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SHARP WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE FREE BOUNDARY MHD EQUATIONS

MIHAELA IFRIM, BEN PINEAU, DANIEL TATARU, AND MITCHELL A. TAYLOR

ABSTRACT. In this article, we provide a definitive well-posedness theory for the free boundary problem in
incompressible magnetohyrodynamics. Despite the clear physical interest in this system and the remarkable
progress in the study of the free boundary Euler equations in recent decades, the low regularity well-
posedness of the free boundary MHD equations has remained completely open. This is due, in large part,
to the highly nonlinear wave-type coupling between the velocity, magnetic field and free boundary, which
has forced previous works to impose restrictive geometric constraints on the data. To address this problem,
we introduce a novel Eulerian approach and an entirely new functional setting, which better captures the
wave equation structure of the MHD equations and permits a complete Hadamard well-posedness theory in
low-regularity Sobolev spaces. In particular, we give the first proofs of existence, uniqueness and continuous
dependence on the data at the sharp s > % + 1 Sobolev regularity, in addition to a blowup criterion for
smooth solutions at the same low regularity scale. Moreover, we provide a completely new method for
constructing smooth solutions which, to our knowledge, gives the first proof of existence (at any regularity)
in our new functional setting. All of our results hold in arbitrary dimensions and in general, not necessarily
simply connected, domains. By taking the magnetic field to be zero, they also recover the corresponding
sharp well-posedness theorems for the free boundary Euler equations. The methodology and tools that we

employ here can likely be fruitfully implemented in other free boundary models.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this article, we study the dynamics of an electrically conducting fluid droplet. At time ¢, our fluid

occupies a compact, connected region €, C R? with d > 2, and its motion is governed by the incompressible,
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inviscid MHD equations:

dv+v-Vv—B-VB+ VP =0,
B+v-VB—B-Vv=0,
V-v=0,

V-B=0.

(1.1)

Here, v : Q; — R% is the fluid velocity, P : ; — R is the total pressure, and B : ; — R? is the magnetic
field. The evolution of the free boundary I'; := 0€); is coupled to the interior dynamics by three natural

boundary conditions. The first is the kinematic boundary condition,
(1.2) D;:=0;+v-V is tangent to U{t} x 0 C R+
t
which states that the free hypersurface I'y flows with normal velocity v - np,. The second is the dynamic
boundary condition, which states that

(1.3) P=0onT}.

In the physical derivation of (LIJ), the total pressure P arises as the combination P := p + £|B|? of the
fluid and magnetic pressures, and ([L3]) represents the balance of forces at the fluid-vacuum interface in the

absence of surface tension. As a final boundary condition, we require that
(1.4) B-np, =0 on T},

which says that the fluid is a perfect conductor. This closes the above system and ensures that the total

1 1
E::—/ |v|2d:v+—/ |B|?dx
2 Qs 2 Qy

is formally conserved. Throughout the article, we will refer to the system (LI))-(L4) as the free boundary
MHD equations.

energy

By taking the divergence of (II]), we obtain the following elliptic equation for the total pressure P:

AP =tr(VB)? — tr(Vv)? in Q,

(1.5)
P=0 onl}.

Assuming sufficient regularity on (v(t), B(¢),T:), the equation (LH) uniquely determines the pressure from

the velocity, magnetic field and domain at any given time ¢.

When B = 0, the free boundary MHD equations reduce to the free boundary Euler equations. By a
classical result of Ebin [9], these latter equations are ill-posed unless the normal derivative of the pressure
points into the fluid. Therefore, in the well-posedness theory of the free boundary Euler equations, it is
generally assumed that the pressure po associated to the initial data satisfies —Vpg - np, > ¢o on I'g for
some cg > 0. Note that for irrotational data on compact simply connected domains, such a ¢y can always

be found, by the strong maximum principle.
For the free boundary MHD equations, the analogous assumption to avoid ill-posedness is that

(1.6) a:=—VP-np, >cy>0.
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Indeed, ill-posedness results when (6] is violated can be found in [I6]. Therefore, we will always assume

that our initial data satisfies the following:
Taylor sign condition. There is a ¢y > 0 such that ag := -V Fy - np, > ¢ on I'y.

Geometrically, enforcing ag > 0 ensures that the initial pressure Py is a non-degenerate defining function
for the initial boundary hypersurface I'g, and thus can be used to describe the regularity of the boundary.
As part of our well-posedness theorem below, we will prove that — under minimal regularity requirements —

the positivity of the Taylor coefficient persists on some non-trivial time interval.

Finally, we remark that for the incompressible Euler flow, if the initial data is irrotational (i.e. wp = 0)
then the solution remains irrotational at later times. Hence, it is meaningful and indeed interesting to study
irrotational flows, or, as they are commonly referred to, water waves. By contrast, in the incompressible

MHD case the Lorentz force generates vorticity and the irrotationality condition does not propagate.

1.1. The structure of the MHD equations. In order to justify the setup for our main results as well
as the function space framework in the upcoming subsections, it is instructive to begin with a heuristic
description of the leading part of the free boundary MHD equations, also comparing it with the free boundary
incompressible Euler equations.

We begin our discussion with the boundaryless case, where at leading order the incompressible Euler

equations may be seen as a transport equation of the form
Dt’U = f,

where we view f as a perturbative error. In contrast, by applying D; to the v and B equations in (1) and
observing that D; and Vg := B -V commute, the coupled system structure of MHD naturally leads to a

second order evolution,
(1.7) Div—Viv=fi, D?!B-V%B=f,

which is akin to a one dimensional, possibly degenerate, wave equation relative to the distinguished direction
of the magnetic field.

Turning our attention now to free boundary problems, the leading-order description requires an additional
“good variable” in order to capture the motion of the free boundary. In the incompressible Euler case, a
convenient geometric choice is exactly the Taylor coefficient, a, which at leading order solves a second-order

time evolution
Dia+aNa=f.

Here, N represents the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map associated to the fluid domain, which should be thought

of as a first order elliptic pseudodifferential operator on the free boundary at fixed time.

Moving on to the MHD counterpart, the Taylor coefficient remains the good variable, but its evolution
acquires a wave component in the B direction. More specifically, the resulting equation can be written at

leading order as

(1.8) Dia—V%a+aNa = f.
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To complete our heuristic description of the equations we also need to consider the coupling between the
interior and the boundary component. In the incompressible Euler case, at leading order this can be roughly

interpreted in terms of the rotational/irrotational decomposition of the velocity field,
v = ,Uirr 4 ,Urot
where the two components satisfy
V x 0" =0, o™ np = 0.

The rotational component is essentially described by the vorticity w = V x v, which carries the transport
equation in the interior evolution,
Dyw = f.
The irrotational component, on the other hand, can be seen as part of the boundary evolution, via the
coupling
N(v-nr,) =~ D:a.

Remark 1.1. The above decomposition is at this point crudely stated and should be taken with a grain of
salt, as it is not entirely compatible with the regularity of the good variables (a,w). This will be elaborated

on later.

On the other hand, for the free boundary MHD system we have an additional rotational component to
contend with; namely, wp := V x B, which is the electric current. Correspondingly, after a diagonalization,

we have two transport equations,
(Dt + VB)(CU F wB) = f
and two associated coupling conditions
N((v+B)-nr,) ~(D; FVg)a.
Given the above heuristic discussion, we are now ready to describe the functional setting that we will use to

study the dynamics of solutions to these equations.

1.2. Scaling and function spaces. A state for the free boundary MHD equations consists of a domain €2
together with a velocity field v and a magnetic field B on 2. A bounded connected domain 2 can be equally
described by its boundary I'. Hence, in the sequel, by a state we mean a triple (v, B,T).

To understand the correct functional setting for analyzing the free boundary MHD equations, it is imper-

ative to look at the scaling of the equations:
ua(t,x) = ATy ()\%t,)\x) ,
Ba(t,z) = A" 2B (/\%t,/\x) ,
Py(t,z) = A"'P (/\%t, )\x) ,
ax(t,z) =a ()\%t,)\x) ,
Ty, ={\'z:z¢€ NS
Just as in the incompressible Euler case, here we remark that in the boundaryless case the problem admits

a two parameter family of scaling laws, but the presence of the free boundary eliminates one parameter by

the additional requirement that the Taylor coefficient has dimensionless scaling.
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The above scaling suggests that one should place the velocity, magnetic field and domain at the same
H?®-based Sobolev regularity. On the other hand, one may check that both the material derivative D; and
the operator Vp := B - V — which play balanced roles in the equations — scale like half derivatives. In the
incompressible Euler case we only have the material derivative, and the H 53 regularity of D;(v,I') can be
recovered dynamically from the H® regularity of the initial data. In the MHD case, however, it also becomes
natural to consider the H*~2 regularity of Vg(v, B), with the difference being that this regularity should

s 1

now be part of the initial data assumptions. We remark that, taken together, the H*~ 2 regularity of D;(v, B)
and V (v, B) comprise the energy associated to the wave operator D — V% arising in the description of
the incompressible MHD equations in (7). Based on this discussion, it is very natural to incorporate the

V B regularity into our state space; this will play a fundamental role in the low regularity analysis.

Concerning the potential choices for s, scaling provides the universal critical threshold s, = %. How-
ever, this turns out to be far from the actual local well-posedness threshold. Indeed, even if B = 0 (the
incompressible Euler case) and without a free boundary, the results of [4] show that local well-posedness in
H? holds if and only if s > %, one half-unit above scaling. Our recent results in [I8] show that the same
range is valid also with a free boundary. So, the best we could hope for in the case of MHD is also s > #,

which motivates the definition below.

Definition 1.2 (State space). Let s > £ + 1. The state space H® is the set of all triples (v, B,T) such that
T" is the boundary of a bounded, connected domain 2 and such that the following properties are satisfied:

(i) (Regularity). v,B € H%,, () and I' € H®, where H%, (2) denotes the space of divergence-free
vector fields in H*(Q).

(ii) (Taylor sign condition). a := —VP - np > ¢y > 0, where ¢op may depend on the choice of (v, B,T),
and the pressure P is obtained from (v, B,T") by solving the elliptic equation (5] associated to
(CI) and (T3).

(iii) (Tangency of B). B-nr=0onT.

(iv) (Wave-type regularity condition). Vv, VpB € H*"%(Q).

Remark 1.3. To our knowledge, our results are the first to incorporate the natural wave regularity condition
(iv) into the functional setting for this problem. Therefore, the main results we describe below actually rep-
resent the first results (at any regularity) in this state space. All previous approaches have only incorporated
properties (i)-(iii), and many of them impose further highly restrictive geometric constraints on the data and
work in high regularity. While condition (iv) is entirely natural in view of the wave-type structure of the
MHD equations, and at the same scaling level as (i), it is far from straightforward to propagate this in the
requisite energy estimates and even more difficult to construct (even at high regularity) solutions actually
satisfying this condition. In our opinion, the sharp results that we present below seem to be substantially

out of reach of contemporary approaches.

Remark 1.4. At first glance, it may seem like we are omitting a data condition of the form VgI' € H 53
(or more precisely, Vga € H5~%(T')). It turns out that this is automatic in view of condition (iii), which one
can interpret as saying that the free surface is more regular in the direction of B, since it directly leads to
the formula Vgnr = —V ' B-np, as will be shown in Remark [A-301 In fact, the Hs" 3 (Q) regularity of Vg B
will also ensure that we have the second-order bounds V4I' € H*~! (or more precisely, V{a € H*72(I)).
This enhanced regularity for the free surface will be crucial for enforcing several subtle energy cancellations

which will be necessary for well-posedness at low regularity. By slight abuse of language, we will sometimes
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refer to this observation as a “regularizing effect” although, really, it should be viewed as a property of the

state itself. A precise quantitative description of this property will be given in Lemma [5.12]

Remark 1.5. It is well-known that, for any incompressible Euler-like system, the pressure enforces the
divergence-free condition on the velocity. For the free boundary MHD equations, the divergence-free condi-
tion on B and the tangency of B on the boundary should be thought of as constraints on the initial data
rather than as dynamical requirements, which is why we incorporate them into the state space. Indeed, by
taking the divergence of the second equation in (IJ), it follows that D¢(V - B) = 0. Hence, if V- By =0 in
Qp, then V- B =0 in Q for all £. On the other hand, propagating the boundary condition (L4) is slightly
more subtle. To see that, recall from [28] that for a one-parameter family of domains flowing with velocity
v, we have Dynr, = —((Vv)*(nr,))". Here, (Vv);; = 0;v;, the operation - T denotes the projection onto the
tangent space, and the operation -* denotes the adjoint, so that (Vv);-*j = 0;v;. An elementary computation
then shows that
Dy(B-nr,)=B-nr, [nr, - Vv -nr,].

Hence, as long as v € L*([0,T]; C!), the magnetic boundary condition is propagated by the flow. Note that,

on a physical level, the condition B - nr, = 0 states that the fluid is a perfect conductor.

For states (v, B,T") as in Definition [[2] we may quantify their regularity by

1o, B ) = s + ol oy + 1By + IVl y o+ [VaBIZ, .

Notice, however, that H® is not a linear space, so the above formula does not define a norm. Nevertheless,
H? does come equipped with a compatible topology, so may be informally viewed as an infinite dimensional
manifold. Using this structure, we may rigorously define the space C([0, T]; H®) of continuous functions with
values in H®, as well as an appropriate notion of H* continuity of the data-to-solution map (vg, By, o) —

(v(t), B(t),T¢). The main goal of this article is to study the following:

Cauchy problem for the free boundary MHD equations: Given an initial state (v, Bo,T'g) € H?,
find the unique solution (v, B,I') € C([0,T]; H®) in some time interval [0,T] and show that the data-to-

solution map is continuous.

1.3. Historical remarks. The free boundary MHD equations arise as a coupling of the free boundary Euler
equations and the Maxwell equations. They have significant physical interest, and model a wide variety of
electrically conducting fluids and plasma. Despite this, little is known about the mathematical foundations
of these equations. Indeed, the first step towards nonlinear well-posedness did not occur until 2014, [I5],
where a priori estimates were established for H* initial data in three dimensions. However, instead of using
the natural boundary condition (3], the authors in [I5] assume that both the fluid pressure p and the
magnetic pressure %|B|2 are identically constant on the boundary. To the best of our knowledge, there is no

general local-existence result that preserves these boundary conditions.

In [24], low regularity a priori estimates for the 3D free boundary MHD equations are proven under the
same restrictive boundary condition, assuming, in addition, that the fluid domain has a smooth boundary
and satisfies an appropriate smallness condition. In terms of regularity, this latter result places the initial
velocity and magnetic field at the natural H?°% threshold but needs an extra half degree of regularity on
the Lagrangian flow map 7. As was originally pointed out in [28, Section 5], the Lagrangian flow map for
the free boundary Euler equations is, in general, only as smooth as the velocity — a characterization of when

it has H3%9 regularity was recently given in [2].



SHARP WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE FREE BOUNDARY MHD EQUATIONS 7

Under the natural boundary condition ([3]), existence and uniqueness of solutions to the free boundary
MHD equations was proven in Lagrangian coordinates in [13], in the specific case that Qg = T2 x (0,1) and
v, Bo € H*(Qp). Since the domain 2 is one of the dynamical variables of the problem, the assumption that
Qo = T? x (0, 1) is quite restrictive. Moreover, in general, the assumption of a flat initial domain somewhat
obscures the precise manner in which the regularity of the boundary is tracked — see the above discussion on
the regularity of the Lagrangian flow map and [8, p. 4013] for a more extensive discussion of this issue. In
principle, one may be able to transfer results on T? x (0, 1) to more general domains by using a partition of
unity and localizing to each coordinate patch, but the highly nonlinear and nonlocal character of the problem

substantially increases the technical difficulty due to the need to obtain estimates for the transition maps.

Perhaps the only existing result for our problem on a general class of domains is due to Liu and Xin
in [23]. However, in contrast to the present article, they primarily study the capillary problem (i.e. with
surface tension) and their approach follows more closely the global geometric method of Shatah and Zeng
developed in [29] to study the free boundary Euler equations with surface tension. One relevant consequence
of the analysis in [23] is to obtain local existence (but not uniqueness nor continuous-dependence) on simply
connected domains in three dimensions in a high regularity Sobolev regime by studying the zero-surface
tension limit. The solution that they obtain satisfies properties (i)-(iii) in Definition but not (iv). It
also seems that their method needs the initial interface to have H® regularity (in contrast to H?°*° in
our setting). Nevertheless, their result is substantial in that it applies to a broader range of physically
relevant situations than the other aforementioned works. For instance, it applies to situations where the free
interface does not have graph geometry, which is of great physical interest. We do remark, however, that
the method of proof in [23] seems to crucially rely on the assumption that the domain is simply connected,
as it uses the well-posedness of certain div-curl systems (which are known to be ill-posed without certain
topological assumptions) in order to recover the velocity and magnetic fields in their iteration scheme. We

will completely avoid such assumptions in our work.

The objective of the present article is to provide a complete well-posedness theory for the free boundary
MHD equations (along with several new, strong auxiliary results) at optimal regularity levels and for ar-
bitrary domains in general dimensions. To accomplish this, we introduce several novel techniques and also
significantly extend the reach of the methods developed in our previous work [I8], which served as a proof
of concept to establish several new sharp results for the free boundary Euler equations. One key novelty in
[18] was the introduction of a robust and fully Eulerian framework for studying free boundary problems in
the incompressible setting. Although the free boundary MHD equations form a far more complicated model
with a host of additional difficulties, the basic framework developed in [I8] will serve as a powerful means
for side-stepping many of the well-known technical difficulties encountered in free boundary problems. In
particular, our scheme will efficiently address the intricate coupling between the elliptic estimates and the
regularity of the dynamic variables, while only needing minimal assumptions on the data and avoiding any

specialized assumptions regarding the domain geometry.

We remark that the present article focuses exclusively on the dynamics of the incompressible free boundary
MHD equations without surface tension. Although this is a fundamental, benchmark model of magnetohy-
drodynamics, several other variants of the free boundary MHD equations have attracted recent attention.
We refer the reader to [11], 12, [I7] 20, 25] for the study of the incompressible problem with surface tension,
[21] 87, B9] for the compressible problem, [14] 22] 23] [32] [33] [35] for additional information on incompressible

plasma-vacuum interface problems, and [27, [34] [36] for compressible analogues. Although the proof that we
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present in this article is fine-tuned to the incompressible problem without surface tension, we believe that
our general methodology will have a wide range of applicability in the mathematical theory of magnetohy-
drodynamics. In particular, we hope that it will inspire the development of complete, refined well-posedness
theories for these other MHD models.

1.4. Overview of the main results. Our primary objective is to prove that the free boundary MHD
equations are well-posed in H® for s > % + 1. However, our well-posedness theory includes substantially
more than just existence, uniqueness, and continuity of the data-to-solution map in H®. Therefore, we find

it prudent to divide our results into multiple intrinsically interesting components.

We begin by setting notation. Let 2, be a bounded, connected domain with smooth boundary I',. Given
€,0 > 0, consider the collar neighborhood A, := A(T's, €, ) consisting of all hypersurfaces I' which are d-close
to I'y in the C*€ topology. As long as § > 0 is sufficiently small, elements of A, can be written as graphs
over I',. As a consequence, Sobolev and Holder norms can be defined in a consistent fashion. To state our
results, we will assume that a collar neighborhood A, has been fixed, and consider solutions with initial
data (vg, Bg, o) satisfying Ty € A.. A more precise description of this functional setting will be given in
Section [3

1.4.1. Enhanced uniqueness. We begin by stating our main uniqueness result, which requires the least in

terms of regularity. Here, of critical importance are the control parameters

(1.9) A:=A.:=|(v,B)| : + ||FtHCé,e, €>0,

1he
czt e,

which can be thought of as almost scale-invariant pointwise quantities, and
1 _
(1.10) Az = H(va)”le’oo(Qt) + ”(DtJrPa Dy P)”W;’OO(Qt) + ”Ft”C,l’%’

which is at % derivatives above scaling. Here, D?[ := D; £V . We note that the homogeneous part of the L1,
norm of A? is invariant with respect to the natural scaling symmetry for the free boundary MHD equations.

Our first main result states that uniqueness holds in the class where these quantities remain finite.

Theorem 1.6 (Uniqueness). Let €, T > 0 and let Qo be a domain with boundary To € Ay of Cclz reqularity.
Then for every divergence-free initial data vo, By € W1°°(Qg), the free boundary MHD equations with the
Taylor sign condition admit at most one solution (v, B,T'+) with I'y € A, and

T
sup Ae(t)+/ A3 (1) dt < oo.
0<t<T 0

Theorem is a considerable improvement in terms of regularity over all other known uniqueness results
for this problem. Moreover, to our knowledge, Theorem [L@lis the first uniqueness result for the free boundary
MHD equations at any regularity which holds for general initial data (i.e. without any of the restrictions
mentioned above, such as the initial domain being flat). We also emphasize that Theorem applies in

arbitrary dimensions and to domains with (from most physical perspectives) arbitrary geometries.

There is one other remarkable and surprising feature about Theorem From the Laplace equation for
D?EP (see Equation (&.6])), Sobolev embeddings and product estimates, it is straightforward to control (when
B is tangent to I') the parameter A2 entirely in terms of ||(v, B,T)||g- for any s > 441 (in fact, a better
pointwise bound is also possible, but more delicate). In particular, the norm needed to ensure uniqueness of
solutions is substantially weaker than the norm we will use to obtain local well-posedness, as the latter will

also incorporate the wave-type regularity condition (Vpv,VpB) € Hs 2 (Q).
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Remark 1.7. When B = 0, Theorem [[L6] recovers the main uniqueness theorem in [I§] for the free boundary
Euler equations. Moreover, for the full free boundary MHD equations, Theorem [L.6] (as well as Theorem [L.8]
below) remains valid even if one uses the slightly weaker control parameter obtained by replacing the second
term in (LIO) by [[D¢Pllyy 1. g, ). We will remark on the structural properties of the MHD equations which
allow for this minor improvement in Sections [2] and [l

1.4.2. Stability estimates. While uniqueness is a foundational property in its own right, here we view it as a
corollary of a far more powerful stability theorem. To explain the setting, let (v, B,T';) and (vp, Bp,T't,p) be
two solutions to the free boundary MHD equations with corresponding domains €2; and €2 ;. We intend to
show that if (v, B,T';) and (vn, Bp,T'.5) are “close” at time zero, then they remain close on a suitable time-
scale. However, since the domains €, and € ;, are evolving in time, it is impossible to compare (v, B,I';) and
(v, Bn, Ty ) in a linear fashion. To resolve this issue, we construct a nonlinear functional which measures
the distance between solutions at the L? level and which is propagated by the flow.

To avoid comparing solutions with entirely different domains, we harmlessly restrict our attention to
solutions (v, B,T'y) and (vp, Bp,y,,) evolving in the same collar neighborhood A.. For such solutions, we
wish to define a nonlinear distance functional that is propagated by the flow. Although in our actual analysis
we will work with a symmetrized version of the free boundary MHD equations, our distance functional will,
in spirit, take the form

1 2 1 2 1 2
(1.11) D((v, B,T), (vp, Br,Tp)) := —/ |v — ol da + —/ |B — Bp|“dx + —/ b|P — Pn|° dS.

2 Ja, 2 Ja, 2 Jr,
Here, P and P} are the pressures, T'; is the boundary of Q= Q:N€Q; 5, and b is a well-chosen weight function.
Heuristically, the first two terms on the right-hand side of (I.I1)) measure the L? distance between v and vy,
and B and By, respectively. On the other hand, by the Taylor sign condition, the third term measures the

distance between the free hypersurfaces. The objective of Section M is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.8 (Stability). Let 0 < ¢,6 < 1 and let A, = A(T«,¢,0) be a collar neighborhood. Suppose that
(v, B,T) and (vn, Bn,T'vp) are solutions to the free boundary MHD equations that evolve in the collar in a

time interval [0,T] and satisfy a,an, > co > 0. Then we have the estimate

d 1 1
E‘D((Ua -87 P)u (Uhu Bh7 Fh)) ,SA,Ah (A§ + Aﬁ )D((U7 -87 P)u (Uhu Bhrh))a

1
where Ay, and A} are the control parameters (L9) and ([LIQ) corresponding to the solution (v, Bp,T'¢p).

As an immediate corollary of Theorem [[.8] we obtain Theorem However, Theorem [[.8 will also prove
to be useful for several other purposes. For example, we will use it in our proof of the continuity of the
data-to-solution map as well as in our construction of rough solutions.

1.4.3. Well-posedness. We now turn our attention to the well-posedness problem for the free boundary MHD
equations. Our main result proves sharp well-posedness in H?.

Theorem 1.9 (Hadamard local well-posedness). Fliz s > %l +1 and a collar A.. For any (vo, Bo,T'g) in H®
with Ty € Ay there exists a time T > 0, depending only on ||(vo, Bo, To)|lms and the lower bound in the Taylor
sign condition, for which there exists a unique solution (v(t), B(t),I';) € C([0,T]; H®) to the free boundary
MHD equations satisfying a proportional uniform lower bound in the Taylor sign condition. Moreover, the

data-to-solution map is continuous with respect to the H® topology.
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Remark 1.10. The proof of Theorem [[.9 also gives rise to a natural continuation criterion at low regularity,

which we will explain in Section [[.5.4

In the special case B = 0, Theorem [L.9 recovers the sharp well-posedness theorem for the free boundary
Euler equations in [I§]. For non-zero B, this theorem proves that one can dynamically propagate the
natural wave-type condition Vgv, VpB € H S_%, which is the first result to do so in any Sobolev-type
space (let alone at the sharp low-regularity scale). While such a condition is natural, establishing such
bounds is far from trivial and will require us to construct a suitable nonlinear energy functional that is
not only sufficiently coercive and conforming to the boundary conditions of the state space but also can be
dynamically propagated at low regularity. In particular, our construction will require (among many other
things) a normal form correction to the equation (L8]) to exploit certain subtle energy cancellations in order

to estimate various “perturbative” source terms at low regularity.

1.5. Outline of the paper. The rest of the paper is divided into six sections and an appendix. To a large

extent, sections [ [l and [f] can be read independently.

1.5.1. The linearized equations. We begin in Section 2l by noting a simple change of dependent variables that
reformulates the free boundary MHD equations as a system of two free boundary Euler equations, but with
skewed transport velocities. We then derive the linearization of our problem in Eulerian coordinates and
establish L2 bounds for solutions in terms of our control parameters A and Az . Although the linearization
does not play a direct role in our nonlinear analysis, it will serve to motivate many of the choices we make
later on.

1.5.2. Notation and function spaces. In Section [3] we formally define the state space for our problem and
set our notation. The notation that we use in this paper is entirely consistent with our previous work [18],
and the material in Section [ is largely presented for the reader’s convenience. Supplementing Section [3]
is Appendix [Al which collects various tools developed in [I8] that will be needed for our analysis. This
includes regularization operators, nonlinear inequalities, “balanced” elliptic estimates, and function space
theory. The so-called balanced elliptic estimates in Appendix [A]l (many of which were developed in [18]) will
serve as a powerful tool for efficiently obtaining energy estimates at low regularity, where one of the major
technical difficulties is in dealing with the dependence of the elliptic regularity on the geometry of the free

surface.

1.5.3. Difference estimates and uniqueness. Section[d]is devoted to proving stability estimates and enhanced
uniqueness for the free boundary MHD equations. The main challenge is to construct a nonlinear distance
functional that measures the distance between solutions at low regularity and is also dynamically propagated
by the flow. Interestingly, for our specific choice of distance functional, the magnetic field cancels in the
most problematic higher-order term in the difference estimates. For this reason, the analysis from [18] carries
over rather seamlessly, though the pressure now has to be treated slightly differently. Apart from yielding
enhanced uniqueness, the stability estimates that we prove in Section 4] will also be crucial for constructing

rough solutions and proving the continuity of the data-to-solution map.

Although omitted from this manuscript, we remark that the proof from [I8] that the higher order term in
the difference estimates can be estimated is far from trivial, as it requires one to carry out a subtle boundary

layer analysis on the intersection of two domain states, which in general has only Lipschitz regularity.
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1.5.4. Higher order energy estimates. In Section Bl we prove energy estimates for the free boundary MHD
equations within the H” scale of spaces for integer k > % + 1. Here, the analysis of the free boundary Euler

and MHD equations significantly diverge. To roughly explain the main difficulties, we write
M, = H(vavr)HH”a o>1,
and we let s be any real number (not necessarily an integer) with s > % + 1.

The primary task of Section [ is to construct and estimate a family of energy functionals (v, B,T') —
E*(v, B,T) by identifying Alinhac style “good variables” which solve the linearized equation to leading

order. The major difficulty here is to identify energy functionals which are coercive, in the sense that
Ek(vavr) %M37% H(’U?Bvr)H%—Ikv

but also satisfies the energy estimate

d
EE’“(U,B,I‘) <. E*¥(v,B,T).

1 and Mj is polynomial. Achieving these bounds at optimal regularity

Here, the implicit dependence on M,
levels (i.e. with implicit constants depending only on M, 1 and M) is a tall order, which will require
identifying and exploiting various hidden structures of the free boundary MHD equations. In particular, we
will have to carry out a variant of a normal form correction to ensure that the above implicit constants depend
only on low regularity norms. Moreover, we will have to take great care to understand the dependence of the
elliptic estimates on the free surface regularity. To this end, we will rely on the balanced elliptic estimates
in Appendix [A] to deal with rather complicated expressions involving iterated applications of the Dirichlet-

to-Neumann and other geometric and elliptic operators.

The outcome of Section [l is a family of energy estimates which recover the sharp s > % + 1 well-
posedness threshold for the free boundary Euler equations in the special case B = 0. For general B # 0
in three dimensions, our estimates constitute a %—derivatives improvement in scale over all previous results.
Moreover, unlike in previous works, our results apply in arbitrary dimensions and to domains with very
general geometries. We remark that although we only directly prove our energy estimates for integer k >
% + 1, in Section [7] we will remove this condition by carefully interpolating against the difference estimates
outlined above.

One immediate corollary of the above energy estimates (and the well-posedness established later in Sec-

tion [7) is the following low-regularity continuation criterion which we roughly state as follows.

Theorem 1.11. Let ¢ + 1 < s < o < co. Moreover, let (v, B,TI') € C([0,T); H?) be a solution to the free
boundary MHD equations. Then (v, B,T') can be continued past time T > 0 for as long as it stays in the
collar and the following properties hold:

a) (Uniform bound from below for the Taylor coefficient). There is a ¢ > 0 such that
alt) >ec>0, 0<t<T.
b) (Low regularity bound). There holds

sup Ms(t) < oo.
0<t<T
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One might ask if it is possible to further improve the energy estimates so as to only involve L> based
norms of the natural variables (v, B,T"). More precisely, does an analogue of the famous Beale-Kato-Majda
criterion (see [3] and [5]) hold for the free boundary MHD equations? Proving such a result is likely to be
possible by heavily optimizing the estimates established in Section Bl However, this would involve numerous
lengthy and delicate calculations as well as a far more careful application of the balanced elliptic estimates.
Since many of the basic questions involving the well-posedness of the free boundary MHD equations were
open until now, we have chosen not to attempt such refinements in the present paper. Nevertheless, we

conjecture that the following continuation criterion for the free boundary MHD equations is valid.

Conjecture 1.12. Let %l +1 < 0 < o0. Moreover, let (v, B,T) € C([0,T);H?) be a solution to the free
boundary MHD equations. There exists 1 < p < oo such that (v, B,T') can be continued past time T > 0 for

as long as it stays in the collar and the following properties hold:

a) (Uniform bound from below for the Taylor coefficient). There is a ¢ > 0 such that
a(t) >ec>0, 0<t<T.
b) (Low regularity bound). There holds

H(vavr)| ) + ||(vaBaF)||LT’([O,T);Cl) < 09,

1
‘Lw([o,Tfo*é

where C% denotes the natural Holder space analogue of H*.

The best result — which is (almost) scale-invariant — would correspond to the case p = 1, which is exactly
what we achieved in [I8] when B = 0 (i.e. for the free boundary Euler equations). We suspect that the
estimates in Section Bl could be optimized using the balanced elliptic estimates to establish Conjecture
for some p < 0o, though we stress that this appears to be quite non-trivial in its own right. The case p =1
seems like it would require additional new ideas, if true. We remark that Conjecture[l.12]is “localized” in the
sense that to prove it, it suffices to improve the control parameters in the energy estimates in Theorem [5.1]
and then implement an adaptation of the bootstrap argument in [I8] Section 9] which we used to obtain the

analogous sharp continuation criterion for the free boundary Euler equations.

1.5.5. Construction of regular solutions. Section [0lis devoted to the construction of regular solutions to the
free boundary MHD equations in the state space H®. The question of existence of solutions to these equations
on general domains was largely open, and the construction that we present is one of the central novelties of
the paper. On a high level, our overarching scheme utilizes a time discretization via an FEuler type method
together with a separate transport step to produce good approximate solutions. To avoid derivative loss, we
also include a carefully designed regularization of each iterate which respects the uniform energy bounds and
the boundary conditions for the problem. Constructing this regularization is the main difficulty encountered
in this section.

The strategy that we employ takes some mild inspiration from the time discretization approach carried out
in the case of a compressible gas in [19]. We stress, however, that aside from the basic logical structure of the
argument (i.e. the need for carrying out a regularization plus an Euler type iteration), the central difficulties
here are entirely different. For instance, in our setting, the surface of a liquid carries a non-trivial energy, so
the geometry of the free boundary hypersurface I' plays a significant role in preserving the energy bounds
through each iteration. Moreover, the matched regularity of the magnetic field and the free surface makes it

a very delicate matter to understand what types of regularizations of the hypersurface I' are compatible with
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the boundary condition B -nr = 0. Dealing with such issues will require several novel technical innovations;

we refer the reader to the start of Section [0l for a detailed outline of the existence scheme.

1.5.6. Rough solutions and continuous dependence. In the last section of the paper, we construct rough
solutions as strong limits of smooth solutions and prove the continuity of the data-to-solution map in H?.
The construction of rough solutions is achieved by considering a family of dyadic regularizations of the initial
data, which, by the results of Section[fl produce corresponding smooth solutions. From our energy estimates
in Section [B] we obtain control over the higher H* norms of these smooth solutions. On the other hand,
from the difference estimates in Section M (and also a milder but still non-trivial difference type bound for
the variables Vv and Vg B), we obtain control over the distance between consecutive solutions in a weaker
topology. Consequently, we obtain rapid convergence in all H' spaces with | < k. Using interpolation,
frequency envelopes, and similar arguments, we may then conclude strong convergence in H¥, prove local

existence in fractional regularity H® spaces, and deduce the continuity of the data-to-solution map.

We remark that when compared with our previous article [I8], there are two main additional difficulties
in this stage of the argument. The first stems from the need to construct and propagate a new distance
functional incorporating the V (v, B) variables in order to ensure that the regularized solutions converge
in the state space H*. We remark that although propagating the functional (ILTT]) results in a powerful
uniqueness theorem, it does not suffice for this latter purpose, as it does not control the distance between
regularizations of Vg (v, B). Although propagating distance bounds for these latter variables is non-trivial,
the benefit we have in Section [T]is that we may work with regularized states and stronger control parameters,

which makes the analysis feasible.

The second additional difficulty we encounter is in the construction of frequency envelopes. Due to
conditions (i) and (iii) in Definition [[2] whatever regularization operators we choose to employ must preserve
both the divergence-free condition and the tangency of the magnetic field on the new, regularized domain.
Constructing an appropriate dyadic family of regularization operators enforcing such conditions is somewhat
delicate, and will be established in Appendix

1.6. Acknowledgments. The first author was supported by the NSF CAREER grant DMS-1845037, by the
Sloan Foundation, by the Miller Foundation and by a Simons Fellowship. The second author was supported
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Sciences Institute (formerly MSRI) in Berkeley, California, during the summer of 2023, participating in the
program “Mathematical problems in fluid dynamics, Part IT”, which was supported by the National Science
Foundation under Grant No. DMS-1928930.

2. A REFORMULATION OF MHD AND ITS LINEARIZATION

In this section, we formally derive the linearization of our problem, working entirely in Eulerian coordi-
nates. The outcome is the system of equations (Z9), together with the linearized energy (2.I1), and the
basic energy estimate ([213).

To begin, we reformulate the free boundary MHD equations as a system of Euler-like equations using the

so-called Elsdsser variables. For this, we define W := v + B and W~ := v — B. The associated material
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derivatives are then

Dt_ Z:8t+(U—B)'V,
(2.1) N
D =0+ (v+B)-V.

Note that both of the vector fields in (2] are tangent to I'; since B -nr, = 0 by ([4) and Dy is tangent to
T by (L2). Re-writing (L)) in terms of these new variables, we obtain

DfWF =_VP,
(2.2) ¢

V-W* =0,

in ;. The key benefit of using the variables (W™, W ™) is that the above equations are now, almost, in a

standard symmetric hyperbolic form.

The equations ([2.2)) are supplemented with the Taylor sign condition (L), the boundary condition (L3]),

and the boundary conditions

(2.3) Dif are both tangent to U{t} x 09 C RIHL
t

The resulting system (L3)-(L6)-(22)-(23) is what we will analyze in this paper. Clearly, it is both alge-
braically and analytically equivalent to the free boundary MHD equations.

2.1. The linearized equations. To derive the linearized system, we take a one parameter family of so-
lutions (W,;L,W,;,Ph) defined on domains Q¢ p, with (W™, Wy, Py) := (W, W~,P) and Qo := Q;. We
define w* = BhWhi|h:0 and Py, = OnPhlh—o.

In 4, the linearized equations are obtained by standard means:
DfwF + VP, = —wt - VIWTF,
V-wt =0.

However, this is not the full story, since we also need to linearize the boundary conditions on the hypersurface
I',. For this, we denote by I';; the free hypersurface at time ¢ for the solution (W,", W, , P,), so that
Tt :=T';. We then fix a one parameter family of diffeomorphisms ¢ (¢) : T'y — T’y p, with ¢o(t) = Idr,. The
dynamic boundary condition (3] states that for every point x € Ty,

Py (t, ¢n(t)(z)) = 0.
Differentiating in h and evaluating at h = 0 yields
Piin|r, = =V Plr, - ¥(t),
where () := %h(t”hzo. By (L3), VP|r, is normal to I';. Thus,
(2.4) Pyinlr, = =VP|p, - nr, 9 (t) - nr, =: as.

Here, s := 9 (t) - nr, does not depend on any choice of diffeomorphism, since the Taylor sign condition asserts
that a :== —VP|r, - nr, is strictly positive. We will call s the normal displacement function, and use it as

one of our linearized variables.

Next, we must find a suitable expression for the linearization of the kinematic boundary condition. Since
DF are both tangent to T'; by ([23), we may apply these vector fields to (I3) to obtain

(2.5) DfP=0 onT,.
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Given the dynamic boundary condition and the Taylor sign condition, (23]) is equivalent to the kinematic
boundary condition. To linearize ([2.1), we let ¢p(¢) : Ty — I'yp, be a diffeomorphism, as before. We then

have for z € I'y,
(00 + W, - V)Pa](t, én(t) () = 0.
Taking h derivative and evaluating at h = 0 we see that
(2.6) w* VP + (9, + W - V)(Piin) + V(DFP) =0 onTy.

We now write VP|r, = VP|r, - np,nr, = —anr,, split DF (Piin) = aDfs + sDia, and use (Z4) together
with the fact that V(D7 P) is normal to Ty by (235). This reduces (Z8) to

(2.7) —aw™® - nr, + aDFs + sDfa + sV(DEP) - np, = 0.
After division by a and some algebraic manipulation, we arrive at the transport equations
(2.8) Dfs —w* -np, = s(nr, - VW) -np, on Ty,

Indeed, the right-hand side of (238) follows by writing sDfa = —sD(VP - np,) = —sDF(VP) - nr, and
commuting the gradient with the material derivative in the last term of (27)). The reason that we have
—SD?E(VP -nr,) = —SD?E(VP) -nr, is because VP is normal to I';, while D?[nrt is tangent. The reason
that Dtinpt is tangent to I'y is because nr, is unit length.

Putting everything together, the linearized system takes the form:

DFfwF + VP, = —wr - VWT in Q,
2.9) V- -wt =0 in Q,
Dfs —w* -np, = s(nr, - VW) -np, on Ty,
Piin|r, = as on Ty.
Here we need to clarify why we have two apparent equations for s. Subtracting them, we obtain

(2.10) Vps—b-npr, = s(nr, - VB) - np,

where b = %(w"r —w™) is the linearization of B. This should be seen as a constraint on the space of linearized

states, which is nothing but the linearization of the tangency condition B - np, = 0.

The natural energy associated to (2Z.9)) is

1 1
(2.11) By (w*, 5)(t) = |w+|2dx+—/ |w’|2dx+/ as2dsS.
2 Jo, 2 Ja, r,

Correspondingly, the linear system can be viewed as a linear evolution on the space of functions
HY = {(wF,s) e L}() x LA(y) : V-w® =0, @ZI0) holds}.

Here, we remark that the trace of w® -np, on I'y is well defined as an H —3 distribution due to the divergence-

free condition.

We have the following fundamental energy estimate for the linearized system (2.9) which will help to

inform our choice of higher-order energy and distance functionals later on.
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Proposition 2.1. Suppose that (w*,s) € HY, is a (sufficiently reqular) solution to the linearized equation

239) with

(2.12) A2

lin

(t) = W W)llwr= ) + la™ (Di a, Dy )| (r,) < 00

uniformly in time. Then there holds

(2.13) L Bron(w,5)(0)] S Ab (6) B (0, 5)().

Remark 2.2. It is possible to prove a full well-posedness type theorem for the linearized equation in ’H?m
by establishing suitable energy estimates for the adjoint linearized system. However, we will not pursue this
here as we will only need the bound (2I3) in our analysis later on.

Remark 2.3. It is common practice to use A to denote the scale invariant control parameter and B to
denote the leading control parameter. However, to avoid confusion with the magnetic field, we will use Az
for leading control parameters, where the superscript % indicates that such quantities are one half derivatives
above scale. We also remark that (ZI3]) can be established with a weakening of the control parameter Al%m (t).
More specifically, for the first term in ([2.12)) it suffices to use the homogeneous W1 norm. Moreover, the
second term may be replaced by [|a~*Dial|p(r,) as only the symmetrized operator D} + D; = 2D, will
fall on the Taylor coefficient a. The reason for using the expression in ([2I2)) is simply to avoid introducing
additional notation, as in the general linearized system below we will partially decouple the roles of the +

variables, which will make the less symmetrized control parameter ([2.12]) appear.
To control the energy in Proposition 2., we use the following Leibniz-type formulas.

Proposition 2.4. (i) Assume that the time-dependent domain Qy flows with Lipschitz velocity v. Then

the time derivative of the time-dependent volume integral is given by
d
— flt,x)dx = Dif + fV -vdzx.
dt Qt Qt

(i) Assume that the time-dependent hypersurface Ty flows with divergence-free velocity v. Then the time

derivative of the time-dependent surface integral is given by

rn g(t,.’L’)dS = Dtg - g(nf‘t ’ V’U) : nFtdS'

dt T, T,
Proof of Proposition[21]. By the divergence theorem and the fact that B is tangent to I';, we may replace
the pair (Dy,v) in Proposition 24 with either (D, W*) or (D; ,W~), whenever convenient. A simple

computation then shows that

d
aElm(wi,s)(t) = —/ wh - (w™ - VWH)dx —/ w” - (wt - VW )dx
Q Q

1 1
+ = / s*(D + D; )adS + 5/ as’np, -V [WH +W~] - nr,dSs,
Iy Iy

which implies (2.13). O
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To prove estimates for our higher order energy functionals in Section [B] we will need to work also with
the generalized linear system,
DifwT + VP = f* inQ,
V- -wt =0 in Q,
Dtisi —w* -np, =g on T}y,
P *

lin

(2.14)

Ir, = as™ on Ty.

The above formulation allows for arbitrary source terms f*, g* and slightly more general variables s*. This
eliminates the need for the constraint condition ([2I0) and uncouples the pairs of variables (w*,s™) and
(w™,s7). By contrast, these variables are coupled in ([23]), though only in a weak, perturbative fashion.

The natural energy associated to (214 is
1 1 1 1
Egiin(w®, s5)(t) = —/ |wt |2dx + —/ |w™ |2dx + —/ alsT|2dS + —/ als™|*dS.
) 2 Q 2 Q, 2 I, 2 I,
In analogy with Proposition 2] we have the following estimates.

Proposition 2.5. Suppose wt € L%*(Q) and st € LX) give a (sufficiently regular) solution to the
generalized linearized equation (Z14) with Alm( ) < oo uniformly in time. Then there holds

d —_ —
(2 15) EEglin(wiv Si)( ) S Aglzn( ) qlzn(wiu Si)(t) + <GS+,9+>L2(rt) + <(IS » g >L2(Ft)
+ (wt, f~ )L2(90) T (w™, f+ ) L2(Q0)-

Proof. This is a straightforward computation that follows along similar lines to Proposition 21 We omit
the details. ]

In Section Bl we will construct Alinhac style good variables which solve ([2.I4) for an appropriate choice

of perturbative source terms f*, g*.

3. NOTATION AND FUNCTION SPACES
In this section, we recall the function space framework from [I8] and set notation.

3.1. Function spaces. Throughout the paper, @ C R? will denote a bounded, connected domain. We
define H*(Q) as the set of all f € L?(Q) such that

/Nl s () == inf {||Fll go ey : F € H*(R?), Flo = f}

is finite. Here, |- || g+ (ra) is defined in the standard way, via the Fourier transform. We let H(2) denote the
closure of C§°(Q2) in H*(§2). Evidently, with these definitions, the constants in Sobolev embedding theorems

are independent of 2.

The regularity of a bounded connected domain €2 is defined in terms of the regularity of local coordinate
parameterizations of 9. More precisely, an m-dimensional manifold M C R? is said to be of class C*% or
H? s> %, if, locally in linear frames, M can be represented by graphs with the same regularity.

Suppose now that s > % and  has a boundary of class H®. Given r € [—s,s|, the Sobolev space
H7(09) consists of all functions f : Q0 — R whose coordinate representatives are locally in H"(R?~1).
For s, r and £ as above, it is easy to see that H"(9f)) is a Banach space. Indeed, a norm can be chosen

by selecting a covering of 02 by a finite number of coordinate patches and an adapted partition of unity.
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Although such a norm is well-defined up to equivalence, the precise value of the norm is dependent on the
choice of local coordinates. Since we will be dealing with a family of moving domains, we need to make sure
that we define norms on their boundaries in a consistent fashion.

3.2. Collar coordinates. Consider a bounded, connected reference domain €2, with a smooth boundary
T, and define H* and C* based norms on T, by selecting local coordinates. Our objective will be to use
this fixed set of coordinates on I', to define norms on a family of nearby hypersurfaces. To make this precise,
we let & > 0 and define N(I',d) as the collection of all C! hypersurfaces I' for which there exists a C!
diffeomorphism &r : I', — T satisfying

||®r — Idr,

cyr,) < d.

If § > 0 is sufficiently small, hypersurfaces I' € N (T, §) may be viewed as graphs over I',. Indeed, one may
select a smooth unit vector field v : T’y — S9! which is suitably transversal to I, and then use an implicit
function theorem argument (see [30, Section 2.1] for details) to prove the existence of a § > 0 such that the

map
@ :Tux [=6,0] = RY, o(x, 1) = x + pv(x)
is a C' diffeomorphism from its domain to a neighborhood of I',. If § > 0 is small enough, the above
coordinate system pairs each hypersurface I' € N (T, §) with a unique function nr : 'y — R such that
Op(z) := @(,nr(z)) = 2 + e (@)v(z)

is a diffeomorphism in C*(T,,T' € RY). Using the above framework, we may consistently define Sobolev and

Holder norms on hypersurfaces close to I's.

Definition 3.1. Fix 0 < § < 1. Given s > 0 and a hypersurface I' € N(T',,0) with associated map
nr : T'w — R satisfying nr € H*(T'x) we define the H® norm of T' by

ITllers == llnellaer.)-

In an analogous way, we define for a € [0, 1) and integers k& > 0 the norm ||T'||gr.«. Our analysis will take

place in the following control neighborhoods.

Definition 3.2. For ¢ > 0 small enough and a € [0, 1), we define the control neighborhood A(T, a, d) as
the collection of all hypersurfaces I' € N (T, §) which have an associated map nr : T'x — R satisfying

Inrllerem.) <.

In practice, we will want our control neighborhood to be as weak as possible. We therefore commonly
abbreviate A, := A(T'4,¢,0), where 0 < ¢,6 < 1 are understood to be small but universal positive constants.
As noted in [30, Section 2.1], when 0 < § < 1 we may associate each I' € A(Ts, o, d) with a well-defined
domain 2.

Remark 3.3. Using the above functional setting, one may consistently define Sobolev norms for functions
on 0N and prove that the implicit constants in various fundamental estimates are uniformly bounded for

domains in the collar. Precise details can be found in Appendix [Al
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3.3. The state space. Given a collar neighborhood A, and s > % + 1 the state space H® is the set of all
triples (v, B,T") such that I" € A, is the boundary of a bounded, connected domain €2 and such that the
following conditions are satisfied:

(i) (Regularity). v,B € Hj, () and T' € H®, where Hj, (Q) denotes the space of divergence-free
vector fields in H*(2).
(ii) (Taylor sign condition). a := —VP - np > ¢y > 0, where ¢y may depend on the choice of (v, B,T),
and the pressure P is obtained from (v, B,T") by solving the elliptic equation (LH]) associated to
(CI) and (T3).
(iii) (Tangency of B). B-nr=0onT.
(iv) (Wave-type regularity condition). Vv, VpB € H*"%(Q).
For data (vo, Bo,T'o) in the state space H®, our objective will be to construct local solutions (v(t), B(t),Tt)
to the free boundary MHD equations which evolve continuously in H*. However, in order to consider the
continuity of solutions with values in H® and the continuous dependence of solutions (v(t), B(t),T';) as

functions of the initial data (vo, By, ), we must first define a suitable notion of topology on H?.
To measure the size of individual states (v, B,I") € H®, we define

+[IVsBI?

(1) @B = [T + [0l + 1Bl + V5ol ? by

=3 ()
However, since H® is not a linear space, (8.I]) does not define a norm. To remain consistent with the literature
[7, 18, [19], we use (BI)) to define a convergence in H*.

Definition 3.4. We say that a sequence (v, By, I'y) € H® converges to (v, B,I") € H® if

(i) (Uniform Taylor sign condition). For some ¢y > 0 independent of n, we have
A, a > cg > 0.

(ii) (Domain convergence). I';, — I'in H®. That is, nr, — nr in H*(T',) where nr, and nr correspond
to the collar coordinate representations of '), and I', respectively.

(iii) (Norm convergence). For every € > 0 there exist smooth divergence-free functions 4, B and smooth
functions f, g defined on a neighborhood Q of Q with

1520y + 1By + 171 o3 iy + 19 m ) < 0

and satisfying

lv = 9| s () + 1B — B”HS(Q) +[Vev — fHHsf%(Q) +|VsB — QHHV%(Q) <e

and
timsup (v = ol a2,y + 1 Ba = Bl o) + Ve 00 = Fll oy )+ 198 Bu =l ey ) <

With the above notion of convergence, the meaning of C([0,T];H®) is now clear. We remark that the
equicontinuity-type condition in property (iii) above is natural to ensure that the H® mass of the sequence
(vn, Bp) does not concentrate in thin layers near the boundary.

Remark 3.5. At certain points in the paper, it will be convenient to consider convergence more generally:
Given (f,09Q) and a sequence (f,,0Q,) with f : Q@ — R and f, : ©, — R, we define the convergence
(fn,0,) — (f,09Q) by requiring both the domain convergence in (i) and the convergence of f,, to f via
intermediate functions f as in ().
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4. DIFFERENCE ESTIMATES AND ENHANCED UNIQUENESS

The objective of this section is to establish a Lipschitz bound for the L? distance between solutions to the
free boundary MHD equations. The fundamental difficulty in achieving these bounds is the need to compare
states which live on different domains. To overcome this difficulty, we construct a “distance functional”
which measures the distance between (functions on) different domains and is compatible with the MHD
flow. Notably, our distance bounds propagate at the level of the control parameters (L9) and (.10}, which
require very little in terms of a priori regularity. This is what will allow us to establish uniqueness of solutions
in a very large class. Moreover, as we shall see, the distance bounds that we prove in this section will also
serve as an essential ingredient in our construction of rough solutions as well as in our proof of the continuity

of the data-to-solution map.

4.1. Difference estimates. To set the stage, we begin by fixing a collar neighborhood A, := A(Ty,€,d),
where 0 < ¢,0 < 1. Given states W := (W*,T) and W}, := (Wf,l“h) with respective domains 2, Qj,, we
let nr and nr,, be the corresponding representations of I' and I'y, as graphs over I'y. Following the linearized
energy estimate, we aim to construct analogues of the linearized variables w® and s. However, as we shall

see, this is not a completely straightforward task.

We define  := QN €, and represent the free boundary [ for Q as a graph over I', via the function
ng = nr Anr,. Note that although the graph parameterization 7y is well-defined, I' is only Lipschitz in
general, so will not be in A.. To measure the (signed) distance between I' and I',, we define s} : I'x — R by

sp(x) = nr, (z) — e (2).
We then consider the variable sj, : I — R obtained by pushing s}, forward to the hypersurface I. More
precisely, for z € f, we define sp,(z) := sj(7w(z)), where m denotes the canonical projection, mapping the

image of T', x [—4, §] under ¢ back to I'.. We similarly extend v to a vector field X defined on the image of
p via X (z) = v(n(x)).

Although the displacement function sj directly measures the distance between the hypersurfaces I' and
T'j, in collar coordinates, it is not tailored to the MHD flow. Therefore, we will not use it as our analogue of
the linearized variable s. Instead, we will measure the distance between I' and I', via the pressure difference
P — Py,. To motivate this, recall that (IL3)) and the Taylor sign condition ensure that P and P} are non-
degenerate defining functions for I' and I'j, within a suitable collar neighborhood. Therefore, on f, P—-P,
is proportional to the displacement function s,. More precisely, letting F' denote the average of F along the

flow ¢ between the free hypersurfaces, the fundamental theorem of calculus implies that for = € f‘,

—VP, - Xsp(x) ifre A:=TNTC—-TNTy,

(4.1) Py(z) — P(z) = . .
—VP - Xsp(x) fere A, =T'Nl, —T'NTYy,.

Therefore, assuming the Taylor sign condition and the regularity P, P, € C*¢, we have the relation
|P — Py| ~[sp| on T,

within a tight enough collar neighborhood. The key point here is that although P — P, and s; measure

distance equally well, the former has much more natural dynamics under the MHD flow.

Motivated by the above, we define

1 1 1
(4.2) DE(W, W) = 5/ WiE — W2 de + 5/ a”l|P, — P*dS + 5/ a,'|P, — P|*dS
Q A

Ap,
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and
(4.3) D(W,Wy,) := DT (W, Wy,) + D~ (W, Wp,).

Note that the latter two terms in (£2]) may be written as
/ a”'|P, — P|*dS +/ a; '|P, — P|*dS = / b|P — Py|? ds,
A An r

where the weight function
11 —1q.
b:=a""lpqp +a, far,
is chosen so that ([3)) recovers the linearized energy (2.I1]) in the formal limit. Our objective is to use the

above distance functional to propagate difference bounds for solutions to the free boundary MHD equations.

Theorem 4.1 (Difference Bounds). Let 0 < €, < 1 and let A, = ATy, €,0) be a collar neighborhood.
Suppose that (W*,T}) and (Wf,l"t,h) are solutions to the free boundary MHD equations that evolve in the
collar in a time interval [0,T) and satisfy a,ap, > co > 0. Then we have the estimate

LDV Wi) San, (A3 + ADDOV, W)
where
Az = (W W) [wr ) + 1Tl oy + D7, DO)YP @),
A= W W) g1 g + ITellcne,

1
A; and Ayp, are the analogous quantities corresponding to W,f, P, D'Py, and I'in, and we have implicitly

1
assumed that our solutions have regularity Az, A? € L} and A, Ay, € L.

Remark 4.2. It will be clear from the proof below that the control parameter A? in Theorem 1] may be

replaced with the control parameter mentioned in Remark [I.7]

Proof. Clearly, it suffices to show that
d 1
ZDF(W.Wh) Saa, (A2 + ADD(W. W)

for DY and D~ separately. However, some interesting cancellations will occur when we view these terms

together.

For notational simplicity, we drop the ¢ subscript on the domains below. We also use <4 as a shorthand
for <a,4,. To estimate expressions involving the pressure in terms of the control parameters A and Az
above, we require the bounds

1
(4.4) IPllere@) Sals NPl q) Sa A%,

as well as the analogous bounds for Pj,. Proofs that these bounds hold will be presented later; see Lemma [5.4]
for details.

To proceed with the difference estimate, we recall the identity

d . 1d L on o 1d
(45) S DHW, W) = 2dt/|W w53 |

a Y|P —Py*dS + %di/ a; | P — Py|?dS.

To compute the first term in (L3]), we use [I8| Prop051t1on 4.4] with velocity W7 to obtain the estimate

(4.6) 2dt/|wi WEPdx < = /Dﬂwi WE|P2dz + = /|Wi W2 |W,F — WTF|dS.
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Note that the latter term in ([40]) arises as a consequence of working on the intersected domain Q and
estimating the additional boundary weight in [18, Proposition 4.4] by |W,F — W¥|. Since this new term is
cubic in [W;F — W*| and |W,F — WT|, it is straightforward to handle. Indeed, as T',T} € A, we may find
a smooth vector field X defined on R% with C* bounds uniform in A, which is also uniformly transverse to

I. By the divergence theorem, we then have
3 Wi = WERIWE = WS < [ X onplWiE — WERWE W |as
(1.7) S (Ad + ADWSE = WE 2y )+ IWF - WFI2, )
< (43 + A7) D(W, Wh).

To estimate the remaining term in ([4.6]), we recall the following equations for W,f — W= in Q:
DF(WE - W)= -V(P, — P) — (W,F —WT). VW,
V(Wi -WwH) =o0.

Using these equations, it follows that

1
5[D§F|W,ﬁ[—Wi|2d;v=[(W,f—wi)-pf(w,f—wi)dx
Q Q

(4.8) =— /f(Ph — P)(WiF — W) . npdS — / (WiE = W) [(WF - WF) . VW] dz

Q

< _[(P —Ph)(W:t - Whi) ‘npdS + (A% +A}%)D(W, Wh).
r

From the decomposition I' = AU A, U (' NTy) and the fact that P — P, = 0 on ' N T, by the dynamic
boundary condition ([3]), we may write

—A(P—Ph)(Wi—Wf)-nde:—/A(P—Ph)(Wi—Whi)-npdS— . (P — P)(W* = W;E) - np, dS

:/ a*l(P—Ph)(Wi—W,f)-VPder/ ay (P — Py)(WE —W;E) - VP, dS.
A -Ah

We now define

1d
JE = / a ' (P - P)(WE -WE) - VPdS + =~ [ a '|P - P,|*dS,
and L d
JiE ;:/ ay (P — Py)(WE - W) - VP, dS + ——/ ay '|P — Py|*dS.
Ay 24t J 4,
Combining [@7) with ([£38]), we obtain
d

1 1
EDi(W, W) S (A2 + A7)D(W,Wy,) + J= + JE.

It remains to show that
1
JT 4+ T+ i+ Iy Sa (A% + A7)D(W, Wy).
We will only show the details for J := J™ + J~ as the treatment of J,j + J), is virtually identical.

Notice that when J™ and J~ are combined we obtain the identity

d
(4.9) J=2/ a’l(P—Ph)(v—vh)-vpds+—/ a”'|P — Py|* dS.
A dt J 4
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Interestingly, (£9) makes no reference to the magnetic field B, except implicitly through the pressure P.
Therefore, to estimate the second term in (£9]), it is best to use Proposition 2.4 with the pair (D, v) rather
than (D, W#). In this case, we have

d

— a’1|P—Ph|2dS:—/ a’tha|P—Ph|2dS—/ a P — P,|*[nr - Vv - nr]dS
dt Ja A A

(4.10)
+ 2/ a (P — P,)D(P — Py,)dS.
A

The validity of the identity (ZI0) is justified by noting that |P — P,|? vanishes to second order on I' N Ty,
so one can extend by zero to write the integral on the left-hand side of (LI0) as an integral over I', apply
standard identities there, and then return to an integral over \A. Note that in (AI0) only the combination
D, = D’T;riD; falls on the pressure. This is consistent with the linearized estimates; see Remark It is
also the structural reason why we may use the improved control parameter from Remark [[.7 in this portion

of our analysis.

Inserting (@I0) into @9) and recalling that D;P = 0 on A by the kinematic and dynamic boundary
conditions, we have

J<a —2/ a (P - P,)D!'P,dS + 2/ a NP = Py)(v—uy)- V(P —P)dS + (A% + A,%)D(W, Wh).
A A

Here, we used the identity (A6]) and also 2D; = D;" + D;  to control D;a. For our next estimate, we combine
the fact that D}P, = 0 on I';, with (@I)), the fundamental theorem of calculus, the Taylor sign condition
and ([@4) to obtain

1 1
D} Pl Sa VD Pull<|snl =a VD Pyl | P = Pu| Sa (A2 + AZ)|P — Py,
As a consequence, we deduce a good bound on the first component of the estimate for J:

‘ / Y(P - P,)D!'P,dS

Sa (A2 +A )YD(W, Wh4).

The final task is to show that

-

(4.11) Sa (A% + AZ)D(W, W),

/Aal(P — Py)(v—wy) - V(P — P,)dS

The estimate ([@II) is far from trivial. However, other than substituting p — p, with P — Py, (A1) has
exactly the same structure as the delicate cubic term in our previous work [I8, Equation (4.11)]. Since the

analysis from [I8] carries over rather directly, we leave the verification of [@TII) to the reader. O

One of several consequences of the above difference bounds is the following uniqueness result. Note that,
when written in terms of the variables (v, B,T"), Theorem proves Theorem

Theorem 4.3 (Uniqueness). Let e > 0 and let g be a bounded domain with boundary Ty € A(Ty,€,0). Then
for Iy € CYz and divergence-free VVDjE € Whoo(Qq) satisfying the Taylor sign condition, the free boundary
MHD equations admit at most one solution (W*,Ty) on a time interval [0,T] with Ty € A(T,€,0) and

2

T
+ e S
s OV W) / |V W)l + [ DPllyz g + Tl o g dt < oo

Proof. This follows immediately from Theorem (1] Remark and the same reasoning as in [I8 Theorem
4.6]. O
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5. HIGHER ENERGY BOUNDS

Let k& > % + 1 be an integer. The objective of this section is to establish control over the H* norms of
solutions (v, B,T') to the free boundary MHD equations. We accomplish this by constructing a family of
coercive energy functionals (v, B,T) + E*(v, B,T') which are propagated by the MHD flow.

Theorem 5.1 (Low regularity energy estimates). Let s € R with s > % +1 and let k > % + 1 be an integer.
Fiz a collar neighborhood A(T'x,€,0) with 6 > 0 sufficiently small. Then for I' restricted to A, there exists
an energy functional (v, B,T') = E¥(v, B,T) such that

(i) (Energy coercivity).

(5.1) E*(w,B,T) =~y

M.

1

2

(i) (Energy propagation). If, in addition to the above, (v, B,T) = (v(t), B(t),Tt) is a solution to the
free boundary MHD equations, then E*(t) :== E*(v(t), B(t),T's) satisfies

d

aEk <. E*.

Here, My :=1+ |Q| + ||(v, B,T)|u- for o > s — 5. Moreover, the implicit constants in the above estimates

are sub-polynomial in M, .

Remark 5.2. It is essential to note that the first statement in Theorem (.1l is valid for general states
(v, B,T') € H*. For solutions (v(t), B(t),T;) to the free boundary MHD equations, Theorem 5.1l may be
combined with Gronwall’s inequality to obtain the bound

I(w(t), B(t), To)lfge Saa,_

[SEN

oo ([ tP(Mng) (1+ (00, Bo. To) )

for some polynomial P.

5.0.1. Notation. In the sequel, we will need to efficiently estimate many multilinear expressions. To make the
notation more compact, we will use M,, to denote a generic n-fold multilinear expression in its arguments.
For instance, Mo (V P, V2 P) will denote a bilinear expression in VP and V2P. If the order of the multilinear
expression M, is not important, we will simply write M instead of M,,. To further simplify the notation, we
will omit the + superscript on W* when it is not important to keep track of. For instance, My (VW, VIV)
will denote a bilinear expression in any combination of VIW* and VW ~. Moreover, we will write (W=, T')
as a shorthand for (W+ W~ T).

In this section, we will refer to Appendix[Alquite frequently, so the reader may wish to consult Appendix[A]
for additional notation and conventions. In particular, familiarity with the dyadic regularization operators
from Appendix will be assumed.

5.1. Constructing the energy functional. In order to establish Theorem [5.1] we will need to control the
H* norms of v, B and I as well as the H k=2 norms of Vv and VgB. Equivalently, we must control W+
and T in H* and VzW#* in H*~2. These latter “diagonalized” variables are easier to work with, so we opt

to phrase our estimates in this language.

To prove our desired energy estimates, our strategy will be to construct Alinhac style good variables which

solve the linearized system to leading order. Our choice of good variables is as follows.
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i) The “vorticities” w™* := V x W*. If V is a divergence-free vector field on 2 and w := V x V then
we have the relation
AV; = —0jw;;.
Therefore, V' is controlled by w and a suitable boundary value. Alternatively, one may view V as a
solution to a div-curl system, with a boundary condition which we will discuss in detail below.
ii) The Taylor coefficient a. This variable is responsible for describing the boundary regularity. Indeed,

as we will see later, we have the proportionality
Na =~ ar

where & denotes the mean curvature of I'. Thus, the H* norm of I' is comparable at leading order
to the H*~1(T") norm of a, as long as the Taylor sign condition is satisfied.
iii) The variables G* := Dfa — V,,A~'DEAP. At leading order these variables provide information

about W* via the approximate paradifferential relation
Gt~ NT, W,
We will use this relation to obtain the desired boundary condition for the div-curl system for W=,
iv) The variables VpG* and Vpw*. By similar heuristics, these variables will be used to control
VpW* in H*=2(Q).
The above discussion suggests that at the principal level we have the correspondences

W* & (W, 6%), VeW* & (Vpwt, VG), I a,

which will serve as the basis for our coercivity property. To obtain the heuristic identification W* < (w®, G i)

we will view W¥ as solving a div-curl system. To construct such a system, a natural first idea would be to

use the rotational/irrotational decomposition W+ = Wriot + Wij:, where
curll Wi, = wt, curl W =0,
V-Wi, =0, v-wiE=o,
W,fgt-np:() on I', Wif~np:Wi-np on .

However, this system cannot be directly used to analyze the free boundary MHD equations, as nr has only
H*=(I") regularity whereas W* € H*~2(I"). Instead, we will associate the G* variables with VT W= - np,
the normal component of the tangential derivatives of W+ on the boundary; one may think of this as a proxy
for the paraproduct V' (T,,.W*). Then, we will design a div-curl system for W+ which will be suitable for
obtaining the W+ part of the coercivity bound.

We now discuss the dynamical problem, which is what truly dictates the choice of good variables. Note
that by taking the curl of (2:2) we obtain the equations

(5.2) D w5 = 0,WF 0, W, — O;W T oW = Mo(VW, VIV).
Based on this transport structure, it is natural to include Hwin{k,l(Q) as part of the energy.
In order to identify the other components of the energy, we must make several key observations. The first
is that ||(a, gi)”i{kfl(r)xH’“%(r) is controlled by the linearized energy Ej,(w™,s), where
wF 1= VHNF2G*,
s = NFk-1q,
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solve the linearized system to leading order. This suggests including Ej;, (w®,s) as part of the energy
EF(W#,T). The next step is to identify the portion of the energy corresponding to the variables VgW=.

Using (L)), it is straightforward to verify that Vz commutes with D, Therefore, like w*, the variables
V pw® are approximately transported by W¥. Hence, it is natural to include the terms Hvai”iﬂcJ @ in
2
the energy E*(W*,T'). The final key observation is that the variables
w} = —VHN* 2V pa,
55 =a 'NF2VpGT,
also solve the linearized system modulo perturbative error terms. This yields the last piece of the energy;
namely, Elm(wfg, sﬁ)
Motivated by the above, we define our energy E*(W*, W~,T) by taking E*¥(W+, W~,T) := EX + E*
with

(53) b= 1+ Wy + o ooy + V805130 g + Buin (0, 5) + Bun(wh, 53).

In the sequel, we will sometimes refer to the components of (5.3) involving w* and Vzw* as the rotational
part of the energy and the components involving Fj;, as the irrotational part of the energy. We will denote

the former by E¥ and the latter by Ef More explicitly, we have

k a2 a2
E’I" = Z ||w ||Hk*1(Q) + Hva Hkag(Q)
ac{+,—}

and

Efim > (N ala + [VHN 26732 )

a€{+)_}
_ _1 _ o
+ Y (IVHN* 2V saliag) + la N 2V 562 ) )
a6{+)_}

Remark 5.3. It is important that, a priori, the definition of the energy functional does not depend on the
dynamics of the problem. Therefore, we need a way to interpret the expression (5.3) when W* and I" do not
solve the free boundary MHD equations. To make this precise, we consider a bounded connected domain €2
with (W*,T') € H*. We define the pressure P through the Laplace equation

AP = —0;W;Fo;W;
and the boundary condition Pr = 0. We then define the Taylor term a as
a:=-—nr-VPr.

To define DtiP, D;ta and G*, we begin by observing that for the dynamic problem we have DtiP =AT1FE

where
F* .= AW*.VP +2VW*.V?P 4 DEAP
and where we define
(5.4)  DFAP := ;W 0sW; 0, W, + OiWi oW, 0,W;" — 0, DFWiHo,W; — 0,W;H0; D W,

and

(5.5) DEWT .= VP, DfW#*:.= -VP+2VpgW=.
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These expressions are equivalent to the expansions of D?[AP, DI?[VVi and D} W= one would obtain for the

dynamic problem. Using that W is divergence-free, it is easy to see that we can write
AWE . VP 4+ 2VW* . V2P =V . My(VW*,VP)
where M is an R%-valued bilinear expression. Therefore, we have
(5.6) F* =V My(VW* VP)+ DEAP.
We then simply declare DtiP = A71F* with F* as above. Having settled on a definition for DtiP, we
may define DtiVP by
DfVP:= -VW*.VP+VD:P
and then D?[a by
Difa := —nr - DfVPp.
For our low regularity energy estimates, we will need to correct the variables D?[a as follows. We first define
the auxiliary variables
B* .= DfP - AT'DFAP = [Df, A7YAP.
We then note importantly that B+ = A~'H* where H* satisfies the simple identity
H* :=V - My(VW*,VP).

That is, H* agrees with F'* up to correcting by DtiAP (which one can think of as a type of normal form

correction). We then define the preliminary corrected variables A* by
A* .= DFVP - VATIDFAP,
so that A* = VBT — VIW* . VP. The good variables G* may then be written as
G* = —nr- A* = Dfa+ V,,AT'DFAP,

or more concretely,
Gt =V, W*.VP -V, A"Y(AW* . VP +2VIVE . V2P)

5.7
5-7) =V, W*.VP -V, A7V . My(VIWE,VP).

With these interpretations, the energy functional (5.3) is well-defined, regardless of whether the state (W*,T")

evolves in time.

5.2. A brief heuristic discussion on the normal form correction. One might ask why in the definition
of G* (and V3G*) we perform the normal form correction to the variables D a instead of working directly
with Difa (or VzDFa). The basic reason for this is two-fold. First, G= and VpG* will better capture the
leading part of the “irrotational components” of W* and VgW¥, respectively. This leads to a simpler and
more natural coercive energy functional for propagating the regularity of the dynamic quantities W+ and
I". The second reason is the crucial one, in that one cannot treat the error term D?EAP perturbatively in
the energy estimates in the low regularity regime (although, it is lower order in the high regularity regime).
To very briefly describe the issue, it turns out that by carrying out the analogue of the energy propagation
estimates in Section [5.4] below but with the variables Dtia, one would eventually (after expanding out all of
the relevant terms) have to estimate VgV, A~ My(VVW,VVEW) =: Vg f in H*=2(T). Since we only
have VLW € H*2(Q) rather than H*~1(Q), we would be forced to place VV W in L>(€2). This would
lead to the regularity restriction s > % + %, since we would need to ensure that H*~2 embeds into C*.

The point of using the good variables G* is that they eliminate this term from the corresponding wave-type
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equation for a. The price to pay, however, is that in the energy propagation there will be an additional error
term essentially of the form (see Section .44 for more details)

(VHN* 2V ga, VHN* 2V 5(GF — Difa))12(0).

At first glance, this expression appears to lose derivatives. However, by carefully commuting the vector field

Vi with VHA*72, we can essentially integrate by parts twice to obtain
(VHN* 2V ga, VHN* 2V 5(GF — Difa)) 12(q) = (N*2V%a, N* 71 (G — Difa)) 12 (.

At this point, we will be able to close our estimates by relying on the improved regularity of a in the direction
of Vg, as alluded to in the introduction. Namely, in sharp contrast to not having VZW=* € H*~1(Q), we
do have V4a € H*=%(T). See Lemma [5.12] for more details.

5.3. Coercivity of the energy functional. We begin by establishing the coercivity part of Theorem [5.T}

namely, the relation

The proof will be split into several components.

5.3.1. L*> estimates for the pressure. Here we will establish some L based estimates for P in terms of the
i _ i1 _

control parameters A := |[(WT, W )|‘C%+E(Sl) + |ITllcre and A2 = [[(WH, W) |lwe ) + HFHCL%' Such

estimates will, in particular, complete the proof of the difference bounds in Section [@ Moreover, they will

imply pointwise estimates for the pressure in terms of the stronger control parameters My and M, _ 1 which

will suffice for our energy estimates.

Lemma 5.4. Given the assumptions of Theorem [51], the following pointwise estimates for P hold.

(i) (CY€ estimate for P).

[Plcrey Sal,  and  [|Pllore) Sm,_, 1.

1
2

(i) (CYz estimate for P).

<1
1Plgry g S5 A% and [Pl g S,y M

Proof. Using the paradifferential bookkeeping devices developed in Appendix[A.6] the proof is entirely similar
to [I8, Lemmas 7.5 and 7.9], so we leave the details to the reader. O

5.3.2. Preliminary H® estimates. We next establish some important preliminary L2-based estimates for the

quantities that will appear frequently in our analysis later on. Let us define for the rest of this section

Ay = [[(WH,T)|lae + || Pl ) HIVBPle @) + 1A -1 @) + [VBAF] aog

Hd+% (Q ) 9
where A% is defined as in Remark To ensure that the implicit constants in our coercivity estimates

depend only on M, _ 1, we will need the following lemma which will allow us to estimate A,_ 1.
Lemma 5.5. For s > % + 1 we have

Aeos +IVBnr|ge—2m) + 1B oo o + IVBB o1y Sar,, 1.
2

5 (@)
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Proof. To control A we must estimate the latter four terms in its definition.

S——’

Control of P. First, we have by Proposition [A14]

(5.8) 1P| s (02) SMF% |0:W;F0; W || o2y + [ Pllcr -

By Lemma [5.4] Proposition A4 and the embedding H*~ % (Q) C C2+¢(Q) we see that | Pl ) Sm., 1.
ST3

Control of Vpnr. We recall from Appendix and Remark [A30 that Vgnr = —((VB)*(nr)) . Hence,
from Proposition [A.6] and Proposition we have

IVenrlg—2q) Sum, , VB

-3 , j(s—1-2¢) , <
s Hsfg(ﬂ)‘F?g]g? 2||V(I)§JB||L°°(Q)+§1>1132 IV@2;Bl g ie ) S,y 1.

Above, &<; and ®>; denote the regularizing kernels outlined in Appendix

Control of V BP Since Vg Pr = 0, we may again apply Proposition [A.14] (or Corollary [A.15, depending

on whether s — 3 > 0 or not) to estimate
(5.9) IVEP yoy ) SM,_s IANVEP) yeog o) T IVEPI g -
By Sobolev embedding, we have ||VBP||C2 @ SM, ||VBP|| -t () Therefore, by interpolating and
using the above bound for P, we conclude that ’
V5Pl et oy S0y IACVBP) 5 ) S NIAVBIPY g o + VB @W0W )y

As B is divergence-free, we may write [A, Vg|P in the form V - MQ(VB, VP). Hence,

IVeP| Sm,_y [[Mo(VB- VP

+ —
H=3(Q) ~ + VB (0:W; ;W

"3 (Q) i )”HS’%(Q)'

The first term is easily estimated using Proposition [A-4] and the estimates for P above. The latter term
can be similarly estimated using Proposition [A4] if s > % Otherwise, we observe that for p = #‘;5 we
have the embedding LP(2) € H*~3(f). Moreover, we may write VB([?Z-W;(?J-WZ-_) = Mo (VVpW, VW) +
Ms3(VB,VW,VW). From this, Holder’s inequality and Sobolev embeddings, we see that

IV 5(0:W; 0, W) 1 IVBI YWz VWl 2y

HHS’f(Q) LT58 3 (

+IVVeW|

LE () VW[ p20(q)
Sy
2

1.
This gives the desired control of Vg P.

Control of A* and B*. Now, we focus on estimating A*. We first recall that A* = VB* — VIV*.VP

where
(5.10) B = A7V . My(VWE,VP).
The term VIW* - VP is estimated as above. On the other hand, by Proposition [A.14] we have

1Bl IAB] + 8% 2

HS*E(Q) M._1 H 3 (Q) cr @)’

Recall that there is an € > 0 such that H5~2~¢({) embeds into C'2 (Q). Interpolating between H*~z(Q) and

H'(Q) and using the H~! — H} bound for A=!, we conclude that ||Bi||HS,%(Q) <m ||A8i|| S
s—3

Then using (B.10) and estimating similarly to the above, we observe that
(5.11) 18|

< 1
-1 M
gz ~Mo1 O
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which gives the corresponding estimate for A* and B*.
Control of VAT and VzB*. We begin by noting that
VAT = VBT — VB VB — Vp(VIW*.VP).
Using Proposition [A4] and (G.I1) we obtain
IVB - VB gs-20) S Bl 43 o 1B e 1Bl 1

+ 18I gt

c3(Q) | -3(Q) H™3(Q) | 3 (Q) S,

Moreover, by expanding Vg(VIW* - VP) and using Proposition [A4] (5.8) and (5.9), we see that
IVB(VW= - VP)|la:-20) Sm,_y 1.

To estimate VV B+, we note that VBBIj; = 0 since B is tangent to I'. Therefore, by Proposition[A.14] and
an argument similar to that in the proof of (BI1l), we have

IVV8BE|| ge-2(0) S IVeBE | -1(0) SMS,% AV B f+-5(q).

Analogously to the estimate for V3V P above, we may expand AV B+ and use that B is divergence-free

to estimate
||AVBB:|:HH373(Q) ,SMF% ||VB . VB:‘:HHS’Z(Q) + ||VBABi||Hs—3(gz) ,SMF% 1+ ||VBAB:|:||H3—3(Q)-

Obtaining control over the latter term in the above inequality is a mostly straightforward application of
Proposition [A4] if s > 3. To allow for the case 2 < s < 3, we need to carefully expand Vg AB*. Using that
B is divergence-free, we have the commutator identity [0;, Vg|f = 0;(0;B; f). From this and straightforward

manipulations, it is easy to see that we may write VpAB¥ in the form
VBAB* =V . [VpMy(VW*E,VP)| + V- M3(VB,VIW*,VP).
Noting that s — 2 > 0 and using Proposition [A.4] it is straightforward to then estimate
IV BAB*| -3 SMk% L.
This gives the desired estimates for Ve A* and VpB*. O

Corollary 5.6. For o > % + 1 we have

Ao+ 1BF o + 1V8B5 | oy o) + IV BREN o g ) Sh,_y Mo
Moreover,
IDF Pllmo () + ||VBDtiP||Hof%(Q) Su, M.
Proof. From Proposition [A.14] Sobolev embeddings, Lemma and Proposition [A.4] we have
1Pl gy Sor,_y 1O OW; o g + Do | Pllcscay Sar,_, Mo
Similarly,

VBP0 SMk% M,.
Writing AT = VBT — VIW* . VP, we obtain
A= | o1 () SM&% 1B e 0) + Mo
By using Proposition [A.14] Sobolev embedding, Lemma [5.5] and Proposition [A:4] it follows that

1B= 0y Sm,_y 1ABF o2 + Il = 1BFN 3 ) Sh,_y Mo
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A similar but more involved analysis gives

[Venr| + VAT )T IVsB*| Su,_y Mo

H=3 () H =3 (0 H™3(Q)

It remains to estimate DtiP and V BDtiP. We recall that, by definition, we have
B*:=DifP - AT'DFAP =: Df P - C*.
From (5.3) and (54), we can write C* in the form
CE = AT M3(VW, VW, VW) + A" My (V2P, VW) + A~ Mo (VW, VV 5 W).

Thanks to the above estimates for B* and VzB*, we only need to estimate C* and VC* in H?(Q) and
H~2(9), respectively. Our first observation is that by the algebra property (A.2), we have

IV5CE| Sw. ||B]] C¥ ller (@) + I Bllzos oy ICl

HoT3(Q) Hd oy Y3 (Q)

Therefore, to establish both bounds, it suffices to show that

ICE ey S, 1, [ICF Su, M.

HO 3 (Q)
First, we observe that by Sobolev embedding, Proposition [A.14] Proposition [A.4] and the estimates for the
pressure, we have the C' bound

IC* ]l () SMk% IACH | pra—2(0) Saa, 1.
Using Proposition [A.14] and Proposition [A.4] we conclude that

(5.12) (<l } Su, [ACH] +ICF e @) 1Tl e @) Sar, M.

HT H =3 ()

This completes the proof. O
Remark 5.7. With a more careful analysis, the estimate for DtiP can be improved to

IDF Pl e () Su,_y Mo,
but we will not actually need this in the sequel.

5.3.3. H® estimates for the surface energy variables. Our next objective is to control the surface energy
variables (a,G¥) in H*~1(T') x H*=2(T") and (Vpa, VpGE) in H*~3(T') x H*~2(I') by the energy plus some
lower order terms.

Proposition 5.8. We have

(5.13) lallzrss ey + 1G5 N g oy Snr,_y (B)F + Apee
and

1
(5.14) IVBall g gy + 1VBG -2y Sar,_y (B + Axe.

Proof. We begin with the first estimate. To control a in H*~!(T'), as in [I8], we use the ellipticity estimate

for the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator from Proposition [A.19 to obtain

_ 1
lall =10y Sn,_y Nlallzzey + IN*Yal| L2 (ry + |IT] e [lall ooy SM, g (E*)7 4+ Ag—c.
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To control G in H*=2(I"), we use Proposition A0, Sobolev embedding, Lemma [55, Corollary and
Proposition [A 7] to estimate

(L
G- S, IN*=2G50 g o+ IT Lz sup2 17 nr - @< A% 1= (@)
J

=3 ) ~ H3(T)

+ sup 2j(k_§_26)||nr : ‘I’Zin”HE(F) + Ak

§>0
<M 4, ”Nk 291||H2(F + Ap_e.
From the trace theorem, we have
IN2G% 1y ) S,y A2 i o,

Since k£ > 3 and
/N’Hgi ds = / nr - VHN*=3G*ds =0,
T N

we conclude by a Poincare type inequality that

IHN* 2G| 11 S,y IVHN 2G| 20y Sar,, (EY)2.

2
This gives (B.I3). Now, we move to (5.I4). First, using that Vpa = —np - VpVP and the partition
VeVP = ;VpVP + ®>,VEVP, we obtain from Proposition[A.19in a similar way to the above that

|V zal| . [VHN* 2V alp2(q) + Aj—e S < (E")? 4 Aj_.

H*3(D) Sw,
To estimate VG*, we write

VpG* = —Vpnr - A* —np - Vg AL,
From Appendix [A.5 and Remark[A.30, we have Vgnr = —((VB)*nr)" = —(VB)*nr + (nr - ((VB)*nr))nr.
Therefore, we may expand Vgnr - A% as a sum of terms of the form M (nr)Ma(VB, A*) where M(nr) is
some multilinear expression in nr. Hence, we obtain from Proposition [A.19 and Proposition [A.6] the bounds

IV BGE| -2y SMS% IVBGE | 2y + NP2V BGE | L2

T fre-e sup 279079 [|| @ ; My Lo () + 19<5(VBAT) || Lo (0]
J
+sup 22729 [ @5 Mol e vy + 1925 (VAT | ey -
7>
Using the trace theorem, the regularization properties of ®<;, Lemma [5.5] Sobolev embeddings and Propo-

sition [A.4] the terms in the latter two lines may be estimated by Aj_.. Hence,
IVBGE |21 Su, IVBG* | 2y + [INF 2V BGF || L2(r) + Ak—e.

For the first term on the right, we use Lemma [A. 17, Lemma [A.T§ and the fact that B is tangent to I' to
estimate

IVEGF L2y STV IVTG* 2 SM,_y 16 1

Since k — 3 > 1, we may use the H*3(T') estimate for GF from above to control the last term on the right

by the energy. This concludes the proof. O

With our preliminary estimates in hand, let us proceed with the proof of the first (and harder) half of the

coercivity estimate; namely,

(5.15) IOV, D)l S, (B2
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The crux of the proof of (5I5) is establishing the intermediate bound
Ak S,y (B5)7 + Mg
5=

for some small € > 0. The coercivity bound (.15 then follows from a simple interpolation argument, which

we will outline later.

5.3.4. Control of the pressure and surface reqularity. As a first step, we control the pressure and surface
regularity via

1P| T Sar,y (BY)7 + Age.
H ) Y

k+% «
The proof of this is virtually identical to the corresponding bound in Section 7.4 of [18], so we omit the proof
for brevity.

5.3.5. Control of W* and A*. We next estimate W= in terms of A*. To achieve this, we use the div-curl

estimate in Proposition [A.25] and the fact that W= is divergence-free to control
+ +
% vy Sar,_y T sy + IVTWE el g o+ [Tl W e

Sh_y (BN)E 4 M + VW npl] g
It remains to study the boundary term V' W# . np. Similarly to [I8], our starting point is the commutator
identity
DfVP = -VW=*.VP + VDfP.
As Pr =0, we have VTD?EP = 0. Therefore, we obtain the identity
VW% . np =a Y (DFVP)T =a Y DEVP - VAT'DEAP)T = a1 (AT,

where in the second equality we used that VA_lDtiAP is normal to I The next step is to estimate
a (AT in terms of A*. For this, we use the balanced product and trace estimates in Proposition
and Proposition as well as Lemma [5.5] to obtain

_ _ (Ll
™ A=) Tl ey S,y 1A )+ (o™ ermecoy + T e 50 27 E 9 A5

+sup 2/ 2 s AF )

A= =10y + Mk
>0

<
@ ~Mo-g

It now suffices to show that
1A= [l Sar,_y (B9)% + Mg
For this we study an appropriate div-curl decomposition for A*. We have
V-Af=V2P - VW% in Q,
(5.16) V x AT = V2P . VW* — (VIWH)* . V2P in Q,
A -np = —-G* onT.
Hence, using Proposition [A225] Proposition [A4] and the partition A* = &< ;AT + &5, A% as above, we

obtain

A% sy Sa,_y 1975 g 0+ A

It remains to estimate the boundary term. We compute

(5.17) VIA* np = -V'G*F — AT .V np.
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By Proposition [A.6, Proposition [A:23 and the decomposition A* = ®&<;A* + &5, AF, the first term on the
right in (5I7) may be controlled in a similar fashion to the above. Indeed, we have

VTG -5y S, 1G] + Ak Sar, ) (B)F + Ape

H*3(D)
Estimating the latter term is more tedious. Using that V., np is tangent to I' for any tangent vector 7 and
the fact that Bf; =0, we have

A* VTnp = —-VW* . VP .V np = —(VW*.VP.VHnr)" = —U".

Using the decomposition U = @< ;U + P~ ;U together with Proposition and Proposition [A.7 we have

—(3_e)i
||UT||Hk—%(p) SMS,% [T e ?2]82 GO U] oo () + Ul rx-2(0)-

If d = 2, we can crudely Sobolev embed and use the regularization properties of ®<; to estimate
(B_g)f
2=V U o SMF% U] 21 () SMF% IVP o) IVWE || L2y [ VHRE | 20 SMk% 1,
where we used that s — % > % If d > 3, we can Sobolev embed to obtain
—(5-e) ‘ <
272V eyl ) S,y U e )

Since in this case we have s—35 > 0, we can apply Proposition[A4] Sobolev embeddings and Proposition [A.16]
to obtain

]l SM

+
et Sty W]

a3 @ IVEllEs=1@ I Hnrl[me-1@) Sar,_, 1.

By Proposition [A.4] and Proposition [A.16 we also obtain

m

Ul mrr-2(0) Sar, y Ak

2

Combining the above, we finally obtain

1
||VTAi nl“”Hk—f ) SM -1 (Ek)2 + Aj—e.

Consequently, we have the bound
1
[AE] =10y + W e S, (E*¥)z + Aj—.

5.3.6. Control of VgP. To control VP, we use Proposition [A.14] Lemma and the fact that VgP
vanishes on I to estimate

IVEPmr@) Sum, 3 IAVEP|mr-20) + [Tllae-< VB P 4 1 IAVEPl|gr-2(0) + Ak—e.

crteQ) S,

Then using Proposition [A4] Lemma and expanding out AVgP, we obtain

IVBP| mr o) SM&% ”Wi”H’C(Q) + || P + Ag—e.

1
H 2 (Q)

When combined with the above estimates for W+ and P, this gives the desired bound

1
IV BP| gr o) SMF% (E")2 + Ag_.
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5.3.7. Control of VW= and Vg A*L. It remains to estimate VW= and Vg AE. Our strategy is to proceed
similarly to the estimate for W* by performing a div-curl decomposition. Using Proposition [A.25 we see
that

+H|V - (VW)

IV W= g ) Sar,_y IV X (VW)

”H’“%(Q)
VW= ceq)

Q) “3()

+HIVI(VEW®) - nrll g2y + [T e

By Sobolev embeddings, the last term on the right can be controlled by Ax_.. Moreover, using Proposi-
tion [A.4] and the fact that W= is divergence-free, it is straightforward to obtain the bounds

IV 5 (VW) g g + IV - (VW g ) Sar,_y (VB0 g ) + Mime

¥

Therefore,

VW E"E 4+ VT (VEWE) - np| gra(ry + Ap—e.

<
Hk—— Q) NM % (
It remains to estimate the boundary data VT(VBWi) -np in terms of VgGE. Since DtjE and Vp commute

(this is a slight abuse of language since at this stage our variables do not yet come from solutions to the

dynamic problem; instead, the fact that they commute follows directly from their definitions), we have
DEVEVP = —Vp(VW*.VP) + V5VDfP
= —VVpW*.VP-VW*.VpVP+VVEDiP-VB -VDfP+VB-VW*.VP.
Combining this with the identity
(DifVBVP)" = (VpAF)T £2VIB- VA1 (8, VW 0,W]F)
and the definition of B* we obtain the formula
(5.18) VI (VeW*)np = a Y (Ve AY) T +a Y (VB-VBH) T+ {(VIW*.VpVP) T —a Y (VB-VW*.VP)T.

We begin by estimating the latter three terms in (5.18]), which are essentially lower order. By Proposition[A.6]
and Proposition [A.7] we have

la™ (VB - VB) " || gr—2(r) Su,_, IVB- VBjEIIkag(Q + I e sup 2770795 (VB - VBY)|| 1~ (0)
J
+sup 2727 @5 (VB - VB g -
7>0 ()

By Sobolev embeddings, Proposition [A.4] and Lemma we then conclude that
la™ (VB - VBE) | mn-ary Snr,_y Ake

By a similar analysis, we obtain the same estimates for the last two terms in (5I8]), so it remains to control
VpA* in HF2(Q) by the energy. By Proposition [A.25, we have

IVEAT| L, IV (VBAR)| + IV % VpAZ| +[[VBAT - nr | -z

73 Q) H=3(0) H"3 ()
(5.19)

+||F||kae2 19| d; Vp A ||L°°(Q)+S_ug2j(k 27 @5; VAT L2(0) + Ak—c.
Jj>

From Lemma [5.5] Sobolev embeddings and the regularization bounds for ®<;, we can control the terms in
the second line by Ay_.. Furthermore, using the div-curl decomposition for A%, (5.16G), Proposition [A4l and
Lemma [5H] it is easy to estimate

IV (VaA®)] 1V X (VaAD)esg

<
3@ NMS 1 Ak—e-

k—5
H""2(Q) 3
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We then notice that

IVBA* - npll gy S IVBGE | me-2r) + AT - Vanr| g r).-
Arguing as in the estimate for VpG* in Proposition [5.8 we obtain
(5.20) |A* -V pnrl| sy Sar,_y (B¥)* + Ape.

This gives
IVBAS N e ) + IV BW F gy g Sar,_y (B)F + Ak
By combining all of the above estimates, we conclude that
Ay, SMF% (E*)® + Aj_..
Using interpolation and the definition of Ay, it follows that
Ak Su,_y (B)2 +11Plle) + A% 2()-
By the H~! — H{} bound for A~! and Proposition [A4] we have
1Pl ) + IAF L2 () SM,_y (W W) ke (-
Interpolating again, we may finally conclude that

Ak Sar_y (BM)E 4 IVH W) 2y Sar,_, (B,

[N

This completes the proof of (5I5]). To complete the proof of the energy coercivity property in Theorem [B.11
it remains to establish the easier bound
(B*)2 Sur_, M.
s—3
Clearly, the only issue is to control the irrotational energy. More precisely, we have to show that the

expression
(5.21) ||vHNk_2gi||L2((2) + ||a%Nk_1a||Lz(p) + ||VHNI€_2VBG/||L2((]) + ||a_%Nk_2ngi||L2(p)
is <y, My For the term ||a%/\/k_1a||Lz(p), we have from Lemma [A.18 and Proposition [A.21]

s—3

Lk
la* A" allry Sa,y lallme—rwy + lalzom Tl Sar,_y llallms-ry + 1T e

W=

Then from Proposition [A.6] Proposition and Corollary 5.6l we have
lallreoscey S,y 1Pl per g + P Sar,_, M

Using similar analysis, the H? — H' bound for H and the identity Vpa = —np - VeV P, we may estimate
||VHNk_2VBa||L2(Q) SM ||Nk_2VBa||H%(F)

N=

Sm,_y [Veall ) T UL sup 272 ||np - ®<; VBV P o) + sup 21E=5 =9 |np - @5,V VP re(ry
J J

3
H*=2(T

IVEV Pl (o) + My Sar,_y M.

[N

SM,

N=

To control VHN*~2G*, we can argue in a similar fashion by using the partition
g y g
Qi = —.Ai nr = —(I)ngi ‘nr — (I)Zj.Ai s nr

to obtain
IVHN*2G% | 2oy Sar,_, M.
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Likewise, to estimate N* 2V 3G+ we can write VgG* = —Vpnr - AT — np - Ve AT, The latter term is
estimated similarly to the above by partitioning VAT = ®&<;(VpA*) + &5,;(VpA*), so that

IN*=2(np - VAF)| L2 S,y My
We can use Appendix [A5 to write Vgnr = —V ' B - nr, and thus, since Bﬁi = 0, there holds
~Vpnr- A = -VW*.VP.-V'B . np.

Using Proposition [A21] Lemma [A18 and arguing somewhat similarly to the estimate for the latter term in

(EIT), we obtain
IN*=2(Vpnr - AF)| L2 Sw,y M.

We omit the above straightforward (albeit slightly tedious) computation, which completes the estimation of
each term in (B21]) and thus the proof of part (i) of Theorem Bl Next, we turn to part (ii), which is the

energy propagation bound.

5.4. Proof of energy propagation. Here we prove the second part of Theorem GBIl Using (B2 and
the coercivity bound (G it is straightforward to verify the following energy estimate for the rotational

component of the energy:

d
%Ef <. E*.

Hence, the main objective of the work will be to establish a propagation bound for the irrotational part of

the energy. More specifically, we intend to show that

d
EE’L]C SMS Ek'

To achieve this propagation bound, we start by deriving a wave-type equation for a. This equation will

govern, at leading order, the dynamics of the free surface as well as the “irrotational” good variables G*.
We begin our derivation with the simple commutator identity
DEVP = -VW*.VP +VDifP
which gives
At = —VIW*. VP + VB*.
Applying D and performing some elementary algebraic manipulations, we see that
DfA* = -VDFW=*.VP+ DFVB* + VWT . (VW*.VP) - VW* . DFVP
= %V|VP|2 + DFVBE + VWT . (VW*.VP) - VW . DFVP,

where in the last line, we have used ([2.2) to write —VDFW* . VP = IV|VP|2. As AP = —8in+8ij is

lower order, it is natural to further split V|V P|? as

1 1 1

5V|VP|2 = 5VH|VP|2 + 5VA—1A|VP|2.
This yields the equation

(5.22) DFA* — %VH|VP|2 = %VA‘1A|VP|2 + DFVBE + VWT . (VW*.VP) - VW . DFVP = g.
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We will later see that g may be thought of as a perturbative source term (although this will require a
considerable amount of effort). In order to convert (5:22) into an equation for the good variables, we take

the normal component of the trace on I'; to obtain
1
(5.23) DFA* .np, — EN(aQ) =g-nr,,

where we used the dynamic boundary condition P, = 0 to write [V P, | = a?. Since D; is tangent to I';
and G* = —nr, - AT, we have

(5.24) DFG* = —DFA* -nr, — A* - Dfnr,.

Since D nr, is also tangent to the boundary, we have by definition of A* the identities A* - Dfnr, =
Dinr, - DE(VP) = —aDfnr, - Dfnr,. Therefore,

DFG* = —DFA* -nr, + aDfnr, - Dnr, .
Combining (5:23) and (524)), we arrive at the equations
DFG* + %N(a2) = —g-np, + aDfnr, - Difnr,

which can be further reduced using the Leibniz type formula for N from (A7) to
(5.25) DFG* +aNa = f,
where

f:=—g-nr, +aDfnr, - Dfnp, + np, - VATY(|VHal|?).
Since Vg and D" commute, we also obtain the identity

DFVEGT +aNVpa =Vpf —[Vg,aNa—a[Vg,Na =: fz.

To propagate (a, G¥) in H*~1(T',) x H*=3(T') and (Vpa, VGF) in H*2(I';) x H¥~2(I;), our strategy will
be to identify solutions to the linearized system ([ZI4]) with perturbative source terms and then invoke the
linearized energy estimates. With this goal in mind, we focus first on (a, G*). We define the good variables

wt = VHNF26*,
st = NF1q,

¢F = H(aN*1a).

Note that we clearly have V - w* = 0. Moreover, it is easy to see that qli = ast and wﬁit “np, = NF-1GE,

Hence,
Dfs* — w‘let -np, = [DE,N*"Ya+ N*"1(Dfa - GF) = R.
By using the equation (5.28) for a and the Leibniz formula for A/, we see that
Dfw* + V¢t =Q inQ,
where

Q= —VWT . wt + V[DF, H](N*72G*) + VH[DF ,N*=2|GF + VHN 2 f — VHIN* 2, a)Na.
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To summarize the above in a compact form, we have

Dfw* + Vgt = Q in Qy,
V- wt =0in Q,
thsi—wi-npt =R on I'y,

+

gt =ast on T,.

Next, we similarly phrase the estimate for (Vga, VpG*) in terms of the linearized equations. We define the

good variables (w3, 55, ¢5) via

w} = —VHN" 2V pa,
sﬁ = a 'NF2VEGT,

¢t = HN" 2V G,
which similarly to the above satisfy the equations

DfwE + Vg =Rpa+Rp2in Q,
V-wf =0in Q,
Dtisjg — wﬁ -np, = Qp on I'y,

qﬁ = asg on Iy,

where
Qp = —a ?DFfaN*2VGT + a ' DF N VEGT +a "N 2 f5 —a Y N* 2, a)]N'Vsa
and
Rp1:=-VWT . wi — VD, HIN* 2V ga — VH[DF ,N*"3|Vga, Rps:=VHN*2V(GT — Dfa).

Remark 5.9. We briefly remark that the reason we write Q as the source term for the w* equation (which
is posed on ;) but write Qp instead of Rp as the source term for the sﬁ equation (which is posed on T')
is because the linearized variables w* and sg correspond to the good variables G* and V 3G+, respectively,
and thus, the corresponding source terms will have a similar structure in the estimates below. There is
an identical motivation for denoting the other source terms by R, Rp1 and Rp 2 as these come from the

equations for the good variables a and V pa, respectively.
The linearized energy estimate (ZI5]) together with Corollary B.6l and Cauchy-Schwarz immediately gives

the preliminary bound

d 1 1
—EF L San, B 4 (IR 2y + IRBallz2can) (B¥)E + (1Q 12 (0,) + 198 20 ) (EF)

(5.26) dt
— (VHN*2V ga, RB.2) 12 ()

We are left to control the remaining terms on the right-hand side of (526). This will be where the bulk of
the work is concentrated.
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5.4.1. Control of R and Rp,1. Our goal is to show that
IRl L2 + IRBAll L2y S, (BF)2.

We begin with R. The analysis of this term is almost identical to the analogous term in [I8], but we include
the short proof as a convenience to the reader. One ingredient we need is the following commutator estimate

which is a consequence of Proposition 7.14 in [I§].
Proposition 5.10. Let s > %l +1 and let f € HY(Ty). Then

WV, D?]f”m(rt) Sw,

ey

Remark 5.11. Technically, the above proposition as stated in [I8] applies to the material derivative Dy,
but the proof there applies almost verbatim to handle the case Dti.

Returning to the estimate for R, := [Dti,/\/k_l]a, we begin by writing
[DF, N*~Ya = [DF, NIN* 24 + N [DE, N*a.
By Proposition .10, we have
I[DF NIN*all 20, Sar, IN*2all i ry).

Using Proposition [A.21] Lemma [5.4] and Proposition 5.8 we obtain the estimate

_ 1
IN*=2al a0y S, llall e o,y + 1T ax lall Loy Sar, (BF)?.
On the other hand, using Proposition [A31] and the coercivity bound, we may estimate

— 1
I1DE N*2Jall ey Sa, lall ks, + llal ITell v + W a)) Sar. (EF)2.

c%(rt)(
Next, we turn to the estimate for N*~1(Da — G*). We begin by recalling that
Dfa—G* = -V,A"'DfAP =: —V,C*.

Hence, by Corollary [A.24] and Proposition [A.14] we have
(5.27) INFIVCE L2y San INF2VRCE e,y S ||Ci||Hk+%(Qt) + Tl e ICF o )
By Sobolev embedding, the estimate ([BI2]) from Corollary 5.6 and the energy coercivity, we see that

IV (DFa = G5l Sar, (B)E.
This concludes the estimate for R. Now, we turn to Rp ;. Clearly, we have

IVWF - wisll e Sar. (B,
To handle the second term in the definition of Rp 1, we begin by recalling the simple commutator identity
[Dif, H]p = A™'V - B(VW*, VHY)
from (AI2). Invoking the H~! — H} bound for A™1, we conclude that
VD, HIN* 2V pall 20 Sar, [IVHA 2V a2y S, (B2

To estimate the last term in the definition of Rp 1, we use the H? — H' bound for H and Proposition [A.31]

to obtain

IVHIDE, N* 2V gal 12(0,) S,

Viall g p,) + (W L@ + 1Telle) [ Valer.

T
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Then writing Vga = —nr, - VgV P and using Corollary 5.6, we see that ||Vpgal z=r,) Sm, 1. Combining
this with Proposition [£.8] the energy coercivity estimate and Sobolev embedding, we have

IRBAllL20) Su, (EF)%.

5.4.2. Control of Q. Next, we estimate Q and some terms in Qp. First, by applying similar arguments as
in the estimates for R; and Rp,1, we may easily control the first three terms in the definition of Q. More

precisely, we have
IVWF - w20, + [VIDF, HINY 2G5 12, + [IVHIDF, N 21G% | 120,y Sur, (BF)2.

Thanks to the bound ||D?:a;||Loo(Ft) <ur. 1 and the definition of E¥, the first term in the definition of Qp
may be estimated immediately by

la=2DEaN* 2V GT lz2(ry) S, (Ek)%

The second term a~'[Di, N*~2]V G is a bit more delicate. As in the estimate for [D*, N*~]a, we can
first bound

(5.28) la™ ! [DF N 2V 5G| 20y Sar, (1D N 2 IV BGT 110y + INF 2V 5G|,
To estimate the first term in ([5.28]), we recall that we can write
V}gg$ = —VBTLFt '.A$ — nr, ~VB.A$.

Using the fact that [|Vpnr, - AT ||Ler,) Sa, 1, the bound (B.20), Proposition[A3Tand the energy coercivity,

we can estimate
_ 1
1D, N*21(Vanr, - AD)|u ) Sa IVenr, - AT e @, + 1WE e, + 1T ge Sar, (BF)2.

On the other hand, using the partition nr, - Vg A¥ = np, - &<; VAT +np, - &>,V AT, Proposition [A31]
Sobolev embeddings and the properties of ®<;, we have

I[DiE, N =3 (nr, - VBAT) |l v,y S

nr, VAT i-aey + (W e + Tl ) VAT g

q:
As in the estimates following the div-curl analysis in (5.19]) and the energy coercivity, we then obtain

1D, N* ] (nr, - VATl (r,) S, (BY)2.

Combining the above estimates and using a similar analysis to deal with N*~3V5GF (except using Propo-
sition [A.2T] in place of Proposition [A.3T]), we obtain

la= [DFE, N "2V 5G| 12 (ry) Sar, (EF)2

as desired.
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5.4.3. Control of VHN*=2f and N*=2 fg. Next, we turn to the estimates for VHN* =2 f and N*=2 f5. We
recall that
f=—g-nr, + aDinr, - Dinr, + nr, - VA (|[VHa|?)
and
fB:=Vpf—|Vp,alNa—a[Vp,Nla,
where g is defined as in (5.22]). We first dispense with the commutators in the definition of f5. We have
[Vg,a]JNa = VpaNa.

Writing Na = np, - VO« jHa + nr, - V@, Ha =: Nja+ N>ja, we conclude from Lemma [A. T8 Proposi-
tion [A.2T], Proposition [A.6, the trace theorem and the bound ||Vgal|cer,) Sa, 1 that

||Nk72(VBaNa)||L2(Ft) S

+ Tl e + 1Vaal )Sup? BN all e

oy

+sup 27 27NNNS al ey
7>0
y + [[Hall

+ (ITellzx + 1V Ball )IHall

3 1 .
H3 () H*=2(Ty) H™2(Q)

Using Proposition [A.20] and Proposition[5.8] it is easy to see that the first term on the right-hand side above
is controlled by the energy. Using Proposition [A.16] and the bound |[|a| e (r,) S, 1, the same is true for
the second term on the right. Moreover, by Proposition [A-16 we have ||’Ha||Hs,_ ) <m, 1. Therefore,
from Proposition [0.8 and the energy coercivity, we have

INE2(VBaNa)l| o, Sa, (B,
To handle the other commutator, we recall from Appendix [A.5] and Remark [A.30] that we may write
(5.29) Vs, Na = Vgnr, - VHa —nr, - (VB) (VHa)) + VaA~LY - Mo(VB, VHa).

We consider the partition [V, N]a = le + sz of the above commutator where le is defined by replacing
all instances of the term Ha in (5.29) with ®<;Ha. It is easy to verify using a similar analysis to the above
that

ITH ooy Sare 22, (1T geqr,) Sar, 27707279 (E*)z.

Therefore, from Lemma [A. 18] Proposition [A.21] Proposition [A 6l and the energy coercivity, we have
_ 1
IN*2(a[V 5, Na) || 2r,) Sar. 11V s Nall g2,y + (BF)=.
Then, using Proposition [A16] the partition Ha = ®<;Ha + ®>;Ha and arguing similarly to the above, we
see that
|Vsnr, - VHa —nr, - (VB)* (VHa) |2,y Sar. ()2
Moreover, from Proposition [A.22] Sobolev embedding, Proposition [A.14] and Proposition [A.4] we have
V2 ATV - Mo (VB, VHa) || g2 (ry) Sar, (EF).
Combining everything gives
_ 1
IN*=2(a[V 5, Na) || 2(r,) Sa, (EF)z.

Now, we turn to the estimates involving f and Vg f. Using the identities

1
D?:nf‘t = _((vwi)*npt)—r = _(VWi)*nFt + nr, (nFt : (VWi)*npt), |VHG|2 = §A|HG|2,
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we may reorganize f as
1 1
(5.30) f= EvnA—lA(HaF - 5v,,A—1A|VP|2 + M —V,Df B,

where M is multilinear in nr,, VP, VIW*, VB* and VD; P. Next, we estimate each term in VHN*=2f
with the expression ([5.30) for f substituted in. We begin with F} := VHN*"2V,,A"1A(Ha)? and Fp; =
NF=2V 5V, A~ A(Ha)?. We first note the pointwise bounds

(5.31) AT AHA)? o1 (o) Sa 1AH)? [ mo-2(0,) S, ||a||02(r ||Ha||H37%(Qt) Su 1
(5:32) IV, Val AT A(HA) || Ly + 1[Ve, ATHAHA) L0 Sa 1

and

(5.33) 1AV 5IVHa |00 Sa, IVBIVHAP [ 1e-0(0,) Sar, [IVHAP o200 Sar, 1.

From the Hz — H' bound for #, Corollary[A24] (5.31)), Propositionm Proposition[A.4] Proposition[A.16]
and the energy coercivity, we have

1F 200 Sar, [Telles AT A Ly g )+ IIVHAP [ ri-2 () Sa, (E*)2.

C2 (24)
Using Lemma [AT8] Proposition [A2T] and (531))-(5.33) where relevant, a similar argument gives
|Foallzaey Sa. (B
Next, we turn to the estimate for Fy := VHN*2V,A"'A|VP|? and Fpo = NF2VEV, ATTA|VP|2.
Writing A|[VP|? = 2|V2P|?> — 2VP - (@W;BJ»W[), we obtain in an analogous fashion to the pointwise
estimates above
AT AIVPP e, Sa, 1

and
1[V5, Va] AT AIVPP| oo (ry) + 1[VE, AT AIVPP Loy S 1, |AT'VBAIVPP| e q,) Sar, 1.

We conclude that

|P2llzn + 12l e S, (B2
Next, we estimate VHN*2M and N*2VpM. By Proposition [A:21] Proposition [A.7 Corollary [5.6]
Proposition and the energy coercivity, we have

— — 1
IVHN* 2 M| 20 Saa, NP2 MLy 0 S, M) el Ml ooy Saa, (B2

H 3 ()
To estimate N*~2V g M, we observe that VaM = M'T + M’ where M’ is a multilinear expression in the
variables nr,, VP, VB, VW* VB VDEP,Vgnr, and VgVP and T is either VV B+, VVDEP, VV 5B
or VV W=, Using the partition 7 = ®<;7 + ®>;T and the fact that |M'||cer,) Sam, 1, we can argue
similarly to the above to obtain

INF =2V M| 2r,) San I T o Ml

3 (1))

. + [Tl g ) sup 272 | @< T | 1o (2,)
7>0

+Sup2.7(k7 2—e€ ||(I)>]T||H2+g Q)

sy T EDEIT]

“3 @) Ho 3 ()

Using Corollary [5.0] this finally gives
IN* 2V 5 M| a(ry) Sar, (B2
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Next, we control V,,DF B and V5V, DF B*. We begin by recalling the decomposition
ABE = AW* . VP +2V?P - VW=,

Using the equations ([2.2]) and the Laplace equation for the pressure, we can write
ADFBE = My(VEPWT,VBE) + Mo(VWT,V2B%E) + Mo(VEWE, VDT P) + My(VWE, V2D P)
+ Mo(V2P,V2P) + M3(V2W* VW7, VP) + M3(V2P,VW,VWV).
Since D B* = 0 on I'y, it is straightforward to verify using Proposition [AT4l Proposition [A4] Lemma [5.4]

and the energy coercivity bound that
|DF B*ller@u) Sar. I1DF B () Sar L IDFB* axa) S, (B2
Consequently, from Corollary [A.24] we have
| VHA 2V, DF B |20, Sar. (B*)2.
From Lemma [A. 18 Proposition [A.21] Proposition [A.6l and the above estimates, we see that
VY2V, VBIDF BE | 12r,) Sar, (BF)?.
Hence, it remains to estimate N*~2V,, V5 D B*. Using Appendix [A.5 Remark[A:30, Proposition [A.14] and
the above estimates for DF BT, it is easy to verify that

V5, A" ADT BE| (EM)E, Ve, ATNADT B || 10, Sar. 1

Hk77 Q) NMS
and, moreover,

IV 5DFBF || o) Sa. I1DFBF e, Su, 1.
By expanding VpADF BT, we also easily obtain the bound
(B")2

IVBADFB g ) S

as a consequence of straightforward algebraic manipulation, Proposition [A.4] and Corollary Hence, by
Lemma [A 18 Proposition [A.21] Proposition [A.14] and the above estimates, we obtain

IN*=29,, Vs DFBE| 12 (ry) Sar, (BF)2.

We remark that above, we implicitly used the fact that k£ > 3 which allows us to avoid negative regularity
Sobolev spaces in the above estimates. This concludes the estimates for f and Vpgf.

5.4.4. Control of (VHN* 2V pa,Rp2)12(0,). We recall that
Rpao = VHN*2Vp(Dfa — GF) = —VHN*2VpV,A ' DEAP = - VHN 2V V,.C*.

To estimate (VHAN*2Vga, R B,2)12(Q,)» We will rely on the following estimate which captures the enhanced
regularity of the free surface in the direction of the magnetic field. For our purposes, this will be conveniently
quantified by measuring the regularity of the vector field V% applied to both a and P below. We will abuse
language slightly and refer to this property as a “regularizing effect”. This is a slight misnomer since this
enhanced regularity is really a priori hidden in the fixed-time boundary condition B - nr, = 0 and is not
really a property of the flow itself, but rather of the data.

Lemma 5.12 (Regularizing effect). The following estimates hold:

1
IVBall ez, + IVE PHHk—— ) Su, (EF)z.
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Remark 5.13. Using the identity nr, = —a~'VP (or more directly, the identity V4nr, = —Vg(V' B-nr,))
and adapting the proof below, one can also establish the bound

IVBnr re—a(r,) Sa (BY)? Sar, My
which can be thought of as a more direct manifestation of the regularizing effect on the free surface. However,

we do not need such a bound in our analysis below, so we omit the proof.

Proof. We begin with the harder estimate, which is V2Ba. We first observe the identity Vga = —nr, -VpVP
and use the definition of P (which can be thought of as implicitly measuring the regularity of the free surface)
to write
—nr, - VpVP =np, - VB-VP-V,A" (AB-VP+2VB - V’P) + V,A"'V(0;W; 0;,W;")
= Ti+T:+T.
We begin by estimating Vg7;. Using Proposition[A.6, Proposition [A. 7 and similar analysis to earlier in the
section, we see that

IVsnr, - VB - VPl g2y San[Vanr,lpew) (E®)2 + [ Venr, | me2m,) S, (BY)z.

Moreover, we have

[nr, - VB(VB - VP)|[gr-—2r,) S

(VB-VP) 1,

FITel ey sup 272 P<;VE(VB - VP)| 1=,
+sup 2/ 27|05 (Vp(VB - VP))|| 3 e
7>0 t

which yields

lnr, - VB(VB - VP)|gi—2r,) Su, [[VB(VB - VP + Tl ey Saa, (BF)2.

3 (Q)
Thus, we have
IV 5Tl v-2ry Sar (B9)%
To estimate the second term, let us first define F := AB - VP + 2V B - V?P. Then, as in previous analysis,
using that B is divergence-free, we note that we can write
F =V -MyVB,VP), [A Y VE]F =AYV - My(VB, VA 'F)].
By Sobolev embeddings, Proposition [A.14] and Proposition [A.4] we therefore have
(5:3) 1A~ Fll g g, + NA™ VBlFllzeany S, 1.
Moreover, we have
~VpTs = [Ve, V,JAT'F -V, [A™ VE]F + V, A" 'V F.

Using Proposition[A6] Proposition[A7] Proposition[A22] Proposition[A4] (5.34]) and the energy coercivity,
we may control the first two terms on the right by (Ek) To control the last term, since B is divergence-free,

we may write Vg F' = V-VpMs(VB,VP)+V-M3(VB,VB,VP). Therefore, we have by Proposition [A.4]

IV5F s ) St IVBMo(VB VP g o+ IMa(VE VB VP g ) S, 1

Similarly, using Proposition [A.4] and the energy coer01v1ty, we have
(EF)z.

||VBF||H1€** ) NMS
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It follows from Proposition [A.22] Sobolev embeddings and Proposition [A:14] that

_ 1
IVeT2llgr-—2r,) S w3y T Tl e |AT 'V BF || oo (0,) Sar, (EF)2.

Finally, to estimate V73, we write
VpTs = —nr, - VB- VA 'Vp(@,W, ;W) + V, VA~ 'V (@iW; 0,W) = T, + T7.
Using Proposition [A.6] Sobolev embeddings, Proposition [A.7] and Proposition [A.14] we find that
173 a2y v, (B9
On the other hand, by Proposition [A.22] we have

IVa VAT 5 (OiW ;W) | ak2w,y Sm. IVBAT VE@W0,W) + Tl -

k=3 ()
Using the algebra property (A2]) and then Proposition[A14] we can crudely estimate (i.e. treating Vg as a

derivative of order one)

IVEATVa@W W) ey ) S

+ Tl e + IV B(2:W,0,W

H"3 () i )”Hk’%(ﬂt)'

Using Proposition [A4] to estimate the last term on the right, as well as the energy coercivity, we have
ky L
T e e,y Sar (BF)z.

Combining everything above, we obtain the desired bound for V%a. The estimate for V%P is simpler. One

can proceed by expanding

VP =A""(AB-VP+2VB-V°P) - A~'V(0;W; 0,W;")
and then estimating each term on the right in a similar (in fact, more straightforward) manner to the
estimates for 73 and 73 above. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

A straightforward corollary of the above analysis is the following bound.

Corollary 5.14. There holds
IWE2Vhal 2, S, (BF)Y.

Proof. First, we observe that by combining the estimate for V%P in Lemma [E.12 with Proposition [A:] we
obtain

1
(5.35) VBV Pl -t ) Sar. (B2

By partitioning —V%a = (Vgnr, - VeVP +nr, - ®-;VLVP) +nr, - ®>;VLVP and applying Lemma [AT8]

Proposition [A.2]] and using the regularization bounds for ®<;, we have

IN*2V%all L2, S )+ Tl e (IV B0, | Lo (o) VBV Pl 9,) + IVBV Pl ga-2(0,))

2
HIVEVPl -4

From Lemma and (538H), we conclude the desired bound. O

Now, let us return to the estimate for <vHNk_2VBa,RB72>L2(SZt). To simplify notation slightly, let us
write D = V,,C*. We note the preliminary bounds

_ 1
(5.36) IN*1D|| 20,y + Dl re-1(ryy Sa. (B)2, D]l peery) S, 1,



SHARP WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE FREE BOUNDARY MHD EQUATIONS 47

which follow from (B12]), Corollary [A.24] and Proposition[A.22] We write
Rp2 = VHIN 2 Vp|D + VHVN*2D.
We estimate the former term using the Hz — H' bound for H, Remark [A.30 and (5.30),

[VHIN®*2, VB]D| 12(0,) S

1
Dl g3 r,y + UTelze + 1Bl ax @) IPllpery) S, (B*)z.

It remains to estimate (VHN* 2V ga, VHVN*"2D) 2 (q,). By applying Remark [A30] we first observe
that

11V 5, VHIN 2D|| L2(q,) + [V 5, VHN 2|V pal| 2 () Sar, (EF)E.
Using the above and skew-adjointness of Vg on L2(Qt), we can integrate by parts Vg onto Vpa and then
integrate by parts again to move one factor of A/ to the other term to obtain
(VHN* 2V ga, VHV N 72D) 12(q,) < —(VHN*2VEa, VHN* D) 2(q,) + C(M,)E*
= —(N*2V%a, N* " 'D) 2 r,) + C(M)E".
Making use of Cauchy-Schwarz, Corollary 514 (536]) and the energy coercivity, we then obtain
(VHN* 2V pa, VHVEN* D) 120,y Sa, B + [IN*'Dl| 20y IN* > V3al L2, Sar, B
Combining everything gives the desired bound

(VHN* 2V pa, Rp2)r2,) Su, E*.

5.4.5. Estimates for VHIN*=2 a]Na and [N*~2,a]N'Vpa. To conclude the energy propagation bound in

Theorem [5.1] it remains to establish the commutator estimates

(5.37) IINV*=2 alNal| 1

by i (BN VY2 0N sal ey Sa (BF).

We will show the details for the first estimate in (537) and then remark on the minor differences required
to prove the second estimate. We mention that a much more refined version of the first estimate was
established in [I8]. This was needed to prove a sharp, pointwise continuation criterion for the free boundary
Euler equations. Here, we will not need anything this precise, so we opt to provide a simpler proof which is

sufficient for our purposes.

As in [I8, Lemma 7.12], we have the commutator identity
(5.38) VK2 alNa= Y N'NaN™Ma) = 2N"V, A7 (VHa - VHN™a)
n+m=k—3
where m and n are integers ranging from 0 to £k — 3. We begin by estimating the latter summand. To
simplify notation, we set F := VHa - VG where G := HN™1a. We also define N; := nr - V@< ;H and
N> :=np - V& ,;H. By Corollary [A.24] Sobolev embeddings and Proposition [A.14] we have

NV, AR ) S ) + 1Tl e S_1>1152_j(m+1)||VHa VG| o2,
J

1
HZ (T,

+5up 27|V (VHAGE) | g-1 (0,
7>0

where we define the sequence of partitions of G by

G} =HNZ e, Gi= > HNLN:N™a.

0<i<m
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To estimate VHa - VGl- we use Proposition [A.4] Sobolev embeddings and Proposition [A_16] to obtain

I9Ha - VG 200 St [Hall 3 1G]y o, + el eI,

oz il H*3(Q)

St ol IGH ey

We also clearly have ||a|| grs-1(r,) Sa, 1. On the other hand, using Proposition[A.6] Proposition[A.7} Sobolev

embeddings, the regularization bounds for ®<; and Proposition [A.16] we have

IG5 ) S, |2 HN | Su, PN Zall o1y

H =% (0, Ho+3 ()
Iterating, we find that

IG5 S, 20 al| gy Sar, 270D,

H™3 Q) ~
To estimate V - (V’HaG?), we use Holder’s inequality and Sobolev embeddings to obtain

V- (V HGGQ)HH 1(€) S, HVHGGQHL?(Qt SM ||G ||

From the H® — H%*¢ bound for H, the regularization bounds for ®<;, the trace inequality and the bound
Inr, leer,) S 1, we see that

16T 13 gy S 27707 Y IHNT Al sig g -
0<i<m

Using Proposition [A.21] Lemma [5.4] and the energy coercivity, we have

j(n+1—e) 2
T TR

To estimate F, using the convention in Appendix [A.6] we perform a bilinear frequency decomposition,

cery S, (EF)2.

all g0y + [Tl mx o]

F =V(Ha)' - VG + V(Ha)S! - VG

Estimating the latter term is straightforward. Expanding out n derivatives applied to this term, using the

regularization bounds for ®<;, and by summing in [, we have

I9(Ha) < - VG im0y S, [1Hal g 16 s

Then, using Proposition [A.21] we see that
(B2

||Ha||0%+é(ﬂt) ||G||Hn+% (Qt) S/MS

To estimate V(Ha)! - VG=!, we decompose
V(Ha) - VG = V(Ha)' - V(G])= + V(Ha)' - V(G]),
where Gll and G12 are as above. Using the previously established bounds for Gll and Gl2, we have

(m 1
IV(Ha)' - V(G () Sar, 272Gl ||Ha||Hk—— ) Su, (EF)z.

On the other hand, arguing similarly to the estimate for G?, it is easy to see that

IV(Ha)' - V(G (@) Sar, 202G e [Hall oy g,y Sre (B2

This gives us control over the second summand in (538). To deal with the other summand, we use the
partition N'aN™a = H} + H? defined by taking H} := ®<;(HNaHN 7 a). Indeed, it is straightforward
to verify that

(BN

m j(n+1—e
| oy Sar, 2000, 2O By <y
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Therefore, by Proposition[A.21] Proposition[A.7, Proposition[A.4] and similar arguments as above, we obtain
[N NaN™ )|y o Sa (B2,

H2(Ty)

which ultimately gives

IVHIN =2 alNal| 2,y Sa, [INF72, al N <, (EF)z.

HE(y) ~

By completely analogous reasoning (i.e. essentially by replacing N™*la with N1V ga in the expansion
BE38)), we have

V"2, NV all 2,y Sar, (BF).
This finally concludes the proof of Theorem B.11

6. CONSTRUCTION OF REGULAR SOLUTIONS

In this section, we provide a novel method for constructing smooth solutions to the free boundary MHD
equations. In contrast to previous works which tend to assume that the initial domain is T2 x (0, 1), our
construction requires no supplemental constraints on the initial data. By carefully combining the results in
this section with the difference bounds in Section Ml and the energy estimates in Section Bl we will see in
Section[flthat solutions in the low regularity regime may be obtained as unique limits of the regular solutions
that we construct here.

Most contemporary approaches to constructing solutions to free boundary fluid equations involve a com-
bination of one or more of the following approaches: (i) Fixing the domain using Lagrangian coordinates,
(i) Nash Moser iteration and (iii) Constructing solutions to the corresponding problem with surface tension
and then taking the zero surface tension limit. Another approach that was implemented in the case of the
free boundary Euler equations in the setting of a laterally infinite ocean with graph geometry can be found
in [38]. The article [38] relies on a paradifferential reduction akin to the methods employed by Alazard-Burqg-
Zuily [1] in the setting of water waves, as well as a subtle iteration scheme. Although conceivably possible,
none of these approaches are straightforward at all to implement in the general setting that we consider in
this paper. They either suffer from being indirect (in the case of considering the zero surface tension limit),
require a sophisticated functional setup, or are much better adapted to situations where the free surface can
be parameterized by a single coordinate patch (for instance, when making use of Lagrangian coordinates
or the paradifferential method). For these reasons, we propose a direct, geometric approach, implemented
fully within the Eulerian coordinates. As we will see, our scheme is robust, can be utilized in domains with
very general geometries and has the potential to be adapted to a wide class of free boundary problems. In
particular, we do not need to assume that our domains are simply connected, which stands in stark contrast
to all previous works on the free boundary MHD equations.

Our overarching strategy will be to construct approximate solutions to the free boundary MHD equations
by discretizing the problem in time on a small enough time-scale € > 0. The most crude implementation
of this scheme would be to try to view the MHD equations as an ODE and use an Euler type iteration.
This approach, unsurprisingly, completely fails. However, it is instructive to outline the main obstructions
to using this strategy. A naive implementation of this method would be to define an approximate solution
(v(e), B(e),T'(€)) at time € in terms of the variables W*(e) by taking

W(e) = Wi + e(—vo - VWFE — VP = Vg, W),

6.1
( ) F(E) = (I + 6U0)F0.
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Of course (barring the technical issue of W*(€) and Wi not sharing the same domain), the term e(vo- VW)
leads to a full derivative loss when directly estimating the requisite Sobolev norm of the new iterate W=*((e).
It turns out that one can partially ameliorate this derivative loss by building the transport structure of the
equations into each iteration. However, one is still left with a % derivative loss coming from the pressure
gradient (where the free surface regularity enters at leading order) and from the term Vg, Woi. Although
not a priori obvious, the motivation for this latter % derivative loss comes from the dynamic problem, where

one heuristically interprets Vg, as a half derivative.

Our goal will be to retain the simplicity of the Euler method (together with the implicit transport step
mentioned above), but ameliorate the remaining derivative loss by performing a suitable regularization of
the data prior to carrying out each iteration. Roughly speaking, we will split the time step into two main
pieces:

(i) Regularization.
(ii) Euler plus transport.

To ensure that the regularity of the data is preserved over a unit time-scale (or ~ ¢!

many iterations), the
regularization step needs to be performed very carefully. In particular, one has to design a regularization
that preserves the natural boundary conditions of the problem — which is especially difficult in the case of
the magnetic boundary condition B - nr = 0 — but also preserves at leading order the size of the energy
functional constructed in Section B, which serves as our quantitative measure of the regularity of each iterate.
A detailed synopsis of the regularization procedure will be presented in Section[6.2) However, to give a brief
summary, our strategy will be to take a modular approach and decouple the regularization process into
two main steps. In the first step, we will simultaneously regularize the free surface (at the same scale as
our discretization) and the irrotational components of the variables W= (which are measured by the good
variables G* from Section [B)), taking care to ensure that the dynamic and magnetic boundary conditions
are preserved along the way. In the second main step we perform an additional regularization of WOjE in
the direction of the vector field Vp_. This serves to ameliorate the derivative loss coming from the term
eV, Wi described in the above naive iteration. Note that, a priori, the term Vg, Wi seems to lead to
a full derivative loss in the requisite estimates, as, quantitatively, it should be of size 6! at top order if
WOjE is regularized at some scale § > 0. The purpose of our secondary regularization is to reduce this to
a % derivative loss, i.e., we will ensure that Vg, scales like a factor of 62 when applied to Woi. This is

consistent with how the vector field Vg scales in the dynamic problem.

We believe that the first step in the above approach is quite robust and should be applicable to constructing
solutions to other free boundary problems. In particular, this first step is entirely sufficient for constructing
solutions to the free boundary Euler equations (i.e., when the magnetic field is zero) and gives a new and
relatively simple proof in that setting (as most of the difficulties we will encounter are due to the magnetic
field). The second step is, of course, more specialized to the problem at hand. In these two steps, it should
be noted that we essentially avoid regularizing the variables w(j)[ (except in the direction of V) and instead
directly propagate their regularity through each iteration. This is motivated by the fact that the variables
woi are essentially transported by the velocity, up to the term V Bowoi, which is formally orthogonal to woi

in L2 (Qo)

The iteration strategy that we employ in this section takes some very rough inspiration from the time
discretization approach carried out in the case of a compressible gas in [19]. We stress, however, that aside

from the broad structure of the argument (i.e. regularization plus Euler iteration), the main difficulties here
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are completely different. One obvious reason for this is that the surface of a liquid carries a non-trivial
energy, and so the geometry of the free boundary hypersurface I'g plays a leading role when propagating
the energy bounds through each iteration. Moreover, given the matched regularity of the magnetic field and
the free surface, it turns out to be an extremely delicate task to understand how the tangency condition
B - nr = 0 is affected when regularizing the hypersurface. As we will see below, properly understanding
these issues will require a host of subtle technical innovations.

6.1. Basic setup and simplifications. We start by fixing a smooth reference hypersurface Iy and a collar
neighborhood A, := A(T, €, do). Here, ¢y and &y are small but fixed positive constants. Given k > % +1
and an initial state (v, Bo, o) € HF, our objective is to construct a solution (v(t), B(t),T;) € H¥ to the free
boundary MHD equations on a time interval [0, T'] whose length depends solely on the size of ||(vo, Bo, I'o) || 1# s

the lower bound in the Taylor sign condition and the collar neighborhood A,.

Fix M > 0. Given a small time step ¢ > 0 and a suitable triple of initial data (vg, Bo,To) € H¥
with ||(vo, Bo, To)||gr < M, our goal will be to construct a sequence (v.(je), Be(je), Te(je)) € HF with the
following properties:

(i) (Norm bound). There is a uniform constant ¢y > 0 depending only on A., M and the lower bound
in the Taylor sign condition such that if j is an integer with 0 < j < coe™!, then

[[(ve(je), Be(je), Te(je))lear < C(M),

where C(M) > 0 is some constant depending on M.
(ii) (Approximate solution). We have

ve((j + 1)) = ve(je) — e[ve(je) - Voe(je) — Be(je) - VBe(je) + VPe(je)] + Oca(e?),
Be((5 + 1)e) = Be(je) — e[ve(je) - VBe(je) — Be(je) - Ve(je)] + Ocs(€?),

V- B((j+1)e) =V -v((j+ 1)) =0,

Be((j+1)e) - ne((j +1)e) =0,

Qe((j +1)e) = (I + eve(je))(Qe(je)) + Ocs (€).

By virtue of the size of k and the above properties, the Taylor sign condition will be propagated over ~ ¢!
many iterations (with an implicit constant depending on the initial lower bound for ag and on M). We
will therefore suppress the lower bound in the Taylor sign condition from our notation in the sequel. An
important feature of the above iteration scheme is that it suffices to only carry out a single step. More
specifically, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 6.1. Let k be a sufficiently large integer and let M > 0. Consider an initial data (vo, Bo,To) € H”
s0 that ||(vo, Bo,To)|lgx < M and wi and Ty satisfy the bootstrap hypothesis

_3 _1_
(6.2) g 1400 < K(M)e™2, Toll s gsr < K(M)e 277

for some fized 0 < v < 1 and sufficiently large positive constant K (M) > 0. Under these hypotheses, there
exists a one step iterate (vg, B, o) — (v1, B1,T1) with the following properties:

(i) (Energy monotonicity).

(6.3) E"(v1, B, T1) < E*(vg, By, To) + C(M)e.
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(i) (Good pointwise approximation).

v1 = vg — €(vg - Vvg — By - VBg + VPy) + Ocs(e?),  on Q1N Q,
By = By —¢(vg - VBy — By - Vug) + Ocs(€?),  on Q1N Q,

(6.4) V-vy=V-B; =0, on Q,

Bi-np =0, on I'y,

Q1 = (I + €vo)(Q) + Ocs(€?).

(111) (Updated bootstrap). There holds

(6.5) i [lze () < (1+COM)K(M)e2, D1 sye, < K(M)e 277
with the same constant K (M) as above.

The rotational bound in (6.5) ensures that the constant in the high regularity bootstrap [@.2) for wi
only grows by an amount comparable to € times the initial bound, which implies that on a unit time-scale

! many iterations), w® retains its quantitative regularity. The reason we must track this bound

(or mpr €™
through each iteration is because we do not directly regularize (except in a very mild way) the rotational
parts of W¥ in our analysis. Heuristically, we can get away with this because, in the dynamic problem, w¥ is
approximately transported by the vector field WF. Hence, there should be no severe loss of regularity when
carrying out the Euler plus transport iteration. We remark, however, that the situation is more complicated
in practice, as we will need to use the velocity field v to transport the free surface rather than the variables

W (which would define two different transported domains).

Remark 6.2. The reader may wonder at this point if it would be simpler to regularize the full variable
Woi in each iteration rather than just its irrotational part (to avoid needing to precisely track the higher
regularity H”* bounds for woi). Attempting this introduces a whole host of technical issues which seem very
difficult (if at all possible) to overcome. Such a regularization has to preserve the boundary conditions and
the size of the energy functional. This is even further complicated by the fact that the rotational part of the
energy functional involves fractional order Sobolev norms on 2 which are somewhat awkward to work with
in a bounded domain (in contrast to the boundary I' where we have ellipticity of N' and where the dynamics

of the irrotational part of W* essentially live).

The bootstrap assumption on the free surface in (6.2)) is for technical convenience to avoid certain loga-
rithmic divergences in the forthcoming estimates. This part of the bootstrap will be easy to close, as we will
directly regularize the free surface in each iteration. The energy monotonicity property (6.3), along with the
energy coercivity bound from Theorem B} will ensure that the resulting sequence (v(je), Be(je),Tc(je€))
of approximate solutions that we construct remains uniformly bounded in H* for j < ¢'. The second
property in Theorem [6.1] will ensure that (v.(je), Bc(je),T'c(je)) converges in a weaker topology to a solution

of the equation.

We remark that the assumption on the initial iterate (6.2) is harmless in practice. To achieve this, we
can use the cruder regularization in Proposition [A.37 to replace the first iterate in the resulting sequence
(ve(je€), Be(je), Te(je)) with a suitable e ! scale regularization, so that the base case is satisfied. Importantly,
such a regularization is only performed a single time — on the initial iterate — as it is merely bounded on H.
In contrast, we require the much stricter energy monotonicity bound (6.3]) for all other iterations, which will

be crucial for propagating the H* bounds over unit time-scales.
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Remark 6.3. In ([G3)), it is imperative that the constant be of the form 1+ C(M)e, as we will run our

! steps. Note that the definition of the H*¥ norm involves both integer and half-

iteration over =,; €~
integer Sobolev spaces. Therefore, we must be careful to properly define fractional Sobolev spaces so that
interpolation arguments keep the form of the good constant in (63]). Hence, for this section, we define H*()
for fractional s via direct interpolation of integer order spaces as in (A). As mentioned below (AT, this

definition is uniformly equivalent to our previous definition, for domains with boundary in the collar.

6.2. Outline of the argument. We now briefly overview the section. The first step is selecting a suitable
regularization scale. To help motivate this, we begin by recalling that for an exact solution to the dynamic
problem, the estimates in Section [B] give us the a priori bound

E*(u(t), B(t),T(t)) = E*(v(0), B(0),T(0)) + Oar(t)

on some time interval depending on the data size. Our basic strategy in this section will be to carry out
a discrete version of this energy bound for our approximate solutions. Phrased in terms of a single iterate

(with time step €), we want to show that
Ek(’Ul, Bl, Fl) = Ek(vo, Bo, Fo) + OM(E)

By carefully expanding the difference of the two energies E*(vy, By,T'1) and E*(vg, By, T'o), we will be able
to exhibit the same leading cancellation observed in Section Bl However, unlike for exact solutions, in this
setting we will also have to estimate additional quadratic error terms, which very schematically corresponds
to estimating error terms akin to e2||DtWiH§{k(Qt). For such error terms to be of size Ops(€), we need our
regularization scale to be such that D; scales like €~ %. Since in the exact dynamic problem D; scales like a
spatial derivative of order %, this suggests that the scale we perform our regularization at should be ¢~1.

Our regularization will consist of three steps, for which we now provide a schematic overview. The first
step will be to regularize the free surface, along with the irrotational variables NW# - np, which correspond
to the good variables G*. Regularizing these variables in tandem is natural due to the coupling between the
variables G* and a which we observed in the dynamic problem in Section Bl To construct the regularized
free surface I, from T'g, we will define a smooth, one-parameter family of hypersurfaces (I's)o<s<e by solving
a suitable heat-type equation (in the parameter 6) on the reference hypersurface I'x. To regularize W+, we
will construct a corresponding one-parameter family (Wéi)ogggé by partially regularizing the trace of Woi.
There are two critical properties that our regularization operators will satisfy. First, they will not create
significant energy growth. Secondly, they will preserve (at leading order) the magnetic boundary condition.
To achieve this, we construct Wéi by defining an appropriate non-local gradient flow in the parameter §.
This flow will be carefully crafted to ensure (among other things) that the boundary term Bj - nr; obeys,
at leading order, a suitable parabolic equation. This will allow us to propagate the boundary condition
By-nr, =0fromd=0tod =e.

The second step in our scheme is very simple. Its purpose is to crudely regularize the full variables WOjE at
the scale e~2. This is performed purely for technical reasons in order to close the bootstrap for I'; in (6.5]) at
the end of each iteration. This step will also provide us with some crude quantitative high regularity bounds
for W*

€ )

which will help us to carry out the final, third step of our regularization. Such a construction will

be carried out using an essentially standard mollification.

The third and final step in our regularization scheme is to regularize the variables WOjE in the direction of

the vector field V. To be able to estimate the resulting error terms in the Euler step of the iteration, we
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will need Vg to scale like e=2. We will achieve this by solving a suitable nonlinear elliptic equation on the
fixed regularized domain 2.. We will postpone providing a precise description of the requisite construction

here. However, the naive model case to consider is the following second-order elliptic equation
WE —eVE WE = Wi

We will not work with this particular equation since (among other things) the solution will cause the property
(64) to fail. However, to understand the spirit of our argument, this model provides a good first approx-
imation. As in the first step of the regularization scheme, it is a delicate matter to understand how such
an elliptic equation affects the energy and the boundary conditions. This is where most of the work will be
concentrated.

The last step in our construction is to carry out the Euler plus transport iteration to define the new
variable (v1, B1,I'1). The main difficulty in this section is to ensure that the energy only grows by a factor
of 1+ C(M)e. We will guarantee this by performing a discrete version of the energy estimate in Section
Since we are working with approximate solutions, this will not be entirely trivial, but we now have the
massive benefit of being able to allow for implicit constants to be of size C'(M). To exhibit the energy
cancellations observed in Section B, we carefully relate the good variables a, G*, and w™ for the new iterate

to the corresponding good variables for the regularized data.

After carrying out the above steps, we will then straightforwardly construct H* solutions to the free
boundary MHD equations by applying our iteration Oy (e~!) many times and sending the parameter ¢ — 0.
At the end of this section, in Section[6.8] we also collect and prove some of the various commutator estimates

we will use in our analysis.

6.3. Step 1: Free surface and irrotational regularization. We begin with the first regularization step.
For this, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 6.4. Let (vg, Bo,To) € H* be as in Theorem[G1. There exists a domain Q. contained in Qg
with boundary I'c € A, and divergence-free functions v. and Be on Q. such that B is tangent to T'c and

(i) (Energy monotonicity).
(6.6) E*(ve, Be,T.) < (1 4+ C(M)e)E*(vo, By, To).
(i) (Good pointwise approximation).
(6.7) Ne =10+ Oca(€?) on T.,  (ve, Be) = (vo, Bo) + Ocs(€?) on Q.
(i11) (Domain regularization bound). For every a > 0, there holds,
(6.8) IPell freva Sar,a €

(iv) (Regularization bounds). We have the following irrotational reqularization bounds (in two equivalent

flavors)

) ,SM e L.

INWE -, ko T IVTWE - nr, H* 3 (T,
(v) (Bootstrap propagation). If K (M) in [@2) is large enough then
1
lw llax0) < L+ CODIK M2, Pel yurysr € KA.
That is, the constant for T'c has improved by a factor of 2 and the constant for w* has only grown
by a factor of (1 4+ C(M)e).
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Remark 6.5. In a loose sense, property (iv) states that the irrotational component of VVEi is regularized
at scale ¢! when measured in H¥*1(Q,). This is one ingredient that will be needed to prove the necessary

energy monotonicity bound in the transport step later on.

To regularize I'g, we begin by defining a family of preliminary parabolic regularizations of its parameter-
ization 7p in collar coordinates,

- 2
ils = €® B

7o,

for each § € (0,¢]. Here, Ar, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator for I',. The reason for using the operator
e%*Ar. instead of 9Pl is to ensure that when k is large enough, we have 10575 | e —2r.y Sm 6. In
particular, this ensures that we have 7js = 19 + Ocs(62). Moreover, we have the regularization bound
76 | rxre .y Sma 0~ The hypersurface defined by 7. will not quite be what we use for our regularized

domain. Instead, we slightly correct 75 by defining through the collar parameterization

ns = ﬁts - 0527
where C' is some positive constant depending on M only, imposed to ensure that the domain 25 associated
to I's is contained in €. We then define our regularized surface I'. (and correspondingly the domain €2.)
using the function 7. Clearly, T satisfies properties (ii)-(iii) in Proposition and also (v) if K(M) is
large enough. Before proceeding to the proof of energy monotonicity, we note that the above construction
gives rise to a flow velocity Vs in the parameter ¢ for each ¢ € (0, €] for the family of hypersurfaces I's by

composing Jdsnsv with the inverse of the collar coordinate parameterization z — x + ns(x)v(z). We may
assume that Vs is defined on Qs by defining

Vs == Ha(vOsns) o @5
where H, is the harmonic extension operator for the reference domain €2, and ®5 = idq, + H.(vns), which
is a diffeomorphism from 2, to Qs with ||<I>5HH,C+%(Q ) <y 1. For simplicity, we write U5 := cI)gl7 which

satisifes a similar bound. As a consequence, we observe that for 1 < s < k + %, we have

Vallrecs) Sar Vsl ot -

We use Ds := 95+ Vs - V to denote the associated material derivative, which will be tangent to the family of
hypersurfaces I's. For a function f defined on I'; or €25, we will write f, as shorthand for its pullback f o ®;
to the reference hypersurface or domain, respectively. We will also write f* as shorthand for f o @gl for a
function f defined on I', or §2,.

To define v, and B., we need the following proposition, which we state for a general vector field X.

Proposition 6.6. Let k > % + 1 be a large integer. Assume that T'g is in H*"2. Let X, be a divergence-
free H* wvector field on Q. Then for 6 € [0,¢€|, there exists a unique divergence-free solution X := X5 €
C([0,¢]; H*(Qs)) for the evolution

D5X5 = V(b(; + VAil(ai‘/&jan&i) on Qg,
(69) A¢6 =0 on leu

(Vads)e = 2680, X5 5, — 1207 Jp, (Ar. Xo6 - n52)7dS on T

Moreover, we have the energy estimate

(6.10) s X5l ) S COITol e )Xol
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We remark that the assumption that 'y is in H k3 is somewhat excessive, making this a soft result.
However, it has the merit that it simplifies the proof and it suffices for our applications. A stronger result,
which will exploit the dissipative effect of the Neumann data and which only assumes that I'g is in H* is also
valid, and is a consequence of the sharper energy estimates proved later in this section. The softer bound
with dependence on Ty in H*+3 (which thanks to (6:2]) depends only on € and not §) will be used to set up
the necessary bootstrap when proving the improved estimate later. One important, but simple, ingredient
for the proof that we will also use extensively in the sequel is the following lemma, which asserts that the

normal ns and mean curvature ks satisfy heat-type equations (up to lower order terms).

Lemma 6.7. There exist smooth functions R} and R% defined on T, such that

d d
%ntgﬂ* = 25Ap*n51* + R(lg, %Ii&* = 25AF* Ksx + Rg,
with
RSl = (r.) Sm 01+ |Tsllges2),  IRSlmscr.) Sa 61+ [Tsllgesa), s >0.

The proof is a straightforward computation in collar coordinates. We omit the details.
Now, we establish Proposition [6.6

Proof. The difficulty here lies in the fact that the regularities of I'y and of X are closely matched. However,
the above equation is a linear evolution for X, with I's already given. We take advantage of this fact in order
to decouple the two regularities in the existence and uniqueness parts, relegating the coupled regularities to

the stage of proving energy estimates. So, to start with, let us generously assume that
(6.11) Tye H* 3,

Motivated by the natural div-curl structure of the system, one can prove energy estimates for the evolution

(69) by establishing energy estimates for the pair
(ws := V x X5, f5 := X5 - ng) € H*"1(Qs) x H¥ 3 (Ty).
Thanks to ([G.7)) and the product rule, we have the equations
Dsws,ij = 0:iVs,;0; X550 — 0;V5,:0: X5 5,
(6.12) g5 fop = 2041 foo = =40V T X5 - Ving . — 22 [1 (Ar. Xsx - n5,6)"dS
+(Vo,A™Y0;V5,;0; X54))« + Rs,

where X5 can be estimated (using Proposition [A25]) in an elliptic fashion by ws and f5 via a div-curl system,
with bounds

(6.13) X6l ez (25) < CUT 0l s g Yllewsll sy + 1 Fsl ey )y + 1 X5l 22005))

and where Rs satisfies

5
R dr <p 62 X .
/o | THH’“*%(FT) T M 0225” THH’“*%(FT)

Here we carefully note that the implicit constant in (613]) depends only on the H k3 norm of T'y. We also
remark that the full unique solvability of the div-curl system requires a finite dimensional set of topological
constraints, see [26] and references therein. We emphasize that we are not assuming that our domain is

simply-connected, so we cannot directly appeal to such results to obtain solutions.
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We observe that ([G.12) is a coupled transport/parabolic system. The transport part in the moving domain

Qs advected by Vj is classically well-posed in H*~!, while the parabolic part is well-posed in H k=3, However,

in order to view the source terms on the right-hand side as perturbative, we would have to dynamically
propagate the constraints mentioned above. To bypass this difficulty, we will use the system (6.12) only for
the purpose of proving energy estimates, but not for existence. Instead, for existence we use a mild frequency
truncation of the Neumann trace of ¢s, and consider the regularized system

Ds X} = Vs + VA (8;V5,;0;X};,;) on Qs
(6.14) Agk =0 on
(Vadh)e = 20Py(Ar. XL, - m5) = 2 fo,(Pa(Ar, XL, -n5.0))"dS o T,
where P; stands for a smooth spectral projector localized at frequencies < 2! associated to Ar, , with symbol
(6.15) pa(N) = (1+2720%)7L,
With the spectral truncation added, the map X} — V¢4 is bounded in H*(€25). Therefore, the evolution

(614) can be seen as a transport equation with a perturbative source term, which is easily solvable in H*.

Now, we return to the original system (63), for which we would like to obtain solutions X as limits of X}
as | — 0o on a subsequence. The difficulty is that, a priori, the implicit constants in the H* solvability for
(614) depend on I. To avoid this, we need better bounds for the regularized system, which are independent
of I; this is where the improved boundary regularity in (611 plays a key role. We will rely on the div-curl
bound (GI3) and consider the counterpart of the system (612)), namely

D(;w(l;)ij = &-Vg,janfm — 8j‘/5)1'8iX(l;7j,
(6-16) %fé* — 25AF*P<lfé7* = —46P<1(VTX};7* . VTTL(;)*) + 26P21(X[l5)* . Ap*n[;,*)
1 Jr, (P<i(Ar, X, - 15.))7dS + (Vo AH(0,V5,50; X5 )

Here we can use ([€.15) and (GIT]) in order to estimate the source terms in the second equation perturbatively

and still obtain a short time transport/parabolic bound of the form
11
gl o rrt=1 (@) + 1 f5all gyt oy 102 PEF5l g

1
S C(||F0||Hk+%)(||X0||Hk(szo) +02 ||th$||L°°H’C(Q(5))7

which is coupled with a direct transport bound for X (l; in a weaker topology,

X5 Lo mri—2(05) S 11 X0l ere—2(00) + O X5l oo rrr—2 (024,

both with implicit constants independent of . Combining these two estimates with ([GI3]) for small enough
d (depending on ||FO||Hk+%> we arrive at

11
(627) 1% oe ) + 1XE ol g ) + 163X 1)l e o) S OO0l e ) Kol )

Lo H" %
with implicit constants independent of [. ITterating this procedure, we can extend this bound to hold for
d € [0, €] (with possibly enlarged implicit constants, but still not depending on [). This uniform bound allows
us to use Arzela-Ascoli to pass to the limit on a subsequence as [ — oo in order to obtain a solution Xs for
the original system (6.9) which satisfies

1
(618) ||X6||L°°Hk(ﬂ5) + ||X5 . nfs”Loon*%(Fé) + ||52 (X5 : n5)||L2Hk+%(F5) 5 C(||]‘—‘0||H7€+%)”XO”Hk(Qo)
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The proof of this estimate, by passing to a weak limit in ([G.I7), uses the H ktg regularity of 'y and the bound

Ins]| <mr 5*1HF0||H,C+% in order to bound the second term on the right in the second equation in

Hk+%(Fa) ~
. However, at this point we can reprove this bound directly via the system (6.12)), corresponding to
| = oo, where this term no longer appears. This shows that (6.I8) holds for all H* solutions to ([6.3), with

an implicit constant which only depends on the H ket g regularity of I'y. That is, we can show that

1
1 X5 oo e (25) + 1 X5 - m5 | 1107 (Xe - n6)ll o s g,y S CUT0l sy Kol (20)-

1
LooHR =2 (')

In particular, this implies the uniqueness of this solution.

We remark that (6I8) directly implies ([GI0). Thus, we have proved that, if Iy is more regular as in
(©11)), then our problem has a unique solution X; in H*(Qs) with Xs - ns in H*~2(Is). It now remains to
extend our result to the case when I's has only H ktg regularity. The analysis above already shows that we
have unique solvability for Xg in, say, H*~!. We only need to improve its regularity and show that (G.I0)
holds. For this, we approximate I'y with a sequence of regular data Xg;. For these data we have solutions
Xs; in H®. We then use the fact that the bound (6I0) holds uniformly for Xo;; the solution X4 can thus
be obtained as a weak limit of Xs; on a subsequence, still with the bound (6.10]) satisfied. |

Remark 6.8. The above construction achieves two important goals. First, it is designed so that we have

(owing to the definition of 75 above and of (vs, Bs) below) the approximate relation
d - .
%(35,* “Ngx) X 20Ar, (Bsx - N5 %)
This will allow us to propagate (with small error) the tangency condition for the magnetic field Bs from
0 =0 to § = €. Secondly, the above regularization will also effectively regularize the irrotational components

of v and B, which can be measured by the variables A/ VV(;i "Ny

Defining B, and v.. For § € (0, €], we define the one-parameter family vs by Proposition [6.6l Defining
B, is a bit more delicate as we need to enforce the tangency condition B - np, = 0. In line with the above
constructions for I'. and v, we will define a one-parameter family Bs of magnetic fields associated to each
domain 5, where § € [0, €].

We begin by defining Bs by using Proposition We then let
Bs = Bg"t = Bs — V’H./V'*l(ég “nry).

It is easy to see that — with the above definitions for vs and Bs — the second condition in (6.1) follows from
the fundamental theorem of calculus, Proposition and the fact that By - np, = 0.

Given the family (vs, Bs,I's) as above, we define the associated quantities Py, Dtin, as and DtjE as on Qg
and I's by using the relevant Poisson equations, as in Section 5.1l We will use the notation N to refer to the
Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator for I's. For notational convenience, we will drop the § subscript whenever
unambiguous. That is, we will write N as shorthand for As, I' as shorthand for I's, and so-forth. By slight

abuse, we also introduce the following notation:

1/ ks 25y = 1(F, Vi, P

and also for each p > 1,

1
) P )
1 e ) = (/ |f<¢>||ps(md7> C W logmer) = (/ |f<¢>||ps(md7> ,

[ fllexsrs)y = I1(F, VB Pl

1
1 _1 s> =
He(Qs)x H*™ 2 (5)’ H#(Ts)xH*"2(T5)’ -2’

=
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with the obvious modifications for p = co.

Energy monotonicity. Now, we aim to prove the energy monotonicity bound (@8). To efficiently
organize the required estimates, we split each of the main components of the energy EX into an irrotational
component and a rotational component. That is, we define E := 1+ HWiHiz(Q) + E¥ + EF where

Ef = HwiHiﬂvfl(Q) + ||vai||iIk—%(Q)7

1 _ _ _ 1 —
E} = 2[a>N* 1a||%2(r) + |[VHN* 2VBa||%2(sz) + |[VHN* 2gi||%2(sz) +[la”zN* 2V3gi||%2(1‘)'

In order to measure the parabolic smoothing effect that the above regularization has on both the surface
and on v and B, we define the quantity

F) 2
- 2 £ 2
J0) = (/ e e r, ) + TING -nTnHk%(mdr> .

The required energy monotonicity bound (6.6) is an immediate consequence of the following proposition,
which is where the bulk of our efforts will be situated.

Proposition 6.9. There exist positive constants c1 and co with ¢1 > co such that for every 0 < § < € there
holds:
(i) (Rotational energy bound).
(6.19) E*(8) < EF(0) + coT%(6) + C(M)56.
(i) (Propagation of vorticity bootstrap). We have
(6.20) [ ey < (14 COMO)S 2K (M),

where K (M) is the same constant as in ([6.2)).
(111) (Irrotational energy bound).

(6.21) EF(0) + 1. 7%(0) < EF(0) + C(M)6.

Remark 6.10. By pigeonholing (and possibly replacing € with some € = €), it is easy to see that Proposi-
tion implies property (iv) in Proposition for the boundary term N.W=F - n.. To estimate the other
boundary term VTVVEi - ne, we may simply use the pointwise (in ¢) bound

1
IVTWE msll e s S 678+ INVTWE mgll

(1) ~ ~5(ry)
_1
(6.22) SmoT2+ ||[VT=/\/]W§[|IH#%(F6) + [N 'n6||Hk7%(F6)
Sm 07+ [NWE 65l it )

where throughout, we used the bound ||Ts|| s <ar 6~ 2. Note that, in the first line, we used the ellipticity
of N and the Leibniz rule for N. In the second line, we used Proposition [A.23] and in the third line we
used Proposition [A.31] and Remark We will use (6:222) (or simple variations of it when using different
Sobolev indices) in the analysis below.

Proof. 1t will be convenient to make the following bootstrap hypotheses
_3
(6.23) W5 ik 0,) + T (8) < C' (M), [|w5 [lrk (o) < 2K (M)62

for some sufficiently large constant C’(M) and where K (M) is as in (6.2). Both of these constants will be
automatically improved by the bounds (G.I9)-([621]) and the energy coercivity bound in Theorem [5.11
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We begin by establishing the following technical lemma which relates the velocity function Vs to the mean

curvature.

Lemma 6.11. The following bounds hold for 0 < § <e.
(i) (Curvature bound I).

(6.24) Vsl Lzmx(05) + [1Vsll Ly SM 6+ T(0).

L3H""2(Ts) ™~
(i) (Curvature bound II).

(6.25) IV, Vsl s TIVEVsllpzmerry) Sar 6+ T(0).

L2H* 3 (
Proof. We begin with the much easier bound ([6.24]). By definition of Vs and the bound ||Ts||gx Sar 1, we

have [|Vs|| gxay) Sar Vsl Therefore, it suffices to estimate the latter term on the left-hand side of

H* 3 (T5)"
(624)). By definition of V5 and Proposition[A.8as well as the parabolic estimate ||T's ”H’“*% <y o2 HF% | gesrs

we have
1
Wil ey S0 8% (14 Dngllnaiey ).

This easily gives ([624]) by integrating in ¢ and rescaling. Next, we prove the second estimate ([G.25). The
main ingredient will be the parabolic regularity bound

(6.26) IV B ks | prn 1.0y Sar 072 (1 + g sy, 0<d<e

To prove this, we will need the following energy bound for @ = 0,1 and every % <§ <6

- 1-2 2 2
(6.27) I S0~ %446 a||/€%||Hk71(p%) + ||VB(5/K:5I||HI¢—%+0<(F6I)7
where s

o 2 2
Ins = ||VBJH5||Hk,%+Q(F6) + /5/ T||VBTHT||Hk,é+Q(FT)dT.
Our starting point is to recall that from Lemma [6.7] we have the heat equation for ks,
d

(6.28) 51%7* — 25Ap* R« = R[;)*,

where we can bound using Lemma, [6.7] the parabolic bound for I's and Proposition [A.8]
i«
(629) ||RT’*||H’“7%+Q(F*) SM T+ T2 ||K%||H}c—l(1‘%), 0 S T S 0.

Our next aim will be to commute ([E28) with Vg, and to obtain energy estimates for the corresponding heat

equation for Vg, ks. To estimate the requisite error terms, we will need the bounds

5
(6.30) /5/ (. (HDTBTH%VC*PW(QT) + 72||Br||§1k+a(szf)) dr Sa 677

We will focus on the case @ = 1 as the case @ = 0 is simpler and follows similar reasoning. We begin by
estimating B.. For this, we use the div-curl estimate in Proposition [A.25]to obtain

[ Brll r5+1(02,) Sar 1+ [T ]] + IV x Bl i,y + IV Br g

He 3 ka%(FT)'

By ([©22), (623) and the bound ||FT||Hk+% <um T2, we obtain the required bound for the component

involving the integral of T||BT||§{k+1(gl )- On the other hand, by Proposition [A28] and the obvious bound
||DTBT||L2(Q.,.) SM T, We have

1Dz Br | -1 S T+ IV X D Brllr-2a,) + IV - DeBr |20,y + D7 Br - el g -
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Using the definition of B; and the parabolic bounds for I';, it is easy to estimate the second and third term
on the right by 72. For the last term, we have using the boundary condition B, - n, = 0 and Appendix [A5]
the identity D, B, -n, = B, - V V. - n, which can be estimated in H k=3 (T';) (using the parabolic estimate
for T, and Proposition [A8) by 72 [z ||Hk—1(F%). By rescaling and the bootstrap hypothesis ([6.23)), this
gives ([630). We can now commute the heat equation (G28) for the curvature with Vg, to obtain

d
75 (VBstio)x = 20Ar. (Vir5)e = R,

where by ([6.29)) and ([630), there holds
s
—1 / 2 —a 1—2« 2
L IR e S0 874 8 g

From this and a simple energy estimate, we deduce ([6.27)). To obtain ([6.20]), we first observe that by averaging

in the a = 0 estimate and directly using the o = 1 estimate, we have the parabolic regularity bound

Vs hisll iy ) Sw 6 (14 Iy ez 0g))-

Therefore, interpolating and combining the above estimate with the v = 0 bound we have

2
IV Bs ksl a1 (ry) Sm IVB;ksll o IVEs#sl|

1 3
HF"2 HY=2(Ty)

_ 1
S 87U+ gl o) )L 8 g laros ) + IV g gl o

)’

as desired. Now, we turn to (6:25). Our first step is to reduce matters to controlling the latter term on the
left-hand side of ([6.25). For this, we compute using the chain rule,

(Fa))

)
2

™

Sar 07 A+ [|mg e o

)
2

(6.31) VBJVZ; = VBJ‘Ifg . (V’H*(Va(;’l]g))*, x € 55.
Therefore, by elliptic regularity and a change of variables, there holds

IV, Vsl Vi ¥s) - VH*(Vamé)HL%Hk,%(Q*)
S I1Ar. (Vs ¥s)s - VI (v05m5)) |

<
Lngi% (95) ~ ||(

-3 .y T IVBsYs)s - VAL WO505)l| L2 (o)

where the implicit constants depend on M. It is straightforward from the definition of dsns and Proposi-
tion [A.8] to estimate the first term in the second line above by the right-hand side of (6.25]). For the second
term, we can use the fact that ¥s is a diffeomorphism from T, to I's and ([@31) to obtain

(VB ¥s)s - VH.(vOsns)| L2me-1r.y Sm IV Bs Vsllnzme—1rg)-
Thus, it remains to estimate ||V, Vs 1251 (ry). Thanks to ([6.20), it suffices to prove that

(6.32) IV B, Vsl r—1rs) Sm (1 + ksl e (0g) + I VBs ksl me—1(ry))-

To elucidate the key points in the computation, we first consider the case where I'y is the hyperplane
{z4 = 0} and the collar parameterization of 7s is a (compactly supported) graph satisfying the heat equation
Osns = 20Ar,ns. In this setting, the mean curvature ks is related to ns by the elliptic equation,

Ans 0ins05ns0;0jns

+ =: L .
A+ vpp? "

8]‘ s

R§x = 0| ——= | = — 1
’ <\/1+ |V775|2> (1+|Vns?)z
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By commuting the elliptic operator Ls above with Js and using the heat equation for ns as well as the
identity dsns = Vs« - v, we obtain

d
Ls(Vs - v) = Ls(0sns) = 25t Rs

where
| Rl rre—2(r.y Sax 0l|Ts || e Sar 6(L+ ||| re-1(ry))-

Commuting with Vp, and carrying out straightforward estimates, we find that

d
%(VBJKJ(;)* = L5((vBaV;§)* ) V) + RZS?

where
Rl rro-s(r,) Sar 01 + ks gr—1(ry))-
In a tight enough collar neighborhood, one may use standard elliptic estimates, the heat equation for Vg, ks
and the definition of Vy to see that
(Vs Ve)s - vllge-1(0,) Sm 01+ [[Ksl| e (0g) + IV Bsksll mr—1(rs))s
which by definition of V5 and v suffices for ([6.32]). The same bound holds in a (tight enough) collar neigh-

borhood over a general reference hypersurface I',. by performing a similar computation to the above, using

the local coordinates on T'.. 0
Now, we return to the proof of Proposition

We begin with the proof of (BIJ), which is the easiest part. Let us define &Ff = wi o (®go &;') =
w(f* o®; . We note the identity D(;(,utsi = —[Vx, Vs - V]W; . Therefore, from the bound ||W[§t||Hk((zé) Swul,
Cauchy-Schwarz and Lemma [6.11] we have

s s
ot = & vy Sar [ 1D vy Sar [ WVell ey, S0 836 + 7))
0 0 T
By Cauchy-Schwarz and a change of variables, we obtain
oy -1 g2y < Nl =129 + 2T 3(8) + C(M)3.

Before we turn to estimating the component of E¥ which involves V g, o.)gt, we will establish the bound (G.20).
Similarly to the above, we have by Sobolev product estimates and the weak bound ||V || gx-2(q,) Sar 7 (which
follows from the definition of V),

)
lwF — & i p) S / A R
0

Using the parabolic gain for the irrotational part of W+ from (6.23) we obtain by a div-curl analysis (and

©.22)), S
ot = & vy Sar [ WVelliwsscany + 7l s pdr + 1
0
Using the bootstrap hypothesis on I'y from (6:2)) and the parabolic regularization bound (@8] for I'; we have

- R
||VT||Hk+1(SlT) Sum T||FT||Hk+% Sm T’ 1||F0||Hk+%+'y ST e E

We therefore conclude that

)
~ _1_ _ _1
lwi — @5 [l ze (625 SM/ e 2+ rl|lwE || o, ) dT Saiy €2 +5Oiur<>6||wf||m(szf)a
0 STS
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which gives

N\)—l

[lwi | v (5) < [lwg | % (29) + C(M)e™
and establishes ([6.20). We observe that as a consequence of ([6.20)), the bootstrap (6.23]), Proposition [A.25]
and (6.22)), we also have the crude bound

s
+
(6.3 | IWE s g S
which we will use below. Now, to estimate the remaining component of E¥, we average as above to obtain

&
IV 5,5 I = IV o5 I + C(M)/0 1D-(V B, w7) dr.

H*F (9 "3 () H =4 (q,)

A simple computation gives
Dy (Vp,wr) = =Vp ([Vx, V- VIWS) + [Dr, Vi, |
Straightforward algebraic manipulations and Sobolev product estimates then yield

1D, (V5,5 Sl Ve, WE oy o+ IV ||Hk,, IV Vel ey

lir-t0,) = =3 @,)

+ 7w

(6.34) (@)

+|D-B,] o

73 @.)
The first two terms on the right-hand side of ([G34]) are of size Oy (1) and Opr(1), respectively. By

Lemma [61T] and Cauchy-Schwarz, we can estimate the d-integral of the third term by

o
J I8Vl o S0 826+ T(9) < CONG + 27()
i T

where ¢, is an appropriately small constant. To estimate the fourth term we observe that, by definition, we

have

1D Brl i3 i, < 1D Br | +D-BY|

3
(2, H2(Q,) H =3 (Q,)

Using the definition of D, B, and elhptlc regularity we may bound

1D+ Brll e ., S0 L 7Bl iy, + IV

H*3(0,)
< 1. In light of [@33)), th1s implies that

H* 3

We next recall that ”VTHH’“*%(Q |

5
/0 107 Brl e 47 St 6.

On the other hand, using Proposition A.25] B; - n, = Oyi-3(72) and the parabolic bounds ([6.8) for I'y, we

have

||D B ”Hk’é(Q )~ M 1+ ||DTB7Z-—T 'n'r”Hk*?(FT) SM 1+ ||DT(BT ’ nT)HH’C*?(FT) SM 1+ ||DTBT||H1C—%(QT)'

From this we conclude that s
<
/0 ”DTBT”H’“’%(QT)dT ~SM 0.
Finally, the last term in (634) is of size Ojr(1) thanks to ([620). Combining everything and applying

Cauchy-Schwarz, we obtain

IV 5505 W 3 i,y < IV B0 o ) + CM)E2T(8) + C(M)S.

Therefore, we have

IV 5,05 112 < VeI +e2J%(0) + C(M)3,

3 (s 73 (Q0)
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which completes the proof of ([G.19). O
Next, we turn to the proof of ([21)). We will need the following estimates for DsW;.

Lemma 6.12. For ¢ < 1 we have

(6.35) I DsWi |l gp-sap) Sar 0+ 82T (0), 1672 DsWitll g g ) S 62 4T (9):

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the same bounds separately for DsBs and Dsvs. We will show the details for
DsBs as the latter is similar (in fact, a bit simpler). We begin by establishing the L};H’“_1 and Lng_%
bounds. From the regularization bounds (G.8]) for I's and the definition of DsBs, it is straightforward to
estimate for o € {0,1},

IV x DsBs|| + |V - DsBs|| <wm s,

5 5
H*37%(Qy5) H* 24 (Qy)

Therefore, by the div-curl estimate in Proposition [A.25] we have

||D5B§|| SM st + ||D§B5 . TL5||Hk—2+a(F6).

HF=5+2 Q)

By definition of DsBs, the relation By := Bs — Eé’” and the regularization bounds (68)) for T's, it is easy to
see that

|DsBs - ns | gre-2a(rg) Sar 8% + 2040, B w - ng e — (DsVHN T (Bs - 15) - 1) || 241, )
Next, we analyze the term D(;V’HN_l(f?[s -ng) - ng in the above estimate. For a € {0, %}, we have by
Lemma [6.7] the bound || Bs|| gx(o,) Sar 1 and the regularization estimates for I's,
95(Bs - ns)« = 20Ar, (Bs - ng)« + Rs, on T,
(f?o ‘ng)x =0, on T,
with || Rs| gre-2+a(r,) Sa 6'7*. Consequently,
1(95 — 201, )(Bs - 16« || pre—2+a(r,y Snr 6772

From the fundamental theorem of calculus and the fact that B - ng = 0 we also have stronger bounds for

Bj - ng in weaker topologies. Specifically, we have
1Bs - nsll s (ry) Sm 87
Using the above estimates our goal will be to show that
|DsBs - 1| rn—2ta(ry) Sar 8% + 8|N Bs - ng a1t ry)-

Indeed, from the above estimates, the condition o < %, the bounds for Vs and the identity Dsns = —V T Vs-ng,

we have

(DsVHA By 1) - n5). = (B m3.0) + Opgisen (53) = 368r. (By - ms)s + Oppncvn(5%)
= 26Ar, (BY - 15)s + Oppi—2sa (62)
= 20Ar, BY, 05+ Opr21a (67).
It follows that
| Ds Bs - ns|| gr—240ry) SM 5T + 6||AF*B6,* “NG . — AF*B}{* N6 x| R-240 (D)

=0% + 8| Ar. Bs.v - nsul| -2 var. ).
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It then suffices to show that
5||AF*B(;)* : n51*||Hk—2+a(F*) ,SM 5% + 5||NB5 : n5||Hk—1+a(F6).
By Proposition [A.19 and the Leibniz rule for N, we have

OIIAR, Bsw - s llpr-svar.y Sar 6% + SN (Ar, Bsu)™ - g gpi-asa(ry)-

From Lemma [6.42] the identities in Appendix [A.5] and Proposition [A.21] we conclude that
5||N2(AF*BJ,*)* '”6||ka4+a(r<;) Sm 52 + 5||AF*(N236)* '”5,*||ka4+a(r*)

(6.36) .
S<moz+ 5||NB5 . n5||Hk—1+a(F5),

as desired. Next, we establish the analogous estimates for Vp, D[;W(;jE in L};H k=3 and L?;H k=2 To conve-

niently track error terms in our analysis we will write Rp := Rp(d) to denote a generic remainder term on
Qs or I's such that

1] Su6+627(0), 672 Rallpzme-2(a,) Su 62 + T ()

LIH* 3 ()
if Rp is defined on {5, or

IRB | ipe—2(ry) Sar 6+ 027(6), 6% Rp) S 0% +eJ(0)

Lng*%(Fa)
if Rp is defined on I'y. Similarly to before, we observe the estimates

IV - VB, DsBs || re-s+a(a,) + IV X Vi, DsBs|| gre-s+a () Sm 0 + [[Ds Bs || mr-2+a(q,) + IV B, Vsl mre-2+a(ay)-
Using the above bounds for DsBs and the crude bound

1_
IV Bs Vsll -zt 05) St Vsl g e,y Snr 6277

it is easy to see that
V'VBSD(;B(;:RB, VXVBJD(;B[;:RB.

Hence, by the div-curl estimate in Proposition [A.25] we have reduced matters to obtaining a suitable ap-

proximation for Vg, DsBs - ns in Hk_%*‘o‘(l"(;). Our objective will be to show that
(6.37) Vp;DsBs -ns =26V p,(Ar,Bs« - ns.«)" + Rp.
We begin as above by observing that
VB; DsBs - ns = 20V g, (Ar, Bs.x - nsx)* — Vi, DsBY -ns + Rp.
Arguing as in the estimate for DsBs - ns we may use the smallness of Bs - ng in H*=3(T5) to obtain
Vi, DsBY -ns = Vp,Ds(Bs - ns) + Rp.
Then, using the heat equation for Bs - ns we may compute that
Vs Ds(Bs -n5) = 20V, (Ar. (Bs« - ns.+))* + Rp = 25VBJ(AP*B§T* ‘ns )"+ Rp,

which yields (6.37). Utilizing the ellipticity of A/, Appendix and performing some commutator estimates
similar to (G.30), we get

[0V s (Ar, By« - 15,) ) SM 527 + 8||N'Bs - nslgas-va(ry),

"l i3
H*= 53+ (1

which is sufficient to complete the proof. O
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Now, we turn to the estimate for EF. We begin by focusing on the first two terms; namely,
Lark—1_p2 k—2 2 k k
a2 N a||L2(F) + [[VHN VBa||L2(Q) = By + By,
To exploit the parabolic regularizing effect on the surface I'5, we will need the following lemma which extracts

the leading parts of the good variables N'a and DsAa. We remark that, in the text below, we will very often

drop the ¢ subscript, in order to declutter notation.

Lemma 6.13. The following identities hold:

(6.38) Na), =20a,Ar, ke + R, Na=ar+Q,

d
75
where for some 0 < ¢ K co sufficiently small, there holds

1672 Rll szmas—s(ry) Sar 0% +¢7(0), IR | Su 8 +027(0), Surl.

LéHkig(Fs ||Q||L?Hk7%(l—‘5)

Proof. Thanks to Lemmas and 612 the relation ([G.38) will be proved if we can establish the identity
Na = ar + R, where R satisfies

Su 1, 1672 DsR] pemn-s(ry) Sa 0% +cT(8), | DsR| Su 6 +827(9).

”RHL;;OH’“*%(F@) LiHF 3 (D)

The basic strategy of the proof follows a similar line of reasoning as [I8, Equation (8.15)], although here the
estimates are a bit more complicated. We begin by relating Aa to the mean curvature. First, we recall that

ArP = 0 as well as the general formula
AP|r = ArP — knp - VP + D*P(nr, nr).
Using the above and the relation a = —nr - VP we observe that
ak = —n;n;0;0; P + AP
= —n;n;0;0;P — &WJT"(?J-WZ-_
= —nn;0;0,P + R,
where in the last line, we used (6.35) to check the remainder property for DsR. We now further expand
using the Laplace equation for P,
—n;nj0;0; P = n;N(nja) + njVnAflaj (&-W,j@ka)
=n;N(nja) + R.
Next, we write
n;N(nja) = Na+ anjNn; — 2n;V, A~ (VHn, - VHa)
= Na+anjNn; + R
=Na+ R,
where in the first line we used the Leibniz rule (A7) for A/ and in the third line we used the Leibniz rule

again and the fact that N'(n;n;) = 0. O

A simple corollary of Lemma is the following.
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Corollary 6.14. We have

d
%(NVBOJ)* = 20a+Ar,(Vpk)s + R, NVpa=aVpk+Q,
where for some 0 < ¢ K ca sufficiently small,

16-% R| Sm 0% +eT ), IRl pime-swy Sm 0 +02T(0),  Qlpwm—2(ry) Su 1.

(6.39)

L2H*" % (y)
Proof. In light of Lemmal6.13] to prove (6.39]) it suffices to apply V p to ([6.38) and show that the commutators
produce acceptable errors. We begin by proving that

[VBaMa’:Qv [VB,D(;]NCL—FD(;[VB,./V’]CL:R,

where R and (Q denote error terms as specified in Corollary [6.141 Thanks to Appendix [A5, we have the
bounds ||[VB,./\/]G||H1¢72(F5) SM ||a||Hk71(F5) SM 1. Using that ||D5B||Hk—3(1‘5) SM 6, ||‘/;$||Hk—2(1“5) SM
6 and |[Na| gr-2ry) Su 1, it is straightforward to verify the required bound for [Vp, Ds]Na. For the
remaining term, we use the identities in Appendix to expand

Vs, Na=Vpn - VHa—n-((VB)*(VHa)) + V,A"(2VB - V*Ha + AB - VHa).

Then, using the identities in Appendix and Lemma[6.12 once again, it may be verified through straight-
forward (but slightly tedious) computations that Ds[V g, N]a satisfies the required estimates.

To finish the proof, we must commute Vp through the first term on the right-hand side of (639), and,
in particular, show that the commutator with the Laplace-Beltrami operator can be absorbed into R. This

is an exercise in local coordinates, and is therefore left to the reader. O

Now, we have enough information to establish the requisite parabolic-type energy estimate for E¥ and
E@Ba. We begin with an estimate for the former term. First, using Appendix and the relevant bounds
in Appendix [A] we have

IDsalloocrsy Sar L, ININ*72, DslNal Loy Sar 1.
Therefore, we conclude from Lemma [6.13] and (AI0) that

(6.40) S Sar 1+ DN R0, A ) A am) + 0N (aBr k) AR 2Q)
+ (aN* 2R NP2 (ak)) + (aN* 2R NPT2Q).

Using the Taylor sign condition, commuting a with AN*~2 (using the Leibniz rule for A') and then commuting
Ar. with N*72 using Lemma [6.42] and integration by parts, we have

3{aN* "2 (aAr, k) N 72 (k) Sar 1= 0)(=Ar )TN 2 k)il T,y Sar 1= dllksl 3 ry)-

By self-adjointness and ellipticity of N as well as the parabolic regularization bounds for I's in Lemma [6.7]
and Proposition [A.8] we may estimate

— * — 1
5<G/Nk 2(0/*AF*KJ*) 7Nk 2Q> SM 6||Q||Hk7%(r5)||K/6||Hk7%(l_‘5) SM 1+62||I€%5||Hk71(1_‘%5)'
By Cauchy-Schwarz, self-adjointness of A and Proposition [A.2T] we moreover have

k—2 k—2 k—2 k—2
(N2 R N2 a)) + @S 2R N*2Q) S 1Rl sy Il s ey + 1Bl g o 1@ et o, -

Hence, by integrating from 0 to J, rescaling, and applying Cauchy-Schwarz, we obtain the parabolic estimate,

§
(6.41) E*©6) + 1 / Tl 3 (0, dT < ER(0) + 2T (8) + C(M)6,
0
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where c; and ¢y are constants with c; < ¢; as in the statement of Proposition [6.91

Next, we prove the analogous estimate for E@Ba. Let R and Q) denote error terms as in Corollary [6.14
Similarly to the above, we have the commutator estimate ||[VHN*~2 DsIN'Vgallr2(ry) Sm 1. Moreover,

using self-adjointness of N, we have the identity
(VH], VH9>L2(Q) = <N%f7N%g>L2(F)-

Hence, similarly to the computation for E@Ba, we have

d d 5 5
%EéBa = %HVHN’“—?vBaHiz(Qs) <u 1+ N*2Vpa, N*"2DsN'Vga).

Using Lemma [G.TT] Corollary 6.14] Lemma [6.42] Proposition [6.43] and following a similar line of reasoning

to the above estimate for E¥, we obtain

(6.42) EE . (0)+ /06 7| Vp, mllzk,% (FT)dT < EGLa(0) + c2T%(8) + C(M)6.

Next, we turn to the estimates for the remaining components of Ef given by
IVHN 2G5 |2, o) + a2 NP2V 5GE |12, 1) = Bl + B oo

We begin by establishing a suitable analogue of Lemma but for the good variables G*.

Lemma 6.15. There exist functions R, @ and Qp such that

(6.43) d%(/\/gi)* = —20a.Ar, NNWE -n)) + R., GEF=—aNWE . n+Q
and
(6.44) VGE = —aVeNW* . n) +Qp

where for some 0 < ¢ < co there holds

672 R|| Sm 0% +¢J0),  [0%(Q,Qp)| <ur 6% +cT(5).

7 1
LZH"" 2 () LZH*"2 (Ds)x L2H*—1(T5)

Proof. We start with the differential identity. We first recall that
Gt =V, W*. VP -V, A (AW* . VP 4+ 2VIW* . V2P).

We note that by definition we have P = —A’l(al-Wf[)jWi_). Therefore, using the elliptic estimates in
Appendix [A] the commutator identities in Appendix and the regularization bounds for I's we may
collect the estimates

VIl + [ Dsnl| ry) T 1Ds Pllsze-105) Sar 82 + [ DsW | g2y

) '3
From these estimates, Lemma [6.12}, the identities in Appendix [AH and the identity Hf = f — A7TAf we
obtain
DsNG* = N(V,DsW* - VP -V, A (AD;W*.VP)) + R

=NV, (DsW*.VP - AT*A(DsW*-VP)) + R

= —aN?(D;W* -n) + R.

Arguing as in the proof of Lemma [6.12] and using the commutator identity for [V g, N] from Appendix [A5]
we see that

<u 02,

2 + *
IN?(DsW* - n—26(Ar, B, - n.)")| HY 3 (1)

Hk*%(pé) SM ||D§Wi ‘N 26(AF*B* : TL*)*”
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Therefore, from Corollary [6.41] and arguing as in Lemma [6.12] we have

%(Ngi)* = —2a,0(N?(Ap, WE -n,)%). + R,
= —2a,0Ar, (N?W= - n), + R,
= —2a,0Ar, N(NWZ -n)), + R.,

which establishes the differential identity in ([6.43)). Now, we turn to the second decomposition. Using the
crude paraproduct expansion fg = flgS! + f<lg! outlined in (AI5) and writing W as shorthand for W+,
we observe the bounds

_1
VW= NP gy Sar 1+ [ Pllassay) Sar sl ey +1Sm 872,

where in the second inequality we used Proposition[A.14]and in the third we used the parabolic regularization
bound (6.8]) for I's. Similarly, one may check that

VWA AWS VP YW V2P| oy ) Sar 872 VWS VP s ) Sar 672

Consequently, we have
Gr = N(V, W' VP VAN AW VPE)) +Q = N (W' VPEH + Q.
From the Leibniz rule for N and a similar analysis to the above we may write
NWL.vPsh = NW!. VPS4 W NVPSE - 2V, ATH(VHW! - VHV PS)
=NW!. VPl 1 Q
=NW-VP-NW=. VP +Q
=NW . -VP+Q,

which from the identity VP = —an yields the desired decomposition. Now, we turn to the final decomposition
©24). A vital ingredient for the proof of (@44 is the following technical proposition which will allow us to
control certain commutators involving Vg in terms of J(4).

Proposition 6.16. Let F € L H 3 (Q5) with || F| %) Sm 1. For Qp as above, there holds
S

LyeH
Ven=Qp, [Vs, V,.AT'F =Qs.
Proof. We first prove the bound for V gn, which is simpler. We know from the identities in Appendix
and Proposition that
IVenllge-1@y) = IVTB-nllgerry) Su 1+ [NV B -l g2,
Su 1+ VT NIBl gr-2(ry) + INB -1l gx-(ry)-
By Remark [A:30, we may bound ||[V T, N|B| gr-2r;) Sar | Bllgs-1rs) Samr 1. Moreover, by interpolation,
1
we have [N B -nl|gr-1ry) Sm [|NB- n”;’“*%(m)' Therefore, by Cauchy-Schwarz, we obtain Vgn = Qp, as
needed. For the latter bound, we observe by commuting Vz with A~! and V,, that
Vg, V, AT F =-V,B-VA'F+V,A"Y(AB- VA 'F +2VB - V?*A™'F).
Using the hypothesis for F' and arguing as in the proof of (6I5]), we have
[V, V, AT F =NB-VAT'F +Qp.
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Since VA~!F is normal to I's, we deduce

VB, Va AT F| g ryy Sa Qs ar-1rg) + INB -0l gr-1ry) Sar QI e-1ry) + INB - || by

The desired estimate then follows similarly to the bound for V gn. ]

Now, we return to complete the proof of (6.44]). We first note that an important immediate corollary of
Proposition is that
(VeBVP)r, =Qp.
Arguing as in the proof of (6.43)), we obtain
VGT = Vp(V, W' . VP -V, A=Y (AW . VP=)) + Qp

= _VpNW'. VPH) 4 Qp

=-VsWW'- VP +Qp

=-VpWNW-VP)+Qs,
which concludes the proof of Lemma O

Now, we turn to the estimates for Eéi and E% g+ To simplify notation, we write FE = NNW* . n).

For the first energy component we may use Appendix [A.5land the bound || V|| <m0 3 < 1 to obtain

[[Ds, VHN* 3ING* || 12(0;5) Sam 1. Therefore, we have

H* =3 (95)

d d
d5Egi = —||VHN’“_2QiII%2(Q5) Sar L+ WP 26E MR DNGE) 121y,
which thanks to Lemma [6.15] Proposition [6.43 and self-adjointness of N yields
d 5 :
5B Sa L Py o 0(@NP TR (A FE) NETEFE) - 6oV R (A B NRTRQ)

—(aNF 3 FE NFTER) + (WFER,NPEQ).
By Lemma [6.42] integration by parts, Proposition [A.21] self-adjointness of N/ and Cauchy-Schwarz, we
conclude that

+12 1
DB S 101y QIR IR
By Proposition [AT9] we also have [NW* - n HH’“*?(F ) Sml+ ||}'i||Hk,7(F ) Therefore, from (6.43]) and
5 5
integrating the above from 0 to §, we obtain
5
(6.45) E5 () + o /0 PINWE ey o d7 < B (0) + 2T%(0) + C(M)3,

Finally, we turn to estimating E@B g+- Using the identities in Appendix [A.5] the bounds for Vs and the
definition of DsB, we have
IDsNV G* = VDsNG* || gx-s(r,) Sar 6.

Moreover, using the notation for F* from earlier we see that
IVE(Ar, F5)* = (Ar (VaF ) lue-ary Sa INWE -l gaosrg) Sa [NWH 'nllik,l
Therefore, thanks to Lemma [6.15] there exist functions Rg and @ such that
CNV5GH). = 26000, (VoF*) 4 (Rp)., VG = —aVp(NW* -n) + Qs

where
1673 Rl s sy + 163 @il z sy Sar 83 + 2T (9)
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Consequently, arguing as in the estimate for E’g“i, we have

d
5ot = ||a ENFVBGH Lo,y Sar 1= SV BF* [3e-ar,) + 81QnlI 1 ry) + 6 I Rl je-s(r,)-

As ||[VB,./V’]||H1C71_)H1C72 < 1, there holds
IVsNWE - n)| o ryy S 1+ INVEWWE )| grs(r,)
Sml+ ||VB]::‘:||H’C*2(F5) + VW 1l gr-1ry)

1
v L+ IVBF sy + INWE-mll?,

Hence, integrating the differential inequality for E@B g+ and using Cauchy-Schwarz, we obtain

5
(6.46) Bl e (0) 4 1 [ TIVa, (NWE - n)lfcs o, dr < B, g2 (0) +e2T?() + CONS
0

Combining (641)), [©42), (6-45) and (6.46) we finally conclude the proof of (6.2I)) and thus the proof of
Proposition

6.4. Step 2: A mild regularization. To close the bootstrap ([6.2]) at the end of our iteration, we will need
a very mild regularization for the full velocity and magnetic fields which will allow us to estimate norms

slightly beyond H**! in the transport step of the argument below.

Proposition 6.17. Let (v, B,T) € H* be a state with ||(v, B,T)|lgx < C(M) and ||T| gr+e Sira €< for

a > 0. Assume moreover that the pair (v, B) satisfies the regularization bounds

(6.47) W ey Sme 2, INWE el ge-g oy SM et wtll o) < K(M)e =,

Then there ezists a regularized state (ve, Be,T') (with the same domain) such that (v, Be) satisfies the first
two bounds in [6.47) as well as the following properties:

(i) (Good pointwise approximation).
WE =W* + Ocs()(€7).
(i) (Higher order regularization bounds).
IWE| grs1+a(0) Sita i a>0.

(i1i) (Propagation of vorticity bound).

@&t (@) < K(M)e™3 (14 C(M)e).
(iv) (Energy monotonicity).

E*(ve, B.,T) < E*(v, B,T) + C(M)e.

Proof. We regularize v and B in a naive way as follows: First, we define for some C' > 0 sufficiently large,
the map

y(z) =z — Cv(z), x€.
Here, v is a smooth, unit vector field on R¢ which is uniformly transverse to hypersurfaces in A, (see
Section B2)). The above map is a diffeomorphism from € to a domain contained in {2 whose boundary is at

distance ~ Ce? away from I. For a function f defined on Q, we let f (x) := f(y) and define the regularizations

B (Xe*3 *B)rot Ve 1= ’U" + (X€73 *,U)rot



72 MIHAELA IFRIM, BEN PINEAU, DANIEL TATARU, AND MITCHELL A. TAYLOR

= e 34y (e 3x) is a standard mollifier (see [10, Appendix C]) at scale e~3. The definitions of

where y.—3(x)
© and B ensure that (if C is large enough), v, and B, are well-defined on . Using the standard mollifier
properties and interpolating the obvious bounds for integer s, the map f +— x.-3 * f is easily seen to have
H*® — H? norm at most (1+ C(M)e) for every s > 0. This, along with the elliptic estimates in Appendix [A]
can be used to establish properties (i)-(iii).

_3
2

To establish property (iv), we note that given the bounds ||v]|gr+1(q), | Bllas+1(q) Sm € 2, we have

(Be,ve) = (B, v) + Ok (g (€). The energy monotonicity bound follows in a straightforward fashion.

We are left to establish the bound [|[NWZ . nFHH"*%(F) <n et Tt suffices to show that

INOWE = W) onell ey ) Sw L

For this, we use the fact that WF — W¥ is rotational (i.e. tangent to I') and the Leibniz rule for A to

estimate

IN(WE = W) el ey ) SM W =Wk oy + [WE = W | s (o IT | Swml,

3
HF2

as required. O

6.5. Step 3: Regularization in the direction of the magnetic field. In the transport step of our
argument we will need to estimate error terms involving our good variables differentiated in the direction
of B. For such error terms to be treated perturbatively, we will need to regularize, in a suitable sense, the
velocity and magnetic fields from the previous step in the direction of B. We will seek a bound morally (but
not exactly) of the form

IV WE|mr ) Sir €2 [WE ||l (y-
Note that the factor of €~ 2 is consistent with the fact that ¥ B, scales like a %—derivative when applied to
solutions to the free boundary MHD equations. In an ideal world, one might try to regularize a function u
in this way by solving the equation

Ue — eVQBEU€ = u.

However, two technical issues arise when trying to execute this approach. The first is that the error between
u and u in weaker topologies (such as C?) will only be of size €. The second is that, in practice, the magnetic
field will have limited regularity, which makes propagating high regularity bounds for u. quite challenging.
To address the first issue, we will replace the _GVQBE term in the regularizing equation by 62Vj§6. This will
still give us the desired regularization bounds, but will also ensure that the regularized data has an error
of size at most O(e?) in C? if k is large enough. To address the second issue, we will opt to regularize
only a high-frequency band of the function u. More precisely, we will decompose u := u! + v into low and
high-frequency parts given by

ui=d  u, ui=u—u.
<e7w

We will then define the regularized data u, via the equation u, := ul + u? where

h 2v4 h _ h
ue +eVpu, =u".

If B and u are regular enough, (say, in H* with norm of size M) this definition ensures that in sufficiently
weak topologies (relative to HF) the function u” will be rapidly decaying in the parameter e. This will
allow us to crudely interpret the variable coefficient term EQV‘}BE u” in a paradifferential fashion as a low-high

paraproduct. For instance, when estimating the part of this expression (in H*, say) where the magnetic field

is differentiated a large number of times relative to u, we will be able to use (if k is large enough) that u/
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gains a certain number of factors of € in a weaker topology to compensate for the imbalance. The following

proposition outlines the general construction that we will need.

Proposition 6.18. Let ¢ > 0 be sufficiently small and let T be parabolically reqularized at scale €' as in
638). Let u be a smooth function defined on 2 and let X be a smooth rotational vector field on Q0 with
1 X || grso o) S €73 for 0 < oo < 2 (for instance, Be as defined in Proposition [6.17). For each such X, we
define the elliptic-type operator Lx := Id + eQV‘)l{.

(i) There exists a unique smooth solution u. := E;(lu to the equation Lxue = u which satisfies the

enerqgy estimate

(6.48) el @y + Y @IV uellfe) < L+ CMe)|[ullfr), 0<s<k.
2<j<4
Moreover, if k is large enough, then the high-frequency regularization u? := E)_(luh satisfies the

higher reqularity bound
(6.49) > ONIVEUu ) S lullegy,  0<s<k+2.
0<j<4
(i) Let w and Z be smooth vector fields satisfying ||ul| gy + | Z||ar) Sm 1. There exists a unique,

smooth vector field X, which satisfies the nonlinear equation

Ly X, =u"

€

where Y, := (X, + Z).

The first and second parts of Proposition [G.I8 will be used to construct the regularized velocity and

magnetic fields, respectively.
Proof. We begin with (i). To establish (648), it suffices to prove the claim for integers 0 < s =m < k. The
general bound follows from interpolation, using the map from H™(Q2) — (H™(2))* given by

u (ué,ev§u€,e%v§u€,62v§ue),
with 2 norm on the product space. Moreover, given the estimate ([6.48), existence and uniqueness follows
from a standard duality argument since the adjoint equation and the original equation are the same (as
the assumptions on X ensure that Vx is skew-adjoint). Now, we turn to the energy estimate. To simplify

notation, we use 9™ to denote a differential operator of the form 0% where a is a multi-index of order m.

Our starting point is the identity

||6mu€||%2(9) = ||6m“||%2(sz) + 20 ue, 0™ (ue — u)) — [|0™ (ue — U)H%Q(Q)
(650) m, (|2 2/a9m my74 41| amyr4 2
=0 “HL?(Q) — 26°(0™ue, 0™ Vixue) — €0 VX“e”U(Q)-

Next, we observe that since 0 < m < k, we have the bound

IV x,0™]gllr2() < C(M)|lgll zm (o)

for every ¢ € H™(Q2). Therefore, since Vx is skew-adjoint, we have by a simple application of Cauchy-

Schwarz,
—2e2(0™u, 0™ Viue) < 262(0™V xuc, 0™ Viuc) + ceg||V§(u€H§{m(Q) + C’(M)eHuEH%Im(Q),
for some 0 < ¢ < 1 sufficiently small. Integrating by parts and applying Cauchy Schwarz again we see that

m m 3 m
252@ Vxue,d V%{“J < _562”6 V?XUEH%Q(Q) + C(M)GQ(”VXW”%{MQ) + ||Ue||%1m(sz))~
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MOreO\/eI‘, we ha,\/e
€l (SZ) ~M X Ye H7n(52) € Hm(“)

and
. 1 1
o VBXU'ﬁ”QL?(Q) < 564||V§<Ue||?{m(n) + 562||V§<Ue||?{m(n) + C(M)€3||V§<Ue||§{m(n) + C(M)€||Ue||12r{m(ﬂ)-

Combining the above estimates completes the proof of (6:48]). To obtain (G.49), we proceed in the same
fashion as above, except now we rely on the fact that u” gains factors of € in weaker topologies to estimate
the commutators that appear in the above argument. As an example, when carrying out the estimate in
H**2(Q), we have to estimate the commutator [0¥+2 Vx]ul in L%(Q). By Sobolev product estimates, we

have
11V x, 0" 2Jul | L2y Sar 1 X meszqo 1wl | 100y + [[ul ]| grare(o)-

Using the bounds || X || gre+e() Sar €8 and [[ul || gr-100(0y Sar € ||ull grer2(q) (the latter of which follows from
[64])) we have

1V, 82l | 120y Sar [lull vz () + 11w | (o)
Using this strategy and following a similar line of reasoning as in ([6.48) we obtain the bound

h i1 b

||ue||%ﬂc+2(sz) + Z €]||Vg(ue||§1k+2(sz) SM ||u||%{k+2(sz)-
2<j<4
Using that Vx is skew-adjoint and that u” is at high-frequency, we can interpolate between the bounds for
V3 ul and uP to obtain
Z €J||V&u?||§{k+2(9) SM ||u||§{k+2(9)-
0<j<4

Our desired bound follows from carrying out this procedure for each integer 0 < m < k 4 2 and then

interpolating. We omit the straightforward modifications.

Now, we establish (ii). We define the initialization X0 = V0 .= (uh + Z)7°t. For each non-negative
integer n > 0, we define inductively X" +1 := (X7 +1)7ot and Y71 .= X714 770t where X1 is the unique
HP* solution to the equation

£Y71Xn+l = uh.

Such a function is well-defined under the inductive hypotheses (where we use the convention X! = 0 and
Y =1 =0) and we have

(6.51) 1X ey < CoMD), IR 2y + 32 UV s X By < CHOD) e -

2<5<4
where C, (M) > C}(M) is some sufficiently large (but fixed) bootstrap parameter to be chosen. We aim to
show that X™ converges in H*(Q) for every 0 < s < k with limit X, in H*(Q). By interpolation, it suffices
to establish [B51) for X! and X", respectively, as well as the weak Lipschitz type bound

j j a0 a0 1 j j a0 o n—
(6.52) Y NV (XM = X2 < 3 Y Vi (X = X" )y n =1L
0<j<4 0<j<4
Remark 6.19. We perform the above estimate in H?(2) rather than L?(Q2) or H!(Q) as it will be simpler
from a technical standpoint to perform some of the elliptic estimates that will manifest in our analysis below

(in particular, we will avoid dealing with any negative regularity Sobolev spaces).
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We begin with ([E51). We observe that the bound for X™*! follows immediately from (i) if € is sufficiently

small and Cj(M) is large enough relative to the H* — H* norm of <I>< . We now focus on proving the

H*(Q) bound for X"+, We remark that in this part of the abrgumen{7 implicit constants may depend on
the H*(Q) bound for u and the constants coming from elliptic regularity estimates, but will not depend on

the constant Cy,(M) above.
We observe that the above definitions imply that

X" onp = _€2V§1/an+1 ‘np + v - np.

h

Since u” is at high-frequency, we have ||u” - nr||

H*(Q) bound for V4., X"*+!  we conclude that

JX ]y

~

: _1
) <um 1. Moreover, using HFHH’“*% <m € 2 and the

@ Sm 1+EV WX ey S L

A similar computation using that u” = Opr-10(q) (€) yields the weak bound

IV - X 200y Sar e

~

Consequently, the balanced elliptic estimates from Appendix [A imply that (X"t1)7 := VHN (X! —
VA~V - X"+ . pr) satisfies the bound

X" e Sar 1
If Cp(M) in the bootstrap hypothesis is initially chosen to be large enough (to control all of the implicit
constants in the elliptic and trace type estimates above) we obtain, say,

g ir 1
X" ([ Fk ) < §Cb(M)-

Combining this with the bound for X! and taking Cy(M) large enough closes the bootstrap for X"t Tt
therefore remains to establish ([652). Expanding Ly~ (X"t! — X™) gives the identity

3
Lyn(X"H = X") = E(Vyn = Vi ) X" =Y V], Vxn_xn V3 X

=0
Applying the estimate from (i) and interpolating to control e[|V xn» (X™t! — ")||§{2(Q) we obtain the bound
Z 6j||VY“(XnJrl )HH2 Q) ~ Sw et sup ||V§/n71(Xn - Xn_l)”%{?(szy
0<5<3

0<j<4
If € > 0 is small enough (relative to M) we will be able to conclude the desired estimate if we can show that
for each 0 < 5 < 3,

(6.53) 19300 (X" = X" 2 S sup ||vyn (X = X D)2 () = An.
If j = 0, this follows in a straightforward manner from the estimates in Appendix [Al If j > 1, we will rely

on a div-curl estimate. We observe that since X"*! — X" is divergence-free and tangent to I', we have the

reduction estimate

IV - V3 (X" = X" D)) + [V (X" = X" nrl g )NMO Sup_ HVyn (X = XD 2

Moreover, since V x (X™ — X"~ 1) =V x (X" — X" 1) we have

IV x (X" = X" Y SmAn+ sup [V (X" = X" Y| g2
0<1<j—1
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Therefore, by Proposition [A.25] and the estimate for j = 0, we obtain (G.53]). |

Energy monotonicity and the regularized variables. Let (v, B,T) be a state satisfying the bounds
in the conclusion of Proposition Our objective here will be to regularize v as well as the curl of B
in the direction of the magnetic field on the fixed, regularized domain €2, while retaining the regularization
bounds for (v, B,T"). To do this, we define the regularizations v, and B, using Proposition [6.18

Be:= (B'+ Lz'B"™, o= (o) + L5M0M) T = w

€

where the superscript div denotes projection onto divergence-free functions and, once again, we generically
write u! 1= <I><€,%u and u" := u — u!. We set the convention that by u” we mean ﬁg,eluh; we define the
corresponding_rotational good variables wF := V x W as well as the variables a, Dtia67 G* and so-forth in
the usual manner. We also use (. as a shorthand for V x W/»*. With the above notation and conventions,
we have w® = V x W'+ (.. We may think of (. as the high-frequency part of w.. We define the uncorrected

magnetic field and the corresponding uncorrected variables V~V€i by

B.i= Bl 4 L5'B", W= v+ B..
Remark 6.20. Although B, will have good regularization bounds in the direction of the magnetic field B,
B itself will not, due to the dependence of the rotational projection on the regularity of the free surface.

This is why we carefully distinguish between the above variables. Importantly, since V x B, =V x B,, the
curl of B, will inherit the improved regularity of B,.

For the remainder of this section, we take £~ to mean Eg: and also drop the + superscripts from
expressions involving the variables W*. The following proposition will help us to understand the affect of

the above regularizations on the energy as well as to quantify the errors incurred in weaker topologies.

Proposition 6.21. Given (v, B,T') € H* from above, we have the following estimates:

(i) (Good pointwise approximation).
(UE’ BE) = (Ue, Be) + OCS(Q) (62) = (’U, B) + 003(52)(62).

1) (Regularization bounds). Let 0 < s < k. For the uncorrected variables W=, there holds
(it) (Reg &

= 1
(6.54) IV B W llsz- () Sar € 2 [IWF [l (0)-
Moreover, we have the regularization bounds (the first and third being retained from the previous
step)
_3_ = _ _
(6:55) Wl arrivaq) Saa € 27 VB WE i@ Sw ™ INWE nrll ey () Sae,

where 0 < a < 1.
(i1i) (Rotational energy bounds I). Let € > 0 be sufficiently small, 6 € [0,€¢] and 1 < s < k. There is a
universal constant C > 0 such that the following estimate holds:
(6.56) [lwe + 0V p.wel[Fe ) +C Z IV, CellFre @) < (14 C(M)e)|[wllFrs () + CM)e|W || 311 (-
2<j<4
(iv) (Rotational energy bounds II). Let € > 0 be sufficiently small, 6 € [0,¢] and 1 < s < k —1. The
following estimate holds:
(6.57)
IV B.we £ 6VE wellfreio) +C Y IVE Cliir@ < A+ COM IV pwllF o) + C(M)e|W|2 .

3 .
3 (@)
2<;5<4
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(v) (Energy monotonicity).
E*(ve, B.,T) < E¥(v, B,T) + C(M)e.

Proof. If k is large enough, property (i) is clear from Sobolev embeddings and the definition of B, and v.
Next, we move to property (ii). Thanks to the first part of Proposition [E.I8 and the fact that £~! commutes

with Vpg_, we have

~ 1 1
195 Bellrec) St € 1B V5B, ey S0 € 1Bl

3

where we used product estimates, the high regularity bound |/ B]| @ Sam €4 and the error bound

H* 3
| Be — Bllgr—1(0) Swm € to replace Vp, with Vg in the last inequality. We also have, by definition of v,

IV 5, vellre (o) Sar € Fllvller @) + VB VATV - (0! + L710") |52 0y

Since v is divergence-free, it is easy to see that V-(v' 4+ L") = O prr—100 () (€19), where the choice of topology
here is somewhat arbitrary. Combining this bound with the commutator identities in Appendix [A5] the
bound HI‘HHH%
bounds, we have

<m 6_%, the balanced elliptic estimates in Appendix [A]l and the surface regularization

~

1
VB vellas ) Sm e 2|vllas (o),

which yields ([654). Now, we prove the regularization bounds in ([6.55]). First, from the elliptic estimates in
Appendix [A] and the regularization bounds for W' as well as (6.49), we have

_3_ _3_
IWellzmsivaqa) Sar Tl urg o + W+ W pirivao) Sar € 27 + [WE | grieai) Sare” 2>

for 0 < a < 1. To prove the second bound, one proceeds in an almost identical fashion to (654]) except we
use the second part of Proposition and in carrying out the various commutator and elliptic estimates,
we make use of the bounds HFHHH% <pe?, | Bell rr200) Sm e % and | Bell erw+1(0) Sm €2 instead of
the weaker bounds used in ([G.54)).

Now, we move to the other, more difficult, bound in (G5H). We first note that since B, is tangent
to I, we obtain easily from the Leibniz rule for N, the regularization bounds for I' and the weak bound

| Be = Bl x50y S €2,

||N(Be—B)'nF||H S 1+ ||Be = Bllgri) Sm 1.

)
Therefore, it suffices to show that

”Nve nF”Hk—f )SM el

Using the surface regularization bounds, the above will follow if we can establish that

1

(6.58) |we = vellgriroy Sme s [[Nwe - nr| -

kaf (1) SM €

For the first bound, we observe from the balanced elliptic estimates and the weak O Hk75(52)(62) error bound
for v. — w, that
lwe = vell sy Sa L+ IV - well gy Sm €+ IV - 0l | e (e

To estimate V - v, we observe that since v is divergence-free, we have the equation

Vool +e@VE (Vo) =-[V, 0 v — €[V, Vg vl

]
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The first commutator on the right-hand side is essentially localized at frequency =~ e 3, Moreover, as v! is

at high frequency, we can estimate, by expanding the second commutator,
j 1 _
ENV, Vi 0l ) Su 1+ S Ny VM ) Su L+ €2 o)l e o) S et
<5<

Consequently, we have

IV v ) Swme!
This establishes the first bound in (G.58]). To establish the second bound, we observe that it suffices to prove
the bound with w, replaced by v in light of the regularization bounds for I' and v'. Arguing similarly to

the above and using the commutator identities in Appendix [A.5]l we can write
Nt np + EVE (NP - np) = NoP - np + R.

where R€ is an error term Sa,tisfy lng
R < Vi € 1.
|| ||Hk** () ~

An energy estimate akin to the one used to prove (6.48) yields

IOl g oy S €

as desired.

We now focus on establishing properties (iii) and (iv). We will show the full details for (iii) and then
outline the main differences for establishing (iv). Our first aim is to reformulate the estimate (iii) in terms
of a bound where we can interpolate between integer-based Sobolev spaces. This is slightly tricky since
the right-hand side of the above estimate involves both w and W with significantly different weights in the
parameter €. Before proceeding, we introduce the following notation for various commutator expressions

that will appear in the analysis below:

Cli= L7 VE, VXL 1, CPi=eL71Vy [Vx, ®_ 4l
We observe the identities
(6.59) we=w+ W +CW 4 CW, (=W - [Vx,® LW C'W + C*w.
We also collect the simple bounds
6%||Vjéecl||ﬂs+l(ﬂ)—>Hs(Q) Su ez, €%||V%€C2||Hs+l(ﬂ)—>Hs(Q) Swez, 1<s<k, 0<j<4,

which use the fact that W’ and the commutator in the latter term are “localized” to “frequency” essentially

<wm e 5 and ~ e 8 respectively. For 2 < j <4, it is easy to see from these estimates that we have

Z 6J||VJ Ce||Hs(Q <2 Z 6J||VJ h||12r{s(ﬂ)+O(M)f||W||§fs+1(sz)-
2<j<4 2<j<4

Therefore, it suffices to establish (6.57) with w” in place of (. in the second term on the left-hand side.
Motivated by the above, let us define the linear maps given by

T:HTYQ) = H(Q), frree 2(C +C2f, S:H(Q) = HQ), ur uc:=u +ul
Here, ¢ > 0 is some small M and k dependent parameter chosen so that for every 1 < s < k, there holds

(6.60) 1T re+1@)— 12 2) < 155¢
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By interpolation, it suffices therefore to show the general bound

1 .
(6:61) [l(ue + Tf) £ 0V, (ue + THllre0) + 5 Y NV ulllie ) < 1+ CollullF ) + 1 1 s a))

2<;j<4

when s = m is a non-negative integer. In light of the above discussion, we remark that the bound (G.56])
will follow by taking f = ¢ Le2W and u = w. We remark further that it suffices to prove (G.61)) in the case

§ = 0 since we have for w, := (u. + T f),
[we + 8V B wel[Frm 0y < [[wellFrm () + 20(we, Vp,we) im () + 6 C(M) (VB el Fm () + IV 5. T f 7m0

and the second and third terms on the right can (by skew-adjointness of Vg_, the § = 0 case and the above
bounds) be estimated by C(M)e(||u||§{m(ﬂ) + ||f||§1m+1(9)). Now, we turn to (GE.61I)) in the case § = 0. We

begin with the expansion
||w6||§{m(9) = ||U||§{m(9) + 2(we, we — u) rm(0) — [lwe — u”%lm(ﬂ)'
Using the equation for u., the last term can be expanded as
—llwe = ullfpm (@) = =€ IV, ul7rm@) = 1T i) + 26V, ul, T am(e)-

By Cauchy-Schwarz and (6.60), we obtain

1
o) + E||f||12r{m+1(ﬂ)-

e = By < —¢* 5V,
Next, we expand the second term in ([@50). We have
2(we, we — ) grm () = —26> (', Vg ul') g ) — 262 (!, VB ul) gm0y + 20!, Tf) rm () + 2, T ) im(a)
=2V ul, T am@) + 2T flm(qy = It + Lo + Iy + L+ Is + I.

We now estimate the terms I, ..., Is.

I; Estimate. For this, we simply commute V%é and integrate V%é by parts onto the low frequency term
u! to estimate

! h
I Sm € | 2 (o) lu | mrm ) +€||U||%1m(sz) Sum €||U||%{m(sz)v

where we used that u! is at high frequency to compensate for commutator errors.
Iy Estimate. We commute two factors of VQBE and integrate by parts to obtain
Iy < =28V, ul | 3m ) + C(M)e|lu]|Fm q)-

To estimate I3 and I, we need to rely more heavily on the explicit structure of the term 7 f. By expanding
the first commutator in the definition of 7~ and using the bounds for £~!f" we observe that there exist

functions g! and g2 such that (if ¢ is small enough)

3 1 1
Tr=eV gt +a2,  Notlumy < <Ifllamiy, 92l @) Sa €2 f | )

I3 Estimate. Using the above decomposition, we can integrate three factors of V?jge similarly to the Ij

estimate to obtain

3 1 1
Iy Sar e [|u! || gmes | f e ) + €2 6! mm @) | f Lo+ ) < COMel|ullFrm ) + 1—O||f||§1m+1(n>-
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I, Estimate. Using the above decomposition again and integrating by parts, we have
I < —||VBGUE lzm @)l m+10) + ||f||Hm+1(Q + C(M)el|u[Fm )

< —||V?1’3€U?||§{m(sz) + §||f||§{m+1(sz) + C(M)el[u]|3m (q)-

Integrating by parts and using Cauchy—Schwarz, we may then estimate

_||VB€ eHHm(Q < _||VB€ ul|Fm Q)+ ||VB€ eHHm(Q + C(M)e ||“||§{m(9)-

I5 and I estimates. Here, we simply use Cauchy—Schwarz and the operator bound for 7 to estimate

I+ 1 < ¢ ||VBE € ||Hm @ 1t ”f”Hm“(Q)

Combining all of the above estimates yields the bound (661) and thus (6.56) (with, say, C = 1&5). Next,
we move on to ([@7). Using (659) and arguing similarly to the above, it suffices to establish the required
bound with w” on the left-hand side in place of (.. We now describe how to set up the requisite interpolation

argument. To begin, we introduce the notation

Cp:=1[C",Vp]—&VE L Vp,, Vx, C%:=VpC>

i)
Applying Vp, to ([659) and using the above notation, we obtain

Vp.we = (Vp.w) + LY Vp.w)" +C.VE W + (Ch + CE)W.
Analogously to before, we collect the estimates which can be verified through straightforward (but slightly

tedious) computation:

1 i 2 3
||CB||HS+%(Q)~>HS(Q) SM €2, ||CB||HS+%(Q)~>HS(Q) SM €2, 1 S S S k—1.

We then define the map Tp : H*+1(Q) x H5T2(Q) — H*(Q) by
£i=(f1,f2) = ce 2(C" fr + (Ch +Ch) fa),

where 0 < ¢ < 1 is chosen as before so that |7z <
to establishing the estimate

—&5. As in the proof of (656), we can reduce matters

1 L
e + Tt @) + 5 Y lVEullfe) < L+ COD)(lullf o) + £ )

3
Hs+1(Q)xH T2 (Q
25724 (Q)x ()

for integer s = m. The proof of this bound proceeds similarly to the analogous bound ([6.50) by observing a
decomposition for Tp similar to that of 7 above and then performing the analogous energy-type estimate.

We omit the details of these straightforward (albeit somewhat tedious) modifications.

Now, we establish the energy monotonicity bound (v). Let us write

Jei= 3 V5,08 o) + V5,6 e 10):
2<j<4

We will prove the stronger bound
E*(ve, Be,T) + CJ. < E*(v, B,T) + C(M)e,
for some constant C' > 0. Below, we write

Re:=cJc+ C(M)e,
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where 0 < ¢ <« C' is a sufficiently small positive constant. From properties (iii)-(iv) in Proposition 621 we
have

[0 e sy +C S @IV, 1oy < (14 CODE[wF [2ge s gy + Re

2<5<4

To estimate perturbative errors in the surface components of the energy, we will need the bound

(6.62) W =Wy g < R
To prove this bound, we use the div-curl estimate in Proposition [A.25] the bounds for W/ and the identity
WE—W* = —(VE Whrot — (Vo)™ to estimate

IWE =Wy ) S IV X VE Wy o)+ EIVE ey g + e

The desired bound then follows by commuting Vx with V% B, in the first term on the right-hand side above

(using that W is at high frequency to compensate for errors coming from these commutations) and from

Cauchy-Schwarz. An immediate consequence of the above bound and elliptic regularity is the estimate

llae — all gr—1(ry + || Pe — P|| < R..

H*3(Q) =
From this we deduce that
/a€|/\/k_la€|2d5’ < / alN*"ta|?dS + R..
r r

Using the above, self-adjointness of ' and Appendix [A.5] we also obtain

/Nk*%VBeaeNk’%VBe (ac —a)dS < /NkiszeaevBeNkil(af —a)dS + R.
r T

—/./\/]C_2V2B€ae./\/'k_l(a€ —a)dS + R..
r
We then further estimate

- /FN’HVQBeaeNk*I(ae —a)dS Su IV acl -2y llae — all g1y

By Lemma 512, we have ||V} acllgr—2ry Samr 1. Consequently, from the above analysis and ([6.62), we
obtain

/|VHNk*2vB€a€|2dx§/|VHN’“*2vBa|2dx+R€.
Q Q

Next, we turn to the energy bounds for GF and Vg GF. We will need the following lemma to deal with

some low-frequency error terms in our analysis.

Lemma 6.22. Let j € {0,1,2}. There holds

(6.63) [V, (G = NWE VP gy S 1
Moreover, we have
(6.64) 1GE — GF = N(ve —v) - VP | g1y < Re.

Proof. We begin with ([6.63]). The cases j = 0 and j = 1 follows a similar line of reasoning to the proof of
the decomposition for G and V_GF in Lemma [6.I5] (just with different numerology because the norms are

different), so we omit the details. To handle the case j = 2, we begin by writing

Gt =Vv,W*.VP -V, A (AW* . VP 4 2VIW* . V2P).
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Next, we recall from Lemma [5.12] that we have the enhanced regularity bound

||v2 H ki?(ﬂ) NM 1'

Moreover, from the identity np = —a VP, it is also a straightforward application of Lemma [5.12] and
Sobolev product estimates to obtain
IV ol a2y Su 1

Combining this with the bound ||V% WX || + |Ve. Bl Sm 1, we have

H* 3 ()
V3.GE =V, Vi WE VP — V,A T (AVE WE - VP.) + Oge—ary (1) = NVE WE - VP + Oy (1)
= VE (NWZE - VP.) 4+ Opr—z(ry(1),

73 ()

as deisred. For the bound (6.64), we observe that in light of (6.62) and the definition of G* we have the
inequality

1GE — GF — (Va(We = W) - VP, — Vo, A (AWe = W) - VP) | gre—1ry < Re.

1

Using the bounds |[We — W/ ge-s) Sur €2, || Pellgrev1(q) Sar €2 (which follows from the regularization

bounds for the surface), ||W€i||Hk+%(Q) <y € ! and the identity V,, = N+ V,,A7!A, we have

IGE — GF — N(We = W) - VP|| grr1(py < Re.

Finally, we use that W — W* = £e*(V} B! + v, — v and the Leibniz rule for N (leveraging the
irrotationality (V_ BM)rot) to estimate

EN(VE, B VP ks (ry Sar e+ (Vi BE)™ || < R,

H" ()
where the last inequality follows analogously to the proof of (G.62)). O

d“’, where w, = v* 4+ v?. We will show that — up to an error of size R, — all

Next, we recall that v. = w
instances of v, above can be replaced by w.. To accomplish this, we begin by writing the equation for V - w..

We compute that

(6.65) Veowe=(1-LV,@_ o+ L7 [V, V]l

which (by writing 1 — £7! = €2£7'V} ) gives the estimates ||V - wellgr—1(0) < Re, IV - we|lge-s(0) Sum €2,
and thus, by the balanced elliptic estimates in Appendix [A]

(6.66) [ve = wellgr (o) = VATV - wellgr o) < Re.

Remark 6.23. By inspecting the equation (6.65) and writing out the analogous equation for V - B, (which

simply amounts to replacing v with B above), we also have
_ _ = 1
IVAT'Y - we[gr(q) + IVAT'V - Bellmr ) Sum €2
which we will need to use in the next section, but not for the remainder of the proof here.

Next, for efficient bookkeeping, we define for 0 < j < 5,
Q) =NV VP, Q) :=NVy ! VP,

where we write B! := <I><€, 1 B.. Below, we will use the following bounds repeatedly:

i+l J+1 .
667) ¢ (IQ ey gy + 1@l pr-2r)) < CONEE [V ol <C(M)e+R, 2<j<4,

H’“" Q) —
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where the last inequality follows from Cauchy-Schwarz. Now, we are ready to estimate the energy components

Qei and Ev gt For the first component, our starting point is the elementary expansion

Efr = Ege + Y 2VHN' G2 VHN' (G = G)12(0) — [VHNF2(GE = G720
ac{+,~}
By Poincare’s inequality (noting that A*~2(G* — G*) has mean zero on I') and ellipticity of A, we may
estimate
165 = G512,y 1, < CONIVHAF2(GE = G*) e + Re.
Hence, by Lemma [6.22] (6.60) and the equation we, we have
Q%1 C(M)|IVHN*2(GF — GF) 120 + Re-
By again using Lemma [6.22] (6.66]) and the definition of we, it follows by integration by parts that
Y AVHNF2GE VHN' (G — G) 12 < —42(VHN2(Q) + QF), VAN 2Ql) 12(0)

a€{+77}

H’“*f(r

(6.68)
+CMM) D INFTHGY = NWE) |2 N2 (N (ve = v) - VPl La(ry + Re.

ae{+,—}
Thanks to ([6.62]), we may estimate

||./\/k72(./\/(v€ —v) - vP€)||L2(F) S lve —v < R..

||Hk— 3 ()
Hence, by combining the above estimates, we have
Bp: < Efs — 4 (VHN 2Q0, VHN*2Q1) 12() — 4 (VHNF2Qf, VHN* Q1) 12(q)

- CONNQI2, g ) + R

(6.69)

Notice next that by commuting two factors of V, with N (observing that such commutations contribute

errors of type R¢) and integrating by parts, we may bound

_4€2<VHN]€72Q8,VHNk72Q2>L2(Q) < —C(M)e 2||Q2||Hk7— ™ + Re.

Our aim will be to show that the remaining term —4e*(VHN*2Qf, VHN*72Q}) 2(q) in ([669) can be
controlled by R.. The key idea here is that Qé and Q" should be “almost” orthogonal, since the leading part
of @} involves the low-frequency factor v'. Nevertheless, exploiting this is somewhat delicate. The strategy
will be to shift a suitable number of factors of V_ onto the low-frequency term v!. By commuting a factor

of Vg, onto Q}), we obtain

—4(VHN*2Q0, VHN 72QL) 20y < 4 (VHN*72Q), VHN"2Q%) 2(q) + Re
where we used the estimate

Vi.Qh = Q1+ 0 (1),
which follows from the commutator identities in Appendix and the straightforward estimate
IV5i—5 0 @) Sm |1Be = Bl + [1Be — Bllgre—10a) 10 | 1) Sar 1.

Tterating this process and carrying out similar estimates, we find that

—4e(VHN 2 Q0, VHN Q) 12(e) < —4(VHN 2Q}, VHN"2Q8) 12(0) + Re

Sar Va0 ) [ VE, 02 v () + Re

S RE;
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1

where we used the bound ||V, leHk(Q) <um € 2. Consequently, we finally have
k k 21 h 2 4 2
(6.10) Fhs < s — CONIQRIZ,_y = CONNQUIR,_y . + Re

This will be the essential part of our estimate for E’gi. The analogous estimate for EvB g+ is mostly similar.
Our aim is to obtain the estimate

(6.71) B¢ gr S EG,ge — COME(|Q N Fi—2(ry — COM N QE I Fn—sar) + Be.

This follows along a very similar line of reasoning to the estimate for E*, except for one significant difference.
The analogue of (.68) is the following:

> 2a NPTV G NV B (GY = GM)) oy < —4€(a NPTV B, (Qh + Q4). N TV . Q) o r)
0‘6{4’17}
+OM) D INFTPVE (G = N2y [N* 2 (W (ve = v) - VP L2(r) + Re,
a6{+)_}
where the term in the second line arises by using ([(AT1]) to integrate a factor of Vg, by parts on I (in contrast
to the corresponding term in (6.68) where we instead integrated V by parts). Similarly to the analysis for

E’g“i, we have
€

—4e*(a ' N* 2V B, Q0 N* 2V 5, Q) r2(r) < 4 (a 'N*2Qh, N 2Q0) 12(r) + Re
< —4€2<0,_1Nk_2Qé,Nk_2Qg>L2 1’*) + RE

SM €2||vBlU ||Hk** Q)HvBeUE ||Hk 1( )+R€ S Rﬁ'

By integrating by parts two factors of Vp_, we also have
€2<a;1Nk72vBng,Nk72VBé QZ>L2(F) < —462<Nk72Q§,Nk72Q§>L2(F) + R..

Then, arguing as in the E*. estimate to handle the remaining terms, we obtain (G.71). To finally conclude
the energy monotonicity bound, we observe that by Proposition [A25 the Taylor sign condition and the
Leibniz rule for N, we can estimate
Je <CM) Y (V5 Gl + Q)12
2<;j<4

Combining this with (6.70) and (6.71]), we obtain

P + ||Qg+1||Hk 2(ry) + Re.

E*(ve, B,T.) + CJ. < E*(v, B,T) + Rk,
which gives the energy monotonicity bound (v). O

6.6. Step 4: Euler plus transport iteration. Given a small time step 0 < ¢ < 1 and an initial data
(vo, Bo,To) € HF satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem [B.Il we construct a regularized data (v, Be,T') as
follows: First, we input the initial state (vo, Bo,T'g) into Proposition to produce a partially regularized
state (Te, B., 1:‘6) Then, we input the state (7, Ee,f‘e) into Proposition [6.17, which produces a new state
with the same regularization properties as (7, B., f‘e) but also certain high regularity bounds. Finally, we
insert the outcome of Proposition [6.17] into Proposition [6.21] to obtain the fully regularized state (ve, Be, Te).
Clearly, (ve, Be,T'c) obeys the energy monotonicity bound and stays within distance O¢s(e?) of (vo, Bo, o).

The regularization properties of (ve, Be,I'¢) are summarized in the following proposition.

Proposition 6.24. The following properties hold for the reqularized data (ve, Be,Te):
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(i) (Surface regularization). For each oo > 0, we have

ITell o Sara €

(i) (Rotational and irrotational bounds). The velocity and magnetic fields satisfy the bounds:
”wét”Hk(Qe) <1+ C(M)e)K(M)e 2, [NWE - n|

(iii) (Higher regularity bounds). For each 0 < o <1, we have the higher reqularity bounds

IWE| gresiva .y Snr ez,

(iv) (Regularization in the direction of the magnetic field). We have the bounds
IV WE|mr .y Sm €3, VB, WE| g1,y Sare .

Remark 6.25. We remark importantly that in statement (iv) of Proposition [6.24] the improved regularity
is witnessed by W rather than W=.

The objective of this subsection is to construct the iterate (v, B1,T'1) from the regularized data (ve, Be, T'¢).
In essence, we will produce the iterate (v1, By, T'1) by flowing the regularized data (v, Be,T'c) along a discrete
version of the free boundary MHD evolution. A naive Euler type iteration (phrased in terms of the W=+

variables) would suggest an iteration akin to the following:
WE =W - ¢V, WEFVp WE+VP,),
which is to be supplemented with the domain transport
z1(x) = = + eve(x).

Unfortunately, this naive scheme loses a full derivative in each iteration. Therefore, it is better to perform
the above two steps in tandem. This will halve the derivative loss and allow us to uncover a discrete version
of the energy cancellation seen in Section 5l The regularization bounds in Proposition [6.24] will then be used
to control any remaining errors. Such errors now only “lose” half a derivative, which makes estimating the
various quadratic error terms appearing in our analysis below much easier. To carry out this procedure, we

have the following proposition.
Proposition 6.26. Given (v, Be,T¢) as in the previous step, there exists an iteration (ve, Be,Te¢) +—
(v1, B1,T'1) such that the following properties hold:

(i) (Approzimate solution).

WiE =W, —e(V,, WEF V. WE+VP,) + Ocs(e?), on Q1 NQ,
V-WE=0, on Q,
Bi-np =0, on I'y,
D = (I + eve)(Qe).
(i) (Energy monotonicity bound).
E*(vy, B1,T1) < (14 C(M)e)E*(ve, Be, ).

(i11) (Propagated regularization bounds for (v, B1,T1)). For 0 <~y < 1 as in ([G.2) there holds

_3 1 _1_
o oy < (14 CM)K(M)e2,  ||T | < 5E(M)e e

HEtEHy =
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We define the change of coordinates z1(z) := = + eve(z) and the iterated domain §2; by
Q1 = (I + €ve)Qe.

We remark that the latter bound in (iii) is required to close the bootstrap (62) from the parabolic regular-

ization step.
Uncorrected variables. We begin by defining the uncorrected iteration variables
U1(z1) :=ve — (VP — VBEBE)
and
Bl(arl) := Be + €V, ..

We note that 9; and By are not divergence-free, so we will need to perform suitable corrections.

Remark 6.27. On the right-hand side of the definition of ¥; we use Vp, B. as opposed to Vg B.. Such
terms agree up to an error of size €2 in the C® topology, but in H¥, only the term Vp, B, enjoys the
2 regularization bound. This will nonetheless turn out to be sufficient for proving a suitable energy

monotonicity bound in this stage of the argument.

Before we define the appropriate corrections, we will take a detour to first show that By - ny = 0 and also

close the bootstrap for I';. For this, we need the following lemma.
Lemma 6.28. The following identity holds:

1
ny(z1) —ne(z) = —eV ' v - ne — eV v, - (n1(z1) —ne) — §n€|n1 (x1) — n6|2.

We remark that —V "o, - n is nothing more than the expression for Dyn. (see Appendix [A.5]).

Proof. Tt is convenient to write the normal in terms of VP, and the Taylor term (although the gradient of

any non-degenerate defining function will also work). By doing this, we have
ni(z1) = ne(z) = a; 'VP. —ag ' (21)(VP)(21)
= —a; ' (z1)((VP)(21) — VPe(2)) + (' — ay ' (21)) VP
= eV -n(zy) — ay (1) V(P (21) — Po(2)) — ay *(21) (a1 (21) — ac)ne.
We then compute that

—ay ' (z1)(a1(x1) — ac) =a; ' (21)(na(z1) - (VP)(21) — ne - V)
=a; (z1)(n1(21) — ne) - (VP)(21) + ene - Vo - na(z1)
+ay  (x1)ne - V(Py(x1) — P.).

Hence, by the dynamic boundary condition,
ny(z1) — ne(z) = —eV v, ‘ni(x1) —ne(ni(z1) — ne) - ni(x1)

1
—eV ' v ne — eV, - (n1(x1) —ne) — §n€|n1(:171) — n5|2.

This completes the proof. 0
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From the above identity, we immediately obtain the weak bound

In1(z1) = nellgr—2r,) Sum e

Thanks to this, Lemma [6.28 and by interpolating the regularization bound ||ve| gr+2(0,) Sm ¢~ 273 against

the improved irrotational bound ||V v, - n.|| ik ! we find that for 0 < v < 1, we have

PR
~S@y M €

||TL1(:I;1) - ne||Hk—%+'y(Fe) SM 6_077

1 .
<pr € 277, which closes

for some constant C' > 0. If 7 is small enough, this implies the bound ||F1||Hk+%+'* <

the bootstrap for I';.

Next, we use Lemma to show that By - n; = 0. Using the equation for By and the fact that B, is

tangent to I'c, we have

By (1) -na(z1) = (Bi(z1) — Be) - ma(w1) + Be - (na(21) — ne)

=eVp. v -ni(z1) + Be - (n1(z1) — ne).
Using Lemma[6.28 to expand the latter term on the right-hand side, this implies (in light of B -n. = 0) that
Bi(w1) - m(a1) = 0,

as desired.

Divergence-free corrections. Next, we correct B; and 91 to be divergence-free (while still preserving

the tangency of the magnetic field). We define the full iterates v; and By by
v = ’l~}1 - VA&} (V . ’l~}1), Bl = (Bl - VA&} (V . Bl))TOt,

so that vy and B; are divergence-free and Bj is tangent to I'y. Next, we show that the errors induced by
these corrections are small in H*. We begin with the error estimates for By, which are more complicated.
We first observe the identity

By — By = VALV - By) + VHINT (VL ANV - By)).
Next, we compute from the equation for By,
(V- By)(a1) = V- (Bi(21)) — €V - (VB1)(21)
(6.72) = eV - V(Bi(z1) — Be) + 2V, - Vu, - (Vf?l)(:vl)
= 2(Vue - VV B0 + Vo - Vo - (VBy) (1))
From the equation for B and the regularization bounds for v. and Vp_v, from Proposition .24}, we see that
~ ~ _3
(6.73) IBill ey S L 1Bl yrsg ) Snre™ T
From the first bound in ([B73) and the above identity for V - By, we have
IV - Billgery Sme V- Billge-2a,) Sm e

From this, the bound [|T'y||, w1 Sn ¢~ 2 and the estimates in Appendix [A] we obtain

By — Billgeany Sm e |IBr— Billge-1n) Sm €2, ||Ballme(an) Sar 1.

In order to establish the analogous bounds in the stronger space H*, we need the following lemma.
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Lemma 6.29. Let 0 < s < k — 1. For every f € H"Y(I'y) and g € H¥T2(Qy) there holds

1(VB, )(x1) = Ve (f@) gy Sm ENlf Il mr) + el )
and

1V 5.9)(@1) = V(9@ | gevy g, S0 Nl et ) + D9l evs

Proof. We will prove the first (and slightly harder) case. The latter case will follow similarly. Writing
f = H1f and using the chain rule and the definition of By, we have

Vi (f(x1)) = Be - (VH1f)(21) + €Vp.ve - (VH1f)(21)
= (V. f)(@1) + ((Br — By) - VH1f)(a1).

Since By = By + Ok (y)(€) and By = B; + Opi-1(a,)(€?) we may therefore use Sobolev product estimates
and elliptic regularity to obtain the bound

I((B1 = By) - VHLF) @) =y Sax €1 sy + el f =y
as desired. O

Using Lemma [6.29, the second bound in (673) and the regularization bound for V% v, from Proposi-
tion [6:224] we obtain ||Bl||Hk(Ql) <Swm 1. Moreover, thanks to (6.72) (and again the bound for V% v.), we
have

IV Billgs—1) Sm e, V- Billme2,) Sum €.

3
1

Combining the above with the commutator identities in Appendix [A5] the bound || B€||Hk i <m €

and the estimates from Appendix [A] we see that
VATV - Bi)[lur,) Sm e, [[VATHV - B)llar-1(a,) Su €.

Using the div-curl estimate in Proposition [A.25], the regularization bounds for I'; and product rule we also

have

IV 5, VHINT (VR ATV - By)) Sar e+ [V, VRN (Vo ATHV - By)) - |l ey

|Hk7%(91)
SM €+ ||VB1 (vnA_l(v - Bl))HH’C’I(Fl)
<M €.

~

Combining everything above finally yields the bounds
|B1 — Billmey Sm e |1Billae) Sal.
Next, we estimate the error between v, and v;. We compute from the equation for o1,
(V . ’[)1)($1) = V . (171 (Il)) — er€ . (V’Ul)(.fl)
= 62V’UE . Vl)e . (V’Ul)(.fl) — e@i(vlyj (Il) — ’Uéyj)ajvéyi — EaiBeﬁjajBeﬁi + Eaiééyjajééyi.

From the estimates in Appendix [Al and the regularization bounds for Be, ve and T, (this last bound is

required to estimate the pressure), we have |01 gr(q,) Sa 1 and [|04]] <y € %. Arguing as in the

N ) H*3(Qy)
estimate for By and using that B, = B, + Okaa(Qe)(e2), we have

IV o1l Sme, IV O1llge-s(a,) S €
and

o1 = D1llEro) S 6 llor — Billar-1(0,) Sm €
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Combining everything above, we have established property (i) in Proposition [6.26] and also the approximate

equation
(6.74) WiE (1) = We — e(FV, WE +VP) + Onr . (€)
in H* by adding and subtracting the equations for @, and Bj.

Remark 6.30. We once again emphasize that the latter term on the right-hand side of the approximate
equation (B.74) involves the “uncorrected” variable W2 whereas the first term involves the corrected variable
WZ. As mentioned before, this choice is made to ensure that we can estimate any quadratic errors appearing
in the analysis below. It will turn out that W, and Vp, W, exhibit a strong enough almost orthogonal

structure, which will let us also handle “first-order” error terms in the requisite energy monotonicity bound.

Now, we verify property (iii) in Proposition [6.26] which is the bootstrap bound
_3
i | 0 < € 2K (M)(1+C(M)e).

We can work with the equation for V~V1i because V x Wli =V x Wi. Using the definition of v; and Bl, we

obtain the relation
WiE(z)) = WE +eVp, WE - eVP..
Before estimating G)li, by using the above equation and Proposition [6.24] we record the estimate
~ _3
Wi s () Su€ 2.
Consequently,
_1
wli(:vl) = wei + EvBewé‘: + OHk(QE)(E 2),
which thanks to property (iii) in Proposition [6.22T] and a change of variables yields
+ _3
[wi [[mr ) < € 2 K(M)(1+ C(M)e),
as desired. This establishes property (iii).

Next, we work towards establishing the energy monotonicity bound (ii). The main step is to relate the
good variables associated to the iterate W7 and I'; to the good variables associated to W, and I'. at the

regularity level of the energy. Here, we define the “uncorrected” good variables Q} by
G =V, Wt VP - V,A Y (AWZ . VP, + 2VIVE . V2P,).
We have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.31 (Relations between the good variables). The following relations hold:
(i) (Relation for wy).
wf(:z:l) - w:': + eVBewEi = Okal(Qe)(f).
(i) (Relation for Vp,w1).
(Vp,wi)(@1) = Vaws £ VE ws = O k-3 () (©)-
(iii) (Relation for ai).

al(xl) —ae — eDiac = OH’vfl(Fe)(E)-
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[

(iv) (Relation for Vp,a1). There exists F with || F| gr—1(p,y Sm € and ||V p, (F—eDqa)|| SME

such that

3
H*=2(1,)

(Via1)(@1) = Vi, ae = eV Diac + Vp F =0 g . (€).
(v) (Relation for Gif).
G (@1) = G + eacNeac = £V, G + O g 1 (6)-
(vi) (Relation for Vg Gi).
(VBlgf[)(%) -V, gét +eacNVp.ac = iGVQBGQEi + OH"*2(FE)(€)-

The error term F (which is a technical artifact of the definition of our iteration) should be thought of as

playing a similar role to the error term D*a — G* in Section .44l

Proof. The relation for wi follows immediately from (G74) by taking the curl of the equation and using
that V x WE = V x WZ. The relation for V Blwli follows by taking curl of (6.74)), applying V., and using
(629) together with the bound ||W1||Hk+%(ﬂ ) <pe L.

1

To obtain the estimates (iii) and (iv) we will need to find a suitable relation between the pressures P; and

P.. For this, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.32. There exists a function R. such that
Py (:I;l) — P —eDi P+ A_IRE = OHkJr%(QE)(E)

where

[ Rell ) Sme |IVB (AT R = €D P (o, Sm €.

"% (q.

The above lemma will ultimately tell us that R, plays a perturbative role in establishing identity (iii) in
Lemma [6.3T] but will contribute to the definition of the non-perturbative term F when establishing identity

(iv).
Proof. From the Laplace equation for Pj, the dynamic boundary condition, tangency of By and the regularity

bounds for I'; and Wi, we have the preliminary bounds || P || Su 1, IV, Pillgko,) Sm 1 and

H % (1)
| Pl e,y Sm ¢~ 1. Moreover, using that P; (z;)— P. = 0 on I, it is easy to see by expanding A(P (z;)—

P.) that we have (for instance) the preliminary bound || Py (1) — Pel| gr—2(q,) Sm €. Now, we expand

A(Py(x1) — P.) = (APy)(21) — AP. 4 eAv. - (VP (1) + 2V, - (V2P)(21) + €2V, - Vo - (V2Py) ().
We obtain from this and the bounds ||v|| -3
Proposition [6.24) that

o) Su e 1 and |V el gray S 2 (which follow from

A(Pi(z1) — P.) = (AP))(z1) — AP, + ¢Av, - VP, + 2eVo, - V2P, + Op-t(0 )(e).
We expand
(APy)(21) = AP. = OW ;W — (W0, W7 ) (1)

— 0, = Wit (@)W e, + W0, W, = Wi () + Oy (6
=2eV?P. - Vo, — eVVp WS - VW + VW -VVp WS + 0, 3
From the Laplace equation for D;P,, we see that

Py (:I;l) — P.—eDiP. + A_IRE = OHkJr%(QE)(E)
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where
R, = —EVVBJ?? VW +eVIW S vaeézr'

As a consequence of the identity B = B, — B,, we find that ||V, B! || S 1. Therefore, we have

H3 Q)
1Rl ) St
Moreover, by definition of R, and from the expansions above, it is easy to verify that
IV, (A" Re — €Dy Po) || g0,y Sar €2,
which completes the proof of the lemma. O

Returning now to the proof of properties (iii) and (iv) in Lemma [6:31] we use the above lemma to obtain
(VPy)(x1) = VP. + VD P. — ¢Vu, - (VP)(21) — VAT'R, + OHk,%(Q )(e)

= VP +eDVP = VAT R+ Oy o (€).

From this we see that
al(xl) =a. + eD;ac + VnA_lRe - (’rLrl (wl) - npe) . (Vpl)(.%'l) + OHk—l(Fé)(E)
=a. + eD;ac + vnA_lRe + OH’C*I(FE)(E)7

where in the last line we used

(nry(z1) =nr.) - (VP1)(z1) = —a1(z1)(nr, (1) —nr,) -nr, (71) = —al(ﬂfl)%mrl(ﬂ?l) —nr,

2 = OHk—l(Fe)(E).

From the bounds for R., relation (iii) immediately follows. To conclude the proof of relation (iv), we define
F:=-V,A" 'R, and apply Lemma (.29
Next, we prove the relation for Gf. We recall that
Gt =V, W*.VP -V, A"YAW* . VP 4+ 2VW*.V2P) = —np - A* = —np - (=VW* . VP + VB*).
We see that
6.75) A (1) = AZ = =((VW" - VP)(21) = VIVE - V) + (VBT (1) = VBT)
6.75
= —((YW)(@1) = VWE) - VP + (VB (1) = VBY) + Oppees ) (€).

To control the second term on the right-hand side above, we write out the Laplace equation for Bli (1) and

use Lemma together with the relevant elliptic estimates in Appendix [A] to obtain
A(Bf (21)) = (ABY)(21) + eAWE - (VBY) (21) + 2eVIWE - (V2B ) (21) + Oppe—2(q, ) (€)
= (ABF)(21) + Ome—2(0,)(€).
From the equation for Wli, the Laplace equation for P, and the chain rule, we then observe the relation
(AW) (1) = AW (21)) + Opr-2 (0, (€)

= AWE — VAP £ eA(Vp, W) + Omr—2(q,) (€)

= AWZE £ eV, AW + Oz, (€).
Defining

BE = ATHAWE . VP. + 2VIWE . V2P)
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and using Lemma [5.12] we obtain the identity
(ABE)(x1) = ABE + (AWE - VP)(x)) — AWE - VP, + 2(VWiE - V2P)(z1) — 2(VWE - V2P,)
= A(BE FeVp BE) +2 (VWE - (V2Py)(21) — V2P.)) + Opie—2(q, (€)
= A(BE F eV, BE) + Opi—2(q,) (),

where in the last line, we used the relation eDyP. — A™' R = Oggi(q,)(€). Combining the above with (B.75)
we obtain, by elliptic regularity,

Af(21) — AF F eV, VBE = (VW)(21) = VWE) - VP + Ope1(q, (€).
Then, since
(AF)(@1) - (nry (1) —nr,) = O ry(6);
it follows that
G (@1) = G F VB, (VaB) = —acVa (Wi (1) = W) - nr, + Oy 1 (€)
= €acVa VP -nr, F eV Vp W VP + 0, g ) (©
= cacNVPe-nr, FeVp (VaWe - VP) + 0 3 NOE

where above we used the bounds ||V P ,F V%, nr,

o3, -2,y Sm 1. This gives

gli(ﬂfl) — gei F GVBegei =eacN.VP.-nr, + OH’“*%(FE)(Q'
Finally, noting that M nr, - nr, is lower order, we have, thanks to the Leibniz rule for A,
€acN VP, -np, = —eacNe(nr,ae) - nr, = —eaNeae + OHk,%(FG)(e).
Therefore, the desired relation (v) for G holds. Relation (vi) follows from (v) and Lemma as well as
the Leibniz rule for N-. O

Energy monotonicity. To finish the proof of Proposition [6.26] it remains to establish energy mono-
tonicity. The following lemma will allow us to more easily work with the relations in Lemma [6.31]

Lemma 6.33. Define the “pulled-back” energy E¥(vy, By, T1) := Eae{-i-,—} Ef)i)l + Ef,ig + Ef)i)?) by
Efsq =1+ [lwi (@)l ) + II(VBMfE)(wl)IIiIk,g(QG) + Wi (@122
and
l p— p—
Ef,:l:,2 = ||a12 ($1)Mk 1(a1 (xl))”%%ré) + ||VHeN’ek z(gli(wl))”%%szé)
and
_1 _
El 3= [VHNI2((Vs,a1) (@) 720, + oy 2 (@0)NE2(VB,G0) (@)1 F2r, -
Then we have the relation
E*(v1,B1,T1) < EF(v1, B1,T1) + C(M)e.
Before proving the above lemma, we show how it implies the desired energy monotonicity bound. In light
of Lemma [6.33] it suffices to establish the bound
E¥(vy, By,T1) < (14 C(M)e)E* (vg, By, T) + C(M)e.
From the definition of Wy and parts (iii)-(iv) of Proposition [6.2T] we easily obtain
Ef 1 < (14 C(M)e)EL 1 (vo, Bo,To) + C(M)e.
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Next, we turn to the surface components of the energy. We need the following lemma to exploit the approx-
imate orthogonality between G= and Vp G*.

Lemma 6.34. There holds
Z <Nk7%g?7Nk7%VBeg~?>L2(re) + Z (NF=2V 5, GO NF 2V GO pary | Su L
a6{+)_} a6{+)_}

Proof. First, we observe that (up to simply changing W+ to Wei in the proof) Lemma [6.22 gives us the
bound

195, (GE = NWE - VPl

Moreover, by definition of G= and the fact that AW* = AW, we have

< 1.
) ~M

GF —GF =+V,BI -VP.+ 0, 4 (e €)= +N.B . VPE+OHk,%(F)(e%)

2 (T
and also from Proposition [6.224] and Lemma [5.12] we can verify (where importantly we note that this bound
only holds for G* and not G)

[N

195,68 g ) St €
From the above three estimates and the identity W= — W~ = 2B, it suffices to establish the bounds
K= (N2 VL (NeBe - VP.), N 2 INeBI - VP)) 2| Sm 1, j€{0,1}.

The key observation is that the two terms in the inner product above should be almost orthogonal. This is

fo— J+'3 k_j+'3

because, morally speaking, we should expect an approximation like
N.B.-VP.~N.B" .-VP,.

Due to the limited regularity of the free surface, this is not quite true (in the relevant norms). However, it
turns out that we can still exhibit a strong enough cancellation by relying more heavily on the precise form
of B.. To see this, we begin as in the proof of Proposition [6.21] by introducing the notation (here B and

B! appear in place of v and v! and B refers to the state one achieves after step 2 but before step 3)
Q) =NV}, B'-VP., Q}=NVyB! VP, 0<j<5.
Using the definition of B, and the bound ||[VA~1V - £~36||Hk(96) < €? (see Remark 6:23), we have
nir 1
B -n.=—e2V4 B n, + OH,C,%(FE)(EQ).
Consequently, for 7 =0, 1, we may write

j Dir 1
VENBI VP = =@Qlhyy + 0, s o (eh).

We then observe that

Vi (NeBe - VP) = (N.VZ 'B. - VP) + 0,

- (1) = 1+] + Q1+] +0 st

344
2

(T'e)
From the above, we conclude that

kj+

j 2 l ANF= its k— 12 ~h A= its
/Ci §M 1+e < Q; +17 Q4+]> <N 2 j+1a Q4+]>

Arguing similarly to the proof of property (v) in Proposition [6.2T] (though the proof here is quite a bit sim-

pler), we obtain the desired almost orthogonality type bound for /. We omit the details of this verification

since they are straightforward modifications of the aforementioned argument. O
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We now return to establishing the energy monotonicity for the surface components of the energy. Using
the definition of G, the identity

Diac = Nv.-VP. + OHk—l(l"e)(l)

and the regularization bounds in Proposition [6.24] we deduce the regularization bounds

St _1 _1 _1
(6.76) VB G gu-g oy S e Dwaclge-rorg S e, lal g ) S €=

Such bounds are essential for estimating quadratic error terms when comparing Efg(vl, B;,T'1) with the
energy E5(ve, Be,Te) := E¥ 5(ve, Be,T'e) + E* 5(ve, Be,Te). Indeed, by combining (6.76) with Lemma B3]

and Lemma [6.34] we have

Efy(v1,B1,T1) < B (v, BoTo) + Y / a N ta N*"1D¢a.dS
ae{+,~}
- > / acN*3G%aN* "2 a.dS + C(M)e.
ac{+,—} L

To estimate the second and third term above, we will simply carry out a discrete version of the corresponding
energy estimate in Section By self-adjointness of N, and the commutator estimate for [A 3 ,ae] from
Proposition [6.43] we see that
Ef,Q(UluBh Fl) < Eg(”év B, Fe) +C(M)e + Z C(M)EHQ? - D?aenH’C*l(Fé)
of+,—-}
< E¥(ve, Be,T.) + C(M)e.

It remains to prove the energy monotonicity bound for Efﬁg. Before proceeding, we must first collect the
analogues of (G.76) which will aid us in controlling the resulting quadratic error terms. We observe that
thanks to Lemma [6.31] Proposition [6.24] and the definition of _C';i, we have

- o .
IVE. G 2w Sme 2, Ve 'F = Diad)|l g (r.) SM € 2.
Moreover, arguing as in the proof of Proposition [6.16 and using the irrotational regularization bound ||\ B -

Nell gr—10) SM ¢~ 2 from Proposition [E24] we conclude that

1

IVB.acllgr—1mr.) Sme 2.

Therefore, arguing as in the above bound for Ef)Q, we see that

EF (v, B1,T1) < Bf(ve, BT+ Y. ¢ | N*3VpaN*"3Vp (Dfa, — G — ¢ ' F)dS + C(M)e.
acf+,— “Te
By using the identity
NEFNE )y = (VHS, VHS) 10
and commuting Vg, with VH.N*~2 and integrating by parts as in Section [5.2.4, we have

N3V g a N3V (Dac—G* — ¢ ' F)dS
Fe

< C(M)e+e / NE2VE aNFY(DYac — G — e 'F)dS.

r.
By Cauchy-Schwarz and Lemma [5.12] we obtain

¢ / N2V 5,0 N* "2V (Dfac = G — € F)dS < C(M)e,
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This establishes the energy monotonicity bound. It finally now remains to establish Lemma [6.33]

Proof of Lemmal6.33. By a simple change of variables, it is clear that
Ef 1 (v1,B1,T1) < Ef 44 (v1, B, T1) + C(M)e.

The main difficulty is in dealing with the surface components of the energy. For this, we need the following

proposition which was proved in [18].
Proposition 6.35. Let —% <s<k—2andlet f € H*TY(T'y). Then we have the following bound on T'.:

[NL)(@1) = Ne(f (@) lm=r.) Saell fllms+iry).-
Returning to the proof of Lemma [B.33, we note that
[T tan) (1) = NEHan (@) | z2cr,) S IV 2an) (1) = NEH (an (@) 22,y
F NNV 2an) (1) = (N Pan) (@) 2 ) -
Applying Proposition to the term in the second line and using the H' — L? bound for N, we have
INFtan) (1) = NEHan (@) | z2cr,) Sar [NVE2a1) (1) = NE2(aa (21) | e,y + Onr(e).-
Iterating this procedure and applying Proposition k — 2 times, we see that
INF an) (1) = NEHan (@)l 2, Sare

It follows from the above and a change of variables that we have

1 1

laf NEan|[Z2gr,y < llaf (@)NE (ar (@) 72, ) + Om(e).

A similar argument can be used to show that

1 _1

lay 2 (z) N2V 3, G1) (1) — ae 2NV 3.6 |2, Sur e
To conclude the proof of Lemma [6.33] we also need to show that
IVHINT 26T T2,y < IVHNET2(GE (21)) 1220,y + O ().
From a change of variables, we see that
||VH1(N1]€_2g1i)”%2(Ql) - ||VH6/\/§72(g#(fﬂl))”%z(ﬂe) Su T+ Owumle),

where

J = [(VHINTT2GE) (1) = VHNET2 (G (20) | 200
By elliptic regularity, it is easy to verify the bound

T Sar INT2G8) (@) = NEZ2(GT (a0) | + Oum(e).

HZ(T,)

From here, we use Proposition [6.35] similarly to the other surface term in the energy to estimate

INVTT2(G)) (1) = NE2(GE ()

<
H%(Fe) ~SM €

A similar argument can be used to deal with the remaining energy component. This completes the proof of
Proposition [6.26] and, therefore, the proof of Theorem O
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6.7. Convergence of the iteration scheme. We are now ready to use Theorem [6.1]to prove the existence

of regular solutions.

Theorem 6.36. Let k be a sufficiently large integer and let M > 0. There exists a time T = T (M) such that
for all initial data (vo, Bo,To) € H* satisfying ||(vo, Bo,To)|lax < M there exists a unique solution (v, B,T)
to the free boundary MHD equations on the time interval [0,T) with the given initial data and the following
reqularity properties:
(v, B,T) € L®([0,T]; H*) N C([0,T]; H*" )
with the uniform bound
10, B, D))l Sm L, t€[0,T].

Remark 6.37. Note that the uniqueness of the solution in Theorem [6.36] is an immediate consequence of
Theorem A3l The continuity of the solution in the H”* topology will be established in Section [7l

Proof. Given initial data (vo, Bo,T¢) € H¥ with Ty € A, := A(T4,¢0,6), for each small time step ¢ we
will construct a discrete approximate solution (ve, B, I'e) which is defined at times ¢ = 0, ¢, 2¢, . .., je with
j ~n e L. We will proceed as follows:

(i) We construct an initialization (ve¢(0), Bc(0),T<(0)) by using Proposition [A.37]

(ii) We define the approximate solutions (v, (je), Be(je), I'c(je)) by applying the iteration step in Theo-

rem inductively.

We will rely on the energy monotonicity relation and the coercivity property in Theorem [BE1] to control the
growth of the H* norms of (v, B.,Tc). At time ¢ = 0, we may use the energy coercivity property to bound

E*(v:(0), B.(0),T(0)) < Cy(M).

We then iterate for as long as

E*(ve(je), Be(je), Te(je)) < 2C1 (M),

(6.77)
Tc(je) € 2A, := A(T, €9, 20).

Under the above conditions, we may invoke the energy coercivity inequality in the opposite direction to

conclude that
[(ve(je), Be(de), Te(je))|lear < Co(M).

By the energy monotonicity bound (G.3]) we have
E* (ve(je), Be(je). Te(je)) < (1+ C(C2(M))e)! Co (M) < (MG (M),
Hence, the cutoff in the first inequality in ([G.77) cannot be reached until at least time
t=cj <T(M):=(C(C2(M))",

which is a bound independent of e. For the second requirement in (677]) we note that (G.4]) ensures that at
each time step the boundary moves by at most O(¢). Hence, by step j, it moves by at most O(je), which
leads to a similar constraint on the number of iterations. Using (6.5]) and similar reasoning, it is easy to see
that the bounds on the vorticity do not significantly deteriorate on the above time-scale. In other words, we
retain the bound

_%7

lwE(e) | e Sar e je < T.
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Therefore, the discrete approximate solutions (ve, Be,T¢) are all defined up to the time T'(M) above and

maintain the uniform bound
H(Uev B, FE)HH’C SM 1 in [07 T]?
with T'c € 2A.. Since k is large, we may apply Sobolev embeddings to conclude the uniform bounds
(6.78) [velles + [ Belles + [Inelles Sm 1 in {0,771,
where we use 7. := nr, to denote the defining function for I'c € 2A..

The other information that we have about (ve, Be) is (6.4]), which we wish to iterate over multiple time
steps. We first note that (64 implies that

|(ve, Be)(t, ) = (ve, Be)(s,y) + [V (ve, Be)(t, ) = V(ve, Be) (s, 9)| Swm [t —s|+ |z —yl,  t-s=e
Iterating this, we see that
(6.79) [(ve, Be)(t, #) = (ve; Be)(8,y) |+ |V (ve; Be)(t, ) =V (v, Be)(s,y)| Sar [t=s|+|z—yl, t,5 € eNNO,T].
Using similar reasoning, the last equation in (6.4) tells us that
(6.80) 17e(t) = ne(s)ller Sm [t =l t,s € eNNO,T].

As a consequence of Lemma [6:31] and the elliptic estimate | D:Pe|| g+ Sar 1 at each time, we may also bound
the pressure difference by

(6.81) [VP.(t,x) — VP(s,9)| Snm |t — 8|+ |z —yl, t,s € eNN[0,T].

We now return to ([64]), making use of the last three Lipschitz bounds in time to reiterate and obtain second
order information. A direct iteration using the bounds (679) and (8] to compare the expressions on the

right at different times in the uniform norm yields
(6.82) ve(t) = ve(s) — (t — 8)(ve(8) - Ve(s) — Be(s) - VBe(s) + VP.(s)) + O((t — 5)?), t,s € eNN[0,T]
and
B(t) = B(s) — (t — 5) (ve(s) - VBe(s) — Be(s) - Vue(s)) + O((t — 5)?), t,s € eNN[0,T].
The same strategy applied to the last component of ([G.4]) gives the relation
(6.83) Qc(t) = (I + (t — 5)ve(5))Qe(s) + O((t — 5)?), t,s € eNN[0,T].

Having established the above properties of our approximate solutions (v, Be,T'c), we now aim to pass to the
limit on a subsequence as € — 0 to obtain the desired solution (v, B,T"). For convenience, we will let € be of
the form e = 27 and send m — oo. This ensures that the time domains of the corresponding approximate
solutions (vy,, By,) are nested.

Utilizing the Lipschitz bounds (6.79)), (6.80) and (6.81]), a careful application of the Arzela-Ascoli theorem

yields uniformly convergent subsequences
(6.84) N — 1, (Um, Bm) — (v, B), V(vm, Bm) — V(v, B), VP,, —» VP,

with limits still satisfying the bounds ([@.79)), (€80) and (G81]). It remains to show that (v, B, T") is a solution
to the free boundary MHD equations, with I' defined by n and P, where P is the associated pressure.
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We first upgrade the spatial regularity of v, B and 7. We observe that for each time t € 27NN [0, T] we
may pass to the limit as m — oo in ([G78)) to obtain the uniform bound

[vllca + [ Blles + lInllcs <ar 1.
Since v, B and n are all Lipschitz continuous in ¢, this extends routinely to all ¢ € [0, T]. Similar arguments
apply to the H* norm of (v, B,T).
To show that (v, B,T) solves the free boundary MHD equations, we proceed in several steps:

i) The initial data. The fact that at the initial time we have (v(0), B(0),T'(0)) = (vo, Bo, o) is a direct
consequence of the construction of (vc(0), B¢(0),Tc(0)).

i1) The pressure equation. To check that P is the pressure associated to v, B and I" we use the uniform
convergence of V(Vp,, Bm), m and VP, to pass to the limit in the pressure equation (LHl).

iii) The incompressible MHD equations. We directly use the uniform convergence ([6.84]) to pass to the
limit in (682). This guarantees that v and B are differentiable in time and that the incompressible MHD

equations are verified.

iv) The kinematic boundary condition. We directly use the uniform convergence ([G.84)) to pass to the limit

in ([G:83) and then argue as above to verify the kinematic boundary condition.
v) The boundary condition for B. This follows from the fact that B,, - n,, = 0 and passing to the limit.

Lastly, we remark that the C(H*~!) regularity of (v, B,T") follows directly from the incompressible MHD

equations and the kinematic boundary condition. O

6.8. Commutator estimates used in Section [6l Here we collect the various commutator estimates
needed in the previous subsections. Throughout this subsection, k will be some sufficiently large, dimension-
dependent integer, and I" will be some smooth hypersurface belonging to a suitable collar neighborhood with

reference hypersurface ', and with uniform H* bound ||T|| g+ Sar 1.
Theorem 6.38 (Theorem A.8 in [28]). For s’ € [2— k,k — 1], we have
1
[(=Ar)2 _NHHS’(F)—>HS'(F) Swm L

Remark 6.39. We remark that the same bound holds with (1 — Ap)? and 1 + A in place of (—Arp)? and
N, respectively, as the errors are bounded from H s 5 HY

We will need the following abstract result to slightly refine the above.

Proposition 6.40 (Proposition A.7 in [28]). Let X be a Hilbert space and let A and B be (possibly un-
bounded) self-adjoint positive operators on X so that A~'B and AB~! are bounded. Suppose that K :=
A% — B? is such that KB~ is bounded for a € [0,2). Then (A — B)B'~? is bounded as well.

Corollary 6.41. For s’ € [1 — k,k — 3], we have

1 1
A0 =Nl sy S0 1

Proof. We first observe that (1 — Ap)i — (1 +N)2 maps H* (I') — H¥*+2(I'). This follows by taking
A=(1+N)2 and B = (1 — Ar) in Proposition 640 and applying Remark 539 The desired bound then
follows easily since (1+MN)2 — N2 and (1 — Ap)s — (=Ar)7 also map H® — H* 2. O
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Lemma 6.42. The following estimates hold:

(i) For s € iN and s <k —2,

[(Ar, (N*£)a)* = N (Ar, f) 22y Sa I fll ey
(i) For s > 0 and some fized dimension-dependent so > 0, there holds
I(Ar. (N2 £))" = N2 (Ar. fo) =0y Satso I+l f Loy + 1 lesacry.
Proof. We start with (i). It follows from Theorem [6.38 and Corollary [G.41] that
(AR W= F)2)* = N*(Ar o) 2y Sar I(Ar. (Ar) 2 £)2)" = (=Ar) 2 (Ar. £) 22y + 1 f e+

As a preliminary step, we note that

(6.85) [(Ar, (Arf)«)" = Ar(Ar, fo) | zo )y Sm | fll o+ ()

for 1 —k < 0 < k —4. This follows from a computation in collar coordinates (more precisely, the fixed
local coordinates for T',), using the explicit formulas for Ar and Ar,. Therefore, if s is even, we are done.

Otherwise, we have reduced matters to proving that
IAr. (~Ar)% £))° — (~Ar) % (Ar. £)* |z Sar 1l gz oy o€ {1.2.3)
Using duality, we can rewrite this in the form
(Ar. ((Ar) 5 )" = (A T (Ar. f)7).9) Sar Il y5on oy lgllzay, o€ {1,2,3}.

To avoid the zero mode of Ar which correspond to constants, we remark that the last bound is straightforward
if either f or g are constant, without needing the commutator structure. Hence, from here on we can assume

that both f and g have zero average with respect to the I' surface measure.

Our strategy will be to reduce our desired bound to (685) using the resolvent representation of the

fractional powers,
(-Ar)% = ca/ (=Ar)(=Ar + )71 27t d), € (0,4),
0

where c,, is some constant depending on . From the formal commutator identity [A~!, B] = —A~![A, B]A~!

we obtain -
[Ar,,(—Arp)i] = ca/ (=Ar + X2) A, Ap](=Arp 4+ A2)7IAS T g\
0

where by slight abuse of notation, for a smooth function & on T', we interpret [Ar,, Ar]h to mean
[Ar., Ar]h = (Ar, (Arh).)* = Ar(Ar, h)"
Given two zero average test functions f, g it then remains to show that
| XA AR Ar + X, A+ ) b dA St gl e o
Using ([6.85) and Cauchy-Schwarz in A, we reduce this to
| AR g gy A St 1

Using powers of —Ar this can be rewritten as an L? to L? bound, which then follows from the functional

calculus for —Ar.
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Now, we prove (ii). From [28, Equation (A.13)] we have the identity
(=Apr = N?)f = kNf + 2V, A Y (VHnr - VEHF) — Nnp - (N fnp + VT f).

Therefore, using the bound ||&|| gs+2(ry + [|N7nr || go+2(ry Sas [|T]] ro+4 and the relevant elliptic estimates from
Appendix [A] it follows that

(AL, N2 f))* = N2 (A, fo) | ae ey Sar T aesa | fllaeomy + [(Ar, (Arf)e)* = Ar(Ar, fo)*[lms o).
A computation in collar coordinates then gives the desired estimate. 0
We may use the above results to prove a commutator estimate for [N 7, al.

Proposition 6.43. Let 1 < s < k—1 with s € N. Moreover, assume that a € H*=1(T') with ||a|| gr—1 vy Su
1. There holds

(6.86) IV, alll g1 )= 2ry Sm 1.

Proof. If s is an integer, this follows easily from the Leibniz rule in Appendix and the fact that
lallgre-1ry Sar 1. If s is not an integer, then s = 3 + m for some integer 0 < m < k — 2. We then
have

VS, a] = NEN™, alf + N2, a] N f.

Therefore, it suffices to prove (6.80]) in the case s :1%. One can prove this by proceeding similarly to above
using duality and the resolvent representation of A'2. We omit the details. g

7. ROUGH SOLUTIONS AND CONTINUOUS DEPENDENCE

We now aim to construct solutions in the state space H*, s > % + 1, as limits of the regular solutions that

we constructed in Section [6l The basic strategy is as follows:

(i) We regularize the initial data on the dyadic scale.
(ii) We establish uniform bounds for the corresponding regularized solutions.
(iii) We deduce convergence of the regularized solutions in a weaker topology.
(iv) We use the difference estimates from Section F]l and the uniform bounds from step (i) to show that
the regularized solutions converge in the H*® topology.

For problems on R?, the above procedure is rather standard. However, in our setting it is more subtle as we
must compare functions defined on different domains. In particular, we must carefully employ regularization

operators on H® which produce states on extended domains.

When compared with our previous article [18], an additional complication arises from the V g terms in the
definition of H?, as we will need to prove convergence in H =7 of terms involving regularizations of Vgv and
VB. Although our difference estimates from Section M guarantee closeness of appropriate regularizations
of v and B, the same cannot be said for Vgv nor VpB. To address this issue, we will prove difference
estimates for these latter variables in a regularized setting.

To keep notation consistent, we will again work with the variables W+ := v + B. We will also use the

notation W := (W™, W~) when convenient.
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7.1. Initial data regularization. Let (Wy,T'g) € H® be an initial data (with domain ) where T’y lies
within some collar neighborhood A, = A(Ts,¢,6) with 0 < § < 1. Our first aim is to regularize the initial
data at each sufficiently large dyadic scale 27. We begin by fixing a parameter jo sufficiently large depending
only on M;(0) := ||(Wo,To)||m=, the lower bound ¢y in the Taylor sign condition and A.. For j > jo, we
apply Proposition [A.37] to obtain a regularized initial state (W ;,T¢ ;) (with domain € ;) which satisfies

the uniform bound
|(Wo,5,To ) s Sar.o) (Wo, To)llms, — J > Jo-

By Sobolev embeddings and the condition s > % + 1, the regularized hypersurface I'y ; in Proposition [A-37]
satisfies the distance bound
(348)4 S
Ino,; — 10l S0y 27T, 5> g,
for some § > 0. Therefore, for such j, the domains ¢ ; and € are within distance 2 (319 of each other
and, moreover, as long as jg is large enough, our regularized variables stay in the collar and maintain a
uniform lower bound on the Taylor term. In the sequel, we will also make use of the remaining properties of

the regularization operators in Proposition [A.37], but these will be recalled as we need them.

7.2. Uniform bounds and the lifespan of regular solutions. By Theorem [6.36] the regularized data
(Wo,5,T0, ;) from Section [Tl give rise to smooth solutions (W;,I';). Our objective now is to prove uniform
bounds for these regular solutions and deduce a lifespan bound which depends solely on the size of the initial
data (Wy,Tp) in H*, the lower bound ¢ for the Taylor term and the collar.

Let us abbreviate M := M,(0) and fix some large positive parameters Ay and Af depending solely on the
numerical constants for the data (M, co, etc.) such that M (0) < Ay < Af. Our strategy will be to perform
a bootstrap argument with the H® norms of (W;,I';). To this end, we make the overarching assumption
that

% C
”(Wjal—‘j)(t)HHs < 24y, H(ijl—‘j)(t)”Hs 1 < 24, aj(t) 2 507 Pj(t) € 24, te [OvT]v

where j(M) =: jo < j < j; with j(M) sufficiently large depending on M and where [0,7] is a time
interval on which all of the (W},T';) are defined as smooth solutions evolving in the collar. Here, j; € N
is some arbitrarily large parameter, introduced for technical reasons to ensure that each application of the
bootstrap involves only finitely many solutions. Our goal will be to show that the constants in the bootstrap

assumptions can be improved, as long as T' < T for some time Ty > 0 which is independent of j;.

For large integers k > s > % + 1, we may view each (W;,I';) as a solution to the free boundary MHD
equations in H*. Due to Theorems[5.Jand [6.36] for each j; > j > jo, the solution (W;,T;) can be continued
past time 7' in H* (and hence in H*) as long as the above bootstrap hypotheses are satisfied. Roughly

speaking, our choice for Ty will be

1
T -
"B

for some polynomial P, though, in practice, Ty will also depend on the collar and on ¢y. Thanks to The-
orem [5.1] if we could extend the bootstrap to such a time T, we could deduce a uniform H”* bound for
the solution (W;,T;) in terms of its initial data in H*. We remark importantly, however, that additional
arguments are needed to establish the corresponding H® bounds for (W;,T';) when s > % + 1 is not an

integer.
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Let ¢; be the H® admissible frequency envelope for the initial data (Wp,T'¢) given by (AIT) and let a > 1
be such that k = s + « is an integer. Using Proposition [A:37] the regularized data (W ;,T'o ;) satisfies the
higher regularity bound
(7.1) [(Wo,j: o j)les+a Sao 277 ¢l (Wo, To) g1
Invoking Theorem [5.1] and the bootstrap hypothesis, we conclude from (1)) and the definition of ¢; that
(7.2) [(W;,T3) () lis+e Sao 2°7¢;(1+ [|(Wo, To)[le), ¢ €[0,T],
when T < Ty < 5-4=. One may view (Z2) as a high frequency bound which controls frequencies > 27

P(AG)
in the solution (W;,T';). Note that we have suppressed the implicit dependence on the Taylor term and

the collar in the above estimates. We will do this throughout the section, except when these terms are of

primary importance.

To control low frequencies, we use the difference estimates. We begin by noting that at time zero we have
the bound

(7.3) D;(0) := D((Wo,j,T0,5), Woj+1,To541)) Sae 275 |(Wo, o)l -
Indeed, for the first terms in (&2 this bound follows immediately from Proposition [A-37 To control the

surface integrals, recall that on T ; := 8(Q0,; N Qo_j+1) the pressure difference Py ; — Py ;11 is proportional

to the distance between I'g ; and I'g ;1. Thus, by a change of variables, we have
/f [Poj — Pojs1l2dS =a, [m0501 = 10,51 72(r,) Sae 27275 (Wo, To) [,
0.4

from which ([Z3]) readily follows. By Theorem [£1] we may propagate the difference bound (Z3)) and conclude
that

Dj(t) SAO 272jSC?||(W07F0)”%-157 te [OvT]a
when T < T < #AS)' Arguing similarly to the above, we see that
(7.4) IWis1 = WjllLe@nes0, Im+1 = nillzzw.) Sa 277%¢][(Wo, To) [[ae
The objective now is to obtain a uniform H?® bound of the form

(W5, Tj)llee Sao 1+ [1(Wo, Lo)l|re

for T < Ty by combining the high frequency bound (Z.2) and the L? difference bound (74)), along with a

supplementary low frequency difference bound for the variables Vg, WjjE to be established below. To obtain

such a bound for the I'; component of the norm, we consider the telescoping series

(7.5) m=m,+ . (mi1—m) onT..
Jo<I<j—1

For each jo <1< j—1 it follows trivially from (Z2) that

(7.6) 1 = mllzova .y Sao 2"%e(1 4 |(Wo, To) [[ee)-

Then, using the telescoping sum and interpolation, it is routine to verify from (7)) and (T.6]) that for each
k > 0 we have the bound

(7.7) [ Penjllmer.y Sao el 4 [[(Wo, To)l[m2)-
Hence, by almost orthogonality, we have

(7.8) 1Tl s Sap 1+ [[(Wo, To)lws -
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We now focus on the bound for W;. We first observe that a decomposition analogous to (7.0 for W;
fails, as W; and Wj4; are defined on different domains. We therefore perform an additional regularization
Wi, — W<, W, to obtain a function defined on a 27! enlargement of (). By interpolating (Z4) and (Z.8) it
follows that

—(3+68)j Y
(7.9) i1 = millpoe ey Sap 27F 9 I — Mill gy p,y S0 277

for some 6 > 0. Hence, ¥<;W; is defined on §2;. We may therefore consider the decomposition

(7.10) W=V Wjo+ > UapWip — Wi+ (I - U< )W,  onQy,

Jo<I<j—1

as well as the analogous decomposition

(711) Vi, W; =0<;o(Ve, Wi)+ Y. P<i1(Ve,, W) — 2<(Ve, W) + (I — 2<;)(V, W)).

Jo<I<j—1

The first term in each of the above decompositions is easy to control; we focus on the remaining terms. For
I > jo, we define the domain

J
O =) %
k=l
Thanks to (C9), for jo large enough (depending on the data parameters but not on j) we may ensure that
each regularization operator W<; is bounded from H*(Q;) to H*(Q,) where € is a 2! enlargement of the

union of all of the € for £ > [. This fact will be used to establish bounds for the intermediate terms in
([TI0) and (ZII). We first treat (ZI0), for which we will need the following simple lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Let jo <1 < j—1, where jo is some large universal parameter depending only on the constants
for the data. Let a > 1 be such that s + « € N. There holds

(7.12) 1W< 1 Wi — U< Wil oo (o) Sao 2%+ 11(Wo, To)lla-),

(7.13) 19 <1 Witr = O <iWil| 120,y Sae 27 a(1+ [|(Wo, Do) 1)

Proof. The bound (7.I12)) is clear from the H*T® boundedness of ¥<; and (T.2). To establish the bound
([TI3) we perform the splitting

U iWig1 =W = (Y<yp1 — V<) Wigr + U< (W1 — W)).
Then, using Proposition [A.33] and ([7.2) we estimate
[(W<rs1 — <)Wir |l r2(0,) Sao 27 a(l+ [|(Wo,To)||r)-
For the remaining term, we use the difference estimates and the L? boundedness of ¥<; to obtain
19 <t (Wit = W)l z2g,) Sa DIWLTY), (Wisr, Tis1))® Sa, 275 all(Wo, Do)l
|

Using Lemma [T.J]and the corresponding bounds for (I — ¥<;)W;, we may conclude by a similar argument

to ([T1) that
(7.14) 1 Pr€a, Willgs ey Sao ce(L+[[(Wo,To)llae), &k =0.
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Here, &g, is the Stein extension operator on 2; from Proposition [A2] which we use to ensure that the
implicit constants in the H* — H* bound for the extension depend only on the C*! norm of I';. Our desired

uniform bound
(7.15) (W5, L)) s Sae 1+ [[(Wo,Lo)llms

for ¢t € [0, Tp] follows by combining (78) and (TI4). In particular, if the constant Af is taken to be large
relative to Ap and the data size, the bootstrap assumption for ||(W},T';)| #= improves. It remains to establish
bounds for Vg, W; in H 53 by estimating the terms in (ZIT]). For this, we have the following analogue of
Lemma [T]

Theorem 7.2. Let jo < | < j — 1, where jo is some large universal parameter depending only on the
constants for the data. Let o > 1 be such that a+ s € N. Moreover, let o € N be such that s —2 <o <s—1
(since s — 2 > % — 1, this implies that o > 1). There holds

(7.16) 1D <i41 (VB Wis1) = @<V, Wil e,y Sao 27727 Da (1 + [[(Wo, To)|l-),

(7.17) [P<i41(VB Wit1) — <i(Ve, W) Sao 2% (1 + [|(Wo, To) [ xe)-

HTT 3 (@)

Proof. The proof of the bound (TI7) is entirely analogous to (ZI2), so we focus on establishing the bound
(TIG). Unlike with (ZI3]), we cannot rely on the difference estimate in Theorem [ I]as it does not propagate
bounds for Vg, , Wiy1 — Vg, W,. Nevertheless, we can obtain a less general difference type bound in this
setting by making the following observation: For each jo <1 < j — 1, there exists a smooth domain €; with

boundary T; € A, such that 1@ <ill o (6 112 (2,) SAo 1, We have the inclusion
(7.18) vc () Qm,
I<m<j
and I'; retains the regularity of T,
(7.19) ITill e Sao L+ I1(Wo,To)lleze,  ITullmsre Say 2°*cr(L + [|(Wo, To)lls-)-
To see this, simply define I, through the collar coordinate parameterization
iy o=y — C27 (3O
for some &, C' > 0. Thanks to the bound (), if § is small enough and C is large enough, the domain €
associated to I'; will satisfy (ZI8). With this definition and the bounds for I'; from earlier, we have (ZI9).
Moreover, since ®<; maps H5~ () to H*~1(Q;) where Q; is some 27! enlargement of Q; (by virtue of
([C39)), the bound [|P<ill 7o 6,y e (0,) SAo 1 follows. We also importantly remark that, by definition, Iy is
within distance 2(=2+9! of T,.
Returning to (ZI6), we may argue as in (ZI3) to obtain the bound
1@ <141 (Vs Wit1) = 2<i(V e, W)l e (0;) Sa,12<(V 5, Wi = Vi, Wist) |l = (o)
+271 57 e (1 + || (Wo, Do) 1)

To estimate the first term on the right, we note that from the above discussion, we have

[2<i(VB, Wi = VB, Wii1)l Ho ;) Sao VB W = Vi Wit |l o 6,

It therefore suffices to directly estimate the difference Vg, W, —Vp,  , Wiy1 in Ql (which is well-defined thanks
to (CI8). This will turn out to be a bit easier than the general difference bound in Theorem [£.1]since we can
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perform the analysis on a smooth (as opposed to Lipschitz) domain and allow for stronger implicit constants
to appear in the estimates. The downside is that due to the correction of 7; by the factor 02*(%”)[, we
have to carry out the estimate in a suitable high regularity Sobolev norm, as opposed to L?. This is why

the above restriction on o is needed.

It is slightly awkward (although possible) to perform the analysis directly on the shrunken domain .
So instead, we mildly correct Wf_LH so that it is defined on ;. Indeed, for any smooth function f defined on

Q+1, we can define
f(z) = fla—C"27GFNy(2),  weq,

where C’ and ¢’ are chosen so that f is defined on ; and v is a smooth extension of the transversal vector
field in Section By the chain rule, the fundamental theorem of calculus (after possibly replacing f with

its Stein extension Eq, , f in Proposition [A.2)) and interpolation, we have the bounds
(34§ ~
(7.20) If - flgr @y 2N fllgriiay,nys Il S I lEr@uys 7= 0.
Moreover, we have the obvious bound Hf”H““(Ql) < ||f||H7‘(Ql) by definition of f and the inclusion Q; C €.

Now, we move to proving the requisite difference bound. From here on, we focus on proving the bound

for Vg, W = Vp,_ W, l+1 The bound for Vg, W~ — Vg, , W, is completely analogous.

Our first observation is that in light of (CI%]), Sobolev embeddings and Lemma [Tl we have

[(Birr = B1) - VWil go(a,) Sao 1B = Bill gro @) Wil = a0,y S0 27137,
Moreover, thanks to ([[L.20), simple product estimates and Sobolev embeddings, we have
IV 5 (Wer = W)l gro @) S0 270 I Wasa 20y

Since o + 2 > s, we have from (Z2), (ZI5) and by taking 279 < ¢,
(7.21) Ve, (Wit — WZH)HHU(QL) <, 27U HQUoH2=s) < oo -ls—5—0)
Consequently, since Q; C Q, we have reduced matters to proving the bound
(7.22) IV 5, (W) = Wil () Sap 271677 7a,

which is an estimate that can be carried out on €2;. From here on, we will simplify notation somewhat and
define

=Ve (Wi, - W), Qui=Vp(Py1-P), Df=0+W V.

We will also write Dle1 =0 + VVle -V and Dle1 =0 + WZZFH - V. Moreover, we will simply abbreviate
Q; by Q and I'; by I". Additionally, we will use A" and H to refer to the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator and
Harmonic extension operator on I';.

Our next goal will be to show that U, l+ solves the following equation on €2
(7.23) DU =-VHQ + R,
where R; denotes a generic error term which satisfies the estimate

_l(s—L_¢& * — o
(7.24) IRl 311 0y S0 2772 e + CADNUT, U ) Lo ) = 67
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Our starting point is to observe that by direct computation using the MHD equations and the fact that D,

and Vp, commute, we have
(7.25) DU =-VQi+ Vg, (W5, - W, ) - VW)= VB -V(Pq1— P)+F

where

Fi =V (D Wity — (D Wit) ™) + Vb (VP = (VEia) 7).

By the chain rule, a similar analysis to (Z21]) and Proposition[A.T4] we obtain ||F}|| goq) Sa, 9-ls—3—0)¢
In other words, F; has the form of the remainder R;. Our next aim is to show that the latter two terms on
the right-hand side of (Z.25]) are of the form R;. In view of the restrictions on o, we may use simple Sobolev
product estimates and the bound ||W~/lil||Hs(Q) <4, 1 to obtain
||VBz( z+1 ) VVVIHHH" (2) NAo ||VBz( z+1 zi)HH"(Q)-

Moreover, from product estimates, interpolation, (T.2]) and the bootstrap hypothesis, we have

||(Vvlji-l - Wli) ' VBLVVVlJ-ri-l ||H"(Q) SAO ||VVlj|-1 - W[7||HU(Q) ||VBZVVV;_T_1 ||Hs—1(Q)

NA[) C(A*) _l(s_%_U)C[.
Therefore, if T is small enough, we have
(Wi = W) - Ve, VW 2t o) Sa, 67 -
Combining the above, we find that
VBz (( l+1 ) VWliﬂ R

where R; is a term satisfying ([[24]). To estimate the third term on the right-hand side of (Z.25)), we may
invoke Proposition [A.14] to estimate

IVB1 - V(Piia = P)llme (@) Sao CAG AP = P) e + 1Pl o g )

where we used that P, = 0 on I'. Invoking Theorem 1] and interpolating, it is clear that we have
|APL = P12 Sap C(A)271075 ey,

To estimate the boundary term, we first recall that P4, vanishes on I';41, and, moreover, in collar coordi-
nates, we have by definition that Py (z + m(z)v(z)) = P (z + m(z)v(z) — C271GEH0p(z + ny(z)v(x))).
Hence, we can use the fundamental theorem of calculus (after possibly replacing P,y with its Stein extension
Eqa,,, P41 from Proposition [A.2)), the fact that Pyi(z + m41(z)v(x)) = 0, and product and trace estimates
to bound

(7.26) 1P ill s g oy Saollm = maall yorg o 1Pallorin

*K%+®)

+(lm = mtallpe .y +2 I Prvill o2 (i)

which from Sobolev embeddings, Proposition [A14], (7.2) and (7.4), we deduce that

(7.27) | P | C(A)27 1737 ¢

<
Hc'+ F) ~Ao

Here, we used the hypothesis that s — 5 —o0< % The above analysis yields in particular the bound

IVBi - V(Pri1 = P)llzy e 2) Sao 07
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if T is small enough. The final step to obtain the decomposition ([Z.23) is to split Q; = HQ; + A~1AQ, and

to estimate
VAT AQi] 17 (9) Sa0 CADAQu| o210
Sao CANDI1Pia = Pl o) + 11Wir = Willae ) + 10, U7 ) e (o)
in order to deduce that
IVATYAQu Ly 10 (2) S0 07 -
This gives ((23). Now, we aim to propagate the bounds for UlJr from ¢t =0 tot < T. Our first aim is

to reduce matters to controlling the boundary value U;r -np. For this, we use Proposition [A.25] (or direct

estimates for the rotational/irrotational decomposition when o = 1) to estimate

(7.28) 10 @) Sao 10 lae—1@) + IV - U lgo-10) + IV X U 1@ + 1U; - ”FHHP%(F)-

From (7.23), the restriction o > 1 and ([Z27), we get
(7.29) 1D U s o) + 1DV - Ul o) + 1DV X Ut |l s e 1) Sa, 67

if T is small enough. To estimate the boundary term U, fL -nr, we use ellipticity of A/, Poincare’s inequality,

Proposition [A.14] and the trace theorem to estimate

1U;" - | ) Sao IVHNT LU - nn)l2@) + IV - U lle-2 ()

H"2(T
To propagate the bounds for the term on the right-hand side of the above estimate, we take our cue from
Theorem [T] (or the linearized equation) and define the higher-order distance functional
1 1
Dol = 5/ IVHN U - nr)Pde + 5 / a; INTQ|*dS.
Q r

Here, a; is the Taylor term corresponding to the solution (W;,T';). Our goal now will be to simply carry
out a L2-based energy estimate for D?~!. One can compare the distance functional here to the one in
Theorem Il The requisite energy estimate in this case, however, will be far simpler to carry out since all of
the analysis can be performed on a smooth domain (rather than Lipschitz). Moreover, the implicit constants

in the estimates here are allowed to be much stronger.
To estimate the main errors that arise, we will need the following lemma.
Lemma 7.3. There holds
IDF VHNH U -nr) + VHN Qi 1y r2() + 1D N Qu — aelN (U - nr) || 13 p2r) Sao 07 -
Proof. The estimate for the first term simply follows from (Z.23]) and the estimates

Dy, VAN, - )l 1y 20y + 10 - Dy e ) S0 O

—1
LLH™2(T

which can be proved using the identities in Appendix The second estimate is more difficult. First, by
Appendix [A5] the fact that Q; = VBLE_H on I' and Lemma [.1] we have

1D, N1Qul 3 L2 (1) Sao ||VBJ5I+1||L1TH0(F) Sao 60 + (Ve Py)™ Lo meo (r)-
Using that Vp, P41 =0 on I'iy; and a similar argument to (Z.28]), we have

D" N7 Qull L2 () Sao 7 -
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Next, we observe that on I'; we may write
Df Qi =Vp,D} Py

=-U" VP~ (Wi, = W) -V VP — (B~ Bi) - VD,

(7.30)

P+ VBHlDlJz_lle-

We can re-arrange the first term above as
~U;" -VPy1 = aqU -np — U V(P41 — P).
Using the identities in Appendix [A5] it is then straightforward to obtain the bound
IN(U} -V Bra) + alN° (U - n0) ||y 2 o) Sao 07 -

It remains to estimate the latter three terms on the right-hand side of (Z30). Using (Z20) and similar
analysis as above, the second and third terms can be estimated in L-.H?(T") by §7. For the fourth term, we
may use ([Z.20) and that VBMDFLPZH =0 on I'j41 to estimate

M D x\o—l(s—%—0
||V]§L+1D1JE|.1]DI+1 ||L1TH<’(F) S C(AO)2 R )Cl||VBZ+1DZ+IB+1||L%H57% (i)

+27 GV D Pl +67

LLH 3 ()
Sk
This concludes the proof of Lemma |

Now, we return to finish the proof of Theorem By Proposition 2.4] and Lemma [7.3] we immediately
obtain the energy estimate
D77H(t) Sao D77H0) + (67)* Sao (67)

Thanks to (.28)) and ([.29]), we have
U | Leo 1o (0) Sao 67 -
Carrying out the same analysis above for U~ and then taking 7" small enough finally yields
_ “l(s—Lt-0
IO U gm0y Sap 270072790,

This concludes the proof of Theorem O

Arguing as in (ZIH), we may now obtain the uniform bound
(W5, L)l Sao 1+ [1(Wo, To)l|ee-

It therefore remains to improve the bootstrap assumptions on ||(Wj,1"j)||HS, 1, the Taylor term and the

collar neighborhood size. For this, we take inspiration from the previous works [0} [I8] 28]. We define the
Lagrangian flow map u;(¢,-) : Qo ; — €;(¢) as the solution to the ODE
8tuj(tay) = vj(tvuj(tvy))a Yy € QO,ja ’U,J(O) =1

Since s > % + 1, for any 0 <t < T < Ty we have the bound

t
[Juj () = Il s (00,5) S /0 [0 (s ) a0, e 1 (8, ) s (,) @
Sao tll(vo, To)l[me,
as long as Ty > 0 is sufficiently small. This easily implies that

1 K Ap,

3
L) € 5 150 4.4
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as long as Ag is large relative to the data size. The first condition above improves the bootstrap for the

collar. By performing a similar analysis with u; in place of w which utilizes the equations
Ofu;(t,y) = O(v;(t,u;(ty))) = —(VF; = Bj - VB))(t,u;(t,y)),

8t(Bj (ta U (ta y))) = (VBj vj)(ta Uy (ta y))v
and the elliptic estimates for the pressure, we may further conclude that
W3O o3 g, < Ao-
It remains to prove that
IV, W; ()|l =1 (0,) < Ao
For this, we use the equation in Eulerian coordinates,
DfVpW* =VB.-VP —VVgP.

From the uniform bound ||(W;,T))|la: Sa, 1+ |[(Wo,To)|lm- established above and Proposition [A14] we
have

IVB; - VP — VVp, Pjl[ 11 ge-1(0;) Sa, C(A)T.

Therefore, by taking 7' small enough and carrying out a straightforward energy estimate, we have
H(Wj7 Fj)”HSf% < Ao.

This improves the bootstrap assumption for ||(W;, I‘j)||HS, 1~ To improve the bootstrap assumption for a;

one may employ a similar argument with the pressure gradient which utilizes the H® bounds for D;P and
the smallness of Tj relative to M and cg. We leave the details to the reader.

7.3. The limiting solution. We now show that for T' < T,

(W,T) = lim (W;,I';) in C([0,T]; H?).

J—00

We begin by establishing the domain convergence in H?®, which is more straightforward. Indeed, from (Z.9)
it is easy to see that the limiting domain 2 exists and has Lipschitz boundary I". For j > jo, we may consider

the telescoping sum

o0

n—n; = an+1 —m.

I=j

The difference bounds, the higher energy bounds and an analysis similar to the previous subsection yields
_(B48)d

(7.31) lln — 77j||L°°(F*) Sa, 2 (3+9)i
and

lm = njlleqo,rrmer.)) Sao llesjlliz (L + [[(Wo, To)[[a:)-

Consequently, I'; — I"in C([0,T]; H*(T'x)). We now establish the convergence W; — W in C([0,T]; H®). To
begin, we formally define W through the telescoping sum

W =W W;, + Z Ve iWip — VWi,

)
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where jo is chosen so that all of the terms in the sum are defined on €. This is possible, thanks to ([T3T]).
As a preliminary step, we show that U<;W; — W in H*({);) uniformly in ¢, which is again unambiguous
thanks to (Z31). Note that

W=V ;W; = Z Vi Wi = VWi

1>j
By arguing similarly to the proof of the uniform lifespan bound (by slightly modifying Theorem where

necessary) we have

W =W <;Will e 2) Sao llexjllz (1 +[[(Wo, Do) |lae)-
Hence, the desired uniform convergence in H*(£2;) holds. We now aim to show that ®<;(Vp, W;) converges
to VW in H5~2(€,) uniformly in t. We begin by observing that ®«; (Vp,W;) = VW in L?(). Indeed,
we have

(7.32) P (Vp,W;) = @<;(VpV<;W;) + <; (VY5 ,;Wj) + @< (V- 5W)).

The second term in (Z.32)) converges to zero in L?, and the third term also does, thanks to the difference
bounds. Moreover, (I — ®<;)(VpW) — 0 in L*(2;). Therefore, we have

(7.33) [VBW — @<;(Vp, Wj)llL2(,) Sao IW = Y<iWillm1(a,) + oLz, (1)

The first term on the right-hand side of (33 goes to zero thanks to the H*(€);) convergence established
above. It remains to establish H*~2 convergence of VgW. Thanks to the L? convergence, we need only

show that the following formal telescoping decomposition converges:

VEW = &<;(Vp,W;) = > <i11(Va,,, Wit1) — 2<i(V,Wh).
1>

This, again, follows by arguing similarly to the uniform lifespan bounds (after slightly adapting Theorem

to the present situation). Indeed, such arguments lead to the bound
IVEW = @<;(VWi)ll o4 (g, S4o llezjlliz (1 + [ (Wo, To) [[er-),

which is more than sufficient. To show convergence of W; and Vg, W; in the sense of Definition 3.4, we

consider the regularization W = V< W,y,. As above, we have
W =YW= ) Sao llezmlli (14 [1(Wo,To)llm2),
which goes to 0 as m — oo. On the other hand, for j > m, it is easy to see that
Wi = V< Winllms ;) Saoll(1 = Y<j)Wjllms ) + 1¥<;(W; = Wllas ;) + 1Y <m(Win = W)llas (o)
T <;W = VW52 (0,
Using (7.2)) for the first term and the difference bounds for D((W;,T';), (W,T)), D(Wy,,I's), (W,T)) for the

second and third terms, respectively, we obtain
IW; = W<mnWanllme () Sao llesmllz (4 [[(Wo, To)lls) + ¥ <;W = W< Wl g2 (0))-
To estimate the remaining term, we note that
[O<;W = V< W g () Sao [(P<j = Y<m)(W = Vs Win) [ s (0;) + 1(¥<j = Y<in) V< W || 15 ()
Sao (W =¥ Wl s 0) + 27" Win |l gota(a,,)
Sao llezmlle (1 +[1(Wo, To)[[m2),
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where we used (2] to estimate the second term in the final inequality. A similar argument (utilizing a

difference type bound as in Theorem [(.2) yields

IVEW = @<in(VE, Wil oy ) Sa0 lezmlliz (X + [[(Wo, To) e

as well as

IV 8,W; = @<in(V, Win)l e

(@) Sao lezmlliz (14| (Wo, To)llm:), 5 > m.
When combined, the above estimates establish strong convergence of W; to W in H?; similar arguments
yield continuity of W with values in H®. As a final step, the reader may check that the limiting solution

(W, T) solves the free boundary MHD equations.

7.4. Continuous dependence. Let (W, I'j) € H® be a sequence of initial data such that (W§,T'y) —
(Wo,To). Let (W™, T™) and (W, T') denote the respective solutions. From the data convergence, we obtain a
uniform in n lifespan in H? for all of these solutions. Hence, on some compact time interval [0, 7], we have
[(W™ Tl + [(W,T)|lms Samr 1. The objective of this subsection is to establish the convergence of the
solutions (W™, T™) — (W,T") in C([0, T]; H?).

We denote by ¢} and c; the admissible frequency envelopes for the data (W', I'y) and (W, Tg), respec-
tively, and fix e > 0. We let 6 = d(e) > 0 be a small positive constant and ng = ng(e) be a large positive
integer which we will specify more precisely below. By definition of convergence in H®, we may find a
divergence-free function W§ € H*(£2J) on an enlarged domain 2§ such that

IWo = W3l = @0y + limsup [|Wg" — Wl = o) < 6.
n— o0

In particular, for n sufficiently large depending only on §, the function Wg is defined on a neighborhood
of Qg and Qf. For the sake of the argument below, we may assume that W(‘f belongs to H*(R%). Indeed,
we observe that for some ¢’ < 4§, W is defined on the domain , defined by taking 1) = no + ¢'. By
Proposition [A.9 we may extend W{ from this domain to R?. Notice, however, that W¢ is not necessarily

divergence-free on RY, but is divergence-free on an enlargement of Qg and QF when n is sufficiently large.

Let cg- denote the admissible frequency envelope for (W(‘f, I'p). Here, we emphasize that we are using the

?. We remark that if § > 0 is sufficiently small, the

Taylor sign condition holds for this state. Hence, we may let (W?,T?) be the corresponding H* solution,

same domain 2y as Wy for the frequency envelope ¢

which has a lifespan comparable to W and W™ for n sufficiently large. We choose j = j(¢) sufficiently large
so that

(7.34) lessle < e
We then choose d(€) and ng(d) so that for n > ng,
(7.35) Sl Sar e+ llesjllie Sar e

To establish that such a choice is possible, we use the definition of admissible frequency envelopes in (A17)
and square summing to estimate the error which occurs when comparing terms in cg and ¢} as well as the
error which occurs when comparing terms in cg- and c;. The error in the first comparison is mainly comprised
of two parts. The first involves the error between ng and no. To control this, note that if 6 > 0 is sufficiently

small and n is sufficiently large we have

Im5 = nollms(r.y <0 <e.
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The second source of error comes from the extensions of the variables W and VgW. That is,
| Eaz W§' — EayWoll sy < || Eap W3 — EayWollgs ey + | Eag (W5 — W)l e (rey

and

| Eag (Vg WE') — Eay (Ve W0l ) < 1By (Vg W3) = Eay (Vs W3l

1 1
H*™ 3 (R4 H®™ 2 (R4)

+ ||EQS (VBS W(;l - ngWg)HHsf%(Rd)'

To handle these errors, note that if 6 < ; € then the uniform in n boundedness of Eqn and the definition of
Wg guarantees that the second term on the right-hand side of each of the above estimates is O(¢e). By the
continuity property of the family Egqn in Proposition [A9 the first term on the right-hand side of each of the
above estimates is also O(e) if n is large enough relative to 4. Finally, to establish (35]) it is left to compare
¢; and cg. This is easier, as it essentially involves controlling the error terms || Eq, (WS — Wo)|| He(ray and
[ Ea, (Vs W¢ — Vg, Woll o1 ()’ We leave the details to the reader.

Having established uniform smallness of the initial data frequency envelopes, the next step is to compare
the corresponding solutions. Using the difference estimates, we observe that for sufficiently large n, the
hypersurfaces I'™ and T are within distance < 277 as long as § > 0 is chosen small enough relative to the
integer j which was chosen to ensure (Z34). Indeed, using the uniform H® bounds and interpolation, we
have

||77" - 776||L°°(F*) SM D((an Fn)v (W67 1—‘5))% SM 5%7
which ensures that we may compare \Ifng‘s with W". Letting (WJ", 1"?) denote the regular solution corre-
sponding to the regularized data (Wg';,I'y ;) from the previous section, we have

1W<, W =W oy S IN¥<; (WO = W) sy + 8 <; (W™ = W) sy + W = U3 W | 12 0m)
Sar lellie + 27 D(W™, T), (W}, T7))2 + 27 D((W™, T™), (W*,T%)) 3
Sar lle2; e +27°D(W™, T™), (WP, 1%)) 2,
which for sufficiently small 6 > 0 gives
1@<, W2 = W gy Sa €.

By employing a suitable analogue of Theorem and arguing similarly to the above, we also have

|@<;j(Vps W) — Ve W"| Sue

H°~ % (Qn)
Similarly, one may show that
ln™ — 77||Hs(1u) SMm e
and
1@<, WO =Wl Sm €, [|@<;(Vps W) = VW

<wum e
" %) ~M

This completes the proof of continuous dependence.



SHARP WELL-POSEDNESS FOR THE FREE BOUNDARY MHD EQUATIONS 113

APPENDIX A. ELLIPTIC ESTIMATES, REGULARIZATION OPERATORS AND FUNCTION SPACE THEORY

The purpose of this appendix is to collect all of the auxiliary tools from [I8] which will be needed for our
well-posedness proof. This includes extension and regularization operators, Littlewood-Paley projections,

nonlinear estimates and elliptic theory.

The notation in this appendix is consistent with SectionBl In particular, 2 denotes a bounded, connected
domain with boundary T € A, := A(T, €9, ¢) for some universal constants 0 < €p,0 < 1. Since the bounds
in this appendix rarely make reference to the MHD equations, implicit constants will usually only depend
on the surface component of the control parameter A; namely, Ar := ||T'||c1.o. Hence, for the purposes of
this appendix, by the relation X <4 Y, we mean X < C(Ar)Y for some constant C' depending exclusively
on Ar and the domain volume. The main exception to this rule occurs in Appendix [A.5l where we consider
a family of moving domains Q; flowing with velocity v (not assumed to solve the free boundary MHD
equations) and estimate commutators of elliptic operators with material derivatives. In this case, we will
specify the dependence of our control parameters on v and I' explicitly. We remark that allowing implicit
constants to depend on the domain volume is completely harmless, as the volume is conserved by the MHD

flow and is uniform in the collar.

A.1. Extension operators and product estimates on 2. Our first objective is to construct an extension
operator which is bounded from H*(Q) — H*(R?) for s > 0 as well as from C*(Q) — C*(R9) for a range
of k and «, with norm bounds depending solely on the control parameter A. This will allow us to transfer
much of the standard theory of function spaces on R? to €.

Let U be a non-empty open set in R%. For 1 < p < oo and an integer k > 0, we let WP (U) denote the usual
Sobolev space consisting of distributions whose derivatives up to order k belong to LP(U). Given a Lipschitz
function ¢ : R4~ — R with Lipschitz constant M, we define the open set U, := {(z,y) € R : y > ¢(z)}. A
classical result of Stein [3I, Theorem 5’, p. 181] asserts that there exists a linear operator £ := £, mapping
functions on U := U, to functions on R? with the property that £ : W*P(U) — W*P(R9) is well-defined
and continuous for all 1 < p < oo and integers k. Moreover, the norm of £ : WkP(U) — W*»?(R4) depends
exclusively on the dimension d, the order of differentiability k& and the Lipschitz constant M. As one may
observe directly from its definition [31, Equation (24), p. 182], £ also maps C*(U) — C'(R%).

Using a standard partition of unity argument one may construct an extension operator £ := £q on any
Lipschitz domain Q, with W*? operator norm depending solely on d, k, p, the number and size of the balls
needed to cover the boundary, and the Lipschitz constant of the defining function on each ball. The operator
£ is called Stein’s extension operator. Since for a tight enough collar A, one may use the same balls to cover
each I' € A,, it is easy to see that £ has operator bounds which are uniform in the collar.

Remark A.1. In the last two paragraphs, the W*P?(Q) norm was defined in terms of weak-derivatives.
However, in Section [3] we defined the H*(£2) norm of a function f as the infimum of the H*(R) norms of
all possible extensions of f to RY. Clearly, || - lwe2) S I - |+ () With universal implicit constant. On the
other hand, using Stein’s extension operator, it is easy to see that the reverse inequality holds for domains

in the collar, with constant depending only on A.
Recall that for sg,s1 € R we have

(A1) (H*(2),H*(Q))y 4 = H*(2), where s = (1 —0)sg+6s; and 0 < 6 < 1,

)
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with equivalent norms uniform in the collar. This allows us to extend the above mapping properties of £ to

fractional regularity spaces.

Proposition A.2. Let Q be a bounded domain with boundary T' € A.. Then for every s > 0 and 0 < a <

1+ €g, Stein’s extension operator £ satisfies
I€lce@—scamay,  NE€lms@)—m ®Y) Sal,
uniformly with respect to T € A,.
Proof. See [18| Proposition 5.1]. O

A.2. Littlewood-Paley theory, paraproducts and bilinear estimates on (2. We now use Stein’s

extension operator to define paraproducts on €2 and prove bilinear estimates.

A.2.1. Littlewood-Paley decomposition. For a function u on R?, we recall the standard Littlewood-Paley

U = ZPku,

k>0

decomposition

where Py is a Fourier multiplier localized to the unit ball and Py, & > 0, is a Fourier multiplier with a smooth
symbol supported in the dyadic frequency region |¢| ~ 2*. The notation Py, Pcj, P>y and Psj, will have the
usual meaning. To define Littlewood-Paley projections when u : 2 — R, we use Stein’s extension operator.
More specifically, we abuse notation and define Pyu := Pp&u, with similar definitions for P.j, P<g, etc. We

also write ug, u<g, etc. as shorthand for these operators applied to w.

A.2.2. Paraproducts on 2. The above decomposition permits us to make use of certain aspects of the parad-
ifferential calculus on R? for functions defined only on €. For bilinear expressions in f,g : @ — R, we will
make extensive use of the Littlewood-Paley trichotomy

fr9=Trg+Tyf +11(f,9),
where the above three terms correspond to the respective “low-high”, “high-low” and “high-high” frequency

interactions between f and g. More precisely, Ttg is defined as
Trg =Y f<k koGr,
k
where kg is some universal parameter independent of k. For most purposes, we will take ky = 4.

A.2.3. Multilinear estimates on . As a consequence of the bounds for £ and the corresponding inequality
on R, we have the algebra property

(A.2) I fallzs) Sa lfllzs@llglle=) + gl zs @l fll L= ),

when s > 0. In many of our estimates, bilinear terms will appear in the form 0;fd;g where f : R — R
encodes the regularity of the domain and the desired uniform bound for ¢ is below C'. In order to avoid

negative regularity Holder norms, we will need the following paraproduct type bound.

Proposition A.3 (Bilinear paraproduct type estimate on Q). Let either i) s > 0 and a1,a2, 8 € [0,1] or
i) s=0, a1 =as =1 and B € [0,1]. Then we have for any r > 0,

k(r+as—1

10i£0;91 s () Sallgll zrer2—e1 @y I fllcor @) + 1 f | ms+ri1 () iuIO)T Ngillcez @)
>

| £l crze oy sup 28T g2 s ),
k>0
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where g = gi + g2 is any sequence of partitions of g in C2(Q) + H'=A(Q).
Proof. See [I8, Proposition 5.3]. O
The following multilinear estimates will be used in our energy estimates to control product terms on €.

Proposition A.4 (Multilinear Estimates). The following estimates hold.

(i) (Bilinear estimate). Let s and ay,az be as in Proposition [AZ3. Assume that f € H*T2722(Q) N
C*(Q) and g € H*T271(Q) N C*2(Q). Then we have

10: 059l s ) Sa llgllgev2—er @l flloar @) + 1 fl metz—az (o) lgllcaz @)

(i) (Trilinear estimate). Let € > 0 be a small parameter and let aum, Bm, Ym € [0,1] for m = 1,2. Then
for every s > 0, there holds

Haifajgakh”HS(sZ) §A||f||Hs+3—a1*a2(Q)HgHCaﬁe(Q) Hthaz+e(Q) + Hg||Hs+37;a1752(Q) ||f||0ﬂ1+€(sz)Hthﬁ2+e(Q)
Al o451 22 0 [ fllemnrei 9]l crate (o) -

Proof. The bilinear estimate is simply [I8, Corollary 5.4]. The trilinear estimate follows from a standard
application of the Littlewood-Paley trichotomy and a similar line of reasoning to the proof of [18, Proposition
5.3]. We omit the details. O

A.3. Local coordinate parameterizations and Sobolev norms on hypersurfaces. Our next aim is
to define Sobolev norms on I' € A, and recall certain refined versions of the trace and product estimates

that will be used throughout the paper.

A.3.1. Local coordinates and a universal partition of unity. We begin by designing a “universal” set of
coordinate neighborhoods for I', which will enable us to flatten the boundaries of nearby hypersurfaces
' € A, in a uniform fashion. This will, in particular, allow us to consistently define Sobolev type norms
on T' € A,. Below we present a sketch of the construction; the reader is referred to [I8, Section 5.3.1] for
additional details.

For any set S C R? and € > 0, we let B(S,¢) denote the e neighborhood of S. Since T, is compact, for
any o > 0 we may select #; € R? and r,7; € (0,4], i =1,...,m, such that
(i) B(Ts,r) C U™, R;(r;) where R;(-) := Ri(-) x I;(-) € R% is a rotated cylinder with perpendicular
vertical segment centered at x; with the given equal radius and length.

(ii) For each ¢, there exists a function f,; : R;(2r;) — I; satisfying
(A?)) ”f*i”CO < or;, ||Df*cho <o and Q, N Ri(27‘i) = {Zd > f*l(g)},

where z = (2, z4) denotes the standard Euclidean coordinates on R;.

In the above setting, it is easy to see that when ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small, () holds with T, replaced by any
I := dQ € A,. Moreover, there exist functions f; : R;(2r;) — I; satisfying (i) with €, replaced by Q such
that we may control the Sobolev and Holder norms of f; by the corresponding norms of I'. More specifically,

for any s > 0, integer k > 0 and « € [0,1), we have

[ fill e Sa 1+ Tz, [ filleso« Sa 14 [Tllcra.

Using these coordinate representations, we aim to design local coordinate maps on each RZ—(QW) which flatten

I" and have estimates which are uniform in A,.
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Remark A.5. In some of the estimates below, we will abuse notation by writing ||I'|| instead of 1 + ||T'||.
This convention is used to streamline the notation and will not affect any of the analysis of the free boundary
MHD equations.

Let 7 : [0,00) — [0, 1] be a smooth cutoff which is equal to 1 on [0, §] and is supported on [0, 3]. On each

R;(2r;) we define ¢; = ~; f;, where v,(2) :== 7 (‘Ti;') We may extend ¢; to a function on R¢ which is bounded
in suitable pointwise norms and gains half a degree of regularity in H® norms. Indeed, we may define the
extension ®; of ¢; by
D,(z) = Gi(€)e~ OHEPZG2mie 2 ¢ for 5 = (2, 2) € RY.
Rd—1
We claim that for each integer k¥ > 0 and « € [0,1), we have the bound ||®;l|cr.a@ay Ska l|0illcko@i-1y,
with a similar bound in W% for each k > 0. To see this, one must simply observe that ®; may be re-written

as the convolution
®i(2) = cqe % / $i(Z + zay)e” " dy,
Rd—1

where ¢4 is a dimensional constant. The gain of Sobolev regularity ||®;]| ) s pill z7= a1y for s > 0

2 (RY
follows from an inspection of the Fourier transform of ®;.

Using the above properties, it is easy to see that when ¢ > 0 from (A.3) is sufficiently small, the map
Hi(%,2q) = (2,24 + i(2, 24))

is a diffeomorphism from R? — R?.  Moreover, for each s > 0, integer £ > 0 and o € [0,1), we have
the bounds ||H; — Id||ck.e Sa ||T||ck.e and ||H; — Id||HS+% <4 |IT||s. Similar bounds hold for G; — Id,
where G; = H[l is the inverse function. Furthermore, the d’th component g; of G; satisfies the bounds
102,9:] +1(02,9:) 7' Sa 1. Hence, if A, is a tight enough collar neighborhood and o > 0 is sufficiently small,
we have

[Hi — Idl|cr + [|Gi — Id|[cr Sa p,

where p > 0 is a positive constant which can be made as small as we wish by adjusting ¢ and the width of

the collar. It follows, in particular, that for some uniform constant d, > 0 we have

(i (3n) 1 () = (1 (20) w3 (B ) -0

Partition of unity. We now construct a partition of unity for £ with bounds uniform in A,. For this, we
. ,2) and satisfies
0 < < 1. We also let ¢ be a smooth function defined on [0, 00) which takes values in [%,00) and has the

3
property that ( = % on [0, %] and ((z) =« for z > % We then define

let v be a smooth cutoff defined on [0, 00) which is equal to 1 on [0, 2], has support in [0

L N 7| , 3
V*i(z) = V(T—i m), ﬁ-ZCOZ(%iOGi)
and
Vi (G
'7*7; = %, 7*0 = (1 — 27*1)19-

It is easy see that ZiZO Y4 = 1 on Q and 0 < ~,; < 1 for each ¢ > 0. Moreover, using Moser and Sobolev

product estimates, it may be verified that for each for s > 0 we have

[veill s g S TN s
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A.3.2. Sobolev spaces on hypersurfaces in A.. The above partition of unity may be used to consistently
define C** and H* spaces on hypersurfaces I' € A,. Indeed, if I' is C! and in H*, we may define the space
H"(T') for 0 < r < s through the inner product,

(f,9)Hr(ry == Z<¢ifia¢igi>HT(]Rd*1)a

i>1
where ¢; := 7.; 0 H;(2,0), f; := f o H;(%,0) and g; := g o H;(Z,0). If T" is C** we may also define
Ifllcke(ry := sup [|@i fill ok .o ma-1y-
i>1
We remark, of course, that the ¢; in these definitions are not the same as the ¢; in Appendix [A.3.1]

Using the above framework and a general Moser estimate from [I8, Proposition 5.5] one may prove the

following refined product type estimate on the boundary T'.

Proposition A.6 (Product estimates on the boundary). Let 2 be a bounded domain with boundary T' € A,.

If f,g are functions on T' and g = gjl- + gjz is any sequence of partitions, then for s >0 and r > 1 we have
I f9llms@y Sa lfllLeemllgllzsy + ([ fllzs+r-1y + [ f oo @) 1Tl s+) sup 2790 gH || Lo 1)
J
+ (1 + [ fllcze(ry) sup 27579 g2l 2.
j>0
Proof. See [18| Proposition 5.9]. O
In a similar spirit to Proposition [A.6l we have the following refined version of the trace theorem for T

Proposition A.7 (Balanced trace estimate). Let Q be a bounded domain with boundary T' € A.. For every

s> 3

5,720, B € [0,1] and every sequence of partitions v = ’Ujl» + ’UJ2», we have

(s=1+5~) ”’ng”Hl*B(Q)'

< \ —j(rta-1)|,1 j
||U\r|\H37%(F) Sallvllas@) + TN oreg §1>1](;J>2 Vi lca () + 21;152

Proof. See [18, Proposition 5.11]. O

Finally, we recall that we may control the surface regularity in terms of the mean curvature .

Proposition A.8 (Curvature estimate). Let s > 2. The following estimates for |I'||g= and the normal np
hold:

[Tl ze + lInellge-1ry Sa 1+ |6l ge-2r)-
Proof. See [18, Proposition 5.22]. O

A.3.3. An extension operator depending continuously on the domain. To establish continuous dependence
of the free boundary MHD flow, we will need a family of extension operators that depend continuously on
the domain in a suitable sense. The existence of such a family of operators can be easily deduced from the

above local coordinates.

Proposition A.9. Fix a collar neighborhood A, and let s > % + % For each bounded domain Q with H?
boundary T € A, there exists an extension operator Eq : H*(Q) — H*(R%) such that for all v € H*(Q),

| EQl| s (ray + ||T'[| 25 Ralel_y o (v, D)llas, 1 Eovllgsmay Sa Il as vl as @),
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where the dependence on Hv||c%(ﬂ) is polynomial. Moreover, if (), is a sequence of domains with I'y, — T" in

H?, then for every v € H*(R%), there holds
| Ea, v, — Eaviallgs gy — 0.
Proof. This is a slightly cruder version of [I8, Proposition 5.12]. O

Remark A.10. We will only use the above extension operator in Appendix [A.6.1] when we define frequency
envelopes and in Section [ when we establish continuity of the flow map for the free boundary MHD

equations. In all other cases, our default extension operator will be that of Stein.

A.4. Balanced elliptic estimates. We now collect the refined elliptic estimates from [I§].

A.4.1. Pointwise elliptic estimates. We begin by stating certain variants of the C1® estimates for the Dirich-

let problem which precisely quantify the regularity of the domain. We will mostly use these estimates when

— 1 —
OZ—QOI‘O[—G.

Proposition A.11 (C1'® estimates for the Dirichlet problem). Let Q be a bounded C** domain with
0 < a <1 and with boundary T’ € A.. Consider the boundary value problem

Av=V-g1+g2 inQ,
v =1 on 0R.

Then v satisfies the estimate
lvllcra@) Sa ITlcre(lvllwiee @) + 191l L)) + ll91llca) + |92l L) + [¥llcrem)-
Interpolating and using the straightforward estimate
[oll L) Sa lgillre@) + lg2ll L (@) + ¥l L),

we deduce that

[vllcre) Sa llgillee@) + g2l @) + 1¥llcrem)

and
vllcra@) Sa llllova(llg1llce@) + [lg2llL=@) + 1¥llcrem) + llg1lloa(@) + g2/l @) + 1¥llcram)-

Proof. See [18| Proposition 5.15]. O

When g; and g» are both zero, we may use the maximum principle, the C¢ bounds in Proposition [A.11]

and interpolation to obtain C'* bounds for H with constant depending only on A.

Corollary A.12. Let 0 < o < 1. The following low reqularity bound for H holds uniformly for domains Q
with boundary T' € A,

Hygllce) Sa lgllcem)-

Proof. See [18, Corollary 5.16]. O
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A.4.2. H® estimates for the Dirichlet problem. We now move on to proving H® type estimates for various
elliptic problems. We begin by analyzing the inhomogeneous Dirichlet problem,
Av=g in Q,
v=1 onl.
We recall a few baseline estimates. The first is when ¢ = 0, in which case [I8, Equation (5.19)] implies that
v satisfies the H' estimate
vl 1) Sallglla-1(o)-
The other case is when g = 0 and 3 < s < 1, where [I8, Equation (5.20)] yields the estimate
<
(A1) ol S 18] ey
We further recall the following elliptic estimates which hold on C* domains.
Proposition A.13. For every 0 < s < % + eo we have
AT gl ety Sa lgllas—1@)  1HY|aer1) Sa H‘/’HHH%(F)-
Proof. See [18| Proposition 5.18]. O

The balanced higher regularity estimates for the Dirichlet problem are as follows.

Proposition A.14 (Higher regularity bounds for the inhomogeneous Dirichlet problem). Let Q be a bounded
domain with boundary I' € A,. Suppose that v solves the Dirichlet problem

Av=g inQQ,
v=1Y on 09,

and let s > 2. Then for r >0, a € [0,1], 8 € [0,1] and any sequence of partitions v := vjl» + UJQ», we have

ol e @) Sa llgllas—20) + ||¢||H37%(F)

+ 1Tl (smtrim

1 sup 2777 o ca ) + sup 27 N w2|| gra-s (-
>0 7>0

H T =2 j
Proof. See [18| Proposition 5.19]. O

We will also occasionally need the following consequence of the above estimate in the case when 1 < s < 2
and d = 2, 3.

Corollary A.15. Let Q be a bounded domain with boundary T' € Ay. Let d = 2 or 3,1 < s < 2 and
so > % + 1. Then for f € H*"2(Q2) we have

(A.5) AT fllare (@) Sa CUTN o 3 )F lae—2(02)

where C' is some constant depending on so which is sub-polynomial in ||F||H 1

so—3 °

Proof. We show the details for the case d = 2 first. We observe that for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small (depending
on sg), the parameter o = 2 + 2¢ is simultaneously such that sy > o and, moreover, we have the embedding
H°=¢(Q) C C'(2). Hence, by Proposition [A-14] we have

AT Fll e @) Sa llfllme-2() + 1T o3 1A Fllzo-—(0).
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Interpolating and using the estimate [|A™!f[| g1y Sa llflla-10) Sa |f|me—2(q), we have

1A fllme (@) Sa CUTI yog- )l Ho-2(0)-

Interpolating this with the bound A~ f||g1(q) Sa [|fla-1() gives (AL) in the case d = 2. If d = 3, we
instead take o = g + 2¢ and perform a similar analysis. O

A.4.3. Harmonic extension bounds. In the special case g = 0, Proposition[A.14] yields the following corollary

for the harmonic extension operator H.

Proposition A.16 (Harmonic extension bounds). Let 2 be a bounded domain with boundary T' € A,.. Then
the following bound holds for the harmonic extension operator H when s > 2, r >0, 8 € [0, %) and a € [0, 1),

< —j(a—1+r) 1 j(s—1+8—¢) 2
I 5500 S 19 gy + T gene S0 14} lo= ) + sup2 1213
Here, ¢ = 1/1]1 + 1/1]2 is any sequence of partitions.

Proof. See [18| Proposition 5.21]. O

A.4.4. Estimates for the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator. Recall that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator is
the mapping N := nr - (VH)r. This operator plays a fundamental role in free boundary fluid dynamics.

Here we recall its mapping properties, beginning with a baseline ellipticity estimate.
Lemma A.17. The Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on I' satisfies
[l ey + IV T @l L2y Sa INWl L2y + 9] 2@y
Proof. See the proof of [18, Lemma 5.23]. O
The reverse inequality also holds, in the following sense.
Lemma A.18. The Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on I' satisfies
[Nl L2y Sa ¥l ).
Proof. See [18, Lemma 5.24]. O

Next, we recall higher regularity versions of these bounds. We begin with a higher regularity version of
Lemma

Proposition A.19 (Ellipticity for the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator). Let s > % and let k > 1 be an
integer. Then for a € [0,1) and 8 € [0, 1), we have the bound

[l gresrry Sa 902y + IN*lme o) + T | ener Sup 2771 || oy
J

. 1
+ sup 21— +8-0) 2
sup 121,

Proof. See [18, Lemma 5.26]. O

278(r)

To complement the higher order ellipticity estimates for A, we will need the reverse estimates which
control powers of N applied to a function in terms of appropriate Sobolev norms of that function. The

following two propositions give such bounds — they may be thought of as higher regularity analogues of

Lemma [A 18]
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Proposition A.20 (Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator bound I). Let s > £, r >0, a € [0,1) and B € [0, 3).
Then

Iy S I lress ey + P resrer sup 27205 o+ sup 27407y

for any sequence of partitions ¢ = wjl- + 1#]2-.
Proof. See [18| Proposition 5.29]. O

Proposition A.21 (Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator bound II). Let m > 1 be an integer, let s > % and let

r>0,a€0,1) and B € [0,3). Then we have the bound

m r+oa— s—i+m €
IN" Pl =y Sa l$llgsemry + [T g +r+m8up2 =Dy o )+SHP2J( ERa [0

L)
and the closely related bound when s > %,
NP sy ) Sa 1l mssmeey + [T zosrsm Sup? 0D | g ry + sup P [ [ -5y
for any partition 1 = 1/1; + 1/1?
Proof. See [18, Proposition 5.30]. O

Finally, we recall a few results about traces of normal and tangential derivatives on the boundary. For

normal derivatives, we have the following estimates.

Proposition A.22 (Normal derivative trace bound). Let s > 0, » > 0 and «, 8 € [0,1]. The normal trace
operator V,, :=nr - (V)|r satisfies the bound

; 1_
Il ey St 10l et gy + T s sup 29074 ooy + 5up 227 o5 g
J

Proof. See [18, Proposition 5.28]. O
For the tangential derivative operator V', the analogous result is as follows.
Proposition A.23. Let s > 1, r >0, a €(0,1) and B € [0,1). Then
IV 0l ery Sa ¥l gsrry + 10| grosasr 2‘;%27j(r’1+a)ll¢}llca<r> + j‘;%’ 0i(st+3+B—¢ ||1/)2||H o
for any sequence of partitions ¢ = 1/); + 1/)?
Proof. See [18, Proposition 5.31]. O
Finally, we note a bound for N™V,, which will be used in Section
Corollary A.24. Let o, 3 € [0,1], s > % and r > 0. We have

INT Vool sy Sa vl T o 1msr sup 277 FD 03| ca +Sup23(s+ﬂ+ =02 | s o

s+m+2
H Q) 150 >

where v = ’Ujl» + ’UJ2» is any sequence of partitions of v.

Proof. See [18, Corollary 5.32]. O
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A.4.5. Div-curl estimates. At various points in the paper we will need good bounds for the following div-curl

system.

Proposition A.25 (Div-curl estimate with Neumann type data). Let v € H*(2) be a vector field defined

on ) and let s > %,

Neumann trace of v, nr - Vv or the boundary value Vv -np. Then if v solves the div-curl system,

a,B €10,1]. Letv:= vjl- + ’UJQ- be any partition of v. Moreover, let Bv denote either the

V'U:f7
V Xv=uw,
Bv =g,

then v satisfies the estimate
vl s ) Sa lfllas—1@) + llwllms—10) + H9||Hsfg(r) +|vllz2) + ||F||Hs+r7% ?ggQ_j(TJra_l)HU}HCQ(Q)

+ sup 2j(s_1+ﬂ_€)||U32'||H1*ﬁ(sz)-
7>0
Proof. See [18| Proposition 5.27]. O

Remark A.26. Note that we do not claim that solutions to the above div-curl system always exist. We
only claim that solutions to the above system satisfy the bounds in Proposition [A.25]

A.4.6. Rotational-irrotational decomposition. Another variant of the above div-curl decomposition that will
be useful in instances where we need estimates for vector fields in terms of their normal trace is the so-called
rotational-irrotational decomposition. This is described in Appendix A of [28] but we recall the relevant

definitions here for convenience of the reader. We have the following two definitions.

Definition A.27 (Divergence-free projection). Given a vector field v € L?(2), we define its divergence-free
projection v¥* by
v =y -~ VATV -0).

Definition A.28 (Rotational-irrotational decomposition). Given a vector field v € L?(£2), we define
V" = VHN L (0% . pp), 70t = i T,
In particular, if v is divergence-free, it follows from Definition that we have the following further
decomposition of v into two divergence-free parts:
v = "o 4+ yiT,
From Proposition A.5 in [28], we have the following basic L?(Q2) bound.

Proposition A.29. For a vector field v € L*(S2), there holds

. i
o 2@y Sa o™ nrll, -y
A.5. Moving surface identities and commutators. We now assume that {2; is a one parameter family
of domains with boundaries I'; € A, flowing with a velocity vector field v that is not necessarily divergence-
free. The objective is to compile several identities and commutator estimates involving functions on I'; and

the material derivative Dy := 9; + v - V.
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Remark A.30. We importantly remark that if w is a vector field on {2 such that w is tangent to I'
(i.e. w-nr = 0) then the identities (i) and (iii)-(vi) and the estimates below in Proposition [A3] (if w is
divergence-free) hold verbatim with D, replaced by V,, and v replaced by w.

The following algebraic identities were originally proven in [28] and then collected in [I8, Section 5.6].

(i) (Material derivative of the normal).

(A.6) Dynr, = = ((Vo)*(nr,))

(ii) (Leibniz rule for ).
(A.7)

7 N(fg) = fNg+gNf -2V, A Y (VHS - VHg).

(ili) (Commutator with V).
(D, VIf = =(Vo)* (V).
(iv) (Commutator with A~1).
Dy, A7 f = A (2Vu - V2PAT f+ Av- VAT f).
(v) (Commutator with ).
(A.8) Sof := [Dy, H|f = A2V - VPHf + VHS - Av).

(vi) (Commutator with A/).

(A.9) S1f =Dy, N1f = Dynr, - VHf —np, - (V) (VHS)) + nr, - V([De, H]f).
We also recall the general Leibniz type formula,
(A.10) 1/ fdsS= [ Duf+f(D v = rot)ds,

dt T, T,

where D is the covariant derivative and the integration by parts formula

(A.11) /VBgde =— / VpfgdS + / fgnr - VB - nrdS,
r r r
where I' = 90 and B is a divergence-free function on (Q satisfying B - np = 0.

A.5.1. Balanced commutator estimates. The above identities can be used to establish refined estimates for
commutators involving D; and . Indeed, for divergence-free velocities v, it is straightforward to verify that

Syt can be re-written in the form

(A.12) Sotb = ATV - B(Vv, VHi)),

where B is an R%-valued bilinear form. By (A.9), we can write the commutator [D;, N as
S14p = [Dy, NTt = V,.801p — VH) - (Vv) = VT - Vo - nr,.

Higher order commutators Sy can then be calculated using the identity

(A.13) Stp = Dy, N¥Jp = >~ N'Dy, NIN™ 9,

l+m=k—1
where k € N and [, m are non-negative integers. Exploiting these formulas, precise estimates for Sy were
proven in [I8, Proposition 5.33] when v is divergence-free and s > % We will need the following variant for

our analysis; note that we have dropped the ¢ subscripts in the statements below.
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Proposition A.31. Let so > % +1 and put My, = ||v]|gso(q) + [|Tl|s0 . Suppose that the flow velocity v is
divergence-free and let s > %, k > 1. Then for any sequence of partitions ¢ = 1/1]1 + 1/1]2, r >0 and « € [0,1],
there holds

(a—1+47) |

IS8y St 19010800y + (0l gy + [Tl nrgar) SUD 27O ik oy
J

(A.14) |
+sup 27CTET 2| ey
>0

Proof. From ([(AI3)), we need to prove the estimate above with the left-hand side replaced by N*[D;, NJN ™)
where [ +m = k — 1. We will focus on the term N(V,,SoN™), as it is the most difficult. Let us define
G = B(Vv, VHN™1)). We begin by applying Corollary and then Proposition [A_14] to obtain, using
the identity (A12l),

m —j(m~+2+4r —
||Nl(;nSON 1b)”Hs(I‘) SMSO ||G|| s+ L ||F|| stdtktr S_UP2 jmta+ )”A 'V 'Ggl‘||W1~°°(Q)
H ) H =0
J

+ sup 20 (5HH3 =) ATV G?HHl(Q)a
j>0

where G = G}+G? is a partition of G defined by taking G5 = B(Vv, VP;HN 1), where N j := V,, P<;H.
Using the C'1¢ estimate for A~! and the maximum principle for H, it is straightforward to estimate

2/ ATIV - Gl o) Sy 27TV P HY ooy S 2770 oy

where we used the crude bound 277(z=9 < 1, the bound [P<jllcoswroe Sar 27079 as well as Corol-
lary [AT2] Moreover, using the H~! — H{ estimate for A~!, we can control the other term by

AT - Gl () Say IVP<HNZ R L2y + IV P<yHNZ 3 — VHN | 2y =: 1 + .

Using the H 3 — H! bound for the harmonic extension operator H, Sobolev product estimates, the bound

lnp|] S, ”F”cl’% SM,, [Tl m=0 and the trace theorem, we have

c3(r) ~

IR iy Sy INZ 0213 oy Sang Iel g oy 19 PN 02

Sty 2| Py HNZT 2 -

H3 (T

Iterating this and using the H® — Hz ¢ bound (A4), we arrive at

j 1_e j(s+k—e j(s+k—e
PO Sy, PG 1 S, PO R ey

On the other hand, we can estimate

Iy Sary 29CTEDIHNT s o + IVHWVE = N7 |20y =2 I3 + 15

Q)

Using Proposition [A16 and Proposition A2} we can control 2/(+1+2 =€) [l by the right-hand side of (A.14).
On the other hand, expanding I3 and using the H 2 — H' bound for H, Proposition [AL6] the fact that
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an||c%(F) S, 1 and the trace theorem, we can estimate

m—1
I3 Sagy D IVHINVE SN = Ne) NP4 | 2
p=0

m—1

Sty Y 2P VP HN™ P g

p=0

m—1
—j 1 11—
SMSO 2 Jlet2) Z HHNm ! p¢||Hs+l+p+%
p=0

@’

Using Proposition [AI6, we then control 2/(st+2 -9 12 by the right-hand side of (A.14).

It remains to estimate ||GHH3+L+% . By applying Proposition [A.3] with the partition

)
HN™ ) = (HNZ505) + (HNZ 07 + HN™ — NZ)p)

we can estimate G by the right-hand side of (A14) by using a similar analysis to the above, but now making
important use of the term involving ||v||HS+%+k+T(Q) in (A14). O

A.6. Regularization operators which extend the domain. In order to construct solutions to the free
boundary MHD equations, we will need a well-chosen family of regularization operators. Beyond the usual

regularization properties in Proposition [A.32], we will require the following features.

(i) (Extension property). There is a dy > 0 so that whenever Q; is a domain containing Q with
boundary T'; € A, satisfying ||dist(z, Q)| (q,) < 60277 we have that the regularization W<;v at
the dyadic scale 27 is defined on ;.

(ii) (Regularization is divergence-free). Given ; as above and any divergence-free function v on €2, the
regularization V< ;v satisfies V- ¥<;v = 0 on ;.

Property (i) will be needed for comparing functions defined on different — but sufficiently close — domains.
Property (i) will allow us to maintain the divergence-free condition when regularizing the velocity and the

magnetic field.

We begin by constructing regularization operators which have the extension property () but not nec-
essarily the divergence-free property (). Since the explicit form of these operators will be needed in the

existence scheme for estimating commutators with Vg, we include a sketch of the proof.

Proposition A.32. Fiz op and let v, ) and €; be as above. There exists a regularization operator ®<;
which is bounded from H*(QY) — H*(Q;) for every s > 0 with the following properties.

(i) (Regularization bounds).
<0l rotaia,) Sa 270l g=(o), 0<a.
(i) (Difference bounds).
[(@<jpr — P<j)vll gomo(,in) Sa 270l 5o 0 < a <min{s,ap}.
(iii) (Error bounds).

I(1 = ®<j)vll pro-a() Sa 2770l ms () 0 < o < min{s, a0}



126 MIHAELA IFRIM, BEN PINEAU, DANIEL TATARU, AND MITCHELL A. TAYLOR

Proof. Our objective is to define a suitable kernel K7 so that
‘I’Sjv(w):/QKj(%y)U(y)dy-

The kernel K7 (z,y) will take the form

n
K (@,y) = > K@ y)(@),

k=0
where (xx)}_, is a partition of unity of a neighborhood of €. More specifically, we choose (xx)r_, to be
subordinate to an open cover {Ux}}_, so that there are unit vectors (ex)}_, with e, outward oriented and
uniformly transversal to I' N Ug. The remaining set Uy is then selected to cover the portion of 2 away from
the boundary. It is easy to see that such a smooth partition of unity exists, with bounds depending solely

on the properties of A,.

Define ¢y := 0 and take e, with k € {1,...,n} as in the previous paragraph. We select a smooth bump
function ¢y so that
(i) The support of ¢y satisfies suppgr C B(eg, 1), 61 < 1.
(ii) The average of ¢y, is 1, i.e., [pq Ok (2) dz = 1.
(iii) ¢x has zero moments up to some suitably large order N, i.e., [p, 2%¢r(2)dz =0, 1 < |a| < N.

For each j7 > 0, we consider the regularizing kernel
K} (2) = 279,,(272)

and define K,Jc(:v,y) = Kgyk(x —y) for y € Q. Note that for fixed x € Uy, K,i(x,y) is non-zero only when
2/(z —y) € B(eg, 61), i.e., when y is within distance 27781 of z — 2 7e;. Hence, we may view our kernel K7
not only for z € Q but also for z in an O(277) enlargement of Q. With this observation in mind, one may
check that the kernels K7 satisfy

(i) K7:Q; x Q= R, where Q; := {z € R? : d(2,Q) < ¢277} and ¢ is some small universal constant.

(i) |020f KI(z,y)| < 2/(*1eHIB) for multi-indices o, 3.

(ili) [o K7 (x,y)dy = 1.

(iv) [o K7 (z,y)(x —y)*dy =0 for 1 < |a] < N.
From the definition of K7, we see that ®<;v is defined on a neighborhood of Q; if § from the extension
property () is small enough. It is also directly verified that ®<; satisfies the three properties in Proposi-
tion [A-32l when s and « are integers; the latter two bounds use the moment conditions with N = N(ap). By
interpolation, we obtain the bounds in Proposition [A.32] for non-integer regularities as well. |

Using the family of operators ®<;, we may construct our desired regularization operators ¥<;.

Proposition A.33. For each j, there exists an operator U<; which is bounded from HS, (Q) — H3, (;)

for every s > 0 which satisfies the extension and regularization properties in Proposition [A.32.

Proof. The proof proceeds by correcting the operator in Proposition [A.32] by a gradient potential. See [18]
Proposition 6.2] for details. O

We also note the pointwise analogues of the above estimates.
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Proposition A.34. Let 0 < o < 2. Given the assumptions of Proposition [A.33, the regqularization operator

W, satisfies the pointwise bounds
1W< jv]lco(a,) Sa 2P |v]|ca-so
for0< B <« and
(I = T<i)vllca) + 1(T<jpr — T<i)vllcaa, ) Sa 2778 vllcarso
for B> 0. Similar bounds hold for the regularization operator ®<;.

Proof. See [18| Proposition 6.3]. O

As in [18], we will use the above operators to form a crude paradifferential calculus. For any integer
[>0, welet @ := Py — Py and V) := ¥y — Uy, We also define @ := <o and ¥ := ¥<(. For a
vector or scalar valued function f defined on Q, we write f' := ®;f and f<! := &, f. If, in addition, f is a
divergence-free vector field, we instead use f! and f<! to respectively represent ¥; f and W<;f. This ensures
that the divergence-free structure of f is preserved. By an abuse of notation, we define

<l .__ m 1
flg=t=3_ > flg" -5 14"

1>0 0<m<l 1>0

This definition ensures that we have the crude bilinear paraproduct decomposition

(A.15) fg=flg="+ =g,

where f!g=! selects the portion of fg where f is at higher or comparable frequency compared to ¢. Trilinear
(or even higher order) expressions of the form f'gS!h=! may be similarly defined so that we have fgh =
FloSthst 4 flgthSt 4 fSlg<Ipl Such decompositions will be used frequently in Section

A.6.1. Frequency envelopes. We now define H® frequency envelopes. The verification of the frequency enve-
lope bounds presented below will be noticeably more involved than in our previous work [I8 Section 6.1],

as we must preserve the boundary conditions in the state space H?.

Let T' € A, and let s > %—i— 1. Suppose that f € H*(2) and I' € H*® is parameterized in collar coordinates
by x — x+nr(z)v(z). Using the extension operator from Proposition[A.9] we have the following Littlewood-

Paley decomposition for a function f defined on 2:
(A.16) F=> Rl
Jj=0

where P;f is interpreted to mean P;Eq f with Eq as in Proposition [A.9]

Remark A.35. Note that the use of Fq rather than Stein’s extension operator £q in (AT6) conflicts with
our convention in Appendix [A-2.J] The definition in (A-T6]) will only be used in this subsection; its purpose

is to ensure that frequency envelopes associated to different initial data can be suitably compared.

We have a corresponding Littlewood-Paley type decomposition for functions on I'y. Indeed, we can write
for j > 0, Pj := p(27¥Ar,) — p(272U*+DAr,) and Py := ¢(Ar,) where ¢ : R — R with ¢ = 1 on the unit
ball and with support in B(0). Correspondingly, we can define the multipliers P<; and P ;.



128 MIHAELA IFRIM, BEN PINEAU, DANIEL TATARU, AND MITCHELL A. TAYLOR

From Proposition [AX9 Sobolev embeddings and almost orthogonality, we have for any % +1<s9<s,

1, By D)l ~an, D222 (B0l ey + 1B Bl ey + 1Py e, )

Jj=0
+Y 2%=d) (|‘Pj(vBU)H%2(Rd) + HPj(VBB)H%z(Rd)) :
Jj=0
where M, = ||(v, B,I')||mgso. The above equivalence will allow us to define H® frequency envelopes for

states (v, B,T") € H® with the [? decay required to establish our continuous dependence result as well as the

continuity of solutions with values in H?.

Definition A.36 (Frequency envelopes). Let s > % +1, T € A, and (v,B,T") € H°. An H*® frequency

envelope for the triple (v, B,T) is a positive sequence c; with [|c;|[;2 Sar,, 1 such that for each j > 0,
Nj SMSO Cj ” (Uv B, 1—‘)”1'157
where

Nj = | Pjllgs@ay + |1 BBl s ey + (|20 | 7o 0y + [|1P5(VB) +1P;(VsB)||

=4 gy H*™ 3 (R)’
We say that the sequence (c;); is admissible if ¢ ~5s,, 1 and it is slowly varying,

cj < 200kl G k>0, 0<6<1.
We can always define an admissible frequency envelope by the formula

(A.17) ¢; =27+ (14 ||(v, B.T)|lme) "  max 27V HN,.

Unless otherwise stated, we will take this as our formula for ¢;. The following proposition will be useful in

our construction of rough solutions as well as for proving continuity of the data-to-solution map.

Proposition A.37. Let ' € A, and let s > $+1. Suppose that (v, B,T') € H* and let (c;); be its associated
admissible frequency envelope. Then there exists a family of reqularized domains Q; with boundaries I'; € A,
and I'; € H® along with associated divergence-free regularizations v; and B; defined on §}; such that Bj is

tangent to I'; and the following properties hold:

(i) (Good pointwise approximation).
(A.18) (v, Bj,T'j) — (v,B,T) in C*x Ch:  as j— .

(i) (Uniform bound).
(A.19) [(vs, Bj, Tj)llme Sy, [1(v, BT

(iii) (Higher regularity).
(A.20) (050 By. T)llsese Sary 2% 10, B, e, > 1.

(iv) (Low-frequency difference bounds I).
(A.21) 1(vs, Bj) = (W1, Bie) |l 2x 22 (9,00,41) SMay 277°¢511(v, B, D),

e, = e, lza. Sar, 2777500, B,T)l|ge
(v) (Low-frequency difference bounds II).

_i(s_3
(A.22) [(VB,;v5, VB, Bj) = (VB 11 vj+1, VB, Bivi) [l i (@,n0,00) SMa, 2 172 ¢)|(v, B,T) |1
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Remark A.38. The last bound ([A22) is carried out in H' instead of L? for technical convenience. This

choice will avoid the need to work in negative regularity Sobolev spaces at several points in the proof.

Proof. Below we will use M, := ||(v, B,T')||u- as a shorthand. We define I'; in collar coordinates through
the regularization
n; = Pejn = p(27% Ar, ).
Here, 7 is the parameterization for I on I', and ¢ is a radial, unit-scale bump function adapted to the unit
ball. We also define
vj = (D<) = P<ju — VATHV - Do)

where A™! denotes the Dirichlet Laplacian corresponding to I';. A large part of the proof repeats the
arguments of [I8, Proposition 6.6], where the v and T' regularizations are defined in a similar manner to the
above. This takes care of all of the I'; bounds in the theorem as well as all of the linear v; bounds, but

excludes any estimates involving Vg, v;.

It remains to consider the part of the theorem involving the B regularizations B;. We define our initial
guess as
B; = (0<;B)"" = &;B—~ VA~ (V- 0,B).
This satisfies the same linear bounds as v;, but fails to satisfy the requirement to be tangent to the boundary
I';. We correct it to be purely rotational by setting

Bj=B;—Bj,  Bj:=VH;N7'(Bj nj) =B,

where H; denotes the harmonic extension for the regularized domain ; and N is the associated Dirichlet-
to-Neumann operator. This correction is divergence-free and satisfies the desired tangency condition, so we
proceed to show that it satisfies the bounds (AI8)-(A.22). We will do this in two steps: (i) we prove that
the bounds (AI8)-([A22) hold for B;, and (ii) we estimate perturbatively the contribution of the correction
Bj.

(i). The estimates for B; and v;. Following [I8, Proposition 6.6], we already have the bounds in
(A18) and (A.21)), as well as the linear B; component of (A19) and (A.20). It remains to prove t}ie VB,
bounds in (A.19), (A.20)) and (A.22]), where it is enough to consider the expressions V B,V and V B B;. We

will carry out the analysis for V B,V as the other term is handled identically. In all three bounds, it suffices

to compare V 5 v; with ®;(Vpv), as the latter term is easily estimated in all cases. So, our remaining task

is to prove the appropriate bounds for the difference
Dj = Véjvj — (I)Sj(va)'
We expand the above quantity to obtain a commutator structure:
Dj =[Vg,, o<jlv+ @<;(Vp,_pv) = Vi VATHV - 0 u).

The above expression is well-defined on €2; because of the mapping properties of ®<; and the fact that (by
Sobolev embeddings) n; = n+ OLm(p*)(2*j(%+‘s)). The second term is easy to estimate in all Sobolev norms.
Precisely, we have the L? bound

IV 5, gollz2@ne) S 1Bj = Bllzo,ne) Vol <) Sar, 27 ¢; M,
after which applying ®<; yields bounds at any regularity,

1< (Vg,_g0)llme(0,) Sn, 200=9ic; M, o> 0.
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This suffices for (A19), (A20) and (A22)). Next, we estimate the third term which involves the divergence-
free correction. First, we observe the following bound:

[ATHV - D v)| Sum, IV - @<

HeH 3t () ~Me we-brogy) T ITillmeosell V- @<vlgao-siay), — a=1,

which follows from Proposition [AI4, Sobolev embeddings and the assumption that so > % + 1. Since v is
divergence-free, the operator V - ®<; acts as a commutator, which is essentially a mollifier that is localized
at frequency 27. This easily yields

IV @<jvl . Son, POPM, Sar,, P M,

EARCOR
and
Tl ot1+a |V - D<ol oo,y Sary 22T e M|V - @<j0l| o020
S, 2%¢; M.
From this and simple product estimates, it is straightforward to estimate

||VB] VA_l(v ’ ngv)||H5*%+ﬂ(szj) SMSO ||Bj||HS*%+D<(Qj) + ||A_1(v ’ (I)SJ’U)H

<M30 2jachS-

(A.23) H 3o (0;)

~

Similarly, we have

IV, VATHV - @<jv)||2(0;) Sa IV - @<jvll2(,) Sar, 277°¢ M,

~ ~

which suffices. We now consider the commutator term in D;, which we further expand as
[V, P<jlo = Bj[V, ®<j]v + [Bj, ®<;]Vo.

The commutator in the first term is essentially a mollifier which is localized at frequency 27 and satisfies
a good L? bound exactly as above. However, the commutator in the second term is 277 times a mollifier
at frequency < 27, so we no longer have a good L? bound for its output. Instead, we only obtain higher
regularity bounds,

I[Bj, ®<;]Vvlloo;) S, 627 M, o>s—1
This suffices for (AJ9) and (A20) but not for (A22). In this last case, we need to consider differences;

namely,
[Bjt1,®<j11]Vv — [B;, ®<j]Vv = [Bj1 — Bj, ®<j1]Vv + [B;, P<j1 — P<;]Vo.
For the first term we have a favorable L? bound (which suffices for the bound (A:22]) by interpolation),
I[Bj+1 — By, ®<j11]VvllL2(0,00,50) Si 1Bisr — BjllLz,ne,.nllVollLe(o)
Sty €278 Blls )|Vl Lo o) -

For the second term, on the other hand, we have the mollifier ®<;; — ®<; which is localized at frequency

27 with rapidly decreasing tails. Therefore, we can estimate
I[Bj, ®<jrr — P<j] VIl L2(0,n0,00) Shr, 27 M
as needed. The corresponding bounds for V B, Bj are virtually identical.
(ii). The estimates involving the correction Bf. The correction term Bf is determined by the trace
fi == Bj-n;

on the boundary I';, so our first goal here will be to prove bounds for f;.
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We would like to estimate f; in H S*%(FJ—) as well as in both higher and lower norms with appropriate
frequency factors. The difficulty is that n; only has regularity H¥~1(I';), which at frequency 27 loses a 23
factor. We will need to regain this factor by using the cancellation B - nr = 0 on I'. This not only suffices,
but even allows us to capture a gain in all lower norms above H -3, Precisely, we claim that

- 1
(A.24) | fill ey Sany 207 e M, 02—
To prove this we work in the collar coordinates, which are denoted by = € I'y, where the normal vector n;(z)
is a smooth function n;(z) = n(z,n;(z), Vn,;(x)). A small but very useful trick here is to observe that, by
eliminating a harmless multiplicative factor arising from the normalization of n;, we can assume that n is
linear in Vn. This will be assumed from here on. Using the cancellation B -nr = 0 on I', we represent f; in
the form

fi = Bj(x,nj(x)) - nj — P<;(B(z,n(x)) - n).
Here, P; is defined by the functional calculus for Ar, in order to be consistent with the definition of
1; = P<;n. In local coordinates, this makes it a zeroth order pseudodifferential operator whose symbol is
localized at frequency < 27 and equal to 1 at frequency < 2/ modulo Schwartz tails. This is the only place
where we use the cancellation; from here on, we take this as the expression for f; and prove the bounds
(A24) without making any further use of the tangency condition.

Before we proceed with the proof of (A24), we remark that this bound will suffice for the linear B;
bounds in the proposition, but not for the bilinear bounds, precisely those concerning V B, Bf. To prepare
the ground for this expression, we will split f; into a good and a bad component:

(A.25) fi=1+1,
where the good component satisfies a better bound; namely,
1N e vy Sy 297 e M, o>0.
This will suffice in order to directly estimate the contribution of ff inV B, Bf, and will in turn allow us to
focus our attention on the contribution of the bad component f]l-’.

We begin by processing a bit the second term in f;, in several steps:

a) Our first observation is that we can replace B with ®_ 3 ;B since we have (owing to the fact that
s>441),

_B(s—1_¢)j _sj
[(@<z,;B)(x,n) — B@,n)llL2r.) Sa, 2 25727 e, My Sag,, 27 e M.
Moreover, thanks to the restriction s > % + 1 there holds
(31e)j
In = njllee e,y Sa, 27T,
and thus, ®_5 ;B is defined on a O(2™27)-sized enlargement of QU Q;.

b) The second observation takes advantage of the Lipschitz bound on B which, combined with the L?
bound [|n —n;|lr2(r,) S 277%¢;, allows us to replace (@S%jB)(x,n(x)) with (@S%jB)(x,nj (z)) modulo an f7
contribution. Then again modulo an fjg error, we may replace ® 3 ;B by its divergence-free correction on
Q;,

-1
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¢) The third observation is that the highxhigh contributions are also good, as by Sobolev embeddings,

we have for some universal constant C,

i(25—1—4d
|Psj—cB'(z,n;(x)) - Psj—acnlrar,) Sa, 27371 72)3 M,

% - % > s — 1. This allows us to replace the second term in f; by

P_j(P<j_cB'(z,n(x)) - n) + P<;j(Psj—cB'(x,1;(x)) - P<j_2cn).

d) The fourth observation is that we can use commutator bounds to move the projector P.; onto the

where 2s —

high frequency factor; namely,

I[P<j, P<j—c B (z,nj(x)nll L2,y Sar, 277 ¢1B (2,0 (@) ey 1l a1 ).

respectively

I[P<j, P<jmacn]Psj—cB' (2,0 (2)) | 2. Sa, 277 e I1B (@05 (@) -3 -

At the conclusion of this step, the second term in f; is replaced by
PejcB'(z,nj(2)) - P<jn+ Pjc<.<;B'(z,n;(2)) - P<j—20m,
and further, since the highxhigh contributions are good, by
P B'(w,n;(x))P<jn.

e) In order to better compare the two terms in f;, it would be very convenient to be able to compare n;
with P;n. Here we take advantage of our earlier choice that n depends linearly on V7, which implies that
we have the Moser/commutator type bound

n; — P<jnllL2r,) S, 27sjchS.
This allows us to replace P;n by n; modulo good contributions.

This concludes our sequence of reductions for the second term in f;. At this point we have obtained the
representation (A25]) with

(A.26) £ = (Bj(x,n;(x)) — P<;B'(z,n;(x))) - nj.

To complete the proof of (A24) it remains to show that fjl? satisfies (A.24). This is easier at higher regularity
o > s, where we can estimate the two terms separately using the Leibniz rule. So, we focus on the more
delicate H~% bound, where we have to show that

(A.27) 1(Bj(x,m;(x)) — P<;B'(x,;(x))) 5l g ) Sty 27705 M
To capture the cancellation here it is convenient to instead compare both terms with B’(z, n;(z)).
For the first difference (from the definition of B’) we have the interior bound
IB' = Bjll12(0,) S, 27 e M.

By itself this does not give an H ~2 trace on I';. Combining it with the divergence-free condition, however,
it yields (by a standard duality argument) an H ~2 trace for the normal component. The second difference
is easier to estimate directly using the definition of B’ and the trace theorem:

| P, B (z,n; (iC))HH,%(F*) Sy, 2% ¢; M.
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This completes the proof of [(A26]) and thus of (A24). To conclude, we only need to show the correction
bound

(A.28) 1B e () S 29V e; My, o >0.

This is clear when o = 0 thanks to the Hz — H? bound for H; and (in view of the fact that B; is

divergence-free) the estimate ||J\/'J_ (Bj-nj)|| .1 By straightforward interpolation, it

HE(r;) ~ <18, jHH*%(rj)'
remains to consider the case o > s. For this, we use Proposition[AT6] Proposition[AT9] (A24]) and Sobolev

embeddings to obtain

1B5 1= 0, Sty 1Bs -5l oy r,y T IT5] L 11B; -y

HO™3( HOt% Hsff T;)

(A.29)
Sar, (PO 4 9ot =999y,
which yields (A28). This suffices for the bounds (AI8) and (A2])) as well as for the linear B; bounds in
(BI9) and (A20).
To complete the proof of the proposition it remains to consider all of the estimates involving Bf in Vp;
terms. Here we can split
VB]. = Véj + VB}:.
The contributions of Ve are easy to estimate since (A.28) implies the uniform bound
1B || L=,y Saz, 277 ey,
as well as corresponding higher regularity bounds. This only leaves us with the bounds for the bilinear
expression V5 B in (A19), (A20) and (AZ22). More precisely, we have to prove that
_ (o—st 1
IV 5, VHN; fll e (0, Sar, 275 2) ¢, M,

for 0 > 1. We note that a direct estimate here fails by half a derivative, so a more careful analysis is
needed. We begin by commuting Vg, with V”Hjj\/j_l. By making use of Proposition [A.14], Appendix [A.5]
Remark [A30 and arguing similarly to the estimate (A29), we have

11V 5, VHIN fill e,y Sar, 209, M,
and also thanks to Proposition [A.19]

_ _ st 1)i
IVH,;V B, N fille o) San, NGV B, N 1fj||Haf%(Fj) + 207752 M.

Moreover,
_ g1y
IV5, NN Fill o3 ) St 272005 Ms
Therefore, it remains to show that

||Vijj|| "7’(1‘ ) SMSO 2(0 s+35 )JC M

A further simplification arises from the fact that the contributions of fjg gain an additional half derivative
and thus they are also directly perturbative (by making use of the identity Vg, = B; - V", Proposition
and Proposition [A:23). So, we are left with proving the bound

b —s+1)j
Vs, f; ||H07%(Fj) S, 29752V M.
We consider first the case when o = 1. Using the expression (A.26]) for f;-’ , we expand

Vi, [} = Vi, (Bj(x,n;(x)) = P<;B'(x,n;(x))) - n; + (Bj(w,n;(x)) — P<;B'(w,1;(x))) - V,n;.
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For the second term we use the simpler H? version of (A27) to write
1(B; () = P B'(w,mi (@)l 3 ) S 2=t ey,
while from the identity Vg,n; = =V ' B; - n; from Appendix [A5] we have
i
||VB] n] ||C% (F]‘) /SMSO 22 ?

which by simple Sobolev product estimates entirely suffices. For the first term, we harmlessly discard n;
and we add and subtract a B’ to obtain (suppressing the evaluation at (z,n;(z)))

VB]. (B] — P<jB/) e VB]. ((I)Sj — I)BI + VBjP>jB/ + VBJ. (‘I)Sj(B — BI)) — VB].V . A‘l(V . ‘I)SjB).

The last term on the right can be crudely estimated as in (A23). From the definition of B’ and by commuting
Vs,

. with @<; and @S% j» the third term on the right is also easily dispensed with. For the remaining two

terms, the commutator bounds are favorable, so we can replace the above expression (modulo acceptable

errors) with
(P<j — 1)V, B'(x, nj(x)) + P>;Vp, B (x, n;(x)).

Then, making use of the trace theorem and the definition of B’, it suffices to prove an (HS’% +2-% H*~1(Q;)
bound for Vg, B. The correction Bf has a uniform bound of 2712 c; as well as corresponding higher regularity,

so we can discard it and replace the above by
Vi, B=VpB—-Vp pB,

where the second term is also favorable since Bj — B has a uniform bound of 277¢;. On the other hand,
VB belongs to H*~2, with frequency envelope ¢;. Thus, [A.26) follows. The proof of the corresponding
higher regularity bounds is similar, by appropriately using the Leibniz rule and then repeating the analysis
above. g
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