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Abstract

In this paper, we study the well-posedness of Fractional Rough Burgers equation driven by space-time
noise in Hs(T) space. For the higher dissipation γ ∈ ( 4

3
, 2], we establish local well-posedness. Global

well-posedness is further obtained when γ is restricted to the interval ( 3
2
, 2]. For the lower dissipation

γ ∈ ( 5
4
, 4
3
], we use the regularity analysis derivation the para-controlled solution.
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1 Introduction
In this paper, we will consider Fractional Rough Burgers (FRB) equation with weak dissipation in Hs(T)

∂tu− Λγu =
1

2
∂x(u

2) + ξ, u(0, x) = u0. (1.1)

Here T is some toru satisfied
∫
T e

ikx = 0 for any k ∈ Z/{0}(for example R/2πZ) and Λγ is a Fourier multiplier
satisfied F(Λγf) = −|ξ|γFf . ξ is a centered Gaussian space-time random distribution with covariance

E[ξ(ω, t, x)ξ(ω, s, y)] = δ0(t− s)δ0(x− y), t, s ≥ 0, x, y ∈ T, (1.2)

where δ0(x) is a Dirac measure satisfied δ0(x) = 0 for x ̸= 0 and
∫
T dδ0(x) = 1.

Equation (1.1) is a classical model in SPDE driving by additional noise. Similar research topics have
attracted extensive study in recent years, building upon the foundational work of Martin Hairer in [Hai13,
Hai14] and Gubinelli, Perkowski in [GIP15, GP17]. In this paper, we primarily investigate how the degree of
dissipation affects the equation and solutions. For the high dissipation which 5

3 < γ ≤ 2, the Fractional Rough
Burgers equation with nonlinearity F (u)∂xu replacing 1

2∂x(u
2) has been studied in [GIP15]. Additionally, they

build the global well-posedness in Cs for 1
3 < s < γ

2 − 1
2 .

Note that the performance of lower dissipation γ < 5
3 in Hs space is unknown, where Sobolev spaces Hs are

of significant mathematical and physical relevance in the study Burgers equation and Degasperis-Procesi(DP)
equation. For more details, one can be refer to [Yin03, Yin04, GL11, GL15]. In this paper, we will consider
equation (1.1) with lower dissipation 4

3 < γ ≤ 2 for u0 ∈ H
1
2+ and 5

4 < γ ≤ 4
3 for u0 ∈ H

1
2+(T) ∩ C 1

2+(T) =
W

1
2+(T).
It is also need to particularly noteworthy that the first author and co-authors has previously studied the

randomized initial data problems for both the DP equation and Burgers equation

∂tu− Λγu = uux, uω0 =
∑
n∈Z

hn(ω)φ(Λ− n)u0. (1.3)

in [CZG24] for γ ∈ ( 54 ,
3
2 ), which is an another hot topic in the field of SPDEs. We omit detailed discussion here

and refer interested readers to [Bou96, BT08b, BT08a, CG15, BOP15, BOP19, DNY22, DNY24]. Therefore,
this paper can be viewed as a natural continuation of that earlier work under additional noise driving.

The primary objective of this paper is to establish fundamental results for the FRB equation in Sobolev
spaces Hs and extend analogous conclusions to the DP equations. We will address the potential difficulties
associated with these problems, as well as the methods we will employ, by organizing the discussion into three
main sections.

1.1 Probabilistic setting
To have a better understanding of the problem, we first study (1.1) by writing it as mild form

u = P (t)u0 +
1

2

∫ t

0

P (t− s)∂x(u
2)ds+X(t). (1.4)

Here P (t) = etΛ
γ

is the fractional heat flow, and X(t) =
∫ t
0
P (t−s)ξ(s)ds denote the solution of linear equation

∂tX(t)− ΛγX(t) = ξ, X0 = 0. (1.5)

Note that X(t) ∈ CTCα(T) a.s for any α < γ
2 − 1

2 , which is applied to the study of equations describing
thermal dissipative structures such as KPZ equation [Hai13] and Burgers equation [GIP15, GP17] to establish
well-posedness. This also applies to Sobolev spaces Hs (See Lemma 2.7) and keep in mind that X ∈ CTW

α(T)
for α < γ

2 − 1
2 .

Note that the range of α is determined by dissipation γ, our paper gives two works in different range. One
is higher regularity α ∈ ( 16 ,

1
2 ), in such case, we can directly establish the well-posedness in Hα(T). One is

lower dissipation α ∈ ( 18 ,
1
6 )(See Remark 3.1), in such case we need to work in Wα(T). A common feature
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is that we have isolated a higher-regularity term (More precisely H
1
2+(T)) in the solution. This process is

made possible in lower disspation γ ∈ ( 54 ,
4
3 ] with the assistance of para-controlled method which is a powerful

method to study rough or singular SPDE in [GIP15, GP17, GKO23, CC18].
A more in-depth consideration is that how lower the dissipation be? Let us consider FRB driven by |D|βξ

ut − Λγu =
1

2
∂x(u

2) + |D|βξ, u(0, x) = u0 (1.6)

using the similar method in [DNY22, DNY24], we propose a conjecture regarding the relationship between γ
and β

γ ≥ β + 1 (1.7)

in final section. Similar methods have been used in [DNY24] to study probabilistic critical problems for the
heat equation, wave equation, and Schrödinger equation.

1.2 Regularity analysis
After resolving the regularity issues for Gaussian processes, the next challenge lies in the study of well-
posedness. Consider the Burgers equation with addition term f

∂tv − Λγv =
1

2
∂x(v

2) + f, v(0, x) = v0, (1.8)

where f may depend on u. It takes the different structure of solution in two different range γ ∈ ( 43 , 2] and
γ ∈ ( 54 ,

4
3 ].

More precisely, let f(v) = ∂x(vX) + 1
2∂x(X

2), where X satisfied (1.5). Then f(v) gains at most α-order
Sobolev regularity when v belongs to H

1
2+. It derive the relation between α and γ which satisfied α+ γ ≥ 3

2 ,
since v can gain α + γ − 1 at most. For the lower α and γ, we use the Little-wood Paley decomposition in
[BCD11] which rewrite vX and X2 as

vX = TvX +R(v,X) + TXv, X2 = 2TXX +R(X,X). (1.9)

It takes the higher regularity TXv, R(v,X) and R(X,X) gains since X has α-order Höler regularity. The only
difficult for the case of smaller α is TvX and 2TXX which can be countered by para-controlled solution(See
more details in Proposition 4.1), and it derives the relation 2α− 1 + γ ≥ 3

2 .

1.3 Shallow water equation
Next, we introduce the Degasperis-Procesi(DP) equation, which is one type of shallow water equation, has
following form

mt + umx + 3uxm = 0, m(t, x) = (1− ∂2x)u(t, x), u(0, x) = u0(x). (1.10)

Then we can define the fluid velocity u(t, x) := g ∗m := (1− ∂2x)m and rewrite the DP equation as

ut +
1

2
∂x(u

2) +
3

2
(1− ∂2x)

−1∂x(u
2) = 0, u(0, x) = u0(x). (1.11)

We provide following citation [DP99, DHH02] to facilitate a deeper understanding of the physical background
for this class of equations. In particular, a systematic discussion can be found in [AG10]. For the mathematical
properties of this equation, we refer readers to the following literature. Of particular note, the local well-
posedness to (1.10) with initial data Hs, s ≥ 3

2 was proved in [LY06], and also the precise blow-up scenario
and a blow-up result were derived in [LY07].

In this paper, we also consider the nonlocal Rough DP equation with space-time noise ξ

ut + Λγu+
1

2
∂x(u

2) +
3

2
(1− ∂2x)

−1∂x(u
2) = ξ, u(0, x) = u0(x). (1.12)

as an application of our result for Rough Burgers equation.
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1.4 Main result
We now present the main conclusions.

Theorem 1.1. Let u0(x) ∈ H
1
2+δ(T), for some small δ > 0, and γ ∈ ( 43 , 2], then there exists a postive T ∗ and

a solution u(t, x) of equation (1.1) satisfied

u(t, x) = X(t, x) + v(t, x),

where v(t, x) ∈ CT∗H
1
2+δ(T) a.s. and X(t, x) is satisfied (1.5) with X(t, x) ∈ CT∗Hα(T) for α ∈ ( 16 ,

γ
2 − 1

2 ),
a.s. Moreover we have u ∈ CT∗Hα(T) a.s.

Remark 1.1. ’a.s.’ represent almost surely. We say event A is almost surely if and only if P(A) = 1, where
P represent the probability associated with (Ω,F ,P). We will omit this description in most situation, except
we need distinct such meaning.

Remark 1.2. Recall the equation in [GIP15]

∂tu− Λγu = G(u)∂xu+ ξ, u(0, x) = u0, (1.13)

where G ∈ C3
b (Rd, L(Rd,Rd)). The main difference between our result and [GIP15] lies in the fact that our

solution can back to the original equation (1.1). Since G(u)∂xu is ill-defined when α ∈ ( 13 ,
γ
2 −

1
2 ), they actually

study the “generalized" solution, which is the limit in probability sense of uϵ satisfied following mollified equation

∂tu
ϵ − Λγuϵ = G(uϵ)∂xu

ϵ + ξϵ, u(0, x) = u0. (1.14)

Here ξϵ = ϵ−1ψ(ϵ·)∗ϵ for some ψ ∈ S with
∫
ψdt = 1. Similar approaches are frequently used for some singular

SPDEs in [CC18, Hai13, GP17].

When γ > 3
2 , we can get the global result as follows.

Theorem 1.2. For γ > 3
2 , Rough Burgers equation (1.1) has a global weak solution u = v+X in C([0, T ];L2(T))∩

L2([0, T ];H
γ
2 (T)) for any T ≥ 0 . Moreover, for γ > 5

3 , such solution is the global strong solution of (1.1).

Remark 1.3. Theorem 1.1 and 1.2 is also valid for Rough DP equation. In fact, the nonlinear term 3
2 (1 −

∂2x)
−1∂x(u

2) in the DP equation does not introduce additional difficulties for the local well-posedness problem.
For global results, we need to utilize the special structure of the DP equation to derive energy estimates as
Proposition 3.3 and Lemma 3.4.

For the lower dissipation γ ∈ ( 54 ,
4
3 ], let Q be the linear evolution of ∂xX such as

∂tQ(t)− ΛγQ(t) = ∂xX(t), Q(0) = 0. (1.15)

We let (u, u′u♯) be a triple satisfied
u = X + u′ ≺≺ Q+ u♯, (1.16)

where u′ ≺≺ Q is the temporal mollified version of Tu′Q(See (2.1)). u♯ is the higher regularity term.

Theorem 1.3. Let u0 ∈ C 1
2+δ ∩H 1

2+δ = W
1
2+δ for some δ > 0, γ ∈ ( 54 ,

4
3 ]. Define L = ∂t − Λγ , then there

exists a positive T ∗ and a unique triple (u, u′, u♯) ∈ CTW
α × CTW

1
8+δ × CTW

1
2+δ satisfied

u′ =X + 2u′ ≺≺ u♯,

Lu♯ =Lu− LX − Lu′ ≺≺ Q,
u =X + u′ ≺≺ Q+ u♯,

(1.17)

where X(t) is satisfied (1.5). Moreover, u is a solution of (1.1).

Remark 1.4. ≺ and ≺≺ is referred to as the para-product and modified para-product, which will be introduced
in Lemma 2.1 and (2.1). Let v := u′ ≺≺ Q, then v satisfied the equation

∂tv − Λγv =′ regular term′ + u′ ≺ ∂xX

This is a term that will appear in the equation for u♯. Our strategy is to use a specific u′ with −L(u′ ≺≺ Q) to
cancel out this term to make sure that u♯ can gains higher regularity (See Proposition 4.1), we will show it in
Section 4.
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Remark 1.5. In fact, we can’t prove such result with only Hα space under our setting. Let (u′,Q, u♯) ∈
(Cα × Hβ × Hη), then α + β = η is always valid. Since Q can gains (α − 1 + γ)-order Sobolev regularity,
then u♯ gains (2α− 1+ γ)-order Sobolev regularity at most by proof of Lemma B.3.To establish the Cα Hölder
regularity of u′, it is necessary for the remainder u♯ to possess Sobolev regularity of order at least Hα+ 1

2+, this
is valid only when γ > 4

3 .

Remark 1.6. We can extend the range of γ ∈ (1, 2], which means the α ∈ (0, 12 ). We omit these proofs
because in this paper, since we primarily aim to demonstrate the effectiveness of the paracontrolled method in
enhancing the regularity of solutions.

1.5 Organization of the paper
This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some notations and basic tools. In Section 3,
we prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 for FRB equation and Remark 1.3 for Rough DP equation. In the
Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.3 for para-controlled solution. In the Section 5, we give a conjecture of the
range of γ and give some future directions.

2 Basic tool
In this section, we give some useful tools

2.1 Littlewood-Paley theory
In this section, we introduce some basic stochastic and deterministic tools, more useful technical estimation
tools will be introduced in the appendix.

The first key tool is Littlewood-Paley decomposition. We introduce a operator named “nonhomogeneous
dyadic blocks” ∆j for j ≥ −1, and satisfied for any u belong to S ′(Td) (Its also valid for Rd), we have
decomposition

u =
∑
j≥−1

∆ju.

More precisely, its associated with two functions ρl(k) and χ(k) under Fourier mode such that

F(∆ju)(k) = ρ(2−lk)uk, l ≥ 0 and F(∆−1u)(k) = χ(k)uk.

Here χ and ρ are two radial functions, valued in the interval [0, 1], belonging respectively to D(B(0, 43 )) and
D({k ∈ Zd : 3

4 ≤ k ≤ 8
3}), such that

χ(k) +
∑
l≥0

ρ(2−lk) = 1, k ∈ Zd.

It can define Bsp,r(Td) which contains Hölder space Cα(Td) := Bs∞,∞(Td) for α ∈ (0, 1) and Sobolev space
Hs(Td) := B2,2(Td) such that

Bsp,r(Td) := {u : (
∑
l≥−1

2lsr∥∆lu∥rLp(Td))
1
r <∞},

also define the norm. Under this setting, we introduce para-product decomposition which give a product rules
in S ′(Td). Let Sju =

∑
k≤j−1 ∆ku, then we have the estimate

Lemma 2.1 ([BCD11]). Define f ≺ g :=
∑
j Sj−1f∆jg, f ≻ g = g ≺ f , f ◦ g :=

∑
|k−j|≤1 ∆kf∆jg, let

p, r ∈ [1,∞] and s ∈ R, then we have following estimates

• 1. If k ∈ N, then
∥f ≺ g∥Bs

p,r
≤ C∥f∥L∞∥Dkg∥Bs−k

p,r
.

• 2. If k ∈ N, t < 0 and 1
r = min(1, 1

r1
+ 1

r2
), then

∥f ≺ g∥Bs+t
p,r

≤ C∥f∥Bt
∞,r1

∥Dkg∥Bs−k
p,r2

.
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• 3. If 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
≤ 1, 1

r = 1
r1

+ 1
r2

≤ 1 and s = s1 + s2 > 0, then

∥f ◦ g∥Bs
p,r

≤ C∥f∥Bs1
p1,r1

∥g∥Bs2
p2,r2

.

By above estimate in Hs space, we can check that Moser-type estimate hold.

Lemma 2.2 (Moser-type estimate). Let s > 0, ϵ > 0, then following estimates hold:

• (1) for 0 < s < 1
2 ,

∥fg∥
H2s− 1

2
≤ C∥f∥Hs∥g∥Hs .

• (2) for s > 1
2 ,

∥fg∥Hs ≤ C∥f∥Hs∥g∥Hs .

• (3) for s = 1
2 ,

∥fg∥Hs−ϵ ≤ C∥f∥Hs∥g∥Hs .

To explain the para-product, it must be notice that if f and g are two distribution, we can’t generally
multiply them. A sufficient condition to do that is Lemma 2.1 holding which need s1 + s2 ≥ 0 at least.
Moreover, we call that f ≺ g and f ≻ g para-products since they are always well defined, and f ◦ g resonant
term since this product limits the range in which their frequencies are close.

For our convenient, give following notation

Wα
p = Bαp,p, Wα =Wα

2 ∩Wα
∞,

Note that Wα is a Banach algebra when α > 0.

Lemma 2.3. If f ∈Wα, then f ∈Wα
p for any p ≥ 2. Moreover, we have estimate

∥f∥Wα
p
≤ ∥f∥

2
p

Hα∥f∥
p−2
p

Cα .

Proof. By definition of Bαp,p and interpolation in Lp, we have

∥f∥pBα
p,p

=
∑
j≥−1

2jαp∥∆jf∥pLp

≤
∑
j≥−1

2jαp(∥∆jf∥
2
p

L2∥∆jf∥
p−2
p

L∞ )p

≤( sup
j≥−1

2jα∥∆jf∥L∞)p−2
∑
j≥−1

2jα2∥∆jf∥2L2

≤∥f∥2Hα∥f∥p−2
Bα

∞,∞
.

Then our lemma is proved.

Sometimes it is also necessary to use a modified version of the paraproduct. Such operators have been
introduced in [GIP15, GP17], and are defined as follows: Let φ ∈ C∞(R,R+) be nonnegative with compact
support contained in R+ and with total mass 1, define Qi for all i ≥ 1 as follows

Qi : CCβ → CCβ , Qif(t) =

∫
R
2−γiφ(2γi(t− s))f(s ∧ 0)ds.

With the help of Qi, we define a modified para-product

f ≺≺ g =
∑
i

(QiSi−1f)∆ig. (2.1)

Similar to estimate for the paraproduct in Lemma 2.1, we also have estimates for this operator.
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Lemma 2.4. For any β ∈ R and p ≥ 2, we have

∥f ≺≺ g(t)∥Wβ
p
≤ C∥f∥CtL∞∥g∥Wβ

p
,

for all t > 0. And for α < 0 furthermore

∥f ≺≺ g(t)∥Wα+β
p

≤ C∥f∥CtCα∥g∥Wβ
p
.

The remaining estimates will be presented in the Appendix B. Finally, we introduce a class of temporal
regularity spaces, which have been referenced in [GIP15, GP17, Hai13, CC18]. Define the such norm with time
T as follows. CTX = C([0, T ], X) for the space of continuous maps from [0, T ] to X, equipped with the norm
supt∈[0,T ] ∥ · ∥X . For α ∈ (0, 1), we also define CαTX as a space of α-Hölder continuous continuous functions
from [0, T ] to X equipped with the norm ∥f∥Cα

TX
= sup0≤s<t≤T

∥fs,t∥X

|t−s|α . For our convenient, for α ≥ 0 we
have following notation

W0
p (T ) = CTL

p, Wα
p (T ) = CTB

α
p,p ∩ C

α
γ

T L
p, Wα(T ) = Wα

2 (T ) ∩Wα
∞(T ).

Its easy to check that Wα(T ) is a Banach algebra when α ≥ 0. For α < 0, we also give a definition
Wα
p (T ) = CTB

α
p,p Next, we introduce some useful estimate

Lemma 2.5. Let α ∈ R, ϵ > 0, ρ ∈ (0, γ) satisfied γ ≤ ρ+ ϵ and α+ρ < γ. Let f ∈ Wϵ
∞(T ), g ∈ CTW

α+ρ(T )
and Lg ∈ CTW

α. Then

∥f ≺≺ g∥Wα+ρ
∞ (T ) ≲ T 1− ρ

γ ∥f∥Wϵ
∞(T )(∥g∥CT Cα+γ−ϵ + ∥Lg∥CT Cα),

and

∥f ≺≺ g∥Wα+ρ
2 (T ) ≲ T 1− ρ

γ ∥f∥Wϵ
∞(T )(∥g∥CTHα+γ−ϵ + ∥Lg∥CTHα).

Proof. We only prove the case of Wα+ρ
2 (T ) and the p = ∞ is similar. By Lemma A.3, Lemma 2.4 and Lemma

B.3, we have

∥f ≺≺ g∥Wα+ρ
2 (T ) ≲∥f ≺≺ g(0)∥Wα+ρ

2 (T ) + T 1− ρ
γ ∥L(f ≺≺ g)∥CTHα

≤T 1− ρ
γ ∥L(f ≺≺ g)− f ≺≺ Lg∥CTHα + ∥f ≺≺ Lg∥CTHα

≤T 1− ρ
γ ∥f∥CT Cϵ∥g∥CTHα+γ−ϵ + ∥f∥CT Cϵ∥Lg∥CTHα

≤T 1− ρ
γ ∥f∥CT Cϵ(∥g∥CTHα+γ−ϵ + ∥Lg∥CTHα)

≤T 1− ρ
γ ∥f∥CT Cϵ(∥g∥CTHα+ρ + ∥Lg∥CTHα).

Since γ − ϵ ≤ ρ, then we prove the lemma.

2.2 Stochastic tools
In this little section, we introduce some stochastic tools we need in this paper. The first tools is the Kol-
mogorov’s continuity criterion

Lemma 2.6 ([LG16]). Let X = (X(t))t∈[0,T ] be a random process and take values in a complete metric space
(E, d). If there exist p, ϵ, C > 0 such that, for every s, t ∈ [0, T ],

E[d(X(s), X(t))p] ≤ C|t− s|1+ϵ. (2.2)

Then, there is a modification X̃ of X whose sample paths are Hölder continuous with exponent α for every
α ∈ (0, ϵp ): This means that, for every ω ∈ Ω and every α ∈ (0, ϵp ), there exists a finite constant Cα(ω) such
that, for every s, t ∈ I,

d(X̃(s, ω), X̃(t, ω)) ≤ Cα(ω)|t− s|α,

where X̃(t) is a modification of X(t) with continuous sample paths.
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Now we give a basic analysis for white noise ξ. For the linear evolution X(t) :=
∫ t
0
e(t−s)Λ

γ

ξ(s)ds, given a
decomposition

X(t) =

∫ t

−∞
e(t−s)Λ

γ

ξ(s)ds− etΛ
γ

∫ 0

−∞
e−sΛ

γ

ξ(s)ds. (2.3)

Its not difficult to show that the second term is smooth, which means all the irregularity of X(t) is described
by the first term of the right hand side of (2.3). Hence we define Y (t) :=

∫ t
−∞ e(t−s)Λ

γ

ξ(s)ds. For X(t) and
Y (t), we have following lemma.

Lemma 2.7. The spatial Fourier transform Yk = FxY (k) is a Gaussian process with zero-mean and satisfy

E[Yk(t)Yk′(t′)] = e−|t−t′||k|γ |T|
2|k|γ

Ik+k′=0(k, k
′).

where |T| =
∫
T 1dx and Ik+k′=0(k, k

′) is the indicator function. Moreover, for any T > 0 and β < γ(1−2κ)
2 − 1

2 ,
we have X(t), Y (t) ∈ CκTW

β, for κ < 1
2 .

Proof. It’s easy to check the first result by noting that

E[Fξ(t, k)Fξ(s, k′)] = δ(t− s)Ik+k′=0(k, k
′). (2.4)

Considering the second result, we can rewrite Y (t) as

Y (t) =
∑
k∈Z

Yk(t)e
ikx.

Calculate E|∆j(Y (t)− Y (t′))|2 and E∥∆j(Y (t)− Y (t′))∥2pL2 as follows

E|∆j(Y (t)− Y (t′))|2 =E
∑
k,k′∈Z

ρj(k)ρj(k
′)[Yk(t)− Yk(t

′)][Y−k′(t)− Y−k′(t
′)]ei(k−k

′)x

=
∑
k,k′∈Z

ρj(k)ρj(k
′)|T|2− 2e−|t−t′||k|γ

2|k|γ

≲
∑

k∈supp(ρj)

k−γ(1−δ)|t− t′|δ

≲2j(1−γ(1−δ))|t− t′|δ,

for some δ ∈ [0, 1]. By Gaussian hypercontractivity [Jan97], we have

E|∆j(Y (t, xi)− Y (t′, xi))|2p ≲ (E|∆j(Y (t, xi)− Y (t′, xi))|2)p.

It implies that

E∥∆j(Y (t)− Y (t′))∥2pL2 =E(
∫
T
|∆j(Y (t)− Y (t′))|2dx)p

≲
∫
T⊗p

E
p∏
i=1

|∆j(Y (t, xi)− Y (t′, xi))|2dxi

≲
∫
T⊗p

p∏
i=1

(E|∆j(Y (t, xi)− Y (t′, xi))|2p)
1
p dxi

≲
∫
T⊗p

p∏
i=1

(E|∆j(Y (t, xi)− Y (t′, xi))|2)dxi

≲2pj(1−γ(1−δ))|t− t′|δp.

Then we can estimate E∥Y (t)− Y (t′)∥2pHα as

E∥Y (t)− Y (t′)∥2p
Bβ

2,2

≲(
∑
j≥−1

22jβ(E∥∆j(Y (t)− Y (t′))∥2pL2)
1
p )p

≤(
∑
j≥−1

2j(2β+1−γ(1−δ)))p|t− t′|δp <∞,

8



for β < γ(1−δ)−1
2 . By Lemma 2.6, we have Y (t) ∈ C

δ
2−

1
2p

T H
γ(1−δ)−1

2 . Choose p large enough, we can prove the
case of Hs. For Hölder space, we can also have the results by similar argument

E∥Y (t)− Y (t′)∥2p
Bβ

2p,2p

=
∑
j≥−1

22jβpE∥∆j(Y (t)− Y (t′))∥2pL2p

≲
∑
j≥−1

22jβp∥E|∆j(Y (t)− Y (s))|2∥pLp

≲
∑
j≥−1

2jp(2β+1−γ(1−δ))|t− t′|δp.

Let p large enough and by embedding for Besov space, we get Y (t) ∈ C
δ
2−

1
2p

T C
γ(1−δ)−1

2 . Choosing p large
enough again, we can prove the case of Cs, which we finish our proof.

Remark 2.1. By Lemma 2.7, we have X(t), Y (t) ∈ CκTW
β for α

γ <
1
2 − 1

γ − κ. Let β = 0, then κ can choose
to be 1

2 − 1
2γ − ϵ for any small ϵ > 0. Then we have X(t), Y (t) ∈ Wα(T ) a.s for any T ≥ 0 and α < γ

2 − 1
2 if

we fix ϵ small enough.

2.3 Iteration argument
Next we introduce a generalized contraction mapping theorem which compared with Lemma 5.5(L = 0) in
[BCD11].

Lemma 2.8. Let E be a Banach space, and B a continuous bilinear map from E × E to E, and r a positive
real number such that

r <
1

8∥B∥
with ∥B∥E = sup

∥u∥E ,∥v∥E≤1

∥B(u, v)∥E .

Let L is a linear map E to E and satisfied

sup
v∈E

∥L(v)∥E
∥v∥E

≤ 1

4
.

Then for any a in a ball B(0, r) ⊂ E, there exists a unique x̃ in B(0, 2r) such that

x̃ = a+ L(x̃) + B(x̃, x̃).

Proof. The proof of first result can refer to [BCD11]. For second, we involved an application of iterative scheme
defined by

x̃0 = a x̃n+1 = a+ L(x̃n) + B(x̃n, x̃n).
By induction argument, we show that ∥x̃n+1∥ ≤ 2r when ∥x̃n∥ ≤ 2r. In fact, by our assumption, we get

∥x̃n+1∥E ≤ r +
r

4
+ 4∥B∥r2 ≤ 2r.

Thus, (x̃n)n∈N remains in B(0, 2r). Moreover,

∥x̃n+1 − x̃n∥E ≤∥L(x̃n − x̃n−1)∥E + 4r∥B∥∥x̃n − x̃n−1∥E

≤3

4
∥x̃n − x̃n−1∥E .

Then we get the limit of (x̃n) is a unique fixed point of x̃ 7→ a+ L(x̃) + B(x̃, x̃). This means that the lemma
is proved.

We also provide version for studying specific types of coupled equations. Let f((x, y)) be a linear functional
on E × E which means

f(c(x, y)) = cf((x, y)),

f(x1 + x2, y1 + y2) = f(x1, y1) + f(x2, y2).
(2.5)

Assume that f(x, y) satisfied some control property on X, such as

∥f(x, y)∥X ≤ ∥x∥X + c∥y∥X , (2.6)

we have the following lemma

9



Lemma 2.9. Let E := Ė × E be a Banach space, where Ė is subspace of E. Define norm space Ė × E as

∥(x, y)∥E = 2∥x∥Ė + ∥y∥E .

Moreover define B a continuous bilinear map from E × E to Ė, and r a positive real number such that

∥B(f(x, y), f(x, y))∥Ė ≤ 1

8r
(∥xn∥Ė + c∥yn∥E)2,

where f satisfied (2.5) and (2.6) for X = E. Let G(x) and g(y) are linear map E to Ė and satisfied

sup
v∈E

(
∥G(v)∥Ė
∥v∥E

,
∥g(v)∥Ė
∥v∥E

) ≤ 1

16
,

∥h(v)∥Ė
∥v∥Ė

≤ 1

16
.

Then there exist c̃ > 0, for any (a, b) ∈ B(0, r) ⊂ E and 0 < c < c̃, there exists unique (y, x) ∈ B(0, 4r) ⊂ E
such that

y = b+ f(x, y), x = a+ g(y) + h(x) + B(f(x, y), f(x, y)) + G(f(x, y)). (2.7)

Proof. We involved application of iterative scheme defined by

x0 = a, y0 = b, yn+1 = b+ f(xn, yn), xn+1 = a+ g(yn) + h(xn) + G(f(xn, yn)) +B(f(xn, yn), f(xn, yn)).

We first prove that (xn+1, yn+1) ∈ B(0, 4r) ⊂ E when (xn, yn) ∈ B(0, 4r) ⊂ E. In fact,

∥(xn+1, yn+1)∥Ė×E ≤∥b∥E + ∥f(xn, yn)∥E + 2∥a∥Ė + 2∥g(yn)∥Ė + 2∥h(xn)∥Ė
+ 2∥G(f(xn, yn))∥Ė + 2∥B(f(xn, yn), f(xn, yn))∥Ė

≤2∥a∥Ė + ∥b∥E +
1

8
∥yn∥E +

1

8
∥xn∥Ė +

1

8
∥f(xn, yn)∥E +

1

4r
(∥xn∥Ė + c∥yn∥E)2

≤2∥a∥Ė + ∥b∥E +
1

8
∥yn∥E +

1

8
∥xn∥Ė +

1

8
(∥xn∥E + c∥yn∥E) +

1

4r
(∥xn∥E + c∥yn∥E)2

≤r + r

2
+
r

2
+
r

4
+

1

8
(2r + 4cr) +

1

8r
(4r2 + 16cr2 + 16c2r2) < 4r,

for 0 < c < c̃ = 1
10 . Denote fn,m = f(xn, yn)− f(xm, ym) ∈ E, to prove {(xn, yn)}n∈N is a Cauchy sequence,

we estimate that

∥(xn+1, yn+1)− (xn, yn)∥Ė×E ≤2∥xn+1 − xn∥Ė + ∥yn+1 − yn∥E
≤2∥G(fn,n−1)∥Ė + 2∥B(fn,n−1, f(xn, yn)) + B(f(xn, yn), fn,n−1)∥Ė
+ ∥fn,n−1∥E

≤(
7

4
+ c)∥xn − xn−1∥Ė + (c2 +

13

8
c+

1

8
)∥yn − yn−1∥E

<
37

40
∥(xn, yn)− (xn−1, yn−1)∥Ė×E .

Then we get the limit of (yn, xn) is a unique fixed point of mapping (2.7) in Banach space E , which prove the
lemma.

3 Result in the range of γ ∈ (43 , 2]

In this section, we consider the highly dissipative regime, which ensures that the linear component X(t)

possesses enhanced regularity properties. In fact, assume that γ ∈ ( 43 , 2], by Lemma 2.7, we have X ∈ CTH
1
6+δ

for some small δ. It is subcritical since X(t) ∈ H
3
2−γ .
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3.1 Bi-linear estimate
First we build a standard bilinearity estimate. Define B(f, g) as following

B(f, g)(t) =

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Λ
γ 1

2
D(f(s)g(s))ds, (3.1)

then we have following estimate.

Lemma 3.1. Fix ET := L∞
T H

s, with 0 ≤ ρ < γ − 1, s = σ + ρ, then we have

∥B(f, g)∥ET
≤ CT

γ−1−ρ
γ (1 + T

ρ
γ )∥fg∥Hσ . (3.2)

Proof. We write that

∥B(f, g)(t)∥Hs ≲
∫ t

0

∥e−(t−τ)∂γ
x (1− ∂2x)

ρ
2 ∂x(1− ∂2x)

σ
2 (fg)∥L2 .

We divide ξ in two parts: |ξ| ≲ 1 and |ξ| ≳ 1. For low frequencies |ξ| ≲ 1, we have

|e−(t−τ)|ξ|γ (1 + ξ2)
ρ
2 ξ| ≲ |e−(t−τ)|ξ|γ |ξ||,

For high frequencies |ξ| ≳ 1, we have

|e−(t−τ)|ξ|γ (1 + ξ2)
ρ
2 ξ| ≲ |e−(t−τ)|ξ|γ |ξ|ρ+1|,

Then we obtain that

∥B(f, g)(t)∥Hs ≲
∫ t

0

max(
1

(t− τ)
1
γ

,
1

(t− τ)
1+ρ
γ

)∥fg∥Hσ ≲ T
γ−1−ρ

γ (1 + T
ρ
γ )∥fg∥Hσ ,

which finish our proof.

Remark 3.1. The case of end-point ρ = γ − 1 will be more complex. Using the time-frequencies analysis by
frequencies localization, we need the estimate in Bs2,∞. In this paper, we don’t touch this endpoint. Since for
any α < γ

2 − 1
2 , we can always have X ∈ Wα+(T ) a.s.

By Moser-type estimate, its not difficult to prove that

Lemma 3.2. Let γ ∈ ( 43 , 2], α ∈ (16 ,
1
2 ), fix 2δ = α+ γ − 3

2 , then for T ≤ 1 we have following bounds

• (1) For f, g ∈ L∞
T H

1
2+δ
x , we have

∥B(f, g)∥
L∞

T H
1
2
+δ ≤ C1T

γ−1
γ ∥f∥

L∞
T H

1
2
+δ∥g∥L∞

T H
1
2
+δ .

• (2) For f, g ∈ L∞
T W

α for any p ∈ [2,∞], we have

∥B(f, g)∥
L∞

T H
1
2
+δ ≤ C2T

δ
γ ∥f∥CTWα∥g∥CTWα .

• (3) For f ∈ L∞
T H

1
2+δ and g ∈ L∞

T W
α for any p ∈ [2,∞], then we have

∥B(f, g)∥
L∞

T H
1
2
+δ ≤ C3T

δ
γ ∥f∥

L∞
T H

1
2
+δ∥g∥L∞

T Hα .
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3.2 Well-posedness
In this little section, we study the well-posedness of (1.1) for γ > 4

3 . Firstly, we consider the equation

∂tv − Λγv =
1

2
∂x(v

2) + ∂x(vX̃) +
1

2
∂x(X̃

2), u(0) = u0. (3.3)

We solve the equation (3.3) by contraction mapping argument.

Proposition 3.1. Let α ∈ ( 16 ,
1
2 ), γ ∈ ( 43 , 2] and u0 ∈ H

1
2+δ for 2δ = α+ γ − 3

2 . If X̃(t) ∈ CTW
α, then there

exists a unique solution v(t, x) of equation (3.3) with a postive T ∗ satisfied v ∈ CT∗H
1
2+δ.

Proof. Let r = 2max(∥u0∥Hα , ∥X̃∥C1Wα). We rewrite equation (3.3) as

u(t, x) = P (t)u0 +B(v, X̃) +B(X̃, v) +B(X̃, X̃) +B(v, v).

where P (t)f satisfied linear equation

∂tP (t)f − ΛγP (t)f = 0, P (0)f = f. (3.4)

By Lemma 2.8, we claim that there exist T ∗ such that

a := P (T ∗)u0 +B(X̃, X̃) ∈ B(0, r), ∥B∥
CT∗H

1
2
+δ ≤ 1

8r
, sup

v

2∥B(v, X̃)∥
CT∗H

1
2
+δ

∥v∥
CT∗H

1
2
+δ

≤ 1

4
. (3.5)

For the first claim of (3.5), fix T > 0 small enough to make sure that C2T
δ
γ ∥X̃∥2C1Wα ≤ r

4 , then by Lemma
3.2, we have

∥a∥
CTH

1
2
+δ ≤∥P (·)u0∥

CTH
1
2
+δ + ∥B(X̃, X̃)∥

CTH
1
2
+δ

≤∥u0∥
CTH

1
2
+δ + C2T

δ
γ ∥X̃∥2C1Wα ≤ r.

For the second claim of (3.5), fix T > 0 small enough to make sure that C1T
γ−1
γ ≤ 1

8r , then by Lemma 3.2,
we have

∥B(v, v)∥
L∞

T H
1
2
+δ ≤C1T

γ−1
γ ∥v∥

CTH
1
2
+δ∥v∥CTH

1
2
+δ

≤ 1

8r
∥v∥2

CTH
1
2
+δ

For the third claim of (3.5), fix T small enough to make sure that C3T
δ
γ ∥X̃∥C1Wα ≤ 1

8 , then by Lemma 3.2,
we have

∥B(v, X̃)∥CTHs

∥v∥CTHs

≤C3T
δ
γ ∥X̃∥C1Wα ≤ 1

8
.

Fix T ∗ satisfied the condition above all, we finish our proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Lemma 2.7, we have X(t) ∈ CTW
α where X(t) satisfied (1.5), by Proposition

3.1, we then we finish our proof by writing equation (1.1) as the (3.3) with fixing v = u − X and X̃(t) =

X(t) =
∫ t
0
P (t− s)ξ(s)ds.

Remark 3.2. We actually prove that the solution exists in the space L∞
t H

s but depending on the equation
itself, we can also easily demonstrate the continuity of v. Note that

v(t)− v(s) = (S(t)− S(s))u0 +Bs,t(v +X, v +X)

where Bs,t(u, u) := 1
2

∫ t
s
P (t− s)D(u2)ds. Use the similar argument for proving well-posedness, we can easily

get the continuous.

To obtain the global result, we need more information of energy. Let us recall a classical energy estimate
for general heat equation in [BCD11] in nonhomogeneous case and a energy control for Burgers equation.
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Lemma 3.3. Let γ ∈ (1, 2]. Let v be the solution in C([0, T ];S ′(Td)) of the Cauchy problem{
∂tv − Λγv = f,

v|t=0 = v0,
(3.6)

with f ∈ L2([0, T ]; Ḣs−1) and v0 ∈ Ḣs(Td). Then,

v ∈ (∩∞
p=2L

p([0, T ]; Ḣs+ γ
p )) ∩ C([0, T ]; Ḣs).

Moreover we have the following estimates:

∥v(t)∥2
Ḣs + 2

∫ t

0

∥Λ
γ
2 v(t′)∥2

Ḣsdt
′ =∥v0∥2Ḣs + 2

∫ t

0

⟨f(t′), v(t′)⟩sdt′,

(

∫
Td

⟨ξ⟩2s( sup
0≤t′≤t

|v̂(t′, ξ)|)2dξ) 1
2 ≤∥v0∥Ḣs + ∥f∥

L2
T (Ḣs− γ

2 )
,

∥v(t)∥
Lp

T (Ḣ
s+

γ
p )

≤∥v0∥Ḣs + ∥f∥
L2

T (Ḣs− γ
2 )
,

with ⟨a, b⟩s =
∫
⟨ξ⟩2sâ(ξ)b̂(ξ)dξ

Proof. The case of γ = 2 is proved in [BCD11], the extension to the case γ ∈ (1, 2] is straightforward.

Proposition 3.2. For γ ∈ ( 32 , 2], let v be the smooth solution of (1.1) on [0, T ] for u0 ∈ H
1
2+δ and X(t)

satisfied (1.5). Then we have energy estimate as follows

∥v∥2L2 + (1− ν)

∫ t

0

∥v∥2
H

γ
2
dτ ≲ ∥u0∥2L2e

Cν(1+∥X∥
γ

γ−1
CtW

α )t
+ Cν

∫ t

0

e
Cν(1+∥X∥

γ
γ−1
CtW

α )(t−t′)∥X∥4Wαdt′. (3.7)

Proof. Note that v satisfied (3.6), where f = 1
2∂x(v +X)2. By Lemma 3.3 and integral by parts, we have

∥v∥2L2 +

∫ t

0

∥v∥2
H

γ
2
dt′ ≤ ∥u0∥2L2 + 2

∫ t

0

∥u∥2L2dt′ +

∫ t

0

⟨v, 2∂x(vX) + ∂x(X
2)⟩0dt′.

By Hölder inequality and Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.7, there exist α ∈ ( 14 ,
1
2 ) such that γ

2 − 1
2 > α > 1 − γ

2
satisfied

⟨v, 2∂x(vX) + ∂x(X
2)⟩0 ≤2∥v∥

H
γ
2
∥vX∥

H1− γ
2
+ ∥v∥

H
γ
2
∥X2∥

H1− γ
2

≲2∥v∥
2
γ

H
γ
2
∥v∥2−

2
γ

L2 ∥X∥Cα + ∥v∥
H

γ
2
∥X∥2Wα ,

where we use the interpolation ∥f∥
H1− γ

2
≤ C∥f∥

2γ−2
γ

L2 ∥f∥
2−γ
γ

H
γ
2

. Using Young’s inequality, we have

∥v∥2L2 +

∫ t

0

∥v∥2
H

γ
2
dt′ ≤ ∥u0∥2L2 + ν

∫ t

0

∥v∥2
H

γ
2
dt′ + Cν

∫ t

0

(1 + ∥X∥
γ

γ−1

Wα )∥v∥2L2dt′ +
2

ν
∥X∥4CTWαt. (3.8)

By Gronwall’s inequality, the proposition is proved.

Moreover, next lemma note that we can improve such v into higher regularity space.

Lemma 3.4. Under the assumption in Lemma 3.3, for v ∈ CTL
2∩L2

TH
γ
2 , we have energy estimate as follows

∥Λsv∥L2 +2(1− ν)

∫ t

0

∥Λsv∥2
H

γ
2
dt′ ≤ ∥u0∥2L2e

Cν

∫ t
0
∥v∥2

H
γ
2
dt′

+

∫ t

0

e
Cν

∫ t
t′ ∥v∥

2

H
γ
2
dt′′

(∥X∥2Wα∥v∥2
H

γ
2
+ ∥X∥4Wα)dt′

(3.9)
for some small ν < 1 and any 0 < s < γ − 3

2 . Moreover, v ∈ CTH
s ∩ L2

TH
s+ γ

2 .
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Proof. Recall Λsv satisfied following equation

∂t(Λ
sv)− Λγ(Λsv) =

1

2
Λs∂x(v

2) + Λs∂x(vx) +
1

2
Λs∂x(X

2). (3.10)

Multiply Λsv both sides and integral, we have

1

2
∥Λsv∥2L2 +

∫ t

0

∥Λsv∥2
Ḣ

γ
2
dt′ =

1

2
⟨Λs∂x(v2),Λsv⟩+ ⟨Λs∂x(vX),Λsv⟩+ 1

2
⟨Λs∂x(X2),Λsv⟩. (3.11)

For the first term in the right side of (3.11), by Parsavel formula, we have

1

2
⟨Λs∂x(v2),Λsv⟩ ≤∥v∥

Ḣs+
γ
2
∥Ds+1− γ

2 v∥L2

≤∥v∥
Ḣs+

γ
2
∥Ds+1− γ

2 v − 2vDs+1− γ
2 ∥L2 + ∥v∥

Ḣs+
γ
2
∥2vDs+1− γ

2 ∥L2 .

By the estimate in [KPV93, GO14] and the interpolation, we have

∥Ds+1− γ
2 v − 2vDs+1− γ

2 ∥L2 ≲∥Dαv∥2L4

≲∥v∥Ḣs∥v∥
Ḣ

γ
2
,

for γ ≥ 3
2 . By Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding in [BCD11], for 0 < s+1− γ

2 < 1 and α = s
2 +

1
2 −

γ
4 ,

we have

∥2vDs+1− γ
2 ∥L2 ≲2∥v∥

L
2

1−2s
∥Ds+1− γ

2 v∥
L

2
2s

≲2∥v∥Ḣs∥Ds+1− γ
2 v∥

Ḣ
1
2
−s

≲2∥v∥Ḣs∥v∥
Ḣ

3
2
− γ

2

≲2∥v∥Ḣs∥v∥
Ḣ

γ
2
,

for s < 1
2 and γ > 3

2 . Then we have

1

2
⟨Λs∂x(v2),Λsv⟩ ≤

ν

3
∥v∥2

Ḣs+
γ
2
+ Cν∥v∥2Ḣs∥v∥2

Ḣ
γ
2
.

For the second term and third term, by Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 2.1, we have

⟨Λs∂x(vX),Λsv⟩ ≤∥vX∥
Ḣs+1− γ

2
∥v∥

Ḣs+
γ
2

≤∥X∥Wα∥v∥
Ḣs+1− γ

2
∥v∥

Ḣs+
γ
2

≤∥X∥Wα∥v∥
Ḣ

γ
2
∥v∥

Ḣs+
γ
2

≤Cν∥X∥2Wα∥v∥2
Ḣ

γ
2
+
ν

3
∥v∥2

Ḣs+
γ
2
,

and

1

2
⟨Λs∂x(X2),Λsv⟩ ≤∥vX∥

Ḣs+1− γ
2
∥v∥

Ḣs+
γ
2

≤Cν∥X∥2Wα∥v∥
Ḣs+

γ
2

≤Cν∥X∥4Wα +
ν

3
∥v∥2

Ḣs+
γ
2
.

Summary above all, we have

1

2
∥Λsv∥2L2 + (1− ν)

∫ t

0

∥Λsv∥
Ḣ

γ
2
≤Cν

∫ t

0

∥X∥2Wα∥v∥2
Ḣ

γ
2
dt′ + Cν

∫ t

0

∥X∥4Wαdt′ + Cν

∫ t

0

∥v∥2
Ḣs∥v∥2

Ḣ
γ
2
dt′

since
∫ t
0
∥v∥

Ḣ
γ
2
dt′ is uniformly bounded by by constant only dependent on ∥u0∥L2 and ∥X∥CTWα . By Gron-

wall’s inequality and Hs ⊂ Ḣs for s ≥ 0, we prove (3.9) for all v ∈ CTL
2 ∩ L2

TH
γ
2 .
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Finally, we give a proof of Theorem 1.2

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Firstly, we claim that there exist v satisfied equation (3.3) and energy estimate
(3.7). In fact, choosing a function ϕ : R 7→ R+, that is even, smooth, compactly supported, decreasing on R+,
and such that ϕ(0) = 1, and then setting

ξϵ(x) = F−1(ϕ(ϵk)F(ξ)(k))(x), uϵ0(x) = F−1(ϕ(ϵk)F(u0)(k))(x).

And Xϵ solve the equation

∂tX
ϵ − ΛγXϵ = ξϵ, Xϵ(0) = 0.

Let vϵ be the solution of equation

∂tv
ϵ − Λγvϵ =

1

2
∂x(v

ϵ)2 + ∂x(v
ϵXϵ) +

1

2
∂x(X

ϵ)2, vϵ(0) = uϵ0. (3.12)

Then vϵ satisfied Proposition 3.2. Without loss of generality, let ∥Xϵ∥CTWα ≤ ∥X∥CTWα and ∥uϵ0∥Hs ≤
∥u0∥Hs , we get that vϵ is uniformly bounded in CTL

2. Then by Fatou’s lemma and Proposition 3.2, there
exists ψ : R+ 7→ R+ and a subsequence vϕ(ϵ) satisfied

lim
ϵ→0

ψ(ϵ) → 0, lim
ϵ→0

vϕ(ϵ) → v in S′, ∥v∥2CTL2 +

∫ t

0

∥v∥2
H

γ
2
ds ≤ C(∥u0∥L2 , ∥X∥CTWα).

To prove v is the solution of (3.3), we need the strong convergence of vϕ(ϵ) in L2 to make sure that ∂x(vϕ(ϵ))2
can be weak-converge to ∂x(v2)(its already valid for ∂x(Xϵ)2 and ∂x(X

ϵvϵ)). We use the Aubin-Lions-Simon
Theorem in [Sim86]. It suffice to show following two conditions

∂tv ∈ LpT (H
−σ), and v ∈ CTH

s, (3.13)

be satisfied for some σ, s > 0, p > 1. Note that ∂tv = Λγv + 1
2∂x(v

2) + ∂x(vX) + 1
2∂x(X

2). By Lemma 2.1
and Proposition 3.2, we have ∂tv ∈ L2

TH
−σ for any σ ≥ 1. The second condition of (3.13) is a consequence of

(3.4). Then we prove v is the solution of (3.3) which prove our claim.
To obtain the global solution, we employ induction argument. Fix T ∗ ∈ [0,∞), let T (0) ≤ T ∗ small enough

satisfied right hand side of (3.15) less than ∥u0∥L2(T̃ can be only dependent on ∥X∥CT∗Wα). Consider equation
which is begin at v(T

(0)

2 ). Fix v(1) = v(T
(0)

2 + t), X(1) = X(T
(0)

2 + t) then v(1)(t) satisfied the equation

∂tv
(1)(t)− Λγv(1)(t) = −∂x(

1

2
(v(1) +X(1))2), v(1)(0) = v(

T (0)

2
). (3.14)

then we can get a solution v(1) of equation on [T
(0)

2 , 3T
(0)

2 ] since ∥v(T2 )∥L2 ≤ ∥u0∥L2 < c and

∥X(1)∥
CT (W

1
4
−κ)

= ∥X∥
C

[T
(0)

2
, T

(0)

2
+T ]

W
1
4
−κ ≲ ∥X∥2

CT∗W
1
4
−κ
.

v(1) on [T
(0)

2 , 3T
(0)

2 ] is also a solution of (3.3). Then define vnew := v(0) on [0, T
(0)

2 ] and vnew := v(1) on
[T

(0)

2 , 3T
(0)

2 ]. Then vnew is a solution in C([0, 3T
(0)

2 ];L2(T)) ∩ L2([0, 3T
(0)

2 ];H
γ
2 (T)), and ∥vnew( 3T

(0)

2 )∥L2 ≤
∥v(T

(0)

2 )∥L2 < c, repeat the above steps, we get v ∈ C([0, T ∗];L2(T)) ∩ L2([0, T ∗];H
γ
2 (T)). Since T ∗ is

arbitrary, we prove that v is the weak global solution of (3.3), let X satisfied (1.5), we prove that v is the weak
global solution of (1.1).

Finally, we prove that for γ > 5
3 , v can be the strong global solution of (1.1). In fact, its suffice to show

the uniqueness of v. Let u10, u20 belongs to H
1
2+δ for δ satisfied Proposition 3.1, and v(t;u0) be the solution of

(3.3) with v(0) = u0. Let v1 = v(t;u10), v2 = v(t;u20) and v := v(t;u10)− v(t;u20), then v satisfied the equation

∂tv − Λγv =
1

2
∂x(v(v

1 + v2)) + ∂x(vX).

Similar as the proof of Proposition 3.2, we obtain the estimates

∥v∥2L2 +

∫ t

0

∥v∥2
H

γ
2
dt′ ≤ 2

∫ t

0

∥v∥2L2dt′ +

∫ t

0

⟨v, ∂x(v(v1 + v2)) + 2∂x(vX)⟩0dt′.
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By Hölder’s inequality, Parsavel formula and Lemma 2.1, for γ > 5
3 , we have

⟨v, ∂x(v(v1 + v2))⟩0 ≤ ∥v∥
H

γ
2
∥v(v1 + v2)∥

H1− γ
2
≤ ∥v∥2

H
γ
2
∥(v1 + v2)∥Hs

for some γ
2 − 1 > s > 1− γ

2 which can be choose by Lemma 3.4. Similarly,

⟨v, 2∂x(vX))⟩0 ≤ ∥v∥2
H

γ
2
∥X∥Wα .

By Gronwall lemma, we get ∥v∥2L2 +
∫ t
0
∥v∥2

H
γ
2
dt′ = 0, which finish our proof.

3.3 Application to DP equation
This section demonstrates the application of the aforementioned theory to the study of a class of shallow water
wave equations. The only difference between it and the Burgers equation lies on 3

2 (1−∂
2
x)

−1∂x(u
2). Note that

the operator (1− ∂2x)
−1 is an ‘stable’ operator in Hs since

∥(1− ∂2x)
−1f∥Hs ≤ ∥f∥Hs−2 , for s ∈ R.

Hence, we can easily get the local result for DP equation which finish the proof of Theorem 1.1 by incorporating
Proposition 3.1.

For the global result, we need following energy estimate for DP equation

Proposition 3.3. For γ ∈ ( 32 , 2], let v be a smooth solution of (1.12) on [0, T ] for u0 ∈ H
1
2+δ and X(t)

satisfied (1.5), then we have energy estimate as follows

∥v∥2L2 + (2− 2ν)

∫ t

0

∥v∥2
H

γ
2
dτ ≲ ∥u0∥2L2e

(1+Cν∥X∥
γ

γ−1
CT Hα+∥X∥CT Wα )t

+ (1 + Cν)∥X∥4Wα . (3.15)

Proof. For the case t ∈ [δ, T ], let n = (1 − ∂2x)v and w = (4 − ∂2x)
−1v, similar as the proof of Lemma 4.1 in

[CZG24], we have ∫
R
v∂xnw + 3∂xvnwdx = 0.

Then we can derive to following equation

∂t

∫
R
nwdx =2

∫
R
⟨∂x⟩2∂tvwdx

=− 2

∫
R
⟨∂x⟩2Λγvwdx− 2

∫
R
⟨∂x⟩2∂x(2vX +X2)wdx− 3

∫
R
∂x(2vX +X2)wdx.

By Parseval formula, Hölder inequality and interpolation inequality, we have∫
T
⟨∂x⟩2∂x(vX)wdx =

∫
T

1 + |ξ|2

4 + |ξ|2
F(∂x(vX))F(v)dx

≲∥v∥
H

γ
2
∥vX∥

H1− γ
2

≲∥v∥
2
γ

H
γ
2
∥v∥2−

2
γ

L2 ∥X∥Cα

≲
ν

3
∥v∥2

H
γ
2
+ Cν∥v∥2L2∥X∥

γ
γ−1

Wα ,

where we use the fact α > 1− γ
2 . Similarly, use Lemma 2.1, we have∫

T
⟨∂x⟩2∂xX2wdx ≲

ν

3
∥v∥2

H
γ
2
+ Cν∥X∥4Wα ,∫

T
∂x(2vX +X2)wdx ≲

ν

3
∥v∥2

H
γ
2
+ Cν∥v∥2L2∥X∥

γ
γ−1

Wα + Cν∥X∥4Wα .

Summarize all, by Gronwall’s inequality, we finish our proof.

16



Similar as the proof of Lemma 3.4, we can improve the estimate in higher regularity as following, which
we omit the proof.

Lemma 3.5. Under the assumption in Proposition 3.3, for v ∈ CTL
2 ∩ L2

TH
γ
2 , we have energy estimate as

follows

∥Λsv∥L2 + 2(1− ν)

∫ t

0

∥Λsv∥2
H

γ
2
dt′ ≤∥u0∥2L2e

Cν

∫ t
0
∥v∥2

H
γ
2
dt′

+

∫ t

0

e
Cν

∫ t
t′ ∥v∥

2

H
γ
2
dt′′

(∥X∥2Wα∥v∥2
H

γ
2
+ ∥X∥4Wα)dt′

(3.16)

Using the similar argument in the proof of Theorem 1.2, we finish the proof of Remark 1.3.

4 Result in the range of γ ∈ (54 ,
4
3 ]

4.1 Regularity analysis
In this section, we will investigate how to obtain a remainder term with Sobolev regularity 1

2+ under weaker
dissipation conditions γ ∈ ( 54 ,

4
3 ]. We will employ the paracontrolled method, which was introduced in [GIP15,

GST19]. This method is particularly powerful for analyzing the regularity structure of solutions or studying
singular SPDEs.

Our strategy as follows. Recall our regularity analysis and difference equation

∂tv − Λγv = L(v) =L(u−X)

=
1

2
(u2) + ξ − ξ

=
1

2
∂x(v

2) +
1

2
∂x(X

2) + ∂x(vX).

Assume that v gains the critical regularity H
1
2+. By the critical analysis, ∂x(v2), ∂x(X2) and ∂x(vX) must gain

H
1
2−γ+-order regularity at least. But its impossible in the weaker dissipation conditions γ ∈ (54 ,

4
3 ] since ∂x(X2)

and ∂x(vX) can gain α− 1-order regularity at most. To overcome this difficult, our strategy is to decompose
such terms in “ higher-regularity-term" and “ lower- regularity-term" by para-product decomposition (1.9).
Correspondingly, we express v as u♯ and w, where Lu♯ is equal to “ higher-regularity-term" and Lw can counter
the “ lower- regularity-term".

We firstly assume that v also belong to C0+. We introduce a method called "para-controlled solution"
which developed in [GIP15, GP17] for some part of u notation by u♯ gaining H

1
2+ regularity. To get a higher

order term in H
1
2+. Fix distribution u♯ satisfied

Lu♯ = 1

2
(u♯)2 +R(X,u♯, u), u♯(0) = u0 ∈W

1
2+. (4.1)

where R(X,u♯, u) is to be determined. We assume R(X,u♯, u) ∈ W
1
2−γ+. Then by regularity theory, u♯ gain

W
1
2+. Fix u = X + w + u♯, then we have

L(u♯) =L(u−X − w)

=
1

2
(u2) + ξ − ξ − Lw

=
1

2
∂x(w

2) +
1

2
∂x(X

2) + ∂x(wX) + ∂x(wu
♯) + ∂x(Xu

♯) + (
1

2
∂x((u

♯)2)− Lw).

Since u♯ gains enough regularity, which means u♯ ·w preserve regularity of w. The restricted term is ∂x(w ·X)
and ∂x(X

2), since they at most gains α − 1-order regularity which lower than 1
2 − γ+ in weak dissipation

conditions γ ∈ ( 54 ,
4
3 ]. Using para-product decomposition (1.9) and X ∈ CTCα, we note that ∂x(X ◦ X),

∂x(X ≺ w) and ∂x(X ◦ w) belong to H
1
2−γ , hence the main difficulty is term ∂x(v ≺ X) and ∂x(X ≺ X).

To solve this, we assume that v satisfied some suitable structure to counter this difficult term. Inspired by
para-controlled ansatz, we assume that w as form u′ ≺≺ Q and uQ := w+u♯. Assume u′ ∈ W 1

8+(T ), Q ∈ W 3
8+
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and u♯ ∈ W 1
2+(T ), then by Lemma 2.5, w ∈ W 3

8+(T ). As γ > 5
4 , We have regularity analysis as following

[∂x(X ≺ X)−X ≺ ∂xX] +
1

2
∂x(w

2) + ∂x(wu
♯) +

1

2
∂x(X ◦X) ∈ CTW

− 3
4+, ∂x(X ≺ uQ) ∈ CTW

− 5
8+,

∂x(X ◦ uQ) ∈ CTW
− 1

2+, [u′ ≺≺ ∂xX − u′ ≺ ∂xX] ∈ CTW
− 3

4+, u′ ≺≺ LQ− L(u′ ≺≺ Q) ∈ CTW
1
2−γ+.

Therefore we can determine R(X,u♯, u) as

R(X,u♯, u) :=
1

2
∂x(w

2) + ∂x(wu
♯) + ∂x(X ◦X) + [∂x(X ≺ X)−X ≺ ∂xX] +X ≺ ∂xX

+ ∂x(X ≺ uQ +X ◦ uQ + [∂x(u
Q ≺ X)− uQ ≺ ∂xX]

+ uQ ≺ ∂xX + u′ ≺≺ LQ− L(u′ ≺≺ Q) + [u′ ≺ ∂xX − u′ ≺≺ ∂xX]

Here we see that the purpose of using modified paraproduct operator f ≺≺ g is to ensure that the commutator
L(u′ ≺≺ Q)− u′ ≺≺ LQ aligns with our regularity framework. Fix u′ = X + uQ, we counter the rough term.

u′ ≺≺ LQ =w ≺ ∂xX +X ≺ ∂xX

where we fix LQ = ∂xX. By equation (4.1), we construct a paracontrolled solution if we can verify u♯ has
enough regularity. In fact, by regularity theory, for γ > 5

4 , (4.1) derive the regularity of u♯ such as

u♯ ∈ W 1
2+δ(T ),

which we finish our ansatz setting.

4.2 Construction of para-controlled solution
We frame this problem as solving a system of equations of (u′, u♯). Firstly, we define the equation of (u′, u♯)
driven by (X̃, u0).u

′ = X̃ + uQ

Lu♯ = 1

2
[∂x(X̃

2)− X̃ ≺ ∂xX̃] +
1

2
∂x(u

Q)2 + [∂x(u
QX̃)− uQ ≺ ∂xX̃] + [u′ ≺ ∂xX̃ − L(u′ ≺≺ Q)],

(4.2)

with u♯(0) = u0.

Proposition 4.1. Let α ∈ ( 18 ,
1
6 ), γ ∈ ( 43 , 2] and u0 ∈ W

1
2+δ for δ ≤ min(γ − 5

4 , α − 1
8 ). If X̃ ∈ Wα(T ),

then there exists a unique solution (u′, u♯) of equation (4.2) with positive T ∗ satisfied (u′, u♯) ∈ W 1
8+δ(T ∗) ×

W 1
2+δ(T ∗).

Proof. Firstly, fix u♯(0) = u0 and f(u♯, u′) = uQ = u′ ≺≺ Q+ u♯, rewrite (4.2) as following

u′ = X̃ + uQ, u♯ = a+ g(u′) + B(f(u♯, u′), f(u♯, u′)) + G(f(u♯, u′)).

And

La = P (t)u0 +
1

2
∂x(X̃

2)− X̃ ≺ ∂xX̃, a(0) = 0,

L(G(f(u♯, u′))) = [∂x(u
QX̃)− uQ ≺ ∂xX̃], G(f(u♯, u′))(0) = 0,

LB(f(u♯, u′), f(u♯, u′)) = 1

2
∂x(u

Q)2, B(f(u♯, u′)(0) = 0,

Lg(u′) = [u′ ≺≺ ∂xX̃ − L(u′ ≺≺ Q)] + [u′ ≺ ∂xX̃ − u′ ≺≺ ∂xX̃], g(u′)(0) = 0.

Define ET as following

ET := {(u, v) ∈ W 1
2+δ(T )×W 1

8+δ(T ) : 2∥u∥
W

1
2
+δ(T )

+ ∥v∥
W

1
8
+δ(T )

<∞}.
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Our goal is to find a T ∗ ≤ 1 such that the conditions of Lemma 2.9 hold in ET∗ . Firstly, by Lemma 2.5, for
ϵ = 1

8 + δ and ρ = γ − δ, we have

∥f(u♯, u′)∥
W

1
8
+δ(T )

≤∥u♯∥
W

1
2
+δ(T )

+ CT
δ
γ ∥u′∥

W
1
8
+δ(T )

(∥Q∥
CT C

1
8
+δ + ∥∂xX̃∥

CT C
1
8
−γ+2δ),

≤∥u♯∥
W

1
2
+δ(T )

+ CT
δ
γ ∥u′∥

W
1
8
+δ(T )

∥X̃∥Wα(T∗).

and

∥f(u♯, u′)∥
CTW

3
2
−γ+δ ≤∥u♯∥

W
1
2
+δ(T )

+ CT
δ
γ ∥u′∥

W
1
8
+δ(T )

(∥Q∥
CTW

3
2
−γ+δ + ∥∂xX̃∥ 3

2−2γ+2δ)

≤∥u♯∥
W

1
2
+δ(T )

+ CT
δ
γ ∥u′∥

W
1
8
+δ(T )

∥X̃∥Wα(T∗).

fix T small enough, we can make sure that CT 1− δ
γ ∥X̃∥

W
1
8
+δ(T∗)

< 1
10 .

Fix r = 4C∥u0∥
W

1
2
+δ , by Lemma A.3 and Lemma B.1, we can choose T small enough such that

∥(X̃, a)∥ET
≤∥X̃∥Wα(T ) + 2C∥u0∥

W
1
2
+δ + 2CT

δ
γ ∥La∥

W
1
2
−γ+2δ

≤r
4
+
r

2
+
r

4
≤ r,

by Lemma B.3 and Lemma B.1, we have similar as above argument, we can choose T small enough such that

∥g(u′)∥
W

1
2
+δ ≤ CT

δ
γ ∥Lg(u′)∥

W
1
2
−γ+2δ ≤ CT

δ
γ ∥u′∥

CT C
1
8
+δ(∥Q∥

CTW
3
8
+δ + ∥∂xX̃∥

CTW
3
8
−γ+δ)

≤CT
δ
γ ∥u′∥

W
1
8
+δ(T )

∥X̃∥CTWα ≤ 1

16
∥u′∥

W
1
8
+δ(T )

.

and

∥G(f(u♯, u′))∥
W

1
2
+δ ≤CT

δ
γ ∥LG(f(u′, u♯))∥

W
1
2
−γ+2δ

≤CT
δ
γ ∥f(u′, u♯)∥

W
1
8
+δ∥X̃∥Wα(T )

≤ 1

16
∥f(u′, u♯)∥

W
1
8
+δ .

where we use the fact γ > 3
2 . Finally, We can choose T small enough such that

∥B(f(u♯, u′), f(u♯, u′))∥
W

1
2
+δ ≤CT

δ
γ ∥LB(f(u′, u♯))∥

CTW
1
2
−γ+2δ

≤CT
δ
γ ∥∂x(f(u′, u♯)2)∥

CTW
1
2
+δ

≤CT
δ
γ ∥f(u′, u♯)2∥

CTW
3
2
−γ+δ

≤CT
δ
γ ∥f(u′, u♯)∥2

CTW
3
2
−γ+δ

≤ 1

8r
(∥u♯∥

W
1
2
+δ + c∥yn∥W 1

8
+δ)

2.

Fix T ∗ satisfied above all, by Lemma 2.9, there exists (u♯, u′) ∈ ET∗ where we prove our proposition.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Choose X̃(t) = X(t) satisfied (1.5). By the Remark 2.1, we have X̃ ∈ Wα(T ∗) for
some α ∈ ( 18 ,

1
6 ). Then by Proposition 4.1, there exists (u′, u♯) ∈ CT∗W

1
8+δ × CT∗W

1
2+δ satisfied (4.2) for

some δ > 0. Its not difficult to check that u = X + u′ ≺≺ Q+ u♯ is the solution of (1.1) by the analysis in the
Section 4.1. Since u ∈ CT∗Wα, we finish the proof of Theorem 1.3.

5 Discussion on the range of γ
In the final section, we give a conjecture on the range of γ. Consider the rough of singular Burgers equation
driven by |D|βξ,

ut − Λγu =
1

2
∂x(u

2) + |D|βξ. (5.1)
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where β ≥ 0. Fix ζ = |D|βξ, For dyadic number N ̸= 0, fix ζN := F−1(1|k|∼NFξ(k)), which means the
frequency of ξ is focus on 1

2N ≤ |k| ≤ N . Then the Fourier mode of the linear evolution X :=
∫ t
0
e(t−s)Λ

γ

ζNds
can be written as

X = Nβ− γ
2

∑
|k|∼N

Gk(t)e
ikx, Gk(t) = N

γ
2

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)|k|γ ξk(s)ds,

Its not difficult to calculate that Gk(t) from a collection of independent Gaussian variable with E[Gk(t)] ∼ 1,
then we can get X belong to CTH

γ
2 −β−

1
2 . Now we calculate the "first nonlinear iteration", fix u(1)(t) :=∫ t

0
e(t−s)Λ

γ

∂x(X
2)ds, and fix u(1)k (t) is the Fourier mode

u
(1)
k (t) = N2β−γ+1

∑
l,m∈Z,|l|∼|m|∼|k|∼|N |

l+m=k

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)|k|γGl(s)Gm(s)ds.

Since the heat integral always provide N−γand the sum only has size N0, then the inner sum integral has size
N− γ

2 with high probability by square root cancellation in [DNY22], then we get the ansatz that

β ≤ γ − 1. (5.2)

We call (β, γ) is a "probability admissible pair" for Burgers equation, if (5.2) satisfied. We can simply
get that (0, γ) for γ > 4

3 and (1, 2) are probability admissible pairs, which the first range was studied in our
paper and the second in [GP17].

5.1 Future directions
In future work, we will continue our investigation of stochastic Burgers equation, but in a more singular case.
For example, γ = 2 and β = 1 for (5.1). Note that u gains the regularity as X(t) =

∫ t
0
P (t − s)ξ(s)ds has,

by Lemma 2.7, we priori get u ∈ − 1
2 − δ for any δ > 0. It shows that ∂x(u2) is maybe ill-defined since the

condition of Lemma 2.1 is not hold! To solve this, a common approach is to study its generalized solution.
More preciesly, let uϵ satisfied

∂tu
ϵ − Λγuϵ =

1

2
D(uϵ)2 + |D|βξϵ, uϵ(0) = uϵ0 + Yϵ(0), (5.3)

and prove the uϵ has a limit u in probability sense. This idea was first proposed by Martin Hairer and applied
to the KPZ equation in [Hai13]. In his subsequent work [Hai14], they established a comprehensive theory of
regularity structures, which resolved the problem of defining solutions for a broad class of singular SPDEs,
earning him the Fields Medal. There, they build a equation in modeled distribution space Dγ,η

P on [0, T ] such
that

u = (KΓ̄ +RγR)R+F (u) +Gu0. (5.4)

Our next target is to build a generalized equation in the classical space for example Wα, and prove that the
generalized solution of singular Burgers equation 5.1 can be back to the generalized equation.

A Estimate for heat flow
In this chapter, we give some estimate for heat flow. Define operator P (t) as

F(P (t)f) = e−t|ξ|
γ

Ff. (A.1)

for f ∈ S ′(Rd). Its not difficult to see that P (t)f is the solution of

∂tu−∆u = 0, u(0) = f. (A.2)

For the operator, we have following estimate

Lemma A.1. For γ > 0, we have the estimate

∥P (t)f∥Lp ≤ Ce−ctλ
γ

∥f∥Lp ,

if the support of f̂ is belong to some λC, where C is a annual.
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Proof. The proof is similar as Lemma 2.4 in [BCD11], which only need to notice that ∂βx e−t|ξ|
γ ≤ C(1+t)|β|e−ct

for ξ ∈ λC will not cause difficult when γ > 0, since ξ take away from 0.

Following this useful Lemma, we can get

Lemma A.2. Let p, q ∈ [1,∞], β ∈ Z+, then for γ ≥ 1, we have

∥∂βxP (t)f∥Lp ≲ t−
β
γ − 1

γ ( 1
r−

1
p )∥f∥Lr .

Proof. We rewrite
∂βxP (t)f = G(t, x) ∗ f,

where g(t, x) = (F−1(ik)βe−t|k|
γ

). By Young inequality, it suffice to show that for 1
q = 1 + 1

p − 1
r , we have

∥G(t, x)∥Lq ≤ t−
β
γ −(1− 1

q )
1
γ . In fact, rewrite G(t, x) as

G(t, x) = t−
γ
β F−1(it

1
γ k)βe−|t

1
γ k|γ .

Since g(k) = kβe−|k|γ is belong to S(R), we get ǧ(x) ∈ S(R) ⊂ Lq(R). By Lemma 1.24 in [BCD11], the bound

∥G(t, x)∥Lq(T) ≲ t−
β
γ − 1

γ ∥ǧ(t−
1
γ x)∥Lq(T) ≲ t−

β
γ −(1− 1

q )
1
γ ∥ǧ(·)∥Lq(R) ≤ t−

β
γ −(1− 1

q )
1
γ ,

which we prove our claim.

For Besov space Bsp,r, we have result

Lemma A.3. Let 1 ≤ p, r ≤ ∞, α ∈ R and γ ≥ 1, then we have following estimate

∥P (t)f∥Bα
p,r

≲ ∥f∥Bα
p,r
. (A.3)

Let δ ≥ 0 and t > 0, we have

∥P (t)f∥Bα+δ
p,r

≤ t−
δ
γ ∥f∥Bα

p,r
.

Moreover, fix f(0),Lf := (∂t − Λγ)f ∈ Bαp,r , then for δ ∈ [0, γ) and t ≤ 1, we have estimate

∥f∥Bα+δ
p,r

≲ ∥f(0)∥Bα+δ
p,r

+ t1−
δ
γ ∥Lf∥Bα

p,r
.

Proof. For j ≥ 0, by Lemma A.1, for t > 0, we have

∥P (t)∆jf(t)∥Lp ≲Ce−ct2
jγ

∥∆jf∥Lp

≲t−
δ
γ 2−jδ∥∆jf∥Lp

For j = −1, by Lemma A.2, we have

∥P (t)∆jf(t)∥Lp ≲∥∆jf(t)∥Lp

≲(2−δt
δ
γ )t−

δ
γ 2δ∥∆jf(t)∥Lp

≲t−
δ
γ 2−jδ∥∆jf∥Lp .

Multiplying 2jα both sides and taking the lr-norm with respect to −1 ≤ j, we prove the second result.
For the last claim, by the last result

∥f∥Bα+δ
p,r

≤∥P (t)f(0)∥Bα+δ
p,r

+

∫ t

0

∥P (t− s)Lf(s)∥Bα+δ
p,r

≲∥f(0)∥Bα+δ
p,r

+

∫ t

0

∥(t− s)−
δ
γ Lf(s)∥Bα

p,r

≲∥f(0)∥Bα+δ
p,r

+ t1−
δ
γ ∥Lf(s)∥Bα

p,r

where we use δ < γ.
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The similar result is also valid for CαTL
p. We have the following lemma

Lemma A.4. Let γ ≥ 1 and α ∈ R+, for any T ≥ 0 we have estimate

∥P (·)f∥Wα
∞(T ) ≲ ∥f∥Cα , ∥P (·)f∥Wα

2 (T ) ≲ ∥f∥Hα .

Moreover, let α ∈ (0, γ), for δ ∈ [0, γ) satisfied 0 < α+ δ < γ and 0 ≤ T ≤ 1, it has the estimate

∥f∥Wα+δ
∞ (T ) ≲ ∥f(0)∥Wα+δ

∞
+ T 1− δ

γ ∥Lf∥CTWα
∞
, ∥f∥Wα+δ

2 (T ) ≲ ∥f(0)∥Wα+δ
2

+ T 1− δ
γ ∥Lf∥CTWα

2
.

Proof. We only proof the case of Wα
2 (T ), the case of Wα+δ

∞ (T ) can be refer to Lemma 2.9 in [GP17]. The
estimate for CTHα and CTH

α+δ is a direct consequence of Lemma A.3. For C
α
γ

T L
2, by Parsavel formula, we

have

∥P (·)f∥
C

α
γ
T L2

= sup
0≤s<t≤T

∥(P (t)− P (s))f∥L2

|t− s|
α
γ

≤ sup
0≤s<t≤T

∥e−t|k|γ (1− e−(t−s)|k|γ )f̂(k)∥L2

|t− s|
α
γ

≤ ∥f∥Hα ,

for α ∈ R+, which we prove the first estimate. Note that

∥f(t)− f(s)∥L2 ≤
∫ t

s

∥P (t− τ)Lf(τ)∥L2dτ +

∫ s

0

∥[P (t− τ)− P (s− τ)]Lf(τ)∥dτ.

The first term can be handled using a method similar to that in Lemma A.3, in fact∫ t

s

∥P (t− τ)Lf(τ)∥L2dτ ≲∥Lf∥CTHα

∫ t

s

e−(t−τ)|k|γ |k|−αdτ

≲∥Lf∥CTHα(t− s)1+
α
γ .

For the second term, we estimate as∫ s

0

∥[P (t− τ)− P (s− τ)]Lf(τ)∥L2dτ ≲∥Lf∥CTHα

∫ s

0

e−(s−τ)|k|γ (e−(t−s)|k|γ − 1)|k|−αds

≲∥Lf∥CTHα(t− s)
α+δ
γ s1−

δ
γ .

Summary all, from the C
α+δ
γ

T L2, we have

∥f∥Wα+δ
2 (T ) = sup

0≤s<t≤T

∥f(t)− f(s)∥L2

|t− s|
α+δ
γ

≤T 1− δ
γ ∥Lf∥CTHα .

Then we finish the proof.

There are also some similar estimates for P̃ (t) which define as

F(P̃ (t)(f)) =
e−t|ξ|

γ

1 + |ξ|2
Ff.

To clear that, fix φ(t, z) = e−|z|γ

1+t
− 2

γ |z|2
. We have P̃ (t)f = φ(t, t

1
γD)f = G̃(t, x)f . Fixing t ∈ [0, T ], its easy to

see that F−1φ(t, z) ∈ L1(R). In fact, by Young’s inequality

∥F−1
z φ(t, z)(ξ)∥L1 =∥F−1e−|z|γ ∗ F(

1

1 + t−
2
γ |z|2

)∥L1

≤∥ǧ∥L1∥F(
1

1 + t−
2
γ |z|2

)∥L1
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the first integral is always finite. For the second term, by F−1
z

1
1+|z|2 = πe−|ξ|, we have F( 1

1+t
− 2

γ |z|2
) =

πt
1
γ e−t

1
γ |ξ| which also in L1, which obtain the following claim

∥P̃ (t)f∥Bα
p,r

≲ ∥f∥Bα
p,r
.

On the other hand, for j ≥ 1, we have the estimate

∥(F−1φ(t, t
1
γ z)) ∗∆ju∥Lp ≲∥F−1(φ(t, t

1
γ z)ψ(2−jz))∥L1∥∆ju∥Lp

≲∥F−1(φ(t, t
1
γ 2jz)ψ)∥L1∥∆ju∥Lp

≲∥(1 + |x|)d+1F−1(φ(t, t
1
γ 2jz)ψ)∥L∞∥∆ju∥Lp

≲∥(1 + |D|)d+1φ(t, t
1
γ 2jz)ψ∥L1∥∆ju∥Lp

≲(1 + 2jt
1
γ )d+1 max

µ∈Nd:|µ|≤d+1
∥∂µφ(t, t

1
γ 2j ·)∥L∞(supp(ψ))∥∆ju∥Lp .

By Lebnitz’rule ∂2(uv) =
∑
µ1+µ2=2

α!
µ1!µ2!

∂µ1u∂µ2v, we have

∂2φ(t, z) =
∑

µ1+µ2=2

α!

µ1!µ2!
∂µ1(e−|z|γ )∂µ2(

1

1 + t−
2
γ |z|2

) = c1u
′′v + c2u

′v′ + c3uv
′′,

where u(z) = e−|z|γ and v(z), v′(z), v′′(z) satisfied

v :=
1

1 + cz2
, v′ :=

−2cz

(1 + cz2)2
, v′′ =

6c2z2 − 2c

(1 + cz2)3
.

Since cz2 > 0, it’s obviously that v, v′, v′′ ≤ 1 which shows that

sup
|µ|≤2

sup
z≥1

(1 + |z|)δ+2|∂µz φ(t, z)| ≲ 1.

On the other hand, since all partial derivatives of u = e−|z|γ is decay faster than rational function for γ ≥ 1,
we have

sup
|µ|≤2

sup
z≥1

(1 + |z|)δ+2|∂µz φ(t, z)| ≲ sup
z≥1

(1 + |z|)δ+2d
∑
|µ|≤2

|∂µz φ(t, z)|

≲c−1 sup
z≥1

(1 + |z|)δ|(u′′ + u′ + u)
cz2

1 + cz2
|

+ c−1 sup
z≥1

(1 + |z|)δ−1|(u′ + u)
−2c2z4

(1 + cz2)2
|

+ c−1 sup
z≥1

(1 + |z|)δ−2|u6c
3z6 − 2c2z4

(1 + cx2)3
|

≲c−1

Note that c = t−
2
γ and d = 1. Then there exists j0 make sure that 2j0t

1
γ ≥ 1 such that

∥P̃ (t)∆jf(t)∥Lp ≲(1 + 2jt
1
γ )2(1 + 2jt

1
γ )−2−δmin(t

2
γ , 1)

≲min(t
2
γ , 1)t−

δ
γ 2−jδ∥∆jf∥Lp

For −1 ≤ j < j0, we have the truth

∥P̃ (t)∆jf(t)∥Lp ≲∥∆jf(t)∥Lp

≲(max(t−
2
γ , 1)2j0δt

δ
γ )min(t

2
γ , 1)t−

δ
γ 2−jδ∥∆jf(t)∥Lp

≲min(t
2
γ , 1)t−

δ
γ 2−jδ∥∆jf∥Lp

Summary above, we prove following lemma
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Corollary A.1. Let γ ≥ 1, P̃ (t) is defined as F(P̃ (t)(f)) = e−t|ξ|γ

1+|ξ|2 Ff . Fix some T > 0, then for any
t ∈ (0, T ], α ∈ R, δ ∈ (0, γ), and u ∈ S′(R), we have

∥P̃ (t)u∥Bα+δ
p,r

≲ min(1, t
2
γ )t−

δ
γ ∥u∥Bα

p,r
. (A.4)

Moreover, let L̃f = (∂t − Λγ)(1− ∂2x)
−1f ∈ Bαp,r, then for δ ∈ [0, γ + 2) and t ≤ 1, we have estimate

∥f∥Bα+δ
p,r

≤ ∥f(0)∥Bα+δ
p,r

+ Ct1−
δ−2
γ ∥Lf∥Bα

p,r
. (A.5)

B Commutator estimates
First we introduce a useful commutator estimates as Lemma 2.99 in [BCD11].

Lemma B.1. [[BCD11]] Let f be a smooth function on Rd and be homogeneous of degree m away from 0. Let
ρ ∈ (0, 1), s ∈ R and p, r ∈ [1,∞]. If p1, p2 ∈ [1,∞] such that 1

p1
+ 1

p2
= 1

p , then the bound

∥a ≺ f(D)u− f(D)(a ≺ u)∥Bs−m+ρ
p,r

≲ ∥∇a∥Bρ−1
p1,∞

∥u∥Bs
p2,r

.

Remark B.1. Fix f(x) = |x|γ , then we have D(u ≺ v) − u ≺ Dv ∈ Wα+β−γ
p for u ∈ Cα, α ∈ (0, 1) and

v ∈W β
p .

Following Lemma is proved

Lemma B.2. Assume that α ∈ (0, 1), β, γ ∈ R and satisfied β + γ < 0, α + β + γ > 0, define C(f, g, h) =
(f ≺ g) ◦ h− f(g ◦ h), then there is estimate that

∥C(f, g, h)∥Hα+β+γ ≤ ∥f∥Cα∥g∥Hβ∥v∥Cγ .

Proof. We rewrite

C(f, g, h) =
∑

j,k≥−1

∑
|i−j|≤1

[1i≳kRi(∆kf, g)∆jh− 1i≤k−N∆kf∆jg∆jh].

Its suffice to estimate above two terms. For any fixed k, we have estimate

∥
∑
j≥−1

∑
|i−j|≤1

1i≤k−N∆kf∆jg∆jh∥L2 ≲2−kα∥f∥Cα

k−N∑
i=−1

2−i(β+γ)∥g∥Hβ∥h∥Cγ

≲2−k(α+β+γ)∥f∥Cα∥g∥Hβ∥h∥Cγ ,

where we use the fact β + γ < 0. Note that the Fourier transform of
∑
j,k≥−1

∑
|i−j|≤1 1i≳kRi(∆kf, g)∆jh is

supported in a ball 2kB, by Lemma 2.84 in [BCD11], we obtain the estimate since α+ β+ γ > 0. For the first
series, we can check that the Fourier transform of

∑
k≥−1

∑
|i−j|≤1 1i≳kRi(∆kf, g)∆jh is supported in a ball

2jB for fixed j. And we calculate that

∥
∑
k≥−1

∑
|i−j|≤1

1i≳kRi(∆kf, g)∆jh∥L2 =∥
∑

|i−j|≤1

Ri(
∑

1≤k≲i

∆kf, g)∆jh∥L2

≲
∑

|i−j|≤1

2−i(β+γ)∥
∑
k≲i

∆kf∥L∞∥g∥Hβ2−jγ∥h∥Cγ

≲2−j(α+β+γ)∥f∥Cα∥g∥Hβ∥h∥Cγ .

Similar as above estimate, we finish our proof.

Lemma B.3. Let α ∈ (0, γ) and β ∈ R. Then

∥f ≺≺ g − f ≺ g∥CTWα+β ≲ ∥f∥Wα
∞(T )∥g∥CTWβ . (B.1)

Moreover, define operator L = ∂t − Λγ , then for γ ≥ 1, it has

∥L(f ≺≺ g)− f ≺≺ (Lg)∥CTWα+β−γ ≲ ∥f∥CT Cα∥g(t)∥CTWβ . (B.2)
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Proof. We only proof the case of Hα, the case of Cα can be similar. Firstly, control

∥(
∫
R
2γjφ(2γj(t− s))Sj−1f(s)ds− Sj−1f(t))∆jg(t)∥L2 .

By
∫
R φ(s)ds = 1, we have

∥(
∫
R
2γjφ(2γj(t− s))Sj−1f(s)ds−Sj−1f(t))∆jg(t)∥L2

=∥
∫
R
2γjφ(22js)Sj−1f(t− s)− Sj−1f(t)ds∆jg(t)∥L2

≲∥∆jg(t)∥L2

∫
R
2γjφ(2γjs)∥Sj−1f(t− s)− Sj−1f(t)∥L∞ds

≲∥∆jg(t)∥L2∥f(t)∥
C

α
γ
t L∞

∫
R
2γjφ(2γjs)|s|

α
γ ds

≲2−j(α+β)(2jβ∥∆jg(t)∥L2)∥f(t)∥Wα
∞(T ).

Multiplying 2−j(α+β) both sides to the above inequality and sum over l2, we prove (B.1).
For the second result, it’s trivial for fractional Laplacian commutator by Bernstein inequality and Lemma

B.1. We only estimate ∑
j

∂t(

∫ t

0

2γjφ(2γj(t− s))Sj−1f(s)ds)∆jg(t).

For fixd j we recall that supp(φ) ⊂ R+, and therefore∫ t

0

22γjφ′(2γj(t− s))Sj−1f(s)ds = 2γj
∫
R
2γjφ′(2γj(t− s))Sj−1f(s)1s≥0ds.

Since φ′(0) = φ(0) = 0, (B.2) then follows as the first part of the proof.
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