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Abstract

We show that the water waves system is locally wellposed in weighted Sobolev spaces
which allow for interfaces with corners. No symmetry assumptions are required. These
singular points are not rigid: if the initial interface exhibits a corner, it remains a corner but
generically its angle changes. Using a characterization of the asymptotic behavior of the fluid
near a corner that follows from our a priori energy estimates, we show the existence of initial
data in these spaces for which the fluid becomes singular in finite time.

1 Introduction

We consider the motion of an inviscid incompressible irrotational fluid in the plane with a free
boundary. A time-dependent interface

I(t) := {z(a,t) | € R}

separates the plane into two open sets: the water region, which we denote by €(¢), and the vacuum

region, R2\Q(t). The evolution of the fluid is described by the Euler equations,

v+ (v-VIv=—-VP —ges in Qt), (1.1a)
V-v=0 and V*.-0v=0 in Q(t), (1.1b)
(012 —v) - (Baz)t =0 on T(t), (1.1c)

p=0 on T(?). (1.1d)

Here v and p are the water velocity and pressure on (t), e is the second vector of a Cartesian
basis and g > 0 is the acceleration due to gravity. This system of PDEs on R?, which are often
referred to as the water wave equations, can be formulated solely in terms of the interface curve,
z(a, t), and velocity of the fluid on the boundary.

The local wellposedness of the Cauchy problem for water waves was first established by Nalimov

[42], Yoshihara [51] 52] and Craig [22] for small data and and by Wu [48] [49] for arbitrary data
in Sobolev spaces. These results have been extended in various directions, see [14} [37, [35] 20, [53|

(12, [7, 34} 27, [26] [8] 23], 4} [6] 5, [B]. Local wellposedness for initial data in low regularity Sobolev
spaces was proven by Alazard, Burq and Zuily [7 8] and subsequently refined by Hunter, Ifrim

and Tataru [27]. The lowest interface regularity they allow is C3/2.

Additionally, in all these works, a crucial assumption for the wellposedness of the problem in
Sobolev spaces is the Rayleigh—Taylor sign condition, that is, the hypothesis that

-0, P>¢c>0 onT(¢), (1.2)
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where n is the outward unit normal. The motivation for this condition is that, as the fluid is
irrotational, the pressure satisfies the elliptic equation

AP =—|Vu* <0 (1.3)

in the water region with the Dirichlet condition P|p«y = 0, so (L2)) follows from Hopf’s boundary
point lemma when (t) is regular enough to satisfy the interior ball condition. From the point of
view of the energy estimates, d,, P appears directly in the definition of the energy, and the sign of
this function is directly related to the positivity of the energy.

A class of non-C" interfaces which has attracted considerable attention is that of piecewise
smooth interfaces with angled crests. On one hand, the study of this kind of solutions is mo-
tivated by experimental observations and hearkens back the XIX century, when Stokes formally
constructed traveling wave solutions that featured sharp crests with a 120° corner. The existence
of these traveling water waves was not rigorously established until the work of Amick, Fraenkel
and Toland [9] in the 1980s. On the other hand, the precise geometric control on the interface
can be used to mitigate some of the analytic difficulties that appear due to the low regularity
of the data (interface and velocity) and due to the failure of the Rayleigh-Taylor condition. In
the context of the free boundary Euler equations with surface tension, other kinds of singular
interfaces were studied in [16}, [17].

Regarding the Cauchy problem for non-C! interfaces, Kinsey and Wu [29] proved an a priori
estimate for angled crested water waves, which Wu [50] subsequently used to prove local well-
posedness in weighted Sobolev spaces that allow for interfaces with corners and cusps. Agrawal [3]
proved estimates for the time of existence that are uniform as the gravity parameter g — 0. As
showed in [1], the singular solutions constructed in these references are rigid, and in particular the
angle of the corner does not change with time.

In a recent paper [I8], we proved a local wellposedness result in another scale of weighted
Sobolev spaces that allow for interfaces that have corners and cusps, with the property that the
angle of the corner changes with time. Note that at the corners and cusps in [50, [3] [I8], the
Rayleigh—Taylor condition is not satisfied, as 0, P vanishes at those singularities.

A drawback of the vorticity-based approach we used to bypass the rigidity properties detailed
in [I] is that, in order to control the time evolution of the boundary vorticity, we have to consider
solutions of Laplace equation for both the exterior and the interior domain. This is tricky because,
depending on the size of the opening angle of the corner, solutions of Laplace equation can be very
singular even for well-behaved boundary data. To bypass some of these problems, in [I§] we had
to impose fairly strong geometric assumptions, namely that the solutions were invariant under
reflections across both Cartesian axes. A consequence of this is that, in particular, our approach
in [I8] forces us to disregard gravity, as the symmetry across the horizontal axis is not preserved
whenever the gravity constant g is nonzero. This is in contrast to the approach developed to
deal with rigid corners in [29], which is based on mapping the singular water region conformally
to the half-space and controlling the regularity of the interface through weighted norms of the
corresponding conformal map. In particular, only the interior domain (that is, the water region)
plays a role in the estimates.

Our first objective in this paper is to prove the existence of non-rigid interfaces with corners in
the case of water waves without any symmetry assumptions. We adopt the quasilinear reformu-
lation of the problem in terms of interface parametrization and boundary velocity in the style of
[29, 50], while using the weighted energy estimates developed in [I8]. Our result can be informally
stated as follows; a precise statement is presented as Theorem 1] in Section (]

Theorem 1.1. The water wave system (L)) is locally wellposed on a suitable scale of weighted
Sobolev spaces that allows for interfaces with corners, without any symmetry requirements. If the
initial interface exhibits a corner, it still has a corner for later times but generically its angle
changes. Furthermore, a suitable analog of the Rayleigh—Taylor stability condition holds, but the
the gradient of the pressure vanishes at the corner.

A key contribution of our paper is that, as an essential part of the proof of the refined energy
estimates that underlie Theorem[IT] we show that certain time-dependent quantities (v4,v_,b1) €



R x R x C must satisfy the following system of ODEs:

db b2 —i(vy4v_) d ) dv_ .
_1: | 1| € , %:%(ib1621y+), %:%('L’b1€2“/7)- (14)

dt  cos(m+vy —v_)

Geometrically, b; and vy respectively describe the asymptotic behavior of the gradient of the
velocity and the jump in the tangent angle at the corner point, which in particular determine the
opening angle (which we denote by 2v) through the formula 2v =7+ vy —v_.

It is a striking feature of the water wave system that the evolution of these quantities can
be computed by solving an ODE. Roughly speaking, the reason for this is that these quantities
(which should be thought of as time-dependent constants) arise as the quotient between the scale
of Sobolev spaces Hﬁ(m) that we need to use to describe fluids with angled-crested interfaces
and a related scale of Sobolev spaces 5’517(m) on which certain linear operators that appear in
the analysis of water waves with corners are bounded. Proving energy estimates in this setting
requires to control those constants separately, and the fact that the evolution of these constants
is effectively decoupled is due to the structure of solutions to the Laplace equation on domains

with corners with acute angle. Details are given in Lemmas [3.1] and

As a consequence of this fact, we conclude that there are initial data which blow up in finite
time. Indeed, as strongly suggested by the quadratic nonlinearity, there are initial data for which
the ODE system (L4) blows up. The gist of the argument is that there are Cauchy data in
our weighted Sobolev spaces that allow the initial values of the associated quantities (v4,b1) to
be chosen in such a way that the ODE actually blows up, while our degenerate analog of the
Rayleigh—Taylor condition remains bounded away from zero. The result can be informally stated
as follows; a precise version of this result is presented in Theorem Bl

Theorem 1.2. There are initial data in the weighted Sobolev spaces of Theorem [L.Q for which the
water wave system (L) blows up in some finite time Timax. More precisely, for all times in certain
interval [0, Tmax) the solution is in a suitable weighted space and the interface exhibits a corner,
but as t — Thax e€ither the interface self-intersects away from the corner point or the weighted
Sobolev norm of the solution tends to infinity.

A couple of comments are in order. First, the Sobolev spaces in Theorems [[L1] and permit
to prescribe interfaces with an arbitrary number of corners. This number does not change during
the evolution (at least for short times), and there is an ODE system of the form (L4 associated
with each corner. Here we restrict ourselves to the case of just one corner point for the sake of
concreteness. Second, for data in the spaces we consider in this paper, the velocity is of class
C1A up to the boundary inside the water region, for some A > 0. Moreover, by choosing weighted
Sobolev spaces of a sufficiently high order, we can can ensure that the interface and velocity in
the water region are arbitrarily smooth away from the corner. This is particularly relevant in the
context of Theorem

Concerning singularity formation for water waves, it is well known that the equations can
develop splash singularities in finite time [I2]. The two essential features of this scenario of
singularity formation are that the solution remains smooth up to the singular time, and that the
interface intersects itself without pinching the water region [25] 21]. Singularities where one does
not control the regularity of the solution up to the blowup time have been constructed dynamically
by Agrawal [3]. The essence of his argument is that one can take initial data that feature a rigid
cusp and a rigid corner, which move in opposite directions. Using novel uniform estimates, he can
show that either the cusp and the corner collide in finite time or some norm blows up before that.
Therefore, even though the implementation and the estimates required are completely different,
the strategy behind his scenario is somewhat similar to that of the work of Kiselev, Ryzhik, Yao
and Zlatos on singularities for the modified SQG patch equation in the presence of boundaries [30]
and by Coutand for the two-phase vortex sheet problem with surface tension and a solid-fluid
system [19].

Our scenario is based on a different strategy, which in particular works even with just one corner
point on the interface. As mentioned above, the basic idea is that there are initial conditions for
which the ODE system (L)) blows up in finite time. Specifically, there are initial conditions and



some finite Ty > 0 such that |b;(t)] — oo and the corner angle 2v(t) tends to 5 as t — Tp.
Since b1 (¢) is, in complex notation, the limit %(t,z) as z approaches the corner point, it is
not hard to prove that the gradient of the velocity will become unbounded at time T unless
the weighted Sobolev norm blows up or the interface self-intersects away from the corner before
that time. Heuristically, this scenario of singularity formation is based on the fact that harmonic
functions satisfying Neumann boundary conditions on a conical region with angle greater than 3
are typically not C? at the corner point. This is relevant to water waves because the velocity
field v is given by the gradient of a harmonic function precisely of this kind (the so-called velocity
potential), so the C%2-norm of the velocity potential corresponds to the L>-norm of the gradient
of the velocity, Vv. Therefore, intuitively speaking, the geometric idea behind our blowup result
is to exploit that our singularities are not rigid to identify initial data for which the corner angle
goes to % in finite time, which eventually implies that |[Vov| tends to infinity in finite time.

Let us now discuss the organization of the paper. In Section 2] we first rewrite the water wave
system as a system of equations for the parametrization of the interface and for the velocity on the
boundary, in the Lagrangian parametrization. Next, we introduce the scales of weighted Sobolev
spaces that we used throughout the paper and prove estimates for the Cauchy singular integral
with data on these spaces. In Section Bl we prove the basic a priori energy estimate that lie at the
heart of the local wellposed theorem, deriving the ODE system ([4)) along the way. Section @ is
devoted to the proof of Theorem [Tl Because of the singular weights that appear eveywhere in
this problem, the proof involves two regularizations of the water wave equations using variable-
step convolutions. The proof of Theorem is presented in Section In the closing sections
of the paper we present a number of technical results that are used repeatedly throughout the
paper. Specifically, in Section [6l we prove estimates for harmonic functions and for the Dirichlet-
to-Neumann map on domains with corners with sharp dependence on the weighted Sobolev norms
of the boundary. There are also two appendices. Appendix [A] presents various auxiliary results
about Hardy-type inequalities, commutators and variable-step convolutions, while Appendix [Blis

devoted to the analysis of the ODE system (.4]).

2 Preliminaries

In this section we shall start by introducing some notation to describe water waves with angled
interfaces and to recall some well known equations. Next we will define two scales of Sobolev
spaces, H,’j(m) and 5’517(m), which we will use throughout the paper and then we move on to
prove some estimates on these spaces for the Cauchy singular integral operator for curves with
corners.

2.1 Definitions and notation

We consider the free boundary Euler equations for an incompressible irrotational fluid. The fluid
velocity v and the pressure P satisfy the equations

v+ (v-V)v=—=VP — ges, (2.1a)
V-uv=0, V*t-v=0, (2.1b)

in the water domain Q = Q(t), where e3 := (0,1). As the fluid density is 0 outside the water
region, we impose the boundary condition

P|.=0. (2.2)

We parametrize the interface I'(t) := 9€(t) by a time-dependent 27-periodic curve z(«, t) as
I'={z(a,t) eR? | a € [-7,7]}.

The time evolution of z(«,t) is governed by the kinematic boundary condition. That is, on the
interface we have
(Drz —v) - (Daz)t =0, (2.3)



where (0,2)% denotes the vector perpendicular to the tangent d,z. As the condition ([Z3) pre-
scribes z; only in the normal direction, there is some residual freedom to choose the tangential
component. We do so by considering the equations in Lagrangian parametrization, that is, by
replacing (Z3]) by the stronger condition

zt = . (2.4)

Throughout, we identify a point z = (21, z2) € R? with its complex representation z = 21 +iz €
C, and we denote its complex conjugate by z* := z; — iz5. Note we are using z both for points
in C and for the curve z(«,t), but the meaning of will always be clear from the context. Recall
that, in complex notation, we can write the real scalar product z - w of two vectors z,w € R? as

z-w=R(z'w) =N (zw"). (2.5)

Although we will mostly employ complex notation, it will sometimes be convenient to write certain
quantities in real notation (e.g., as a real scalar product). We will use both simultaneously without
further comment.

In the rest of the paper, we will assume that the water region 2 is a bounded domain, as one
would assume in the case e.g. of a water drop. This will enable us to make some arguments slightly
cleaner. It is known that when the water domain is bounded, the gravity term can be transformed
away, so there is no loss of generality in taking g = 0 in the case of bounded domains.

Remark 2.1. For completeness, in Section 4] we will describe the minor modifications that
readily enable us to handle periodic water domains, where one assumes that the system is invariant
under 27-periodic translations in the horizontal direction. That is, in the periodic setting that we
will consider in Section 4] (t) is the unbounded domain given by the region below a periodic
open curve (i.e., z(a + 2m,t) = z(a,t) + 27) and v and P are assumed to be 27-periodic and to
satisfy the usual conditions at infinity inside the water region (i.e, v(z) — 0 and P(z) — 400 as
z — —i00). In this case, it is well known that one cannot transform the gravity away, and that
the fact that g > 0 is important for the Rayleigh—Taylor condition. To make the presentation
of Section 4] as elementary as possible, we will keep the gravity constant g everywhere in the
paper, but we stress that readers only interested in bounded water domains can assume g = 0
throughout.

In Lagrangian parametrization, the length |z,| of the tangent vector z, depends on both space
and time. We therefore use the parametrization-independent derivative

1

EY

Os :

in order to keep track of various factors of |z,|. We sometimes use subscripts to denote partial

derivatives. For instance, in the case of the unit tangent vector, we write zs(«,t) = 9sz(a, t) =
za(a,t)
[za (0, 0)]"

Note that the ds-derivative of the unit tangent z, is directly proportional to the unit normal,

2+ = iz,, and vice-versa. More precisely, defining the tangent angle 6 as
zg =2 €",
we have
1 1
aszs = 9528 5 aszs = —9323,

and 0, = 24 - zj‘ is the curvature of the interface.

For concreteness, we shall assume that the interface has exactly one corner point, although the
arguments remain unchanged for an arbitrary (finite) number of corners, which is preserved by
the evolution. We therefore assume the interface I is of class C* for some A € (0, 1) everywhere,
except at the corner point z, = z.(t) € T'(¢). This is the only point of discontinuity of the unit
tangent vector. More precisely, the interface at time ¢ is parametrized by a Lipschitz continuous
function z(-,t) on a one-dimensional torus T := R/277Z, whose derivative exists and is Holder



continuous everywhere except at some fixed point a, € [—m, 7] (mod 27) corresponding to z.. In
general, we will refer to z.(t) (i.e., the tip of the curvilinear corner) as the singular point or the
corner point, while all other points on I' will be considered regular.

As T'(¢) is a closed curve, the choice of a, is arbitrary, in the sense that we can (and will, in
the following) parametrize the curve so that the corner point corresponds to o, = m:

24 (t) = z(—m,t) = z(m, ).

We will assume that the curve z(a, t) satisfies the arc-chord condition

F(2)(t) = (suR) F(2)(a,d ) < o0, (2.6)
where o
e’ —e’ | /
F(2)(a, o t) := { |Z(0¢1¢)*Z(a’7t)\ a# a/ (2.7)
Tealan)] ez

It is well known that this assumption excludes the existence of self-intersections and cusps, but it
is compatible with the assumption that the interface has corner points.

Next, we recall how to rewrite Equations (2.I)) in terms of the interface parametrization z(«, t)
and the boundary velocity V(a,t) := v(z(a, t),t), which we define to be the (non-tangential) limit
of v(z,t) on the boundary, that is,

V(e,t) := lim v(z,t).

z—z(a,t)

Let us now recall that the incompressibility and irrotationality conditions (2.1B]) correspond
to the Cauchy-Riemann equations for the complex conjugate of the velocity, so v* := vy — vy is
holomorphic in 2. Therefore, assuming that v € C(f), it is standard that

V= C(2)V* (2.8)

on any regular point of the boundary. Here, C(z) denotes the Cauchy singular integral operator
associated to the curve, defined as the principle value

C(2)fla,t) == i PV /” I C1 zo (1) do!. (2.9)

i _r 2l t) — z(o) 1)
Note that z4(a/,t) do/ is just the (parametrization-invariant) arclength measure, and that we

obviously have
Cz)1=1, C(z)z(ayt) = z(a, t) (2.10)

everywhere except at the corner tip. Conversely, with 1 < p < oo, it is well known that any
complex-valued V* € LP(T") for which ([2.8) holds almost everywhere on I' can be extended to an
analytic function on 2. When there is no ambiguity, we drop the reference to the curve in C(z)
and denote the Cauchy integral simply by C.

We claim that the complex derivative % of the holomorphic function v* satisfies the same

equation. To see this, we start by noting that

0V (a,t)" = 0qv(2(a,t),1)* = (24 - V)v(z(a, t),t)" = za(a,t)%(z(a,t),t), (2.11)

where in the last equality we use (2.5) and the fact that % = (Vu1)* = —i(Vuva)*. Here we abuse
the notation and identify the gradient Vv; with its complex representation 0,v; + i9yv;.

Now let us introduce the notation

1
Do V* = —9,V*, (2.12)

o



which we will sometimes refer to as the conformal derivative of V*. It is parametrization indepen-
dent, so we have D, = D, with the obvious notation Dy = Zi(?s. Therefore, assuming v € C1(Q),
Equation (Z8)) holds for D,V* as well, that is,

D, V* =C(2)DaV* (2.13)

as claimed. Observe we cannot argue similarly for higher derivatives of V', since in the solutions
we consider in this paper v € C1*(Q) but it is not in C?(f), in general.

A similar calculation for the time derivative of V' yields
WV (a,t) = (z¢ - V)v(z(a, t),t) + Ow(z(a,t), t). (2.14)

Note that, in the Lagrangian parametrization, the right-hand side corresponds to the left-hand
side of ([2Ial), after letting z approach z(«,t) from the inside of the fluid domain. Since the
pressure is zero on the interface by (2.2), the tangential component of the pressure gradient must
be identically zero and therefore

OV = —(VP-z)zF — gea.
The evolution equations for (z, V) can finally be written as

Zt:V

. . (2.15)
Vi +1ig =1i0zs

under the constraint (Z8)) for the complex conjugate of V. Here and in what follows, we are using
the notation
0:=—0,P=—-VP-z-

for minus the normal derivative of the pressure, which is the term that will appear in the Rayleigh—
Taylor condition later on.

We can remove the constraint (Z8) by noting that the components of V' are not independent.
More precisely, we shall use the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator G(z) associated to z to express the
second component V5 in terms of V3. Recall that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map of the domain 2
is defined as

G(2)f = Onw, (2.16)

where w is the harmonic extension of f to 2, that is, the unique solution of
Aw =0, wlr = f.

Details are given Section

As v* is holomorphic and the domain €2 is simply connected, it is standard that we can obtain
the conjugate function —wvy of the first component v by complex integration. Since G(z)V; gives
the normal derivative of the harmonic extension of V;, the boundary trace —V, of —wvy is then,
up to a constant, equal to [ G(z)Vids, where the integral denotes a primitive of this function
with respect to an arclength parameter on the interface curve. Therefore, the boundary trace
V*: =V, —iVy of v* := v — ivy can be written as

V=W Jrz'/g(z)Vl ds, (2.17)

and by the construction its complex-conjugate satisfies [2.8). When there is no ambiguity, we
will drop the dependence on z notationally and denote the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator simply
by G.

Next, let us write o in terms of of (z, V) using the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator G(z). To do
this, we note that, by taking a time derivative of ([2.1H]), one readily sees that 9;v* is holomorphic
in Q. By the same argument as in (Z.I1), assuming that v; € C(2), we can then write its trace in
terms of (z,V) as

Ov(z(a,t),t)" = 0V (a, t)* — ze(a, ) DoV (e, )",



where Do V* was defined in ([ZI2)). Indeed, set
U(a,t) := 0w(z(a,t),t).

Using (2.18), we conclude
1
\p's:* s*_asv2a
2 = =97 = 50V (2.18)
\If-zj:a—gzls—\/;-VL.

One should note that e.g., V-V, = R(VI,V*) = R(z52: D V*) by (Z3) and (ZI2). Thus, knowledge
of z and V yields the tangential component of ¥* on the boundary, which in turn determines the
normal component.

Let ¢ be a function, harmonic in €, whose boundary trace ¢|r = f U -z ds is a primitive of
U - z5. By the previous formulas, we can take

1
Ylr = —gz2 — §|V|2 : (2.19)

Let us now define U* := % = 0;¢ — 10,7, and record here that

C(2)T* = T* (2.20)
In terms of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator, we have G(2)1) = 0,9 = ¥ - 2+, so

o=G+ gz, + V- VL (2.21)

Finally, note that —P is subharmonic in Q by ([[3]). Therefore, we can use Hopf’s lemma to
conclude that o, the normal derivative of —P, must be strictly positive at any regular point z € I".
In fact, at any point that satisfies the inner ball condition (that is, at any point of I" but the corner
tip) one has

o(z,t) >0, z e\ {z}.

As z approaches the corner tip z., we will show (cf. Lemma [32) that, under certain conditions on
the initial boundary velocity, one has

o(z,t) = |z — 2.

We will refer to this bound as the Rayleigh-Taylor condition (for domains with corners). Here
and in what follows, when comparing two non-negative quantities, we often write

<, f~g

to denote that f < Cg and f/C < g < Cf, respectively, where C is an absolute constant (or a
constant depending only on controlled quantities). Even for quantities that are not necessarily
positive, we will also use the big-O notation

f=0(g)

for the pointwise bound |f| < |g]-

2.2 Weighted Sobolev spaces

Let us now define the function spaces that we will use in this paper. More information about these
spaces can be found in [31] [38]. For the purposes of this subsection, we can notationally drop the
dependence on t.

For v € R, we define the weighted Lebesgue space Lo ,(I',m) as

Lon(T,m):={¢:T =R |ml¢ec L*I)},



endowed with the norm
613, = [ m(zlo(e)Rds..
Unless explicitly stated otherwise, for these spaces we always consider the power weight
m(z) = [z = 2],

which vanishes to first order at the corner point z, € I". Here we are using that I' is bounded;
otherwise we would take a well-behaved weight that coincides with m near z, and is constant
outside a certain ball. For complex functions one uses essentially the same definition.

Similarly, we can define weighted Lebesgue spaces on the torus T, or more generally on some
bounded interval I C R. As discussed in the previous subsection, we are particularly interested
in taking the interval I := (—m, ), with the singular point z, = z(7) = z(—n) corresponding to
the endpoints of the interval, 0T := {—m, 7}. The weight function in this setting is essentially the
distance to 0I and can be chosen to be smooth, e.g. by setting

m(a) = (7 + a)(7 — ). (2.22)

For ease of notation, we usually drop either the space or the weight notationally and write Lo ~(m)
or L9 ~(I). Note that for arc-chord curves (i.e. those satistying (2.6])), we have m(a) = m(z(a)).

If~ve (f%, %), m? is a Muckenhaupt weight, i.e., it satisfies the Muckenhaupt As-condition. It

is therefore standard that Lo ~(m) C L? for some p > 1. For later use, we introduce the notation
Ayi=2-—7 (2.23)

and note that A\, € (0, 1) whenever + satisfies the Muckenhaupt condition.

Given v € R, we introduce two families of weighted Sobolev spaces:

¢p€ HE(,m) & 0lp € Ly,(I,m), 0<j<k, (2.24)
¢ € Elg,w(ra m) A 8§¢ € ﬁ?ﬁﬂrj*k(rvm)v 0 < ] < k. (225)

The corresponding weighted Sobolev spaces on the torus T or on a bounded interval I C R (in
which case the arc-length derivative 05 are replaced by the usual derivative) are defined analo-
gously.
One clearly has
L5, (m) C HE(m). (2.26)

The question of when the converse inclusion holds, and how it can fail, is considerably more
interesting, and very relevant for our purposes. When (v — k) + % > 0, Hardy’s inequality (in the
form given as Theorem [AJ] and Lemma in Appendix [A]) ensures that these spaces coincide.
Otherwise, the inclusion is proper.

In the case v > f%, by integrating and using Hardy inequalities, it is easy to see that the
quotient space HZ(m)/ L',’Q“N(m) is spanned by finitely many polynomials P]i (s) (where s is any
arclength parameter, with s = 0 being the corner point), of order at most k— 1, multiplied by fixed
but arbitrary cutoff functions xy* that are equal to 1 in a one-sided neighborhood of the corner
point (say on the right side for x* and on the left for x~) and zero on the other side. The cutoffs
are piecewise smooth, and smooth but at the corner. This is because, if ¢ € E’gw(m), necessarily
dip(z) = 0 for all i < k such that (y —4) + 3 < 0, as it can be seen by an easy contradiction
argument. This simply captures the fact that, in general, a function ¢ € Hfj (m) can have a jump
discontinuity at z.. Details can be found e.g. in [31].

Let [ be the largest non-negative integer strictly smaller than k such that (y +1— k) < —%,

if it exists. Then, the polynomials ’Pji are of degree at most [, so a function ¢ € H,’j (m) can be
written in a unique way as



with ¢ € Lﬁ(m). For all v > —1 we then define

l

1805y = 10l 5y + (a7 + [ai ). (2.27)

=0
Of course, if one decomposes ¢ = ¢ +>; (5;7);)(*‘ +a; P; x~) instead, with ¢ € L5 (m), then

the norm defined as ~
161125y + (@ |+ a7 ])
J

is obviously equivalent. If the curve has several corner points, it suffices to consider the polynomials
associated with each corner.

When we consider products of functions from these spaces, we will frequently use the following
elementary pointwise bound without further mention.

Lemma 2.2. Assume m' = O(1). If ¢ € L3, ,(m), then
¢ < Cm =1

with a constant that only depends on ||@l|1,y+1-

Proof. As

(m2(7+1/2)¢2)/ _ (27 + 1)m/m2’y¢2 + m2'y+1¢¢/ c Ll
by Holder’s inequality, the claim follows by integration. O
Remark 2.3. Let us briefly discuss an important special case which will be frequently used in
the rest of the paper. Assume v € (—5, 5] Then, ¢ € L3,—1(m) implies we must have ¢ = o(m)

by a contradiction argument. More precisely, there cannot exist ¢ > 0 such that ¢ > c a.e. on a
neighborhood of a singular point. On the other hand, by Lemma 22 we know that ¢ € £} ~(m)

implies ¢ = O(m™) with Ay > 0, and we conclude that ¢ must be zero at the singular pomt (in the
trace sense). In addition, any ¢ € HJ(m ) is actually bounded, since by definition ¢ = aF 4 o(m)

near the singular point. Note that v = 3 is the biggest (‘worst’) value of parameter for which
o€ H 1( ) is guaranteed to remain bounded as we approach the corner tip.

Just as in the analysis of water waves with smooth interfaces, we will also need fractional
Sobolev spaces. To define them, let

A1/2¢ ( 62)1/4¢
denote the half-derivative (or fractional Laplacian of order 1/2) on the real line, which one can
equivalently define by
1/2 ¢ /
A / /|3/2 dox
for an explicit constant cy.
A weighted estimate for the Riesz integral (see Theorem[AH) guarantees that A'/2 : H;rl (m) —
2

Lo ~(m) is continuous provided vy € ( 2,0), that is, provided that both ~ and ~ + % satisfy the
Muckenhaupt As-condition (cf. Lemma [AG]). Sobolev spaces of half-integer order can then be
defined the obvious way.

If this condition on 7 is violated, we proceed as follows. We fix a parameter A € R such that
7=\ € (—3,0) and define

55;1/2( ) :={p € Ls y—1/2(m) | AV2(mAok ) € Lo —a(m)},

endowed with the norm

||¢Hi§#/z = ol + IAY2(m )13 -

-2
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We define H§+1/ ?(m) similarly. It is not difficult to see this definition is independent of the exact
value of A by the commutator estimates of Subsection [A.3l

A closely related operator is the (periodic) Hilbert transform,

Hé(a) = —PV /7r cot (O‘ 3 O‘/> é(a') dat’. (2.28)

2 -

With I := (—m,m), it is well-known that H is bounded as an operator Lo ~(I) — L2 ~(I) as long
as m" is Muckenhaupt. Some useful results on derivatives and commutators with H and A'/2 are
given in Section in Appendix [A]

2.3 The Cauchy singular integral operator for curves with corners

In this section, we give a quick overview of the properties of the Cauchy integral on weighted
Sobolev spaces that we will need to prove our energy estimates. For ease of notation, in this
subsection we notationally omit the time dependence.

Throughout this section, the implicit constants appearing in the estimates only depend on
Hz||Hg+1 + F(2)~!, where the arc-chord parameter F(z) is given by (21). Here we are omitting

the factor z, in (29]), which will not cause any trouble later on.

Lemma 2.4. Let v € (—%, %), B e (—%, %} and let z € Hg+1(1) satisfy the arc-chord condition

@8). Then, the operator

Cl2)f(a) == i,Pv/Iﬂf(o/)da'

i z(a') — z(«)
is bounded on the space of all (complex-valued) f € Lo (I):

IC(2) fll2y S [ fll2-

Proof. We start by noting that it is obviously enough to consider the estimate in a small neigh-
borhood of the corner tip z.. Outside this neighborhood, the estimate is classical because z is in
the usual Sobolev space H? away from the corner and because the arc-chord condition holds.

For notational simplicity, we consider the shifted interval I := (0, 2), with z, = 2(0) = z(27).
We aim to show that Cauchy integral belongs to L2 - in the vicinity of the left endpoint, i.e., that
as a function of «,

LPV/Mf(a’)da’ S ACQW(I(;),
I

i z(a!) — z(a)
with I5 := (0, (5)
So let us fix a € I5. We decompose

I=ILsUI\Ls I :=I(e)UIl(a)UIL(a), (2.29)

with the left, central and right intervals

I(a) = (0, %] . L(a):= (% 370‘) . I(a):= [370‘,25) . (2.30)

Since
o —d| 2 a, o €I(a); o' —a| 2o, o €l (),
one can estimate
/ 1 /
1 _ lao — o] 1 < F(2) El, o € (),
|z(a) = 2(a))]  [2(a) — 2z(a/)] |a — o/ &, el(a)

11



Therefore, as m(a) ~ a on I, we have
Za(al) / / 1 “ !/ !
o f@)dd | 5 — [ [f(a))]dd,
/Il(a) z(a) — z(a/) a Jo

za(@) oNdo » |f(e)] o
/M (@) — 2] @)% N/a o

Both are bounded in L - (I5) by the Hardy inequalities (A.3]) and (A.4]), respectively, in Lemma[A.2]
Note that [|za |z~ is finite by Lemma 2] since by assumption z, € Hj,; (cf. Remark 2.3).

On the other hand, when o’ € I.(a) we can write

(o) ( o) 1 ) 1

z(a) — z(a) z(a) —z(e) a-—o a—a

/

(2.31)
O F(z) (o, o) 1
F(z)(a, o) M
where we have defined ,
F(z)(a, o) := M (2.32)

It is not difficult to see that
1 o o
O F(2)(a,a) = oy // Zaa(a”)(aTa)da” = O(a™19), o € I(a),

where we have used that a ~ o’ on I.(a) and that z,, = O(a™'t*#) by Lemma Since
1/F(z) is bounded by the arc-chord condition, the corresponding integral over I.(«) is bounded
in £54((0,0)) as required. To spell out the details, the error term in (Z3T)) can be estimated by a
suitable Hardy inequality cf. (A23), while leading term 1/(a—a’) reduces to the Hilbert transform,
which is bounded on Lebesgue spaces because the weight with power  satisfies the Muckenhaupt
As-condition.

Finally, assume o' € I\ Iss. Then |a — /| > §, and the kernel of the Cauchy integral is
bounded in this region by the arc-chord condition, so the estimate is straightforward. O

The Cauchy integral is naturally bounded on L ~(m), with v in the Muckenhaupt range
(f%, %) However, to handle derivatives in the energy estimates, we will need to consider the
action of C(z) on functions f € Lo ,4;(m), with j > 1. Note these functions are are generally
not locally integrable at the singular point. Conversely, if f € L3 4,(m) with j < 0, the Cauchy
integral applied to f generally results in a function Cf € L3 .(m), not in the strictly smaller

subspace Lg ~+;(m) C Lo (m).

To keep track of these subtleties, which have a major impact in the energy estimates, for j € Z
we define following “corrected” Cauchy integral operators:

Cifla):= (z(a) i /f — z.)? mda/
= 1) - 2 (),

(=2

(2.33)

Obviously Cpy = C. With these corrections, an immediate consequence of Lemma [2.4] is the
following:

Corollary 2.5. Under the assumptions of Lemma[2.]], the operator

Cijy + Laqyri(m) = Loy j(m),

is bounded, for any j € Z.

12



We are now interested in relating the Cauchy integral to this corrected operator, in order to
apply the above corollary. With f € Lo ,_r(m) and k > 1, it is straightforward to write

k—1

Cf =Y clf)(z—2() +Cpf, (2.34)

i=0
where we have defined the constants

¢j(f) = %/If(aﬂ (z(oj)ai% o/, (2.35)

We thus conclude that the Cauchy integral operator actually maps Lo ,—r(m) to the sum of a
function in Lo ,_k(m) and a complex polynomial of order at most k — 1.

Our next goal if to fix the function f and counsider the derivatives of Cf(«) with respect
to a. A first observation is that the continuity of f at the corner tip has a major effect on the
differentiability of Cf. In fact, if f € H!(m) N C!(I) with [y] < §, we have

Do(Cf) =CDuf + M, (2.36)

2 — Zx

where we recall that D, f := 2z, 10, f. Therefore, we cannot expect C to be bounded as an operator
Hi(m) — Hi(m) This is not surprising; as we expect that Cf = f when f is the boundary value
of a holomorphic function and the imaginary part of the complex logarithm log(z — z,) has a jump
discontinuity at z.. Note, however that C : L3 (m) — HJ(m) is easily shown to be bounded.

If % < 7, then D,f is not locally integrable near the singular point. Using ideas similar
to ([233), one can nevertheless define “corrected” operators that will often appear when we inte-
grate by parts to establish the energy estimates:

Lemma 2.6. Let v € (f%, %), B e (f%,%] and assume that the curve z € Hgi;_l(m), with
k > 1, satisfies the arc-chord condition (2.8)). Then,

. pkl k+1
C: £2;+(k+1)(m) - 52;+(k+1)(m)

is bounded and we have

DI(Cf)=CyDLf, 1<j<k+1.
Proof. Since 94 f € Lo yij(m) for 0 <j<k+1,and z € Hgiifl(m), we have
DLf € Loqyj(m), 0<j<k+1.
Writing
e (wsm) = e ) 2370

we see using integration by parts and Corollary that

Do(Cf) =CyDaof € L2 y11(m),

where we recall that C(;) was defined in (Z33)). For higher order derivatives, an analogous argument
shows _ _
DL(Cf)=CpDLf,  1<j<k+1,
soCf e Egﬂﬂ(m) as claimed. O
To finish this section, in the following lemma we aim to make precise the idea that the Hilbert
transform H effectively captures the singular behavior of the Cauchy singular integral. This is
standard, on unweighted Sobolev spaces, when the curve is smooth.

13



Lemma 2.7. Under the assumptions of LemmalZ.8, the operator

(iC+ H) : La~(m) — HY | (m) (2.38)

18 bounded.

Proof. The result is well known but for the weights, so it suffices to prove the estimate for the

difference
za()

Rfta) == ov [ - g ) € A )

z(o!) —z(a) o —a

near the corner tip. The reasoning is very similar to that in the proof of Lemma 24, so for
convenience we shift the interval and consider I := (0, 27) with z, = 2(0) = z(2w).

Using the notation of the proof of Lemma [2.4] without further mention, let o € I be fixed for
some small § > 0. When o € I\ Iz, the kernel of Rf is essentially non-singular, so we we can
take as many O,-derivatives as the regularity of the parametrization allows. Therefore, one can
use the arc-chord condition and the corresponding lower bounds on |a — | to obtain the required
estimates, as in the proof of Lemma 2.4

When o' € Irs, we can write

o (el L) e 2.39)

o) —z(a) o —a

where F was defined in (Z31)-(232)). Given f € L3 ,(I2s5), we need to show that

25
(9a/F(Z)(Oz,O/) ’ / k—1
o= /0 W f(a )dOé S Hv-‘r(k—l)(lé)'
Thanks to the arc-chord condition and the assumption that we control k£ + 1 weighted derivatives
of z, a minor variation of the proof of Lemma [A.4] shows that the claim holds for the (k — 1)-th
derivative of this integral. The lemma then follows. O

3 The a priori energy estimate

Our goal in this section is to prove the a priori energy estimate that lies at the heart of our local
wellposedness result, Theorem [Tl

Let us start by describing the setting in which this estimate holds. Throughout this sec-
tion, both the parametrization of the interface and the boundary velocity are sufficiently smooth
functions on I x [0, 7], bounded in certain weighted Sobolev spaces which we now specify.

We consider the interval I := (—m, ), fix some 8 € (—%, %] and some integer k£ > 2. To
describe the interface, we assume
k kt+3
0(-t) € Hifp(I,m),  loglza(-,t)| € Hy G 1y (Im). (3.1)
The interface curve is then written as
(o7
z(a,t) = 2. (t) —|—/ |z, 1) D de/ | (3.2)
—T
where the corner point z.(t) := z(m,t) = z(—m,t) is the point of discontinuity of the tangent

vector.

To keep track of the angle of the corner, we denote the lateral limits of the tangent angle at

the corner by
vi(t) ;= lim (o, t), v_(t) = lim 6(a,t), (3.3)

a——nt a—mT
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where the branch cut is chosen along the negative real axis. In particular, we have vy € [—7, 7]
and the (interior) angle of the corner defined by arcs of the curve z(a, t), which we denote by 2v(t)
for convenience, is

2(t) =+ vy (t) — v_(t).

Throughout, we assume that

T
2Ww(t) (0, —) .
(e (o]
Let us take a smooth cutoff y, which we can assume to be time-independent, and which is 1
near the left endpoint and 0 near the right endpoint. Setting x4 := x and xy_ := 1 — x, we can
conveniently write

0(a,t) = O(a,t) + vy (H)x+ (@) + v-(t)x—(a). (3.4)
where
O € L5 (m). (3.5)
Recall that we have defined the Hgi,i (m)-norm of 8 as (modulo cut-offs)
2 — 2 2 2
1612 sy = 2 4 1O (36)

As we will see in a moment, the time derivatives of both 6 and log |z,| are generally discontin-
uous at the corner tip, so in principle log|z,| will also have a jump discontinuity at a... However,
we will not explicitly need this fact to prove the energy estimates, so we will not discuss now the
corresponding expansion for log |z, |, which anyway follows along the same lines.

As for the boundary velocity V', we assume its complex conjugate V* has the form
V*(a,t) = bo(t) + ba(t)(2(e, 1) — 2u(t)) + U™ (e, t), U™ € LEGL, 1 (m), (3.7)
where U™ satisfies
U*=C(2)U". (3.8)
As a consequence of this, it follows from (2I0) that V* = C(2)V* everywhere except at the corner

tip. Thus V* is the boundary value of a holomorphic function, as required in Section

Note that the complex numbers by, b1 are
bo(t) := V*(£m,t), b1(t) := D,V*(£m,t).

Hence both V* and DsV* are continuous when crossing the singular point, and the corresponding
conjugate velocity in the water region satisfies v*, dd% € C(}). However, its tangential deriva-
tive 9;V* is discontinuous at the singular point. In fact, for any S € (—%, %],

D (C(2)V*) = C(2)(DLV*), i=1,2. (3.9)

To see this, it suffices to take up to two Ds-derivatives of the basic relation V* = C(z)V* and note
that the boundary terms could appear after integration vanish by Remark

Just as in the case of 0, for k > 1 and V defined in terms of by, b; and U via [B1), we have
V15 = 1bol* + [br]* + [U[Zesa (3.10)
) 2,8+k—1

K+
Hgt (o1

3.1 Estimates for the time derivatives in the Lagrangian parametriza-
tion

Regarding the curve z as a function of z,, vy, ©,log |z, | via B2)-(B4) and the boundary trace of
the velocity V as a function of by, b1, U via [B1), our goal now is to estimate the time derivatives
for these quantities. That is, under the assumption that (B8] holds, we aim to compute the time
derivatives of z., vy, bg, by and to show that the assumptions (34) and ([B.7)) are consistent. One
should note that the latter is closely related to the behavior of ¢ near the corner tip, and that the
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ODE system (L4) that we will use to prove the formation of singularities later on will make its
appearance here for the first time, as we shall see in the key Lemmas [3.1] and

Throughout this section, we assume that

101751 + [og lzallfnrie  + VG krae  + F(2) < oo (3.11)

Btk B+ (k—1/2) B+ (k—1/2)
It is worth mentioning, however, that when we define the energy functional in Section [B.2] it will
be convenient to replace the highest-order derivative of V' by a suitable derivative of a certain

explicit function of z and V', namely
s = Vi - 25. (3.12)

Note that here, unlike elsewhere in the paper, the subscript in ¢, does not denote an arc-length
derivative; it is simply a notationally convenient way to keep track of the fact that ¢4 is on the
same level of regularity as the partial derivative V.

In Lemma 3] below, we shall show that the assumption (B.I1)) is actually equivalent to

0|17 i1 + || 1o 2 + VI3 + [lsll? + F(z) < oo. 3.13

10052y + Nogleallinys, 4 Wl )+ Heelry |+ @) <00 (319
Recall that the norms of V' and € have been given in [B.I0) and (B6) respectively, and F was
defined in (Z.8).

We next present several lemmas with estimates for the evolution of the various quantities under
the water waves equations in Lagrangian parametrization, (ZI5). In the proofs we will need a
number of results from Section Bl and Appendix [Al In all these lemmas, the various norms are
controlled by at most the exponential of some polynomial of the energy [B.13]); we will not repeat
this fact in the statements.

Lemma 3.1. Assume (z,V) satisfy B13) for some B € (+,1] and k > 2. Then, the norm of the

(53]
highest-order derivative of the boundary velocity, ||8§+1V||§:1/2 L be controlled by [B.13).
ptk—1/2\T

In particular, the energy functionals BI1) and BI3) are equivalent. Moreover,

k+1/2 k+1/2
(loglzal)t = ps € Hﬁikél/z(m)v O € EQ,J;Jr/k—l/z(m)v
dzy d ) ; dv_ . ;
d_zt = b}, % =R (ibe*"t), % =R (ibe*). (3.14)

Furthermore, when 8 € (%, %), we can write
015 = H(pss) + R(2,V), R € LS 54(m), (3.15)
which, in case B = %, should be modified to
O = m N H(mY pg5) + R(2,V), RELE ;. (m), (3.16)
where A" € (0,1) is arbitrary.

Proof. For simplicity let us take k = 2; the general case is completely analogous. By the definition

of the parametrization-independent derivative 05 and the tangent angle 0, we have z; = z,/|24| =
i0

e, so
_ |Za|t
Zst = Zts T T Rs-
|2al
In Lagrangian parametrization, this implies
(log |za|)t — i0r = 25(24s)* = 22Dy2f = 22D, V* € Hé(m), (3.17)

where we have used Lemma Note that, by definition,

(log |za])s = R(z2DV*) = Vs - 25 = 5. (3.18)
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Using (3.71)), we obtain
(log |za|)t — 6y = 22b1 + 22D U™ = 22by + L3 5(m).

Here and in what follows, we simply write “+/£21 ﬁ( m)”, and similarly with other weighted spaces,
when the identity holds up to the addition of a function in this space. In the second equality,
we have used that U* € £3 5(m) (which implies that D;U* € L} 43(m)) and 6; € Hj(m). By the
properties of these spaces, both 6, and (log|z4|): are thus bounded and well-behaved everywhere
except possibly at the corner point. To compute the discontinuity, we simply approach the corner
tip (or, equivalently, the endpoints of the interval I = (—m, 7)) from the right and from the left,
readily obtaining the equations for dsti as stated in (BI4). Using ([B4]), one similarly gets the
evolution equation for ©; and the estimate O, € Kéﬁ 5(m). Note that so far we have only used two

derivatives of V.
In order to prove (BIH), we apply D to both sides of [BI7), arriving at the equation

ss — 10ps = 22D2V* + 20, (05 — i6;) . (3.19)
Considering the real and imaginary part of this equation results in

Ois = R (zz3D2 ) 20505, Dss = §R( 3D2 ) + 26,6,. (3.20)

Let us consider the case 8 € (2, 2) first. Using ([39), we can rewrite the equation for 6;s in
terms of the well-behaved operator iC — H and commutators as

Ois = Hoss + [R (22(iC — H)DIV*) + R ([22, HID2V*) — 20,0, — 2H(0:6,)] .

=:R(z,V)

We thus conclude that all the terms belong to £1 8 +1(m): the first one by Lemma[2.7, the commu-

tator term by Lemma [A4] and last two by Lemma[A3l Here we have used that D2V* € L3 5(m)
and 0,6, € E%”@ +1(m) under our regularity assumptions thanks to Lemma In particular,
R € Hp,,(m), as claimed.

Next, we note that ¢gs (or, equivalently, R(z3D2V*) is in L%,B-H(m)' By the preceding for-
mulas for the derivatives of §; and by Lemma [A.3] we therefore conclude that

0; € Hg_,_l(m)

In turn, this implies z; € Hj,(m), which is equivalent to V € Hj, (m) as the equations are
written in the Lagrangian parametrization. Thus, the norm [|03V[|3, , is controlled by (B.13) and
we have ©; € L3 5., (m).

With the control on an additional derivative of V' that we have just established, we are ready
to prove that we can take another derivative on the first summand in R (note that all the other
terms in R are now known to be in E; 3 42(m)). More precisely, it remains to show that

D2(iC — H)YD2V* € L3 g1a(m),

where we used that D, = D,. To simplify the notation, we temporarily assume z, = 0 without
loss of generality, so we can write z instead of z — z,. First let us compute

. 1
OuH(D2V*) = —~Z2HD2V* 4 =9, (:HD2V™))
z z

_ f?HDiv* + ZH(0a(:D3V")) + Z0al2, HIDIV”

IS

1
(zaH(zDS;V*) + [H, 2, (DAV* 4 2D3V*) + =04z, H]ng*) :
z

which implies
1
DoH(DAV®) = ZH(zD3V) + L} 5,5(m)
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by Lemmas [A3] and [A4l Using Equation ([Z36]), we now conclude that

D, (iC — HYD2V*

(i€ D2y = 21 (=02 ) + £y

1, "
ZC = H)(zD3V") + £} g a(m),

where we have used the definition of C(y), Equation ([233). Since zD3V* € L3 5(m) the remaining
term belongs to L} 5, ,(m) by Lemmas 2.4 and 2.7

Note that in the argument we have not used any control over the highest-order half-derivative
of ps. Therefore, in view of ([B.I%]), the estimate for the additional highest-order half-derivative
of V is straightforward.

Now, consider the case 8 = % In this case, we cannot use Lemma 7] (nor Lemmas [A3]
and [A4] for that matter) on D2V* directly, since the corresponding weight does not satisfy the
Muckenhaupt As-condition. We shall therefore choose some A € (0,1) and we prove [BI6]), a

modified version of [BIH), as follows.

Let us write L
9ts =% (Z'Z?Z_A (Z>\ ng*)) - 295‘(108?

where, for notational simplicity, we still assume z, = 0 and write z instead of z — z,. The function
22D2V* is still the trace of a holomorphic function, but it now belongs to a weighted Sobolev
space with a weight that does satisfy the Muckenhaupt As-condition.

11

Therefore, we can now proceed essentially as in the case 8 € (5, 5). Indeed, we have

1 7’ 7’ !’
0, = R (7 (H(ZgzA D2V*) + 23(iC — H) (2" D2V*) — [H, 2](2> ng*))) 20,0,
z
and we can further rewrite the first term as

1 ’ " 1 , 1 m)‘/ ) )
R <?H(Z§ZA DYV )) = —H(m (pss — 20,6;)) + — R QTAH] (ZSZA p2v )) _

T omN m>

Putting everything together, we arrive again at an equation of the form ([B.I6), the only difference
being that now one has

3

;f/ (iC — H)(z* D2V*) —

R(z,V) =R < ZIA [H, zS](z”DEVW)

. N ) (3.21)
m 3.\ 27/% Ny
—%(m [W,H‘| (Z z DSV )) —QQS@S—WH(WL 95915)

The higher-order regularity of V| as well as the regularity of R(z, V'), now follows exactly as
in the case 8 € (%, %) One simply has to recall that z ~ m by the arc-chord condition and the
regularity assumptions on the interface, and that we have the estimate 97 (m/z) = O(m~7) for
0<j<k. O

Lemma 3.2. Let |(8 —3) + 4| < & and let (2,V) satisfy @I3) for some B € (3,1] and k > 2.
Then, the normal derivative of the pressure o, cf. 221), is in H*'! )(m). Moreover,

B+(k—1
* k"r%
o= b’ |z = z|tan2v + L35 L (m),  Uje Ly 5y (m), (3.22)
dby . db, 1 s
Yo _ i b vy +v-) 3.23
a7 dt c052u| 1|7 ’ ( )

and the assumption [B1) for the boundary velocity is consistent.
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Proof. Take k = 2 for concreteness, as the general case is analogous. Under our regularity as-
sumptions, we can rewrite ([2.19) as

1 1
=—-R(co+ci1(z—z) +b5U") — 5|b1|2 |z — 2.2 +h, hec Ei}ﬁr%(m), (3.24)

where we have used (B0) and we have set
1 2 * .
co = §|b0| , c1 = byby — ig.
Under the condition |(8 — 3) + | < 3=, we therefore have

1
GU = S (125 + b0.U*) + b1 |? |2 — 2| tan 20 + E;;il(m),
by Proposition[6.J]and Lemmal[6.6l Note that, to use Lemmal6.6, we have set ¢, = c_ := — é b1 |%;
we have also used that 9, U* = i0,U* by [B.8). Using (B.1) to rewrite the last term in [221), we
thus conclude L
0 = Gy — S(erzs + 050U") + L33, (m)

2+ 3
= |b1|* |z — 2| tan 2v + £2,ﬂj-%(m)'

We prove ([3.23) next. We have

) 1
0,(DV*) = =20,V 4 DV = — [0,V + D,V
ZS

Zs

Using the Euler equation [2I5) to express V,* in terms of o, the asymptotic formula 1) for V'
together with the asymptotic formula [822]) for o that we have just derived yield

bo: = ig

1 1
bie+ 0, (DU) = 0 (DV*) = =5 [ba[* (1 + 0] — 2] tan2v) + L£,52, (m).
If we then set by; to be the zero-order term on the right-hand side, provided the limit exists,

and include everything else in the time-derivative of D,U*, we conclude that the ansatz (B7) is
consistent.

Our next goal is to analyze the one-sided limits of these quantities as z — z,. To this end,
as in Subsection [6.2] consider a small neighborhood B of the corner point z, and denote by I'*
(with TN B =TTUT" and I'" N T~ = {z.}) the arcs that form the (curvilinear) corner I' N B.
Without loss of generality, we can assume that these arcs can be parametrized as graphs over the
horizontal axis. If the corresponding parametrized curves are then denoted by z* = 2% (z) and
for convenience we reverse the orientation on the lower arc z_, we can write

21 =z + (1 £itanvy)z + O(|z|' %),

with A defined by (Z2Z3). In the limit x — 0%, we obtain

1 d
Os|2+ — 24| = £ =24 — 2| = £1,
|2 | dx
and therefore
e (1 £+ itan2v) = L e~ 2vaE2v b e ivitv-)
cos2v cos 2v

using the definition 2v := 7+ vy —v_.

It remains to show that 930 € L5 g41(m). Note that for this we only use U € £g,5+1(m)’ not
the additional control on half a derivative. Just as in the proof of relations (310 and (BI0) in
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Lemma 3.1, the proof will rely on repeated applications of Lemma 7] together with Lemmas [A3]
and [A4

These results apply directly when the weight is Muckenhaupt, that is, in the case § € (%, %)
However, in the case g = %, the argument remains valid with the only proviso that one must
replace the Hilbert transform H and the Cauchy integral C by the operators

1y 1 v
Y Hm and WC(Z— Z*) (325)

respectively. Here A’ € (0, 1) is any fixed parameter. With this replacement, and up to the appear-
ance of additional harmless commutator terms (e.g., with (m/z)* ) that can then be estimated

using Lemma [A4] the proof in the case 8 = % goes just as in the case 8 < % Therefore, we can
focus on proving the aforementioned estimate in the case § € (—%, %)

First, note that, by the above, we already know that ¥* = V* — 2, D, V* € HE_H(m), see also
EI])-(ZI39). In complex notation, we can write

8?0:852 (\IJ~ZSL+VS~VL+9215) —H@SQ(\II~ZS+VS~V+QZQS)
=R ((il — H)9Z (V*zs + VO V* —igzy)),

where [ is the identity operator and H is the Hilbert transform. Furthermore, setting Vi=V- b
and ¢; := b3b; — ig, we can write

VO,V* = 2,VD,V* = 2,VDV* 4 z,b5(by + D,U*), (3.26)
Wy = 0" + ¢ + bgDU* = byy(z — 2.) + L3 5(m), DU* € L3 5, (m). (3.27)

Since both ¥* and D;U* are boundary values of holomorphic functions by (220) and B.8)),
we can further write using the above formula for §%¢

2o =R ((u — H)0? [z (\1/1 + VDU + b1‘7)D

— R ((u —H) {z3 (Dgwl + I~/D§U*)D + LY g0 (m).
Here we have used the fact that V € Hj . (m) together with Lemma [A.3
Also, as Dgllfl = CD§\I/1, we now have
iz3D3Wy — H (23D2W01) = 23(iC — H)D2V + [22, HID2V, € L3 5.,(m)

by Lemmas 27 and [A4l Similarly, temporarily setting z, = 0 for ease of notation without any
loss of generality, we can write

_ _ 317 317
i3VDUF — H (z§VD§U*) _ AV pr —w (ﬂzD;”U*>
z z

3V
A
z

)

.
— 2V e - m)=DPUM) +
z

(2D3U*) € ‘C%,ﬂJrl(m)

by Lemmas 2.7 and [A-4] Here we have used that V= biz* + £g,5+1(m)’ which implies that j-th

31/ .
space derivative of % = O(1) grows as O(m™7) for j < 2. O

Lemma 3.3. Let (8 —3) + | < 5= and let (2,V) satisfy BI3) for some B € (3, 3] and k > 2.
Then, the time derivative of o is bounded as

or = O(|z — z4]).
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Proof. Taking the time derivative of the second equation in (ZTIH]), we can write

1
Vit - zs = —ob, Vit - 25 = 0.

Armed with these equations, the claim will essentially follow from Proposition[6.1]and Lemma [6.6]
once we have derived a formula for oy analogous to (Z2I)) (that is, once we have expressed Vi
in terms of z, V and V;). Note that the results of Section [f] are stated for fractional Sobolev
spaces, where one controls half a derivative more. We will not need the estimate for the additional
half-derivative for the proof of this lemma.

On the interface, recall that

1
U =V~ VD, V*, Uy =V —ViD,V* + SV|V|* = VDV,
z

S

where, as discussed in the proof of the previous lemma, we already know that U* and D,V* are
the boundary traces of holomorphic functions in £2. On the other hand, from Equation B.27), we
know that U* 4+ ¢; € Eiﬂ(m) with ¢; := bjb1 — ig. In particular, we have D,¥* = CD,U* by
Equation (Z30). Therefore, by taking the time derivative of ¥* = CU*  we conclude that

%= UF — 2D, 0"

satisfies the same equation (i.e, CU% = ). U3 is therefore the boundary trace of a holomorphic
function.

Using now the evolution equation z; = V| we can write

1
Vi = U + VD, V* — SVI[9,V|* + VD,V
ZS

* * * *\ % * 1 2 * *
= U5+ VDU + (U + V' (DV))DV* = SVIOV + VD" + VDy(VD.V)

S

= U5+ 2VDU* + YD V* + V*|DV*? + VZD2V™.

From (3.7 and B.27), it then follows that

2VDW* = 205D U™ + 2b5 (2 — 2.)* (bie — b DIU™) + L3 5_1(m)

UDV* = —ciby — i DU* = boby (DU*)* = bo| DsU*? + b1, (2 — 2.)* + L3 5_1(m)
VDV > = bo| DVF? + b1 |b1|* (2 — 24) + L5 5_1(m)

VED2V* = (b5)? DU + 2b5bi (2 — 2.)*DIU* + L3 5_1(m).

Combining the first and the last equations, we obtain
2VD,U* + VED2IV* = 265D, U™ + (b)) DIU™ + 2b1:b5 (2 — 2.)" + L3 5_1(m).

The definition of ¢; and the second and third identities then yield

UDV* + VD V* |2 = = ¢; (b1 + DsU*) — boby (DsU*)* + bo(|b1|> + 2R(b1 (D U*)*)

+ by |b1]? (2 — 24) + bibi (2 — 2)* + L3 51 (m)
=ig(b1 + DsU*) + b1 |b1]*(2 — 24) + b1bi, (2 — 2z.)* + ﬁ%”g_l(m).
Putting everything together, we thus conclude
Vip = W5+ (2b1,b7 + 01b7,) (2 — 20)" + L3 5_1(m),

where in U3 we have collected all the terms which can be written as the boundary trace of a
holomorphic function. Note that

\113 T Zs = 70’9,5 — 3%(1)?[7”)(2 - Z*) “Zs + E%,ﬂ—l(m)
— oS by) — BR(BIb1) (= — ) - 24 + Lh gy (m),
where we have used that (z — 2z,) -z € E;ﬂ(m). Therefore, by Proposition and Lemma [6.6]
there exists a harmonic extension of ¥3 = f U5 -z ds (recall that this means that 13 as a primitive

of W3 - z,). The action of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on 13 is bounded as Gz = W3 - 2 =
O(|z — 2.]), as functions in £} ;_, (') are bounded by |z — z.|'**# by Lemma 2.2 O
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3.2 The basic energy estimate

We are now ready to prove the fundamental energy estimate that we will use to establish Theo-
rem [LIl The energy we shall define is modeled on the usual energy functionals for smooth water
waves, but involves a careful interplay between weights to effectively capture the evolution of
non-rigid corners.

It is convenient to distinguish between the lower-order contributions to the energy,

low 2 . 2 2 2 2
B2 = 1008+ loglzally  FIVIZs el FFGE), (328)

B+(k—1)

and the higher-order part

1

m)\\/ |2l

By ()2 = Vool 012 g pr o + AY2(mP ok p,) (3.29)

2,6+k—3

The full energy functional is then defined as
Erp(t)? = B ()2 + B8 (t)2.

Here k > 2 is an integer and, following the definition of our weighted Sobolev space of half-integer
order in Section ] we fix some real A = A(k) in such a way that both (8 — A) + (k — ) and
(8 —X) + (k — 1) satisfy Muckenhaupt condition, that is

B-N+(k-1)€ (—%,o).

Concerning the Rayleigh—Taylor condition, recall that ¢ > 0 away from the corner tip by the
discussion in Section Pland that Lemma implies

|z — 2| to~ 1
on the whole interface provided that b; # 0 and that the opening angle 2v € (0, %) (also recall
that Lemma [3.2is only valid as long as —& + 2 < 8 < 1).

We are now ready to prove our basic estimate. Again, in the proof we will use a number of
results from Section [f] and Appendix [Al As a side remark, the exponential bound in (330) is not
optimal, but an artifact of our definition of the energy as we chose to control log |z,| instead of
|zo|. We could prove a polynomial bound by slightly modifying the energy. This is irrelevant for
the purpose of proving our local wellposedness theorem, however.

Lemma 3.4. Let k > 2 and let (2,V) be a (sufficiently regular) solution of (ZI%), where V is
given by B1)-BS). Suppose that the (degenerate) Rayleigh—Taylor condition

acl |z(a,t) — 2z (t)]
holds. Then we have the a priori energy estimate
d 1
EEk,B(t)p < —5 €XP CEy g(t)? (3.30)

for some p € N and some constant C > 0.
Proof. We prove the claim for k = 2; the proof for higher k is analogous. The first observation

is that we only need to consider time derivatives of the highest-order terms in 6§ and ¢y, as the
estimates on remaining terms follow from the lemmas proven in Subsection Bl

We claim that
1d 2 2
2 dt (H‘/Eageuww/z + [|AY2 (0% .) ||2,B—>\+3/2)
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is bounded by the right hand side of (B30]).
To see this, we first show that

55 IV o = [ 520000 Mmoo+ R ), (3.31)

where the remainder R;(t) is bounded by the right hand side of ([330). To prove this, we start
with the identity

g
2dtH\/_839H2ﬂ+3/2 /m2(5+3/2)aa39(a3 ds+/m2(5+3/2)( L, ) ol020)2ds,

where ds = |z4|da is the line element. The last two terms clearly satisfy the desired estimate
because @, = et = O(1) and 2t = O(1) by our assumptions and Lemmas and

lzal ™
To estimate (920);, we successively interchange 9; with 95 = Tl 8 and use the fact that
Vs = ||ZZ"||t to write
(020), = 036, — 02(1p505) — O (5020) — 0,036
= 0s(m ™ H(m*0;)) + L2,p42(m).
Here, we repeatedly used Lemma and our regularity assumptions on 6 and ¢, together with
Lemmas 3.1 [A.3] and [A4] to show that we can write

920, = m~ H(m*0%p,) + L} 545(m) (3.32)
in the allowed range of 8’s. In fact, note that we an write
950y = m TV H (m 1 0,05) + E%,ﬂ-{-Q(m)- (3.33)

In the case 6 = 2, this is precisely the relation BI6) with X' := X — 1 € (3,1), while in the
case 8 € (— 2, 2) thls is the relation ([3I5) up to a commutator with m*~!, which can be readily
estimated using Lemma[A4l Recall that, by construction, the weight with power 8 — A+1 satisfies
the Muckenhaupt As-condition.

Taking a derivative of the remaining term in ([3.33), and using Lemma [A.3] we find

1 _ 1 _
s <WH(m/\ 185505)> :WH(mA(??‘PS) + [H, |za|](m85(m)‘ 185905))

1
mA |z |
A—1

+ A [Hﬂ mS](m)\ilasgos) + £%7ﬁ+2 (334)

1
= $H(m>‘852505) + Eé,ﬁw(m)-

Here we have used Lemma [A4] and the fact that |24 € H3,,(m). In particular, we have proved
the identity (332). Recalling the identity Ho, = A, (B31) follows.

Now we shall show that

4
dt

1
m/\\/ EX

where the remainder R2(¢) is again bounded by the right hand side of (330). To keep the notation
simple, we set

A1/2 (m)\ai(ps)

=— /m2'6+3_’\08§’9 A(m 2y )da + Ra(t), (3.35)
2,8+3/2

B=B-A+1 (3.36)
and note that A is chosen in such a way that both 8’ and 5’ + % satisfy the Muckenhaupt As-
condition, i.e. B’ € (—3,0).

Taking the time derivative, we find

2
1d

2 dt

Al/?(m/\agcpS) _ / mQﬂ/HAl/Q(mA(afgas)t)Al/Q(mAﬁfgas)doz

2,8'+1/2

vzl
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Noting that
Qst = —p2 + 0] — 00, € Hj 1 (m), (3.37)

by Lemmas BT and B2] it is not hard to show that

(852908)15 = _3(85908)2 - 490883908 + 852(_095 + 9152)

3.38
= 4.0, — W M H () — 0030 + L (). 333

Indeed, clearly (9s¢s)* € L5 5,5(m) by Lemma 22, while (332) and Lemma [31] ensure that
1
585(93) = 0,020, + (045)> = —0ym  H(m 02¢5) + L3 5 5(m).

Finally, we know that o € Hj | (m) by Lemma and therefore

92(00s) — 0020 = 20,055 + 04505 € L3 5, 5(m). (3.39)

Thus (3.38) follows.
Using the decomposition ([B38]), we now claim

A2 (mN D2 0s)1) = =AY (m 0 030) + Ly i1 (m). (3.40)

To see this, note that when the half-derivative A'/? hits the terms in m*(92¢p,); that are in
E%yﬁ,ﬂ(m), one gets terms in £27ﬂ,+%(m) by Lemma [A.6l On the other hand, as ¢, = O(1),

Dsps = O(m~1125) by Lemma 2.2, we have
N2 (2 0,020,) = p A2 020,) + [NV, 0] (m020,) € Lo, 3 (m),
by Lemmal[A7l The same estimates hold for 6; (i.e. 0; = O(1), 9s0; = O(m~1**#)), and therefore
AV2 (0,H (m*02p,)) = O A2 H(m 020,) + [AV2,0,] H(m*02,) € L3 51,3 ()

by Lemmas and [A.3] We have thus proven (3.40).

It remains to consider the term in (8:40) that involves . We have

- /m%/"’lAl/2 (m’\aag’H) A2 (m’\aftps) da = /(m’\aag’O)Al/Q (m%/"’lAl/2 (m)‘aftps))da.
Let us now write

AL/2 (mzﬁ’+1A1/2 (mAag%)) — _m2B I (m*02p,) + {A”Q, m2ﬂ’+1} A2 (mPa2g,) .
Since by assumption AY/2(m*9%¢,) € L3 gr11/2(m), Lemma AR implies
m> [A1/2,m25/+1} AL/2 (m,\ag%) € Lo (g1 (m).
Therefore, using that 0020 € L3 g11(m), we conclude
— /m%/"’lAl/2 (m’\aag’H) AY/? (m’\852<p5) da = —/mQB_)‘Jr?’U@S’H A(m*02p,)da + ‘bounded’,

where ‘bounded’ stands for terms that are bounded by the right hand side of ([B.30). This
proves ([B.33]), so the lemma follows. O

4 The local existence theorem

We are now ready to state and prove a precise version of our local wellposedness result, Theo-

rem .11
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4.1 Statement of the result

In the setting we consider, we will describe the fluid by three real functions, (0,log|z4|,U1), and
five parameters (two real and three complex): (bg, b1, 24, V4, V_).
We denote by Bg (m), with g € (f%, %} and k > 2, the Banach space of all
k+1/2
(24,4, v-,0,l0g|24]) € Cx R x R x L5HL (I,m) x Hﬂ+k/_1/2(l, m),

(bo, b1, Uh) € Cx C x LEY2(1,m),

equipped with the natural norm. As we shall see next, the former 5-tuple characterizes the
interface, and the latter triple characterizes the velocity on the interface. (One can also consider
the case k = 1 using the same ideas, with some minor modifications, but we will not pursue this
idea here.)

Let us start with the interface. Given (z.,v4,v_,0,log|zs|) as above, we define the tangent
angle and interface curve as

Z = 24 —|—/ eloglzal+i gq/ 0:=(vex+ +v_x-)+ 0, (4.1)

where x+ are fixed cutoffs as in the introduction to Section[3l We assume that the opening angle
2v and (3 satisfy the compatibility condition

T T 1
2 (o,—), _T 3 - 4.2
veE 5 2y+ <6—|—2 (4.2)

and that the curve z satisfies the arc-chord condition
F(z)< A (4.3)

for some possibly large constant A > 0. Let us recall that the arc-chord term F(z) is in fact
included in the energy functional.

On the other hand, given (by, b1, Uy ) as above, we define the complex conjugate of the boundary
trace of the velocity as

V* i=bg+ bl(Z — Z*) + U*, U:=U; +z/g(z)U1ds, (44)

where G(z) is the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator associated to z.

We assume that the Rayleigh—Taylor condition

inf —7— >1/4 (4.5)

a€l |z — 2]

holds for some constant A > 0, where o (i.e., minus the normal derivative of the pressure) is given
in terms of the above unknowns as

1
o(2,V):=G(2) + gz1s + Vi - V7, Y= —gzo — §|V|2. (4.6)

In view of the discussion in Section2land of Lemma[3.2] (as elaborated in the proof of Equation (&.2])
below), a Rayleigh—Taylor condition of the form (£3]) holds provided that

b1 (t)| > 1/A" >0 (4.7)

(that is, |22 (z.(t),t)| # 0 is bounded away from zero) and the regularity of the interface and the
arc-chord condition remain bounded. Therefore, our basic assumption concerning the Rayleigh—
Taylor condition will be (7).

Conditions (£2), (£3) and @3] (which, as we have mentioned, can be replaced by (@T)
define an open set Og(m) C B’g(m). With some abuse of notation, in what follows we shall
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identify (z, V) with the quantities (©, log|z4|, U1, bo, b1, 2«, V4, V—) we use to define them, and write
(z,V) € OE(m) whenever the (z,V) defined by (£1]) and (£4) are such that the conditions ([d.2l),
#3) and (&) are satisfied. The meaning of the assertion (z,V) € Bg(m) is defined analogously.

The local wellposedness result we establish, which was informally stated as Theorem [[Ilin the
Introduction, is the following:

Theorem 4.1. The water wave system,
2=V Vi +ig =izso (4.8)

is locally wellposed on Og(m). In particular, for each initial datum (2°,V°) € Og(m), there
exists some time T > 0 such that @3) has a unique solution (z,V) € C([0,T],0%(m)) N
(o, T],Bgfl(m)) with initial datum

2(,0) =2 V(,0)=V".

Furthermore, the evolution of the constants (z.,v4,v—_,bo,b1) is given by the system of ODEFEs

defined by BI4) and (B23).

Remark 4.2. For future reference, let us record that the continuation criterion that follows is that

the solution exists as long as (z,V) € Of(m). Therefore, the solution exists at least until its Ex g-

energy (which we have shown to be equivalent to ||(z, V) ||B§(m) 1zt Vo)l g1 () +F (2)) becomes
5

unbounded, the angle v stops satisfying the condition (£2), or the arc-chord condition (@3] fails
(that is, the infimum in ¢ of inf, |z(a,t) — 2z.(t)|o(a, t) is 0).

Remark 4.3. As evolution of the angle of the corner is given by the ODE system (@B.14), the
corners are not rigid. Also, note that the velocity field v(z,t) is of class C'* up to the boundary
of the water region Q(t) by Corollary 6.2 for some A > 0.

Let us discuss the strategy of the proof of this result before getting bogged down in techni-
calities. The strategy to pass from the a priori energy estimates proven in Section [3] to a local
wellposedness theorem is standard, see e.g. [39]. There are many ways to regularize free boundary
Euler equations; here, we adapt the approach in [I0], [I5] and [I8]. What makes this step non-
trivial is the presence of singular weights, which we handle using functions that exactly vanish at
the corner points. This property is certainly not preserved by standard mollifiers. We will strive
to focus on the non-standard parts of the argument.

We regularize evolution equations in two steps. We first add a ‘viscosity’-term to the tangential
direction of 9;V, which depends on a small parameter e. Then, we introduce another regulariza-
tion, depending now on another small parameter §. The resulting regularized system, which we
call the (e, 0)-system, is an ODE on an open set of a suitable Banach space. Therefore, we can use
the abstract Picard theorem to find a sequence of solutions to the (e, §)-system with a subsequence
converging to a solution of the e-system as § — 0.

4.2 Regularization of the equations
We shall next introduce the regularized system of equations that we will use to prove the local

existence result.

We start by defining the Banach spaces g’g(m) that we will use in this argument, where

272
functions and parameters

B € (,l l] and k > 2. They are closely related to the above spaces Bg(m) and consist of

(24, Vg, v—,0,l0g|z4]) € C xR xR x Eg}ik(l,m) X Hgii([,m),
(bo,b1,Ur) € C x Cx L5, (I,m),

endowed with the natural norm.
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We then define z as a function of (z.,v¢,v—,0,log|z|) via @I) and V' as a function of
(bo, b1, Ur) via (£4). We denote by Ok( ) C Bﬁ( m) the open set deﬁned~by the conditions (£2),
#3) and [E7) and, just as above, abuse the notation to write (z,V) € Og(m).

The key difference between this space and Blg (m) is that here we control an extra half-derivative
of U; and log |z,|. By looking at the equations, it is clear why we take the additional half-derivative
of Uy, but one might believe the extra derivative of log|z,| is perhaps not required. The reason

for which it is included (and necessary for our arguments to work) is the following. If we assume

U, € KSJE,QHC( ), we have Uy € L& ﬁJrk( m) by Proposition 6] (as long as the compatibility
condition ([&2)) for the opening angle and the parameter 8 holds). Therefore, V € E];J[ﬁ_k( ),
S0 @s(2, V) = Vi - 24 Hgi,lc(m) As ps = (log|za|)t, we really need to take an additional

half-derivative of log |z, | as well.

We start by introducing the e-regularization of the system, for € > 0. Following [18], we keep
the evolution equation for z unchanged and we only modify the evolution equation for V', setting:
Zt = V,

4.9
Vi +ig = 2 (iUJreas (m2<1)5)), “9)

where we define
k
O, =z, - Us € L5 (m).

The reason for which we have used @ in the regularization instead of ¢ = @, + R(b122) is that
ds(m?®,) € UQ“’ Btk—2 (m). Hence, this way we ensure are not introducing corrections asymptotic to
z — 2z, near the corner point. Note that, keeping all other regularity assumptions fixed, controlling
o, € Eggik(m) is equivalent to controlling ¢, € Hgii( ).

As before, V* is by construction the boundary trace of a holomorphic function, which must
therefore satisfy (Z.8). Taking a time derivative of (28], it is not difficult to see that V;* — 2, D V*
should also satisfy an equation of this form,

C(z) (V' — 2D V*) =V, — 2D, V™. (4.10)
Therefore, instead of taking the prescription (), define o in this regularized setting by
o(z,V,€) = G(2) (0 + 9) + gz15 + Vs - V7, (4.11)
where 1 and ¢ are
= —gzo — %|V|2, V¢ = em?®,. (4.12)

We will refer to (3], under these conditions, as the e-system. When ¢ = 0, we recover our original
system, as discussed at the beginning of Section [4

In the next lemma we show that the a priori energy estimate proven for the original system
carries over, with minor modifications, to the regularized setting:

Lemma 4.4. Let € > 0 be fized and let (z(-,t),V(-,1)) € (55(771) be a sufficiently smooth solution
of the e-system. Then the energy functional

= 2. 2 2 2 2
B0 = NoglzallZees + 102y + 10, 50 + Wil <00, (413)
which is equivalent to the gg(m)—norm of (z(+,t),V (-, 1)), satisfies the a priori inequality

dE,st)P 1 ~
dBi.s ()" < = exp(CEg3(t)P) (4.14)

dt € ’
for some p € N.

Proof. As before, let us consider the case k = 2, as the general case is similar. The results of
Subsection [B1] carry over essentially word-for-word to the present situation, so we will mostly
point out the differences that arise.
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First, as in Lemma 1], when 8 € (—3, ) we can write
ots = H‘Pss + R(Za V)v

so (.15) holds. In order to prove that R(z, V) € L3 5, ,(m), we need to only use V € Hj(m) and
Lemma [2.7] (which, under current regularity assumptions, allows us to take two derivatives on the
kernel of (iC — H)D2V* directly, see the proof of Lemma [B.II). Since we control an additional
half-derivative of 5 (or, equivalently, of ®,), we conclude 6; € HE;H(m). Since Vi = z5(ps + 6:),
we conclude that V' € Hg 4o(m). In particular, the norms of the higher-order derivatives of V' are
controlled by some power of Egﬁ 5(t), and the energy functional Egyﬁ is equivalent to the norm in
the Banach space Bf(m).

In the case 8 = 1, we proceed analogously after replacing [.15) by (BI6) (with the corre-
sponding term R(z,V), as in B.21)).

On the other hand, by Proposition and Lemma we know that o € H;(m) is of the
form ([3.22)) on the entire allowed range of 3’s. Here we are using that, by construction, m?® €

_1

L3 5(m) (which is a subset of E; 51 (m) by Lemma and the definition of the half-norm

’ B3
given in Section [Z2]), so it does not contribute to the leading asymptotic behavior of o (which is
proportional to |z — z.|) near the corner tip.

In fact, we can proceed exactly as in the proof of Lemma to show that o = G(2)¢° +

Hj, ((m). Using the same strategy for G(2)1¢, when § € (-1, 1) we infer that

Gy = Gyt —m*H <# 51/)€> +em?H (#85(7712(1)5)) . Y= em?d,

=em?HO,®, + E;ﬂ(m)

(4.15)

Note that we have introduced suitable corrections to the Hilbert transform in order to ensure we
have the desired behavior near the singular point. As m*Hds®, € L3 5(m), we conclude that

o= |bi1)? |z — z.|tan 2v + em* HO P, + E%yﬁ(m). (4.16)

As in the proofs of LemmasB.1land B.2] when 5 = % we only need to replace the Hilbert transform
by the operator m~* Hm*" for some N € (0,1) (see Equation (32H)) to conclude

o = |b1|*|z — 2| tan 2v + em N T2H (m 8,8,) + L3 5(m). (4.17)

Therefore V; € Hg(m) and U; € E%B(m), as before, for the entire range of weights 8 € (—3, 1].

Finally, consider the time derivative of ¢g:
ot = — 02+ 0% — 00, + €} (m?D,). (4.18)
This implies that
Dy = fcpi + 0:(0; — %(zblzg)) — o0, + e@f(mQQDS) - %(bltzf).
The only term which is nontrivial to analyze is the highest-order one,

1d

5 710526 l5 540 = — /m2(B+2)3§‘I’53§ (00s) ds + 6/m2(ﬂ+2)5§’@35§(m2‘1)5)d8

+ ‘bounded’

where ‘bounded’ stands for terms controlled by powers of Eg, 5(1).

To analyze the remaining terms, let us denote by I; and I the integrals on the right hand side
of the last line. Integrating I> by parts yields

I, = —e/mQ(ﬁ+3)|8;1<I>s|2ds + € - ‘bounded’.
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For I, on the other hand, we have
I = / 05 (m*P2 938 )02 (06,) ds

= / (mQ(ﬁJrQ)a;l(I)s +2(6 4 2)m**+30,m 8;9,’@5) 02 (00y) ds.

The integral over the second summand is bounded in terms of Egyﬁ(t), while for the first one we
have the estimate

4
/m2<ﬂ+2)8§®58§ (005)ds < e/mQ(ﬂ+3)|8§¢s|2ds + - /m2<ﬂ+1)|852(095)|2d5 + ‘bounded’.
€

(4.19)
Thus the most singular terms from I; and I5 cancel out, and the lemma follows. O

Remark 4.5. One should take note of the term in ([@I9) proportional to 1/e, which does not
play a major role here but will need to be dealt with carefully in order to pass to the limit € = 0.

In the next step, we introduce a second regularization, which depends on an independent small
parameter §. The basic idea is to apply a variable-step convolution operator A° to the right-hand
side of the evolution equation for V. Note that an ordinary (fixed-step) convolution operator
would cause major trouble due to the presence of weights and by the special role played by the
corner point.

So we take ¢ as a standard mollifier (i.e., a smooth, non-negative, even function ¢ : R — R
with supp(¢) C [~1,1] and such that [; ¢ = 1). Let n € C°°(I) be strictly positive on I := (—m, )
with first order zeros at £x (i.e., n(£m) = 0 but n’(£7) # 0). This condition ensures that n ~ m.
For sufficiently small 6 > 0 and = € I, we define

1 Y
and set, for ¢ € I,
Bs (1) = (Gpn(ey * 1)(a) = / Dniey (& — 1) [ (W) dy. (4.21)
The adjoint is
B f(y) = / Doty (@ — ) f @)z, yeL (4.22)

Finally, the convolution operator A° is defined as the composition of Bs and Bj:
Asf := BjBsf. (4.23)

As we had anticipated, these operators are useful to regularize functions that live in the
weighted Lebesgue spaces Eéﬁ(l ), since the weight function m is equivalent to the distance to the
boundary 0I := {—m,w}. Note that the interval of integration always has positive distance to 91,
which is crucial as we are ultimately interested in functions having non-integrable singularities
at the boundary of I. These operators have the smoothing effect in I, they respect growth rates
at z., and they approximate the original function in E’gﬂ(l ) as § — 0T. Note that taking a
derivative on ¢ results in a factor of size O((én)~!), which is why we need to ensure n ~ m to
be able to handle the corresponding error terms. One should observe that these operators do not
generally fix boundary values of the original function (they would if 7 vanished to higher order at
+7). Technical results about these operators are presented in Subection [A-4] in Appendix [Al

A technical point is that here it is more convenient to consider D;U* (or, more precisely, the
real part) as a basic unknown instead of the real part of Uy, and then define U* by integration.
However, a necessary condition for a function W to coincide with D,U* is

/Wzs ds = 0. (4.24)
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In addition, the real and imaginary parts of W must be conjugate functions because C(D;U*) =
D,U*, and those of W; — 2; DsW too.

Let us now prescribe the new regularized set of evolution equations for
(zu, Vi, v—, O, l0g |24, bo, b1, W).
First, the evolution of the curve is essentially unchanged:

dz, dv Y dv_
" — b* T — §R b w4 _
a0 dt (ibre™), dt

(log |za| — i6); = 22(by + W).

=R (ibe*), (4.25)

The curve is then defined as
Aot =n(®)+ [ D e ] da

just as in ([I]). This defines a closed curve provided

/ e ds = 0. (4.26)
r

This integral is not necessarily zero, but obviously

d .
— [ e?ds=0 < / zsWds = 0,
in which case the integral is independent of t. As we can always add a time-independent function
to the definition of z without changing the evolution equations, we can therefore assume that the
integral is actually zero.

We take the evolution of the velocity as

dbo db, 1 -
— = — = b vy tv) 4.2
a9 dt C082V| 1|7 ’ (4.27)
1 ) 1 " =
W, =~ Sl + WP - (bu 1D, (Zj°)> oy <Z— (~i& + eas<m2q>s>)) ~E

where we recall that ®; := R(22W). Furthermore, we have set
0 =0 — og, 00 := |b1]?|z — z.|tan2v,

and = is another correction term that we will define (and motivate) below.
We now define U* and V* in terms of W as

V*i=bo+bi(z — z:) + U™, U*(a,t) = W(d',t) zo () do.
Note that U*(w,t) = U*(—mn,t) = 0 provided [@24) is satisfied. Again, the integral [@24]) is not

necessarily zero, but we do have

d
— | zsWds =0
dt Jr

as long as [ Eds = 0. As E will essentially arise as the normal derivative of a harmonic function,
this condition will always hold by construction. In particular, we have

DU =W, D,V* =b+ W,
as required. One should note that Equation ([£28]) is essentially the evolution for (D;V*);, where V;

is given by the second equation in ([£.9) with a regularized right-hand side and a correction term Z.
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Now that we have specified V* in terms of our “basic” unknowns, we can define o = o(z,V,€) as
in the e-system, that is, by Equations ({IT))-(@.12).

An issue that we must still take care of is the following. As a consequence of the presence of
the regularization operator As, Wy — 2z, D;W is not the boundary trace of a holomorphic function
anymore, in contrast with (£I0). This is why we introduce the aforementioned correction term
E=E(zV,¢0).

Specifically, let us set

u=RN {—VDSV* - (blt(z —z) + wo) + As (i (—ic + 6(m2¢s)s)> } ;

S S

so that

1 ) 1
asU, = %{_Zs (_2|D5V*|2 + VD?V*) _ (bltzs + as (’LUO>) + asA(S (_ (_25 + Eas(mQ(I)s))) }’
¥4

s s s

and define

(1]

. 1 N
=G+ s {00~ (0. (22) ) +0us (Lo + e b a2
Zs Zs
ne should note that u = — s + _+1(m), since As and its derivatives preserve the
One should h R(b5D V) + L5EL ince As and its derivati h,
growth rates at the singular point, as we show in Subsection [A4l Therefore, Proposition

ensures that -
-3

Gu = S(z:bg DIU™) + L, 2 (m),

so in particular = € E’;zﬁrkﬂ(m). We can further show that = € Kggark(m) For this, we proceed

as in the proof of Lemma B2} however, as we now control an additional half-derivative of |z, |, we
can put two additional derivatives on the kernel of iC — H, cf. Lemma 271

Observe that, when § = 0, by the choice of o and by the uniqueness of solutions to the Laplace
equation, we have Z = 0. By construction, we also have ©; € Eszik (m) and W; € Eszik (m).

We will refer to ([@.25)-(.2]) as the (e, §)-system. It defines an ODE on the open set 62 (m) C
g’g(m) Furthermore, it is easy to see that the right-hand of [@25)-(#28) (the “vector field”

defining the ODE on 5’5(771)) is a Lipschitz function on this set. Perhaps the only point that
is not completely elementary is the fact that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator is a Lipschitz
function of z; however, this follows from the results in Section [0 essentially as in the case of
smooth curves (see e.g. [36]).

Therefore, by the abstract Picard theorem, for every § > 0 and every initial datum (28’5, VOE’J) €
(55(771), there exists some time 7% > 0 and a unique solution

(290, V%) € ([0, T, Ok (m))

of the (e, 0)-system (4.25)-([28)) with initial condition

(25%(0), VE2(0)) = (25°, V5™).

Moreover, for any fixed €, > 0, the solution can be extended until it leaves the open set (52 (m).
The key property we aim to show is that the time of existence can be chosen uniformly in ¢:

Lemma 4.6. Fiz some ¢ > 0 and some initial datum (z§, V§) € 5§(m) Then there exists some

§-independent time T > 0 such that the solution (2%, V%) to the (e,8)-system with this initial
datum satisfies

(20, V%) € CY([0, T, OF (m))
for all small enough 6 > 0.
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Proof. As is well known, it is enough to prove that the estimate ([£I4) for the Ekﬁg(t)—energy

of (249, V%) holds uniformly for all small enough § > 0. Recall that we have shown Ej g(t) is
equivalent to the g’g(m)—norm of (29°(-,t),VE9(-,t)). This is because, if [@I4) holds uniformly for
sufficiently small 6 > 0, Picard’s theorem yields a lower bound for the maximal time of existence
of (269, V%) that depends on € and Ej, 5(0) but not on §. (This bound will not allow us to take
the limit € — 0%, however, as it scales like 1/e.

Let us now prove an energy estimate for (249, V<) that is uniform in the small parameter § > 0.
For the ease of notation, in the rest of the proof we drop the (e, §) superscript everywhere.

As before, for concreteness, let us stick to the case k = 2, as the general case is analogous. A
glance at the (e, §)-system reveals that it is enough to estimate the terms with the highest-order
derivatives of @, as all the other terms are obviously bounded uniformly in . So we only need
to focus on this term.

We have
Dy = 207 — 0, R(ib122) + R(22W)

1. -

=R (zsasA(; (—(—w + 685(m2<1>s))) — zzs:> + Hg+2(m),
S

where we henceforth write “+ Hg 42(m)”, and similar expressions, for terms bounded uniformly

in § in these spaces. However, the most we can say about Z, under our regularity assumptions

and uniformly in 4, is E € L3 5(m).

Let us present the proof in the case the g € (—%, %) In the case 5 = %, the proof is exactly the

same, after modifying the operators H and C using the X'-power of the weight as in Equation (3:25]).
For instance, this simply amounts to replacing ({I16) by (@IT) when estimating . The details
are just as before.

The starting point of our uniform estimate is to write

Os <l(i5 + e@S(mQQDS))) = 1 (7595 — ie@s(mQ@s)s —i0, + e(mQ@S)SS)

S Zs
= — (—z’e(mQHq)ss)S +e(m?®y,), — 50, + g1 + 92)

1 -
= — (e@s(mQ(I —iH)®ys) — 005 + €g1 + 92) )

Zs

Here we have used (II)-(£I2), I is the identity operator, and from now on we denote by
g1 € E% sr1(m) and g2 € E%ﬁ G2 (m) complex-valued functions, which may vary from line to line,
that are bounded in these spaces uniformly in §. In our argument, they play the role of constants.
At this point, it is important to note that g6 has the same regularity properties as g1, but it does
not carry a factor of e.

For ease of notation, we temporarily set
G :=m?*(I —iH)d,
where G € L3 5(m) by Lemmal[A3l Thus, we can write

|Zoz|

i -
OaAs <—(i5 + 685(m2<1)s)>> = €A ( 3SG> + —K5BsG ~

A5(595> + €B§gl + g2.

Zs Zs Zs
where we have written (B:f) =: Bif' + Ksf as in the proof of Lemma A3 and we have used
that we control an additional derivative whenever we have a commutator with any of the above
convolution operators. This follows by applying Lemma to the commutators with |z4|/zs.
The derivative of this function is in £ 5, (m), aso it is bounded pointwise by O(m*#~!) by Lemma
2.2
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Using this formula, let us now write

) 1
. (DS<VDSV*> byt D, (”0)) T 0.4; (—(—zﬁ T eas(m%s)))
Zs

S

EA

1 _ ~
= 7ZSVD§U* | |A5 ( 0y G) — z_AzS((795> + ziK(;BgGJr B591 + go.

|2al
We now proceed as in the proof of Lemmal[3.2l That is, we add and subtract the “corrected” Hilbert
transform mH (m~'0su) (note the factors of m here) from Equation @ZJ) (see also EIX)),
and then we repeatedly use Lemmas 2.7, [A3] [A4] and to conclude, after a tedious but
straightforward calculation, that

o 1
e L3A0 [(I—H'H) ('Z |

|25 Ze M

é

—_
—
[l

1 -
9 G)] +eS [—(I +iH) (K(;B(;G)} +
Zo
6 *
mBagl + Hj_ o(m)
1 ) ~ - 1 € . 3
=€ z_(I +iH) (K(;B(;G) + 205 A5(00s) — z1smAsH EUGS + mB(;gl + Hﬁ+2(m).

~ 1_
+ ZQSA6(095) — z1smAsH (_093) +
m

To do this, the only nontrivial observations one must use in the argument are that one can put
up to two derivatives on the kernel of the commutator of H with functions in Hj,(m), and that
H and the multiplication by m and by m ™! essentially commute with As by Lemma [A. 10l The
other manipulations are by now standard.

Putting everything together, we obtain

=R ( <|Za| Os G)) {zfsAg(a?S) + 20521smAsH (i&vt?s)]
[2a] Zs m

+ . [%(I?éBéG) + 29, (i(f —iH) (f((;B(;G))] + eR(fB5g1) + Hg+2(m)

|Zﬂt| S

(4.30)

for some f € H g 4o(m). The first term in this formula is the most singular one, as we only control
its H é(m)—norm uniformly in §. We thus require to gain uniform control over two additional
derivatives. The remaining terms (except for the last one, which is smoother) are uniformly in
Hg 41(m), so we only need to control one additional derivative uniformly.

We are now ready to estimate the time derivative of [|92®,|[3 5, 5
5 dt L 020,113 . = / m* 2930, (9304 — 39,02P4) ds + ‘bounded’
=: Iy + Is + ‘bounded’

Here and in what follows, ‘bounded’ stands for functions which can be bounded in terms of Egﬁ s(t)
uniformly in 6.

Let us consider the integral I first. By the above formulas, we have

352@st63?<| | <|Za|3 G>> + L2 541(m)
|ZO¢|2 2
= o ([ |2A5 902G ) ) + Logir(m)

=e0sN (A(;(’)QG +

|:A53

| a|2

where in the second line we have used that if a derivative hits any factor but G, one gets a term
bounded in Lo g4+1(m) by the results in Subsection [A:4l Recalling that 92G € L3 g(m), and that
the derivative of the commutator term belongs to L2 41(m), and using the formula as above

(Bsf) =Bsf'+ Ksf, we then conclude

S

thbst = < B; (8a35(8§’<1>5)) + £2,5+2(m).

EX
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Therefore, integrating by parts in Is, we obtain
1
gbz/m&cﬁ%@mfmﬁ%@%ﬁgm+%mmw
€
1
= / §m2('6+1)<1988a|35(m28§¢s)|2 + 0a[Bs, m* PV, (m?03®,) Bs (m?92®,) da + ‘bounded’.

As the commutator term belongs to Lo _g(m) by Lemma [A10] and integration by parts shows

that the first integral is also bounded in terms of Eg, B(t), we conclude that I5 is uniformly bounded
too.

The analysis of the integral I is more involved. We split it as
I, =eJy + Jo 4+ €J3 + €J4 + ‘bounded’,

where the summands in this decomposition are directly given by the summands in (£30). In
particular, J; corresponds to the most singular part of I;, while Js, J; and Jy are basically all of
the same order.

We claim there exists some n € N such that

N ~
I <e (—1 + %) /m2(ﬂ+2)|aaB(5 (m?82®,) [Pda + CT /m2(5+2)|8§(095)|2da + ‘bounded’,

(4.31)
where N > n is an integer which can be chosen arbitrarily large (the only price to pay is to make
the bounded term larger).

To see this, we consider Jo first. This is where the term proportional to 1/e (which we will
need to take care of appropriately to pass to the limit e = 0 later on) comes from. We have

1
Jo :/mQ(ﬁJrQ)aS’@S (zfsag’Ag(E@S) + zlSZQSmagA(;H (—595)> ds + ‘bounded’
m

~ 1_
:/m2(5+2)8§’<1>s (—z%ngaaBaaf(aes) + 21520smB} 0, Bs02H (—093)) da + ‘bounded’
m
= J211 + J272 + ‘bounded’,

where we have used that we can interchange 0,-derivatives with Bs and Bj because the error
terms and the commutators provide control over an additional derivative by Lemma [AT0).

As the analysis of both terms is completely analogous, let us just consider Js 2. As

O2H(50,) = — H(md2(50,)) + L1,5,2(m)

m

by Lemmas [A.3] and [A4], we can write
Joo =— /aaB(; (mQ(ﬂ”)zlszQS@g@s) BsH (m@f (%593)) do + ‘bounded’
= / m2B+2) 2, 200, Bs (m28§’<135) BsH(0?(50,))ds + ‘bounded’.
As in the proof of Lemma [£4] we now use the elementary inequality
N

a2 4 p2 (4.32)

p< £
PN T g

to write
2e 2(8+2) 203 2 cN 2(842) (92 (=0 |2 ¢ )
[Jo| < N/ m |0sBs (m*0®,)|" ds + 5 | ™ |0%(50)|*da 4+ ‘bounded’,
€

where N is a sufficiently large integer and c is a numerical constant that depends on the operator
norms of H and Bs.
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To estimate J3 and Jy, we proceed similarly. However, as they carry a factor of €, no terms of
order 1/e will appear. More precisely, one can show

1
s+ Jal < / m?B+2 (9, By (m203®,)|” da + ‘bounded’.

As the estimates for all the terms are very similar, we will only discuss how to control the term
(let us call it J3,1) involving the Hilbert transform in Js. Arguing as before, we have

Jz1 =R / m2P+2 93, 93 (%H&B(SG) ds + ‘bounded’
Za
=R / < m2P+3939 >m8al~{535852Gda+‘bounded’
=R / K; (mH( m2P3930 >) 0o Bs02Gda + ‘bounded’,
Za

where IN(g‘ is the adjoint of Ks. Since 02G = (I — iH)(m203®,) + L} 541(m), we can write

0aBs0?G = 0, (I — iH)Bs(m?02®) + L2 g11(m)

%(1 —iH) (mda Bs(m* 9, @)

and the uniform estimate follows just as above.

Finally, we consider .J;, which is the most singular part of 93®;. We claim there exists some
n1, independent of N, such that
Ji < (—1 + %) /m2<ﬂ+1>|aa135 (m?83®,) [*da + ‘bounded’.

Indeed, we have

Jy = /m2<5+2>a§q>sa§a% (| | (@asc)) ds
Za Zs

a 1
= %/m2(5+2)83 ‘T |435 (8235 (' * 62G)) ds + N|\aa36(m2a§¢s)|\§ﬂ+2 + ‘bounded’.

Here, the terms controlled by ||, Bs(m?d3®,)||3 5., arise whenever a derivative hits a term other
than 9;G or from commutators with convolution operators, and the factor 1/N is introduced by
means of the elementary inequality [@32]) as before (at the expense of making the bounded term
larger with N, but still independent of ¢).

Denoting the remaining integral by Ji 1, we simply keep the negative term that arises and
estimate the remaining terms as above (using, in particular, ([@32)) to obtain

2
Jig = —%/%Ba (m2(5+2)6§¢ Zs )a Bs ('Zal 8§G) da

| a|3 Zs

= (71 + %) /mQ(ﬁ+2)|8aB5 (m28§¢)5) |2do + ‘bounded’

for some n;. As N can be chosen to be as large as necessary, we obtain the bound for J;. The
estimate ({31) follows, and thus the lemma. O

Armed with the uniform bound proven in Lemmal£6] standard arguments provide the following
local wellposedness result for the e-system:

Corollary 4.7. For any fixed € > 0, the e-system is locally wellposed on 5§(m) In particular, for
any initial datum (2§, V) € 5’§ (m), there exists some T€ > 0 such that there is a unique solution
(26, V<) € CL([0,Te], 5§(m)) to the e-system with this initial datum.

35



4.3 Proof of Theorem [4.7]

Our goal in this subsection is to show how Corollary 7 can be used to prove the local wellposedness
result for the water wave system presented in Theorem [l The key step of the proof is to obtain
a lower bound for the existence time T, which does not depend on e.

For this, we start with the natural generalization E} 4(t) of the energy functional Ej 5(t),
which we will see is well suited to handle the e-system:

By 5(t)* = B p(t) + € (1057 @ull3 ppx + 105 2l I3 1) -
Here k£ > 2 and in the definition of Ej g(t) (Equation (330)) we replace @5 by
Dy =2, Us = s — ?R(blzf).

This is dictated by the particular choice of regularization in ([£9). In addition, we choose to
control |z,| directly instead of log|z,|. One should note both prescriptions for the energy (i.e.,
with ¢, or with @) define equivalent norms.

The main result in this subsection is the following. It is standard that the local wellposedness
result for water waves with corners, Theorem [£.1] follows from this result and the energy estimates
in Section Bl An important aspect of the proof is how we regularize the initial datum using the
operators By (roughly speaking, by means of variable-step convolutions over scales of size et/ %) to
make sure it is in the more regular space 6§(m) used for the e-system.

Lemma 4.8. Let us fix some initial datum
(2%, V0) = (20,14, 12,0°, log |z, b3, bY, UY) € Of(m).

Let T be the mazimal time of existence of the solution (z¢, V<) to the e-system ([@3) with initial
data

(Zo’e,VO’e) = ( Se’ygre’ @Oe 1Og|ZO el bge’b(lJe,UO e) L

(ng Vy, 1/9, B€1/4 (60)7 B€1/4 (log |Zg4|>’ bg’ b?’ B€1/4 (Ui)))’

which is in O (m) for small enough €. Then there exists a time T > 0, independent of €, such
that T > T for all small enough ¢ > 0.

Proof. As before, we will take k = 2 for concreteness. First, a short computation shows that
the regularization (2%¢, V) of the initial datum over scales of order €'/? is such that the E5 5-
norm of (%€, V%€) is bounded by the Es g-norm of (2%, V) up to an e-independent multiplicative
constant. Therefore, the bound will follow if one proves an energy inequality, similar to (830, for
the energy L 5 and the e-system.

Hence, our goal is to show how 2 E ﬂ(t)Q can be estimated in terms of Ej 4(t). Most of the
arguments required to establish this estimate go just as before, so for the sake of brevity we will
focus on the aspects of the proof that are genuinely new.

We start by noting that the time derivative of €[|03®]|3 5,5, can be estimated just as in the
proof of Lemma 4] as the additional € we have included in the energy cancels out the factor 1/e
in the right hand side of ([@I9). In fact, a minor modification of the proof of Lemma 4 shows
that

d
6@”85’ < =€ ||83q)4”§,5+3 + ‘bounded’

where ‘bounded’ means controlled in terms of Ef 4(t).

To estimate %EQ, 5(t)?, we shall proceed basically as in Lemma [3.4] to show that

d
= (IVF 02013 g+ A2 0203 511 ja) < € 92043 s+ Dounded
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We recall the notation 8 := 8 — A + 1 that we used, where A was chosen in such a way that
g e (f % , 0). If one goes over the proof of Lemma [B.4] in this setting, most of the estimates carry
over word-by-word. However, some care is needed because we replaced ¢s by &5 and because
there are two additional e-dependent terms (and one of them actually yields the new term above).
Let us discuss the details.

First, by definition, we have &, = ¢4 + £§7ﬂ+2(m), SO we can write
020, = m A H(m 020,) + £35,5(m),
for 8 € (-1, 2] by [B32) and the proofs of Lemmas 4 and B4 (using again (Z25)).
Concerning the e-dependent terms, by (£I8) we have
st = —p2 + 07 — 00, + €02(m2D,),

and
92(005) = 0020 + em' 0, H(m'" T 930,) + L] 5,5(m).

Here we have used that o, as defined in ([@IT), can be written as
D20 = em' M H(m'93®,) + Ly gyq(m)

for 8 € (—4,1]. This essentially follows by taking derivatives of ([@IG) when 8 € (—3, ) (or of

@I7) with N := XA — 1 when 8 = 3), and then repeatedly applying Lemmas [A3] and [A-4l Recall
that in the proof of Lemma B4 we used that 92(c6s) = 08260 + L3 5, ,(m), which relied on the
control of d3a.

Some care is needed to estimate the aforementioned e-dependent terms, so we will discuss
all the nontrivial parts of the argument. The integral corresponding to the additional term that
comes from o6, is

I, = e/mwurlAl/Q(m/\[?f,q)S)Al/2 (ml;H(m't103®,)) da
= —e/mGSAl/Q (mw/JrlAl/Q(m)‘a?(I)s)) H(m'T930,)da
= e/m25/+2 050, H(m 02® ) H (m " T 92®,)do + ‘bounded’.

Here we have used the identity A = 0, H and Lemma [A_8 From this expression, one easily sees
that I is controlled by E3 B(t) just as before.

For the last term in 83(,08,5, we write
m 04 (m*®,) = m 02 (m*920, + 40,m>0,®) + L3 3,1 (m) (433)
= mP8B, + gm PP, 4 L 41 (m), '

where g € H3 ,(m) and m't*32®, and m*+t*97®, belong to Lz g (m) by our regularity assump-
tions.

Let us consider the most singular term first. Integrating by parts, we find
I :e/m2ﬂ,+1A1/2(m/\852@5)A1/2(m2+)‘8§®4)do¢
:e/ (m* F A 320,) — (A2, m? TN (0 329,) ) (m?F01,) dor
Applying the pointwise inequality ab < 1a? + €b?, we conclude

L] < € ||3§‘I)4||§75+3 + ‘bounded’

Finally, using Lemmas[A3] [A-7] and [A-8] we can similarly obtain a bound for the integral involving
the term gm!**93®, in ([@33) which is quadratic in the norm of 2@, and therefore bounded by
B3 5(t) modulo a multiplicative constant. The lemma is then proven. O
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In order to finish the proof of Theorem [£1] it will be convenient to define another, higher-order,
energy functional for the e-system, namely

= high
B (1) = Bf ()" + eB5 (1) + € (105213 gynsr + 105 213 pansn) -

Written out in terms of powers of €, this reads as

- high
By o0 =Erp®? + ¢ (BEE 5 (07 + 105 00l g+ 105 20l 1)

k k
+ ¢ (||8s+2@5||3,ﬁ+k+1 + ||as+2|za|||g,ﬁ+k+1) .

With the same argument we used to prove Lemmas [3.4] 4.4l and [4.8] it is not difficult to verify
that £} B(t) also satisfies an a priori energy estimate that is uniform in e. This is because the
term proportional to € appears only linearly in the estimate for the time-derivative of E,}C‘fil 5 ()2,
as the factor multiplying this term in the energy estimate only depends on the ‘lower-order’ e-
independent energy E,f 5(t)). To prove this, one only (but crucially) needs to observe that one can
actually put two derivatives on iC — H, thanks to the additional regularity on the parametrization
of the interface and Lemma 271

For concreteness, let us assume that k = 2, as the case of general k is analogous. Given an
initial datum (2°, V) € B3(m), let (2%, V) be the regularization of the initial datum as defined

in Lemma 4.8 Note that the Egﬁ—energy of (29¢,V%¢) is bounded by the E» g-energy of (2%, V)
up to an e-independent multiplicative constant. Therefore, the a priori estimate for E; 5 ensures
that there exists some T' > 0 and a a constant M (depending on the Es g-norm of (2%, V?)) such
that B
5.5(t) < M

for all t € [0,T), uniformly in e.

We claim that (2¢, V) is a Cauchy sequence in B3(m). To show this, consider the B3(m)-norm
of the difference (2¢, V) — (2, V). As usual, we may replace |33 — 93,6 [|2.512 by

|vorazor —vaTaze

2,8+3/2

The resulting quantity, which we denote by Ege, (t), is basically the Ej g-energy of the difference
(cf. B28)-([B29)). The fact that this is equivalent to ||(z¢, V) — (2, VE,)||B§(m) is straightforward
(just recall the definition of o and the fact that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator is Lipschitz).

With the estimates that we now have at hand, it is not hard to see that the energy of the
difference satisfies the a priori estimate

d
EEfd’f’ (t)* < CLEZ . (t)? + max{v/e, Ve Co EZ (1), (4.34)
where C7 and Cs depend only on M. The proof goes just as that of Lemma 34 The only
interesting new terms are the additional e-dependent terms which appear in o and @ (see the
proof of Lemma 8], but these only contribute to the term proportional to max{+/e, v¢’} and are

thus controlled by \/EEE 5

Therefore, Gronwall’s inequality ensures that
Ege, (t) < Ege, (0) + max{v/e, Ve'}. (4.35)

uniformly for small (but uniform) ¢. Since by construction (%€, V%) is a Cauchy sequence and
E2,(0) ~ [|(2%¢, V) — (29, VO’E/)HBE(W), this completes the proof that (z¢,V¢) is a Cauchy
sequence. In turn, it is standard that this yields the existence of a solution to the original system
(i.e., the water wave equations, corresponding to e = 0). Furthermore, considering now the energy
of the difference of two solutions, an energy estimate completely analogous to (£33 shows the
uniqueness and stability of solutions to the original system.
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4.4 The case of periodic domains

Following Remark 2] in this subsection we will show how a minor modification of the strategy
used to prove Theorem .J] when the water region € is bounded can handle the case where Q is
a periodic (unbounded) domain. That is, in this section we shall assume that Q(¢) is the planar
region that lies below the interface curve z(«,t), under the assumption that o — z(«a,t) — « is
2m-periodic, and of course the boundary velocity is assumed to be 27-periodic too.

For consistency with previous sections, let us parametrize the curve so that the corner point is
24 (t) i= z(—m,t).

We find it convenient to denote by €2, one period (i.e., a fundamental cell) of the domain 2, whose
upper boundary one can assume to be I'y := {z(a,t) : =7 < a < 7}

As we shall see, all the essential ingredients of the proof of Theorem [4.1] carry over directly to
this case, and the modifications work just as in the usual case of smooth 2D gravity water waves
(i.e., without any corners).

We start by recalling the periodic Cauchy integral formula. As the domain € is unbounded,
the Cauchy integral formula is not directly applicable. However, the function

1 z 1

—cot—=—+h 4.36
Scot s =2 +h(2) (4.36)
is 27-periodic, with h(z) holomorphic on %z € [, 7], and moreover cot 5 — =i exponentially
fast as z — Fioco. Hence, it is easy to see that the boundary trace of a bounded holomorphic
function on 2 satisfies (2.13]) with the Cauchy singular integral operator C replaced by its periodic
counterpart Cper, defined as

Cper(2) f(a, t) := 2%” PV /Zf(o/,t) {cot <w) +z} zo (1) do. (4.37)

With the periodic Cauchy integral in hand, the results of Section 23] quickly generalize to
the case of periodic domains. First, since (£30]) holds, Lemmas [24] and 2.7 follow immediately.
On the other hand, in order to define the periodic counterparts Cpe.(;) of the ‘corrected’” Cauchy
integrals, note that one can write the kernel as

. it
; z—2 . 2ie” %
€o 5 ) TVT S e

We can therefore define Cper(;) to be ([2.33) with z — 2. replaced by e~ % — 7%+ Note that

|e_iz(a’t) — e_iz*(t)| ~ |z — 24

in a neighborhood of the left corner tip, and analogously near the right corner tip at z(m,t) =
z«(t) + 27 by periodicity, so straightforward analogs of Corollary and Lemma hold.

Another important ingredient is the periodic Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator, which we denote
by Gper. To analyze this linear map, observe that the function H(z) := e™** maps (2, conformally
to (NZ\(—oo, 0], where Q is a bounded domain with a corner. Furthermore, by standard results on
removable singularities, any map which is continuous on Q and conformal on ﬁ\(—oo, 0] can be
extended as a conformal map on ﬁ, and an analogous result holds for functions that are continuous
on 2 and harmonic on Q\(—o0, 0].

This readily enables us to use our results about the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on a domain
with corners. Specifically, if we respectively denote by 9,, and 05 the normal derivatives on 2 and
Q, it is clear that they are related by

Onf = |H'| [8ﬁ(fOH71):| oH.

The same relation must then hold if one replaces the normal derivatives 9,, and J5 by the Dirichlet-
to-Neumann maps of Q and Q, Gper(z) and G(H(z)):

Gper (2)f = |H'| [G(H(2))(f o H)] o H. (4.38)
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Therefore, we can use the results of Section [6l on the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator of a bounded
domain with corners to handle the periodic case.

We must still take care of one aspect that does not appear in the case of bounded domains:
since (2 is unbounded, one needs to prescribe the behavior at infinity the pressure and the velocity.
Indeed, as mentioned in Remark 211 we must impose

P(z) = 400, v(z) =0 (4.39)

as z — —too. Here and in what follows, we omit the time dependence notationally whenever no
confusion may arise.

To analyze the velocity, one can use the periodic Cauchy formula and the asymptotics of the
kernel to see that the condition ([£39) for the velocity can be written in terms of the boundary
velocity as

Z——100 2

0= lim v*(2) ! / V*(z)dz. (4.40)

However, the way we construct the boundary velocity V in this paper is by picking one com-
ponent of the boundary velocity (or rather of its Dg-derivative), say V1, as a basic unknown,
and subsequently constructing the other component (namely, V5) using the Dirichlet-to-Neumann
map. Condition (£A40) is then a constraint on Vi which involves the a priori unknown quantity
GperVi. However, there is an easy way to incorporate this in the analysis: one can always map
Q conformally to the lower half-plane using the Riemann mapping theorem, and in this case the
condition (£40) simply means that the basic unknown Vi, composed with this conformal map,
should have zero mean on I';. This is therefore a condition, depending only on V; and on the
interface curve z, that one must impose on the admissible initial data to ensure that the velocity
tends to zero at infinity. Since the time derivative of ([@40]) vanishes, this condition (and therefore
the fact that v(z) — 0 as z — —i00) is then preserved by the evolution.

Let us now discuss how one handles the condition (39) for the pressure. The evolution
equations (ZIH) for z and V obviously remain the same. We also construct o = —9, P just as
before; that is, we look for a bounded function v, harmonic in 2, such that

1
Yo = —gz = S |VI,
and write o as
o = gperw +gz1s + Vs - VLv
cf. (ZI8)-@21)). Now recall the well known formula

P(z) = —gza — %|’U(Z)|2 —d(2), z€9Q,

where ¢ is the velocity potential (i.e. v = V¢). By construction, we know that ¢; = v is bounded,
as is the velocity. Since g > 0, we infer that the condition for the pressure in ([€39) must hold. A
standard application of the Phragmén—Lindelof principle shows that P > 0, so that o(z,t) > 0 at
any regular point just as in the case of a bounded domain.

We can now move on to Section [l We describe the interface z in terms of the basic variables
Ze, Vi, © and log |z, | exactly as in (BI)—(B6). As for the boundary velocity, we modify the ansatz
for the asymptotic expansion slightly to write

V* (e, t) = bo(t) + by (t) (e (@) —je™i=0) L U*(a, t), (4.41)
where the constraint for U* now involves the periodic Cauchy integral:

U* = Cpexr(2)U™.

In addition, as we have already mentioned, Equation (40) is a constraint on [ U* dz (which,
as noted above, can be written using only Uy and z, and now by, b1 as well). Otherwise, we simply
follow (B0)—(@10). We can then derive the ODE system for the coefficients z,v4,bp and by and
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prove an a priori energy estimate exactly as before. One only needs to replace every occurrence
of C and (2 — z,) by Cper and e~ — e~ (1) respectively, and note that results of Section
hold in the periodic case as discussed above.

The coefficients of the ODE system that one derives this way look very slightly different than
in the periodic case as a consequence of the fact that the above asymptotic expansions now involve
the exponential map. Specifically, for z, and v4 one finds

=R (ibje” 1) dst* =R (ibre” T2 (4.42)

dzy . dug

= —py, —*

dt dt
To analyze by and b1, note that the expansion (@A) is particularly convenient because, going
over to the bounded domain 2 via the conformal map H —1. we simply recover the asymptotic
expansion ([B.1) for the transformed boundary velocity V := V o H=!. We can therefore directly
use the results of Lemma[32land the relation (£38§]) to find the leading order term in the expansion
of 0. After a short calculation, we arrive at the equations

1

dbo . d — 12\ — 124
a0 E(ble )= cos 21/|b16

Zemilvetr), (4.43)

Note that the ODE system (£42)-([£43) is just as in the case of bounded water domains
(Equations (314) and (323)), with the caveat that the function b; must be replaced by bje %
everywhere in the ODEs. This is merely because our choice of the parameter b; in the periodic
case has a slightly different physical meaning as b; had in the case of bounded domains. Indeed,
the coefficient b7 was introduced so that the gradient of the velocity at the corner tip is b in the
bounded case, but this quantity is given by bie~%* in the periodic case. Therefore, this apparent
difference simply reflects that, as one would expect, the leading order asymptotic behavior of the
fluid near the corner does not depend on whether the fluid domain is bounded or periodic.

The rest of proof of Theorem Tl carries over to the periodic way in a straightforward way.
Besides, as we discussed right after [@24) above, the constraint ([{40) (which is preserved by
the evolution) ensures that the solutions have the desired behavior at infinity. Incidentally, one
should note that the proof also goes through if we relax (£39)-(@40) to assume that the velocity
is bounded at infinity but does not necessarily vanish in the limit z — —ioo; this corresponds to
initial data that do not necessarily satisfy the additional constraint (Z40).

5 Finite-time singularity formation

The fact that water waves with corners can develop singularities in finite time is a fairly straight-
forward consequence of the local wellposedness result established as Theorem [£1] and of the ODE
system ({.28)-(27), which we presented as (I4)) in the Introduction.

A precise statement of this fact, which accounts for Theorem [[.2] is as follows:

Theorem 5.1. Set 3 := % For any k > 2, there exists an initial datum (2°,V°) € Og(m) and
some T > 0 such that the unique solution (z,V') to the initial value problem [@J)) with this initial
datum is C([0,T), Og(m)) N C’l([O,T),BZ_l(m)), but

i (1 V) lagimy + 1o Vllgss gy + F(2)] = oo (5.1)
This phenomenon is stable, as suitably small perturbations of this initial datum blow up as well.
Proof. In Appendix[Blwe show that there is an open set O of initial conditions (1/2, 9,b0) e R2xC
for which the ODE system () blows up in finite time. More precisely, for all (v{,2°,b9) € O

one has:

i) The maximal forward existence time of the ODE, Ty = To(v9,v2,87) > 0, is finite.

ii) The functions 2v(t) := 74+v4(t) —v_(t) and |b1(t)] are positive and increasing for ¢ € (0, Tp).
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iii) Ast — Ty, 2v(t) — 5 and |bi(t)] — oo.
With 3 := % and any fixed k > 2, let us take some initial data
(22, 08,12,0°% log |20, by, bY, UY) € Of(m)

for which (¢9,1°,09) are in O, where we recall that (’)g (m) is the open set of admissible initial
conditions that appears in our local existence result (Theorem E.T]). It is obvious that this can be
done, as one only needs to ensure that the functions (0°,log |20|, UY) are regular enough and that
the corresponding interface curve does not have any self-intersections.

Theorem E.] ensures that this initial datum determines a unique solution
(z,V) = (24, v4,v—,0,10g |24], b0, b1,U1) € C([0,T), (’)g(m)) N Cl([O,T),B’g*l(m)),

with (v4,v_,b1) given by the corresponding solution to the ODE (L4). By Remark 2] the
solution (with (v4,v_,b1) determined by (IL4])) can be continued as long as the corner angle 2v
satisfies condition (£2), the degenerate Rayleigh—Taylor condition

inf inf a(a?)

— >0 5.2
te(0,1) o€l |z(a, t) — 2. (t)] - (5-2)

holds, and the Ej g-energy (i.e., the right hand side of (G.1])) remains bounded.

Let us now assume that the right hand side of (&) remains bounded for T := Ty, since
otherwise the theorem automatically follows. To show that this leads to a contradiction, we will
use that if the continuation criterion of Remark [4.2]is satisfied up to time Ty, we immediately infer
that the blowup condition (&) holds for T := Tj because ||(z, V)||B§(m) > b > 0ast— 1.

Since 5 = %, verifying the first condition of the continuation criterion is immediate. With
(W9,02,09) € O and Ty as above, condition ([EZ) (which in the case f = % simply reads as
2v € (0, %)) holds for all ¢ € (0,Tp) because 2v is positive, increasing and tends to § as t — T} .

Therefore, to show that the solution to the water wave system blows up, it only remains to
show that the degenerate Rayleigh—Taylor condition cannot fail either. To see this, suppose that
there is some time 17" < T such that

liminf inf ol t)

AP ey T (5:3)

By Equation ([£4) and Corollary [6.2] the velocity in the water region Q = Q(t) is

v(z,t)" =bo(t) + b1(t)[z — 2« (t)] + u(z, t)*.

Since |b1(t)] > |b9] because |b1 (t)] is increasing, % (z4(t),t) = 0 by the regularity of the function Uy

in @4) and [lu(-,t)llc1a o)) S Erp(t) is bounded uniformly for 0 < ¢ < T' by hypothesis, it
follows that there exists some uniform radius § > 0 such that the the nonnegative function
F:=|Vv]?>0

is lower bounded as

Fe ) > %|b‘f|, 2 € Q)N B2 (1)), (5.4)

where Bjs(z) denotes the ball centered at z of radius ¢.
By (L3), in Q the pressure satisfies

—AP =F, Plr=0. (5.5)
As the geometry of Q is controlled up to time T, we claim that the lower bound (&) implies

0= —0,P > c|lz — z (5.6)
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for some uniform ¢ > 0 and all ¢ < T, which contradicts the assumption ([G.3]).

In fact, it is not hard to see that the estimate (5.6 follows from a calculation on the strip IT,
very similar to the one in the proof of Lemma 6.6l As we do not need to be so careful here about
the sharp dependence of the estimates on the regularity of z because we have more regularity
than strictly necessary for this part of the argument, for the benefit of the reader we provide an
elementary alternative proof of this fact too. For this, we henceforth omit the time variable for
the ease of notation.

Rotating the axes and applying a smooth diffeomorphism (equal to the identity in a neighbor-
hood of the corner point) to € if necessary, e.g., as in the proof of ([GI9]), we can assume that for
t close to T the region 2 sits on the right of the point z,, that is, z1, = infr z;. The conformal
map z — (2 — z,)?» then maps 2 to a C* domain, which can be in turn conformally mapped to
the disk D [43]. Let us denote by h : D — Q the resulting conformal map. We can assume that
h(—1) = z,, that is, that —1 € D is mapped to the corner. One then readily finds the asymptotic
expressions

2v 2v_q

RO~ |¢+1~, R =[¢+1]"

for ¢ in a uniformly small neighborhood of —1. Moreover, there is some uniform §’ > 0 such that

Y QN Bs(z.)) € DN By (—1).

Then (&.6]) is simply the pullback to Q of the uniform lower bound for 9,,(P o h) that one gets by
transforming (58] to the disk via h and using Hopf’s lemma.

Therefore, under the above hypotheses, we conclude that the continuation criterion is satisfied
up to the time Ty. As we discussed above, this is a contradiction, so we conclude that the solution
to the water wave system blows up in time at most Ty. The stability of the blowup follows directly

from the fact that the ODE blows up for an open set of initial values. [l
Remark 5.2. The ODE system ([L4) does not depend on 3, so both this part of the argument
and the discussion of the Rayleigh—Taylor condition hold for all weights 5 € (f%, %] However,

the fact that ([@2]) holds for all ¢ < T} strongly relies on the choice 5 = %: indeed, this condition
means that 2v € (0,7/(2 — f)), so it will fail for any fixed 3 < 3 because 2v — % as t — Tp. If
this continuation criterion fails, one cannot conclude that the solution to the water wave system
blows up, as it could conceivably happen that the solution (z,v4,v—, ©,log |z4], bo, b1, U1) is well
defined but the functions (v4,v_,b;) no longer coincide with the solution to the ODE (L4). In

view of Subsection [4.4] it is clear that the proof works verbatim in the periodic case.

6 The Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for domains with corners

Our goal now is to prove several estimates involving the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map that are used
throughout the paper.

In this section, we henceforth assume that €2 is a domain of the kind considered in the proof of
the local wellposedness result, Theorem [l That is, the boundary curve I' is as in this theorem,
in the sense that its Ej g-norm (or rather the part of the energy involving only the curve z) is
finite, with £ > 2. All the implicit constants in the results we shall establish in this section are
bounded in terms of said Ej g-energy. Also, whenever we write k£ or 3 in this section, we always
refer to the parameters that appear in the energy.

Without any loss of generality, in this section we shall assume that z, = 0, that is, the corner
point is located at the origin. As before, the angle of the (curvilinear) corner is 2v € (0, §). Note
that the boundary, which satisfies the arc-chord condition, is Lipschitz everywhere, and of class
C1*kEA away from the corner point. We will notationally omit any dependence of the curve on ¢,
as time does not play a role in this section.

For clarity, we will divide this section in three subsections: first we shall state the main results
we prove and discuss their interrelations, then we will introduce a key change of variables that
lies at the heart of the proofs, and finally we will discuss how the main results of this sections are
actually established.
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6.1 Statement of the results

The central result of this section is the following proposition, which defines the Dirichlet-to-
Neumann map G(z). In what follows, we shall refer to the function u given by this proposition as
the harmonic extension of ¢ to €.

ip 1
Proposition 6.1. Take v € R be such that h—i— %’ < g-. For each ¢ € £;+72+i+l(1") with

1<i<k+41, there exists a unique solution u of the boundary value problem
Au=0, ulp=1 (6.1)

such that

G(2)¢ = Onhu (6.2)
is in E;_’ﬁr”l (T). Furthermore, the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator given by [0.2)) defines a con-
’ 2

tinuous map
1

o .

G(2) : c;m% () = £y 2y (D).

As we shall see, an easy consequence of this result is the following. We state it so that we can

directly apply it to estimate the velocity of the fluid inside the water region under the assumptions

of our local wellposedness result, Theorem Il One should note the specific form of ¥ we are

analyzing in detail corresponds exactly to the formula (B.1) for the boundary trace of the velocity,
since we are taking z, = 0.

3
Corollary 6.2. If 8 < % is such that |(8—2)+ 3| < o5 and 1 € E;C;ik—l(r)’ then the harmonic

extension u of ¢ is bounded as ||ullciaq) S |V ferar2 (ry for some A > 0. Furthermore, if ¢
2,8+k—1/2

is a complez-valued function on the boundary of the form

b)) = by + biz(0) +9(2(a)),  bobi€C,  feLyit (D),

its conformal extension is of the form
u(z) = bg + b1z +u(z)

with [l ern@ S 1l o

Although Holder norms are convenient in a couple of applications of Corollary [6.2] we are
mostly interested in mapping properties of the operators between weighted L2-based Sobolev
spaces of the kind we need to prove the energy estimates. In the domain 2, we shall denote the
corresponding spaces by EIQN(Q), where v € R and where [ is a nonnegative integer. They consist
of the functions on () for which the norm

1o, =3 /Q(xQ+y2)7+|a\—l|8§‘7yv|2d:cdy (6.3)

jal<t

is finite, where the sum is over multiindices. It is known [32] that the space of functions C2°(Q\{0})
whose support has positive distance to the corner point is dense in Eéﬁ(ﬂ). Furthermore, a
boundary trace operator tr : £l2+71 (€) — £, (T') and an extension operator can be defined as
usual (see e.g. [31]):
, i1
Lemma 6.3. Let 1 < i < k+ 1. The trace is an onto, continuous map U;fvl Q) — EZQZZ (T).
o ,

Moreover, given ¢ € E;ﬁf (T), there exists U € EZQTJ (Q) such that U|p = in the trace sense and
H‘I’”L;f;(g) S 1

i+l .
£, 7 (T)

To construct the harmonic extension, we will use a function ¥ as in Lemma [6.3] and then solve
a problem with sources but with zero boundary conditions. The result we will use is the following:
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Proposition 6.4. Let v € R such that |1 —~| < 5. Given f € Uéﬁﬂ-(ﬂ) with 0 < i < k, the
Dirichlet problem
Av = f, vlp=0 (6.4)

has a unique solution v € EZ;',YQH(Q), which is bounded as

[lul L2 () S I Lh () (6.5)
The key point of this result is that one must ensure that the dependence of the various constants
on the regularity of the interface can be controlled using only the weighted Sobolev norms of z
that we control with the energy Fj, g, instead of using pointwise norms as usual. When no weights
are involved, so the interface does not have corners, one can use [I3]. When sufficiently many
derivatives of the curve z are controlled, the result is proven in [38]. However, for the energy
estimates, it is key to have optimal dependence on the regularity of z, as in the lemma.

Note that Proposition [G.1] follows easily from the results stated above, whose proofs will be
presented later in this section:
i1
Proof of Proposition[6.1l. Given v € E;J;Z’H +1(F), we use Lemma to pick an extension ¥ €
) ? 2
E;’;l itd (©) of comparable norm, which satisfies

i+t3 — i—1
VRS £2W2+i+%(1“), f=AT¢€ £2,v+i+%(Q)'

By Proposition [6.4] for this choice of f there exists a solution v € E;J;l“ 41 (Q) of the boundary
’ 2

value problem ([G.4]). Then v := ¥ — v satisfies (6I)). Uniqueness follows from Proposition[64l O

6.2 The change of variables

Our goal in this section is to construct a diffeomorphism mapping the bounded domain with a
corner € into a smoother unbounded domain §. This diffeomorphism, or change of variables, will
be essential in our analysis of the Laplace equation on 2.

It is worth stressing that the diffeomorphism we construct is not conformal. The reason is that
we need to ensure that all the relevant norms of the diffeomorphism are bounded in terms of the
norms of z controlled by the Ej, g-energy.

For convenience, let us denote the diffeomorphism by
Rt —S.

The domain S C R? that we will define does not have any corners (in fact, it is of class C*+F*
for some A > 0). The ‘right’ side of this domain, S N Ri, is bounded, where we use the notation

R3 := {(7,7y) € R* : £7 > 0}.
The left side of S is an infinite strip; more precisely, S N R? = II;, where
IL, = {(z,9) € R*: Z€R, [y <2v}, I =1, NR? (6.6)

respectively denote the horizontal strip of width 2v and its intersection with the negative half-
plane.

The point here is to construct the diffeomorphism in a small neighborhood of the curvilinear
corner, that is, to construct a diffecomorphism (with the right dependence on the norms of z)

Rt QNB -1

where B is a ball centered at the origin and of small radius § > 0. This is what we will do next.
One can then extend this diffeomorphism as a map 2 — S preserving this condition in a standard
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way (and one can even assume that h~! is the identity outside B, or that the whole domain & is
contained in IT,). A detailed discussion of this point is given e.g. in [41].

Without loss of generality, by rotating the axes if necessary, for small § we may assume that
QN B is contained in the right half-plane (i.e., @ N B C R%) and that vy = £v. Let I't denote
the arcs forming the corner in the neighborhood of the tip, i.e.

IrNB=TTul", TI*:={(z,kre(z)):xe]0,0))}

For small § > 0, we can assume that k_(x) < k4(z) for x € I5 := (0,0) and that £+ (0) = 0. The
assumptions on the regularity of the interface, inside B, are simply that

ki(x) = fxtanv + Lg}ik(lé) .

It will be convenient to analyze I'* in polar coordinates, (r,1). We then denote by (7 (z), 9+ (x))
the polar coordinates of the point (z, s+ (z)) on I't. For x € I, we then have

@) = VETRER, = (1= @) e -

on the respective arcs, so we can parametrize the arcs in terms of the radial distance along them,
provided § is small. With some abuse of notation, we will denote this parametrization of I't by

(r,94(r)).

It is not difficult to see that

Oi(r) = 2v+ L3551 (1),

so, by Lemma 2.2], for ¢ < 1 + k one has

d

G%Y@ﬂﬂ¢ﬂ€%ﬁm% QafwAM¢wowm. (67)

We recall that \g := % —B€[0,1) given 3 € (—%, %}

We can now define the diffeomorphism in polar coordinates as

R (r,0) = <10gr, 2 (% + ﬁ%&)) , (6.8)

so that A= : QN B — I, is simply the above expression in Cartesian coordinates:

h= ) = b (@, ), (2, y)) |

which we can now extend to a diffeomorphism 2 — S.

Under the change of variables h, the Laplace equations transforms as
—Au=f <& —div(AV(uoh)) = foh|det Dh|, (6.9)
where the matrix-valued function A is

Aoh™l .= 1

= DL YD Y)T.
[det Dh—| (Dh™)

For future reference, let us also record the transformation rule for the normal derivative in terms
of unit normal 7@ and tangent # vectors:

Owu=g < AV(uoh)-i=goh|Dh-1|. (6.10)

To derive bounds on the unbounded part of S, we need to know the asymptotic behavior of
A on II; = h=1(Q N B). We shall show by direct calculation that A = I + L, where I is the
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identity matrix and where the error term L(Z,y) decays exponentially as T — —oo. To this end,
we compute

~_ 1/r 0 ~_ ~ e 0
Dh=Y(r,9) = - 5 ., Dh7loh(Z,9) = ~ ),
(r,9) (arhzl(r,m 7ﬁ+<r>2ﬁ<r>> ° h(@,) (Xu,m 1/@(@)

where we have used that r = ¥ and we have introduced the notation

04 (7) == 2—1Vz9i(ef>, 0F):=0,3)-0_(7), X@7) :=0hy") o7

Taking into account the factors coming from the change to polar coordinates, we then obtain
|det Dh™ Yo h| = 2% /0(T). (6.11)

Using these formulas, an elementary computation yields the formula

_ . 1 X(E’A)ez
A(z,y) = ©(2) ( X(z,7)e* X(T,7)%** +0(z) 2 ) ’

which we can write as

(6.12)

A=T+L, L::(e(f)l Y(@5) 1)>

~ Y (%,9)?
YE@ED EE -+ (-
with Y (Z,7) := 0(2) X (Z,9)e".
Equivalently, one can write this expression as
Y(7§) = (G- )0 (@) — 7+, (7). (6.13)
By ([@7), for 0 < i < k + 2 we have
d’ ~ ~
T (O+(z) F1/2) € Lo _»;(R_,exp ) (6.14)
or, to put is differently, 4 (%) F1/2 € Hfiz(R_,expf). Note that, when 8 = %, we have
Ag = 0 and therefore Hﬁj{? (R_,exp7) = H*"2(R_). In particular, when A\g > 0, the coefficients

of L decay as e*#® as T — —oo. On the other hand, when Ag = 0, the decay is not necessarily
exponential, however a contradiction argument shows that the coefficients must decay at least as
fast as 1/[t|}/2.

6.3 Proof of the results

Here we will prove the results we stated in Subsection [6Il The proofs will take place mostly on
the domain S introduced in the previous subsection, so we start by defining suitable weighted
Sobolev spaces on S.

For v € R and a nonnegative integer 4, let us define
Fe HY(S,m) & m'FeH(S),

where H® is the usual (unweighted) Sobolev space of order i and m is the exponential weight on R?
defined, with some abuse of notation, as
T

m(z,y) = m(z) := €”.

We will drop the weight m notationally, as we will only consider this kind of weights on S and 0S.
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Note that, as we are considering only smooth exponential weights, the spaces H*?(S) and
H(S) are equivalent, where

FeH/(S) & Z/ﬁz27|8§‘7gF(5f)|2d%d§<oo.
.JS

| <i
In particular, it is not difficult to see that, with this weight,
feLst 1 (Q) & fohe HFLIHLS),

vel? ) e gohe HAIHAQS), (6.15)

pely T &  Yohe HIM/0S).
We are now ready to present the proofs of the results in Subsection

Proof of LemmalG.3 Let us start by showing how to construct a suitable extension ¥ is the
function ¢. Away from the corner point, the construction is standard (with optimal bounds in
terms of the Sobolev regularity of z given in [13]), so we only need to consider functions supported
near the origin, say inside %B where B is a small ball as in Subsection

As it is compactly supported, we can regard the transformed function on the boundary as
being defined on the whole strip:

g=1ohy € HT2 3 (511, m).

We claim that there exists G € H+17%3 (IL,) such that G|or, = g. Then ¥ = (xG) o ™! is the
required extension of 1 in the neighborhood of the corner tip, where x is a suitable cutoff such
that x|sam, = 1 on the support of g and supp(x) C 1T, .
Now notice that . .
g:=mlge H* 200I,) = H"2(011,)

is in an unweighted Sobolev space, so the usual extension theorem ensures the existence of a
suitably bounded extension G € H**1(9I1,) of g. The corresponding extension of g can then be
taken as _

G:=m G e HHTa(1L,)
is the required extension of g.

That the boundary trace operator has the mapping properties specified in the statement can
be proved using the same idea. O

To prove Lemma [6.4], we first need to consider solutions of the Poisson equation on S:

Lemma 6.5. Assume v € R, with |y| < =, and let f € H*17(S). Then there exists a unique

2v7

solution u € H*17(S) of the boundary value problem
—Au = f, ulos = 0, (6.16)
that satisfies the estimate ||ull gri1v(s) S Iflar-1s)-

Proof. We shall use a duality argument to prove the existence of weak solutions and prove higher
regularity for the solutions using elliptic estimates.

Therefore, let us first show the existence of a weak solution u € Hé "7(8) (defined as the closure
of C°(8) in HY7(S)). For this, we consider the bilinear form a : Hy"(S) x Hy' ™ "(S) — R given
by

a(u,v) = / Vu - V.
S

For (u,v) € Hy'(S) x Hy~(S), we note we can effectively get rid of the exponential weights
using that
(w,0) := (M Yu,m "v) € Hy(S) x Hy(S).

48



Therefore, we define a quadratic form @ : Hi(S) x HE(S) — R as
a(w,v) := a(u,v).

To show this form is coercive, note that one can construct a weight depending only on Z, which we
still denote by m(Z,y) = m(Z), which is equivalent to our exponential weight e¥ on S and which
satisfies

l(logm)'(Z)| <1, T<0; @ (=0, T>0.

With this equivalent choice of weight, we compute

(@, 7) = /S V(mE) - V()

~ 2
- / VP -2 / M 72 > / (V& - ) + / vl
S m, m I, SNR%

v

As we can assume that S C II,, and the Poincaré constant of the strip of width 2v is

2
/ Vw|? > — lw|*>  for all w € Hy(11,),
1T, v

- 2
4y 11

we then obtain

a(a,a>:/SV(m—va).V(mva) > (1 4”272)/S|va|2.

T2

(Note that if we do not have § C II,, the fine tuning of the weight m is essential; otherwise the
interval of allowed v would be strictly smaller, which would be a problem if we want to consider
angles 2v close to m/2 in our local wellposedness theorem.)

Now that we have coercitivity for the form @, the existence of weak solutions for the equation

a(u, w) = /SFw = /Sf(ﬁﬂw) for all w € H}(S)

follows from the Lax—Milgram theorem, with F' := m?f. This easily implies that u is a weak
solution to —Awu = f. Elliptic estimates for standard Sobolev spaces [I3] then show the higher
regularity of 4 in H¥*1(S), which translates into higher regularity for u in H**17(S). O

Proof of Proposition [64 For concreteness, consider the case i = 0, as the general case is analo-
gous. Then, given f € L5 (), using the small ball B centered at the origin of Subsection [6.2]
we take a smooth, radially symmetric cutoff x identically equal to 1 on B and to 0 outside 2B.
We decompose

f=xf+A=x)f=fi+fo
We first look for the solution u; of a boundary problem of the form (6.4) with source f:
—Au; = fi, uilr =0.

Applying the change of variables h : & — €, this is equivalent to finding a solution U; of the
boundary problem

(—A + L)U1 = Fl, Fy = f1 ¢} h| det Dh| S £277_1(8). (617)
Here L is the (not necessarily elliptic) second order differential operator
LU := —div(LVU),

with L given by (612). To pass to this equation, we have used ([69), (611 and (E15).
By the regularity properties ([GI4]), it is easy to see that L defines a continuous operator

L: H2’771(8) — ACQW_l(S)
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with operator norm bounded in terms of the Ej g-norm of z.

As the coefficients of I and their derivatives decay exponentially as T — —oo, let us take
another smooth cutoff n such that n(z,y) = 1 for ¥ < Ty and n(Z,y) = 0 for T > Zy/2 where
7o < 0 is negative enough that the C'-norm of 5l is smaller than a certain small constant §. Then
the coercitivity argument used to prove Lemma still applies if one replaces —A by —A + nL,
yielding the solution U, € H§’7_1(8) to the equation

(—=A +nL)U, = F).

To construct the function Uy as above, we write U; =: U’ + U,, where U’ must satisfy
(-A+ LU =—-(1-n)U’

with zero Dirichlet boundary condition. Going back to €, this is equivalent to solving a problem
of the kind (G.4)), that is

—Au = f, =0 (6.18)
in Q, where the source term f’ is now identically 0 in a neighbourhood of the corner point, say in
a small ball B’ centered at 0. Furthermore, it also remains to find the solution us of a problem
of the form (€4 with a source term fs, which has the same structure. Therefore, we can use the
same argument in both cases.

In order to solve ([GI8]), we just need to use that 2 satisfies weighted Poincaré inequality

(@, y)I?
Q SCQ + y2
for w € C5°(€) (and therefore for the closure of this space in £ (), cf. ([63)). Before proving
this, note that this inequality does not suffice to solve the problem for wu, as the weights in this
inequality do not match what we need. However, the fact that f’ vanishes in a neighborhood B’
of the origin, which can be controlled in terms of the E}, g-norm of z, makes the presence of those
weights irrelevant.

d:z:dyg/ |Vw(z,y)|[>dz dy (6.19)
Q

To prove ([6.19), we can assume that € is contained in some conic sector S,,, described in polar
coordinates as
Sye :={r >0, |9 < 2uvp}.
s

We can take vy to be any number larger than v (in particular, smaller than 7). The reason is
that, although indeed €2 does not need to be contained in 5,,,, one can take a small neighborhood
of the origin, which one can assume to be B, and a diffeomorphism A’ : Q — Q' with the desired
bounds, which is the identity on Q N B (that is, it does not change the domain near the corner)

but ensures that Q' C S,,.

Proving (619) is now trivial: any w € C2°(S,,) satisfies this inequality with a constant that
depends on vy. Indeed, with the change of variables s := logr, this is just the standard Poincare
inequality on a strip. Denoting by w(r,9) and w(s,¥) the expression of the function w in these
coordinates with some abuse of notation, we just note that this follows from the identities

12 00 Vo [
/ / (w? 4 r~2w3) rdr d = / / w? 4+ w? ds do,
—vo JO —vg J —00

Vo oo Vo oo
/ / r2w?rdrdd = / / w? ds do.
—vo J O —vg J —00

The existence and regularity for (G.I8]) is now standard and follows as in the proof of Lemma G5l
Note that the weak solution u; is only guaranteed to exist Eio (Q), and similarly with regularity
higher estimates, but this norm of u; is equivalent to its £3 ;(©2)-norm due to the fact that it
vanishes on B'. O

Proof of Corollary [6.2. Writing u =: by + biz + u, we infer that u satisfies the boundary prob-
lem (6.1 with boundary datum . The existence of & then follows from Proposition[6.l The fact
that is bounded in C** is elementary away from the corner; near the corner, it follows directly

from the regularity of the function wo h~! on S and the asymptotic behavior of the derivatives of
the transformation h=1 : Q — S, cf. ([G.5)). O
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6.4 The harmonic extension of certain second order polynomial

To conclude, in this subsection we present a concrete calculation that we use to capture the leading
order asymptotic behavior of o near the cusp. As we have set z, = 0, the particular choice of
the boundary datum corresponds to the leading terms in Equation ([3:24]). We shall state it for
concreteness in the case k = 2; the case of higher k is analogous.

Lemma 6.6. Let ’ﬁ — g‘ < 5> and let
v =R(co+ec12) +exlz]?, z€T

for some co,c1 € C and c+ € R. Then, the normal derivative of its harmonic extension u to € is
of the form
2|7|

o (excosdv —ex) + L5 (m).

8nu = 7% (6125) =+ 2,ﬁ+%

Proof. Tt is elementary that the contribution of the summand $(co + ¢12) to dpu is — (¢125), S0
let us focus on the remaining term, which we write as

Y1 =t cex(r)r® + f.
Here x is a radially symmetric cutoff that is equal to 1 on some small neighborhood of the origin.

Note that f is smooth and supported away from the origin. In particular, by Proposition [6.1] the

1
contribution of f to d,u is in £§+2 L (T).
B+35

The nontrivial part is to estimate the remaining term, that is, the contribution of c4x(r)r?. By
means of the change of variables h introduced in Subsection [6.2] the problem reduces to estimate
the solution U to the boundary value problem in S given by

(-A+L)U =0, Ulas = cx(e¥)e*.
We start by considering the solution (j to the analogous problem on the whole strip II,,, which
one can equivalently write as
Ay =0, Co(T, tv) = cre®®,
Setting (o(Z,7) := e**p(y), we arrive at the ODE
pPi+dp=0,  p(Fv) =cs,

which is uniquely solvable because 2v # Ir/2 with | € Z (in which case there are also non-trivial

solutions to the homogeneous equation). Specifically, the solution is

cre®” —cre
ediv _ o—4div

—2iv

p(7) = ape®V +a_e W, a+t :=

We now write U = (; + x(p. The function (; then satisfies

(—A+ L)1 = —CAx — Vo - Vx + L(x<o), Cilos =0
=: XLQ) + Fa

where F' is identically 0 for all sufficiently negative z. It is not difficult to see that the r.h.s.
belongs to H>~(*s1+2)(S), so following the proof of Proposition [6.4] we obtain the existence of a
unique solution ¢; € H4~(s+2) (S), where we recall that A\g := % — . By composing with the
change of variables and using the asymptotics for the derivatives of h, Equation (6.15), we obtain

1
that (;oh™t € L2 (Q). Tt therefore contributes a term in £2+2

2,6+1 2,541 (T) to the normal derivative

of u.

It only remains to compute the contribution of {y to the normal derivative. As

p(+v) ==+ (cx cosdv —cx),

sin 4v
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the normal derivative on 911, is 9,,(o(Z, £v) = 2 (c+ cosdv — cg). Back on the original do-
main , by (6I0) the normal derivative in the neighborhood of the corner tip reads

1 1
On h™HYoh=——-(A .7 ) L
(Cooh™")o |Dh€1|( Vo) - i, = Dha [0nCo + (LVCo) - 7] .
As |Dhéy| = €%, we get
— 2 %
On(Cooh 1) = (cxcosdv —cx) + E2;+%(F).

The lemma then follows. (|
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Appendix A Some auxiliary estimates

In this Appendix we collect some auxiliary estimates that we will need throughout the paper.
Unless mentioned otherwise, the weight m is always as in the energy estimates (that is, smooth,
positive on the bounded open interval under consideration —typically I := (—m, 7)—, and van-
ishing at both endpoints with nonzero derivative).

A.1 Hardy inequalities

Let us start by recalling the general form of the L?-based Hardy inequalities (see e.g. [33]):

Theorem A.1 (Hardy’s inequality). Let —oo < a < b < 0o and let mq, ma be measurable, positive
functions on (a,b). Then, we have

/ab (sz(S)ds)zml(x)de < C/ab|f(x)|2m2(x)2dx (A1)

for some C and all f if and only if

i, ([ mopa)( [ metoa) < o

Similarly, the dual inequality

/a b ( / b F(s)ds) ma(a)de < C / @) Pmale)d (A.2)

holds for some C' and all f if and only if

sup /m1 ds /mg ds < 00.
a<x<b

In the proofs we will use Hardy’s inequality with the following formulation, directly in terms
of weighted Sobolev spaces:
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Lemma A.2. Let p > 1 and let I5 := (0,9) with § < co.

1. Lety+1/2 < 1. Then,

f — /Oz f(t)dt : ACQ,V(Ia) — 52,5(16)

is continuous for all 8 > v — 1. In particular, we have
1 x
f— 5/ f(s)ds : Lo~(Is) — La2~(Is). (A.3)
0
2. Lety+1/2>0. Then,

§
f'—>/ f(ﬁ)dt : ngg(Ia) — ,6277([5)

is continuous for all B < v+ 1. In particular, we have

f— /0z @ ds : Loq(Is) — Lo (Is). (A-4)

A.2 Commutators involving derivatives and the Hilbert transform

The following lemma shows how we handle commutators involving the weight, the derivative and
the Hilbert transform:

Lemma A.3. Let || < % and let 7 < k be positive integers. The Hilbert transform,

(@)= 5=V [ co <L2y) £(y) dy,

2 -

is a bounded operator L5, ;(m) — H%, (m). Furthermore:

Y+

i) As long as the all derivatives of f involved are integrable, the Hilbert transform and the
corresponding derivatives commute. E.q. if f € E%y,y(m), then Hf € H,i (m) and

O.Hf = HO,f.

it) If some derivative of f is not integrable, we can “correct” the operator including factors of m
at the expense of obtaining a well behaved commutator term. E.g., if f € E%WH(m), then
Hf €Ll (m) and

1
LHf = —H(md.f)+ Kf,
m
where K : Ly (m) — L5 1 (m) is bounded.

Proof. Let us consider the case k = 1, as generalizing the argument to higher k is straightforward.
Let us fix a point « € I := (—m, 7). It is worth keeping in mind that m is essentially distance
to the boundary of I, so it is easy to see that we can assume the principal value is defined via
integration over I\I.(z), with I.(z) :== {y : |y — z| < em(z)} and ¢ — 0.

One can readily see that

o[ col <x—2y) fly)dy = /; 1 ()8 cot <¥> dy + f(z + em(x)) cot (67”(5”))

z+em(x) +em(x) 2

= —f(n) cot <9U g 7") + /$+Em(m) Oy f(y) cot (ac g y> dy,

93




and similarly for [—m, 2 — em(z)). Since by assumption f|a; = 0 because f € L5 with |y] < i
we conclude by letting e — 07 that

O Hf = HO,f € Lo (m).

Let us now suppose f € L5, 1(m). Then mf € L5 (m) and we can write

Hf:%H(mf)—i—%[m,H]f.

By the first part of the proof, we then have

0.Hf =~ HOu(mf) ~ "2 Hf + —0,m, H]f

= L H(mo.f) — Lo Y+ Louim, HI,
m m m

so we conclude 9, H f € Lo 41(m) using Lemma [A4] below. O
Lemma A.4. Let vy € (f%, %), B e (f%, %} and let k > 1. We define [g,H|f == gHf — H(gf).
Then, given f € Lo ~(m) and g € Hg::_',lc(m), we have
i 1
0'lg, H]f € La—rz+i(m), Ag = 3 B

whenever 1 < i < k satisfies v — Ag + 1 > f%. The estimate is also valid if we replace Ag

by any X\ > 0 provided that the derivatives of g satisfy the pointwise bound gt = O(m*=7) for
1<j<k+1;orbyany X € (—1,0) such that v — X < 1.

Proof. Again, take k = 1 without any loss of generality and fix some point x. As the kernel of the
periodic Hilbert transform is

1 zT—Yy 1 T—y

— cot =: h A5

() = () 9
where h is a smooth function and the weight is only singular at the endpoints, it is therefore

enough to prove the claim in a small neighborhood of the endpoints and with the periodic kernel
replaced by the real-line kernel, 1/(z — y).

For notational simplicity, as in the proof of Lemma [Z4] let us consider the translated interval
I :=(0,2r) instead of (—m,w). We take z € I5 := (0,9), for some small 6 > 0. We show that, as
a function of z,

o, / Flg) (e p) f()dy € Loyonnyor(T5),

where we have set

Flg)(a,y) = 2020 (A6)

First note that, because we are only considering differences g(x) — g(u), we may assume that
actually g € L2 P 4+1(m) without loss of generality. Therefore, by Lemma 22} we have, g(z) =

O(m(x)*?) and ¢'(z) = O(m(z)**~1), where recall that m(x) ~ x near the origin.
As in [2:29)-(230), we split the interval as

I =1IsU (I \ 125) Irs =: Il(x) U Ic(x) U IT(,I) (A?)

Consider y € I; first. In this region we have m(y) ~ y. We can write

0.F (o)) = L0~ =50, (A8)
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which for y € I;(z) := {0 < y < x/2} implies

1 1 1 _
0:F()@0)] S < 19'@)]+ =5 lg@)] + =5 lo(w)] S 2.

Therefore

/05 m(z)20— et ( /01/2 0. F(g)(=, y)f(y)dy) de < /05 m(z)20~D ( /OZ |f(y)|dy) 2dx,

which is bounded by the L5 ,-norm of f by Hardy’s inequality (A.3).
On the other hand, for y € I,.(z) := {22 < y < 26}, formula (A.8)) implies

1 1 are—1

0. F(g)(z,y)| < = lg'(z)| + " lg()] t lgw)| < . +yte?

< | =

Using the bound g = O(:Eg),

5 26 2 5 25 2
m(z)2=As+1) z - m(z)2Y If ()l 2
/O ()20 2+ ( [ o.r ,y)f(y)dy> d 5/0 () (/2 Py ) a

s 25 2
+ / ()20 N+ ( / If(y)IyA"Qdy> d.
0 2x

Both are bounded by the L3 -norm of f by Hardy’s inequality (A.4).
When y € I.(z) := {z/2 < y < 2z}, we write

OF @) = s [ ') 5 (A9)

If we only control the weighted L?-norm of ¢g”, as in the case of non-negative A > 0 other than \g
discussed in the statement, we can employ the inequality

12
10.F(9)(z,y)] < m(x)*~* [ 19”115 5415

where we have used that m(x) &~ m(y) uniformly for all y € I.(x). The corresponding integral
is easily seen to be bounded in L, x,11(/5) by Theorem below. If, on the other hand, we
have g”(x) = O(z*#~2), then

102 F (9) (. )| < ml)* 72,
in which case the claim follows arguing as on the interval [;(z).

Finally, when y € I \ Is, we have |x —y| > ¢, and so formula (A.8)) implies

1 -
0. F(9) (2, 9)| S szlm(@)* " +0(1)]
The claim then follows since m(z)?(V=*#%1) is integrable.

To conclude, let us discuss the case —1 < A < 0. A first observation is that the condition
v — A < 1 when X < 0 ensures that gf € L£5,_x(m) C LP(I) for some p > 1. As the function g’
is generally not integrable at the origin, we need to modify the part corresponding to the region
I;(z). In this case, we can estimate (A.g) for y € [;(z) as

m A
10.F(g)(z,9)] < m(z)! + %

The claim now follows from Hardy’s inequality (A3) as before, provided that v — A + 3 < 1.

For higher k, we need to show &’ [g, H|f € L2 y—x1k(m) for all j < k. One can proceed just as
above, using the higher-order version of (AX9) when u € I.(z) and considering direct derivatives of
(A.6)) otherwise. Note that if (y — \) +jo > —1/2 for some jo < k, then 87 (g, H]f € L2 y—x+;(m)
for jo < j < k. We omit further details, which are largely straightforward. O
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A.3 Estimates involving the fractional Laplacian

Let us start by recalling a standard result on the boundedness of the Riesz potential on weighted
Lebesgue spaces with power weights, which can be found e.g. in [45]:

Theorem A.5. Lety € (0, %), so that both v and v — % give rise to Muckenhaupt weights. Then
[e%) o f(u) 9 B oo
| phamtn) o s [ @

Armed with this result, we are ready to present several lemmas involving fractional derivatives
that we will use repeatedly:

Lemma A.6. Assume v € (0, %) Then, we have

IAY2 Fllaney S N N2 (A.10)
Proof. Tt is enough to show that, as a function of x,
fx) — fy) . flx) — fy)
PV/idy:hm 7d el 1
I |:C - y|3/2 €0 ly—z|>em(x) |:C - |3/2 2 ( )
Solet f e H(m)NnC* (I). Integration by parts leads to
T flz) = fly) /ﬂ —1/2
2 [ TS, F) — £,y — )" dy
z+em(x) |$ - y|3/2 z+em(x) ( ) Y
_f@) - f=)  flatem(@) - flz) /” [ ) dy
(m — @)1/ (em(x))!/? wtrem(z) [T —y[V2

Note that Holder’s inequality yields the bound

:nJrem :c

|f<:c +em(z)) — f(2) 9lds

em(x)

S Vo |

z+em(z) o 1/2 1 z+em(z) . 1/2
(/z m(s)7|f (s)|d5> (em(z)/m m(s) ds)

() " f Nl 2o (@ratem(a))s

N

N

which vanishes as € — 0.

Using the analogous formulas for the interval [—7, 2 — em(z)) , we conclude

@S 1 T W)
b | PEE d”(w—x)lﬂ/m”y) +x1/2/ f' / FERERG

The first two integrals are bounded in £, +1 (I) by Hardy’s inequality, while the last one follows
from Theorem [A5l The claim for general f € H!(I), then follows by density, see e.g. [32]. O

Lemma A.7. Lety € (—3,4) and \< 1. If f € Ly, 172(m), g = O0(1), and g’ = O(m™?), then
[AY2, g1f € Lo (m).
Proof. As before, we can consider the shifted interval I := (0,27). We take z € I5 := (0,0) for

some small § > 0 and we divide I in intervals depending on x as in (A.7). It is enough to prove
that
(v)

g(@)—g
PV/I e —yPr2 f(y)dy € Lo~ (Is).
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We clearly have

A

g(x) — g(y)
/W) o f(y)dy

I, (x)

ERNEE

_ap2 [© d
z / F(y)ldy,

26
If(y)]
/z y;@ dy,

A

which are bounded in £ ,(I5) by Hardy’s inequality.
When y € I.(z) and v € (—1,0), we have

I

<[ o,
SRNFEEE ~ iyl — g2

o(z) |$ -

where we have used ¢’ = O(m~*) = O(m™!) since, by assumption A < 1. The claim then follows
from Theorem

In the case v € (0,1), we just need to replace 27y~ by 27~1/2y~1/2, O
Lemma A.8. Lety € (—1,2). If f € L2,(I), g = O(m*") and g’ = O(m*?), then
(A2, gf € Lo 1 (D).

Proof. As before, let I := (0,27), take 2 € I5 := (0,9) for some small § > 0, and divide I as in
(A7). Consider the case y € I;(x) first. Then

I (z

—v+3
v ) =y

< o / F@)ldy + 2 / W12 1£ ()\dy,

where both terms are square integrable over (0,0) by Hardy’s inequality.
When y € I,.(x), we have

9(z) — g(y)
/mz) R f(y)dy

Again, both are square integrable over (0,4) by Hardy’s inequality.

A

5 5 9
S [0 1wl [Ty ()]
<z /m —y dy + /m 7@/ dy.

Finally, when y € I.(z). Suppose v € (—%,0), so v and v + 1/2 satisfy the Muckenhaupt
As-condition. Then

p-v/l Mf(y)dy

c(x) |1' - y|3/2

P

1
< 507/ ————— | f(y)|y~/?dy,
Io(2) |z,y|1/2| W)l

where we have used that ¢’ = O(2?Y~!). This is square integrable over (0,8) by Theorem [A.5]
The same is true if v € (0,1), and in this case we do not need the extra factor y~'/2 in the
integral.

Finally, away from x, i.e. if y € I'\ I35, the result is obvious because |z — y| > 4. O

A.4 Variable-step convolution operators

Here we discuss some properties of the variable-step convolution operators that we use to regularize
our equations in the proof of Theorem[4.Il Thus we shall consider here the functions and operators
Gsn(z)(y), Bs, By and As defined in (£20)-(@.23).

So let f € Li (I). For § > 0, it follows from the formula

loc

Baf(0) = s+ N0 = [ 550 (58 siwpay
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that, given x € I, the interval of integration By, (,y(z) = (z — dn(z),z 4 0n(x)) is contained in
I and has positive distance to dI for all sufficiently small 6 > 0. In particular, the integral is
well-defined and m(x) ~ m(y) uniformly for y € By, ().

In the case of the adjoint,

Bég /¢5n(m) r—y ( )d

for fixed y € I, the integral runs over [z~ (y), 2% (y)] € I, where 2*(y) are the solutions of
x F on(z) =y, respectively. These are well defined for all § < 1/sup |7|). It is not difficult to see
that 2% (y) — OI as y — OI (and they have the same limit).

We shall next prove two technical results about these operators that play an important role in
the proof of Theorem [4.1}
Lemma A.9. For any j >0, ally € R and all § > 0, the operator By : L}, (D) = L v+J(I) is
continuous, Furthermore, it preserves growth rates near OI in the sense that, for any f € 521,”] (1),

BsfeC®(I)n Ll

2445 (1)

for all 4" € R and all 7/ € N, and it approzimates [ as

(%13(1) | Bsf — ng;’ﬂH(]) =0.

If f el 1 (I), then
(Bsf) = Bs(f') + Ks f,

where K : £2,V(I) — £277+1(I) is bounded, and one has the quantitative estimate

1B5f — flleariy S 672 1fles o (A11)

Analogous estimates hold for the case of higher j. Furthermore, By and As enjoy the same
properties.

Proof. We consider the case j = 0, that is, f € £a(I). The estimates for higher j follow from
very similar arguments.

To show that B;s(f) € L2 (m), we write

1Bs f(z)]* < /B ( )fban(m)(w - y)m(y)’”dy/ Don) (@ — )| f (W) Pm(y)> dy
5n(x) (T

By (a) ()

< m(z)> /B G = DI WP

where we have used that m(z) ~ m(y) uniformly for |y — x| < dn(x). Multiplying both sides
by m(x)* and integrating, and then using that B}(1) < 1, we conclude that Bj is bounded
in Lo, (m). Since C(I) is dense in Ly ,(I) (see e.g. [32]), we have Bs(f) — f in Lo, (I) as 6 — 0.
Although we shall not need this fact, for f € C(I), we actually have sup |Bsf — f| = 0 as § — 0.
It is not difficult to see that Bsf are smooth in I and that taking j derivatives on ¢ leads to
factors bounded as O((6m)~7). All these facts hold for B} and As as well.

Let us now consider the commutator with a derivative and Bs (or B;). With f € £5_ (1),
we write

(Bsf) (@) =0, [ 6(0) 1 (o -+ Sun(a)) do
/ 6 (0) 1" (x + bun(a)) (1 + Surf (x))dv

= ZL' v U*nl(z) v v x vl v
—/¢ +sun(w)) dv = L5 [[0,06 (0)f 2+ Gn(e)
=: Bs(f') + Ksf,
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where K is bounded in Lo ,(I) = L2441(I) by the same argument as above. Similarly,

/qb 0)) By do

/ e 0)(0y2)? + g(a(y, v))022) dv

/¢ )wxm+/(a(mw%%@@—n)+amﬁag@@mmu
(¢') + Ks(g),

where note that %(8 -1) = "((I))v[? x. The estimate for the commutator of As with the
derivative follows directly from these results and the formula

[As,0] = [Bj,0|Bs + Bj[Bs, 0]. (A.12)
The result then follows. O

Finally, in this lemma we consider commutators between variable-step convolutions and the
Hilbert transform:

Lemma A.10. Lety € (—3,1). Then [Bs, H|f is a smooth function and the commutator [Bs, H]

is bounded on Eé,ﬁk(f) for any k > 0. The same result holds for the commutators of H with B}

and As. Moreover, if g is a function bounded as g’ = O(m?) for some X € R, then for f € Lo, (m)
and any v € R, we have

[gv B5]f € L%,y—)\(m)a [gv Bg]f € L%,y—)\(m)'

Proof. Suppose that f € Lo () is smooth. Then we can write

Bs(H f)(x) = / 6 (0) H (x + bun(x)) do

:l/¢( v cot

[ (5
HBsf(z) = —PV/cot( . y) o(v) f(y + dun(y))dv dy
Je(®

— 2 o v [ ot
T
Therefore,

(Bs, H /qﬁ /[cot( (z,v) ;y/(y’”)) g_yy’ ~ cot (””gy)} £/ (y,v))dy do.

Note that the terms in brackets is actually smooth:

L ) "Ndy'dv, x = x + dvn(z),

5 y) Ndydv,  y =y +dvn(y).

(z)=n(y)
1 a_,y/ B 1 5U(I M) |:77/(y) - xfz Y :|
-y oy x—y 1+ 50777(132:2(7’)

This is a smooth function of z, uniformly bounded in terms of n and its derivatives. By a density
argument, the formula is true for general f as well.
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The argument for the commutator with B} is similar, using that

* _ 1 y/ -y / /
BsHI W) = / 577(y’)¢ (5n(y’)) F)ey

- /¢ () Hf (y (y,0) 0yy' dv, o' —dun(y') =y, duy' = dnly)dyy',
%/Qﬁ(?)) PV/CQt (%) ayy'(y,v)f(s’)ds’du,

HBsf(y) = %PV/cot <%) /(b(v)f(s’(s,v))ass’dvds, s =5 — dun(s),

— %/qﬁ(v) PV/cot <y—25> f(s")ds'dv,

and the claim for the commutator with Ay follows from a formula analogous to (A-12)). The details
are straightforward.

For the commutator with g, we use the formula
Olg, Bs(f)(z) = / . Ousy(x) ( — y)(g(x) — gW)) f (y)dy + ¢ () Bs (f) ().
Bsy(a) (z
As we are integrating over a set where m(x) &~ m(y), the claim trivially follows from the fact that

(& — )o@ — ) = O(1), W = O(m(z)").

The lemma is then proven. [l

Appendix B Blowup for the ODE system

Our objective in this Appendix is to prove that the ODE (4] blows up. The authors are indebted
to Erik Wahlén for pointing this fact to them.

Let us introduce the variable 8 := v4 + v_ (which will only appear in this Appendix, and
which should not be mistaken for the constant 8 we use in the local wellposedness theorem). In
terms of this variable, the system (4] can be rewritten as

V' = Rcos(B + ) sin2v, B = 2Rsin(B + 1)) cos 2v,

_ 2c08(8 + 1) f_ psin(B+9)
=R cos2v Vv =-k cos2v

RI
Here we are using the notation b; =: Re'¥ for the modulus and argument of the complex number b,
and we recall that the corner angle is 2v := 7 + vy — v_ throughout the paper. The initial data

for the ODE at ¢ = 0 will be denoted by (2, 3%, R%,4°).

First note that the evolution of the factor cos(8 + ¢) appearing in the equation for R can be
readily computed:

% cos(B+ 1) = (1 —2cos® 2v)sin?(B + 7).

cos 2v
This quantity is positive as long as 2v € (7, §). Since v/ > 0 as long as v is in this interval and
cos(B +1) remains positive, a simple bootstrap shows that it suffices to pick cos(8° +1°) > 0 and
200 > 7 to ensure that v and cos(f + ) are increasing functions of ¢ > 0. Therefore, for positive

time,

co :=cos(B + %) > 0.

Whenever R > 0, the solution then blows up as R(t) = (T —t)~! for some finite time 7" > 0.
Furthermore, one then has 2v — 5 as t — T because R?/tan2v is constant along the flow. To
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see this, just note that a straightforward computation yields

d( Ry
dt \tan2v )

Note that, in the water wave system, this ODE blowup corresponds to the assertion that, if

the the assumptions of our local existence theorem hold up to time 7', then as ¢ — T the angle of

the corner tends to

s

5 and the gradient of the velocity at the corner becomes unbounded.
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