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STABILITY OF CONTACT LINES IN FLUIDS: 2D NAVIER-STOKES FLOW

YAN GUO AND IAN TICE

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study the dynamics of an incompressible viscous fluid evolving in an open-
top container in two dimensions. The fluid mechanics are dictated by the Navier-Stokes equations. The
upper boundary of the fluid is free and evolves within the container. The fluid is acted upon by a uniform
gravitational field, and capillary forces are accounted for along the free boundary. The triple-phase interfaces
where the fluid, air above the vessel, and solid vessel wall come in contact are called contact points, and the
angles formed at the contact point are called contact angles. The model that we consider integrates boundary
conditions that allow for full motion of the contact points and angles. Equilibrium configurations consist
of quiescent fluid within a domain whose upper boundary is given as the graph of a function minimizing a
gravity-capillary energy functional, subject to a fixed mass constraint. The equilibrium contact angles can
take on any values between 0 and m depending on the choice of capillary parameters. The main thrust of
the paper is the development of a scheme of a priori estimates that show that solutions emanating from data
sufficiently close to the equilibrium exist globally in time and decay to equilibrium at an exponential rate.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Equations of motion. The purpose of this paper is to study the dynamics of a viscous incompressible
fluid occupying an open-top vessel in two dimensions. The vessel is modeled as a bounded, connected,
open subset V C R? obeying the following pair of assumptions. First, we posit that the vessel’s top is a
rectangular channel by assuming that

Viep = VN{y €R? | ya >0} ={y € R?*| —L<y; <0<y <L} (1.1)

for some given distances ¢, L. > 0. Note that L is the height of the channel, while 2¢ is its width. The
second assumption on the vessel is that its boundary, 9V C R?, is C? away from the corner points (£/, L).
We will use the notation

Votm == VN {y € R? | y2 < 0} (1.2)
to denote the bottom portion of the vessel, on which we place no further geometric restrictions. We refer
to Figure [1] for two examples of vessels of the type considered here.

The fluid is assumed to occupy the vessel in such a way that Vi, is filled by the fluid, while Viqp is
only partially filled, resulting in a free boundary where the fluid meets the air above the vessel. For each
time ¢ > 0, this boundary is taken to be the graph of a function ((-,t) : (—=¢,¢) — (0,00) subject to the
constraint that ((£¢,t) < L. The physical meaning of this constraint is that the fluid is assumed to not
spill over the edges of the vessel. Note, though, that we allow for the possibility that ((x,t) > L for some
x € (—£,¢) and t > 0, which corresponds to the fluid extending past the vessel’s top away from the edges.
The points where the fluid, vessel, and air meet are (¢, ((+¢,t)) and are called the contact points.

In mathematical terms, we assume that the fluid occupies the time-dependent open set

Q(t) = Vbtm U {y S R2 ’ —0 < Y1 < 5,0 <y < C(yl,t)}. (1.3)
We will write
5(t) ={y € R?* | |y1| < £ and yo = ((y1,t)} C OQ(t) (1.4)

for the moving fluid-vapor interface and

Es(t) = 0Q)\X(?) (1.5)
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FIGURE 1. Empty vessels FIGURE 2. Vessels with fluid

for the moving fluid-solid interface. See Figure [2| for an example of two fluid domains in different types of
vessels.

The fluid’s state is determined at each time by its velocity and pressure functions, (u, P) : Q(t) — R? xR,
for which the associated viscous stress tensor is given by S(P,u) : Q(t) — R?*? via

S(P,u) := PI — uDu, (1.6)

where I is the 2 x 2 identity, > 0 is the fluid viscosity, and the symmetrized gradient is Du = Du+(Du)’.
Extending the divergence operator to act on S in the usual way, we have that div.S(P,u) = VP — pAu —
uV div u.

In order to state the equations of motion, we first need to enumerate several terms that affect the
dynamics. The fluid is assumed to be of unit density and acted on by a uniform gravitational field pointing
straight down with strength g > 0. Surface tension is accounted for, and we write o > 0 for the coefficient
of tension coefficient along the fluid-vapor interface, which is the graph of {(-,t). The parameter 5 > 0 is
the inverse slip length, which will appear in Navier’s slip condition on the vessel side walls. The energetic
parameters sy, 7sf € R measure the free-energy per unit length associated to the solid-vapor and solid-fluid
interaction, respectively, and are the analogs of ¢ for the other interfaces. We define

V] = Yso — Y5> (1.7)

and we assume that [y] and o satisfy the classical Young relation [40]:
el
<1 1.8
7 (18)

Finally, we define the contact point velocity response function # : R — R to be a C? increasing diffeo-
morphism such that #/(0) =

We can now state the equations of motion that govern the dynamics of the unknown triple (u, P, () for
t>0:

Ou+u-Vu+ VP — pAu =0 in Q(t)

divu =0 in Q(t)

S(P,u)v = gCv — oH(Q)v on X(t)

(S(P,u)v — pu)-7=0 on Y(t) (1.9)
u-v=>0 on X(t)

0iC = ug — u10y, ¢ on X(t)

P(O(E01) = D] F o (22,)
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where v the outward-pointing unit normal, 7 is the associated unit tangent, and

¢

1+ 100¢

is the mean-curvature operator. The first two equations in are the incompressible Navier-Stokes
equations for a fluid of unit density. The third equation is the balance of stress on the free surface, which
is also called the dynamic boundary condition. Note that in principle the gravitational forcing term —ges
should appear as a bulk force in the first equation, but by shifting the pressure unknown via P — P + gzo
we have shifted gravity to a surface term, as it is more convenient in this form. The fourth and fifth
equations in ((1.9) constitute the Navier-slip condition; in contrast with the no-slip condition, the Navier
condition allows for fluid slip along the fluid-solid interface, at the expense of generating a stress that acts
against the motion. The sixth equation in is called the kinematic equation, as it tracks how the free
surface function changes due to the fluid velocity. The final equation in , which is essential in our
analysis and will be discussed more later in Section is the contact point response equation.
The problem is an evolution equation and must be augmented with two pieces of initial data:

(1) the initial free surface, ((-,0) : (—¢,¢) — (0, 00), which determines the initial fluid domain €2(0),

(2) the initial fluid velocity ug : 2(0) — R?, which satisfies divug = 0 in (0) and ug - v = 0 on 34(0).
As usual for the Navier-Stokes system, the initial pressure does not need to be specified. The initial mass
of the fluid is denoted by

H(C) = (1.10)

4
My = [Q(0)| = [Votm| + Miop, where My, :/ C(y1,0)dy;. (1.11)
>,

The fluid’s mass is conserved in time due to the combination of the kinematic boundary condition and the
solenoidal condition for u from (|1.9)):

d d l ¢
— |Q(t :/ C:/ 6(:/ u-V:/ divu = 0. 1.12
dt ®) dt J_p ¢ ! () Q(t) (142

1.2. Equilibria. A steady state equilibrium solution to ([1.9)) corresponds to setting u = 0, P(y,t) = Py €
R, and ((y1,t) = (o(y1) with {p and Py solving

{QCO —oH(G) = R on (—¢, () (1.13)
910 _ .

oc—F—20 _(+0) =+ [v].

Vrvoge =0 =+l

By a slight abuse of notation, solutions to (|1.13|) are called equilibrium capillary surfaces. Note that the
boundary condition specifies the cosine of the angle formed by the graph at the endpoints. The constant
pressure Py is not arbitrary; indeed, it is uniquely determined by specifying the mass in Vi, at equilibrium,
i.e. prescribing

¢
Mtop :/ CO(yl)dyl- (114)
—¢
To see this, we use ([1.13)) to compute
1 l ¢
0
20P = / Py = / 9% — oH(Co) = gMiop — 0 1C02 = gMiop — 2], (1.15)
- - V1+1016l7],
which in turn implies that
Mo, — 2
Py = g“’%M. (1.16)

The equations :1.13 ) are the Euler-Lagrange equations associated to constrained minimizers of the energy
functional .# : W+ ((—¢,¢)) — R defined via

0
70 = [ SK+ a1+ 108 =B €O + (-0, (1.17)
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subject to the mass constraint M;,, = ffe (. In this framework the pressure Py is understood as the
Lagrange multiplier associated to this constraint. We now state an existence result for equilibrium capillary
surfaces. For a detailed proof we refer, for instance, to Appendix E of [19], which is a one dimensional
version of results found in the book of Finn [14].

Theorem 1.1. There exists a constant My, > 0 such that if My, > My, then there ewists a unique

solution (g € C([—¢,{]) to (1.13|) that satisfies (L1.14) with Py given by (1.16). Moreover, (o is even,
ming_gq o > 0, and if .7 is given by (L17), then 9 ((o) < () for all v € W((=£,4)) such that

‘
f_g 1/} = Mtop-
Throughout the rest of the paper we make the following two crucial assumptions on the parameters.

(1) We assume that Mo, > My, in order to have an equilibrium ¢y as in Theorem
(2) We assume that the parameter L > 0, the height of the rectangular channel Vi, satisfies the
condition (y(£¥¢) < L, which means the fluid is not just about to spill over the top of the vessel.

1.3. Previous work and origins of the model . The contact lines (or contact points in two
dimension) that form at triple junctions between three distinct phases (fluid, solid, and vapor phases in
the present paper) have been a subject of intense study since the pioneering work of Young [40] in 1805.
For an exhaustive overview we refer to de Gennes [I1]. Here we will content ourselves with a terse review.

The story began with the study of equilibrium configurations by Young [40], Laplace [23], and Gauss [15],
who discovered the underlying variational principle for .# described above and in Theorem (though,
obviously, the theorem is restated in the modern language of Sobolev spaces). A key byproduct of this
work is that the angle formed between the solid wall and the fluid (through the vapor phase), which is
known as the equilibrium contact angle ., (see Figure , is related to the free energy parameters ¢,
Ysv, and o via Young’s equation

(1.18)

Vsf — Vsv B
co8(feq) = Lsf — Tsv . = —[U].

Note that this manifests in ([1.13]) through the equations for 91(y at the endpoints.

Vapor

Solid Fluid

FicUre 3. Equilibrium contact angle

The dynamic behavior of a contact line or point is significantly more delicate. For instance, including a
dynamic contact point in a fluid-solid-vapor model presents challenges to standard modeling assumptions
made when working with viscous fluids. Indeed, the free boundary kinematics (which may be rewritten as
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9,¢C = u-vy/1+ |V(?) and the typical no-slip boundary conditions for viscous fluids (u = 0 at the fluid-

solid interface) are incompatible: combining the two leads to the prediction that 9;¢ = 0 at the contact
points, i.e. that the fluid is pinned at its initial position on the solid. A moment’s experimentation with
an everyday coffee cup reveals this prediction to be nonsensical, and we are led to abandon the no-slip
condition in favor of another boundary condition that allows for motion of the contact point.

The surveys of Dussan [12] and Blake [5] provide a thorough discussion of the efforts of physicists and
chemists in determining the dynamics of a contact point. The general picture is that the dynamic contact
angle, 64y,, and the equilibrium angle, 84, are related via

Ve = F(cos(fayn) — cos(feq)), (1.19)

where V,; is the contact point velocity (along the solid) and F' is some increasing function such that
F(0) = 0. The assumptions on F' enforce the experimentally observed fact that the slip of the contact line
acts to restore the equilibrium angle (see Figured)). Equations of the form , but with different forms of
F', have been derived in a number of ways. Blake-Haynes [0] arrived at through thermodynamic and
molecular kinetics arguments. Cox [J] used matched asymptotic analysis and hydrodynamic arguments.
Ren-E [32] derived from thermodynamic principles applied to constitutive equations. Ren-E [31] also
performed molecular dynamics simulations and found an equation of the form . These simulations
also indicated that the slip of the fluid along the solid obeys the well-known Navier-slip condition

u-v=0and S(P,u)v-7=pu-T (1.20)

for some parameter 5 > 0. The system (1.9 studied in the present paper synthesizes the Navier-slip
boundary conditions ([1.20) with the general form of the contact point equation (1.19). Indeed, the last
equation in ([1.9) may be rewritten as

o ¢

A/ 1+ |81C’2

which is (T.19)) with the convenient reformulation % = o F~1.

Given the numerous derivations of , we believe that its integration into the model along
with the Navier-slip condition yields a good general model for describing the dynamics of a viscous fluid
with dynamic contact points and contact angles. A goal of this article is to provide further evidence for
the validity of the model by proving that the equilibrium capillary surfaces are asymptotically stable, or
more precisely, that sufficiently small perturbations of the equilibria give rise to global-in-time solutions
that return to equilibrium exponentially fast as time diverges to infinity. In recent previous work [19] we
proved this in the much simpler case in which the Navier-Stokes equations in were replaced by the
Stokes equations, which yields a sort of quasi-static evolution. The second author and Wu [38] proved
corresponding results for the Stokes droplet problem in which the vessel configuration is replaced with a
droplet sitting atop a flat substrate, and with Zheng [41] established local existence results. The Navier-
Stokes problem presents numerous challenges relative to the Stokes problem, but we will delay a discussion
of these to Section 2.2

To the best of our knowledge, there are no other prior results in the literature related to models in which
the full fluid mechanics are considered alongside dynamic contact points and contact angles. However,
there are results with a subset of these features. Schweizer [34] studied a 2D Navier-Stokes problem with
a fixed contact angle of 7/2. Bodea [7] studied a similar problem with fixed 7/2 contact angle in 3D
channels with periodicity in one direction. Kniipfer-Masmoudi [21] studied the dynamics of a 2D drop
with fixed contact angle when the fluid is assumed to be governed by Darcy’s law. Related analysis of
the fully stationary Navier-Stokes system with free, but unmoving boundary, was carried out in 2D by
Solonnikov [36] with contact angle fixed at =, by Jin [20] in 3D with angle 7/2, and by Socolowsky [35]
for 2D coating problems with fixed contact angles. A simplified droplet model without fluid coupling was
studied by Feldman-Kim [13], who proved asymptotic stability using gradient flow techniques. It is worth
noting that much work has also been done on contact points in simplified thin-film models; we refer to the
survey by Bertozzi [4] for an overview.

W(Va) =W (0C) =l Fo (££,) = (cos(fayn) — cos(beq)), (1.21)
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Vapor Vapor
06 edyn eeq edyn
%ll Vi
Solid Fluid Solid Fluid
(A) Oeq < Oayn. (B) Oeq > bayn

FIGURE 4. The same dynamic fluid configuration, with the dynamic contact angle 64,
marked in blue, but with different equilibrium contact angles .,, marked in red. In config-
uration (A) the condition 6.y < Ogyy, in results in a downward pointing contact point
velocity. In configuration (B) the condition .4 > 64y, in results in an upward point-
ing contact point velocity. In both cases, the resulting motion acts to return the dynamic
angle to the equilibrium one.

We conclude this overview of the model with some stability heuristics. Sufficiently regular solutions to
(1.9) obey the energy-dissipation equation

d 1 2
dt (/g(t) g [0l J(C(-J)))
B

s [ Eputol+ [ SeoR+ Y adab @) =0, (122
Q) 2 Sa(t) 2 =,

where .# is the energy functional from . This identity may be derived in the usual way by dotting
the first equation in by u, integrating by parts over (¢), and employing the other equations. The
temporally differentiated term in parentheses is the physical energy, comprised of the fluid’s kinetic energy
(the first term) and the gravity-capillary potential energy (the second term). The three remaining terms
are the dissipation due to viscosity (the first term), slip along fluid-solid interface (the second), and slip
along the contact point (the third). Crucially, the assumptions on # imply that z#'(z) > 0 for z # 0,
which means the contact point dissipation term provides positive definite control of 9;( at the contact point.
Thus, the dissipation has a sign and serves to decrease the energy. Since the equilibrium configuration
u=0,p=0, = (pis the unique global minimizer of the energy, formally suggests that global-
in-time solutions will converge to the equilibrium as ¢ — co. We will prove that this is indeed the case,
provided that the initial data are sufficiently close to the equilibrium configuration, and we will show that
such solutions must decay to equilibrium exponentially.

1.4. Problem reformulation. In order to analyze the system it is convenient to reformulate the
problem in a fixed open set. The stability heuristic given above suggests that for large time, the fluid
domain should not differ much from the equilibrium domain, which suggests that we employ it as the fixed
open set. To this end we consider () € C*°([—¢, {]) from Theorem and define the equilibrium domain
Q C R? via

Q:=VymU{zeR?*| — <z <land 0 < x5 < (o(x1)} (1.23)
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Note that 90 is C? away from the contact points (4=, (o(£¢)), but that 2 has corner singularities there,
so 0% is only Lipschitz globally. Depending on the choice of the capillary parameters o, 75, and vy, the
angles formed at the contact points can take on any value between 0 and .

We decompose the boundary 92 = 3 U 3, where

Yi={zeR?| -l <z <land 2o = (y(z1)} and =, := 9Q\X. (1.24)

The set X is the equilibrium free surface, while ¥4 denotes the “sides” of the equilibrium fluid configuration.
We will write x € Q) as the spatial coordinate in the equilibrium domain. We will write

No = (—01o, 1) (1.25)

for the non-unit normal vector field on X.
In our analysis we will assume that the free boundary is a small perturbation of the equilibrium interface
by introducing the perturbation 7 : (—=¢,¢) x R™ — R and positing that

<($17t> = CO(CCI) + 77(.%'1,t). (1.26)

We will need to define an extension of 7 that gains regularity. To this end we first choose E to be a
bounded linear extension operator that maps C™((—¢,¢)) to C™(R) for all 0 < m < 5 and W*P((—¢,)) to
W#P(R) for all 0 < s <5 and 1 < p < oo (such a map is readily constructed with the help of higher order
reflections, Vandermonde matrices, and a cutoff function - see, for instance, Exercise 7.24 in [24] for integer
regularity, but non-integer regularity follows then by interpolating). In turn, we define the extension of 7
to be the function 7 : {z € R? | 29 < E(o(z1)} x Rt — R given by

(x,t) = PEn(z1, 29 — E¢y(z1),1), (1.27)

where P is the lower Poisson extension defined by (B.9). Note that although 7(-,¢) is a priori defined in
the unbounded set {z € R? | 2o < E(y(x1)}, in practice we will only ever use its restriction to the bounded
set Q) C {fL‘ € R2 | 9 < ECO(:EI)}

Choose ¢ € C*°(R) such that ¢(z) = 0 for 2 < Fmin(y and ¢(z) = z for = >  min(y. We combine ¢
and the extension 7] to define a map from the equilibrium domain to the moving domain Q(t):

Z((Zi))ﬁ(m,t)> = ®(x,t) = (y1,y2) € Q1). (1.28)

It is readily verified that the map ® satisfies the following properties:

(1) CI)<$1,C0(.’B1),t) = (.’L‘l,Co(.’El) + n(w17t)) = (m17C($17t))7 and hence @(E,t) = Z(t)7
(2) ®(x,t) = x for & € Vyym, i.e. the map is the identity in the bottom portion of the vessel and thus
only distorts the upper rectangular channel Viqp,
(3) (£, z2,t) = (£L, x2 + d(x2)7(£L, 22)/Co(£F)), and hence ®(Xs N {x1 = £0, 22 > 0},t) = Es(t) N
{yl = :l:gv Y2 > O}
Moreover, if 7 is sufficiently small (in an appropriate Sobolev space), then the mapping ® will be a C*

diffeomorphism of €2 onto €2(¢) that maps the components of 9 to the corresponding components of 9Q(t).
We will use ® to reformulate (1.9)) in €2, but first it is convenient to introduce some notation. We write

A>z— <$1,x2+

1 0 _ 1 —AK
Vo = <A J> and A := (Ve H)T = <0 X ) (1.29)
for
/7
W= é, A=W6177—K81<oﬁ, J:1+W8277+@, K=J" (1.30)
o o o

Note that the Jacobian of our coordinate transformation is exactly J = det V.

Provided that ® is a diffeomorphism (which will always be satisfied in our analysis), we can reformulate
by using ® to change coordinate systems. This results in a PDE system that has the benefit of being
posed in a fixed set but the downside of being significantly more nonlinear. In the new system the PDE
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becomes
Opu — MW KOou 4+ u - V qu + divg S4(P,u) =0 in Q
divgu=20 in Q
SA(P,u)N = (g¢ — cH(())N on X
om=u-N on X (1.31)
(Sa(Pu) v —pu)-7=0 on ¥,
u-v=>0 on ¥
\W(am(i& t)=[F Uﬁ(i& t),
where ( = (g + 7 and
N = (=01¢, 1) = Ny — (917, 0) (1.32)

is the non-unit normal to the moving free boundary. Here we have written the differential operators V 4,
div4, and Ay with their actions given by (Vaf)i == Ai;0;f, diva X = A;;0;X;, and Auf = divaVaf
for appropriate f and X. The vector field u-V qu has components (v -V 4u); := u;A;,0ru;. We also write
SA(P,u) = PI — uD qu for the stress tensor, where I the 2 x 2 identity and (D qu)i; = AixOru; + AjrOpu;
is the symmetric A—gradient. Note that if we extend div 4 to act on symmetric tensors in the natural way,
then divg SA(P,u) = V4P — pA qu for vector fields satisfying div 4 u = 0.

Now that we have reformulated our PDE system in a fixed domain, it is convenient to make a final
modification by rewriting as a perturbation of the equilibrium configuration. In other words, we
posit that the solution has the special form u = 0+ u, P = Py + p, ( = (o + n for new unknowns (u, p,n).
In order to record the perturbed equations, we first need to introduce some notation.

To begin, we use a Taylor expansion in z to write

y+=z B Y n z n
(Lt ly+2Y2 A+ )2 (1 + [y*)*?
where R € C®(R?) is given by

Ry, z), (1.33)

R@J%i/3(s_d®ty)%. (1.34)
o (L+y+s[")>/2
By construction,
0 0 0
16 = 10 + 1 + R(91€o, 01m), (1.35)

(L+ [0 1+ 121602 (1 +116]*)?
which then allows us to use ([1.13]) to compute

o
(1+181¢0]*)3/2

—%+w—ﬂ%

4¢ — H(C) = (9Co — oH(Go)) + gm — 0O ( ) ~ 00 (R(9:Co, )

0
WW) — 001 (R(01€0,01m)) (1.36)

and

¢

V] Fo—F—mm
1+ 0i¢I?

c01(o
(1+101¢0|*)1/2

oo

(:l:f,t) = [[7]] + (1 + ‘81C0‘2)3/2

(+0) F (££,1)

oon

R(916o, o) (24, 8) = F 2357
F oR(9160, D1m)( >*u+@mW”

(£L,1) F oR(91C0, O1m) (£, ). (1.37)
Next, we compute

divg S4(P,u) = divg Sa(p,u) in Q, SA(P,u)N = SA(p,u)N + PoN on X,
and SA(P,u)v -7 = Sa(p,u)v-7 on 3. (1.38)
Finally, we expand the velocity response function inverse # € C?(R). Since # is increasing, we may set

k=#"'0) > 0. (1.39)
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We then define the perturbation # € C2(R) as

W (z) = %W(z) —z. (1.40)

We now insert the expansions (1.36])—(1.38)) and (1.40)) into (1.31)). This yields the following equivalent
PDE system for the perturbed unknown s(u, p,n):

(Btu—8tﬁWK82u+u-VAu+diVASA(p,u):0 in Q
divqu=20 in Q
Salp, )N = [gn — o0 ((H-W?W + R(@lgo,(?m))] N on X
om=u-N on ¥ (1.41)
(Sapsu)-v—Ppu) - 7=0 on X,
u-v=>0 on g
RO ) + 1 () = Fo (s + R(D1Go, O1m) ) (L, 8).

It is in this form that we will study the problem. Throughout the paper we assume that M;,, > My, is
specified as in the discussion after Theorem For the data to (1.41)) we then have:

(1) the initial free surface 79, which we assume satisfies

{
/ o = 0 (1.42)

-/

so that the equilibrium mass, M;,,, matches the initial mass, i.e.

¢

/ (CO + 770) = Mtop; (143)

—L

(2) the initial velocity ug : @ — R2, which we assume satisfies div 4, ug = 0 as well as the boundary
conditions ug - v = 0 on X;.

2. MAIN RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

2.1. Energy and dissipation functionals and other notation. In order to state our main result, we
must first introduce some notation.

Equilibrium angles and reqularity parameters: We begin by introducing the supplementary equilibrium
contact angle

Weq =T — beq € (0,7), (2.1)
which is useful as it determines the angles created at the contact points in the fluid domain at equilibrium
(see Figure [3). This angle, which can take on any value between 0 and 7 depending on the choice of the
capillary parameters o, sy, and 7y, plays an important role in the elliptic regularity theory associated to
), as it determines the possible regularity gain. For the Stokes problem with boundary conditions related
to those we use in (|1.41]), the regularity is related to the following parameter, computed by Orlt-Sandig
[28]:

Emax = Emax(Weq) = min{1l, —1 + 7/weq} € (0,1]. (2.2)
For a parameter 0 < € < gpax < 1 we set
2

= € (1,2). 2.3

b= g e (1,2) (2.3
Note that 0 < e < €4 < epax(w) implies that

Qe < Qey < Qepax- (2.4)

Then [2§] shows that the regularity available for the velocity in the associated Stokes problem cannot reach
W27q€max .
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With epax in hand, we fix three parameters o, e_,e4 such that

1—e4 g4 —e-

e_+1
2 2 '

0<a<e_ <ey < Emaxs a<min{ (2.5)

}, and €4 <

For brevity we also write
4+ =@, and ¢ = q-_ (2.6)
in the notation established in . We will crucially use these parameters to track regularity in this paper.
Norms: We write W*P(T';R¥) for T' € {,%,%,},0<s€ R, 1 <p<oo,and 1 <k € N for the usual
Sobolev spaces of R¥—valued functions on these sets. In particular, W (T'; R¥) = LP(I'; R¥). When k = 1
we typically write WP(I') = W*P(T;R). When p = 2 we write H*(I';RF) = W*2(I';R¥). For the sake
of brevity, we typically write our norms as ||-||yys.», suppressing the domain I' and the codomain RE. We
employ this notation whenever it is clear from the context what the set and codomain are; in situations
where there is ambiguity (typically due to the evaluation of bulk-defined functions on ¥ or ¥4 via trace
operators) we will include the domain in the norm notation. Next we define a useful pairing for the contact
points that gives a contact point norm: we set

[f:9)e = F(=0g(=0) + F()g(¢) and [f]e = V/[f, fle- (2.7)

Energy and dissipation functionals: We define the following energy and dissipation functionals. For
0 < k < 2 we define the natural energy and dissipation via

2

Ek = H@fu’ L2 + H@fﬁ”j{l and D, j, = H@fu”jﬂ + H@fu” + [oF )2, (2.8)

2
L2(%y)
We also set

2 2
gu = Zgu,k and DII = ZDI\,k' (29)
k=0 k=0

Then the full energy is

2 2 2 2 2
E=&+ HUHWQ’% + ||atu||H1+s_/2 + HatQuHHo + HPHWLH + ||atpHL2

2 2 2
0l ya-1/0s0s + 100 /20 —arr2 + |07, (2.10)
and the full dissipation is

2

D=D,+ ||u”$/[/2»<I+ + HatUH%/VZL + Z[afuM% + HPH%/{/LH + HatpH‘Q/Vl,qf
k=0

2
+ 3|l
k=0

Universal constants and Einstein summation: A generic constant C' > 0 will be called universal if it
depends on (2, the dimension, or any of the parameters of the problem, but not on the solution or the
initial data. In the usual manner, we allow the value of these constants to change from one estimate to
the next. We employ the notation a < b to mean that a < Cb for a universal constant C > 0, and we
write a < b to mean that a < b < a. From time to time we will use the Einstein convention of implicitly
summing over repeated indices in vector and tensor expressions.

2 2 2 3112
173/2— + HWHW3*1/11+7LI+ + ||at7]||w3*1/q_,q_ + Hat 77“]_[1/2—04 . (211)

2.2. Main results and discussion. Our main result is an a priori estimate for solutions to that
shows that if solutions exist in a time horizon [0,7") and have sufficiently small energy, then in fact the
dissipation is integrable on [0,7") and the energy decays exponentially. Moreover, we have quantitative
estimates in terms of the data.

Theorem 2.1. Let weq € (0,7) be given by (2.1), 0 < emax < 1 be given by (2.2), and suppose that «,

e_, and e satisfy (2.5). Suppose that & and D are defined with these parameters via (2.10) and (2.11)),
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respectively. Then there exists a universal constant 0 < dg < 1 such that if a solution to (1.41]) exists on
the time horizon [0,T) for 0 <T < co and obeys the estimate

sup E(t) < do, (2.12)
0<t<T

then there exist universal constants C; A > 0 such that

T
sup eME(t) +/ D(t)dt < CE(0). (2.13)
0<t<T 0

The a priori estimates of this theorem may be coupled to a local existence theory that verifies the small
energy condition is satisfied, provided the data are small enough and all necessary compatibility conditions
are satisfied. To keep the present paper of reasonable length, we will neglect to develop this local existence
theory here. Such a theory can be developed on the basis of the a priori estimates proved here in the same
way that [41] develops the local theory for the Stokes version of based on the a priori estimates for
the Stokes system that we developed in [19]. Upon combining the local theory with our a priori estimates,
we may deduce the existence of global-in-time decaying solutions. This provides further evidence that the
contact dynamics relation together with the Navier-slip boundary conditions yield a good model of
contact points in fluids.

Theorem 2.2. Let weq € (0,7) be given by (2.1), 0 < emax < 1 be given by (2.2), and suppose that «,

e_, and e satisfy (2.5). Suppose that & and D are defined with these parameters via (2.10) and (2.11)),

respectively. There exists a universal constant 0 < §1 < 1 such that if £(0) < 01, then there exists a unique
global solution triple (u,p,n) to (1.41) on the time horizon [0,00) such that

sup eME(H) + / " D@ydt < CE0), (2.14)
0

0<t<o0o

where C, X > 0 are universal constants.

In [I9] we proved analogous results for the Stokes version of (the terms Oyu + u - Vu in the first
equation are neglected), so it is prudent to begin the discussion of our current results by comparing and
contrasting the Stokes and Navier-Stokes problems and the difficulties they present. For both problems,
an examination of the control provided by the basic energy-dissipation relation (the kinetic energy
term in the energy is removed for the Stokes problem) reveals that neither the energy nor the dissipation
provide enough control to close a scheme of a priori estimates. As such, we are forced to analyze solutions
in a higher regularity context, and it is here that it becomes clear that the geometry of the fluid domain
is the central difficulty. Indeed, the first issue it causes is that even after reformulation in a fixed domain
as in , the only differential operators compatible with the domain are time derivatives. We then
need a strategy for bootstrapping from energy-dissipation control of the time derivatives to higher spatial
regularity via elliptic estimates.

It is at this point where we encounter the fundamental difficulty in analyzing the contact point problem.
Both the moving domain Q(t) and the equilibrium domain € have corners at the contact points, and thus
the boundary is at most globally Lipschitz. In such domains it is well-known that the corners can harbor
singularities in the solutions to elliptic equations. For the Stokes problem in €2 with Navier-slip boundary
conditions, the work of Orlt-Séindig [28] shows that the velocity can not even belong to W?2dmax, where
€max 1S determined by the equilibrium angle as in . Consequently, regardless of how many temporal
derivatives we gain basic control of, there is a fundamental barrier to the spatial regularity gain we can
hope to achieve.

In closing a scheme of a priori estimates for , the mandate then becomes to make due with what’s
available and close with little spatial regularity. In our work on the Stokes problem [19], we do this by
crucially exploiting a version of the normal trace estimate for the viscous stress. This allows us to get
a dissipative estimate for K9?n in H ~1/2 where K is the gravity-capillary operator associated to ¢y (see
(8.3)). With this in hand, we take advantage of the contact point boundary condition (the last equation
in (1.41)) in two essential ways. First, this condition is responsible for providing a dissipative estimate
of [07n]¢. Second, this condition serves as a boundary condition compatible with the elliptic operator £,
which couples with the aforementioned dissipative control to yield an H3/2 estimate for 0?7 in terms of
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the dissipation. This estimate then serves as the starting point for a chain of elliptic estimates in weighted
L?—based Sobolev spaces that allow us to close for the Stokes problem. Here the choice of L?—based
weighted spaces is convenient as it maintains consistency with the L?—based estimates coming from the
energy and dissipation.

For the Navier-Stokes problem considered in the present paper, the convective term d;u-+u-Vu precludes
the use of the normal trace estimate for the twice time-differentiated problem since neither the energy nor
the dissipation provides control of dju in this case. We are thus forced to seek another mechanism for
obtaining a sufficiently high regularity estimate for 927, which we need to kick start the chain of elliptic
gains. This is the central difficulty in dealing with the contact point Navier-Stokes system .

In place of the normal trace estimate, we instead employ a delicate argument using test functions in the
weak formulation of the twice time-differentiated problem, together with the dissipative estimate of [9;7],.
This is delicate for two reasons. First, we have very poor spatial regularity at that level of time derivative,
so we must be careful with how the test function interacts with the solution. Second, we aim to achieve
estimates for the fractional regularity of 927, but in the weak formulation we find 9?7 interacting with
the test function on (—/,/) via an H'—type inner product with the equilibrium free surface function (g
appearing as a weight (see (8.1))). The standard Fourier-analytic tricks that would try on a torus or full
space don’t work here due to the finite extent of (—¢,¢) and the weight. We are thus led to replace the
standard Fourier tricks with the functional calculus associated to the gravity-capillary operator K, which
provides a scale of custom Sobolev spaces measuring fractional regularity in terms of the eigenfunctions
of L. This allows us to build test functions that can produce higher fractional regularity estimates for
0?7. Unfortunately, despite major effort, we were unable to derive an exact H 3/2 estimate for 0?7n. The
obstacles are primarily due to the technical complications that arise from the criticality of H'/2 in one
dimension.

The principal technical achievement of this paper is the development of a scheme of a priori estimates
that exchanges the full H3/2 estimate used for the Stokes problem for a slightly weaker estimate in H?3/2~¢
where « is given by . Fortunately, this is just barely sufficient to kick start the elliptic gain and allow
us to close. In order to execute this, we have had to switch from weighted L?-based Sobolev spaces to
unweighted L?—based spaces for values of ¢ just below the maximal value g, . . This yields key technical
advantages in dealing with several nonlinear terms.

2.3. Technical overview and layout of paper. We now turn our attention to a brief technical overview
of our methods, which we provide in a rough sketch form meant to highlight the main ideas while suppressing
certain technical complications. The starting point of our scheme of a priori estimates is a version of the
energy dissipation relation for . We need versions of this for the solution and its time derivatives
up to order two. These are recorded in Section |3 Upon differentiating we produce commutators, so
we end up with an energy dissipation relation roughly of the form

i(‘,’” +D, =N, (2.15)
dt

where &£, and D, are as in and ./ represents nonlinear interactions arising due to the commutators.
Section [3] also contains a number of other basic estimates.

To advance from the basic control provided by &, and D, to higher spatial regularity estimates we need
elliptic estimates for a Stokes problem related to ((1.41). We develop these in Section {4 within the context
of L9—based spaces instead of the weighted L?—based spaces we employed in [I9]. Here the main technical
problem is associated to the upper bound on the regularity gain available due to the corner singularities
in €. An interesting feature of our main result, Theorem is that it treats the triple (v,@,&) as the
elliptic unknown, but £ only appears on the boundary.

With the elliptic estimates and in hand, we may identify most of the nonlinear terms that need to
be estimated in order to close our scheme. Due to the limited spatial regularity, these estimates are fairly
delicate and require a good deal of care. In particular, in dealing with .4 in , we need structured
estimates of the form

|| < CEYD for some 6 > 0, (2.16)
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where £ and D are the full energy and dissipation from and , in order to have any hope closing
with . In Section [5| we record a host of nonlinear interaction estimates of this form. In Section |§| we
record similar estimates but in terms of the energy functional instead of the dissipation.

Section [7] records estimates of the nonlinear terms that appear in applying the elliptic estimates from
Theorem An interesting feature of these is that the upper bound of regularity identified by Orlt-
Séndig [28] yields an open interval (0,q.,..) of possible integrability exponents. We take advantage of
this by using two different exponents 0 < ¢_ < g4 < ¢, as in , with g4 associated to the non-
differentiated problem and ¢_ associated to the once-differentiated problem. The parameter g_ can be
made arbitrarily close to ¢, but the tiny increase we get in advancing to ¢4+ plays an essential role in
Proposition which highlights how delicate the nonlinear estimates are.

As mentioned above, the key to starting the elliptic gains is an estimate of 977 in H 3/2=a Ty achieve
this we employ the functional calculus associated to the gravity-capillary operator K, defined by . We
develop this in Section This calculus provides us with the ability to make sense of fractional powers
of IC, which is essential in our test function method for deriving the needed estimate. It also provides us
with a scale of custom Sobolev spaces defined in terms of the eigenfunctions of K, which we characterize
in terms of standard Sobolev spaces in Theorem [8.:23] when the regularity parameter satisfies 0 < s < 2.
A serious technical complication in our test function / functional calculus method is that we would like to
exploit an equivalence of the form

(020, ()2~ 02n) 15 = ||02n]| 382 (2.17)

where (-,+)1y is as in and « satisfies (2.5), but we cannot guarantee that (K)%*aafn € H! in our
functional framework. To get around this, for j € N and s > 0 we introduce the operators D7 in Section
8.7 These are approximations of the fractional differential operators D?® := (IC)S/ 2 formed by projecting
onto the first j eigenfunctions of K in the spectral representation of D®. The eigenfunctions are smooth
up to the boundary, so they work nicely when replaced on the left side of . We then aim to recover
the desired control by working with these operators and sending j — oo.

In Section [0] we carry out the details of our test function / functional calculus method to derive the
estimate for 02n in H 3/2=a  Along the way we also use similar methods to derive a couple other useful
estimates for n, dyn, and J;p. These all serve as enhancements to the basic energy-dissipation estimate
since they are given in similar form.

In Section [10] we complete the proof of Theorem We combine an integrated form of with the
enhancement estimates to form the core estimates in energy dissipation form. These are then coupled to
the elliptic estimates to gain spatial regularity. We then employ our array of nonlinear estimates to derive
an estimate of the form

E(t) + /tp < £(s) (2.18)

for all 0 < s <t < T, and from this we complete the proof with a version of Gronwall’s inequality,
Proposition [B-6]

Appendix[A]records the lengthy forms of various nonlinearities and commutators. Appendix[B]contains a
number of useful tools from analysis that are used throughout the paper, including product and composition
estimates, estimates for the Poisson extension, and the Bogovskii operator.

3. BASIC TOOLS

In this section we record a number of basic identities and estimates associated to the problem (1.41)).
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3.1. Energy-dissipation relation. Upon applying temporal derivatives to (1.41]) and keeping track of
the essential transport terms, we arrive at the following general linearization:

ratv—8t77<%K821)+u-VAv+diVASA(q,v) =F! in
divgv = F? in Q
SA(q,v)N:[gé’—aal (W—I—Fg’)}/\/—l—F‘l on ¥
0 —v-N =F6 on ¥ (3.1)
(Salq,v)-v—pv)-7=F° on g
v-vr=>0 on g

KOE(LL ) = Fo + F3) (+4,t) — kFT.

< 1€
(1+]91¢0]*)3/2
We will mostly be interested in this problem for v = dfu, £ = 0Fn and ¢ = 9fp, in which case the forcing
terms have the special form given in Appendix [A]

We now aim to record the weak formulation of . First, we will need to introduce some useful bilinear
forms. Suppose that 7 is given and that A, J, K, and N are determined as in (1.30]) and (1.32]). We define

Blu-7)(v-7)J and (u,v)y := / u-vJ. (3.2)

(u,v)) ::/ HDA’U, :Dgvd +
Q2 Q

s

With these in hand we can formulate an integral version of ({3.1]).

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that u,p,n are given and satisfy (1.41)). Further suppose that (v, q,&) are sufficiently
regular and solve (3.1). Then for sufficiently reqular test functions w satisfying w-v = 0 on X5 we have
that

Oy, Jw) + (—8,:77?](821) b Vg, Jw)o + (0, w)) — (g, div 4 w)o
0
4 8§
Y A v T N TS Y i)
_/QF wJ /ZSJ(w ) F /_egf(w N) 081<(1+‘61C02>3/2+F>w N+F*w (3.3)

and

(Opv, Jw) + (—8t77?K82v+u‘VAv,Jw)g + (v, w)) = (g, divaw)o + (&, w - N)15 + K[O, w - N,
0
l
:/Fl'wJ—/ J(w~7')F5—/ oF301(w-N)+F-w—klw-N,F")y, (3.4)
Q s —¢

where [-,-]¢ is defined in (2.7) and k > 0 is as in (1.39).

Proof. Upon taking the dot product of the first equation in (3.1]) with Jw and integrating over 2, we arrive
at the identity

(O, Jw) + (07>

R Koov +u-V v, Jw)g+ 1 =11 (3.5)

where we have written

I:= / diva Sa(g,v)-wJ and IT := / F'wl. (3.6)
Q Q

In expanding the term I we will employ a pair of identities that are readily verified through elementary

computations, using the definitions of J, A, and N from (1.30) and ([1.32)): first,
Ok(JAji) = 0 for each j; (3.7)

and, second,

on Y
3.8
{N/\/1+‘81C0 on . (3:8)
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From and an integration by parts, we can write
[ /Q O (T A0S (g, 0)is s = /Q A BwiSala )i + /8 A (Salgo)w) =T+ B (39)
The term I; is readily rewritten using the definition of S4(g,v) (given just below (1.32)):
I = /Q %DAU D gwd — gdiv g wd. (3.10)

To handle I» we use the first equation in (3.8]) to see that

| ) Sata.vyw) = [ v Sala.vpw) = [ o (Sata.ow)

s s s

:/E‘J(ﬁ(v-T)(w-r)—i—w-TF‘r’), (3.11)

and the second equality in to see that
JRCZBRCHTR
l l
— [ sataonyw= [ gstwen) - oo (

0§ 3\, 4
y )3/2—1—F>w N+ Fow (3.12)

(1+ (016l
Since 02 = ¥ U X, we then have that

12:/ J(ﬁ(v-7)(w-7)+w-7F5)

S

+/e 9é(w-N) — o0 <a1§ +F3) w-N+F* w. (3.13)
—t (14 [0160]*)3/2

Upon combining (3.10) and (3.13)) with (3.5) and recalling the definition of ((-,-)) from (3.2), we deduce

that (3.3]) holds.
It remains to show that (3.3 can be rewritten as (3.4). To this end, we integrate by parts and use the

equations in (3.1) to rewrite

[ o (2 )
—t (1+ [D1Co|*)3/2

:/6 (816 +F3>8(w-1\/)—0<Oﬁ’lg +F3) (w-N)
e \(1+ [01Go%)3/? ' (1+ [01Go )32

l
(3.14)

-0
with

¢

= 3" (kdi(al) + KF7(ab)) (w - N(al))

- a==+1

X ,
-7 ((1 ol > (w- )

= Z k(v - N(al))(w - N(al)) + k(w - N'(al))(FC(al) + F"(al)). (3.15)

a=%1
Combining (3.14) and (3.15)) with (3.3) and rearranging then yields (3.4). O

The most natural use of Lemma [3.I] occurs with w = v, but we will record a slight variant of this. This
results in the following fundamental energy-dissipation identity.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that { = (o + 1 is given and A and N are determined in terms of ¢ as in (1.30))
and (1.32). Suppose that (v,q,&) satisfy (3.1) and that w(-,t) € H}(Q;R?) is sufficiently regular for the
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following expression to be well-defined. Then

d(/JW
dt \ Jo~ 2

Proof. We use v

(O, Jo) + (—0m

‘ 2
92,0 |01€] /
+f L+ —20 wew
/4 2 g 2 (1+10160%)%?  Ja

+g/ |]D)_AU|2J+/ 5J|U-T|2+m[8t£,8t§]g:/Fl-vJ—i—qJ(F2
Q Vs Q
_/f DWW FS

O’F?’a 'U'N +F4‘U_ F6 O——————————— —
¢ 1t ) % (1+ |D1Gol*)3/2

— / v- O (Jw) + (—&n?l(ébv +u - Vv, Jw)o + (v,
Q 0

— w as a test function in Lemma to see that

o

kv - N, FT)y + k[0:€, F9]
w))—/Fle.
Q

KOy 4 u-V v, Jv)o + (v,v)) = (¢,divav)o + (§,v - N)1s + &[0, v - Ny

l
:/Fl‘vJ— J(v-T)F5—/ oF30(v-N)+ F* v —k[v-N,F"),
Q ZS

—L

+<3tv,<]w>+(*3t77£
o

First note that

Next, we expand

((U,v)):/ﬂmwﬁu/z 8w,

(Opv, Jv) = ‘U‘ / Oy J‘U

Using the identities (3.7)) and (3.8), we may integrate by parts to compute

J,(omgx

Oov + u - VA’U)-JU:/‘ ’ ( Jdivgu+ 0y <8mq§>>
o 2 o

ol
+/(—am+u-/\/)
= 20/1+ 10160

Since yn =u-N on X, u-v =0 on X, and div4 u = 0, we arrive at the equality

¢ _ [P (0me
/Q<—at77C0Ka2U+U'VAU>'JU—/Q282< % )

We then compute

J=1+0y (W) = 8, (8”7"5) — 0y,
Co Co

which shows that

(Opv, Jv)y + (— &m?Kagv—i-u V av, Jv)o /’U

On the other hand, we may use ) to compute

(§v-N)i s

= (£,0i6 — FO)1 5

3 90,0 |0ug e
=0 (/_5215 +2—(1—|—|81C0|2)3/2 /_eng —1—0(

(q,divav)g — (¢, divaw)g = / qJ(F? — div4w),
Q

Koo +u -V v, Jw)o + (v,w)) — (¢, divgw)o — / FlwJ.
Q

2
—l—/ JU'I/M.
. 2

01EO FO

1+ [9nGol?)3/2

—divgw) — / J(v-T1)F5

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

(3.19)

(3.20)

(3.21)

(3.22)

(3.23)

(3.24)

(3.25)
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and
[atga v - -/V’]f = [8t£7 atg]f - [atgv F6]€- (326)
Then follows by plugging (3.18]), (3.23)), (3.24]), (3.25), and (3.26)) into (3.17)) and noting that
(O, Jw) = d / Jv-w—/v-(?t(Jw). (3.27)
i o
U

Next we record an application of this to (1.41)).
Corollary 3.3. Suppose that (u,p,n) solve (L.41)), and consider the function Q given by (A.16). Then

d 1 2 /Zg 2, O |3177| /
e Y L B T W Ter 5 Q(0Co, D
: ( e [ St S (010, )

- / Dol + [ 7o+ nfouml? = —slu N A @l (3.28)
Q s

Proof. From (|1.41)) we have that v = u, ¢ = p, and £ = 7 solve with F* = 0 for i # 3,7 and
F3 = R(01¢o,01n), F* = # (0yn). The identity ([3.28] - ) then follows by applylng Theorem [3.2| with w = 0
and noting that in this case

l ¢ l
d
—/ oF?01(v- N) = —/ 00,0Q(01¢,01m) = _dt/ oQ(01Go, 017)- (3.29)
—L —¢ —L
O
Next we record the consequences of conservation of mass.

Proposition 3.4. If (u,p,n) solve (L.41)), then

¢
/eagnzo (3.30)
for0<j <3.

Proof. Integrating the condition J div4 u = 0 against J over Q and using (3.7)) and (3.8)) together with the
divergence theorem shows that

— 77 = / o = / Jdivgu=0. (3.31)
dt Q
The result for 1 < 5 < 3 follows 1mmed1ately from this, and for j = 0 it follows from the assumption
(11.42). O

3.2. Coefficient bounds. The smallness of the perturbation n will play an essential role in most of
the arguments in the paper, from guaranteeing that ® is a diffeomorphism to enabling certain nonlinear
estimates. The following lemma records this smallness is a quantitative way.

Lemma 3.5. Let g+ be as in . There exists a universal 0 < v < 1 such that if Hnst Vapar <7,
then the following hold for A deﬁned by - A, J, K defined by -, and N and Ny defined by -

and -, respectively.
(1) We have the estimates

1
max{[|J — L pec . [l = L[ oo s [|Al] oo, W = Mol } < 5 and [|A] o S 1. (3.32)
(2) For every u € HY(Q;R?) such that u-v =0 on X4 we have that

/|D | +5/ _2/9|]D>Au2J+B/E J\u~7|2§,u/Q|Du|2+2ﬁ . |ul? (3.33)

(8) The map ® defined by (1.28)) is a diffeomorphism.
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Proof. The first and third items follow from standard product estimates, Proposition [B.4] and the Sobolev
embeddings. The second item is a simple modification of Proposition 4.3 in [16].
O

3.3. M as a multiplier. It will be useful to define the following matrix in terms of 7:
M =KV® = (JA")™!, (3.34)

where A is as in (1.29) and J and K are as in ((1.30). We will view this matrix as inducing a linear map
via multiplication. Our first result records the boundedness properties of this map.

Proposition 3.6. Let M be given by (3.34) and suppose that 1 < q < 2/(1 —ey). Then we have the
inclusions M € L(WH4(;R?)) and M, 0, M € L(LI(Q;R?)) as well as the estimates

IMClwra S 1+ VE) [Cllyra and [|MC]|q + 10:MCll o S (1 4+ VE) ¢ 1a - (3.35)
Proof. First note that
IMCllyra S NMIICH Lo + NMTIVE g + VMl e S IM e SHwre + TV MIC]l L - (3.36)

It’s easy to see that
1Moo S 1+ lllpre S 1+ VE, (3.37)
which handles the first term on the right. For the second we need to use Holder’s inequality, and we must
break to cases.
In the first case we assume that ¢ is subcritical, i.e. 1 < ¢ < 2. Then

1—€+ 171—84_ 1

1 1
— -— =< -, 3.38
2 q* 2 g 2 q (3.38)
so we can bound
VM ¢l e SUVMI|2a-c <N e Sl 2ra-20 [Clwra S VEICIwra - (3.39)
In the second case we assume criticality, i.e. ¢ = 2. Then by the critical Sobolev embedding,
IIVMICle S IVM 2o €] 2rer S 7l 2o I<lwre S VE IS (3.40)
In the third case we assume supercriticality, i.e. 2 < ¢ <2/(1 —e4). Then
VM ¢l SUVMI 2ra-e €l e S Nl 2ra-cp ICTwra S VEICpa - (3.41)
Thus, in any case we have
VM ¢lpe S VEICllwra (3.42)
and the first estimate follows. To prove the second estimate we simply note that by Theorem [3.8|
1M oo + 10:M ]l oo S T+ [1Tllp1.00 + 1067l pr1.0e S 14+ VE. (3.43)
O

The matrix M plays an important role in switching from the operator div to div4. We record this
information in the following.

Proposition 3.7. Let M be given by and 1 < q < 2/(1 —e4). Then the following hold for
u € WHi(Q; R?).

(1) divu = p if and only if diva(Mu) = Kp.

(2) uw-v=0 on 3 if and only if (Mu)-v =0 on Xs.

(3) u-No=(Mu)-N on 3.

Proof. We compute

diV(Mflv) = 8j(J.AijUZ‘) = J.Aijajvi = Jdiv4wv. (3.44)
Hence, upon setting Mu = v we see that
divu = p if and only if diva(Mu) = Kp. (3.45)

This proves the first item. For the second note that
KEV®Ty=Kvon {x €9Q |z =+l,25 >0} and KV®Tv = v on {z € 90 | 3 < 0}, (3.46)
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so on Y we have that

Mu-v=0su-(KV®T)=0cu-v=0. (3.47)
Finally, for the third item we compute on X:
JANG =N = Ny = K(A) 7N = KVaT N, (3.48)
which implies that
uw-No=u-KVOI'N = KVdu-N = Mu-N. (3.49)
O

3.4. Various bounds. In subsequent parts of the paper we will need to repeatedly employ various LY
estimates for u, p, n and their derivatives in terms of either V€ or v/D, defined respectively in
and . Thus, we now turn our attention to recording a precise catalog of such estimates, which are
available due to the control provided by £ and D and various auxiliary estimates. In order to efficiently
record this catalog, we will use tables of the following form.

Function = f | f | Vf|V2f | V3f

% 0 | a b c

tro 00—

The top row indicates that the first column labels the function under consideration, and the subsequent
columns give the ¢ for which the number of derivatives indicated in top row belong to LY. In this notation
g = oo indicates L>°, while co— indicates inclusion in L7 for all 1 < ¢ < oo (with bounds that diverge as
g — oo as in the critical Sobolev inequality), and an empty cell indicates no estimate available. The set
on which the LY norm is evaluated is always understood to be the “natural” set on which the function is
defined: Q for w, p, 77, and (—¢,¢) for n. The notation tr indicates that the function under consideration
is the trace onto either ¥ or ;. For example, if we state that the above sample table records estimates in
terms of v/&, and ¢ is defined in ©, then this indicates that

HSDHLOO(Q) + HVSOHL"‘(Q) + HvzgpuLb(Q) + HV?’cp‘ Le(Q) 5 \/57 (350)

[tr ol Lagsy + Itr @ll pags,) < C,VE forall 1 < g < oo, (3.51)
where Cy — oo as ¢ — oo, and
[tr Vol pesy + [Itr Vol pe(s,y S VE. (3.52)

With this notation established, we now turn to recording the catalogs. We begin with the estimates in
terms of the energy.

Theorem 3.8. The following three tables record the LY bounds for u, p, n and their derivatives in terms

of the energy V€, as defined in ([2.10)).

Function= f | f Vf V2if V3 f
u oo 2/(i-c0) [2/@—c1)
dyu oo [4/(2—¢€_)
O?u 2
tru oo | 1/(1—ey)
tr Opu 00
Function = f f Vf Vif | V3 f
b |2/(-2p) |2/C-c1)
Osp 2
trp 1/(1—eq)
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Proof. The estimates for u, p, n and their derivatives follow directly from the standard Sobolev embeddings
and trace theorems, together with the definition of £. The estimates for # at its derivatives follow similarly,
except that we also employ Proposition to account for the regularity gains arising from the appearance
of the Poisson extensions P in the definition of 7.

Theorem 3.9. The following three tables record the LY bounds for u, p, n and their derivatives in terms

YAN GUO AND IAN TICE

Function=f | f | Vf V2f V3 f
U 00 | 00 1/(1—ey)
om 00 | 00
2n oco| 2
i ||| (- |2C-2y)
o oo | oo [4/(2- (e —a))
021 oo | 4
tr7) 00 | 00 1/(1—€y4)
tr O 00 | o0
tr 027 oo | 2

of the dissipation /D, as defined in ([2.11)).

Next we record the catalog of estimates in terms of the dissipation.

Function=f | f Vf V2f V3 f
u o |2/(l—=y) |2/ —=y)
O oo |2/(1—e_)|2/(2—¢€_)
O2u 00— 2
tru oo |1/(1—e€4)
tr dyu oo |1/(1—e2)
tr O u 00—
Function = f f Vf Vif | V3 f
b [2/(0-e0) 22—y
ow [2/(0-=)|2/C-=)
wp | 1/(1—cy)
tr Op 1/(1—€-)
Function=f | f Vf V2f V3 f
: o | s |-
o 00 00 1/(1—¢-)
0?n 00 1/«
o3n 1/a
7 o |~ |20-e)|2/@-cn)
o 00 00 2/(1—e_)|2/(2—¢e2)
027 00 2/« 2/(1+ )
o03n 2/a | 2/(1+2a)
tr 7 00 00 1/(1—e€y4)
tr O 00 00 1/(1—¢-)
tr 077 00 1/«
tro3n 1/
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Proof. The estimates for u, p, n and their derivatives follow directly from the standard Sobolev embeddings
and trace theorems, together with the definition of D. The estimates for 7 at its derivatives follow similarly,
except that we also employ Proposition to account for the regularity gains arising from the appearance
of the Poisson extensions P in the definition of 7. O

4. ELLIPTIC THEORY FOR STOKES PROBLEMS

In this section we record some elliptic theory for the Stokes problem. We begin with analysis of a model
problem in 2D cones and then build to a theory in the domain 2 given by . The material here
roughly mirrors the material in Section 5 of [19], except that here we work in L?—based spaces without
weights rather than L?—based weighted spaces.

4.1. Analysis in cones. Given an opening angle w € (0,7), we define the infinite 2D cone

K,={zcR*|r>0andfc (—n/2,—71/2 +w)}, (4.1)
where 7 and 6 are the usual polar coordinates in R? with the set {# = —7/2} chosen to coincide with the
negative xo axis. We define two parts of 9K, via

I ={zcR?*|r>0and = —7/2} and Ty = {x €R? |7 >0 and § = —7/2 + w}. (4.2)

Next we introduce a special matrix-valued function. Suppose that 2 : K, — R?*? is a map satisfying
the following four properties. First, 2 is smooth on K, and 2 extends to a smooth function on K,\{0}
and a continuous function on K. Second, 2 satisfies the following for all a,b € N:

lim  sup (18, )28 [ A (r, O)AT (1, 0) — 1]] ~0

r—0 e[—m/2,—m/24w]

lim  sup (r0,) 0B[N (r, 0)9; A (r, 9)]‘ — 0 for ke {1,2}

=0 9c(—n/2,—7/2+w]

lim sup (rd,) 05 [A(r, 0) — I]‘ =0 (4.3)

=0 9c(—n/2,—7/2+w]
lir%(rar)“[Ql(r, Oo)v —v] =0 for g = —7/2, —7/2 +w

r—

lim (70, )* [(Qll/ AT ()t + Q) ® QIT(QU/)> (r,60) — I} =0for g =—7/2,—7w/2 +w

r—0
where again (r,0) denote polar coordinates and (21, 22)* = (22, —21). Third, the matrix 2AA”" is uniformly
elliptic on K,,. Fourth, det2 =1 and 0;(2;;) =0 for ¢ = 1,2.
The matrix 2 serves to determine the coefficients in a variant of the Stokes problem in the cone K.
This problem, which we call the 2—Stokes problem, reads:

diVQl SQ[(Q, ’U) = Gl in Kw
divgv = G? in K,
v-Av =G on I'y
pDgRAv - (Av)t =G4 on Ty,

(4.4)

where here the operators divy and Sy are defined in the same way as div4 and S4. When 21 = I5«5 all of
the above assumptions are trivially verified, and we arrive at the usual Stokes problem
divS(Q,v) = G' in K,
dive = G: in K, (4.5)
v-v =Gy on I'y
pDuvy -7 = G4 on I'y.

The purpose of the assumptions in (4.3) is to guarantee that the problems (4.4]) and (4.5) have the same
elliptic regularity properties.
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Next we introduce a parameter depending on the cone’s opening angle that determines how much
regularity is gained in these Stokes problems. Given w € (0,7) we define
Emax(w) = min{l, —1 + 7/w} € (0,1]. (4.6)
We can now state the elliptic regularity for these Stokes problems.

Theorem 4.1. Let w € (0,7) and emax(w) be as in (4.6). Let 0 < § < emax(w) and set

45 € (1,2). (4.7)

T 2-5

Suppose that A satisfies the four properties stated above and that the data G',G? G, G4 for the problem
(4.5) satisfy

G' e L%(K,),G? e WY (K,,),GL e W2 V/wa (D) GYL e W!1/aa (D) (4.8)

as well as the compatibility condition
/ GQ:/ Gi+/ G2 (4.9)
w F+ —

Suppose that (v, Q) € HY(K,,) x HY(K,,) satisfy divqv = G?, v-Av = G3 on Ty, and

H . 1 4 (o) 4 (Av)*
=Dy : Dyw — Q divgw = G -w+ Giw - + G w - 4.10
Ji.5 . S T S Ty Y
for allw € {w € H'(K,,) | w- (Av) = 0 onT+}. Finally, suppose that v,Q and all of the data G* are
supported in K, N B[0,1]. Then v e W% (K,)N H'*(K,), Q €¢ Whs(K,,) N HY(K,), and

lellwzas + llolres + 1 Qllwras + Q119
SNG s + 16 lras + 162 liyassasias + G wa-1asns + 1CG lwa-vvasis + |G wa-ssagas - (4-11)

Proof. In the case 2 = I the result is proved in Corollary 4.2 of 28] when G3 = 0 and G4 = 0 and
in Theorem 3.6 of [29] in the general case. The choice of g5 is determined by the eigenvalues of an
operator pencil associated to , which may be found in the “G-G eigenvalue computations” of [2§]
(with x1 = x2 = 7/2). These results show that these eigenvalues for the Stokes problem in the cone
K, are £1 4 nn/w for n € Z, which leads to the constraint ¢ < 2/(2 — emax(w)) in W29 x W14 estimates.
However, Theorem 8.2.1 of [22], together with the assumptions on 2, guarantee that the operator pencils
that determine the regularity of coincide with those of (4.5), so the estimates of [28] and [29] remain
valid for the 21—Stokes problem. O

4.2. The Stokes problem in Q. We now study the following Stokes problem in €, as defined by (|1.23]):

(div S(Q,v) =G in Q
dive = G? in Q
=3 )
v-v =Gy ) on (4.12)
pDov -7 = G on X
vov =G on X,
pDov -7 =G4 on Y.

Consider 0 < § < emax (defined by (2.2]) in terms of weq from (2.1))) and g5 = 2/(2 —0) € (1,2). We will
study this problem with data belonging to the space X5, which we define as the space of 6—tuples

(G, G?,G3,G2,G4,G)
€ L9(Q) x Whis (Q) x W21/ (5) x W21/ (5,) x W95 (5) x W19 (5.)  (4.13)

such that
/GQ:/GiJr G2 (4.14)
Q ¥ Ys
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We endow this space with the obvious norm

e 62, 6L, G, G G|, = 16 | oy + 162 wras + (1GE we-s/asias + G2 21750

+ HGiHWPl/%!% + HGiHWFl/%!% (4‘15)
We have the following weak existence result, which works without constraint on § € (0, 1).

Theorem 4.2. Assume that (G', G2, GE’;, G3, Gi, G%) € X5 for any 0 < & < 1. Then there exist a unique
pair (v, Q) € H(Q) x HY(Q) that is a weak solution to (.12 in the sense that dive = G2, v-v = G® on
09, and
/M]D)v:Dw—Qdivw:/Gl'w+/Gi(w‘7)+ G (w-T) (4.16)
Q2 0 s o)
for allw € {w € HY(Q) |w-v =0 on 9N}. Moreover,

ol g+ Q2 S (GG, G5, G2, GG, - (4.17)
6

Proof. The argument is standard and doesn’t use the higher-regularity structure of Xs. See, for instance,
Theorem 5.3 in [19]. O

For second-order regularity we do need the constraints on ¢ in order to use Theorem

Theorem 4.3. Let emax € (0,1] be given by 2:2), and 0 < § < emax. Let (G}, G2, G3,G3,G4,G1) € Xy,
and let (v,Q) € H*(Q) x H(Q) be the weak solution to (£.12) constructed in Theorem Then v €
W24 (Q) N HF(Q), Q € Whes(Q) N HY(Q), and

[vllywas + 0l res + 1Qllyras + 1@l gs < [(GY,G? G, G2, GG, (4.18)

Proof. The argument used in Theorem 5.5 of [19] works in the present case as well, except that we use the
estimates of Theorem [4.1]in place of the estimates from Theorem 5.1 in [19]. O

In what follows it will be useful to rephrase Theorem as follows. For 0 < § < epax we define the
operator
Ty - (W2’q5(Q) nH"Y (Q)) X (W}‘“(Q) nH° (Q)) X5 (4.19)
via
Ts5(v,Q) = (divS(Q,v),divv,v - n|s,v - n|s,, pDon - 7|s, pDon - 7|s,). (4.20)
We may then deduce the following from Theorems and
Corollary 4.4. Let emax be as in (2.2). If 0 < 0 < emax, then the operator Ts defined by (4.19) and (4.20))

18 an isomorphism.

4.3. The A-Stokes problem in 2. Next we consider a version of the Stokes problem with coefficients
that depend on a given function n € W3 1/%:% with 0 < § < emax. The function 7 determines the
coefficients A, J, and N via (1.30)) and (1.32)), and we study the system

(divg S4(Q,v) = G in O
Jdivgv = G? in Q
v-N/|No| = G2 on ¥
9 4 (4.21)
pDAoN - T/ Nl =G5 on X
v-Jv=G3 on X,
uDqvv -7 = G4 on Y.

Note here that N' = Ny —01ne;y for Ny, given by ((1.25)), the outward normal vector on ¥ and 7 = To+d1nes
for To = e1 + 01{pe2 the associated tangent vector.
We begin our analysis of this problem by introducing the operator

Tsln] - (WZ%(Q) OH1+5(Q)> x (Wg’%(n) N Eﬂ(n)) = X5 (4.22)
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given by
Tg[n](U,Q) = (diVA SA(Q,U),JdiVAU,U N/ ’N()‘ ’27’0 . JV’ZS,/LDAUN-T/ ’No‘g ‘E;MDAUV'T‘ES)- (4.23)

The map Tjs[n], which encodes the solvability of (4.21)), is an isomorphism under a smallness assumption
on 7.

Theorem 4.5. Let epax be as in (2.2)). Let 0 < 6 < emax and qs = 2/(2 — 6). There exists a v > 0 such

that if |nllyy3-1/45.05 < 7> then the operator Ts[n] defined by (4.22) and (4.23)) is well-defined and yields a
bounded isomorphism.

Proof. We divide the proof into steps.
Step 1 - Setup: First note that

/JdiVA’U—/ JAV-U—/N~’[)+/ Jv v, (4.24)
Q o0 Z‘N0| s

which establishes the compatibility between the second and third terms needed for Ts[n] to map into Xs.
Now assume that 7 < 1 is as small as in Lemma[3.5] We write Ts[n](v,q) = T5(v, Q) — G(v, Q) where Tj
is defined by (4.4) and G denotes the linear map with components

G (v, Q) = divy_4 S4(Q,v) — div uDy_ 4(v)
G%(v) =divi_qv+ (1 = J)divgv
G3(v) = (1 + (0160)*) " /2[D1m1]
G1(v) = (1 + (01¢0)») HuDr—avNo - To — porn(DavNo - e2 — D qves - To) + p(91m)*Daver - ea]
G =0-Jw-v
G* (v) = pDy_qvv - T.

(4.25)

Since both Ts[n] and Ty enforce the compatibility between the second and third terms, G does as well.
Then the equation Ts[n](v,Q) = G := (G*,G*,G3,G3 ,G4,G1) is equivalent to

Ts5(v,Q) = G+ G(v, Q). (4.26)
Step 2 - G boundedness: We now claim that
1G (v, Q)llx, S Inllyys-1/a5.a5 (V][5 + 1Qly1a5) - (4.27)

We proceed term by term.
G! estimate: We need to bound G'(v, Q) in L9 (). We estimate the first term via

divr—a Sa(@, )l pas S IVilll oo (1V Qs + [ V0| 105)
F IVl oo [ V2] L2700y (RN L2ra-6) + 1V p2ra-6)) S Inllyyrs-1/as.as (vllyzas + Q1) - (4.28)
Similarly, we estimate the second term as
| div D7 4(0) | pas S WVl oo [|D*0]] pas + (V2| 21 V0l p2ra-0) S Wllypa-r/asas 0]l - (4.29)
Combining these two, we deduce that
1G" (0, Q)| a5 < Imllyys-1/ag.05 (1Vllyp2as + 1Qllypras) - (4.30)
G? estimate: We need to bound G?(v) in W14 (). For the first term

HdivlfAUHWLq(s S ||V77||Loo ||U||W2aq5 + Hv277HL2/<1—6) ||VIUHL2/(1*5) S ||77||W371/q5,q5 ||UHW2’<15 . (4.31)
Similarly, for the second term we bound
(1 =) diVA"UHWL% S HVﬁHLoo H”HWZ% +(1+ HVﬁHLw) “V2f7“L2/(1—6> HVUHLQ/(I—M
S nllys-1/as.as [[0lly2as - (4.32)

Combining these, we deduce that

Hg2(U)HW1,q5 < ||77||W371/Q51Q5 ”UHWQ% (4.33)
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G3 estimate: We need to bound G2 (v) in W?2-1/45:495 (). For this we use the trace characterization of
boundary norms and the fact that W2% () is an algebra to estimate:

Hgi(v)sz—l/q,;,q,;(g) S ||8177”1HW2"16(Q) S ||3177”1||W27qa(9)
S Hal'ﬁHWqué(Q) HU||W27‘16(Q) S HﬁHW?”qé(Q) ||UHW2"16(Q) S ||77||W3*1/q57q5(9) HUHWQ#IE(Q)' (4.34)

G3 estimate: We need to bound G2 (v) in W?2~1/45:495(52). Since v is determined by ¥, which is C2, we
can argue as with Qi to estimate

1G2 ()l p2-1/5.0s sy S WA = Dvllywzas sy S Wllwsaas ) 10llwzas @) S Nllyys—1/as.0 0y 10 llwzas @) -
(4.35)
gi estimate: We need to bound G*(v) in in Wl_l/%’%(E). Recall that Ny = —d1(pe1 + e and
To = e1 + 01{pe2 are smooth, so we can bound

Hgi(v)lefl/qmg(E) S/ HDI—AUHI/Vl—l/%«%(Z) + HalnDAUHWl—l/qMé () + H(8177)2DAUHW171/L15,€{5(2) . (4'36)
We then use the trace characterization again to bound
”DI—Aval—l/qaa% (2) + H8177DA”HW1—1/<15,<15(2) S HDI—AU”WL%(Q) + HalﬁmAU”le%(Q)
_ 2 2
SIVAVl| s ) + |V nvaL‘lé(Q) +[[vav UHL%(Q)
SVl oo [0llw2as + 1V27]| 200 1V0lp2ia-00 S I0lla-1/as0s 0 10 llw2s 0y - (4:37)
Similarly,
H(8177)2DA”HW1*1/%745(2) S H(alﬁ)z]D)AvHle% ()
) _ _
< HVWHLOO ”UHWQ!% + ”VWHLOO HV277HL2/<175) HVUHL2/(1—5) < ”77”W3*1/q5,q5(9) H”HW?’%(Q)' (4.38)
Combining these shows that
Hgi(v)le—l/qa,q(s(g) 5 ||77||W3*1/‘15vq5(§2) ||UHW2*%(Q) : (4‘39)

G* estimate: We need to bound G* (v) in W11/ (%), Since v and 7 are determined by X, and are
thus C? we can estimate in exactly the same way as above:

Hgf(v)nwlfl/qa,qs(gs) = ”DI—AUHWI—l/qavqa(zs) N HDI—AUHWL%(Q)
S IV pas ) + | v277v”Han(Q) + HVﬁV%Hqu(Q)

SVl oo lollwas + 1V 2700 V0l 2ra-0) S Inllys-1/0s.05 ) [0l w2.as 0y - (4:40)

Synthesis: Combining the above estimates shows that the bound (4.27)) holds.
Step 8 - Isomorphism: The map Ty is an isomorphism, so (4.26)) is equivalent to the fixed point problem

(v,Q) = T; (G +6(v,Q)) = ¥(v,Q) (441)
for U a map from Z := (W2%(Q) N H'*°(Q)) x <W51’q‘5 Q)n H‘s(Q)> to itself. From we have that

19 (01, Q1) = (w2, Q2)ll 7 < Cl1llyya-1/as.as | T5 [l (01, Q1) = (v2,Q2) 5 - (4.42)

Hence, if ~ is sufficiently small, then W is a contraction and thus there exists a unique (v, Q) solving (4.26))
for every G. In turn, this means that Ts[n] is an isomorphism with this choice of ~. ]
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4.4. The A-Stokes problem in 2 with 5 # 0. As the next step we modify the boundary conditions in
(4.21]) to include the Navier-slip friction term on the vessel walls. The new system is:

(divaSa(Q,v) = G in Q
Jdivgv = G? in
: — B
v- N/ |No| G+2 ) on X (4.43)
pDAoN - T/ |No|”" =G on X
v-Jv=G3 on X
\[L]DAUI/'TjL,B’U-T:Gi on g,

where S > 0 is the Navier-slip friction coefficient.
We have the following existence result.

Theorem 4.6. Let emax be as in (2.2). Let 0 < 0 < emax, ¢5s = 2/(2—10), and suppose that HnH?/Vg,l/qéyqé <
v, where v is as in Theorem . If (G, G?, Gi,Gi,Gi,G‘i) € X5, then there exists a unique

(v,Q) € (WQ’%(Q) mH1+6(Q)) X (W}%(Q) mﬁ]5(Q)> (4.44)
solving (4.43). Moreover, the solution obeys the estimate
lellwzas + ol s + 1@lwras + 1 Qlls S (61, 6% 62,62, 6L GY)l, (4.45)

Proof. Define the operator R : (W% () N H'9(2)) x (W(Sl’qa(Q) N H5(Q)) — X5 via

R(v,q) = (0,0,0,0,0,8v - v|x,), (4.46)

which is bounded and well-defined since v - v € W2~ /4595 (%), Standard Sobolev theory shows that the
embedding W2~1a:1s(%,) < W11/ (5,) is compact, so R is a compact operator. Theorem [4.5] tells
us that the operator Ts[n] is an isomorphism, so the compactness of R implies that T5[n] + R is a Fredholm
operator. We claim that this map is injective. Once this is proved, the Fredholm alternative implies that
the map is also surjective and hence is an isomorphism.

To prove the claim we assume (T5[n] + R)(v,Q) = 0, i.e. holds with all the G* terms vanishing.
We multiply the first equation in by Jv and integrate by parts, arguing as in Lemma to arrive
at the identity

/g\DAv|2J—|—/ Blv-1]*J =0. (4.47)
Q s

Thus v = 0, but then 0 = V4Q = AVQ = 0, which implies, since A is invertible (via Lemma , that Q
is constant. Since Q € H® we then have that Q@ = 0. This proves the claim.
O

4.5. The A-Stokes problem in ) with a boundary equations for £. We finally have the tools needed
to address the desired problem, which synthesizes the A—Stokes system in €2 with boundary conditions on
3} involving a new unknown &:

diva S4(Q,v) = Gt in Q

Jdivgv = G? in

v-N/INo| = G% on X

SA(Q, )N = [gf — o8, ((HW?W + Gﬁ)] N+GiT+GN on® (4.48)
v-Jv=G3 on X

(Sa(Q,v)v = pv) -7 =G on g

To—98 _(+0) = GT.

(1+01Gol*)2/2
We have the following existence result for (4.48)).
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Theorem 4.7. Let epax be asin (2.2). Let 0 < 0 < emax, ¢s = 2/(2—10), and suppose that HnH%/V?,_l/qé’q(S <
~, where v is as in Theorem . If (Gl,G2,Gi,G3_,Gi,G‘£) € X5, and G°,0,G% € W'—1/45:4(%), and
G™. € R, then there exists a unique

(0,Q.6) € (W2 () N B () x (W} (@) 0 (@) x WY/ () (4.49)
solving . Moreover, the solution obeys the estimate
[llwzas + 10l gravs + [1Qllwras + 1@l s + 1€l ws-1/05.05
<6, 6% G363, G, GY) |y, + 1G [opi-vsasas + [91GS [iyrcrjagas + 677, (4.50)
where we recall that [-,-]¢ is defined in [2.7).
Proof. First note that since |N| = |T],

SA(Qu0)N = [gs - ( 3

—I—G6>}/\/’+G4T+G5N 4.51
(1+ 101G P2 : (451

is equivalent to

N 213
SAQ, N - — = [g& — o0y ( +G% )| +G° (4.52)
V|2 (1+ |01Go[*)3/2
and
T NP2
SA(Q,v)N - =G4 €. (4.53)
-
Note that the same sort of argument used in the proof of Theorem shows that
2
s V] 4
HG+ AE N HG-FHW1"76!‘1§ (4.54)
| 0’ Wlfq(;,q(;
since [|1]yy3-1/45.0s < 1. We may then use Theorem |4.6{ to produce the pair (v, Q) solving
(diva S4(Q,v) = G in Q
Jdivgv = G? in Q
v- N/ N =G on Y
DN - T/ INof? = GLLL,  on s (4.55)
M A 0 - + ‘N0|2
v-Jv=G3 on g
pDqov -7+ Bu-T = -G on Y,

and obeying the estimates (4.45). With this (v, Q) in hand we then have a solution to (4.48)) as soon as
we find ¢ solving

1S > N 6 5
—00 | —————— ) = S4(Q, VN - — +001G° — G 4.56
s ((1 Vo) ~ @O i oo 20
on Y subject to the boundary conditions
01§ 3) 7
ol —————-+F +0) =Gl 4.57
+ ((1+’81C0’2)3/2 ( ) + ( )
The estimate (4.45)) guarantees that S(q,v)N - | /\A/[|2 € W'~1/45:95 (%), the usual elliptic theory provides a
unique & € W3~1/4:45 (%) satisfying ([4.56) and (4.57) and obeying the estimate
N 6 5 712
ilhyr-vs £ |S@N- ] G s + G, G @5

Then (4.50)) follow by combining (4.45)) and (4.58)). O
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5. NONLINEAR ESTIMATES I: INTERACTION TERMS, DISSIPATIVE FORM

In this section we begin our study of the estimates available for the nonlinearities that appear in the
system ([1.41)) and its derivatives. Here we focus on the interaction terms as they appear in Theorem
and on deriving estimates in terms of the dissipation functional. In order to avoid tedious restatements of
the same hypothesis, we assume throughout this section that a solution to ([1.41]) exists on the time horizon
(0,T) for 0 < T < oo and obeys the small-energy estimate

sup £(t) <~* <1, (5.1)
0<t<T
where v € (0,1) is as in Lemma[3.5] In particular, this means that the estimates of Lemma [3.5]are available
for use, and we will use them often without explicit reference.

5.1. General interaction functional estimates. We begin by studying the terms involving F', F*,
and F?° in Theorem The structure of these is not particularly delicate, so we can derive general dual
estimates in which the particular form of the test function is irrelevant.

We begin by studying F'!.

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that F' is as defined in either (A1) or (A.§). Then
‘/ Jw - Fl‘ S lw|| g <\/E+5) VD. (5.2)
Q

Proof. We will present the proof only in the more involved case that F! is defined by , which corre-
sponds to two temporal derivatives. The case , which corresponds to one temporal derivative, follows
from a simpler and easier argument. There are fifteen terms appearing in , and we will deal with
them one at a time, proving that each can be estimated in the stated form. For the sake of brevity,
throughout the proof we will repeatedly make use of four essential tools without explicitly referring to
them: Holder’s inequality, the standard Sobolev embeddings for w € H'(f2), the fact that £ < 1, and the
catalogs of L7 estimates given in Theorems [3.8] and For the latter we will always use the following
ordering convention: the ordering in expressions of the form

abe < AVEVD and ab'd < AVDE (5.3)

implies that we bound a < A, use Theorem to bound b < /€ and ¢ < &, and use Theorem to

estimate ¢ < v/D and ¥ < V/D. In other words, the order of appearance of £ and D on the right side

corresponds to the order on the left and indicates which of Theorems and is being used implicitly.
Term: —2divy, 4 Sa(Op, Opu). We first bound

/Q Jw-(—2divat,45,4(atp,atu>>’ < /Q w] [0pA] (|V8;p| + | VDpul)

+/ 0] 10| [VA| (90| + [Voru]) = T+ IT. (5.4)
Q

For I we then bound
I S wll e 0@l (V0D L2c—cy + || V200t 20 y) S 0]l 1 VEVD, (5.5)

and for /1 we bound
I S wll p2rce—vepy 106llrroe [lly22ra-ep (10l p2ra—c_y + IV Oull j2r0-<)) S lwllr EVD. (5.6)

Combining these shows that this term can be estimated as stated.
Term: 2pdiv gDy, 40ru. We first bound

/ Jw - (2udiv g Dy, 40:u)
Q
We then bound

I S lwll s (1lly22ra-<o + 106l oo IV Ol ase-eny S llw]l gn VDVE (5.8)

< / |w| [VOLA| VOl +/ lw |0 Al |[V20u| =: I + 11 (5.7)
Q Q
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and
1T S JJwll p2s=— 10l || V200 p2r0eoy S llwll g VEVD. (5.9)

Combining these shows that this term can be estimated as stated.
Term: — divatzA Sa(p,u). We first bound

[ (= g St w)| 5 [ 1ol 1084 (01 + 1920l + [ Jul[92A] VAl TU] = T4 11 (5.0
Then we estimate

IS wll oy —e (1012 + 1070 ypizse) (IVDI 20 + V20| j2r0-c0)) S Wl VDVE (5.11)
and
IT S wll e o) (10l 2ra + |07 yyr1.2s0) 10l p2ziae ) IVl p2ra-cpy S lwllgn VDE. (5.12)

Combining these shows that this term can be estimated as stated.
Term: 2udivg, 4 Dy, q4u. We first estimate

/ Jw - (241 divg, 4 Do au)| < / ol |8:A? |24 +/ (| |0A| [VORA| [Vl = T+ IT.  (5.13)
Q Q Q
We then bound
I S Jwll2sey 106ll51.00 [|[ V20| 20y S ]l 2 EVD (5.14)
and
IT S Nl p2rce— ey 10ellwroe (1712200 + 107 llyp22/0-<) ) IV ull p2ra ey S Jlwll g VEVDVE.
(5.15)

Combining these shows that this term can be estimated as stated.
Term: pdivy Daf 4u.  We initially estimate

/ij (pdivaDgp qu)| S /Q lw| |07 A| |Vu| + /Q lw| [VOEA| |[Vu| =: I +11. (5.16)
Then we bound
I S wll pores—o (106l + (|02 yrose) (V20| 210y S lwll gy VDVE (5.17)
and
IS [wll 2o (190llwezrare + 10l yzs0m) [Vl pzra-co S llwllp VDVE. (5.18)

Combining these shows that this term can be estimated as stated.
Term: —2u - Vy, 40;u. For this term we bound

/ Jw - (2u - Vg, 40pu)
Q

S /Q |w| |ul |8 AV Oyu| S (w2 [l oo 1Oellvyr1.00 [[VOrt]| 2

< lwll g VEVDVE. (5.19)
Term: —20;u -V 40;u. We bound

/ Jw - (20yu - V 40pu)
0

S/Qlwllat’U\ VOul < 1wl g2 19¢ul g VOl g2 < 1wl VEVD.  (5.20)

Term: —20,u - Vy, 4u. We bound

/ Jw - (28tu : VatAu)
Q

S /Q |w] |Oul |0pA] [Vul S llwll g2 18sull oo 106llyp1.00 |V ]| 2

< wll g EVD. (5.21)
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Term: —u- Vg qu. We estimate

/Jw-(u-VatQAu)
Q

Term: —0?u -V 4u. We estimate

/ Jw - (0%u - V qu)
Q

Term: 28@%@](82&% For this term we bound

S [ tllofu] 19al < ol e 198 1Vl o) 5 [l VDVE.

~

/ Jw - (28t17£8tK328tu)
Q Co

S /Q [w] |0y |0 K| [VOpul S [lwll g2 106 oo 1977 lyr1.cc |V Opl] 2

< w1 EVD.

Term: 28fﬁ4f%K828tu. We estimate

/ Jw - (2a§ﬁfKaQatu
Q o

~—~—

~

Term: 28?77%@[(82% We bound

/Q Ju- <2afﬁ§)atf<aw> < /Q ol |027) 10| 19] < lfwll 2 (027 e 10ell e [Vt 2

< w1 VDE.

Term: Gfﬁé%K(?gu. We estimate

/ Jw - (8?77£K82u)
Q0 Go

Term: 8,5774%82}( Oou. For the final term we bound

~

/ Jw - (amfafmw)
Q Co

< /Q ol |07 |92 K| |V

S Ml 2a-o 104l oo (106 lyyr2/0 + [[027y1,200) IVl 2 S wll g VEVDVE.

Next we study the F* nonlinearity.

Proposition 5.2. Suppose that F* is defined as in either (A.4) or (A11). Then we

< llwlm (VE+EVD

¢
‘/ w- F*
—¢

for all w € HY(Q).

Proof. We will present the proof only in the more involved case that F? is defined by , which
corresponds to two temporal derivatives. The case , which corresponds to one temporal derivative,
follows from a simpler and easier argument. There are eleven terms appearing in , and we will deal
with them mostly one at a time, with just a bit of grouping. We will prove that each can be estimated in
the stated form. For the sake of brevity, throughout the proof we will repeatedly make use of five essential
tools without explicitly referring to them: Holder’s inequality, standard trace estimates for H'(Q), the
standard Sobolev embeddings for H'(Q) and H'/2((—£,¢)), the fact that £ < 1, and the catalogs of L?
estimates given in Theorems (3.8 and For the latter we will again use the ordering convention described
at the start of the proof of Proposition [5.1

S /Qlwl 02| VOl < w2 [[077]] oo IV Oeull 2 S llwll g VDVE.

S /Q w077 [Vul S Nlwll 2oy |077]] 12 1Vl 20 S [0l VDVE.

S/Q’UJIIUHQQAHVUIS lwll p2ra-e) Nl oo (10T w1270 + (|07 1,270 ) 1V 2

S lwll s VEVDVE.

(5.22)

(5.23)

(5.24)

(5.25)

(5.26)

(5.27)

(5.28)

(5.29)
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Term: 24Dy, 40;uN. We bound

4 l
[ 20 asoad )| 5 [ 1l 041900 5 1 Vol 100l 110 0,

i < lwll g VEVD.  (5.30)

Term: pDge 4uN. We estimate

l l
‘/ w - M]D)afAUN‘ S / lw| |07 A| |Vl
—¢

—
Sl ey (19l + 820l yasse) IVl 1y S el VDVE.  (5.31)
Term: pDy, qudN'. We bound

Y/ ¥/
\ / wwmatAuatN\s [ oAVl w0
—/ —/

< wll e ) 196l [Vl 100 s 10D e S N0l a EVD. - (5.32)

Term: [29@17 —200; (%)] ON. We estimate

¢ ¢
290 — 200, | ————L— )| ON| < ol + |010sn| + |050, 010
‘/_zw [g e <(1+!81Co!2)3/2 i —e|w|(| bl + 1619 ’ ! tﬁ‘)\ 19|

S lwll g gy 10l y2ra— 1010 oo S [l g VDVE. (5.33)
Term: 010;[R (1o, 11)]0:N . For this term we initially expand

0:R(01¢0, 01m)

010¢[R(01C0, 01m)] = 01[0.R(01¢o, 01m)010m] = Do

Ao + 02R (Do, 11)0ind10m

0.0y R (010, 011)
+
o

01n07C0010m.  (5.34)

This and Proposition then allow us to bound
14 4 14

| / w- O [atm(algo,amﬂ]aw‘ < / |w| |010;n] || |07 0m| + / |w| |810em| |07 0| [018:m|
—£ —L —£

0
+/ |w| ‘818t77| |8177| |818t77| = I+ II+1III. (5.35)
)

We then bound

and

1S Nl /e gy 10100ml e 100l o 03000 171 s < el EVD, (5.36)
11 5 el /ey i 10100]2 0 |33 s0-e1> S ol g EVD, (5.37)
111 5 [l s 19001 1007 2 S [0l EVD. (5.38)

Combining these then shows that this term can be estimated as stated.
Term: —2S4(0p, Opu) N . We estimate

Y/ Y4
| [ —2w-saw atuww] < [ 1wl G0l + 190wl 0,00
¢ —L

,S HU)HLl/E,(E) <H8tpHLl/(17£,)(E) + |’vatUHLl/(17£,)(E)) H8t8177HLoo S_, HUJHHI \/5\/5 (539)
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0
Term: [gn — o0y (W)} 9?N. We bound

on )} 9 ‘ /5 ) )
- ——————— )| HN| < w +|oin| + |0 010
[ oo (o ) o] < [+ o0+ 300 oot
5 HwHLl/(E-F_O‘)(Z) ||17||W2’1/(1_5+) HalatQUHLI/a 5 ||w||H1 \/EV D. (540)

Term: 01[R(0:1Co,011)]0?N. To handle this term we expand
9:R (010, 011) IyR(01C0, 011n)

R(01¢g, O ndin + 07 (o (0 5.41
O [R(01C0, 01m)] = o 1noin + @) 2 Co(01n)*. (5.41)
This and Proposition then allow us to bound
| [ v onm@nGom) o2 5 [ ol vl (onn |580] + o1nf)

S lwll prsesmo gy 01070 110 (||f9177HLoo 1080]| 1ra-cp) + 110101 oo 017l p170—<) S llwll g1 VDE.
(5.42)

Term: —S4(p,u)0?N. For the final term we estimate

Y/ Y/
\— [ wesan u)affv\ < [ 1wl +19ul) 03B

—¢
< Nl e gy (1Bl raeogmy + IVl ey ) 101080 e < ol VEVD. (5.43)

(Il
Finally, we study the F® nonlinearity.
Proposition 5.3. Suppose that F is given by either (A5) or (A.12). Then
‘/ J(w-7)F?| < ||lw|| ;0 VEVD (5.44)
s

for every w € HY(9).

Proof. As in the proof of Propositions and we will only prove the result in the harder case of two
temporal derivatives, which occurs when F? is given by . Then F® consists only of two terms.

Using the bounds in Theorems (3.8 and (once more with the ordering convention described at the start
of the proof of Proposition together with the Sobolev embeddings and trace estimates, we estimate
the first term in F° via

/ J(w - 1)2uDy, 40y - T)| S

S

L/|wH@AHV@m
>

S lwll e ) 10l sy IVl 1702 5, S llwll g VEVD. (5.45)

Similarly, we bound the second term via

[ I g7

E]

< / ] |02.A] |7
s

5 Hw||L1/(5+*a)(z <||6t77||W1 ey + Hatnuwl 1o (y )) ||VUHL1/(1 e4) (Zs) ~ ||w||H1 \/>\/> (546)
These bounds can then be combined to conclude that the stated estimate holds. O

We synthesize the results of Propositions and into the following result.
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Theorem 5.4. Consider the functional H(Q) > w — (F,w) € R defined by

(]—“,w):/ﬂFl-wJ—/eF‘l-w—/ J(w - 7)F3, (5.47)

"y B
where F*, F*, F5 are defined either by (A1), (A4), and (A5) or else by (Ag), (A11), and (A.12). Then
(Fow)| S wllg (VE+EVD (5.48)

for all w € HY(Q).
Proof. This follows immediately from Propositions and [5.3] O

5.2. General interaction functional estimates II: pressure term. We next turn our attention to
the term F? appearing in Theorem We again derive a general dual estimate.

Theorem 5.5. Suppose that F? is given by either (A.2)) or (A.9). Then

’ /Q JF?

Proof. Again, we will only prove the result in the harder case of two temporal derivatives, which occurs
when F? is given by . In this case F? only consists of two terms.

From the bounds in Theorems and (again using the ordering convention described at the start of
the proof of Proposition together with the Holder’s inequality and the fact that € has finite measure,
we bound the first term via

‘/ T divge 4 u 5/ Y] |07 A| | Vul
Q Q

Sl e (18eillyr.2ra + 1077 yyra0sa) IVull 2r0-cp 11 s —a) S 190 2 VDVE. (5.50)

For the second term we argue similarly to estimate

< el vVDVE (5.49)

for every 1 € L*(Q).

/J¢2div<9t./48tu 5/ [ 10:A VOl < 1112 106l [V Orull 2 S 11412 VEVD. (5.51)
Q Q

Upon combining these, we arrive at the stated bound. ]

5.3. Special interaction estimates I: velocity terms. The F3 nonlinear interaction term in Theorem
requires greater care than we have used above. Indeed, we will not derive general dual estimates, but
will instead derive estimates that take careful advantage of the structure of the test function. When two
time derivatives are applied, the F'* nonlinearity from has the form

F3 = 92[R(01¢o, 01m)] = 0.R(01o, 011m)01021 + 0*R(01Co, D11m)(810:m)?, (5.52)
where R is as in (1.34)). For the purposes of estimating F® we will write
Otu- N = dpn — F°. (5.53)

We may then decompose the relevant interaction term in Theorem as

l l l
— / 0F331(8t2u N) = — / JazR(81<0,617])818t2n616?77 — / a@zR(ﬁlCo,am)alafnalF(j
—¢ —L —L

YA Y/
- / 002 R (OnCo, O4m) (D10um)*n 0 — / 02 R (91 Co, 1) (010,m)° 01 FO
YA ¥/

= I+ I+ 111 +1V. (5.54)

We will handle each of these separately, starting with I.
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Proposition 5.6. Let I be as in (5.54)). Then we have the estimates

l 662 2
I+;t/ o—azR(alco,am)‘l;m SVED (5.55)
4
and
0
‘/ 00.R (0160, )2 15 fof < Vee, (5.56)
—/

Proof. The essential feature of I is the appearance of the total time derivative 9,0?n010;n, which allows
us to write

\Blafm d [*
ool _ 4 /_ 70:R(D1 o, )

, &107)*
I = —/ 00, R(01Co, 011)0; ‘121”7‘
—¢

13277}2

¢ 0
+ / aagn(algo,am)alami‘ 2t :
.,

Using Theorems and (With the ordering convention described in the proof of Proposition in
conjunction with Proposition we then estimate

(5.57)

4 0
//782 (0160, 8177)81&:?7’ ! 2“7‘ /E\aﬁml |01020|” < 10100l 1 |01020||7, S VED (558

and

Y 212 Y
/ 00RO o, ) ———| S /z\é’m! 01020|° < 0wl ||01870] |5 S VEE.. (5.59)

—/
These are the stated bounds.

O
Next we deal with the term I1.
Proposition 5.7. Let I] be as given in . Then
(I < ED. (5.60)
Proof. We begin by writing F6 = —20,u1010;n7 — u1010?1 in order to expand

II = /2 UazR(51CO78177)
—t om

‘
N / O_azR(81<07 on)
—r om

L9, R(01Cy, O
817781837]2818tu1818t77+/ UW
iy 1

1110212041030
‘

81n818t27781u1818t277+/ U@ZR((?lCo,8177)818,52771418%8377
¢

= II + Il + II5+ II;. (5.61)

To estimate these terms we will use Theorems and (with the ordering convention described in the
proof of Proposition , Proposition the ordering 0 < 2a < e_ < 4 assumed in (2.5)), and Holder’s
inequality. This yields the bounds

Y4
L] < /e 01| |0107 1] |010¢ul 10100 S 1|10v | o [|01077]| 10 11018eull 1702y 55y 1010m ]|
SVEDVE, (5.62)

¢
1] < /—e 0101|0107 n| [0rul |070im] S 1010 oo |0107 0] 1170 [10kull Lo 3y |07 Oen| 12
<VEVDVEVD, (5.63)
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and
¢
2 2
|III;3’ 5 /4 ’817]| ’81875277‘ \81u| 5 ||(9177HL00 H@lﬁanLl/a ||01u||L1/(175+)(2) ,S \/ED\/E (5.64)

For I14 we note that 010?n0?0%n is a total derivative, so we can integrate by parts and use the fact that
u1 = 0 at the endpoints to see that

|[114] =

2

¢ 9,2 2
/UazR(alCo,am)UlalM 5
¢

Y 9,92 2
= '—/ 001 [0:R(01¢0, O1m)u1] M
),

1 lf 1 6 R, 8 () n () —+ i 0 6 5 0 8 0
—L n

o o 2
(5.65)
We may then use the same tools listed above to estimate
¢
2
[114] < /g |0107n|” (101n] |01u] + |0Fn] [u] + |01n] |u])
2
< N0:02]2 s (1017l 1910l 11 0 + 108l s Nl sy + 1007 e e,
<SDE. (5.66)
Combining these bounds then yields the stated estimate. O
The term I11 is next.
Proposition 5.8. Let I11 be as given in (5.54). Then we have the bounds
d ¢
‘III + dt/ 0827%(81(0, 817])(818{!})281815277 SJ (\/E-f- E)D (5.67)
—¢
and ,
’ / a2 R(D1Co, 1) (D10m)>0197n| S VEE,. (5.68)
—¢

Proof. To handle the term I11 we begin by pulling a time derivative out of the integral:

l y4

d

117 = — / KUOER(algoa8177)(61&77)2618? =T w / gGagR(alcm6177)(6181577)2818?77
l

l
+ / O3 R(91Co, 011)(010im)30107n + / gagn(algo,am)wlam\ala,?nf. (5.69)
—£

We then employ Theorems and (with the ordering convention described in the proof of Proposition
and Proposition to bound

l
< / [030unl” |ox58n] < 1010l NoxDml - 107
<ED (5.70)

24
|/ U@?R(@lgo, 817])(81(91517)3(913?7]
—L

and

¢ ¢
/ 00> R(D1o, 112010, | 0102 S/ 010im| [01020|° S 10106 1 Halaanil/a SVED. (5.71)
0 0

Upon combining these, we arrive at the first stated estimate.
To derive the second estimate we first note that standard Sobolev embeddings and interpolation show
that if ¢» € H32((—¢,)) then

1/2 2
1019 20 S Ol gsa S Wl ggsa S I3 10l (5.72)
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Applying this with ¢ = 9yn and again using Theorem and Proposition with the definitions of £
(see (2.10)) and &, (see (2.9)), we bound

/
< / w0l 010 < Norl sl

SN0l g 10l sz |07n]| ;0 S VENEVE, (5.73)

which is the second stated estimate. OJ

‘
‘/ 08372(81@, o) (818t17)2818t27}
¢

Finally, we handle the term I'V.
Proposition 5.9. Let IV be as given in . Then
V] S (€ +E¥*)D. (5.74)
Proof. We first write F% = —20,u;0,0;n — u1816,52?7 in order to split

‘
IV—/ a02R(91C0, 011)(010ym)* 01 (204u101.04m)
¢

0
+/ 0’8273(31(0, 8177)(81@7])281(211818377) =: IV1 + IVQ. (5.75)
—L

Then Theorems and (with the ordering convention described in the proof of Proposition and
Proposition allow us to estimate

l
Vi < / [030unl® (x| 0n00n] + 0y o501
< 110107 (||515tu||L1/<1—e_>(2) 10107 oo + [|Orull oo () Hﬁf@mHLl/(H,)> SED. (5.76)

To handle I'Vy we further expand

¢ ¢
IVQ = / 08373(81@,81n)(618t77)281u1618t2n +/ 083R(81<0,6177)(81815?7>2U18%atz?’] = I‘/g + IV4.
¢ —L

(5.77)
The term IV3 can be estimated as [V; was, recalling from (2.5) that @ < e_ < e4:
l
FAZIBS /z |010m|* [91ul |0107n] < 110101700 11012l| 11702 || 0170|110 S ED. (5.78)

On the other hand, for I'Vy we need to integrate by parts again, using the fact that w; vanishes at the
endpoints:

l
IV}; = —/ o [8372(81@, 81n)(818t77)281u1 + 2837?,(81(0, 8177)818t778f8tnu1] 818?7]
—/

l
— / o [837?,(81(0, 8177)6%77 + 8y8§7€(81§0, 3177)8%@] (818,577)%1818377 = IV + IV;. (5.79)
—L

These terms can then be estimated as above:

¢
il5 [ (100l 1ovd + 10 [0 ul) [on0%a]
S (H&am\l%oo 1O1ull 1/ ) + 101067 oo |07 0um|| 1/0--_) HUHLOO(Z)) 10107 0]) 11/

< (evVD+VEVDVE) VD (5.80)
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and
¢ 2
Vel < / (k] + 1) 1010 ful 01081

< ([|oin]| jya—ep +1) 1010¢1]|7 o0 [ull oo () 101070 110 S (\E’JF 1) ED. (5.81)
The stated estimate then follows by combining all of these. ([l
Now that we have controlled I-IV in we can record a unified estimate.
Theorem 5.10. Let F?3 be given by . Then we have the bounds

2
o7n

¢ d [* 5]
‘—/ o301 (0fu- N) + o / 00, R (910, 3177)}12‘ + 0 02R (010, 1n) (010im) 201027
, ,

SWEHE+EHD (5.82)

and )
‘ |010n| 2 29 920l | < VE
06272(81@,8117)7 + 00;R(01C0, 1) (010im) 010, | | S VEE,. (5.83)
—L
Proof. The results follows from combining (5.54)) with Propositions and O

A similar and simpler result holds for F3 when only one time derivative is applied as in (A.3]). We will
record it without proof.

Theorem 5.11. Let F3 be given by (A.3)). Then
‘
’—/ 0F381(8t2u N)' < (\/E—i- E)D. (5.84)
—/

5.4. Special interaction estimates II: free surface terms. The term involving F% and F” in Theorem
also require a delicate treatment. We record these now, starting with F©.

Theorem 5.12. We have the estimate

0 2 6
F
/ gOnFS + J% <VED (5.85)
—t (1+1[0160]7)?/2
when FY is given by (A.13)), and we have the estimate
¢ 6
010moL F
/ gomF*® +01ﬁ7—12 < (5.86)
—t (1+[01¢0]7)?/2

when F° is given by (A.6)).
Proof. We begin by using the definition of F% in (A.13) to split

¢ 2 6 l
01020 F
OFnFo + o L :/ 0P 1(—20pu1010y1m) + 997 (—u1 0107
/59 A I WAL i 1(=20ru1019¢m) + 90;n(—w1019;n)

n /Z 081837761(—2@@&181@17) i /Z 0_815,527781(—’&181815217)
0 (14 [0160]*)3/2 0 (L+]01G)*)3/2

We will estimate these three terms using Theorems and (with the ordering convention described in
the proof of Proposition |5.1)) and Hélder’s inequality. For I we directly estimate

= I+ II+1II. (5.87)

4
HES / N2n] (el 1010m] + e |9157n]) < 070|100 w5y NOnDenl o+ s 1018 )

S VD (VEVD+VEVD). (5.88)
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Similarly, for /1 we apply the product rule and estimate (recalling ({2.5]))
0
111 < / 18,020 (10:0,u 18, 0,m] + |Byul |0201m))
—t

< 007 n]| 1je (HalatuHLl/(l*Ef)(E) 1010 oo + [[00u]| foo () Hafat??HLl/u—s_))
<VD <\/T>\/§+ fé‘@) . (5.89)

On the other hand, for 1] we expand with the product rule and then integrate by parts and exploit the
vanishing of u; at the endpoints:

¢ Ualaznalulalazn /f oo, ( uy > 101020
0 (1+[01G[*)3/? —¢ (14 |91¢0]?)3/2 2

o [t 2 1 X
=~ 9,02 ( ) ( ) — ) . (5.90
2 /_e [919n[" { w0 (1+1010]%)3/ (1+1010]%)3/2 (590)

In this form we can estimate with the same tools as above, crucially using that 2« < €4, to see that

1] = —

4
2 2
11| < /Z |0107n]” (lul + [0vul) S [|0107 1|1 je Nullyr/0-200 5y S DVE. (5.91)

Combining these then provides the stated bound. O
Next we record the F'7 bound.

Theorem 5.13. We have the estimate

|[[07u- N, F7),| S VED (5.92)
when F7 is given by (A.14), and we have the estimate
[0 - N, F)y| S VED (5.93)

when F7 is given by (A.7).

Proof. Once more we only record the proof in the harder case when F7 is given by (A.14). We begin by
estimating

- 5 2
BT S [ @) 03] + |7 (0m)| |07n] (5.94)
Since [0 < VE S 1, we can bound
. 11 r?
@) = 2| [ ] S el for 2 € (= 0l 0w ) (5.95)
0
From this, basic trace theory, and the bound Zi:l max4yp |8f?7‘ < /D we then estimate
2
max |F7] < max (|3t77| ‘8?77‘ + |3t277‘ ) <D (||0t77||H1 + HatZUHHl) <VDVE. (5.96)
From this and the fact that [02u - N, = [07n]¢ < VD, we deduce that
[02u- N, F™)| < VEVDd?u- N, S VED, (5.97)
which is the stated estimate. g

We conclude with two more estimates involving the free surface function. The first is for a term involving

the function Q from (A.16|) that appears in Corollary
Theorem 5.14. Let Q be the smooth function defined by (A.16). Then

Y/
' / eagwlco,am)\ < VE iz (5.98)
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Proof. According to Proposition and Theorem (3.8, we have that

l l
‘ / eagwlco,am)‘ S [ 1ol < W0l Il  VE Il (5.99)
This is the stated estimate. OJ
Our final estimate involves the term 7/, as defined in ([1.40)).

Theorem 5.15. We have that
[l N @m)le| S ol [w- NTE (5.100)

Proof. The definition of # € C? in (1.40) shows that ‘V/A(z)‘ < 22 for |z| < 1. Since O = u - N at £ we
can use standard trace theory to deduce the stated bound:
u N A @l £ alu- Nat, ) 19m(at, )] < Nl s [u- M. (5.101)
a==+1
O

6. NONLINEAR ESTIMATES II: INTERACTION TERMS, ENERGETIC FORM

In this section we continue our study of the nonlinear interaction terms appearing in Theorem
However, the focus now is on estimates in terms of the energy functional. Once more, in order to avoid
tedious restatements of the same hypothesis, we assume throughout this section that a solution to
exists on the time horizon (0,7") for 0 < T' < oo and obeys the small-energy estimate

sup E(t) <A%< 1, (6.1)
0<t<T

where v € (0,1) is as in Lemma Again, this means that the estimates of Lemma are available for
use, and we will use them often without explicit reference.

6.1. General interaction functional estimates. We begin by deriving general dual estimates for the
terms involving F', F4, and F® in terms of the energy functional. First we consider F'.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose that F' is as defined by (A.1)). Then
'/ Jw~F1‘ < wll (5+£3/2) : (6.2)
Q

Proof. The terms F', as defined by (A.1]), contains six separate terms. We will estimate each of these,
employing Holder’s inequality and Theorem [3.§] repeatedly and without explicit reference.
Term: — divg, 4 Sa(p,u). We first bound

/Q Jw - (—divg,a Sa(p,u))
We then estimate

IS [wll parey 10llypree (VP 20020 + || V20| p270-2)) S llwll g &, (6.4)

< /Q ol 10:A] (19| + [V2u]) + /Q ol 10:A| VAl (1p] + [Val) =: T+11. (6.3)

and
1T < JJwll ey 10llyce 17lly220-c0 (0l 27024 + VUl j2ra-2p)) S llwll g €32 (6.5)
The combination of these estimates shows this term can be estimated as stated.
Term: pdivg Dy, 4u. We first bound

/Jw~(udivADatAu) 5/ ol yatAy\v%H/ | [VORA| [Vu| = T+ IT. (6.6)
Q Q Q

For I we bound
IS wll pores 107l yioe || V20| p2re-epy S llwllgn €. (6.7)
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For IT we use (2.5) to see that 0 <e_ —a<land 0 <24 +e_ —a < 2,80

IT S |wll pa/cey e - (Il p2arc-c_—an + 1060llyy2a/e-—an ) IVl 20—y S lwll g €. (6.8)

Combining these then shows that this term can be estimated as stated.
Term: —u-Vy, qu. We bound

[0 (o
Q

Term: —0iu -V 4u. We estimate

S [ 1ol 0w (74l
Q

S lwll paree e |00l pase—e oy [Vull p27a-c) S llwllga €. (6.10)

S/Qlwl [ul [8:A]1Vul S [lw] g2 lull oo 190llyr.0 [Vl g2 S g €32 (6.9)

/ Jw - (=0 - V qu)
Q

Term: 0? Ul 2 - Ku. We bound

(8217£¢ Koou)| <

/ ol |020] [V < Nl 1027 [ Vl2 S Juwllp & (6.10)

Term: 8t77€—08tK82u. We bound

Q o

S/Qlwl 10e1| 10K | [Vl S wll 2 196 oo 190l yrscc [Vl 2 S el g1 €372

(6.12)
[l
Our next result concerns energetic estimates for F4.
Proposition 6.2. Suppose that F* is defined by (A.4). Then we
¢
[0 F Sl €467 (6.13)
—L

for all w € HY(Q).

Proof. The terms F*, as defined by (A.4), contains four separate terms. We will estimate each of these,
employing Holder’s inequality, trace estimates, and Theorem [3.§ repeatedly and without explicit reference.
Term: pDg, quN. We bound

‘/ uDatAuN‘ / w0V [Vul S N[wll /ey ) 10mllwre IVl prra-c sy S llwlig €. (6.14)

Term: (gn — 00 <(1+|3?1W)> ON. We estimate

l
[ (=00 (0 as) ) 2] < [ o+ v+ 320 10
S lwll ey sy Inllyzaa-<o 10mllyree S lwllg € (6.15)
Term: —oc01[R(01o, 01m)]|0:N. We first expand
01 [R(D1Go, 1)) = 9y R(1Go. 1) 5 o + D=R(91Go, 1) (6.16)
and then use Proposition in order to estimate

/ “w (o0 {R(ealco,am)]at/v)\ < | g

iy —L
Then we bound

Y/
] |82 |81 8em] + / ol |0vn] 02| 6 Ben| =: T+ IT.  (6.17)
—¢

I S wll 2y 101001700 1010 12 S w1 € (6.18)
and
IS wll s ) 1910l oo 1020|| 1/a-e) 11010l oo S Ml g £33 (6.19)
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Upon combining these, we find that this term can be estimated as stated.
Term: —S4(p,u)O:N. We bound

¢

[ v saann| < [l ol + v o
< wllee iy (1Pl 100y + [l 160 s ) 1010l e S i €. (6.20)
O

Next we study the term F°.
Proposition 6.3. Suppose that F° is given by (A.5). Then
'/ J(w-1)F?| < ||l € (6.21)
s

for every w € HY(Q).

Proof. Using trace estimates and the Sobolev embeddings together with Theorem we bound

/ J(w - 7) (1D auv - 7)
s

S [ w0l Ful S ol e, s,y Wt 19030200,
é Sllull € (6.2
This is the stated bound. 0
We combine the above estimates into the following theorem, which is the analog of Theorem

Theorem 6.4. Consider the functional H'(Q) > w +— (F,w) € R defined by

0
(F,w) = / F'wJ —/ Fow —/ J(w-7)F3, (6.23)
Q 4 s
where F', F* F5 are defined via (A1), (A.4), and (A.5), respectively. Then
(F,w)l S Nwllpp (€ +E2/2) (6.24)
for all w € HY(Q).
Proof. This follows immediately from Propositions and O

6.2. General interaction functional with free surface terms. Next we turn our attention to a general
estimate involving the free surface and F?.

Theorem 6.5. Suppose that F3 is given by (A.3). Then we have the estimate

4
0O 3> ‘

) N)—o0, | ———L 4+ F NI < (1 VEV0 3/04 0 —a . (6.25
’/_ng(w )Ul<(1+181<o!2)3/2 v N( )” Ml r2ste sz ol (6:25)

for every w € H(Q).
Proof. The first term is easy to deal with:
¢
‘ / gomw - N
—L

The second and third terms require more work.
Let s =1— (e— — «) € (0, 1), which requires that

L
S /z [0en] [wl S 119l 2 1wl L2y S 19l 22 ([0l 1 - (6.26)

9 5_3+£_—oz
2 2 2

(6.27)
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Using this and Proposition we may estimate

010im 3) ‘ H 010
+ F NI S| ||———— 5
‘/ < 1+ |01¢o|*)3/2 v (14 [91Go[*)3/2

+ \\F311H1_3/2) 0 Ml

H1l-s/2
(6.28)
Since (p is smooth, Proposition shows that
0104m
- 9. - < 8 a —S8 < a —S8 - a 5 —Q . 6;29
ol S 1 S Nl = 10l (6.29)
To handle the term
F? = 9,[R(d16o, 1n)] = 8.R(81G0, D11)010m) (6.30)
we first use the fact that H'~%/2((—¢, ¢)) is an algebra to bound
HF3HH1 2 S < 10:R (010, 01m) HHI 5/2 HalathHl /2 (6.31)
and then we use Proposition [B.9 with f(z,z) = 9.R(01{o(z), 2) to estimate
10:R(0160, 1)l gr—s/2 S 01| o2, (6.32)
which yields (again using (6.27)))
12 sz S Wl ssosce——arr2 1106 oo —aso - (6.33)
However,
ee—a _3
b < Z .34
5 + B =5 +er (6 3 )
and
1 2-e, 1 e 3 11 13
S = — 2+ E ) = — - o(3-——2 6.35
2 2 1<+2 2 €+> 4+ 1< v 2 6+>’ (6:35)
so we have the embedding
W3Vt ((—,0)) — H32Te+((—¢,0)). (6.36)
Then (6.33) and (6.36) tell us that
12| jaero S VENOI yasosic e - (6.37)

Next we use Proposition (with 1/2+e4 > max{1/2,s/2}), the usual trace estimate, the embedding
(6.36)), and the bound £ < 1 to see that

- Mgora S IV grzzses ol e S (04 Il gsrases) ol oy S (14 VE) ol S Nl

(6.38)
Combining this with (6.29)) and (6.37)), we conclude that
81(9,577 3
F : < (1 &) |o e —a , 6.39
\/ ( e+ T 0 N S (VB 0l (6.39)
which completes the proof.
O

7. NONLINEAR ESTIMATES III: ELLIPTIC ESTIMATE TERMS

In this section we complete our study of the nonlinear terms coming from (1.41)) by turning our attention
to elliptic estimates. More precisely, we study the terms appearing in applications of Theorem As in
the previous two sections, we assume throughout this section that a solution to (1.41)) exists on the time
horizon (0,T) for 0 < T' < oo and obeys the small-energy estimate

sup £(t) <~* <1, (7.1)
0<t<T
where v € (0,1) is as in Lemma This means that the estimates of Lemma are available for use,
and we will use them often without explicit reference.
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7.1. No time derivatives. We begin with the elliptic estimates we will need for the problem ((1.41]), i.e.
when no temporal derivatives are applied. When we compare ([1.41)) and (4.48]) we get

G' = —u + 3757_]?K82u —u-Vau, G?=0,

0
G2 =0m/|Nol, G2 =0,GL =0, G =0 (7.2)
G5 = 0, GG = R(algo, 8117), G7 = a@tn + R(@lg“o,&m).

This dictates the form of the estimates we need.
We begin with the bounds for G' in (7.2).

Proposition 7.1. We have the bound

S N0pull g2 + VE (lull g2 + [18enll ) (7.3)

L+

H—@tu + 8t77§)K82u —u-Vu

Proof. The bound ||0sull;ar < ||Opul| 2 follows from the fact that ¢ < 2. Using Holder’s inequality and
Theorem [3.§ we then bound

- Vaullgor S Ml [Vulllgar S 1Vl 2ra-c llull 2 S VE Jull e (7.4)
and (also using Proposition |B.4))

S Mol Vulll por S 1Vl 2ra-ca 104l 2 S VE|0emll g - (7.5)

8t77£K62U
(0 LI+

The result follows by combining these. O
We continue with the bounds for G in (7.2)).
Proposition 7.2. Let Ny be given by (1.25). Then we have the estimate

190/ [Nolllyyz-1/as.ay S 1960 /2o - (7.6)
Proof. First note that
yAlfo\ s — (7.7)
\/ 1+ 101G
is smooth, and we may thus bound
190/ INolllyy2-17aar S N0enlly2-1/7apay - (7.8)
Next note that implies that 2a+ ¢4 < 1, so
1 2—¢ € 3
2_E22_ 2+:1+7+§§—04 (7.9)
and
ql+:22“220‘;5*:;—1(;%%1—52*). (7.10)
These parameter bounds and the Sobolev embeddings show that
H3270((—£,0)) W2V a2/ Qote) (g 0)) s W2V a0+ (0, 0)). (7.11)
This allows us to estimate
HathHWQ—l/%% S Haw?nHHB/%w (7.12)
and the result follows by combining these bounds.
O

Our next result records the bounds for G in (7.2).
Proposition 7.3. Let R be as defined in (1.34). Then we have the estimate

101 [R(D1C0, O lyy1-1/asas S VE Nl ys-1/0pas (7.13)
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Proof. We compute
O[R(910, 1)) = 9y R(D1.C0, D1m)7 o + D-R(D1.60, 1) 0. (7.14)
We then use this with the product estimate from (7.68)) to bound

101[R(01C0, O1m)] |l yy1-1/a4 04
S 10y R(D160, ) lyprras |00l ypr-1/as0s + 110=R(D1C0, D1m) [lyyrrar [|0F0|ypr1 -1/ 0
S 19y R (0160, 010) |lypray + [[02R (010, O1m) lyyray 0l yys-1/a4ar - (7-15)
On the other hand, Proposition and Theorem [3.§ allow us to bound

10, R(D1¢0, i)l S 1011l oo (1010l o + [|020]| ar ) S VE [mllyp2as (7.16)

and
10:R (010, ) |lyprar S N0l Lax + [|0Fn]| jar S VE. (7.17)
The result follows by combining these and recalling that 3 — 1/q4 > 2. O

Finally, we record the bounds for G7 in (7.2).
Proposition 7.4. Let R be as in (1.34). Then we have the estimate

[R(91G0, On)le S VE 2., (7.18)
Proof. From trace theory, Theorem [3.8] and Proposition we may estimate
[R(010, m)le S IR(D1€0, m)llyyrar S 1010l poe (1011l o + 1070 oy ) S VE Il - (7.19)
This is the stated estimate.
]

7.2. One time derivative. We now turn our attention to the elliptic estimates for the once time differ-
entiated problem. In order to apply Theorem we are led to consider the following G* terms for F1-F7

given by (A1) (A7):

G'=F'- 8t2u + 8,:77£K828tu —u- Vo, G*=JF?,

Co
7
G = (0Fn— F°)/|Nol, G2 =0, Gi=F4-W, G* = F° (7.20)
5_ 0. N 63 a2 7
G°=F |N|2,G—F,G—m8t77+/<aF.

We begin by estimating the G' term from (7.20]).
Proposition 7.5. Let F' be given by (A.1)). We have the estimate

S(VE+EVD. (7.21)

HFl + 8tﬁ£KE)28tu —u -V A0u
Li-

Co
Proof. We will estimate term by term using Holder’s inequality and the bounds from Theorems [3.§ and
[3.9] once more using the ordering scheme used in the proof of Proposition Combining the estimates of
each term then yields the stated estimate. Recall from (2.5)) that 0 < 2« < e_ < €4, which in particular
means that

_ 2 2
_2—67 2—€+

. ~ 4. (7.22)

Term: divy, 4 Sa(p,u). First note that

1l—ey 1—e4 1 2—e_ 1
< = —. 7.23
2 2 +oo_ 2 q— ( )
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Using this and ([7.22)) we can then bound

ldiva,a Sa(p, )l o < OAI VAl (Ipl + [Vul)ll o + [[[06A] (V] + [Vul)]] -

S0l yroe 17l yp22ra—co (1PNl 270 —<) + IVull 20-2)) + 106l (IVPILax + ||V o)
SEVD+VEVD. (7.24)

Term: pdivy Dy, 4u. For this term note that

l—e- 1—e4 2—¢_ 1
< = —. 7.25
2 * 2 - 2 q— ( )

This and ([7.22]) allow us to bound
I diva Do, aull pa- S VA [Vulll o+ [[|00A] |V2ul|| Lo
5 (||ﬁ||W2,2/(1757) + HatﬁHWz,z/(lfs,)) HVUHLQ/(HQ + Hc‘)tﬁHWLoo HVQUHLqu S, \/5\/54- \/E\/YS (7.26)
Term: u - Vy, 4u. We simply use ([7.22)) to bound
- Voaullpa- S ul |0pAVull| o S [lull oo |07l yr1,00 1Vl o
Term: Oyu -V qu. Again we use ([7.22]) to bound

< EVD. (7.27)

~

o - Vaul o S 0wl [Vulll o S 90l e [Vl o S VDVE. (7.28)
Term: 83176%[(821&. Again we use ((7.22)) to bound
_¢ _ _
loznZ Kow| < el 19l < ol 9l < VEVE (7.20)
Term: atﬁg%&f(ébu. Once more ([7.22) let’s us bound
lé’mg)aﬁf@w S0 10K | [V ulll o S N0 e 1071l igr1.o0 1Vt o S EVD. (7.30)
Term: atﬁé%f(agatu. Since
l—e_. 2—¢_ 1
< = — 7.31
5 S5 - (7.31)
we can bound
’atﬁg)m?atu S ol Vol |l pae S 1100l oo VO 20—y S VEVD. (7.32)
L~
Term: u -V 40;u. For this term we use ([7.31)) again to bound
lu- Vadeull o <l [VOulll o S llull poe V50l 2020y S VEVD, (7.33)
[l
Next we estimate the G? term from ([7.20)).
Proposition 7.6. Let F? be given by (A.2)). Then we have that
[TF?|| o S (VE+EWVD. (7.34)
Proof. We begin by noting that JF? = —J divg, 4 u, so
|TF?|| o S N1 divo,aull g + |V (J diva,aw)| o - (7.35)

We will estimate each of these terms with Holder’s inequality and the bounds from Theorems [3.8| and [3.9]
again using the ordering scheme used in the proof of Proposition For the first we use the fact that
g— < q+ to bound

1T diva,aull o S NOAVulll o S 10e1llyprce [Vl or S VEVD. (7.36)
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For the second term we expand with the product rule and note that (2.5) implies
1—e¢ 1—¢ 2—¢e_ 1 1—e¢ 1—e_ 2—¢e_ 1
* 4 * < = — and a < = — (7.37)
2 2 2 q_ 2 2 2 q_

which allows us to bound

IV (J divo,aw)| o SIVINOA] VUl pae + [V ORA] [Vl || oe + [|[00A] V]| Lo

Sl yzera—eo 10l wree 1Vull p2ra-c + (1lly22i0-c0) + 10l yp2era-e)) VU]l p2ra-cp
+ 10y [ V2| oy S EVD+VDVE+VEVD S (VE+E)WVD. (7.38)

Combining these bounds then yields the stated estimate. ([l
The next result records the bounds for the G term from (7.20).
Proposition 7.7. Let F® be given by (A.6). We have the bound

1070 — F®)/ INol||yy2-1/a—a S N|020]| ys/2-0 + VEVD. (7.39)
Proof. First recall that N = —01(pe1 + e, so
1 1
o) = (7.40)
YA A
is smooth, and we may thus bound
1021 — F®)/ INol||yp2-1/aae S 107D — FO| 2170 - (7.41)
Next note that (2.5 implies that 2a+e_ < 1, so
1 2—¢_ e~ 3
2——=2- =14 —=<=-— 42
7 2 Tty sy (7.42)
and
1 2—e_ _2a+e- 1 1/(3 E_
q 2 = 2 2 1(2 “ 2)’ (7.43)
and so these parameter bounds and the Sobolev embeddings show that
Y2 ((0, ) o W0 2/Cor2) (g, 0) s W11 (—,0), (7.44)

This allows us to estimate
||3t277HW2—1/q,,q7 N H8t277HH3/27a . (7.45)

For the F® = —u;0,0;n term we the fact that W?2~1/9-9-((—¢,/)) is an algebra in conjunction with trace
theory and the definitions of £ and D in (2.10)) and (2.11)), respectively, to bound

HF6HW2*1/‘?77‘?* 5 HU||W2—1/q_,q_ (=) HalathW?—l/q_,q_ ,S HUHWQNL HathWii—l/q_,q_ 5 \/E\/,E (7'46)
Combining these then yields the stated bound. U
Next we bound the the G* and G® terms from (7.20).

Proposition 7.8. Let F* and F® be given by (A4) and (AF), respectively. Then we have the bound
T N
4

|T|2 lel/q_,q_ |/\/'|2 wi-1/a—.a—

Proof. Recall that £ and D are as defined in (2.10) and ([2.11). We begin with the F° = Dy, quv - T term.
We use trace theory, the product rule, Theorems |3.8 and and (7.37) to bound

1%l yivsoa S Do atllypra gy S N0RANValll e + (IVOLAITulll o + [[10A] [0

+ HF4

1P|yt -1amae S (VE+EWVD. (7.47)

S 0illyyrroe 1Vl par 4 (17l 22022y + 107 llyp220-)) VUl p2ra—cp) + 1047l yeo || V0| oy

< VEVD + VDVE + VEVD. (1.48)
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We next turn our attention to the F* term. First note that since
T (1,060 + 0in)
TP 1+4101¢0 + ounl*
we have that

N = (=8¢ — Oin, 1), and N _ (0= 1) (7.49)

VPP 14010 + 0in?

N

Pl
— — + IM[lyree S1T+VE ST (7.50)
H TP o AP e e
This allows us to employ Theorem with 1 > max{1/¢_,1 — 1/q1} to estimate
T N T N
ol P e e (i
—1/9—,9— —1/4—,q9— g — »qd—
T s IVl T NVl

SN E | yr-r/ema - (7.51)

We will then estimate the F* norm on the right term by term to arrive at the stated estimate.
Term: pDy, quN. For this term we first use Theorem [B.3| and trace theory to bound

1#Da, auN [[y1-1/a—a- S Dapavllyr-vvaa sy INllyra- S Do, aullyra- gy N lyra- - (7.52)
Using this, , and the estimate from , we deduce that
D, AUN || y1-1/0—a- S VEVD. (7.53)
Term: gnd.N. For this term we use Theorem to bound
lgndN lyr-17a—a < Inllypraz 1010 yr-1/a—ae S Inllyras 100l ya-1/aae S VEVD. (7.54)
Term: —o0; (MW) ON. We begin be expanding with the product rule and using the fact that

(o is smooth to bound

81]7 2
—00 | O < |9 778 0, n + |0 776 0O, n
‘ ! <(1 + |81<O|2)3/2> tNHWll/q_,q_ ~ H P H B H S H e (7.55)

Then Theorem and the fact that 2 < 3 — 1/¢4 and ¢q— < ¢4 allows us to bound
181781 0ul| 110 o S Ol yras 101060l yyr-r/a—ae S I0llyy2eam 100l p2r/amas S VEVD.  (7.56)
Similarly, Theorem and the bounds ¢_ < ¢4+ and 3 —1/¢g_ < 3 —1/q4 imply that

Ha%nalatn||wlfl/q7,q7 5 Ha%nHWIfl/q77q7 ”81@77“”,1,(1, S ||77||W3*1/q_7q_ ||at77||W27q7
S Inllyya-vvarar 10mlly2a S VEVD. (7.57)
Combining these then shows that

o) ]
—00) [ ————— ) ON < VEVD. 7.58
‘ 7 ((1 + ‘8160‘2)3/2 ' wi-1/a—.q— ~ ( )

Term: —c0 (R(01p, 1m)) OLN. For this term we first expand
0 (R(160, D)) = 9yR(910, D1m) 97 o + D-R(D10, rm)din (7.59)
and then use Theorem to bound
lo01 (R(D160, 011)) OeN [ly1-1/a—a— S |8y R(B1Co, 011) 07 ol o 1810ml yr-1/0—
+ [10:R(D160, Orm)llyyra- [|0Fn010em|[ 1170 - (7.60)
The fact that W14 ((—£,£)) is an algebra, Proposition and Theorem 3.8 then show that

[0, R (@160 O1m)5R6o |y S 10,R @10, Ol S (10102, + 0%l 0
< ol + Inllya-rvas.as S VE (7.61)

and
10-R (D10, 1) lyra— S 101l o+ |070]| Loe S N0 T0e + 0l yps-1/ay 0 S VE. (7.62)
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Combining these with (7.57) then shows that
lod1 (R(01Go, 1m)) SN | y1-1/a_a S VE <||atn|ywz,1/q,,q, + JEJT)) < <\/E: + 5) VvD.  (7.63)

Term: —S4(p,u)0:N. For this term we use Theorem trace theory, the bound
l—e4y 1—ey 2-—-2e4 2—¢_ 1
= = — 7.64
2 2 2 S 2 7 (7.64)

and Holder’s inequality to estimate

154, W)ON ly1-17a—a <[54 W) lly1-17a— a5y 10107l 10 S (1S, w)llyra- ) 1m0
S (Il + llullyeas + VA Vulll oo ) [Benlly2a
< (Ipllyrar + llulyzar + 1lly22r0-c0 1Vl 2ra-c0) 18mllyza- S (VE+EVD. (7.65)

O
The next result records the estimates for the G term from (7.20]).
Proposition 7.9. Let F3 be as in (A.3). Then we have the estimate
H81F3HW171/<1,,q7 ,S (\/§+8) \/5 (766)

Proof. We begin by expanding
N F? = 010,[R(01¢0, O1m)] = 8.0, R(81C0, D11) 07 0d10m
+ 0ZR (010, 1) Iind1 0 + 0, R(01C0, m)O;0m := I + IT + I1I. (7.67)
Since 1 > max{1/q_,1 — 1/¢1} we can use Theorem to bound

HSDwHWl*l/L,q— S HSDHWLLZ— kuwlfl/Q—,Q— ) (7.68)

and we will this to handle each of I, I, and II1.
We begin with I by using ([7.68]) twice together with the fact that ¢— < g4 to bound

||I||W171/q_,q_ < ||3Z3y73(31§o,8177)\|w1,q_ H@fg‘oalamel,l/q,,q,
S 11020, R (0160, vm)llyyrra- (|00 yyras 10106l g1 -17a- 0 S 11020, R(0160, O1m) [lyyra— VD. (7.69)
For I1 we also use twice and g— < g4 to see that
I y1-1/a 0 S H52R(51C0,3177)HW141_ Hﬁfnalatnuwlfl/q_,q_
S |02R(0160: 1m) || yyra— 10801170 o 1010l prra S ||OZR(D1C0, D11)|| 10 VEVD. (7.70)
For I11 we only apply once to see that

HIIIHWl*l/q_»q_ fs ||5z73(31§0,517))”w1,q7 Ha%athwlfl/qi,qi 5 ]|8ZR(81§O,8117)||W1,(1, \/5 (771)
It remains to handle the R terms in these estimates. For this we use Proposition to bound

182R (160, ) |yra. S 1+ Omlyra S 1+ nllyza S1+VE (7.72)
and
10:0,R(81.¢0, O1m)|yyra— + 10:R(D1C0, 1) lypra- S Imllyp2a S VE. (7.73)
Combining these bounds with the above, we deduce that
|01 F [ yyi-vsaa S (VE+E) VD, (7.74)
as desired.
O

Finally, we bound the G7 term from ([7.20).
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Proposition 7.10. Let F” be as defined by (A.14). Then we have the estimate
[kF7), S VEVD. (7.75)

Proof. The definition of # € C? in (1.40) shows that ‘7/’ (z)‘ < z for |z| £ 1. From this, standard trace
theory, and the definition of F and D in (2.10) and (2.11)), respectively, we may then bound

KF7), < max |97 00| < 10|l 2 [07n]e S VEVD. (7.76)

O

7.3. Two time derivatives. We will not apply Theorem [£.7] to the twice time differentiated problem.
However, we will need the following pair of estimates, which are in the same spirit as the above elliptic
estimates. The first gives estimates of F? from (A.9).

Proposition 7.11. Let F? be given by (A.9). Then we have the estimates

|TF2?|| fa/s—2e4) S E, (7.77)
| TF?|| 210y S VEVD, (7.78)
and
|0:(TF?)|| Lo- S (VE+E)WVD. (7.79)
Proof. First note that (2.5 requires that 0 <3 —2¢4 <1,0<1— (¢4 — ) <1, and
1+e_ 4 4
< < . .
STy T 39, T2 (7.80)
Also, from ((A.9) we have that
F? = —divge g u — 2 diva, 4 yu. (7.81)

Then from Theorems and and Holder’s inequality we can bound

S 1A [Vl || pase-2e) S N|OFA| o [Vl p2ra-cp

[A/(3=2e) ™~
< (19ellyra + |07l yyraa) VUl 270 ) S € (7.82)

and, also using (|7.80)),
[ divo,a Opul pasc-2ep) S 1T diva,a Opull pase—co) S |OCA] VOl fasc-e_)

,S ”61577HW17°° HV@UHLM@_E,) 5 E. (7.83)

Thus, ((7.77) holds.
To prove (7.78)) we argue similarly, first noting that (2.5)) tells us that

0<er—e_—a=l—-(ec—a)<l—c_= T < 1_(€2+_a). (7.84)
Thus,
|7 divopan]| by, S |[Tavaran| o, o) S NORANIF0I] 20
SNOZA Laya VUl 27000 S (100l y12se + 1[077||ypr.2/0) IVl 20024y S VDVE  (7.85)
and
1 diva,a Ol 2ra-e -y S NOWAI VOl 2ra-ey S 106illyyrco VO]l p2/0-c) S VEVD, (7.86)
and follows.

Finally, note that
0,(JF?)| < |0} A| |Vl + |02 A] |VOu| + [0pA| [VOFu| + 10, | (|0FA| [Vul + |0,A] [VOwul),  (7.87)
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while (2.5)) tells us that 0 < e — 2a < 1,

e l—e. 142 _9 1
€+2€ e cep-2am ize IH2 (G2 e 1 (7.88)

@< 2 2 2 2 ¢

and 1 1 2 1
— E_ — E_
s t3= 5 = (7.89)

so we may again use Theorems [3.8 and [3.9 and Holder’s inequality to see that
1OTEA) o S NOPA| o2 1Vl p2ra—csy + [07A L2 Vel 22 + 1106Al o [ VO o
+ 10l 1,0 (||OZA 12 IVl 20— + 100 Al oo VDUl 1270 ))
S (10l + 1077l g+ 1077l 12704200 ) VE
+ (10e1ll 1+ 1077]] 2+ 106l ywr1.00) VD + VE (1040ll 1+ [|077]] g1 + 1271l yr1.0) VD
SVDVE+VEVD +EVD. (7.90)
Then follows. O
Next we provide a bound for F6 from .
Proposition 7.12. Let FS be given by and N be given by . Then we have the estimates
|1FY|| 1oa S VEVD (7.91)

and

187w - Nl g1/~ S (1+ V&) ||07ul| 1 - (7.92)

)
Proof. According to (A.13), Theorem with % +e4 > max{%, % — a}, and trace theory we have that
HFGHHI/Q—a S Hatulalatn”Hlmfa + HU1816]5277HH1/2_0‘
< 190t/ 19305l e+ [t g g 10262 ] oo

<101 1o 10l osose -+ e lgrses 1820 gosoa - (7:93)

Note that
1 2—e_ 1 e~ 3 1 1 1 3
- = -——2+—=—-=--¢c_|=——-=(3-——=== _ .94
2~ 2 1(+2 25> 7 1<3 q_2€>’ (7.:94)
and 1 2 1 1 1
Z= ——(2-1-e)=——-=(2—-(1 .
5= gt le)= - (te), (7.95)
so the Sobolev embeddings show that
WA e (=0, 0)) — HY?H- (=4, 1) (7.96)
and
W24+ (Q) — H'T+(Q). (7.97)
Hence,
||atn||H3/2+€_ S HathW?r*l/q_,q_ S \/E (798)
and
leaallrives @y S Tullyzas S VE. (7.99)
Moreover, since 1 —a < 1 and 2 < 2/(1 — e_) we can use Theorem to bound
10l pr1-a(@) S 10l 1 S VD. (7.100)
Thus, upon combining all of these, we deduce that
IF8|| 100 S VDVE +VEVD, (7.101)

as desired.
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For the second estimate we use the fact that H'/2((—¢, £)) is an algebra in conjunction with trace theory
and the embedding (6.36)):

|07 u 'NHH1/2((—M)) = [|o7u- (1, _alco)HHl/Q((—é,ﬁ)) + Hafu?alnum/z((—z,@)
S ||at2uHH1/2(E) (1 + ||817]||H1/2) S H8t2uHH1(Q) (1 + H77HW3*1/q+,q+) S HatzuHHl (1 + \/E) (7.102)
n

8. FUNCTIONAL CALCULUS OF THE GRAVITY-CAPILLARY OPERATOR

In this section we record some essential properties of the gravity-capillary operator, I, associated to the
equilibrium (y : [—¢,¢] — R from Theorem [1.1} with gravitational coefficient g > 0 and surface tension
o > 0. In particular, we develop the functional calculus associated to K with Neumann-type boundary
conditions, we study a scale of custom Sobolev spaces built in terms of the eigenfunctions of K, and we
consider some useful approximations of the fractional differential operator D* = (K)%/2.

8.1. Basic spaces and the gravity-capillary operator. We write the inner-products on L?((—¢,¢)) =
HO((—¢,0)) and H'((—¢,0)) via

[ _ [ ot
(Qpa 17[))0,2 = /ngw and (Qpa ¢)1,E = /zggpdj_‘_a(l + |81C0|2)3/2' (81)

It’s clear from the properties of {y stated in Theorem that the latter generates a norm equivalent to
the standard one on H'((—/,)) and thus generates the standard topology. Recall from (2.7) that for pairs
o, {—4,0} — R we write

[, Yle = (=0 (—€) + o(O)Y(£) and [p]r = /[, ¢les (8.2)

and we will often slightly abuse this notation by writing [, 1], when either ¢ or 1 is a function on (—¢, ¢)
with well-defined traces, in which case the understanding is that the map on {—¥¢, ¢} is defined by the trace.
The inner-product gives rise to the following elliptic operator, which we call the gravity-capillary operator

associated to (g:
O1p
Ky :=gp—o0d (> . (8.3)
(1+ 0103/

The associated boundary operators are
Y (£0)
(14160 *)2/?

and we write By : {—{, ¢} — R via By(£¢)B11. Then K and B intertwine our choice of inner-products on
L2((—£,0)) and H*((—¢,0)) via

Biy =+

(8.4)

(o, )12 = (Kp,¥)ox + [Be, ¥l (8.5)

for ¢7¢ € 02([_6’6])
We now aim to study the properties of K and B. We begin with a version of the Riesz representation.

Theorem 8.1. The map J : HY((—£,0)) — [H((=£,0))]* defined via (Tp,v) = (¢,¥)1.n is an isomor-
phism.

Proof. This is the Riesz representation theorem. O
Next we construct a functional related to the form [-,-],.

Lemma 8.2. Suppose that h+ € R and that we view h : {—{,{} — R via h(£f) = £h. Then the map
HY((=£,0)) 2 ¢+ [h, 9], is bounded and linear.

Proof. This follows immediately from the standard trace estimate max{[ ()], [ (=0)[} < |¥]l 5 - O
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We can now consider weak solutions to the problem
{’C o= (8.6)
Bo=nh

when f € [HY((—¢,0))]* and h : {—{,¢} — R via h(£f) = £h. Theorem [8.1| allows us to define the weak
solution to as the unique ¢ € H'((—¢,¢)) determined by

(. ¥)1,5 = (f,9) + [h, e for all o € HY((—L,¢)). (8.7)

Note that according to (8.5)) any classical (or even strong, i.e. H?) solution is a weak solution in the above
sense. Moreover, Theorem [8.1] and Lemma [8.2] easily imply that

lells S Il ey + [Ple- (8.8)
We next show that if f = 0 then the weak solution is smooth up to the boundary.

Theorem 8.3. Let h4 € R. Then the following hold.
(1) There exists a unique ¢ € HY((—£,¢)) such that

(9, )15 = [y Y)e for all € H' (=L, 0)). (8.9)
(2) We have that ¢ € H™((—¢,¢)) for each m € N, and
1@l gm < [Rle- (8.10)
(8) We have that o € C([—{,{]), and ¢ is a classical solution to
Ke=0 in (—£,0) (8.11)
BigD = hi.

Proof. The first item follows from Lemma 8.2 and Theorem Now consider the function z € C*°([—¢, {])
given by

1
z(x) = (8.12)
) (1+[¢h()[*)3/2
and note that there exists a constant zg > 0 such that
z(x) > 2z for all x € [—£,4]. (8.13)
The function z allows us to conveniently rewrite
l
(eoths = [ 204+ gp for all ¥ € H'((~£.0). (8.14)
—/

Let ¢ € C°((—¢,¢)) and note that the bound ( 1mphes that x = /2 € OX((—£,0)) C H((—£,0)).
Plugging this x into (8.9) shows that (¢, x)1,x = [h X]¢ = 0. Thus

0=/2Zs0’<f>/+990<> / @' — ¢’¢+gw<f>, (8.15)

and upon rearranging we find that

/ oY = / ( = +g- ) Y for all ¥ € C°((—¢,0)). (8.16)
The definition of weak derivatives then tells us that ¢’ is weakly differentiable, and
Z/
pl=——e g% e L*((—¢,10)), (8.17)

where the latter inclusion follows from the fact that p € H'((—¢,¢)), z € C®([—¢,¥]), and the estimate
(8.13)). Thus ¢ € H?((—4,¢)), and we may estimate

el < el < [hle- (8.18)
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Since 2'/z,g/z € C>®([—¢,{]) we deduce from (8.17) and a simple induction argument that, in fact,
w € H™((—¢,0)) for all m € N and

ol gm < Cml[h]e (8.19)

for a constant C), depending on m. Hence ¢ € C*([—/,/]). Returning now to , we find, upon using
1 € C([—¢,¢]) and integrating by parts, that

A
[l bl = (9, )1 = / Kov + [Be. (8.20)

for all ¢ € C*°([—¢,¢]). This immediately implies the identity (8.11]).
(]

Next we consider elliptic regularity for with f £ 0.

Theorem 8.4. Let hy € R and f € H™((—¢,¢)) for some m € N. Suppose that o € H'((—¢, 1)) is the
unique weak solution to (8.6). Then p € H™2((—£,0)), and

1l gmse S 1f | m + [Ple- (8.21)
Moreover, o is a strong solution to .

Proof. First note that H™((—£,£)) «— HO((—¢,¢)) < (H'((—¢,¢)))*, where here in the last embedding we
inject H? into (H')* in the standard way via

¢
(o) = [ ot = (@bl for o € HO((~£,0) and v € H'((~£,0). (8:22)
Consequently, we can use Theorem [8.1| to solve for a unique @1 € H'((—4, ¢)) satisfying

(p1, )12 = (f,¥)ox (8.23)

and obeying the estimate
el S ||f||(H1)* Sl o - (8.24)

On the other hand, Theorem [8.3| provides us with a unique @3 € C*°([—/, {]) satisfying

(p2,9)15 = [h, ), for all o € H' ((—£,0)). (8.25)

The theorem tells us that
2|l < Cih]e for all k € N. (8.26)

By the uniqueness of weak solutions, we have that ¢ = 1 + 2. To conclude we must only show that
@1 € H™2((—£,£)) and

1l grmsz S NN g - (8.27)

Let z € C*°([—¢,/]) be as in the proof of Theorem For ¢ € C°((—¢,0)) we have that x = ¢/z €
C((—£,£)), and so we can use x € H*((—£,/)) as a test function in (8.23); after rearranging, we find that

¢ ;o ¢ 4 / P1 f 00
/—E w1 = — /_g (-Zsol —1-97 — z) ¥ for all ¥ € C°((—¢,0)). (8.28)

From the definition of weak derivatives we then find that ¢} is weakly differentiable, and
/
E A Y e Y () (8.29)
z z oz
which implies that ¢, € H?((—¢,¢)) and

leillzre S lleall g 4 [1F 12 S 1N o - (8.30)

This proves (8.27) when m = 0. When m > 1 we use a finite iteration in (8.29) to bootstrap from
01 € H2((—£,0)) to o1 € H™2((—£,£)). Along the way we readily deduce that (8.27) holds. Thus the
desired inclusion and estimates for ¢; hold for all m € N.

]
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8.2. Eigenfunctions of the gravity-capillary operator. The map

HY((=4,0)) > | = ¢y € H((=£,£)) cC H((=(,0)), (8.31)
where ¢ is uniquely determined by
(pr: 95 = (f.)os for all ¥ € H'((—£,0)) (8.32)

is easily seen to be compact and symmetric, so the usual spectral theory of compact symmetric operators
(see, for instance, Chapter VI of [30]) allows us to produce sequences {wy}32, C C*°([—¢,¢]) and {\;}72, C
(0, 00) such that the following hold.

(1) {wg}2, forms an orthonormal basis of L*((—,¢)).
2) {wi/VA )52, forms an orthonormal basis of H'((—¢,¢)) relative to the inner-product (-, )1 x.
) Ao =g and wy = 1/v/2/.

) { M}, is non-decreasing, and A\, — oo as k — oo.

) For each k € N we have that

(

(3
(4
(5

{Ika = \owg  in (=4, 0) (5.33)

Biwg = 0.
In other words, wy, is the k" eigenfunction of the operator K with associated eigenvalue A\, > g.

We next introduce the notation for “Fourier” coefficients relative to this basis.

Definition 8.5. For a function f € HO((—¢,0)) we define the map f : N — R via f(k) = (f, wg)o,n. The
values off are called the Fourier coefficients of f.

We have the following version of Parseval’s theorem for this basis.

Proposition 8.6. The following hold.
(1) For each f,g € H°((—¢,¢)) we have that

(F.9)ox = 3 Fk)ak) and 7135 = 3" k)] (834)
k=0 k=0
(2) For each f,g € H*((—¢,¢)) we have that
(Fo0)im = 3 Mf(R)ak) and |15 =S M |70 (8.35)
k=0 k=0

Proof. The first item follows from the fact that {wj}72, is an orthonormal basis of H°((—¢,¢)). The
second follows from the fact that {wy/v/Ag}52, is an orthonormal basis of H'((—¢,¢)) and the fact that

wy, satisfies (w, )15 = A\g(wg, flox = A f(k) for f e HY((—0,0)). O
8.3. Sobolev spaces for the gravity-capillary operator. In what follows we will often make reference
to the vector space
M
W = span{wy }7o = {Z arwy | M € N and ag, ...,ap € R}, (8.36)
k=0
the set of finite linear combinations of basis elements. Clearly, W C C*°(|—/,¢]). We now define a special
scale of Sobolev spaces built from the eigenfunctions of K.

Definition 8.7. Let s € R and recall that W = span{wy}32,.
(1) For u,v € W C L%((—(,()) we define

(u,0)5 = > X (uwwp)os(v,wi)os = Y Apa(k)o(k), (8.37)
k=0 k=0

which is clearly an inner-product with associated norm Hu||3{?C = (U’U)ch .
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(2) We define the Hilbert space

Hi((—¢,£)) = closurey (W). (8.38)
(3) We define
GIN) ={f:N=R[ D NIF(R)* < oo}, (8.39)
k=0

which is clearly a Hilbert space when endowed with the obvious inner-product.
We now characterize these spaces.

Theorem 8.8. The following are equivalent for s € R.

(1) u € Hi((~£,0)).
(2) There exists 4 € (2(N) such that u =Y pe o @(k)wy, where the series converges with respect to the
norm. ||| 5. -
K

In either case we have that ||u||7_[}5C = |||, -
S

Proof. Suppose that u € Hi-((—¢,¢)). Then there exist {um}o—_y € W such that u, — u in Hi-((—£,¢))
as m — oo. For each m we may then write

U = Zam(k)wk, (8.40)
k=0

where {a,(k)}72, C R vanishes for all but finitely many k. Then

l[wm — ug'\li,sc =Y A lam (k) — a; (k) (8.41)
k=0
and hence
|am (k) — aj(k)[> < Ag® |Jum — uj”;}sc for all k € NT. (8.42)

This implies that for each k € N we have that {a.,(k)}2°_, is a Cauchy sequence in R, and hence we may
define a : N — R via a(k) = limy, 00 am (k).
Now, for each K € N we may estimate

K

K 00
s 2 — . S 2 <1 S 2 — 13 2 s = 2 s . .
kz[))\k|a(k)| n}glmkzokam(kn _llnr?jélokaOAk]am(k)| lim sup [lum 3, = lulz; (8.43)

Upon sending K — oo we then deduce that a € ¢2(N). For m € N we then set v, = > v a(k)wy € W.
Then for m > j > 0 we have that

m
2 2
lom = vsl3 = D Abla(k)?, (8.44)
k=j+1
which then implies that {v,,}5o_, is a Cauchy sequence in Hj-((—¢,¢)), and hence convergent to

v =" a(k)ywp € Hi-((—L,0)). (8.45)
k=0

Moreover,

m oo
2 . 2 . 2 2 2
ol = Jim ol = Jim 325l = 30 = ol (8.46)
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Let € > 0 and choose M € N such that j,m > M imply that |ju; — umHch < e. Then for each K € N
and m > M we have that

K K 00
A Ja(k) — am(k)]? = i A laj(k) — am(K)|* < lims A3 aj (k) — am (k)|
> k) — an (9 = Jim 3 ¢ a5(k) — am (9 < imsup 30 o5 (4) = )
= limsup [|uj — w5 < (8.47)
Jj—00 K
Sending K — oo, we then find that m > M implies that
> A la(k) = am(k)]? < 2. (8.48)
k=0
For any fixed m we have that
= ol = Jim_ Vo = vl = 32t lath) —anh) (3.49)
=0
Then for m > M we find that
[tm — U”H}sc <eg, (8.50)

and consequently, u,, — v as m — co. Thus v = v. This completes the proof that (1) = (2).

We now turn to the proof of the converse. Suppose that u = > 32 a(k)wy for @ € (2(N). For m € N
we define u,, = Y ;- G(k)w, € W. Then u, — u as m — oo by assumption, and so u € HE-((—4,1)).
Moreover,

2 s | 2
||Um||H,5C = Z)‘k [a(k)| (8.51)
k=0
and hence
2 g 2 PN 2 a2
el = tim ol = 3400 =l (8.52)
O

This theorem suggests some notation.

Definition 8.9. To each u € Hi-((—¢,()) we associate a unique element @ € (2(N) such that u =
2 ko W(k)wy and [[ullzs = (|2l

Now we characterize the duals of the spaces we’ve built.

Theorem 8.10. Let s € R. Then the map J : H;*((—4,£)) — (Hz-((—£,£)))* defined by

o0

(Ju,v) =Y a(k)o(k) (8.53)

k=0

is well-defined and is an isometric isomorphism. Consequently, we have a canonical identification
(Hic((=6,0))" = Hi*((=£, 1)) (8.54)

Proof. The linearity of J is trivial. The boundedness follows from the estimate
o0
—5/2 . 2. . .
[(Tu,0)| = [ DA AN 0(k)| < il Nolle = lullyyze ollg - (8.55)
k=0
Suppose that Ju = 0 for some u € H;-*. Then

0="> da(k)(k) for all v € Hj.. (8.56)
k=0
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We may choose v = w; € Hi-((—¢,¢)) for each j € N, and then o(k) = dj;, which means that
0= a(j) for all j € N, (8.57)
Then Hu||7_[)sC =0, and so u = 0, from which we deduce that J is injective.
Now suppose that F € (H{-((—¢,£)))*. Then we may define F' € (£2(N))* via
(F,0) = (F,v). (8.58)

Since we have the canonical identification (¢2(N))* = ¢2 (N) we then deduce that there exists @ € ¢ (N)
such that

o0

(F,0) =Y o(k)i(k). (8.59)

k=0

Letting u = > @(k)wy € Hi*((—¢,¢)), we find that
(F,v) = (F,0) = (Ju,v) for all v € Hi-((—, 1)), (8.60)

and hence F' = Ju. Thus J is surjective.
It remains only to show that J is an isometry. For this we compute

Wullggy = sw (Tuw) = sup S alk)olh) = il = lalle, = lulyze - (561)
x v/l <1 loll2<1 1= F s K

O
With this result in hand we can more explicitly describe the map u — 4.

Theorem 8.11. The following hold for s € R.
(1) If s > 0 and u € HL((—4, 1)), then u(k) = (u,wy) 2 for all k > 0.
(2) If s < 0 and u € Hi((—£,0)), then u(k) = (u,wy) for all k > 0, which is well-defined since
we € HH(—,0)) and Hi(—£.0) = (" (—,0))"
Proof. If s > 0 and u € Hj-((—¢,¢)), then u € L?((—¢,¢)). Since u = Y 3o, a(k)wy with the series
converging in Hj-((—¢, ¢)) and hence in L? we may then compute

(w,wi) o = [ D a()wy,wp | = (k). (8.62)
J=0 L2
This proves the first item.
Now assume that s < 0 and u € Hi-((—¢,¢)). Then Theorem tells us that

(w,wg) = ) a(j)dje = a(k), (8.63)
§=0
which proves the second item.
O
We now record the nesting properties of these Sobolev spaces.
Theorem 8.12. For s,t € R with s <t we have that Hi-((—¢,0)) C Hi-((—¢,¢)) and
1

ol < s e, Jo alt w € Hi(~6,0), (5.6
Proof. This follows immediately from the definition of the norm on these spaces. O

Next we record some finer information about these spaces. In fact, this result is the key link to the usual
theory of Sobolev spaces.

Theorem 8.13. The following hold.
(1) We have that HY-((—¢,¢)) = L*((—¢,¢)) and ullgs = ||UHHOIC for all u € L?((—4,1)).
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(2) We have that Hj-((—¢,0)) = H ((—¢,¢)) and [ull 5 = HUHH}C for all w € HY((—£,0)).
(8) Let 2 < m € N. Then
HPE(—0,0)) = {fu e H™((—£,0)) | (KDw)' (£6) =0 for 0 <r < m/2— 1}, (8.65)

where K = I and KUY = KKT) . Moreover, ||||H% and ||| ym are equivalent on these spaces.

Proof. The first two assertions follow easily from the properties of the eigenfunctions {wy}3°,, so we’ll
only prove the third item. Throughout the proof we’ll let X™ denote the space on the right side of .
We proceed by induction, starting with the base cases m = 2 and m = 3.

First consider the case m = 2. Suppose that u € Hz((—¢,¢)). We may then define the function
U =332 o Mt(k)wg, which belongs to HY-((—¢, £)) = L*((—¢,¢)) since

U172 = D Iwa(k)]* = ull3z. < oo (8.66)

Since u € Hj-((—¢,¢)) we also know that for v € H'((—¢, 1)),

(w,0)1 =Y Mel(k)o(k) =Y U (k)i(k) = (U,v)ox, (8.67)
and hence u is a weak solution to the problem
= in (—¢,¢
Ku=U in (—¢,Y) (8.68)
Biu=0.

The elliptic regularity of Theorem [8.4] then tells us that u € H2((—¢,£)) and ||ul 52 < [|U||;2 = [z

from which we deduce that Hz-((—¢,¢)) C X?.
Now suppose that u € X2. Then clearly Ku € L?, and we may compute

lullFre = 1Kl o = Z\ Ku, wi)os|” ZI (u, Kwg)os|” ZA = |lull3z . (8.69)

from which we deduce that X2 C HZ.((—¢,/)). A similar argument works for the case m = 3; we omit the
details for the sake of brevity. This establishes the base case m = 2 and m = 3.

Suppose now that the result has been proved for all 2 < m for some m > 3. Let u € ’H%H((—E,ﬁ)).
Using the same U as above, we find that HUHH%_l = HUHHZ‘“’ and so the induction hypothesis tells us

that U € X™~! with ||U||H’,§‘1 = ||U]| ym—-1- We then use elliptic regularity as above to see that v € X™*!
and ||u| gm+r < U || gm-1 = ”UHHgH7 which in turn shows that H ™ ((—¢,£)) C X™+1,

On the other hand, if u € X™*! then elliptic regularity and the induction hypothesis show that

el Fpmsr = (Kl 7 ZAm M (Ku, wi)o,s | ka M (u, Kwg)os |
k=0 k=0
o

Z A a(k))? = Hullﬁﬂgﬂ . (8.70)

We then deduce that X™+1 C HET (4, 0)).
The principle of induction now tells us that Hi*((—¢,€)) = X™ for all m > 2 and that the norms HHH%

and ||| ym are equivalent on these spaces.
(|

Theorem shows that we have the nesting Hi-((—¢,€)) C Hi-((—¢,¢)) for s < t. In fact, we can show
more.
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Theorem 8.14. Suppose that s,t € R are such that s < t. If u € Hi((—0,0)) N Hi((—£,0)), then
u € Hi((—=4,0)) for all s <r <t, and
0 1-0
fullg. < el el (5.71)
for 6 € [0,1] given by
r=s0+t(1l—0). (8.72)

Proof. The result is trivial if r = s or r = ¢, so we may assume that s < r < t. We know that u €
2(N) N #2(N). For K > 1 we may use Holder’s inequality to estimate

K —0

K K b /K 1

ST lak)? = ST A atk) AL agk) 00 < (Z A |a<k:>|2) (Z AL \a<k>2>

k=0 k=0 k=0 k=0
1-6

o0 9 oo —
g(ZAzm(kn?) (szmuﬁ)r?) = (Imliz)” (hlizg) ™ - 873)
k=0 k=0

Upon sending K — oo we find that v € H}-((—¢,¢)) and

> 0 16
2 N2 2 2
lull = > M tat)” < (el ) (il ) (8.74)
k=0
The result follows by taking square roots.

0

8.4. Functional calculus. We can use the eigenvalues to define a functional calculus of K. First we need
some notation.

Definition 8.15. Write ¥x = {\; | k > 0} C [g,00). Forr € R define the space

B'(Ec) ={f:Zc =R [|fllg < oo} (8.75)
where
1l = sup LD (8.76)
>N T

This is easily shown to be a Banach space. Similarly, for r € R define
By(Sc) = {f € B7(Se) | lim (| ()] /") = 0}, (8.77)
which is again easily shown to be a Banach space.
Now we define a functional calculus of K on the spaces Hy-((—¢,¢)).

Definition 8.16. Let s € R and r € R. For f € B"(Sx) and u € Hi " ((—£,¢)) define
FRyu =" f)i(k)wy. (8.78)
k=0

The next result records the key properties of these operators.

Theorem 8.17. Let s € R and r € R. For f € B"(Sx) and u € H((—£,0)) let f(K)u be as defined
above. Then the following hold.

(1) FK) : HiF((—€,0)) — HE((—£,€)) is bounded and linear.

(2) f(K) is self-adjoint in the sense that if u,v € HiT>"((—L, 1)), then

(f(K)u, U)H,SC = (u, f(’C)U)H,SC . (8.79)
(8) The map
B (i) 3 f = f(K) € LA (=4, 0), Hi (4, 0))) (8.80)

is bounded and linear.
(4) If f € BL(Sk), then f(K) : HE2"((—£,0)) — Hi-((=¢,£)) is a compact operator.
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Proof. The first three assertions are elementary, so we’ll only prove the fourth. To prove this we will show
that f(K) is the limit (in the strong operator norm topology) of a sequence of finite rank operators (see,
for instance, Chapter VI of [30]). To this end, for each j > 0 define Fj : Hi " ((—¢,£)) — Hi-((—£,¢)) via

Fju = Zf(Awa(k)wk. (8.81)
k=0

It’s clear that each Fj is bounded, linear, and of finite rank. Also, for u € H?C+2T((—€,€)) and j > 0 we
have that

f )l
I(Fy = () ullzy, = Z M Qw)P LR < sup =50 [[ulljerar (8.82)
k=j+1 kzj+1 k

and hence )

‘ 2 [/ (Ax)]
15 = TN egroragy < S0P VG (8:83)
From this and the inclusion f € B7(Sx) we deduce that F; — f(K) in L(Hi "3 H), and hence f(K) is
compact. O

One of the most important uses of this result is the following corollary.
Corollary 8.18. If s,t € R and s < t, then Hi-((—¢,0)) CC Hi((—¢,0)).
We have the following variant of elliptic regularity in the spaces Hi-((—¢,£)).

Theorem 8.19. Let s € [0,00) and suppose that f € Hi-((—(,0)). If u € Hi-((—£,0)) is the weak solution
to Ku= f and Bu =0, i.e.

(u,v)12 = (f,v)ox for allv e H'((—£,1)), (8.84)

then u € HE2((—£,£)). Moreover, ||u||”fc+2 = Hf”"lzsc Consequently, K : Hi2((—£,0)) — Hi-((=£,0)) is
an isometric isomorphism.

Proof. We have that

F(B) = (f,wr)os = (u,wp)1s = (W, w)1s = Ap(wp, o = M (u, wp)ox = Mpti(k). (8.85)

Thus
Jull3se = va (k)2 = Z)\S ‘ 171 - (8.86)
O

8.5. Interpolation theory and its consequences. Here we write (X,Y )y, for 6 € [0,1] and 1 < p < 00
for the real interpolation of the spaces X,Y with parameters 6,p. See [3] or [39], for instance, for the
precise definition. We record a basic result from that book.

Theorem 8.20. Let s,t € R with s #t. For 0 <0 <1 and r = (1 — 60)s + 0t we have that
(2(N), (N))g2 = E(N). (8.87)
Proof. This follows immediately from Theorem 5.4.1 of [3]. O
By combining this with Theorem we immediately deduce the following.
Corollary 8.21. Let s,t € R with s #t. For 0 <0 <1 and r = (1 —0)s + 0t we have that
(Hie (=, D)), Hie((—, D))oz = Hye (=€, 0)). (8.88)
Next we present a useful application of the interpolation theory.

Lemma 8.22. If s > 0, then Hi-((—4,£)) — H*((—£,¢)).
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Proof. We may view Theorem [8.13] as saying that, for m € N, the identity map I is such that
IHE(—0,0) — L2((=6,0)) and T : HETH(—£,0)) — H™((—¢,0)) (8.89)

are bounded linear operators. We can then interpolate and use Corollary [8:21] and the interpolation
properties of standard Sobolev spaces (see, for instance, [3, B9]) to deduce that for 0 < s < 1,

L HER(—4,0) = (HR((=60), HETH(—0,0))s,2 = (H™ (=6, 0), H™H((=6,0))) 5.2
= H™5((—£,0)). (8.90)
O

In fact, we can do quite a bit better when 0 < s < 2. In stating the following result we recall (see [25])
that
1/2
Hoh? (=6, 0)) = (HO((=0,0)), HY (~€,0))1 22 (8.91)
and 1/2
((—€,0) € H2((=€,0) = (H (=4, 0)), H (. 0)))1/22- (8.92)

¢ (
Theorem 8.23. For 0 < ¢t < 1 we have that H*((—¢,0)) = Hi((—¢,¢)) with norm equivalence || f| ¢ =<
”fHch Moreover, for s € (0,1) we have that
HFs((—£,0)) if0<s<1/2
H*(—6,0) = S {F € BY2(—£,0) | ' € Hl*(—4,0)} if s=1/2 (8.93)
[f e HY¥(—0,0) | ' € Hyg(—-6.0)} if1/2<s<1

and we have the norm equivalence

”f”%{1+s fl<s< 1/2
WA e = S U + [, P e i s =172 (8.94)
1 Ipee + Hf’HH8 if1/2<s<1.

Proof. The assertion t = 0,1 is proved in Theorem and for 0 < ¢t < 1 it follows from this theorem,
Corollary and standard Sobolev interpolation:
H'((—4,0)) = (H((=6,0)), H ((=6,0))s2 = Hie (=4, 0), Hic (=4, 0))e.2 = Hic (=4, 6)). (8.95)
We now prove the assertion for s € (0,1). Define the map F : L2((—¢,¢)) x R — H*((—¢,¢)) via
Flg,v) = v+ / o(t)dt. (8.96)
—¢

If g € HY((—¢,0)) and v € R, then F(g,v) € L*((—¢,¢)) and F(g,v) = g € H}((—¢,¢)). From this and
Theorem [8.13 we deduce that

F e L(LA((=6,0) x R Hic (=4, 0)) N L(Hg (=, 0)) x R HE (=4, 6))). (8.97)
Hence, upon interpolating, we find that for s € (0, 1)
F € L(X* x RyH5((—4,0))), (8.98)

where we have written X® = (L2((—,¢)), H}((—£,£)))s2 for brevity.
Next consider the map D defined by f +— D f = f". Theorem [8.13] “ 3| tells us that

D € L(Hi((—£,0); L ((—£,0)) N L(HR(=¢,0)); Hy (£, 6))). (8.99)
Upon interpolating again and using Corollary [8:2T] we find that
D € LOHS((—¢,0)); X5.) (8.100)
For s € (0, 1) define the Hilbert space
YIS = {f e H'((—£,0) | f € X%} (8.101)

with norm || f|[31e = || fl31es + | /|5 According to (8:100) and Lemma we have the continuous
inclusion H"*((—¢,£)) € Y'*5. On the other hand, if f € Y5 then (f',f(-¢)) € X* x R, and



62 YAN GUO AND IAN TICE

by (8:98) we have that f = F(f',f(—{)) € Hy*((—¢,£))). Hence, we have the continuous inclusion
Y1I+s C M (=4, ). We deduce that we have the algebraic and topological identity

H 5 ((—£,0)) = Y for all s € (0,1). (8.102)
To conclude, we recall the standard interpolation facts

HS((—0,0))  if0<s<1/2
X = (L2((=6,0), Hy(—£,0))2,s = { HY*(=£,0) ifs=1/2 (8.103)
Hy((6,0)  if1/2<s<l.

If 0 < s < 1/2 then we have the norm equivalence

1 1e = 1 e + 11

2
Hs((—=£,0)) = Hf”%{lﬂ ’ (8-104)

and so Hy*((—¢,£)) = H'*((—£,£)). The result follows from this and the characterization of HééQ((—E, ?0))
in (£91).

]
As a byproduct of this result we get the following Sobolev embeddings.
Theorem 8.24. For s € [0, 2] we have that
(L2/0-29)((~,0)) if s €0,1/2)
LP((—¢,0)) for allp € [1,00) ifs=1/2
Hi((=4,0)) — Cl?’a((—f,ﬁ)) fora=s—-1/2 ifse(1/2,3/2) (8.105)
Cl?’a((—f,ﬁ)) for all « € [0,1) if s=3/2
Cr((=4,0)) fora=s—3/2 ifse(3/2,2].
Moreover, for s € [1,3/2] we have that
1,2/(1-2s)((_ .
M~ {100 L) i €l1,3/2) (5.106)
WHP((=£,0)) for allp € [1,00) if s =3/2.

Proof. These are immediate consequences of Theorem and the standard Sobolev embeddings of
H#((—¢,0)) for 0 < s < 2. O

8.6. Bilinear boundedness, integration by parts. Suppose that ¢,¢ € W and let s € [0,1]. We then
have that

o0

RP(R)D(R) =Y N@(k)A (k) = (K*@, K'™*¢)o 5. (8.107)
0 k=0
]

NE

(907 ¢)1,2 ==

Consequently, for any s,¢ € [0,1] we have that

(Ko, K 5)o s = (Klo, K)o s, (8.108)

which we can view as a sort of fundamental integration-by-parts result in the sense that we can arbitrarily
shift powers of K from one term to the next so long as the overall power sums to unity. Working in W is
obviously too restrictive, but we can extend by density to get a generalized version of integration by parts
for all fractional orders.

Theorem 8.25. Let B: W x W — R be the bilinear map defined via

B(p,v) = (Ko, ¥)ox = (0, ¥)1,5 = (¢, K)o 5. (8.109)

Then B extends to a bounded bilinear map B : ’HIQCS X ’H,QC(I_S) — R for each for s € [0,1].
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Proof. This follows directly from the identity
B(p,v) = (K*¢, K'™"¢)o.s for ¢, 9 € W, (8.110)
which allows us to bound
1B, )| < Nlellage 14520 - (8.111)
Using this and the density of W in H}- for all ¢ > 0 proves the result.
O

8.7. The operators D?. We now turn our attention to the operators D" := K2 for r > 0, as defined by
the functional calculus from Definition We will need to introduce some finite approximations, D7,
defined by

j
Diu=""N*a(k)wy. (8.112)
k=0

It’s easy to see that this is well-defined for every u € L?((—£,¢)) = H%((—¢,¢)) and that in this case
Djue W C (o Hi((=£,8)) € C=([=£, 1]).
Let’s now study some properties. The first result tells us that D; is like an approximation of r derivatives.
Proposition 8.26. Let j € N. Then the following hold.
(1) If 0 < 11,72, 81, 82 € R satisfy r1 + s1 = ro + so, then

HD?f’ o ’D?f e (8.113)
for all f € L*((—¢,0)).
(2) If 0 < r € R, then
105412 < 1F Il and 11 g, = Jim || D51 (8.114)
for every f € Hic((—4,1)).
Proof. For the first item we compute
e ? : s1[y\T1/2 ¢ 2 d so |\72/2 2 ro 2
|51 = Sox ] = S i = |ops] - (s.115)
e = — Hy
In turn this shows that
; NG
1051 = 19201 = (306 ) @116
k=0
from which the second item follows. O

Next we consider how D7 interacts with functions of average zero.
Lemma 8.27. If f € L*((—(,()) satisfies [*, f =0, then [*,Dif =0 for allv >0 and j € N.

Proof. Since wy = 1/v/2¢ we see that ffgf = 0 if and only if f(()) = 0. In this case we then have that

—

D7 f(0) = 0 as well, and the result follows. O

Next we prove an integration by parts formula.

Lemma 8.28. Let 0 < r,s,t,p € R be such that r = s +t. Then for j € N, f € L?>((—£,¢)), and
g € Hi-((—¢,¢)) we have that

(D5 1.9)30 = (D3f, D)y - (8.117)
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Proof. We simply compute
J

(D} 9 = D NDyF(k)g(k ZA””/Q k)g(k ZA"AS/Qf A2 (k)
k=0

AN Dsf(k)Dtg(k) = (D; f, D;-g)HpK. (8.118)
k=0
O
Remark 8.29. In this paper the most useful instances of Lemma occur with p € {0,1}. Indeed, the
lemma shows that if 0 < r = s+t and f € L*((—4, 1)), then

/ Difg = / D5 fDtg for all g € L*((—¢,€)) = HR((£,£)) (8.119)
and
(D f,9)1x = (DS f, Dig)y for all g € H'((—£,0)) = Hi((—£,0)). (8.120)
We conclude with a dual estimate.
Proposition 8.30. Let 0 <r <1/2,0<s<3/2, and j € N. Then
Di: H¥"((=4,0)) — H"((=£,£)) = (Hy((—¢,0)))" (8.121)
18 a bounded linear operator.

Proof. According to the results in Chapter 1 of [25] and Theorem we have that

Ho((=¢,0)) = H"((—¢,0)) = Hi (=L, 1)) (8.122)
This and Theorem [8.10] then show that
Hi"((=€,0)) = (Ho((—¢, )" = H"((—¢,1)) (8.123)

with equality of norms. Hence, for f € H*7"((—/,£)) = Hg "((—¢,¢)) (which again follows by Theorem
, we again use Theorem together with Cauchy-Schwarz to compute

195810 = 105 e = 1705 = i it

s—r)/2 p r/2 .
= SSAETR RN k) < I flgr S Ufllgrer - (8:124)
I3ll 2 <1 =0

This proves the boundedness assertion, and linearity is trivial. O

9. ENHANCEMENT ESTIMATES

Our goal in this section is to record enhancement estimates for the dissipation and energy that are derived
through energy-type arguments rather than elliptic estimates. We will gain some dissipative control of 7,
Oym, and 0?7, and we will gain energetic control of d;p.

9.1. Prerequisites. Recall that for a real parameter 0 < s < 1 the fractional differential operator D* =
C5/2 and its finite approximations D3 for j € N, as defined in Section The next result gives an existence
result for a Neumann-type problem involving D3.

Proposition 9.1. Let s € R and j,k € N with 0 < k <2 and 0 < s < 1. Then there exists ¢ : @ - R
solving

Ay =0 in )
O = (D30fn)/ |No|  on X (9.1)
oy =0 on Xy
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where v is the unit normal for the fived domain Q and its non-unit counterpart is Ny, i.e. v = Ny/|No|.
Moreover, we have the estimates

el S J|0Fn] s 1900 S HDjak

Proof. To begin we note that Proposition [3.4] and Lemma [8.27] imply that
[ Dyt = [ oty = / ok =0, 9.3

Consequently, the compatibility condition needed to produce a unique weak solution 1 € H 1(Q) to (9.1))
is satisfied. Since the domain Q has convex corners, the H? solvability theory is available for (9.1)) (see,
for instance, [22]). This, the elementary H' weak estimate, and Proposition m then show that

k
Wl < |[D50Fn)| ., S |jo

912 5 |[ D30k, 0 5 || D50 (9.4)
K

sz 1 100l 5 [0+ (9.2)

Hs—1/2 Hs—1/2 "

¢ HHHHM

ft+1 ok+1
0wl < |08+ < ot nHHH/Qa

from which the result follows.
O

9.2. Dissipative enhancement for 7. We begin by considering dissipation enhancement estimates for
7n. To this end let ¢ be as in Proposition with & = 0. This proposition and Proposition show that
if we set w = MV, then w is a valid choice of a test function in Lemma and

divqw =divy MV = KAy = 0. (9.5)
We will use this w as a test function in Lemma to produce an essential dissipation estimate.

Theorem 9.2. Let o € (0,1) be given by (2.5)), and 0 < T < co. There exists a universal 0 < 6, < 1 such
that if supg<;cr E(t) < 0k, then for every 0 < 7 <t < T we have the estimate

/HT]HHs/z o S E&0(T) 4+ Eio(t) /D|0, (9.6)

where E,9 and D, o are as in '

Proof. We begin by assuming that &, < 72, where v € (0,1) is as in Lemma In particular, this means
that the estimates of Lemma [3.5] are available in what follows.

Let s =1—2a € [0,1), which means that 3/2 —a = 1+ s/2. For a fixed j € N we let 1 solve with
data D3n/|No|. Then Proposition 9.1| provides the estimates

19l g1 S Wnll sz s (19012 S HD?”“H,IC/Q’ and [0l g S (10l grs-1/2 - (9.7)
Note that since 0 < s < 1 we can define p = (1 — s)/2 € (0,1/2], which satisfies
1 ]
— =14 -. 9.8
s tprs=1+g (9.8)
This, Theorem and Proposition [8.26] then provide the useful equivalence
/2 - 5/2 _ -
|2, = 23], = ID3l sz =< D5 - (9.9)

We use w = MV from above in Lemma [3.1] to arrive at the identity

(Opu, Jw) + (—8tn2bK82u +u - Vau, Jw)o + (u,w)) + (n,w - N)1s + &[0m, w - N
0

_ _/Z oRO(w - N). (9.10)

—L
We will deal with these term-by-term.
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For the first term we note that M = KV® for ® the flattening map, and so
d
(Opu, JMNVY) = / Oyu - VOV = dt/ u- VOV — / u-VOeVouy — / u-0(VO)V. (9.11)
Q Q Q Q

Using the bound £ < 1, the definition of ® in ((1.28)), and (9.7, we may then estimate

/Qu : V@Vw’ SV e lullg 141y S NV poo llull go 10l o172 S Null go 10l g1 < €, (9-12)

where &, o is the natural energy at the non-differentiated level, as defined in (2.8). Similarly,

‘—/ﬂu -VOVO) — /Qu - 3t(V‘1>)V¢‘ Sl o (191 + 1060l 1) S el o Clnll grsre 4 [10enll grsr2) -

(9.13)
For the second term we write
(—@ﬁg)Kf)gu +u-Vgu, Jw)y = (—8tﬁzzK82u +u -V au, VOV1))o. (9.14)
From this and the bounds £ < 1 and ((9.7)) we may then estimate
_¢
(—3mgK32U+u Vau, Jwo| S Nlull g 19l S lull g 10l g1 - (9.15)
For the third term we use the H? estimate from ([9.7)) to bound
7
|((w, w))l =5 /QJDAU :DAMVY)| S ull g 1912 S Hull g HDJS-nHH;C/z- (9.16)
To handle the fourth term we first note that on X,
w'N:Mvw-J\/’sz'Noz]NOWV"L/J:DJS-'U. (9.17)
Using this, Lemma and we can rewrite the fourth term as
2 2 2 |I? 2
(n,w -,/\/’)172 = (777Dj~7’])172 = (Dj/ 777Dj/ 77)1’2 = HDj/ T]‘ 0 = HDjnHH}C/Q-H) . (918)
K
Then for the fifth term we can use trace theory and Theorem to bound
|50, Djnle| S 10mle | Djnll g1 24, = Oemle [|D50] 1245 (9.19)

Finally, we examine the nonlinear term on the right side of (9.10). We start by using Proposition
which is available since 0 < s < s, to estimate

0
’ / ocRO, Djn
¢

5 HD:]S'nHI_Ilfs/Q HR'”HS/2 : (9‘20)

Next we note that

R(yaz) aQR(yaz) and 817€(y,z)

) )

(9.21)
22 z 22
are well-defined and bounded by Proposition Thus R(01¢p, 01m)/01n is well-defined and satisfies

R(01¢o, 6177)> MR (Do, n)0iCo (32R(31C0, o1m)  R( o, 8177)> 2
9 - 1 - 9%, 9.22
! ( O1m ) o (01m)? 1 (5-22)
which in turn means that for any 1 < ¢ < oo,
IR(81C0, O1m) /Ornllyra S 1017l o + [|0F0] 1o = 1017l ra < [Illypr2.a - (9.23)

This allows us to use Theorem and the embedding W9+ ((—£,£)) < HY/?**e+/2((—£, 1)) to estimate

IRl sz = 1017 R(91C0, D) [Oviill g2 S WO /2 [1R(D1C05 Orm) [ Ovll grae 42
S 10l g2 [IR(91 G0, Drm) fOvnllyrar S 101l oz Illyp2as - (9.24)
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Assembling these estimates and employing Theorem and the definition of £ from (2.10) then shows

that
¢ 2
‘/EURalD;U < HD;nHHlf‘S/Q 19l grresre Inlly2ar S Inllges2 VE. (9.25)

We now combine all of these estimates to deduce that
2 d
HDJS'UHH}C/?H + at /Q u- VOVy

2
S Nll o (lnllgrasrz + 10l ga-ase) + llall g | D3]l 002 + 10emle [|D3nlls200 + Il VE. (9.26)

Then for 0 < 7 <t < T we can integrate this inequality to see that
t
2
L1050+ [ 900010 5 [ 00+ [l e 02
-

t
o T / Ounle | D500 + / 902 VE. (9.27)
T T T
We then use (9.12)) and Cauchy’s inequality to deduce from this that

/ 1D5l /200 S E10(7) + Er0(t) / leall g0 (-2 + 194l ges/2)

/ (1l + 0m) + [ Tl V. (9:29)

T

Note that from , Proposition and Theorem we have that
lim HD 77H?—Ll/2+” = ”77” 1+e/2 = H77HH1+G/2- (9.29)

]4)

We then send 7 — oo and use this and Fatou’s lemma to see that

1 t
3 [ e S Euolr) + 60+ [ Tl e+ 160l o)
r

[ (1l ) + [ Tl VE. 030

T

Since s —1/2 < 1+ s/2 we can then use Cauchy’s inequality once more in addition to the smallness £ < ¢,
for some universal d, > 0 to conclude that

1 t t t
3 [ s S o)+ Euate)+ [ (Il + lullgo N0l eev) + [ (Julis +10e) . 931)

T T

Finally, we use the equation dyn = u- N = u - (—01(p, 1) — u101n, Theorem and the fact that £ <1
to estimate

10l o172 S Mull o172 (L4101l 1) S Nullgs S Ml g - (9.32)
Plugging this into (9.31) then shows that
1 t t
" H77H3{1+s/2 S (1) + E0(t) + HUH?{l + [87577]% =&o(T) + &t Dn(b (9.33)
4
T T
which is the desired bound since 1+ s/2 = 3/2 — a. t

9.3. Dissipative enhancement for d;n and 9?7. We now turn our attention to enhanced dissipation
estimates for 9;n and 9%1.

Theorem 9.3. Let « € (0,1) be given by (2.5)), and 0 < T < oco. Let k € {1,2}. There exists a universal
0 <4« <1 such that if sup0<t<T E(t) < 4y, then for every 0 < 7 <t < T we have the estimate

< ER(T) + E () + / t (D, + £D). (9.34)

thH3/2



68 YAN GUO AND IAN TICE

Proof. We will give the proof only in the harder case k = 2. The case k = 1 follows from a similar, simpler
argument. To begin, we assume that &, < v2, where v € (0,1) is as in Lemma In particular, this
means that the estimates of Lemma [3.5] are available in what follows.

We begin in essentially the same way as in the proof of Theorem Let s = 1—2a € [0,1), which
means that 3/2 —a =1+ s/2. Also let p=(1—s)/2 so that 1/2+ p+ s =1+ s/2. For a fixed j € N we
let 1) solve with data D397n/ |No|. Then Proposition 9.1 provides the estimates

Hw”Hl S HathHHsfl/27 HTZJHH2 5 HDJS@QWHH}C/% and Hatw‘|H1 5 Ha?nHHsflﬂ . (935)

Note that s —1/2 = 1/2 — 2a < 1/2 — a, so the latter term is controlled by the dissipation (see (2.11)).
Then Proposition lets us use Lemma [3.1] with w = MV to see that

(DPu, Jw) + (—31577f
Co

¢
—/Fl-wJ— J(w-T)F5—/ oF301(w-N)+ F' - w—s[w-N,F,. (9.36)
Q s —L

K@g@?u +u- VA(?tQu, Jw)o + ((qu, w)) + (8?17, w-N)iy+ K[@?U, w - Ny

Here the forcing terms on the right are as defined in Appendix [A] Arguing as in the proof of Theorem [0.2
we estimate all of the terms on the left of (9.36) to arrive at the bounds

/Q 6t2u-V<I>V7,/)‘ < 2] 0 [1820]1 < En (9.37)

where &, 2 is as defined in (2.8]), and

S 2 d
D500l yees + 5y [ e 090 S 108 o (100l v+ 1082

+ HatzuHHl HathHHHsp + [8377]6 H8t277HH1+s/2 + <~7:> MVW, (9-38)

where, as shorthand, we have written

(F,MV) = /Q Fl MvVyJT — / J(MV - 1)F?

’ l
—/ o (F300 (MY - N) + F*- MVy) — [MV - N, F™,. (9.39)
—

We now estimate F, breaking it into three separate pieces. For the first piece we use Theorem [5.4]

Proposition and to estimate
¢
/ F' (MV)J —/ F* (MV) —/ J(MVY) - T)F?| < |MVY| 1 (€ + VEWD
Q —¢

S

Sl g2 (€ + VEWD S || D307 ,,102 (€ + VEWD  (9.40)
K
Next we handle the F3 term. According to (A.10) we have that

F? = 02[R(01.€o, 01n)] = 8- R (D1 o, O1n)0107n + 02R (010, 011m)(810im)>. (9.41)

On the other hand, we know that MV - N = Dj.afn on Y. Combining these, and employing Proposition
B8 we can estimate

l Y4
‘ / UF381(MV¢.N)‘§U / 00 (D3 02) 0. R(D1Co, Dy) 1021
.y —L

¢
+o /551(17;@27})3373(31(073177)(3131&77)2 SND307 | 12 [|0=R(D1C0, D1m)D1077] | e o

+ HD;atQUHHl—s/Q Hagn(alc()’6177)(6181577)2“]{3/2 : (9'42)
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Note that
11 11 e
s-—-1(+%) (9.43)
so the Sobolev embeddings imply that W4+ ((—£, £)) — H1+e+)/2((—¢,¢)) and
W2 ((=£,0)) < HET=DR(=£,0) — HY27((—€,0)) = HF((=£,0)). (9.44)

These and Theorem then imply that
10:R (8160, 1m)010¢ 1] 1102 < ||01070]

ss/2 10=R(01€C0, ) || e, /2

S 1020 gyises 10-R(01C0, D) |lyyrar (9.45)
and
|02R (0160, 010)(010im)° || 0 /2 S 11(010m)?|| 1o/ [|0ZR(91C0, 1) || 11402
S 1010l gror2 1010 14272 || 02R (160, 011) || 1.0

5 H8m||124/2,q+ “8§R<81C0,({“)177)‘ what - (9.46)
Since the terms involving R involve an integer derivative count, we can employ Proposition to estimate
HazR(alCmaln)HWl#H + “8372(81(078177)“W17Q+ N H”HWZ‘H . (9.47)

Hence,

Y/
‘ [ oravy -N)' <12l s [l + 1200 rass 1962, 20 [llps

SO0 502 VE + 1|02 y1eese EVD. (9.48)

Lastly, we handle the F7 term, again using that MV - N = D?E)fn on X. Then (A.14]) and standard
trace theory shows that

[KIMV - N FT)o| = | (D500, 7 (0m)0n + #"(0um) (07|
S D300 g max [ @) + #"(0n) (9Fm)?) . (9.49)
According to Theorem HE)mHCg < VE <1, so we may estimate

/OZ " (r)dr

This and trace theory then provide the bound

) =3

S |2l for z € [=|8mnl| o s |0nll o] (9.50)

max [ (9m)oin + 7" (0m) (07n)?| S max (10l |07 + |03n]”)

5 DH (HathHl + HathHHl) 5 \/57\/17“’ (9'51)
where &£, and D, are as defined in . Hence,

|K[MVY - N, Fo| S 070 jpasere VEN D (9.52)
Upon plugging the estimates (9.40), (9.48), and (9.52) into (9.39)), we deduce that
|<f7 MV¢>’ < H@?nHZHS/z Ve + Hat2nHHl+s/2 VEVD. (9~53)

Inserting this into (9.38]), integrating in time from 7 to ¢, and using (9.37) then shows that

t t
[ D0l e 5 810 + 00+ [ ol (N0l v+ [0

t
+/ (HaEUHHl + [81?77}5) HatZT/HH1+s/2 +/ <H8t2nuill+s/2 \/E+ H815277HH1+3/2 \/E\/5> . (954)

t
T
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We then send j — oo and argue as in the proof of Theorem [9.2] to deduce from this that
[ 1020010 % Evat) + €20+ [ 07l (N 181

+/ (107 ull 1 + [07n] )HanHHl+s/2+/ (Hafnl\ﬂl+s/2\/c‘7+HaanHHs/gx/E\/T?). (9.55)

Finally, we use Cauchy’s inequality, the fact that s — 1/2 < 1/2, and the assumption that & < §, for a
universal 0 < d, < 1 to absorb the H@EUHZI +s/2 terms from the right to the left, which yields

/ Hat277HH1+s/2 S 5112( +5u2 / D||+5D (9~56)
This then provides the desired estimate since 1+ s/2 =3/2 — a. O

9.4. Energetic enhancement for 9;p. We now turn our attention to an estimate that provides L? control
of O;p in terms of the energy.

Theorem 9.4. Let 0 < T < oo and suppose that supg<; 1 E(t) <%, where v € (0,1) is as in Lemma .
Then we have the estimate

10l 2 S N10eull o + |07u]] 2 + 100l yarese——erse + € + E3/2. (9.57)
Proof. Let ¢ € H?(Q) solve
—AY=0p in
v=0 on ¥ (9.58)
oY =0 on X,

which exists and enjoys H? regularity since 2 has convex corners. Moreover,

[l 2 S N0l 12 - (9.59)
Proposition shows that if we set w = MV, then w is a valid choice of a test function in Lemma
divgw =divy MVy = KAy = Ko, (9.60)

and we have the bound
lwll g S Mol g2 < 10epll e - (9.61)

Using this w in (3.3) of Lemma we find that

(0%u, Jw) + (— &m?

¢ D10,
— [ Ft. J—/ J(w - F5—/ Am(w - N) — 00 (1”7 F3> NEF w (9.62
/Q w S (w-T) _gg in(w - N) —ody 1: ]81C0]2)3/2 + w + w )

with F'Y, F3 F4 and F° given by (A1), (A.3), (A.4), and (A F), respectively, but
(Op div 4 w)o = / Jop divaw = / 0wl = [|0up 2 - (9.63)
Q Q

According to Theorem we have the bound
/Fl-wJ—/ Jw-7)F5 + F' - w
Q

B

K020iu +u - V 40, Jw)o + (Opu, w)) — (Op, div.g w)o

S (E+E) Iwlm < (€+EY2) 0l (9.64)

while Theorem [6.5] shows that

¢ 010 3
‘/égam(w N) =00 <( +F ) w 'N’ S0 s+ —aysz Jw]l

1+ [01¢0[*)3/2
S 0| yare+e_—arz2 10epll 2 - (9.65)
On the other hand, we have the bounds
[(Gew, w))| S [|Ocull g 1wl g S NOpull g [10epll 2 (9.66)
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[(OFu, Jw)| < [|07u]| 2 w2 S [|07u]] 2 10:p]l L2 (9.67)
and

<_atﬁg)Ka2atu +u-Vadeu, Jwlo| S l[wll gz (1967l oo [VOrull 2 + lJull oo [|Orul 12)

S 10l €. (9.68)
Plugging the estimates f into and using , we deduce that
1013 S 10l (190lr + 07l o + 1Ol yososce_—eoso + € + %) (9.69)
Then follows immediately from this. U
10. A PRIORI ESTIMATES
In this section we present the proof of our main a priori estimates, Theorem

10.1. A key construction. We need one more technical tool to close our a priori estimates, namely the
construction of a useful w to use in Theorem We present the construction of such an w now.

Proposition 10.1. Let 0 < T < 0o and suppose that supg<; 1 E(t) < 2, where v € (0,1) is as in Lemma
. Let F? be given by (A.9) and let (-)q denote the spatial average on €, i.e.

1
(9)o = le/Qg- (10.1)

Then there exists w : Q x [0,T) — R? satisfying the following.
(1) We have that w(-,t) € H}(;R?) for 0 <t < T, and

Jdivgw = JF? — (JF?)q. (10.2)
(2) w obeys the estimates
”wHW1,4/(3—2e+) § E and kuwl,z/(l—a,) + HatWHLz/u—a,) ,S (\/E-i- 5)\/5 (10.3)
0 0
(3) We have the interaction estimates
/ afqu) < &3, (10.4)
Q
and
/ P udy(Jw)| + ‘(—&ﬁ?K@z@fu +u - V402, Jw)o| + ‘((8t2u,w))‘ + / JF! -w‘ < (VE+E)D. (105)
Q 0 Q
Proof. Recall from Proposition [3.7] that

divu = ¢ & divgy(Mu) = Kp < Jdiva(Mu) = ¢. (10.6)

This means that if we first solve

divw = JF? — (JF?)q, (10.7)

then w = M satisfies (10.2]).
Let By denote the Bogovskii operator from Proposition Then we will define

@ = Bo(JF? — (JF%)q). (10.8)

The essential point is that the Bogovskii operator is a linear map that commutes with time derivatives and
satisfies

Bq € L(LI(Q), Wyl (Q;R?)) for all 1 < ¢ < oo (10.9)
and div Boy = ¢. Then our desired vector field is given by
w= M= MBq(JF? — (JF?)q). (10.10)

According to Propositions and ((10.9) we have the bounds
1@l 1 as6-2e) S E M@0 1200y S VEVD, and (00|, 10— S (VE+EVD. (10.11)
0 0

0
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Then Proposition together with ((10.11)) and the fact that £ < 1 then shows that
lwll 1a/6-2ep S € and w1202y S VEVD. (10.12)
WO WO

and (since e_ < e implies 2/(1 —e_) < 2/(1 —e4))
10wl 2701y SNOM®D 20—y + MO 210y S (1+ VE) <HWHL2/<15) + ||3thL2/<1e>>
0

< (14 V8) (ku asaen + 10681 )5<¢E+e>ﬁ, (10.13)

where in the third inequality we have also used the Sobolev embeddings. Then ((10.3|) follows from ((10.12))

and ((10.13]).

It remains only to prove the interaction estimates stated in the third item. For each of these we will use
the estimates ([10.3|) together with the bounds from Theorems and Indeed,

’/ Dtudw

which is . For the first part of - we bound
| atuare) ' | 1084l (90l + 06D 5 0Bl (10l Nl -+ 10l
SVDWEVEVD +VEVD) < (VE+E)D. (10.15)

N/ |07 ul |l S N0Full 2 ol 2 S lwllypraseze, [[07ul] . S €32, (10.14)

Next we bound

(—3t77§)K32<9,:2u - Vadiu, Jw)o| S (1007 oo + ull poo) [ VO ul| 2 wll 2 S VEVDVEVD < €D,
(10.16)
which is the second estimate in ((10.5). Then we bound

’ (((")fu,w)) | S HatQUHHl ||w”H1 5 HatzuHHl HWHW172/(1*5—) S \/5\/?\/57 (1017)

which is the third estimate in (10.5)). For the final term in (10.5) we use Proposition to bound
/JFl ~w‘ Swllgr (VE+EWVD SVEVDVE + EVD. (10.18)

Q

This completes the proof of ((10.5]). O

10.2. Main a priori estimate. We now have all of the tools needed to prove our main a priori estimate.

Proof of Theorem[2.1. Assume initially that dy < 42, where v € (0,1) is from Lemma We divide the
rest of the proof into several steps.
Step 1 - Lowest level energy-dissipation estimates: Corollary [3.3] tells us that

d 1 2 /Zg 2, O |3177| /
e L B T weeerer 5 Q(0Co, D
: ( IR AR B 1 e (010, Oum)

5 / Daul? J + / BJ |u-s|* + k[0 = —r[u- N, % (9m))e. (10.19)

We integrate this and use Lemma [3.5] to deduce that

¢ ¢ ¢
Eo(t)+ /_ZUQ(BICO,al"] /D|ON 10l / aQ(01o, n(s)) + /m‘[u-/\/,%(ﬁm)]g . (10.20)

¢
Theorem [5.14] says that

4
‘/ UQ(alCoaam)‘ SVEIIH S VE&, (10.21)
—L
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and Theorem [5.15| says that
1w N @))e| S 19mll g 0]} S VEDo, (10.22)
so if £ < §g with dp sufficiently small, then ([10.20]) implies that

HO / DHO ~ HO (1023)
Then Theorem [9.2] says
[ 1lerses £ Eu0l6) + &0+ [ Dro (10.24)
and we may enhance the previous bound to
t
Eo(t) +/ (Do + 1520 ) S En0(s) (10.25)
S

foral 0 <s<t<T.
Step 2 - Energy-dissipation estimates for one temporal derivative: Theorem applied with (v,q,§) =
(Opu, Op, Oym) and w = 0 gives the identity

d ‘atu|2 /e g 2, 0 |818t77|2
LI (N 5 4R A P A L L/ L
dt </ﬂ 2 2 [9er 2 (1+101Go[*)3/2

+ % /Q D 40ul* J +/ BJ |0 - s> + &k [8377}? — (Fy, (O, Bip, O)) (10.26)
s

for

(F1, (Oru, Op, Oem)) = / F'. 0w + 8ypJF? — / J(Opu - 8)F°
Q

s

‘ 3 4 6 010imOL F° 7 2 6
— /—z oF°01(0wu - N) + F* - Opu — gOmF®° — JW — Kk[Owu - N, F'y + k[0fn, F°].  (10.27)
Integrating and using Lemma [3.5] then shows that
Enl / D1 S &l / (F1, (Oyu, Oyp, O¢m))- (10.28)
Theorems [(.12] and [5.13] then show that
[(F1, (Oru, Op, Om))| S VED, (10.29)

and hence we have the bound

gl /DlN 1 /WD (10.30)

Step 3 - Energy-dissipation estimates with two temporal derivatives: Theoremapplied with (v, q,&) =
(0?u, 0%p, 0?n) and w from Proposition (Which guarantees that w can be used in Theorem [3.2)) yields

d 02u> [P o2 o |00
dt(/gj 2 +/22‘at?7‘ +§(1+yalco 3/2 /Jat“ .

+ g/ ‘DA@?UF J+/ 8J lﬁfu . s} + kK [8?77]5 = (Fa, (3t2u, 8,;27])) +/ 8t2p<JF2>Q + (F3,w) (10.31)
I s Q

where (-)o denotes the spatial average as in Proposition m
Fon(fuofm) = [ F'ofur — [ s@pu- 9P
s

4 9 6
- / oF30,(0}u-N) + F* - 0}u — g¢FS — o OO

e k[0Pu- N, F) + k[0Pn, FO], (10.32
» TENERREE [9; Je +&[0n, F7, ( )
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and
(F3,w) = _/ O - 0y (Jw) + (—am?KaQafquu-vAafu,Jw)o + ((0fu,w)) — / FlwJ.  (10.33)
Q 0 Q
Theorems 5.10}, [5.12] and [5.13] show that
t
/ (F, (afu,ﬁfn))‘ < VED. (10.34)
S
For the second term we rewrite
d d
/ 2p(JF?q = — <JF2>Q/ op | — at<JF2>Q/ Op =: —1I) — Iy. (10.35)
We then use Proposition [7.11] to bound
1] S 18epll 2 [(TF?)a| < €92 (10.36)
and (since O, (JF?)q = (O(JF?))q)
B S 1|0l 2 [0:(TFa| < VDVEVD. (10.37)
Finally, the interaction estimates of Proposition show that
[(F3,w)| < VED. (10.38)
Combining all the above then shows that
t t
Ea(t) — ()% + / D2 S Ea(s) + (£(5)*? + / VED. (10.39)
Step 4 - Synthesized energy-dissipation estimates: We sum (|10.25)), (10.30)), and (10.39) to see that
¢ t
Eit) — (E(1))*/* +/ (D‘. — HnH?{s/z—a> SE(s) + (E(s))*? +/ VED. (10.40)

Subsequently, we sum the estimates provided by Theorem with £ = 1 and k& = 2 to deduce the
enhancement estimate

t t
/ 10 3r3/2-0 + 197002 S E0s) + E(8) + / (D, +VéD), (10.41)

and upon combining this with (10.40) we find that

t 2 9 t
(1) — (E(£)*? +/ <D +3 Hafn\ H/> S E(s) + (E(s))? +/ VED. (10.42)
S k=0 S
Step 5 - Elliptic dissipation enhancements: ~We now combine the estimates of Propositions
with Theorem [4.7] applied with v = dyu, Q = J;p, and { = 9yn and § = e_, to see that
10ully2ae + 10uplyrae + 10mllyyasioa- S [|0Bull o + [|030] oo + VEVD. (10.43)

Similarly, we combine the estimates of Propositions [7.5H7.10| with Theorem applied with v = u, Q = p,
and £ =n and § = €4, to see that

lullyy2as + IDlyrar + 10lly-1rarar S 10l par + 106l os2-a + VEVD. (10.44)
Since ¢_ < g4+ < 2 we can then bound
2 2
HatQUHqu + ”atUH%‘H S H@EUHLQ + ||atu||i2 < Dy (10.45)

As such, we can combine these with (10.42]) to deduce that

: 2
E(t) — (E())>? +/ (D.. +> Hafn\
s k=0

t t
+ [ 0l +10mlhyra + 10mlya-ve o) S E(s) + (€)% + [ VED. (1040)

2 t
H3/20¢> +/S (||u||w2»‘1+ + lIpllyray + ||77||W371/q+,q+)
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Next we sweep up the missing terms in D. Note that for 0 < k < 2 we have that
oty — ofu- N = FOF, (10.47)

where F60 = 0, FO! is given by (A.6), and F%2 is given by (A.13), and in any case F5* vanishes at the

endpoints +¢; consequently,
2 2

D 0fu- NI =D [0 nlf <Dy (10.48)
k=0 k=0
Similarly, using with £ = 2 in conjunction with Proposition we find that
1020120 S 1070 N a ey + 1FS2 3120 S 1107ul[30 + ED S D, + €D. (10.49)

Combining these with (10.46)) then leads us to the estimate

£~ 0+ [ e + e+ [ vep, (10.50)

S
and in turn we see from this that if £ < §y for sufficiently small universal dg, then we can absorb the last
term on the right onto the left side and deduce that

£ - €@ + [ DS e+ (10.51)

Step 6 - Energetic enhancement through dissipation integration: We now integrate the dissipation to
improve the energetic estimates with Proposition

t
2 2 2 2
10 () 53724 —arrz S 10m(8)| 73724~ /2 +/ 18 117j8/20=— + (|07 || 3y3/2-a
S

t
S 10m(8) 25724 e + / D (1052)
and
2 2 K 2 9 112 9 ¢

Hatu(t)HH1+67/2 S ”815U(S)HH1+57/2 +/s H(?tUHHlJrs, + HatuHHl 5 HatU(S)HHH-E,/z +/S D. (10.53)

We can then combine these with ((10.51f) to deduce that

¢

80 - €0+ [ DEEW +EE)Y (10.54)

for
E =&+ 10ul3pnse_so + 1011257240~y - (10.55)

Step 7 - Elliptic energy enhancement: Propositions (7.1 and Theorem applied to (v,Q,§) =
(u,p,n) and § = €4, show that

lullyar + Ipllras + nllya-s/osar S I9eull g2 + 19l gaame + & < VE+€. (10.56)
Theorem [9.4] provides the estimate
1010l 2 S 10l s + |02l s + 190l yovosce_ o + € + €2 S VE + £ 4 €32 (10.57)
Squaring these and summing with &, then shows that
ESE+EYN? (10.58)
and so if £ < §g, with §y made smaller than another universal constant if need be, then
Ex<E. (10.59)

Plugging this into (10.54)) shows that

() — (E@)*? + /t D < E(s) + (E(s))%/2. (10.60)
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Step 8 - Conclusion: Taking dp again to be smaller than a universal constant if necessary, we can
absorb the £3/2 terms in (10.60)), resulting in the inequality

E(t) + /tp < £(s) (10.61)

for 0 < s < t. Note that £ < D, so £ is integrable on (0,7"). We can then apply the Gronwall-type estimate
of Proposition to see that £ decays exponentially: there exists a universal A > 0 such that

E(t) <eMEWO) forall0 <t < T. (10.62)
Also, taking s = 0 in ((10.61]) and sending ¢ — T shows that
T
/ D < £(0). (10.63)
0
Combining the previous two estimates completes the proof. ]

APPENDIX A. NONLINEARITIES

In this appendix we record the form of the commutators that arise in applying 0F to (T.41]) as well as
some estimates for the function R defined by ((1.34).

A.1. Nonlinear commutator terms when & = 1. When 0; is applied to (1.41]) this results in the
following terms appearing in (3.1)) for £ = 1,2.

Fl=— divg, 4 Sa(p,u) + pdivg Dy, gu — u - Vg, gu — pu - V qu + 8,5277 ¢ Koou + &J)ﬁatl(agu (A.1)

o Co
F? = —divg,au (A.2)
F? = 8y[R(D1¢o, 01n)] (A.3)

0

F4 = ,UJD(%.AUN + I:gn - 081 ((1—|—|811£']0|2)3/2 + R(algo, 8177)) - SA(p, ’U,):| Gt./\/' <A4)
F? = yDg, quv - 7 (A.5)
FS =4 -ON = —u10:0um. (A.6)
FT= 7/’(@?7)3377- (A7)

Observe that F% vanishes at £ since u; vanishes there.

A.2. Nonlinear commutator terms when k = 2. When 9} is applied to (1.41]) this results in the
following terms appearing in ([3.1)).

Fl=-2 diva, 4 S4(0p, Oyu) + 241 div 4 Dy, 40 u
- diVBtQA Sa(p,u) + 2udivy, 4 Dy, au + pdivg Da?flu
—2u - Vo, 40ru — 20pu - V 40w — 204w - Vg, AU — U - Vaszu — Bfu -Vu

+ 28t77§)8tK028tu + 2a§ﬁ§)Ka2atu + 2a§ﬁg)atf(a2u + Bf’ﬁéiKﬁgu + atﬁg)aff@u. (A.8)
F? = —divge 4 u — 2divg, 4 Gu (A.9)
F3 = 92[R(01¢o, 1)) (A.10)

Ft = 21Dy, A0 uN + MD@?AUN + pDy, AuON

010
+ 2¢Oy — 200 (
[ S NTFNPRNOEE

_ _ Om _ 2
o =001 (s + R0 ) = Salp)| N (A1)

L ARG, amn) 2540, am} N
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F? = 2uDg, A0suv - T + pDg2 quv - T (A.12)
FG = 28{& . at/\/ +u- 8152/\[ = —26tu1618m — u1818t277. (A.13)
ET =" (9m)o}n + W (0m) (07 n)*. (A.14)

Once more, note that F'% vanishes at 4/ since u; and O;u; vanish there.
A.3. R and Q. Recall that R is given by ([1.34]). The following records some essential estimates for it.
Proposition A.1. The mapping R € C*(R?) defined by (1.34) obeys the following estimates.

1 [* R 0;R oyR
sup 3/ R(y,s)ds + <y27 Z) z (yvz) 4 Y (2y,z)
(y,z)€R2 z 0 z z z
2Ry, z 0.0, R(y, 920, R(y, z
+[02R(y, 2)| + |2 z(j’ )| 4|22 Z(y | 4103, )] + yz(y) +1020,R(y, )| | < oo.
(A.15)
Proof. These bounds follow from elementary calculus, so we omit the details. O
We also record here the definition of a special map related to R. We define Q € C*°(R?) via
z BQ

Q)= [ Rlyr)dr = G20.2) = Riy.2), (A16)

APPENDIX B. MISCELLANEOUS ANALYSIS TOOLS
In this appendix we record a host of analytic results that are used throughout the paper.

B.1. Product estimates. We begin with some useful product estimates. First we recall a fact about
Besov spaces.

Proposition B.1. If s > 0 and 1 < p,q < oo, then B, ,(R") N L>(R") is an algebra, and
<
17905 S 171z Nallzg, + £l 5 gl (B.1)
In particular, if s > n/p then By (R") < L*(R") and hence B, ,(R") is a Banach algebra.

Proof. There are many proofs. See for instance, Proposition 1.4.3 of [10], Proposition 6.2 of [27], or
Theorem 2 of [33]. O

Then we can prove the supercritical product estimate.

Theorem B.2. Suppose 1 < p < oo and that r > 0 and s > max{n/p,r}. Then for ¢ € WP(R"™) and
P € WPP(R™) we have that pyp € H"(R™) and

et llywre S llellwsn 19lwre - (B2)

Proof. Note first that for 7 > n/p we have that W"P(R") = B} (R") is an algebra, and so the stated result
is trivial. We may thus reduce to the case 0 < r < n/p.
If » =0, then
levlle < M@l 19l Le < cllllysr ¥l (B.3)
by virtue of the standard supercritical embedding W*?(R™) — CP(R"). On the other hand, since
W#P(R") = B, ,(R") is an algebra for s > n/p

e llywss S Nlellwon 19l - (B4)
Thus, if we define the operator T, via Ty = @1, then T, € L(LP(R™)) N L(W*P(R™)) with
||Tg0HL(Lp) S H@HWW and ||T@||£(Ws,p) S H90||Ws,p~ (B~5)

Standard interpolation theory (see, for instance, [39]) then implies that T, € L(W"P(R")) for all 0 < r < s,
and

1T oy S ol (B.6)
This is equivalent to the stated estimate when 0 < r < n/p. O
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This result may be extended to bounded domains through the use of extension operators.

Theorem B.3. Let @ # Q C R" be bounded and open with Lipschitz boundary (or an open interval when
n=1). If1<p<oo, r>0, and s > max{n/p,r}, then

||f9||Wr,p(Q) S ”fHme) ||9||Wm7((2) : (B.7)

Proof. If E is the Stein extension operator (see, for instance, [37]), then
HfQHWnp(Q) S HEng”Wnp(Rn) < HEfHWSvP(Rn) HEQHWnp(Rn) S HfHWs,p(Q) ”g”wnp(Q) : (B.8)
U

B.2. Poisson extension. Let b > 0. Given a Schwartz function f : R — R, we define its Poisson extension
Pf:Rx(—b0) — R via

Pflar,as) = /R f(eye2relez 2min e (B.9)

The following records some basic properties of this map.

Proposition B.4. Let 0 < b < co. The following hold.

(1) P extends to a bounded linear operator from LP(R) to LP(R x (—=b,0)) for each 1 < p < 0.

(2) P extends to a bounded linear operator from H*~V/2(R) to H*(R x (=b,0)) for all s > 1/2.

(8) Let1 < p < co. ThenP extends to a bounded linear operator from Ws=YPP(R) to W5P(R x (—b,0))
for all 2 < s e R.

Proof. The first item follows from the fact that P can be represented by convolution with the Poisson
kernel, Young’s inequality, and the fact that b is finite. The second item follows from simple calculations
with the Fourier representation : for instance, see Lemma A.5 of [I7]. For the third item we note that
P f satisfies the Dirichlet problem

{Aszo in R? = {z € R? | 2, < 0}

Pf=f ondRZ. (B-10)

Suppose that f € Wk_l/’”p(R) for 2 < k € N, then standard trace theory shows that there exists
F € WkP(R?) such that F = f on OR?. Then g = Pf — F satisfies the boundary value problem

Ag=—-AF ¢ WF2P(R2) inR%2 ={z cR? |29 <0} (B.11)
g=0 on OR? . '

The LP—elliptic theory (see, for instance, [2]) then shows that for each x € R we have the estimate

19llwrr (@ ((@,0))) < C(F:p,b) (HFHW’CvP(Q,((:g,O),Qb)) + ||9||Lp(Q,((x,0),2b))) ; (B.12)
where we have written Q_((z,0),r) = (x —r,x +r) x (—r,0) for the lower half-cube. Writing
ne”Z

we deduce from this and the simple overlap geometry of these cubes that

9l wep@x (=b,0)) < Ck,,b) <||FHW’€vP(R><(—2b,O)) + HgHLP(RX(—%,O))) : (B.14)
However, from the first item (applied with 2b in place of b) and trace theory we know that
90 o @ (25,00 < IPFllo@u(—2,0)) T Il o@n =280 S If lwr-1m0 () » (B.15)
and hence
I9llwen@x -0y S I lwr—1/m) - (B.16)

In turn, we deduce that
H,Pf”wk,p(Rx(fbp)) g HfHkal/pyp(R) : (B'17)

The previous estimate shows that P extends to a bounded linear map from W*=1/PP(R) to WHP(R x
(=b,0)) for every 2 < k € N and 1 < p < co. Then standard interpolation theory shows that it extends
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to a bounded linear operator between the same spaces with k replaced by 2 < s € R, and this is the third
item. O

B.3. The Bogovskii operator. The Bogovskii operator [§] gives an explicit right inverse to the divergence
operator via a singular integral operator. The operator may be readily defined in Lipschitz domains and
avoids many of the technical difficulties encountered in using PDE-based methods to construct such right
inverses. We record some properties of this operator now.

Proposition B.5. Let  C R? be given by (1.23), and let 1 < p < co. There exists a locally integrable
function Ggq : Q x Q — R? such that the integral operator

Bof(r) = /Q Gal,y)f(v)dy (B.18)

is well-defined for f € [O/q(Q) ={feLiQ)| [, f =0} and satisfies the following.
(1) Bg is a bounded linear map from LI(Q) to Wol’p(Q;]R2).
(2) If f € LY(RY), then u = Bof € W&’p(Q;R2) satisfies

divu=f inQ (B.19)
u=0 on 0f.
Proof. See [§] for the original construction or Chapter 2 of [I] for a more detailed treatment. O

B.4. Gronwall variant. We now record a variant of the classic Gronwall inequality, based on a result in
[26].

Proposition B.6. Let 0 < T < oo and suppose that x : [0,T) — [0,00) is integrable. Further suppose that
there exists a > 0 such that x satisfies

t
x(t) +/ z(r)dr < az(s) for all0 < s <t <T. (B.20)
Then .
z(t) < min{2, av/ele " 2a2(0) for all0 <t < T. (B.21)
Proof. First note that (B.20]) provides the trivial estimate
z(t) < az(0) forall 0 <t < T. (B.22)

Now fix 0 < t < T and define the absolutely continuous function y : [0,¢] — [0,00) via y(s) = ft x(r)dr.

Then (B.20) implies that ’

y(s) < ax(s) = —ay(s) fora.e. 0 < s <t (B.23)
and so the standard Gronwall estimate and (B.20)) imply that
t
y(s) < e ¥/%y(0) = e_s/a/ z(r)dr < e/°z(0) for all 0 < s < t. (B.24)
0
We then integrate (B.20]) over s € [t/2,t] and use this estimate to see that
t ¢
fx(t) = / z(t)ds < o / z(s)ds = ay(t/2) < ae” /) 5(0), (B.25)
2 t/2 t/2
and hence 5
z(t) < TOée_t/(%‘)m(O) forall 0 <t <T. (B.26)
Combining (B.22) and (B.26)), we deduce that
2
z(t) < min {a, :ée_;a} z(0) forall 0 <t < T. (B.27)

The result then follows from this after noting that

2
a<t= Tae*i < 2¢~2a and 0 <t<a=a< ael/Qe*i, (B.28)
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which mean that
2
min {a, tae_;a} < min{2,a\/§}6_i for all ¢t > 0. (B.29)
U

B.5. Estimates via temporal derivatives. Next we record a result about how temporal derivatives and
interpolation.

Proposition B.7. Let I denote either Q or (—{,f). Suppose that f € L*((0,T); H{(T)) and O:f €
L2((0,T); H2(T")) for 0 < so < 51 and 0 < T < oo. Then for s = (s1 + s2)/2 we have that f €
CY([0,T); H*(T')), and we have the estimate

t
LF Oz < 1F ()N +/ 1171+ 106117752 (B.30)

forall0<t<71<T.

Proof. See, for instance, Lemma A.4 in [1§]. O

B.6. Fractional integration by parts. Here we record a sort of fractional integration-by-parts estimate.

Proposition B.8. Let 0 < s < 1. Then
¥/
] / Zalfg\ <o gl e (B.31)

Proof. Since 0 < 5 < 1 we have that (see, for instance, [25]) H*/2((—¢,()) = HS/2((—€,€)). Next we note
that

01 € L(LA((=4,0); HTH(=4,0)) N LIH ((=€,0); L* (=L, 0))). (B.32)
Since L? = (L?)* = (HJ)* and H~! = (H})* we may then use interpolation theory to find that
o1 € L((H, L2)178/2,2; (L?, H71)173/2,2) = L(H"2((~€,0)); H*/*((—£,0))). (B.33)
Using this, we may then estimate
L
/601fg‘ <01 f =2 N9l grsr2 S NN ppr=sr2 Mgl sz - (B.34)
n

B.7. Composition in H*((—¢,/)). The following result provides a useful composition estimate in frac-
tional Sobolev spaces.

Proposition B.9. Let f: (=, £) x R = R be C' and satisfy
<\f(967Z)! + [01f (2, 2)]

2|

sup sup + |02 f (x, z)|> <M < 0. (B.35)

z2€R |z|<f

Then for every 0 < s < 1 there exists a constant C = C(s,¢) > 0 such that if w € H*((—(,{)) then
f(’u) € HS((_E’ E)) and

LGl < CM JJull s - (B.36)

Proof. Let u € H5((—¢,¢)). We use the difference quotient characterization of H*((—¢,¥)), which shows
that

£ Gz =< I w72 + [FCow)]Fre, (B.37)
where
bt r,u(x)) — U 2
el = [ [ M= Ly Bas

To handle these note that by (B.35)), for z,y € (—¢,¢) we have that
[f (2, u(2))| < M Ju(z)| (B.39)
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and
1
f@,u(@) = fly,uly) = | ‘ g/t + (1 =ty tu(z) + (1 = t)u(y))dt
1
= (ﬂﬁ—y)/ O f(ta+(1=t)y, tu(z)+(1-t)u(y))di+(u(z) / O f (tz+(1=t)y, tu(z)+(1=t)u(y))dt,
’ (B.40)
[ (@, u(@)) = [y, uy))| < Mz = y| (Juy)] + [u(@)]) + M |u(z) = u(y)|. (B.41)
These allow us to bound
Gl < M2 ullzs (B.42)
and (using Tonelli’s theorem and the fact that s < 1)
— u u(y)|?
et <2 [ [ (el +2lu) + BO L) o,

< C(s, O)M? ||ul32 + 2M?[u)%.  (B.43)

for a constant C(s,¢) > 0. Upon combining these we find that (B.36] holds.
t
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