≤ C〈t〉−
N−1

2 ( 1
2−

1
q )

∫ 1

0

e−cs〈t〉

(
√
s)2−δ

ds

×
∫ ∞

0

‖e−z0A
2〈t〉/8A1/2−δ/4e−cAyN f̂(ξ′, yN)‖L2(RN−1) dyN

≤ C〈t〉−
N−1

2 ( 1
2−

1
q )−

δ
2

∫ ∞

0

‖e−z0A
2〈t〉/8A1/2−δ/4e−cAyN f̂(ξ′, yN)‖L2(RN−1) dyN ,

(5.20)

and thus for 1 + (1/2) = (1/p) + (1/r)

I2(t) ≤ C〈t〉−
N−1

2 ( 1
2−

1
q )−

δ
2

×
∫ ∞

0

‖F−1
ξ′ [e−z0A

2〈t〉/8A1/2−δ/4e−cAyN ]‖Lr(RN−1)‖f(·, yN )‖Lp(RN−1) dyN

≤ C〈t〉−N−1
2 ( 1

2−
1
q )−

δ
2 J2(t)‖f‖Lp(RN

+ ),

where for p′ = p/(p− 1)

J2(t) =




(∫ ∞

0

‖F−1
ξ′ [e−z0A

2〈t〉/8A1/2−δ/4e−cAyN ]‖p
′

Lr(RN−1)
dyN

)1/p′

(1 < p < 2),

sup
yN>0

‖F−1
ξ′ [e−z0A

2〈t〉/8A1/2−δ/4e−cAyN ]‖Lr(RN−1) (p = 1).

By the Leibniz rule and Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, we have for any multi-index α′ ∈ NN−1
0

and ξ′ ∈ RN−1 \ {0}

|∂α′

ξ′ (e
−z0A

2〈t〉/8A1/2−δ/4e−cAyN )| ≤ Cα′A1/2−δ/4−|α′|e−z0A
2〈t〉/16,

where Cα′ is a positive constant independent of ξ′ and t. Lemma 5.4 with σ =
1/2− δ/4, L = N − 1, and n = N − 1 then furnishes

|F−1
ξ′ [e−z0A

2〈t〉/8A1/2−δ/4e−cAyN ](x′)| ≤ C|x′|−(N−1+σ) (x′ ∈ RN−1 \ {0}).
By direct calculations, we also have

|F−1
ξ′ [e−z0A

2〈t〉/8A1/2−δ/4e−cAyN ](x′)|
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≤ C

∫

RN−1

A1/2−δ/4e−cAyN dξ′ ≤ Cy
−(N−1+σ)
N (yN > 0),

|F−1
ξ′ [e−z0A

2〈t〉/8A1/2−δ/4e−cAyN ](x′)|

≤ C

∫

RN−1

e−z0A
2〈t〉/8A1/2−δ/4 dξ′ ≤ C〈t〉− 1

2 (N−1+σ) (t > 0).

Combining these three inequalities yields

|F−1
ξ′ [e−z0A

2〈t〉/8A1/2−δ/4e−cAyN ](x′)| ≤ C

|x′|N−1+σ + yN−1+σ
N + 〈t〉(N−1+σ)/2

,

which implies for any δ ∈ (0, 2)

‖F−1
ξ′ [e−z0A

2〈t〉/8A1/2−δ/4e−cAyN ]‖Lr(RN−1) ≤ C(yN + 〈t〉1/2)−(N−1)( 1
p−

1
2 )−(

1
2−

δ
4 ).

Let us choose the above δ so that

0 < δ < min

{
2, 4N

(
1

p
− 1

2

)}
.

Then we have

J2(t) ≤ C〈t〉−
N−1

2 ( 1
p−

1
2 )−

1
2 (

1
p−

1
2 )+

δ
8 .

Hence

I2(t) ≤ C〈t〉−
N−1

2 ( 1
p−

1
q )−

1
2 (

1
p−

1
2 )−

3
8 δ‖f‖Lp(RN

+ ),

which implies the desired estimate for K+,+
A0,M

(t; Γ+
4 ) holds.

Case 3: L+
A0,M

(t; Γ+
4 ). In the same way as we have obtained (5.20), we obtain

for δ ∈ (0, 2)

‖[L+
A0,M

(t; Γ+
4 )d](·, xN )‖Lq(RN−1)

≤ C〈t〉−
N−1

2 ( 1
2−

1
q )−

δ
2 ‖e−z0A

2〈t〉/8A1/2−δ/4e−cAxN d̂(ξ′)‖L2(RN−1) =: I3(xN , t)

By Parseval’s identity and Young’s inequality,

I3(xN , t)

≤ C〈t〉−
N−1

2 ( 1
2−

1
q )−

δ
2 ‖F−1

ξ′ [e−z0A
2〈t〉/8A1/2−δ/4e−cAxN ]‖Lr(RN−1)‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

where 1 + (1/2) = (1/p) + (1/r). Similarly to J2(t) in Case 2, we observe for any
δ ∈ (0, 2) that

‖F−1
ξ′ [e−z0A

2〈t〉/8A1/2−δ/4e−cAxN ]‖Lr(RN−1) ≤ C(xN + 〈t〉1/2)−(N−1)( 1
p−

1
2 )−(

1
2−

δ
4 ).

It thus holds that
(∫ ∞

0

I3(xN , t)
q dxN

)1/q

≤ C〈t〉−
N−1

2 ( 1
p−

1
q )−

1
2 (

1
2−

1
q )−

3
8 δ‖d‖Lp(RN−1)

under the assumption

0 < δ < min

{
2, 4

(
(N − 1)

(
1

p
− 1

2

)
+

1

2
− 1

q

)}
.

This implies the desired estimate for L+
A0,M

(t; Γ+
4 ), which completes the proof of

Lemma 5.12. �

Combining Lemma 5.12 with (5.15), (5.16), and (5.17) yields Theorem 5.11 im-
mediately. This completes the proof of Theorem 5.11.
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5.4. Analysis for Γ±
5 . Similarly to [7, Subsection 4.4], we can prove by Lemmas

3.1 and 3.4 the following theorem.

Theorem 5.13. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 ≤ q ≤ ∞. Then there exist constants A0 ∈ (0, A3)
and c0 > 0 such that for any t ≥ 1 and (d, f) ∈ Yp

‖H1
A0

(t; Γ±
5 )d‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ Ce−c0t‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖H2
A0

(t; Γ±
5 )f‖Lq(RN−1) ≤ Ce−c0t‖f‖Lp(ṘN ),

‖U1
A0

(t; Γ±
5 )d‖Lq(ṘN ) ≤ Ce−c0t‖d‖Lp(RN−1),

‖U2
A0

(t; Γ±
5 )f‖Lq(ṘN ) ≤ Ce−c0t‖f‖Lp(ṘN ),

where C is a positive constant independent of t, d, and f .

5.5. Proof of Theorem 2.3. Recalling (5.1), we observe for S ∈ {H,U} that the
operators in Theorem 2.3 are given by

S1±
A0

(t)d = S1
A0

(t; Γ±
res)d, S2±

A0
(t)f = S2

A0
(t; Γ±

res)f ,

S̃1
A0

(t)d =
∑

a∈{+,−}

∑

j∈{1,4,5}

S1
A0

(t; Γa

j )d, S̃2
A0

(t)f =
∑

a∈{+,−}

∑

j∈{1,4,5}

S2
A0

(t; Γa

j )f .

Theorems 5.5, 5.8, 5.11, and 5.13 then yields Theorem 2.3 immediately. This
completes the proof of Theorem 2.3.

6. Time-decay estimates for high frequency part

This section proves Theorem 2.5. Suppose ρ− > ρ+ > 0 throughout this section.
Let us denote the points of intersection between λ = −1 + is (s ∈ R) and Γ±

0

given in (2.3) by z±4 , and let A0 be the positive constant given in Theorem 2.3.
We define A∞ = Ahigh(1,ℑz+4 ) for the positive constant Ahigh given in Proposition
4.6. In addition, we set M1 = A0/2 and M2 = 3A∞ in Proposition 4.7. Then we
have a0 ∈ (0, 1) from Proposition 4.7 and denote the points of intersection between
λ = −a0 + is (s ∈ R) and Γ±

0 by z±5 . Note that ℑz−5 = −ℑz+5 .
Now we define integral paths Γ̂6 and Γ̂7 as follows:

Γ̂6 = {λ ∈ C : λ = −a0 + si,−ℑz+5 ≤ s ≤ ℑz+5 },
Γ̂7 = {λ ∈ C : λ = −a0 + iℑz+5 + sei(π−θ1), s ≥ 0}

∪ {λ ∈ C : λ = −a0 − iℑz+5 + se−i(π−θ1), s ≥ 0},

Then Propositions 4.6 and 4.7 yield the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. (1) ℜB± > 0, F (A, λ) 6= 0, and L(A, λ) 6= 0 when A ≥ A0/2 and

λ ∈ Λ(a0,ℑz+5 ), where Λ(a0,ℑz+5 ) is given in (4.9).

(2) Let s ∈ R and α′ ∈ NN−1
0 . Then for any λ ∈ Γ̂6 it holds that on suppϕA∞

∪
suppϕ[A0,A∞]

|∂′ξBs
±| ≤ CAs−|α′|, |∂α′

ξ′ E
s| ≤ CAs−|α′|, |∂α′

ξ′ (A+B±)
s| ≤ CAs−|α′|,

|∂α′

ξ′ F (A, λ)
s| ≤ CA3s−|α′|, |∂α′

ξ′ L(A, λ)
−1| ≤ CA−4−|α′|.
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Let S ∈ {H,U} and Z ∈ {A∞, [A0, A∞]}. Recalling (2.10), we have by Lemma
6.1 (1) and Cauchy’s integral theorem

S1
Z(t)d =

7∑

j=6

S1
Z(t; Γj)d, S1

Z(t; Γj)d := F−1
ξ′ [Ŝ1

Z(t; Γ̂j)d](x
′),

S2
Z(t)f =

7∑

j=6

S2
Z(t; Γj)f , S2

Z(t; Γj)f := F−1
ξ′ [Ŝ2

Z(t; Γ̂j)f ](x
′).

Similarly to [7, Section 5], we can prove from Lemmas 6.1, 3.1, and 3.4 the following
theorem by choosing A∞ larger if necessary.

Theorem 6.2. Let q ∈ (1,∞) and Z ∈ {A∞, [A0, A∞]}. Let j = 6, 7 and k ∈ N0.

Then for any t ≥ 1 and (d, f) ∈ Xq

‖(∂kt H1
Z(t; Γj)d, ∂

k
t H2

Z(t; Γj)f)‖W 3−1/q
q (RN−1)

≤ Ce−ct‖(d, f)‖Xq ,

‖(∂kt U1
Z(t; Γj)d, ∂

k
t U2

Z(t; Γj)f)‖H2
q (Ṙ

N ) ≤ Ce−ct‖(d, f)‖Xq ,

where C and c are positive constants independent of t, d, and f .

Theorem 6.2 yields Theorem 2.5 immediately. This completes the proof of The-
orem 2.5.

A.

In this appendix, we consider the whole space problems in (3.28) and compute

the representation formulas of ψ̂±|xN=0 and ∂N ψ̂±|xN=0. We define the Fourier
transform of f = f(x) and the inverse Fourier transform of g = g(ξ) by

F [f ](ξ) =

∫

RN

e−ix·ξf(x) dx, F−1
ξ [g](x) =

1

(2π)N

∫

RN

eix·ξg(ξ) dξ.

Let us denote the jth component of F by Fj . In [10, Section 2], we have

ψ± = F−1
ξ

[ F [F](ξ)

ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2
]
(x) +

N∑

j=1

F−1
ξ

[
(iξ)(iξj)F [Fj ](ξ)

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)

]
(x),

φ+ = φ− = −
N∑

j=1

F−1
ξ

[
iξjF [Fj ](ξ)

|ξ|2
]
(x).

The formulas of φ± imply [[φ]] = φ+(x
′, 0+)−φ−(x′, 0−) = 0. For k = 1, . . . , N−1,

ψk± can be written as

ψk± = F−1
ξ

[ F [Fk](ξ)

ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2
]
(x) −

N−1∑

j=1

F−1
ξ

[
ξkξjF [Fj ](ξ)

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)

]
(x)

+ F−1
ξ

[
(iξk)(iξN )F [FN ](ξ)

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)

]
(x),

and also

ψN± = F−1
ξ

[
A2F [FN ](ξ)

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)

]
(x) +

N−1∑

j=1

F−1
ξ

[
(iξN )(iξj)F [Fj ](ξ)

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)

]
(x),
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where A is given in (3.1). It holds for l = 1, . . . , N that

F [Fl](ξ) =

∫ ∞

0

e−iyNξN F̂l(ξ
′, yN) dyN +

∫ ∞

0

eiyNξN F̂l(ξ
′,−yN) dyN

=
∑

a∈{+,−}

∫ ∞

0

e−iayNξN F̂l(ξ
′, ayN ) dyN

which, inserted into the above formulas of ψk± and ψN±, furnishes

ψ̂k±(ξ
′, xN , λ)

=
∑

a∈{+,−}

∫ ∞

0

F̂k(ξ
′, ayN)

(
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

ei(xN−ayN )ξN

ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2
dξN

)
dyN

−
N−1∑

j=1

∑

a∈{+,−}

∫ ∞

0

ξkξj F̂j(ξ
′, ayN)

(
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

ei(xN−ayN )ξN

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)
dξN

)
dyN

+
∑

a∈{+,−}

∫ ∞

0

iξkF̂N (ξ′, ayN)

(
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

iξNe
i(xN−ayN )ξN

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)
dξN

)
dyN ,

ψ̂N±(ξ
′, xN , λ)

=
∑

a∈{+,−}

∫ ∞

0

A2F̂N (ξ′, ayN)

(
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

ei(xN−ayN )ξN

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)
dξN

)
dyN

+

N−1∑

j=1

∑

a∈{+,−}

∫ ∞

0

iξjF̂j(ξ
′, ayN)

(
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

iξNe
i(xN−ayN )ξN

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)
dξN

)
dyN .

Applying ∂N to these formulas yields

∂N ψ̂k±(ξ
′, xN , λ)

=
∑

a∈{+,−}

∫ ∞

0

F̂k(ξ
′, ayN)

(
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

iξNe
i(xN−ayN)ξN

ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2
dξN

)
dyN

−
N−1∑

j=1

∑

a∈{+,−}

∫ ∞

0

ξkξj F̂j(ξ
′, ayN)

(
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

iξNe
i(xN−ayN)ξN

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)
dξN

)
dyN

+
∑

a∈{+,−}

∫ ∞

0

iξkF̂N (ξ′, ayN)

(
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

(iξN )2ei(xN−ayN )ξN

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)
dξN

)
dyN ,

∂N ψ̂N±(ξ
′, xN , λ)

=
∑

a∈{+,−}

∫ ∞

0

A2F̂N (ξ′, ayN)

(
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

iξNe
i(xN−ayN )ξN

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)
dξN

)
dyN

+

N−1∑

j=1

∑

a∈{+,−}

∫ ∞

0

iξjF̂j(ξ
′, ayN)

(
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

(iξN )2ei(xN−ayN )ξN

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)
dξN

)
dyN .

Now we have
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Lemma A.1. Let ξ′ = (ξ1, . . . , ξN−1) ∈ RN−1 \ {0} and a ∈ R \ {0}. Then

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

eiaξN

ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2
dξN =

e−B±|a|

2µ±B±
,

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

iξNe
iaξN

ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2
dξN = −sign(a)

e−B±|a|

2µ±
,

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

eiaξN

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)
dξN = − 1

2µ±(A2 −B2
±)

(
e−A|a|

A
− e−B±|a|

B±

)
,

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

iξNe
iaξN

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)
dξN = − sign(a)

2µ±(A2 −B2
±)

(
−e−A|a| + e−B±|a|

)
,

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

(iξN )2eiaξN

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)
dξN = − 1

2µ±(A2 −B2
±)

(
Ae−A|a| −B±e

−B±|a|
)
,

where A and B± are defined in (3.1). Here sign(a) = 1 when a > 0 and sign(a) =
−1 when a < 0.

Proof. The first and third formulas follow from the residue theorem. Differentiating
the first formula with respect to a, we have the second formula. Analogously the
fourth and fifth formulas follow from the third formula. This completes the proof
of Lemma A.1. �

Recall M±(a) given in (3.2), and then

e−Aa = (A−B±)M±(a) + e−B±a (a ≥ 0).

By this relation and Lemma A.1, we have

Lemma A.2. Let ξ′ = (ξ1, . . . , ξN−1) ∈ RN−1 \ {0} and a ∈ R \ {0}. Then

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

eiaξN

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)
dξN = − M±(|a|)

2µ±A(A+B±)
+

e−B±|a|

2µ±AB±(A+B±)
,

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

iξNe
iaξN

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)
dξN =

sign(a) ·M±(|a|)
2µ±(A+B±)

,

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

(iξN )2eiaξN

|ξ|2(ρ±λ+ µ±|ξ|2)
dξN = − AM±(|a|)

2µ±(A+B±)
− e−B±|a|

2µ±(A+B±)
.

Together with the above formulas of ψ̂k±, ψ̂N±, ∂N ψ̂k±, and ∂N ψ̂N±, we obtain
by Lemmas A.1 and A.2

ψ̂k±(ξ
′, 0, λ) =

∑

a∈{+,−}

{∫ ∞

0

e−B±yN

2µ±B±
F̂k(ξ

′, ayN) dyN

+

N−1∑

j=1

∫ ∞

0

ξkξjM±(yN )

2µ±A(A+B±)
F̂j(ξ

′, ayN) dyN

−
N−1∑

j=1

∫ ∞

0

ξkξje
−B±yN

2µ±AB±(A+B±)
F̂j(ξ

′, ayN) dyN

− a

∫ ∞

0

iξkM±(yN )

2µ±(A+B±)
F̂N (ξ′, ayN) dyN

}
,
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ψ̂N±(ξ
′, 0, λ) =

∑

a∈{+,−}

{
−
∫ ∞

0

AM±(yN )

2µ±(A+B±)
F̂N (ξ′, ayN) dyN

+

∫ ∞

0

Ae−B±yN

2µ±B±(A+B±)
F̂N (ξ′, ayN) dyN

− a

N−1∑

j=1

∫ ∞

0

iξjM±(yN )

2µ±(A+B±)
F̂j(ξ

′, ayN) dyN

}
,

∂N ψ̂k±(ξ
′, 0, λ) =

∑

a∈{+,−}

{
a

∫ ∞

0

e−B±yN

2µ±
F̂k(ξ

′, ayN) dyN

+ a

N−1∑

j=1

∫ ∞

0

ξjξkM±(yN )

2µ±(A+B±)
F̂j(ξ

′, ayN) dyN

−
∫ ∞

0

iξkAM±(yN )

2µ±(A+B±)
F̂N (ξ′, ayN) dyN

−
∫ ∞

0

iξke
−B±yN

2µ±(A+B±)
F̂N (ξ′, ayN) dyN

}
,

∂N ψ̂N±(ξ
′, 0, λ) =

∑

a∈{+,−}

{
− a

∫ ∞

0

A2M±(yN )

2µ±(A+B±)
F̂N (ξ′, ayN) dyN

−
N−1∑

j=1

∫ ∞

0

iξjAM±(ayN)

2µ±(A+B±)
F̂j(ξ

′, ayN) dyN

−
N−1∑

j=1

∫ ∞

0

iξje
−B±yN

2µ±(A+B±)
F̂j(ξ

′, ayN) dyN

}
. (A.1)

This completes the proof of the appendix.
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