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ON THE WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE COMPRESSIBLE

NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS

ZIHUA GUO, MINGHUA YANG, AND ZENG ZHANG

Abstract. We consider the Cauchy problem to the barotropic compressible Navier-Stokes
equations. We obtain optimal local well-posedness in the sense of Hadamard in the critical

Besov space Xp = Ḃ
d
p

p,1 × Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 for 1 6 p < 2d with d > 2. The main new result
is the continuity of the solution maps from Xp to C([0, T ] : Xp), which was not proved
in previous works [8, 9, 12]. To prove our results, we combine the method of frequency
envelope (see [21]) but in the transport-parabolic setting and the Lagrangian approach
for the compressible Navier-Stokes equations (see [12]). As a by-product, the Lagrangian
transform (a, u) → (ā, ū) = (a ◦X,u ◦X) used in [12] is a continuous bijection and hence
bridges the two methods using Eulerian and Lagrangian coordinates.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem to the compressible Navier-Stokes equa-
tions, which describe the motion of a barotropic fluid in the whole space Rd for d > 2:















∂tρ+ div (ρu) = 0, t > 0, x ∈ Rd,

∂t(ρu) + div (ρu⊗ u) +∇P (ρ) = Au, t > 0, x ∈ Rd,

ρ(0, x) = ρ0(x), u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ Rd.

(1.1)

Here, the two unknown functions ρ(t, x) and u(t, x) represent the fluid’s density and velocity
field, respectively. P (ρ) represents the pressure of the fluid that depends on the density and
A = µ∆+(µ+λ)∇div is the Lamé operator, representing the viscosity, where the constants
µ and λ satisfy the elliptic conditions µ > 0 and 2µ + λ > 0.

We assume that the fluid density ρ is a small perturbation near 1. Let a = ρ − 1. To
simplify our presentation, we assume that

µ = P ′(1) = 1, λ = 0, I(a) =
a

1 + a
, G′(a) =

P ′(1 + a)

1 + a
,
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which allows us to rewrite (1.1) as:














at + u · ∇a = −(1 + a)div u, t > 0, x ∈ Rd,

∂tu−Au = −u · ∇u− I(a)Au−∇G(a), t > 0, x ∈ Rd,

a(0, x) = a0(x), u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ Rd.

(1.2)

The Cauchy problem (1.2) is of fundamental importance and has been extensively studied.
We refer to [20, 13] and the references therein for the detailed introductions.

We are interested in the well-posedness of (1.2) in the sense of Hadamard. First we recall
the standard definition.

Definition 1.1 (Well-posedness). The Cauchy problem (1.2) is said to be locally well-posed
in a metric space X if for any (a01, u01) ∈ X, there exists a neighbourhood U of (a01, u01)
and T = T (U) > 0 such that for any (a0, u0) ∈ U we have

(i) (Existence): There exists a distributional solution (a, u) ∈ C([0, T ) : X) to (1.2).
(ii) (Uniqueness): The solution (a, u) is unique in E for some E ⊂ C([0, T ) : X).
(iii) (Continuity): The solution map (a0, u0) → (a, u) := ST (a0, u0) is continuous from

U to C([0, T ) : X).

If the above holds for any T > 0, then we say (1.2) is globally well-posed in X.

In seeking local or global-in-time results, scaling invariance has emerged as a crucial con-
sideration. This approach can be traced back to the pioneering work of Fujita and Kato
[14] on the classical incompressible Navier-Stokes equations. For barotropic fluids, it can be
verified that under the scaling transformation

{

(a0, u0) (a0(ιx), ιu0(ιx)),

(a(t, x), u(t, x))  (a(ι2t, ιx), ιu(ι2t, ιx)), ι > 0,
(1.3)

(1.2) is invariant, provided that the pressure term has been changed accordingly. A natural
choice of X which is scaling invariant for (1.2) is the critical Besov space

(a0, u0) ∈ Xp = Ḃ
d
p

p,1 × Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 . (1.4)

We also denote Xs
p = Ḃ

s+ d
p

p,1 ×Ḃ
−1+s+ d

p

p,1 . There are much literature studying (1.2) with data in

Xp. In [8, 9], Danchin established local existence for 1 6 p < 2d and uniqueness for 1 6 p 6 d.
The uniqueness for d < p < 2d was not clear until [12] where Danchin developed a Lagrangian
approach for (1.2). After performing a Lagrangian transform (ā, ū) = (a ◦X,u ◦X), where

X(t, x) = x+

∫ t

0
u(τ,X(τ, x))dτ. (1.5)

Danchin [12] showed that the new equation for (ā, ū) can be handled using the contraction
mapping principle.

On the other hand, the range p < 2d is optimal for well-posedness in Xp. Chen-Miao-
Zhang [7] proved the ill-posedness in the sense that the continuity of the solution map ST
fails at the origin in Xp when p > 2d. Iwabuchi-Ogawa [18] proved the same result for p = 2d.
In view of these results, it is natural to ask whether the continuity of the solution map ST
holds in Xp for 1 6 p < 2d and thus completes the theory of well-posedness in Xp in the
sense of Hadamard. To the best of our knowledge, this was not addressed in the previous
works. Only some weak continuous dependence results were known as a by-product of the
uniqueness argument. For example, in [8, 9] and Proposition A.2 in appendix A, it was
proved that for 1 6 p < d

‖ST (a01, u01)− ST (a02, u02)‖C([0,T ]:X−1
p ) . ‖(a01 − a02, u01 − u02)‖X−1

p
. (1.6)

For the case p > d, it is not known whether the above difference estimate holds true since
the regularity of u is too negative (see Remark 2.2). The first equation of (1.2) is a transport



ON THE WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE COMPRESSIBLE NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS 3

equation. It is thus natural to estimate the difference in X−1
p , namely lower-regularity space

as one does not expect Lipschitz continuity of ST to hold in Xp.
It seems to us that the Lagrangian approach of [12] could not address the continuity in

the Eulerian coordinate either, although it can prove its uniqueness. The main reason is
that although we can have mutual control between (a, u) and (ā, ū), we could not get the
difference estimate in Xp from the new variables (ā, ū).

The purpose of this paper is to address the continuity of the solution map ST in Xp for
1 6 p < 2d by introducing a new approach. We believe our approach may be applicable
to many other problems in the field, for instance, the continuity of the solution map of
full-system of compressible Navier-Stokes equations or compressible Navier-Stokes equations
with density-dependent viscosities. We will address these in forthcoming works. Our main
results are

Theorem 1.2 (Local well-posedness). Assume d > 2 and 1 6 p < 2d. Let c > 0 be small
enough (depending on p, d). Then for any (a0, u0) ∈ Xp with ‖a0‖Ḃd/p

p,1

6 c, there exists a

neighbourhood U of (a0, u0) in Xp and T = T (U) > 0, such that for any data (ã0, ũ0) ∈ U ,
the Cauchy problem (1.2) has a unique solution

(ã, ũ) := ST (ã0, ũ0) ∈ Zp(T ) := C([0, T ]; Ḃ
d
p

p,1)×
(

C([0, T ]; Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 ) ∩ L1([0, T ]; Ḃ
1+ d

p

p,1 )
)

.

Moreover, the solution map ST is continuous from U to Zp(T ).

Remark 1.1. The novelty of the above theorem is the continuity of ST . A direct consequence
is that the Lagrangian transform (a, u) → (ā, ū) = (a ◦ X,u ◦X) is a continuous bijection
from C([0, T ] : Xp) to C([0, T ] : Xp). For simplicity, we only prove the continuity assuming
that ‖a0‖Ḃd/p

p,1

sufficiently small. It seems to us that the smallness condition may be replaced

by the positivity condition infx∈Rd(1 + a0) > 0 if combining our approach and the methods
from [5, 10, 12]. We do not pursue it in this paper.

Remark 1.2. In [11], Danchin established the global existence and uniqueness of (1.2) with
small data in X2 under some additional assumptions on the low frequency of a0. Later,
Charve-Danchin [4], Chen-Miao-Zhang [6] and Haspot [17] obtained the global existence and
uniqueness in some hybrid Besov spaces related to Xp for certain range of p. We can also
prove the continuity of the solution map ST in these hybrid Besov spaces for any T > 0. See
Remark A.1.

In the rest of the introduction, we would like to describe our approach to prove the
continuity. Since we do not expect Lipschitz continuity, we have to use some non-perturbative
methods. We are aware of two methods:

Bona-Smith method. This method was introduced by Bona-Smith in [2] for the KdV
equation and was widely used in dispersive PDE. It was used in [15, 16] for the incompressible
Euler equations, and some continuity was proved in some critical Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin
spaces. The main ingredients are 1) uniform boundedness; 2) the difference estimate (1.6);
3) an extra difference estimate: for (a0, u0) ∈ U

‖ST (a0, u0)− ST (P6Na0, P6Nu0)‖C([0,T ]:Xp).‖(a0 − P6Na0, u0 − P6Nu0)‖Xp , (1.7)

where P6N is some frequency projection operator defined in (2.1). We could apply this
method to (1.2), but we need to restrict the range of p to 1 6 p < d due to the restriction of
(1.6). See the appendix for the details.

Frequency envelope method. Tao introduced this method in [21] and was also widely
used in dispersive PDE (see for instance [19]). The main ingredients are 1) uniform bound-
edness; 2) the difference estimate (1.6); 3) uniform tail estimate on frequency: for (an0 , u

n
0 ) →

(a0, u0) ∈ U , then ∀ε > 0, there exists N > 0 such that

‖P>N [ST (a
n
0 , u

n
0 )]‖C([0,T ]:Xp) 6 ε, ∀n. (1.8)
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In this paper, we will combine the frequency envelope method, and the Lagrangian ap-
proach in [12] to replace (1.6), to obtain continuity for the full range of p: 1 6 p < 2d. More
precisely, we prove Theorem 1.2 in three steps: assume (a0, u0) ∈ U and a sequence (an0 , u

n
0 )

converges to (a0, u0) in Ḃ
d
p

p,1 × Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 as well as (an, un) := ST (a
n
0 , u

n
0 ).

Step 1. Uniform boundedness and small tails estimate on frequency: for 1 6 p < 2d,
there exists a T > 0 such that

‖(an, un)‖Zp(T ) 6 C, ∀n (1.9)

and ∀ε > 0, there exists N > 0 such that

‖(P>Na
n, P>Nu

n)]‖Zp(T ) 6 ε, ∀n. (1.10)

This will be proved using the frequency envelope method.
Step 2. A new difference estimate of the velocity field. We show for 1 6 p < 2d, there

holds

‖u− un‖L1([0,T ];L∞).‖(a
n
0 − a0, u

n
0 − u0)‖Xp . (1.11)

This will be proved using the Lagrangian approach in [12].
Step 3. Difference estimate for the low-frequency component. For fixed large N > 0, we

need to derive the difference estimate for the sequence (P6Na
n, P6Nu

n) using the results in
Steps 1 and 2.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we list some well-
known results and establish the key estimates needed for the proof of main results. Section 3
is dedicated to proving Theorem 1.2. In the appendix, we prove the continuity of the solution
maps using the Bona-Smith method.

2. Auxiliary results

Throughout this paper, the symbols C, c, ci, Ci(i ∈ Z) represent generic constants, which
may vary from line to line, and the meaning of which will be clear from the context. In some
places, we will use the notation A . B to indicate that A 6 CB.

We use S and S ′ to denote the sets of Schwartz functions and tempered distributions
over Rd, respectively. The Fourier transform of a function f is denoted by Ff = f̂ =

(2π)−
d
2

∫

Rd e
−ixξf(x)dx, and its inverse Fourier transform is denoted by F−1f = f̌ . All

function spaces are defined over Rd. For simplicity, the domain will often be omitted; for
example, we use Lp instead of Lp(Rd) unless otherwise indicated.

Suppose ϕ ∈ C∞(Rd) satisfies 0 6 ϕ 6 1, ϕ = 1 on B(1/2) and ϕ = 0 outside B(1). Set
ψ(ξ) = ϕ(ξ/2) − ϕ(ξ), we denote ψj(ξ) = ψ(ξ/2j) and ϕj(ξ) = ϕ(ξ/2j). The Littlewood-
Paley frequency projection operator is defined by

∆̇j := (F−1ψj)∗, Ṡj = P6j := (F−1ϕj)∗, P>j := Id − Ṡj, (2.1)

where ∗ is the convolution operator in Rd. It is easy to see Ṡjf =
∑

k6j−1 ∆̇kf for j ∈ Z.

Formally, any product of two distributions f and g may be decomposed into ([3])

fg = Ṫfg + Ṫgf + Ṙ(f, g), (2.2)

where

Ṫfg :=
∑

j

Ṡj−1f∆̇jg, Ṙ(f, g) :=
∑

|j−k|61

∆̇jf∆̇kg =
∑

j

∆̇jf
˜̇∆jg. (2.3)

With our choice of ϕ, one can verify that

∆̇j∆̇kf = 0, |j − k| > 2 (2.4)

and

∆̇j(Ṡk−1f∆̇kf) = 0, |j − k| > 5. (2.5)
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Let S ′\P denote the tempered distribution modulo the polynomials. For 1 6 p, q 6∞, s ∈ R,
denote

Ḃs
p,q :=

{

f ∈ S ′\P : ‖f‖Ḃs
p,q
<∞

}

,

where

‖f‖Ḃs
p,q

:=
(

∑

j∈Z

2jsq‖∆̇jf‖
q
Lp

)
1
q
.

As we shall work with time-dependent functions valued in Besov spaces, we introduce the
norms:

‖f(t, ·)‖Lq
T (Ḃs

p,r)
:=
∥

∥

∥
‖f(t, ·)‖Ḃs

p,r

∥

∥

∥

Lq
T

.

As highlighted in [1], when applying parabolic estimates in Besov spaces, it seems natural
to compute the Besov norm by first taking the time-Lebesgue norm before performing the
summation. This approach leads to the introduction of the following quantities:

‖f(t, ·)‖L̃q
T (Ḃs

p,r)
:= ‖2js‖∆̇jf(t, ·)‖Lq

T (Lp)‖ℓr(Z).

It’s worth emphasizing that, due to the Minkowski inequality if r 6 q, then

‖f(t, ·)‖Lq
T (Ḃs

p,r)
6 ‖f(t, ·)‖L̃q

T (Ḃs
p,r)
, (2.6)

with equality if and only if q = r. Conversely, the reverse inequality holds if r > q. The
corresponding truncated semi-norms are defined as follows for some m0 ∈ Z:

‖f‖
P6m0

Ḃσ
p,1

:=
∑

k6m0

2kσ‖∆̇kf‖Lp , ‖f‖
P>m0

Ḃσ
p,1

:=
∑

k>m0

2kσ‖∆̇kf‖Lp .

In this paper, we use the frequency envelope method [21] to show the continuity of the
solution map. To this aim, we first introduce the following definition:

Definition 2.1. Let δ0 > 0. An acceptable frequency weight ω = {ωi} is defined as a
sequence satisfying ωi = 1 for i 6 0 and 1 6 ωi 6 ωi+1 6 2δ0ωi for i > 0. We denote it by
ω ∈ AF (δ0).

With an acceptable frequency weight ω, we slightly modulate the homogeneous Besov
spaces in the following way: for s ∈ R and 1 6 p, r 6∞, we define Ḃs

p,r(ω) with the norm

‖f‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

:= (
∞
∑

i=−∞

ωr
i 2

isr‖∆̇if‖
r
Lp)1/r.

Note that Ḃs
p,r(ω) = Ḃs

p,r when we choose ωi = 1 for any i ∈ Z. Simlarly, we can define
time-dependent functions valued in weighted Besov spaces

‖f(t, ·)‖Lq
T (Ḃs

p,r(ω))
:= ‖‖f(t, ·)‖Ḃs

p,r(ω)
‖Lq

T

and
‖f(t, ·)‖L̃q

T (Ḃs
p,r(ω))

:= ‖2jsωj‖∆̇jf(t, ·)‖Lq
TLp‖ℓr(Z).

The following Bernstein’s inequalities describe how derivatives act on spectrally localized
functions.

Lemma 2.2 (see Lemma 2.1 in [1]). Let B be a Ball and C be an annulus. There exists a
constant C > 0 such that for all k ∈ N ∪ {0}, any positive real number λ and any function
f ∈ Lp with 1 6 p 6 q 6∞, we have

suppf̂ ⊂ λB ⇒ ‖Dkf‖Lq 6 Ck+1λk+( 1
p
− 1

q
)‖f‖Lp ,

suppf̂ ⊂ λC ⇒ C−k−1λk‖f‖Lp 6 ‖Dkf‖Lp 6 Ck+1λk‖f‖Lp .

We now prove a frequency envelope version of continuity properties about the paraproduct
and remainder operators. The following lemma will be frequently used.
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Lemma 2.3. Let s ∈ R, 1 6 p, r 6 ∞ and 1
p + 1

p′ = 1. Assume ω ∈ AF (δ0). Then there

exists a constant C such that

(1)

‖Ṫfg‖Ḃs+t
p,r (ω) 6 C‖f‖

Ḃ
t+ d

p
p,∞

‖g‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

, t < 0,

‖Ṫfg‖Ḃs+t
p,r (ω) 6 C‖f‖

Ḃ
t+ d

p
p,1

‖g‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

, t 6 0. (2.7)

(2)

‖Ṫfg‖Ḃs+t
p,r (ω) 6 C‖g‖Ḃs

p,r
‖f‖

Ḃ
t+ d

p
p,∞ (ω)

, t+ δ0 < 0,

‖Ṫfg‖Ḃs+t
p,r (ω) 6 C‖g‖Ḃs

p,∞
‖f‖

Ḃ
t+ d

p
p,r (ω)

, t+ δ0 < 0,

‖Ṫfg‖Ḃs+t
p,r (ω) 6 C‖g‖Ḃs

p,r
‖f‖

Ḃ
t+ d

p
p,1 (ω)

, t+ δ0 6 0. (2.8)

(3) if t1 + t2 > −min{d
p ,

d
p′ }, then

‖Ṙ(f, g)‖
Ḃ

t1+t2
p,r (ω)

6 C‖f‖
Ḃ

t1+
d
p

p,r

‖g‖
Ḃ

t2
p,∞(ω)

, (2.9)

‖Ṙ(f, g)‖
Ḃ

t1+t2
p,r (ω)

6 C‖f‖
Ḃ

t1+
d
p

p,∞

‖g‖
Ḃ

t2
p,r(ω)

.

(4) if s1 6
d
p , s2 6

d
p and s1 + s2 > dmax{0, 2p − 1}, then we have

‖fg‖
Ḃ

s1+s2−
d
p

p,1 (ω)
6 C‖f‖Ḃs1

p,1(ω)
‖g‖Ḃs2

p,1
+ C‖f‖Ḃs1

p,1
‖g‖Ḃs2

p,1(ω)
. (2.10)

(5) if s1 6
d
p , s2 6

d
p − δ0 and s1 + s2 > dmax{0, 2p − 1}, then we have

‖fg‖
Ḃ

s1+s2−
d
p

p,1 (ω)
6 C‖f‖Ḃs1

p,1
‖g‖Ḃs2

p,1(ω)
. (2.11)

Proof. (1) When t > 0, due to frequency interaction (2.3), (2.5), Lemma 2.2 and Defini-
tion 2.1, one can obtain

2m(s+t)ωm‖∆̇mTfg‖Lp .
∑

|j−m|64

ωm

ωj
2(m−j)(s+t)2jsωj‖∆̇jg‖Lp

∑

ℓ6j−2

2(j−ℓ)t2ℓt‖∆̇ℓf‖L∞

.
∑

|j−m|64

2js2(m−j)(s+t)ωj‖∆̇jg‖Lp

∑

ℓ6j−2

2(j−ℓ)t2ℓ(t+
d
p
)‖∆̇ℓf‖Lp

. ‖f‖
Ḃ

t+ d
p

p,∞

∑

|j−m|64

2(m−j)s2jsωj‖∆̇jg‖Lp .

Similarly, for t 6 0, we have

2m(s+t)ωm‖∆̇mTfg‖Lp . ‖f‖
Ḃ

t+ d
p

p,1

∑

|j−m|64

2(m−j)s2jsωj‖∆̇jg‖Lp .

Applying Young’s inequality for the above series ensures that

‖Ṫfg‖Ḃs+t
p,r (ω) 6 C‖f‖

Ḃ
t+d

p
p,∞

‖g‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

, t < 0

and
‖Ṫfg‖Ḃs+t

p,r (ω) 6 C‖f‖
Ḃ

t+ d
p

p,1

‖g‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

, t 6 0.

(2) When t+ δ0 < 0, by (2.3), (2.5) and the Hölder inequality, we observe that

2m(s+t)ωm‖∆mṪfg‖Lp .
∑

|j−m|64

2(m−j)(s+t)ωm

ωj
ωj2

jt‖Ṡj−1f‖L∞2js‖∆̇jg‖Lp ,
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from which, by the Young inequality and the Hölder inequality, we have

‖Ṫfg‖Ḃs+t
p,r (ω) . ‖g‖Ḃs

p,r
sup
j∈Z

{
∑

k6j−2

ωj

ωk
2(j−k)tωk2

kt‖∆̇kf‖L∞}

. ‖g‖Ḃs
p,r

sup
j∈Z

{
∑

k6j−2

2δ0(j−k)2(j−k)tωk2
k(t+ d

p
)‖∆̇kf‖Lp}

. ‖g‖Ḃs
p,r

‖f‖
Ḃ

t+ d
p

p,∞ (ω)

and

‖Ṫfg‖Ḃs+t
p,r (ω) . ‖g‖Ḃs

p,∞
‖{
∑

k6j−2

ωj

ωk
2(j−k)tωk2

kt‖∆̇kf‖L∞}j‖ℓr(Z)

. ‖g‖Ḃs
p,∞

‖{
∑

k6j−2

2δ0(j−k)2(j−k)tωk2
k(t+ d

p
)‖∆̇kf‖Lp}j‖ℓr(Z)

. ‖g‖Ḃs
p,∞

‖f‖
Ḃ

t+ d
p

p,r (ω)
.

Similarly, when t+ δ0 6 0, we get

‖Ṫfg‖Ḃs+t
p,r (ω) . ‖g‖Ḃs

p,r
sup
j∈Z

(
∑

k6j−2

2δ(j−k)2(j−k)tωk2
k(t+ d

p
)‖∆̇kf‖Lp)

. ‖g‖Ḃs
p,r

‖f‖
Ḃ

t+ d
p

p,1 (ω)
.

(3) Notice that 1 6 p1, p2 6∞, 1p = 1
p1

+ 1
p2

and

∆̇m(Ṙ(f, g)) =
∑

j>m−3

∆̇m(∆̇jf
˜̇∆jg),

by the Hölder inequality, it follows that

2m(s1+s2)ωm‖∆̇mṘ(f, g)‖Lp .
∑

m6j+3

2(m−j)(s1+s2) ωm

ωj+3

ωj+3

ωj
ωj2

js1‖∆̇jf‖Lp12js2‖
˙̃∆jg‖Lp2

.
∑

m6j+3

2(m−j)(s1+s2)ωj2
js1‖∆̇jf‖Lp12js2‖

˜̇∆jg‖Lp2 .

When s1 + s2 > 0, applying Young’s inequality for series yields

‖Ṙ(f, g)‖
Ḃ
s1+s2
p,r (ω)

. ‖g‖Ḃs2
p2,r

‖f‖Ḃs1
p1,∞

(ω)

∑

m63

2m(s1+s2) . ‖g‖Ḃs2
p2 ,r

‖f‖Ḃs1
p1,∞

(ω). (2.12)

When p > 2, noting that t1 + t2 +
d
p > 0 and using (2.12) and Lemma 2.2, we obtain

‖Ṙ(f, g)‖
Ḃ

t1+t2
p,r (ω)

. ‖Ṙ(f, g)‖
Ḃ

t1+t2+
d
p

p/2,r
(ω)
. C‖f‖

Ḃ
t1+

d
p

p,r

‖g‖
Ḃ

t2
p,∞(ω)

. (2.13)

For 1 6 p < 2, when t1 + t2 +
d
p′ > 0, by (2.12) and Lemma 2.2, one has

‖Ṙ(f, g)‖
Ḃ

t1+t2
p,r (ω)

. ‖Ṙ(f, g)‖
Ḃ

t1+t2+
d
p′

1,r (ω)

. ‖f‖
Ḃ

t1+
d
p′

p′,r

‖g‖
Ḃ

t2
p,∞(ω)

. ‖f‖
Ḃ

t1+
d
p

p,r

‖g‖
Ḃ

t2
p,∞(ω)

.
(2.14)



8 Z. GUO, M. YANG, AND Z. ZHANG

Thus by (2.13) and (2.14), when t1 + t2 > −min{d
p ,

d
p′ }, we can obtain

‖Ṙ(f, g)‖
Ḃ

t1+t2
p,r (ω)

. ‖f‖
Ḃ

t1+
d
p

p,r

‖g‖
Ḃ

t2
p,∞(ω)

.

Similarly, when t1 + t2 > −min{d
p ,

d
p′ }, we can obtain

‖Ṙ(f, g)‖
Ḃ

t1+t2
p,r (ω)

. ‖f‖
Ḃ

t1+
d
p

p,∞

‖g‖
Ḃ

t2
p,r(ω)

.

(4) By the results of (1), for s1 −
d
p 6 0, we have

‖Ṫfg‖
Ḃ

s1+s2−
d
p

p,1 (ω)
. ‖f‖Ḃs1

p,1
‖g‖Ḃs2

p,1(ω)
,

and for s2 −
d
p 6 0, one has

‖Ṫgf‖
Ḃ

s1+s2−
d
p

p,1 (ω)
. ‖f‖Ḃs1

p,1(ω)
‖g‖Ḃs2

p,1
.

When s1 + s2 > dmax{0, 2p − 1}, using the conclusions of (3), we have

‖Ṙ(f, g)‖
Ḃ

s1+s2−
d
p

p,1 (ω)
. ‖f‖Ḃs1

p,1(ω)
‖g‖Ḃs2

p,1
.

Therefore, by (2.2), we have the desired results.
(5) Similarly, by the results of (1) we have

‖Ṫfg‖
Ḃ

s1+s2−
d
p

p,1 (ω)
. ‖f‖Ḃs1

p,1
‖g‖Ḃs2

p,1(ω)

for s1 −
d
p 6 0. When s2 −

d
p 6 −δ0, according to (2), one may write

‖Ṫgf‖
Ḃ

s1+s2−
d
p

p,1 (ω)
. ‖f‖Ḃs1

p,1
‖g‖Ḃs2

p,1(ω)
.

For s1 + s2 > dmax{0, 2p − 1}, Using the result of (3), one has

‖Ṙ(f, g)‖
Ḃ

s1+s2−
d
p

p,1 (ω)
. ‖f‖Ḃs1

p,1
‖g‖Ḃs2

p,1(ω)
.

At last, by (2.2), we have the desired results. �

Remark 2.1. From (4) of Lemma 2.3, for some constant C > 0, whenever 1 6 p < ∞ we
deduce that

‖fg‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1(ω)

6 C‖f‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

‖g‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1(ω)

+ C‖f‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1(ω)

‖g‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

. (2.15)

From (5) of Lemma 2.3, when d > 2, 1 6 p < 2d, 0 < δ0 6 1, there exists some constant
C > 0 such that

‖fg‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 (ω)
6 C‖f‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

‖g‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 (ω)
. (2.16)

We consider the following transport system:
{

∂ta+ v · ∇a+ λa = f,

a(0) = a0,
(2.17)

where a0 = a0(x) represents the initial data, f = f(t, x) is the source term, λ > 0 is the
damping coefficient, and v = v(t, x) is the time-dependent transport field. We will provide
estimates in Besov spaces for the transport equation with a frequency envelope version.
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Lemma 2.4. Let 1 6 p, r 6∞ and

−dmin(
1

p
, 1−

1

p
) < s < 1 +

d

p
− δ0.

Assume that ω ∈ AF (δ0), a0 ∈ Ḃs
p,r(ω) and f ∈ L̃1

t (Ḃ
s
p,r(ω)), then there exists a constant

C > 0 such that for any smooth solution a of (2.17) and t > 0 we have

‖a‖L̃∞

t (Ḃs
p,r(ω))

+ λ‖a‖L̃1
t (Ḃ

s
p,r(ω))

6 CeCV (t)(‖a0‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

+ ‖f‖L̃1
t (Ḃ

s
p,r(ω))

)

with

V (t) =

∫ t

0
‖∇v(τ)‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,∞∩L∞

dτ.

Proof. Applying the frequency localization operator ∆̇j to the transport equation (2.17), one
can find

∂t∆̇ja+ v · ∇∆̇ja+ λ∆̇ja = ∆̇jf + [v · ∇, ∆̇j]a.

We first claim that the commutator satisfies

2jsωj‖[v · ∇, ∆̇j]a‖Lp . cj(t)‖∇v(t)‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,∞∩L∞

‖a(t)‖Ḃs
p,r(ω) (2.18)

with ‖cj(t)‖ℓr = 1. Indeed, using Bony’s decomposition, we infer that

[v · ∇, ∆̇j ]a = [Ṫvk , ∆̇j]∂ka+ (T∂k∆̇ja
vk + Ṙ(∂k∆̇ja, v

k))− ∆̇jṪ∂kav
k − ∆̇jṘ(∂ka, v

k).

(2.19)
Due to the spectral localization properties of the Littlewood-Paley decomposition, we first
observe that

[Ṫvk , ∆̇j ]∂ka =
∑

|j−j′|64

[Ṡj′−1v
k, ∆̇j ]∂k∆̇ja,

from which, using commutator estimates of Lemma 2.97 in [1], page 110, one can obtain

2jsωj‖[Ṫvk , ∆̇j ]∂ka‖Lp .
∑

|j−j′|64

2jsωj2
−j‖Ṡj′−1∇v‖L∞‖∂k∆̇j′a‖Lp

. ‖∇v‖L∞

∑

|j−j′|64

2(j−j′)s2−j+j′ ωj

ωj′
2j

′sωj′‖∆̇j′a‖Lp

. cj(t)‖a‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

‖∇v‖L∞ .

(2.20)

By (2) of Lemma 2.3, when s− 1− d
p < −δ0, we have

2jsωj‖∆̇j Ṫ∂kav
k‖Lp = cj(t)‖Ṫ∂kav

k‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

. cj(t)‖∇a‖Ḃs−1
p,r (ω)‖v‖

Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,∞

. cj(t)‖a‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

‖∇v‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,∞

.
(2.21)

From (3) of Lemma 2.3 , for s > −min{d
p ,

d
p′ }, we get

2jsωj‖∆̇jṘ(∂ka, v
k)‖Lp = cj(t)‖Ṙ(∂ka, v

k)‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

. cj(t)‖∇a‖Ḃs−1
p,r (ω)‖v‖

Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,∞

. cj(t)‖a‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

‖∇v‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,∞

.
(2.22)

Notice that

T∂k∆̇ja
vk + Ṙ(∂k∆̇ja, v

k) =
∑

j6j′+2

Sj′+2∂k∆̇ja∆̇j′v
k.
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We get by Lemma 2.2 that

2jsωj‖T∂k∆̇ja
vk + Ṙ(∂k∆̇ja, v

k)‖Lp = 2jsωj

∑

j6j′+2

‖Sj′+2∂k∆̇ja‖Lp‖∆̇j′v
k‖L∞

. 2jsωj

∑

j6j′+2

2j−j′‖∆̇ja‖Lp‖∇vk‖L∞

. 2jsωj‖∆̇ja‖Lp‖∇v‖L∞ . cj(t)‖a‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

‖∇v‖L∞ .

(2.23)

Combining (2.19)-(2.23), we can obtain (2.18). Applying classical Lp estimates [8, Proposi-
tion 2.1] for the transport equation implies

‖∆̇ja(t)‖Lp + λ2jsωj‖∆̇ja‖L1
t (L

p) 6 ‖∆̇ja0‖Lp

+

∫ t

0
(‖∆̇jf‖Lp +

‖div v‖L∞

p
‖∆̇ja‖Lp + ‖[v · ∇, ∆̇j]a‖Lp)dτ.

(2.24)

Multiplying the above terms by 2jsωj and using (2.18), taking the ℓr norm in (2.24) imply

‖a‖L̃∞

t Ḃs
p,r(ω)

+ λ‖a‖L̃1
t Ḃ

s
p,r(ω)

. ‖a0‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

+ ‖f‖L̃1
t Ḃ

s
p,r(ω)

+

∫ t

0
V ′(τ)‖a(τ)‖Ḃs

p,r(ω)
dτ.

(2.25)
Then applying Gronwall’s lemma gives the desired inequality for a. �

Lemma 2.5. Let F : R → R be smooth with F (0) = 0. For all 1 6 p, r 6 ∞ and s > 0,

ω ∈ AF (δ0), we have F (f) ∈ Ḃs
p,r(ω) for all f ∈ Ḃs

p,r(ω) ∩ L
∞, and

‖F (f)‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

6 C‖f‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

,

with C depending only on ‖f‖L∞ , F , s, p, r, d and δ0.

Proof. Since lim
j→∞

‖Ṡju−u‖Lp = 0 and F (0) = 0. From the mean value theorem, we introduce

the telescopic series

F (f) =
∑

j

(F (Ṡj+1f)− F (Ṡjf)) :=
∑

j

mj∆̇jf, (2.26)

with mj =
∫ 1
0 F

′(Ṡjf + θ∆̇jf)dθ. Let Fj := mj∆̇jf . For γ ∈ Nd, using the arguments of

Lemma 2.63 in [1], page 95, one can obtain ‖Dγmj‖L∞ 6 C(γ, F, ‖f‖L∞)2j|γ|, from which
and (2.26), it follows that

‖∆̇jF (f)‖Lp .
∑

j′6j

‖∆̇jFj′‖Lp +
∑

j′>j

‖∆̇jFj′‖Lp

.
∑

j′6j

2−j|α|‖∆̇jD
αFj′‖Lp +

∑

j′>j

‖∆̇jFj′‖Lp

.
∑

j′6j

2−j|α|
∑

β6α

‖Dα−βmj‖L∞‖Dβ∆̇jf‖Lp +
∑

j′>j

‖∆̇j′f‖Lp‖mj′‖L∞

.
∑

j′6j

2(j
′−j)|α|‖∆̇j′f‖Lp +

∑

j′>j

‖∆̇j′f‖Lp ,

with α ∈ Nd to be determined later. Multiplying the above term by 2jsωj implies

2jsωj‖∆̇jF (f)‖Lp

.
∑

j′6j

2(j
′−j)(|α|−s) ωj

ωj′
ωj′2

j′s‖∆̇j′u‖Lp +
∑

j′>j

2(j−j′)s ωj

ωj′
ωj′2

j′s‖∆̇j′f‖Lp

.
∑

j′6j

2(j
′−j)(|α|−s−δ0)ωj′2

j′s‖∆̇j′u‖Lp +
∑

j′>j

2(j−j′)sωj′2
j′s‖∆̇j′f‖Lp ,

(2.27)
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if we take |α| > 0 large enough such that |α| > s + δ0 with s > 0, summing up over j for
(2.27), from Young’s inequality, we have

‖F (f)‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

6 C‖f‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

.

We thus finish the proof of Lemma 2.5. �

We prove a frequency envelope version of maximal regularity for the following heat equa-
tions:

{

∂tu− µ∆u = f,

u(0, x) = u0(x).
(2.28)

The external source term f = f(t, x) and the initial data u0 = u0(x) are given.

Lemma 2.6. Let T > 0, s ∈ R and 1 6 ρ1, ρ, p, r 6 ∞. Assume that ω ∈ AF (δ0), u0 ∈

Ḃs
p,r(ω) and f ∈ L̃ρ

T (Ḃ
s−2+ 2

ρ
p,r (ω)).Then (2.28) has a uniqueness solution u in L̃1

T (Ḃ
s+2
p,r (ω))∩

L̃∞
T (Ḃs

p,r(ω)) and there exists a constant C depending only on d such that for all ρ1 ∈ [ρ,+∞],
we have

µ1/ρ1‖u‖
L̃
ρ1
T (Ḃ

s+ 2
ρ1

p,r (ω))
6 C(‖u0‖Ḃs

p,r(ω)
+ µ1/ρ−1‖f‖

L̃ρ
T (Ḃ

s−2+ 2
ρ

p,r (ω))
).

Proof. The solution u of (2.28) can be written as

u(t) = eµt∆u0 +

∫ t

0
eµ(t−τ)∆f(τ)dτ,

from which and Lemma 2.4 in [1], page 54, we have for some κ > 0,

‖∆̇qu(t)‖Lp . e−κµ22qt‖∆̇qu0‖Lp +

∫ t

0
eµκ2

2q(t−τ)∆‖∆̇qf(τ)‖Lpdτ. (2.29)

Taking Lρ1 norm for (2.29) with respect to t gives

‖∆̇qu(t)‖Lρ1
T (Lp) . (

1− e−κµTρ122q

κµρ122q
)

1
ρ1 ‖∆̇qu0‖Lp + (

1− e−κµTρ222q

κµρ222q
)

1
ρ2 ‖∆̇qf(τ)‖Lρ

T (Lp)

with 1
ρ2

= 1+ 1
ρ1

− 1
ρ . Multiplying the above terms by 2

q(s+ 2
ρ1

)
ωq and taking the ℓr(Z) norm,

we conclude that

‖u‖
L̃
ρ1
T (Ḃ

s+2/ρ1
p,r (ω))

.





∑

q∈Z

(

1− e−κµTρ122q

κµρ1

)
r
ρ1

2qsrωr
q‖∆̇qu0‖

r
Lp





1
r

+





∑

q∈Z

(

1− e−κµTρ222q

κµρ2

)
r
ρ2

2
q(s−2+ 2

ρ
)r
ωr
q‖∆̇qf(τ)‖

r
Lρ
T (Lp)





1
r

. µ
− 1

ρ1 ‖u0‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

+ µ
1
ρ
−1− 1

ρ1 ‖f‖
L̃ρ
T (Ḃ

s−2+ 2
ρ

p,r (ω))
,

which ensures that u ∈ L̃1
T (Ḃ

s+2
p,r (ω)) ∩ L̃∞

T (Ḃs
p,r(ω)) and yields the desired inequality. �

As an application of Lemma 2.7, we get similar estimates for the following Lamé system
{

∂tu− µ∆u− (λ+ µ)∇div u = f,

u(0, x) = u0(x).
(2.30)

Corollary 2.7. Let T > 0, ω ∈ AF (δ0), s ∈ R, 1 6 p 6 ∞, µ > 0 and λ + 2µ > 0.

Assume that u0 ∈ Ḃs
p,1(ω) and f ∈ L̃1

T (Ḃ
s
p,1(ω)). Then (2.30) has a unique solution u in

L̃1
T (Ḃ

s+2
p,1 (ω)) ∩ L̃∞

T (Ḃs
p,1(ω)) and there exists a constant C depending only on d such that

‖u‖L̃∞

T (Ḃs
p,1(ω))

+min{µ, 2µ + λ}‖u‖L̃1
T (Ḃs+2

p,1 (ω)) 6 C(‖u0‖Ḃs
p,1(ω)

+ ‖f‖L̃1
T (Ḃs

p,1(ω))
).
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Proof. Let P := I −∇(−∆)−1div and Q := ∇(−∆)−1div be the orthogonal projectors over
divergence-free and potential vector fields. Applying P and Q to (2.30) gives

∂tPu− µ∆Pu = Pf, ∂tQu− (2µ + λ)∆Pu = Qf. (2.31)

Using Lemma 2.7 for (2.31) yields that

‖Pu‖L̃∞

T (Ḃs
p,1(ω))

+ µ‖Pu‖L̃1
T (Ḃs+2

p,1 (ω)) 6 C(‖Pu0‖Ḃs
p,r(ω)

+ ‖Pf‖L̃1
T (Ḃs

p,1(ω))
)

and

‖Qu‖L̃∞

T (Ḃs
p,1(ω))

+ (2µ + λ)‖Qu‖L̃1
T (Ḃs+2

p,1 (ω)) 6 C(‖Qu0‖Ḃs
p,1(ω)

+ ‖Qf‖L̃1
T (Ḃs

p,1(ω))
).

As P and Q are 0 order multiplies, we conclude the desired result. �

Remark 2.2. In particular, when δ0 = 0 and ωi = 1 for all i ∈ Z, all the conclusions of
Remark 2.1, Lemma 2.3, Lemma 2.4, Lemma 2.5, corollary 2.7 also hold true. From (5) of
Lemma 2.3, when d > 2, 1 6 p < d, there exists some constant C > 0 such that

‖fg‖
Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1

6 C‖f‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

‖g‖
Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1

, ‖fg‖
Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1

6 C‖f‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

‖g‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

.

3. Frequency envelope method: 1 6 p < 2d

In this section, we shall prove Theorem 1.2. We fix 1 6 p < 2d throughout this section.
The local existence and uniqueness results have been established in [12, 13]. The main task
is to show the continuity of the solution map.

We first recall the existence and uniqueness results obtained in [12, 13]. Suppose that the

initial data (a0, u0) ∈ Ḃ
d
p

p,1 × Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 and for a sufficiently small constant c, ‖a0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

6 c.

Then there exists some time T satisfying
∑

j∈Z

(1− e−C022jT )2j(−1+ d
p
)‖∆̇ju0‖Lp 6

c

1 + ‖u0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

,

such that the system (1.2) admits a unique solution (a, u) ∈ Zp(T ). Moreover, (a, u) satisfies

‖a‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)
. c, ‖u‖

L1
T (B

1+ d
p

p,1 )
. log(1 + c), ‖u‖Ep(T ) . ‖u0‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ T,

where

Ep(T ) := C([0, T ]; Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 ) ∩ L1([0, T ]; Ḃ
1+ d

p

p,1 ).

Then we conclude that for a fixed (a0, u0), we can find a neighborhood U and a common
time T (U) within which the constructed solution has uniform estimates. That is, there exists
a η > 0 and a uniform time and uniform bounds C1, C2, C3, such that for any (ã0, ũ0) with

‖(ã0, ũ0)− (a0, u0)‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1×Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

6 η, the solution (ã, ũ) ∈ C([0, T ]; ·B
−1+ d

p

p,1 )×Ep(T ) exists, is

unique and belongs to Euni, where

Euni := {(f, g) : ‖f‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)
6 C1c, ‖g‖

L1
T (B

1+ d
p

p,1 )
6 C2 log(1 + c), ‖g‖Ep(T ) 6 C3}. (3.1)

Now we assume a sequence (an0 , u
n
0 ) converges to (a0, u0) in Ḃ

d
p

p,1 × Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 . We claim that

there exists a sequence {ωi} of positive numbers which satisfies

0 < ωi 6 ωi+1 6 2
1
2ωi, lim

i→+∞
ωi = +∞, (3.2)

here we take δ0 = 1
2 in Definition 2.1, such that

sup
n

(

‖an0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1(ω)

+ ‖un0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 (ω)

)

<∞. (3.3)
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This can be done by following the same lines as that of Lemma 4.1 in [19]. For the convenience
of the readers, we give a sketch of the proof here. Define

An
i := 2j

d
p ‖∆ja

n
0‖Lp + 2j(−1+ d

p
)‖∆ju

n
0‖Lp .

Since (an0 , u
n
0 ) converges to (a∞0 , u

∞
0 ) := (a0, u0) as n → ∞ in Ḃ

d
p

p,1 × Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 , which implies

that (An
i )|i∈Z → (A∞

i )|i∈Z in l1(Z). Then for all k ∈ N, there exist a strictly monotone Nk

such that sup
n

+∞
∑

i=Nk

An
i < 2−k. If i < N1, we set ωi = 1, whereas if i > N1, there exists a

unique k ∈ N such that Nk 6 i < Nk+1, we set ωi = 2
k
2 . Then we can obtain that

+∞
∑

i=−∞

wiA
n
i =

N1−1
∑

i=−∞

An
i +

+∞
∑

k=1

Nk+1
∑

Nk

2
k
2An

i 6

+∞
∑

i=−∞

An
i +

+∞
∑

k=1

2
k
2 2−k,

which thus implies that the uniform estimate (3.3) holds true.
The main task is to show (an, un) converges to (a, u) in Zp(T ). We will prove this by three

steps.
Step 1. Uniform small tails estimate on frequency: ∀ε > 0, there exists N > 0 such that

‖(P>Na
n, P>Nu

n))‖Zp(T ) 6 ε, ∀n. (3.4)

We will prove this using the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Assume ω ∈ AF (δ0). Let (a, u) be a solution of (1.2) and 0 6 t 6 T .

Assume that ‖a‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)
6 c0 for some sufficiently small c0 and (a0, u0) ∈ Ḃ

d
p

p,1(ω)× Ḃ
d
p

p,1(ω).

Then there holds

‖a‖
L̃∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1(ω))

+ ‖u‖
L̃∞

T (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 (ω))

+ ‖u‖
L1
T (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 (ω))

6C exp
{

C

∫ T

0
(1 + ‖u‖

Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1

)dt
}

(‖a0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1(ω)

+ ‖u0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 (ω))
).

Let’s first assume the above proposition holds true. Applying Proposition 3.1 to the
sequence (an, un) and ω defined in (3.2), by the uniform bounds (an, un) ∈ Euni and (3.3)
we can get an improved a-priori estimate: there exists a uniform C4, such that

‖an‖
L̃∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1(ω))

+ ‖un‖
L̃∞

T (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 (ω))

+ ‖un‖
L1
T (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 (ω))
6 C4, ∀n.

∀ ε > 0, since lim
i→+∞

ωi = +∞, there exists a number N > 0 such that ωN >
C4
ε . Then using

the monotone property wi 6 wi+1 for i ∈ Z, we have

‖an‖p>N

L̃∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+ ‖un‖p>N

L̃∞

T (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 )

+ ‖un‖p>N

L1
T (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )

6
1

ωN
(‖an‖p>N

L̃∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1(ω))

+ ‖un‖p>N

L̃∞

T (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 (ω))

+ ‖un‖p>N

L1
T (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 (ω))

) 6
C4

ωN
6 ε, ∀n.

(3.5)

Hence taking advantage of embbedding (2.6) for q = ∞, from (3.5), we obtain the desired
result (3.4).

Proof of Proposition 3.1. We use the term (4) of Lemma 2.3 and Remark 2.1 to obtain that

‖(1 + a)div u‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1(ω)

. (1 + ‖a‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

)‖div u‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1(ω)

+ ‖a‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1(ω)

‖div u‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

.
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From the estimate (2.25) in Lemma 2.4 with s = d
p , we deduce that

‖a‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
p
p,1(ω))

6 ‖a0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1(ω)

+ C

∫ t

0
[(1 + ‖a‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

)‖u‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 (ω)
+ ‖u‖

Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1

‖a‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1(ω)

]dτ.

(3.6)

We apply the term (5) of Lemma 2.3 and Remark 2.1 to get that

‖u · ∇u‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 (ω)
. ‖∇u‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

‖u‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 (ω)
,

‖I(a)A(u)‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 (ω)
. ‖I(a)‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

‖Au‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 (ω)
.

Then by virtue of Lemma 2.5, we have

‖I(a)A(u)‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 (ω)
. ‖a‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

‖u‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 (ω)
, ‖∇G(a)‖

Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 (ω)

. ‖a‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1(ω)

.

Together with taking s = −1 + d
p in corollary 2.7, we get

‖u‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 (ω))

+ ‖u‖
L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 (ω))
6 C‖u0‖

Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 (ω)

+ C

∫ t

0
(‖u‖

Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1

‖u‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 (ω)
+ ‖a‖

B
d
p
p,1

‖u‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 (ω)
+ ‖a‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1(ω)

)dτ. (3.7)

Recall that ‖a‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)
6 c0. Hence, if c0 are sufficiently small such that Cc0 6

1
2 , then

C

∫ t

0
‖a‖

B
d
p
p,1

‖u‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 (ω)
dτ,

which is the second term on the second line of (3.7), can be absorbed by ‖u‖
L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 (ω))
,

which is the left-hand side of (3.7). Next, choosing a small enough positive number σ, we
consider σ × (3.6) + (3.7), then

‖a‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
p
p,1(ω))

+ ‖u‖
L̃∞

t (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 (ω))

+ ‖u‖
L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 (ω))
6 C(‖a0‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1(ω)

+ ‖u0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 (ω)
)

+C

∫ t

0
(1 + ‖u‖

Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1

)(‖a‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1(ω)

+ ‖u‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 (ω)
)dτ.

Applying the Gronwall inequality completes the proof of Proposition 3.1. �

Step 2. A difference estimate of velocity field.
The high-frequency component has been handled in Step 1. Next, we will need a difference

estimate to handle the low-frequency component. A new difference estimate of velocity field
in the following, which play a special role in dealing with the low-frequency component. We
need to prove

‖un − u‖L1
T (L∞) 6 C‖(an0 − a0, u

n
0 − u0)‖Xp , (3.8)

here C may depend on T . This will be proved using the Lagrangian approach in [12]. In
fact, let Xn be the flow of un and X be the flow of u defined as

Xn(t, y) = y +

∫ t

0
un(τ,Xn(τ, y))dτ,

X(t, y) = y +

∫ t

0
u(τ,X(τ, y))dτ.

For all t ∈ [0, T ], the maps Xn(t, ·) and X(t, ·) are both C1-diffeomorphism over Rd. Denote

ān = an(t,Xn(t, y)), ūn = un(t,Xn(t, y)),
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ā = a(t,X(t, y)), ū = u(t,X(t, y)).

According to Proposition 3.7 in [12], (ān, ūn) belongs to C([0, T ]; Ḃ
d
p

p,1)×Ep(T ), and satisfies

the Lagrangian coordinate version of the system (1.2), one can see [12], page 757. Then by
Theorem 2.2 in [12], we know the fact that the flow map of this Lagrangian version system

is Lipschitz continuous from Ḃ
d
p

p,1 × Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 to C([0, T ]; Ḃ
d
p

p,1)× Ep(T ), namely

‖(ān − ā, ūn − ū)‖Zp(T ) 6 C‖(an0 − a0, u
n
0 − u0)‖Xp . (3.9)

Next, using (3.9), the interpolation inequality and the embedding Ḃ
d
p

p,1 →֒ L∞, we have

‖ūn − ū‖L1
T (L∞) . T

1
2 ‖ūn − ū‖

L2
T (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)
.T

1
2 ‖ūn − ū‖

1
2

L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

‖ūn − ū‖
1
2

L1
T (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )

.T
1
2 ‖(an0 − a0, u

n
0 − u0)‖Xp .

(3.10)

By the definitions of Xn, X and the uniform bounds (an, un) ∈ Euni, it can be checked that

‖un(X(t, y)) − un(Xn(t, y))‖L1
T (L∞) .‖∇u

n‖
L1
T (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)

‖Xn(t, y)−X(t, y)‖L∞

T (L∞)

.‖ūn − ū‖L1
T (L∞).

(3.11)

Going back to the Eulerian coordinate, by (3.11) and (3.10) we easily infer

‖un(y)− u(y)‖L1
T (L∞) =‖un(X(t, y)) − u(X(t, y))‖L1

T (L∞)

6‖un(X(t, y)) − un(Xn(t, y))‖L1
T (L∞) + ‖ūn − ū‖L1

T (L∞)

.‖ūn − ū‖L1
T (L∞).‖(a

n
0 − a0, u

n
0 − u0)‖Xp ,

from which, we conclude (3.8).
Step 3. Low frequency difference estimates

Proposition 3.2. Let (a1, u1) and (a2, u2) be two solutions of the system (1.2) and m0 ∈ Z.
Assume that ‖ai‖

L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)
6 σ0 for i = 1, 2 with some sufficiently small σ0 and T > 0. Then

the low frequency part of the difference (δa, δu) = (a2 − a1, u2 − u1) satisfies

‖δa‖
P6m0

L̃∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+‖δu‖
P6m0

L̃∞

T (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 )

+ ‖δu‖
P6m0

L1
T (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )

6 C exp

{
∫ t

0
α(τ)dτ

}

(

‖δa0‖
P6m0

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ ‖δu0‖
P6m0

Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1

+ 2m0‖δu‖L1
T (L∞)‖a1‖

L∞

t (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+ ‖δu‖
P>m0

L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )

+

∫ T

0
α(τ)dτ

(

‖δa‖
P>m0

L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+ ‖δu‖
P>m0

L∞

T (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 )

)

)

with α(τ) = 1 + ‖u1(τ)‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖u2(τ)‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖u1(τ)‖
2

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ ‖u2(τ)‖
2

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

.

Proof. The difference (δa, δu) reads






∂tδa+ u2 · ∇δa = I1 + I2 + I3,
∂tδa−Aδu = J1 + J2 + J3 + J4 + J5,
δa|t=0 = a20 − a10, δu|t=0 = u20 − u10,

(3.12)

with I1 = −δu · ∇a1, I2 = −(1+ a2)div δu, I3 = −δadiv u1, J1 = −δu · ∇u2, J2 = −u1 ·∇δu,
J3 = −(I(a2)− I(a1))Au2, J4 = −I(a1)Aδu and J5 = −∇(G(a2)−G(a1)). Using the Bony
decomposition, we write

I1 = −Ṫδu∇a1 − Ṫ∇a1δu− Ṙ(δu,∇a1) := I11 + I12 + I13.
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For 0 6 t 6 T , applying the operator ∆̇j to the first equation of (3.12), taking the Lp

estimates, proceeding similar proof of Lemma 2.4, we end up with

‖∆̇jδa(t)‖Lp 6‖∆jδa0‖Lp +

∫ t

0
‖∆̇jI11‖Lpdτ

+

∫ t

0

(

‖∆̇j

3
∑

i=2

(I1i + Ii)‖Lp +
‖div u2‖L∞

p
‖∆̇jδa‖Lp + ‖Rj‖Lp

)

dτ, (3.13)

where Rj = [u2 ·∇, ∆̇j]δa. Multiplying the above inequality by 2j
d
p , summing up over −∞ <

j 6 m0. Note that summing up over −∞ < j 6 m0 for the second line of (3.13) can be
controlled by summing up over −∞ < j < +∞. Therefore, we conclude that

‖δa‖
P6m0

L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

6‖δa0‖
P6m0

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+

∫ t

0
‖I11‖

P6m0

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

dτ

+

∫ t

0
(‖

3
∑

i=2

(I1i + Ii)‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ ‖∇u2‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

‖δa‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

)dτ, (3.14)

where we have used the following fact
∑

j∈Z
2
j d
p ‖Rj‖Lp . ‖∇u2‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

‖δa‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

(see (2.18) with

s = d
p , r = 1, wj = 1 for all j ∈ Z). Similarly, for δu, applying the operator ∆̇j to the second

equation of (3.12), using the same arguments for Lemma 2.7, we have

‖δu‖
P6m0

L̃∞

t (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 )

+ ‖δu‖
P6m0

L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )

6 C‖δu0‖
P6m0

Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1

+ C

∫ t

0

5
∑

k=1

‖Jk‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

dτ. (3.15)

Using Lemma 2.3, Remark 2.1 and Remark 2.2, we know that the product of two functions

maps Ḃ
d
p

p,1 × Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 in Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 for 1 6 p < 2d, and Ḃ
d
p

p,1 is a Banach space, which are used
frequently in the following. First, for I11, we have

σ‖I11‖
P6m0

L1
t (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)

6 σ2m0‖I11‖
L1
t (Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 )
6 Cσ2m0‖δu‖L1

t (L
∞)‖∇a1‖

L∞

t (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 )

.

Notice that ‖ai‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)
6 σ0, i = 1, 2. If σ0 is sufficiently small, then we have

C‖J4‖
L1
t (Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 )
6 C‖I(a1)‖

L∞

t (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

‖A δu‖
L1
t (Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 )
6

1

4
‖δu‖

L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )
.

If σ is sufficiently small, by [13, Proposition 2.3] and Remark 2.2 we discover that

σ‖I12, I13, I2‖
L1
t (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)

6Cσ‖∇a1‖L∞

t (Ḃ−1
∞,∞)‖δu‖

L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )
+ σ(1 + ‖a2‖

L∞

t (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

)‖div δu‖
L1
t (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)

6Cσ(1 + ‖a1‖
L∞

t (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+ ‖a2‖
L∞

t (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

)‖δu‖
L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )
6

1

4
‖δu‖

L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )
.

Next, using the interpolation inequality and the Hölder inequality, we have

C‖J1, J2‖
L1
t (Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 )
6C

∫ t

0
(‖δu‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

‖∇u2‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖u1‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

‖∇δu‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

)dτ

6C

∫ t

0
(‖u1‖

2

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ ‖u2‖
2

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

)‖δu‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

dτ +
1

4
‖δu‖

L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )
.

Finally, the direct calculation gives

σ‖I3‖
L1
t (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)

+ C‖J3, J5‖
L1
t (Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 )
6 C‖δa‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

(1 + ‖u1‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖u2‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

).
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Keep in mind that

‖δu‖
L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )
= ‖δu‖

P6m0

L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )

+ ‖δu‖
P>m0

L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )

.

We observe that 3
4‖δu‖

P6m0

L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )

can be absorbed by the left hand-side of (3.15). Plugging

all the above inequalities into the inequality σ × (3.14) + (3.15) for σ > 0 small enough, we
conclude that

‖δa‖
P6m0

L̃∞

t (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+‖δu‖
P6m0

L̃∞

t (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 )

+ ‖δu‖
P6m0

L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )

6C
(

‖δa0‖
P6m0

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ ‖δu0‖
P6m0

Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1

+ 2m0‖δu‖L1
t (L

∞)‖a1‖
L∞

t (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+ ‖δu‖
P>m0

L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )

+

∫ t

0
α(τ)(‖δa‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ ‖δu‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

)dτ
)

with α(τ) = 1 + ‖u1(τ)‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖u2(τ)‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖u1(τ)‖
2

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ ‖u2(τ)‖
2

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

. Again we divide

‖δa‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

and ‖δu‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

for above term into the following parts:

‖δa‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

= ‖δa‖
P6m0

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ ‖δa‖
P>m0

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

, ‖δu‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

= ‖δu‖
P6m0

Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1

+ ‖δu‖
P>m0

Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1

.

Then applying the Gronwall inequality for 0 6 t 6 T completes the proof of Proposition
3.2. �

We are ready to prove that (an, un) converges to (a, u) in Zp(T ). For any ε > 0, by Step
1, there exists a K > 0 such that

‖(an − a, un − u)‖P>K
Zp(T ) . ε, ∀n. (3.16)

Fixing K, by Proposition 3.2 in Step 3, we have

‖(an − a, un − u)‖P6KZp(T ) . ‖(an0 − a0, u
n
0 − u0)‖Xp + 2K‖un − u‖L1

T (L∞) + ε,

from which, by (3.8) in Step 2, we get

‖(an − a, un − u)‖P6KZp(T ) . (2K + 1)‖(an0 − a0, u
n
0 − u0)‖Xp + ε. (3.17)

By virtue of the convergence of the initial data, there exits a positive number N1, if n > N1,
then

‖an0 − a0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ ‖un0 − u0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

.
ε

2K + 1
. (3.18)

Combining (3.17) and (3.18) yields that there exists M = M(K,N1, ε) > 0 such that if
n > M , then

‖(an − a, un − u)‖P6KZp(T ) . ε. (3.19)

Therefore taking advantage of (3.16) and (3.19), we end up with

‖(an − a, un − u)‖Zp(T ) . ε, ∀n > M.

This implies (an, un) converges to (a, u) in Zp(T ).
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Appendix A. Bona-Smith method: 1 6 p < d

In the appendix, we prove the continuity of solution map to the compressible Navier-Stokes

equations (1.2) in the critical Besov space Ḃ
d
p

p,1 × Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 for 1 6 p < d, using Bona-Smith

argument [2]. This is to illustrate the main difficulties we encountered and the advantage of
using the frequency envelope method.

Theorem A.1. Let 1 6 p < d, d > 3, (a0, u0) ∈ Xp with ‖a0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

6 c for a small enough

constant c > 0. Then there exists a neighbourhood U of (a0, u0) in Xp and T = T (U) > 0,
such that for any data (ã0, ũ0) ∈ U , the Cauchy problem (1.2) has a unique solution

(ã, ũ) := ST (ã0, ũ0) ∈ C([0, T ]; Ḃ
d
p

p,1)× (C([0, T ]; Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 ) ∩ L1([0, T ]; Ḃ
1+ d

p

p,1 )).

Moreover, the solution map ST is continuous from U to C([0, T ];Xp). Precisely, for any ε >

0, there exists δ̃0 > 0 such that for any (ã0, ũ0) ∈ U with ‖a0− ã0‖
B

d
p
p,1

+‖u0− ũ0‖
B

−1+ d
p

p,1

6 δ̃0,

then ‖ST (a0, u0)− ST (ã0, ũ0)‖Zp(T ) 6 ε.

Remark A.1. We remark that using Bona-Smith argument [2], we may obtain the solution
map ST is continuous in some hybrid-Besov spaces for any T > 0. The reader may refer to
[4, 6, 17, 13] for the global existence and uniqueness. Precisely, let k0 ∈ Z, s ∈ R, zℓ = Ṡk0+1z
and zh = z − zℓ. We endow those spaces with the norms:

‖(a, u)‖Yp := ‖(a, u)ℓ‖
L̃∞

T (Ḃ
−1+ d

2
2,1 )

+ ‖(a, u)ℓ‖
L̃1
T (Ḃ

1+ d
2

2,1 )

+ ‖ah‖
L̃∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+ ‖ah‖
L̃1
T (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)

+ ‖uh‖
L̃∞

T (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 )

+ ‖uh‖
L̃1
T (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )

and
‖(a0, u0)‖Y 0

p
:= ‖(a0, u0)

ℓ‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
2

2,1

+ ‖ah0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ ‖uh0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

.

Let d > 3, 2 6 p 6 min{4, 2d
d−2}, p < d, (ũ0, ã0) ∈ Xp with besides (ãℓ0, ũ

ℓ
0) ∈ Ḃ

−1+ d
2

2,1 satisfy

‖(ã0, ũ0)‖Y 0
p
6 c for a small constant c > 0 and some k0 ∈ Z. There exists a neighbourhood

U of (ã0, ũ0) in Y 0
p , such that for any data (a0, u0) ∈ U , the Cauchy problem (1.2) has a

unique solution (a, u) := ST (a0, u0) ∈ Yp for any T > 0. Moreover, the solution map ST is
continuous from U to Yp for any T > 0.

We first give some difference estimates to the compressible Navier-Stokes equations (1.2).

Proposition A.2. Let d > 3, 1 6 p < d, and let (ai, ui) ∈ C([0, T ]; Ḃ
d
p

p,1)×
(

C([0, T ]; Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 )∩

L1([0, T ]; Ḃ
1+ d

p

p,1 )
)

be two solutions of the system (1.2) with the initial data (a0i, u0i) ∈

Ḃ
d
p

p,1 × Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 , i = 1, 2. Assume that ‖a1‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)
6 c0 for some sufficient small c0.

(1) If a1 ∈ L2
T (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 ), then for the difference (δa, δu) = (a2 − a1, u2 − u1), we have

‖δa‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+ ‖δu‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 )

+ ‖δu‖
L1
T (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )

6C exp
{

C

∫ T

0
‖a1(τ)‖

2

Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1

dτ
}

(‖δa0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ ‖δu0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

).
(A.1)

(2) If a1 ∈ L∞
T (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 ), and in addition, (δa0, δu0) ∈ Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 × Ḃ
−2+ d

p

p,1 , then we obtain

‖δa‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+ ‖δu‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 )

+ ‖δu‖
L1
T (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )

6C(‖δa0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ ‖δu0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖a1‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1 )

(‖δa0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖δu0‖
Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1

)
)

.
(A.2)
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Here C is a constant depending on T , ‖ui(t)‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 )∩L1

T (Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1 )

and ‖ai‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

for i =

1, 2.

Proof. From the compressible Navier-Stokes equations (1.2), the difference (δa, δu) reads






∂tδa+ u2 · ∇δa = I1 + I2 + I3,
∂tδa−Aδu = J1 + J2 + J3 + J4 + J5,
δa|t=0 = a02 − a01, δu|t=0 = u02 − u01,

(A.3)

with I1 = −δu · ∇a1, I2 = −(1+ a2)div δu, I3 = −δadiv u1, J1 = −δu · ∇u2, J2 = −u1 ·∇δu,
J3 = −(I(a2)− I(a1))Au2, J4 = −I(a1)Aδu and J5 = −∇(G(a2)−G(a1)).

• Case (1); When a1 ∈ L2
T (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 ). Applying Lemma 2.4 and Remark 2.2 for δa and the

maximal regularity of heat equation (see Corollary 2.7 and Remark 2.2) for δu, and choosing
a positive small number σ (which will be specified later) to combine the estimates for δa and
δu, we have, for 0 6 t 6 T ,

σ‖δa‖
L∞

t (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+ ‖δu‖
L∞

t (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 )

+ ‖δu‖
L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )
. σ‖δa0‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ ‖δa0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

+

∫ t

0
(σ‖u2‖

Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1

‖δa‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ σ

3
∑

k=1

‖Ik‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+

5
∑

k=1

‖Jk‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

)dτ. (A.4)

We control Ii for i = 1, 2, 3 by using the fact the product of two functions in Ḃ
d
p

p,1 is

also in Ḃ
d
p

p,1, and control Ji for i = 1, 2, 3, 4 by using the product estimates ‖fg‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

.

‖f‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

‖g‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

( for more details, see Lemma 2.3, Remark 2.1 and Remark 2.2 for 1 6 p <

2d). For J5, we take advantage of Lemma 2.5. Therefore, it can be checked that

σ‖I1‖
L1
t (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)

+ ‖J1‖
L1
t (Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 )
+ ‖J2‖

L1
t (Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 )

.

∫ t

0
(‖δu‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

‖∇a1‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ ‖δu‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

‖∇u2‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖u1‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

‖∇δu‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

)dτ

6C

∫ t

0
(‖a1‖

2

Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1

+ ‖u1‖
2

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ ‖u2‖
2

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

)‖δu‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

dτ +
1

4
‖u2 − u1‖

L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )
,

which we have used the interpolation inequality and the Hölder inequality. Next, recall that
‖a1‖

L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)
6 c0. Hence, if σ and c0 are sufficiently small, then we have that

σ‖I2‖
L1
t (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)

+‖J4‖
L1
t (Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 )

.σ(1 + ‖a2‖
L∞

t (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

)‖div δu‖
L1
t (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)

+ ‖I(a1)‖
L∞

t (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

‖A δu‖
L1
t (Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 )

6C(σ + c0)‖δu‖
L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )
6

1

4
‖δu‖

L1
t (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )
.

Finally, the direct calculation gives

σ‖I3‖
L1
t (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)

+ ‖J3‖
L1
t (Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 )
+ ‖J5‖

L1
t (Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 )

.

∫ t

0
‖δa‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

(1 + ‖u1‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖u2‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

)dτ.

Then plugging the above estimates into the inequality (A.4), and applying Gronwall’s in-
equality, we get the desired result (A.1).
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• Case (2): Let a1 ∈ L∞
T (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 ) and (δa0, δu0) ∈ Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 × Ḃ
−2+ d

p

p,1 . First, according

to the assumption (ai, ui) ∈ C([0, T ]; Ḃ
d
p

p,1) ×
(

C([0, T ]; Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 ) ∩ L1([0, T ]; Ḃ
1+ d

p

p,1 )
)

, it can

be checked that the right-hand side terms of (A.3)1 and (A.3)2 belong to L1([0, T ]; Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 )

and L1([0, T ]; Ḃ
−2+ d

p

p,1 ), respectively. Recall that (δa0, δu0) ∈ Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 × Ḃ
−2+ d

p

p,1 . Hence, the

transport equation and the heat equation theory (see Lemma 2.4, Corollary 2.7 and Remark

2.2) yields (δa, δu) ∈ C([0, T ]; Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 ) × (C([0, T ]; Ḃ
−2+ d

p

p,1 ) ∩ L1([0, T ]; Ḃ
d
p

p,1)). In the same

manner, similar to (A.4), we have

σ‖δa‖
L∞

t (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 )

+ ‖δu‖
L∞

t (Ḃ
−2+ d

p
p,1 )

+ ‖δu‖
L1
t (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)
. σ‖δa0‖

Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1

+ ‖δa0‖
Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1

+

∫ t

0
(σ‖u2‖

Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1

‖δa‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

+ σ

3
∑

k=1

‖Ik‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

+

5
∑

k=1

‖Jk‖
Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1

)dτ.
(A.5)

Thanks to Lemma 2.3, Remark 2.1 and Remark 2.2 (using the conditions d > 3 and
1 6 p < d), for Ii (i = 1, 2, 3) we use the product estimate ‖fg‖

Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1

. ‖f‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

‖g‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

;

Likewise for Ji(i = 1, 2, 3, 4) we use ‖fg‖
Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1

. ‖f‖
Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1

‖g‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

or ‖fg‖
Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1

.

‖f‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

‖g‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

. From Remark 2.2 and Lemma 2.5 with s = −1 + d
p > 0 (using the

condition 1 6 p < d), we estimate J5. These arguments yield, if σ and c0 are sufficiently
small,

σ‖I1‖
L1
t (Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 )
+σ‖I2‖

L1
t (Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 )
+ ‖J4‖

L1
t (Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1 )

.(σ(1 + ‖a1‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+ ‖a2‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

) + ‖a1‖
L∞

t (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

)‖δu‖
L1
t (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)

6C(σ + δ0)‖δu‖
L1
t (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)
6

1

4
‖δu‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)

and

‖J1‖
L1
t (Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1 )
+ ‖J2‖

L1
t (Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1 )
.

∫ t

0
(‖u2‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ ‖u1‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

)‖δu‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

dτ

6 C

∫ t

0
(‖u1‖

2

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ ‖u2‖
2

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

)‖δu‖
Ḃ

d
p−2

p,1

dτ +
1

4
‖δu‖

L1
t (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)

as well as

σ‖I3‖
L1
t (Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1 )
+‖J3‖

L1
t (Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1 )
+ ‖J5‖

L1
t (Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1 )

.

∫ t

0
‖δa‖

Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1

(1 + ‖u1‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖u2‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

)dτ.

Substituting above estimates into (A.5), then applying Gronwall’s inequality, we conclude
that

‖δa‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 )

+ ‖δu‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
−2+ d

p
p,1 )

+ ‖δu‖
L1
T (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)
6 C(‖δa0‖

Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1

+ ‖δu0‖
Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1

). (A.6)

Now go back to (A.4) again. We only retreat I1, since the other terms can be controlled in
the same way as that have been down in Case 1. Using (A.6), we see

‖I1‖
L1
T (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)
.‖a1‖

L∞

T (Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1 )

‖δu‖
L1
T (Ḃ

d
p
p,1)
. ‖a1‖

L∞

T (Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1 )

(‖δa0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖δu0‖
Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1

),
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from which and (A.4), we obtain

‖δa‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+ ‖δu‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
−1+ d

p
p,1 )

+ ‖δu‖
L1
T (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )
. ‖δa0‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ ‖δa0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖a1‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1 )

(‖δa0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖δu0‖
Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1

)

+

∫ T

0
‖(δa, δu)‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1×Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

(1 + ‖u1‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖u2‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖u1‖
2

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ ‖u2‖
2

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

)dτ.

Applying the Gronwall inequality, we eventually obtain the desired result (A.2). This com-
pletes the proof of Proposition A.2. �

Proof of Theorem A.1. Let (a0, u0) ∈ Ḃ
d
p

p,1×Ḃ
−1+ d

p

p,1 and ‖a0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

6 c with c small enough.

According to the local existence theory (see [12, 13]), the Cauchy problem (1.2) has unique
solution (a, u) := ST (a0, u0) ∈ Euni. Following from the same arguments with Step 1 of
proving Theorem 1.2. Then there exists a neighbourhood U of (a0, u0) in Xp and a constant
η > 0 and a uniform time T := T (U) > 0 such that for any (ã0, ũ0) ∈ U with

‖(ã0, ũ0)− (a0, u0)‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1×Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

6 η, (A.7)

the solution (ã, ũ) := ST (ã0, ũ0) ∈ Euni also exists and is unique. In the following, we shall
show the continuous dependence on the data to the compressible Navier-Stokes equations
for 1 6 p < d using the Bona-Smith approximation. The proof is divided into three steps:

Step 1. Persistence estimate. Let

(aN , uN ) := ST (P6Na0, P6Nu0), (ãN , ũN ) := ST (P6N ã0, P6N ũ0)

be solutions of compressible Navier-Stokes equation (1.2) with the initial data (P6Na0, P6Nu0)
and (P6N ã0, P6N ũ0), respectively. Then the arguments above imply that (aN , uN ) ∈ Euni

and (ãN , ũN ) ∈ Euni.
Thanks to Lemma 2.3, Remark 2.1, Lemma 2.4 and Remark 2.2, we get

‖aN‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1 )

. ‖P6Na0‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖(1 + aN )div uN‖
L1
T (Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1 )

+

∫ T

0
‖∇uN‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

‖aN‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

dt

. ‖P6Na0‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

+ (1 + ‖aN‖
L∞

T Ḃ
d
p
p,1

)

∫ T

0
‖uN‖

Ḃ
2+ d

p
p,1

dt

+

∫ T

0
‖∇uN‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

‖aN (τ)‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

dt.

(A.8)

Using the maximal regularity estimates for the heat equation (see Corollary 2.7), Lemma
2.5, Remark 2.1 and Remark 2.2, we end up with

‖uN‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+

∫ T

0
‖uN‖

Ḃ
2+ d

p
p,1

dt 6 C‖P6Nu0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+C

∫ T

0
‖uN‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

‖∇uN‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

dt

+ C

∫ T

0
‖aN‖

Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1

dt+ C‖aN‖
L∞

T Ḃ
d
p
p,1

∫ T

0
‖uN‖

Ḃ
2+ d

p
p,1

dt.

(A.9)
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We multiply (A.8) by η0 and add it to (A.9),

η0‖aN‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1 )

+ ‖uN‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+

∫ T

0
‖uN‖

Ḃ
2+ d

p
p,1

dt

6 C‖P6Nu0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+

∫ T

0
((Cη0 + 1)‖∇uN‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ 1)(‖aN‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖uN‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

)dt

+ η0‖P6Na0‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

+ C(η0 + (η0 + 1)‖aN‖
L∞

T Ḃ
d
p
p,1

)

∫ T

0
‖uN‖

Ḃ
2+ d

p
p,1

dt,

here we can choose η0 small enough. We thus deduce from (aN , uN ) ∈ Euni that Cη0 +
C(η0 + 1)‖aN‖

L∞

T Ḃ
d
p
p,1

6 1
2 . Then we have

η0‖aN‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1 )

+ ‖uN‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+
1

2

∫ T

0
‖uN‖

Ḃ
2+ d

p
p,1

dt

6 C‖P6Nu0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ η0‖‖P6Na0‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

+

∫ T

0
((Cη0 + 1)‖∇uN‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ 1)(‖aN‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖uN‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

)dt.

Applying the Gronwall inequality and the uniform boundedness of (aN , uN ) implies that

‖aN‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1 )

+ ‖uN‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
d
p
p,1)

+

∫ T

0
‖uN‖

Ḃ
2+ d

p
p,1

dt

. (‖P6Nu0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ ‖P6Na0‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

) exp{

∫ T

0
(‖∇uN‖

Ḃ
d
p
p,1

+ 1)dt}

6 C(‖P6Nu0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ ‖P6Na0‖
Ḃ

1+ d
p

p,1

) 6 C2N (‖u0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖a0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

).

(A.10)

Step 2. Using uniform estimate (aN , uN ) ∈ Euni, we infer
∫ T

0
‖aN‖2

Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1

dt . 22N , (A.11)

from which and Proposition A.2 (case 1) and (A.11), we have the following uniform difference
estimate

‖ST (P6Na0, P6Nu0)− ST (P6N ã0, P6N ũ0)‖Zp(T )

. exp
{

∫ T

0
‖aN (τ)‖2

Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1

dt
}

(‖P6N ã0 − P6Na0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ ‖P6N ũ0 − P6Nu0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

)

6 C exp
{

C22N
}

(‖ã0 − a0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ ‖ũ0 − u0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

).

Meanwhile, according to Proposition A.2 (case 2) and the uniform estimate (A.10), we also
can get

‖ST (a0, u0)− ST (P6Na0, P6Nu0)‖Zp(T )

. ‖a0 − P6Na0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ ‖u0 − P6Na0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖aN‖
L∞

T (Ḃ
1+ d

p
p,1 )

(‖a0 − P6Na0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖u0 − P6Nu0‖
Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1

)

. ‖a0 − P6Na0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ ‖u0 − P6Nu0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

+ 2N‖a0 − P6Na0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

+ 2N‖u0 − P6Nu0‖
Ḃ

−2+ d
p

p,1
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6 C
(

‖a0 − P6Na0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ ‖u0 − P6Nu0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

)

,

and similarly, we have

‖ST (ã0, ũ0)− ST (P6N ã0, P6N ũ0)‖Zp(T ) 6 C
(

‖ã0 − P6N ã0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ ‖ũ0 − P6N ũ0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

)

.

Step 3. Based on the above estimates, we shall demonstrate the continuity of the solution
map. We find

‖ST (a0, u0)− ST (ã0, ũ0)‖Zp(T )

6 ‖ST (a0, u0)− ST (P6Na0, P6Nu0)‖Zp(T )

+ ‖ST (ã0, ũ0)− ST (P6N ã0, P6N ũ0)‖Zp(T )

+ ‖ST (P6Na0, P6Nu0)− ST (P6N ã0, P6N ũ0)‖Zp(T )

6 C
(

‖(u0 − P6Nu0, ũ0 − P6N ũ0)‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

+ ‖(a0 − P6Na0, ã0 − P6N ã0)‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

)

+ C exp
{

C22N
}

(‖a0 − ã0‖
Ḃ

d
p
p,1

+ ‖u0 − ũ0‖
Ḃ

−1+ d
p

p,1

)

:= C‖(a0 − P6Na0, u0 − P6Nu0)‖Xp + C‖(ã0 − P6N ã0, ũ0 − P6N ũ0)‖Xp

+ C exp
{

C22N
}

(‖(a0 − ã0, u0 − ũ0)‖Xp ,

(A.12)

in the above inequality, we used the results of Step 2. Given that 1 6 p < d, for an arbitrary
ε > 0, we can select N to be sufficiently large such that

C‖(a0 − P6Na0, u0 − P6Nu0)‖Xp 6
ε

8
. (A.13)

Fixing N , we can choose δ̃0 6 min{η, ε4} (here η comes from (A.7)) to be sufficiently small

such that C‖(a0 − ã0, u0 − ũ0)‖Xp 6 δ̃0 and

C‖(a0 − ã0, u0 − ũ0)‖Xp exp
{

C22N
}

6
ε

2
. (A.14)

Next, fixing N and δ̃0, we obtain

C‖(ã0 − P6N ã0, ũ0 − P6N ũ0)‖Xp

6 C‖(ã0 − a0, ũ0 − u0)‖Xp + C‖(a0 − P6Na0, u0 − P6Nu0)‖Xp

+ C‖(P6Na0 − P6N ã0, P6Nu0 − P6N ũ0)‖Xp

6 C‖(ã0 − a0, ũ0 − u0)‖Xp + C‖(a0 − P6Na0, u0 − P6Nu0)‖Xp 6
3

8
ε.

(A.15)

Consequently, plugging estimates (A.13), (A.14) and (A.15) into (A.12), we have

‖ST (a0, u0)− ST (ã0, ũ0)‖Zp(T ) 6 ε,

which concludes the desired results as stated in Theorem A.1.
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