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Stability threshold of nearly-Couette shear flows
with Navier boundary conditions in 2D
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Abstract

In this work, we prove a threshold theorem for the 2D Navier-Stokes equations posed on the
periodic channel, T x [—1, 1], supplemented with Navier boundary conditions w|,=+1 = 0. Initial
datum is taken to be a perturbation of Couette in the following sense: the shear component of the
perturbation is assumed small (in an appropriate Sobolev space) but importantly is independent
of v. On the other hand, the nonzero modes are assumed size O(u%) in an anisotropic Sobolev
space. For such datum, we prove nonlinear enhanced dissipation and inviscid damping for the
resulting solution. The principal innovation is to capture quantitatively the inviscid damping,
for which we introduce a new Singular Integral Operator which is a physical space analogue of
the usual Fourier multipliers which are used to prove damping. We then include this SIO in the
context of a nonlinear hypocoercivity framework.
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1 Introduction

We study the 2D Navier-Stokes equations in the periodic channel (z,y) € Tx[-1,1]= [—m, 7]/~ % [-1,1]
with inhomogeneous Navier boundary conditions

O+ (v-V)v+ Vp = vAv, (1.1a)
V-v=0, wvtz,£1)=0, 0Jyvi(t,z,+1)=1, (1.1b)
v(t =0,2,9) = vin(x,y). (1.1c)
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This problem corresponds to studying a fluid with Navier-type boundary conditions and applying
a fixed force (rather than a fixed velocity) which slides the top and bottom boundaries in opposite
directions. See for example [31] for derivations of Navier-type boundary conditions from kinetic
theory. The boundary conditions on the vorticity 2 = Jdyu; — Oyus reduce to simple Dirichlet
conditions, giving the system

o+ v-VQ =vAQ,
v=VrATIO= (9,A7'Q, -0,ATIQ), Qt,x,y=+1)=1,
Q(t = 07$7y) = an(ﬂj,y)’

where the A~! is taken with homogeneous Dirichlet conditions on iy = 41 so that v satisfies the
no-penetration condition ve(t,z, £1) = 0. It is straightforward to prove that all solutions of (1.1)
converge to the unique steady state selected by the boundary conditions, namely, the Couette flow:

oo = <g> |

A class of questions which has received a lot of attention recently is that of a quantitative stability
threshold: given a norm on the initial data ||| y, what is the largest v > 0 such that

[0(0) = vollx <+

implies that v(t) behaves roughly like the linearized problem for all time, where the exact quan-
tification of this varies from work-to-work, but generally involves at least observing the enhanced
dissipation characteristic of the linearized problem (discussed further below). See [9] for a detailed
discussion on thresholds in the context of the Couette flow. See e.g. [15,16,19,21,32,33] and the
references therein for 2D, and see 3D [5,8,10,36] and the references therein for 3D. When studying
these kinds of high Reynolds number hydrodynamic stability problems, the mixing induced by the
shearing greatly influences the stability of the equilibrium, leading to two notable effects in 2D:
inviscid damping wherein the perturbation velocity decays in the linearized (or nonlinear) Euler
equations and enhanced dissipation, wherein the mixing accelerates the viscous dissipation, leading
to, for example rapid decay of the z-dependence on time-scales like ~ p1/3 (rather than the decay
of the heat equation =~ v~!). Many works have studied these effects recently in the linearized
Navier-Stokes and Euler equations; see for example [7,23,25,26,30,34,37-39,41] and the references
therein for inviscid damping results and e.g. [11,18,19,21,27,39] and the references therein for
results on enhanced dissipation (some results study both, such as [18,27], but such results are rare
outside of the Couette flow). There are also works on mixing and enhanced dissipation by laminar
flows in passive scalars, for example such as [1,3,4,22] and the references therein.

The purpose of this paper is three-fold. The first two are: (1) to introduce a new energy
method for studying inviscid damping and enhanced dissipation; and (2) use this method to obtain
a stability threshold not just for the Couette flow, but for all shear flows close to Couette, namely

the ‘slowly-varying’ solutions
tvA
u(t) = (e 0U0> : (1.2)

with [|vg — y|| s < 0o for a universal constant oy independent of v. In [15], it was estimated that

v < 1/2 without boundaries (i.e. y € R) with initial data in Sobolev spaces X = H® with s > 1.
For the case of the Couette flow (rather than (1.2)) more work exists. In the case of T x R,

[33] improves the required regularity for v < 1/2 to Hglgong. And it turns out to be optimal for



low regularity even up to H%LZ [28]. For fy = y without boundaries, this was later improved to
~v < 1/3 for sufficiently high Sobolev regularity [32] and v € [0,1/3] for suitable Gevrey classes,
which is expected to be sharp, due to the results of [20]. The regularity could be further relaxed
to H® for s > 3 in a upcoming paper [35]. When one has at least Gevrey-2 regularity on the other
hand, the result was proved with v = 0 in [14] (i.e. the results are uniform-in-v). For fy =y and
Dirichlet boundary conditions in the channel, the stability threshold was proved with v = 1/2 in
[16]. The method of that paper should also prove the corresponding result for the Navier boundary
condition case, which is easier than the Dirichlet case.

In our upcoming work [12], we extend the Gevrey-2 uniform-in-v result of [14] to the channel in
the case with Navier boundary conditions. The proof works essentially in two steps: (1) to obtain
precise Gevrey regularity estimates on time-scales 1 < t < v~¢ for some ¢ > 1/3 (which contain
all of the results of e.g. [13,24] and more) and then (2) apply the results of Theorem 1.1 below
for times ¢t > v~ to obtain a global-in-time result. The third purpose of this paper is hence to
complete the proof of the theorem stated in [12] by solving step (2). We have made this step a
separate paper as the methods herein are largely different from [12], and moreover, the result and
the new energy method we introduce are of independent interest.

Let us now make the results more precise. We will consider initial conditions of the form

an($7y) =1+ Wm(y) + Win(xyy)a

where we will be assuming more regularity on W;, but no v-dependent smallness, whereas w;,
will be assumed small relative to v. We define the heat extension (with homogeneous Dirichlet
conditions) of W;, as

W (t,y) = ("2 W) (), (1.3a)

and U be the resulting shear flow given by the corresponding Biot-Savart law (here G' denotes the
Greens function for 9,, with homogeneous Dirichlet conditions on interval [—1,1])

U(t,y) = y+0, /_11 Gy, y" )W (t,y)dy'" (1.3b)
We write the solution of the Navier-Stokes equations as
Q=14+W(t,y) +w(t, z,vy),
reducing the problem to

Oyw + Udpw—U"0,¢ +u - Vw = vAw, (1.3c)
u=VrAT W, wlt,y==+1)=0, w(0)=wp, (1.3d)

which now contains time-dependent linear terms which are not perturbatively small in v and do
not satisfy any straightforward energy estimates because of the non-local term U”9,¢ (note that
U"” = 9y,U is not sign-definite). Nevertheless, we obtain a new energy method capable of dealing
with the time-dependent linearized Navier-Stokes equations for Navier boundary conditions and
extracting both inviscid damping and enhanced dissipation at the same time (the same method
works, and is simpler, in T x R). The approach is nearly a physical-side analogue of the Fourier
multiplier energy method employed in [14] to solve the corresponding problem without a boundary.
Such a Fourier multiplier approach cannot be employed here due to the boundary, however, one
can find a singular integral operator that is essentially a physical-side analogue of the multiplier



in [14] used therein to obtain the fundamental L?H%Lz inviscid damping estimate on the velocity
field and which allows to integrate the U”9,¢ linear term. Using this singular integral operator,
combined with a more standard hypocoercivity method to obtain the enhanced dissipation and
suitable nonlinear estimates, we obtain the following theorem purely via an energy method.

Theorem 1.1. Consider the equation (1.3) subject to compatibility condition Wm‘y:il = wm‘
0. Then for all m € (2/3,1), 3,1 > 0 such that if

y==%1 =

j m—4
[Wiallgg < b0, 32 [|720,7 @)™ % |,
0<j<1

=:¢ < 51\, (1.4)

then all 0, > 0 sufficiently small (depending only on universal constants) and all v € (0,1), there
hold

> @S @ o), S e Ve 0,00
0<j<1 ey
3 (u1/3ay)jw0(t)(L2 <ee ™ Yt e[0,00):
0<5;<1 Y
1/3 _J ;
Z BVt |, [ (V1/38y)’u7é‘ . <e
0<j<1 iley

Remark 1.2. Note that while we require a little more than 2/3 of a derivative in x to be O(\/v)
in L?, we only require Oyw to be O(¥'/%) in H%/?’JFLZ.

Remark 1.3. In the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions, the boundary layers will necessitate
a more complicated approach that cannot be done only with energy estimates. Nevertheless, the
proofs of [16] show that a strong understanding of the Navier case is extremely useful for making
progress on the Dirichlet case. The case of Dirichlet boundary conditions will be considered in
future work.

2  Outline

2.1 Linearized Problem

One of the primary challenges to Theorem 1.1 is obtaining sufficiently good estimates on the (time-
dependent) linearized problem that results from dropping the nonlinearity in (1.3). We believe
these could be obtained using a time-splitting argument similar to that used in [17] along with a
suitable variation of the resolvent estimates found in [16]. While effective and robust, this method
is also quite technical. One of our primary contributions here is to provide a more straightforward
method based solely on energy estimates.

Due to translation invariance, the linearized problem is best studied mode-by-mode in x. De-

1 T .
noting wg(t,y) == — / w(t, z,y)e **dx, we have the mode-by-mode linearization given by

2 J_,
Oywy, + Uikwk—U//ik¢k —vAgwg =0, (2.1a)
Ay = wg, (2.1b)
or(£l) =0, wir(£l) =0, (2.1c)
where Ay = —|k|* + Oyy. We introduce a hypocoercive energy for (2.1), which simultaneously

captures the inviscid damping and the enhanced dissipation: for universal constants {c« }.e{a, g, r} C

4



(0,1) to be specified below,

2 2 1 4 )
Eylwg] :=llwr|l72 + cavs k|73 || 0ywill72 — cav |k~ 3 Re(ikwy, Oywy,)
+ c;Re(wg, Ik [wr]) + Creart ]k;]_% Re(0ywi, Jx[Oywr])
=Re(wk, (1 + ¢+ Jk) [wi]) + Cal/% \k]_%Re(aywk, (1 + e 3k) [Oywi]) — 051/% \k;]_%Re@kwk, Oywi) -

(2.2)

Here the singular integral operator (SIO) Jj is given by
3w = ot [ ol G sy 23)

k = Ve o NIk ) .
|k J -1 2i(y —y')
where we denote Gy, the Green’s function for A, = —|k|> + 9,, with homogeneous Dirichlet
boundary conditions, which has the explicit form:
1 sinh(k(1 — ¢/)) sinh(k(1 + v)) y <vy;

G N=—— . . ’ ’ 2.4
k. 9) k sinh(2k) { sinh(k(1 —y))sinh(k(1 +7¢'), y>y. (24)

The first three terms in (2.2) are the by-now standard hypocoercive energy for extracting opti-
mal enhanced dissipation from problems such as passive scalar shear flows (i.e. (2.1) with no
ikU" ¢y, term); see for example [4,22]. The last two terms in the energy simultaneously deal with
the non-local ikU” ¢, in the energy estimate (which would normally frustrate any straightforward
hypocoercivity estimate) and also extracts a L?H %_‘5[/@2/ inviscid damping estimate which is nearly
the optimal estimate expected from the 2D Couette flow [16], namely that

[k I Vionllzzra < llw (072 -

In our case, the terms involving J; will provide the following invisicd damping estimates

. 2
SO [0 TE0, Ve, S Erler(O))
0<5<1 L

We show below that J; is a bounded operator, mapping L? to L?, with a bound depends uniformly
in k, and so for appropriate choices of the parameters (see Section 4.5 for the details on how to set
the parameters {c.}.c{a,3,r}), We have

2/3

2 2
Elwi] ~ [Jwell72 + W l0ywrll 72,

with an implicit constant independent of v and k.

The first main result of our work is the following linearized energy estimate, proved in Section
4.

Proposition 2.1. For suitable choices of the parameters {c.}vefa,p,ry (2:2), and for any H! solu-
tions to (2.1)k7é0, the following holds for all sufficiently small §, > 0 that are independent of v and
k,

26.1/3)k|?/3t 1 iy VB3|K12/3s 1,12 2
e Bplor@®)] + ger | e K[* I Vior(s)l|72 ds < Eg[wp(0)],  VE =0,
0



and, more specifically, the following energy estimate holds:

d
- Bilwn] < —86,Dylug] - 86,13 | k|3 Eplwy),

where Dy, is given by

Dy, := Dy + caDio + €Dk g + ¢ D r + ¢r¢aDk ras (2.5a)
Dy i=v ||kak||2Lz = vlikwg |22 + v Oywr |2z, (2.5b)
Do :=v k| ~%/3 Hvk(ul/gﬁy)wk‘ ; , (2.5¢)
Dy g := v k22 w72 (2.5d)
Dir = [k [ Vadnl72 (2.5¢)

Dira = 23 |k | V102 - (2.5¢)

Here Vy, := (ik, 0y). Furthermore, we define the notation D, = Zk;ﬁo D, * € {7, o, B, 7,70}

The definition of J; comes from a physical-side representation of a Fourier multiplier employed
in the works [10,14,15,40]. In the case of T x R, a similar physical-side SIO as J; was used in the
recent work [29]. In [6], the Fourier multiplier was employed for the same purpose of dealing with
the non-local term in the linearized equation (2.1). In the work [15,40], the problem was re-written
in the coordinates f(t,z,y) = wi(t,z + ty,y) and a norm based on the following energy estimate
for the linearized Euler equations was made

2
d —oeM
o MO0 il + (1= C8o) |\ —= M| <0,
L2
where the Fourier multiplier M is chosen such that
M(0,k,m) =1 iM(tk ) =— Lk M(t, k,n)
I 777_ I dt I 777_ k2+’7]—tk’2 I 777.

Undoing the coordinates shows that the term involving 9, M /M is in fact |k|*|Vieg|32. The
operator M(t, k, dy) is order zero and ||[Mf||;2 &~ || f|| 2, which has led to the use of the word “ghost
multiplier” (in analogy with the ghost energy method of Alinhac [2]). One explicitly computes that
(using that arctan is odd),

M(t, k,n) = exp (/Ot = |7-1— | ) = exp <arctan(t + %) — arctan(%)) .

Undoing the shift,
_ n n n
M(t, k,n —tk) = exp (arctan e arctan(z - t)> — exp <arctan z + 7T/2> .
For n/k > 0 as n — oo this expands as

exp <arctan% + 7T/2) ~e” <1 + arctan% +7/2+ > .



We observe that the inverse Fourier transform of arctan is given by

/ " arctan an L ei”yﬂdn = —EGk(y)

R k iyk Jr  k]? + | iy ’

where Gy, would be the fundamental solution of —Aj on R. The resulting singular integral operator
should be the most important aspect of M on the physical-side. This motivates the definition of
Jk, though it is not a priori clear why using Jx should be sufficient to deduce inviscid damping, even
without further adaptation to the time-dependent shear flow. The properties of J; are outlined in
Section 3 while the proof that its use provides the desired inviscid damping is in Section 4.4.

2.2 Nonlinear Problem

For the nonlinear problem we use the following natural nonlinear extension of the linear energy
functional (with the time-decay built in):

Eo = 2" wo 72 + ca€® V[P Dywol 72, (2.6a)
Ep 1= kP Eilun, (2.6b)
k0
£ := &+ Ex. (2.6¢)
This energy comes with the associated dissipation functional

Dy i= 1y 0y 0|22 + cae? v 0532, (2.72)

D= k™ Dyl (2.7b)

k0

We also use the corresponding notation for the dissipation operators such as Dy, Dy o, etc. as in
(2.5)

Dy = ) € k[2™ Dy oy o] (2.8)
k0

We note that the definitions D, and D, differ by |k|*™ factor and the time weight %+t 2%V 3t

For future convenience we also define

Dp = vE +v'/3 Z 2013 ]k\2m+2/3 Ey[wg). (2.9)
k0
Finally, we define
D =Dy + ’D;,,g + Dg. (2.10)

Theorem 1.1 is an immediate consequence of the following energy estimate, proved in Section 5.

Proposition 2.2. There exists a constant Cy, depending only on the parameters d., oy, and m €
(2/3,1) such that

%8+4&D§(&w”€fﬂD. (2.11)

Here £ and D are defined in (2.6¢) and (2.10). In particular, the bound (2.11) implies that if

Eli=o < g—%u, then the following global estimate

sup E(t) + 20, /OO D(s)ds < £(0)
0

>0
holds.



2.3 Notations

Throughout the paper, the constant C will change from line to line. For A, B > 0, we use the
notation A < B to highlight that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that A < CB.

To avoid introducing too many symbols, we further define ‘local variables’, denoted as T..,
for example, Tox and Ty. These notations represent terms that appear during the estimation
in each subsection. Once a subsection is concluded, these notations will be redefined in the next
subsection.

3 Properties of the Inviscid Damping Energy Functional

Here we develop some properties on the operator J. For future notational convenience, we denote

k(Y Grly,y) ﬁ/l Gr(y,y)

)dy' 3.1

Jkelf] = || fWdy' + |k

so that by definition,
Jklf] = lim J [ f]- (32)
e—0

We first prove that J; extends to a bounded linear operator Jj, : L? — L?.

Lemma 3.1. The singular integral operator Ji, extends to a bounded linear operator on L?> — L?
and moreover

||1~5kHL2—>L2 S L
Remark 3.2. Note that we therefore have Vf € L?, limc_0 ||Jx[f] — Jx.c[f]]| = 0.

Proof. We decompose

1 /
iﬁkf =£p-v./ Gk(y,y’)ﬂdy’

|K| |K| -1 2i(y — ')
k / N fW) L,k /H N Iy,
=—D.V. Gr(y, Y ) s dy + = P.V. Gy, Y ) s dy
|| 11— (y—Ly+1) ( )2Z(y ~v) || 1 ( )2Z(y ~v)
k

1
fo) ok e W)
=—p.v./ Gr(y,y) =———dy' + 7 Gi(y,y p-V./ . dy
R et ) KGR,

ﬁ vt N Ly/) !
+ |k|p.v./y_li Gr(y,y") Gk(yay)]%(y_y/)dy

=Ti+ T2+ Ts.

The strategy is as follows: for 77, we use a Schur-type estimate and the rapid decay of G (y,y’) to
gain integrability. For Ta, we use properties on the (truncated) Hilbert transform. For 73, we use
LZOL}J, + LZ?L; bounds to gain the 1/k.

Bound of T1 : The bound of 77 is perhaps the most subtle, because it relies on the properties of
Gy,. Nevertheless, we may split 71 = T1 < + 71,>, where

Tt " ety
1,< -—mP-V-/_1 k(yvy )m



! o)
/y_i_llc Gr(y 2z(y J )dy . (3.4)

These two operators are treated analogously, so we focus on 77 >. First of all, we notice that we
can remove the principle value due to excising the point ¥’ = y, and we therefore can write

G / / / ! / / /
Tiod = i [ Sl g I = [ Kol (35)

By using Schur’s test, we have
T2 fllz S (Kl gers, + 1Kkl o)1 £l 2 (3.6)

Therefore, we need to estimate

Loas( 1 sinh(k sinh(k(1
ey = | Sl < [ . L)l o)) gy (3.7
5/1 k(l Y') _ k(- y’)][fk(;:-y) _ e—k(l—l—y)]dy/ (38)
yi L kly —y'le
L k(=) ek(ty)
:/y+% Wdy + Errq, (3.9)
where the error integral above is defined as follows:
L o k(=9 [h(40) _ o—h(140)] L (k1) _ ok (3] g—k(1+y)
Erry := /y+,£ Ky — y]e% —l— /er]1 Fly — /]2 (3.10)
The main contribution simplifies as follows
L gk(1=y") ok(1+y) L ) 1 [FO-y) o 1
/ T =, T T F Tawsp W

The bounds on the term Err; is simpler, and clearly also satisfies the bound above simply by using
the following bound on the numerators:
eI [k(4y) _ o=k(14y)] < h(1=y) h(14y)

<
[eR(1=¥) _ o=k(=y))e=k(1Hy) < k(1-y) k(1Y)

(&

Taking the supremum in y, we obtain the bound HK;.CHL?U, < 1/k.
Y
We now need to estimate the quantity HKkHL“,’L}J < 1/k. We therefore fix a 3 in the range
Y
1/k <y’ < 1. We then have

G y7y/ 1 y/_%G yyy/
Kl = [ ﬁﬂ(yéy’——)dy: [ e,
)

</y % ek(1-y)e k(1+y)d /y’—,lc e—k(y’—y)d
“Jo Ry =y YT k=)™



Therefore, inserting these kernel bounds into (3.6), we have

1
1T £l S (Kl gers, + 1Kkl o) 122 < 2112

By applying the analogous argument also to 71 <, we have

1
1T f e < 2]z (3.12)

Bound of T3 : For the operator T, we use the boundedness properties of the truncated Hilbert
transform. In particular, we proceed as follows:

k E ) E L f(y)
_ AR <G o |p.v. 77 __dy
[ T2f1| 2 H|k|Gk(y,y)p-V-/y_% 2i(y_y,)dy 2 S Gy, y)llLse p-v /y_% 2i(y_y,)dy 2
1 E L f(Y)
<~ |p.v. Aty V[ 1

It remains thus to estimate the L? — L? boundedness of the operator above. To do so, we realize
this as the difference between the classical Hilbert transform, and the truncated Hilbert transform.
Indeed, define

o iRy
Hf .—p.v./_1 2i(y—y’)dy (3.14)
Y L () BRI L (A
Hs f .—p.V./_1 Zi(y—y’)dy —G—/y+5 2i(y—y’)dy’ (3.15)
" W)
:=p.v. ——=L .
T2 :=p.v /y_% 2y —7) Yy (3.16)

with the convention that

v YY)
p.v. 2 —dy' =0, ify—§<—1;
=

1 /
p.V./y_M%dy’:O, if y+6 > 1.

Then, we have
To=Mf—Mimf,

from which the L? — L? boundedness of T3 follows from the classical corresponding boundedness
estimates (uniform in ¢):

[Hf ez S WFllezs I HsFllez S W f e

Therefore, continuing from (3.29), we have

1 1
1T2f N2 S TNT 22 SIS 2 (3.17)

10



Bound of T3 : For the operator T3, we use Schur’s Test again. In this case, we have

y+ = AN y+i 1
/ k|Gr(y,y) ka(y,y)ldy/ Ssup”Gk( — Gi(y,y ‘/ Yy < -
y—1 ly =yl vy !y Y -1 k'
y’_l_l AN l 1
y—1 ly =] vy Iy—yl y—1 k
Therefore, again by applying Schur’s test, we have
1
17312 ST N1l e2- (3.18)
Combining the bounds (3.12), (3.17), (3.30), we obtain the desired result. O

The next lemma captures the commutator between d, and Jy.

Lemma 3.3. If f € H' then Ji.[f] € H' we define

where
1 !
Hy(y,y') N,
oulf) = ko [ 5 py)ay
1= kpv. [ GBS p)
where Hy is a continuous function given by the formula

sinh(k(y +y'))

AN _
Hiy,y) = sinh(2k)

(3.19)

Proof. Consider the regularizations

L) = / 1 G&(% y>)<y+ D1

Integrating by parts (and using the boundary conditions), we have

1 Yow—y)
—(J%10, f] — 0,35 = — = (=0, Gr(y,y) — 0,Gr(y,y Ndy'.
(80,1 = 0,381 = [ s (<0, Guluny)) = ,Gula:) £/ )y
The right-hand side passes to the limit in L? to $y. If 9,f € L? then J5.[0y f] passes to the limit
in L? as well. It follows that J¢[f] € H' and 8,3¢[f] is given by the above formula. First of all, a
direct computation yields

9yGr(y.y')
sin 1 ) 1 _ I, .
D Ze%(ek(y Y1)+ 1€ (1 — e ) —Lsinh(k(y +v)),  y <
_ L ) ==H(y—y1’)
Slnh(Zk‘) _smh2(2k) + Ze—2k(ek(y—y') _ 1) + Z6219(1 _ e—k(y—y’)) _% sinh(k‘(y’ + y))7 y > y/.
\ =:H(y—y’)

11



We now observe that we can rewrite the kernel 9,Gy(y, y') using the notations y—y' =1, y+y' = ¢
as follows:

0y Gr(y.y)
_ Sinhl(%) (_% sinh(2k)sign (1) + (% sinh (=2 + |n|)k) + %sinh(%)) % - %sinh(k:g“))
=:J(n) + H(n) + S(C). (3.20)

Here ‘J’ is the jump part, ‘H’ is the C' part and S’ is the smooth part. We notice that functions
of the 1 variable are annihilated by —0d, — 0,/, and therefore only the “S” term contributes to the
commutator. Indeed, we have that

/ / sinh(k(y +9'))
— — Oy =" 7 21
O
We have the following commutator estimate on $)j.
Lemma 3.4. There holds the estimate
19kl 2 s 12 S 1Kl (3.22)
Proof. We decompose in a similar manner to Lemma 3.1, as follows:
1 ! Y
9% f =p-V-/ Hy(y,Y) 57— dy
g )5t =)
1
k / / f(y/) / k vtE / f(y,) /
=——p.V. Hy(y, ¥ )5~ dy’ + —p-V-/ Hi(y, ) 57—~ dy
|| [~11]-(—1.5+1) 2i(y —y') || y—1 2i(y —y')
1
k / n W) ’ k an: f) /
=DV Hy(y,y)5——rdy + —Hk(y,y)p-V-/ . dy
|| [~11]~(—1.+1) 2i(y —y') || y—1 2i(y =)
k vt 1)
+ —p-V-/ Hi(y,y') — He(y, y)) 57— dy’
=T+ T2+ Ts
We will now provide bounds on 77, 7s, T3 successively.
Bounds on T;: We again split into 71 = 71> + T1,<, where we define
k ! f)
Tisfimgow [ Hy)g Py, (3.23)
h || Y =y++ 2i(y —y')
k YTx fo)
Ti<f ::—p.v./ Hi(y,y) ——"2—dy . 3.24
Ll g | TR )5 = (324
By symmetry it suffices to estimate 7; >. For this, we have the kernel
K(,y) = 1/ 2y + 1) Hi(y. ) (3.25)
VTS ity =y |

12



We will first fix a y and compute the L;, norm. Indeed, we have

1 sinh(k(y + v')) ! HMyty)
Kl < [ VI,
KNy, =, =gy ™ = ), = pem®
k(1-y) Lu
56_2k(1_y)/ C <. (3.26)
1 u

Taking now the supremum in y, we obtain |]KHL§°L1/ < 1. Wenow fixa gy’ in the range 1/k < ¢’ < 1.
Yy

Then we compute

/1 g !
y—1 sinh(k:(y + y/)) /y -5 eklyty)
K(-,v 5/ - dy S ezt
|| ( Yy )HL%/ =0 (y/ — y) Sth(Zk‘) Yy =0 (y/ — y)€2k Yy

vk —u
< o= 2k(1—y) / € g < 2Ky (3.27)
~ 1 U ~

Taking now the supremum in 3" over the range 1/k < ¢’ < 1, we conclude \|K||LO?L?1J < 1. By
Yy

applying the analogous argument also to 77 <, we have

1T f ez S 1Nl ze- (3.28)

Bounds on Ta: For the operator T3, we have

k E L f(Y) E (Y
T =||—H, ,pv./ — 7y || < | He(y, oop.V./ _ L) gy
[ T2fll 2 H|k| k(Y: ) \1 iy~ 9) Yllze S 1He(y y)lloge | V1 iy —7) y'llze
E L f(Y)
< .v./ — T || e 3.29
Hp y_% 2Z(y_y/) Yy ||L2 ( )

Above, we have used the bound

s1nh(2/<;y)

H

From here, the desired bound follows from the corresponding boundedness of the truncated Hilbert
transform, just as in Lemma 3.1.

Bounds on T3: For the operator T3, we use Schur’s Test again. In this case, we have

vt |Hu(y,y') — H — Hy(
y—1 kly — | .y kly Y| _1

/_,’_l l
/ k|k|!Hk( y) — Hk(y,y)!dygsupuﬂk(yy — Hy(y,y) ‘/ “lkldy < 1.
v —% kly — /| vy kly —v/| -1

Therefore, again by applying Schur’s test, we have

IT3f N2 SISz (3.30)
Bringing the bounds on 771, 72, 73 together finishes the proof of the lemma. O

Finally we point out the following symmetry properties.

13



Lemma 3.5. For all f,g € L? there holds

and

1 I
/ Faxlaldy = — / el Flady, (3.31)
-1 -1

which in particular, implies Jp = J7.

Proof. The first identity follows by definition. For the latter, we have

1 1 1
| Fadaidy = [ Frim 3iloldy = tim [ F3ilalay
1 /
. = Gk(yay) NE
=lim / —— 77 dy' )d
lim _lf(y)< . 2Z(y_y,)g(y) y) y
1

=lim [ g(s/)( /|y Mﬁ(y)dy)dz/

e—0 J_4 —y|ze 2i(y — ')

——tm [ o0( [ )iy

e—=0 ) 4 —y'|>e 2Z(y, — y)
—— [ galfiay,
which is the desired result. U

4 The Linearized Problem

In this section we prove Proposition 2.1, which specifically concerns the linearized problem (2.1).
To this end, we begin by computing the time derivative of the energy (2.2)

1d

1/d 2.,,_2d 1oad
§aEk[Wk] =3 <E\|Wk||i2 + cav3 k| 3E||8ywk||i2 + cpr3 k| 3ERG<2kwk’aywk>

d N 2 _2.d ~
—i—cTaRe(wk,‘jk[ka + creqrs k|73 ERe@ywk,‘jk[@yka)

=Ty + Ty +Ts+Tr+ Tra. (4.1)
Each term is confronted in the following individual subsections. Since this entire section is k-by-k,

we omit the k’s whenever it is clear from context. Without loss of generality, we assume k& > 0 in
this section.

4.1 Estimate of the T, Terms

The basic L? energy estimate is almost immediate.
Lemma 4.1 (T, Estimate). Under the hypotheses of Proposition 2.1, we have the following

1d

2dt
Here the parameter 8o is defined in (1.4) and the diffusion term Dy . is defined in (2.5). The
implicit constant depends on |U||¢s.

lwrllZz + v Vawrl72 < b0 [k~ Dyr. (4.2)

14



Proof. By direct calculation we have
1d |
2dt

The latter term is estimated as follows using integration by parts, Cauchy-Schwarz, and the small-

ness assumption (1.4),

’(A.)k“%z + VHkakH%z = Re ik(U"¢k,wk>.

Re ik(U" ¢, wi)| =[Re ik(U" pr, Apdi)| < |Re ik(U"Vigr, Vidr)| + [Re ik(U" ¢y, Vion)]
SN N2 KV kkll72S [1W |zl k|~ Dir S Golk| ™ D
which completes the proof. O
4.2 Estimate of the T, Terms
The following is also a relatively straightforward calculation.

Lemma 4.2 (T, Estimate). Under the hypotheses of Proposition 2.1, we have the following

1d _ _

5 A 0yl 2 + v ) [Vl S 60Dk + o PP g3 (43)
Here 69, Dy, are defined in (1.4) and (2.5). The implicit constant depends on ||U||¢s.

Proof. We compute the time-derivative
1d
2dt

Using that Agwy = Oyywi = 0 on the boundary {y = 1}, we may still integrate by parts on the

first term, which gives rise to the desired dissipation term,

HaywkHiz = vRe (Apdywy, dywy) — Re (ikU'wy,, ywy,) + Re (0, (U"iky,), Oywy) -

vRe (ArOywi, dywi) = —v || Vidywl|72 -

The second and third terms are handled via Cauchy-Schwarz, elliptic regularity and the smallness
assumption (1.4),

Re (ikU"wy, Oywn )| S W | gga Ll llwonl 12 10ywicll 2 S 0o K| lwkll 22 |0yewnll 2
IRe (9, (U"iky), yewr )| < G llwnll 2 |8yl 2

which completes the desired estimates after noting that
L2/3

EE [k |kl 2 19ywill 2 S v IV aerllZ2 + v/ k12 lwil| T2 & Dy + v 51> g 122

4.3 Estimate of the Ty Terms

As in the case with standard hypocoercivity approaches, the cross-term Tg, produces the enhanced
dissipation.
Lemma 4.3. There holds the following,

V3 d

2
_ _ ; 1/3 2/3 / 1/2.~1/2
‘k’4/3 dtR‘e<2kwkaaywk> + v ‘k’ H UIWk“LQ 5 Dk,’ka,a'

Here, the parameter 6y and the dissipation {Dy ~,Dy o} are defined in (1.4), (2.5). The implicit
constant depends on |U||¢s.

15



Proof. Here we have by integration by parts (using that wg, ¢ vanish on the boundary),

%Re(ik‘wk, Oywi) = Re(ik(—ikUw,+U"ik¢y + vAgwy), Oywy,)
+ Re(ikwy, ay(—ikka+U/,i/€¢k + vAgwg))
2
= |k | VTwr |, —2Re k> (U"éx, By00)
+Im k (wg, Oy Agwy) +Im k (Oywi, vAgwy,) -

The first term on the right hand side is the dissipation and the remaining terms are error terms.
To treat the first error term, we integrate by parts (using the boundary conditions) and elliptic
regularity to obtain

[2Re [1[2 (U6, Byn)| S (10" o 160y k N2 + [0 | o Wl 2) 18] k]

< 60 [k lloonl|7
For the latter error terms note that by integrating by parts and Cauchy-Schwarz,
Tk {wy, vy Apwr) + Im k (Bywr, vAgwr)| S v K] 0ywrll 2 (1K1 lwkll 2 + [18yywill2)

which completes the desired estimate upon noting that

_ _ 1/2
y 8 672 0yl (K2 lonl o + 10yyenl2) S 0 [ 9aonl o) /2 (22 672 | W40yl

4.4 Estimates of the T, and T,, Terms

The most interesting contribution relative to existing works on hypocoercivity is that of T, (and
T,o). First, we prove the main result for T, and below we provide the estimate on T,.

Lemma 4.4. Under the reqularity hypotheses on W (1.4), for all 69 > 0 sufficiently small (depend-

ing only on universal constants), the following estimate holds

d . 1
£R€<wk,dk[wk]> + ng,T < Di sy

The implicit constant depends on ||U||cs.

Remark 4.5. In the case of the Euler equations (v = 0), one simply obtains

d 1
aRe@k,Jk[wk]) + ng,r <0,

proving the LfH%Lz inviscid damping estimate for L? initial data.

Proof. First of all, since the SIO Ji is symmetric (Lemma 3.5), we obtain from the equation (2.1)
that

1d
§£Re<wk’3k [wi]) = Re (—Uikwy+U" ik + vAgwy, Jxlwr)) =: T1 + To + Ts. (4.4)
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The most straightforward term is that arising from the dissipation, T5. Using the symmetry Lemma
3.5 and the [0y, Ji]-commutator estimate (Lemma 3.3, Lemma 3.4), we have (using that wy, vanishes
on the boundary and that Jj is bounded),

1

1 —_—
T3 = vRe / ApwiJklwr]dy = vRe / Jr[Apwr]wrdy
—1 1

= yRe/ (=3[ Viwr] Viewr, + [Jk, 0y](Oywi)wr) dy
< v (I3l oz + I @k Oyl oy p2) I Vw72 S v ([ Vewill72 < Diyys

which is our desired estimate on T3 in (4.4).
Next, we estimate T5. By Lemma 3.3, 3.4, and wi = Ar¢g, we have

1
T, = Re / 1 (ikU" ¢x) Vi - 3k[Vidr] + [k, 0y][0y 1] dy

1 . -

= Re/ —Vi (ikU" 1) - J6[Viedw] + (ikU" ¢r) [3k, 0,][0ydr]dy
—1

S RO | (k22— 2 + 1B 1Bk 0l oy p2) 1 Vk@kll72 S 0Dk 7

where the last line used Lemma 3.1. This is sufficient to estimate T in (4.4).
Finally we turn to the most interesting contribution, 77 which will lead to the negative-definite
term. By Taylor’s theorem,

Ul) = U) = V) — )+ 50" 0~ +5 [ 0" - 9P

Note that remainder satisfies

/

r(y,y) == m /y U"(s)(y — s)*ds € L™, (4.5a)
y

@, )| SN0 e =7 (4.5b)

10y, 9)] + |0y, 0)] SNU" || oo |y = '] (4.5¢)

|5y/5y7"(y,y/)‘ = HUWHLOO . (4.5d)

Next, by the definition of J; and Lemma 3.5, we have
k , ~ ~ T
T =~ gRe (({Uwk, Jrwr) + GuliUw], wi))

2 1 1
e [ o ([ 0000 2 Gulo V') d

2 1 1
- R [ o (/ “’k@)(y%Gk(y,y')U(y’)wk@')dy') dy

1 1 y’)

2 1,1 _ ’
e I e e LR

2 1 pl / .
:%Re /_1 /_1 wk(y)%%(y, Y )wr(y)dy'dy
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/ / we(W)U" (W) (y — ¥ Gy, v )wi(y)dy' dy

k
i ’ / / we ()T (Y, ¥)Gr(y, v )wr(y')dy' dy
=T + T12 + T13. (4.6)

The term 777 leads to —Dy, . Indeed, applying the relation Ag¢y = wy and integrating by parts
(using the boundary condition that ¢y, vanishes on the boundary),

L k[ B no o
T11 = TRG U Akqﬁkgbkdy = —T ‘ TRG U 8y¢k¢kdy

Ik‘l |

L ‘

U o 10y 2 l| 0112
Therefore, for HW’"HH 1< do suﬂi(nently small depending only on universal constants, there holds

T <_ﬁ v 2 4.7
ns - Vidrl72 - (4.7)

Next, consider 172, which we begin by making the replacement wj, = Ay ¢y and integrating by parts
in both y and ¢’ (noting that the Green’s function vanishes on the boundary in both variables, i.e.
Gr(£1,y) = Gi(y, £1)= 0,G(y, £1) = 0y G(£1,y') = 0) to obtain

1 2 ! P 1" / / / /
Ty = 51K Re [ [ BGiU" w)l — )60 o) Asnly' )y dy
-1J-1

1 1,1
=5 Ik’ Re/1/1 Viy®k(¥) - Viy (Vk,y' (U" )y — ¢¥)Crly,v)) ‘Vk,y'%(y’))dy’dy-
We will return to this estimate in a moment. We observe the following estimates on the integral
kernels N = U"(y)(y — )Gk (y, V')
[Nellp2
Y,y

P 72 PP i P L
100 Nill 2, < (10

ST o 11172

Lo

which follow from the the formula for Gy, (2.4), and direct calculation. Therefore, by Cauchy-
Schwarz, we have

Tia < 00 |k | Vidrl72 (4.8)

which suffices to treat this term. We similarly set up 733, which we treat in essentially the same
manner:

k 2 1 1
Ta= el [ [ D000 Vi (T (101G 01) - T (4) '

where in order to integrate by parts twice we needed to use that rGj does not have a singularity in
the second derivative at y = ¢ (unlike Gy). Next we record the relevant estimates on rGy. Recall
that we assume k > 0 without loss of generality in this section. First, note that by (2.4) and (4.5),
y -y { sinh(k(1 —y'))sinh(k(1 +y)),  y <y

<jn—z '
TGl S 00 Sh@R) | sinh((1 — y)sinh(k(1 +¢)),  y >y
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ly =yl sinh(k(1 —y'))sinh(k(1 +y)), y <y
Oy(rGwl < 0 mmmum{$m<< g)sinh(k(1+),  y >y

2{ sinh(k(1 — ) cosh(k(1 + ),y <y’
| — cosh(k(1 —y))sinh(k(1+9))], y=>v.

vy~ /| { sinh(k(1 —y))sinh(k(1 +y)), y <y}

|8y/(er | ~ 50

|k|sinh(2k) | sinh(k(1 —y))sinh(k(1 +¥)), y>y.
s =P [ = cosh(k(1 - y)sinh(H(1+y)|. Y <
Osinh(2k:) sinh(k(1 — y)) cosh(k(1 +v/)), y >
1 sinh(k(1 — ¢')) sinh(k(1 + v)), <y;
1040y (rGr)| 5 00 || sinh(2k) { sinh(k(1 — z)) sinh(k(1 + y@{)), Z > z
ly =9 { | —cosh(k(1 —y'))sinh(E(1 +v))l, v <y,
Osinh(2k) | sinh(k(1 — )) cosh(k(1 +¢/))|, y>y.
N Chl'd { | —cosh(k(1 —y'))sinh(k(1 +y)),  y<y;
Osinh(2k) | sinh(k(1 — )) cosh(k(1 + 1)), y >

klly — oI { cosh(k(1 —y') cosh(k(1+y)),  y <y}
sinh(2k) cosh(k(1 —y))cosh(k(1+7¢')), y>1v.

+ do

Therefore, it follows that
IrGilzz S dolk|~2,
10,GDl2 + 10y G2 < Gkl

10,0, 0G) 2, < 0.

Therefore, by Cauchy-Schwarz, we have
Tiy 5 Solkl* I VkexllZ2 S 80D
which completes the desired estimate. O
Next, let us consider the T, for which we prove the following.

Lemma 4.6. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 2.1, there holds for dg sufficiently small,
d d 1 1/2
kI S Re((1750, ok, 2[00, n]) + 15 Dirn S D <u1/3|l<:|2/3 Hwk||i2> D,/

The implicit constant depends on ||U||cs.

Proof. Taking the derivative of (2.1), we have

(0 + ikU — U"ik ALY — vAg) Oywy, = —ikU'wy + ikU" A wi + ikU” [0y, A},
=:Cr,1 + Cr2 + Cp 3.
It is important to note however, that the boundary conditions are different. In particular, dywy,

has Neumann boundary conditions Oyywy|y=+1 = 0. However, one can check that the contributions
from the left-hand side behave similarly to the case of T, and therefore we obtain

’k‘—2/3i

3
1 _ N
dtRe<(V1/33y)wk73k[(V1/35y)Wk]> + gDkra S Dia + > 1k 722 V2 Re (9 wi, Jk[Cr 1) -

Jj=1
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With straightforward estimates we have

ICkall 2 + ICr2ll 2 S IR[ llwrll 2 -

To estimate the commutator Cy 3, we explicitly write down the expression,

1
1Cr,3ll 2 <IE[|U"]| Lo /1 (0yGr(y, ¥ wi(y') — Gr(y, ¥y )0y wi(y')) dy’

L;
1
<KV / (OG01) + 0,Gu(3.9) sy

SN e llklwrll e < dollklwnll 2

2
Ly

These estimates imply (using Lemma 3.1),
—o9s3 d N 1
k17272 R0, )k, 3e[(v1°0y )wn]) + £Drorec € Do+ 1%/ K" [k 2 19y .

1/2
S Dia - (V2R el ) D

which completes the lemma. O

4.5 Completing the Linearized Estimate

Putting together Lemmas 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, and 4.6 we obtain for some universal constant Ky,

cacT

d 2 -
EEk + 2651/1/3%’2/3 H V U/wkHL + Dkﬁ + CaDk@ + C—Dkﬂ— Dk Ta

8
< Ko60Dr + caKooDp + caKoéoul/g\k:]Z/g w22 + K()Cng/ 2D1/ 2

1/2

1/2
+ Koc: Dy + KocrcaDy o + Kocrcq <1/1/3|l’<:|2/3 HWkHiQ) Dy~

Therefore, it follows that if

Kydy < &

< T
Cr 39’

11}c_a<1é1

<min{d ——, , < .
o mm{SKoéo %K, 20 - 25K7

1
32K’
then we have (assuming without loss of generality that Ky > 32).

1/2,1/2 5 1
KOCBD D ka = 10Dk; 5 + KOCﬁDkJ a > 10Dk7ry + 5
) c

/ c A K?
Koesca (v 9P fenlife) D S0 NP2 fenlze + 5720 Dy < S0P el +

—cq Dy, Qo

ky—

then, we have the monotonicity estimate
d 1/311.12/3
thk + 6Dk + c(ery e, )V P K|IPP By <0,

where ¢(cr, ¢q,cg) > 0. This in particular, also implies the stated exponential decay estimate. We
also impose the condition

1 1
C% S an + 1(1 - CT)

to ensure the Fj is coercive. While the procedure for setting the coefficients is by-now classical, we

1
gDk

record an example for clarity (assuming without loss of generality that Ko > 32(1 + supyzq | Ikl 2 12))s

1 1

< —— = KO — KO,
64K, S (GaKg T Mo =0

Cr =
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5 Nonlinear Estimates

5.1 Some Preliminary Lemmas

Lemma 5.1. We have the following estimates
18y ol oo S 501/26—511*157 “a§¢0|’Lm < V—1/6501/2e—5*1/t'
Here & is defined in (2.6a).

Proof. By Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality, and elliptic regularity, we obtain

1
1/2 _—
IlaysboHLoosH [ a6ttty | S el 5 6825,
—1 >

_ 1/2 —
» 1/650/ o 0svt

18260]| . S 18ywoll 1 llwoll s <

~

Here Gy(y,y’) is the Green’s kernel of A, with Dirichlet boundary condition. Since Gy(y,y’) is of
the form aly — 3| + by + ¢y’ for some constants, we have the bound ||9,Gol/~c < C. O

Lemma 5.2. The following estimates hold

Z | L2 ||wk‘|%2 §V—1/2DZ/4D%/46_25*Vl/st’
k0
Z ‘k’2m+4/3 ”wkH%2 SJV_2/3D»1/2D2/26_26*Vl/gt_
k0

Proof. Both estimates are proved using the same interpolation trick; let us just show the numerology
for the first:

3m Lo
STV R ol Ze = ST R gl M kYR w1

k0 k#0
3/4 1/4
S ST R g2 D VIR w2
k0 k#0

< DYDY,

which is the desired result.

O
Lemma 5.3. There hold the following estimates:
SRR [k gl S Dre 0
k0
Similarly,
2 .
S k|| 2 K72 90| S Drae™e .
k0
Finally, for m > 2/3,
S 8] 5 00 51

k0
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Proof. By Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev and Cauchy-Schwarz,

DR IRP ol S Z B2 k| |61 20y00 |, [ 1617208 , < Drem2t,
k+£0

A similar argument applies to the second estimate as well.
Finally, to prove (5.1), we apply elliptic regularity

kPorllce S llwrllze,  10y1kI*Sxll < 10ywrllz,

which are natural consequences of testing the elliptic equation in (2.1) by functions {¢, 9y¢r}.
Combining them with the Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation yields that

D105 0nll e < Do Conllze + (14201 ) S S AByorlIE lnll° + 1120y 2711 012"
= Z0 k0
S S (v RSOyl ) k2
k0

1/2
kw2 ) N

ri(Zu) (5

k0

1 med
vs k|73 Oyw 2

Here, we have used the constraint m > 2/3 to guarantee that |k|~ amty ¢ Ek?éo Hence, we have the
result. O

5.2 Zero Frequency Energy

Expanding the linear and nonlinear contributions of the zero frequency energy gives

1d

5 dtgo Lo+ NLy+6.0E, (5.2)

where

Lo = e**"'Re (wo, VOyywo) + ca €223 Re (Oywo, VOyyywo)
NLy = —ePV"Re (wo, (u - Vw)o) —cae® V'3 Re (9,wo, 8, (u - Vw)o) -
The estimates of these contributions are summarized in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. There exists a universal constant C' (independent of v) such that

051/2
\/;

Proof. First consider L. Using that wo(t, £1) = 9ywo(t, £1) = 0, we may integrate by parts and
obtain the following

1
Lo+ NLy+o,vE < —Z'Do — 30,vE) + D. (5.3)

2
Lo = _62(5*Vty ”8@/“}0“%2 _ caV5/3e26*Vt H@?WOHLz )
By Poincaré inequality, for §, < 1/8 we have
1
EO < _EDO - 45*1/50. (54)
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This completes the treatment of the linear contributions.
Consider the nonlinear terms next. First, by the Biot-Savart law we have,

NLy=—e*>"Re <w0, Oy Z thprw_p > + cqv?/3e? VI Re <8yw0, 85 Z tkopw_y > =:To+T,.
k£0 k40
(5.5)

Consider Ty first. Integrating by parts in y, (noting that wy vanishes on the boundary),

51/2

[To] = " [Re <aywo, sz¢kw_k> S 0yl 2 3 liknl e ol S 2=y "D,
k+£0 k+£0

(5.6)

which suffices by the bootstrap hypotheses.
For T, we have by integration by parts (here we are using both that ik¢y and w_j vanish on
the boundary),

|T01|,§e25"”tuz/3 <8yw0,8§ Zz’k’(ﬁkw_k > ,§e25*”tu2/3 <6§w0,8y Zik:qbkw_k >

k#0 k#0
< 223 102wo|| o | S kO il poe llw—kll 2 + D ikl oo 10yw—rll 2 | =t Tost + Tasa-
k#£0 k#0

The first term is estimated using the following

) 1/2 1/2
> k0 bkl o -l e D k|02 10,06115 okl
k0 k0
S STV w3 S [10e ]| M0l
k0

provided m > 1/3, yielding the estimate
Ta;l 5 V_1/351/2Dé/2pé/2.

The Ti,;o-term is estimated with the following

S ikl [0yl S 37 172 K7+ 12 12720, [0,

L2
k#0 k0
< V_1/3D71_/25;/2e—26*1/1/3t.
Hence we have that
’Ta’ SJ Ta;l + Ta;2 5 V_1/251/2D. (57)
yielding the desired estimate. Combining (5.4), (5.5), (5.6), (5.7) yields the result (5.3). O
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5.3 Non-zero Frequency Energy

First of all, we identify the expressions of the main terms to estimate. Define the following

Ly := — Uikw + U”ik‘(ﬁk + vAjwy; (5.8)
NL; :=(V'¢-Vw)e = > Vi por - Viwp. (5.9)
k'=—oc0

Expanding the linear and nonlinear contributions of the nonzero frequency energy gives

%57& =L+ N£¢+25*V1/35¢. (5.10)

Thanks to the definitions (2.2), (2.6a), (2.6b), (2.6¢), (2.7a), (2.7b), (2.10), we obtain

;C;é ::2625*111/315 Z |k|2mRe <Wk, (I + CTJk‘)Lk‘>

k0
t 2¢, 201 Z k|2 Re <V1/3 || ~1/3 Bywrs (I + cr3p)? || 72/3 ayILk>
k0
— 05626*V1/3t Z p/3 | Al <Re (tkwy, OyLL) + Re (ikLy, Oywy) ); (5.11)
k0
N Lz =2e2"0 N kP Re (wy, (I + ¢,35)NLy)
k0
26067 B2 Re (2 K72 Dy, (1 + e, 310" K[V 0,NLy, )
k0
— gV PN LB | PmYS (Re (ikuwy,, ,NLy) + Re (ikNLy, 9,0y)
k0
::Nﬁfyﬂ' +N£OC,TOC + Nﬁﬁ. (5.12)

Here we group the ~, 7 terms and «, Ta terms together because they share main features. The
goal of this subsection is devoted to the proof of the following lemma.

Theorem 5.5. There exists a universal constant C' (independent of v) such that

1/2
Lo+ NLpA20,0M38, < 48, Dy — 60,013 Y 207t | 2mt2/3 Ek[wk]—i—cja D
E#0

Here the D4, D are defined in (2.7b), (2.10).
We divide the proof of Theorem 5.5 into three lemmas.

Lemma 5.6 (Estimate of the N'L, ;). There exists a universal constant C' such that

051/2
< == _p. 1
WL, .| < NG (5.13)
Lemma 5.7 (Estimate of the N'Ly o). There exists a universal constant C' such that
051/2

14

N Laral < D. (5.14)
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Lemma 5.8 (Estimate of the N'Lg). There exists a universal constant C' such that

CEL/?
< ——7D. .
WL, .| < 7 D (5.15)

These lemmas implies Theorem 5.5:

Proof of Theorem 5.5. First of all, we observe that by Proposition 2.1, the linear part £ has the
bound Check!?

Lo < —80,Dy — 80,013 N 2Pt || P23 By [y, (5.16)
k0

Moreover, the estimates presented in Lemma 5.6, 5.7, 5.8 yield that

051/2
/o

So combining the two estimates above yields the conclusion. O

INL| < D.

The proof of each lemma are presented in the next three subsections. We further highlight that
the notation T, Tox, Tz, Ty, Ty, etc. will be redefined after the conclusion of each subsection.

5.3.1 The v and 7 Contributions

This subsection is devoted to the proof of Lemma 5.6.
We recall the definition of N'L, ; (5.12):

N Loy = 2620 kP Re (g, (1 -+ e:36) (V56 - Vw)e ) = 2627 (T + Ty + Ty),
k0
(5.17)

where the terms Ty, T, Txx are defined as follows

Toz = > [k[*"Re (W, (I + c731) (Oydoikey)) ,
k=0

Ty := > [k[*"Re (W, (I + 7 31) (ikprdywo)) ,
k720

Tup = > [k Re <wk,(1+c73k)(v¢_k,¢k_k,.vk,wk,)>.

k&' #£0
EAE

A central challenge is dealing with the nonlinear contributions involving Jg.
Treatment of the Ty, term in (5.17):
Through integration by parts, we observe that the first term in the Ty is zero. Hence,

Tor = Y k"™ Re (Wi, ¢ 35(0ydoikwr)) ,
k0

which is then estimated via Holder’s inequality and Lemma 3.1, yielding

2
Tox| SO IRP™ w22 10y ol oo
k0
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Next bY Lemma 5.1 and 527 we have
‘ ZO ’ <y 1/2 5'3/27)3/42)1/4 —28, 0 /3t—8, vt
7£ ~ 8 ~ (& ,

which is consistent with (5.13).
Treatment of the T, term in (5.17):
We estimate this term with Holder’s inequality and Lemma 3.1 to obtain

Tl S D k™ worll o [[1E™ k| oo 190l 12
k0
and hence by Lemma 5.3, we have

_ _ 1/34__
IToso| S v 1/251/2Di/27?é/26 28, 01/3t 6*Vt7

and so this term is consistent with Theorem 5.5.
Treatment of the 7. term in (5.17):
We rewrite the term with Lemma 3.5 and further divide as follows

Tz = Z Re <(1 +erJi) R wry [R™ (Vi Grie - Vk'wk’)>

k,k'£0
bk
= > kPP Re (1 + crdi)wr, Oy (i(k — K ) dr—pww)) — D [k[*™Re (1 + ¢r3)wk, ik(0y dp—rrwir))
k,k'£0 k,k'£0
bk bk
=T, +T, (5.18)

To estimate T, we use integration by parts, Cauchy-Schwarz, and Lemma 3.1, 3.3, 3.4 to obtain
the following, using that m € (1/2,1),

oS Y P+ 13kl 22 + (B S8 Oyl r2) I Vkwill 2 || (B = &) drpe
k,k'#£0
|
SO KM IVRwrll e (k= K7+ [K]™) | (k = K dpe

k' #£0
kAE

poe ool 2

L ”O‘)I'C’HL2

1/2

- 1+ 2 —S.1/3
SJ v 1/2D%/2 Z H ‘k o k/| m ¢k_k/ - Z ”C(.)k”Lz e v t
k70 k70

T PO S = W il | | D R el | e
k#0 k#0

EL/2 1/3
S D}./2D,1y/2€_36*u t’

v

where in the last line we used m > 1/2 to convert the ¢! sums into £2 and then used Lemma 5.3.
This is hence consistent with (5.13) and Theorem 5.5.

To estimate T}, we again use Cauchy-Schwarz, and Lemma 3.1 to obtain the following and
introduce a frequency decomposition

1/3 2/3
Ty S Y (Lpewicp) + Lpowisie) Hlklm+/ WkHLQIk‘I’”*/ 10y bk || o0 low [l 2

k&' #£0
kAE
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=:Tyra + TyHL-

Estimating the T}, terms we have by Lemma 5.2

Tyra S Z Lip—w <]
k' 0
k£k!

< V—1/3—1/651/22);/4111/46—35*V1/3t,

2/3
20| R 10,00 e

where in the last line we used that by the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality and m > 1/2 we
have,

Z HayQSkHLoo S Z Hagqbkui/zz ‘|8y¢k‘|2/22 S 51/26_5*V1/3t,
k#0 k0

Therefore, Ty, is consistent with Theorem 5.5. For T, we instead make the estimate

Typur S ) Lj-wiziw]
k,k'#0
£k

LA Tl K Ry

Next, we note that by the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality, Holder’s inequality, elliptic
regularity, and Lemma 5.3 we have,

1/2

Z ‘k’m+2/3 Hay(kaLoo 5 Z Vﬁ’_l/2 ‘k‘m H’k‘l/?, 8§¢kH2/22 H’k‘5/6 ’k‘—l/i’) ay¢k‘ L
kA0

k0

1/3
< V—1/12—1/6Dé/4p71_(/x4e—6*u / t
['herefore,
_ 3/4 _35,1/3
Iy Sv 5/1251/2195/ D307t

which is consistent with (5.13) and Theorem 5.5. This completes the treatment of the T, terms.
5.3.2 The o and a7 Contributions

As in the previous subsection we begin with the same decomposition of the term N L, o (5.12):

1
§6—26*V1/3t/\[£a77a = TO;ﬁ —+ T#O + T;ﬁ?ﬁ, (519)
«

Toz =Y |k’ Re <1/1/3 16|13 By, (I + ey 35w /3 ||~/ 8y(8y¢0ikwk)> ,
k0

Tu =Y [k’ Re <y1/3 16|73 Oyeon, (I + ey 31 )03 || ~1/3 8y(ik¢k8ywo)> ,
k0

Typpim 3 WP Re (V731172 Oyon, (T + 3w K7 0, (Vi - Vieonr))
k,k'£0
k#£K'

We note that all the T{,) are refreshed in this subsection.
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Treatment of the Ty term in (5.19):
Analogous to the treatment in the previous section we have by integration by parts (using that wy,
vanishes along the boundaries)

Tos = o 3 K" Re (1172 k7% Oy, 32 K| /% 0,9, doikion) )
k0
+ 3 [k Re <1/1/3 &) Y/3 8w, /3 |3 8§¢oikwk)>
k40
+ Z |k|*Re <V1/3 k| ~1/3 Aywp, 1/ k| ~/3 8y<;50i/<;8ywk)>
k0
=: Toz;1 + Tox2 + Toxs. (520)

The last term vanishes since Jy¢g is purely real
Tozs = Y |k[*"Re zk/ W13 k|73 0wk 20, dody = 0.
k0
For the Tp. term in (5.20), we have

Toga S V22 || [k[™ Byl 1o ||| K™ T3

""k‘ 12 19560 1o -

Since we have that 0y, ¢0 = wo, ||OyyPol/re = ||wol|lL~. By Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev, we have

1/2 1/2 ~  _1/601/2_—6,
19700l e S N0yeoll 5 lwoll 122 S v /05 e,

Therefore,

T();A;Q S_, V_1/653/2D»1Y/2D23/26_26*V1/3t_6*'/t,

which is consistent with (5.14) and Theorem 5.5.
For the Tpz term in (5.20), we first apply the symmetry of J; (Lemma 3.5) and integration
by parts (using that wy vanishes on the boundary), to obtain that

Toga = ¢ 3 [K[*"Re <y1/3 )Y 310w, v1/3 ) ay(8y¢0ikwk)>
k0

= —co 3 [KPRe (V11 k7Y% 0,3 0y00, /% K|V (B doikin) )
k0

Then we use Lemma 3.1, 3.3 to estimate the commutators,

Togn S er VP IE™ Y (136l 2ms 2 + 167k Bl 2 2) 1V aDyeon 2

k#£0
> V1/3 |k|m+2/3 |
5 \ 1/4
)

|willzz 19y doll o0

Cr 1/3 |k|m—1/3v ) 2 \/? |k,|m+1
~ 1/1/2 V||V k ywk 12 14 WEk
k40

1/4
x (VR gl 2) " 19,0l oo
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Now we recall Lemma 5.1 and the definition of Dy, Dg, D, (2.5), (2.8), and then obtain

gz 1/291/481/4 =26, /36,1
Toz1 S 1/1/2Do/ Dﬁ/ 'D/ e T, (5.21)

which is consistent with Theorem 5.5. This completes the treatment of the Ty term.
Treatment of the T, term in (5.19):
We use Lemma 5.3 to obtain

m - m — 1/2
T;AO S Z |k7|2 HV1/3 |k‘| 1/3 azwkHLz H|k,|2/3+ qkaLoo Hyl/3ayw0HL2 S v 1/250/ D}//2D71_/2’
k#0

which is consistent with Theorem 5.5. This completes the treatment of the Tl term.
Treatment of the T, term in (5.19):

The most troublesome term is the T, term, which we treat now. We apply the symmetric property
of Jx (Lemma 3.5) to rewrite the term as follows,

Tyg;ﬁ = Z Re <l/1/3 |k‘|mj_1/3 (1 + CTJk)aka, V1/3 |k’|m_1/3 %(V,ﬁ_quﬁk_k/ . Vk/wk/)> .
k,k'#0
k#k!

The estimate of T, begins by integrating by parts in the term involving 0y ¢y_x/ik'wy, and ap-
plying Holder’s inequality,

Tez=— ) Re <”1/3 6™ 1% (14 e 3k)Dyewn, v [R5 0, (i — k/)¢k—k'3yw1f')>

k,k'#£0
|

- Z Re <1/1/3 k|13 Ay (1 + rJx)Bywp, v/? k|3 (8y¢k_k/ik:'wk,)>

k,k'£0
kK

< Z Hyl/g‘k’m_l/3(1+CTJk)aywkHL2 V1/3‘k’m—1/3

k,k'£0
kk!

x (|| k= K0y

oo 10yl 2 + || (K — K)o

)

S N e R N e B Y [y |

k,k'£0
kK

L Hajwk’

3
2 =) Tese
j=1

We note that to justify that Jj(0ywy) is well-defined on the boundary, one can apply the Lemma
3.3 and 3.4 to get [|0y Ik frllrz < [|[3k0y frllzz + |0y, Ikl frllLz < ||fk||H; < 0. To estimate the term
T44.1, we first apply Lemma 3.1, and introduce a frequency decomposition

Tuza S Y (Lpewi<wyz + Lp—w)>w)/2) Hvl/glk\m_l/gaywkuy y! /3|8

k,k'#0
KAk
X ||(k — k") 8y dr—t|| poc [10yen |l 12
=:Tv.rg +Tr,HL-
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For the LH term we have
1 —
Trin S D Ljpowi<i)/2 Hvl/?’lklm_l/gaywc‘ L ||k — K| 0ypr—rr|| 75 Hu1/2 |K'| 1/3 8ka"

k,k'#£0
kK

L2’
Note that for m > 1/2 we have by Lemma 5.3,
1/2

_ 2 _ 3 /3
Skl yull e S | 20 P [ 00| S v DI
k#0 k0

Therefore,
| - _ 1/3
LLH SV 1/281/2Di/21)}//2e 30013t

which is consistent with (5.14) and Theorem 5.5. For the HL contribution note that we have
instead

Tyur S Z HV1/3 |18 3ywkHL2 HV1/3 |k — k/|m+2/3 Oyr—r

k,k'#£0
kK

L ol

By Lemma 5.3 we have
Tl;HL S.; V_1/251/27)71—(/3622).:5/26_36*Vl/gt7

which is consistent with (5.14) and Theorem 5.5. This completes the treatment of Tl,,;.
We turn to Tl.o next, which we again begin with a frequency decomposition,

Tiza = 3 (Upwicplo + Lpwisper2) [/ o2 akaHLz 20U
k,k'£0
k!

x || (k = k) ¢p—r|

=:To.pm + ToHL-

o 195w,

To treat the first term we use that on the support of the summand |k — k| + |k| < |K/| to obtain

Torn S Z Lig—wi<|k| /2 HV1/3 k| aywkHL2 % = #| dr—r

k,k'#0
kAE

/3 |k/|m—1/3 850%’ Lo

-

Using Lemma 5.3 and m > 1/2 we have
To.ra S V_1/25;/2Di/2pé/26—36*u1/3t7

which is consistent with Theorem 5.5. For T5. 1, notice that we similarly have (again using Lemma
5.3 and m > 1/2),

I X A

Tonr S D Ljpmwiziw)/2 HV1/3 || 3ywkHL2 H\k o

k,k'#0
|
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_ _ 1/3
<y 1/251/212/21)%/26 38013

which is consistent with (5.14), Theorem 5.5.
Turning to Tl;+.;3 we begin with a frequency decomposition

1/3 1/3 /3 ~1/3
Tepima % Z ( k— k’|< | +1 k— k'>|kl > H Pl /Oy‘jk(‘)ywkH 1kl / 10y Pkt oo Hk/wk’ L2
k,k'#£0
ke£k!

=T3,00 +T3HL-

To treat 5,7,y first note that by Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev, m > 1/2, and elliptic regularity we
have

1/2 1/2 1/2 _g.,1/3
D IVkdill o D0 lll 2 1Vrenl 2" < &,/ %e>™.
k#0 k0

Combining this, the multiplier Lemma 3.1, 3.3, 3.4, Lemma 5.2, Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality
and Young’s convolution inequality yields

Tg;LHg Z 1|k_k/|<|kl‘/21/1/3Hl/l/g‘k’m_l/?’Vkaywk 2

k' #£0
kAE

< V—1/251/27);{/22)}/42);/46—35*1/1/3t7

[CX . H|k/|m+2/3 wk,(

L2

which is consistent with Theorem 5.5. Finally, to treat Ty, we have

m— m—1/3—96 m—+1/3
Tone S Y Lpowizpwyss |V3Rm 00| v k= T 0,0 e | K] ]

k,k'#£0
kK

< V1/3—1/6—1/2Dé/2pé/2gl/2e—36*ul/3t’

L2

where we used Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev and elliptic regularity to deduce

m— _ m 1/2
SR 0y bkl o < DT ™ k] 2
k k

1/2 — 1/3
) 5/ Oxl t

k17 0,05

This is consistent with (5.14), Theorem 5.5, which then completes the treatment of 7..,3. Hence
the proof of Lemma 5.7 is completed.

5.3.3 The § Contributions
In this subsection, we prove Lemma 5.8. We decompose the N Lg-term in (5.12) as follows
e BN Ly = ey 3 UM 2R (Re <z‘kwk, 0,(Vie - w)k> +Re <ik(vl¢ VW), aywk>)
k0
=Tpa + T2
Each term can be treated similarly due to integration by parts, hence we focus only on Tj3.; without

loss of generality. We further note that we will only bound the absolute values of these terms, hence
the sign is not important. First, we separate the contributions of the zero and non-zero frequencies

o0
! _a )
Toa=—cs Y Y. (Lhmkr w0+ Ligw =0 + Liwr prz0) V3 [K]"75 Re <Zk‘wk,8y <vé_—k’¢k—k’ : vk’wk’)>
k20 k' ——oo
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=: Toz + Too + Tt2. (5.22)

Estimate of the Ty term in (5.22):
Distributing the derivative and integrating by parts we have

‘TO#’ _ Z J1/3 ’k‘_4/3 ‘k’2m Re <ikwk7 8y¢08yikwk)> — ZVl/g ‘k’_4/3 ’k‘2m Re <1kwk78§¢02kwk)>
= k40
1 m
_ ‘5 ZV1/3 ‘k‘z +2/3 Re <wk,3§¢owk)> ‘
k£0

By Holder’s inequality we have

[Toel S 3w | IR
k+£0

2
’ 3360l

Upon applying Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev and the « term in the £y-energy, we have the estimate

1/2 1/2 — 1/2 s,
1820|100 S 10ywoll llwoll )7 S v Y/0€y e 0+,

Combining the bounds above yields that,
‘Tg#’ < V_1/655/2'D56_26*'/1/3t—6*'/t

which is consistent with (5.15), Theorem 5.5.
Estimate of the T, term in (5.22):
Integrating by parts and using Hoélder’s inequality yield that

sl = | D w3 k[P Re (ikdywp, (ikrdywo)) ‘
k=0
— m m — - *Vl/a —OxV
gz‘k’ 1/3|Hk’ aywkHL2 ’k‘ +1 ¢k“Lw (V1/3”ayw0”L2) SV 1/2’D.1Y/2ID71_/255/26 26 t—6 t7
k+#0

where in the last line we used the « term in the &-energy (2.6a) and Lemma 5.3.

Estimate of the 7., term in (5.22):

This is the hardest term, however we treat it in someways similar to the first two terms. First we
separate out the different components of the velocity fields

| Tpr| <

/3 3" Re <]k\2’”_4/3 ikwy, 8y (i(k — k')¢k_k/8ywk/)> ‘

k&' #£0
kAE

_l’_

V% 3" Re <\k12m—4/3 ikw, ay(ay¢k_k,¢k’wk,)> ‘ =T, + T, (5.23)
k,k'#£0
k#k!

The T, term is consistent using the o term in the energy along with the dissipation, as long as
m > 1/2. Indeed, we have for m > 1/2 using Lemma 5.3,

T, S Z HV1/3|]<;|—1/38y|k|mwkHL2 (‘k‘ _ k/|m 4 |k/|m) ‘Hk _ kj‘ Db . ||8ywk’||L2

k., k' #0
KAk
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gz /3
< Di/zpi/ze—36*u / t

=

which is consistent with (5.15) and Theorem 5.5. Next, consider the more formidable T}, term. We
first distribute the derivative to treat each contribution separately

T, <

DY Re<yky2’”—4/3 ikwk,8§¢k_k/ik’wk/>‘
k,k'#£0
k#k!

+ Py Re<\/<;]2m_4/3 ikwk,(‘)y(ék_krik’aywk/>‘:: Ty1+ Ty (5.24)
k,k'#£0
k#k

Consider the first term. We split it into HL and LH contributions based on the z-frequency

Tya = (V"2 D (Lpewis w2 + Lw—wi<pe/2) Re <|/I<7|2m_4/3 ikwk,3§¢k—k/ik'wkf> '

k,k'#£0
kK

=:|Tgr +Trul (5.25)

Consider first the Ty term in (5.25). Using that |k| < 3 |k/| on the support of the summand and
m > 2/3, we have

|Trw| < Z 1|k_k,|g%‘k,‘yl/3 H|k;|m—2/3 kwkHLz H‘k/‘m—ws E wpr

k,k'#£0
kAk

|03 P

L2‘ Lo

Then we observe that by (5.1) and Young’s convolution inequality,

5 N\ 1/2
Tl € (08 e, ) (5 3 [

k#0 k'#0
1/3
SV—1/651/2D66—35*V / t,

) (Shegl, )

k0

which is consistent with (5.15) and Theorem 5.5. Next consider the Ty term in (5.25), which
we instead estimate as follows, using that m > 2/3 and |k'| + |k| < |k — k'| on the support of the
summand,

R k|

b W 02

ol |

L2

1/3
Tael 7 37 Lyegpms | 2|
k., k'£0

k!
1/3 +1/3 m+1/3 42
AL D FIVEY (it N U PN | i E e
K'#0
kK
From here we use essentially the same argument as we did for the LH term. First we note that by

elliptic regularity,

)

H|k—k’\m+1/3 D2y

Y [T

L2
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and that by Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev (and m > 2/3), we have

1/2 1/2
S llwllzee S 3 Nl 18ywnll 2 <

—m m m— 12

e S vV RO kol ot kS |

k#£0 k#0 k0

< ,,—1/6 E|—2m+1/3 2 E|m 2 1/ 1/3 | m=1/3 g 2 1/4< ~1/6¢1/2 —8. /3¢

Sv > Ik D K wrI7 Dol Ik bW, ) SV € -
k#£0 k#£0 k#£0

Therefore, we similarly have

_ _ 1/3
’THL’ 51/ 1/651/27)66 30xv t7

which is consistent with (5.15) and Theorem 5.5. This completes the treatment of the T}, ; term.

Next, we consider the T}, o term in (5.24), for which we introduce a commutator (writing com-
pletely on the physical-side for a moment):

|Ty,2| =

13 <|am|m—2/3 Dpts, Dy 40 | 0|2/ aww7é>

+ V1/3 <|aw|m—2/3 &cw#, [ayQS;ﬁ, |8x|m_2/3]8yaxw7ﬁ> ‘ = |Tm -+ Tc| (526)

is “main” and “¢” is “commutator”. For the first term, we integrate by parts and use
Holder’s inequality after expanding in Fourier to obtain,

Here, “m”

1 m— m—
| Ton| = ‘51/1/3 <|ax| 23 Oy s, 264 0, ™ amw7é> '

5,/1/3 Z H|k‘|m+1/3wk‘

k&' #£0;
kK

k/

., |k"|m+1/3w ‘

L2 H8§¢k—k’

Lo

Using (5.1) again, we therefore have

Tn| < V—1/681/2D66—35*V1/3t,
which is consistent with (5.15) and Theorem 5.5.

Finally we turn to the term with the commutator in (5.26), T¢, for which we expand on the
Fourier-side and use another frequency decomposition

1
m— m— m—2/3
TS v > (1|k—k'|<k'/2+1k—k'>k'|/2)/ ™22 ][kl = (7] 0, bk Dypone | dy
k,k'#0 -1
k4K

e:LH + Te.HL-

For the T¢,1 i term we use the commutator estimate (which uses m > 2/3)

"k’m—2/3 . ‘k/|m—2/3‘ 5 ‘k/‘m—2/3—1 V{} _

. K0,
which gives (using also |k — k’| < |k’| on the support of the summand)

- m 2/3
Terim S v 7 Lm0 I e |l = w1

) 1/3 |0|m—1/3 )
| [ I D],
k,k'#£0

k#k
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Then, we observe the following estimate, which follows from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev in-
equality,

2

§]mﬁgm4 <§]WW%%4

< Z ’k‘—m—l/G H ’k‘m-i-l/?) wk‘
k0

kool + Z 1627 0,00

< V_1/6D1/2 —5*1/1/31&

2~

Therefore, we obtain
—1/3¢1/2 —36.v1/3¢
Tc;LH 5 1% / 50/ Dﬁe v s

which is consistent with (5.15), Theorem 5.5.
Finally, we consider Tt 1, for which the commutator is not relevant. Using that 0 < m—1/3 < 1
and |k'| + |k| < |k — K'| on the support of the summand, we have

Terr SV ) Lpwisw) 2 [ ™27 | ‘|k|m_2/3 - |k‘/|m_2/3‘ |0y Pr— 1k Dy |

k,k'#£0
kAk

m m+1/3
<y Vl/SH‘k.’ H/g‘”’“HLz HW—"?'\ / c‘?ym—k'HLw 10ywi |l 2 -
k,k'#£0
k£K'

Next, note m > 1/2 and Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev imply the following estimates

1/2
_ _ s 1/3
S 10enle (DN gl ) Db,

k0 k0
m+1/3 < 2, 11/2 m+2/3 1/2 m+1/3 < m
|1kt 0,0 s e o2aul 2" 1K= a,en | )+ ||k 00|, S IR wrlle
and therefore it follows that
_ _ 35,01/
Tonp Sv 1/381/213;/21)%/% 36,1 3t’

which is consistent with (5.15) and Theorem 5.5. This completes the treatment of the N'Lg term.
Finally, we provide the proof of the main proposition 2.2, which directly implies Theorem 1.1:

Proof of Proposition 2.2. We combine the decomposition (5.2), (5.10), Lemma 5.4 and Theorem
5.5 to obtain that

1/2
%5 —%Do — 68,1 — 40, Dy — 68,1133 20V PR [y ] C\%
k#0

D.

Recalling the definition of D = Dy + D4 + D (2.10), we observe that for §, < 7=, the estimate
above implies (2.11). Integration in time yields the main result. U
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