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WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE FREE BOUNDARY INCOMPRESSIBLE POROUS
MEDIA EQUATION

MICKAEL LATOCCA & HUY Q. NGUYEN

ABSTRACT. We consider the free boundary incompressible porous media equation which describes
the dynamics of a density transported by a Darcy flow in the field of gravity, with a free boundary
between the fluid region and the dry region above it. For any stratified density state, we identify a
stability condition for the initial free boundary. Under this condition, we prove that small localized
perturbations of the stratified density lead to unique local-in-time solutions in Sobolev spaces.
Our proof involves analytic ingredients that are of independent interest, including tame fractional
Sobolev estimates for operators that map the Dirichlet boundary function and the forcing function
of Poisson’s equation to its solution in domains of Sobolev regularity.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The incompressible prorus media (IPM) equation describes the evolution of a density carried by the
flow of a viscous incompressible flow governed by Darcy’s law in the field of gravity:

Op+u-Veyp =0, u+Vyyp=—pey, divu=0, (1.1)

where gravity points downward in the y direction. Here p is the density, u is the fluid velocity field,
p is the fluid pressure, and for the sake of simplicity we have normalized the dynamic viscosity, the
permeability of the medium, and the gravitational constant in Darcy’s law to unity.

The IPM equation (1.1) is an active scalar, where the velocity u has the same level of regularity as
the scalar p. This can be seen most easily in R?, in which case the Biot-Savart law reads

u=VH=A)"10.p, VI =(-0,,0). (1.2)
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Thus, IPM is more singular than the 2D Euler equations written in the vorticity formulation, and
has the same level of regularity as the SQG equation. However, compared to 2D Euler and SQG,
the Biot—Savart law of IPM is anisotropic due to the presence of gravity.

There have been many recent results on the IPM equation posed on fixed domains such as R?,
T2, and the channel T x (—1,1). These include local well-posedness [CGO07, CVW15], lack of
uniqueness of weak solutions [CFG11, Szé12], and small scale formations [KY23]. Any stratified
density p(z,y) = p(y) is a steady state with w = 0. Stability and instability results for stratified
states were obtained in [Elgl7, CCL19, KY23].

On the other hand, the (one-phase) Muskat problem concerns the free boundary dynamics of IPM
with constant density p > 0. Since the density is constant, the Muskat problem can be recast solely
in terms of the free boundary, resulting in a quasilinear parabolic equation. Local well-posedness
has been studied extensively, e.g. in [Yi96, Amb04, CG0O7, CCG11, CGBS16, Mat19, NP20, AN23|.
Stability of the flat free boundary was proven in [SCH04, CCGT16, Cam19, GGJPS19, AN22, Ngu22].
Large-data global well-posedness of Lipschitz solutions was proven in [DGN23a, DGN23b, AK23].
We also refer to [NT24, BN24, Ngu24] for the existence and stability of traveling waves when an
external pressure is applied to the free boundary.

Our goal in the present paper is to initiate the analysis of the free boundary incompressible prorous
media equation. The fluid region lies below the dry region in the porous medium, with a free
boundary separating the two regions. This can be viewed as the (one-phase) Muskat problem
for inhomogeneous fluids with the density being the fluid’s density. We aim to establish local
well-posedness for this quasilinear parabolic-hyperbolic system of the density and the free boundary.
Due to the coupling, the equation for the free boundary is not always parabolic. Therefore, one of
the key tasks is to identify the class of initial data satisfying suitable stability conditions that ensure
the existence of local solutions.

1.1. Setting of the problem. The free boundary is assumed to be the graph of an unknown
function f(z,t):

Siey =z, f(z,1) 1w € Rd}. (1.3)
The fluid domain in the prorous medium can be of infinite or finite depth:
Q) = {(z,y) e R xRy < f(x,1)}, (1.4)
or
Q) = {(z,y) e R xR :b(x) <y < f(x,1)}, (1.5)

where b defines the fixed bottom ¥ = {(x,b(x)), 2 € R?}. This case is depicted in Figure 1. We
recall that the transported density and the fluid obey the equations

Btp +u- Vx7yp =0 in Qf(t)a (16)
u(z,y,t) + Vayp(@,y,t) = —p(z,y,t)ey, divyyu(z,y,t) =0 in Qyy, (1.7)
where e, = (0,1) € R? x R.

Assuming that the pressure in the dry region above the fluid is constant, we can normalize it to zero,
so that the dynamic boundary condition reads

ple, f(2,t),1) = 0. (1)
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FIGURE 1. The domain (¢ in the finite-depth case.

The free boundary evolves according to the kinematic boundary condition
6tf(l',t) :u(:r,f(:r,t),t) .N(x7t)7 (19)
where N(z,t) = (—Vgf(z,t),1) is the unnormalized exterior normal to the boundary.

We assume that the fluid is quiescent at infinity in the infinite-depth case and does not penetrates
the rigid bottom in the finite-depth case:

(1.10)

lim g, )00 u(7,y,t) = 0 for infinite depth,
u(z,b(x),t)-v =0 for finite depth,

where v = \/ﬁ(w, —1) := (vg,vy) is the normalized exterior normal to ¥.

We shall refer to the system (1.6)-(1.10) as the free-boundary IPM equation. Since any stratified
state p = p(y) is a steady state of IPM, we will consider the following ansatz for p:

p(x,y,t) =v(y) + g(z,y,1), “ g)gmg(x, y,t) =0, (1.11)

where v is any fixed function of y € R. This will allow us to work with the localized part g of p. To
this end, let I' be the antiderivative of v that vanishes at 0. We define the modified pressure

q(z,y,t) == p(z,y,t) + T(y), (1.12)
so that Darcy’s law becomes
U+ Viyq = —gey, divu=0 (1.13)
and ¢ solves
Apyq=—0yg in Qyq, (1.14)
4z, = T(f (2, 1)), (1.15)

lim g )00 Vayq(®,y,t) =0 for infinite depth,
Ovqly—p(z) = —Vy9ly—p(») for finite depth.
We note that (1.16) follows from (1.10) and (1.13).
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In order to express V, ,q in terms of f and g, we introduce the operators
Glf)h = Vayd',  S[fIk = Vayo'?
for h: R? - R and k : 1y — R, where #1) and ¢ are solutions to the problems
Ny =0 inQp, oW, =h,
{hm(w)%o Viyd) =0 for infinite depth,
0V¢(1)|y:b(x) =0 for finite depth,
and
Npyo® = -0k inQp, ¢@|y, =0
{hm(w)%o Veyd? =0 for infinite depth,
8V¢(2)|y:b(x) = —vyk|,—p) for finite depth.

We note that
(N -G[flh)|s, = GIf]h

is the usual Dirichlet-Neumann operator (see e.g. [ABZ14, NP20]). Moreover, since ¢ = ¢()

with h = T'(f) and k = g, we obtain
Veyq = GIIT(S) + SS9,

and hence

u=—=G[fIL(f) = S[flg — gey-

5

(1.17)

(1.18)

(1.19)

(1.20)

(1.21)

(1.22)
+ (;5(2)

(1.23)

(1.24)

Therefore, the free surface f and the localized part g of the density are solutions of the coupled

system
Oif =u-Nlg, = =GfIT(f) = (N -S[flg+9)ls,, inR%
Og+u-Vayg+v'(y)uy, =0 in Q.

where the velocity u = (uy,u,) is given in terms of f and g via (1.24).

(1.25)
(1.26)

The one-phase Muskat problem is a special case of the preceding system with v constant and g = 0.

1.2. Main result.

Notation 1.1.
~ J(=00,0) in the infinite depth case,
~ |(~1,0) in the finite depth case.

The stratified state v(y) will be taken in the following class.

Definition 1.2. Let & be the class of C*° functions v : R — R such that for all a >0 and o > 0,

there exists a function C, : Ry — Ry such that
17 (h(z, 2) + az)wHHU(Rde) < Cv(”hH(meHu)(Rde))||w||(meHv)(Rde)
and
| (' (ha(z, 2) 4+ az) — ' (ha(x, 2) + az)) w|| o rax )
< CW(H(hlah2)||(L°°ﬂHU)(Rd><J))H(h1 - h2)w”(L°°ﬂHU)(Rd><J)'

(1.27)

(1.28)
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Remark 1.3. We show in Proposition E.1 that if 4/ € C(EUHI(R) then both (1.27) and (1.28) hold.

The stability condition will be given in terms of the positivity of the functional

T(f) :==~(f) = G (). (1.29)
Our main result can be informally stated as follows: if the initial free boundary fy satisfies

inf,cga T (fo) > 0 and the initial localized part gy of the initial density is sufficiently small, then the
system (1.25)-(1.26) -(1.24) is locally well-posed. More pricisely,

Theorem 1.4. Let d > 1 and v € &, defined in Definition 1.2. Let s > % +%l and (fo,90) €
HS(RY) x H5(Qy,), where Qy, is defined by either (1.4) (infinite depth) or (1.5) (finite depth).
Assume that

inf T(fo)(z) > 2a > 0. (1.30)
z€RC

In the finite-depth case we also assume that b(x) = —H + bo(x) with H > 0 and by € HS+%(]Rd) such
that

inf (fo(w) = b(x)) > 20 >0, (1.31)

The the following assertions hold.

(i) (Existence and uniqueness) For all R > 0, there exist e(R) >0 and T'=T(R) > 0 such that if
| follmzs < R and ||go|| s < e(R) then the system (1.25)-(1.26)-(1.24) has a unique solution

(£.9) € (C(0,T), H*(R) N L2(0, T), H*H3 (R)) x L=([0,T), H () (1.32)

that satisfies

vt € [0,T7, xienéd T(ft)(x) =a

and in the finite depth case,

vVt €[0,T], inf f(t,x)—b(z)>0.
z€R?

Moreover, || fllco,m;ms) < 2R and there exists L(R) > 0 such that HfHLQ([o ML) < L(R).
(i) (Continuity of the flow) Let Fy : RY x J — Qy be the flattening map defined by (3.8) and
set §(t) = g(t) oS¢y, o = gooFsy- Then g € C([0,T); HS(R? x J)) and the solution map

(fO?gU) = (fvg)
Bps(0, R) x Bp(0,2(R)) — (C([0,T(R)]; H¥) 0 L2(0, T(R)}; H*2)) x C([0,T(R)}; H)
is continuous for any s’ < s. Moreover, there exists M = M(s,d) > 0 such that

19l cqo, 1715 R x )y < 2Me(R). (1.33)

Several remarks about Theorem 1.4 are in order.

(i) Positivity of the density. Theorem 1.4 is a well-posedness statement for the system (1.25)-(1.26)-
(1.24), where the sign of the total density p(z,y) = v(y) + g(z,y) need not be positive. On the other
hand, it is an immediate consequence of (1.33) that p is positive on [0, 7] if infg v > 0 and e(R) is
sufficiently small. Moreover, since « is only evaluated at the height y of points in the fluid domains,
it suffices to have ~ defined on (—o0o0,2AR)] in the infinite-depth case and on (—||b||f,2AR] in the
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finite-depth case, where A is the norm of the embedding H*(R?) < L>°(R%). In particular, in view
of Remark 1.3, 7 can be any C°°(R) function in the finite-depth case.
(i) The stability condition (1.30). When + is constant, we have 7 (f) = v(1—G|[f]f). It was proven

in [NP20, Proposition 4.3] that 1 — G[f]f > ¢y > 0 for all f € H¥(R?) with s > 1+ 2. Thus (1.30)
is automatically satisfied when v is constant. When v is non-constant and infg~y > 0, (1.30) is
satisfied at least in the following two instances:

e || follgs is sufficiently small compared to infr . This sufficient condition depends only
on fo and is a consequence of the estimate |[|G[f]T(f)|lgs—1 < C(|fllzs)|| fllzs, where
C =0C(s,d,v,0).

e 7/ > 0. See Lemma 4.2. We note that for the IPM equation (1.1) in R?, linearization around
p = 7(y) using the Biot-Savart law (1.2) gives

8tplin + ’Y/(y)UQ - 07 Uz = (_Az,y)ilagplin'

Since (—Az,) 102 is a negative operator, we expect that v(y) is linearly stable when
7' < —¢ < 0. In fact, it was proven in [Elgl7] that the linear stratified state vy(y) = —cy is
nonlinearly stable for the IPM equation in R2. The sufficient condition 7/ > 0 for (1.30) thus
appears to destabilize the density in large time. Nevertheless, since (—Am,y)_lag is of order
zero, the condition v/ > 0 would not affect the short time existence of the density.

(iii) The smallness condition on gyg. We shall establish the following paralinearization
GIfIT(f) = Tnf —Tv - Vf + Lot

where m(z,€) is a first-order symbol, and V' = V(x); both m and V depend on f. Under the
stability condition 7(f) > a > 0, m is elliptic and satisfies m(z,£) > a|¢|. The f-equation (1.25)
then becomes

Oif = =Tmf +Tv -V f—(N-S[flg+9)ls,, +lot.

When performing the H® energy estimate, the parabolic term —T,, yields a gain of % derivative, i.e.
feLrL?H s+%, while the transport term Ty - V f does not induce any loss of derivative. As a result,

all other terms on the right-hand side can be put in L?H s=3. In particular, since N contains V f
and S[f]g is at linear in g, we have

IN S0l et < CUNEN gl
In fact, the estimate (3.4) below shows that the f in H(S[f]g)|gf|]Hs_% also contributes to the

IIfIl ..1 norm on the right-hand side of the preceding estimate. Therefore, the smallness of g is
H*F2 )
required in order to close the energy estimate for f in L{CHS N LI H"3.

(iv) The regularity of f and g. In Section 1.3 we provide a heuristics assuming the regularity f € H®

and g € H" and explain how r = s > g + % is a natural condition as far as the energy method
is concerned. Here s > % + % =1+ % is the smallest Sobolev index needed to ensure that the

velocity field u is Lipschitz. On the other hand, since f € L?([0, T7; HS+%) C L*([0,T); C?), the free
boundary has bounded curvature for a.e. t € [0, 7.
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Remark 1.5. Given the quasilinear nature of the problem, we expect a stronger statement than
(it) to holds, namely that the flow is continuous as a map

Birs(0, R) x Bu+(0,2(R)) — (C([0, T(R)}; H*) N LA([0, T(R)}; H*+%)) x C([0, T(R)]; H)

but not uniformly continuous. The continuity would follow from an argument based on the strategy
used in [Ngul6] or [ABI*24]. However, we do not pursue this in order to keep the paper of reasonable
length.

Remark 1.6. Our proof of Theorem 1.4 can be modified to obtain the same result for the periodic
setting, namely f, b: T¢ — R.

1.3. Heuristics. Let us consider some initial data (fo,go) € HS(R?) N Hy ,(y,). Since the graphs
of fop and b constitute the boundary of Qs , we readily require the compatibility condition r — % <s,
and that at least b € H™ 3.

Assume that (f, g) is a solution of (1.25), (1.26) on [0,7]. Since (1.26) is a transport equation, we
expect that g € Lﬁ’f’HQy(Q #)- On the other hand, as explained above we expect the parabolicity
of the f-equation (1.25), provided the stability condition infga 7(f) > a > 0. Therefore, our goal
would be to close an a priori estimate for

HfHL%CH;mL%H;% and |gllzsemr -

1
From [ € L2TH;+2, for almost all ¢ 61 [0,T] we have f(t) € HS+%, we expect that S[f]g € L2TH§7y
provided s + % >r+ % and b € H""2. Indeed, this follows from a heuristic elliptic regularity for
(1.20) when we expect ¢(?) € H;Zl (Qy) for k=g € Hy ,(Qf). On the other hand, from the elliptic

1
regularity for (1.18), we expect G[f]T(f) € L Hyy? N L%H;;yy. Because s > r, it follows from (1.24)
that

u=~G[fIL(f) - S[flg — gey € LTHy,,.

- : : d+1
Then the transport equation (1.26) propagates the H" regularity of g provided that » > 1+ %3=. To
summarize we have imposed that

1
S2r>1+gg—. (1.34)

1

Next, closing the LF¥ H; N L%H;+5 regularity for (1.25) requires the forcing term (N -S[flg+g)[s;,

_1 _1
to be in L%H; *. Since g € L Hy, ,,, we have g[zf € L2TH; 2, thereby demanding r > s. Combining
this with (1.34) yields

3
= -+ = 1.35
s=r>5+5 (1.35)

1
and by € H;JrQ. This explains heuristically our regularity conditions in Theorem 1.4. All the above
regularity claims will be justified.
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1.4. Method of proof. Our work builds in part on the founding paradifferential methods of
[ABZ14] and can be viewed as an extension of [NP20] for the Muskat problem. In particular, we rely
on the paradifferential decomposition of the Dirichlet-Neumann operator obtained in [ABZ14, NP20].
However, since the density is non-constant, new difficulties arise, most of which stem from the fact
that the dynamics cannot be entirely recast on the free boundary as in the Muskat problem.

(i) A priori estimates. The main operators to be analyzed in (1.25)-(1.26) -(1.24) are the linear
operators G[f] and S[f] defined in (1.17), which are nonlinear and nonlocal with respect to the free
boundary f. We note that for the Muskat problem [NP20] only the normal trace N - G[f]|s, = G|[f]
appears in the equation. Here the propagation of the Hiy(Q ) regularity of g requires the full
H; () regularity of u, and hence of G[f[I'(f) and S[f]g. For the purpose of establishing closed a
priori estimates, we are thus led to proving Sobolev estimates for G[f]h and S[f]k in the entire fluid
domain Q. As a consequence of Theorem 3.1 below, we have

191wty < OO aey) (Bl gy + WA Vol ) (130

ISkl < OO caey) (Bl + 11y o 1 ¥ls) ) (1.37)

provided s > 3 + 4,7 > s~ 1 and |r| <s. Keeping | f| u= and ||h|| = as the low norms, we observe
that both (1.36) and (1.37) are linear with respect to the highest norms ”fHH“r% and HhHer%-

These estimates will be applied to h = I'(f) with 7 = s — & and r = s. The case r = s (satisfying the

2
condition [r] < s) then produces a linear factor of the dissipation norm || f ||H which is crucial in

s+% Y
1
closing the L°H> N L%H;+2 energy estimate for the first-order parabolic equation (1.25).

The estimates for G[f] and S[f] in Theorem 3.1 are consequences of sharp elliptic estimates obtained
in Proposition 3.16 for the problems (1.18) - (1.21). These estimates are tame with respect to the
Sobolev regularity of the domain and are of independent interest. For the proof of these estimates
we establish in Proposition 2.9 and Proposition 2.10 results on compositions of Sobolev functions
with Sobolev diffeomorphisms on domains.

(ii) Contraction estimates. Since g is defined on the f-dependent domain ¢, two solutions (f1, g1)
and (f2,g2) cannot be directly compared. By using diffeomorphisms §y, to pull the Qy back to
a fixed domain with flat boundary, we then can compare g := g1 0§y, and g2 := g2 0 §y,. This
requires contraction estimates for V(¢() o §¢) and V(p® o §¢) with respect to f, where o) are
solutions of (1.18) - (1.21). These will be proven in Proposition 5.1.

(iii) Construction of solutions. Since the Muskat problem is recast in terms of f defined on R?, the
construction of solutions follows easily from a priori and contraction estimates via the vanishing
viscosity limit eAf. Here g satisfies the transport equation (1.26) posed in the domain Q. Hence, a
similar regularization for g is inapplicable due to the lack of boundary conditions. We will devise an
iterative scheme to construct approximate bona fide solutions (f,, gn), where f,, solves a nonlinear
Muskat-type equation and g, solves a linear transport equation. The transport velocity of the
Jn-equation is carefully designed so that on one hand it is tangent to the boundary so as to facilitate
the existence of g, and on the other hand it decouples the equations for f,, and §,. This scheme is
intricate, and we refer to the introduction of Section 6 for an exposition.
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1.5. Organization of the paper. In section Section 2 we recall results on the Dirichlet-Neumann
operator obtained in [ABZ14, NP20], results on parabolic and transport estimates, and state results
on compositions of Sobolev functions, the proof of which is postponed to Appendix D. Then, in
Section 3 we state and prove our main Sobolev estimates for the operators G[f] and S[f]. Equipped
with these estimates, we derive a priori bounds for solutions in Section 4. Section 5 is devoted to
the proof of contraction estimates for G[f], S[f], and then for solutions. In Section 6 we devise an
iterative scheme to construct a unique solution, proving Theorem 1.4. Appendix A provides a quick
reminder on paradifferential tools used in this paper. Appendix B and Appendix C recall results
about extension operators for minimally smooth domains and some classical interpolation facts.
Finally, Appendix E provides sufficient conditions for the class & of density stratification profiles
considered in Theorem 1.4.

Acknowledgements. Part of this work has been completed while the first author was a Novikov
postdoc at the University of Maryland. The work of HQN was partially supported by NSF grant
DMS-22.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation.

N=1{0,1,2,...}.

e The ball of radius r centered at z in a normed space X is denoted by Bx(z,r). If X is the
Euclidean space, we simply write B(z, ).

e A < Bmeans A < CB for some positive constant C. When we want to stress the dependence
of the constant on a parameter X, we write A < C'(X)B as much as possible. When X >0
and C is locally bounded, upon replacing C(X) with supg<y<x C(Y), we can assume that
C is increasing. -

e For s € R we write |s| for the greatest integer smaller or equal to s, and [s] for the smallest
integer greater than s.

e The Jacobian matrix Vf of f: RY — RN is (Vf);; = 0;f;, so that V(f og) = (Vfog)Vg
for g : RV — RY,

e We refer to Appendix A for the definitions of the paradifferential symbol classes I'], the

symbol semi-norm Mg”(a), and the paradifferential operator T},.

Next, we fix notation for function spaces.

e We sometimes use the shorthand LZ.Z for the Bochner space LF([0,T], Z).

e For k € N, Cf denotes the space of functions with continuous and bounded derivatives up to
order of k.

e Zygmund spaces are denoted by C$(R™Y).

e Let Q C RY is an open set, and p € [1,00]. For m € N, let W™P(Q) be the usual Sobolev
space

WmP(Q) ={ue LP(Q): 0% € LP(Q) V]a| <m},

endowed with the norm

lullwmo) == D 110%ullo(e)-

laj<m
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For s = (1 — 0)my + #my with m; € N and 6 € (0,1), we define

WoP(Q) = (W™P(Q), me(sz))s’p. (2.1)
We denote H®(Q) = W2(Q).

If Q is a minimally smooth domain, then we have the the following equivalent norm for
WsP(Q) when s =m + p with m € N and p € (0,1):

[ullwsr ) = llullwme@) + Z |0%u|wiwp ()

|a|=m

1
v(x)—v P D .
= O )} <

essupw,yegw;éy% if p = o0.

(2.2)

We refer to Proposition B.6 for the justification of this norm equivalence on minimally smooth
domains, whose definition is given in Definition B.1.
When s ¢ N, W5P(R"Y) coincides with the Besov space BISLP(RN ). See [BCD11, Theorem

2.36]. On the other hand, for all s > 0, W%2(R") coincides with the Sobolev space

HSRY) = {u € L*(RY): /RN(l +EP)ae))”? < oo} (2.3)

endowed with the equivalent norm

il = ( [, 0+ TR

See [BCD11, Proposition 1.59]. The definition (2.3) extends to H5(RY) for all s € R.
e For the time dependent fluid domain 2, if g(-, ) is defined on Q) for a.e. ¢ € [0,T7], we
say that g € L>([0, T]; WP (S (,y)) if the form
191l Loe (o, 11;Wsr (924y)) = essuPsefo 9 D) lwsm ()
if finite.

2.2. The Dirichlet-Neumann operator. The Dirichlet-Neumann operator being essential in the
analysis of (1.25), we will need the following results on the boundedness, paralinearization, and
contraction estimates.

Theorem 2.1 ([ABZ14, NP20]). Letd>1,s>1+ 4 and o € [3,5].

(i) [ABZ14, Theorem 3.12] If f € H(R%) and h € H°(R%), then G[f]h € H°~(R?) and

IGLfIRl o= < F([ Sz |2l o (2.4)
where F : Ry — Ry is non-decreasing and depends only on (d,s,o) in the infinite depth case
and also on (9, ||Vb| L) in the finite depth case.

(ii) [NP20, Theorem 3.18] Let § € (0, 1] satisfy 6 <s—9—1. If f € HS+%_5(Rd) and h € H?(RY),
then we have
G[flh =T\ipy(h —Tpf) —Tv - Vf + R[f]h (2.5)

where

Af)(,€) = (1 + V(@) )2 = (Tf(x) - )2, (2.6)
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Vf-Vh+G[f]h
V=Vh—BVf B= :
/ 1+ |Vf|?

(2.7)

and the remainder operator R[f] satisfies

IRIAIA ooy < FUFes) A org-s) 1ol 2o (2.8)

2

where F : Ry — Ry is non-decreasing and depends only on (d,s,o,d) in the infinite depth case
and also on (9, ||Vb||L=) in the finite depth case.

We note that by Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality, A[f] is an elliptic symbol: for all (z,¢) € R? x R?
there holds

ALz, ) = [¢]. (2.9)

To obtain contraction estimates we will also use the following results.

Theorem 2.2. [NP20] Letd > 1,5 > 1+ and § € (0, 1] be such that § < s—1—93. Let h € H*(R?)
and also fi, fo € H5(R?).

(i) [NP20, Theorem 3.24] For any o € [% + 6, 5], we have
Glfilh = Glfolh = =Th\p1B, (f1 — f2) — Tv, - V(f1 — f2) + Ryl f1, folh (2.10)

where

I Rs[f1s folhll ro—1 < F(ICFrs f)ll) 1 f1 — foll gro—s 1Bl s (2.11)

and F : Ry — Ry is a non-decreasing function depending only on (d,s,o,0) in the infinite
depth case and also on (9, ||Vb|| 1) in the finite depth case.
(ii) [NP20, Corollary 3.25] For any o € [%,s], we have

1GLALL = Glfalhl e < CUIC 1 f) L)Ly = foll e 7] s, (2.12)
where F : Ry — Ry is a non-decreasing function depending only on (d,s,o) in the infinite

depth case and also on (9, ||Vb| 1) in the finite depth case.

2.3. Elliptic, parabolic, and transport estimates. We define the following homogeneous Sobolev
spaces
H(RY) = {f € §'RY) N Li,o(RY) : [D|7 f € L*(RY)}/ R, (2.13)
HY(RY) = {f € SRY)NLE(RY) : Ve H IR}/ R, (2.14)
which are endowed with their natural norms.

We start with variational estimates for the elliptic problems (1.18) and (1.20).
Lemma 2.3. Assume that f € WH(R?) and b € W (R%).

(i) Set W = H%(}Rd) in the infinite depth and W = Hl’%(Rd) in the finite depth. If h € W, then
there exists a unique variational solution ¢\ € H'(Qy) to (1.18)-(1.19) such that

V262, < FUV =) 1 bllw, (2.15)

where F : Ry — Ry is non-decreasing, and depends on d, and also on (9, ||Vb||r=) in the finite
depth case. Moreover, in the finite-depth case, if h € H%(Rd) then

1611 () < FUIV £llzoo) 1] (2.16)

H3 (RY)'
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(i) If k € L*(Qy), then there exists a unique variational solution 2 € H(Qy) to (1.20)-(1.21)

such that
V2P l120,) < 1Kl 220 (2.17)
Moreover, in the finite-depth case there holds
16211 L20y) < If = bllpoe ey 1046 Nl 22(0)- (2.18)

Proof. Part (i) was proven in [NP20, Propositions 3.4 and 3.6]. As for (ii), existence and uniqueness
follows from a similar argument, so we only focus on proving (2.17). We only provide computations
assuming smoothness of ¢o. Let us integrate by parts as follows, using the boundary conditions for
#?, so that we find

o ¢ (—Ayyo?) = /Qf Ve _Ad(¢(2)8y¢(2))(x,b(x)) 1+ |Vb(z)[2dz
= 22 _ (2)
/Qf V™| /Rd(¢ E)(z,b(z))dz.

On the other hand, using Fubini’s theorem we find

/ ¢(2)3 k‘—/ / 6 k)(z,y)dydz
R4 Jb(z)

Lol <8y¢(”k><w’y>dydw—Ad<¢<z>k><x,b<x>>dx,

where we have used ¢ (z, f(x)) = 0. Using —Ax,yqb@) = Oyk and the preceding formulas, we deduce
V206 ®lam,) = = [ 9,69k < 10,62l 20 Ikl 2y
f

which in turn implies (2.17). Finally, since ¢® =0 on {y = f(z)}, (2.18) is the Poincaré inequality
for the finite-depth domain €. O

Remark 2.4. Note that as Hz < W, (7) implies

IVeydillzz@y < CUVFILlR] 3 go- (2.19)
Estimates for first-oder parabolic equations are stated in the following spaces:
X(I) = CI, H°(RY) 0 L3(I, HO V2 (RY)),
(I) ( (RY) N LZ( (RY)) (2.20)

YO(I) = LY(I, HO(RY) + L2(1, HT~2 (RY)),
endowed with their natural norms.

Proposition 2.5 (Proposition 2.18 in [ABZ14] and Proposition 3.2 in [WZ17]). Let0 < p < 1, 0 € R,
I=[2,z1] CRandpe I‘})(IXRd) such that there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all (z,2,€) € I xR x R4
there holds Rep(z,x,§) > clé|. Then for any f € Y?(I) and any wy € H? there exists a unique
solution w € X°(I) to

w+Tyw = f in I x RY

w(0,z) = wole) forzeRL (2.21)
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Moreover, w obeys the bound

lwllxery < FORE) (Ifllyo ) + lwollae + Tl ) (2.22)
where F : Ry — Ry is a non-decreasing function depending only on (d, o, p).

Remark 2.6. In order to obtain results for the infinite-depth case, a crucial point for us is that the
constant F in (2.22) does not depend on the interval I. In [ABZ14, Proposition 2.18], the constant
F depends on |I|, and this dependence was dropped in [WZ17, Proposition 3.2], in which the authors
prove (2.22) in the stronger setting of Chermin-Lerner spaces.

For the proof of Theorem 1.4, we will reduce (1.25) to an equation of the form
of+Tuf+Ty-Vf=F, (2.23)

where U = U(z,t), and a(z, &, t) are time-dependent paradifferential symbols. Energy estimates for
(2.23) are based on the following lemma.

Lemma 2.7. Assume that for some 6 € (0,1) and a > 0, we have U € L>([0,T], W%>®(R%))
and that a(t,z,€) € L>([0,T),T}) is such that for all z,& € RY there holds Rea(z,£) > al¢| > 0.

Assume that F € LQ([O,T],HS_%(R”I)) for some s € R and assume that f € C([0,T], H*(R%)) N
L2([0,T],Hs+%(Rd)) is a solution of (2.23). Then there exists function C' : R3 — Ry depending
only on (9,d), non-decreasing in each variable and such that for allt € (0,T) there holds

1d 1 )

- t

14 IO, o

+ (U gswoes lall ge sz, @) LF )11z + IF O ey IF O ey

IFO7 < -
C(HUHL%JW&OO, HGHL;OM;, a)

Proof. Set fs = (D,)°f and Fy = (D,)°F. By commuting (2.23) with (D,)®, using symbolic calculus
for paradifferential operators given in Theorem A.10, and performing an L? estimate, one can show
that

1d

2dt
where C' = C(HUHL%oWa,oo, HaHL%oMg, a). A detailed proof of (2.25) can be found in [NP20, Section
4.1.3]. By interpolation, there is § = 6(8) € (0,1) such that

6 —0
TR AP FA TA T

1
1032 < =Bl g + Ol g 1ol s + U5l g IFl o ys O<E<T,  (225)

Thus applying Young’s inequality, we obtain (with a different constant C)
1d
2dt

This yields (2.24). O

1
15l < =22y + A3 + 1B, 41l 0<t<T,

The next theorem concerns well-posedness and regularity estimates for linear transport equations in
domains.
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Theorem 2.8. Let U C RN be a minimaly smooth domain with constants (v, K, M). Let o > 1,
ho € H°(U), F € L'([0,T); H°(U)), and v € LP([0,T); L*>(U)) for some p > 1, and

Vv e LN[0, T, H2 M) N L®WU)) ifo <1+ g (2.26)

Voo € L0, T Ho-\U)) ifo > 1+ % (2.27)

Assume that v-n =0 on OU, where n is the outward unit normal vector to OU. Then the transport
equation

Oh+v-Vh=F inlUx(0,T), hli=o=ho (2.28)
has a solution h € C([0,T]; H°(U)) which satisfies

Al o1, He @y <M (HhOHHU(u) + ||FHL1([O,T];HU(L{))> exp(MVr)), (2.29)
where M = M(o, N, ¢, K, M), and

- N
Vi = {Hvxv‘Ll([O,T];Hg(u)ﬁLOO(L{)) ifo<l+s, (2.30)

va'UHLl([O’T];Hafl(u)) ifU > 1+ %

Moreover, h is the unique solution in C([0,T]; H'(U)).

Proof. Let € be the Sobolev extension operator for U, as given in Theorem B.2. Let v = €v, F =C¢F,
ho = €hg, and k be the solution of the transport problem

Ok +0-Vk=F, kl—o=ho, (x,t)eRY x(0,T). (2.31)
By virtue of [BCD11, Theorem 3.19] on the solvability of transport equations on RV, (2.31) has a
unique solution k € C([0, T|; H° (RY)) which satisfies

&1l oo (0,77 7 RNy < (HﬁoHHo(RN) + HFHLl([O,T];HU(RN))) exp(MV7)), (2.32)

where M depends only on (o, N), and V7 is defined as in (2.30) but for # in place of v and RY in place
of U. Then, h := k|y is a solution of (2.28). Moreover, it follows from (2.32) and the continuity of €
that h satisfies (2.29) for a new M = M(o, N, ¢, K, M'). Note that o > 0 suffices for the above proof.

To prove the uniqueness, assume that hy and hy are solutions of (2.28) in C([0,T]; H(i)). Then,
f := h1 — ho satisfies

8tf+va:0 iHUX(O,T), f|t:0:O-

Since v is tangent to U and f € C([0,T]; H'(U)), we can justify the following identity obtained
using integrations by parts:

5%/u’f| dr = 2/udlvv|f| dx.

Since Vv € LY([0,T]; L°°(U)), Grénwall’s lemma implies that f = 0, and thus hy = ha. O
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2.4. Compositions and inverses of Sobolev diffeomorphisms. The following propositions
concerning diffeomorphisms in RY with Sobolev regularity will be applied frequently in order to
convert regularity estimates from the fluid domain € to its flattened version and vice-versa. These
independent results will be proven in Appendix D.

Proposition 2.9. Let N > 2, 0 >0, and U C RN be a minimally smooth domain. Assume that
e =id+y : U — Q is a Lipschitz diffeomorphism such that |det V| > ¢ > 0 and ¢ € H°(U).
Then for any F' € H?(Q,R) with VF € L>®(U), there holds

IF o @llmew < C (IVellew) (1Fla@ + IVFle@llmea) (2.33)

where C': Ry — Ry is non-decreasing and depends only on (N, o, cq,t, K, M).

Proposition 2.10. Let N > 2,0 > 1 and Q, U C RN be minimally smooth domains. Let
e =id+¢ : U — Q be a Lipschitz diffeomorphism such that |det V| > ¢o > 0 and ¢ € H°(U).
Then there holds

le™ —id lge () < CUVYI oo @) 1| 2o o) (2.34)

where C' : Ry — Ry is non-decreasing and depends only on (N, o,cq,t, K, M).

2.5. Elliptic regularity in Sobolev domains. In the finite-depth case, we will utilize the following
Sobolev regularity result for the Neumann problem. The case of integer regularity can be found in
[CS17, Corollary 3.8]. Here we provide a self-contained proof for non-integer regularity.

Proposition 2.11. Let Q ¢ RY be C°° bounded domain, N > 2. We denote by v the unit exterior
normal to 0. Let s > %, A= (AF)<jpen € RN and a = (a/%)1<j r<n a matriz with H5()
coefficients. We assume that A is positive definite, i.e. there exists A > 0 such that

ATRe 6, > NEP Ve e RY,

Then there exists g = £o(\, sup1<”<N |AY],5,90) > 0 such that for |la|| ) < €0 the following
holds. For all (F,g) € H*71(Q) x Hsf’(aQ) satisfying [q F + [509 =0, the ellzptzc problem

—div((A+a)Vy)=F in Q (2.35)
(A+a)Vy)-v=g on 09, .
has a unique solution with mean zero which satisfies
il < OO s 147 a9 (IF sy + Mol gy ) - (230)

Proof. 1. Let F € H*1(Q) and g € H*3 2(09) with integer k > 1 such that [, F' + [, § = 0. Since
A is a positive constant matrix, by the classical regularity for the Neumann problem, the unique
mean-zero weak solution to

(2.37)

—div(AVy) = F in Q
(AVY)-v=g on 09

satisfies

[¥lasssiy < CO s 1491k 9) (1 eosi + 130004 )
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Then linear interpolation yields

Dl sy < CA, sup  |A9],5,9) (IIFHHS 1) + 14l
1<i,5<N

.Y 89)) s> 1. (2.38)

Let us detail this interpolation procedure. Consider s +1 = (1 — 0)k + 6(k + 1) for 0 € (0,1)
and N 3 k > 2. Then the real interpolation space (H*(Q), H**1(Q))go is H5T1(2), and simiarly
(HF=2(Q) x HF2(0Q), H*1(Q) x H*"2(0Q))g., = H*~1(Q) x H*~2(09). In order to view (2.38)
as a continuity bound of the linear operator \I! : (F ,g) — 1 between Sobolev spaces, note that
since a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of ¢ is that [, F+ J50 9 =0, and that

uniqueness for ¢ holds provided we impose [, ¥ = 0. We obtain that the operator ¥ is a well-defined
continuous operator

(HY(Q) x H2(0Q)) N € — HT2(Q) N F,
for £ € {k — 2,k — 1}, where we have introduced the subspace & = ker(T1 id) with T1(F,§) =
(F = Q7 (Jo F + [50,8), §) and similarly F = ker(T% — id) with T5(F) = F' — |Q|~! |, F'. Note that
T]Z = Tj. It follows that ¥ is continuous

((HF2(Q) x HY3(00)) n €, (HM 1 (@) x B 2(00)n €)= (HR@QNF B nF)

)

and (2.38) follows from statements of the form (Xo N F, X1 NF)p2 = (Xo, X1)p2 NF which are
stated in Lemma C.4.
2. Suppose that s > & and (F,g) € HS_I(Q) x H%™ (89) satisfy [ F' + [509 = 0. We consider

llal|Loe (@) < €1 small enough so that A+a > 31y. By the density of C*°() in H*((2), we can choose
sequences {an tn>1, {Fn}n>1 and {gn}n>1 of Smooth functions such that a,, — a in H¥(Q), F,, — F

in H5~1(Q) and g, — g in H*"2(09). Set m,, = ﬁ (Jq Fn + [50 9n)-
For each n, let 1,, be the smooth solution to the Neumann problem

{— div((A + a,)Ve) = F, in Q
((

2.39
A+ an)V)-v=g, —m, on ON. ( )

Clearly 9, = V(E,, §,) with
Ey = Fp +div(an V),  Gn = gn — Mn — anViby, - 1.
Hence, the estimate (2.38) for ¥ gives

lnlliesy < CO sup |A9],5,9) (nanHu 4 gl
1<i,j<N

2 ao)>

Since s > % and v is smooth, invoking the trace inequality yields

el st2(0) < € (1 + llgal 1Pl 10 + lan Vet ()

577 2(09Q)

< C’(mn + (||l + ([ Full mrs—1(0) + llall Loo @) IVnll gs0) + ||a||Hs(o)||V¢nHLoc,(o)>

(2.40)
where C'= C(\, sup;<; j<n |AY],5,9Q). Since s > %, for some § > 0 small enough there holds

IVOnlloe) S NIVEnllirs-sq) < nllVinllas@) + CollVibnllL2(0), (2.41)

Hg_7 (092)
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for all n > 0, where C, depends only on (7,d,s,d). It follows from (2.40) and (2.41) that if
llall Lo () < €0 := min(eq, %) then

+ HV%HB(Q)),

where C' = C'(\, supy<; j<n |A%], 5,9, ||a]| gs(q)) can be larger than the previous C' if needed. Com-
bining this with the variational estimate

[nll ) < COO)UFnllL2) + [lgn —

1) < © (- 110 + 90l oy

),

mall -3 (59)
we obtain

lnllzrssse < O(1Fullir=1@) + 90l o g g )- (2.42)

Thus the sequence {1,,} is bounded in H5"1(Q). Since Q is bounded, upon extracting a subsequence
we can assume that 1, converges to some ¥, weakly in H571(Q) and strongly in H*(f2). The strong
convergence in H* implies that m,, — 0 and allows us to pass to the limit in the weak formulation of
(2.39), proving that 1, is a weak solution of (2.35). By uniqueness of weak solutions, we conclude
that ¢ = ¢, € HT1(Q). Finally, the estimate (2.36) is obtained by passing to the limit in (2.42)
and using the lower semicontinuity of the weak convergence in H5*1(2). O

3. BOUNDS ON THE OPERATORS G AND S

In this section we establish sharp Sobolev estimates for the operators S[f]h and G[f]h. The estimates
are linear with respect to the highest order derivatives of the boundary function f and the inputs h
and k. In the finite-depth case, we always assume that

inf (f(xz)—0b(x))>0>0, (3.1)
r€R4
where
b(x) =—H +bo(x), H >0. (3.2)
This section is devoted to the following independent result.

Theorem 3.1. Let d > 1 and 5,7 € R such that s > 1+ %, r >s— 1% and |r] <s. The following
estimates hold provided their right-hand sides are finite:

16Ul @) < CUF ) (I iy + 11y Bl ) (33)

ISUEl @) < CUF ) (el + 11y (6] oy + [ VEL=)), (3.4)
where C : Ry — Ry is a non-decreasing function, depending only on (d,s,r) and in the finite-depth
case also on 0 and ||bo||gs. In the latter case HfHH”'% should also be replaced with Hf”H”'% +

[1boll

HT‘+2 |

HHE
Using Theorem 3.1 and the embedding H*(Qf) < W1*°(Q) when s > %—I— g, we obtain the following
estimates for the fluid velocity.

Corollary 3.2. For s > % + % and u given by (1.24), we have

lullas < CALFs) (11 erg + @ 11Nl ) (35)
3 S CUFNee) F e + lglls) (3.6)

el ,
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In order to prove Theorem 3.1, we follow the classical strategy of straightening the free boundary.

3.1. Straightening of the free boundary. Let

_ {(oo, 0) for infinite depth, (3.7)
(—1,0) for finite depth.
We straighten the fluid domain € using the change of variables
FrREX T = Qp, Fi(w,2) = (z,0(z, 2)), (3.8)
where
2+ e5Z<Dz>f(x) for infinite depth,
o, 2) = {(z + 1)ed2Pe) f(a) — 2e=0EDDedpg () + 2H  for finite depth (39)

with § > 0 satisfying the smallness condition (3.10) in the following lemma. We note that p(x,0) =
f(z).

Lemma 3.3. (i) Let s > 1+ 2, and f,by € H(R?). There exists a constant K > 0 depending
only on (d,s) such that for
(K| fllgs + 1)1 for infinite depth,
{D(KHfHHs + K||bol| s + 1)71 for finite depth, (3.10)
Sy is a Lipschitz diffeomorphism, and
VS B o
20 2 3
(ii) For any o € R, there exists C = C(d,0,6) > 0 such that
1020~ 1,V20)lxe() < Cllflligoss  for infinite depth, (3.12)
00— H,Va0)xe i < Cllillgrss + Cllollmwes or inite depth. (3.13)
For any o € R and j > 2, there exists C = C(d,0,7,0) > 0 such that
vac,zQHXU(J) < O\ fllgots+r  for infinite depth, (3.14)
94, cell o) < Cllfllgrwssss + Cllbollgors for finite depth (3.15)
(iii) For any o > 0, there exists C = C(d,0,0) > 0 such that
o — 2l o max.yy < C||f||H07% for infinite depth, (3.16)
lo — Hz| pgo@axsy < CHfHHF% + 0”170”le for finite depth. (3.17)

Proof. (i) In the infinite-depth case, we have
d.0(x,2) = 14 6e P20 (D) f (). (3.18)
For some constant C' = C(d, s) > 0 independent of § € (0, 1) we have
e2*¢P=)(D o) fll Lo (g.ms—1) + Heéz<Dz>foL°°(.];H5*1) < C|f | as-

Then the Sobolev embedding H5~'(R?) ¢ L*®(R%) yields

K
1€7* P21 (D) £l oo () < 5 I fllas,
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where K = K(d,s). Therefore, if § < (K||f||zs +1)~! then 1020 = 1| Lo (rax.sy < 3 and thus 9.0 > 1.
In the finite depth case, we have
Dz0(x,2) = 0(z + 1)e™ (D) f () + 62¢ 7DD, )by ()
+ e Da) f(z) — e OGN Dady (1) 4+ H
= 6(z + 1) PUD,) f(2) + 62¢ 2 ETVP (D)oo (2) + (7P f(x) — f(x))
— (7= PIbo(2) — bo(w)) + f(2) — bo(x) + H.

(3.19)

Using the mean-value theorem, we obtain

1
d.0(x,2) = 6(z + 1)e®* P2l (D,) f(z) + 62e 0DV (D Vbo(2) + 62 / D)D) f(z)dr
0

+0(z+1) /0 L tr(e+)(D.) (Dy)bo(z)dT + f(z) — b(z).

Since f —b >0, for 6 € (0,1) it follows that
K
0z0 20 = 0 (I f 1= + b0l ), K = K(d,s).

Choosing § < (K || f||ms + K||bol| s + 1)71, we obtain (3.11). It follows that § is a Lipschitz local

diffeomorphism. Moreover, (3.11) shows that §; is one to one, therefore a global diffeomorphism on

its image. The claim follows as p(z,z) — —oo in the infinite depth case, and p(z, —1) = b(z) in
z oo

the finite depth case. B
(ii) It suffices to use (3.18), the first equality in (3.19), and the estimate

1€9*P)h| o sy < C(d, 0, 8)||h]| e, o €R. (3.20)

(iii) The estimates (3.16) and (3.17) are a consequence of

1e”* PR o ey < C(d, 0, 8) A 0 o > 0. (3.21)

bry 77
Clearly (3.21) holds for ¢ = 0, and by interpolation it suffices to prove it for ¢ € N. For any
0 < j < o, we have dIVI7ed%Pa)p = §7¢92P=) (D, )1V~ h, whence

102V 5P h| o gy S KDY VIR SR 0y O

We have the following chain rule

_ Iq Odxi
(Vayg) 08 = Var(goFp)(VE) ™! = Vaslg 0 Fy) [—Z“”Q alX ] ’ (3.22)
20 20
where V0 is a row matrix. Consequently
8,2@(-%'7 Z)(Am,yg) © %f(.%’, Z) = diVa;’Z(AV'U)(CC, Z)
with
0.0l4 _szT
[—vx o LY=ol (3:23)
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Let ¢ be either the solution ¢(M) to (1.18) or ¢ to (1.20), and set
v(z,2) = (po§y)(x,2). (3.24)

Then v satisfies

. 0 for (1.18),
div, . (AVv) = 3.25
Vo (AVY) {—@g(ayk;) oFy for (1.20). (8.25)
For sufficiently smooth solutions, we can expand (3.25) and deduce that v satisfies
(02 +aly +B-VO, =y )w=Fy, (x,2)eRIxI, (3.26)
v(,0) = ((z), @z €R?, '
where (0.0 5
= _ =2 =— (07 Ay -Vz0.0) .
T4 [VaolP p T+ Vool 629( 0+ a0+ f .Q)
and
(. Fy) (h,0) for (1.18), (3.27)
y L'0) = 8,0)> .
(0, 2520 (9,k) 0 Ff)  for (1.20).
Estimates for the coefficients («, 3,) in X7 are given in the next lemma.
Lemma 3.4. Let s > & + 1 and o0 > 0. In the infinite-depth case there holds
lov = 1l xo J) +18lxoy < CUS M) fll o+, (3.28)
7l go-3, (HfHHb)||f||Ha+g; (3.29)
and in the finite-depth case there holds
llov = H? || o gy + 1Bllxo(y < CUL M=) (1l zzsr + boll o) (3.30)
Il go-s gy < O (11 o + NEoll g ) - (3.31)

where C' : Ry — Ry is a non-decreasing function, only depending on (d,s,o), and also d and ||bo|| ms
in the finite-depth case.

Proof. We will only provide the proof for the infinite-depth case. We have a — 1 = G(VQ), where
Vo= (Vz0,0.0—1) and G is some smooth function satisfying G(0) = 0. Then Theorem A.3 implies

oo = 1| xo(s) < C(HVQHLOO(Jde))”VQHXU 7)s (3.32)

and it suffices to use (3.12) and the Sobolev embedding H571(RY) < L*(R?) for s > 1 + 4. The
estimate for 5 can be proven along the same lines.

As for ~, we use (A.3) and (A.4) to have

a
oty (15 ity + 14 g e 192 el oy
a
+ (g, = Ura g+, \|XU+Q(J))Hvx,z@um;ﬂs-a)j
where we have used that (s — 1) + (o — 3) > s — 2 > 0. Then we conclude using the estimates
o B
15,5 = ey + 52l < CUF ), HVMQHXgﬁ 5y S eeg
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o B
Ia5 = Uorton T lgglkort gy < CUAEIIA oy

which follow fromTheorem A.3 and Lemma 3.3 (ii). O

Next, we provide estimates for z-derivatives of («, 3, 7).

Lemma 3.5. Let s > 1+ %l.
(i) Consider j € N and o > 0. In the infinite-depth case, we have

102 = Dl o gy + 10281 o @y < CUFNE)IAN osseg s (3.33)

102 10 ey < CUFNEINF N yossas (3.34)
and if moreover j < s then
182 (e = V)l oo ey + 18281 oo (gary < CULF Nrzs) | f | oo (3.35)

Here C : Ry — Ry is non-decreasing and depends only on (d,s,o,j). In the finite-depth case, C
also depends on ® and ||b||prs, o — 1 should be replaced with o — H?, and the || f| go+v norms on the
right-hand sides should be replaced with || f||go+v + ||bol| gro+v -

(ii) If j € N and o € R satisfy
c+1>0, o+s—1>0, andj<s—1, (3.36)
then for q € {2,00} we have

10230 a(zszrey < CUF )L orsia-s +a), (3.37)

where a = 0 in the infinite-depth case and a = HbOHHo+j+2—% in the finite-depth case.

Remark 3.6. Estimates (3.29) and (3.31) are special cases of (3.36).

Proof. We will only consider the infinite-depth case.
(i) Since @ — 1 and (8 have the same regularity, we will only provide the proof for o — 1.

1. We write as in the proof of Lemma 3.4 that o — 1 = G(@Q), where Vo = (Vz0,0,0—1) and G
is a smooth function satisfying G(0) = 0. Since o > 0, Theorem A.3 implies

102(c = Dz, < IG(VO)l yors < CUIVellLz) Vel ot
Then we use (3.12) together with the Sobolev embedding H5~!(R?) < L*°(R?), and (3.16) to deduce
IVellizz, Slfllas,  IVellag. SNl oy
It follows that
102(a = Dllag. < CUSNEIN jorses
as claimed in (3.33).
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2. We turn to the proof of (3.34). From the definition of v, it suffices to estimate the typical term
2 (( 5op — 1)A;0). The product rule in Theorem B.3 gives

e o
1025 ~ DAz, < (G~ Dsel e
. o
S 155 = Dl 80l gt + 18slir 5= = Uy
where % + 1% = 1 and p/ < co. Combining the estimates (3.12), (3.28), and (3.16), we deduce
o a
IGg,, = D= =g, = Dllzen— < CUIFllae), - 1Azellgges S 1Al oy
z z ?
We choose ,
tog-mh e-gas
_ - 3 o dtl
p=00 1fs—§>3T,d 1
: _ d+
2<p<oo ifs—5="5=.
; d~ 3 s—3 ot o+ d+1 -
Then, since s > 1+ § > 5 > 0, we have Hy.* < L%, Hy - — W77, and = <1 in all
cases. Hence, invoking (3.16) and (3.28) yields
a a
|18zellerlig— = Uiyerir S HAJ:QHH;;% 155 = Mgz < CUFNEIAN yorseg-

This completes the proof of (3.34).
3. Assuming now that j <'s, we prove (3.35). We prove by induction on j > 0 that for all smooth
functions G satisfying G(0) = 0 and o > 0 there holds
102G (Vo)llzere < CUFNm) I f ot

The base case j = 0 follows from Theorem A.3 (i) and (3.12). Assume the assertion holds up to
j—1,5>1. We have

j—1

0LG(Vo) = 871 (0:VoG' (Vo)) = G'(0)81V o+ ) e ;05T V001G (Vo) — G'(0)),

k=0
Let us write H = G’ — G’(0), which is a smooth function satisfying H(0) = 0. Since j > 1, (3.14)
implies

100V ellzerre S || fll proisr

To estimate 01V I~ 1=*H (V) for k € {0,...,j — 1}, we use (A.3) and (A.4):

|05V 00 M H (V)| Lo e S ||a§+1VQHL§°HS—’“—2HagilikH(vg)HLgoH”*‘k“
+ HaerlVQHLgOHHJ‘—l—kHagflka(VQ)”LgOHs—Hk-

This application is justified because

d
c<o+k+1, oc<o+j—1—-k, ands>1+§.
By (3.14),

HaerlVQHLgom—k—Q S e, HafHVQHLgCHUH—I—k Sl goa
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Sincej—1—-k<j—1,0+k+1>0,and s—j+k >s—j >0, the induction hypothesis implies
102 H(Vo)ll oo proenss < CUS ) fllszrsass, 102 FH(V o) po prosor < C(Ifllzze)-

Combining the above estimates yields (3.35).
(ii) For the proof of (3.37), from the definition of 7 we have
, . L«
075 tre) < 102V olacramm + 02 (5 = Dce)
z
(50 %:) (g =172
0| =— - V.0 | (=——-1)0
z(azg z0z0 z (azQ )0z 0

Consider ¢ € {2,00}. It follows from Lemma 3.3 (ii) that [|0JV2 ol pa(s:me) S HfHHa+j+27%- Since

LI(J;H?)

_|_
La(J;H?)

n ‘ (3.38)

La(J;H?)

the last three terms on the right-hand side of (3.38) can be estimated along the same lines, we will
provide the control of the a-term

ok~ ol an ke o)
9z0 La(J;H)

To this end, we use Bony’s decomposition together with (A.3) and (A.4):

a - a -

10 = D0 Astlizrre S 10850 = Dl isoos 102 Bl s
4 z
k(X _ , 9k .
+ z(a 0 Dl pa gro+i—k+1]|02 20| oo pr—sts—2
4

The preceding applications are justified because
c<o+k, 0<o+j—k+1, and (-k+s—1)+(c+k)=0+s—1>0

by means of (3.36). Since —k+s—1>s—1—j>0ando+j—k+1>0+12>0 by (3.36), it
follows from (3.35) that

105 = Dlzgop-ssec < CUUS ). 105G = Dllzaszoss-ser < OO ooy
On the other hand, by Lemma 3.3 (ii),
1027 Aol parron SN orsints 1027 Aatll oo rmssz S 1 fll e
Putting the above estimates together we conclude the proof of (3.37). O

Finally, the forcing term Fj in (3.26) is controlled by means of following lemma.
Lemma 3.7. Let s> 1+ g and o > 1. Then we have
1ol e raasy < O (£ ooy (IRl g + IVR) + k=), (3:39)

where C : Ry — Ry is non-decreasing and depends only on (d, s, o) in the infinite depth and also
depends on 0 and ||bo||gs. Also, occurences of || f|| e should be replaced with || f|| ge + ||bo]| £ra -
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Proof. We only consider the infinite-depth case. We have Fyy = G(V )0, (ko §s) + 9.(k 0 §), where
G is a smooth function of Vo with G(0) = 0. Proposition 2.9 implies

102(k 0 S )l o1 < [k o sllzre < CUfNze) (IRl e + IVE] o 187 — id || )

(3.40)
< (I flls) (Wellzro + IVEN el £ 0y ) -
To control the product G (@g)@z(k o §¢), we shall appeal to the following product rule
luvll g S Null g oll oog +lull oy lloll g (3.41)

x,z T,z

for o > 1 and s > 1+ 4. In the whole space R? x R, (3.41) is a consequence of (A.3) and (A.4). For

the domain R? x .J, (3.41) follows by applying the extension Theorem B.2. It follows from (3.41)
that

IG(V0)d:(k o F)ll o1 S NGV mollOz(k o o)l ooy + GVl oy 110:(k 0 Fp)ll o

SIGNVOmellk o Fsll oy + NGVl oy Ik 0 Fsllze

2

Then we conclude by using Theorem A.3 (i), Proposition 2.9, and Lemma 3.3 (iii). O

3.2. Estimates for V, v in X?. We first recall the following result from [ABZ14].

Proposition 3.8. [ABZ14, Proposition 3.16] Let s > 1 + g and o € [—%, s —1]. Fiz any z1 < zo in
J. If f € HHY(RY) and Fyy € YO (I), then Vv € X?(I) and there exists a non-decreasing function
C : Ry — Ry which depends on (d,s,o) and zp — z1 such that

IV vl oy < COA) (I9¢Hae + WFollvoqaop + 1otll g g ) (342)

In the infinite depth case, there holds
Vel < COSae) (19 e +1Bollvoy + Vasell oy ) (343

Remark 3.9. The stated estimate (3.42) is slight stronger than the one in [ABZ14, Proposition
3.16] in that it only requires ||V (|| g in place of ||{||zo+1 and that the constant C' only depends on
2o — 21 in place of zy and z;. The first improvement was explained in [NP20, Remark 3.13], while
the second improvement follows from Remark 2.6. Thanks to the second improvement, (3.43) is
deduced from (3.42) by choosing zp = —n, z; = —n — 1 and letting n — oc.

The estimates (3.3) and (3.4) in Theorem 3.1 requires in particular that V, ;v € X7 for 0 > s — 1.
To this end, we first generalize Proposition 3.8 to ¢ > s — 1.

Proposition 3.10. Let s > 1 —1—%1 and o > —%. Fiz any z1 < zo in J. If f € H*TYR?) and
Fo € YO(I), then Vg v € X?(I) and there exists a non-decreasing function C' : Ry — Ry which

depends on (d,s,o) and zy — z1 such that

IV 20l xo (120,00 < C(IIfHHs)(HVCIIHJ + 1A e+ 1Vl s

+ [ Follye (0 + ||Vgc,zv||X_%([z1 0})). (3.44)
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In the infinite depth case, there holds

Va0l xo 0 < C([f] 1) (HVCIIHU + (1 o2 IVl s=1 + [ Follye sy + IIVx,zUIIX_;(J)) - (3.45)

In the finite-depth case, C' also depends on ® and ||bo||ms, and ||f||go+1 is replaced with || f|| go+1 +
[1bol| g+

We remark that (3.44) only provides estimates away from the bottom, while (3.45) is a global-in-
depth estimate in the infinite depth case. The estimates (3.44) and (3.45) are linear with respect to
the highest order norm || f||go+1 of f. On the other hand, Proposition 3.8 implies that for o > 1+ %,

X—%([zl,on) ’ (3.46)
which is nonlinear with respect to ||f|| f7o+1, therefore would not yield a closed a priori estimate for
f€LFH N LAH™" 3,

The proof of Proposition 3.10 is given in the Section 3.3. The idea is to use an induction argument
on o, where the base case ¢ = s — 1 is provided by Proposition 3.8.

Va0l xo (20,0 < CUf I o) <||C||Hv+1 1 Follyezr,0) + [ Va2l

Using Proposition 3.10 we deduce the following tame estimates for quantities defined as traces on
the free boundary X ;. In particular, the estimate (3.48) for the Dirichlet-Neumann operator G[f]h
generalizes the known estimate (2.4).

Corollary 3.11. Lets > 1+ % and o > s—1. We have
IGUARls, e < CU ) (1Bl zosr + (1o + a)l|Blle ), (347)

IG1 e < CUF ) (Wellzoss + (1 lgoss + @)A1, (3.48)

and
ISU ks, e < O (I oSl oy + (If o + ko Sle),  (349)
where a = 0 for infinite depth and a = ||bo||go+1 for finite depth.

HOHS

Proof. 1. For the proof of (3.47) we first apply the estimate (3.44) with v = ¢V o ¢, ¢ =h, and
Fy = 0 and invoke (2.15) to obtain

IVa,zvle=0llze < CULflas) ([Pl zoes + | fllges | Alls) - (3.50)
On the other hand, we have
g[f]h‘Zf = vz,y¢(1)’2}f - vx,zv‘z:O(vgf)_llzzo = 829’2:0vz,zv‘z:0147

where (V)1 is given by (3.22). Since o > s — 1, H?(R?) is an algebra. Combining Theorem A.3
(i) with the estimates (3.12) and (3.13), we find

IV = Larillxory < CUFm) U f o+ + a), (3.51)

where de = 1441 in the infinite-depth case and

Iy del}

Id+1 - {led %
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in the finite-depth case. Then, using the tame product estimate (A.7) together with the embedding
HY(RY) ¢ L>®(R?), we deduce from the above estimates that

1171l g < (108 9) om0 — Tasall s +1) [V 0looll g

+ H(ng)_1|z:0 - INd—&-l”Hg||Vx,zU|Z=0||H;—1 (3.52)
< C(l[f1z) (] )+ CUS ) Ul oer + a)l| Az
< C(If11s) (1Pl ot + ([ f Lo + @) [l

This concludes the proof of (3.47). Then, since G[f]h = N - G[f]h|s,, (3.48) follows from (3.47) and
the tame product estimate

IN -Gl Ahlsllmg S NGRS e (1N = eyllgs—r +1) + G flhls g [N — eyl e

) -

2. For the proof of (3.49), we apply the estimate (3.44) with v = ¢(®) o S, ¢ = 0 and invoking
(2.17) to have

Ve 0l:=0llng < CULfIas) (1 Follye a0 + 1Kll22p)), 21 €

where
0.0

(9.0)?
Fo=—1 5, p 0k e Sr = m

Similarly to (3.51) we have

el
1+ |va|2

CUIf ) fl o+r + @),
X7 (J)

where m = 1 in the infinite-depth case and m = H in the finite-depth case. Then, arguing as in
(3.52), we find

IBollveenop < Wl et
<H1+ ‘ng|2 - LOOHb 1 ) Ha kO‘S{f LQHO'—%
9.0
—_— k s—1
PRl WY LXCL Al

< O 7) (HkongH;f:% + AN ors +a)||k03f||H;,z> :

Noting additionally that
1Bl 2y < CUIfllm)IF © Srll2masx.),

we obtain

1 —|—a)||l<:o§f||H;}’z> . (353)

H°t2

IVa,z0]z=0llmg < C([|f]|&+) (IIkogleH; + (A1
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Since S[flk|s, = V20| :=0(VE ) 220, we deduce from the above estimates that
ISU1kls Mz < (1Y) om0 = Tasall gt + 1) [Va20lo=ol g

+ ||(v3f)_1|2=0 - fd+1||Hg ||V:r,zU|Z=OHH;*1

< CIf1lms) (H’f O8sl oy T (Fllzreer + a)llk OSfHH;,Z> :

The proof of (3.49) is complete. O
Corollary 3.12. For s> 1+ %, u given by (1.24) and N = (=V f,1), the estimates
- Nl llms— < CUf ) s+ 119]29), (3.54)
- N, oy < COPNaE) (11 ay + 1l + 171y I (3.55)

hold in both the finite-depth and infinite-depth cases.

Proof. We recall from (1.24) that u = —G[f]['(f) — S[f]g — gey. Since g|s, = g(-,0), the trace

theorem for R? x .J yields lgls,llme S H§|]HU+%.

For the proof of (3.54), we apply (3.47) and (3.49) with 0 = s — 1 to have

luls, =1 < CULf )1l ms + 13l es)-
Since H5"1(R?) is an algebra and || N — e,||gs—1 < C(||f|lms), the preceding estimate yields (3.54).
As for the proof of (3.55), we apply (3.47) and (3.49) with 0 = s — % to have

luls Il ey < CUFI) (LI ey + Gl e + 151y 1L ) -
To conclude we use the preceding inequality, (3.54), and the tame product estimate

[ Nlsgll -z S lulsyll s (N = eyl + 1) + [[uls g [V = eyl o3 O

3.3. Proof of Proposition 3.10. We provide the proof in the infinite-depth case, modifications
needed for the finite-depth case being straightforward.

We follow the method in [ABZ14, Section 3|, which consists in paralinearizing the products aA,v,
B - VO,v and then factoring the equation (3.26) into the product of a forward and a backward

parabolic paradifferential operators. Precisely, we have
Fy = (82 + aly + B+ V40; — 70:)v (3.56)
= (02 4+ TolAy +Tp - V,.0.)v + Fy '

where
Fi=(a—Ty)Ayw+ (B —1Tp) - Vy0,v — v0,v. (3.57)
Then, we consider the symbols

a(2) = a(zi2,) i= 5 (=8 - € — /1aleP — (-

and

A(z) = A2, 1= 5 (=i €+ \f1alé — (5-€?)
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which satisfy aA = —a|¢|? and a + A = —if3 - €. We have
(83 + To Ay + Tg . Vzaz)v = (az - Ta(z))(az — TA(z))U + Fb,

where
Fy = (TQAI - Ta(z)TA(z))v + TazA(z)'U' (3.58)
It follows that
(02 = To(2))(0> — Tagz))v = Fo — Iy — Fh. (3.59)
In the following, we fix
e < min{%,s —-1- g} (3.60)

and o >s—1> %.
Lemma 3.13. For any interval Jy C J, we have

1Billyoe oy < CUF i) (10000 a0) + I Fll e | Vi 2l o1 ) ) - (3.61)

Proof. Using Bony’s decomposition we write (o« — T )Azv = Ta, o + R(Agzv, ). Applying (A.2),
(A.5), Sobolev’s embedding, and Lemma 3.4, we obtain

T B0, 0 rirsey S N0l oy 1800, e

S llallxo 1800l e

< CUA )N e lVavll g o

The same argument yields
18 = Ts) - Vazvll g gy ovey < CUS ) Il meallOzvll g -

Next, we write v0,v = T,0,v + (T5,,y + R(0.v,7)) and apply (A.2), (A.5), Sobolev’s embedding,
and Lemma 3.4 to have

120500y gosety S Il 5y 1001 e,

Sy,
< COmIN v oot

H- l+s+d Ha UHX‘7 (Jo)

and
Toars + B0y oty S Wl oy 100l

< C(I!fHHs)IIfIIHa+1+e!\3zv||xs—1(Jo)-

The preceding applications of Lemma 3.4 are justified because —1 + ¢ + % > —% ando —1+¢>
% —-1> —%. Finally, noting that % + ¢ < s — 1, we conclude the proof. O

It will be important later that in (3.61) the highest norm ||V f|| go+< of f is multiplied by the low
norm ||V ,v|| xs—1 of v.

Lemma 3.14. For any interval Jy C J, we have

| F2| S CUf )NV ev|l X0 10)- (3.62)

L2(Jg H"*é*s
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Proof. In view of the embedding H*~! C C¢ and the fact that

ot || oo (g, m5-1y + 1Bl oo (1, ms-1) < C(I[ £l 12),

we deduce

sup M; (A(z)) + sup M; (a(2)) < C(I fll o) (3.63)

Since a(z)A(z) = —al€|?, symbolic calculus in Theorem A.10 implies that T,A, — Ty Ta(z) is an
operator of order 2 — & (uniformly in z). Similarly, since 9, and 9,8 belong to L>(J, H72) C
L>®(J,Cs7Y), we have 0,A(z) € Tl_1([~1,0] x R?), and thus Ty, A(z) s also an operator of order

e—1

2 — ¢ (uniformly in z) by virtue of Proposition A.12. Therefore there holds
< s
12l ) pyotey < CUS NN, ) oeg
The preceding estimate can be improven to

121l o 5 po-gvey < CUS )1V < CUf 1) Vavll xe ()

L2(J0,HU+%)
because T}, = T,V (D) where ¥ vanishes in a small neighborhood of 0, hence v can be replaced by
¥ (D)v in Fy. O

Next, we fix s > 1 + % and z1 < 29 in J, and prove by induction on ¢ > s — 1 that
Ho + Ve solxeuon < CULNe) (19w + 1 Folly=eup)

+ O o (V€01 + Wl vy + IVl o )

with C' depending only on (s, 0,29 — 21).

The based case 0 = s — 1 is proven in [ABZ14, Proposition 3.16], i.e. we have

Mot Vaslxosaaon < OO (19€0 1 + Wolyrs oy + Vsl oy ) (360
for all z; < zg in J.
Assuming H,, we proceed to prove that H,,. holds true. To this end, we fix a cutoff satisfying
x(z) =1 on [z9,00) and x(z) =0 on (—o0,z].
Then function w = x(z)(0, — T'a)v satisfies
0w — Tyw = F := x(2)(Fy — F1 — F2) + X' (2)(0, — Ta)v, w(z)=0. (3.65)
Note that

RA(:) = R(~a(=)) = 510l — (5

1
> 5 do — !ﬂ!2|§\ =

C
> b
14+ 1|Vz0l2 = 14+ C||V Il gs—

where ¢ = 1/2 for infinite depth and ¢ = 9/2 for finite depth. We apply Proposition 2.5 to
the backward parabolic paradifferential equation (9, — T4)Vzv = V,w on (zp,0) with final data
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V0| ,=0 = V(:
Vvl xote (20,00 < CULfNlms) (HVCHHU+E + [IVawllyote((z,00) + \|VszL2([zo,01,Ha+a))
< C([|f[lms) (HVC\|H0+6 + lwll xo+e (20,00 + IVl
Since 0,v = T4v + w on [zp, 0], the preceding estimate implies
IV stlixeseeaap < COLFae) (IV€0rose + 0l xoseqano + Vvl ooy g ) (3:66)

For the forward parabolic w equation (3.65) with initial data w(z1) = 0, the estimate in Proposition 2.5
yields

XoteTd ([2070})> ’

Wl xote (2,0 < CU Sl ms) (HF||YU+5([z1,O}) + HwHL2([zl,0],HU+5)> : (3.67)
By the definition of w, we have
Jelz2(en o5y < O IVozolzaep gy msey < CUVT ) Vbl oy, o (368)
Since
NG = Tayell o oty S XTIzl o o
it follows from Lemmas 3.13 and 3.14 that
I llyore(sr,0n < CULFIEs) {1 Il rosiee |V 20l xs=1 (2,0
([21,0]) { ([21,0]) (3.69)

(14 X)) IV 20l xo (20,01 + |!F0Hw([zl,o])}~

As we have remarked after the proof of Lemma 3.13, the highest norm || f|| go+1+< of f is multiplied
by the low norm ||V, ,v||xs-1 of v. Since € < 1/2, a combination of (3.67), (3.68) and (3.69) yields

lwllxore(zrop < CUL =) {1l moee [ Va0 xo1 e 0
(L4 X N1200) |V 20l x (n.00) + I Folly oo -

Then, it follows from (3.66) that

IV, zvl xo+e (20.0) < CULF ) {l!VCHHc+s + [ lrerr+e Ve 20l xs-1 (1200

F(T A X N 2o) IV 20 X ([21,00) + |!F0||ya+s([zl,o])}

where ||X'||z~ < (20 —21)~!. Finally, using the induction hypothesis H, and the base property Hs 1,
we deduce Hyye. This finishes the proof of (3.44). In the infinite depth, we choose z; = zp — 1 and
then let 29 — —oo to obtain (3.45).
3.4. Proof of Theorem 3.1. We start with the follovving X3 estimate.

Lemma 3.15. With (¢, Fy) given by (3.27) and s > 14 ¢ 5, we have
C h 1.18),
oo+ OOy For (115)
VL CUA )kl (gxmay  for (1.20),

where C' : Ry — Ry is non-decreasing and depends only on (d,s), and also on d and ||bo||ms in the
finite-depth case.

(3.70)
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Proof. We provide the proof for the infinite-depth case. We recall from [NP20, Lemma 3.11] that
1Ves0lly -3 < CUS ) (192008 ey + 11 dive2(AVO) | 2sip12a)) -

From the formula

vz,zv = (vx¢ © Sf + va8y¢ © Sfy azgay¢ © Sf)
we deduce that ||V vllpz . < C(|fllas)|Vaydllrz ,- For (1.18), (3.70) then follows by invoking
Lemma 2.3 (i). As for (1.20), we first use Lemma 2.3 (ii) to have

Ve zvllrz < CUS N as)lE] L2,
and then deduce from the formula (3.25) that
[ dive - (AVO)|| 2 o1 < ([ dive (AVO)|l12 < C([f[lm)0yF L2 .- O

Next, we claim that Theorem 3.1 is a consequence of the following result, which will also be useful
in the sequel.

Proposition 3.16. Let d > 1, and let s, € R such that s > 1+ %, r>s— % and |r| <s. Set

a = 0 in the infinite-depth case and a = HbOHHmL% in the finite-depth case. The following estimate
holds provided the right-hand side is finite:

1V0ll e gy < CUls) (Kl e + 1CH s

(3.71)
1 grrg + ) (16 + 1Kl g ) + VK0 ) )

where C' : Ry — Ry is non-decreasing and depends only on (d,s,r), and also on d and ||bo||gs in the
finite-depth case.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let (m,a) = (1,0) for infinite-depth and (m,a) = (H, HbHHH%) in finite-
depth. Again, we only detail the infinite-depth case. In the following, implicit constants only depend
on on || f|lzs (and also HbOHHH% in the finite-depth case).

Let ¢ € {¢M), P} so that v = ¢ 0 F; : R? x J — R satisfies (3.26) where (¢, Fp) is given by (3.27).
An application of Proposition 2.9 followed by an application of Proposition 2.10 yield
IVl < 8l S lollamn + Vol |[§7H —mid ||z
S 190l + V0l (11 vy +0) + IVl

H™t2

where in the last line we have used ||v||gr+1 S ||Vollar + ||v]z2 S |Vl + HVUH)(*%(J)'

Since s — 1 > %, Sobolev’s embedding and Proposition 3.10 applied with 0 = s — 1 yield

IVollzee S IVOllems S lIClas + 1Eollysraxsy + 1Vacvll oy -

Lemma 3.15 allows us to estimate HVUHX so that

1
T2 (RIxJ)’

Vol ooy S NICHEs + [ Follys-1s) - (3.72)
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We recall that from (3.27), if ¢ = #? then Fy = Hlavziigpﬁz(k o §¢). Applying Lemma 3.7 with

- 1 s
o :=s— 5 gives

[Follys—1@ax.y S [1Fo ) SR oy + IVl 1 F o

L2(J7Hs’%
from which it follows that

IVl poe gy S €l + RN ooy + IVE] Lo~ (3.73)
Combining the above estimates, we find
V6D S IVOlar + 1CTm=(If 10y + @), (3.74)
1V6@ a0y S IVollar + (1B g + 19kl ) (IF]reg + @) (3.75)
Therefore, Theorem 3.1 follows from Proposition 3.16. O

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 3.16. To this end, we will assume
that V,.v € H"(R? x J) and derive (3.71). This a priori estimate can be turned into a regularity
result by an approximation argument analogously to the one used in the proof of Proposition 2.11.

3.4.1. The infinite-depth case. We aim to prove (3.71) for V, v in H"(I x RY), I = (—20,0) C J,
with the constant C(||f||zs) independent of 2y € J. In the infinite-depth case, this will yield (3.71)
for J = (—00,0) by letting zop — —oo. For the finite-depth case, we will establish near-bottom
estimates to complete the proof of (3.71).

Let 7 > s — % such that |r] <s. We write r = k + p with k = |r] < s and p € [0,1). We are going
to prove using induction on £ € {0,...,k + 1} that

105l < I+ 16 ey + (LD eey + @) (UGl + Ky + [ VK) = 5. (Po)

H™ 2
The desired estimate (3.71) for ||V .v||gr(7xr) then follows (Py) and Lemma 3.15. When r = s — z,
(3.71) reads

H™3

Va0l oy S WClas + 1K oy + [IVE] Lo (3.76)

Since the method that we will present for the proof of (Py) also yields (3.76), we will assume (3.76)
and use it to deduce (P/). The implicit constants in (Py) and (3.76) are of the form C(||f| zs), which
will be neglected in the following estimates.

Case ¢ = 0. We use an interpolation argument in [WZZZ21, Proposition 4.1] which is recalled and
proven in Lemma C.2. This gives

Ve ollge, S IVET wllpzas + 10V 0l o ot S IVazvll s < Va2l ey

where k + p — % =r— % We apply Proposition 3.10 with o =7 — 4 > s — 1 to obtain

2
Va0l ooy SUCH ey + 1A e g 1€ + [ EOl g + Ve 20l g (3.77)
By Lemma 3.15,
19esoll g SUCH, 3 + Ikl
On the other hand, Lemma 3.7 applied with 0 =r > s — % > 1 gives

[Eoll g < 1F0ll 2y S WA e g CNRI oy + (VI Lo0) + ([l (3.78)
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Inserting the above estimates into (3.77) yields

IVaeoll ooy SE (3.79)

which implies (FPp).
Case £ = 1. We use again Lemma C.2 which yields
10: 50z, S 10: V50l 2t + 102950l s 1002y + 10200 s
The term ||0,v||p2 - is controlled by (3.79). As for |]8§UHL2H}?+H_1, we use (3.26) to replace
@gv = —alA,v— V0,0 +~v0,v+ Fp. (3.80)

[ Foll 2 pps+u—1 is controlled by (3.78). We shall estimate the first three terms on the right-hand side
of (3.80) by appealing to the product estimate

Juruallzmg S el e sl g + el pametll g, 0> 0, (3.81)
which follows from Bony’s decomposition, (A.1), (A.2) and (A.5).
For aAzv = (o — m)Azv + mAgv we apply (3.81) with ¢ = 1 to u; = o —m and uy = Agv to have

lodavll 2 pyrvus S Nl = mllpee L | Bavll 2 previ—s + 1 Bavll , —gllec—ml]

z % z

ktp—3% + HAIUHLEH;?‘W—I
€T
S IVavll o s + HVxUHLzH;f%(HfHHHw% +a)

S IVavll oy HIVavllxst (Il iy + @),

H™"2

1
where we have used Lemma 3.4 and the embedding Hsf%(Rd) s O2(R?) for s > 1 + %. Here a =0
for infinite depth, and a = ||b0||HT+% for finite depth.

Since § has the same regularity as o — m, we also have
18- Va0l o s S Vel (og + Va1 (£

As for v0,v, we first apply (3.81) withoc =k+pu—1>14pu>0and t =1 to u; = d,v and ug =,
and then apply Lemma 3.4 to estimate v. We obtain

1 —I—a).

H™3

Iy0sll s S 10s0ll ez Il g + Il oo 1850l g (3.82)
S 100l -1l oy + IVl xs-2 10200l oy
S 00l xs-1 (Il vy + @) + 102001 g - (3.83)
The estimate (3.79) with r = s — 3 gives
Va0l xs-1 S ICHEs + 1Koz + [ VE] Lo (3.84)
Therefore, putting the above estimates together and apply (3.79) again, we obtain (P}).
Case £ € {2,...,k+ 1}. In order to prove (Py) for £ € {2,...,k + 1}, we claim that
l
Vee{1,... k}, OSVET |l <2+ Ay, Ap= |00l (3.85)

J=1
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and
”8§+1v||H572 <E+ Ak + Hvx,zUHHg’stuflo (3.86)

Assume temporarily that (3.85) and (3.86) hold. Togther with the case £ = 0, they imply

IVt ol <

T,z N

E+ Ap + || Ve, zU||Hk+u 1
E+ 10:vll gr-r + IVa vl gren—r S B4 [[Vao0 grsa—s,

whence
Va0l grin S E+ Ve vl groven + IVazvll2 -
By interpolating ||V .v|| gr+u—1 between ||V, v|/r2 and HV:,; 2V k+u, We obtain
Va0l gien SE+[Vazvllz, SE+ Vel g
Invoking Lemma 3.7, we conclude that ||V .v|| yr+n < Z which implies (Py) for £ € {0,...,k+1}.
For the proof of (3.85) and (3.86), we will assume p € (0,1). The case p = 0 can be treated
analogously except that Lemma C.2 is not invoked.
Proof of (3.85). We proceed by induction on ¢. The case £ = 1 has been obtained above. Assuming
that k > 2 and that (3.85) holds for all ¢ < ¢ for some ¢ € {1,...,k — 1}, we need to prove that
H@”lvk EUHHu =+ Ag_H (3.87)
An application of Lemma C.2 yields
102 * 0 e S 102V 0l 2 + 10272V E 0 2 g (3.88)
By writing 071w = 9710%v and 9720 = 0L0%v we can use (3.26) to replace
azv = Fy — (aAv + - V0.0 + v0,v),

which contains at most one z-derivative of v. Hence, 071VE~¢ contains at most ¢ derivatives in
z while 3£+1V’;_£v can contain up to £ + 1 derivatives in z. Using the method for controlling the
second term that we present below, one obtains

105 V5 vl 2 S E 4+ As (3.89)
Let us now move to controlling |’8£+2V§_EUHLgH5—1:
10250y s < (A E s + 20T A s
+ 05V (e = m?) g0 g1 + 1055 (B - Vu0:0) | L2
+ 105V 5 (Y020) | 2 et
Since k — £ > 1, an application of Lemma 3.7 with 0 =7 > s — % > 1 gives

NOEVE Foll oyt S NOZFoll o pyievns S I1Foll 1 S

(1

By the induction hypothesis,

Okt k1t k10 =
10295 Agvll o gt S N0V 0] 2 e S N0V 0l g, SE+ Ap
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Combining Leibniz’s rule with a product rule (3.81) yields
10295 (@ = m*) Do) | 2 S 1102 (a0 = m®) Ag0) || L2 gyt

5 Z ”a;'(a_m2)HL§OC*—jHaﬁijA.IUHLng+#+j—Z—1
0<j<t

A .
+ >0 0% —=m) e 1077 A0,y
0<j<t : LzC

The preceding application of (3.81) is justified since k +pu—¢—1>p>0and j — ¢ — % < 0. Since
s>1+%andj<k—1<|r]—1<s-1, Sobolev’s embedding and the estimate (3.35) imply

102 (e = 1) | poo i S 0L = m®) | oo pro-1-5 < C (I fll1r+)
and
10200 =), psncsy S 1 iy +
Regarding B; := ||a£_ij’U||LgH§+u+j7271, when j = ¢ we have
By = 180l papgrnt < IVavll o gain <2
in view of (3.79). For 0 < j </ —1, we have
Bj S 1102770l o gyrvu—esivs SN0 0llia, + 10577V~ 0] opn SE+ A,
by the induction hypothesis.
Since 5 > 1+ % and r > s — %, it follows from Sobolev’s embedding and (3.76) that
105780l ey S 1057 A0 S e + Nl oy + VKl 2o

<
i_g_% S4i—t S ”V:BUHHs—

x,z

L2H*~
Putting the above estimates together, we find
10575 ((a = m*) Ago) | g S E+ Ar.
The term ||0{VE4(5 - Vzawv)||LgH5_1 can be treated similarly since 3 and a — m? have the same
regularity. We only note that B; needs to be replaced with
B} = H(?ﬁ_jvxazvHL%H?WPHJ- < ||a£_j+1/UHLEHI;+H72+j
which has ¢ + 1 derivatives in z when j = 0. However, in that case we have
105 0l e = 105 0l e < 105 0l iz + 1105 VA 0 o S Ay + =,
where we have used (3.89).

As for the 7-term, we need to estimate ||8§78£_j+1v||Lng+M_e_1 for all j € {0,...,¢}. We first
consider the case j < ¢ — 1. Then we have % —{+35< —% < 0, so that the product rule (3.81) gives

. o . o . o
1029027 0ll L2 prwi—e1 S 109 oo om1-3 102 0l 2 nri—ens + 1O i3 1105 ”HUHLQC%_HJ-
z 2%
. i . i
S 107 v WO ol psscces 10020 g 050y
z z

We have k+p— 3 =r—32 >s—2>—1 so that the estimates (3.29) and (3.31) for ~ imply

HfYHLgon+'u7% rs ||f”HT+% +a'
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Since
s—2—j>s5s—2—-((—-1)>s—-2—(k—2)=s—|r] >0,
the estimate (3.34) for v is applicable, which yields

1021 Lo prs-2-3 < C(If 1 1z).

On the other hand, since s — 1 —¢ > 1 > 0, we have that ||0 71y _1_, < 0| 1 s
2 2 z s Y4 s
L2H®*"2 Hz,z2
controlled by the (3.76). Lastly, we have
Ha,g*jHU”LgHHu—ZH S Haﬁfﬂl’UHLg,z + Ha,g*jHV?”jUHLgHu S Ay + E

The above estimates imply

SE+ A

~

Hag’Yaﬁ_jJrlvHLngw%*l

for all 0 < j < ¢—1. Regarding the remaining case j = ¢, we use the following substitute for product
rule (3.81):

_y IO gz w1 1020 e,

4 ¢
Haz'YazUHLEHH#—@—l S Haz'YHL%C;ef% HazUHLgonﬂL

2
SO, g 1020

12
et 10501,y + 10 s 920 o

Using Lemma C.1 yields

|0;v]| SN0l p2prsn + |020] p2prrru < E

1
Lo g2

by virtue of the estimates obtained in the case ¢ = 1. Also, applying (3.37) with (j,0) = (¢,s —£—3)
yields [|0%9|| 3 < C(||f|lzs). We note that the conditions in (3.36) are satisfied because

L2HS™¢%
1.1
(s—ﬁ—;)—l—lZs—(Lrj—1)—§Z§>0,
1
(S—K—g)+(s—1)2—§+s—1>0, (<|r]-1<s-—1.

Since k+pu— ¢ —1 >0, (3.34) implies
1027 2 rmsia—er < CULF ) NN sy + -

Finally, ||0,v]|xs-1 is controlled by means of (3.84).
The proof of (3.85) is now complete. O

Proof of (3.86). We start by using (3.26) to replace 9%v, which gives
02 oll gz < (1057 Follmrie +m® |05 Agv | e + 1057 (o = m®) Agw) | 11
+ 10518 - Vadav) | me + 105~ (0:0) | o,

where ||0F 1 Fy||ge < = in view of Lemma 3.7. An application of (3.85) with £ =k — 1 yields

~

105 Al e S E + Ajt.
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For the a-term, we need to estimate
|02 (en =m0z~ Agoll e S 102 (ar = m*) s 1027177 A
+ (102 (ar = m?) e |05 A0 o
with j € {0,...,k— 1}, pij + ﬁ = q%, + % = %, and pf;, ¢; < oo. We will only explain how to choose
J J
(pj,p;), the choice of (g, q;) being analogous. We note that 0 < j <k—-1<|r|-1<s-—1.
Case j = 0. We choose p; = 00, so that a combination of Sobolev’s embedding and (3.33) yields
lon = m? |z S llaa =m?| s, S llax —=m?|| 3 < C(If o).
Moreover, we have proven that ||0F 1A v||ge <E+ Ap_1.

Case 1 < j < s — 1. In this case, we have s — % -7 > % > 0, so we can choose

1 .
1 _ 1 s=3—j 1 d+1
p =2 o ifs Jj<

pj = 00 1fs—f—j>d+1

2<pj<oco ifs—3—j=%L
in such a way that Sobolev’s embedding together with (3.33) imply
102 = m®) | o S 02 (e =mP)|| gy < CUf o)
Since s > 1+ % and j > 1, we have H*7 — W“’p3' whence

1027179 A 051 Al s S 10517 Al e + (IVEE O IV o] .

UfP N|

Since vg;j;laﬁ—l—i Vv contains a total of k£ + 1 derivatives with at most & derivatives in z, (3.85)
gives
IV OE IV ol g, S E+ Ay

On the other hand, we have ||F~1~ JAwU”HﬁZ S IV  gresu—1 since j > 1. Thus we obtain

Ha];il((a - mQ)AJ:U)HH# = =4 A+ HVxU”Hk+;J,—1.

The term ||05~1(B - V,0,v)||gr» can be treated similarly except that we now have
15 V000, SNOET I Va0o0 ] s S 102717 0] i

<okt 0| g +|IVitol o 0| e
S 0| gresn— + E 4 Ag.

Hence,

1051(8 - Vo) | n S B+ Ag + |V s

For the 7 term, we need to control for any j € {0,...,k — 1} the quantities ||#J71]|;»; and

|0F1=70,v|| : where p% + pi;_ =1 and P # 0.

BP
w
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Case 0 < j < s— 2. In this case, we have s — % -7 > % > 0, so we can choose

1 _1_ 5370 .3 _ Sy
2 =2 o ifs j<
pj = 00 ifs—f—j>d'H

d+1

2K pj <00 1fs—§—j— 5

in order to ensure that H5 279 < LPi and HFH+1=2 < WP} for some ¢ > 0. Tt follows that
||8£7(||ij) < O(||f||+) thanks to (3.37), which is applicable because s — 3 — j > 0. Hence, for all
ve(0,1),

102717 0.0

W ||ak - ]8ZU||H#+J+1 €

up
< CW)OE 0]l + w00 gasin
J
< CWEvllmn +v Y 057V 0| gu + ]| 05 ol o,
m=0

where

Z ||8k J+mvj+1 "ollge < 2+ Ay

m=0

by (3.85). Therefore, we arrive at

1057902001 gy < CU e, v) (E 4 Ap + Vsl ) + 05 ol W € (0,1).

Case j = k — 1. This case is the only one possibly not covered by the previous case. Since p € (0,1),

we choose p%- =1 £, so that Sobolev’s embedding and (3.34) yield

102~ A s S NOE Ale < CUSNE) S iy + @)-

We also have HAT5 —H < W”’pﬂ so that

10:v]l

P

MP Hsff

which is controlled by (3.84).

From the above two cases, we deduce
105 ol < Ul v) (E+ i [ Vsl s ) + 0 ol Vv € (0,1).

This implies

105 Wl g S E A+ Ak + [V 20l s,

thereby finishing the proof of (3.86). O
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3.4.2. The finite-depth case. In the preceding subsection, we have proven the estimate (3.71) for
V| g on R? x (29, 0) for any zy € (—1,0). It remains to establish (3.71) in an open neighborhood
Qp be of {y = b(x)}. We recall that b = —H + by, where by € H”‘%(Rd) with

1 d+1

>5— - > .
r-~>=s 9 9

We make the following change variables near {y = b(x)}:
(z,y) = Fo(x, 2) = (x, 00(2, 2)) = (z, (2 — ) H + e *Pelpg(2)),  (z,2) € R? x [0,9]
for small positive constants 6 and 4. Since

0200 — H| = 6le™*P=N(Dy)bo(2)| < 6K |boll 30 K = K(d,7),

we choose
H
6 < ,
A+ Kool )
so that & 5 < 0.0p < 34 . Hence, §} is injective and
~ ~3H
0 < gp(z,0) — op(z,0) < 57. (3.90)

Then we choose § < 2 to ensure gy(z,9) < f(2), i.e. F(R? x (0,8)) C Q. The above change
of variables § is of the same form as §y defined by (3.8)—(3.9). In particular, the function

w € {wM, w?}, wl) = ¢l o Fy, satisfies
div(AV, ,w) = F and 82111 + a@% + B - V.0,w + v0,w = Fy,

where
F e —(0.000k0 5 = —0u(ko ), Fo— ——20 5105,
Y 1+ Va2 Y
and
0.0plq V20
A= 2|, 3.91
—(Vaop )T 1+g25b\ ( )
For by € H"™t2 (RY) with r > s — 1 > 14 we have
HI; O
4= Aollz. < Cllboll i) Aoi= |5 7). (3.92)
H

The function w satisfies the boundary condition
(AVw)(z,0) - eg11 = —Vaydly=p@) - (Vab, —1) = k(z, b(z)) =: g(=).

In the following, we will use the bound [|A[ peo(raxo,1)) < C1 = C1(H, [[bo|| =), which follows from
(3.92). Let g be the constant in Proposition 2.11 associated with the domain Vj := B(0,1) x [0, 1] C
R and the positive constant matrix A = Ag. Let us also fix

d
0 < v <min{l,s — i} and O<77<m1n{ 1}.

Then we consider the domains
Chy = B(nn,n) x (0,n) C C, ,, == B(nn,2n) x (0,2n), n € Al (3.93)
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Cl

nn

FIGURE 2. The domains U;

the matrices A, , := A(nn, 3) and ay, (2, 2) = A(z, 2) — Apy(z, 2). We can check that

V(x,2) € Cpypy lany (@, 2)] < |(z,2) = (rn, g)l”[A]cu(Rd> <n"Ca,  Cp=Co(H, |[bollms)-  (3.94)

Now, we further impose that n < (eo/ C’g)%, so that

Han,nHLOC(C;w) < €p. (3.95)

Next, we fix a sequence of nested domains C, , =U; C --- C U, C C'fzm as depicted on Figure 2. We
choose the domains U; in order that the non-flat boundary ol 11 \ {z = 0} is at positive distance
from oU; \ {z = 0}. This way, we can fix a smooth cuttof x; such that y; = 1 in i; and vanishes on
U1\ {z = 0}. We consider the function u = y1w — [, ,Xaw which has mean zero on Cj, , and

satisfies the equation
div((Apy + any)Vu) = x1F — Vxi1 - (AVw) — div(wAVx1) = F1  in Us. (3.96)
Moreover, u satisfies the Neumann condition
(Anp + ann) V- vlgu, = X1lorpniz=0y9 — wAVX1 - €411 =: g1, (3.97)

as indeed x1 = 0 in a neighborhood of 0Us \ {z = 0}. Since r > %d, we can apply the product rule
in Corollary B.4 together with (3.92) to have

| div(wAVX) 1) < [0 AV 27y < CO AT X 10
< CUIVxllar @) W i) (A = Aol 57 20) + 1)
< CUVxallar @y Hi llboll s 0l 7 04
An analogous argument yields
IVx1 - (AVW) 1@y < CUV XL @) Hy 100l s lwl i @4)-
Using the change of variables (z, z) = (z — nn, z), we find that |[Vx1|lgr () < C(n) independent

of n. Thus we obtain

by < CE Nl ) (1F -1 00 + ]

+ [0l )
(3.98)
where C'is independent of n. We note that s can be replaced by C7, , in (3.96), (3.97), and (3.98)

due to the support of x1. In order to apply Proposition 2.11 to v on C’,'w, it remains to verifies the

1 =1 @) + gl H % (ot {z=0})
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smallness condition on ||al|ge(cr, ,)- However, since this smallness condition depends on the domain

Cl, .y in order to obtain it from (3.94) in a noncircular and uniform-in-n manner, we perform the

following rescaling. The rescaled functions
Az, 2) = AWz +n),202),  a(z, z) = u(n(z +n), 2n2),
Fi(z,2) = n*Fi(n(z +n), 202),  §i1(z) = n’g1(n(z +n))
satisfy
div(AVa) = Fy in Vo = B(0,1) x (0,1),
AVi-v =g ondVj.

Since [|@|| oo (B0,1)x[0,1)) = llallzee(cr ) < €0 in view of (3.95), we can apply Proposition 2.11 to have

liallzrssy < Cs (1B lzr=1 ) + 1011 ot )
where C3 = C3(H, HbOHH”%) is independent of n € Z. By undoing the rescaling and using (3.98),

we obtain

lullires1cr,,) < Cs (1Pl ey, + o

nn H’"** ac«/ ))

< Cu(IF ey + gl J+lwllirew). Ca= CalH. [ibol 0 p):

H'™ 3 (8Uan{==0})

We recall that v = x1w — [-» x1w. Holder’s inequality gives
n,n

’/ X1w

Since x1 = 1 on Uq, we deduce that

= | [ x| < lelpan™ < ol

Il @y < C5(I1F 110+ 9] Hlwlmran ), Cs = Cs(H, [boll ,rp)- (3.99)

H™™ % (0Usn{z=0})

Choosing p = [r]| + 1 and iterating the preceding inequality through the U}, we obtain

lollzzrs10ay < Co(IFllar-104 + ol tlwlliy). Co=ColH. llboll .. p).

H™™3 (8Uyn{==0})

(3.100)
Since Uy = Cpy, Uy C Cy, , and
RY % (0, n) C U Cny, and Vne 7%, #{m ez : CouyNChp # D} < 74,
nezd
it follows from (3.100) that
1wl et (i x (0,)) < C7(||F||H**1(Rd><(0,2n)) + ||9||Hr7%(Rd) + HwHHl(RdX(O,Qn)))a (3.101)

where C7 = C7(H, HbOHHT 1 ). Combining the trace inequality, Proposition 2.9 and the fact that
r > d'H, we find

|E[ e p)-

1 1 Err—1 e 0,20) + 91l ot !
(3.102)

Rex(0,2n)) = <[5 0 8ol e max (0,2n) < CUH, [1bol]
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Next, we recall from Lemma 2.3 that in the finite-depth case, we have

16D 1110y < CUVFllzoe, (19822 £] 1

@ (3.103)
16" 10y < (L4 1F = bllzee) 1l 2(e)) -
Since r > s — 1 > %, we have V.05 € L°(R? x (0,4)), and hence (3.103) implies
) . s s
00 g1 oy < COF s ool )1y 100

10 g1 @arcody < CULF s Dol ) [1Ell 2, )-
It follows from (3.101), (3.102), and (3.104) that
[l 1 max0,m) < CCH [boll vy s HfHHS)(HCHH% + HkHHT(Qf)), (3.105)

Next, we transfer the regularity of w to the regularity of u = ¢ o §y, where ¢ ¢ {¢(1), ¢(2)} and
¢z, 2) = (z,0(x,2)), z € [-1,0]. For sufficiently small u > 0 we have o(x, -1+ u) < gp(x,n) for
all z € R?, so that

FR? x (=1, =1+ p)) € F(R? x (0,7))
and u = poFy = wo 31)_1 o§s on R? x (—1,—1 + u). Then, we can apply Proposition 2.9,
Proposition 2.10, and (3.105) to deduce

Jull s asc-1,-1) < CUBoll oy 1F 1) (0]l 141 R 0.
1l et 4 g oy (1 gt + ol r3)
< C(l1boll vy 1155 (1Bl ey + 1SN 8

+ (Il g3+ 0y + Dl p)

which is controlled by the right-hand side of (3.71). This completes the proof of Proposition 3.16 in
the finite-depth case.

(3.106)

4. A PRIORI ESTIMATES
In this section, we suppose that (f, g) is a solution of (1.25)-(1.26) such that
f € £(0,7), H*(RY) N L2([0, 7], H**2(RY), g € L=((0,T], H* () (4.1)

with s > % + g. Our goal is to establish a priori estimates for f and § = g o §¢, where §¢(x,2) =
(z,0(x, 2)) as in (3.8)-(3.9). As a consequence of Proposition 2.9 and Lemma 3.3, we have

170 B¢l s ax.sy < CUSN o Il 32 - (4.2)
On the other hand, combining Proposition 2.9, Lemma 3.3, and Proposition 2.10, we obtain
1Pl gy < CUFN o g )R 0 il s ras.ry- (4.3)

Therefore, ngHs(RdX ) and llgll Hs(y) are comparable up to multiplicative constants depending only
on HfHHS,%, and we have

g e L=([0,T); H3(RY x .J)). (4.4)
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4.1. Estimates for g. Since g(z,y,t) solves (1.26) in Q, using the chain rule we find that g(z, z,t)
satisfies

0G+T-Vazg+7'(Quy 0 Fr =0, (2,2) R xJ, (4.5)
lt=0 = Go := go ° 1o,
where u = (ug, uy) and
1
u= (um 0%y, 8—@(1@ off— Vg0 -uzofy— 8tg)) =: (Uy, Uy). (4.6)
Using (1.24), we can rewrite @, in terms of G and S as
1
v = 5 { = (=Ve0.1) - (GUIT() + S1flg) 0 8y — 90 81 — Dun}. (4.7)
We have
_ 1
:(,0) = om0 (tyls, = wals, - Vaf = 00f) =0
in view of (1.9). Moreover, in the finite depth case, we have J = (—1,0) and
_ 1
uz('7 _1) = gg’z:—l (Uy|2]b — ’Ugg|2b . Vg;b) =0

by virtue of (1.10) and because ;f|,—_1 = 0. Therefore, 7 is tangent to the boundary of R? x .J:
T, =0 on AR x .J). (4.8)

In order to apply the transport estimate (2.29) in Theorem 2.8, we need the following regularity for
u.

Lemma 4.1. For u given terms of f and g as in (4.6), we have

lallis < ) (1] ey + (4 D)+ 1001 (4.9)
all, .y < OO (Fae + 1l + 101 F o) (4.10)

Consequently, if f satisfies (1.25) then

lallir < O ) (1] oes + (4 D)) (4.11)
lall,. s < CUIF ) (1l + ) (4.12)

2

for almost every t € [0,T].

Proof. The estimates (3.5), (3.6), (4.2), and (4.3) together imply

oSl < CULNa) (IF1yory + L+ er NGl (4.13)
ol oy < O e) (15 s + 1) (4.14)

-5 =

These gives the desired estimates for .
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Next, we recall from (3.16) and (3.17) that ||(Vz0,0.0—m)||ge S HfHHU% +a for suitable constants
m and a. Then, using the tame product rule (A.7) and Sobolev emebddding yields

1
Hazg
1
Hazg < O zs) ALfllers + gl zs) - (4.16)

From this and the estimate ||0i0||ge < ||0:f]| b we obtain (4.9) and (4.10).

(ty 0 F5 = Voo tz o F) e < (1] ey + A+ £yl ) (4.15)

(uy o g — Voo us o Fp)ll o

1
2

Finally, if f satisfies (1.25) then 0;f = u- N|s, and (4.11) and (4.12) follow from (4.9), (4.10), and
Corollary 3.12. O

Adopting the notation L. X = LP([0,7], X), we deduce from (4.11) and (4.12) that

_ 1
[ g < €O ageae) (THUA sy ey + THUA g o WGl + TGl ) (427)
1 gy < CUSNgere) (1 s + allagene) - (4.18)

Next, we estimate the forcing term ~/(o)uy o §y in (4.5). At this point we use the condition (1.27)
for v with h = 90 — az, where a = 1 for infinite depth and a = H for finite depth. In conjunction
with (3.16) and (3.17), this yields

IV (@)= < Co(If 1 o y)- (4.19)
Combining this with (4.13) gives
1V (@)y o Bllms < CC L) (11| vy + (4 IF ) NGl - (4.20)

In view of (4.8), (4.17), (4.18), (4.20), and the assumption s > 1 + d%l, we can apply Theorem 2.8
to deduce that g is the unique solution of (4.5) and satisfies

1
gl < {Mlgolls+ COLFleae) (THU g s+ TH Ny oo N0l + Tl ) |
1 1
cexp (OOl (T2 g ooy + THIN o Il + TGl )

(4.21)
where M = M(d, s). This concludes the a priori estimate for g.

4.2. Estimates for f. We recall the equation (1.25) for f:
O f = =GIfIC(f) = (N -S[flg + 9)ls0)- (4.22)
Using Theorem 2.1 (ii) to paralinearize G[f]I'(f), we find
GIfIT(f) = T (T(f) — Tof) = Tv - Vf + R[fIT(f).
Here, A[f] is given by (2.6),

YNDIVF? + GISIT(S)

V=a(VS-BYS, B =T e

(4.23)
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and the remainder R[f|['(f) satisfies

IRIATON jomg < CUFNa) A+ AN or - ITC) s (424)
< O s) X+ A or g - s, ’
where
1 d
56(0,5], 5<s—§—1. (4.25)
Applying Theorem A.5, we paralinearize the nonlinear term I'(f) as I'(f) = T, (y) f + R1, where
[ Bl grsres < CULF )1 f | - (4.26)

Thus we obtain
GUIL(f) =Ty (Typ) f = Tef) = Tv - VI + RIfIU(f) + TopFa
= Tafiy()-B)f — Tv - Vf + RIfIT(f) + Tap Ra (4.27)
[TAmTv( -8~ Dnan-slf-
Applying Theorem 2.1 (i) with o = s gives
IV, B)lgs—1 < CUIf )N fll a2 (4.28)

Therefore, A[f] € T'1 and v(f) — B € I'{ with seminorms bounded by C(||f| zs). Then, by virtue of
Theorem A.10 (i) and (4.26), we have

1T Bl rs+s < CULF s ) 1L [z (4.29)
On the other hand, Theorem A.10 (ii) implies that Ty ;15— — Ta[f](~(f)—B) is of order 0 and
0 Ty-B — Tainan-plfles < CUF )z (4.30)
In view of (4.27), (4.24), (4.26), (4.29), and (4.30), we deduce
GIfIT(f) = Tap(vp)-B)f —Tv - Vf + Ry, (4.31)
where
IRl o1 < CUFNas) A+ AN or g o) I F - (4.32)

Thus (4.22) rewrites
o0f = -Tapn-f+Tv -Vf—Re = (N-S[flg+ 9)ls;0 (4.33)
In the preceding equation, Ty - V is a transport operator and and —Ry — (N - S[f]g + 9)’2f<t) will

_1 1
be treated as a forcing term in L2H, 2. Then, we can close the L{°H? N L,?JETQSCJr2 a priori estimate
for f provided T(f)(y(f)—p) is an elliptic operator, i.e. 7(f) — B > 0. Since A[f] is an elliptic symbol

and

A f](v(f) — B) is elliptic if and only if
inf T()(@) = inf, (7)) - G >0 (435

The following lemma provides sufficient conditions for (4.35).
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Lemma 4.2. Assume that inf~ > 0 and v/ > 0. If f € H°(R?) with o > 1 + %, then for all x € RY
there holds:

T()(x) =~(f(x)) = GIfIT(f)(x) > 0. (4.36)
Proof. Let ¢ be the solution of the problem
ANpyd =0 inQp,  @ly—ram) =T(f) (4.37)

supplemented with the condition lim, )
finite depth. Then w := ¢ — I'(y) satisfies

Agyw=—"(y) <0 inQp, wly_pu) =0 (4.38)

—o0 Vay¢ = 0 for infinite depth and d,¢|y—y) = 0 for

and pwy—p(z) = (1 + |Vb|2)_% (b(x)) > 0 for finite depth, while for infinite depth we have
lim w(z,y)=— lim I'(y)=o0

(@,y)—o0 (z,y)—

since I'(y) < (inf7)y for y < 0. Since w is supperharmonic, minw is thus attained on the
top boundary {y = f(z)} on which w is identically zero. Using Hopf’s lemma, we deduce that
onw(z, f(z)) < 0 for all x € R?, whence for all 2 € RY,

GIAT(f)(@) = Ono(x, f(z)) <~(f(x)). O

Fore general ~, in order to obtain (4.35) for f(t), t € [0,T], we assume that it holds initially, i.e.
v(fo) = Glfo]L'(fo) = 2a >0, (4.39)

and propagate it using the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that f € C’([O,T];Hsfé). There exists C : RT — R* depending only on
(s,d,7,0) such that for allt € [0,T], there holds

[T (@) =TSl -3

l - 1.
< AU e o arpooarr—t) {1 agoauarsy (LH 181 oayir) + 18l o
(4.40)
Proof. We first apply Theorem 2.1 (i) and Theorem 2.2 (ii) with 0 = s — % to have
ITF@) =Tl oz < C(H(f(t),fo)HHsﬁ)Hf() SO s )
ORI —
Since 0if = u - Nlx,, the estimate (3.55) implies
NI o g, %
) I (4.42)
< O fllzee(ro,;52)) {||f||L2 (0. ) (1 + HgHLOO([O,t};HS)> + 12 ||9||L°°([0,t];HS)}-
Therefore, (4.40) follows from (4.41) and (4.42). O

Note that so far s > 1 + % suffices to obtain the above estimates. The main result of this section is
the following.
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Proposition 4.4. Let s > 3 + %l. Assume that (f,g) is a solution of (1.25)-(1.26) on [0,T] such
that
5+ 1 0o s
(f.9) € (LOO([O,T],HS) ﬂL2([0,T],H5+2)) x L>([0, T, H*(5(,)
and

o TUHO)@) 2 a> 0. (4.43)

In the finite depth case we assume additionally that
inf (f(z) —b(z)) >0 >0. (4.44)
z€R4
Suppose that
Ifllgers < By, |3llzgems < By (4.45)

There exist functions Co, C1 : (Ry)? — Ry and Foy, F : (R.)? = Ry, depending only on (s, d,b,~)
and non-decreasing in each variable, such that if

1
ColBro)B < — L 4.46
0(Bs,0)Bg < 4Fo(By,a,0) (449
then 1
17 g e < F (Wolle +T2F (1Fzen + gl e 0.0) 0 0)  (447)
and, for T <1,
) 3 1
19z < Mlgol e exp (Co (1 | prrr, )T Ar ) (4.48)
1 1 ’
+ Cr([l g s, 0) T2 A exp (Co([| e s, 0) T2 Ar )
where
Ap = ”fHLZ;H”% + 19l Leems + ”fHLZ;HS*% 191l Lge s (4.49)

and M = M(d, s) is the constant in (2.29).

Proof. We first note that (4.33) is of the form (2.23) with
e = NAG) —B), U=V, F=—Ry—(N-Slflg+g)ls,0.
where a = A\[f]T(f) > Cal¢| by (2.9) and the assumption (4.43). We recall that
Villzgewsoe S IV Iz < CUF )l fllms,  Nallzeery < CULf g ms,0), (4.50)
where § is as in (4.25). Clearly

ol 3 = 31l 3 S 30

x

by the trace inequality for R? x J. On the other hand, using the tame product estimate and the
trace inequality again, we find

IV - (SUA19)zll -y S UN =1 ooy + DSz, gz + (N = U + DSz, |y

< OO ae) (190, SUIDIs, s + IS DI, oy ).

Then we apply the estimate (3.49) for S[f]g with 0o =s—1and 0 =5 — % to obtain
IN - (SUf19)ssll oy < CUSNas) X+ I s )G -

2
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Combining this with the estimate (4.32) for Ry yields

1PNy < Coll a2 {4 1Ay Il + 4 1A )} (45D)
Therefore, applying Lemma 2.7 gives

1
2 _
2MWM%S ﬁmme%mWUM% (4.52)

+ Fo(ll £l gems, 0, 0) 1 £ ()]s + IE@N oy 1FON vy
for some increasing function Fy : (Ry)? — R. It follows from (4.51) that
IFON o s IFON ooy < Colllf )] 25,9) {Hf(t)HHﬁ2 PO erg—s + 1FON o g 1 )]s
+||f(t)||f{5+% g1 as + 1F O vy 19 )IIHs} :

(4.53)

Since

6 —0
T

o3
for some 6 € (0,1), we can apply Young’s inequality to deduce from (4.53) that

1 -
O s EOls < i ey Oy + Collf s DS IO

+ Fulll fllegers a,0) (£ + 198 15-)

(4.54)
Under the assumption (4.46), we have
1
C corys, 0 . 4.55
o1l SOy 50N S IO, (1.59)
Thus it follows from (4 52), (4.54) and (4.55) that
1
L)@l < - IF @I,
2 dt T 2R fllg e a,0) Tt (4.56)
+ Fo(| Fllgers o,0) (IF )17 + 1) 1)
We first discard the first term on the right-hand side and apply Gréonwall’s lemma to have
11z < (1 foll3e + 2757 01G] 350 1) exp(2T F). (4.57)
Then, we return to (4.56), integrate both sides, and use (4.57) to obtain
113, evs < Follfllizresad) (ol + 27Tl ) (1 + 2T Foexp@TFD) . (4.58)
We bound || f||zge = in Fo(l| f[|Lge mrs, a,9) by (4.57), so that for some F : (Ry)? — Ry,
1 -
111, ey < F (Mollms + T2F (1 haerrs + 13l e, 0,0 ,0) (4.59)

Noting that the right-hand side of (4.57) is also bounded by that of (4.59), we conclude the proof of
(4.47).

Finally, for T' < 1, (4.48) follows from (4.21). O
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Remark 4.5. In Section 6.1 we will need the following variant of (4.47). Suppose that
f e L=([0,T); B%) 0 LA([0, T); H*+3+5)

for some 1 >0, s > 1+ %, and f satisfies (4.43) and (4.44) on [0, 7] and for all (z,t) € R? x (0,T),
of +GIfIT(f) = R—v|D|*™"f, v>0. (4.60)

Then there exists F : (Ry)?> — R, depending only on (s, d,b,7) (but not v) and non-decreasing in
each variable, such that for T' < 1 we have

1
oo f7s +
Wl F i e a )|

< exp (TF(| |1z 1:, 9,0) ) (nfoan + (Il 0, 0lIRI H) :

1
2 rst+5
L7 H™ "2

(4.61)

We note that (4.61) is uniform in v because —v|D|**# produces the good term —1/H|D|%+%f||12qs <0
in the H® energy estimate for f.

5. CONTRACTION ESTIMATES
We begin with the following contraction estimates for the operators G[f] and S[f], which will be

utilized to establish contraction estimates for solutions of (1.25)-(1.26).
Proposition 5.1. Consider fi, fo € H*(RY) and k1, ko € H?*(Qy,), where f; satisfy
inf (fi(z) —b(z)) >0>0
z€R
in the finite-depth case. Let v; be either vl(l) = ¢§1) oSy, or v§2) = ¢§2) oS, where gbgl) solves (1.18)
with data h; € H*(RY) and gbl@) solves (1.20) in Qy, with data k; € H3(Qy,). Set vl9) = vy) - véj).
(i) If s > 1+ 4, then
IV 20 |1 < CUI(frs f2) 1) [ Pa = Do
(ii) If s > 2 + %, then
IV 20 |1 < CUfrs S ) [R2 © Gy — Fa 0 S [l
+ CUIrs )l 1 = fall oy 1Ry B2)l| s (5.2)

In both (5.1) and (5.2), C is a non-decreasing function which depends only on (d,s), and also on
and ||bol| s in the finite-depth case.

1+ CUI(f1, fos has ho)l[ )| f1 = fal (5.1)

Hs— HS_% .

The proof of Proposition 5.1 is postponed to Section 5.3.
Suppose now that (fi,g1) and (f2, g2) are solutions of (1.25)-(1.26) with the regularity (4.1), i.e.

fi € L=([0,T], H*(RY) N L2([0,T], H*" 3 (RY), g € L¥([0,T], H*(Q,(), (5.3)

where s > % + g unless stated otherwise. We denote g; := g; o §y,. Our goal in the next two sections
is to establish contraction estimates for

f=f—fe andg:=g1—go (5.4)
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. _ _1 ~ . _ .
in L°HS"' N L?H"2 and § in L H%~! respectively.

5.1. Estimates for f. We recall from (1.25) that for each i € {1,2} we have
Ofi + GLAIL(fi) + (Ni - S[filgi + gi)ls,, =0,
so that f := f; — fy satisfies the equation
Of + (GLAIT(f1) = G[f2IT(f2)) = (N2 - S[folg2 + 92)I5;, — (N1~ S[filg1 + g1)l5, (5.5)
—Ry

with initial data f(0) = fo := fo,1 — fo2. We write Ry = Ro(f1, f2, 91, 92) whenever there is a need
to recall the dependence of Ry.

As in Section 4, we start with the paralinearization of

GIAIT(f1) = G (f2) = (GIAIT(f1) — GfT(f1)) + Gf)(T(f1) — T'(f2))-
By Theorem Theorem 2.2 (i), we have

GIAIL(f1) = GIf2IU(f1) = —Tx(pa)Bo, (f1 — f2) — Ty, - V(f1 = f2) + Ry(f1, f2)T(f1),

where

Ve -T(fi) + GLT(fi)
1+ |V fa]? '

On the other hand, Theorem 2.1 (ii) gives

G[fQ](F(fl)*F(fé)) = T)\[fz] (F(fl) (fZ)) Ty fz]TBz 1—Bo, 2f2 TV2 1—Va2° Vf2+R[f2]( (fl)*r(fQ))'

Then, introducing the remainders

By, = Vo, = V(I(fi)) — B2,V fa. (5.6)

Ry (fi) =T (fi) — Tys) fis (5.7)
we obtain
GIAIL(f1) — GIfIU(f2) = —Tifa)Ban |+ Taifa) Ty f1 = Ty gy f2) = Ta(fa) TBos—Ban f2
- TV2,17V2,2 : vf2 - TV271 ' vf
+ By (f1, f2)T(f1) + T (By (f1) — By(f2)) + R[LJ(T(f1) — T(f2))-
Rewriting with commutators, we have
GIAIT(f1) = GLfIT(f2) = Tapaly(fo)—-Ba)f — Tve - Vf — R, (5.8)
where ‘/2 = V272, BQ = BQ’Q and
R = —Ry(f1, 2)T(f1) = RIf)(C(f1) = T(f2)) — Tagpa) (Ry(f1) — By (f2))

= T Ty f) () F1 = (D) Do) — Dol (1)) f (5.9)
+ T>\[f2]TB2,l_B2,2f2 + TV2,1_V2,2 Vfl + T)\[fQ](Ble-Bng)f'

Therefore, f satisfies
o f + T)\[fg](’}/(fg)*BQ f-Ty, -Vf= Ry, Ry:= Ro+ R (5.10)

Our next task is to estimate Ry in H®"2. We first consider R/, for which s > 1+ 5 d suffices.
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Lemma 5.2. Let s> 1 +%l and fiz § as in (4.25). We have
1B, g < CUCR ) {1 = Foll oy s+ Q4 Iy I flaes} . (G1D)

ERS
where C : Ry — Ry is a non-decreasing function which depends only on (d,s), and also on 0 and
ol s in the finite-depth case.

Proof. First, applying (2.8) and (2.11) with 0 = s — % gives
IR[f)(T(f2) =T o-g < CUNE) X+ [ f2ll oy ) IT(f2) = T(f) s
< CU M)+ f2ll vz - = foll s

and

1By (f1, )T (PO ooy < CU L F )1 = Foll oy s T (1) L2

H° ™2 2

< C(I(frs ) las)llfr = foll 1 s

H*"2
Next, we have the following estimates
My (LD + Iv(fi)llzee < O fill o),
v (f1) = v(F) s S M1f1 = follgs—r,
IVa,ill =1 + [ Ba,ill -1 < Ol fill ),
1Var = Vaollgs—2 + [ B2y — Bapllgs—2 < C([[(f1, fo)lls)llf1 — foll g

Note also that the embedding H5 17(R?) c L*(R?) holds for s > 1+ ¢ + 6. Then, using
Theorem A.10 (i) and (ii) yields

I Ty ) —(s) 1l ooy < CU2llmo) 17 (f1) = v(F2)ll L [ 1]

5 = e
< C(ICfs ) fr = fall s
and T 1,15 (fo) — Th[fa]y(f2) 18 of order 0 so that

I Ty 2) = Daigay () Fll oy < CUL2 NI o3

2

Now. combining Theorem A.10 (i) and the paraproduct estimate (A.3) yields
15121 T8 -Bop f2ll o3 < CUS2ll )1 T8 s —Bo s S2ll o1 < CUIf2ll ) 1 B2y = Baglls—2llfall ovy s

< OIS fllE ) fr = el gl f2ll or g s

and
1Tvyy—von - VANl o3 S V21 — Vaellps—2l| VAl

HS—3 Hs—%—&
< O e = Fellgs— Ml f2ll or g —s-

As for T\[f,)(Ba1—Bso) S We first write

T\ f2)(Bay—Bao) ] = (Tx[fz](Bg,lme)f - TA[fQ]TBQ,l—BQ,Qf) + Inifo) 1B —Bop S =2 1 + 11

Since || B2, — BQ’QHME) < CU(f1, f)llzzs)|l f1 — fallms, by Theorem A.10 (ii), the operator in I is of
order 1 — 4 and
11 o3 < CUL M E) 1 = Follms 1 f1 = foll

1 .
5 Hs_§_6

Using interpolation of Sobolev norms, we infer

1l o3 < CU L M E) 1 = Fellgsllfr = Fall sy s
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On the other hand, combining Theorem A.10 (i) with (A.3) gives

I omg < CUL2llE ) TBo s~ Bo 2 [l oy < CULL2MH) B2y = Baallgs—2 1 F 1l ov -5
< Clfolla)fr = Fallas=r (N Fill o g5 + 12l vz —s)-
It follows that
-3 < CUIC ) L+ (1 ey - 11 = Foll 1
As for the last term Tz, (R, (f1) — Ry(f2)), we first use Theorem A.10 (i) to have
ITaip2) (By (f1) = By () o3 < U F2)l[) [ By (f1) = By (f2)

Tosi=s5—-1> g, 2 = s+ & — 4, which satisfy (A.14). This

I TA(f2](Bas—Bao) £l

HS HS— 5

Then, we apply (A.15) with sy = s —
yields

1By (f1) = By (f2)ll oy < CUI L S s) U+ (s fNor g -o) L = fall o

which completes the control of the last term.

Putting together the above estimates, we conclude the proof of (5.11). O

The H*"2 estimate for Ry is given in the next lemma. We recall (5.5) for the definition of Ry.

Lemma 5.3. For s > % + %, there holds

[Ro(f1, f2,91,92) Il 3 < C(H(flaf2)||Hg){Hg”HS—l + 71 1910l o1 + 112l - 1)}7 (5.12)

3
where C' : Ry — Ry is a non-decreasing function only depending on (d,s), and also d and ||bo|| s in
the finite-depth case.

Y

Proof. Since gi\zfi(x) = §i|.=0, the trace theorem for R? x .J gives

92155, = g1lzp Il 3 = l192le=0 = G1lz=0ll o3 < 9l a1

By the tame product estimate (A.7) and the embedding H5~1(R?) ¢ L>®(R?), we have
IN2 - (S[f2lg2) 54, = Ni- (Slfilg) [s,, 1l o3

SN2 = Ml o3 [1(STAl91) [2p, Tms—r + (L + [[N2 = e[|z []) (SLf2lg2) [5,, = (S[filg1) Isg, Nl s
=1+4+11,
(5.13)
where
N2 = N1l o3 < CUIC )Nl emgs [1N2 = eyllee < Ol f2llm)-

Using the estimate (3.49) with 0 = s — 1, we obtain
1< C(ll(fhfz)HHs)HfHHbWHngHs

For I1 we first recall that S[fz]gllgf =V, zv |Z o(VEs)~ .—0, where (ngi)_1 is given in terms
of V, -0; as in (3.22). Then, with v = v( ) _ v§2) we have

11 S ||Va0® ol g (V) 7= oll e +1Va 208 ol o2 [ (V5 1)~ =0 — (V1) o= oll o3
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It is readily seen that

(V7)) e=ollee < CIfill ),
(V1) e=0 — (VS 1) a=oll < CUICfrs NI

e 3
The estimate (3.53) implies
2 -
1Va05” |omoll s < Ol fell o) 1321 -
We also have by the trace theorem for R% x J,
(V1) am0 = (V82) " emoll ooy < CUL )]y

Combining the above estimate and the difference estimate (5.2) as well, we obtain

11 < (| (1, f)lla) {1z + 11 oy UG lazer + Gl )} (5.14)
thereby concluding the proof of (5.12). O

We are now ready to state the following a priori contraction estimate for f.

Proposition 5.4. Let s > 3 + % and consider fi, f» € L>([0,T], H*) N L2([0,T7, H”%) solutions to
(1.25) on the time interval [0,T), T < 1, with initial conditions fo1 and fo2. Assume furthermore
that (4.43) holds for f1 and fo and that in the finite-depth case, (4.44) holds for fi and fa. Assume
also that

1(f1 f2)llzgems < By and [[(G1, G2) || Lge s < Bg.

Then, there exist Cy : R%— — Ry and Fo, F : R:j_ — R4 depending only on (s,d,b,7y) and non-
decreasing in each variable and such that if

1
Co(Bt,0)B; < ———, 5.15
0( f ) g — 4.7:0(Bf,a,0) ( )
then
L
10zt <F (1002 e s ) (ol + T2 gl (510
where fo := fo1 — fo2. Here, Cy, Fo, and F can be chosen to be the same functions as in

Proposition 4.4.

Proof. We first note that f satisfies (5.10) which is of the form (2.23) with

= Af](v(f2) — B2) = A[fo] T(f2), U=—Va, F=Ry:=Ro+R,

where a > Cal¢| by (2.9) and the assumption (4.43). Recalling the norm bounds in (4.50) for V3
and a, we can apply Lemma 2.7 to have
1 2
-1 < 3]
thHf( )HH 1 fO(HfQHL,?—‘OHS7a70)||f( )HHS—%

+ Folll follzge s, 0, 0) [ F (&) 3gms + B2

sIF @l

g (5.17)

L.
H° 2
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By virtue of (5.11) and (5.12), there holds

Colll(F Sl {1 oy s + (L NG Iy -) 1 F
et + 1oy G}

IR, 5 <

By interpolation, we have

I o g s LIy < HfH;?;HfHHs 1 (5.18)
for some 6 € (0,1). Thus, we obtain after applying Young’s inequality that
1
Ryl o3 1 < 2
B O3 WOt < g Ty Ve

+ A e 0) {0+ 1 I g I s + 1131}

+ Co(l|(f1, f2)llLg as, )Ilfl\ip,ll\(gbgﬁllm t<T.

In view of the condition (5.15), it follows that

1 2
||f( )HHb 1= 2?0(‘|f2||L%°HS,a,D) ||f( )HHS_’

+f2<\|<f1,f2>\\L%0Hs,a,a>{ UG I ey s+ 0 } - (5.19)

Discarding the first term on the right-hand side and applying Gronwall’s inequality yields

11 < (Uolls + 27T 13 ) ex0 (T4 1, oy ) F2) . (520)

2dt

H§+§—5

where Fo = Fo(|[(f1, f2) ||l m=, @,0). Returning to (5.19) and integrating in time, we find

11, ey < Follflles + 2707 { (T + 11 EIE, g IV pscs + T b 520
For T' < 1, combining (5.20) and (5.20) yields (5.16). O

Remark 5.5. In Section 6.1 we will need contraction estimates in the case where

8tf + T/\ f2 ( BQ f TVQ vf F
With similar estimates, we obtain
1

F(I( )z e .0)
FUfo) e, 0,00 Fl g 0 (TF (s fo) e, 0,9)) (5.22)

| Flloge s + 11 vy < Wollems exp (TFI(Fr. ) e, .9))

LQTH”%

5.2. Estimates for g. We recall from (1.26) that g; satisfies
Oigi + i - Vaygi +7 (Wuiy =0,  ui = (Wig, uiy).
Then, as in (4.5) and (4.6), §; = g; o §y, satisfies
0:gi + Ui, 2, 1) - Vo Gi + 7' (0)uiy 0§, = 0, (2,2) € R x J, (5.23)
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where
— u’i T o Sfl

;= . 5.24
i fgi(ui,y oFf, — Va0i- Uiz 0Ty, — 0L0i) (5.24)

We also recall that u; can be expressed in terms of G[f;] and S[f;] as in (1.24). Setting w = u; — 2,

we find that § = §1 — §o satisfies
0+ T -Va.j=F,
tg UL Vel (5.25)
Glt=0 = o := go,1 © Fo,1 — 90,2 © Fo,2,

where
F=9(02)uzy 0T, — 7' (01)ury 0§y — U Va,.0o. (5.26)
We recall from (4.8) that the @; are tangential to O(R? x .J). Thus, applying Theorem 2.8 with
oc=s—12>1 gives
1G] o< 0, 77;15-1) <M (H?JDHHs—l + HF”Ll([O,T];HS—l)) exp(MVT)),

where M = M(d, s) and

7 if 9 4 dtl
— Hvxul”Ll([O,T];H%me) R (5.27)
vaﬂluLl([O’T];H572) ifs>2+ %
Since H"1(R4 x J) C H N L™ for s > 3 + 4 it follows that
191l oo 0,17, F5-1) < M <||§0||HS*1 + HF‘HLl([O,T];HS*l)) exp (M| V@l L1 (jo,r],m5-1y) (5.28)

forall s € (4 3,00)\ {3+ 2}. Fors =3+ ¢ wefixs € (3+2,5) and obtain (5.28) with s replaced

by s’. Thus we only consider s # % + % in the following.
We recall from (4.17) that

ey < OOl (THA g oot + THAN g gl + Tlaler) - (529
Our next task is to estimate ||F||L%FHS_1.
Lemma 5.6. F, given by (5.26), satisfies
1l < O ) {1ales + 101y U+ Gl + Il ) (5:30)
Consequently
1E N Ly ror < O f) g me) {THQHLOTOHs—l + T%HfHLQTHsf% (1 + 1910l ge s + ||§2||L;9HS)} :
(5.31)

Proof. We start by writing

Y (en)ury 0T — ¥ (e2)uzy 0 Fp = (v'(01) = 7' (02))ury 0 Fp + 7' (02) (ury © Fpy — 2y © Fpo)-
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Applying Proposition E.1 on multiplier properties of 7/, we obtain

1Fllze-r < Clllor —m. 02— m) [ ses)ll(@1 = m) — (22 — m) s sy © G e
+Cllos — mllge—)luny 0§, — 1wy 0 g, gz + [l o1 [V e
< o)l Foll

+ Ol -g)ury 08 g — vy 0 Fpllas—r + @l o1 VG2 1151,

5.32
3 oy 0 8,z (5:52)

where we have used the embedding H5'(R? x J) € L®(R? x J). Recalling the definition (1.24)

and the notation in Proposition 5.1, we have u;, = —8y¢§1) — 8y<;57(;2) — g; and
1 1 1 2)
Uiy 0T f = —azgiﬁzvl( ) 8291'82%( ) Ji-
Consequently
1 1 1
- SR S7 RO P ) (_ ) 0.0 1 0.0 _ 5

Uy 08~ Uay 08y = — g (0T 00T+ (o= g ) (Ovy T+ OvyT) — g,

where v0) = v%j ) _ véj ). From this we deduce

lury 0 s = uay 0 8l < CUAN )00 [ grir + 1020 | romr) + 1G]]
1 2
+ O F) e ANy 1008 N o1 + 1102087 1)
By virtue of the estimate (3.71) with r =s — 1 and (¢, k) = (I'(f2),0) or (¢, k) = (0, g2), we obtain

1Ves g < IRl Foll oy 1902 ier < U follms) Gl o (5.34)

On the other hand, the estimates (5.1) and (5.2) give
Ve oW 1 < O Sl 1

(5.33)

s—1
. e ) ) (5.35)
1900 @ e < COG fNae) {1alzes + 11y (s + 3elre)
Combining (5.33), (5.34), and (5.35) yields
e 0 F s =tz © Sl < COC S lae) {15 + 110y L+ Ilar + Il }
(5.36)

Therefore, it remains to show that |[u||zs-1 is bounded by the right-hand side of (5.30). In view of
(5.24) and estimate similar as above, we have

el < OO Sl LA g (i o §llems + lluz 0 Gy s + 1Ouerll s + [Brcall s

Tl 087, — 208yl + 19401 — Beon e}
(5.37)
The term [ju; 0§, — ug 0 Ff, || gs—1 can be estimated using (5.36). We recall from (4.14) that

lui 0 Spll o1 < CUfill ) (L fill s + 11Gill 25)-

S
Using the equation satisfied by f;, (3.54) and Theorem 2.1 (i) with 0 = s — % provides us with
10c0ill s SNO:Sill o3 < CUfill ) fill s + 1| Gil 122)-

2
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Finally, since f = f; — f3 solves (5.5) for 0, f, we find
10t01 = Broall s SOl o3 S NGIAIT(1) = GLAIT(f2)l

Then, invoking Theorem 2.2 (ii) with o = s — 2 and Lemma 5.3, we can bound ||8;01 — 902 -1 by
the right-hand side of (5.30). Plugging the above estimates in (5.37), we conclude that ||@||zgs—1 is
also controlled by the right-hand side of (5.30) as claimed and this completes the proof of (5.30). O

+ [ Roll

3 3
H %2 H"%

Plugging the estimates (5.29) and (5.31) in (5.28), we arrive at the following contraction estimate
for g.

Proposition 5.7. Let s > 4 + 3. Assume that (f1,g1) and (f2,g2) are solutions of (1.25)-(1.26)
with the regularity given by (5.3) and such that (4.44) holds for f = fi, fa in the finite-depth case.
If s # g + g, then there exists a function C : Ri — R only depending on (s,d,b,v), non-decreasing
in each variable such that for T' < 1, there holds

_ _ 1 . i
19l oo prs—1 <M <’90”Hs—1 +T2C (H(flu Jo)llgems + ”(91792)”L%OHS7D> (gl e mrs—1 + HfHLQTHsg)>

1 ~ ~
- exp <T20(Hf1||L%°HS,0)(”le + 191l egems + | fal ||91||L;°Hs)) ;

L%Hs—o-% L%HS"'%
(5.38)
where we recall that f = f1 — fo, = g1 — §2, and Go = Jo1 — Jo2. If s = g + g, then (5.38) holds

1
with s replaced by any s’ € (% 4 %l, % + %)

5.3. Proof of Proposition 5.1. We will prove (5.1) and (5.2) at once. To this end, we will
understand that v; = ¢ o Fy,, i € {1,2} where ¢; solves
Agyti = —0yk; in Qp, ¢P|g, = hy,
lim(, )00 Vay®i =0 for infinite depth,
8V¢i‘y:b(x) = _Vyki’y:b(x) for finite depth.
fl) corresponds to h; = 0. The condition s > 1 + g
is assumed throughout, while the stronger condition s > % + %l is only needed when k; # 0.

We start by recalling from (3.26) that for ¢ € {1,2}, the function v; satisfies
(02 + oAy + Bi - V0. — 7i0:)v; = Fy,

(2)

This means that v; ’ corresponds to k; = 0 and v,

where Fj; is given by (3.27), and v;(z,0) = (;(z). In this notation, we only need the stronger
condition s > % + % when Fp; # 0. Then v = v1 — vo satisfies

(83 + o1 Ap + /81 V.0, — ’Ylaz)v = Fy, U(l’, 0) = C(l’) = Cl(x) - CQ(x)a (539)
where

Fy = (Foq — Fo2) — (o — a2)Agvg — (B1 — B2) - V0,02 + (71 — 72)0.v2. (5.40)

We assume that f; € H*(R?) and k; € H3(Qy,). We have V, ,v; € Hs_%(Rd x J) by virtue of
Proposition 3.16. Our goal is to prove the contraction estimate for V, ,v1 — V; ,v2 in the lower

norm HS_%(Rd x J).
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5.3.1. Estimates of |V .|| o3 . We fix arbitrary numbers z; < zg in J. Applying Proposition 3.8
to v solving (5.39) with data (C,Fo) we obtain

Vel o

< C(Ailae) (Klgeoy + B0l g g + Vot ) (541
where C on (zg, 1) is only through z; — zg. In the infinite-depth case, we can fix z; — zp = 1 and

let zp tend to —oo to obtain the estimate for V, ;v in XS_%((—oo, 0]). On the other hand, in the
finite-depth case, we will need to prove separately estimates for v near z = —1.

The control of ||V, ZvH in (5.41) is given in the next lemma.

-3

Lemma 5.8. Fors> 1+ 5, there holds

Va0l g < CUC o) (= Bl g+ bl + el L = folpy) (5:42)

and

Ve ao® -y ) < OO ) { i + [l 1 Fol
s = Fallie + 10:k - 0.Fal 4} (3

In both cases, C' : Ry — Ry is a non-decreasing function only depending on (d,s), and also on d and
lbo|lms in the finite-depth case. In the finite-depth case, |’U(i)”L2(RdXJ), i € {1,2} is also bounded by
(5.42) and (5.43).

Proof. Let us start with (5.42). Denoting vi(l) = vgl)(h ) to stress the linear dependence of v( ) o
h;, we write

v = o — o) = oM (hy = ho) + 01V (ha) — V5V (ha). (5.44)
By Lemma 3.15, we have

ot (k1 ho)ll -3 5 <

On the other hand, [NP20, Lemma 3.27] gives

o (h) = o5 ()l -y ) < O )l Bzllae) L1 = ol

CllAallm=)lhy = hall 1

In order to prove (5.43) we denote k; = k; o §f, and write v(2) = 0(2)(12: ) to emphasize the linear

dependence on k; in the relation div, ,(A;Vy ZU(Q)) = ﬁa k;. Then

v® = — o = 0P (b — Fo) + 0 (k2) — o) (o).

The estimate of v%z) (Fo,1 — Fp2) follows from Lemma 3.15:

8291
14 |Vz01)?

< Ol filla) (o = kol 2 + 19:F1 — 0:kel|

102 (Fo1 — Foa)ll C(f ) (Ilfr = ol 2 + | (D:F1 = 0:Fo)| 2y )

)
H 2

x

"(J)
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where we have used (A.8) with (so,s1,s2) = (—1,s — 1,—3). Finally, the estimate of ’U?)(Fm) -

ol )(Fo 2) can be obtained using a similar procedure as the one used in [NP20, Lemma 3.27], which
we omit. In the finite depth case, ||v||z2 is controlled by ||V, .v| 12 via Poincaré’s inequality. O

To prepare for the estimation of Fp, we recall the following.
Lemma 5.9. [NP20, Lemma 3.28] Let s > 1+ 4 and o € [-3,5 — 1], then there holds
lar = ol xo () + 181 = Ballxo () < CUI(frs )l fr — foll ot (5.45)

and
171 = 2llyey < CUIfrs f)llas) L fr = fallgesr, (5.46)

where C' : Ry — Ry is a non-decreasing function depending only on (d,s) and also on d and ||bo|| ms
in the finite-depth case.

Let us proceed with the estimation of HF0||YS_% (1.0)’ where Fy is given by (5.40). We first apply
21,
Proposition 3.8 to vy to have
”VawﬂﬂIWNDSCWﬁWM<MﬁW+WEmh“1ﬂ+vaWw¥2ﬂ> (5.47)

Using (5.47), Lemma 5.9, and (A.10) with sp = s; = s — 3 and s, = s — 1, we obtain

(71 — 72) 0 v2| S =zl 102v2l| xs-1(21,0])

Y572 ([2,0)) Y73 ([21,0))

< Ol 2 = el ey (Wl + Vol + Vsl ) - (549

On the other hand, by (5.47), Lemma 5.9, and (A.9) with sy = s; = s — 3 and s, = s — 2, we have

[[(1 — a2) Az S ller — azf] | Azv2| x5-1([21,0))

YR ([0) X2 ([21,0)

< CUIC )l fr = fol

5 2||VJ:ZU2||XS 1.

The same argument yields

1(B1 = B2) - VaO:va| oy = CUIA R)llas)llfr = £
Hence, [[(a; — ag)A xvg|lys_% and H(ﬁl — B2) - vxazUQHY 3 are also bounded by (5.48). We note

573

va 22| xs-1.

Y°2 H52

that s > 1+ g suffices for the above estimates.

Next, we assume s > % + % to estimate quantities involving k;. Since 0,0;0yk; 0§, = 0-(ki o §y,)
with m = 1 in infinite depth and m = H in finite depth, we have

0.
Fop1 — Foo = (m + (1—1—|V9292]2 - m)) O:(k20Fp, —k10Fy)
0.02 0.01 )
— 0. (k = A+ B.
(5o~ 15 g o)
Set G = H%iizm — m. We have

1Gjllxs— oy < CUlfillas), G — Gal < (I ) fr = foll o1

sz
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Combining these with the product rule (A.8), we deduce
[All 2z S (L4 [GallLeoms )10 (R2 © S, — k1o S p)ll 2 g2
< C(fallme)lka 0, = k1o T ll s

and

1Bl 2z < CUIC, )l fr = Foll oy 10:=(Rr 0 Sl g

s— s
H 2 Hacz

Using Proposition 2.9 and the condition s > 1 + Hd gives

-k 0§l oo % o 8l

x

3
< CUlfills) Ukl oy + 1VEL[ L) < CULA )[R -
We have proven that

1Fox = Foall gz < CUIC f2)lms) (s 0 F gy — ka0 G s + Ly = foll oy Iz
(5.49)

It remains to estimate ||Fo2|lys—1(7) + HV:’:’ZWHX—% n (5.48).

i
()
Another application of Proposition 2.9 and the condition s > % + % gives

[Fo2lys—1 < [[Foz| pemd S Cllfallm)lk2 0 Spoll ooy < CUlf2llzs) I Fal s
It follows from Lemma 5.8 that
C(I(fr, f2)llm=) {Ilhl —hall 3 + k208, — k10Tl
(s bl + Gk k)l ) I = foll oy o (5:50)

where the condition s > % + % > 2 is only needed when k; # 0.

Hvx Z’UHXfi J)

Gathering the above estimates yields
IFoll o3 < CUIS1s f)llze) {[[B2 0 8 g, — k1o g [l s

+.f1 = fol
In view of (5.41), (5.50), and (5.51), we obtain

et (100 B2l s + | Ga ko)) - (5.51)

Va0 C(I(frs f2)ll ) {Ilhl —hall oy k2 0T, — k1 oS [l e

+ (G, o) las + v k)l ) | = foll oy } =2 50 (5.52)

Our next task is to upgrade (5.52) to an estimate for Vv in H571(R? x (20, 0)).

xR 0]) -

5.3.2. Estimates of ||V 20| grs—1(Rax (20,0)- We write s —1 =k + p with k > 0 and p € [0,1), and
claim that

Vi e {Oa R k+ 1}7 ||8£v];+1_zv”H5,z(Rd><(207 0)) =

[1]

(5.53)
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Case ¢ = 0. By virtue of the interpolation Lemma C.2,
IV ol g, S IVET 0l 2 + 10:V 5 oll o .
Since both terms on the right-hand side are controlled by ||V, v/ , (5.53) follows from

(5.52).

Xq_i([ 070])

Case £ = 1. Another application of Lemma C.2 gives
10:V50ll gt S 10:Vivll 2 + 102V 50l o g1

The term H@V’;vHLgm is controlled using (5.52). As for HB?V’“UHLEHMA, we use the equation (5.39)
for 9%v, the product rule (A.8), the condition s > 1 + %l, and Lemma 3.4 to have

G2V 0l s < 1020 s = 1620 2
S 10l a2 + @2 — D) A0l s + 182 - Vodooll a2
+ (200l 2z + | Foll 12 g2
S Ol falle) Ve 20l 2 g1 + 1 Foll 2 s>
S Ol Vazoll g + 1Follyo-g-
Invoking (5.51) and (5.52), we conclude the proof of (5.53) for ¢ = 1.

Case ¢ € {2,...,k+ 1}. This is only the case when k > 1, i.e. s > 2. In order to prove (5.53) for
te{2,...,k+ 1}, we claim that

l
Vee {1, kY, lOIVET ol SE+ AL A=) |02l (5.54)

and
05 oll g S E+ Ap + Va0l sz (5.55)
Assume temporarily that (5.54) and (5.55) hold. In conjunction with the case ¢ = 0, they imply
IVEE ol S E+ Ak + Vel g2 S B+ 10:0] gt + [ Vazvll sz S E A+ [ Vaavll rivn
since s —2 =k — 1+ p. It follows that
Va0l grn S E+([Vaovll grosen + [ VazvllLz -
By interpolating ||V, v gr—1+, between ||V, ,v||72 and ||V, .0 gr+n, we obtain
Ve, ZUHHH# SEA+ Ve, ZUHL2 - SE+||Va, ZUHX—f
Recalling Lemma 5.8, we conclude that ||V ;v ;k+n S Z which implies (5.53) for £ € {0,...,k+1}.

Proof of (5.54). We proceed by induction on ¢. We note that the left-hand side of (5.54) has a total
of k + 1 derivatives with at most k z-derivatives. The case £ = 1 has been obtained above. Assuming
that k£ > 2 and that (5.54) holds for some ¢ € {1,...,k — 1}, we need to prove

105 VE ol g SE+ Ay (5.56)
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We also assume p € (0,1). The case u = 0 can be treated analogously except that Lemma C.2 is not
invoked.

By Lemma C.2,
N0V~ 0l e S NSV 0l papn + 10272V 0l o et (5.57)
We write 071 = 9071020, 0472VE—4y = 9£0%v and use equation (5.39) to substitute
%0 = Fy — (1 Ay + B1 - V0. — 11020,

which contains at most one z-derivative of v. Hence, 07!V~ =%y contains at most ¢ derivatives in z
while 972V =y contains at most £+ 1 derivatives in z making it the more difficult term. Using the
method for controlling the second term that we will present below, one obtains

107 Ve vl 2y S E+ Ar (5.58)
This will be utilized in controlling the second term [|9SF2VE=4y|| r2ge-1- We have
105729 ] s < 05VA Foll 2 gues + m2 055 A 2 e
VA (01— ) D)2 g+ OBy - V)]
10T (10:0) |2 .
The control of Fy follows from the following, whose proof is postponed to the end of this section.
Lemma 5.10. Ifs > 1+ % and s > 2, then
1ol -2 < CUICf1s fo)llas) {llEr o Fpy — ko o Fpoll e
1= Lol ey (Nt R s + (1B ho) ) §

where we assume furthermore that s > % + % when k; # 0.

(5.59)

Since we are proving (5.56) under the assumption that & > 2, we have s = 1 + k + u > 3. Hence,
Lemma 5.10 is applicable, giving

1057 Foll s S 102 F o pgs-eumr S [ Follss S .
where we have used that £ — ¢ > 1. On the other hand, the induction hypothesis implies
102V 5~ Agoll o pgnt S 10V 0ll 2 S NOEVET 0l e, SE+ Ae
Combining Leibniz’s rule with the product rule in Theorem B.3 yields
105V 5 (a1 = m?) D) | 21 S 1105 ((01 — mz)Axv)HLgH;;w—l—l

. )
S D N0dar = m?) | o2 10577 Agu] S k1)
<< * LW,

x

+ D llok(an —m?)|

ktu—t—tq; |05 A0
0<j<t v LILJ

LeW.

x

11 111 -
Wlth 5 + p;_ 4 + q;_ 3 and p]a% # 0.
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Note that s—1— 7> 1 for j <{ <k — 1. We choose

1 _ 1 s=1—j . _d
E_E_T 1fS—1—]<§,
pj=o00 ifs—1—j=4¢
2K pj <oo ifs—l—j:%,
s—1-j P; : d kpp—t—1+47 ktu—t=1p; .
so that H3™" 77 — L;’. Then, since s > 1 4 5, we have H; ™/ T Wy in all cases.

Consequently o
102 (cr = m®)[| e 25 S 0201 = M) oo gyz=i=1 < C(ILf1ll1)
by (3.35), and
||a£7ijv||L2Wk+u—é—l,p; S HaﬁiijUHLgHﬁw—z—lﬂ' =: Bj.

x

When j =4,
By = ||Axv||L§H§+H—1 S HvvaLgHi?W = HvaHLgHg—l < ||VJ:UHX57% <=

in view of (5.52). For 0 < j <k — 1, we have

B; < Haf*jv\ngng—Hlﬂ SN vlle + 1057V 0| e SE+ Al
by the induction hypothesis. The pair (g;, q;) can be chosen using an analogous argument. We omit
further details. Thus

10295 (a1 — 77”52)A901;)||L§Iﬁ_1 <4 Ay

The term [|05VE4(B1 - Vo0y0)|| ;2 u-1 can be treated similarly since 81 and a; — m? have the same
regularity. We only note that B; needs to be replaced with

Bj = |07 V0050l 5 piu 105 < ||a§*i+1vHL§H§+H_H]-
which has ¢ + 1 derivatives in z when j = 0. But when j = 0, we have
1027740 pyrsse = 1057 0| yrse SNOZ 0ll 2 + 107 VE 0ll 2y S A + 2

by invoking (5.58).
Next, we consider the « term. It suffices to estimate

i —j+1
10271l oo pps and [0 a UHLEWH;L—Z—L;;;

for j € {0,...,¢}, where p%- + ]% =1 and pj; # oo. We recall that s —2 — j >y > 0. Note that if we
J

had included ¢ = k 4 1 in (5.54), then when j = ¢ = k in the induction hypothesis we would have

had s —2 —j =pu—1 < 0. We choose

1 1 s—2—j : . d
E_E_T 1fS—2—]<§,
pj=o00 ifs—2-j=4¢

2K pj <o ifs—2—j:%,

. ) . k4+p—0—1,p"
so that H57277 «— LY and HFHHT — W, . Pi for s > 1+ %. Then we have

102710l e 23 S 10201 poo rs—2-5 < CILf1l|12)

x
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thanks to (3.37), and, since 1 </ —j+1</+1,

||8ﬁ_j+lvH e S ||a£_j+1

z x

Ol o gt

When j > 1, the induction hypothesis gives
1027740 o prrrens S NOT7T 0z, + 1057V M oll o S E+ Ay
When j = 0, we use (5.58) to obtain
10277540 pprsess = 105 0l gyrvn—e SN0 M0l + 1057 VE Wl 2 S Apsa +E.

Thus
102V~ (110:0) | o1 S B+ Avir.

The proof of (5.54) is complete. O

Proof of (5.55). We first use (5.39) for 9?v to have
102 0 e < 1102 ol +m® (|05 Aol + |05 (a2 — m?)Ag) | 11
+ 10571 (Ba - Va0wv) e + 105 (120:0) | e
< 2 in view of (5.59). By (5.54) with £ =k — 1,
1027 Agoll 2w

As for the a-term, we need to estimate

102 (ax =m0z~ Agull e S 102 (0n — m®) |2 02717 A

+ 1102 (0 = m®)[lyymas |05 A

where ||8§—1F0HHM

SEH4 A, .

- 1,1 1,1 _1 ro _1_ .53
forjE{0,...,k—1},wherep—]_—kp—;—q—j—kq—;—ﬁandpj,q]7éoo.Notethats s—J=5+p>0.
We choose )

1 _ 1 _ sS=3=J . d+1
E—j— (21 lfS—*_]<
pj = 00 ifs—f j—M

2L pj <00 1fs—§—j—%1,

1 . . .
so that H;ZQ Ty Lﬁfz and H““ s ng:f] for s > 1+ %. Hence, we have
102 (o — )HLPJ S04 (ar — 2)\\Hjjﬂ- < ([ filla=)

by (3.33), and

|05~ 179 A || 1= JAIUHHW < ||ok—1- JVIUHHWH

HP] ~ ||
1z

<0519Vl e+ IV 05 I e

Since Vﬁzl@f*l*j Vv contains a total of k + 1 derivatives with at most k z-derivatives, using (5.54)
with £ < k — 1 gives
IV 0L IV ol g, S E+ Ay
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On the other hand, ||0¥—1~ JvaHng S ||V ps—2 since k — 1 — j + p < s — 2. Thus we obtain

1051 (01 — m?)Ag)l| i S E + Ak + [Vt roce.
The S-term can be treated similarly except that we now have
|OE V00l sy, S NOE IV a0e0l| s S 1057177020 g
SHOE 90,0l g + V5L O 0.0l v
S0zl ps—2 + E+ Ag.
Hence,
105181 - Voot lgn S B+ Ap + || Vavl| gro—z.

For the 7 term, we need to control for any j € {0,...,k — 1} the quantities ||9Jv1]|;»; and
k—1—j 1 1 1 3 _ 1
l|ok—1 JBZUHWM,; where p T w2 and p; # oo. We recall that s — 5 —j > 5 +u > 0.

We choose

3 .
1 _1_ 557 _3_ d+1
=2 o ifs J<
pj = 00 1fs—f j—ﬁ,

2 < pj <00 1fs—§—3:d%l,

so that H5 379 < [Pi and HA+1+i=¢ <5 W5 for any 0 < e < min{s — (1 + 4),1}. Tt follows that
10391 r; < C(|| f1l| i) thanks to (3.37), and for any v > 0,

[l R S ||3k 00| urser-e < C@)[05 7800 ) e + w0 0] s
CW)05 77 00| e + || VI 05 0|
S 18:20]| rs—2 + E + Ay, + |05 0] | 1n
Gathering the above estimates leads to
1050 e < Ve 0llgs—2 +Z+ Ag + v||o¥v||ge Vv > 0.
This in turn implies the desired estimate (5.55). O

5.3.3. The finite-depth case. In order to complete the proof of Proposition 5.1 in the finite-depth
case, it remains to prove (5.1) and (5.2) on a strip R? x (=1, —1 + n) for some small > 0 that
depends only on HbOHHS*% and || fil|ms, ¢ € {1,2}. We have

div(A;Vy sz(j)) = —0.(ki 0§y, (z,2)) = Fz-(j)(:n, z), (x2)eR?x (—1,0),
AV 0 (2,0) - s = ki, b(@)) = 97 (2), @ € RY,
where A; is given by (3.91) with g; in place of g5, and k; = 0 if j = 1. Hence, o) = vgj)
satisfies

)

div(A, V0@ = P9 — B9 4 div((Ay — A1)V .0l)) = FO),
AWWWmQHwW@<w>m2m>wﬂmwm:ww-
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We have [|A4; — Aol < C(||bo|| =, || fill =), where Ay is given by (3.92). For s > 1+ 4

H™ 3 (RAx(—1,0)) —

_1
and 0 < v < min{l,s — 1 — ¢}, since H,.? C Cy ., we can choose 7 sufficiently small so that (3.94)
holds with A = A;.

The argument leading to (3.101) yields
O a1, 14y < C0llzes 1) (1FD 21,1120
+ HQ(J)HHsfg(Rd) + Hw”Hl(Rdx(fl,flJrQn)))'

Since s — % > %, the product rule in Corollary B.4 implies
1D -z < [P = FY || oz + 11(A2 — A1) Vo208 || o
SIED = B e + [ A2 = Adl g |V o0

s—%?

where ) ,
1A = B llges < ka0 8y — k0§l s
On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 5.11 that

A2 — Arll =1 < C(I(fL f) s [1Boll o 1L = Fll
Using Proposition 3.16 with r = s — %, we find
HVx,zvéj)llH#% < Ol f2llzs, ool ) (2l s + N[kl oy + 1V E2l[Lo0). (5.60)

When k; # 0, we use the assumption that s > 2 + £ to bound || Vka| 1 < ||kal|ms.

1.
H°™2

Thus ||F@|| gs—2 is controlled by the right-hand side of (5.1)—(5.2). Since ggz) — g§2) = (k1oFy —
k2 0 §f,)|2=—1, the trace inequality implies

991 .5 < Cllkr o5, — koo Tl
Finally, owing to Lemma 5.8, ||[v\)||1 is also controlled by the right-hand side of (5.1)—(5.2).
Therefore, the proof of Proposition 5.1 in the finite-depth case is complete.
5.3.4. Proof of Lemma 5.10. We will use the following estimates.
Lemma 5.11. Consider s > 1+ % satisfying s > 2. Then we have
len = aallgsr + 181 = Bell gz + [l = 2llgs2 < CU PN m)fr = fall oy
where C : Ry — Ry is a non-decreasing function and depends only on (d,s), and also on ? and

lbollzs in the finite-depth case.

Proof. We only consider the infinite-depth case. We recall that a; — 1 = 1&?%?;2 —-1=G (@QZ) for

some smooth function G of Vo = (V,0,0,0 — 1). Since s — 2 > 0, applying Theorem A.3 (ii) gives
lar — sl gs—2 < C([[(Vor1, Vo)) Vo1 — Voal s
< Ol falles, L fallm) I f1 = fall oy

where we have used Lemma 3.3 (ii) — (iii) together with the condition s > 1 + 4.
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The control of |31 — f2]| ys—1 can be obtained along the same lines. Regarding =, let us estimate the

typical term %QAI o. For s > 1+ % and s > 2, the product rule in Corollary B.4 is applicable with
(S();Sla Sz) = (S —2,5— %7 5= 2)7 yielding

(0%
AZ‘QHH572 5 ( a Hsf% + 1)HACEQHH‘“‘72

155
Then we conclude by using (3.33) and Lemma 3.3 (iii). O

For the proof of Lemma 5.10, we assume that s > 1+ % and s > 2. When k; # 0, we assume
furthermore that s > 3 + g. We recall from (5.40) that

Fo = (Fo1 — Fo2) — (a1 — a2)Agva — (B1 — B2) - V30,02 + (71 — 72)0,02.

To fix idea we shall only consider the infinite-depth case. For s > 1 + % = % + % satisfying
s > 2, the product rule in Corollary B.4 can be applied with (sg,s1,s2) = (s —2,s — 1,5 — %) and
(s0,51,82) = (s — 2,5 — 2,5 — 3), yielding

(1 — ) Agva|lgs-2 S [l — aallgs-1[[Azvall o5,

1(B1 = B2) - VaOzva|lgs—2 S 1151 — Ball =1 [ Ve O:zva|

1(y1 = 72)

g3
Oz 02/l s—2 S I = v2llms—2[10zva[ ooy -
In conjunction with the estimate (5.60) and Lemma 5.11, it follows that

[(1 — a2)Agva — (B1 — B2) - V002 + (11 — 72) 0202 o2

< I )l fr = Foll oy (Mhallms + [R2ll o1 + [[VEal[Lo).-

When k; # 0, we write

Fop—Fo2 = (14 G(V02))0:(k208p, — k1 0Fp) — (G(Vo2) = G(V01))0:(k1 0, ),

(5.61)
- 3

where G(Vp) = vazifmg — 1 is a smooth function of Vo = (V,0,0,0 —1). For s > 1 + % satisfying

s > 2, we can apply the product rule in Corollary B.4 with (sp,s1,52) = (s — 2,5 — %, s —2) and
(s0,51,8) = (s — 2,5 — 1,5 — 3) to obtain

10,1 — Foollps—2 S 11+ G(Voa)|l o1 10=(k2 0 F g, — k1 08 p,) | 12
+1G(Vo2) = G(Var)llgs-1110=(k1 o Fp )l o3

O, ) ll) (k20 B — ka0 B llems + 11— fell oy IRa 0Bl o).
By virtue of Proposition 2.9,
k1o 8pll oy < CUAIE) R ooy + (VR Lo0).

When k; # 0, we use the stronger assumption that s > 3+ 4 to bound || V|| < ||ki| #s. Gathering
the above estimates yields the desired estimate (5.59).
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6. LocAL WELL-POSEDNESS: PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section it is assumed that d > 1 and s > 3 + 4. We recall the estimates (4.2) and (4.3) for
compositions with §; and 3’;1, as they will be used often.

Heuristically, our main Theorem 1.4 follows from the a priori and contraction estimates proven in
Section 4 and Section 5. This is however not straightforward since g satisfies a transport equation
in the moving domain Q. The vanishing viscosity method used for the Muskat problem [NP20] is
thus not applicable. We shall devise an iterative scheme to construct approximate solutions (fn, gn)
whose existence is easier to establish. In fact, we will construct §(t) : R? x J — R and define
g(t) :==g(t)o S]T(lt). We recall from (4.5) that § satisfies

O:g + - Vx,zg+7’(g)uy oFf=0, in RY x J,

where @ = u(f,g) is given by (4.6) in terms of uw o §¢, V. .0 and 0;0. The usual strategy is to
linearize the preceding equation at step n using the approximate solution at step n — 1, namely to
construct g, solving the linear transport equation

G + Tn—1-Vin + v (0n-1)tn-140Ff,_, =0 in R x J. (6.1)

If we simply choose @, = U(fn—-1,9n-1), then @, is not tangent to R x 9.J unless fn—1 solves the
exact nonlinear equation (1.25), i.e.,

8iffnfl - *G[fnfl]r(fnfl) - (anl : S[fnfl]gnfl + gnfl) ’anfl(w' (62)

However, this would produce a coupled system for f,_1 and §,_1, whose solvability is not simple.
We will make a different choice of %, in (6.1) such that on one hand it is tangent to R¢ x 9.J, and
on the other hand it decouples the equations for f,, and g, so as to facilitate their solvability. The
Uy, is given by (6.14) in consistence with the nonlinear f,-equation given by (6.10) and (6.12). f,
will then be solved using a fractional regularization v|D|*” for small v > 0.

6.1. Approximate solutions and uniform estimates. Let R > 0 and (fo, go) € H5(RY) x H5(Qy,)
such that

I follzs < R, |lgooTpllas <e=e(R) <1, (6.3)
inf (5(f0) ~ LRI (o) () > 20>,
inf (fo(z) —b(x)) = 20 > 0 in the finite-depth case, (6.5)

zeR

where € = £(R) will be chosen later. By virtue of (4.2), ||goo&,||as can be arbitrarily small provided
lgoll s ;) is sufficiently small. We impose firther that e(R) is chosen such that

<
- 4]:0(2R, Cl,a)

where Cy, Fy are the functions appearing in (5.15).

Co(2R,0)2¢(R) (6.6)

1

We shall construct a local-in-time solution (f,g) € (LSH® N LAH*t2) x L H® to (1.25) and (1.26)
with initial data (fo, go) via the following iterative scheme. We choose

(f1,91) € HPH(RY) x HHH(RITY) (6.7)
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such that
1f1 = foll rsray + 1191 — 9o © Soll grs(raxry < 0, (6.8)
where 0 is small enough so that

3 N 3
Il < SR N llae < S,

it ((f1) = GIAIT() @) > Sa> 0, (6.9)

2
mf (fi(z) =b(z)) > gb > 0 in the finite-depth case.

For n > 2, we let (f,, gn) solve

{8tfn + G[falT(fn) = Rn_1 in R% x (0,00), (6.10)
fnlt=0 = fo, .
and
{atgn +Tp-1-Vin +7 (0n-1)tn-1408f, . =0 in (R x J) x (0,00), (6.11)
Gnlt=0 = Go := g0 © §f, '
where N,, := (=Vyfn, 1),
Ry—1 = —(Np-1-S[fa-1lgn-1+ gn-1)lz; (6.12)

and g, := gm © %}T}L In (6.11) we have introduced wp, = (Um,z; Um,y) a0d Ty, = (U, 2, Urm,») Which
are defined by

U = =G fn]T(fm) — Sfmlgm ImCy, (6.13)
ﬂm,x = Um,x © gfma
1
U, = ang{ — (=Vaom: 1) - (GLfmIT(fm)) © &1, (6.14)

- (_vam—la 1) ' (S[fm—l]gm—l) o Sfm,1 — gm—-1° Sm—1 — 8tQm}-

Observe that (6.10) is a nonlinear equation for f,,, while (6.11) is a linear equation for g,. For the
actual problem (1.25)-(1.26), we have defined @ in terms of u via (4.6). On the other hand, for the
approximate problems, @y, , and u,, are independently defined as in (6.13) and (6.14), where (6.13)
is precisely the original relation (1.24). The formula of @,, , was designed so as to satisfy

Tm.=0 onR?xadJ (6.15)

In order to see (6.15), we recall that gm(x,0) = fin(2), G[fmlT(fm) = Vaeyé™, and S[fm—1]gm-1 =
Viyd?, where ¢M) solves (1.18) with (f,h) = (fin,T'(fm)), and ¢ solves (1.20) with (f,k) =
(fm—1,9m—1)- At z =0 we have

Um,z|2=0 = 31Q|Z0{ = Glfmll(fm) = (Nm—1 - S[fm-1]gm-1 + gm—1)|2fm_1 - atfm} =0

zdm
in view of (6.12) and (6.10). In the finite depth case, we have pp,(z, —1) = b(x), O¢pm(z, —1) = 0,
and the Neumann conditions in (1.18) and (1.20) imply that @y, |,=—1 = 0. This completes the
proof of (6.15).
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Approximate solutions exist on a uniform interval and obey uniform bounds, as given in the following
proposition.

Proposition 6.1. Let s > 4 + 3 and R > 0. There exist ¢ = e(R) € (0,1], T. = T.(R) € (0,1] both
non-increasing in R, and L = L(R) > 0 non-decreasing in R such that if (fo, go) satisfy (6.3), (6.4)
and (6.5) in the finite-depth case, then for n > 2 there exists a solution (fn,gn) to (6.10)-(6.11) in
the space

Z, = (C(0, 1), H*) N L*([0, 1], H**2)) x C([0, T.], H"), (6.16)
and we have for all n > 1 that

[ fnlloge s < 2R (In)
IFull 5 oot < 2 (1L,)
1l 250 £ < 2Me (I11,,)
inf (fn(x,t) —b(x)) > 0 in the finite-depth case, (IV,)

(z,t)ERIX[0,T,]
inf n(t > Vn
o T ) @) > (Vo)
1fn = frill <27 (VIn)

Ly H'NL2, s
G — fln—l“LjoiHsfl <277 (VIL,)

where Cy, Fo are the functions appearing in Proposition 4.4, M = M(s,d), and with the exception that
(I1,,) is valid for n > 2.

It follows from (II1,,), (I,), and (4.2) that
l9nllzge s < O fnllog mo)llgnllLge s < 2C(2R)Me(R). (6.17)

The proof of Proposition 6.1 proceeds by induction, and we shall construct e(R), T(R) and L(R) in
the proof. We may diminish 7T'(R) during the induction step, but this will be done independently
of n. We note also that the constants C(-) appearing in the remaining of this section may change
from line to line, but are always non-decreasing functions. Moreover, there are only finitely many
C’s, Thus, all of the following estimates hold with the largest C. In what follows we assume

s€ (3 +4,00)\ {3+ 2}, so that we can apply the transport estimate (5.28) to [|Gn — Gn—1| o1
For s = % + %, one only need to replace s by any s’ € (% + %, S) to obtain the contractions estimates
for || fr — fn,1||L%i Y o and ||gn — §n71||L%2 —1, from which (VI,) and (VIL,) follow by
interpolation with (I,,) and (IIL,).

From (6.8) we obtain (I,,), (III,,), (IV,,), and (V,,) for n = 1. Moreover, we can choose d smaller in
(6.8) if necessary to have (VI,,) and (VIL,) for n = 1.

Assume that for some n > 2 and all 1 <7 <n — 1, the couple (f;, g;) has been constructed on [0, T%]
independent of n such that (I;) — (VII;) hold. We proceed to prove that (f,, g,) exists and satisfies
(I,) — (VIL,) . We always consider Ty < 1 and ¢ € (0, 1] in what follows.

Step 1. We first prove the existence and estimate for g,.

Lemma 6.2. Let n > 2. Assume that (fn—1,Gn—1) € Z5, T € (0,1], and fn—1 satisfies (IV,,—1) in
the finite-depth case. Then (6.11) has a unique solution g, € C([0,T]; H3(R? x J)). Moreover, gy,
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satisfies

~ ~ 1 1
1allgrs < (dollas + Ul arllige o) T2 Az ) exp (T2 C(| failligors ) Az ), (6.18)
where M = M(s,d), C : Ry — Ry depends only on (s,d,b,v,0), and

Arn-1 = || fa-1ll L+l gn—1llzge s + [ frll | Gn—1llLge mrs- (6.19)

2 rrst3 2 prstd
L2 H""2 L2 H""2

Proof. We recall from (6.15) that @, is tangent to R? x 0.J. Therefore, by appealing to Theorem 2.8

with ¢« = R? x .J, Lemma 6.2 can be proven similarly to the a priori estimate (4.48). We note that
Theorem 2.8 yields both the existence of g, and the desired estimate. O

We recall that f; = fi(z) € H"' C Z§. Then we can use the induction hypothesis and apply
Lemma 6.2 n — 1 times with 7" = T} to deduce that §, exists and satisfies (6.18). In other words,

1 1
IR P— (m + CR)T? B) exp (0(23)11,3 B) ,

where
Ar, -1 < L+2Me + L2Me < B:= L +2M+ 2ML. (6.20)
Therefore, choosing
1 1 In 3 Me
T2 < T2, := mi 2 _ , 6.21
= Sl TR { C(2R)B 30(2R)B} (6.21)

we obtain ||gn|rge m= < 2Me, thereby proving (II1,).

In Steps 2, 3, and 4 below, we will solve (6.10) using the fractional regularization

atfn,l/ + G[fn,u]r(fn,u) + V|D’1+an,l/ = Rnfl in (Rd X J) X (OaTnJ/)’ (6 22)
fn,u’t:O = f0> .
where p € (0, %) is a small fixed number. We impose that
Me < R. (6.23)

Step 2. We first construct f,,, on a time interval depending on n and v:

Lemma 6.3. There exists T € (0,T%] such that (6.22) admits a unique solution f, , in the space

Vii= {f e C([0,T], H%) N L2([0,T], H* 2 T%) - inf  (f(z,t) —b(z)) > o} : (6.24)
(z,t)€RIx[0,T]
Let T, , be the mazimal existence time of fn, in V3. If T3, < T, then either
limsup | fo (D)l 1= = 00 o7 (6.25)
t=T,
inf (fap(z,t) —b(x)) =0. (6.26)

(z,t)ERIX[0,T}; )
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Proof. We first solve (6.22) for f,, by a fixed-point argument in the complete metric space V.
. 1
endowed with the norm || flvs = |f|lLgems + v2 Hf”L?THS*%*%’ where T' < T,. To that end, we

rewrite (6.22) in the integral form
fualt) = P o [ B (1)) A = ()0,

where F,,_1(f) = —=G[fIT'(f) + Rn—1 and || fo||zs < R. One can verify that for all f € V, we have

1in
®,_1(f) € C([0,T); H?). We will prove that ®,_; maps the ball B(0,2R) of Z;+2+2 into itself for
some T = T,, ,, sufficiently small. The contraction of ®,,_; on B(0,2R) can be proven analogously.

Standard energy estimates on the fractional heat kernel e="*P s

1901 (llvz < 1O + v 2| Euca |

give

Py (6.27)

We now estimate Fj,_; for n > 2. First, since s — 1 — £ >s—1, we can use (3.48) to have

2
IGUATN, oy < CULIIA oy (6.28)

where C' depends on d. On the other hand, the trace theorem for R? x .J implies

= lgn-1lz=oll ;-3 -2 < CU[fn-allms)l|gn—1lzs- (6.29)

lgn—1lsy, Nl o1 S| R

Next, using the tame product estimate and the Sobolev embedding H5~1(R%) <« L, we obtain
||Nn71 . S[fnfl]gnfl|2fn_l HHS_%_%
S (INn—1 = eyllps—r + 1) [S[fn-1lgn-1ls;, ||l
< (| faall) {ISUnlgm Lz, 1oy
It follows from (3.49) with 0 = s — 1 that
1S[fnlgn-ls;,  Nus— < CUlfaallm) a1l (6.30)

and from (3.49) with o = s — § — & that

HS[fn—l]gn—l‘an71 HHS—%—

Consequently, we obtain

e IV —eyll a8 faclgnals,, et

g+ acall vy IS lgnals,, Nl }-

NE

< C(lfn—alla)l1gn—1ll s (U [ frll o g - )-

[INn—1 - Slfnalgn-als,, M o 1-8 < CUfnallzs)llgn-allms U+ [ faall oy -u)- (6.31)
Combining (6.29) and (6.31), we find
[Bn1ll ooy < CUlfn—rllm)llgn-allms U+ ([ faall oy -2)- (6.32)

By interpolation of H s+3-% between H® and H S+%, there holds

H 1-p
Il v < Wil TEIRILE .
Consequently, in view of (6.28) and (6.32), we deduce

1
1Bl g < Oz TSI
L . (6.33)
+CWEAW$WW%4W$WU”+Tﬂh4M2 ).
T

HT2
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Using this, the induction hypothesis, and (6.23), it follows from (6.27) that
1@n1(£)llvz < R+v~ =8 {C@R)T*(2R)'# + C(2R)2R(T% + T"L) | (6.34)
for f € B(0,2R) C Vj. Thus, for some 1,1 = T,1(v, R, L,0) > 0, ||®n—1(f)[lvz < 2R whenever
fe€B(0,2R)Cc Vpand T <T,;.
Next, for p sufficiently small and ¢ < T', we have
(@1 (f)(t) =) = (fo = b)llLee < ClPn—1(f)(t) = folls—1-n
< COlle ™1™ fo — follg-1-w + tC| Faal g s
< Cvt|| fol| mrs —|—tCHFn_1HL%oH571
The estimate (6.30), the trace inequality, and Theorem 2.1 (i) imply
1 Fuct (Dl < OO Naero) |l serre + Ol etz 1)1l
< C(Iflegp )l f | Lgems + C(2R)2R,
where we have used the induction hypothesis and (6.23). Therefore, since fy — b > 20, for f €
B(0,2R) C V} we have
O, 1(f)(x,t) —b(z) >20 - CVvIR—-TC(2R)4R >
provided t <T < T, 9 =T,2(r,R,0) > 0.
We have proven that ®,,_; maps the ball B(0,2R) C V} into itself if 7" < min{7},1,7,2}. Moreover,
®,,_ is a contraction if 7" is small enough. The Banach fixed point theorem implies that (6.22) has

a unique solution f,, € V3, where T' depends on (v, R, L, || fol| ). Therefore, if T}y, < T, is the
maximal existence time, then T); , < T\ if and only if either (6.25) or (6.26) holds. O

Step 3. Our next task is to prove that 7}, , = Ti. By virtue of the continuation criteria (6.25) and
(6.26) in Lemma 6.3, it suffices to prove that

sup || fnp(t)|| s < oo and (6.35)
te(0,77; )
inf (fap(z,t) —b(x)) > 0. (6.36)

(z,t)ERIX[0,T} ,,)
Note that in the following we use that f,, € C°([0, T} ), H®). From the definition of T}; , we have

2 nul2,t) = b 2 9. 6.37
(w,t)eﬂégx[o,Tn*)(f’ (37 ) (x)) ( )
Lemma 6.4. For allt < l;,w we have
inf nw(t >2
soRd T (frw()(x) = 2a

) ) L (6.39)
—t3C(|| fawlleqog;9)) (an,u||Loo([o,t];Hs) + C(an—lHL‘X’([O,t];HS))Hgn—lHL‘X’([O,t];HS)) ’
and
infd(fn,,,(a:,t) —b(z)) > 20
z€R (639)

—tCs (C(an,VHLOO([O,t};HS))an,VHLOO([O,t};HS) + C(an*lHLOO([O,t};HS))Hgn*IHLW([O,t];HS)) :
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where Cy depends only on (s,d).

Proof. We fix t < T . Since s > 5 —|— d > 9, we can apply Theorem 2.2 (ii) with o = s — % > % to
have

1T (Fnw@®) = TG -5 < CUfnw@llzs; [ foll o) f () = fol

2

< C(an,uHC([O,t};HS))tHatfn,l/H
On the other hand, Theorem 2.1 (i) again implies
1T (Fnw @) = TSl < NT S @2 + 1T o)l -1 < CU[for (Ol s, || foll )

By interpolation, the two preceding estimates yield

1T (o)) = TSl o3 < Cl fnalloo s 3 100 fw|?

Loe((04; 15 2)

w3

LOO([O,t];HS’Q )’

Since H*"3(R%) C L (R?), it follows that

vz € R, T(fon(0)(@) > 20 = t5C(| fau oo )HatfnuH P (6.40)
We recall from (6.10) that 9y fn, = —G|[fn T (fn) + Rn—1 — v|D|' T f,, . Using Theorem 2.1 (i),
the estimate (3.49), and the trace inequality for R? x .J, we obtain
10¢ frl < NGl (frp)llLoo o,g:55-1) + 1 Rn=1ll oo (0,5 1)

+[||DIH f |

Lo ([0,4];H3)

L= ([0,t]; H“‘f)

<C( [0,1]:H°)) 0,:15) + C Ul fr—1ll Lo (j0,0:19) ) | Gn—11l oo ([0, 225) -
(6.41)
Combining (6.40) and (6.41) yields (6.38).
Since
0 (ol 0) = b)) 2 08 (o) = 6(2) ~ 105kl g,
for some constant Cs = Cs(s,d) > 0, (6.39) follows from (6.41). O

Now we consider any 7' <T}; , such that

inf  T(fuu(D)(@) > a. (6.42)

(z,t)€ERIX[0,T]

The estimate (6.38) implies that (6.42) holds at least for small 7. In view of (6.37) and (6.42), we
can use Remark 4.5 and deduce from the estimate (4.61) that

1
Y
(ke

< exp(TCnallcrmn) (Wfollas + Cllhnsllogm)1Ruily ey )
where CrH?® = C([0,T]; H®). Using (3.49), the induction hypothesis, and the fact that 7% <1, we
have
2ot < Oz )L+ | faall

< 2C(2R)(1 + L(R))Me

an,VHC’THS + L%H&F%
(6.43)

| Ry 1| s Gn—1lLge s
LpH™> ’ (6.44)
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Consequently, by increasing C' and imposing that

R
Me < 4
°S ICPRR) (1L L(R)) (6.45)
we obtain from (6.43), (6.44), and (6.38) that for any T' < T}; , satisfying (6.42) we have
C(an VHCTHS)
S < S _— - .
[ fnwllerms < Rexp(TC(|| fapllcrns)) (1 T 30@R) ) ; (6.46)
Cllfnvllorms)
el g et < RO Ssllcqse) exp(TC fnslcrm) (1+ SUgzdestd) - (o
inf nw(t >2
i T(ul)) = 20
1 (6.48)

lops)) (1 + CW) + 20(2R)M5> ’ ,

TR o lone) (R exp(TC(|| fo
and

e Ul t) = b@) 2 20 = T (COl sl o) Moo <oy + CRR)2NE)
(6.49)

Set

T = Te(0,T;,): . s < 2R, inf o (t > a,
n,v Sup{ ( ) n,u) Hf7 ||CTH = (z,t)e}l&x[O,T] T(f, ())(CC) Za

3
inf , ) —b > -0, >0.
(m,t)e}léldx[O,T](fn’V(x ) —b@) =5 }
There are two cases:
Case 1: T, = T, ,. Then the blowup criteria (6.25) and (6.26) imply that T}, , = T..

Case 2: Ty, < Ty ,. Then (6.46), (6.47), and (6.48) hold with 7" = T}, , and one of the following
possibilities must occur.

Possibility 1: || foullc,, s =2R . Then (6.46) with T' = T, , implies

3
2R = ||fullog, me < Rexp(T,,C(2R));.
Consequently
1 4
Ty 2 Tegi= momrIng. 6.50
nv =22 CRR) 3 (6.50)

Possibility 2: inf, yyeraxjor T (fn,n(t)) (@) = a. Then (6.48) with T'=1T;, , < T}, < 1 implies
1

a>20— (T),)5C(2R)R (exp(C(QR));’ + 20(23)) °)

and hence

as

T, >T.3:= .
’ C3(2R)R3 (3 exp(C(2R)) +2C(2R) )

)

(6.51)
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Possibility 3: inf, ) eraxjo,r)(fr(@,1) — b(2)) = 39. Then using (6.49) with T' = 1}, we deduce
0
T  >T, —. 6.52
v =204 8RC(2R) (6.52)
Therefore, by choosing
T, < min{T*,g, T*73, T*A}? (653)
we always have T}, , = T.. In particular, the definition of T}, , implies that
| < 2R, (Inv)
inf ny(x,t) —b >0, IV
o () = ) (V,)
i f T n,v t Z a VTL v
ol TU()@ (Vi)
hold. Then, inserting (I,,,) in (6.47), we obtain
Inilly vy < L =L(R) (I,
for
3
L(R) > 5RC(2R) exp(C(2R)). (6.54)

Step 4. Fix n > 2. Our goal in this step we pass to the limit » — 0 in f,, to obtain f,.
Fnam = frwm — frpm_1» where vp, = L for m > 2. From (6.22) we have

8tfn,m + G[fn,um]r(fn,um) - G[fn,umq]r(fn,umq) = _Vm|D’1+MTn,m + (Vm — Vm—l)‘Dllﬂlfn,mel
n (0,7). Using the paralinearization (5.8) for G[f ., [T (fom) — Glfawm )T (frmm_1), we find

8tfn m+T>\[fn v )V (1 )=Brow, fn m TV"’mel 'an’m+ym|D‘1+M7n,m = R;%m—FFn,m, (6.55)

where
Fn,m = (Vm — Vm—1)|D|1+'ufn7ym_1 (656)

and R, ,, is given by (5.9) with (f1, f2) replaced by (fnus frpm_i)- Thus combining Lemma 5.2
with (I,,,) and (II,,,) we find

1Bl o3 < CU s Frm DN Tl ey —s
+ (U s Fram -l ey -s) [ Pl - (6.57)

and also

[Enmll g < Wim = Vi1l faom | < [vm = vl fa0m 1 (6.58)

1.
H°™2 H 2

By virtue of (Vy,4,, ), we have ¥(fn.u,,_1) — Bny,n = @, so that X[ fru.  ](Y(Frm_1) — Brm_1)
is a first-order elliptic symbol (uniformly in m). Therefore, in view of (6.57) and (6.58), equation
(6.55) is of the same form as (5.10) except for the additional dissipation —vp,|D[*™#f, . Since

( ’D‘lJrufnm?fn )H5*1 <0,

Hsf % +p
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the H5~! energy estimate as in Lemma 2.7 gives

1 _ _

1 F N 1 Folll frwm i 5o ms, 6 0) [ F i (8) 1 71
I f 5o b=, @, ) H2 r

n,Vm—1 L7 H®» %

+ (1RO oz + 1Eam Ol o s I nm @l oy t<T<Th  (6.59)

By Young’s inequality, we have

3 1 m @ e

2
1 < —
2dt||fnm( )HILI‘S*1 — JT_'O(

1
<
2 T AFo( frpmi |l Lo Es, @,0)
+ Fo(ll frm il Lgens a )| Fam (DI

2

1 F i ()12

B (8] L

H52

On the other hand, using the interpolation inequality (5.18), Young’s inequality, and (6.57), we find

1
I am Ol s < Nz mea,0)

+]:1(”(fnum7fnum 1)HL°"Hg a, D)(1+ ”(fnunnfnl/m 1)HHQ+§—5)”?n,mH%IS*1'

1Fnm @I

H 3

1R (£

Hb2

Plugging the two preceding estimates in (6.59) yields

1 _
2 o 2
Tl R e e L L

+]:2(H(fnl/m7fnum 1)HL°"Hg a, D)(1+ ”(anm7anm 1)HH<+7—5)||fanHS L
+ Follfrpm-illLgms), a,OIIFn,m(t)IIZkg, t<T<T. (6.60)

Since f,, ,,(0) = 0, Gronwall’s lemma implies

H?n,m” — HanH

L2 H° ™2

T <T,.
Lo Hs=1 L2 H*" % AR 0) -

Ly HsNL2H*t2’
(6.61)

T (H(fn,ym,fn,meH

Invoking the estimate (6.58) and the bounds (I,,,), (II,,,) we find

U amll o oo gt < Llvm = vinoa| Fs(4R + 2L,0,0), T < To.
T T

Therefore, (fn.,, )m>o0 is a Cauchy sequence in C, HS~1 N L%* H 57%, thereby converging to some f;,
1
in Cr, HS"' N L3, H°"2 as m — oo.
In view of the uniform bounds (I,,,) and (II,,) and up to extracting a subsequence v, — 0, we
may also assume that f, ,,, % fn weakly in LY HS N L2 H s+3. In particular, f,, satisfies (I,,)
m o0 * *

and (II,,) by lower semi-continuity of the weak limits. We claim that f,, solves (6.10). In order to
see this, it suffices to explain how to pass to the limit in the nonlinear term G|f, ,]I'(fn,1,,). This
follows from the convergence f, ,,, 7 fn in L H*! and the estimate

|G U (frwm) = GURIT (fo)ll g -1 S NGl (T (frpm) = T(fo))llnge o
+ ”(G[fn,l/m] - G[fn])r(fn,l/m)HL%iHs—l
CUlfnwm> Fallge m ) frwm — FullLgs mrs-
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The preceding estimate also allows one to pass to the limit m — oo in (V,,,), so that f,, satisfies

(Vn). Moreover, the above strong convergence of f,,, to f, implies pointwise convergence, and
hence (IV,,) follows from (IV,,,).

Step 5: Proof of (VI,,).
Set fn = fn — fa_1 for n > 2. From (6.10) we have

8tﬁ+ G[fn]r(fn) - G[fn—l]r(fn—l) =Rp1— Rp2
Using the paralinearization (5.8) for G[f,|I'(fn) — G[fn=1]T(fn-1), we find
atfn+TA[fn71}( (fn1)—Bn_ 1)f =Ty, an = R/ + F, (6.62)
where
Fp = Ry_1 — Rn_s (6.63)

and R/, is given by (5.9) with (f1, f2) replaced by (fn, fn—1). Thus combining Lemma 5.2 with
(I,)-(I11,,) obtained in the previous steps, we find

1By < O Fad)lae) {IFull oy s + N Bl o) [Fnllios b (669)
When n = 2, we have F» = R; and (3.49) (with o0 = s — 1) gives
1Eol[ prs=1 < CUL ) L full s + (190l 2s)- (6.65)
On other other hand, for n > 3, we have
Ry1— Rn—2 = Ro(fn-1, fn—2, gn-1, Gn—2)
as given in (5.5). Thus, applying Lemma 5.3 yields

1Bl g < CUI Ut Fae2)lls) {1Guillzrms + I sl

where g,,_; := Gn—1—Ggn—2. By virtue of (V,,_1), we have y(f—1)—Bn—1 > a, so that A[fn—1](7(frn-1)—
By,_1) is a first-order elliptic symbol. Therefore, in view of (6.64) and (6.66), equation (6.62) is of
the same form as (5.10). The H5"! energy estimate as in Lemma 2.7 gives

1
Folll frn-1llLge mrs, 0, 0)
RO, g +IEOI . ) ITald .y t<T<T. (6.67)

o (ln et 4 1Gn-2lze-1) } » (6.66)

IFn 2 3 + Folll fatllzg s, 0, 0)1F (0) 171+

o3

LT e MWipsmr < —

2dt

By Young’s inequality, we have

1B, IO -

L1 <
a2 = AFo (|| fa-1llLgeme5 0,0)

On the other hand, using the interpolation inequality (5.18), Young’s inequality, and (6.64), we find

/ 1 2
O L~ (Tt rrme | LA QL

+ F1(1(fns fo) g, @, 0) (14 (| (fns fre 1)HH5+;75)H77LH%1-<—1-

1P @IP g +Foll fnallzge me), a2
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Plugging the two preceding estimates in (6.67) yields
1d 1

O Fems < — Fa@®l?
than( )HH 1= 2]:0(||fn71HL%°HS,a,a) an( )HHs—%
+ F2((fs D) | zgors 8, 0) (U ([ (Fs PP g - 1Sl
+ Fo(lfatllpgns) adE® g, t<T < T (6.68)
Since f,(0) = 0, Gréonwall’s lemma implies
1l e o smp o3 < Il g e 5 (Il(fn,fn_l)llL%oHsmL%HH;,a,a>, T<T.  (6.69)

Invoking the estimate (6.66) and the induction hypothesis, we deduce
12

L Hs—1NL2H*" 2

1 = . .
< {T2 [Gn—1llgs—r + 1fall 5 ot (Ngn—11lLge s + Hgn2|L%°HS—1)}
T

(6.70)

< Fa (s ) g et + Woellierns )

< {T%2—<n—1> + 2_("_1)4M5} Fi(6R+2L,a,0), T <T..

Therefore, choosing
T3 1 7
2 < : 6.71
= 8F4(6R + 2L, a,0) (6:71)
1
AMe < 6.72
©= RF1(6R + 2L, 0,0)’ (6:72)
1

(6.73)

L<
= 4F4(6R+2L,a,0)’

we obtain || f,, || 1 <277, thereby proving (VI,).

Lgy H=1NL3, H*~
Step 6: Proof of (VI,,).
It follows from (6.11) that g, := gn — gn—1 satisfies

8t§n + Up—1 - Vgn = Fm

where F), is defined by (5.26) with subscripts i replaced with n — i, and ,, is given by (6.14). Since
5 > % + %, in the same spirit as (4.9) we obtain

-1l < CUIFn1s Fa-2)le) {(Fas a2l v
H(+ [ (Fnts Fr2)ll s 1)1 (Gn1; Gn2)l[ms + 110 fral oy } :
It follows from the f,-equation (6.10), (I,,) and (6.44) that
0uutll oy < NG aC Gty + [ Ruall 4 < CRRIL+2CCR)(1 + L)Me,

2
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where we have bounded ||G[fn,1]F(fn,1)||Hs_% with the estimate (3.48). Combining the two

preceding estimates with the induction hypothesis yields
|\Un,1||L%FHs < C(R)(BL+ (1 +2L)6M), T <T,<1, (6.74)
for a larger C. Next, applying (5.31) and the induction hypothesis on [|g,,_|| LeoHs—1, We find

1Bl < CUFnmts Fa-2)llzgers) {TUGnorllzse e

1, — ~ ~
LT3 Fol 1+ (Gnes |z e + ugn_zuL;sHs)} (6.75)

L%HS_%(
<C@r) {rir D 4 iV}, T<T <1
Combining (6.74), (6.75) and g, |i—0 = 0 in (5.28) yields
G0l 5o e <MC(AR) {T3270 D 4 7327001+ am) bexp (C(AR) (3L + (1 + 2L)6M) ).

We can conclude that (VII,,) holds provided
2
1

T*
= 8MC(4R)(1 + 2M) exp (C(4R) (BL+(1+ 2L)6M))

6.2. Passing to the limit. From (I,), (II,,) and (III,,) we infer that (fy,Jn)n>1 is bounded in
(LFPH®N L%H S+%) x L3 H®. Therefore up to extracting along a subsequence, we can assume that

1

(farGn) = (£,§) € (LPH N L7H 2) x LY H". (6.76)

In particular, f and g inherit the bounds (1), (II,,), and (IIL,). By virtue of (VI,) and (VIL,), we
also have

(FarGn) = (£,9) in (C0,T); H=Y) A LRH"% ) x C([0, T); H*™). (6.77)
Interpolation with the uniform bounds (I,,), (II,) and (III,,) yield the convergence
(fasGn) = (f:3) in (C0, T} H5) N LFHT275) x C([0,T; H™F) Ve € (0,1 (6.78)

In particular, f, — f uniformly on R? x [0, 7], and hence f satisfies (IV,,).

Next, we pass to the limit in (6.10)-(6.11) to show that (f,g) solves (1.25)-(1.26), where g := g;lg.
Since (6.76) implies that (0t fn, 0tgn) — (O¢f, 0:g) in the sense of distributions, it remains to explain
how one can pass to the limit in the nonlinear terms. We begin with (6.10). Combining Theorem 2.1
(i) and Theorem 2.2 (ii), we find

|GLfa]D(fn) = GUAT (Nl gems—1-c < CULS, fullogemo)ll fn = fllzge e,
which tends to zero thanks to (I,,) and (6.78). In particular, G[f,|T'(f) — G[f]T'(f) uniformly on
R? x [0, 7], and hence f satisfies (V,,). Next, we pass to the limit in R,,_;. Clearly gn_llgfn_l =

1
Gn—1lz=0 = §lz=0 in L;’OH; 27¢ by the trace theorem. We use the estimate (5.2) in Proposition 5.1
for the difference v{? — v?), where v$? is associated to (gns fn) and v® to (g, f), and where

k1 o0$f, = gn, k2 0§y = g. We obtain
19220 =)l < O fo 9 Dllir) (130 — Gl + 10— 1)
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Combining this with (6.78) gives ||V, .(vi> — (2))HL%0H54 — 0. Note that

(S[fn]gn)|2f = V:v zv(2)|z—0(v3fn)_1|z:0-
Since (vgfn) U,=0— (vgf) .- = 0and N, — N — o in LOOHS =2 Vo082 om0 — Va0 @
in LY H®™ 3, and that H*" (Rd) is an algebra for s > 3 + 4, it follows that N,, - (S [fulgn)ls,, —
N - (S[flg)ls, in LFH =3 Thus f satsfies (1.25). Moreover, we have shown the strong convergence
Oifn — Ouf in LPHS 2(RY), (6.79)
Next, we pass to the limit in (6.11). We have
un—1°8f,1 = = (Glfoa]l(fa-1) = Slfaalgn-1) 08 py — Gn-16y
~V0, L (V85,7 = Vo (V87,0 = ey,
()

where vy;’ is associated to (gn, fn) and v to (g, f) as in Proposition 5.1. Applying Proposition 5.1
and the fact that H51(R? x .J) is an algebra, we deduce that u,_; o Sf,_, —uoFsin LPH L
Then invoking (1.28) yields

Y (0n-1)tun-14 085, = Y (QuyoFy in LFH.

We recall (4.6) and (6.14) for the definitions of @ and u,,. By Proposition 5.1 and the convergence
Oton—1 — Oro in L HS™1, which follows from (6.79), we find

m I : oo rrs—1
Un—1,0 = Up—1,2 © an_l — Ug O gf =u, in Ly H

and
Up—1,z = ) ! { - ( Vz0n—1, ) [f] (fn 1) 3]‘“_1 - (_vanf% 1) : S[fnf2]gnf2 0 §n—2
20n—1
— gn—-20° an,g - at@n—l)}
= io{ = (Vae 1) GUI() +S17lg) o8 — g0y — i} =0 in LFH,

Here u = (u,,u,) is given by (4.6) and (4.7). Thus Un 1 = in L H1. But (6.78) implies that
Vgn — Vg in LEH3717¢. Choosing 0 < ¢ < s — 3 — % so that H5" !~ (R x J) is an algebra, we
obtain that %,_1 - Vg, — - Vg in L HS17¢, Therefore g satisfies (4.5). Finally, by undoing the
change of variables F, we conclude that g satisﬁes (1.26).

6.3. Continuity in time, uniqueness, and continuity of the flow. Let us first explain the
continuity in time statement (f,§) € C([0,7T], H¥(R?)) x C([0,T]; H*(R¢ x J)). The continuity
of f follows from Lemma C.1: since we have already proven that f belongs to L>([0,T], H%) N
L3([0, T, HS+%), it remains to check that

ouf = ~GIf)f — (N - S[flg + 9l sy € L32H

That G[f]f € L%Hsf% is a direct consequence of (3.48). Then as g € LPH?®, (3.49) and product
estimates in Sobolev spaces imply that N - S[f]g|s, € € L2.H® 3. As for the continuity of §, we recall
from (6.78) that § is a L>°([0,T]; H%) N C ([0, T]; H') solution to the transport problem (4.5). We
also recall from (4.17) and (4.18) that w € L*([0, T]; H%) N L*>([0, T}; Hs_%), and from (4.20) that
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v (0)uy o Fy € L2([0,T); H®). Therefore, the existence and uniqueness statements in Theorem 2.8
together imply that g € C([0,T]; H®).

Uniqueness and stability in lower norms follow from estimates provided in Section 5.1: let fo 1 and fo 2
be H(R?) functions satisfying (1.30) and (1.31), and let R = max{| fo1 |z, || fo2llms}- Let e(R) be
the constant given in Proposition 6.1 and consider go; € H3(R? x J) with ||go.1]| ms, ||Go.2|lms < e(R).
Let (f1,d1) and (fa, g2) be the corresponding solutions to (1.25)-(1.26) constructed in the previous
subsection. Because ¢(R) has been chosen such that (6.6) holds, it follows that (f, g) satisfy (5.15)
and therefore Proposition 5.4 yields

1. ~
11 = Follxs-r < CUI(f1, f2)llxz) (Hf(u = foollgs— + T2 |G1 — 92”L5}0H5*1> :
where X:‘}'Tl = L¥H N LZH =3, Simiarly Proposition 5.7 yields
191 = Gell e rrer < M{Go.1 — Go2ll s
1 -~ o~ ~ ~
+730(I 1, Lol 1@ )l ) (11 = Gollzseres + 11 = Foll s ) |
1 -~ o~
- exp (TQC(Hflva”X%u ||(91792)||L%°Hs)),

provided s # % + %l.
Adding the two preceding estimates and choosing of 7' = T'(R) small enough such that

@ +mT2C(If1, follxg @1 gl g ) exp (T2C( s fellxg |G 32) ) < 5,

we obtain

—_

- 1 L. .
1= Plls + 131 = Ballg s < 511 = Fallgor + 516 = Gl

1 - N
+ §(Hf0,1 — fo2llgs—1 + 19,1 — o2l rs—1)-
It follows that
v = Fallxs=r + 1191 = G2llge s < W for = follms—r + |90, — Jo2ll s

which proves both the uniquness and the Lipschitz coninuity of the flow map H x H® — H5~ ! x {51
on B(0,R) x B(0,e(R)). As the flow is also bounded on B(0, R) x B(0,e(R)) as a map H® x H® —
H* x H*®, interpolation implies that it is also continuous as a map H® x H® — H¥ x H® for any
s’ <s.

APPENDIX A. TOOLS IN PARADIFFERENTIAL CALCULUS

We first recall the Bony decomposition
au = Tyu + Tya + R(a,u),
where T,u denotes the usual paraproduct. See [BCD11, Chapter 2].

Useful product and paraproduct rules are gathered in the following theorem.

Theorem A.1. [BCDI11, Section 2.8.1] Let sg, s1, s2 € R and consider functions a,u,uy,us on R,
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(1) For any s € R,
[Taullms < Cllal| o [|ul - (A1)
(2) If s € R and p > 0 then
[Taull s < Cllal| g l[ull s (A.2)

(3) If sp < s2 and sy < s1 + Sg — g, then

[Taull=o < Clla]l g ||ul[ s (A.3)

(4) If s1 +s2 > 0 then
[ CAD] —— e 7 (A.4)
1B (a; w)l| aa+se < Cllallgsn [|ul a5 (A.5)

(5) If s1 +s2 >0, sp < s1 and sy <31+52—% then
law — Taul[aso < Cllal| g ||ul| a2 (A.6)
(6) If s > 0 then
luruz| ms < Cllur|zoe Juzlms + Cllur || ms luz|| Lo (A7)
(7) If s1 + 52 >0, sp < s1, so < s2 and sp < $1 +SQ—% then

[urug|[m=o < Cllun |z (|- (A.8)

In Section 3 we use the following product estimates in the spaces X® and Y*® defined in (2.20).

Lemma A.2. [NP20, Lemma 3.10] Let sp,s1,52 € R and J C R.

(i) If so < min{s; + 1,2 + 1} and s; + s2 + 1 > max{sy + %,O}, then

luruzllyso(ry S llutllxs (o lluallxs ) (A.9)
(%) If sp < min{si, s2} and s; + s2 > max{sy + g,()}, then
[uruzlyso(sy S llurllys oy lluzll xe )- (A.10)

We have the following estimates for the left composition of a Sobolev function by a smooth function.

Theorem A.3. [BCDI11, Theorem 2.89] Let U C RN be a minimally smooth domain, and let
F € C®(RX;R). For any s > 0, there exists a non-decreasing function F: Ry — Ry such that the
following assertions hold.

(i) For any u € H*(U;RE) N L>®°(U;RE), there holds
[1F'(w) — FO)|| sy < F (1wl oo @oy) lell s ey - (A.11)
(ii) For any u,v € L= U;RE) N HS(U; RE), there holds

15 (w) — F ()l mgs@y < F(I(w,v)| oo @) (H(uvv)HHS(Z/{)Hu = 0| oo ey + 1| (w0, 0) || oo oy | — U||Hs(u))

+ [F'O) 1w = vl s 0)-
(A.12)
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Remark A.4. The estimate (A.11) for 4/ = R¥ is classical and can be found in Theorem 2.89,
[BCD11]. For a minimally smooth domain 2/, (A.11) follows from the case & = R and the Sobolev
extension operator in Theorem B.2. On the other hand, the contraction estimate (A.12) is a
consequence of (A.11) since

F(u) — F(v) = /01 (F'(v+t(u—v)) — F'(0))dt(u —v) + F'(0)(u — v).

Nonlinear functions can be paralinearized using the following theorem.

Theorem A.5. [Mét08, Theorem 5.2.4] Let F € C®(R) with F(0) = 0 If u € H5(R?) with
u:s—%>0, then

1F(u) = Tyl gssn < C(llullzee) (A.13)

The next proposition provides a contraction estimate for the remainder in the paralinearization
(A.13).

Proposition A.6. Let F € C*°(R) and consider sy, s1,52 € R satisfying

d d
S0 < sy, 0<s1<s9, 89> 5, and sy <Sl+Sg—§. (A.14)

Then there exist C : Ry — Ry and C' > 0 such that the inequality
I(F(w) = Tpryu) = (F(v) = Trryo) | geo < CIF(0)][Ju— vl s + C'[F"(0)][|u — vl st [u — v]| 2
+ (CUI(u, 0)[[Loenms) + [F7O)]) lu = vl gornzee (Jull s + vlla=)  (A15)
holds for all u, v € H?,

Proof. We denote
Ap = (F(u) = Tpiyu) — (F(v) = Trrv).
If we set F'(z) = F(x) — F'(0)z then
Ap = Ap + F/(0)(u = v) = Tpo)(u = v) = Ap + F/(0)(1 = ¥(D))(u —v),
where U is given by (A.19). We have
IF/(0)(1 = ¥(D))(u = vl < C[F'(0)]l|u = v g5 -
Note that £/(0) = 0 and F” = F”. Thus, to prove (A.15) we can assume F'(0) = 0 in what follows.
Using the mean value theorem, we have
Ap = (F(u) = Tpwyu) = (F(0) = Tpwyv) = (F(u) = F(v)) = Tprw)—pr o)t = Trrw) (u = v)
=w(u—v) = Tpr(w)— )t — Ty (u —v),
where w = [ F'(v 4 7(u — v))dr. By paralinearizing the product w(u — v) and using the fact that

w— F'(v) = (0 + %F”(O))(u —v), W= /01 /01 (F”(u +7'7(u—v)) — F//(O))TdT/dT,

we obtain
AF = u W —+ R(U — U ’UJ) TF’(U)fF’(U)u + T(lI)«F%F”(O))(ufU) (U — ’U). (A16)
We now show that each term in Ap is controlled by the right-hand side of (A.15).
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Since s > 0 and F’(0) = 0, it follows from Theorem A.3 that
[wl| =2 < C([(w, v) || Lo ) (Null =2 + ([0l rs2)-

Under the conditions in (A.14), we have sy < so, so < 81 + S2 — g, s1 + s2 > 0. Thus we can apply
(A.3), (A4), and (A.11) to have

[Tu—vwllzso + [R(u —v,w)|[gs0 S [lu— vl s [Jw]] s
< C([[(u,v)[zoo) [ = vl s (ull 2 + [[0]| )

On the other hand, combining (A.3) and (A.12) (for s; > 0) yields

1 Te uy— oy ull o S NE (w) = F'(0) | s [l 12

< C(Il(w, v) || enmss ) [ = vl oo ull s + [F7(0)[[lu = vl s [ prse.
As for the last term, we first apply (A.3) to have
.1
1T+ 3200 a0y (@ = V)0 S + ZF7(0))(w = v) s = vl e
Since s + s2 > 0, 51 < 59, and so > %, (A.8) implies
[@(u —v)|lms S 0] a2 [lw — vl -
Invoking (A.11) again, we have
@] =2 < C(l|(w; v)[| Lo ) ([l 52 + o] 52),
thereby deducing
1T 11 pr(0y) (u—v) (& = 0) [0 < C([[(w; 0) [ o) [u = vl (|ul| o2 + (|0l )
+ CIEY(0)[[lw — vl st lu = ]| a2

Combining the above estimates, we arrive at (A.15). O
Next, we review basic facts about Bony’s paradifferential calculus (see e.g. [Bon81, Hor97, Mét08,
ABZ14]).

Definition A.7. (1) (Symbols) Given o € [0,00) and m € R, F?(Rd) denotes the space of locally
bounded functions a(x,€) on R? x (R?\ 0), which are C™ with respect to & for &€ # 0 and such
that, for all o € N and all £ # 0, the function x 8?a(x,§) belongs to Wo>(R?) and there

exists a constant Co, such that for all |¢| > L there holds
108 a(-, €)llwese(re) < Call + €)™,
Let a € F’;(Rd), we define the semi-norm

Mja) = sup  sup [|[(1+ )"0l €)oo ay. (A.17)
la|<2(d+2)+e |¢|>5

(2) (Paradifferential operators) Given a symbol a, we define the paradifferential operator T, by

—

Tul€) = (2)~ [ X(€ = n.n)a(€ = n. )W ()a(n) do, (A18)
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where a(,¢) = [ e @%a(x, &) dx is the Fourier transform of a with respect to the first variable;
x and ¥ are two fired C™° functions such that:

1 1
U(n) =0 forlpl<g,  W)=1 foryl=7, (A.19)
and x(0,n) satisfies, for 0 < g1 < g2 small enough,

x(0,m) =1 dif [0 <elnl, xOn) =0 if [0]>ealnl,
and such that
V(O,m), 18505 x(0.1)] < Cop(1+ |n|)~le=1Al.

Remark A.8. The cut-off x can be appropriately chosen so that when a = a(z), the paradifferential
operator T,u becomes the usual paraproduct.

Definition A.9. Let m € R. An operator T is said to be of order m if, for all p € R, it is bounded
from H* to HF™™,

Symbolic calculus for paradifferential operators is summarized in the following theorem.
Theorem A.10 (Symbolic calculus). Let m € R and ¢ € [0, 1].

(i) If a € TP(RY), then T, is of order m. Moreover, for all i € R there exists a constant K such
that

I Tall g m < KM (a). (A.20)

(ii) If a € F?(Rd), be F;”l (RY) then T, Ty, — Tup is of order m +m' — o. Moreover, for all u € R
there exists a constant K such that

ITTy — Tatl gy it o < K (M (@)MEY (B) + M (@) M (5)): (A.21)

(iii) Let a € FZ"‘(]Rd). Denote by (T,)* the adjoint operator of T, and by a the complex conjugate
of a. Then (Ty)* —Tg is of order m — o. Moreover, for all u there exists a constant K such that

I(Ta)* = Tall s ppumse < KM (a). (A.22)

Remark A.11. In the definition (A.18) of paradifferential operators, the cut-off ¥ removes the low
frequency part of u. In particular, when a € I'j" we have

[Taullre < CMg*(a)|Vul| orm-1.

To handle symbols of negative Zygmund regularity, we use

Proposition A.12 ([ABZ14, Proposition 2.12]). Let m € R and o < 0. We denote by f’g”(Rd) the
class of symbols a(x, &) that are homogeneous of order m in &, smooth in & € R4\ {0} and such that

My*(a) = sup sup [[1€1*"0ga(-, &)l e ey < oo
la|<2(d+2)+eo |¢[>4

Ifa € f‘;” then the operator Ty, defined by (A.18) is of order m — o.
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APPENDIX B. EXTENSION OPERATOR ON LIPSCHITZ DOMAINS

We first recall from [Ste70] the definition of minimally smooth domains.

Definition B.1. (i) An open set U C RY is called a special Lipschitz domain with constant M > 0
there exists a Lipschitz function ¢ : RN=1 — R with Lipschitz constant bounded by M such that,
upon relabeling and reorienting the coordinate azes,

U={z=(,zy) e RVIXR: 2y < pi(2))}.

(ii) An open set U C RN is called a minimally smooth with constants (1, K, M) if there exists an
L >0, an integer K, a real number M > 0, and a family {V;}2, of open subsets of RN such that:

ou c U2, v;.

If x € OU, then B(x,i) C V; for some i.

No point of RN is contained in more than K of the V’s.

For each i there exists a special Lipschitz domain W; with constant M such that U NV; =

W;nNV;.

The preceding definition includes all bounded Lipschitz domains and certain unbounded Lipschitz
domains. The unbounded fluid domain considered in this paper is either the half-space {(x,y) €
RY xR :y < f(z)} or the strip {(z,y) € R x R : b(x) < y < f(x)}, where b and f are Lipschitz
functions such that h := inf cpa(n(z") — b(z’)) > 0. In the former case, we can choose (¢, K, M) =

(1, L, IV fll oo (rey)- In the latter case, one can take (¢, K, M) = (%, 2, max{||Vb|| e, ||Vf||Loo}).
Each minimally smooth domain admits a universal extension operator for Sobolev spaces:

Theorem B.2 (Extension of Sobolev functions, [Ste70], Theorem 5, p.181). Let U C RY be a
minimally smooth domain with contants (1, K, M). There exists an operator € mapping functions on
U to functions on RY | such that €(u)|y = u and € is continuous from WP(U) to WIP(RN) for all
(o,p) € [0,00) x [1, 00].

In [Ste70], Theorem B.2 is proven for o € N. The case o ¢ N follows by linear interpolation and the
definition (2.1). By virtue of Theorem B.2, many of the known product rules in the whole space
remain valid for minimally smooth domains. We state some of them below.

Theorem B.3. (Product estimates in Sobolev spaces) Let U C RN be a minimally smooth domain.
Let s >0, p1,q1 € (1,00], and p,p2,q2 € (1,00) such that % = p% + p% = qil + q%. If

seN, orp=2, orq =q =00,
then there exists C' : Ry — Ry such that for any u € W5P2(U) and v € W% (U), there holds

|wvllwsr @y < C(s,p1,02, q1, G2, N, 1, K, M) (HUHLM(U)HU”WS’M(M) + [[vl[zar (Z/I)||UHWW2(Z/I)) . (B.1)

Proof. By virtue of Theorem B.2, it suffices to consider the case U = R, Let s > 0, p1,q1 € (1, 00|,

and p, p2, g2 € (1, 00) such that % = p% + p% = qil + q%. We recall from [Tay00, Chapter 2, Proposition
1.1] that

[wvl e @ny < C (HUHLPl(RN))HUHHstQ(RN) + HU”L‘?I(RN))HUHHWZ(RN)) ; (B.2)
where

lull oy = {27 Agulleall ooy
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u= Z;’i_l Aju being a Littlewood-Paley decomposition of w.

If s € N, then HSP(RY) = W3P(RY) for all p € (1,00), and hence (B.1) follows from (B.2). See
[Tri83, Section 2.5.6].

Next, we consider s ¢ N, so that |ulysr@~) is equivalent to
lull s ey = II{2¥ Ajulller |l or vy
Consequently, if > 2, then
HUHHSW(RN) S ||u|‘B§’T(RN) S ||u||WS”‘(RN)-
Thus, when p = 2, (B.1) again follows from (B.2). Finally, the case py = ¢ = oo is proven in
[BCD11, Corollary 2.86]. O
By combining the product rule (A.8) with Theorem B.2, we obtain the following.

Corollary B.4. Let U C RN be a minimally smooth domain. Consider sy, s1, sy nonnegative
numbers satisfying s; + sy > 0, sp < min{sy, s2}, and sy < s1 + s2 — % There exists C': Ry — Ry
such that

V(u,v) € H(U) x H2(U), ||[uv| gsowy < C(so, 51,82, Ny o, K, M)|[ul g ooy [v]l 2@y (B-3)
Finally, we will also need the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities for minimally smooth

domains.

Theorem B.5 (Gagliardo-Nirenberg). Let U C RN be a minimally smooth domain with constants
(K,M). Let 0 > s >0 and p,r € (1,00) such that there exists 8 € (0,1) satisfying

1 4
—=— and s=0o. (B.4)
p T
Then, for any uw € L>=(U) N W (U) there holds
lullwsr@y < Cls,0,p,7, N, o, K, M) |[ull 1250 el Yo goy- (B.5)

Proof. By virtue of the extension operator in Theorem B.2, it suffices to consider the case U = R¢,
which is the content of [BM18]. O

Another consequence of the existence of a continuous extension operator on W*P(Q2) for minimally
smooth domains €2 is the equivalent norm characterization given by (2.2). More precisely, we have

Proposition B.6. Let Q C RY be a minimally smooth domain with constants (v, K, M). Let
s = m+p withm € N and p € (0,1), and let p € [1,00]. Then the norm || - |[jws»(q) on
WsP(Q) = (WmP(Q), WmH’p(Q))#p is equivalent to the norm given by

lullwsr(e) = lullwme@) + D 10%ulwur), (B.6)

|a)=m

where

[v(z)—v(y)

1
[v(@)—v(y) [P R
|’U‘W“1P(Q) = { (foXQ lz— y‘p‘HN dxdy) ' if p < oo,
CSSUDy yeQ aty oy~ U P = OO
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When Q is RY or a special Lipschitz domain or a bounded Lipschitz domain, the norm equivalence
in Proposition B.6 is proven in [Tar07, Chapters 35, 36]. In order to prove it for minimally smooth
domains, we will make use of another equivalent norm given in the following proposition.

Proposition B.7. Let Q C RY be a minimally smooth domain, and let s > 0 and p € [1,00]. Then
the norm || - [[wsr(q)) i equivalent to the norm given by

inf {\|U||Ws,p(RN) LU € WP(RN), Ulg = u} . (B.7)

Proof. Write s = m + p for some integer m and u € [0,1). We follow the proof in [Tar07, Chapter
34]. Since the restriction operator U + Ulq is continuous as a map W™P(RY) — W™P(Q) and
WmtLp(RN) — WmHLP(Q), it is then continuous

WP(RY) = (WMP(RY), WHP(RY)),p —> (WP (Q), WP (Q)), = WHP(Q).

Consequently the norm [WW5P(Q)] is controlled by the norm (B.7). The reverse inequality can be
proven similarly with the use of the continuous extension operator € : WSP(Q) — W5P(RY) since
is minimally smooth. O

We can now proceed to the proof of the equivalence norm.

Proof of Proposition B.6. We only provide the proof for the case p < oco; the case p = oo can be
obtained by obvious modifications. In the following we write C' for any constant which depends
only on the parameters (N, ¢, K, M, p, ). We recall that in the case Q = RY or special Lipschitz
domains, such a norm equivalence is well-known and we refer to [Tar07, Chapters 35, 36] for the
details. Here we consider a minimally smooth domain €2 with constant (¢, K, M), open sets {V;}
and special Lipschitz domains {W;} as in Definition B.1. For simplicity we shall consider the case
s=pue(0,1),ie.
lullpwe @) ~ lullLe@) + lulwnr@) = [lullwueq)-

We have

ullwur) = 1€flwnr@) < [[€flweur@yy < CIEf wur@ny < Cllfllwae @,

where we have used the norm equivalence on W*P(R™) and the continuity of the extension operator
¢. For the converse we will utilize the precise definition of the extension operator € in [Ste70,
Chapter VI.3.3.1]: there exist smooth functions {\;};eny and Ay taking values in [0, 1] such that

e Vj €N, supp(\;) C Vj;

e supp(A_) C Q?, supp(A;) C {x € RV : dist(z,0Q) <}, Ay + A_ =1o0n Q;
o Vx e supp(Ay), Jj €N, Nj(z) =1;

e Vm €N, 3Cp > 0,sup ey [|Aj[[wm.ee < Cpm;

e No point in RY is contained in more than K of the supp \;’s.

Then the extension U € WHP(RY) of u € WHP(Q) is given by
2ien Ai(#)€i(Aiu) (x)
> jEN /\JZ(UC)
where &; : WHP(W;) — WHP(R) are the continuous extension operators from Theorem B.2 in the

case of special Lipschitz domains W;; the norms of &€; are uniformly bounded. Here the product A\;u
isdefined on QNV, =W, NV, Cc W;.

Ux) == Ay (x)

+ A_(x)u(z), (B.8)
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Let us make an important observation: if ¢ € Wh*(RY) and v € WH#P(RY), then

[ovllwns@ry < Cliélwreo [vllwns @y
To see this, fix (z,y) € RY x RV and observe

[p(x)v(x) = P(y)o(y)[" < Clo(x) = o(y)[Plo() " + Clo(2) P (v(z) — v(y)P
< Cll8lIy1.00 vy (min{L, [z = y[P}Ho@) P + [v(z) — 0(y)I").

The claim then follows from the fact that the function z — % is integrable on RY. Moreover,

if supp(¢) C €, then [pv|yur@ny < Cll@llyw1.00[[v][wir (). To see this it suffices to observe that if
x ¢ supp(¢) and y € supp(¢) then

[¢(z)o(z) = ¢(y)v(y)| = [d(Y)v ()] = |p(x) — dW)Ilv(W)] < 2/llw.00 rry Min{1, [z — yl}o(y)].

We are now ready for the proof. Applying Proposition B.7 with the extension U given by (B.8), we
have

2ien Ai(2) & (Aiu) (x) '
lull < NUlwur(y < € 'A+(l‘) + A (z)u(z) ;
[Wrp(Q)] (Wrr(Q)] Y jen M3 () W (RN
Since and A_ € WH°(RY) and supp(A_) C Q, we infer
P
[l < C |3 0:€i(00) + Cllullwesey, (B.9)
’LEN Wﬂvp(RN)
where 0;(x) = L @A) e claim that
2 sen X3 @)
P
> 0:€i(\u) < OGNy p@ry + Cllulls - (B.10)
ieN W (RN) ieN

The control of the LP norm is a consequence of the fact that no point in RY is contained in more
than K of the supp8;’s. To estimate the seminorm we write

p
<C

p

D 0i(2)€(Niu) (x) — 0;(y) € (i) (y)

1€N

> _(0i(x) = 0:i(y) & (Niu) (y)

1€EN

p

+ O 0;(2) (€ ) () — &(\u)(y))

1€EN

On the preceding right-hand side, the first summation contains no more than 2K nonzero terms,
while the second summation contains no more than K nonzero terms. Using this and the uniform
bound for ||0;]yy1,00 my, we obtain

< O min{l, [z — y[P}E(Nf) (y)["+
iEN (B.11)
+C Y [N (x) — & (Au) (y)[P.

€N

> 0i(@) € (Au) (x) — 0i(y) i (Aiw) (y)

1€EN
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After integration we conclude the proof of (B.10).

For the special Lipschitz domain W;, €; is defined by reflection and it was proven [Tar07, Lemma
36.1] that

1€ (Aiw)llwnp@yy < CllAiullwerq)- (B.12)

It follows from (B.9), (B.10), and (B.12) that
oy < Clullay + € X 1Aty
1€N
dzdy
< Cllulfuey +C [[ 3 @) = Alyul) e
Qi |2~y

Then arguing as in the proof of (B.11) we conclude that HuH][?WM( < C’HuHWW O

APPENDIX C. INTERPOLATION RESULTS

C.1. Interpolation inequalities. First, we recall the following lemma.

Lemma C.1 (Théoréme 3.1, [LM68]). Let I be an open interval and s € R. If u(z,z) : R4 x I - R
satisfies u € L2(I; HS+%(Rd)) and O,u € L3(I; HS_%(Rd)), then u € C(I; HS(R?)) and there erists
an absolute constant C' > 0 such that

e < € (Nall g et + 10500y e ) (C1)

We will also need to use the following interpolation inequality used in [WZZZ21, Proposition 4.1],
which we prove.

Lemma C.2. Consider either J = (—00,0) or J = (—1,0). Let u € [0,1) and o (x,z) € H*(RY x J).
Then there exists C(u,d) > 0 such that

100 ey < O 1) (16l 2 ety + 100 Loz ey ) - (C2)

Proof. 1f 1 € H*(RY x R), by using the Fourier transform 1&(5, n), (C.2) follows from the following
inequality: that for any n € R and ¢ € R?,

(L7 + ) S A+ [P + P+ (€)Y pe (0,1 (C.3)
The left-hand side of (C.3) is indeed controlled by the first term on the right-hand side when
n? <1+ |¢|? and by the second term otherwise.

For the half-space R% x R_, we extend ¢ to ¥ : R? x R — R by even reflection. By using the
double-integral characterization of H* given by (2.2), it can be checked that

0] g (raxcry < 3wl g (raxr_)-
Moreover, we have [0,W||2(r rey < 2[|w]|2(r_;gu-1). The inequality (C.2) for the half-space then
follows from that for the whole space.

Next, we consider the strip R? x (—1,0). We extend w to @ : R x (=2,0) — R defined by

3o, 2) = w(z,z) if z € (—1,0),
e = w(z,—z—2) if z € (=2,0).
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It can be checked that

0] o rax (—2,0) S Nwllgnrax-1,0): 100 L2((—2,0)rey S |wllL2((=1,0);10-1)-

Let x(z) be a cut-off function satisfying y =1 on (—3, 1). The preceding inequalities hold for @ (2)

in place of @ with R? x (—2,0) replaced by R? x R_. Thus we can conclude by using the half-space
case and the fact that w = wy(z) on R? x (—1,0). O

C.2. Interpolation of linear operators. We recall the following interpolation result.

Lemma C.3 ([BL76], Theorem 4.1.2, and [BS88], Theorem 1.12). Let X, X1, Yy, Y1 be Banach
spaces and T : Xg+ X1 — Yy + Y1 be a linear operator bounded as a map X; — Y; with norm C;. Let
0 € (0,1) and let Xg = (Xo,X1)g,4, the interpolation space by the real method, or Xg = [Xo, X1s,
the interpolation space by the complex method, and similarly for Yg. Then T : X9 — Yy is continuous
and ||THX0‘>Y9 N 0679019'

We will also need to interpolate Banach spaces intersected with subspaces. In general it is a difficult
task to characterize these interpolated spaces. See [Tri78, Section 1.17.1]. In this paper, we only
need the following special case.

Lemma C.4. Let (Xo,X1) be an interpolation couple of Banach spaces. Let 6 € (0,1) and let Xy
denote the real interpolation space (Xo, X1)g2. Let us also assume that there exists a linear map
T:Xo+ X1 — Xo+ X; such that T?> =T on Xo+ X1 and T acts continuously as maps Xo — X
and X1 — X1. Let F =ker(T —id). Then (XoNF,X1NF)go=XgNF.

Proof. Let us show the equivalence of the interpolation norms || - [|g p on (Xo N F, X1 N F)go and
| -llo on XgNF. Let u € (XoNF, X1 NF)g2, and recall that by definition of the interpolation norm
we have

o0
lally = [~ eGP R ()
0
where
K(t,u) = inf{||uollx, + tluallx,, u = uo + u1, (uo, u1) € Xo x X1}
< inf{[[uol|xo + tllullx,, v =uo + u1, (uo,u1) € (Xo N F) x (X1 N F)}
= KF(t,u)
so that (XoﬂF,Xl ﬂF)972 — XgNF.

Conversely, let u € Xy N F and for all t > 0 choose some ug(t) € Xo and wu;(t) € X; such that
u = up(t) + ui(t) and |Juo(t)||x, + tl|ui(t)]|x, < 2K(t,u), which is possible by definition of K. Since
u € F there holds u = T'(u) = T(ug(t)) + T (u1(t)) with || T(u; ()] x, < C|lui(t)||x,. Since T? = T on
XoU Xy, Tv € F for all v € XoU X;. It follows that u = T'(ug(t)) + T(u1(t)) € (XoNF)+ (X1 NF)
and

Kp(t,u) < 1T (uo(®)llx, + tT(ur ()], < Cllluo(@)llxo + tlua()llx,) < 20K (¢, u),

from which the converse embedding follows. O
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APPENDIX D. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.9 AND PROPOSITION 2.10

The proof of Proposition 2.9 and Proposition 2.10 relies on the following version of the Faa di Bruno
formula.

Let o € NV. We say that (k,3,7) € D(a) if there exists v1,...,7, € NV and f,... 3 € NV such
that o = |B1|y1 + - - |Bk|vk and that all the ; are distincs. We write = 51 + -+ + S.

The Faa di Bruno formula that we shall use reads as follows.

Lemma D.1 ([Ma09]). Let N > 1, and let also ¢ : RN — RN and F : RY — R be two functions

being n times differentiable. Then for any multi-indexr o = (o, ..., an) such that |o| < n there holds
LA B
(k,8,7)€D(a) =117 ]

/8'
where we recall that H;‘?Zl % (%BW go) " is a shorthand for

i 1 1 gt g, ) P
I ( )

.| e ] .
jet1i=1 Pais \ V510 Vi, N Oz, - O N

When we use (D.1), we will only do product estimates in Sobolev or Lebesgue spaces, therefore we
will only need to keep track of the number of derivatives taken on F' and ¢. Also, we can discard
the constant appearing in the formula so that we will abusively write (D.1) as

9"(F o) = S enp (0740 F o o) TT(09)% . (D.2)
B1+2B2+4-+nfn=n J=1

Note that in order to obtain (D.2) we regrouped derivatives on ¢ by their number. The notation
(07)P therefore stands for any possible product of Bj derivatives of order j of the vector-valued
function ¢, for example 9120201 is a (9'¢)? term, therefore the 8, (which are multi-indicies) can
be taken as integers as we regroup all (37¢)% terms (this changes the constants ¢n,3, which are not
of importance in our analysis). The summation condition on the 3; € N is therefore 377, jj3; = n.

D.1. Proof of Proposition 2.9. We split the proof between integer and non-integer cases.

Step 1: Integer o =n > 0. For n = 0, we make the change of variables y = ¢(z) and use the fact
that | det(Ve™")| = |det Vio| ™! < ¢! to have

W [1,00), [IF ol = [ (o)) de

(D.3)
= [ IF@)P1det(Ve™ ) ) dy < eI
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For n > 1, we shall estimate the derivative 0" (F o ¢) in L?(U/). We use the Faa-di Bruno formula
(D.2), Holder’s inequality, and (D.3) to have

|0"(F o 90)||L2(u) N Z
B1+2B2++nfn=n
Bit-+Bn=P

n
(0°F o ) H
7j=1

L)

S Z ||8’BF 0 <PHLP(u)
B1+2B2++nBn=n

<C Y 10 Fluw TT10%%
B1+2B2++nfr=n J=1

where the to-be-chosen exponents p, ¢, and g; satisfy

1 1 1 "1 1

St =) — =0

p q p 549

[

LaU)

and C depends only on (¢p,m, N). We will estimate the right-hand side using the Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequality in bounded domains, which is recalled in Theorem B.5. We choose ¢; = ¢.

For j > 2, we choose o ﬁ ej = Q(Jn 1y and note that o = &1, so that

- : 1-9, : o,
Haj‘P”quﬁj(u) = Hajw‘|quﬁj(u) S Hawuénfl(u)vaHLoo(]u) S Hw“}}n(u)(l + HV‘P”LOO(M)>1 b,
This implies

H ||aj90‘|mﬁ] < C(IVelle @)Yl m @),

where

Npg om0 =Y) _ (=B)—(B=B) _n-5
V_Z:HJBJ_Z: Zn—l) B n—1 _n—le[o’l]'
j=2 j=2
On the other hand, we have
_ 1 K68 1-v  p-1
7_7_27 2 Z:J2]_ 2 2n—1)
7j=2

=19

Using Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality again gives
1-6
HaﬁFHLP(Q) 5 HVFHLOOOQ)HFHHn(Q
) 6—1

_2_ P—L 21
Where;j— 5 —2(n_1),5000—p—1 V.
Putting the above estimates together, we find

10° || Loa H 10700 s, 4y = 107 Fll ooy 100012 H 107l s

< C(||V90HLoo(u))HFHHn(Q)(||VF||LO<>(Q)||¢||Hn(u))y-
The desired estimate (2.33) then follows by applying Young’s inequality.
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Step 2: Non-integer 0. We write 0 =n + p with n = || > 0 and p € (0,1).
We first consider the case n = 0. Using the change of variables Z = ¢(z), § = ¢(y) as in (D.3), we

find
|F(p(x) = Fe(y)?
|FO‘P|%{# :/u/u Lp‘x_y’NJrfuy dzdy

_ F(z)— F(g)[? .
<ec 1// L J did
-0 0o 1) — o ()N Y

Lt [ [EEEGP ot
O Jado TE = T @) - e @I

[F@) - F@P? .-
= ¢ IIVSO\IJV”“/Q dewdy-

This and (D.3) imply
1F o ollgo@wy S (1+ Vel IEN e @) (D.4)
Next, we consider n > 1. Since
1 0 llio @y S I1F 0 @llr2ee + 110™(F 0 o)l )
it remains to estimate [|0"(F o )| guqy). In order to do so we use again (D.2). Note however that

since ¢ = id +4¢ and 1 € L2, ¢ does not belong to any LP(U) with p € [1, 00) if U is unbounded. To
address this, assuming N = 1 for notational simplicity, we substitute dp = 1 + 99 in (D.2) to have

n
O (F o) = > cjk(0°F o ) (00)" [[ (07 ¢)
B1+282-+ o= j=2
51+"'+5n:6
0<k<p1

and Theorem B.3 for product estimates in Sobolev spaces:

n
10" (F o )|y S > (0°F o @) (00" T (&
it B ’ He@)
0<k<p1
n
S > 107 F| Lo () 1@ )%
B1+2Bo+tn B, = =2 ,
NG e J W (U)
0<k<p1
n
+ > 107F o @llwuswy || (09)" [[(&0)™ =1 +11,
B142B2++nfn= J=2 1
! ,31ﬁ~~~+ﬂnn:6 " Li(U)
0<k<p1
where - + - = % + % =5 L and ¢, p € (1, 00), all to be chosen. Note that we have used (D.3) to have

q
107 F o @l o) S 10°F | Lo (e
Next, for p € (1,00) we claim that for any u € (0,1) and G' € WHP() there holds
G o Pllwnsan < CUVEl e Gl (D.5)
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Remark that indeed (D.5) holds for p1 € {0, 1} by direct computations, therefore the linear operator  :
G — Gog is continuous WP () — WP(Q) and W'P(Q) — WP () with constant C(|| V| 1o wr)-
Therefore using Lemma C.3, ® is continuous on [W%? W17] = WHP_ by complex interpolation
(see [Lun09, BL76]).

Using (D.5) we bound

k ﬁ(aj

Jj=2

10°F o ¢ llwusw) C(IVlloe @) 107 Fllwn.z oy |09l H H@JSOIIL% :

Li(U) J=2

o5
2

1 "1
where 5 + - Z 7" =. Clearly ||09]| 1= S 14 ||Vl L. ooy

Gagliardo—Nlrenber 1nequahty yields

”8JSD||L5J'5]'(1,/) = HaijL%ﬂj(u) = || 1a¢\\quﬁj(u) < ||7/’||1§a(u)(1 + HVSOHLOO(L{))1 %
Since
11 zn: 1 B —|— pw—1
ﬁ 2 ] =2 q] U - 1)
Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality again yields
10° Fllwsioy S IVE IS0 1150 .
where 0y = 8t1-1 — %. It follows that

o—1
IT < C(HV@HLw(u))HFH%U(Q)(”VFHLOO(Q)||1/1||Ha(u))179°7

since 377 5 0;8; = 1 — 6. Therefore, II is bounded by the right-hand side of (2.33) after an
application of Young’s inequality.

Next, we estimate I. Since 87 = 874 for j > 2, we have
n
Haw

where v; = f; for j > 2, and 1 = k € {0,...,581}. We first use Sobolev product estimates and
Hoélder’s inequality to obtain

I S0°F| oo > 10" yyuasai [T N0 fas

ie{l,....,n}y;>1 jF#i

I =10°F||Loo)

)

Wia (U)

where
%_¥wwmﬁl>ﬁwzz
1 ify =1,
gi € (1,00), and
‘o ta T iy ,:% if v > 2,
{p+qi+z#ij % if v, = 1.
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By Theorem B.5,

1 60 i+p—1
o' S o ==
10l S IV % G2 2o-1)
. _0. . 1 0; 7j—1
By e <V 1009] 910 I
0% S I WG, =5 = 5
1 0_2 1—1

10 s S IV [l %o Gi—-1) 2 20-1)

Case 71 = k = B1. Then we have v; = 3; for all j. Fix any ¢ such that 8; > 1. We have
(n—ifi) —(B—Bi)+itp—1 o—-14i(1—p)—(8—p)

Vi::9i+20j7j: o1 — <1 (Dﬁ)
JFi
since 8 > 5; > 1.
We first consider the case §; = 1, i.e. ; = 1. Then a; = 1 and
1 1 1~ 1—u
p i JFi qj J#i
Using Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality again gives
—0,
107 Fllngy S IVEIL 0 1% (D.7)
1 6 —1
where — = 50 = 25"—1)’ so Oy = % =1 — ;. It follows that
10°F | ooy 10" lywmasas TT 1071 s S I iy (IVE e oyl )
JF#i
which is controlled by the right-hand side of (2.33) via Young’s inequality provided r < o. Indeed,
since 3; = 1, we have v; = o=1=(6=1) g
1 12 1L _l-wn 1 (-we-D-(B-1) _,
r—1 o—-1 pB-1) o-1 -1 oc—-1 (B—1)(0 —1) -
whence r = 0.
Next, we consider the case 3; > 2. Then the power of ||1| o will be
- ~ = c—1—-(8—-1
Ui =vi +0;(vi —1) = v +0;(8i — 1) = a—(f ) <1
where v; is given by (D.6). Hence,
1_1 i+i+zl :1—Vi_é:1—yi_§i( -1 _1-u
P2 \&G G iz 2 Gi 2 2 2
. ~ 1 90 B -1 2 ~
and (D.7) holds with r replaced by 7, where — = — = ——— 50 6y = £ = 1 — ;. Consequently,
p 2 2(r—1) P

as in the case 8; = 1 above, it suffices to check if 7 < ¢. Indeed, a direct calculation reveals that
r=o0.
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We have proven that I is controllable when v = k = ;.

Case 71 = k < (. In this case the exponent v; in (D.6) decreases, and so are 7; and p in view of the

relations between these exponents, which were established in Case 1. As the exponent p in H(?B Fllre
decreases, the exponent r in the interpolation inequality (D.7) also decreases, and hence we can
conclude as in Case 1.

D.2. Proof of Proposition 2.10. We divide the proof into the integer case and the non-integer
case.

Step 1: Integer 0 = n > 0. By the change of variables z = ¢(y) we obtain

! =id sy = | Iy = 0(w) | det Te(wldy < CIVRl e 120y

1

Differentiating ¢ o ¢! = id gives V! = (Vi 0 ¢~1)~! which combined with the cofactor formula

yields
1

 det((Vp) o)
Since |det V| > ¢p and Vi € L™, it follows that

V! Cof (Vi) o o~ 1)".

_ Cn
Vo™ (o) < CT)HV%DHJLVOO(U) < OVl poo r)- (D.8)

This basic estimate will be used through the proof.
Differentiating the identity ¢ =! 4+ o0 o~}
Vel —In = —(Veop )Ve L. (D.9)
Then invoking (D.8) and the change of variables x +— ¢(x) using | det V| > ¢, we obtain
IVe™ = Inllz2) < CUIVYI Lo @) VYl 2wy

This yields the desired H' estimate. Next, we claim that for all n > 1,

= id gives

_ . 1 _ / _ " n . _ )
(et —id) = (Opop 1)1 > cpn(Op o )L (0P oo ) T (0700 ™),
L Bi+2B2-+-+nfn=2n—1 =2
51""‘1‘671:”
B1+87=p1

(D.10)
where 38 = (81, 8),82,...,8n). (D.10) is true for n = 1 in view of (D.9) and the formula dp~! =
W. Assume that (D.10) is true for some n > 1. We use the product rule to differentiate (D.10).
Since

1 I Opopt) O*pop?

O—————=-m =—-m—"1
(Opop=t)m (Op o p=1ymtl (Op o = 1)m+2
differentiating W increases the power of its denominator by 2, the sum of 5; by 1 and the

sum of j3; by 2 due to the new term 9?1 o 1. On the other hand, if m > 1 then for u € {p, 1},
(Quop )" N pop™h)  (Opop ) (@uop )" (o g

J —-1\ym _
(Puop )" =m dpo =m (Opop 1)
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1

This increases the power of the denominator in W by 2, the sum of 3; by 1 (due to dpop™

in the numerator) and the sum jg; by 1.1+ j.(=1)+ (j +1).1 =2.

Next, we generalize (D.10) to dimension N > 2. To this end we observe that one can prove by the
same induction argument that it holds:

n
0" (! —id) = > cpn(Vporp )~ (9po o)1 (0o o 1) T] (0900~ "),
B1+2B2++nfp=2n—1 Jj=2
Bl++ﬁn:n
B1+B87=p1
(D.11)
where:

e 0"(¢ ™1 —id) should be understood as any possible 9] - - - 3N (o1 —id) for some 1 < k < N
and nqy +...ny =n; . )
e (871 o o~ 1)k should be understood as the product of k terms of the form &' - AN by o p~!
for some £ < N and j1 + -+ jn = J;
e (09 o o~ 1) should be understood as (Vi o ¢~ 1)1, i.e. a matrix element of the gradient.
o (Vo 1)=(n=1) ghould be understood as HQ" H(Veo )
Next, we expand
_1\8 _ / _
(Voo )i} = (Voow, =i +0i)"1 = Y ca(Vpop )i — b))
0<k<p]
and relabel k as 3]. Similarly we can write
(Vpop™) ) = (Voo ™) —Iv+ In)" = 37 (Voo )™ = In)"
0<k<2n+1
Combining these remarks we arrive at our final formula:
o't —id) = > gak((Voo ™)™ — IN)E (Voo™ — In)P1 (0 o ™)
B14+2B2++nBn=2n—1
B+ +Br=n

B +87<p1
0<k<2n+1

X ﬁ(aﬂw op V)%, (D.12)

j=2

Consider n > 2. Applying Holder’s inequality to (D.12) yields

10"(¢™" —id)|lz2) < CUIVYl Lo ry) > [[(@¢opt)%
A S el L2()
< O(IVY o) > [T oe 1) ,
B14+2B2+4+nfr=2n—1 |[j=2 Bja;
B+t e Lh @
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For j > 2 we write 87¢ = 9771(9%) and apply Theorem B.5 to d¢ to have
”8J¢HL%[’]‘(U) 5 ||V¢||L00(Ju)||¢”]-}n(u)

where oh == %, which sets the choice of ¢;. We check that

1 &G0 1 a 2 C@n-1)-n 1
2 2 2m-1) 2(n-1) j;jﬁj ;53 T 2n-1) 2
Combining the above estimates, we deduce

n/, — . 0
167 (™" = i) 2 < CUIVY Lo @) > [
B14+2B82++nLn=2n—1
Bit-+Bn=n

where
n n 1
=2 B =23 —
j=2 =29
which yields the desired H" estimate.

Step 2: Non-integer 0 > 0. Let n = |o| > 0 and p =0 —n € (0,1). We use the following estimates.
Lemma D.2. Let ¢ and ¢ as in Proposition 2.10. Let u € (0,1) and g € (1,00) and i > 0 be an
integer. Then the following estimates hold:

71)71

[(Voo ™™ —In| .0 < CUVEl2 @) IVelwmaay (D.13)

and
1G o o™ wna@) < CUIVY| @) IGlwmaw (D.14)
for G € WHi(U).

Proof. To prove (D.14), we note that it holds with ¢ = 0 and p = 1 with the aid of (D.8). Then
(D.14) follows by a similar interpolation argument as for (D.5).

In order to prove (D.13), we denote w = (Vpo o~ 1)~! — Iy = Vo~ ! — Iy and use the following
two expressions for w:

w= (Vo ' +1Iy)" —Ix (D.15)
= —Viop Vel (D.16)
Let us recall the equivalent norm (2.2) of WH4(Q):

1
u(z
lulhwagoy = lullzsioy + labwmacoy, Ty = ([ =L avan)" o)
Let w;; denote the (i, j)-entry of w. Since (D.16) and (D.8) imply
[wijllze < CUV Lo @) IVElla < CUVYll Lo @) IV lwna,

it remains to bound the integral term in (D.17). To this end we observe that for any invertible
matrices A and B we have A~! — B~ = A=}(B — A)B~!, and therefore using (D.15) we can write

wij(z)—wij(@') = Y (Voo (@) +1In); (Vo (&)= Vo™ () k(Vipor™ (a')+In)y,' -

1<k <N
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Since ||(Vip o ot 4+ In) o) < C(IVY | Loe@), it follows that

|wij(x) — wij(@)|T < C(IVYllpewy) D (Vo H(z) = Voo™ (a))wd?, (D.18)
1<k <N
whence
lwig(2) lwiay < CIVU o) D, (VYoo iewiagy-
1<k,(<N
Finally, applying (D.14) with G = V1) yields (D.13). O

Now we return to the proof of (2.34) for 0 = n + p. The case n = 0 follows from (D.14):
le™" —idllme = I =¥ oo™ lzn < CUNVBl oo @)Yl panaey-

The case n = 1 is a consequence of (D.13) with g = 2.

Now we can assume n > 2. Since the L™ norms of (Vo p™1)™! — Iy, Vo' and 9o o~ ! are

bounded by C(||V¥| 1), applying the product rule in Sobolev spaces given by Theorem B.3 to
(D.12), we obtain

10" —id) [ u() < C([[V][L) > A(B)
B1+2B2+++nBp=2n—1
i+ +Bn=n
C(IVellze=) ) B'(8) + C(I[Vell ) > B"(6)
B1+2B2++nfr=2n—1 B1+2P2++nfr=2n—1
Br+:+Bn=n Br+-+Pn=n
p1=1 By >1

n

CIVll=) ) > Bi(B),

=2 814282+ +nBn=2n—1
ﬁ1++5n:n
Bi>1

where the terms A(8), C'(B), C"(3) and C;(B) are defined by

AB) =||(Veorp™) ™ - In| H 1674 0 0~ IHLM

W ‘H

B(B) =||(Voop™ - In) H 10 0 071 s

Whsa1 (

B"(8) = ||(@w o o)

J
. H 1700070, 0

Gi(B) = 1@ o o™, H 1874 o sleLqJBJ
2<j<n
J#i
with Z - = — Z — = 7, and q1,G; € [2,00) to be chosen later. We interpolate using
=1 Qi 1<J<n G
Theorem B.5 on 9, Wthh yields for any 7 > 2,

- ; 6;
1079 0 0™ pagss ) < CUVY ML) as5 0y < CUVD I o)l 7o (D.19)
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with @ = % = ( ) It follows that
"1 " (5 —1)B; n—1 1 2
g = , B0, =2 <>: -2
]z:;qj- jz:;?(a—l) 2(0 - 1) Z] ]Z;qg 0 0
and hence qll = (U“ - Applying Theorem B.5 again yields
gl < C(Ivyll NIV} L_f__ & (D.20)
= A e V) |
Combining (D.19), (D.13), and (D.20), we deduce
2
A(B) < CUIVYl Lo @) IV [wua H?!)HHU < CUIVll oo @) 19l e @ (D.21)

We now move to estimating B”(3). In view of (D.14) and by interpolation using Theorem B.5 on
01, it holds

109 0 o™ lwnar () < CUVEI L) [0l @iy < CUV )[4 720 (D.22)
with q% =% = ﬁ so that in case B =1 we obtain
B"(B) < C([IVY|l Lo @) 19l 1o sy - (D.23)

Let us now assume that 5] > 2. The product estimate (B.1) with p; = ¢1 = co yields
1@ 0 o) lwmar @) S 109 0 0™ lwmar @ l10% 0 07|
Using change of variables, estimate (D.14) and Theorem B.5 on 0, we get
1% 0 ™) M lwmar (@) < CIV| WO e gy < CUIVE I o) $ 1% @)

01

where qi = It follows that B”(f) is controlled by the right-hand side of (D.23).

2 2(0{11) :
The term B'(3) is estimated similarly, the only difference being that instead of (D.22) we use
< C(IVYl Lo @) IV = Inllwwar @)

< CUIVYl Lo @) IV llwrar @
< C(IVell @) 18l 5e
which follows from (D.14), Vi = Vi + Iy and interpolation. Therefore, we arrive at

B'(8) < C(IVY ]l oo @) 19l 7o @o)- (D.24)

[Voo o™ = 1] e

—1

1 1 ]
2(c—1)>

We turn to estimating Cj(3). First, we choose 7~ = - =
J J

M‘&vq}

so that interpolating using
Theorem B.5 we have

_ 6
IT 1¢oe 1HLq]a] ay = 1Wlkew)
2<j<n
i#i
where B )
-1 n-1 (i—1
2 Bib; Zﬂ] e
2<5<n 2<j<n

J#i JF
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In case ; = 1 an application of (D.14) and interpolation on 0 using Theorem B.5 gives

1% 0 o™ M lwnas() < CUVEI oo @) 0 lwrmsts @y < CUAVEN oo @)W 5o

where % = % = 5‘6;2:11) Observe that 0; = 1 —60 and that & z —l—zﬁél = % Finally we have obtained
that

Gi(B) < CUIVY I Lo @)1l o ey (D.25)
In the case (3 > 2, observe that we have % = %(_11_)1) We use the product estimate of Theorem B.3,

(D.14) and interpolation inequalities of Theorem B.5:
10" 0 ™) llwnasay < 19" 0 90_1|’L<m—1>q1 w00 0 0™ lwma(q)
< CUIVY @) 10" 15,134, 00 10" s

< CUIVEl o)l 14615

ﬁ and % = % = 55; fll) Observe that such a choice of (§;, g;) is justified

([i (8 )1) q,. This is enough to control C;(5) by the right-hand side of (D.25) as

with 7( 0% = %

since = +- = er
0+ 0; +(/31—1)é
),

Gathering (D.21), (D.23), (D.24) and (D.25) we obtain the claimed estimate, which ends the proof.

APPENDIX E. SUFFICIENT CONDITIONS FOR &

Proposition E.1. Let F': R — R, and let J = (—1,0) in the finite depth case or J = (—00,0) in
the infinite depth case. Then for all a > 0 and o > 0, there exists a function Crq.(-) : Ry — Ry
such that the following assertions hold.

(i) If F € CJ°N(R), then for all h,v € HO(R? x .J), there holds
[F(h(z, 2) + az)vllgs _rixs) < Crac(l[hllLonmze) |0l Loenme @asx.)- (E.1)
(ii) If F' € C)7V(R), then for all hy, hg,w € H? (R x .J), there holds

[(F(h1 + az) — F(he + az))wll g rixs) < Crac(ll(hi, ho)llLenne)||(h1 — ho)w|Lenme.  (E.2)
Proof. We first note that (ii) is a consequence of (i) since we can write
1
(F(hy + az) — F(hy + a2))w = / F'(az + (1 — 7)hy + 7hy) dr(hy — ha)w
0

Then (E.2) follows by applying (E.1) with F replaced by F’, h = (1 — 7)hg +7hy, and v = (hy — h2).
Without loss of generality, we shall prove (i) for a = 1.

We start by assuming that o = n is an integer, so that it reduces to estimating the terms

Ay = [0™(F(h+2)0" ™02, 0<m <n,
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where we recall that 9 denotes any partial derivative of order £ in (z,z). Clearly Ag < | F||rs|v||#o-
Now consider 1 < m < n. Using the Faa di Bruno formula (D.2), we further reduce the task to
estimating the terms

Anpg = , (E.3)

L2

FB (b4 2)om ™ H (& (h + 2))

where 81 + -+ + B, = 8 and 81 + 282 + - - - + mfB,, = m. Note that d(h+2)=0,h+1if j=1and
0 = 0, and &’ (h + z) = 0’h otherwise. Hence,

-]

As [0.h + 1Pt <10,h]P1 +1 and FP) is bounded for 3 < n, we use Hélder’s inequality with
m m 1
Z =2

j=2
where ¢, ¢, g; will be chosen later, to have

FO (h+ 2)0"~0(0:h + 1)P TI7o(07h)™||
FB) (h+2)0" ™v H}"Zl(ajh)ﬁf L2

if 01 (h + 2) = 0.(h + 2),

otherwise.

%Q‘H
»Q:\H

1
19

Am g < |[FP o H Héﬂhlquﬁ] 10" 0| o + [P o H 167n)|”;
Jj=1 j=2

%l .

Then, we use the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality from Theorem B.5 (with (r,0) = (2,n)) to bound
m
8;(1-6; 80, _
A < | FO oo TT RIS AN G ol 2 ol
j=1

. (E.4)
sl el P ) R e P

where we have chosen % = g = o, ﬁ = %J = %, and % = g = % We check that
UC | 1 Ui 1 m 1 US| 1
IR o /c/ NS N S o B
j:qu' q = n 2 2n 2 j:2q] q

The right-hand side of (E.4) is now controlled by that of (E.1) since n =2 < n.

For the non-integer case o0 =n + p, p € (0,1), it suffices to bounded ||0"(F'(h + 2)v)|| gn. This in
turn reduces to bounding the terms

FO) (h+ 2)0" ™y Haﬂh

Ampg =

I

Hr

where j, 8, and the 3; are as in (E.3). Note that the terms F¥)(h + 2)0""v(9,h + 1) i 5(07 )5,
appearing when d(h + z) = 9,(h + z), can be controlled be similarly, therefore omitted. Denoting
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w = F®)(h + 2)0" ™v, the product estimate (B.1) yields

m m
A ST R)° [wllwea + || ][ (@7R)% [w e
J=1 LY J=1 Wep'
m
< TLI R, 5, el (E:5)
7=1
+ [lwl| e > 10" Bl ymriai [ ] HathLpJaj =1+ 11,
1€{1,....m}: B;>1 j#i
where
{1 if g =1
a; = A o ]
C R Sy i B> 2,
1 1 1 L 1
S =-+Y — =2, g€ (l,00),
and

Regarding I1, we appeal to Theorem B.5 and bound

T | N T+
d'h < BIEST BT, with — = 2 =
10l < BIE [, with — =% = Z2F,
1 w i
O'h Ly < RIS AT, with ————— = © = — if 3 > 2
10 < I B with —— 775 5> 2,
n Mmoo J
1095y < IR A with —] =E=i
We have = + -+ > = MtE§f 3 > 2, and + > = ML if 3; = 1. Consequently,
J#i p; p 20 JFi ps; p 20
% = ”QUm for B, 2 1, and hence

lwllze < [IED| 0" ™0l e < | FO 1o ol 2 [0]

where % = 5% —= 1. Thus I is bounded by the right-hand side of (E.1).

As for I, we apply Theorem B.5 again to have

II('?]hIIquaj < allze” 1Pl e

where qjlgj = % = 55. Then we have 7", q = g and 1 = %5*. Hence,
I< C(IIhIILoomHo)HIUHWM- (E.6)
We recall from (2.2) that
lwllwe = l[w]lze + [ E[w]l|a, (E.7)

where N =d+1 and

we.n) —w@
(z,2) = da'dz’.
/zeJ/xeRd |z — 2'|2 + |z — 2/|2)N/2+an/2
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Let (z,2) € RY x J and (2/,2') € R? x J. We have
(@', 2') = w(z, 2)] S [FO (b, 2') + 2)[[0" " v(z, 2) = " v (2!, 2')]

+10" ™ (z, 2)||[FP (h(z, 2) + 2) — FO(h(2!, 2) + 2)|
107 (e, ) [FO (b, ) + 2) - FO, ) + 7). (ES)

In the first line of (E.8), we bound |F¥) (h(z', 2') 4+ 2')| < |F®| . In the second line, since F#+1)
is bounded for 4+ 1 <n+ 1< [o], we can use the Lipschitz continuity of F®) to have

[FO(h(,2) + 2) = FO(h(a', ') + 2)| < | FED || e [l 2) — h(x, 2)].

In the last line, we combine the Lipschitz continuity and the boundedness of F(®) to obtain

IFO (h(x',2') + 2) = FO(h(a’,2") + 2')| S (|FP || oo + || FP “)”Lm)l’fr;f’z'r'
It follows that
Elw](z,2) $ E[0"™v|(z, 2) + 0" "v(x, 2)|[1E[h] (2, 2)
_ g
OGN [ s TN~ 2+ =T
I

To bound I we make the changes of variables (2/,2) — (2/ — z, 2’ — 2) and 2’ — |Z/]y, so that

|21 I
I :/ dz'dz
(2" eRdx (J—z) (14 |2/|0)(|2!|2 + |2/|2)N/2+an/2
'1g—N—qpn /
=/ - / = dz’ (E.9)
ZeJ—z (1 + ’Z ‘)q /R4 (1 + %)N/Q‘HI#/Q :
_ / |2/ |4 N—au+d / dy o
= Joer (L4127 Jyera (14 |y|2)N/2+aw/2 77"
The y-integral converges because N + 2u > d = N — 1. The integral in 2’ converges since
[¢/aN—aptd rq(l—p)—1 [ef|a~ N—antd N—1—qu :
CEzE T |~ |2/ and | ‘N |2/ . Therefore, I is bounded by a constant
Z'|—=0 2| =00

depending only on (d, ). It follows that
Elw)(z, 2) S E[0""v](z,2) +[0""v(x, 2)|*E[h](x, 2) + [0" v (z, 2)|.

Taking 1/g-th power and then taking the L? norm in (z, z) and applying Holder inequality to the
second term, we obtain

1 _
lwllwea S 10" vllwia + 10" 0| L [[(E[R) || L2 + [|0™ ™ 0] Lo
SNO" " ollwiwa + 0" | L [[Rllwsrs + 110" 0| La,
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where 71 =

MICKAEL LATOCCA & HUY Q. NGUYEN

20

n—m

1

and 19 = 27”, so that é =

+ % Applying Theorem B.5 gives

_ _ 1 S0 n—m
18" 0|y S ol o]l w9 ,

2 20
s S RIS Al = 5 = o,
o~ olhwma S Nl ol o= % = PR = T,
ool ol oy, =2 =R -T2

The above estimates yield

[wllwea S (L+ ||hllLoennmeo) vl Loonme

which in conjunction with (E.6) shows that I is controlled by the right-hand side of (E.1). O
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