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THE THREE DIMENSIONAL MAGNETO-HYDROSTATIC EQUATIONS WITH
GRAD-RUBIN BOUNDARY VALUE

DIEGO ALONSO-ORAN, DANIEL SANCHEZ-SIMON DEL PINO, AND JUAN J.L. VELAZQUEZ

ABSTRACT. In this work, we study the well-posedness of the three dimensional magneto-hydrostatic equation
under Grad-Rubin boundary value conditions. The proof relies on a fixed point argument to construct
solutions to an elliptic-hyperbolic problem in a perturbative regime by means of pseudo-differential operators
with symbols with limited regularity in Holder spaces. As a byproduct, the employed technique in this work
is more flexible and simplifies the arguments of the proof in [4] for the two-dimensional setting.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND PRIOR RESULTS

Plasma is an ionized gas consisting of freely moving positively charged ions, electrons and neutrals. It
is by far the most common phase of ordinary matter present in the Universe. Plasma processes can be
described mathematically by the so called magnetohydrodynamic equations (MHD). These equations, first
proposed by H. Alfvén, describe electrically conducting fluids in which a magnetic field is present. The
applications of plasma physics are many and are divided in two main areas: laboratory thermonuclear fusion
and astrophysical plasmas. An important class of equations in magnetohydrodynamics are the so called
magneto-hydrostatic (MHS) equations which describe steady magnetic fields with trivial flow and are given
by

jxB=Vp inQ,
VxB=j inQ, (1.1)
V-B=0 in
where B denotes the magnetic field of a perfectly conducting plasma, j = V x B is the current density and
p is the plasma pressure on a suitable three-dimensional smooth bounded domain 2.
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Equations (1.1) are particularly relevant to understand coronal field structures, stellar winds as well as in
the study of equilibrium configurations in plasma confinement fusion [21, 22]. It should be noted that these
equations also describe stationary solutions to the 3D Euler equations in fluid mechanics, with B playing
the role of the velocity field v of the fluid, j the role of the vorticity and p being the negative of the Bernoulli
function. Indeed, using the vectorial identity j x B = B-VB — +V(|B|?), we have that equations (1.1) read

{ B-VB=V(p+3|BJ*), inQ, (1.2)

V-B=0, in Q,

which is equivalent to the steady 3D Euler equation for incompressible fluids after the identification of variable
B o vandp+ %|B |? <> —p. Subsequently, we will elaborate on the boundary conditions considered for the
MHS equations (1.1). From a mathematical perspective, systems (1.1) and (1.2) are identical, allowing us
to apply analogous methods for the 3D stationary incompressible Euler equations (1.2).

In this manuscript, our focus relies on examining particular boundary value problems associated with
(1.1) where components of the magnetic field are prescribed in different parts of the boundary 092. The
study of boundary value problems for the magneto-hydrostatic equations (and also steady incompressible
Euler equations) can be traced back at least to the seminal work of H. Grad and H. Rubin, cf. [23]. In this
paper, the authors presented several meaningful boundary value problems related to the magneto-hydrostatic
equations (1.1) in two dimensional and three dimensional cases. As it is pointed out in [23], the structure of
the equations (1.1) suggest that the natural domains €2 to solve boundary value problems have the property
that 0Q = 024 U 0Q)_ where

00_={zxed:(B-n)(z) <0}, N ={xed: (B -n)x) >0} (1.3)

Here n denotes the outer normal to 0€2. In [23], the authors proposed to prescribe in addition to the normal
component of the magnetic field B in the whole 02 one of the following additional boundary conditions

p given on 02—, p given on 0§, (1.4)
p given on 02—, j-n given on 0N)_, (1.5)
p given on 02—, j-n given on 0f),, (1.6)
B; = B— (B-n)n given on 09)_. (1.7)

Notice that B -n has to be chosen in such a way that (1.3) holds. The role of the boundaries 0Q2_, Q4 can
be exchanged by using a transformation B <> —B. The rigorous construction of solutions to the previous
boundary value problems was not addressed in [23].

To the best of our knowledge, solutions to boundary value problems for (1.1) were first constructed by D.
Lortz in [29], although the boundary conditions used in that article are different from (1.4)-(1.7). Besides
Lortz approach, there are two main techniques to construct solutions to (1.1), namely, the Grad-Shafranov
method [24, 36] and the vorticity transport method introduced by Alber [2]. The core principle of the
Grad-Shafranov method is to transform the steady Euler or the MHS equations into an elliptic equation for
which a plethora of techniques are available. The Grad-Shafranov approach is restricted to two-dimensional
problems or 3D problems with some additional symmetry. See for instance, [3, 13, 14, 15, 26]. Recently,
this technique has been also used to tackle the question of controllability of the full magneto-hydrodynamic
equations, cf. [28].

On the other hand, in [2], Alber introduced an alternative method to derive solutions with non-vanishing
vorticity for the 3D steady incompressible Euler equation. Essentially, Alber constructed solutions wherein
the velocity field v = vg + V' is decomposed as a base flow and a suitable small perturbation. The boundary
value problem for the Euler equations is reduced to a fixed point problem for a function V' combining the
fact that the vorticity satisfies a suitable transport equation and that the velocity can be recovered from the
vorticity using the Biot-Savart law. In particular, using this method, Alber showed the well-posedness for
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the system (1.1) together with boundary conditions (1.5). Several extensions adapting Alber’s idea to deal
with similar boundary value problems have appeared in the literature, cf. [31, 37, 40].

In [3], using the methods of both Alber and Grad-Shafranov, the first and last authors constructed two-
dimensional C%“ solutions to (1.1) satisfying different types of boundary value conditions, cf. [3, Table 1]
to see the class of boundary value conditions considered. Furthermore, in [4], introducing a novel idea based
on solving an integral non-local equation the same authors studied the solvability of (1.1) with boundary
value conditions (1.7) in the two-dimensional case. To that purpose, the authors derived Hélder estimates
for a class of non-convolution singular integral operators.

The main objective of this article is to study the three dimensional boundary value problem extending
the methods initiated in [4], i.e., our goal is to study the system (1.1) with boundary value conditions (1.7)
in the three-dimensional setting. This issue has been addressed in [35]. We will delve later (c.f. Subsection
1.2) into the novelties and key ideas needed to extend the previous result to the three-dimensional setting.

The time dependent analogue of the boundary value problem (1.1) (or equivalently (1.2)) has been studied
in [6, 18, 19, 32]. The strategy followed in those articles consists on writing an elliptic equation for the pressure
p that allows to obtain the pressure in terms of the magnetic field B (or equivalently the velocity field V).
After computing the pressure p, using a fixed point problem for small times ¢ one can directly compute
the magnetic field (velocity field). This allows to show local existence of solutions to the time dependent
boundary value problem. Notice that the existence of solutions to the time dependent problem (even globally
in time solutions) does not imply the existence of a steady state solution. This particular issue has actually
been remarked in the monograph [6, Chapter 4, Section 7.4].

1.1. Notation. In this subsection, we collect the different notations that will be used throughout the
manuscript.

Geometrical setting. The equations are studied on the manifold Q@ = T? x [0, L] with L > 0. We also
use the notation 02 to denote the boundary of €2. The two components of the manifold are denoted by
0Q_ =T? x {0} and 9Q, = T? x {L}. We denote by n the normal in Q. More precisely, n equals the outer
normal in 024 = T? x {L}, and the inner normal in 0Q2_ = T? x {0}. We write the subscript B, to denote
the tangential component of a generic vector field B on 0.

Functional spaces and Fourier transform. We define the space of Holder continuous functions as
CHQ) = {f € Co() : [ fllca(ay < 0},

where Cy(2) denotes the set of bounded continuous functions on Q. The Holder space is equipped with the

norm
1 loe@ = SLF@) + laas Flag= swp LSO
zeQ) T#Yy;1,yeN |1' y|

Similarly, for any non-negative integer k we define the Holder spaces C**(Q) as
k
Q) ={feCy(): ||f||ckya(sz) < oo},
equipped with the norm
1f oy = max supld®f(z)| + 33 [°F], ¢
Ik zen =" ’

where 8 = (81,82) € Ng and Ny = {0,1,2,...}. We will sometimes write the shortcut [l instead of
[lcr.agy- Similarly, for the supremum norm of function |[-[| ;) we just write [|-||,, . Notice that in the
definitions above the Holder regularity holds up to the boundary, i.e in . We omit in the functional spaces
whether we are working with scalars or vectors fields, this is C*(Q, R) or C*:%(, R3), and instead just write

C*2(Q). The specific type of functional space (scalar or vector) will be clear from the context. Moreover,
we will denote Holder spaces on the boundary of the manifold, namely on 02, 9Q, and 0Q_ by C**(0Q),
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Ck2(062,) and C**(92_) respectively. We identify functions f € C**(T x T), k = 0,1,... and a € (0,1)
with the subspace of functions in C**(R x R) such that f(x + 27,y + 27) = f(x,y).
The Fourier transform of an integrable 2w — periodic function f in variables x,y is defined as

27 27
Flm,n) = f Fl,y)e @D oy
0 0

Moreover, if the function f is sufficiently regular we can reconstruct it out of these Fourier coefficients

according to the formula
1
.f(xay) - (277)2

Z F(m, n)el @) (mmn)
(m,n)ez?
To shorten the notation, we will use £ = (m,n) and r = (z,y). We define the average of a two periodic

function f as

1
)= e |, Sav) dady

We will write f to denote the mean free function f = f — .

Operators and constants. Let X and Y be Banach spaces. We say that T is a bounded operator from X to
Y if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that ||Tul|y < c|ju| s, Yu € E. The norm of the bounded operator T'
is defined and denoted as

[ Tully
”THL(X,Y) ii% HUHX )

Moreover, if X =Y, we just write £(X) instead of £(X, X). We will also use the brackets [ - |, in order to
denote the dependence of an operator on the bracketed function, namely T[ f] denotes that the operator T
depends in a certain way on the function f.

We will denote with C' a positive generic constant that depends only on fixed parameters. More precisely,
they will depend on the parameter L and the Holder exponent « € (0, 1). Note also that this constant might
differ from line to line.

1.2. The main result: novelties and strategy towards the proof. The main result in this manuscript
deals with the well-posedness (existence and uniqueness) of a the three-dimensional problem (1.1) with
boundary conditions (1.7), i.e, we prescribe the normal component of the magnetic field B - n on 09 as well
as the tangential component of B, this is B,, in one part on the boundary. The precise statement of the
main result reads

Theorem 1.1. Let a€ (0,1), Q = T? x [0, L], and denote dQ)— = T? x {0}. There exists a (small) constant
M = M(a, L) such that for every f € C>%(09Q) and g € C**(0)_) satisfying
[flc2e@0) + l9lo2e@a) < M,

and

f fdxz = fdx, (1.8)
Q- Q.

there exists a solution (B,p) € C**(Q) x C%%(Q) for the problem

jxB=Vp, inf,

V x B = j, n Q,

V.-B=0, in Q, (1.9)
B-n=1+f, ondQ,

B, =g, on 09)_,
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where n equals the outer normal in 02y = T? x {L}, and the inner normal in 0Q_ = T? x {0}. Furthermore,
this is the unique solution that satisfies

1B =(0,0,1)]c20(q) < M.

Novelties and strategy towards the proof. The strategy of the proof of Theorem 1.1 follows closely the ideas
used in [4] to study the two-dimensional case of Theorem 1.1. The key difficulty to solve the problem is
to obtain the value of j(x) in dQ_, i.e., jo = jlon_. To fix ideas, let us assume that (B, p) is a sufficiently
smooth solution to (1.1). Taking the curl of (1.1) we obtain the following transport equation for the current
density j that reads

(B-V)j=(j-V)Bin Q. (1.10)
This equation allows, using characteristics, to compute j on the full domain 2 if jy and B are known. Using
this value of j, we can obtain a unique magnetic field B by solving the div-curl type problem

VxB=j, inQ (1.11)
V-B=0, inQ (1.12)
if we prescribe the normal component of the magnetic field on the full boundary, i.e.,
B-n=f on ), (1.13)
as well as some horizontal fluxes of the magnetic field, i.e.
f BdS = Ji, f BdS = Js. (1.14)
{z=0} {y=0}

We remark that in the Biot-Savart problem (1.11)-(1.13) the values Jy, Jo are two degrees of freedoms that
can be understood as part of the source term in the same way as the density current j. These degrees of
freedoms are due to the non-trivial topology of the domain Q = T? x [0, L] and correspond to the two linearly
independent harmonic vector fields tangential to the boundaries. Notice that the equations (1.11)-(1.13) with
j =0and f = 0 have one trivial solution satisfying (1.14) given by %(Jh J2,0).

In order to obtain the value of jo(x) we notice that we have an additional boundary condition, namely,
the tangential component of the magnetic field B, on 02_. Imposing that the constructed magnetic field B
satisfies this tangential condition yields a non-local integral equation for the function jo(x) on 0Q_. More
precisely, we derive an integral equation for jy of the following type

jo(l‘) = F[jOvB[jO]’fa g]’ on aQ—’ (115)

where F is a non-local functional. Obtaining jo solving (1.15), we find at the same time the magnetic field
B which solves (1.9).

In order to make precise the previous ideas, we will define an operator B — T'[B] whose fixed point B
leads to a solution (B, p) to (1.9), see Section 3 and Section 6 for details.

One of the main technical challenges in this manuscript is to solve (1.15) in suitable Holder spaces. One of
the main novelties of this article in comparison with [4], is that we will use the theory of pseudo-differential
operators with symbols of limited regularity while in [4], Holder estimates were derived for a class of singular
integral operators. This new approach has two major advantages: firstly, it simplifies and unifies the tedious
hand-made computations obtained in [4] and secondly, it seems robust enough to provide similar results as
the ones in Theorem 1.1 but in more complicated and physically relevant geometrical settings.

It is also important to notice that, compared to the two-dimensional situation, Theorem 1.1 has new
difficulties intrinsic to the three-dimensional nature of the problem. Indeed, in the two-dimensional case,
the current density j is simply a scalar quantity while in our case j is a three-dimensional vector which in
addition has to be divergence free. These constraints increase the difficulty to derive (1.15). The vectorial
nature of j is also apparent in the transport equation (1.10). In this case, we have an extra stretching term
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on the right hand side of (1.10) which trivially cancels in the two-dimensional case. Although this issue
makes the analysis more cumbersome, it does not affect the regularity of the solution of the equation.

As noted in the statement of Theorem 1.1, we will restrict ourselves to a particular geometric setting,
namely, Q = T? x [0, L]. Similarly, as in the two-dimensional case, such choice of domain ensures there is
no pathological behaviour of the characteristic curves associated to (1.10) resulting from the fact that B -n
might be zero in €. Indeed, for Q = T? x [0, L] we can choose B - n in such a way that Q_ N, # 0 and
hence B - n # 0 at all points z € 0£2. Whether Theorem 1.1 holds true for domains where some singular
behaviour for B can arise, is an intriguing open problem even in the two-dimensional case.

To conclude this introduction, let us remark that in the analysis of the time-dependent problem studied
in [6, 18, 19], one key problem is to calculate the value of jy on the entering part of the domain 0Q_. As
discussed previously, this is also a crucial issue of the problem considered in this article. Nevertheless, the
value of jo can be obtained in 0f)_ integrating in time, which allows to formulate a fixed point problem for
the velocity for small times. However, in the stationary case considered in this paper, to compute jj we need
to study an integral type equation (1.15) which has source terms that depend on the values of B - n in 09
as well as the tangential component B, in dQ2_. This rigidity is one of the main reasons why we have to
work with magnetic fields which are small perturbations of trivial magnetic fields. A question that would be
interesting to study is whether it is possible to construct perturbed solutions around more general magnetic
fields or more general geometries.

1.3. Plan of the paper. In Section 2 we first collect some important functional results about Littlewood-
Paley theory and Besov spaces. Moreover, we present several key auxiliary results regarding estimates in
Besov spaces for pseudo-differential operators, existence and uniqueness results for the two building block of
the fixed-point operator: a div-curl system and a transport type problem. We devote Section 3 to present
the construction of the method to find the solutions (B, p) of the magnetohydrostatic equations satisfying
the boundary value conditions (1.9) in the linearized setting. In Section 4 we extend the analysis presented
in Section 3 to the full non-linear setting. In particular, we derive an integral equation for the current j on
0Q_. In Section 5 we provide a rigorous approach to the formal computations introduced in the previous
section and show the existence of a solution in Holder spaces to the integral equation for the current j on
0Q_. More precisely, in Subsections 5.1 and Subsections 5.2 we derive a priori Holder estimates for the main
operators involved in the integral equation. Subsection 5.3 - Subsection 5.5 are devoted to establish Holder
estimates for the remaining terms of the integral equations. Later, in Subsection 5.6 we show the existence
and uniqueness of a solution to the integral equation by using previous derived estimates. Finally, in Section
6 we provide the precise definitions of the operators required to formulate the fix-point argument and prove
Theorem 1.1 as a direct application of the fixed point theorem. To conclude, we gather in Appendix A
complementary details of some previous stated results of Section 2.

2. PRELIMINARIES: FUNCTIONAL SETTING AND AUXILIARY RESULTS

In this section we collect the main tools needed in our analysis. More precisely, we start by recalling
some well-known facts about Littlewood-Paley theory and Besov spaces. Then we present, into some extent,
the theory of pseudo-differential operators in periodic Holder spaces (and Besov spaces) together with some
estimates for symbols of pseudo-differential operators that will be important in the subsequent arguments of
the present article. To conclude, we establish estimates for the two building block of the fixed-point operator:
a div-curl system and a transport type problem. For the sake of completeness we have also included in the
Appendix A the proof of one of the stated results contained in this section.

2.1. Littlewood-Paley theory and Besov spaces. We recall here the main ideas of Littlewood-Paley
theory in R? and the relation with Besov spaces. These are classical results which can be found with full
detail in [11, 39].
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We begin by defining the so called Littlewood-Paley projections, which rely on a technical construction:
the dyadic partition of unity. We have the following result

Proposition 2.1. Let C be the annulus {€ € R? : 3/4 < |£| < 8/3}. There exist radial functions x, ¢ such
that x € CL(By/3(0);[0,1]) and ¢ € CF(C;[0,1]) satisfying

VEERY, Xx(&)+ D @278 =1, Y 27 =1
7=0 JEL

Furthermore, their support satisfy
5= 7' = 2= supp ¢(277) v supp p(277) = &,
j= 0= supp x N supp p(277-) = &.

By means of the previous functions x and ¢, we can define the non-homogeneous dyadic blocks (A;);ez
as

A;j=0 ifj<-2, A =x(D), and A; = p(279D) if j=0. (2.1)
Here, f(D) stands for the operator u +— F~1 (f(£)u(€)). Therefore,
Aju = 2903(27.) xu for all j > 0,

and hence |Aj||zr—rr < 00 for every p € [1, o0], and that these norms are independent of j. We also introduce
the following low frequency cut-off operators

Si=x@27D)= > Ay j=0 (2.2)
k<(j—1)
As expected, this cut-offs operators approximate distributions in the following sense
Yu e S'(RY), u = 2 Aju  in the sense of S'(R%).
j=—1

By means of the Littlewood-Paley decomposition, we can define the following class of non-homogeneous
Besov spaces

Definition 2.2. Let s € R and p,q € [1,0]. We say that a tempered distribution u € S'(R?) belongs to the
non-homogeneous Besov space B, , if

lullzg, = | @7 125ulr)

jez e < % (2.3)
Besov spaces are complete normed spaces (B;q; [ - HB; q) and are independent of the partition of the unity
used to construct them. Moreover, non-homogeneous Besov spaces have nice properties of duality. More

precisely, for p € [1,00) we have that the dual space of B, ,, denoted by (B, ,)’, coincides with

(Byg) = By

p',q"
where p’, ¢’ are the conjugate exponents of p, ¢, respectively, cf. [39].

Besov spaces are interpolation spaces between Sobolev spaces WP (R%). In fact, an immediate application
of Littlewood-Paley theory gives us that the spaces W*?(R9) coincides with the Besov spaces B;f’p and their
norms are equivalent for p € (1,00). In then endpoint case p = o0, Besov spaces can be identified with Holder
spaces. In particular, the Holder space C™*(R?) corresponds with the space B F5(R?) for any s € (0,1).
Moreover, the norms in both spaces are equivalent. We will use the following identification (cf. [39]):

B3 (R ~ Clsb==lsl(RY), for s ¢ Ny. (2.4)

In the sequel we will assume that s ¢ Ny.



8 D. ALONSO-ORAN, D.SANCHEZ-SIMON DEL PINO, AND J. J.L. VELAZQUEZ

2.2. Symbols, pseudo-differential operators and adjoints. In this section, we collect some classical
results on pseudo-differential operators. Our analysis will be restricted to pseudo-differential operators with
symbols of limited regularity. We will make stress on the notion of adjoint of a pseudo-differential operator
and the boundedness of those operators in Holder spaces. For a thorough and systematic review of smooth
pseudo-differential operators we refer the reader to [1, 30, 38].

Let us start by defining the class of symbols we will deal with throughout the article:

Definition 2.3. Let s € R.\Ny, and m € R. We define the symbol class S™(s) consisting on functions
a(-,-) such that for every multi-index

[6Za(-&)les < Cos(1+ €)™, (2.5)
Therefore, if a € S™(s) is a symbol, then
1 )
Op(a)u(z) = 7J ez, E)u(€)de, for all 2 € R? (2.6)
(2m)4 Jga

defines the associated pseudo-differential operator. If u € S(R?), then 4 € S(RY) and therefore a(x, )u(€) €
S(RY) for every x € R?. As a result, the integral (2.6) exists and is well-defined.
Moreover, using Fubini’s theorem, we can calculate the formal adjoint of Op(a)u(x)

(OP (@) ) ey = g7 | | € Sater i(€)a0(E) do

Gyt | | e tate ) dripde
1

- G f @(f)fe*”fmv(x) dxd€.

Since v,u € S(R?), one can check that e™%a(z, )u()v(z) € LY (R? x R?). Using the fact that (4,v);. =
(u, )2 we obtain that

Op(e)"(x) = 57 | [ €1 4alt oty e 7

We refer the interested reader to the complete monograph [38] for further details.
It will be also convenient when estimating the norms of pseudo-differential operators (2.6) to define the
following semi-norms

Definition 2.4. Given s € Ry\Ny and | € Ny, we define the following family of semi-norms in the symbol
class S™(s):

lallm.sx = sup sup (1 + £ |07 a(-, ©)]
Iyl<! geRn

CS.

Next, we collect an important property regarding the boundednesss of a pseudo-differential operator acting
on Besov spaces. The result can be found in [30, Lemma 4.5]. However, we include a more detailed and
complete version of the proof in Appendix A.

Theorem 2.5. Let a € S™(s), then Op(a) defined in (2.6) extends to a bounded operator
Op(a) : B’y *(RY) — By i (RY). (2.8)
More precisely, we have that
102 myie, Brg) < Clalm.s .2y (2.9)
for all multi-index v with |y| > d



THE 3D MHS EQUATION WITH GRAD-RUBIN BOUNDARY CONDITIONS 9

Corollary 2.6. Let a € S™(s), then Op(a)* defined in (2.7) extends to a bounded operator
Op(a)* : BY, o, — B3 % (2.10)

00,00 *
Moreover,

H Op(a)*“[j(ng7m,B;fo’g‘) < CHCLH’W,S,Z"ﬂ'
Therefore, recalling that B3, ,(R?) ~ C*(R%), we have shown that for symbols a € 5™(s)
10p(a)*[ 2(cs me),co-m (rayy < Clalm,s,2py-

2.3. Transferring properties to periodic pseudo-differential operators. It is worth to notice that
the presented objects and results in the previous subsections are defined on the whole Euclidean space R?.
In particular, we have shown that the adjoint of the pseudo-differential operator given by a symbol a € S™(s)
is bounded from C*(R%) to C*~™(R%). However, as discussed in Section 1 and as stated in the main result
of this work (cf. Theorem 1.1), this is not directly well-suited to our geometrical setting. Indeed, we need to
work in periodic domains, namely, in the periodic torus T¢. For instance, we have to define pseudo-differential
operators Op(a)*u for u € C*(T%). Moreover, the involved operators we will deal with are given in terms of
formal expressions involving Fourier series. In this section, we will prove that these formal expressions can
be rigorously identified with the adjoint of a pseudo-differential operator as long as the space of functions
we are working with is sufficiently smooth.

In the following, let us show that pseudo-differential operators map periodic functions into periodic
function as along as the symbol a(z, ) is also periodic in the x variable.

Lemma 2.7. Let s ¢ N, and v € C® be periodic. Assume that a € S™(s) is periodic in the x variable with
the same period as v. Then Op(a)*v is also periodic, and has the same period as v.

Proof of Lemma 2.7. We need to check that

Op(a)*v(z + h) - u(z)dx = Op(a)*v(z) - u(z)dz,
Rd Rd
for h the period of v and u € S(R™). First of all, since Op(a)*v € C*(R?) — S'(R%), we find that
S; (Op(a)*v) — Op(a)*v in §'.

Therefore, using the dual pairing formula for Bf ; and B3%,, (cf. [11, Remark 2.2.8]) given by

00,00
0

v(u) = Y, DT Ay, Aju),
J==1|j—j'I<1

and the definition of adjoint operator yields

Op(a)v,uy= Y, (A;(Op(a)v),up= 3 > (A;(0p(a)*v),Aju)

j=-1 J=-1l]j'—jI<1

Z (Ajv,0p(a)u).

j=—1

Finally since Z;‘C:A Ajv converges uniformly to v, we obtain that

0

Op(@)v,uy= > (A, A (Opla)u)y = 7 (Ajv,0p(a)u) = {v,0p(a)u),

i=—1lj—jl<1 i=—1
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where we have used the fact that Op(a)u decays faster that any polynomial. Consequently for u € S(R?),

Op(a)*v(z + h) - u(x)dz = J v(z) - Op(a) (u(z — h)) dz

Rd i
- ﬁ J v(@) f a(w — h, £)u(€)e’ M ¢ deda
= [ o) - vt (- myae
R4
- [ 0vler oo o,
Rd
as desired. .

In the following, let us present the main result of this subsection which relates the regularity of the adjoint
of a pseudo-differential operator acting on periodic functions and its precise Fourier coefficient expression.
The proof relies on a lemma which relates the regularity of a function with the decay of its Fourier coefficients
using Wiener spaces. For the sake of completeness, we recall the definition of Wiener spaces and the
aforementioned lemma.

Definition 2.8. Denote by A(T?) the space of continuous functions such that
[ulaceey = D 1@(€)] < 0.

ez
The space (A(TY), || - | acra)) usually known as Wiener algebra is a Banach space.
The following result can be found in [25, Section 3.3.3]:

Lemma 2.9. Suppose that u € C\¥21(T?), and that all partial derivatives of order |£] of u are of class C7
with ¢ — 4| <~y < 1. Then, ue A(T?Y), and

|ull acray < [1(0)] + C(n,v) sup [0%u] e (ray < C(d,7)|u] gz -
lal=]%]

The main result of this subsection reads

Theorem 2.10. Letk > 1, and a € S°(k+a) with 0 < a < 1, periodic on the first variable and v € C**(T?).
Then, Op(a)*v equals a C**(T?) function with Fourier coefficients given by

Op(a)*v(§) = LW L ' v(r)a(r, §)e™ " dr. (2.11)

Proof of Theorem 2.10. To that purpose, take u € S(R?). Then, by the same reasoning as in the proof of
Lemma 2.7, we find that

FOp(@)"] 1) = v, Op(@)) = 7o [ 7@ ( [ at <>ﬁ<g>eir<dg) or

2

m—0o0

= lim v(r)(f a(r, g“)u(—()e"'cdg“) dr
[—7m,mm]? R2

= lim u(—¢) (J U(T)a(r,g“)e—”'cdr>dc.
m—aw Jg2 [—7m,mm]?
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Here, F represents the Fourier transform in the sense of distributions. Due to Plancherel’s theorem and the
fact that v(r)a(r, £) is 2w-periodic on the r variable,

J‘[wm,wm]2 v(ralr C)eiiT-Cdr - Z ﬁ (»[Jl? v(rja(r, C)eig.rd7‘> : (J‘[m'n,mw]z eir.(gc)d’f) .

£ez?

Plugging it into the previous expression,

* : 1 () i&r W(C—&)r
Op(@’v, w = fim o [ P (J[_M]Qv(r)a(n@ef dr) ( e dr) (~0)ic.

We are now interested in taking the integral over [—7m, 7m]? outside to be able to take the limit. We see
that, for every ¢ € R?,

v(r)a(r, C) € Ck’O((TQ) and Hﬁ(')d(', C)HC’“"‘(T?) < Ca
with C' independent of ¢, so by means of Lemma 2.9, the Fourier coefficients

o(6:0) = [ oar e du e A(T),

Moreover,
<C,

le(& Ol < € [o0at-0)|,
with C independent of (. Therefore,

J;R2 Z JL—#m,me

£ez?

dz d¢

(J v(r)a(r, <>eif”‘dr> (9
[—m,7]?

< C(27rm)2J lu(¢)|d¢ < co.

R2
Invoking Fubini’s theorem, we can exchange the order of the x, the ( and the £ integrals, where the latter is
taken with respect to the counting measure. Hence,

<Op(a)*v, 7.L> - mh—r>n00 [*ﬂ'm,ﬂ'm]’é’ .562232 (j]@ (J[W;TF]Q U(T)a(r, C)eigq‘dr> ez(cg)xQL(C)dC) - (212)

To conclude the proof we would like to check that the limit tends to the integral in the whole space, but it
is not even clear whether such limit even exists. To show the existence of the limit, we have to provide a
better decay for the integrand in the x variable via an oscillatory integral type argument. More precisely,

we have that
1+ 2 7< z&rd > i(—C+E&)x CdC) d
1+leP) Y (J U{_Wv(r)a(r ) dr | O ru(Q)dC | da

£ez?

- Z (L{z (J[ . v(r)a(r, C)eig'rdr> (1- Ac)ei(cg)'zu(g)cK) dr.
Eez? -

Using integration by parts combined with the fact that u € S(R?) (and therefore has very fast decay) we get
a combination of terms of the following type

Z (JRQ (J[ - v(ﬂ@?a(ﬁ()e—if'rd?“) ei(c_f)'””@?u(C)dC> dx.
cez2 -7,
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Consequently, since a € S°(1 + «),we can invoke Proposition 2.9 once again, to show that the resulting
integral is finite. This fact, allows to take the limit in m and also to exchange the x integral and the sum

in (2.12) to find that
Z JRZ (JRQ (L o Tr)a(r, C)eii-rdr> e¢(<§)xu(<~)d<> de.

oy =
<Op(a) v, U> - (27’(’)2 o

Finally, notice that the function

¢~ u(—Q) f v(r)a(r, ()" "dr

[771"71']2

belongs to the Schwarz class and hence by the Fourier inversion formula, it follows that

©Op(@)v, w = ), (f[ Pv(r)a(r,g)ei“dr) u(=¢).

£eZ?

Now, since that for any v € C(T?) and u € S(R?), it holds that

iy = > D(E)u(-9),
Eez?
the result follows. O

Remark 2.11. Theorem 2.10 shows that if a € S™(1 + «), we can define Op(a)*v for v e C1*(T?), and
obtain formula (2.11) for its Fourier coefficients. One can notice that such expression only depends on the
values of a(x, &) for & € Z2. This implies that Op(a)*v = Op(b)*v for every other symbol b€ S™(1 + «) that
coincides with a(z,£) on & € Z2.

In this article the situation in somehow reversed, i.e. we are given a certain operator T acting on C**(T?)
that formally resembles the adjoint of a pseudodifferential operator with a symbol a(x, &) that is a priori only
defined for € € Z2. Thus, we can invoke Theorem 2.10 if we extend the symbol a(z,&) to all R? smoothly so
that the extension a(x,&) € S™(1 + «). Typically, there is one obvious extension of a(x,§) in such a way
that the new symbol a(x, &) is smooth outside the origin and satisfies

[02a( &)l et < Cylem M. (2.13)

However, extending the symbol is such a way lacks the correct behavior at the origin. Nevertheless, taking a
cut-off function p € C*(R?) such that ¢ =1 on small neighborhood around the origin and ¢ = 0 outside a
ball of radius %, the symbol

S™(1+a) 3b(x,£) = ¢(0) - az,0) + (1 = ¢(&))a(z,)),

and extends a(x,£). As a consequence, due to Theorem 2.10, the operator T defines a bounded operator in
CY® and its norm can be estimated by the constants Cy, in (2.13).

2.3.1. Classical Mikhlin-Hérmander multipliers in R? and T?. A particular case of pseudodifferential
operators are Mikhlin-Hormander multipliers. Mikhlin-Hérmander multipliers of degree m are
“pseudodifferential operators” with symbols a that only depend on £ and that satisfy a modified version of
the decay estimates:

10a(§)| < C’W|§|m_‘”’|7 Vv e Nd.
These can be defined for a large class of functions, and some multiplier theory give us boundedness in

L?(R?), for instance. Note that, due to the Remark 2.11, Mihklin-Hérmander multipliers are bounded from
C™+2(T9) to C%(T?) and more in general C*+™(T%) to C*(T?) for k,m € Ny, cf. [38].
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There are two prominent examples operators whose symbols are Mihklin-Hormander multipliers: the
Hilbert transform A and the Riesz operator R;. The former is given by the principal value integral
1 dy
Hf(x) =pv.— f flz—y) —,
T Jr Y
and has the associated multiplier

m(§) = —isgn(§), R

The latter is also expressed by the principal value integral

Yj
R — | 2 _fr—y)d
if () J}Rd |y|d+1f($ y) dy,
where j = 1,...,d. The multiplier is given by

&

m;(§) = —i=.
! iy

We take as a convention that m;(0) = 0. The Riesz transform operator will appear throughout this work

repeatedly. Moreover, as a consequence of the previous exposed arguments we infer that the Riesz transform

is a bounded linear operator such that
R; : CH(TY) — CFo(T?). (2.14)

2.4. Holder estimates for the div-curl system and transport type problem. In this subsection,
we present two auxiliary results regarding Holder estimates for the two building blocks, the div-curl and
transport problem, employed in order to apply the so called vorticity-transport method mentioned in Section
1. Although the two auxiliary results rely on well-known and classical ideas (cf. [17, 20]), we prefer to include
them in this subsection to make the article as self-contained as possible.

2.4.1. Hélder estimates for the div-curl system. The first auxiliary result we present deals with the well-
posedness and regularity of solutions to the div-curl system. More precisely, we show the following result:

Proposition 2.12. Let Q = T? x [0, L], j € C1*(Q,R3), f e C*%(0R), and J1, Jo € R. Assume that j is
divergence free, and that that f and js satisfy the following compatibility condition

LQ, j3=0 and LQ, f= Lsh I (2.15)

Then, there exists a unique solution W € C%*(Q,R3) for the div-curl problem

VxW=j 1inQQ,
V-W=0 inQ, (2.16)
W-n=f ondQ,

with S{x=0} WwdS = Ji, S{y=0} WdS = Jo. Furthermore, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
Wllc2a@) < C (lillcra@y + [ flleza@a) + 1] + [J2]) - (2.17)

Proof of Proposition 2.12. The proof follows the lines in [3, Proposition 3.11]. However, we need to modify
the argument accordingly to the three-dimensional setting. To solve the system (2.16) we first examine two
complementary auxiliary problems, namely

AZ =—j inQ,
Z1 =0 on 69,
Zy =0 on 09,

6323 =0 on &Q,

(2.18)
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and

{ Ap=0 1in £, (2.19)

0,9 =f on 0N

Here, Z = (Z1,Z2,Z3) is a vector, ¢ is a scalar function and v is the outward unit normal vector to 0

and 0,¢ = V¢ - v. Therefore, since j € C1%(Q,R?), the components Z;, Zo are the unique solutions to the
classical Dirichlet problem. Moreover, by classical Holder estimates it is well-known that

1Z1]cs.2(0) < Clilcraw), [22]csea@) < Clilore@)- (2.20)

On the other hand, due to Schauder theory for the Neumann problem and the compatibility condition (2.15)
there exists a unique zero mean solution ¢ to (2.19). Moreover, we have that

[#llcs.e) < Clflcza@a)- (2.21)

We are left with the existence and uniqueness of the component Z3 which solves a Neumann type problem.
Therefore, to ensure the existence and uniqueness we just need to show that

[ -0
Q

d 27 27 21 27 27 27
T J Jadzdy = — J Orjrdxdy — J 0272 dxdy = 0,
zJo Jo o Jo o Jo

where we have used the divergence free condition on j and the periodicity of j in the x,y variables. Thus,
using the compatibility condition (2.15) on 0Q2_ we conclude the assertion. Consequently, a unique mean
zero Zs solution exists. Moreover, similarly as before, it satisfies

1Z3]cs.0 () < Clljllore(q)- (2.22)
Combining (2.20) and (2.22) we infer that
1Z]lcs.e ) < Cljllcre- (2.23)

Indeed, we find that

To conclude we define W as
W =V xZ+Ve¢+ A& + Asés,

where A; and A, are given by

Jl L 27 L 27
A= — — f V x Z(0,y,2) - erdydz — J V¢(0,y,2) - erdydz, (2.24)
2nL 0 Jo o Jo
J2 L 27 L p27
Ay = — — J V x Z(x,0,z) - eadxdz — f V(x,0,z2) - eadxdz. (2.25)
2mL o Jo o Jo

Therefore, it can be readily check that
VxW=VxVxZ=V(V-Z)—AZ=j inQ.

Notice that V - Z = 0, since Z € C**(2,R?) solves (2.18) and by hypothesis V - j = 0. Similarly, we have
that V.-.W = A¢ =0in Qand W-n = (Vx Z)-n+ d,¢ = f on Q. Moreover, by construction of the
constants Ay, Ay the flux condition on W are also satisfied. Furthermore, by means of (2.21) and (2.23) we
find that

Wleze@) < C (lileva@ + 1 fleza@aq) + [l + [ J2]) - (2.26)
To show the uniqueness of solutions, assume that W e C?*(Q,R?) solution to (2.16) with f = j = J; =
Jo = 0. Then, we have that

Vx(VxW)=—-AW =01in Q.
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Since W3 = 0 on 092, we conclude that W3 = 0 in €). Hence,
V x W = (—=03Wa, 0sW1, 1 Wy — 0:W1) = 0,
i.e. W; = W;(z,y) for i = 1,2 are harmonic functions in T2. Thus,
W = (41, A2,0) in Q,

for Ay, Ay € R. However, since J; = Jy = 0 we obtain that W = 0 in . Then uniqueness follows by
linearity. ]

2.4.2. Hélder estimates for the transport problem. The second auxiliary result focuses on Holder estimates
for a transport problem. We present first an elementary result regarding the uniqueness and regularity for a
system of ODEs, using the method of characteristics. We just sketch the proof, since it is a straightforward
adaption to the three dimensional setting of the result in [3, Proposition 3.7].

Proposition 2.13. Let v € C?%(Q;R?). Then, there exists a unique solution ¥, € C*%(Q) solving the
system of ODFEs
{ Do = 9(V,,2), 2€[0,L] (2.27)
\I’O = (337y)7 (xay) € T?
Moreover, for every z, U, describes a C** embedding, so that there exists a constant C = C (|v|2,a, L) such
that

[Wefoa <C 051

2,0 < C. (2.28)
In order to show Proposition 2.13 we will repeatedly use the following calculus result

Lemma 2.14. Let u : Q — Q be a Lipschitz function, and f : Q — RY be a C*(2,R?) function. Then,
foue C*Q;RY).

Proof of Proposition 2.13. The existence and uniqueness of solutions to (2.27) follows from the classical
Picard-Lindel6f theorem. Moreover, since v is a bounded, periodic and globally Lipschitz, the solution exists
for all z € [0, L]. The the function ¥, : T? — € defines a topological embedding for each z (cf. [12, Theorem
7.1]). In only remains to check the regularity bounds (2.28). Direct differentiation shows that

ov,

2 = v(V,, 2),
2V,  ou(V,,2) ov(¥,,2) ov(¥,, 2)
azQ = aX Ul(\I/Z,Z)+TUQ(\I/Z7Z)+T.

Therefore, invoking Lemma 2.14 we find that
102920 < [0o0s 1022200 < CIDV]oo (0] o0 + 1),
[029.]a < C([Dv]alv]ew + [ Dvlw[v]a + [Dvla) (IDP.[E + 1).

Since [Dv], < C|v|c2, we get the desired estimates for the z derivatives of ¥,. To bound the x derivatives,
standard results of differentiability with respect to parameters of ordinary differential equations yield

ov,
oz

and hence we obtain bounds for the C! norm of ¥,. To estimate the C* Holder semi-norm in the z variable
and higher order O estimates we proceed in similar fashion. In order to show C*“ bounds for the inverse
U1 we find the following relation between

v, = (X(x,y,z),Y(:c,y,z)), \I’;l = (Xil(z7y7z)7yil(xay7z))a

< (1 + H”UHclLeLuvncl) ;
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namely,
ox—!  ox~! X
ox oy Z oy oy 1
(3372%2’) = exp _J Dv(x,y,s)ds (\I/z (x,y),z)
ovy~t oy ~! 0 _ oYy 20X
ox oy ox ox

Using the previous relation we can readily check that W' is Lipschitz. Moreover, using the representation
one can compute Holder semi-norms and higher order derivatives in terms of ¥, proving the desired bounds
(2.28) and concluding the proof. O

In the following we will derive Holder estimates for the hyperbolic transport problem

{@ﬂ+U*VM—(%VM in 2,

J=1Jo on 0f)_. (2.29)

More precisely, we show the following result:

Proposition 2.15. There exists My small enough so that for every b e C*(; R?) with |b|c2.« < M < My
and jo € CH%(T?;R3), the system (2.29) admits a unique solution j € C(£;R?). Moreover, there exists a
constant C' = C(a, L) such that

[7lere < Cliollore (2.30)

Furthermore, let j1, 7% € CH(Q;R3) be two solutions to (2.29) with b given by b, b? respectively. Then, we
have the lower order estimate

15" = 5%l < C[lds — ddllce + ldglorealbt = b%ca]. (2.31)

Remark 2.16. If we compare Proposition 2.15 with its two-dimensional analogue shown in [3, Proposition
3.8], [4, Proposition 12], we notice that in this case we have an extra stretching term in the hyperbolic equation
(2.29), namely, (j - V)b. Nevertheless, from the regularity point of view, this term has better regularity than
the transport term, and thus we can show identical bounds (2.30)-(2.31) as for its two-dimensional analogue.
The idea of the proof also follow closely the one in [3, Proposition 3.8], [4, Proposition 12].

Proof of Proposition 2.15. Tt is well-known that the first order hyperbolic transport problem (2.29) can be
solved via method of characteristics. More precisely, let us introduce the flow map defined by (characteristic
lines of (2.29))

oX _ b

0 T 14b30

&z/ B b23 (2.32)
0z T 1+b3?

with initial data X (z,y,0) = z, Y (z,y,0) = y. Here, we denoted by b, for £ = 1,2,3, the components of the
vector field b. System (2.32) yields formally two maps

v, =(X)Y), ®=(7,,2). (2.33)
Moreover, note that if My < 1, the right hand side in (2.32)
by 2 b 2
Cc=*(Q Cc=*(Q
1+b3€ ()7 1+b3€ (),

and hence, Proposition 2.13 shows that ¥, ® € C%%(Q) with C%(Q) inverse. Therefore, the solution j to
system (2.29) is explicitly given by
where w satisfies the differential equation

{W:A(b@))~w 0<z<L

0z

. B , (2.35)
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where the matrix A(b) has entries A;; = fjr?,; with 4,7 = 1,2,3. We know that ® is Lipschitz, and thus
(again, since My < 1) we can deduce that the function A(b(®)) € CT*(R3, M3(R)). Therefore, the system
(2.35) has a unique solution w for every (z,y) € T?. As a consequence, the representation formula (2.34)
gives us the unique solution for the hyperbolic transport equation (2.29).

In order to prove estimates (2.30) and (2.31) we make use of the C%* regularity of ® and the fact that w
satisfies a linear equation. Integrating (2.35) and using Gronwall’s inequality we find that

. lblc: Llblcr
< 1 L ,
fulle < Lok (14 1% Lexp (21

and hence by means of the representation formula (2.34) we deduce that

17l < Clljollo-
To derive higher order estimates, we make use of the classical chain rule formula
Dj = (Dwo®')- Do~ (2.36)

One the one hand, recalling Proposition 2.13 we infer that D®~! € C1*(Q2), and thus it is Lipschitz. On
the other hand, direct use of the representation formulas (2.34) and (2.35) shows that

ow )
B fuwlc < Cliole

< C|bl e
2 < CMlo 7
Similarly, differentiating w.r.t the 2 variable in (2.35) we obtain

00w 040X~ 0AyoY o, 0w
0z 0 0X 0z T oY ox T P Top

Integrating for 0 < z < L and invoking once again Grénwalls inequality we find that
ow
ox

Mimicking the previous estimates w.r.t the y variable and combining them together shows that ||w|c: <
Clljo]lc1- Hence, using formula (2.36) we conclude that

1
1— M,

. —1_|Ip .
< (liler + Clblc2l|®f e [wlo) (1 + bl s Le ™5 | '01> < Cljolcr-
0

liller < Clijoller-

Hence, since |[D® 1|, < C , estimate (2.30) follows if we prove that [Dw], < C|jo]c1.«. To that purpose,
denoting by r1 = (z1,41), r2 = (22,y2) and differentiating (2.35) we have that

oV,
VA

(r1,2) J

azui
_ ;Aij%

6 f?lUi (9lUi é?ﬂ]s
5 (G- Fonn) < 2V Ay

Jw;
+ZA”%
J

(r2,2)

(T17Z) (T27z)
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Integrating between 0 and z and suitably pairing the terms, we obtain

ow; ow; 0jo Jjo
o 07 T g )| S 07(“)‘%(’“”
+2 \VA (r1,8) — VAy(r2,s)] L‘I’S(r) lw; (1, s)| ds
ij\I'1, 8 ij\r2, s - 1 gL,
aqf o,
+ZJ IV Ay (ra, s 22 )| g ()] ds

2 (1)

lwj(r1,s) —w;(ra, s)| ds

+ EJ ‘VAZ] Tro, S

ow;
+ZL A4y (r1.9) —Aij(m,s>|‘agj(m,s) s
+2J |Aij(ra, s (7“1 8)—%(7“ s)| ds
R ’ or '
ow ow

z
< Clr = 12l liolcne + Clplcne | ds.
0

aix(rla 8) - 67(7'2’5)

Here, we have used the fact that b € C?%(Q;R3) with [b]c2« < My < 1 which implies
A(b(®)) € CL2(R? M3(R)), the fact that ¥y € C?%(Q) and that w € C'(Q;R3). Therefore, invoking

Gronwalls inequality yields
0 0
r12) = S20r2,9)] < Clilenelra = ral™.

The same computations can be carried out to show that

ow ow
aiy(rlﬁ z) - aiy“?’z)

< Clljoloralrs —r2|™.

and conclude bound (2.30). It should be stressed that the constants we obtain depend on «, and on L and
[b] 2.« via the estimates we get from Gronwall’s inequality. However, this C' is an increasing function of
[b] c2.a, which is bounded from above by My. Thus, we can get a C' = C(«, L) as claimed in the statement.

To show the difference estimate (2.31), we have to repeat the previous ideas. For the rest of the proof,

we will use the notation (-) = () — (-)2 to denote the difference of two quantities. For i = 1,2, denote by
w; the solution of (2.35) associated to the magnetic field b* with initial condition j§. Analogously, denote by
'’ to the change of variables arising from the characteristic equation with magnetic field b*. Then, by using
the explicit formula j* = w’ o (®¥)~!, we have that

J=wo (@) +w?o(®) !t —w?o (@)L (2.37)
The last two terms on the right hand side in (2.37) are bounded by
0?0 (@1) (2,5, 2) — w? o (82) L (2, 2)] < [wler [F2] < Ljollene | T2

Moreover, \172 satisfies the ODE
oxX _ bn b37b2b3
0z T (T4bL)(1+62)°

oy by, b2 b2bs
0z (1+b1)(1+b2)
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with initial data )Z'(x, y,0) =0, 37(36, y,0) = 0. Integrating between 0 and z, we readily see that

2M,
1— M,

To bound the first on the right hand side in (2.37) we first notice that

ow — Ab2<(b2) . w =+ wl (Abl (¢1> — Ab2(q)2)) z > 07

V(2,9 < 8o

Next, since
JADBH (D)) — AB*(8%))]o0 < [AD (@)oo B0 + Ao < Cb]cos

we conclude after integrating in z that
z
91 < € (lflle + liololBlo) | 121
0

An application of Grénwalls inequality yields the desired estimate. To show the complete C'* norm estimate
one can argue analogously. |

For further reference, we include here the following result, which is a corollary of Proposition 2.15. This
will be used later in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Corollary 2.17. Consider My < 1, b € C>%*(Q;R3) and jo € CH*(T?,R?) as in Proposition 2.15. Let
j e CH(Q;R3) be the unique solution of (2.29), and j€ CH*(2;R3) be the unique solution of

037+ (b-V)7=0 1inQ,
{ J=1Jo on 0Q_. (2.38)
Then, there exists a constant C' = C(«, L) such that §j = j — 7 satifies
10 [c1.e < Clbllc2|jollcro (2.39)

Moreover, if we have two magnetic fields b* and b*, and two initial conditions jt, and jé, we can estimate
their difference:

167" = 05%ce < Cbt = b?[ore (ldg — d5low + 167" lora 0" = 6% ce) - (2.40)

Proof. We know that the solution for (2.38) is given by 7 = jo o ®~!, where ® is given by (2.33). We need
to estimate the difference 65 = (w — jo) o @~ where w — jy satisfies the following problem

&(wazjo) =Ay-w=Ay-(w—7j0)+A-jo 2>0,
w—70=0 z=0.

The rest of the proof follows after applying the same ideas as in the Proposition above, with the main
difference that now the initial condition is zero. This allows us to obtain estimates that depend directly on
[blc2.«. For example, for the L* norm of w — jo we can integrate the ODE above, and after using Gronwall’s
inequality,

lw = Jollee < Clbller ol co-

The C1* bounds to show (2.39) follow similarly. In order to show estimate (2.39) for the difference, one can
mimic the same ideas done in Proposition 2.15 to show (2.31). O
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2.4.3. Transport divergence condition along characteristics. To conclude this subsection, we provide an
important result regarding the transport nature of the divergence free condition along characteristics. A
similar result was already provided in Alber [2]. However, in [2] the magnetic field B and hence the current
j (being more precise, the fluid velocity field v and the vorticity w) is one derivative more regular which
allows to understand the operators and the equation in the pointwise sense. We need to modify and adapt
the argument to handle our regularity hypothesis.

Proposition 2.18. Letb e C%%(Q) be a divergence free vector field that satisfies the hypothesis in Proposition
2.15 and B = (0,0,1) +b. Assume that jo € C»*(0) and denote the unique solution to (2.29) by j. Assume
further that divjleq_ = 0. Then, divj =0 in Q.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to show that

B -Vdivj =0, in Q, (2.41)
is satisfied in the sense of distributions. More precisely, we will show that
z=L

, Yo e C*(T? x [0, L]). (2.42)
z=0

[ @vis-ve= [ i) B
T2x[0,L] T2

Testing the left hand side of (2.29) against Vi and integrating by parts we find that
3

By dpjj 05 = f 0¢(Bejj0jp) — f By jjoe0;0
leﬁm[o 1] Z T2%[0,L] Z 2

£,j=1 ¢,j=1YT*x[0,L]

— (Bsj-V)liiy - Z J Bw'j 0e0jp,

0,5=1

using that B is divergence-free. The same argument applied to the right hand side of (2.29) yields

> | @B e

f]l XOL]

3
- Z f jg Bj agajga.
£,j=1 T2x[0,L]

Combining both identities we obtain that

L |y dV0) BV = Gy BV — (B Rl
2x [0

3
S [ o =GBVl -
(21912 %[0,

The terms on the right hand side containing 03¢ cancel out. Therefore, integrating by parts in x, y we deduce
that

(s B V) = (B3 j- V)= {js Bi1o1p) + {js Bz O2p) — (B3 j1 1) — (B3 j2 020)
= — {013 B1 @) — (02j3 B2 p) + {j3 03 B3 ) + {01 B3 j1 @) + {02 B3 ja ) — (B3 0343 ) + (B3 divj )
={(J-V)B)=L{(B-V)j)+{(Bsdivj ) = (Bsdivjp),
yielding (2.42). The result follows after we show the uniqueness of weak solutions. To that purpose, we

will use the following duality argument. Take 1) € C?(T? x [0,L]) an arbitrary function and consider the
following backwards transport problem

B-Vp=1, inQ,
{ @ =0, on 0. (2.43)

Recalling that B = (0,0, 1)+ (b1, ba, b3) and |b|c2 < 1 by hypothesis, we can use the method of characteristics
to solve equation (2.43). The resulting characteristic curves yield a C? change of coordinates, and given that
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1 € C? we have that ¢ € C?(T? x [0, L]). To conclude, using the fact that ¢ = 0 on 0§20, and by hypothesis
divj = 0 on 09—, we find that both terms in the right hand side of (2.42) lead to no contribution. Thus,

f divj - ¢ = 0,V e C*(T? x [0, L]),
T2x[0,L]
showing that divj = 0 in Q. ]

3. THE LINEARIZED PROBLEM

The main purpose of this section is to describe the formal idea behind the method illustrated in the
introduction to construct a solution (B,p) of the magnetohydrostatic equations satisfying the boundary
value conditions (1.9). Although we avoid any technicalities and remark that the exposed ideas are purely
formal, we believe that the following digression is instructive to understand the core ideas towards the proof
of Theorem 1.1.

To that purpose, we have to define an operator I' which has a fixed point b such that B = (0,0,1) + b
is a solution to (1.9). Following the ideas developed by Alber in [2] (as well as in subsequent works [3, 4])
we divide the problem into two building blocks: a first order transport-type equation for the current j, and
a div-curl problem for the magnetic field B. Given, b € C*%, we define j € C1'*(Q) as the solution to the
transport equation

((0,0,1) +b) - V)j = (j- V)((0,0,1) +b) in €,
S (3.1)
j=2jo on dQ_
Expanding the equation, we readily check that
. by . b2 . .
=A(b
a3J+14_1)351]+1_i_b352‘7 (0)J,
where the matrix A(b) reads
0;b
A(b) = (ag;)ej, with agy = ———  for £,5 = 1,2,3. (3.2)
’ 1+ b3

If b is a small perturbation, ||bHc2,a(Q) « 1, and dropping the small nonlinear terms, the resulting equation
simply reads d3j = 0 in Q and hence, j remains constant along the vertical variable, this is

i(@,y,2) = j(z,y) = jo(z,y) in Q. (3.3)
Notice that jo(x,y) is an unknown of the problem. Taking into account this approximation, we solve the
div-curl problem to recover a new magnetic field B. Since B = (0,0, 1) + b, then the resulting problem is
given by
V x B = jo(z,y) in Q,
V.-B=0 inQ, (3.4)
B-n=f onof,

and complemented with the integral conditions
f B-dS=J, and J B-dS = Jo.
{z=0} {y=0}

The fluxes along the two directions of the period of the torus are a degree of freedom of the div-curl problem
(3.4). Those conditions will be used in the sequel to obtain a uni-valued pressure function. Later, we will
also impose that the constructed solution B = (0,0,1) + b also satisfies the boundary condition

B, =g=1(91,92) on 0Q_. (3.5)
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In order to solve (3.4), we use a vector potential Z. More precisely, we transform (3.4) into an elliptic
problem for Z. To that purpose, we define

B =V xZ+ A(0,0,1), where A= f= f. (3.6)
oa_ oy

The newly defined potential vector Z solves the following auxiliary problem

—AZ = jo in Q,
Z2 = hQ_, Zl = h_ on GQ_, (3 7)
Zy=hy — (27\')2’ Zy=hi + (2ﬂ)2 on 09, )
632 = —(91Z1 52Z2 on aQ,
where the different h+ (¢ = 1,2) are defined as
{L'y sty7 ds_i f(3y7 )d7
0
27 Yy 2w p27
hi(z,y) = —— J f(s,t,0)dtds + —— f f(s,t,0)dtds,
! 2 Jo Jo 2m)2Jo Jo
z T 27 (38)
h;(l‘,y)zj f(S,y,L)dS—? f(S,y,L)dS,
0 ™ Jo

1 27 py 27 p27
hf(a@y):—% . Lf(s,t,L)dtds—k J ; f(s,t, L) dtds.

(2m)* Jo
System (3.7) consists on two uncoupled Dirichlet problems for Z; and Z5, and a Neumann problem for
Zs3. The first two problems for Z;, Z; can be solved without any further complication, but the Neumann
problem for Z3 requires that j satisfies an integrability condition, which is indeed a consequence of j§ having
zero mean and imposing that j is divergence free. Furthermore, one obtains as an easy consequence that Z
has zero divergence. Indeed, the divergence free condition on j and the choice of Z3 implies that div Z is
harmonic with zero boundary conditions, i.e. divZ vanishes. Therefore, formula (3.6) gives us a solution for
the div-curl system. Similarly as in the two dimensional case [4, Section 2], in order to solve the Dirichlet
elliptic problem for Z; and Zs, one can apply Fourier transform in the two periodic variables x,y. This
transforms the two elliptic problems into two uncoupled second-order non-homogeneous ODE with constant
coefficients. After using variation of parameters method we find that

7 _ sinh(|¢|L) — sinh(|€]|z) — sinh([§|(L — 2))~1 .\ e
1(Ta Z) 66222 |§|2 Slnh(|§|L) jo(f)e
% ir-€ A+ Smh |§\ ) Jirt o
+£EZZ:2 hy (€) sinh(|€|L) + GZZ:Q smh sm(en)’ T L (3.9)

_ o sinh([§|L) — sinh([¢|z) — sinh(|€[(L — 2)) 2 .\ e
A= 2, |£|2sinh(|£|L) e
/\_ SlIlh |£|( WE /\+ Slnh |£‘ ) iré <
+€§g smh(|§|L * &ZZ; Jan(en) ¢~ enn (3.10)

where we used the notation r = (x,%) € T2. In the previous sums and throughout the rest of the article, the
zero Fourier mode £ = 0 is understood as the limit as £ — 0. More precisely, if £ = 0 we will use that

sinh(|¢(L—2)) L—=z sinh(|£|2) z

sinh([€[L) L ' smh(€L) L’
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and

smmmwwwmmmw—$mma@—z»_,g(l_z)
€2 sinh(J€[L) 2 '

Furthermore, for further reference, if £ = 0 we follow the convention

cosh(§L) 1 L || 1 |¢lcosh(lelr) 1 1)
€lsinh([Z)  2° sih(€lL) L' smh(ElL) L '

In order to compute Z3, one can solve the Neumann problem, but it can be easily deduced a posteriori
by means of the divergence free condition. Indeed, assuming that the constructed solution is divergence free
we obtain

01721 + 0245 + 0323 = 0, (312)
we have that 0373 = —0301Z1 — 0302Z5. Taking the Fourier transform in the first two variables, the equation
reads

—~ ~3 . o~ . o~
€17 Z3(€,2) = 7(€) —imadsZ1 (€, 2) — inds Za (€, 2). (3.13)

Notice that the previous equation is trivially satisfied for & = 0 for an arbitrary choice of ?3(0, z) since
A3
Jo(0) = 0. Therefore, combining (3.9), (3.10) with (3.13) we obtain that

2 1 /\3 zr{ + Z im COSh |§|Z)_COSh(|£|( Z))A»2(§)eir~£

£ e cez lel? €[ sinh(]¢| L) Jo
= ﬁ;@gmem o »

2
EELY,

Here f(z) denotes an arbitrary function and each node of the lattice & € Z? is written as & = (m,n).
Moreover, we denote Z2 = Z?\{0}. Using the zero Fourier mode of the divergence free condition (3.12) we
find that f’(z) = 0. Thus, f(z) is constant and since B is defined as (3.6) we can assume without loss of
generality that f(z) =

Hence, we have computed the potential vector field Z = (Z, Za, Z3) given by the formulas (3.9)-(3.14)
solving (3.7). Hence, recalling (3.6), we can recover B that satisfies (3.4). The main issue of this construction
is that jo(x,y) is still an unknown of the problem. On the other hand, the constructed solution B does not
satisfies the tangential boundary condition (3.5). The key idea to circumvent this problem is to choose
Jo(z,y) in (3.9), (3.10) and (3.14) in such a way that (3.5) is satisfied. This will yield an integral equation
for the unknown current jo(x,y). More precisely, since B, = g on d2_, we have that

0273(r,0) — 03Z5(r,0) = g1(r) on 00 _,
0371 (r,0) — 01 Z3(r,0) = ga2(r) on 0Q_.
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Therefore, imposing the first condition on the vector potential Z and using the explicit formulas for Z,
and Z3 given in (3.10), (3.14) respectively, we obtain

in A3 pir€ cosh(|¢|L) — 1 ~1 irg
= ), o+ 2. <|£|2X{5“*‘0}> Elsinn (el 20)°

ez, cez?
cosh(|¢|L) — 1 1 e I
+ EGZZ:Q <|§|2 X{e#0} — 1) m]o(f) € + Zl<’/') + (ZW)L (315)

The function Z; that depends only on the boundary value f (cf. (3.8)) is given by

_ ™~ m |€‘COSh |€|L zr{ L ir-g
Zi ==Yk <‘5)(|g2><{f¢°}) smh(elL) © I (|§|2X{f¢°}> ENNEIAN

¢et? cez?
A~ 2 |
: 552212 " © (|Z|2X{5¢0} B 1) iﬁfﬁg? Tt &ZZ:Z <|€|2 X{g#0} — > sir1h(§||§|L)ew£'

(3.16)

Analogously, using the explicit formulas for Z; and Zs given in (3.9), (3.14) respectively, we find that

~ 2 L |
EGZZ; ‘Zg;yg et — &% <|?2X{£¢o} - 1> mjé(ﬁ) oiré

- (QZX{#O}) (m%@ ¢ 4 Zo(r) + (2;]71)L' (3.17)

Eez?

Here, the function Z; is given by

N ‘€|COSh(|§|L) iré ot m2 o ‘€| ir-€
=2, (|§|2X{5*0} 1) sinh(E|L) ¢ Zhl(@(wx“*” 1) smh(€]L) ¢

£eZ? £ez?
€lcosh(1L) € e
h 'LT r . .]—
+5§2 + 0 (fgven ) ot - 2@ (e ) ngeme (318

Moreover, we denote g¢(r) = ge(r) — Z¢(r) for £ = 1,2. Notice that these functions depend only on the
boundary values imposed on the function B (cf. (3.5) and (3.8)). We introduce the multiplier function

cosh(|¢|L) — 1

™) = TeTsmn(eT)

(3.19)

that will be associated to the operator T defined as
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Combining the previous notations, equations (3.15)-(3.17) read
in A3 zr mn ~l ir-
Z |£‘2.70 £+ (|§|2X{§#0}> (5)]0(5)6 ¢
£eZ?, £ez2
) Jo
1 et 2
! 52 (Jegvicen 1) me0 tenL (320)
m /\3 . ~1 i
Z |§|2]0 Z £+ <£|2X{§¢0}> (E)JO(&) e’ ¢
I3/ £eZ?
mn A2 ir J1
- ¥ (Fvien ) mOREO S + o (3.21)
£ez?

Using the fact that the multiplier m(&) # 0,V¢ € Z2, it turns out that the operator T—! exists. Hence,
applying T~! to both sides of equations (3.20)-(3.21) we find that

~ ) N 2 A A J:

Gi(6) = g () xicsrol€) + (@PX{#O} - 1) o(®) + g Xicsndol€) + Spadondom,  (322)
~ ] A 2 A A J

Ga(6) = = g (M) xigrpal€) - ((?QX{#O} - 1) 30(©) ~ g Xiesn o) + pzondom, (329

where @(5) = (m(g))*@(g) for £ =1,2. For £ = 0 the solution of the system (3.22)-(3.23) is given by

Al =~ Jl ~2 _ J2
Ho(0) = Gal0) . Ga00) = ~Gi(0) + 2.

On the other hand if £ # 0 the system (3.22)-(3.23) has three unknowns jo = (j3,48,45). Furthermore,
recall that we have a constraint on the divergence of the current j, i.e. , V-5 = 0. This allows to reduce

the number of independent functions from three to two. More precisely, in the particular linearized setting
under consideration, (3.3) implies that d3j5 = 0. Therefore the divergence free condition for j yields

(3.24)

oAl A2
imjo +inj, = 0. (3.25)
Then, for £ # 0, the system of equations (3.22)-(3.25) can be inverted since
mn n? mn —
g el @)
-1 m mn im —
detA = —(m(£))™" # 0, where A = T+l - _W(m(f)) L. (3.26)
m m 0
In addition, we have that
mn 712 —im
A [€17, Ter? 155 507
B & GG (3.27)

—inm(§) imm(§) 0

and therefore, we can invert the linear system and obtain that for £ # 0

Go(€) = %GT(@ + é‘?@(é),
A\ 2/‘\ ~
Go(&) = — |”g| 1) - fg; 2(6), (3.28)

Go(€) = ingi(€) — imgs(€),



26 D. ALONSO-ORAN, D.SANCHEZ-SIMON DEL PINO, AND J. J.L. VELAZQUEZ

where in the last equality we used the fact that GAg(ﬁ) = (m(f))’lge(f) for £ = 1,2. Therefore, combining
(3.24) and (3.28) we conclude that for & € Z2

J
Jeirs £ + Gy(r) — L
6;22 e &ZZQ o ("= 12
J (3.29)
zr§+ ZT&—Gl(T)ﬂ-iZ,
- Lo L i "L?

Jo(r) = 01g2(r) — O201(r).

Hence, expression for jy in (3.29) yields the value of Z by means of formulas (3.9), (3.10) and (3.14) and
thus the value of a solution B via (3.6) solving the desired boundary value problem (3.4)-(3.5). However, the
values Jq, Jo appearing in (3.29) are until now undetermined. We will fix both values in order to guarantee
that the pressure p (which is also an unknown of the problem) is a uni-valued function in €. Indeed using
the first equation in (1.9) and linearizing around B = (0,0,1) 4+ b we find that

P22y, 2) = Op(z,y,2),  —j (Y, 2) = Oyp(z,y,2), 0=0.p(z,y,2). (3.30)

Equation (3.30) shows that p(z,y, 2) = p(z,y) and therefore j!(z,y, 2) = ji(z,y) and j%(z,y, 2) = ji(z,v)
as well. Moreover, (3.30) implies that Vp = Vpjaq_ = (jg,j3)- Hence, we can obtain a solution to (3.30)

x
p(.’E,y,Z) = J ]O(xay) dma
0

where the integral on the right hand side in the line integration computed along any contour that connects
(0,0,0) and z € €. Therefore, to ensure that the pressure p(x,y, 2) is a uni-valued function in Q = T? x [0, L]

we need that
J J (z,9,0 da:dy—OJ J (z,y,0)dzdy = 0.
o Jo 0

Using (3.29) we obtain that
J:

m_< 2 TL22:<G1>'

4. THE NON-LINEAR SETTING: THE INTEGRAL EQUATION FOR THE CURRENT

In this section, we will follow the same arguments used in Section 3 but taking into account the whole
non-linear problem. In particular, we will derive an integral equation for the current j on 0Q2_, namely,
Jo(x,y) for (x,y) € T2. As expected, the integral equation will be a perturbation of equation (3.29) in terms
of the perturbed magnetic field b and the boundary values f and g. During this section, the computations
will be again formal and we will not consider convergence issues that might arise from the Fourier series. The
following section (cf. Section 5) is devoted to justify the convergence of the Fourier series and the precise
definitions of the operators derived hereafter.

Given, be C?® and B = (0,0,1) + b we define j € C1:*(Q2) as the solution to

((0,0,1) +0) - V)j = (- V)((0,0,1) +b) in Q,
. (4.1)
j=2jo ond_.
More precisely, we can write the previous system as
. b ) by )
J3j + - g+ 025 = A(b)], (4.2)

1+ b3 14+ b3
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where the matrix A(b) reads

8j bz
1+b3
The system can be solved by means of characteristics. Indeed, using Proposition 2.15, the solution is explicitly
given by

A(b) = (azj)gyj, with agj = (43)

J(w,y,2) = wo d Ha,y, 2), (4.4)
where w satisfies the differential equation (2.35) and ® is the flow mapping defined by the characteristic
lines of (4.1) given in (2.32)-(2.33). Notice that a priori, the value of the jy, on dQ2_ is unknown.

As in the linearizing setting (cf. equations (3.4)-(3.5) in Section 3), we next solve the div-curl problem to
obtain a new field W, namely,

VxW =3 inQ,

diviW =0 inQ,

W-n=/f onofQ, (4.5)
W,=g on 0f)_,
complemented with the integral conditions
= J = J:
f W-dS = and J WdS = 2.
(2=0} (2) {y=0} (2m)
In order to solve (4.5), we use a divergence free vector potential Z, namely
W =V xZ+ A(0,0,1), whereAzj f:J f
Q- o4
The resulting problem (identical as in (3.7) in Section 3) reads
~AZ =3 in Q,
Zy=hy, Z1 =hy on 0€)_, (4.6)
Zo=h3 — 535, Z1 =i + 5o on 00, :
63Z = —5121 — (}QZQ, on (39

where the different b} (i = 1,2) are defined as in (3.8) and j = j(x,y, 2) is given by (4.4). This leads again
to an uncoupled problem for the first two components Z; and Zs. Following the approach in [4, Section 3.1],
by means of the Green’s function for the Laplace operator, the unique solutions Z; and Z, are

(r,2) J J &(E,2,20) 7 (C 20) € i(r— C)5dCd2'0
’H‘Q

£ez?
smh (|EN(L A+ smh (1€1z) z
h 1,7"5 ir-£ J
+ 2 I smh(|g|L SDIT Gy €D’ e’
gez? cez?
L
Z(r, 2) :J J Z & (&, 2, 20) 52(C, 20) €T CdCdz
Tz&eZQ
smh (|€](L A+ smh (1€1z) z
oYy (g PRI = 2)) i 5 gt SRS e 2
o sinh(|¢|L) i smh (|€|1L) (2m)L
where
1 sinh(€[2) sinh(J¢|(L—z0))
@ (el 20
&(&, 2 20) = (4.7)

| sinh(J€]zo) sinh(€](L—2))
@7 el smb(ElL) > 2,
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is the Green function solving the problem

— £ 6(&, 2 %0) + |E2B(€, 25 20) = am70(2 — 20), In 9,
® =0, on 0.

(4.8)

Following the computations (3.12)-(3.14) in Section 3 using the divergence free condition, we can determine

Z3, namely,
€€
s a[[ 2
‘f|2 o Jr2

Zg T,Z 27‘( J:Jr
036(&, 2, 20) 2(C, 20) €T CdCdzg + Y hy (€)

[z

‘é‘|2 a3®(§7 2, ZO) '1(<a Zo) ei(ric).gdCdZO

* eer2 gez2

im cosh([€|(L — 2)) ire

P e 2" (e
~+ . im cosh([€]2) oiré 7 m cosh(|¢[(L —2)) ;¢ o+ in cosh([€]z) ;¢
-3 h COSMIENE = 2)) ire N 7 ¢y 1 COSIMUEI), i,
2O ngen " 2O g 2" Ol e

(4.9)

Once we have found the only possible solutions for the vector potential Z, we can use the remaining tangential
boundary condition W, = g on d)_ which in terms of potential Z reads

0223(r,0) — 03Z5(r,0) = g1(r) on 0Q2_,
03Z1(r,0) — 01Z3(r,0) = ga(r) on 0Q_,

to obtain an integral equation for the current j. Notice that the resulting formulas are very similar to those
obtained in the linearized case with the only difference that the current expression for j is more involved.
After some lengthy but straightforward computations we find that

ZTC&dC"’J\J
T ez, B

L n > . J:
+ — — 1) 36(€,0, 20) 52(C, 20) € CdCdzg + 72, 4.10
L Lr'z gezzlz <|£2X{5¢0} 36(£,0,20) 5°(C, 20) Cdzg @r)L (4.10)

where g1(r) = g1(r) — Z1(r) and Z;(r) depends only on the boundary value f and is given in (3.16).
Analogously,

~ o im 3 i(r—¢)-€ J J
r) = 0)e d
g2 27_(_ L |£|2J C C T2

2€Z2

- 1(r—_)- ‘]
J Lz <|T7?;X{E¢o}) 338(£,0, 29) 52(C, 20) €7 CdCdzg + ﬁ (4.11)
£ez2

’LTL3

<|§2X{E¢o}) 336(£,0,20) 51 (¢, 20) €'~ dCdzg

Eez?

m2 . W(r—_C)-
(|£|2X{§¢o} — 1) 036(¢,0, ZO>]1(C, 2) e (r=0) EdCdZo

gen?

Here, go(r) = g2(r) — Z2(r) and Z2(r) is defined in (3.18). In order to write a more convenient expression
for the current, let us introduce the operator

(r, 2) J J D 038(€,0,20)0(C, 20)e’ "€ dldz. (4.12)
T2

£ez?
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In particular, for §(r, 2) = j& o ®~!, £ € {1,2} we have that

A& 0 @71 (r, 2) J f 6305 (£,0, 29) (jg od@™) (¢, 20)e! "€ dedz
T2

¢ez?

sinh(|€[(L — 20)) o)
(2m)2 f er o sinh( |§|L) (46 0 @71) (¢, 20)e™" = dCdz, (4.13)

where the normal derivative of &(&,z;29) at z = 0, i.e. 038(&,0,29) has been computed using (4.7).
Furthermore, we make the change of variable given by diffeomorphism g(n) = (X (n,s),Y (n,s)) with X,Y
satisfying (2.32) and with inverse (X1, Y ~!). The Jacobian is defined by

HX X QX' X\
Jg = ( aiy 323’ ) (n,8) = < allyfl 62Y71 ) (X(n,8),Y(n,3))-
Denoting by ©(n,s) = |J4| — 1, (4.13) becomes

sinh([€[(L—5))  Jg (1) 0w .
o i(r=2(1,5))€ gnd
Aljo o @ ](r, (2m)? f fw feze sinh(|¢|L) 1+ ©(n, 5)6 "

= (2%)2 ﬁp G(r —n,n)j¢ (n)dn, (4.14)

with

L g iA(n,s)-
_ iré B sinh(|¢|(L — s)) )€
G(r,m) = &ZZL ag(n)e's, where ag(n) = L snh(€[L) 1100, S)ds. (4.15)

Furthermore, using the same decomposition as in [4, Section 3.2], we can write the kernel (4.15) as

4
G(r,m) = Go(r,n) Z
where
Go(r) = D m(&)e™<, (4.16)
£ez?
gire [ o-lels (€A 1)
(r,m) 5§2 j ( 15009 ds, (4.17)
e [ o—lels 1,5)
=2 Jy o (i) 4 (415)
i€ e~ A ,s) _ 1>
(r,m) gezzlz J M, s (1 60 ds, (4.19)
zrf ( ) )
(r,m) 562212 J M(g, s) <1 T 60n.3) ds. (4.20)

We recall that the multiplier m(¢) is defined in (3.19) and the function M (¢, s) is defined as
e~2IEIL (gléls _ olele)
1— 6—2‘§|L

M(g,s) =

(4.21)
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Using decomposition (4.16)-(4.20), we rewrite the operator A[j§ o ®~1] in (4.14) as

4
Aljg 0 @71(r,2) = T = Tods + ., Tud (4.22)
k=1
where
1
0 4 —
o5 = oz |, Gotr =i, for ¢ = 1.2, (1.23)
1
7;]5 = 7[ gK(T - 77777>Jg(77)d777 fOI‘ K= 17 e a47 E = 172 (424)
(2m)? Jp2
It is important to notice the operator 7y coincides with the operator T in Section 3 given by means of
the multiplier function m(§) = % Therefore, 7y is an operator that can be inverted as long as

(m(€))~! # 0, fact that we have already shown in (3.26) in Section 3.
We may use now the previous digression to help us deriving the integral equation for j3. To that purpose,
we denote by 05 = j — 7 (notation introduced in Corollary 2.17) to write

j(xaya Z) = 5] +7= [(’LU - ]0) o® ! +Jjoo (I)il](xvyv Z)v in Q? (425)

where w — jo satisfies

Nwdo) — Ay (w—jo) + Ap-jo 2> 0,
w—jo =0, z=0.

Hence, using (4.25) and the definition of the operator (4.12), the second and third term on the right hand
side in (4.10) are given by

J Lz (|§|2X{5¢0}) 03 (E.0,20) 5 (¢, 20) €07 dCdz0 = Ra Ry (A(8F") + AGK))
gez?
L
f fw 2 (&x{w —1) 038§, 0,20) j(C 20) €' ¥ dCdzg = (R} — id) (A(65%) + A()) -
£ez2

We recall that R, and R, are the Riesz transforms. Thus, we infer using (4.22) that

m A3
— 8 = ReRy T + (Ry —1d) T3 + D] \él”o €)', (4.26)
EeZ3,

with §; = R.R,A(65") + (RZ —id) A(67?). Similarly, for (4.11) we find that

£ 8 = — (R2—id) T — RaR, T2 — 3 250 (e)eime, (4.27)

7 i )
g —
(271—)-[/ fEZ2 ‘£|2 O

with 8o = (R2 —id) A(65') + R.R,A(6j?). Furthermore, invoking decomposition (4.22), inverting the
operator 7y and denoting by

To=To T, Ge=Ty 'ge, Se=Ty 'S, (4.28)
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for k =1,...,4, £ =1,2, we obtain that (4.26) and (4.27) read

Gl—i S1=RRy ETKJO+(R ld ZTnJO +RRy30 (Ri_id)jg

wL? = =
m 13 ir-
+ 3 ep @) a6, (4.29)
I3/
Jl 4 4
G2 - m + 52 = (Ri - 1d) ;1 Tn](% RwRy ;1 TN](% - (R ld) R R?J]O
m 13 ire
= 2 ep @) a©e . (4.30)
3/

The resulting integral equations (4.29)-(4.30) resemble equations (3.22)-(3.23) in Section 3. The main
difference is that in this nonlinear setting we have an extra perturbation we will have to estimate and
control later on. Furthermore, similarly as in Section 3, we need to include the div-free condition to obtain
a well-defined system of equations (three unknowns and three equations). Using Proposition 2.18, and
recalling that B is divergence free, it is enough to impose that V- j = 0 on dQ_, ie. V:jo = 0.
Furthermore, V - jo = 01§ + 0258 + 03J3, so we can use the transport equation (4.2) to write d3j3 in terms
of B and the tangential derivatives of jp, resulting in

b . b
— divjo = O1jh + 0253 + A(b)ael — ——01j8 — —2— 0y
0 = divjo = 017y + O2J5 + A(b)3ejy 150, 017 150, 0230,
and hence
(1 + b3)017¢ + (14 b3)0252 + (1 + b3) A(b)3ejs — b101J5 — badojc =0, £=1,2,3, (4.31)

where the matrix A(b) is given in (4.3). Here, notation A(b)3.j§ means summation over repeated indices,
namely

A(b)3ejs = AD)ardy + A(b)a2ig + A(b)saji-
Recalling (3.2) we can simplify expression (4.31) to find that
(1 + b3)dvjg + (1 + b3)dajg + Oebsjs — b1d1jy — badajs =0, €=1,2,3, (4.32)

By means of the previous computations, we infer that

J Spy &) S T2
G- S M = RR, Y b+ (RE—id) Y Tid 38
K= 1 =
143 ir
-3 e e (1.3
I3=/44
Ji 2 . 2 .1 < 2 1
Gy — m +So+Hy =— (R;c —ld) Z TKJO _RUCRZ/ Z T”-]O +Jo
n*l r=1
_173 i
-3 |§|2< (©) Go(&)e™ . (4.34)
13=/44
where
Hy = B, (b101]8 + badajd — debsjl — bsrje — bsdai2) , (4.35)

Hy = By (b101§ + b202js — ebsjs — 030143 — b3daid) (4.36)
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and B, By are defined via the multipliers
B/--T\ =
f(&) = ‘£|2f( §), B f(g)— mzf( £).

Furthermore, the expression for j§ can be directly computed by means of equations (4.33) and (4.34).
Indeed, we have that

3 i
>, (m(€) e = 091Gy — 056, (4.37)
€€z,
and hence since by the definition of the functions G; and Gs in (4.28) we find that
Jo (r) = d192(r) — G201 (r). (4.38)
Combining (4.33)-(4.37) we conclude that the first two components of the current are explicitly given by
4
J
jo=R2 - Z Tejh + Re RyZTﬁjo—&-Sg—Hg—i—(ld R2) Gy + RRyG1 — le (4.39)
k=1 k=1
4 Ty
2 2 1 . 2
Js = Z wji + RaRy ;1 Tojd =St +Hi = (id = R}) Gi = RaR, Go + 5. (4.40)

To conclude the formal derivation of the integral equation jy we have to determine the values of the constants
Ji,Jo € R. As in the linearized case, the values Ji, Jy are crucial to ensure that the constructed pressure p
is a uni-valued function. We take the constants to be

4

% = 2, (Tuis) + (AF%)) +(G1) = ia f) + {92992 — 0201))- (4.41)
4

= 2 (Tdi) = CAG52)) +(Gr) = i /) + {g2(g2 — B21))- (4.42)

The reason of this choice will be clarified in Section 6. All in all, we conclude that the system of integral
equations we want to solve is formally given by the expression

il = (R2 —id) Z Tojd + RaR, Z T,.j2 + S2[071,652] — Ha + (id — R?) Gy + R, R, Gy

k=1

<(6192 — 0201)91) — <Jof> (4.43)

j2 = (R2 —id) Zmowzn ZTKJO S1[05',67%] + Hi — (id — R2) G, — R,R,Go

k=1

- <(5192 - a291)92> s - (4.44)

We recall that the overline notation v is defined as v = v — (v).

5. RIGOROUS DERIVATION OF INTEGRAL CURRENT EQUATION AND A PRIORI ESTIMATES

In this section, we provide a rigorous approach to the formal computations introduced in Section 4. More
precisely, we use the pseudo-differential approach in Holder spaces (mainly contained in Subsection 2.1-
Subsection 2.3) to show that the operators T, in (4.39)-(4.40) are well defined bounded operators in Holder
spaces, cf. Theorem 5.9. We will also show estimates for the differences of those operators in lower order
norms, cf. Proposition 5.13. Furthermore, we will also provide several estimates for the remaining operators
S¢,Hy and Gy for £ = 1,2, which will be needed in Section 6 to solve the integral equation (4.43)-(4.44)
via Neumann series. These bounds are contained in Proposition 5.17 , Proposition 5.16 and Corollary 5.15,
respectively.
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5.1. Holder estimates for the operators T,. Let us start this subsection by showing that the operators
T, are well-defined operators and that T, € £(CY%(T?)), x = 1,...,4. To that purpose, we recall their
precise expression:

L e 16 A(n,s) _
Tijo(r J > e (m(€)) (JO eIt <1+@(ns)1) ds) Jo(m)dn, (5.1)

£eZ?

Tair) = | 3 e 4 mie) (LLef'S <%>d5>j5(n)dn, 6.2

&ez?

Tsjig(r JZ (=8 (m (J M(&,s) (%) d8> do(m)dn, (5.3)

£eZ?

Tagf(r) = [ 3 0 (J o) (o ))ds> h(n)n, (5.4

£ez?

for ¢ = 1,2, and where we recall that (m(£))~! = % In order show that the operators T, for

k =1,...,4 are well-defined, the main idea is to define them as the adjoint of a pseudo-differential operator
with associated symbols

L —iEAs) _

ay(z,§) = (m(f))_lL €|£S(1+@(x,8)1)d57 (5.5)
L

oa(a,) = (m(e) " [ e 2 (5:)

o (F —lels (e —1)
‘13(%5) = (m(&)) o M({,s)e 1+®—(z,s)d8’ (5.7)
as@,€) = (me)* [ (e, spetels 28y, (5.8)
R 0 ’ 1+ 0O(z,s) )

Indeed, notice that formally
(6, Twio) = Op(a)x, 56,
and hence due to Theorem 2.10, if we show that the symbols (5.5)-(5.8) belong to the symbol class S°(1 + «)
the operators T, are well-defined and bounded in the corresponding Holder spaces, cf. Theorem 2.10 for
precise statement. Notice that we are in the situation described in Remark 2.11, so we just need to prove
that the obvious extensions of the symbols a,(z,§), k = 1,...,4, satisfy estimates (2.13).
In order to simplify the exposition, we define the symbols

L & A(z,s) _ 1
bi(x,§) = |§\J eglswd& (5.9)
—léls , )
(z,€) = |§\J ¢ 1+@ @ s)ds. (5.10)

Therefore, it is easy to check that
a1(2,§) = b1(2,8) +r(2,6),  a2(z,§) = ba(z,€) + r2(z,§),

where rq(z,£),ra(z,£) are smoothing remainders. Therefore, we will directly work with the new symbols
by (x,&),ba(x,€) and later also show that the same estimates and conclusions trivially hold for the remainder
terms rq(z, ), ra(z, §), and hence for a1 (z, £), az(x, £). The fast decay of the function M (&, s) defined in (4.21),



34 D. ALONSO-ORAN, D.SANCHEZ-SIMON DEL PINO, AND J. J.L. VELAZQUEZ

provides that the kernels defined out of as(z,§), as(z, ) are smooth and as a consequence the operators Tj
and T4 are smoothing operators. This fact will be shown in Proposition 5.7.

Furthermore, we consider that the functions A and © are generic functions that satisfy the following two
requirements:

Assumption 5.1. The function A 2 Q — T? belongs to C**(Q2) and satisfies that A(x,0) = 0. Moreover,
we have that there exists 5o € (0, 1) such that

[All 2.0y < o
Assumption 5.2. The function © : Q — T? belongs to C1*(Q) and satisfies that

1
||®||CIQ(Q) < 51, fO’I“ (51 € (O, 5)

We will see later that indeed the functions A and © do indeed satisfy these requirements, cf. Proposition
5.19. In the following result, we show that under Assumptions 5.1 and 5.2, the symbols (5.9)-(5.10) extend
to symbols in S°(1 + «), cf. Definition 2.3. If so, a direct application of Theorem 2.10, yields that the
associated operators Ty, Ty are well-defined bounded operators from C? to C?%2.

Proposition 5.3. Let Assumptions 5.1 and 5.2 hold. Then, the symbols by,bs given in (5.9)-(5.10)
respectively, extend to symbols in S°(1 + a).

Proof of Proposition 5.3. Let us first demonstrate the result for the symbol by (z,€) defined in (5.9). To that
purpose, recalling that the symbol £ is a Mihklin-Hérmander multiplier of degree 1, we have that

b€ S°(1 + ) = meS M1+ «).
In order to show that claim, we begin by pointing out that for any v € N? multi-index,
5g€f\£|s — o léls 28k2p2(5)7 (5.11)
with &) < || and p} (&) € C*(R?\{0}) satisfying
|0gp(&)] < €Dl (5.12)

We remark that the summation in (5.11) is finite. For simplicity we do not precise where the summation
index « is taken. Moreover, for v, 3 € N2 multi-index, we write 3 < + if the 3 is less than v componentwise.

L% bounds for 0} (b1(x,£)/|¢|). Invoking Leibniz rule and recalling definition (5.9) we infer that

et A(z,s) _ |
7 (M) -l () Saations £ () [ o (o) (o0 0) iy
ﬁ#'y

= bi1(z,§) + bia(z,§). (5.13)

Taking into account Assumption 5.1 we find that

eiA(z,s)-{ _ 1) _

i€ - O (z, w)eiE'A(z’w)dw‘ < sl€]|A] . (5.14)
0

Combining (5.11)-(5.14), we obtain that

Al Al
s (. 6)] < M0 Zj 1= elegy < IRl - '3 [T wrean
— el ~ el

||A||c;1

e e (5.15)
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In order to bound bys(x, ), we first notice that
(95'8 (e“gls) (9g7ﬁ (e“\(ﬂ”’s)'5 - 1) =e ‘5ISZS P (€) (iM(x, 5)) 7 eh@9)E, (5.16)

Using (5.16), the fact that 8 # v and Assumption 5.1 we ﬁnd that

Al K~ 18] ghE + 1yl el ||A||‘ L KBl
|b12($7f)|\ |@” ZJ |§‘ v (& dS H@H |f| v ZJ wTIY e Y%du
”A”\’Y 8|
HQHOOIEI =t (5.17)

Hence, bounds (5.15)-(5.17) yield the decay

. A [v—B8|
(bl 2. )’ (|A|C + Z IAl: >§|'71 < C|A[er €] ¥y € N? multi-index.

€l 16l =~ & 1[0l
B#~
L* bounds for 5gvr (b1(x,€)/|€]). In order to obtain L* estimates we compute
bi(x, &) JL iels ; et (,9)-€ JL e (€M@€ 1)
! - TV E e s — eV, 0(z, s)ds. 5.18
v ( € o VSTt ) e Ot (518)

Combining (5.18) with Leibniz rule we infer that

ang (bl(x’£)> = bi3(x,&) — bia(z,§),

€]
where
L
bis(z, &) = L ag (e—|§|8) iVoA(z, s) _gei/\(a;,s){Hgi‘zzs)
—Isis ) 4 -8 1A(x,s)- ds
S ()] w77 () g 6
Bry
" —lgls\ (e Alx,s V.0(z,s)
bue€) = |77 (e7197) (000 1) g s
L
Y B ( —lels B ( iN(z,s) V.0(z,s)
B () [ o (e (e o) g o (5:20
B#y

The term by4(x, &) has the same structure as (5.13) and hence performing the same estimates we find that

\MMM@ Zmnmmm

b1a(z, &) < 1= [0l 16],.)? 6170 < (A e gL (5.21)
L B<y L®
B#y

Using (5.16) and the cancellation property in Assumption 5.1, namely, V,A(z,0) = 0 we can compute
similarly that

[b1s(z,§)] < |§|_'”‘_1 < ClAfe= e~ M1, (5.22)

[A ez [Af o ZHAchIIAH
1 —[©]o 18]l
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Therefore, combining (5.21)-(5.22), we have that

[v—8l
9)| Bl | 5 e IME™ | L
(T’Vw( < =M= < OA gl
Ve T-lel. " & 1-jer, |1 ezl

B#y

[ 9lc: s HAII'” Lol

(1—10l.)" 2 (1[0l
B#y

17 < ClAefe L (5.23)

C bounds for IV (bi(z,€)/I€]). To finally show that the symbol by(z,&) € S%(1 + «), we have to prove

that the C* norms for the terms (5.19) and (5.20) have the desired decay. More precisely, we will obtain the
following bounds

[b13( &) ore < CAozalel 771, (5.24)
[b1a( ) et < CAg2alg] 711 (5.25)

Through the derivation of the bounds (5.24)-(5.25) we will repeatedly employ the elementary inequality
[fghla < [flallgleclblo + 1flelglalibllo + 11FlwlglooP]a- (5.26)

Moreover, we also have that
L L
J f('vé-? S) dS] < J [f(?f? s)]a ds.
0 0

Therefore, in order to bound the C* semi-norm of (5.19) and (5.20) we have to estimate

L
(b1 (- €))a < C fo o () [VwA<vs> -fem("s"&mi(.s)] *

23 () [ o () [Fareomn a7 () gy |

By
B#y

= b131 + 132, (5.27)

eié A( 8)

s ( )J ) [@?“’ (1) et o),

By
B#y

= b141 + b14o. (528)

ds

Let us analyze the different C“ semi-norms of the quantities involved in both terms. Let us start with the

ones appearing in by3, namely, [V A(z, 5)]q, [e?2(®*)€], and [m] .

The [V,A(z, s)]o bound. Using the fundamental theorem of calculus and Assumption 5.1, we readily check
that

[VaA(z,s)| =

f O0rViN(z,7)dr
0

< slA]cz.
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which yields the an estimate for the L® norm. Similarly, we find that

[VoA(,s)], = sup LVeA@Ls) = Vel(zs,s)]

1 £ |71 — 22|
° a7' a:A ) _aT a:A )
< sup J 107 VoA (21,7) Vi A(@2,7) dr < s|Algz.e. (5.29)
T1#T2 JO |$1 - x2|a

The [eiA(z’s)'ﬁ]a bound. Trivially, the L* estimate equals one. For the C% semi-norm, we use again
Assumption 5.1, leading to

iA(z1,8)-€ _ LiN(z2,8)-& &-A(x2,s)
) e e 1 ;
[eZA(ws)'f] — sup ‘ p ‘ < sup I SE—— f |Z~ezw| dw
@ xFae |:171 - I2| T1#T2 |$1 - ‘T2| &A(z1,s)
A —A
< el sup AE15) = M)
T1#T2 |‘:U1 - xQ‘
1 S
<lél sup 1o (A7) - Aea, )] ds
T1#T2 ‘551 - l‘2| 0
< sl¢f||A] e (5.30)
The [m]a bound. Invoking Assumption 5.2, the L® bound follows immediately, namely,
1 1
< .
1+ 0(x,s) 1— 0]
The C'* semi-norm can be estimated after finding an extra cancellation, this is
1 1 1 1
— | = sup _
14+0(,s) |, @i |21 — 2202 |1+ 0O(x1,5) 1+ 0O(x2,5)
1 _
- O(s1,5) = O3, )
or#2, (L4 O(21)) (1 + O(22)) w1 — @]
1©] 1.
< —. (5.31)
(1—=10]x)?

Therefore, combining estimates (5.29)-(5.31) and using (5.11) we find that

L ) 1
ke~ eslel 8) LMt —
b <3 f (sl e e [WW) s 1+@<-,5>Ld3

L
Ve — _ |§|S 9 H@Hcl,a
<] (slehFrlglT el (A cze + sE]|AIZ: + [Alcem—r5— ) ds

[€IL
< ClEl M A me f W (4 1)e " du < ClE| M A gne
0

where C can be taken independent of both £, A and ©. Note that we have used the smallness assumption
on the norms of A and © to absorb them by means of a universal constant.
In order to bound by32 in (5.19) we can repeat the previous computations just taking into account the

extra summands that arise when expanding the term 02’75 (feiA(”S)'f). Invoking Leibniz’s rule for for k = 1,2
we find that

62’5 (gkei/\(w,s)-f) _ ; ﬂ (7 ; 5) (5§§k) (agfﬁfaem(m,s)-g)
o<y—

= & (iM(2,5))77 D@D 4 (g — B)Licy, g, (A2, )77 (iAg(z, 5)) e A@) S,
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Therefore, we can estimate its L® norm and C® semi-norm rather easily by repeatedly using Assumption
5.1 to obtain the estimates

o7 (gen=€)| < osP P AET T (slellALen + 1), (5.32)
(0070 (@€)< c+slehsn A7 (slel AN + 141207 (5.33)

Hence recalling the expression of bigs defined in (5.19) we conclude that

L 1B B S\W—ﬁl—lHAHI(;/;f\*l
bz <C Y. ZJ sFr g [FnPls A 2. —— (slél[A] gz +1)
B<y K 0 1 + HGHCO

B#y

+ S (g bmspa s Swwwl)) < ClAJesale 7P, (53)
I—Jel.

where we have used the fact that |y — 8] = 1, Assumption 5.1 and a change of variable u = s|¢| to obtain an
upper bound for the integral. Thus, bounds (5.1) and (5.34) yields

1613+, )| o1 < CJA[c2alé] 7M. (5.35)

To conclude the proof, we just to check that the same estimate holds for the C* semi-norm of by4 given in
(5.28). Noticing that since 8 # v, we have that

ag*ﬁ (ei/\(w,s){ o 1) _ ag*ﬁ (eiA(w,s){) )
Hence, using Assumption 5.2 and (5.11) we can easily estimate bi4o in (5.28) can be estimated by
biaz < C|A[ gz €71 (5.36)
To bound b14; we have to deal with the term e 2(*%) — 1. Using Assumption 5.1 we find that

EA(z,s)
J e dw
0

< [El[A(z, s)] < slé]|A] oz

PUSNCIIN 1‘ -

and also the C'“ semi-norm as

[eig.A(.,s) _ 1] — sup
(&3 xT1F#T2 |.’L‘1 - x2|a

|ei§-A(x1,s) _ ei.f~A(ac2,s)|

€209 < slellAfene.

Recall that the later bound was already estimated in (5.30). Thus, similarly as for by13; we find that

b < C|A[gza |71 (5.37)
Thus, combining (5.36)-(5.37) we conclude that
614 (-, &)low < ClA|gzalg] 7P (5.38)

Therefore, we have shown that for any v € N? multi-index
’53 (bl(-,é)/lﬁl)) < ClA|czoalg) 1,
b1

and hence g € S71(1 + ) or similarly b; € S°(1 + «) as desired.

In order to show that % € SY(1+ ), where by (z,€) is defined in (5.10), we can mimic the same estimates

ot

derived for by(z,£). Actually, the estimates are easier since we have to deal with the term © instead of
e M@5) _ 1 which is simpler to handle. To avoid repetitive arguments, we directly provide the bound,
namely,

|2 @t )/160)]

oo SClOlcralel 77N vy e N2,
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Thus % € S7H(1 + a) or similarly by € S°(1 + ). O

Remark 5.4. Notice that the reqularity constants are optimal due to the threshold of regularity given by the
functions ©. Moreover, if we examine again the estimates in the case of Ty the cancellation condition of A
at s = 0, as it might be expected, since we are deriving optimal estimates for pseudodifferential operators.
This has led to bounds on the seminorms of the symbols depending on the C*® norm of d,A, which will be
dominated in the sequel by the C*® norm of the magnetic field via the definition of flow map.

Remark 5.5. Notice that by means of the previous computations, and due to the fact that the functions A
and © satisfy Assumptions 5.1 and 5.2 respectively, we can estimate, for any l € N, the semi-norms of both
symbols by, by by

161 0,145 [162]0,1+0,0 < Cay ([Allc2e + [Ofcra) .

A direct consequence of Proposition 5.3 is the following regularity result for the symbols a1, as defined in
(5.5),(5.6) respectively:

Corollary 5.6. Under the same hypothesis of Proposition 5.3, the symbols ay,as extend to symbols in
SO(1 + a).

Proof. Note that
a1(2,€) = b1(2,8) +r(2,6),  a2(z,§) = ba(z,€) + r2(z,§).

Since by, by € S°(1 + ), it is sufficient to show that the remainder terms ry(x,€),ra(x,€) € S~ (1 + ) are

_1 _ lelsinh(glL)

smoothing symbols. Indeed, recalling that (m()) we have that

cosh(|¢|L)—1"
L —i&-A(z,s) _ 1)
- -1_ g (T ) 5.39
(.6 = () —Je) | e g s (5.3)
L
_ _ O(z, s)
_ 1_ l€ls A0 %) 4
(@) = (m€) 7 —fe]) | e 25 (5.0)
It easy to check that
| (€)™ —[¢]) | < CeFIE, (5.41)
and the integral terms can be estimated following the techniques developed in Proposition 5.3. O

Next, we provide the regularity result for the smoothing symbols as, a4 given in (5.7), (5.8) respectively.

Proposition 5.7. Suppose that Assumptions 5.1 and 5.2 hold. Then, the symbols as,ay given in (5.7)-(5.8)
respectively, extend to symbols in S~ (1 + ).

Proof. Notice that the function M (€, s) defined in (4.21) is a smooth function s and decays exponentially in
&. In particular, we have the simple bound

|M(€,5)| < CeloIE.

By the same reasoning as in Corollary 5.6, the result follows.
|

Remark 5.8. Notice that following the same estimates as the one derived in Proposition 5.3 for the symbols
b1, by, we have that

lasllorsar < Cat ([Meza +18lcra) s m=1,....,4. (5.42)

We are ready to present the main result of this section, which shows the boundedness of the operators
Tu,k=1,...,4, given in (5.1)-(5.4).
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Theorem 5.9. Suppose that Assumptions 5.1 and 5.2 hold. Then, the operators T,k = 1,...,4, given in
(5.1)-(5.4) respectively define bounded operators in CH*(T?). More precisely, we have that

[ Telzicromeyy < C(|Allcre +[O]cra), w£=1,...,4. (5.43)
Proof of Theorem 5.9. In order to show the boundedness of the operators T,,x = 1,...,4, we first recall
the results contained in Corollary 5.6 and Proposition 5.7 which demonstrate that a, (x 5) € S%(1 + a) for
k =1,...,4. To conclude the proof we invoke Theorem 2.10 for k¥ = 1. Note that the precise estimate on

the operator norm follows by the bounds on the symbols (5.42).
O

5.2. Estimates on the differences T,. In this subsection, we will derive estimates for the difference
operators. This will be needed in order to show the lower order C'* contraction estimate in the general fixed
point argument provided in Section 6. The idea towards the proof follows the same lines as the one provided
in the previous subsection, however some precise control of the constants involved in the computations is
needed. To that purpose, for Aj, A and ©1, ©2, we denote the difference of the operators T, as

T = T1[A1,©01] = Ti[A, 5], T = Ts[A1, ©1] — T5[As, 0], (5.44)
and

Tg = TQ[@l] — TQ[@Q], TZ = T4|:®1] - T4[@2] (545)

One big advantage of the pseudo-differential approach we are following is that Ti is once again the adjoint
of a pseudo-differential operator, Op(c,). The symbol ¢, is, obviously, given by the difference

L €M (ws) ] gibha(ms)
_ -1 —legls [ € . d
ca(z,§) = (m(¢)) fo € < 1+ 01(z,s) 14 0s(x,s) ) ’

L

i&A1(z,8) _ 1 gi&ha(z,s) _ |
M( —lels [ € _ d
c3(x, &) = f (& s)e ( 1+ 04(z,s) 1+ Os(x,s) >

x s)e~lels Or(w,s)  Oaws)
alnt) = jM <1+@1(a;,s) 1+@2(x,s)>d' (5.49)

As in Subsection 5.1, to simplify the exposition, we work with a more simplified version of ¢y, co, namely

L &A1 (z,8) _ 1 ei&-Ag(w,s) -1
d = —lgls [ € _ d )
1@ &) =g J € ( 1+ ©1(z,s) 1+ Oy(x,s) % (5.50)

Ziels O1(z, s) Oa(z, s)
(2,) = |£|J © (1 +01(x,s) 1+ @g(x,s)) ds. (5.51)

Similarly as in the previous subsection, we have that

c1(z, &) = di(x,€) + ri(z,€), ca(z,€) = da(x, &) + ra(x, €),

where the the remainder terms are smoothing symbols. Therefore, it is sufficient to provide the regularity
results for the symbols d; (z, ), da(x,€). Furthermore, the fast decay of the function M (&, s), provides that
the kernels defined out of ¢3(z, ), ca(z, §) are smooth along the same lines as in Proposition 5.7. One has to
acknowledge that we want estimates in the case of less regularity, so we cannot directly use Theorem 2.10 to
conclude that T¢ € £(C*(T?)). However, if we prove adequate estimates for the symbols involved, we can
get boundedness on the C* norm when T¢ acts on C1 functions.

(5.46)

(5.48)
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Proposition 5.10. Suppose that Assumptions 5.1 and 5.2 hold. Then, the symbols dy,ds given in (5.50)-
(5.50) respectively, extend to symbols in S°(a). More precisely, we have that

|02 @€)< CIEI™ (1A = Aalene + 161 = Oalea ), (5.52)
0 @9, < clel M (101~ 8nlea ). (5.53)

Proof. The proof follows closely the arguments of Proposition 5.3. To avoid repetition, we provide the full
details for the symbol d; and just give the precise final estimate for the symbol dy. We begin by writing
them in a more convenient way, that explicitly shows the dependence in the distance between the functions
A7 and As, and the functions ©; and ©3, namely,

L &A1 (z,s) _ 1 ei&»/\g(m,s) -1
d = —lels € _ d
1(@,€) mfo c < 1+ 01(z,s) 1+ ©3(z,s) y

L
1 . ,
_ —~l¢ls ( €A1 (5) _ zeAz(w,s))d

|£‘fo C Tveins) \° ‘ ’

L
—I¢&ls (i€ Ay (z,s) _ 92('1:’ 8) — 04 (J?, S) _
+|§|J;) e (e 1) (61(x,s)+1)(@2(x,s)+1)d8_d11(x’8)+d12(m’s)'

Noticing that |¢| is a Mikhlin-Hérmander multiplier of order 1, we need to show that d;/|¢] € S71(a).

L* bounds for &g (di(z,€)/|€]). By applying Leibniz’s rule and recalling (5.11), we find that

L a - & Ay (z,8) _ eif-AQ(z,s)
nfien= % (1) [ o ()= & i

B<y ﬂ 1+®1(1',S)

= 2 < )Jo ( ( —slf\) (Ag_ﬁ(x,S)eiéAg(w,S) _A;Y—ﬁ(x,s)eigAl(w,s))dS

= 1+ 04(z,s)

’Y*B(‘,E’ S) & Na(z,s) _ A’Y 5(1. S) & Ay (z, s))

/3<7< )ZJ R )<A2 1+ 01(,5) o

Here p2(¢) € C*(R?\{0}) satisfying (5.12). By the fundamental theorem of calculus,

A;iﬁ((ﬂ, s)ei€~A2(w,s) o A;{*B(m7 S)eig-Al(Ls)

1

_ (Ar(2,5) — Aa(, 5)) - JO Vhe (tA (2, 8) + (1 — ) As (i, 5))dt,

where he(r) = r7 7P, Note that
Vh(r) = Z(r)e’€T + r Peeir,

with .7 (r) a vector where every element consists on a monomial of degree |y — 3] — 1. Furthermore, since
by Assumption 5.1 Aq(z,0) = Az(x,0) = 0, and |A1]lcr, [Az]lez < 1, we obtain that

A;_B(l‘, S)eiE-Az(m,s) A’Y ,B(x 8) i€-Aq(z,8)

< C( y=Bl-1 4 ms\'y—ﬁl) [A1(z,s) — Ag(z, )]
<C(1+s/¢)) SW*mHAl — Az (5.54)
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Hence, combing (5.54) and the fact that |©1[c1.« <1, we conclude that

S5 [ Gt seh e eas

[qidd ﬂ<7 7

Z 2[ kB 4 w)edu
B<y £

< LT AL = Aglen.

02 (dn/1€D)] < 181 = Asfler o

< ClAr = Azflen |§|h|+1

Let us proceed to derive the L® bounds for di5. Similarly, using Leibniz rule we have that

L . o(x,s) — O1(x, s
% (déf) 2 (Z) J, 2 (e (e 1) +(2>1(<x, s)» <1@ +(62<)x,s>>d3

By

L
= v ski B iAo (2. 5)) P ei&-Aa,s) Os(z,s) — O1(x, s) .
B; (ﬂ) ;j P2 (€) (ia(z, 5)) o it em’

L
Skf B eiE-Ag(az,s) - @2(39’ 5) — 61(1'7 5) s
*;L 7@ ( 1) (15 01(z,5))(1 + Oa(w,5)) "

Using that As(z,0) = 0 by Assumption 5.1, we derive the bounds

Ag(z, 5)| 7 < sh=Bl A AP

piEAa (,5) _ 1’ < sl€l|Azflcn-

Thus,

d B s
7 (2] < cleron - 0ale 3 5 [ (el las
0

By £
B#y

L
+ C|§|*HIH@1 - GQHOOEJ (S|§|)k?e’s|5‘ds
¢ JO

< ClE 01 = Oa e,
Combing (5.55) and (5.56), we obtain the L* bound

& (dl(gf)) <Ol MY (|AL = Asfler + ©1 — Oalu) -

(5.55)

(5.56)

(5.57)

C* bounds for 62 (d1(z,€)/]€]). Next, we derive the C* bounds. We begin with the estimates for di;. It is

more convenient to rewrite dy; as follows

L
(2, ) = |¢] j e~lels

Using Leibniz rule, we find that

dll ,Y J~L —,8 _| ei§~A2(£B,S) . _
v _ v slel) o8 i€ (A1 (@,8)—Aa(2,9)) _
& (|5> 2. (ﬂ) ) % Gk 1+ 04 (z,9) (¢ ))ds

By

= 7 B 8 v—8 —sl¢| M B—4 i€ (A1 (z,8)—A2(x,s)) _
a Z (5) <5)f0 85 (e ) 1+ 0(z,s) 6’5 (e 1) ds.

0<BLy

PUCICR)

e (ez‘s«Al(x,s)—Az(x,s)) _ 1) ds.
1\Z, s

(5.58)
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Let us of compute the C* semi-norm of the different terms involved in (5.58).

Bounds for [m]a
can be bounded by

. The L* norm can be dominated by m. On the other hand, the C'* semi-norm

] Z |®1 Y,S 61(‘T S)| < [el]a (559)

[1—1—@ |1+®1xs||1+@2(x s) (1 —[O01]x)?

THEY

Bounds for [0F (e642(%2))],. We readily check that 0f (e€42(=)) = (iAy(x, 5))° ei€A2(2:9)  Moreover, due
to Assumption 5.1 we use that As(z,0) = 0 to find that

(iAol ) €420 < a2,

For the C semi-norm, we realize that [-], < C| - |c1. Since Ay € C!, we obtain

V07 (€020 ) = T, Ao (@, 5) - [ F (Aol 9)) + € (1A(, )" | €020,

where % is a vector where each component is a monomials of degree |§| — 1. Thus, since V,Az(z,0) = 0,
and [|As|| 2. < % we conclude that

[62 (eig'Az("S))]a < Hﬁg (e’f'Az("S)) Hcl < Csl! (1+ s/¢]). (5.60)

Bounds for [8?_6 (eig'(Al(”’s)_AQ(””s)) —1)]a. The L® and the C* bounds are obtained similarly as in the
proof of Proposition 5.3, just by substituting A by A; — As. Then, we conclude that

H P (eie(Al(x,s)—AQ(z,s)) - 1)‘

< C(1€]s)P 1 e 1801 A L — Azfta. (5.61)

Cl,a
Hence, gathering bounds (5.59)-(5.61) and using the Holder semi-norm estimate (5.26) we infer that

[67 (dll)] <C Z Z HAl A2 ‘Cl n‘§| |5|f kZ*BpZ—ﬁ(g) (8|€|)|5\ (1 + S|£D (|§|S)|B—6| |d3 (5.62)

‘€| 0By £
afy <d11>
€l
and therefore, di; € S°(a).

Since |pe| < |€|*¢, we obtain that
To conclude that d; € S°(«), we have to perform similar estimates for di2. Indeed, we first compute the
07 (dm) namely

[€]
L . r,8) — ,8
% (T&I) 2 @ f G L G +%21<<x,;>><1@ i(ezé:,s))d‘s'

By

< Cle™MAL — Agllera, (5.63)

The L* estimate is straightforward. Using the fact that Ay(z,0) = 0 and formula (5.16) to expand e~*I¢!
we infer that

v (12 I —slel ( V=8l 4g
B (|§|>' Cl01 - Oallwlel- 22f (sleD)* (slel) " d

By £
< ClEITM 01 — 0o (5.64)
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For the C'*, we just notice that

Oq(x,s) — O1(z, s)
(14 O1(z,5))(1 + Oz(x,s))

1
(1+01(z,5))(1+ O9(x,s))

< [©2(2,5) = O1(z; 8)| o

C(x

C{I
The rlght factor above can be bounded easily by using Assumption 5.2 and estimate
e
1+0],  (1-]9]x)
Therefore, we have obtained that
d
7 ()] <l es —ealen. (5.65)

Combining (5.63) and (5.65) we finally conclude that
< O™ (AL = Asflere + 01 = Oz2ca ),

(ﬁ) .

showing that d1/|¢] € S71(a) and hence d; € S%(a).
It is not difficult to check that we can mimic the same arguments derived to provide the final bound for
dy for the symbol dy. More precisely, one can derive the estimate

% ().

which shows that da/|£| € S71(a) and hence dp € S°(a). O

< e[~ (|01 = O)|ca ),

Using the same ideas as in Corollary 5.6, we can derive its counterpart for the difference operators.

Corollary 5.11. Under the same hypothesis of Proposition 5.10, the symbols c1,co extend to symbols in
S%(a). More precisely, we have that

2 (o), <Ol (181 = Agllcre + 161 = Oalcn ), (5.66)
| (o), < Cle M (101 = Ol ). (5.67)

Next, we provide in the same spirit as in Proposition 5.7, the regularity result for the smoothing symbols
c3,¢q given in (5.48), (5.49) respectively that reads

Proposition 5.12. Let Assumptions 5.1 and 5.2 hold. Then, the symbols cs,cq given in (5.48)-(5.49)
respectively, extend to symbols in S™%(«). In particular, we have that

|2 (a0, < CIE™ (181 = Agllcre + 161 = Oa e ), (5.68)
|7 (a9 ., < CleIP1 (101 = Ol ). (5.60)

The precise statement of the main result for the difference of the operators T, is the following

Theorem 5.13. Let Ay, Ay satisfy Assumption 5.1 and ©1,0, satisfy Assumption 5.2. Then, for j§ €
C12(T?), ¢ = 1,2, the operators Ti, k=1,...,4 given in (5.44)-(5.45) satisfy

| TVl ca 2y + | Tadbl ooy < C(JA1 = Azl craqoy + [©1 — ©2]ca(ay), (5.70)
| T336 o (r2y + | THig o (r2y < C(|O1 — Oz ca(a)), (5.71)
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Proof of Theorem 5.13. Due to Proposition 5.10, Corollary 5.11 and Proposition 5.12 we infer that the
symbols ¢, (x,€) € S%a), for k = 1,...,4. Therefore, T¢|c1. is the restriction of a pseudo-differential
operator given by a symbol in S%(«). Therefore, T? € £(C®) and, in particular, due to the estimates (5.66)-
(5.69) we have that the bounds (5.70) and (5.71) hold. O

5.3. Holder estimates on the functions Gy. In this section, we will provide the Holder estimates for the
operators

=75 'ge, £ =1,2,
defined in (4.28). Let us also recall that gy = ge(r)— Z¢(r) and Z; are defined in (3.16) and (3.18) respectively.
It is convenient to recall the precise the definitions of Z, namely7

_ ™ m |£‘COSh |§|L 7,7"5 L ir-§
210 == 3 (0 (e ) Sy <+ S50 (fven ) smien

£ez? o
562212 P (6 ( Je X ey ) gb'lcncf(}]ﬁ'iw T geZZ:2 <|€|2X{5¢0} > Sinh(ﬁ'ﬂL)eiT{’
(5.72)
Egz }L\; <|7z|2 X{&¢+#0} — > w iré 562232 <|§|2X{5¢0} 1) Sinh|(§||£L)eir.5
210 (fgeven) Sty <€~ B (o) mmien 6™
€ €
Furthermore, the functions hi (¢ = 1,2) are defined as

2m

b (z,y) = ffsy, 0)ds — = [ (s, 0)ds,
27TO

27 21 27
hy(2,y) = — 5= J f(s,t,0) f(s,t,0) dtds,
21 Jo Jo
@ 27 (5.74)
X
h;(a??y)zf f(S,y,L)dS*T f(S,y,L)dS,
0 T Jo

2w p27

1 27 py

We need to give a precise sense of the different operators listed above. In the following Lemma we derive
common estimates for the different Z, in terms of the C>“ norm of the boundary value f, in spite of the
different level of regularity of the h?

Lemma 5.14. Let f € C%%(0Q). Then, Z; € C?%(T?) and Z3 € C?*(T?). Moreover, there ezists a
constant C' > 0 such that

HZZHCQ"" < C”f”CQ*"‘v l= ]-7 27 (575)
holds.

Proof of Lemma 5.14. We have to understand the functions Z,, £ = 1,2, as periodic distributions with
Fourier coefficients given by those in expressions (5.72) and (5.73). The operators defined by f — Z, are
Fourier multipliers, ¢ = 1,2. Since both functions are the same, we will just focus on Z;. This can clearly
be written as the sum of four summands that we denote Z11, Z12, Z13 and Z14. The multiplier in 27, is

given by
(mn ) €l cosh(|¢]L)

P ) nn(elL) 70
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that corresponds with the consecutive application of the multipliers % and | T Notice that both are zero
order Mikhlin-Hormander multipliers. On the other hand, we have that
€l cosh(l€]L) _

this is Mikhlin-Hérmander multiplier [£| plus a smoothing multiplier r(§), similarly as in (5.41). Combining
the previous ideas, we conclude that (5.76) equals is Mikhlin-Hérmander multiplier of order 1 plus a
smoothing operator. Theferore, taking into account that h; € C*“ we find that

[Z211]lg2e < ClbT g0 < Cfllc2e
€]

The second and fourth term in Z; are straightforward since the involved multiplier SR(ED) decays
exponentially in £ and hence 215, 214 are smoothing operator. Moreover, we have the estimates

|Z12] c20, [Z14] 020 < O flo20a

The remaining term Z;3 is more subtle, because hy ¢ C3<. Therefore, to obtain the desired estimate, we
need to modify the previous argument. We notice that although h, ¢ C*% in both variables, it has more
differentiability in the z-variable. Thus, we have rearrange the multipliers in the definition of Z15 to obtain
the correct estimate. More precisely, notice that

27

_ 1
ath :f(xay70)_% f(svyao) dS,
0

which shows that
[01hg e < [ fllo2e-
Furthermore, recalling that |¢|> = n? + m? we infer that

= n? cosh([§|L) 45— m? cosh(|¢|L) 2= 00 X{g=0}
hy (€)I€] (|£|2X{£¢0} - 1) m = —hy ()¢l €2 sinh([¢|L) X{e#0} — hy (0) I (577
——, . mcosh(|¢|L) ~— o X{e=0} .
o O gy Ve ~ 2 T
As a consequence, Z13 is given by the map
v 6l cosh(lE[L) e
1= S0 (e 1) S e o7

tez?
and can be understood as the multiplier

imeosh(€1L)  ie-o)
lg] sinh(jg|L) 7O T L
applied to the function 01 h; . It is easy to check that the multiplier
im cosh(|¢|L im
imcosh(€lL) _im o
€] sinh([¢[L)  [€]

is a Mihklin-Hérmander multiplier in R? of degree 0 plus a smoothing multiplier r(£), so the map (5.78) is
bounded from C%%(T?) — C%%(T?). As a consequence, we obtain the bound

[Z13]c2.0 < Cllo1hy [c20 < O f| 2o

Combining the derived bounds for Z;, for k = 1,...,4, shows the desired estimate for Z; concluding the
proof. O

Therefore, using the previous lemma we can easily show the following bounds for the functions Gy, £ = 1, 2.
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Corollary 5.15. Let f € C%%(dQ),g € C>*(dQ_). Then, Gy = Ty * (g0 — 2¢) € CH*(T?) for £ = 1,2. More
precisely, we have that
1Gellcre < C(Ifllza + lgl2a),  €=1,2. (5.79)

Proof. The proof follows easily by combining estimate (5.75) and recalling that
_ Jélsinh(iglL) 5

—1
Indeed, since
|l sinh(jEL)
COSh(|§|L) —1 - |£| + r(§)7
is a Mikhlin-Hérmander multiplier in R? of degree 1 plus a smoothing multiplier r(¢) we conclude that
Gl = [[T5 1 (9¢ = 20| 1o < Cllge = Zellze < C(llgllze + 1fllae), €=1,2. (5.80)

]

5.4. Holder estimates for the operator Hy. In this subsection, we will derive Holder estimates for the
operator Hy, £ = 1,2 given by

Hi = B, (010175 + b202j8 — debsjig — b3y — bsai3) | (5.81)
Hz = By (01018 + b202jg — ebsjo — bsdrjg — 30233 - (5.82)
We recall that B,, By are defined via the multipliers

B.f(€) = —%f@, B, J(¢&) = —%ﬂf).

Proposition 5.16. Let be C*%(Q) and jo € CH*(0Q_). Then, Hy € C*(T?) for £ = 1,2. More precisely,
we have that
[Hellgre < C(bllgza lldollgra) s £=1,2. (5.83)
Furthermore, we have that
[He[b1] = Helbo]llco < C (b1 = b2llcra [ldollca) €= 1,2. (5.84)

Proof. The proof follows easily by noticing that the multipliers associated to B, B, are Mikhlin-Hérmander
multipliers in R? of degree —1. Indeed, using the previous assertion we readily check that

Hellgro < C (010157 + b20245 — debsjis — b3drjs — bsd2i) || e
< Clbllcza liollgra, €=1,2. (5.85)
The difference estimate (5.84) follows directly by the linearity of the operator. (]

5.5. Holder estimates for the operator S,. In this subsection, we established the estimates for the
operator Sy, is defined as S, = 75718@, £ = 1,2 where
81 = RoRyA(65') + (R} —id) A(65%), (5.86)
Sy = (R —id) A(65") + RaRyA(65%). (5.87)
Therefore, in order to give a precise meaning and derive the Holder bounds for the operator S;, we first
need to analyze the operator A introduced in (4.12). Although the expression (4.12) seems complicated,

the regularity of the operator can be understood in simpler way. For a generic function f € C1%(Q), the
function A(f) equals d3g(r) where g € C*(Q) is the unique solution to

Ag:fa in €,
g=0, on 0€.

More precisely, we can show the following regularity result.
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Proposition 5.17. Let §j° € CY*(Q), for £ = 1,2. Then, S¢ = Ty 'Sy € C*(Q). Moreover, the bound
HSEHCLQ(Q) < c (Hélecl,a + H(SjQHCLa) ) l= 1727 (588)
holds true.

Proof. First, similarly as in the proof of Corollary 5.15, we notice that the multiplier associated with '7671
is a Mikhlin-Hérmander multiplier in R? of degree 1 plus a smoothing multiplier. Furthermore, R, R, are
zero order operators with Mikhlin-Hoérmander multipliers in R? of degree 0. Thus,

ISell o1y < ClISelg2iaay < C ([AGT) || pae + [[AGT)|| p20) » €= 1,2. (5.89)

To conclude, we notice that the operator A understood as above coincides with the Dirichlet to Neumann
operator and therefore

[AGT) | neey < € 167 | ey » € = 1.2

Combining both bounds we show the desired estimate. |

A straightforward consequence of Proposition 5.17 combined with the Holder estimates for the transport
problem collected in Corollary 2.17 reads as follows

Corollary 5.18. There exists My small enough so that for every b e C*(;R3) with |b|c2e < M < My,
there exists a constat C = C(a, L) such that

ISell .0y < CM ol 1o
Moreover, we have that
1Se[b1] = Se[ba]ll e < Cflb1r = b2f e

To conclude this subsection, let us first show a result regarding Hélder estimates of the functions A and

0.
Proposition 5.19. Let My be sufficiently small and let b e C*(; R3) with |b|c2.« < M < My. Moreover,
define the functions

Aryz)=T,(r,z)—r and O(r,z) = |Jy(r, 2)| — 1. (5.90)
Here, W, is the unique solution of the system of ODEs (2.27) with v =b and J, denotes the determinant of
the Jacobian of ¥,. The we have that A € C*(Q2),0 € C1*(Q) and

HAHCQ,a < CM, H@HCI,Q < CM. (5.91)

Moreover, for by, by € C*(Q;R3) with |by,b2|c2.e < M < My we have that

[A[b1] = Afbo][cre < Cllbr = bacre, (5.92)
1©[b1] — O[b2][ce < Cllbr — b2 ce- (5.93)

Proof. The proof follows standard arguments to compute the dependence of the solution of an ODE in their
parameters. More precisely, it should be notice that A basically satisfies the ODE (2.27) of Proposition 2.13
and therefore we can repeat the same ideas as the one developed there. In order to do so, we have to control
incremental quotients combined with Grénwall type estimates. A bound similar to (5.91) is shown in [3,
Lemma 3.7] in the two-dimensional case and for C1'* regularity instead of C%% regularity. Moreover, in
order to show (5.92)-(5.93) we calculate the ODE satisfied by the differences of the solutions which defined
A, © (cf. (2.27) and (5.90)) for v = by, v = bo. O
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5.6. Solution to the integral equation for jj. In this subsection we are interested in studying the
existence of a solution jo € C¥(9Q_) to the integral equation

Jb = (R2 —id) Z Toid + RaR, Z T,.j2 + Sa[051,65%] — Ha + (id — R?) Gy + R, R, Gy

k=1
<(3192 — 0291)91) — <Jof> (5.94)
4
g2 = Z T.J2 + RaR, Z Tojs = S1[65", 6521 + Hy — (id — R2) G — R, R,Go
k=1 k=1
— (0192 — 0291)92) — S - (5.95)

Recall that in the previous subsections, namely in Subsection 5.2-Subsection 5.5, we have provided a rigorous
approach to define all the operators contained in (5.94)-(5.95). Moreover, before solvmg the integral equation,
it is convenient to introduce the modified operators Hj, £ = 1,2 given by

HY = Hy — By (01017 + b20ajy — 03bsji) (5.96)
H3 = Hy — By (b1013 + b202j — 03bsji) - (5.97)

The modified operators H; do not depend on jo which is already given in terms of the boundary data g.
Indeed, recalling (4.38) we find that

jo = 0192 — Pa2g1, on 0Q_.

Hence, in order to solve the integral equation (5.94)-(5.95) we introduce the following operator Y, : C1:®(T?) x
CH(T?) — CY(T?), ¢ = 1,2 given by

T1(jo,j3) = (R} —id) 2 TWJO + RaRy Z Tojg + 52[5J1 852 = Hz = (o ), (5.98)
k=1
4 ~
Y2 (g, 43) = Z T.s + RaR, Z Todo —S1065%, 652 + HY — (g - (5.99)
k=1 k=1

Therefore, if T = (Y1, T2), one could argue naively that the solution of the integral equations (5.94)-(5.95)
should be given by

(G6,48) = L+ 1) (%, %), (5.100)

where
9 = (ld — Ri) a; + RwRyGl — <((9ng — 6291)g1> + B, (bl(?l]g + bgagjg — 631)3]5’) R (5.101)
Gy = — (id — R2) Gy — RuRy Gz — (192 — 0291)g2) — By (b10153 + badaji — 03b353) - (5.102)

Let us a provide a rigorous proof of the previous naively approach.

Proposition 5.20. Let My be sufficiently small (in particular, My < 6o, d1) and let b € C*(Q;R3) with
[b] 2.0 < M < My. Moreover, assume that

max {|fllcz.e [gloze} < M. (5.103)

Then (1 + ) is invertible in C®. More precisely, there exists an operator 11 = (1 + T)_l satisfying the
bound
Mlcre < Clbllera - (5.104)

Furthermore, for any two magnetic fields by and by satisfying (5.103) we have that
[TI[b1 ] — IT[ba]|l £ (cey < Cllby — b2 cr.a (5.105)
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Proof. Recalling (5.98)-(5.99) and using the fact that the operators R., R, are Mikhlin-Hérmander
mutipliers in R? of degree 0, we readily check that

4
IMillere <€ (Z Tl
k=1
4 ——~—
ITsflce < C (Z |73
k=1

Applying estimates (5.43), (5.83) and (5.88) we find that for £ = 1,2

N Tl sl
k=1

Cl,a

+Hallgre + ||<jéf>H(;1,a> ;

4
ore 2 [Tl + [sutost 21| .+ IHllean + ||<j3f>|ycl,a> .

ITellgre < C(([Alera + 10lcra + [bllgaa + [ fllca.e) (0l grn + 178l cra) + 1105 [ cra + 105 | gaa) -

Moreover, using Corollary 5.9, Proposition 5.19 and the smallness assumption (5.103) we obtain that
||T€||Cl,a S CM(||‘]6HC'1>O¢ + ||jg||cl,a)? é = 1727

and thus | Y| z(c1.). Since M is small enough, ||z c1.e) < 1 and hence, by means of a classical Neumann
series argument (c. f [4, 34]), we conclude that 1 + Y is invertible. In addition, we also obtain the simple
estimate

1

I = (1 +7)7 < 17—t Wollore + 1561l cr0)-

1”01«! _ (5.106)

2=
n=0

Here, we have used that || z(c1.e). Moreover, for n = 0, we have that Y% = 1. For the second assertion,
we expand II = (1 + Y)~! in its Neumann series expansion, namely,

Cle

8

I[b1] = I[bo] = »  (=1)" (T[ba]" — T[b2]")

n=1

Next, noting that A" — B" = 3" | A" /(A — B)B"~! we have that

n
JA™ = B™ iy < A = Bleoey 3} VA e 1Bl by
=1

As a result, we conclude that

0

ITT[b1] — H[ba]ll ooy < | [b1] = T[b2]] £(coy Z I [b1]ll ey + X [b2] 2ce))”

Estimate (5.105) follows by recalling the precise expression of the operator T given in (5.98)-(5.99) combined
with smallness assumption (5.103), the difference estimates for Ti, Sy, Hy and A, © in Proposition 5.13,
Proposition 5.18, Proposition 5.16, Proposition 5.19, respectively. O

Corollary 5.21. Let the hypothesis of Proposition 5.20 hold. Then there exists a solution (j8,73) € CY% to
(5.100) given by

(0, 43) = (%, %) , (5.107)
with 41 and %, given in (5.101) and (5.102), respectively. Furthermore,

[Gos )| o < C (llgllczia + 11 fllc2a) - (5.108)
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Proof. The fact that jy as given in (5.107) is a solution to (5.100) is a direct consequence of the definition
of the operator II in Proposition 5.20. Moreover, recalling the multipliers associated to R, R, and By, B,
are Mikhlin-Hérmander multipliers in R? of degree 0 and —1, respectively we find that

el < C (|6 ... +1Gelicra + llgliEn + 181 3llr.0)

2
<C (”9“02«1 + ||chM + Hg“c‘w + 1]l ||9||czva) ) (5.109)

where in the second inequality we have used estimate (5.79) of Proposition 5.15 and the fact that j§ =
0192 — 0291, on 0N)_. Therefore, this estimate combined with (5.104) shows bound (5.108). a

To conclude this section we outlining the reason why the solution of (j§,j&) = (%1, %) yields the unique
choice of (j$,j2) that ensures that the new magnetic field W satisfies the correct boundary conditions. Note
that in Theorem 2.12, we proved the existence and uniqueness of the div-curl problem given j divergence-free,
f e C?%(0Q) and Jyi,Jo € R. In such construction, we employed a combination of a scalar and a vector
potential for the magnetic field, while in Section 3 and 4 we employed an a priori different construction. In
the following, we show why this solution is the unique solution of the div-curl system, by using the uniqueness
result we showed in Proposition 2.12. To that end, we take the vector field A defined as the unique solution
for the following elliptic problem

—AA=j inQ
Al = hl on 0f)
A2 = h2 on 00 ’
63143 = —(31141 - (32142 on 0f)

(5.110)

where hq and hg are defined in 02— and 0€4 in (4.6). Notice that the functions h; and hg only gain extra
regularity in one of the variables, so we cannot expect to directly obtain C*® bounds for A. However, we
can separate (5.110) into

—AA1:0 in Q _AA2:] in Q
Ap=hi  onQ A2 =0 ondQ
Al =hy ondQ ’ and A2=0 onoQ (5.111)
(9314;, = —01A1 — 0 As  on 092 aBA:Q), - on 0

The left-hand side problem yields an harmonic A! function which can be extended to a C%*® function in €.
Notice that, since it is harmonic in the interior, it must be smooth. On the other hand A? is clearly in C3.
The resulting A needs to have zero divergence. Indeed, since A is C® in the interior of our domain, we can
permute the Laplacian with the divergence, and conclude that div A is harmonic and with zero boundary
values. Thus, it is zero. Therefore, and since the maps h; and hsy are constructed to this end, we conclude
that V x A yields the unique solution for (2.16). Now, once we have seen that V x A yields the unique C%
solution of the div-curl system, we can take Fourier coefficients to yield the relations that (j},j2) need to
satisfy which, together with the divergence free condition, are equivalent to the integral equations (5.94)-
(5.95), whose existence and uniqueness of solutions have been proved in the previous result, cf. Corollary
5.21.

6. THE FIXED POINT ARGUMENT AND PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this final section, we will provide the fixed point argument, this is, we will defined an adequate operator
I’ which has a fixed point such that B = (0,0,1) 4+ b is a solution satisfying the boundary value problem
(1.9), thus proving Theorem 1.1.

So far, we have constructed a map that takes an initial perturbation b € C%®, and maps it to a current
j = H[b] € C1* so that the corresponding solution of the div-curl system,
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VxW=j inQ W-dS = J[i b
and { S{m:O} 1[]0afaga ] (61)

diviV =0 inQ > = Al
W-n=f ondQ Symoy W dS = J2[jo, f, 9, ]

satisfies (formally) the boundary condition W, = g. Denote Z[J, f,j] = Wb, j] such solution. In this
section we will prove that this resulting map

b T[b] = Z[J, f,11[0]] (6.2)

attains a unique fixed point in an adequate space, that corresponds to the solution of our problem.

Due to Proposition 2.12, the problem (6.1) is well-posed in C?%, so that the map T is well defined. Next,
we will use all the previous results we have obtained in the previous section to prove that (6.2) admits a
unique fixed point in some particular subset of C'1%(€). This fixed point will be a solution to our problem.

6.1. Fixed point for the map I'. In order to prove that a fixed point for the map I' exists, we must make
precise where such fixed point is attained, as well as a precise description on how the map I' is constructed.
We begin with this second task.

First of all, we need to fix a (small) M > 0, so that M < My, and M, is given by Proposition 2.15. Then,
given an initial perturbation b € C%* satisfying |b]c2.a(q) < M, we can construct a map

T[b] : CY*(T?) x CH*(T?) — CLo(Q;R3)
(Jo,d5) = (43%5%)
where j = (41,42, 5%) is the unique solution for the equation (2.29) with initial condition jo = (48,42, 43),
and j3 = 0291 — 01g2. Due to Proposition 2.15, this map is well defined and is bounded.
Now, after making M smaller, as in Proposition 5.20, if we have boundary data f € C%<(0) and
g € C**(00_) satisfying | f]c2.a(00): [9]c2e @0 ) < M, we can take (jg,73) to be equal to

)

(76-48) = TBI(#1, %) = (1 + Y[~ (4, %),
where 4 and % are given by (5.101) and (5.102). Note that these functions are well defined and belong to
C1(T?), so the formula for (5}, j2) is well defined.
It is worth noticing that the resulting current j = T'[b](II[b](%1, %)) is divergence free by construction.
Therefore, we can solve the div-curl problem (2.16), where we take (J1, J2) as in (6.4)-(6.5). We then conclude
that the map T is given by the following composition

We next prove that, in some subspace of C'®, this operator admits a fixed point.

Theorem 6.1. Let f € C*%(0Q) satisfying the integrability condition (1.8) and g € C*“(02_). There exists
go >0 and M = M(L, «) small enough such that if

[fllc2eo0) + lgloza@ay < Meo,
then T' maps By (C*%) into itself. Furthermore, the operator I' admits a unique fized point in By (C%%).

Proof. For the first step, we use that all of the operators involved in the definition of I' satisfy suitable
bounds, so that

IT[b]|c2.0(0) < C (|| flczean) + [J] + |T[b] (I1[b](41,%2)) ||
C(Iflcze@qy + 1|+ lglcze@ay + T[] (4, %) cre o))
C

(Iflc2ea0) + lglcze@a_)) < CMe.

INCININ
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In the first line, we have used the estimates for 4 from Theorem 2.12, in the second line we have used
boundedness of the operator T'[b], which arises from Theorem 2.15, and the last line comes from writing the
explicit expresion for J, the fact that |II||c1.« is bounded, and the bounds for the 4, defined in (5.101) and
(5.102). Thus, if we take g9 < 1/(C + 1), we get that T' maps B/ (C%%) into itself.

In order to prove that a fixed point is attained, we use Banach’s fixed point. However, we will not equip
By (C*%) with the C?® norm, but with the C1* one. The reason behind this is that all the estimates
we have made in terms of differences are given in terms of C**® norms. We can use Banach’s fixed point
theorem, since by Arzela-Ascoli the closed balls of C*“ are compact in C1'%, c.f. [4]. Then, we can see that

IT[b1] = Clb2]| 01,0 < Cllby = b2] 1.0
= |11, 7", Tlbr] ([b1] (%, )] — BLf, J*, T[ba] (M[b2])(%,%2))] || o1
<O (| = 72| + |T[ba] (I[b1] (%1, %)) — T[b2] (I[b2](%1,%2)) llce ()
<O (| = J2[+ | (1[br] = [b2]) (%1, %) oo + [T1[b1](%1, %) [ cre b1 — b2llore) -

)
Invoking Proposition 5.20, we have that |[TI[b;] — I[b2]||z(ca)y < C|b1r — ba||c1.e. Therefore,

IT[b1] = T[b2]|cre < C ([ flozaan)y + [9lcza@a ) b1 — balcra < CMeg|by — ba|cra

Taking g < 1/(CM + 1), we conclude that T' is a contraction mapping in the complete metric space
X = (By(C?%),| - |c1.«), so by Banach’s fixed point, we conclude that it admits a unique fixed point. [

6.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. During this work, we have constructed a map I' which attains a unique
fixed point b in the metric space (B (C%%),| - |c1.«) that solves the div-curl problem (6.1). The last step
remaining to prove Theorem 1.1 is checking that this fixed point is indeed the solution for (1.1) with our
set of boundary conditions. Notice that, by construction, B = (0,0,1) + b satisfies the normal boundary
condition, namely, B -n = 1 + f with n being the outer normal vector in 024 and the inner normal vector
in 0Q_. Furthermore, since in the very definition of I" we have ensured that I'[b] satisfies the tangential
boundary condition (c.f. check the last digression in Section 5), we just need to check that there exists a
unique well defined pressure function p € C*%(£2) such that

jx B =Vp, in Q,

with j = V x B. One might think that the pressure can be written simply as

€T
p=J Jx B, in , (6.3)
0

where the integral is taken between any curve that connects (0,0,0) and x = (x,y, z). However, for this to
make sense, we need to ensure the following two conditions:

e There cannot be any dependence on the chosen curve. At least near zero, this is achieved only if
j x B has zero curl. This is indeed the case, since

Vx({xB)=(B-V)—j(V-A)+j(V-B)—(j-V)B.
As j and B are divergence free by construction, the last two items vanish. On the other hand, since
b is a fixed point of ', it satisfies (j - V)B — (B - V)j = 0, so we get the result.
e In our domain the points (x,y, 2z) and (x + 27ly,y + 27ls, z) both represent the same point for every
l1,l3 € Z. Thus, in order for p to be a well defined function in T? x [0, L], we need

2

2w
J (j x B); (z,9,0) dv =0, Yy eR, f (j x B)y (2,y,0)dy =0, Yz eR.
0 0
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Using the fact that V x (j x B) = 0 and the periodicity of the integrand, we infer that the integrals
above are constant functions of y and z, respectively. Hence, we can then integrate on the other
variable, so that these two conditions are equivalent to

1 2w p27
WJ; fo (j x B)y (x,9,0) dedy = (jg) + g ) — {(0192 — 201) g2) = O, (6.4)

1 2w p27
(2m)2 L L (j x B), (2,9,0) dedy = —(igy — (o f) + (0192 — dag1) g1) = 0. (6.5)

Note that these equations are satisfied due to our particular tailor-made choice of J; and Js in
(4.41) — (4.42). This also justifies the selection of the constants .Ji,Jz, which might have looked
unjustified and arbitrary at the beginning.

Summarizing, we have defined a solution pair (B,p) € C*%(Q) that satisfies the MHS equations with
Grad-Rubin conditions, i.e., system (1.9). Furthermore, due to our construction, and the uniqueness granted
by the Banach’s fixed point, we conclude that the solutions is the only one satisfying

|B—(0,0,1)]c1a < M.
Thus, Theorem 1.1 follows.

APPENDIX A. COMPLEMENTARY RESULTS BESOV SPACES AND PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

In this appendix we include for the sake of completeness a detailed proof of Theorem 2.5 which can be
traced back to [30, Lemma 4.5].

A.1. Proof of Theorem 2.5. The main step of this proof is based on a delicate decomposition of a into
building blocks of the form a;, = @;*a(-,&)px(€). Note that, for any x € R? the new symbols a5, are CZ(R%)
in the ¢ variable. Therefore, the inverse Fourier Transform with respect to £ yields a kernel K, (z, z) which
is integrable with respect to the z variable. Indeed,

| 1Kot = o [

1 1
~ (2n)d f 1+ 2P

dz

JRd aji(x,€)e”

dz

fRd ajr(z,€) (1 — Ag¢) e’ 7de

dz.

de (1—-A¢) ajk(m,ﬁ)eif'zdf

1 1
~ (2n)d f 1+ 2P

Iterating this procedure, we find that K, is integrable with respect to the z variable. Moreover, Op(a;x)u =
Op(ajr)(ur—1 + Uk + Ug41), with ur = @r(D)u. This justifies the use of the dyadic partition of unity in the
& variable, as we inmediately obtain information about the uy, which are the main ingredients of the Besov
norm.

Next, we compute the decay of z“Kj, by usual estimates that involve the Fourier Transform. We see
that, since the ¢, are supported in an annulus, then 0%¢;(0) = 0 for any multiindex «, which means that
the integral of x®¢@ vanishes for every . By means of Taylor’s theorem, we have that for every z,y € R,
there is some ¢ € [—y, 0] such that

Ralr -y, = Y —ARBaw () + Y, ~ale+ e ()"

laf<s] laf=s] ~



THE 3D MHS EQUATION WITH GRAD-RUBIN BOUNDARY CONDITIONS 55

Therefore, convoluting the previous equality agains @, we have the bound

5« a9l < Y lodal-Ole- | Iul205 (21) dy
|a|=lJ

<2l 5 5[ iEw s

o=

By means of integration by parts we find that

Mol 2) = % JRd i a(-, &)pr(§)e7dE = (271T) J @j = a(, §)er(E) & it 2dg
(2;) J ¢ [@) * al, )pr(€)] 7 dg

Hence, using the fact that ¢y is supported in the ball of radius 2%, and ¢;, = ©(27%.), we invoke the decay
if [0 a(-,€)|c: to obtain the estimate

a\, o o
Rl < 3 (7)1« a9 8l

B<a
C . )
<=5 ) <a) 27]52%@7[3\] 1+ [€))"Pldg < C - |a]m,s,0 - 2795 mhHdkKlal
Q. f=a Y 3/4-2k—1<|€£]|<8/3-2k+1

where the constant C' does not depend on a nor on j,k or . Next, fix |a| > n and define the function
B 2— kd ‘y| < 2—k:
wi(y) = 9— kd+2|a|‘y|2|a| ly| > 9—k
Due to the above computations, we have that

lwrKjklloo < C- lalm,s,ajal - 277574,

1
f —dy < C,
Rd Wk
with C independent of j and k, leads to the estimate

Op(aulss = [0p(asunler = [ [ Ko = 2yuls)a:

Furthermore, noticing that

dzx

1 B
< HkaijooJ —dyf lue(y)ldy < C - alm s o) - 27755 |ug| 1
Rd Wik Rd

We have derived proper estimates on the norms of Op(a), so we can divide a into adequate combinations
of these building blocks. Notice that the convolution with ¢; gives us the contribution of the Fourier modes
(with respect to the first variable) contained in the annulus 27! < [¢| < 2/*1. Thus, it is convenient to
divide a in pieces where such Fourier modes are smaller than £ and greater than &, namely,

o k=5 0 0
Z Z ajk + Z Z Qi = a1 + az.

k=—1j=—1 k=—1j=k—4

Taking u € S(R™), let use separate the different computations for a; and as.
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Estimates for Op(aq). This is the simplest case, as the spectrum of a; is well controlled by £. To that

purpose, we consider the symbol by = 25;: aj- Then, by the same arguments as above, the kernel Kj
satisfies

| Krwilr < C - Jafm,s 21 - 2™ = [Op(big)ul 1 < C - a]lm,s 200 - 25" [u] L1
Making use of the fact that the spectrum of Op(b1)u is well controlled due to the construction of the building
blocks, we find testing againts a given Schwartz function v that

Ol o) = Oplon s = o [ [ bt 9w (@ ) iaraa

— ot [ wt© ([ bute i ) de

- ﬁ fRd i (€) ( fRd blk@c,g)ﬁdx) de

- ﬁ JRd i (§)rebr.i (-, €) (v)dé,

where in the last line, I;lk is the Fourier transform (as a distribution) with respect to the x variable of byy.
Now, bi1x = Xk—5 * a - @i and then its Fourier Transform with respect to x is supported in the ball of radius
C2F=5. Futhermore, since the functions 2/ are supported in an annulus of radius 2F < €] < 02’“/*1, the
distribution Op(by)u has a Fourier transform which is supported in an annulus given by C2F < |¢| < C2F+1)
where C' is independent of u or k. Moreover,

o0 o0 e}
D27 0p(bin)ulpr < Clalmszial Y, D, 27| < Clafmsaa Y, 250 fu s
k=—1 k=—1|k—k'|<1 k=—1

= CHaHm,s,2|a| HuHB(m—S)l,l .

Estimates for Op(az). Here we can use our previous computations directly, so that

a0 o¢] 0 [ee] )
|Op(az)ulrr < D1 > [0p(aj)ulrr < C - llalmsaial - Y, Y, 2775 Jug]
k=—1j=k—4 k=1j=k—4
0
< C - allms ol - Y, 25 Jus 1.
k=1

Therefore, due to the density of Schwartz functions, and the fact that L' embeds continuously into Bi 3, the
result follows.

Acknowledgments. D. Alonso-Oréan is supported by the Spanish MINECO through Juan de la Cierva
Fellowship FJC2020-046032-1 and by the project “Analisis Mateméatico Aplicado y Ecuaciones
Diferenciales” Grant PID2022-141187NB-100 funded by MCIN/ AEIand acronym “AMAED”. Daniel
Sénchez-Simén del Pino is funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research
Foundation) under Germany’s Excellence Strategy - GZ 2047/1, Projekt-ID 390685813 and by the Bonn
International Graduate School of Mathematics (BIGS) at the Hausdorff Center for Mathematics. J. J. L.
Velazquez gratefully acknowledge the support by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG) through the
collaborative research centre The mathematics of emerging effects (CRC 1060, Project-ID 211504053) and
the DFG under Germany’s Excellence Strategy-EXC2047/1-390685813.



(1]
2]

3]
(4]
[5]

[6]

[16]
[17]
[18]
[19]
[20]
[21]
[22]
23]
[24]
[25]
[26]
[27]
28]
[29]

(30]

THE 3D MHS EQUATION WITH GRAD-RUBIN BOUNDARY CONDITIONS 57

REFERENCES

H. Abels. Pseudo-differnetial and singular integral operators. Graduate Lectures, De Gruyter, (2012).

H.D. Alber. Existence of three dimensional, steady, inviscid, incompressible flows with nonvanishing vorticity.
Mathematische Annalen, 292, pp. 493-528, (1992).

D. Alonso-Oran and J. J. L. Veldzquez. Boundary value problems for two dimensional steady incompressible fluids. Journal
of Differential Equations, 307, 211-249, (2022).

D. Alonso-Oréan and J. J. L. Veldzquez. On the Grad-Rubin boundary value problem for the two-dimensional magneto-
hydrostatic equations. Mathematische Annalen, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00208-023-02582-1, (2023).

T. Amari, T. Boulmezaoud and Z. Milki¢. An iterative method for the reconstruction of the solar coronal magnetic field.
Method for regular solutions. Astronomy and Astrophysics, 350, pp. 1051-1059, (1999).

S. N. Antontsev, A. V. Kazhikhov, and V. N. Monakhov. Boundary value problems in mechanics of non- homogeneous
fluids Studies in Mathematics and its Applications., Volume 22 North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, (1990).

V.I Arnold and B.A Khesin. Topological methods in hydrodynamics. Vol. 125. Springer Science & Business Media, (1999).
C. Bardos and E. Titi. Euler equations for incompressible ideal fluids. Russian Mathematical Surveys, 62:3 409-451 (2007).
M. Bineau. On the existence of force-free magnetic fields. Communications in Pure and Applied Mathematics, 27, pp.
77-84, (1972).

B. Buffoni and E. Wahlén. Steady three-dimensional rotational flows: an approach via two stream functions and Nash-Moser
iteration. Analysis and PDE, 12, pp. 1225-1258, (2019).

H. Bahouri, J. Yves Chemin and R. Danchin. Fourier Analysis and Nonlinear Partial Differential Equations. Grundlehren
der mathematischen Wissenschaften, Springer Verlag, (2011).

E. A. Coddington and N. Levinson. Theory of Ordinary Differential Equations. McGraw Hill Publishing, (1955).

P. Constantin and T. Drivas and D. Ginsberg. Flexibility and rigidity in steady fluid motion. Communications in
Mathematical Physics, 385, 521-563 (2021).

P. Constantin and T. Drivas and D. Ginsberg. On quasisymmetric plasma equilibria sustained by small force. Journal of
Plasma Physics, 87 Issue 1, (2021).

P. Constantin and J. La and V. Vicol. Remarks on a paper by Gavrilov: Grad-Shafranov equations, steady solutions of the
three dimensional incompressible Euler equations with compactly supported velocities, and applications. Geometric and
Functional Analysis, 29, 1773-1793, (2019).

A. Enciso and D. Poyato and J. Soler. Stability Results, Almost Global Generalized Beltrami Fields and Applications to
Vortex Structures in the Euler Equations. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 360, pp. 197-269, (2018).

H.P. Giaquinta and L. Martinazzi. An introduction to the regularity theory for elliptic systems, harmonic maps and minimal
graphs. Publications of the Scuola Normale Superiore, Springer (2012).

G.M. Gie, J.P. Kelliher and A.L. Mazzucato. The linearized 3D Euler equations with inflow, outflow. Advances in
Differential Equations, 8, 5-6:373-412 (2023).

G.M. Gie, J.P. Kelliher and A.L. Mazzucato. The 3D Euler equations with inflow, outflow and vorticity boundary
conditions. arXiv:2203:15180 (2022).

D. Gilbarg and N.S. Trudinger. Elliptic partial differential equations of second order. Classics in Mathematics, Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, (2001).

J.P. Goedbloed and S. Poedts. Principles of Magnetohydrodynamics: With Applications to Laboratory and Astrophysical
Plasmas. Cambridge University Press, (2010).

J.P. Goedbloed and S. Poedts. Advanced Magnetohydrodynamics: With Applications to Laboratory and Astrophysical
Plasmas. Cambridge University Press, (2010).

H. Grad and H. Rubin. Hydromagnetic Equilibria and Force-Free Fields. Proceedings of the 2nd UN Conf. on the Peaceful
Uses of Atomic Energy, Vol. 31, Geneva: IAEA p. 190, (1958).

H. Grad. Toroidal containment of a plasma. The Physics of Fluids, 10(1), 137-154, (1967).

L. Grafakos. Classical Fourier Analysis, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, Third Edition, Springer, (2014)

F. Hamel and N. Nadirashvili. Shear flows of an ideal fluid and elliptic equations in unbounded domains. Communications
on Pure and Applied Mathematics , 70, 3, pp. 590-608, (2017).

F. Hamel and N. Nadirashvili. Circular flows for the Euler equations in two-dimensional annular domains. Journal of the
European Mathematical Society, (2021).

I. Kukavica, M. Novack and V. Vicol. Exact boundary controllability for the ideal magneto-hydrodynamic equations.
Journal of Differential Equations , 318, 94-112, (2022).

D. Lortz. Uber die Existenz toroidaler magnetohydrostatischer Gleichgewichte ohne Rotationstransformation Z. Angew.
Math. Phys., 21, 196-211, (1970).

J. Marschall. Pseudo-differential operators with nonregular symbols of the class S ;’f s Communications in Partial Differential
Equations, 12, 921-965, (1987).



58 D. ALONSO-ORAN, D.SANCHEZ-SIMON DEL PINO, AND J. J.L. VELAZQUEZ

[31] L. Molinet. On the existence of inviscid compressible steady flows through a three- dimensional bounded domain. Advances
in Differential Equations, 4, pp. 493-528, (1999).

[32] M. Petcu. Euler equation in a 3D channel with a noncharacteristic boundary. Differential and Integral Equations, 19, 3
pp. 297-326, (2006)

[33] E. Priest. Magnetohydrodynamics of the Sun. Cambridge University Press, (2014).

[34] M. Reeds and B. Simon. Methods of modern mathematical physics. Academic Press, INC, (1980).

[35] D. Sanchez-Simén del Pino. The Magneto-Hydrostatic Equations with Grad-Rubin boundary conditions in three
dimensions, Master Thesis, University of Bonn (2023).

[36] V.D. Safranov. Plasma equilibrium in a magnetic field. Reviews of Plasma Physics, Vol. 2, New York: Consultants Bureau,
p. 103, (1966).

[37] D.S. Seth. Steady three-dimensional ideal flows with nonvanishing vorticity in domains with edges. Journal of Differential
Equations, 274, pp. 345-381, (2021).

[38] M.E. Taylor, Pseudodifferential Operators Princeton Mathematical Series, Princeton University Press (1981).

[39] H. Triebel, Theory of Function Spaces I Monographs in Mathematics, Birkh&user (1983).

[40] C. Tang and Z. Xin. Existence of solutions for three dimensional stationary incompressible Euler equations with
nonvanishing vorticity. Chinese Annals of Mathematics Series B, 30, pp. 803-830, (2009).



	1. Introduction and prior results
	2. Preliminaries: functional setting and auxiliary results
	3. The linearized problem
	4. The non-linear setting: the integral equation for the current
	5. Rigorous derivation of integral current equation and a priori estimates
	6. The fixed point argument and proof of Theorem 1.1
	Appendix A. Complementary results Besov spaces and pseudo-differential operators
	References

