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LOCAL WELLPOSEDNESS OF QUASILINEAR MAXWELL
EQUATIONS WITH CONSERVATIVE INTERFACE CONDITIONS

ROLAND SCHNAUBELT AND MARTIN SPITZ

ABsTrRACT. We establish a comprehensive local wellposedness theory for the
quasilinear Maxwell system with interfaces in the space of piecewise H"-
functions for m > 3. The system is equipped with instantaneous and piecewise
regular material laws and perfectly conducting interfaces and boundaries. We
also provide a blow-up criterion in the Lipschitz norm and prove the continu-
ous dependence on the data. The proof relies on precise a priori estimates and
the regularity theory for the corresponding linear problem also shown here.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Maxwell equations are the basis of electro-magnetic theory and thus one of
the fundamental partial differential equations in physics. In the case of instanta-
neous nonlinear material laws, they form a symmetric quasilinear hyperbolic system
under natural assumptions. For such systems on R?, in [I6] Kato has established
a satisfactory local wellposedness theory in H*(R%) for s > 1 + %. However, on
a domain G # R3, the Maxwell system with the boundary conditions of a perfect
conductor has a characteristic boundary and does not belong to the classes of hy-
perbolic systems for which one knows a wellposedness theory in H2. The available
results need much more regularity and exhibit a loss of derivatives in normal direc-
tion (encoded in weighted function spaces), see [12] or [22]. In the recent papers
[24] and [25] by one of the authors, a comprehensive local wellposedness theory in
H™ for m > 3 has been established for the boundary conditions of a perfect con-
ductor. The main effort in these works is devoted to prove full regularity in normal
direction at the boundary, heavily using the structure of the Maxwell system.

However, deriving boundary conditions for the Maxwell systems on a domain
G C R3, one starts from the interface conditions (I.2)) at G and assumes that one
knows the trace of the fields outside G, see Section 1.4.2.2 of [8] or Section 7.12 in
[I1]. Moreover, in applications one often deals with composite materials in which
the constitutive relations are only piecewise regular in € G. Here one has to treat
the jumps in the material as interfaces. It is thus necessary to investigate interface
problems in electro-magnetism, and not only (pure) boundary value problems.

In this work, we treat a (possibly unbounded) domain G C R? being the disjoint
union of two subdomains G and G_ and the interface ¥ = 0G_, where ¥ and 0G
are smooth and have positive distance. Our results immediately extend to domains
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consisting of finitely many such components. We establish a comprehensive local
wellposedness theory in H™ with m > 3 for the Maxwell system on G, given as

oDy =curl Hy — Jy, for z € G4, tedJ,

OBy = —curl E4, for x € Gy, teJ,
divDy = py, divBi =0, for x € G4, ted, (1.1)
E,xv=0, By -v=0, for x € 0G, ted,

E (ty) =FEo+, Hi(to)=Ho+, forzeGy,

for an initial time tg € R, J = (to,T), and the unit outward normal vector v of
G,. Here E4 (t,z), D4 (t,z) € R? are the electric and H 4 (t,x), B4 (t,z) € R3 the
magnetic fields on G. It is known that the divergence equations and the magnetic
boundary condition By - v = 0 in (L) remain valid if they are satisfied by the
initial fields. Here, the charge densities p4 (¢, ) are given by the initial charge and
the current densities J(t,z) € R? via

t
p+(t) = p+(to) —/ div J 1 (s)ds
to
for all ¢ > ¢y on G4. (See Section 1.4.2.2 in [8].) In (ILI) we have imposed the
boundary conditions of a perfect conductor on dG. On X the Maxwell equations
imply the interface conditions

[D-v]=-ps, [B-v]=0, [Exv]=0, [Hxv]=Jy (1.2)

for x € ¥ and t € (to,T), see Section 1.4.2.4 of [8], where [D -v] = (Dy —D_) v
ete. In (L2) the charge density py on the interface is determined by

pz(t):pz(to)—/ (divs Ts(s) = [T - v](s))ds,  teJ,

to

and the equations for D and B are true if they are valid at ¢ = tg, see Lemma [B1]

The system (L)) has to be complemented by constitutive relations between the
electric and magnetic fields, where we choose E and H 1 as state variables. There
are various classes of such material laws. In the so-called retarded ones the fields
D and By depend also on the past of Ey and Hy, see [3], [11], [19], or [2]]. In
dynamical material laws the material response is modelled by additional evolution
equations, see [2], [9], [14], [I5], or [19]. We concentrate on instantaneous material
laws, see [6] or [II], where the fields Dy and By are given by

Di(t, ,T) = 6‘17i(.’£, Ei(t, I), Hi(t, CL‘)), Bi(t, .’L‘) = 6‘27i(.’£, Ei(t, .’L‘), H_ (t, CL‘))

for regular functions 6+ = (61 4,024): G+ x R® — R®. The most prominent
example is the so called Kerr nonlinearity Dy = EL +9.|EL|?EL and BL = H
with ¥4 : G4 — R. We further assume that the current density decomposes as

Ji=Jo++6+(Ey, Hi)E,, (1.3)

where J 4 o is a given external current density and 4+ denotes the conductivity on
G1. If we insert these material laws into (L) and formally differentiate, we derive

(6tDi, atBi) = 8(Ei_,Hi)6i (;v, Ei, Hi)at(Ei, Hi) = (curl Hi —Ji, —curl Ei)
from (LI). Our main structural assumption is that 0(g, g, )0+ is symmetric and

positive definite, which is true for the Kerr law for small E1 (and globally if ¥4 >
0). Such assumptions are quite standard already for linear Maxwell equations.
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The resulting equations form a symmetric quasilinear hyperbolic system of first
order. In order to transform (L)) into a standard form, we introduce the matrices

0 0 O 0 0 1 0 -1 0
Ji=10 0 -1}, Jo=|0 0 0}, Js=[1 0 0],
01 O -1 0 0 0 0 O
o (0 —=J; .
Aj = <Jj 0 > , je{1,2,3}. (1.4)
Note that J101 + J202 + J303 = curl. Writing x4 = 8(Ei)Hi)9i, fr=(-J+0,0),

ot = (‘-70i 8), and using uy = (Ey, Hy) as a new variable, we obtain the system

3
X (us)Opus + Y AL us + ot (us)us = fo, (t,x) € Jx Gx.  (1.5)

Jj=1

To recast the electric boundary and interface conditions in (1)) and ([2]), we set

0 V3 —Vy
B, 0 -B 0
B,j = | —V3 0 %41 5 BBG = [B,/ O} N BZ: 0 B 0 _B (16)
Vo —U1 0 v v

on OG respectively X, and put g = (0, Jx)T. System (L) is then equivalent to the
symmetric quasilinear hyperbolic initial boundary value problem
Xt (ut)Opus + ijl APOjuy + 64 (ur)ur = fr, T €Gy, tEJ;
Bogu4 =0, r€0G, teJd;
Bs(ut,u-) =g, T e, te J;
u(to) = uo, z €d.

(1.7)

On 9G we could also allow for inhomogeneous boundary values, see [24]. As noted
above, the magnetic boundary and interface conditions and the divergence relations
in (TI) and ([2) are true if we impose corresponding conditions on ug. (See
Lemma 7.25 in [23] and Lemma Bl) We look for solutions u of (7)) in the spaces

Gm(J x G) = ﬂ;”zo CI (T, H™ (@), (1.8)
HMG) = {ve LXG): vy € HYG,),v_ € H*(G)},

cf. [5L 20], where k,m € Ny and vy are the restrictions of v to G1. We assume that
the coefficients and data are appropriately smooth and compatible (in the sense
of ([63)). Our main Theorem [Z.3] then shows that

(1) the system (7)) has a unique maximal solution u € G,,(J x G) with m > 3,
(2) finite existence time can be characterized by blow-up in the Lipschitz-norm,
(3) the solution depends continuously on the data.

These results are based on the detailed regularity theory in Theorem BT for the
corresponding nonautonomous linear system

Aowdus+ 3 APOjus+ Dius = fo,  w€Gs,  tEJ
Baguy =0, x € 0G, teJ;
Bs(ugy,u_) =g, T E X, teJ,

u(to) = o, z €QG.
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We follow the same strategy as for the pure initial boundary value problem in [24]
and [25]. We freeze a map 4 in the nonlinearities of (7). The resulting linear
problem (L)) can be solved in Go(J x G) for Lipschitz coefficients using [I0]. In a
lengthy procedure one can first show a priori estimates for solutions in G,,(J x G)
and then prove that the Gyp—solution actually belongs to G,,(J x G), provided that
data and coeflicients are regular enough and compatible. Here one has to inductively
intertwine different results for the tangential, time, and normal directions. The
normal part is the most difficult one due to the characteristic interface and boundary
(i.e., AS°rn + ASPrs + ASCrs is singular). Our treatment of the normal regularity
heavily relies on the structure of the Maxwell system, see Proposition 3] and
Lemma 5.1}

For these arguments one has to localize the system. In this procedure one at first
loses many of the zeros in the coefficient matrices of (L), which also become non-
constant. However, using an additional transformation described in (3.8), (3:9) and
BI2), we obtain localized systems with an unchanged space-independent matrix

50 and space-independent boundary matrices By, and Bpg. This fact allows us
to partly separate the treatment of the normal directions from the others. This
achievement is crucial for our analysis.

The nonlinear problem is then solved by a contraction argument in Theorem [6.5]
which is basically standard though one has to be very careful setting up the con-
stants. Here one uses the precise form of the a priori estimate in Theorem 3.1l In
the derivation of the blow-up criterion and the continuous dependence of the data,
one has to use the localized problems and the structure of the system once more.

Fortunately, the methods developed in [24] and [25] for the pure boundary value
problem work quite well in the present situation. Many arguments can be adapted
with straightforward changes. These are omitted below. However, at several points
the structure of the problem changes significantly because of the interface condition.
In the first step one has to apply the basic linear L? results of [I0] to the localized
interface problem on R3. To this aim, one rewrites the Maxwell system as a 12 x 12
initial boundary value system on the positive half-space by reflecting the coefficients
from the negative one. In this procedure extra signs arise due to the reflection and
spoil the structure of the pure Maxwell system appearing in [25], see e.g. (B8] and
(#4). However, the core parts of the proof concerning normal regularity heavily
depend on cancellation properties of the arising (linear) Maxwell system. Similarly
the structure of the new 12 x 12 Maxwell system is crucial in order to obtain
constant coefficients A5° and By, in the localization procedure. These and several
other arguments are closely tied to the structure of the interface problem. They are
thus worked out in detail, though they lead to lengthy and intricate calculations.

In the next section we introduce our basic notation and some auxiliary results.
The localization procedure is discussed in Section Bl The core a priori estimates
and regularity results for the linear problem are shown in Sections [ and [B respec-
tively. The basic fixed point argument is included in Section [6] and the main local
wellposedness theorem in Section [7}

2. FUNCTION SPACES AND LINEAR COMPATIBILITY CONDITIONS

Standing notation: Let m € Ny and set m = max{m,3}. We work with
domains G, G, and G_ in R3 such that G is the disjoint union of G, G_, and
3 := 0G_. Moreover it is assumed that ¥ and dG have a positive distance and
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are tame uniform C™*2-boundaries, see Definitions 2.24 and 5.4 of [23]. This
means that they are uniform C™*2-boundaries (see e.g. [I]) and that there exist a
smooth partition of unity (6;);en, of G— respectively G subordinate to the locally
finite covering (U;);en, (where Uy = G_ respectively Uy = G), as well as test
functions o; with ; = 1 on supp#8; and w; with w; = 1 on @;(supp o;), which are
all uniformly bounded in C™+2. Of course, compact boundaries of class C™+2 or
halfspaces satisfy these assumptions.

Our solutions take values in domains Uy and U_ in R®. We further write
L(Ao,..., As3,D) or L(A;,D) for the differential operator E?:o A;0; + D with
the coefficients A; and D, where 9y = 0;. By J we mean an open time interval
and we set Q = J x Ri. The image of a function v is designated by imwv. For a
function w in H'(G), we denote by d;w the L?(G)-function whose restriction to
G+ coincides with 9;w4. In the localization procedure we employ the matrices

co ASe 0 . Aco Ag° 0
AJ = ( 07 A;O) for VS {1,2,3} and 3 = ( 6)) _Ago) . (21)

To introduce the necessary trace operators, take coefficients A; € W (J x G),
i.e., the restrictions A; 1 belong to Wh(J x G4). Let vy be an element of
L?(Jx G ) such that Z?:o Aj +0jv4 is contained in L?(J x G4). Then the product
AL (v)vy = (Z?:o Aj +vj)vy has atrace on J x 9G4 belonging to H~1/2(J x9G.),
cf. [23] 28], for instance. Here v denotes the unit outer normal of J x G;. We may
restrict this trace to J x X and to J x G, respectively. Moreover, the corresponding
trace operators Tryyx + and Trjyae are given by the standard ones try  and
trac.+, respectively, if v, takes values in in H'(G,). Here we can replace the
subscript + by —. We further set

Tryxs(AW)u) = (Tryxs + (A4 (V)uy), Tryxs,— (A (v)u-))
if u € L3(J x G) satisfies Z?:O Aj 10;uy € L*(J x G4), respectively

tro 4+ u= (trg 4 ug, trs, — u_)

if u € HY(G). We define the trace Tryxs +(MA(v)u) by M Tryxs +(A(v)u) for
matrix-functions M € WH>(J x G), and correspondingly for the other trace op-
erators. Finally, try is the usual trace at X for functions in H'(G) or C(G). On
R3 = {z € R?®: 23 > 0} we use the trace operator Trjyops as introduced in [25].

We will employ the same function spaces as in [25], but we have to add variants
allowing discontinuities across the interface. For reasons of clarity, we introduce
all the spaces here. Take a subdomain G of R3. We have already encountered the
spaces G, (J x G) and H™(G) in ([Z8). Their norms are given by

= a. 8‘7 oo m—j
HUHQm(JXG) je{I(IJl,..i;m}H ol (J,HM=3(G))>s

[0lFm (@) = 1o+ zm () + lo-1Fm @ y-
We also need the simpler version
~ o m ] m_] ~
G (J x G) = ﬂj:O CI(J, H™(@)).
Set e_(t) = e 7" for v > 0 and t € R. We use the time-weighted norms

HUHGm,W(ch”;):j max |e—’YagvHL°°(J,Hm*J'(C~¥))

€{0,...,m} |
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for all v > 0. If v = 0, we also write | - [|g, ;<) instead of [[-|lq | (jxa)- Other
function spaces on J x G or J x G are treated analogously. We further set
Gm(IxG) = {vel™(J,L*(G)): 0°ve L>®(J, L*(G)) for all a €Nj with |a| < m},

and define g~m(J ><~C~7') in a similar way. These spaces are endowed with the same
norms as G, (J x G) respectively G, (J x G).
The coefficients of the linear problem will be contained in

Epi(J xG)={A e Wh(J x G)F: 9°A € L°°(J, L*(Q)) for all o € N}
with 1 < |a| < m},

||A||Fm(Jxé) = maX{HA”WLOO(JXC-J)? 1SI\15|1§m ||8aA||L°°(J,L2(G))};

Fk(JxG)={AcWH(J x GQ): Ay € Frup(J x Gy),A_ € Fri(J x G_)},
||A||fm(JxG) = maX{HA+||Fm(J><G+)7 ||A7||Fm(J><G,)}-
The regularity of time-evaluations is measured in the spaces
FY L(G)={A e L®(G)*: 9°A e L*(G)"* for all @« € N} with 1 < |a| < m},
1Al po &y = max{|All gy max [19%All 2

1<|a|<m
Foi(G) ={Ae L=(G)"*F: Ay € F)) ((Gy), A € F), ,(G)},
Al 7o (@) = max{[| A+ | Fo (), |A-lFo ()}

The subscript n always designates the subspace of matrix-valued maps A with
AT = A >n>0. By F;7,(J x G) we mean those A € Fp, x(J x G) which are
constant outside of a compact subset of J x G, and by F¥, (Jx &) those which have
a limit as |(¢,2)] — oo. The variants for F instead of F are defined analogously.
We will only use the parameters k € {1,6,12}. As it will be clear from the context
which parameter we consider, we usually drop it from our notation.

After the localization procedure below, the coefficients in front of the spatial
derivatives belong to the space

Fboeq(RY) ={A € FiP15(Q): 3, po, ps € Fpy () independent of time,
3 co
such that A = ijl A} (2.2)
Finally, we introduce the space for the data on the interface, namely
_N" J m+3—j
Epn(J x %) = ﬂj:OH (J, H" 377 (%)).

We next state several bilinear estimates, which will be ubiquitous in the following.
One proves this result by applying Lemma 2.1 from [25] on G_ and on G..

Lemma 2.1. Take myi,me € N with m; > mg and my > 2 and a parameter v > 0.
(1) Let k € {0,...,m1}, f € G, £(J X G), and g € Gr(J x G). Then

f9€Go(IxG) and  |fllgy.rxc) < Cllfllg,, wxallallo.rxa)-
(2) Let f € G, (J X Q) and g € G, (J X G). Then fg € Gm,(J x G) and

1£90Gom, ~(1xc) < Cmind[|fllg,.. 7xe) 19Gm, - (1xG)
[ £1lGom, (x9Nl Gony (75}
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The result remains true if we replace G, (J x G) by Fm,(J x G) and if we
replace both G, (J x G) and G, (J X G) by Fm, (J x G) and Fp, (J X G).
(3) Let k € {0,...,m1}, f € H™*(Q), and g € H*(G). Then fg € L*(G) and

I f9ll2q) < Cllfllggm -+l 9llrr -
(4) Let f € H™(G) and g € H™*(G). Then fg € H™(G) and

Ilfgllamz(c) < Cllfllami @) lgllame @)-

The result is also valid with 1™ (G) replaced by F), (G).
In assertions cmd one can also remove the tildes.

In Section [Bl we develop a regularization procedure which needs the next approx-
imation result for the coefficients, taken from Lemma 2.2 of [25]. (There it is stated
for k € {1,6}, but the proof works componentwise and thus for all £ € N, cf. [23]
Lemma 2.21].)

Lemma 2.2. Let m € N. Choose A € F,,(2). Then there exists a family {Ac}eso

in C*°(Q) satisfying

(1) 0%Ac € Frn(Q) for all « € N and € > 0,

(2) [|Acllwr=) < CllAllwroe) and [[0%AelLe(rr2ms)) < CllAllR, ) for all
multiindices 1 < |a] <m and e > 0,

(8) Ac = A in L®(Q) as e — 0,

(4) A=(0) = A(0) in L>(RY), and 0*A and 0*A. have a representative in the
space C(J, L?(R%)) with 9*A.(0) — 9*A(0) in L*(R3) ase — 0 for all o € Njj
with 0 < o] <m — 1.

If A is independent of time, the same is true for A. for all e > 0. If A additionally

belongs to FP(Q), F5V(Q), Frnpn(Q) for a number n > 0, or the intersection of two

of these spaces, then the same is true for Ac for all € > 0.

In order to discuss the compatibility conditions both for the linear Maxwell
system (L9) and its localized variants, we look at (L9) with variable, time-indepen-
dent coefficients A;, A, A3 € F,,,(J x G) for a moment. We further fix coefficients
Ay € Frp(J x G) and D € F,(J x G), as well as data f € H™(J x G), g €
E.(J x %), and ug € H™(G). Given a solution u in G,,(J x G) of (LY), we can
differentiate the differential equation in (T3] up to (m — 1)-times in time by means
of Lemma [Z.]] obtaining the identity

8fu(t) = Sg)mm(t, AQ, Al, Az, Ag, D7 f, ’U,(t)), (23)

for allt € J and p € {0,...,m — 1}. Here we inductively define the maps Scmp =
SG,’my;D(th A]7 D7 f7 uO) = SG,M,P(th AO) A17 A27 A3a Da fa ’U,()) by

SG,m,0,+ = Uo,+,
3
Scmpe = Ao+ (to) ™! (3f_lfi(to) - ZAj,iajSG,m,p—l,i (2.4)
=1
p—1

1 L p—1
-y (p l )8,{Ao,i(fo)5a,m,p—li -2 (p I )‘%Di(to)sam’p_l_l’i)’
=1

=0
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for 1 < p < m. On the other hand, we can differentiate the boundary condition
in (L9) up to (m — 1)-times in time and insert ¢. It follows the equation

By trs £ (9Pu(t)) = (1) (2.5)

on Y forall0 <p<m—1andt e J. We proceed on G in the same way. For
t =ty equations (Z3)) and (Z3)) yield the compatibility conditions of order m

By trs, + Scm p(to, Ao, - .., Az, D, f,ug) = 0¥ g(to) onY for0<p<m-—1,
B trag SG.m,p(to, Ao, ..., As, D, f,ug) =0 on G for0<p<m-—1 (2.6)

for the coefficients and data. These conditions are thus necessary for the existence
of a solution in G, (J x G). In Section Bl their sufficiency will be shown. We will also
need them to treat the half-space problem arising from the localization procedure,
where G = Ri, k =12, and A;, D, and By, are replaced by A;, D, and B. We
often suppress G in the notation.

As the maps Sg,m,p appear frequently, the following estimates are indispensable.
They follow from Lemma 2.3 of [25] applied on G and on G_.

Lemma 2.3. Let n > 0, m € N, and m = max{m,3}. Pick ro > 0. Choose
Ao € Fan(JxQ), time-independent Ay,As, A3 € Fz(JXG), and D € Fy(JxG) with

[Ai(to)ll7o_ (a) < 1o.  [[D{o)llFe_ (@) < 7o,
J _ ) J _ )
1§?1§35;1 [10f Ao (to)|l3gm—1-i(c) < To, 13?254 10 D(to)llpm—1-3(c) < 1o

foralli € {0,...,3}. Take f € H™(JxG) and up € H™(G). Let 0 < p < m. Then
the function Sg m p(to, Ao, ..., As, D, f,up) is contained in H™ P(G). Moreover,
there exist constants Cp, p, = Cpn p(1,70) > 0 such that

p—1

1SGmpln-s@) < Conp (22 107 F(t0) lpem 15069 + ol3emicr ).

j=0
3. LOCALIZATION

We first discuss the localization procedure. In fact, in the logical order of our
reasoning this section should be placed after the linear part as in [23], but we
decided to start with it as it determines the linear problems we have to study. The
next theorem thus assumes that we can solve the arising linear problems on the
half space, which will be shown in Sections @ and

Theorem 3.1. Let n > 0, m € Ny, and m = max{m,3}. Fiz r > rq > 0. Take
a domain G as described at the beginning of Section [2. Choose tg € R, T' > 0,
T € (0,7"), and set J = (to,to + T). Take coefficients Ay € Fs,(J x G) and
D € Fg(J x G) satisfying

Aol 7, oxc) <70 D Fmixe) <1,
max{|| Ao (to)|| o

m—1

(@), Iax 107 Ao (to)ll20m—i-1(c)} < 7o,

m

max{|[D(to)|| 7o _ (c), | Jnax 107 D(to)[lm—i-1(cy} < 7o

Choose data f € H™(J x G), g € En(J x %), and up € H™(G) such that the
tuples (to, Ao, AS°, A, AS°, D, Br, f, g,uo) fulfills the compatibility conditions (26
of order m onT' =% and on T' = 0G.
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Then the linear initial boundary value problem ([LA) has a unique solution u in
Gm(J X G). Moreover, there is a number v, = ym(n,r,T") > 1 such that

m—1
[ullg,. . rxc) < (Cmo + Tcm)emclT( D107 F ) 5im—1-5 () + 915, (rxx)
§=0
Cm
Hluoln)) + I Bepxe) (B

for ally > ~p, where C; = Ci(n,r,T") > 1 and C; o = Cio(n,10) > 1 fori € {1,m}.

Proof. Set N_; = {—1,0} UN. Fix a covering (U;);en_, of G, a sequence of sets
(Vi)ien_,, and sequences of functions (¢;)ien_,, (0i)ien_;, (0i)ien_,, and (w;)ien_,
as in Definition 5.4 in [23] for the tame uniform C™*2-boundary X of G_ (com-
plemented by a domain U_; covering G \ G_ and corresponding functions). We
further take ¢; = id for ¢ € {—1,0}. Here, ; : U; — V; is a chart, (U;)en is
a cover of ¥ with positive distance to 9G, the set Uy covers G_ \ Ufil U;, while
G\ U;=, Ui is contained in U_;. In particular, (6;)ien_, is a smooth partition of
unity on G. We recall that the maps w; equal 1 on the sets K; = ¢;(suppo;) and
that o; = 1 on supp#; for all i € N_;. Moreover, ¢;(U; NG1) = {y € V;: y3 > 0}
and ¢;(U;NG_) = {y € V;: y3 < 0} for i € N. We use the same symbol for a
function and its zero extensions.

I) In the first step we determine the coefficients of the localized problem on Ri.
To this aim, we write ¥; = gpi_l : V; = Uj;, and define the composition operators

®;: L2(U;) — L*(Vi), v voy; o' LA(V;) — LA(U;), v vops;

for all # € N_;. Observe that @;, and thus ®;, are the identity for i € {—1,0}.
The operators ®; and <I>l-_1 act componentwise on vector-valued functions. With a
slight abuse of notation we also denote the composition with 1; on L?(.J x V;) and
H='(J x V;) by ®;, and analogously for ®;*.

For v € L?(J x V;) we introduce the differential operator

3
Wyvs = B (Ao, 20, + 3 AP0, + Da )0 v
j=1

3 3
= 0idos O + > (D ALD000 ) Ovs + BiDrve,  (32)

=1 j=1

where ¢;; is the I-th component of ¢; for all i € N. Throughout, for a function v
defined on V; respectively R? we write vy for the restrictions to V;NR3. respectively
to R, where R3 = {z € R®: 23 < 0}. We define

~6 = ®; Ao, A; = ‘I’i(ijl Agoaj%,l)v D' = ;D (3.3)

onV; foralli € Nand ! € {1,2,3}, as well as A} = &g Ay = Ag and D° = &yD = D
on Uy, and flal =& Ao=Apand D' =®_;D=D on U_;. (This notation is
only used if confusion with a matrix inverse is not possible.)

Lemma 5.1 in [23] yields numbers z(i) € {1,2,3} and 7 € (0,1) with

0.(ypisl > on U; (3.4)
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for all 7+ € N. We pick a point y; € V; for each ¢ € N and set
Ag = wi;lg + (1 —wi)n for i€ N_q,
i i 0=y i3 o , -
A = wi A + (1 - )7(1/)1( i))AS () for ieN, je{1,2,3}, (3.5)
|6z(1 @3, 3|
Dl = wif)i for 7 € N_j.
These coefficients will only be multiplied with functions supported in the set where

w; = 1, but we need the above extensions in our reasoning. The differential operator
21* can thus be extended to a differential operator on R? by setting

. . 3 . .
Loy = Al L Ove + Zj_l Al L 0jvs + Divy

for all v € L?(J x R?) and i € N. To rewrite the interface problem on R? as an
boundary value problem on R3., we set

(o

Az-i(-,,’bg) :Ai-i(',—,fg), Ag’,,f('ux?)) = _A?,_l’,ﬁf('u_x3)7 -bi(ux?)) :Dl(,—fﬂg)

s 7>

for j € {0,1,2}, and introduce the (12 x 12)-matrices

. At 0 . D 0
1/» p— ‘77+ oo ? pu— + .
A < 0 AE‘,—) and D < 0 DZ) (3.6)

for all j € {0,...,3} on J x Ri. Here the part of the equation on R3 is reflected
to R3 and written in the new 6 lines. The minus in front of A}  is needed to
compensate the inner derivative when applying 0s.

We turn our attention to the interface condition. By Remark 5.2 in [23], the
vector field V; 3 is normal to X, and hence there is a number x;(z) € R with

Vpis(r) = ki(z)v(z)

for allz € ¥NU; and i € N. In particular, k; = V; 3-v belongs to cmti(xnU;, R)
for all # € N. Moreover, we can extend the product ;v smoothly from U; N ¥ to
U; by Vy; 3. Let i € N. We now introduce the interface matrices

i 82 (i)Pi,3

B' = w;®i(riBs) + (1 - )Ia o 3|(¢z( yi))By,  Bj% = Bsley),  (3.7)

on R3 for j € {1,2,3}, where e; denotes the jth unit vector in R? and Bx(e;) is
given by the second line in (LG) with v = ¢;. Define the function b, ;) : R* — R by

az(l ©i,3

by = wi®i0z )iz + (1 — )|3< ¢isl

(Vi(yi))-

Since 9. ;)i,3 does not change signs on Uj, estimate (3.4) implies the lower bound
b2y = wil®i0.cypisl + (1 —wi) > Twi+1—wi=1—-(1—-7)w; > 7

on R? as 7 € (0,1). Consequently, the functions b, ;) and b_, ( ) belong to C™HH(R3)
and their restrictions to OR3 are elements of C™T*(9R3).

We next want to transform the coefficients A% and B’ to constant coefficients
similar to those in the original Maxwell system (L9) on G. Here we only consider
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the case z(i) = 3 with b3 > 7 on R3. The other ones are treated analogously, cf.
Section 5 of [23]. To rewrite A%, we use the matrices

N 0 by —w;®;020; 3
Ay = —bh 0 w; P01 3
wi®;i02pi3  —wi P01 3 0

on R3. Let @ be the reflection operator defined by Qu(-,23) = v(-, —x3) for any
v e L2 (J x R?). The coefficient A% can now be written as

loc
0 A 0 0
A — g i 0 _ _ —AL 0 0 0 A
° 0 —QA;_ 0 0 0 -—QA;
0 0 QA 0
Our main tool are the matrix-valued functions
G0 0 0
R 1 0 wlfbial i3 OT GZ 0 0
G:q b;il/Q 0 1 wsziaggpi 3 N gﬁ = 4 A (38)
i 0 0 QG 0
0 0 b r "y
0 0 0 QG
on R3. Equation (Z1)) then yields the first desired transformation
i el AS° 0 qco
(gr)T’A?;gr = ( 5 _Ago) = A3 . (39)

For the boundary condition, we note that

5 [ B 0 -Bi 0 ~i i
B =73 sl with  Bj,, = Aj.
0 Biy 0 —B3 1
Setting R} = (G%)T, we calculate

pi i i,1/2 0 1 _wiq)i(az%,?,)bg*l B
RéBé,bl = bg’ -1 0 wi‘bi(auﬁi,g)bg_l _. Bé1,3
0 O 0

on 8Ri. Consequently,

.y R. 0\ & Bi 0 -Bi 0
RiB = 3 2 ).B = bl,3 o bl,3 g . 3.10
(B p) o= a, B g,) oo

Delete in thg the line of zeros and call the resulting matrix B} ;. We then
introduce the boundary matrices

, B! 0 —B! 0
Bi — bl,3 : bl,3 ; ) i 3.11
3 ( 0 Bbl,S 0 _Bbl,S ( )

We next infer that

- 1 0 .

P A i 0 1 —w®i(Dapiz)by "\ i1/2 '
B, 3Gl = b/ S8 ) by 0 1 w®idagpi
bl,3Yr 3 1 0 wi(bi(al<ﬂi,3)b§71 3 0 0 w 2%¥1,3

0 1 0
_(_1 ! O) — B



12 ROLAND SCHNAUBELT AND MARTIN SPITZ

On the boundary 8Ri we thus obtain the second crucial identity

i i Bbl 0 _Bbl 0 __. jrCco
Bi-Gi = < o B o _Bb1> —: B, (3.12)

Finally, we define the matrices

(1 0 0 co_ (0 —Cu 0 —=Cu\ _ , co
Cb1_<010)’ C‘<Cb1 0 Ch 0>_'M'

Using ([[4), we then compute

0 1 0
CL-By=|-1 0 0| =-J5,  BLCy=(-J3)T =Js,
0 0 0
0 Cf
~-CL 0 B 0 -8B 0
co\T jaco __ bl . bl bl
(C=)FB==1 CL (0 B, 0 —Bb1>
-CL 0
0 Cg}Bbl 0 —Cg}Bbl
- _Cg]Bbl 0 C&Bbl 0
N 0 CgiBbl 0 _CgiBbl ’
—OgiBbl 0 C[ZiBbl 0
0 —Bglel 0 —Bglel
(BCO)TCCO _ Bglcbl 0 Bg]Cbl 0
0 B{;Flel 0 Bglel
—BglObl 0 —BglObl 0

We can now check certain algebraic conditions needed to apply [10], namely

0 —Js 0 0
1 J: 0 0 0
co\T ygco) _ — co\T yaco co\T pco\ __ 3
Re((C)B)_2((C)B +(B)c)_ S o0 o g
0 0 —Js 0
AS° 0 fco
:<5’ _Ago): o, (3.13)

MCOAEO — Be°.
To simplify the notation, we write B* and R’ instead of Bi(i) and Ri(i) in the

following. Observe that the restrictions of B and R’ to R belong to C™+!(R2)).

The rank of B and C* is 4 and R'(z) is invertible for all z € @ The inverse of
R is as regular as R? itself. Moreover, the transformed coefficients satisfy

At . i Ai. 0 i C
=@ (N o )0 € FR@),
A i= @)1 A6 € Fhou(®D)  for e {1,2), (3.1

D= (G)ID'GI - Y (G AIGi0;(G)7IG) € FR@),

where we reduced the size of 1 independently of ¢ if necessary.
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We next fix a constant M; as in Lemma 5.1 of [23] and constants My, M3, and
M, as in Definition 5.4 in [23] for the tame uniform C™*2-boundary ¥ of G_. We
put M = max;—1, .4 M; The construction of our extended coeflicients then shows

A4S || 7, ) < C(My, My)[| Aol 7, 16y < R,
max{ || A (0) | o

m—1

< C(My, My) max{|[Ao(0)[| 79, (c)» 16 Ao (0)[3¢m-i-1(c } < Ro,

1<y <~—

(R2)s <maX_ H‘?]Al( )|‘H’ﬁ*j*1(R3)}

14515 () < C(My, Ma) < R, (3.15)

1D ) < C(My, Ma)|| Dl 7, (sxc) < R,

max{[|D*(0)] ro_, (& 1), X 107D ()| g1 r ) }
< C(My, My) max{|[ D(0)]| zo

m—1

@) JE 167 D(0 Nrm—i—1 ey} < R,

for all i € N and j € {1,2,3}, and for constants R = R(M,r) and Ry = Ro(M,ro).
IT) After introducing some notation, we relate the compatibility conditions of the

localized problem to the given ones. Using the reflection operator @ from step I),
we define the maps

Re: L (R® R%) — L{ (R3,R™), v (v, Qu_),

A 0
7?r6><6 Lloc(}R3 RGXG) - Lloc(RiaRuxu)v A < 0+ QA—) )

0 —-QA_
As it will be clear from the context which operator we consider, we drop the index,
and we put R; = id for i € {—1,0} and R; = R for i € N.
In step IV) we determine the initial (boundary) value problem solved by the

functions R;®;(;u) on J x G, J x R®, respectively J x Ri. For given functions
v € Gn(J x G) and h € H™(J x G), then the transformed data

. A 0
Reoxe: Lio(R? RO*C) — LT (R RZ*12), A~>< + )

3
F(h,v) = Ribi(0:h) + Ribi (3 AL0,00) € H™(),
j=1
g' = ((troms Ri)‘ii(trx(@)mg))a(i) € En(J x 9R}),
uh = Ri®;(Oug) € H™(R3), (3.16)
arise for ¢ € N_; respectively ¢ € N. Here a(i ) denotes the 4-tuple obtained by
removing z(i) and z(i) + 3 from (1,...,6) and ®; the composition operator with

the restriction of ¥; to U; N 3.
Let v € G (J X G) be a map with 9v(0) = Sgm (0, Ag, Af°, AP, ASC, D, f,uo)
for all p € {0,...,m — 1}, with the operators Sg m, p from ([2.4). We abbreviate

Spnp = S5 m.p(0; Al AL AL AL D FH(f, ), ud), (3.17)
Smxp - SGJTL,P(Ov A07 A(ljov Agov Agoa D, f7 UO)

for all p € {0,...,m} and i € N. The maps S, , and S, ;, are well-defined due to
the regularity of the coeflicients and the data. Fix an index ¢ € N. We claim that

Sty =R®i(0:Smp)  forall pe{0,....,m}. (3.18)
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To show this assertion, we first note that
Sio = up = RP;(0i10) = RO;(0:Sm.0)-

Next, let the claim BI8) be true for alll € {0,...,p—1} and some p € {1,...,m}.
The definition of the operators S]R3 .m,p then yields

p—1
_ _ 1 . _
Shp = A5(0) [0 P (1,0 ZM Stpr =2 (77 )40,
=1
p—1

—Z< )alpl 0) ;’mp_l_l] (3.19)
The induction hypothesis implies that
supp S¢, mp—1 = Supp @i (0;Sm ) C supp ®;0; C K;

for all I € {1,...,p}. Together with (B3] and (B.0), we thus obtain
Aj0;5,, R(A})9;S;, R(AD)DRP; (055 mp—1) = R(A;0;8i(0:Sm,p-1))
for j € {1,2}, as w; = 1 on K. Similarly it follows

AL058%, 1 = R(AL)IRP; (0:Sm.p—1) = R(A50394(0; S p—1))-
Using also ([3.3)), we next compute

p—1 = p—1=

3
0j(®i(0;Sm.p—1)) = (V(0:Sm p-1)) 0 ¥i 0j3h; = Z D, (01(0:Sm.p-1)) Oj¢i 1,
=1
3

(A%?(I) (9 Smp 1 (ZACO(I) ak‘ngzq)al GSW;D 1) ]"bzl)
k =1

3
:3
= ( Z ACO(I) 8[ 0; Smp 1)‘1) 8k<ﬁzg jd)zl)

—

for all j € {1,2,3}. Applying <I>i to the identity

3
e = (Vidy, )i = (V(¥i 0 i)k = Z(I)i_laj¢i,l Ok i j

j=1
on U; for all k,1 € {1,2,3}, we conclude

3 3
ZAZZ) Sl m,p— 1= ( Z A;"(I)ial(QiSm,p,l)CI)iakgai,j 8j1/)1'71)
=1 k,l=1
3 3
_ R( 3 A;O@ial(eismy,,_l)slk) - R( 3 A;O@ia,g(eism,p_l)).
k=1 k=1
Note that the support of every term in the brackets on the right hand side of (3.19)
is contained in K; and w; = 1 on K;. Proceeding as above, the induction hypothesis
then yields that S’fmp is equal to
3 3
R®; Al (0)! [R@i(eiaf_l £(0)) + R®; [ZA;Oajeiaf—lu(o) =S AL (0:Smp1)

=1 j=1
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p—1 p—1
— 3 R (LA (0)) R (0, pt) — Zc,,,m@i(agpl(o))mi(eism,,,_l_l)]
=1 =0

3 p—1
— R, [9iA0(0)—1 (af—l FO) = 3 ALY; Syt = > Cpadh Ao(0)Sum
j=1 =1

p—1
— Z cpJaﬁD(O)Sm,p,l,l)} 5
=0
=R®P;(0;Sm.p),

where ¢, ; = (pfl) and we also employed that 97 'v(0) = S,, ,_1. So BIJ) is true.

III) In this step we show that the tuple (0,.4%,..., A% D! Bt fi(f,v), g, ud)
fulfills the linear compatibility conditions [26) on G = R3. of order m, where v is
any function in G, (J x G) with 9Yv(0) = S, ,, for all p € {0,...,m — 1}.

To that purpose, we exploit our assumption (2.)), i.e., By trs + Sm,p = 07g(0)
for all p € {0,...,m — 1}. Fix a number p € {0,...,m — 1}. The trace operator
commutes with multiplication by test functions and the composition with diffeo-
morphisms, so that (Z.0) and B1) imply the identities

8?(@1(&2(91)/@9))(0) = ‘i)i(trz (91)/@859(0)) = (IN)i(IQiBz trz(@z) trgﬁi Sm,p)
= trops B'®;trs, +(0;Sm,p) = trops B’ trops 1+ (®i(0:Sm,p))

= trops B trors (R®i(0iSm.p)) = trors (B'Sp)-
Multiplying this equation with the trace of R, we arrive at
troms (B) troms (B'SE, ) = 0F (traps (R)®: (trs (6:)r:9))(0): (3.20)

The z(i)-th and the (z(¢) + 3)-th components on the left-hand side are zero by
BI0), so that the same is true for the right-hand side. In view of formulas (310,
@BI0) and BI6), equation ([B20) thus yields the desired compatibility conditions

trops (B'S,, ) = 9} (troms (R))®i(trs(6:)ki9))aci) (0) = 9 g*(0).

IV) Let u be a solution in G, (J x G) of (LY) with data f, g, and ug. In this step
we derive a priori estimates for u by applying a priori estimates on G from [25], on
R? from [23], respectively on R3 from Theorem 5.9 below to 8_1u, fyu, respectively
®;(6;u) for i € N. To that purpose, we first note that the properties of the functions
i, ¥;, and 6; imply the equivalences

U € Gn(J x Q) == 0_1u € Gn(J x Q),00u € G (J x R?)
and R®;(0;u) € Gy (J x R3) for alli € N,
FEH™(J XxG) <= 0_uec H™(J x G),0pf € H™(J x R?) (3.21)
and R®;(0;u) € H™(J x RY) for all i € N,
gE En(J x %) <> g" € E,(J x0RY) forallieN,

with corresponding bounds.
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Fix an index i € N. Since supp ®;(0;u) C supp ®;0; C K;, the definition of the
extended coefficients in [B3.6]) as well as formulas [3.2]) and [B.10) yield

3
AL (RO (0:u)) + > AL (RD(0;u)) + D' RE; (6;u)

J=1

3
=RP; (Aoyiat (Giui) + Z Ajoaj (Qiui) + Dy (Hiui))

j=1
3
=RD; (sz) + R, ( Z A;Oajeiu) = J”(f7 u)
j=1

on J x R3. Since Tryxx(Bs(uy,u_)) = g on J x ¥, a similar computation as in
step IIT) shows that

Tt o8 [B'R®; (Biu)] = Tr ycors [Pi(0iri By (usu-))] = &iTr w0k By (uu—)]
= ®,(trss(0;)ki Tryxs[Bs(uy,u_)]) = ®;(trs(0;)kig).

Multiplying this equation with the trace of R? and removing the z(i)-th and z(i)+3-
th component of the result, we obtain

Trjxoms (B'R®;(0;u)) = Trjxoms (R'B'R®;(0;u)) ogi)
= (tfcmi (Ri)‘i’i(tfz(ei)ﬁig))a(i)

=9
cf. (3I0), (BII) and BI6). We conclude that the function R®;(0;u) is a G, (J ¥
Ri)—solution of the initial boundary value problem

i
)

i 3 i i i 3
Aoatv—l—Zj:lAjajv—FDv:f(f,u), r e Ry, teJ,
Biv = ¢', z € ORY, teJ, (3.22)
v(0) = u, z € RY.

In the following we abbreviate U; N G by G; for all ¢ € N_;. The spaces H™(G;),
H™(J x G;) and G, (J X G;) are defined as their analogues on G.

To apply Theorem[(.9], we have to work with a constant boundary matrix A3 and
a constant matrix B. As shown in step I), this is achieved via the multiplication
with the matrices G¢. We therefore recall, respectively define, the maps

3
AL = (G AiG), B' =BG =B, D'=(G)"D'Gi-> (G1)"AIG.9;(G)) "G,

j=1
fi=@H)%r, g =g, abh=(G)  u (3.23)

for all j € {0,...,3}. Recall that A = AL by B3). We claim that a function u’
belongs to G, (2) and solves ([3.22)) if and only if the function @* = G~ 1u’ belongs
to G (€2) and solves the initial boundary value problem

~ ~. 3 ~. ~ . ~.

Lo = A{ow + ijl AL0jv +D'v = f, T e Ri, teJ,
By = §, z € ORY, teJ; (3.24)
v(0) = @, z € RY.
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To see this claim, we assume that u is a solution of (3.22). We then compute

- :(gz) |:Azatu +ZAzgz (gz) rDz i ZAzgz z z}
j=1
= (@) [Apdr + Y Ajoyu' + D | = (G F = F,
j=1
Bcoai — Blul — gl — gi,
@'(0) = (G;) " u'(0) = (G;) " 'up = .
Analogously, one shows the other direction. We further note that the tuple
(0, Aé,’Di, B, ft, g%, u}) fulfills the compatibility conditions of order m on BRi if
and only if the tuple (0, A%, D%, B, fi, ¢, @y) fulfills the compatibility conditions
of order m on 8Ri. To that purpose it is enough to show that
»=(G)7'S (3.25)
for all 0 < p < m, where we use (3:23)) and set, respectively recall,
gfln = S]RS ,m p(oa A;a Dl fz NZ) S:n,p = S]R3 7771,p(07 sz Dia fia UB)
For p = 0 we have SmO = ap = (GL) tufh = (GL) 'Sk, o Next, let (B.25) be true
for all 0 <! < p— 1. Inserting (3:23), we compute

p—1
i,— 4 i Qi -1 At Gi
, = Al 1(5? LFi 0 ZA 051 — (p ; )8#40(0) mp—1
1=1

p—1 p—1
X (M e oS, )
=0

G A G (GO 0) - Y O ALG0, (G S0, )

7j=1

_Z( )al (GiT ALGH ()G 8P,

3
(7 1)@% (657061 — 3" G 41610, ) 0)G: 81 )
=0 j=1

p—1
_g%—lAl’_l(@p i ZAW S;np 1 Z (p;1>aé¢46(0) win,pfl
=1
_Z( )81'Dl 0) 77;711[)717[)
_ (gz) 1S:np7

omitting some parentheses. The claim ([B:28]) is thus valid for all 0 < p < m.
Consequently, we can apply Theorem 5.9 to this transformed problem and then

obtain a solution of the same regularity of the original problem via the inverse

transform. Also the a priori estimates carry over to the original problem with an
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additional constant C(Mj). In order to simplify the notation, we suppress this
transform in the following but assume that the matrices A% and B are constant.
Theorem [5.9in combination with B.I6]) and (B2I)) then yield

[R®:(B:u)Z,. (o

S

S(Cmm,o+TCmm)emqml( 107 £7( £ ) ()3 s

J

m Tl
19 emsy + 185 as) ) + e BB ) B

I
o

COM1) (gm0 + T )" BIT [Z 16:07 £ OBy

3
m m T
+ 00 BB BT (10,518 v + D 100l ) (320
k=1

for all v > y5],,- Here we exploited that ) u(0) = S, for all j € {0,...,m —
1}, and Ggg,, = G50 BT, G59mo0 = G5m.o(n Ro); and Y53, =
B (n B, T") are constants from Theorem 5.9l The estimates for i € {—1,0}
follow in the same way from Theorem 1.1 in [25] and Theorem 5.3 in [23] with
corresponding constants Om,O and C’m.

By Definition 2.24 of [23] at most N of the sets U; intersect at a given point,
and we use the constants M; and My introduced there and Definition 5.4 of [23].
The monotone convergence theorem thus implies that

> ||9iu0||3{m(ci)_ / > 10%(Biuo, ) |2dfc+/ > 0% (Bsuo, - |d:c]
i=—1

i=—1 G+ la|]<m ~ Ja|<m

< C(m, M) Z / Z Xu; |0%ug +|2dx+/ Z XUi|80‘u0,_|2d:E]
—i=—1

o] <m Gt j=—1

< O(vaQa )||u0||Hm(G) (327)

Analogously, we treat the other terms on the right-hand side of [B26]). We set

cl = max{ém,(mm} and Cy, o = max{émyo,(mmﬁo}. Equation (3:26) then
yields the inequality

||U||gm7 (Ixa) < C(N Z [0 UHgm7 IxG) = C(N, M) Z |R:®i (0 U)”Gmw(sz
i=—1 i=—1
m—1 )
< C(m7 N7 M17 M27 T)(C:n,o + TC’:n)em01T( Z ||agf(0)||’2}-Lm*1*J(G)

§=0

m—1

+ Z ||Sm,j||'2ﬂmflff(c) + ||9||%M,V(sz) + ||U0||§-m(c))
§=0
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Cm m
+ Om, N, My, Mo) =247 (1 R ) + el

for all v > max{ym,59,,}.- Choosing v = ym(n,7, N, M1, Ma,r,T") large
enough and using Lemma [2.3] we thus arrive at

[ullg, .rxc) < (Cmo+TCn) mCIT( Z 18] £ (0)[3m—1- i@y F 9l rxs)

m 1
+ ||U0||im(c:)) + Cme ClT;”fH?—Lzr(JXG)

for all v > ~,,. Employing that R = R(M,r) and Ry = Ro(M,ry), we also
deduce that the constants C), o and C,,, are of the claimed form (where we drop the
dependence on M as G is fixed). We have thus shown the a priori estimates (3.1]),
which imply uniqueness of the G,,(J x G)-solution of (L3).

V) To solve ([[LY), we introduce the spaces
Gmiv(J X G) = {v € Gon(J x G): &v(0) = Spnj, 5 €10,...,m —1}},
m (I xG)={feH™J xG): 8] f(0) =] f(0), j €{0,...,m—1}}.
We point out that G, iv(J x G) is nonempty by Lemma 2.34 from [23] and Hy ,(J x

G) is nonempty as f € H{] ;(J x G). Because the time derivatives up to order m—1
in 0 of functions from H{I}yf(J x G) respectively Gy, iv(J x G) coincide, we obtain

g3 mp(05 A5, DY, F1(F,0),uh) = Sas mp(0, AL DY f1(frv),up) = Sh - (3:28)

for all f € HE (I X G), 0,0 € Gmyiv(J X G), p€{0,...,m}, and i € N, cf. B.I0).
The analogous equations for ¢ € {—1,0} are also true. Step III) thus implies that
the tuple (0, 4%, D", B*, f*( f,v), g%, ub) fulfills the compatibility conditions of order
m for all f HW (I X G), v € Gpiv(J xG), and i € N. As explained in step IV),
we can now apply Theorem [£.9] which shows that the problem

i 3 i i i F 3
Aoﬁtw—i—Zj:lAj@jw—f—Dw:f(f,v), r e R, te J;
Biw = ¢', z € OR3, teJ, (3.29)
w(0) = uf, z € RY;

has a unique solution 2*(f, v) in G,,(Q)'? for all f € H" F(IXG), v € G iv(I X G),

and i € N. Moreover, Theorem 5.3 from [23] gives a function U°(f,v) in G, (J X
R3)® solving the initial value problem

3 ~
ASopw + Zj:l ALdw + Dow = fO(f,v), z e R3, telJ; (3.30)
w(0) = ud, r € R?

for all such f and v. Finally, Theorem 1.1 and Remark 1.2 in [25] yield a solution
“L(f,v) in Gpn(J x G)° of the initial boundary value problem

3 ~
Ay 0w + ijl AL ;w+ D tw = fH(f,v), z€q, te
Bycw = 0, x € 0G, teJ; (3.31)
w(0) = ug r € G,
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for all such f and v. We claim that there is a map f* = f*(v) in HiY +(J x G) with

e+ Z ZACO@ i@ I RIUN S v) = f (3.32)

i=—1j4=1

for all v € Gy, iv(J X G). To prove this claim, we define the operator

Uyt HE s(J X G) > HE (I xG),  fr— f— Z ZACO@ o O RIUN(f,v)
1=—17=1

for each v € G iv(J X G). We fix such a function v. The operator ¥, indeed

takes values in H™(J x G) since ®; "R~ maps the H™(Q)-function U*(f,v) into

H™(J x U;) for i € N, 0j0; has compact support in U;, and the covering (U;);en is

locally finite. We further compute

PULFO) = O F(0)— 3 3 A0,0,07 R (F.0)(0)

1=—17=1

= a7 f(0) Z ZACO@ 0i®; "Ry Ri®i (6:m.p)
1=—17=1

0o 3

=00f(0) = > > A0;0i0iSm, = 07 f(0)

1=—17=1

forall p € {0,...,m—1} and f € HI? ;(J x G), where we used Z3), B28), BII),
and that o; equals 1 on the support of 6; for all i € N_;. Therefore ¥, indeed maps

iv.r(J x G) into itself.

We observe that the difference U*(f1,v) — U(f2,v) solves a problem with zero
initial and boundary data. Moreover, formula (BI6) and the initial conditions in
the spaces H{] ;(J x G) and Gy, iv(J x G) imply that the time derivatives of the

inhomogeneities f?(fx,v) coincide at t = 0. (Such facts are also used below without
further notice.) Theorems 1.1 in [25], 5.3 in [23], and [5.9] then imply

190 (f1) = (o) B (gt (3.33)
< C(N, My, My) (I (f1,0) = U™ (o, 0) i (g

+ U’ (f1,0) —Uo(f2av)||12r{;n(1xn@3) + ) I (fr,0) _ui(f%v)”%l;’l(ﬂ))

=1

Z — )3 rxan) —||f1 Pl (rx)

for all v > max{y1.1,m,¥5.3,m: Y50, }» Proceeding as in (3.27) in the last step and
putting C = C(m,n, 7, N,M,r,T"). We set

v = Hla,X{'Yl_Lm;’Y&S,vaMW’ 4q333|}’

where (Jg33) denotes the constant on the right-hand side of (3.33). This estimate
then leads to the bound

W (f1) = Yo (f2)llaem (1xc) < —||f1 fellamrxa) (3.34)
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for all v > +*. We conclude that ¥, is a strict contraction on H{7 f(J x @), and there
thus exists a unique function f* = f*(v) in H} (J x G) satisfying equation (3.32).
We next define the operator

S: Gmiv(J X G) = Gmiv(J x G), UMZUZ CIRIUN(fF (v),0).

1=—1

Let v € G iv(J X G). We first check that S(v) indeed belongs to G, iv(J X G).
Since U*(f*(v),v) is an element of G, (), the function ®; 'R ~1U*(f*(v), v) belongs
to Gm(J x G;) for i € N. Moreover, U~(f*(v),v) is contained G,,(J x G) and
U (f*(v),v) in Gy (J x R?). Exploiting that o; has compact support in U;, the a
priori estimates for U?, and ([B.27), we infer that S(v) belongs to G, (J x G). As
f*(v) € HIY ;(J x G), we now combine formula (3.28) with (B.I8) as well as o; = 1
on supp b; for all i € N_;, and compute

SWN0) = 3 0@ R AU (), 0)(0)

1=—1

=010 15 + 0000Sm p+zal TIRTIR®(0,5,,,) = Zos »=Smp

=1 1=—1

for all p € {0,...,m} and v € Gy, iv(J X G). Hence, S maps into G, iv(J X G).
To show that S is a strict contraction, we take vi1,v2 € G iv(J x G). Esti-
mate [B.34)) further yields

1% (1) = f* ()l rxey = 10, (F7(v1)) = W (f* (v2)) 132 s x )
<o, (F*(01) = W, (F* (02)) 2 (1x @) + W0, (7 (02)) = oo (F7(v2)) I3 (s x )

< %Hf*(vl) — [ (w2) I (rxe) £ 11V, (F7(v2)) = W, (7 (02)) [l sxey  (3:35)

for all v > ~*. The definition of the operator ¥,,, Theorems 1.1 in [25], 5.3 in [23],
and 59 formula (BI6) and a variant of [8.27) imply

190, (F*(v2)) = W (f* ()3 (s x)

< C(N, Ms3) Z 1@, ' RUN(f* (02),v1) — ®;1R;1ui(f*(v2)av2)||’2}—[;"(J><Gi)

1=—1

SC(m,n,T,N,M,T,T Z HZA089 vl_vQ)HHM(JxG)

1*71 =

< C(maanv Nv MvrvT/);H’Ul _v2||’2HZYn(J><G) (336)

for all v > ~*. We set v** = max{v*, 16(jg3g)} and insert (3.36) into (3.33]), where
(335 denotes the constant on the right-hand side of (3.3G). We then arrive at

* * 1 P
177 (v1) = f*(w2)lmmrxe) < Gl = v2llumsxq)  forall v 2y

After these preparations, we can now estimate the difference of S(v;) and S(vq).
Applying the a priori estimates from Theorem 1.1 in [25], Theorem 5.3 in [23],
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respectively Theorem[5.9lonce more and recalling that v1 and ve belong to G, iv (J X
G), we infer as above

18(v1) = S@)E,. . (sxac)

< C(N, My, M) Y @7 R (U (fF* (01), 01) = U (f* (v2), v)) I, (sxe)

1=—1

1 * *
< C(m,n,7,N,Mr, T/);(Hf (v1) = f (U2)||31¢(ch:) + o1 = U2||i¢;n(JxG))
1 5
< C(m,n,7,N,M,r, T'); : Z””l — oG, rxa) (3.37)

for all v > 4**. We finally set vs = max{y**,5Cjggy}, for the constant (g7 on
the right-hand side of B37). It follows

1
[S(v1) = S(wa)llg,...xa) < 5llvr —v2llg,. . (rxa)

for all v > ~s. There thus exists a unique fixed point v € G, iv(J X G) of S.

VI) We claim that the fixed point u of S is a solution of (). To verify this
assertion, we first compute for uy = S(u)4

3
Liuy = Aoyiatui + ZA;Oajui + Diug
j=1
00 ) 3 )
= > ois (Ao,iat(‘l’flRflw(f*(U)aU))i + AP IR U (f (), )+
i—1 j=1

oo 3
+ Di((I)i_lRi_lui(f*(u)7u))i> + Y A0 4 (D] RUNF (1), u)) 2

i=—1j=1

on J x Gi. Recalling B3), (), (3.0), and that w; = 1 on ¢;(suppo;), on
G+ Nsupp o; we have

3 3
> AP (®TIRT) =D AFOjva, 6 (#i())
i=1 =t
3 3
= > AP0, o(ei(0)Dipni(n) = 3005 (AN @D, 0 (#il2))
et =1
3
_ (I);lR—l(ZAéalv),
=1

Jj=1

= AV 12 (i1 (2), i2(2), —is(x)) - (05011 (x), 05601 2(x), —Djpi 3())
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=Y AL, 12) (i1 (2), ia (), —pi(x))dj i () (—1)%

j,l=1
3 .
:Z(I)i_l( ;7—(_1)63162@”(7 »»»»» 12)) Z‘I) 1@ Al _0vr,..12))
=1 =1
3 ‘ 3 ‘
= >~ @ QA r..1zy = ¥ RT(Y Ajorw)
=1 =1

for all v € L?*(V; N R3)¥2. Since also Agy = (®;'"R7IA})+ and D} =
(®;"R~1D%)1 (where we put A = Ay and D' = D for i € {—1,0}) on suppo; for
all i € N_y, the definition of the maps U*(f*(u),u) and ([B.I6) imply the equality

00 3
Loup = 3 oie (@7 R (DO (f () w) + D AU (F* (w), )

i=—1 Jj=1

+ DU (f ()W) )|+ S S A0 4 (RS (), )

1=—17=1

00 3
= Z [Ui,i((p;lR;lfi(f*(u),U)):t —|—ZA§08J-01-¢((I)i*lRflzj{i(f*(u),u))i}
i=—1 j=1

oo

3
= Z [Uiﬂieiyif*(u)i + ZA;O [Uiyiajeiﬁiui =+ 8jai7i(<l>i_17€i_1wi)iﬂ.

i=—1 j=1

where w® := U(f*(u),u)). Employing that o; = 1 on the support of 6;, that
(0:)ien_, is a partition of unity, and the defining property of f*(u), i.e. (3:32)), we
deduce

o0

3 3
Lius =) [9& Fru)e+Y ALO0; sur+Y A0+ (B Ry UN(f (w), 1))+

i=—1 j=1 j=1

oo 3
= P+ >0 S0 AL 0, (07 RIUN(F () w) s = f

i=—1j=1

Since the covering (U;)ien_, is locally finite, we can compute

Tryxsz(Bou) = Tryxs(Bs - (S(u)1, 8(u)-)) = Tryxs [BEZ@ JU(f(u )U)}
=1

= thz 0i Tryxs(Bs®; ' U (f*(u),u))

i=1
= Ztrg o)k P Tryws (@;1(wiq)i(liiBg)Lli(f*(u),u))),
using <I>i_1wi =1 on suppo;. The identity Bi= w;®;(k;B) on supp o; then yields

T‘TJXE Bz’u Ztrz Uz TI“sz (‘I)l_l (31U1(f*(u),u)))
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o0
=D trs(oa)r; &7 Trcops (BY) T RIB'U(f* (u),w)).
i=1
Because U*(f*(u),u) solves the initial boundary value problem (B.29) with the
boundary value g* defined in (BI6) for every i € N, we arrive at

Trjxs(Bu) Ztrz (0i)k 1‘i’fleJxaR1 ((Ri)_lRiBiui(f*(U)au))
_ —-15—1 7\ —1 7
=3t 87t (R ) g o)
=1
= Z trs (i) &7 (tromg (R) ™) troms (R)®i(trs(8:)rig)

—ZtrE 01 Q—thz 9_97

where gi( denotes the vector we get by adding a zero in the z(¢)-th and z(i) + 3-

i)—0
th component of g°. Moreover, we get

Tryxoc(Boagu) = Tryxoa(BacS(u)) = Tryxoc(BacU ™' (f*(u),u)) =0
as UL (f*(u),u) solves the problem ([@3.31)). Similarly it follows

u(0) = Zaz TIRIUN(f (u Zasz R u,

1=—1 1=—1

Z Uz LR, 1R (I) (9 UQ) Z aﬂiuo = Z 9iu0 = Uup.
1=—1 i=—1 i=—1
We conclude that u is a solution of (L9)) in G, (J X G). O

4. A PRIORI ESTIMATES FOR THE LINEAR PROBLEM

In the previous section we have reduced (L) to the system

3
Aodu+ Y Ajdju+Du = f, reR3,  tel;

=t , (4.1)
Bu =g, redRy, tel;
u(0) = uo, z € R3;
on R} with A3 = A$°, B = B, and A;, Az € F,P  5(R), cf. @) and B.I2).

Here we fix 77 > 0 and assume that J = (0,T) for a time T € (0,7").

In this section we derive a priori estimates for G, (Q2)-solutions of (£1]). A (weak)
solution of (@) is a function u € C(J, L*(R%)) with £(Ao, ..., A3, D)u = f in the
weak sense, Tr ;, pra (Bu) = g on J x OR%., and u(0) = uo.

We first state the basic wellposedness result on L2-level which directly follows
from Proposition 5.1 in [10] because of the formulas B.I3]). The precise form of the
constants is a consequence of the proof in [10].
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Lemma 4.1. Letn > 0 and v > 7o > 0. Take Ao € Fg' (), A1, A2 € Fhooq(RY)
with || Asllwr.e() < 7 and [|Ai(0)|| o ra ) < 7o for all i € {0,1,2}, and Az = A
Let D € L®(Q) with |D| g~ < 7 and B = B®. Choose data f € L*(Q),
g € L3(J,HY?(0R%)), and ug € L*(R%). Then (@I) has a unique solution u in
C(J,L*(RY)), and there exists a number vo = yo(n,7) > 1 such that we obtain

ilellj||€77tu(t)||iz(uai) + ”YHuH%g(Q)
2 2 CO 2
< Coolluollzz(ma ) + Co.0ll9lLz (.12 (0m2 y) + 7||f||L3(Q> (4.2)

for all v > ~vo, where Co = Co(n,7) and Co o = Co,0(1,70).

The a priori estimates for the ath tangential and time derivatives of a regular
solution of (1] now follow in a standard way: These derivatives satisfy ([Il) with
new data fo, go and ug,q, where f, also contains commutator terms involving Ao,
A1, Az, and D. On the resulting problem one can apply the L?-estimate (Z2]). The
differentiated system has the same structure as the corresponding problem (3.4) in
[25], and hence the proof of the next result is analogous to that given there. It is
thus omitted. We use the space H™(f2) of those maps v € L?(Q) with 9%v € L?(f2)
for all o € N} with |a| < m and az = 0. It is equipped with its natural norm.

Lemma 4.2. Letn > 0, r > 19 > 0, m € N, and m = max{m,3}. Take Ay €
FP (9), A, Ay € FP o(RY), Ay = AP, D € FP(Q), and B = B with
lAillpr) <75 IPllEs) <)

max{[lAi (O]l _, s, x| 10 Ao(0) 1o} < o,

maX{HD(O)|‘FT%71(Ri)= 15%351{1 ”agD(O)HHTﬁ*FJ'(Ri)} < 7y,
for all i € {0,1,2}. Choose data f € H{ (), g € En(J x ORY), and ug €
H™(R3). Assume that the solution u of @) belongs to G, (). Then there exists
a parameter vy, = Ym(n, ) > 1 such that u satisfies

m—1
> 10 ull, oy + el @) < Cmo| DN FONm 1)+, moms)
|al<m =0

[07%:3 =0

Cm
+ ||U0||§{m(R3+)} + 3 [||f||§1m (Q)+||U||émﬁ(n)},

ta,y
for all v > ~o, where Cpy, = Crp (0, 7, T"), and Cry 0 = Crn0(n,70).

The full H™-norm of solutions u to (@Il cannot be controlled in this way since
normal derivatives destroy the boundary condition. From the system (ZI]) itself
one can read off regularity of normal derivatives of the tangential components of
u because of the structure of the boundary matrix Az = flg" The remaining four
components will be recovered by means of cancellation properties of the Maxwell
equations which imply that the ‘generalized divergence’ Div(Aj, Az, Az) of the
Maxwell operator only contains first order derivatives.
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To define this concept, take A1, Az € I o e (RY) and Az = A$. In particular,
there are functions u; € 51 () such that

3
Aj =" Aow; for je{1,2}  and g =3 =0, psz=1, (4.3)
=1

see (Z2) and (21). We now set

M1 H12 H13
n= (Mlg),g 1 b= po1 p22  po3 |,
31 H32  —HU33

(4.4)

=

Il
oo oOT
cooxT ©
o™ O o
IS E=N=N=

and for h € L*(R%)'? we define

w

Div(A1, Az, A3)h = Z ( BV ke, (7 VR) 3y, (BT VR) eyt (87 VR) (5490 )

k=1
(4.5)
In view of the iteration and regularization process below, in the next proposition
we treat solutions and data which are a bit less regular than needed in this section
and we consider the initial value problem

ﬁ(Ao,...,Ag,D)u:f, {EGRi, teJ; (46)
u(0) = wo, zeR3. '

A solution of (@) is a function u € C(J, L*(R%)) with u(0) = up in L?*(R3) and
Lu = fin H~1(Q). The following result is the core step in our regularity theory.

Proposition 4.3. Let T" > 0,7 >0, v > 1, and r > 19 > 0. Take coeffcients
Ag € Fgh(Q), A1, As € ngocﬁ( 3), Az = A, and D € F;P(Q) with

[Aillwre@) <70 [[Dlwreco) <7,
”Ai(O)HL“’(Ri) < To, ”D(O)”Lm(Ri) <o

for all i € {0,1,2}. Choose data f € Go(Q) with Div(A;, A2, A3)f € L*(Q) and
ug € H'(R3). Letu solve [@B) and assume that u is an element of C*(J, L*(R%))N
C(J,HL(RE)NL>(J, HY(RY)). Then u belongs to G1(S2) and there are constants
Cio=Cro(n,ro) >1and Cr = Ci(n,r,T') > 1 such that it satisfies

2
IVul, o < €T ((Cro+TC) (D 105ul%, @ + 1715, @ + luoln @) )
=0

Ciiny
+ DIV (AL Az, A5) ) (47)

If f is even contained in H'(Q), we obtain

2
IVul2, @) < €7 ((Cro+TC) (D10, ) + 17O 22, + luoll3 as)
§=0

Ol 2
+ o) (4.8)
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Finally, if f merely belongs to L*() with Div(Ay, A2, A3)f € L*(2), we still have
2
||VU||2L§(Q) < ECIT((CLO + TCl)(Z ||3ju||%?,(ﬂ) + ||f||2L§(Q) + ||U0||§{1(R3+))
=0

C .
+ ZHIDiv(Ar s, A ). (4.9)

Proof. We have to show that d3u € C(J, L*(R3)) and that inequalities 7)) to (@9)
are true. We employ the matrix i from ([@4). Recall that the coefficients A; are
given by @3) and Az = AL, A5 and AP by @), as well as AS° and J; by
(T4, for I € {1,2,3} Morever, Jimn = —&€mn for all I,m,n € {1,2,3} and the
Levi-Civita symbol, i.e.,

1 if (i,5,k) € {(1,2,3),(2,3,1),(3,1,2)},
Eijk =4 —1 if (i,7,k) € {(3,2,1),(2,1,3),(1,3,2)},,

0 else.
Since the coefficients are Lipschitz, we can differentiate

o (iT AgVu) = pT 0, Ao Vu + iT Ay, Vu

— 178, AgVu + /lTAoV(Agl (f - jzi;Ajaju - Du))

3
= 170, AgVu + 1T AgV A" ( f=3" Ao - Du)

j=1
2 3
+ ATV ="y VA0u— p"VDu — f"DVu— iy A;Vou
j=1 j=1
3
= A—i" ) A;Voju (4.10)

Jj=1

in L>(J, H"1(R})). Here we use [@G) and write ((VAG")h)jk := 3,2, OpAg
etc. Note that A only contains first order spatial derivatives of u. We next compute

. 5 3 12 3 12
S (i ATo),, = Y Y il = 3wt
b—1 j=1 j.k=11,p=1 gk, l=1p=1
3 3
= Y A0 Oiuprs = Y EniphiintingOrDjuprs  (4.11)
7,k,l,n,p=1 7,k,l,n,p=1
3 3
= D ClnpnjpkdiOkupes = = D EnphiktngOrditiprs,  (412)
g,k ln,p=1 J:.k,ln,p=1

exchanging the indices [ and n as well as k and j in the penultimate step. Equa-

tions (AI1) and (EI2) yield
3
> (A" Y Avou) =0 (4.13)

=1 j=1

Ed
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Analogously, it follows

3 3
> (A" Avou) A (4.14)

k=1 Jj=1

In the other components we take care of the extra signs in ([@4]) and (1), calculating

3 3 12
3 ( ZA Vo, u) -y Z B 61 Asp Ok 05ty
j,k=11,p=1

k=1 J=1
3 12 3
- Z Zﬂlk“‘l‘;(l%)pakajup: Z Ak Aj (146) (p+9) Ok O Upt9
J,k,l=1p=1 J.k,lp=1

3
= > ()AL i (< 1) 004
3
D D G e GO VR e (4.15)

3
= D emp(=1)P 0 (1) 0Ok

Jsk,lin,p=1
3
== D (=) (= 1) i ;OO . (4.16)
J>k,bm,p=1
Comparing the expressions (Z10) and (@I6), we infer
3 3
~T
AjVou) =0, 4.17
;; (M ]; j VUj (k6% ( )

Proceeding similarly, we derive

Z (" ZA Vo, u) . (4.18)

k=1
Integrating in time, the formulas (IA_,J_LH), @#I13) (@14), @IT) and (£I8) imply the
identities
3 3 3 t

Z(u onu (k-',—z)k Z ,u onu k-‘,—z (0)+Z/ A(k-i—i)k(s) S

k=1 k=1 k=170
in H'(R%) for all t € J and i € {0,3,6,9}. The function A is integrable with
values in L?(R%) so that the equality holds in L?(R3) for all ¢ € J. Let t € J. We

denote the k-th row respectively the k-th column of a matrix N by Ng. respectively
Nk, and we set

3 2

Fiayi(t) =Y (A" AoVu) (ka0 (0 +Z/A(k+3l s =Y (1" Ao) e an). Orut),

k=1 k=1

(Fl,.. F12 f ZA@’U,—DU

7=0
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for 1 € {0,1,2,3}. The map F = (Fy,..., Fis)” belongs to C(J, L*(R3})) and

Aj
(A" Ao)s.
[0su=F,  setting ji= | (A7Ao)e. | € Fo(9)*0*12 (4.19)
(A" Ao)o.
(A" Ao) 12
Let ¢ = i” A and the matrix G be equal to
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 -1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 -1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
@5 G4 0 G2 —¢Gi1 0 @G —¢@Giuo 0 —@Gs GGr 01
—G65 G4 0O G2 —GC1 0 G11 —GC1o O —Gs G7 0 0
Co5  —Coa 0 —Co2 Ca1 0 —Co11 G0 O Cosg —Co7 0 O
Cizs —Ci2a 0 —Ci2o Ci21 0 —Ci2a1r G20 0 Ci2g —Cizr 0 O
We derive the crucial identity
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Chji = 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ’
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 Qa3 3 0 0 as36 0 0 Q39 0 0 Q312
0 0 Qg3 0 0 Qg6 0 0 a6,9 0 0 a6,12
0 0 Qg 3 0 0 Q9.6 0 0 Q9.9 0 0 Q9 12
0 0 a23 0 0 a2 0 0 a9 0 0 aizq2

12

On 1= <kn = ZﬂglAO;ln = AO;kn for k€ {37 6}7
=1

12
Qhn = —Con = = 3 il Aoun = Aogen for k € 9,12,
=1

O OHRODODODODODODODODOoOOOC O OO

OO DD DODDODDODDODODODOOoO OO OO

o |
—_

S OO DD DODDOD O OO OO OO OO

|
—_
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where n € {3,6,9,12}. Here we use fiy = 1 for | = k and jiy, = 0 for | # k, if
k€ {3,6}, as well as fiyy, = —1 for | = k and fi, = 0 for  # k, if k € {9,12}. Since

@33 Q36 Q39 (312 Aozs  Aosze Aoz Aosie
a3 a6 6o a2 | _ | Aoes  Aoss  Aoso  Aneaz | o
a3 o6 g9 agiz | | Aoes  Aoos  Aogoe Aoz =
Q23 Q12,6 (29 01212 Aoii2.3 Aoize  Aoize Aoz

this matrix has an inverse 8 bounded by C'

—~

7). Setting Go = (1120“2 g), we compute

00 001 O0O0O0OO0OO0O0TO0

00 01 0 0 0 O0O0OO0OTO0TDO0

00 00 0O O0OO0OO0OO0OO0OTO0DTO

01 00 0 0 O0O0O0O0O0oO0

1 0 0O 0O0O0 0 0 0 00O

00 0 0 0 O0OO0OO0OUO0OUO0O0°O0

00 00 0O O0OO0OO0OO0OO0ODT1T0O0

g 00 00O 0O O0OO0OO0OO0OT1TTUO0T0O0 ~

GGiii=16 90000000000 M (4.20)

00 0 0 0 O0OO0OT1TTUO0OTUO0TO0TO0

00 0 0 0 01 O0UO0UO0UO00O0

00 00O 0O O0OO0OO0OO0OO0OTO0TO0

001 00 O0O0O0OO0OO0OTO0OTUO0

00 00O O0O1O0O0O0O0O00O0

00 0 0 0 O0O0OO0OT1TTUO0TO0TO0

0O 0 0 0 0O 0 O0O0OO0OO0OO0TI1

Equations (A19) and (@20) yield

M(93’U, = GQGlF. (421)

The formulas in (Z3)) imply the inequality
1G2G1llL=(0) < C)(1 +co)? with o= maX{jfgé% [ A; | o= (2)5 1Dl Lo () }-

Since the matrix M has rank 12, equation (@21) shows that Osu is contained in
C(J,L*(RY)) and bounded by

105u(®)]l L2y < CN)(1+ o)1 (1) 2as ). (4.22)

This estimate is analogous to (3.29) in the proof of Proposition 3.3 in [25], where a
comparable function F' was involved. The remaining arguments are the same as in
[25] and therefore omitted. They mainly consist of straightforward estimates and
an application of Gronwall’s inequality. O

We can now combine Lemma 1] Lemma and Proposition 3] in an iteration
argument to establish the desired a priori estimates of arbitrary order. This is
done as in the proof of Theorem 4.4 in [25], also using the auxiliary results from
Section 2l Here the different structure in ([@I)) arising from the interface condition
does not play a role. So we do not give the proof.

Theorem 4.4. Let T" > 0, 5 > 0, 7 > r9g > 0, m € N, and m = max{m, 3}.
Pick T € (0,7'] and set J = (0,T). Take coefficients Ay € F;Sn(ﬂ), A1, As €
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FP  «R3), A3 = A, D € FP(Q), and B = B satisfying

m,coeff
lAill ) <7 IIDllFn) <7

max{|[Ai(0)[| o (r3) | Jnax HagAO(O)”Hm*J'*l(Ri)} < ro,
max{ DOy _, &):
foralli € {0,1,2}. Choose data f € H™(Q), g € En(Jx0RY), and ug € H™(R3).
Assume that the solution u of (&I belongs to G (). Then there is a number
Ym = Ym(n, 7, T") > 1 such that u satisfies

max_ 0/D(0) -1y} < o

<

m—1
k2, @) < (Cono + TC)e™ T (32 10 FO) sy + Ml reoms)
j=0

C
2 “m 2
ol sy ) + = 1 i o

for all v > A, where Cp, = Crp(n,r, T") > 1, Cpo = Crmo(n,ro) > 1, and
Cy = Ci(n,m,T") is a constant independent of m.

5. REGULARITY OF SOLUTIONS TO THE LINEAR PROBLEM

In this section we prove that the Go(£2)-solution u of (A1) actually belongs to
G (Q) if the data and the coefficients are accordingly smooth and compatible. To
this aim, different regularizing techniques in normal, tangential, and time direc-
tion are used. We first show that regularity in time and in tangential directions
implies regularity in normal direction. This is the crucial step in the regulariza-
tion argument, and it heavily relies on the structure of the Maxwell system. As in
Proposition 3] we only look at the linear initial value problem (.G]).

Lemma 5.1. Let n > 0, m € N, and m = max{m,3}. Take coefficients Ay €
F (), A1, Ay € Fooq(RY), Az = A, and D € FP(Q). Choose data f €
H™(Q) and ug € H™(R3). Let u be a solution of [@B) for these coefficients and
data. Assume that u belongs to (\;_, CI(J, H™ I (R3)).

Take k € {1,...,m} and a multi-index o € N§ with |a] = m, ag = 0, and
az = k. Suppose that 0Pu is contained in Go(Q) for all B € N§ with |3] = m and
B3 <k —1. Then 0%u is an element of Go(£2).

Proof. 1) We begin with several preparations. Let M., € > 0, be a standard mollifier
on R? with kernel p > 0. Let 6 > 0. We introduce the translation operator

Tsv(z) = v(z1, 22,23+ 0) for v e Li (R}) and a.e. z € R* x (—§,00). (5.1)

Notice that T maps W'P(R%) continuously into W'P(R? x (—§,00)) and that
0%Tsv = T50% for all v € WHP(R3), & € N§ with |&| <1, ] € Ny, and 1 < p < o0.
If v € L} (R3), we further define Tsv by formula (5.1)) for all § € R.

Functions which are only defined on a subset of R3 will be identified with their
zero-extensions. Moreover, restrictions of a map v to a subset are also denoted by v.

We extend the translations Ts to continuous operators on H ' (R%) by setting
(Ts5v, V) -1 3y xmp 1) = (0, T-5¥) 51 (®3 ) x HA (B2

for all ) € Hj(R3) and § > 0. It is then straighforward to check that 9;Tsv = T50;v
for all v € L*(R3) and § > 0.
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We want to apply M. to functions in L{  (R3 ) without obtaining singularities at
the boundary in limit processes. To that purpose, we take 0 < € < ¢ and look at the
regularization M. Tsv for v € LIOC( %). If v and ;v belong to L{, (R3), then also
M_Tsv has a weak derivative in R and 0; M. Tsv = MT50;v for all j € {1,2,3}.

We set p(z) = p(—z) for all z € R® and denote the corresponding mollifier by
M.. A straightforward computation shows that

(McTsv, ¢>H*1(R1)XH(}(R1) = (v, T—5M€¢>H*1(Ri)xHé(Ri) (5.2)

for all v € L2(R%) and ¢ € H}(R%). As T_sM. maps H}(R%) continuously into
itself, the mapping M_.Ts continuously extends to an operator on H _1(Ri) via
formula (5:2)). We deduce the identity

(9jM€T§U = MaajTgv = MET(;ajU

by duality for all j € {1,2,3} and v € L?(R3). Finally, for A € W»*°(R%) and
v e H 1 (RY) we obtain (T5A4)Tsv = T5(Av) in H-H(RY).

IT) Let 0 < € < §. We abbreviate the differential operators £(Ts5.4;,T5D) by
Ls and Div(Ts Ay, TsAs, TsA3) by Divs. (Recall @H).) Let a € N§ with |a| = m,
ag=0,and a3 = k. Weset o/ = a —e3 € Né. The derivative 8 u belongs to
Go(Q?) by assumption. Because of the mollifier, the map M_T50* u is contained
in C1(7, H*(R%)) — G1(Q), M. T50% up in H'(R%), LsM.T50% u in Go(Q), and
Divs Ls M. T50% v in L2 (©). To show convergence of O3 M. T50% u as € — 0, we want
to apply the a priori estimate ([@7T). Therefore, we have to study the convergence
properties of the functions L(;MET(;[)O‘IU and Divg L(;MET(;[)O‘IU as € — 0. We focus
on the latter as this is the more difficult one.

We use the maps py, i, and g from ([@4]). Exploiting step I), we compute

(Tsii) "V Ls M. T50% u (5.3)

2
= (Toi) " (T5V.A;)0; MT50% w+ (Ty o) " (T5 VD) M T30 u
=0

<.

3
+ T5(A" Ao) VML T50,0% u + Ts (B D)V MT50% w + Y Ts(i" A;)VO; M T50% u
j=1

3
= A%+ T (A" Ay VO M T50% u
j=1

The cancellation properties of Ls established in formulas (E13), (Z14), (EI7) and
#Iy) show that

3 3
ZZ T5/L ./4 V@MTga u) k+3l)k_0

k=1 j=1
for all I € {0,1,2,3}. Equation (53] thus leads to

3

Divy £5M. T30 w =Y (A, Ay

d,e
(k+3) k’A
k=1

d,e
Cow M) (64
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We rewrite A% in the form
2

A = 3T (T VAy), ML T50% w+ [T5(i7 VD), M)T50" u
=0

+ [T5(iT Ao), M)V T58,0% u + [T5(iT D), M| VT50 u
2
4 M.Ty ( S ATVA;9;0% u+ JTVDOY u+ iT AV u+ gTDvaa’u) .
j=0

In view of the terms with m space derivatives in the last line, we introduce the map

for = Z (O;>aﬂ(ﬂTAO)Vaa/—Batu+ Z (Z/>aﬂ(ﬂTD)Vaa/—ﬂu

0<,8<o/ o<p<La’
+Z > ( ) (B"VANOY PO+ ( ) (Z" VD)oY ~Fu
j=00<B8<a’ 0<p<a’

As u and dyu are contained in C(7, H™~'(R%)), Lemma 2] implies that fo is an
element of L%(Q). It follows
R i[Tg(ﬂTVAj) M.]0;T50% u + [T5(iT VD), M.|T50% u
=0
+ [T5(5" Ao), M)V T58,0% u + [T5(i" D), MV T50 u + 8% M. Ts5(i"V f)
— M.Tsfor — 23: 0% M. Ts(ji" A;V,u)

Jj=1

3
= A% = 0% M.Ty (" A;VOu).

j=1

Equations (@I3), (II4), (£I17) and (ZI8) also yield that
3 3
d,e Ad,e d,e d,e o 10,e R,e d,e d,e
Z (Akk’A(k+3)k7A(k+6)k7A(k+9)k) - Z (Akk’A k+3)k’ A (k+6)k> A (k+9)k )
k=1 k=1
By means of (4], we arrive at the core identity

3

DiV5 E(;MST(;&O‘/u = Z (Aif, A5 c

d,e
(k+3) k’A
k=1

k+6)k> A5k€+9 ) (5.5)
Starting from its counterpart (4.7) in [25], the rest of the reasoning is now the same
as in the proof of Lemma 4.1 in this paper. One uses that M, _T50° u solves the initial
value problem (L6 with differential operator Ls, inhomogeneity LsM.T50% v and
initial value M Tsug. In these data and in (5.5]), one can pass to the limit in L? as
¢ — 0 employing estimates for the commutators of the mollifier and the coefficients.
The estimate ([@Z) from Proposition B3 then allows to bound V750 u in Go(Q),
uniformly in 6 > 0, see (4.15) in [25]. One can then let § — 0 obtaining the result.
We omit the details. (]

Replacing estimate (A7) from Proposition by inequality (£9) in the above
proof, one derives the following variant of Lemma 5.1 cf. Corollary 4.2 in [25].
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Corollary 5.2. Let n > 0, m € N, and m = max{m,3}. Take coefficients Ay €
F2P (), A, Az € F;BCOQH(R?F), Az = AP, and D € FP(Q). Choose data f €
H™(Q) and ug € H™(R3). Let u be a solution of the initial value problem (EG)
with these coefficients and data. Assume that u belongs to ﬂ;il CI(J,H™ I (R3)).

Take k € {1,...,m} and a multi-index o € N§ with |a] = m, ag = 0, and
as = k. Suppose that 0Pu is contained in L*() for all B € N§ with |3] = m and
B3 < k—1. Then 8%u is an element of L*(Q2).

Based on Lemma [5.] and Corollary (5.2 the regularization arguments in tan-
gential and time direction are analogous to the proofs of Lemma 4.4 and 4.5 in
[25]. One first studies the solution u mollified in (x1,22). The regularized solu-
tion wu. satisfies the Maxwell system with modified data (as in (4.20) of [25]). It
then crucially enters into the bound of u in a family of weighted tangential Sobolev
norms, taken from Section 1.7 and Section 2.4 in [I3]. The a priori estimate from
Lemma [T allows us to control u. in Gg. It is then possible to take the limit ¢ — 0.
The results from [I3] require smooth coefficients so that temporarily we have to
assume this extra regularity.

In the time direction one looks at the problem solved by the time derivative v
of u, cf. (4.32) in [25]. Integration with respect to time yields a function which
coincides with u, implying the required time regularity. Here the compatibility
conditions are needed. In these arguments the new features of the problem (1]
do not play a role and one can follow the lines of the proofs of [25]. We thus only
state the results.

Lemma 5.3. Let n > 0, m € N, and m = max{m,3}. Take coefficients Ay €
F (), A, As € FY ooq(RY), Az = ;C),O,_D € FP(Q) and B = B°. We further
assume that these coefficients belong to C> (). Let u be the weak solution of (@)
with data f € H{(Q), g € Eyn(J x ORY), and ug € HZ(R3). Suppose that u
belongs to (-, CI(J,H™ I (R3)). Pick a multi-index o € N§ with |a| = m and

ap = ag =0. Then 0%u is an element of C(J, L*(RY)).

Lemma 5.4. Let n > 0. Take coefficients Ay € F5'(Q), A1, A2 € F3% ¢(R3),
Az = AP, D € F5P(Q), and B = B®. Choose data ug € H'(R%), g € Ey(JxIR3),
and f € HY(Q)). Assume that the tuple (0, Ao,...,As,D, B, f,g,uo) fulfills the
compatibility conditions (ZB) on G = R of order 1. Let u € C(J, L*(R3)) be the
weak solution of 1) with data f, g, and ug. Assume that u € C*(J', L*(R3))
implies u € G1(J' x R3) for every open interval J' C J. Then u belongs to G1(£2).

To iterate the previous result, we need a relation between the operators S,
of different order stated in the next lemma. It follows from a straightforward
computation based on definition (Z4) of S,, , as in Lemma 4.8 of [23].

Lemma 5.5. Let n > 0, m € N and m = max{m,3}. Take coefficients Ay €

Fr:f;x{erl,B},n(Q) with 0y Ag € F:;LP(Q), A, As € F;I;x{mqt_l,B},cocH(Ri)’ Az = ~§o7
D e F;}?ax{m+1 3}(9), and B = B. Choose data ty € J, ug € H™(R3), g €

Epi1(J x ORY), and f € H™(Q). Assume that u € G, () solves @) with
initial time to. Set u1 = Spm+1.1(t0, Ao, - .., As, D, fyuo) and f1 = 0 f — O Du. Let
pe€{0,...,m—1}. We then obtain

Sm.p(to, Ao, ..., Az, 0¢ A0 + D, f1,u1) = Smi1,pri(to, Ao, . .., As, D, f, u).
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Combining the above results with an iteration argument, we derive the desired
regularity of the solution w provided the coefficients are smooth.

Proposition 5.6. Let n > 0, m € N, and m = max{m,3}. Take coefficients
AO € F;Sn(ﬂ) with atAO € F;ix{m—l,S} (Q) ’ A17A2 € Fr;fjcocff(Ri)f "43 = ~§07
D € FP(Q), and B = B. Assume that these coefficients are contained in C>(f2).
Choose data f € H™(Y), g € Enn(J x ORY), and ug € H™(R3) such that the tuple
(0, Ao, ..., A3, D, B, f,g,uo) satisfies the compatibility conditions [26) on G = R3.
of order m. Let u be the weak solution of @Il Then u belongs to Gy, (£2).

Proof. Lemma [5.4] Lemma [5.3] and Lemma [5.7] show the assertion for m = 1. Let
the claim be true for some m € N and let the assumptions be fulfilled for m + 1.
The weak solution u of ([@I]) hence belongs to G,,,(2), and Oyu satisfies

Lo,v =0 f —0Du =: fi, xERi, teJ;
Bv = 04, xe@Ri, teJ;
U(O):Sm-‘rl,l(OuAOu'"7A37D7f7u0) =iuy, J;ERi,

where we write Ly, for L£(Ao,...,As,0tAg + D). The initial field u; belongs to
H™(R3) by Lemma 23] the inhomogeneity f; to H™(2) by Lemma 21} and 9,9
to By, (J x OR3). The coefficients satisfy the conditions of Lemma [5.5 and 9;.4q +
D is an element of FP(Q) N C>*(Q). Lemma thus shows the compatibility
conditions (Z6]) of order m for the tuple (0, Ay, ..., As, Ao + D, f1,0tg,u1). By
the induction hypothesis, the function 9;u is contained in G,,(2), so that u belongs
to ﬂ;n:tl CI(J,H™T'7J(R%)). Lemma (3 and Lemma [E1] then imply that the
solution u is an element of Gy, +1(Q). O

It remains to remove the extra regularity assumptions. Lemma provides
suitable approximations of the given coeflicients. However, after this procedure the
compatibility conditions can be violated. To overcome this difficulty, we modify the
initial fields appropriately in Lemma 5.8l The proof of this result is based on the
next fact which again relies on the algebraic structure of the coefficient matrices.

Lemma 5.7. Letn > 0, p € Ng, and m,k € N withm >3 and k < m — 1. Take
Ay € Frui2,(Q) and A3 = A, Choose v > 0 such that ||A0(O)||F2L71(R3+) <r.
Take an approzimating family { Ao c}teso provided by Lemmal22. Let vy be maps
in HF(R3)'2 for e > 0. Then there exists a number o > 0, a constant C = C(n,r),
and a family of functions {vpc}tocecs, in H*(RY)™? such that

A3 (Ao,e(0) 7 A3)Pvpe = Asvoe and upellmrge) < Cllvoell e s
for all e € (0,e9).
Proof. T) By Lemma [22] there is a number gy > 0 such that

MA0,e(0)llpo,_, w3y < 2r (5.6)
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for all € € (0,e0). Let € € (0,e0). We introduce the invertible matrices

0 0 0 0 10
0 0 0 -1 0 0
o 0o 1 0 00 (@ 0
@=1o -1 0 0 00 and Q‘(o —Q)
1 0 0 0 00
0 0 0 0 01

and note that
Jo1 O 0 0

1 0 0
A3Q = APQ = 0 T 0 0 ere Ju=[0 1 0
0 0 Jy O 00 0
0 0 0 Ju
Since Ao, > 7, also the matrix
Aoezs  Aoess Aoz Aoesiz
. — »AO,E;G,B AO,E;G,G »AO,E;G,Q A0,5;6,12
‘ »AO,E;Q,B AO,E;Q,G »AO,E;Q,Q A0,5;9,12
Aoei23 Aoeize Aoeizo Aoeiziz
satisfies ©. > n on . In particular, ©. has an inverse with
”96_1(0)HF3L71(R1) < C(n,r) for all € € (0,¢ep). (5.7)

IT) Let wy € H” (Ri)u. We can define scalar functions hy ¢, ..., hqse by

(M- s hae) = —07(0) (Ao, (0)wo)(3,6,9,12)

where we write ((3,6,0,12) = ({3, (6, Co, C12) for any vector ¢ € R'?. Lemma [2T] and
the inequalities (5.6) and (B.7)) imply that

[(h1es s hae)ll ey < Clnyr)llwoll prers )- (5.8)
We next set
We = Qe, We = _./40)5 (0) (wo + hi,ce3 4+ haces + ha e + h47€€12). (5.9)
Lemma 2] (5.6), and (58] again provide a constant C(n,r) such that
[[de || e sy < Cn, ) lwo ll e r ) (5.10)
Observe that
(We)(3,6,9,12) = (—Ao,c(0)wo)3,6,9,12) — Oc(0)(h1,e,- .-, hae) =0,
and hence A3 Q. = w.. We thus compute
Az(= Ao - (0) P Az)b. = Az(—Ap.(0)" )b, = Azwg (5.11)

using (£9) and ker A3 = span{es, eg, €9, €12}

III) To show the assertion of the lemma, we proceed inductively. We claim
that for all p € No, € € (0,&¢), and w € H¥(R3)!? there is a function w, . (w) in
H*(R3)'? and a constant C, = Cy,(n,7) such that

AB(_AO,E(O)ilAS)pw;D,E(w) = Asw, (5.12)
o)t e < Cololzn e (513)
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We can simply set wg (w) = w. Let the claim be true for a number p € Ny. Fix
e € (0,e0) and w € H*(R3)'2. Step II) applied with wy = w yields a function
Wy € HF(R3)!? satisfying

Ag(—Ao7€(0)_lA3)ﬁ}p,g = Asw and ||’l;)p7€||Hk(R3+) < C(n, T)||w||Hk(R3+). (5.14)

We now define wp41,.(w) = wp(Wp,) for each € € (0,69). The map wpi1.(w)
then is contained in H*(R3)'?, and we compute

Az (= Ao, (0) " As)P T wpir e (w) = As(— Ao, (0) ) As(—Ao,(0) " As)Pawp o (W)
= AS(_AO75(0)71)A31DP75 = Asw,

where we employed the induction hypothesis (£.12)) and (GI4). Combining (513)
with (B.I0)), we further obtain

lewpr.c ()l are sy = e (@) e asy < Collpelliecas ) < Cllwll e s

where C' = C(n,r). The claim now follows by induction.
We obtain the assertion of the lemma by setting v, . = wp.(vo,e)- 0

Lemma 5.8. Let n > 0, m € N, and m = max{m,3}. Take coefficients
Ao € FP(Q), A1, Ay € FiP  o(R3), A3 = AP, D € FP(Q), and B = B*.
Choose data f € H™(Y), g € Ep(J x ORY), and ug € H™(R?) which fulfill the
compatibility conditions ([26) on G = Ri of order m in to € J. Let {A;c}eso0
and {D:}es0 be the families of functions provided by Lemma for A; and D
respectively for i € {0,1,2}. Then there exists a number e9 > 0 and a fam-
ily {uoctocecs, in H™(RY) such that the compatibility conditions for the tuple
(to, Aoes Are, A2.e, A3, De, B, f,g,u0,e) of order m are satisfied and ug e tends to
ug in H™(RY) as e — 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality we assume tg = 0. We set ug . = uo + h. and look
for functions he € H™(RY) with he — 0 in H™(R3) such that the compatibility
conditions are fulfilled. Since B = MAj3 for a constant matrix M = M by (313),
it suffices to find h. with

ABSm,p(OvAO,E; Al,s; A2,€7A35 DE) fa ug + hE) = A3SM,p(07A07 v 7A37D5 fa ’U,())

for all0 < p < m—1on dR3.. Using Lemma 5.7 one can now repeat steps I) and IT)
of the proof of Lemma 4.8 of [25] in which the structure arising from the interface
problem does not play a role. We thus omit the details. O

We can now deduce the differentiability theorem by applying Proposition to
the solutions of the approximating initial boundary value problems with coefficients
and data from Lemma [5.8 Compared to [25], again the specific structure of our
problem does not enter the reasoning, and thus we do not give a proof and refer to
Theorem 4.10 of [25] for the details.

Theorem 5.9. Let n > 0, m € N, and m = max{m,3}. Take coefficients Ay €
F(Q), A, Az € FY L g(RE), Az = A, D € FP(Q), and B = B*. Choose
data f € H™(Q), g € En(J x ORY), and up € H™(RY) such that the tuple
(0, Ag, ..., A3, D, B, f,g,ug) satisfies the compatibility conditions [2.6) on G = R3.
of order m. Then the weak solution w of [@I) belongs to G, ().
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Remark 5.10. Recall that Theorem Bl is valid for coefficients Ay and D which
have merely a limit as |(¢,2)] — oco. Also all intermediate results extend to such
coefficients. In particular, Proposition [4.3] Theorem 4] and Theorem are still
true if Ag and D only have a limit as |(¢,z)| — oo, cf. the proof of Theorem 4.13
in [23].

6. LOCAL EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF THE NONLINEAR SYSTEM

In this section we prove existence and uniqueness of a solution of (7)) by a
fixed point argument based on the a priori estimates and the regularity theory
from Sections ] and [ for the corresponding linear problem. We define a solution
of (L7) to be a function u belonging to ()}, CI(I,H™I(G)) with imuy C Uy for
all t € I and satisfying (7). Here [ is an interval with ¢ty € I. We further allow
more general functions ¢ than arising from the model ([[3)). The specific structure
of the interface conditions does not enter very much in the proofs from now on. For
this reason we can be more brief in this part of the paper and often refer the reader
to the article [24], where the initial boundary value problem was treated in detail.
We first introduce the spaces

ML™™M(G Ux) (6.1)
—{0: (G4 x Up) U (G x U_) = R™" with 0. € C™ (G x Us, R™™) and
sup |0%0(z,y)| < oo for all a € Nj with |a] < m and Uz, € Uz},

(@,y)EG+ XU+ 1
ML (G UL) = {0 € ML™"(G, Uy ): There exists 1 > 0 with 6 = 07 >n
on Gy x Ui}

for our nonlinearities. Here 6, and 6_ denote the restrictions of 6 to G4 x U,
respectively G_ x U_. Moreover, by writing G4+ x Uy we address the two sets
G4+ XUy and G- x U_. Actually, we only need the dimensions n =1 or n = 6.

We often have to control compositions 6(v) in higher regularity in terms of v.
In Lemma 2.1 and Corollary 2.2 of [24] the necessary formulas and estimates have
been provided for functions defined on a single domain. Our interface case can then
be treated by applying these facts to the subsets G separately. Since the proofs
below are only sketched, we do not repeat the modified versions of these rather
lengthy auxiliary results.

As in the linear case discussed in Section [2] regular solutions of (7)) have to
satisfy compatibility conditions. To express them, we first introduce the operators
that give the initial values of the time differentiated version of ([I7), cf. (Z4)).

Definition 6.1. Let J C R be an open interval, m € N, y € MEZHG(G,L{i), and
o€ ML™S(G,UL). We inductively define the operators

Sx,o’,G,m,p: 7 % Hmax{m,3}(J % G) % Hmax{m,2}(G7u) N Hm—p(G)
by Sy.,0,G,m,0,+ (to, [+, 0,+) = uo,+ and

Sx,a’,G,m,p,:t(t()vf:tvuO,:t) (62)
3

= xx(uo,+) " (55_1fi(to) = AL, Sy 0.Gimp—1.+(to, fi, t0.+)

Jj=1
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p—1
p—1
-3 < I >M{7i(t07fiaUO,i)SX,a,G,m,p—l,i(tmfiaUO,i)
=1
p—1 p—1
-3 ( / >M57i(toafi,uo,i)sx,a,G,m,p—l—z,i(to, fi,uo,i)>7
1=0

6

M= > > > C(p,0,0,0),7,-.,75)

1<G<p 41,y €NG\{O} U1, 05=1
>= 7vi=(p,0,0,0)

J
(Oy,, -+ Oy, O =) (uo,+) 11 Sxo.com ),z (tos fwo0.+), (6.3)
i=1
for 1 < p<m, k € {1,2}, where 61 = x, 62 = o, Mgi = o4 (ug,x), and C is a
combinatorical constant, cf. Lemma 2.1 and (2.8) of [24]. By H™>{m:2} (G, U) we
mean those functions ug € H™>{™2HG) with imug + C U .

Lemma 2.4 of [24] shows that the operators Sy o ¢ m,p indeed map into H™ 7 (G)
and it provides corresponding estimates. (One applies it to the subsets G sepa-
rately.) Using Lemma 2.1 of [24], we can differentiate (I7) p-times and obtain

O u(to) = Sy,o.c.m,p(to, frug) for all p € {0,...,m} (6.4)

if u € G (J x G) is a solution of (1) with data f € H™(J x G), up € H™(G), and
g € E,,(J x X). Proceeding similarly with the interface and boundary condition,
equation (6.4]) leads to the identities

Bst,a,G,m,p(t(Ju fu uO) = 659@0) on Eu (65)
By Sy.0,cm,p(to, f,ug) =0 on 0G for all pe{0,...,m—1},

which are necessary for the existence of a G,,(J x G)-solution of (7). We say
that the data tuple (x, o, to, By, Bag, f, g, uo) fulfills the compatibility conditions of
order m if imug + C Uy and the equations (63 are true.

Remark 6.2. Analogously to Remark 1.2 in [25], the linear theory allows for coef-
ficients in W1°°(J x G) whose derivatives up to order m on G4 are contained in
L%°(J,L?(G4)) + L>=(J x G4). In view of Lemma 2.1 in [24], we can thus apply
the linear theory with coefficients y (@) and o(@) and @ € G (J x G). However, the
part of the derivatives in L>(J x G) is easier to treat so that we concentrated on
coefficients from F,,,(J x G) in Sections @ and Bl The same is true for the nonlinear
problem. In the proofs we will thus assume without loss of generality that x and o
from ML™%(G,Us) have decaying space derivatives as |z| — co. More precisely,
for all multiindices o € N§ with ay = ... = ag = 0 and 1 < |a|] < m, R > 0,
Ui+ €Uy, and v € L*°(J, L*(G)) with imvy C Uy + and ||[v|| g 22(q)) < R we
require

(0%x+)(vs), (0%0+)(va) € L=(J, L*(Gx)),
1(0%x£) (L)l Lo (s, L2(Gr)) + (0% L) ()|l Lo (s, 22(01)) < C, (6.6)

where C = C(x,0,m, R,U; +). With this assumption we obtain from Lemma 2.1
in [24] that x(@) and o(@) belong to Fp,(J x G).

Finally, we note that for unbounded G the above considerations are unnecessary
since then L*(G+) + L>®(G+) = L?(G4).
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The next lemma relates the maps Sy, 5., m,p to their linear counterparts in (2.4]).

Lemma 6.3. Let J C R be an open interval, tg € J, and m € N with m > 3. Take
X € MEZEG(G,Z/{i) and 0 € ML™%(G,U). Choose data f € H™(J x G) and
ug € H™(GQ) with imug 4 CUx. Let r > 0. Assume that f and ug satisfy

uollzm(ay <, o RAX 107 f (to)lggm—i-1(qy <7,

1fllgm—srxa) <70 [[fllagmaxey <7

(1) Let @ € G (J x G) with dPi(ty) = Sy.0.c.mp(to, fruo) for 0 < p < m — 1.

Then @ fulfills the equations
SG,m,p(t07 X(a)a (1:07 507 gou U(ﬁ/)a f7 UO) = Sx,a,G,m,p(t07 fu UO) (67)

for allp € {0,...,m}.

(2) There is a constant C(x,o,m,r,Ur+) > 0 and a function u in Gy, (J x G)
realizing the initial conditions

afu(tO) = Sx,U,G,m,p(t()a f7 UO)

for all p € {0,...,m} and it is bounded by

m—1

lullg,,(7xa) < C(X,U,mmul,i)( > 0] (o) lpm—i-1 () + IIUOllwn(G))-
7=0

Here Uy + denote compact subsets of Uy with imug + CU; +.
Proof. Assertion (1) can be shown by induction using the definitions of the opera-
tors Sg.m,p in (Z4) and of Sy 5.G,m,p in (62), as well as Lemma 2.1 in [24].

Since Sy,s,c,m.p(to, f,uo) belongs to H™P(G) for all p € {0,...,m}, an exten-
sion theorem (see e.g. Lemma 2.34 in [23] applied on G and G_ separately) yields
the existence of a function u in G,,,(J x G) with d7u(to) = Sy,0.G.m,p(to, f>uo) and

lullg,.7xc) < C Y 1Sy.o.cmp(to, f,u0)llm—s(c)

p=0
for all p € {0,...,m}. Lemma 2.4 of [24] then implies assertion (2). O

We introduce slightly strengthened assumptions on our material laws x and o
to guarantee that x (@) and o (@) converge at infinity, as required in Theorem Bl

ML™™Y (G U ) = {0 € ML™™(G,Uzx): A € R™™ such that for all
(zr, yr)n € (G x U)N with |2y| — oo and yp — 0 :
O(zk,yr) > A as k — oo},
ME;ndn,CV(G7ui) = MLZEH(GJ/{:‘:) N Mﬁm’n’cv(G,Uﬂ:).
The space ML™™(G,Uy) coincides with ML™"(G, U4 ) in (€T)) if G is bounded.

The next result provides the uniqueness of solutions of (7). Its proof is an
obvious modification of Lemma 7.1 in [24] and therefore omitted.

Lemma 6.4. Let to € R,T > 0, J = (to,to + 1), and m € N with m > 3.
Take material laws x € MEZZ{G’CV(G,L&) and 0 € ML™%(G,Uy). Choose data
feH™(JxG), g€ En(JxX), and ug € H™(G). Let ur and ug be two solutions
in Gm(J x G) of (L) with initial time to. Then uy = us.
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We now show the basic local existence theorem for (7)) by a contraction ar-
gument. To close the argument, one has to take great care of the constants. In
particular, the structure of the a priori estimate in Theorem [B]is crucial here.

Theorem 6.5. Let to € R, T > 0, J = (to,to +T), and m € N with m > 3.
Take x € MEZHG’CV(G,Mi) and 0 € ML™%(G,Us). Let Bs, and Bpg be given
by [LO). Choose data f € H™(J X G), g € En(J x %), and ug € H™(G) with
imug+ C Uy such that the tuple (x,o,to, By, Bag, f,g,uo) fulfills the nonlinear
compatibility conditions [0 of order m. Pick a radius r > 0 satisfying

m—1
D07 (t0)Fem-1-5 () + 911, sy + [woll3m(@) + 1 Fimsxay < 720 (6.8)
j=0

Take a number k > 0 with
dist({uo,+(z): © € G}, 0Uy) > k.

Then there exists a time 7 = 7(x,0,m,T,r,k) > 0 such that the nonlinear initial
boundary value problem (1) with data f, g, and ug has a unique solution u on
[to, to + 7] which belongs to G (J; x G), where J; = (to,to + 7).

Proof. Without loss of generality we assume ¢y = 0 and that (€.0) holds true for x
and o, cf. Remark[6:2l Let 7 € (0,7]. We set J, = (0,7) and

Up+ ={y € Uy dist(y,0Us) > K} N Egcsobr(()), (6.9)

where Cgop, is the norm of the Sobolev embedding H?(G) — L>°(G). The sets Uy, +
are compact and contain imug +.
Let R > 0. As in step I of the proof of Theorem 3.3 in [24] one checks that

Br(Jr) = A{v € Gu(Jr X G): |[vllg,.(s, xc) < R, lv — ol (s, xc) < £/2,
v(0) = Sy.0.c.m.;(0, f,ug) for 0 < j <m —1}

is a complete metric space when endowed with d(vi,vs) = [|v1 —v2|lg,. (1, xa)- It
is non-empty thanks to Lemma [6.3] and the choice of R and 7 below.

Let 4 € Br(J;). We have x > n for some 7 > 0. The map x(@) is contained
in 7Y, (Jr x G) and o(@) in F5Y(J; x G) by Lemma 2.1 in [24], Remark [6.2]
and Sobolev’s embedding. Lemma and the assumptions imply that the tuple
(to, x (@), AS°, AS°, AS°, o (@), By, Baa, f, 9, uo) fulfills the linear compatibility con-
ditions ([2.6]). Theorem Bl then yields a solution u € G,,(J; x G) of the linear
sytem ([9) with differential operator L(x (), AS°, AS°, AS°,o(i)) and data f, g,
and ug. In this way one defines a mapping ®: @ — u from Bgr(J;) to G, (J; x G).
We are now looking for a radius R > 0 and a (small) time 7 > 0 such that ® leaves
invariant Br(J;).

For this purpose take numbers 7 € (0, 7] and R > (g3(x, 0, m, 7, Uy +)(m + 1)r
which will be fixed below. Let @ € Br(J,). Lemma 2.4 in [24] and (68)) imply that

||SX;G'7G77TL;P(O7 f’ uo)”Hm’p(G) < 02.4,[24] (X7 o, m,r, uﬁi,i) (610)
for all p € {0,...,m} and a constant C5 4 pg;. From Lemma 2.1 of [24] we infer
Ix(@)O)[| 70 _ (), lo(@)(O)l[ 7o _ (@) < Cox,pa (X, 0,m, 7, Uy +),

using (6.8) and x(@)(0) = x(up), for instance. Note that im ¢4 is contained in the
compact set

uﬁ,:l: - uﬁ,:l: + E(O; ’1/2) g u:t
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as @ € Bg(J;). Lemma 2.1 in [24] and estimate (6I0) lead to the bounds
19 (@) (0) l3m-1-1(c) < Con oy (X 1 Une 1) (1 + Jax 105(0) [[3gm—#-1(c)™ "

m—1

= O 06 M, Un ) (1 + mX [|Sx.0.6.m 1 (0, f w0) l3em-2-1()

S CQ.L[24J (X7 maun,i)(l + CQ.4,[24J (X7 o,m,T, uﬁ,i))m_lu
(|00 () (0)||2gm-1-1(cy < Co1, (0, M, Use ) (1 + Coa oy (x, 0,0, 7, Upe 1))
forall I € {1,...,m — 1}. We thus find a radius ro = ro(x, o, m,r, k) such that

ma{x(@)(0)lLro_(cy»,max_ 10 (@)O)lsen-t-16)} < 7o,

1<I<
max{(lo (@O, (s, max_ [0}r(@)(0)sen-1-1(@)} < 1o

Since @ belongs to Br(J;), Lemma 2.1 in [24] yields the inequality
Ix(@)| 7, sxc) lo @ F,.(1xc) < Conpm (X, o, m,Us +)(1+ R)™
Hence, there is a radius Ry = R1(x, 0, m, R, k) with
Ix(@) 7. ixe) <R1 and  ||o(d)|| 7, (7xq) < R
We next define the constant C, o = Cy, 0(x, o,m, k) by

Cro(X, 0,7, K) q?ﬂlmo ), ro(x, 0, m, 1, K)),

where (3], o denotes the constant Cy, o from Theorem B The radius R =
R(x,0,m,r, k) for Bg(J;) is now fixed as

R= max{ 6 Crmo(x, 0,7, 6) 1, Ggg(X, 05 m, 7, U 1) (m 4 1) + 1}. (6.11)
We further introduce the constants
Y = Ym (X, 0, T, 7, K) 2= Fq,m (X ) Ri(x,0,m, R(x,0,m,r,k),k),T),
Cm = Cn(x,0,T,1) == g1, (n(X), R1(x; 0,m, R(x,0,m, 7, k), k), T),
where yg7],, and Cmm are the correspondlng constants from Theorem B.Il Let

Ca.2,122)(0,m, R,Z;{,@yi) be the constant that arises when applying Corollary 2.2 of

[24] to the components of § € ML™5(G,Us). We now define the parameter v =
v(x,0,m,T,r, k) and the time step 7 = 7(x, 0, m, T,r, k) by

~v = max {*ym, C,;}OC'm},
7 = min {T, (2v + mqfﬂll)il log2, C;, Cho, (2CsonR) ™,
[82R%Con0 C3(C3 0,2 (s s Ry U) + C gy (0m, R U] T |, (6.12)

where C'p denotes the constant from Lemma 2.1

>From now on the reasoning follows the lines of steps III)-V) of the proof of
Theorem 3.3 in [24]. The above choice of constants and the linear results of our
paper imply that ® is a strict contraction on Br(J;) which yields the assertion. O

Remark 6.6. Using time reversion and adapting coefficients and data accordingly,
we can transfer the result of Theorem to the negative time direction, cf. Re-
mark 7.12 in [23].
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We assume that the conditions of Theorem [6.5] are valid and that the functions
f and g belong to the spaces H™((—=T,T) x G) respectively E,,((—=T,T) x %), for
all T'> 0. We now define the mazimal existence times by

Ty (m,to, f,g,up) = sup{T > to: IGy,-solution of (IL.7) on [to, 7]},
T_(m,to, f,g,u0) = inf{7 < to: I Gp,-solution of ([T on [r,%o]}.

The interval (T—(m,to, f, g,u0), T (m, to, f,g,u0)) =t Lmaz(m,to, f, g, up) is called
the mazimal interval of existence. These notions are modified in a straightforward
way if the inhomogeneities are given on an open interval J C R with ¢y € J. By
standard methods we can extend the solution given by Theorem [6.5and Remark[6.6]
to a mazimal solution u € (Vo C? (Imaz, ™7 (G)) of (LI) on Iyae which cannot
be extended beyond this interval. More precisely, we obtain the following basic
blow-up criterion, cf. Lemma 4.1 of [24].

(6.13)

Proposition 6.7. Let to € R and m € N with m > 3. Take x € ME%G’CV(G,UJE)
and 0 € ML™%(G,Uy). Choose data f € H™((—T,T) x G), g € Ep((=T,T) x
%), and ug € H™(G) for all T > 0 and define By, and By as in ([LG). Assume
that the tuple (x,o,to, Bs, Bag, f,9,u0) fulfills the compatibility conditions (G.H)
of order m. Let u be the mazimal solution of (L) on Lyna. introduced above. If
T =Ty (m,to, f,g,u0) < 0o, then one of the following blow-up properties

(1) liminf, ~7, dist({u4(t,2): @ € G4}, 0Uy) =0 or correspondingly for u_,

(2) limy o, [[u(t)|lm ey = o0

occurs. The analogous result is true for T—(m,to, f, g, uo).

7. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS

The blow-up criterion in Proposition [6.7] can be improved. By Theorem [7.3] if
T, < oo (and the solution does not come arbitrarily close to OU5 or OU_), then the
spatial Lipschitz norm of the solution has to blow up as t — T, see Theorem [T.3]
below. Similar blow-up criteria have been established for several quasilinear hyper-
bolic systems both on the full space and on domains, see e.g. [4 5 17, 18]. For
this improvement over the H™(G)-norm, one has to exploit that a solution w of
the nonlinear problem (7)) solves the linear problem (L9) with coefficients x(u)
and o(u), and then use Moser-type estimates. Lemma 4.2 from [24] provides a
version of these estimates suited to our setting in which we admit space dependent
nonlinearities. We can apply this lemma to the subdomains G+ separately.

The next proposition is the main step towards the improved blow-up condtion.
In its proof one differentiates (7)) and applies the basic L2-estimate (£2) to the
derivative of u. For the tangential and time derivatives, the Moser-type estimates
allow us to treat the arising inhomogeneities in such a way that the Gronwall lemma
yields the desired estimate. In order to bound the normal derivatives of u, we have
to combine the above approach with Proposition [£.3] Once more the reasoning is
parallel to that in [24], making use of the linear results of the present paper. For
details we thus refer to the proof of Proposition 4.4 in [24].

Proposition 7.1. Let m € N with m > 3 and tg € R. Take nonlinearities
X € MEQEG’CV(G,L&) and 0 € ML™5(G,Ux). Let By and Bag be defined as
in (LH). Choose dataug € H™(G), g € En((—=T,T)xX), and f € H™((—-T,T)xQG)
for all T > 0 such that the tuple (x,o,to, Bs, Baa, [, 9, uo) fulfills the compatibil-
ity conditions ([3) of order m. Let u denote the maximal solution of (L) on
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(T_,T4). We introduce the quantity

w(T) = sup [u(t)[wr.(q)
te(to,T)

for every T € (to,T+). We further take r > 0 with

m—1

D N F(to)llaem—s-1(@) 9 Bo(to.15) x5 F 0l 2m ) + | Fllam (0.7 x 6y < 7

§=0
We set T* =T, if T4 < oo and take any T* > to if T4+ = co. Let wg > 0 and let
Uy, + be compact subsets of Ux .

Then there exists a constant C = C(x, o, m,r,wo,Us +,T* —to) such that

m—1

[ullZ,. (0,7 x ) < O( Z ”azf(tO)Hg—Lm*l*j(G) + luoll3may + N91E,, (0.1 %)
§=0

+ ||f||§—£m((to,T)><G))

for all times T € (to, T*) which have the property that w(T) < wo and imuy () C
Uy 1 for allt € [to,T). The analogous result is true on (T—, o).

The main missing part of the final local wellposedness theorem is the continuous
dependence on initial data. Here a loss of derivatives occurs since the difference
of two solutions satisfies an equation with a less regular right-hand side. The next
lemma shows the core fact in this context. It improves the convergence of solutions
uy, by one level of regularity, assuming uniform bounds of u, and convergence of
the data in the higher norm. In the proof one uses that derivatives of the solutions
satisfy a system with modified forcing terms. These problems are then splitted in
one with fixed inhomogeneities (arising from the limit data) and one with right-hand
sides tending to 0 (up to to an error term treated in a Gronwall argument). Such
techniques were developed for the full space (see e.g. [4]). We combine this approach
with our linear results to prevent a loss of normal regularity at the characteristic
boundary. Here again the structure of Maxwell’s equations is crucially used. The
proof is a combination of that of Lemma 5.2 in [24] with the theorems of the previous
sections. It is thus omitted.

Lemma 7.2. Let J' C R be an open and bounded interval, to € J', and m € N with
m > 3. Take functions x € MEZEG’CV(G,L&) and 0 € ML™%(G,Uy). Let Bs
and Bag be defined by ([L8). Choose data fr, f € H™(J' X G), gn,g € En(J x %),
and g n,uo € H™(G) for all n € N with

luo,n — vollmmcy — 0, lgn = 9llE,, (3 xz) — 0, | fu = fllamrxay — 0,

asn — 0o. We further assume that the system (L) with data (to, fn, Gn,%o,n) and
(to, f, g,u0) has G (J' X G)-solutions u, and u for alln € N, that there are compact
subsets Z/Nlli of Ur with imuy (t) C Z;Il,i for all t € J', that (un)n is bounded in
Gm(J' x GQ), and that (up), converges to u in Gp—1(J' X G). Then the functions
up tend to u in Gy, (J' X G).

Finally, we can prove the full local wellposedness theorem. In the following we
will write By (z,r) for the ball of radius r around a point « from a metric space M.
For times ty < T we further define the data space

My o.m(to, T) = {(f,§,10) € H™((to,T) X G) X Ep((to, T) x £) x H™(G):
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(x, 0, to, By, Bag, f. 3, lg) is compatible of order m},

and endow it with the metric

d((f1. 1, 70,1), (f2, G2, i0,2))
= max{[|f1 — follsm((to.1)x @) |91 — G2l B (10, 7) x5 10,1 — To0,2]|30m (G }-

Theorem 7.3. Let m € N with m > 3 and fir to € R. Take functions x €
ME;nd’ﬁ’CV(G,L{i) and 0 € ML™%(G,U). Let By, and Bpg be defined by ([L6).
Choose data ug € H™(G), g € En,((=T,T) x %), and f € H™((-T,T) x G) for all
T > 0 such that imug + C Uy and the tuple (x,o,to, Bs, Bag, f, g, uo) fulfills the
compatibility conditions ([G.5]) of order m.

Then the mazimal existence times Ty = Ty (m,to, f,g,u0) from @I3) do not
depend on k € {3,...,m}. Moreover, the following assertions are true.

(1) There exists a unique maximal solution u of (L) which belongs to the function
space ﬂ;n:O cI (1-,17%), H (G)).

(2) If Ty < oo, then

(a) the restriction uy leaves every compact subset of Ui or u_ leaves every
compact subset of U_, or

(b) limsup, »p, max{||Vui (t)| ey, [Vu-(t)llrec )} = oo.

The analogous result holds for T_.

(8) FixT € (to,T+) and take T’ € (T,T4). Then thereis a number § > 0 such that
for all data (f,g,ao) € Bty (to,7)((f, 9, u0), 6) the mazimal existence time
satisfies T+(m,t0,f,§,ﬂo) > T. We denote by u(-;f,g,ﬂo) the corresponding
maximal solution of (LT). The flow map

v BMX,g,m(to,T’)((fvga’UO)u6) — gm((tovT) X G)7 (f7g7a0) — u('; fugaﬂﬂ)a

is continuous, and there is a constant C = C(x,o,m,r, Ty — to, ko) such that

12 (f1, 1, t0,1) — U(f2, G2, @0,2) |G+ ((t0,7)x )
m—1
< C Y 0] filto) — 0] fato)lsem—s-1c) + Clldr = G2ll Ers (00,7 x5

7=0
+ Clliio,1 — o 2llwm(cy + Cllft = Follam—1(to,1)x @)

for all (f1,§1,70,1), (f2, G2, Ti02) € Bat, oty ((f59,u0),0), where ko =
dist(imwg,+,0Us). The analogous result is true for T_.

Sketch of the proof. We note that in part (3) one may extend f and § to the time
interval R to be in the framework of the previous parts of the theorem. Except for
part (3), the assertions easily follow from Propositions and [Tl In the context
of part (3) we set @ = u(-; f, g, o). If this solution exists on an interval [to, '] with
Gm—norm less than R’, Theorem B.I] and the results of Section 2 in [24] allow us
to bound u — @ in Gp,—1,4((to,t") x G) by analogous norms of the differences of
the data, if y(R') is large enough. We next use a time step 7 as in (612) and a
radius R as in (6.I1) in the proof of Theorem [65, where we have fixed a sufficiently
large radius r > 0 for the data. If 6 > 0 is small enough, this theorem then yields
a solution @ of (7)) in G ((to,t + 7) x G) with norm less or equal R, for data
(f,§,10). Using the bound in G,,_1,((to, ') x G) just mentioned and Lemma [7.2,
we obtain the continuity of the flow map on G,,((to,t+7) X G). Decreasing § > 0 if
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necessary, one can then deduce assertion (3) iteratively. The details are analogous
to the proof of Theorem 5.3 in [24] which only uses different linear results. O

8. APPENDIX
In this appendix we show that the interface conditions for D and B are preserved.

Lemma 8.1. Let tg, T € R with to < T and set J = (to,T). Let (E,H,D, B)
in C(J,HY(G))NCL(J, L*(G)) be a solution of the Mazwell system (LI)) with J €
L2(J,H(div, @) and Jx € L*(J, H(div, X)) satisfying [Exv] = 0 and [H xv] = Jx
on J x 3. Set ps(t) = px,0 — fti(dng Js — [J -v])(s)ds for all t € J.
(1) If [B - vV](tg) =0 on X, then [B-v] =0 on J x X.
(2) If [D - v](to) = —ps,0, then [D-v] = —px on J X X.
Proof. Since 9; B belongs to H(div,G4), these fields have a normal trace in
H~Y2(%) for each t € J. Employing that also curl Ex € H(div, G+), we compute
(OB - V|(t), 0) r-1/2(syx 12 (sy = ([0:B - VI(t), 0) =172 () x 1 /2(3)

= ([~ cwrl E - v|(2), 90>H*1/2(Z)><H1/2(E)

= <— curl E+ (t) -V, (p>H*1/2(E)><H1/2(Z) + <CU.I’1 E_ (t) sV, (p>H*1/2(Z)><H1/2(E)

= —/ diveurl E (t)p dx — / curl EL(t) - Vodr — / diveurl E_(t)p dz

Gy Gy

—/ curl E_(t) - Vo dx

= — EJr (t) - curl Vgﬁ dx + <E+(t> X UV, V<P>H*1/2(E)><H1/2(Z)
G+

— E_ (t) - curl VQD dx + <E_(t) X (—V), VSD>H*1/2(E)><H1/2(E)
G-
=([E x v|(t), Vo) g-1/2(myxm1/2(s) =0
forallt € J and p € C°(G). Since trs H} (G) = HY/?(X), we infer that 0;[B-v] = 0
on J x G. As [B -v|(tg) =0 on X, we arrive at [B-v] =0on J x %.
We proceed as in part (1). Using the assumptions on J, we compute
(O[D - v|(t), @) 172y xrr2(zy = ([0eD - V](t), 0) 1725y x 12 (33)
= ([(cwrl H — J) - V| (¢), 90>H*1/2(E)><H1/2(E)
= —([J -v[t), ) m-12(myxmr/2(s) — ((H X VI(6), Vo) 1725y 172 (3)
= —([J-v[®t), ) u-12myxmrr2s) = (Ts(t), VO) g-1/2(5) /2 ()
for all ¢ € C°(G) and almost all ¢ € J. Since Jy = [H x v|, the boundary
current density Jy is tangent to ¥, i.e., Jy = msJs, where s, = 7wy, denotes the
orthogonal projection on the tangent space at x € . We infer that
(Ist), Vol u-12myxmrrze) = (M s(t), TsVO) g-1/2(5)x m1/2(x)
=(Js(t), Vo) g-2myxuze) = —(dive Is(t), @) m-1/2(5)x11/2(x)
where we refer to Definition 2.2 of Vs, and divy in [7]. We conclude that
(0D - v](t), o) =172 (myx /2 (zy = (divs Ts(t) = [J - v](t), 0) m-1/2(z)xb1/2(3)
for all ¢ € C2°(G) and almost all ¢ € J. Arguing as in[(I) we derive claim (2). O
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