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VISCOUS DISPLACEMENT IN POROUS MEDIA:
THE MUSKAT PROBLEM IN 2D

BOGDAN-VASILE MATIOC

ABSTRACT. We consider the Muskat problem describing the viscous displacement in a two-phase
fluid system located in an unbounded two-dimensional porous medium or Hele-Shaw cell. After for-
mulating the mathematical model as an evolution problem for the sharp interface between the fluids,
we show that Muskat problem with surface tension is a quasilinear parabolic problem, whereas, in
the absence of surface tension effects, the Rayleigh-Taylor condition identifies a domain of parabol-
icity for the fully nonlinear problem. Based upon these aspects, we then establish the local well-
posedness for arbitrary large initial data in H®, s > 2, if surface tension is taken into account,
respectively for arbitrary large initial data in H? that additionally satisfy the Rayleigh-Taylor con-
dition if surface tension effects are neglected. We also show that the problem exhibits the parabolic
smoothing effect and we provide criteria for the global existence of solutions.
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The Muskat problem is a model proposed by M. Muskat in [43] to describe the encroachment of
water into an oil sand. This problem is related to the secondary phase of the oil extraction process
where water injection is sometimes used to increase the pressure in the oil reservoir and to drive the
oil towards the extraction well. In this paper we consider an unbounded fluid system, consisting of
two immiscible and incompressible fluid phases, which moves with constant speed |[V| > 0, either
in a horizontal or a vertical Hele-Shaw cell (or a homogeneous porous medium). Furthermore, we
assume that the flows are two-dimensional and that the velocities are asymptotically equal to (0, V)
far away from the origin. In a reference frame which moves with the same speed as the fluids and
in the same direction, the Muskat problem can be formulated as an evolution problem for the pair
(f,w), where [y = f(t,x)+ V] is a parametrization for the sharp interface that separates the fluids,

with f asymptotically flat for large € R, and @w/y/1 + f'? is the jump of the velocity at the free
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interface in tangential direction (see (2.6)). Mathematically, we are confronted with the following
evolution problem

Ouf(t,z) = LPV/Rerf(t 2)(f(t,z) — f(t,x —y))

w(t,x —y)dy, t>0,z€eR,

2 +(f(t,z) — f(t,z —y))? (1.1a)
f0) = fo,
where f and @ are additionally coupled through the following relation
B — 1 !
(1) = (9(o- = 1) + T*v) 7] @)
(1.1b)

:N +,U/+ (t ZL') 27Tk V/yf t(L’ t (t x)_f(t’x_y))w(t,x—y)dy

2k (t,2) = f(t,x —y))?

for t > 0 and x € R. We denote by (-) the spamal derivative 9, g is the Earth’s gravity, k is
the permeability of the homogeneous porous medium, o is the surface tension coefficient at the free
boundary, p+ is the density and p4 the viscosity of the fluid located at €4 (t), where

Q_(t):=[y < f(t,z)+ Vi and  Qu(t) =y > f(t,z) + V.

Moreover, k(f(t)) is the curvature of the graph [y = f(¢,z) 4+ tV] and PV denotes the principal
value which, depending on the regularity of the functions under the integral, is taken at zero and/or
infinity. If V' is positive, then the fluid — expends into the region occupied by the fluid + and vice
versa, if V' is negative, then the fluid + expends into the region occupied by the fluid — (see Section
2 for rigorous a derivation of (1.1)). When neglecting surface tension effects we set o = 0 and we
require that the first equation of (1.1a) and the equation (1.1b) hold also at ¢ = 0.

In the recent years the Muskat problem has received, due to its physical relevance, much attention
especially in the field of applied mathematics. In the absence of surface tension effects the local
existence of solutions has been first addressed by F. Yi in [52| under the assumption that the
Rayleigh-Taylor condition holds. The Rayleigh-Taylor condition [47] is a sign restriction on the
jump of the pressure gradients in normal direction at the interface [y = fo(z)], and it reads

Oyp- < yps  on [y = fo(z)], (1.2)

where py is the pressure of the fluid + and v the outward normal at [y = fo(x)] with respect
to Q_(0). Thereafter, questions related to the well-posedness of the Muskat problem and other
qualitative aspects of the dynamics have been studied in [5,8,10-22,24-26,32-35,40,48| in several
physical scenarios and with various methods. These references show the Rayleigh-Taylor condition
is crucial in the analysis of this problem. In the regime where the Rayleigh-Taylor condition holds
with reverse inequality sign, for example if a less viscous fluid displaces a more viscous one, or when
a more dense fluid sits on top of a less dense one, physical experiments evidence the occurrence
of viscous fingering, cf. [36,47], and the Muskat problem is ill-posed, cf. e.g. [20,25,48|. On the
other hand, it was recently shown in [26], in a bounded and periodic striplike geometry, that the
Rayleigh-Taylor condition actually identifies a domain of parabolicity for the Muskat problem.

When surface tension effects are taken into consideration, it was proven in [26,45,46], in bounded
geometries, that the Muskat problem is a quasilinear parabolic problem for arbitrary large initial
data, without any kind of restrictions. Also in this setting, the solvability of the problem has been
addressed in several physical scenarios with quite intricate methods [6,24,25,31,37,50].

The first goal of this paper is to prove that the classical formulation of the Muskat problem, see
Section 2, is equivalent to the evolution problem (1.1), c¢f. Proposition 2.2.
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Our second goal is to extend the methods that have been recently applied in [40], in the particular
case of fluids with equal viscosities, to the general case considered herein in order to establish the
local well-posedness for the Muskat problem with and without surface tension by similar strategies
and in a very general context. If the fluids have equal viscosities, the equation (1.1b) determines
w as a function of f, and (1.1) becomes an evolution problem for f only. Surprisingly, the analysis
in [40] shows that the corresponding evolution problem is of quasilinear parabolic type in both
regimes, that is for ¢ > 0, or when ¢ = 0 and the Rayleigh-Taylor condition holds. However, for
l— # 4, the equation (1.1b) is implicit and this fact enhances the nonlinear and nonlocal character
of the problem and makes the analysis more involved.

In the case when ¢ = 0 and the Rayleigh-Taylor condition holds, the well-posedness of the
problem is still an open question. Local existence of solutions to (1.1) has been first addressed
in [18] for arbitrary large data in H?, and in three space dimensions in [19] for initial data in
H*. Global existence is established in [48] in the periodic case and for small initial data. Quite
recently, the authors of [14] have proven the existence and uniqueness of solutions which satisfy an
additional energy estimate for initial data in H? which are small with respect to some H>/2*¢-norm.
In Theorem 1.2 we show that the Muskat problem without surface tension is well-posed for arbitrary
large initial data in H2?. To achieve this result we formulate (1.1) as a fully nonlinear evolution
problem for f and we prove that the set of initial data for which the Rayleigh-Taylor condition
holds defines, also in this geometry, a domain of parabolicity for the Muskat problem. It is worth
emphasizing that the quasilinear character, present for y_ = p., is not preserved when p_ # 4
and this makes the Muskat problem without surface tension more difficult to handle.

For o > 0, the local well-posedness of (1.1) has been addressed in [6] for initial data in H?,
with s > 6 (see also [50] for a global existence result for small initial data in H®, with s > 6).
Exploiting the quasilinear structure of the curvature term, we show that in this regime (1.1) can
be formulated as a quasilinear parabolic evolution problem. This property enables us to establish
the local well-posedness of (1.1) for arbitrary large initial in H® with s > 2, ¢f. Theorem 1.1. In
particular, we may chose the initial data such that the curvature is unbounded or discontinuous.

Moreover, we show that the Muskat problem features the effect of parabolic smoothing: solutions
(which possess additional regularity when o = 0) become instantly real-analytic in the time-space
domain. Besides, we provide criteria for the global existence of solutions.

The first main result of this paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Well-posedness: with surface tension). Let o > 0. The problem (1.1) possesses for
each fo € H*(R), s € (2,3), a unique mazimal solution

F = f(+5 fo) € C([0, Ty (fo)), H* (R)) N C((0, Ty (fo)), H*(R)) 0 CH((0, T4 (fo)), L2(R)),
with Ty (fo) € (0,00], and [(t, fo) — f(t; fo)] defines a semiflow on H*(R). Additionally, if

sup lf(@)|lrs < o0 for all T >0,
[OvTJf(fO))ﬁ[OvT]

then T4 (fo) = co. Moreover, given k € N, it holds that
f € C¥((0, T4 (fo)) x R, R) N C¥((0, T (fo)), HM(R))".
In particular, f(t, -) is real-analytic for each t € (0,T4(fo))-

Here and in the following C* stands for real-analyticity, while C'~ denotes local Lipschitz continuity.
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We emphasize that exactly the same result as in Theorem 1.1 has been achieved in [40] in the
simpler case of fluids with equal viscosities.
When surface tension is neglected, that is o = 0, we assume that

%V £ 0. (1.3)

The situation when o = 0 = O is special, because in this case the problem (1.1) possesses for each
fo € H*(R), with s > 3/2, a unique global solution f(t) := fy for all t € R, cf. Section 5. The
corresponding flow is stationary with constant velocities equal to (0,V') and hydrostatic pressures.

In order to discuss the well-posedness of (1.1) with 0 = 0 # ©, we introduce the set of initial
data for which the Rayleigh-Taylor condition holds as

O:={fo€ H*R) : d,p_ < dypy on [y = fo(z)]}.

The Rayleigh-Taylor condition is reformulated later on, cf. (5.10), where it is also proven that O is
an open subset of H?(R). Our analysis in Section 5 shows that O is nonempty if and only if

0 > 0. (1.4)

The relation (1.4) is the classical condition found within the linear theory by Saffman and Taylor [47].
In particular, if the flow takes place in a vertical Hele-Shaw cell and V' = 0, then the less dense fluid
lies above. For flows in horizontal Hele-Shaw cells the effects due to gravity are usually neglected,
that is ¢ = 0, and (1.2) implies that V' # 0 and that the more viscous fluid expends into the region
occupied by the less viscous one.

We now come to the second main result of this paper.

©:=g(p- —ps) +

Theorem 1.2 (Well-posedness: without surface tension). Let o = 0, p_ # pi?, and assume that
(1.4) holds. Given fy € O, the problem (1.1) possesses a solution

fec(o,1],0)nCH([0,T], H'(R)) N C((0,T], H*(R))
for some T > 0 and an arbitrary o € (0,1). It further holds:
(1) f is the unique solution to (1.1) belonging to

L ¢(o.7],0)nc ([0, T), H(R)) N C5((0,T), H*(R));
Be(0,1)
(i) f may be extended to a mazximally defined solution
F(5 fo) € C10, T4 (f0)), 0) N CH([0, Ty (fo), H'(R)) N (1) CH((0,T], H*(R))
Be(0,1)

for all T < T (fo), where T (fo) € (0, 00];
(13i) The solution map [(t, fo) — [f(t; fo)] defines a semiflow on O which is real-analytic in the

open set {(t, fo) : fo€ O,0<t <T+(fo)};
(i) If f( -5 fo) = [0, T (f0)) N[0, T] — O is uniformly continuous for all T > 0, then either

T (fo) < o0 and Hljiﬂn%f )f(t; fo) € 00, or Ty (fo) = o0;
(v) If f(+; fo) € B((0,T), H***(R)) for some T € (0, T4 (fo)) and € € (0,1), then
feC?(0,T) x R,R)NC¥((0,T), H*(R))  for each k € N.

2Theorem 1.2 is still valid when l— = p4, however in this case its assertions can be improved, cf. [40, Theorem 1.1].
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Given T' > 0 and a Banach space X, we let B((0,77],X) [resp. B((0,7),X)| denote the Banach
space of all bounded functions form (0,77 [resp. (0,7)] into X, and, given « € (0, 1), we set

a ._ g 1u(t) — s%u(s)|
CS((0,7],X) = {uEB((O,T],X) : 88171&1;) P <oo}.

With respect to (iv) we add the following comments. Firstly, as shown in [12, Theorem 1.1] in the
case when p_ = 4, there exist solutions which are not uniformly continuous in O, in the sense that
their slope blows up in finite time. Secondly, there exist global solutions to (1.1), cf. [16, Theorem 3.1]
(see also |40, Corollary 1.4]) or [14, Theorem 2.2] (in the periodic setting). Lastly, the existence of
solutions which are uniformly bounded in H?(R) and violate the Rayleigh-Taylor sign condition at
time T4 (fo) < oo is, to the best of our knowledge, an open issue.

The condition that f € B((0,7), H*¢(R)) for some T' € (0,7 (fo)) imposed at (v) is a tech-
nical assumption. Nevertheless, if fo € O N H3(R), our arguments can be extended to show that
Theorem 1.2 still holds true if we replace © by O N H*(R) and H*(R) by H*¥Y(R) for k € {1,2},
possibly with a smaller maximal existence time T’ 3(fy). Hence, for solutions that start in H3(R),
the property required at (v) is satisfied for all " < T 3(fp) and all € € (0,1). This additional
regularity is needed for our argument because the uniqueness property in Theorem 1.2 holds only
for solutions that additionally belong to the space C2((0,T], H?(R)), for some o € (0,1), and this
space is not sufficiently flexible with respect to the parameter trick used in the proof of Theorem 1.2.

2. THE GOVERNING EQUATIONS AND THE EQUIVALENCE RESULT

We start by presenting the classical formulation of the Muskat problem introduced in Section
1. First of all, both fluids are taken to be incompressible, immiscible, and of Newtonian type.
Since flows in porous media or Hele-Shaw cells occur at low Reynolds numbers, they are usually
modeled as being two-dimensional and Darcy’s law is used instead of the conservation of momentum
equation [9]. Hence, the equations of motion in the fluid layers are?
diVUi(t) =0 in Qi(t),
k (2.1a)

ve(t) = —M—i(Vpi(t)+(07pig)) in Q4(1),

with vy := (vl,v2) denoting the velocity of the fluid 4. These equations are supplemented by the
natural boundary conditions on the free surface

{ (0 @v(#) = (v-O)lv(#)) only= f(t,x)+ Vi,
p+(t) —p-(t) = or(f(t))  only=f(tz)+Vi],

where v(t) is the unit normal at [y = f(¢,2) + Vt] pointing into Q4 (¢) and (-|-) the Euclidean
inner product on R?. Furthermore, we impose the following far-field boundary conditions

flt,z) =0 for |z| — oo,
'U:I:(taxay) — (07V) for ‘(‘Tay)’ — 0.

(2.1b)

(2.1c)

3The first equation of (2.1a) expresses the fact that div vy (£) = 0 in Q4 () and that divo_(¢) = 0 in ©_(t). This
convention is also use in the second equation of (2.1a) and at many other places in the paper in various contexts.
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The motion of the interface [y = f(¢,z) + V't] is coupled to that of the fluids through the kinematic
boundary condition

f(t) = (ve®|(—=f(t),1)) =V on[y= f(t,z) + Vi, (2.1d)
and the interface at time ¢ = 0 is assumed to be known
f(0) = fo. (2.1e)

We now rewrite the classical formulation (2.1) of the Muskat problem in a coordinates system
which moves with the same speed and in the same direction as the fluid system. To this end we
introduce

vt (t,x,y) = ve(t,z,y +Vt) —(0,V), o
{ in Q4 (t) :=Qy(t) — (0, V).

ﬁ:l:(t7x7y) = pi(t7$7y + Vt)

It is not difficult to see that the equations (2.1) are equivalent to the following system of equations
which has (f,v4,p+) as unknowns

divos(t) = 0 in QY (¢),
Te(t) = —(0,V) = kpz (VD) + (0,pxg))  in QI(2),
GO = @) on [y = f(t, )],
Pit)—F-(t) = on(f(t)) only=5t
flt,z) — 0 for |z| — oo,
vt(t,z,y) — 0 for |(z,y)| — oo,
af(t) = (Fa(t)](~F (1), 1) on [y = f(t, )],
f(0) = Jfo.

Before stating the equivalence result, cf. Proposition 2.2, we first give a preparatory lemma,
which is needed in the proof of Proposition 2.2 and also later on in the analysis (see the proof
of Theorem 3.5). The proof of Lemma 2.1 is based on classical arguments used to establish the
Plemelj formula and the Privalov theorem for Cauchy-type integrals defined on regular curves, see

e.g. [38], and on the Lemmas 3.1-3.2. Details of the proof can be found, in a particular case,
in [40, Lemma A.2.].

Lemma 2.1. Given f € H*(R) and w € HY(R), we define

N 1 / (—(y—f(s)z—s) _ 2
v(x,y) == — w(s)ds in R\ [y = f(x)]. 2.3
(@) = 5= [ oo () \ly = 7(@) (23)
Let further Q0 = [y < f(z)], QY := [y > f(x)], and Uy := ﬂﬂ(i' Then, 1+ € C(QL)NCHQY) and
vi(z,y) =0 for |(z,y)] — oo (2.4)
Additionally, if w € C§°(R), then there exists a positive integer N € N and a constant C' such that
[0g (z,y)| < EHWH)1| for all (z,y) € Q% with |(z,y)| > N. (2.5)

T,y

Proof. The first two claims can be established in the same way as in [40, Lemma A.2|, while (2.5)
is a simple exercise. ]
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In the particular case when p_ = puy, (1.1b) gives a precise correlation between the smoothness
of @ and that of f. This correlation is for u— # p4+ no longer obvious. We prove herein, cf.
Proposition 3.6, that for f € H?(R), the equation (1.1b) has a unique solution @ € H'(R), provided
that the left-hand side of (1.1b) belongs to H'(R). If o > 0, the latter requirement implies that
in fact f € H*(R) is needed. Thanks to the parabolic smoothing in Theorem 1.2, this additional
regularity is inherited by all solutions. This is one of the reasons, besides the difference in nonlinear
behavior, why we separate in Proposition 2.2 the cases 0 = 0 and o > 0.

Proposition 2.2 (Equivalence of the two formulations). Let T € (0, 00] be given.

(a) Let 0 = 0. The following are equivalent:
(i) the Muskat problem (2.1) for f € CY([0,T), L2(R)) and

o f(t) € H*R), w(t) := ((v-(t) — v+ W)= rra)+va | (L F' 1)) € H'(R),
e vy(t) € C(Qx(t)) N Cl(Qi(t))a p+(t) € CH(QL(t) N C*(Q=(1))

forallt € [0,T);
(ii) the evolution problem (1.1) for f € C*([0,T), L2(R)), f(t) € H*(R), and w(t) € H*(R)
for allt € [0,T).
(b) Let 0 > 0. The following are equivalent:
(i) the Muskat problem (2.1) for f € C1((0,T), L2(R)) N C([0,T), L2(R)) and

o f(t) € HY(R), 0(t) := ((v_(t) — v () y=sie.)4ve | (1, (1)) € H'(R),
o vi(t) € C(Qx(t) N C(Q(1)), p=(t) € CH(QL () N C*(Qx(t))

for allt € (0,7T);

(ii) the evolution problem (1.1) for f € C1((0,T), Lo(R))NC([0,T), L2(R)), f(t) € HY(R),
and w(t) € HY(R) for all t € (0,T).

Proof. We only prove the claim for ¢ = 0 (the proof of (b) is similar). We first consider the
implication (i) = (i7). Given a set E, we denote herein by 1g the characteristic function of E.
Assume that (f,v4,ps) is asolution to (2.1) on [0,7") and let ¢ € [0,T") be fixed (the time dependence
is not written explicitly in this proof). It is more convenient to work here with the formulation (2.2).
Stokes’ theorem and the second equation of (2.1a) show that the vorticity w := rot v := 9,02 — 9,0
defined by the global velocity field v := (3%, 0?) := U-1y<f(z)] + U+ 1[y>f(a) is supported on the free
boundary, that is

(w,p) = /Rw(x)cp(a:,f(a;))da: for all p € C(C)’O(]Rz),
where

W= <(77— - 77+)‘[y=f(w)]‘(17 f/)> (2'6)

We now claim that the velocity is given by the Biot-Savart law, that is v = o in R?\ [y = f(z)],
where v is defined in (2.3) and @ in (2.6). Indeed, according to Plemelj formula, cf. e.g. [38], the
limits v_(x, f(x)) and v4(z, f(x)) of ¥ at (x, f(x)) when we approach this point from above the
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interface [y = f(x)] or from below, respectively, are

- 1 (=(f(z) — f(z —s)),s) _ 1 (1, f'(x))w(x)
, Y _s)ds F ~ I WIOL) ER. (2.7
Ui(l‘ f(ﬂj‘)) o /R 82 + (f(l‘) — f(l‘ — s))gw(:E S) S+ 2 1 T f/2(l‘) € ( )
Moreover, the restrictions 7+ of ¥ to Q% belong to C’(Q_Q_L) N CYNY), they satisfy the first, third,
sixth equation of (2.2), and rotvy = 9,01 — 9,01 = 0 in QY. We now introduce Vi := 0y — 0,
we set V := (V1,V?):= Volpy<f@) + Valpysf(z)), and we consider the stream functions

Yy (z,y) == /fz(/ ) Vi(x,s)ds — /Om<Vi(s,f(s))](—f/(s), 1)) ds for (z,y) € ﬁi.

The properties of 1 established above together with (2.7) and Stokes’ theorem show that the
function ¢ := ¢_1p<p + ¥y 1} g satisfies ¢ € C(R?) and Ay = 0 in D'(R?). Hence, 1 is the
real part of a holomorphic function u : C — C. Since v’ is also holomorphic and v’ = —(V?2, V1) is
bounded and vanishes for |(x,y)| — oo, it follows that ' = 0, hence vx = 4. Differentiating now
the fourth equation of (2.2) once, the second equation of (2.2) and (2.7) lead us to

o) = (o= = pi) + =20 ] (@)

B N Ly s f(x)s — (f(z) — flz —s))
= o YW g PV/]R s+ (f(z) — flz —s))?

for all x € R. Finally, in view of (2.7) and of the seventh equation of (2.2), we may conclude that
(f,w) is a solution to (1.1).
For the inverse implication we define v+ € C(Q%) NC1(QY) according to (2.3) and the pressures

D+ € C’l(ﬁi) N C?(Q%) by the formula
~ T v Vv —
px(2,y) = cx — M—i/ vl (s, +d) ds — M—i/ Ui (x,5) ds — (pig + “i>y (z,y) € Qy,
k Jo ko Jiq k

where d is a positive constant satisfying d > ||f|lc and ¢+ € R. For a proper choice of ¢, the
tuple (f,p+,v1) solves all the equations of (2.2) and possesses the regularity properties states at
(7). This completes the proof of (a). O

w(x —s)ds

3. ON THE RESOLVENT SET OF THE ADJOINT OF THE DOUBLE LAYER POTENTIAL

In order to solve the Muskat problem (1.1), with and without surface tension, we basically follow
the same strategy. The first step in our approach is to formulate the system (1.1) as an evolution
problem for f. To this end, we have to address the solvability of the equation (1.1b), which is the
content of this section. This issue is equivalent to inverting the linear operator (14 a,A(f)), where

N A R e L (3.1)
and where o .
TR

denotes the Atwood number. The operator A(f) can be viewed as the adjoint of the double layer
potential, see e.g. [30,51] and Lemma 3.8. The resolvent set of A(f) has been studied previously in
the literature (see [18,19,30,41,51] and the references therein), but mostly in bounded geometries
where A(f) is a compact operator. With respect to our functional analytic approach to (1.1), the
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existing results cannot be applied, especially because the invertibility in £(H'(R)) is established for
functions f that are to regular. For this reason we readdress this issue below, the emphasis being
on finding the optimal correlation between the regularity of f and the order of the Sobolev space
where the invertibility is considered, see Remark 3.7. It is important to note, in the context of the
Muskat problem (1.1), that the Atwood number satisfies |a,| < 1.

Some multilinear integral operators. We now introduce a class of multilinear singular operators
which we encounter later on when solving the implicit equation (1.1b) for @w. Given n,m € N, with
m > 1, we define the singular integral operator

)

w — ﬂ_ 590 bz
Brm(a, - sam) b, . boy @) () 1= PV/ 2e—y) = Blaybifs)
R v [+ (Opgai/y)]
where aq,...,am,b1,...,b, : R — R are Lipschitz functions and @ € Lo(R). To keep the formulas
short, we have set
Oz ya = a(z) — a(xr —y) for z,y € R.
Letting H denote the Hilbert transform [49], it holds that By ;(0) = mH, and moreover

TA(f) = f'Boa(f) — Bia(HIf -]- (3:2)
We first establish the following result.

Lemma 3.1. Let 1 <m € N and n € N be given. Then:

(i) Given Lipschitz functions ay,...,am,b1,...,b, : R — R, there exists a positive constant C,
which depends only on n, m, and max;—1,. _m ||a}||cc, such that

1B (@t s am)br,- - ba,@lll2 < Clll|2 T 116 lloc
1=1
for allw € La(R). In particular By (a1, ..., am)[b1,..., by, -] € L(L2(R)).
(i) Bpm € C1 (Woo(R)™, L1 (W (R))" x La(R), La(R))).
(13i) Given r € (3/2,2) and T € (1/2,2), it holds

1Bam(at, -y am)[brs - bn, @[l < Cll@ar [T 10illar
i=1
forall ay,... am,by,...,b, € H'(R) andw € H™(R), with C depending only on T, r, n, m,
and max;—1, _m ||ail| a7
In particular, Bym € C1=((H"(R))™, L1 ((H"(R))" x H™(R), Loo(R))).

Proof. The assertion (i) has been proved in [40, Remark 3.3] by exploiting a result from harmonic
analysis due to T. Murai [42|. Furthermore, the local Lipschitz continuity properties stated at (i7)
and (7i7) follow from the estimates at (i) and (ii7), respectively, via the relation

Bmm(fdl, - ,'dm)[bl,. .. ,bn,w] — Bmm(al,. .. ,am)[bl, .. ,bn,W]

m
:ZBnH,mH(El,...,'di,ai, ...... ,am)[bl,...,bn,ai—i—'di,ai—'di,w]. (3.3)
i=1
In order to establish the estimate given at (iii), we write

Bn,m(al,. .. ,am)[bl,. .. ,bn,w] =T + 15 + T5,
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where
[T Oybily)  ©—y) —w)
[T, 1+ (5[ﬂc,y]ai/y)2}

) e B 1 T Gybi/y)
Ty(x) := @) PV / R

ly|<1

)

[T Ouybi/y) @z —y) a.

T5(x) :=PV
3(2) T (14 (Bayai/y)?] ¥

ly[>1

A straightforward argument shows that

4
2r —1

n n
IT1]o0 < @1 [TI0floc and T3l < 2@l [T 116 1oc-
i=1

i=1
Moreover, since 7 — 1/2 € (1,2), it holds that H”(R) < BC"~'/2(R), and therefore

|f(x+y) —2f(z) + flz —y)
ly|r=1/2

<Alf],_ap  forall fe H'(R),z €R, y#0,  (3.4)

cf. [39, Relation (0.2.2)]. Here [-],_3/5 denotes the usual Holder seminorm. Using the definition of
the principal value together with (3.4), it follows that

8 _ n n n m
T2l < 575 @l [ 3= (s TT 10501 + (TL10i0e ) 3 leiloleid—sys]
i=1 j=1,j%i i=1 i=1
and (7i7) follows at once. O

We are additionally confronted in our analysis with a different type of singular integral operators.
These operators, denoted by By, m, with nm > 1, are extensions of the operators B, ,,, introduced
above to a Sobolev space product where a lower regularity of the variable b; is compensated by a
higher regularity of the variable @. The extension property is a consequence of the estimate (3.5)
derived below, while the estimate (3.6) plays a key role later on in the proofs of the Theorems 4.4
and 5.2, when identifying the important terms that need to be estimated.

Lemma 3.2. Let n,m € N withnm > 1, 7 € (1/2,1), and r € (5/2 — 7,2) be given.
(1) Given ay,...,am € H"(R), we let
Bom(at, ... am)[b1y. .., bn, @] == Bpm(at, ..., am)[b1, ..., by, ]

forw € H'(R), and by, ...,b, € H"(R). Then, there exists a constant C, depending only on
n,m, r, T, and Mmaxi<;<m ||a;||gr, such that

1Brm(ar, - am)lbr - bos @2 < Cll@ll e [1ballsrs TT 10001700 (3.5)
=2
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and
|Brm(at, .. am)bi, ... bn, @] — Bo—1m(at, ... am)[ba, ..., by, b10][2
n
< Clball @) g [T 11062 (3.6)
i=2
In particular, By, m(a1,...,an) extends to a bounded operator

Bum(ay, ... an) € Loy (H'(R) x (H"(R))"™! x HT(R), La(R)).
(i) Bnm € C'((H"(R))™, Lpy1 (H (R) x (H"(R))"" x H™(R), L2(R))).

Proof. Similarly as in the previous lemma, the assertion (ii) is a consequence of (i), more precisely
of (3.5). To establish (i) we use the formula

) (2 — Oy
3([@} ):h(l‘ y) EUZ oz € R,y £0,
oy\ vy Yy Yy

and compute that

Ofg.ab o (O1z.01bi
Bun(on )l b o) = pv [ Pt Ll Qo)
BV IEL 1+ (Oegai/y)’]

= Bn_l,m(al, R ,am)[bg, ceey by, b&@](w)

O .10 " (01,10
rOYN Yy I 1+ (Ojzyai/y)]

W(r —y)dy

Integrating by parts, we are led to the relation

5 b " (il
by / aﬁ (Seailn) mHZ:2( ww1bi/Y) oo —y)dy
RN Y T [+ (Gegiai/y)]

= (ban_Lm(al, - ,am)[bg, ce ,bn,w/])(l‘) — Bn_Lm(al, - ,am)[bg, ey by, blwl](l‘)

+ ;/RKLJ'(!E,Z/)@(JE —y)dy — ]z::l/RKg,j(:n,y) W(z —y)dy, (3.7)

where, for x € R and y # 0, we set
[T,z (Oabi/y) Oleajbs — y05(x — ) G gin

Kl,'(xay) = m )
' II7% [1+ (O ggai/y)”] y? Y
"o (Orpybify Oz 45 — YA (T = Y) O1p.y105 Oz.y1b
Kos(ay) =2 HEQ(L{M /v) Ola) 29( ) ) Sz b1
[1+ (O gai/y) T TT2 [1+ (O gai/y)”] Y v

In view of Lemma 3.1 we have

”Bn—l,m(alv s 7am)[b27 <oy bp, bllw]”Q < C”wHOOHblqu H Hb;”OM (3'8)
j=2
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and we are left to estimate the Lo-norm of the terms on the right-hand side of (3.7). For the integral
terms we use Minkowski’s integral inequality to obtain that

</R ‘ /RKLJ(:U’ vtz —) dy‘2 d$> e Il /R </R Ky j(z,y) dw) v dy.

In the following F denotes the Fourier transform. Appealing to by € BC71/2 (R), we have

1 n
. 2 - = 2 | | 7112 L L /12
/R’Kld(‘rvy)’ dx y7—27[b1]7—1/2< Hbz”oo>/R‘b] Tbe yTybj‘ dx

i=2,i7#]
c 2 . /012 2| iyt 12
<ol (TT W) [ BRI — 1 — il de,
i=2,i#]

and together with the inequality

e —1— iy <ClA+ D)y Ly @) + A+ 1EP) =y ()], v, €R,

we find

. r+7)— 1 .
/R gy d < Ol (TLI0 3 ) |97 @) + el ®)], 2<i<n
=2

Consequently,

(/R(/}Rm,j(:c,y)w(:c—y)dy‘2da;>1/z gCHwHopolHHr(ilf[zHbiHHr), 2<j<n, (3.9

and analogously we obtain for 1 < j < m that

</R‘/]RKz,j(x,y)w(x—y)dy‘zdaﬁ)lﬂ g0||w\|oo\|aj\|m||b1||m(i[z||bi\|Hr). (3.10)

We are left with the term
T .= ban_l,m(al, .. ,am)[bg, RN bn,wl] — Bn_Lm(al, ... ,am)[bg, Y blw,].

The estimate (3.6) follows by using Lemma 3.1. In order to derive (3.5) we proceed differently. The
relation W' (x — y) = (0/0y)(@(x) —w(x — y)) together with integration by parts leads us to

T(x) = Z/ K3 j(x,y) dy—22/ Ka,j(z,y) dy,
j=1"R j=1"R

where
H?: it Oz, bi/y Oy @ /O1pa1bi
Kg,j(iﬂ,y) = Li#j Olz,y] 5 [z,y] ( [z.y]Y5 —b;(l‘ _y)>’
[T 1+ Opgai/y)” Y Y
HZL: 5113, bl/y 5:07 wé;{j7 a;j 51" a;
Kyj(z,y) = 1 %z,y) [z,y]* Plzy] J( [ ;;] j —a;(z—y)).

[+ (0yas /) Ty 1+ (Bgaify)” ¥ Y
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We first estimate the integrals defined by the kernels K ;, 1 < j < m. Minkowski’s integral
inequality implies that

(/R ‘ /ngK4’j(x’y) dy‘de>l/2 = /R (/R | K j(a, )| da:>1/2 dy,

and, since by € BCT_3/2(R), we get

2 - L
[ s ae < 2 bl gplali(TLI0IE) [ 5= el
1=2

C " o
= gl e e (TT 10012 ) [ 1@ Rle — 1P e
=2

Tanking advantage of the inequality

€% 1 < CIA+ [P Y 1) + Lpysn@)], w6 €R,
it follows that

— . r+7)— 1
/R Kl 9)l? dz < Cloaly @1l 1 (TLI%) (570 L) + g i )]
=2

and therewith
2 \1/2 , U )
(L] ] Kuswnas| az)” < Cluwlar aliaslai o [T e 1<5<m (31)
=2

Analogously, for 2 < j < n, we have that

2 1/2 n
(/R‘/RK?,,J'(x,y)dy‘ dm) §CHwHHTHblHHMH\Ibﬂloo, (3.12)
1=2

while, for j = 1, we obtain the following estimate

</R‘/RK3,1($7y)dy‘2dﬂf)1/2 < CHwHHTHblHH”"1g”b2”w

+ HwHoo”Bn—l,m(aly cee 7am)[b2a cee 7bn7 bll]”Q
+ HBn_Lm(al, L. ,am)[bg, L ,bn, bll’w]HQ (313)
The estimate (3.5) follows from Lemma 3.1 and (3.8)-(3.13). O

Mapping properties. Using the Lemmas 3.1-3.2, we now study the mapping properties of the
nonlinear (with respect to f) operator A defined in (3.1).

Lemma 3.3. It holds that
A € CY(H?(R), L(H' (R)). (3.14)
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Proof. Given f € H?(R), the relation (3.2) together with Lemma 3.1 implies that A(f) € £(L2(R)).
We next show that A(f)[w] € H'(R), provided that @ € H'(R). To this end we let {7.}.cr denote
the Cy-group of right translations on Lo(R), that is 7. f(z) := f(x —¢) for f € La(R), z,e € R, and
we compute for e € (0,1) that

WTE(A(f)[w]Z: — A _ 7] 5_ / Bo (7 f)[r0] + f'Boa(7=f) [Tew — w]
1 Boptref N[ e 4 18] - Bt [ o]
BN, 22 Bostrt [y 3]
The convergences
.f — f in H*(R), 2 — —f" in HY(R),
e—0 9 e—0
70— @ inH L(R), Tawg_ © — —@ in Ly(R),

together with the Lemmas 3.1-3.2 enable us to pass to the limit ¢ — 0 in the above relation and to
conclude that A(f)[@] € H*(R) and

T(A(S)@]) = 7A@+ f"Boa (@] — 2f Bao (£, HIf' f,@] = Bra(H)lf', @]

—2Bya(f. )| £.1.3]: (3.15)

The Lipschitz continuity property (3.14) is now a direct consequence of the Lemmas 3.1-3.2. U
In fact, A enjoys the following regularity

A € C¥(H"(R), L(Ly(R))) N C¥(H*(R), L(H'(R)))  for all + > 3/2. (3.16)

The property (3.16) may be established by using the arguments presented in [40, Section 5] together
with the Lemmas 3.1-3.2. The lengthy details are left to the interested reader.

Given f € H%(R), we denote by B(f) the operator which corresponds to the right-hand side of
the first equation of (1.1a), namely

B(f) == Boa(f) + f'Bia(HIf, - 1. (3.17)
For later purposes we establish the following regularity result.
Lemma 3.4. It holds that
B c C¥(H"(R), L(L2(R))) NC¥(H*(R), L(H'(R)))  for all r > 3/2. (3.18)
Proof. Given f € H"(R), with r > 3/2, it follows from Lemma 3.1 that B(f) € £(L2(R)). Further-

more, proceeding as in Lemma 3.3, we get, in view of the Lemmas 3.1-3.2, that if f € H*(R) and
w € HY(R), then B(f)[w] € H'(R) and

B(A)@) =B(f)[@] = 2B2.2(f, HIF, £, @] + " Bia(HIf, @] + fBra(f)f @]
= 2f'Bso(f. NI, f, £, @] (3.19)

The analyticity property (3.18) follows now from the Lemmas 3.1-3.2 by arguing as in [40, Section 5]
(we omit again the lengthy details). O
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On the resolvent set of the adjoint of the double layer potential. We are now in the position
to address the solvability of (1.1b). First, we show that, given f € H"(R), with » > 3/2, the
resolvent set of A(f), when we view A(f) as an operator in £(Ly(R)), contains the set [|[A| > 1]NR.
This property follows from the uniform bound (with respect to f and \) establish in (3.20). This
bound proves crucial also when investigating the resolvent set of A(f), when we regard A(f) as an
element of L(H'(R)) and f € H?(R), cf. Proposition 3.6 below.

Theorem 3.5. Given f € H"(R), r > 3/2, and A € R with |\| > 1, it holds
A — A(f) € Isom (L2(R)).

Proof. Let M > 0 be given. We prove that there exists a constant C' = C' (M) > 0 such that for all
fe H'(R) with ||f||gr < M, w € La(R), and A € R with |A\] > 1 we have
[@ll2 < ClIA = A))[]]|2- (3.20)

Having established (3.20), the claim follows from the method of continuity, cf. [4, Proposition 1.1.1],
as, for each f € H"(R), the spectrum of A(f) is compact and therefore A\ — A(f) is invertible if A
is large. In view of (3.16), it suffices to prove (3.20) for f € C§°(R) and @ € C§°(R).

We recall from the Lemma 2.1 that the restrictions vy := ﬂﬂi , with QY as in Lemma 2.1, of the

function v defined in (2.3) have the following properties
treCc@)nct(Q))  and  divie =rotdL =0 in QY. (3.21)
Moreover, the Plemelj formula (2.7) together with the Lemmas 3.3-3.4 ensures the restrictions

Fy = (FL,F?):= i)\:thy:f(m)} satisfy

(A FDE € HR),  F = {Fal(f,1) = 5-B()E] € H'(R). (3.22)

| =

(F|(1, ) =

Letting 7 and v := (v1,15) denote the tangent and the unit outward normal vectors at 992, we
write Fy = F + FY, where

FV
Fl = (Fy|m)T and FY = (Fi|v)y = ——v € H'(R,R?).

Vi

We now introduce the bilinear form B : La(R, R?) x Ly(R,R?) — R by the formula
B(F,G) := / GHFI(=f" D) + FXGI(=f, 1)) = (FIG)dw,  F = (F',F?), G = (GG,
R

and we remark that

(i) B(F,G) :/R(F]G> de i F= (Fl)v, G = (G,
(i) B(F.G)=— /R (FIr)Glr de  if F = (Fl7yr, G = (G]r)r,

(i) B(F,G):/RF2<G\(—f’,1)>dx it F = (F|r)7, G = (G,

We now claim that

B(Fy,Fy) = 0. (3.23)
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In order to prove (3.23) we choose a sequence (), C C§°(R?,[0,1]) with the property that ¢, = 1
in [|(z,y)| <nl, ¢ =0 in [|(x,y)| > n+ 1], and sup,, || Venlle < 0o. Using Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem and Stokes’ theorem together with (3.21), we get

B(F_,F.) :/

ly=f

1 p2 1552
o (( g2y =gy v o = Jim, S (ol 2y~ oy )

= nh_)m;() o div (cpn( (6%)2263_6(%52 >> d(z,y)

20! 2

< (0%)? — (_’53)2 )> d(z,y) =0,

the last equality being a consequence of (2.5) and of sup,, ||[Vyn|leo < 0o. This proves (3.23) for
F_. The proof for F is similar.
Using (3.22), (3.23), and the relations (i) — (i4i), we now obtain the following Rellich formula

= lim <V(,Dn

n—oo QO

1

= /R 1572 +1f,2 [\F”\Q + fE (A F D@ - 1A F 1)[@]\2] dz. (3.24)

Young’s inequality and (3.24) imply that there exists a positive constant C' = C'(M) such that
IA(f) £ D[@]ll2 < C[[F"[|

for all f € C§°(R) with || f||gr < M and @ € C§°(R). The latter inequality yields in particular

[@ll2 = %H(A(f) + D] = (A(f) = D]l < Cf[F”][2. (3.25)
Let A € R satisfy |A| > 1. Since
(A £ D] =1 = AN — 200 £ Dw(h — A(f)) @] + (A £ 1)@,

we deduce, together with (3.24), after eliminating the mixed term, that

71 w v = 1 — 1w _
/[Rl+f,2 [()\2_1)‘(«0‘2—1—4‘]? ’2] dm_/er/?U()‘_A(f))[w”z"i‘élfF ()\—A(f))[w]] d.

This relation together with Young’s inequality allows us to conclude that there exists a constant
C = C(M) with the property that

(A = D@llz + [F”]l2 < Cll(x = A() @] 2-
The desired property (3.20) follows from (3.25). O

We are now in the position to study the invertibility of A — A(f) in £(H'(R)), when requiring
additionally that f € H?(R).

Proposition 3.6. Given f € H*(R) and A € R with |\| > 1, it holds that
A — A(f) € Isom(H'(R)).
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Proof. As in the previous theorem, it suffices to prove that, given M > 0, there exists a constant
Cy = C1(M) such that for all f € H*(R) with ||f|l g2 < M, A € R with |A\| > 1, and @ € H*(R) we
have

(@l < Coll(A = A @]l - (3.26)

In view of (3.20), we are left to estimate the term ||[((A — A(f))[@])’||2. To this end, we infer from
(3.15) that

(A=A = A= AU = Tooe(f) @], (3.27)
where, given f € H?(R) and @ € H*(R), we have set
mTo0t (f)[@] := £ Boji (£)[@] — 2f Bao(f, HIf, £,8] = Bia(f)[f, @)

- 2§3,2(f7 f)[f/7f7 f?w] (328)

We now fix 7 € (1/2,1) and r € (5/2—7,2). The Lemmas 3.1-3.2 ensure that there exists a constant
Co = Cp(M) such that

[ To,10t (f)[@]]l2 < Col|@|| - (3.29)

for all f € H?(R) with | f||zz < M and all w € H'(R). Using Young’s inequality, (3.20), (3.27),
(3.29), and the inequality ||@|| g < HwH;‘THwH}{l, we conclude that

1 1 ~
1A = AN)B] o 255110l = Coll@lln = 5@l — Col[@ll2,

where C' = C(M) denotes the constant in (3.20) and Co depends only on C and C. The estimate
(3.26) follows now by appealing once more to (3.20). O
Arguing as in Proposition 3.6, it can be shown that the following general result holds.
Remark 3.7. Given f € H¥(R), k > 2, and A\ € R with |\| > 1, it holds that
A —A(f) € Isom(H*"1(R)).

We now establish an invertibility result for the double layer potential, that is for the adjoint of
A(f), which is needed in the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 3.8. Given f € H%(R), the adjoint (A(f))* € L(La2(R)) of A(f) € L(L2(R)) is the operator
w() Tel(o) = 2 pv [ LI E 0 oo gy ay

Moreover, for each M > 0, there exists a constant C = C (M) such that
el < Coll(A = (Al (3.30)

for all ||fllgz < M, A € R with |\ > 1, and o € H'(R). In particular X — (A(f))* € Isom(H'(R))
for all X € R with || > 1.

Proof. 1t is easy to verify that (A(f))* € L(L2(R)) is indeed the adjoint of A(f) € L(La(R)), while
the property that A — A(f) € Isom(Ly(R)) for all A € R with |A] > 1 follows from Theorem 3.5.
Moreover, the Lemmas 3.1-3.2 imply that A — (A(f))* € L(H'(R)), with

(A= (ANIeD) = (A = (AN = Tgpen (£

¢ € La(R).
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where

7-‘-T(Sk,lot(f)[('10] = _Bo,l(f)[f”@] + FLl(f)[f/, (10] + 2§2,2(f7 f)[flv fa f,(p] - 2§3,2(f7 f)[flv fv fv 90]
For || f|lg2 < M, the Lemmas 3.1-3.2 lead us to the following estimate

175100 ()elll2 < Collell graa

with a constant Cy = Co(M). Letting C' = C(M) denote the constant in (3.20), we additionally
get

el < ClIA = (A elll2

for all f € H*(R) with || f|lgz < M, ¢ € La(R), and A\ € R with |[A\| > 1, and therefore we may
argue as in the proof of Proposition 3.6 in order to obtain the remaining claims. O

4. THE MUSKAT PROBLEM WITH SURFACE TENSION

In this section we address the well-posedness of the Muskat problem with surface tension, and
therefore we assume throughout that ¢ > 0. Taking advantage of Theorem 3.5 and of the structure
of the curvature term, we first formulate the system (1.1) as a quasilinear evolution problem for
the free boundary f only, cf. (4.5). Subsequently, we disclose the parabolic character of (4.5), and
this enables us to use abstract results for quasilinear parabolic problems due to H. Amann [1-3],
see [40, Theorem 1.5| for the precise statements.

The abstract formulation. We start by solving (1.1b). For our approach it is important to point
out the quasilinear structure of the equation (1.1b) which is a result of the linearity of left-hand
side of (1.1b) with respect to the highest derivative of f. Concerning this issue, it is convenient to
study the solvability for @ of the equation

h/// f/f//h// , .
where ok
by =
H— + pt

If we replace h by f, then (4.1) is clearly equivalent to (1.1b). Since the values of the positive
constants b, and o are not relevant for the further analysis we set b, = o = 1.

Proposition 4.1. Given f € H*(R) and h € H3(R), there exists a unique solution @ :=w(f)[h] to
(4.1) and

@€ CY(H*(R), L(H3(R), Ly(R))). (4.2)
Proof. Since |a,| < 1, it follows from Theorem 3.5 that
. o _ h/// f/f//h// ,
G(f)[h] == (1 + auA(f)) " [(1 T T Ohn'| € Ly(R)
is the unique solution to (4.1). Since
[T+ T~ € C*(Isom (L2(R)), Isom (L2 (R))),
h/// f/f//h// , »
[f — [h = Ty Y @hH € C¥(H2(R), L(H3(R), La(R))),

the desired regularity follows from (3.16). O
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For later purposes we decompose the solution operator found in Proposition 4.1 as a sum of
two operators. This decomposition is very useful because wa(f)[h] can be viewed as a lower order
term, while the highest order term (wy(f)[h]) appears as a derivative, and this enables us to use
integration by parts in the arguments that follow (see the proof of Theorem 4.4).

Proposition 4.2. Given f € H?*(R) and h € H3(R), let
h//
T
@o(F)[A] = (1 + auA(f) [ = O + @, To 1ot () @1 ()R]
where the mapping Ty 101 is defined in (3.28). Then:
((i; w1 € C¥(H?(R), L(H3(R), HY(R))) and Wy € C¥(H?(R), L(H3(R), L2(R)));
i

(] = (1 +a,n(f) 7|

B(f) = 2 oma(f) + Bl
(1ii) Given T € (1/2,1), there exists a constant C' such that
[@1(Hlllz < Cllbllgz - and @i (H)R]l[a- + [@2(H)R]l2 < CllAl g2+ (4.3)
for all h € H3(R).
Proof. That @ is well-defined and @w; € C¥(H?(R), L(H?(R), H'(R))) follows from Proposition 3.6,
(3.16), and the property

[f — [h — ﬁ]] € C¥(H2(R), L(H3(R), H'(R))).

Moreover, in view of (3.27), we get that
1+ a b @I = ()~ anTous (1 (AL, (44)

and therewith @(f)[h] — (@1(f)[h]) = wa(f)[h] for all h € H3(R). Invoking Proposition 4.1, we
are left to establish (4.3). The estimates for @ (f)[h] follow from (3.20) and (3.26) via complex
interpolation, cf. (4.39). Finally, the estimate for the term |[wa(f)[h]||2 is a consequence of (3.20),
(3.29), and of the estimate for ||y (f)[h]]|z-. O

Appealing to Proposition 4.1, we now formulate the original system (1.1), after rescaling the time
appropriately, as a quasilinear evolution problem for f only, that is

Ohf =o(Nf], t>0,  f(0) = fo, (4.5)
where ®, : H%(R) — L(H?(R), L2(R)) is the mapping
O, (f)[h] = B(f)@(f)h]

for f € H?(R) and h € H3(R), and B(f) is the linear operator defined in (3.17). The properties
(3.18) and (4.2) imply that

B, € C¥(H(R), L(H (R), Ly(R))). (4.6)
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The generator property. We now choose an arbitrary function f € H?(R) which is is kept fixed in
the following. Our next task is to prove that ®,(f), considered as an unbounded operator in Lo(R)
with definition domain H3(R), is the generator of a strongly continuous and analytic semigroup in

L(L2(R)), that is
~@4(f) € H(H’(R), L2(R)), (4.7)

see [4,39] for several characterizations of such type of operators. To this end, we write the operator
®,(f) as a sum

q)U(f) = q)o,l(f) + q)0,2(f)7

where
P01 ()[R = Boa(H@1(HIR)T+ ' BralHLS, @i ()R],
Do 2(f)[h] == B(f)[w@2(f)[R]

for h € H3(R), and where @;(f), i = 1,2, are the operators introduced in Proposition 4.2. For
the particular choice 7 = 3/4 in Proposition 4.2, it follows that ®,5(f) € L(H"/*(R), Ly(R)).
This property together with [Ly(R), H*(R)]11 /12 = HMA4(R), cf. (4.39), and [39, Proposition 2.4.1]
enables us to view ®,o(f) as a lower order perturbation. Hence, our task reduces to establishing
the generator property for the leading order term ®, ;(f). The proof of this property is technical
and is based on an approach followed previously in [23,27,29] in the context of spaces of continuous
functions, and refined recently in [26, 40].

In order to proceed we choose for each ¢ € (0,1) a so-called finite e-localization family, that is a
family

{m5 : —N+1<j< N} CCGP(R,[0,1]),

with N = N(¢) € N sufficiently large, such that

e supp7; is an interval of length less or equal € for all [j| < N — 1; (4.8)
o suppmy C (=00, —zn] U [zn,00) and zy > &L (4.9)
i Suppﬂ';msuppﬂ-f:@if H]—l\EZ\]Hl\E{O,,N—l}] or H”SN—27]:N]7 (410)

N
e > (m)P=land||(75)#| < CeF forallk eN,~N+1<j<N. (4.11)
Jj=—N+1

Such e-localization families can be easily constructed. Furthermore, we choose a second family
{X; : -N+1<j< N} CCF(R,[0,1])

with the following properties

e X =1 onsuppmj; (4.12)
e supp Xj is an interval with [supp x| < 3¢ for [j| < N —1; (4.13)
e suppxy C [lz] = zn —¢]. (4.14)

The following remark is a simple exercise.
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Remark 4.3. Given k € N and a finite e-localization family {71'; : =N +1<j < N}, the mapping

N

o >0 Skl HER) — [0,00)
j=—N+1

defines a norm on H*(R) which is equivalent to the standard H*-norm.

Let us now introduce the continuous path
[r = ®o1(rf)] : [0,1] = LIH(R), L2(R))
which connects the operator ®, 1(f) with ®,(0). Recalling Proposition 4.2, we have the following
identity
0,1 (0)[h] = TH[(@1(0)[h])'] = mH[W"] = —m(93)**[n],
where (9%)3/* denotes the Fourier multiplier with symbol [¢ + |£[*]. The following result shows

that the operator ®,;(7f) can be approximated, in a sense to be made precise below, by Fourier

multipliers ¢(92)3/4, where ¢ denotes negative constants.

Theorem 4.4. Let f € H*(R) and > 0 be given. Then, there exist ¢ € (0,1), a finite e-localiza-
tion family {m5 : —N +1<j < N}, a constant K = K(¢), and for each j € {—N +1,...,N} and
T € [0,1] there exist bounded operators

Ajr € LIH(R), Ly(R))

such that
175 @o1 () [B] = Ajr[m5h]ll2 < pllm5hll s + KRl gaaa (4.15)
forallj € {~N+1,...,N}, 7 € [0,1], and h € H*(R). The operators A;, are defined by
v
A= — o434, i|<N-—-1
Js (1 +T2f/2( ))3/2( ) |J| = )

where x5 € supp 5, respectively
Ay, = —m (8434,

Proof. We first pick a finite e-localization family {ﬂj : =N +1<j <N} and an associated family
{x; : =N +1<j <N}, with e € (0,1) to be fixed later on in the proof. It is convenient to write

D1 ()[R Zfl B Hlfir @ (THRD), e H(R), (4.16)

where, for [ € {0,1}, f; - denotes the Lipschitz function
fir =0 =O)7f + lidg.
We further let
U (fl,,T(xi)y (84)3/4 _ (fl,,r(:E;))z
T R R i+ 72 PR

respectively

Bp1(0)0d?  for [j| < N —1,

Al = (02" = 12By 1(0) 0 92
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In the following we denote by C constants which are independent of £ (and, of course, of h € H3(R),
€[0,1],71 € {0,1}, and j € {—N +1,...,N}) and the constants denoted by K may depend only
upon e. To establish (4.15) we first consider the case [j| < N — 1.

The case |j| < N —1. Given ! € {0,1} and |j| < N — 1, we write

75 [ BLa(T ) fie, @1 (T F)[)] = AL [75h] := Ti[h] + Ta[h] + Ts[h], (4.17)
where
Ti[h] == W?fz/,TBl,l(Tf)[fl,m (@1 (7f)[h])] - fl/,T(xi)Bl,l(Tf)[fl,Ta @ (Tf)[R])'],
(f] (5))?

Ta[h] = fi (25)Bra (7 )iz 75 @1 (7 f)[R])'] Bo,1(0)[m5 (@1 (7.f)[R])'],

1+ T2f’2(a;§)

(f] -(25))
T = T

To begin, we compute, by using the fact that X; =1 on supp 71]5- , that
Ti[h] =X5(fl- = [ (@5) Bia(r /) frr, w5 @1 (T f)[R])] + Tua A, (4.18)

where, using integration by parts, we may reexpress Ti1[h] in the following way
Tuh] = fi:Bia(r )i, (75) @1 (T )R] + fi B ()75, fi @1(7 )R]

— 21 Boa (T )5, frr @1 ()R] = 272 £ Ba o (7 f, 7 )5, fres £ f@1 (7 ) 1))
+ 27 f1 Bao (T, 7 )75, fir o F @1 (7 )R]
+ (f1-(25) = fl) X = X5)Bia(r ) fur, (75) @1(7f) 1]
+ (f1-(@5) = ) Bra(r )X, 75 fi @1 (7 f)[]]
= 2(fi+(x5) = f1)B21 (T [)XG: firo 5@ (7 ) [R]
—27%(f] (25) = f1)Baa (T, 7F) G, furs £o 5 f@ (7 f)[R])
+ 272 (f (25) = f1)Baa (£, 7 )G, fim £o £ 5w (7 £) [R])-

Combining Lemma 3.1 (i) and Proposition 4.2 (iii), we see that

[T [hll2 < KAl 2,

Bo,1 (0)[w5 @1 (7 f)[R)'] — A5 -[5h].

and therewith
IT1[P]ll2 < ClIXG(flr — fir (@)oo ll75 @1 (T £)[R]) N2 + KRl g2 (4.19)

We next estimate the term [|75(@1(7f)[h])'[[2. In view of (4.4) and using integration by parts, we
have

TR 3720 £ R
(1 + a AT f))[75 (@i (7 f)[R])] = j SIf

(14 72f72)3/2 N (14 72f72)5/2

= T (£ (7 ) B (4:20)

= au; To 10 (T ) [@1 (7f) [A]]
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where, given f € H2(R),w € H'(R), and j € {~N +1,..., N}, we set
T1ja0t (/) @] = 7 (m5A(F) @] — A(f)[755])

=f(BmUNwﬂtﬂ—Buuwﬁgﬂ—ﬂﬁﬂﬁfW§jJﬁm+ﬂgﬂﬁﬂhiﬁﬁwD
- Bl,l(f)[ﬂ-ja'? f/w] + 2B2,1(f)[ﬂ.§7 f7 w] - Bl,l(f)[f? (ﬂ.;),w]

+ 2B3,2(f7 f)) [ﬂ';v fa fa f,w] - 2B4,2(f7 f))[ﬂ-jav f7 f7 f?w]r (421)

the last identity following by using integration by parts. In view of (4.20), it follows from (3.20),
(3.29) and (4.3) (with 7 = 3/4) that

175 @1 (T )R] |2 < Cllm5hll s + KAl graasa. (4.22)

The estimate (4.22) is clearly valid also for j = N. Choosing ¢ sufficiently small, it follows from
(4.19) and (4.22) that

7
ITaA]ll2 < Slm5hllas + KAl s, (4.23)

provided that ¢ is sufficiently small.
We now consider the term T5[h] which is decomposed as follows

Ta[h] =11+ (@5) (Bra(m )iz, 75 @1 )R] = Bia(rf' (25)ide) [fir (25)ide, 75 @1 (7 f)[7]) )
7.2 2 (.Z'E)

_ € . L, T\""j

Toa[h],
with
Tor[h] := Bia(mf)fir — fi,(@5)idr, 75 (@1 (7f)[h])'],
Tog[h] := Boa (7 )If — f'(25)idr, f + f'(x5)idr, 75 (@1 (7 f)[R])].
We first estimate Tb;[h]. Integrating by parts, we get
[To1[A]ll2 < IXGB1aA(T ) fir — f-(25)idw, 75 @1 (7 £)[R])] 12
dr. - — f1 _(x%)id 01X
N H PV/ 0.1 (fr.r — [ (25) R)/y]2[ Lyl XG /Y]
R 1—|—7’2(5[.,y]f/y)
< XG5BT fir = fi(@5)idr, 75 @1 (T F)[R]) Tll2 + K[| Rl 2. (4.24)
Furthermore, letting Fj ;; € C(R) denote the Lipschitz function satisfying Fj ,; = f; - on supp X;

and Iy, ;= f] (z5) on R\ supp xj, we have

X5BLu(T ) fir — fir(25)ide, 75 @1 (7 £)[R])'] = X; B1a (T ) [Firj — fi.-(25)idr, 75 @1(7f)[R])'],
and (4.22) combined with (4.24) leads us to
I Zo1[P]F < Cllfrr = fi.r @) Lo supp ) 175 @1 (TR 2 + K[ 2

(=5 @ () = y) dy|,

W
< Blimshllys + Kl
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provided that e is sufficiently small. Since Tho[h] can be estimated in a similar way, we conclude
that
I
IT2[Pllz < Flim5hll s + KRl g (4.25)

if € is chosen sufficiently small.
We now turn to 73[h] and note that

(f(@5))? 1

T3[h] = 1_1_72—%30,1(0) w5 (@ (T f)[R]) — 1+ f’2(x§))3/2 (77?}1)”’]7
and therefore
E(— / 1 ey
ITs(All < CflwS @) = Fageyr ot |, + Kl (4.26)

Recalling (4.20), we have

S(@ ! k" = 1 1 N/
w5 (@ (Tf)[h]) — (1 +f’]2(a;§)))3/2 = {(14-7'2‘]“2)3/2 - (1+f’2(a;§))3/2}ﬂjh
37_27.‘.5_ / //h//
- % — a7 o100 (7f) [01 (7 f) ]

- %le,lot(Tf)[wl(Tf)[hH — ap AT f)[5 @1 (7 f)[R])],
and (4.26) combined with (3.29) and (4.3) (with 7 = 3/4) yields
I Ts[R]ll2 < [IA(T£)[75 @1 (7 f)[R]) ]ll2 + %IIWWIH3 + K|l g11/a, (4.27)
provided that ¢ is sufficiently small. We are left with the term
A(r ) [m5 @1 (1) [R])'] = 7(f Boa (7 )5 @1(7f)[1])'] = Bia(r f)If, 75 @ (r f)[A)'])
= 7(Ts1[h] + T2[h]),

where

Tsi[h) o= (f" = f'(25))Bo (7.f)[m5 @1 (r f)[R])],

Tsolh] == Bia (1 /)If (25)idr — f, 75 @1(7f)[R])'].

The term T32[h] may be estimated in a similar way as the term T5;[h] above, while integrating by
parts, we obtain, similarly as in the study of 77 [h], the following estimate

[ Ts1[R]ll2 < IX5(f" = f'(5))Boa (7 )5 @1 (7 £)[R])]l|2

o ey [ i e -,

R1+ 7'2(5[.7y]f/y)

< G = £ @ lsollm5 @1 (TR 2 + K] g2
For sufficiently small €, (4.22) leads us to

I
1T [A]ll2 + [ Ts2lh]llz < Cllm5hllms + Kllh] gy
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and, together with (4.27), we conclude
IT5[A]ll2 < §||7T§h”H3 + Kbl g11a- (4.28)
The desired estimate (4.15) follows for |j| < N — 1 from (4.16), (4.17), (4.23), (4.25), and (4.28).

The case 5 = N. Similarly as in the previous case, we write
TN Bia (fir THI@1 (T F)[R])] = Aly [wivh] = Si[h] + Sa[h] + S3[h], (4.29)
with
Silh] o= 75 [l Bra (T ) fir @1 (7)) = 1B (7)o 7 @1 (7 )[R])],
Sa[h] = 1B (7 f) [ fur. m @1 (T )[A])'] = P Boa (0)[m @1 (7 £)[A])'],
Sa[h] = 1* Bo,1 (0) [y (@1 (7 f)[1])'] = Aly - [mih].

The estimates derived when studying 77 [h] together with the fact that f’ vanishes at infinity imply
that

I
151[All2 < Sllmivhllas + K[l (4.30)

for sufficiently small €.
If [ =0, then S; = 0, i = 2,3, and we are left to consider the case [ = 1, when f; ; = idg. The
relation (3.3) implies that

Salh] = (Boa(7f) — Bo(0)) v @1(7£)[1])] = =7° B (7 ), f, 7 @1 (7f)[h])']
= 7%(Sa1[h] — Saal[h]),

where

OL.41f /v) 5[7yXN/y) € (— "o
st =y [ O o S R @ NI )

Saa[h] == XN B2 (T ), f, oy @1 (7 f)[R])]-
Integrating by parts we get
1921 [R]]l2 < K|[R| 72

To deal with Sos[h], we let Fi)y € WL (R) denote the function defined by

f(x) 7 ’x‘ > oy — ¢,
Fy(x) = _ o
N(x %JC(ZEN—&?)‘F%]C(—:EN—l—e) , lz) <azy—e

Since f, f' € Cp(R), the relation (4.9) implies that |Fj|lc — 0 for € — 0. Moreover, recalling
(4.22), we find for ¢ sufficiently small that

1S22[R]ll2 = lIx5 Ba,i () [Fn, Fwv, wiy @i (7.)[R]) 1l < ClFR |13 175 @1 (7 ) [A]) |2

I
< gllmhllas + Kl g,
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and therewith
ISellll2 < Slmichlls + K |Al oo/a. (4.31)
Finally, it holds that
1S5[R]ll2 = 11Bo,1 (0)[wy @1 (7 £)[R])" — (wx1)"]ll2
< Cllny @1(7f)[R]) — 7 h" |2 + K|kl 2, (4.32)
and, since f vanishes at infinity, the arguments used to derive (4.27) show that
— — K
I @1 ()R] = 75k ll2 < AT )y @ (AR T2 + Gllaihllas + KlAllguos,  (4:33)

provided that ¢ is sufficiently small. Furthermore, the first term on the right-hand side of (4.33) is
decomposed as follows

A )y @1 ()R] = 7(f Boa (rf)lay @ (7 £)[R)'] = Bia(r H)If, 7 @1 (7 £)[)'])
= XN (f Boa (T.f)[miy @1(7 ) [1])'] = Bua(rf)[Fiv, 7y @1 (7 f)[A])'])

o OwlXN/Y e ey
fPV/RHTz(a[_,y}f/y)?( V@ NI~ v)dy

+TPV/ (3.0 /) (G X5v /)
R L4720 f /)

where Fl is the function introduced when considering Soo[h]. Integrating by parts the integral
terms, we infer from Lemma 3.1 (4), (4.3), (4.22), and the fact that f’ vanishes at infinity that

_ 7
ANy @ (AR N2 < GlIm5hllas + Kl s
for € sufficiently small. The latter estimate together with (4.32) and (4.33) implies that
1S5[A]ll2 < %HW]E'hHHS + K[l gravsa (4.34)

(ry @1 (rH)P)) (- = ) dy,

if ¢ is sufficiently small. Summarizing, for j = N, the desired estimate (4.15) follows from (4.29),
(4.30), (4.31), (4.34). This completes the proof. O

The Fourier multipliers A; . found in Theorem 4.4 are elements of the family of unbounded
operators {Ay » : 7 € [0,1],z9 € R}, where
T

P 4\3/4
beor = G

Each operator A, . is the generator of a strongly continuous analytic semigroup in L£(La(R)).
Moreover, it is not difficult to prove (see for example the proof of [40, Proposition 6.3]) that there
exists a constant kg > 1 such that

A — Ay, r € Tsom(H?(R), Ly(R)), (4.35)
roll(A = Azo. ) [Blll2 = A - [[Rll2 + (|2 s (4.36)

for all zp € R, 7 € [0,1], A € C with Re X > 1, and h € H3(R). Combining these properties with
Theorem 4.4, we obtain the following generation result.
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Theorem 4.5. Given f € H?(R), it holds that
—0,(f) € H(H*(R), Ly(R)).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of [40, Theorem 6.3], so that we only present the main steps.
Using the inequality (4.36), Remark 4.3, and Theorem 4.4, we may find constants w > 1 and k > 1
such that

Kl[(A = o (7)) [Blll2 = [A[- [[Bll2 + (1] 15 (4.37)

for all 7 € [0,1], A € C with Re A > w, and h € H3(R). Additionally, since w—®,1(0) = w+m(d2)%/4,
the relation (4.35) shows that w — ®,1(0) € Isom(H?3(R), Ly(R)), and (4.37) together with the
method of continuity yields

w = Py (f) € Tsom(H*(R), L2(R)). (4.38)
Since ®,2(f) is a lower order perturbation, the claim follows from (4.37) and (4.38). O

We now come to the proof of our first main result, which is mainly based on the abstract theory
for quasilinear parabolic problems due to H. Amann, cf. [3, Section 12|, and a recent idea from the
proof of [40, Theorem 1.3] where a parameter trick, also used in |7,28,44], is employed in a different
manner.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. In virtue of (4.6) and of Theorem 4.5, we have
~®y € C°(H*(R), H(H*(R), L2 (R))).
This relation together with the well-known interpolation property
[H*(R), H*(R)]g = HI=D0F0s1R) - g e (0,1), —00 < 59 < 51 < 00, (4.39)
the choices s € (2,3),5=2,1>a:=5/3 > :=2/3 >0, and the relations
HY(R) = [Lo(R), H*(R)]s  and  HY(R) = [Lo(R), H3(R)]a,

enables us to use abstract results [1-3], see [40, Theorem 1.5|, to establish, for each fo € H*(R),
s € (2,3), the existence of a unique classical solution f = f(-; fo) to (4.5) such that

I € C([0,T(f0)), H*(R)) N C((0, T (fo)), H* (R)) N C*((0, T4 (fo)), La(R))
and
fect=2530,T], H*(R))  for all T < T (fo).
Concerning the uniqueness claim, it suffices to show that any classical solution
f€C(0,T), H*(R)) N C((0,T), H*(R)) n C*((0,T)), Lo(R)), T € (0,00},

to (4.5) satisfies

fec™(0,T)],H*(R))  forall T € (0,T), (4.40)
with 7 := (s — 2)/(s + 1), see [40, Theorem 1.5|. Let thus 7" € (0,7) be fixed. The boundedness of
f:10,T] — H*(R), Theorem 3.5, Proposition 3.6, and an interpolation argument imply that

sup [|(1+a,A(f) ewr @y <C
te[0,7]
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for all r € (0,1) (in particular for r = s — 2), and recalling that @ (f)[f] = (1 + a,A(f)) " [K(f)]
we are led to

sup [[@1(f)[f]llgs—2 < C (4.41)
te[0,T

Arguing as in the proof of [40, Theorem 1.2], we obtain in view of (4.41) that

sup [|®g1 ()]l zr-1 < C. (4.42)
te(0,T]

In order to study the boundedness of

Do o(f)f] = —OB(f)[(1+ apA(F)) 1] + @B [(1+ auAU) ™ [ Toaoe (@1 (HIF]]

we first note that

sup [|(1+ a,A(F) [l < C,
te[0,T

and Lemma 3.1 implies

o IBCAHI + anA ()72 < C. (4.43)

To deal with the remaining term, we may argue as in the proof of [40, Theorem 1.2| to obtain, in
virtue of (4.41), that

sup || To,10t (f)[@1 ()]l < C- (4.44)
te(0,T]

Given t € (0,7}, it holds that f = f(t) € H3(R) and by Proposition 4.2 (#ii) we deduce that
@3(f) = (1 + auA() " [Tojor (H@1(Ff]]] € L2(R) with

/ Toson (1) @1 (1) [ ]]op d = / (1 + a A () @3 (f)] do = / Ts(£)(1 + ap(A(F)) ] da
R R R

for all p € HY(R), where (A(f))* € L(La(R)) is the adjoint of A(f), cf. Lemma 3.8. Moreover,

since

sup [[(1+ au(A(F)) e @) < 6

te[0,7
the estimate (4.44) leads us to
[ @tnwds] = | [ T @O+ au(h)) 0 da] < Clwln
for all v» € H*(R), hence
sup_[@a(/)llsr1 < C. (4.45)
te(0,T

Letting (B(f))* € L(L2(R)) denote the adjoint of B(f), it is not difficult to see that

B[] = —Boa(Hle] — Bia(f)lf. f'el. v € La(R),
and the Lemmas 3.1-3.2 yield (B(f))* € L(H'(R)) with

sup [|(B(f)"ll (i r)) < C. (4.46)
te[0,T]
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Since for t € (0,7] and ¢ € H'(R)

| [ BBl da| = | [ @)@ Telde] < 1B Wl 1550

we deduce from (4.45)-(4.46) that

sup |[B(f)@s(Hlllz- < C. (4.47)
te(0,T]
Gathering (4.42), (4.43), and (4.47) it follows that f € BCY((0,7], H ' (R)), and together with
f € C([0,T], H*(R)) we conclude that f € C"([0,T], H*(R)). This proves the uniqueness claim.
The criterion for global existence and the remaining regularity properties follow in the same way
as in particular case pu_— = py (see the proofs of [40, Theorem 1.2-1.3]), and the details are therefore
omitted. O

5. THE MUSKAT PROBLEM WITHOUT SURFACE TENSION

In this section we neglect the surface tension effects, that is we set ¢ = 0. Since the curvature
term does no longer appear in (1.1b), we cannot expect to express (1.1) as a quasilinear evolution
equation when p_ # pi. As a first step we formulate the problem (1.1) as an evolution problem
for the free boundary f only, cf. (5.8), which appears to be, in the regime where pu_ # p, of fully
nonlinear type.

The abstract formulation. We start by solving the equation (1.1b). Since o = 0, (1.1b) is
equivalent to

—cpuf' = 1+ a,A(f)) @], (5.1)
where
o 2kO
PR e+ oy

and where O is defined in (1.3). Recalling Proposition 3.6, we remark that the equation (5.1) has a
unique solution @ € H*(R), provided that the left-hand side satisfies f’ € H'(R) and the argument
of A belongs to H?(R). Hence, the same regularity is required from f on both sides of (5.1). This is
the main reason why the Muskat problem without surface tension is, for u_ # p4, a fully nonlinear
evolution problem.

Proposition 5.1. Given f € H*(R), there exists a unique solution @ := w(f) to (5.1) and

w e C¥(H2(R), H\(R)). (5.2)
Moreover, given fo € H*(R) and 7 € (1/2,1), there exists a constant C' such that
105w (fo)[flllz < Cllf | 1+ (5.3)
105w (fo) f]llam < ClIfIl gryar—r2, (5.4)
105w (fo)[f Ul < Cllf | 2 (5.5)

for all f € H*(R).
Proof. Since |a,| < 1, it follows from Proposition 3.6 that

w(f) = —cpu(l+ auA(f))_l[f/] e H' (R)
is the unique solution to (5.1). The regularity property is a consequence of (3.16).
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Let now fy € H?(R) be fixed. Using the chain rule, we find that 9;W(fo)[f] solves the equation
(1 + a,A(fo)) 07 (fo) 1) = =Cpuf” = andA(fo) @ (fo)], (5.6)

where, taking advantage of Lemma 3.1, we find that

TOA(fo)f][@] = f'Bo,1(fo)[@] — 2foB2,2(fo, fo)lfo, f-@] — Bia(fo)[f, @]

+ 2B32( fo, fo)lfo, fo, f, @] (5.7)

for all f € H?(R) and w € H*(R). The estimate (5.3) is a consequence of Lemma 3.1 (i) and (3.20),
while (5.5) simply states that d;w(fy) € L(H?*(R), H'(R)). Finally, (5.4) follows from (5.3)-(5.5)

via complex interpolation, cf. (4.39). O

Appealing to Proposition 5.1, we may reformulate (1.1), after rescaling the time, as an au-
tonomous evolution problem

of=2(f), t=0,  f(0)=fo, (5.8)

where ® : H?(R) — H'(R) is the fully nonlinear and nonlocal operator
o(f) =B(f)@(f)], feHR).
The regularity properties (3.18) and (5.2) ensure that
® € C¥(H*(R), H'(R)). (5.9)

In the analysis of (5.8) we have to differentiate between the cases © = 0 and © # 0. The case
when © = 0 is special, because for this choice ¢,,, = 0 and therewith W(f) = 0 for all f € H"(R)
with r > 3/2, cf. Theorem 3.5. Hence, the problem (1.1) possesses for each f € H"(R) with r > 3/2
a unique global solution f(t) = fy for all £ € R. In the remaining part of the paper we address
the nondegenerate case when © # 0. The next task it to determine the Fréchet derivative 0®( fy),
fo € H?(R), and to investigate whether this derivative is the generator of a strongly continuous and
analytic semigroup in L(H!(R)). Our analysis below shows that the operator 9®(fo) has the desired
generator property, provided that fy is chosen such that the Rayleigh-Taylor condition holds.

The Rayleigh-Taylor condition. Given f; € H?(R), the Rayleigh-Taylor condition may be re-
expressed, in view of (1.2) and of the formulas (2.1a) and (2.7), as

a a
ARy = Cpp + fBo,l(fo)[wo] + fféBl,l(fo)[fo@o] >0, (5.10)
where, to keep the notation short, we have set
Wo :=w(fo) € H'(R), (5.11)

cf. Proposition 5.1. If the fluids have equal viscosities, then a, = 0 and the Rayleigh-Taylor
condition is equivalent to the relation © = g(p_ — p4) > 0. Since © # 0 and B(fo)[wo] € H'(R)
vanishes at infinity, the Rayleigh-Taylor condition implies also for pu_ # py that © > 0, and due to
this fact we restriction our analysis to this case. Finally, we remark that (5.10) is equivalent to

I%f apT > 0, (512)

and therefore the set O of initial data that satisfy the Rayleigh-Taylor condition and that was
introduced in Section 1 can be reexpressed as

0= {fo S H2(R) : i%faRT > 0}
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Since @(0) = 0, it follows that 0 € O and therewith all fo € H?(R) that are sufficiently small belong
to this set. We emphasize that this set may actually be very large, for example it is easy to infer
from (5.10) that O = H?(R) if p_ = p,.

The Fréchet derivative. Let fy € O. Keeping (5.11) in mind, we compute that
0% (fo)lf] = OB(fo)[f1[wo] + B(fo)los=(fo)lf]]  for f € H*(R), (5.13)

where

IB(fo)[f1[w@o] = —2B22(fo, fo)[fo, f-@o] + f'Br.1(fo)[fo,@o] + foB1,1(fo)lf, @0l

_2f(,)B3,2(f07f0)[f7 ananwO]- (514)

While (5.13) follows from the chain rule, the relation (5.14) can be easily derived with the help of
Lemma 3.1. In order to establish the generator property for O®(fy), we proceed in the same way
as in Section 4, but now the situation is much more involved. To begin, we consider a continuous
path

[r = W(r)]: [0,1] = L(H*(R), H' (R)),
with
U(r)[f] == TOB(fo)[f]lwo] + B(rfo)lw(r)[f]]  for f € H*(R),
and where w : [0,1] — L(H?(R), H'(R)) is a further continuous path

w(r)[f] =1+ a AT fo)) | = cppuf — %f,BO,l(fO)[wo] - %(1 —7)f foB1,1(fo)[ fo, o]

Tay,

+ 27f632,2(f0, fo)[fo, f,@o] + %31,1(f0)[f, Wo)

— 27 Bya(fo. fo)lfos fos £ - (5.15)

The relations (5.6)-(5.7) and (5.13) show that U(1) = 9®(fy), while, in view of A(0) = 0 and of
(5.10), it holds that

V(0)[f] = B(0)[w(O)[f]] = ~B(0)[arr f'] = —7H[arr '], (5.16)

with H denoting the Hilbert transform again. The term on the right-hand side of (5.15) which has
(1 — 7) as a multiplying factor has been introduced artificially. Due to this trick, we are able for
example to write, when setting 7 = 0, the function arr as a multiplicative term in the argument
of B(0) in (5.16). Moreover, this artificial term provides some useful cancellations in the proof
of Theorem 5.2 which are, together with our assumption (5.12), an important ingredient when
establishing the generator property for W(1), see Lemma 5.3 and Theorem 5.4.

We note that the operator w defined in (5.15) can be estimated in a similar manner as the Fréchet
derivative 0;W(fo), that is there exists a constant C' such that

lw(@)[fll2 < ClFll /e (5.17)
[w(T) [l gsre < ClF Nl sras, (5.18)
[w( @[l < Cllflla (5.19)
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for all 7 € [0,1] and all f € H?(R). Additionally, recalling (3.27) and (3.29), the Lemmas 3.1-3.2,
in particular the estimate (3.6), lead us to the following relation

(1 + a AT fo) [(w(n)[f])] = —cpuf” — a;“f"Bovl(fo)[wo] - %(1 — 1) f" foB1,1(fo) [ fo, Dol

™ 2%%31,2(]007 fo)lfo, f"@o] + %BO,l(fo)[f”wo]

Ta
= 2—=Ba(fo, fo)fos fo, 1"@0] + Tojot (7)1, (5.20)
where the lower order terms are encompassed by the term 75 0 (7)[f] and
”T2,10t(7')[f”‘2 < C”f”H31/16 (5_21)

for all 7 € [0,1] and all f € H?(R).

The following theorem lies at the core of our generator result in Theorem 5.4, and its assertion is
independent of whether (5.12) holds or not. Before stating the result, we point out that By 1(0)o0, =
7(—02)1/2, where (—92)'/? is the Fourier multiplier with symbol [€ — |¢]].

Theorem 5.2. Let f € H*(R) and > 0 be given. Then, there exist ¢ € (0,1), a finite e-localiza-
tion family {m5 : —N +1<j < N}, a constant K = K(¢), and for each j € {—N +1,...,N} and
T € [0,1] there exist bounded operators

Ajr € L(HX(R), H'(R))

such that
1759 ()] = Ajr 75 f e < pll7s £l + K| f ] graane (5.22)
forallj e {—~N+1,...,N}, 7 €[0,1], and f € H*(R). The operators A;, are defined by
Ajr = —ar(@5) (=) + B ()0, il <N -1,
where x5 € supp j,
— _ Tfi’ ._ —1_ wo
o = 7T<1 1 +f62>aRT7 Br = T<Bl,1(f0)[f070~)0] aumy +f62)7

and Wy = w(foy), respectively

Ay, = —7TCP7H(—8£)1/2.

Proof. Let {75 : =N +1 < j < N} be a finite e-localization family and {x; : —N +1 < j < N}
be an associated family, with e € (0,1) to be fixed later on. As before, we denote by C constants
which are independent of £ (and, of course, of f € H3(R), 7 € [0,1], and j € {~N +1,...,N}),
and the constants denoted by K may depend only upon €.

Step 1: The lower order terms. Recalling Lemma 3.1, (3.20), (5.14), (5.17), and exploiting the
embedding H™/4(R) — WL (R) we find that

I75@ ()] = A5 e < 759 ()] = Ajrlm5 £l + (759 () ] = Ay 7501 12
< K[ £l g + 175 (00D = Ay (75 1) |2 (5.23)
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Moreover, differentiating the relations (5.14) and (5.15) once, it follows from (3.19), (3.27), (5.18)
and the Lemmas 3.1-3.2 that

(U(n)[f]) = —27B12(fo, fo)lfo, f"@o] + 7" Bu,1(fo)[fo,@o] + 7 f5Bo,1(fo) [ "@o]
— 27 f3B22(fo, fo)lfo, fo. f'@o] + B(7 fo)[(w(T)[f])] + T3,10t() [ ],

with

15006 (T)[f1ll2 < CULf /e + [0 ()f ]l r37a) < ClF Nl prsae- (5.24)
Hence, we are left to estimate the Lo-norm of the leading order term

— 27B12(fo, fo)[fo, "wo] + 7" B11(fo)fo,wo] + 7 foBo1 (fo) [ f @]

— 27 foBa,2(fo, fo)[fo, fo, f"@o] + B(7 fo) [(w(T)[f])'] — Aj-[(75f),

and this is performed below in several steps.

Step 2. Given [j| < N — 1, we let Aé‘? € L(H?(R), HY(R)), 1 < k < 4, be the operators defined by

AL %Bm(o) 00, AZi= Buy(fo)lfo.Bol(@)0n,
I ( ENTS e 13 ( €\ € (525)
with 25 € supp . We prove in this step that
2||7& B2 (fo, fo)lfo, f/@a] = AJ[(w5 )12 + (175 f” Bia(fo)[fo, wo] — A3[(w5 f)]ll2
+ |75 foBoa (fo) L @] — AZ[(5 )2 + 2[|m5 fo B2 (fo, fo)lfo, for f'@o] — A[(751) 12
< Sl Flliz + K £l e (5.26)
for all [j| < N —1 and f € H%(R), provided that ¢ € (0,1) is sufficiently small.
Since B .1(fo)[fo, o] € H'(R) € BCY2(R), for e sufficiently small we have
175 £ Bu.1(fo) [ fo, @] — AF[(75 £)]l2
= |75 f" B1,1(fo) Lfo, @o] — B1,1(fo)Lfo, @o)(5) (75 )" (|2
< 5" 211X (Bu,1 (fo) [ fos @o] — Bui(fo)[fo, Wol(25)) oo + KII.f[|
< Sl e + K (5.27)

The arguments used to estimate the remaining three terms in (5.26) are similar, and therefore
we only present in detail those for the first term. To begin, we write

5 B12(fo, fo)[fo, f'@0] — Aj[n5 f] = Tu[f] + Tolf] + Ts[ £,
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where

T1[f] := 75 B12(fo, fo)lfo, f"@o] — Bi2(fo, fo)lfo, 75 f"@0),

fola5)

Tolf] == Bia(fo, fo)lfo, 75 f@o] — W

0,1(0)[5 "o,

fo(#5)
(1+ fi*(25))?

The term Ti[f] can be estimate in the same way as the term 731[h] in the proof of Theorem 4.4.
Indeed, integration by parts together with Lemma 3.1 yields

IT3[f]ll2 < KN Fll grsa (5.28)

T[f] == (Bo,1(0)[75 f"@o] — wo(z5)Bo,1 (0)[(75.f)"]).

forall —-N4+1<j<N.
Concerning Ts[f], we appeal to (3.3) and write

o[f) = Ba(for fo)lfo 5 f"o) — Bua(fo(w5)id, fo(w5)ide) [fj(x5)idw, 75 0]
= Bi2(fo, fo)lfo — fo(x5)idr, 75 f"@0]
— B3 3(fo, fo, fo(5)idr) [fo(«5)idr, fo — fo(a5)idr, fo + fo(a5)idg, 75 f"@0]

— B3 3(fo, fo(x5)idr, fo(25)idr)[fo(25)idr, fo — fo(z5)idr, fo + fo(z5)idr, 75 f"@o],
and, since x5 = 1 on supp 5, we further have T5[f] = To1[f] — Too[f], where

To1[f] == X5 B1,2(fo, fo)lfo — fo(a5)idr, 75 f"0]
— X;Bs.3(fo, fo. fo(a5)idr) [fo(25)idr, fo — fo(25)idr, fo + fo(z5)idr, 5 f"w0]
- X]B3 3(f07 fO( )ldR7 f(]( )ldR)[f(/](xi)ldR7 f(] fO( )lde fO + f(]( )lde ﬂ-;f//GO])

and
- (0141 (fo — fo(25)idr) /y] [0 X5 Y] . .,
Toolf] := PV/R 1+ (0 fo/y) ] (75 fWo) dy
[61..4) fo 25)idg) /y][07. 41 (fo + F5(25)idr) /y][01. 4,1X5/v] e
— fo(z5) PV Sf'w
ey | ( @) )L+ Grfory) 2T W
o PV [ y ldR)/y][ (] fO + fO )ldR)/y] [5[ Y X]/y] 7 F'50) d
sy [ T N ) T+ Gl

In this formula we denote by {Ty}yeR the translation Cy-group on Lao(R) introduced in Lemma 3.3.
Integrating by parts, we get

[To2[fUll2 < K[ fll gresa-

Furthermore, the arguments used to derive estimate (4.25) lead us to

1To1[f]ll2 < Cllfy — fol= oo (supp x%) H7r€f”w0|]2 < —HWEfHIﬁ + K| fl| g,
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provided that ¢ is sufficiently small. Hence, for e sufficiently small and |j| < N — 1, it holds that

ITa[fll2 < ﬁnﬂefHH? + K[ fll gr/a- (5.29)

Finally, since @y € H'(R) ¢ BC?(R) we get
IT5[f1ll2 < 1Bo,1 (0)[(5 £)" (@0 — @o(@5))]ll2 + K| f ]| a2
< Cl|(75.f)" (@0 — wo(@5))l2 + K| f [l
< Cllx; (@o — Wo (i) oo 75 f 172 + K| f[| 711

< 32H7T€f”H2 + K| f |1,

provided that ¢ is sufficiently small, and together with (5.28) and (5.29) we obtain

2|15 B1,2(fo, fo) [fo, f"@o] — A5[(m5 )]l < —Hﬂeme + K[ fllg7sa-

Since the other two terms in (5.26) can be estimated in the same way, we conclude, in view of (5.27),
that (5.26) is satisfied.

Step 3. Given 7 € [0,1], we let

Tay

Cr = apT — Tfo 11(fo)[fo,@o] € HY(R).

Moreover, for each I € {0,1}, 7 € [0,1], and [j| < N — 1, we let A?il € L(H?*(R), H'(R)) denote
the operator

wo(lﬁ) 5
1 —i—f(’)z(a:j) o

where 25 € supp7; and fi; := (1 — )7 fo + lidg. We next prove that

541 l/2(x§)
AT ;:’T—[—CT 2%)Bo1(0) 0 9, — Ta,m
e 1+T2f62($§) ( ]) , ( ) W

HW B(Tfo) ZA5+Z /

0
, = S5 f e + Kl £l oo (5.30)

for all [j| < N—1,7 € [0,1], and f € H?(R), provided that ¢ is chosen sufficiently small. We begin
by observing that

B(7 fo) ZflTBll (rfo)lfir -],

1=0
and therefore
1

1
mB(r fo)(w(n)F)] — S AT @5 1Y) = 3 (w5 H e Buar ol (w(n)F1)] — AT (5 Y1),

=0 1=0

We now decompose

75 1 Bua(rfo)lfrrs (w(r)[f])'] = AT (x5 £)'] = Tulf] + Ts[f] + To[f),
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where

Tulf] := 75 fl  Bia (7 fo) [frrs (w(T) )] = £ (25) B1a (7 fo) [ fors 75 (w(T)[f])],

f z/,zf (xj)

Ts(f] == fi.,(25)Bra(7fo)lfi.r 5 (w(T)[f])'] — 5220

Bo1(0)[75 (w(r)[f])'];

12 (.€
L l,T(':Uj)
B )
The arguments used to derive (4.19) combined with (5.17) imply that
Tl £z < ClXG(fr.r = Sl @) oo ll5 (DL |2 + KN fll 774, (5.31)
and we are left to estimate ||75(w(7)[f])’[|2. To this end we compute for j € {~N +1,..., N} that
(1 + apA(7f0)) 75 (w()[f])'] = 75 (1 + ap A7 fo)) [(w(n)[f])] — C%le,lot(Tfo)[’w(T)[f]L (5.32)

where 77101 are defined in (4.21). Moreover, recalling (5.20), it follows that

Bo,1(0)[m5 (w(r)[f])] — AT [(x5 ).

5 (L4 AT fo)[(w(DI)] = —ermif" + 2%%31,2(]00, fo)lfo, 5 f"@o]
+ %BOJ(.}CO)[W]E'JMEO] - 2%32,2@07 fo)lfo, fo, 5 0]
+ 75 T,10t (T) [f] + Toj 10t (T) [ f], (5.33)
for j € {~N +1,..., N}, where
Tajpot(T)[f] == Z%fé (W]E-Bl,2(f0y fo)lfo, f"@o] — By 2(fos fo)lfo, ij//wo])

i % (75 Bo,1(fo)[f"@o] — Bo,1(fo)l75 f"@o))

TaQ _ _
- 27“ (75 Ba,2(fo, fo)[fo, fo, f'@0] — Baa(fo, fo)lfo, fo, 5 f @)
Integrating by parts, Lemma 3.1 leads us to

1 T250t (T)[f1ll2 < KIf || gysa- (5.34)
In view of (3.20), we deduce from (5.17), (5.21), and (5.32)-(5.34) that
Ny 175 (w (@)D ll2 < Cllm5 fllz + K £l oo (5.35)
and (5.31) yields, for e sufficiently small, that
ITalf1ll2 < %Hﬂffllm + K[ fll grarsas- (5.36)
Invoking (5.35), the arguments used to deduce (4.25) show that
1T5(f1ll2 < %Hﬁf\lm + K| fll oo (5.37)

for all |j| < N — 1, provided that ¢ is sufficiently small.
Concerning the last term T5[f], we first recall that H? = —id La(R), cf. [49], and therewith we get

(3071(0))2 = 7T2H2 = _WzidLg(R)-
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Using the latter relation together with the definition of A?J;l, it follows that

- Ta wo(mi) - o
(MU +er(z D f) _TMWBO71(O)[(ij)] )

Tau wo(5) B
T 1+ fi(z5) 0
Furthermore, (3.2) and (5.33) lead us to the following identity

1 T6[f]

(DU + er(@§)ms5 1" — + K| fllg- (5:38)

1O) 151

Tau wo(z5)

— 2 B
T 1+ f(’]z(xj) o,

w5 ((r)[f]) + er(@§)ms 1 — 1(0)[5 £]

5 e £l / & pll— /2( )w (336)
= (o) = o) "+ 2 [ Batio oo 50] = o

Boa[m5 "]
WQ(xj)
L+ f¢?(x5)
£ To(as)
(1+ for(a5))?

T2 | Boa(fo)ls 0] Boalws "]

- 2% [32’2(f0’ fo)lfos fo, w5 f"w0] — BO71[7T§f”ﬂ

+ 751200t (T) [f] + T2 10t (7) [ f]

~ 2 [o i Boa i (D] — 1B Bl 1))
J
+ a;” [wj-Bl,l(rfo)[Tfo, (w(n)[f])'] = HTS—%BOJ[W;@(T)[ f])']] : (5.39)
J

In order to estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (5.39) we rely on the property that
¢, € BC/? (R). The next three terms are of the same type as those estimated in Step 2 above, while
each of the last two expressions can be written as a sum of two terms for which we can use the
arguments that led to (5.31) and (5.37). Altogether, we obtain

Ta, wo(z5)

| e A tCI T

for all [j| < N — 1, provided that e is sufficiently small. In (5.40) we denote by C the positive
constant which appears in (5.38). Hence, recalling (5.38), we get

IT6[f1ll2 < %Hﬁfllm + K[ fll grarsas- (5.41)
The estimate (5.30) follows now from (5.31), (5.37), and (5.41).

Step 4. Gathering (5.23), (5.24), (5.26), and (5.30), we conclude that the estimate (5.22) holds for
|7] < N — 1 provided that

w5 (w(T)[f]) + er(25)m5 £ =

< LI Sl + Kl s (5.40)

Ajr=—2rA; +7AZ +7A} — 27A] + A5+l. 5.42
7,7
=0
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Exploiting the fact that @y is the solution to the equation @y = —c,, ., f) — a,A(fo)[@o], it follows at
once that (5.42) is satisfied. This completes the proof of (5.22) for |j| < N — 1.

Step 5. We are left to prove (5.22) for j = N. This estimate follows by combining arguments from
the previous steps with those presented in the second part of the proof of Theorem 4.4, and therefore
we omit the lengthy details. O

We now reconsider the Fourier multipliers A;; found in Theorem 5.2 and we notice that if fj
is chosen such that the Rayleigh-Taylor condition (5.12) holds, then there exists a constant 1 > 0
with the property that

n<ar<1/n and |B;]<1/n for all 7 € [0,1].
Moreover, letting A, g, with a € [,1/n] and |5] < 1/7, denote the Fourier multiplier
Agp = —a(=03)"? + BoL,
we may find, similarly as in [40, Proposition 4.3|, a constant ¢ > 1 such that
roll(A = Aa,p)[f Iy = AL e =+ 1 2 (5.43)

for all a € [, 1/n], |B] < 1/n, A € C with Re X > 1, and f € H%(R).

In order to establish the desired generation result for 0®(fy) = ¥(1), we next show that the
operator w — W(0), with ¥(0) defined in (5.16), is invertible for large w > 0. In contrast to the
analysis in Section 4, where the invertibility of the translation w—®,1(0), with w > 0, follows easily
from the fact that this operator is a Fourier multiplier, cf. Theorem 4.5, a more involved analysis
is required in order to establish the invertibility of w — ¥(0).

Lemma 5.3. Given § >0 and h € H'(R), let a := § + h and assume that
iPRf a > 0.

Then, there exists wy > 0 such that

A+ H[ad,] € Isom(H*(R), H'(R))
for all A € [wp, 00).
Proof. We introduce the continuous path [r — B(7)] : [0,1] — L(H?*(R), H'(R)), where

B(1) := Hla, 50,] and ars:=(1—-71)0 +7a,

and we prove that there exist constants wg > 0 and C' > 0 with the property that

A+ Bl w) = Cllf lp2e) (5.44)

for all 7 € [0,1], A € [wg,00), and f € H?(R). Having established (5.44), the method of continuity
together with B(1) = H[ad,] and the observation that A\ + B(0) is an invertible Fourier multiplier
(the symbol of A + B(0) is mx(§) := A + d[¢|, € € R) yields the desired claim.

We first prove that, given p > 0, there exists a finite e-localization family {7Tj€ : —=N+1<j <N},
a constant i = K(¢), and for each j € {—=N+1,..., N} and 7 € [0, 1] there exist bounded operators

B € L(H*(R), H'(R))
such that
|75 B(T)[f] = By (75 flll e < pll 75 fllme + K| f |l grva (5.45)
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forall j € {~N+1,...,N}, 7 €[0,1], and f € H*(R). The operators B; , are defined by
Bjri=ars(zj)Hoby,  |jI<N-1,
with z5 € supp 75, respectively
By, :=0H 00,.
Indeed, for |j| < N — 1 we obtain by using integration by parts that
175 B(T)f] = Bjr 5 flll e < Kl ggrsa + 75 Hlars f'] — ars(25) H m5 £ 2
< K| fllgra + |75 Hlars f"] — H[m5ars ]2
+ [ Hl(ars — ars(25)m5 £"]ll2
< K|\ fllgrrs + x5 (ars — ars(@5) ool (75.£)" |12,
and (5.45) holds for |j| < N — 1, if ¢ is sufficiently small. Similarly,
175 B(T)[f] = By (75 fllln < KN\ fllgrs + 75 Hlars f'] = 6H [y f"]]]2
< K|\ fllgra + [Hl(ars = O)mx f]]12

< K|\ fllgra + Ixihllooll (7 £)" 2

and, since h vanishes at infinity, we see that (5.45) holds also for j = N, provided that ¢ is sufficiently
small.
Since U,¢[o110-,5(R) C [1,1/n] for some 1 > 0, we may find a constant xo > 1 such that

roll(A + aH 0 82)[flllm = Al f e + 1111 (5.46)

for all @ € U,¢ojars(R), A € [1,00), and f € H*(R). Choosing p = 1/2k¢ in (5.45), it follows
from (5.46) that for all j € {~N +1,..., N}, 7 €[0,1], A € [1,00), and f € H%(R) we have

rollm5 (A + B())[f1llar = woll (A + By )75 e — 1175 B(r)[f] = Bjor[5 £l

1
2 S5 fllz + Al fll e = so K1 s

and, summing over j € {—N + 1,..., N}, we conclude together with Young’s inequality and Re-
mark 4.3 that there exist positive constants wy and C' such that (5.44) holds for all 7 € [0,1],
A € [wp, ), and f € H*(R). O

We are now in the position to establish the desired generator property. To this end we recall
from (5.12) that the set O introduced in Section 1 is actually given by

0= {fo € H*(R) : iﬁf |:Cp,,u + %Bo,l(fo)[wo] + %féBl,l(fo)[fo,wo]} > 0},
and we note that the continuity of the mappings
[f = Boa(H@(H], [f = FBua(H)f,w(H)]] : H*(R) — H'(R)
ensure that O is an open subset of H?(R).

Theorem 5.4. Given fo € O, it holds that
00 (fy) € H(HA(R), H'(R)).
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Proof. The proof follows from Theorem 5.2, the relation (5.43), Remark 4.3, and Lemma 5.3, by
arguing as in the proof of Theorem 4.5. U

Finally, we arrive at the proof our second main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Since for o = 0 the problem (1.1) is equivalent to (5.8), the existence and
uniqueness of a maximal solution to (5.8), for each fy € O, follows from [39, Theorem 8.1.1]. We note
that the relation (5.9) together with Theorem 5.4 ensures that all the assumptions of [39, Theorem
8.1.1] are satisfied. Furthermore, (iii) follows from [39, Proposition 8.2.3 and Theorem 8.3.9], and
(iv) from [39, Proposition 8.2.1].

In order to prove (v), we assume that f = f(-; fo) € B((0,T), H**¢(R)) for some T' < T (fo) and
e € (0,1). Given (A1, A2) € (0,00)2, which we view below as parameters in an associated nonlinear
evolution problem, we define the function

f>\17,\2(t,a;) = f()\lt,x + )\Qt), €T € R, 0<t< T>\1 = T/)\l,
Since f € C([0,T],0)NC*([0,T], H'(R))NC((0,T], H?>(R)), cf. Theorem 1.2 (77), our assumption

together with the translation invariance of O implies that

Frae € C((0,13,],0) N CH([0, T, ), H (R)) N CE((0, Ty, ], H*(R)). (5.47)
Therefore, the function u := fy, , is a solution to the nonlinear evolution problem
Ow = Y (u, A1, A2), t>0, u(0) = wo, (5.48)

for the initial data ug := fo, where ¥ : O x (0,00)? C H*(R) x R? — H'(R) denotes the operator
\I/(u, A, )\2) = )\1(1)(’[1,) + A0 u.

Recalling (5.9), we get ¥ € C*(O x (0,00)%, H'(R)). Moreover, given (ug, A1, X2) € O x (0,00)2,
the Fréchet derivative of W with respect to u is given by

8u\I/(u0, A, )\2) = )\18<I>(u0) + o0

Since A\20, is a Fourier multiplier of first order with purely imaginary symbol, we may revisit the
computations in Theorem 5.2, Lemma 5.3, and Theorem 5.4, to deduce that —9, ¥ ((ug, A1, A2))
belongs to H(H?(R), HY(R)) for all (ug, A1, A2) € O x (0,00)2. According to [39, Theorem 8.1.1 and
Theorem 8.3.9], the problem (5.48) possesses for each (ug, A1, A2) € O x (0,00)? a unique maximal
solution u = u(-;ug, A\1, A2) (that satisfies similar properties as in Theorem 1.2 (i) — (i7)), the set

Q= {(t,uo,)\l,)\g) : (’u,o,)\l,)\g) €0 x (0,00)2, 0<t< T+((U0,)\1,)\2))}
is open and
[(t,ug, A1, A2) — u(t; ug, A1, A2)] : 2 — O is real-analytic.
Hence, for our special initial data fy, it follows due to (5.47) that T (fo, A1, A2) > T, , and moreover
u(t;uo, A1, A2) = fa, 2 () for all t < Ty,. Given tg € (0,T), we choose d > 0 such that ¢ty < T, for
all (A1, \2) belonging to the disc Dgs((1,1)). Hence, we conclude that in particular
[\, A2) = fag s (0)] = Ds((1,1)) — H'(R)

is a real-analytic map. The conclusion is now immediate, see e.g. the proof of [40, Theorem 1.3]. O
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