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Well-posedness of the Fractional Fokker–Planck Equation
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Abstract

In this paper, we employ a Schauder-type estimate method, as developed in [7], to establish critical well-
posedness result for the Fractional Fokker–Planck Equation (FFPE). This equation serves as a fundamental
model in kinetic theory and can be regarded as a semi-linear analogue of the non-cutoff Boltzmann equation.
We demonstrate that the techniques introduced in this study are not only effective for the FFPE but also
hold promise for broader applications, particularly in addressing the non-cutoff Boltzmann equation and the
Landau equation. Our results contribute to a deeper understanding of the analytical framework required
for these complex kinetic models.

1 Introduction

The Fractional Fokker-Planck Equation (FFPE) serves as a fundamental tool for describing the evolution of
probability distributions in systems where anomalous diffusion occurs, which reads

∂tf + v · ∇xf + Λα
v f = divv(f∇vΛ

−β
v f),

f |t=0 = f0,
(1.1)

where f = f(t, x, v) : R+ ×R
d ×R

d → R, Λv = (−∆v)
1
2 is the fractional Laplacian operator. In this paper, we

consider the regime

β ∈ (0, 1), α ∈ (1, 2), α+ β > 2.

The equation is invariant under the scaling transformation

fλ(t, x, v) = λ−κf(λ−1t, λ−(1+ 1
α
)x, λ− 1

α v), (1.2)

where κ = α+β−2
α

> 0.
The FFPE system is the semi-linear version of non-cutoff Boltzmann system. Consider the non-cutoff

Boltzmann system

∂tf + v · ∇xf = Qs(f, f), s ∈ (0, 1),

f |t=0 = f0.

Here Qs(f, f) is the Boltzmann collision operator which is defined in the following way.

Qs(f1, f2)(v) :=

ˆ

Rd

ˆ

Sd−1

(f2(v
′
⋆)f1(v

′)− f2(v⋆)f1(v))B(|v⋆ − v|, cos(θ))dSd−1(σ)dv⋆,

where B is the standard non-cutoff collision kernel B(|v⋆ − v|, cos(θ)) = |v⋆ − v|γb(cos(θ)) with b(cos(θ)) ∼
| sin(θ/2)|−(d−1)−2s. The standard relation between velocities before and after elastic collision is given by

v′ =
v + v⋆

2
+

|v − v⋆|

2
σ, v′⋆ =

v + v⋆
2

−
|v − v⋆|

2
σ.
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Using Carleman coordinates and the cancellation lemma (see [2]), the Boltzmann collision operator takes the
following form

Qs(f1, f2)(v) = −Ls
f2
f1(v) + cbf1(v)

ˆ

Rd

f2(v + w)|w|γdw, γ > −d,

Ls
f2
f1(v) =

ˆ

Rd

(f1(v)− f1(v
′))Cf2(v, v − v′)

dv′

|v − v′|d+2s
,

Cf2(v, z) = 2d−1

ˆ

w·z=0

f(v + w)|w|2s+1+γA(
|z|2

|w|2
)1|w|≥|z|dw, A(ρ) ∼ 1,

where A is a bounded function only depending on the collision kernel B. One can see that when Cf2 is
replaced by 1 and let α = 2s, then the semi-linear operator Ls

f2
reduces to Λα

v , which precisely corresponds to

the fractional diffusion operator in the FFPE framework. Furthermore, the nonlinear term cbf1(v)
´

Rd f2(v +

w)|w|γdw exhibits structural similarities to divv(f∇vΛ
−β
v f) for an appropriate choice of β. These fundamental

parallels between the two systems provide the primary motivation for our study of the FFPE as a tractable
model that captures essential features of the more complex non-cutoff Boltzmann dynamics.

The study of non-cut-off Boltzmann and Landau system is an interesting field. Local regularity for polyno-
mially decay data is proved in [15] and the global regularity for non-cut-off Boltzmann equations can be seen
in [21]. C. Imbert and L. Silvestre proved Schauder estimates for solution of non-cut-off Boltzmann equations
in [20]. L. He [13] proved sharp estimates for Boltzmann and Landau collision operators. The Harnack in-
equality for Landau was proved in [12], and weak Harnack inequality for non-cut-off Boltzmann equation was
proved in [19]. Other significant contributions can be seen in [11, 14].

The case α = 2 is the classical Fokker-Planck or Kolmogorov equation. [3] proved the regularity for the
solution to this system. The hypoellipticity of the operator has been proved in [5]. The Gevery hypoellipyicity
result can be seen in [8] and [9]. Readers are also recommended to [6, 16, 24] for more information.

Unlike classical diffusion processes modeled by the standard Fokker-Planck equation, anomalous diffusion
accounts for phenomena such as heavy-tailed distributions or long-range interactions, which are prevalent in di-
verse fields, including physics, biology, and finance. The FFPE incorporates fractional derivatives, representing
non-local effects and memory properties, thereby providing a versatile framework to study complex stochastic
dynamics.

From a mathematical perspective, the FFPE can be regarded as a semilinear version of the non-cutoff
Boltzmann equation, a cornerstone in kinetic theory. The study of critical well-posedness is essential in under-
standing the existence, uniqueness, and stability of solutions to differential equations under scaling-invariant
or borderline conditions. For fluid dynamic equations such as the Navier-Stokes Equations (NSE), critical
well-posedness theory has been extensively studied and has yielded profound insights into fluid behavior. F.
Bouchut gived regularity results for weak solution in [5], and R. Alexandre did some further estimates in [1]
based on energy estimates. Hypoelliptic estimates in weighted functional spaces can be seen in Y. Morimoto
and C.-J. Xu’s work [23]. The optimal estimate was given in [22] by microlocal techiniques. More results for
regularity can be seen in [3, 4, 18].

However, extending these concepts to kinetic equations such as the FFPE and the non-cutoff Boltzmann
equation presents a fundamentally different set of difficulties. These include handling the interplay between
fractional diffusion operators and nonlinear terms, as well as addressing the loss of regularity and the propaga-
tion of singularities. For example, Harnack inequality fails for fractional kinetic operator, see [10, 25]. In this
paper, we aim to contribute to the understanding of critical well-posedness in the context of kinetic equations
by focusing on the FFPE. Building upon our previous work [7] on a Schauder-type estimate and its applications
in well-posedness theory, we develop and adapt these analytical techniques to tackle the FFPE. By extending
this methodology to the fractional and non-local operators present in the FFPE, we aim to establish new regu-
larity results and develop a robust framework for studying the well-posedness of the equation. We mention the
recent independent results of F. Grube [12], which proved a two-sided estimate for the kernel of (1.1) in 1-D
case by Fourier method, and the work of H. Hou and X. Zhang [17], which established a two-sided estimate for
any dimension by a stochastic method.

For brevity of notations, we denote e−tP the semigroup associate to the linear operator ∂t + P (∇x,∇v),

where P (∇x,∇v) is the differential operator with symbol P (ξ, η) = (|ξ|
2

1+α + |η|2)
α
2 . Define

[f0] := sup
t>0

t1+
β−2
α ||e−tP f0||L∞(Rd

x×Rd
v)
, (1.3)

The main result in this article is the following.

Theorem 1.1 Let A ≥ 100. There exists ǫ0 > 0 such that for any initial data f0 satisfying [f0] ≤ ǫ0, then
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(1.1) admits a unique global solution f satisfying

sup
t>0

∑

m+n≤A

tm+m+n+α+β−2
α ‖∇m

x ∇n
v f(t)‖L∞(Rd

x×Rd
v)

≤ C[f0].

Remark 1.2 i) The [·] norm defined in (1.3) is scaling invariant with respect to (1.2), which implies our result
is critical.
ii) It is well known that for any u = u(x), we have

||u||B−a
∞,∞

∼ sup
t>0

t
a
2 ||et∆u||L∞(Rd).

The norm in (1.3) is an anisotropic Besov norm with scaling Λv ∼ Λ
1

1+α
x . Moreover, we have

[f0] ≤ C‖Λ−γ1
v Λ

−
γ2

(1+α)
x f0‖L∞(Rd

x×Rd
v)
,

[f0] ≤ C‖(Λ
2

1+α
x + Λ2

v)
−ακf0‖L∞(Rd

x×Rd
v)
,

where 0 ≤ γ1, γ2 ≤ 1 and γ1 + γ2 = ακ with κ = 1 + β−2
α

as defined in (1.2). Here, for function Q(|ξ|, |η|), we

use the operator Q(Λx,Λv) to denote Q(Λx,Λv)f = F−1
x,v(Q(|ξ|, |η|)f̂ (ξ, η)).

The novelty of this work lies in the adaptation and refinement of techniques from fluid dynamics and geo-
metric analysis to the kinetic setting, where the interplay between non-local operators and nonlinearity presents
unique challenges. Specifically, we address the following key objectives:
i) Establishing Critical Well-Posedness: We aim to derive conditions under which the FFPE admits unique
solutions in critical spaces, ensuring that these solutions are stable and depend continuously on the initial data.
ii) Extending Schauder-Type Estimates: By leveraging our previous work, we extend Schauder-type methods to
fractional kinetic equations, providing tools to handle the inherent non-locality and singularities of the FFPE.
iii) Bridging Gaps Between Fields: This work serves as a bridge between the well-posedness theories devel-
oped for fluid dynamic equations and their application to kinetic equations, offering new perspectives and
methodologies for tackling open problems in the field.

The results presented in this paper have implications beyond the FFPE itself, as the methods and insights
gained here may inform the study of other kinetic equations, including the non-cutoff Boltzmann equation.
Furthermore, they contribute to the broader understanding of fractional differential equations, which are in-
creasingly recognized as powerful tools for modeling complex systems across scientific disciplines.

By addressing the critical well-posedness of the FFPE, we hope to advance the mathematical theory of
anomalous diffusion and kinetic equations, laying the groundwork for future research in this challenging and
highly relevant area of mathematical analysis. The method in this paper can be extended to study well-
posedness for non-cut-off Boltzmann equation with critical data.

We will clarify some of the notations in this article. We denote 〈a〉 := (1 + |a|2)
1
2 for a ∈ R

n. We
denote A . B if there exists universal constant C such that A ≤ CB. We denote δxaf(x) = f(x) − f(x − a),

and we can similarly define δva. For short, we denote the Fourier transform F(f) = f̂ . We denote the
Lebesgue space Lp

x,v = Lp(Rd
x × R

d
v) for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. For any function P (ξ, η), we define the operator

P (∇x,∇v)f = F−1
x,v(P (ξ, η)f̂ (ξ, η)).

2 Main theorem and proof

First we will prove a representation formula of the solution.

Lemma 2.1 The solution to the Cauchy problem

∂tf + v · ∇xf + Λα
v f = F, in (0,+∞)× R

d × R
d,

f |t=0 = f0,

can be written as

f(t, x, v) = (H(t) ∗ f0)(x− tv, v) +

ˆ t

0

(H(t− τ) ∗ F (τ))(x − (t− τ)v, v)dτ, (2.1)

where

H(t, x, v) =
1

(2π)d

ˆ

R2d

exp

(

−

ˆ t

0

|σξ − η|αdσ + iξ · x+ iη · v

)

dξdη.
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Proof. We rewrite the equation in terms of Fourier transform

∂tf̂(t, ξ, η)− ξ · ∇η f̂(t, ξ, η) + |η|αf̂(t, ξ, η) = F̂ (t, ξ, η),

f̂ |t=0 = f̂0.

Let ĝ(t, ξ, η) = f̂(t, ξ, η − tξ), which is equivalent to g(t, x, v) = f(t, x+ tv, v). Then

∂tĝ(t, ξ, η) + |η − tξ|αĝ(t, ξ, η) = F̂ (t, ξ, η − tξ),

ĝ|t=0 = f̂0.

Solving the ODE above, we obtain

ĝ(t, ξ, η) = exp

(

−

ˆ t

0

|η − σξ|αdσ

)

f̂0(ξ, η) +

ˆ t

0

exp

(

−

ˆ t

τ

|η − σξ|αdσ

)

F̂ (τ, ξ, η − τξ)dτ

= exp

(

−

ˆ t

0

|η − σξ|αdσ

)

f̂0(ξ, η) +

ˆ t

0

exp

(

−

ˆ t−τ

0

|η − τξ − σξ|αdσ

)

F̂ (τ, ξ, η − τξ)dτ.

Taking inverse Fourier transform, we get

g(t, x, v) = (H(t) ∗ f0)(x, v) +

ˆ t

0

(H(t− τ) ∗ F (τ))(x + τv, v)dτ.

This implies (2.1) in view of the relation f(t, x, v) = g(t, x− tv, v). Then we complete the proof.

We have the following point-wise estimate on H(t, x, v) from [17].

Lemma 2.2 For any m,n ∈ N, it holds that

|∇m
x ∇n

vH(t, x, v)| .
t−

2d+m+n
α

−m−d

〈t−
1
α
−1x, t−

1
α v〉d+α+1〈t−

1
α
−1 infσ∈[0,1] |x− σtv|〉d+α−1

. (2.2)

Lemma 2.3 For l1 + l2 < α, and γ1, γ2, l1, l2 ∈ (0, 1), we have

‖|x|l1 |v|l2∇j1
x ∇j2

v H(t, x, v)‖L1
x,v

. t
(l1−j1)(1+α)+l2−j2

α , (2.3)

‖|x|l1 |v|l2δxa∇
j1
x ∇j2

v H(t, x, v)‖L1
x,v

. |a|
l1

1+α min{1,
|a|

t
1+α
α

}1−l1t
−j1(1+α)+l2−j2

α , (2.4)

‖|x|l1 |v|l2δva∇
j1
x ∇j2

v H(t, x, v)‖L1
x,v

. |a|l2 min{1,
|a|

t
1
α

}1−l2t
(l1−j1)(1+α)−j2

α , (2.5)

‖δxa∇
j1
x ∇j2

v Λγ1
x Λγ2

v H(t, x, v)‖L1
x,v

. min{1,
|a|

t
1+α
α

}t
−(j1+γ1)(1+α)−j2−γ2

α , (2.6)

‖δva∇
j1
x ∇j2

v Λγ1
x Λγ2

v H(t, x, v)‖L1
x,v

. min{1,
|a|

t
1
α

}t
−(j1+γ1)(1+α)−j2−γ2

α . (2.7)

Proof. The estimate (2.3) follows from Remark 1.6 in [17]. Then we estimate (2.4). Note that

δxaH(t, x, v) =

ˆ 1

0

a · ∇xH(t, x− λa, v)dλ, δvaH(t, x, v) =

ˆ 1

0

a · ∇vH(t, x, v − λa)dλ.

For the case when |a| ≤ t
1+α
α , we have

‖|x|l1 |v|l2δxa∇
j1
x ∇j2

v H(t, x, v)‖L1
x,v

.

∥

∥

∥

∥

|x|l1 |v|l2∇j1
x ∇j2

v

ˆ 1

0

a · ∇xH(t, x− λa, v)dλ

∥

∥

∥

∥

L1
x,v

.

∥

∥

∥

∥

ˆ 1

0

a · (|x− λa|l1 + |a|l1)|v|l2∇j1+1
x ∇j2

v H(t, x− λa, v)dλ

∥

∥

∥

∥

L1
x,v

. |a|t
(l1−j1−1)(1+α)+(l2−j2)

α ,

(2.8)

where we applied (2.3) in the last inequality. For the other case |a| ≥ t
1+α
α , we have

‖|x|l1 |v|l2δxa∇
j1
x ∇j2

v H(t, x, v)‖L1
x,v

.
∥

∥|x|l1 |v|l2∇j1
x ∇j2

v (H(t, x, v)−H(t, x− a, v))
∥

∥

L1
x,v

.
∥

∥(|x|l1 + |a|l1)|v|l2∇j1
x ∇j2

v H(t, x, v)
∥

∥

L1
x,v

. |a|l1t
−j1(1+α)+(l2−j2)

α .
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Combining this with (2.8), we obtain (2.4). The estimate (2.5) follows similarly. Finally, the estimates (2.6)
and (2.7) follow from (2.4), (2.5) and the following interpolation inequalities,

‖Λγ
vf‖L1

x,v
. ‖f‖1−γ

L1
x,v

‖∇vf‖
γ

L1
x,v

, ‖Λγ
xf‖L1

x,v
. ‖f‖1−γ

L1
x,v

‖∇xf‖
γ

L1
x,v

, γ ∈ (0, 1). (2.9)

Note that Λγ
vf(t, x, v) = c

´

Rd

δvb f(t,x,v)
|b|d+γ db, then

‖Λγ
vf(x, v)‖L1

x,v
.

∥

∥

∥

∥

ˆ

Rd

δvb f(x, v)

|b|d+γ
db

∥

∥

∥

∥

L1
x,v

.

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ˆ

|b|≤λ

δvb f(x, v)

|b|d+γ
db

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L1
x,v

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ˆ

|b|≥λ

δvb f(x, v)

|b|d+γ
db

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L1
x,v

.

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ˆ

|b|≤λ

´ 1

0
b · ∇vf(x, v − λb)dλ

|b|d+γ
db

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L1
x,v

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ˆ

|b|≥λ

δvb f(x, v)

|b|d+γ
db

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L1
x,v

. λ1−γ‖∇vf‖L1
x,v

+ λ−γ‖f‖L1
x,v

.

By taking λ = ‖f‖L1
x,v

‖∇vf‖
−1
L1

x,v
, we get

‖Λγ
vf‖L1

x,v
. ‖f‖1−γ

L1
x,v

‖∇vf‖
γ

L1
x,v

,

and the proof for Λγ
x is similar, so we have proved (2.9). Combining (2.9) with (2.4) and (2.5), we obtain (2.6)

and (2.7). This completes the proof of the lemma.

Note that α+ β < 3 and 2α+ β > 3, choose α− 1 < γ < 2− β < α. Define the norm

‖f‖XT
= sup

t∈[0,T ]

(tκ‖f(t)‖L∞

x,v
+

∑

m+n≤A

tκ+m+m+n+γ
α ‖∇m

x ∇n
v f(t)‖

Ċ

γ
1+α

,γ

x,v

),

where κ is fixed in (1.2), and

‖f‖
Ċ

γ
1+α

,γ

v,x

:= sup
a

‖δxaf‖L∞

x,v

|a|
γ

1+α

+ sup
b

‖δvb f‖L∞

x,v

|b|γ
.

We shortly denote X = X∞. For any g with ‖g‖X ≤ ǫ, where ǫ > 0 is a constant that will be fixed later in the
proof, we construct a map S : g → h, where h is the solution to the Cauchy problem

∂th+ v · ∇xh+ Λα
vh = divv F [g],

h|t=0 = f0,
(2.10)

where F [g] = g∇vΛ
−β
v g. By Lemma 2.1, we have

h(t, x, v) =

¨

R2d

H(t, x− y − tv, v − u)f0(y, u)dydu

+

ˆ t

0

¨

R2d

H(t− τ, x− (t− τ)v, v − u) divu F [g](τ, y, u)dydudτ

= hL(t, x, v) + hN (t, x, v).

(2.11)

For any data f0, we define the norm [f0]1 as follows

[f0]1 := ‖hL‖X .

Lemma 2.4 There holds
[f0]1 . [f0].

Proof. To complete the proof, by time rescaling, it suffices to show that

∑

m+n≤2A

‖∇m
x ∇n

vhL(1)||L∞

x,v
. [f0]. (2.12)

From the definition of hL(1), we can express its Fourier transform as

Fx,v(hL(1))(ξ, η) = exp

(

−

ˆ 1

0

|η + τξ|αdτ

)

f̂0(ξ, η).

5



Let

P̃ (ξ, η) = 〈ξ, η〉200N exp

(

−

ˆ 1

0

|η + τξ|αdτ

)

,

for N = [ 10d
α4 ]. By (2.2), we have for any g0 = g0(x, v)

||∇n
x,vP̃ (∇x,∇v)g0||L∞

x,v
. ||g0||L∞

x,v
∀n ∈ N.

Using the Fourier representation of hL(1), we obtain

∑

m+n≤2A

‖∇m
x ∇n

vhL(1)||L∞

x,v
. ||〈∇x,∇v〉

−200Nf0||L∞

x,v
. (2.13)

Since
ˆ ∞

0

t[
4
α
]−1e−te−atdt = c(1 + a)−[ 4

α
],

let P be the operator defined in (1.3), we get

‖(1 + P )−[ 4
α
]f0‖L∞

x,v
= c−1

∥

∥

∥

∥

ˆ ∞

0

t[
4
α
]−1e−(1+P )tf0dt

∥

∥

∥

∥

L∞

x,v

. [f0].

This leads to

||〈∇x,∇v〉
−200Nf0||L∞

x,v
. [f0].

Combining this with (2.13), we obtain (2.12). The proof is complete.

Denote γ0 = γ + 1 − α, we have 0 < γ0 < min{1, γ}. We prove the following lemma to control the nonlinear
term hN .

Lemma 2.5 Denote

MF (t, x, v) =

ˆ t

0

¨

R2d

∇uH(t− τ, x− y − (t− τ)v, v − u) · F (τ, y, u)dydudτ.

Then

‖MF‖X . |||F |||,

where

|||F ||| := sup
t>0

∑

m+n≤A

tκ+1+
m(1+α)+n−1+γ0

α ‖∇m
x ∇n

vF (t)‖
Ċ

γ0
1+α

,γ0
x,v

.

Proof. Note that
¨

R2d

∇uH(t− τ, x− y − (t− τ)v, v − u)dydu = 0,

hence, we have

MF (t, x, v) =

ˆ t

0

¨

R2d

∇uH(t− τ, x− y − (t− τ)v, v − u) · (F (τ, y, u)− F (τ, y, v))dydudτ.

From this and Lemma 2.3, we obtain

‖MF (t)‖L∞ .

ˆ t

0

‖|u|γ0∇uH(t− τ, y, u)‖L1
u,y

‖F (τ)‖L∞

y Ċ
γ0
u

dτ

. |||F |||

ˆ t

0

(t− τ)
γ0−1

α τ−κ−1+
1−γ0

α dτ.

Since −κ− 1 + 1−γ0

α
= −1 + 2−β−γ

α
> −1, the integral converges, leading to:

‖MF (t)‖L∞ . t−κ|||F |||. (2.14)
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Then we consider the higher order Hölder norms, we first analyze δxa∇
m1
x ∇m2

v MF . Using the definition of
MF , we write:

δxa∇
m1
x ∇m2

v MF = (−1)m2

ˆ t

0

¨

R2d

∑

l1+l2=m2

(t−τ)l1δxa∇
m1+l1
x ∇l2

u H(t−τ, x−(t−τ)v−y, v−u) divu F (τ, y, u) dy du dτ.

Similarly, for δva∇
m1
x ∇m2

v MF , we have:

δva∇
m1
x ∇m2

v MF

= (−1)m2

ˆ t

0

¨

R2d

∑

l1+l2=m2

(t− τ)l1δu−a∇
m1+l1
x ∇l2

u H(t− τ, x− (t− τ)(v − a)− y, v − u) divu F (τ, y, u) dy du dτ

+ (−1)m2

ˆ t

0

¨

R2d

∑

l1+l2=m2

(t− τ)l1δy−(t−τ)a∇
m1+l1
x ∇l2

u H(t− τ, x− (t− τ)v − y, v − u) divu F (τ, y, u) dy du dτ.

1) Hölder Estimate in x:
For the x-Hölder norm, we estimate:

‖δxa∇
m1
x ∇m2

v MF (t)‖L∞ . I1 + I2, (2.15)

where

I1 =

ˆ t
2

0

∑

l1+l2=m2

∥

∥|u|γ0(t− τ)l1∇m1+l1
y ∇l2

u ∇uδ
y
−aH(t− τ, y, u)

∥

∥

L1
y,u

‖F (τ)‖L∞

y Ċ
γ0
u

dτ,

and

I2 =

ˆ t

t
2

∑

l1+l2=m2

∥

∥|u|γ0(t− τ)l1δy−a∇uH(t− τ, y, u)
∥

∥

L1
y,u

‖∇l2
u ∇

m1+l1
y F (τ)‖L∞

y Ċ
γ0
u

dτ.

Applying the kernel estimates in Lemma 2.3, we deduce:

‖δxa∇
m1
x ∇m2

v MF (t)‖L∞ . |a|
γ

1+α t−
(1+α)m1+m2+γ

α
−κ|||F |||.

2) Hölder Estimate in v:
For the v-Hölder norm, the estimate follows similarly. We have

‖δva∇
m1
x ∇m2

v MF (t)‖L∞ .

4
∑

i=1

IIi,

with

II1 =

ˆ
t
2

0

∑

l1+l2=m2

∥

∥

∥
|u|γ0(t− τ)l1∇m1+l1

y ∇l2
u ∇uδ

y

−(t−τ)aH(t− τ, y, u)
∥

∥

∥

L1
y,u

‖F (τ)‖L∞

y Ċ
γ0
u
dτ,

II2 =

ˆ
t
2

0

∑

l1+l2=m2

∥

∥|u|γ0(t− τ)l1∇m1+l1
y ∇l2

u ∇uδ
u
−aH(t− τ, y, u)

∥

∥

L1
y,u

‖F (τ)‖L∞

y Ċ
γ0
u
dτ,

II3 =

ˆ t

t
2

∑

l1+l2=m2

∥

∥

∥
|u|γ0(t− τ)l1δy−(t−τ)a∇uH(t− τ, y, u)

∥

∥

∥

L1
y,u

‖∇m1+l1
y ∇l2

u F (τ)‖L∞

y Ċ
γ0
u
dτ,

II4 =

ˆ t

t
2

∑

l1+l2=m2

∥

∥|u|γ0(t− τ)l1δu−a∇uH(t− τ, y, u)
∥

∥

L1
y,u

‖∇m1+l1
y ∇l2

u F (τ)‖L∞

y Ċ
γ0
u
dτ.

By kernel estimates Lemma 2.3, we can obtain

‖δva∇
m1
x ∇m2

v MF (t)‖L∞ . |a|γt−
(1+α)m1+m2+γ

α
−κ|||F |||. (2.16)

Then (2.14), (2.15) and (2.16) conclude the proof.

Lemma 2.6 For any f, g ∈ X, we have the estimate

|||f2∇vΛ
−β
v f1||| . ‖f1‖X‖f2‖X . (2.17)
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Proof. Note that for any 0 < µ < 1,

‖fg‖Ċµ
∗

. ‖f‖L∞

∗

‖g‖Ċµ
∗

+ ‖f‖Ċµ
∗

‖g‖L∞

∗

,

‖Λµ
∗f‖L∞ . ‖f‖

1
2

Ċ
µ−ǫ
∗

‖f‖
1
2

Ċ
µ+ǫ
∗

, 0 < µ+ ǫ, µ− ǫ < 1,
(2.18)

with ∗ ∈ {x, v}. Note that the Riesz transform is Ċa bounded for any 0 < a < 1. Furthermore, we claim that

‖Λ1−β
v ∇m

x ∇n
v f‖

L∞

v Ċ

γ0
1+α
x

+ ‖Λ1−β
v ∇m

x ∇n
vf‖L∞

x Ċ
γ0
v

. t−
(1+α)m+n+γ

α ‖f‖X. (2.19)

In fact, first for Hölder norm of x, for the case |b| ≥ t
1+α
α ,

‖δxbΛ
1−β
v ∇m

x ∇n
v f‖L∞

x,v

|b|
γ0

1+α

. t−
γ0
α ‖Λ1−β

v ∇m
x ∇n

vf‖L∞

x,v
. t−

γ+(1+α)m+n

α ‖f‖X .

For the case |b| ≤ t
1+α
α , we split the integral into two parts,

δxbD
1−β
v ∇m

x ∇n
vf = Cβ

ˆ

Rd

δxb δ
v
a∇

m
x ∇n

vf

|a|d+1−β
da

= Cβ

ˆ

|a|<|b|
1

1+α

δxb δ
v
a∇

m
x ∇n

vf

|a|d+1−β
da+ Cβ

ˆ

|a|>|b|
1

1+α

δxb δ
v
a∇

m
x ∇n

vf

|a|d+1−β
da

:= I1 + I2.

We have

|I1| .

ˆ

|a|<|b|
1

1+α

|a|−d−1+β+γda‖∇m
x ∇n

vf(t)‖L∞

x Ċ
γ
v
. |b|

γ0
1+α t−

γ+(1+α)m+n

α ‖f‖X .

And

|I2| .

ˆ

|a|>|b|
1

1+α

|a|−d−1+βda|b|
γ

1+α ‖∇m
x ∇n

v f(t)‖
L∞

v Ċ

γ
1+α
x

. |b|
γ0

1+α t−
γ+(1+α)m+n

α ‖f‖X .

Combining the above estimates, we obtain

‖Λ1−β
v ∇m

x ∇n
vf(t)‖

L∞

v Ċ

γ0
1+α
x

. t−
(1+α)m+n+γ

α ‖f‖X .

Similarly, we have

‖Λ1−β
v ∇m

x ∇n
vf(t)‖L∞

x Ċ
γ0
v

. t−
(1+α)m+n+γ

α ‖f‖X.

Thus, we obtain (2.19).
Note that 1− β + γ0 ≤ γ, let F = f2∇vΛ

−β
v f1. By (2.18) and (2.19), for any m,n ∈ N, m+ n ≤ A, we have

‖∇m
x ∇n

vF (t)‖
Ċ

γ0
1+α

,γ0
x,v

.
∑

m1+m2=m
n1+n2=n

‖∇m1
x ∇n1

v ∇vΛ
−β
v f1(t)‖

Ċ

γ0
1+α

,γ0
x,v

‖∇m2
x ∇n2

v f2(t)‖L∞

x,v

+
∑

m1+m2=m
n1+n2=n

‖∇m1
x ∇n1

v ∇vΛ
−β
v f1(t)‖L∞

x,v
‖∇m2

x ∇n2
v f2(t)‖

Ċ

γ0
1+α

,γ0
x,v

. t−κ−1−
(1+α)m+n+γ0−1

α ‖f1‖X‖f2‖X .

This implies (2.17) and completes the proof of the lemma.

For g ∈ X , let h = S(g) be the map defined in (2.10). We now prove that there exists σ > 0 such that S is
a contraction map in the set

Xσ := {f : ‖f‖X ≤ σ}.

Proposition 2.7 For any f0 with [f0] < ∞, and any g, g1, g2 ∈ X, it holds

‖Sg‖X ≤ C1([f0] + ‖g‖2X), (2.20)

‖Sg1 − Sg2‖X ≤ C1(‖g1‖X + ‖g2‖X)‖g1 − g2‖X . (2.21)

8



Proof. Recall from (2.11) that h = hL + hN . By Lemma 2.4, Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.6, we have

‖hL‖X . [f0], ‖hN‖X . ‖g‖2X .

Hence, we obtain (2.20).
For the contraction property, let h = h1 − h2 = Sg1 − Sg2 and g = g1 − g2. Then f satisfies

{

∂th+ v · ∇xh+ Λα
vh = div(F [g1]− F [g2]),

h|t=0 = 0.

By Lemma 2.5, we have
‖h‖X . |||F [g1]− F [g2]|||.

Since
F [g1]− F [g2] = g1∇vΛ

−β
v g+ g∇vΛ

−β
v g2,

Lemma 2.6 implies
|||F [g1]− F [g2]||| . ‖g1 − g2‖X(‖g1‖X + ‖g2‖X).

This yields (2.21) and completes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We show that S is a contraction map. Take ǫ0 = 1
100(C1+1) and σ = 2C1[f0]. By

Proposition 2.7, for any f0 such that [f0] ≤ ǫ0, and any g, g1, g2 ∈ Xσ, it holds

‖Sg‖X ≤ C1([f0] + σ2) ≤ σ,

‖Sg1 − Sg2‖X ≤ C1σ‖g1 − g2‖X ≤
1

2
‖g1 − g2‖X .

Hence S is a contraction map in Xσ. By the contraction mapping theorem, there exists a unique f ∈ Xσ such
that f = Sf , which is a solution to the equation (1.1). This completes the proof.
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